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Thi  voucb  bate  BxauN  AGAIN  to  pnt  in  foToe  the 
law  igainst  betting  houses,  and  the  result  has   been 
Mrenl  oonrietionB  by  Ur.  Yaugfhan  oo  Tuesday  last  for 
Oiia  offence.    There  has  also  been  disoussion  of  the  sub- 
ject in  the  daily  papers,  the  usual  references  to  Tatter- 
lall's,  and  the  display  in  many  cases  of  much  ignorance 
of  lav.    Betting,  it  must  always  be  remembered,  is  not 
ill^al  here  as  in  some  states  of  America.    Bets  cannot 
be  enforced  as  contracts  (8  &  9  Vict.  o.  109,  s.  18),  but 
to  make  or  to  pay  a  bet  or  any  number  of  bets  is  oo 
offence  against  the  law.     Although  betting  is  not  illegal, 
betting  hoasea  are  rendered  illegal  by  16  &  17  Vict.  o. 
109,  the  preamble  to  which  recites  that  harm  has  been 
done  "  by  the  opening  of  betting  honses,  and  the  receiving 
efmoHty  in  advance  by  the  owners  or  oconpiers  of  snoh 
honaes  on  their  promises  to  pay  money  on  events  of  horse- 
races," fto.     The  statnte  then  enacts,  by  section  1,  that 
no  house,  office,  &a,  Jc&,  shall  be  opened,  nsed,  &o.,  &o., 
for  the  purpose  of  the  owner,  occupier,  Ico.,  &o.,  or  any 
person  osing  the  same,  or  any  agent  of  suoh   persons 
"  betting  with  persons  resorting  thereto."    The  statute 
than  renders  owners,  occupiers,  &o.,  &c.,  of  such  houses 
liable  to  penalties.     This  section  goyems  the  whole  Aot. 
No  hooae  that  does  not  fall  within  its  proylsions  is  illegal 
a*  a  betting  house,  no  matter  how  much  betting  goes  on 
there.     It  is  also  ta  be  noticed  that  "  persons  resorting  " 
to    aaoh    houses,    as    distinguished   from   the    owners, 
oooapiers,  or  persons  using  the  same,  or  their  agents,  are 
not  U»ble  to  any  penalty  at  all.    Simply  to  go  to  such 
looses  and  bet  there  with  the  owners,  &a.,  is,  therefore, 
BO  offenee. 

Tbe  law  on  this  point  is  clear  enough,  although  it 
■eew  to  be  but  little  understood,  and  we  fear  that  the 
daoiaion  of  Hr.  Yanghan  as  reported  in  the  Timee  of  last 
WediMaday  will  not  throw  mnch  light  on  the  subject. 
The  obaige  in  that  case  was  against  a  number  of  per- 
■oas  fox  using  certain  premises  known  as  the  "  Knights- 
bridgre  Exchange  "  as  a  betting  house,  and  there  was  also 
a  obarge  against  the  occupier  of  the  premises.  It  seems 
"Knightibridge  Bzohange"  waa  a  betting  oinb 


whioh  nsed  to  hold  its  meetings  at  an  address  in  Bromp- 
ton.  There  was  an  annual  subscription  and  election  of 
members.  The  evidence  as  stated  in  the  newspaper  re- 
port is  very  vague,  but  we  assume  (although  we  -are  not 
sure  that  we  are  right  in  doing  so)  that  the  oocnpier  of 
these  premises  or  his  agents,  or  persons  by  his  permission 
or  with  his  knowledge,  and  other  persons  using  these 
premises  betted  with  the  members  of  the  club  who  re- 
sorted to  the  place,  and  that  money  was  deposited  there 
by  the  members  who  made  suoh  bets.  The  betting  of  the 
members,  therefore,  was  not  confined  to  simple  betting 
with  one  another. 

On  these  facta  Mr.  Yanghan  convicted  the  defendants, 
and  there  can  be  no  doubt  that  they  had  infringed  the 
statnte  if  they  occupied  or  nsed  the  premises  for  the 
pnrpoae  "of  betting  with  persons  rescrting  thereto." 
Serjeant  Ballantine,  for  the  defendants,  referred  to 
Tattersall's,  and  said  that  the  "  Enightsbridge  Exchange  " 
was  a  betting  club  like  TattersaU's,  and  that  if  the  one 
was  illegal  the  other  must  be  also.  Mr.  Yanghan  is  re- 
ported to  have  said  that  "  the  Enightsbridge  Exchange 
was  an  association  of  persons  .  .  .  that  there  were 
upwards  of  2, 000  members,  and  there  appeared  to  be  no  limit 
to  the  number.  The  subsoription  oi  five  shillings  a-year  was 
so  trifling,  and  the  manner  in  which  a  member  was  said  to 
be  elected  so  formal  that  he  had  no  hesitation  in  deciding 
that  the  '  Enightsbridge  Exchange  '  was  a  betting-house 
within  the  meaning  of  the  Aot."  It  is  clear  that  this 
ratio  decidendi  is  wrong,  although  the  decision  is  very 
likely  right.  Whether  or  not  there  was  any  bond  fide 
club  in  existence,  and  whether  the  defendants  were 
members  of  such  club  or  not,  and  whether  the  subscription 
of  the  club  was  high  or  low,  the  entrance  easy  or  diffi- 
onlt,  has  nothing  to  do  with  the  case.  The  question  was 
was  the  house  opened,  used,  &c.,  for  the  purpose  of  the  de« 
fendants  as  owners,  occupiers,  or  persons  using  the  house 
"  betting  with  persons  resorting  thereto?"  This  is  the 
only  question,  and  it  is  to  be  regretted  that  it  should 
appear  that  there  is  any  other  ground  for  the  magistrate's 
decision. 

The  suggestion  thrown  out  by  Serjeant  Ballantine  in 
argument,  that  TattersaU's  is  an  illegal  association,  de- 
serves notice,  as  there  is  so  much  misapprehension  on  the 
point.  If,  as  we  believe  is  the  case,  the  members  of 
TattersaU's  simply  bet  there  with  one  another,  and  there 
is  no  owner,  occupier,  &o.,  of,  or  persons  using,  the 
premises,  with  whom  they  bet,  the  establishment  is  not 
within  16  tt  17  Yict.  c.  109,  and  is  therefore  legal.  If 
the  betting  is  not  confined  to  the  members  amongst 
themselves,  but  is  transacted  with  any  owner,  oocnpier, 
&0.,  the  establishment  is  iUegal.  The  law  is  clear,  and 
the  only  question  that  can  be  raised  is  as  to  the  facts  of 
the  ease.  Whether  or  not  the  law  ought  to  be  in  this 
state  is  an  entirely  different  question,  and  one  well  wor- 
thy of  the  consideration  of  the  Legislature.  The  admi- 
nistrators of  the  law,  however,  have  only  to  deal  w^th 
16  ti  17  Yiot.  c.  109,  and  betting  that  does  not  oome 
within  that  statnte  is  not  illegal. 


Digitized  by 


Google 


2  THE  SOLICITORS'  JOURNAL  &  REPORTER.    Nov.  5, 1870. 


Will  a  waix  of  habeas  corpus  issae  at  tha  in- 
stance  of  a  penoa  in  oonfiaement  in  India  ?  This  im- 
portant question  has  been  teoently  raised  before  the 
High  Court  of  Oalcntta  under  the  following'  oironm- 
atanoes : — Ameer  Khan,  a  Mahomedan  merohant  in  Cal- 
oatta,  was  on  the  1 0th  of  July,  1869,  arrested  at  his  own 
house,  and  carried  to  Oya,  289  miles  from  Caloatta, 
where  he  was  imprisoned  in  the  common  gaol.  Two  days 
later,  Hashmahad  Khan,  another  Mahomedan  merohant, 
was  arrested  and  taken  to  Patna,  896  miles  from  Cal- 
cutta. -  On  the  1st  of  August,  1870,  motions  were  made 
in  the  High  Court  of  Oaleatta,  before  Mr.  Justice  Nor- 
man, for  writs  of  habeat  etrpui  on  behalf  of  both  Ameer 
Khan  and  Hashmahad  Khan,  and  a  rule  nUi  was  granted 
on  both  sides.  Oa  the  10th  of  August,  the  Adrocate- 
Ckneral  and  other  oouosel  showed  cause  against  the 
rales,  and  Mr.  Obiabolm  Anatey  and  other  oonnsel  sup- 
ported them.  The  arguments  occupied  six  days,  and 
judgment  was  reserved.  On  the  29th  of  August  Mr. 
Justice  Norman  delivered  a  long  and  luoid  judgment.* 
He  decided  that  no  writ  of  hahatu  corpus  ought  to  issue, 
and  therefore  discharged  the  rule  in  both  oases.  As  the 
matter  is  one  of  importance,  and  one  which  will  in  all 
probability  ultimately  oome  before  the  Judicial  Com- 
mittee of  the  Privy  Council,  we  propose  briefly  to  men- 
tion the  grounds  on  which  Mr.  Jastice  Norman  rested 
his  decision.  In  the  first  place  he  stated  that  the  Habeat 
Corpus  Act  has  been  (except  as  to  certain  parts  thereof) 
introduoed  into  India,  and  that  the  Supreme  Court  had 
therefore,  in  cases  which  he  quoted,  issued  writs  of  luil  ■vt 
«orpvt.  This  being  so,  the  jorisdiction  of  the  High 
Court  (in  which  are  now  vested  the  powers  of  the  Su- 
preme Court)  to  issue  such  writs  is  unquestionable  ;  and 
this  is  importai:t,  because  by  25  Vict.  o.  20  a  writ  of 
habeas  corpus  cannot  issue  from  an  English  court  into  a 
«olony  or  foreign  possession  of  the  Crown  where  there 
are  courts  of  justice  having  authority  to  issue  snoh  writs. 
Therefore,  an  English  writ  of  habeas  corpus  oould  not 
now  be  issued  to  India  as  it  oould  have  been  before  1862. 

But  if  the  High  Court  of  Calcutta  can  issue  writs  of 
habeas  eorput,  why  did  Mr.  Justice  Norman  discharge 
the  rule  in  the  case  of  Ameer  Khan?  Because  there  exists 
in  India  an  Act  of  the  Legislative  Council  which  is 
equivalent  to  a  perpetual  suspension  of  the  Habeas  Cifpus 
AJot  as  regards  persons  arrested  by  the  Government.  By 
Begnlation  lu.  of  1818  of  the  Code  of  Bengal  (and  there 
are  similar  regulations  in  the  Codes  of  Madras  and 
Bombay),  after  reciting  that  "  the  security  of  the  British 
dominions  from  foreign  hostility  and  from  internal  oom- 
motion  occasionally  render  it  necessary  to  place  under 
personal  restraint  individuals  against  whom  there  may 
not  be  sufficient  ground  to  institute  any  judicial  proceed- 
ing, or  where  such  proceeding  may  not  be  adapted  to  the 
nature  of  the  case,  or  may  for  other  reason  be  unadvisable 
or  improper,  a  warrant  of  commitment  of  any  snoh  in- 
dividnal  is  authorised  to  l>e  issued  by  the  Oovernor- 
Oeneral  in  Connoil.  This  Regulation  is  confirmed  by  Aot 
in.  of  1858  of  the  Legislative  Council  of  India,  which 
enacts  that  the  provisions  of  Regulation  ni.  of 
I8I8  shall  be  in  force  within  the  local  limits 
of  the  Supreme  Conrt  of  Calcutta.  This,  says  Mr. 
Justice  Norman,  "  applies  to  all  persons  within  the  local 
limits,  whether  European  Biitish  subjects,  or  persons  liv- 
ing within  the  local  limits  under  the  protection  of  and 
subject  to  English  law."  The  joint  effect  then  of  the 
BegulatioB  and  the  Act  is  that  the  Habeas  Corpus  Aot  is 
perpetually  stupended  in  India  as  regards  persons  arrested 
by  the  Oovemment,  It  was  argued  on  behalf  of  Ameer 
Khan  that  the  Regulation  and  the  Aot  were  alike  void  as 
being  uHra  viret  of  the  Indian  Legislature.  This  is  an 
important  question.  The  Aot  3  &  4  Will.  4,c.  85,  which 
created  and  gave  legislative  powers  to  the  Ooremor- 
General  in  Connoil,  expressly  provided  that  theOovernor- 
(}eneral  in    Council    should  not  have  power  to  make 

*  Vide   Report    of   the   Proceedings,  by    C.    C.    Macrae, 
iMirister-st-law.— "Englishmsn"  Press,  Calcutta,  1870. 


any  laws  or  regulations  affecting  the  pretogatirea  of  the 
Crown  or  the  authority  of  Parliament,  or  any  part  of 
the  UHivritten  lam  or  eonstitutUiH  of  the  United  Kiitgdom 
whereon  may  depend  the  allegianoe  of  any  person  to  the 
Crown.  It  was  argued  then  that  the  Regulation  and  Aot 
are  void  as  being  contrary  to  the  unwritten  law  of  the 
United  Kingdom.  This  objection  was  overrnled  by  Mr. 
Justice  Norman,  who  held  that  the  Regulation  and  Aot 
were  not  «/(raeir«s,  and  oonseqnently  not  void. 


The  pbbskkt  bulk  of  intebkatiokal  law,  under 
which  a  neutral  power  is  not  required  to  restrain, 
or  held  responsible  for,  a  traffic  in  contraband 
carried  on  by  her  own  subjects,  is  rendered  so  clear 
by  Wheaton  and  Kent  (et^e^  14  S.  J.  945),  and  others, 
that  it  is  impoesible  to  render  it  any  clearer.  The 
writer  of  a  letter  in  yesterday's  Times  cites  one  or 
two  Oerman  writers  on  the  matter,  and  among  them 
Dr.  Bluntschli,  of  Heidelberg,  from  whose "  Modem 
International  Law"  he  takes  (tntor  alia')  the  following 
passage: — 

"  Ha  who  conveys  contraband  of  war  to  a  belligerent 
exposes  himself  to  the  risk  of  capture.  But  he  only  injures 
the  war  interests  of  the  one  party,  and  comes,  so  far, 
under  its  rights  of  war.  The  neutral  state  has  no  occasion 
on  its  side  also  to  hinder  the  furnishing  of  contraband  of 
wa  r." 

Now  Dr.  BInnttohli  was  an  unfortunate  writer  to  oite 
upon  the  point,  because,  though  undoubtedly  an  able 
writer,  he  happens  to  be  one  of  those  who  cannot  always 
resist  the  temptation  of  laying  down  the  law,  not  as  it 
is,  but  as  he  thinks  it  onght  to  be;  and  if  the  oorres  • 
pondent  of  the  limes  had  gone  on  to  the  next  section 
(766),  he  would  have  found  in  the  note  (we  take  the 
original)  these  words: — 

"  Man  durf  dem  neutralen  State  nicht  zumuthen,  dasz  er 
die' Verschickung  von  Waffen  im  einztlnen  uni  Kleinen 
verhindere.  .  .  .  Anders  verhalt  es  sich  mit  der 
Euaendung  im  Cfrossen.  Darin  liegt  durchweg  eine 
thataachlicbe  Fbrderung  einer  Elriegspartei  und  meistens 
such  eine  kriexerische  Beihiilfe.  Insofem  bat  der  neutrale 
Stat,  um  seine  Nichtbetheiligung  am  Kriegn  auszer 
Zweifel  zu  stellen,  ein  Interesse,  und  soweit  die  aiiieht  dtr 
KritgthUlft  mindesttm  wahrseheiiilich  ist,  die  Pflicht,  der 
AusRihrung  solcher  Sendung  entgegenzntreten." 

That  is  to  say,  that  if  the  trade  become  so  wholesale  as 
to  be  a  serious  thing  to  either  belligerent,  the  nentral 
should  stop  it.  Such  a  proposition  as  this  is  utterly 
unwarranted  by  any  precedent  or  authority;  and  it  is 
difficult  to  imagine  a  vaguer  rule  or  one  which  oould  be 
more  utterly  impracticable.  It  is  not  too  much  to  say 
that  with  such  a  rule  it  would  be  in  the  power  of  any 
belligerent  to  draw  any  neutral  into  a  casus  belli  within 
a  fortnight.  Happily  there  is  no  such  rule,  and  it  is  to 
be  hoped  there  never  will  be.  It  is  only  by  preserving 
dear,  sharp  definitions  in  these  matters  that  confusion 
and  misunderstanding  oau  be  avoided. 


Wb  hate  bepobtbd  during  the  last  few  weeks 
several  cases  in  the  Conrt  of  Bankruptcy  in  which  the 
learned  registrars,  fallowing  the  decision  of  Lord  Justi  o« 
James  in  Ex  parte  Dimond,  Re  Williams  (18  W.  R.  112S), 
have  refused  to  restrain  proceedings  in  bankruptcy  by  a 
creditor,  simply  upon  the  ground  that  the  debtor  has 
presented  a  petition  for  liquidation  by  arrangement. 
These  decbions  are  perfectly  sound,  and  oanno  t  be  too 
generally  known. 

The  intention  of  the  Bankruptcy  Aot  is  quite  olear. 
It  gives  to  the  general  body  of  creditors  assembled  at  a 
meeting  duly  convened,  the  right  to  elect  between  liqui- 
dation by  arrangement  and  bankruptcy;  and  after  tho 
meeting  has  been  held  and  has  decided  in  favour  of 
liquidation,  any  prooeeding  by  a  creditor,  whether  at  law 
or  in  bankruptcy,  may  very  properly  be  stayed.  But  the 
presentation  of  a  petition  for  liquidation  is  the  act  of  tha 
debtor  alone,  with  which  the  oreditors  have  nothing  to 
do;  and  to  stay  bankruptcy  proceedings  simply  because 
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Hioh  tk  petition  has  been  presented  would  be  to  make 
over  to  the  debtor  the  option  which  the  Aot  has  given 
to  the  creditor. 


Wk  fbikt  in  anothkb  column  the  role  which  the 
jndgea  made  on  the  first  day  of  term  under  the  new 
Jozies  Act.  It  will  be  seen  that  the  judges  have  adopted 
the  oooise  which  we  soggested  last  week,  and,  leaving 
other  points  for  future  consideration,  have  made  a  rule 
•to  meet  the  one  point  in  reference  to  which  an  immediate 
dilBciil^  wonld  have  arisen  at  the  present  sittings — viz., 
IKOTision  of  the  fund  for  payment  of  the  common  jurors. 
!nie  sum  to  be  deposited  is  to  be  £3.  This  snm  at  first 
•ight  seems  large,  bat  upon  examination  it  will  probably 
tw  found  not  too  large.  It  assumes  that  with  thirty-six 
jniymen  in  attendance  six  causes  will  be  disposed  of  per 
day.  Probably  three  fall  jories  are  seldom  in  attendance 
•t  the  same  time.  Six  is  a  considerable  number  of 
eaosei  to  dispose  of,  if  only  those  which  are  called  on  are 
counted,  and  probably  the  deposit,  which  need  not  bo 
paid  until  the  cause  is  called  on,  will  never  be  paid  in 
any  others.  As  the  effect  of  the  new  Act  will  evidently 
be  to  diminish  the  difference  in  expense  between  special 
and  common  juries,  it  is  probable  that  the  proportion  of 
special  jury  oases  to  common  will  now  be  larger  than 
hitherto. 


A  FEW  KOTES  ON  THE  MABBIBD  WOMEN'S 
PBOPBETY  AOT. 

We  have  already,  in  the  ooarse  of  onr  comments  on 
the  legislative  result*  of  last  session,  discussed  (see  14 
8.  J.  974)  the  general  object  and  scope  of  this  Act.  The 
gnat  importance  of  the  enaotment  is  a  sufficient  excuse 
to  us  for  again  referring  to  the  subject;  and  we  purpose 
this  time  to  examine  more  minutely  one  or  two  of  its 
details. 

We  desire  to  draw  attention,  in  the  first  place,  to  sec- 
tions  3,  4,  and  5.  These  sections  present  an  instance  of 
ambiguity  of  langnag^  which  will  probably  ere  long  be- 
eome  the  subject  of  judicial  decision.  Section  3  provides 
that  any  married  woman  may  make  an  appUoaUon  to  the 
Bank  of  England  that  any  sum  of  stock  (being  not  less 
than  £20)  to  which  she  is  entitled  may  be  made  to  stand 
in  the  books  of  the  Bank  of  England  in  the  name  of  the 
married  woman  as  a  married  woman  entitled  to  her 
separate  nie.  The  section  then  provides  that,  on  suoh 
eaxrj  being  made,  the  same  sum  "  shall  be  deemed  to  be 
the  separate  property  of  such  woman,  and  ihall  ie  traru- 
ferrti,  and  the  dividend*  paid  at  if  the  mere  an  unmarried 
wtmmn."  Sections  4  and  6  oontain  similar  provisions  with 
nspeet  to  the  property  of  married  women  in  joint  stock 
ooopasies  and  in  friendly  and  other  societies.  The 
qosation  which  arises  upon  the  above  italicised  words  is 
this :  Does  the  Aot  under  the  above-mentioned  droum- 
■tanoe*  deprive  the  hnsband  of  his  right,  after  his  wife's 
death,  to  her  stock  and  other  property  as  administrator  ? 
niera  can  be  little  doubt  that  such  was  not  the  inten- 
tioo  of  the  Legislature.  Tet  the  Aot  oontains  no  words 
limiting  its  operation  to  the  life  of  the  married  woman 
in  qaestion  ;  and  if  the  literal  and  fall  force  of  the  words 
is  to  be  taken,  it  seems  difloalt  to  stop  short  of  the  oon- 
fusion  that  the  husband's  right  as  administrator  is  ex- 
dnded.  Nevertheless,  we  think  that  snoh  wonld  not  be 
the  oonstmction  upheld  by  the  Courts.  The  tendency 
of  modefn  decisions  is  to  allow  the  scope  and 
general  objeot  of  a  statate  to  override  the  particular 
words  employed  ;  and  to  refnse  to  oonstme  ambiguous 
expressions  in  snoh  a  manner  aa  to  lead  to  resnlta  whioh 
were  never  intended  by  the  Legislature  (compare  for  in- 
itaooe  OkorttoH  r.  JUngi,  17  W.  B.  284).  Independently 
«f  Oiis,  the  present  qaestion  presents  features  which 
paint  to  the  oonclnidon  that  the  true  oonstmction  of  the 
Act  is  to  hold  that  it  does  not  affect  the  husband's  right 
es  administrator  to  his  deceased  wife.  The  scope  and 
ftjeet  of  the  Act  appear  to  be  to  plaoe  the  property  of 
■misd  women  in  certain  specified  cases  in  the  same 


petition  as  if  it  were  settled  to  the  separate  use  of  the 
married  woman,  in  the  nsnal  manner.  The  words 
"  separate  use,"  "  separate  property,"  ran  throagh- 
ont  the  Aot.  Now  it  is  the  well-knoim  rule  of 
equity  that  a  woman  may  freely  dispose  of  heir  sepa- 
rate property  either  daring  her  lifetime  or  by  her  will; 
but  that  if  she  dies  intestate  her  surviving  htisband  is 
entitled  to  all  such  property  either  in  his  marital  right 
or  as  administrator,  acootding  as  the  property  may  be  in 
possession  or  in  action.  Now  the  stock  in  qaestion  is 
expressly  declared  to  be  the  separate  property  of  the 
married  woman  (section  3);  and  it  would  seem  to  follow 
that  it  will  be  subject  to  all  the  ordinary  inoidents  of 
separate  property.  XToless,  therefore,  the  wife  dispose  of 
it  in  her  lifetime,  or  by  testamentary  writing,  it  will 
belong  to  the  hnsband.  This  seems  the  more  clear  when 
It  is  oongidered  that,  as  the  stook  in  qaestion  is  a  cluiie 
in  action,  it  must  necessarily  be  transferred  in  the  first 
place  to  the  wife's  administrator.  Now  the  ordinary 
law  of  administration  is  in  no  way  affected  by  the  Mar- 
ried Women's  Property  Act.  The  hnsband  will  there- 
fore continue  entitled  to  be  his  deceased  wife's  adminis- 
trator, and  as  such  will  be  entitled  to  the  stock  in  qaestion. 
It  may  be  argued  that  the  Act  makes  him  a  trustee  for 
the  wife's  statutory  next  of  kin;  but  this  is  obviously  a 
more  difficult  contention.  And  it  may  well  be  suggested 
that  the  words  of  the  Act  are  literally  complied  with 
by  a  transfer  of  the  stock  to  the  administrator  of  the 
person  in  whose  name  it  stands,  be  that  administrator 
who  he  may.  We  think,  therefore,  that  the  husband's 
right  in  this  respect  is  not  affected  by  the  Act,  but  it 
would  have  been  better  had  the  Aot  been  more  distinct 
in  this  respect.  A  similar  question  may  be  raised  as  to 
section  2  (relating  to  deposita  in  savings  banks).  The 
language  of  this  section,  however,  differs  slightly  from 
that  of  section  8  above  cited,  and  the  variation  is  in 
favour  of  the  preservation  of  the  husband's  existing 
righU  as  administrator  of  his  wife.  If,  therefore,  we  are 
right  in  our  argument  upon  section  3,  the  same  oonda- 
sion  wonld  follow,  a  fortiori,  with  regard  to  section  2.  ^ 

Section  11  of  the  Aot  enables  a  married  woman  to  main- 
tain an  action  in  her  own  name  for  the  recovery  not  only 
of  any  property  by  the  Aot  declared  to  be  her  separate 
property,  but  also  of  "any  property  belonging  to  her 
before  marriage,  and  which  her  husband  shall  by  writing 
nnder  his  hand  have  agreed  with  her  shall  belong  to  her 
after  marriage  as  her  separate  property."  It  is  to  bo 
observed  that  this  section  applies  as  well  to  women 
married  before  as  to  those  married  after  the  passing  of 
the  Aot.  Ita  provisions  therefore  extend  to  all  married 
women  without  exoeptlon.  It  should  be  observed,  also, 
that  the  section  enables  a  married  woman  to  sue  in  her 
own  name  in  respect  of  any  property  whioh  her  husband 
may  by  her  marriage  lettlement  have  agreed  shall  be  her 
separate  property.  For  snoh  an  agreement  would  be  in 
writing  under  the  hand  of  the  husband,  as  required  by 
the  Act.  If,  however,  snoh  property  has  been  transferred 
to  trustees  (as  is  usually,  but  not  invariably,  the  case)  we 
conceive  that  the  Act  would  not  apply,  and  that  the 
action  must  be  brought  in  the  names  of  the  trustees,  as 
before. 

The  protection  given  to  a  wife  in  respect  of  such  pro- 
perty as  above-mentioned  is  of  a  very  stringent  ch«p 
raoter.  The  section  goes  on  to  provide  that  the  married 
woman  "  shall  have  in  her  own  name  the  same  remedies 
both  civil  and  criminal  agldnst  all  persons  whomsoever 
for  the  protection  and  security  of  such  property  aa  if  the 
same  belonged  to  her  as  an  unmarried  woman."  Under 
these  words  it  seems  to  us  to  be  dear,  that  a  wife  may 
prosecute  her  hnsband  for  stealing  her  separate  property. 
This  perhaps  is  a  case  whioh  is  not  likdy  to  occur  very 
often;  but  there  is  another  result  of  the  section  whioh 
is  of  more  immediate  importance  to  lawyers.  Does  the 
section  enable  a  wife  to  file  a  bill  in  Chancery  in  her  own 
name,  without  the  intervention  of  a  next  friend  7 
Hitherto,  of  course,  the  rule  has  been  that  a  married 
woman  can  nnder  no  droumstances,  sue  at  common  law. 
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In  equity,  the  oan  sne,  bat  only  through  the  interren- 
tion  of  a  next  friend  {Fieard  r.  Bine,  18  W.  B.  75). 
After  the  paasing  of  the  Aot,  it  is  clear  that 
a  married  woman  oan  sne  at  common  law  in  her 
own  name.  The  words  of  the  aeotion  above  cited  are  so 
far  ezprcM.  Bat  does  the  statute  farther  enable  a 
married  woman  to  sue  in  equity  in  her  own  name  also  ? 
It  woald  be  a  curious  anomaly  if  it  were  the  case  that  a 
wife  could  sue  at  common  law  in  her  own  name,  but 
teqnired  the  iaterrention  of  a  next  friend  to  enable  her 
to  sne  in  equity.  Yet,  such  must  be  the  law,  unless  the 
statute  be  understood  to  alter  the  exiiting  practice  of  the 
Court  of  Chancery  in  this  respect.  And  the  statute 
appears  to  us  to  hare  this  effect.  It  is  true  that  the  ex- 
pression above  cited — "  maintain  an  action,"  may  seem 
to  point  to  an  action  at  common  law  only.  Bat  when 
the  section  goes  on  to  say  that  the  married  woman  "  shall 
have  in  her  own  name  the  same  remedies  both  civil  and 
criminal  as  if  such  property  belonged  to  her  as  an  un- 
married woman,"  it  is  surely  impossible  to  aigne  that 
equitable  remedies  are  not  included.  It  would  seem, 
therefore,  that  henceforward  a  married  woman  will  be 
able  to  file  a  bill  in  Chancery  without  the  intervention 
of  a  next  friend.  This,  however,  will  be  the  case  only 
where  the  bill  relates  to  separate  property  of  the  mar- 
ried woman,  which  has  become  hers  in  the  various  modes 
pointed  out  in  the  Act.  It  does  not  apply  to  suits  rela- 
ting to  property  which  is  vested  in  trustees  for  the  sepa- 
rate use  of  a  married  woman  in  the  ordinary  manner. 

It  is  observable  that,  although  under  certain  oiroom- 
stanoes  the  Act  enables  a  married  woman  to  sne,  it  does 
not,  except  in  the  case  of  ante-nuptial  debts  (see  section 
13)  make  her  liable  to  be  sued  in  any  manner  in  which 
she  is  not  now  liable.  It  would  appear,  therefore,  that 
all  suits  agairut  a  married  woman  in  respect  of  her 
separate  property,  must  be  broaght  in  the  Court  of 
Chancery.  And  this  will  equally  be  the  case  whether 
the  property  in  question  became  the  separate  property  of 
the  married  woman  by  virtue  of  the  provisions  of  the 
Act  or  otherwise. 

It  may  not  be  out  of  place  to  notice  that  the  marginal 
note  to  section  7  is  inaoonrate  and  is  liable  to  mislead. 
It  runs  thus,  "  Personal  property  not  eaeeedlng  £200 
coming  to  a  married  woman  to  be  her  own."  Areferenoe 
to  the  section  will  show  that  it  is  only  when  the  property 
is  derived  under  a  deed  or  will  that  the  limit  of  £200 
attaches;  property  to  which  a  woman  married  after  the 
paasing  of  the  Act  becomes  entitled  as  next  of  kin  of  an 
intestate,  whatever  its  amount,  will  be  held  for  her 
separate  use. 

In  conclusion  the  following  note  may  bo  useful: — 
It  is  highly  important  to  distinguish  carefully  between 
those  clauses  of  the  Act  which  are  confined  to  women 
Buurried  after  the  passing  of  the  Act,  and  those  which 
extend  to  all  married  women  whomsoever.  It  is 
also  important  to  distinguish  between  those  sections 
which  require  some  formality,  snch  as  a  special  declara- 
tion or  notice,  to  be  gone  through  before  the  statnte 
applies,  and  those  which  extend  to  all  cases  whatsoever, 
^e  following  are  the  sections  which  apply  only  to  the 
case  of  women  married  after  the  passing  of  the  Act: — 
sections  7,  8,  12.  The  remainder  of  the  Act  extends  to 
aU  married  women  whomsoever.  The  following  also  are 
the  sections  which  require  the  performance  of  some 
previous  formality  before  the  Act  attaches: — sections 
3,  4,  5, 10, 11.  The  residue  of  the  statnte  applies  in  all 
,  without  any  such  previous  act. 


HOW  TO  DISPOSE  OP  SEWAGE. 

The  various  legal  difficulties  inherent  in  this  question, 
when  they  are  brought  under  our  notice  by  the  reports, 
deaerve  some  attention  for  the  simple  reason  that  so 
many  public  bodies  in  every  part  of  the  kingdom  have 
been  engaged  for  years,  and  are  still  engaged,  in  attempts 
to  solve  it,  with  varying  success.  This  problem,  in  nine 
out  of  ten,  takes  the  following  shape  : — Qiven  a 


certain  quantity  of  noxious  and  offensive  matter,  how  t» 
rid  ourselves  of  it  by  discharging  it  within  cur  neigh- 
bour's borders,  so  that  our  neighbour  may  have  no  remedy 
against  us  either  at  law  or  in  equity.  What  then  is  the- 
legal  position  of  a  public  biody  engaged  in  the  drainage 
of  a  district  nnder  parliamentary  powers,  where  the  re- 
sult of  their  operations  is  the  creation  of  a  nuisance  at 
common  law  ? 

Where  the  Legislature  gives  a  general  license  to  do  a 
particular  act  without  any  provision  that  the  doer  is  to 
be  liable  for  the  conseqnenoes,  persons  aggrieved  by  the 
necessary  result  of  the  act  being  done  may  be  without  a 
remedy,  inasmuch  as  the  authority  of  the  Iiegislature  for 
the  act  can  be  pleaded  by  the  doer.  In  this  sense  there 
may  be  i  a  wrong  without  a  remedy,  the  well  known 
maxim  notwithstanding ;  and  the  aggrieved  person's  only 
course  is  to  appeal  to  the  Legislature  to  rectify  the  con- 
cession they  have  made.  A  reference  to  one  or  two  oases 
will  illustrate  our  meaning.  Where  the  trustees  of  a 
turnpike  trust,  in  execution  of  a  statntory  power,  filled 
np  the  gap  between  two  hills,  and  carried  the  highway 
on  an  embankment  past  the  plaintiff's  lodge  in  snch  a 
manner  that  he  was  unable  to  drive  out,  the  decision  was 
that  the  trustees,  who  had  not  acted  oppressively,  were 
not  liable  in  damages,  for  that  the  Act  omitted  to  pro- 
vide a  remedy  in  such  a  case  (^Boulton  v.  Crowther,  2 
B.  k  0.  703).  So,  too,  where  horses  were  frightened  by 
the  locomotives  employed  on  a  railway  in  pursuance  of 
an  Act,  and  the  railway  company  were  indicted  for  the 
nuisance,  the  Court  of  King's  Bench  decided  that  the 
nuisance,  as  being  the  necessary  result  of  the  use  of  looo- 
motives  in  the  manner  sanctioned  by  the  Legislature, 
was  not  actionable  {R.  v.  Peate,  i'B.k  Ad.  30).  And  in 
a  late  case  involving  the  same  principle  {Attorney- Gene- 
ral T.  Contervtttori  of  the  Biter  Thamrt,  11  W.  E.  163, 1  H. 
&  M.  1),  Lord  Hatherley,  when  Yioe-Cbancellor,  held  that 
inasmuch  as  the  erection  of  a  pier  in  the  river  most 
needs  be  an  injury  to  some  one,  and  Parliament  had 
sanctioned  the  erection  of  such  a  pier,  no  private  person 
could  be  heard  to  complain  that  he  was  the  person  in. 
front  of  whose  premises  the  pier  was  erected. 

There  is  a  distinction,  as  the  same  learned  judge  pointed 
oat  in  Attorney  •General'^.  Metropolitan  Board  of  Workt 
(11  W.  B.  820,  1  H.  t  M.  298),  between  parliamentary 
powers  to  do  acts  which  necessarily  involve  a  nuisance, 
and  powers  which  may  be  exercised  without  giving  rise 
to  a  nuisance.  Powers  of  the  latter  class  must  be  so 
exercised  as  not  to  give  rise  to  a  nuisance  ;  in  the  case 
of  powers  of  the  former  class  the  Legislature  is  presumed 
to  have  regarded  the  balance  of  convenience  {R.  v.  Ruatellf 
6  B.  &  C.  666),  and  the  persons  whose  duty  it  is  to  execute 
the  power  are  shielded  from  all  responsibility  for  the 
consequences,  provided  they  have  net  exceeded  their 
powers  {Plate  Olau  Company  y.  Meredith,  4  I.  B.  794), 
though  they  are  not  relieved  from  the  obligation  to  nse 
reasonable  care  that,  in  doing  the  act,  no  unnecessary 
damage  be  done  (,Mer$ey  Bock  Trusteet  v.  Oibbe,  14 
W.  B.  872,  L.  B;  1  B.  &  L  App.  112).  In  Attorney- 
General  V.  Committee  of  Vieitors  of  Colney  Hatch  Lunatie 
Asylum  (17  W.  B.  242),  Bolton  t.  Crenther  (»W.  tup.), 
was  cited  in  snpport  of  a  contention  that  the  Legislature,, 
in  empowering  visiting  justices  to  build  a  lunatic 
asylum,  impliedly  authorised  the  disposal  of  its  sewage  in  a 
manner  complained  of  by  a  neighbouring  B<»ird  of 
Health.  But  Lord  Hatherley  and  Selwyn,  L.  J.,  negatived 
this  very  decidedly,  the  former  saying  that  "  it  could  not 
be  construed  from  the  power  to  build  a  large  building, 
that  all  the  refuse  from  the  house  was  to  be  thrown  on  the 
neighbouring  ground." 

If  the  Legislature  expressly  empowered  a  public 
body  to  drain  into  a  particular  river,  without  any 
provision  that  they  should  be  liable  for  the  consequences, 
it  might  fairly  be  contended  that  persons  who  were  injured 
thereby  could  not  complain,  provided  the  operations 
were  carried  on  in  conformi^  with  the  local  Act,  and 
so  as  not  to  occasion  any  unnecessary  nuisance  i  and  it 
would  be  assumed  that  Parliament,  by  omitting  to  pro- 
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Tide  a  remedy,  had  deliberately  pieferred  the  interesta 
of  the  dbtriot  to  be  drained  to  the  intereit  of  the 
datiict  npon  which  the  drainage  was  to  be  diioharged. 
Sooh  a  case,  however,  hu  not  ooonrred.  Tbe  Leeds  eaie 
{,AtUm*y-0*ner<UY.  Curforatisnof  Le$dt,'V.0.3,,liyi.U. 
517.  on  appeal  L.  B.  5  Cb.  583, 19  W.  B.  19}  was  an  iufor- 
makioa  at  the  relation  of  the  landowners  on  the  banks  of 
the  riTsr  Aire,  below  Iieed%  for  the  porpose  of  restrain- 
ing the  defendants  from  poUnting  the  rirer  by  pouring 
into  it  the  sewage  of  the  borongh  in  an  nnpnrified 
and  nndeodoriaed  state.  The  Iiooal  Improvement  Aot 
ezpnasly  authorised  the  corporation  todrain  into  the  riTer. 
The  case  thna  differed  from  the  Birmingham  ccue  (6  W, 
2.  811,  4  E.  ft  J.  528),  where  this  express  authority  was 
wanting.  If  tbe  oase  had  stopped  there,  the  principle  of 
R,  T.  Petut  might  have  been  appUoable,  as  the  Lord 
Cbanoellor  pointed  oat  (Ii.  B.  6  Ch.  691).  The  Iiooal 
ImproTement  let  inoorporated,  as  is  usual  in  these  oases, 
■ft  aaneh  of  the  Towns  Improrement  Clauses  Aot,  1817, 
ae  relates  to  the  drainage  of  town*.  It  did  not  inoor- 
porate  the  paitioolar  handle  of  regulations,  among  which 
is  section  107,  which  provides  in  effect  that  nobbing  in 
the  Aot  contained  shall  authorise  a  nuisance;  and  it  was 
•ooordingly  contended,  on  behalf  of  the  defendants,  that 
seotioa  107  did  not  apply,  and  that  the  corporation  had 
ezpreaa  power  to  create  the  nuisance  which  passing  filth 
into  tbe  rirer  must  occasion.  The  Court  of  appeal, 
however,  affirming  the  decision  of  the  Yioe-Chanoellor, 
held  that  section  107  did  impliedly  control  the  operations 
of  the  eorporakion.  If,  therefore,  they  were,  on  the  one 
Itand,  empowered  to  drain  into  the  river  by  the  local 
Act,  they  were,  on  the  other  hand,  forbidden  to  oreate  a 
nnisanoe  thereby  by  the  general  Aot.  An  injuuotica 
was  therefore  awarded  to  protect  tbe  river  from  farther 
pollution  by  the  sewage  of  Leeds. 

The  above  case  establishes  the  important  fact  that 
pnVlic  bodies  who  are  invested  with  the  general  powers 
ot  the  Towns  Improrement  Act,  1847,  whioh  relate  to 
the  making  or  maintaining  tbe  public  sewers  and  tbe 
drainage  of  booses,  take  those  powers  subject  to  tbe 
general  provision  as  to  nuisance  contained  in  section  107, 
wfiieh  ooonrs  in  a  wholly  different  part  of  the  Act.  Bat, 
oa  general  principles,  it  would  appear  that,  for  a  local 
A(^  of  this  character  to  relieve  those  who  exercise  its 
powers  from  the  general  provision  applicable  to  all  such 
bodies,  that  they  shall  coatluot  their  works  so  as  not  to 
create  a  nuisance,  plain  and  specific  words  would  be 
needed.    This  tbe  Yice-ChanceUor  intimated. 

Another  noticeable  feature  in  the  Leedt  oaae  wa'4  the 
lapse  of  time  since  the  beginning  of  the  evil.  The  Court 
was  urged  by  tbe  defendants  to  take  into  consideration 
that  sixteen  years  had  gone  by  since  the  sewer  was  com- 
pleted, daring  all  which  time  it  had  been  pouring,  with 
tke  knowledge  of  the  relators,  a  oontinually  inoreasing 
iliiHiB  of  filth  into  tbe  river.  If  promptitude  is  sncces- 
tnl  and  delay  fatal  anywhere,  it  is  in  proceedings  in 
equity.  But  there  are  reasons  why  delay  should  not  be 
imputed  in  oases  of  this  class,  where  the  Attorney- 
C^eral  sues  on  behalf  of  the  public,  as  in  tbe  oase  of 
an  ordinary  plaintiff.  "  When  any  person  finds  that  the 
I<igisl*tare  has  authorised  a  work  to  be  done,  he  is  not 

taaHnae  that  it  will  oreate  a  uuisanoa 

Until  it  is  aeoertained  that  the  oonstruction  of  the  work 
'wiU  rcenlt  in  a  aniaanee,  I  do  not  see  how  any  person  ooald 
bare  saed.  If  he  had,  I  apprehend  the  answer  would  have 
baan,  ■  We  have  the  power  to  do  this  by  the  Aot,  and  you 
eannot  restrain  ns  from  doing  it,  unless  you  can  allege 
noM  grievance  on  tbe  subject;  and  yon  cannot  sue  in  the 
fonn  of  quia  timet,  because  the  Legislature  seems  to  have 
contemplated  there  was  a  possibility  of  that  being  done 
whii^  they  had  anthoriaed  to  be  done.'  I  think,  there- 
Ih*,  that  is  a  complete  answer  to  tbe  question  of  delay  " 
(JVr  Laid  Hatherley,  L.  B.  fi  Oh.  £94).  The  faot  then 
ttat  an  act  is  done  ander  the  authority  of  the  Legisla- 
tH*  not  only  jostifles  a  oertidn  amount  of 
May  before  instituting  prooeedinge  to  abate  a  con- 
ataniaanoe,  Imt  even  renders  it  incumbent  on  an 


aggrieved  party  to  wait  This  exception  to  the  ordinary 
rules  of  the  Court  as  to  delay  and  acquiescence,  where 
the  offending  party  purports  to  act  under  legislative 
authority,  is  important  to  be  borne  in  mind.  And  if 
some  delay  be  excusable  in  the  case  of  a  private  plain- 
tiff, much  more  is  it  excusable  in  the  oase  of  the  Attorney- 
Oeneral  suing  on  behalf  of  the  public.  In  tbe  Bradford 
Ganal  eate  (Attorney- General  y.  Proprietort  of  the  Brad- 
ford Canal,  16  W.  B.  679,  L.  R  2  Eq.  71)  the  pollution 
of  the  canal  had  been  going  on  increasing  during  t;u 
years  and  upwards,  and  the  question  of  delay  was  much 
debated, owing  to  the  public  having  submitted  to  the 
evil  during  that  period.  The  Vice  Chancellor  (Sir  W. 
Page  Wood),  in  granting  an  injnnotion  against  the 
proprietors  of  the  canal,  while  admitting  that  delay 
might,  in  some  cases,  be  a  complete  answer  to  an  in- 
formation, drew  a  distinction  between  the  position  of  the 
Attorney-General  and  that  of  an  ordinary  plaintiff,  saying 
"  that,  in  oases  of  this  kind,  persons  are  obliged  to  wait 
for  a  considerable  time  before  it  can  be  ascertained 
that  a  oase  has  arisen  for  them  to  put  themselves  in 
motion  and  come  to  tbe  Court,  is  an  argument  whioh 
certainly  applies  more  reasonably  to  the  general  public, 
whose  interests  are  to  be  protected,  than  to  a  single  in- 
dividual, who  may  file  a  bill  as  soon  as  he  is  aggrieved." 
In  this  oase,  as  in  the  Leedt  ease,  the  evil  complained  of 
was  a  oontinually  increasing  eril.  Were  it  stationary, 
less  latitude  ooald  be  allowed. 


BECENT  DECISIONS. 


EQUITY. 
Insurance  Aoent— Coumission  on  Pbofits— Bbeach 
of  coktbact. 
Maelure'e  Claim,  L.J.,  18  W.  B.  1122. 
It  was  held  in  this  oase  that  the  agent  of  an  insurance 
company — who  had  entered  into  an  agreement  to  aot  in 
that  capacity  for  a  term  of  yea's,  in  consideration  of  a 
fixed  salary  and  a  commission  on  tbe  net  profits  of  the 
business  in  every  year — was  not  entitled  to  recover 
damages  in  respect  of  the  loss  of  commission  occasioned 
by  the  company  going  into  roluntary  liquidation  before 
the  expiration  of  the  term,  and  thus  oeaxing  to  earn  any 
profit  upon  whioh  commission  could  be  paid.  It  was 
contended  ou  the  part  of  the  claimant  that  there  was 
an  implied  contract  ou  tbe  part  of  the  company  to  carry 
on  business  until  the  and  of  tbe  term,  as  in  a  case  at 
common  law,  where  A.  sold  to  B.  his  practice  of  a  sur- 
geon, in  consideration  of  a  sum  paid  down  and  an  under- 
taking by  B.  to  pay  over  one-fourth  of  the  receipts  of  the 
praotioe  for  four  years,  and  a  contract  on  B.'s  part  to 
carry  on  the  practice  during  the  term  was  implied 
(ilolntyre  Y.  Belcher,  U  W.  B.  839).  The  right  to  a 
share  in  the  business,  which  was  tbe  subject  of  the  oon- 
traot  in  Molntyre  v.  Beloher,  carries  the  right  to  say 
how  the  business  shall  be  carried  on;  but  the  right  to  a 
commission  on  tbe  profits  of  the  business  carries  no  such 
right,  but  leares  the  principal  unfettered,  and  if  he 
chooses  to  earn  no  profits  the  agent  has  no  right  to  oom- 
plaiu.  Whether  in  these  cases  a  contract  to  carry  on  the 
business  is  to  be  implied  or  not  must  depend  on  whether 
the  agent  has,  by  the  original  contract,  the  right  to  con- 
trol the  principal  la  the  way  he  carries  on  the  business. 


Charitablii!  iNsrrnrrioNS — Mortmain  Act — 
Tbttstbbs'  Discbetion. 
lewU  V.  AUenby,  V.C.8.,  18  W.  E.  1127. 
Something  like  a  new  point  arose  in  this  case.    The 
testator  bequeathed  pare  and  impure  personalty  in  trost 
for  division  amongst  any  hospitals  or  charitable  institu- 
tions in  London  or  Eagland  as  the  trustees  in  their  dis- 
cretion should  think  fit.     It  was  contended  by  the  next 
of  kin  that  the  above  bequest  was  void  under  the  Hort- 
maiu  Aot,  as  regards  the  impure  personalty  bequeathed  ; 
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bat  the  Yioe-Cluuioellor  decided  that  as  regards  that  por- 
tion of  the  beqaeat  the  traateea  ought  to  exeroiae  their 
discretion  in  favoar  of  any  hospital  or  charitable  instita- 
tion  exempt  from  the  Mortmain  Act,  of  which  Uiere  are 
aereraL  The  entire  beqaest  was  therefore  supported,  as 
a  good  charitable  bequest.  The  principle  is,  that  where 
a  testator  has  indicated  two  courses  of  dealing  with  his 
property,  one  of  which  is  according  to  law,  and  the  other 
not,  the  executor  shall  take  that  course  which  is  aooord- 
ing  to  law.  A  charitable  beqaest  ia  good,  if  it  can  by 
possibility  be  carried  into  effect  withoac  a  breach  of  the 
Mortmain  Act.  Lord  Hardwiclce's  observations  as  to  this 
in  Soresby  r.  Salliat  (9  Mod.  221),  were  cited  by  the 
Vioe-Chancellor.  In  Soresty  t.  Hollin$  a  bequest  of  an 
annuity  to  a  charity,  to  be  secured  by  purchase  of  lands 
or  otherwise,  was  determined  to  be  Talid  by  reason  of  the 
words  "  or  otherwise,"  as  indicating  a  mode  whereby 
the  intention  might  be  effectuated  without  violating  the 
Btatnte.  The  Master  of  the  Rolls  followed  this  decision 
in  Dent  t.  Alleroft  (10  W.  R.  184),  where  the  bequest  was 
to  be  applied  in  eatablishing  a  school — which  pointed  to 
the  acquisition  of  land — or  otherwise  for  school  purposes, 
which  remoTed  all  objection  to  the  bequest.  In  LernU 
T.  Allenhy,  it  became  the  duty  of  the  trnstees  to  marshal 
the  assets  comprised  in  the  bequest,  and  diride  the  pro- 
ceeds of  the  impure  personalty  among  saoh  charities 
only  as  were  capable  of  holding  it. 


BEVIEWS. 

The  Gammon  law  and  Equity  Practice  of  tht  County  Cottrtt, 
with  the  Scalet  of  Costa  and  Feet,  the  New  Sulet,  and  the 
more  important  Forme.  By  Geoooe  Washdjotox  Het- 
wooD,  Barriater-at-Law.  London ;  W.  Maxwell  &  Son : 
Manchester ;  Abel  Heywood  &  Son.  1870. 
The  great  aim  of  the  author  of  this  work  seems  to  hare 
been  to  keep  down  the  size  and  the  price.  It  maybecanied 
in  the  pocket  without  inconvenience,  and  its  price  is  only 
five  shilling,  which  must  be  allowed  to  be  moderate  for  a 
law  book,  if  only  it  is  worth  having  at  alL  It  is  not  un- 
common to  find  that  cheap  law  books  would  be  dear  at  a 
gift,  owing  to  the  mistakes  into  which  thoy  are  apt  to  lead 
those  who  rely  on  thorn.  This  does  not  appear  to  be  the 
case,  however,  with  Mr.  Heywood's  book,  which  we  de- 
cidedly recommend  to  the  numerous  class  of  practitioners 
who,  while  called  upon  to  practise  occasionally  in  the  county 
cooits,  do  not  do  so  habitually,  and  therefore  do  not  become 
thoroughly  familiar  with  the  ordinary  practice  of  the  courts. 
It  does  not  contain  much  that  woqjid  not  be  familiar  to  a 
constant  practitioner  in  the  county  courts,  except  perhaps 
the  chapters  on  the  Equitable  Jurisdiction,  which  nrobably 
has  not  yet  become  very  familiar  to  any  one.  At  ue  same 
time  even  to  a  constant  practitioner,  who  wants  to  be  able 
to  quote  the  number  of  the  rule  or  the  section  of  the  Act  of 
Parliament  applicable  to  any  particular  point,  it  will  be 
psefol  U>  have  this  little  book  in  the  pocket  or  the  bag.  It 
]8  true  that  neither  the  Acts  of  Parliament  nor  the  rulee 
(except  the  last  rules  of  May,  1870)  ore  printed  tn  exttnto, 
but  they  are  incorporated  into  the  text,  with  references  to 
the  sections  and  numbers.  The  general  index  is  very  com- 
plete, and  there  are  also  tables  of  statutes  and  of  repealed 
aections  of  statutes  that  will  be  fpund  useful.  Eveiything 
the  book  contains  can  be  easily  found.  Whether  it  con- 
tains, as  it  professes  to  do,  accurate  information  on  all 
ordinary  points  can  of  course  only  be  ascertained  after  con- 
siderable use  of  it  in  actual  practice ;  but  so  far  as  we  have 
been  able  to  test  it  we  have  found  it  reliable.  We  ought  to 
add  that  the  scales  of  costs  and  fees  seem  very  complete,  a 
matter  upon  which  occasional  practitionen  in  the  courts  are 
eniecially  likely  to  require  information,  though  probably 
when  they  get  it  they  may  not  be  tempted  to  become  any- 
thing else.  I 

Tht  law  of  Sabraye,  a*  ttdmiHi$t*r«d  in  th*  Siyh  Court  of 
AimiraUy  mud  tht  County  Court* ;  with  tht  Principal 
Authoriliei,  Enylieh  and  American,  brought  down  to  tht 
prettnt  time,  and  an  Appendix,  containing  Statutet,  JPormt, 
Table  of  Fet»,  ^e.  By  Edwtn  Jones,  of  Gray's-inn, 
Barrister-at-Law.  London :  Stevens  &  Haynes. 
The  law  of  salvage  has  hitherto  generally  been  dealt 

with  only  in  conjunction  with  other  and  more  important 


branches  of  law,  but  the  book  now  before  us  is  devoted 
exclusively  to  a  consideration  of  this  subject.  This  plan  no 
doubt  gives  to  the  author  amfkle  scope  for  saying  whatever 
is  to  be  said  about  salvage ;  but,  on  the  other  hand,  the 
subject  is  necessarily  so  limited  that  it  seems  hardly  entitled 
to  the  dignity  of  a  volume  to  itself.  There  are  vaaaj 
objections  to  minute  subdivision  in  the  treatment  of  legal 
subjects,  one  of  the  most  important  of  which  is  that  it 
directly  encourages  an  excessiTe  reliance  on  isolated  judicial 
decisions  in  preference  to  the  general  principles  upon  which 
those  decisions  are  based.  For  this  reason  we  dislike  the 
method  of  treating  law  adopted  by  Mr.  Jones.  The  object 
of  the  book,  however,  has  been  fairly  carried  out.  The 
stylo  and  execution  of  the  work  is  not  superior  to  that  of 
many  of  the  smaller  text-books  on  English  law,  but  it  is  not 
worse.  The  pages  contain  the  substance  of  the  cited  cases, 
arranged  in  a  more  or  lees  orderly  maimer,  and  an  unusual 
number  of  American  decisions  are  given  on  points  as  to 
which  the  English  and  American  law  are  more  or  leaa 
similar.  No  skill  is  shown  in  dealing  with  conflicting 
decisions  or  in  deducing  from  a  number  of  cases  some 
guiding  principle.  The  absence  of  this  power  appears  vary 
clearly  in  the  cliapter  on  "  Unskilfulness  "  (p.  138  et  teg.), 
where  the  coiifi;sion  of  the  cases  is  very  faithfully  reflected 
in  the  text.  There  are  some  instances  of  want  of  care,  as  at 
pp.  7  and  8,  where  the  facts  of  a  case  are  stated,  but  the 
reference  is  omitted ;  and  we  notice  one  or  two  wrong  refe- 
rences. On  the  whole,  however,  there  seem  to  be  but  few 
errors  of  this  sort. 

After  explaining  the  substantive  law  relating  to  salvage, 
the  practice  of  the  Court  of  Admiralty  and  of  the  ooouty 
courts  is  shortly  stated,  and  a  collection  of  forms  is  given  in 
the  Appendix,  together  with  the  chief  statutes  betuing  on 
the  law  of  salvage.  The  book  will  be  useful  for  those  who 
may  wish  to  know  the  law  on  salvage,  and  its  usefulness  is 
increased  by  a  good  index.  We  fear,  however,  that  the 
demand  for  it  wiU  be  but  small,  on  account  of  the  limited 
nature  of  its  subject. 


COITSTS. 

*a*  We  are  requested  to  state  that  the  case  of  St  Qmggin, 
reported  by  us  14  S.  J.  979,  was  adjudicated  by  Mr.  J.  W. 
Harden,  the  judge  of  the  Birkenhead  County  Conrt,  and 
not  (as  stated  u  onr  report)  by  Serjeant  'WheeJer. 


QUEEN'S  BENCH. 

(In  Banco. — Coram  Loed  Cnuir  Justicb,  and  Mellob,  Lvbh, 

and  Haknen,  JJ.) 

Not.  2. — Tht  ntw  jury  rule. 

The  Court  did  not  sit  before  three  o'clock. 

On  coming  into  court,  the  Lord  Chfef  Justice  said  their 
lordahipa  had  been  engaged  in  framing  the  naw  rule  under 
the  Jnry  Act  of  last  session,  which  was  the  cause  of  the 
delay  in  commencing  the  business  of  term.  The  Aofc 
only  came  into  operation  that  day,  and  this  was  tbo  fint 
opportunity  the  Court  had  had  of  meeting  and  discoadng; 
the  subject. 

Hixvwti,  J.,  then  read  the  following  rule : — "  Whereaa  by 
the  Juries  Act,  section  22,  it  is  enacted  as  follows : — 
'  Jurors  shall  be  entitled  to  the  following  remuneration  tat 
their  services,  that  is  to  say,  every  speoiu  juror  when  anm- 
moned  for  the  purpose  of  faying  special  jury  cases  at  th» 
rate  of  £1  Is.  for  every  day  of  his  att^dance.  The  !«• 
mnneration  of  a  juror  when  trying  common  jnry  oaaes 
■hall  be  at  the  rate  of  10s.  for  every  day  of  his  attendaaoa. 
The  above-mentioned  remtmeration  shall  be  paid  by  the 
parties  to  the  cause  to  be  tried,  and  for  that  purpose  eaoh 
of  the  said  parties  shall  deposit  such  sum  of  money  as  may 
be  determined  by  any  rule  of  the  Court  in  which  the  cause  is 
depending,  and  such  deposit  ihaU  be  mads  in  such  maiuMr> 
at  such  times,  and  with  inch  offlcer  as  the  Court  may 
prescribe.'  Now,  in  order  to  provide  a  fond  for  suoh  re- 
muneration of  the  juron  when  trying  common  jury  oases 
in  this  court,  this  dourt  doth  order  that  in  all  causes  already 
entered  and  now  standing  for  trial  by  common  juries  the 
phuntiiT  in  each  and  every  of  such  cause  shall  forUxwith, 
and  before  the  cause  is  tried,  deposit  a  sum  of  £S  with  the 
associate  for  the  purpose  of  such  remuneration  of  such  jnron. 
That  if  the  plaintiff  make  default  in  paying  inc^  deposit  the 
other  party  m  the  cause  may  pay  the  same,  and  in  de&nlt 
of  the  same  being  paid  the  cause  shall  he  itrnok  out,  lucdeas 
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the  presidiDg  judge  shall  otherwise  order.  And  it  is  also 
ordered  that  until  further  order  the  plaintiff  shall  upon  the 
entry  of  every  cause  pay  a  deposit  of  £3  to  the  associate  for 
the  purpose  uoresaid,  or  the  cause  shall  not  he  entered." 

EUttion  jtidgi. 
The  Coart  have  appointed  Mr.  Justice  Lush  &om  this 
court  to  be  on  the  rota  for  the  trial  of  election  petitions 
during  the  ensuing  year. 


COURT  OP  BANKRUPTCY. 

(Before  Mr.  Registrar  Roche.) 

Oct  SI. — In  r»  Thompton. 

Efiet  oftmiuion  to  pUad  ditehargt. 

Itt  the  case  of  a  debtor  named  Thompson,  whose  affairs 
had  been  placed  in  liquidation,  a  question  of  some  impor- 
tance under  the  new  Act  was  discussed.  On  the  9th  July 
the  first  meeting  under  the  petition  was  held,  and  the 
creditors  resolved  to  accept  a  composition  of  two  shillings 
and  sixpence  in  the  pound  by  instalments,  payable  at 
distant  dates,  and  the  resolution  was  subsequently  con. 
Aimed.  At  the  date  of  the  petition  a  creditor  for  £50, 
l««»Mmg  a  bill  of  exchange  as  security,  did  not  appear  by 
name  in  the  Hat,  but  the  bill  was  inserted  as  a  liability  to 
an  unknown  holder.  The  creditor  consequently  received 
no  notice  of  the  proceedings,  but  the  first  instalment  of  the 
composition  was  tendered  to  him  in  August,  and  he  declined 
to  accept  it.  On  the  30th  of  September  he  issued  a  writ 
against  the  debtor,  obtained  judgment  by  default  on  the 
11th  of  October,  and  issued  execution.  Thereupon,  the 
debtor  obtained  from  the  Court  an  interim  injunction 
teatraining  farther  proceedings. 

Sfti,  for  the  plaintiff,  showed  cause  against  the  enlait;e- 
ment  of  the  injunction,  relying  on  the  laehe$  of  the  defen> 
dant,  who,  he  contended,  was  estopped  from  asking  for  the 
Sntaifeience  of  the  Court,  inasmuch  as  he  had  not  pleaded 
the  discharge  granted  by  the  creditors  under  the  petition  for 
liquidation.  He  submitted  that  a  debtor  who  neglected  to 
plead  his  discharge  as  a  bar  to  the  proceedings  instituted 
against  him  yna  estopped  as  under  the  old  Uw,  by  the 
judgment,  and  that  practice  was  also  followed  ander  the 
19^id  section  in  regard  to  deeds.  The  learned  counsel 
quoted  varioQS  authorities  in  support  of  bis  argument. 

Doru,  for  the  debtor,  contended  that  the  old  practice 
did  not  now  apply,  and  asked  that  the  injunction  should  be 
«on  tinned. 

The  Registbar  said  that,  under  the  old  practice,  a 
debtor  who  neglected  either  to  plead  his  certificate  or  his 
de^  was  estopped  from  avoiding  the  consequences  of  the 
judgment,  and  he  was  of  opinion  that  the  same  principle 
inevailcd  with  regard  to  a  discbarge  granted  in  pursuance 
of  a  resolution  passed  by_  creditors  under  a  petition  for  liqui- 
dation. As  the  debtor  in  this  case  had  omitted  to  plead 
the  discharge  eranted  by  the  creditors,  his  Honour  was  of 
opinion  that  the  injnnction  must  be  dissolved,  but  as  the 
jtnnt  was  entirely  new  he  should  make  no  order  as  to  costs. 

Oct  31. — In  re  CoupUnd  and  Spentt, 
Injunction. 

The  debtors  presented  a  petition  for  liquidation  on  the 
21st  of  October.  On  the  22nd  a  receiver  was  ap> 
yrintf^i  and  the  Court  thereupon  granted  an  interim  in- 
jonction  restraining  proceedings  commenced  by  the  Stafford- 
abire  financial  Company  (Limited)  and  other  creditors. 

Jix.  Sedgwick  now  applied  that  the  injnnction  should  be 
extended  until  after  the  meeting  of  creditors  (fixed  for  the 
14th  November). 

Sted,  on  behalf  of  the  Staffordshire  Financial  Company, 
asked  that  the  injnnction  should  be  dissolved.  Their  writ 
was  issued  on  the  12th  October ;  a  debtor's  summons  was 
Ranted  on  thel4th;  on  the21stthepetition  was  presented;  and 
a*  leeeiTer  was  appointed  and  an  interim  injunction  granted 
«n  the  22nd.  The  case  of  Ex  parte  Dimond,  In  re  TriUiamt 
(18  W.  R.  1123),  had  settled  the  point  that  a  proceeding  by  a 
creditor,  if  it  had  priority  of  date,  should  be  preferred  to  one 
commenced  by  the  debtor  ;  and  that  decision  had  been  acted 
span  in  subsequent  cases.  It  was  only  where  a  preponder- 
ating majority  of  creditors  desired  it  that  the  preference 
was  given  to  the  liquidation  petition  when  it  was  presented 
after  the  institution  of  the  bankruptcy  proceedings.  In 
mOuar  case  the  proceedings  had  a  common  object  in  view, 
vis.,  the  administration  of  the  debtor's  estate. 

Mr.  Sedgwick,  in  reply,  urged  that,  unless  the  injunction 


were  extended,  the  estats  might  be  taken  in  execution  by 
Mr.  Reed's  client. 

The  Rboibtkak  said  it  was  clear  from  the  authorities  that 
the  Court  would  prefer  a  creditor's  petition,  especially  where 
it  had  priority  in  point  of  time,  to  a  petition  by  a  debtor. 
There  would  be  an  order  dissolving  the  injunction  restrain- 
ing the  debtor's  summons,  with  costs  out  of  the  estate,  the 
creditor  undertaking  not  to  proceed  with  bis  action.  This 
would  ^ve  the  creditor  an  opportunity  of  obtaining  Ml  ad- 
judication if  he  thought  fit,  under  which  the  avaibble  pro- 
perty would  be  equally  distributed. 

(Before  Mr.  Registrar  BaotroHAM.) 
Receiver's  remuneration. 

In  the  case  of  a  debtor  who  bad  presented  a  petition  for 
liquidation,  a  question  arose  as  to  the  right  of  the  receiver 
appointed  under  the  proceedings  to  deduct  the  remuneration 
claimed  by  him  from  the  moneys  which  had  come  into  his 
hands  before  paying  over  the  same. 

The  RsoisrjuB  said  the  course  to  be  pursued  was  for  the 
receiver  to  pass  his  accounts  before  the  Court,  ihcluding  the 
remuneration  claimed  by  him,  so  that  the  account  would 
show  the  exact  balance  to  be  paid  over.  The  Court  took 
care  to  appoint  responsible  persons  to  the  office  of  receiver, 
and,  if  necessary,  security  was  required,  so  that  there  was 
very  little  danger  of  the  funds  being  misapplied. 

(Before  lb.  Registrar  Sfsinq-Ricb.) 
Nov.  3.—^  2)'ok(»  and  Carliele. 

This  was  a  first  sitting  under  the  bankruptcy  of  Messrs. 
W.  F.  Nokes  and  Oeorge  Carlisle,  solicitors,  of  8,  Finch- 
lane.  It  appeared  that  on  the  9th  June  the  debtors  pre- 
sented a  petition  for  liquidation  by  arrangement,  but  at  the 
first  meeting  held  under  those  proceedings  none  of  the 
creditors  were  willing  to  pass  any  resolution  for  liquidation, 
and  a  bankruptcy  petition  followed.  The  debts  of  the  firm 
were  estimated  at  ;C20,000,  with  assets  of  insignificant 
value,  and  it  seemed  that  Mr.  Nokes  had  not  yet  surren- 
dered. The  petitioning  creditor  was  Mr.  Oabriel  Lindo, 
solicitor,  of  12,  Eing's-arms-yard,  whose  claim  of  £373 
arose  upon  two  bills  of  exchange  drawn  by  the  bankrupt 
upon  Mr.  Yerrall  Nnnn,  of  the  Variety  Theatre,  Hoxton, 
and  in  respect  to  which  judgment  has  been  recovered. 

Several  creditors  attended  the  meeting,  and  some 
surprise  was  manifested  at  the  small  amount  of  the  assets 
likely  to  be  forthcoming.  It  was  alleged  that  the  failure 
might  be  attributed  to  losses  upon  certain  speculative  trans- 
actions in  which  the  bankrupts  had  engaged. 

Resolutions  were  passed  for  the  appointment  of  Mr. 
Harry  Brett,  public  accountant,  of  ISO,  Leadenhall-iitreet,  as 
trustee  ;  and  Messrs.  G.  Lindo,  William  Reeves,  and  H.  M. 
Leslie  were  nominated  to  act  as  a  committee  of  inspection. 

Mr.  Q.  Lindo  is  the  solicitor  to  the  proceedings. 


COUNTY  COURTS. 


Cahbsidob. 

Mr.  Edmons  Bealss  took  his  seat  for  the  first  time  as 
Judge  of  the  County  Court  at  Cambridge  on  the  27th 
October,  when  the  usual  complimentary  addresses  were 
made. 

Oockerell,  as  the  onl^  barrister  present  at  the  opening 
of  the  Court,  said  that  in  the  absence  of  his  senior  he  de- 
sired to  congratulate  his  Honour  upon  his  first  appearance 
in  the  court  at  Cambridge.  This  was  the  heaviest  court  in 
the  district,  and  the  most  important  .cases  came  before  it- 
He  was  sure  he  expressed  the  sentiments  of  other  members  of 
the  bar  in  saying  that  they  would  be  most  happy  to  render 
his  Honour  all  the  assistance  posnble.  He  might  also  say 
that  he  could  indorse  every  word  that  had  fallen  at  previous 
courts  with  regard  to  the  late  Judge  CoUyer.  He  could 
verify  from  experience  his  earnest  and  constant  desire  to 
administer  impartial  justice,  his  high  qualification  as  a  judge, 
and  his  kindness  of  disposition.  He  also  sincerely  joined  in 
the  expressions  of  condolence  for  the  family  of  the  late  judge 
made  by  gentlemen  at  other  courts.  In  this  he  was  not  omj 
expressing  his  own  feeling,  but  that  of  every  professional 
gentleman  attending  the  court. 

Mr.  Ranee,  as  the  senior  attorney,  having  just  entered,  said 
that  he  had  not  at  all  anticipated  that  he  should  be  called  on 
to  address  the  Court.  He  proceeded  to  make  some  general 
remarks  on  the  mutual  relations  of  suitors  and  judm. 

Mr.  Bbalks,  in  acknowledging  the  cordial  welcome  he 
had   received,    is   reported   to  have  said  that   his   con- 
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neetion  widi  the  town  and  nnirenit}-  enhanced  the 
gratifieation  conaeiiaent  on  being  appointed  to  thia  cir- 
cuit As  to  what  had  been  atated  with  reference 
to  hia  learned  and  lamented  predecessor,  it  had  his  hearty 
concorrence.  He  had  the  pleasure  of  Hr.  Collyer's  penonu 
acquaintance  in  Yice-Chancellor  Brace's  Court,  where  the 
late  judge  was  a  reporter.  He  felt  perfectly  convinced,  iVom 
what  he  knew  of  his  late  friend,  that  he  was  ^uite  competent 
to  fill  the  position  he  held,  and  he  trusted  it  would  he  his 
own  fortune,  after  a  few  years*  experience,  to  occupy  to  some 
extent  the  position  Judge  CoUyer  had  held.  He  entirely 
concurred  with  what  he  had  heard  addressed  to  the  bar 
some  years  ago  by  one  of  the  most  conscientious  of  equity 
judges,  the  late  Lord  Langdale,  that  the  best  assistance  any 
judge  could  receive  was  to  be  found  in  the  honour,  integrity, 
and  truthfalnefi,  as  well  as  the  ability  of  those  who  prac- 
tised before  him.  He  had  not  the  slightest  doubt 
that  it  would  be  his  good  fortune  to  receive  such  support, 
both  here  (in  his  native  town)  and  elsewhere,  from  those 
gentlemen  who  practised  before  him. 

Kings  Lynx,  Kobtolk. 

(Befote  W.  H.  Cookb,  Esq.,  Q.C.) 

Oct  26.— Ofkrn*  t.  MiUtr  and  Othtrt. 

£piUaiUjHritdieti(m—2S  f  29  Viet.  e.  99—30  f  31  Viet,  c 

112,   «.    9 — Cotti—Specijte    ptrformanee — jlgrttmmt  fir 

Itaie —  Waiver  of  right  to  call  for  tith, 

Sjf  agreement,  dated  Mag,  1867,  M.  and  partners  agreed  to 
take  a  learn  of  a  publie-houte  at  a  rack  rent  from  Lady-dag  of 
that  gear  from  O.for  a  term  of  eight  gears.  M.  and  partners 
entered  into  possusion  and  remained  therein,  paying  rent  to  0., 
until  Ladgiag,  1870.  On  a  draft  lease  being  tendered  to  their 
solictor  for  perusal  on  their  behalf  he  for  the  first  time  de- 
manded of  0.  evidence  of  his  title  to  let  the  premises. 

Seld,  in  a  suit  for  specific  performance  of  the  agreement 
to  execute  a  lease,  that  M.  and  partners  had,  by  entering  into 
possession  and  paging  rent  since  1867,  tvaived  their  right  to 
callftr  evidence  of  the  proposed  lessor'i  title. 

Meld,  eUso,  that  the  proper  mode  of  estimating  the  value  of 
hetuehold  property  for  the  purpose  of  awarding  costs  on  the 
gigher  or  totcer  scale  under  the  Act  was  to  caleulate  the  aggrs- 
late  value  of  the  rack  rental  for  the  remainder  of  the  term. 

In  May,  lS67i  the  defendants,  brewers  of  Kings  Lynn, 
entered  into  an  agreement  with  the  plaintiff  a  brewer  of 
St.  Ives,  to  take  a  lease  of  a  public-house  in  the  latter  town 
for  a  term  of  ei|;ht  years  from  Lady-day,  1867.  There  was 
no  premium  paid  or  to  be  payable  for  the  lease,  and  the 
rent  was  admitted  to  be  a  rack  rent  The  agreement  pro- 
vided that  the  lease  when  executed  should  contain  the  usual 
covenants  on  the  part  of  the  lessor  for  quiet  enjoyment,  Ac, 
by  the  lessee,  and  as  to  the  good  title  of  the  lessor.  Cnder 
this  agreement  the  defendants  entered  into  possession,  placed 
a  tenant  in  the  house  and  gave  the  usual  notices  of  applica- 
tion for  an  ale-house  licence  under  the  Act  of  9  Geo.  4. 
They  shortly  afterwards  ejected  this  tenant  and  replaced  him 
by  another,  and  since  the  agreement  was  executed  had  in 
fact  had  several  tenants  successively  in  occupation  of  the 
house  and  paying  rent  to  them.  Ultimately  the  justices 
refused  to  renew  the  licence,  and  the  defendants,  who  had, 
since  1867,  paid  the  rent  to  the  plaintiff,  applied  to  him  to 
take  the  house  otf  their  hands.  This  he  refused  to  do,  and 
his  solicitor  tendered  to  the  defendants  a  draft  lease  for 
perusal  by  their  solicitor  on  their  behalf.  This  draft  con- 
tained the  usual  covenants  for  title,  quiet  enjoyment  &c. 
The  defendants'  solicitor  refused  to  peruse  this  draft  until 
an  abstract  of  the  plaintiff's  title  had  been  furnished  to  the 
defendants  and  venfied  in  the  usual  manner.  This  was  re- 
fused and  the  present  suit  for  specific  performance  of  the 
agreement  to  execute  a  lease  was  instituted. 

Poynter,  for  plaintiff.  — The  defendants  are  not  entitled  to 
call  for  evidence  of  their  landlord's  title.  Even  if  the  old 
rule  did  not  apply,  that  a  party  who  had  adopted  the  rela- 
tion of  landlord  and  tenant  between  himself  and  the  party 
of  whom  he  held  could  not  afterwards  dispute  his  landlord's 
title,  here  there  was  a  practical  waiver  by  the  defendants  of 
their  assumed  right  to  call  for  evidence  of  title.  They  had 
acted  inconsistently  with  the  entertainment  by  them  of  any 
intention  to  call  for  such  evidence.  They  had  not  only 
taken  possession  nnder  the  agreement  and  continued  to  p*y 
rent  to  the  plaintiff,  but  had  actually  endeavoured  to  f/tt 
the  premises  licensed  aa  a  public-house  for  their  respective 
tenants,  and  it  was  only  when  they  failed  in  thoae  efforts 
that  they  sought  to  repudiate  their  bargain.    The  oas*  of 


Simpson  T.  Sadd  (3  W.  R.  118),  was  precisely  in  point,  and 
the  Lord  Chancellor  supplied  a  test  which  might  always  be 
applied.  Did  the  conduct  of  the  defendants  tend  to  pro- 
duce the  impression  that  they  never  meant  to  ask  for  evi- 
dence of  title  1  {Hagdon  v.  Bell,  1  Bear.  837;  Kmtrea  v. 
Parston,  1  H.  &  N.  357.)  A  distinction  must  be  drawn  be- 
tween an  af^reement  to  buy,  and  an  agreement  to  hire.  Un- 
doubtedly in  an  agreement  to  buy,  where  a  valuable 
consideration  was  to  be  parted  with,  equity  would  protect 
a  party  from  giving  his  money  for  a  worthless  article;  but 
here  there  was  no  premium  to  be  parted  with,  only  the  rela- 
tion of  lessor  and  lessee  at  a  rack  rent  to  be  established  for 
a  limited  term  (Souter  v.  Drake,  3  Nev.  &  Man.  40).  It 
was  an  admitted  rule  of  law  that  a  tenant  could  not  dispute 
hia  landlord's  title,  and  here  the  plaintiff  was  landlord  gua 
the  defendants.  Any  disturbance  of  the  defendants'  poasss- 
aion  was  provided  against  by  the  covenants  for  good  title  and 
quiet  eigoyment. 

Poland  Ideoek,  for  defendants. — The  property  was  heavily 
mortgaged,  and  the  plaintiff  could  not  make  out  a  title. 
A  court  of  equity  could  not  strain  its  powers  to  compel  a 
man  to  enter  into  a  contract  of  specialty  which,  from  dis- 
closed circumstances,  could  not  be  mutual.  The  plaintiff 
could  not  execute  a  lease,  the  property  was  not  his  to  let 
Besides,  the  house  was  no  longer  a  public-houae  ;  the  <W°ee- 
ment  was  for  the  lease  of  a  public-house.  The  plaintiff  had 
now  no  public-house  to  let  The  defendants  would  be 
bound  down  by  the  lease  to  keep  the  premises  as  a  public- 
house.  How  could  they  do  this  when,  from  circumstances 
over  which  they  had  no  control,  the  house  had  ceased  to 
possess  that  character  f  It  would  be  inequitable  to  compel 
them  to  enter  into  a  covenant  which  it  was  impossible  they 
could  perform  {Moulton  v.  Snowball,  6  L.  T.  299).  There 
is  an  implied  covenant  in  an  agreement  for  a  lease  that  the 
lessor  has  a  good  title  to  let  {Slranks  v.  St.  John,  16  L.  T.  283). 

Mr.  Cooke. — I  must  decree  specific  performance  in  this 
case.  The  defendants  are  not  asked  to  do  an  impossibility, 
they  are  only  asked  to  execute  a  lease.  This  they  have 
contracted  to  do,  and  they  must  perform  their  contract 
It  would  unsettle  half  the  property  in  the  kingdom  if,  be- 
cause people  found  they  had  made  a  bad  bargaiu,  they  could 
get  out  01  it  by  questioning  the  title  of  their  contractor  at 
any  indefinite  time  afterwards.  The  property  may  bo  mort- 
gaged, but  tiie  plaintiff  nevertheless  is  landlord  so  fu-  as  the  de- 
fendants ore  concerned.  As  to  the  house  not  being  a  public- 
house  now,  to  say  nothing  of  that  being  perhaps  attributable  to 
the  coiduct  of  the  undertenants  of  the  defendants  themselves, 
it  is  admitted  that  it  was  a  pulilic-house  when  they  entered 
into  the  agreement,  and  iu  the  contemplation  of  equity  an 
act  is  done  when  it  is  agreed  to  be  done.  The  lease  wiU  be 
as  if  executed  in  May,  18(i7.  The  defendants  have  by 
paying  rent,  putting  in  tenants,  and  applying  several  times 
for  a  licence,  adapted  the  agreement,  and,  therefore,  the  lease; 
and  even  if,  as  Mr.  Adcock  contends,  in  a  contract  of  that 
kind  there  is  an  implied  term  to  adduce  evidence  of  title — 
a  principle  which  recent  decisions  have  materially  qualified 
— ^ere  there  is  a  clear  waiver  of  that  right  by  the  whole 
conduct  of  the  defendants.  So  far  as  title  is  concerned,  if 
they  are  disturbed  they  have  their  remedy  at  law  under 
the  covenants.  The  defendants  mast  execute  this  lease  with 
regard  to  the  costs.  I  think  certainly  that  the  defendants 
having  the  worst  of  the  bar^in  the  plaintiff  might  vny 
well  for^  them  ;  but  as  he  is  undoubtedly  in  his  right  in 
pressing  for  them,  I  do  not  see  any  reason  why  I  should 
exercise  the  discretion  given  me  on  behalf  of  the  defen- 
dants, and  as  I  estimate  the  value  of  this  property  for  the 
remainder  of  the  term — that  is  to  say  five  years  at  £25  per 
year — that  will  be  £125,  which  carries  costs  on  the  higher 
scale.  

APPonrriEEirrs. 

Mr.  Thomas  OinmsE,  barrister-at-law,  of  the  Westeni 
Oircuit,  has  been  appointed  Becorder  of  Southampton, 
iHiioh  office  had  become  vacant  by  the  appointment  of  Hr. 
Montague  Bere,  Q.C.,  to  the  recordership  of  BristoL  Ur. 
Gunner  was  called  to  the  Bar  at  Lincoln's-inn  in  Jannary, 
1842,  and  has  for  some  years  acted  as  Deputy  Judge  of  the 
Winchester  County  Court. 


The  Corporatian  ol  Donoaster  has  increased  the  salary  of  Mr. 
£.  J.  Heynell,  reoorder  of  that  borough,  from  forty  to  liitf. 
guineas  per  annum. 
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OEineiLAL  C0SBESF0NOENC£. 

1  ft  2  Vict.  c.  74 — SwwrcB  op  Nones  oh  Tbkawt. 

Sib, — Can  any  of  yonr  readers  inform  me  if  a  notice 
•erred  on  a  tenant  onder  the  Tenements  iet  (1  ft  2  '\^et. 
e.  74)  in  the  following  way  is  soffident  servioe  f 

Tenant  renting  nnder  £5  per  annnm  holds  oyer  after 
notice  to  qnit  having  been  served.  The  landlord  proceeds 
to  recover  poaseesion  by  justices'  warrant  nnder  the  above 
Act.  and  canses  a  seven  clear  days'  notice  to  be  served  on 
the  wifia  of  tibe  tenant,  not  on  the  premises,  bnt  at  a  neigh- 
bonr^B  honse  close  by,  where  the  wife  happened  to  be.  "The 
notice  was  read  over  to  the  wife  of  the  tenant,  and  the  par- 
port  and  intent  thereof  explained  to  her.  On  an  applica- 
tion to  the  magistrates  for  a  warrant  to  give  the  hmdlord 
poaaeerion,  it  was  reAised  on  the  ground  that  the  notice  was 
not  served  at  the  place  of  abode  of  the  person  so  holding 
ovra'.     The  tenant  did  not  appear  before  the  magistrates. 

The  words  in  the  2nd  section  of  the  Act  are,  "  Leaving 
the  aame  with  some  person  being  in,  and  apparently  le- 
ading at,  the  place  of  abode  of  the  person  so  holding  over." 

Constant  Ralssx. 


Tn  Lboai,  Clbbical,  kxo  Hidicai,  Co-opebativi  Socibtt 
(JjOtrrtD)  V.  Hass.* 

Sir, — My  attention  has  been  called  to  yonr  report  of 
the  Legal,  Clerieal,  and  Medical  Co  operative  Society  y.  Bate, 
in  your  i«sue  of  Oct.  22,  wherein  I  am  described  as  the 
official  liquidator  of  that  society.  I  beg  to  inform  yon  that 
I  am  not,  and  never  have  been,  official  liquidator  of  the  said 
society,  or  in  any  way  connected  with  the  business  of  the 
liqoidatioii  in  any  other  capacity  than  that  of  counsel,  in 
which  cbaiocter  I  appeared  in  the  before-mentioned  case, 
retained  by  Messrs.  Bel&age  ft  Hiddleton,  solicitors  for  the 
liquidator.  Joan  FntLAisoN. 

2,  Stone-buildings,  Lincoln's-inn,  Kov.  I. 

[It  appears,  therefore,  that  Mr.  Finlaison  has  not  been 
connected  with  the  liquidation  of  the  Legal,  Clerical,  and 
Medical  Co-operative  Society,  beyond  such  relationship  as 
may  have  arisen  from  his  having  been  the  promoter  ot  the 
original  society.  The  report  in  qnestion  was,  with  the  ex- 
ceptian  of  the  firet  five  lines  of  the  statement  of  facts,  oon- 
tnoated  to  onr  columns  by  Mr.  Finlaison. — Eo.  S.  J.] 


SOCIETIES  AND  IHSTITXTTIOirS. 

THE  METROPOLITAN  AND  PBOVINCIAL  LAW 
ASSOCIATION. 

TcMDAY,  October  11. — ^The  annual  provincial  meeting 
of  the  Metropolitan  and  Provincial  Law  Association  was 
held  &is  year  at  Bristol  at  the  Law  Library,  in  the  A88i;!e 
Courts,  "rbe  business  arrangements  were  well  carried  out 
by  Mr.  P.  Rickman,  the  secretary  of  the  association,  and 
Mr.  H.  F.  Lawes,  the  local  secrehuy.  Mr.  J.  F.  Beever,  of 
Manchester,  the  chairman  of  the  association,  presided. 

The  CtUkXtaius. — We  cannot,  I  think,  open  oar  proceed- 
ings withont  congratulating  ourselves  tiiat  we  are  not  in  a 
strange  place  among  strangers,  bat  in  a  city  associated  with 
some  of  onr  happiest  recollections,  and  among  old  and 
tried  friends,  who  require  no  arguments  to  indaoe  their 
bewty  co-operation  in  onr  work,  and  no  appoJ  to  stimnlate 
ihefr  good  wiU.  In  1858,  the  eleventh  year  of  the  associa- 
Haa,  we  held  here  our  sixth  provincial  meeting.  The 
ori(pnstor  of  onr  autumnal  readings  presided,  three  of  the 
papers  were  contributed  by  Bristol  members,  and  we  were 
most  hospitably  and  kindly  received  by  the  local  society 
and  solicitors.  After  a  lapse  of  twelve  years  we  again  come 
Itere  on  the  invitation  of  onr  Bristol  brethren,  and  whether 
«e  regard  the  promise  of  the  programme  naA.  to  as,  or  the 
lesHty  of  the  land  welcome  alresdy  given  to  us,  we  may, 
without  remitting  ounelvea  to  "  the  region  of  silence  and 
past  memories,"  rest  assured  that "  we  might  have  gone 
ftirther  and  fared  worse."  By  one  of  the  mles  for  the 
novemment  of  our  provincial  meetings,  it  is  required  that 
Bm  chairman's  address  shall  comprise  a  review  of  the  pro- 
ceedings of  the  last  year.  I  fear  that  to  a  large  extent  I 
most  honoar  this  rule  in  the  breach  rather  than  in  the  ob- 
servance, for  I  eannot  ignore  that  the  proceedings,  so  far 
as  respects  half  the  year,  are  reviewed  in  the  last  annual 
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report  of  the  committee,  and  as  respects  the  other  half  will 
be  reviewed  in  the  next  report.  I  propose,  therefore,  to 
notice  briefly  the  printed  minutes  of  meetings  held  since 
the  last  annual  report,  and  to  make  some  curaory  observa- 
tions on  three  nf  tnem — namely,  the  Transfer  of  Land  BUI 
of  the  last  session,  the  Legal  Education  Association,  and 
onr  own  society.  Bat  in  regarding  the  work  done,  it  be- 
comes me  as  a  provincial  member  who  has  taken  little  part 
in  that  work  not  to  overlook  the  workers ;  for,  as  in  the 
material  world,  it  is  impossible  to  contemplate  the  creation 
without  venerating  the  creator,  so  if  we  regard,  however 
slightly,  the  labours  of  the  managing  committee,  we  most 
feel  that  we  are  nnder  special  obligations  to  its  metropolitan 
members.  If,  therefore,  I  may  be  permitted  on  this 
occasion  to  be  the  mouthpiece  of  tiie  association,  I  tender  to 
those  members  onr  grateful  acknowledgments  for  the  caie, 
the  ability,  and  the  conscientioosness  with  which  they  have 
discharged  their  duties,  and  particularly  the  important  and 
peculiar  duty  of  stimulating  the  inquiries,  eliciting  and 
propounding  the  common  opinion,  aad  combining  or 
assimilating  the  exertions,  not  snly  of  the  ^^vincial  eom- 
mitteemen,  bnt  of  the  twenty-nine  provincial  law  societies 
with  whom  we  are  associated,  and  whose  deputations 
nsually  attending  these  meetings  represent  thousands  of  the 
solicitors  of  England  and  Wales.  To  the  intimacy  of  onr 
relations  with  the  provincial  societies  and  to  the  influences 
of  oar  aggremte  meetings  we  owe  much  of  the  representative 
charactw  which  enables  onr  committee  on  many  occasions  to 
spoak  and  act,  not  merely  on  behalf  of  our  own  memben, 
but  also  on  the  behalf  or  with  the  concurrence  of  thou- 
sands of  members  of  provincial  societies  ;  thus  entitling 
us  to  claim  a  representative  influence,  and  giving  to  the 
action  of  our  committee  when  brought  to  bear  on  Parliament, 
or  the  Qovemment,  or  the  judicature,  a  force  which  secures 
OS  a  hearing,  and  not  unfrequently  the  recognition  of  onr 
views,  and  which  shows  how  important  it  is  that  the  several 
provincial  law  societies  shoold,  by  means  of  a  central 
crgaaintion,  think  and  act  in  concert,  rather  than  run  the 
riw  of  conflicting  in  policy  with  each  other,  and  neutralising 
by  antagonistic  action  their  respective  influences. 

An  instance  of  the  exercise  of  this  function  of  our  com- 
mittee happens  to  be  the  first  item  which  I  shall  notice  of 
the  minutes  of  committee  meetings.  This  item  states  that 
prints  of  the  Transfer  of  Land  Ml  had  been  sent  to  all  the 
prorinoial  law  societies,  and  that  from  a  number  of  them  com- 
mendations had  been  received.  A  minute  at  the  May 
meeting  records  that  the  list  of  members  had  been  revised 
in  accordance  with  a  resolution  passed  at  a  previous  meeting, 
thus  certifying  us  that  the  list  is  what  it  purports  to  be, 
namely— a  list  of  members  supporting  us  by  subscriptions, 
and  aiding  us,  when  occasion  offers,  by  personal  services  or 
by  correspondence.  Miikutes  of  the  June,  July,  and 
August  meetings  are  to  the  effect,  intsr  alia,  that  the  com- 
munications of  the  committee  with  tiie  proviacial  societies 
on  the  Land  Transfer  Bill  had  been  continued;  that  the  com- 
mittee had  caused  to  be  presented  to  both  Houses  of  Parlia- 
ment petitions  of  the  association  in  favour  of  the  High 
Court  of  Justice  and  Appellate  Jurisdiction  Bills;  that  these 
petitions  had  been  published  in  the  Law  Times  and  the 
Solioitort'  Journal;  that  the  petition  to  the  House  of  Lords 
was  presented  by  the  Lord  Chancellor;  and  that  in  the  case 
of  the  petition  to  the  Hoose  of  Commons  we  had  the  ad- 
vantage of  having  the  petition  presented  by  the  member  for 
Stockton-upon-Tees,  one  of  onr  managing  committee.  The 
bills  were  ultimately  withdrawn;  but  though  we  failed  in 
the  immediate  object  of  the  petitions,  it  is  satisfactory  to 
find  that  we  had  the  concurrence  of  other  societies,  for  the 
Lord  Chancellor  on  the  order  for  going  into  committee  on 
the  High  Court  of  Justice  Bill  said,  "He  had  received 
numerous  applications  expressing  a  desire  that  the  bill 
should  pass  as  speedily  as  possible,  from  mercantile  bodies, 
from  four  or  five  large  bodies  of  attorneys  in  the  north,  from 
the  Metropolitan  and  Provincial  Law  Association,  and  from 
the  Society  for  the  Amendment  of  the  Law,  the  resolution 
of  this  last  body  having  been  adopted  at  one  of  the  latgest 
meetings  it  had  known,  presided  over  by  Mr.  Mellish,  an 
eminent  member  of  the  Common  Law  Ber."_ 

Another  minute  of  onr  managing  committee  shows  thst 
a  petition  of  the  association  to  the  House  of  Commons,  pray- 
ing for  nomerous  alterations  in  the  Stamp, Duties  Bill,  was 
also  presented  by  the  member  for  Stockton- upon-Tees,  was 
printed  by  the  Honse  of  Commons  (Appendix,  84»),  and 
was  published  in  the  Laio  Timet  and  SoUeiton'  Journal;  and 
that  mibseqasntly  the  bill  was  "reprinted  with  alterations. 
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meeting,  it  was  understood,  the  majority  of  the  points 
mentioned  in  the  petition."  It  also  appears  that  on  this 
bill  the  committee  had  corresponded  with  the  Manchester 
Law  Association. 

And  now,  gentlemen,  permit  me  a  few  words  on  the 
three  topics  I  have  Tentured  to  select  for  farther  ohserra- 
tion. 

The  Land  Transfer  Bill  purported  to  repeal  the  Land 
Registry  Act  of  1862.  and  to  make  registration  compuljory. 
Condemned  by  Lord  St.  Leonards  as  an  immature  produc- 
tion, calculated  to  endanger  the  rights  of  landowners,  to 
promote  litigation,  and  to  increase,  for  the  benefit  of  the 
&chequer,  the  burdens  on  land  and  the  expenses  of  land 
transfer,  the  bill  was  regarded  with  little  favour.  The 
Times  and  the  Law  Magazine  warned  the  public  to  beware 
of  it,  and  people  who  saw  in  it  a  disgtiised  money  bill  pre- 
ferred to  "  bear  those  ills  we  have  than  fly  to  others  tliat  we 
know  not  of."  Happily  the  bill  was  withdrawn,  and  the 
Land  Registry  Act  of  1862  still  langnishes  as  a  dead  letter 
in  the  Statute-book,  and  still  the  officers  of  the  Land  Re- 
gistry are  insufficiently  employed.  But  if  these  evils,  ia- 
Initesimal  though  they  be  m  a  national  point  of  view,  are, 
in  the  severe  judgment  of  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer, 
too  grievons  to  be  endured,  let  ns  hope  that  the  remedial 
measure  will  come  in  some  lees  questionable  shapo  than  the 
Land  Transfer  Bill  of  the  last  session.  Let  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer,  if  he  be  really  bent  on  diminishing  the 
cost  of  land  transfer  extend  to  the  public  at  large  the  im- 
munity from  stamp  duties  which,  by  the  Benefit  Bnildini;  So- 
cieties Act,  was  conceded  to  smaU  capitalists;  or  if  he  require 
that  the  Act  of  1862  shall  be  made  to  work,  let  him  be  advised 
whether,  without  extinguishing  the  voluntary  principle  of 
the  Act,  a  remedy  may  not  be  found  in  some  cautions  and 
weU-considered  modification  of  the  Act  itself — an  Act  which 
you  may  remember  the  Government  of  the  day  were  san- 
guine enough  to  consider  as  a  great  measure  of  real  property 
reform,  and  which,  at  the  close  of  the  session,  was  thus 
mentioned  in  the  speech  from  the  throne: — "The  Act  for 
rendering  more  easy  the  transfer  of  land  will  add  to  the 
value  of  real  property,  will  make  titles  more  simple  and 
secure,  and  will  diminish  the  expense  attending  purchases." 
But  what  said  Mr.  Avison,  our  chairman  at  that  time  ? 
He  wished  that  these  expectations  might  be  realised,  and 
he  prophesied,  and  prophesied  truly,  that  the  measnre 
would  meet  with  no  opposition  from  us;  but  he  was  afraid 
that  the  cases  in  which  the  measure  would  be  of  use 
wonld  be  very  few.  Mr.  Livett,  of  Bristol,  said,  "  The 
cost  of  the  registry  office  wonld  be  something  like  £8,000  or 
£10,000  a  year,  and,  if  we  did  not  make  use  of  it,  that  sum 
would  be  spent  for  nothing  ;  and  he  was  sure  that  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  would  not  suffer  that,  and  in  the 
end  the  Act  would  be  made  compulsory. "  Why,  it  may  be 
asked,  did  Mr.  Avison  anticipate  that  the  cases  in  which 
the  Act  could  be  used  would  be  few  f  And  is  not  the 
answer  to  the  question  to  be  found  in  the  4th  section  of  the 
Act  ?  That  section  provides  that  application  may  be  made 
for  registration  of  title  by  "  any  purchaser  of  a  fee  simple 
where  his  contract  empowers  him  so  to  do,  or  the  vendor 
consents."  In  these  few  restrictive  words,  I  apprehend,  lay 
the  canse  of  the  failure  of  the  Act;  for,  though  in  numerous 
instances  purchasers  would,  but  for  these  words,  have 
found  it  beneficial  to  apply  for  registration,  yet  the  cases 
have  been  few  indeed  in  which  a  vendor  would  allow  the 
purchaser  to  apply  for  registration  or  could  be  advised  to  do 
so,  because  generally  the  future  state  of  the  title,  and  the 
facility  of  futnre  transfer,  are  matters  with  which  a  vendor 
has  no  concern,  his  object  being  to  complete  the  sale  at  the 
least  possible  trouble  and  expense  to  himself.  Had  this 
effect  of  the  4th  section  occurred  to  Lord  Westbury  when, 
in  1864,  he  made  some  strictures  on  the  failure  of  the  Act, 
he  would  hardly,  I  think,  have  attribated  that  event  to  the 
hostility  of  conveyancers,  and  compared  the  family  solicitor 
to  "the.  old  man  of  the  sea"  on  Sinbad's  shoulders.  No 
doubt  we  may  agree  with  his  Lordship  that,  injietion,  the 
taaQj  solicitor  and  the  old  man  of  the  sea  are  person^ca- 
tions  of  selfishness,  but  let  us  inquire  what  they  are  in  fact. 
As  to  the  old  man  of  the  sea,  what  says  the  learned  editor 
of  the  "  One  Thousand  and  One  Nights  "  in  a  note  on  Sin- 
bad  t  He  say  s  (see  vol.  iii,p.98:  "Itis  related  that,  from 
the  sea  of  Syria,  there  cometh  up  to  the  abode  of  men  a 
cnatore  in  uie  form  of  a  man,  having  a  white  beard,  and 
they  name  it  the  old  man  of  the  sea,  and  when  the  people 
see  it  they  rejoice  in  exp^ctativn  ofpknty"  And,  with  re- 
gard^o  the  family  solicitor,  and  to  his  administrttion  of 


the  present  law  of  real  property,  permit  me  to  quote  the  fol- 
lowing passige,  which  expresses  the  opinion  of^  Mr.  David- 
son, the  eminent  conveyancing  barrister,  a  high,  if  not  the 
highest  antbority  on  practical  conveyancing,  and  which,  as 
it  refers  to  the  Act  of  1862,  is  peculiarly  apposite.  He  says 
(see  "Precedents  in  Conveyancing,"  thittl  edition,  1869, 
vol  iL,  p.  790)  :  "  That  the  losses  by  suppressed  incum- 
brances are  rare  is  nevertheless  established 'by  the  general 
testimony  of  those  who  are  conversant  with  this  subject. 
The  enpianation  of  tlutt  immunity  from  risk  which  prac- 
tically exists,  and  without  which  land  must  be  unmarket- 
able or  nearly  so,  is  to  be  found  in  two  circumstances, 
namely— firet,  the  general  management  of  transactions  re- 
lating to  landed  proper^  iy  toUeitor;  a  profession  to  whom 
in  a  matter  so  fall  of  technicality,  very  much  is  neces- 
sarily confided,  who  are  trusted  by  one  another  as  well  as 
by  their  clients,  and  to  whose  trustworthiness  ss  a  class 
society  is  more  beholden  for  the  orderly  march  of  its 
affairs  than  is  commonly  acknowledged.  And,  secondly, 
the  important  part  in  connection  with  dealings  with  landed 
property  which  is  sustained  by  title  deeds." 

The  Legal  iidacatioB  Association  is  the  subject  of  Uie 
following  minute  of  the  June  meeting  of  our  managing 
coounittee.  namely : — "  Read  letter  from  the  committee  of 
the  h^gii  Edocation  Association,  expressing  their  hope  that 
the  managing  committee  would  approve  of  the  objects  that 
association  had  in  view,  and  wonld  nominate  some  of  their 
body  as  members  of  the  council  of  such  association.  Re- 
solved, on  the  motion  of  Mr.  Torr,  seconded  by  Mr. 
Stephen  'Williams,  that  this  meeting  highly  approves  the 
objects  of  the  Legal  Education  Association,  and  deems  them 
worthy  of  the  support  of  all  who  take  any  interest  in  the 
welfare  of  the  profession,  and  that  it  is  gratifying  to  this 
meeting  to  obs^e  that  fifteen  members  of  the  managing 
committee  have  already  been  placed  upon  the  counoU  of 
that  association." 

I  should  fail  in  my  duty  as  chairman  did  I  not  in  the 
spirit  of  this  minute  hail  as  fellow  labourers  in  the  great 
cause  of  legal  education  this  important  and  energetic  so- 
ciety, of  which  the  head  is  the  head  also  of  the  bar  of 
England  ;  and  the  council  comprises,  I  believe,  members  of 
the  governing  bodies  of  the  Juridical  Society,  the  Society 
for  the  Amendment  of  the  Law,  and  the  principal  law  so- 
cieties of  the  provinces,  besides  the  fifteen  committeemen 
of  our  own  society. 

The  association  has  been  described  by  the  Tme$  as  "a 
body  animated  with  a  lively  sense  of  the  want  of  anything 
like  satisfeotory  legal  education,"  and  its  object  is,  I  pre- 
sume, to  devise  some  means  of  supplying  this  want  for  the 
benefit  both  of  students  for  the  bar  and  of  students  for  oar 
own  branch  of  the  profession.  A  paper  on  the  subject  of 
legal  education  by  one  of  the  founders  of  our  society,  Mr. 
J^n  Hope  Shaw  (whose  memory  we  all  venerate),  was  read 
in  1863  at  our  aggregate  meeting  at  Leicester.  In  this 
paper  Mr.  Shaw  said  Vian  is  an  intermediate  stage  between 
general  literature  and  special  training,  in  which  a  know- 
ledge of  law  as  a  science  should  be  acquired.  This  is 
equally  neceissry,  he  said,  for  barristers  and  soliciton,  and 
the  present  system  of  legal  education  makes  no  provision 
for  it  in  either  case.  These  words,  so  far  as  they  refer  to 
soliciton,  seem  to  me  to  suggest  that  a  student,  after  taking 
a  degree  at  college,  or  passing  a  preliminary  examination  in 
general  knowledge,  should  devote  a  term  of  say  two  yean 
at  least  to  cooises  of  stody  and  leotares  on  law  as  a,  science, 
and  should  then  take  a  degree  or  pass  an  examination  in 
law ;  and  that  after  famishing  this  proof  of  his  having 
acquired  some  knowledge  of  the  prinoiplea  of  law,  he  shonld 
be  allowed  to  be  articled  to  a  solicitor  for  the  purpose  of 
Iflaming  the  application  of  principles  to  practice,  and  ena- 
bling himself  at  the  end  of  say  a  clerkship  of  three  years,  and 
after  passing  one  or  two  intramediate  examinations,  to  pass 
his  final  examination  and  be  admitted.  What  the  scheme 
of  the  Legal  Education  Association  may  be  with  regard  to 
students  for  the  bar  I  do  not  know,  bat  I  may  venture  to 
say  that  at  Uiis  period — when  the  rail  and  the  telegraph 
bring  all  mankind  together,  when  the  digest  and  codifica- 
tion of  onr  laws  an  acknowledged  to  be  necessary, 
and  a  federation  of  the  nations  of  the  world,  and  the  assimi- 
lation  of  their  several  systems  of  law,  are  deem  ed  possible — we 
cannotwitiiholdourapproval  of  thedesign  of  the  association  to 
render  the  jurists  of  our  country  more  learned  than  they 
have  been  in  the  science  of  law,  and  especially  in  the 
principles  of  the  Roman  law,  the  law  which  nas  been  called 
"  tiie  common  law  of  nations,"  and  which  has  been  charao- 
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tarised  m  "  the  highest  ezpregsion  of  science  and  order  in 
the  l^ialation  of  mankind." 

Dinrdly  and  lastly,  let  me  say  a  few  words  about  our  own 
laodation.  The  managing  committee  in  the  last  annual 
report  informed  us  that  it  continued  "  fairly  to  hold  its  own, 
aiMito  obtain  its  average  amount  of  support,  notwithstanding 
the  losses  from  death  and  otherwise  which  its  twenty-two 
^eaia  of  existence  have  brought  upon  us."  This  information 
IS  satisfactory,  for  though  our  revised  list  of  members  shows 
a  redaction  of  numbers  consequent  on  a  somewhat  large 
•uiaion  of  names  of  members  whose  subscriptions  had  ceased, 
our  annual  income  remains  about  the  arerage  amount ;  and 
in  point  of  fact  I  find,  on  referring  to  the  annual  statements 
of  account  which  have  been  published,  that  in  eleven  of  the 
twenty -two  years  the  annual  income  was  less  than  it  was  in 
tbe  year  ending  in  April  last,  and  that  in  the  other  eleven 
yean  it  was  greater. 

With  regard  to  numbers  I  have  compared  the  last  list  of 
members  with  the  list  in  1849,  when  the  number  of  members 
vaa  813.  I  find  that  while  Birmingham,  Bristol,  Manchester, 
Ne«caatle-ott-Tyne,  Worcester,  and  York  have  more,  and 
two  of  them — namely,  Birmingham  and  Manchester — very 
oooaiderably  more  members  than  thcnr  had  in  1849,  other 
towns  have  fewer  members,  the  principal  decrease  being  in 
two  places,  in  one  of  which  it  is  125  and  in  the  other  60 ; 
•ad  yet  nowhere  more  than  in  these  two  places  has  the 
society  firmer,  better,  or  more  talented  supporters,  and 
nowhere  in  its  annual  congresses  has  it  been  better  received  or 
more  sumptuously  entertained.  The  cause  of  decrease  in 
each  of  these  places  is,  I  believe,  simply  the  result  of  inaction 
JB  obtaining  new  members  to  supply  the  places  rendered 
vacant  by  the  operation  of  natural  causes ;  and  this  raises 
tbequestixm  whether  in  some  cases  the  neoessity  of  canvassing 
might  not  be  superseded  by  taking  what  are  called  corporate 
mlacriptions.  I  observe  that  in  the  Social  Science  Associa- 
fionoertainbodiesareadmitted  as  corporate  members,  entitled 
to  certain  privileges ;  I  believe,  too,  that  in  our  own  society 
a  similar  mode  ot  subscription  has  prevailed,  for  in  the  annu^ 
rspot  for  1856,  page  10,  occur  the  words  "The  Bristol 
aoeiety  has  increased  its  subscription  from  £10  10s.  to  £21." 
How  the  changes  of  organisation  contemplated  by  the, 
lie^  Sdumtion  Association  may,  if  adopted,  affect  our 
aoeiety,  I  know  not;  I  understand,  however,  that  the 
eoimctl  of  the  Legal  Education  Association  entertain  some 
•diems  for  creating  out  of  the  Inns  of  Court,  the  Incorporated 
Lav  Society,  and  the  principal  provincial  societies,  some  naw 
cigamsation  which,  after  a  period  of  transition,  shall  result 
in  a  restoration  of  the  ancient  foundations  of  the  Inns  of 
Court  and  Chancery  as  a  national  law  university,  of  which 
the  members  shall  comprise  in  due  order  classes  representing 
the  four  or  five  thousand  barristers,  and  nine  or  ten 
flwwisand  solicitors  of  the  present  day,  and  of  which  the 
the  common  revenues  shall  consist  of  ancient  educational 
tndowments  restored  to  their  original  uses  ;  and  also,  it  may 
be  hoped,  of  what  I  shall  call  those  larger  educational 
impoata  which,  in  the  form  of  certificate  duties  and  stamps 
on  articles  of  clerkship  and  on  admissions,  are  levied  on  law 
■todents  and  law  graduates,  and  are  at  present  diverted 
from  their  proper  purposes. 

Should  this  scheme  of  the  Legal  Education  Association 
be  mdiaed,  we  may  not  be  unaffected :  for  on  the  one  hand 
we  are  connected  with  the  principal  provincial  law  societies, 
and,  oo  the  other  hand,  there  are  our  relations  with  the 
Intorporalad  Law  Society.  These  relations  could  hardly 
be  more  intimate  than  they  are,  for  frequently  members  of 
our  committee  have  been  members  cf  the  Council  of  the 
Inooiporated  Law  Society,  and  generally  the  two  societies 
have  wxirked  together  as  if  they  were  one,  each  seeking  to 
pnnaota  edocation  because  education  is  power  for  good,  and 
aadi  acting  in  concert,  because  miion  is  strength  for  good. 

FcT  the  present,  perhaps,  we  may  content  ourselves  with 
the  leflection  that  members  of  our  committee  are  on  the 
Cooneil  of  the  Legal  Education  Association,  and  that  what- 
•rer  may  be  the  result  of  the  deliberations  of  the  council,  our 
da^  will  bs  to  take  care  that  the  power  and  the  strength 
wiuch  bave  hitherto  constitnted  otir  force,  shall  continue  in 
Mate  foim  to  be  so  used  as  "to  promote  the  better  adminis- 
tcatioa  of  the  law,  and  to  protect  the  rights,  and  increase 
file  niifalnwii  of  the  profession." 

And  may  it  be  found  in  the  Aitnre,  as  it  has  been  in  the 
|Mt,  that  the  persons  entrusted  to  wield  that  force  may  so 
visU  it  as  to  render  to  their  order  the  help  and  ornament 
ia  wineh,  as  Lord  Bacon  said,  every  man  is  a  debtor  to  his 
and  which,  in  this  our  "legal   oonvoeation," 


may  be  said  to  consist  in  "  doing  his  duty  in  that  state  of 
life  in  which  it  has  pleased  God  to  call  him." 

Mr.  William  Suabk  (London^  proposed  a  vote  of  thanks 
to  the  chairman  for  bis  intereeting  address,  and  that  it  be 
printed  and  circulated  in  the  usual  way.  As  a  member  of 
the  metropolitan  branch  of  the  profession,  he  thanked  the 
chairman  for  the  kind  and  handsome  manner  in  which  he 
had  referred  to  the  fact  that  upon  the  members  in  liondon 
necoasarilpr  dovolved  the  bulk  of  the  labour  in  conducting 
the  association,  and  for  his  kind  recognition  of  the  way  in 
which  these  proceedings  had  been  conducted.  It  must  hap* 
pen  that  the  greatest  part  of  the  work  would  necessarily  fall 
upon  members  of  the  profession  who  resided  in  the  metro- 
polis, and  speaking  from  a  long  experience — in  fact  an  ex- 
perience extending  from  the  foundation  of  the  association — 
that  fact  had  not  given  rise  to  difficulties  and  unfriendly  feel- 
ings between  the  metropolitan  and  provincial  members.  They 
bad  found  themselves  divided  upon  various  qaeationB,but  he 
was  sure  that  the  real  division  of  opinion  arose  from  a  genuine 
difference  of  belief,  the  result  of  honest  and  careful  thinking 
on  the  part  of  solicitors,  and  whilst  that  was  the  case  it  was 
certain  that  those  differences  would  show  themselves  wher- 
ever the  members  of  the  association  honostly  exerted  their 
thought.  'X'hey  might  therefore  look  upon  their  differences 
of  opinion  in  the  future,  as  they  had  in  the  past,  with  senti- 
ments of  entire  gratification.  The  subjects  discussed  in  the 
opening  addrees  were  of  immense  importance,  but  he  would 
venture  to  illustrate  his  remarks  on  the  differences  of  opinion 
that  existed,  by  taking  exception  to  one  statement  maile  by 
the  chairman.  He  referred  to  the  question  of  land  transfer; 
and  he  thought  that  as  a  profession  they  should  examine 
into  the  merits  and  demerits  of  the  exicting  system.  It  was 
quite  clear  that  to  maintain  at  an  enormous  expense  such  an 
institution  as  the  existing  Land  Transfer  Office,  doing  hardly 
any  business  at  all,  was  a  ^eat  mistake  ;  it  had  proved  to 
be  the  kind  of  failure  anticipated  by  their  branch  of  the 
profession.  It  was  now  an'  admitted  failure,  and  they 
should  try  to  find  out  why  it  was  so,  and  whether  it  should 
be  swept  away,  or  what  amendments  should  be  introduced. 
The  failure  was  traced  in  the  address  to  the  difficulties  in 
setting  the  machinery  at  work ;  but  his  experience  had 
shown  him  that  where  those  difficulties  did  not  occur  the 
system  did  not  work  more  satisfactorily.  He  thought  the 
system  itself  was  at  fault,  because  it  was  parUy  a  registra- 
tion of  tiUe  and  partly  a  registration  of  deeds,  and  it  was  an 
extremely  expensive  system. 

Mr.  Tons  could  not  endorse  all  that  Mr.  Shaen  had  said, 
for  he  thought  the  registration  at  the  Land  Transfer  Office 
was  the  simplest  and  most  easy  and  effective  that  could  be 
devised.  It  should  also  be  borne  in  mind  that  it  was  not 
oompnlsory,  and  that  there  were  man;  cases  in  which  it  was 
desirable  to  register  a  title.  It  was  not  to  the  advantage, 
he  thought,  of  their  profession  to  agitate  for  the  abolition  of 
that  office,  which  he  believed  at  present  was  a  perfectly 
harmless  office.  He  had  found  it  a  convenieoce,  and  as  long 
as  the  country  chose  to  pay  the  expense  he  did  not  think  it 
was  politic  for  them  to  advocate  its  abolition. 
Mr.  Pathe  seconded  the  resolution. 
Mr.  Rose  did  not  understand  that  the  abolition  of  the 
office  had  been  advocated,  butMr.  Sbaenhad  given  them  some 
information  as  to  the  practical  working  of  the  system  with 
a  view  to  an  amendment.  He  (Mr.  Rose)  was  strongly  op- 
posed to  the  registration,  as  a  governmental  scheme 
for  making  places  and  increasing  costs.  He  had  advised  a 
client  that  if  he  had  a  good  title  he  should  put  the  deeds  in 
abox  and  sit  upon  it — and  if  he  had  abad  one  not  to  take  them 
to  a  registration  office,  for  its  defects  would  be  discovered. 
After  some  remarks  from  Mr.  Dlxon, 
Mr.  KncBEB  said,  with  regard  to  disputes  that  might 
take  place  about  boundaries,  that  if  there  were  to  be  dis- 
putes the  sooner  they  were  settied  the  better.  He  did  not 
think  the  registration  office  should  be  abolished.  He  had 
had  little  or  no  experience  of  the  system,  but  he  had  hod  an 
experience  of  the  American  land  registry,  and  had  looked 
into  extensive  tiUes;  he  found  that  the  American  system 
was  very  good  and  very  clear,  and  the  process  very  inexpen- 
sive. With  regard  to  the  Legal  Education  Association,  he 
should  like  that  association  more  distinctiy  to  set  before  them 
what  they  intended  to  do  wit^  the  other  branch  of  the  pro- 
fession. They  were  going  to  take  greater  care  of  the  eoli- 
dtors,  and  he  hoped  they  would  take  greater  care  of  tho 
higher  branch  of  the  profession.  He  did  not  think  that  the 
edncation  of  the  higher  branch  of  the  profession  was  so  sound 
and  so  properly  cared  for  us  that  of  their  own.     In  condu- 
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•ion,  he  congratulated  Brutol  upon  the  erection  of  such  a 
very  handsome  bnilding  as  that  in  which  they  were  assem- 
bled. 

Mr.  MoNCKTOK  (Ifaidstone)  pointed  oat  some  of  the  prao- 
tical  evils  of  the  registration  system. 

Mr.  8.  Williams  (London)  said,  with  regard  to  the  Mid- 
-dlesex  Registry  Office,  that  he  did  not  know  a  single  instance 
in  which  an  application  made  to  the  office  had  buen  beneficial 
to  his  clients.  If  the  benefits  of  registration  were  real  and 
snbstantial,  he  would  then  say — "  Why  has  not  the  law  of 
registration,  which  is  applicable  to  the  county  of  Middlesex, 
been  extended  to  every  county  in  England  f"  The  fact  that 
it  had  not  been  so  extended  showed  that  the  Government 
were  of  opinion  that  oompuUory  registration  was  not  bene- 
ficial, or  they  would  have  had  it  throughout  the  country. 

Mr.  Otter  adduced  an  instance  showing  that  the  expense 
should  prevent  landowners  from  registering  a  really  good 
title. 

Mr.  J.  MiLLBK  had  heard  from  agents  that  the  farce  of 
Marching  for  John  Smith  or  Thomas  Jones  in  the  London 
Begistry  Court  was  simply  a  waste  of  time  without  any 
result. 

The  Cbairhan  said  that  Professor  Johnson,  of  Birming- 
ham, had  contributed  a  paper  affecting  the  question  under 
discussion,  but  before  proceeding  farther  it  was  the  rule  that 
the  place  of  meeting  next  year  should  be  fixed  upon  after 
the  disposal  of  the  address. 

Mr.  HoDOE  then  said  that  he  was  deputed  by  the  New- 
oastle-on-Tyne  Law  Society  to  asic  the  asssociation  to  meet 
in  that  town  in  the  coming  year. 

Mr.  BosB  proposed,  and  Mr.  S.  Williams  seconded,  that 
the  offer  of  Mr.  Hodge  be  accepted. 

The  motion  was  put  and  carried  unanimonsly. 
The  Secrraht  (Mr.  Bickman)  then  read  Professor  John- 
son's paper  on  "  The  Transfer  of  Land  Bill  of  last  Session." 
The  paper  was  comdemnatory  of  the  bill. 

A  vote  of  thanks  was  proposed  to  the  Professor,  and 
adopted. 

Mr.  Tomi  maintained  that  it  woald  be  impossible  to 
establish  a  compulsory  registration.  The  registrations  es- 
tablished in  Bomo  of  our  colonies,  and  also  in  the  United 
States,  were  confined  simply  to  the  legal  ownership,  and 
they  were  like  the  registrations  for  stock  of  the  Bank  of 
England. 

Mr.  Rosa  said  that  Professor  Johnson  was  one  of  the 
ablest  men  in  their  profession,  and  attention  was  due  to 
anything  which  ha  advanced  ;  but  he  (Mr.  Rose)  took  ob- 
jection to  the  two  remedies  which  he  had  suggested.  Ha 
(Mr.  Bose)  thought  the  real  remedy  for  £e  evils  and 
expenses  of  conveyance  would  be  the  employment  of  such  a 
gentleman  as  Mr.  Brodie,  who  should  be  requested  to  set 
about  remedying  those  acknowledged  evils. 

Mr.  Bedell  argued  that  the  system  was  expensive  in  the 
conveyance  of  small  pieces  of  land,  and  that  it  was  a  fallacy 
to  suppose  that  registration  was  cheap. 

Mr.  MoBELEY  (Bristol)  read  a  paper  on  "  County  Court 
Jurisdiction  and  Practice."  Having  referred  to  the  growing 
importance  of  the  courts,  he  advocated  the  introduction 
of  a  modified  system  cf  pleading.  The  next  points 
were  the  advisability  of  introducing  some  provision  from 
the  Procedure  Act,  1851,  and  the  trial  of  debtors'  sum- 
monses, accounts,  &c.,  by  the  registrar.  He  had  for- 
merly expressed  a  very  strong  opinion  that  in  actions  of 
<lebt  the  creditors,  plaintiffs  in  the  county  courts,  should 
have  the  option  of  personally  serving  their  debtors.  His 
views  upon  this  subject,  however,  had  since  been  modified. 
The  temptation  to  commit  perjury  would,  in  too  many 
«aae8,  bo  irresistible  to  fraudulently- disposed  plaintiffs. 
His  present  impression  was  that  it  would,  on  the  whole, 
be  the  lesser  evil  of  the  two  to  allow  the  service  of  county 
court  summonses  to  rest  with  some  responsible  official.  The 
present  positiou  of  the  high  bailiff  and  his  subordinateB  cer- 
tainly required  reconsideratioa  and  readjustment.  With 
regard  to  jurisdiction  the  consideration  of  that  subject  must 
necessarily  depend  upon  the  prior  elucidation  of  two  problems 
which  are  now  prominently  before  the  profession — the 
abolition  of  the  drcuits,  and  the  fusion  of  the  two  branches, 
Bolicitora  and  barristers.  If  the  oiroaits  were  to  be  abolished 
(as  to  the  expediency  of  which  he  offered  no  opinion)  the 
oounty  courta  would  become  the  only  local  tribunals.  Mr. 
M osely  then  advocated  the  extension  of  the  jurisdiction  to 
breaches  of  promise,  seduction,  slander,  &c. 

Hr.  8.  Williams  proposed  a  roto  of  thanks  to  Mr.  Moaely. 
In  iUuBtration  of  the  waste  of  time  occasioned  by  oaaaiy 


court  judges  disposing  of  questions  of  weekly  payments,  he 
said  that  on  a  recent  visit  to  Bideford  the  learned  judge, 
Serjeant  Petersdorff,  was  occupied  nearly  tho  whole  of  the 
morning  by  such  questions.  The  registrar  of  the  court 
might,  he  thought,  have  those  questions  entrusted  to  him. 

Mr.  KiMBER  objected  to  any  sort  of  technical  pleading, 
which,  he  said,  would  bring  them  back  to  the  days  wh^ 
pleading  was  a  great  public  wrong  and  evil.  The  more  they 
could  make  their  pleadings  commonly  and  intelligently  un- 
derstood by  the  great  masses  of  the  community,  the  more 
would  their  profession  be  respected,  and  the  more  would 
they  be  entitled  to  honour  and  profit.  In  the  present  state 
of  things  he  dissented  ffom  any  extension  of  the  jurisdiction 
of  the  county  court  judges.  He  had  met  with  such  gross 
ignorance  and  carelessness  about  detail  manifested  by  some 
of  them  that  he  would  be  rather  inclined  to  vote  for  their 
abolition.  He  was  i^atisfied  that  the  present  system  might 
be  greatly  improved  by  the  appointment  as  judges  of  good 
and  educated  and  discreet  lawyers. 

Mr.  Clay,  Mr.  Shaen,  and  Mr.  O.  Taylor  having  spoken, 

Mr.  Field  (London)  said  that  in  the  necessity  of  things 
the  county  court  was  a  branch  of  the  Queen's  oonrts.  It 
could  not  be  long  before  the  county  courts  became  in  some 
shape  or  other  branches  of  the  great  courts,  and  that  the 
Queen  would  have  but  one  sort  of  law  courts,  and  would  not 
have  one  court  here  which  could  do  one  thing  and  another 
court  there  which  eonld  do  another  thing.  Whenever  that 
came  about  there  would  be  an  end  of  so  much  of  the  diffi- 
culty as  arose  from  the  want  of  jurisdiction  in  certain  cases. 

Mr.  Bose  thought  that  pleading  within  reaaonable  limits 
was  a  proper  and  necessary  part  of  every  court  of  justice, 
and  it  was  no  argument  to  say  it  became  an  abuse  in  olden 
times. 

Mr.  Ellbtv  (Cirencester)  concurred  in  the  observations 
of  the  opener  of  the  debate  as  to  the  necessity  of  placing  the 
bailiff  under  the  control,  in  some  way  or  another,  of  the 
judge  of  the  court. 

Mr.  J.  Millbb  thought  that  the  vpioe  of  the  profession 
should  be  raised,  with  a  view  to  the  improving  the  juris- 
diction of  these  county  courts. 

Mr.  Tatlor  objected  to  exceptional  legislation.  The 
county  oourte  should,  he  thought,  be  put  on  the  same  footing. 

Mr.  Saundebs  (Birmingham)  said  that  if  the  profnsion 
were  to  teke  action  they  should  be  up  and  doing.  He  had 
the  draft  of  a  bill  which  embraced  the  whole  subject  of  the 
jurisdiction  of  the  county  courts,  and  enlarged  the  jurisdic- 
tion to  an  enormoos  extent.  He  thought  there  should  b;  • 
more  carefal  selection  of  judges  to  preside  over  those  county 
courto,  and  they  must  all  &el  rather  ashamed  of  a  reoent 
appointment,  which  was  made,  he  thought,  from  political 
motives. 

The  further  discussion  of  the  paper  was  then  adjouxned 
until  next  day. 

Mr.  Field  (London)  expUuned  the  arrangements  which  It 
WIS  proposed  to  make  in  the  erectiou  of  &e  new  Courts  of 
Justice  in  London.  The  commission  appointed  to  inqoin 
into  the  law  conrte  of  other  countries — and  of  which  he  was 
secretary — ^had  obtained  a  large  amount  of  information,  and 
a  court  would  he  erected  that  would  afford  oonvenienoe  to  all 
who  might  have  business  to  transact  in  it.  He  complained 
however,  that  no  provision  had  been  made  to  have  a  base- 
ment story. 

In  the  coarse  of  the  discussion  which  followed, 

Mr.  Shabn  said  that  in  the  Bristol  Assize  Court  it  struck 
him  that  a  curious  error  had  been  committed  by  the  archi- 
tect in  placing  the  reporters  as  for  as  it  was  possible  to  place 
them  fi«m  the  witnesses.  It  was  very  often  difficult  to  hear 
witnesses,  but  it  was  important  that  they  should  be  heard 
by  the  reporters,  who  ought  almost  to  be  considered  as  officers 
of  the  court. 

Mr.  Bedell  was  glad  that  Mr.  Shaen  had  called  attention 
to  the  inconvenient  position  of  the  reporters'  seats  in  the 
Bristol  Assize  Court  At  the  last  assize  the  speeches  of 
counsel  could  not  be  heard  by  the  reporters,  and  were  not 
therefore,  reported! 

The  discussion  was  then  directed  to  the  proposed  new 
court  in  London,  and  the  meeting  adjourned  shortly  befora 
five  o'clock. 

Wedxesdat,  October  12. — Before  the  business  of  the 
meeting  was  resumed  this  morning  the  half-yearly  meeting 
of  the  Solicitors'  Benevolent  Association  was  hud  in  tha 
same  place.    [We  have  already  reported  the  proceedings.*] 

•  11  S.  J.  964. 
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The  'bnsineas  of  th«  Hetropolitan  and  Provincial  Law 
.iaoeiation  iraa  then  resQmed. 

A  paper  hy  Mr.  Jeroiu,  of  Liverpool,  WM  read,  on  "  The 
High  Court  of  Justice  Bill"  Any  adequate  measure  for 
amalgamating  the  Courts  of  Lav  and  Equity,  Admiralty, 
Piabtte  and  Divorce,  and  fusing  their  separate  systems, 
arast  provide  for  the  following  matters  :— TTie  comprehen- 
aon  in  one  system  of  all  courts  for  the  administration  of 
Jnrtice  in  dvil  suits ;  the  concentration  and  amalgamation  of 
the  oflSces  of  all  courts  proposed  to  be  amalgamated  by  the 
UIl ;  the  transaction  of  the  merely  ministerial  and  interlocu- 
tory biudnees  of  provincial  suits  in  the  localities  where  they 
arise ;  the  hearing  in  the  provinces  of  cases  now  the  subject 
of  equity  and  admiralty  jurisdiction  ;  and  more  frequent 
opportanitie*  tor  trial  or  hearing  of  cases  in  the  provinces. 

14r.  Wood  (Manchester)  moved  a  vote  of  thanks  to  Mr. 
Jevons,  anthor  of  the  paper.  He  hoped  the  time  was  not  far 
distant  when  a  man  would  not  be  debarred  of  his  just  rights 
becanse  he  had  not  taken  the  correct  way  of  enforcing  them. 

Mr.  HoDOB  seconded  the  resolution,  and,  with  the  sanc- 
tion of  th«  mover,  added — that  Mr.  Jevons  be  requpsted  to 
allow  his  paper  to  be  printed  and  circulated  amongst  the 
members  of  the  association. 

Ur.  F1B1.D  drew  attention  to  the  report  which  the  com- 
mittee of  the  association  published  in  April  last,  and  which 
contained  most  of  the  points  embraced  in  the  paper  just  read. 

The  CxAiHKAH  observed  that  though  the  paper  might  not 
meet  with  the  concurrence  of  all  present  they  were  aU  in- 
debted to  Mr.  Jevons. 

The  reaolntion  was  then  adopted. 

Mr.  Boas  deprecated  the  union  of  common  law  and  chan- 
cery, and  said  that  what  was  wanted  in  the  country  was 
iBOi«  expeditioo  in  their  proceedings.  More  judges  were 
reqoited  to  administer  the  two  systems  of  law  and  equity, 
and  it  was  absurd  that  there  should  be  only  two  assizes  a 
year  to  try  common  law  rights— there  ought  to  bo  four  or 
five  a  year,  or  even  one  every  month.  During  an  experience 
of  thirty  years  he  had  never  known  a  case  overthrown 
simply  becanse  the  plaintiff  had  made  a  mistake  in  the  tri- 
bunal which  he  had  chosen.  He  then  severely  criticised  the 
title  of  the  bill,  and  objected  to  it  as  one  of  the  scandals 
which  had  been  palmed  upon  the  eonntry. 

Mr.  Bbovlvt  (London)  and  Mr.  Gill  (Liverpool)  read 
papers  on  "Attorneys  and  Solicitors'  Remuneration  Bill." 

Mr.  Fuels  proposed  *'  that  both  these  papers  be  referred 
to  the  committee,  to  consider  whether  any  and  action  should 
be  taken  on  their  subjects,  with  power  to  communicate  with 
&B  Incorporated  Law  Society,  and  all  the  provincial  law 


Mr.  B08B  dissented  firom  the  principle  of  the  papers,  which 
was  to  increase  the  emolnments  of  the  profession.  For  him- 
sdfl  he  was  perfectly  satisfied  with  6s.  8d.,  13s.  4d.,  and  a 
guinea,  when  he  oonld  get  it;  the  present  mode  of  remnnera. 
ti<m  had  always  paid  him  satisfactorily.  If  the  public 
aadsntood  tiui  question  as  he  understood  it  they  would 
asT«r  allow  the  change  to  be  made  in  that  respect,  and  it 
was  a  fallacy  to  say  that  it  was  for  the  benefit  of  the  public. 

Mr.  KiKBSB  thought  that  many  of  the  changes  referred 
to  were  for  the  better, 

Mr.  WATBOit  (Newcastle-upon-Tyne)  said  that  thoughtful 
msa  oot  of  the  profession  saw  the  absurdity  of  the  present 
state  of  things  as  well  as  they  did  themselves. 

Hie  reaolntion  was  then  pnt  and  carried. 

Mr.  KiKBBK  read  a  paper  "  On  the  Amalgamation  of  the 
Two  Branches  of  the  Legal  Profession."  He  contended  that 
a  wide-spread  feeling  existed  that  the  present  division 
between  the  two  branches  was  a  fsroe,  and  most  detrimental 
to  the  interests  of  commerce. 

Hie  diacoswon  upon  the jpaper  was  very  brief,  and  was 
taken  part  in  bv  Messrs.  Watson,  Griffiths,  Saunders,  and 
Payne,  all  of  whom  r^retted  that  the  paper  contained  in- 
tSBpente  language  affsoting  the  bench  and  the  bar. 

The  following  resolutions  were  adopted :— "That  the  beat 
tkMiks  of  thia  meeting  be  given  to  Mr.  Word,  the  president, 
and  to  the  committee  of  the  Incorporated  liaw  Society  of 
Bristol,  for  the  mnniScent  hospitality  with  which  they  have 
noeived  and  entertained  the  gentlemen  who  have  attended 
CNNiadiatanoe."— "That  the  best  thanks  be  given  to  Mr. 
Wsaliroagh.  chairman,  and  Mr.  Lawes,  honorary  local  secre- 
tey,  for  the  very  efficient  arrangements  they  had  made." — 
*  nLst  the  beat  thanks  be  given  to  the  authors  of  papers 
nod  at  the  meeting."—"  Hiat  the  best  thanks  of  this  meet- 
iag  he  given  to  the  master,  wardens,  and  members  of  the 
Soeietjr  of  Her^ont  Yeatorers,  and  to  Sir  Wm.  Miles, 


Bart.,  for  the  great  courtesy  with  which  they  have  assisted 
the  objects  of  the  meeting.'  — "  That  the  best  thanks  be  given 
to  the  secretary  (Mr.  Rickman)  for  his  great  attention  to 
the  business  of  the  meeting."-^"  That  £e  best  thanks  be 
given  to  the  president  for  his  admirable  address  and  his  able 
conduct  in  Uie  chair." 

The  proceedings  then  terminated. 

Amongst  those  who  attended  the  meeting  were — Messrs. 
Beever  (chairman),  P.  Rickman  (secretory),  J.  Dixon, 
Lewis  Fnr,  W.  Shaen,  E.  Banner,  J.  H.  Essell,  B.  A. 
Payne,  M.  Hore,  A.  Cox,  J.  W.  Burrup,  G.  'Whitcombe,  W. 
Plttmbe,  R  EUett.  E.  C.  Petgrave,  G.  W.  Hodge.  T.  Avi- 
son,  H.  Abbott,  W.  Radcliffe,  F.  Marriott,  J.  8.  Torr,  R.  8. 
Watson,  J.  C.  Wallis,  C.  T.  Saunders,  J.  T.  Ray,  E.  Field, 
A.  Eyland.  I.  A.  Cooke,  E.  Bromlev,  E.  T.  Payne,  W.  8. 
Cookson,  J.  D.  Kay,  G.  H.  Nelson,  F.  H.  Barr,  S.  Alcock, 
jun.,  H.  G.  Bush,  H.  Cooke,  F.  Whittuck,  S.  G.  Cossham, 
J.  Bush,  T.  Marshall,  E.  Wilson,  A.  W.  Sadgrove,  T. 
Eiffe,  B.  F.  Hawksley,  F.  Filliter,  J.  Stone,  J.  C.  Gwynne, 
G.  F.  Frideaux,  H.  Livett,  8.  Williams,  E.  Kimber,  B. 
Bedell,  J.  A.  Rose,  W.  H.  Guest,  M.  B.  Wood,  G.  Wharton, 
H.  G.  Taylor,  J.  Case,  H.  T.  Sankey,  J.  B.  Monckton,  W. 
Hunt,  J.  Heelis,  T.  J.  Gill,  P.  WooUey,  J.  Ansdell,  J. 
Hawdon,  J.  Holtby,  W.  Walker,  &o. 


THE  SOLICITORS'  BENEVOLENT  ASSOCIATION. 

The  usual  monthly  meeting  of  the  Board  of  Directors  of 
this  associatiou  was  held  aP  the  Law  Institution  Chancery- 
lane,  London,  on  Wednesday,  the  2nd  inst.,  Mr.  Park 
Nelson  in  the  chair,  the  other  directors  present  being 
Messrs.  Burton,  Field,  Hedger,  Rickman,  Smith,  and  Torr 
(Mr.  Eiffe,  secretary).  A  suin  of  £105  was  expended  in 
grants  to  necessitous  widows  of  deceased  members  of  the 
association,  andXlO  in  grants  to  non-members'  widows.  Three 
new  life  and  twenty-one  new  annual  members  were  admitted 
to  the  association. 


LAW  STUDENTS'  DEBATING  SOCIETY. 
At  the  meeting  of  this  society  held  on  Tuesday  last,  Mr, 
Gordon  in  the  chair,  the  question  for  discussion  was  No. 
459  Legal : — A.  assigned  the  benefit  of  a  contract  to  pur- 
chase real  estate  to  C.,  by  way  of  security.  C.  gave  notice 
to  the  vendor,  who  afterwards,  disregarding  the  notice, 
conveyed  to  A.  C,  in  consequence,  sustained  damage. 
Has  C.  any  remedy  against  the  vendor  f — IfeCriiffht  v.  FetUr, 
18W.R.fi09;  on  appeal  18  W.  R.  905.  Mr.  L.  Hunter 
opened  the  debate  in  the  affirmative,  Mr.  Stock  in  the 
negative;  and,  after  a  well-sustained  discussion,  the  so- 
ciety decided  the  question  in  the  negative. 

HULL  LAW  STUDENTS'  SOCIETY. 
The  inaugural  meeting  of  this  society  was  held  at  the 
Hull  Church  Institute  on  the  20th  October,  the  president 
(Mr.  H.  Cook)  being  in  the  chair.  Several  gentlemen  were 
proposed  and  admitted  as  members  of  the  society ;  and  the 
secretary  (Mr.  J,  0.  Jacobs)  read  a  letter  firom  Samuel 
Warren,  Esq.,  Q.C.,  recorder  of  Hull,  expressing  his  regret 
at  not  being  able  to  attend.  The  recorder  made  the  society 
a  valuable  present  of  hookey  and  a  vote  of  thanks  was 
accorded  to  him.  The  president  then  delivered  an  address 
full  of  sound  advice  to  the  students,  who,  he  was  glad  to  say, 
seemed  to  appreciate  the  value  of  a  society  like  this :  he 
was  of  opinion  that  it  was  one  which  the  solicitors  of  Hull 
should  support.  Dr.  A.  K.  Eollit  then  made  some  remarks, 
in  the  course  of  which  he  gave  a  graphic  description  of  the 
state  of  the  law  in  America.  The  theory,  he  said,  was  all 
that  could  be  desired,  but  he  was  sorry  to  say  the  prwtice 
was  just  the  reverse.  He  also  gave  some  amusing  incidents 
of  the  practice  in  New  York  which  had  come  under  his  own 
observation,  and  in  conclusion  i^ged  the  articled  clerks  to 
become  useful  members  of  the  profession.  A  vote  of  thanks 
to  the  president  and  to  Dr.  Rollit  was  carried  by  acclama- 
tion. 

The  Commissioners  of  Church  Temporalities  in  Ireland  have 
wmointed  Mr.  George  Bernard,  solicitor,  of  Dublhi,  as  their 
Cbiet  Clerk.  Mr.  Bernard  was  for  some  years  officially^  con- 
nected with  the  department  of  the  Eodesiastioal  Commissionsn 
of  Ireland. 

Chief  Justice  McEean,  of  Utah,'hss  decided  that  the  territorial 
legislation  whereby  the  Mormons  have  for  years  controlled  the 
juiy  system  of  the  supreme  and  district  courts  of  Utah,  is  null 
and  void. — Albany  £aw  Jommal. 
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OBITirAST> 

ME.  W.  AITIRRAY. 
We  regret  to  have  \o  record  the  death  of  Mr.  WiUiam 
Murray,  an  eminent  dty  solicitor,  which  occarred  at  St.  Leo> 
nards,  on  the  27th  ult.,  in  his  seventy-fourth  year.  Mr. 
Murray  served  his  articles  in  Portsmouth,  of  which  town  he 
was  a  native,  and  was  admitted  in  the  year  1817,  when  he 
entered  into  partnership  with  Mr.  Osbaldeston,  a  solicitor  ia 
good  practice  in  the  city  of  London.  The  firm  of  Osbal- 
deston  i  Murray  for  many  years  enjoyed  high  repute,  and 
continued  till  the  retirement  of  Mr.  Osbaldeston  in  1834, 
From  that  time  Mr.  Murray  carried  on  sins^le-handed  a 
large  and  increasing  practice  until  the  year  1857,  when  he 
took  into  partnership  bis  son,  Mr.  Cbas.  F.  Murray  and 
Mr.  Hutchins.  The  firm  of  Murray,  Bon  &  Hntcbins  con- 
tinned  until  the  year  1867,  when  Mr.  Murray  retired  &om 
the  profession.  Mr.  Murray  for  many  years  previous  to  h  is 
retirement  had  a  seat  at  the  Council  of  the  Incorporated 
Law  Society,  and  was  a  director  of  the  Law  Life  Instirance 
Society.  In  18£9  Mr.  Murray  was  returned  to  Parliament 
for  Kewcastle-under-Lyne  in  the  Conservative  interest, 
and  while  in  Parliament  he  took  an  active  part  in  all  ques- 
tions affecting  law  reform,  particularly  in  those  affecting 
commercial  law.  He  was  a  strenuous  advocate  for  a 
radical  reform  in  both  the  law  and  administration  of  bank- 
ruptcy, and  took  an  active  part  in  the  committee  of  the 
House  on  bankruptcy  law  reform.  His  health,  however, 
was  not  equal  to  the  labours  of  Parliament  andof  his  profession, 
and  at  the  general  election  in  186d  he  did  not  offer  himself 
again  for  election.  On  his  retirement  from  the  profession 
his  name  was  put  into  the  Commission  of  the  Peace  for  the 
County  of  Middlesex.  Mr.  Murray  owed  his  great  success 
in  life  and  his  high  reputation  to  great  ability  and  aptitnde 
for  business,  untiring  energy,  high  integrity,  and  single- 
mindedness  of  purpose,  which  looked  only  to  the  interests 
of  those  for  whom  he  was  concerned.  He  married 
early,  but  lived  a  widower  the  last  thirty  years  of  bis  life. 
He  has  left,  besides  Mr.  Charles  F.  Murray,  a  son,  Mr. 
Wm.  Murray,  of  the  Common  Law  Bar,  and  a  married 
daughter. 

MR.  J.  H.  HACEEB. 
The  death  of  Mr.  John  Heathoote  Hacker,  the  senior 
partner  in  the  firm  of  Hacker  &  Allen,  solicitors,  of  Leek, 
Staffordshire,  took  place  there  on  the  1 6th  of  October,  at 
the  age  of  seventy-six  yean.  He  was  the  second  son  of 
the  late  Rev.  Edward  Heathcote,  vicar  of  Chesterfield,  by 
his  wife  Jane,  the  only  daughter  of  John  Cook,  Esq.,  of 
that  place,  and  was  bom  in  1791.  He  was  admitted  1818, 
and  subsequently  practised  at  Leek.  In  1840  he  succeeded 
to  the  East  Bridgford  Old  Hall  Estates,  in  the  county  of 
Kottingham,  and  assumed  the  surname  and  arms 
of  Hacker,  in  compliance  with  tiie  testamentary  injonction 
of  his  paternal  uncle,  Lieutenant-Colonal  Rowland  Heath- 
cote Hacker,  of  East  Bridgford.  The  Ltek  Timt$  says  : — 
"  Mr.  Hacker,  during  the  course  of  a  very  long  and  successful 
practice,  was  distinguished  for  strict  probity  in  all  his 
transactions,  and  was  highly  respected  by  a  large  circle  of 
clients  and  friends  in  Staffordshire  and  the  adjoining 
counties."  His  remains  were  buried  on  the  22nd  October, 
in  the  family  vault  at  East  Bridgford.  Mr.  Hacker  was 
never  married,  and  is  succeeded  in  his  estates  by  his  only 
surviving  brother,  Rowland  Heathcote,  Esq.,  of  Hatfield 
Manor  House,  near  Doncaster,  Yorkshire.  The  late  Mr. 
Hacker  was  lineally  descended  from  Colonel  Francis  Hacker, 
who  served  under  the  Parliament  during  the  Parliamentary 
War,  and  attended  King  Charles  I.  to  ms  execution,  being, 
in  fact,  the  officer  to  whom  the  warrant  for  that  pnrpoae 
was  directed.  He  suffered  ss  a  traitor  in  the  succeeding 
reign,  and  his  estates  were  forfeited.  A  younger  brother  of 
Colonel  Hacker,  Rowland,  served  under  the  King  during 
those  trottblons  times. 

MR.  R.  TOURNAY. 
Hr.  Robert  Toumay,  solicitor,  of  Ticehnnt,  Soasez,  died 
on  the  23rd  of  October,  at  the  age  of  7 1  years.    Mr.  Toxtnta.j 
was  certificated  in  1836,  and  for  many  years  previous  to  his 
death  had  been  derk  to  the  Ticohurst  ITnion. 


The  representative  body  of  the  Irish  Church  have  appointed 
Mr.  John  Maunsell  as  their  solicitor. 


ADMI8SI0H  OF  ATTORNETS. 

NOTICES  OP  ADMISSION. 

Michadmat  Ttrm,  1870,  pturmant  to  Judget'  Oritrt. 

The  derkt'  Bunes  Kffta  in  naall  cmpiuU,  and  the  tttonwTi  to  whm 
articled  or  twiciied  ibUow  in  ordinarj  type.l 

Atteb,  Edwabd. — A.  Holder,  Whitehaven. 

CowABD,  Cecil  Allen. — Griffith  Thomas,  Commercial  Sal» 

Rooms. 
OoxwBLL,  William. — E.  Coxwell,  Southampton. 
Dakixl,  Hxxkt  Bbauchakf. — A.  Cox,  Bristol. 
Davies,  John  Taliesin. — J.  Kempthome,  Neath. 
Qbeem,  Oeokob. — R.  D.  Oreen,  20,  Whitehall-place. 
Hall,  Chables  Joun. — J.  Hall,  Manchester. 
Hbaksey,  Richakd. — R.A.  Ward,  Maidenhead;  A.  St  Paul, 

1,  Staple-inn. 
EcfCHLU'FE,  Natbasiel. — F.  Moojen,  Southampton-street. 
HovLDiTcu,  Edwaho  Holboyd. — C.  J.  Follett,  Exeter. 
Ollakd,  Waltek  Fakmeby. — W.  L.  OUard,  Upwell. 
Philufs,  Ahdbew  Gibson. — A.  Phillips,  Shifihall ;  0.  A 

Ullithome,  Gray's-inn. 
Read,  Odden  Fkedebick. — J.  Read,  jun.,  MildenhaU. 
Savill,  John  Eden. — C.  Dorman,  Essex -street. 
SiNNOcx,  Hbnby  Cbables. — F.  Venn,  Paper-buildings. 
Skyth,  Thomas  Hbnby. — N.  Leoroyd,  South-street. 
Tebby,  William  Ihbebt. — ^W.  Galsworthy,  Old  Jewiy- 

chambers. 
Tubnbb,  Allbn  Fbedb&ick. — Marshall  Turner,  UncobiV 

inn-fields. 
TvBNBB,   WiLUAM.— W.    T.    MiddletoB,   Stone;   B.  W. 

Litchfield,  Newcastle-under-Lyme. 
Watts,  Alfbed  Acobstus. — W.  R.  Archer,  Lowestoft. 

Miehaeimat  Vacation,  1870. 
Bbowne,  Leonabd  Dbaoe. 
Ckaelton,  John  Chables. — H.  C.  Fox,  Plymouth;  W. 

Adams,  Plymouth. 
Davies,  Richard. — J.  H.  Hill,  23,  Throgmorton-street. 
Gould,  George  Domett. — R.  W.  Head,  Exeter. 
Walkek,  Edward  Robinson. — J.J.  P.  Moody,  Scarborough; 

R.  Rowell,  Manchester. 

Ltut  day  of  Michatltiuu  Term,  1870. 
Badoeb,  Abthub  Sidney. — J.  Moody,  Derby. 
BoYBS,  William  Osborn. — J.  Pilgrim,  Church-court,  Loth- 

bnry. 
Cathbball,  Edwabd. — C.  Gammon,  13,  Barge-yaid-cham- 

bers. 
Cox,  Chables  Hbnbt. — J.  L.  Grover,  King's-bench-walk. 
CuBTis,  WiLLLAM. — G.  M.  Wethorfield,  Basinghall-stieet ; 

J.  P.  May,  2,  Prince's-street,  Spital-square. 
Dean,  Chau.es  Fbedeucx. — J.  Taylor,  Bradford. 
Fbixns,  Abchibalu  Gbobob  Macxbnzib.— G.  Robins,  70, 

Linooln's-inn.fields. 
Ebmson,  Fbbdebick  William. — H.  Cook,  Eingston-upon- 

Hnll ;  W.  Watson,  Hedon-in-Holderness ;  T.  Hudson, 

Eingston-upon-Hull. 
HowABD,  Gbobob  Bbioos.— T.  B.  Howard,  Dudley  ;  and  J> 

P.  Mnrrough,  II,  Great  James-street, 
LoBD,  Thomas. — S.  R.  Pattison,  60,  Lombard-street 
Maybb,  Francis  Creed. — W.  Eea^,  Stoke-upon-Tient 
Robinson,  Raisbeoc  Wbltobd.— J.  H.  Bolton,  I,  New- 
square. 
Stanton,  John.— E.  D.  Stanton,  Chorley. 
Ybbmon,  John. — J.  Morris,  6,  Old  Jewry. 
Williams,  Datid  Thbodobe. — ^K  Scott,  Wigan. 
(For  former  names  see  Vol.  14,  p.  700  ) 

NOTICES  OP  APPLICATIONS  TO  TAKE   OUT  OB 

RENEW  ATTORNEYS'  CERTIFICATES. 

NoMmber  26, 1870. 

Adams,  Francis  Cadwallader,  1  Hampstead  Lone. 

Aldri(^  Frederick,   Worthing,  and  21,    Korthumberlani 

Place,  Bayswater. 
Appleton,  William,  39,  Albert  Street. 
Battcock,  John,  7,  Yale  Place,  West  Eenaingtos. 
Baylev,  Arthur  Octavius,  25,  Great  Russell  Street,  and  26, 

Sutherland  Street 
Beckett,  Henry  Hugh,  12,  Clanmdon  Square,  Somen  Town. 
Blink,  George  Samuel,  21,  Claremont  Square. 
Brown,  Frank  Clarke,  Croydon  and  Neath. 
Catohpole,  William  Smith,  Louth, 
daike,  H«my  William,  Sevenodks. 
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Oovdell.  Charles  Hugh,  St  Bee8,Dorche(t«r,  and  Clifton. 

Ctomptoa,  Henry  DicIunaeD,  Edgbaaton. 

Croae.  Bobert  Frederick,  Sonth  Korwood,  Maid*  Hill,  and 

nfraeombe. 
Dalrymple,  William  Charlea,  62,  St.  John's  Park. 
Banson,  Henry  Richard  Cobden,  Birkenhead  and  Lirerpool. 
Fry,  Peter  William,  9,  Gr^'s  Inn  Square. 
Goodwin,  William  Henry,  Hasting*. 
Oroves,  William,  45,  Oaildford  Street,  and  Richmond. 
Harris,  Biohard,  66,  College  Place,  and  34,  Bedford  Sqoare. 
Harrison,  Alfred,  75,  Upper  Kennington  Lane. 
Hairiaon,  David,  Jan.,  362,  Kennington  Road,  and  Twicken- 


Hart,  Perdral,  9,  Belaise  Park,  Patney,  and  Tolse  HilL 
Hawea,  James,  Edmonton. 

Joseph,  George  Solomon,  43,  Upper  Bedford  Place. 
Jodge,  William  Gibbard,  4,  Sossex  Road  HoUoway,  and 

PeterboToogh. 
lAnder,  John  Gilbert,  Heme  Hill. 

Iiowe,  Charles  Fredk.,  21,  Northnmberland  Place,  and  Rom- 
lord. 
Lowe,  Richard,  40,  Shakespeare  Road. 
Lonn,  Robert,  jvn.,  10,  Westbonme  Park  Terrace,  and  33, 

Albert  Street 
Mains,  James,  6,  Springfield,  Wandsworth. 
Haasey,  William  Thomas,  40,   Claverton  Street,  and  83, 

Chariwood  Street 
Moore,  George,  Richmond. 
Morgan,  John,  74,  Belsize  Road. 
Kewall,   George  Fergus,    Oastlehold,   Newport,    and  94, 

Wimpole  Stoeet 
Powle,  Alfred.  Sloogh. 

Foynder,  Alfred.  S,  Creaswell  Park,  Blaokheath. 
Rmdall,  Thomas,  Melboome,  and  42,  Kotting  Hill  Sqnai*. 
Read,  David,  9,  Barnard's  Inn,  and  S6,  Glonoaster  Streeti 

Qneen's  Square. 
Roker,  George,  68,  Stanley  Street 
Scale,  Martin,  NeaUi,  Glamorganshire. 
Smith,  George  Archer,  Ordsall,  112,  Lancaster  Road,  121, 

Hew  Kent  Road,  and  73,  St  George's  Road. 
Sole,  WiUiam  Analow,  26,  Baker  Street,  Lloyd  Square. 
Sntliin,  StCThen  Bidgood,  7,  Boston  Grure,  and  LiTerpool. 
IWyler,  WiUiam,  New  Br^hton  and  LiTerpool. 
Tiuner,  Thomas,  Nottingniun. 
Tbner,    William   Rawson,  Barking   and  Landor  Terrace, 

Wood  Green. 
Twist,  Geotge  Francis,  38,  Bloomfield  Street,  W. 
Underwood,    Arthur   Griffith,  3,  Wiltou  Tenaoe,  and  32, 

Hertford  Road. 
WaanoD,  WiUiam  Jenkin,  Broadwath  and  Hay. 
WiMash,  Frederick  Charles,  8,  Adelaide  Rosd. 
Williams,  Charles  William,  Sheffield. 


J. —        oj 

Forester  T  Read  (S.— Kay4) 
0.  of  Bean  t  Bennett  (J.— May  6) 
[and    Alaxanderr Mills m — May?) 


COUBT  PAPES8. 

COURT  OF  CHAMCEBT. 

CAUSE  LIST. 

Mithtimai  Term,  1870. 

Bafste  Hi*  Lou>  Chancbllob  and  the  Lobss  Jusncu. 

AppeaU. 

dcnow  (Pauper)  T  Gcach  (J.     In  re  The  Same  (ditto) 

—March  22}  DiooonsonT  Talbot  (S.— May 

Me  Crea  t  Holdswcrth  (J.—       8) 
March  25) 

Tlw  Merchant  Banking  Co. 

LoodcB   (Limited)  t  Maud    Alaxander r Mills (B May?) 

(J.— March  28)  WOdasTDndlowOI.— MsyS) 

Vnm  ▼  Coke  (J.— March  31)     Oiand  Junction  Canal  Co.  t. 

Marin*  InTSShsentCOTporation        Shngar  (R — May  10) 
▼  HaTiaide  (J. — April  1)         Crickmore  v  Freestone  (R. — 

I>wdalaTMesdowB(J.— April        May  13) 

7)  Imperial     Mercantile     Credit 

Cs<iparTCaoMr(8.— ApriI21)       Aaaooiation      (Limited)     t 

Weatm  ▼  Weston  (R.— April       Coleman  (M.— May  17) 
SI)  Same  v  Same^.— May  17) 

Teanaat  t  Trenehsrd  (J. —  Mawaon  t  Flstoher  (R.— 
Afcil  23)  May  30) 

Sssmj  T  Banoock  (M.— April  Bayspoole  tr  Collins  (J.— 
26)  Junel) 

In  re  Bosworthen  and  Penzance  Edwards  ▼  Smifli  (R. — Junsl) 
CoBsola  United  Mining  Co.  In  re  The  Agriculturist  Csttle 
Qimited)  and  Companies  Insurance  Co.  &  J.  S.  Wind- 
Aeta,  1862  and  1867,  mjd  ing-np  Acts,  1848, 1849  snd 
pa«n  from  the  Vioe  Warden  1867  (Bush's  case)  appl 
«<  ^  Stannaries  (April  28)        motn    (B.— June  7)! 


Jegonv  Vivian    (R. — June  3)  Warrick  v   Queen's   College, 

Wattalv  Kelson    (R.— June  7)  Oxford  (R.— July  11) 

Daries  v   Price,    Acraman  v  Marsden  v  Harrison  (J. — July 

Price    (J.— June  8)  11) 

Hopgood    T    Parkin      (R.—  Marsden  t  Harrison  (J. — July 

^leOJ  11) 

Mack  V  Postle    (S.— June  10)  Oreenhow  v  Price   (B.— July 

BentT  Cullen    (J.— June  11)  11) 

Caldwell  v  Cresswell    (H.—  PhilUpaen  v  Gibbon  (U.— July 

June  11)  16) 

Hazell  V  Barker    (M.— June  Roberts  v  Boberts   (S.— July 

20)  16) 

Borenam  v  Hall  (S. — June  21)  Lambes  v  Eomes    (M. — July 

Fisher  t  Pease  (R.— June  21)  18) 

Laws  v  Milo  (R.— June  22)  Shackleton  T  Shacklston  (J.— 

Hatton  V  Wicks  (R.— June  22^  July  19) 

Wicks  V  Hatton  (B. — June  22)  Springett  v  Jenings  (B. — July 

Crosk  V  HiU  (S.— July  1)  21) 

In  re  The  Qreat  Wheal  Busy  Johnson  v  Hookham  (B. — July 

Mining    Co.    &    Companies  25) 

Act,  1862,  appl  petn  from  the  Wilkinson  v  Baot   (B. — July 

Vioe  Warden  of  the  Stan-  28) 

naries  (July  7)  Blunt  v  Blunt  (B.— July  29) 

Watkins   v   Matthews  (M. —    Coultwas   t    Swan  (8 July 

July  11)  29) 

Beeley  T  Forahaw,  appeal  from  Betts  v  Willmott  (J. — Aug. 

the  Tice-Chancellor  of  the  12) 

County  Palatine  of  Lancaster  Piyso  v  Stanton  (J. — Aug.  26) 

(July  11)  Pearson  v  Dolman  (J. — Sept 
8) 
Before  the  Master  of  tkb  Bolls. 

The  Merchant  Taylors  Co.  v  Blew  v  Blew    f  c 

The  Attomey-Oeneral  demr  Bennett  v  Bennett    t  c 

Ormwod  t  Rostron    f  o  (not  Bamsden  v  FriesUey   m  d 

before  Nor.  30.  The   Neath  New  Oas   Co.  y 

Atherleyy  The  Isle  of  Wight  Gwro    md 

By.  Co.  &  City  Bank     m  d  In  r«  B.  B.  H.  Moore's  Estate, 

Meryett  v  Martin    m  d  Moore  v    Moore,   Moore   T 

Lloyd  T  Thomas     m    d  wit-  Moore    f  c 

nesses  before  examiner  Nethersole    v  The  President, 

Clark  V  Bevill     c,  wit  (day  to  &c.,  of  the  School  for  the 

be  fixed)  Indigent  Blind    f  o 

Barrett  v  Mulberry    f  c  Edmonds  v  Onslow    f  o 

Sawyer  v    The  Peterborough  Pope  v  Butler    o 

Gas  Co.    c,  wit  (day  to  be  Hassall  v  Sutton    m  d 

fixed)  Last  v  Be  Is  Motte    m  d 

Pickworth  v  Prance    m  d  Stuart  v  Mills    m  d 

Whitworth  v  Whitworth    m  d  Southall  v  The  British  Mutual 

Lazenby  v  White  cause  (day  to  Life  Assurance  Society  m  d 

be  fixed)  Hawkes  t  Hubback    ap  o 

Joyce  T  Rawlins  e,  wit  (Nov.4)  Upperton  v  Nickolson    fo 

Pilcher  V  Bawlins    ditto  Tyson  v  Thomson    fc 

Watkina  v  Thomas    m  d  Marriott  r  Swatman    f  o 

Pearson  v  Miller    f  o  Clark  v  The  SwaSham  Local 

Jarrisy  Allen.  Allen  vJarris  Board  of  Health    md 

f  0  &  s  to  vaiy  Burt  t  Bumell    f  c  &  s  to  vsiy 

Wataon  v  Brandon    o  Lee  v  Lee    o 

Chancellor  v  Chancellor    f  o  Nicholnn  v  Warren  f  c  (short) 

Hobson  y  Roberts    f  c  Grove  v  Snowden    c 

HobgenvNeale    fo  Casson  v  Casson    md 

Bristowe  y  Tweed    c,  wit  (day  Goodman  v  Parsons    m  d 

tobe  fixed)  Rocky  Parsons    md 

BenneyvTank    fo  Hilly Fowell    md 

Rickman  v  Johns    f  c  Brook  v  Badley    f  o 

In  re  James  Price's   Estate,  Ashman  y  Blackstook     m  d 

Pricey  Price    fc  (1870— A.— 26) 

Palmer  y  Jones    m  d  Ashman   y  Blackstook     m  d 

Bate  y  Robins  f  o  &  2s  to  vary  (1870— A.— 2^ 
Wooding  v  Wooding    c 

Before  the  Vioo-Chancollor  Sib  Jokx  Stuart. 

CseMM,  ie. 

The  Credit  Fonder  &.  Mobilier  Nightingale  y  Nightingale  m  d 

of  England  v  "The  London,        (1869.— N 25) 

Chatham  &  Dover  By.  Co.  Nightingale v Nightingale  md 

demr  (1869.— N.— 8) 

Malone  y  Wallwork    c  Nightingale  v  Nightingale  md 

Johnson  y  Jowitt    f  o  (1869.— N.  45) 

Webb  y  Baker    c,  wit  (2nd  Bowes   y    The   Eodesiastical 

cause  day)  Commissionets  for  England 

Waller  y  Daniels  0    (Nov.  11)  md 

Bird,  pauper,  v  Bull     c,  wit  "Tyler  y  Tatea    m  d 

(3rd  cause  day)  Voung  v  Waters    m  d 

Thompson  v  Morgan    o  (2nd  Ferd  v  Brown    m  d 

I*  cause  day)  Oimond  v  Ormond    md 

Westmorland  v  Holland    m  d  Crosley  v  Ingham    m  d 

Major  y  Major    m  d  Bay  v  Thomas    o 

Holland  v  Wood    m  d  T,«th«m  v  Holden    m  d 

Brown  v  Wing    m  d  Bailey  y  Milman    o 

Batchelor  v  Heath    m  d  Coltman  v  Oregoty    m  d 

Hodson  v  Hodson    m  d  Thomas  v  Wiuuuns    m  d 
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BUlMvay  t  Fartridss    m  d 
Barlow  v  Pool    m  d 
Soiith  T  Child    c 
The  United  Land  Co.  (Limited) 

T  North    m  d 
Brocklenby  v  Miinn    m  d 
I^dyman  v  Grave  m  d  &  ramni 
Moysey  t  Stuart    ep  o 
Chompney  v  Borland    m  d 
WooUacott  T  Sennett    m  d 
Huschamp  v  Coombes    m  d 
Nightinirdale    t  Nightingale 

ind(l869.— N.-SO) 
Mills  T  The  Northern  Ry.  of 

BneDoa  Ayres  Co.  (Limited) 

md 
Le  Strange  v  Partridge    m  d 
Cast  V  Lady  Middleton    f  o 
The  Merchants'  Co.  (Limited) 

T  Barber    m  d 
Provost  T  Mendham    m  d 
Colmer  v  Ede    m  d 
James  v  Ellis    c 
Frampton  v  Hunt    o 
Best  V  Donmall     m  d 
Murray  v  Hunter    m  d 
Bennett  v  Harfoot    m  d 
Bamsay  v  The  Great  Northern 

Railway  Co.    ra  d 
Nation  v  Diamond    m  d 
Brader  v  Kirby    o,  Collins  v 

Brader    m  d,  rehearing 
Head  v  Amey    m  d 
Armstrong  v  Timperon    f  o  & 

s  to  vary 


Hawkins  v  Gale    f  c 
Browne  v  Lea    f  o 
King  v  King     f  c  &  s  to  Tory 
Montague  v  Roberteon    m  d 
The  Fumess  Iron  and  Steel  Co. 

(Limited)  v  Boss    m  d 
Lewis  v  Styles    m  d 
Thomas  V  Richardson    f  c 
Silvester  y  Gongh    m  d 
Speight  T  Walton    m  d 
Maunsell  t  Mtunsell    f  e 
Griffin  v  Morgan    f  o 
Barlow  v  Bailey    m  d 
Murphy  V  Morgan    m  d 
Williams  v  Williams    f  c 
Porter  v  Porter    m  d 
Parbury  T  Watson    f  c 
Fish  v  Rivers    m  d 
Burley  v  Saint    m  d 
Cobbold  v  O'Malley    m  d 
Taylor  v  Rogers    f  c 
Podlcy  V  Claeys    o 
Reynolds  v  Bums    m  d 
BuJsoh  T  Jarvis,  Orrell  v  Btisob 

f  c 
Dakers  v  Nelson    m  d 
WiLson  V  Wilson    c 
Hadfield  v  Adlington    t  o 
Williams  v  Games    f  o 
Chidgey  v  Whitby    f  c 
Ashpitel  V  Denton    f  c 
Bruff  V  Cobbold    m  d 
Blaydos  v  Blaydes    c 
Polo  V  Begbie    f  o 
Jewsbury  V  Howell  m  d  (short) 


Before  the  Vioe-ChanccUor  Sir  Richard  Malins. 


The  Oriental  Inland  Steam  Co. 
(Limited)  y  The  Secretory  of 
Statn  in  Council  dem  of  the 
Secretary  of  State,  pt  hd 
(Nov.  7) 
Same  v  Same    dem  of  Sonde 

Railway  Co.     (Nov.  7) 
Staoey  v  Simmons    dem 
Richmond  v  De  Bergrie    dem 
The   International   Bank   (Li- 
mited) V  GI:id»tone    m  d  (wit 

before  examiner) 
Earl   Beuuchamp  v  Winn    c, 

wit  (day  to  be  fixed) 
Lee  v  The  Lancashire  &  York- 
shire Ry.  Co.    c,  wit  (day 

to  be  fixed) 
Shaw  v  Shaw    c,  pt  hd 
Trevolyan  v  Attomcy-Gon.    o 
Nixey  v  Rofifey    o 
Levinstein     v     Wcnbam      c, 

evidence  viva  voce  at  hearing 
Do  Witle  v  Dcune    c,  wit  (day 

to  be  fixed) 
Vaughan  v  Baldwin    f  c 
Brown  v  Williams     m  d  and 

pet 
The  North  Eastern  Ry.  Co.  v 

Watson    c,  wit  (dav  to  be 

fixed) 
Wright  V  Pitt    m  d 
Heard  v  Pillcy     c,  wit  (day  to 

be  fixed) 
Simpson  v  Hcaton's  Steel  & 

Iron  Co.  (Limited)    m  d 
Jefierys  v  Marshall    m  d 
Hepwarth  v  Hepworth    m  d, 

pt  hd 
Hunter  v  AValters    m  d 
Curliftg  V  Walters    m  d 
Darnell  v  Hunter    m  d 
Roberts  v  Sbearwood    m  d 
Lawson    v   The    Tewkesbury 

&  Malvern  Ry.  Co.    m  d 
Key  V  Trafford    m  d 
Jenkins  v  Lewis    m  d 
Morgans  v  Roberts    m  d 
Wilson  v  Legh    m  d 
Ryde  v  Markt    m  d 
Barstow   v   Baldwin     o,   wit 

(day  to  be  fixed) 
Niven  y  Alcock   m  d 
Prichard  v  Prichard    m  d 
Rutherford  v  Scott    m  d 
Clark  v  Henry    m  d 


Cauta,  ^c. 


m  d 
c 
m  d 


The  Potteries,   Shrewsbury  & 

North  Wales    Rf.    Co.    y 

Minor    m  d 

Francis  v  Wade 

Sollory  V  Leaver 

Stayt  V  Shepard 

Sheppard  v  Walter    m  d 
Johnson  v  Jewell    m  d 
Hale  V  Adams    m  d 
Thornton  v  Lascellcs    m  d 
Skinner    v     The    Plumstead 
District  Board  of  Works  m  d 
Hollins  V  Taylor    m  d 
Joseph  V  Hart    c,  wit  (day  to 

be  fixed) 
May  V  May    ra  d 
Williams  v  Hughes    m  d 
Ashworth  v  Munn    m  d 
Shipwright  v  Clements    m  d 
Saunders  v  Saunders    m  d 
Austin  v  Dalzel    c 
Sherlock  v  Colo    m  d 
Fletcher  v  Carr    m  d 
Turner  v  Collins    o 
The  Imperial  Mercantile  Credit 
Association  (Limited)  y  Wil- 
son   m  d 
Ryves  v  Rvves    s  c 
Sweeny  v  Kenny    m  d 
The  Alliance  Bank  (Limited) 

V  The  Xeres  Wine  Shipping 
Co.  (Limited)    m  d 

Moir  V  Liebig's  Extract  of 
Meat  Co.  (Limited)    m  d 

Shaw  V  Cooke    c 

Wotherspoon  y  Currie    m  d 

Cox  V  Tidey    m  d 

Chamberlain  y  Chandler    c 

Simon  v  Owen    m  d 

Snewing  y  The  Watford  Dis- 
trict Local  Board    m  d 

The  Prudential  Assurance  Co. 

V  Bartlett    ra  d 
Macbryde  v  Eykyn  c,  wit  (day 

to  be  fixed) 
Hood  V  The   North   Eastern 

By.  Co.    md(Nov8) 
Poole  V  Nicholion    m  a 
Domett  V  Domett    m  d 
Robinson  y  Jones    m  d 
Rose  v  Smith    f  c 
Bourdillou  v  Collins    o 
De  Montigny  v    Schmidt    c, 

wit  (dayto  be  fixed) 
Mochin  y  Daiwin    f  c 


•  Critchley  v  Naylor  m  d 
!  Browning  v  French  f  e 
I  Ward  y  Ward    o 

Blake  y  Clarke    m  d 

Lloyd  y  Pughe    f  o 

In  re  £.  W.  Lloyd's  Estate  f  o 

Evans  v  Fugbe    f  o 

Swan  y  Price    f  o 

Godf ree  y  Kinnear  m  d  (short) 

Rushwsrth  v  Wolden    f  c 

Bethune  v  Fleming    m  d 

Ogilvie  y  Ogilvie    f  c 

Carter  v  Miller    o 

Gartside  v  Mellor    f  o 

Vander  Byl  y  Austin    m  d 

Tottenham  y  Long    o 

Moore  y  Moore    f  c 

Plume  y  Weston    f  o 

Castio  V  Fox    f  0  &  s  to  vary 

Spurling  v  Overton    m  d 

Waincwright  y  Patten    m  d 


Hunt  y  Hunt    f  o 
Deuce  t  Dixon    o 
Kidman  y  Kidman    tp  o 
Hemmingv  Maddi<&   m  d 
Lister  v  Warburton    o 
Whittemorey  Wtuttemore   fo 
Addison  y  The  London  &  South 
Western  Bonk  (Limited)  md 
The  Oriental  Financial  Corpo- 
ration (Limited)  v  Overendj 
Oumey  &Co.  (Limited)  md 
Femberton  y  Barnes    m  d 
Harris    v    The    Whitdiavea, 
Cleator,  and  Egremont  Ry. 
Co.    0 
Hunt  y  Muriel    m  d 
Shelton  v  Ashby    m  d 
Kidd  V  Fottiugell    m  d  (short) 
Hudson  y  Taylor    o 
Gwilt  v  Kerr    f  c 


Before  the  Vice-Chancellor  Bacox. 


Catun,  ^e. 


Anderson  y  Pignet    demr 
The  Worcester  Park  Building 
Co.     (Limited)    y     Hector 
exons  for  insufficiency 
Girdlsstono    v     The    North 
British  &  Mercantile  Insur- 
ance Co.    exons  for  insuffi- 
ciency 
Pears  y  Laing    m  d 
Stamp  V  Anderson    o 
Anderson  y  Stamp    o 
The  Orover  and  Baker  Sewing 
Machine  Co.  v  Wilson  triu 
by  jury 
Oakoy  y  Sennett    m  d 
The  Grover  and  Baker  Sowing 
Machine  Co.  y  Wilson    m  d 
Hofiinann  v  PostiU  trial  before 

the  Court  without  a  jury 
Williams      v    The      LlancUy 

Railway  &  Dock  Co.  m  d 
Goold  y  Goold    f  o  &  petn 
The  Liverpool  Marine  Credit 
Co.   (Limited)   v    Read      c, 
wit  (day  tu  be  fixed) 
Berry  v  MorcU    c,  wit  (day  to 

be  fixed) 
James  v  Jones    c 
Lewthwaite  v  Waterlow  c,  wit 

pt  hd  (day  to  be  fixed) 
Dunn    y  Fnwler    m    d   (wit- 
nesses before  examiner) 
Kilbev  v  Haviland    m  d 
The  Tawd  Vale  Colliery  Co. 
(Limited)  v  Berry    o  (with 
Berry  v  MorcU)  by  order 
Beet  y  Beet    m  d 
Finney  v  Godfrey    m  d  trial 

by  jury 
Graham  v  Colo    m  d 
Boskell  V  \Vhitworth    m  d 
Knapp  y  Knapp    m  d 
Robertshaw  v  Firth    m  d 
Brunei  v  Brunei    m  d 
Pearoe  v  Scudds    m  d 
Lycott  y  The  Stafiord  and  T7t- 

toxeter  Ry.  Co.    m  d 
Highett  y  Dumpier    m  d 
Ingram  v  Upperton    c,    wit, 

(day  to  be  fixed) 
Messer  v  Sticey    c 
Bleaokley  v  Hall    m  d 
Greene  y  The  West  Cheshire 

Ry.  Co.    m  d 
Dawson  v  Robinson    sp  o 
Murray  y  Clayton    m  d 
Holdsworth  v  Bromley    c 
Phipps  y  Berridgo    m  d 
Heyman  v  Dubois    m  d 
Murchison  v  Batters    m  d 
Smith  V  Gibson    sp  c 
Hall  y  Hargreaves  c,  wit  (day 

to  be  fixed) 
Earle  vAppleyard    m  d 
Howard  v  Howard    m  d 
Hickman  v  BenUey    m  d 
Kemp   y  The   South  Eaatem 
By.  Co.    m  d 


Grosvcnor  v  Bentley    m  d 
Brandon  v  Hume    m  d 
Carter  v  Earl  Dude    m  d 
Palmer  v  Flower    sp  c 
Hurst  V  Johnson    m  d 
Savage  v  Suell    sp  c 
Wade-Gery  y  Handley    m  d 
Charlton  y  Charlton    m  d 
Bond  V  Milbuum    m  d 
The  New  Bowson  Deep  Cosl 
Co.  (Limited)  v  Jackson  m  d 
Ramsey  y  Hooper    m  d 
DefriesyTho  Metropolitan  Ry. 

Cu.    md 
The  London  &  Paris  Hotel  Co. 
(Limited)  y  Mainwaring  md 
Johnson  v  The  Dudley  &  West 
Bromwich  Banking  Co.  m  d 
Ashbv  V  Bernard    c 
Chudlcigh  y  Wood    m  d 
Hayward  v  Penny    m  d 
Doughy  y  Whiting    f  o 
Pitts  V  The  Kingsbridge  High- 
way Board     m  d 
Scudder  v  Helib    m  d 
Stacey  v  Messer    c 
Ford  v  Foster    m  d 
Harrison  v  Good     m  d 
Hooper  v  Webb    o 
Phillips  y  Phillios    f  c  (short) 
Quick  y  The  British  Mutual 
Investment    Co.     (Limited) 
m  d 
Ridler  v  Dunn  and  Others   m 
d  pro  confcsiM  against  defen- 
dant  Penniston   Dimn,  wit 
before  exmr. 
Nowell  V  Nowell    f  c 
Stamer  v  Wright    m  d 
Cadman  v  Caoinan  sp  c 
Shellam  y  Lister    o 
Davies  y  Thomas    m  d 
Upmann  v  Elkon    m  d 
Ailones  v  Elkaa    m  d 
Bamaby  v  Tassell    sp  c 
Ashton  v  Illidge    m  d 
lUidge  V  Ashton    m  d 
Heath  v  Heath    m  d 
lies  V  Williams    m  d 
Brown  y  Taylor    f  c 
Costerton  y  Worship    m  d 
Imray  y  Imesou     sp  c 
Valle  V  Clippindole    m  d 
Hunt  y  Sidney    i'  o 
Wilson  V  Tucker    m  d 
Chester  v  Chester    f  o 
Chatfield  V  Chatfield    c 
Ridgeway  y  The    Tottenham 
&  Hampstoad  Junction  By. 
m  d 
Gilbert  v  Bowen    c 
Dixon  y  Cross    m  d 
Attorney- General  v  The   Be- 
rough  of  Biriuinf  ham    m  d 
Moser  v  Tall    m  a 
In  re  Giscard'e  Estate    f  0 
Jarvis  V  Gisoard     f  o 
Harris  v  Ekins    m  d 
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Edmunds  t.  Jones    c 
Pull  T  Childien    m  d 
Tdfbrd  ▼  Alleii    m  d 
KsT*,  Bart,  t  The  London  ft 

North  We«tem  Ey.  Co.    c 
Orarton  y  CntbQI    m  d 
Kalf a  T  Hawtboina  c  I 

B.— 58 


Ronnie  T  Morris    o 

Balfe  T  Hawthorne  o(1869.— 

R.— 61 
Baylia  y  Tilder    o 
Palmor  T  Hoare    m  d 
Anderaon  v  Andenon    m  d 
Tnmer  ▼  Brosnett    f  c  (ihort) 
'^imiiuni  T  Feun    t  o 


BRECON  ELECTION  PETITION. 

ITtttint  and  Attothtr,  Petitionert,  t.  Solford,  Rttpondent. 

Jl  petition  irom.  Brecon,  alleging  specifically  a  payment 
of  maoBj,  was  filed  at  the  Common  Fleas  Rule  Office  on 
Tnesday  Lut. 

Tliia  is  the  first  petition  filed  under  section  6  and  danse  2 
of  the  Elections  Ac^  which  directs  that  upon  a  specific 
allegation  of  payment  of  money  or  other  reward  haying 
heen  mhie  by  any  member,  or  on  his  account,  or  with  hia 
priyity,  since  the  return  made  to  the  Clerk  of  the  Crown, 
the  petition  shall  be  preeented  within  twenty-eight  days 
after  the  date  of  buch  paymsnt. 

Agents  tm  the  petitioners,  Messrs.  Wyatt  &  Hoskina, 
Parliament-street,  S.W. 

Agents  for  the  respondent,  Messrs.  Carlisle  &  Odell,  8, 
New-square,  Lincoln' s-inn,  W.C. 

COURT  OF  PROBATE, 

UTD 

COURT  FOR  DIVORCE  AND  MATRIMONIAL  CAUSES. 

SMimg*  in  and  tffler  Michtlnuu  Tfrm,  1870. 

Trials  before  the  Court. 

Nov.  8,  4,  5,  9,  10,  11,  12,  16, 17, 18, 19,  23,  24. 

The  causes  in  the  Court  of  Probate  will  be  taken  first. 

TriaU  by  Jury. 

Not.  J5,  26,  80 ;  Dec  1,  2,  3,  7,  8,  9, 10,  U,  16, 16,  17, 

21,  22. 

The  causes  in  the  Court  of  Probate  will  be  tried  first 

nnleu  otherwise  ordered. 

The  judge  will  sit  in  chambers  for  summonses  at  eleven 
o'clock,  and  in  court  for  motions  at  twelve  o'clock,  on 
Nov.  S,  anJ  on  each  succeeding  Tuesday  until  Dec  20, 
inclusive. 

Ail  papers  for  motions  most  be  left  with  the  clerk  of 
the  papers  before  two  o'clock  on  the  Thursday  before  the 
moti(Hi  is  to  be  heard. 


ADMIRALTY  COURT. 
This  court  will  sit  at  Westminster  on  Tuesdays,  Nov. 
15th,  32nd,  and  29th,  and  Dec.  6th  and  ISth,  at  10.30  a.m., 
fco' summonses  and  motions  in  chambers;  and  at  11  a. m. 
for  motions  in  court ;  and  on  every  week  day  to  Friday, 
Dec  16th,  to  hear  causes. 


ARCHES  COURT. 
His  eoort  will  At  at  Westminster  on  Monday,  Nov.  7, 
and  aa  such  other  day  or  days  as  may  be  appointed  by  the 

Ths  Bkistol  Baxkbvptct  Coitbt. — By  an  order  of  the 
Lotd  Chancellor,  gazetted  on  the  14th  October,  the  pending 
bosiaass  of  the  late  District  Court  of  Bankruptcy  at  Bristol 
was,  on  the  31st  alt.,  transferred  from  Mr.  Alfred  John  Acra- 
man,  late  official  assignee  of  that  court,  to  the  registrar  of  the 
Bristol  Coonty  Court  The  Lord  Chancellor  has  allowed  Mr. 
Acramaa  to  retire  upon  his  full  pension,  in  oonsideration  of  his 
leofihciied  aervitoda  of  nearly  twenty-eight  years,  having  been 
Mpointed  official  assignee  of  the  Bristol  Court  of  Bankruptcy  on 
the  14tlt  of  November,  184Z 

CorraiOHTS. — ^Wa  note  some  of  the  more  important  provf- 
sions  of  the  "  Copyrifrht  laws  of  the  United  States,  as  revised, 
Cooaolidated,  ana  Amended  by  act  of  Congress,  approved  July 
8,  1870."  Term  of  copyright  twenty-eight  years,  may  be  re- 
1  for  the  further  term  of  fourteen  years.  Entries  must  be 
hereafter,  with  the  Librarian  of  Congress.  Duplicate 
I  of  the  work  copyrighted  must  be  deposited  in  the  mails, 
aaed  to  the  Librarian  within  tan  days  after  publication. 
Coyjrrifbta  nuy  be  assigned,  by  instrument  in  writing,  and 
tta  aoagnment  must  be  recorded  in  the  office  of  the  Librarian 
vitfaia  sixty  days  or  beeome  void.  Appeals  and  writs  of  error 
lis  t»  tiia  United  State*  Supreme  Court,  froia  all  judgments, 
laoTMs,  ate,  regardless  of  the  amount  in  controversy. — Wuttm 
iwitt. 


PUBLIC  OOMPAJf  IBS. 

eOTBBmraWT  VITRDB. 

List  Qsoiuiov,  Nov.  4,  lt7e. 

mm  UU  OIkM  Utt^thi  oXiMl  tiHMsw  (rasMcM.) 


S  per  Cent.  ConsoU,  99) 
Ditto  Ibr  Aoooant,  Dee.  I,  M| 
S  per  Cent.  Radnead  »l| 
New  *  per  Cant.,  9l| 
Do.  Si  percent.,  Jan.  '94 
Do.  >(  per  Cant.,  Jan.  '94 
Do.  t  per  Cent.,  Jan.  'TI 
Anniirtl*s,Jan.'S>— 


Annntttes,  April,  'S» 
Do.  (Bed  Sea  T.)  Aag.  isoi 
BsBiU*,£IOOO,  —  par  Cl.Uo  ■ 
Ditto,  £M»,  Do  —  10  p  m 
Ditto,  £100  a  4100,  —  10  p  m 
Bank  of  Bnglaad  Stook,  4t  par 

Ot.  (last  hair-Tsar)  Mt 
Ditto  (or  Aooooat. 


nnuAN  oovKBinfKST  SBonBiriKs. 


India  8tk.,  lOip  Ct.Apr.'I4,10» 

Ditto  for  Aoooant 

Ditto  6parCant.«Ial7,'(0  \\%\ 

Ditto  for  Aooowit,  — 

Ditto  4  par  Caat.,  Dot.  'M  IO(H| 

Ditto,  dItlo.CertifloaMa,— 

Ditto  Bnlkeed  Fpr.,  4  par  Cant. 91 


Ind.Sof.Pr.,  5  pC.Jaa.'TS  I0» 
Ditto,  SJ  par  Cant.,Ua7,'7910Ii 
Ditto  Debantures,  per  <!ent.. 

AprU,'64  — 
Do.  Do ,  *  par  (Sent.,  Aag.  '7S 103 
Do.  Bonds,  4  per  Ct.,  XIOOO  20  p  m 
Ditto, ditto, andar AlOOe,  UpM 


RAILWAY  STOCK. 


Shrs. 


Baliwsys. 


Stock 
Stock 
Stock 

Stock 
Stock 
Stock 
Stock 
Stock 
Stock 
Stock 
tstock 
Stock! 
Stock 
Stoek 
Stock 
Slock 
Stock 
Stock 
Stook 
Stock 
Stoek 
Stock 
Stock 
Stoek 


Bristol  and  Bxatar 

(Madonian 

Glasgow  and  Sooth- Wastarn  .„,....... 

Great  Eastern  Ordinary  Stook   

Do.,  Bast  Anglian  Stook,  Mo.  S 

Qraat  Nortbarn   

Do.,  A  Stook* 

Great  Soatharn  and  Wastarn  of  Ireland 

Great  Waatam-Original 

Laneasbire  and  Yorkabir*  

London,  Brighton,  and  Soatb  Coast.. 

London, Chatham,  and  Dorer 

London  and  North- Waatarn 

London  and  South- Was  tern    

Uauoha8tar,8balllald,aad  Linooln 

Metropolitan 

Midland  

So.,  Bimlngham  and  Darby   

North  British   

North  London  

North  SuaordsUira 

South  Devon 

South-Eastarn 

TatTTftla 


Fsl4.  (Soiiiig  prices. 


89 
11 
lie 


iJi* 
tH 

|2S 
90 
46 

es 

i«4 

9« 

34 
116 

Sg) 

4S 

76 
I6S 


•  A  raoalTas  no  dividend  aatil  6  par  oeot.  liaa  been  paid  to  B. 


IN8UKANCB  (COMPANIES. 


Price 

No.01 

DlTldand 

per 

iliares 

perannnm 

Names. 

Sharai. 

Paid. 

ahare. 

£ 

e  t.  d. 

«  s.  d. 

SOOl) 

S  PC  k  bs 

Clerical,  Mad.  ft  Gan.Ufe 

100 

10    0    0 

11    %    6 

4000 

40  pc  &  b> 

County     

100 

to   0   U 

4i    0    0 

34440 

A  pc  It  bs 

Eagl 

so 

»     0    0 

6    0    0 

10000 

7/ 3>  fid  PC 

Equity  and  Law 

I0« 

6    0    0 

7  11    » 

JOOOO 

Ti  2s  Gd  pc 

Enxlish  k  Scot.  Law  LUe 

60 

3  10    0 

A           0 

«T00 

Sper  cent 

Equiuble  Kerersionary... 

I0» 

... 

9A    0    0 

4600 

5  per  cent 

Do.  New 

M 

MOO 

«}    •    0 

»00« 

ftkSpahb 

Gresham  Life     

90 

A    «    0 

10000 

A  par  cent 

Guardian 

lOO 

.0    0     0 

31  10    0 

10000 

C  per  cent 

UomaftCol.Au.,LiDtd. 

so 

S    •    0 

a  1  < 

7MM 

10  par  ceai 

imperial  Ufa     

100 

10    0    0 

16  U    • 

toooo 

19  percent 

Law  Fire 

100 

2  10    0 

8    »    « 

10000 

lit  pr  cem 

Uw  Uia 

lUO 

S3  17    6 

«»  11    • 

ooooo 

10  per  cent 

Law  Union         

10 

0  10    0 

0  IT    6 

lOOOU 

&ll79(>dpc 

Legil  (t  General  Ltfa  ... 

AO 

S     0     0 

9    0    0 

10000 

4nas6d|x: 

Londonft  FroTlootal  Law 

iU 

1  17     b 

4  11    > 

40000 

16  per  cent 

North  Brit,  ft  MercaotUe 

M 

6    A    0 

23    *    0 

atoo 

l>i  a  bn> 

I'roridaat  Llfa    

too 

10    0    0 

14  10    0 

a3*24 

90  per  cent 

Royal  Bxehauge 

Stock 

All 

Ml* 

MONIT  MAMUT  AMD  CtIT  INTBLUOEXCK. 

The  impetus  imported  to  the  markets  by  the  fall  ot  Meta  was 
not  at  fliat  sustained.  Gradtially,  however,  all  the  marketa  re- 
oovered  their  improvsd  tone,  and  the  week  closes  with  oooiola 
riring,  the  railway  market  firm,  and  foreign  securities  m  bnak 
demand  at  slightly  improved  prices. 

Ths  Court  of  Common  ConnsQ  haa  increased  the  salaiy  of 
Mr.  W.  (^rrie.  B«nembrancar  to  the  City  of  London,  nom 
£1,600  to  £1,800  per  annum.  Mr.  Corrie  was  callad  to  ths  bar 
at  ths  Inner  Temple  in  June,  1836,  and  was  foraaeriy  a  member 
of  the  Northern  (fircnit. 

Judge  Barnard,  in  charging  the  grand  jury  of  over  and  termi- 
ner, in  New  York,  the  otter  day,  said:  "Iprssnmo  this  Court 
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win  hare  to  b«  in  dnuMt  oontiimoiu  mnioa  imtil  rich  time  u 
<liis  ganomtum  •hall  have  pund  awmy,  w  that  the  vast  nuqority 
of  man  now  angagad  in  the  oommiMioDof  crime  ahall  either  be  in- 
cateeratad,  nm  away,  or  dead.  I  lue  the  word  generatiao, 
becaoae  hiatory  tells  us  that  after  every  great  war  it  reqniraa  a 
generation  to  clear  ont  the  bad  men  that  have  grown  bad  aa 
camp  followera,  awindlers,  and  robbers." — Albany  Law  JownuU. 

Some  young  men  in  the  town  of baring  "cut  up  "  one 

sight  to  the  detriment  of  certain  windows  and  beU-pnUa,  were 
looged  in  the  calaboose,  and  in  due  time  next  morning  oon- 
fnmted  before  a  police  magistrate,  wlio  fined  them  five  dollars 
each,  and  gave  them  an  admonition.  One  of  the  three  foolishly 
remarked :  "  Judge,  I  was  in  hopes  you  would  remembo-  me,  I 
belong  to  the  same  lodge  with  ycu ! '  The  Judge,  apparently 
anrprised,  replied,  with  brotherly  sympathy :  "  Ah !  is  it  ao  ? 

Truly,  this  is  brother !     I  did  not  recognise  yotu    Bzcnse 

me  for  my  dulness.    Yee,  we  are  brother  Masons,  and  I  should 

have  thought  of  that     Mr.   Clerk,  fine  our   brother ten 

dollars.  Being  a  Mason,  he  knows  better  the  rules  of  propriety 
than  other  men !     Fine  him  ten  dollars.     Ton  wQl  pay  the 

olerk,  brother .    Qood  morning,  my  dear  brother.    Call  the 

next  one."— Chicago  Legal  New: 


ZSTATK  EXCH&HOE  BXPOBT. 

AT  THE  UART. 
Oct  26.— By  Messrs.  Fox  &  Bottsfibld. 
A  freehoM  property,  erobracingan  area  of  l,OSOft,  aitoate  No. 
1,  Oower-pUue,  and  No.  20,  Wells-place,  Leman-street,  White- 
chspd,  let  at  £31  14s.  per  annum.    Sold  £385. 

By  Messrs.  Fukbbs,  Feicb  &  Co. 
Ne.  23,  Homton-street,  Kensington,  term  32  yeara,  ground  rent 
£6,  unlet    Sold  £680. 

Oct.  27.— By  Messrs.  Vioebs. 

An  extensive  area  of  land,  and  buildings,  situate  near  tha 
terminus  of  the  Midland  Railwav,  and  Imown  as  King's-cross 
Market,  a  printing  housa  and  office,  and  two  honsea  in 
Stainton-teirace ;  the  premises  are  held  for  a  term  of  87  7a>n> 
at  a  ground  rent  of  £240  per  annum.    Sold  £19,700. 

Also  the  undivided  half  ahare  of  a  copyhold  property,  known 
as  the  Oreve,  Kingsbury,  Middlesex,  with  reeidenoe,  fann 
buildings,  and  OSaTlr.  29p.    Sold  £5,000. 

Also  No.  lA.  Hugh-street,  PiasUoo,  hdd  for  an  unexpired  term 
of  66k  years,  at  a  rant  of  2s.  per  annum,  also  a  piece  af  free- 
hold utid  in  the  rear,  let  at  £10  per  annum.    Sold  £610. 

By  Mr.  Gbo.  Beckett. 
A  honse  and  shop,  situate  at  No.  38,  Alpha-terrace,  Kilbnm- 

lane,  also  coaoi-house  and  stable   in   the   rear,  held  for  a 

term  of  87  years,  at   a  ground  rent   of  £5,  rental  £68.  4a. 

Sold  £500. 
Also  No.  10,  Park-road,  West  Brompton,  term  80  years,  at  a 

ground  rent  of  £8  per  annum.   Sold  £410. 

ByMr.  Waju). 
A  freehold  pnblio-honse,  known   aa   the   Royal  Oak,  No.   1, 
Chapel-atreef,  Stockwell,  together  with  a  house  and  shop 
a^joinmg.    Sold  £2,600. 

By  Messrs.  Hakdb,  Vadohav,  &  Co. 
A  freehold  and  port  copyhold  estate,  situate  at  Cherry  Hintan, 

near  Cambridge,  comprising  residence,  ontbuildings,  and  3o 

acrea  of  pastnra  Isnd.    Sold  £5,400. 
Also  a  frahold  cottage,  known  as  Anchor  Cottage,  situate  at 

Lewiaham,  and  let  at  £24  per  annum.    Sold  £360. 

Nov.  1. — By  Messrs.  Fabsbbothbk,  Clabk  &  Co. 
A  fteehold  farm  of  170  acres,  known  aa  Coombe-honae  Farm,  in 
the  parishes  of  Bolney  and  Twineham,  Sussex,  with  house, 
homestead,  and  ont-bnildings — sold  £3,560;  also  a  freehold 
plot  of  12a.  Or.  26p.,  situate  as  above,  and  suitable  site  for  the 
erection  of  a  residence — sold  £600 ;  also  a  freehold  house.  No, 
310,  Walworth-road,  1st  at  £32  per  annum —sold  £590;  also 
312,  Walworth-road,  freehold,  let  at  £62  per  annum — sold 
£990 ;  also  314,  Walworth-road,  freehold,  let  at  £40  per  an- 
num— sold  £840;  i^  a  freehold  ground  rent  of  £24  per  annum, 
■liaing  ont  of  Noa.  2,  4,  6,  8,  10,  12,  Olnay-stnet,  Walworth 
—•old  480 ;  also  a  ditto  of  £6,  from  No.  1,  Olney-street— sold 
X106 ;  also  a  ditto  of  £20  from  Nos.  3,  5,  7,  9,  and  II,  Olney- 
■treet— sold  £420 ;  also  a  ditto  of  £5  from  No.  13,  Olney- 
street— eold  £105 ;  alse  a  ditto  of  £24  from  Noa.  14,  16,  18. 
ao,  22,  and  24,  Ohiey-street— sold  £620 ;  also  a  ditto  of  £20 
from  Noe.  15,  17,  19,  21,  and  23,  Ohiey-street— «>ld  £420 ; 
alsoadittoof  £12fromNos.  25,  26,  and  28,  Ohiey-atreet— 
•old  £250 ;  also  a  ditto  of  £22  10s.  from  Nos.  360,  352,  and 
364,  Walworth-road— «>ld  £530  ;  also  a  ditto  of  £22 10s.  bom 
Nos.  366,  368.  360.  Walworth-road— sold  £600;  ahMi  a  ditto 
of  £6  12s.,  a  moie^.  from  Nos.  2,  4,  6,  8,  10, 12,  14,  and  16, 
Montpelier-streat— aold  £100 ;  also  a  ditto  of  £8  16s.,  a  moiety, 


from  Nos.  28,  30,  32,  and  '34,  Prinoeavtreet,  Walworth-road 
—sold  £160 ;  also  a  ditto  of  £11  4s.,  a  moiety,  from  16  houses 
numbered  bom  66  to  96,  Olney-street,  even  numbers— sold 
£200 ;  alao  a  ditto  of  £5  12s.,  a  moie^,  from  Nos.  50  to  64, 
Olney-street,  even  numbers — sold  £100 ;  also  a  ditto  of  £2  4s., 
a  moiety,  from  49  and  51,  Olney-street — sold  £40 :  also  a  ditto 
of  £10,  a  moiety,  from  2o  honsea,  Nos.  63  to  83,  Olney-street, 
odd  numbeia— sold  £220;  also  a  ditto  of  £5  2s.,  a  moiety, 
from  34,  36  and  38,  Olney-street— sold  £90 ;  alao  ditto  ti 
£16  16s.,  a  moiety,  mm  41,43, 45, and  47,  Olney-street— sold 
£130  ;  also  a  ditto  of  £9  10s.,  a  moiety,  from  40,  42.  44,  46, 
and  48,  Ofaiey-slieet— Mid  £206;  also  a  ditto  of  £2  12s.,  a 
moiety,  from  30  ind  32  Olney-atreet— eold  £50 ;  also  a  dittto 
of  £7,  a  moiety,  from  27,  29,  31,  33,  and  35,  Ohiey-stKet— 
sold  £140 ,  also  a  ditto  of  £13  4a.2a  moiety,  from  16, 18, 20, 
22,  24,  and  26,  Frincea^tnet,  Walworth-road— «old  £270 : 
also  a  ditto  of  £3,  a  moiety,  from  1,  Msntpelier-street— sold 
£60. 

By  MsaaBS.  Ellis  &  Soir. 
Freehold  houses,  being  Nos.  103,  104,  105,  and  106,  Tooley- 
•treet,  the  Umcom-yard,  and  ohiqwl,  a  small  oottage  and  thne 
plota  ground,  occupying  an  area  of  8,000  superfidal  feet— sold 
£2,620. 

AT  OARRAWATS  COFFEE  ROUSE. 

Oct  26.— By  Messrs.  J.  Walxee  &  Sons. 

The  lease  of  the  Mercers'  Arms  public-house,  at  the  comer  of 

Mercer  and  Caatle-street    Lcmg-acre,  held  for  17  years  at 

£85  10s.  per  annum.     Sold  £1,660. 
Also  No.  18,  Spencer-road,  Wandsworth-road,  and  a  plot  of 

ground  adjoining,  term  87  years,  net  rental  £69.  Sold  £810. 
Also  No.  20,  adjoining,  and  let  at  £65  per  annum.  Sold  £830. 
Alao  No.  22,  a  detached  villa  residence,  term  88  years,  net  rental 

£65.    Sold  £860. 

Nov.  1.— By  Mr.  F.  J.  Shabp. 
A  freehold  ground-rent  of  £6,  ariaing  bom  a  villa  at  South 
Norwood -hill— sold  £190 ;  also  a  freehold  ground  rent  of  £10, 
arising  from  a  villa  in  the  same  neighboiuhood — sold  £266 ' 
also  a  ditto  of  £10,  from  another  viUa  as  above — sold  £280 
also  a  ditto  of  £16,  from  another  villa  aa  above — sold  £366 
abo  Nos.  239  and  241,  Queen'a-road,  Dalstoa,  term  54  years, 
net  rental  £76— sold  £830 ;  also  Nos.  235  aad  237,  Queen's- 
road,  Dalston,  same  term,  and  let  at  same  ran  tela — sold  £835. 


aiBTHB,  MASBIAGn.  AND  DK&THS. 

BIRTHS. 
DrcKWOKTB — On  Oot  29,  at  38,  Bryanston-square,  the  widow 

of  Herbert  Duckworth,  E!sq.,  barrister-at-law,  of  aaon. 
Hbllabs — On  Nov.  1,  the  wife  of  Alexander  Hellard,  Esq., 

aolicitor,  Portsmouth,  of  a  daughter. 
HoLBBETON — On  Oct  30  last,  at  Brierley-hiU,  Staffordihire, 

the  wife  of  J.  L.  HolbertoiL  solicitor,  of  a  son. 
Lawbon— On  Nov.  2,  at  9,  The  Grove,  Blackheath,  the  wife  of 

William  Norton  Lawson,  Esq.,  barrister-at-law,  of  a  daughter. 
RowcLiFrE- On  Oot.  31,  at  %,  Sussex-pIaoe,'Rogent'B-pa»,  the 

wife  of  William  Bowcliffe,  Esq.,  of  a  daugtiter. 

MARRIAQES. 
Tuck— Atkbkton— On  Oot  27,  at  the  Church  of  St.  Midiael 
and  All  Angels,  Paddington,  Qeorga  Hustler  Tack,  banister- 
at-Utw,  to  Agnes  Margaret,  eldest  daughter  of  the  late  Sir 
William  Atherton,  M.P.,  Attomey-QeneraL 

OBATHS. 
Bbowne— On  Oot  28,  at  The  Park,  Nottiagham,  John  Rosen 
Browne,  Esq.,  solioitor,  aged  47. 


LOMIKW  OAZXTIBS* 
FrofMdoMi  PartaanUpt  DiasolTtd. 

TuUDAT.  Nov.  I,  IBTO. 
Oooqasit,  John  Carrlngtan,  and  Wm  Stiaaon,  Bedford,  Attomays  and 

SaUeitan.    Oct  M. 
Tiiard,  Wm,  Geo  Angostas  Ocowdar,  Alfred  Anitia,  ft  Tbos  Bristew* 

Toong,  Uaooln'a-inn-fields.AtUmsrsandSaUeitors.    Oct  SI. 

Winding  op  of  J»int4Ke«k  Compuits. 
ToaaDAT,  Nov.  1,  IB70. 
LncnsB  n  Cbaxobbt. 
Banahpsrsh  Tea  Xstate  Company  of  Assam  (Limited). — Petition  ta 
winding  up,  prssaoted  Oct.  is,  directed  to  be  beard  Iwfore  Vle^ 
OhaneeUor  Bacon  on  Nov.  t.    Lnmley  ft  Lnmley,  Old  Jewi7-abaa- 
Iwra,  soUoiters  for  the  petmoner. 
Loadso  Snbartwn  Bsnk  (Limited).— Feddaa  for  winding  np,  presented 
Oct.  19,  dlceoted  to  be  taeaid  before  the  Master  of  the  RoUs  on  Nov. 
II.    Chidley,  Old  Jewry,  soUdlor  for  the  peatioaar. 
North  Uiddleaex  Waterworks  Compsnj  (Limited).— Petition  ftor  wind- 
Ing  up,  presented  Oct  la,  directed  to  be  .heard  before  Vlce-Cbaneallor 
Bacon  on  Nov.  i.    Flax  ft  Co.,  East  Indla-avsnne,  solleitora  fbr  tha 
petttlonera. 
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Crtliten  aader  8S  ft  3S  7iet  eap.  SS. 

Lcut  Dan  af  Clatm, 
raiSAT,  Oct.  t8, 1810. 
tmkttmt,  Jokn,  HolbiirT,  Derm,  Eaq.    Jtn  !.    Andrawi,  Modbarj. 
ApfMU,  MmH*.  Brichtai,  Soaex,  WMow.    Jio  %.    Wordfwortli  k  Co, 

Soath  Sm  Howe.  TluwdMviUa-it. 
Ba»initTba>,  Mauter-it,  Bcgeofi-park,  Batcber.    Dec  1.    La  lUcbe  fc 

So*,  unc't-rd.  Bcdfard-row. 
<3B«ar^BT,  Wsodfurd,  Eaex,  Dtrnpar.    Deo  I,    Jovei  &  Co,  Qneen-it, 

VMnr,  TbM.  Utach,  Auctioneer,    Dee  K.    Rowler  fc  Co,  Maneh. 
flaaBBsa,Wm.Speacer-r(i.  Mew  Wandnrortta,  Biulder.    Dec  U.    B«r- 

Hart  ft  Co,  Lucaitef-pl,  Stmnd. 
OraaTlUa,  Tboa  Wiaa  Hiochllff.  Bezhtll,  Somx,  Eaq.    Dee  I.    Booty  k 

Bott,  BaTSuatf^iUci,  Onj'i-lnd. 
Or«eM,  Joan.finat  Berkhanuted,  Hertford,   Widow.    Dec  I.    Wood- 

iiifc,  Naw-ai,  Linccla'a-lDn. 
0«Il7.  Vm  Algamoa  Slade,  Traraimeg,  Cornwall,  Eiq.  D  ee  1.  Shilion 

*  Co,St  Aoatell. 
Oanar.  Baaa,  CHftoo<«d,  St  John'«-wood,  Widow.    Not  SI.    Clark, 

Ua«oln't4nB-llelda. 
Hooklar,  lai,   SaUabnry,  Wilts,    Serringnan.     Kor  SO.     HoddigK, 

SallabarT. 
Ibbsmn.  Ricbaid,  Kancb,  Stonemaaon.    Dec  (.    Sowler  A  Co,  Uaoeb. 
lacrma.  Oee,  Barton-npon.Uamber,  Uneoln,  Brick  MaanlMtarer.    Jan 

1.     lfaasa,Barto».apaa-Hnmker. 
Maratull,  Darid,  UanMkws,  Itontcomery,  Innkeeper.  Dec  1(.  WOUanu, 

UABldlaaa. 

,  Wm,  Oldham,  Lanoaalar,  Tailor.    Dee  31 .    Pooaooby.  Oldham, 
ev,  John,  Box  UUl,  Surrey,  Etq.    Jan  I.    Cattama  k  Oo,  Marie 


ttattlitaaoa,  Aogastiu,  St  Bnrtholomew'a  Boapltal,  Protnaor  of  Chemla- 

try.    X>tc  It.    Wild  k  Barber.  IronmonKor-lane,  Cheapaida. 
KsDdj,  Chaa  Wa,  Barking.  EaMX,  Fainter.    Nov  <l.    Blewllt,  New 

BrtMd'it. 
POkiacViD,  Bar.  Chaa,  Stockton,  Warwick.    Dec  ST.    HaymeakOo, 

If  nminctog. 
ryaia,  UHttd*  Aaa,  Tattaohall,  Cheiter,  Widow.    Dec  I.    Fonbaw  ft 

HawUsa.  Lpool. 
Tnlar,  Oodtrey,  AldaraUnater-rd ,  Bennoadaey,  Lieut.  H.U.  Navy.   Dec 

I.     Sharpa  ft  Co,  Bedford-row. 
Wnfcft,  KaMy,  Tati*ttham-at,  Kenaal  Kewiown,  Widow.    Nor  SI .    Cor- 

taak.  WorcaUer. 

,  Jaa  Ledge,  llaidatooe,  Kent,  Sargeon.    Dec  31.    Cnnham,  Not- 


TvnDAT.NoT.  1,  I3T0. 
Ldaan.  Frat  Bryant.  Cannoo.at,  Eaq.    Nor  30.    Wordaworth  ft  Co, 
Snub  Sea  Hoaae.  Tbreadneedle-st. 

JsMpb,  Ecdeafleld,  Tork,  Oest.    Dec  U.    Brown  ft  Son, 

Wb,  SolTenden,  Kent,  Yeoman.    Nov  !S.    Hindi,  Qood- 

.  Tbaa  Wm.  Ratdifie-on-Trent,  Nottingham,  Farmer.    Dec  31. 
liartir,  Notrincham. 
CSMtwynd,  Hy,  Brighton,  Soaaez,  Eaq.    Dee  SO.    Hand,  Staflbid. 
GDopar,  John.  Maoaton,  Tork,  Seoretary.    Dae  I.    Rider,  Leedi. 
Gale,  Hy,  Chififcnham,  WUti,  Ironmonger.    Dee  1.    Pinniger  ft  Wood, 


.  Wm,  Craabrook,  Kant,  Gent.    Nor  SS.    Hindi,  Goodhnnt. 

I,  Coaatuce,  Claptaam-rd,  Spinater.      Nor   30.      Seyrooz  ft 
niSUft,  QunoD-it. 

II,  Darld,  Llanldloei,  Montgomery,  Innkeeper.  Deo  10.  WUlianu, 


tttox,  Vtedc  Thoa,  Ooctors'-oommoni,  Eiq.    Dec  SO.    Bockott  k  Son, 


■ukii  1 1,  laabeUa,  Camdan-rt.rlllaa,  Widow.    DecSS.  Bonih  ft  Stacey, 

8oscliampl4ai«a(.  Blcombory. 
Babarta.  John,  Camden-rd-vlllaa,  Tlctnaller.    Dec2S.    Bouth  ft  Stacay, 

Bo  nTtiaaiptoo-at,  Bloomsbnry. 
Skew.  Bobert,  Hualet,  Leedi,  MUlwrtght.    Dec  1.    Middleton  k  Son, 


BelcD,  Stockwell-pl,  StockweU,  Widow.    Dec  S.    Richardi, 

Wamck-«,  B«nnt-et. 
Scrreaaea.'nioa.Vanshall  Bridge-td,  Weitminiter,  Carman.    Nor  17. 

ZUMU.  Viaorat^q,  Waetmlnater. 
SOowall,  Wb,  Oeaglaf-rd.  Canonbnry,  Qent.    Nor  30.    HillkUoyle, 

Cammtm-u. 
WffWama,  John,  Cheltaaham,  Gloaceater,  Coal  Herdiaat.     Jan   I. 

Cllgll*^,  rbflttBliam. 
WctsbC  Oooataadaa,  Malrera-rd,  DaUton,  Sargeon.    Dec  17.    Waniey 

*  Jtovea,  Moorgaia-at.; 

Bukniptf. 

FaisiT,  Oct.  33,  1870. 

Under  the  Bankruptcy  Act,  1869. 

Credtofa  nuut  ferward  their  proob  of  debts  to  the  Reglatrar. 

To  Snrrender  in  London. 

KeU,  Soitb-st,  Mile  End,  Draper.     Pet  Oct  13.      Btongham. 

•  14  at  I. 

Wm  Jas,  Facchaich-at,  Genaral  Merchant.    P«t  Oel  21.    Boebe. 
Bar  l«atU. 

To  Snrrender  in  the  Conntry. 
Wn,  GGlinghaa.  Kent,  Uoenaed  VictaaUer. 
HartiaaWT,  Nor  10  at  1 1. 
Joba  tiladwto.  Mew  Wandaworth,  Anctioneer. 
_  by-    Wandaworth,  Nor  10  at  lu.30. 
■,  Geo,  BtaB,  Bonder.     Pet  Oct  SS.    WeUbrd.     Birm,  Nov  18 
m. 

ft,  Uf  Wlghtiaan,  Want  Oortoo,  nr  Hanch,  Leather  Cloth  Mann- 
■nr.    IM  Oct  S7.    Kay.    Maneh,  Deo  I  at  S.30. 
t^  Otmni,  Haatapill,  Semeraet,  Watchmaker.    Pet  Oct  S6.    Iiori- 
il.    Bi>i%w>ac,  Nor  »at  1. 

^4Mk  Waiftagtm.  Laacaihira,  Bnildar.   FatOotK.    NicholNn. 
-^ ■.Ssrtatll. 


Pet  Oct  24.      Ao- 
Pet  Oct  St. 


TmaDAT.Nor.  1, 1870. 

Under  the  Bankruptqr  Aot,  1889. 

Creditors  mut  ftirward  their  proob  ofdebu  to  the  Registrar. 

To  Snrraader  in  London. 

BIddla.  Alfd,  LUmore-rd,  Kentiah  Town,  Beer  Retailer.     Pet  Oot  ST. 

Brangham.    Nor  15  at  IS. 
Bay  ward,  Wm,  St  Mary  Axe,  Spice  Merchant.    Pet  Oct  27.  Brougham. 

Nor  17  at  11.30. 
PblUips,  Wm  Jai,  Euiton-rd,  Auctioneer.      Pet  Oct  39.     Bronghim, 

NoTlSatl. 
Shepherd,  Ben).  Kins  and  Qncen-at,  Walworth,  Vletaaller.    Pet  Oct  SI . 

Bronghaoi.    Nor  17  at  II. 

To  Snrrender  in  the  Conntry. 
Cbalklln,  Geo,  Pentre,  Surrey,  LIcanied  Victualler.    Fat  Oot  S7.    Row- 

land.    Croydon,  Nor  8  at  2. 
Chldler,  Wm,  Andley,  Sufford,  Joiner.    Pet  Oct  S9.  Challlnor.  Hanley. 

Nor  IS  at  II. 
Clarke,  John  i>llTeiter,  Belaton,  Cornwall,  Haretaant.  Pet  Oct  2t.  Chil- 

eott.    Tniro,  Nor  I  tat  3. 
Onnnlnghan,  John  Usher,  ft  John  Grahame.  Lpool,  Cotton  Brokers. 

Pet  Oct  31.    Wauon.    Lpool,  Nor  U  at  S.30. 
Darias,  John,  Llandilo,  Carmarthen,  Oancral  Merchant.     Pet  Oct  39. 

Lloyd.    Carmarthen.  Nor  II  at  1. 
Flarey,  Cbs^  DucklluKton,  Oxford,  Seed  Merchant.  Pet  Oct  19.  Dudley. 

Oxford,  Nor  19  at  12.  . 

Harrey.  My  Wigfatmaa,  Weit  Gorton,  Oil  Cloth  Manufacturer.    Pet  Oct 

S8.    Kay.    Manch,  Oee  1  at  10. 
Henderson,  Robt.  ft.,Th<a  Bell,  Chatham,  Kent,  Drapers.     Pet  Oct  ST. 

Aoworth.    Kochwter,  Nor  13  at  1 1. 
Horaham,  Frai,  Stoke  Ueronport,  Devon,  Market  Gardener.  Pet  Oct  29. 

Pearee.    Eait  StonehouM.  Nor  16  at  1 1 . 
Pardon,  Hy,  HIrwain,  Glamorgan,  Surgeon.    Pet  Oct  ST.    Reel.  Aber- 

dare.  Nor  16  at  11. 
Roberts,  Wm.Hengapal.Camarron, Farmer.   Pet  Oot  39.  Jonu.  Ban- 
gor, Nor  I'i  at  :i. 
Ruwell,  Geo  Lewis,  SfaomclMre  Camp,  Uent  3rd  BnSs.     Pet    Oct  31. 

Callaway.    Canierbury,  Nor  IS  at  S.  . 
Ward,  Jai,  Lpool,  Bottle  Salesman.    Pet  Oct  3T.    Watson.    Lpool,  Nor 

I«at3. 
Waters,  Geo,  Wolrerhimpton,  Stafford,  Grocer.    Pet  Oct  39.    Skinner. 

Wolrerhamplon,  Nor  14  at  IS. 
Winn,  Wm,  Lpool,  Draper.    Pel  Oct  27.  Watson.    Lpool,  Nor  It  at  II. 
BANKRUPTCIES  ANNULLED. 
TmaoAT,  Nor.  1,  1870. 
Taylor,  BenJ,  Chadderton,  Lancashire,  Iron  Turner.    Oct  38. 

LiqnidatioB  by  Anancamoiit. 

FIRST  MEETINGS  OF  CREDITORS. 

FaisaT,  Oct.  38, 1870. 

Baylis,  Hy  John,  Wimbledon,  Draper,    anildhall  Tarern,  Gresham- 

St,  Nor  16  at  12.    Smith  ft  Co. 
Bellia,  Hy,  Clioster,  Contractor.    Nor  IS  at  3.    William  Churton,  East- 

gate-bldgs,  Chester. 
Bellis,Bobt.,  Chester,  Joiner.     Nor  IS  at  S.    William  Chorion,  Eaat- 

gale-bldKS,  Chester. 
Bnrditt,  Elia.,  Woodbridge.  Suffolk,  Watch  Maker.    GnildhaU  CofTee- 

house,  Gresham-st,  Nor  14  at  IS.    Walton,  Woodbridge. 
Chapman,  Darid.  WelU.next-the-Sea,  Nortolk,  Coal  Uerohant.    Nor 

13  at  i:t.    Stanley,  Bank-plain,  Norwich. 
Olamp,  John,  Erdlngion,  Warwick,  Car  Proprietor.      Nov  9  at  3. 

Wrlgbt  ft  Marshall,  Birm. 
Collins,  Edwd  Fredk,  Milton-terrace,  Wandaworth-road,  Draper.    Nor 

11  at  II.    Mardon,Newgate-st. 
Cooke,  Geo,  Birm,  Brewer.     Nor.  IS  at  3.    Powell,  Temple-st,  Blnn. 
Cooke,  John,  West  Bnokland,  Devon,  Farmer.    Nor  11  at  10.    Friend, 

Post  OOlce-Cbambere.Qneen.at,  Exeter. 
Coupland,  Geo  Fredk,  and  John  Buck  Spenco,  Old  Brosd-at,  London, 

and  Lpool,  Merchants.     Offices  of  Turquand  ft  Co,  16,  Tokentaooaa- 

yd.  No?  14  at  13.    Elmslie,  Forsyth,  ft  Sedgwick.  Leadenball-st. 
Daris,Cha<,  Taunton,  Brewer.    NarUatll.     Wottoa  &  Co,  Taunton. 
Davis,  John,  Windsorst,  Putney,  Com  Merchant.  NorllatlS.   Smith 

ft  Co.  Bread-. t,  Cheapsde. 
De  VecchJ,  Silvio  Eageaio.  Qt  Wlncbe<ter-at-bldgs,  Merchant.     Onlld- 

hail  Coffee-house,  Gresham-st,  Nov.  34  at  13.    Abrahams  ft  RoSby, 

Old  Jewry. 
Dodds,  Jas,  Byker,  Newcastle-npon-Tyne,  Qoarryman.     Kor  9  at  S. 

Uoyle  ft  Co,  NewcuUe-npon-Tyne. 
FlUery,  Kicbdjun,  Henfleld,  Sussex,  Miller.     Nor  14  at  2.    Woods  ft 

Dempster.  Bnghtoo. 
Fletcher,  Ed-rd,  Blshopwearmouth,  Durham,  Coal  Trimmer.    Nor  9  at 

3.    Bell,  tiunderlsnd. 
Foden,  Ells,  Blackden,  Sandbacb,  Chester,  Innkeeper.    Nor.  12  at  10. 

Cooper,  Uongleton. 
Oirdlestone.  Robt.,  Banningham,  Norfolk,  Miller.    Nor  12  at  II.  SUn- 

ley,  Norwich. 
Gonld,  Edmund,  Red  Llon-ct,  Witllng-st,  Lace  Agent.    Nor  33  at  IS. 

Cnttlln,  Grocen'-halt-ct,  Poultry. 
Hall,  John,  ShelBeld,  York.  Grocer.  Nov  5  at  12.  Tattershall,  Sheffield. 
Uarbidge,  Kebt,  Dudley,  Worcester,  Grocer.  Nov  11  at  II.  Stokes,  Dad- 
toy. 
Hodgea,  Thos,  Taunton,  Somerset,  Baker.     Nor.  3  at  11.     Trenchard 

Taunton. 
Hogarth,  Ralph,    Camden.grore,   Feckham,  Solidtor'a   Clerk.    Office 

of  Harrison  ft  Fotts,  New-Inn,  Strand.     Nor  IS  at  3.    Fain,  Win- 

atanley-roid,  Clipbam  Junction. 
Hnroomb,  Elijah,  Nottingham,  Shoe   Dealer.     Nor  14  at  12.      Heath, 

Nottingham. 
Illingworth,  Wm,  and  Joshua  Hemingway,  Bowling,  Tork,  Stuff  Uana- 

factuiers.    Nov.  I  at  >.    Hutchinson,  Bradlbrd. 
Jeflbry,  Thoe,  Lawrence-lane.  Comm  Agent.    US,  Cbeapaide,  Nor  14 

at  3.    Mason,  Gresham-at. 
Jonea,  John,  Swansea,  Glamorgan,  Ironmonger.  Nor  11  at  II.  Ollftoo, 

Swansea. 
Knight,  Jas,  Birm,  Timber  Merchant.     Nor  8  at  13.    Jelf  ft  Ooolc, 

Birm. 
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taanij,  HT.ud  Fitriek  RoWmon,  SliaflUld,  Tork,  Wnollen  MerdunU. 

aeoi««Hacel,Hiiddw«hd>l,NoTT>tlt.    Blnnar  A  Sua.  ShaOMd . 
LMworthy,  John,  Brlitol,  LleeiMod  Tlctuller.    MorSatll.    Becktox- 

him,  BrMoL 
LalKb.  Thomu,  Wtnriiif(t«a,  LuwMtw,  oat  of  bulntw.  Oeorg*  Hotel, 

S«ak«7>atrMt,  Wurtaiitoa,  Not  II  at  II.    CoblMU «  Co,  Manch. 
Lerj,  ChH  DtTid,  Aldgats,  Merchant.    OolUbail  Tarern,  Oraaham- 

U,  Not  it  at  >.    Ssloaon,  nnbiirjr-plaoe. 
Levis,  Reee,  and  Chai  Viotor  Wettin,  CardilT.  Clothier*.     OOce*  of 

Barnard  tc  Co,  4,  Orockhefbtowa,  Cardiff,  Not  II  at  a.  Stepbeni,  Car- 
diff. 
UoTd.  RIcbd,  ten.,  Warrimitoii,  Laataater,   Bnildar.    ttat  10  at  II. 

DaTlea  A  Brook,  Warrington. 
Locker,  Wm.  Fimham,  Surrey,  China  Dealer.     Not  19  at }.    FIttman, 

Stamford'flt. 
Mantle,  Ju,  Bristol,  Draper.    NnrS  at  I.    Pran  Aloiklp,  Briaiol. 
Harrow,  Fredk  RnstatoD,  and  John  Tborlay  Threlfall,  Lpool,  Ship  Bro- 
ken.   Oflcea  of  Oibton  (t  BoUand,  10,  South  Jobn-at,  Lpool,  Nor  14 

att.    Whltler,  Lpool. 
Martin,  John,  Maidstone,  Kent,  Cabinet  Maker.     OIBcei  of  Hart  k  Co, 

67,  Moorgata-at,  Not  7  at  13,  Cooke  &  Talbot. 
MoCaulej,  Bents,  Carllile,  Cumberland,  lonkeeper.     Not  10  at   II. 

Wannop.  Carllale. 
Memiell,  Thos,  Jnn,  Stockport,  Chester,  Coal  Merchant.    Oeonre  Hotel, 

Wellington-road,  Stockport.Nor  U  at  1 1.  Batchelor,  Queen-st,  Cbeap- 

iide. 
Heiaer,  Reo,  Bath,  Painter.    Not  8  st  1 1.    Bartmm,  Batb. 
Uiller,  SamI,  Ashton-nnder-Ljnie,  Lancaster,  Quarryman.    Not  14  at  4. 

Darnlon ,  Asbton-nnder-Lyne. 
Mllla,  Simon.  Walsall,  Stafford,  Embosser.     Not  II  at  3.     Dulgnan  fc 

Co,  Walsall. 
Morgan,  Morgan,  Swansea,  QIamorgaa,  Butcher.  Not  II  at  S.    Morris, 

Swanaea. 
Fase,  Saml,  Comwall-ter-mews,  Regent's-pk,  Coachman.     Offlces  of 

Mr.  Thos  Beealey,  14,  Bedfbrd-row,  Not  II  at  13.    Daniel,  Cbancery- 

lane. 
Phillips,  I^aao  Fredk,  GroTa-placa,  Acton,  Clerk.   Not  a  at  12.   CattUa, 

Grocers' -hsll-ot,  Ponltry. 
Phillips,  Jesse,  CardllT,  Qlamomn,   Ootfltter.      Barnard  Se  Co,  4, 

Crockberbtown,  Not  10  at  i.    Daris,  Cardiff. 
Pontey,  Wni,  York,  Nurseryman.  Not  9  at  iM.   Sykes,  HnddarsSeld. 
Porter,  John,  Hlackpool,  Lsncaster,  Ale  Merchant.    Bull  Hotel,  Pres- 
ton, Not  16  at  3.    Leigh,  Manch. 
Sims,  Wm,  Lydd,  Kant,  Carpenter.    Not  14  at  2,    Stringer,  New  Bom- 

ney. 
Smith,  Sarah  EUz,  Leeds,  Milliner.    Not  10  at  II.    Granger,  Leeds. 
Smith,  Walter  Hy,  Islewortb,  MIddx.  oat  ol  business.    Not  7  at  i. 

Terrell  ft  ChamberlsIn,  Basinghall-st. 
StandeTen,  Tooe,  Halitax,  Tork,  Bookseller.     Nor  10  at  3.    Thomas, 

Halifax. 
Stephens,  Edmund,  Tannton,  Grocer.  Offlces  of  Wotton  fc  Co,  28,  East- 

st, Tannton,  Not  11  at  II. 
Taylor,  Wm,  Holme.  Bntoher.    Not  IS  st  II.    Mann,  Maoch. 
Trigg,  John.  Tevrkeebury,  Gloucester,  Baker.    Mot  9  at  12.    Moores& 

Romney,  Tewkesbury. 
Wlghton,  W.  A.,  Dawllsb,  Deron,  Draper.  Royal  Clarence  Hotel,  Exeter, 
Not  10  at  S.    Force  *  Battisbill,  Exeter. 

Williams,  Alfd  Edwd,  Colchester,  Essex,  Florist.    Red  Lion  Hotel,  Col- 
chester, Not  7  at  II. 
Worrad,  Chas,  Birmingham,  Fruiterer.    Not  9  at  II.    Allen,  Birm. 

ToKSDiT,  Not.  1, 1870. 
Andrews,  Fredk  Vlgne,  Mhicing-lane,  Cotton  Broker,    Offlces  of  Quil- 

ter  k  Co,  S,  Moorcate-st,  Not  la  at  i.    Druce  &  Co. 
Beekmann,  Louis  Carl,  k  Mitford  Bame  Bomett.  Gt  St  Helen's,  Mer- 

ctaanca.    OScea  of  Maynard  k  Co,  55,  Old  Broad-st,  Not  15  at  3. 

Rhodes  flt  Co,  Chancery-lane. 
Beech,  Joseph,  Wigan,  Lancaster,  Glsss  Dealer.    Not  22  at  8.    France, 

WIgan. 
Bent,  Edward  Stanley,  Allrlncham,  Chester,  Attorney.    Offlces  oTThos 

Walton  GilUbiand,  56,  George-st,  Manch,  Not  16  at  3,    Erans,  Manch. 
Bentley,  Wm  Mitchell,  Edgcworth,  Lancaster,  Shopkeeper.    Not  14  at 

2,    Winder,  Boltan. 
Blaekabaw,  Chas,  Sunderland,  Dnrhsm,   Upholsterer.    Not  14  at  1 1. 

Hines,  Snnderland. 
Boardman.  Hy  Edwin,  Cowley-pl,  Cowley-rd,  Brixton,  late  a  Collector. 

Offlces  of  Fredc  Coker,  33,  Cheapslde,  Not  8  at  3. 
Bricknell,  Augustus   Lea,  Warwick,  Engineer.     Shakespeare  Hotel, 

Stratford.npoo-ATOU,  Not  19  at  12.    Warden,  Stratford-npon-ATOn. 
Brotberaton.  Walter,  Stalford-ter,  Fnlham-rd,  Grocer.    Not  14  at  4. 

Kisck,  Wellington-^t,  Strand. 
Bmmdtt,  Geo,  &  Wm  Moansey,  Burley-ln-Wharfisdale,  Tork,  Builders. 

Not  I  i  at  3.    Simpson,  Leeds. 

Chadwlck,Thoa,Dlsley,  Chester,  Cotton  Spinner.    NoT23atll.    Mann, 

Maoch. 
Chapman,  Tboa.  Southmlnster,  Essex,  Bntoher.    Not  17  at  3. 
Cliary,  Emile,   Hndders&eld,  Tork,  It  Tom  Swallow,  Blland,   Tork, 

Woollen  Cloth  Merchants.    Qneen'sHotel,  Hnddersfield.NoT  14  at  II. 

MUnes.  ; 

Crook,  John,  Clayton,  nr  Manch,  Manufacturing  Chemist.    Not  11  at  S. 

Sale,  Shipman.  Seddon  fc  Sale,  29.  Iiooth-st,  3Iancb. 
Omickshanic,  John,  Tork,  Dealer  in  Horses.    Not  7  at  3.    E.  Stanley 

Bent,  Brldge-st,  Maoch. 
Oalby,  Robert  Eastham, Monkweamonth  Shore,  Sunderland.  Chemist. 
'  Queen's  Hotel,  Fawcett-st,  Sunderland,  Nor  11  at  II,    Kidson.  Sun- 
derland. 
Darls,    Wm  Hy,  East  Stonehouse,  Deron,  Brush  Mannlkctnrer,    St 

George's-hall,  East  Stonehouse,  Nor  15  at  12.    Cartels,  Esst  Stona- 

house. 
Dixon,  Thos,  Birkenhead,  Chester,  Draper.    Nor  31  at  3.    Forahsw  k 

Hawkias,  Sweetlng-*t,  Lpoool. 
Dolan,  Tlioa  Michael,  Halifax,  Tork,  Physician.    NorllatIL    Warall, 

Pbllbrick.  Foster  k  Warell,  Oeorge-st,  Halifax. 
Downey,  John,  VIotoria  Whari;  Nine  Elms,  Brick  Merchant.    Not  21  at 

S.    Nash,  Field  k  Layton,  Suffolk-lane. 
Eardley,  Thoe,  Bath-st,  Curtain-td,  Dealer  in  Cotton  Waste.    Nor  U. 

at  2.    Hslse,  Tmstnm,  Fhilpott  k  Co,  41 ,  Cheapslde. 


Empson,  Fredk,  Blia,Ai«Uteet.    Nor  II  at  11.   Tari*t«B.34,Temple- 

st,  Bhm. 
Field,  Hy,  Brompton,  nr  Chatham,  Kent,  Vletnaller.     Nor  14  st  II 

Hayward.  HIgho,  Bocbeater. 
Gorringa,  Geo  Hy.  Brigbtoa,  Sussex,  Builder.    Nor  It  att.    Woods  k 

Dempster,  6l,SUp-st.  Brighton. 
Gregaon,  Jas,  8aml«>bary.  nr  Preston,  LaneaBhir%  Farmsr.   Ner  II  st 

II.  Plant  k  Abbott,  9,  Cannon-st,  Pieston. 
Bart,  Hy,  Brigbton,  Sussex,  Closed  Upper  Manntacturer.       Offlces  ef 
Smith,  Fawdoa  k  Low,  12,  Bread-st.  OtaeapsUa,  Nor  16  at  12.  Umb, 
Brighton. 
Holland,  Wm,  North  Woolwich.  Lieensad  VIetullsr.    Hall  of  Naw-iai, 

Strand,  Not  15  at  2.    Pawie  k  Fearon. 
Bomblow,  Wm,  Munch,  llmier.    Nor  11  at  3.    Lawrence,  Flews  k  Co, 

14,  Old  Jewry-chambers,  London. 
Johnson,  John  Wm,  Portsea,  Uants,  Measman.     Nor  It  at  II.     Ktag, 

20,  Uniinst,  Portsea. 
Jones.  Josish  Ellis,  Loogton,  Stallbrd,  Earthenware  Manufacturer.  Nortk 
StaBord  Railway  Hotel.  Sloko-upon-Treot,  Nor  10  at  3  JO.     Toiui, 
Longton. 
Jordan,  Jaa,  Folkestone.  Kent,  Job  Msster.    King's  Arms  Hotel,  Ssol- 

gate-rd,  Folkestone,  Nor  IS  at  3.    MInter,  Folkestone. 
Kemsley.  John.  Brighton,  Soseex,  Boot  Maker.    Nor  14  at  2.  EmaaasU 

e,  Austlu  Frisrs. 
Lander,  Joseph  Setta,  Eastleigh.  Hants,  Builder.    Not  13  at  I.  KUlby. 

4,  Portland-st,  Southampton. 
Mayes,  Thos,  Beiford,  Boot  Maker.    Nor  15  at  3.    Conquest,  Duke-st, 

Bed  ford. 
McCracken,  Fras,  Birm,  Picture  Frame  Maker.    Nor  18  at  12.    Povdl. 

Clurendon-<:hambcrs,Temple-st.  Birm. 
Moore,  Uriah, Bath,  Somerset, Ironmonger.    Not  II  at  13.    Bimmois 

&  Clark,  Msnrers-st,  Batb. 
Mosley.  Chas  Hy,Jan.  Manch,  Brush  Manntscturer.  .  Nor  11  at  It. 

Rowley,  Page  k  Bowley,  Clarence-bldgs,  Booth-st,  Manoh. 
Mounsey,  Wm,  sen,  L^eds,  Cloth  Manufaciorer.    Nor  1 1  at  3.    Cpleiv 

Esst  Parade,  Ixeds. 
Moansey,  Wm,  jan,  Yeadon,  Tork,  Cloth  Mamfactonr.    Nor  It  at  II. 

Pullan,  Bank-chambers,  Park-row,  Leeda. 
Moyle,  Geo,  Manch,  Hosier.     Nor  14  at  II.     Heywood,  DIcUnsea-lt, 

Manch. 
Ogden,  Abel,  Little  Bolton,  Lanoashlre,  Joiner.     Nor  16  at  3.    Dottoo. 

Acrcsfleld,  Bolton. 
Patterson,  Geo  Thos,  Dudley,  Worcester,  Licensed  Tiotualler.     Nor  It 

at  11.    Stokes,  Priory-st,  Dudley. 
Perrin,  Edwd  Erans,  Paiemoater-row,  Warehoasemau.     Chamber  of 

Commerce,  Cheapslde,  Nor  II  at  I'i.    Maraden,  Priday-at. 
Qniggln,  Thoa,  Birkenhead,  Cheshire,  Bool  Dealer.  Not  10  at  2.  Down- 
ham,  Market-st,  Birkenhead. 
Rawley.  Edwin  John,  &  Wm  Rhodes,  Borough  Hlgu-st,  Southwark,  Hop 
MerohanU.    Bridge  House  Hotel,  Boroujh,  Nor  31  at  3.    Slmpsoo, 
BorouRh  HIgh-st,  Sonthwark. 
Saunders,  Evelyn  WIgtoo,  Lewlsham,  Kent,  Licensed  Victualler.  Bridge 
House  Hotel,  Wellington-st,  Borough,  Nor  9  at  2.     Soard.  Great  9t 
Helen's.  ,    . 

Same,  Hon  Rer  Philip  Torke,  Hethley,  Tork.    Nor  17  at  3.    Teale  k 

Appleton,  Trinity-st,  Leeda, 
Seed,  Joeepb,  k  BenJ  Crawshaw,  Stscksteads,  Rossendale,  Lanoashiie, 

Ironfoanderi*.     Nor  M  at  3.    Watson,  Broad-st,  Bury. 
Sendell,  Wm,  Bxeter,  Wood  Carrer.    Caatle-at,  Exeter,  Not  16  at  U. 

Toby. 
Slack,  Joseph,  Brighonae,  Tork,  Wire  Drawer.     Offices  of  Aiexsnder 

Atkinson,  Kirkgaie,  Bradford,  Nor  19  st  II. 
Sloss,  Edwd,  Swansea.  Glamorgan,  Draper.     Harris  k  Taylor,  MetthiT 

TjdSI.Nor  Mat  I. SO. 
Smith,  Geo  Robt.  Hromptnn-rd,  Funeral  Furnisher,  Nor  17  at  II.  Tay- 
lor, Hosre,  ft  Taylor,  Gt  Jaraes-st,  Bedford-row. 
Smith,  John,  Hakewell,  Derby,  Joiner.    Cutts,  Low-parement,  Chester- 
field, Nor  I6«t3. 
Smith,   Wm,  and   Wm  Dawson,  Northampton,  Shoe  Manofiurturen. 
Chamber  of  Commerce,  Com  Fjichange-parade,  Northampton,  Not  7 
at  4.    Becke,  .Market  sqaare,  Northampton. 
Ths'cher,  Geo,  Brighton,  Sussex,  SUUoner.    Nor  15  at  3.    Woods  ft 

Dempster,  Ship  st,  Brighton. 
Thomas,  Arthnr  Frank,  Aston,  Warwick,  out  of  business.    Offlea  of  Ily 

Tyrrell,  14,  GrayV-inn  »q,  Not  15  at  3.    Bridges  k  Clarke. 
Weatherald,  Geo,  Wallsend,  Northumberland,  Ale   Merchant.    Offlces 
of  KIdd,  Britton,  and  Kenney,  Boyal-arcade,  Newcastle-upon-Tyne;  Not 
10  at  12. 
Weston,  Alfd  Hy,  Kennlngton-rd,  Lambeth,  Cliandeller  Manufaetnier. 

Offices  ol  Holmea  k  Holmes,  Finsbory-pl  South,  Nor  17  at  3. 
Wilkinson,  Edwin,  Westfleld,  Nottmgham,  Clerk.      Offlces  of  Msnhall 

k  Son,  Chapelgste,  East  Retford,  Nor  15  at  1 1.    Beacoby,  Retford. 
Wiseman,  John,  Burnley,  Lancaster,  Jobier.     Nor  18  at  II.     Hartley, 

Uargrearea-st,  Burnley. 
Withers,  Saml,  Oswestry,  Salop,  Confectioner.    Gaildhall,    Oswestry, 
Not  is  at  3.    Mouniford,  Owestry. 

GRESHAM     LIFE    ASSURANCE     SOCIETY, 
37,  OLD  JEWRY,  LONDON,  E.C. 
SOLICITORS  are  Inrited  to  Introduce,  on  behalf  of  their  clients.  Pro- 
posals for  Loans  on  Freehold  or  Leasehold  Property,  IteTersions,  LUs 
interests,  or  other  sdequata  securities. 

Proposals  may  be  made  in  the  first  instance  according  to  the  following 
fbnn:— 

PaorosAL  roa  Loav  ox  Mobtoaors. 

Date 

Introduced  by  liial»  nosw  and  addrsst  qf  toHcHor) 
Amount  required  £ 

Time  and  mode  of  repayment  (l.e.,  ithethtr  for  a  ferns  eerlafn,  er  h 
oiMaolor  other  paftntnts) 

Security  (Kate  lAorUy  tin  partteutari  tf  mcxritt,  and,  if  Itmi  er  MM* 
fn^s ,  9toU  the  net  annuat  income)* 

State  what  Lllh  Policy  (If   any)  is  proposed  to  tw  effected  w  th  the 
Gresham  Office  in  connection  wlUi  the  sectixity. 
By  order  of  the  Board, 

F.  ALLAN  COBTIS,  Actnry  and  Secwtaiy. 
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jronOE  OF  BBMOVAL.— rA#  Ofie*  of  this  Jovvnih 
tmlof  the  WiBKLT  Rifobibb  i»  nolo  at  12,  Cook't-oourt, 
Crey-ttrut,  W.C. 

■Tht  SubteriptioH  to  tht  SoLiciroBs'  Jodrnax  i* — Town,  26»., 
Country  28».;  with  the  Webju,y  Rbpoetbb,  Sit.  Payment 
M  tdvaaee  inehuiee  DotUile  Numieri  and  Pottage,  Suitcribtri 
can  have  their  Volumet  bound  at  tho  Offloe — eloth,  2t.  6d., 
half  law  ealf,  it.  6d.  ,, 

J.tt  Letters  intended  for  pvhlieation  in  the  "Solicitor/  Journal 
muet  be  authenticated  by  the  name  of  the  writer,  though  not 
neeessarily  for  publication. 

Where  difieuUy  it  experieneed  in  procuring  the  Jottrnal  leith 
rtfulsrity  in  the  Provinces,  it  is  requested  that  appUeation  be 
made  direet  to  the  Publisher. 


LONDON,  NOVEMBER  12,  1870. 

♦ 

On  the  1st  op  Anausr  i^sr  Mt.  Ajrton  took  a 
TOteof  ;£2 1,450  for  laying  the  foandatioas  of  the  New 
Iaw  Coarto,  and  aanoanoed  at  the  same  time  that,  sab- 
Ject  to  the  approral  of  Hr.  Street's  altered  plaa  by  the 
Bojal  Commissioners,  the  work  ooald  be  pat  in  hand  at 
onoe.  Next  day  the  CommissiouerB  held  a  final  sitting  and 
approved  the  plan,  Lord  Hatherley  signing  it  as  ohairman. 
More  than  thrc3  months  hare  elapsed  since  that  time,  and 
nothing  has  been  done.  After  the  delay  whioh  we  hare 
already  endored  in  this  matter,  we  feel  that  it  must  be 
fntils  to  mention  the  public  want  of  the  proposed  build- 
ing (one  is  afraid  to  style  it  the  future  building)  in  sup- 
port of  any  entreaty  for  a  oommeucement  of  opera- 
tiooa.  But  it  must  be  remembered  that  the  in- 
terest of  the  money  already  sunk  ia  acquiring  this 
rate  (we  will  pat  the  figures  moderately)  exceeds  £30,000 
a-year,  ao  that  some  £7,500  is  represented  by  the  three 
months  which  have  slipped  by  since  Mr.  Ayrton  said  all 
was  ready  to  begin.  Now,  as  the  GoTernment  attempted 
Co  chaoge  the  site,  and  bare  actually  ohanged  the  plans, 
on  the  score  of  pounds,  shillings,  and  pence,  they  may 
be  amenable  to  the  consideration  that  some  £800,000  in 
capital  is  being  allowed  to  lie  unproductive. 

The  jctdoes  havk  hbt  more  than  oace  sinoe  the 

commenoement  of  term  to  consider  the  rules  to  be  made 

nnder  the  new  Jury  Act,  and  it  is  understood  that  they 

hare  agreed,  though  not  withont  diffloolty  or  difference 

of  opinion,  to  certain  resolutions,  which  some  of   the 

judges  are  now  engaged  in  throwing  into  the  form  of 

roles.    In  the  meantime  several  of  the  judges  have  taken 

opportunities  of  protesting  against  the  practice  whioh 

has  become  so  frequent  of  late,  of  passing  skeleton  Aote 

of  Parliament,  and  leaving  to  the  judges  the  task  of 

filling  np  the  details.    Whatever  be  the  merits  of  this 

plan,  and  considering  the  defects    of    our  legislative 

machineiy,  whioh  is  quite  inadequate  to  settle  details, 

there  oertaioly  are  some  merits  in  it;  yet  one  thing  is 

clear,  and  that  is  that  the  judges  ought  to  have  full 

powers.    In  the  present  instance  their  difficulties  are 

caused  to  a  great  extent  by  their  not  having  power  to 

make  the  Consolidated  Fnnd  or  any  other  fund  a  banking 

fond,  so  as  to  provide  in  the  first  instance  the  money  for 

payment  of  tjie  jurors.    It  is  a  practical  impossibility  to 

pay  by  the  day  all  the  jurymen  who  attend,  and  to  make 

the  parties  to  the  causes  pay  their  proper  proportion  of 

the  expense  exactly  without  either  leaving  a  surplus  or  a 

-deficienoy.     The  only  thing  possible   in  practice   is  to 

make  the  parties  pay  such  fees  as  it  may  be  calonlated 

will  on  the  average  cover  the  expense,  and  then  let  the 

aoiplos  or  deficiency  from  each  sittings  or  assizes  be  paid 

to  or  by  some  pablio  fnnd.    The  word  deposit  used  in 

the  Act  of  coarse  conveys  the  idea  of  a  return  to  the 

party  depositing  of  such  part  of  the  deposit  as  is  not 

oltiinately  reqnired.    If,  therefore,  at  the  late  sittings 

the  soma  paid  to  the  jarors  did  not  amount  to  as  mnoh  as 


the  total  of  the  sums  of  £3  received  from  the  parties,  w« 
presume  each  party  will  be  entitled,  at  some  time  or  other, 
to  bis  share  of  the  snrplos,  which  would  be  perhaps  a  few 
shillings.  The  inoonvenienoe  of  this,  however,  will  be 
almost  greater  than  the  benefit.  We  hope,  however,  that 
the  rules  to  be  published  will  attempt  to  deal  with  the  diffl- 
onltiea  a  little  more  than  the  temporary  rule  does,  for  to 
make  every  plaintiff  on  entering  a  cause  pay  £3  for  the  j  ury 
is  soaroely  to  apportion  the  expense  as  fairly  as  it  might 
be  done.  Of  oourse  some  part  of  the  expense  of  tiie  jury  - 
coming  ought  to  be  paid  by  the  parties  to  a  cause  which 
ia  only  entered  and  afterwards  withdrawn  before  trial; 
but  still  they  ought  not  to  pay  as  much  as  the  parties  in 
a  oause  which  takes  three  or  four  days.  The  best  plan 
would  seem  to  be  to  increase  by  some  fixed  amounts  the 
respective  fees  hitherto  paid  to  the  associate  on  enter- 
ing a  oause,  on  the  trial  of  a  cause,  and  on  the  aeoond 
and  other  days,  when  the  trial  lasts  more  than  one  day. 
Thosthe  expense  would  be  much  more  fairly  apportioned. 
As  regards  the  special  jury  oanses,  and  especially  at  the 
assizes,  the  difficulty  of  making  satisfactory  rules  is  per- 
haps even  greater  than  it  is  as  to  sommon  juries.  Haw 
ate  the  speoial  jurors,  wfao  attend  at  the  assize  town  per- 
haps for  several  days  to  be  paid,  when  only  one  speoial 
jury  oause  is  entered?  If  the  judge  were  to  insist  on 
finishing  the  common  jury  cases  before  taking  the 
special  jury,  the  expense  might  beoome  enormoos. 

A  guESTiON  OF  OONSIDBRAJBLB  IKTBBB3T  to  ths  pro- 
fession is — what  is  the  meaning  of  the  word  "  agent "  in 
the  60th  section  of  the  new  Stamp  Act?  That  section 
imposes  a  hsary  penalty  upon  any  person  who  (*'  not 
being  a  serjeant-at-law,  barrister,  or  a  duly  oartifloated 
attorney,  solicitor,  prootor,  notary  public,  writer  to  the 
signet,  agent,  procurator,  conveyancer,  speoial  pUader,  or 
draftsman  in  equity  ")  draws  for  gain  any  instrument 
relating  to  real  or  personal  estate  or  any  legal  proceedings 
subject  to  certain  exoeptions.  If  the  word  "  agent "  is 
to  be  oonstrued  to  include  land  agents,  house  agents, 
financial  agents,  oommiasion  agents,  and  the  like,  it  is 
more  than  useless,  for  it  by  implication  authorises  them 
to  do,  what  they  are  certainly  not  authorised  to  do  before. 
But  this  can  scarcely  be  the  true  constmotion.  On  the 
pcinoiple,  noseitur  a  moiii — that  the  meaning  of  a  word 
ia  an  Act  of  Parliament  must  be  gathered  from  the  con- 
text— the  word  agent  includes  only  law  agents.  But 
farther  than  this,  if  we  turn  to  seotions  63  and  64  of 
the  Stamp  Act  we  find  the  word  "  agent "  again  em- 
ployed under  oircumstanoes  which  show  that  it  means  a 
Sootoh  law  agent,  who  is  required  to  take  out  a  certifi- 
cate to  practise.  In  short  the  term  "  agent  "  in  section 
60  woald  seem  to  include  only  Scotch  law  agents,  and 
the  words  "  duly  certificated "  to  apply  not  only  to  at- 
torneys, but  to  the  other  practitioners  mentioned  in  the 
exception. 

A  Paper  bead  b;  Mb.  Daniel,  Q.C,  Judge  of  the 
Bradford  County  Court,  before  the  Jurisprudence  De- 
partment of  the  Social  Science  Association,  npon  the 
subject  of  Tribunals  of  Oommeroe,  has  been  printed  in 
the  form  of  a  pamphlet.  Mr.  Daniel  professes  to  treat 
the  subject  practically,  and  with  reference  to  anticipated 
reforms  in  our  existing  system  of  judicature.  After 
giving  the  arguments  and  views  of  those  who  desire  to 
establish  speoial  tribnnals  of  commerce,  and  also  some 
accounts  of  the  tribunals  in  France  and  Belgium— «11 
which  information  is  stated  to  be  principally  derived 
from  Parliamentary  papers — the  author  states  his  own 
oonolusion,  that  local  district  courts  should  be  established 
with  unlimited  juriadiotion  in  matters  of  commerce,  but 
that  these  oourts  should  be  presided  over  by  judges 
selected  from  the  legal  profession  alone  and  not  from 
commercial  men,  as  is  the  case  abroad.  In  fast,  Mr. 
Daniel's  proposition  oomes  to  this  :  give  the  oounty 
oourts  unlimited  jurisdiction,  take  care  to  select  only 
judges  duly  qualified  by  learning  and  experience,  and 
pay  them  proportionately.    We  agree  with  this  to  a  oer- 
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tain  extent ;  that  is  to  aay,  if  these  conita  are  to  hare  \ 
nnliinited  jniiBdiction,  or  even  to  keep  the  extended  j 
jnrisdiotion  th^y  now  hare,  more  care  ehonld  be  taken 
in  the  selection  of  the  jndgea  than  is  nsnal  at  pteaent 
(Hr.  Daniel's  appointment  htiog  a  somewhat  better  ope 
than  nsnal),  and  the  salaries  sbonld  be  snob  as  to  mijce 
the  appoinlanent  worth  the  acoeptanoe  of  men  of  high 
staodfaig  in  the  profession.  We  do  not,  howerer,  qoite 
follow  the  argnment  in  faronr  of  making  the  oonrts  local, 
and  we  do  not  see  why  the  reforms  of  prooedare  from 
whidi  Mr.  Daniel  anticipates  so  mnoh  shonld  not  remove 
the  principal  objections  now  entertained  to  the  snperior 
oonrts  as  tribunals  of  commerce. 

Probably,  however,  Mr.  Daniel  wonid  say,  as  to  any 
opposition  on  onr  part,  the  same  thing  that  he  says  as  to 
the  opposition  of  die  Incorporated  Law  Society,  that  it  is 
to  Im  eompared  with  the  opposition  of  the  hand-loom 
weaver  to  the  power-loom  and  of  the  farm  labourer  to 
the  thrashing  machine.  Mr.  Daniel  admits  that  such 
opposition  is  natural,  if  not  morally  right,  and  that  it 
may  be  actuated  by  a  sincere  belief  that  the  propeeed  j 
change  is  not  for  tbe  public  good  as  well  as  by  the  feeling 
that  it  is  iDJnrions  to  the  individual,  yet  he  would  evi- 
dently treat  any  such  opposition  as  valueless.  This  may 
be  so  to  a  considerable  extent,  but  may  not  the  same 
thing  be  said  as  to  the  views  which  are  entertained,  we 
believe  with  perfect  unanimity,  by  all  county  court 
judges,  in  favour  of  extending  their  own  jurisdiction  and 
increasing  proportionately  their  dignity,  importance,  and 

i»y?  I 

OF  THE  CRIME  OF  MAINTENANCE. 

Maintenance  in  general,  of  which  champerty  is  a 
species,  signifies  an  unlawful  taking  in  hand  or  uphold- 
ing of  quarrels  or  sides,  to  the  disturbance  or  hindrance 
of  common  right  (Bac.  Ab.  tit.  "  Maintenance  ").  The 
oflenoe  seems  to  consist  as  well  in  the  of&oious  inter- 
meddling in  suits,  as  described  by  Blaokstone  (iv.,  p.  ISo) 
as  in  assisting  another  person  to  assert  his  pretensions  to 
lands,  or  holding  them  for  him  by  force  or  subtlety,  or 
stirring  up  quarrels  in  tbe  oonntiy  in  relation  to  matters 
wherein  one  is  in  no  way  concerned.  Maintenance,  ac- 
cording to  Coke,  is  where  a  man  maintains  a  suit  or 
quarrel  to  the  disturbance  or  hindrance  of  right)  and 
dierefore  it  will  be  maintenance  in  anyone  wbo  unlaw- 
fnlly  sustains  or  supports  a  plaintiff  or  defendant  in  a 
cause  pending  in  suit,  either  by  word,  writing, counten- 
ance, or  deed  (2  Inst.  208).  The  offence  was  abnoet  too 
concisely  defined  hj  Lord  Loughborough,  C,  in  W»UU  v. 
Jhike  tf  Portland  (8  Yes.  602)  as  an  engagement  between 
two  parties,  to  tbe  injury  and  oppression  of  a  third.  The 
several  statutes  enacted  in  afSrmanoe  of  the  common  law 
{Doe  V.  £van*,  1  O.  B.  717),  for  the  suppression  of  this 
offence,  down  to  the  82  Hen.  8,  c.  9,  entitled  "  The  Bill 
of  Bracery  and  Buying  of  Titles,"  impose  penalties  on 
particular  species  of  the  offence,  and  show  with  what 
detestation  tiie  offence  was  regarded  by  the  Legislature, 
whoee  object  probably  was  to  protect  Uie  people  as  well 
from  the  results  of  the  judicial  corruption  said  to  have 
been  so  prevalent  in  those  times,  as  from  the  interference 
of  the  aristootaoy  in  the  dispntes  of  their  retainers  with 
the  common  people.  "  Bracery ''  mentioned  in  the  statute 
of  Henry  8,  referred  to  above,  was  a  species  of  this 
offence,  and  consisted  in  giving  money  to  a  juror  em- 
panelled to  induce  him  to  give  his  verdiot  for  one  or 
other  of  the  parties  to  the  action. 

The  student  of  constitutional  history  will  infer  from 
tbe  detestation  with  which  the  offence  was  regarded  in 
former  times  how  uncertain  must  have  been  tbe  adminis- 
tration of  justice.  There  oonld  be  no  better  evidenoe,  if 
evidence  were  wanting,  that  the  state  of  socieiiy  has  im- 
l^ved  in  tbia  respect,  than  the  fact  that  tbe  criminal 
law  as  to  maintsnanoe  has  become  in  a  great  measure 
obsolete.  Even  in  the  early  days,  when  it  was  in  full 
force,  it  seems  to  have  admitted  a  multitude  of  exceptions, 
and  the  section  in  Comyn's  Digest  headed  "  What  shall 
jiot  be  naintenaooa "  is  not  much  shorter  than  that  in 


whioh  maintenance  according  to  the  statutes  is  defined; 
The  gradual  restriction  of  the  definition  of  the  offenoa 
was  traced  by  Mr.  JnsUoe  Bnller  in  Mcuttr  v.  Miller  (4 
T.  B.  840).  At  one  time,  says  that  learned  judge,  not 
only  he  who  laid  out  money  to  assist  another  in  hi* 
oause,  but  he  that  by  his  friendship  or  intsrest  saved 
him  an  expense  whioh  he  would  otherwise  be  pat  to  was 
held  guilty  of  maintenance.  Nay,  if  he  oiBoionsIy  gave 
evidence,  it  was  maintenanoe;  so  that  he  must  bare  had 
a  subpeena,  or  suppress  the  truth.  A  variety  of  exoep- 
tions,  he  goes  on  to  say,  were  admitted,  and,  amongst 
other  things,  it  i^as  held  that,  if  a  person  baa  any  interest 
in  the  thing  in  dispute,  though  in  contingency,  he  may 
lawfully  maintain  an  action  on  it,  The  singular  rule  at 
common  law  that  a  ehote  in  aotian  oannot  be  assigned  oi 
g^nted  over  to  another  was  the  result  of  the  universal 
dread  of  the  bugbear  maintenance.  Courts  of  eqnitjy, 
however,  are  said  from  the  earliest  times  to  have  thought 
this  doctrine  too  absurd  for  them  to  adopt. 

The  offence  is  not  confined  to  supporting  suits  at  oom- 
mon  law,  but  extends  to  suits  of  every  Idnd  (  WaXlii  r. 
Duke  of  Portland,  ««?■)•  Maintenance  in  paii,  defined 
above  as  an  engagement  between  two  parties  to  the  in- 
jury and  oppression  of  a  third,  is  punishable  by  indict- 
ment. Oonrts  of  equity  discourage  and  relieve  againab 
oontraots  which  savour  of  maintenanoe,  althongh  they 
may  not  amount  strioUy  in  point  of  law  to  maintenanoe, 
so  88  to  constitiite  a  punishable  offence  {ReyneU  v.  Sprye,  1 
D.  M.  O.  660)  ;  and  wheie  it  becomes  apparent  that  the 
plaintiff  is  suing  by  virtue  of  a  tiUe  derived  under  a 
contract  which  amounts  to  maintenanoe,  it  is  the  duty  of 
the  Court  to  dismiss  the  bill  (fliZton  v.  Woods,  15  W.  B. 
1106,  L.B.  4Eq.  482). 

One  of  the  commonest  forms  of  the  offenoe  is  where  » 
person  undertakes  the  establishment  of  a  claimant's 
rights  on  the  terms  of  guaranteeing  the  necessary  ex- 
penditure and  having  part  of  the  property  to  be  re- 
covered {Rei/nell  v.  Sprye,  ivp.).  In  Harrington  v.  lionf 
(2  My.  &  K.  590)  the  Master  of  the  BoUs  thought  that 
an  indemnity  against  all  costs  to  be  inonrred  in  the  pro- 
secution of  a  suit  amounted  to  maintenanoe.  Other 
cases  to  the  same  effect  both  at  law  and  in  equity  will 
be  found  among  the  oases  cited  in  Bilton  v.  Woodt  (.sup"). 

Tbe  recent  case  of  Elhorovgh  v.  Ayre$  (18  W.  B.  91ff, 
L.  B.  10  Eq.  367.)  leads  us  to  consider  in  partionlar  one 
branch  of  this  subject,  namely,  in  what  oases  a  master 
may  lawfully  maintain  litigation  by  his  servant.     Tfatt 
oironmstanoes  whioh  gave  rise  to  the  suit  were  as   fol- 
lows : — One  of  the  shareholders  of  a  public  company 
prosecuted  the  secretary  for  the  offenoe  of   publishing, 
in  his  capacity  of  secretary,  a  false  bnlanoe-sheet.     The 
secretary  was  acquitted  of  the  charge,  and  the  direotora 
theieupon  passed  a  resolution,  empowering  the  secretary 
to  instruct  the  company's  solicitor  to  take  such  prooeed- 
ings  as  he  might  be  advised  with  reference  to  the  prose- 
cution,   at  the  company's    expense.    The    result    was 
that   the   oompany    maintained    the    secretary    in     an 
action  for    malicious    prosecution   against   the    share- 
holder    in     qaestion,    and     the     secretary     reoorered 
£60    damages.      The     shareholder    thereupon     filed 
the   bill    in  the  suit  of  Elborough  v.    Ayret,    ohargr- 
ing  that  the  directors  had  illegally  maintained  the  action, 
and  praying  that  secretary   might  be  restrained  from 
proceeding  with  the  taxation  of  the  bill  of  costs,  and  for 
consequential  relief.     The  question  in  the  suit  which  it 
is  material  for  us  to  consider  was,  whether  the   illegal 
reeolntion  of  the  diiectora — if  it  was  illegal — amounted 
at  common  law  to  the  offenoe  of  maintenance.       TTpon 
this  question  it  was,  unfortunately  for   us,  not  neoeesary 
for  the  Vioe^ihanceilor  to  express  an  opinion.    It  ia  laid 
down  in  Yiner  (Ab.  tit.  "Maintenance"    E.)  tbat  the 
master  may  maintain  the  quarrel  of  his  servant;    may 
give  money  for  him,  if  any  of  his  salary  be  in  hia   hands 
(though  it  shall  be  intended  [ibid,  note],  if  he  give  money 
for  him,  that  he  gives  it  out  of  hia  salary),  or,   as   it 
seems,  for  feK  of  losing  his  services.    Bat,  as  tha  Vioe- 
Ohanoellor  observed   (L.  B.  10  Eq.  370),  there   ia   no 
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I  giT«a  in  Yinet'ii  Abridgmant  showing  that  nuin- 
I  by  the  master  is  nnlawf  nl,  where  the  act  of  the 
Mtfaat  in  respect  of  which  the  action  was  brooght  was 
a  ministerial  act — >.«.,  something  done  by  him  in,  or 
arising  oat  of,  his  character  of  a  servant.  The  pnblioa- 
tion  of  the  balance  sheet,  which  was  the  oriyo  n»li  in 
this  instance,  was  nndonbtedly  a  ministerial  act,  and  the 
ohjeot  of  the  directors  in  maintaining  their  serrant's 
lawsnit  was  prcbahly  to  rehabilitate  their  own  oha- 
TsetezB,  no  less  then  the  character  of  their  secretary. 
Oomyn  (Dig.  tit.  "  Blaintenanoe "  A.)  expressly  says 
that  if  a  master  fee  counsel  at  the  bar,  or  speak  in  Iiis 
own  name  for  his  servant,  it  is  maiatenanoe;  bnc  tliis 
most  sorely  be  intended  of  the  servant's  own  qoarrel, 
and  be  direoted  against  the  practice  of  g^at  men  main- 
taining their  retainers  in  their  qoarrels,  to  the  oppression 
<rf  those  of  their  own  rank,  bnt  leas  fortnnate  in  their 
•nppogrten,  with  whom  they  qoatrelled.  In  WcMU  v. 
J>tiig  »/  Parttand  (,*up.),  Lord  Longhboroagh,  0. ,  said 
that  inainfeenanee  was  jostifiable  from  the  privity  of  the 
paztiea  in  estate,  or  their  connection  as  master  and  aer- 
vaat.  JBiorrugh  v.  Ayrtt  seems  to  ns  to  have  been  jast 
Obim  «aM.  Oomyn  is  speaking  of  the  servant's  private 
qvaziel;  and  Yiner  is  an  anthority  for  saying  tlwt  the 
■taster  m^  lawfully  maintain  each  a  quarrel,  where 
he  has  the  aetvaaf  s  salary  in  liis  hand — >.«.,  where  he 
does  it  at  the  servant's  expense,  or  where  he  does 
it  from  fear  of  losing  his  servant's  services.  Bat  for  a 
master  to  take  np  his  servant's  cause  for  something  to 
wliiah  he  has  been  exposed  to  in  his  master's  service  is 
an  every  day  ooonrrenoe,  and  cannot  be  maintenance. 
Tbn  diatinotion  is  between  the  servants'  private  quarrels 
and  the  quarrels  he  engages  in  in  his  character  of  servant 
to  a  particular  master.  When  the  master  takes  part  in 
SDoh  a  quairel  that  is  not  a  qoarrel  in  relation  to  matters 
whereon  one  is  in  no  way  concerned.  The  latter  words  are 
<A  the  essence  of  the  definition.  We  regard  the  case  as 
eoe  in  wluoh,  according  to  Lord  Longhboroagh,  main- 
tenance was  justifiable  by  reason  of  the  connection  of 
the  parties  as  master  and  servant. 


THE  EXCEPTIONS  TO  THE  BULE  "EEASaiT  IS 
NOT  EVIOENOE." 

Having,  in  a  previous  article  (14  S.  J.  881),  discussed 
the  genwid  rule  "  hearsay  is  not  evidence,'  and  indi- 
cated the  reasons  for  and  against  that  rale,  we  propose 
in  the  following  remaps  to  treat  of  some  of  the  leading 
ezosptknis,  {.«.,  of  cases  in  which  hearsay  is  admitted. 
We  ahaU,  in  deference  to  onstom,  employ  the  term  hear- 
•ay,  althoogh,  as  we  explained  before,  second-hand  or 
derivative  evidence  is  the  more  correct  expression. 

We  ranst,  in  the  first  pUwe,  call  attention  to  the  faot 
that  sometimes  what  is  apparently  hearsay  or  derivative 
ia  in  reality  original  evidence.  This  occurs  under  four 
ebomnstaDces — (1)  evidence  of  what  a  witness  said  on  a 
f  onn^  eeoaaion  used  to  contmdiot  or  corroborate  Iiim  is 
not  heazaay,  hut  original  evidence ;  (2)  when  a  state- 
ment is  part  of  the  ret  getUs,  evidenoe  of  that  statement 
is  original  and  not  hearsay ;  (3)  evidenoe  of  general  re- 
patation,  gmeral  character,  and  general  notoriety,  is 
tieaUwl  as  original  evidenoe  ;  (4)  wherever  the  bodily  or 
BMBtaljfeelings'.of  an  individual  have  to  be  proved,  evi- 
denee  of  his  expressions  as  to  those  feelings  made  at  the 
time  in  qneation  is  original  evidenoe,  and  not  hearsay.  It 
win  lie  nocioed  that  in  the  first  two  cases  it  is  not  the  state- 
ment itaelf  that  influences  the  Court,  bat  the  faot  that 
the  statement  was  made  ;  whether  the  statement  be  true 
ec  falae  is  genersUy  qidte  beside  the  question.  The 
4did  case  is  giving  a  kind  of  legal  sanction 
-to  the  -tfieoiy  Uiat  wliat  everybody  says  must 
be  traa.  Space  will  not  permit  of  our  dealing  with  this 
bcaat^  of  the  snbjeot  as  exhaustively  as  we  could  wish. 
W«  must  take  up  at  once  the  immediate  object  of  these 
itBariB— the  exceptions  to  the  mle  "  hearsay  is  notevi* 
Aenoe."  Hm  first  is  tbns  given  in  Powell  on  Evidence 
(M  ad.  p.  128} "  in  matters  of  public  or  general  interest, 


popular  reputation  or  opinion,  or  the  denlaratlnns  of  de- 
oeaaed  witnesses  of  competent  knowledge,  if  made  atOe 
Utdn  motam  (i.«.,  before  the  litigated  point  lias  become 
the  subject  of  controversy)  and  without  reasonable  sus- 
picion of  nndae  partiality  or  collusion,  will  be  received  as 
competent  and  credible  evidence.''  It  will  be  seen,  then, 
tliatitis  not  every  statement  madeira  person  not  before 
the  Court  that  is  admissible.  The  conditions  of  admissi- 
bility are— (1)  the  deolarant  must  be  dead;  (2)  he  must 
Iiave  lieen  of  competent  knowledge;  (8)  the  declaration 
must  have  been  made  ante  lUmn  tnoUun  ;  and  (4)  there 
must  be  no  suspicion  of  nndne  partiality  or  collusion. 
The  first  must  be  proved  strictly  ;  the  second  and  fourth 
will  be  presumed,  but  may  be  disproved ;  and  the  tliird 
reduces  itself  into  a  question  of  dates.  The  declaration 
need  not  be  verbal,  it  may  be  in  writing  and  may  take  th« 
form  of  a  map  or  plan.  But  a  written  declaration  must 
be  produced  from  proper  ooatody.  This  point  was  brought 
out  in  Bammond  v.  Broadstreet  (10  Ezoh.  890).  Ther« 
a  map  of  Suffolk  waa  produced  to  show  the  bonndaiy 
line  between  Norfolk  and  Saflollc  It  was  produoed  by  a 
county  magistrate,  who  had  purohased  it  fourteen  years 
previously.  This  was  not  considered  proper  custody,  so 
as  to  rain  a  presumption  of  the  genuineness  of  the  map. 
The  map,  however,  was  ruled  inadmissible  on  another 
ground,  vis.,  that  it  was  re-pnblished  with  additions  and 
corrections  by  the  sons  of  J.  K.  from  a  map  pub- 
lished many  years  before  by  J.  K.  who  had  tkeit  taken  a 
survey  of  the  ooanty  of  SaffoUc,  but  there  was  no  evi- 
dence of  competent  knowledge  or  connection  with  the 
county  on  the  part  of  the  sons.  It  would  appear  that 
a  oopy  of  the  original  map  by  J.  E.,  if  produced  from 
proper  custody,  e.g.,  that  of  the  sons,  would  have  been 
admissible  eridenoe.  The  reason  usually  given  for 
hearsay  being  admissible  in  matters  of  pubUo  and  not  in 
matters  of  private  interest,  is  that  in  the  former  case, 
bom  there  being  so  many  persons  concerned,  an  untrue 
statement,  if  made,  would  be  in  all  probability  oontra- 
dicted;  bnt  this  reason  does  not  appear  a  very  strong  one. 
A  second  exception  to  the  rule  "  hearsay  is  not 
evidence"  may  thns  be  given  —  "the  statements  of 
deceased  persons,  who  were  oonneoted  by  blood  or  mai^ 
riage  with  the  family  in  question,  are  admissible  in 
cases  of  disputed  pedigree."  This  exception  is  based 
upon  the  practical  impossibility  of  enlnding  such 
evidence  except  at  the  oost  of  rendering  various  mat- 
ters of  pedigree  incapable  of  proof  under  certain  dr- 
onmstanoes  before  a  leg^  tribunal.  Lord  Erskine  says 
in  Vewlei  v.  Taung  (18  Yes.  141),  that  "  the  law  reeorts 
to  hearsay  of  relations  on  the  principle  of  interest  in  the 
person  from  whom  the  descent  is  to  be  made  out."  If 
this  is  the  correct  principle  in  the  case  of  verbal  state- 
ments it  clearly  is  not  in  the  case  of  all  written  state- 
ments, because  entries  in  family  Bibles  and  the  like  are 
admitted  withont  proof  of  the  huidwriting  or  anthonhip. 
'*  To  require  erideaoe  of  the  handwriting  or  authorship 
of  the  entries,"  said  Baron  Martin  in  Hubbard  r.  Lett 
(L.  B.  1  Bzch.  258),  "  is  to  mistake  the  distinctive 
character  of  the  evidenoe.  It  derives  its  weight  not  from 
the  faot  that  the  entries  are  made  t^  any  particular  per- 
son, bat  that  being  in  that  place  they  are  to  be 
taken  as  assented  to  by  those  in  whose  custody 
the  book  has  been."  These  words  show  that  these 
written  statements  of  matters  of  pedigree  mast  be 
produoed  from  proper  custody.  In  Hubbard  v.  Lees,  the 
statements  were  written  in  the  fly-leaf  of  a  Testament. 
This  Testament  was  produced  at  the  trial  by  a  witness 
who  was  the  nieoe  of  F.  W.,  to  whom  the  father,  F.  W.,  had 
griven  it.  F.  W.  was  a  granddaughter  of  the  common 
ancestor  0.  L.,  and  had  received  the  book  from  her 
father.  « It  was  thsrefore,"  said  Baron  Martin,  "a 
family  Bible,  and  the  witness  Was  its  proper  custcdlaa." 
The  general  reputation  of  a  family  proved  by  a  sorviv- 
ing  member  of  it,  correspondence  between  rdatives,  re- 
citals in  deeds,  descriptions  in  wills,  charts  of  pedigree 
made  or  adopted  by  a  member  of  the  family,  are  other 
kinds  of  proof  admissible  under  this  exception.    Family 
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«ondoot  u  well  m  family  stetements  are  admiasible  eiri> 
deooe  of  pedigree  under  tliia  ezoeption.  Wlien  Uie 
Berlcelej  Peerage  oaie  came  t>efore  the  Committee  of 
Privileges  of  tlie  Honse  of  Lorda,  the  judges  weie  called 
upon  to  answer  certain  questions  propounded  to  them. 
In  delivering  his  opinion,  Chief  Jnstice  Mansfield  said 
"  if  the  father  be  prored  to  have  brought  up  the  partj  as 
hie  legitimate  son,  this  is  sufficient  OTidenoe  of 
legitimacy  until  impeached,  and  indeed  it  amounts  to  a 
daily  assertion  that  the  son  is  legitimate."  As  a  condi- 
tion precedent  to  the  admission  of  STidenoe  under  this 
ezoeption,  the  relationship  by  blood  or  marriage  to  the 
family  of  the  person  whose  statements  or  conduct  is  to 
be  given  in  evidence,  must  be  proved.  Therefore,  the 
statements  of  illegitimate  relations,  of  confidential 
servants  and  of  friends  of  the  family  are  alike  in- 
admissible. Now,  confidential  servants  and  intimate 
friends  ate  very  often  far  better  acquainted  with  the 
births,  deaths,  and  marriages  of  member's  of  a  partionlax 
household  than  a  distant  relative  would  be.  They  are 
admissible  witnesses  to  prove  these  matters  during  their 
life,  why  should  not  their  statements  be  admissible  after 
their  death  ?  On  this  point  the  rule  of  the  Indian  Law 
is  preferable  to  onr  own  (see  Act  II.  of  1855,  s.  47).  By 
it  the  declaration  of  illegitimate  relatives,  and  of 
persons,  who,  though  not  related  to  the  family,  were 
intimately  acquainted  with  its  members  and  state  are 
placed  on  the  same  footing  as  those  of  legitimate  rela- 
ttons. 

A  third  important  ezoeption  is,  that  the  statements, 
whether  written  or  oral,  of  deceased  persons  against  their 
own  pecuniary  or  proprietary  interest,  are  admiasible 
against  the  whole  world,  not  only  to  prove  the  fact 
stated,  but  collateral  circumstances.  This  ezoeption  is 
based  upon  the  presumption  thai  where  he  would  be  a 
loser  by  so  doing,  no  man  would  make  a  false  statement 
Although  this  presumption  may  be  generally  well- 
founded,  still  it  is  not  an  infallible  gnide.  Cases  may 
well  occur  in  which  it  may  be  to  a  man's  advantage  to 
make  a  false  statement  against  his  peonniaiy  interest,  t.g., 
•  steward  whose  accounts  have  got  wrong  may,  in  order 
to  conceal  the  fact  horn  his  employer,  charge  himself 
with  money  which  he  has  never  received.  But  the  per- 
•on  who  made  the  statement  must  be  dead  before  the 
statement  can  be  admitted.  This,  aooording  to  some,  is 
an  additional  seenrity  against  fraud.  An  attempt  was 
once  made  to  induce  a  Court  to  admit  such  a  statement 
in  the  lifetime  of  the  maker,  when  he  had  absconded  to 
avoid  a  ariminal  proaeoution,  and  had  gone  to  America, 
but  it  was  nnssooeasfuL  In  India  the  rule  is  different; 
there  any  entry  or  statement,  which  would  be  admissible 
after  the  death  of  the  person  who  made  it,  as  being 
against  his  interest,  or  made  in  the  ordinary  coarse  of 
busineBB,  is  admissible  in  his  lifetime  under  three  oir- 
onmstances— (1)  if  he  has  become  insane:  (3)  if  be  is  at 
the  time  of  the  trial  hmi  fide  and  perwtanently 
beyond  the  reach  of  the  prooees  of  the  Court;  (8)  if  after 
diligent  search  he  cannot  be  found.  Hare  again  the 
Indian  rule  seems  preferable,  for  no  reason  can  be 
addnoed  for  admitting  a  statement  after  the  death  of  the 
maker  which  cannot  be  addnoed  for  admitting  it  under 
one  of  the  three  droumatances  mentioned  in  his  lifetime. 

A  fonrth  ezseption  is  closely  allied  to  the  third.  It  is 
this— declarations  made  by  a  person  strictly  in  the  course 
of  bis  trade  or  professional  duty,  and  without  any  appa- 
lent  interest  to  misrepresent  the  truth,  are,  if  contem- 
poraneous, admissible  after  his  death  as  evidence  of  the 
facts  declared,  but  not  of  surrounding  cironmstanoes. 
That  declarations  against  interest  should  be  admissible  to 
prove  surrounding  drenmstancee,  but  dedarations  in  the 
eourse  of  duty  should  not,  is  •  distinotion  lot  which  it  is 
bard  to  find  a  reason.  It  may  be  supposed  that  the 
authors  of  the  distinction  considered  that  the  former  was 
a  more  reliable  speoies  of  proof  than  the  latter  ;  but  this 
is  on  the  face  of  it  absurd  :  either  declarations  in  the 
course  of  duty  are  a  reliable  kind  of  proof  or  they  are  not. 
In  the  latter  oaae  they  ought  not  to  be  admlt(«d  at  all ; 


in  the  former  th^  ought  to  be  legal  proof  of  what  thej- 
are  natural  proof — ^viz.,  of  the  collateral  droumstanoea- 
connected  with  the  fact  declared.    We  have  now  dis- 
cussed some  of  the  leading  ezceptioas  to  the  rule  "  hearsay 
is  not  evidence,"  but  of  space  will  not  admit  of  our  dis- 
onssiag  the  rest  at  present 


SECFJTT  DECISIONS. 

EQUITY. 

Specific  Pebfobmascb — Dsubtpul  Title. 

MuUing$  ▼.  Trinder,  M.B.,  18  W.  B.  1186. 

The  Master  of  the  Bolls'  observations  in  this  case  have 
a  tendency  to  nnsettie  the  rule  that  in  determining 
whether  a  titie  is  doubtfnl  or  not,  in  a  vendor's  suit  for 
spedfio  performance,  the  Court  will  not  have  regard 
to  its  own  opinion  only,  but  will  take  into  account  what 
the  opinions  of  other  competent  persons  may  be  (^Pfrie 
V.  (foMintham,  10  Ha.  I).  This  rule,  according  to  Sir 
Qeorge  Turner,  is  deduoible  from  the  casee,  f.f.,  Marlon 
V.  SmUh,  2  P.  Wms.  128,  and  Price  v.  Strange,  6  Mad. 
169. 

That  the  Court  shonli  take  into  account  what  the 
opinion  of  other  competent  persons  may  be,  is  a  conse- 
quence of  the  settled  rule  that  the  Court  will  not  foroe 
a  person  to  take  a  title  which  may  ezpose  him  to  litiga- 
tion orhaxatd.  It  is  not  necessary  that  acompetent  peraon 
should  have  expressed  an  opinion  adverse  to  the  titl«  on 
a  point  of  law,  bat  only  that  the  law  shonld  be  so  far 
uncertain,  that  a  competent  person  might  form  soeh  an 
opinion.  And  until  Uie  law  is  so  improved,  tkat  a  maa 
who  has  given  his  life  to  the  profession  may  be  able  to 
givea  certain  opinion  upon  any  question  (11 W.  B.  1187> 
doctors  will  disagree,  and  who  shall  dedde  ?  The  Oooife 
is  tender  in  deciding  doubtful  points  of  law  against 
a  purchaser  who  may,  if  forced  to  take  the 
titie,  be  afterwards  obliged  to  litigate  it  in  another 
court  with  an  adverse  claimant,  against  whom  the  former 
decision  can  only  be  used  as  a  precedent,  which  the 
other  Court  need  not  follow  (Sagd.  Vend.  &  Pur.  887). 
To  force  a  titie  on  a  purchaser,  in  the  opinion  of  Sit 
B.  T.  Eindersley,  the  opinion  of  the  Court  must  be  so 
dear  that  it  does  not  apprehend  that  another  jadge 
would  form  a  contrary  opinion  (,JReperi  v.  Water lunu*,. 
4  Dr.  829). 

The  rule  that  the  Court  will  not  compd  a  purchaser 
to  take  a  doubtful  tiUe  is  at  least  as  old  as  ^r  Joseph 
Jekyl's    time   (Sloper  ▼.   tieh,  2  Y.   A:  B.  149),  and 
whether  a  title  is  donbtfnl  or  not  depends,  as  we  bave 
seen,  not  only  upon  what  the  opinion  of  the  judge  is,  but 
what  that  of  other  competent  persons,  or,  in  the  words  of 
Sir  B.  T.  Kinderdey,  another  jad{^,  may  be,  i.e.,  what 
the  judge  thinks  their  opinions  may  be.    In  praoUoe,. 
therefore,  the  judge  acts  on  his  own  judgment  in  each- 
case  (SCapylten  v.  Soott,  16  Yes.  274).     In  coming  to  a. 
dedsion,  the  Court  will  consider  that  a  refusal  of  speoifiO' 
performance,  on  the  ground  of  doubtful  titie,  renders  the- 
estate  unmarketable,  it  being  the  practice  of  the  Oonrt  of 
Appeal  never  to  force  a  tiUe  on  a  purchaser  where  the 
Court  below  has  expressed  a  donbt ;  whereas  if  he  d»- 
ddes  in  favour  of  the  vendor,  and  is  wrong,  the  Gonrt  of 
Appeal  can  set  him  right    This  was  the  ratio  decidendi 
in  HamiUon  v.  Buekmaeter  (Y.C.W.   15   W.  K,    149,)', 
where  a  conveyancer  of  the  court  had  advised  adveEsely 
to  the  titie. 

In  llrtUingi  v.  Trinder  the  question,  one  of  conatruo— 
tion,  was  the  same  as  in  JPyrlu  v.  Waddingham.  'BoOi, 
■nits,  in  fsot,  originated  from  sales  of  estates  oom-'^ 
prised  in  the  same  devise.  Sir  George  Tomer,  flfteea. 
years  ago,  held  the  question  of  construction  to  be  on*, 
which  rendered  the  titie  too  donbtfnl  to  be  forced  on  th» 
purohaser ;  Lord  Romilly  hdd  that  the  question  in- 
volved no  such  doubt  as  to  justify  him  in  refusing  spe- 
cific performanoe.  The  lapee  of  years  may  have  rendered 
the  title  more  secure  in  the  interval ;  atiU  the  oaae  ia 
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one  of  difference  of  jadioial  opinion,  and  no  more.  We 
do  not  gather  that  Lord  Bomilly  impeached  the  antho- 
litjr  of  Sir  George  Tamer's  dietum  as  to  the  weight  to 
be  attriboted  to  the  possible  opinion  of  other  competent 
persons,  bat  merely  that  his  Lordship  takes  a  stricter  vieir 
of  thedntyof  a  jadge  toacton  hisown  opinion  ezolosively 
than  Sir  a«orge  Tomer.  His  Lordship's  yiew  as  to  this  is 
mmmed  np  in  Wrigley  v.  Syket  (21  Bear.  337),  where 
the  Haeter  of  the  Bolls  is  reported  to  hare  said  that  if  the 
Court  ia  of  opinion  that  the  title  at  iaw  is  clear  it  Is 
boond  10  to  decide,  and  it  cannot  speoolate  npon  the 
qaeation  whether  any  other  Court  woald  come  to  an 
oppoaite  eonolosion.  This,  according  to  Lord  St 
Leonards  (Vend,  ft  Par.  388),  seems  hardly  the  trae 
znle.  At  all  events  it  does  not  err  on  the  side  of  ten- 
demesa  towaids  the  porohaser. 


COMMON  LAW. 


KsDTRAUTT—FoBEiaN  Enlistment  Act  (59  Obo.  3,0. 

69),  s.  7. 

The  Sttbador,  P.O^  18  W.  B.  1054. 

The  statote  npon  which  this  case  was  decided  (59  Geo. 
8,  0.  69),  was  repealed  last  session  by  the  Foreign  Balist- 
nent  Aot,  1870  (33  &  34  Viot.  c.  90),  and  the  case, 
thewfoTB,  loaes  some  of  the  importance  it  might  other- 
viM  haTe  had.  The  decision  may,  however,  be  regarded 
aa  to  aome  extent  an  aathority  upon  the  new  statute, 
aad  on  that  aoooant  we  now  notice  it.  The  Salvador 
was  intended  to  be  need  as  a  transport  or  store-ship  for 
the  pnrpoae  of  oonreying  from  the  Bahamas  to  the  ia- 
mrgenta  at  Cuba  men  and  war  material,  and  in  this  way 
to  do  the  dni^y  of  a  transport  ship,  and  so  to  inflict  injury 
VBgaa  the  Spanish  Goremment  who  were  the  lawful 
■ntharity  at  Cuba.  The  first  question  was  whether  there 
«M  ndBident  eridence  of  equipping,  famishing,  laa.,  the 
TCMil  so  aa  to  bring  it  within  the  words  of  the  statute. 
llksre  was  bat  little  doabt  that  there  was  ample  evidence, 
•ad  the  Coart  so  decided.  It  is  not  unlikely  that  even 
this  part  of  the  decision  may  hereafter  be  referred  to  as 
aa  aathority  under  the  new  statute,  although  the  two 
Aets  diflor  mnch  in  their  wording. 

Hm  aeoond  point  in  the  case  affects  the  constnio- 
tioB  of  the  new  statute  more  closely.  59  Geo.  3, 
«.  69,  a.  7,  forbade  the  equipping,  fitting  out,  ko^ 
cl  a  TOHel  to  be  employed  in  the  service  of  any 
"foirign  prince,  state,  or  potentate,  or  of  any  foreign 
eokoajf  province,  or  part  of  any  province  or  people, 
or  «rf  any  person  or  persons  exercising  or  assuming  to 
mrfTf*Tf>  soy  powers  of  government  in  or  over  any  foreign 
■tate,  edony,  province,  or  part  of  any  province  or  people, 
as  a  tnouiiort  or  store-ship  "  against  any  state,  &o.,  with 
whaeb  Us  Majesty  is  not  at  war.  The  new  statute  for- 
Mda  (although  in  words  differing  much  from  the  older 
AiA)  the  equipping,  &c.,  of  vessels  with  intent  that  the 
■aoM  diall  be  "  employed  in  the  military  or  naval  service 
of  any  foreign  state  at  war  with  any  friendly  state."  In 
flie  interp'*'*'*''''  «Im>m,  section  30,  "  foreign  state  *'  is  to 
inoliide  "anyforeignprince.oolony.provinoe.orpart  ofany 
pcoTinaeor  people,or  any  person  orperaone  exercising  or  as- 
■omiagtoexeroiae  the  powers  of  government,  in  or  overany 
foreign  floontiy,  oolcny,  province,  or  part  of  any  province 
or  peofie."  Tbna  almost  exactly  following  the  wording 
ol  aectioii  7  of  the  old  Act.  A  decision,  therefore,  on  this 
pact  of  aeotion  7  would  be  an  authority  on  section  30  of 
the  now  Act. 

laocd  Caima,  in  delivering  the  judgment  of  the 
Janieial  Ooamittee  of  the  Privy  CounoU  said,  in  explana- 
tfm  of  thaae  words,  "  This  part  of  the  section  is  in  the 
allw  iiatiyn  The  i^ip  may  be  employed  in  the  service 
tt  a  iorcign  prince,  state  or  potentate,  or  foreign  state, 
oslooy,  province  or  part  of  any  province  or  people;  that 
k  to  aaj,  if  yon  find  any  consolidated  body  in  the  foreign 
itate,  whether  the  potentate  who  has  the  absolute 
dmainkm,  or  the  government  or  a  part  of  the  province 
w  of  the  people,  or  the  whole  of  the  province  or  the 
I  aoting  for  themselves,  that  ia  sufAoient.     But  by 


way  of  alternative  it  is  snggested  that  there  may  be  a 
case  where  althongh  you  cannot  say  that  the  province  or 
people  are  employing  the  ship,  there  yet  may  be  some 
person  or  persons  who  may  be  exercising  or  assuming  to 
exercise  powers  of  government  in  the  foreign  colony  or 
state,  drawing  the  whole  of  the  material  aid  for  tha 
hoetile  proceedings  from  abroad;  and,  therefore,  by  wa^ 
of  alternative  it  is  stated  to  be  snfBoient  if  yon  &id  th* 
ahip  prepared  or  aoting  in  the  service  of  any  persona 
ezerdsing  or  assuming  to  exercise  any  powers  of  govern* 
ment  in  or  over  any  foreign  stckte,  colony,  province, 
or  part  of  any  province  or  people;  but  that  alter- 
native need  not  be  resorted  to  if  you  find  the 
ship  is  fitted  out  and  armed  for  the  purpose  of 
being  employed  in  the  service  of  any  foreign  state  or 
people,  or  part  of  any  province  or  people."  This  expla- 
nation seems  now  to  apply  to  the  definition  in  the  new 
Act  as  it  applies  to  section  7.  It  may  be  noticed  that 
the  real  difBcuIty  in  the  Salvador  appears  to  have  had  its 
foundation  in  a  point  of  pleading  (see  18  W.  B.  1066 
note). 


CoNTKasiON  or  Plka — Belease  subject  to  Conbitioh 

Subsequent. 

Neningtoii  v.  Levi,  CP.,  18  W.  B.  1198. 

Bale  28  of  T.  T.  1868,  provides  that  «  when  a  plea  is 
pleaded  with  aa  allegation  that  the  matter  of  defenca 
arose  after  the  last  pleading,  the  plaintiff  shall  be  at 
liberty  to  confess  such  plea,  and  shall  be  entitled  to  the 
costs  of  the  cause  up  to  the  time  of  pleading  such  plea." 
Until  this  case  it  seems  never  to  have  been  decided  what 
was  the  effect  of  confessing  a  plea  nnder  this  rule.  Doe* 
suoh  confession  operate  merely  as  a  nolle  proiefui,  and 
leave  the  plaintiff  free  to  oommenoe  another  action  for 
the  same  cause,  or  does  it  put  an  end  altcgetiier  to  tii» 
plaintiff's  right  of  action  7  This  case  decides  that  th* 
effect  of  a  confession  is  "  that  the  defendant  is  entitled 
npon  such  confession  to  a  final  judgment;  that  lie  go 
without  day  ;  that  the  effect  is  not  that  of  a  mere  mOh 
prouqvi;  and  that  the  plaintiff  cannot  afterwards  assert 
in  a  fresh  action  any  claim  which  he  might  have  set  np 
in  the  action  which  he  has  bartered  away." 

Newington  r.Zevi  alscdecides  a  second  pointabout  which 
there  was  considerable  doubt,  viz.,  that  a  release  subject  to 
a  condition  subsequent  is  a  valid  release,  and  operates  as 
suoh  nntU  the  condition  aabeeqnent,  upon  whioh  it  ia 
dependent,  takes  effeot.  The  release  is  then  avoided 
altogether,  and  the  debt  or  right  of  action  thereupon 
revives.  The  objection  to  thus  holding  was  a  very  tech- 
nioal  one,  but  at  the  same  time  not  without  force.  It  is 
dear  that  a  right  of  action  cannot  be  suspended  except 
by  the  giving  of  a  negotiable  instrament.  "  It  a  right 
of  action  is  once  suspended  by  the  voluntary  act  of  tha 
party  entitled  to  it,  it  is  for  ever  gone  and  discharged  " 
(see  Ibrd  v.  Beaeh,  11  Q.  B.  862).  It  was  argued  that 
a  release  subject  to  a  condition  sabsequent  was  nothing 
more  than  a  suspension  of  the  right  of  aotion  nntil 
the  condition  was  falfiUed.  The  case  was,  however,  dis- 
tinguished from  that  of  a  mere  suspension  of  a  right  of 
action  "  as  the  release  will  he  for  ever  operative  unless 
subsequently  avoided.  The  distinotion  is  fine,  but  it  ia 
supported  I^  analogy,  and  gives  effect  to  the  olear  inten- 
tion of  the  parties." 


Cavse  op  Action — Sebvick  ot  Wbit  Out  of 
Jurisdiction — Common  Law  Pbocedube  Act,  1862, 
ss.  18, 19. 

Jachion  V.  SpUtal,  O.P.,  18  W.  B.  1162. 
This  case  involved  a  consideration  of  the  jnriadiction 
of  the  Courts  over  persons  resident  abroad,  of  the  meaor 
iog  of  seotions  18  and  19  of  the  Common  Law  Procedure 
Act,  1852,  and  of  the  conflicting  decisions  upon  those 
seotions.  The  case  is,  in  the  words  of  the  judgment,  one 
of  the  greatest  importance  for  mercantile  interests. 
Sections  18  and  19  of  the  Common  Law  Piooedure  Aoti 
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1862,  authoriM  a  pUintifl  to  aae  penont  leaident  abroad, 
U  tbeie  i»  "  a  canae  of  action  which  atoae  within  the 
jniiidiotioB,  or  in  respect  of  the  breach  of  a  contract 
made  within  the  jnritdiction."  The  latter  half  of  the 
■entenoe  ia  dear.  If  a  contract  it  made  within  the 
jnrisdiotion,  there  is  no  diffioaltj.  There  has,  howerer, 
been  a  conflict  of  authority  as  to  the  meaning  of  "  cause 
of  action  which  arose  witUn  the  joriadiction."  In  some 
cases  it  was  held  tliat  this  meant  the  whole  cause  of 
action,  and  that  if  a  contract  were  made  abroad,  and 
broken  in  England,  the  case  did  not  fall  within  the 
sections.  Other  cases  again  decide  tho  contrary,  as,  for 
fautanoe,  in  Fife  r.  Bond  (G  W.  B.  282),  where  a  pro- 
missory note  T^as  made  in  France  payable  in  London, 
and  dishonoured  in  London.  It  was  held  that  the  oanse 
of  action  arose  within  the  jorisdiotion. 

The  judgment  in  Jaekton  y.  S^ittal  was  a  considered  one, 
and  it  reviews  all  the  decisions  upon  these  sections. 
The  oonclosion  of  the  Court  is  in  aooordanoe  with  the 
prinoiple  of  IVe  t.  Bond,  and  the  other  oaaes  to  the  same 
effect,  Tiz.,  that  the  cause  of  action  "  ia  the  act  on  the  part 
of  the  defendant  which  gives  the  plaintiff  his  cause  of 
complaint."  On  this  principle  it  was  therefore  held  that 
where  a  contract  was  made  in  the  Isle  of  Man,  and  bro- 
ken in  England,  that  the  case  fell  within  section  18. 
This  decision  is  of  great  practical  importance,  and  it 
•ettles  a  question  about  what  there  was  until  now  the 
greatest  doubt.  Although,  of  course,  the  other  Courts 
are  not  technically  bound  to  follow  the  decision  of  a 
Court  of  only  co-ordinate  jurisdiction,  it  is  ncTerthelees 
most  probable  that  thia  oonstmotion  of  the  seotion  will 
be  adopted  by  the  other  Courts.  The  construction  ia  the 
most  reasonable  reading  of  the  words,  and  will  nn- 
donbtedly  be  the  most  convenient  in  practice.  Jaekion 
T.  Spittal  also  decides,  as  a  point  of  practice,  that  a  de- 
fendant served  with  a  writ  or  notice,  under  sections  18 
and  19,  may  apply  for  a  stay  of  proceedings,  on  the  ground 
that  the  oauae  of  action  is  not  within  the  jurisdiction, 
without  waiting  for  the  plaintiff  to  make  the  application 
required  by  the  sections  for  leave  to  proceed. 

Nesliobmcs— Ihpuso  Comtbact — Stand  on  Bace 

COUBSE. 
Franei»  v.  CoekereU,  Ex.  Ch.,  18  W.  B.  1206. 
The  Exchequer  Chamber  have  affirmed  the  decision  of 
the  Ooort  of  Queen's  Bench  in  thia  case,  by  which  it  was 
held  that  the  defendant,  who,  with  others,  caused  a  stand 
to  be  built  on  a  race-course  and  received  money  for  its 
use  for  the  purposes  of  the  race,  waa  liable  for  a  defect 
in  the  construction  of  the  atand  which  cauaed  damage  to 
the  plaintiff,  although  this  defect  was  occasioned  solely  hy 
the  negligence  of  the  contractor  who  erected  it,  althongh 
the  contractor  was  competent  to  do  such  work,  and  the 
defendant  was  not  himself  guilty  personally  of  any  negli- 
gence. This  decision  auppUea  an  omiiaion  that  waa  left 
by  Beadhead  v.  Midland  Bailway  Company  (17  W.  B. 
787),  which  decided  that  carriers  were  not  liable  for  the 
oonseqnencee  of  an  accident  caused  by  a  latent  defect  in 
a  carriage  which  could  not  have  been  discovered  by 
ordinary  care.  The  carriage  in  that  case  waa  not  ahown 
to  have  been  negligenUy  made,  and  the  jndgmenta  do 
not  decide  what  would  have  been  the  legal  conaequenoe 
if  the  carriage  bad  been  made  by  a  competent  contractor 
but,  in  fact,  negligenUy,  and  if  the  defendants  had  used 
the  carriage  without  any  negligence,  and  the  accident  had 
then  happened  in  consequence  of  the  contractor's  negli- 
gence, ^anm  v.  CcekereU  now  decides  that  the 
defendants  would  be  liable  in  the  same  way  as 
if  they  had  themselves  mannfaotnred  the  carriage. 
The  advantage  of  this  decision  ia  that  the  person 
injured  is  supplied  with  a  remedy  whioh  would 
not  exist  if  the  decision  had  been  the  other  way. 
The  plaintiff  in  I'rancit  t.  Oaeherell  oould  not  have  suo- 
oessfully  sued  tiie  contractor  because  there  was  no  con- 
tract between  them,  and  the  contractor  was  not  nnder 
any  datgr  towards  the  plaintiff.    The  plaintiff  was,  how- 


ever, held  entitled  to  sue  the  defendants  who  employed 
the  oontraotor,  and  they,  it  would  seem,  could  not  fail  to 
have  an  action  against  the  oontrat^r  to  recover  for  the 
loss  which  the  plaintiff's  action  cauaed  them.  Except 
in  this  way  the  plaintiff  would  have  been  witiioot 
remedy. 

Although  this  question  arose  with  respect  to  a 
stand  at  a  race,  the  Court  below  expressly  applied  the 
principle  of  the  decision  to  the  case  of  railway  accidents, 
to  whioh  its  application  will  be  probably  more  frequent 
than  to  any  other  class  of  oases.  Bailway  companies  are 
now  liable  not  only  for  their  own  n^Iigenee,  whether  in 
carrying  passengers  or  in  the  manufacture  of  their 
oarriages,  but  are  also  liable  for  the  consequence  of  the 
negligence  of  the  manufacturer,  where  their  carriagca 
are  manufactured  by  others.  Under  the  authority  of 
Beadhea^t  eate  railway  companies  are  not  liable  for 
latent  defects  in  carriages  which  oould  not  be  discovered 
and  are  not  cauaed  by  negligence.  Bailway  companies 
in  abort  do  not  warrant  tiie  roadworthineea  of  their 
carriages,  but,  under  the  authority  of  F\rtmeit  t. 
CoekereU,  they  do  warrant  that  their  carriages  have 
not  been  negligently  made  either  by  themselves  or  others. 
The  judgments  given  by  the  Exchequer  Chamber  are  not 
considered  judgments,  and  do  not  display  much  care  in 
the  way  they  deal  with  the  subject.  Kelly,  C.B.,  doea 
not  adopt  quite  the  same  grounds  aa  those  of  the  Cout 
below,  although  he  agrees  with  their  decision.  He  says  : 
"  I  am  clearly  of  opinion  aa  a  proposition  of  law  that 
when  one  man  engages  to  supply  a  certain  thing  for  a 
certain  purpose  and  another  person  pays  a  sum  <^  monqy, 
that  the  former  enters  into  an  implied  oontraot  that  the 
article  shall  be  reasonably  fit  for  the  purpose  for  which 
it  ia  to  be  applied.  .  .  .  And  I  ahonld  aay  that  the 
contract  in  Uiia  oaae  waa  that  the  atand  ahould  be  reaaoii> 
ably  fit  for  uae  with  one  only  exception  (as  in  Beadkeadft 
eate),  any  nnaeen  defect  not  to  be  discovered  by  any 
reasonable  inquiry."  It  will  be  seen  that  this  proposition 
of  law  goes  a  long  way,  and  it  will  deserve  careful  con- 
sideration whether  it  does  not  stretch  the  rules  of  law 
somewhat  beyond  the  limits  to  which  tiiey  have  hitherto 
been  extended.  In  noticing  the  decision  of  this  case  in  tiie 
Queen's  Bench  (14  S.  J.  G93)  we  suggested  several  nlawaa 
of  cases  in  whioh  the  prinoiple  of  I^aneie  v.  CoehereU 
might  be  applied  in  such  a  way  as  to  canse  some  change 
in  what  has  hitherto  been  supposed  to  be  the  law,  and  we 
do  not  now  repeat  what  we  then  said. 


BSVIEWS. 


The  Law  of  Copyright  in  Works  of  Literature  and  Art,  in~ 
chiding  that  of  the  Drama,  Muiie,  Engraving,  Beulpture, 
Painting,  Photography,  and  Ornamental  and  XJeeful  Bmgnt. 
Together  with  international  and  Foreign  Copyright;  with 
the  Sttttutei  relating  thereto,  and  References  to  the  Snglish 
and  American  Deeieione.  By  'Waltes  Abthuk  Cofinokb, 
of  the  Uiddle  Temple,  Barrister-at-Lavr.  London  : 
Stevens  &  Haynes. 

The  most  recent  text-book  on  this  subject,  previoosly  to 
the  work  now  under  our  notice,  ia  the  very  usenil  one  of  Ur. 
Phillips,  published  in  1863  by  the  pabli^ers  of  tiie  present 
treatise.  The  law  of  copyright  has  since  that  time  under- 
gone leas  change  than  many  other  branches  of  the  law ;  stiU 
were  have  b^n  a  great  many  developments  for  a  new 
treatise  or  a  new  edition  to  post  np.  The  practitioner  will 
at  once  call  to  mind  a  larse  number  of  decisions  delivered 
within  the  last  two  years,  besides  which  the  law  of  copyrjj^t 
has  received  some  statutory  alteration  ;  the  32  &  88  Vust. 
c  24,  repealed  a  great  number  of  the  former  Acts,  sod 
abolished  (inter  alia)  the  registration  of  newspaper  tUles. 

Mr.  Copinger's  work  comprises,  besides  contents  md  table 
of  cases,  416  octavo  pages,  of  which  266  are  devoted  to  the 
treatise  itself,  and  the  remaining  149  are  occupied  by  printa 
of  the  subsisting  statutes,  incIuiUng  that  of  1869,  Orders  in 
Council  concerning  certain  foreign  copyrights.  Board  of 
Trade  regulations  respecting  registration  of  desiraia,  and  a 
few  conveyancing  precedents  of  agreements  for  sale  of  copy- 
right and  so  forth.    This  latter  portion  of  the  work  witl  be 
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fonnd  handy  and  iiMfol.  The  treatue  itielf  conauts  of 
ninetaen  chapters,  titled  :  (1)  Historical  View  of  the  copyright 
laws  ;  (2)  What  maybe  the  snbject  of  copyright  ;  (3)  Tenn 
of  copyright  ">d  in  Wliom  Vested ;  (4)  Rwistration  of  copy- 
right ;  (5)  Assignment  of  copyright ;  (6)  Infringement ;  (7) 
Remedy  at  Law  ;  (8)  Bemedy  m  Equity.  The  next  nine 
chapters  then  proceed  to  the  details  respecting  the  various 
davra  of  copyright,  such  as  Crown  copyright  (chap.  9), 
Hnaical  and  Dramatic  (chap.  11),  Enoa-nngs,  Prints,  &c. 
(chap.  12),  Designs  (chap.  16),  and  so  forth.  Chap.  18  is  a 
Tery  naefnl  chapter  on  Foreign  copyrights,  and  chap.  19 
deals  with  Airangeoients  between  Author  and  Publisher. 
The  historical  viaw  of  copyright  law,  a  useful  thing  in  its 
way,  is  adorned  with  various  matters  which  seem  rather 
snperflaons ;  thns  it  may  be  all  very  well,  in  noticing  early 
instances  of  the  recognition  of  property  in  the  results  of 
brainwork,  to  cite  Juvenal's  line  aboat  the  sale  of  Statins' 
"  Agave,"  hut  we  hardly  see  the  use  of  encumbering  the 
work  with  a  half-^age  citation  from  an  eloquent  parliamen- 
tary speech  of  Seijeant  Talfonrd's  in  favour  of  copyright 
extension.  Snch  matters  in  a  text-book  are  only  emhams- 
sing. 

The  treatise  is  not  very  lucidly  composed,  and  its  value 
as  a  gnida  is  not  augmented  by  the  author's  occasionally  in- 
oorporatine  in  his  text  his  own  arguments  in  favour  of  what 
Ae  Uiinks  the  law  otight  to  be,  whereas  people  buy  text-books 
toleam  from  them  what  the  judges  and  the  Legislature 
have  made  it,  the  latest  expositions  being  of  course 
those  which  rank  first  in  authority.  Bis  treatment  of  the 
celebrated  question,  whether  or  no  the  common  law  recog- 
nises a  copyright  after  publication,  is  an  imfortunate  in- 
stance. Perhaps  the  reader  remembers  the  conflict  of  judi- 
cial opiiiioB  on  this  much  vexed  question.  In  Uillar  v. 
Taylor  (4  Burr.  2303),  the  common  law  judges  differed  on  it, 
but  the  majority  were  in  favour  of  the  right.  The  point, 
however,  still  continued  vexed  by  judicial  conflict,  as  for 
mstane*  in  DanaUtm  v.  Becket  (4  Burr.  2408)  &c.  &c.  But 
in  1854  the  question  was  extensively  deliberated  in  the 
HoQse  of  Ijoras,  in  the  well-known  case  of  Jeffrtyt  v.  Bootey 
(4  H.  I>  815),  in  which,  besides  Lords  Cranworth, 
Brougham,  and  St.  Leonards,  ten  of  the  common  law 
judges  delivered  opinions.  Of  the  common  law  judges 
Krle,  J.,  balieved  in  the  existence  of  the  common 
lawr^ht,  Psike,  B.,  Pollock,  C.B.,  and  Jervis,  C.J.,  an- 
noonced  the  contrary  opinion;  and  Crompton,  Williams, 
Wightman,  Manle,  and  Coleridge,  JJ.,  and  Alderson,  B., 
expraaed  no  opinion  on  the  pomt.  Lords  Cranworth, 
Bnmg^iain,  and  St  Leonards  were  unanimous  against  the 
ri^t.  Now-  it  is  perfectly  true  that,  as  some  of  the  judges 
otaerred,  the  decision  of  this  qnestion  was  not  necessary  to 
the  decision  between  the  plaintif  and  defendant  in 
this    caae,    hut   the  question  being,   as  it  were,    impli' 


catcd,  nusy  of  them  thought  it  light  to  pronounce 
upon  iL  The  opinion  of  the  majority  was,  as  we 
have  seen,  against  the  right,  and  in  the  seventeen 
years  which  have  elapsed  since  then,  the  disposition 
of  the  Coorts  has  been  to  regard  the  question  as  now 
settled  in  accordance  with  that  opinion.  See.  for  in- 
stance, the  remarks  of  'Williams,  J.,  in  Reade  v. 
Gmguat  (9  C.  B.  N.  S.  768,  9  W.  R.  434).  Such  being 
the  l^al  tacts  as  to  this  question,  Mr.  Copinger  treats 
it  in  this  way.  At  p.  9,  after  discussing  copyright 
before  publication  he  goes  on  to  say  : — "  At  one  time  it 
was  contended  that  by  publication  the  author  or  proprietor 
lost  any  right  he  might  have  had  at  common  law  to  the 
pcoperty  in  the  work  published.  But  it  would  have  been 
TCTT  htfd  indeed  if,"  &c. ;  and  then  the  author  continues 
with  an  argnment  to  show  that  on  grounds  of  justice  and 
expadiescy,  there  ought  to  be  a  common  law  copyright  after 
paUication.  A  quantity  of  old  cases  of  the  18th  century 
are  then  cited,  for  the  sake  apparently  of  stating  that  "all 
these  injunctions  were  issued  and  acquiesced  in  under  the 
pcesomption  that  the  common  law  right  ....  was  in 
the  respective  plaintiffs."  MiUar  v.  Taylor  is  then  quoted, 
after  wnich  Dmaldton  v.  Seeitt  is  noticed  at  considerable 
loigth  as  an  authority  in  favour  of  the  right ;  so  the  text 
eoda,  so  far  as  the  English  law  is  concerned,  and  Jtffreyt  v. 
Btfosey,  and  one  or  two  other  later  cases  are  disposed  of  in  a 
foat-itota  of  six  lines.  It  need  hardly  be  remarked  that  this 
tijinHmg  of  the  matter  is  not  a  proper  representation  of  it, 
ad  tlie  most  fiivourable  thing  that  can  be  said  is  that  if  a 
leader  goes  thron^^  the  whole  very  carefully  and  looks  up 
d  tit»  cases  referred  to  in  text  and  notes,  he  will  have  the 
~  I  for  a  correct  judgment. 


The  appendix,  and  the  information  aa  to  foreign  copyri{^t 
are  usefm,  and  the  decisions  have  been  noted  up  down  to 
the  very  latest.  On  the  whole,  it  appears  to  ns  that  in  the 
hands  of  any  one  not  already  familiar  with  at  any  rate  the 
main  principles  of  the  subject,  the  treatise  portion  would  not 
be  thoroughly  reliable;  but  in  experienced  hands,  unlikely  to 
be  misled,  it  may  be  useful,  because  everything  is  to  be  found 
in  it,  and  it  is  well  noted  up. 

A  Treatiu  on  thi  Law  of  Bankruptcy,  Containing  a  fM 
ExpoHHan  of  the  Frineiplet  and  Praetiet  of  tht  Law,  /if 
eluding  iht  AUerationM  made  by  the  Bankruptcy  Act,  1869, 
wUA  an  Appendix  Compruing  the  Statutes,  Sulee,  Ordert, 
and  Form*. '  By  GsoaoE  Yoitng  Roeson,  Esq.,  of  the 
Inner  Temple,  Barrister-at-Law.  London  :  Butterworths, 
1870. 

Since  the  Bankruptcy  Act,  1869,  came  into  operation  we 
have  had  to  notice  an  umost  countless  number  of  treatises 
founded  upon  it ;  but  all  of  these,  whatever  their  title  and 
whatever  tneir  form,  have  been  nothing  more  in  substance 
than  mere  editions  of  the  Act  with  more  or  less  copious 
explanatory  notes.  Almost  the  only  difference  between 
them  is  that  some  editors  have  been  content  to  print  the 
sections  of  the  Act  in  the  odd  and  illogical  order  in  which 
they  stand  in  the  statute-book — while  others  have  used 
scissors  and  paste  and  cut  them  up  into  chapters. 

Mr.  Robson's  book  belongs  to  a  very  different  class.  It  is 
the  first  attempt  which  has  been  made  at  a  complete  ex- 
position of  the  law  and  practice  of  bankruptcy  as  it  exists 
at  this  moment,  that  is  to  say  of  the  old  law  of  bankruptcy 
as  modified  by  the  Acts  of  1 869. 

If  those  Acts  had  introduced  in  fact,  as  they  are  supposed 
by  some  imaginative  people  to  have  done,  a  new  system  of 
bankruptcy  uiw — a  treatise  such  as  Mr.  Robson's  appearing 
so  soon  after  the  passing  of  the  Acts  might  justly  be  re- 
garded with  some  suspicion.  But  the  Act  of  1869  has  done 
nothing  of  the  kind.  The  law  of  bankruptcy  remaios  in  all 
its  broader  features  and  even  in  most  of  its  details  the 
same  as  it  has  long  been.  The  changes  introduced,  thouj^ 
far  fi?om  unimportant,  are  really  few  and,  for  the  most  par^ 
tolerably  well  defined.  Mr.  Robson  is,  therefore,  fhllvjnsti- 
fied  in  publishing  such  a  book  as  he  has  done.  And  as  he 
is  plainly  master  of  his  subject,  and  has  spared  ndther 
time  nor  labour  in  the  treatment  of  it,  his  book  is  a  most 
usefhl  one.  In  a  very  short  compass  Mr.  Robson  has  given 
his  readers  a  great  mass  of  useful  information.  His  matter 
is  well  selected  ;  his  statements  of  law  almost  always  both 
accurate  and  concise.  He  has  exercised  too,  it  seems  to  ns, 
a  sound  judgment  in  the  comparative  space  which  he  has 
given  to  the  treatment  of  the  new  law  and  of  the  old  ;  and 
has  avoided  the  common  error  of  giving  more  prominence  to 
small  details  merely  because  they  are  new  than  to  important 
principles  which  happen  to  be  old.  In  point  of  arrangement 
the  book  leaves  room  for  something  to  be  desired. 


C0UBT8. 


JUDGES'  CHAMBERS. 

Kov.  i.—The  DAtors  Act. 
WuxBS,  J.,  in  the  course  of  an  application  under  the 
Debtors  Act,  said  that  the  Legislature  intended  small 
cases  to  be  taken  to  the  county  courts,  and  not  to  the 
superior  courts.  He  hoped  that  when  he  again  attended 
chambers  there  would  be  some  rule  that  the  debtors' 
summonses  in  small  cases  should  be  heard  before  the  county 
courts.  

COURT  OF  banb:ruptcy. 

Likcoln's-Isk.Fiei.d8. 
(Before  Mr.  Registrar  Murbat,  sitting  as  Chief  Judge,) 
Kov.  9.— Be  Hay  ward. 
Praetiee  before  the  regittrart. 
This  was  an  application  on  behalf  of  Mr.  Hayward,  a 
bankrupt,  for  an  order  discharging  the  adjudication  made 
against  him,  on  the  ground  t£it  it  had  been  improperly 
obtained. 
Beed,  for  Mr.  Hayward. 

Bagley,  for  the  petitioning  creditor,  raised  a  preliminary 
objection  on  the  eroand  that  the  application  was  not  to  the 
registrar  who  maae  the  adjudication.  Doubtless,  a  registrar 
m^ht  properly  refer  any  question  before  him  to  the  Chief 


Digitized  by 


Google 


28 


THE  SOLICITORS'  JOURNAL  &  REPORTER.  Nov.  12, 1870. 


Jodge,  but  (»« legiMbt  would  not  entertain  an  appeal  from 
aa  Older  made  by  another  regiatrar.  In  tbia  case  the 
adjudication  waa  prooonnced  by  Mr.  Registrar  Bron^am, 
npoD  OTidaaoe  addooed  in  the  usual  mode,  and  the  petition 
bad  been  balloted  to  Mr.  R^iatrar  Spring  ^oe.  He  sof- 
geated  that  an  appeal  would  ue  to  the  Loida  Joaticei. 

Jtttd. — This  waa  not  an  appeal  from  another  reffiatrar ; 
it  was  a  snbstantiTe  application,  and  the  Court  had  ample 
joiisdietion  mider  the  Bankruptcy  Act,  1869,  a.  72,  to  deal 
with  it.  To  the  r^istran  were  now  del^iated  all  the 
powen  vested  in  the  Chief  Judge,  except  the  powers  to  try 
an  iasae  and  to  commit  for  contempt.  In  this  case  an 
adjudication  had  been  obtained  without  the  knowledge  of 
the  debtor. 

Mr.  Registrar  Mvbjut  said  he  had  no  doubt  that  a  regis- 
trar acting  aa  Chief  Judge  would  have  jurisdiction  in  this 
case  under  the  delegated  powers  oonrarred  by  the  Chief 
Judge.  On  that  ground  he  saw,  therefore,  no  difficulty. 
Wiut  regard  to  the  suggestion  that  the  appeal  would  pro- 
perly lie  to  the  Lords  Justioes,  he  could  not  understand  ' 
now  the  bankrupt  could  appeal,  because  the  ground  of  the 
present  application  was  that  certain  fiusts  were  either  sup. 
pressed  or  misrepresented  at  the  hearing,  and  it  therefore 
became  necessary  to  make  a  substantive  motion  to  set  aside 
the  adjudication.  Then,  as  to  the  practice,  an  application 
should  have  been  made  in  the  first  instance  for  some  early 
day  to  be  named  for  the  hearing  of  the  application,  not  before 
the  Lords  Jtisticee,  but  before  the  registrar  to  whom  the 
matter  waa  allotted,  or  the  registrar  by  whom  the  order  of 
adjudication  was  made.  He  must,  therefore,  decline  to  hear 
the  application,  but  would  give  the  bankrupt  an  opportunity 
of  qtplying  to  Hr.  Registrar  Brougham  on  Uie  subject  if  he 
thought  fit 

Soudtors  for  the  bankrupt,  Earptr,  Broad  ^  Manby. 

Solicitors  for  the  petitioning  creditor,  Blaekford  ft  Siehet, 

(Befsre  Mr;  Registrar  Brouohah,  sitting  as  Chief  Judge.) 

NoY.  10.— St  Spieer. 

OompUtuM  of  hanhrupt'i  eontract* — Evidmtt  of  vtUut  of  eon' 

traeU. 

Sted  applied,  under  proceedings  for  liquidation  instituted 
by  the  debtor,  for  the  appointment  of  a  leoeiver.  He  stated 
that  the  debtor  carried  on  business  as  a  builder,  and  at  the 
period  of  his  fiulure  he  was  engaged  upon  two  valuable  con- 
tracts which  it  was  desirable  should  be  continued  for  the 
benefit  of  the  creditors.  On  behalf  of  the  debtor  and  cer- 
tain of  the  creditors  who  joined  in  the  application,  the 
Court  was  asked  that  the  sonreyor  who  had  the  supervi- 
sion of  tbe  works  should  be  appointed  reoeiver,  and  an 
afiUavit  of  fitness  was  produced. 

Mr.  Registrar  Brodohax  said  at  present  the  evidence  in 
support  of  the  application  was .  defective,  for  there  was 
nothing  to  show  that  the  carrying  on  the  oontiracts  would 
be  for  the  benefit  of  the  general  body  of  the  creditors. 

Sttd. — The  surveyor,  who  is  here,  states  that,  if  ap- 
pcrinted,  he  will  be  prepared  to  advance  the  necessary  fundis. 

Ur.  Registrar  Bbouohax. — That  may  be,  and  yet  the 
oompletion  of  the  contracts  may  not  operate  for  the  benefit 
of  the  pfeneral  body.  There  must  be  some  evidence  as  to 
the  position  of  the  contracts  and  their  probable  value  if  car- 
ried on. 

Application  refused. 

Solicitors,  Parktr,  Booke  ^  Co. 

Mr.  Heather,  jnn.  (solicitor),  afterwards  applied  in  another 
case  for  the  appointment  of  a  receiver. 

Mr.  Registrar  Brougham,  after  perusal  of  the  affidavits, 
said  these  applications  came  before  the  Court  in  a  very 
slipshod  state.  Information  and  belief  of  accountants  and 
solicitors'  clerks  was  wholly  insufficient  to  justify  an  ap- 
pointment He  wished  it  to  be  understood  that  orders  for 
the  appointment  of  reoeiveis  were  not  a  mere  matter  of 
ooune.  In  the  present  case  the  evidence  was  wholly  in- 
suficient. 

Application  refused. 

Re  Hayieari. 
Fractiee. 
This  case  was  mentioned  yesterday. 
Mr.  Rec^strar  Brouokam  now  expressed  his  willingness 
to  adjudicate  on  the  application,  but  intimated  tiiat  the 
proper  course  was  to  obtun  an  appointment  for  the  hearing 
at  Basinghall-street.    He  added  that  it  would  be  a  con- 
venient practice  if  the  reeistrar  who  made  the  atj^udioation 
(fftenratda  heard  any  appUoation  to  discharge  it 


COUNTY  COURTS. 

Lambeth. 

(Before  J.  Pm  Tatlob,  Esq.,  Judge. ) 

Nov.  i.—King  v.  ChiU. 

Prinetpti  and  agtrU — Warranty  *y  agmt  not  Unding  on 
principal. 

Tile  plaintiS^  a  bone-cutter,  claimed  £6  Si.  4d.  from  tha 
defendant,  a  bmshmaker.  The  plaintiflTs  agent  had  cidltd 
on  the  defendant  and  told  him  the  plaintiff  had  a  qiuiitit7 
of  best  London  bones  to  sell,  and  he,  the  agent,  wonld 
guarantee  them.  Defendant  went  to  plaintiff  and  bosght 
them,  but  did  not  ask  for  a  guarantee  from  the  plaintiff 
personally,  considering  that  the  agent's  word  was  simcient 
The  bones  turned  out  to  be  bad,  and  defendant  refbied  to 
pay  for  them. 

Mr.  FiTT  Tatlor  said  the  plaintiff  under  these  dream, 
stances  was  not  bound  by  the  representations  of  hii  agent. 
If  the  agent  had  completed  the  sale  and  delivery,  that 
would  have  made  all  the  difference,  and  the  plaintiff  would 
have  been  bound  by  his  agent's  acts.  The  defendant  was 
in  the  habit  of  using  bones,  and,  of  course,  knew  good 
from  bad.  He  had  an  opportunity  of  judging  of  them  at 
the  time  of  the  purchase,  and  must  have  been  satiifiedwith 
them  or  he  would  have  asked  for  a  warranty.  The  agent's 
warranty  and  the  sale  by  the  plaintiff  were  too  remote 
from  each  other  to  be  taken  as  parts  of  the  same  traniao- 
tion.  The  defendant  purchased  with  his  eyes  open,  and  if 
he  had  made  a  bad  bargain  it  was  his  own  fault,  and  ha 
must  pay  the  money. 


AFPonrTMEnTs. 


Mr.  Whjjam  Alwxamdbr  Fabkbb,  Chief  Justice  of  8t 
Helena,  has  been  appointed  a  member  of  the  EzecniiTe 
Council  of  that  island.  Mr.  Parker,  previously  to  heoooing 
a  member  of  the  Scotch  bar,  was  in  1839  appointed  aiBrtast- 
extractor  ofjudioial  records  in  her  Majesty  s  Oeneial  Bsgia- 
tor  House,  Edinburgh.  He  was  also  honorary  secretaiy  of 
the  Architectural  Institute  of  Scotland,  and  corresponoisg 
assooiate  for  Scotland  of  the  Society  of  Antiquaries  of  Loo- 
don,  and  of  the  Oenealogical  and  Historical  Society  of  Oreri 
Britain.  In  1863  he  was  admitted  a  member  of  theFaonlty 
of  Advocates  in  Scotland,  and  after  practising  for  aomeyeaia 
at  the  Scotch  bar  he  was  appointed,  in  1866,  chief  magisMs 
and  member  of  the  Legislative  ConnciT  of  her  Majesty  a 
forts  and  setUements  on  the  Gk)ld  Coast,  and  judicial  asaeaaor 
to  the  native  chie&  of  the  Oold  Coaat  protectorate.  In  18^' 
he  was  appointed  Chief  Justice  and  Judge  of  the  Vioe-Ad- 
miralty  Court  of  St.  Helena,  the  salary  attached  to  which 
judicial  office  is  X700  per  annum. 

Mr.  Whitlet  Stokes,  barristor-at-law,  has  been  *P' 
pointed  Secretary  to  the  Government  of  India  in  tn« 
Legislative  Department.  Mr.  Stokes  is  a  son  of  Dr.  \TOliam 
Stokes,  an  eminent  Dublin  physician,  and  was  educated  at 
Trinity  College.  Dublin.  He  was  called  to  the  bar  in 
Ireland  in  lUHchaelmas  Term,  18S3,  and  in  England,  at 
the  Inner  Temple,  in  November,  1855.  Having  proceeded 
to  Calcutta,  he  was  appointed  Secretary  to  the  Legisla^ 
Council  of  India,  in  which  capacity  he  has  approved 
himself  as  a  very  able  and  energetic  labourer,  and  hat 
been  identified  with  all  the  great  measures  of  Indian  1^^ 
lation  for  several  years  past  His  office  has  now  been  nned 
to  the  status  of  a  Government  secretaryship,  with  effset 
from  the  24th  of  September  last.  About  two  years  ago  Mr. 
Stokes  reaeived  the  degree  of  LL.D.  from  the  Unirenity 
of  Dublin. 

Mr.  Waiter  Browne,  solicitor,  of  Nottingham,  has  beaa 
appointed  Qerk  to  the  Nottingham  Waterworks  Comp^, 
in  succession  to  Mr.  John  Rogers  Browne,  deceased.  Mr. 
W.  Browns  was  certificated  in  Trinity  Term,  1857. 

Mr.  WnxiAM  Oeoboe  Wkhtall  Loveli,  soh'citor,  rf 
Deddington,  has  been  appointed  steward  of  the  manor  of 
Deddington.  Mr.  Lovell  was  admitted  in  l8iSS,_andwiia 
few  montjis  ago  appointed  Clerk  to  the  magistrates  of 
Deddington. 

It  is  stated  that  Mr.  William  Onrdon,  CoaBty  Court  Judge  tt 
Essex,  who  has  recently  been  seriously  indispqssd,  bmt  is  asw 
better,  is  abeut  to  resign  that  appointmsnt 
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QENEBAL  COSSESFOVDENCS. 

Fkibislt  Socibtt — Claim  o»  Dsfavltuio  Tbubukuu 
Sry — Would  any  of  ^onr  readets  kindlj  inform  me 
whether  a  Friendly  Soeiefy,  duly  certified  mider  the  Act, 
hai  now  any  priority  for  payment  of  moneyi  in  the  handa 
of  a  faeararer  who  becomea  banlcrupt  f  Li  the  IViendly 
Sodetiea  Act  (18  &  19  Vict.  o.  63),  a  priority  was  giren 
tiiem  tjiy  section  23 ;  and  a  similar  clause  was  contained  in 
the  Bankruptcy  Act,  1849,  and  continued  in  the  Act  of 
1861.  Both  of  these  Bankruptcy  Acts  are  now  repealed  by 
the  32  &  33  Vict.  e.  83.  The  Bankruptcy  Act,  1869  (33  &  33 
Vict.  c.  71}  contains  no  dause  similar  to  that  contained  in 
Acts  of  1849  and  1861,  giring  priority  to  Friendly  Societies. 
Section  23  of  the  Friendly  Societies  Act  is  not  repealed, 
and  I  therefore  presume  that  they  still  retain  their  priority, 
notwithstanding  section  32  of  the  Bankruptcy  Act,  1869, 
setting  forth  what  debts  shall  be  ecnsidered  preferential 
debts.  Akticlid  CiiBxk. 


Akbaicoucikts  with  Cbeditoks. 

Sir, — Can  any  of  jorxz  (readers  inform  me  whether  it  is 
the  duty  of  the  solicitor  of  a  debtor  petitioning  for  arrange- 
ment, to  fill  np  and  (if  a  commissioner)  to  swear  the  f&- 
darits  in  proof  of  debts  brought  by  the  creditors  attending 
the  first  meeting  ? 

The  practice  seems  to  vary.  Some  solicitors  contend  that 
it  is  no  part  of  their  duty  to  assist  the  creditors  to  prore, 
and  accordingly  thoy  make  a  otuafge  for  filling  up  and 
■wearing  the  affidavits.  Others  consider  the  case]  analogous 
to  a  bankrnptoy  under  the  old  law,  in  which  case  the  soli- 
citor was  allowed  a  fee  for  each  meeting,  which  included 
taking  the  proofii  of  creditors. 

There  is,  however,  in  m^  opinion,  no  such  analogy,  as  the 
affidavits  may  be,  and  strictly  ought  to  be,  brought  to  the 
meeting  ready  sworn,  while  in  a  oankruptcy  under  the  old 
law,  tba  proofii  of  creditors  attending  a  sitting  or  meeting 
wen  in  we  shape  of  depositions  when  before  the  court. 

If  a  fee  is  chargeable,  what  is  the  correct  amount  P  In  a 
case  I  know  of,  two  shillings  and  sixpence  was  charged 
far  filling  up  each  affidavit,  and  one  shilling  and  sixpence 
fo  swearing.  Kbmo. 

Not.  10. 


OBITUA&T. 


MB.  a.  LAW. 
Kr.  George  Iaw,  one  of  the  oldest  of  London  solicitors, 
&d  at  hia  residence,  Cotswold  Lodge,  Cheltenham,  on  the 
!Sth  of  October,  at  the  a^e  of  eigh^ -eight  years.  He  was  the 
yoongeat  and  laist  sorriving  son  of  the  late  Venerable  John 
Law,  D.D.,  Dean  of  Boohester,  and  was  admitted  as  far  back 
m  1803.  He  was  formerly  a  partaer  with  Mr.  Thomas  Tin- 
dal  -,  latterly  Mr.  Henry  HosMy  was  admitted  into  the  fim. 
On  the  death  of  Mr.  Tindal  abont  fifteen  years  ago,  Mr.  J. 
H.  Hnlbert  became  a  member  of  the  partnership,  which  has 
sinoe  been  carried  on  under  the  style  of  Law,  Hossey  & 
Hnlbert.  The  late  Mr.  Law  was  a  member  of  the  Solicitors' 
Beoevolent  Association.  One  of  his  sons  is  Mr.  George 
Law,  a  bturister  of  Lincoln's-um.  With  the  exception  of 
Mr.  Thomas  Dawee,  whe  was  admitted  in  1795,  Mr.  Law 
WW  the  oldest  London  solicitor  on  the  roll;  and  by  his 
daith  the  second  place  on  the  roll,  in  point  of  seniority,  is 
now  occupied  by  Mr.  Edward  Archer  Wilde,  the  father  of 
Lord  Penxanoe,  Judge  of  the  Probate  and  Divoioe  Court, 
and  brother  of  the  late  Lord  Chancellor  Tnuo. 


MB.  J.  E.  BBOWNE. 
tb.  John  Sogers  Browne,  solicitor,  of  Kottingham,  died 
at  Th«  Park,  his  residence  near  that  town,  on  the  28th  of 
October,  in  the  forty-seventh  year  of  his  age.  His  &ther, 
far  about  fifty  years,  held  one  of  the  higher  offices  under 
the  Excise  Board  in  the  (Sty  of  London.  Mr.  Browne  was 
wtretwl  at  Being's  College,  London,  and  was  afterwards 
ntided  to  Messrs.  Parke  &  Freeth,  solicitors,  of  Linooln's- 
ioB-Selda  ;  and  he  was  admitted  in  1844.  In  1846  be  went 
to  reside  at  Kottingham,  with  an  introduction  to  Mr. 
Qaorn  Rawson,  a  solicitor  of  that  town,  whom  he  ulti- 
■ite^  joined  in  partnership ;  and,  on  the  decease  of  that 
witwinan,  continued  to  practice  in  conjunction  with  Mr. 
Qeoig*  'Freeth,  the  surviving  partner,  and  with  Mr.  F.  G. 
BcwMO,  a  son  of  the  deceased  gentleman— Uie  firm  being 


known  as  Freeth,  Browne  &  Bswson.  Mr.  Browne  was  a 
member  of  the  Town  Council  of  Nottingham,  in  which  he 
sat  for  six  years  as  the  representative  of  St.  Mary's  Ward 
though  he  took  but  little  part  in  municipal  affiurs.  At  the 
time  of  his  death  he  held  the  offices  of  derk  to  the  Not- 
tingham Waterworks  Company,  and  solicitor  to  Messrs. 
Moore  &  Robinson's  Banldng  Company.  One  of  the 
deceased  gentleman's  surviving  brothers  is  Mr.  Charlea 
Browne,  of  the  Chancery  bar. 


SOCIETIES  ASJt  IN STITUTIOirS. 

LAW  STUDENTS'  DEBATING  SOCIETY. 

At  the  meeting  of  this  society,  on  Tuesday,  the  8th  inst., 
Mr.  Gordon  in  the  chair,  the  question  for  discussion  was 
No.  oxc.  jurisprudential,  "  Are  the  Germans  justified  in 
demanding  &om  France  the  annexation  of  Alsace  and  Lor- 
raine?" Mr.  E.  C.  Harvie  opened  the  debate  in  the  affirma- 
tive, and,  after  a  long  discussion,  the  qnestion  was  decided 
in  the  negative  by  a  large  majority. 

Mr.  Sidney  Chapman  was  elected  to  fill  the  post  of  secre- 
tary, vacated  by  Mr.  Wm.  Appleton. 


LIVEEPOOL  LAW  STUDENTS'  DEBATING 
SOCIETY. 
A  meeting  of  this  society  took  place  on  the  Sid  inst.  at  the 
Law  Library,  LiverpooL  Mr.  James  Lloyd  occupied  the 
chair.  The  subject  for  discussion  was — "  A.  on  a  sale  of 
freehold  to  B.  enters  into  the  usual  covenant  for  further 
assurance.  The  earlier  deeds,  which  also  relate  to  other 
property  of  A.,  are  retained  by  him,  and  no  covenant  for 
their  prodnction  is  entered  into  at  the  time.  Can  B.  after- 
wards compel  A.  to  covenant  for  the  production  of  these 
deeds  ?  "  After  a  warm  debate  the  affirmative  was  carried 
by  a  majority  of  three  votes. 


LAW  STXTDESTTS'  JOVEHAL. 

ADMISSION  OP  SOLICITORa 
The  Master  of  the  Bolls  has  appointed  Friday,  November 
2S,  at  the  Rolls  Court,  Chanceiy-lane,  at  four  o'clock  in 
the  afternoon,  for  swearing  in  solicitors. 

Every  person  desirous  of  being  sworn  in  on  the  above 
day  must  leave  his  common  law  admission  or  his  certificata 
of  practice  for  the  current  year  at  the  secretary's  office. 
Rolls-yard,  Chancery-lane,  on  or  before  Thursday,  Novem- 
ber 34. 

The  papers  of  those  gentlemen  who  cannot  be  admitted . 
at  common  law  till  the  last  day  of  Term,  will  be  received 
at  the  secretary's  office  np  to'  twelve  o'clock  at  noon  on  that 
day,  after  which  time  no  papers  can  be  recaved. 


COUBT  FAFEES. 


WINTER  CIRCUITS. 
Lancashire. — Mellob,  J.,  and  Bbbtt,  J. 
Leeds,  York,  and  Derb]r — Bylbs,  J. 
OlamorganiWoroestershire,  and  Warwick.— Bbaxwbll,  Br 
Stafford  and  Durham.— Cleasby,  B, 
Hampshire,  Leicester,  Northampton,  Norfolk. — ^Lush,  J. 
The  new  election  petition  judges  are  Cbaskbll,  B.,  Ebat- 
INO,  J.  and  LcsH,  J. 

SHREWSBURY  ELECTION  PETITION. 

Mr.  Baron  Channell  has  appointed  Monday,  December  6, 
at  3  p.m.,  for  the  trial  of  the  above-niuned  petition  at  Shrews-  - 
bury. 

The  Queen  has  been  pleased  to  appoint  the  Biirbt  Hon.  Sir 
Stafford  HenryNorthoote,  Bart,  C.B. :  Sir  M.  E.  Hioks  Beach, 
Bart ;  Sir  8.  H.  Watorlow,  Knt ;  and  J.  B.  Carter  :Bvan  M. 
Bichaids:  C.  8.  RoundeU;  F.  T.  Biroham;  and  W.  Pollard 
Pattison,  Esqs.,  to  be  her  Majesty's  CommiHionets  to  inquire 
into  ike  eziatmg  state  of  the  Law  relating  to  Friendly  Societies, 
and  also  to  inquire  into  and  report  upon  the  opetation  of  the 
Acts  relating  to  Friendly  Societies  and  Benefit  Building  Socie- 
ties, and  the  organisation  or  general  condition  of  Sooietias  es- 
tablished under  sndh  Acts  respectively,  and  upon  the  offices  and 
dntiss  of  the  Registrar  of  Friendly  Societies,  with  power  to 
suggest  any  impravaments  to  be  mtiae  in  the  Law  with  reqiect 
to  toe  matters  aforesaid. 
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PUBLIC  COMPANIES. 

aovEBHiiBirr  ruima. 

Iiin  QnoTATiov,  Nor.  11, 1170. 
fitm  tin  O0cial  UUtftKi  octiwl  htiMMi  trmutati.] 


S  per  Cent.  Conaols,  9Si 
DIMO  for Aoooant. Dec.  I,  fi\ 
>  per  Cent.  Redoeed  9I| 
New  a  per  cent.,  9l( 
Do.  Si  percent.,  Jan.  '94 
Do.  S(  fat  Cent.,  Jan.  '94 
Do. »  per  Cent.,  Jan. '7> 
Annnities,  Jan.  '(0— 


Annnltiee,  April,  '19 
Do.  (Bed  3aa  T.)  An;.  1 90S 
■zBUU,£IOOO.  —  per  Ct.lO  p  m 
Ditto,  XVW,  Da  —  10  p  m 
mtto,  £100  A  £100,  —  10  p  m 
Bank  of  Bngland  Stock,  4i  per 
Ct.  (la«t  hair-jrear)  Ml 
I  Ditto  for  Aoooant, 


nrDIAH  aOTEBRKENT  BBOCTBITIKS. 


tndi»  Stk.,  10)  p  Ct.Apr.'74, 108 

Ditto  for  Aoooant 

Ditto  6perCent.,Jal7, '80  113} 

Ditto  for  Aooonnt,— 

Ditto  4  perCeat.,  Oct.  '88  I00{ 

Ditto,  ditto,  Certifioatea,  — 

Ditto  Bnfaoed  Ppr.,  4  per  Cent.  91 


Ind.  Bnf.  Pr.,  5  pC.Jan.'Tt  lOO 
Ditto,  6i  per  Cent.,  U^, '79  107 
Ditto  Debentarei,  per  Cent., 

April, '64  — 
Do.  Do  ,5  per  Cent.,  Aa^.'TS  103 
Do.  Bonda,  4  per  Ct.,  £1000  SO  p  m 
Ditto,  ditto,  under  4100»,  JOpu 


RAILWAY  STOCK. 


Sbre. 


Stock 
Stock 
Stock 
Stock 
Stock 
Stock 
Stock 
Stock 
Stock 
Stock 
Stock 
Stock 
Stock 
Stoek 
Stock 
Stock 
Stock 
Stock 
Stook 
Stock 
Stock 
Stock 
Stock 
Stock 


Railwaji. 


Paid.  Cloiinc  price*. 


Briatoland  Exeter too 

Caledonian |  I  Oft 

Olasgow  and  South-Weatern loo 

Qreat  Eaatern  Ordinary  Stook I  loo 

Do.. East  Anglian  Stock,  Mo.  % i  100 

Qreat  Northern    '  100 

Do.,  A  Stook*    I  100 

Qreat  Soathern  and  Western  of  Ireland    109 

Great  Western— Original loo 

Laaoashire and  Torkehire  loo 

London,  Brighton,  and  South  Coast loo 

Laiidon,Chatham,  and  Dorer loo 

London  and  Horth-Western loo 

London  and  South-western    .„ loo 

llaaoheater,8heIBeld ,  and  Linooln I OQ 

Metropolitan lOO 

Midland  100 

So.,  Birmingham  and  Derby   loo 

North  British    109 

North  London  lOD 

North  StaOordahire lOO 

South  Devon >  luo 

South-Sastam  ... ..„ I  lOu 

TaffVale lou 


8B 
78 
118 

7 

i» 

71 

in 

.1 

90 

4« 

«81 

127) 

97 

*H 

lis 

48 
7»| 
166 


*  A  reoeiTea  no  dlridend  antU  6  per  oeot.  ha*  been  paid  to  B. 


MoNBT  Market  and  Citt  Intslliosnce. 

Early  in  tho  week  strong  hopes  were  entertained  of  an  aimis- 
'  tioe  wmch  would  le»d  to  peace,  yot  the  funds  were  but  little 
affected  by  the  demolition  of  those  expectations,  and  hare  re- 
mamed  rather  strong  and  steady  throughout  the  week.  Fo- 
reign seouritie*  had  rather  a  heavy  fall  on  receipt  of  the  news 
that  the  negotiations  for  an  ormistioe  had  failed :  they  are,  how- 
'  ever,  again  creeping  upward.  The  railway  market  has  not  been 
strong  this  week,  and  is  still  dull. 


BIBTB8,  HASBIAOXS,  AHD  SXATHS. 

BIRTHS. 

CvBLEWig — On  Aug.  22,  at  Hermaley,  near  Geelong,  the  wife 
of  Alfred  C.  Curlewis,  £sq.,  barrister-at-law,  of  a  oaughtar. 

Iabillixbb — On  Nov.  3,  at  fi,  Aldridge-road  Villas,  West- 
boume-park,  the  wife  of  Francis  Peter  I^illiere,  Esq.,  bar- 
rister-at-law, of  a  daughter. 

Owen — On  Sept.  17,  at  Sin^pore,  the  wife  of  Charles  Owen, 
Esq.,  barrister-at-law,  Senior  Magistrate,  Straits  Settlement, 
of  a  son. 

HABRIAGES. 

Ceompton— EoMiLLT— On  Nov.  8.  at  St.  John's,  Faddington, 
Henry  Crompton,  second  son  of  the  late  Mr.  Justice  Cromp- 
ton,  to  Lucy  Henrietta,  youngest  daughter  of  Lord  Bomilly. 

DEATHS. 

Bbntlby — On  Nov.  8,  at  Brighton,  Henry  Wm.  Bentley,  soli- 
citor, aged  S2. 

Nbttlebhip— On  Nov.  5,  Henry  John  Nettleship,  Esq.,  soli- 
citor, Kettering,  aged  63. 

Tekpanx — On  Nov.  4,  at  No.  63,  Albert-slreet,  Regent's-park, 
Edward  Henry  Tempony,  Esq.,  of  No.  10,  Bedford-row,  soli- 
citor, aged  33. 


Tb«  fiBCOBSBa  OP  Ranooon Mr.  John  Coryton.  Re- 
corder of  Rangoon,  continues  to  defy  the  High  Court  of  Cal- 
cutta. Upon  receipt  of  a  copy  of  the  order  of  the  High  Court, 
directing  him  to  re-admit  Mr.  Thompson,  a  solicitor,  to  prac- 
tice, and  a  petition  from  Mr.  Thompson  to  be  re-admitted,  the 
Recorder  gave  the  following  brief  judgment :— "  I  have  read 


the  observations  of  Mr.  Justioe  Phaar  in  the  case.  I  cannot  say 
they  weaken  the  views  I  have  hitherto  taken  of  it.  I  must  dis- 
miss the  petition." 

Tbk  Recoxoekshif  of  Bbbwick.— Mr.  Robert  Ingham, 
Q.C.,  has,  in  consequence  of  advanced  age  and  impaired  health, 
resigned  Uie  Recordership  of  Berwick-on-Tweed,  which  ha  has 
held  for  the  long  period  of  forty- years.  The  salary  attached  to 
the  office  is  £1!^  a-year.  Mr.  Ingham,  who  was  educated  at 
Oriel  College,  Oxfora,  of  which  he  was  a  fellow  for  many  yean 
was  called  to  the  bar  at  Linooln's-imn  in  1820,  but  removed, 
to  the  Inner  Temple,  of  which  he  is  a  bencher,  and  was  appoiBtadf 
a  Queen's  Counsel  in  18dO.  He  was  formerly  Attomey-uenenI 
for  the  County  Palatine  of  Durham,  which  office  he  reeigned  in 
I86I  ;  and  was  M.P.  for  South  Shields  from  1832  to  1811,  and 
again  from  18S2  till  November,  1868. 


UOU'DOV  0AZETTE8. 


Frofinfional  Partnenhipi  Dissolved. 

FaiDAv,  Nor.  4, 1870. 

Dewes,  Hy,  &  A.  Bowaid  Burgea,  Noaeaton,  Warwiok,  Atteneys-at- 

Ltw  and  Solicitors.    Octal. 
Litchfield,  R.  W.,  ft  John  Barton,  Seijetnts'-tno,  Fleet>*t,  Attorneys 
snd  Bolk:ttor>.    Oct  18. 

mnding  op  of  Joint-Stock  Coiapaaits. 

Fan>AT,Nov.4, 1370. 
LunTXD  w  Cbamcset. 
Mew  Hotel  Company,  Dover  (Limited).— Petitjon  for  winding  ap,  prs- 
icntad  Oct  29, directed  to  be  heard  before  Vice- Chancellor  Baeon,  aa 
Nov  19.    Lantsar  &  Stewart,  Abcbnich-Iane,  aolieltora  for  the  peti- 
tioner. 
Heston's  Steel  &  Iron  Company  (Limited). — Petition  (or  winding  up, 
presented  Nov  4,  dirrctad  to  be  heard  before  Vice- Chancellor  Stoart, 
on  Nov.  18.    Jobuon,  L  in3oln*8*inn-fields,  solicitor  for  the  petstioaer. 
ToBSDiT,  Nor.  8,  1870. 
LiKius  n  Cbascekt. 
Old  Park  Iron  Company  (Limited).— Petition  for  winding  aa,  praasotad 
Nor  7,  directed  to  be  heard  befiire  Vice-chancellor  Uatlns,  on  Hot 
18.    Sharp  fe  Ullitborne,  Gray's-inn,  agents  for  Newlll,  Wellingtoa, 
Salop,  soUdtor  lor  the  petttionen. 

Cnditon  nndar  Estates  in  Chancery. 

L(Ut  Day  of  Proof. 

KaisiT,  Nov.  4, 1870. 

Boatock,  SamI,  Stock  Exchange,  Esq.    Dec  8.    Boatock  •  Bsstoek,  V.C  . 

Stoart.    Dmce  ft  Co,  BUliter-st. 

TnxssiT,  Nov.  8, 1870. 
Bean,  Nathaniel,  Cheltenhaia,  Oloooester,  Lieat-Colonel.    Dee  <.    Car- 

thew  t>  Enragfat,  V.C.  Stoart.    Uarkbr  ft  Co,  New-sq,  Linooln's-ian. 
Bowyer,  Wm  Edwin,  Gt  Tower-st,  Tea  Broker.  :Oec  \i.  Ingle  >  Bowyar, 

V.C.  Bacon.    Ingle  ft  Co,  Tbreadnsedle-st. 
Leatliea,  Uary,  Green  Trees,  Brigham,  Cnmberlaod,  Widow.      Dae  %. 

Dickinson  «  White,  V.C.  Stuart.    Wan|h,  Cockermonth. 
McAroy,  PhtUp,  Woodford-bridgs,  Eshix,  Gent.      Dec  IS.     Stoek  • 

UcAvojr,  V.C.  StnarL    Morris  ft  Co,  Flnibory-elroos. 
Uoorat,  John  Soml,  Boih  hill-park,  Klddx,  Esq.     Deo  10.     Ilooiratv 

Moorat,  U,R.    Falmerft  Co,  TralUgar-iq. 
Williams,  Bev  Rowland,  Broad  Chalks,  Wilts,  Vicsr.    Dee  7.    Jeaaopp  v 

VUIlams,  V.C.  Stiurt.    Uptons  ft  Co,  Anstintriars. 

Creditors  nndar  82  &  8S  Viet.  cap.  85. 

latt  Dai/  of  Ouim. 
FaioAT,  Nov.  4, 1870. 

Ashworth,  Thos,  Bath,  Somoraet,  Esq.    Dec  31.    While  ft  Co,  Qraat 

Msrlborosgh-st. 
Bortlej,  Thoa,  Crawley,  Sossex,  Engineer.    Dec  21 .    Bedford,  Hor- 
sham. 

Bnm,  Wm,  Bnrton-on-Trent,  Stafford,  Inland  Bevenne Offlcer.    Dao  I. 
Perks,  Bai^n-upon.Trent. 

Brans,  Samael,  Newtown,  Uontgomery,  Solicitor.    Dec  1.    Qwynne, 
Llansantffrsld,  nr  Oswestry. 

Farmer,  Thos,  Uilten,  Derby,  Gent     Deo  1.    Perks,  BartOD-upan- 
Trsnt. 

Fornell,  Chas,  AmptbiU,  Bedford,  Flamber.    Dec  8.    Westeni  ft  Sona, 
Gt  James-st,  Bedford-row. 

Hartley,  John,  Eoitooe,  Oxlbrd,  Yeoman.    Dec  81.    Kilby  ft  Son,  Ban- 
bury. 

Hickling,  Jonathan,  Tottenham,  Ulddx,  Gent.    Dec  16.    Booker.  Ed- 
monton. 

Hooper,  Geo,  St  Mary's-rd,  Canonbury,  Warehouseman.    Febl.    Maza- 
den  ft  Chabb,  Frldsy-st,  Cheapside. 

Jackson,  Ber  Samuel,  Winchester.    Dee  1.    Smith  ft  Co,  Bread-Bt. 
Cheapside. 

Lyne.£Ils.Boarton-on-the-blll,  Gloneeilar.  Dee3l.    Barnes  ft  Bemazd, 
Gt  WInchester-st. 

Uackeson,  Lumsdon,  Dover,  Kent,  Esq.    Deo  5.    Mockeson  ft  Co,  I.tii- 
ooln's-lim-fields. 

Mann,  Thos,  Bnrford,  Oxford,  Gent.    Nov  30.    Parker  ft  Co,  Bedford- 
row. 

Uoffstt,  Wm  Early,  Oondle,  Northampton,  Oeot    Dee  It.    Nleholaon, 
Llmeh«t. 

Fsge,  Cqitain  Robert,  Bath,  Esq.    Jan  I.    Qibbs,  Bath. 

Peareth,  Wm,  Usworth  House,  Onrham,  Esq.    Nov  30.    Park  4fc  Kal- 
aon,  Esasx-st,  Strand. 

Eodwell,  Ann  HarU,  Rock  Ferry,  nr  Btarkenbead,  Cheater.    Jan  1*. 
Fielder  ft  Samner,  Oodliotn-st,  Doctors' -commons. 

Sandys,  Edwtai  Thos,  Sidney,  New  South  Wales.    Dec  20.    Bright.  I.iii- 
eOln's-lno-aelds. 

SUppens,  Wm,  Boylham,  SaSolk,  Fanner.    Dec  31.    Hsyward  k  Sons, 
N  eedham-market. 

Smith,  Sm  Robert,  Glooceat  er.    Dec  99.    Helps,  Qlouoester. 
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8]«im,  Jobn,  Holbcek,  Leeds,  Euthenwara  Huoikatanr.   Oeo  U. 

Teini)a«t,Icedii. 
Tiflor,  Wm,  Rmtilrtdun,  SoSolk,  Teoman.    Dee  SI.    Hejinud  k  Sou, 

Neadbam  Market. 
TDner.  lUiy,  Horahim,  SuMX,  Widow.    Deo  81.    Bedford,  Hontaam. 
Vatd,  John,  Kbaon,  Iieicasier,  Gent    Deo  11.    Badlbrd  &  Sod,  Athar- 

Vard,  Jobn,  Boralem,  StaSird,  Oent.    Dec  L    Ingle  k  Co,  Thnadnee- 


r,  Jaa,  FboeDix-pl,  Coldbsth-Belds,  Cab  Proprietor.    Dec  1.  Fr;, 
Due'a-tiui,  Strand, 
Taaialer,  Jai,  lliaiarleT,  Cheater,  Teoman.    Dec  30.    CIta*  Nnttall, 


TviaDAT,  Not.  8, 1870. 

Acton,  Bobert  Jaa,  Acton,  Middx,  Bnilder.  Deo  It.  Sehnltz,  Dyeit- 
bldgs.  Holbom. 

Atkinaon,  Fraa,  Uiddleabrough,  Toric,  Marohant.  Jan  1.  Belk,  Mid- 
dleabiaagh. 

Baita.  Frai,  WimbUngton,  Cambridie,  Gent.  Dec  7.  Dawbam  fe 
Win.llarcta. 

Bickbom,  Uj,  Lower  Weacombe,  Somenet,  Gent.  Dec  IT.  WUte  ft 
Son,  Wlitttoo. 

Bowdeii,  Wb,  Stockport,  Cheater,  Silk  Wearer.  Dee  I .  Marab,  Stock- 
port, 

CoolBD,  John,  Itaiance,  Com  Merobanl,    Nor  29.    Trjthall,  Pen- 


Fodeo,  Cbas,  Sntton,  nr  Macclesfield,  Chester,  Silk  Throwater.    Dee  9. 

BncUaliam  *  Co,  llaccleafield. 
Fox,  Wm  Drake,  PlTinonUi,  Deron,  Bntcher.    Deo  1.    Olbeon  k  Moore, 
'  PlyiBOntb. 
Graham,  Wm  Chas,  Upper  Westbonne-tar,  Gent.     Jan  t.    Toang  & 

Co,  St  MOdredl-ct,  Fooltry. 
Hadfleld,  Abel  OUnr,  Beaton  Norris,  Laneaster,  Yeoman.     Deo  1. 

Maisfa,  StMi^port. 
aatehaid,  Joiin,   FIjmooth,  Dotod,  TIear.    Dec  SO.    Sole  dt  QUI, 

Denoport. 
Hatehard,  Samnel,  Plowden-bldga,  Middle  Temple,  Barriater-at-Law, 

Dec  M.    Sole  tc  GUI,  Derongort. 
Havkea,  FbUip,  Arleaey,  Bedford,  Briekmaker.    Dec  31,    Bnrfordft 

Taylor,  Oxford. 
BUUard,  Geo  Edward  Anatmther,  Bmnant,  Carmarthen,  Esq.    Dec  iO. 

Tooke  *  Co.  Bedford-row . 
Hatehiosoo,  Wm,  Kingston- npon-Holl,  Gent,  Dee  10.  Lerettft  Champ- 

tj,  Kingston-upon-Holl. 
HanWlem,  John,  yringtord,  Oxford,  Yeoman.    Nor  16.    ]Uri>]r,  Bices- 
ter. 
Majnard.Hy  Stean,Portsea,Sontbampton,  Chemist.    Jan  4.    Walker, 


lOntr,  Richard  Geo  Perns,  Fetersfield,  Soalliamptan,  Gent.    Dae  31. 

SooKS,  Feterafleld. 
MaeittnMrie,  Jane,  Bath,  Widow.    Dec  SO.    Farrer  k  Co.  Uneoln's- 
.  iaaHMds. 

HoRiali, Wb,  CoIebrDoke,  Deron,  Teoman.    Dee  7.    8earle,Crediton. 
Oaiia,  Wm.  Oraabroook,  Kent,  Uiller.    Jan  1.    Unieome,  St  Leonard's- 


Bsbula,  Jaha,  Tynewydd,  Montgomery,  Farmer,    Jan  1.    Minshall, 

Oswecny- 
Serraate,  Samuel,   High  Holbom,  Undertaker.     Dec   IS.     Jackson, 

Ckaacny-laDe. 
Ttagla  Geo,  BiUitcr-st,  blington.  Carman.    Deo  13.    Baker  k  Co, 

Grasby-M). 
Wheler,  Anoe,  Stratford-upon-Aron,  Warwick.    Dec  ST.    Hnnt,  Stmt- 

te4  apoo-Aroa. 
Wicker,  Margarat,  HoUowajr-rd,  Widow.    Dee  SI.    HilbeiF,  Cmtehed 
Friars. 

Baokniptt. 

FaiMT,  Nor.  4,  1870. 

Under  the  Bankruptcy  Act,  1869. 

Creditora  mnst  Ibrward  their  proofs  of  del>ts  to  the  Registrar . 

To  Surrender  in  London, 

Oaaaek,  John,  Manor-rise,  Brixton,  Shoemaker.     Pet  Not  1.     FepTS. 

KoT  l»  at  2. 
Boilaads.  Wn  Simon,  Richmond-ter,  CUpham-rd,  Architect.     Pet  Oct 
31.    Braagham.    Kor  17  at  IS. 

To  Snnender  in  the  Coantry, 
Back,  Jotaa,  Leads,  Tobacconist.     Pet  Nor  S.     Marshall.     Leeds,  Nor 

It  at  II. 
JtaiBC  Joseph  Pitt,  k  Gordon  Pent;croes  Whitworth,  Haddeisfield, 

tStockbmkers.     fet    Oct  31.    Jones,  Jan.  HuddersSeld,  Nor  10  at  II. 
Eiee,  Tboa,  Bonsai,  Derby,  Cotton  Spinner.   Pet  Nor  :i.  Weller.   Derby, 

Now  S3  at  IS. 
Oant,Wm,  Homcastic,  Linftiln,  Tailor.    Pet  Not  S.     Uppleby.     Lin- 

eoln.  Nor  M  at  12. 
JoBca,  John,  tfKiol,  Diaper.    Pet  Nor  I.    HIom.    Lpool,  Nor  I6ats, 
oelMales,    Adam,  Woed-st,  Woolwich,  Gent.      Pet  Oct  31.      Bishop. 

tireenwieb.  Nor  SS  at  IS. 
Siapaoo,  Oogald  Commings,  k  Colin  Campbell,  Lpool,  Merehanla.  Pet 

■otS.    Uime.    Lpool,  Nor  SI  at  3. 
Weat,  Ttaos  John,  Lpool,  Ironmonger.     Pet  Not  i,     Watson.     Lpo<d , 

Not  la  at  I. 
Whiteley  Chas  John,  Famham,  Surrey,  Plumber,    Pet  Oct  S9.    White . 

CoUdMfd,  Nor  19  at  S. 

TuxsDaT,NoT,  3, 1870. 

Under  the  Bankruptcy  Act,  1869. 

Qreditors  most  forward  their  proolli  of  debts  to  the  Kegistrar. 

To  Surrender  iu  London. 

Waiden,  L.  £.,  Caanon-st,  General  Merchant.     Pet  Nor  4.     Marray, 

SCOT  Mas  IX.30. 

To  Surrender  in  the  Country. 

BeiwiliTnn.  Andrew  Baymond,  Arthur  Houghton,  k  Chas  d'Erne  Jones' 
Lpool,  Cotton  Broker.    FetNorS.    Watwa.    Lpool,  Nor  S2  at  S. 

Jbm.  Tboa.Jnn,  Keath,  Glamorgan,  Grocer,  Pet  Nor  S.  Morgan. 
Kcatb,  Not  SI  at  11. 


Smith,  Frank,  Abetdare,  Glamorgan,  Boot  Dealer.    Pet  Nor  4.    Beat. 

Aberdara,NorSSatll. 
Steer,  Geo,  GnUdfbid,  8aiT«y,  Grocer.    Pet  Mot  3.    Wblta.    Gnlldfbrd; 

Nor  19  at  II. 
Tilaton,  Thoa,  Lpool,  Oreeer.    Pet  Nor  5.  Watson,    Lpool,  Nor  S3  at  S. 
TomkinioD,  Jobn,  Manch.    Pet  Nor  3.    Kay.     Manch,  Nor  S«  U  9.30. 
Tnmer,  Bobt,  Heath,  Derby,  Timber  Merohant.      Pet  Nor  4.      Wake. 

Chestertield,  Nor  S8  at  S. 
Wilson,  Wm  Shirley,  Sheffield.  Draper.    Pet  Nor  4.    Wake.     SheiBeld, 

Nor  18  at  1. 

BANKXUPTCIEB  ANNULLED. 
FusAT,  Nor.  4, 18*0. 
Hooker,  Geo  Fredk,  Harlowee,  Hemel  Heaipataad.    Sept  S3. 

TniasAT,  Not.  8, 1870. 
Lord,  Wm,  (Ndham,  Lancashire,  Cotton  Waste  Dealer.    Not  S. 

Liqoiditioa  by  Amitgaaiont. 

FIRST  MEETINGS  OF  CSEDITORS. 

FaissT,  Nor.  4, 1870. 

Abrahams,  Geo,  Lnton,  Bedlbrd,  Plait  Bleacher.    Nor  18  at  II,  at  the 

<)ueen's  Hotel,  Chapel-st,  Loton.    C.  A.  Anstin. 
Ambrose,  Edwd,  Lee,  Kent,  Builder.     Nor  SI  at  3,  at  oflloes  of  Swann 

k  Co,  Chancery-lane. 
Angus,  Alex  Thoa,  Old  Broad-st,  Stock  Dealer.    Nor  21  at  IS,  at  offices 

o<  Allen,  Colley,  k  Edwards,  Old  Jewry. 
Arnold,  Chas,Montpell«r-et,  Walworth,  General  Dealer,    Nor  18  at  1 1 , 

at  offices  of  J.  R,  Cbldley,  Old  Jewry. 
Barnes,  Thee,  Promeet-ter,  Barringay-rd,  Hor  naey,  Bnilder.    Nor  18  at 

3,  at  olBces  of  W.  T.  Btcketts,  Frederiek-at,  Qray's-inn-rd. 
Barr,  Thos,  Newcastle-npon-Tyne,  Draper,     Nor  16  at  2,  at  olBoe  of  J. 

O.  Joel,  Market-st,  Newcastle-npon-Tyne. 
Booth,  Hailifleld.  Lincotai,  Bntcher,  Not  17  at  U,  at  offloea  orTniliams, 

Silrer-et,  Uncoln. 
Bottomin,  Wm,  SheiBeld,  Wire  Mannfketnrer,     Nor  IS  at  1 1,  at  the 

Assembly-bldgs,  Norfblk-st,  Sheffield.    Fretson,  Shefflel'^. 
Brown,  Jsa,  Berwiok-npon-Tweed,  Darid  Brown,  Brackenside,  and- 

Nmian  Brown,  Longhend,  Farmers.    Nor  16  at  2,  at  the  Hen  and 

Ohtckena  Inn.  Berwidi-npon-Tweed .  Hoyie,  Shipley,  *  Hoyle,  New- 

easUe-npon-Tyne. 
Bndd,  Jas,  Lincoln,  Innkeeper.    Nor  IS  at  12,  at  office  of  Toynbea  &r 

I«rken,  Baok-st,  Lincoln. 
Carter,  Wm,  SaUbrd,  Laneaster,  Boot  Maker.    Nor  18  at  IS,  at  offlcaa  of 

Lirett,  Cross-et,  Manchester, 
Camghl,  Paul,  (Ineen's-sq,  Bloomabniy,  Carrn.    Nor  IT  at  4,  at  efflces 

of  Lewis,  Mnnns,  Nunn,  k  Loncden,  Old  Jewry. 
CaatoU,  Wm,  Grore-st,  South  Hackney,  Dairyman.    Nor  14  at  II,  at 

offices  of  J.  B.  Fenion,  Worship-st,  Finsburr. 
Clarke,  Wm  John,  Monk  Bretton,  York,  BUicksmith.    Nor  17  at  IS,  at 

the  Ooaoh  and  Horses  Hotel,  Bamsley. 
Cottle,  John,  Oamerton,  Somerset,  Bootmaker.    Not  16  at  U,  at  offloes 

of  J.  K.  Bartmm,  Northnmbarland-bldgs,  Bath, 
Crews,  John,  Bath,  Commercial  Trareller.    Nor  19  at  4,  at  offices  of 

J.  K.  Bertram,  Northnmberland-bldgs.  Bath. 
Crowder,  Joseph,  Mattock  Bank. Derby,  Hydropathist.    Nor  7  at  4. 45, 

at  Market-hall-ehambets,  Matlock-bridge,  Derby.    Wheateroft. 
Dagley,  John,  St  John's-hill,  New  Wandsworth,  Boot  Maker.    Nor  13 

at  8,  at  the  Spread  Eagle  Hotel,  High-st,  Wandsworth.    Paia,  Wln- 

stanley-rd,  Clapham-JDnotlon. 
Darroeh,  Wm,  St  Thomas-st,  Southwark.  Snrgioal  Instrument  Maker. 

Nor  SI  at  3,  at  offices  of  T.  Tayloe,  Laurence  Ponntney-hi!l,  Canuou- 

atreet. 
Daries,  Thos,  St  Feter-st,  Islington,  Oowkeeper.    Nor  31  at  18,  at  Kee- 

nsn's  Hotel,  Crowa-ot,  Cheapslde,    B.  New,  Basinghall-st. 
Daries,  Wm,  Neatli,  Glamorgan,  fialldsr.     Nor  16  at  3.30,  at  office  of 

the  Registrar  of  the  County  Court  at  Neath.    Simons  k  Plews. 
Deere,  Richd  Tnck  Bopktaia,  St  Agoes-rillas,  Shepherd's-bush,    out  of 

bnstneas.    Nor  SI  at  II,  at  offices  of  J.R.  Chtdley,  Old  Jewry. 
Dick,  Wm,  and  Wm  Geo  Dick,  North  Shields,  Boot  Maken.    Nor  19  at 

S,  at  offices  of  J.  G.  Joel,  Msrket-st,  Newoastle-upon-Tyns, 
Drirer,  By,  Lee,  Kent,  Builder.    Nor  17  at  2,  at  the  Termlaua  Hotel, 

OanDOn-st.    Hsrriaons,  Walbrook. 
Edwards,  Jas,  Dowlais,  Glamorgan,  Taller.    Nor  1(  at  II,  at  offioea  of 

Simons  k  Flews,  Chnreh-st,  Merthyr  Tydffi. 
Elliott,  Walter,  SheBeld,  Bocc  Dealer.  Nor  I6at  S,  at  offices  of  Taylor, 

Norfblk-row,  Sheffield. 
Endia,  John  Stephens,  Mitre-ot,  Mllk-it,  Mantle  Mannlkctuter.    Nor  IS 

at  13,  St  offices  of  Lorerington  k  Minton,  Greshsm-st.  Beard,  Baaing- 

hsU-st. 
Farmer,  Wm,  St  Grorge's-rd,  Peckhsm,  Draper.    Nor  31  at  2,  at  offices 

of  U.  Deane,  Walbrook. 
Gardner,  Solomon,  Lpool,  Faperhanger.    Nor  16  at  3,  offices  of  Duke  k 

Goffey,  Commerce-chambers,  Lora-st,  Lpool. 
Oerrard.  Wm  Jobn,  Wslls-st,  0>ford-st,  Officers'  Mess  Contractor.  Not 

28  at  12,  at  offices  of  D.  k  8.  Woolf,  King-st,  Cheapside.  ' 

Gibbon,  Ebcoezer.  Newcastle-upon-Tyne,  Cooper.   Nor  17  at  3,  at  office 

of  J.  O.  Joel,  Market-st,  Newcaatie-npon-Tyne. 
Onyrer,  John,  Qoodwin-st,  Footbill-road,  Seren  SistarS'-rd,  Bnilder. 

Nor  16  St  2,  at  oflloes  of  W.  Hunt,  arsyVlnn-sq. 
Hsiton,  Wm,  North  Ormesby.  York,  Cab  Proprietor.    Nor  IT  at  3,  at 

offices  of  Greener  k  Co,  SUtkin-st,  MIddlesborongh.    Fawcett,  Gar- 
butt,  *  Fawcett. 
Bampson,  Edwin,  Northwich,  Chester,  Grocer.    Nor  IT  at  3,  at  offices 

of  Addlesbaw,  King-st,  Manchester. 
Banaden,  Aifd,  Nicholas-st,  New  North-rd,  Couch  Frame  Maker,    Nor 

16  at  3,  at  offices  of  Godfrey,  Basiughali-st. 
Jacks,  Jabes,  Nottingham,  Ironmonger.  Not  18  at  IS,  at  offices  of  M.  J, 

Prsston,  Journal-chambers,  Pelhsm-st,  Nottingham. 
Jolly,  Geo,  Church- rd,  E-aex-rd,  Islington,  Snrrayor  of  Taxee,    Nor 

14  at  4,  at  Peeie's  CofiiM  House,  Fieet-st. 
Jones,  Bees,  Newtown,  CardiH,  Glamorgan,  ont  of  bnsineas.    Not  16  at 

II,  at  offloes  of  M.  Morgsn,  St  Msry-et,  Cardiff. 
Jordsn,Cha.i  Jas.  Swanaea,  Glamorgan,  Accountant.    Nor  IT  at  11,  at 

officea  of  Field  k  Home,  Monnt^t,  Swansea. 
Kirk,  BIchd,  Derby,  Painter.     Nor  16  at  3,  at  offices  of  Harrison  k  Co, 

Becket  Well-lane,  Derby.    W.  Briggs,  Full-at,  Derby. 
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Itaa,  Chu,  HtMe)d-ter,  T«rk-rd,  Wudiwortli,  Contnolor.    Nor  M  tt 

S,  Bt  offieea  of  S.  A.  Klsoh,  1 1 ,  Wellingtoa-at,  SMuid.  ' 

ICtltr,  Hjr,  ft  Edwin  HlUer,  (Mtncon.  nwr  Lpool,  Ship  Baildm.    Mot 

17  at },  tt  the  L«ir  AnocUtlon  Booms,  Cook^t,  Lpool.  lilUet  ft  IQI- 

ler. 
l[onUioiue,John.  Cu-llaIe,Suldler.    Mot  18  *t  II,  at  offleaa  tt  J.  C. 

Wannop,  Caimthen-ct,  Scolob-at,  CarlUla. 
Moklat,  John.  Biaekpoal,  Laneaitcr,  Innkeepar.     Nor  24  tt  1,  at  tha 

Oatdana  Hotel,  Blackpool.    Deana,  Blsakborae. 
Porter,  Wm  Ooodman,  Brede,  Sassex,  Farmer.     Mor  16  at  I,  at  olBcaa 

of  E.  Fhilhrick,  Uarelock-rd,  Haatlngs. 
Baekatrow,  Wm  Ckai,  London-ter,  London-fields,  Hacknay,  Bankar'a 

C3erk.    Nov  19 at  II ,  at  offioes  of  Fenton,  Worship-at,  Finsbsrr. 
Simpson,  Peter,  sen,  Wm  Simpson,  Robt  Simpson,  ft  Peter  Simpson, 

Jnn,  Annfleld-plain,  Dnrham,  Orooers.     Not  14  at  3.30,  at  offlcas  of 

Allan  ft  Darles,  Grainger-sc,  Newcaatle-apon-Tyne. 
Spicar,  Gen,  Charlotte  K,  Fitzro;-sq,  Bailder.    Not  18  at  3,  at  tba  Inns 

Of  Coort  Hotel,  Holborn.     W.  s.  Parker,  BedTord-row. 
Tanner,  Jas,LaTender-hii:,Batteraea,  Bailder.     MoTSIatS.     WaUs, 

Walbiook. 
Thompson,  Edwd.  Lpool,  Ship  Broker.    Ko7  2^  at  3,  offices  of  Slmpion 

Samuel,  Law  A»socitttion-bltli;s.  Cook-st.  LpO(>l. 
Towo.wnd,  Wm,  Sh'-m  'Id,  Bool  Maker.    Nov  14  at  13.  at  the  Aasembly 

RoomS'bldKs.  Xorfolk-st,  Sheffield.    Hawkln,  Sbeffleld. 
"Webb,  Hy,  Worcester,  Land  Surveyor.    Nov  16  at  II,  at  office  Of  J. 

Slaltard,  Pierpoint-pt,  Worcester. 
Wilkinson,  Edwin,  Leein,  Cloth  Manufattarer.  NOT  18  at  ll,at  WhartOD'a 

Hotel,  Park-laue,  Leeds.     Yewdall. 
"n'illiams,  Tho!<  Hy,  Urvnmivr.  Brecknock,  Chsmiat.    Not  22  at  II,  at 

tho  Countv  C.rart  Omce.  Tredegar.    Harris,  Tredegar. 
Wilson,  Hy.  llalilax,  York,  Builder.     Not  lii  at  2, at  the  (Mffln  Hotel, 

Georse-st,  Halifax.    W.  Lancaster.  . 

TuiasAT,  Not.  8. 1870. 
Alexander,  Jas,  Hi£;h-st,  KcnsiaKton,  Linendraper.    Not  21  at  13,  at 

offices  of  Jones  &  Hall,  King's  Arms-yd,  Moornate-st. 
JVshford,  Hy,  Mucking,  Kssex.  Farmer.     Not  '26  at  10.30,  at  the  New 

Falcon  Inn,  Gnivesond.     Woodard,  Ingram-ot,  Fenchurch-st. 
Bakewell.Goo.  Derby-rd,  Nottint;liam,  Grocer.     Not  21  at  12,  at  the 

Britannia-chambers,  Pclhain-st,  Nottingham.    Cranch. 
Barlow.  John  Walker,  Radclitfe,  i^ncaster.  Engineer.    Not  21  at  3, at 

the  offices  of  Grundy  &  Co,  Unlon-st,  Bury. 
Barrett,  Wm.  L?eda.  SUy  Maker.    Nov  22  at  3,  at  offices   of  Markland 

ft  Davy,  Albion-st,  Leeds. 
Bennett," Thos,  NotiiuKham,  Tobacconist.    Nov  18  at  12,  at  olflcea  of  D, 

W.  Heath,  St  Peter's  Church-walk,  Nottir.Rham. 
BeTeridge,  John.  IterwicJt-upon-Tweed,  Chemist.    Not  17  at  3,  at  offlcea 

of  Hoyle,  Shipley,  ft  Hoyle,  Mosley-st,  Newcastle-upon-Tyne. 
Bissell,  Thos  Fredk,  &  Geo  Simeon  liissell,  Oirm,  Goal  Merchants.    Mot 

2% at  3,  at  offices  of  ,T.  UowUad:},  Ann-st,  Birm. 
Bliss,  Steplien  Hy,  Gt  Yarmouth,  Brushmaker.    Not  21  atl2,  atofllea 

of  J.  L.  Cafaude,  'Ciujr-Bt,  Gt  Yarmouth. 
Botzani,  Wm,  Upton-upon-Severn,  Worcester,  Draper.    Nov  21  at  2,  at 

oflflces  of  Williams  &  C<\  Exchange,  Bristol.     Britun,  Bristol. 
Brenchlcy,  Fredk  Wm,  Stnitford,  tiscex,  Boot  Maker.    Nor  23atll, 

at  office  of  C,  i^'halk,  Mourgato-st. 
Bright.  Joseph,  Briton  Ferry,  Glamorgan,  Comm  Agent.    Nor  21  at  3, 

at  offices  of  M.  Tennant,  Aberavon. 
Brook,  John,  Huddcrsfield,  York,  Agent.    Nov  2i  at  3,  ut  offlcea  of  Lea* 

royd  &  Lear-jyd,  Buxton. rd,  Huddersfleld. 
Broome,  John.  Uaziewood-cresceut,  Ken--ial  New  To;vu,  Bailder ,    Not 

30  at  3,  at  ofSces  of  P.  C.  F.  Tatbam,  Gt  KoJghu'ider-st,  Doctora'-com- 

mons. 
BroTrn,  Edwd,  Holywell-at,  Strand.  Sealer  in  Boots.    Mot  24  at  2,  at 

offices  of  A.  J.  Murray,  Gt  St  Helen's. 
Ciffyn.  John,  Nntfleid,  Stirrer,  Wheelwright.    Mot  IS  at  12,  at  offloe  of 

O.  C.  Morrison,  Bsigate. 
Chapman,  Wm,  Uoekham,  Norfolk,  ont  of  bnainasi.    Not  19  at  12,  at 

oflScrs  of  Emerson  ft  Sparrow,  Rampant  Horse-st,  Norwioh. 
Cliff.  Wm.  Eastnor,  Hereford,  Storekeeper.    Not  31  at  3,  at  offices  of 

Tree,  Broad-st,  Worcester. 
Copeland,  Sherwood  Kossitter,  HoUoway-rd,  Draper.    Nor  23  at  2,  at 

offices  of  Weeks  &  Son,  Newgate-sc. 
Coppock.  Wm  Hy,  Manch,  ProTision  Merchant.    Mor  17  at  3,  at  office  of 

W.  Mann,  Uar-den-at,  Manohester. 
Conch,  Wm,  Plymonth,  Deron,  Builder.    Not  12  at  II,  at  offices  of 

Elworthy,  Curtis,  ft  Sawe,  Conrtenajr-at,  F^onth. 
CralK,  Jas,  Rhyl,  Flint,  Bootmaker.    Nor  23  at  12,  at  offices  of  R.  E, 

Williams.  Water-st,  Rhyl. 
Carrie,  John  Pycock.  Lpool,  Shawl  }iIaBa&etarer.    Mor  18  at  12,  at 

offices  of  Uoner  ft  Humphreys,  King-at,  Cheapslde.   Tyrer,  Smith,  ft 

Kenlog,  Lpool. 
Eadjr,  Geii,  Helpstone,  Northampton,  Pablican.    Mor  23  at  12,  at  the 

Wentworth  Hotel,  Wentworth-st,  Peterborouth.  Stapiecon,  Stamford. 
Fice,  Thos,  Sidbury,  Deron,  Corn  Factor.    Nor  21  at  2,  at  offlcas  of  F. 

It.  leOerj,  Ottery  St  Mary,  Deron. 
Forbes,  Andrew,  Lpool,  Commercial  Trareller.    Mor'  21  at  3,  at  offices 

of  Thornley  ft  Heatoo,  Hatton-gardeo,  Lpool. 
Glass,  Hy  Alex,  Gray's-inn-sqnare,  Journalist    Dee  2  at  2,  at  offices  of 

Willougbby  ft  Cox,  Cllflbrd's-inn, 
Gomme,  Jesse,  Alpba-pl,  Canterbary-rd,  Ellbara,  Cowkeeper.      Mor 

38  at  2,  at  offlcea  of  S.  Tllley,  Finsbury-pl  South. 
Oommn,  Wm  Lawrence,  ft  Cbas  Wynne,  Klng-st  East,  Hammenmith, 

Brick  Manufacturers.    Nor  Xi  at  I,  at  the  Onlldhall  Coffee  House, 

Oresliam-«t.    Treheme  ft  Woifeiatan,  Iroimonger-lane,  Cheapslde. 
Cray,  Hy,  Clifton,  Nottingham,  Parmer.    Hot  21  at  12,  at  office  of  O. 

Belk,  High  Parement,  Nottingham. 
'  Oreener,  John  Angiutus,  Charterbouse-sq,  Artificial  Florist.     Dee  3  at 

i,  at  offices  of  W.  Gaston,  ClUTord's-inn , Fleet-st. 
Hall.  Wm,  ft  Chaa  Harratt,  Leicester,  Boot  Manutsetnrers.   Mor  21  at  3, 
at  offlcea  of  Messrs  Tarratt,  Market-st,  Leicester.    C.  ft  A.  Stretton. 
.  Uargrni res,  Jaa,  Exmonth,  Deron,  Licensed  Victaallar.    Norliatl, 

at  offices  ol  J.  Laldman,  Badfonl-eirens,  Exeter. 
.Hesselden.  Wm.  HaliCsx,  York,  Joiner.    Nor  21  atll,  atoffloesof Morris 

&  Foster,  Crusilev-st,  Halilkx. 
.HiiiilliT,  Jas,  Stranceways,  nr  Maneh,  Comm  Agent.    Not  18  at  3,  at 
>>lb'  ea  of  Sale,  Shlomaa,  Seddoo  ft'  Sale,  Bootli-st,  Maneh. 


Hoipurth,  Oeo,  Barge-yd-ehamhers,  Bncklanbury,  Comm  Agent.   Nor 

11  at  12.  at  offices  of  Maraden  ft  Cbubb,  Fridayst,  aiisapaide. 
Hoapea,  Joseph,  Maoch,  General  Dealer.    Nor  29  at  3,  atoOcasof 

Heath  ft  Sens,  Swan-at,  Manch. 
HorsCall,  Thos  Bdwls.  Leeds,  Msnufactnring  Chemist.    Nor  31  at  >,  tt 

offices  of  Bond  ft  Barwlck,  Leeds. 
Jshnaoo,  Hy,  WlUenhall,  Stafford,  Ale  Rstailer.    Mor  17  at  12,  tt  offleei 

of  O.  Craeswell,  Bllston-st,  Wolrertumplon. 
Jones,  Robert,  Manch,  Comm  Agent.    Nor  80  at  3,  at  offleea  of  Sale, 

Shlpman,8eddon  ft  Sale,  Booth-st,  Haneh. 
Jordan,  Rachel,  Manch,  Baker.    Ner  17  at  330,  at  offices  of  Bootli;t 

Edgar,  Qeorge-st,  Manch. 
KiUroy,  John,  Bolton,  Lancaster,  Prorision  Dealer.    Mor  21  atS,  u 

offlcas  of  C.  W.  Dawson,  Ezcbauge-st,  Eaat  Boltos. 
Longee,  Noah  Smith,  ft  Abraham  Grandage,  Bradford,  Tork,  Coaia 
Merchants.    Nor  21  at  11,  at  warehouse  ef  Longee,  Oraudags  *  Co, 
taedt-rd,  Bradford.    Taylor,  Jeffery  ft  Little. 
Uaisden,  Jonathan,   Louth,  Huddersfleld,  Tork,  Beerhouse  Keeper. 

Ner  23  at  1  i ,  at  offices  of  E.  Sykes,  New-st,  Hoddersfts  Id. 
Marshall,  Thos,  Merchant-st,  Bow-rd,  Bow,  Draper.    Nor  Itat  3,tt 

offices  of  W.  E.  Ooatly,  Bow-et,  Corent.«ardon. 
Melandri.  Oulseppe,  Swansea,  Qlanorgan,  Ship  Chandler.    Nor  18  itll, 
at  officat  of  Barnard,  Thomas,  Ohirk  ft  Oo,  Oa  rdiS.   Field  ft  Hsne, 
Swsnsea. 
Moir,  Jas,  Lpool,  Dealer  In  Toys.    Nor  22  at  2,  at  offleaa  of  J.  P.  Htrrii, 

Cnlon.ct,  Otstle-st,  Lpool. 
Morgan,  Darkl,  Tretaaaog,  Uantrlssant,  Glamorgan,  Lieeated  VIetaaller, 
Nor  18  at  1,  at  the  New  Ian  Hotel,  Pontypridd,    B.  Thomas,  Ponty- 
pridd. 
Mewaome,  Peter,  Leeds,  Prorision  Dealer.    Not  li  at  S,  at  offlces  of 

Hayea  ft  Co,  Brltannla-bldga,  Oxford-pl,  Leads.     Granger. 
Nicholson,  Ann,  Hy  Walker  Nicholson,  ft  Edward  Nicholson,  Cheloii- 
for^  Tallon.    Nor  22  at  I,  at  the  Saracen'a  Head  Hotel,  Oheimsfocil. 
J.  N.  Mason,  Oresham-st. 
Ferry,  Wm,  Aetoo-at,  Ony's-lnn-rd,  Timber  Merchant.    Nor  23  tt  3, 

at  offices  of  Lawranee,  Flews  ft  Co,  Old  Jewry-ohambers. 
Picking,  Rkshard,  Lpool.  Fortmanteau  Maanfwturer.    Nor  llati,  tt 

offices  of  R.  Jameson,  Unity-bldgs,  Lord-(t,  Lpool. 
Fiper,  Wm  Richard,  Brighton,  Sussex,  Grocer,    Nor  28  at  1 1,  at  lOat 

of  B.  W,  Holtham,  Prince  Albert-st,  Brighton. 
Qoin,  Chas,  Wood-Hit,  Oheapside,  Lace  Warehonaeman.    Nor  25  at  II, 
at  tha  Chamber  of  Commerce,  Cheapslde.   Kaat  ft  Stennisg,  Otoaon- 
at. 
Riad,  Rescalla,  Manch,  Cemm  Agent.    Dso  12  at  3.30,  at  offices  of  Beote 

ft  Edgar,  Oeonce-st,  Manch. 
Robinson,  Chas  John  Tempest,  Bradford,  Tork,  Mosle  Dealer.  Nor  il 

at  1 1,  at  offices  of  T.  Peel,  Cbapel-laoe,  Bradford. 
Bobinson,  John,  Shantsa  Mount,  Northendea,  Cheater,   Fanner.  Nor 

2&  at  3,  at  offlces  of  Wm  Mann,  MacadeO'-st,  Manch. 
Bobson,  Fredk,  Middlesborongh,  Tork,  Grocer.    Not  22  at  11,  at  the 

Black  Uon  Hotel,  Stooklon-on-Tees.    Balnbridge,  Middleabonngh. 
Soholefleld,  John,  Pemberton,  Lancaster,  Grocer.     Nor  21  at  >,  at  oOcei 

Of  Wm  8.  France,  Churoh-gate,  Markat-pl,  Wigan. 
Snith,  Jaa,  BoatoD,  Unooln,  Draper.    Nor  39  at  1,  at  offices  ofS.  D- 

WeUoid,  Portsmouth^t,  Lincoln's-inn-flalds. 
Sparling,  Wm,  Shefllald,  Butter  Dealer.    Nor  16  at  13,  at  offleei  o(  J,  ft 

A.  Edey,  Change-alley,  Sheffield.    Webater. 
Stnrgesa,  Thos.  Kelghley ,  Tork,  Music  Hall  Propdstor.    Mor  19  at  It, 

at  offloea  of  Jas  Rhodes,  Duke-st,  Bradford. 
Thompson,  John,  Mansfield,  Nottingham,  Mercer.    Nor  14  at  12,  tt 

offices  of  S.  Maples,  Low-parement,  Nottingham. 
Thomaon,  Margaret,   KelsUn,  Flint.    Nor  21   at  2,  at  offices  of  Wa 

Daries,  Weil-st.  Holywell. 
Thorpe,  BenI,  Shirley,  Southampton,  Qent,    Mow  23  at  13,  at  offices  of 

Wm  A.  Kiiby,  Portland-st,  Southampton. 
Wadsworth,  John,  ft  Jas  Daniel  Greenwood,  Edenfield.  nr  Bury,  las- 
oaster.  Felt  Manafkotarer.    Nor  22  at  3,  at  tlie  Derby  Hotel,  Bory. 
Burton,  Manch. 
Walton,  Jaa  Croyidale,  Leeds,  Tailor,    Nor  22  at  1,  at  office  of  Ju 

Rider,  Park-row,  Leeds. 
West,  Ellen,  MontpeUer-row,  Twickenham.    Mor  18  at  U,at  oBIa  of 

W.  Tatton,  Lower  PhlUimore-pl,  Kensington. 
WlUlams,  Rees,  Crl(p-ter,  Blue  Anehor-rd,  Bermondsey,  Draper.   Hot 

21  at  3,  at  ofllcesof  Thos  Moton,Gt  Swan-alley,  Moorgate-st. 
Wil llama,  Thoa,  Dowlaia,  Glamorgan,  Beerhoose  Keeper.   Nor  24  at  II, 
at  the  County  Court  Office,  VIctoria-at,  Merthyr    TydfiL    Bosw, 
Aberdare. 
WlUiami,  Walter, Neath,  GUmorgan,  Linen  Draper,    Nor   ltatll,tt 
the  office  of  the  Registrar  of  the  Court,  Chuick-pi,  Meath.    Manas, 
Heath. 
Wlilonghby,  John,  Barbarra-st,  Islington,  Vinegar  Maker.     Nor  H  at 

2,  at  offlcea  of  J.  S.  Salaman,  St  Switkin'a-lane. 
Wright,  AUk«d  Angnstns,  Saliabarr,  Wilts,  Ginger  Beer  Manutictaitr. 

Nor  18  at  3,  at  offices  of  F.  Hoddlng, Market-house,  Salisbury, 
Wright,  Jas,  Berkeley-st,  Rothertthe,  Carman.    Mor  24  at  3,  at  offices 
of  Lawranee,  Flaws,  ft  Co,  Old  Jewry-chambers. 

GRESHAM     LIFE    ASSURANCE     SOCIETY, 
37,  OLD  JEWRY,  LONDON,  E.C. 
SOLICITORS  ate  inrited  to  introduce,  on  behalf  of  their  clients.  Pro- 
posals for  Loans  on  Freehold  or  Leasehold  Property,  Harerslons,  Uls 
Interests,  or  other  adequate  securities. 

Proposals  may  be  made  in  the  first  instance  according  to  the  foUowiag 
form  I— 

Paoposai,  roa  Loah  ox  MoaTOAoai. 

Date 

Introdneed  by  (sfofe  noaw  <md  addrui  qf  toKeilor) 
Amoimt  required  £ 

Tbne  and  mode  of  repayment  (l.e.,  wMAsr  /br  a  (smi  csr<«<«,  tr  tt 
giinaiif  or  other  jnnuBssfi) 

Security  (ftaU  AorUf  UuparUaOan  qf  ssnrKir,  <ntd;  if  Umd  or  htU- 
ingtt  sfote  the  tut  annuai  siioonw). 

State  what  Ufb  PoUcy  (If  any)  U  proposed  to  be  efliKted  w  th  the 
Gresham  Office  in  connection  wiOi  the  secsiity. 
By  order  ol  the  Board, 

F.  ALLAN  CDBTIS,  Actnaty  and  Secietaiy. 
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NOTICE  OF  EEMOVAL.— nU  OJIs$  of  thit  JouB»i.i 
tHdef  th*  WsBKLT  Rbpobtbb  U  now  a<  1  8,  CooWt-tourt, 
Ctrtf'ttrttt,  W.C. 

n<  Mteription  to  th*  Solioitorb'  Joubmal  it — Town,  26>., 
Otmttry  28*.;  with  the  Wbiklt  Rbpobtbb,  53<.  JPaymtnt 
it  tdfimet  inehidu  Souilt  Numben  and  Pottage,  Subiarihert 
mn  haa*  their  Volnmet  bouni  at  tht  Office— cloth,  %t.  M., 
hoi/law  talf,  4<.  Od. 

M  Letteri  intmitd  for  publication  in  the  "Solioitori  foumal ' ' 
muthe  authentieated  by  the  name  of  the  writer,  though  not 
neeettarify  for  publication. 

Where  iiffieuUy  it  exptrieneed  in  procuring  the  Journal  vith 
regularity  in  the  Provincei,  it  it  reguetted  that  application  be 
made  direct  to  the  Publiiher. 


C^c  Sflltcitars'  ^SfawntHl. 

LONDON,  NOVEifBBR  19,  1870. 


Thk  BI8UI.T  or  THB  WAB  IN  Fbasok  luw  rendered 
neoawuy  many  GoTemment  meuorea  of  a  very  extreme 
kind,  and  amongst  them  is  a  late  decree  respeotintr  bills 
of  ezohange,  which  may  afFeot  foreign  as  well  as  French 
ImUsts,  aooeptoiB,  and  other  parties  to  bills.  In  the  de- 
pwrtmenta  of  France  which  are  inraded  the  dates  of  pay- 
aant  for  UUa  of  exchange  are  prolonged  until  a  month 
after  the  cessation  of  the  war  or  the  abandonment  by 
the  enemy  of  the  territory  occupied.  In  all  the  other 
dapaitmenta  Article  1244  of  the  Oode  Ciril  may  be  ap- 
plied by  the  Tribunals  of  Oommeroe  when  the  debtor 
is  betee  the  Court  and  demands  delay.  This  Article 
anom  Um  Gonrt  to  grant  to  a  debtor  a  moderate  delay 
on  the  jodg^ent  of  a  debt  which  has  become  due  where 
tiie  eireomatances  of  the  case  render  a  delay  reasonable. 
Bills,  whateTcr  the  date  of  their  creation,  dae  the  16th 
of  Angnst,  vce  not  to  be  payable  until  ninety  days  after 
they  fen  dae.  There  are  also  special  prorisions,  altering 
the  law  mtherto  in  existence,  respecting  the  protest  and 
other  proceedings  on  dishonoured  bills. 

neae  exceptional  laws  may  give  rise,  in  England  and 
other  ooontries,  to  diflSonlt  questions  respecting  the  lia- 
bilities of  draweiB  and  endorsers  not  in  France  for  the 
non-payment  of  bills  under  these  laws.  Shonld  any 
indi  points  arise  and  be  decided  here,  they  will  gire  a 
fnrOiar  derelopment  to  the  rules  respecting  the  applica- 
eation  of  the  lex  loci  eontraotui  and  lex  loci  eoltUionit,  a 
bcaneh  of  law  which  is  becoming  erery  di^  of  increasing 
importasoe. 


Th>  IiOKD  Chibf  BAB02T  has  recently  ezpreased  him- 
siU  is  terms  of  strong  disapjirobation  of  a  practice  which 
a  leading  member  of  the  bar  at  the  same  time  declared 
to  be  "  growing."  We  refer  to  the  absence  of  aolioiters 
at  the  time  of  the  hearing  of  rules  in  which  they  are  in- 
taeated.  nte  absence  of  documents  necessary  for  the 
elaeidation  of  the  point  before  the  Court  sometimes  thus 
eaased,  and  the  want  of  information  irtiich  the  client 
might  be  able  to  supply  to  counsel,  are  felt  to  be  snch 
serious  obataoles  to  the  rapid  despatch  of  business  that 
the  Lord  Chief  Baron  declared  that,  if  it  could  be  done 
without  prejadice  to  the  opposite  par^,  he  would,  on  the 
nest  oerasfon  that  a  client  was  absent  whose  presence 
was  nseosMwry  in  Court,  postpone  the  hearing  of  a  case, 
efen  if  he  did  not  strike  it  out  of  the  list  altogether. 

We  are  perfeotly  aware  that  it  must  often  be  im- 
poariUe  for  the  head  of  a  firm  to  be  present  on  the  hear- 
ing of  one  of  his  rules,  but  an  effort  might  be  made  to 
■Bd  down  tk  olerk,  provided  with  all  the  papers  which 
■ay  possibly  be  reqnirei.  When  we  point  ont  the  in- 
eouTanienoe  which  would  arise  if  the  Chief  Baron  carry 
Ui  threat  into  execution,  not  only  to  the  cUents  in- 
twssted,  bat  to  others  whose  oases  would  thus  unex- 
PMtedly  be  hnrried  on,  we  feel  sure  that  the  warning 
vill  not  be  disregarded. 


While  on  the  subject  of  practice  we  should  like  to  draw 
the  attention  of  the  profession  to  the  rule  acted  on,  we 
belioTe,  in  all  the  courts,  though  not  rery  generally 
known,  of  not  hearing  counsel  make  any  motion  with 
regard  to  proceedings  before  a  judge  at  chambers  or  a 
master,  without  having  before  them  on  affidavit  the  whole 
of  such  proceedings,  unless  the  counsel  himself  attended 
the  summons  at  chambers.  Thus  counsel  who  recently 
moved  in  the  Court  of  Exchequer  to  resoind  an  order  of 
a  judge  at  chambers,  made  in  an  interpleader  issue,  was 
refaseid  a  hearing,  and  had  to  postpone  his  motion 
until  he  had  provided  himself  with  affidavits. 

Some  iiiaAPFBKHENBiOM  mat  be  oavsbd  by  the 
case  of  Buohnatter  v.  The  Great  Eattern  Bailnay  Com- 
pany, reported  in  the  Timet  on  Friday  last  week.  It  was 
an  action  by  a  season  ticket  holder  against  the  company 
for  breach  of  their  contract  to  carry  him  by  any  of  their 
trains  between  Framlingham  and  London.  The  plain- 
tiff came  to  the  station  in  time  for  an  early  train  ad- 
vertised to  start  for  London,  as  he  desired  to  be 
in  London  in  time  for  the  corn  market.  The  train  did 
not  start,  owing  to  the  negligence  of  the  fireman  in 
neglecting  to  get  up  steam  in  time.  The  plaintiff  then 
ordered  a  special  train,  for  which  he  paid  ;C89  14b.;  but, 
nevertheless,  he  did  not  arrive  in  time  for  the  market. 
The  plaintiff  claimed,  in  the  action,  the  £39  14b.,  and  £10 
for  less  of  market.  Martin,  B.,  ruled  that  he  was  en- 
titled to  recover  the  £89  14s.,  and  also  for  loss  of  mar- 
ket, and  the  jury  returned  a  verdict  for  £49  I4s. 

This  verdict  is  likely  to  give  rise  to  same  erroneons 
impressions  regarding  the  measure  of  damages  to  which 
a  person  in  the  position  of  the  plaintiff  is  entitled.  The 
case  is  not  very  fnlly  reported  in  the  linut,  and  so  we 
do  not  know  whether  there  were  any  special  facts  which 
entitled  the  plaintiff  to  take  a  special  train  and  recover 
its  price  from  the  company.  The  ruling  of  the  learned 
judge  may  have  been  perfeotly  correct  in  this  case,  but 
it  is  dear  that,  in  the  absence  of  special  ciroumiUmoes, 
the  plaintiff  could  not  have  charged  the  company  with 
the  price  of  the  special  train.  The  plaintiff  lost  the  mar- 
ket, for  which  he  claimed  only  £10,  and  it  seems  that  if 
he  had  waited  for  the  next  train  his  loss  would  have 
been  no  greater.  It  is  obvious  that  it  was  not  reasonable 
(always  assuming  the  abeenoe  of  special  circnmstanoes)  to 
spend  £89  14s.in  the  attempt  to  save  the  loss  of  £10.  The 
plaintiff  had  no  right  to  inflame  the  damages  thus  against 
the  company.  The  abenrdity  of  supposing  that  as  a  gene- 
ral rule  the  price  of  a  special  train  could  be  reoovered  sb 
damages  is  seen,  if  we  tajce  as  an  illustration  the  case  of  a 
passenger  with  a  ticket  from  London  to  Sootland,  where 
he  intends  to  spend  a  month  in  shooting.  If  the  train 
were  not  to  start,  in  consequence  of  the  company's  negli- 
gence, it  could  not  even  be  argued  that  the  ticket  holder 
would  be  justified  in  oharc^g  the  company  with  the 
price  of  a  special  train.  The  general  rule  is  dear  that 
such  damages  would  ander  ordinary  droamstanoes  not 
be  lecoTeraUe. 

It  ahould  also  be  notioed  that  although  the  plaintiff 
was  entitled  to  recover  something  as  geuend  damages  for 
loss  of  market,  it  does  not  follow  that  he  could  have  re- 
oovered any  large  sum,  on  the  ground  of  the  loss  of  any 
specific  sales  or  purchase.  These  damages  would  be  too 
remote. 

The  company  endeavoured  to  shelter  themselves  under 
one  of  their  rules  to  which  the  plaintiff's  ticket  was  sub- 
ject t  vis.,  that "  the  company  would  not  hold  themsdves 
responsible  for  delay,  or  any  consequences  arising  there- 
from, owing  to  aooidenta  or  other  oaoaee."  If  "  other 
oanses  "  had  been  construed  in  the  sense  of  "  any  other 
cause  whatever  "  the  condition  would  have  afforded  a 
good  defence.  The  ticket  was  a  matter  of  contract,  and 
whether  reasonable  or  not  the  ticket  holder  was  bound 
by  its  terms,  Martin,  B.,  however,  applied  the  well- 
known  rule,  nateitur  a  loeiit,  and  held  that  "  other 
oanses  "  referred  to  causes  like  aooidents,  and  therefore 
did  not  apply  to  del«y  arising  from  negligence. 
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There  seema  hardly  to  h»Te  been  a  question  about  the 
neffligence.  A  dear  case  of  negUgenoe  was  proved,  and 
M  the  conditions  of  the  season  ticket  did  not  reliere  the 
company  from  liabUity  for  their  own  negligence  they 
were  liable  to  pay  damages.  The  only  question  of  law 
was  as  to  the  measure  of  those  damages,  and  we  notice 
the  case  in  order  to  guard  against  errors  lo  which  the 
somewhat  Tague  report  in  the  nmei  might  well  give  rise. 

ATTKKTIOK    has     BECBNTLY    BBKIC   OALLBD,    by    the 

report  of    a   ease  heard  before  Mr.  JnsUoe  WiUea  at 
chambers,*  to  the  jurisdiction  of  the  Court  of  Common 
Pleas  at  LanoasUr.     The  inoreaaing  business  of   that 
Court,  and  the   large  number  of  aotiona   likely  to  be 
brought  in  it,  render  the  question  of  the  extent  of  its 
inrisdiction   one  of   no  small  importance.      Until  the 
recent  Act  (32   &  83   Vict.   o.  87)  the  only  office  of 
the  court  being  at  Preston,  the  number  of  actions  oom- 
meoced  in  it  was  very  limited,  and  its  sphere  of  opera- 
tioDs  did  not  extend,  practically  speaking,  beyond  causes 
arising  in  the  northern  part  of  the  county  of  Lancaster. 
The  late  Act,  howerer,  has  materially  altered  this  state 
of  things.    Now  that  there  are  offices  of  the  court  both 
at  Manchester  and  Lirerpool,  and  that  writ*  can  be  ob- 
tained and  all  interlocutory  proceedings  oonducted  at 
those  places,  it  is  obrions  that  the  attorneys  residing 
there  have  •  strong  indabement  to   oommenoe  their 
aotiona  in  the  local  court.    To  look  no  farther,  they  thus 
aeonre  for  themselTes  considerable  sums,  which  would 
otherwise  find  their  way  into  the  pockets  of  their  Lon- 
don agents.    It  is  not  surprising,  therefore,  that  efforts 
should  have  been  made  by  some  of  the  attorneys  prac- 
tising in  the  county  to  stretch  the  jurisdiction  of  the 
court  to  the  utmost,  bo  as,  if  possible,  to  haye  all  actions, 
of   which  they  hare  the  oonduot,  carried   on   in   that 
court,  without  any  special  regard  to  the  couTenience  of 
the  other  litigant  pwty.  Without  entering  at  present  into 
the  expediency  of  localising  the  administration  of  justice, 
to  which,  on  grounds  of  public  policy,  grave  objections 
have  been  advanced,  it  is  clear  that  if  the  Court   in 
Lancashire   has   jnriEdiction,  as    has  been    contended, 
in  cases   where    the    defendant  does  not    reside,   and 
where  the    cause    of   action    does    not    arise    within 
the  limits  of  that  oonnty,  serious  hardship  and  inoOD- 
venience  will  in  many  oases  be  experienced.    Any  actfon 
in  the  Common  Pleas  of  Laaoaatet  mnct  be  tried  within 
that  county,  and  a  defendant  sued  in  that  court  is  there- 
fore deprived  of  the  power  of  invocing  the  assistance  of 
a  jndge  or  Court  to  remove  the  oase  for  any  reason  how- 
ever cogent  to  where  it  could  more  conveniently  or  pro- 
perly be  tried.    The  defendant  and  all  the  witnesses  in 
the  oase  might  reside  in  a  distant  county,  and  the  cause 
«f  action  might  have  arisen  there,  but  they  would  be 
compelled  to  try  in  Lanoashire,  though    every    judge 
should  be  of  opinion  that  some  other  oonnty  was  the 
fitter  place  of  trial.    At  present,  too,  all  the  country  at- 
tomies  have  their  regular  London  agents,  through  whom 
they  transact  the  pnMeedings  required  in  the  preliminary 
and  final  steps  of  a  canse.    But  take  the  case  of  a  de- 
fendant residing  in  Devonshire  and  sued  in  the  Lan- 
cashire Conrt,  he  or  bis  attorney  would  be  under  the 
necessity  of  appointing  an  agent  pro  hae  vie»  in  Lan- 
cashire to  oonduot  the  interlocutory  proceedings  there, 
and  if  the  case  tumedon  a  point  of  law,  of  availing  himself, 
in  addition,  of  the  services  of  an  agent  in  London.    The 
evils  of  this  are  manifest.     The  objections  we  have 
pointed  out  to  the  extended  jurisdiction  claimed  lie  on 
the  very  surface,  but  by  no  means  exhaust  what  may  be 
said  against  such  an  extension  of  the  powers  of  the 
Court. 

In  the  reoent  case  to  which  we  have  referred,  a  plaintiff 
zeaiding  at  Dublin  caused  a  writ  issued  out  of  the  Com- 
mon Pleas  at  Lancaster  to  be  served  on  a  defendant  re- 
aiding  in  Derbyshire,    for  the  sum  of  £9  7s.  6d.,  on 

•  Watkitu  V.  Sattn,  before  Willes,  J.,  in  chambers,  on 
Kov.  4. 


which  execution  was  issued.  The  money  was  paid  oadar 
protest,  and  an  appUeation  made  to  set  aside  the  pro- 
ceedings on  the  ground  that  the  Conrt  had  no  jnriadio- 
tion.  Mr.  Jnstioe  WiUes  granted  the  applioation,  ex- 
pressing his  decided  opinion  that  there  was  no  jurisdio- 
tion  given  by  the  Legislature  to  proceed  for  a  debt 
contracted  beyond  the  jurisdiction  by  parties  who  live* 
also  beyond  the  jurisdiction.  For  the  reasons  we  havs' 
pointed  out  it  is  satisfactory  to  find  that  the  leame* 
judge  oame  to  this  conclusion,  about  the  correctness  ot 
which  there  can  be  little  doubt.  The  learned  jndge,  in- 
deed,  threw  out  a  suggestion  that  where  the  cause  of 
action  arises  within  the  jurisdiction,  a  defendant  residing 
ont  of  the  jurisdiction  may  be  sued.  This  would  of  course 
leave  existing  some  of  the  evils  to  which  we  have  called 
attention,  but  it  would  considerably  limit  their  extent. 
And  when  the  point  comes  to  be  considered,  we  are  by  no 
means  snre  that  it  may  not  be  found  that  the  reoent  Aot 
has  amended  the  procedure  of  the  Court  only,  and  has  not 
extended  its  ancient  jurisdiction. 

Thb  «  AiiABAHA  "  ouaMB  Seem  likely  to  en'ier  upon  a 
new  phase  in  consequence  of  a  growing  desire  on  tha 
part  of  individual    ehipowners  to  obtain    compensation 
without  any  further  delay.      Of  coarse   the  owners  of 
vessels  destroyed  by  the  Alabama  cannot  maintain  any 
direct  claim  against  the  British  Government.    Thqr  oaik 
only  aot  through  their  own  Government.     Snggestioaa 
have  been  thrown  out  in  reoent  discussions  that  some 
procedure  should  be  created  for  the  parUonlar  case,  bf 
which  individnahi  might  be  allowed  to  urge  their  olainu 
against  Croat  Britain.    Such  a  scheme,  however,  seems 
to  be  impracticable.    Before  any  question  can  arise  as  to 
the  actual  payment  of  one  farthing  there  must  be  an 
agreement  on  several  points  which  apply  to  every  claim, 
as  for  instance,  whether  this  country   is  liable  for  the 
acts  of  the  destroying  ship,  the  metlaod   in  which  the 
damages  are  to  be  computed,  the  mode  of  their  proof,  las. 
&o.     These  questions  can  only  be  settled  by  the  action  of 
the  two  Governments,  and  when  the  two  first  points  are 
settled  it  is  probable  that  the  payment  of  the  compenia- 
tion,  if  any  is  to  be  paid,  will  not  long  be  delayed.    It 
would  be  well,  however,  if  all  Americans  who  really  wish 
for  a  settlement  of  these  claims  would   reflect  a  little 
upon  the  real  oause  of  the  delay  which  has  oooarred.  It  if 
not  too  much  to  say  that  this  delay  has  been  wholly 
caused  by  the  absurd  exaggeration  of  the   claims  them- 
selves.   So  long  as  compensation  is   demanded  on  the 
principles  laid   down    by    Mr.    Sumner  in  his  famous 
speech  on  the  subject,  so  long  will  the  settlement  be  de- 
layed.    Such  claims  could  not  be    assented  to  by  taf 
country  except  at  the  close  of  a  disastrous  war. 

The  points  at  issue  are  not  nearly  so  difBcnlt  as  they 
are  often  represented  to  be.    First,  it  has  to  be  settled 
whether  this  country  is  liable  for  damage  done  by  any, 
and  if  any,  by  what  ships.    The  current  misstatements 
respecting  the  number  of  the  Confederate  omisera  for 
whose  acts  this  country  can  possibly  be  liable  must  tie 
abandoned,  and  the  circumstances  respeoting  the  depar- 
ture of  the  Alabama,  Shenandeah,  Florida,  and  Otorgiat 
the  only  veaeels  built  or  purchased  in  British  ports  whioh 
became  Confederate  cruisers,  must  be  carefully  examined. 
Assuming  that  oompensation  has  to  be  paid  for  the  acts 
of  one  or  more  of  these  ships,  then  Mriaes  the  question, 
what  is  the  scale  by  which   snoh  damage  is   to  be 
measured  ?    Of  course  no  one  would  wish  to  apply  to 
international  law  thestrict  technical  rules  of  mnnioipal  law, 
but  there  is  an  analogy,  and  some  reasonable  limit  must 
be  put  to  the  claims  for  damage.     It  is  ridiculous  to  set 
up  as  damage  from  the  acta  of  one  or  two,  or  at  most 
four  small,  weak,  and  badly  equipped  oruisers,  the  com- 
meroial  depression  of  whioh  Americana  ore  now  oom- 
plaining.  Snoh  damage  is  too  remote,  not  in  the  teohnieal 
meaning  of  the  phrase,  bat  as  a  matter  of  common  sense- 
To  admit  a  liability  for  damages  saoh  as  these  would  be  to 
admit  a  liability  for  all  time,as  Uie  aots  of  the  Alabavt*. 
like  all  other  acta,  must  operate  for  eret  in  the  chain  ot 
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It  wonld  Mem  reMOMble  that  the  duaaga 
■honld  be  limited  to  the  raloe  of  the  ihipe  «nd  ougo 
deetrojed,  and  peifaapa  eome  intereit  on  that  amount. 
Intenrt  during  the  whole  time  the  money  lemains  unpaid 
oofild  hardly  be  oliUmed  without  ahowing  that  the  del^y  in 
payment  ia  oauaed  by  this  oonntiy.  'Tht  ridiculoui  idea 
of  ™«fci«g  a  daim  on  aooount  of  the  pioolamation  of 
nantnJity  leemi  likely  to  be  abandoned,  and  if  the  two 
potnta  which  we  hare  noticed  leoeived  a  little  more  oon- 
■ideiation  than  is  ntually  accoided  to  them,  it  would  tend 
mnob  to  temore  the  eziatiDg  diffloulties.  The  mere  state' 
meat  of  their  oase  by  the  claimants,  in  a  legal  form  with- 
out any  chetorical  embellishments  wonld  greatly  simplify 
matters,  and  if  the  qneetiou  should  now  be  taken  up  by 
indlTidnals  for  their  own  interest,  instead  of  by  politioians, 
there  ia  some  chanoe  that  it  will  assume  a  shape  bettw 
fitted  for  effeatual  discussion  and  more  free  from  the 
vague  generalities  by  which  it  has  hitherto  been  obsonied. 


The  kiobt  or  ah  abcuitect  to  retain,  as  against 
his  employer,  the  plans  he  prepares  for  a  building  was 
a  good  deal  diaeuased  not  long  ago  in  oonneotion  with 
the  Houses  of  Parliament.  A  similar  question  has  since 
oc&ne  before  the  Oontt  of  Exchequer,  iaMdy  t.  MeOonan, 
on  Wednesday  last  The  material  facts  were  that  the 
defendant  employed  the  plaintiff  to  prepare  plans,  speoifi* 
catiwis,  and  tenders  for  a  house.  If  the  house  was  not 
oonunenoed,  but  the  plans  only  were  prepared,  the  plain- 
tiS  was  to  have  two-and-a-half  per  cent,  on  the  esti- 
mated oost.  The  plans  were  prepared,  and  the  de> 
fmdant  then  stopped  the  work,  and  nothing  further 
was  done.  The  plaintiff  claimed  payment  for  the  plana, 
but  refnaed  to  gire  them  up  to  the  defendant,  who  on 
his  part  refused  to  pay  the  plaintiff  unless  he  got 
the  plana.  The  plaintiff  at  the  trial  set  up  a  usage 
for  axohitects  to  retain  their  plana.  There  was  a  con- 
fiict  of  CTidence  on  the  point,  but  the  jury  found  in  faronr 
of  the  usage.  The  question  before  the  Court  was  whether 
the  plaintiff  was  entitled  to  charge  for  the  making  of  the 
plans  and  also  to  keep  them. 

The  dedsioD,  as  might  hare  been  expected,  was  that 
the  defendant  was  not  entitled  to  the  plans.  As  there 
was  no  express  contract  on  the  subject,  the  Court  held 
that  it  must  be  assumed  that  the  person  who  paid  for  the 
preparation  of  the  plans  must  be  entitled  to  them.  The 
aO^fcd  naage  was  also  held  not  to  depriTC  the  defendant 
of  hia  right  to  the  plans,  on  the  ground  of  its  nnreason- 
■Menees,  Baron  Bramwell  saying  that  the  usage  was 
suicidal,  as  its  own  absurdity  destroyed  it. 

It  soomw  that,  even  if  this  usage  were  not  in  itself 
ahanrd,  it  would  not  affect  persons  in  fact  uaacquainted 
with  it.  Usage  forms  part  of  a  oontraot  only  on  the 
ground  that  ^e  parties  knew  or  ought  to  bare  known 
of  ita  axiatenoe.  This  doctrine  cannot  apply  to  such  a 
usage  aa  that  set  up  by  the  plaintiff.  Of  course,  the 
def^aodant  might  hare  been  bound  to  pay  for  the  plans, 
ahhongh  he  was  not  to  receire  them,  if  he  bad  oon- 
tiaoted  ao  to  do — or,  which  might  be  the  same,  if  he  had 
in  faot  known  of  the  alleged  usage,  and  had  dealt  with 
tlie  plaiatiff  upon  that  bans.  Under  tiie  ciroumstanoes, 
howerex,  the  defendant  was  entitled  to  the  plans,  as  the 
Court  ao  oonstmed  the  contract. 


A  rAKA.OBAPH,  which  has  been  going  the  round  of  the 
papers,  announcing  an  "  important  change  "  in  the  Bank 
of  Bngland  practice  aa  to  payments  to  the  aooount  of  the 
Aflcoantaxit-Oeneral  in  Chancery,  is  not  perfectly  aocu- 
nte.  The  fact  is  that  cheques  crossed  "  Bank  of  Eng- 
land "  are  reoeired  for  these  payments,  if  tendered  in 
time  to  admit  of  their  being  cashed  by  the  Bank.  The 
latest  hoar  for  payment  in  is  8  p.m.  (at  which  hour  a 
ittam  U  made  to  the  office  in Chancety-Iane),  andtheBank 
eieaiiagr  is  notmade  till  5  p.m. ;  consequently  one  dear  day 
Is  req^oired  for  cashing  and  clearing.  Thus,  if  Wednesday 
be  the  last  day  for  payment  in,  in  any  matter,  cheques 
win  be  xeodrable  not  later  than  Monday  ;  and  if  the 
psjjBMnt  be  made  on  Tuesday  or  Wednesday,  it  must  be 


in  notee  or  gold.  This  practice  of  accepting  cheques,  it 
tendered  in  time  to  be  Mshed  and  deared,  has  been  in 
Togue  for  some  time ;  there  has  not,  therefore,  been  any 
"important  change"  of  practice.  The  Bank,  as  we 
hare  said,  only  r«guire$  one  dear  day,  but  if  more  time 
is  giren  tiie  work  is  lightened.  We  may  add,  that 
country  cheques  and  notes  are  not  teodred  at  all. 


SURPLUS  LANDS  AND  ADJOININa  OWNEBS. 

In  the  early  days  of  railway  legislation  it  was  an  ob- 
ject with  the  Legislature  to  prerent  owners  of  land  from 
being  compelled  to  part  with  more  land  than  was  re- 
quired for  the  purposes  of  the  undertaking.  Railway 
companies  are  accordingly  required,  before  they  dispose 
of  any  superfluous  lands  (which  tiiey  must  do  within 
ten  years,  generally  speaking,  after  the  completion  of  the 
undertaking),  to  offer  to  adl  them  to  the  person  then  entitled 
to  the  lands  from  which  the  same  were  originally  serered; 
or  if  such  person  refuse  to  purchase  the  same,  or  cannot  be 
found,  then  to  the  adjoining  owner  or  owners  vnleu  $ueh 
landt  it  tittiatt  nithin  a  town,  or  be  land*  buUt  upon, 
or  uted  for  building  pvrpoui  (Lands  Clauses  Act,  1846,  s. 
128).  Henoe  aroae  the  necessity  of  defining,  first,  "  land 
within  a  town  ;"  secondly,  "land  built  upon  ;"  and, 
thirdly,  land  "  used  for  building  pnrposeB,"  whidi  the 
Leg^atnre  has  omitted  to  define,  and  indeed  could  not 
hare  defined,  so  as  to  exdude  the  necessity  of  obtaining 
a  judicial  interpretation  of  those  phrases. 

Land  aituate  within  a  town  ia  defined  by  Parke,  B.,  in 
Stliet  r.  South  Devon  Bailmay  Company  (2  Ex.  72S), 
aa  land  surrounded  by  continuous  houses,  using  the  term 
oontinnous  in  the  popular  sense,  aa  distinguished  from 
oontiguous,  i^.,  the  houses  need  not  actually  touch  each 
other  as  in  the  street  of  a  town  in  order  to  bring  the 
land  surrounded  by  them  within  the  definition.  Land  ia 
a  Tillage,  therefore,  as  well  as  land  In  a  town,  in  the 
ordinary  sense  of  the  word,  may,  we  apprehend,  be 
exempted  from  the  adjoining  owner's  right  of  pre-emp- 
tion if  it  be  surrounded  by  houses.  This  definition  was 
approred  by  Lord  Campbell,  C.J.,  in  Reg.  r.  Cottle  (16 
Q.  B.  412),  and  by  Lord  Cairns,  L.J.,  in  Lord  Carring- 
ton  T.  Wyoombe  SaUway  Company  (16  W.  R.  494,  L.  R. 
8  Oh.  888),  who  held  that  land  situate  within  the 
borough  of  Wycombe,  but  at  some  distance  from  the 
mass  of  houses  forming  the  town,  and  with  two  cottages 
only  standing  on  it,  was  not  "  land  within  a  town." 

In  Zendon  and  South  Weetern  Railway  Company  r. 
Jilachmore  (L.  R.  4  B.  &  I.  App.  614),  the  House  of 
Lords  dedded  that  land  lying  dose  to  the  railwey  station 
at  Teddington,  and  not  continuously  built  upon,  was  not 
land  within  a  town  witliin  the  meaning  of  the  Act. 
Both  the  Lord  Chancellor  and  Lord  Weetbuiy  approred 
of  Baron  Parke's  definition,  as  giren  abore.  The  ques- 
tion then  whether  land  is  land  within  a  town  depends 
on  its  situation  with  reapeot  to  the  houses  near,  and  not 
on  the  number  of  inhabitants. 

Then  as  to  the  meaning  of  "land  built  upon."  This, 
according  to  Lord  Cairns  in  Zord  Garrington  r.  Wy- 
eombe  Hailway  Company  (tup),  was  meant  to  define 
something  which,  although  it  cannot  be  balled  land  in 
a  town,  or  part  of  a  town,  is  land  oorered  with  oon- 
tinnous buildings  eodem  modo  as  the  solum  of  the  town. 
The  Legislature  could  not  hare  meant,  his  Lord^p 
added,  Utat,  because  a  piece  of  land  in  the  open  country 
haa  a  building  upon  it,  it  is  land  built  upon  within  the 
meaning  of  section  128.  Land  built  npon,  therefore, 
means  land  continuously  built  upon  or  oorered  with 
buildings,  and  must  mean  much  the  same  aa  land  within 
a  town,  if  the  word  town  be  taken  in  the  sense 
attributed  to  the  word  by  Baron  Parke  of  a  eongeriet  of 
houses. 

Land  used  for  building  purposes, according  to  the  Master 
of  the  Rolls,  means  land  sold  as  building  land  or  let  on 
building  leases,  and  aotnally  laid  out  for  building  (  Coventry 
r.  landon,  Brighton,  and  South  Coatt  Jiailivay  Company, 
16  W.  R.  267,  L.  R.  5  £q.  114).    The  termji^t  be  taken 
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as  »ppUo*ble  only  to  l«ndi  aotiMny  laid  out  for  bnUding 
pnrpoaes,  and  for  building  on  whioh  somo  contract  is  in 
eziitence,  if  the  bnildin^s  are  nok  aetnally  in  progreaa. 
It  doee  not  mean  capable  of  being  bnilt  on — i.e.,  land 
eaitable  in  the  owner's  estimation  for  that  purpose,  saoh 
as  is  generally  designated  as  building  land.  What  the 
Act  requires,  according  to  Lord  CaimB  (.Lord  Carrimfto* 
y.  Wyeomie  Bailnay  Ompany,  mp.),  to  bring  surplus 
land  within  the  exception  in  Uie  Act  as  used  for  build- 
ing purposes  is,  that  it  should  be  land  actually  and  de 
facto  used  for  building  purposes.  In  the  opinion  of  the 
Lord  Chancellor  {Zondon  and  Smth  Wettem  Railttay 
Company  t.  BlaeJimore,  mp.)  land  is  not  to  be  considered 
us  used  for  building  pnrposes  becanse  the  immediate 
predecessor  in  title  of  the  railway  company  plugged  it 
out  and  adrertiBed  it  for  sale  for  building  purposes.  To 
make  it  building  land  he  should  hare  dedicated  it  to  build- 
ing in  some  way  or  other,  by  letting  it  on  building  lease 
for  instance,  or  entering  into  contracts  for  the  erection 
of  buildings  thereon.  The  central  portion  of  land  in  a 
space,  whether  all  the  sides  be  ereoted  or  not,  the  gardens 
or  curtilages  of  houses  erected  or  about  to  be  erected, 
and  eren  land  on  which  materials  for  building  are  stacked, 
are  instances,  according  to  the  Lord  Chancellor,  of  land 
used  for  building  purposes.  Land  also  which  railway 
directors  are  under  contract  to  erect  buildings  on,  may 
possibly,  his  Lordship  intimated,  come  within  the  spirit 
and  meaning  of  the  words  "  land  used  for  building 
purposes.'* 

As  we  have  already  said,  superfluous  lands  are  to  be 
sold  within  ten  years  from  the  time  fixed  for  the  com- 
pletion of  the  undertaking,  if  no  other  period  be  limited 
by  the  special  Act.  If  not  sold,  they  rest,  at  the  expira- 
tion of  the  period  limited,  in  the  adjoining  owners  in 
proportion  to  the  extent  of  their  lands  respectirely  ad- 
joining thereto  (section  128).  This  enactment  is  a 
stringent  one.  It  can  only  be  justified  by  the  desire  of 
the  Legislature  to  guard  against  the  acquisition  of  land  by 
railway  companies  for  other  than  the  legitimate  objects 
of  the  undertaking,  and  becoming  land  companies  by  a 
side  wind.  In  Moody  t.  Oortett  (U  W.  E.  737,  L.  R.  1 
Q.  B.  610),  the  London,  Brighton,  and  South  Coast  Bail- 
way  Company  had  suffered  the  period  to  expire.  The 
land  in  question  accordingly  vested  in  the  adjoining 
owner  by  operation  of  the  statute.  He  brought  eject- 
ment, and  the  following  conclusions  were  come  to  by  the 
Court  of  Exchequer  Chamber  in  the  case: — (1.)  that  the 
enactment  in  question  extended  to  lands,  the  reversion  to 
which  had  been  acquired  by  the  company,  subject  to 
existing  tenancies  ;  (2)  that  where  there  are  several 
properties  in  contact  with  the  superfluous  land,  it  is  to  be 
divided  amongst  the  owners  of  those  properties  in  pro- 
portion to  the  frontage  of  each;  and  (3)  that  a  subse- 
quent enactment,  extending  the  period  within  whioh  the 
sale  was  to  be  effected,  did  not  defeat  a  right  to  unsold 
land  already  vested  under  a  former  Act  at  the  time  of  the 
passing  of  the  later  Act.  In  aioody  v.  Corbett  [tup.)  the 
adjoining  owner  recovered  the  lands  in  ejectment  brought 
against  the  company  and  their  vendee,  who  had  pur- 
chased in  ignorance  of  the  adjoining  owner's  statutory 
right  of  pre-emption.  It  is  obvious  that  the  vendee 
oonld  have  acquired  no  title  as  against  the  adjoining 
owners,  although  adverse  possession  would  give  him  a  title 
by  lapse  of  time;  but  nntil  a  title  was  thus  acquired  he 
would  be  liable  to  be  ejected  at  any  time.  We  have 
reason  to  believe  that  instances  where  railway  companies 
have  neglected  to  offer  for  sale  their  superfluous  lands 
within  the  proper  period,  and  such  lands  have  in  conse- 
quence vested  in  the  adjoining  owners,  are  not  nncommoa, 
Uiongh  the  adjoining  owners  sleep  in  ignorance  of  their 
estate,  and  the  Statute  of  Limitations  is  running,  if  it 
has  not  already  run,  against  them. 

The  right  of  the  person  from  whose  property  the  land 
was  originally  severed,  to  assert  his  right  of  pre-emption, 
arises  whenever  the  company  offer  the  land  for  sale,  under 
the  description  of  surplus  lands  (Zoiuion  and  South 
Weittrn  Baihvay  Company  v.  Slackmore,  sup.),  or  show 


in  any  other  way  that  the  laad  is  not  teqaired  by  Hkm 
for  the  purposM  of  their  undertaking  {L»rd  Bwntehtwtp  t. 
Great  Wettem  JRailftny  Company,  16  W.  B.  11C5,  L.  It 
8  Ch.  746),  although  the  time  limited  by  the  Aot  witUa 
which  the  property  must  be  ofltted  for  sale,  if  at  aU,  haa 
not  arrived.  And  even  after  the  company  have  oon- 
veyed  away  superfluous  lands  to  a  pnrohaser,  if  they 
have  not  previously  offered  them  for  sale  to  the  owner 
of  the  lands  from  whieh  they  were  originally  severed,  or 
him  failing,  to  the  adjoining  owner,  he  may  sUU 
assert  his  right  of  pre-emption,  and  obtain  a  deorse, 
setting  aside  the  conveyance,  and  ordering  the  company 
and  their  vendee  to  convey  the  prc^rty  to  himaelt  upon 
payment  of  the  pnrohase-money,  to  be  asoeitained  in 
manner  provided  by  the  Lands  Clauses  Act  (.Lord  Bea%- 
ohamp  V.  Oreat  Western  Railway  Company,  np.). 

We  have  now  to  consider  the  definition  of  an 
adjoining  owner.  As  "owner,"  according  to  the  inter- 
pretation clause  of  the  Lands  Clauses  Act,  means  any 
person  who  can  sell  and  conv^  land  to  the  promoters  of 
the  undertaking,  and  therefore  the  possessor  of  any 
interest  in  the  land,  the  term  "adjoining  owner," 
according  to  the  Master  of  the  RoUs,  indndes  persons 
having  a  leasehold  interest  in  the  lajids  adjoining  the 
superfluous  lands  of  the  company  ( Coventry  t.  London, 
Brighton  and  South  Coatt  Railnay  Company,  tup.).  The 
fact  that  a  private  road,  on  which  such  owner  has  a 
right  of  way,  intervenes  between  his  land  and  the 
superfluous  lands  of  the  company,  does  not  exclude  his 
right  of  pre-emption  {Coventry  y.  London,  Brighton  and 
South  Coatl  Xailfeay  Company,  nip.)  ;  nor  the  fact  that 
a  wall  divides  his  property  from  that  of  the  company, 
where  he  and  the  company  are  by  ag^reement  joint 
owners  of  the  land  on  which  the  wall  is  built  (London 
and  South  Weitern  Railnay  Company  v.  Blackmore,  sup.) 

The  Lord  Chancellor,  in  the  case  last  referred  to,  drew 
a  distinction  between  the  rights  of  adjoining  owners  in 
general  and  the  rights  of  the  particular  owner  from  wliose 
property  the  superfluous  land  was  originally  severed. 
The  particular  owner  from  whose  property  the  land  was 
originally  severed  has  the  right  to  have  the  opportunity 
of  re-acquiring  such  lands  as  soon  as  it  is  asoertained 
that  they  are  superfluous.    Mere  adjoining  owners,  on 
the  other  hand,  have  no  more  than  the  right  to  claim 
that  the  oompany  shall  not  sell  the  land  to  a  stranger 
without  at  least  offering  it  to  them  in  their  turn,  and 
the  right  of  asserting  that  claim  arises   whenever  the 
oompany  are  about  to  part  with  the  land  in  question. 
Hence,  where  an  adjoining  owner  claimed  the  right  of 
pre-emption  of  lands  whioh  the  company  were  about  to 
sell,  such  lands  never  having  been  his  or  severed  from 
any  part  of  his  estate,  an  inquiry  was  directed  whether 
there  was  any  adjoining  owner  who  was  equally  entitled 
wiih  himself  to  make  such  claim.    If  the  land  had  been 
originally  severed  from  his  estate,  his  right  would  have 
been  paramount,  and  no  such  inquiry  would  hare  been 
needed.    This  distinction  is  important. 


CODES  AND  DIGESTS. 


It  is  now  very  nearly  four  years  sinoe  the  Digest  of 
Law  Commission  was  appointed.  Abont  six  months 
after  their  appointment  they  issued  their  first  report,  in 
whioh  they  recommended  to  her  Majesty  that  steps  be 
taken  towards  the  framing  of  "a  condensed  sonunary  of 
the  law  as  it  exists,  arranged  in  systematio  order,  nadet 
appropriate  titles  and  snb-divisions,  Mud  divided  into 
distinct  artielss  and  propositions,  supported  by  refereaoea 
to  the  sources  of  law  whence  they  are  aeverally  derived, 
and  illustrated  by  citations  from  the  principal  iiutanoes 
in  which  the  rules  stated  have  been  discnased  or  appUed." 
To  this  end  they  recommended  the  preparation  of  "  speci- 
men digests "  of  portions.  Having  reoeived  the  Boyal 
permission,  they  prooeeded  in  November,  1867,  to  their 
first  step,  which  was  compared  by  the  Pall  Mall  (Meette 
to  a  "  call  off  the  stand."  They  seleoted  three  sabjecta 
for  these  specimen  digests,  and  Iben,  by  inviting  aampte 
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aptcameaM,  opened  to  the  bwr  a  oompetitien  for  the  tacks 
ot  preparing'  them.  Oat  of  the  oompetitois  who  answered 
their  oall  th«j  ohoee,  earlj  In  the  sommer  of  1868,  three 
mm,  who  forthwith  attacked  their  several  sabjeots  of 
'BSOa  of  Wrriiange,  Easements,  and  Mortgages.  Last  Hay 
the  Commission  issned  its  second  report,  announcing  that 
the  danntlesB  three  had  "  laid  before  titem  materials  of 
oonaidecable  Talne^  and  enabled  them  to  form  oonclnsions 
as  to  the  oondoot  of  the  entire  work."  They  reoom- 
mended,  for  resaons  which  we  need  not  reospitolate  or 
disonas,  that  the  isolated  specimens  shonld  be  no  farther 
proeeoated,  bat  that  the  Digest  itself  should  be  begun  in 
its  entirety  by  "  the  most  highly  skilled  persons  whose 
aarrioes  oan  be  proenred  "  by  the  offer  of  high  remanera- 
tioa  and  permanent  employment,  Mr.  Justice  Willes 
dJMented  from  this  report,  because,  "  fully  agreeing  that 
a  first-rate  modem  digest  of  English  law  is  to  be  desired 
(for  professional  use),  he  thought  it  would,  when 
made,  after  all,  be  only  a  makeshift  foe  a  code, 
or  rather  series  of  codes" — a  digest,  digesting  what 
iMd  been  decided  or  deemed,  would  preserre  inter  alia 
the  oonfliots  of  law  and  equity,  whereas  a  code  must 
"onoe  for  all  lay  down  uniform  rules  of  justioe  to 
gorem  ereiy  court,"  and  "  wonld  swallow  up  at  onoe 
miadtiefs  of  detail  which  wonld  choke  a  digest."  He 
tboogfht,  too,  that  as  a  digest  would  comprehend  only 
Kngliah  law,  an  opportunity  wonld  be  thrown  away,  for 
that  a  code  might  embody  improvements  borrowed  from 
•bcoad.  Finally,  as  the  last  milestone  attained  in  the 
matter  np  to  the  present  time,  Mr.  W.  B.  Fisher,  of 
Unooln's  Inn,  the  compiler  of  the  specimen  digest  on 
ICortgagea,  has  published  a  letter  addressed  by  him  to  the 
lAid  Chancellor,  in  which  he  discusses  the  question  laid 
open  by  Mr.  Justice  WUIes.  We  recommend  everyone 
who  takes  any  lively  interest  in  the  sabjact  to  read  Mr. 
Fishei's  letter  ;*  it  is  very  sensible,  and  goes  straight  at 
the  root  of  ttie  matter;  bmides  which,  being  oompoeed  by 
an  aUe  and  cultivated  man,  understanding  thoroughly 
what  he  means,  the  letter  is  very  agreeable  reading. 

'Speaking  of  the  Commissioners'  original  proposal, 
that  the  propositions  contained  in  their  Digest  are  to  be 
aopported  by  references  to  the  sources  of  law  whence 
they  are  derived,  Mr.  Fiaher  s&ys — of  course  the 
rafennoas  must  be  supplied  by  the  draftsmen  for  the  use 
of  thoaa  who  are  to  revise  or  authenticate  the  work,  but 
are  th«y  to  be  retained  afterwards?— 

"  Xhe  work  must  speak  with  some  authority,  and  if  an 
inbsraDt  authority  be  denied  it,  that  upon  wliich  it  is 
founded  anlj  remains;  and  then  arises  this  oifiBcnlty.  It  is, 
I  tappoae,  mtended  that  the  work  shall  be  authenticated 
by  the  two  or  three  persons  of  great  professional  eminence, 
whose  appointment  u  snggested  in  the  report;  and  oer- 
taiiily  we  authority  of  the  most  eminent  is  necessary.  But 
is  tiieir  authority  to  supersede  that  of  the  original  reports  f 
If  it  be  not,  thai  as  the  greater  portion  of  the  reported 
cases  vafisr  to  other  cases,  the  liberty  of  reference  imphed  by 
citing  the  cases  will  keep  open  ue  whole  of  the  reports 
law." 

The  faet  is  tiiat  the  Digest,  prepared  by  the  best  and 
most  eminent  men  procurable  by  ^  highest  remunera- 
tion and  the  most  permanent  employment,  would  (as  we 
have  pcrinted  out  before  now,  though  the  thing  is  self- 
crident)  be  a  most  excellent  text-book  embracing  our 
whole  e«rput  jurit,  and  resembling  Mr.  Hawkins'  ad- 
miraMw  book  on  the  Construction  of  Wills  more  than 
aay  other.  Ita  authority  wonld  be  in  kind  that  of  a  text- 
book prepared  in  that  solemn  manner  by  that  first-rate 
Isfal  talent  -,  the  deference  it  would  receive  from  the  judges 
w«ald  probably  be  a  little  greater  than  that  which  judges 
BOW  aooord  to  decisions  of  Courts  of  co-ordinate  jurisdio- 
tioo,  whJoh,  regarding  them  "with  the  very  highest 
lespeot,*  they  almost,  but  not  quite,  always  follow. 
Tioe-Chancellor  Malins,  indeed,  wonld  very  likely  nprear 
against  the  Digest  with  some  frequency;  it  is 


*  "  A  Letter  to  the  Right  Hen.  the  Lord  Chanoellor  oonoem- 
i^  Diaests  and  Codes."  By  William  Biohaid  Fisher,  of  Lin- 
ssm's  Inn,  Barrister-at.Iaw.    London :  Bottsrworths. 


possible,  also,  that  A^oe^lhanoellor  Stuart,  in  his  stub- 
bomer  moods,  might  refuse  to  bow  down  before  the 
Digest  when  other  judges  wonld  be  wllliag  to  follow  it ; 
those,  however,  would  be  exceptions.  The  judges  as  a 
body  wonld  always  tiy  to  follow  it,  and  the  onui  would 
always  be  on  the  argner  to  show  that  it  was  wrong.  As 
a  text-book  for  the  profaesioa  it  would  be  most  valuable. 
But  is  this  the  best  which  we  oan  do  for  ourselves? 
Mr.  Justice  WiUes  thinks,  clearly  not.  Mr.  Fisher  idso 
thinks  not,  and  advises  that  as  each  part  of  the  Digest 
is  completed  a  short  statute  should  oonfer  on  it  an 
authority  oo-ordinate  with  that  of  the  statutes. 

"  It  seems  to  me,"  he  adds,  "  that  a  body  of  law  so  pre- 
pared and  authenticated,  would  not  only  go  far  towards  the 
attainment  of  the  objects  proposed  by  Mr.  Justioe  Wille«, 
hnt  that  they  oan  be  attained  in  no  other  way.  The  uoa- 
flicts,  not  only  of  cosunon  law  with  equity,  bat  of  each 
with  its  own  kind,  would  be  placed  side  by  side,  and 
removed  by  amending  statutes  passed  in  the  ordinary 
manner,  and  which  wonld  finally  be  incorporated  in  the 
work.  The  mischief  of  detail,  so  far  as  to  the  judgment 
of  the  framers  the  details  appear  miscliievous,  would  dis- 
appear ;  and  the  whole  law  would  be  brought  into  such  a 
form  that  the  improvements  which  the  learned  judge  demres 
to  introdnoe  firom  foreign  sources,  and  the  value  of  which 
few  are  so  capable  of  judging  as  he,  could  be  easily  made." 

PrimS  faeie  we  agree  with  Mr.  Fisher  that  a  digest 
should  precede  a  code.    He  proposes  that  the  Dig^est  shall 
become  the  first  Code,  and  that  such  Code  shall  then  be 
amended  till  it  has  become  all  that  Mr.  Justioe  Willes 
wishes  to  see  it.    The  only  per  contra  which  oooors  to 
to  us  is  this.    Some  departments  of  our  law  have  been 
much  simplified  of  late  years  by  statute;  but  there  re- 
mains a  very  great  deal  more  to  be  done,  especially  in 
real  property  law.    There  are  an  immensity  of  incidents 
which  ought  now  to  be  removed.    Some  of  them  are 
relics  of  feudalism  or  other  systems  of  a  different  state 
of  society,  which  have  become  unsnlted  to  a  modem 
age— others,  again,  are  doctrines  laid  down  by  Courts,  in 
deference    to  ideas  which    are    now    exploded  or  to 
neoessitiea    which  no    longer   exist.      When    all    this 
great  embarrassing  bulk  is  taken  away,  as  it  ought  to  be, 
and  one  day  will  be,  an  enormous  mass  of  the  old  case 
law  will  become  obsolete,  exactly  as  a  repealed  statute 
and  the  eases  decided  on  it  become  obsolete.    Would  not 
the  labour  of  making  the  Digest  (as  well  as  its  bulk)* 
be  immeasurably  less  after  than  before  these  reforms, 
inasmuch  as,  in  the  second  case,  it  would  be  easy  to  oast 
aside  as  Irrelevant  to  the  new  law  hundreds  of  decisions 
which  in  the  first  case  wonld  have  to  be  painfully  weighed 
and  digested  ?     Moreover,  in  auoh  a  matter  the  easier 
the  task  the  more  accurate  its  execution.    This,  no  donbt, 
is  true,  but  the  argument  is  one  which  cuts  both  ways; 
for,  consider  how  much  more  easily,  and  therefore  more 
BUMly,  the  legislative  cutting  and  paring  oan  be  done  if 
Mr.  Fisher's  authenticated  Digest,  or  Code,  has  first  made 
it  clear  what  the  present  law  is.     Mr.  Fisher  evidently 
would  think  the  advantage  greatest  in  the  latter |altemative. 
Here  are  two  operations,  either  of  which  will  be  facili- 
tated if  the  other  precedes  it.     Which,  on  the  whole,  will 
it  be  most  advantageous  to  plaoe  first  ?      One  thing  Is 
clear,  that  the  reforming  statute  or  statutes  ought  to  be 
framed  by  men  of  no  meaner  authority  than  those  who 
would  frame  the  Digest,   and    merely  ratified,  without 
alteration,  by  the  Legislature.     If  it  could  be  regarded 
as  probable  that  the  reform  is  near  at  hand,  we  own,  for 
our  own  part,  that  we  should  require  some  further  con- 
sideration before  we  could  strike  the  balance  between 
these  two  courses.      But  as  the  reform,  though  much 
needed,  and  as  we  believe  inevitable,  is  unhappily  not 
yet  imminent,  it  is  needless  to  consider  the  matter  fur- 
ther.    There  is  no  sign  at  present  of  anything  but  piece- 
meal reforms  of  the  kind  we   mention.      Let  us,  there- 

*  TheDigestCommissioners,  judgingfromMr.Fisbei'sinoom- 
pletespeaimsn,  estimate  the  whole  at  100  Tolmnss.  He  himself 
sets  the  figure  at  less  than  half  that  number,  and  explains  the 
calculation  on  which  his  estimate  is  based. 
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foM,  get  onr  Digest  first,  anthentioata  It  aa  Hr.  Fisher  ^ 
proposes,  and  in  all  probability  the  reforms  will  be  Tory 
much  aooelerated,  U  not  immediately  precipitated. 

SECERT  DECISIONS. 

BQUiry. 

Canal  Company  Ihoobfobatbd  bt  Aot  or  Pablia- 

MBHT — JUBIBDIOTIOH  TO  WlHD  UP. 

Jtt  Company  of  Proprietor!  of  the  Bradford  yav^ation, 
V.C.H.,  18  W.  B.  692,  L.J.J.  ib.  1098. 
In  Maroh,  1 867,  a  canal  company,  incorporated  by  Aot 
of  Parliament  was  ordered  to  be  wonnd  np  by  the  Vice* 
Chancellor  Malins,  on  the  groond  that  it  was  just  and 
equitable,  nnder  the  199th  section  of  the  Companies  Aot, 
1862,itappeariogthatthecanalwaa  being  worked  at  a  Ices 
(_Re  Wey  and  Arvn  Junction  Canal  Co.,  L.  B.  4  Eq. 
197)  ;  the  same  order  having  been  preTiously  made  l^ 
the  Master  of  the  Rolls  in  a  similar  case  on  an  onop- 
posed  petition  {Be  JBatingttolte  Canal  Co.,  14  W.  B.  9S6V 
In  the  Bradford  oa$e  (18  W.  B.  692)  the  order  was  made 
on  the  ground  that  the  canal  had  been  disnsed  for  three 
years  in  oonseqaenoe  of  an  injunction  restraining  the 
company  from  supplying  the  canal  with  water  from  a 
polluted  source,  which  was  ostensibly  the  only  sonroe  from 
whidi  a  supply  of  water  could  be  obtained.  The  argu- 
ments against  the  order  being  made  were,  first,  that  the 
effect  of  the  order,  if  made,  would  be  virtually  to  repeal 
the  Act  nnder  which  the  Canal  Company  was  incorpo- 
rated; and,  secondly,  that  the  order  could  not  be  worked 
out,  considering  the  rights  of  the  public  to  use  the  canal. 
The  Yioe-Ohancellor  held,  as  he  had  held  in  the  Tf  «y  SArun 
Canal  eaie(«up.),that  he  had  the  jurisdiction  to  malcethe 
order  under  section  199,  which  applies  to  all  oompaniee 
except  railway  oompanies.  Why  canal  companies,  which 
are  strictly  ejuiden  generii,  should  not  have  been  in- 
cluded in  this  exception,  may  be  matter  of  speculation, 
but  not  of  surprise,  when  we  consider  with  what  care- 
lessness statutes  are  drawn.  Having,  as  we  said,  the 
jorifdiction  to  wind  np  the  company,  his  Honour  con- 
eidered  thathehadalso  jurisdictiontodissolreitnnderseo- 
tion  111,  when  the  affairs  of  the  company  should  hare 
been  completely  wonnd  np.  The  Legislature,  however, 
must  have  contemplated  the  canal  being  worked  in 
perpetuity ;  and,  if  the  company  were  to  be  dissolved, 
what  was  to  become  of  the  publio  rights  as  to  tiie 
canal  ?  The  Lord  Justice,  before  whom  the  matter 
came  on  appeal  (18  W.  B.  1093),  explained  that  the 
winding  np  did  not  derogate  from  any  right  whatever 
which  any  member  of  the  public  bad  with  reference  to 
the  canal.  The  Court  ooald  only  deal  with  it  in  the 
winding  np  as  the  company  themselves  could  have  dealt 
with  it  before  the  winding  np,  and  neither  could  they 
then,  nor  can  the  Court  now,  sell  it  without  reserving 
the  rights  of  the  public.  We  now  see  why  a  private 
Act  had  to  be  obtained  in  the  Wey  and  Arun  Canal 
ease,  and  venture  to  anticipate  that  the  same  course 
will  be  found  neoeosary  here. 


Lboact  Duty — Pabtxkbship  Pbopbbtt  Abboad. 
Ihrbet  v.  Steven,  V.C.J.,  18  W.  B.  686,  L.  B.  10  Sq.  178. 

It  is  well  settled  that  what  regulates  legacy  duty  is 
domicil  ( IK«Uiam«on  v.  Adroeate-ffenerat,  10  CI.  SeViu. 
1).  Where,  therefore,  a  domiciled  Bngliahman  dies  pos- 
sessed of  personal  estate  abroad,  bequests  of  snob  per- 
sonal estate  are  liable  to  legacy  duty.  In  deciding  that 
legacy  dnty  was  payable  on  the  proceeds  of  real  estate  in 
India,  which  formed  part  of  the  assets  of  the  firm  of 
which  the  testator,  a  domiciled  Englishman,  was  a  mem- 
ber, the  Yioe-Chanoellor  followed  the  well-known  prin- 
ciple recognised  by  Lord  Eldon  in  Towntend  v.  Xhvaynot 
(1  Hont.  Part.  App.  97),  and  followed  by  Sir  John  Lettoh 
in  Phillipt  V.  Phillip$  (1  Hy.  ft  K.  649),  that  real  estate 
held  by  a  partnership  for  partnership  purposes — i.e., 


where  the  land  is  ancillary  to  the  trade  ^Steward  t. 
Blakenay,  16  W.  B.  1104,  L.  B.  6  Bq.  481),  is,  in  con- 
templation of  equity,  personal  estate,  both  as  between  the 
partners  themselves  and  the  real  and  personal  represen- 
tatives of  a  deceased  partner  iDarby  t.  Dariy,  8  Dr. 
496). 

Following  the  decision  of  the  Honse  of  Lords  in  At- 
torney-Oeneral  v.  Bronning  (8  H.  of  L.  Caa.  266),  the 
Vice-Chancellor  held  that  the  testator's  share  in  the  real 
estate  of  the  partnership,  having,  as  we  have  seen,  the 
character  of  personal  estate  thus  imprcMed  upon  it,  was 
liable,  like  all  other  personal  estate,  to  the  flsoal  demands 
of  the  Crown.  In  Attorney- Oeneral  v.  Bromting  the 
question  was  whether  probate  dnty  was  payable  in  re- 
spect of  the  amount  of  the  pnrchase-money  agreed  to  be 
paid  to  the  testator  under  a  oontract  for  sale  of  real 
estate  not  completed  at  the  time  of  his  death ;  and  the 
Honse  of  Lords,  reversing  the  decision  of  the  Court 
of  Exchequer,  held  thatprobate  duty  was  payable,  thongh 
the  oontraot  was  subject  to  the  approval  of  the  Court, 
and  conditional  on  a  good'title  being  shown.  It  is  stated 
by  Mr.  Lindley,  on  the  authority  of  Cuttanoe  v.  Sradtham 
(4  Ha.  816),  that  the  Crown  cannot  avail  itself  of  the 
doctrine  that  real  estate,  where  a  partnership  asset,  ll 
regarded  as  pers:>nal  in  equity,  and  require  probate  duty 
to  be  paid,  upon  the  assumption  that  the  share  of  the 
deceased  aotnally  consisted  of  money  (Law  of  Partnership^ 
p.  672);  but  the  Vice-ChanceUor,  in  the  course  of  his 
judgment  in  Ii>rie$  r.  Steven  explained  that  Outtanee  r. 
Bradthan  and  Watton  r.  Swift  (8  Beav.  868)  are  not 
authorities  for  the  above  doctrine. 


BlYEB  OONSEBVANCT. 

Corporation  of  Exeter  v.  Earl  of  Devon,  M.B,  18  W.  B. 
879.  L.  B.  10  Eq.  282. 
The  pretensions  of  the  Corporation  of  Exeter  to  th» 
conservancy  of  the  navigable  portion  of  the  river  Exe 
rested  on  an  Act  passed  In  the  81  Hen.  8,  which  em- 
powered the  corporation  to  remove  all  obstructions  to  the- 
navigation,  paying  compensation  to  the  owners  of  the  soil 
where  the  obstrnotions  were  situate.  The  rights  conferred' 
by  this  Aot  were  recognised  in  and  confirmed  by  a  local 
Act  passed  in  the  3rd  Victoria.  The  Master  uf  the  Bolls, 
however,  decided  that  these  pretensions  were  unfounded. 
The  Acts  did  not,  in  his  Lordship's  opinion,  confer  the 
conservancy  of  the  river,  but  only  the  power  to  remove 
obstructions  to  the  navigation  on  paying  compensatioB. 
Aasuming  the  erection  of  a  pier  in  the  water-way,  which 
was  the  subject  of  complaint  in  the  present  instance,  to 
be  a  nuisanoe  at  oonimon  law,  was  it  a  nuisance  of  a  publio 
or  a  private  character  ?  If  it  was  a  nuisance  of  a  publio 
character,  the  corporation  could  not  maintain  the  suit,, 
unless  as  relators  in  an  information  by  the  Attorney- 
General  (r«rfry  of  Bermondiey  v.  Brown,  14  W.  B.  213, 
L.  B.  1  Eq.  204).  If  it  was  of  private  character,  there 
was  no  injury  to  property,  and  it  is  well  settled  that  a 
bill  by  a  private  person  to  abate  a  nuisanoe  will  not  lie, 
unless  injury  to  proper^  be  shown.  For  these,  amongst 
other  reasons,  the  suit  could  not  be  maintained. 

It  is  not  astonishing  that  the  corporation  should  have 
considered  that  the  effeot  of  the  Aot  of  the  81  Hen. 
8,  was  to  vest  in  them  the  conservancy.  It  m^ybe 
that,  as  stated  arguendo  in  the  case,  express  words  are  not 
necessary  for  the  purpose;  and,  at  all  events,  if  the  Aot 
did  not  make  them  conservators,  the  Aot  conferred  ob 
them  one  of  the  chief  rights  of  conservators — namely,  to 
abate  nuisances  and  hindrances  to  the  navigation.  Had' 
the  Aot  stopped  there,  it  would,  we  think,  have  been 
difScult  for  the  Court  to  hold  that  a  conservancy  was  not 
created;  but  the  Act  went  on  to  provide  that  the  powers 
conferred  by  the  Act  should  be  exercised  on  payment  of 
compensation,  thus  reducing  the  corporation  to  a  lower 
level  than  that  of  conservators  appointed  in  the  ordinary 
way  by  royal  grant  or  statute. 

The  office  of  conservator  is  an  ancient  one.    Theeariiest 
reference  to   it  is  in  1  Hen.  4,  o.   12   (1399),  whiob 
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prOTides  thkt  there  shall  be  oommlasionera  appointed  to 
entrej  and  keep  the  waters  and  ((leat  riTers,  and  to 
oorreot  and  amend  the  defaults  in  the  same.  This  waa 
followed  by  6  Hen.  6,  c.  5  (1427),  which  enacts  that 
Mrexal  oommiasionen  of  sewers  shall  be  gpranted,  with 
power  to  compel  neoeaaaiy  reparations,  and  to  impress 
labour  for  that  purpose,  and  to  issue  ordinances  for  the 
defUioe  of  sea-banks.  The  flnt  general  Act  bearing  on 
tUs  snlqeot  U  23  Hen.  8,  o.  6  (1681),  the  "BUI  of 
Sewers,"  and  the  general  law  upon  this  subject  remains 
as  it  was  then  established,  though  amended  by  S  &  4 
WilL  4,  c  22. 

The  power  conferred  on  the  corporation  by  31  Hen.  8, 
lypeara  to  be  merely  a  sort  of  inspectorship. 


BEVIEWS. 


^  Treatiu  on  th*  SuUtfor  thi  SeUction  of  the  JPartiu  to  an 
JMitn.  By  A.  J.  Dicbt,  Barrister -at-Law.  London : 
"William  Haxwell  &  Son. 

It  would  be  difScnIt  to  find  any  legal  topic  lees  fitted  to 
form  the  subject  of  a  text  book  thui  the  "  Law  of  Parties 
to  an  Action.  The  proper  person  to  bring  an  action,  is  the 
person  whose  right  nas  been  -violated,  and  in  general  no 
oQier  penon  can  sue.  In  other  words,  the  law  of  parties  to 
actions  is  simply  the  general  law  of  the  country.  It  is, 
Ikowerer,  assumed  in  this  book  that  the  law  of  parties  is 
distinct  from  the  law  which  ascertains  the  rights  of  persons. 
This  method  of  viewing  and  dealing  wiUi  the  law  is 
erroneous  in  principle  and  very  mischievous  in  its  results. 
In  some  few  case*  the  rules  respecting  parties  to  actions  are 
not  identical  with  the  rules  respecting  rights;  as  for  instance, 
in  actions)  under  Lord  Campbell's  Act  ^  &  10  Tict.  c.  93), 
in  actions  by  and  against  married  women,  and  in  one  or  two 
other  cases.  Generally,  however,  there  is  at  common  law 
no  such  thing  as  the  law  of  parties,  although  it  is  other- 
wise in  chaaciary. 

The  way  in  which  the  plan  of  this  book  is  carried  out 
•hows  the  objection  there  is  to  the  plan  itself.  The  law  of 
parties,  properly  so-called,  would  not  furnish  materials  for 
*  treads*,  although  it  fills  an  important  chapter  in  books  of 
nactice.  It  has,  therefore,  to  be  supplemented  by  slices 
from  many  branches  of  general  law,  which,  from  the  plan 
of  the  book,  are  necessarily  treated  in  a  brief  and  unsatis- 
Cactory  maonar.  For  example,  chapters  vii.,  xiv.,  and 
zxriiL  deal  with  corporations.  The  only  question  peculiar 
to  the  law  of  parties  with  respect  to  corporations,  is  in 
what  name  they  should  sue  and  be  sued,  yet  these  chapters 
touch  upon  the  form  in  which  contracts  by  corporations 
must  be  made,  the  doctrine  of  ultra  viret,  and  the  liability 
of  corporations  to  be  sued  for  fraud.  So  also  in  the  chap- 
ten  on  husband  and  wife,  and  on  infants,  the  question, 
what  are  necessaries  for  married  women  and  for  infants 
leepectaTely,  is  discussed. 

Althougn  the  subject  of  the  treatise  is  ill  chosen,  we  are 
glad  to  be  able  to  say  that  its  plan  is  carried  out  with  an 
amount  of  literary  ability  that  is  very  unusual  in  English 
text  books.  The  whole  subject  is  thrown  into  the  shape  of 
general  rulee,  expressed  in  absolute  terms,  and  the  excep. 
tioos  follow  in  the  same  form  as  the  rules.  The  rules  and 
exceptions  form  as  it  were  the  backbone  of  the  book,  the 
rat  of  which  is  occupied  by  definitions  and  authorities,  ex- 
tncts  from  judgments,  &c.,  &c.  The  treatise,  therefore, 
presents  the  appearance  of  a  complete  code  on  the  subject 
of  which  it  treats,  combined  with  illuBtrations  and  explana- 
tions. This  is  certainly  the  best  form  for  a  text  book  on 
any  subject  reducible  to  that  shape. 

The  iSuef  hindrance  in  carrying  out  such  a  plan,  is  the 
difficulty  of  reducing  "  the  wildorness  of  single  instances  " 
which  fonna  the  chaos  of  our  law,  into  a  regmsr  shape,  and 
into  accurate  rules.  The  task  demands,  in  the  highest  de- 
Bee,  the  power  of  concise  and  accurate  expression,  toge- 
fber  with  a  complete  knowledge  of  the  law  as  a  whole,  and 
an  appreciation  of  the  effect  of  one  branch  of  law  upon 
.another.  The  first  of  these  requisites,  the  one  in  which 
Tinglish  lawyers  and  judges  are  generally  most  deficient,  is 
disu»yed  b^  Mr.  Dicey  in  a  high  degree.  We  find  the  rules 
and  exceptiona  well  expressed  and  usually  accurate.  Lt 
■ome  cases  we  do  not  agree  with  his  arrangement,  as  in  the 
dtapten  on  piincipal  and  agent,  where  the  rule  laid  down 
>•  toat  where  a  contract  is  made  through  an  agent,  the  prin- 


cipal is  the  proper  person  to  sue  and  be  sued.  The  first 
four  exceptions  to  this  are  cases  where  there  is  no  contract 
at  all  with  the  so-called  principal,  but  with  the  agent  alone, 
lliese  are  cases  which  it  was  doubtless  necessary  to  notice, 
but  are  not  exceptions  to  the  rule.  The  third  and  fourth 
exceptions  ought  moreover  to  be  treated  as  only  one  apparent 
exception.  0«ierally,  however,  this  part  of  the  work  is  well 
done. 

The  explanatory  part  of  the  book  is  not  so  good.  There 
are  many  instances  of  a  want  of  that  power  of  appreciating 
minute  differences  and  narrow  distinctions  between  various 
classes  of  cases  or  of  facts,  which  is  absolutely  necessary 
for  carrying  out  successfuUy  the  task  of  bringing  any 
branch  of  English  law  into  regular  order.  For  instance,  at 
pp.  26,  27,  the  difference  between  "actions  for  damages  and 
actions  for  debts "  is  discussed.  It  is  there  stated  that  if 
in  an  action  on  a  bill  of  exchange  there  is  a  claim  for 
noting,  the  action  is  for  damages,  and  it  seems  to  be 
assumed  that  in  such  a  case  there  can  be  no  set-off. 
This  is  not  correct,  nor  is  it  supported  by  the  authori* 
ties  cited.  To  a  count  on  a  bill  of  exchange,  a  set-off  may 
be  pleaded,  although  there  is  a  claim  for  noting,  but  it  may 
be  necessary  as  a  matter  of  pleading,  to  limit  tiie  set-off  t» 
the  claim  for  the  amount  of  the  bill.  These  pages,  there- 
fore, betray  either  ignorance  of  the  subject  or  inaccuracy  of 
expression,  and  the  same  remark  applies  to  p.  2  and  its  note. 

At  p.  10  where  the  rules  as  to  privity  of  contract  are 
discussed  and  compared  with  the  right  of  action  for  torts, 
much  confusion  of  thought  is  manifested,  and  there  is,  at 
the  least,  g^reat  carelessness  of  expression  and  illustration. 

In  dealing  with  the  question  whether  the  consignor  or  con- 
signee is  the  right  person  to  sue  for  a  breach  of  contract  of 
carriage,  Mr.  Dicey  simply  produces  a  refiection  of  the  de- 
cided cases,  with  all  their  contradictions  and  confusion.  He 
shows  no  power  of  extracting  the  true  ratio  decidendi  from 
them,  and  we  find  the  old  jumblo  rMpocting  the  person  *'  at 
whose  risk  the  goods  are  carried,"  the  person  making  an 
"express"  agreement,  the  "  consignor,"  the  "consignee," 
&c.  &c. ;  and  one  of  the  cases  in  which  a  consignee,  who 
has  not  the  property  in  the  goods,  may  sue  the  carrier  for 
not  carrying  them,  is  stated  (p.  89)  to  be  "  where  the  carrier 
has  so  dealt  with  the  consignor  as  to  be  estopped  from  deny- 
ing that  the  goods  delivered  to  him  are  the  consignor's 
goods."  Thus  falling  into  the  old  error  of  thinlring  that 
tiie  property  in  the  goods  affects  the  right  of  action  on  the 
contract  to  carry  the  goods. 

Hie  whole  work  suggests  the  idea  that  it  is  the  produc- 
tion of  one  who  has  studied  the  law  as  a  science,  but  who 
has  not  made  himself  practically  acquainted  with  the  ad- 
ministration of  the  law  in  its  diiUy  operation.  It  is  the 
work  of  a  student,  not  of  a  lawj-er.  Notwithstanding  these 
faults,  however,  it  has  considerable  merits,  and  it  is  a  use- 
ful addition  to  our  legal  literature,  although  on  account 
of  its  subject  it  is  not  likely  ever  to  become  a  book  in  every 
day  use.  As  a  model  for  the  form  of  future  text  books  it 
has  a  real  value.  The  last  chapter  is  on  nonjoinder,  mis- 
joinder, and  amendment,  and  is  most  likely  to  be  the  most 
practically  useful  of  all  the  chapters.  There  is  a  good  index 
and  table  of  contents. 

A  Manual  of  the  Lau>  Affecting  the  Stock  Exchange.  With 
Pormt  and  Freeedente  ajf  Pleading).  By  Noel  H.  Pateb- 
soN,  of  the  Middle  Temple,  Barrister-at-Law.  London : 
Sweet. 

This  littie  book  (it  comprises  only  one  hundred  and  seven 
12mo  pages,  and  is  published  at  three  shillings  and  six- 
pence) is  likely  to  be  useful,  as  a  brief  compencuum  of  law 
and  of  practical  information  relating  to  dealings  with 
shares  through  the  medium  of  the  Stock  Exchange.  The 
ground  covered  is  rather  wider  than  most  persons  would 
imagine  from  merely  perusing  the  title ;  and,  besides  in- 
formation useful  to  lawyers  about  the  practice  under  which 
transactions  are  carried  out,  a  very  large  number  of  legal 
points  and  incidents  are  noted,  with  references  to  cases  and 
statutes.  Everything  is  done  very  briefly,  sometimes  too 
briefly ;  the  arra^ement  is  always  good,  and  the  condensa- 
tion mostiy  so.  The  author  when  ne  declines  goinj;  into 
any  subject  which  he  considers  would  be  too  extensive  for 
his  work,  warns  the  reader  of  the  ground  which  he  is 
g(nng  to  leave  unex^ored.  In  his  preface  he  thanks  a 
member  of  the  Stock  Exchange  for  assistance  rendered  to- 
wards the  description  of  the  constitution  and  usages  of  that 
institution.  We  fear  that  his  gratitude  has  biassed  him 
somewhat  unduly  in  favour  of  the  Stock  Exchange  and  its 
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1261111618,  for  ho  certainly  oventates  the  extent  to  -which 
the  Stock  Exchange  roleti  are  binding  on  the  outside  public 
who  employ  the  members  in  porchasea  or  salee.  He  says, 
"the  nues  of  that  institution  are  virtually  binding  on  all 
persons  using  it,  through  a  broker,  as  a  means  of  dealing  in 
stock  or  shares,"  and  proceeds  to  cite  a  number  of  cases  in 
which  courts  have  held  principals  bound  by  the  rules.  Kow 
there  are  a  great  quantity  of  cases  in  which  the  Stock  Ex- 
change rules  have  been  held  binding  on  principals,  but  Mr. 
Paterson's  statement  is  nevertheless  bad  law.  The  rules  of 
the  Stock  Exchange  are  not  like  the  rules  of  a  market,  they 
are  the  rules  of  a  private  body  or  club,  and  are  only  bind- 
ing on  the  public  when  directly  or  impliedly  acquiesced  in 
by  them,  either  by  express  contract,  or,  as  in  the  case  of 
some  of  the  rules,  by  their  having  become,  through  public 
acknowledgment,  usages.  The  case  of  Pinkett  v.  Wright, 
2  Hare,  120,  otight  certainly  to  have  been  added  to  the  cita- 
tions at  p.  67,  on  directors'  powers  of  refusing  to  register 
transfers.  The  citations,  too,  as  to  transfers  to  "men  of 
straw,"  insufficiently  represent  the  case-law  on  that  point. 
In  the  main,  however,  the  work  is  well  done  and  will  he 
useful. 


COITBTS. 

COURT  OF  EXCHEQUER. 

(In  Banco,  before  the  Lobd  Chief  Babok,  and  Bbamwell 

and  PiooTT,  BB.) 

Not.  17. — Stamps  on  copy  of  judge' i  nottt. 

A  case  on  the  Kew  Trial  Paper,  in  which  a  role  had 
been  obtained,  was  called  on  for  argument,  when  it  was  dis- 
covered that  through  the  negligence  of  the  attorney's  clerk 
the  necessary  stamp  to  be  affixed  to  the  copy  of  the  judge's 
notes,  as  required  by  statute,  had  not  been  obtained.  Wfile 
the  attorney  had  gone  to  procure  the  stamp,  their  Lordships 
discharged  the  rme,  the  counsel  on  the  other  side  being 
present,  and  ready  to  proceed  with  his  arguments.  At  a 
later  period  of  the  day  an  application  was  made  by  oonnsel 
to  have  the  case  restored  to  the  paper.  He  admitted  that 
the  application  was  founded  on  the  confession  of  the  error 
or  oversight,  and  asked  as  a  favour  the  indulgence  of  the 
Court. 

The  CoDKT  said  that  the  practice  of  having  stamps  affixed 
to  the  Judges'  notes  was  old  enough  to  be  Imown  to  every 
practitioner  in  the  rarious  courts,  and  it  was  the  duty  of  an 
attorney,  in  a  case  where  the  notes  had  to  be  produced  in 
court,  to  see  that  the  practice  was  complied  with.  This  duty 
had  so  frequently  been  negligently  performed  or  neglected, 
and  the  Court  had  been  so  often  called  upon  to  giant  indul- 
gence and  reinstate  cases  it  had  struck  oat,  that  it  became 
necessary  to  lay  down  a  stringent  rale  for  future  guidance. 
Taking  into  consideration  the  circumstances  of  the  present 
case,  Hxe  Court  would  inflict  a  fine  of  40s.  only,  but  it  was 
to  be  distinctly  understood  that  in  no  future  instance  would 
a  case  be  restored  to  the  paper  after  it  had  once  been  ex- 
punged from  it,  unless  under  very  special  circomstances, 
and  not  then  probably  without  the  infliction  of  a  fine  of  not 
less  than  £10. 


JUDGES  CHAMBERS. 
Nov.  11. — Tht  Dtbt<ir$  Act — SvtmmonMet. 
Btus,  J.,  having  succeeded  Willes,  J.,  at  Chambers, 
to-day  intimated  that,  inasmuch  as  the  second  sub-section 
of  the  6th  section  of  the  Debtors  Act,  1869,  gave  power  to 
county  courts  to  adjudicato  upon  judgment-debtors'  sum- 
monses when  under  £50,  in  whatever  court,  superior  or 
otherwise,  the  judgments  were  obtained,  application  should 
in  future  be  made  to  the  county  ooorts  to  hear  applications, 
and  if  the  parties  insisted  on  the  summonses  being  heard 
before  a  judge  at  chambers  of  one  of  the  superior  courts,  no 
costs  would  be  allowed. 


PROBATE  COURT. 

(Before  Lord  PsKZiLNCB.) 

Nov.  \i.—Th*  JurUt'  Aet—Stmuneration  <if  ipeeial  juror: 

At  the  sitting  of  the  Court  the  following  rule  of  ooutt 
was  read  by  the  registrar : — 

"  In  her  Majesty's  Court  of  Probate. 
"Whereas,  by  the  22nd  section  of  the  Janes'  Act,  1870, 
it  is  enacted  that  the  remuneration  of  special  jurors  and 


common  jurors  shall  be  paid  by  the  parties  to  the  causes  to 
be  tried,  and  for  that  purpose  each  of  the  said  parties  shall 
deposit  such  sum  of  money  as  may  be  determined  by  any 
rale  of  the  Court  in  which  the  cause  is  depending,  and  soah 
depodt  shall  be  made  in  snch  manner  and  with  such  officer 
as  the  said  Court  may  prescribe ; 

"  Now,  in  order  to  provide  a  fond  for  such  remnnerataon 
of  the  jurors,  the  Court  doth  order  and  direct  that  in  all 
cases  to  be  tried  at  the  present  sittings  by  special  juries 
the  party  at  whose  instance  directions  were  given  that  the 
cause  should  be  tried  by  a  special  jury  shall,  on  or  before 
the  25th  day  of  November  inst.,  pay  to  the  Registrar  in 
attendance  in  court  the  sum  of  £25  4s.  for  the  purpose  of 
such  remuneration  of  such  jurors ;  provided  that  if  the 
party  who,  by  this  order,  is  ordered  to  pay  the  above  de- 
posit shall  make  default  therein,  any  of  the  other  parties 
to  the  cause,  when  or  before  such  cause  is  called  on  for 
hearing,  may  pay  the  same,  and  in  default  of  the  same  being 
paid,  tne  cause  shall  be  struck  out,  unless  tlie  Court  shaU 
otherwise  order." 

Lord  Penzance  said  that  a  similar  rule  had  been  pro- 
mulgated with  regard  to  special  jury  causes  in  the  Divorce 
Court,  but  both  rules  were  confined  to  the  present  sittings. 
Considerable  difficulty  liad  arisen  in  apportioning  the  pro- 
per sums  to  be  deposited  in  the  several  cases  set  down  finr 
trial,  with  the  view  of  meeting  the  positive  requirements 
of  the  statute  that  each  juror  should  receive  a  certain  stun 
for  every  day  of  his  attendance.  It  was  necessary  that  a 
second  juiy  should  be  in  attendance  in  order  that  the  bnn- 
ness  of  the  Court  might  not  be  stopped  in  the  event  of  the 
first  jury  being  locked  up.  The  rales  which  had  been  made 
under  the  statute  in  the  common  law  courts  did  not  provide 
for  so  large  a  deposit  by  any  means  as  the  rules  now  pro- 
mulgated in  this  court,  and  he  wished  to  explain  the 
reason  of  that  difference.  The  probate  causes,  although 
many  of  them  were  settled  or  were  not  contested  to  s 
final  decision,  were  often  very  long,  and  the  divorce 
special  jnry  causes  were  rarely  or  never  settled,  and  almost 
always  occupied  a  very  considerable  time.  These  were  the 
considerations  which  made  it  necessary  that  a  larger  sum 
should  be  deposited  in  this  court  than  in  the  common  law 
courts,  where,  out  of  a  list  of  five  or  six  canses,  three  or  four 
might  be  settled  and  the  others  might  be  short.  The  Courts 
in  framing  these  rales,  had  done  its  best  to  fix  a  sum  which 
would  place  at  its  disposal  a  sufficient  fund  to  pay  ^e  pro- 
bable expenses  of  the  juries,  regard  being  had  to  the  num- 
ber of  causes  entered  and  the  length  of  time  which,  judging 
from  past  experience,  they  might  be  expected  to  occupy. 
But  the  rules  were  experimenttJ  only,  the  object  being  to 
try  the  effect  of  them  m  the  present  sittings,  and  the  Court 
reserved  to  itself  the  power,  if  it  should  turn  oat  that  more 
had  been  deposited  than  was  actually  required,  to  retnm  a 
portion  of  the  deposit  to  the  parties. 

COUNTY   COURTS. 

City  of  Loxson  Couet. 

(Before  Mr.  CommissionerKEER,  Judge). 

Nov.  \0.—Amil4r  v.  Fhilp. 

LiaiiKty  o/pUintif'i  attorney  for  tktrift  offietr'tfte*. 

In  this  case  the  plaintiff,  a  sheriff's  officer,  sued  the  de- 
fendant, a  London  attorney,  for  fees  in  the  execution  of  a 
fi.  fa.  issued  by  the  defendant  in  his  capacity  of  attorney  for 
a  plaintiff  in  another  action.  The  case  was  heard  oa  the 
12th  of  October  last,  before  the  Deputy  Judge,  whea  a  ver- 
dict was  found  for  the  plaintiff.* 

An  application  was  made  by  leave  of  the  Court  to  enter  the 
verdict  for  the  defendant. 

Mr.  Ford,  for  the  defendant,  argued  that  there  should  be 
a  new  tri^  He  cited  Bi'M-e  v.  Havelock,  8  Camp.  874,  sod 
CoU  V.  Terry,  10  W.  R.  C.  L.  Dig.  67,  6  L.  T.  IST.  S.  847. 
and  contended  that  the  sheriff  could  not  maintain  an  action 
for  his  fees,  and  the  bailiff  who  was  in  his  service  coold  be 
in  no  better  position.  Also  that  if  a  tort  had  been  com- 
mitted, the  sheriff  personally  should  be  sued,  and  not  his 
offioer. 

Vi.  A.  8.  Carpenter,  for  the  plaintiff^  contended  that 
Bilka  T.  Eattlocli,  was  not  in  point ;  in  that  case  the  sheriff 
was  the  plaintiff,  and  Lord  £llenborou(^'s  dictum,  "The 
law  knows  of  no  promise  to  pay  the  iherifftot  executing  the 
kings  writ,"  did  not  in  any  way  affect  the  present  action. 

•  14  S.  J.  979. 
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^e  inability  of  the  $i«rif  to  sue  ww  an  admittad  fMt,bat  the 
preMut  plaintiff  as  his  bailiff  was  in  quite  a  different  position. 
He  cited  1  Yict  c.  65,  under  whion  the  plaintiff  would  be 
■entitled  to  be  paid  for  his  work  done ;  aim  Brntir  y.  Jorut, 
t  W;  B.  215,  10  Ex.  656,  and  other  cases  rabseqaent  to 
mtt  T.  Saiftloek,  as  clearly  showing  that  the  bailiff  was 
•entitled  to  sne  the  attorney  who  sued  out  the  writ  of  ezeca- 
tfanu 

Mr.  Coxnmr.  Ksaa  said  he  had  always  held  that  a 
bailiff  was  entitled  to  recover  his  fees  £n>m  the  attorney 
who  employed  liim,  and  as  the  case  had  been  well  con- 
ndei«d  ov  the  Deputy  Judge,  in  whose  judgment  he  fallr 
concarred,  he  should  refuse  the  motion  for  a  new  trial,  wita 
costs. 

Zt«f4  to  appeal  rejuni. 


BANKBUPTCY  COURT. 

(Before  Hr.  Begistiar  Booeb,  sitting  as  Chief  Judge.) 

Not.  14.— i»  r*  Otwjt  Broad. 

Th*  Dutits  oftrutttti. 

StrrtnX  meetings  for  the  examination  of  bankrupts  came 
tefosre  the  Begistrar  in  cases  in  which  the  requisite  notices 
<kad  not  been  giren  to  the  creditors  or  the  bankrupt,  nor  the 
froper  adTertisements  inserted ;  and  a  question  arose  whether 
It  waa  the  duty  of  the  solicitor  or  the  trustee  under  the 
tankfuiitcy  to  give  the  notice. 

Mr.  Bagistrar  Rockb  said  it  was  most  important  that 
Hums  notices  should  be  given,  otherwise  cases  might  be  dis- 
aoaad  of  without  the  creditors  knowing  anything  of  them. 
Without  dficiding  whose  duty  it  waa  to  give  the  notices,  he 
-wonld  observe  that  the  trustees,  who  were  generally 
«ooonntanta,  had  now  the  management  of  the  estates  in 
titeir  own  hands,  almost  to  the  exclusion  of  the  legal  pro- 
ftwioa.  and  they  ought  to  be  very  careful  to  observe  the  law, 
otherwise  they  had  no  right  to  take  the  office.  He  found 
that  the  trustee  was  allowed  threepence  for  each  notice  he 
east  out,  but  the  question  was  sne  for  the  taxing  master.  The 
trustee  waa  entitled  to  all  costs  out  of  pocket.  The  soli* 
citar  being  appointed  for  a  speoifio  purpose,  it  might  on  thai 
aoooont  be  held  that  he  was  not  entiUed  to  give  the  notices. 


APFODTTMEirTS. 

lEr.  Fbssxbiok  Adolphts  Fhilbiuck,  barrister- at-law, 
of  die  Hone  Cirenit,  has  been  appointed  Becorder  of  the 
tw>*«»>g**  of  Colchester,  in  succession  to  Mr.  H.  J.  Bn^by, 
who  haa  been  appointed  magistrate  of  the  Worship-street 
Poliee-oonrt  in  liondon.  Mr.  Fhilbrick  was  called  to  the 
W  at  the  Middle  Temple  in  June,  1860,  and  is  a  member  of 
^theHosne  Circuit. 

Mr.  Cauoss  Philip  Ooopbb,  banister-at-Iaw,  of  Bombay 
b«B  been  appointed  to  act  as  Msster  and  Begistrar  in  Equity 
in  the  High  Court  of  that  Presidency,  during  the  absence  of 
Mr.  C.  £.  Fox.  Mr.  Cooper  was  called  to  the  bar  at  the 
IGddle  Temple  in  Kovember,  1862,  and  shortly  afterwards 
joined  the  Bombay  bar.  He  has  for  some  time  been  ex- 
— s — ,  to  tiig  inaolvent  Debtors'  Court  at  Bombay,  and 
t -reporter  to  the  High  Court,  under  Dr.  Beid. 


Mr.  Edwib  Hoopbb,  solicitor,  of  Tamworth,  has  been 
elected  mayor  of  that  borough  for  the  ensuing  year.  lb. 
Hooper,  who  was  certificated  in  18SS,  is  a  native  of  Exeter, 
betng  a  brother  of  Mr.  H.  W,  Hooper,  solicitor,  the  coroner 
of  that  city.  Mr.  E.  Hooper,  the  new  mayor  of  Tamworth, 
is  also  one  of  the  coroners  of  Staffordshire. 

Hr.  OaoBoi  Lbikan,  solicitor,  of  York,  has  been  elected 
Lord  Major  of  that  city  for  the  ensuing  year.  Mr.  Leeman 
waa  adrartted  in  1835,  and  is  derk  of  the  peace  for  the  East 
Baling  of  Yorkshire.  He  is  the  senior  member  of  the  firm 
of  IjeemaD,  Wilkinson,  k  Leeman,  soliciton,  of  York. 

Ux.  John  Waiu),  solicitor,  of  Durham,  has  been  elected 
Majror  of  that  city  for  the  ensuing  year.  Mr.  Ward  was 
oertifieated  in  1830,  and  has  for  many  years  filled  tiie 
offiee  of  Deputy  Prothonotary  of  the  Durham  Court  of  Pleas. 
His  predecessor  in  the  mayoralty  was  Mr.  John  Watson, 
also  a  eolicitor  of  Durham,  and  clerk  to  the  city  magistrates. 

Ilr.  SAJtuML  Mastin  BiALB,  solicitor,  of  Worcester,  has 
n  Appointed  underHsheriff  of  that  city  for  the  ensuing 
r,  1^^  the  newly-appointed  sheriff,  Mr.  W.  F.  Adcock 
Beale  waa  certificated  in  1854. 


l£"i 


Mr.  FuDiBiOK  E1.WIH  Watsos,  solicitor,  of  Norwich, 
has  been  elected  Mayor  of  that  city  for  the  ensuing  year. 
Mr.  Watson  (who  is  the  senior  of  the  firm  of  Watson  and 
Fraser)  was  certificated  in  1832,  and  has  held  the  ofioe  of 
clerk  to  the  Commissioners  of  Land  and  Assessed  Taxes  of 
the  Norwich  division. 

Mr.  Joseph  Haskeb,  solicitor,  of  Poole,  Dorsetshire,  has 
been  elected  Mayor  of  that  borough  for  the  ensuing  year. 
Mr.  Barker  was  admitted  in  1858. 

Mr.  Samxtil  Pbbo,  solicitor,  of  Cambridge,  has  been  elec- 
ted Mayor  of  that  borough  for  the  ensuing  year.  Mr.  Peed 
was  certificated  in  1843,  and  fiUs  the  office  of  clerk  to  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  of  Cambridgeshire.       He  is  the  senior 
partner  in  the  legal  firm  of  S.  &  W.  Peed,  of  Cambridge. 

Mr.  Wm-iiK  Hvoonra,  solicitor,  of  Exeter,  has  been 
appointed  by  W.  Bookes,  Esq.,  the  newly-appointed  sheriff 
of  that  city,  to  be  his  under-sheriff  for  the  ensuing  year. 

Mr.  FaiDBRioz  Lhok,  solicitor,  of  Southampton,  has 
been  appointed  by  Arthur  Andrews,  Esq,  the  newlj- 
appointed  sheriff,  to  be  under-sheriff  of  Southampton  for 
the  ensuing  year. 

Mr.  WiLLUK  LuroASTBB,  solicitor,  of  Bradford,  York- 
shire, has  been  appointed  a  perpetual  Commissioner  for 
taking  the  acknowleigmenta  of  deeds  by  married  women 
in  and  for  the  West  Biding  of  the  county  of  York. 


GENKRAL  COSBESPONDENCB. 

Measuke  o?  Dakaoes  for  Noy-DBLivsBT  OF  Goods. 

Sur,— In  an  action  tried  at  the  Manchester  County 
Court  yesterday,  the  judge,  J.  A.  Bussell,  Esq.,  Q.C.,  laid 
down  that  in  an  action  for  not  delivering  goods,  tiie  plaintiff 
is  not  entitled  to  recover  the  difference  in  market  price  at 
the  time  the  contract  is  broken,  unless  he  has  actually  pur- 
chased in  the  market,  to  supply  the  place  of  the  goods 
which  ought  to  have  been  delivered. 

The  ruling  took  me  by  surprise,  and  I  have  not  been 
able  to  find  any  authority  for  it,  but  his  Honour's  autho- 
rity on  matters  of  contract  is  itself  of  such  force,  and  it 
is  so  desirable  that  if  such  be  the  law,  it  should  be  more 
extensively  known,  that  I  venture  to  ask  you  to  eJIow  the 
ruling  to  be  stated  in  your  columns,  and  if  any  of  your 
correspondents  can  refer  vou  to  a  case  supporting  the 
dictum,  I  should  be  glad  if  he  would  do  so. 

Manchester,  Nov.  15.  Jko.  Coopes. 

[We  do  not  feel  clear  as  to  what  the  precise  ruling  in 
thu  case  was,  and  our  correspondent  will  do  well  to  supply 
the  facts  of  tjie  case.  If  the  ruling  was  literally  as  stated, 
it  waa  wrong.  It  is  clear  in  these  cases  that  if  the 
plaintiff  does  not  go  into  the  market  at  once,  but  waits,  and 
the  market  rises  meanwhile,  he  can  recover  only  the  diisrer- 
ence  between  contract  price  and  the  market  prioe  at  time  of 
br«Mh,  and  not  the  txtra  difference  of  the  subsequent  rise  ; 
while  ii  the  market  should  fiUl  in  the  interim,  instead  of 
rising,  the  defendant  will  get  the  benefit  of  the  fall.  But 
when  the  plaintiff  delays  his  purchase  at  the  request  of  the 
defendant,  and  the  market  rises  meanwhile,  it  was  held, 
and  reasonably,  in  OjU  v.  Earl  Vaiu  (L  B.  a  Q.  B.  275) 
that  plaintiff  con  recover  for  the  extra  differenoe  between 
the  prioe  at  date  of  breach  and  the  price  at  which  he  ulti- 
mately buys.  Perhaps  there  was  an  element  of  this  sort 
in  the  present  case.— £0.  5./.] 


Sir, — Allow  us  to  correct  a  slight  inaccuracy  which 
occurs  in  your  review  of  the  "  Law  of  Copyright  in  Works 
of  Literature,  etc.,"  by  Walter  Arthur  Copinger,  in  your 
number  of  the  12th  inst.  Mr.  PhilUps'  work  on  the  same 
subject  was  not,  as  you  state,  issued  by  the  publishers  of 
Mr.  Copinger's  book,  but  by  your  obedient  servants, 

Stevexs  &  Sons. 

[We  were  misled  by  the  similarity  between  the  nomen- 
oU^iure  of  Stevens  &  Sons  and  Stevens  &  Haynes. — En.  SJ."] 


Amongst  the  names  of  those  who  have  bees  called  to  the  bar 
this  term  is  that  of  Mr.  George  Boyle.  This  gentleman  has 
been  a  navigating  officer  in  the  Boyal  Navy,  a  master  in  the 
mercantile  marine,  and  a  Trinity  House  pilot.  Vfe  understand 
that  he  left  her  Majesty's  service  with  the  intention  of  practising 
in  the  admiralty  courts. 
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OBITUABY- 

MB.  H.  W.  BENTLET. 
Mr.  Henry  William  Bentley,  solicitor,  of  Brighton,  died 
{here  on  ttie  8th  of  KoTomber,  in  the  fifty-second  year  of 
his  age.  His  father,  Mr.  William  Bentley,  ires  a  solicitor 
and  conveyancer,  of  Hitchin,  Herts,  and  Mr.  H.  W. 
Bentley  himself  practised  in  that  town  for  some  years  after 
his  enrolment  as  an  attorney,  in  1839,  exercising  the  fnno- 
tioQS  of  a  Master  extraordmary  in  Chancery  and  also  of  a 
Commissioner  for  taking  affidavits.  About  the  year  185< 
he  removed  to  Brighton. 


SOCIETIES  AKD  mSTITUTIOHS. 

THE  INCORPORATED  LAW  SOCIETY  OP 
LIVERPOOL. 

On  Wednesday,  the  2nd  inst.,  the  annual  meeting  of  the 
Incorporated  Law  Society  of  Liverpool  was  held  in  the  rooms 
of  the  Law  Association,  Mr.  Maunce  J.  Hore,  president,  in 
the  chair.  Amongst  the  sentlemen  present  were — Messrs. 
£.  Whitley,  Korris,  Bird  (hon.  treasurer),  Jevons,  J.  Yates, 
Thomley,  E.  Banner,  Fisher,  Cleaver,  Lowndes,  Bellrin^, 
Yates,  Jan.,  Eden,  Oill  (vice-president),  Albert  T.  Wnght 
(hon.  secretary),  T.  E.  Paget,  R.  A.  Payne,  Kewt<m,  Thomas 
Martin,  Riley,  Btg^,  Layton,  Lomax,  Jenkins,  Morgan, 
J.  £.  Gray,  Hill,  Nicholson,  Rows,  Frodsham,  fto. 

The  annual  report  was  presented,  firom  whi(^  we  take  the 
following : — 

"  At  present  the  society  numbers  186  members,  an  increase 
of  °  nine  upon  the  preceding  year.  The  library  has  been 
frequented  by  an  increased  number  of  membets,  and  the 
ciroolation  of  the  books  has  largely  augmented.  Before 
pasting  in  detail  to  the  measures  that  luive  come  before  Parlia- 
ment, the  committee  desires  to  recognise  the  attention  the 
local  members  have  bestowed  on  all  subjects  upon  which  the 
committee  have  sought  their  opinion  and  assistance.  The 
committee  have  to  congratulate  the  society  on  the  passing  of 
the  Act  for  the  eetabliihment  of  a  local  registry  in  Admiralty 
in  Liverpool.  The  advantage  of  a  registry  of  the  High 
Court  of  Admiralty  will  be  understood  \j  all  members  of 
the  society  who  have  had  any  jpractice  in  that  court.  The 
Act  passed  in  the  last  session  is  not  as  extensive  as  the  bill 
the  committee  had  hoped  would  become  law.  A  bill  was 
framed  by  the  committee  upon  a  wide  and  comprehensive 
basis,  for  the  purpose  of  establishing  local  registries  of  the 
High  Court  throughout  the  sea-ports  of  Englimd  and  Wales, 
•na  was  at  the  commencement  of  the  last  session  brought 
by  Mr.  Gh«ves,  in  that  form,  into  the  House  of  Commons ; 
out  at  the  instance  of  the  law  officers  of  the  Crown,  the 
bill  had  ultimately  to  be  altered,  so  as  to  confine  its  opera- 
tion to  Idverpool  alone.  During  the  progress  of  the  measure 
through  Parliament,  several  clauses  in  ^e  bill  as  originally 
drawn,  and  which  gave  power  to  the  district  registrar  to  hear 
and  determine  suits  for  wages,  small  salvage  suits,  claims 
under  £300,  and  any  claims  by  consent  of  parties,  were 
withdrawn  to  ensure  the  passing  of  the  bill,  wnioh,  even  in 
its  present  mutilated  state,  wUl  be  found  a  boon  to  the 
commercial  sommunity.  Early  during  the  session  Lord 
Sandon,  at  the  earnest  request  of  the  committee,  ndled  the 
attention  of  the  House  of  Commons  to  the  decision  in  the 
case  of  £oU<m  v.  The  Cmtmisrionert  of  Inland  Stvtnut,  18  W. 
H.  Ml.  The  committoe  were  promment  in  representing  to 
the  House  of  Commons  through  Lend  Sandon,  who  ener- 
geticaUytook  the  subject  in  hand,  the  injustice  of  the  deci- 
■ion.  The  represents^ons  made  by  this  and  other  law  socie- 
ties to  the  Government  on  this  subject  resulted  in  obtaining 
the  Act  intituled — *  An  Act  to  Dedare  the  Stamp  Duty 
Chargeable  on  Certain  Leases,  S3  and  34  Vict  c.  44,*  wherel^ 
it  is  enacted  that  existing  letaes  or  any  thereafter  to  be  made, 
for  any  consideration  or  considerations  in  respect  whereof 
they  are  chargeable  with  ad  vatarem  duty ;  and  in  further 
consideration  either  of  a  covenant  by  the  lessee  to  make,  or 
of  his  having  previously  made,  any  substantial  improvement 
of  or  addition  to  the  propertv  demised  to  him,  or  of  any 
usual  eovenanta,  shall  not  be  deemed  to  be  or  to  have  been 
ehaijteable  with  any  stamp  duty  in  respect  of  such  Anther 
considerations.  This  provision  has  now  been  embodied  in 
the  Stamp  Duties  Act,  33  and  34  Vict  c.  97,  se&  98,  par.  2. 
The  committee  regret  that  the  bill  on  the  subject  of  attor^ 
neys'  and  solicitors'  remuneration,  promoted  by  them  and 
introduced  last  session  by  Mr.  RathWe,  was  not  allowed 


to  become  law  as  it  stood.    The  Act  as  it  now  stands  on  the 
Statute  Book,  while  enabling  an  attorney  or  solicitor  to  fix 
his  remnnention  by  agreement  in  writug  with  his  dient, 
prohibits  the  attorney  yVwm  rtMiving  the  amouut  payable  ta 
him  under  any  such  agreement,  if  for  business  done  in  an 
action  at  law  or  suit  in  equity,  until  the  agreement  has  bean 
examined  and  allowed  by  a  taxing  officer  of  a  oourt  haring 
power  to  enforce  the  agreement    The  taking  officer  may  re- 
quire the  opinion  of  the  court  or  ajadge  to  be  taken  thereon; 
and  such  Court  or  judge  shall  have  power  to  reduce  the 
amount  payable  under  ue  agreement,  or  to  order  it  to  be  can- 
celled.   On  any  application  to  enforce  an  agreement  ondM 
this  Act,  the  Court  or  judge  may  declare  the  agreement  rad 
with  or  without  the  costs  of  the  application  ;  and  the  Conitoi 
judge  may,  within  twelve  months  uter  payment  of  thesmooiit 
agreed  upon,  re-open  such  a^ireement,  and  order  the  refund, 
ing  by  the  attorney  or  solicitor  of  the  whole  or  any  part  of 
the  agreed-upon  amount    It  ia  made  obligatory  to  lay  any 
agreement  made  with  any  guardian,  trustee,  or  oomnuttM 
before  the  taxing  officer  prior  to  payment"    The  repot 
then  went  in  detail  into  the  advantages  oonferred  by  the 
Act;  and  it  next  called  attention  to  the  fact  that  the  Jodges^ 
Jurisdiction  Act  had  become  law.     "Mr.  Shaw  Lefem 
brought  in  a  bill  to  amend  the  Acta  relating  to  merchant 
shipping  and  navigation.    The  committee  held  numerous 
meetings  upon  the  subject  of  this  bill,  and  took  combined 
action  upon  it  with  the  Chamber  of  Commerce  and  other 
mercanble  bodies,  and  at  the  request  of  the  Chamber  of 
Commerce  attended  meetings  of  a  body  of  delegates  from 
the  chamber,  and  other  mercantile  associations,  to  consider 
the  clauses  of  the  bill.    This  joint  committee  produced  a  re* 
roport ;  but  the  bill  itself  although  it  passed  through  s 
second  reading,  was  withdrawn.    An  improved  measure  on 
this  subject  will  doubless  be  submitted  to  the  next  sssnon  of 
Parliament    By   the  Absconding  Debtors  Act,  1870,  the 
power  of  arrest  given  by  the  Debtors  Act,  1869,  is  mlargsd, 
by  allowing  the  Court  of  Bankruptcy  to  cause  a  debtor  to 
be  arrested  at  any  time  after  the  granting  of  a  trader 
debtor  summons  against  him,  and  before  a  petitioa  of  hank- 
ruptcy  is  presented,  if  satisfied  that  there  is  reasonable 
cause  to  suppose  that  he  is  going  abroad  to  avoid  paymsst 
of  the  debt  for  which  the  summons  was  issued,  or  to  avoid 
appearing  in  the  Bankruptcy  Court.    The  committee  have 
reason  to  think  that  the  Act  of  last  session  upon  Comnuo 
Fleas  at  Lancaster  has  conferred  a  great  boon  uponthepuUio 
and  profession  in  Liverpool.    The  rules  framed  under  it  have 
been  found  to  work  well,  and  by  further  rules,  which  came  in 
foroe  on  the  1st  October,  1870,  additional  ihcilities  have  beoi 
p;iven  to  the  Court  in  the  case  of  foreign  writs.    A  hill  wu 
utrodttced  last  session,  by  the  Government,  intituled, '  An 
Aot  to  Facilitate  the  Transfer  of  Land,'  and  it  was  s^w- 
quently  abandoned.    This  bill  met  with  the  most  caieiol 
consideration  of  the  committee.    As  to  the  wisdom  of  msny 
of  its  provisions  the  committee  entertain  grave  doubt;  but 
as  it  ia  not  likely  to  pass  into  law,  except  with  consideraUa 
modifications,  ue  committee  will  only  here  express  their 
conviction  that  a  measure  such  as  the  one  now  under  con. 
sideration  should  only  be  presented  to  Parliament  after 
having  been  previously  and  carefully  moulded  by  the  hanof 
of  well-known  conveyanoers  in  both  branches  of  the  pro- 
fession, sdeoted  and  paid  for  the  purpose.    The  oomnuttee 
would  strongly  protest  against  any  measure  which  should 
make  it  compulsory  on  an  owner  to  plsoe  his  property  on 
the  register  in  the  first  instance.     Prominent  among  the 
Acts  of  last  session,  in  its  being  romarkable  for  the  altera- 
tion of  law,  is  the  *  Act  to  Amend  the  Law  Relating  to  the 
Propertjr  of  Married  Women."    The  Act  opens  with  a  elause 
boluy  declaring  '  that  the  earnings  of  any  married  womsn 
in  any  employment,  occupation,  or  trade  in  which  she  is 
engaged,  or  which  she  carries  on  separately  from  her  hus- 
band, and  also  any  money  or  property  so  aoqmred  by  h«r 
through  the  exercise  of  any  literary  or  sdenttflo  skill;  sod 
all  invesbnents  of  such  wages,  earnings,  money,  or  pr(^ 
perty,  shall  be  deemed  and  taken  to  be  property  heU  and 
settled  to  her  separate  use.'    It  provides  also  that  any 
married  woman  may  apply  to  the  Commissioners  tat  the 
Rehnotion  of  the  National  Debt,  the  Gkivemor  and  Com- 
pany  of  the  Bank  of  England,  and  the  Governor  and 
Company  of  the    Bank  of   Ireland,    the^   direotois    and 
managers    of    any    incorporated    or    joint    stocky  oom- 
pany,  tiie     committee   of  management    of    any   indus- 
trial and   provident    society,  and   the    trustees    of   any 
friendly  society,  benefit  buuding  society,  or  loan  society, 
duly  registoed,  certified,  or  enrolled,  that  any  interest  ws 
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■M7  hare  in  funds  for  which  they  ar«  tnuteM    may  b« 
wgirtewd  in  her  name;  and  directing  that  any  personal 
yroperty  not  exoeedimr  £200  coming  to  a  married  woman, 
and  the  rents  and  profit!  of  real  property  descending  upon 
iny  woman,  as  heiress  of  an  intestate,  shall  be  her  own. 
The  9th  section  girea  indefinite  power  and  jurisdiction,  snh- 
ject  to  appeal,  to  the  judge  of  a  oonn^  court,  as  weU  as 
the  High  Conrt  of  Chancery,  to  de^  with  any  question  be- 
tween husband  and  wife  as  to  any  property  declared  by  the 
Act  to  be  the  separate  property  of  the  wife.    The  Act 
empower*  a  married  woman  to  oSect  a  policy  of  insurance 
upon  her  own  life  or  the  life  of  her  husband  for  her 
separata  use ;    to  maintain  an  action  in  her  own  name 
for  recoTery  of  any  wages,  earnings,  money,  and  pro^rty, 
by  the  Act  declared  to  he  her  separate  property.    It  u  eluo 
provided  that  in  marriages  occurring  after  the  passing  of 
this  Act  a  husband  shall  not  be  liable  for  the  debts  of  his  wife 
oonttacted  before    marria^fe.     And  any  woman   haTing 
separate  property  is  made  hable  to  the  parish  for  the  main- 
tenanc*  of  bier  husband  and  children.    The  Stamp  Duties 
Act,  which  is  a  oomprehensiTe  summary  of  the  law  relating 
to  the  stamp  duties,  will  come  into  operation  on  the  1st 
January,  1871.    The  chief  alterations  are  as  follows :— A 
canons  change  has  been  made  as  to  settlements  of  policies. 
After  anaotiiig  (in  acoordanoe  with  the  previous  practice  of 
the  Stamp  Offioe),  that  the  settlement  is  to  be  stamped  with 
•rfMlersm  duty,  in  respect  of  the  money  secured  by  the 
policy  (and  not  with  its  present  value)  a  proviso  follows 
that,  where  there  is  no  provision  made  for  keeping  up  the 
policy,    the    duty    is    to    be    charged    only    on    the 
present   valne.      The   eSsct    of  this    will   probably   be 
that  ihs   oorenant   to   pay  the  premiums  will  often  be 
omitted  to  save  the  duty.    Collateral  securities  and  in- 
•ttusMnts  of  further  assurance  of  mortgages,  and  also  re- 
eonveyanoea,  are  made  subject  to  an  aii  valorem  duty  of 
sizpeaoe  per  £100  in  lieu  of  the  old  duty.    This  change  is 
■milar  to  the  one  introduced  in  1865  as  to  transfer  of  mort- 
gages.   The  old  deed  stamp  of  £1  ISs.  and  the  power  of 
attamej  stamp  of  £1 10s.  are  reduced  to  lOs.    The  muoh- 
complamad-of  and  ridiculous  tax  on  the  length  of  deeds  is 
tenoved,  as  progressive  duty  is  wholly  abcdidied.     Early  in 
the  year  the  committee  came  to  a  resolution  upon  the  29th 
•eetiai  of  tha  Bankmptcy  Act,  1869,  that  whilst  they  con- 
ceded that  it  oti^ht  be  expedient  in  certain  exceptional 
casai  that  the  solicitor  should  take  the  office  of  trustee,  they 
did  not  think  it  advisable  as  ^e  general  rule  in  Liverpool, 
that  the  duties  of  legal  adviser  and  accountant  should  be  per- 
fcrmed  by  the  same  penon.  At  the  same  time,  knowing  what 
an  advantage  this  decision  would  prove  to  the  aoconntanta 
as  a  body,  and  the  power  that  would  be  placed  in  their 
handi^  the  committee^  with  tiie  object  of  denning  the  rela- 
tive  dntiea    of  an   accountant  and   attorney,   requested 
the  leading  accountants'  firms  of  this  town  to  meet  them 
and  diseoas  the  subject  of  the  resolution.    The  accountants 
attfuded  a  oonierenoe  with  the  committee,  the  result  of 
whidi  we  have  every  reason  to  think  sabsfaclory.    The 
accountants  have  since  incorporated  themselves  under  the 
title  of  'The  Incorporated  Society  of  Liverpool  Account- 
ants.'   This  society  will  be  able  now  to  communicate  with 
ttiat  one,   in  the  event  of  any  breach  of  the  honourable 
andawtanding  existing  between  it  and  the  Society  of  Ac- 
coontanti  aa  to theprovince  of  the  members  of  the  respec- 
tive piofiaaions.    "Ao  committee  beg  to  record  their  thanks 
forue  kind  consideration  of  the  judges  of  the  county 
Marts,  in  arranging  the  attendance  on  stated  days,  at  the 
Old  Bankmptcy  Court  in  South  John-street,  for  the  hearing 
<rf  admiralty  uid  bankruptcy  applications ;  for  Uie  willing- 
Mas  with  whidi  they  have  proposed  to  meet  the  eonvenieuoe 
of  the  ptofeaaion  in  important  cases,  by  hearing  them  in 
South  John-street ;  and  far  the  convenience  i&>rded  by 
takinp>  interlocutory  applications  in  the  morning.     The 
qaeatHnpf  a  central  site  for  new  county  courts,  and  for  the 
Meal  registries  of  the  various  courts,  has  much  occupied  the 
<Viiniiiitteo,  who  have  felt  the  increasing  evils  of  having  the 
Coanty  Court  Begiatry  and  the  various  r^stries  of  the 
loeal  ooorta  acattned  through  the  town.    The  committee 
desire  to  aee  a  building  capable  of  accommodating  all  these 
nader  one  roo£    They  have  had  an  opportunity  of  consult- 
ing the  wiahea  of  ths  Government  upon  Qie  subject    Many 
*>*ahaye  been  examined,  and  a  site  and  plans  have  been 
mfKvnA.  of  by  the  committee  to  submit  to  the  Gio vemment ; 
aid,  if  adopted,  by  them,  the  committee  hope  that  before 
^ei^  kng  th«  coanty  courts  and  all  the  local  registries  will 
M  a  tho  oentn  of  tiie  town.     The  question  of  a  law 


university,  so  ably  bron^t  before  the  public  by  the  papers 
of  Mr.  Jevons  and  Mr.  Xowndes,  is  still  under  discussion. 
An  association,  called  the  Legpal  Education  Association,  has 
been  formed  for  the  purpose  of  promoting  this  object,  and, 
with  so  eminent  a  membnr  of  the  profession  as  Sir  Bonndell 
Palmer  as  president,  much  good  may  be  expected  to  result." 

The  Chaibman,  in  moving  the  adoption  of  the  report, 
said  :  — "  Gentlemen,  in  moving  the  adoption  of  the  report 
before  you  I  may  be  permitted  to  detain  yon  a  few  momenta 
while  glancing  at  some  of  its  contents.  Firstly,  we  have 
that  sad  catalogue,  our  annual  obituary  ;  how  atA.  we  all 
feel  when  it  records  the  deaths  of  Mr.  Ambrose  Lace,  Mr. 
Dodge,  Mr.  Ewer,  and  Mr.  Edward  Ward,  all  able,  genial, 
well-raown  men,  whom  we  were  in  the  habit  of  meeting 
constantly,  and  whom  it  was  always  a  sincere  pleasure  to 
meet.  Passing  ttom  this  it  is  matter  of  congiatnlation  that 
we  continue  to  increase  our  numbers,  and  that  the  youn^r 
members  of  the  profession  are  eager  to  join  us,  showine 
thereby  their  emulation  to  uphold  honourable  professional 
conduct  and  good  feelings  which  this  society  was  mainly 
founded  to  foster.     That  we  have  not  been  unwatchful  of 

Srofessional  conduct  and  the  society's  power  to  visit  miscon- 
net,  snfficientlv  appear  from  the  report.  During  the  past  year 
the  committee  nave  had  the  pleasure  to  see  become  law  two 
bills  originated  by  them,  and  which  they  have  been  most 
active  in  promoting.    I  allude  to  the  Liverpool  Admiralty 
District  Re^;iBtrar's  Act,  and  the  Attorneys'  and  Solidtois' 
Bemuneration  Act.     The    first  of    these — the  Admiralty 
District  Begistrar's  Act — cut  down  from  its  primal  dimen- 
sions, is  now  confined  to  Liverpool  and  its  not  yet  defined 
district,  and  bas  had  elimiuatea  from  it  many  useful  clanses 
which  the  committee  were  anxious  should  become  law,  and 
which  are   mentioned  in  the  report.    Our  endeavours,  in- 
deed, at   one  time  were  directed  beyond  the  useful  clanses 
enumerated  in    the  report,  and  went  to  secure  here  the 
attendance   of    the  judge   of  the    High    Court    of  Ad-' 
miralty  for  trial  of  causes    on  the  spot.       The  Act  as  it 
stands  had  ultimately  to  be  put  up  with  as  an  instalment, 
and  bearsnn  itself  grotesque  evidence  that  it  is  a  ruin,  con- 
taining provisions  nferring  entirely  to  the  excised  mattei*. 
The  Attorneys'  and  Solicitors'  Remuneration  Act  will  pro- 
bably come  to  be  felt  as  a  great  boon  to  the  public  and  the 
profession,  degradingly  clogged    though  it  has  been  with 
snpjposed  safeguards  for  the  client,  most  of  which  are  meant 
to  imply  that  after  all  an  attorney  is  sure  to  try  and  rob 
his  client ;  but  it  admits  the  principle  of  agreeing  as  to  our 
charges  with  our  clients,  either  by  time,  per-centage,  a  gross 
sum,  or  as  may  seem  reasonable.     This  will  to  some  extent 
revolutionise  our  present  charges  ;  and  the  committe  have 
appointed  a  sub-committee  to  examine  this  subject,  a  paper 
on  which,  containing  some  valuable  suggestions,  was  read 
bv  our  vice-president  Mr.  Gill,  at  Bristol,  at  the  meeting 
of  the  Metropolitan  and  Provincial  Law  Association.    The 
exertions  of  the  committee  have  also  instij;ated  the  presenta- 
tion to  the  House  of  Lord^  by  the  Chancellor  of  the  Duchy, 
of    a    bill   for   the   division    of  the    clerkship   of    the 
peace  for  the  county.      This,  it   is   hoped,   will  be:ome 
law    during    the   next  session.      At    present    the   office 
is  held  as  a  sinecure,   by  a  genUeman  of  whose  existence 
very    few    until    lately   were   aware.      The    committee 
have     been     much     and     anxiously     engaged     during 
the     year     on     the     High     Conrt     of     Justice     BilC 
the  Appdlate  Jurisdiction  Bill,  and  the  Land   Transfer 
BilL     They  have  had  conferences   on   one  or   other  of 
these    measures     with    the    different    law     societies    of 
Manchester,    Birmingham,    Newcastle,    and   Leeds ;    and 
the   cordial   manner   in     which    these    various   societies 
have  worked  together  on  the  important  measures  of  the 
session— even  when,    as  in   the   case  of   the  Manchester 
Society,    they  agreed  to  differ  on  particular  points— has 
suggested  to  the  committee  the  desirability  of  an  organisa- 
tion by  representation  nf  the  various  important  provincial 
law  societies — an  organisation  which  would  be  more  easily 
put  in  motion  and  manipulated,  and  would  more  thoroughly 
represent  the  wants   of  the  luge  provincial  centres  tluua 
does  the  Metropolitan  and  Provincial  Law  Association.    Out 
society  has  reason  to  be  proud   of  the  very  able  papers 
which  came  from  the  pen  of  Mr.  Jevons,  in  connection  with 
the  High  Court  of  Justice  Bill,  and  also  in  answer  to  the 
questions   issued  by    the  Judicature   Commission — pai>ers 
which  have  everywhere  been  spoken  of  with  the  greatest 
praise,  as  admirable  for  the  lucid  and  logical  enunciation 
and  development  of  the  reforms  which  they  support    The 
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Ohunber  of  Commerce  and  the  other  law  aoeieties  above 
named  joined  with  as  hy  deputations,  accompanied  by  the 
local  members  of  Parliunent,  in  uning  on  the  Ministry 
the  paasing  of  the  High  Court  of  Justice  Bill,  and  the 
Tariona  law  societiea  above  named  alao  joined  ua  in  deputa- 
tion to  the  Lord  Chancellor  on  the  aame  rabjeot.  Constant 
correspondence  has  also  passed  on  the  important  matters  of 
the  session  between  the  law  societies  named,  and  it  would 
appear  that  a  closer  oiganiaation  for  mutual  conference 
and  assistance  would  be  not  only  nsefol  but  easy.  Chi 
the  subject  of  the  transfer  of  land,  Hr.  Eden  pre- 
pared a  very  able  papar  as  to  the  registration  of 
assurances  by  the  aid  of  a  land  map,  for  which  we 
owe  him  many  thanks.  The  committee  hare  been  a  good 
deal  occupied  with  the  subject  of  county  court  and 
local  court  rwistries'  site,  and  hope  they  are  now  in  a  way 
to  solve  the  difficalty.  These  and  otiier  matters  named  and 
nnnamed  in  the  report  before  you  have  constantly  and 
earnestly  ocsnpied  the  committee  daring  the  past  yev  ;  and 
in  presenting  their  report  they  feel  that,  though  the  results 
of  their  labours  may  not  be  what  they  would  have  desired, 
thejT  have  all  done  their  utmost  for  the  welfare  of  the 
society  by  promoting  useful  and  necessary  legislation,  by 
careful  suggestions  on  the  bills  before  either  House  of 
Parliament  which  fell  within  the  committee's  province,  and 
by  the  conscientious  discharge  of  such  other  useful  labours 
aa  came  within  their  sphere.  Gentlemen,  I  have  great 
pleasure  in  proposing  '  That  the  report  of  the  comnittee  be 
adopted,  and  be  printed  and  circulated  in  the  usual  way.' " 

Mr.  I/sHAM  H.  E.  Gill,  the  Vice-President,  seconded  the 
motion,  in  which  he  heartily  concurred. 

The  resolution  was  carried  unanimously. 

The  Ca  AIRMAN  moved  the  adoption  of  the  accounts,  which 
showed  that  the  total  revenue  had  been  £584  16s.  9d., 
leaving  a  balance  due  to  the  treasurer  of  sevenpence. 

Mr.  Gill,  in  seconding  the  motion,  said  that  during  the 
year  £60  and  upwards  of  accounts  properly  belonging  to  the 
preceding  year  had  been  paid  off,  so  that  their  finances 
re^ly  stood  in  a  gratifying  position. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to  nem.  dit. 

The  Chairman,  in  moving  a  cordial  vote  of  thanks  to 
the  hon.  members  of  the  borough  and  division  of  the  county, 
and  to  Mr.  Laird,  M.P.,  paid  a  high  tribute  to  the  hon. 
gentiemen  for  their  courte^,  ability,  and  intelligence,  in 
aiding  deputations  to  the  Government  to  accomplish  the 
objects  they  had  had  in  view,  and  also  in  passing  useful 
measures  tnrough  Parliament  He  therefore  thougnt  they 
wer^  bound  to  return  their  cordial  thanks  to  those  gentle- 
men, and  especially  to  Mr.  Graves,  Lord  Sandon,  and  Mr. 
Bathbone,  the  members  for  the  borough. 

Mr.  John  Yates  concurred  most  cordially  in  the 
enlogiums  and  kind  and  proper  observations  of  the  chair- 
man, whose  motion  he  had  great  pleasure  in  seconding.  No 
political  distinctions  were  known  by  the  law  Society  of 
Liverpool ;  and  he  could  therefore  say  that  if  he  were  asked 
to  distinguish  between  the  goodness  and  attention  of  all  the 
gentlemen  to  whom  the  resolution  referred,  he  should  find 
It  impracticable  to  do  so.  They  were  always  ready  and 
willing  to  give  their  assistance  and  advice  on  all  occasions. 

The  motion  was  carried  by  acclamation. 

Mr.  Edward  Banner  moved  "  That  the  cordial  thanks  of 
this  society  be  presented  to  the  officers  and  committee  for 
their  services  during  the  past  year."  (Applause.)  It  was 
scarcely  necessary  for  him  to  say  one  word  on  the  resolution, 
for  it  was  well  known  by  every  member  of  the  society  that 
the  duties  of  the  committee  and  officers  were  by  no  means 
light,  and  that  those  duties  had  been  dischargea  during  the 
past  year  with  extreme  vigour  and  great  success  (Applause.) 

Mr.  Thobnelt  seconded  the  resolution,  and  in  doing  so 
said  only  those  who  had  filled  the  different  offices  in  connec- 
tion with  the  society  conld  tell  how  laborious  they  were,  and 
they  seemed  to  be  increasing  year  by  year  (Applause.) 

The  resolution  was  carried  unanimously. 

The  President,  the  Vice-President,  the  Hon.  Secretary, 
•nd  the  Treasurer  returned  thanks,  Mr  Albert  T.  Wright 
observing  that  he  was  sorry  that,  owing  to  other  duties,  ne 
could  not  continue  to  fill  the  office  he  had  held  during  the 
past  year. 

Mr.  Jkvons  said  he  had  a  resolution  to  propose  which  was 
not  in  strict  connection  with  the  business  of  their  ordinary 
annual  meeting,  but  he  presumed  it  had  been  placed  in  his 
hands  to  enable  him  to  make  a  few  remarks  upon  it  with 
the  view  of  reoommending  it  to  their  support  The  resolu- 
tion was  as  follows : — "T&tkthe  sodety  desire  to  recom- 


mend to  the  support  of  the  members  the  Legal  EducstJoa 
Associations  which  had  been  formed  under  the  presidency  of 
Sir  Boundell  Palmer  with  the  following  objects  : — First,  the 
establishment  of  a  law  university   for  the   education  of 
students   intended  for  the  profession  of  the  law  ;   and, 
secondly,  the  placing  of  the  admission  to  both  branohas  of 
the  profession  on  the  basis  of  a  combined  test  of  collegiate 
edooUaon  and  examination  by  a  public  board  of  examiners." 
He  thought  that  resolution  was  a  proper  subject  to  be 
introduced,  for  two  reasons.     The  first  was  that  owing  to 
the  labours  of  a  socie^  which  was  the  chief  representative  of 
the  Liverpool  branch — he   meant  the  Incorporated  Law 
Society  oi  the   CTnited  Kingdom — the   education  of   the 
attorneys  and  solicitors  had  advanced  at  a  far  greater  rate  of 
improvement  than  in  the  other  branch  of  the  profession. 
In  their  own  branch  alone  was  there  anything  like  a  test  of 
legal  acquirements  before  a«buission,  and  therefore  when  a 
movement  was  made  to  extend  that  test  to  both  branches  of 
the  profession  he  thought  it  was  worthy  of  their  support 
(Applause.)    He  statea  that  the  proposed  society  originated 
in  a  suggestion  made  by  that  society  and  it  that  room,  sod 
that  it  was  launched  at  a  meeting  held  in  Lincoln's  Inn 
Hall  in  June  last      He  thought  that  the  very  fact  of  a 
meeting  being  held  in  that  place,  and  attended  and  con> 
ducted   by   barristers   and  attorneys   alike,    was   a   very 
important  sign,  showing  as  it  did  an  improvement  in  ths 
relation  existing  between  the  two  branches  of  the  profeaaian. 
The  original  idra  was  to  form  an  association  having  among 
its  objects  the  removal  of  the  impediment  at  present  exist* 
ing  to  the  appointment  of  attorneys  to  the  county  cooit 
judgeships  ana  other  legal  offices;  but  when  the  two  brandiea 
joined  it  was  thought  aesirable  to  drop  what  were  known  aa 
the  Leeds  resolutions,  and  confine  themselves  to  the  points 
of  a  proper  legal  education,  and  a  proper  public  examination, 
before  admitting  to  either  branm  of  toe  profession.    Ha 
added  that  as  the  pecuniary  expenses  attending  the  agitation 
of  the  question  would  be  considerable,  he  hoped  the  move* 
ment  would  receive  adequate  support. 

Mr.  Lowndes,  in  seconding  the  resolution,  said  he  might 
mention  that  the  members  of  the  bar  were  considerably 
astonished  to  find  the  unanimity  which  prevailed  among 
the  attorneys  in  the  provinces.  The  Law  Association  of 
Manchester  had  sent  a  donation  of  fifty  guineas  towards  ths 
object  in  view.  When  they  rememberad  that  the  proportion 
of  attorneys  to  the  memlws  of  the  bar  was  as  12,000  to 
4,000,  he  hoped  that  they  would  agree  with  him  that  three 
attorneys  to  every  one  barrister  ought  to  become  members 
of  the  proposed  association. 

The  resolution  was  carried  uuanimously. 

Mr.  R.  A.  Payne  moved,  and  Mr.  Edward  ■Whitlst 
seconded,  a  cordial  vote  of  thanks  to  the  chairman  for  ■an- 
siding ;  and  the  vote  having  been  suitably  acknowleagad 
the  proceedings  terminated. 


LAW  STUDENTS  DEBATING  SOCIETY. 

At  the  meeting  of  this  Society,  on  Tuesday,  the  15th  inst, 
Mr.  E.  C.  Harvie  in  the  Chair,  the  question  for  diaoa8si<Bl 
was  No.  460  legal :  "  A.,  a  married  woman,  effects  a  policy 
of  assurance  on  her  own  me  for  her  separate  use,  ana  dies 
without  having  disposed  of  it  by  deed  or  will,  leaving  hat 
husband  surviving.  Is  the  husband  entitled  to  the  proceeds 
of  the  policy,  without  taking  out  administration  to  lus  wife's 
estate  P"  Ml'.  Munten  opened  the  debate  in  the  afi&nnativei 
and  the  question  was  decided  in  the  negative  by  a  large 
majority. 

THE  LORD  JUSTICE  CLERK  ON  LEQAl. 
EDUCATION. 
On  Tuesday  fortnight  a  course  of  lectures  to  be  delivexed 
under  the  auspices  of  the  Edinburgh  Juridical  Society  was 
opened  (in  the  Masonic  Hall,  Edinburgh)  by  the  deUvery  of 
an  address  on  "  L^al  Education,"  by  the  Lord  jnstioe 
Clerk  (LordMoncrienj. 

We  extract  the  following  from  a  report  published  in  the 
Seotiman : — 

And  now  I  turn  to  the  practical  exercise  of  the  profeasian, 
and  the  inteUectual  mechanism  by  which  knowledge  thus 
acquired  is  to  be  made  practically  aarvioeable.  And,  flxat,  of 
the  dialectics,  the  logic  and  reasoning  of  the  law — that  ia,  the 
chain  by  which  the  student  is  to  band  his  learning  to  the 
affiurs  of  the  world.  Now,  I  have  already  said  that  onr 
craft— I  mean  the  craft  of  the  lawyer — is  oertaialy  not 
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popular  ontaide  it*  bonnds.  I  stmnbled  the  other  isy  upon 
iriiat  I  think  the  most  awnnring  representation  of  na  that  I 
hsre  eTer  happeaed  to  read.  It  ii  in  Hrasmos'  "  Praiie  of 
Follj."  F0U7  is  leotoring  an  audience  as  large,  I  suppose, 
M  tne  present  and,  among  other  things,  it  is  the  business  of 
F0U7  to  prove  that  all  learning  is  folly,  and  that  the  greatest 
foob  are  the  most  learned  men.    She  says  this  : — 

«  Prozimus  his  datur  locus  leguleiis  quorum  professionem, 
ne  quid  ijisa  pnmunciem,  velut  ««<n{nam  philosophi  magno 
comanwi  ridere  solent ;  sed  tamen  homm  asinomm  arbimo 
.xoazinift  nuDimaque  negotia  transiguntur.'* 
That  is  to  My,  she  does  not  make  an^  obserration  upon  the 
lawyera,  £ar  all  with  one  consent  ndioule  that  as  a  truly 
annrne  profession ;  "  but  still,"  she  says,  "  to  those  donkeys 
is  comnutted  the  determination  of  all  things,  whether  great 
or  small."  And  that  showed  an  amount  of  sagacity  on  the 
put  of  Folly  which  I  think  was  exceedingly  waditable^  for 
it  is  the  fact — ^let  the  outer  world  sneer  at  lawyers  as  they 
Khe — that  all  things  large  and  small  are  in  the  endconunitted 
to  tiieir  hands.  I  find  that  in  Burke's  work,  in  vindication 
of  natmal  society,  he  deals  rery  severely  with  lawyers. 
Giring  a  history  of  natural  society  and  how  it  gradually 
jeganarated  into  political  society,  he  says : — 

"  New  laws  were  made  to  expound  me  old,  and  new  diffi- 
raUies  arose  upon  the  new  laws :  as  words  multiplied,  op- 
portunities of  cavilling  upon  them  multiplied  also.  Then 
leooorse  was  had  to  notes,  comments,  glosses,  reports,  ru- 
jMMja  p€tultHittm,  learned  readings;  eagle  stood  against  eagle ; 
antiumty  was  set  up  against  authority.  Some  were  allured 
by  the  modon,  others  reverenced  the  ancient.  Tho  confusion 
mcreaaed.  Ilie  mist  thickened,  until  it  could  no  longer  be 
4iacoiraed  what  was  allowed  or  forbidden.  Let  us  expostu- 
late, he  continues  with  these  learned  sages — these  priests  of 
the  sacred  temple  of  justice.  Are  we  judges  of  our  own  pro> 
teitf  t  By  no'means.  Tou,  then,  who  are  initiated  into  tiie 
myateries  of  the  blindfold  goddess,  inform  me  whether  I 
have  a  right  to  eat  the  breadi  have  earned  by  the  hazard  of 
my  life  or  the  sweat  of  my  brow.  The  grave  doctor  answers 
Beinthfl  affirmative;  the  reverend  serjeant  replies  in  tite 
■egatne ;  the  learned  barrister  reasons  on  one  side  and  on  the 
other,  and  concludes  nothing." 

That  was  Burke's  notion  of  the  legal  profession.  His  master 
BoUngfatoke,  had  a  wider  grasp  and  better  appreciation  of 
the  matter.  He  speaks  with  the  greatest  contempt  of  the 
legal  nrofession  as  it  was  then,  but  he  adds : — 

<•  IxQ  this  happen,  the  profession  of  the  law  will  scarce 
daserre  to  be  ruDced  among  the  learned  professions ;  and 
wbeaerer  it  happens,  one  of  the  vantage-grounds  to  which 
men  most  climb  is  metaphysical  and  the  other  historical 
kaowleige.  Th^  must  pry  into  the  secret  recesses  of  the 
IniBiaa  heart,  and  become  well  acquainted  with  the  whole 
moral  wovld,  that  they  may  discover  the  abstract  reason  of 
an  laws ;  and  they  must  trace  the  laws  of  particular  states, 
espwrJaTly  of  their  own,  &om  the  first  rough  sketohes  to  the 
more  perfect  drafts — from  the  first  causes  or  occasions 
wliidiiKodnoed  them,  tiirough  all  the  effects,  good  and  bad, 
wUefa  Otej  produced." 

Then  Bolingbroke  plainly  indicates  that  he  saw  that  what- 
ever jortioe  there  nught  be  in  the  severity  of  such  criticisms 
as  thoae  of  Burke,  it  was  not  traceable  to  the  profession,  but 
to  the  abnae  of  it.  The  passage  I  have  rMd  contains  really 
the  germ  of  a  great  dual  of  what  I  have  been  saying  to-night, 
iat  he  had  grasp  enough  to  see  that  the  profession  of  thelaw 
BBCiMUi  riy  requires  for  its  highest  exercise  and  cultivation 
aot  OMcely  a  knowledge  of  the  jMuticular  laws  of  a  particu- 
hz  ooanti^,  but  a  general  and  wide  grasp  both  of  history 
aad  of  philoeophy.  But  notwithstanding  all  that  Burke 
says  about  the  differences  of  lawyers,  I  do  net  think  he 
would  haTe  found  more  consonance  of  opinion  among  the 
prafoaMus  of  any  other  brandx  of  human  mtellect,  however 
w«U  he  hwl  searched  for  it.  Why,  doctors  have  differed 
tiom  the  time  of  Job  downwards,  and  the  more  scientific 
and  abatmse  the  anbject  the  more  bitterly  the  doctors  upon 
it  gcnecally  fight.  I  do  not  suppose,  if  you  take  any  sys- 
tOBS  or  any  school  of  philosophy,  that  you  would  not  find  it 
was  fall  ocmtention.  In  the  system  of  science  there  is  quite 
as  moch  uncertainty  as  there  is  in  the  system  of  law— in- 
deed agreatdeal  more.  I  venture  to  say  that  we  are  not  only 
Biaoh  more  harmonious  among  ourselves  on  the  floor  of  the 
Fariiaiiient  House  than  some  other  professions,  but  that  our 
'em  and  our  sdenoe  is  more  consonant  with  itself, 
there  ai«  fewer  real  disputes  upon  fundamental 
in  the  law  than  in  almost  any  other  brandi  of 
taoaaa  knowledge.      It  is  only  this,  that  the  differences  of 


opinion    between   lawyers   come  so  dose    home    to   ail 
our  social  relations,  and  tell  so  greatly  upon  domestio 
comfort  and  personal  rights,  that  such  differences  of  opuiioil 
assume  much  larger  proportions  in  consequence  of  their 
practical  application,  than  if  they  were  occurring  in  a  more 
soientifie  and  theoretical  dispute.    But  then,  we  are  met 
upon  the  ^oshold  with  the  old  and  vulgar  notion  that  the 
part  of  a  lawyer  is  after  all  an  unworthy  one,  and  that  truth 
and    falsehood  find  no  place  at  all  in  his  vocabulary  and 
in  his  science.     In  one  sense  that  is  perfectly  true,  because 
law  is  not  conversant  with  truth  and  falsehood  in  that  sense. 
It  might  no  doubt  startle  the  legal  ear,  and  ^ve  a  triumph 
to  outside  cavillers,  to  say  that  law  was  a  demal  of  justice  ; 
but  in  one  sense  law  is  a  denial  of  justice,  for  law  is  average 
justice.    Law  is  the  general  rule  made  beforehand  to  embrace 
a  given  category  ofdrcumstances,  and  of  course  a  great 
many  instances  must  arise  where  circumstances  are  found  to 
be  within  that  catwory,  although  if  the  case  were  decided 
upon  the  rules  of  abstract  justice  it  might  not  be  so.    There- 
fore, tiie  lawyer  is  not  conversant  with  abstract  justice  or 
even  with  concrete  justice  as  applied  to  the  particular  case. 
His  business  is  an  operation  of  pure  reason,  and  nothing 
else.    He  is  given  a  certain  set  of  facts,  and  the  question 
with    him   is,  imder  what  legal  category  do  these  facts 
&11  f    So  &r  from  it  being  part  of  his  business  to  misstate 
facts,   he    cannot    execnte   the     necessary     operation    if 
he    does    misstate    them,    because    his     business    ii   to 
find     the    legal    category    into    which    the     law    will 
confine  the  facts  ;  and  uie  moment  he  begins  to  travel  out 
of  the  facts,  and  to  stato  something  that  is  not  the  casej 
why,  then  the  whole  problem  vanishes.    He  is  not  assisting 
or  aiding  in  the  work  at  all ;  so  that  it  would  not  only  be 
absurd  for  a  lawyer  to  falsify  facts,  but  it  is  no  part  of  his 
province  to  do  anything  but  state  the  facts  as  they  are. 
Inaccurate  stetement  of  fact  is  just  as  bad  as  inaccurate 
reasoning  in  logic.      Both  the  statement  of  the  fact  and 
the  deduction  of  the  reason  are  the  weapons  with  which  he 
works,  and  therefore  I  say  that  the  vulgar  idea  that  the 
lawyer  has  no  conscience,  and  that  his  business  is  to  make 
the  worse  appear  the  better  reason,  proceeds  on  a  mistaken 
apprehension  of  what  the  true  function  of  the  lawyer  is. 
The  worse  cannot  appear  tho  better  reason,  because  that  is 
the  hotter  reason  which  the  judge  approves,  and  that  is  the 
worse  which  he  disapproves ;  and  there  is  the  end  of  it.    It 
is  the  exercise  of  the  mtellectual  fiiiculty  in  order  to  under- 
stand within  what  category  of  law,  prescribed  as  a  general 
rule,  the  particular  circumstances  come.    I  have  thought  it 
necessary  to  say  this,  because  the  prejudice  undoubtedly 
eziste  in  the  mmds  of  misinformed  persons  that  there  is 
some  tempteUon  to  dishonesty  in  the  practice  of  the  law. 
Now,  I  do  not  mean  in  the  least  to  say  tiiat  a  lawyer  cannot 
be  dishonest.    The  lawyer  who  has  mistaken  his  vocation, 
or  the  knave  who  has  made  the  law  his  vocation,  may  un- 
doubtedly exercise  his  knavery  within  the  pale  of  the  law, 
as  he  would  buve  done  outside  of  it.  There  may  be  nothing 
in  the  law  to  prevent  it,  but  I  say  that  that  is  not  incident 
to  the  profession,  that  honesty  is  necessary  to  the  profession, 
and  that  no  man  can  make  a  successful  lawyer  who  is  not 
scrupulously  accurate  in  his  dealings  with  matt  and  circom* 
stances,  not  from  any  moral  superiority,  because  I  do  not 
carry  our  exaltetion   so  far  as  that — I  do  not  claim  for 
lawyers  any  moral  superiority  over  those  outside — but  I  say 
his  position  makes  honesty  one  of  the  tools  with  which  he 
must  work,  and  he  will  work  in  vain  unless  in  that  way. 
But  so  far  from  its  being  a  profession  tending  to  demoralise 
or  lower  the  moral  tone,  so  &r  as  truth  and  falsehood  are 
concerned,  it  is  ezacUy  the  reverse.    I  am  sure  that  every 
one  whe  is  conversant  with  the  active  practice  of  the  profes- 
sion would  entirely  endorse  what  1  say.    I  see  there  is  to 
be  a  course  of  equity.      Equity  is  doubtless  intended  to 
balance  the  partial  injustice  which  all  law  must  necessarily 
imply  ;  but  after  all  equity  does  not  reduce  it  to  abstract 
justice,  for  equity  is  nothing  but  a  law  made  beforehand  to 
fit  special  occasions.    You  must  have  principles  of  equity 
as  well  as  principles  of  law.    We  do  not  dissociate  the  two 
systems,  but  we  administer  the  equity  along  with  the  law, 
and  give  the  relief  which  equity  re<)_mrea  when  Uie  law  ap- 
pears too  stringent,  and  not  in  the  individual  case.      The 
equity  comes  out  as  much  ruled  by  rule,  as  much  bound  by 
regulation,  as  much  prescribed  by  authority  befordiand,  as 
the  law  which  it  is  intended  to  mitigate.    Now,  viewed  in 
this  light,  what  exercise  of  the  human  faculties  can  be  more 
noble  or  exalted — what  science  more  attractive  to  the  in* 
telleotoal — ^what  philanthropy,  I  take  leave  to  say,  more 
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%rrent  to  the  heart  ?  Nursed  in  the  very  cradle  of  haman 
life,  trained  in  the  deepest  receawe  of  human  reason,  con- 
versant with  all  that  science  and  philosophy  can  teaoh,  and 
'binding  these  by  an  indissoluble  chain  to  the  daily  wants, 
and  cares,  and  enjoyments,  and  sympathies  of  social  ezist- 
•nce,  the  law  is  a  science  which  we  may  well  be  proud  to 
follow.  Nor  let  it  shame  yon  to  be  enthnsiastio  in  that 
voble  profession.  It  is,  no  doubt,  sometimes  galling  to  the 
quick  and  sensitire  spirit  to  find  one's  self  restrained  by  the 
fetters  that  appear  to  be  a  '.barrier  between  yon  and  your 
search  after  biith.  I  do  not  know  that  it  is  a  bad  frame  of 
mind  for  the  ardent  disciple  of  the  law,  when  he  gets  his 
first  case  and  thinks  his  client  is  right — as  he  is  pretty  sure 
to  do^and  works  himself  up  to  considerable  indignation 
"beoaose  the  precedents  and  the  principle  and  the  Court  are 
-against  him  ;  1  do  not  think  it  is  a  very  bad  frame  of  mind 
"When  he  feels  that  after  all  tho  law  is  only  another  term 
for  injustice.  It  is  a  step  to  that  power  of  concentration 
which  is  in  reality  the  secret  of  success.  Bat  when  the 
first  disappointment  is  orer,  and  he  begins  to  look 
around  him,  and  sees  better  how  the  circumstances  of  his 
case  fit  into  the  general  rule,  he  will  speedily  discern 
Ihat  what  would  hsTe  been  justice  if  applied  in  his  case, 
would  have  been  injury  and  injustice  to  many  others. 
People  talk  of  enthusiasm  about  law  as  being  a  very  absurd 
idea.  A  man  will  say  that  the  gifts  of  the  law  are  golden ; 
"but  as  to  getting  enthusiastic  about  your  cases,  that  is  absurd. 
I  do  not  see  any  absurdity  in  it.  A  man  may  just  as  well 
be  enthusiastic  about  a  point  of  law  as  about  any  scientific 
mania  which  people  ran  after.  You  have  a  man  going  about 
staring  at  the  stars,  or  grovelling  in  a  sandbank,  or  bury- 
ing himself  among  field  flowers,  or  going  to  the  other  end 
of  the  world  to  see  an  eclipse,  and  perhaps  not  seeing  it 
«fler  all,  or  diving  down  to  the  recesses  of  the  deep — a  hun- 
dred fathoms  down— to  get  pieces  of  antiquated  life  hardly 
worth  having  when  they  are  got.  And  these  are  the  people 
who  think  they  may  sneer  at  us  if  after  all  we  become 
enthusiastic  in  a  profession  that  brings  not  only  so  much  of 
cultivation  but  of  excitement,  and  loads  us  through  so  many 
chequered  scenes  of  the  lights  and  shadows  of  human  life, 
and  bestows  so  much  power  on  us  for  good,  and  teaches  us 
so  many  lessons  of  misfortune,  and  turns  before  our  eyes  so 
constantly  the  varied  kaleidoscope  of  life.  Without  going 
so  far  as  Sir  Walter  Scott  goes  in  his  sketch  of  Peter  Peebles 
I  see  no  reason  why  the  law  should  not  be  as  attractive  a 
study,  and  should  not  take  as  strong  a  hold  upon  its  votaries, 
as  any  of  the  other  branches  of  intellectual  cultivation.  In 
this  matter  of  legal  logic  and  dialectics,  however,  it  would 
be  well  that  the  student  devoted  more  attention  to  the 
subject  as  an  important,  and  difficult,  and  tedmical  art  The 
whole  excellence  of  the  profession  depends  on  accurate  in- 
duction or  deduction,  so  as  to  bring  into  harmony  the  precise 
state  of  circumstances  with  whidh  the  practitioner  naa  to 
deal,  and  the  general  principles  and  precedents  with  whicJi 
his  memory  is  stored.  Now,  the  first  and  necessary  step  in 
this  process  is  one  humble  enough  and  simple  enough,  but 
which,  I  think,  may  well  be  impressed  upon  the  mind  of  the 
student  of  law — ^namely,  that  you  cannot  make  bricks 
without  straw ;  you  cannot  build  accurate  logic  without 
facts.  The  first  tiling  tho  practitioner  has  to  do  is  to  study 
his  facts  accurately  and  thoroughly,  and  yet  I  suspect  that 
t^at  is  just  one  of  those  things  which  a  young  student  very 
often  does  not  do.  He  gets  impatient,  ho  wants  to  be  at 
his  legal  enemy,  and  so  rushes  at  him  before  he  has  well 
marshalled  his  facts.  Now,  he  must  master  that  completely ; 
he  must  become  acquainted  not  only  with  the  leading  facts, 
but  with  the  rank  and  file  of  his  facts ;  for  we  have  known 
many  instances  where,  at  the  very  end  of  a  case,  after  it 
had  perhaps  dragged  its  weary  way  through  too  many  tri-: 
bunals,  some  fact,  little  in  itself  and  little  regarded,  has 
suddenly  come  to  the  front  and  utterly  upset  idl  the  calcula- 
tions of  practitioners,  and  became  the  first  and  turning 
point  of  uie  case.  Now  that  is  not  at  all  a  rare  thing.  It 
IS  the  commonest  of  all  things,  and  it  arises  from  this  :  that 
a  lawyer,  whoever  he  is,  looks  to  the  general  result  of  his 
facts,  but  does  not  study  them  in  detail.  Now,  not  only 
must  the  lawyex  accurately  know  those  circumstances  to 
which  he  is  going  to  apply  his  knowledge  in  the  way  of 
legal  reasoning,  hut  he  must  know  before  he  begins  how 
thej  all  tend  and  relate  to  the  general  legal  propositioiis 
which  he  intends  to  mainfMn ;  he  must  see  their  relation  to 
the  law.  A  man,  when  he  first  begins  his  case,  when  he  is 
going  to  make  his  record,  must  not  merel^jr  tumble  his  facts 
wholeaale  into  this  process,  but  he  must  sift  them  well  and 


see  how  the  statement  of  the  middle  term,  the  statement  of 
the  bare  fact,  will  tend  to  support  the  conclusions  which  he 
has— namely,  the  pleas  in  law.    I  shall  now  go  on  to  speak 
of  the  contest,  and  that  brings  me  to  my  third  head — ^naady, 
pnbUo  and  forensic  speaking.    But  it  is  quite  obvious  that  I 
cannot  enter  upon  that  topic.    I  can  only  say  a  word  or  two 
upon  what  leg^  reasoning  diould  be.    I  think  the  habit  of 
accurate  reasoning,  being  the  mainspring  of  the  profession, 
whether  in  the  arena  of  forensic  contest  or  in  the  retirement 
of  the  professional  room,  is  perhaps  deserving  of  more 
systematic  study  than  it  receives.    In  the  former  case — I 
mean  the  reasoning  at  the  bar — it  is  the  science  of  con- 
vincing, and  I  am  not  sore  people  always  keep  in  mind 
suffidentiy  when  they  are  pleading  a  cause  that  they  an 
trying  to  convince.    I  have  found  from  experience  that 
there  is  a  great  difference  between  convincing  and  being 
convinced ;  but  I  can  say  fit>m  experience  how  great  is  ths 
real  enjoyment  of  the  audience  or  judge  in  a  compact,  well- 
reaaoned,  artistic  series  of  thoughts,  pursued  in  systematic 
and  sjrmmetrical   order — pili^  up  gradually   frtim  small 
beginnings  a  fabric  of  increasing  conviction,  till  the  whole 
is  triumphantiy  crowned  with  the  desired  result.     Now, 
exercise  m  that  faculty  is  only  to  be  acquired  by  systematio 
study  of  it.    I  cannot  at  this  moment-— as  I  think  ml^ht 
very  properly  be  done  in  some  of  the  lectures  of  your  im- 
pending course — go  a  littie  into  the  rules  of  legal  reasoning, 
and  what  is  required,  and  what  should  be  avoided.     I  on^ 
say  that  it  ought  to  be  studied ;  that  it  does  not  do  to  learn 
simply,  as  a  matter  of  course,  that  a  speeoh  should  have  a 
beginning,  a  middle,  and  an  end,  and  that  the  man  who 
speaks  it  should  know  exactly  what  the  beginning,  the 
middle,  and  the  end  are  to  be  previous  to  its  delivery.    As 
to  forensic  speaking,  what  I  would  recommend  is  theadrioe 
of  Cicero,  who  says  there  are  five  lights  of  oratory — diluddmn 
tnve,  proiaiiU,  iUuttrt,  and  tuatt — that  is  to  say,  that  a 
speecii  should  bo  dear,  should  be  short,  should  be  well 
reasoned,  should  be  elegant,  and  should  be  persuasive.    I 
hear  a  great  many  speechns.    Many  of  them  are  very  clear ; 
many  of  them  are  very  well  reasoned ;  some  of  them  are  not 
very  short    I  would  recommend  to  those  who  are  studying 
for  the  profession  the  two  qualities  which  are  the  rarest    I 
mean  that  elegance  in  composition  and  systematio  arrange- 
ment, are,  perhaps,  rarer  qualities  than  the  greater  ones 
of  sound  reasoning,  clearness  of  argument,  and  sometime^ 
if  not  always,  brevity.     But  I  must  draw  to  a  close.    I 
am  speaking  to  many  who  are  but  entering  on  a  course  of 
life  which  takes  me  back  six-and-thirtv  yMrs,  to  a  time 
when  Jeffrey  had  but  just   exchanged   his  critical  and 
forensic  laureb  for  a  not  less  brilliant  judicial  career ;  and 
when  the  groat  masculine  and  powerful  intellects  of  tiiat 
great  circle  of   Scottish   lawyers  were    the  delight  and 
astonishment  of  the  juniors  of  the  bar.     Well  might  we 
admire  them,  for  certainly  never  was  the  profession  more 
elevated  or  iUnstrious  than  in  their  hands.    That  tliey  were 
great  lawyers  was  not  the  greatest  of  their  merits,  for  in  aU 
the  acquirements  which  adorn  the  intellect  or  enlarge  the 
heart,  they  were  the  centre  and  attraction  of  the  country  they 
adorned.  In  these  recent  decorations — the  new  memorial  win- 
dows in  the  Parliament  House— the  work  mainly  of  the  ener- 
getic treasurer  of  the  Faculty,  we  may  read  the  memorial  of  the 
past  as  it  was  when  I  first  entered  the  profession.      How 
many  changes  have  passed  in  review  since  then,   how  many 
come  and  gone,  how  many  lights  extinguished,  and  brilliant 

f  respects  quenched !  One,  ail  too  recent,  in  thia  dieoooiMb 
cannot  refrain  from  recalling — one  who  fell  in  the  heat  of 
thebatUewith  his  hamessonhis  back,  with  all  his intelleotaal 
armour  at  its  brightest,  overpowered  by  an  impoeaible  tadc 
Had  Edward  Maitland  lived,  I  might  have  pointed  to  him 
as  combining  in  a  rare  degree  the  graces  and  acoompliah- 
ments  which  have  been  my  theme  to-night  Enthusiastic, 
yet  judicious  j  learned,  without  a  tinge  of  pedantry ;  not  lew 
severe  in  logic  than  fertile  in  resource ;  armed  at  all  points 
—-for  all  service— filled  with  admiration  for  the  noble,  and 
with  scorn  of  the  base — ^he  presented  as  faithful  a  reflex  of 
the  dignity  and  honour  of  our  on^  as  the  bar  of  any  oomv 
try  ever  furnished.  liong  will  his  memory  be  cherished, 
and  long  shall  we  mourn  his  irreparable  loss.  Bat  one  word 
at  parting  to  those  to  whom  these  six^md-thirty  yeaie  haTO 
given  _me  the  privilege  of  tendering  counsel,  'nieoaia  ia  a 
capridons  ddty.  She  is  blind,  not  only  to  her  Tictima,  the 
dients,  but  to  her  votaries,  the  lawyers.  The  laoe  ia  not 
always  to  the  swift  on  the  boards  of  the  Parliament  Honse. 
Come  armed  as  yon  may,  some  must  encounter  the  weaximr 
influeacesof  hope  deferred,  and  be  tempted  to  feel  aa  if  fhe 
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tide  iMd  left  thtm  with  the  ftill  omrentof  pioiparity  ronning 
on  either  eide.  Still  will  yooi  legal  ednoatioii,  owned  oat 
on  that  enlanred  and  liberal  wale,  be  fbnnd  your  beat  en- 
dowment. Tnere  ia  no  department  of  inteUeolnal  eminenoe 
is  which  we  cannot  point  to  maiter  mind*  culled  from  her 
nnka — ^who^  fiuling  to  make  their  way,  ai  they  wiahed, 
akog  the  trodden  path,  stormed  the  heights  of  Pamaasos  for 
thwMielTee.  Bnt  one  thing  my  thirlnr-Bz  year*  hare  taa|^t 
me— that  reeolnte  will  and  honeet  labovr  leldom  do  fial ; 
and  that  iocoeaa,  apart  from  the  solid  reward  it  brings, 
bringa  with  it,  too,  the  noUeet  endowment  man  can  reoeire 
—power  for  good.  To  maintain  the  right  against  might ; 
to  Tindieate  tmth  against  fidaehood;  to  saooonr  the  op- 
messed,  and  redress  the  injored ;  to  protect  the  poor  man 
mm  the  tyranny  of  the  rich,  and  the  rich  man  from  the 
tyranny  of  the  poor ;  to  cnltarato  honour  and  nobility  of 
soal  in  one  of  their  piondeet  and  highest  walks — is  the 
destiny  of  tfaoee  to  whom  to-night  I  commend  tiieae  desol- 
tory  thoughts  on  legal  education. 


taunt  as  to  our  being  a  nation  of  sho^keepexa.  Btandiiu; 
here  in  the  midst  of  the  largest  commercial  city  in  the  world, 
I  venture  to  say  that  commerce  as  we  carry  it  on  is  not  con- 
eeived  in  a  sdfish  spirit,  or  founded  on  the  base  notion  that 
we  profit  by  our  neighbours'  disasters,  bnt  on  the  prinoiplea 
of  free  tiade.  And  SUigland,  I  hope,  will  in  this  sense  con- 
tinue a  gTMit  oommeroiu  nation,  studying  the  arts  of  peace." 


THE  LORD  CHANCELLOR  ON  NEUTBALITT. 
The  following  ^tssage,  extracted  from  Lord  Hatherley's 
reeent  speech  at  the  Lord  Mayor's  dinner,  ia  so  good  that  it 
deeerrea  to  be  perpetuated : — 

<•  I  cannot  at  tlus  peculiar  crisis  avoid  saying  a  few 
words  on  two  subjects  which  lie  uppermost  in  my  mind, 
find  in  the  mind,  I  think,  of  most  of  those  who  hear  me. 
One  of  them,  of  oourse,  is  the  war  in  Europe,  which  is 
filling  us  with  the  deepest  anguish.     I  do  not  use  too 
atnmg  an  expression  when  we  reflect  on  the  misery  and  woe 
now  Walling  those  with  whom  we  have  been  allied,  and 
the  no  slight  distress  and  suffering  experienced,  I  believe, 
by  those  who,  having  the  advuttage  in  this  great  contest, 
fsel  it  to  be  their  duty— on  which  I  pronounce  no  opinion 
at  this  time — ^to  continue  the  misery  and  woe  now  being 
inflioteil    on   our  lato  ally.     Considering,   however,   the 
impeachment  that  hag  beoi  brought  against  the  fiiimess  of 
our  neutrality,  I  would  say,  without  fear  of  contradiotion, 
and  in  the  face  of  all  the  jurists  of  Europe,  that  we  have 
obearved  the  dutiee  of  neutrality  with  the  utmost  loyalty ; 
and  I  have  not  the  slightest  doubt  that  when   the  pre- 
sent turmoD  has  ceased,  and  when  there    can   be   cool 
and  calm  reflection  upon  all  that  has  passed,  it  will  be 
adnowledged  by  those  who  may  now  be    disposed   to 
qoestiflD  it,   that  we    have    behaved    with  the  stricteet 
hgatity  and  the  strict^  impartiality    towards   both  of 
the  contwidiTig  parties.    It  is,  I  know,  most  dif^cult  for 
those  in  the  poeition  of  neutrals  to  obtain  credit   from 
the  belligerents  for  the  fidelity  with  which  they  fulfil  the 
obligations  imposed  on  them  by  their  neutrality,  but  I  bs- 
lieve  they  must  have  been  satisfied  by  the  convincing  arga- 
mai^s  contained  in  the  despatches  of  my  noble  friend  the 
Yaniga.  Secretary,  that  we  have  done  nothing  which  the 
law  of  nations  does  not  completely  recognise  and  sanction. 
I  do  not  wish  for  a  moment  to  quan«lwi&  the  snsoeptibility 
of  tbcae  who  complain  of  our  furnishing  arms  to  one  belli- 
nteot  while  it  was  equally  open  to  the  oQier  to  obtain  them 
hare  if  it  had  thought  proper.    During  the  Crimean  vrar 
tte  party  now  complaining  against  ns  was  a  neutral,  and 
many  among  us  then  thought  that  Pruasia  might   have 
stopped  the  war  if  she  had  taken  early  measures  for  doing  so. 
Pruasia  then  fnmiihed  arms  to  our  enemy,  and  in  the  ex- 
citement of  the  contest  we  took  umbrage  at  her  proceedings ; 
bat  we  had  not,  any  more  than  she  has  now,  any  right  to 
regard  the  famishing  of  arms  to  a  belligerent  as  a  breach 
of  amitiality,  whatever  might  be  thouMt  of  the  friendli- 
ness or  the  onfiiendlineas  of  sndh  o(M^uci     I  feel  quite 
certain  that  when  Qermaay  is  united,  as  we  all  wish  to  see 
bsr,  by  hev  own  exertions  and  her  own  autonomy  in  arrang- 
iag  bar  own  affairs,  she  will  admit  that  her  accusations 
apinst  na  are  wholly  unfounded.    We  oannot,  of  course, 
consjatently  with  our  neutrality,  beetow  a  sympathy  on  the 
coe  cooihatant  that  we  do  not  extend  to  the  ouier  ;  we  are 
boond  to  avoid  all  partiality  towards  the  one  side  or  the 
oQier.     "Vfe  can  sympathise  with  every  nation  seeking  to 
esUMiah  its  own  autonomy,  and  also  with  those  who  stand 
SB  the  defensive.    We  can  sympi^hise  again  with  those 
who   require    indemnity   if   they  are  injured,  and  with 
ttwae  who  require  the  security  that  may  be  necessary  for  the 
fatneb     But  we  cannot  sympathise  with  tiiose  who  may 
Mrtiiiliiii,  on  this  side  or  that,  views  of  aggression  or  of  mere 
■ifiiaiy  glory.    I  do  not  speak  now  of  the  Oerman  Oovem- 
■Ht,  Dot  I  regret  to  observe  in  the  Oerman  Fnas  a  silly 


A  YEAR'S  WORK  OF  THE  JUDGES. 

The  highest  judicial  fhnctionair  in  England,  the  Lord 
High  Chancellor,  sat  i  adicially  in  the  year  1869  on  seventy 
days  in  the  House  of  Lords,  and  on  sevens-six  days  in  the 
Court  of  Chancery.  The  Lord  Chancellors  salary  ii  £1,000 
from  the  House  of  Lords,  and  £6,000  from  the  Court  of 
Chancery.  He  has  other  public  duties  besides  his  judicial 
duties.  Lord  Romilly,  l^t«r  of  the  Bolls,  sat  in  1869  in 
his  court  or  at  chamMTS  on  166  days,  and  on  the  Judicial 
I  Committee  of  the  I^vy  Council  on  eight  days  ;  his  salary 
is  £6,000.  Lord  Justice  Oiffard  sat  ISO  days  in  Chancery^ 
on  thirty-three  days  on  the  Judicial  Committee,  and  on  two 
days  to  near  an  appeal  wiUi  the  Chancellor  of  the  Dnchj' 
of  Lancaster  ;  the  Lord  Justice  also  made  280  orders  on 
reading  petitions  and  reports  in  chambers.  His  salary  is 
£6,000.  Vice- Chancellor  Stuart  sat  in  court  on  169  days^ 
and  on  four  davs  in  chunbers  onlv  ;  he  also  sat  in  chamben 
on  fifty-seven  aays  to  dispose  of  business  on  a  regular  pnb- 
Ushed  list,  and  on  many  other  days  on  particular  cases  with- 
out a  regular  list.  Yice-Chancellor  Malins  sat  in  court  on 
172  davs,  and  in  chambers  to  hear  summonses  on  fifty- 
seven  davs.  Vice-Chancellor  James  sat  in  court  on  17S 
days,  and  at  chambets  on  fifty  seven  days,  and  also  sat  some' 
fifteen  days  in  tho  long  vacation  as  vacation  jodge.  The 
salary  of  a  Vice  Chancellor  is  £5,000  a-year.  We  pass  now 
to  the  Common  Law  Courts.  By  some  mishap,  when  the 
Parliamentary  return  from  which  these  statements  are 
taken  had  to  be  presented,  no  return  had  been  received  from 
the  Court  of  Queen's  Bench,  and  all  that  we  can  state  is  that 
the  Judges  had  their  usual  salaries  in  1869 — the  Lord  Chief 
Justice  £8,000,  and  the  Puisne  Judges  £5,000  each.  The 
Lord  Chief  Justice  of  the  Court  of  Common  Fleas  sat  on  218 
days,  and  woold  have  sat  on  eighteen  more  bnt  for  illness. 
Hr.  Justice  Willes  sat  in  court  or  at  chambers  on  156  days, 
fifty-two  of  them  being  occupied  with  election  petitions  ;. 
Mr.  Justice  Byles  sat  on  175  days  ;  Mr.  Justice  Keating  on 
208  days  ;  Mr.  Justice  M.  Smith  on  207  days  ;  Mr.  Justice 
Brett  on  218  days.  The  salary  of  the  Lord  Chief  Justice  of 
the  Common  Fleas  is  £7,000,  and  of  a  Puisne  Judge  £5,000 ; 
bnt  these  amounts  are  subject  to  a  deduction  for  the  expenseaof 
two  circuits,  estimated  by  the  Lord  Chief  Justice  at  about 
£650.  The  salaries  in  the  Court  of  Exchequer  are  the  sama 
as  in  the  Common  Pleas,  The  Lord  Chief  Baron  sat  on 
226  days ;  Mr.  Baron  Martin  sat  in  court  or  at  chambem 
on  297  days,  194  of  them  being  occupied  on  election 
petitions ;  Mr.  Baron  Bramwell  sat  on  148  days ;  Mr> 
Baron  Channell  on  169  days  ;  Mr.  Baron  Pigott  on  195- 
days  ;  Mr.  Baron  Cleasbr  on  216  days,  he  being  Long  Vaca- 
tion Judge.  The  Judge  of  the  Court  of  Probate  and  for 
Divorce  and  Matrimonial  Causes  sat  in  court  to  try  probate 
cansea  on  77  davs,  to  tiy  divorce  cause*  on  74  aays,  to 
hear  probate  and  divorce  motions  on  34  days,  and  at 
chambers  to  hear  summonses  in  probate  and  divorce  causea 
on  34  days.  He  receives  a  salary  of  £4,900  as  Judge 
of  the  Court  of  Probate,  and  of  £1,000  as  Judge-Ordinaiy 
of  the  Divorce  Court  The  Judge  of  the  Hwi  Court  of 
Admiralty  of  England  sat  in  court  or  in  chamben  on  183- 
days,  besides  sitting  on  the  Judicial  Committee.  The  salary 
of  the  Judge  of  the  Court  of  Admiralty  is  44,000. — Timi*. 


The  will  of  Edward  Fownall,  Eso^  proctor,  Dootor'a-com- 
mons,  was  proved  under  £3,000.  The  will  of  Lord  Justjos 
GUfiard,  P.C.,  was  proved  in  London  under  £60,000  personalty,, 
by  his  brothers  the  Rev.  Jervis  T.  OiSud  and  James  C. 
Oiffiud,  and  Henry  B.  Carter,  the  executors.  He  has  left  to  his 
clerk,  E.  Ingpen,  £1.000  free.  Hia  law  books  and  the  furniture 
of  his  chamMn  he  dfrects  to  be  sold.  To  his  wife  he  leaves  an 
immediate  legacy  of  £500  and  the  household  f umitu«,  together 
with  B  life  interest  over  his  property,  which,  after  her  ladyship'a 
decease,  is  to  be  divided  among  hia  brothers  Jervis,  Carter,  imd 
Jamae,  and  the  two  sons  of  his  brother  Henry.  To  hia  sisters 
he  has  left  small  legacies.  The  real  estate  given  to  hia  wife  by 
Sir  John  Carter  he  leaves  after  her  decease  to  his  brother  Jervis. 
— OWvJVsM. 
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LAW  STUDENTS'  JOUBHAL. 

CALLS  TO  THE  BAB. 

ImraB  Tbmplb,  Hot.  17.— Paul  Fetdiiund  Willert,  H.  A. 
Oxford;  Henry  BorenTe  FinneUy  Deane,  B.A^  Ofxford: 
Philip  Howard  Bmitti,  B.A.,  Cambridge;  Ralph  Bagnall 
Bagnall-Wild,  B.A.,  Cambrid^;  James  Blaokbain ;  Charlea 
Xidward  Maiden,  B.A.,  Cambndge ;  Richard  Onaeley  Blake 
Lane,  B.A. ,  Dublin ;  Frank  3oha  Fenton,  B.A.,  Cambridge ; 
Oriel  Famell  Walton,  B.A.,  Oxford  ;  Robert  John  Beadon, 
B. A.,  Oxford;  Frederic  Marshall,  B.A.,  LL.B.,  London; 
Robert  Montagu  Tabor,  B.A^  Cambridge  ;  Henrj  William 
CKbson;  Henry  Francis  Auldjo,  M.A.,  Oxford;  James 
Bomerrell,  jun.,B.A.,  Oxford;  Joseph  Gunning  Simonds 
Fitz-Simon ;  James  George  Best,  B.A.,  Cambridge ; 
Thomas  Gteorge  Adams  Palmer;  Peter  Sophocles  John, 
London ;  and  William  Barker  Rose,  Esqs. ;  the  Hon.  Ralph 
Arthur  Douglas  Elliot,  B.A.,  Cambridge. 

Lincolns'-Inn,  Not.  17. — John  Garforth  Oockin,  TJni- 
versity  of  London,  holder  of  Studentship,  Michaelmas 
Term,  1870;  Henry  Leland  Harrison,  Oxford;  Francis  Hill 
Baynes,  M.A.,  Oxford;  Howel  Jeffreys,  B.A.,  Oxford;  Harry 
LaceyFraser,  B.A.  and  LL.B.,  Cambridge;  George  Knox, 
B.A,,  Sydney  UniTersity  and  Cambridge;  Richard  Marrack, 
B.A.>  Cambridge;  Francis  Fattrick,  M.A.,  Cambridge; 
William  Johnson  Kaye,  B.A,  Cambrid^;  George  Royle  ; 
Thomas  Lancelot  Croome,  B.A.,  Cambndge;  Heiiiy  Moe 
Eeary,  B.A.,  Cambridge;  Henry  Charles  Deane,  Exhibitioner 
in  Equity  and  Real  Property;  Dadabhai  Dossabhai  Cama, 
Unirersity  of  Bombay;  and  Robert  Poghe  Jones,  B.A., 
Cambridge,  Esiis. 

Okay's-Inn,  Not.  17. — George  Edwards,  Lee  prizeman, 
1868  ;  George  Welby  £3ng,  common  law  exhibitioner,  July, 
1869,  and  real  property  law  exhibitioner,  July,  1870. 


COnST  FAFEBS. 


WINTER  CIRCUITS  OF  THE  JUDGES. 

The  following  are  the  dap  and  places  fi^ed  for  holding 
the  forthcoming  Winter  Assizes : — 

Hr.  Justice  Mellor  and  Mr.  Justice  Brett. — Manchester, 
Deo.  1 ;  Ijyerpool,  Deo.  10. 

Mr.  Baron  Bramwell.'— Cardiff,  Dec.  6 ;  Worcester,  Dec. 
9  ;  Warwick,  Deo.  12. 

Mr.  Justice  Byles. — Leeds,  Not.  30 ;  York,  Dec  7  ; 
Derby,  Dec.  12. 

Mr.  Justice  Lush. — Hampshire,  Deo.  3 ;  Northampton, 
Deo.  10;  Leicester,  Deo.  U;  Norfolk,  Dec.  30. 

Mr.  Baron  Cleasby.— Stafford,  Dec.  3  ;  Durham,  Deo.  10. 

CENTRAL  CRIMINAL  COURT. 
The  Judges  on  the  rota  tot  the  next  session  of  the  Central 
Criminal  Court,  commencing  on  Monday,  are  Mr.  Justice 
Byles  and  Baron  BramweU. 


Sir.  C.  M.  O'Loghlen,  Bart.,  Q.C.,  has  resigned  his  office  of 
Judge  Advooate-General. 

According  to  a  daily  contemporary,  Mr.  Edmond  Beales,  the 
new  judge  of  the  Cambridge  County  Court,  stated  this  week 
that  the  newspapers  had  inaccurately  represented  him  as  hayinf 
issued  an  order  that  attorneys  jpractising  before  him  nhoula 
appear  in  gowns  and  bands.  He  hadissued  no  such  order, 
altnongh  he  certainly  approved  of  such  attire,  regarding  it  as  a 
rational  distinction  between  attorneys  practising  iu  the  court 
and  others  having  business  there.  It  was,  however,  entirely 
voluntary  on  the  part  of  attorneys  to  wear  the  official  dress. 
Only  one  learned  gentleman  appeared  in  grown  and  bands,  and 
he  stated  that  postal  oards  had  been  &eely  circulated  by  a 
well-known  firm  of  London  robe-makers^  offering  to  supply 
attorneys  in  the  district,  and  he  had  given  an  order.  The 
conversation  is  stated  as  having  caused  much  amusement  in 
court. 

Rboistrar  op  thb  City  op  London  Court.  —  The  fol- 
lowing is  a  list  of  the  candidates  for  this  office : — ^Mr.  E.  Ander- 
son, Mr,  F.  Carritt,  Mr.  John  M.  Chamberlain,  Mr.  H.  Dinn, 
Mr.  H.  Earle,  Mr.  T.  Holmes  Gore,  Mr.  J.  Hudson,  Mr. 
William  May,  Mr.  W.  Masterman,  J.  L.  Pulling,  LL.D.,  Mr. 
J.  S.  Salainan,  Mr.  T.  Speechley,  Mr.  O.  M.  Stutchbury,  Mr. 
J.  H.  Torr,  Mr.  J.  B.  Walmisley.  The  election  of  a  Repstrar, 
which  was  fixed  for  the  17th  inst,  as  we  previously  announced, 
is,  we  believe,  postponed,  pending  the  settlement  of  Mr.  Osgood' s 


PUBLIC  C0MPAVIB8. 

OOVBRmCKHT  FlT^^M. 

I^BI  Qvoiiliov,  Nov.  IS,  1(70, 

Fnm  au  OfkUt  Utt  tfUtt  acludt  biutnat  tran—cM.l 


9  per  Cent.  Consols,  SU 
Ditto  fbrAeoomit,Dae.  I,n{ 
S  per  Cent.  Bedneed  «0| 
New  I  per  Cent.,  90| 
Do.  Si  percent.,  Jan.  '94 
Do.  If  per  Cent.,  Jan.  'M 
Do. «  per  Cent.,  Jan.  'TO 
AnnaIti*s.Jan.  'SO— 


Annaitiss,  April,  '86 
Do.  (Bed  aea  T.)  An;.  IMS 
EzBills.eiOOO,  — per  Ct.lOp  m. 
Ditto,  £S00,  Da  —  10  p  m 
Ditto,  £100  A  £100,  —  10  p  m 
Bank  of  BngUtnd  Stook,  41  per 

Ct.(lasthaU>]raar)Ut 
Ditto  for  Aooount. 


IHDIAIT  OOTBBNUKNT  BB0ITBITIB3. 


[ndi«  Stk.,  104  F  Ct Jlpr.'74, 908 

Ditto  for  Aooonnt 

Ditto  SperCent.,Jiily,'*0  111} 

Ditto  for  Aooonnt,  — 

Ditto  4  per  Csat.,  Oct. '»» 100} 

Ditto,  ditto, CertillBaies,— 

Ditto  BnlteoedPpr.,  4perCeBt.91 


Ind.  Bar.  Pr.,  S  pC.,Jaa.'7i  lOO 
Ditto.  H  per  Cent. ,  lUj,  '79 107 
Ditto  Debentans,  per  Cent, 

AprU,'«i  — 
Do.  Do  ,  S  per  Cent. ,  Aug.  '71  lOS 
Do.  Bonds,  4  per  Ct.,  £1040  30  piU' 
Ditto,  ditto,  under  £IOOb,  10  p  m 


BAILWAT  STOCK. 


Sbrs, 

Stock 
Stock 
Stock 
Stock 
Stock 
Stock 
Stock 
Stock 
Stock 
Stock 
Stock 
Stock 
Stook 
Stoek 
Stock 
Stoek 
Stoek 
Stock 
Stook 
Stock 
Stock 
Stock 
Stock 
Slock 


Bsllirtyi. 


Paid.  aoiiaKprleei. 


Bristol  and  Kxeter , 

Caledonian 

Olasgow  and  Soath> Western 

Qreal  Eastern  Ordinary  Stoek   

Do., Bast  Anglian  Stook,  Mo.  S 

Great  Northern   

Do.,A8took<    

Oieat  Southern  and  Western  of  Ireland 

Great  Western— Original 

Lancashire  and  Yorkshire   

Zx>ndon,  Brighton,  and  Sontb  Coast,. 

London,  Chatham,  and  Dover 

London  and  North- Western 

London  and  South- Western    

Uanohester.SheBeld.and  Lincoln 

Metropolitan,,. „ 

HidUnd  

So.,  Birmingham  and  Derby   ......... 

North  British   

North  London  

North  Staflordahire 

South  Devon 

Sonth-Eostem 

TaiTVale 


774 
114 

Mi 

T 
IM 
ISO 

lis* 

89 

IS4^ 

94 

IIP 

6S 
49 
7«J 
16S 


•  A  raoeivea  no  dividend  ontil  s  p*r  oent.  liM  been  paid  to  B. 


MONBT  MABKBT  AND  CiTT  InTBLLIOBNOI. 

At  the  beginning  of  the  week  the  funds  commenced  declining, 
without  any  reason  being  assignable  beyond  vague  rumours. 
The  news  of  Russia's  announcement  as  to  the  Treaty  of  1866 
brought  every  market  down  heavily,  and,  as  usual  in  anoli  cases, 
indiscriminately.  At  present,  therefore,  the  prices  of  ten  days 
hence  hang  in  the  diplomatic  balance.  If  England  and  Rusra 
go  to  war  the  markets  will  fall  lower,  if  war  is  dispensed  win 
prices  will  recover. 

The  prospectus  of  the  Cape  and  Natal  Steam  Navigatum. 
Company  (Limited),  has  been  issnsd.  The  capital  is  £260,000  in 
12,600  sWes  of  £20  each.  This  oompany  has  been  formed  for 
tile  purpose  of  establishing  a  powerful  line  of  steamers  from  Lon- 
don to  the  Cape,  Algoa  Bay  and  Fort  Natal. 


Eesatcm. — A  short  paragraph  appeared  last  week,  in  which 
Mr.  John  Coryton  was  described  as  "  Recorder  of  Rangoon." 
This  is  incorrect,  as  that  gentleman  fills  the  office  of  Recorder 
of  Moulmein,  in  British  Burmah,  while  the  Reoorder  of  Rangoon 
is  Mr.  F.  Honsman. 


ESTATE  EXCHAHQE  BXFOBT. 


AT  THE  MART. 

Not.  8.— By  Mr.  Geobob  Oocldskith. 

A  freehold  house,  No,  8.  Thurloe-square,  Old  Brompton,  let  at 

£120  per  annum.    Sold  £1,900. 
Also,  Nos.   69,  71  and  73,  Fulham-road,  freehold  houses  and 

shops.    Sold  £1,700. 
Also,  a  freehold  house  and  shop.  No.  128,  Marlboiotixh-road, 

Chelsea,  with  stable,  &c.,  let  at  £15  per  annum.     Sold  1,625. 
Also,  frediold  ground  rents  of  £35  per  annum,  luiidnK  out  of 

Nob.  7,  8,  10  and  11,  Caroline-place  and  Nos.  17  an.dl9,  It«s- 

street,  Chelsea.    Sold  £710. 
Also,  freehold  ground  rents  of  £30  per  annum,  arlaing  out  of 

Nos.  26,  29,  31,  33  and 37,  Ives-street  Chelsea,  with  stabling. 

Sold  £600. 
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By  Mr.  EttOAM.  ,.  .,     ,      j 

FiflMH  abmiea  in  the  Sun  Fire  Office,  average  diTidend  and 

tamua.  £10  Oe.  lOd.  jier  ahare.    Sold  £177  wr  alMM. 
m^shaiee  in  the  &D  Life  Office,  £10  piSd.    Sold  £76  per 

(bare. 

Not.  10.— By  Messrs.  BloooB  AND  Son. 
Ko.  36,  Nottingham-place,  St.  Marylebpne,  with  coai^-honM 
and  rtable,  term  20  years,  at  a  nominal  ground  rent  of  7».  6d. 
p«r  annnm.    Sold  £926. 

No.  6.  The  VilUa,  Truuty-road,  WandsworOi-lane  (freehoM), 
Mttoitcd  rental  £110-iold  £1,460 ;  al«>,  No.  13,  AJma-roai, 
Waiwick-road,  Kenaington,  honae  and  shop,  tom  W  yeara, 
Jtonnd-rent  of  £3  IOh— aold  £806 :  alao.  No.  14,  "wne  ^ 
iSdgnmnd-TBntr-sold  £310 ;  also  No.  16,  dftto-sold  £236. 

By  Mesara.  C.  C.  &  T.  Moore. 
Tiro  freehold  house.,  Nos.  23  and  26,  Usher-road,  Old  Ford^t 
at  £23  88.  each-sold  £275  each ;  also  No.  97,  Graf ton-streeU 
Mile-end  Old  Toirn,  term  69  years,  net  rental  £25  lOs.-^M 
£255  •  also  freehold  house  No.  26,  White  Horse-street,  Rat- 
3m;  let  at  £30  per  annnm-aold  £360;  alao  a  iMuhM 
inSioTed  gionnd  rent  of  £20  pw  annnm^riamg  ont  of  the 
M^cm'  Ajms  pnbUo-house,  Belgrave-atieet,  Ste!«ney— Bold 
£200  •  also  a  ditto,  of  £44  per  annum,  secured  on  nme  houaea 
to  the'aame  street-sold  £450 ;  also  a  ditto  of  £38  lOs.,  Mcured 
npon  Noa-  35  to  43,  Tatton-street-sold  ^SJO^^  No^, 
^nr-strtet.  Mile-end,  term  18  years,  rent  £30-aold  £2W , 
also  No.  34,  ditto,  same  term  and  rent-^d  £260 ;  also  No. 
36  ditto,  ditto-sold  £240;  alao  Nos.  76  and  78,  Jamaica- 
street,  MUe-end  Old  Town,  term,  31  years,  net  rental  £18 
eechXeold  £160  each  ;  also  No.  64,  ditto,  same  term,  netrm- 
tal  £16  198.-sold  £165;  ahw  Nos.  426  and  427.  Hacknev- 
ittad,  two  houses  and  shops,  term  49  years,  gronnd  rent  £84 
lOs.,  rental  £78  per  annnm— sold  £480. 

Nov.  15.— By  Messrs.  Dbivkb. 
The  freehold  residential  and  sporting  domain  known  as  the 
"  Santon  Downham  Estate,"  situate  2i  miles  ftoni  Bruidon 
and  4*  miles  from  Thetford,  in  the  counties  of  Norfolk  and 
SnJibft.  with  mansion,  BtabBng,  &o.,  charming  ItaHan  and 
other  gardens,  lodges,  extensive  farms  with  good  homeatMds, 
jn^j^iBng  the  advowson  and  next  presentation  to  the  rectory 
of  Santon,  and  the  impropriate  rectory  of  Downham,  m  aU 
6,198  acre*,  was  sold,  after  spirited  competition,  at  the  stun 
<rf  £81,500. 

By  Meaars.  Dibbnham,  Tbwson,  &  Co. 

A  fiwhold  Munily  residence,  known  as  Cornwall  House,  Addia* 

oombe.  with  atablhig  and  gardens.    Sold  £2,160.       ^  ^.    ,  ^ 

A  copyhold  residence.  No.  62,  Kennmgton-road,  Lambeth,  let 

for  a  term  expiring  Lady-day,  1874,  at  a  ground-rent  of  £6 

16e.  per  annum,  and  sub-let  at  £62  10s.  per  annum.    Sold 

No*66',  Kennington-road,  let  at  £50  per  annum.    Sold  £570. 

No.  7^  ditto,  let  on  lease  for  a  term  expuing  Midxaehnaa,  1874, 
at  a  peppercorn  rent.    Sold  £400. 

By  Messrs.  Clehhans  &  Son. 

Afnsebold  honae  and  ahop.  No.  66,  Hoxton-square,  let  at  £36 
oer  annum- sold  £600 ;  Nos.  3  to  8,  Park-terrace,  Tottenham, 
te  at  rentals  amounting  to  £220  per  annum,  term  91  yeara— 
sold  £1,900 ;  Nos.  6  to  10,  Manley-terrace,  Kennington,  and 
Noa.  23  and  26,  Grant-road,  Battersea,  for  terms  of  96  and 
91  yeara,  producing  net  rentals  of  £286  per  anntun.— sold 
£2,400. 

Nov.  16.— By  Messrs.  Fox  &  BorspiBU). 

Evea  Noa  96  to  116,  eleven  leasehold  houses,  situate  Brandon- 
gtreet,  Walworth-road,  unexpired  term  12  years,  net  rental, 

£227.     Sold  770.  .  ,_  ,.^  .     .. 

A  oroftt  rental  of  £126  per  annum,  secured  on  a  detached  fannly 

^tidaiee,  with  ornamental  grounds,  &c,  Denmark-hill,  for 

an  unexpired  term  of  12i  years.    Sold  £760.  ,    ,    . 

A  freehold   gronndrent  of  £50  per  annum,  arising  out  of  six 

haaaaa  in  Star-comer  and  Star-place,  Bermondsey.     Sold 

A  freehold  ground  rent  of  £15per  annnm,  arising  ont  of  five 
bmum.  in  Marigold-street,  Bermondsey— sold  £326;  ditto, 
«?^tto.  ditto  4  ditto-sold  £246;  ditto,  £12  lOs.  (Utto, 
5tto  6  ditto— sold  £280 ;  ditto,  £10  10s.  ditto,  ditto  «ve  ditto 

K^fl  and  2,  Marigold-street,  Bermondsey  (freehold),  let  at  £37 
19;._»W£366;  ditto,  3  and  4,  ditto,  ditto,  afljoimng,  let  at 
j^—aolA  £370;  ditto,  25  to  29,  ditto  ditto,  let  at  £94  18s. 

—•eld  £300.  ,  .  .       ^  V,-   u 

VttiuM.  CTonndrent  of  £80,  aiismg  from  a  pabho-honse 

known  as  the  Hand  &  Marigold,  at  Star-comer,  Bermondsey, 

Bod  dweiling-honse  adjoining.    Sold  £800. 
Prediold  bnaineas  premises.  No.  14,  Star-comer,  Bermondsey, 
^^ist  £35-8old  £336;  ditto,  ditto.  No.  15,  ditto,  let  at  £36 

ZiS  £375 ;  ditto,  ditto.  No.  16,  ditto,  let  at  £K-s<dd  £340; 

*^  ditto,  Nos.  17  and  18,  ditto,  let  at  £66-«old  £690; 

^'  ^tto.  No.   19.  ditto,  let  at  £36-«ld  £S60;  ditto, 

iS^\  Ho.  20,  ditto,  let  at  £40-sold  £416. 


A  freehold  ground  rent  of  £18  18b.,  arising  ont  of  14  houses 

in  Evans- place,  Bermondsey,  reversion  in  1880.    Sold  £720. 
A  plot  of  freehold  land,  lying  between   Marigold-conrt  ud 

fidward-street.    Sold  £120.  _  .  ,    ^    .  ,., 

A  freehold  ground  rent  ot  £26  per  annnm,  arismg  out  of  eight 

houses  in  Edward-street,  Bermondsey,  reversion  in  1886. 

Sold  £710.  .  .  ^    .  ,, 

A  freehold  ground  rent  of  £130  per  annum,  ansmg  out  of  67 

houaea  in  Brook-stieet,  "William  etroet,  and  Edward  street, 

fiermondsay,  reversion  in  15  years.    Sold  £3,720. 
Four  freehold  houses,  31  to  34,  Edward-street,  Bermondsey, 

let  at  £52— sold  £530;  ditto,  36  to  38,  ditto,  let  at  £57  48. 

-  sold  £560. 

BIBTH8,  1USBU8X8,  AVD  DSATEt. 

BIRTHS. 

TowNKNB— On  Nov.  10,  at  7,  Florence-terrace,  Ealing,  W.,. 
the  wife  of  J.  Hamilton  Townend,  solicitor,  Queen-street, 
Cheanside,  E.C.,  of  a  son. 

WABNBK-6n  Monday,  Nov.  14,  at  3,  Clifton-temuje,  TTm- 
cheeter,  thewUeof  F^  I.Wanier,Esq.,Bohcitor,of  adaughter. 

"Wilkinson- On  Nov.  14,  at  Waterden-road,  Guildford,  Sur- 
rey, the  wife  of  Kobert  "Wilkinson,  Esq.,  barrister-at-law,  of 
a  daughter. 

DEATHS. 

Dawson— On  Nov.  16,  at  Alexander-street,  "Westboume-park, 
Francis  Dennis  Massy  Dawaon,  Esq.,  of  the  Middle  Temple, 

Willi AMB^OnSfov.  15,  at  Fem-hill,  Walthamstow,  William 
Uuestel  Williams,  of  No.  13,  Old-square,  Lincoln  s-inn, 
aged  42. 


LOROOH  OAZETTBS. 

ProfeHlonal  Partnerships  Diuolvel 
Fbidat,  Nov.  U,  1*70. 
Parker,  John,  Herbert  Oeo  Qoldlngham,  fc  Fraa  Parker,  Worcester,  it^ 
tomeys-af-Iaw  and  Solkltois.    Nov  4. 

Winding  np  of  Joint  Stoek  Companies. 

Fbidat,  Nov.  11,1970. 

UKLUnTED  »  CHASOiaT. 

Sonth  Wales  and  Graat  Western  Direct  Railway  aompaay.-PeUtlM  for 
wtadtagapV  presented  Nov  10,  directed  to  be  heard  before  VUie- 
cSSor  Bison,  on  Nov  19.  Ashnrst  k  Co,  Old  Jewry,  sOlioltorB 
tor  the  petitioner. 

Western  Lite  Aasnrance  Sodety.-Vlce-Chanoellor  Bacon  has,  by  u 
ortto  dated  Nov  4,  ordered  that  a  call  of  one  poond  per  share  bo 
made  on  all  the  contrlbutories  of  the  akove  mciety.and  ttat  each  m^ 
oootrllmtorT  do  on  or  before  Nov  18,  pay  Into  the  BaDk  of  England  to 
ttS  iM»onnt  of  the  Offldal  Liquidator  of  the  abore  Society,  the  amonnt 
wbioh  abaU  be  due  from  blm  or  her,  in  respect  of  such  caU. 
LmixD  m  CBAHCsav. 

Bildllnirton  Quay  Alexandra  Hotel  Company  (limited).- The  Maitsr  of 
to  loS  SlTby  4a  order  dated  Not  i.  ordered  that  the  .bora  com- 
S^yta  wound  up.  Dlgby  &  Co.  Clenwnfs-lane,  Lomb«rd-.t,  soUcl- 
tors  for  the  petitioner.  .,      ..       • .,.. 

TmMrial  Wine  Company  (Llmlted).-Petltion  for  the  conUnnation  of  tbo 
wSSngnS. i«^a  koT  10,  directed  to  be  hc«d  before  the  »tattr 
oftheBolls  m  Nov  19.  Couneaay  &  Croome,  Qracaohnrch-st.  soU- 
dtors  fbr  the  peUtloners.  .     _,  .. 

af.v  •««  o*rter  Hotel  Company  (Limited).— Petition  for  winding  up 

U^tol  NOT  lorurefted  to  be  heard  before  Vlce-Chaacellor  BaecHk, 
SS1»?vl9     TuK  *  Co,  Old  Jewry,  KiUcltors  for  the  petitioner..  \ 

Star  and  Qsrtar  Hotel  Company  (Unilted).-PelUion  ftw  winding  ap, 
oreSfntS  Nov  I  iV  dh^ected  to  be  heard  before  the  Muter  of  the  Roi^ 
othS?!*.     Pe;id7Btoreys.«ate,  Ot  Oeorge-st,  Killoitor  for  the  petl- 

"•"•'••  TOBSBAT,  Not.  15, 1870. 

LnnriD  i«  CauiaxaT. 
w«ih  Middlesex  Waterworks  Company  (Umlted).— VieemiiancaUor 
BSorSS^  an  ort«4»ted  Nov  i,  orfered  that  the  abore  co<«>P««T 
ta^OTn"up:    Flux  *  Co,  East  India-avenue.  solloltorB  for  the  petl- 

T,cmTlu«Aiso«totlon  (Umitad),— Vlce-ChanoellorBaoonha»,by  an  order 
fflNJSXSderod  that  the  above  aasootatlon  be  wound  up.    Naah 
fc  00. 8aflb5-ltt^Cannon-tt,  solicitor,  fbr  the  petitlonera 
STAKHASias  OF  CoaawAix. 
TuxsnAT,  Not.  16, 1870. 
Wheal  Rose  Mtotog  Company.-Tbo  "Vtao-WardenhM  by  an  order  dated 
^ rordwedfiiat OietBoTe  company  be  wound  up.    Paul,  Truro, 
pettUoner's  solicitor. 

Friendly  Societies  Dissolved. 

FamAT,  Nov.  11, 1870. 
St.  Mary's  Sunday  School  Friendly  Society,  St.  Mary's  School,  Preston, 
Lancaihire.    Not  4. 

Creditors  luder  EsUtss  in  Chiacery. 

Ltut  Day  of  Proof. 
Fbisat,  Not.  11,  1870. 
Arnold,  Hv  Townsend,  Swansea,  QUmorgin,  Ironmonger. 

Be^4:Jo^»"ii.'Xcl"S.1i«*"^  »•    Bswley  .Bewley, 
V.C.  Stuart.    Mordaff,  Cockermonth. 


Deo  {. 
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Cnnt,  Joba  Thoi,  SoutluM,  nr  Portanoath,  Xaitar  EJI.   Dee  f. 

Ooant*  Croat,  HJL    Brine  It  Sen,  Liacoln'e'^aD-fielde. 
Fettham,  Jee,  Eut  UoalMT,  Sarrey,  Oent.    Dee  6.   Fellham  •  Tomer, 

V.O.  Stout.    TOjlor,  Old  BorUnctoa-it. 
Hieki,  Kletierl  BtTUoe,  Warwick,  Attoroer.    Dee  5.    WjrsMr  «  Bkki, 

ILB.    Dariee,  OoTeotry. 
Kealea,  Wm  Jae,  Clarenoe-et,  Rotheriiitlie,  Oeot.    Dee  i.    Sloimooa  • 

Walker,  Y.C  Mellai.    Cattarm  ft  Oo,  Uirk-Iane. 
MUIer.WoiOowleT,  Oantan,  Laaeaiter,  SUpboiUer.    Dee  10.    Mmer 

vMUler.T.CBacoD.    EUie  fe  Oo,  Lpool. 
Fearoc,  Jea  Edmood,  CH  Jamee^  LlanahciOTe,aeBt    Hor».   Kp- 

ladr  «  Oregg,  V.O.  Baooo.    Oiwr  *  Berry,  Ed(«ue-rd. 
State,  Bobert,  Fortlaod,  Dorset,  Herohaat.    Dec  IS.    Pearee  «  Btooa , 

U.B.    RiwUoa  Wimbome. 
Stabtie,  By  Ji8laarle,Aihton-on-IIeney,Cheiter,  Oeot,  Dee  7.  StoMi 

«  Scnbta,  V.C.  Becoa.    Derbiiliira,  lUaeb. 
ThODia>,Wm,HaregT0Te,  Glamorgan.    OecT.    ThooiueThaBai,T,C. 

Malini.    Lewis,  Bridgeod. 
Toaiklns,Jobe,  Little  Brlckhtn,  BDcktnghain,  Oent.    Dee  5.    Oazooer 

«  Peacb,  V.C.  Bacon.    SImpeoa,  Boroagk  Higbst,  Soatliwark . 
Tamer,  Thot,  Belsi«.rd,  St  John's-wood,  Oent.    Dee  1.    Fainter* 

Tomer,  V.C.  Mallns.    Colli*,  Birm. 
TTnell,  Timothy.  Hile.end-rd,  Draper.   Dee  ».   Cook  «  Tyrrell,  T.C. 

ICeltna.    Sokitb,  Qaeen  st,  Cueepeide. 
Wud,  Wm,  Richmond,  Sorrey,  Ltceman.    Dec  8.    Reyea  v  Ward,  V.C . 

Bacon.    Simpion,  Qracechnrch-st. 

Nut  or  Km. 

Uaslen,  Wm  Jm,  Clarence-et,  Botberhitbe,°aant.    Deo  19.     Simmonda 
«  Walker,  V.C.  Malioi. 

Tdisoat,  Not.  It,  187*. 
Bye,  John,  Eeher,  Sorrey,  £aq.    Nor  IS.    SilTer  r  Frost,  U.B 
Lang,  Stephen,  Coombeinteignhead,  DsTon,  Teoman.    Deo  SI.    Watt* 

V  Loog,  V.O.  Stoart.    Whidhome  fe  Toser,  Teigmnontb. 
Wait*,  Ctia*.  Sotton,  Sorrey,  Oent.    Dec  11.    Wtite  «  Walt*,  T.C. 

M*Un*.    Smith,  New.cq,  Llneoln's.inn. 
Saaftird,  John  Fredk,  Wimbledon,  Merchant.    Dec  *l.    Payn**  Wool- 

lett,  V.C.  Stoart.    Lawmoce  k  Co,  Old  Jewry-chambers. 

Cnditor*  under  92  &  SS  litH.  a^.  S5. 

Lait  Day  oj  datm, 

FaisAT,  Nor.  11, 1870. 

Adam*,  Frank,  Faroham,  Sorrey,  IIa|or>OeDer«l.    Much  1.   Wright, 

Inmmongen*  Hall,  Feneborob-st. 
Adams,  John  Bradnock,  Walsall,  Stafford,  Agent.    Dee  14.    Mariow  ft 

Potter  Walsall. 
Allea,  John.  Bromleyst,    Commerdal-rd  Rest,  Coal  Meter.    Dee  1%. 

BatcUff  ft  Son,  St  Uiobaal's-aUty,  OomblU. 
Baldwin,  Wm,  Stratford-opon-ATon,  Warwick,  Farmer.    Dee  18.  Hunt, 

8tratfi>rd-opon-ATon. 
Bmme,  Aooe,  BeTeraham.  Westmoreland,  Widow.    Deo  SI.    ConlUb 

fc  Loaf,  Uaocb. 
Cartwiight,  Sarah,  Exminater,  Deroa,  Widow.   Deo  84.    Moontfind  fc 

Co,  Exeter. 
Chamberlain,  Elis  Hut,  Exeter,  Spinator.    DeeU.    MoaotfordftCo, 

Exeter. 
Chaplin,  Abednego,  Ipswicb,  SoAilk,  Ironmonger.    Nor  15.    Aldoo*  fc 

Pearee,  Ipswich. 
Clu^  Bobert  John,  Brabaot-et.    Dee  80.    Wilkin*  fc  Oo,  8t  Switbin'*. 

lane. 
DaTies,  Anne,  Ellesmere,  Salop,  Widow.    Jan  8S.    Waca,  Shrewsbory. 
Kdgar.GeoHy,  SurbitoD,  Surrey,  Esq.    Dee  84.    Oraham  ft  Hunter, 

OMrlea-Bt,  St  James'-w). 
Ellia,  Owen,  Lpool.  Marble  Mason.    Deo  8.    Ctrr,  LpooL 
Faroham,  Thos,  City-rd,  Flnsbory,  Upholsterer.    Dec  SI.    Stibbard  ft 

Beck,  East  India-arenne,  Leadenhall-st. 
tilth,  Thos,  Soothill,  HaUfltx,  Tork,  Eaq.    Dec  8.    Layooek  fc  Oo,  Hod- 

darsfield. 
Ferteecoe,  Lewis,  Leighton,  Hnntlngdoa,  Fanner.    Jan  1.    Hoonybnn, 

Honttngdon. 
Foontoine,  Jane  Martha,  Wingbory,  BocUngham.    Deo  80.    Newton, 

Leighton  Booard. 
Freemao,  Jaoe,  Corby,  Northampton,   Dee  I.   Andrews,  Uuket  Har- 

boroogh. 
Oardiner,  Anne,  Norwich,  Spinster.    Jan  I.    Freoatooa   ft  Copeman, 

Norwioh. 
Oardoer,  Aaron,  Nortbampton,  Tea   Dealer.     Dee  14.      Wratislaw, 

Busby. 
Oaskell,  Tboe,  Bindley,  Lancaster,  Oent.   Doe  IS.    Uaybow  ft  Sons, 

Wigan. 
GObertson,  Matthias,  Egham,  Sorrey,  Esq.    Dee  81.    Childs  fc  Batten , 

Oolsmamit. 
Raines,  Wm,  jon,  Exeter,  Spirit  Uerehant.    Dec  84.    Moanttord  fc  Co, 

Exeter. 
Jenkyn,  Hy  Howard,  Upper  Park-st,  Islington,  Oent.    Dee  81.    Seu- 

boroogb.  Spring-gardens, 
Knight,  Oodlrey,  Scarbroonsli,  Tork,  Oent.    Deo  10.    BCoody  ft  Co. 
Lainseo,  Arnold,  Borghdeld,  Berks,  Oent.    Jan  IS.    Blaady. 
Martio,  Wm,  Falkiogham,  Uocoln,  Farmer.    Feb  10.    Peakefc  Eng- 
land, Slaaford. 
Hay,  (ieo  By,  Hearitree,  Deron,  Esq,    Dec  24.    Monntford  fc  Co,  Exe- 
ter. 
Kelms,  Mary  Ann,  Elraston-pl,  Sooth  Kensington.    Dec  SI.    Oonlilfe  ft 

Besomont,  Chancery-lane. 
FhlRMrd,  Bebecos,  Swanage,  Dorset,  Widow.     Jan  9,     Lingarda  fc 

Bowell,  Manch. 
Potter,  Thos,  Stoke  Heath  Wbtxt,  nr  CoTentry,  Warwick,  Coal  Mer- 
chant.   Dee  7,    Minster  ft  Son.  Gorentry. 
Bayner,  John,  0(  Maplestead,  Essex,  Fumer.    Deo  7.    Harris  fc  Mor- 
ton, Halstead. 
SaTeli,  Joseph,  Saint  Leonard,  DeTf  a,  Oent.    Dee  14.    Monntford  fe  Oo, 

Exeter. 
Scuborongh,  E|ia,  Leightoa  Banard,  Bedford.     Dee  SI.     Newton, 

Leigbton  Bustard. 
Sly,  Wm,  Tytherton  Kellaways,  Wilts,  Farmer.    Dee  24.    Keary  fc  Co, 

Chippenham. 
Smith,  John,  Walesby,  Nottiogham.    Dae  81.    Meefc  Co.Eaat  Bet- 

fold. 


Swoetland,  Ann,  Carbarn,  Derao,  Spinster.    Dee  84.   Hountford  ft  Co, 

Kzetsr. 
Wardlay,  Tbos,  Mansfield,  Nottia^iam,  Btkar.     Dec  80.    Fataons 


WOeeeks, PrBdanee, Sputan, DoTon,  WMew.   D*e84.   Monntteidfc 

Co,  Ezetu. 

TiTBtDAT,  Nor.  It,  1870. 
Batoe,  Wm,  WelTertiampton,  StalTard,  Oant.   Jan  I.    Miaby  ft  300^ 

Wei  veibainplfla. 
BottOD,  Edward,  Tendon,  Tork,  Oent.    Jan  1.    Blejiardson  ft  Tomar, 


Bmdbary,  Chaa,  Hestmi  Netris,  Laoeaster,  Oent,    Deo  84.    Smith, 

Stookport. 
Brown,  Chas  John,  Idiar,  Surrey,  Esq.     Dee  81.    Fladgato  ft  Co, 

CraTSn-st,  Strand. 
OBTlaa.Tbos,  Bear-«t,  Lekeatar-aq,  Cooper.   Dec  15.   Taylor,  Great 

Jamaa  st.  Bedfcrd-tow. 
Embleton,  Dorothy  Clark,   Perth,  Western  AnatraUa.    Feb  8.    Cattail, 

Bedtbrd-row. 
Heiaeh,  OodlVey  Waatarholdt,  Bowyer-tar,  OUqAam,  Oent.    Doe  84. 

Lapaid.  KenntaiRtoa-pvk-rd. 
Jaeksoa,  Thoa,  BelgraTO-rd,  St  Joho'e-wood,  Oent.   Jaa  10.    CowMI 

ft  Orondy,  Bodge-row. 
Jodaon,  Lawienoe,  Kelson,  nr  Bunley,  Lanoaahire,  Stoae  Maaon.    Dee 

IS.    Bawortb,  Nelson. 
Leitwicb,  Joseph  Beq] ,  Dooghtr-st,  Lamboth-walk,  Baeon  Drier.     Dec 

81.    Barron,  <iaeen-*t,Caanon-st. 
Morria,  Era*,  Oaergwrle,  Hint,  ReUarinB  OfBoar.   Dee  81.    Blakafc 

Hnghes,  Lothbory ;  fi>r  Aoton  fc  Boty ,  Wrezhsm. 
Newman,  Tbof,  Hortinglbrdbary,  Herttord,  Miller.    Dee  14.    Spono*  fc 

Hawks.  Bertftrd. 
Fonook,  Bight  Hon  Sir  Fredk,  Battaa,Middz,  Bart.    Jan  1.    WUdtfc 

Co,  Oolleie-hill. 
Blcbards,  Wm  Jope,  Flymontb,  Deron,  Oent.    TAX.    StapbeatfcCe^ 

Plymootb. 
Rooaldaco,  John  Jaa,  Portland-pl,  Clapton,  Oent.    Dee  SI.    Holllags- 

worth  ft  Co,  East  iodia-*Teooe. 
Seobell,  Joahoa,  Alexaoder-ter,  Boman-rd,  Korfli  Bow,  Oent.    Doe  SI. 

Saw,  Oreenwtch. 
Stothert,  Wm,  Breattord,  MMdz,  Florist.    Dee  81.    Brook*  ft  Oo,  Doo- 

ton*-commons. 
Toner,  Thos,  Long-lane,  Flaehlay,  Oent.   Jan  U.    Laaglay  ft  Oibboi, 

Ot  Jomee-at,  Bedford-row. 
Watta,  Ben),  Chigwell,  Eaaax,  Farmer.   Dee  17.   Morris  ft  Oo,  Fioi- 

bory-droos. 

Baakrapti. 

FaiDiT,  Nor.  II,  1870. 

Under  the  Bankmptoy  Act,  1869. 

Crediton  most  forward  their  proofs  of  debts  to  the  Regietrar. 

To  Sorrender  io  Lcmdon. 

Bridgman,  Chu  Jas,  Barp-laae,  Ot  Tower-ot,  Wine  Merchant.  Pat  Nor 

».    Pern.    Not  18  at  11.80. 
OoUyer.  Thee,  Bodge-row,  Bag  Merchant,    Pet  Not  V.    KaiUtt.    Hot 

SSatl. 
Dean,  John  March,  Waltbamstow,  Essex,  Aactianeer.      Fet  Not  9. 

BasUtt.    M0Tl8atll.sa 
Boeknell,  S.  C,  New  Broad-st,  MarebaoL    Pet  Not  9.    HasUtt.    Nor 

38  at  II. 
Tombleaon,  Matthew,  Waltbamstow,  Essex,  Boilder.  Pet  Not  9.  HailitL 
Not  88  at  8. 

To  Surrender  In  the  Coontry. 

Barrow,  Biebd  Praeoett.  Ungards,  Tork,  WeoUea  Maanlaetarer.     Fat 

Not  8.    Jones,  Jon.    Huddenfleld,  NotII  at  II. 
Bointon,  Fraa  Bower,  Soatb  Stockton,  Tork,  Hoeiw.  Pat  Not  7.  Ckoaky.. 

Stookteoon-Tees,  Nor  88  at  II  JO. 
Brown,  John,  Sanderiand,  Durham,  Shipowner.     Pet  Hot  8.     ElUt. 

8oDderland,NaT81*tll. 
Drirar,  Wm,  Pndwy,  Tork,  Cloth  Xaaofbetuor.   Fet  HotB.  BoUnaoa  . 

Bradford,  Not  It  at  9.10. 
Hendry,  Jas,  Week  Farm,  Shoreham,  Keat,  Farmer.     Pet  Not  7.    Al- 

leyne.    Tonbridxe  Wells,  Not  18  at  8. 
Hows,  Alia  Coy,  Alford,  Lincoln,  Poulterer.      Pet  Not  9.      Stanllaad. 

Beaton,  Not  83  at  li. 
Jackson,  Lnke,  Ulddlewlcb,  Chester,  Bookaellu.  Pat  KorS.  Bionghtan. 

Crewe,  Not  88  at  II. 
Poddy,  Albert,  Meare,8om*raet,  Baker.     FetNoTS.    Foator.   WeU^ 

Not  88  at  11.80. 
Bose,  Joseph,  Watford,  Herlfoid,  Orocer.  Pet  Not  8.  Blagg.  StAlbaa's, 

Not  81  at  II. 
Sanaom,^ni,  Ponder's  End,  Midlx,  Boilder.    Fet  Nor  8.    Pulley.    Id- 

monton.  Not  88  at  8. 
Swallow,  John  Thos,  Peterixirangh,  Nsrthamptoo,  Anctkneer.  Fet  MOT 

9.    Oacbaa.    Ptterborougli,  Not  14  at  18. 
Ward,  Jas,  LpooU  Cattle  (not  Battle  aa  in  Gaxatte  ef  Not  1}  Saleamaa. 

Fet  Oct  87.    Watson.    Lpool,  Not  IS  at  1. 

TimBSAT,NoT.  18, 1870. 

Under  the  Bankruptcy  Act,  1869. 

Okeditors  must  fbrward  their  prsolh  of  debts  to  the  Keglstru. 

To  Surrender  in  the  Country. 

Browarigg,  Peter  Pyne,  Lpool.  Ship  Chandler.     Pot  Mot  U.     HUM. 

LpoolTNoTMati. 
Dartes,  Alfa.  Worcester,  Oarpenter.     Fet  Not  II.     Crisp.    Woreaater, 

Not  2«  at  II. 
ETaaa,  JObn,  Wrozbam,  Denbigh,  Solicitor.    Fet  Nor  10.   Held.  Wni. 

ham,  Dae  1  at  18. 
Ostley,Naaaniel,Tmro,GomwaU,OafaiBet  Maker.    Fet  Not  9.    ChU- 

cott.    Troroi^NoT  16  at  3. 
HalaaU, John, Lpool, UcensedVlotoaller.    PetNOTia.    Hlme.    IpooT, 

Mot  18  at  1. 
Lalster.  Chaa.  Tinaley,  Tork,  Common  Brewer.      Pet  Nor  |1.     Wake. 

Sh*ffleld,NoT8t*tL 
Bidinga,  Edmond,  fc  Tboe  Sidings,  Lpool,  ICorchanta.      Fet   Not  10. 
Wataon.    Lpool,  Not  84  at  8, 
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Tari«7,  John,  Hifh  Wjroombe,  Baekt,  TtUor.      Pet  Not  U.     WatMn. 

AylMbary,  Dee  I  «t  II. 

BAMKRITFTCIES  AMNnLLED. 
TcnsiT,  Not.  It,  IS70. 
'  Ontar.MUtbew,  HirUepool,Dartaam,  BnUder.   OetU. 

I  Idqi&dfttloii  hj  AjTinirflBMnt. 

,  nBST  MEETINaS  OF  CREDITORS. 

FuDAT,  Not.  II,  IS70. 
AiBiatead,  Jowph  RolUo,  Beelaehm,  Tork,  Boot  MianflMtarer.  Not  Si 

•t  3,  at  offlcas  or  J.  J.  mn,  Xarket-at,  Bradltod. 
AtmWitMn,  Wm,  I4M0I,  Watehnuker.    Not  23  at  3,  at  offleai  of  H. 

Bnantar,  Dala-at,  Lpool. 
Batlor.  Cbaa  Irriaa  OraTDxham ,  Fnlham,  Htddx,  Potter.    Not  M  at  S, 

at  oOcea  of  Lawraaea,  Flam,  ft  Co,  Old  Jawnr-chambera. 
BanUD.  n«dk,  Bakar-at,  Portmaa-w),  cat  of  boaineaB.    Not  38  at  IS, 

at  ofleaa  of  J.  E.  Carter,  Aoattafrtars. 
BaalI,Tom  Hide,  BrlKhton,  Saiaez,  Cork  Merobaot.    Not  Statl.at 

oOIoaa  of  U.  Brandreth,  Middle-at.  Bricbtoo. 
Beard,  Jonathan,  Ume-at,  Refraehment-booM  Kaeoar.    Not  M  at  3,  at 

the  OoUdhan  CoOiM-hoaae,  Oreaham-st.    OodTrey,  Sontb-«i,  Grajr'a- 

Inn. 
Bin,  Edtrd,  Maoeb,  Merchant.    Deo  7  at  13,  at  offlcai  of  Home  & 

Banter,  Uacdn'i-inn-flelds.    T.  Chorllon. 
Bbd,  Thov,  laddleaborongta,  Tork,  Hatter.  Not  34  at  3,  at  oOce<  or  J. 

Oreener  k  Co,  Sution  :t,  Mlddlesborongh.    W.  h.  Dobeon. 
Baatmea.  DaTid,  Shakeapare-ter,  Upper  Holloway.  Bootmaker.    Hot  33 

at  1,  at  oOces  of  W.  11.  Welherfleld,  Greebam-bldK^Oitf. 
Bomr,  Joeepb,  Sheffield,  Plomber.    Not  38  at  4,  at  oOcas  of  Blnnej  ft 

Son,  North  Chareh-et,  SbefBeld. 
Cnoe,  Wan  Varthall,  BowII&k,  York,  out  of  bunlneaa.    Not  18  at  S,  at 

ofllce  of  H.  Varlejr,  Doka-at,  Dtrlejr-at,  Bradford.    Rhodee,  Bradford. 
Cook,  Jaa,  6t  Orioiabjr,  PnbUcaa.    Dec  1  at  13,  at  officea  of  Orange  ft 

matrtaskam,  West  31  Hatr'a-gate,  Ot  Orlmiby. 
Cotbatt,  Tboi,  Stonrbrldge,  Worceeter,  Saddler.    Not  38  at  II,  at  the 

Acorn  Eotal,  Birmlngbani.    T.  Wall. 
Carxon,  John  Meir,  Cranham,  Glouceiter,  Iron  llerehant.   Not  28  at  I, 

at  cOcea  of  Peacock  k  Ooddard,  Soath-aq,  OniT'a-lnn.    E.  WItchell, 

Stroud. 
Oabb,  Wm,  tc  Jas  STinons  Hill,  Crompaall,  nr  Manob,  Linen  Uannfae- 
- ,  »vT  23  at  4,  at  oQces  at  Sale,  Sblpman,  Beddoo,  ft  Sale,  Bootb- 


llaTla.  Tbog,  Wert  firODwIcli,  Stafford,  Victualler.     >7oT  14  at  t,  at 
iba  Kt^a  Head  Inn,  Gt  Btide-rd,  Weat  Bromwich.    Bowlandj,  Bir- 

Da7,Jaa,Tredenr,  Uonmonth,  Watchmaker.    Not  3iatl,at  ofScaa 

of  Hancock,  Triggs,  ft  Co,  John-st,  Brlatol.    0.  L.  King. 
DmO;,  Jas,  Crayford,  Kant,  Carpenter.     Not  23  at  >,  at  the  Ball  Iirn, 

Dartftrd.    Mkikoll,  Qrareaend. 
Edwaida,  John,  Regeat'a-pk-rd,  FrlmrOM-hill.  Grocer.  Nor  38  at  2,  at 

oOcca  af  W.  W.  Cooper,  Serle-al,  Linooln'a-inn.Salda. 
Ednrda,  lUttbew.  Biahop  AnckUnd,  Dorbam,  Painter.    Not  34  at  13, 

at  the  Black  Lion  Hotel,  !itookton-Kni.Teea. 
.Bnca,  Joaaph,  EpweU,  Oxford,  Farmer.    Nor  3j  at  II,  at  the  Reindeer 

Ian.  Paiaona-st,  Banlinry.    Boiler,  Banborr. 
rex.  Baml  Crane,  Loodon-st.  Hydraulic  Engineer.    Not  39  at  3,  at  the 

idBce  of  O.  W.  Brighten,  BUbopigateal  Wltboot. 
Raacr,  Donald,  birm,  Cbemlit.    Not  34  at  II,  at  olBoea  of  E.  Baden, 

Union  paaaa«e,  Birm. 
Filikner,  Moaea,  KUderminster,  Worceeter,  Hatter.    Nor  19  at  that 

•Ooea  of  A .  A.  Croarlhar,  Vicar^t,  Kidderminster. 
GaadT,  Saml,  Lpool.  Timber  Merchant.    Not  34  at  8,  at  offlcaa  of  W.  ft 

A.  Moncroft,  Clayton-sq,  Lpool. 
Gribbon,  Franda,  Leeda,  Glasa  Dealer.    Nor  34  at  8,  at  officea  of  F. 

FcBa,  Bank-at,  Leedr. 
Oram,  John,  Salop,  WolTerhampton,  Japanner.    Nor  35  at  II,  at 

aOct*  of  Batter,  NcTe,  ft  Rutter,  DarlinKtonst,  Wolrerhampton. 
Hagen.  Borre  Lorenta,  KIngston-npon-IInll,  Woollen  Draper.    Nor  26 

at  13.  at  tba  TreTelyan  Hotel,  Leeda.    W.  Wataon. 
Bara,  Geo,  FalagraTo-pl,  oat  of  bnaineaa.     Not  21  at  II,  at  tba  Guild. 

baU  Cotfce-hooae, Greabamat.    CaWert. 
HatTtng.Wm  Cacev,  North  Treriddo,  Cornwall,  Farmer.    Not  36  at  II. 

•t  Wabb'a  Hotel.  Ltakeard.    Olabb,  Liakeard. 
Highland.  Fredk,  Corabill,  Leather  Gooda  MannCactnrer.    Not  IT  at  8, 

at  tbe  oMcea  of  H.  T.  Tbiraitee,  BaaingbaU-at.    Dobie,  Baainghall-at. 
Hill.  Wm  Bardman,  Bedmlnater,  Brlatol,  Grocer.  Mot  33  at  II,  at  offica 

of  J.  Millar,  Wbiiaon.chambera,  Miobobii-Bt,  Briatol . 
Hint.  Nawton.  Leeda,  Printer.    Not  24  at  3,  at  offioea  of  Blok  ft  Jonea, 

Bond  at.  Laeda. 
HoUarnr,  Joaeph,  Batb,  EograTer.   Not  31  at  II,  at  officea  of  J.  K.  Bar- 

tnnn.  Hoitbamberland-bldga,  Bath. 
Bonier.  Chai,  ft  Richd  Horalejr,  Becclea,  Soffolk,  Ooacbbaildars.    Not 

39  at  1 1 .  at  the  Inoa  of  Coart  Hotel,  Holbom.     J.  C.  Copeman. 
Bar.  Alid,  DoTcr,  Kent,  Builder.    Not  36  at  3,  at  office  of  J.  MInter, 

Caatla-at,  Dorer. 
Bnrle,  fSeo  Balcliffe,  Cborler,  Lancashire,  Chemiat    Not  38  at  10,  at 

odteea  of  T.  J.  ft  H.  Backhouio,  St  JobaVpl,  Blackburn. 
Hanbaa,  Saml, Sontbaea, Southampton,  Hire  Carter.    Not  33  at  II,  at 

oSeea  at  A.  B.  Champ,  St  Haiy  a-aq,  Fortaea. 
Iia,  Jna  MawtoD,  Cbertaer,  Sorrer,  Corn  Merchant.    Dee  1  at  3,  at 

ciBoea  of  Jenkinaft  Button,  TaTiateck-st,  Strand. 
Jerdaa.  John.  FlaMow,  Eaaex,  Builder.    Not  38  at  13,  at  officea  of  Reed 

ft  LoTtfl,  Gnildhall-chamberr,  Baalnghall-st 
Xnvortli,  Wm,  Sazilb)-,  Lincoln,  Batcher.    Not  38  at  II, at  officea  of 

T.  Q.  Dale,  Lincoln. 
mcUnc,  flaml.  Sooth  Stockton,  Tork,  Stonemaaon.    Not  34  at  II,  at 

the  Black  Uoa  Hotel,  Stackton.oa-Teea.     Balnbrldge,  Iflddleboroogh. 
Lave.  Edwin,  Swansea,  GUmorgan,  Tailor.    Nor  33  at  II,  atoSoeaof 

Snrtefc  *  BelUngbam,  Fiataer-al,  Swanaea. 
lawirk,  Tboa,  Portiahead,  Somerset,  Beer  Retailer.    Not  34  at  13,  at 

oSce  or  W.  Glide,  Juhn-at,  Briatol. 
Haaa.  Wm,  Forth,  Gbmorgan,  Boatmaker.    Not  33  at  13,  at  officea  of 

W.  Davia,  PontTpriad. 
■flnar,  John,  Beauwoitb,  Derby,  Butcher.    Not  31  at  3,  at  office  of  Q. 

Edward  Gee.  Hlgh-st,Oti<aterficld. 
Itaa.  a«nl,  Mancb,  Bnilder.    Not  39  at  8,  at  tbe  Clarence  Hotel, 

m — I . — ^  llancb. 


Nawbarr,  Tboa,  Axmonth,  DoTos,  Tannar.   Nor  14  at  13,  at  the   offioea 

of  0.  Bbrtael,  Qneen^t,  Exeter. 
Miobolaan,  Jaa,  I«ool,  Diaper.  Nor  18  at  8,  at  offioea  of  T.  Ettr,  XTnitj- 

bldgs,  Lord-st,  Lpool. 
Nicholson,  Leonard,  Patrlngton,  Tork.  Ueansed  Tlotnallar.    Not  18  at 

1,  at  affiOM  of  F.  Snmmere,  HaBor^  Klngaton-npaa-Hall. 
Palmer,  Wm,  Soathery,  Norfolk,  Qrooar.   Not  19  at  13,  at  tbe  Crown 

Hotel,  King's  Lynn. 
ParklnsoD,  Edwd,  Cheater,  Newspaper  Prmrietor.    Not  38  at  10.30,  af 

offioea  of  Bagahaw  &  Wigglesnorth,  Ohsncery-Iana,  Bootb.stiatt, 

Hanchaiter.    Hostaze  ft  Tatlock,  Cbaeter. 
Faraona,  Mary  Maria,  Shrewton,  Wllta,  Innkeeper.    Not  18  at  8,  at  tba 

Catharine  Wheel  Inn,  Skrewton.    T.  WUIon. 
Paraooa,Tboe,Oletteaater.ter,Broatplon,  Baker.  Not  18  at  8.80,  at  Jack't- 

CotDM-bonae.Mark-lane.    Mafstaall,  Hatton-gardaD. 
Film,  Edwd  Curtis,  Staffaid,  Butcher.    Not  31  at  II,  at  the  Stalfbtil 

Anna,  Castle  Town,  Stafford.    East,  Birm. 
Filee,  John,  Aberdaie,  Glamorgan,  Tailor.   Not  IS  at  I.  at  officer  of 

Simona  ft  PlewL  Chureh-at,  Mathrr  Tydffi. 
QoUn,  Thee,  Hanley-pl,  Kenntngton-pk,  Bnilder.   Dee  i  at  8,  at  office 

of  Nash,  Field,  ft  Layton,  SolTolk-lane,  Cannon-at. 
Read,  Joseph,  Aaton  liaoor,  Warwick,  Draper.    Not  38  at  11,  at  office 

of  A.  Uairiaon,  Paradiae-et,  Birm.    Foster,  Birm. 
Ripley,  Horaoe,  Fann-ter,  Clapham,  East  IndU  Broker.    Nor  34  at  3,  at 

the  offices  of  Quilter,  Ball,  and  Co,  Hootgate-st.     Draee,  S^ns,  and 

Jaokaon,BilUtar-st. 
Boberts,  Obaa,  Tork-rd,  Lambeth,  Musical  Agent.    Not  34  at  3,  at 

offioe  of  H.  A.  Dubois,  Gresham-bntldings,  Basingball-at.    Maynard, 

CUfford'a-lnn. 
RoUnsoD,  Edwd,  Newbury,  Berks,  Bootitaker.    Not  13  at  II,  attha 

George  Hotel,  Reading.    OaTO,  Newbnry. 
Boss,  John,  jnn,  Bole-biU,  nr  Norton,  Derby,  Joiner.    Not  19  at  II, 

at  the  Cutlere'-hall,  SbefBeld.    Parker. 
Shanklaad,  Robt,  Lpool,  Draper.    Not  28  at  3,  at  office  of  T.  Etty, 

Unlty-bldgs,  Lord^t,  Lpool. 
Sharman,  Aoa,  Brafleld-on-the-Gieen,  Northampton,    Wheelwright. 

Not  15  at  8,  at  tbe  Chamber  of  Commeroa,  Com  Exchaage-paiadak 

Northampton.    Jeffeiy,  Northampton. 
Smith,  WmDigby,  ft  Jaa  Gaakell,  Lpool,  OommUerebants.    Deo  Sat 

9,  at  tbe  Law  Association  Rooms,  Oook-st,  Lpad.    Gill,  Lpool. 
Squire,  BenJ,  SbefBeld,  Builder.   Not  31  at  II,  at  office  of  Blimar  ft 

Son,  North  Oburcb-at,  Sheffield. 
SMlth,  John,  Prince  Con»rt-rd,  Belaiie-pk,  Eaat  India  Broker.    Not 

H  at «,  At  office  of  qnllter,  Ball,  ft  Co,  Uoorgata-st.    Dmca,  Sons,  1^ 

JaokiOB. 
Thompson,  Bdmd,  Lpool,  Ship  Broker.    Nor  38  at  8,  at  offioea  of  A.  S. 

Samnel,  Oook<«t,  Lpool. 
Thorp,  Wm,  Ramagate,  Coal  Merchant.    Not  34  at  II, at  the  OnT*. 

house,  Ramagate.    Oibaon,  Margate. 
Williams,  Morns,  Betheada.  Camarron,  Ironmonger.    Not  36  at  II,  at 

the  LiTorpooi  Arms  Hotel,  Brook-st,  Obettet.   WUUami,  rortb-yr*. 

Awr,  Camarron. 

TulSDlT.NOT.  I(,  1870, 
Andrewa,  Tboa,  Blackley,  Worceater,  Cattle  Dealer.    Kor  tt  at  U,  at 

officea  of  A.  B.  Bast,  Colmore-row,  Birm. 
Aylsnd,  Samnel,  ft  Hy  James,  Haaeb,  Tarn  Agents.    Not  19  all,  at 

offioea  of  Cobbeti,  li  heeler  ft  Cobbett,  Brown-at,  Maneh. 
Barber,  Thos,  Saithorpe,  Norlblk,  General^bop  Keeper.    Not  It  at  II, 

at  offlcee  or  Miller  ft  Son,  Bank'^bambaca,  Norwich. 
Bell,  Wm,  Gateshsad,  Dorbam,  Paint  Manulaetorer.    Not  38  at  13,  at 

ofBcesof  J.  B.  Falconer,  Clayton^t,  Neweaatle-npon-Tyne. 
Brewster,  Wm,  ft  Fras  Joseph  Cooks,   Reddltch.Worceeter,  Washing 

Maobtne  Manuraoinxers.     Dec  I  at  12,  at  oSoee  of  A.  Harriaon, 

Paradise  at,  Birm.    B.  H.  Foster,  Birm, 
Buller,  Richard,  ftHy  Thomas,  Upper Itiamas-st,  Printera.    Dae  1  at  IS, 

at  38,  FinsbuiT-paTement.    H.  W.  CatUin,  Orooera'  Hall-ct,  Poultry. 
Boaaell,  John,  OlUton,  Bristol,  Builder.    Nor  38  at  IS,  at  officea  of 

Hancock ,  Trigg  ft  Co,  Jobn-at,  Bristol.    Benson  ft  Elletson,  Briatol. 
Carr,  Wm  Geo  Mills,  Badley-st,  Kentiab-town,  Law  Qerk.    Not  14  at. 

8,  at  oflkea  of  O.  W.  Kelgnley,  Ironmonger- lane.  Cheapaida. 
Chapman,  Jaa.Oranboume  at.  Leicester^q,  Boot  Maker.    Not  80  at  3,. 

at  offices  el  C.  V.  Lewis,  Cheapside. 
Chapman,  Wm  Tboa,  Reading,  Berks,  Grocer.   Not  18  at  IS,  at  offices 

of  Clarke  ft  Weedon,  Friir-st,  Beading. 
Cherry,  Samuel,  ft  Luke  Cherry,  Bedbonm,Hartltoid,  Drapers.    Not  18^ 

at  13,  at  tbe  Chamber  of  Commerce,  Cheapaide.    DaTidson  ft  Co. 
Darby,  Ells,  Irongate  Wharf,  Praad'^t,  Paddington,  Slate  Merchant 

Not  39  at  3,  at  offioea  of  the  Incorporated  Law  Society,  Oliancary- 

lane.    Lee,  Pemberton,  ft  ReoTes,  IiinooIn*s-tnn*IMda. 
DsTiea,  BenJ,  Ullford  UaTon,  Pembroke,  Licensed  Victoallar.    Not  36. 

at  I0.lt,attbe  Glonceeter  Arms  Inn,  John^t,  Carmarthen.    O.Pairy, 

Pembroke  Dock. 
Deane.  Wm  Hy,  Pendleton,  Lancaater,  ont  of  bosineee.     Not  18  at  S, 

at  offices  of  Obapman,  Roberts  X  Beck,  Foontabi-st,  Manob. 
Downs,  Peter,  Boltnn,  Lancaater,  Hatter.    Nlt  38  at  8,  at  offieea  cfJ.. 

Lelgb,  Brown-at,  Uanch. 
Ell,  Samuel,  Danater,Someraet,  Chemist.    Deo  I  at  II,  at  offices  of  Bar* 

nerd,  Thomas,  Tribe  ft  Co,  Albion-chambera,  Briatol. 
Flee,  Tboa,  Sidbury,  Devon,  Com  factor.    Not  31  at  II,  at  13,  Bedfoid- 

cirons,  Exoter,  iu  lieu  uf  the  place  origiually  named. 
FumlTall,  Wm,  Weaton-auper-Mare,  Somerset,  Chemist.    Nor  38  at  1 1 , 

at  offices  of  W.  Flummer,  Briatol-chambera,  Nicholaa-at,  Bristol. 
George,  Jaa  Hy,  John  Hawkins,  ft  John  Dain,  Birm,  Wine  Mercbanta. 

Not  30  at  12,  at  the  Queen's  Hotel,  Birm.    John  Suckling. 
Griffin.  Wm,  E<stboume,  Sussex,  Eathig-bonaa  Ke^er.    Not  34  at  3.80, 

at  offices  of  E.  Philbrick,  HiTelock-rd,  Hastinga. 
naigh,  Wm,  Barley,  Leeda,  Grocer.    Not    38  at  8,  at  officea  Of  Booth,. 

Cloogh  ft  Bcoth,  Easl-parnde,  Leeda. 
Hall,  John  Erringtan,  Newcastle-upon-Tyne,  Contractor.    Not  34  at  8. 

at  officea  of  Hoyle,  xhipley,  ft  Hoyle,  Mosley-et,  Newcaatle-upoB-Trna. 
Hall,  Lake,  Ashbome,  Derby,  Baker.    Not  80  at  3,  at  the  Midland 

Hotel,  Derby.    W.  It.  Holland,  Ashbome. 
Bart,  John  Woolley,  Gail,  nr  Neylaad,  Pembroke,  National  School- 
master.   Nor  3S  at  1 1 ,  at  the  Gloucesier  Arms  Inn,  Jobn-at,  Cacmar- 

then.    G.  Parry,  Pembroke  Dock. 
Haye«.  GeoHy,  lelter-Une,  Book  Edge  Glider.    NOTSSat  1,  at  offices. 

of  V.  Lewis,  Cheapside. 


Digitized  by 


Google 


53 


THE  SOLICITORS'  JOURNAL  &  REPORTER.  Nov.  19, 1876. 


"  -  Tith,  Tork,  Grocer.    Not  30  «t  U,  »t  olBoe  rf 

'  irtxTZi,  '.Vestgtte,  Rotherham. 

-laUhit,  MoorCTW-st,  Merchant.     Not  21  »t  I.  at  the 
lU  TkTrrn,  UasoDi'-aTeanc,  Buingtull-8t.    H.  EmpaoD, 

■!t. 

0,  Bnmlej,  Leedj,  Painter.    Not  Mat  II,  at  offloea  of 
isb,  k  Booth,  Eaat'parade,  T>eeds. 

Blap^Tc-rd,  Nottiag-hlll,  Carpenter.  Dec  I  at  11,  at  offioa 

idley.  Old  Jewry.  I 

^HjSIocombe,  Exmonth,  Deron,  Mason.    Not  30  at  !,  a 

offirfs  at  Harrii  ft  Wreford,  Oandf-st,  Exeter.    R.  W  Head,  Exeter. 
JlT,  Jelui,  Libra-nl.  Roman-rd,  Old  Ford,  Bow,  Bricklayer.    Not  25  It 

ItatoOoeof  E.  F.  Marshall,  Uncoln's-inn-flelds. 
iojta,  Arthnr  Alexander,  Ea>t  M'^nlaey,  Sanrey,  Gent.    Not  IB  at  3,  it 

offleeaof  G.  C.  Shcrrard.CllfTord'a-lnn.Fleet-st. 
Lainc,  Peter,  AUeridale  Town,  Northambcrlaod,  Bailder.  Not  28  at  10, 

at  oOea  of  T.  W.  Welfoni.  Fore-st,  Hexham . 
Lea.  mctaaal,  &  SamI  Fretwotl  Lea,  Lpool,  White  Coopers.    Dec  28  at 

2,  at  oOcea  of  Hamiood,  Banner,  fc  Son,  North  Joho-at,  Lpoid.    Tf- 

rer.  Smith,  fc  Kenion.  Lpool. 
Lonfrbottom,  John.  Ililifax,  York,  Woolstapler.    Not  2(  at  S,  at  offlcSB 

of  H.  J.  Franklin,  Halifax. 
Naedham,  Wm,  &  Geo  Needham,  St  Paal'a-charchyard ,  Mantle  Mana- 

factorers.    Dec  1  at  I,  at  the  Gnildhall  Hotel,  Orestaam-<t.    Rookl, 

Eenriek,  k.  Haraton,  Klntr-at.  Cheapslde. 
KicbollB,  Richd,  Aldermanbiiry ,  Trimming  Uannfactnrer.    Not  24  at 

12,  at  office  of  W.  A.  Plunkett.  Gntter-laoe. 
Noble,  Wm  Panler. Gateshead,  Darham,  Boot  Manafaotarer.    Not  10 

at  2,  at  ofBce  of  J  G.  Joel,  Market-st,  Newcastle  npon-Tyne. 
Palmer,  John  Robt,  Hami>a1e,Tork,  Farmer.      Dec  2  at  II,  at  oOSw 

ol  J.  T.  Tweed,  Goildhall,  Lincoln. 
Palmer,  Mary  Anne.  Cllftni,  Bristol,  China  Dealer.    Not  2S  at  I,  at 

offlcea  of  Williams  &  Co,  Exchanjte.  Bristol.    Press  &  Inskip. 
Parsons.  Dndley,  Hominitlow,  Stafford,  Cartinj;  Agent.    Not  28  at  S, 

at  the  Three  Queens  Hotel,  Bridge-st,  Bnrton-upon-Trent.  Jennini^a, 

Burton-upon  Trent. 
Perrin,  Edwd  Erans,  Paternoster-row,  Warehooseman.    Not  30  at  13, 

at  the  Chamber  of  Commerce,  Cheapaide.    Marsden  (t  Chubb. 
Phillips,  Thoj,  Leeds,  Batcher.     Not  28  at  II,  at  offices  of  Fawcett* 

Malcolm,  Park  row,  Leeda. 
PooIIcy,  Thos,  Maidatnne,  Kent,  Lime  Merchant.  Dec  2  at  11,  at  officii 

of  W.  Sturt,  Ironmonecr-lane. 
Skinner,  Richard  Wm,  Salraon's-lane,  Limehoase,  Carman.    Not  23  at 

11,  at  offices  of  E.  Johnson,  Sonthamoton-bldgs,  Chancery-lane. 
Smith,  Robert,  Burnley,  l-anca.ter,  Hcald  Manafaotarer.    Not  25  at 

11,  at  offices  of  Backhoate  &  Whittam.  Ormerod-st,  Burnley. 
Stoney,  Thos,  Msnch,  Egg  Merchant.    Not  30  at  2,  at  offices  ofCobbett, 

Wheeler  4  Cobbeit,  Brown-«t  Hanch. 
Stow.'SamuelNcnn,  Horford  House,  Stoke  Newington-rd,  Schoolmaster. 

Dec  5  at  12.  at  offlcea  of  Deloltte,  UOTer.  Hollebone  &  Co,  Lotbbnr/. 

Dubois  &  GrilEthj.  Chnrch  passage,  Guildhall-yard. 
Stretton,  Rev  Hy.  .Si  Alhan's.  Hertford,  M.A.    Not  28  at  2,  at  offices  of 

O.  Annealey,  Veru!am-st.  Si  Altmn's. 
Sogden,  Robert,  &  John  Baron,  Bradford,  Coal  Merchants.    Dec  1  at  II, 

at  offices  of  Botler  8c  Smith,  East-para!de.  Leeds. 
Sotelilft,  Joehua.  h  Sidney  Mitchell,  Manningham,  York,  Stone  Masons. 

MotM  at  4, at  olH.esof  Wood  fc  KilUck,  Commercial  Bank-bldgi, 

Pleea  Hall-yard,  Bradford. 
Svaa,  Isaac  John.  Tynemonth,  Northumberland,  Shipowner.    Not  23 at 

2,  at  offioea  of  W.  B.  Eiston.  Royal.arcsrde,  NewcasUe-upon-Tvne. 
Townaend,  Joseph  Alfred,  Folham-rd,  Tailor.    Not  21  at  3,  at  offices  Of 

£.  F.  Marshall,  Flatton-garden. 
Turner,  Thos,  I'hiiip  Sudale,  ft  John  Cheeseborongh,  Leeds,  Wino  Mer- 

chaata.    Kot  2iat  Ii.at  ofBces  of  B.  C.  Pnllan,  Bank-obamben, 

Fark-roir,  Leeds. 
Uaderwood,  Geo  Craddock,  Cborcta-rd,  Ringaland,  Bnub  HaooiMtarer. 

KoT  M  at  2,  at  offioaa  of  Lewis  ft  Lewla,  Bly-pl,  Bolbom. 
Tardea,  Edirard,  Norland-rd  Nortb,  Nottiog-bm,  Balldar.    Nor  SO  St 

S,at  offlcea  of  Ford  &  Lloyd,  Bloomsbory^q. 
'Walks,  Samael,  Catbaya,  ni  Cardiff,  Oiocer.    Not  39  at  IS,  at  offlCM  of 

Barnard,  Ttaomaa,  Clarke  A  Co,  CrockherbtowD,  Cardiff. 
WUdln«,Jas,PoDlton-le-Fylde,  Lancaster,  InnkiepiT.    Nor  Matt,  at 

offieea  of  i .  Forshaw,  Cannon-it,  Preston. 
WUlison.  Jobn  Bntlar.  Benyon-rd,  Islington,  Law  Clark.    Not  24  at  4, 

at  offices  of  G.  w.  Eeighlcy,  Ironmonger-lane. 
Wllion,  Hy,  Newman's-ct,  Cornbill,  Merchant.    Not  22  at  2,  at  oScei 

0(  F.  Bradley,  Ma  rk-lane. 
Wood,  Robert  Balnea,  S  dmouth,  Denin,  Mnsio  Seller.   Not  U  at  S,  at 

the  Half'Uoon  Hotel,  HIgh-st,  Exeter. 

GRESHAM     LIFE    ASSURANCE     SOCIETY, 
37,  OLD  JEWRY,  LONDON,  E.a 
SOUOrrORS  are  InTlted  to  Introduce,  on  behalf  of  their  clients,  Pro- 
ptnls  for  Loam  on  Freehold  or  Leasebold  Property,  ReTonlons,   Lift 
InwuiH.  or  other  adequate  seonrities. 

_  Propoials  may  be  made  in  the  first  Instance  according  to  the  following 
fom  J— 

PaopofiAi,  TOR  Loan  oir  Mobtoaqeb, 

Date 

Introduced  by  Itf'e  name  and  oddrew  qf  wUcsfor) 
Amount  require.'  X 

Time  ind  mode  i :  n-piyment  (La.,  wAeMer  far  a  (arm  ctrtein,  er  tf 
mumalar  other  paymrnit) 

Security  llau  nhartiy  the  parHaOart  tf  matrkt,  a»i,  i/  land  or  MU- 
<IW,  MaU  Me  M(  annual  inarnit). 

State  what  Ufo  Foli.y  (If   any)  is  proposed  to  be  efTectad  w  th  the 
Onsham  OOee  in  connection  with  the  aecurity. 
Bv  ,-irrlrr  of  the  Board, 

F.  ALLAN  CURTIS,  Aetnary  and  Secretatr. 

TO  SOLICITORS,  GROCERS,  PROVISION  or 
WINE  DEALRUS.-lneoWent  EsUtea.— IZARD  ft  BBTTS,  rt- 
EOgnlsed  RaceiTcra  a'ld  Truate»s  to  the  abors  tradea.— Accoontancy  and 
Valuation  Offices,  46.  Kastclieap.  Spaoiona  Board  Boom'gratia  for  Meet- 
tngi  of  Onditors.    Usu.il  agency  terms. 


CASES  TO  HOLD  THE  NXTHBEBS 

OP  THB 

SOLICITORS'     JOURNAL 
CAN  BE  HAD  AT  TEE  OFFICE, 

OK     TRKOOOB     ANT     BOOKOBLLBR, 

Prtee,  8*.  6A  and  7*.  M. 

LJEBIQ   GOMPANITS  EXTRACT  OF  MEAT. 
rOUR  GOLD  MXDAL8. 

Ciinrmi Baqnire  Baton  LMig*!  signatare  on  aTity  Jar  and  Ki. 

51b.  Tins  supplied  hi  eoonnona  qnaatitles  to  both  French  and  Oenaia 
troofi  is  the  luld,  and  this  slaa  specially  recommended  to  Rallif  On. 
nitteai. 

THE    HEW    BANKRUPTCT    COURT 
b  only  a  fbw  minatia'  walk  tMa 

CARR'S,  26  5,  STRAN  D.-. 
•*If  I  desire  a  rabHaaUal  dianer  off  the  Jotnt,  with  the  aim* 
aide  aeoompaniment  of  light  wine,  both  cheap  and  good,  I  know  gdy 
of  ODe  boose,  and  that  Is  In  the  Strand,  doee  to  Danes  Inn.  Ttsers  yea 
may  irash  down  the  roast  beef  of  old  England  with  euellaat  Bar- 
nndy,  at  two  shillings  a  battle,  or  yon  may  be  nppliad  with  half  a 
bottle  lir  a  ahilUng."— All  the  Teer  Round,  /una  IS,  IMt,  page  440. 

The  new  Hall  httaly  added  is  ooe  of  the  hinJaemeit  dWng  roau  ia 
London,    Sinners  ((tom  the  Joint),  Tegetables,  Ac.,  Is.  Cd. 

ESTABLISHED  A.D.  ITOt. 

FURNISH    TOUR   HOUSE  at  DEANE'S 
ILLUSTRATED  CATALOGUE, 
With  Priced  Furnishing  Llat,  Gratis  and  Fort  Free. 
DEANE'S— Celebrated  Table  Oatlery,  erery  Tiriety  of  style  and  ttniih. 
DEANS*8 — Electro- plated  Spoons  and  Forks,  best  maunlsctare. 
DEANE'S— Eiectre-plated  Tea  ft  Coffee  Seta,  Uoneur  Stands,  OraeU,  tb 
DEANE'S— Dish  CoTers  and  Hot  Water  Diahea,  CoTen  in  Seita,  firoa  IM. 
DEANE'S— Fapier-maebe  Tea  Trays,  in  Bets,  ftomiia.,  newest  pattens. 
DEANE'S— Bronaed  Tea  and  Ooffea  Uma,  with  Patent  ImproTanana. 
DEANE'8-C<m>er  and  Brass  Ooods,  Kettles,  Stew  and  Preaei  iliigPsns. 
DEANE'S— Hodeistor  and  Rock  Oil  Lamps,  a  large  and  handtjme  stock. 
DEANE'S— Domestic  Baths  for  STery  purpose.  Bathrooms  fitted  complete. 
DEANE'S— Fenders  and  nre^rona.  In  all  modem  and  approred  patterns. 
DEANE'S— Bedsteads,  la  Iron  and  Brass.    Bedding  of  superior  qosUiy. 
DEANE'S— Register  Stores,  Londoa-mads  Kitehinars,  Rangea,  kc 
DEANE'S— Comloes  and  Cornice  Poles,  a  gnat  Tariaty  of  pattern. 
DEANE'S— Tin  and  Japan  Qooda,  lion  Ware,  and  Callnary  utansUs. 
DEANE'S— Turnery,  Bmahaa,  Mats,  fte.,  atrong  and  serrlcaable. 
DEANE'S— Hortionltnral  Tools,  Lawn  Uowers,  Oatdeu  Bollara,  lee. 
DEANE'S— Oas  Chandeliers,  Newly  designed  Patterns. 

A  Usooimt  of  tye  per  cent,  tor  cash  payments  of  £2  and  upwards. 
DEANE  *  Co.,  4t  (King  William-street),  LONOON-BEIOSE. 

BILLS  OF  COMPLAINT. 

TWENTY  PER  CENT.  DISCOUNT  for  CASH.— 
BILLS  of  COMPLAINT,  5/6  per  page,  20  ooi^es,  subjeot  to  a 
Discount  of  20  per  cent,  for  cash ;  bemg  at  the  rate  net  of  M  per  pafs 
—a  lower  charge  than  has  hitherto  bees  oBerti  by  the  trade. 

TAxn  ft  Ai.rxAjcpaa,  Ptinteis,  Symonds-inn,  Ohanceiy-lane. 


PRmrmO  of  every   DBSCRIPEION,    Plam 
and  Ornamental— Newspapers,  Books,  Pamphlets,  Frospeotoses, 
Ciroulars,  ftc- with  promptitude  ana  at  moderate  charges,  by 
Tatu  ft  Ai.xxAin>Ea,  Symonds-inn  (and  Church-passage),  Ohanoecf* 
laae. 

AUTHORS  ADVISED  WITH  as  to  the  Cost  of 
Printing  and  Publishing,  and  the  Cheapest  Mode  of  Bringing 
outXSS. 

Tates  ft  AutzAXDXR,  Printers,  7,  Symonds-ins,  Ohancety-lane. 


In  one  Tolnme,  crown  Bto,  price  U, 

A  TREATISE  ON  THE  ENGLISH  LAW  OF 
DOMICIL.  Dedicated,  by  permission,  to  VIee.ChaaoaUor  Or 
Riohard  Torin  Elsdersley.  By  OLIVER  STEPHEN  ROUND,  of  Us. 
coln's-lnn,  Barrlster-at-Law. 

London :  12,  Cook's-court,  Oirey-etieet,  W.C. 

THE  LAW  OF  TRADE  MARKS,  with  some 
account  of  its  Histoiy  and  DeTelopment  in  the  Deoisiona  of  Ui» 
Courts  of  Law  and  Equity.  By  EDWARD  LLOTI^  Eiq.,  of  Lineola's. 
ins,  Barrister-at-Law.    Price  Sa. 

"  I  am  indebted  to  the  Tory  Talaable  little  pnbltcatloa  of  Kr.  Uoyd. 
who  has  ooUected  all  the  authorities  on  tUs  subject.''- V.a  Wood,  ia 
"  UcAsdiew  T.  Bassett,"  March  4. 

13,  Cook'aswurt,  Cany4traet,'.W.C. 

ROYAL  POLYTECHNIC— Profewwr  Pepper's 
New  Entertainment  "ON  THE  WAR,  AND  THE  DEST&DC- 
TIVE  QirLEMENTS  USED  THEREAT,"  dally  at  quarter  to  3  and  », 
with  elaborate  Piotorlal  Illustrations,  which  hare  been  snppUed  by  tlie 
War  Correspondent  of  the  Polytechnioand  other  Friends.— The  aecom- 
plished  PRilEOER  FAMILY  (six  in  nnmber),  and  Mr.  Sachet  Chanpioa 
will  sing  the  GERMAN,  FRBNCB.  AND  ENOUaH  PATRIOTIC 
SONOS.— The  Explanation  of  the  GHOST  ii  araaL. 
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KOTICB  OP  RBMOVAL.— rA»  Offiet  of  thh  Joubhal 
ltd  af  tht  Wbkklt  Bbpobtir  is  mu>  at  1%  Cook't-eourt , 
Car«y'$tr*$t,  W.C. 

The  Subteriptian  to  Ihs  SouoRoas'  JovaXAL  it — Toion,  26t., 
Country  28«.;  with  the  Wbbklt  Rbfobtbb,  53«:  Payment 
in  advance  include)  Double  Kwnberi  and  Poitage.  Subtoribert 
ean  hate  their  Volumes  bound  at  the  Offlce — cloth,  2«.  6d., 
half  law  calf,  K..  U. 

AH  Lettere  inlenitd  for  publication  in  the  "Solieitore'  fournal ' ' 
muet  be  authmtieated  by  the  name  of  the  writer,  though  not 
neceeearily  for  publication 

Whtre  difficulty  it  experienced  in  proeuriny  the  Journal  teith 
reyulmrity  in  the  Provincet,  it  ie  requested  that  application  be 
uutde  direct  to  the  Fuilither. 


LONDON,  NOVSUBBR  26,  1870. 

« 

Tbk  Vaoakot  in  the  offioe  of  the  Tudnir  MMten  in 
dtanoeiy  oooarioned  by  the  death  of  Ur.  Hame  has  been 
filled  np  by  the  appointment  of  Mr.  Leman,  Chief  Olerk 
to  VieeHOluuioeUor  Baoon,  who  was  for  many  yesra  Chief 
Clerk  to  Vioe-Ohanoellor  Wood.  Ur.  A.  Bawlinaon  haa 
been  appointed  Chief  Olerk  to  Vioe-Ohanoellor  Malina,  in 
aneeeeaion  to  Mr.  Bdwwds,  who  has  reaigrned.  We  nn- 
dantaad  that  the  Taoant  ooonty  oonrt  jadgeehip  (Easez, 
Taoatod  \if  Vb»  death  of  Mr.  Onrdon)  haa  been  given  to 
Mr.  Charles  Edward  Coleridge,  of  the  Sooth  Wales  Ciraait. 


BPKAKlNe  OF  THB  Lan  Beportt  Digest  a  few  months 
ago,  we  noticed  the  oommon  opinion  that "  it  ia  next  to 
imponiUe  to  find  anything  in  it."  In  the  Awurioan 
Latr  Rnien  of  the  current  quarter  we  find  the  following 
renark  on  the  snbjeot : — "  The  opinion  of  those 
who  take  the  Htptrt$  on  this  side  of  the  water  ia  that 
it  does  not  compare  well  with  the  other  work  of  the 
Oomeil.  It  ia  impossible  to  find  anything  in  it."  It 
■eeasa,  therefore,  that  the  American  lawyers  endorse  the 
opioicn  of  the  cis-Atlantio  ones,  the  only  difference  being 
that  the  Auteriean  L»m  Umietv  puts  it  a  little  stronger 
tiiaa  we  did.  It  ia  a  great  pit^  that  this  Digest  should 
haTe  been  compiled  npon  a  prinoiple  whioh  renders  it 
impoaaible  for  the  practitioner  to  assure  himself  that  he 
haa  ezhaoated  the  oases  on  the  point  he  has  to  in- 
TSatigate.  

Tbk  hbw  Stamp  Act  makes  but  one  alteration  in 
the  etd  valorem  duties  on  mortgages,  and  that  ia  that 
lAareas  at  present  the  lowest  ad  valorem  stamp  ia  Is.  Sd., 
which  oorers  a  mortgage  debt  not  exceeding  £50,  the 
lowest  ad  valorem  stamp nnder  the  new  Aot  is  8d.,  which 
oorers  a  mortgage  debt  not  exceeding  £2S.  But  Uie  new 
Aot  makea  a  swe^ing  change  in  the  stamps  on  further 
aiaiiiammn.  forthw  secorities,  and  reoonreyancea.  At 
pceaant  the  djitj  on  a  deed  of  further  assurance  of  pro- 
pettj  mortgaged  by  a  deed  which  has  paid  ad  valorem 
inij,  a  deed  of  further  security  for  money  already 
secured  I^  •  deed  which  bsa  paid  ad  valorem  duty,  and 
a  reoonTCTance  or  renunciation  of  the  benefit  of  any 
auctgage  security,  is,  if  the  sum  secured  by  the  mort- 
gage does  not  exceed  £1,100,  the  same  as  that  npon  the 
mortgage  ibseU,  and  if  the  sum  secured  exceeds  £1,400, 
then  the  duty  is  £1  I6s.,  with,  of  course,  progressive 
doty  (If  any)  in  each  case.  Under  the  new  Aot  any 
collateral  or  additional  secnri^,  or  instrument  of  fuxthet 
soaaraoee,  where  the  principal  security  is  duly  stamped, 
pays  a  doty  of  Gd.forevery  £100,orfraotionalpart  of  ;£100, 
of  the  amount  secured.  The  dntiy  on  a  reoonveyanoe  or 
rennnciation  of  the  benefit  of  any  security  is  6d.  for  every 
£130,  or  Pactional  part  of  £100,  of  the  total  amount  or 
valoa  of  the  money  at  any  time  teeured.  The  words 
which  we  have  italidsed  are  not  original  in  the  new  Aot, 
bong  token  from  the  IS  k  14  Vict.  o.  97.  They  are  ob- 
jartionahle  because  it  is  questionable  what  is  the  highest 
anewit  secured  by  some  mortgages.    The  Act  also  snb- 


jeota  to  the  same  duty  as  other  mortgages  those  by  mem- 
hers  of  benefit  building  societies  to  the  societies  when 
the  money  secured  exMeds  £500. 

Foreign  securities  pay  the  same  duties  as  mortgages 
nnder  the  new  Act,  and  a  foreign  seoarity  is  defined  to 
include  every  seonrity  for  money  by  or  on  behalf  of  a 
foreign  state,  government,  corporation,  or  company  (ez> 
oept  bills  and  promissory  notes)  dated  after  the  3rd  of 
Xnne,  1862,  whioh  ia  made,  assigned,  or  negotiated,  or 
upon  which  any  interest  is  payable  in  the  ITnited  King- 
dom. There  is  a  penalty  of  jC20  imposed  when  making, 
transferring,  negotiating,  or  paying  intereet  upon  a 
foreign  security  not  duly  stamped. 


The  Coubt  of  Cbiuikal  Afpial  in  Ireland  bare 
reoanUy  decided  a  somewhat  important  case  (.Reg.  r.  Fax, 
report^  in  the  current  number  of  the  Weekly  Reporter) 
by  a  majority  of  six  judges  against  four.  A  prisoner  waa 
tried  on  an  indictment  charging  him  in  one  count  with 
"soliciting,"  and  in  another  count  with  "endeavouring' 
to  persuade  "  one  Hoey  to  commit  murder.  It  was  proved 
that  he  bad  written  a  letter  containing  the  solicitation, 
had  addressed  it  to  Hoey,  and  posted  it.  It  was  however 
misdelirered,  so  that  no  actual  communication  with  Hoey 
was  proved.  Under  these  oircnmstanoes  the  majority  of 
the  Ooart  has  held  that  the  offenoe  charged  was  not  prored. 
This  decision  is  an  important  one,  as  it  would  seem  to 
make  a  conviction  for  the  offence,  admitted  to  t)e  a  seriona 
one,  almost  impossible,  as  such  a  solicitation  would  be 
seldom  made  to  a  person  likely  to  inform  against  the 
maker.  We  own  that  we  fail  to  see  that  the  Court  were 
bound  to  arrive  at  the  conclusion  they  did.  There  are  no 
direct  authorities  npon  the  point,  though  several  recent 
cases  ia  the  Court  of  Criminal  Appeal  have  some  bearing 
on  it.  R.  V.  Hifgint  (2  East,  5)  is  the  principal  case, 
showing  that  a  solicitation  to  commit  a  felony  is  itself  an 
offence,  and  a  reference  to  that  case  will  at  once  show 
what  indeed  ia  almost  apparent  without  such  reference, 
that  it  is  really  an  attempt  to  commit  the  offenoe.  The 
indictment  in  Reg.  v.  l!o»  was,  however,  not  founded 
npon  the  oommon  law  offence,  but  npon  the  statute  24  & 
25  Vict.  0.  100,  s.  4,  under  which  it  is  an  offence  punish- 
aide  with  ten  years'  penal  servitude  to  "  solicit,  encou- 
rage, persuade,  or  endeavour  to  persuade,  or  shall  propose 
to  any  person  to  murder  another." 

It  wUl  be  observed  that  there  was  at  all  events  an 
"  attempt  to  solicit,"  so  that  it  would  appear  that  under 
14  k  16  Vict,  c  100,  s.  9,  the  prisoner  might  upon  the 
trial  have  bean  convicted  of  the  attempt  to  commit  the 
offence.  This,  however,  was  not  done,  and  the  judges 
differed  principally  npon  the  qnealion  whether  the  "  en- 
deavour to  pennade  ''  had  been  proved. 

It  is  diflSonIt  to  see,  as  the  judgfes  in  the  minority 
pointed  out,  any  distinction  between  an  endeavour  and 
an  attempt.  It  has  been  held  in  R.  v.  CoUine  (12  W.  B. 
886,  L.  &  0. 471)  that  there  cannot  be  an  attempt  to  steal 
property  out  of  an  empty  paooket ;  and,  npon  the  supposed 
authority  of  that  case,  it  waa  argued,  in  R.  v.  Sentler 
(also  reported  in  the  onrrent  numl>er  of  the  Weekly  £•• 
porter),  that  an  attempt  to  obtain  money  by  falsa  pretencea 
waa  not  proved  by  addresaingto  the  proaeontor  aletteroon- 
taining  pretences,  the  falsity  of  whioh  the  prosecutor 
knew.  The  Court,  however,  held  otherwise,  and  the  Cliief 
Baron,  in  giving  judgment,  said  that,  in  hJa  opinion,  the 
offenoe  was  committed  as  soon  as  ever  the  letter  was  posted. 
If  this  is  correot,  it  would  appear  to  apply  to  Uie  Irish  oasa. 
Again,  in  R.  v.  Cheeitman  (10  W.  B.  265,  L.  ft  C.  140), 
Mr.  Justice  Blaokbnm  laid  down  what  seems  to  ns  this 
true  test.  He  saya  "there  ia  a  difference  between 
the  preparations  antecedent  to  the  offenoe,  and  the  actnal 
attempt,  but  if  the  actual  transaction  has  commenced 
which  would  have  ended  in  the  orime,  if  not  interrupted, 
then  there  is  dearly  an  attempt  to  commit  the  crime." 
According  to  this  it  wonld  have  been  dear  that  in  the 
Irish  oaae  there  was,  at  all  events,  an  attempt,  and  we 
think  also  an  endeavonr  to  persuade.  Chief  Justic* 
Whiteside  refers,  in  his  judgment,  to  a  remark  of  lie. 
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JoBtice  Crompton  in  Heg.  r.  Collins,  bot  he  does  not 
notice  tills  statement  of  Mr.  JoBtioe  BlMkbom,  whiok 
aeema  mnoh  more  to  the  point. 

It  ia  poesible  to  "  aolicit  and  endeavonr  to  pennade  " 
another  bj  word  of  month  withont  his  paying  the 
slightest  attention,  and  we  think  also  withont  his  eren 
bearing.  If  A.  addresses  an  argnment  to  B.  in  ignonmoe 
that  B.  happens  to  be  completely  deaf,  does  he  not  en- 
deayonr  to  persuade  him  ?  It  is  diffionlt  to  see  how  this 
differs  from  the  case  in  which  a  man  writes  the  argn- 
ment in  a  letter,  poets  it,  and  does  all  necessary  on  his 
part  to  enable  it  to  reach  its  destination,  but  the  letter 
ia  interrupted,  and  fails  to  reach  the  person  to  whom  it 
is  addressed. 


Thu  Septembbb  NtTMBER  of  the  Law  BtporU  (Sootch 
appeals  series)  contained  three  cases,  inserted,  as  we  inp- 
pose,  with  the  object  of  calling  pnblio  attention  to  the 
lamentable  consequences  which  arise  from  the  state  of 
the  procedure  in  the  Scotch  courts,  and  the  abnsM  of 
that  procedure  which  take  place.  In  the  first  of  the  three 
cases,  Keith  t.  Reid,  the  sole  question  was  whether  in  a  re- 
tail shop  occasional  sales  by  auction  were  allowable,  when 
not  prohibited  by  the  lease.  The  case  went  from  the 
aheritf  to  the  Lord  Ordinary,  from  the  Lord  Ordinary  to  the 
Second  Dirision  of  the  Inner  House,  and  from  the  Second 
IKrision  of  the  Inner  House  to  the  Eonee  of  Lords,  and 
occupied  aeven  years  and  a  half  in  its  journey.  In  trattr 
T.  Cravfori  the  ralue  of  the  subject-matter  in  litigation 
was  £80,  the  question  whether  an  arbitration  award 
was  ultra  viret,  and  the  time  between  the  reference  and 
the  hearing  by  the  House  of  Lords  twelre  years.  In 
Oray  r.  Tumlrull,  another  of  these  oases,  Lord  Westbvy 
said  :  "  It  is  to  me  a  oonstant  subject  of  grief  tha't 
there  should  be  in  Scotland  the  power  to  litigants 
of  coming,  on  the  moat  trifling  matters,  to  your 
Lordsbips'  House.  The  result  is,  that  the  time  of 
the  greatest  tribuukl  in  the  land  is  ooonpied  with  the 
most  insignificant  matters  ;  and  further,  the  expense 
and  misery  occasioned  are  augmented  indefinitely  fay 
this  power  of  prolonged  litigation."  Oonaidering  the 
limited  time  capable  of  being  devoted  nnder  the  present 
system  by  the  Lords  to  their  judicial  duties  in  the 
course  of  the  year,  it  ia  to  be  regretted  that  any  of  it 
should  be  occupied  by  insignificant  natters  wheUwr 
Scotch,  Irish,  or  English.  As  to  the  delay  and  espease 
endured  by  the  Scoteh  litigants  iliemaelTes,  Lord  Keaves 
has  since  hinted,  in  a  speech  to  the  Social  Soienoe  Asso- 
ciation, that  the  Sootch  like  their  legal  ladder  to  have 
many  rounds  of  snccesaive  appeals.  An  unhappy  taste,  if 
there  is  any  truth  in  the  maxim — Interett  republita  «t 
*U  finit  hiium. 

We  uks  tbavklliko  out  of  our  specialty  as  little 
as  any  journal  addressed  to  a  special  subject,  and, 
we  fancy,  do  so  as  seldom ;  but  if  treatiea  form  a  branch 
of  international  law,  the  "  Buasiaa  Difficulty  "  may  be 
not  beyond  onr  porriew.  There  seems  to  be  consider- 
able popular  misapprehension  as  to  the  attitude  assumed 
fay  Russia,  and  the  general  postnre  of  the  matter.  It 
appears  to  be  assumed  by  many  people  that  if  it  be  rea- 
sonable that  the  Treaty  of  1856  should  be  reconsidered 
by  the  signataiy  powers,  and  if  Bussia  now  desires  that 
course,  oar  own  Gk>Temment  should  aooept  that  solu- 
tion of  the  difficulty.  Now  that  would  be  a 
Tery  proi>er  proceeding  on  the  part  of  our  Ooremment 
if  the  '*  Bnssian  note  "  had  never  been  written;  but  in  that 
vase  there  would  have  been  no  "  difflonlty."  The  fact  is 
that  Russia  has  begun  by  point-blank  repudiating  tlie 
Treaty  as  it  standa,  and  until  that  repudiation  is  re- 
tracted, no  one  of  the  other  parties  to  the  compact  can 
listen  to  any  proposal  to  reconsider  it,  but  must  enforce 
it,  by  resort  to  arms,  if  necessary.  It  is  because  there  ia 
no  technical  sanction  on  breaches  of  international  law, 
that  it  behoves  nations  to  stand  resolutely  to  arms  against 
«ay  such  attempts  to  ignore  international  honesty  and 
Cood  faith. 


EXBCnrOET  TRUSTS. 

An  executory  trust  was  reoenUy  defined  by  Loid  Oaims 
as  a  trust  which  is  to  be  executed  fay  the  preparation  ct 
a  complete  and  formal  settlement,  oarrying  into  efltet, 
through  the  operation  of  an  rpt  and  det^ed  legal  phrase- 
ology, the  generalintentionoompendionsly  indicated  by  the- 
person  creating  the  trust  {SaehrilU-West  t.  VUeoimt 
HolmeidaU,  18  W.  B.  H.  of  L.  Dig.  20,  L.  B.  4  E.  fc  I. 
App.  571).  According  to  Mr.  Jarman  (on  Wills,  voL  IL 
c.  36),  a  trust  is  said  to  be  executory  or  directory,  wheie- 
the  objects  take,  not  immediately  ander  it,  but  by  means 
of  some  further  act  to  be  done  by  a  third  person,  usually 
him  in  whom  the  legal  estate  is  vested;  as  where  a  tes- 
tator devises  real  esteto  to  trustees,  in  truat  to  eonvffitXa 
certain  usee,  or  directs  money  to  be  laid  out  in  lands  t» 
be  settled  to  certain  uses,  which  are  expressed  in  imper- 
fect or  informal  terms.  In  these  cases  the  direction  to 
convey,  or  settle,  is  considered  merely  in  the  nMare  of 
instrnetions  or  heada  of  a  aettlement,  which  are  to  be 
executed,  not  bj  a  literal  adheratee  to  the  terms  of  tJi» 
will,  which  woold  render  the  direction  to  settle  nuga- 
tory, but  by  formal  limitationa,  adapted  to  give  effect  t» 
the  pnrpoaes  which  the  author  of  the  tmat  appears  to 
have  hi^  in  view.  In  short,  the  intentiom  of  the  author 
of  the  trust  is  to  be  carried  into  effect,  so  far  as  possible. 

The  origin  of  the  rule  Utat  exeoatoiy  tmata  are  to  be 
exeonted  in  snob  a  manner  as  may  bast  anawer  th» 
intent  of  the  parties  (Zoni  Stamftrd  v.  Sehart,  3  Bni. 
P.  0.  81)  may  be  traced,  acoording  to  the  Lord  Ohancellor 
(,Sae7nttle-W»it  v.  Vitemin*  H»lmni»l»,  tup.),  to  the 
desire  to  obviate  the  mmsequenoe  of  tit*  extremely 
technical  rule  in  Shelly'i  ease  (1  Bep.  93).  It  represents 
the  victory  of  common  sense  over  a  hard  and  last  maxim 
of  law.  Let  us  take  one  case  out  of  many  by  way  of 
illustration.  Lands  were  devised  to  trustees  and  their 
heirs,  in  trust  to  oonvey  to  A.  for  life  withont  impeach- 
ment of  waste,  remainder  to  the  issue  of  the  body  of  A. 
According  to  tiie  rule  in  ShtlleyU  eau,  A.  should  have 
taken  an  estate  teil,  but  the  truat  was  held  to  be  execu- 
tory, and  was  exeonted  by  a  conveyance  to  A.  for  life 
withont  impeachment  of  waste,  remainder  to  the  issn* 
of  the  body  of  A.  as  purohaaers,  that  being  the  apparent 
intent  of  the  author  of  the  trust  {Lord  OUnorehy  v. 
Bonille,  Oas.  temp.  Talb.  8). 

An  executory  triut  may  be  created  by  any  instroment 
whatever.    It  is  often  created  by  testetors,  but  the  prin- 
ciple is  most  often  applied  in  the  case  of  artiolee  befoi« 
marriage,  which  are  {lecnliarly  of  an  execntory  oharaoter. 
With  reference  to  the  question  whether   a  partionlar 
trust  is  to  be  regarded  aa  executory,  the  Lord  Ohanoellor 
in  SaekvOle-  Wett  v.  VUeount  BolmesdaU  {tup."),  deduced 
the  following  rules  from  the  authorities  :--(l.)  That  the 
intent  must  be  so  manifested  on  the  face  of    the  instru- 
ment directing  the  setUement  to  I>e  made,  that  the  tech- 
nical words  lued  cannot  be  followed  in  the  perfect  in- 
strument withont  defeating  the  manifest  intent  of  the 
parties.    (2.)  That  in  articles  before  marriage  there  will 
be  an  assumed  intent,  assumed  from  the   nature  of  the 
case,  that  the  settiement  should  not  be  liable  to  imme- 
diate destruction  by  the  act  of  the  settlor,  and  the  Court 
will  alter  the  words  so  as  to  prevent  the  settlor  taking 
an  immediate  esteto  taiL    (8.)  That  even  in  anoh  a  case 
the  intent  is  not  sufficienUy  strong  to  prevent  fhe  very 
words  of  the  articles  being  used,  though  an  estate  be 
directed  to  be  given  to  the  husband  (the  aetUor)  for  life, 
with  a  Umitetion  to  the  heirs  of  his  body,  if  tliat  limita- 
tion is  so  framed  aa  to  prevent  his  destooying  the  estate 
withont  the  oononrrenoe  of  his  intended  wife  {Highnrng 
V.  Banner,  1  Bro.  0.  0.  584).    And  (4.)  that  in  the  case 
of  a  will,  or  a  deed  of  gift,  the  intention  that   the  very 
words  used  in  the  instrument,  as  proper  for  the  more 
complete  oonveyanee,  are  not  to  be  need  most  be  plainly 
manifested  by  the  first  instrument,  and  will  not  be  as- 
sumed merely  because  the  trust  is  exeontory. 

In  articles  before  marriage,  as  we  hare  already  seen, 
there  is  an  intent  aasnmed  bom  the  natare  of  the  case. 
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to  proride  for  iane.  Thia  intent  it  is  the  rnle  to 
euTj  into  efleot  bj  giring  a  life  estate  only  to  the  fint 
taker.  Thia  ie  to  dementai7  propositiMi,  on  whioh  we 
need  not  dweU.  To  take  a  dmple  iUncBation.  Artiolea 
bafbta  marriage  giring  landa  to  the  intending  hnibaad 
and  the  hein  of  hia  body,  wonld,  nnqneationably,  be 
ezeonted  by  making  the  ianie  of  the  marriage  parohaaera. 
Tet,  as  Mr.  Jarman  B«ya  (on  Willa,  o.  S6),  no  «aae  haa 
yet  determined  that  a  gift  in  a  tvitt  to  aettle  land  on  A. 
sod  the  heira  of  Ub  body  anthoriaea  the  Conrt  to  limit 
the  eatate  in  strict  settlement.  A  will,  nnllke  artiolea 
before  marriage,  aifrards  no  primA  faeie  evidence  of  in- 
tent to  proTide  for  isane.  But  if  each  intent  be  dia- 
eoreiable  within  the  foar  comers  of  a  will  containing 
anob  a  deriie,  we  take  it  that  the  Oonit  would  execute 
it  by  making  the  iasae  pnrohaaera  (,J»rvoit»  t.  Duhe  of 
Ifartkitmberland,  1  Jao.  ft  W.  674). 

The  object  of  making  proTiaion  for  the  holder  of  a 
peerage,  appeara  aomewhat  analogona  with  the  object 
of  m^ing  proTiaioo  for  the  iasne  of  a  marriage.  Where 
the  gift  te  in  any  way  connected  with  the  deaoent  of  a 
dignity,  the  intent  will  accordingly  be  executed  by  a 
life  eatate  alone  being  given  to  the  firat  taker,  according 
to  tiie  aaanmed  intent  of  the  donor.  In  Jjord  Dorehetter 
T.  Earl  0/ J^/Mfham  (8  Bear.  180  n)  a  teatator  with  a 
power  of  rwTOoation  and  new  appQintment  directed  cer- 
tain laada  to  be  attached  to  the  title  aa  oloaely  aa  pos- 
nUe.  Her*  was  an  exeoatory  direction,  to  be  carried 
into  effect  by  hia  appointees,  and  which  they  oame  to 
the  Coozt  to  have  executed.  A  compliance  with  the 
latter  «f  the  above  direction,  by  limiting  an  eatate  to  the 
then  tenant  of  the  dignity  in  tail,  would  have  obvioualy 
bem  a  departure  from  its  spirit;  and, tiie  Court  accor- 
dingly held  that  the  efleot  of  the  will  waa  to  abridge  the 
estates  et.  all  peraona  in  the  time  of  the  title,  who  were 
i»  tne  at  tile  death  of  the  testator,  from  estates  tail  to 
ealatos  foe  life.  In  another  well-known  case,  a  teatator 
diraeted  that  an  estate  should  be  striotly  aettled,  so  far 
aa  the  rulea  of  law  wonld  permit,  to  go  along  with  the 
dignity  of  La  Despenoer,  ao  long  aa  that  dignity  should 
ooatinae  in  the  deseendiiats  of  the  testatmr.  The  Vioe- 
Chanodlor  intimated  that  the  intent  might  be  effectuated 
by  limiting  to  the  tenant  in  poaaeaaion  of  the  dignity  of 
lie  Deapeaoar,  and  tiie  remaindermen  in  eite  at  the 
death  of  tike  testator,  auoceaaire  eetatesfor  life,  remainder 
to  their  iasoe  in  tul,  and  a  reference  to  the  master  was 
directed  to  approve  of  a  proper  settlement  {BanMei  v. 
Le  Dnpvnoer,  10  Sim.  576). 

In  both  the  above  cases  Uie  testator  had  expressed  his 
intentioa  in  informal  language,  and  the  duty  waa  oast 
npon  tiie  Oonrt  of  carrying  it  into  effect.  In  the  recent 
oaae  of  afhtiUa-Wett  v.  Vi*a>*nt  Eolmeidale  (np.),  the 
peenliaiilj  waa  tiiat  the  testatrix  referred  in  the  codicil 
to  the  Uaitations  of  the  barony  of  Bnokhnrst  aa  a  model 
to  which  the  limitationa  in  the  future  aettlement  were  to 
ecoaspood.  One  of  the  qaeationa  waa,  whether  the  tes- 
tatrix had  been  her  own  oonveyanoer  or  not.  After  re- 
oitiiig  hmr  desire  to  settle  her  property  in  a  course  of 
aattlMBeat  to  oorraqrand,  as  far  as  might  be  practicable, 
with  the  limitations  of  tlie  patent  creating  the  barony, 
she  proceeded  to  demise  her  property  to  trustees,  in  trust 
to  aettle  aad  assure  the  same  in  a  course  of  entail  to 
eocrespond.  aa  nearly  aa  might  be,  with  the  limitations 
of  the  betony,  and  tibe  proviaoea  affecting  the  same  con- 
tained in  the  letters  patent  conferring  the  dignity,  in 
I  manner  and  form,  and  with  oil  anoh  powers,  pro- 
B,  deoTarations,  and  agreements  as  the  tmstees  should 
'  pooper  or  their  counsel  shonld  advise.  It  should 
ban  be  stated  tiiat  the  barony  stood  limited  to  th« 
Ooeateaa  de  la  Warr  for  life,  remainder  to  her  second 
aad  otber  yoonger  aona  aucoessively  in  tail  male.  How 
waa  the  intent  of  the  teetetrix  to  be  effectuated?  Waa 
a  atriet  eefetlement  to  be  framed,  or  a  settlement  pursuing 
riapty  tte  limitationa  of  the  barony,  and  in  literal  ao- 
eoedaaee  with  the  direotiona  of  the  testatrix?  The  Lord 
CbaaeeHor  held,  as  he  had  held  when  Vioe-Ohanoellor 
(U  W.  R.  706,  L.  B.  3  Bq.  474),  that  the  property  ought 


to  be  vested  in  truateea,  to  the  use  of  the  Connteaa  for 
life,  remainder  to  her  aeoond  acn  and  the  heirs  male  of 
hia  body,  and  ao  on,  following  the  literal  wording  of  the 
patent.  The  majority  of  the  Lords,  however,  held  that 
the  eetatea  ought  to  be  limited  in  a  course  of  atrict 
aettlement  to  the  aeoond  and  other  younger  aona  of  the 
connteaa  for  their  reapeotive  lives  witiiont  impeaohmeat 
of  waato,  with  remainder  to  their  aona  anooeaaively  in 
tail  male  in  the  order  mentioned  in  the  patent. 

The  ratio  deoidendi  in  the  above  case  waa  that  the 
object  of  the  testatrix  would  have  been  capable  of  being 
defeated  if  her  directions,  had  been  literally  complied 
wiUi.  The  Lords  followed  what  they  considered  to  be 
the  apirit  of  her  directions.  Her  object  was  to  tie  the 
eetatea  to  the  title,  and  postpose  the  separation  of  the  one 
from  the  other  aa  long  aa  it  ia  poasible  by  law.  To  do 
thia  was  as  much  the  object  of  the  codicil  as  a  provision 
for  issue  is  the  object  of  articles  before  marriage.  The 
strict  meaning  of  the  phrase, "  to  correspond  as  nearly  aa 
may  be  with  the  limitations  of  the  barony,"  had  there- 
fore to  yield  to  tiie  general  intone,  as  in  the  oases  already 
mentioned.  "Corresponding''  the  Lord  Ohanoellot  took 
to  mean  "  identical;''  Lord  Colonsay  thought  that  corre- 
spondence did  not  necessarily  mean  identity.  However 
this  may  be,  an  estate  tail  in  law  can  aoaroely,  since  the 
invention  of  fines  and  reooveriea,  be  regarded  as  corre- 
sponding in  any  aenae  of  that  word,  except  in  name, 
with  an  estate  tail  in  a  dignity  whioh  is  incapable  of 
being  alienated.  A  sncoession  of  life  eatates  in  land 
without  impeaohment  of  waste  appears  to  na  to  anawer 
most  closely  to  an  estate  toil  in  a  dignity.  And  this  waa 
the  view  taken  by  the  majority  in  the  House  of  Lords. 

The  foregoing  case  eatablishes  by  the  highest  aulhority 
the  principle  referred  to  by  Lord  St.  Leonards  in  Roahf 
fart  V.  JFitzmauriee  (1  Dr.  k.  War.  1),  that  there  ia  no 
difference  between  the  construction  to  be  placed  on  an 
executory  trnst  created  by  marriage  articles  and  an  exe- 
cutory trust  created  by  a  will,  or,  we  may  add,  any  other 
instrument,  except  ao  far  as  the  former,  by  ita  very  nature, 
furnishes  more  emphatically  the  means  of  ascertaining 
the  intention  of  the  parties. 

If  the  question  were  asked,  how — is  an  executory 
trust  to  be  executed  ? — the  answer  would  be  in  almost 
every  oaae, — By  ontting  down  the  eatate  of  the  first  taker 
to  a  life  eatate.  This  is  correct  as  far  as  it  goes;  but  the 
further  question  arises,  what  are  to  be  the  inoidente  of 
such  life  estate  7  A  bare  life  estate  impeachable  of 
waste  diSera  toto  ealo  ttma  a  life  eatete  of  the  character 
naually  conferred  by  settlement  at  the  present  day,  with- 
out impeaohment  of  waste,  accompanied  by  liberal 
powers  of  management,  as  Sir  John  Leach  termed  them 
in  Hitfgiiuon  v.  Barneby  (2  S.  k  S.  S16),  and  powers  of 
raising  portions  and  charging  jointures,  whioh  in  practice 
enable  the  tenant  for  life  to  do  anything  with  the  estate 
but  sell  it  and  spend  the  pnrohaae-money.  Here  tiie  apaoe 
at  out  diaposal  compels  us  to  pause. 


8PB0IPIC  PBRPOEMANCE  OF  AGBBBMBNTS  FOR 
SEPARATION. 

Aocording  to  the  aooount  of  separation  deeds  given 
by  Lord  Westbury  in  Bunt  v.  Hunt  (10  W.  B.  216),  they 
oame  into  use  very  soon  after  the  Bsformation  had 
brought  in  its  train  the  subordination  of  the  ecolerias- 
tical  law  to  the  common  law;  and  from  finding  them  re- 
garded in  very  early  times  as  ordinary  deeds.  Lord  West- 
bury  augura  that  the  covenants  contained  in  them  most 
have  been  estimated  as  enforceable  at  common  law.  The 
canon  law,  though  it  reooguiaed  separations  a  mtntd  et 
thoro  when  decreed  by  an  ecclesiastical  Conrt  propter 
laritiam  atU  a(iuU«rium,s(uiotionednothing  like  voluntary 
separation,  and  indeed  interfered  to  enforce  oohabitatton. 
But  Lord  Westbury  says  that  the  common  law  contained 
nothing  repugnant  to  separation,  and  consequently  when 
the  common  law  got  the  upper  hand,  and  a  atotato  of 
Henry.  VIII.  enacted  that  the  rulea  ot  the  eoolewaatical 
law  ahonld  prevail,  as  far  as  they  were  not  oontrary  to  the 


Digitized  by 


Google 


56 


THE  SOLICITORS'  JOURNAL  &  REPORTER.  Nov.  26, 1870. 


Mmmon  law,  it  was  fonad  that  separationa  w«ie  no 
longer  "  oontniy  to  the  policy  of  tha  law."  Certainly, 
aa  a  faot  leparation  de«d(  seem  to  baTe  cropped  op  soon 
after  the  Beformation,  though  whether  the  principle  on 
which  this  so  fell  ont  was  precisely  that  snggested  by 
Lord  Westbory  may  be  doobtfuL  These  deeds  were 
a  good  deal  fonght  otoi  before  their  legal  ralidity 
was  accepted  as  a  settled  point  of  law,  and  the  ex- 
tent to  which  their  pioriaions  are  enforceable  has 
hetn  Ltill  fnrther  debated.  The  Ecclesiastical  Courts 
alwnys  ignored  them;  they  were  not  for  iiutanoe  plead- 
able in  bar  of  a  suit  for  restitution  of  conjugal  rights, 
though  they  might  be  adduced  as  an  excuse  for  delay 
(,3/orU'mer  r.  JUortimtr,  2  Hsgg.  Cons.  31 8),  somewhat  as 
ihty  are  now  addncible  in  the  DiTorce  Court  in  answer 
to  sn  allegation  of  desertion.  Lord  Eldon  raid,  in  St, 
John  T.  St.  John  (11  Ves.  531),  that  if  the  matter  were 
res  intfgra  he  would  never  have  allowed  a  covenant  for 
srpsraticn  to  be  the  foundation  of  an  action  or  a  suit  in 
Chancery.  There  were  even  some  decisions  point  blank 
against  the  validity  of  thoce  deeds.  Even  Lord  Eldon, 
however,  bowed  to  the  current  of  decision,  and  iu  Xf'ilS'^n 
r.  Wilton  (1  E.  L.  671),  Lord  Cottenham  treated 
the  matter  as  settled  by  a  long  train  of  authorities.  No 
Courts,  however,  have  ever  recognised  a  covenant  or 
agreement  for  a  separation  to  begin  in  futiiro.  So, 
in  IVtitmeath  v.  Metttueath  (5  BH.  307,  1  Dow.  k 
C.  619).  Lord  Eldon,  after  yielding  on  the  general 
qnestion,  obMtved  that  when  an  instrument  providing 
for  a  present  separation,  "prospectively  looks  to  the 
parties  living  t<^ether  again,  and  then  to  a  futuw 
separation,"  "  such  a  deed,  so  f ar  aa  it  provides  for  that 
future  separation,  will  never  be  carried  into  eSeot." 

It  being  thus  settled  that  agreements  for  separation 
(not  to  commence  in  fitturo)  are  not  illegal,  it  would  follow 
prima  facie  that  snoh  agreements  are  enforceable  by  the 
injunctions  of  a  Court  of  equity,  under  the  same  condi- 
tions, of  course,  as  agreements  of  any  other  kind.  This, 
however,  has  been  disputed  as  to  the  prinoiiial  cove- 
nants— viz.,  the  covenants  not  to  reqniia  cohabita- 
tion, or  not  to  sue  for  restitution  of  conjugal  rights;  while 
the  collateral  matters,  the  trusts  or  covenants  concern- 
ing property,  are  qrstematically  enforced  by  the  Court 
of  equity  in  its  speoiQo  performance  jurisdiction. 
Certainly  it  would  be  very  strange  if  the  collateral 
matters  hanging  on  the  principal  covenant,  or  supported 
by  it  as  their  consideration,  were  enforceable,  while  the 
prinoipal  covenant  itself  was  not.  On  this  matter  there 
has  been  mnoh  conflict  of  decision,  and  some  of  the 
judges  who  have  objected  to  enforce  the  prinoipal 
covenants,  seemed  inclined  to  excuse  the  anomaly  by 
throning  the  responsibility  on  the  admission  of  separation 
deeds  to  validity  as  a  first  wrong  step.  "  It  is  in  vain," 
said  Lord  Langdale,  in  Frampton  v.  Frampton  (4  Beav. 
293),  "  to  regret  the  perplexities  in  which  the  Couxta 
have  found  themselves  involved,  by  enforcing  the  minor 
and  auxiliary  parts  of  the  agreement,  while  they  profess 
to  repudiate  the  prinoipal  and  essential  part  and  motive 
of  it."  The  most  rational  view  of  the  matter  seems  to 
be  that  the  Court  shonld  yield  to  the  oonsequenoes  of  a 
change  in  the  law,  and  sinoe  they  have  been  constrained  to 
treat  the  deeds  as  valid,  to  enforce  them  in  the  ordinary 
manner;  as  yat  the  authority  of  decision  is  in  favour  of 
that  view.  In  WiUon  r.  fyiUon  (vii  itip,,  and  5  H.  L. 
40],  a  simple  agreement  had  been  signed,  and  the  qaea- 
tion  was,  how  far  a  Court  of  equity  would  compel  the 
husband  to  exeonta  a  separation  deed  as  in  pursuance  of 
that  agreement.  The  deoiaion  was,  that  he  might  be 
decreed  to  execute  a  deed,  but  valtat  quantum.  The 
husband  had,  in  the  articles  of  agreement,  agreed  simply 
that  the  wife  should  at  all  times  be  allowed  to  live 
separate,  aa  if  unmarried;  and  he  objected  that  he  ought 
not  to  be  required  to  observe  a  covenant  not  to  sue  for 
restitution  of  conjugal  rights,  for  that  it  was  in  exoeas 
of  the  agreement.  Lord  Cranworth  said  that  a  suit  for 
restitution  of  conjugal  rights  would  have  been  a  breaoh 
of  a  covenant  framed  on   the  ip»i$rima  vtrba  of  the 


agreement;  and  that  thoogh,  is  oonseqnenca,  the  cove- 
nant not  to  sue  seemed  no  necessity,  it  appeared,  aa  a 
matter  of  conveyancing,  right  that  such  a  covenant 
should  be  inserted  in  the  deed,  as  a  customary  expressioa 
of  the  agreement  in  more  extended  form.     But  there 
was  nothinsr  in  this  decision  at  all  oonolusive  on  the  qne^ 
tion  (Lord  Brougham  was  especially  guarded  as  to  this) 
whether  or  no  the  Court  will  decree  specific  performance 
in  specie  of  the  covenant  itself; — excepting,  of  course,  the 
absurdity  of  the  Court  ordering  a  man  to  enter  into  » 
covenant  which  it  will  not  compel  him  to  observe.  It 
being  a  principle  of  the  Court  in  specific  performanoa 
matters,  not  to  order  specific  performance  if  the  order 
would  be  nugatory.    In  Sandert  v.  Rodmajf  (16  Beav. 
207)  Lord  Bomilly  restrained  a  husband  from  molesting 
his  wife  or  forcibly  regaining  possession  of  her  person,  he 
having  in  a  separation  deed  covenanted  that  she  should 
be  allowed  to  live  alone.     In  this  case  his  Lordship  said, 
"  If  a  person  chooees  to  enter  into  a  covenant  restraining 
himself  from  proceeding  in  a  matter  in  respeot  of  whii^ 
this  Court  may  not  have  jurisdiction,  yet  having  juris- 
diction in  matters  of  contract,  the  Court  will  restrain  him 
from  violating  hia  covenant.  All  that  I  have,  therefore,  to 
consider  is,  whether  this  is  a  valid  deed  and  executed  by 
the  husband,  and  if  eo,  whether  he  has  done  acta  in 
violation  of  it."    But  in  the  later  case  of  Hunt  v.  Bunt 
(81  Beav.  121,  10  W.  B.  161),  the  same  judge  explained 
himself  as  having  in  Sandert  t.  Rodnay,  merely  decided 
that  the  Court  would  restrain  the  husband  "  from  vio- 
lating his  covenant  by  molesting  his  wife  or  obtaining^ 
possession  of  her  person  by  any  means  other  than  those 
of  a  regular  sentence  of  the  proper  ecclesiastical  Oonrt." 
In  Bunt  V.  Bunt  Lord  Bomilly  had  before  him  "  the  dry 
legal  point,  whether  a  Court  of  Equity  will  enfonse  by 
injunction  the  stipulation  of  the  husband  not  to  sue  for 
a  restitution  of  conjugal  rights,"  and  decided  "  that  both 
on  principle  and  authority  "  the  Court  will  abstain  from 
so  doing.    His  reasons  were  (1)  that  the  jnrisdiotioa 
is  not  in  the  Court  of  Chancery,  but  in   the   I>ivora» 
Court,  which  can  decide  such  matters ;  (2)  that  thero 
is  no  mutuality  in  covenants  of  the  Idnd,  becaoae  tha 
trustees  covenant  for  the  wife,  who  cannot  covenant  oa 
her  own  account,  and  therefore  if  the  wife  sued  the  hus- 
band for  restitution,  he  could  not  oome  to  equity  for  aa 
injunction,  on  account  of  there  being  no  contract  on 
which  to  found  one,  and  could  only  sue  the  trustees  for 
breach    of  the   covenant.      With   regard   to   the    first 
of  tiiese  reasons  the  jurisdiction  of  t]^e  Divorce  Oonrt, 
extending  merely  to  oases  in  which  omelty,  or  desertion, 
or  adultery  are  proved,  does  not  by  any  means  cover  every 
case  of  voluntary  separation.    The  second  objootion,  that 
on    the    score    of   non-mntoality,    is  certainly    noift 
plausible,     yet,     if     it    has    any    force    at     all,     it 
must  apply  equally    to  all    the   covenants,     whereaa 
the  Master  of  Uie  Bolls  himself,  in  Sandert  v.  JRodteag^ 
enforced  the  covenant  not  to  molest.    A  better  anawer 
to  the  objection  is  involved  in  the  principle  enontiated 
by  Vice-Chancellor  Wood  in    Williamt  r.  Baily  (L.  B. 
2   Eq.   734),  who    said   that  deeds    of    this   kind   are 
enforceable  against  the  wife,  because  she  "  is  not  entitled 
to"  approbate  and  reprobate,  "or,  in  other  words,  to 
accept  the  benefits  and  repudiate  the  obligationa."     How- 
ever,  Lord  Bomilly's  decision  in   Bunt  v.    Hunt  waa 
reversed  by  Lord  Westbury  (10  W.  B.  216),  who  obaerved 
that  it  would  be  mockety — if  a  i>arty  oonld  be  ordered,  as 
WiUon  V.  WiUon  showed  he  might  be,  to  enter  into  aooh 
a  covenant — that  specific  performanoe  of  it  ahoold  not 
be  enforceable,  the  mere  remedy  by  action  for  dMnages 
being  ridiculously  inadequate.     With  this  deoiaion   the 
matter  rests  at  present.     We  oannot  imagine  that  the 
present  generation  of  law  lords  would,  if  a  case  were  to- 
come  before  them,  permit  soch  an  anomaly  aa  wonld  be 
sanctioned  by  a  refusal  of  the  apeoifio  performknoe. 

It  was  once  held  (see  St.  John  v.  St.  John,  ■nbi  tHp.') 
that  the  customsiy  covenant  by  the  trustees  to  indemnify 
the  husband  agunst  the  wife's  debts,  was  a  neoeaaary 
ingredient  in  a  separation  deed.    That,  however,  ia  not 
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Uw.  The  d«ed  maj  be  T»lid  ai  a  Tolontary  deed,  to  the 
limited  extent  to  whioh  other  Tolantary  deeds  are  valid; 
•cd  the  troeteaa'  ooTenant  to  indemniljr  the  btuband  ia 
not  the  ODly  oonaideiation  whioh  oan  save  it  from  being 
TolBBtaiy,  any  valnable  oonstderation  soSoing  for  that 
pnrpoee.  In  IVaMjrton  r.  li-ampton  (ubi  tup.),  the  bos- 
band  had  exeonted  a  volnntary  deed,  covenanting  to  pay 
aliaiony:  after  his  death  Lord  Longdale  decreed  payment 
oat  of  his  estate.  Bat  speoifio  periFormanoe  of  a  merely 
voluntary  deed  will  not  be  decreed;  and  Yice-Ohanoellor 
Wood  refnaed  speoifio  performanoe  io  Walrond  v.  Wal- 
reni  (Johns.  18),  on  the  ground  that  the  deed  was  volun- 
tary on  the  husband's  part,  because  no  oonsideration 
moved  towards  him  from  the  trustee,  and  the  wife  pos- 
sessed no  property  of  any  nature  which  could  be  bound 
by  her  covenant  There  moat,  therefore,  be  some  con- 
sideration before  speoifio  performanoe  will  be  decreed  in 
invituwi.  In  OibU  v.  Harding  (18  W.  B.  361),  an  agree- 
ment by  the  wife's  next  friend,  assented  to  by  her,  that 
she  should  live  apart,  was  held  by  Lord  Hatherley 
to  be  a  sufficient  oonsideration  to  support  a  decree 
for  specific  performanoe,  by  exeoutiog  a  formal  deed. 
In  (Jowx  V.  Fbtter  (1  J.  &  H.  30),  the  only  covenant  by 
the  trustees  with  the  husband  was  a  covenant  that  he 
should  be  at  liberty  to  reimburse  himself  in  respect  of 
the  wife's  debts  out  of  an  annuity  granted  by  himself 
in  the  deed.  Vice-Chancellor  Wood  held  that  this  did 
not  save  the  deed  from  being  purely  voluntary,  and  that 
ooueqnently  the  trusts  of  property  contained  in  it  were 
invalid  as  against  mortgages  Bnbsei;[uently  created  by  the 
husband. 

In  WiUiami  v.  BaUy  {uU  tup.)  Yice-Ohanoellor  Wood, 
while  laying  down  the  sensible  principle  that  the  wife, 
though  technically  incapable  of  binding  herself  by  cove- 
nant or  ontract,  shall  at  least  not  be  allowed  to  "  ap- 
probate and  reprobate,"  ruled  that  she  is  not  to  be  held 
boDsd  by  the  deed  unless  she  has  done  something  to  show 
that  she  did  "  approbate."  "  Until  she  has  nndoubtedly 
and  nnqnalifiedly  compromised  herself  by  some  act  of 
aooeptanee,  her  case  stands  on  a  different  footing  from 
that  of  the  trustees;"  and  so,  in  the  absence  of  any  saoh 
overt  indication  of  aooeptanee  of  the  provision  made  by  a 
a^aration  deed,  the  Vice-Chancellor  refused  to  restrain 
her  (on  interloiBntory  motion)  from  prosecuting  in  the 
Divorce  Court  an  application  for  alimony  as  incident  to 
a  petition  for  judicial  separation;  he  put  her,  however, 
under  an  undertakiDg  to  deal  with  the  alimony  as  the 
Court  of  Chancery  should  direct. 

It  is  important  to  bear  in  mind  that  stipulations  de- 
priving the  father  of  the  right  to  the  custody  of  the 
children  have  been  held  illegal,  as  "  contrary  to  the  law 
and  policy  of  Eogbutd  :  Hope  v.  Hope,  3  Jur.  N.  S.  454, 
and  Vantittart  v.  Vantittart,  3  D.  G.  &  J.  249. 

We  need  hardly  remind  the  reader  that  a  reconciliation 
annnia  tbe  deed  of  separation,  subject  of  course  to  this, 
that  th«  deed  may  have  comprised  dealings  with  legal 
estate*  whioh  will  still  remain  on  foot.  What  amounts 
to  reconciliation  annulling  a  deed,  must  of  oonrse  be  a 
oommon  sense  question  of  fact.  In  Bateman  v.  Bon  (1 
Dow.  245)  the  husband  and  wife  came  to  live  under  the 
•ame  roof  (not  the  husband's  house),  but  continued 
in  high  state  of  animosity  against  eaoh  other,  and  Lord 
Eldon  oonaidered  that  this  could  not  be  considered  "  re- 
conciliation.'' 


RECENT  DECISIONS. 


HOITSB    OF    LOBDS. 

FOBBIQN  JusaMBMT. 
Ctttrfgve  v.  ImrU,  H.L.,  19  W.  R.  1. 
Tbe  decision  of  the  Ezcheqner  Chamber  in  this  case, 
•ov  abont  ten  years  old,  has  been  one  of  the  leading  au- 
ttotities  npon  foreign  judgments.    For  the  sake  of  con- 
vcaioBce,  therefore,  it  is  well  that  the  decision  of  the 
Bcnse  of  Iiorda  happens  to  be  an  affirmance. 
It  is  a  fundamental  principle    of  law  acquiesced  in 


by  all  oiviliaed  nations  that  when  contracts  are  to  be 
adjudicated  npon,  tho  lem  hei  eontraetui  is  the  law  by 
which  all  qneitioni  of  their  construction  and  eflfeot  are 
to  be  determined,  whUe  questions  as  to  the  remedy  to  be 
applied  in  redressing  an  injury  done  in  contravention  of 
a  contract  are  to  be  decided  by  the  Ua  fori.     So  • 
foreign  Court,  if  called  npon  to  administer  an  English- 
made  contract  as  between  two  litigants  in  its  own  juris- 
diction, ODght  to  determine  the  effect  of  the  pact  by  in- 
quiring  into  and  correctly  interpreting  the  English  law. 
If  the  decision  of  the  foreign  Court  be  simply  a  decision 
in  personam  ocinter  partei,  it  afleots  only  the  parties  to 
it  while  within  its  jurisdiotion.     Either  of  them  may  sue 
the  other  independently  in  the  English  court;  and  if  it 
should  tnm  ont  that  the  foreign  Court  incorrectly  con- 
ceived the  English  lea  Uei  eontraetta,  the  English  Court 
will  decide  differently.    The  opinion  delivered  by  Blaok- 
bnm,  J.,  is  rather  instrnotive  npon  this  point.     It  is 
not,  he  tells  us,  that  the  English  Court  examines  the 
foreign  judgment,  and,  considering  it  a  primd  facie  bar, 
sets  it  aside  on  finding  that  tbe  foreign  Court  miscon- 
ceived the  English  law;  but  it  ignores  the  daeision  of 
(he  foreign  Court  from  the  beginning,  because  its  juris- 
diction did  not  extend  to  estop  the  present  litigation. 
This   seems    sound    reasoning,    and    it    is    noticeable 
as  marking  the   abandonment   by  our  Courts   of   tho 
old  notions  of  foreign  judgments  being  examinable  or  no^ 
aooording  as  pleaded  in  bar  or  direotly  impeached  by  a 
plaintiff  (see  PhilHpt  v.  Hunter,  2  H.  Bl.  410,  and  Wood- 
bwmeT.  Plummer,  1  B.  &  Or.  625).  A  foreign  judgment  in 
rtvi  stands  on  a  footing  verydifferentfrom  that  of  a  foreign 
judgment  in  perionam.  Here  the  subject-matter  is  within 
the  jurisdiction  of  the  foreign  oourt,  and,  therefore,  our 
Courts  afterwards  regard  it  as  having  aotaally  passed  by 
the  foreign  jadgment  to  the  person  to  whom  the  foreign 
Court  decided  to  award   it,  and  will  not  disturb  such 
party  in  his  possession.     Nor  does  it  make  any  dlfferenoe 
that  the  foreign  Court  misconceived  the  English  law  ia 
the  oonrse  of  its  decision:  as  Blackburn,  J.,  says  in  tha 
present  case, — all  that  can  be  required  of  tbe  tribunal 
that  has  to  decide  on  a  question  of  the  law  of  another 
oonntry  is  that  it  should  receive  and  consider  all  evidenoo 
as  to  what  that  law  is,  and  bonA  fide  determine  on  that 
as  well  as  it  can."    The  obiter  dicta  in  the  present  case 
seem  also  to  decide  a  point  on  which  the  judges  differed 
in  the  Exchequer  Chamber,  but  on  whioh  the  present 
Lord  Chancellor  had  expressed  an  opinion  in  Simpton  r. 
tbgt   (8   W.  R.  407,   1   J.  &  H.  18;  11    W.  R.   418, 
1  H.  &  M.  195) — viz.,  that  even  a  judgement  in  rem 
may  be  disregarded  in  a  court  of  another  country,  as 
repugnant   to  the  comity  of  nations,  if  grounded  in  a 
perverse  refusal  to  recognise  a  foreign  lex  loci  contractv*. 
This,  then,  is  what  is  intended  when  it  is  stated  shortly 
that  our  Courts  treat  foreign  judgments  in  rem  as  binding 
on  them,  though  not  foreign  judgmente  in  personam. 
Whether  any  individual  foreign  judgement  is  a  deoisioa 
in  rem  or  in  periorutm  may  thus  be  the  point  on  whioh 
the  whole  case  will  hinge.    The  Bold  Buoeleu/h  (7  Uoo. 
P.  C.  267)  is  a  well-known  authority  oa  this  point,  and 
it  is  the  point  on  which  there  ia  a  direct  decision  in  the 
present  case.    Here  the  owner  of  a  ship  transferred  her 
by  bill  of  sale  whilst  on  voyage,  and  meanwhile  the 
master,  while  on  the  voyage,  drew  a  bill  for  necessaries 
on  the  old  owner,  which  the  new  owner  dishonoured. 
Afterwards,  the  ship  being  in  French  waters,  an  indorsee 
of  the  bill  took  proceedings  in  a  French  court,  which 
decreed  a  sale  in  default  of  payment,  having  in  its  de- 
cision proceeded  on  an  erroneous  view  of  the  English 
law  applicable  to  the  transfer.    The  question  thus  was, 
was  the  proceeding  in  the  French  court  a  proceeding  {>• 
rem  or  not?  and  the  House  of  Lords  affirming  the  Court 
of  Exchequer  on  this  point,  it  followed  that  the  title 
the  pnrohaser  of  the  ship  could  not  be  interfered  with. 

Keating,  J.,  differed  from  Blackburn,  J.,  and  the  other 
judges  upon  this  point,  and,  as  the  Court  of  Commoa 
Fleas  had  done,  considered  that  the  French  proceeding 
was  in  perionam  against  the  ship's  master;  but  he  sub- 
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mitUd  to  be  Koyerned  hj  the  anbtequent  oaM  of  Cammell 
■w.  Serrell  (8  W.  B.  847,  8  0.  B.  N.  S.  85),  the  principle 
of  Trhioh  was  that  duiwaitions  of  personal  property,  if 
made  in  aooordanoe  wiUi  the  law  of  the  oonntry  where  it 
is,  are  binding  erery  where.  That  definition  of  the  matter 
is  noticed  by  BUudcbam,  J.,  aa  generally  tme,  tbongh 
open  to  ezoeption,  and  altogether  the  present  decisions 
are  very  instrnctiTe  on  the  point. 


BQurrr. 

Gifts  to  "  Chilobbk  "^Idkiiti«oatiow. 
l^ine  T.  Bean,  M.B.,  18  W.  B.  797. 
This  case  reminds  as  of  Do*  r.  Rome  (6  C.  B.  482).  The 
testator  in  that  case,  having  a  wife,  Maty,  who  snrrired 
biro,  went  through  the  ceremony  of  marriage  with  a 
woman  named  Caroline,  who  lired  with  him  until  his 
death.  By  his  will  he  gare  certain  property  to  his  "  dear 
wife  Caroline  "  abaolately,  and  the  Coart  held  that  this 
was  a  snfficient  detignatio  pertonte  to  enable  Caroline  to 
take.  In  Lepine  t.  Bean  there  was  this  additional 
featore,  that  the  beqnest  was  to  "  his  children "  aa  a 
class,  after  the  death  of  the  testator's  "  wife  Hargaret." 
He  had  no  children  bnt  his  children  by  her.  The  Master 
of  the  Bolls  thonght  that  there  was  a  snffioient  designa- 
tion. It  was  a  case  in  which  extrinsic  CTidenoe  would 
haTC  been  admitted,  if  necessary,  for  the  purpose  of  show- 
ing that  the  testator  always  called  those  persons  hia 
children  [Grant  r.  Grant,  18  W.  B.  951).  Bat  as  the 
law  does  not  allow  after>bom  illegitimate  children  to 
take  {Sonarth  r.  MUU,  L,  B.  2  ^.  389)  the  child  of 
Margaret  born  before  the  date  of  the  will  took  the  whole, 
to  the  exolasion  of  the  other.  It  was  held  in  CUfton  r. 
Geodbun  (17  W.  B.  Ch.  Dig.  190,  L.  B.  6  Eq.  278),  that  a 
gift  by  a  testatrix,  who  was  nerer  married,  dcKribiog 
herself  aa  a  single  woman,  to  "her  children,"  was 
a  valid  bequest  to  her  illegitimate  children  living  at 
the  date  of  the  will,  it  being  clear,  on  the  laoe  of  the 
will,  that  she  meant  illegitimate  children.  Bolt  r. 
Sindrey  (17  W.  B.  249,  L.  B.  7  Eq.  170)  established  that 
an  illegitimate  child  or  illegitimate  children  in  eue,  as  a 
class,  may  take  under  a  gift  to  a  "  child"  or  "  children  " 
as  a  class  if  it  appear  certainly  that  they  are  tiie  persons 
meant  by  the  word  "ohUd"  or  "children."  And  in 
these  cases  extrinsic  evidence  is  admissible.  There  is 
always  the  presumption  to  be  rebutted  that  child  means 
a  lawful  child. 


COMMON  LAW. 


Bbasonable  and  Pbobablb  Cause — False  Impbison- 

uent — ^dlscbetion  of  juoqe. 

Litter  v.  Ferryman,  H.  of  L.,  19  W.  B.  9. 

P««(«n  T.  WWiamt  (2  Q.  B.  169)  decided  that  in  an 
action  for  indicting  maliciously  and  without  probable 
cause,  if  the  defendant  set  np  facts  as  showing  probable 
caase,  the  judge  must  determine  whether  the  facts,  if 
proved  or  an;  of  them,  oonstitnte  saoh  cause.  The  jury  is 
to  decide  only  whether  the  faots  exist,  and  this  however 
complicated  or  numerous  the  faots  may  be.  The  same 
mie  applisa  when  the  question  is  whether  the  defendant 
had  probable  caose  to  suspect  the  plaintiff  of  a  felony. 
Since  this  decision  it  seems  never  to  hare  been  disputed 
that  the  question  of  reasonable  and  probable  oanse  is  for 
the  judge,  and  is,  therefore,  a  question  of  law.  In  LUter 
V.  Ferryman  the  law  as  laid  down  in  Panton  r.  Williamt 
is  recognised  and  followed,  al&ongh  three  out  of  the 
four  learned  lords  who  decided  the  case  expressed  a  regret 
that  the  question  of  reasonable  and  probable  cause  was 
not  for  the  jury  as  a  mere  matter  of  fact.  The  only  rule 
to  be  deduced  from  the  decision  and  the  judgments  in 
this  case  is,  in  the  words  of  Lord  Oolonsay,  that  it  is  "  im- 
possible to  dedaoe  any  fixed  and  definite  principle  to 
gnide  and  assist  the  judge  in  any  case  that  may  come 
before  him." 

The  judge  must  decide  each  case  on  its  own  faots. 


This  is  the  result  of  the  judgments;  and  it,  therefore, 
followed  that  it  was  wrong  "  to  lay  down  as  an  abstract 
proposition  that  you  can  never  proceed  on  heanay  evi- 
dence when  7on  have  a  good  opportunity  of  testing  the- 
aconraoy  of  the  hearsay  evidence  by  examining  the  par- 
son who  is  represented  to  have  said  such  and  such  tilings.^ 
(Per  Lord  'Westbnry).  Lx*ter  -w.  Ferryman  was  an  ao- 
tion  for  fake  imprisonment.  The  defendant  pleaded 
that  a  felony  had  l)een  committed  and  that  he  had 
reasonable  and  probable  cause  to  suspect  the  plaintiff  of 
having  committed  it.  The  evidence  in  support  of  this 
plea  was,  in  fact,  information  received  by  the  defendant 
from  his  servant  respecting  some  facts  which  one  Bobin- 
son  had  told  the  servant.  At  the  trial  the  Lord  Chief 
Baron  directed  a  verdict  for  the  plaintiff  on  the  ground 
that  the  defendant  ought  not  to  have  acted  without 
making  inquiries  directly  of  Bobineon,  and  that 
having  so  acted  he  did  so  without  probable  cause.  The 
Lord  Chief  Baron  treated  the  fact  that  the  plaintiff  bad 
acted  on  hearsay  evidence,  not  as  an  element  to  be  taken 
into  consideration  in  deciding  whether  the  defendant 
had  reasoitkble  and  probable  oanse,  but  as  conelosively 
showing  that  the  defendant  had  not  reasonable  and  pro- 
bable oanse. 

On  a  rule  for  a  new  trial  for  misdirection, .  the 
Court  of  Exchequer  were  equally  divided,  and  Pigott, 
B.,  withdrew  his  opinion,  and  the  rule  was  discharged. 
The  Bxohequer  Chamber  afSrmed  this  decision,  and  the 
Honse  of  Lords  reversed  it  on  the  ground  that  the  LordOUef 
Baron  had  directed  the  jury  on  an  erroneoua  prinoiple. 
This  ease  may  well  give  rise  to  some  reflections  respeotinff 
the  expense  and  delay  of  onr  law.  The  case  was  tried 
at  the  sittings  after  Trinity  Term,  1867.  On  the  SOtb 
January,  1868,  judgment  was  given  by  the  Oonrt  of  Ex- 
chequer. The  Excheqner  Chamber  gave  judgment  on 
the  14th  of  May,  1868,  and  now  the  Honse  of  Lords  has 
reversed  their  deoision,  set  aside  the  verdict  given  ia 
1867,  and  ordered  a  new  trial.  The  matter  will,  ther«. 
fore,  now  have  to  begin  all  over  again  with  the  possi- 
bility of  another  appeal  to  the  House  of  Lords  some  few 
years  hence.  When  we  reflect  on  the  amount  of  damages 
the  plaintiff  is  likely  to  recover  (the  verdict  now  set 
aside  was  for  £100}  and  compare  it  with  the  amount  of 
costs,  to  say  nothing  of  all  the  annoyance, delay,  and  col- 
lateral expenses,  we  may  find  good  cause  for  wonder  that 
anyone  not  a  millionaire  or  a  pauper  ever  ventures  on  th» 
stormy  seas  of  litigation. 


ADHIBALTY. 


Saltaob — Vessel  saved  and  Vessel  savino  bbloho- 
uro  to  same  Owkeb. 
The  Sappho,  Adm.,  19  W.  B.  24. 
The  Sappho  limits  the  effect  of  the  judgment  of  Lord 
Stowell  in  the  Maria  Jane  (14  Jer.  877).    In  the  Maria 
Jane  it  was  held  that  where  the  crews  of  two  ship* 
belonging  to  A.  gave  some  assistanoe  to  a  ship  chartered 
to  A.,  who  was  bonnd  to  provide  and  pay  the  master  said 
crew  of  such  ship,  the  cargo  on  board  of  which  also  be- 
longed to  A.,  no  salvage  could  be  claimed.    Sir  Bobert 
Phillimore  in  The  Sappho  has  now  decided,  relying  very 
much  on  the  judgment  of  Lord  Stowell  in  Ihe  Waterloo 
(2  Dods.  433),  that  the  fact  that  the  saving  and  tha 
saved  vessel  belonged  to  the  same  owner  does  not  neoea- 
sarily  disentitle  the  crew  of  the  Mving  vessel  to  receiTa 
salvage.    The  faot  that  both  vessels  belong  to  the  sMn» 
owner  may  have,  and  generallj  would  have,  an  important 
effect  upon  the  amount  of  salvage  to  which  the  salToca 
are  entitled,  as,  of  coarse,  there  oonld  be  no  claim  in 
respect  of  the  services  cf  the  saving  vessel.    The  rigli^ 
to  salvage,  however,  is  not  affected  by  the  unity  of  owaar- 
ship  of  the  vessels. 


Mrs.  Herbert  (formerly  Hiss  Lizzie  Boynton,  the  well-kno-wik^ 
lecturer),  is  going  to  enter  the  offloe  of  her  hunbsnd  as  a  Isk^K- 
student. — Aliany  taw  Jourtiai. 
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COUBTS. 


POUNTY  CX)UKTS. 

T.i,.7'»TH. 

^(Before  J.  PittTatiob,  to.^..  ^'^^■) 
Not.  ll.—MeLtod  y.  Airi. 

Srfeh  of  contract  on  part  of  aercam  jiuUJUd  on  muli't*i> 
chtrging  htr  \nth  theft. 

Thedefendant,abarmaid,had  onaformeroeoaBionobtainBd 
a  judgment  acainst  the  plaintifi^  a  pnblican,  for  wa^fes,  and  on 
Uftt  occasion  the  ptthlican  pleaded  that  the  barmaid  had  left 
him  suddenly  a  day  or  two  after  she  had  given  him  a  month  'a 
notioe  of  her  intention  to  leave,  and  further  that  she  had 
negligently  lost  or  wrongly  paid  away  two  sovereigns.  The 
Jeamed  jadge  held  that  neither  of  those  pleas  was  available 
in  anawer  to  a  claim  for  wages,  which  must  be  paid  up  to 
the  time  of  the  barmaid  going  away,  and  the  publicaa  must 
be  left  to  his  remedy  in  the  shape  of  an  action  for  damages 
against  her.  The  wages  had  been  ordered  to  be  detained  in 
court  to  abide  the  erent  of  this  the  cross-action  brought  by 
thapublicaD. 

Tne  case  for  the  plaintiff  was  that  he  and  his  wife  went 
^saX^  leaving  the  defendant  in  charge  of  the  bar.  During 
their  absence  the  defendant  had  received  two  sovereigns, 
irhich  conid  not  be  accounted  for,  and  on  the  wife  chargmg 
her  with  stealing  them  she  gave  notice  to  leave.  She,  how- 
erar,  left  the  &y  after,  and  the  plaintiff  claimed  £1  for 
breach  of  contract  in  consetjnenoe,  in  addition  to  the  £2  lost 
or  stolen.  The  plaintiff  himself  had  at  the  time  insisted 
that  there  had  omy  been  negligence,  but  his  wife  as  strongly 
in^tod  that  there  had  been  theft. 

The  case  for  tiie  defendant  was  that  she  had  only  received 
«aa  soTeieign,  which  die  had  put  in  the  till,  and  it  was 
there  when  her  mistress  took  possession  of  the  baur  on  coming 
home,  uid  she  might  therefore  have  paid  it  away  in  error 
or  misappropriated  it  As  to  the  breach  of  contract  the 
^efandant's  evidence  showed  that  after  she  had  given  notice 
to  leave  she  had  been  taunted  by  her  mistress  before  cus- 
tomeis  with  having  taken  the  money.  Defendimt  then 
fpoke  prirately  to  her  mistress,  and  asked  her  whether  she 
«bll  adhered  to  her  statements.  She  said  she  did,  and  de- 
ftndant  thezenpon  declined  to  go  into  the  bar  again,  and 
iiiimnlistiTly  Itft 

lb. }.  Prt  Tahab  said  the  evidence  had  altogether  fiuled 
to  aitaUiah  the  claim  as  to  the  two  sovereigns,  and  as  to  the 
tiord  the  plaintiff  ooold  not  recover  damages  under  the  cir- 
cmnstances.  A  servant  was  not  bound  to  remain  in  service 
vador  tha  imputation  of  felony,  and  although  the  plaintiff 
himaelf  had  not  imputed  the  felony  his  wife  h^,  and  Uiat  was 
the  same  thing  to  the  servant.  She  was  entitled  to  leave  as 
ahe  had  done,  and  the  judgment  must  be  in  her  favour,  with 


Oldham. 
(Before  R.  S.  Sowleb,  Esq.,  Q.C.) 

"Sort.  18. — When  the  judgment  summonses  were  called  on 
tthixj  Mr.  Marshall  Preston,  debt  agent,  of  Manchester,  ap- 
peared to  prove  a  debt,  and  Mr.  MeUor,  an  attorney,  drew 
attentioii  to  tiie  fact  that  Preston  was  an  agent 

Hr.  SowuEB.— Thank  yoa.  Strike  off  every  one  of  the 
cases  in  which  agents  appear.  They  have  no  business  to 
appear  as.advocates.  (To  Mr.  Preston)  I  will  not  listen  to  you, 
ana  if  you  say  another  word  I  will  order  you  into  custody. 

Kr.  SowLBR  proceeded  to  say  that  the  case  must  be 
simck  out  Mr.  Preston  knew  very  well  what  he  had  pro- 
daimed  at  Salford  and  at  ever^  other  court  in  the  district  in 
which  he  sat  He  was  obliged  to  put  down  his  foot  on 
this  abominable  practice.  Most  respectable  men  were  ac- 
toally  straggling  for  an  existence,  whose  education  cost 
them  and  ueir  friends  an  enormous  sum  of  money,  and  they 
mnst  be  supplanted  by  a  parcel  of  illiterate  men  who 
repicaented  themselves  as  agents,  a  parcel  of  idle  men  who  go 
among  poor  people,  and  not  only  literally  take  the  bread 
out  <tf  the  months  of  the  properly,  doly  authorised  advo- 
«ate%  bat  cheated  the  persons  who  they  represented.  He  had 
such  a  case  before  him  at  Salford  only  the  other  week. 

John  Grierson,  packman,  said  he  had  bronght  two  cases 
as  scent.     In  them  two  cases  he  bought  the  debts. 

Mr.  SoWLES  said  that  wherever  the  debts  were  bought 
the  parchaaer  appeared  in  his  own  name. 

lu.  Hellor  said  he  mnst  produce  his  power  of  attorney  to 
»e. 

Mc  SowLEB  said  the  letter  of  attorney  ought  to  pass  at 


the  time  the  debts  were  purchased  or  transfemd — a  power 
of  attorney.     Tor  the  future  let  it  be  so. 

Mr.  Qrierson  said  they  bought  these  debts  at  a  public  sale 
of  debts,  and  there  was  no  power  of  attorney. 

Mr.  SowLSa  explained  that  the  term  did  not  mean 
there  must  be  an  attorney  in  the  matter.  It  was  a  Utter  ot 
authorisation  to  collect  certain  debts. 

}ix,  Mellor  said  his  objection  Wai  not  a  personaj  one, 
but  to  the  Byoteni.  After  referring  to  the  way  in  which 
orders  wengot  from  tii«  wiy«9  of  the  debtors,  he  said,  after 
they  (the  debt  collectors)  had  got  their  judgments  in  the 
county  conrt  thet  hold  an  auction  at  Manchester,  in  which 
persons  who  had  nothing  to  do  with  selling  these  goods 
found  it  to  their  interest  to  buy  up  the  debts,  and  then 
these  harpies  put  the  screw  on  these  poor  people  by  judg- 
ment summonses.  He  had  for  years  and  years  seen  ^U 
sort  of  thing  going  on,  preying  on  the  poor;  and,  out  of  the 
depths  of  meir  pover^,  wringing  from  them  that  which 
ought  to  have  gone  to  the  support  of  their  families,  and 
throwing  those  who  ought  to  be  able  to  support  their  children 
on  the  parishes. 

Hr.  SowLEB  said  he  was  afraid  they  must  begin  at  the 
root — the  habits  and  manners  of  the  wives.  No  doubt  tiisse 
men  were  the  tempters.  He  did  think  it  was  one  of  those 
questions  in  which  the  Le^lature  ought  to  interfere,  and 
was  quite  sure  of  this,  that  if  their  Mend,  Mr.Hibbert,  one  of 
the  members  for  the  borough,  had  a  proper  representation 
made,  he  would  have  suffioientinflaence  in  the  House  of  Com- 
mons to  bring  in  a  bill  to  put  a  stop  to  this. 

Mr.  Mellor  quite  concurred.  This  man  (Mr.  Preston) 
had  no  locut  itandi  there,  and  iESolently  stood  up  and  inter- 
rupted him  who  had  a  locus  standi, 

Mr.  SowLER  said  Mr.  Mellor  would  see  the  position  in 
which  he  was  personally  placed.  Hero  he  was  endeavouring 
to  curb  a  vicious  system  which  had  sprung  up  behind  his 
back,  when  he  had  not  authority  to  do  one  single  act  He 
could  not  remedy  it  at  once — he  only  wished  it  was  in 
his  power  to  do  so.  Unfortunately,  it  was  a  system  which 
had  been  allowed  to  grow,  but  men  of  this  kind,  who  were 
what  were  called  county  court  agents,  should  have  no  stand- 
ing before  him — that  he  would  take  care  of. 

Mr.  MeUor  said  in  every  instance  where  a  person  came 
before  his  Honour  to  claim  a  debt  that  did  not  belong  to 
him  generally,  he  should  put  himself  in  the  court  by  strict 
leml  evidence. 

Mr.  SowLEE  quite  concurred  with  Mr.  Mellor.  He 
thought  to  buy  them  up  to  sell  by  auction  was  a  most  iu- 
famous  thing. 

The  next  case  was  that  of  PhilKpt  v.  Lord,  which  had 
been  transferred  from  the  Manchester  to  the  Oldham  County 
Court. 

Mr.  Marshall  Preston  again  appeared  to  prove  the  debt^ 
and  stated  that  he  bought  these  debts,  and  that  there  were 
about  150  of  them. 

Mr.  SowLES. — What  was  the  aggregate  amount  of  debts  ? 

Mr.  Preston.— About  £30. 

Mr.  SowLEu.— What  did  you  give  for  them  ? 

Mr.  Preston.— £7  16s. 

Mr.  Sowuui.  —I  never  heard  of  such  a  thing.  It  is  per- 
fectly outrageous.  Are  yon  sure  the  debts  do  not  amount  to 
more  than  £30  ? 

Mr.  Preston. — 1  am. 

Mr,  SowLBB  said  he  had  laid  down  a  rulenow:  he  supposed 
they  must  go  on  with  the  case  this  time.  For  the  ratuie 
there  mnst  oe  a  stop  put  to  it. 

Mr.  Mellor  suggested  to  the  Court  that  judgment  ought  to 
be  given  in  this  man's  favour  to  the  extent  only  of  the  in- 
terest lie  had  in  the  debt  That  Court  sat  as  a  court  of  equity 
and  he  begged  to  submit,  before  a  man  could  recover  from 
somebody  dse  £20,  he  mnst  prove  he  had  an  interest  of 
£20  in  the  debt 

Mr.  SowLEE  said  he  would  take  that  into  his  very 
careful  consideration.  He  was  very  much  inclined  to  agree 
with  Mr.  Mellor,  but  he  would  not  be  hasty. 

Mr.  Mellor  begged  that  his  Honour  would  not  commit 
these  poor  people  to  prison  at  the  instance  of  these  persons 
he  represented  as  harpies.  Should  not  all  cases  of  such  a 
class  as  that  at  least  stand  over,  and  his  Honour  not  act  on 
commitments  taken  out  by  persons  acting  in  fhis  position 
till  he  (the  agent)  proved  his  right  to  appear  there  at  all; 
and  then  his  Honour's  decision  should  be  limited  to  the  in- 
terest the  agent  had  in  the  case. 

The  High  Bailiff. — It  could  not  apply  in  jadgmeat- 
snmmonses. 
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Mr.  Hellor  pointed  out  that  the  Court  might  at  any  time 
rectify  that  which  had  been,  through  the  acts  of  other  per- 
sona and  not  of  the  Court,  an  illnmon,  a  Teil  spread  OTCr  the 
fiu^e  of  the  Court,  whidi  could  take  it  away. 

Mr.  SowLEB  said  Mr.  Justice  Willes  had  laid  down  that 
the  county  court  judge  has  no  power  to  rary  an  original 
order. 

Mr.  Mellor  said  he  did  not  ask  his  Honour  to  rary  his 
judgment,  hut  his  Honour  could  say  he  would  not  enforoe  it. 

Mr.  SowLiK  said  be  could  suspend  the  warrants  as  long 
as  he  liked. 

Mr.  Mellor  remarked  that  his  Honour  could  say  he 
would  not  enforce  payment  beyond  what  was  the  true  in- 
terest of  these  men  in  the  debt.  What  he  meant  was,  sup- 
posing a  man  had  bought  for  5a.  what  stood  on  the  record  for 
£6,  as  soon  as  it  was  brought  to  the  knowledge  of  the 
Court  that  he  had  recovered  the  5s.,  the  equitable  jurisdiction 
of  Uie  Court  should  arise,  and  the  judge  refuse  to  send 
people  to  prison. 

Mr.  SowLBB. — Merely  make  an  order  for  5s. 

Mr.  Mellor  said  he  had  had  a  saggestian}  from  one  of 
his  friends  roimd  about  him.  He  doubted  the  power  of  the 
Court  to  commit  a  man  to  prison  till  it  was  shown  there  was 
a  power  of  attorney  in  existence. 

Mr.  SowLER  said  he  had  already  foreshadowed  that  in 
what  he  said. 

Mr.  Mellor  said  the  plaintiff  was  not  in  court  and  there 
was  nothing  whatever  to  show  that  the  defendant  had  not 
paid  the  debt,  and  Preston,  he  was  informed,  advertises  to 
buy  debts,  and  made  his  living  thereby.  He  knew  what 
Uie  harpies  were  in  Virgil,  and  those  in  the  nineteenth  cen- 
tury were  worse. 

Mr.  SowLEB  said  it  was  a  trade  that  had  sprang  up  of  a 
very  disreputable  description,  and  he  thought  it  was  time 
these  people  were  taught  they  must  earn  a  livelihood  in  a 
more  honest  way.  These  judgment  summonses  were  the 
most  painful  things  he  had  to  deal  with.  If  peonle  would 
contract  debts,  they  most  pay  them.  The  Legislature  was 
Ibe  only  power  that  could  interfere. 

Mr.  Mellor  asked  how  Preston,  who  had  no  legal  power, 
could  commit  defendant  to  prison. 

Mr.  SowL£B  said  Mr.  Mellor  was  calling  on  him  to  deal 
with  a  system  that  had  grown  up,  he  not  sitting  there 
in  his  own  right  as  a  judge,  but  the  representative  of 
another  gentleman.  Ha  was  very  glad  indeed  to  receive  any 
such  suggestions  as  those  kindly  made  by  Mr.  Mellor,  and 
he  would  take  care  as  far  as  his  power  went  that  they  ^ould 
be  properly  represented  in  the  right  quarter.  He  thought 
the  public  were  very  much  indebted  to  Mr.  Mellor  ana  to 
•ny  gentleman  who  did  this. 

[We  have  no  favoor  for  what  was  complained  of— but  this 
was  not  a  very  dignified  scene  for  an  English  court. — Eo.  S.  J.] 


AFPOnrCHEHTS. 


Mr.  Cbablbs  Fbaxcis  Pbeston,  solicitor,  has  been  ap- 
pointed Town  Clerk  of  Barrow-in-Furness,  Lancashire. 
Mr.  Preston  is  the  son  of  Mr.  F.  W.  Preston,  solicitor,  of 
Tenburv,  Worcestershire,  and  since  his  admission  in  1867 
he  had  been  in  partnership  with  his  father  till  a  short  time 
•go,  when  he  left  Tenbury  and  commenced  praotioe  at 
£arow-in-Fumeas. 

Mr.  Charles  Heaton  Hinde,  solicitor,  of  Altrinoham, 
Cheshire,  has  been  appointed  Law  Clerk  to  the  Altrinoham 
Local  Board  of  Healtii,  for  purely  legal  business,  on  a  salary 
of  £25  per  annum.  Mr.  Hinde,  who  is  a  member  of  the 
local  firm  of  Nicholls,  Ludlow,  &  Hinde,  was  certificated  in 
1S54. 

Mr.  John  Watldio  Ion,  solicitor,  of  Bury  St.  Edmunds, 
Suffolk,  has  been  elected  Mayor  of  that  borough  for  the 
ensuing  year. 

Mr.  Wasuinotom  Hamilton  Brown,  solicitor,  of  Swan- 
sea, has  been  elected  Mayor  of  that  borough  for  Uie  ensuing 
year.  Mr.  Brown  was  certificated  in  1848,  and  is  senior 
partner  in  the  firm  of  Brown  k  Davies. 

Mr.  Philip  Prothero  Smith,  solicitor,  of  Truro,  has  been 
dected  Mayor  of  that  borough  for  the  en  suing  year.  Mr. 
Smith  was  certificated  in  1832,  and  is  senior  member  of  the 
firm  of  Smith,  Roberts  &  Paul. 

Mr.  Hbmbt  Shall,  of  Buckingham,  has  been  appointed  a 
Perpetual  Commissioner  for  taking  the  acknowle^ments  of 
dsMS  by  married  women  in  and  for  the  county  of  Bucks. 


OEHEBAL  CORRESPOITDElfCE- 

Double  Srrrisos  wrrHorr  Noticb. 

Sir, — You  lately  published  some  remarks  reflecting  on 
the  absence  of  soliciton  at  the  hearing  of  rules  in  which 
they  were  interested.  You  boldly  warned  them,  and  they 
will,  no  donbt,  gratefully  accept  your  friendly  admonition. 
And  now,  Sir,  show  that  in  the  interests  of  the  profession  st 
large,  you  are  ready  to  raise  an  equally  bold  voice  of  ad- 
monition against  the  recurrence  of  a  state  of  things  which  I 
am  shortly  going  to  indicate — whether  that  state  of  things 
arise  from  an  omission  on  the  part  of  the  bench,  or  m 
caused  by  the  negligence  of  those  on  whom  the  dut^  lies  of 
publishing  its  intentions.  I  refer  to  the  fact  of  doable 
sittings  having  been  held  by  the  Court  of  Exchequer  on 
Monday  last,  without  previous  notice  having  been  giren. 
On  that  momicg  the  Court,  having  divided  its  strength,  sat 
both  in  the  Court  of  Exchequer,  where  the  new  trial  paper 
was  taken,  and  also  in  the  Court  of  Exchequer  Chamber, 
where  the  special  paper  was  proceeded  with.  Counsel  and 
attorneys  wno  fancied  that  cases  which  were  in  the  new  trial 
Twper  would  not  be  taken  on  that  day,  suddenly  foond  a 
Court  sitting  for  that  purpose,  and  reporters  had  to  be  in  two 
places  at  once,  or  miss  part  of  their  duty.  Kow,  a  doe 
notice  of  the  intention  of  the  barons  would  have  obviated 
all  difficult. 

Not.  22.  An  Obsertex. 


"  DiSAFPBOBATION  OF  A  ObOVIMO    FbACTICB." 

Sir, — In  your  second  leading  note  of  this  day  yon  refar  to 
a  not  nncommoD  censure  cast  by  judges,  and  sometimes  by 
counsel  (!  !)  on  attomies  for  not  being  present  when  caaesin 
banc  are  called  on. 

"  Sufferance  "  being  "  the  badge  of  all  our  tribe  "  i>e  are 
bound  to  submit  in  «11  humility  to  censure,  even  if  it  should 
come  from  a  barrister  under  "seven  years'  standing"  whom 
we  are  pushing  up  the  ladder  of  life ;  still  more,  firan 
those  whose  fortunes  we  have  already  made. 

If  we  had  a  council  of  the  Law  Institution  woitii 
anything,  this  terrible  threat  of  the  Lord  Chief  Baron  and 
the  disapprobation  of  "leading  members  of  the  bar"  could 
be  met  bv  putting  to  the  judges  and  counsel  in  some  sort  of 
respectful  formula,  the  following  pertinent  questions: — 

1.  Will  your  Lordships  nuderUke  to  go  straight  tiii»n|^ 
the  paper  (where  the  rules  are  in  a  list)  without  poatnone- 
ment  of  cases  either  for  convenience  of  judges  or  conasel? 

2.  Will  counsel  undertake  not  to  pos^ne  cases  for  the 
convenience  of  each  othert 

3.  Will  the  judges  ensure  by  rule  that  attorneys  can  secure 
for  the  attendance  of  their  clerks  from  day  to  day,  in  the 
vain  hope  of  their  "case  coming  on,"  some  reasonable  re- 
muneration (say  SB  much  per  day  as  a  railway  narry)  i^  in 
order  to  avoid  the  "  disapproliation "  of  the  jadgeaand 
"  leading  members  of  the  bar,"  solicitors  attend  in  person  or 
by  clerk  to  "  supply  information  to  counsel,"  instead  of 
getting  a  nominu  fee,  if  anything,  for  the  attendance 
during  a  whole  term? 

When  the  abuses  indicated  by  these  questions  are  remedied, 
and  when,  moreover,  the  absiud  system  is  abrogated,  which 
allows  a  barrister,  through  his  clerk,  to  higgle  and  haggle 
with  an  attorney,  as  to  what  his  fees  in  a  particular  case  are 
to  be  (because  "  Mr.  Snooks,  Q.C ,  who  was  on  the  other 
side,  had  more  on  his  brief"),  and  yet  absolves  the  coonsel 
from  all  legal  liability  if  he  grossly  neglects  the  case  (say,  by 
never  coming  to  the  court  at  all),  upon  the  ridionloos  notion 
that  what  he  receives  is  an  honorarium,  with  not  the  smaUeet 
tinge  of  a  mercenary  payment  about  it;  I  have  no  doobtthat 
we  attorneys  will  be  able  to  appreciate  the  jnstico  of  the 
•<  disapprobation  "  expressed  in  this  and  other  matters.  Till 
then  it  savours  somewhat  of  high-handedness,  under  which 
the  professional  class  to  which  I  belong  may  well  chafe. 

A  PRAcrrnoioiR  of  Twbntt-Thxxk 
Ybabs'  Stahdwo. 

London,  Nov.  19. 

An  Appeal. 

Sir,— Will  you  kindly  permit  me  through  the  medioia 
of  your  paper  to  make  an  appeal  to  the  proftaaion  on 
behdf  of  a  very  old  and  most  respectable  practitioner  who, 
without  timely  assistance,  has  no  prospect  before  him,  bat 
the  workhouse. 

Mr.  Thomas  Francis  CreW  was  bom  in  ChebM  Hoa^tel, 
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and  has,  until  hii  leoent  removal  to  Falham,  always  resided 
in  Chelsea.  He  was  admitted  in  1839,  and  practised  first 
in  OiUd's-plaoe,  afterwards  at  38,  Essex-street,  and  latterly 
at  Staple-inn.  He  was  an  original  shareholder  in  the  Law 
Bodety,  hefore  its  incorporation  as  the  Law  Institution,  and 
he  has  since  continued  a  member  of  the  latter.  His  health  has 
been  £aiUng,  and  in  February  last  he  had  a  fall  in  Chancery- 
Ime,  and  Dr.  Goodrich  considers  he  will  never  be  able 
again  to  attend  to  business.  He  has  been  a  liberal  man 
to  others,  and  sayed  nothing  fbr  himself.  His  books  and 
fbmitare  will  only  su£Bce  to  discharge  his  Iiabilitie8,leaTing 
liim  qnite  destitute.  He  is  not  a  member  either  of  the  Law 
Asnciation  or  the  Solicitors'  Benevolent  Society.  His  old 
clients  have  died  off,  and  the  business  is  completely  worn 
oar,  so  that  there  is  nothing  which  can  be  made  available 
£}r  him. 

Snheeriptions  may  be  paid  to  T.  M.  Blome,  Esq.,  at 
Heasrs.  Cox  &  Oa's,  Charing-cross,  or  to 

Jno.  Mackkill. 

21,  Caonon-street,  London,  Nov.  24. 


Hbaovkb  op  Dajiaobs  fob  Kon-Dbuvbrt  or  Goods. 

Sir, — Accept  my  thanks  for  yoar  careful  editorial  note  to 
my  letter  on  this  subject.  There  were  ne  special  facts  not 
eovered  by  the  simple  statement  I  gave  in  your  last  issue. 
The  following  is  the  case  as  opened,  with  the  judge's  ruling 
theretm: — 

The  plaintiff,  on  the  8th  August,  1870,  purchased  from 
the  defendants'  agent  fi,000  lbs.  of  yam,  for  delivery  in 
-fomteen  days,  at  devenpence  per  pound. 

The  defendants  repnduted  their  agent's  contract,  and  re- 
fused to  deliver  the  yam.  The  plaintiff  insisted  on  de- 
livery and  in  default  entered  his  plaint  to  recover  the  dif< 
•ference  in  price  on  the  23rd  Aug^t,  1870,  the  market  having 
in  the  meantime  risen  to  12^.  per  pound. 

Before  the  plaintiff's  attorney  had  finished  his  opening, 
the  lodge  inquired,  "  Did  the  plaintiff  buy  goods  in  the 
market  to  replace  those  not  delivered  ? "  and,  on  a  reply 
being  given  in  the  negative,  his  Honour  immediately  said, 
■*  Then  he  cannot  recover."  He  was  subsequently  under- 
-atood  to  modify  this  by  saying,  "  The  plaintiff  can  only  re- 
cover nominal  damages ;  he  has  sustained  no  damage  unless 
he  has  twnght  again." 

I  am  emboldened  by  your  note  to  repeat  that  the  doctrine 
is  new  to  me.  Jno.  Coopbb. 

Manchester,  November  22. 

[Clearly  there  is  no  stated  rule  that  a  plaintiff  cannot 
recover,  or  can  recover  nominal  damages  only,  if  he  has  not 
jniTchased  elsewhere ;  it  is  only  that  the  purchase  elsewhere 
ijFords  an  easy  wa^  of  getting  at  the  measure  of  damaee 
Bortained,  a  fact  which  it  may  be  perfectly  possible  to  estalb- 
liah  aliimdt.  But  the  fact  of  plaintiff  not  having  purchased 
mig^  be  adduced  in  support  of  an  allegation  that  when  the 
lame  for  delivery  arrived  he  was  not  in  want  of  the  goods, 
sad  therefore  sustained  no  damage. — Ed.  S.  J.] 


OBITUABT. 


MR.  J.  H.  CLIFTON. 
Hr.  John  Hall  Clifton,  solicitor,  of  Worcester  (firm, 
Clifton  ft  Hooper),  died  at  that  city  on  the  1 5th  November. 
Th«  late  Hr.  Ctt^n  was  a  memDer  of  an  old  Worcester 
family,  which  had  for  several  generations  been  ofiSciaUy 
ccmneoted  with  the  Deanery  of  Worcester.  His  grand- 
father, who  held  the  office  of  receiver  of  rents  to  the  See  of 
Worcester,  and  also  to  the  Dean  and  Chapter,  died  in  1807. 
TTi«  &ther  held  the  same  offices  till  his  death  in  1833,  when 
he  wsus  sooceeded  by  his  son  (the  subject  of  this  notice),  who 
-was  admitted  a  proctor  and  notary  of  the  Consistory  Court 
in  Hay  of  that  year.  Mr.  Clifton  also  succeeded  his  father 
as  chapter  derk,  which  office  he  retained  till  his  death  ;  but 
he  remgned  the  receivership  on  the  appointment  of  Bishop 
Tepys  to  the  see,  in  1840.  Conjointly  with  his  partner,  Mr. 
A.  C.  Hooper,  he  was  registrar  of  the  diocese  of  Worcester, 
and  district  registrar  of  the  Court  of  Probate  in  that  city. 
Mr.  Clifton  was  a  member  of  the  old  Corporation  of  Wor- 
cester, and  served  in  varioos  municipal  offices ;  he  was  also 
one  of  the  oldest  city  magistrates,  having  been  placed  on 
the  commission  of  the  peace  in  the  year  1841.  He  was  never 
married,  and  his  only -surviving  brother  is  the  Bev.  George 
HiO  Clifton,  Sector  of  Ripple,  Worcestershire.  This  family  is 
deacended  firom  Sir  Gervase  Clifton,  of  Clifton,  near  Not- 


iiOCIETIES  ANDINSTITUnOirS. 

METROPOLITAN  AND  PROVINCIAL  LAW 
ASSOCIATION. 

COUNTT  COVBT  JUBISDICTION  JLUB  PEACnCK.* 

I  should  have  been  somewhat  diffident,  as  one  of  the 
yonmger  members  of  the  profession,  of  obtruding  any  remarks 
of  my  own  upon  the  attention  of  so  learned  a  body  of  gentie- 
men  as  I  see  assembled  around  me,  had  it  not  been  that 
circumstances  have  enabled  me  to  acquire  considerable  per- 
.sonal  knowledge  of  the  details  of  the  subject  upon  which  I 
propose  to  say  a  few  words. 

No  two  practitioners  can  differ  as  to  the  importance 
which  the  county  courts  as  local  tribunals  have  now  attained 
to ;  and,  however  much  we  may  (if  I  may  use  the  term) 
diragree  amonest  ourselves  npon  tiie  details  of  any  scheme 
for  tiie  extension  of  tiie  county  courts  jurisdiction,  or  tjie 
amelioration  of  the  county  court  practice,  in  this  much  we 
are  all,  at  least,  unanimous, — ^that  it  is  desirable  that  the 
defects  and  wants  at  present  existing  in  both  practice  and 
jurudiction,  should  be  pointed  out,  and,  so  far  as  practicable, 
remedied. 

At  the  time  of  their  first  establishment  in  1846,  the  pro- 
visions of  the  "  Small  Debts  Recovery  Act "  in  themselves, 
as  well  as  the  exposition  of  its  principles  which  was  made 
by  Lords  Lyndhurst  and  Brougham,  sufficiently  demonstrate 
that  their  then  objects  were  confined  to  the  speedy  re- 
covery of  small  debts  and  demands.  But  that  has  all  been 
changed  of  late  years.  The  restrictions  npon  the  jurisdic- 
tion of  the  courts  have  been  from  time  to  time  either 
altogether  or  in  part  removed,  and  a  class  of  actions  now 
habitually  comes  before  such  uf  the  conntir  courts,  at  least, 
as  are  established  in  large  commercial  and  ngrricultural  dis- 
tricts, which  was  never  contemplated  by  the  introducers  of 
the  original  measure.  That  this  is  so,  a  glance  at  the 
various  Acts  of  Parliament  passed  since  1846,  conferring 
jurisdiction  upon  the  country  courts  sufficiently  de- 
monstrates. In  due  succession  actions  for  debts  between 
£20  and  £50;  disputes  up  to  the  latter  amount  between 
members  of  friendly  societies ;  summary  procedure  npon 
bills  of  exchange,  a  large  and  important  equity  jurisdiction, 
an  admiralty  jurisdiction  which  only  requires  to  be  widely 
known  to  be  largely  taken  advantage  of ;  and  last,  but  not 
least,  an  exclusive  and  unlimitedjurisdiction  in  bankruptcy, 
are  certainly  great  strides  in  the  acquisition  of  a  statutory 
and  unusurped  jurisdiction  by  courts  whose  original  func- 
tions were  so  limited  m  those  of  the  county  courts ;  and  it 
seems  to  me  that  the  very  fact  of  these  successive  additions 
being  made  to  ^that  jurisdiction,  is,  in  itself,  a  sufficiently 
eloquent  testimony  to  the  efficient  working  of  the  local 
tribunals. 

Here,  then,  we  have,  at  least,  these  two  propositions  es- 
tablished— first,  that  the  county  courts  have  taken  a  firm 
hold  upon  the  sympathies  of  the  public ;  and  secondly,  that 
they  have  received  the  approbation  of  the  profession.  These 
two  facts  form  their  own  commentary,  and  it  only  remains 
for  us  who  recognise  such  fiuits  as  existent,  to  suggest  those 
improvements  and  alterations  which  our  experience  may  re- 
cognise as  desirable. 

This  is  not  the  place,  even  were  the  time  sufficient,  for  any 
inquiry  of  a  purely  theoretical  and  philosophical  kind,  and 
I  will,  therefore,  content  myself  in  the  few  reaurks  wbich  I 
am  about  to  make  with  pointing  out  those  wants  of  jurisdic- 
tion and  faults  of  practice  which  have  during  the  last  three 
years,  obtruded  themselves  upon  my  personal  attention. 

First,  then,  with  regard  to  the  question  of  pleading.  I 
am  aware  that  the  veiy  word  is  to  some  practitioners  o7  the 
reformed  school,  at  once  a  ghost  and  a  bugbear — a  ghost, 
because  it  appears  to  them  to  be  a  phantom  of  some  dead 
thing,  and  a  bugbear  because  it  seems  to  them  to  be  in 
itself;  if  vitality  still  remains  in  it,  a  standing  nuisance. 
'Whilst  admitting  that  a  large  class  of  cases  exists  in  which 

E leading  often  defeats  the  ends  of  justice,  I  must  neverthe- 
!8S  be  allowed  to  record  my  deliberate  conviction,  that  upon 
the  whole,  some  system  of  pleading  is  necessary  wherever  a 
question  (other  tlian  that  covered  by  the  "general  issue") 
exists  between  two  parties,  and  has  to  be  finally  adjudicated 
upon  by  a  court.  Both  to  the  plaintiff  and  to  the  defendant 
(supposing  both  to  be  honestiy  disposed)  the  introduction 
of  some  form  of  pleading  seems  in  every  cose  to  be  desirable 

*  A  paper  read  at  the  Metropolitan  and  Provincial  Law 
Association  on  tiie  11th  ult,  by  Mr.  M.  S.  Moselcy. 
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— desirable  to  the  defendant  because  it  infonos  him  of  the 
precise  thiof;  which  the  plaintiff  claims,  or  of  which  he 
complains, — important  to  the  plaintiff,  because  it  puts  him 
in  possession  of  the  exact  f^und  npon  which  the  defendant 
disputes  such  claim.  Although,  no  doubt^  the  introduction 
of  particulars  of  demand  has  served  to  some  extent  to  eu- 
lignten  defendants  (and,  I  say,  to  some  extent  only, 
because  these  particulars  prepared  by  plaintiffs  themselves, 
noaided  by  any  recognised  set  of  forms,  are  often  of  the 
most  va^e  and  inconclusive  character  which  it  is  possible 
to  conceive),  yet  as  regards  the  second  object  to  which  I 
have  alluded,  the  information  of  the  plaintiff,  the 
present  county  court  rules  afford  no  help  whatever.  It  is 
true  that  some  few  matters  have  to  be  specially  pleaded ;  but 
these  by  no  means  embrace  all  that  is  necessary.  As  a 
familiar  example  of  what  I  mean,  I  will  instance  the  case 
where  a  plaintiff  is  attempting  to  recover  a  sum  of  money 
due  for  goods  supplied,  ana  where  the  defence  reaUy  is  pay- 
ment. Now,  payment  (although  a  matter  strictly  in  con- 
fession and  avoidance)  need  not  be  pleadi^  in  the  county 
courts?  and  the  consequence  is  that  the  plaintiff,  who  may 
be  brought  against  his  will  from  a  great  distance  in  order 
to  sue  a  defendant  upon  his  own  ground,  brings  with  him  a 
host  of  witnesses  to  prove  that  which  he  would  very  reason- 
.-ibly  conceive  to  be  the  necessary  matters  for  him  to  esta- 
blish, namely,  proof  of  the  order  by  the  defendant  or  his 
recognised  agent— if  by  an  agent,  the  authority  of  the 
agpnt,  the  supply  of  the  goods,  their  delivery,  their  being 
according  to  order  or  sample,  and  the  fairness  or  reasonable- 
ness of  the  price  charged.  This  being  all  done,  and  the 
witnesses  being  all  assembled,  the  defendant  produces  from  his 
pocket  a  piece  of  paper  with  a  receipt  stamp  attached  to  it. 
This  receipt  may  be  genuine,  or  it  may  be  forged.  In  either 
case  the  plaintiff  is  almost  equally  hardly  dealt  with.    If 

ruine.  It  may  ha  ve  been  given  by  his  agent,  and  not  accounted 
to  him,  or  even  if  given  by  him  persoiukUy,  it  may,  by  a 
mere  accident,  or  the  lapse  of  time,  nave  escaped  his  recol- 
lection. If,  on  the  other  hand,  the  defendant  is  an  unscm- 
polous  or  dishonourable  person,  the  plaintiff  is  taken  at  the 
greatest  possible  disadvantage.  He  perhaps  may  not  have 
oome  himself  upon  the  spot,  not  being  a  necessary  witness  to 
prove  the  order  or  delivery,  and  I  think  I  am  within  bounds 
in  asserting  that  a  large  proportion  of  the  cases  in  whidi 
payment  is  relied  upon,  succeed  because  the  plaintiff  is  un- 
prepared for  the  defence  upon  which  the  defendant  really 
comes  into  court ;  and  tliis  defence  of  payment  is  only  one  of 
•everal  which  I  might,  if  time  were  accorded  me,  name  as  being 
in  the  interests  of  justice  necessary  to  be  disclosed  in  some 
Mcognised  form  of  pleading.  "Yes,"  I  fancy  I  hear 
some  ardent  law  reformer  exclaiming,  ' '  yon  wish  to  revive 
the  system  of  special  pleading ;  that  monstrous  web  of  l^al 
chicanery  into  which  so  many  unhappy  flies  have  unwit- 
tingly stumbled."  Now,  apart  from  the  fact  that  the 
pleading  rules  of  1853  have  greatly  simplified  the  rules  of 
pleading,  I  would  suggest  that  the  best  safeguard  against 
mere  technical  difficulties  arising  out  of  pleacung  would  be 
to  refrain  &om  providing  any  means  of  their  being  taken  an 
unfair  advantage  of.  In  the  superior  courts  if  a  declaration 
or  a  pleading  is  demurrable,  a  demurrer  is  generally  re- 
sorted to  for  the  simple  reason  that  if  successful  it  carries 
costs  with  it.  If  in  the  county  courts,  a  system  of  pleading 
being  established,  no  demurrers  were  allowed,  or  if  (which 
would  be  equally  efficacious)  no  costs  of  demurrers  were 
allowed,  we  should  hear  little  or  nothing  about  technical 
pleading  objections.  On  the  other  hand,  anything  that 
was  reauy  a  substantial  objection  would,  if  pleadings  of 
some  kind  or  other  were  imperative,  be  fully  weighed  and 
onsidered  before  the  parties  went  into  court. 

I  would  here  remark,  whilst  upon  the  subject  of  matters 
incidental  to  the  progress  of  the  suit,  that  it  seems  to  me 
very  desirable  that  many  of  the  provisions  of  the  Common 
Law  Procedure  A,ot,  1854,  whidi  were  omitted  to  be  in- 
cluded in  the  order  of  council  of  186S,  should  be  extended 
to  the  county  courts.  As  an  instance  of  this  I  would  givo 
the  case  of  suing  upon  a  lost  bill  or  note.  By  the  Act  of 
1854,  the  holder  of  a  bill,  who  has  lost  it,  is  enabled  to  sue 
upon  it,  notwithstanding  the  want  of  profeH  and  aytr,  upon 
complying  with  certain  conditions.  The  order  in  council 
of  1865  does  not  apply  this  particular  section  to  the  cOBnty 
courts,  and  the  consequence  is  that  a  person  holding  a  bill 
of  exchange  for  less  than  £20,  which  piece  of  paper  he  has 
had  the  misfortune  to  lose,  must,  if  he  requires  to  sue  npon 
the  bill,  do  so  in  one  of  the  superior  courts  and  pay  his  own 
CMti. 


The  provision  as  to  attachment  of  debts  seems  also  to  ma 
to  be  not  altogether  adequate  as  applied  to  the  county 
courts ;  and  I  can  see  no  sufficient  reason  why  equitable 
defences,  which  axe  allowed  to  be  pleaded  under  se(iion  8S 
of  the  Common  Law  Procedure  Act,  1854,  should  not  be 
allowed  in  the  county  courts. 

Another  series  of  alterations  in  the  practice  which  I 
would  very  strongly  advocate  has  been  already  stated  by 
me  to  a  small  section  of  the  profession,  in  an  article  which 
was  published  some  time  since,*  and  as  the  article  in  ques- 
tion exaoUy  expresses,  upon  some  points,  the  views  which  I 
still  entertain,  I  crave  the  permission  of  my  present 
auditors  to  refer  to  it 

"  The  Legislature  "  (I  wrote  in  1869)  <•  has  thought  fit 
to  exact,  in  effect,  that  no  order  of  commitment  diall  be 
issued  unless  the  question  of  the  defendant's  ability  to  pay 
has  been  previously  decided  by  the  judge  himself ;  the 
necessary  consequence  of  which  is,  that  every  judgment 
summons  has  to  be  separately  heud  and  considered  by 
him.  To  those  who  are  at  all  acquainted  with  the  praotiou 
working  of  the  County  Courts  Acts,  tho  immense  waste  of 
time  and  patience  thus  occasioned  is  but  too  well  known. 
The  small  race  of  money-lenders  and  '  duffers,'  who  make 
the  courts  a  regular  part  of  their  business  system,  issue 
judgment  summonses  by  shoals  against  that  miserable  claai 
of  improvident  artisans  by  whom  they  chiefly  live ;  and  the 
pertinacity  of  the  judgment  creditor  in  insisting  that  his 
customer  can  afford  to  pay  two  shillings  a-week  is,  as  a  role, 
only  equalled  by  the  perseverance  of  the  judgment  debtor 
in  his  attempts  to  show  that  the  payment  of  eighteenpenoe 
is  the  extreme  limit  of  possibility  to  him.  Meanwhile,  the 
judge  has  to  calm  the  generous  wrath  of  the  oombatantii 
and,  at  the  end  perhaps  of  a  quarter  of  an  hour,  '  split  the 
difference  '  by  making  an  order  for  one  and  ninepenoe. 
This  ridiculous  system  affects  most  injuriously  the  pro- 
per suitors  of  the  court.  Owing  to  the  intenninaUe 
number  of  judgment  debtor  summonses,  half  the  cause  list 
has  oftentimes  to  stand  adjourned  for  the  convenience  of 
the  Court,  and  suitors  and  their  witnesses  coming  from  a 
distance  are  frequently  compelled  to  waste  three  or  four 
days  in  fruitless  attendances  before  their  cause  can  be 
heard.  Many  of  the  judges,  it  is  well  known,  feel  very 
strongly  upon  this  point ;  and,  indeed,  the  reason  why  the 
registrw  or  his  depnty  should  not  be  held  competent  to 
decide  a  class  of  cases  which  call  for  nothing  beyond  a  little 
common  sense  in  their  adjudication,  is  one  of  those  numerous 
mysteries  which  lurk  in  the  dark  comers  of  St.  Stephen's 
Hall.  The  evil,  great  as  it  even  now  is,  it  must  be  borne  in 
mind  is  an  increasing  one.  Since  the  Ist  of  January, 
1870,  when  ilie  Act  for  the  Abolition  of  Imprisonment  for 
Debt  came  into  operation,  judgment  summonses  in  the 
county  courts  will  become  more  than  ever  a  favourite  mode 
of  enforcing  payment  of  debts.  The  list  of  judgment  sum- 
monses will  swell  to  more  and  more  portentous  dimennons, 
and  ultimately  (unless  some  sush  alteration  as  that  here 
advocated  is  made)  these  applications  for  commitment  will 
occupy  more  than  half  the  time  of  the  judges,  and  com- 
pletely clog  the  judicial  machinery  of  the  county  oonrtt. 

"Judgment  summonses,  although  perhaps  the  greatest, 
are  not  the  only  nuisance  of  this  nature  fostered  by  the 
present  system.  Owing  to  that  absence  of  pleadings  which 
has  been  before  adverted  to,  an  immense  mass  of  business 
comes  before  the  judge  in  which  no  legal  question  is  in- 
volved, and  the  onlv  matter  for  decision  is  whether  or  not 
the  tradesman  has  charged  a  fair  price  for  his  warra.  TtM 
judges  attempt,  so  far  as  they  can,  to  g^  rid  of  this  class  of 
oases  by  suggesting  references  ;  but  where  either  party  is 
obstinate,  and  dechnes  to  submit  to  arbitration,  they  nave 
no  help  for  it  but  to  laboriously  and  elaborately  conrider 
matters  which  any  practical  tradesman  might  decide  in  the 
twinkling  of  an  eye.  Three  or  four  lay  assessors  attaohsd 
to  each  court  might  entirely  clear  th«  cause  lists  of  all  such 
questions  as  these,  if  it  was  once  enacted  that  wherever  the 
matter  in  dispute  between  plaintiff  and  defendant  con- 
sists entirely  of  accounts  or  questions  as  to  price,  quantity,  or 
value,  the  defendant  elhall  be  compellable  to  plea^  the  same 
five  dear  days  before  hearing,  and  that  the  judge  ahould 
thereupon  have  absolute  power  to  remit  liie  same  to  one  of 
the  assessors  of  the  court.  The  trifling  expenae  inddent  to 
this  course  would  be  amply  compensated  by  the  convenienoe 
and  saving  of  time  which  would  thereby  aoome  to  the 
suitors.    In  the  superior  courts  the  utility  of  the  diaue- 
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tJonary  power  ipren  some  few  jean  linoe  to  the  jadgea,  of 
xefennig  qoeenoiis  coiniBting  '  aubstantUIly  of  matt^  of 
aoooimt  to  the  sittiog  maaten  of  the  courts,  has  been 
amwnaQT'  aoknowledged. 

"  Deaoending  from  the  judge  to  the  registrar,  a  yariety  of 
details  call  for  amendment,  bat  theee  ate  for  tiie  most  part 
ao  pwsly  toflhnioal  in  obariwiter  aa  hardlj  to  bear  diioaision 
in  thia  ^aee.  One  great  and  orying  eril,  howerer,  must  be 
meotioned — the  present  system  of  taxing  costs.  Monstrous 
-as  it  may  appear  to  the  nninitiated,  the  registrar  is  not 
feonnd  to  infiinn  the  losing  party  as  to  the  time  and  place 
of  taxation,  and  in  many  districts  it  is  the  reprehensible 
fnustioe  of  the  tegiatran  to  tax  costs  in  the  abeenoe  of  the 
wu^  most  affected.  A  case  of  this  nature  in  one  of  the 
Welah  courts,  came  reoentlT  within  the  writer's  experience. 
In  that  case  an  action  was  brought  for  an  amount  exceed- 
ing jG20,  the  plaintiff  and  defendant  living  at  a  distance 
from  eadi  othBr.  At  the  trial  both  parties  were  profes- 
sionally reiffeaented,  and  the  pluntiff  obtained  a  verdict 
The  fint  intimation  as  to  the  costs  of  the  action  received 
from  the  court  was  an  order  against  the  defendant  for  about 
£18  or  £19  costs,  with  an  intimation  that  unless  the  same 
were  immediately  paid,  execution  would  issue.  The 
ngistrar  had  taxed  these  costs  without  notice  to  and  in  the 
ahaence  of  the  defendant  and  his  attorney,  and  had  allowed 
many  items  which  were  dearly  excessive  and  improper ;  nor 
had  he  even  supplied  the  defendant  with  a  copy  of  the  bQI 
of  ooeta,  which  was  indeed  only  obtained  after  taxation 
thiongh  the  courtesy  of  the  solioitor  on  the  other  side. 
This  h^pened  just  before  the  rising  of  the  court  for  the 
vmeation,  and  owing  to  that  circumstance,  and  to  the  fact 
that  the  defendant  uved  some  two  hundred  miles  £rom  the 
district  in  question,  he  was  practically  without  a  remedy. 
Tbo  iniquity  of  such  a  system  as  this  is  self-evident.  It  is, 
however,  only  fiur  to  add  that  in  many  districts  the 
ngistnis  rolontarily  do  that  which,  the  writer  contends, 
*  tbey  ahonld  be  compellable  to  do,  and  afford  to  the  party 
who  will  have  to  pay  the  costs  the  opportunity  of  subject- 
ing them  to  a  proper  revision." 

With  regard  to  the  question  of  the  high  bailiff  and  his 
duties^  which  form  an  important  feature  in  the  administra- 
tive departmrait  of  the  coonty  courts,  I  have  formerly  ex- 
foaaseaa  vetj  strong  opinion  that  in  actions  of  debt  the^ 
creditors,  plamtiffs  in  the  county  courts,  should  have  the 
option  of  personally  serving  their  debtors.    My  reasons  for 
<wing  to  that  cooelasion  were  two-fold — the  first  being 
thst,  without  bemg  uncharitable,  it  is  hardly  possible  to 
msiat  the  caoclnsion  that  occasionally  the  underbaiU^  and 
their  aasistants  are  wilfully  blind  to  the  whereabouts  of 
daMon  of  whom  they  have  any  knowledge ;  and  the  second 
'  iMing  that,  however  honestly  msposed  they  may  be  they  are 
themaelTes  often  subject  to  imposition  from  the  fact  of  their 
haing',  at  all  events  in  the  larger  districts,  necessarily  unac- 
quainted in  many  instances  with  the  persons  whom  they 
are  about  to  serve.    My  views  upon  this  subject,  however, 
have  sinoe  been  modified.    The  temptation  to  commit  perjury 
would,   I  am  afraid,   in  too  many  cases  be  irresistible  to 
fcandnlen tly-disposed  plaintifib.     Were  the  plaintiff  to  be 
alloved  himself,  or  by  his  own  agent,  to  serve  the  defendant 
tt  wonld  aoon  be  found  that  many  unhappy  defendants  would 
have  judgments  entered  against  them  without  ever  having 
beao  aerrad  with  any  summons  whatever,  and  this  notwith- 
standing the  most  stringent  provisions  that  could  possibly 
ba  densed  for  the   pupoee  of   establishing   the  fact  of 
fka  aervioe  npon  oath.      It  is  true  the  defendant  in  all 
sacb  caata  would  have  the  option  of  moving   to  rescind 
Am  judgment ;  but  this  is  a  process  which  many  of  them 
•cud  eitlier  be  too  poor,  too  ignorant,  or  too  hard  pressed, 
to  leaoit  to ;  and  the  consequence  would  be,  I  am  fully  con- 
viaeed,  an  amount  of  inoonvenience,  of  oppression,  and  of 
srardal,  snoh  as  would  be  in  no  way  compensated  by  the 
ferilitiwa  which  would  thereby  be,   doubtless,  afforded  to 
'  tintiffs.    I  have  spoken  Qkvs  at  length  upon  this 
subject,  because  I  have,  upon  one  or  two  occa- 
pablialy  enressed  a  different  opinion.    My  present 
impitasiop,  arrived  at  after  much  anxious  consideration  of 
tha  aobject,  is  that  whatever  the  inconveniences  of  the  pre- 
Hnt  ayatem  may  be  (and  that  they  are  many  I  can  myself 
bear  teatimony  to),  it  will  on  the  whole  be  the  lesser  evil 
<d  tte  two  to  allow  the  service  of  county  court  summonses 
to  (est  with  some  responsible  official.    The  present  position 
of  the  high  baiHff  and  hia  subordinates  certainly  requires 
la-ewiaidwation  and  re-ai^'ustment    I  have  spoken  to  more 
Smb  cb*  of  the  oounty  court  judges  upon  the  subject,  and 


they  have  informed  me  of  that  which,  but  for  their  assur- 
ance, I  could  hardly  have  credited,  namely,  that  the  bailiff 
is  not  in  any  way  subject  to  the  control  of  the  county  court 
judge,  beyond  that  phantom  of  authority  which  consists  in 
the  power  of  a  judge  to  commit  for  contempt.  A  high  bailiff 
is,  practically  speaking,  responsible  to  no  one  except  the 
head  authorities  in  London.  It  would,  I  cannot  but  think, 
be  very  expedient  to  make  the  high  bailiff  either  directly 
or  indirectly  subordinate  to  lae  r^istrar,  and  thus 
establish  this  principle — that  every  officer  of  the  court 
should  be  ultimately  responsible  to  nis  head  and  chief,  the 
judge  of  that  court 

The  consideration  of  this  subject  must  necessarily  depend 
npon  the  prior  elucidation  of  two  problems,  which  are  now 
prominently  before  the  profession.  I  allude  to  the  question  of 
the  abolition  of  circuits,  and  the  fusion  of  the  two  branches — 
solicitors  and  barristers.  I  intend  to  say,  on  this  occasion, 
nothing  upon  either  of  these  heads,  except  this — that,  pre- 
suming the  circuits  are  to  be  abolished  (as  to  the  expediency 
of  which,  as  I  have  before  said,  I  offer  no  opinion  whatever), 
it  is  self-evident  that  the  county  courts  will  become  the  only 
local  tribunals.  This  being  so,  a  new  code  of  practice  will 
be  of  course  engrafted  upon  a  practically  undefined  and  un- 
limited jurisdiction.  But,  taking  the  other  side  of  the 
matter,  and  looking  to  the  supposition  that  the  present 
system  of  assizes  and  circuits  is  to  be  upheld,  it  seems  to 
me  (speaking  with  all  possible  deference)  that  the  jurisdic- 
tion of  the  cou  nty  courts  must  still  be  considerably  extended 
before  they  can  become  thoroughly  efficient  A  few  in- 
stances I  will  mention ;  and,  first,  I  am  free  to  confess  that 
the  reason  which  still  operates  to  exclude  actions  of  breach 
of  promise  of  marriage  from  the  iurisdictiou  of  the  county 
courts  has  yet  to  be  clearly  defined  to  make  it  acceptable  to 
the  minds  of  many  persons  who  have  occasion  to  thmk  upon 
the  subject  I  can  quite  understand  that  previous  to  Mr. 
Denman's  Act  it  was  deemed  inexpedient  to  allow  the 
county  courts  to  try  questions  in  'miich  very  nice  points 
of  law  with  regard  to  evidence  might  arise ;  out  now  that 
breach  of  promise  is  relegated  to  precisely  the  same  position 
as  that  occupied  by  any  other  action  ex  coutractu,  now  that 
pl^tiff  and  defendant  are  allowed  to  go  into  the  witness- 
box  and  depose  to  the  facts  of  their  own  case,  I  can  see  no 
reason  wl^  the  county  courts  should  not  try  actions  of  that 
nature.  On  the  other  hand  I  see  every  day  instances  in 
which  young  girls  of  the  poorer  class  of  life  have  sustained 
g^evous  injuries  at  the  hands  of  men  in  their  own  station ; 
whilst  under  the  present  order  of  things  tliey  are  entirely 
unable  to  bring  their  wrongs  before  a  court  of  justice.  If 
the  action  of  breach  of  promise  of  marriage  is  to  be  con- 
tinned  at  all,  it  certainly  seems  to  me  to  be  expedient  to 
extend  its  pains  and  peuallies  to  all  classes  of  the  com- 
munity. A  seducer  or  a  promise-breaker  is  no  less  a  person 
to  be  visited  by  the  strong  arm  of  the  law  because  he  hap- 
pens to  be  dro£Eed  in  fustian  instead  of  broadcloth. 

The  various  actions  of  tort  seem  also  to  me  to  require  to 
be  brought  within  the  cognisance  of  the  county  courts. 
Why  malicioaa  prosecution  should  be  excluded  whilst  false 
imprisonment  is  admitted  seems  to  me  to  be  very  extra- 
ordinary, the  more  so  as  the  line  which  separates  the  two 
is  of  tie  slightest  possible  description.  I  may  mention 
as  coming  within  my  own  experience  a  very  recent  case, 
where  an  action  of  mlse  imprisonment  was  tried  in  one  of 
the  neighbouring  county  courts,  when  the  presiding  judge, 
althon^  an  admirable  and  well-read  lawyer,  was  of 
opinion  that  the  evidence  disclosed  an  action  for  malicious 
prosecution,  and  nonsuited  the  plaintiff  thereupon.  On 
appeal  to  the  Common  Pleas,  the  Court  in  banco  reversed 
tiie  learned  judge's  decision,  and  that  very  eminent  jurist 
and  lawyer,  Mr.  Justice  Willee,  upon  that  occasion  laid 
down  a  definition  which  had  evidently  escaped  the  learned 
judge  who  tried  the  case,  as  to  the  distinction  which  existed 
between  Uie  two  classes  of  actions  ;  but,  although  the  pre- 
vious cases  may  not  have  fully  established  the  distinction 
which  really  exists  between  malicious  prosecution  and  fUso 
imprisonment,  it  does  certainly  seem  to  me  that  no  satis- 
factory reason  could  be  cited  to  show  why  they  should  not 
both  be  equally  within  the  Jurisdiction  of  the  coimty  courts. 

Another  action  which  I  think  should  be  added  to  the 
jurisdiction  is  that  of  seduction,  and  this  seems  to  me  to  be 
the  more  necessary,  inasmuch  as  it  is  ^uite  possible  that  the 
action  may  now  be  in  reality  tried  m.  the  coimty  courts, 
though  under  a  different  name.  I  may  eicplain  what  I 
mean  by  referring  to  the  recent  action  tried  at  Cardiff,  in 
whidi  a  person  sued  for  damages  for  the  ah4uction,  oil 
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nther  for  tiie  entdcemefnt  of  his  daughter.  An  action  for 
enticement  is,  as  Mr.  Baron  Channel!,  who  tried  the  case 
observed,  somewhat  rare,  but  as  it  is  olearly  one  of  these 
actions  which  is  not  excluded  from  the  jurisdiction  of  the 
county  courts,  I  think  it  is  at  least  open  to  some  question, 
whether  a  man  whose  daughter  or  servant  has  been  taken 
Away  by  a  seducer  from  his  house  may  not  be  able  to  sna- 
tain  a  plaint  in  the  county  covirt  for  the  enticement  of  his 
daughter,  expressly  waiving  any  seduction  consequent  upon 
or  leading  to  such  enticement.  Now  it  seems  to  me,  if  my 
view  is  correct,  that  this  is  a  very  substantial  reason  why 
the  action  of  seduction  should  be  extended  to  the  county 
courts,  because  it  certainly  would  be  a  most  monstrous 
anomaly  to  allow  a  plaintiff  to  maintain  his  action  when  his 
servant  had  been  actually  removed  from  his  premises,  and 
not  to  allow  it  in  the  still  more  gross  case,  where  she  has 
remained  upon  his  premises  and  brought  disgrace  upon  his 
family.  Besides  all  this,  as  I  have  before  said,  in  referring 
to  the  action  of  breach  of  promise  of  marriage,  the  reason 
seems  hard  to  find  why  a  person  should  be  exempt  from  all 
the  consequences  of  his  wrongful  actions  because  ho  is  un- 
able to  pay  the  costs  of  an  expensive  litigation. 

The  last  of  the  actions  ex  thlieto  to  Trtiich  I  will  allude 
are  those  of  libel  and  slander,  and  although  I  am  aware 
that  many  of  the  profession  are  of  opinion  Qiat  it  would  be 
undesirable  to  render  the  access  to  the  courts  too  facile  to 
those  whose  susceptibilities  are  wounded  by  mere  words,  it 
seems  to  me  that  whatever  abuses  the  system  might  bring 
with  it  (and  doubtless  there  would  be  found  many  specu- 
lative plaintiff's  to  bring  unsustainable  or  trivial  actions 
against  substantial  defendants),  still  the  danger  of  allow- 
ing the  poorer  class  of  people  such  extreme  license  of  lan- 
guage as  the  absence  of  any  corrective  in  the  shape  of 
county  court  actions  at  present  induce.s,  appears  to  mo  upon 
every  groimd  extremely  undesirable.  If  prudence  and 
decency,  and  regard  for  the  feelings  of  others,  do  not  deter 
a  man  from  the  use  of  violent,  unjustifiable,  and  disgracefij 
lai«:uage  and  imputations,  a  regard  for  his  own  snufi  means 
ana  for  the  exposure  and  incouvenienco  which  an  action  in 
his  own  neighbourhood,  and  upon  the  very  spot  where  the 
slander  originated  may  bring  ui)on  him,  may  serve  to  more 
effectually  prevent  such  consequences.  And  again,  the  very 
fact  of  the  action  being  tried  in  the  immediate  neighbour- 
hood where  the  slander  or  libel  originated,  seems  to  me  to 
be  a  very  strong  argument  in  favour  of  conferring  upon  the 
local  courts  jurisdiction  in  such  cases. 

I  regret  if  I  have  trespassed  unduly  upon  your  time  in 
making  these  observations,  or  if  I  should  appear  to  have 
been  d^matic  where  I  earnestly  desire  to  be  only  sugges- 
tive. But,  whatever  reception  this  paper  may  meet  wi&  at 
the  hands  of  those  who  are  so  fully  qualified  to  pronounce 
upon  it,  and  whom  I  see  around  me,  I  shall  be  happy  if  it 
only  leads  to  some  consideration  of  the  matters  which  are 
embraced  in  it,  and  some  of  which  certainly  demand  the 
scrioos  attention  of  our  common  profession. 


by  the  Chairman,  the_  question  was  put  to  the  rote,  >d 
decided  in  the  affirmative  by  a  large  miyority. 


LAW  STUDENTS  DEBATING  SOCIETY. 
_  At  the  meeting  of  this  society,  on  Tuesday,  the  22nd 
in«t.,  Mr,  L.  Hunter  in  the  chair,  the  question  for  discussion 
was  No.  461  Legal—"  Is  the  dedication  to  the  public  of  a 
right  of  way,  subject  to  a  right  in  the  owner  of  the  soil  to 
plough  it  up  at  proper  seasons,  good  in  law  f  " 

Mr.  Hepburn  opened  the  debate,  and  the  question  was 
decided  unanimously  in  the  aflbmatire. 


MANCHESTER  LAW  STUDENTS    DEBATING   SO- 
CIETY. 

A  meeting  of  this  society  was  held  at  the  Law  Society's 
Rooms,  on  the  9th  inst,  W.  H.  Guest,  Esq.,  in  the  chair. 
The  following  was  the  question  for  disoussion: — "Is  it 
expedient  to  amalgamate  the  two  branches  of  the  profes- 
sion ?  "  Mr.  Edwards  and  Mr.  Bradshaw  in  the  affirmative, 
Mr.  Leigh  and  Mr.  Grundy  in  the  negative.  After  some 
discussion,  the  question  was  decided  io  the  negative,  by  a 
large  majority.  o        ,    j 

An  ordinary  meeting  of  this  society  was  held  on  Wednes- 
^y,  tho23rd  inst,  in  the  Law  Society's  Rooms,  Manchester, 
G.  F.  Wharton  ,  Esq,,  in  the  chair.  The  question  for 
discussion  was,  "  Does  a  warranty  attach  for  the  sale  of 
goods  m  a  shop  out  of  London  ?  "  In  the  affirmative,  Mr 
Wortii  and  Mr.  Samner ;  in  the  negative,  Mr.  Bowden  and 
Mr.  Bigg.  The  question  wa«  well  discussed,  and  after  the 
Uw  with  regard  to  warranties  had  been  elaborately  explained 


LIVERPOOL    LAW   STUDENTS'   DEBATINa 
SOCIETY. 

At  a  meeting  of  this  Society  held  on  Tuesday,  the  17th 
day  of  November  inst.,  Mr.  AJsop  in  tiie  chair,  Ur.  T.  E. 
Paget,  the  Liverpool  District  Prothonotary  of  the  Com- 
mon Fleas  at  Lancaster,  read  a  paper  entitled  "  The  Kanied 
Women's  Property  Act,  1870."  A  discuecion  foUoved  at 
the  same,  in  which  several  of  the  members  took  part.  lb. 
Paget  in  replying,  drew  the  attantiou  of  the  memben  to 
the  advantage  they  enjoyed  over  other  country  law  its- 
dents,  in  having  local  courts  for  the  administration  of  eqmt; 
and  common  law  situate  in  their  midst,  and  likewise  to  m 
facilities  offered  of  learning  practical  conveyancing,  by  «&■ 
son  of  the  diversity  of  tenure  which  existed  in  and  aioimd 
Liverpool.  A  vote  of  thanks  to  Mr.  Paget  condaded  the 
business  of  the  evening. 


LAW  STUDENTS'  JOUENAL. 

CANDIDATES  WHO  PASSED  THE  FINAL  EXAMI- 
NATION. 
Miehaelnuu  Term,  1870. 

Nunc  of  Candidate.  To  whom  Articled,  AnigMd,  U. 

Argyle,  Thomas.jun T.  Argyle. 

Asoroft,  Alfred  Edward R.  Ascroft. 

Atter,  Edward A.  Helder. 

Badger,  Arthnr  Sydney J.  Moody. 

Bailey,  Edward  Horsman  ...  E.  Bailey. 

Baker,  William  Martin E.  H.  Adoock ;  G.  Becke. 

Bayliffe,  Alfred   C.P.Wood. 

Biokerton,  Joseph  Jones A.  S.  Hurford. 

Bird,  Henry  Lyster G.  W.  0.  Dean;  C.  F.  B«» 

binson. 

Block,  William  Chandler  ...  B.  P.  Grimsey. 

Bownass,  John  Titterington  J.  H.  Taylor ;  J.  Fiaher. 

Bradley,  Alfred  Matthew   ...  H.  Barker. 

Brodribb,  Uriah  Bower,  B.A.  E.  B.  Randall. 

Brooghall,  Robert   H.  Davies. 

Browne,  George  Richard  ...  J.  A.  WUd. 

Browne,  Leonard  Drage J.  W.  H.  Crane. 

Burton,  Thomas  W.Stewart. 

Campbell,  James  Charles  ...  G.  W.  B.  WainwrighL 

CantC  Edward  E.  L.  Pugh. 

CaxsiaUte,  John  Barham,  B.A.  J.  H.  B.  Carslake. 

Chapman,  Stanley  T.  Goffey. 

Charlton,  John  Charles  H.  C.  Fox  ;  W.  Adams,  jan* 

Clarke,  Henry  Charles   R.  Clarke. 

Cockbum,  William   Hunter  J.  W.  Hewlett 

Coward,  Cecil  Allen    G.  Thomas. 

Crosbv,  George    J.  Kilby ;  T.  W.  Goldriag. 

Daniel,  Henry  Beauchamp...  A.  Cox. 

Davies,  Evan,  M.A W.  E.  Smith. 

Davies,  Richard  J.  H.  HilL 

Davis,  Edward  Amphlett  ...  M.  Curtler. 

Deedes,  Bouverie B.  J.  L.  Frere. 

Dimond,  Charles  Baker C.  J.  Dimondl 

Dowling,  Thomas  Skipton...  W.  Evans. 

Downes,  Edward A.  W.  White. 

Eagles,  Edward  Duncombe...  J,  Evans. 

Engall,  John  Anthony   R.  H.  Home. 

Esseiy,  Albert J.  H.  Clifton;  G.  L.  Gag; 

W.  Plnmmer. 

EvanSj  Arthur G.  E.  Digby. 

Ewing,  John  Ducker  J.  Bridgman. 

Farebrother,  Francis  Edwin 

Essington W.  D.  H.  Oehme. 

Gaisford,  Edward  Sands W.  Gaisford. 

Gardner,  Cnthbert  J.  Calloway. 

Gee,  Thomas T.  G.  Edwards. 

Greaves,  Benjamin B.  Burdekin,  jon. 

Green,  Edwin  W.  J,  Paterson ;  J.  T.  P»tet- 

son. 

Gurdon,  Vero  William   J.  F.  Robinson. 

Hall,  Charles  John J.Hall. 

Hamond,     Thomas     AsQey 

Horace,  B.A. H.  W.  Birch. 

Hannan,  James    C.  E.  Bretherton. 

Hanne,  Thomas  Amndell  ...  R.  N.  Howard. 

Harvie,  .Arthur  Gongh O.  L.  Hills. 
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Mime  of  CudUata.  To  vhom  Articled,  Asogned,  &c. 

Eailewood,  Edwaid  William, 

jm £.W.Haalewood;F.  Tuner. 

Hearfield,  Thomas  Ward  ...  J.  Hearfleld,  jon. 

Hickman,  William  John    ...  W.  Hickman. 

Holcroft,  Thomas  William...  W.  F.  Holoroft. 

Hoftaff8,JolmBimyne  Arthur  J.  Tatiook. 

HoaUUtch,  Edvard  Holroyd  C.  J.  Follett. 

Howell,  Frederick  Bobert ...  J.  O.  Sees. 

Jtekmcm,  Edwin F.  W.  H.  Batbe. 

JohnaoD.  G«0fg8  William  ...  O.  D.  Stilebard. 

Jakea,Ewart   B.  Wells. 

Kittov,  Bichaid  H.  H.  Gibson;  R.  E.  Moore ; 

J.  W.  Wilson. 

Labron,  Thomas,  jun. J.  Frond. 

Late,  Francis  Ceoil H.  J.  Davis ;  H.  H.  Becking* 

ham. 

Lear,  Upperton    R.  Holmes. 

Lewis,  Biohord  Shipley J.  F.  Lewis. 

Lidiaid,John   A.Walker. 

Lowe,  William H.Atkinson. 

Lacas,  Charles J.  Vines. 

HaboD,  William  Henry  Cart- 

landt  T.V.Roberts. 

Uakio,  Bobert  Henry W.  Blaokmore. 

Hanisty,  Henry  Clayton    ...  B.  R.  Deee. 

Uaideet,  John C.  Adderley. 

Haiplea,  Benjamin  Linng- 

stone B.  Burdekin,  inn. 

UiitiD,  PhiUip    U.  S.  Tatham. 

Maton,  Iieonard  James,  B.A.  J.  Maokrell. 

Ifayer,  Francis  Creed W.  Keary. 

MeaUn,  Henry  Myers    H.Godwin. 

MOls,  Harry J.  P.  Shepherd. 

KiOs,  Thomas  Charles    H.  S.  L.  Hnssey;  C.Mere- 
dith, jun. 

Morris,  Charles  Edward L.  Morris. 

Ndson,  Joseph  Bonn E.  Whitworth ;  C.  Fiddey, 

Newborn.  George    T.  Taylor. 

OQaid,  Walter  Farmery W.  L.  Ollard. 

Paey,Geoige    T.  W.  Denman. 

Page,  Samuel  Wells    J.    H.    Thurafield;   T.    C. 

F&WCGtta 

Fatbick,  Charles  James C.  E.  Ward. 

Peokbam.  William  B.  Peckham. 

Phillips,  George  Herbert  ...  S.  Hall. 

PisMs^  Frauds  Edmund S.  P.  Freeman;  F.  C.  Piesse. 

Plant,  Edward  Henry B.  Evans. 

Pritchard,    Thomas  Hench-  H.  O.  Pritchard. 

man   

Bichardson,  Henry J.  p.  Shepherd. 

Bichardson,  Thomas  Foolds  W.  Tilly. 

Bobinaon,  Baisbeck  Welford  J.  H.  Bolton. 

Sainsbnry,    George  Edward  T.   W.  Gibbs,  jun.;  T.  W. 
„,       .  Gibbs,  sen. ;  J.  Pilgrim. 

Salmon,  Edward    Augustus  H.  A.  Salmon. 

Sasdfind,  Henry S.  Potter! 

Satow,     Samnel     Augustus 

J*»*»   J.  Hollams  ;  G.  Thomas. 

Senior,  Joe.  G.Harrison. 

Sbaoklock,  Thomas  Harvey  T.  H.  Shacklook  (deceased) ; 

H.  M  Burt. 

ShilUtoe,  Francis J.  J.  Stokes. 

Smock,  Henry  Charles F.  Venn. 

Smth,  Castle   J.  Booker  ;  T.  Paine. 

Soith,  RadcUffe  William    ...  W.  Radoliffe. 

Smith,  Seddon  Bowman   ...  D.  Evans. 

Smytii,  Thomas  Henry  N.  Learoyd. 

Sautter,  Henry  Oldham  B.A.  F.  Weatherall. 

Standlay,  Frederick  William  W.  H.  Tillett. 

Stavena, George Alden    H.B.Miller. 

Soounerfaayea^  Thomas  Chas.  W.  D.  H.  Oehme. 

Swayns,  William  Henry   ...  C.  E.  Beacon. 

Teny,  John  Frederick  J.  Terry. 

Teller,  Bichaid  Seddon B.  Toller. 

Turner  William W.  T.  Middleton;    R.  W. 

Litchfield. 

Walker,  BdwardBoUnsoD...  J.J.  P.  Moody;  R.  Bowell. 

yfsAnaixta,  Fraads    B.  Heaton. 

Ward,  Benjamin W.  G.  Ravenor. 

Way,  Bemy  Cave  W,  A.  Way. 

Wemi,  laonel  Arthur B.  P.  Gbnmsey. 

WriUiBiaa,     niomaa    Chris- 

tqbw    W.  CDavies. 


Kame  of  Candidate.  To  whom  Articled,  Assigned,  fto, 

Wilson,  John  Henry    T.  F.  Inman  ;  W.  Stacey. 

Winkworth,  George  Cecil ...  S.  Busby. 

Winter,  Edwin W.  H.  Ashurst. 

Woodman,  Thomas  Benjamin  W.  &  B.  Woodman. 

CALLS  TO  THE  BAB. 
MiDDiiB  Tbhple,  Nov.  17. — Archibald  Brown,  M.A., 
University  of  Edinburgh,  and  B.A.,  Christ  Church,  Oxford; 
holder  of  a  certiiicate  of  honour  awarded  by  the  Coaucil  of 
Legal  Education  in  Trinity  Term,  1870;  Charles  John 
Sugme,  B.  A.,  University  of  London,  and  of  the  Irish  Bar  ; 
John  MacDoQgall  Jojr,  of  Trinity  College,  Dublin;  Henry 
Bampton,  B.A.,  Christ's  Colle^  Cambridge,  and  B.A. 
Trinity  College,  Oxford;  Francu  Henning  Pain,  LL.B., 
Trini^  Hall,  Cambridge ;  George  Randolph  Kennedy, 
B.  A.,  Brasenose  College,  Oxford ;  David  Sutherland, 
Charles  Eugene  Velge,  Richard  Jamea  Qoin,  B.A.,  LL.B., 
Trinity  CoUege,  Dublin ;  Charles  William  Hoskin,  Edwin 
Pears,  LL.B.,  University  of  London,  Exhibitioner  in  Con- 
stitutional Law  and  Le«tl  History,  July,  1870 ;  William 
Chaunell  BoviU,  Edwin  Bathurst,  William  Ueigh  Goodman, 
B.A.,  University  of  London ;  Arnold  de  Beer  Buuchson, 
Edward  Morehead  Wood;  Alfred  Beamish,  B.A.,  Trinity 
College,  Dublin;  Frantois  Stanislas  Edoard  Pelte;  Edward 
Walker  Brandard  Malkin  Hance,  LL.B.,  University  of  Lon- 
don, Esqs. 

GENERAL  EXAMINATION   OF  THE  INNS  OP 

COURT. 

General  Examination  of  Students  of  the  Inns  of  Court,  held 

at    Lincoln'a-inn    Hall,    on    the   28tli,   29Ui,  and  31st 

October,  and  the  1st  November,  1870. 

The  Council  of  Legal  Education  have  awarded  to  John 
Garforth  Cockin,  Esq.,  Llncoln's-inn,  a  studentship  of  fifty 
guineas  per  annum,  to  coutinue  for  a  period  of  three  years  ; 
Seward  William  Brice,  Esq.,  Inner  Temple,  an  exhibition  of 
twenty-five  guineas  per  annum,  to  continue  for  a  period  of 
three  years ;  William  Bowen  Rowlands,  Esq.,  Gray's-inn,  a 
certificate  of  honour  of  the  first  class ;  and  to  William 
Appleton,  Esq.,  Bichard  Thomas  Bnmey,  E^.  (including 
Hindu  law,  ftc),  Dennis  Fitzpatrick,  Esq.  (including  Hindu 
law,  ftc),  Henry  William  Gibson,  Esq.  (examined  in  Hindu 
law,  Sec,  only),  Bichard  Luck,  Esq.,  Cornelius  Garden 
Masters,  Esq.,  Charles  James  Tarring,  Esq.,  Inner  Teinple  ; 
John  Eiarry  Boome,  Esq.,  Walter  Mytton  Colvin  Esq., 
Henry  Anselm  de  Colyar,  Esq.,  Charles  Coleman  Dillon, 
Esq.,  James  Broughton  Eoge,  Esq.,  Edward  Walker 
Brandard  Malkin  Hance,  Esq^  Charles  William  Hoskin, 
Esq.,  John  Edwin  Howard,  Esq.  (including  Hindu  law, 
4c.),  George  Charles  Kilby,  Esq.,  Benjamin  Law,  Esq., 
James  Henry  Nelson,  Esq.  (including  Hindu  law,  &c.), 
Edwin  Pears,  Esq.,  Middle  Temple ;  Thomas  Maitland 
Gibson,  Esq.,  George  Knox,  Esq.,  I^amuel  Lee,  E^q.,  Edwaid 
Stanley  Roscoe,  Esq.,  Lincoln  s-inn  ;  and  George  Welby 
King,  Esq.,  Gray's-inn,  certificates  that  they  have  satisfac- 
torify  passed  a  public  examination. 


ADMISSION  OF  ATT0RNBT8. 

NOTICES  OP  ADMISSION. 
Sihry  Ttrm,  1871. 
(The  clerks*  names  aiipear  in  naall  capitals,  and  the  attornsji  to  whom 
articled  or  assigned  follow  in  ordinary  type.] 

Abnold,  WnxiAM — H.    Chester  and  F.   J.  Cheater,  86, 

Newington-butts 
Abnold,  William  New  all — J.  Arnold,  Birmingham 
AsCROfT,  Alfbed  Edwabd — B.  Ascroft,  Preston 
Bailey,  Edwakd  Hobskan — E.  Bailey,  5,  Bemers-street 
Bakeb,  Godpbby  Alexamdeb — W.   S.  Cookson,  6,  New- 
square 
Bakeb,  William  Martin — E.  H.  Adcock,  Cambridge ;  and 

G.  Bocke,  21,  Bedford-row 
Babbeb,  Henby  Thompson — H.  Barber,  Bangor 
Baylipfe,  Alfkkd — C.  P.  Wood,  ft,  Baymond-buildings 
BiCKEBTON,   Joseph  John — A.    S.   Herford,   Oxford  and 

Fumival's-inn 
BiBD,  Henbt  Lysteb — G.   W.  C.  Dean,  late  of  27,  New 
Broad-street ;  and  C.  F.  Robinson,  66,  Basinghall-street 
Black,  Abtkiw — J.  M  Teesdale,  6,  Frederick's-plaoe 
Block,  William  Chaxdleh — B.  P.  Giimsey,  Ipswich 
BROASBKn',  WiLLLAM — W.  Toy,  Ashton-under-Lyne 
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BuBDBTT,  JosiAK— H.  Wood,  Manchester 

Cabslakb,  John  Barhax— J.  H.  B.  Carslake,  Bridgwater 

Cabtbb,  John  Stephens— W.  Hnggins,  Exeter 

Clarke,  Hekby  Charles — R.  Clarke,  Shrewsbury 

CoBBOLD,  Ernest  George — T.  L.  Reed,  Dcwnham-market 

CocKBURN,  William  Hunter — J.  W.  Hewlett,  Brighton 

Cooper,  Jambs  Artis— T.  E.  Layton,  47,  Gresham-house 

CoppocK,  OirvBR — H.  Coppock,  Stockport 

Cox,  Thomas  Alfbbo — WiUooghby  «  Cox,  13,  Clifford's* 

inn 
Crosby,  Georob — J.  Kilby,  Banbory ;  and  T.  W.  Goldring, 

57,  Chancery-lane 
jOunninoham,  Pcboby  BuRnsTT — A.  Wamef,  7,  Golden- 
square 
Daniel,  Artkvr  Henry — Ti.  L.  Daniel,  Bamsgate ;  and  0. 

F.  Daniel,  Bamsgato 
Davibs,  Georoe  Christopher — C.  E.  Sabine,  Oswestry 
Davis,  Edward  Amphlett — M.  Curtler,  Worcester 
Dbbdes,  Bouvebie — B.  J.  L.  Frere,  28,  Lincoln' s-inn-fielda 
DiBDiN,    Robert   William — S.  A.   RAm,  23,  Red  Lion- 
square 
DoNNTTBORNB,  NICHOLAS — T.°  Lamb,  AndoTcr ;   and  G.  M. 

Clements,  60,  Threadneedle-street 
Eagles,  Edward  Duncombe — J.  Evans,  10,  John-street 
Enobll,  John  Anthony — R.  H.  Homo,  Staines 
Etans,  Arthvr— G.  E.  Digby,  Maiden 
Evans,  William  Edward— T.  W.  H.  Hallam, Bristol;  and 

R.  W.  Griffith,  Cardiff 
Evans,  John — J.  Shaw,  Tamworth 
FiSLER,  William  Anthony — J.  Nanson,  Carlisle ;  and  W. 

B.  James,  23,  Ely-place 
Finch,  Georoe  Henry— G.  Brady,  61,  Carey-street 
Fripp,  George  Pollock — H.  Nicol,  88,  Queen-street 
Gaisford,  Edward  Sands — W.  Gaisfortl,  Berkeley 
Oalpin,  Georoe  Richard — W.  Thompson,  Oxford 
Gardner,  Ccthbbrt — J.  Callaway,  Canterbury 
Gee,  Thomas- T.  G.  Edwards,  Denbigh 
Gossbtt,   Montaode    Callaway — M.    Gossett,    Coleman- 

street 
GooLS,  Georob  Dombtt — R.  W.  Head,  Exeter 
Orbavbs,  John  Brook — C.  L.  Coward,  Rotherham 
Green,  Edwin — W.  J.  Paterson,  7,  Bouverie-street ;    and 

J.  Y.  Paterson,  7,  Bouverie-street 
GRirBBBR,  Henry  Joseph — ^T.  Enowles,  Coventry 
Hamond,   Thomas  Astlet  Horace— H.  W.   Birch,  68, 

Lincoln's-inn-fiolds 
Harrison,  Alexander,  jun. — H.  Hawke,  Birmingham 
Harvie,  Arthur  Gouoh — O.  L.  Hills,  30,  Groat  James- 
street 
Hearpield,  Thomas  Ward— J.  Hearfield,  Kingston-upon- 

Hull 
Hbdobs,  Francis  Edward — C.  Hedges,  Wallingford 
HiCKBS,  William  Alexander  J  aroinb — H.  M.  Phillips,  10, 

Old  Jewry-chambers 
Hostaoe,  John  Bratnb  Arthur — J.  Tatlock,  Chester 
Howbll,  Frederick  Robert — ^I.  D.  Rees,  Aberdare 
HvoHBS,  Alex.  Mackenzie— E.T.Clarkson,Calne;  and£. 

Tylee,  Essex-street 
Hdnnybvn,  Edward  Wa!;tbr — it.  Hnnnybun,  Hontisg- 

don 
Hyde,  John— W.  B.  Nelson,  11,  Essex-street,  Strand 
Ibbbrson,  John  Eitson— B.  Chadwick,  Dewsbury 
Isaacson,  Charles—J.  P.   Isaacson,  40,  Norfolk-street, 

Strand 
■Jvxts,  EwART — R.  Wells,  Eingston-upon-Hnll 
Kay,  William— T.    Swarbreck,  late    of  Thirsk;    C.   M. 
Swarbreck,  Think;   and  G.  Brodrick,  9,  Bow-church- 
yard 
Kendall,  Edward  John — F.  Wilton,  Gloucester 
KiNKBAD,  Richard  Evan  John— R.  Q.  Tucker,  Tiverton ; 

B.  Harcourt,  Austinfriars 
LiDLARD,  John — A.  Walker,  13,  King's-road 
Liddle,  Mark  Anthony — A.  Digby,  13,  Clement' s-lane 
LiNDSBLL,  Edward  Barber — T.  J.  Hooper,  Biggleswade ; 

and  J.  A.  IliflFe,  2,  Bedford-row 
Lloyd,  Ernest- E.  C.  Morley,  59,  Mark-lane 
LowB,  William — H.  Atkinson,  Manchester 
LrcY,  John— J.  Stallard,  Worcester 
Macdonald,  John — T.  T.  Vizard,  Dursley 
Mahon,  Willlam  Henry  Cortlandt — T.  V.  Roberta,  2, 

St.  Mildred's-oonrt 
Manisty,  Henry  Clayton — R.  R.  Dees,  Newcaitle-upon- 

Tyne 
Marshall,  James  Whalby— B.  HaU,  Lancaster 


Maxplbs,    Bumamin    LiyiNoaTOir — B.    Botdekin,  ion. 

Sheffield 
Hbaxjn,  Henry  Mybrs— H.  Godwin,  Newbury 
MiDDLBMOSE,  RicKARD — W.  Blaokmoro,  Lireipool 
Milne,  Nathaniel— N.  C.  Milne,  Temple 
Nairne,  Charles  Guyon — C.  F.  Fisher,  Ventaor;  sad  0. 

Barney,  40,  Chancery-Iane 
Dates,  Charles  Hbnry— C.  M.  B.  Veal,  Great  Grinuby 
OoiLviB,  James  Finlay — G.  Kewney,  North  Shields 
Olive,  Edmund— W.  C.  Cmttwell,  Frome 
Fadley,  Arthur  Auonsrus- H.  K.  Hebb^  Linooln 
Pbabson,  Thomas  Francis — J.  Gray,  Whitby 
PoppLBSTONB,  John  Luscombb — B.  Starling,  9,  Gny'i-ion. 

square 
Fboctob,  Ralph  WnnrAXBR — ^H.  Aokerley,  Wigan 
Ptkb,  William — J.  Rooker,  Bideford;  and  F.  J.  Cotton,  7, 

Bedford-tow 
RODOBRt,  Charles,  Jan. — C.  Rodgers,  sen.,  New  Sleafoid 
Sadlbb,  Richard  Hurst — ^T.  S.  Eddowes,  Sutton  Ooldfiskl 
Salmon,  Edward  Aeoutrvs — H.  A.  Salmon,  Bristol 
ScoLBS,  Geo.  Mattrbw  Cory — ^A.  C.  Soholes,  Rngby'K^hiiii- 

bers 
Shillitoe,  Francis— J.  J.  Stokes,  82,  High-street,  Sontli. 

wark 
SiNNOCK,    Henry    Chablbs — F.    Venn,   Paper-bnildingi, 

Temple 
Smiles,  Clbmbnt  Lockb — 0.  W.  Moore,  Tewkesbury 
Smith,  Castlb — J.  Rooker,  Bideford ;  and  T.  Pame  47, 

Gresham-house 
Staiqht,  Arthur  Aihelstane — B.  S.  Chamock,  8,  Ghcsy'i- 

inn ;  and  F.  M.  Russell,  4,  Bedford-row 
SuMXERHAYs,  Thomas  Charlbs— W.  D.  H.  Oclune,  2SI, 

Gresham-house 
Tasman,  WnxLAM  James— E.  Lowther,  26  and  27,  Fea- 

ohurch-street 
Taylor,  Axfsbd — A.  Parkin,  Epworth 
Temple,  Frederick — J.  P.  Robinson,  Liverpool 
Thomas,  Charles  Gooduart  Maxtonb — ^E.  Newman,  Ttonl 
Thorne,  Henry  Kino — L.  T.  Bencraft,  Barnstaple ;  and 

J.  R.  Church,  9,  Bedford-row 
Toller,  Richard  Seddon— R.  Toller,  Leicester 
Truman,  Percy  Philip — F.  Barton,  Nottingham 
Vant,  James  Henry — W.  Hartley,  Settle 
Vernon,  John — J.  Morris,  6,  Old  Jewry 
Wace,  Georob  Richard— G.  Wace,  Shrewsbury 
Wabburton,  Francis — R.  Heaton,  Barslem 
Watson,  B-vrclay  Fibldbr— B.  F.  Watson,  lincoto's-inn- 

Fields 
WiLKiNs,  William — L.  J.  Deacon,  Peterborough 
WiLKS,  iloNTAOCB  Sarobnson — T.  Mioklem,  13a,  Qrtibm- 

street  west 
WooDOAiE,  Ernest — W.  Woodgate,  l,RaymoDd-baildiDga; 

and  H.  W.  Purkis,  1,  Liocoln  s-inn-fields 
Wriobt,  Alpred  William  Grbbm — ^W.  N.  Maioy,  Bswdlef; 

and  W.  D.  Maroey,  Wellington 
Wright,  John  Kentish — R.  D.  Darbishire,  Mandiestsr 
Young,  James  Henry — E.  Fisher,  Ashby-de-la-Zouch 

Hilary  Term,  1611,  pursuant  to  Judges'  Oritri, 
Botdbll,  Georoe   Richard— J.   Powell,  Chester ;  J.  & 

Wood,  Woodbridgfe 
Foyer,  Charles  Edward  Stuart^H.  P.  Bowling,  Enex- 

street 
Hill,  Henry  Thomas  Bbhumin— H.  Wood,  66,  BMOg- 

hall-street 
Isaacson,  Hubert  Tyrrell  db  Stdtbyillb — ^W.  P.  hutr 

son,  Newmarket ;  and  M.  S.  Longmore,  Hertford 

Silarif  VoMtioH,  1871. 
Acton,  Frederick — W.  A.  Richards,  Nottingham 
Cook,  James  William — W.  Evans,  72,  Coleman  street 
Cronshet,  Charles  William — J.  Reed,  Mildenhall ;  lai 

W.  O.  Wedlake,  3,  Mitre-ooart 
Cuff,  Herbert — C.  Cuff,  St.  Martin's-lane 
GoLDiNG,  Horace  Edward — H.  W.  Birdi,  68,  Linooln'i- 

inn-fields 
Locke,  Ernest  Dalton  Bubrouqh — C.  M.  Lee,  Salisbury 
Lovohborodoh,  Albert  Edmund — T.  Loughborough,  23 1 

Austinfriars 
Macarthub,  James  Robert — G.  A,  James,  22,  Essez-atiett ; 

and  R.  J.  Macarthur,  22,  Essex-street 
pRiLirs,  Thomas— D.  Rosser,  Aberdare 
Smith,  Hsnrt  Gborob — J.  Atter,  Stamford;  and  J.  & 

Atter,  Stamford 
Wadb,  Henrt — B.  Palin,  Shrewsbary 
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OOTOT  PAPERS. 

OOUKT  OF  CHANOEBT. 

Stmiias  AFTXB  MiCHAXUU*  TiKM,    1870. 


LOSD  CHANCXLLOR. 
liaeato'flan. 

SitudiT    ..  >'\ 

HoBdar  ....  i 

TwalMf..,.  t    Appeal*. 

WtdMlar     7 

Tliiinte7  ..  8. 

Frtdaj   _....  t.,App.mtiii.ktpp(. 

SUiitlar    •->0'1 

JI<od(7....ll/ 

THadaj. . . .  1 1  >  Appwia. 

WcdMilar  .l<i 

TIrandigr  ..16/ 

FMtj  ....  16.. App-mtaa. kappa. 

Satardajr  ..IT) 

lIoa<aT....19{Appcali. 

Tneadagr M) 

Vtdiieiday  41 . .  Fetltiaia  k  vp*. 
Thondar  ..SS..App.mtiu, kappa. 


MASTEK  OF  THE  BOLLS. 


Chancary-lane. 
Frldar.Dae.* 


Satudaj  .. 
MiiMlar.... 

Tacadar.... 

Vaiiiadar  , 

Ikandajr  .. 

riuar  .... 


Tba  ism  SaaL— 
Utaa.  k  gen.  pa. 
Fataa,  aht.  canaea, 
aAJ.    niDij.,     and 
graeral  paper. 

Qeneral  paper. 


Tba  Seomd  Seal.— 
Htu.  k  gea.  pa. 
K .  General  paper. 

iPtni.,  akt.  cana., 
adj.   foou.,   and 
general  paper 
MaadaT  ....»] 
Tatadar. ..  .1*  >  Oeneral  paper. 
Wedseada7..I4) 

•n.._A..     ,,  (The  Third  SeaL— 
™''"*^  •  • '*  I  Mtn*.  k  gen.  pa. 
Fiidaj  ....IC.Oenenl  paper. 

Fetna..  ilit.  caoa., 
'    a4l.    nun*.,    and 
.  general  paper. 


Satnfaqr 


.IT 


liiB<a7....l9 
TaeidBj....») 
Vedaaadar.  JI . 

Thonday  ..tt 


Geaeralp^er. 

The  Foorth  Seal— 
Mtaa.  k  gen.  pa. 


LORDS  JUSnCEB. 
Liacoln'*  Inn. 


Frfln'.  Dae.  *..App*alaotioaa. 

{Feoi*.  in  lnnac7, 
bankrapt  app*., 
k  appeal  petitions. 


Salaidar 


Ibatadar 
FHd«7 


Appeal*. 


Appeal* 


.IC. .  Appeal  motions. 

{Feta*.  In  Innacf, 
bkrpt.  fft.,  and 
appeal  pebi*. 


.19) 


Satordar 
Uonday  , 


Friday   .. 

Satardajr 

Heodar. 


||<3enenl 

g  r  The  Seeond  Seal.— 
(Muu.k  gen.  pa. 
9..0ener*lpapar. 

(Ptna.,  aht.  eana- 
10 1  a4].    snms.,   ana 

(.general  paper. 
13.  .In  Bankruptoj. 

...  16.  .Qeneral  paper. 

!Ftn*.,  iht.  can*., 
adJ.     rams,,    and 
genetal  paper. 
19..In  Bankraptej. 

Such  daja  aa  the  Lords  Jnatiee*  shall  be  engaged  in  the  Fnll  Coort  or 
at  the  Judicial  Committee  of  the  Priry  Conndl,  are  excepted . 

At  tka  Bon*,  nnoppoaed  pettUona  most  be  presented  and  CMiies  left  with 
tb*  aacreCarr.oB  or  beftn  the  Thnrsdaj  preceding  the  Satardaj  on 
■liicb  it  ia  Intended  thej  shonld  be  heard;  and  any  causes  in- 
ttaded  to  be  beard  as  short  eaosea  must  be  so  marked  at  least  one 
ckar  day  bcto%  the  same  can  be  pat  in  the  paper  to  be  so  heard. 

13.— In  Tice-ChaaeaUor  Staart's  Court  no  cahs^  motion  for  decree, 
■r  tanker  consideratlai  can,  except  by  order  of  the  Court,  be 
■■feed  to  aUnd  orer  if  it  be  within  twelre  of  the  laatcaoae  or  matter 
ia  tha  printed  paper  of  the  day  Ibr  hearing. 

Any  cnae*  intended  to  be  beard  a*  abort  eanaes  bekre  eithsr  of  the 
«k»«haM»{lecs  most  be  ao  marked  at  leaat  oo*  clear  day  before  the 
aaHcaa  bapotin  tbepavartakaiokaart. 


9.  .Appeal  motions. 

(Fetiis.   in  lunacy, 
Satoday  ..lOlbk.   q>peala,  and 

(app.  vtns. 
Kaaday... 
Tnesdsy... 
Wadaaedqr 
Ttasadnr  • 

Fitday 

Saturday    • 
Monday 


UpFeala. 
Vedaaaday  J%\  } 

Tbnnday  .. M.. Appeal motiona. 


T.  C,  Su  JOHN  STUABT. 
Uncoln*aInn, 

The  First  SeaL— 
Mtns.  and  eansea. 
Fato*.,*ht.ean*e*, 
kcaoae*. 


Friday,  Dec  * 


Sataiday   ..  3 

Monday ....  i 
Tneaday....  C. 

Wedaeaday  .  T.  i 


Canie*. 


Thursday  ..  »|  j,^  fccaa*ea. 
Fitday  ....  9..Petition*k can***, 
Saturday  ..  10.. Sht causes k cans. 
Monday  ....U) 
Tneaday.. ..It  >  Causes. 
Wednesday  ,14  J 

Th,...!..      IS  f  TheTWrd  SeaL— 
Thuiaday  ••'»  {i(tns,kcan*aa. 

Friday 16.. Ptns. and  causes. 

Satnniay    ..17..Sht.canscakaans. 

Monday  ....19) 

Tuesday ....  90  { Causes. 

Wadneeday  .11 J 

Tk„_i..      90  f  The  Foorth  SeaL— 

Thunday  ••»  (Mtns.  fc  causes. 

y.  C.  Su  RICHAKD  MALINS. 
Uncoin'a  inn. 

The  First  Seal.— 
Utna.  k  gen.  pa. 
Ftns.,  sht.  can*.. 
b4I.  sums.,  ana 
general  paper. 


Friday,  Dee,  9 


Saturday    .. 

Monday  .... 
Tuesday.... 
Wednesday  , 


Thunday 
Friday... 
Satorday 


Qeneral  paper. 


.,  8 
..  ». 
..10 

..u;j 
..11  { 


The  Seeood  Seal.— 
Mtns.  k  gen.  pa. 
>Fetas.  k  gen.  pa. 
(Sht.   cause*,  a4). 
(sums.,  k  gen.  pa. 
Monday  ....li) 
Tueeday,...!!  >  Qeneral  paper. 
Wednesday.  ,14) 
Thursday  ...sjJ^^TMreiS,^- 

Friday       ..16..Fetn*,  k  gen,  pa. 

Saturday   ..It(^*-  1"^   »*'• 
'»'"™*»   ""  lsnma,,kgen.  pa. 

Monday.... 19) 

Tneaday. . .  .10  (  Qeneral  paper. 

Wednesday  .21 } 

Tk..^..      „  (TheFourthSeal.— 

X»«nday  •■»»  liiuis.kgon,papr. 

V.  C.  BACOir. 
Lincoln's  Inn. 

Friday,  Dec,  »  J  Mtu*.  k  gen.  pa. 
(Fetns.,  sht.  cane,, 
3{a4t,   sum*,,    and 


Saturday   ., 

Monday.... 
Tuesday.... 
Wednesday,, 

Ibunday  .. 

Mday 


(KOMral  paper. 
5.. In  Banlvnptcy. 


QUEEN'S  BENCH. 
This  Court  will  on  Saturday,  the  26th,  Monday,  the  28th. 
and  Tueadar,  the  29th  days  of  NoTepber  initant,  heli 
■ittinga,  and  will  proceed  in  disposing  of  the  cases  in  the- 
new  trial,  special,  and  Crown  papers,  and  any  other  matteit 
then  pending,  and  will  also  hold  a  sitting  on  Saturday,  the 
10th  day  of  DeoemlMr  next,  for  the  purpose  of  giring  jadg. 
ments  <mly.  — ^— 

LANCABHIBE  WINTER  ASSIZES,  1870. 

The  commissions  fbr  holding  these  assizes  will  t>e  opened 
at  Manohester,  on  ThaisdayTlhe  1st  of  December,  and  at 
liTerpool,  on  Saturday,  the  10th  of  December. 

By  an  order  made  by  the  judges  at  the  liyerpool  Spring 
Assises,  1868,  "  for  fiicilitating  the  entry  of  causes  for  trial 
at  future  assizes  for  the  southern  division  of  this  coun^ 
and  for  the  more  oonvenient  arrangement  of  the  business  of 
sudi assizes  "  [See  13  S,  J.  62], 

In  pursuance  of  the  above  order,  causes  for  trial  at 
Uanchaster  and  Liverpool  can  be  entered  provisionally  at 
the  office  of  the  prothonotary  of  the  Court  of  Common 
Pleas  at  Lancaster  at  Preston,  as  follows,  viz, : — Causes  for 
trial  at  Manohester,  on  Friday,  the  26th  November,  and 
daily  thereafter,  nntil  Tuesday,  the  89th  November,  inclu- 
sive, between  the  hours  of  ten  o'clock  in  the  forenoon  and 
four  o'clock  in  the  afternoon  ;  and  causes  for  trial  at 
Liverpool,  on  Monday,  the  6th  December,  and  daily  thet». 
after  nntil  Thursday,  the  8th  December  indnsive,  between 
the  above-mentioned  hours. 

The  entry  of  oatises  at  Manchester  and  Liverpool  respec- 
tively, will  commence  at  the  assize  courts,  Manchester,  and 
St.  George's  Hall,  Liverpool,  immediately  after  the  opening 
of  the  oommiasiotu,  and  will  close  at  nine  o'dook  in  the 
evening  on  the  commission  day. 

The  Court  will  sit  at  t«n  o'clock  in  the  forenoon,  at 
Manohester,  on  the  day  next  following  the  oonmiission  day ; 
and  at  Liverpool,  at  ten  o'clock  in  the  forenoon,  on  ttks 
Monday  next  following  the  commission  day. 

The  trial  of  special  jury  canoes  will  commence  at  Man- 
chester, at  ten  o'clock  a.m.,  on  Tuesday,  the  fith  December ; 
and  at  Liverpool,  at  ten  o'clock  8.m,,  on  Thursday,,  the  ISth 
December,  and  not  earlier,  unless  the  Court  shaU  otherwisk 
order, 

A  list  of  causes  for  trial  at  Manchester  and  Liverpool 
respectively,  each  day  (ezoept  the  first),  will  be  exhibited 
in  the  corridor  of  the  court  and  in  the  library. 

THE  ABORTIVE  LAW  HEF0BM8. 
Our  readers  will  doubtless  remember  that  the  oommissioa 
appointed  in  1867  to  investigate  the  system  of  English  jndi« 
oature,  made  a  report  (vi'i/,  3  Am.  IJaw  Rev.  785)  reoom> 
mending  sweeping  changes,  which  were  briefly  these  :  1st. 
The  fusion  of  law  and  equity,  2nd.  The  consoudation  of  all 
the  superior  courts  into  one  tribunal.  For  the  purpose  of 
carrying  out  these  recommendations,  the  Government  (by 
the  Lord  Chancellor)  introdaced  into  the  House  of  Lords  M 
it*  last  session,  two  bills,  known  as  the  High  Court  of  Jn^e* 
Bill,  and  the  Appellate  Jurisdiction  Bill.  Besides  these,  a 
number  of  other  measures  were  introduced  into  Parliamrot 
to  carry  out  necessary  reforms  in  various  branches  of  the 
law.  There  was  a  Land  Tenure  Bill,  a  Judicial  Committe* 
Bill,  a  Primogeniture  Bill,  a  Maritime  Law  Consolidation  Bill, 
an  Elections  Bill,  to  say  nothing  of  one  or  two  others  that 
were  promised,  but  not  introduced.  There  was  also  a  Pub- 
lic Prosecutor's  Bill  (which  was  not,  however,  under  govern- 
ment superintendence),  designed  to  do  away  with  the  systwn 
of  private  prosecutions.  They  have  all  failed,  partiy  through 
bad  management,  and  parUy  through  want  of  time.  One  or 
two  measures  of  minor  importance  passed.  As  to  the  High 
Court  of  Justice  Bill  and  the  Appellate  Jurisdiction  BuL 
tiieir  failure  is  to  be  attributed  in  a  great  measuro  to  bad 
drafting,  for  there  seems  to  be  a  mostromarkable  unanimity 
of  sentiment  in  favour  of  the  principle  of  the  bills.  In  look 
a  matter  opposition  might  be  fairly  expected  from  the  courts 
whose  antxgua  via  it  is  proposed  to  obstruct ;  but  straAge 
to  say,  all  the  common  law  judges,  sixteen  in  number,  gave 
in  their  formal  adhesion  to  the  proposed  rofonns.  In  matters 
of  detail,  they  did  not  go  with  the  Government,  but  when  it 
has  come  to  this,  that  the  principle  is  conceded,  all  the  rest 
will  follow  sooner  or  later.  It  ia  admitted  on  all  hands  that 
the  proposed  reforms  will  ultimately  be  carried  through. 
Indeed,  conservatism  seems  to  have  lost  heart  in  Englarm ; 
Vios-Chanoellor  Malins  ia  the  only  judge  on  either  bench 
who  gives  out  that  he  will  resist  d  I'otitranei  in  the  good 
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old  fashioned  way.  He  says  that  all  attempts  to  ftise  law 
and  equity  are  as  fatile  as  attempts  to  unite  the  annr  and 
navy  womd  be.  There  is  a  "  natoral "  distinction  between 
tiie  two,  and  he  will  nerer  believe  in  their  becoming  one 
until  he  has  seen  armies  operating  at  sea,  and  ships  sailing 
orer  the  dry  land. — A  mericnn  Law  Itagatine. 


AMEEICA— REFORM  IN  DIVORCE  PRACTICE. 

It  appears  that  the  Chicago  (U.S.)  Bench  hare  determined 
to  pat  down  if  possible  the  scandals  in  divorce  prac- 
tice which  have  been  notorioosly  so  rife  in  that  and  other 
Western  districts.  According  to  the  Chicajo  Ltgal  Jfftuit  of 
15th  Oct.,  Jameson,  C.J.,  after  reading  some  new  roles  de- 
signed to  secure  more  probity  in  divorce  practice,  said  :— 
"The  judges  have  authorisea  me  to  call  the  attention  of 
the  Chicago  bar  to  certain  legal  advertisements  appearing 
from  time  to  time  in  the  Cbicaso  papers. 

"  The  advertisements  referred  to  appear  to  be  inserted  by 
members  of  the  Chicago  bar,  and  are  to  the  effect  that 
divorces  will  be  procured  without  publicity,  and  for  a  small 
charge,  and  that  if  no  decree  be  obtained,  no  charge  what- 
ever will  be  made.  To  this  is  sometimes  added  a  statement 
of  the  number  of  divorces  obtained  by  the  advertiser  within 
the  last  few  years. 

"  It  is  the  nnanimoos  opinion  of  the  judges  that  advertise- 
ments of  this  kind  are  insulting  alike  to  the  bar  and  to  the 
bench  of  this  county.  This  nad  been  felt  for  some  time 
by  the  judges  individually,  bat  until  called  by  the  new 
Constitution  to  act  in  some  respects  in  concert,  no  fitting 
occasion  had  before  occurred  for  joint  action  on  the 
subject.  I  am  authorised  to  state  that  if  any  advertisement 
of  the  character  indicated  shall  hereafter  appear  in  the 
Chicago  or  other  papers  touching  the  practice  of  the  law  at 
this  bar,  an  effort  will  be  made  to  ascertain  who  the  adver- 
tiser is,  and  such  lawful  action  will  be  taken  as  shiJl 
promise  most  effectually  to  put  a  stop  to  the  scandal." 

The  Chicago  Legal  News  adds  the  following: — Judge 
Jameson  and  all  the  other  judges  are  in  earnest  in  thu 
matter,  and  are  determined  that  their  courts  shall  not  be 
the  resort  for  the  purpose  of  obtaining  fraudulent  divorces. 
The  provisions  of  our  statute  in  regard  to  divorce  are  foil  aa 
tringent  as  those  of  most  other  States,  but  it  is  the  dis- 
reputable practice  of  divorce  shysters  that  has  given  onr 
State  such  a  bad  name  in  regard  to  divorce  cases,  and  mode 
it  the  resort  of  persons  from  other  States  for  the  purpose  of 
obtaining;  frandalent  divorces.  Under  our  statute  no  per- 
son can  legally  obtain  a  divorce  except  on  the  ground  of 
impotency,  a  prior  marriage,  adultery,  wilful  desertion  for 
the  space  of  two  years,  conviction  of  felony  or  other 
infamous  crime,  extreme  and  repeated  cruelty,  or 
habitual  drunkenness  for  the  space  of  two  years: 
and  then  only  when  the  complainant  has  resided 
in  the  State  one  whole  year  previous  to  iUing  his  or  her  bill 
of  complaint,  imless  the  offence  or  iiuury  complained  of  was 
committed  within  this  State,  or  whilst  one  or  both  of  the 
parties  were  resident  in  this  State. 

This  phrase  divorce  "  shysters  "  is  new  to  us. — Ed.  SJ-I 


PUBLIC  COMPANIES. 

BAILWAT  STOCK. 


Railw*/i. 


Sbrs. 


Stock;  Bristol  and  Bxeter too 

Stock  Caledonian IN 

Stock  Glasgow  and  South- Weatero 100 

Stock    -       "' "*—■ ■  ■*" 

Stock 
Stock 
Stock 
Stock 
Stock 
Stoek 

6IOGk 

Stosk 
Stook 
Stoek 
Stock 
Stoek 
Stock 
Stock 
Stook 
Stock 
Stock 
Stock 
Stoek 
Stoek 


raid,  aoilog  prices. 


Ureal  Eastern  Ordinary  Stock   100 

-     -  100 

100 

too 

100 
100 
■  00 
100 


Do., Bast  Anglian  Stook,  No.  S 
Great  Northern 

Do.,  A  Stock*    

Qreat  Southern  and  Western  of  Ireland 

Great  Western— Original 

Laneashire  and  Torkehire  

London,  Brighton,  and  South  Coast, 

London,Chi>tham,  and  Dover 100 

London  and  North. Western I  100 


London  and  South- Western 
llanohsster,8hsaield,and  Llnooln.. 

lietropoUtan 

Uldiond  

Do.,Birmingham  and  Derby   

North  British   

North  London , 

North  StaOoidshire , 

South  Devon , 

South.Eastem 

TaffVale 


ST 

37 

7 
ISU 

111 

ISU 


89 

Mi 

63* 

I2S1 
95 

lS» 

2* 
73 
l«5 


OOTBBNIf  BNT  FaHDS. 

List  QeoiATioa.  Nor.  H,  1370. 

Fnm  a*  Ottelti  Utttftlu  aeiual  b»Mt»m  traiuael4d.  I 


8  par  Cent.  Consols,  911 
OUto  tor  Aoeount.  D«e.  1 ,  9Si 
<perOan(.Badnasd  9li 
Newt  per  Cent.,  91) 
Do.  *i  percent.,  Jan.  '94 
Do.  H  per  Cont..  Jan.  '94 
Do.  t  per  Cent.,  Jan.  'IS 
Annuities,  Jan. 'SO— 


Aunnitiei,  April,  '3S 
Do. (il«l  Saa  T.)  Aug.  I9«s 
Bx  Bills,  CIOOO,  —  per  Ct.lt  p  ok 
Ditto,  MOO,  Do  —  10  p  m 
mtio,  £100  A  4*00,  —  10  p  m 
Bank  of  Boglaud  Stook,  ti  per 
Ct.  (last  hair-/ear)  331 
1  Ditto  for  Aoooonl. 


niDIAX  OOVBBNMUKT  SBOITBITIBB. 


India  Stk.,  lo^p  Ct.Apr.'74, 109 
Ditto  for  Aoeount 
Dittq6perCent.,Jul]r,'30  113 
Ditto  for  Aoeount,  — 
Ditto  4  per  Ceat.,  Oot.  '83  I00| 
Ditto,  ditto,Cerliaeaies,  — 
Ditto  Kolkeed  Ppr.,  4  per  Oent.OOi 


Ind.Bnr.Pr.,t  pC.,Jan.'73  100 
Ditto,  U per  Ceili.,Mar,'7910H 
Ditto  Debentures,  per  Cest.. 

April,>64  — 
Do. Do  ,i  per  Cent„Aag. '73 103 
Do.  Bonds,  4  per  Ct.,4tO0O  20  p  n 
Ditto,  ditto,  under  41006,  20  ps 


MONBT  MABKET  and  CtTT  IkTILLIOBNCR. 

Vfe  remarked  last  week  that  the  prices  of  ten  days  forward 
hting  at  that  time  in  the  diplomatic  balance.  The  same  may  be 
said  to  day.  We  do  not  know  whether  or  not  England  may  have 
to  go  to  war  with  Rnssia.  If  it  is  to  be  war,  prices  will  be 
lower ;  if  peace,  highar.  These  are  the  conditions  of  tha  fntore. 
Meanwhile,  thronghont  the  week  the  maikets  had  crept  gra- 
dually upwards  imtil  the  last  day,  when  snmewhat  of  a  panto 
set  in  upon  nimonrs  adverse  to  peace.  We  quy  remind  the 
reader  that  if  war  is  to  be  the  upshot,  the  irst  nish  downward* 
will  carnr  prices  lower  than  the  average  levd  they  will  maintain 
during  the  war. 

JuBlDlCAL  SociBTT.— The  next  meeting  wiU  be  held  on 
Wednesday  next  when  Mr.  H.  R.  Droop  will  read  a  paper  on 
"  The  Relations  between  an  Invading  Army  and  the  Inhabitants, 
and  the  Conditions  under  which  Irregular  Combatants  are  En- 
titled to  the  aame  Treatment  as  Regular  Troops."  Mr.  West- 
lake  will  preside. 


ESTATB  EZOHAKOR  EXPORT. 

AT  TBE  MART. 

Nov.  2*.— By  Mr.  Dalb. 

Nos.  24  to  28,  Park-tmrace,  Mile-end-road ;  term,  66  yeara ;  net 

rental,  £82  12s.    Sold  £520. 
No.  II,  James-street,  MUe-end ;  freehold ;  let  at  £16  18s.     Sold 
£165. 

By  Messrs.  Bbay,  Wbbb  &  Habt. 
Freehold  house.  No.  27,  Duke-street,  Bishopsgate-street ;  let 
at  £49  8s.    Sold  £360. 

By  Mr.  Oeoboe  Oodldsuitb. 
Freehold  houses,  with  shops,  being  38,  39,  snd  40,  Wych-«b«et; 
let  at  £82  per  annnnm.    Sold  £1,020. 

By  Messrs.  HsBBtNa  &  Son. 
Freehold  family  residence,  situate  at  Brixton-risc,  with  stabling 
&c.,  pisasuie  grounds  of  two  acres,  also  a  meadow  of  6a.  3r. 
3p.— sold  £12,000 ;  a  freehold  ground  rent  of  £64  per  nnnnm, 
secured  on  prsmises  known  as  Qlendwr  Bons&  Brixton- 
rise— sold  £1,600;  a  freehold  ground  rent  of  £30  Ss.  per 
annnm,  on  3,  Qwydyr  Houses — sold  £765 ;  a  freehold  ground 
rent  of  £30  I5s.  6d.  per  annum,  on  4,  Qwydyr  Honaea — sold 
£810  ;  a  freehold  ground  rent  of  £66  6s.  per  annum,  socored 
on  Nos.  I  and  2,  Gwydyr  Houses,  Brixton— sold  £1,720. 


8IBTB8,  MABBUan.  AMD  DKATEB. 

BIRTHS. 
HiBAPATH— On  Nov.  15,  at  1,  Kidbrooke-park,  Blackheath, 

the  wife  of  E.  J.  Herapath,  Esq.,  barrister-at-law,   of  a 

daughter. 
Maxlam— On  Nov.  21,  at    Park  View  House,  Oxlord,  the 

wife  of  George  Mallam,  Esq.,  aolidtor  of  a  daughter. 
Wood— On  Nov.  21,  at  The  Holme,  Roohford,  Essex,  the  wife 

of  Geo.  Wood,  jun.,  Esq.,  solicitor,  of  a  son. 

MABRIAOES. 
RoBBBTS — JoNBS— On  Nov.  16,  at  the  parish  churoh  of  Clan- 
faglan,  John  Hugh  Roberts,  solicitor,  Dinas,  Caroarvon,  to 
Owen  Bodvel,  eldest  daughter  of  the  late  David  Jones,  Esq., 
of  Cefnycoed. 

DEATHS. 

OlBSON — On  Nov.  17,  Jane  Sarah,  the  wife  of  WiUiam  Oib- 
son,  solicitor,  of  64,  Linooln's-inn-flelds,  London,  in  her  68fh 
year. 

Pbiob — At  the  Grove,  Fox-lane,  Upper  Norwood,  Qeorge 
Price,  solicitor,  of  Fonoharoh-bnildings,  City,  aged  68. 
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lOKDov  eAzsrm. 

Windiac  vp  of  Joint  Btoek  OonpialM. 

Feisat,  Nor.  18, 1S70. 
Unmino  in  Cbmoht. 

niid  Sahit  FMer>(  Itatr  Canpuy.— ratiUoa  tor  wiodioR  np,  pre- 
KBMd  Not  IS,  dineiod  to  k*  heard  ketoro  tiM  VIoe-Oluuioallar  of  the 
SnchT  ot  Uacutcr,  at  tb*  Auteo  ConM,  Uanohttter,  on  Kot  M  at 
It.    Stater  A  CO,  Klieltan  tor  the  petitioiwn. 
LUHTXD  m  Chavosst. 

IMdIliiftoa  <)iiaT  Alnandn  Hotel  Company  (Umitod).— ThelliBter  of 
the  Rolls  haa  lucd  For  10  at  ll,atlilachamben,  forthoappointBont 
of  u  official  liqoldator. 

U  MiDchm  IrrigMion  an4  Land  Company  (Limited)  .—Petition  for 
vbasc  aP)  praeented  Not  17,  directed  to  be  heard  before  Vice-Cban- 
ceOor  MaHu  on  Dec  8.  Wcdieke  ft  Letti,  Mltre-et,  Temple :  agenta 
lbrl>rakiii  *  Dent,  WolTerbampton,  loUcltora  for  the  petltionen. 

Stownarket  Paper  Making  Company  (Limited).— The  Muter  of  the 
Bons  bis,  by  an  oider  dated  Nor  M,  ordered  thst  the  Tolnntary 
windisc  np  of  the  aboTe  company  shooid  be  contloaed.  Kimber  h 
Ellis,  Lombaid-st,  sdidton  fbr  the  petitioners. 

ToaaoAT,  Nor.  23, 1870. 
UnuoTui  ni  Chamcut. 

Kenda  Freehold  Properties  Tnut.— Vioe-Cbinaellor  Bicon  has,  by  an 
order  dated  Nor  12,  ordered  that  the  abore  tratt  be  woand  np  by 
tfaia  eonrt.  Mercer  ft  Mercer,  CopthaU-ct;  Bellamy  &  Strong,  Bishops- 
gsle-at,  soUdtore  for  the  MtiUoners. 

NiEctb  ind  SoBtb  WUubire  Janotion  Railway  Company.  —Petition  fbr 
vmding  op,  presented  Nor  IS,  directed  to  be  beard  befbre  Vioe-Chan- 
cellor  Malins  on  Dee  3.  Manning,  Gt  Qeorge-st,  Westminster,  soli- 
citor fbr  the  petitioner. 

I>miT«B  IH  ChAXCXKT. 

Bangianh  Tea  Eatalea  Company  of  Assam  (Limited).— Vico-Obaocei- 
kir  Bacon  has,  by  an  order  dated  Nor  11,  ordered  that  the  rola&tary 
viadlat  ap  of  the  abore  company  be  continned,  bnt  anhleet  to  the 
snerrMoi  of  this  conrt.  Lnmley  fe  Lnmley,  Old  Jewry-cbambera. 
mUeitora  far  the  petitioners. 

Herioaeib  Slate  and  Slab  Company  (Unitad).— FatlUon  forTindinff  np, 
picatued  Mot  tl,  directed  to  be  beard  before  Vic»-Chsnoelior  Wick- 
ens  st  St.  George's  Hall,  Lpool,  on  Dec  I  at  10.  Partington  &  Allen , 
Maach,  SoUeHors  for  the  petitioners. 

Orrell  Oyster  Fishery  (Limited).— Petition  for  winding  up,  presented 
Hot  16,  directed  to  be  heard  before  the  Master  of  the  Kolu,  on  Dec 
X    Preebom,  Bocklersbnry,  solicitor  for  the  petitioner. 

Onincaal  Frirata  Telegraph  Company  (UmitedJ,— The  Master  of  the 
Bolls  baa,  by  an  order  dated  Nor  14,  ordered  that  the  rolontary 
wlBdiag  «p  of  tin  abore  eompany  be  oontinitsd,  bnt  snbleet  to  the 
sapeniaiaD  of  the  Contt.     EUia,  Lombard-at,  solicitor  for  the  poU- 


lionen. 


Stjuwabies  or  Couiwall. 
ToiiDAT,  Nor,  SI,  1870. 


Wheal  Hope  Mining  Company.— The  Vloe-Warden  of  the  Staaoaries^ 
bsa,  by  an  order  dated  Not  14,  ordered  that  the  above  company 
be  wnnnd  i^  by  this  Coart.    Panl,  Tmro,  petitioner's  solicitor. 

Craditmv  nnder  Batatas  in  Ohaasnj. 

Z<ut  Day  of  Proo/. 

FaiDAT,  Nor.  IS,  1870. 

Barcfe.  Jobs  Percy,  Milford,  Wilts,  Qent.    Dec  IS.    Smith  •  Bnrch,  V.C. 

Malfaa.    Oobb  *  Smith,  Salkbory. 
B«ttn,Wa,  GraenSale,  Stafford,  Ghooor.    Dec  •.    Uellor  rHorst, 

M.B.    Daniel,  Cbaadle. 
SOBoor,  Clias,  Pnrton,  Wilts,  Teoman.    Dec  IS.    Harris  *  Seymour, 

M.R.    Prats,  Wootton  Baasett. 
Semmeis.  Bla,  Bhyl,  Flint.    Dec  19.    Sammers  r  Summers.  M.B. 

Sbsim  ft  Geerge,  RbyL 
Satdift,  Jas,  Newlan<&-iD-'WsrlT,  York,  Woolalapler.    Dec  3.    SntelUb 

>  BiebardaoBjV.O.  Bioon.    Hill  ft  Smith,  Hali&x. 
Voaey,  Jaho,  walmar-rd,  Ckrmao.    Dee  3.    Mann  «  Ashdoim,  V.C . 

MaKoa.    Lydall  ft  Sweeting,  Soathampton  bldga,  Chancery-lane. 
Tdisdat,  Nor. »,  1878. 
Cbippla,  Wm,  BarUoan,  Olore  Mannfaetarer.    Dee  M.    CbapplerParr, 

T.C  Bacon.    Farrsr  ft  Farrar,  Oodiiman-at,  Dootors'-commoos. 
OanK  W<n  JohB,  BarMoan,  Giore  Uannlhctarar.    Dee  JO.    Gtaapple 

flPteT,  T.O.  Bacon.    Farrar  ft   Farrar,  GodUman-at,  Dootora'-com- 

Clarke.  Bebart  Eagle,  Thetford.  Snffolk,  Gent.    Deo  90.    Langford  r 

Clarka.  V.C.  Bacon.    Eyre,  Joha-e^  Bedford-row. 
rbofd-Bovaa.  Barnard,  Finehiey-rd,  Ksq.  Dec  DO.    Crooke  t  Greatheed, 

V.C.  Bacon.    Bovker,  Bedford-row. 
FcttiBcall,  John  Chriatia,  Kingaton-apoa-HaU,  Wine  Morchaat.    Jan  1. 

Kid*  >  putingell,  V.C.  Malins.    Lerett,  Eingston  npon-Hnll. 
akaUao.  Joaeph,  Boston,  Lincoln,  Farmer.    Dec  16.    Skelton  «  Ealand. 

V.crkaliiia.    Walker  ft  Co,  AUOid. 

Onditon  nader  82  &  SS  Vict  mig.  86. 

Lnt  Dttjt  of  Claim. 

FawAT,  Nor.  IS,  1870. 

■^V.'aa,Kna»le,  Warwick,  OoalMattar.    Jan  31.    DalgnanftCo, 

fcgUbi.AMi.  Newport,  Isle  of  Wight,  Hants,  Widow.    Jan  10.    Mew. 

Newpoft. 
OsBala^Cbaa.  Caiiabrooke,  lale  o(  Wight,  Hanta,  Ironmonger.    Jan  10. 
^Hcw,  Newport 

,  John,  KIngston-npon-HaU,  Spirit  Merchant.    Dee  Si.    Lerett 


ftChampaiay,  RnlL 
Itaa,  Etta,  Newcaatla-on-Tyne,  Spinater.    Dec  31,    LeadUtter,  New- 

natla  upcm-Tyne. 
>»SJaa  Bobert,  Birm,  Paper  Dealer.    Deo  20,    Allcoekfc  Milward, 

^m, P>»dk  BoWnaco,  Lpool ,  Book  Keeper.    Dec  18.    Clare,  Lpool. 
Cay,HaBnati.  York,  Spfauter.    Febl.    Walker,  York. 


HaidiOff,  John,  Leintwardine,  Hereford,  Coachman.   Deo  31.    A.rery, 

Gloucester. 
Hem, Aaron, Hamerton,  Hantingdon,   Farmer.    Dee  9.    Hunoybnn, 

Huntingdon. 
Hlnde,  Thoa  Edward,  Broaiela,  Belgiom,   Major-Oeneral.    March  16, 

Tooke  ft  Co,  Bedford-row. 
Hodgson,  Joseph,  Leeds,  Gent.    Feb  1.    Msrklaad  ft  Dary,  Leeds. 
Kay,  Robert,  Heap,  Bnry,  Lancaater,  Eaq.     Jan  M.     Lingarda  ft- 

Rowell.Hancb. 
Leech,  Thos,  Newmarket,   Lancaater,   Teoman.    Dec    23.    Clayton, 

Ashton-nnder-Lyne. 
Mitchell,  Eliza,  Blrersdale,  Deron,  Widow.    Dee  19.    Cookscn  ft  Co, 

New-sq. 
CSnlUran,  Rer.  MIehaa],  caiatham,  Kant    Jan  I.    Arnold,  Grareaand. 
Facke ,  Vere,  Mont  Video,  Soath  America,  Gent.    Febl.    Birch  ft  Co, 

Linooln's-inn-lelda. 
Paraons,  Edmund  Pendred,  Qt  Dnnmow,  Essex,  Keliering  Officer.    Dec 

8 .    Wade  ft  Co,  Dnnmow. 
Porrior,  CaUierine,  Derlses,  Wilta.    Dec  30.    Booty  ft  Bntt,  Raymond* 

bldgs,Gtay's-lnn. 
<)uln,  Richard  Robert,  Torquay,  Deron,  Bear-Admiral.    Dec  20.    Wal- 
ters ft  Co,  New-sq,  Uneoln'a-hm. 
SmIrthwaite.DaTid.WakdIeU,  York,  Esq.    Febl.    Fomandaa  ft  GUI. 

Wakefield. 
Topp,  Margaret,  Bolton,  Lancaster.  Widow.     Jan   I.     Oreenhalgb, 

Bolton. 
WUion,  Alex  Andrew,  Foole,  Dorset,  Gent.    Jan  10.    Rntter,  Symonds- 

inu,  Cbaoeerj-hme. 

TnassAT,  Not.  »,  1870. 
AUaopp,  Cbas,  Leicester,  Gent.   Jsn  20.    Maoanlay,  Leicester. 
Ansell,  Walter  Meadows,  Calicut,   South  India,  Solicitor.     Dee  31.. 

Nlcul,  Qaecn-st,  Cheapside. 
Belcher,  Thomas,  Gnosall,  Stafford,  Farmer.    Jan  14.    Heane,  Mew- 
port. 
Bnrmaster,  Huntly,  Weaton-nnder-Panyard,  Herefoid.  Esq.    Dec  24. 

Cameron,  Boss. 
Clsrke,  John,  Heigham,  Norwich,  Farmer.    Deo  8.      Winter  ft  Francis, 

Norwich. 
CoUia,  Robert,  Gwydyr  Honaes,  Brixton,  HerehanL    Jan  2.    Dawea  ft 

Sooa,  Ang«-ct,  Tbrogm>rton-st. 
Dewbnrst,  Thos,  Clayton- green  Lancaster,  Gent.    Dee  21.    Ohamley  ft 

Co,  Prtston, 
Dnrtain,  Geo,  Weston-super-Mare,  SomerMt,  Commander  B.N,    Jan  6. 

Birch  ft  Co,  LInooln'i-inn  fields. 
Erans,  John,  Court  Farm,  Llanwenog,  Cardigan,  Gent.    Dae  31,    Eyre 

ft  Co,  Jobn-st,  Bedford-row. 
Fliber,  Mary  Ann,  Helgbam,  Norwich.    Dec 90.    Winter*  Franda, 

Norwich. 
Gill,  Wm,  Hnddersfleld,  York,  Yeoman.     Jan  2.    Sykea,  Huddersfield. 
Harrison,  Gilbert,  SoothportiLancuter,  Gent.    Dec  II.  Gregory,  Lpool. 
Jewkoa,  Mary,  Smethwick,  Stafford.  Widow.    Jan  31.    Danks,  Birm. 
Marks,  Edwin,  Ilanley,   Sufford,  Accon  ntant.    Jan  S.    Tennant,  Han- 
ley. 
MorIey,iliobard,Horaham,  Sosaex,  Qent.    Deo  SI.    Medwin,  Honham. 
Nelson,  By,  Old  Broad -at.   Merchant.     Jan  II.     Freahfielda,  Bank> 

bldga. 
Newman,  Thos,  Hertlngfordbury,  Herts,  Miller.      Dee  94.      Spence  ft 

llawkN  Hertford. 
Olire,  Comley,  Clifton,  Bristol,  Esq.     Jan  20.     Abbott  ft  Leonard. 

Bristol. 
Piper,  Wm,  Hatborne,  Stafford,  out  of  business.      Jan  I.     Smith, 

Birm. 
Rabling,  Wm,  Camborne,  Cornwall,  Gent    Dec  31.    Downing,  Red- 

rotli. 
Held,  Geo,  Santo  Antonio  Batata,  Braall,  M.D.    Deo  24.    Uptons  ft  Co, 

Austlnftian, ; 
Stainfortb ,  Edmnnd,  Mount  Vale,  York,  Esq.    Fob  I .    Walker,  York. 
Sterene,  Martha,  Pembroke-aq,  Kenslngtau.    Dee  31.    Shepheird  ft 


Son,  Lower  Pbillimote-pl,  Kenstngton. 

-    "     I  Hall, - 

Hidhonse. 


Storeld,  John,  Stedham  1 


Sussex,   Esq.    Dec  31.    Albery  ft  Lucas 


Thompaon,  Wm,  Felsted,  Essex,  Butcher.  Deo  24.  Johnson,  Groat 
Dnnmow. 

Wait,  Rer  Wm  Plgaentt,  Bonmemouth,  Hants.  Jan  20.  Abbot  ft  Leo- 
nard, Bristol. 

Ward,  Jane,  Maiden-hioe,  Oorent-garden.  Deo  31.  Stokea,  Chanoorr- 
lane. 

Wellum,  Elixa,  Wilaon'a-bldgi,  White  Hart-at,  Kenalngton.  Dee  29. 
Lerer  ft  Soa,  Bedford-row. 

Weattake,  Jaa,  Bristol,  Baker.    Dee  31.     Abbot  ft  Leonard,  Bristol. 

Wilcke,Tbos  Wm,  Newcaatle-npon-Tyne,  Seedsman.  Deo  SI.  Char- 
tree  ft  TouU,  Newcaatle-upon-Tyne. 

Wilson,  Geo  Barton,  Tabetnaokls-walk,  Flos  bury.  Carpenter.  Dec  17. 
Baker  ft  Co,  Crosby-sq. 

Bukrnpt*. 

FaioAT,  Not.  18,  1870. 

Undo:  the  Bankraptcy  Act,  1869. 

Creditors  most  forward  their  proola  of  dabu  to  the  Reglatrar. 

To  Surrender  in  London, 

Essex,  Fredk,  ft  Burton  Gibbs,  Vauxhall-walk,  RugMsnnlhetaNrs.  Pet 

Nor  17.    Pepys.    Nor  29  at  12.30. 
Farquhar,  Sir  Minto  Waller  Townsend,  Coleheme-rd,  Earl's-et,  Biomp- 

ton,  Bart.    Pet  Nor  16.    Hailitt.    Nor  30  at  I. 
Mabson.Jobn,  Paxton-ter,  Anerley-road,  Norwood,  Dealer  in  Sewing 
Machbies.    Pet  Nor  IS.   Pepya.    Nor  29  at  1 1. 
To  Surrender  in  the'  Country. 
Bamford,  Robt,  Daene,  Northampton,  Fanner.    Pet  Nor  14.    Oachea, 

Peterboiongh,  Nor  99  at  l>. 
Blackburn,  Wm  Donghty,  ft  Edwd  Fawaon,  Edge-hill,  Lpool,  Common 

Brewers.    Pet  Nor  IS.    Wataoa.    Lpool,  Dec  S  at  2. 
Darlea,  John,  UandUo,  Carmarthen,  General  Merchant.    Pat  Oct  29. 

Lloyd.    Carmarthen,  Nor  39 st  I. 
Foater,  Jaa,  Dudley,  Worceater,  General  Dealer.    Pet  Nor  1^  Walker. 
Dndler,  Deo  I  at  3. 
Forder,  Ju,&  Wm  Forder,  Thurton,  Norfolk,  Oordwainers.     Pot  Nov 
IS.    Palmer.    Norwich,  Nor  30  at  II. 
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Htnnswetth,  Geo,  SoiMton  Hill,  Surref,  WIM  Uarohut.    PM  KOT  11. 

Bell.    Kingston,  Dee  1  at  3. 
Jarrett,  Richd,  Miekleton,  Oloocester,  Oairlw.    P»t  Vvr  W.  SblttMoe. 

Banburr,  No»  29  at  3.  .        _ 

McCollough,  John,  Lpool,  Merchant.     Pat  Not  14.     WttMO.      IpOOl, 

Not  30  at  2. 
Molntoih,  Donald,  Colchester,  Euex,  Dnpw.      Pet  Nor  11.      BUBM. 

Colchester,  Dec  12  at  10. 
Ridings,  Edmund,  k  Thos  Ridings,  Lpool,  M«roIl»nU.      P«t  Not  10. 

Wauon.    Lpool,  Dec  I  at  2.  _  _      „       . 

Selmon,  John  Ford,  Plymootli,  Deron,  Oom  DMlar.     P«t  Not   16. 

Pearce.    East  Stonebouse,  Deo  2  at  1 1. 
S^'ers,  Geo  Augustas  Fredk,  Anerley-grOTt,  Uppar  Nonrood.      Pet  Oct 

12.    Rowland.    Croydon,  Dec  1  at  3. 
Thomas,  John,  Briton  Ferry,  Glamorgan,  Draper.  FOtNorU.  Uorgao. 

Neath,  Nor  29  at  II. 
Smith,  Eras,  Bristol,  Horse  Hair  Manufketarar.    F»t  NOT  U.    Harlaj. 

Bristol,  Not  30  at  12. 
Warden,  Jaa,  St  Aoflall,  Oomwall,  UUlar.     Pat  Not  16.      Chlkott. 

Truro,  Dec  S  at  13. 

TcaasiT.NoT.  M,  IB70. 

Under  the  Bankruptcy  Act,  1860. 

Credltora  mut  Ibnrarl  their  proolk  of  debts  to  the  KagUtrar. 

To  Sorrender  in  London. 

Bowler,  John  Edmonda,  Goding-it,  VauzhaU-gareieaa,  oal  of  bnalneaa. 

Pet  Not  19.    Roehe.    Dec  5  at  ll. 
Elboroogh,  Alfd,  College-sc,  Dowgate-hill,  Aceonntant.      Pet  Aug  6. 

Spring-Rice.    Deo  8  at  13. 

To  Sorrender  in  tbe  CoxaVcj. 
Booker,  Eliz,  Bolwrer,  Darby,  Orocer.   Pet  Not  17.   Wake.   Cbeiter- 

fleld,  Deo  IS  at  1. 
Doan,  Wm,  Tynemonth,  Northumherlasd,  Botcher.    Fat  Not  IS.  Uor- 

timer.    Newcastle,  Dec  6  at  IS. 
Hullock,  John  Chaa,  KhtgatoB-ttpon-HBll,  Orooer.  Pet  Not  18.  Fhilltps. 

Kingston-npon-Hall,  Dec  »  at  12. 
Lubke,  Chrlacoph  Theodor,  Qt  Tarmontli,  Norfolk,  Coal  Uarehant.    Pet 

Not  19.    ChamberUo.    Ot  Yarmonth,  Dee  9  at  li. 
Marsh,  Thos,  Newport,  Salop,  Plomber,     Pat  Not  It.     Spllabary. 

StaBord,  DectotU. 
Miller,  By,  k  Edwin  Miller,  Garaton,  nr  Lpool,  Shipbidldera.    Pet  Not 

19.    Watson.    Lpool,  Dec  8  at  1. 
Mnikett,  John,  MattlihaU,  Norfolk,  Miller.     Pet  Not  17.      Palmer. 

Norwich,  Dee  5  at  13. 
BawUna,  RoM,  Whltchoich,  HaaU,  £aq.    Pet  Not  13.    Wilaon.    Salia- 

buy.  Dee  3  at  3. 
Tnnatall,  Nathan,  Lpool.    Pet  Not  17.    Watson.    LpoOl,  Dae6at  3. 
Ward,  Jaa,  Lpool,  Cattle  Salasmao.    Pet  Oct  37.    Watson.    Lpool,  Deo 

7  at  3. 

BANKRUPTCIES  ANNULLED. 

fBisAT,  Not.  18, 1870. 

Downing,   Fredk    Arundel,  Ot    Baasell.st,   Bloeosbnry,    Engineer. 

Not  16. 
Shaw,  Thos  JetTerson,  Orer  Darwen,  Lancashire,  Oent.    Not  U. 

TviaDiT,  Not.  33, 1870. 
Johnson,  Jas,  Folkastoae,  Kent,  Innkeeper.    Not  If. 
Watts,  Thos  Seagar,  ICent-st,  Borough,  Grocer.    Feb  4. 

Liqnidttioa  by  Amaffamant. 

naST  MEETINGS  OF  CREDITORS. 

ftxDvt,  Not.  18,  1870. 

Aman,  Godfrey  Joachim,  Lpool,  Cotton  Broker.    Dec  6  at  3,  at  office  of 

Barmoed,  Banner  *  Sen,  North  Jobn-at,  Lpool.     Lace,  Banner  ft  C  o, 

Lpool. 
Ayliff,  Edwd  Geo,  Al(red>pl  Waat,  Thnrloe-sq,  South  Kensington,  At- 

tomey-at-law,    Dec  1  at  3,  at  offlcea  of  Lawrence,  Flaws  a  Co,  Old 

Jewry. 
Barin,  Peter,  Famham  Royal,  Upper  Kennington-lana,  Bnllder.    Not 

36  at  12,  at  office  of  Q.  Tanner,  Blackman^C  Sontbwark. 
Baylea,  Roht,  Cotharatone,  York,  Innkeeper.    Deo  IS  at  IS,  at  offlcea 

of  J.  W.  k  C.  Hnntoo,  Richmond. 
Brown,  Wm,  Nottingham,  Attomey-at-lAW.    Not  38  at  13,  at  offloes  of 

O.  Herbert,  Weekday-cross,  Nottingham.    Wood. 
Bargeaa,  Arthur  Weliingum,  New  Com  Exchange,  Cora  Merchant. 

Deo  2  at  4,  at  offlcea  of  Young  &  Sons,  Mark-lane. 
OapUn,  Geo,  Oenman-at,  Goldes-sq,  Carman.    Nor  30  at  3,  at  office  of 

Ditchman,  Uargaret*Bt,  Carendlsh-sq. 
Carr,  Wm,  Batley,  York,  Saddler.    Not  80  at  3,  at  offlcea  of  J.  Ibbenon, 

Dewabury. 
Cherry,  Saml,  ft  Luke  Cherry,  Redbonm,  Uertlbrd,  Drapera.    Deo  3  at 

13,  at  the  Chamber  of  Commerce,  Cheapalda.  Daridaon  ft  Oo,  Baaing- 

hallst. 
Chvk,  Robert,  Alezander-ter,  Alexauder-rd,  Kilborn,  Uosnaed  VI  e- 

tnaller.    Dec  6  at  3,  at  office  ot  Nash,  Held  ft  Layton,  Snflolk-lan  e, 

Oannon-st. 
Clalow,  Geo,  Lambeth-walk,  Boot  Manntactnrer.    Dec  I S  at  13,  at  offlce 

of  K.  HoUoway,  BaU'a-pood-rd,  IsUngton.    Pope,  Ball'a-pond-rd,  Is- 

lington. 
Corhett,  Thos,  Stourbridge,  Worcester,  Ssddler.    Nor  33  at  li,  at  the 

ConnW^ Court  of  Stourbridge,  In  lieu  of  the  place  originally  named. 
Coliiar,  Wm,Juo, Sheffleld,  York,  Uanuttctnrlng Ohemiat.  Dee  6atll, 

atomce  of  BInney  ft  Son,  North  Chnroh-at,  Sheffield. 
Court,  John,  Storry,  Kent,  Builder.    Dec  1  at  II,  at  the  Fountain 

Hotel,  Canterbury.    Lake,  Canterbury. 
Croft,  Jas  Robt,  Brockdish,  Norfolk,  Grocer.    Not  30  at  13,  at  offlcea  of 

J.  B.  Coaks,  Bank-plain,  Norwich. 
Crotty,  John,  PentoDTille-rd,  Stay  Mannfiustnrer.    Dee  7  at  13,  at  offlcea 

of  W.  J.  White,  King-st,  Cheapslde.    Feekham,  Gt  Knl«^trlder-st, 

Doctors'-commona. 
Dariee,  Darid,  Aberdare,  Glamorgan,  Draper.     Dee  3  at  II,  at  tbe 

County  Court  Offloe,  Aberdare.    Bosser,  Aberdan. 
Denton,  John,  Abchurch-yd,  Bnllder.    Dec  3  at  2,  at  the  Terminus 

Hotel,  Cannon-st.    Uaniaons,  Walbrook. 
Dowler,  John  Armalrong,  Lpool,  Grocer.  Dec  3  at  3,  at  offlcea  of  Thom- 

ley  ft  Heaton,  Hatton^arden,  Lpool. 


Daprea,  John  Franda,  Leatber-laiM,  Holbon,  China  Dealer.  Nor  Kit 

11,  at  offlcea  of  J.  Edwatda,  Bnsb-lana. 
Bey.  Matthew.  Cbeapaide,  Tie  Mannfaetarer.    Nor  30  at  II,  si  tlit 

Onildbail  CcOee-bonae,  Oresbsm-st.    Morris. 
iTaoa,  Geo,  Whlaplebary,  Stafbrd,  Miner.    Nor  SO  at  IS,  at  oBcM  of 

J.  Qiorer,  Fark-at,  WaltaU. 
Etoesten,  John,  Loath,  Unooln,  Tailor.    Deo  I  at  1 1,  at  offlce  of  J.  B. 

Bell,  Town-hall,  Louth. 
French,  Hy  Tbeopbilns,  Old  Change,  Wareboosaman.   Dec  8  at  t,  at 
oOoaa  of  Lorenng  ft  Minton,  Gresham-st.     Books  ft  Co,  Dag  it 
Oheapalde. 
OiUam,  Isaac  John,  Crondall,  Southampton,  Suigeoa.    Deo  I  st  li,  it 

office  of  H.  Potter,  Famham. 
Giaenwood,  Suaannah,  Bochdale,  Lanoaater,  Widow.    Deo  1  stll,<t 

offlea  of  J.  Standing,  The  Bulla,  Rochdale. 
Harris,  Wm,  BUntyre-st,  Chelsea,  Billiard  Marker.  NOT39at8,ataaa 

of  E.  F.  MarahaU,  Hattoo-garden. 
Hart,  Lemon,  ft  Darid  Hart,  Oeorge-st,  Tower-bill,  Whie  KenlisBU, 
Dee  II  at  II,  at  the  Gnildhali  Tarem,  Gresham-st.    Eimslie  k  Co, 

Leadenball-at. 
Baward,  Obaa,  St  John'scommon,  Clayton,  Sussex,  Orocer.   Hot  U  it 
11,  at  oiSces  of  Smith,  Fawdon,  aad  Low,  Bread-at,  Chaapdde.  bat, 
Brighton. 
Heald,  John,  Potorena,  nr  Wakefield,  York,  Bocae  Dealer.   Dec  I  st  11, 

at  offloe  of  R.  Barrett,  Baistow-sii,  Wakefield. 
Hoiden,  Wm,  Btookbom,  Laneaater, Orooer.    Dae  let  ll.aiaOei  of 

P.  F.  Tamer,  Klng-si,  Blackburn.    SwUt,  Blackbom. 
Hume,  Darid,  Falrfoot-rd,  Bow,  Builder.     Nor  33  at  3,  at  oOoM  «t 

Hari>er,  Broad  ft  Manby,  Bood-Une. 
Johns,  John,  Swansea,  GlamorRan,  Tailor.    Not  39  at  3,  at  oOeas  of  E. 

Morris,  Rutland -st,  Swansea. 
Jones,  Robt,  Manob,  Comm  Agent.    Dec  1  at  3,  at  offlcea  of  Sals,  Siiif- 

man,  Seddon  ft  Sale,  Booth-st,  Maach. 
Xing,  Dinl  WiUis,  Strood.  Kent,  Engineer.    Deo  1  at  3,  at  oflkies  of  J. 

Copland,  Edward  street,  Stieeraesa. 
Lea,  Mlohaal,  and  Saml  Fretwell  Lea,  L|ioal,  Wblta  Oeopen.   Kor  (md 

not  Dec  as  erroneously  printed  in  last  Oaaetta)  38  at  S,  at  olBesel 

Harmood,  Banner,  ft  Son,  North  John-at,  LpooL    lyrer.  Smith  k 

Kenion,  Lpool. 
Leech,  Jas,Jnn,  Rawoalle,  Torit,  Fanner.    Dee  3  at  10,  at  the  Demi 

Amis,  Snaitb. 
Learer,  Obarlotte,  Holioway-rd,  ConilKtioner.    Dee  3  at  S,  at  oOcsif 

Edwards,  Layton,  ft  Jaqnea,  Ely.^1,  Bolbom. 
Littlerrood,  BenI,  Sowerby  Bttdge,  Yoik,  Tobaoeoniat.    Nor  10  at  II,  X 

offleesof  Holroyde  ft  Smiih,  Oheapalde,  HallhT. 
Lord,  Alice,  Ueywood,  Lancaster,  Joiner.    Nor  30  at  3,  st  offlcM  of 

Grundy  ft  Oo,  Heywood. 
Loud,  Jas,  Otaat-rd,  Battenea,  Builder.    Nor  18  at  3,  st  the  Fne- 

masons'  Tarem,  New  Wandsworth.    Pain,  Winatanley-rd,  Bsttmaa. 
Manning,  John,  Birm,  Tailor.    Nor  SO  at  11,  at  offlces  of  U.  A.  Fiuer, 

iienuett's-hlil,  Birmingham. 
Martin,  John,  uekfleld,  Sussex,  Orocer.    Not  *•  at  IS,  at  offlni  cf 

Smith,  Fawdon,  ft  Low,  Bread-at,  Ctaeapaide.    Lamb,  Brigbtoi, 
Mayers,  Albert  Clement,  StafTord,  Boot  Maunlsctnrer.    Dee  9  at  11,  at 

ofllce  of  T.  L.  Brough,  St  Mary's-pl,  StaOOrd. 
Miller,  Robt,  Eingaton-b)  -Sea,  Snssex,  Sailmaker.   Dec  s  at  1,  at  odlM 

of  w.  Oreares,  Brighton. 
Moibt,  J  obn  Hope,  Alblou-pl,  London-wall,  Merchant.   Deo  3  at  3,  it 

offlcea  of  Waltera  ft  Qnsh,  Flnsbory-oircus. 
Myers,  Jas,  Louth,  Llnooln,  Dealer  In  Berlhi  Wool    Dec  1  st  I,  st 

Dolby's  Hotel,  Queen's  Head-oaaaage,  Nowgate-at. 
Nash,   Geo,  Frome,  Somerset,  Plumber.    Nor  30  at  4,  at  oBou  of 

McCanby,  King-st,  Frome. 
Fain,  Chas  John,  Ryde,  lale  cf  Wight.    Nor  SO  at  13  at  oOlce  of  Hsim 

ft  Fardell,  Kyde. 
Palmer,  Fredk  Hy,  Uolllngton  at,  CamberweU,  out  of  boiinaas.  Dec  5 

at  3,  at  offices  of  Bircball  ft  Bogeia,  boothamptoo-bldgs,  Chaooaty- 

lane.    Nind,  Baslngball-st. 
Park, TbosConlson, Middle Raioton,  Durham, Grocer.    NorSOatlO.at 

offlcea  of  W.  Brii^ll,  Jun,  Saddler-etreet,  Dnrtaam. 
Parker,  Geo,  Satton,  nr  Maoelesfield,  Cheater,  Cotton  Spinner.   Dec  6 

at  S,  at  offices  of  Booto  k  Edgar,  Geoige-st,  Manob. 
Price,  Edwin,  Cardilf,  Ohimorgeo,  eat  of  boalneee.     Nor  38  at  1,  st 

offices  of  D.  Blelloch,  St.  Jdm'a^bambeia,  St.  Jobn-at,  Oaidia. 
Eamsden,  John,  Hugh  Ranuden,  ft  Wm  Bamsdao,  Wooldala,  Toik, 

Woollen  Cloth  ManuCsctureia .    Nor  IS  at  II,  at  the  White  Swsa 

Hotel,  KJrkgate,  Hudderafleld.    Miller. 
Richardaoo,  Thos  Bentinck,  Bury  St  Edmunds,  Suflblk,  ProlMnr  of 

Uusic  Deo  5  at  3,  at  tbe  Angel  Hotel,  Angel-hill,  Bury  St  Edmoati. 

Salmon  ft  Son. 
Rogers,  Wm,  Bilston,  StaiTord.  Locksmith.    NorSO  at  11,  atofflesaof 

v.  Stratton,  King-st,  Wolrerhampton.  . 

Shippam.  Joseph,  k  Oeo  Sargent,  Nottingham,  Fruit  Merohants.   Kor 

18  at  13,  at  tbe  County  Tarern,  High-paremeni,  Nottiafham.    Balk, 

NotUogham.  i 

Simpson,  Wm  Fowden,  Manch,  Oomm  Agent.  Nor  39  at  3,  at  offlM  of      | 

Sale,  Sbipmaa,  Sadden  k  Sale,  Booth-st,  Hanch. 
Sly,  Jas,  ft  Geo  Yates  Pyatt,  Kingaton-apoo-Hull,  Tea  Daelera.   Nor 

26  at  1,  at  offlcea  of  CarliU  k  Bnrkinahaw,  FariUment-w,  Kin|iloa- 

npon-Hnll.   Moss,  Lowe  ft  Moss. 
Snort,  Thos  Douttawaite  Swift,  Bonn,  Uneohi,  Baaket  Maker.    Decs 

at  11,  at  offices  of  J.  L.  Bell,  Bourn.    Deacon,  Feterboiougb. 
Spreokloy  Jas,  Kewsrk-npon  .Trent,  Nottingham,  Painter.   Dec  I  at  11, 

at  the  Clinton  Arms  Hotel,  Newark  npon-Trent.    Belk,  Nettingbani. 
Stanley,  Hy  Plant,  Wyaiey  Magna,  near  Walsall,  Stalioid,  Drarer. 

Nor  13  at  13,  at  offices  of  J.  Glorer,  Fark-st,  Walsall. 
Snrlees,  Ann,  Renhold,  Bedford,  Farmer.    Nor  30  at  II,  at  oSees  oi 

Whyley  ft  Piper,  Dame  Alice-st,  Bedford. 
Taylor,  CUas,  Stratford,  Essex,  Plumber.    Nor  SO  at  3,  at  41,  Baiiag- 

hall  St.    Layton,  Jan.,  Bow-rd. 
Teotor,  Wm,  Bolton,  Lancaster,  Boot  Maker.    Nor  30  at  It,  at  offlees  01 

Bicbardson  ft  DowUng,  Wood-at,  Bolton. 
Tllley,  Joalah  Geo,  Old  Kent-rd,  Gent.    Dec  3  at  S,  at  offlce  of  Woollsn, 

Cheapslde.    Bererley. 
Turner,  John  Ferryman,  Camdeu-grore,  Camberwell,  Builder.   Nor  19 

at  3,  at  offices  of  Hicklin  ft  Washington,  Trinity-sq,  Sonlhwart. 
Tomer,  WInspear,  Kingston-upon-Hull,  Baaket  Maker.    Nor  18  at  II, 

at  offices  of  Meaera.  Bead,  St  Mary's-chambers,  Hull. 
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WiUw,  BAbert,  Medl«o-id,  Lovtr  CItptoi,  Builder.   Dm  U>t4,  at 

oOen  or  llMtra.  W«bb,  Auitln-Min. 
WdtOD,  Jts  Ht,  Btrkbeek-id,  Upper  HoUowtr,  Uereluuit't  Olerk.    Deo 

I  St  It,  St  efflee*  of  T.  S.  Maaua,  St  8wiuiln'e-I«M. 
Wetater,  Ju,  8bninlnir7,  Sdop,  Parleh  aerk.   Dee  (  *t  S,  at  the 

Geerite  Hotel,  Shiembory.    Ecm^,  StuewAotT. 
WUteiiead,  John  Wm,  Iroeeeit,  WestmbMter,  Grocer.   Nor  M  *t  It, 

It  the  Blaekwtn  Ktihray  Hotel,  London^t.    Hinta,  BilUter^t. 
VIMd,  Wn,  HinattoD,  Uncolo,  Feimer.    Deo  9  at  II,  at  office  of 

W.  T.  Page,  Job..  Sflier-at,  Uncoln. 
Writtat,  Jobn  Ej,  NotHngham,  Proflalaa  Dealer.    Dec  S  at  11,  at  office* 

of  D.  W.  Heath,  St  Peier^  Cbnrch-mlk, Nottingham. 

TonsaT,  Nor.  29,  1B70. 
Althao.Thoa,  Bashall  Earea,  York,  Com  UlUer.    Deo  6  at  II,  at  office* 

of  J.  Eattban.  ailhero*. 
nitai,  Ht.  %  SalD^  BIltOD,  Leeda,  Joioen.   Dee  7  at  II,  at  offloes  of 

North  «  Sons,  East  Parade,  ll^wH^^. 
Braiihwaile.  The*,  Baliiu,  York,  Coach  Bnilder.    Dec  6  at  II,  at  the 

Great  Votem  Hotel,  Snow-hill  Station,  Blrm.    Holroyde  ftSoiIth, 

W.Hfc-r 

Bdgdeti,  Geo,  EInn.  Wood  Tnmer.   Dec  I  at  11,  at  office  of  E.  AUen, 

Ualon-paaaage,  Blnn. 
Brown,  &aa  Peanlngton,  Seveaoaka,  Kent,  Flamber.    Dec  U  at  3,  at 

offioea  of  Sole,  Tnmer  fc  Toraer,  Aldennanbnrr. 
Brawne,  Danl  Chta,  Lpool.  Pro(Ma<ir  of  Hn«io.    Deo  S  at  t,  at  office  of 

J.  P.  Harri*,  Union-ct,  Caitle.*t,  Ifool. 
Barlej,  Geo,  Krm,  Baker.    Dec  9  at  IS,  at  oBcei  of  Reeoe  <c  Harris, 

Hev-at,  Btrm. 
Baxteo,  Fraooto,  k  Geo  Bnxton,  Thorpe,  Derby,  Farmer*.  Dec  10  at  19, 

at  the  Green  Mao,  Aahbonnw.    J.  Smith,  Derby. 
Cbectham,  Bobt,  k  Jas  Cheefium,  Oldham,  Lancaster,  Builder*.    Nor 

6at  II.  at  the  Swas  Inn,  High-it,  Oldham.    W.R.Clark. 
Oaoper,  Gee,  teedi,  doth  Mannlbctnrer.   Dee  S  at  3,  at  office  of  T. 

Stanpeon,  Albioo*at,  Leeda. 
OonMe.  Joaapti  Wetetar,  Fenaanea,  Corawall,  Retail  Beeraeller.   Dee  9 

at II, at offlee* of  W. TiTtball, Clareneeat, Penaance, 
Daniel,  Edwd  Osmond,  Swansea,  Glamorgan,  Merchant.   Dee  3  at  1 1 ,  at 

offica*  of  Field  ft  Home,  Monat^t,  Swanaea. 
OajTica,  Wm-Tnisfeio, Glamorgan, Collier.    i>eeS  at  l.atoaoeaof  K. 

Thoeus.  Mill-st,  Fontypridd. 
Dawson.  Bobt  Waters,  Bnrtoa-by-Uneoln,  Linooln,  Farmer.     Dec  3  at 

II,  at  oflkes  of  Toynbee  ft  Larken,  Bank-^t,  Unooln. 
DooaMaon,  Tbos,  Leeds,  Bootmaker.     Deo  9  at  3,  at  the  Wharton 

Hotel,  Park-lane,  Leeds.    J.  Walker. 
Edward*,  Biehd,  Trara,  Cornwall,  Chemist.   Dee  3  at  9,  at  offioea  of  J. 

T.  Trercaa,  Princes- si,  Tmro. 
rMkce,  BIcbd  Tarrant,  SaUbrd,  Lead  Merehant.    Dec  9  at  3,  at  offices 

ef  J.  L.  Hodgson,  Croea  st,  Uaneh. 
PiDagar,  John,  Nortbam,  Sussex,  Bnilder.    Dec  6  at  1 1 ,  at  the  Cioqae 

Fort  Arms  Hatel,|Ry*,  Sussex.    F.  A.  Langham,  HsaUngs. 
Oil**,  MaShaniel,  Rocheatar,  Kent,  Bootmaker.    Deo  3  at  1,  at  office  of 

W.  W.  Rayward,  High-st,  Roehaster. 
GOvin,  Hy,  NeweasUe-npon-Trna,  Anotloner.     Dec  S  at  II,  at  tbo 

CTmrnbiT  sf  Commerce,  Cheapeide.  Bodge  ft  Harle,  Newcastle-upon- 

Tme. 
Oraw,  Hy,  Balsall-heatb,  Worcester,  Fainter.    Dec  8  at  1 1,  at  offioea  of 

E.  Jaqaea,  Cbeny-st.  Btrm. 
llabWnhiw.  John,  Bradftnd,  York,  Stuff  Mannfaoturer.    Dec  3  at  1 1 ,  at 

oOeea  d  Ferry  ft  RoMnson,  Markat-st.  Bradford. 
Baktead,  Hy,  Leeds.  Cloth  Merchant.    Dec  7  at  3,  at  office  of  T.  Smp- 

son,  AlMoo-at,  Leeda. 
Hums.  Wea,  Cardifl,  Glamorgan,  Pnblican.    Dee  6  at  1,  at  office*  of 


]ioisu,StMary-a,  Cardiir. 
Isw.Jobn,  —    •    - 


Raw,  Jobn.  York,  Shoemaker.    Deo  t  at  II,  at  offices  of  Mann  ft  Son, 

Kew-«t,  York. 
B*OT,  Jobn.  Old  Change,  Papermaker.    Dec  i  at  2,  at  offices  of  Halse 

ft  Co,  Cheapeide. 
Hagba.  TtMM,  Bangor,  Camarron,  Master  Mariner.    Dec  3  at  3,  at  the 

Prince  Albert  Hctel,  Higb4t,  Baagor.   T.  Foolkes,  Bangor. 
Johns,  Jidu,  Teryaa  Green,  Osmwall,  Butcher.    Deo  7  at  3,  at  offices 

of  Carlyon  ft  Faall,  Qnay-et,  Tmro. 
Ecaa<ais-Betty.  Rowland  Velteb,  Swansea,  Glamorgan,  Merchant.    Dee 

3at  II,  atoOctaofField  ft  Home,  Mount-et,  Swansea. 
EOUp,  Jas,  t.pool.  Butcher.   Dee  (  at  3,  at  the  Lpool  Law  Association, 

Caok-st.  LpooL    E.  Cotton,  LpooL 
Eirfca,  Joeepta,  Cla*.  Uoeolo,  Butcher.  Dee  9  at  3,  at  office  of  T,  Mono. 

taio,  Cletkorpe-rd,  Ot  Grimsby. 
bdley,  Jorciib,  ft  John  Dtxon,  Leeds,  Cloth  MsnaCuturers.    Dee  6  at 

3,  at  tlM  Griffin  Hotel.  Boar-lane,  Leeds.    T.  Simpson,  Leeds. 
Latimer,  Tboe,  Bradford,  York,  (Stuff  Manofactarer.    Deo  3  at  II,  at 

cflecs  of  Wood  ft  Killlek,  CommcRial  Bank-bldgs,  Piece  Hall-yard, 

BradAird. 
Ltwif,  Darld,  Brfdgeod,  Glamorgan,  Agricolraral  Implement  Hannfae- 

rarer.    Dee  3  at  I,  at  offloes  of  Barnard,  Thomas,  Clarke  ft  Co,  Car- 

etc    SpldkettftFriee,Fontni<idd. 
LoBdy,  llMM  Eran^  Comhlll,  Elsotriolan.    Dee  It  at  3,  at  the  Masons' 

Ball  Tanxn,  Masoos'-areeae,  Baaioghall-at.    C.  U.  Saddler,  Moor- 


Hauler,  Jas  Clark,  L|>eoI.  Comm  Merchant.    Dee  8  at  3,  at  office  of  J. 

L.  Jeftason.  Unity-bldgs.Lord-st,  Lnool. 
Kartin,  Tboa.  Bradford,  York,  Linendraper.    Dec  6  at  II,  at  offices  of 

Lets,  Senior,  ft  WOaon,  Albion-ct,  Ctrkgate,  Bradford. 
BScs.  Darid.  ft  Wm  Walte,  Worthing,  Cabinet  Makers.    Dee  5  at  1,  at 

nacsaof  Hnatar  ft  Co,  Cotoman-at.    H.  Loekett,  Worthing. 
Maaigooery.  Tboe,  Cardiff,  Olamerna,  Coal  Exporter.    Dee  6  at  10,  at 

C,  Arcade  ebambers,  St  Uary-st,  Cardiff.    Yorath. 
Maias,  Eaannei  Fredk,  Swansea,  Glamorgan,  Jeweller.   Deo  IS  at  9,  at 

<4kas  of  3.  A.  Kisch,  Wellington-et,  Strand. 
Bnc.  Jobs  Wm,  Fetter's  Bar,  Middx,  Florist.    Deo  S  at  II,  at  office*  of 

W.  Haigb,  Jo>,  King^t,  CbeapaUe. 
Kirt^JTigale.  John    Tbos,  Oantorbury,  Wheelwright.    Deo  3  at  II,  at 
■  at  Sankey,  Son  ft  Flint,  Castle-st,  Canterbury.    Delasanx,  Can- 


tcfbory. 
hcsir,taa«al.l 


hgsir,  tfmnaal.  Park  Brook,  Walsall,  Staffbid,  Chartermaster.     Dec  1 

SI  t,  at  oOeae  of  J.  Glorcr,  Fark-st,  Walsall. 
Fanoa.Waa  Chas,Lane*aHet«l,St  Alban's-pl,  FlccsdU  ly,  no  oconpa- 

tiaa.    UeeSatt. ateOeeaof  Ladbnry,  OoIUton  ft  VIney.    Lewtsft 

Lewie,  Ely -Vt.  Holben. 


Petara,  John,  Caabridga-pl.  Praed-at,  Paddingtoo,  Carman.    Not  30  at 

3,  at  office*  of  W.  Newman,  BucklerabnTT. 
Peters,  Wm  Hy,  Charles-st,  Hatton-garaen,  Wholesale  Ironmonger. 

Dec  1  at  3,  at  offices  of  Hayles  ft  Co,  Klng-st,  Cbeapside.    Tmefttt, 

Essex'Ct,  Temple.  > 

Price,  Tbos,  Bradley,  Stafford,  Sblngler.    Dec  S  at  10,  at  offiee  of  J. 

Stokes,  Friory-st,  Dudley. 
Prior.Wm,  ft  By  Prior,  South  Shield*,   Durham,  Boflders.    DeeSatl, 

at  the  Tnrk'a  Head  Hotel,  Orey-st,  Newcaaile-opon-Tyne,    BontfleU, 

Newcastle-upon-Tyne,  for  Duncan,  South  Shielde. 
Quay,  John,  Corentry-st,  Bootmaker.    Dec  S  at  19,  at  office  of  T.  Bees> 

ley,  Bedford-iow.    Kimberley,  Gt  J  aaea-at,  Bedford-row. 
Beading,  Jobn  Ebeoeaer,  St  John't-rd ,  Hoxton.  Ironmonger.    Dec  7  at 

S,  at  offioea  of  Appleby ,  Wright  ft  Cr  owther,  Sontbampton-st,  Blooms- 

bury. 
Reere,  Tboe,  ft  Fredk  Tbos  Beere,  Unlon-pl,  Commercial-rd,  Boot  Manu- 

faotnrers.    Deo  S  at  9,  at  office  of  W.  0.  Brighten,  BlahopaRate-*t 

Without 
Sampson,  Paul,  Hythe,  Kent,  Boot  Maker.    Deo  7  at  12,  at  otOcea  of  J.. 

W,  AUen,  Uarliale-st,  Soho. 
Sewell,  Edward,  ft  Joanna  Butt  Metcalfe,  Ipnrlob,  Suffolk,  Cheese  Fac- 
tor*.  Dee  «,  at  offices  of  E.  Bromley,  Bedfbrd.row.    Notentt. 
Shsddick,  John  Jas,  Newport,  Deron,  Bnilder.    Dee  1  at  11,  at  effice* 

of  J.  A.  Tbome.Cross-et,  Barnstaple. 
Simons,  Nathaniel  Wells,  Bristol,   Wholesale  Druggist.    Dee  I  at  9,  at 

offices  o<  Uatthews  ft  Oreetham,  Bedford-row.    Lloyd,  Bath. 
Smallwood,Jostsb,  BalsalllBeatb,  Worcester,  Builder.    Deo  5  at  3,  at 

offices  of  J.  Bowlands,  Ann -at,  Blrm. 
Smetbnrat,  Jobn  Windsor,  Maneb,  Tailor.    Dec  9  at  3.30,  at  offices  ot 

Boote  ft  Edgar,  George-st,  Maneb. 
^looner,  Allked  Ernest,  Newlyn  East,  Corawall,  Clerk  hi  Holy  Orden. 

Dec  3  at  9,  at  offices  of  J.  T.  Trsrena,  Princes-st,  Tmro. 
Thomas,  Jesse,  Rtaosdda,  Denbigh,  Grooer.    Dee  3  at  19,  at  office  of  J.. 

Jones,  Henblas-st,  Wrexham. 
Thorley,  Daniel,    High    Plorer,    Chester,  Farmer.     Deo  16  at  3,  at 

offlcea  oi  Rylance,  Esaex-st,  Msnch.    Erans,  Manch. 
Thresher,  Thos  Swinlbn,  ft  Tbos  Hy  Thresher,  King-st  West,  Hammer- 
smith, Fawnbrokera.    Dec  7  at  3,  at  offices  of  Foreman  ft  Cooper, 

Greabam^t.    Maaon,  Greshan-st. 
Tomlin,  Tom,  Leicester,  Cutler.  Dee  3  at  1 1,  at  oflieeB  of  Harria  ft  Son,. 

Friar-lane,  Leicceter,    Petty. 
Ward,  Edwd,Hampatead-rd,  Greengrocer.    Deo  S  at  19,  at  offices  of  H. 

M,  Dsniel,  RoUiHcbainbers,  Chancery-lane. 
Welch,  Harriett  Gilby  (otherwise  Merce  r),  Heathcote-tt,  UecUenburg- 

sq,  no  occupation.    Dec  7  at  3,  at  otBc  e  of  Hussabini,  Basbigball-st. 
Westcott,  Geo,  Saltash,  Cornwall,  Shipbuilder.    Dee 8 at  II, at  office*. 

of  Elworttay,  Curtis  ft  Dawe.  Courtenay-sl,  Plymouth. 
Williams,  Hy,  Tipton,  SUfford,  Fire  Brick  Manulkcturer.    Dee  3  at  lU 

at  the  Dudley  Arms  Hotel,  Market-pl,  Dudley.    Ebeworth. 
Williams,  Wm,  Herthyr  Tydftl,  Glamorgan,  Batcher.    Dee  3  at  II,  at 

th*  Connty  Court  Office,  McrthyrTydfll.    Bosser,  Aberdare. 


CASES  TO  HOLD  THE  NXJMBEES 

OF  THB 

SOLICITORS*     JOUENAL 

CAN  BE  HAD  AT  THB  OFFICE, 

OB      TKBOUOH     ANT      BOOKBBLLBR, 

Price,  Zt.  Gd.  and  7*.6i. 


GBESHAM     LIFE    ASSURANCE     SOCIETY, 
37,  OLD  JEWEY,  LONDON,  E.C. 
SOLICrrORS  are  inrited  to  Introduce,  on  beball  of  their  clients,  Pro- 
peeals  fbr  Loans  on  Freehold  or  Leasehold  Property,  Rererslons,   Life 
Iniereats,  or  other  adequate  aeourities. 

Proposals  may  be  made  In  the  first  instance  according  to  the  foil  owing 
fbrmi— 

PnorosAL  roB  Loah  ox  Moxtoaoks. 

Date 

Introduced  by  [$lale  namt  and  adUrttt  tf  soNctfor) 
Amount  required  S, 

Tbne  and  mode  of  repayment  (i.e.,  whMtr  fur  a  Itrm  ctrlatn,  or  tf 
ttnmuator  othtr  pajpnentt) 

Secnrlty  (itate  ^torOf  tht  partkulari  ef  ttatrUf,  and,  if  toad  or  tmU- 
tog;  *al*  Me  ns(  oanaat  <im«im). 

State  what  Life  Policy  (If  any)  is  proposed  to  be  effected  w  th  the 
Oresham  Office  in  connection  with  the  security. 
By  order  ot  the  Board, 

F.  ALLAN  CURTIS,  Actuary  and  Secretary. 

BILLS  OF  COMPLAINT. 

TWENTY  PER  CENT.  DISCOUNT  for  CASH.— 
BILLS  of  COMPLAINT,  9/6  per  page,  30  coines,  subject  to  a 
Disooont  of  20  per  cent,  for  cash ;  being  at  the  rate  net  of  4/6  per  page 
—a  lower  charge  than  has  hitherto  been  offered  by  the  trade. 
Tatxs  ft  AI.KXANDEB,  Ftintcrs,  Symonds-inn,  Chanoery-Iane. 


PEINTING  of  EVERT   DESCRIPTION,   Plaiu 
and  Ornamental— Newspapers,  Books,  Pamphlets,  Prospectuses, 
Circulars,  fto.— with  promptitude  and  at  moderate  charges,  by 
TATxa  ft  Ai.EXA}(DEa,  Symonds-inu  (and  (3iurcb-passage),  Ohansery. 

laae. 

In  one  rolume,  crown  Sro,  price  38. 

A  TREATISE  ON  THE  ENGLISH  LAW  OP 
DOMICIL.  Dedicated,  by  permission,  to  Vlce-CbanceUor  Sir 
Rlohard  TorIn  Kindersley.  By  OLIVER  STEPHEN  ROUND,  of  Un- 
coln's-inn,  Barrister-at-Law. 

London:  11,  (^ook's-court,  Carey-etreet,  W.C. 
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MESSRS.  DEBENHAM,  TEVTSON  &  FARMER'S 
LIST  of  EST&TES  and  HOUSES  to  be  SOLD  or  LET,  iacladlog 
Landed  Eiutes,  Town  and  Oonntrf  Realdenees,  Hnntlng  end  Shootinjt 
Qoirten,  Farmi,  Oronnd  Rents.  Rent  Cbargee,  HooM  Property  and 
UTeMments  generally,  It  pnbliabed  on  tbe  flrtt  day  of  eaoh  month, 
and  nuy  be  obtained,  {Tee  of  ehuse,  at  ttaelr  oaoea,  80,  Oheapaide,  X.C., 
or  will  be  sent  by  poit  In  ratnm  tor  two  itampe.— Partlenlan  fbr  Inaer- 
Uoa  ihould  be  reoelred  not  later  than  fonr  d»y»  preTlooe  to  the  end 
of  the  preceding  mouth. 

FREEHOLD  GROUND  RENTS,  secured  upon 
really  good  property  at  Hackney,  yielding  a  raok  rental  of  about 
eight  times  the  amonot  of  the  ground  rent.  The  total  inoonw  fbr  sale 
is  £430  per  Bnnum— for  this  £8,40U  woald  be  taken  bom  one  bnyer, 
tbna  paying  s  clear  i  per  rent.,  bat  in  the  erenl  0<  a  iab-diTiaion  and  a 
sale  In  lots  a  sllRhtly  Increased  price  will  be  expected.  The  inrestment 
la  well  deserrinK  the  attention  of  trustees.— Hesera.  DniUBAM,  TcwiOM 
ft  FuKia,  80,  Obeapside.    (I6,SS7.) 

MESSRS.  CADLE  &  BUBB'S  HOUSE  and 
ESTATB  BEQISTER  of  town  and  ooantry  residenoes,  shooting 
and  tisblng  quarters,  can  be  obtained  on  the  1st  of  each  month  on  ap 
plication  at  the  Weat  Midland  and  Sonth  Wales  Und  ImpiOTomentand- 
Agency  OfBcce,  SI,  Chaocery-lane,  London,  E.C.,  and  Claieoce-street, 
Oloocester. 


INVESTMENTS  in  LAND,  HOUSE  PROPERTF, 
CiROUND-RENTS,  *c-Mesars.    8T.  QCItJTIN    &  MOTLEY'S 
printed  List  of  PROPERTIES  fbr  3A.LE  by  PRIVATE  CONTBACT 
may  he  obtained  giatis  and  post  free.    The  December  List  ii  now  under 
teriaton,  and  particulars  can  be  receired  np  to  the  17th  inatant.— ST, 
Boyal  Exobange,  £.C. 

CITY  of  LONDON  FREEHOLD  for  SALE,  to 
pay  Six  per  cent.— A  Urge  newly  built  WAREHODSa,  let  oo 
lease  at  £100  per  annum,  to  be  increased  after  seren  years.  Price  £M0. 
The  situation  is  undeniable.— Apply  to  Messrs.  St.  QDuraw  k  Notut, 
tt.  Royal  Exchange. 

ITY   of^LONDON.— First-class    LEASEHOLD 

WAREHOUSE  PROPBRTT,  to  pay  SeTen  per  cent.,  situate  In 
the  heart  of  the  Colonial  Market,  and  producing  a  net  Income  of  £690 
per  annum.  A  fine  Inrestment  for  capitalists  and  trustees.— Apply  to 
Messrs.  St.  QDi.sTiir  k  Nqti.»,  37,  Royal  Exchange. 

CITY  of  LONDON.— To  be  SOLD,  an  important 
FREEHOLD  ESTATE,  baring  an  area  ofS.OOOft.  in  Biihopsgate- 
atreet  Within,  tliree  minutes'  walk  from  the  Rank  of  England.  It  Is  now 
coTered  by  three  old  shops  and  a  warehouse,  and  offers  a  Sns  dte  ft>r  an 
office.  Building  plans  and  parttonlars  to  he  had  of  Mtssrs.  St.  QuumK 
ft  KuTLiT,  37,  Royal  Exchange. 

Freehold  Ground  Rest  of  £110  per  annum. 

MR.  W.  THOMPSON  will  SELL  by  AUCTION, 
at  OABRAWAT'S,  Chaiige«lle7,  Oornhill,  on  WEDNESDAY, 
the  Uth  of  DECEMBER  next,  at  ONE  o'clock  precisely,  an  important 
FREEHOLD  GROUND  RENT,  aaoonting  to  £110  par  anaum,  arising 
team  and  abundantly  secured  on  that  fttlly  licensed  property  known  as 
the  Red  House  Tavern,  newly  built  in  a  most  substantial  manner,  and 
being  No.  19,  Park-road,  St.  John'a-wood,  adioining  the  Metropolitan 
Hallway  SMtion. 

May  be  Tiewed  and  particulars  had  at  Uarrawnr'S  ;  and  of  Mr.  W. 
THOMPSON,  .Vnctiuneet  and  Brewery  agent,  4,  King's-road,  Bedford- 
row,  W.C. 

Valuable  Improved  Oronnd  Rents,  amounting  to  £143  per  annum,  se- 
cureO  upon  five  largo  warehouses  in  South wark-street,  the  rack  rental 
Talne  o(  which  exceeds  £1,700  per  annum. 

MR.  G.  C.  EDWARDS  is  instructed  to  SELL  by 
AUCTION,  at  the  MART,  TQkenboase-yard.  on  FRIDAY,  DEO. 
16,  at  ONE  for  TWO,  in  Fire  Lots,  ralnabio  IMPROVED  LEASEHOLD 
OKOUNO  RENTS,  auiounting  to  £US  per  annum,  arising  out  of  and 
abundantly  secured  upon  Are  large  warehonses,  situate  in  the  feest  psrt 
of  that  impoTUnt  new  thoroughfare  Southwark-street.  tho  rack  rental 
ralne  of  which  exceeds  £1,700  per  annum.  The  leases  are  for  terms  of 
SO  years,  from  March  3Sth,  Ib6(. 

Particulars  and  conditions  of  sale  (when  ready)  may  be  obtained  at 
the  Hart ;  of 

Messrs.  C.  R.  RANDALL  ft  SON,  Solicitors,  Mo.  », Tokenhooso- 
yard,  E.C.; 
and  at  the  Auctioneer's  Offices,  18,  Coleman-street,  Bank. 


Leadenhall-street— A  Freehold  Property,  producing  £130  per  annum, 
with  early  rererslon  to  a  muoh  larger  rental. 

MESSRS.  SCOBELL  &  JENKINSON  will  SELL, 
at  the  MART,  on  WEDNESDAY,  DECEMBER    14,  at  ONE 
punctually  (by  orler  of  the  Trustees  of  the  late  Mr.  Wm.  Lerefer),  the 
subsuntisl  FREEHOLD  BUSINESS  PREMISES,  No.  1 10,  LeadonaU- 
street,  of  modem  construction,  let  on  lease  for  SI  years,  from  Lady-^aj, 
1X69,  at  the  very  low  rent  of  £120  per  aimiui.    May  be  riewed  by  per- 
missian  of  the  tenant. 
Particulars  may  be  had  of 
Messrs.  C.  T.  JENKINSON  ft  SON,  SoUcitors,  1,  Corbet-court, 
Gracecburch-street ; 
at  the  Mart;  and  at  the  Auctionoers'  offlces,  S8,  Walbrook,  E.C. 

UTH0R3  ADVISED  WITH  as  to  the  Cost  of 

Printing  and  Publishing,  and  the  Cheapest  Mode  of  Bringing 
outMSS. 

VATia  ft  Alkxahdkk,  Printers,  7,  Symonds-inn,  Chancery-lane. 


To  Oapltalists,  Bandars,  and  Othen. 

FOR  SALE  by  TENDER,  on  TUESDAY,  NO- 
VEMBKR  39th.  1870  (Tenders  will  be  opened  at  Twslfe  o'clock), 
at  tba  OFnCES  of  Messrs.  DIGBT.  SHARP  ft  LARGE,  SoUeitocs, 
13.  Clemenfs-lane,  Lombard-street,  City,  a  ralnable  FKEEBOLD 
ESTATE,  tithe  free  and  land  Ux  redeemed,  seren  aada-half  miles  soath 
ol  Qio  Ci4.  on  the  high  road,  within  easy  aceessofthrse  railway  stsUoiis 
to  the  City  and  West-end,  comprising  orer  sixty  acres  of  nwliilsllsi 
and  pietnnsqua  building  land,  baring  about  three  miles  of  frontsis  to 
sewered  pailab  roads,  whiob  hare  a  width  of  sixty  leet  There  Is  t  Isrfa 
Bumher  of  ornamental  trees  and  shrubs  on  the  estate. 

Forms  of  Tepder,  with  plans  and  oarda  to  riew,  may  be  had  at  the 
Offices  of  Messrs.  DIGBT,  SHABP  ft  LABOE,  S<dioitars.  as  abore. 


The  Companies  Acts,  1862  &  1867. 

Erery  requisite  under  the  abore  Acts  supplied  on  the  shortest  sotiee. 

The  BOOKS  AND  FORMS  kept  in  stock  for  Immediate  gie 
MEMORANDA  and  ARTICLES  OF  ASSOCIATION  qeedUy  prittsd 
in  the  proper  form  for  registration  and  distribution.  SHABB  CEK- 
TIFICATBS  engraved  and  printed.  OFFICIAL  SEALS  detigset 
and  executed.  No  charge  for  sketches.  Companies  Fee  Stanpi. 
Railway  Registration  Forms. 


Solicitora*  Account  Books. 
ASH    &   PLIITT, 

Statteners,  Printers,  Engrarars,  Registration  Agents,  ftc,  49,  Flstt- 
atreet,  London,  E.C.  (comer  of  Seijeanta'-inui. 

ASTRINGENT    LOZENGES    OF    THE    BED 
GUM  OF  AUSTBALIA.— For  Relaxed  Throat,  in  BottIes,a 
MURIATE  OF  AMMONIA  LOZENGES. 
In  Bottles,  ts.    Useful   tor  Brondiitia,  by  loosening  the  phlegm  si* 
prerenting  riolent  fits  of  coughing. 
P.  ft  P.  W.  SQUIRE, 
Chemists  on  the  Estsbllsbmsnt  in  Ordinary  to 
THE  qUEBN. 
(Oaxettsd  August  Sth,  1837— December  31st,  IS67.) 
S77,  OXFORD  STREET,  LONDON. 


o 


SLER'S  CRYSTAL  GLASS  CHANDELIERS. 

Tablb  olabs  or  all  bikm. 
CHANDEUERS  IN  BRONZE  AND  ORMOLU. 
Uoderator  Lamps,  and  Lamps  for  India. 
LONDON-Show  Rooms,  4S,  OXFORD-STREET,  W. 
BIEUUNQHAM— Manufactory  and  Show  Booms,  Broad-Street. 


ESTABLISHED  A.D.  1700. 

I?  URNISH    YOUR   HOUSE  at  DEANE'S 

I?  ILLUSTRATED  CATALOGUE. 

With  Priced  Furnishing  litt.  Gratia  and  Post  Free. 
DEANE'S— Odebrated  Table  Cutlery,  erery  rariety  of  style  and  dniih. 
DEANE'S— Electro-plated  Spoons  and  Forks,  best  maautsctuie. 
DEANE'S— Electro-plated  Tea  ft CoObe  Sets,  Liqueur  Stand%  Cruets,  tc. 
DEANX'S— Dish  Carers  and  Hot  Water  Dishss,  Corers  In  Sets,  tnm  Its- 
DEANE'S— Papier-macho  Tea  Trays,  in  8eta.fi«m2ls., newest pattersi. 
DEANE'S— Broued  Tea  and  Ooffee  Urns,  with  Patent  Ifflproremeius. 
DEANE'S -Copper  and  Brass  Goods,  Kettles, Stew  and  PreserringPus. 
DEANE'S— Moderator  and  Rock  Oil  lasmps,  a  large  and  handsomestock. 
DEANE'S— Domestic  Baths  tor  erery  purpose.  Bathrooma  fitted  complete. 
DEANE'S— Fenders  and  Fire-irons,  in  all  modem  and  approrel  pstlenn. 
DEANE'S— Bedsteads,  In  Iron  and  Brass.    Bedding  of  superior  qoalitr. 
DEANE'S— Register  Stores,  London-msde  Kitcheners,  Ranges,  ftc. 
DEANE'S— Cornioes  and  Cornice  Poles,  a  great  raristy  of  patterns. 
DEANE'S— Tin  and  Japan  Qoods,  lion  Ware,  and  Culinary  UteuiiU. 
DEANE'S— Turnery,  Bruabes,  Mats,  ftc.,  strong  and  serriceibls. 
DEANE'S— Horticultural  Tools,  Lawn  Mowers,  Garden  Rollers,  ftc. 
DEANE'S— Oss  Chandeliers,  Newly  designed  Patterns. 

A  discount  of  fire  per  cent,  for  caah  payments  of  £>  and  upwards. 
DEANE  ft  Co.,  46  (King  William-street j,  LONDON-BRIDGE. 

r  lEBIG    COMPANY'S  EXTRACT    OF   MEAT. 

1-i  FOUR   GOLD   MEDALS. 

CatrriOB — Bequire  Baron  Liebig's  signature  on  every  Jar  and  Tin. 

Sib.  Tins  supplied  in  enormous  quantities  to  both  French  and  Gfrmia 
troops  in  the  field,  and  tliia  slsa  specially  recommended  to  BsUsf  C«a. 
laittees. 

THE  LAW  OF  TRADE  MARKS,  with  some 
account  of  its  Histoiy  and  Derelopment  in  the  Oeoisions  of  ibe 
Courts  ofLaw  and  Equity.  By  EDWARD  LLOYD,  Esq.,  of  Lincoln's- 
Inn,  Barrister-st-Law.    Price  3s. 


who 


I  am  indebted  to  the  rery  ralnahle  little  publication  of  Mr.  VDji, 

has  collected  all  the  aathotltias  on  thU  subject."— T.C.  Woeo.la 

McAndtew  v.  Bassstt,"  Maroh  4. 


I  anbject-*' 
13,  Cook's-conrt,  Oarey-sta«et,  W.C. 


ROYAL  POLYTECHNIC— Professor  Pepper's 
New  Enlsrtalnment  "ON  THE  WAR,  AND  THE  DESTECC- 
TIVE  mCLEHENTS  USED  THEREAT," daily  at  quarter  to  Sand  i. 
with  elaborate  Pictorial  Illustrations,  which  hare  been  auppUed  by  the 
War  Correspondent  of  the  Polytechnic  and  other  Friends.— The  sccom- 
pllshed  PBAEGER  FAMILY  (stein  number),  and  Mr.  Sachet  Chsmpion 
will  sing  the  GERMAN,  FRBNCH.  AND  ENGLISH  PATRIOl'l? 
SONGS.— The  Explanation  of  the  GHOST  as  tisnal. 
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SOTIOE  OP  EEMOVAU— TA*  Qfit*  of  this  Journal 
tHdaf  tJu  Wbixlt  BsFORna  m  now  at  12,  Oook't-eourt, 
Ctrty.$trt*t,  W.C. 

lit  Suiuriplion  to  the  Souonoa*'  Joubhal  if — Town,  26«., 
Comttry  28*.;  %rith  the  Wbxklt  Rbfostib,  iie,  fayment 
m  aJknmee  ineUUke  Double  Number*  and  Poetage.  Suiieriieri 
tarn  kmte  their  Tolumee  bound  at  the  Qfflae—eMh,  2t.  M., 
half  late  eaif,  4/.  id. 

Jtt  Letttre  intended  fir  publieation  in  the  "Solieitorf  Journal ' ' 
mutt  be  attthentieated  by  the  name  of  the  writer,  tha*gh  not 
neeteearily  for  publication. 

Where  diJUulty  ie  experieaeed  in  procuring  the  Jeumal  with 
reynlarity  in  the  Provineee,  it  ie  requetted  that  appKeation  be 
nuule  direct  to  the  JPublither. 


LONDON,  DBCBUBBR  3,  1870. 


ThX     BTBAXaa    and     UNSATIBFACIOBT     JTTOOHBirT 

of  Sir  Bobert  PhUlimore  in  the  oaaa  of  Mr.  Jkokson, 
of  Ledbniy,  has  been,  »■  was  gr^nerally  antictpated, 
wreiaed  by  the  Jndioial  Committee.  Mr.  Jackson's 
dianoter  is  (has  teliered  from  the  grioTona  reptoaoh 
mder  whioh  it  has  labonred  sinoe  the  month  of  April 
last  Penonally  he  may  in  one  sense  feel  grateful  to  the 
Dean  of  the  Arohea,  in  spite  of  the  months  of  anxiety  he 
mnit  haTo  snSeied  :  for  an  aoqoittalat  the  hands  of  that 
learned  judge  wonld  certainly  not  hare  carried  suoh 
ir^hk  and  authority  as  the  acquittal  he  has  obtained 
firom  the  Court  of  Appeal.  A  careful  perusal  of  the  ela* 
bMBta  analyBis  of  the  eridenoe  delirered  by  the  Lord 
CfcaiweHor  renews  and  intmwiWea  the  astoniahmMit  with 
vUah  the  decision  of  the  Court  below  was  received.  Oar 
pnasDt  pnrpcae,  howoTer,  is  not  to  point  out  the  singular 
fsOare  on  the  patrt  of  Sir  Bobert  Phillimore  to  deal  with 
or  eraa  to  see  the  difBouItiaa  of  the  case  ;  but  again  to 
call  tiie  attention  of  our  readers,  as  we  have  already  dona 
onoe  (see  &  J.  toI.  14,  p.  685),  to  the  state  of  the  law 
whioh  permits  a  dergymaa  to  be  tried  for  what  is  to  him 
moe  praoiova  than  life,  befof*  a  tribunal  utterly  nnanitsd 
and  onaoeastomad  to  the  task  of  sifting  a  Taat  maas  of 
flontradiatory  eridence.  Our  remarks,  we  should  ob- 
aac«e,as«  not  intended  to  apply  particularly  to  the  present 
Dean  of  the  Arches.  Sr.  Lnahington,  in  at  least  one 
wait-known  inctanoe  {Biehop  tf  NomUh  t.  Bemay), 
•zhifaited  a  jndioial  bUndnees  whioh  appraaahed,if  it  did 
not  eqnnl,  that  of  his  learned  soooesaor  in  the  ease  of  Mr. 
Jaokaon.  Bat  it  is  really  a  grieranoe  whioh  cries  for 
iaaMdiate  redieas,  that  oSenees  against  moralil^,  which 
if  paored  direoHy  affect  the  itetw  of  the  aecnssd,  and 
may  depriTe  him  wholly  or  for  a  time  of  his  means  of 
aubaiatenoe,  should  be  inTtatigated  before  a  solitary  judge, 
howerer  well  meaning  Mod  nnprejudioed  that  judge  may 
be.  The  right  remedy  wonld,  in  our  opinion,  be  to  take 
away  from  the  Court  of  Arches  all  jorisdiotion  over  the 
clergy  for  offences  against  morals  ;  or  if  the  jurisdiction 
be  permitted  to  remain,  to  make  it  obligatory  for  the  Court 
in  anoh  eases  to  summon  a  jury  to  its  asmstance.  Juries, 
we  are  aware,  are  not  infallible,  though  the  most  eminent 
judges  on  the  bench  have  repeatedly  expressed  the  higheat 
opinion  of  their  sagaoify  in  criminal  oases.  But  no  one 
will  deny  that  the  Dean  of  the  Arches  assisted  by  a  jury 
wonld  be  a  more  effioient  judge  on  a  question  of  fact  than 
when  be  tits  alone.  When  acting  as  an  Admiralty  judge 
he  is  proTided  with  assessors.  If  he  requires  the  help  of 
the  Trinity  Masters,  when  deciding  on  a  cause  of  collision 
aorelj  be  ia  likely  to  be  still  more  in  need  of  help  when 
deciding  on  the  diaraoter  of  an  accused  clergyman. 

These  is  another  point  on  whioh  our  ecclesiastical  pro- 
oadare  wrote  amendment.  At  preaentthepraoticeistohcTe 
the  whole  eTidenoe  taken  down  in  the  Arches  Court  by  a 
ewom  abort-hand  writer,  and  sabmitted  in  print  to  the 
Coait  of  Appeal.  The  Judicial  Committee  do  not  see  and 
hot  the  witnesses,  a  disadrantage  whioh  counsel  on  both 


sides  in  Jaehion  t.  Martin  joined  in  deploring.  If  a  jury 
were  to  hearquestiona  of  fact  in  the  Court  below  probably 
it  would  be  nnnecessary  to  allow  the  right  of  appeal  en 
suoh  questions  to  remain.  Bat  if  it  should  be  thought 
right  to  retain  it  it  would  surely  be  advisable  that  the 
CTidenoe  taken  in  the  court  of  appeal  should  be  oraL 


Tbe  Ooitbt  of  COKUOzr  Plras,  after  a  somewhat 
lengthy  argument,  has  decided  to  restore  the  claases  of 
the  Norwich  Election  Petition  which  an  order  of  Mr. 
Justice  Byles  had  directed  to  be  struck  out.  Tbe  ques- 
tion turned  upon  whether  the  charge  alleged  in  these 
claases  was  "  ret  judicata,"  by  reason  of  what  happened 
on  tbe  trial  of  the  former  petition  before  Baron  Martin. 
In  fact,  the  matters  relied  upon  in  these  clauses  were 
not  brought  before  Baron  Martin,  and  were  not  decided 
on  by  him  ;  and  it  must  therefore  be  considered  ratis- 
factory  that  nothing  has  happened  to  prevent  their  being 
inveatigated.  That  the  decision  ol  the  Court  is  oorreot 
eannot  be  doubted.  The  Chief  Justice  based  his  judg- 
ment principally  on  the  distinction  found  in  the  present 
Act  and  in  ill  the  former  Acts  between  the  decision  of  the 
committee  or  jadge  as  to  the  seat,  whioh  is  deolared  to 
be  final,  and  tiie  report  on  other  matters  as  to  which  thia 
is  not  said,  and  whioh  has  never  been  treated  as  final. 
Mr.  Justice  Willes  aad  Mr.  Justice  Keating  agreed  in 
tliia  view,  but  th^  also  went  further,  and  said  that,  though 
not  deolwed  by  the  statate  to  be  final,  Qie  report  of  the 
judge  on  evidnce  actually  brought  before  him  would  have 
been  conolusive.  They  also  intimated  that  no  case  of 
bribery  which  the  petitioner  on  the  previous  occasion 
might  with  reasonaUs  diligence  have  become  acquainted 
witii,  and  have  brought  forward,  could  be  brought  for- 
ward again.  In  the  latter  case  we  presume  the  judges 
meant  that  the  parties,  though  not  estopped  by  the 
jndgment,  wonld  bo  estopped  by  their  conduct. 

^e  question  to  whioh  we  dnw  attention  about  the 
time  this  petition  was  first  presented  (14  S.  J.  772)  was 
not  raised  upon  the  argnment,  but  was  alladed  to  by  Mr. 
Justioe  Willes  in  his  judgment.  This  point  is  as  to  the 
oonstruction  of  tbe  86th  section  of  the  Corrupt  Practices 
Aot^  1864,  whioh  apparently  enaots  that  the  disqualifiea- 
tion  for  aitting  in  Parliament  arising  out  of  bribery  by 
agents  of  the  candidate  shall  be  created  not  by  the  act  of 
bribery  itself,  but  by  the  deolarstion  of  the  tribunal 
(election  committee,  or  now  election  judge)  that  the  act 
has  been  committed.  Mr.  Justice  Willes  apparently 
alluded  to  thia  point  not  because  it  was  strictiy  material 
npon  the  question  before  the  Court,  but  to  prevent  its 
being  supposed  that  the  Court  had  given  judgment  upon 
it ;  and  he  pointed. out  that  it  may  yet  arise  in  oase  the 
bribery  in  1868  is  proved  to  the  satisfaction  of  the  judge 
who  tries  this  petition,  when  it  will  become  necessary  to 
determine  whether  the  votes  given  for  Mr.  Tillatt  at  the 
last  election  were  thrown  away,  and  whether  Mr.  Hud- 
dlsston  can  be  seated.  We  still  adhere  to  our  former 
opinion  that  the  claim  of  the  seat  cannot  bo  maintained. 
Assuming  that  the  bribery  in  1868  can  be  proved,  and 
also  that  notice  was  given  to  a  saffioient  nnmber  of 
voters,  yet,  there  having  been  at  the  time  of  the  notice  no 
decision  of  a  committee  or  judge  upon  the  fact,  the  dia> 
qualifioation  under  the  section  was  not  complete. 

In  the  present  oase,  however,  the  question  does  not 
turn  entinly  upon  the  construction  of  the  section  ia 
question,  because  the  second  election  was  necessitated 
not  by  any  new  vaoanoy  in  the  seat,  but  by  the  former 
election  having  been  deolared  void ;  and  when  that  is  the 
ease  it  is  clear  that  according  to  the  law  of  Parliament 
the  two  form  but  one  election,  the  exigency  of  the  first 
writ  never  having  been  satisfied.  The  case,  therefore,  ia 
not  the  same  as  if  the  bribery  alleged  against  Mr.Tillet^a 
agents  had  been  committed  at  a  former  and  difibrent 
election,  but  as  if  it  wero  committed  at  an  early  stage  of 
the  election  at  whioh  he  was  returned.  That  being  so,  it 
is  clear  that  the  bribery  would  disqualify  him  at  common 
law,  and  the  question  whether  the  TOtea  given  for  him 
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after  notioa  w«ra  thrown  away  would  depend  npon  whe- 
ther the  deoUon  of  the  oommittee  in  the  Panrhyn  eau 
(0.  4c  D.  58)  was  eoneot  or  not.  It  waa  there  held  that 
the  premimption  of  innooenoe  joitiSed  TOten  in  disre- 
garding a  notioe  that  a  candidate  had  been  gnilty  of 
bribeijr  beeanse  he  had  not  then  been  oonrioted  h7* 
oompetent  tribmiaL  We  think  this  deoision  woold  pro- 
bably be  followed,  uid  the  Tiegislatnre  seems  to  hare 
acted  on  the  same  principle,  in  enacting,  in  the  36th 
section  of  the  Act  of  1854  and  the  48rd  section  of  the 
Act  of  18C8,  that  the  disqnalifioation  shall  be  created  not 
by  the  fact  of  the  bribery,  bnt  by  the  declaration  or 
report  of  its  baring  been  oommitted. 


'  The  rOBTHKB  bt7I<kb  nnder  the  Jniy  Act  read  in 
ooart  on  the  last  day  of  term  will  be  found  in  another 
oolnmn. 

We  regret  to  find  that  the  jndges  have  only  dealt 
with  the  question  of  remnneration  of  the  joioxs  and  the 
mode  of  payment  of  it  by  the  snitors.  They  were  em- 
powered to  make  mlea  for  carrying  ont  "the  seTeral 
proTisiona "  of  the  Act,  and  there  are  nnmerons  qaes- 
tions  as  to  the  summoning  of  jurors  and  the  like  npon 
which  mies  would  liare  been  desirable.  We  rather 
anspect  that  even  these  rules  are  only  intended  to  be 
temporary.  They  will  sulBoe  to|regalate  the  proceedings 
imtil  the  meeting  of  Parliament,  and  then  an  amending 
act  mnst  be  at  once  passed.  The  mIes  provide  for  the 
deposit  (as  it  is  called)  of  48  in  a  common  jnry  case, 
and  £18  12s.  (or  £9  12a.,  if  tiie  J8  for  a  common  Jnry 
has  prerionsly  been  paid)  in  a  special  juiy  case.  Thus 
the  expense  of  a  special  jnry  in  ease  of  a  trial  is 
not  increased,  as  is  the  case  with  the  common  jnry,  bnt 
the  amount  has  to  be  paid  whether  the  oanse  la  tried  or 
not,  which,  of  course,  is  in  effect  an  increase  of  the 
expense  in  many  oases.  Although  this  ram  paid  to  the 
Msooiate  is  called  a  "  deposit,"  no  proTiaion  whatever  is 
made  for  any  surplus  being  returned  or  for  the 
acoonnts  being  made  np  at  aU,  nor  is  any  provision 
made,  at  least  as  regards  the  circuits,  as  to  how  the 
associate  is  to  pay  the  jniy  if  the  depositB  are  not  suffi-  i 
dent  for  the  purpose.  As  regards  London  and  Middle-  | 
•ex,  the  mlea  provide  for  common  funds  to  be  formed  of 
the  depoaiu  paid  respectively  for  common  jnry  eases  bi 
London,  common  jnry  cases  in  Middlesex,  spdoial  jniy 
oases  in  London,  and  special  jnry  cases  in  Middlesex. 
These  funds  apparently  are  to  be  common  to  the  three, 
oonrts.  The  jurors  are  then  to  be  paid  from  theee  funds 
Supposing  the  depoeits  to  be  large  enough,  of  which 
tiiere  can  be  no  donbt,  the  system  will  cwtkinly  work, 
funds  will  be  at  hand  for  the  payments  requited,  and 
there  will  probably  be  a  gradual  aooumnlalion  of  money 
«pon  each  of  these  funds,  which  accumulation  wiU 
perhaps  some  day  or  other  be  handed  over  to  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  as  a  contribution  towards 
building  new  Law  Courts,  The  only  objection  we  see 
to  the  system  so  created  is  that  it  does  not  appear  to 
be  in  accordance  with  the  Act,  the  22nd  section  of 
which  seems  dearly  to  contemplate  the  remnneration 
of  jnroia  being  paid  by  the  parties  to  the  cansee  to 
be  tried  by  tlu>i«  jvron,  so  that  parties  who  have  causes 
for  trial  at  sittings  where  only  a  small  amount  happens 
to  be  required  for  the  remnneration  of  the  jurors  as  com- 
pared with  the  number  of  causes,  are  nnder  the  Act  en- 
titled to  the  benefit  of  this,  while  nnder  the  rules  they 
are  to  pay  the  same  as  snitors  at  other  sittings.  As  re- 
gards the  assises,  the  rules  are  similar  to  those  for 
London  and  Middlesex,  except  that  the  rules  as  to  the 
formation  of  these  funds  are  omitted  without  anything 
keing  provided  in  their  place.  We  are  left  completely 
In  the  dark  whether  the  deposits  for  each  assize  town  or 
tat  the  whole  of  each  circuit,  or  for  all  the  circuits 
together,  are  to  be  thrown  into  one  fund.  The  jndges 
evidently  saw  that  their  powers  nnder  the  Act  were 
totally  inadequate  to  enable  them  by  rules  to  congtmct 
«  q^atem  which  would  work  at  all  for  the  smaller  assize 


towns.  They  felt,  probably,  that  if  they  directed  » 
common  fund  to  be  formed  for  all  the  cironits,  or  even 
the  whole  of  each  dicnit,  they  would  be  clearly  exceed- 
ing their  powers.  They  have,  therefore,  contented  them- 
sdres  with  framing  a  sdieme  which  will  enable  the 
Middlesex  and  London  sittings  to  be  carried  on,  and  also 
the  winter  awiiiaa  at  Manchester  and  Liverpool,  where 
tlie  number  of  causes  entered  will  make  the  system  wtnk 
much  as  it  will  do  in  Middlesex.  Fortunately  Padia- 
ment  will  meet  before  any  dvil  assize  is  hdd  in  any 
county  where  there  is  nsoally  a  small  entry  of  caoses. 
In  order  to  test  our  assertion  that  the  system  will  not 
work  with  a  small  entry  of  causes,  let  any  one  place 
hbnsdf  in  the  podtion  of  the  associate  who  has  to  pay 
the  jurors  at  the  first  assise  town  on  the  next  dicnit  at 
which  there  has  been  an  entiy,  say,  of  six  or  any  leas 
number  of  common  jury  causes,  and  one  spedal  jnry. 
At  least  twenty-four  spedal  jurors  mnst  be  summoned, 
and  the  result  will  be  that  if  the  special  jurors  attend 
even  if  the  whole  bnainea  is  di^osed  of  in  one  day  and 
with  only  one  jnry  for  the  whde  of  the  common  jury 
oases,  the  money  will  come  short;  and  if  the  business 
should  last  into  a  second  day,  or  if  any  common  jury 
shonld  retire  to  consider  their  verdict,  and  another  jnry 
be  sworn,  the  money  will  come  considerably  short. 

We  must  defer  nntil  next  week  our  remarks  npon 
other  points  in  the  Act,  merdy  noticing  now  the  obviona 
nnfdmess  of  imposing  the  expense  of  £100  or  so  wliioh 
will  have  to  be  paid  to  the  speoid  jury  trying  the  long 
oanse  now  on  in  the  Queen's  Bench  over  and  above  the 
£13  12s.  depodted  by  the  parties  to  that  cause,  on  the 
parties  to  the  other  oansee,  the  trid  of  which  is  delayed, 
if  not  thrown  over  by  it. 


Om  Satubdat,  November  86,  the  Inaa  of  Ooui 
Ydnnteen,  mustering  for  the  eecasion  some  lfM>  atnmg, 
were  inspected  in  Biohmond  Park  by  Ookmd  Taylor, 
Assistant-Adjutant  Qenecd  of  the  Home  Distiiot,  who 
oomplimented  the  officers,  non-commissioned  offioers,  and 
rank  and  file  on  the  steadiness  and  preoidon  with  whioh 
the  evolntioas  of  the  battalion  weie  performed.  Althoogb 
the  strengUi  of  this  corps  is  atill  far  inferior  to  what  it 
was  when  under  the  command  of  its  first  eommanding- 
ofBoer,  its  numbeia  have  lately  recdved  a  oonaideraUe 
increase  ;  and  that  aa  wdl  since  as  before  the  great  r»- 
omiting  ball  at  Llnoola'a  Inn  last  summer.  It  is  hardly 
fair  to  measure  tlie  presrat  numbers  by  thoae  of  ten 
years  ago,  dace  scaroely  any  vdnnteer  0(Hps  can  be  ex- 
pected to  mdntain  the  same  abength  as  it  attained 
during  a  period  of  esoeptiond  vdunteering  entboaiaam. 
Still  there  is  no  reason  why  tlie  Inns  of  Oonrt  slioald 
not  be  aUe  to  turn  ont  a  large  body  of  effldent  mem^ 
beis,  and  we  hope  the  corps  will  keep  up  its  preaant  rate 
of  improvement. 


It  seexb  that  thbbb  is  a  hitch  about  the  appoint- 
ment of  Mr.  Leman  to  the  taxing  mastership  vacated 
by  the  death  of  Mr.  Hume.  We  understand  that  tlie 
appointment  has  been  reodled  on  its  being  discovered 
that  Mr.  Leman  does  not  possess  the  qaalification  re- 
quired by  5  &  6  Vict.  c.  103,  s.  8.  That  enaotment 
requires  that  a  taxing  master  shall  have  been  a  practis- 
ing solicitor  for  twdve  years,  or  for  periods  making 
together  twelve  years,  whereas  when  Mr.  Leman 
oeased  practice  on  receiving  his  original  appoint- 
ment (Chief  Clerk  to  Master  Brougham)  be  had 
had  praotised  for  only  ten  years.  There  are  Tariona 
mmours  (which  we  do  not  think  it  worth  while  to 
notioe),  as  to  the  course  whioh  will  now  be  adopted  in 
the  matter  of  this  vacancy.  We  are  very  glad  to  find  that 
we  were  In  error  last  week  when  we  mentioned  the 
oonnty  court  jadgeahip  held  by  Mr.  Gordon  as  vaoant  by 
that  gentleman's  demise.  Nor  has  Mr.  Gnrdon  as  yet 
resigned  his  office,  though  it  had  l>een  understood  tiiat 
he  was  about  to  do  so,  and  tltat  Mr.  Coleridge  would  be 
appointed. 
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THB  STATDTB  OF  FBAXJDB. 

The  Chambers  of  Oommeroe  in  Bereral  parts  of  the 
ooantry  have  been  diaoouiog  the  adTisability  of  repeal- 
ing the  17th  section  of  the  Statute  of  Frauds,  which  re- 
lates to  the  sale  of  goods.  There  does  not  seem  to  be 
an/  nnanimoBs  feeling  among  meroantile  men  npon  the 
point,  and  perhaps  it  is  not  Teiy  likely  that  there  would 
be,  as  ia  some  trades  and  on  some  markets  no  inoon- 
renienoe  whatever  is  oansed  by  requiring  a  memorandum 
in  writing  of  the  oontraots  made  ;  while  in  other  trades 
or  on  other  markets,  the  usual  course  of  bosiness  may  be 
such  that  considerable  inoouTenienoe  may  be  oansed. 
The  qaestion,  although  in  a  certain  sense  a  legal  one, 
seems  to  ns  clearly  one  for  meroantile  men  to  decide  for 
themselres.  One  thing  is  pretty  dear,  and  that  is  that 
if  mercantile  men  should,  upon  the  balance  of  ooutc- 
nience,  ooine  to  the  oondosion  that  the  enactment  should 
be  repealed,  it  will  not  be  to  the  interest  of  the  legal 
profenion  to  oppose  the  change.  It  is  trae  that  the 
statute,  and  the  17th  section  especially,  has  in  its  time 
been  most  produotiTe  of  litigation,  and  doubtless  the 
mine  is  not,  and  perhaps  is  not  capable  of  being,  com-' 
pletely  exhausted.  It  is,  however,  nearly  so.  There  are 
fewer  decisions  every  year  npon  the  section,  and  the 
majority  of  cases  to  whioh  the  statute  applies  are  now 
settled  at  a  very  early  stage,  in  oonseqnenoe  of  the  re- 
potted dedsions  of  the  Courts  enabling  any  lawyer  to 
advise  with  reasonable  certainty  upon  them.  If  the 
enactment  were  repealed  there  wonld  certainly  arise  a 
cUaa  of  oases  which  would  be  quite  as  profitable  to  the 
profsasion  as  those  whioh  are  now  decided  by  the 
statute.  We  should  expect  an  increase  of  litigation,  not 
only  from  the  probable  increase  in  the  number  of  oon- 
traets  made  wiUiont  any  memorandum  in  writing  being 
taken,  and  whioh,  of  course,  are  more  likely  to  be  dis- 
puted than  others,  but  also  from  the  disputes,  whioh  now 
are  sammarily  settled  by  the  statute,  becoming  capable 
of  being  fought  out  in  the  courts. 

Probably,  if  meiouitile  men  were  of  the  same  opinion 
as  omaelTea  as  to  the  increase  of  litigation  likely  to 
taUow  from  the  repeal,  they  might  think  it  the  strongest 
raasoa  against  the  change.  This,  however,  is  not  neces- 
sarily a  ooTMct  ocmclnsion.  Admitting  litigation  to  bo 
an  evil  yet  a  small  amount  of  litigation  resulting  mainly 
in  deetaiona  against  the  real  merits  of  the  case,  may  well 
lie  a  greater  evil  than  a  larger  amount  of  litigation  re- 
soltiag  in  fairly  satiafsetory  deoiaions.  It  is,  we  think, 
capable  of  demonstration  that  all  oases  the  ultimate 
laanlt  at  which  is  really  affected  by  the  statute,  are 
deoided  against  the  merit*.  It  may  well  be  that  many 
rsarn  now  decided  upon  the  statute,  would,  if  they  were 
foag'bt  ont  and  decided  independently  of  the  statute,  result 
in  favour  of  the  same  party,  but  in  these  esses  it  cannot 
be  aaid  that  the  ultimate  result  is  affected  by  the  statnte. 
In  all  casea,  which  by  reason  of  the  existence  of  the 
•tat<it<%  resnlt  in  favour  of  a  different  party  from  the  one 
who  woald  have  won  bnt  for  the  statute,  it  is  clear 
that  there  must  have  been  a  oontraot  in  fact  between 
the  parties,  while  the  law  has  declared  that  there  was 
none.  Thia  result  is  olearly  oontrary  to  the  real  merits 
of  the  oaae  between  the  parties,  although,  of  course,  it 
may  be  aaid  that  the  loser  shonld  have  known  and  insisted 
on  tb«  obaervanoe  of  the  formalities  required  by  law  to 
make  hia  oontraot  enfoiaeable,  and  that  his  own  neglect 
is  the  eanae  of  his  defeat  Even  this  jnstifloation  of  the 
reaiUt.  however,  is  not  always  available,  for  we  know  of 
ao  power  by  whioh  a  oontraoting  party  can  foroe  the 
other  pmxiir  to  the  oontraot  to  sign  a  nemorandnm  of  it 
againafe  his  will.  ▲  refmal  to  d»  so  might  probably  be 
heated  ••  evidence  of  resoiadon,  and,  therefore,  if  the  de- 
mand were  made  before  any  expense  had  been  incurred 
ia  reterenoe  to  the  oontraot,  idthongh  the  party  oonld 
Mt  enfovoe  and  get  the  benefit  of  the  oontraot  he 
had  made,  yet,  at  all  events,  he  would  be 
(toteoted  from  loas  apon  it.  In  addition,  how- 
to    tlM     general     injnstiae     as     between    the 


parties,    whioh,    as     we    have    pointed    oat,    neces- 
sarily   results    in     all    cases    really    determined    by 
the  statute,  there  are  certain  cases  m  which  the  grievance  ia 
more  speciaL    One  of  these  is  the  case  where  one  partjt 
having  himself  signed  a  memorandum  is  bound,  but  the 
other  who  has  not  signed  is  not.      It  was  long  ago  de- 
cided that  this  could  be,  inasmuch  as  the  statnte  only 
deals  with  the  evidence  of  the  contract  and  not  with  tha 
substance.    Thus  the  objection  that  there  was  no  mntn- 
ality  could  not  be  raised.     Again,  and  this  is  perhaps  tJie 
strongest  case  of  injustice  that    ever  arises  under  the 
statnte,  it  has  been  held  that   a  party  may  prove  an  ao» 
tual  contract  in  fact  merely  for  the  purpose  of  showing 
that  the  statnte  has  not  been  complied  with,  and  that  the 
contract  so  proved  by  himself  cannot  be  enforced  against 
him.  Thus,  if  a  contract  has  been  made  for  the  purchsse  of 
goods,  and  a  memorandum  signed  by  the  defendant  is  pro- 
duced containing  all  other  partioalars,  except  the  price,  thia 
will  be  good  (unless  it  is  proved  that  a  definite  price  was 
agreed  upon),  and  the  defendant  will  be  bound,  if  purchaser^ 
to  pay  a  reasonable,  or  the  market  price  for  the  goods,  and 
if  seller,  to  deliver  them  at  that  price.  If,  however,  the  de- 
fendant comes  forward,  and  proves  that  he  did  make  the 
contract  for  the  goods  in  qaestion,  but  that  a  particular 
price  was  agreed  on,  then  he  defeats  the  effect  of  the 
memorandum  signed  by  him,  and  neither  the  contract 
contained    in    it    nor    that    whioh  in    defeating   the 
other    he    proves,  can   be  enforced  against  him.    The 
same  thing  would  happen  if  the  memorandum  did  not 
state  any  time  for  the  delivery  of  the  goods.    In  that 
case  it  would  be  a  sufBcient  memorandnm  of  a  contract 
to  deliver  goods  in  a  reasonable  time,  bnt  if   it  were 
proved  that  a  particular  time  was  agreed  on,  then  the 
memorandnm  would    be  insufficient,  and    the  contract 
wonld  not  be  allowed  to  be  good.    It  is  impossible  to 
dispute  the  logical  correctness  of  these  decisions.    It  is 
dear  that  a  memorandum  of  a  different  oontraot  can  be 
no  better  than  no  memorandum  at  all,  which  ia  a  suffl- 
cient  reason  for  the  contract  for  the  particular  time,  foe 
price  not  being  enforced,  while  the  contract  appearing  by 
the  memorandum  cannot  be  enforced  for  the  reason  that 
it  was  never  entered  into  at  all.     That  this  result  follows 
logically  from  the  statute,  appears,  however,  to  us  one 
reason  why  it  requires,  at  all  events,  amendment,  and  an 
amendment  of  it  would  certainly  be  a  dangerous  thing 
to  attempt,  as  it  wonld  probably  re-open  innnmeraUa 
questions  long  ago  deoided  on  the  statute  as  it  stands. 
Another  case  in  which  the  statnte  cannot  be  said  to  work 
satisfactorily  is  the  case  whioh  has   been  several  timea 
before  the  Courts  (see  3%irHton  v.  Kemptter,  6  Taunt. 
786;  Sieveright  v.  Arehihald,  17  Q.  B.  108),  and  whioh 
must  occur  from  time  to  time,  of  a    oontraot  made 
through  a  broker  who  makes  some  slight  mistake  in 
the    bought    and     sold  notes,  so    that   they    do    not 
agree.    In  this  case,  unless  the  difference  relates  merely 
to  the  broker's  commission,  or  some  similar  matter  affect- 
ing one  party  to  the  oontraot  only,  there  is  held  to  be  no 
sufficient  memorandum,  and,  consequently,  no  contract 
enforceable.     The  same  resnlt  would,  of  course,  follow, 
independently  of  the  statute,  if  the  oontraot  relied  on 
was  contained  in  two  doonments  which  did  not  agree, 
because  it  wonld  diow  that  the  parties  were  never  ad 
idem.    This,  however,  is  not  exactly  analogous,  becansa 
the  broker's  notes  do  not  contain  the  contract  bnt  are 
merdy  evidence  of  it.     The  result  is  that  although  there 
is  no  doubt  what  the  real  oontraot  is,  a  misdescription, 
generally  accidental,  not  the  fault  of  either  party  to  the 
contract,  and  of  the  existence  of  which  they  may  probably 
not  be  aware  until  they  have  come  into  court,  proves  fatal. 
Another  obvious  objection  to  the  enactment  is,  that 
where  for  any  reason  its  provisions  have  not  been  com- 
plied with,  it  places  honourable  men  at  a  disadvantage 
as  compared  with  those  who  are  less  particular.    It  is, 
however,  needless  to  multiply  instanoeain  whioh  thestatute 
works  injustice.     It  mast  be  admitted  that  it  does  so, 
and  it  must  be  admitted  also  that  the  object  sought  to 
be  attained— via.,  that  oontraots  shall,  as  much  as  possible, 
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ke  ri'dnoed  into  writing,  is  one  whidh  it  is  dwitmble  to 
ftttaio.  The  qnestion  whether  *  repeal  would  be  bene- 
flcial,  must  be  determined  not  merely  by  the  conaidentioa 
that  grieTanoes  are  oreated  hy  the  statute,  but  by  whether 
6r  not  these  grieTanoes  are  too  great  a  price  to  pay  for 
ibe  attainment  (which,  after  all,  is  only  partial)  of  the 
object  aimed  at.  As  we  said  at  the  outset,  thb  can  only 
be  determined  by  neroantile  men  for  themselTea.  We 
•hoald  haTe  thought  that  there  really  was  no  great  difB- 
onlty  in  complying  with  the  statute.  Bren  upon  oon- 
traots  made  npon  Change  or  elsewhere,  of  which  a  meno- 
randnm  signed  by  both  parties  cannot  conveniently  be 
made  at  the  time,  it  must  be  easy  enough  to  exchange 
letters  afterwards  stating  and  confirming  the  contract; 
and  whether  the  statute  is  repealed  or  not  we  should 
think  it  advisable  that  this  should  be  done  In  every  ease. 
If,  however,  the  difficulty  is  felt  to  be  at  all  considerable, 
this  is  a  sufficient  reason  for  the  repeal.  Merchants 
desiring  to  protect  themselves  against  having  terms 
Bonght  to  be  introduced  afterwards  by  unscrupulous  per- 
sons Into  the  oontracta  they  have  entered  into  verbally, 
may  always  do  so,  if  the  enactment  in  qnestion  is  repealed, 
as  they  may  now  in  oases  to  which  it  does  not  apply,  by 
writing  and  stating  to  the  opposite  party  theit  view  of 
the  contract,  and  requesting  a  reply  if  this  is  incorrect. 
To  such  a  letter  no  reply  would  be  practically  as  effectual 
as  an  assent. 

In  our  remarks  above  we  have  not  alluded  to  the  cases 
where  a  contract  may  be  good  under  the  17th  section  of 
the  Statute  of  Frauds  without  any  memorandum  in 
writing;  that  is  to  say,  where  there  has  been  an  ac- 
ceptance of  the  whole  or  part  of  the  goods,  or  payment 
of  the  whole  or  part  of  the  price.  T^ese  provisions  do 
not,  of  course,  affect  the  principle  of  the  statute,  which 
Is  practically  an  enactment  that  no  contracts  for  the  sale 
of  goods  at  £10  or  upwards  shall  be  enforceable  without 
a  memorandum.  The  other  oaees  are  merely  introduced 
as  exceptional  to 'prevent  the  coonrrence  of  particular 
instances  of  injustice  which  the  enactment  would  other- 
wise cause. 

B3DBCUT0BT  TKUSTS. 
No.U. 

It  is  of  the  essence  of  an  executory  trust,  according  to 
Lord  Weatbary  in  &c*»«to- JFert  v.  Vitetmnt  Holmetdalt, 
the  case  on  which  we  offered  some  observations  last 
«eek,  that  it  should  not  be  fully  expressed  or  declared  in 
the  instrument  creating  it,  but  that  it  should  require 
some  further  deed  or  instrument  for  Its  complete  legal 
expression.  This  is  equally  the  case  whether  the  testator 
haj  been  his  own  conveyancer,  as  Lord  St.  Leonards 
said  in  Egerton  v.  Earl  Brarmlon  (4  H.  L.  210),  and 
has  expressly  directed  a  further  settlement,  to  contain  a 
particular  set  of  limitations,  in  which  case  the  Court  has 
nothing  to  do  but  to  carry  its  directions  into  literal 
effect,  or  has  contented  himself  with  saying  that  "a 
proper  enUil  shaU  be  made"  as  in  Blackburn  v.  itahUt 
(2  V.  &  B.  867),  or  that  the  Unds  «  shall  be  closely  en- 
tailed  "  as  in  WooUnore  v.  Burroni  (1  Sim.  512),  or  using 
any  other  inartistio  expressions  of  a  rimilar  character;  in 
which  ease  the  Court  has  to  put  a  meaning  on  the 
language  he  has  employed,  and  direct  a  settlement 
accordingly.  In  many  instances,  according  to  Sir 
Anthony  Hart,  the  task  is  thrown  upon  the  Court  of  in- 
quiry, not  what  the  donor's  intention  was,  in  the  events 
which  have  happened,  because  the  instrument  is  silent  as 
to  that;  but  what  his  intention  would  have  been  had 
that  been  in  his  contemplation,  which  the  whole  tenonr 
of  the  will  shows  not  to  have  been  so  (  Woolmore  v. 
Burrowi,  >up).\ 

In  framing  snch  a  settlement,  where  the  intention  of 
the  author  of  the  trust,  either  expressed  in,  or  collected 
from,  the  language  of  the  primary  instrument,  is  that  an 
estate  for  life  shall  be  vested  in  the  first  taker,  the  qnes- 
tion will  arise,  what  are  to  be  the  incidents  of  such  estate. 
This  is  the  point  at  which  we  paused  last  week.      And 


first  with  regard  to  impeachabilify  for  waste,  whiob 
every  tyro  knows  to  be  the  leading  incident  of  an  estate 
for  life.  The  cases  as  to  this  fall  into  two  olasaea.  Fint, 
the  cases  in  which  the  author  of  the  trust  has  been  his 
own  conveyancer,  and  has  expressly  directed  an  estate 
for  life  to  be  vested  ;  and  secondly,  those  oases  where  he 
has  given  in  terms  an  estate  of  inheritance,  which  the 
Court,  on  discovery  of  his  intention,  cnta  down  to  a  life 
estate. 

In  the  first  elass  ot  cases,  where  a  life  estate  is  directed 
to  be  conveyed,  and  the  words  "  without  impeaohment 
of  waste,"  or  "  dispunishable  ot  waste,"  or  other  words 
to  the  like  effect,  do  not  occur  in  the  primary  instrunienl , 
it  is  well  settled  that  the  Court  will  not  insert  them  in 
the   instrument   to   be   framed.      It   is  easy    to   see 
why  this  should  be  the  case.  The  privilege  of  oommitttng 
waste  without  impeachment  is,  so  far  as  it  goes,  a  power 
over  the  inheritance,  the  effect  of  which  would  be  to 
diminish  the  estate  {Bifginten  v.  Bameiy,  2   S.  ft  S. 
616);  and  to  confer  the  privilege  in  the  class  of  cases  to 
which  we  refer,  would  be  to  make  an  addition  to  the 
estate  for  life,  which  would  be  oontrary  to  all  principle. 
In  the  leading  oaae  of  Baveitpert  v.  Bavenport  (1  E.  & 
M.  776, 12  W.  B.   G),  there  Was  an  executory  trust  for 
settling  land  to  the  use  of  O.  for  life,  with  remainder 
to  the  first  and  other  sons  of  O.  successively,  in  tail  male, 
or  tail  general,  or  in  tail  male  with  remainder  in  tail 
general,  or  otherwise  in  tail  as  G.  should  think  proper, 
with  remainder  to  H.  for  life,  with  remainder  to  the 
first  and  other  sons  of  H.  in  tail,  and  so  on;  and  it  was 
held  that  the  tenants  for  life  must  be  made  impeachable 
for  waste.    "No  case  has  been  dted,"  said  the  present 
Lord  Chancellor  in  his  judgment  in  that  case, "  where 
an  estate  for  life  has  had  any  addition  made  to  it  by  the 
way  in  which  the  Court  has  executed  an  exeontoiy  trusf 
In  the  second  class  of  cases — vis.,  where  the  execat(»y  trust 
isin  such  aform,as  under  a  literal  construction  of  the  direc- 
tions contained  in  the  primary  instrument  (even  where 
technical  language  has  been  employed,  Caape  r.  ArntU, 
8  W.  B.  187,  4  D.  M.  S.  686),  to  give  the  first  taker  an 
estate    of   inheritance,  and  the  general  objeot    of  the 
trust  oan  only  be  effected  by  cutting  down  that  estate  to 
an  estate  for  life,  the  tenant  for  life  will  be  made  dis- 
punishable of  waste.     The  objeot  of  the  testator — ^that 
the  estate  shall  be  kept  in  the  family — oan  be  provided 
for,  so  far  as  the  rules  against  perpetuity  allow,  by  the 
tenant  for  life  being  deprived  of  the  power  of  alienation; 
and  the  Court  will  leave  in  him  the  largest  possible  mea- 
sure of  ownership  consistent  wiUi  the  preservation  of  the 
property.    In  the  familiar  case  of  articles  before  mar- 
riage, where  it  is  agreed  that  the  estate  shall  be  limited- 
to  the  intending  husband  for  life,  it  is  the  praotioe  with 
conveyancers  to  insert  in  the  seMlement  made  in  pur- 
suance of  such  articles  the  words  "  without  impeadi- 
ment  of  waste,"  regarding  it  as  the  intention   of  thfr 
parties  that  the  intending  husband  shall  have  the  largest 
possible  estate  consistent  with  the  preservatioa  of  the 
property;  and  the  Court  in  general  pioceeda  in  the 
same     manner.      In     IFmImmv     t.     Burrtm*     (np.) 
tho  direction  was  that  the  property  should  be  oloeely  en* 
tailed;  and  the  eaiates  for  life  given  in  exeontion  of  enob 
direction  were  made  without  impeaohment  of  waste.    In 
Leonari  v.  Earl  of  Suttta  (2  Vem.  626),  the  direotiaB 
was  to  settla  one  moiety  of  the  estate  on  A.  and  the  bain 
of  his  body,  and  the  other  on  B.  and  the  heiia  ot  hia 
body,  taking  special    care  in  such  setUement   that  it 
should  never  be  in  their  power  to  dock  the  entail;  and 
the  Court  gave  to  A.  and  B.  all  that  oonld  be  given  them- 
consistently  with  the  property  being  kept  in  the  fabOj, 
{.  f.,  estates  for  life,  without  impeaohment  of  waste.  The 
same  was  done  in  WhU»  v.  Briggt  (.16  Sim.  17),  where 
the  testator  said:  "  I  give  to  my  wife  the  entire  nse  of 
all  my  property  and  after  her  death  my  nephew  to  be 
considered  heir  but  I  direct  the  property  to  be  aeoored 
for  the  benefit  of  his  family."    And  in  SaeMU«-  IVeH  n 
VitcouHt  Hohnetdale  the  estates  for  life  limited  in  exeon- 
tion of  the  testator's  direction  to  settle  the  landa  in  a 
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eoane  of  anUil,  to  oorrstpond,  m  nearlj  m  mi^bt  be, 
with  tba  limitatioas  of  tb*  baiony,  were  made  nnim- 
peaobabto  of  waala ;  ta,  indaad,  will  be  done  in  ereiy 
cue  wbera  tbe  general  Intention  oan  only  be  effeoted  by 
limiting  aa  estate  for  life  to  the  first  taJcer,  and  estates 
to  tbe  iasae  as  pnrobaaers,  in  order  to  get  orer  tbe  role 
in  SkelUjf't  eate. 

A  direction  to  settle  in  striot  settlement  sometimes 
oocnrs.  Tbe  term,  witbont  more,  aooordisg  to  tbe 
present Iiord  Ohanoellsr  in  Dz-j:nporty.  Davenport  (.nip.), 
is  nnderstood,  aooording  to  tbe  oommon  form  of  smdi 
instnments,  to  imply  estates  for  life  vithont  impeach- 
ment of  wairte ;  in  fact,  the  largest  possible  estate  oon- 
sisient  witb  Um  preserration  of  tbe  property  in  tbe 
fami^,  oomprising,  as  snob  settlements  do  in  tbeir  <ndl- 
nary  form,  tbe  largest  powers  for  jointare,  {Mrtions,  and 
the  like,  so  as  to  make  tbe  tenant  for  life,  as  nearly  as 
may  be,  owner,  so  far  as  that  obaraoter  oan  be  separated 
from  tbe  jiower  of  alienation.  Tbe  authority  for  the 
aboTe  defiaition  is  the  leading  case  of  Banket  j.  L»  De$- 
ptnetr  (10  Sim.  576),  where  lands  were  limited  to  two 
persons  saocessiTely  for  life,  pnnisbable  for  waste,  and 
then  to  tmsteea  npon  trast  to  convey  the  lands  "  in  striot 
settlement  " ;  and  tbe  estate  of  the  first  taker  under  the 
abore  exeontory  trust,  was  out  down  to  aa  estate  for  life, 
dispunishable  of  waste.  Yioe-Obancellor  Ualins,  in 
SUiOtf  T.  OniUhurit  (18  W.  B.  969,  L.  B.  10  Bq.  899), 
explained  that  it  was  on  the  ground  that  bis  life  estate 
was  so  cnt  down  that  the  tenant  for  life  was  made  dis- 
punishable of  waste,  and  not,  as  might  otherwise  be  in- 
ferred, from  any  jadioial  oonstruotion  placed  on  the  words, 
"  in  striot  settlement."  Aooording  to  Staniei/  t.  CouU- 
hunt  there  is  no  magio  about  the  words  "  in  striot 
settlement,"  and  the  use  of  those  words  witb  reference  to 
the  trusts  of  the  property,  when  it  is  directed  that  certain 
peraoDS  shall  take  estates  for  life,  is  not  by  itself  a  suffi- 
cient evidenee  of  intention  that  thoee  estates  shall  be 
dispaniabable  of  waste,  but  has  a  tendency  to  show  that 
the  intention  was  to  restrict  tbe  tenant  for  life's  power 
OTer  the  property. 

We  baTe  seen  that  where  an  eetate  of  inheritance  is 
cat  down  to  an  estate  for  life  in  order  to  execute  the 
intent  of  tbe  donor,  tbe  estate  for  life  will  be  made  dis- 
pnaishaUe  of  waste,  and  tbe  largest  powers  for  jointures, 
portions,  Ico.,  may  be  oonfened  {Ikmnp«rt  ▼.  DattnpoH, 
n/')-  On  tlie  i^er  hand,  where  an  estete  for  life  is 
expressly  given  by  tiie  donor,  and  is  not  made  without 
impeachment,  tbe  same  reason  which  precludes  the  in- 
ssrtioB  of  the  words  "  witiiont  impeachment  of  waste  " 
in  the  final  setUament,  piedndea  the  insertion  of  any 
power  wbioh  is  in  any  sense  a  power  over  tbe  inherit- 
ance. In  Siyfinton  T.  Bameby  {tup.')  the  testetor  left  a 
directioii  to  settle  land  npon  A.  for  life  without  impeaoh- 
msat  of  waste,  remainder  to  trustees  to  preserre  wm- 
tiogent  remainders,  with  nmainder  to  the  first  and  other 
sons  of  A.  in  tail ;  tbe  settlement  to  contain  powers  for 
jcintorsa,  leases,  sale  and  exabange,  and  all  other  clauses, 
powera  and  provisoes  as  are  usually  inserted  in  settle- 
mente  of  the  kind  ;  and  it  was  held  by  Sir  John  Leach 
Oat  tbe  laat  words  did  act  authorise  tbe  insertion  of  a 
power  to  dutfge  with  portions,  because  the  eSeot  of  snob 
a  power  would  be  to  diminish  the  property.  He  con- 
■dsred  the  words  as  referring  to  usual  and  necessary 
powers  of  naaaagement.  A  power  to  charge  witb  por- 
tions (and  by  parity  of  reasdn  a  jointuring  power)  is, 
thwefMe,  not  a  usual  power  within  tbe  meaning  of  an 
ezeaattxy  trust  for  a  settlement  witb  usual  powers. 

Upon  the  authority  of  Biggimon  r.  Bameby,  the  Lord 
Cbtaeellor  doubted,  in  SaeknOe-  We*t  v.  VUoount  Bolnut- 
i»U,  whether,  if  the  Court  were  to  out  down  the  Umite- 
tioas  diraoted  'by  the  codicil  to  estates  for  life,  it  would 
be  poauble  to  insert  adequate  powers  for  raising  portions 
sad  chargiog  jointures.  His  Lordship  seems  to  have 
eoosidered  t^  tbe  words  that  tbe  settlement  should 
eaotatn  all  audi  powers  and  provisions  as  tbe  trustees 
ibsU  think  proper,  and  counsel  shall  advise,  referred  only 
to  *  powera  of  management^"  and  not  to  powers  orer  tbe 


inberilance.  It  seems  clear  that  the  latter  olaas  of  powers 
will  or  will  not  be  inserted,  according  as  the  tenants  for 
life  are  or  are  not  made  dispunishable  of  waste.  Here 
powers  of  management,  on  the  other  hand— 1.<.,  powers 
of  leasing,  of  sale  and  exchange,  and  the  like,  may  be 
inserted  aa  usual  powera ;  so  may  provisions  for  main- 
tenance, education,  and  advancement,  as  in  a  case  where 
a  settlement  was  directed  on  tbe  testetor's  daughter  and 
hli  issue,  and  the  will  was  silent  as  to  powers  iTurner 
T.  Sargent,  17  Beav.  615,  2  W.  R.  50).  It  is  hardly 
necessary  to  add  that,  where  the  testator  not  merely 
directs  a  settlement,  but  points  out  what  powers  it  is 
to  oontain,no  power  oan  be  inserted  that  be  baa  not  speci- 
fied (,FMert4)n  v.  Martin,  8  W.  B.  289,  1  Dr.  &  S.  81). 
Where  he  has  absteined  from  doing  so,  but  has  simply 
directed  a  aetUement  to  be  made,  he  will  according  to 
Tumtr  ▼.  Sargent,  be  held  to  have  intended  all  usual 
powers  to  be  included. 


&ECEHT  DECISIONS. 


BQXTITY. 

FUBCHABEB's  IflSTAKB  AS  TO  BOimDA.BT  OP  PBOPBBTT 

Sold. 
Benng  r.  Baneook.  L.  J.,  19  W.  B.  64. 
This  case  reminds  us  of  Baskeonb  v.  Beekmth  (17  W. 
B.  812,  L.  B.  8  Eq.  100).      In  Batieomb  v.  BachiHth,  aa 
in  the  present  case,  the  particulars  and  ronditioos  of  sale, 
and  the  plan,  were  snob  as  to  lead  a  purchaser  to  believe 
that  tbe  whole  of  tbe  vendor's  property  was  offered  for 
sale,  and  speoifio  performance  was  refused,  on  tbe  ground 
that  tbe  vendor  had  thus,  though  perhaps  unintentionally, 
oontribnted  to  tbe  mistake  under  wbioh  the  parohaser 
contracted.     In  Benny  v.  Eancoch  the  aotaal  boundary 
consisted  of  several  small  posts  or  stumps  which  were 
concealed  by  a  shrubbery,  while  the  wire  fenoe  of  an  ad- 
joining proprietor  ran  parallel  witb  it  at  a  few  yards 
distance,  and  was  the  only  visible  fence  of  the  property. 
It  included  several  trees  of  great  size  and  ornamental 
character,  and  led  tbe  purchaser  to  believe  that  the  trees 
in  question  and  the  ground  on  wbioh  they  stood  formed 
part  of  tbe  property  to  be  sold.    The  ratio  decidendi  in 
Denny  v.  Baneoei  was  the  same  as  in  Batkcomb  v.  Beok- 
wUh—viz.,  that  tbe  pnrohaser  bought  under  a  mistake, 
into  which  he  was  led,  or  suffered  to  fall,  by  tbe  particu- 
lars and  plans,  and  was  therefore  entiUed  to  get  out  of 
his  contract.    It  seems  singular  that  Bathevmb  v.  Beek- 
mth should  not  have  been  cited  in  tbe  argument.    Tbe 
case  shows  bow  careful  auctioneers  and  others  ought  to 
be  in  preparing  particulars  and  plans,  which  should,  be 
BO  framed  as  to  convey  dear  information  to  the  ordinary 
class  of  persons  who  frequent  sales  by  auction  (Sngd.  Y. 
jc  P.  p.  84).    It  is  of  the  greatest  importance^  said  tbe 
Master  of  tbe  Bolls  in  Baakcomb  t,  Beekieith,  that  it 
should  be  understood  that  the  moat  perfect  truth  and  the 
fullest  disclosures  should  take  place  in  all  oases  where 
the  specific  performance  of  a  contract  is  required;  and 
that,  if  this  fails,  even  without  an  intentional  suppression, 
the  Court  will  grant  relief  to  the  man  who  has  been 
thereby  deceived,  provided  he  has  acted  reasonably  and 
openly  (see  our  note  on  Batkeomb  v.   Beeknith,  IS  Sol. 
Jour.  971).  It  needs  scarcely  be  added  that  the  purchaser 
is  bound  to  inquire,  or  he  may  be  held  to  his  bargain  as 
in  tbe  Begeney-eguare  eate  (.White  v.  Bradthaw,  16 
Jur.  788). 

The  Vioe-Chancellor  appears  to  have  decreed  speoifio 
performance  on  the  ground  that  the  purchaser's  motive 
for  wishing  to  get  rid  of  the  contract  waa  that  be  had 
bought  in  order  to  resell,  and  bad  failed  to  do  so.  The  Lord 
Justice  James  pointed  out  that  this  was  no  good  reason 
why  relief  should  be  refused.  It  is  the  duty  of  tbe  Court 
to  inquire  what  are  tbe  equities  of  the  suitor  and  not 
what  are  bis  motives.  Provided  be  comes  into  court 
wiUi  dean  bands,  it  matters  not  witb  what  object  he 
seeks  relief. 
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MoDXSK  FBanmPTiON  ab  to  ADTAXonixiiTfl. 
Btpmrth  T.  Wepiwrth,  V.O.M.,  19  W.  R.  M. 

It  WM  formerly  thoDght  that  the  presampU(m  that  an 
•dranoement  was  intended,  where  a  parent  pnrohaoed  in 
the  name  of  hi<  ohild,  aro«e  only  where  tiie  ohild  was 
anadranoed;  and  it  is  ao  laid  down  bj  Lord  St. 
Leonard  1  (Tend,  k  Par.  704).  The  well-known  caae  of 
Sidmtmth  ▼.  SUhuoutA  (2  Bear.  4G6)  went  aome  way 
towards  shaking  the  anthoiity  of  this  rnle,  and  rendering 
the  qaettion,  whether  an  advanoement  was  intended  or 
sot,  simply  one  of  intention.  In  Sidmimth  r.  Sidmevth, 
where  I<ord  Stowell  had  been  in  the  habit  of  buying  stock 
in  the  name  of  his  son,  who  predeoeaied  him,  Liord  Laog- 
dale  said,  "  It  is  said  that  no  establishment  was  in 
«ontemplation,  and  that  no  necessity  or  occasion  for 
advanoing  the  son  had  oooarred;  bnt  in  the  relation  be- 
tween parent  and  ohild  it  does  not  appear  to  me  that  an 
obserration  of  this  kind  oan  have  any  weight.  The 
parent  may  jndge  for  himself  when  it  anits  his  own 
oonrenianoes,  or  when  it  will  i>e  best  for  his  son,  to 
•ecare  him  any  benefit  which  he  Tolnntarily  thinks  fit  to 
bestow  npon  him;  and  it  does  not  follow  that  beeanse 
the  reason  for  doing  it  is  not  known  there  was  no  inten- 
tion to  advanoe  at  alL"  Following  this  case,  the  Yioe- 
Chancellor  treated  the  transaction  as  a  gift  from  the 
father  to  the  son,  there  being  no  evidenoe  to  show  that 
it  was  not  intended  to  be  a  g^ft,  withont  going  into  the 
question  whether  the  son  was  or  not  already  prorided  for. 

The  presumption  of  a  resulting  trust  in  these  eases  is 
Tebntted  as  well  by  the  duty  to  advance  the  ohild  as  Iqr 
the  oironmstance  of  relationship.  Heoce,  the  decision  in 
Say  re  Y.  HvgheB  (16  W.  B.  662),  whioh  was  a  ease  of 
mother  and  daaghter,  and  orerrules  Itt  DevUtnt  (3  D.  J. 
8.  17),  in  which  case  it  seem  to  have  been  taken  for 
granted  that  no  presumption  of  benefit  arase  in  the  case 
of  a  mother. 

In  Sldmouth  r.  Sidmmth,  unlike  Htpveorth  r.  Bep- 
ir#r(A,  the  father  continaed  to  receiTe  the  diridendaon 
the  stook  transferred  into  his  name.  The  receipt  of  the 
diTidenda  in  auoh  a  case  would  tend  to  rebnt  the  pre- 
•nmption  that  an  adTanoement  was  intended.  But  in 
the  case  of  a  father  and  son  this  circumstance  is  not 
enough  to  rebut  the  presumption  of  benefit,  unleee  the 
child  appear  to  be  already  fully  advanced  (Lord  Orty  t. 
Laiy  Orty,  2  SwansL  694),  in  whioh  case  only  it  wonld 
aeem  that  the  question  whether  the  son  is  already  ad- 
Tanced  will  have  to  be  considered. 

(See  White  Jc  Tudor,  Lead.  Oas.  166.) 


COMMON  LAW. 


EnoKHOB  or  OoKra^or — Aj>vBBTiaBUKRT  vob  Tchdkbs 

— ^HisHasT  Tbhdkb. 

iSTjMiMfr  T.  ZrorAn^,  0.  P.,  19  W.  a  48. 

The  decision  in  this  case  will  probably  be  often  quoted 
hereafter  as  an  authority  for  principles  Tery  much  wider 
than  that  which  was  reidly  the  ground  of  Uie  judgment 
of  the  Court.  The  decision,  in  fact,  inTolred  nothing 
more  than  the  oonstmotion  of  a  particular  writing,  and 
no  general  mles  whaterer  are  eatablisbed  by  it. 

The  deolaratiom  alleged  that  the  defendants  sent  to 
the  plaintiffs  and  others,  a  circular  stating  that  they 
were  "  instructed  to  offer  to  the  wholesale  trade,  for  sale 
by  tender,  the  stook  of  Hessn.  B.  &  0.,  .  .  which  will 
be  sold  at  a  discount,  in  one  lot ;  "  that  the  plaintiffs 
sent  in  the  highest  tender,  but  tlie  defendants  refused 
to  sell  the  stock  to  the  plaintiils.  It  waa  held,  on 
demurrer  to  the  dedaratioD,  that  the  defendants  had  not 
oontracted  to  sell  the  stodc  to  the  person  sending  in  the 
highest  tender,  and  that  the  declaration  was  therefore 
bad.  The  dedsion  turned  ezcluaiTely  on  the  terms  of 
the  adTertisement.  Wiltes,  J.,  said,  "  This  adrertisement 
does  not  contain  any  offer  to  provide  that  tlie  highest 
tender  is  or  is  not  to  be  aooepted.  In  tendwiog  for  a 
■took  like  this,  a  man  is  not  pat  to  any  trouble,  aa  be 
night  b«  if  tender*  were  invited  for  the  execution  of  a 


large  building.  There  ia  no  statement  that  the  stock  i* 
to  be  sold  '  withont  reserve ; '  on  the  contrary,  there  i> 
the  special  circumstance  that  the  stock  is  to  be  sold  'it  i 
discount'  (which  means  'reasonable  deduction '), wliiah 
entirely  excludes  all  notion  of  an  intention  to 
accept  the  highest  tender,  whatever  it  may  be."  On 
this  construotion  it  was,  of  course,  clear  that  the 
declaration  disolosed  no  cause  of  action. 

This  decision  does  notaffeotin  anyway  the  oases(raeh«s 
WiUianu  v.  Camardint,  4  B.  &  Ad.  621 ;  NevW.  v.  SM^, 
10W.E.C97;  Turner-^.  •WaVker,\'a  W.E.407).whichh»Te 
decided  that  when  a  man  promises  a  reward  to  anyone  who 
will  do  a  certain  thing,  the  man  who  does  the  thingis  en- 
titled to  the  reward.  Theie  can  be  hardly  any  donbttbst 
if  Uie  defendants  in  this  case  had  advertised  thetsla 
"  without  reserve,"  or  if,  on  the  oonitraction  of  the  whole 
circular,  it  amounted  to  a  promise  to  sell  to  the  penon 
sending  in  the  highest  tender,  and  still  more  so  if  theie 
were  such  a  promise  in  express  terms,  that  the  defendants 
wonld  have  been  liable.  There  was,  however,  no  aooh 
promise  expressed  or  implied.  A  question  might  ariae  in 
a  oaae  like  this,  bat  where  the  preparation  of  the  tenden 
involved  expense,  as  in  tenders  for  the  execution  of  a 
large  building,  whether  there  was  not  an  implied  prp- 
promise  to  pay  something  for  the  tenders  or  for  the 
highest  tender,  if  none  of  tJiem  were  accepted.  Thii, 
however,  would  be  a  mere  question  of  fact — via,  whatbsr 
on  the  construction  of  the  advertisement,  any  such  pro- 
mise could  be  implied. 


OOMPixsATioH — Lands  Ola  wan  Act,  I84S  (8  fe9ViOT. 

c.  18)— Land  Hblb  vob  Boolbsiabtioal  FmtMsis. 

StthUng  V.  Tki  Ifetropglitan  Bjard  of  Work$, 

Q.a,  19  W.  B.  73. 

There  have  been  many  decision*  aa  to  the  priooiple 
npon  whioh  land  oompnlaorily  taken  under  the  Land* 
(nanses  Act,  1846,  is  to  be  valoed.  Amongst  these  de- 
cisions is  that  of  Hileoat  T.  AreM'ultop  of  Ctnttrbury 
(10  0.  B.  827),  where  it  was  held  that  on  the  oompolsoiy 
taking  of  conseorated  land  for  a  railway  "  in  the  absence 
of  any  peculiar  rule  prescribed  for  aaoertaining  such  value 
it  ia  reasonable  to  infer  that  the  value  was  to  bo  asoettainei 
in  relation  to  the  nature  and  situation  of  the  property 
generally  and  its  appUoabilitj  to  ordinary  purposes  dis- 
charged of  any  preaoribed  M>pn>priatioa." 

SteiHng  v.  The  Metropolitan  SMtrd  of  Worht  now 
shows  that  HOeoafe  etue  ia  no  aatbotilj  for  the  general 
application  of  this  princiirfe  to  all  caaaa  of  the  oompolaory 
taking  of  land  under  the  Lands  Olanae*  Aot,  1846.  The 
principle  of  8teVbi»t  v.  The  Metr»polU4m  Board  of  Wtrit 
is  that  when  oonseorated  land  i*  oompnlaorily  taken  it* 
valne  is  to  be  oalcnlated  as  if  sfill  '<Mibj«ot  to  aU  th» 
Uabilitiee  of  epiritnal  disgnaliftnation."  That  is,  that 
the  market  value  of  auoh  land  while  ocmaaorated,  not 
when  seoularised,  is  to  be  taken. 

The  arguments  in  Stobbiny  t.  The  JHetropoliitm  Board 
of  Worht  in  favour  of  the  freeholder  (the  rector  of  a 
parish,  the  chnichyard  of  which  waa  taken  by  Uie  defsn- 
fondants  under  their  powers)  were  oblet^  baaed  npon 
Bileoat  v.  The  Arehbithop  of  Canterbury,  whioh  oertaiiily 
aeemed  to  support  the  argument  of  the  freeholder  that  a* 
the  land  waa  seonlarised  he  should  obtain  the  benefit  of 
the  secularisation.  The  Oourt,  however,  distinguished 
this  oaae  from  Hileoat  v.  The  ArehiMop  of  Canterburyr 
whioh  they  seemed  to  think  ooold  be  enpported  npon  the 
apeoial  facts  of  the  case.  The  rnle  now  laid  down  in 
StebHng  V.  Ihe  MetropolUan  BMrd  of  Worht  will  pn>> 
baUy  govern  similar  cassa  for  the  futare.  It  ia  clear  and 
intelligible,  and  is  rested  npon  strong  goods.  Of  ooane 
where  the  oonseorated  ground  poasmaed  any  peouniary 
value  either  present  or  prospective  the  freeholder  wouU 
be  entitled  to  compensation  for  the  loaa  of  such  valae. 
He  cannot,  however,  profit  by  the  inareaaed  peouniary 
value  given  to  the  land  by  its  seonlarisation  for  tho 
purpose  of  the  persons  taking  it. 
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BBVIEW8. 

A  CompmdiuM  of  lit*  Mtitm  XomtM  taw,  foundti  upon 
tit  Trtatutt  ef  Pitehta,  Von  Vangtrow.  Arndtt,  Frant 
Uttkkr,  and  th*  corpus  jnrii  civilis.  By  fBKDXWOK 
J.  ToMXiKS,  MX.D.CL.,  Author  of  the  "  InstitntM  of 
the  Boman  Law,"  one  of  the  TraiuUtors  of  the  "  Com- 
menteriM  of  Gains  oa  the  Roman  Lav,"  &c.,  &c.;  and 
HxHBT  JnrcxxK,  Esqs.,  BaTriaten>at-Law,  of  Lincoln's- 
inn.    London:  Bntterworthi. 

The  present  is  a  very  favourable  time  for  the  publication 
of  a  book  upon  modem  Roman  Law,  and  a  work  of  any 
nurit  vpon  this  subject  would  be  certain  of  a  good  recep- 
tion.  The  changes  abeady  oommanced  in  our  legal  system 
have  given  a  great  stimulns  to  the  stody  of  the  laws  of 
foi^gn  constoies,  which,  until  lately,  had  but  little 
iatenst  in  the  eyes  of  most  English  lawyers.  Modem 
Boman  Uw  is  not  a  very  happy  expression,  but  it 
fadicatw  wiUi  soffideut  clearness  that  portion  of  the  Roman 
law  now  existing  in  those  countries  whose  law  is  based 
npon  the  vast  mass  of  legal  matter  which  was  gathered 
together  in  the  sixth  century  by  Justinian.  When  we  re- 
iuct  that  Trance,  Spain,  Germany,  Italy,  Holland,  portions 
of  America,  the  Cape,  and  Ceylon  are  subject  to  modem 
Soman  law  to  a  greater  or  less  extent,  we  shall  have  an 
idea  of  the  greatness  of  the  task  undertaken  by  Oiose  who 
«ttempt  to  deal  with  this  subject  It  is  a  subject,  more- 
over,  which  especially  requires  a  treatment  both  e^ianstive 
and  accmrate.  A  book  of  practice,  although  badly  written 
and  tull  of  faults,  may  yet  be  of  some  use  to  the  practi- 
tioner, but  a  book  upon  modem  W"m»"  law  whidi  is  badly 
writtMi  and  fall  of  faults  is  not  only  nt^li'iw,  but  may  be 
poatiTely  harmful  in  its  effects. 

The  aim  of  Uassrs.  TomUns  and  Jenoken  ia  "  to  give  to 
the  pnetising  jurist,  in  a  compendious  form,  the  leading 
ptinciplee  of  the  Roman  law  now  incorporated  in  the  civu 
codes  of  continental  natioos."  To  carry  out  this  plan 
they  "  have  endeavoured  to  condense  witlun  the  limits  of 
the  present  work  the  treatises  of  Puchta,  Aradts,  Von  Yan- 
gerow,  and  more  especially  of  Vtua  Moehler,"  and  have 
added  thereto  othwr  matter.  The  authors  are  not  so  much 
iaaptMBsd  by  the  difficolty  of  their  task  as  might  have  been 
e^wcted,  for  they  tell  us  "  this  treatise,  we  believe,  will  be 
foond  both  interesting  and  valuable."  We  regret  that  we 
cannot  join  in  this  bislieC,  It  is  very  doubtful  whether  it 
is  possible  to  treat  this  subject  with  success  within  the 
liaita  of  so  small  a  treatise  as  the  one  before  us.  Such 
treatment,  however,  whether  possible  or  not,  will  not  be 
fimnd  in  this  book,  which,  uthongh  it  dirolays  a  great 
aBonnt  of  eruditian  and  labour,  is  spout  by  snon  grave  faults, 
tint  it  cannot  be  considered  either  valuable  or  Interesting. 
We  find  neat  want  of  method  in  arrangement,  a  total  in- 
capsci^  for  accoraey  of  statement  and  dearness  of  expres- 
tism,  and  a  seneral  want  of  life  (if  we  may  use  the  expres- 
«oa)  thiDo^iont  the  whole  work,  which  treats  law  rather 
a*  a  matter  of  antiquarian  research  than  as  a  subject  of 
d^hr  interest  and  practical  importance. 

Tne  book  contains  only  407  pages,  and  ought  therefore  to 
be  strictly  confined  to  the  outlmes  of  genem  principles,  and 
Crae  both  from  details,  and  from  anyUiing  not  directly  per- 
tinent to  the  subject  of  the  treatise.  Yet,  in  "Book  Uie 
Jint"  on  "Law  in  the  objective  sense,"  Ik.,  we  have  a 
anUect  that  is  dearly  out  of  place  in  so  small  a 
wwk  aa  this,  which  purports  to  discass  not  the  philo< 
aoph^  of  law,  but  the  leading  principles  of  certain 
existing  systems  of  law.  Details  2so  of  all  sorts  abound. 
In  the  chapter  on  the  "  nature  and  matter  of  obligations" 
•ach  details  as  the  effect  of  an  alteration  in  the  value  of 
coinage,  rates  of  interest,  tee..,  ate  noticed,  which  do  not  affect 
the  geaand  piindples  applicable  to  all  obligations.  So  also 
at  pp.  141,  \i2,  thirteen  eases  are  specified  in  which 
gnarritanship  may  be  refused.  At  pp.  2M,  247,  fourteen 
caaee  at«  anwitionad  in  which  parents  may  disinherit  their 
eUUreo.  The  same  unneceaBary  minuteness  also  oocure  at 
pp.  297  and  405.  Details  in  a  book  like  this  are  not  onlv  a 
a  mistaVw  as,  serving  to  conceal  the  principles  of  law,  but 
they  are  almost  certain  to  be  in  some  instances  wrong  if 
thqr  are  to  be  taken  as  applying  to  all  countries  in  which 
■wdon  Boman  law  prevails.  For  example,  it  is  a  little 
itsitHng  to  be  told  in  a  book  dealing  with  "  the  law  now  in- 
eacpoiated  in  the  civil  codes  of  continental  nations,"  that 
m»  at  the  grounds  for  which  a  father  may  disinherit  his 
ckHdren  ia^  "  iriien  a  child  becomes  heretioa],  and  whilst  his 


Lble,  tnere  is  constantly  sucu  conliision  of  thougbt  or  mis^ 
I  of  language  as  to  render  the  sense  very  obscure.    As  an 
>lanatian  oT  "  the  relation  of  leeal  precepts  to  morals, 
find  "  Morality  is  not  a  source  of  law.  Before  the  tribunal 


ascendant  remains  orthodox  "  or  "  when  children  associate 
themselves  with  poisoners  ;"  or,  again,  that  "  the  claim  of 
a  Jew  upon  a  Chnstian  cannot  be  assigned  by  the  Jew  to 
another  Christian." 

Not  only  is  the  arrangement  bad,  but  in  dealing  with  the 
subject,  as  arranged,  there  are  many  mistakes  and  much 
want  of  care.  It  would  he  difficult  to  find  greater  confusion 
in  any  book  than  is  shown  in  an  attempted  explanation  of 
custom  as  a  source  of  law  (p.  28)  or  ef  equity  (p.  88),  and  of 
the  origin  of  obligations  (p.  822).  In  dealing  with  "  domi* 
cUe,"  we  are  told  that  "  a  person  may  have  several  domi- 
ciles," which  is  wrong  when  thus  nakedly  stated,  and  that 
"  where  there  is  a  conflict  of  law,  the  dominant  domicile 
governs,"  which  is  unintelligible,  because  there  is  no  ex- 
planation of  the  meaning  of  a  "  dominant "  domicile,  a 
phrase  that  certainly  requires  explanation.  Where  the  pro- 
positions stated  are  not  actually  wrong  or  wholly  unintel- 
ugible,  there  is  constantly  such  confusion  of  thought  or  mis^ 
useoflangue 
explanation  < 
we  find  "  Morality  i 
only  those  Acts  are  regarded  which  result  from  the  free 
exercise  of  the  will,  not  such  as  arise  from  coercion.  It  is 
only  obedience  to  law  that  can  be  legally  enforced."  The 
riffhts  of  emphyteusis  and  superfides,  are  called  "  legal  In- 
stitutes." As  a  definition  or  "peisons"  or  "men,"  we  do 
not  know,  which  we  are  told,  that  ".  those  individuals  in 
whom  rights  and  obligations  inhere,  or  persons  having  a 
capadty  for  legal  relations,  are  designated  men.  In  such 
cases  men  are  regarded  as  persons."  A  fault  akin  to  thii^ 
although  of  less  importance,  is  the  firequent  and  unnecessary 
use  of  extraordinary  words,  such  as  "convalesce," ''  concum- 
bent,"  "  rescindable,"  "  complex  of  property,"  "  obligated." 
At  p.  92  the  word  "  noa-suited "  is  wrongly  used,  and 
"agreement"  and  "contract"  are  opposed  to  one  another 
at  p.  310,  where  they  seem  to  be  meant  to  signify  the  same 
idea.  There  are  also  a  most  undue  number  of  muprints  in 
the  Latin  words. 

There  is  a  curious  absence  of  all  reference  to  English  law 
in  this  book,  and  there  are  but  vei7  few  references  to  any 
modem  law.  The  German  names  of  some  of  the  Latin  legal 
terms  are  given)  as  "mandate  or  mandatum,  called  by  toe 
Qermans  Bevollmachtigunravertiag,"  but  such  a  sentence  as 
this  does  not  throw  any  light  on  the  general  subject  of 
agency.  There  can  be  no  better  way  of  showing  the  full 
significance  of  foreign  law,  and  of  illustrating  its  effect  than 
by  comparison  with  Knglish  law,  the  system  with  which 
those  for  whom  the  book  is  written,  viz.,  the  "practising 
jurists  "  in  England,  may  be  supposed  to  be  familiar.  Not 
only,  however,  are  there  no  allusiona  to  English  law,  but 
there  are  few  references  to  anything  modem.  A  distinct 
preference  is  shown  for  old  forms  of  illustration.  Thus, 
at  p.  65,  in  treating  of  donations,  it  is  stated  that  "gifts 
exceeding  500  loUdi  must  he  judicially  published."  How 
many  readers  will  be  able  to  say  offhand  what  is  the  value 
of  500  tolidi  f  If  it  was  necessary  to  particularise  a  sum,  a 
eomputation  in  some  modem  currency  would  have  been 
&r  more  intelligible.  What  judicially  published  means  is 
not  explained. 

The  faults  we  have  noticed  render  this  book  unfit  for 
use  by  ^oie  who  are  not  tolerably  familiar  with  the  sub- 
ject of  which  it  treats.  It  is  too  inaoeniate  and  con- 
fused for  beginners.  It  contains,  however,  evidence  of  much 
labour,  and  the  learning  in  it  may  be  useful  to  those  whose 
knowledge  enables  them  to  separate  the  good  ftom  the  badL 
It  is  only  to  such  readers  that  we  can  recommend  this 
treatise. 


The  CiimituU  Law  CoiuolidatioH  Acts,  with  Kottt  of  Catei. 
By  E.  W.  Cox,  S.  L..  and  T.  W.  Saundebs.  Third 
Edition.  London :  Zato  Times  Office.  1870. 
This  book  will  be  found  useful  for  all  who  are  engaged, 
whether  as  advocates  or  judges,  in  the  administration  of 
criminal  law.  It  contains  all  the  statutes  passed  with  refer- 
ence to  crime  since  1861,  and  the  podtion  of  the  two  editors 
is  a  suffident  guarantee  that  it  has  been  prepared  with 
requidte  knowledge  and  skiU.  Mr.  Serjeant  Cox,  aa  deputy 
assistant-judge  for  Middlesex,  and  recorder  of  Pottsmoutb, 
and  Mr.  Stundets  as  recorder  of  Bath  and  leader  of  the 
Somerset  seadons,  have  both  enjoyed  ample  opportunities  of 
watching  the  practical  working  of  the  criminal  law,  and  they 
can,  therefore,  speak  upon  the  subject  with  the  authorisy  of 
experience.    Tlie  present  edition  indodes  the  Acts  affecting 
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the  law  of  Crimea  passed  daring  the  last  seBsion  of  Parlia- 
ment.   There  is  also  a  ppood  index  and  an  elaborate  taUe  of 
"  crimes  and  their  pomshments  "  prepared  by  Ifr.  Forcell. 
Bat  the  chief  novelty  of  this  edition  is  to  be  found  in  the 
introdnction,  which  consists  of  fire  treatises,  three  from  the 
pen  of  Hr.  Serjeant  Cox,  and  two  from  that  of  Hr.  OreaTes, 
Q.C.,  the  draitsman  of  the  Consolidation  Act  of  1861.    Hr. 
Greaves  deals  at  ^freat  length  and  wiUi  much  learning  with 
the  difficolt  subjects  of  the  authority  to  arrest  without 
warrant  in  cases  of  indictable  offences,  and  of  the  la  w  respect- 
ing attempts  to  commit  crimes.    Mr.  Serjeant  Cox  contri- 
butes brief  criticisms  of  the  Habitual  Criminals  Act,  and  the 
Act  abolishing  forfeiture  for  felony,  and  a  longer  paper  on 
the  "  Principles  of  Punishment."    His  observations  on  the 
last  topic  are  especially  worthy  the  attention  of  non-profes- 
sional magistrates.    If  they  would,  when  sitting  at  petty  or 
quarter  sessions,  bear  in  mind  more  constantly  than  they 
are,  we  fear,  in  the  habit  of  doing,  the  character  of  the 
criminal  they  are  about  to  sentence  and  the  character  ot  the 
crime  he  has  committed,  we  should  hear  less  about  "justioes' 
justice."    With  regard  to  the  "  character  of  the  crime  "  it 
does  not  appear  that  Mr.  Serjeant  Cox's  classification  will 
help  them  much,  but   his  observations  upon  the  various 
descriptions  of  crime  he  enumerates — e^.,  upon  crimes  of 
wantonness,  fraud,  passion,  or  cruelty,  will  be  found  useful. 
As  to  the  "  character  of  the  criminal,"  it  is,  of  course,  most 
material,  when  measuring  the  punishmenttobeinfiicted,  to  in- 
quire whether  the  prisoner  is  an  "  occasional,"  an  "  habitual " 
or  a  "  professional "  criminal.    On  the  last  named,  we  agree 
with  Mr.   Serjeant  Cox,  "mercy  is  wasted,"  and  along 
punishment,  even  though  the  offence  actually  proved  on  the 
particular  occasion  may  be  a  alight  one,  is  absolutely  neces- 
sary.   We  are  afrvid,  however,  that  no  paper  rules  will 
ever  prevent  the  passing  of  capricious  sentences,  so  long  as 
judicial  discretion  is  left  so  wide  as  it  is  at  present    Some 
disoretiou   there   must  of  necessity  be.      But  the  limits 
within  which  it  is  confined  might  be  narrowed  with  advan- 
Mg8.    And  even  without  fresh  legislation,  a  greater  nni- 
KMfmity  might  be  obtained  if  Mr.  Serjeant  Cox's  sensible 
•u^gestion  were  adopted,  and  those   who  administer  the 
wminal  law  were  to  hold  "occasional,  or,  as  I  should 
prefer,  periodical  conferences  upon  the  subject  of  punish- 
Bent     Their  is  a  fashion  in  crime  as  in  other  things,  and 
prevalent  offences  require  to  be  suppressed  with  exceptional 
severity.     How  effective  that  is  was  decisively  proved  in  the 
instance  of  the  crime  of  garotting,  which  has  almost  dis- 
•ppeued  under  the  fear  of  the  lash.    If  the  judges  of  the 
■uperior  courts  and  the  chairmen  of  quarter  sessions  were 
to  meet  once  a  year  and  review  the  question  of  crime  and 
punishment,  and  come  to  some  genertd  resolutions  as  to  the 
Bature  of  the  treatment  of  the  various  offences  then  most 
prevalent,  their  combined  experience  could  not  fiul  to  bring 
about  an  approach  to  uniformity." 


COTJETS. 

COUKT  OP  EXOHEQUEB. 

(At  Nisi  Frins,  before  Mabtin,  B.,  and  a  Special  Jury.) 
Kov.  28. — Sedg^field  and  Anothtr  v.  Moqftn. 

J.  Broum,  Q.C.,  and  A.  WiUt,  for  the  plaintiffs ;  ,/«ye«  and 
S.  Clark*,  for  the  defendant 

This  was  an  action  for  work  done  as  an  attorney, 
and  there  was  a  count  for  the  breach  of  an  agreement  on 
the  part  of  the  defendant  to  accept  a  bill  for  £fiOO.  The 
plaintifb  are  attorneys  in  Australia,  and  the  defendant  is  an 
attorney  in  London.  Plaintiffs  claimed  £3,200.  They  had 
been  employed  by  an  attorney  named  Hughes  to  procure 
evidence  on  behalf  of  the  person  who  claims  to  be  Sir 
Boger  Tichbome.  Mr.  Hughes  retired  from  the  suit,  and 
the  defendaot  took  his  place,  writing  to  the  plaintifb  con- 
tinuing their  retainer.  The  plaintiffs  had  gone  upon  com- 
missions to  various  parts  of  Australia  and  New  Zealand  to 
get  evidence,  and  had  expended  £2,200  in  actual  disburse- 
ments— travelling  expenses,  counsel's  fees,  commissioners' 
fees,  and  hotel  bills.  It  was  not  disputed  that  the  work 
had  been  done,  but  the  defendant  objected  to  the  rate  of 
charge  as  excessive. 

Joj/et  said  that  the  plaintiffs  had  charged  £10  IDs.  a-day 
for  their  attendances,  and  proposed  that  the  matter  should 
be  referred  to  one  of  the  masters  of  this  court 

/.  Brown,  Q.  C,  said  it  had  been  proposed  to  refer  the  matter 
to  one  of  the  taxing  masters  of  the  Supreme  Court  at  Victoria, 
who  was  well-acquainted  with  the  oosts  there,  and  it  was 


not  to  be  expected  that  men  would  work  in  a  climate  when 
the  glass  registered  102  degrees  in  the  shade  for  the  lamt 
remuneration  as  attorneys  had  in  England.  Themaiten 
in  this  oonrt  were  not  aoouainted  wi£  the  scale  of  cott) 
allowed  in  Australia.  He  proceeded  to  read  a  rof 
voluminous  oorrespondence  to  show  the  nature  of  the  votk 
done,  and  that  the  defendant  had  been  folly  appriwd  of  it 
In  the  end  a  verdict  was  entered  for  the  phuntii&  for 
£8,002  4s.  9d. 

COURT  OF  BANKRUPTCY. 

LrNOOLH's-nOf-FlBLDS. 

(Before  Mr.  Registrar  Mussat,  acting  as  Chief  Jodgs). 
Nov.  as. — St  Davit. 
Prtutiet  hifort  tht  ngittrart, 

Setd,  on  behalf  of  the  debtor,  who  had  filed  a  petition  fot 
liquidation,  moved  to  annul  an  order  made  by  Hr.  SegiBtzw 
Spring  lUce,  on  the  application  of  a  creditor,  giving  leare 
to  examine  the  debtor  and  other  persons. 

Bagley  showed  cause. 

Mr.  Registrar  MuaaAT,  interposing,  remarked  upon  the 
inconvenience  of  one  reg^rar  being  asked  to  annnl  is 
order  made  by  another  reg^trar.  The  application  nhonU 
be  brought  before  the  registrar  who  granted  the  order. 

iiMif.— The  application  is  made  to  yon  as  Chief  Jniige,  and 
the  summons  %a  examine  witnesses  stands  for  to-monov. 
We  seek  to  disdiarge  the  previous  order  on  the  ground  ttut 
it  has  been  improperly  obtained ;  and  we  are  in  a  poaitiai 
to  show  that  one  appbcation  to  examine  witnesses  lua  bees 
heard  by  Mr.  Registrar  Roche,  and  dismissed,  and  that  tilt 
creditor  thereupon  applies  to  anotiier  registrar,  who  ia 
ignorant  of  the  fiicts,  and  obtains  a  second  summons. 

Mr,  Registrar  Mitbbat  said  he  was  informed  that  notiM 
of  motion  in  this  case  had  been  served  upon  the  othor  ndt 
before  an  appointment  was  obtained  from  the  proper  officer. 

JBaglty.—TbaX  is  •  dear  irregularity. 

Sud. — I  apprehend  that  a  suitor  may  give  notice  of 
motion  at  any  time,  and  the  case  is  now  in  the  lirt, 

Mr.  Registrar  Mobilat. — It  would  be  a  convenient  \m- 
tice  if  all  apidieations  to  vary  former  orders  were  brm^t 
before  the  registrar  who  heard  the  origioal  application ;  and 
I  think  solicitors  should  aid  us  in  obtaining  the  proper  ip- 
pointments.  This  can  easily  be  done.  I  feel  that  it  wosld 
be  very  inoonvenient  for  me,  sitting  as  Chief  Judge,  to  &> 
charge  an  order  made  by  another  registrar.  I  say  that  I 
ought  not  to  hear  it,  though,  of  course,  if  the  applicaat 
deeares  to  apply  to  Mr.  Registrar  Spring  Bice^  he  can  do  w. 

Solicitors,  Livri;  Muntu,  jr  Ot.  :  Saul  SoUmon. 

Smintu  of  the  court. 

It  is  understand  that  in  future  unopposed  motions  ssd 
petitions  will  be  taken  first ;  then  the  cases  in  the  paper  <bt 
public  examination;  and  afterwards  opposed  motions  isd 
petitions. 

A  notice  will  shortly  be  promulgated  to  this  effect 


APFOmTMENTS. 


Mr.  OaoBOB  J.  Philip  Smite,  barriater-at-law,  of  the 
Oxford  Circuit,  has  been  appointed,  by  the  Lord  Chief 
Justice,  to  be  one  of  the  Masters  of  the  Court  of  Qoeen't 
Bench.  Mr.  Smith  was  educated  at  St  John's  College, 
Cambridge,  where  he  nadnated  B.A.  in  1826.  He  mi 
called  to  the  bar  at  the  Inner  Temple  in  Mav,  1830,  and  wu 
long  known  to  the  legal  professon  as  one  of  the  editeis  of 
Best  &  Smith's  Report*. 

Mr.  William  Thomas  Gbibhkow,  of  the  Northern  Cir- 
cuit, has  been  appointed  Recorder  of  Berwick-npon-Twetd, 
in  place  of  Mr.  Ingham,  Q.C.,  who  has  resignea. 

Mr.  RiCKABD  Williams,  solicitor,  of  Beaumaris,  has  been 
elected  Town  Clerk  of  that  borough,  in  succession  to  Mr. 
J.  Watkins  Jones,  deceased.  Mr.  Williams  was  certifleaied 
in  1858. 

Mr.  William  Scbivkits,  solicitor,  of  HasUags,  has  been 
re-elected  mayor  of  that  borough  tut  the  ensuing  year. 

Mr.  GiOBOE  Mabshall,  jun.,  solieitor  (of  the  flm  of 
MarBhall  &  Son),  of  East  Retford,  Nottinigham^iiie,  bat 
been  elected  mayor  of  that  borough  for  the  ensuing  year. 

Mr.  JoBK  Fabksb,  jun.,  solicitor,  of  High  Wyecmbe 
Bucks,  has  been  elected  mayor  of  that  boroufh  for  the 
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.(Ofning  yeeur.  Mr.  Parker's  &ther  ii  regiitrar  of  the  Hi|;h 
'WTeomM  Coonty  Ooart,  and  derk  to  the  borongh  magu- 
t^ea,  and  to  the  Commisnoners  of  Tazea. 

lb.  Hbsht  Joh>  Mkid,  aoluntor  (of  the  firm  of  Mead  & 
'Son),  of  118,  Jerm^-fltreet,  St.  James's,  has  been  appointed 
*  London  Commissioner  to  administer  oaths  in  common  law. 

Mr.  Edwakd  Kvogkxb,  lolioitor,  of  Dover,  has  been 
elected  Siayor  of  that  borough  for  the  ensuing  year.  Mr. 
KtMrirta-  holds  the  loeal  ofBoas  of  clerk  to  the  Oommissioners 
of  Tszea,  and  registrar  of  the  Cinque  Ports  and  of  the  Court 
of  Admiimlty. 

Mr.  Chablbs  Wabnzb,  solicitor,  of  Winchester,  has  been 
elected  Uayor  of  that  city  for  tha  ensuing  year. 

Mr.  OusTATS  Babthxlbxt  Colin  has  been  (pasetted  as 
.Bcoonienr  and  Advocate-(}eneral  of  the  Island  of  Mauritius, 
to  Mr.  John  GKurie,  who  has  been  raised  to 


■the  beooh  of  the  supreme  court  as  puisne  judge. 


G£ir£2AL  COBSESPONOENCE. 

COSBS  AMI)  SlOBSTS. 

&,— I  shall  be  obliged  by  your  permission  to  say  a  few 
words  npon  the  remarks  in  your  late  article  on  "  Codes  and 
Digests  (p.  37),  as  to  the  comparatiTe  adrantages  of  im- 
proTing  aoA  getting  rid  of  the  obsolete  parts  of  the  law, 
iiefoie  or  after  the  making  of  the  digest. 

It  is  impoasible  to  ascntain  what  law  is  obsolete  without 
"^""■'"g  the  CMOS  in  which  it  is  found,  and  sometimes 
mndi  stndy  is  necassary  for  the  purpose.  If  the  obsolete 
law  is  to  hie  first  ascertained,  the  materials  for  each  subject 
mTist  be  separately  collected,  and  the  labour,  far  from  bang 
lessened,  will  be  much  increased.  The  difficulty  woidd  M 
like  that  already  encountered  by  "  the  dauntless  three  "  in 
jteparing  the  specimen  digests ;  to  be  certain  that  nothing 
was  omitted,  each  was  compelled  to  go  through  all  the  re- 
port). The  general  process  which  I  advise  is  shortly — I . 
A  diiseotion  of  the  whole  law  by  a  single  process,  without  a 
previoos  Beparati<Hi  of  subieots.  2.  An  arrangement  of  tiie 
materials  according  to  a  plan  previously  prepared.  3.  The 
digestion  by  the  different  drafbmen  of  the  mateiiala  placed 
m  their  hands,  with  reference  to  the  general  plan  of  which 
fbe  work  of  each  is  to  form  a  specified  part. 

In  constructing  his  work  each  draftsman  would  sepa- 
;rsts  such  parts  of  the  law  as  he  considered  to  be 
already  obst^te,  and  as  to  that  which  is  still  in  force,  but 
which  it  might  be  desirable  to  alter,  tha  changes  might  cer- 
tainly be  made  with  more  ease  and  safety  after  the  law  has 
been  condensed  and  arranged  than  when  its  materials  are 
-scattered  through  hundreds  of  volumes. 

Permit  me  to  add,  that  I  calculate  the  length  of  the  work 
at  only  ten  or  twelve  volames  at  the  most  (see  page  14  of 
the  pamphlet}.  The  note  at  page  37  of  your  journal,  I 
'think,  shows  a  misandsntandingof  one  of  my  remarks  upon 
this  part  of  the  subject.  Vf.  B.  Fishbr. 

S,  New-aqtiare,  Lmooln's-inn,  Kov.  28. 

SlATUTB  OP  LnCITATIONS. 

Sir, — Win  yon  or  some  of  your  readers  kindly  give  an 
opnion  tqton  Uie  following  point  T 

By  an  Act  of  Parliament  which  passed,  say  forty  years 
ago,  certain  persona  and  their  successors  (trustees  of  a 
aurirat^  ware  for  iter  thereafter  to  pay  to  the  town  council 
of  tiie  borough  an  annuity  of  £60  per  year  out  of  the  rents 
and  prafito  of  the  market. 

The  bondholderi  in  the  market  have  received  about  £3  10s. 
per  cent,  oa  their  bonded  debts.  The  annuity  has  not  been 
paid  for  the  last  thirty  years. 

If  the  town  council  commence  an  action  aminst  the 
markst  trustees,  can  tha  latter  legally  plmid  the  Statute  of 
TfiBTtatioog  to  the  whole  of  the  claim  r  Fide. 

Dm!.  1,  1870. 

Ax  Apfbal.* 
We  an  xeqnested  to  state  that  the  address  of  Mr.  T.  N. 
Blame,  by  whom  subscriptions  for  the  family  of  Mr.  Crew 
•K  reoerved,  is  at  Messrs.  Cocks,  Biddnlph  &  Co.,  Charing- 
ooa,  and  n<^  Means.  Cox  tc  Co.,  Charing•«ros^  as  stated  m 
thslrtterof  Mr.  Maokrell. 

•  Ant*,  p.  60. 


TKELAITD. 

INCORPORATED    SOCIETY  OF    ATTORNEYS    AND 
SOLICITORS  OF  IRELAND. 

The  hal^yearly  meeting  of  this  society  was  held  in  the 
Solicitors'  Hall,  Dublin,  on  the  26th  ult  Mr.  Arthur  Bar- 
low, vice-president,  occupied  the  chair. 

Mr.  Q«ddard,  sacretaty,  read  the  reiwrt,  which  was 
onanimoosly  adopted.  In  it  the  council  referred  in  detail 
to  the  several  matters  affecting  the  interests  of  the  society 
which  had  come  under  their  notice  since  last  meeting. 

Mr.  Geoboe  Vf.  Shaknon  proposed  "  That  it  be  an  in- 
struction to  the  incoming  conncil  to  take  the  most  prompt 
and  effective  means  in  ueir  power  to  stop  the  evils  of  the 
present  system  of  Dublin  law  agency,  by  obttdning  from  the 
judges  of  the  courts  of  law  and  equity  an  order  that  no  per- 
son shall  act  as  town  agent  of  a  coantrv  attorney,  unless 
he  is  himself  a  licensed  solicitor."  He  thought  the  state  of 
things  at  which  this  resolution  was  directed  called  for  action 
on  the  part  of  the  representatives  of  that  socie^,  and  he 
trusted  that  ere  long  the  system  of  law  agency  in  Dublin 
would  be  placed  on  a  proper  footing;. 

Mr.  Macsoby,  in  seconding  the  motion,  said  he  trusted 
it  would  form  a  stimulus  to  the  judges  and  the  society  to 
take  acUon  in  the  matter  of  Dublin  law  agency.  Although 
a  deputation  had  waited  on  their  Lordships  some  time  ago 
they  had  not  yet  made  any  commnnication  to  the  society 
in  reference  to  the  matter. 

The  motion  was  adopted. 

Mr.  Joseph  Bubke  proposed  "That  the  scale  of  fees 
settled  by  the  Court  for  land  cases  reserved  under  the  Land 
Act,  1870,  is  altogether  insufficient  for  the  duties  for  which 
it  [irovides,  while  no  remuneration  whatever  is  given  for  a 
variety  of  business  required  by  the  rules  to  be  done  ;  and 
that  the  committee  of  tiie  Incorporated  Society  be  requested 
to  bring  this  matter  without  delay  under  the  consideration 
of  the  judges,  with  a  view  of  their  framing  a  schedule,  alter- 
ing and  increasing  the  fees  already  fixed,  and  also 
establishing  charges  for  the  duties  to  be  performed,  and 
omitted  to  be  performed  by  the  present  schedule." 
He  felt  astonished  that  tibe  council  had  not  touched  upon 
this  subject  in  their  report,  but  as  it  had  been  intimated 
that  they  would  be  glad  to  hear  any  observations  that 
might  be  made  in  reference  to  it,  a  meeting  of  some  members 
of  the  society  had  been  held  when  the  foregoing  resolution 
had  been  adopted,  and  he  had  been  requested  by  that  meeting 
to  bring  the  resolution  under  the  notice  of  the  society  in 
order  to  have  their  action  npon  it.  He  felt  considerable 
interest  in  this  matter,  inasmuch  as  he  was  an  agent  for 
considerable  property.  Having  carefully  looked  over  the 
rules  drawn  up  he  found  that  out  of  the  fifty-eight  there 
were  thirty-one  which  did  not  provide  for  remuneration  for 
the  performance  of  the  duties  to  which  they  referred.  Mr. 
Macrory  then  read  the  rules  to  which  he  alluded,  and  pro- 
ceeded to  say  that  it  was  absolutely  necessary  that  there 
should  be  a  revision  of  the  subject  The  matter  particularly 
affected  country  practitioners ;  they,  however,  would  find 
it  difficult  to  meet  together  to  discuss  it,  and  as  it  more  or 
less  concerned  the  entire  profession  he  thought  the  society 
should  make  some  movement. 

Mr.  A  Mitchell  seconded  the  resolution. 

Mr.  BocHB  wished  to  remove  a  misapprehenaiou  under 
which  Mr.  Macrory  seemed  to  labour,  in  supposing  that 
the  council  had  treated  this  matter  with  apathy.  The 
rules  had  been  very  recently  framed,  and  had  not  been  la 
the  hands  of  the  conncil  at  the  time  to  admit  of  anv  men- 
tion of  them  in  the  report.  There  was  no  doubt  tnat  the 
incoming  connoil  would  see  fit  to  take  immediate  action  on 
the  subject 

Mr.  Dillon  suggested  that  as  the  matter  had  been 
ventilated,  and  the  object  of  the  motion  partially  attained, 
the  resolution  might  be  withdrawn,  there  being  no  deubt 
that  the  incoming  council  would  take  the  question  in  hand. 

After  some  discussion  the  resolntiou  was  withdrawn. 


Mr.  Robert  Wells,  Town  Clerk  of  the  Borough  of  Hull,  being 
recently  incapacifatted  by  illness  from  attendance  to  his  public 
duties,  has  proposed  to  the  Town  Council  to  appoint  his  new 
partner,  Mr.  John  Getting  (who  was  lately  and  tor  some  years 
past  a  man«friiiff  clerk  in  one  of  the  leading  solicitor's  offices  in 
LondonV  to  be  his  Deputy  Town  Clerk.  The  Town  Council  has 
reserved  its  decision. 
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OBITVAET. 

ME.  W.  A.  BEW. 
ICr.  William  Andrew  Bew,  D.C.L.,  barrister-at-law, 
died  at  Finchley  on  the  33rd  of  November.  Ur.  Eew  was 
educated  at  St.  John's  College,  Oxford,  where  he  gradnated 
B.C.L.  in  1828.  He  was  afterwards  elected  to  one  of  the 
Law  Fellowship*  of  St.  John's  College,  which  he  held  at 
the  time  of  his  death. 

Ha  J.  S.  SHACKELFORD. 
Hr.  James  Shnckhnrgh  Shackelford,  M.A.,  btnister.at- 
law,  expired  at  Hosbands  Bosworth,  Leicestardtire,  on  the 
93rd  of  Norember,  in  the  sixty-ei^th  year  of  his  age. 
Hr.  Shackelford  was  educated  at  Qaeen  a  OoUege,  Cam* 
llzidge,  where  he  graduated  B.A.  in  1830. 


dOCISTIES  AND  INSTITUTIONS. 

METEOPOLITAK  AND  PROVINCIAL  LAW 

ASSOCIATION. 

On  thx  Attosmbys  axd  Soucttobs  RucuinnuiTioN  Act, 

1870.» 

The  important  fnaetjons  which  our  ^rofesaioa  undartakes 
to  discharge,  and  the  grave  reaponaibilities  which  derolTe 
upon  us  in  consequence,  render  it  a  matter  of  serious  im- 
pNortanoe  to  society  at  l^e  that  tiie  class  of  men  who  prac- 
tice as  attorneys  uid  solicitor*  ahonld  be  an  educated  and 
highly  principled  body ;  and  it  must  be  obvious  that  the 
fublic  at  large  suffers  by  any  regulations  which,  by  impro- 
perly restricting  remuneration,  or  in  say  other  wa^,  deter 
men  of  ordinary  ambition  from  entaring  the  pref easion  and 
cause  it  to  be  recruited  from  a  lower  gnde  of  society.  | 

It  is  necessary,  therefore,  that  the  profession  dionld  <^er  j 
to  those  who  propose  to  enter  it,  a  remuneration  not  less 
than  that  offwed  oy  the  other  calUnga  which  are  open  to  the  I 
educated  middle  classes.  That  this  is  not  the  case  may  be 
fairly  suspected,  since  the  number  of  practising  attorneys 
and  Bolicitois  has  for  many  years  been  stationary,  while 
the  increase  in  the  number  of  other  professions,  e.g^  of 
tiorristers,  medical  men,  dvil  engineers,  and  actuaries,  has 
l)een  progressive  with  that  of  the  general  population. 

I  inake  these  preliminary  remarks  because  in  considering 
the  subject  of  my  paper,  I  wish  at  the  outset  to  insist  upon 
the  proposition  that  the  subject  of  the  remuneration  of  at- 
torneys and  solicitors  is  not  a  mere  selfish  question  on  which 
we'are  ezdnsively  interested,  but  one  in  which  the  public 
generally  is  deeply  concerned. 

For  many  years  past  solicitois  have  felt  the  necessity  for 
reconsidering  the  principles  on  which  the  restrictions  under 
irhich  the^  labour  in  respect  of  remuneration  have  \>eea 
originally  impoeed  and  have  been  hitherto  maintained. 

Li  early  times  the  price  of  commodities,  and  the  remune- 
tation  for  skilled  or  unskilled  labour  and  the  interest  on 
money  lent,  were  all  regulated  b^  autnority,  but  ezp^enoe 
has  demonsixated  that  the  imposition  of  any  arbitrtuy  scale 
is  injurious  both  to  the  vendor  and  consumer,  employer  and 
employed,  lender  and  borrower,  and  with  very  few  excep- 
tions, society  is  now  free  to  enter  into  its  own  bargains 
without  the  mterferenoe  of  a  paternal  or  protecting  super- 
visor. 

However,  finding  ourselves  bound  by  these  fetters,  we 
have  of  late  years  been  struggling  for  their  relaxation,  and 
it  is  to  be  hoped,  however  slight  has  "been  the  relief 
gained  in  consequence  of  onr  efforts,  that  it  has  proved  bene- 
ficial in  its  operation  on  all  sides.  Tiie  snbiecthas  from  time 
to  time  been  agitated  by  the  Ijicorporatea  Law  Sodety,  by 
other  law  associations,  and  leading  member*  of  our  preces- 
sion have  for  yean  past  urged  upon  successive  Gtovemments, 
and  especially  u|>on  the  occimants  of  the  highest  jndioial 
•eats,  the  neoeenty  of  an  altendion  and  amendment  of 
the  law  in  this  nartkalar.  But  the  progress  has  been  slow. 
To  adopt  the  language  of  Lord  Westbiuy  when  intzo- 
dodng  his  bill  into  Parliament  in  1864  (which  I  shall  refer 
to  presently),  "  As  usual  in  matters  oonnected  with  Englidi 
Iaw,  even  after  the  abuses  have  been  pointed  out,  they  are 
allowed  to  remain  for  nearly  haU  a  oentuy,  before  tiie  matter 

*  A  pMKT  read  at  the  meeting  of  the  MetoipoUtan  and 
Provineul  Law  Asaodatiai  on  the  I2th  of  October  last  at 
Bristol,  by  Mr.  Edward  Bromley,  of  London. 


is  brought  to  an  issue,  and  an  attempt  is  joude  to  remove 
them." 

I  would  refer  to  the  able  pamphlet  of  Hr.  Field,  pub* 
lished  as  long  ago  as  1840,  foUowedby  inaniriee  subsequently 
instituted  and  prosecuted  mto  the  unsatisfactory  modenitheiw 
to  in  force  of  remunerating  solicitors ;  but  in  examining  the 
various  suggestions  emanating  from  time  to  time  llrcm 
member*  of  the  profession  it  is  curious  to  observe  how,  al- 
most invariably,  they  have  come  in  course  of  time  (although 
frequently  after  long  iniearrals  of  diseussion)  to  be  fpi^ 
dated  and  adopted. 

I  propose  to  trace,  as  briefly^  as  I  can,  some  of  the  steps  in 
the  earlier  progress  of  this  agitation,  and  the  following  ex- 
tracts from  a  letter  addressed  by  the  Chairman  of  a  special 
committee  of  the  Incorpanted  law  Society,  in  December 
1840,  to  Lord  Laogdale,  the  then  Haster  of  the  Bolls,  •eem 
to  me  an  appropriate  introdnetaon  of  the  rabjedt : — 

*'  The  present  system  of  tataticp  of  costs  uses  length  of 
written  document*  as  the  prindpal,  and  in  many  cases  the 
only  measure  of  professional  remuneration,  mulpng  no  dis- 
tinction whether  a  ease  has  been  i4iffiniilt,  or  otherwise, 
whether  much  or  littie  responsibility  is  incurred,  much  credit 
given,  and  capital  advanoed  or  none,  and  aj^lying  the 
same  imvarying  scale  of  allowance  to  tri&hig  as  to  important 
matters. 

"We  are  unanimously  of  opinion  that  the  first  step  to- 
wards the  introduction  of  any  effectual  improvement  must 
bo  the  establishment  of  a  taxing  board,  possessed  of  great 
discretionary  powers,  composed  of  men  practically  acquainted 
with  the  details  of  a  sobdtor's  business,  and  being  so  se- 
lected as  to  ensure  the  confidence  of  the  profession. 

"  If  such  a  board  were  established,  it  may  be  dednUe 
that  it  should  have  in  itself  priman'  jurisdiction  without 
any  order  of  reference,  or  an  order  of  reference  obtained  as 
of  course,  in  all  matters  relating  to  bills  of  costs  between 
solicitor  and  client;  that  taxation  should  be  granted  on  ap- 
plication of  the  solicitor  as  well  as  client,  and  that  me 
taxation  should  (subject  to  an  appeal  either  to  the  court  or 
to  some  other  member  of  the  taxing  board)  be  binding  on 
both  parties.  If  a  tribunal  constituted  of  competent  pei> 
sons,  and  addressing  itself  (according  to  the  rules  which  the 
experience  of  its  own  members  may  furnish)  to  the  simple 

aueetion  of  quantum  nuruit  be  established,  we  believe  th^ 
10  profession  will  gladly  see  it  invested  with  the  most  ex- 
tensive and  summary  jurisdiction  which  can  be  wished,  and 
we  have  no  doubt  that  such  board  would  be  able,  witboat 
difficulty,  from  time  to  time,  so  to  mould  the  system  of  costs 
as  to  adapt  it  to  any  amendments  in  the  practice  of  the 
courts  which  it  may  be  hereafter  Qiought  desirable  to  in- 
troduce, but  we  must  venture  to  repeat  our  conviction,  that 
on  the  proper  constitution  of  sudi  a  board  will  entbdy 
depend  uie  benefit  of  any  change  which  may  be  made." 

And  again : — "  It  would  be  premature  now  to  make  any 
suggestions  of  detailed  alterations  on  the  present  scale  of 
t*T«tion,  but  it  appears  to  us  that  the  best  idteration  that 
can  be  made,  will  be  to  relax  the  present  rigid  rules,  and  in 
many  of  the  charges  to  allow  to  us  taxing  officer  a  discre- 
tion to  apportion  them  according  to  the  nature  and  im- 
portance of  the  business  transacted,  to  the  sk^  sad  labour 
bestowed  upon  it,  and  to  the  responsibility  attached  to  it." 

Here  I  would  crave  leave  to  digress  so  far  aa  to  express 
my  agreement  in  the  recommendation  that  a  more  satisfac- 
tory board,  at  least  for  bills  taxed  at  common  law,  shoold 
be  establidied  than  the  present  one  constituted  by  th« 
masters  of  the  three  superior  courts  of  Westminster,  wlioee 
functions  have  now  become  so  various  and  some  of  whom 
have  had  but  littie  experience  of  an  attorney's  practice ; 
nor  are  registrara  of  county  courts  the  most  suitable  officers 
toi«vise  the  bills  in  all  kinds  of  contentions  business  of  thdr 
fellow-praotitionera  in  the  same  district  in  iribioh  they  fill 
their  publio  office. 

In  a  letter  addressed  on  the  part  of  a  committee  of 
management  of  the  Law  Sodety  to  Vba  late  Lord  Langdale, 
on  the  21st  December,  1842, 1  fiind  the  following  passages : — 

"  The  committee  think  that  it  would  be  a  very  great  im- 
provement in  the  taxation  of  costs,  if  the  solicitcns  were 
allowed  to  introduce  into  their  bills  the  several  items  of 
work  actually  done,  with  lees  adherence  to  the  rigid  techaical 
rules  aooordtiig  to  which  their  bills  are  now  made  out,  the 
committee  having  the  fullest  oonfldsnoe  that  tiie  taxing 
masters  will  have  little  difficulty  in  ass<«sing  tbe  &ir  amoaat 
of  allowance  for  the  work  praformed,  for  cairying  which 
change  into  effect  it  would  be  necessary  to  do  litue  more 
than  to  make  the  items  for  instructions  diserstioDaxy,  and 
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in  sach  caae  the  committee  consider  that  any  merely  techni- 
cal items  now  ajlowed  may  he  modified  or  discontinaed. 

•  •  •  •  • 

"  It  ia  a  fact  which  coold  he  proved  to  yoTir  Lordship's 
satisfaction  that  in  cases  where  costs  are  not  ordered  to  oe 
paid  tiil  after  many  years  of  litigation  (and  they  are  very 
namerons),  the  oonntry  solicitor,  who  has  to  pay  the  ac- 
oonnts  of  his  London  ^ant  at  stated  periods,  not  only  de- 
fines no  benefit  from  his  labour  and  anxiety,  but  frequently 
on  a  calculation  of  interest  on  his  necessary  outlay  is  actually 
a  loser." 

In  1843  the  Law  of  Attorneys  Consolidation  Bill  was 
passed  (6  &  7  Vict.  o.  73),  and  the  indefatigable  committee 
<rf  the  Law  Society  again  addressed  Lord  Langdale,  urging 
the  necessity  of  giving  the  taxing  masters  a  greater  dis- 
cretion in  the  allowance  of  charges,  and  pointing  out  that 
by  tlie  Act  in  question  certain  bills  of  coats  had  for  the 
&8t  tima  become  subject  to  taxation. 

His  Lordship  promised  to  oommnnicate  with  the  taxing 
masters,  and  with  the  Lord  C!haiioeUor,  but  the  matter 
aeemB  to  have  slept  till  1853.  In  that  year,  the  Law  So- 
ciety preecDted  to  the  then  Lord  Chancellor  a  most  impor- 
tant memorial,  bringing  under  the  consideration  of  his 
Lordship  the  objectionable  principle  of  remuneration  awarded 
to  soUcitors. 

Hue  memorial  showed  conclusively  that  changes  in  the 
law  amd  practice  had  rendered  many  of  the  fees  and  allow- 
anoea  quite  inapplicable,  and  also  uiat  some  new  mode  of 
allowsnoe  ought  to  be  devised  adapted  to  the  altered  pro- 
oednre  in  duucery,  and  calculated  to  afford  to  the  practi- 
timiars  a  measure  of  fair  remuneration. 

I  mntst  content  myself  with  quoting  from  the  memorial 
tlie  foUowiiig: — 

"Tour  memorialists  submit  it  is  to  the  interest  of  the 
aotora  and  the  public,  and  that  it  is  reasonable  and  jost 
that  solicitors  should  be  paid  according  to  the  value  of  their 
serriceo,  tike  results  obtamed  for  the  client,  and  the  labour, 
atdn,  and  thought,  usefuUy  bestowed  on  the  bnsinees  trans- 
acted by  them,  having  reg^od  also  to  the  serious  responai- 
mityiniown  upon  that  branch  of  the  profession. 

"That  your  memorialists  submit  that  the  existing 
^r^em  is  opposed  to  those  principles.  It  is  at  present  maoe 
appUeable  aUke  to  all  cases,  regardless  of  the  amount  of  pro- 
pesty  iDTcdTed,  or  any  peculiar  skill  or  labour  exerted  by 
the  soliators,  or  the  weight  of  their  responsibility.  They 
are,  besides  precluded  under  all  circumstances  from  contract- 
ing to  reoave  from  their  clients  for  any  services,  however 
TsLiable,  remuneration  on  a  higher  scale  than  tiiat  allowed 
by  the  strict  rate  of  taxation;  a  disability  which  your 
memozialiata  submit  ought  to  be  greatly  modified,  if  not 
tiBtirv^y  removed. 

At  the  reanast  of  the  Lord  Chancellor  the  Council  of  the 
Incotpoiatea  Law  Society  in  April,  1853,  furnished  his 
JLardship  with  suggestions  for  improving  the  mode  of  remn- 
aaratinK  solidtors,  accompanied  by  a  schedule  of  certaLa  fees 
which  uey  proposed  should  be  adopted  in  equity  suits  and 
other  proceedings  ;  and  in  1854  a  further  communication 
was  made  to  the  Lord  Chancellor. 

I  make  the  following  extracts  from  this  latter  document 
becanae  they  seem  to  have  an  important  bearing  upon  the 
ceeent  legislation : — 

"  la  every  other  profeasioo,  the  duties  of  which  involve 
the  union  of  skill  and  labour  with  personal  responsibility, 
no  piaeUcal  difficolty  is  found  to  arise  in  fixing  the  mode  or 
rate  of  remuneration,  because  it  ia  either  settlM  between  the 
employers  and  the  employed,  according  to  mutual 
agreement,  or  in  the  absence  of  agreemonl^  by  the  appli- 
cataon,  under  the  direction  of  the  ordinary  tribunals  of  the 
nle  cifttaittum  m*rmt. 

"  The  mode  of  payment  of  solicitors  is,  however,  quite 
ezaeptional,  as  whue  they  are  entitled  to  be  paid  only  accor- 
dig^  to  a  fixed  nniform  scale  of  fees,  and  a  special  tribunal 
^nts  fior  checilring  any  departures  by  them  from  it,  they  are 
ptadoded  nnder  ul  circumstances  from  entering  into  agree- 
DSDhi  with  their  clients  for  the  receipt  of  remuneration  on 
any  T^Aer  scale. 

"^^olrnoua  that  even  if  contracts  between  solicitors 
«d  ftrir  ejeots  were  legalised  to  their  fullest  extent,  a  huge 
tbtm  of  inm^ga  would  remain  for  which  no  contracts  could 
^  PMsde,  "^Jbr  which  it  would  be  necessary  to  retain 
yopo  '*^^'>S^  '"'  ^^  payment  of  solicitors ;  and  that 
faflw  dro  obaerviimje  of  these  regulations  the  existence  of 
tuiag  oJBoaw  u  miy  convenient,  if  not  absolutely  neoes- 
mtj.    While,  there&i..  a^  Council  do  not  participate  in 


the  fears  which  have  been  expressed  of  the  oonseqaenoes 
to  the  public  of  permitting  aohcitora  in  all  oases  to  enforce 
contracts  made  bond  Jlde  for  the  remuneration  of  their  ser- 
vices, they  do  not  feel  that  the  complete  removal  of  the 
prohibition  involves  any  great  principle  which  thay  should 
nrgentiy  press  on  the  lioid  Chancellor's  consideration." 

A  main  feature  in  the  schedule  of  proposed  ad^tional 
fees  oonsisted  in  giving  a  discretionary  power  to  the  tfudng 
master  to  regulate  his  allowance  for  several  items  of  charge 
aocordhi^  to  his  view  of  the  industry  and  skill  displayed  by 
the  solicitor  in  his  work,  and  by  the  intrinsio  chanuster  and 
importance  of  the  work  so  charged  far,  thus  holding  out  to 
the  solicitor  a  premium  for  expecation  and  brevity. 

I  will  not  attempt  in  this  paper  to  recapitulate  every 
step  which  has  been  token  in  the  direction  so  strongly 
pointed  at  by  the  various  documents  from  which  I  have 
quoted ;  but  having  traced  (however  imperfecUy)  the  pro- 
gress of  the  question  up  to  1864, 1  will  proceed  at  once  to 
Lord  Weetbury's  biU  of  1884. 

On  the  2l8t  April,  1884,  Lord  Westbor^  (then  Lord 
Chancellor)  stated  in  tiie  Honse  of  Lords  his  intcmtion  to 
introduce  a  bill  for  better  regulating  the  remuneration  of 
Bolidtois,  and  soon  afterwards  the  Conndl  of  the  Incor- 
porated Law  Society  appointed  a  spedal  committee  of  its 
own  body  to  watch  its  progress.  This  spedal  committee 
was  enlarged  by  the  addition  of  solicitors  of  experience 
invited  to  co-opiate,  and  a  sub-opmmittee  was  appomted  to 
oommnnioate  with  Lotd  Westbury,  who,  in  forwarding  a 
eopj  ot  his  bill  fbr  their  consideration  invited  their  obeei* 
vaticos  npon  it 

The  bul  ooDtained  a  clause  to  give  validity  to  contracts 
botween  aolicitots  and  attorneys  and  their  clients^  bat  it 
provided  that  such  validity  should  only  extend  to  written 
oontracts  signed  by  the  attorney  and  client  reapeotirely, 
and  attested  by  two  witnesses — a  needless  formality  which 
would  have  umost  nentralised  the  enabling  portion  of 
the  Act,  and  restricted  its  benefit  to  an  infinitesimal  qosntity. 
The  illusory  nature  of  this  proffered  boon  was  at  once 
pointed  out  by  the  committee  to  Lord  Westbury. 

It  contained  also  a  clause  empowering  soUcitors  when 
acting  as  trustees  to  make  the  usual  professional  charges. 
Of  this  the  committee  approved,  but  expressed  their 
opinion  that  the  provision  should  be  extended  to  embrace 
solidtors  acting  as  executors.  [A  clause  to  this  effect  was 
inserted  in  the  bill  as  brought  m  by  Mr.  Bathbone,  but 
the  promoters  of  the  bill  were  obuged  to  abandon  the 
clause  lest  the  measure  should  be  thrown  out] 

Lord  Weetbury's  bill  also  contained  a  clause  empowering 
attorneys  or  solidtors  to  take  a  security  for  future  costs  or 
advances,  and  I  am  glad  to  find  a  provision  to  this  effect  in 
the  recent  Act.  The  committee,  when  in  communication 
with  his  Lordship,  upon  this  bill,  took  the  opportnnify  of 
bringing  to  his  attention  the  following  suggertion,  which 
they  submitted  could  be  adopted  and  earned  out  by  the 
Chancellor  without  the  aid  of  Parliament. 

Inasmuch  as  in-  soitB  and  other  similar  proceedings,  the 
taxation  of  costs  most  oontinne  to  be  unsvoidable,  the  com- 
mittee desired  to  press  upon  his  Lordship's  attention  the 
propriety  of  issuing  orders  in  ohanceiy,  directing  the 
taxmg  masters  to  exercise  that  Aill  discretion  in  taxing' 
coats  which  it  was  intended  should  be  exercised  when  those 
officers  were  first  appointed. 

In  Kovember,  1864,  Lord  Westbury  announced 
to  the  committee  his  intention  to  re-introduce  his  bill 
in  the  session  of  186S,  and  as  he  was  desirous  of  per- 
focting  the  measure,  he  invited  the  oommittee  to  wait 
upon  him  for  the  purpose  of  disoussing  its  provisions. 
Acowdingly,  the  committee  attended  his  Lordship, 
when  the  proposed  bill,  as  well  as  the  entire  subject  of 
solidtors'  remuneration  was,  I  understand,  fully  and  freely 
discussed.  Lord  Westbury  admitted  the  inadequacy  of  the 
remuneration  of  solicitors,  in  many  respects,  and  the  impro- 
priety of  the  mode  of  assessing  it,  and  expressed  his  desire 
that  these  defects  should  be  remedied;  that  as  to  such 
matters  as  could  be  dealt  with  by  new  orders,  he  would 
carry  tbem  into  effect  in  that  mode,  and  as  to  such  as  oonld 
only  be  effected  with  the  aid  of  Parliament,  that  he  would 
introduce  a  separate  bill  for  the  purpose.  His  Lordship 
thought  that  by  these  means  a  comprehensive  and  aatisfw- 
tory  solution  of  the  question  might  bo  obtained,  and  he 
suggested  that  tiie  oommittee  shomd  consider  the  proposed 
alterations,  dividing  tiiem  into  two  distinct  classes — one  to 
be  dealt  with  by  oriers  in  chancery,  and  the  other  bj  bill, 
and  that  he  would  then  give  them  his  best  consideration. 


Digitized  by 


Google 


84 


THE  SOLICITORS*  JOURNAL  &  REPORTER.    Dec.  3, 1870. 


In  the  nggeatioiu  ereotaaUy  tabaiitted  to  Loid  Wett- 
htay,  the  »mendmanU  to  hi*  original  Ull,  alread^r  notioed, 
were  again  preoed  upon  his  Lotdihip'B  ooiiiidaation,and  it 
ma  ntged  that  the  propoaed  bill  ihoold  aathorite  aoUciton 
to  cha^  int«mrt  npon  their  diibniaementa,  firom  the  end 
of  the  year  in  whieh  they  ahonld  hare  been  made,  and  on 
the  amount  of  all  lulli  of  feei  as  weH  as  diabnrsements,  after 
the  expiiation  of  a  reasonable  period.  The  committe  acain 
brooght  forward  their  rasKeations  for  increasing  the  scale  of 
charges  for  that  class  orDnaineas  in  respect  of  which  the 
inesent  fixed  allowance  bad  beoemu,  from  Tsrions  changes  in 
the  law  and  practice  and  in  the  reUtiTa  Talae  of  money, 
inadequate  to  remnnerate  solicitoia  for  the  work  done  and 
responidbility  incoried  by  them,  and  they  propoaed  that  a 
discretionary  power  shoold  be  giTen  to  the  tanng  masters 
to  increase  such  charges,  «<vv>wiiiig  to  the  nature  of  the 
bnaineas  transacted  and  the  real  ^ne  of  the  serrices  ren- 
dered by  the  solicitor. 

Shortly  before  the  meeting  of  Parliament,  and  while  the 
intended  bill  was  under  consideration,  a  meeting  of  the 
apeoial  committee  was  held  at  the  Law  Society'sHall,  at 
which  depatatioos  from  several  of  the  provincial  law  societies 
attended.  At  this  meeting  some  important  resolutions  were 
passed,  expressing  the  views  of  ooontiy  solicitors  on  the 
subject. 

(To  it  eenttHmd.} 

LAW  STUDENTS  DEBATIKO  SOCIETY. 
At  the  meting  of  this  society,  on  Tuesday,  November 
29th,  Mr.  Hepburn  in  the  chair,  the  question  for  discussion 
was  No.  oxoL,  Jurisprudential — "Ought  England  to  adopt 
aome  system  of  compulsory  military  service  f  Mr.  KichoUs 
opened  the  debate,  and  the  question,  after  an  animated  dis- 
«nsaion,  was  decided  in  tiie  affirmative. 


COVBT  PAFEKS. 


THE  JUBIES  ACT,  1870. 
MieMttlma*  Tn-m,  1870. 
BioviiJB  Obnbralbs,  made  in  pnnoanoe  of  the  Act  33  &  34 
Vict.  c.  77,  applicable  to  Triab  in  London  and  Middlesex, 
and  at  the  Assizes. 
It  is  ordered : — 

1.  That  a  juror  summoned  to  attend  for  the  trial  of 
common  or  special  jury  causes  in  London  or  Middlesex, 
not  having  had  notice  on  a  previous  day  not  to  attend,  who 
appears  in  obedience  to  his  summons  and  continues  ready  to 
serve  daring  the  day  if  re<}uired,  shall  be  considered  as 
having  been,  within  the  meanm^  of  "  The  Juries  Act,  1870," 
in  attMidance,  and  as  being  entitled  to  be  paid  according  to 
the  provisions  of  the  statate. 

2.  That  the  sum  of  £3  aholl  be  deposited  with  the  associate 
upon  the  entry  of  every  common  jury  cause  in  London  or 
Middlesex  by  the  party  entering  the  same. 

3.  That  upon  the  entry  of  every  special  jury  cause  in 
London  or  Middlesex,  except  as  hereinafter  mentioned,  the 
sum  of  £13  ISs.  shall  be  deposited  with  the  associate  by  the 
party  so  entering  the  cause. 

Provided  that  where,  before  the  entry  of  such  cause  for 
trial  by  any  party,  it  has  been  made  a  special  jury  cause  by 
the  opposite  party,  then  the  partv  entenng  ihe  cause  may, 
if  he  think  fit,  give  notice  to  such  opposite  party  of  his  in- 
tention to  deposit  with  the  associate  the  sum  of  £3  only, 
and  to  enter  uie  cause  for  farial  by  a  common  jury,  and  may 
theteopon  enter  the  cause  to  be  tried  as  a  common  jury 
cause,  and  deposit  with  the  associate  the  sum  of  X3  only ;  and 
in  that  case,  unless  the  opposite  party  deposit  with  the  asso- 
ciate the  further  sum  of  £9  12g.  witiSn  one  day  after  such 
entry,  the  cause  shall  be  tried  by  a  common  jury  aa  a  oom- 
■ion  jiuy  caoae,  unless  a  judge  otherwise  order. 

PMvided  also  that  where  a  party  to  a  cause  has  obtained 
Ht  order  that  a  special  jury  be  struck  for  the  trial  of  apar- 
ticolar  eanse,  he  shall  on  or  before  giving  notioe  to  the 
aheriir  of  sooh  order,  deposit  with  the  sheriff  the  sum  of 
£26  4a.,  otherwise  the  said  order  shall  be  of  no  avail  and  the 
■aid  eanse  shall  be  tried  in  the  same  way  as  if  no  such  order 
had  been  made.  The  sheriff  shall  forthwith  pay  over  to  the 
aasodate  the  mcmey  so  deposited  with  him. 

*•  Where  a  cause,  after  having  been  entered  in  Londoner 
Middlesex  as  a  oommco  jury  cause,  has  been  ordered  to  be 
made  a  vecial  jury  cause  by  rule  or  otder,  the  sum  of 
£9  ISs.,  being  the  difference  between  the  deposit  of  £3 


made  at  the  time  of  entry  and  the  sum  of  £12  12s.,  dull  U 
forthwith  deposited  with  the  associate  by  the  psrtj  oMiii* 
in^  such  rule  or  order,  and  in  default  the  cause  ihin,  not- 
withstanding such  rule  or  order,  be  tried  by  a  common  joij, 
unless  a  judge  otherwise  order. 

6.  That  no  second  deposit  shall  be  made  on  the  n-ai/aa^ 
of  a  cause  fur  trial  whicli  has  been  withdrawn  before  com- 
mencement  of  trial. 

6.  That  the  df^posits  so  made  in  London  and  MWlnwit 
respectively  in  special  jury  causes  shall  form  a  fond  for  the 
payment  of  special  jurors  in  attendance  as  aforesaid. 

7.  That  the  depoaits  so  made  in  London  and  Midilem 
respectively  in  oommon  jury  causes  shall  form  a  fond  for  the 
payment  of  common  jurors  in  attendance  as  aforesaid. 

8.  That  the  funds  aforesaid  for  London  and  Uiddkiex 
shall  be  kept  separate  and  distinct  for  all  purposes,  and  ihill 
be  applicable  solely  to  the  remuneration  of  jurors  in  Londoo 
and  Middlesex  respectively. 

9.  That  in  every  case  in  London  or  Middlesex  in  vludi 
the  snm  of  £3  only  has  been  paid  on  the  entry  of  a  cauae, 
whether  entered  as  a  special  jury  cause  or  not,  if  the  canaa 
is  afterwards  tried  as  a  speoal  jury  cause,  the  mm  of  U 
paid  on  entry  shall  form  part  of  the  special  jury  fond ;  and 
that  in  every  such  case  in  which  the  cause  is  aftsrwtrde  tried 
as  a  oommon  jury  cause,  the  sum  of  £3  paid  on  entry  ahaS 
form  part  of  the  common  jury  fund. 

10.  That  in  all  causes,  wliether  tried  by  a  special  lory  or 
by  a  common  jury,  the  sum  of  £3  if  deposited  by  tne  bk- 
ceesful  party  shall  be  recoverable  as  costs  in  the  eanse,  if  be 
be  otherwise  entitled  to  such  costs. 

11.  In  special  jury  causes,  the  further  sum  of  £9  12a.,  if 
deposited  by  the  successful  psrty,  shall  be  deemed  to  be  coeta 
of  the  special  jury,  and  shall  be  recoverable  aa  costs  in  the 
cause,  if  he  be  otherwise  entitled  to  such  costs  and  the  judge 
certify  that  the  cause  was  fit  to  be  tried  by  a  special  jniy. 

12.  In  all  causes  already  entered  and  now  etaadmg  fat 
trial  by  special  jurins,  the  party  who  has  made  the  caoae  a 
special  jury  sh^  forthwith  and  before  tri*l  d^osit  the  asm 
of  £12  12s.  with  the  associate,  and  if  he  make  debolt  the 
other  party  may  pay  the  same  sum,  but  if  the  party  who  hat 
made  the  causeaspecial  jury  cause  £ail  to  pay  tiie  asidsom 
of  £12  128.  the  ottier  party  may  pay  the  sum  of  X3tiid 
thereupon  the  cause  shall  be  tried  as  a  common  jury  caiae 
and  if  the  snm  of  £3  be  not  paid  to  the  associate  by  either 
party  the  cause  shall  be  struck  out  unless  the  judge  othe^ 
wise  order. 

Bbgcl£  GsNEaujss,  made  in  pursuance  of  the  Juries  Act, 
1870,  applicable  to  Trials  in  other  Counties  and  Flacts 
than  London  and  Middlesex. 
It  is  ordered  :— 

1.  That  on  every  day  durinp;  the  assizes  on  which  any 
dvil  cause  is  to  be  tried,  the  judge  presiding  in  the  dm 
court  shall  direct  that  a  sufficient  number  of  jurors  be  taken 
by  ballot  from  the  common  jury  panel,  who  shall  be  the 
jurors  during  that  day  to  fary  dvil  causes,  and  shall  not 
during  that  day  be  called  on  to  try  oriminaU  cases  unleia 
needed  and  required  to  do  by  the  judge  preaiding  in  the 
criminal  court. 

The  residneof  the  panel  shall  be  the  joion  totzyorimmtl 
cases  during  that  day,  and  sludl  not  be  called  on  to  try  dril 
causes  unless  needed  and  required  to  do  so  by  the  judge 
presiding  in  the  civil  court 

The  juron  thus  taken  by  ballot,  and  who  continue  in 
attendajace  during  the  day,  and  such  others  aa  actually  ait  on 
the  trial  of  any  civil  cause  or  causes,  shall  be  considend  as 
I  the  jurors  in  attendance  for  that  day,  and  entitled  as  sach 
to  the  payment  of  IDs.  Provided  that  the  names  of  those 
jurors  who  have  already  been  taken  by  ballot  for  one  day 
shall  not,  except  by  order  of  the  judge,  be  included  in  tbs 
ballot  for  any  othur  day  during  the  assizes  until  all  other 
names  have  been  drawn. 

2.  That  the  sum  of  £3  shall  be  deposited  with  the  ssao- 
ciate  upon  the  entry  of  every  oommon  jury  cause  for  trial  r> 
the  assizes  by  the  party  entering  the  same. 

3.  That  in  every  cauae  wherein  notice  is  given  *>  h" 
sheriff  by  either  of  the  parties  to  the  cause,  that  sn^  «?** 
is  to  be  tried  by  a  special  jury,  the  party  giving  si'*.'"*^ 
shall,  before  or  at  the  time  of  giving  such  notice,  ^poeit  with 
the  sheriff  the  snm  of  £12  12s.  toward  the  fiin*  for  the  re> 
mnneration  of  the  special  jurors ;  and  in^<&«lt  of  such 
depont  such  notioe  shall  be  of  no  effect  -"'^  sheriff  sht^ 
fbrthwith  pay  over  to  the  associate  the  r^^y  «>  deposited 
with  him. 


Digitized  by 


Google 


Dec  3.1870.    THE  SOLICITORS'  JOURNAL  &  REPORTER. 


85 


4.  The  snin  oi  £12  128.  shall  be  deposited  with  the  asso- 
ciata  npoD  tiie  entry  of  STery  special  jury  cause  for  trial  at 
the  aasBB*  by  the  party  entering  tiie  same,  nnless  he  has  pre- 
Tiooaly  made  Boeh  deposit  of  £12  12i.  with  the  sheriff  as 
hefiire  mentjoned* 

AroTided  that  where  before  the  entty  of  such  oanse  for  trial 
by  unj  party  it  has  been  made  a  special  jury  oaase  by  the 
oppomre  puty,  then  the  party  entering  the  cause  miur,  if  he 
think  fit,  gire  notice  to  such  opponte  party  of  his  intention 
to  deposit  with  the  associate  the  sum  of  £3  only ;  and  to 
alter  the  cause  for  trial  by  a  common  jury  and  may  there- 
np<ai  eater  the  cause  to  be  tried  as  a  common  jury  cause,  and 
depoat  with  the  associate  the  sum  of  £8  only,  and  in  that 
case  wilees  the  opposite  jparty  deposit  with  the  associate  the 
further  sum  of  £9  12a.  within  one  day  after  such  entry  the 
«aiise  shall  be  tried  by  a  common  jury  as  a  common  jury 
cause  unless  a  judge  otherwise  order. 

PMmded  also  that  where  a  party  to  a  cause  has  obtained 
aa  order  that  a  special  jury  be  struck  for  the  trial  of  a  par- 
ticular cause,  he  shall  on  or  before,  giving  notice  to  the 
sheriff  of  such  order  deposit  with  the  sheriff  the  sum  of 
£35  4s^  otherwise  the  said  order  shall  be  of  no  avail,  and 
the  said  csuise  shall  be  tried  in  the  same  way  as  if  no  such 
Older  bad  been  made.  The  sheriff  shall  forthwith  pay  over 
to  the  associate  the  money  so  deposited  with  him. 

5.  Where  a  cause,  after  having  been  entered  as  a  common 
eauae^  has  been  ordered  to  be  made  a  special  jury  cause  by 
role  or  order,  the  sum  of  £9 12s.  being  the  difference  between 
the  deposit  of  £3  made  at  the  time  of  entry  and  the  sum  of 
£12  1^,  shall  be  forthwith  deposited  wiUi  the  associate  by 
the  party  obtaining  such  rule  or  order,  and  in  de&ult  the 
csoae  shall,  notwithstanding  such  rule  or  order,  be  tried  by  a 
oaminoii  jury  unless  a  judge  otherwise  order. 

0.  That  in  all  causes,  whether  tried  by  a  special  jury  or 
by  a  common  jury,  the  sum  of  £3,  if  deposited  by  tiie  suc- 
esnfnl  pturty,  shall  be  recoverable  as  costs  in  the  cause  if  he 
be  otherwise  entitled  to  such  costs. 

7.  In  special  jury  causes  the  further  sum  of  £9  12s.,  if 
deposited  by  the  successful  party,  shall  be  deemed  to  be 
costsof  the  special  jury,  and  shall  be  recoverable  as  costs 
in  ^e  cause  if  he  be  otherwise  entitled  to  such  costs  and  the 
judge  certify  that  the  oanse  was  fit  to  be  tried  by  a  special 
jofy. 

S.  It  u  further  ordered  that  in  all  causes  pending,  and 
whidi  are  already  entered  for  trial  at  the  ensuing  assizes, 
the  plaintiff  in  any  common  jury  cause  shall  before  Qie 
the  cause  is  tried  deposit  the  sum  of  £3  with  the  associate 
for  the  purpose  of  the  fund  to  be  provided  under  the  statute 
for  the  romanetation  of  the  said  jurors  to  try  common  jury 
cawes ;  and  in  case  the  plaintiff  shall  make  de&ult  in  paying 
audi  deposit  the  other  party  in  tiie  cause  may  pay  the  same, 
and  in  defitnlt  of  the  same  being  paid  the  cause  shall  be 
atznch  oat  unless  the  presiding  iuc(ge  shall  otherwise  order. 

9.  In  idl  caases  pending,  and  wmch  are  already  entered 
for  trial  by  spedal  juries  at  the  ensuing  assizes,  the  party 
idw  has  msde  the  cause  a  special  jury  cause  shall  forthwith 
sad  hefoare  trial  droorit  the  sum  of  £1 2  I2s.  with  the  asso- 
ciate, and  if  he  make  default  the  other  party  may  pay  the' 
aame^  hot  if  the  party  who  has  made  the  cause  a  special  jury 
cause  foil  to  pay  the  said  sum  of  £12  128.  the  other  party  may 
pay  the  sam  of  £3,  and  thereupon  the  cause  shall  be  tried 
as  a  oonunon  jury  cause,  and  if  the  sum  of  £3  be  not  paid  to 
&e  sssociate  by  either  party,  the  cause  shall  be  struck  out 
unless  the  judge  otherwise  order. 

Bead  in  court,  Korember  25th,  1870. 

OOUBT  OF  CHANCBRT. 

CAUSE  LIST. 
8Mi»$t  after  Mtehaebmu  Term,  1870. 
B^are  the  Loan  Ceaxcbllob  and  the  Lords  Jcsticbs. 
AppeaU. 


1866. 
V   Hamilton  (S.— 
lUf  2) 

1870. 
Pnes  -r  CAe  (J.— Matdi  SI) 
IfiniBA  InvwtDMBtCoirponitioii 

T  TUHaOe  (J.— AnrU  1) 
Saadals  ▼  Meadsws  (J, — ^April 

tmatmt  ▼    Traachard   (J.— 

A^Z3) 
Daaa  y  Bennett  (J.— May 
Qnal  Jmettan  Casal  C 
■  <B — M*T  10) 


Imperial     Mercantile     Credit 
Association      (Limited)      v 
Coleman  (M.— May  17) 
Same  v  Same  (M.— May  17) 
BtnrqMoIe   ▼   Collins      (J. — 

June  1) 
Jegon  T  Vivisn    (B. — June  3) 
Watte  V  Kebnn,  pt  hd  (R.— 

June  7) 
la  reXheAgriooltnrist  Cattle 
Insurance  Co.  &  J.  S.  Whid- 
ing-np  Acts,  1848, 1849  and 
1867  (Bush's  case)  rapl 
pt  hd  (E.— June  7) 


Bavies  y  Price,   Acramsa  t 

Price    (J.— June  8) 
Mack  V  Postls    (S.— June  10) 
Bant  V  Cnllen    (J.— Jane  11) 
CaldweU  V  CresswaU    (M.— 

June  11) 
Hszell  V  Barker    (M. — June 

20} 
Boreham  t  Hall  (8.— June  21) 
Laws  V  Milo  (R.— June  28) 
Hatton  V  Wioka  (B.— June  22) 
WieksT  Hatton  (R.— June  22) 
In  re  The  Great  Wheal  Busy 
Mining   Co.    &   Companies 
Act,  1862,  appl  peta  from  the 
Vice  Warden  of  ths  Stan- 
naries (July  7) 
Watkins  v   Matthews  (M.— 

July  11) 
Wamck  v   Queen's    College, 

Oxford  (R.— July  11) 
Mandsn  T  Harrison  (J, — July 

11) 
Maiaden  v  Harrison  (J.— July 

") 
Onemhew  v  Price   (R.— July 

PhilUpaen  v  Gibbon  (M.-JTdy 

16) 
Roberta  v  Roberts  (S.— July 

16) 
Lambe   v   Eames   (M. — July 

18) 


Crook  V  HiU  (8.— July  1) 
Shaokleton  t  ShacUeton  (J.— 

July  19) 
Springett  V  Jenings  (R. — July 

21) 
Johnson  v  Hookham  (R. — July 

Willdnson  v  Dsnt  (R.— July 

28) 
Blunt  V  Blunt  (R.— July  29) 
Coultwas  V    Swan  (8. — July 

29) 
Betts  V  Willmott  (J.— Aug. 

12) 
Fryae  v  Stanton  (J.— Aug.  26) 
Paanon  v  Dolman  (J.— -Sept 

8) 
Simsen  v  Raven    'J.— Nov.  4) 
Ingle  V  Goodwin  (R. — Nov.  4) 
Attorney  •  General  V  Great  Kast- 

em  Ry.  Co.    (R.— Nov  8) 
Trappee  y  Meredith  (J. — Nov. 

Blease  v  The  Warrington  Wire 

Rope  Works  (Limited)    (M. 

—Nov.  6) 

jvBu 

Jaduon  y  Crick  (J.- 

Richardson  y  Yonnge    (M.— 

Nov.  12) 
Watson  v  Brook  (M.— Nov.  19, 
Stubbe  V  GUbert  (R.— Nov.  245 
BowsnvCobb   (M.— Nov. 


Whiting  v  Burke  (M.— Nov.  8) 
-Y.—Nov.  10) 


Before  the  Mastxb  of  the  Rolls. 

CauMs,  ie. 

A^ley  y  The  Isle  of  Wight    The  Lcmdon  Quap  A  Ware- 


Ry.  Co.  &  City  Bank  m  d 
Lloyd  T  Thomas  m  d  wit- 
nesses before  fjaminer 
Hamilton vOffley  md(DeoS) 
Clark  y  Revill  c,  wit  (Deo  6) 
Barrett  v  Mulbeny  f  c  (Dec  18) 
Whitworth  v  Whitworth  m  d 
Watkins  y  Thomas  m  d  wit- 
nesses before  examiner 
Jarvis  y  Allen,  Allen  v  Jarvis, 

f  c  &  B  to  vary  (Deo  6) 
Bristowe  v  Tweed    c,  wit  (day 

to  be  fixed) 
Blew  V  Blew    f  o 
Pope  V  Butler    o 
Brook  y  Badley    f  o 
0' Toole  y  Browne    f  o 
Menzies    v  Lightfoot     m  d, 

witnesses  before  examiner 
Patch  V  Rolt    f  c  &  sumns.  to 

vary 
Slater  v  Worthington    f  c  ft 

sumns  to  vary 
Linney  v  Cbilds    f  c 
Tempest  v  Loid  Camoys    f  o 
Fadslle  v  Bernard    c,  wit 
Brown  v  Brown    f  o 
Ratdiffe  v  Barnard    c 
Pinkorton  v  Easton   m  d 
Bedman  v  Crosswell    m  d 
Hudson  T  Richaida    c 


houses  Co.  (Limited)  y  Finch 

m  d  (Doc  13) 
In  re  Lovett's  Estate,  Hawatone 

V  Harding    f  o 
Longworth  v  Longworth    e 
Bahre  v  Murrieta    c 
Sheppard  v  Mitchell    m  d 
Fleming  v  Lord  Camoys    f  e 
Small  V  Pratt    m  d 
Bruce  v  Bruce    m  d 
Gwynne  v  Williams    m  d 
Cannon  y  Johnson    f  o 
M  mm  y  Smiths    m  d 
Sanll  y  Brown    f  o  (short) 
The  Consarvaters  of  the  River 

Xhamea  v  The  South  Eastern 

Ry.  Co.    m  d 
Cliuoh  V  Clinch    c 
Bailey  v  Bailey    m  d 
Moaey  v  Squire    sp  o 
Leach  v  Grezebrook    m  d 
Lees  T  Lees    f  o 
Atwell  V  Atwell    m  d 
In  re  Ward's  Estate,  Ward  y 

Ward    fo 
Roberts  v  Blair    c 
Williams  v  Hamar  m  d  (short) 
Stadman  v  Stedman    o 
Tomkins  v  lingwood    m  d 
Attree  v  Attrse   f  o 
Brooks  V  Jones  &  3  other  causes 

f  c 


Before  the  Vice-ChaaeoUor  Sin  Johx  Stdabt. 
CbitsM,  ie. 


Crosley  y  Ingham    m  d 

Bailey  v  Milman    o 

The  United  Land  Co.  (Limited) 

v  North    m  d 
Ladyman  v  Grave  m  d  &  two 

sumns  (Deo  7) 
Woollaoett  y  Bennett    m  d 
Huschamp  v  Coembes    m  d 
Nightingoale    v   Nightingale 

md 
Cost  y  Lady  Middleton    f  o 
The  Merchants'  Co.  (Limited) 

y  Barber    m  d 
Provost  V  Mendham    m  d 
Colmer  v  Ede    m  d 
James  v  Ellis    o 
Frampton  y   Hunt     o,    wit 

(Deo  6) 
Best  vDonmall    m  d 
Murray  v  Hunter    m  d 


oft 


Bennett  v  Harfoot  m  d 
Nation  v  Diamond  m  d 
Brader  y  Kirby    o,  Collins  v 

Brader    m  d,  rehearing 
Granger  y  Wimble    f  o 
Head  v  Amey    m  d 
Armstrong  v  Timperon    f  < 

i  to  vary 
Hawkins  v  Gale    f  c 
Browne  v  Lea    f  c 
King  r  King     f  o  &  sums 
Montague  y  Robertson    m  d 
The  Fnrness  Iron  and  Steel  Co. 

(Limited)  y  Ross    m  d 
Thomas  v  Riohaidson    f  o 
Speight  y  Walton    m  d 
Mannsell  v  Mannsell    f  o 
Griffin  v  Morgan    f  o 
Barlow  v  Bailey    m  d  (DeoS) 
Murphy  v  Morgan    m  d 
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WiUisnu  t  'WiUUmi    f  o 
Porter  t  Portor    m  d 
FUh  V  Rivers    m  d 
Cobbold  T  0'M«ll«v    m  d 
Taylor  v  Rogen    fo 
Pedley  t  Claeyi    o 
Reynolds  t  Buma    m  d 
Buach  V  Jwrvii,  Onell  t  Bmeli 

f  0 
DakerB  v  Nelson    m  d 
Wilson  T  Wilson    o 
HadSeld  v  Adlington    f  o 
"Williama  v  Oames    f  c 
Chidgey  v  Whitby    f  c 
Ashpitcl  V  Donton    f  o 
Bruff  r  Cobbold    m  d 
Blaydes  v  Blaydes    o 
Pole  V  Beebie    f  « 
Roake  v  AVcUs    m  d 
Xiewis  V  Lewis     f  o 
Burr  V  Miller    m  d 
Brand  v  Chaddock    *  0 
■Walker  v  ^\'Jkc•r    f  0 
Worthington  v  WillUmson  t  o 
Parsonage  t  Smith    m  d  (by 

order) 
Johnson  v  Johnsmi     t  e  tc 

■umns  to  Tarr 
Creigh  v  Fenwick    m  d 
Savage  v  Saviure    f  o 
Richardson  y  Hodgett*    m  d 

Befora  the  Vice-Chaaoellor  Sir  Bigkasd  Hilisis. 

Catuu,  fe. 

Gilbert  v  Gnignon    oxoas  for    Tomer  v  Collins    c,  wit  (day 


Abbott  V  Forty    m  d 
Crsbb  V  Uiller    m  d 
CoxvAxney    s  c 
In  re  Thompaon's  Estate    t  c 
Stockdala  v  Thompson    f  o 
Lawton  v  Fotd    f  c 
West  V  Lea    f  0 
Parker  v  Slaok    m  d 
Martin  v  Casey    m  d 
Walker  v  Garrard    m  d 
Dixon  V  Dixon  m  d  (short) 
MoKwen  v  The  West  London 

Wharves  and   Warehonses 

Co.  (Limited)    m  d 
Touohe  V  The    Metropolitan 

Railway  Warehonsing    Co. 

(Limited)    o 
Tnrqoand  v  Tngham     c,  pro 

oonfesso  against  sole  defen- 
dant 
De  Windt  v  Johnson     m  d 

(short) 
Walters  v  Manrchuroh    m  d 
Whitefoord  v  Osbiston    m  d 
Haygarth  v  Wearing    c 
Donglas  v  Dooglsa    m  d 
Phiuips  V  Mnllmgs    m  d 
Williams  v  Taylor    f  o 
In  re  Dodman  s  Estate    t  o 
Sodmon  V  Dodmon    f  e 


insufficiency 
The  ImperialMeroantile  Credit 

Association      (Limited)      v 

Chapman  demr 
Oreenhill  v  The  Isle  of  Wight 

(Newport  Junotioo)  By  Co. 

oemr  of  Ry.  Co. 
Same  v  Same     demr  of   H. 

Jackson 
Same  v  Same     demr  of  T. 

Webster 
The  International  Bank  (Li- 
mited)   V   Gladstone     m  d 

wit  bef  exam 
Earl  Beauohamp  v  Winn    e, 

wit  rday  to  be  fixed) 
Lee  V  The  Lancashire  &  Tork- 

shire  Ry.  Co    o,  wit  (day  to 

be  fixed) 
Levinstein  v  Wenham    c,  avid 

viva  voce  at  hearing 
De  Witte  v  Denne    o,  wit  (day 

to  be  fixed) 
Heard  v  Pilley    c,  w  (Deo  6) 
Morgans  v  Roberts    m  d 
Wilson  v  Legh    m  d 
Barstow   v   Baldwin     o,   wit 

(day  to  be  fixed) 
Miven  v  Alcock   m  d 
Priohard  v  Prichard    m  d 
Rutherford  v  Scott    m  d 


to  be  fixed) 
Ryves  v  Ryves    s  o 
Sweeny  v  Kenny    m  d 
The  Alliance  Bank  nLimited) 

v  The  Xeres  Wine  Shipping 

Co.  (Limited)    m  d 
Moir   V   Liebig's   Extract  of 

Meat  Co.  (Limited)    m  d 
Shaw  V  Cooke    o 
Wotherepoon  v  Cnrrie    m  d 
Cox  V  Tidey    m  d 
Chamberlain  t  Chandler    c 
Simon  v  Owen    m  d 
Snowing  v  The  Watford  Dis- 
trict Local  Board    m  d 
The  Prudential  Assurance  Co. 

V  Bortlett    m  d 
Maobryde  v  Eykyn  o,  wit  (day 

to  be  fixed) 
Poole  V  Nicholson    m  d 
Domett  V  Domett    m  d 
Robinson  V  Jones    m  d 
Bonrdillon  v  Collins    c 
De  Montigny  v    Schmidt    c, 

wit  (day  to  be  fixed) 
Machin V Daiwin  feaadsums 

to  vary 
Critchley  v  Naylar    m  d 
Brewningv  French    f  o 
Ward  v  Ward    c 
Lloyd  V  Foghe    f  c 
In  re  E.  W.  Lloyd's  Estate  f  o 


Clark  V  Henry    m  d 

The  PotterieL  Shrewsbury  &    Evans  v  Fughe "  f 
North  Wales    Ry.    Co.    *    Swan  v  Price    f  c 


Minor    m  d 
Francis  v  Wade    m  d 
Solloiy  V  Leaver    o 
Stayt  V  Shepard    m  d 
Sheppard  v  Walter    m  d 
Johnson  v  Jewdl    m  d 
Hale  v  Adams    m  d 
Thornton  v  Lasoalles    m  d 
Skinner    v     The    Plumstead 
District  Board  of  Worka  m  d 
Hollins  V  Taylor    m  d 
Joseph  V  Hart    c,  wit  (day  to 

be  fixed) 
Mar  T  May    ra  d 
Williams  v  Hughes    m  d 
Ashworth  v  Mann    m  d 
Shipwright  v  Clemants    m  d 
Saoaders  v  Saunders    m  d 
Sherlock  v  Cole    m  d  (Deo  16) 
Fletcher  v  Carr    m  d 
The  Imperial  Mercantile  Credit 
Association  (Limited)  v  Wil- 
son   m  d 


Godfree  V  Kinnear  m  d  (short) 
Rushworth  v  Walden    f  o 
Bethune  v  Fleming    m  d 
Ogilvie  V  Ogilvie    f  c 
Carter  v  Miller    o 
RickettovHarling    fc(Deo5) 
Gortside  v  Mellor    f  c  (short) 
Vender  Byl  v  Austin    at  d 
Moore  v  Mooro    f  o 
Plume V Weston    fo 
Cattle  V  Fox    f  o  &  s  to  vary 
Sparling  v  Overton    m  d 
Wainewr^ht  v  Fatten    m  d 
Hunt  V  Hunt    f  c 
Denoe  v  Dixon    c,  wit  (day  to 

be  fixed) 
Kidman  v  Kidman    sp  o 
Hamming  v  Maddick     m  d, 

witneeses  before  examiner 
Ustar  V  Warburton    c  (March 

") 
Whittemore  v  Whittemore    f  c 
(short) 


Addison  V  The  London  &  South 
Western  Bank  (Limited)  m  d 
The  Oriantal  Financial  Corpo- 
ration (Limite^  vOvarem^ 
Gnmey  &  Co.  (Limited)  m  a 
Pemberton  v  Barnes    m  d 
Harris    v    The   Whitehaven, 
Cleator,  and  Egremont  Ry. 
Co.    c 
Shelton  v  Aahby    m  d 
Hudson  v  Taylor    c 
Gwilt  V  Kerr    t  o 
Reberts  t  Kennedy    m  d 
Hilton  T  Hilton    md 
Hindmarsh    v    Teather      f  o 

(short) 
Turquand  v  Lister    m  d,  pro 
oonfesso  against  defendants 
Hugh  Porker  &  David  M. 
Pailcer 
Gibbins  v  Basaley    f  e 
The  London  &  South  Wettem 
'    Bank    O^imited)  v  Fairlie, 

Bart,    ^o 
Mitchell  V  Acton    m  d 
Wooldridge  v  Edgell    t  o 
Sutton  V  Oingell    m  d 
Smith  V  Smith    0 
Hayhow  v  George    f  c 
Young  V  London,  Brighton  & 

South  Coast  Ry.  Co.    m  d 
Kattems  v  Livatt   m  d  (short) 
Shalless  v  Woolmer    f  c 
Downing  v  Bond    m  d 


Sparrow V WUion  fe 
Rngg  V  Read    m  d 
Lines  V  Tucker    o 
Pegg  V  Pegg    m  d 
Overend  v  Wall    f  c 
Harding  v  The  UetitpoIIIiii 

Ry.  Co.    m  d 
Nixon  T  Oarslin    f  c 
Knigfatky,  Bart  v  ThaOtTtB- 

tiT  By.  Co.    m  d 
The  London  Financial  Amda. 

Hon  V  Watson   m  d 
Ooogh  V  Dickenson    m  d 
Mailing  V  Tompson   m  d 
Sanders  v  Hooper    m  d 
Hooper  v  Hooper    m  d 
BricevPamell    md(aliiiit] 
Croisley  v  Elwoithy   m  d 
Bradbury  v  Cross    m  d 
Hughes  V  Davies    f  o 
Hendrikt  ▼  Curtis   f  e 
Forshaw   v   Msrshsll    m  d 

(short) 
Fraaoia  v  Francis  m  d  (^hoit) 
Powell  V  Riley    f  c 
Domville,  Bart,  v  Brom  md 

(short) 
Skerrett  V  Brown    md(ihat) 
Smith  V  Godber    m  i 
Da  Silva  v  Benolid   m  d 
Horsley  v  Bevon    m  d 
Allan  V  The  United  Kiudon 

Elecizio  Telagi^Co.  CUBi> 

tad)    o 


Before  the  Yice-ChanoeUor  Bacox. 


CotWM,  it. 


Anderson  ▼  Pignet  demr,  pthd 
Visoount   Nswry    v   Earl   of 

Kilmorey    exons  for  insnff 
Fears  v  Lidng  m  d 
Stamp  V  Anderson,  Anderson  t 

Stamp     c,  wit  (day  to  be 

fixed) 
The  Grover  and  Baker  Sewing 

Machine  Co.  v  Wilson  trial 

by  jury 
Oakey  v  Sennett    m  d 
The  Grover  and  Baker  Sewing 

Maxdiine  Co.  v  Wilson    m  a 
Hoffinann  v  Fostill  trial  before 

the  Court  without  a  jury 
Williams     v    The     Llanelly 

Railway  &  Dock  Co.    m  d 

(DecU) 
Goold  V  Goold    f  c  &  petn 
The  Liverpool  Marine  Credit 

Co.  (Limited)   v   Read     c, 

wit  (Dee  6) 
Berry  v  Motfell    c,  wit 
James  v  Jones    o 
Dunn    V  Fowler    m   d,  wit- 
nesses before  examiner 
Kilbey  v  Haviland    m  d 
The  Tawd  Vale  Colliery  Co. 

^jmited)  v  Berry    o  (with 

Berry  v  Morrell)  by  order 
Hurry  v  Hurry    f  c 
Beet  T  Beet    m  d 
Finney  v  (Godfrey    m  d  trial 

by  jury 
Graham  v  Cole    m  d 
RoakellT  Whitworth    md 
Knapp  V  Knapp    m  d 
Robertshaw  v  Firth    m  d 
Brunei  v  Brunei    m  d 
Pearoe  v  Sondds    m  d 
Lyoett  T  The  Stafford  and  Ut- 

toxeter  By.  Co.    m  d 
Highett  V  Dampier    m  d 
Ingram  v  Upperton    o,   wit, 

(day  to  be  fixed) 
Messer  v  Staoey    c 
Bleacklay  v  Hall    m  d 
Greene  v  The  West  Chashir* 

Ry.  Co.    m  d 
Dawson  v  Robinson    sp  c 
Murray  v  Clayton    m  d 
Holdsworthv  Bromley    c 
Phipps  V  Beiridge    m  d 
H^yman  v  Dubois    m  d 
I  Marehiscn  v  Batten   m  d 


Smith  V  Gibson    sp  o 
HaU  V  Hargreavtt  c,  wit  (dlj 

to  be  fixed) 
Earle  v  Appleyaid    m  d 
Howard  v  Howard   m  d 
Hickman  v  Beutlsy   m  1 
Grosvenor  v  Bsntley   m  i 
Kemp   v  The  South  Eutcn 

Ry.  Co.    m  d 
Brandon  t  Hume    m  d 
Carter  v  Earl  Dude   m  d 
Palmer  v  Flower    sp  c 
Hurst  V  Johnson    m  d 
Savage  v  Snell    sp  c 
Wade-Gery  v  Handley  m  4 
Chariton  t  Charlton    m  d 
Bond  V  Milboum    m  d 
The  New  Bowson  Deep  Cou 

Co.  (Limited)  v  Jackson  m  i 
Ramsey  v  Hooper    m  d 
DeMes  v  The  MetropolitittBT. 

Co.    md 
Sinnett V Herbert   fo 
The  Londim  &  Paris  Hotel  Ca 

(LimitedVv  Mainwarisgat 
Johnson  vThe  Dudley  *  weif 

Bromwich  Banking  Ce.  »  ' 
Ashby  V  Bernard    o 
Chudleigh  v  Wood    m  d 
Haywara  v  Penny    m  d 
Pitts  V  The  Kingsbridge  Hl^- 

way  Board    m  d 
Scudder  v  Hebb    n  d 
Stacey  v  Meaaer    e 
Ford  V  Foster    m  d 
Harrison  v  Good    m  d 
Hooper  v  Webb    c 
PhflllpsvPhillipa    fo 
Quick  V  The  British  Uutail 

Investment   Co.    (Umittd) 

m  d 
Bidler  V  Dunn  and  Oth«   m 

d  pro  confesso  against  dsten* 

dsjit   Fenniston  Dbbo,  *it 

before  exmr. 
Sttmer  v  Wright    m  d 
Cadman  v  CacGosan  ap  e 
Shellam  v  Lister    c 
Davies  v  Thomas    m  d 
XJamann  v  Elkan    m  d 
AUones  v  Elkan    m  d^    ,„ 
Bamaby  V  Tassell  sp  *  (Dso  1(0 

Ashton  ▼  HUdge  -^  d 
niidge  V  Ashtoo  ■>  a 
Heath  v  HMtk    m  d 
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Ha  T  MTiIUuns    md 
Brawn  T  Taylor    f  c  ihort 
Costerton  t  Worship    m  d 
Talle  r  Clippindale    m  d 
Hunt  T  Sidney    i  c 
WiboD  T  Tndcer    m  d 
Checter  t  Chacter    f  c 
Chatfidd  T  Chatfidd    c 
SUgmnj  T  The    Tottenham 

i  Hampetead  Jnnction  By. 

m  d 
OObert  ▼  Bowen    e,  wit 
Dizon  T  Cnws    m  d 
Attotney-Oenera]  t  The   Bo- 

rongh  of  Birmiacfaam    m  d 
Ma««  T  Tall    m  d 
Hairis  y  Ekini    m  d 
Edmmida  ▼.  Janea    c 
Paul  y  Children    m  d 
Kaya,  Bart,  t  The  London  ft 

North  Weetem  By.  Co.    c 
Orertea  ▼  CntbiU    m  d 
Sennie  r  Hoiria    e,  irit 
Balfe  T    Hawthama    c,   wit 

(1869.— B — 58) 
Balfe   T    Hawthorne     e,   wit 

(ISffl.— B.— «1) 
Bavlis  T  TiUley    o,  wit 
Palmer  T  Hoare    m  d 
AnJeraan  t  Anderaan    m  d 
WniiamB  ▼  Peam    f  c 
Svttoa  V  Sutton    m  d 
AnanrOott    f  c 
Battey  t  Cleobnry    /  o 
CoUini  ▼  Cdlina    f  o 
Thempaan  ▼  Hewitaon    f  o 
In  re  Woroozow  Onig  Somer- 

TiDe  TOreif    t  c 
The  Agm  Bulk  (Limited)  t 

Marlyn    o 
Sotwiile  y  Ainaworth    f  o  & 

aomna  to  vary  (ahort) 
Soweihy  7.  ThonUinson    m  d 


Heidaieck  v  Dnekworth    m  d 
'VS^Uiams  ▼  Stanger    f  c 
Whitney  TSmiA   fc 
Plant  T  Mahon    m  d 
Blaxland  t  Tha  Uetnpelitaa 

By.  Co.    m  d 
Cahabe  t  Cahabe    o,  wit  (day 

to  he  fixed) 
WoodTHoaford    fo 
Mnrphyr  Vinoent    o 
Bigg  T  The  Corporatian  of  Lon- 
don   m  d 
Allen  T  Taylor    m  d 
Wflson  V  The  Fumaaa  Bj.  Co. 

m  d 
Knowlea  ▼  Shiera    o 
'Workman  ▼  Merest    m  d 
Viekers  ▼  Bvtterfldd   m  4 
Beattie  y  Lord  Ebniy    o 
Conrnns  y  Bose    m  d 
BollyCobboId    md 
Fidcett  y  Paokhara    f  o 
Bees  y  Braidley    m  d  (dioit) 
The  London   ft  Colomal  Co. 
(Limited)  y  Elworthy    m  d 
Hargxeayes  y  Hall    m  d 
The  Colonial  Bank   of  Aus- 

tralaaia  t  Birohall    m  d 
Inuay  y  Imeion    ip  o 
Klmoerley  y  Dick    o 
Wartars  y  Winter    m  d 
Harriaon  y  Champion  o  (abort) 
Johnaom  y  Pannadc    m  d 
Oillham  y  Filder   m  d 
Dizon  y  Lison    m  d 
Shdlarn  y  Bodrigoea    m  d 
Joyce  y  Daw    m  d 
Acton  y  Middleton    m  d 
Olegg  y  Qaanbroagh    f  o 
Hodges  y  Hodges    f  c 
Manning  v  Oill    f  o 
Mathews  v  Gover    f  o 
Wight  y  Wight    f  o 


PUBLIC  COMPANIES. 


BAILWAT  STOCK. 


StaL; 


Railways. 


StsA 


Bristol  and  ■zetar 

Caladooiaa ~ ~ 

Otaagow  and  Soath-Waatam 

Oraat  Baatarn  Ordinary  Stock   

Do..Baat  Anglian  Stock,  No.  S 

Oraa*  Norttiarn  

Oo..  A  Stack*    

OraM  Soathem  and  Trestem  of  Ireland 

Qrest  Waatam— Original 

Iiannaahlfe  and  Yorkshire   

LondoD,  Brighton,  and  South  Coast.. 

Uadcm,CliaUiam,and  Doyer 

London  and  Nortb-Waatem 

London  and  Sontb-Western    

l(aDehaBtar,8hefllaU,aDd  Lincoln 

MatropoUtan „ 

lOdlsDd  .-....„ 

Do.,  Binnlngham  and  Darby   

■orth  Britiab 

Horth  London 

HortbStafiotdabira 

Sooth  Oeron 

Sootb-Eaatam 

TaffVala 


•  A  raealraa no dlridand mM •  percent. baa baan  paid  to  B, 


SBar< 
OMol 


QOVHBMIIBNT  FD5D8. 
Lia*  QoMinoa,  Dee.  2, 1*70. 


Annoitiaa,  April,  '16 
Oo.CRad  SaaT.>  Aug.  leos 
■zBilla,£l(KM>,  —  par  Ot.lOp  m 
DlttO,««00,  Do  —  10  pm 
Ditto,£IOO  A  £«U«.  —  10 p  m 
Bank  of  Knglaud  Stock,  4)  per 

Ct.  (laat  hair-year)  ttl 
Ditto  (or  Aoooant. 


rCent.Coiuoia.9lf  zd 

>  Ibr  Aeeoont,  Jan..  Oil  z  d 
>perCeD».BadDead  til 
■•<r»parCsnt..9l| 
Ba.  SiporOnt.,  Jaa.'*t 
Do.  4  par  Oant..  ian.  t* 
Do.  %  per  Oaa*.f  Jmn.  'n 
AmaoiUaarlan.'M— 

KOVXT  MaUCBT  AND  ClTT  lNTBI,t,iaE.HCK. 

Jvt  aflar  our  laat  wedc'a  report  somewhat  of  a  panic  set  in, 
IfoB  ramonrs  which  seam  to  have  been  set  afloat  for  speonlatiye 
■npiiaiia  The  raaikats,  howeyer,  quickly  retomad  to  tha  lavd 
to  whidi  they  had  gradually  crept  up  donng  the  prerioua  week. 
Ika  week  wmdi  hu  just  dosed  hanng  been  favourable  to  antid- 
'    I  cCpeaea,  an  increaae  in  atrengtnhaa  taken  placet  coupled 


with  a  slight  advance  of  prioa  in  some  deacriptiona.  Themarketa 
ate  now  imther  firm  at  thdr  preasnt  prises,  but  both  buyers  and 
sdlara  seam  very  cautiondy  disposed. 

Messrs.  J.  ft  A.  Sorimgeonr  are  authorised  to  reoeive  ap- 
plications for  20,000  nrefeind  shares  of  the  Bedford  and  North- 
ampton Bailway,  in  2,000  certificates  of  10  shares  encb,  bearing 
6  per  cent  interest  in  perpetuity,  guaranteed  by  the  Midland 
Bimway  Company.  The  price  of  the  shares  now  oBered  ia 
£92  10s.  for  each  £100  stock,  bearing  intereat  at  S  per  cent,  per 
annum  from  December  1,  1870,  on  tha  full  amount  of  £100, 
eqnal  to  £6  8a.  psr  cent,  per  annum,  interast  payable  January 
31  and  July  31  in  eadi  year.  The  Midland  Bailway  Company 
tdce  over  the  line  on  ita  completion,  whan  their  guartmtee  cornea' 
into  eSBCl ;  the  oontmotors  are  under  engagement  to  finiah  tho 
line  by  the  31st  of  August  nezt,  and  they  will  pay  interest  on 
the  tnrefarred  diaies  until  the  line  is  so  taken  over,  at  the  rats 
of  o  per  cant,  per  annum  on  the  full  £100  i>er  certificate,  and 
the  amount  wiu  ha  invested  in  oenaols  in  the  joint  names  of  W. 
C.  Curtis,  Esq.,  16,  Limbard-street,  London  (Messrs.  Bobarts, 
Lnbbock  ft  C6.,  bankers),  and  Colonel  W.  B.  Biggins,  Picts: 
Hill,  Bedlbrd  (Chairman  of  the  Bedford  and  Northampton 
Bailway),  who  have  consented  to  act  as  trustees  ibr  the  proer- 
enoe  sharsholdera,  uxd  will  apply  the  amoont  in  the  payment  of 
such  interest. 


E8TATE  EXOHAieS  BSPOftT. 

AT  THE  UABT. 

Dec.  I.— By  Messrs.  Habds,  Vauohan,  ft  Co. 

Leasehold  ground  rents  of  £183  14s.  par  annum,  scoured  upon 

84  houses  in  Ripley-street,  John-street,  Theobald-street,  ftc, 

,   New  Kent-road,  term  ezpiring  Christmas,  1878.  Sold  £1,015. 


BIBTHS,  KABBIAen,  AKD  DBATHS. 

BIBTHS. 
Lawbancb— On  Nov.  29,  at  No.  12,  Kent- terrace,  Begent's- 

park,  ike  wife  of  Oeorge  Woodford  Lawranoe,  of  Lmcolnrs-inn, 

barrister-at  law,  of  a  son. 
Williams— On  Nov.  26,  at  3,  Stratford-square,  Nottingham, 

the  wife  of  Wm.  WilUiims,  jun.,  Esq.,  solicitor,  of  a  daughter. 

UABBUOBS. 
llAntPBisa— HisBLTUtB— On  Nov.  80,  at  St.  Paul's,  Heme- 
hill,  by  the  Bev.  W.  Powell,  M. A.,  William  Turley  Mainprise, 
barrister-at-law,  of  tho  Middle  Temple,  to  Eliza  Blanchs,  only 
danghtar  of  Charles  Heseltine,  of  14,  St.  James's  Villas, 
Brixton,  8.W. 

DEATHS. 

Abchbold — On  Nov.  28,  at  15,  Qloucestar-street,   Begent's- 
_paik,  John  Frederick  Ardibold,  Esq.,  barriater-at-law,  aged  86. 
WlCEBCAK— On  Nov.  28,  at  Strood,  Rabeoca,  the  beloved  wifo 
of  Humphrey  Wiokham,  solidtor,  of  Strood,  aged  68. 

LOKOOH  eiZETIES. 
ProftiiloBri  Ptrtnsrshipa  Dissolved. 

FaiDAT,  Nov.  SB,  ISTO. 
Samptsr,  Vm  Biohd,  ft  John  Wm  Howard  Orane,  Freetohoal-Ianei 
Carabridge,  Attomays  and  ScUollcrs.    Nov  11. 

Wiaiing-vp  of  Joint  Stosk  Oempaaias. 

FIIID4T.  Nay.  S».  1*70. 

CniKmD  n  CnaacsaT. 

AtOn  Bailway  Act.— Pstltloa  (or  winding  ap,preHBtsd  Nov  M,  direetad 

tobeheaidlisAireTiee'ChsncsllorlIiUlas,onDae9.  Talbot  ScTaskstt 

Bedlbrd-row,  soUdtors  for  the  petltioasra. 

liixinB  n  Cbammt. 
ConiUh  aranita  Ooopany  (Liralted).— The  Xtater  of  the  Rolls  has,  by 
an  order  dated  Nov  14,  ordered  that  the  above  company  be  woand 
np.   Lowthsr»Oo,lpetiti<aieia' solicitors. 
Devon  and  Cornwall  Oranlte  Company  (Liaitad).— Felltion  for  winding 
BP.  presented  Nov  14,  directed  to  be  tassrd  before  VIoe-OhsoceUor 
MttlDS,  on  Satntday,  Dee  3.  Snell,  aeor(e-st,Maneloa  Honss,  solidtor 
for  the  petitioner. 
Devon  and  Cornwall  Nowipsper   Oompany  (Limited).— FstlHon   tor 
winding  np.  presented  Nov  14,  directed  to  be  beard  betord  Vloe- 
CfaaaeeTlor  Bacon,  on  Saturday,  Dee  3.     Park  A  Nelson,  Bisez-at, 
Strand ;  agenU  tor  Beer  fe  Bandle,DeTonport,  aolidlors  for  the  petl- 

McQaeen,  Brothen  (Limited).- Petition  forwlndinic  up,  presented  Nov 
M,  diraeted  ta  be  heaid  before  Vica-Obsncdlor  Scoart,  on  Dee  S. 
Pulbr    • " -..-..—......—... 

Parceis 

Dec  3.  *  Lawnlnco  fc  Oo.rbid  Jewry^mber^  sofldton  tor  the  peti- 
tioners. 

TtrsaDiT,  Nov.  19. 1870. 
DauitrraD  i«  CBaaoaar.  ^     .     ^ 

Nevada  Freehold  Properties  Trust.— Vice-chancellor  Bacon  has  tlzad 
Dee  14  at  12,  at  Us  cbanbars,  for  the  appotaitment  of  an  Official 
Uanidstor. 

MsSoal,  InraUd,and  General  Uto  Assaranes  8odety.-Credltort  r»- 
sUlngln  Sweden,  an  required  oo  or  betore  Jan  10,  to  send  tUeIr 
namM  and  addressee,  and  the  ptrtlenlars  of  their  debts  or  clalou  to 
John  Tonng,  16,  TokeDhonss-ytrd. 


Pnlbreek,Thi«adaeedle-st.8eUdtorforthepetltioaer. 
uoeU  Conveyance  Oompany  (Lbnited).— Petition  for  winding  np,  pre- 
sented Nov  U,  directed  to  be  heard  before  Vice-Cbancellor  Btcoa,  on 
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BlBt*,'Wm  Stamfocd  Jteroo,  MorUwinptoii,  Ewi.    D«o  It.  Uiln, 

Lalor.Mtrr  Ann,  HollrHni,  Hampttead.    Ju  II.   Sinln,  Gt  Jimn 

•t,  BcOfcid-roir. 
Mittlaod, Ellinor  Juw  Sotn, FMiUpo,  Naplaf,  Italx.  Jul.  Oeljik 

LoadsBt  Old  Falace-Td,  Wwtnriimtor 
Manad,  JoaaOuin  That,  Briatol,  0«nt.   Jni  19.  SMeUaodtfc  BgHom. 

Briatol. 
Uortliiwr,  aamnal,  SUpIer,  Tork,  Fannsr.    Ju  i.   Hamble,  Bnd- 

fcrd. 
Niblett,  Chu,  Oloneetter,  Bolldar.    Deo  SI.    Brettaertoo,  OUnniler. 
Nott,jMStiurt,D9babM,DaTaii,  Sargoan.    Dee  I*.   Banid|i,jai, 

WtUlncton. 
Falmar,  Bat  H7,  LitU*  lATwr,  SaMX.    Dee  SI.    IIaiTlionkOo,Oa|i- 


LonxiD  w  Cbamoibt, 

Honat  Cenli  BaOwtT  Omnpaiijr  (Undted).— Yloa-OtaaneeUor  HaUm,  hai, 
by  an  order  dated  Mor  18,  sppotaiMd  James  AtUucD  LaoKildn  *• 
Poet'i-comer,  Weatmlaater,  offldal  Uqaldator.  Harrlwn  fe  Co.,  Bed- 
ford-raw, Mlidton  fbr  the  petitioner. 

Korth  Kiddlewx  Waterworks  Company  (Limited).— Ylce-Chancellor 
Bacon  has,  by  an  order  dated  Nor  *8,  appointed  Alfred  Horatio  tot- 
tor,  14,  Flnsboiy-elKos,  to  be  official  Uqmdator. 

Mtndlr  Soeleties  UMoInd. 
raiDAT,  Not.  U,  1«70. 
BIshope  Waltbam  Dnloo  Sodetf,  OnwB  Ian.  Bllhops  Waltbam,  Hants. 
NotM. 

TuUBAT,  Mot.  M,  1870. 
Frinoo  of  Wales  Lodge  London  Unity  Friendly  Society,    Dolphin  Inn, 
Gaolgata-at,  Stafford.    Not  16. 

Crediton  tinder  ZsUtas  la  Chanoaiy. 

Latt  Day  <^  Pre»}. 

I'UDAT,  Not.  »,  1870. 

Cole,  Edward  Joseph,  Gloaeestar-ter,  Hyde-pk,  Qent.    Dec  9.    Ooler 

Cole.y.C.Stnart.    Soiith,  New-sq.  Lincoln's-ion. 
OlbsOB,  By,  Raneom,  Chaster,  Iron  Merchant.    Dec   19.    Andenon « 

Gibson,  H .&.    DaTles,  Warrington. 
Hanson,  John,  Leeds,  Ironmooger.    Dec  IS.    Kbkhy  tTixiaoa,'V.C. 

Suart.    Middleion  *  Sons,  Leeds. 
Howell,  Josith  Thos,  Tewkeabnry,  Olsacester,   Accoontant.    Dec  31 . 

Jewsbu;  T  Howell,  V.C.  Stoart.    Winterbotham,  Strond. 
Hamphreys,  Hy,  St  Georg«'i.rd,  Sonthwark.  Ucensisd  Tiotoallsr,     Deo 

14.    Ittterwood  •  Homphreys,  V.C.  Uallns.    Bolton  &  Grylls  Hill, 

Elm-et,  Temple. 
Usckinlay,  John,  Isleworth,  MIddx.     Dec  13.    Oriental  Commercial 

Bask  limited  v  Hackinlar,  V.C.  Bacon.    Boston  h  Clarke,  Islewortb. 
Msle,  Richard,  Kingston,  Cambridge,  tsa.    Dec  31.     Westlsy  •  Male, 

H.R.    Smith  ft  Sons,  FamlTal's^nn,  Holbom. 
Marstoo,  Hy,  Tor-TiUas.  Canq)den-hiU,  Kensington,  DIstUler.    Dee  91. 

Hsy  •  Uartton,  V.C.  Bacon .    Oridlsnd,  Lineoln's-tnn-flelds. 
McCollah,John  Kichtrd,  Booth,  Tork,  Surgeon.    Dec  93.    Blrkbecko 

McCoUah,  V.C.  Stoart.    Btrkbook,  Reeth. 
Orange,  John,  Fortsea.  Soathampton,  Chemist.    Jan  2.    Oamett  •  Oar- 

neu,  U.R.    Lewis  &  Co,  Old  Jewry. 
Osbocn,G«o,  Bedftinl,  Watehmaker.   Dee  31.    Osbom*  Baehlor.T.C. 

Stoart.    Mead  fe  Dasbeny,  Klng's-beoeh-walk. 
Ransom,  John,  Royal  Faddocks,  Btmpton  Court,  8tnd  Oroom.    Dee  91, 

Brewster  «  Crandon,  U.R.    Crofter,  Blackfrlars  rd. 
Smith,  Wm,  Claremont-nl,  Opper  Grange-rd.Bermondser,  Oont.    Deo 

31.    Smith  •  Smith,  VX.  Stuart.    FieM,  Suflblk-lans. 
Whitworth,  Geo,  Rolherhithe,  Artificial  Mancio  Uannfactorer.    Deo  IS. 

StoflkU  T  Whilwortb,  V.C.  Uallns.    Stumey  &  DIggles,  Hibemia- 

ehambera,  London-brUge. 
Winn,  Chas,  Greennich,  Timber  Merchant.    Deo  19.    Winn  t  Soott, 

U.a    Hsjcock.College-hUI. 
Windham,  Sir  Chas  Ashe.  Uontreal,  Commaider-in-Chlet    Deo   13. 

(Credrton  residing  abroad  ooor  before  Feb  98.)    Wallace  t  Windham, 

V.O.Bacon.    Hansen,  Norwich. 

ToESOAT,  Not.  29, 1870. 
Darweot,  Wm,  BakeweU,Derby,  HiUer.    Jan  2.    Buahwortb  o  Fumiss, 

M.  B.    Masder.  BakeweU. 
Qlb*on,John,eheffleld,  Yeoman.    Dee  90.    Pearson  e  Helllwell,  V.C. 

Uallns.    Broomhead  (t  Wightman,  SbeOeld. 
Barrey,  Carolioe  Fraa,  Alpha-rd,  St  -  Jobn's-wood.    Jan  8.    Hill  *  Bar- 

TOy,  U.H.    Sharpe  fc  Co,  Bedfi>rd-nw. 
Hooper,  Eliza,  Exeter.    Dec  31.    Qower  *  Hooper,  V.C.  Stuart.    Hoo- 
per, Exeter. 
Hunt,  Jas,  Bydenbam-hlU,  Kent.    Dec  24.    Hunt  >  Muriel,  V.C.  Ualins. 

Blsehoff,  at  Winchester4t-bldgs. 
Klrby,  Bobert,  Jon,  Holywood-rd,  Brampton,  Wine  Uerehant.   Dee  31 . 

Kirby  r  Smith,  V.C.  Bacon.    Tindale,  Upper  Thamee^t, 
Mackenzie,  Eliz, Compton-rd,  Islington.    Uarch  I.    UoOonaldvMac- 

keaaie,  M.K.    Clarke,  Gt  Jamos-st,  Bedford-row. 
Bowe,  Wm  Walton,  King  Henry's-rd,  Frimroee-hill,  Oont.     Jan    7. 

Bowo  0  Kowe,  V.C.  Stuart.    Newbrtdgo  ft  Wrentmoro,  Wood-et, 

Cheapslde. 
adnner,John,  Berkhampalaad.  Hertford,  Builder.    Jan  6.    UUlorv 

Cook,  V.C.  Ualins.    Ororer,  Hemol  Hempsted. 
8ykea,ChasLsslle,Bun-st,  St  Jameses,  Esq.    Dee  It.    LynohoSykas, 

M.R.    Tsylorli  Co,  GtJames-st,  Bedford-row. 

NxzT  or  Km. 
Oairett,  Mary,  Anstnlla,  and  Jas  Hunt,  Sydenham-hlU,  Kent.    Juno  I. 
V.C.  Uallns. 

Crediton  imdor  82  &  28  Viot  eap.  85. 

Lent  Day  of  Clann. 

Fudat,  Not.  95, 1870. 

Adcock,  Hy  Speneer,  Famdlsh,  Bedlted,  Gent.    Dec  31.    Bailey*  Co, 

Bemersst. 
Burgls,  Anne,  Worcester,  Spinster.    Dec  35.    Parker  &  Co,  Worcester. 
Buss,  John,  Ashfiwd,  Kent,  Geot.    Dec3l.    Norwood,  Ashford. 
Buaa,  Uary,  Ashford,  Kent,  Widow.    Dec  31.    Norwood,  Ashfbrd. 
Coopar,  Jas.  Craylbrd,  Kent,  Miller.    Dec  31.    HiUearys  b  Tunstall, 

Fenebnrch-bldgs. 
Doeg,  Bobert  Brown,  NewcaaU»-ttpon-Tyoa,  Mercantile  Clerk.      Jan 

10.    Uoyle  fc  Co,  Newcastle-upon-Tyne. 
Elwell,  Rowland,  The  Limes,  Forest-htn,  Merchant.    Dee  31.    Boulten 

ft  Sods,  Northampton- >q,  Clorkenwell, 
Fletcher,  John,  Mannlngham,  York,  Gent.    Jan  31.    WoodftKllUek, 

Bradford. 
Flintan,  Wm  Houghton.  Weybridge,  Barrey,  Seed  Crusher.   Jan  33. 

Wild  ft  Barber,  Ironmonger-lane,  Cheapslde. 
Barria,  Emily  Elisa,  Roehampton,  Hurrey,  Widow.    Dee  SI.    White* 

Sons,  Bedford-row . 
Bayward,  RIelurd,  Alreston,  Olonoester,  Farmer.    Jan  I.    Wright, 

Wootion-iinder-Edge,  and  Tburstoo,  Thombury. 


iim-id. 

Piekard,  JeremUh,  Leeds,  Brieklayer.    Dec  14.    Sfanpson.  Lesda. 
Pook.  Wm.Ouiklford,  Sumy,  Postmaster.    Dee  IC.   HocUer  It  Em- 
sell,  Guildford. 
Porritt,  John,  AUithorpe,   Tork,  ijent.     Jan  31.    Gray  t  FtnMt, 

Whitby. 
Potter,  John^righton.FubUcan.    Deo  31.    HUl  fc  Co,  Brigtatos. 
Stone,  Wm,  Wootton,  Berks,  Yeoman.    Jan  7.    Bartlet^  AUngdoii. 
Tbnma,  Ann,  Leeds.    Dee  31 .    Simpson,  Leeds. 
Webber,  Jas,  Oioenwlch,  Kent,  Qent.    Jan  1.    Wilde  fcCo,Colls|e- 

hill. 
Williams,  Edmnud  Wm  Makepeaea,  Dooglaa,  Isle  <*  Kan,  Esq.  Dec  iU 

Parker  ft  Co,  Worcester. 
Wills,  Thos,  Morioe  Town,  Doronport,  Doron,  Dtaytr.   Dec  17.  Is|le> 

den  ft  Inoe,  Cardiff. 
Woods,  Blehard,  Cottislbrd,  Oxbrd,  Fanner.    Feb  1.    Beani  t  Ci, 

Buckingham. 

Tdiudat,  Not.  99, 1870. 
Andrew,  John,  Tttgaminion,   Cornwall,  Yeoman.    Dsc  19.  WreHxd, 

Fowey. 
Atherton,  Jane,  Holland  Moor,  Lancaster,  Wklow.    Jau  1(.   Ktrhewi 

Sons,  WIgan. 
Barrow,  Fownall  Pellew,  Alexandra-rd,  KUbnra-park.OoauaaadgrlLK. 

Jan  K.    Soalfe,  EdKWsre-rd. 
Beech,  Mary,  BIrm.    Deo  27  .    WllHama,  BInn. 
Beloher,  Thos,  Qnosall,  Stafford,  Farmer.    Jan  II.    HeaM,Nswg«ct 
BennotI,  John,  The  Trench,  Salop,  Colliery  Proprietor.  Jan  10.  NstUIi 

Wellington. 
Berrr.  Wm  Mills.  Norwich ,  Gent    Jan  90.    Tniett,  Norwksh. 
Bliss,  Wm,  Csthcart>st,  Kentish-town,  Gent.    Dee  31.   Ktdi  tCo, 

SnflMk-lano,  Cancon-st. 
Blundell,  Jonathan  Blondell  HoUlnshead,  Whaley  Bridge,  Derb;,  Got. 

Feb  1.    Parsons,  NotUcgham. 
Borrett.  Thos  Edward,  Ipswich,  Suflolk,  Gout.    Dec  31.    NotcattkSoe, 

Ipswich. 
Brandon.  Jessy,  Cheltenham,  Olonoeater,  Spinster.    Dec  20.   Frier  k 

Bigg,  aoothamptou-bldgs. 
Chowne,  Wm  Dingle,  Byde-park-pl,  Cumberland-gate,  ILD.  Ju  L 

Whltea  fc  Co,  Budge-row,  Cannoa-st. 
Oowell,  Geo,  Newcastle-upon-Tyne,  Newspsper  Agent.    Dec  10.  SMiTi 

Newcastle-upon-Tyne. 
Crisp,  Robert,  Sunderland,  Butcher.    Dec  94.    OllTar  ft  Boltsrtll.So- 

derhuid. 
Day,  Alfd,  Clifton,  Bristol,  O.L.    Deo  SI.    MlUer,  BristoL 
Fieldtaig.Jss,  Sowerby  Bridge,  York,  Drysalter.     Dec  30.   FtaoUio. 

Halifax. 
Qlbbons,  Wm,  Albany-st,  Regenfa-pk,  Draper.  Jan  21.  HngheiftSos, 

Bedford-st,  Corent-rardeo. 
Gcodcksp,  Geo,  Malda  Vale,  Auctioneer.    Jan  IS.    Bolt  ft  9o«,  Gsw* 

ford-st. 
Qrigg,  Jeremiah,  West  Bromwich,  Staflbrd,  Famm.    Uarch  1.  Fowir, 

Atherstone. 
Hamlyn,  John,  St.  Peter's-ter,  Hammersmith,  Gent.     Jan  1.    wswa 

fc  Boss,  BouTerle-st 
Harden,  John,  Chester,  Carter.    Deo  13.    Bridsmaa  ft  Co.,Chsst>. 
Holoombe,  Chas  Thos,  Ilford,  Essex,  Esq.     Feb  1.     Oosliag,  Nsvit, 

Spring-gardens. 
Jeflbrd.  Uary  Ann,  NotUngham.    Dec  31,    Heath,  Notttaigtaam. 
Laithwalte,  John,  Uphoiland,  Lancashire,  Gent.    Jan  16.   Uarhew  s 

Sons,  Wlgan. 
Nsll,  Oso,  Leek,  Stafford,  Qent.    Feb  I.    Challlnor  fc  Co,  Leek. 
O'Leary,  John,  Ayleabury-st,  Eaat-st,  Walworth.      Dec  10.    Shssn  k 

Grant,  Eenolngton-cioss. 
Parker,  Hy,  sen.  Merriott,  Somerset,  Yeoman.    Dec  24.    Spatka. 
BlTeta,  Sir  Hy  Chandos,  Bath,  Baronst.    Jsn  1.  Inman  ft  Inmaa,  BsU. 
SalTin,  Oerara,  Croxdalo  Wood  House,  Dnrham,  Esq.   Jan  I.  SluuiK 

Crcasman,  King's-rd,  Bedford-row. 
Snse,  John  Adolphus,  Ramsgste,  Kent,  Esq.     Jan  li.     Holt  fc  Sou. 

GuOdfbrd-st. 
White,  Hy  John,  Stock  Orohard-TiUas,  Oaledoniaa-td,  Gent.     Dec  »- 

Nash  ft  Co,  Suffolk-lane,  Cannon-«t. 
Whithtm,  Wm,  Uncolo,  Gent.    Dec  81.    Dell,  Loutb. 

Baskmpts. 

Fudat,  Not.  38,  1870. 

Under  the  Bankruptoy  Act,  1869. 

Crediton  must  forward  their  proob  of  debts  to  the  Rs^stnr. 

To  Sortendar  in  I«ndon. 

Bidden,  John.  Uaxton  House,  Loats-rd,  Clapham,  out  of  bniiness    Fet 

Not  23.    Haitltt.    Dec  7  at  11.  ^  .,, 

FoTTler  (otherwise  Duraad) .  Timothy,  East-st,  Walworth,  Dealsr  la  OU 

Lamps,    Pet  Not  22.    Murray.    Dee  19  at  11. 
Taylor,  Joseph,  Lower  Clapton,  Butcher.     Fet  Not  9t.     Sptiog-Bice. 
Dec  9  at  2. 

To  Surcender  In  the  Conntcy. 

Barnard,  Edwd,  Epaom,  Surrey,  Com  Merchant    FM  Nor  92.  Bow 

laud.    Croydon,  Decs  at 3.  „    „. 

Bayley,  Jane,  Carleton,  nr  Pontefrnet,  York,  Widow.  Pet  Not  «.  «•• 

son.    Wakefield,  Dec  14  at  19.  , 

Brlcknell,  Augnstua  Lea,  Stratford-upoo-ATon,  Eoglneer.  Pet  Not  lu 

Campbell.    Warwick,  Dec  8  at  1. 
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OorMt,  Tlu*,  Staniteidca,  WoRnter,  S«ddlar.    Fat  Mot  i.  Harward. 

OtSBllN  idCOt  Dm  5  At  11< 

Drinr,  Uj,  Lea,  Kent,  ArdUtaet.     Pet  Not  1(.     Blihop.     OiMnirieh, 

Dec  II  u  11. 
GMa,  Wm,  Uicb  Ongar,  liwi.  Baker.    Fet  Mor  U.    Ctepp.    Oheiau- 

Iv*,  Dee  9  at  1. 
Huiv,  Sao,  Eaet  Danbam,  Norlblk,  Engtneer.  Pet  Not  n.   Falaar. 

Hiinrieh,I>aelOat  It. 
EMlDa.JoMpb.Bcighalda,  Tack.oatofboiiDeei.  Pet  Hot  IS.  Waka. 

SbeOaU,  Dee  7  at  1. 
Farter,  J<]iu>,   Brigbtoo,  Soieex,  BuiMer.     PM  Mot  SI.     Mranhad. 

BrixlitaD,  Dee  13  at  II. 
aiKkletos,  Alex,  WioCbUI,  York,  BoUdar.     Pet  Mot  H.     Bobinmi. 

Bradteil,  Deo  (at  9. 
WdUia.  John  Maicbant,  Frame  Selwoed,  Sonereat,  Bootmaker.     Pet 

Km  tS.    Meariler.    Frema,  Dee  •  at  I. 

TviaDiT.MoT.  19,  ItTO. 

Under  the  Bankraptcy  Act,  1869. 

Cieditora  raait  ftmrarl  tbair  proob  o(  debli  to  the  RegUtrar. 

To  Soncnder  in  London. 

HilU,  Mdora  Blephea.  Beod-ct,  WalknMk,  'WIna  Ileicbaat,    Pat  MoT 

13.    Bnagbam.    Dee  9  at  I. 
Owea.Aithar  ITaMuBaa,  Godolpblii-rd,  Bbepberd'e  Boh,  Herebaat. 

PH!roT>4.    Bocbe.    Decllitl. 
Wekcter,  By,  Utebfleld-at,  Babe,  Lealbar  Bag  HaanttetiUMr.     Pet  Oct 

II.    BnuctaaiD.    Dee  I*  at  II. 
mho,  Kiefad,  St  SwtlbtaVlaaa,  Usg  Williaoi-Bt,  Taflor.   Pet  Mot  M. 

etrjf.    Dee  14  at  It. 
Wilitat  Fnu.  Sonthanptea-at,  BloocUbaiy,  no  oeoapatloo.  P«t  Mot  9t. 
Huim.    Dec  IS  at  II. 

To  Surrender  in  the  Coantr;. 
CUrte,  Wm  John,  Honk  Bretten,Tork,  Bbekamitb.  Pet  Mot  11.  Barr. 

lemlcr.Dec  13  at  11.10. 
Crook,  Jeba.  Maadi,  Wannltotnrteg  Cbemtet.  Pet  Mot  14.  Ktj.  Uaacb 

Dn  U  u  10. 
Fraaklln,  Wm,  Salliird,  Lancaibire,  Sboe  Deeler.    Pet  Mot  IS.   Litter. 

Belted,  Dec  14  at  II. 
Kanball,  B•^).  Klrton  Skeldyke,  Uneoln,  Fkrmer.    Pet  Mot  1».  iStaal- 

hod.   Beetaa.Ucel4a(S. 
HHchell,  BoM,  Bedbill,SarT«]r,  on-,  of  bnsbieM.    Pet  Mot  It.  Bovland. 

Cro/4oa,Dacltatl. 
Owra,  ITm,  Manygiraedd,  Uerionetb,  Farmer.    Pet  Mot  17.    Jenkini. 

Atcrjitirtih,  Dae  14  at  10. 
QBadUag,  Edvin  Parke,  Mortb-rri,  Forart-biD,  Seeretarr.     Pet  Mot  K. 

Btabep.   Qrean«ieh,DeclSatlt. 
Bei^,  Chaa  Oampbdl,  Woolwieb.    Pet  Mot  14.    Blihop.    Qrtenwieh, 

KorUat  I. 
Swallow,  Jehnatban,  Maaeb,  Joiner.    Pet  Mot  14.    Kajr.    Uaneh,  Dae 

Xi  at  MO. 
Varbortea,  Geo,  Maneb,  Oomm  Agent.    Pet  Not  i4.     Kejr.     llaoeb, 

Dccnit9u30. 
We«,  rata,  HoalpelMr^d,  Twtckesbam,  ^)inater.  Pel  Mot  IS.  Bntton. 

BR0ited,D«el3atll. 
Wrar.  Vm  Geo,  Kirkbam,  Lancaihire,  Innkeeper.  Pet  Mot  11.  UTrea. 

Praiton.Dee9atll. 

BAMKRVFTCIES  ANNULLED. 
FaiBAT,  Mot.  U,  1170. 
Bfimett,  Jebn,  Bediiird-ii,  BloomibiuT,  Arehitect.    Mot  11. 
Cbatefd,  AMionae,  Cunden-u,  Camden  Town,  Gent.    Ang  31. 
'^rrfi  iiwt  Wm.Toolej-tt,  Sontbvark,  Lighterman.    Ang  It. 
Belu,  C.B.,  l.«obard.tt.  Timber  Broker.    Ang  IS. 
riTknr*.  John.  Wtningtoo,  Implement  Agent.    Not  17. 
FiTae,  Tboa,  Sannport,  nr  Stockport,  Cbettar,  ost  of  bntintta.  Not  U. 
aiBanna,  Abrmlum,  Tarlstack-niewo,  Tarbtock-aq,  oat  of   boaln  ait. 

Oett». 

Toaasal,  Mor.  It,  1(70. 
Aaua.Jaa.BanUn'fow,  OM-at.  St  Loke'a,  Metal  Draaaer.    Oct  14. 
Bennetb  J.  B-  Lower-ter,  Holland  pk,  NolUng-hlll,  Draper.     Sept  16. 
Price,  OaTid,  Dowlaia,  llertbjrr  Tyddl,  Glamorgan,  Llcenaed  Ylotnaller. 

ICerM. 

UqnidBtlOB   bj  JjTSllgOBiBt. 

FIBBT  MEEnMQS  OF  CBEDITORS. 

FaiDAT,  Not.  30,  1870, 

Arlaad,  Saml,  &  BTJamea,  Mancb,  Tarn  Agentt.    Decs  at  1,  at 

cOaaa  of  Cobbett,  Wbeeler.  k  Cobbett,  BnnnMt,  Uaneb. 
Ben,  Mm.  MarTpert,  Camberland.  Oiocer.    Dee  t  at  t,  at  oBlee  of  J. 

Haaan,  Duka  itroel,  Wbiteharen. 
BUnkliara.  Join.  Jon,  Boramonden,  Kent,  Famer.    Deo  7  at  1,  at  tbe 

BoM  k  Crown  Hotel,  Hlgb^t,  Toobridge.    Gkiodwin,  Uaidatone. 
BarHer,  John,  Normanbj.  Tork,  Omnibot  Drirer.     Deo  S  at  I,  at 

oflket  o(  I.  Dobaon,  OoiC>rd.at,  Middlediorongh. 
Bndler,  Baml,  Ozfecd'^t,  Draper.    Dee  14  at  I>,  at  eflhiea  of  W.  J. 
Vbtu,  Klmc-at,  Cbaapaide.    Peckbam,  Ot  Xnigbtrider-at,  Doetora*. 


Bnggi.  AUd,  Keigbler,  ToiIe,  Grocer.   Deo  0  at  10,  at  oOoaa  of  J .  Bar- 

gnarea,  Marbet-at,  Bmdiord. 
Brawn,  John  Dodawertli,  Aldaragite-at,  Haanbctarer  of  Faaej  Gooda. 

Oee  •  at  1 1,  at  oiBeae  of  O.  T.  Sbarman,  Alderagate-at. 
Brawa,  Waa.  All  Stinta  rd,  Molting.hni,  Oheeaemooger.    Deo  9  at  3,  at 

iBkia  of  W.  P.  Mocaa.  l>oagbt7'«t,  llecklenborgh^a. 
Cary,  Hao.  Brroa  Cbat  Feidlsand  Pltntageoet,  Teignmoutb,  Deron, 

Btttad  Captabi  H.H.  Nary.    Doc  9  at  11,  at  office  of  Wbldboma  It 

Teatr,  TaiiauBaBtb.    Terrell  k  Fetbeiiok. 
Dan,  Gao,  Hanley,  Sttibid,  Tailor.    Dec  14  at  3,  at  It,  Cooper.at, 

Maadi.    Utchfleid,  Meweaitle,  Staiford. 
Darn,  Wm,  Broedwall,  Stamfbrd-at,  Sontbwark.    Dee  16  at  It,  at  tbe 

flnMhan  CoObe-boate,  Greabam^t.    Moat,  Trinit]r.at,  Sontbwark. 
Dniat,  John,  OddaoblU,  SuSbrd,  Collier.    Dec  5  at  II, at  oaceaof 

Cooper  te  Son.  Jobn^at,  Tnnatall. 
Illiaa,1lm,4k  Lanncelot  Dixon,  Lpool,  Merehanta.    Dee  IS  at  II,  at 

oSke  of  Harmood,  Banner  ft  Son,  North  Jobn^t,  Lpool.    Lowndea  ft 

CatI«Ml. 


Xdwarda,  FTadk,  ft  Andrew  Kdwarda,  Fambam,  Sorrejr,  Iroomongera. 
Deo  14  at  II,  at  tbe  Uon  and  Lamb  Hotel,  Famltam.    Potter,  Am- 
bam. 
Fairhead,  Ju,  Barongh-mtrket,  Sontbwark,  Seednnan.    Dec  t  at  II,  at 

oSteea  of  B.  Micbotaon,  Greaham  It.    Doyle  *  Edwards,  Carcjr  ■'. 
Froat,  Bobt,  Bromley,  nr  Bow,  Lighterman.    Deo  16  at  II,  at  office  of 

E.  Mewmaa,ClMford'a4nn,  Fleat-at. 
OlanTllI,  Geo.  Caatle-at,  Ftleon-aq,  Trimming  Uaoafaetnier.    Dee  it 

at  1  i.  at  oOeea  e(  Hoirard  ft  Co,  foaliry. 
Orimoldi,  Geo,  Brooke-at,  Hotbom,  Optician.    Dec  Hat  9,atoiBeaof 

B.  Adami,  Artbarit  Weat,  London-bridge. 
Bamer,  Joaeph,  ft  Saml  Howartta.  Swlntoo,  Lancaater,  Bnllden.    Dee 
IS  at  S,at  ofBcea  of  Erle,Soa,(Mard,  Erla,ftUibie,  Brown  4t,  Uancb. 
Hart,  Fredk,  Banbory,  Oxford,  Dpholatarer.    Dee  C  at  8,  at  the  White 

Uon  Hotel,  Banbuy.    Wilaon. 
Hayward,'Oeo,  Ford  Mllla,  North  Wraxall,  wnu.  Miller.    Deo  10  at  11, 

at  elBoea  of  T.  WUton,  Old  Klng-at,  Bath. 
Bendreo,  Qto,  Blrm,  Uanubctnrer  of  Klectro  Pitted  Ware.    Dec  7  at  3 , 

at  oOoe  of  0.  Darlet,  Bannett't-hOl,  Blrm. 
Badaoo,  Wm,  Hanch,  Haker-np.    Dee  11  at  3,  at  olBcea  of  Blain  ft 

Cborlton,  Uancb. 
Hnmpbreya,  Arthur,  Uancb,  SoUoitor.    Deo  IS  at  11,  at  oSlcea  of  Row- 
ley, Page,  ft  Bowley,  Olarenoe-Udga,  Booth-it,  Manch. 
Kaatalay,  Jaa,  Manch,  ont  of  boalneae,    Dec  8  at  3,  at  officet  of  C. 

Rearaley,  Somerael-bidga,  Braaennoie-tt,  Uanch. 
King,  Fredk  Walter,  Norfolk,  Grocer.    Dec  13  at  IS,  at  tbe  Connty 

Conrt  Offioe,Norwich.    Feltham,  Bingham. 
Mannbig,  Emaanai,  Bezley  Beatb,  Kent,  Com  Uerchtnt.    Dec  IS  at  I, 

at  office  of  Boaaell,  Son,  &  Scott,  Old  Jewry-chamben. 
May,  John,  Famham,  Surrey,  Builder.    Dec  1  at  S,  at  oDcea  of  W.  H. 

Bule<-,  Station-rdfAMerahot. 
Uoidoob,  Geo,  ft  Wm  Thompaon,  Lpool,  Tallon.    Dec  It  at  1,  at 

offleaa  of  T.  Etty,  Unlty-bldgt,  Lonl-at,  Uioal. 
Price,  Fredk  That,  Bradlord-on-ATon,  Wllti,  Hair  Drener.    Deo  7  at 

I, at  the  Reglitrar'a  Office,  Abbey-at,  Bath.  Bearen,  Bradtbrd-on-Aron. 
Prior,  Patrick,  Stockton,  Darham,  Innkeeper.    Dec  5  at  1 1,  at  office  oO 

W.  M.  Beat,  High-it,  Stookton. 
Polaftord,  Franda  Wm,  Charlea-pl,  Bntfbrd-rd,  KingaUnd-rd,  Baker. 

Dec  It  at  S,  at  office  of  J.  Perry,  QoUdhall-ehamben,  Baiingtiall-tt. 
Boberta,  Tboa,  Brynmawr,  Brecon,  Hotel  Keeper.  Dtc  1 3  at  I .  at  office 

of  G.  A.  Jonaa,  Frogmoia-at,  Abergarenny. 
ShUUto,  Geo,  Leeda,  Painter.    Dec  13  at  11,  at  offloea  of  Fawoett  ft  Mal- 
colm, Fark.nnr,  Laeda. 
Smith,  Geo  Fnuiela,  Portamoath,  Tobaceoniat.    Deo  8  at  1 1,  at  offloea  ot 

Champ,  St  Oeorge't-ii),  Pontea. 
Smith,  By,  WeUlngton-rd,  Foreit  gate.  Attorney'!  Clerk.    Dec  i  at  3; 

at  oOcet  of  E.  F.  Mtraball,  Hatton-garden. 
Sialtb,  KIrkman,  Foxbury-rd,  Brockler-rd,  Mew  Crota,  Collector.    Dec 

6  at  1,  at  officet  el  Stoekeo  ft  Jopp,  Leadenball-st. 
SteTonaon,  Jaa,  Laeda,  Draper.    Dec  8  at  10,  at  offieee  of  P.  K.  Chea- 

ney,  Dewbbat'a-bldga,  Uancbealer-rd,  Bradford.    Pell,  Bradlbrd. 
Stewart,  Bannab,  Jarrow,  Darham,  ont  of  bnslQeia.    Dec  9  at  I,  at 

offleea  of  Hoyle,  Shipley,  ft  Hoyle,  Mosley-st,  Newcaatle  npon-Tyne. 
Stnbley,  Dan,  Batley,  Tork,  Waate  Dealer.    Dee  7  at  3,  at  offleea  of  J. 

Ibberton,  Dewgbnry. 
Tarry,  Wm,  Manor-pl,  Walworth,  Cowkeeper.    Dec  IS  at  II,  at  offleea 

of  Head  ft  Coode,  Mark-lane. 
Thomaa,  Thoa,  SpoUanda,  nr  CardUr,  Jonmeyman  Carpenter.    Deo  IS 

at  1 1 ,  at  the  n^dbam  Botel,  Canton,  near  CardiC 
Ttllolaon,  Tbca  Ttiompeon,  Dewabory,  York,  Grocer.    De:  8  at  3,  at 

offieee  of  J.  Hnteblnaon,  FiccadiUy-chambera,  Piccadilly,  Bradford. 
Tomlinion,  John  RIobd,  Glooceater,  Banker'!  Clerk.    Dee  9  at  3,  at  the 

Bell  Hotel,  Sonthgate-at,  Oloooeater.    Bygott,  Saodbach. 
Vallentine,  Wm  Jarria,  Blrm,  Hilllner.    Dec  16  at  8,  at  offleea  of  J. 

Bowlanda,  Ann-et,  Blrm. 
Varbetlan,  Aaron,  Buubary^hambera,   London-wall,  Uerchant.     Dae 

it  at  3,  at  offloei  of  Theobald,  Broi,  Comhill.    Rooks  &  Co,  King-at, 

Obeapeide. 
Walker,  Cbat,  Lpool,  Lieenied  Vlctoaller.    Dec  9  at  4,  at  offloea  of  T. 

Etty,  Unity -bidga,  Lord-at,  LpooU 
Weatoott,  Bobt  Pyne,  Stainaa,  Bliddx,  Bunder.    Dec  SO  at  3,  at  office  of 

Jenkina  ft  Bnttoo,  Tarlttock-tt,  Strand. 
Weaton,  John,  Uay&eld.  Suaaex,  Farmer.    Deo  8  at  1,  at  offloe  «f 

Sprott,  Lower-bonae,  Uayfleld. 
Weed,  Angaa,  Uaneb,  Boot  Uanutaetnrer.    Oee  7  at  3,  at  office  of  J. 

W.  Addleabaw,  Klng-at,  Uaneh. 
Wood,  Jaa,  ft  Wm  Blake.  iUnnlngbam,  Torib  Boot  Makera.    Dec  7  at 

4,  at  oOIcea  of  J.  Rbodaa,  Doke-at,  Bradfbrd. 
Wragg,  John,  Spring  Knila  Uaanlboturer.    Dec  t  at  11,  at  offlee  of 

Fretoon,  Bank-aL  Sheffield. 
Smyth,  Oiaa  Monk,  Exeter,  Clothier.    Dee  9  at  1,  at  tbe  Lion  Botel, 

Broad-at,  BrlatoL 

TraaDAT,  Not.  S9,  1870. 
AUetion,  BeiU,  LitUeborongh,  Lancaater,  Wheelwright.    Dee  II  at  1 ,  at 

the  White  Swan  Inn,  Rochdale.    SntelUre,  Bacup. 
Beat,  Jaa  Robt,  ft  Joiepb  Jackton,  Uttle  Horton,  York,  Oontractan. 

Dec  7  at  11,  at  offieee  of  H.  Varley,  Dnka-at,  Darley-at,  Bradfbrd. 
Bunt,  Sarah,  Portaea,  Soothampton,  Grocer.    Dee  IS  at  1 1,  at  officea  of 

A.  S.  Blake,  Union-at,  Portaea. 
Barton,  Joaeph,  Uanob,  PnbUc  Aocoantant.    Dee  II  at  3,  at  offleea  of 

Stoiey  ft  Co,  FenotaUt-tt,  Mancb. 
Butcher,  John,  Ot  Yarmontb.  Norfolk,  Shoemaker.    Dec  IS  at  IS,  at 

office  of  J.  L.  CnCande,  King-it,  Yarmouth. 
Cartwright,  Blebd,  Bh-m,  Uoeoaed  Victaaller.    Deo  7  at  1 1,  at  offlee  o( 

R.  Taylor,  Wateilao.<t,  Blrm. 
Cbeesman,Joaepb,Leaditate,DnTbam,  Grocer.    Dee  IS  at  1,  at  offlee  of 

J.  G.  Joel,  Maifcat-at,  Newoaatla-apon-Tyne. 
Cbeaterman,Jobn,  Conway,  CamarTon,  Grocer.    Dec  IS  at  l,atoffioa 

of  O.  E.  Holt,  Union-ct,  Oastle-at,  Lpod.    Erana  ft  Lookett,  LpoOl, 
Cottrell,  John,  Chichester,  Sniaex,  Uonae  DeootMor.    Dec  14  at  11,  at 

offices  of  Maab,  Field,  ft  Lay  ton,  Snifalk-laBe,  Cannon  .at. 
Cox,  Jane,  Ualtoo,  Hattlnga,  Snasex,  Innkeeper.    Dec  10  at  1.30,  at 

offleea  of  E.  Pbilbrick,  BaTClock-rd,  Baattaiga. 
Crinean,  Uarvuet  Cropper,  Briatol,  GenilewomaD.    Dec  It  at  II,  at 

officea  of  Hancock,  Trigga,  ft  Co,  John-at,  BrIatoI.    Dixon,  Briatol . 
Oroaa,  Tboi,  Bnralem,  Stafford,  Boot  Mannlietni«r.    Dec  I  at  3,  at 

offleea  of  Metan.  lennant,  Cheapaide,  Hauler, 
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DIcUd,  John,  BInB,  OaUiMt  If  ikar.    Dae  15  at  S,  It  oOkM  of  J.  Bov- 

land!,  Aim-it,  Blnn.\ 
Oowa,  Tbiw,  Plrmoolli,  Deroo,  hoilfittg-bmim  KMp«.    D«  It  at  1 1, 

U  offlce*  of  Eiwoithr,  CartI*.  fe  Dm*,  Oonrtaur-tt,  PlyaoaUi. 
Dnpcr,  Wm  Ban),  I>er1qr>  Baker.   Deo  It  at  11,  at  offloei  ol  W.  AUen' 

Rotten-ro»,  Derby. 
Enntt,  Ju,  Birm,  Joamermin  OtaMblower.   Dae  •  at  II,  at  aOeet  of 

Jamea  ft  Oertoa,  BenoottV-hOI,  BIrm. 
Snklne,  Jaa,  BfU(eail.  OUmorsan,  DraMr.  Dae  I  at  I.W,  at  oOooa  of 

HmtU  fe  Taylor.  HIgfa-at,  XarthTr  T>dffl. 
FarrtDt,  Charles,  SMnuatb,  Deron,  Briek  ICaButetarar.    Dae  It  a  t  It, 

at  the  Commereial  loo,  BI4inoBth.    JeOsir,  Ottery  St.  liary. 
Geim,  Jaa  Datchelt,  Bidefbrd,  Daroa,  Berlin  Wool  Dealer.    Dee  It  at 

It,  at  offleea  of  Hole  ft  Pcard,  Wlllett-at,  Hdelbrd. 
Olbeoo,  Biehd,  Neweaatle-Dpoa-Tjnie,  Botdier.    Dee  IS  at  1,  at  oOeaa 

of  H.  S.SeveU,  arsT.«t,  Newcaatle-opon-Tyne. 
Gordon,  John,  Lnool,  Draper.    Dee  16  at  t,  at  offlee  of  Oibaon  ft  Bol- 

land.  Sooth  Jonn-at,  Lpool.    0. 8.  Goodmao,  Lpool. 
Oranlone,  Jas,  Wrentnam,  SnfMk,  Inmlbander.    Dae  9  at  1 1,  at  oOeea 

of  Miller  ft  Son,  Bank-ohambeca,  Norwicb. 
Ilailei,  Alfred  Cole,  Wardroba-pl,  Doctara''«oanBoaa.    Dee  Hat  l,at 

office  of  T.  C.  Bnaael,  Walbrook. 
Hall,  Wm,  Warrinston,  Lanoaatar,  Com  Dealer.  Dee  8  at  II,  at  oSeee 

ol  Davies  ft  Co,  aonenarket-it,  Warrington. 
Hart,  Solomon,  Klnciton-npon-Hull,  Plnmber.    Dee  It  at  It,  at  oBeea 

of  J.  L  Jaoobs,  Conntybldga,  liOod  of  Oraan  Oinger,  Eingatoa-apon- 

Unll. 
Uoroewood,  John  Robt,  Mew  Bromlejr,  Kent,  Oairlar.    Dee  It  at  t, 

at  0  jlcei  of  Menra.  Webb,  AnattntHara. 
Hoyland,  Oeo,  SliefBeld,  Uaft  Cotter.    Dec  9  at  S ,  at  oflleea  of  W.  J. 

Clegg,  Baok-at,  Slieffleld. 
Jonei,  John,  Little  Wenlock,  Salop,  Chartermaatar.    Dae  It  at  II,  at 

officea  of  W.  M.  Taylor,  King-at,  WelUngton. 
Kare,  Geo,  Hudderafleld,  Tork,  Uonlder.    Dee  9  at  1 1 ,  at  oflke  of  t.J. 

Milnea,  Vtetoria-bldga,  New-at,  Hadderafleld. 
KItaon,  John,  Leeda,  Cloth  Uannfaetaier.    Dee  t  at  11,  at  oOeei  of  B. 

0.  Pnllan,  Bank^hambera,  Park-rjw,  Leeda. 

LoTeland,  Jeaae,  Oatlanda-plL  Borrer ,  uroeer.    Dee  It  at  3,  at  eOsea  of 

Bath  ft  Co,  Kintr  William'^t. 
Melroaa,  Jaa,  Lpool,  Draper's  Aaslttant.    Dee  18  at  8,  at  oOeee  of  T. 

EUTt  Unitr-bldgs,  Lord-Bt,  Lpool. 
Mouehelet,  Lonis,  Orsftoast,  Newport-market,  Prorlilon  Merebant. 

Deo  8  at  8.  at  oflleea  of  J.  B.  Clarke.  St  OamaDt'i-honse,  Cleosant'a- 

laa«.    Wickeot,  Palmcraton-bldga. 
Uuir,  Margaret,  Ventnor,  Ule  of  Wight,  Lodglng-hooae  Keeper.  Dee  It 

at  8,  at  office  of  T.  H.  Vnj,  CUfton-ter,  Ventnor. 
Ooiona,  Joseph,  Dudley  Port,  StaObrd,  Boat  Steerer.    Dec  18  at  II,  at 

oiBces  of  C.  Beaton,  Tietorla-bldga,  Temple-row,  BIrm. 
Olle,  Hj  Fredk  Clirisiian.  Biaei-rd,  Islington,  Bootmaker.    Dee  It  at 

t.80,  at  offlee  of  CrojvdIU  ft  Sallary,  Old  Jewrf-ebambera.    Tajlor. 
Parker,  Ricbd,  Barnley,  I«ncaster,  Wholeaala  Qroeer.    Dee  It  at  I ,  at 

the  Clarendon  Rooms,  Soath  Jobn^t,  Lpool.    BeHrlngor,  Lpool. 
Pearson,  Geo,  Lupns-st,  Fimlico,  Bootmaker.    Dee  U  at  t,  at  oOces  of 

Kooka,  Keiuick,  ft  Harston,  King-at,  OheapaMe. 
Piiinlck,  Tbca,  Sonthampton,  Bntcbar.   Deo  T  at  8,  at  the  Claiandon 

Hotel,  Bemerd'St,  Sonthampton.   Hiekman,  Sonttiampton. 
Baisbeck,  Mary  Ann,  Lpool,  Tobacconiet.    Dec  14  at  It,  at  ofllee  of  T. 

W.  Barker,  Ciayton-sq,  LpooU 
ReoTes,  Peter,  Westbromwicb,  Stafford,  Jonmaymaa  Filer.  Dae  9  at  U, 

at  oOees  of  H.  Jackaon,  HIgb-st,  Weatbroowioh. 
Blzon,  Jas  SamI,  Gt  Tower-st,  Wholeaale  Oroeer.    Dee  8  at  t,  at  oOeat 

of  Hart,  Bros  ft  Co,  Morgate-at    Carter  ft  Bell,  Leadeahall4t 
KoMnson,  Wm,  Newton  Heath,  nr  Hancheatar,  ont  of  bisineas.    Dee  9 

ai  t,  at  offices  of  Cobbett,  Wheeler,  ft  Cobbet,  Brown-at,  Maneb. 
Sandera,  Uy  Fredk,  Bigh-st,  Stoke  (fewington,  Tailor.    Deo  10  at  It, 

at  oflleea  of  T.  Beard,  Baslngball-et. 
Scott,  Wm  Bellhoose,  Bradford,  Tork,  Tea  Dealer.    Dee  T  at  8,  at  Office 

of  H.  Tarley,  Dnke-at,  Darley-at,  Bradford. 
Sewell.  Edwd.  ft  Joanna  Rntt  Metcalfe,  Ipswich,  Cheaaa  Faetora.    Dee 

8  at  I,  at  offices  of  B.  Bromley,  Bedford  row. 
Smaller,  John,  Derby,  Coal  Merchant.    Dee  11  at  It,  at  ofllee  of  S. 

Leech,  KuU-st.  Derby. 
Shaken,  Oeo  John,  Sonthsmpton-row,  Bloomabnry,  Aoetloneer.  Dee  IS 

at  t,  at  offices  of  Ladbory,  CoUiaoa,  ft  Tlnay,  Cbaspeide.    Lewis  ft 

I<ewi>,  Ely-pl,  Holbom. 
Slatar,  Wm,  MIythe-lane,  Hammeramitta,  Licensed  Vlotnaller.    Dee  tat 

1,  at  offleea  of  Nickerson,  King  Willlamst.    Hendiicka,  Fen-et,  Fea- 
ehnrch-at. 

Spooner,  earab,  Bory  St  EdmnnOs,  SnOblk,  Soda  Water  Mannfkctnrer. 

Dec  14  at  18,  at  the  Angel  Hotel,  Bury  St  Edmnnds.    Walpole,  Buy 

St  Edmnnds. 
Tatam.  Tboa  John,  City-rd,  Dealer  in  Building  Materiala.    Dee  9  at  8, 

at  oSees  of  F.  F.  Marshall,  Hatton-garden. 
Teeee,  Wm,  Birkenhead,  Cheater,  Pnblican.    Dae  18  at  It,  at  oflleea  of 

Hy  Hlndle,  Harrington -st,  LpooL 
Tbompaon,  Jas  Berkeley,  LoogHwre,  Wholesale  Stationer.    Dee  16  at  1 , 

at  Diek'a  Coflbe-bonso,  Fleet-st.    Asbwio. 
TUlotson,  Jaa,  Ecdeahlll,  York,  FoUto  Dealer.    Dee  17  at  10,  at  (Oeaa 

of  A.  Atkinson,  Ktrkgate,  Bradford.    Lancaater,  Bradford 
Whttllngbam,  Hy.  HanleT,  StaflOrd,  Cabinet  Uaker.    Deo  If  at  8,  at  32, 

Ctieapside,  Hanley.    Litoh&eld,  Neweaatle. 
Wllkioa,  Wm,  Lowestof^  Sntfolk,  ont  of  boslnaaa.    Dee  It  at  11,  at  office 

of  W.  B.  Archer,  Londoa-rd,  Lowestoft. 
Wiaterboo,  Arthnr,  Southampton,  Fbotograpber.    Deo  8  at  It,  at  offices 

of  H.  0.  Oreen,  fortland-tar,  Soatbamptoa. 
Wolatepcroft,  Joaepb,  Spring  Brook,  Lancaater,  Bleacher.    Dec  9  at  8, 

at  the  Angel  Hotel,  Maiket-st,  Uancb.  Boaooe,  Ashton-under-Lyne. 

CASES  TO  HOLD  THE  NUMBERS 

OF  THB 

SOLICITORS'      JOURNAL 

CAN  BE  HAD  AT  THE  OFFICE, 

OB      TRROUOK     AMY     B00X8BLLBK, 

Prtee,  St.  6d.  and  7i.  6d. 


GRESHAM     LIFE    ASSURANCE     SOCIETT, 
87,  OLD  JEWBT,  LONDON,  K.C. 
SOLICITORS  an  InTttad  to  tatrodnce,  on  behalf  of  their  client  Pro- 
posals for  Loans  on  Frsebeld  or  Leasehold  Property,  Bsrerriont,  LUs 
taMieats,  or  other  adequate  tasurlties. 

rrepeaalsmaybemadelB  the  flKtinatanoa  according  to  the  bUowbit 
Ibfm  I — 

ntoroaAi.  FOB  LoxK  ok  HoaTOAais. 
Data....„ 

Introdneed  by  (stats  nmu  mi  uUnu  tf  sslfcter) 
Amount  required  jS 

Tloie  and  ntoda  of  repayment  (Le.,  isMtsr  /br  a  (srat  csrtefa,  or  t| 
•wMtoter  sMsr  fimtaU) 

Sseortty  Wots  sker(|p  (tsjurUeaiarf  y  ssearicy,  aa<i,  if  land  or  latU- 
iuf,  lUU  iki  fyH  tauuialkmxme). 

State  what  Ulb  PoUey  (if  any)  if  pnpoaad  to  be  eflbetad  w  tb  tht- 
Oreabam  Office  In  connection  with  the  aeoutty. 
By  order  of  the  Board, 

F.  ALLAN  CUBTIS,  Aetnary  and  Secretary. 

The  Companies  Aets,  1862  &  1867. 

Erery  rnqniaita  under  the  abore  Acta  supplied  on  the  sbettaat  notiee. 

The  BOOKS  AND  FORMS  kept  in  atook  for  Immediate  nsfr 
MEMORANDA  and  ARTICLES  OF  ASSOCIATION  apeedUy  printed 
In  the  proper  form  (Or  registration  and  dlatribntion.  SHARE  OEK- 
TIFIOATES  engraved  and  printed.  OFFICIAL  SEALS  dealgnef 
and  executed.  Ko  charge  tor  akatcbaa.  Companies  Fee  Stam;a. 
Railway  Registrstiea  Forms. 


Solicitors*  Accotiat  Booka. 
ASH    &   ELIVT, 

Stattenert,  Printer*,  Engrarers,  Registration  Agents,  fte.,   49,  Fleet- 
atreei,  Londoo,  B.C.  (eoraar  of  Sadeaiita'-lnn). 

THE    NEW    BANKBUPTOT    COUBT 
Is  only  a  few  minutes'  walk  from 

CARE'S,  26  6,  STKAN  D.- 
"If  I  deebe  a  sabetaaUal  dinner  off  tbe  Joint,  with  the  a(i*e- 
abla  aeoompanlment  of  light  wise,  both  ehtapaad  toed,  I  knowealr 
of  anehonsa,andtbatisin  thaStau>d,eUiee  toDaoea  laa.  Thar*]«a 
may  wash  down  the  roast  beef  of  eld  Baglaad  with  ezeaUeos  Bar- 
nndy,  at  twoshUltafa  a  battle,  or  yon  may  be  auppUad  wita  kalf  a 
bottle  ibr  a  shilling."— All  the  Tear  Bound,  Jaae  18, 1864,  pag  i  tto . 

Tbe  new  Hall  lately  added  le  one  of  the  handaomeet  dlabg  mna  ta 
London.    Dinnera  (ITom  the  Joint),  vegctablei,  ftc.,  Ia.6d. 

r  IKBIG    COMPANY'S  EXTRACT    OF   MEAT. 

1^  FODR  GOLD  MEDALS. 

Cannoii.-'Beqnire  Baron  Llebig'a  sigaatore  on  erary  Jar  and  Tin. 

tlb.  Hu  supplied  in  enormons  qavitlties  to  both  Preneh  and  Oennaa 
troops  in  the  field,  and  this  slae  specially  recommended  to  Relief  Com. 
mittaes. 


O 


SLER'S  CRYSTAL  GLASS  CHANDE  LIER& 

Tablo  obAas  or  UA,  aont, 

CHANDELIERS  IN  BRONZB  AND  OBMOLD. 

Moderator  Lampa,  and  Lamps  ibr  India. 

LONDOK-Staow  Booms,  48,  0XF0RD4TBEBT,  W. 

BIRMINGHAM— Manufactory  and  Show  Boona,  Broad-atrsat. 


AUTHOES  ADVISED  WITH  as  to  the  Goat  of 
Printing  and  Publishing,  and  tbe  Cheapest  Mode  of  Btbiging 
ontHSS. 

TATaa  ft  ALXXAXDsa,  Printers,  7,  8ymonds-inn,  Ohanoeiy-lane. 

BILLS  OF  COMPLAINT. 

TWENTY  PEE  CENT.  DISCOUNT  for  CASH.— 
BILLS  of  COMPLAINT,  S/6  per  pan,  tO  oopiea,  subject  to  a 
Disoonnt  of  to  per  cent,  for  cosh ;  bemg  at  the  rate  net  of  V^  per  page 
—a  lower  charge  than  has  bitherto  been  ofEsred  by  ^e  trade. 
Tatxs  ft  AT.ixtwnBa,  Ftintets,  Symonds^nn,  Oianoery-Une. 

Siting  of  every  description,  pis^ 

and  Ornamental— Newspapers,  Bo<As,  Famphlots,  Prospeotasea^ 
areolars,  fte.- with  promptitude  and  at  moderate  ohazgea,  by 
Tatbs  ft  Alxxaicdxb,  Symonds-inn  (and  Church-passage),  Chancery, 
laae. 

THE  LAW  OF  TRADE  MARKS,  with  Bome 
aeeoont  of  Ha  Histoiy  and  Derelopment  in  tbe  Detdtloaa  of  the 
Conru  of  Law  and  Equity.  By  EDWARD  LLOTO,  Eaq.,  of  Lincoln's, 
inn,  Barriater-at-lAW.    Price  8s. 

"  I  am  Indebted  to  tbe  vary  TalnaUe  little  pnblieatlon  of  Mr.  Uojd, 
who  has  ooUected  all  the  autborltiea  on  thia  snbleet."— V.a  Woos,  la 
■■  McAndraw  y.  Bastett,"  Mateh  4. 

It,  Oook's-eonrt,  Carey-atraet,  W.C. 

OYAL     POLYTECHNIC.  —  Profesgor    Pepper 

"ON  THE  WAB.  AND  THE  DESTKOCTtVB  DCPLSMENTS 
DSBD  THEREAT,"  daily  at  quarter  to  8  and  quarter  to  8,  with  dabo- 
rate  Pictorial  Illnstratlooa,  which  ban  been  supplied  by  the  War  Cor- 
respondent of  tbe  Polytechnle,  ftc.  Mr.  Suobat  Champion  will  Sag  tha 
Oeman,  Freneh,  and  EngUah  Patriotic  Songa.— The  explanation  of  the 
Qbott  as  oauaL— Tba  PBAEQEB  FAMILT  giro  their  CONCEBTS  daily 
at  qnaitet-paat  4  and  quarter-past  9. 
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NOTICE  OF  KEMOVAIj.— rA«  OJtm  of  thit  Jocknal 
mtiof  ih*  Wbbxlt  BlPOXraa  it  now  at  IS,  CooVt-eourt, 
Car^-ttrmt,  W.C. 

Uu  Suiieription  to  tht  SoLtcrroBs'  Jouskal  i> — To\en,  26<., 
Cmmtry  28«.;  vith  tht  Wbbklt  Rbpostbb,  Sit.  Paymmt 
inmjvanet  includtt  DoubU  Numitri  andPottagi,  Suiiarihtri 
tan  kcat  thtir  Veiumtt  hound  at  tht  Ofict — tlath,  2t.  6i. , 
half  law  ealf,  it.  Od. 

All  Lttttrt  intendtdforpuiUttation  in  tht  "Solieitort'  Journal ' ' 
mutt  bt  authtntieatid  by  tht  namt  of  tht  tvritir,  though  not 
ntetnarib/  for  publication. 

Whtrt  Hfieuttp  it  Kcptrienetd  in  procuring  tht  Journal  with 
rtgnlmrity  in  tht  Provinctt,  it  it  rijuttltd  that  application  ht 
madt  dirtet  to  tht  Tubliihtr. 

C^e  SnlTcitars'  laitrital, 

LONDON,  DECEWBER  10,  1870. 

♦ 

Wb  HoncKD  A  SHORT  Tim  AGO  (.ante  p.  84>)  that  the 
Alabama  olalau  ware  VOcAj  to  enter  into  a  new  phue 
in  ooD'aeqaenoe  of  the  desire  of  individnal  shipownara  to 
obtain  eompensation  for  their  losses.  This  Tiew  of  the 
■abject  aeems  to  hare  received  a  ^ood  deal  of  attention 
in  Amerioa,  and  we  find  in  a  late  number  of  the 
Ckieego  Ckronielt  ma  aitiole  on  "The  Alabama  Claims 
nnder  »  new  Aspect,"  in  whioh  the  rights  of  the  in- 
dindnsl  snfierers  from  the  captures  made  by  the 
Alabama  and  other  ships  are  most  rigoronaly  aaaerted. 
The  writer  indeed  goes  so  far  as  to  say  that  "  it  is  doabt- 
fal  if  the  United  States  Oovemment  has  any  bnsiness 
with  the  natter  at  all  nnless  called  npon  to  defend  its 
cMieDs  unjnstly  deprired  of  their  rights.''  His  view 
seems  to  be  that  each  claimant  should  be  at  liberty  to 
toeat  separately  with  the  English  Ooremment.  We 
have  already  given  onr  reasons  for  thinking  that  this 
wooU  not  be  insodcally  possible,  bnt  it  is  well  that 
there  sbonld  be  ample  disoaseion  as  to  the  beat  means  of 
settlisg  these  claims.  The  leanlt  of  any  discossion 
which  really  has  for  its  object  the  settlement  of  the 
qnastion  can  hardly  fail  to  be  beneficial.  This  we  might 
hope  would  be  especially  the  case  if  the  matter  were 
taken  np  in  earnest  by  thoee  who  aotnally  suffer  by  the 
dday.  If  the  question  were  regarded  as  a  matter  of 
bostneaa,  and  not  as  an  engine  of  political  warfare,  its 
settlement  woold  not  be  far  distant. 

Sinoe  the  article  in  the  Chicago  Chroniols  was  written 
the  President's  annual  Uessage  has  appeared.  The 
Alabama  claims  ooenpy  a  prominent  position  in  the 
Mesaage,  and  the  Preaident  recommends  Congress  to  give 
the  Ctovenunent  authority  to  settle  these  claims  with  the 
indiTidnal  claimants,  so  that  the  United  States  may  be- 
omie  poaaeaaed  of  the  ownership  of  theee  daims,  and  so 
be  entirely  free  in  its  negotiationa  with  respect  to  their 
settlement  with  thia  country. 

If  this  snggeation  shonld  be  adopted  the  Alabama 
qoeation  will  become  more  than  ever  a  matter  of  politics. 
nie  aettfement  of  the  claims  themaelTes  will  be  of  only 
■eooniiary  importance,  while  the  manner  of  their  settle- 
ment win.  be  treated  as  of  primary  importance.  The 
United  States  have  shown  a  disposition  to  assume  the 
attitode  of  a  man  who  not  only  requires  that  a  disputed 
debt  dioald  be  paid  at  once  without  any  trial  as  to  the 
dispnted  liaUlity,  bnt  also  that  the  payment  should  be 
aeeompaLned  by  an  alq'ect  apology  by  the  alleged  debtor 
for  haTing  incoired  the  debt;  and  if  the  Oorernment 
boya  np  the  daims  it  can  pursue  this  policy  without  in- 
ffieting  pecuniary  loss  on  indiTidnal  citizens. 

We  gather  from  the  article  in  the  Ghieago  Chronicle 
that  the  American  OoTemment  hold,  or  are  aupposed 
to  hold,  an  opinion  that  insurers  who  Itave  pidd  for 
lessee  by  capture  could  make  no  claim  on  any  fund 
whieh  might  be  paid  over  by  the  English  Ckiremment, 
and  that  whatever  might  be  recovered  on  account  of 


such  losses  would  belong  to  the  United  States.  We  are 
not  informed  as  to  the  ground  npon  which  this  opinioa 
has  been  arrived  at,  and  it  is  not  nnlikely  that  there  maj 
be  some  misapprehension  on  the  matter. 

It  is  difficult  to  understand  how  such  a  view  of  the 
lights  of  insurers  could  be  supported.  Nothing  is  clearer 
tlun  the  proposition  that  an  insurer  who  pays  for  a  total 
lose  is  subrogated  for  the  insured  with  respect  to  the 
thing  lost.  In  the  words  of  Iht  North  of  England  Xn- 
luranea  Auoeiation  v.  Amutrong  (18  W.  B.  520),  the 
last  oase  in  which  this  point  has  becm  discussed,  "  in  the 
case  of  a  total  loss,  whatever  remains  of  the  vessel  in 
the  shape  of  salvage,  or  whatever  rights  accrue  to  the 
owner  of  the  thing  insured  and  lost,  pass  to  the 
nnderwriter  the  moment  he  is  called  npon  to  satisfy  the  ' 
ezigenoey  of  the  policy  and  he  does  satisfy  it."  There 
seems  no  reason  why  this  principle  shonld  not  apply  to 
the  Alabama  claims.  If  it  be  the  fact  that  the  American 
Government  does  propose  to  retain  the  money  claimed  by 
the  insurers,  it  will  probably  appear  that  this  action  6t 
the  Oovernment  is  baaed  on  some  political  question,  or 
some  consideration  of  public  policy,  and  not  upon  any 
ordinary  principle  of  law. 


In  the  "  BooK8BLi.BR  "  OF  LAST  OCTOBER  appeared 
some  strictures  on  "  legal  charges  "  in  bankraptoy  reali- 
sations of  assets.  We  reprinted  these  remarks  of  our 
contemporary's  (14  S.  J.  985)  for  the  sake  of  appending 
a  few  comments  of  cor  own,  deeigned  to  correct  a  mis- 
apprehension. The  writer  had  intimated  something 
respecting  the  "  legal  charges  for  winding  up  the  estate  " 
bearing  "  a  due  proportion  to  the  extent  of  the  dividend." 
We  pointed  out,  and  as  we  thought  politely,  that  to  re- 
quire that  "  legal  charges  "  for  work  done  in  realisation 
shall  be  proportioned  to  "  the  extent  of  the  dividend  " 
involvaa  an  absurdity.  There  need  not  be  any  "  leg^ 
oharges  "  at  all  for  realising  assets  by  such  means  as 
collecting  debts.  If  the  trustee  chooses  to  employ  a 
solicitor  to  do  work  which  he  might  do  himself  the 
solicitor  must  be  paid  according  to  the  amount  of  work 
done,  and  not  according  to  the  amount  of  the  debts 
realised,  or  the  ratio  which  that  amount  bears  to  the 
aggregate  of  the  bankrupt's  liabilities.  The  trustee 
must  pay  the  solicitor  for  tiiat  work  done.  Whether  the 
trustee  can,  as  between  himself  and  the  other  creditors, 
claim  to  rdmburss  himself  out  of  the  assets  may  depend 
npon  oironmstances. 

The  Bookitller  now  in  its  tnm  reprints  our  remarks, 
with  the  following  comments  : — 

"  Dux  learned  contemporary  has  here  done  the  BookttlUr 
an  injustice.  We  do  not  reproach  the  lawyer ;  we  reproach 
the  law  which  permits  such  scandalous  charges  to  he  made. 
Such  things  ^11  continue  so  long  as  lawyers  have  the 
making  of  laws ;  they  take  care  of  themselves  just  as 
nataraUy  as  booksellers  would  do  if  they  had  a  society  to 
regulate  their  profits.  Lord  Campbell,  an  eminent  lawyer 
in  his  day,  said  that  a  booksellers'  combination  was  illegal, 
even  thcagh  it  did  nothing  unjust.  We  say  that  the  lawyer 
combination,  both  for  the  regulation  of  charges  and  for  the 
examination  of  those  charges,  may  be  pertectly  legal,  but 
moat  unquestionably  it  is  unjust.  In  Scotland  they  manage 
things  better,  and  probably  some  da^  we  may  in  London. 
We  may  mention  that  in  North  Britain  the  lawyer  would 
have  had  bnt  small  pickings  under  such  a  trust  as  that 
referred  to." 

By  which  we  perceive  that  onr  explanation  of  a  matter, 
which  after  all  is  as  much  a  matter  of  common  sense  as 
of  law,  has  fallen  npon  uncomprehending  ears.  We 
must  endeavour  to  be  very  plain.  The  Bankruptcy  Aoty 
1869,  was  expressly  modelled  upon  the  Scotch  plan,  and 
it  entrusts  the  task  of  realising  the  bankrupt's  estate  to 
a  trustee.  It  is  not  necessary  that  any  solioitor  should  be 
employed  in  the  collection  of  debts  :  if  the  trustee  chooses 
to  employ  one,  the  solicitor's  charge  will  be  necessarily 
proportioned  to  the  amount  of  work  done,  the  number 
of  letters  written,  and  so  forth.  That  is  the  trustee'! 
look  oat.    U  he  employs  a  aelioitor  to  collect  a  quantitf 
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of  mMll  debta  which  he  could  jtut  aa  well  ooUeot  himiielf 
the  other  oiediton  may  bUme  him,  bnt  not  the  lolioitor, 
for  the  oonaequent  redaction  of  their  b«Iuioe.  We  need 
not  reply  to  tiie  renuhrks  aboat  »  "  lawyer  oombination." 


Tn  DBCmoifBof  the  Indian  High  Oonrta  are  oecaaion- 
ally  aomawbat  atartlingr.  Of  this  we  hay*  an  inatanee 
in  a  reeent  oaae  before  the  High  Court  of  Calentta.  A 
priioner,  oonTioted  by  the  Seaaiona  Jndgre  of  E(;^et, 
appealed  againat  the  conriotion  on  the  groand  that  the 
judge  who  triad  him  waa  awom  and  gave  eridenee  at 
the  trial  (whioh  waa  without  a  jury,  aa  ia  the  oaae  in  moat 
eriminal  triala  in  India).  The  appMl  waa  diamiaaed,  and 
Mr.  Juatioe  Morman,  at  the  end  of  a  long  judgment,  laid 
down  that  in  aneh  a  oaae  a  judge  ia  a  oompetent  witneaa, 
and  that  the  giring  of  eridenee  doea  not  predude  him 
from  dealing  jndidally  with  the  oTidenoe  of  whioh  hia 
own  forma  a  part.  In  anpportof  thia  deoiaion  Hr.  Juatioe 
Norman  quoted  the  14th  aeotion  of  Aet  II.  of  1865,  which 
oiaota  that  the  following  peraona  tmly  ahall  be  inoom- 
petent  to  teatify,  Tix.,  ohUdren  under  aeren  yeara  ot  age 
and  iniane  peraona ;  and  aaid  that  no  exception  waa 
thereby  made  aa  to  a  judge  teatifying  in  a  oaae  before 
himeelf.  He  alao  quoted  from  Hawkina'  Fleaa  of  the 
Crown  the  following  paaaage  : — "  It  aeema  agreed  that  it  ia 
so  ezoeption  againat  a  peraon  giring  eridenoe  for  or 
againat  a  peraon  that  he  ia  ont  »/the  jndgea  who  are  to 
try  him."  The  woida  which  we  hare  italioiaed  aeem  to 
hare  escaped  Mr.  Juatioe  Norman.  When  a  peraon  ia  bain  g 
tried  by  aereral  judgea,  one  of  anch  jndgea  ni^  un- 
doubtedly leare  the  Benoh  and  go  into  the  witneaa-boz. 
But  then,  baring  giren  eridenoe,  he  ought  not  to  return 
to  the  Benoh,  and  take  part  in  the  deoiaion.  Thia  ia  the 
law  both  in  Scotland  uid  in  Spain  ;  but  the  point  haa 
aerer  been  ezpremly  decided  in  England.  Where  there 
ia  bnt  a  tingle  judge  there  can  be  no  doubt  that  he  oannot 
leare  the  benoh  and  go  into  the  witneaa-box,  for  while 
be  is  depoaing  aa  a  witneaa  there  would  be  a  raeanoy  in 
theoiBoe  of  judge.  Mr.  Taylor,  in  hia  "  Traatiae  on  the 
Law  of  Eridenoe,"  laya  down  thia  rule,  quoting  in  aupport 
thereof  a  oaae  decided  by  the  Supreme  Court  of  Looiriana, 
whioh  waa  exactly  on  all  foura  with  the  Indian  oaae  ;  al- 
though it  would  aeem  that  there  ia  no  Eogliah  authoritgr  for 
tharnle.  Butthatthe  rule  iarighUylaiddown  we  entertain 
no  doubt,  and  if  it  be  ao,  then  the  deoiaion  of  Mr.  Juatioe 
Norman  muat  be  wrong,  for  it  ia  plain  that  the  aeciion  of 
Aot  IL  of  1866  will  not  bear  the  forced  oonatmelion  that 
be  pnta  upon  it. 


Ths  OASIS  or  Ameer  Khan  and  Haahmadad  Khan, 
which  we  alluded  to  at  aome  length  in  a  preriona  num- 
ber (ante  p.  2),  were  before  the  Judicial  Committee  of 
the  Priry  Oonneil  on  Monday  laat.  Applioationa  were 
made,  aa  will  be  remembered,  to  Mr.  Jnatice  Norman  to 
iaaue  a  writ  of  h»bea»  emrput  in  both  caaaa,  and  the  ap- 
plication waa  refnaed  on  the  ground  that  by  the  joint  effect 
of  Bengal  Begnlation  III.  of  1818  and  Aot  HI.  of  1868, 
the  Habeaa  Oorpna  Act  ia  perpetually  auapended  in  India 
aa  regarda  political  priaonera.  From  the  decision  of  Mr. 
Jnatice  Norman  an  appeal  waa  preferred  to  the  High 
Court  of  Calcutta,  and  Ae  High  Court  waa  aaked  to  ad- 
ranoe  the  oaae,  but  thia  waa  refnaed.  Then  a  petition 
waa  preaented  to  the  Judicial  Committee  of  the  Priry 
Council  for  apecial  leare  to  appeal  direot  from  Mr. 
JuBtioe  Norman  to  the  Judicial  Cmnmittee. 

The  petition  came  on  for  hearing  on  Monday.  Mean- 
while the  appeal  to  the  High  Court  of  Caloutta  waa 
heard  and  diamiaaed,  and  the  reanlt  waa  telegraphed  home. 
The  Judicial  Committee  felt  nnwilUng  to  decide  upon 
the  petition  without  hearing  the  grounda  upon  which 
the  High  Cotirt  diamiaaed  the  appeal.  They,  therefore, 
ordered  the  petition  to  atand  orer,  with  leare  to  amend 
generally,  until  the  aittinga  after  Hilary  Term,  by  which 
time  the  fnll  report  of  the  ai^>eal  to  the  High  Court  will 
hare  arrired.  Then  the  question  of  the  auspension  of 
the  Habeaa  Oorpna  Aot  win  be  fully  argued. 


THE  SCHOOL  BOABD  ELBOnONa 

The  late  eleotion  for  the  achool  board  in  the  metropoUt 
haa  raised  aereral  legal  qneationa.     The  first  ooe  b  aa 
to  tiie  method  in  which  the  eleoUona  ought  to  be  obal 
lenged,  anppoaing  them  inralid.      If  there  had  been  no- 
proriafon  on  the  aubjeot  in  the    Education  Act,  it  is 
probable  that  the  Court  of  Qaeen'a  Benoh  would  hate 
held  the  membership  of  the  achool  board  to  be  an  oiBce 
in  reference  to  whidi  aa  information  in  the  nature  of  a 
qtui  mirranto  wonld  lie.      It  aeema  clearly  an  office  of  a 
public  nature.    The  deoiaioos  aa  to  what  are  such  offieea 
are  somewhat  contradictory  ;  it  is  not,  however,  neoes. 
aary  to  diacusa  them,  aa  the  Court  would  not  be  likdj 
to  interfere  by  qti»  nmrranto  if   the  AiA  proridet  any 
other  meaaa  for  trying  the  ralidity  of  an  election.    "Sj 
the  82trd  aeotion  of    the  Act  it   ia  enacted  that  if  any 
qneation  ariaea  aa  to  the  right  of   a  person  to  aot  ai  a 
member  of  a  achool  board  under  the  Aot,  the  Edneatian 
Department  may,  if  they  think  fit,  inquire  into  tiie  dr* 
cnmatancea  of  the  oaae  and  make  auoh  order  as  thty 
think  jgat  for  datamiiaing  the  qneation,  and  such  oidet 
ahall  be  final  nnlesa  remored  by  etrtierari  during  the 
term  next  after  the  making  of  andh  order.  It  aeema  clear, 
therefore,  that  the  proper  oouzae    for  any  peraon  who 
desirea  to  object  to  the  electiona  to  take  is  to  apply 
firat  to  the  Education  Department.     If  they  inquire  into 
the  oaae  and  make  an  order,  and  it  it  detjred  to  appeal 
from  thia,  the  course  would  be  to  more  in  the  Queen's 
Benoh  for  a  etrtiorari  that  it  Bii«;ht  be  reriewed.    If  the- 
Education  Department  were  to  decline  to  inquire  into- 
the  caae,  it  may  be  that  the  Court  of  Qaeen'a  Bench,  on 
being aatiafied  that  there  waa  »primA/aeie oase requiring 
iiireatigation,  wonld  grant  a  mandamna  to  compel  the 
department  to  entertidn  the  qneation  and  deoida  it  one 
way  or  the  other.    There  would,  howerer,  be  aome  dii&- 
oalty  in  thia,  aa  the  Aot  aeema  to  make  the  inquiry  tgr 
the  department  diaoreUonary.    If  the  Court  conaideiad 
no  auoh  mandamus  could  isane,  it  ia  poaaible  that  they 
might,  in  the  exeroise  of  their  diaoretion,  permit  a  fw 
iwirranto  information  to  be  filed. 

The  next  questions  that  arise  ai«  M  to  the  rariona 
objectiona  that  hare  been  taken  to  the  electiona.    Wa 
will  consider  first  the  one  that  appears  to  go  moat  to  the 
merita  or  anbatanoe  of  the  oaae— riz.,  the  non-reoeptioa 
of  Totea  at  rarioua  polling  plaoea  at  or  about  the  time  of 
the  closing  of  the  poll.    Probably  an  election  at  which 
dearly  inanffioient  meana  of  taking  the   poll  were  pn^ 
rided  whereby  a  considerable  number  of  rotera  weie 
prerented    from     giring     their    rotes     wonld    be    to 
eleotion  at  all  in  law,  and  would   be  deolared  rdd. 
In    a   Padiamentary   election,    howerer,    the   numhat 
of  polling  booths   and   the  like  ia    now   regulated  hf 
atatute,  and  where  the  atatutory  aooommodation  is  pio- 
rided,  we  do  not  think  an  eleotion  oonld  be  ardded  on 
thia  ground.    At  the  late  deotion  certain  regulations  aa 
to  the  election  were  promulgated  whioh  practically  hare 
the  aame  foroe  aa  if  they  had  been  contained  in  the  Aet 
of  Parliament.      The  determination  of   the  number  ot 
polling    places  waa,    howerer,    praotioally    left   to  the 
deputy  returning  officer   of    each  diriaion,  and,  there- 
fore, tiie  queation  may  be  open.    At  the  aame  time  we 
doubt  whether  any  of  the  reporta  of  what  took  place  at  the 
Tariona  polling  plaoea  towarda  eight  o'clock  show  a  atate 
of  facta  upon  whioh  the  deotion  ooold  be  aroided.    A 
farther  queation  might  hare  arisen  whioh,  if  the  ballot 
ia  to  be  introdnood  in  other  deotions,  in«y  become  of 
general  importance,  and  that  is — what,  in  auoh  a  process, 
is  the  aot  of  polling  ?    It  ia  clear  th»t  rotes  ought  not  to 
be  receired  after  ^e  dose  of  the  poll,  but  what  ahodd 
be  done  aa  to  rotes  which,  aa  it  were,  are  in  prooeaa  of 
being    giren    at   the    time  for  doeing  the  pdl  ?  _W& 
beliere  that  in  Parliamentary  deotions,  in  which,  since 
the  establishment  of    registers  of  voters,   the  rote  ot 
each  uan  be  taken  rery  rapidly,  the  praotioe  ia  that  if  any 
elector  ia  in  the  act  of  giring  his  rote  when  the  dodt 
atrikea  it  ia  reckoned,  altbongh  tbe  poll  oleik  may  not 
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mMuIIj  1uit«  nada  tha  mark  in  tho  book  which  indioataa 
the  Tote.  Undar  the  old  Bystem  where  tha  right  to 
vote  had  to  be  daoidad  bj  the  iheriO  or  hie  MNiaor  the 
ptoaaM  aC  voting  wm  lengthy,  and  qaeetlona  h»Te 
•riaen  aa  to  whether  a  Tote  tendered  before  the  cloae  of 
the  poll,  bnt  not  dedded  to  be  a  good  Tote  until  after  the 
time,  eoold  be  laekoned.  Two  oommitteee  aeem  to  haTe 
giTan  oppoaite  deoiaiona  on  that  point:  Bee  the  MidtUt$tx 
COM  (3  PeokwaU  888),  and /pnefoA  (K.  &  O.  878).  Tha 
eontmitteaa  did  not,  howerer,  give  any  reasons  in  either 
eaaa,  and  there  were  other  points  inrolred  in  the  oaaea 
bafon  them,  therefore  it  cannot  be  said  that  there  is 
any  anthori^  npon  the  matter,  bnt  the  argnmenta  and 
notea  in  the  oasa  in  Peckwell  throw  a  ooniidarable 
amonnt  of  light  npon  it  At  the  late  election  regnlations 
of  the  Education  Department  direoted  that  the  ballot 
hoxas  shoold  be  closed  at  eight  olook.  This  preolades 
any  qneetien  now  arising,  liongh  we  think  it  wonld 
hare  been  better  to  allow  the  rotes  of  persons  who  had 
been  admitted  to  the  polling  plaee  before  eight  o'clock  to 
have  bean  taken. 

Aa  to  tha  objection  that  inspectors  of  TOtes  onght  to 
haTe  been  i^pointed,  as  required  by  the  Metropolis  Man- 
agement Act,  1866,  probably  the  iint   point  that  will 
staike  any  one  who  attempts  to  iuTeatigate  the  queation 
will  be  the  extreme  difflonlty  of   finding  out  whether 
that   Aet   or    the    regnlationa   of   the  Education  De- 
partment ought  to  prerail.    The   8Ist   section    of  the 
Bdnestion  Aot,  the  S7th  section,  snb-aeotion  6,  the  94th 
section,  the  seoood  sohednle,  first  part,  danaes  1 ,  8,  and 
4,  an  hare  to  be  referred  to,  and  the  rdatire  foroe  of  the 
order  and  tha  Act  is  found  to  be  stated  in  different  places 
in  sereral  different  ways.    Beading  them  together,  the 
total  xaanlt  saema  to  be  this.    The  election  is,  anbjeot  to 
any  ctder  made  under  the  power  given  to  the  department, 
to  be  according  to  the  Act  of  1866.    The  power  to  make 
oidars  is  restricted  by  the  proTiso  that  Uie  poll  in  the 
meteopclia  be  taken   according  to  the   Aot.    Any  order 
made  is  howerer  to  be  deemed  within  the  power  whether 
it  is  or  not.  And  finally,  any  order  relating  to  the  metro- 
polis shall  supersede  tiie  prorisiona  of  the  Act  of  1868. 
Ko  wisdom  bnt  that  of  the  British  Legislature  oonld  be 
capable  of  using  such  language  to  oouTey  what,  after  all, 
is  probably  meant,  tIz.,  that  the  Education  Department 
may  make  any  order  they  please,  but  that  any  oases  not 
pcoridad   for  by  their  orders  shall  be  goremed  by  the 
Aet  of  1855.    Beading  the  Act  thus,  it  would  seem  that 
the  lata  aleetiona  are  Talid,  because  the  regulations  did 
ptorida  for  tha  app<rintment  of  inspeotors  of  Totea,  and 
Uierefore  it  waa  not  necessary  that  inspectors  should  be 
appoiatad  in  the  manner  prorided  for  in  the  Aot  of  186S. 
On  tha  otbar  hand,  if  th6  true  oonstruotion  of  the  Aot  is 
that  tha  Bdneation  Department  might  hare  directed  that 
inspaotora  aihould  not  ba  appointed  in  the  manner  men- 
tionad  in  Uia  Actof  1856, and  thatsnch  direction  wouMba 
good,  bat  that  in  the  abaence  of  a  direction  to  this  effect 
die  Aflk  wonld  preTall,  then,  upon  the  oonstruotion  of  the 
ordaca  aotnally  issued,  the  question  arises   whether  a 
direotion  that  inspeotors  should  ba  appointed  in  a  speci- 
fied way  ia  equiralent  to  a  direotion  that  they  should  not 
be  appointed  in  any  other.    Inasmuch  as  there  is  nothing 
in  the  nmtura  of  the  case  to  Un^it  the  number  of  in- 
speetota,  suid  ao  reason  why  inspectors  appointed  in  one 
way  on  behalf  of  the  candidates,  should  not  aot  together 
wiUi  other  inspeotors  appointed  in  another  way  on  behalf 
«<  tha  rntepeyars,  it  would  seem  that  in  this  view  of  the 
statute  the  late  election  wonld  be  at  all  events  informaL 
Whether  tha  informality  would  vitiate  the  election  is  a 
further  qaeation  of  doubt.      There  is  a  provision  that  no 
deetion  under  the  Act  shall  be  questioned  on  the  ground 
of  any  defeat  in  the  title  of  any  offloer  connected  with 
the  election.    This,  however,  does  not  meet  the  diffloulty, 
beeanaa  the  objection  ia  not  that  there  was  any  defect  in 
the  title  of  the  inspectors  actually  appointed,  but  that 
ftsy  ought  to  have  been  assisted  by  others  appointed  by 
sad  onbehaJf  of  the  ratepayers. 
We  do  not  think  there  is  much  chance  of  the  election 


being  ultimately  upset  upon  thia  objection.  Even  if  tha 
true  oonatmotion  of  tha  Aet  li,  that  any  particular  pro- 
vision  of  the  Act  of  1866  will  apply  to  the  elaotion  nnlesa 
it  is  dearly  ezdnded  by  the  order  of  the  department,  it 
is  quite  arguable  that  in  tha  preaent  oasa  tha  order  doea 
dearly  axdnde  this  provision.  The  order  provides  foe 
two  insjMctora  of  votes  being  elected  by  the  candidatea. 
It  then  saya  the  inaiiaotoia  are  to  dedde  on  tha  vaHdiigr 
of  voting  papan,  bat  that  if  they  are  divided  in  «qtoioa 
the  prodding  olBoer  is  to  dedde  between  them.  Thia 
aaema  to  assume  that  there  will  be  only  two  inspeatora. 
If  there  weza  two  for  the  eaadidates  and  two  for  the  rate- 
payers, they  might  be  divided  three  to  one,  and  there 
wonld  be  no  neeeadty  for  oalUng  in  the  presiding  officer. 
There  are  other  things  in  the  order  which  seem  to  show 
that  it  waa  notin  tended  that  there  should  be  more  than  two 
inspeatora,  bnt  there  ia  no  express  ezdodon  of  this  pro- 
vidon  in  tha  Aot.    It  aaema  a  pity  that  there  waa  not. 


THE  JUBT  ACT. 


We  have  on  several  ocoadons  lately  notioed  the  diffl- 
oulties  created  by  this  Act  as  to  the  method  of  remunera- 
ting the  jurors,  but  we  have  not  as  yet  drawn  attantioa 
to  its  providons  in  other  respects.  We  had  antidpated 
that  the  rules  framed  by  the  judges  would  have  dealt 
with  some  of  tha  other  questions  aridng  npon  the  Aot, 
aa  wdl  as  with  that  of  the  remuneration.  They  have 
not,  however,  done  so. 

It  will  be  remembered  that  the  Aot  was  passed  to 
remedy  the  grievaneea  which  have  been  so  loudly  com- 
plained of  in  lata  years  by  jurymen  summoned  in 
Middlesex  and  London.  Theae  oompldnta  came  prin- 
dpally  from  special  jurymen,  and  were  founded  for  the 
most  ■pKct  on  the  freqnenoy  of  the  summonses  they 
reoeived.  We  do  not  believe  that  these  gentlemen  ob- 
jected to  take  thrir  fdr  share  of  a  public  duty,  bnt  thdr 
grievance  was  that  the  iatj  was  not  fdrly  apportioned 
amongst  those  liable  to  perform  it,  and,  moreover,  was 
made  needlesdy  irksome  by  the  process  of  summoning 
different  speoial  jurors  for  eaoh  cause.  As  regards  tha 
remuneration,  agdn,  we  do  not  believe  that  this  waa 
much  regarded.  It  was,  of  course,  felt  as  a  grievanoa 
that  a  juror  sitting  for  three  or  four  days  or  more  to  try 
a  long  cause  was  not  entitled  to  any  more  than  a  juror 
sworn  to  giva  a  formal  verdiot  on  a  case  which  had  been 
settled,  and  thia  was  a  point  upon  which  some  dteration 
was  undoubtedly  required.  At  the  same  time  wa  think 
we  are  right  in  aaying  that  npon  the  queation  of  re- 
muneration, the  ftoling  of  jurymen  was  not  so  much  that 
they  ought  to  be  paid  a  fair  remuneration  for  what  they 
did,  as  that  if  they  could  get  paid  a  fair  remunera- 
tion for  what  they  did,  it  would  ensure  their 
being  fairly  summoned  in  turn,  because  it  would 
ba  to  no  one's  interest  to  do  otherwise.  We 
rather  doubt  whether  thia  reasoning  was  well  founded 
because  to  many  persons  the  inoonvenienee  of  attending 
on  a  jury  wiU  be  such  that  no  remuneration  would 
adeqnatdy  pay  for  it.  What  was  required,  therefore,  waa 
a  new  system  under  which  the  public  duty  of  serviug  on 
a  jury  might  be  properly  apportioned  amongst  thoee  lUbla 
to  it. 

Let  us  now  see  what  the  new  Axit  has  done  to  remedy 
these  grievances.  In  the  flnt  place  the  separate  special 
juries  for  eaoh  cause  in  London  and  Middlesex  have  been 
done  away  with,  except  in  oases  in  whioh  an  order  has 
been  ohtdned  fOr  a  specid  jury  to  be  summoned  aooord- 
ing  to  the  old  praoUoe.  This  ia  undoubtedly  a  great  im- 
provement, altiiough  it  depends  to  some  extent  upon  tha 
sheriffs  or  their  officers  whether  it  does  not  introduce  a 
new  grievance  almost  aa  great  as  the  old.  By  the  21st 
seotion  the  sheriff  or  other  offloer  may,  with  the  oonsent 
of  the  judge,  make  regnlations  for  the  time  of  attendance^ 
and  send  tiiem  with  the  summons.  If  this  is  aoted  on 
BO  that  there  may  be  several  fresh  panels  of  juryman 
daring  the  after  term  mttinga,  which  last  for  about  a 
fortnight,  the  jurors  will  be  benefited,  but,  of  oonrse,  if 
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they  had  to  attend  upon  their  inmmons  throngbout  the 
cittings,  they  would  be  little  better  off  than  before.  We 
had  expected  there  would  bare  been  some  rule  on  this 
point,  although  probably,  aa  the  exercise  of  the  power  in 
question  will  rest  with  the  under-sheriffs  or  some  officer 
of  Rimilar  position,  and  not  with  the  summoning  officers, 
there  is  no  reason  to  suppose  that  the  interests  of  the 
jurymen  will  not  be  fairly  looked  after.  Assuming, 
therefore,  that  the  new  system  of  having  a  panel  of 
special  jurors  for  the  sittings  will  be  so  acted  on  as  to  be 
of  advantage  to  the  jurors,  the  next  question  is,  how 
will  it  affect  suitors  and  practitioners  7  The  necessary 
retnlt  is  that  it  has  done  away  with  the  list  of  appoint- 
ments of  special  jory  cases.  Formerly  an  attorney  en- 
gaged in  a  special  jory  cause  in  Iiondon  and  Middlesex 
conld  be  certain  that  his  cause  would  not  come  on  before 
a  certain  day  in  the  sittings  for  which  the  special  jury 
were  appointed  and  summoned.  Of  course  he  could  not 
ensure  its  coming  on  on  that  day,  but  if  he  succeeded  in 
obtaining  a  day  late  in  the  sittings  in  proportion  to  the 
place  of  the  cause  on  the  list,  he  might  rely  on  its 
coming  on  very  shortly  after  if  not  on  the  very  day. 
It  is  needless  to  say  that  this  was  a  very  great 
oouTenience  and  also  saved  expense,  from  its  not 
being  necessary  under  any  circumstances  to  have  the 
witnesses  ready  before  the  day  appointed.  To  counsel 
also  the  system  was  a  convenience.  Now  it  will  be  ne- 
cessary for  an  attorney  to  wateh  the  list  from  day  to  day 
to  see  when  his  cause  will  be  likely  to  oome  into  the 
paper;  and  •■  at  the  commencement  of  the  sittings  it 
will  not  be  possible  to  form  anything  but  a  guess  when 
the  cause  is  likely  to  be  in,  he  will  practically  have  to 
have  his  witnesses  within  easy  call,  if  not  absolutely  in 
attendance  long  before  they  are  resJly  wanted.  It  would 
not  be  fair,  however,  to  attribute  these  inconveniences 
entirely  to  the  Act,  We  see  no  reason  why  rules  might 
not  have  been  made  to  remedy  it.  It  might  not  be  pos- 
sible without  iiioonvenience  to  appoint  all  the  special 
jury  cases  not  to  be  taken  before  a  named  day.  Even 
this  might  be  done  if  the  days  named  were  sufficiently 
«arly;  but  of  course,  in  that  case,  there  would  be  less 
gained  by  doing  it,  as  the  uncertainty  when  the  cause 
would  oomeonwooldbenearlyas  great  aa  at  present  Atany 
rate,  however,  the  asBOoiato  might  have  power  to  appoint 
a  certain  nnmbet  of  the  cases  for  oertain  days.  These 
oases  might  be  seleoted  from  the  others  merely  by  priority 
«f  application,  or,  what  would  probably  be  better,  by 
requiring  some  ground  to  be  shown,  suoh  as  the  number 
of  witnesses,  their  residence  out  of  town,  or  the  like. 
We  are  aware  of  course  that  the  presiding  judge  may, 
upon  sufficient  ground  shown,  direct  that  a  cause  be  not 
taken  before  a  particular  day,  but  this  is  a  very  different 
thing  from  having  some  system  by  which  the  same  re- 
enlt  might  be  attained  as  a  matter  of  right  on  observing 
oertain  formalities.  It  is  not  necessary  now  to  point  out 
what  rule  shonld  be  made.  If  is  sufficient  to  say  that 
the  appointment  of  oertain  days  for  causes,  which  the 
old  tystem  of  summoning  jurors  incidentally  made^  neces- 
sary, was  found  not  only  not  to  be  inconvenient,  but  to 
be  in  many  respeote  very  oonvenlent,  and  that  although 
it  is  not  now  necessary,  there  can  be  no  difficulty  in 
again  making  it  poasible  by  framing  appropriate  rules. 
We  are  not, 'however,  very  sanguine  in  our  expectation 
of  suoh  rules  being  ever  made.  They  would  doubtless 
throw  difflonltiee  in  the  way  of  the  process  known  as 
"  smashing  a  cause  list,"  and  though  we  would  not  attri- 
bute to  the  judges  an  intentional  design  to  facilitate  this 
operation,  yet  they  are  hardly  likely  to  take  the  initiative 
in  throwing  diffionlties  in  the  way  of  it. 

Betnrning  now  to  the  grievances  of  jurymen.  The  19th 
section  of  the  new  Act  provides  that  no  person  shall 
be  liable  to  be  summoned  on  any  jury  or  inquest,  except 
•  grand  jury,  more  than  once  in  any  one  year,  unless  all 
the  jurors  upon  the  list  have  been  already  summoned  to 
serve  daring  the  year.  This,  again,  is  a  very  proper 
provision,  but  we  rather  think  it  requires  some  farther 
maohiaery  to  be  provided,  by  rules  or  otherwise,  to  ensure 


ite  working.    As  the  law  stood  before,  there  was  no  pro- 
vision protecting  special  jurors  from  frequent  sammoiuei. 
As  regards  common  jurors  they  might  get  a  certificate  of 
their  service,  and  then  were  not  liable  to  serve  again 
until  after  a  certain  time,  varying  from  half  a  year  or 
thereabouts  (two  terms  and  vaoation^^  in  Uiddleeex,  to 
four  years  in  the  county  of  Tork.      In  most   English 
counties  the  time  was  two  years.     Besides  giving  these 
certificates  the  under-sheriff  was  bound  to  register  the 
services  of  jurymen,  and  if  any  "sheriff  or  other  minis- 
ter "  wilfully  transgressed  in  summoning  a  joryman 
contrary    to    these    regulations,    he    might    be  fined 
in    a  summary   way  by  the  court  to  which  the  jury- 
man was  summoned.    These  provisions  are  not  affected 
by  the  new  Act,  but  the  provisions  as  to  certificates 
and  fines  are  not  extended  to  cases  of  exemption  arising 
ont  of  the  new  Act,     CSonsequently,  a  jnror  improperly 
sDinmoned  within  a  year  of  his  previous  service  will  bare 
to  attend  to  plead  his  excuse,  and  when  he  does  so,  we  do 
not  see  that  anyone  can  be  fined  for  improperly  summoB- 
ing  him,  even  if  it  was  done  wilfully.     Some  regulations 
should  have  been  made  as  to  this.     The  provision  for 
giving  certificates  ought  to  have  been  extended  to  special 
jurors,  and  any  juror  summoned  a  second  time  within  a 
year,  unless  the  summons  informed  him  that  he  was  so 
summoned  in  consequence  of  the  whole  list  having  been 
gone  tlirongh — a  contingency  which  we  imagine  is  not 
very  likely  to  occur — should  be  entitled,  instead  of  attend- 
ing, to  send  by  post  to  the  associate  or  other  officer  of  the 
court  his  snmmons  together  with  the  certificate  of  his 
previous  service.    It  should  then  be  someone's  duty  to 
inquire  into  the  matter,  with  a  view  to  fining  the  oflendst 
if  the  improper  snmmons  was  wilfully   or  negligently 
issued.     It  is  true  that  under  this  system  occasional  in- 
oonvenience  might  be  caused  by  an  insafficient  number 
of  jurymen  attending.      We  think,   however,  that  tto 
rMult  of  providing  so  simple  a  method  for  remedying  the 
inconvenience  would  be  that  jurymen  never  would  hs 
summoned  out  of  turn.    As  it  is  we  do  not  see  why  a 
system  should  not  «^n  grow'  up  again  of  summoning 
persons  out  of  their  turn  for  purposes  of  annqyanoe 
or  extortion,  as  has  notorionsly  been  done  of  late  ycaia 
The  annoyance  of  having  to  attend  the  Court  to  claim 
exemption,  and  being  told  by  the  judge  that  the  coadnct 
of  the  summoning  officer  was  very  wrong,  and  then 
finding  that  there  was  practically  no  remedy  against  the 
officer  will  be  nearly  as  great  as  that  of  having  to  serre 
frequently.    We  do  not  see  why  the  nnder-sherUb  shonld 
not  have  power,  'subject  to  a  right  of  appeal,  of  icfiiot- 
ing  fines  on  their  subordinates  or  sonuuoning  officers  t^ 
misconduct.     If  it  were  known  that  a  oomplaint  to  ths 
under-sheriff  would  be    effectual,    thia   would  at  once 
put  down  anything  like  a  system  of  extortion  or  annoy- 
ance, and  certainly  would  be  far  more  afleotnal  than  an 
enactment  suoh  aa  the  preaant  that  persona  shidl  not  be 
aummoned  too  frequently   without  saying  what  is  to 
happen  if  they  are.  ) 

Some  remarks  have  been  made  npoa  the  supposed  in- 
consistenoy  of  the  I6th  and  19th  seotions,  of  which  one 
says  that  any  special  juryman  summoned  for  one  court 
shall  be  qualified  and_liable  to  serve  in  any  one  of  the 
other  ooartB,  if  required,  and  the  other  saya  that  no  jniy- 
man  ahall  be  liable  to  serve  in  more  than  one  court  on 
the  same  day.  Without  commending  the  draftsmanship, 
it  is  sufficient  to  say  that  there  is  no  real  inoonsistonoy. 
A  juryman  is  not  bound  to  be  in  two  plaoea  at  once,  be 
he  is  to  be  upon  the  panel  for  one  oonrt  only,  but  when 
there,  if  not  wanted,  his  services  may  be  made  available 
elsewhere,  where  he  is  wanted,  instead  of  keeping  him 
idle.  Again,  jarora  are  to  have  six  days'  notice  of  their 
being  wanted,  and  are  not  to  be  liable  .to  fine,  unless  the 
summons  is  served  six  days,  at  least,  before  their  atten* 
dance  is  required.  The  result  of  tJais  is  that  if  the  mode 
of  service  of  the  snmmons  by  post,  provided  by  25  &  26 
Vict.  o.  107,  s.  11,  is  adopted,  there  moat  be  eight  dsya 
between  the  posting  of  the  summoos  and  the  day  of 
attendance.    Thus  it  will  not  ahc^ys  be  pnoticable  for 
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theriffa  to  snmmoa  special  jarora  by  post,  as  the  notice 
that  a  oaase  is  to  be  tried  by  a  speoial  jary  need  only  be 
aerred  six  days  before  the  first  day  of  the  sittings,  or 
oommtsBioii  day.  Aa  this  notioe  now  has  to  be  accom- 
panied by  the  payment  of  Xl2  12a.,  it  is  not  likely  that 
it  will  be  griven  mnoh  earlier  than  it  need  be,  and  nntil 
the  sheriff  gets  notice  of,  at  least,  one  special  jury  oaose 
to  be  tried,  he  win  not  be  jostlfled  in  sammoning  the 
special  jury. 

The  Act  also  prorides  that  the  qnalifioation  to  be  a 
special  joror  shall  not  be  an  exemption  from  service  as  a 
common  juror.  Of  course,  hawever,  serrioe  in  either 
capacity  within  a  year,  will  be  an  exemption  from 
liability  to  be  summoned  again. 

The  Act  aUo  oonsolidates  the  list  of  persons  exempt 
from  aexrioe  on  juries,  which  is  now  to  ba  found  in  the 
8cb«dnle  to  this  Act,  instead  of  having  to  be  collected,  as 
before,  from  several  Acts,  some  of  them  relating  to 
totally  dilTerent  matters.  It  also  makes  the  qnalifioation 
of  jurors  in  Wales  the  same  as  in  England,  it  having 
formerly  been  smaller;  it  makes  aliens  liable  to  serve 
after  ten  years  domicile,  and  it  abolishes  the  jnxy  de 
mfdietate. 

We  need  not  now  repeat  our  remarks  upon  the  re- 
mnneratioa  section  of  the  Act  and  the  rules  upon  it.  We 
fear  th*t  the  trouble  and  difficulties  in  which  the  judges 
found  themselves  involved  when  passing  the  necessary 
nilee  on  that  point  have  prevented  their  turning  their 
attaotion  to  otiier  points  in  which  they  might,  by  appro- 
priate roles,  have  substantially  improved  the  working  of 
the  Act. 


HECENT  DECISIONS. 

COMMON  LAW. 
MlSUPBSBEirTATION — ^EVIDEICOB — ^DlBEOTOBS  OV  OOH- 

pixr — Pbobpbctto — Shakes  appubd  vob  but  ko 

CXPOBIT  PAID. 

Bettan  ▼.  AJam,  C.P.,  19  W.  B.  76. 
TbtM  was  an  aation  for  a  fraudulent  misrepresentation 
by  th*  defendants,  the  directors  of  a  company.  The 
iltsfad  misrepresentation  was  contained  in  a  prospectus, 
i>  which  the  detendaats  stated  that  half  of  an  issue  of 
5,000  sharss  "had  been  subscribed  for."  Letters  of 
ajylioation  for  half  the  number  of  shares  had  been  re- 
cnvad,  bat  the  deposit  actually  paid  on  these  applioa- 
tioos  waa  only  for  about  one  quarter  of  the  issue.  There 
was  aooM*  confusion  aa  to  the  exact  terms  of  the  direc- 
tiim  to  the  jury  by  Bovill,  G.J.,  who  tried  the  cause,  but 
for  the  pozposes  of  this  decision  it  was  taken  that  the 
direction  waa  "that  it  was  not  material  whether  the 
deposit  was  paid  on  the  whole  of  the  shares."  It  was 
held  that  this  ruling  "  was  too  wide  in  its  terms,"  as  it 
miffat  "  have  been  understood  as  excluding  the  fact  of  the 
BOB-pagrment  of  the  deposit  as  being  material  In  any 
view  of  the  case." 

It  wonld  seem  that  the  question  for  the  jury  was 
whether  the  representation  that  the  shares  had  been 
aobaoribed  for  was  substantially  false.  Probably,  if  with 
the  axoeption  of  one  only,  half  the  shares  had  been  ap- 
plied tax,  and  the  deposit  paid,  there  wonld  have  been 
ao  doabt  that  there  was  substantially  no  false  repiesen- 
tatioo.  If,  on  the  other .  hand,  the  deposit  had  been 
paid  OB  only  one  share  it  wonld  be  dear  that 
there  had  been  a  miarepresentatien.  The  question  waa 
one  of  faot  for  the  jury,  and  the  diteotion  was  wrong  be- 
eanse  it  might  be  understood  by  the  jury  as  withdrawing 
fnm  them  the  consideration  of  the  question  of  the  pay- 
meat  of  the  deposit.  There  waa  also  a  point  in  the  case 
M  to  the  exeroiae  by  the  judge  at  a  trial  of  his  discretion 
to  aDow  amendments  in  the  pleadings.  Willes,  J,,  ex- 
plains the  principles  on  which  substantial  amendments 
altaeUng  the  cause  of  action,  and  not  merely  the  form 
«<  the  statement  of  the  o»U89  Qf  sftipa,  ought  not  to 
bfaDowed. 


EQUITY. 
Fbauddlent  Feeferbnce — Banker — Cbbditob. 

Jie  Patent  Fih  Company,  V.O.S.,  19  W.  B.  44. 
In  cases  pt  fraudulent  preference  there  is  a  distinction 
between  transactions  with  a  banker  and  tranasotions 
with  an  ordinary  creditor.  To  the  general  doctrine  as 
to  fraudulent  preference  a  very  reasonable  qualification 
''  has  been  introduced — that  the  assignment  to  be  fraudu- 
lent must  be  an  assignment,  not  for  the  purpose  of  rais- 
ing money  to  enable  the  trader  to  go  on  with  his  trade, 
but  for  the  purpose  of  paying  sone  favoured  creditor,  or 
making  some  payments  to  all  his  creditors,  otherwise 
than  through  the  Court  of  Bankruptcy.  In  either  of 
these  cases  it  is  an  act  of  bankruptcy.  Sut  if  it  is  for 
the  purpoie  of  enabling  him  to  raite  money  to  go  on  veith 
hit  trade,  that  cannot  be  called  a  fraudulent  act,  as 
tending  to  defeat  and  delay  his  creditors,  for  it  probably 
is,  or  may  be,  the  wisest  step  he  can  take  "  to  promote 
the  interest  of  his  creditors"  (iia  CoUinere,  14  W.  B.  318. 
L.  B.  1  Oh.  128).  Prima  facie,  an  assignment  even  of 
all  a  debtor's  property  to  receive  a  present  advance  is  not 
a  fraudulent  preference  of  the  particular  creditor.  This 
is  especially  so,  as  theVioe-Chancellor  pointed  out,  in  the 
ease  of  a  banker,  who  requires  security  for  accoramoda- 
tioB,  the  immediate  purpose  of  which  is  to  enable  the 
borrower  to  carry  on  business.  To  obtain  such  anoommo- 
dation  is  consistent  with  mercantile  usage  {BUtlettone  v. 
Cook,  6  £.  &  B.  296),  and  does  not  cripple  the  debtor  in 
his  trade.  Of  course,  as  the  Vice-Ohancellor  was  careful 
to  point  out,  there  may  be  a  complete  case  of  fraudulent 
preference  in  a  case  of  dealing  with  a  banker  ;  but 
where  a  security  is  given  to  a  banker  there  seems  to  be 
a  sort  of  prssumption  that  it  is  given  to  obtain  trade 
accommodation  rather  than  as  a  preferenoe.  The  ques- 
tion, what  amounts  to  a  fraudulent  preference,  was  con- 
siderM  in  the  recent  oases  of  En  parte  Fomley  (16  W. 
B.  881),  AUon  v.  Harriton  (17  W.  B.  1034),  and  hferoer 
T.  Peterton,  (iJ.  486). 


SEVIEWS. 

7T>»  Low  of  Boundarie*  and  Ftaett,  including,  Sightt  to  the 
Seashore.  By  A.  J.  Hvmt,  Barrister-at-Law.  Second 
Edition.    Butterwortha.  1870. 

Mr.  Hunt  chose  a  good  subject  for  «  separate  treatise  in 
boundaries  and  fences  and  rights  to  the  seashore,  and  ws 
are  not  surprised  to  find  that  a  second  edition  of  his  book 
has  been  called  for.  An  Englishman's  tenacity  of  his  own 
land  to  its  nttermost  inch  is  proverbial,  and  there  are  no 
more  frequent  causes  of  litigation  than  the  disputes  which  so 
often  arise  between  adjoining  owners  as  to  their  respective 
rights  at  or  near  the  boundary-line.  There  has  been  a 
tolerably  long  list,  too,  of  oases  respecting  public  and  private 
rights  of  navigation,  fishing,  &c.,  in  navigable  and  non- 
navigable  rivers.  Mr.  Hunt's  labours,  therefore,  have  been 
in  a  field  fertile  in  lawsuits,  and  have  been,  and  no  doubt 
will  continue  to  be,  appreciated  by  a  numerous  class.  The 
present  edition  contains  much  new  matter.  The  chapter, 
especially,  which  treats  on  rights  of  property  on  the  sea- 
shore, has  been  greatly  extended,  sections  having  been 
added  on  " sea-walls"  and  "commissions  of  sewen." 
Additions  have  also  been  made  to  the  chapters  relating  to 
the  fencing  of  the  property  of  mine  owners  and  railway 
companies.  All  the  cases  which  have  been  decided  since 
the  work  first  appeared,  have  been  introduced  in  their 
proper  places.  Thus  it  will  be  seen  this  new  edition  has  a 
considerably  enhanced  value. 


Mr.  John  F.  Isaacson,  solicitor,  of  Norfolk-street,  Strand,  is 
a  candidate  for  the  appointment  of  solicitor  to  th'e  newly-formed 
London  School  Board. 

UsrvBRSlTT  CoLLEOB,  Lospox. — Joseph  Hume  scholarship 
in  jurisprudence. — At  the  Session  of  Council  on  December  3r(f, 
this  scholarship  of  £20  per  annum,  tenable  for  three  years,  was 
awarded  to  Mr.  Oeorgs  Sorrell,  M.A.,  London,  in  aocordance 
with  the  report  of  the  examiners,  Professor  Sheldon  Amos  and 
James  Anstie,  Esq. 
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COUSTB. 

MIDDLESEX  SESSIOiKS. 

The  following  oommanioatioii  from  the  Trewnr^  to  the 
Clerk  of  the  Pence  tar  Middlesex,  was  read  at  the  Mtddletex 
Seasions  this  week  :— 

"Treasnry-ohamben,  Korember,  1870. 

Sir, — ^With  reference  to  the  retnm  of  diminal  pioaeontion 
expenses  for  the  county  of  Middlesex  in  the  bslf-rew  ended 
the  30th  of  Jnne,  1870,  I  am  desired  hy  the  Loida  Clommis- 
sionera  of  her  Majesty's  Treasory  to  state  that  in  all  cases 
at  the  Seasions  where  the  nnmher  of  witnesMS  did  not  exceed 
fonr  they  hare  rednoed  the  iise  to  oonnsel  to  23s.  6d.,  which 
they  consider  to  be  sufficient  when  no  explanation  is  offered 
to  justify  a  higher  fee ;  and  throughout  the  accounts  their 
Lordships  have  aHowed  12s.  6d.  for  brief,  iasteiid  of  21s.  and 
upwards,  in  accordance  with  the  arrangement  made 
many  years  since  that  the  former  sum  shoald  be  allowed  to 
the  county  solicitor  for  copy  of  depositions  in  every  case 
on  his  conducting  ttie  prosecution  ;  any  solicitor  re- 
tained by  the  prosecutor  himself  for  this  purpose  being  only 
recognised  as  acting  on  behalf  of  his  client.  Should  a  ny 
explanation  be  desired  on  this  or  any  other  point,  the 
Examiner  of  Criminal  Law  Accounts  wiu  be  glad  to  confer 
with  yourself,  or  the  Deputy  Clerk  of  the  Peace,  on  an  ap- 
pointment being  made  for  that  purpose.  Three  unsigned 
orders  are  herewith  returned,  to  be  included  when  signed  in 
the  next  return.  The  remaining  disallowances  and  reductions 
are  similar  to  those  mentioned  in  former  communications  from 
this  board.  I  am  to  add  that  great  inconvenience  is  oc- 
casioned by  the  separation  in  the  retnm  of  the  orders  for 
expenses,  for  supplementary  orders,  for  professional  allow- 
ances, payment  of  additional  witnessses,  &o^  and  all  orders 
connected  with  the  same  case  should  fellow  one  another 
regularly.  Mudh  trouble  and  loss  of  time  would  be  saved 
by  arranging  the  cases  in  the  order  in  which  they  stand  on 
the  calendar.  In  fatnre,  the  partieolar  session  to  which  each 
prisoner  was  committed  must  be  stated  in  the  order  for  the 
conveyance  of  convicts,  or  the  expenses  of  their  confeyanoe 
cannot  be  allowed. — I  am,  sir,  your  obedient  servant, 

"  J.   STAHSnSLD. 

.    "  The  dark  of  the  Peace  for  the  County  of  Middlesex." 


COTJETS  OP  BAKKRUPTCY. 

(Before  Mr.  Registrar  Rochb,  acting  as  Chief  Judge). 

Nov.  29.— -E»  Otorge  BoutjUU.*^ 

SanJcruptty  Act;  1861  and  1868 — Dttd  of  Compontie» — Non- 

paymtnt  of  covenanted  ampontion  paj/menL 

On  the  20th  December,  1869,  the  debtor,  a  City  merchant, 
made  a  deed  of  composition  with  his  creditors  (which  was 
registered  under  the  Bankruptcy  Aots»  1861  anil  1868,  on 
the  30th  December),  whereby,  after  redtiog  that  he,  being 
unable  to  pay  his  creditors  in  full,  proposed  to  pay  them  a 
compontion  of  two  shillings  in  thepoandby  two  instalments 
of  one  shilling  each  at  the  expiration  of  three  and  six 
calendar  months,  to  be  secured  by  the  debtor's  covenant, 
and  reciting  that  the  creditors  haid  agreed  to  accept  such 
composition,  to  be  secured  in  manner  foresaid  in  full  satis- 
faction and  discharge— the  debtor  ooveaanted  to  pay  the  com- 
position in  manner  aforesaid;  and  itwas  fnrtherwitneased  that 
the  creditors  ^d  thereby  accept  such  covenant  for  payment  of 
such  composition  in  full  satisfaction  and  discharge  of  their 
several  and  respective  debts  and  demands,,  and  in  considera- 
tion of  such  oovenant  did  thereby  acqait,  release,  and  for 
ever  discharge  the  debtor.  Sat.,  therefrom  and  from  all  actions, 
ftc.  The  deed  also  contained  a  proviso  that  it  might  be 
pleaded  as  a  full  and  perfect  bar  and  discharge  in  any  court 
of  law  or  equity,  bat  no  saving  clMise  in  the  event  of  non- 
payment of  the  instalments. 

The  creditors  whose  proofs  were  objected  to  were  assent- 
ing parties  to  the  deed^  and  the  composition  had  not  been 
paid.  Subsequently  to  the  registration  of  the  deed  one  of 
the  non-assenting  creditors  brought  an  action  against  the 
debtor  to  which  he  pleaded  the  dqed'  in  bar,  bat  he  after- 
wards withdrew  his  plea  and  allowed  the  creditor  to  sign 
judgment  by  defiult.  Execution  waa  ultimately  issued,  and 
the  debtor  thereupon  presented  a  petition  for  liquidation  of 
his  affairs  by  arrangement  or  composition,  and  an  injunc- 
tion was  granted  restraining  the  creditor  from  proceeding 
farther  upon  the  judgment    At  the  first  meeting  of  credi- 


*  Compare  Bmallfitld  v.  Currtt,  decided.in.the  Qneen's  Bench 
on  the  same  day.— £d.  S.J. 


tors,  OB  (lie  lOth  of  Hbvember,.  it  was  objected  on  the  part 
of  Knifhft  olienta  (one  of  whom  was  a  creditor  at  the  date- 
of  the  deed,  but  did  not?  assent,  and  the  other  a  creditor 
whose  debt  was  ooatnotod'sabseipeDt  to  the  deed)  Viat  tho 
assenting  oreditotB  w«re  only  entitled  to  prove  for  fte  com- 
positicm  of  two  shillings  in  the  pound.    By  means  of  the 
votes  of  these  creditcn  for  the  fall  amonnt  a  resolntioa  was 
carried  for  an  a4Jonmment  to  the  17th  of  November,  tn 
oounter-rasolution    being  passed   for   liqoidation   of    the- 
debtor's  affidis  in  bankrnptoy.  The  matter  same  before  Mr. 
Registrar  Keene  on  the  )7th  of  November,  on  the  abjudica- 
tion upon  the  proofe  in  question.    It  was  urged  for  the 
assenting  creditors  that  as  a  judgment  had  boen  obtained 
against  the  debtor  since  the  deed  it  was  not  good  against 
other  creditors,  and  the  Begistrar  held  thai  uie  cit^tors- 
objeoted  to  were  entitied  to  prove  for  their  original  debts. 
The  adjonmed  first  meeting  was  held  on  the  same  day,  when. 
«  resolation  was  carried  by  the  same  creditocs  to  accept  an 
nnsecnred  compositum  of  ^o  shillings  in  the  pound  atthn»- 
and  six  months'  dates.     A  counter  resolation  n>r  Uqoidation 
of  the  affairs  of  the  debtor  in  bankruptcy  was  again  passed 
by  other  creditors.    Tbo  registration  of  the  deed  had  not- 
been  cancelled  or  its  validity  adjodicated  upon  in  any  way. 

The  matter  now  come  on  before  Mr.  Registrar  Roche, 
acting  aa  Chief  Judge. 

F.  Knighi  now  moved,  by  way  of  appeal,  tmoL  Mr.. 
Begistrar  Keene's  order. 

Seed  and  Brough^  for  the  assenting  creditors,  contended 
that  as  the  composition  had  not  been  paid  the  deed  was  of 
no  avail  against  them,  that  the  general  scope  of  the  deed 
most  be  looked  at,  and  that  they  were  entitled  to  proivs  for 
the  full  amount. 

P.  Knight  in  reply. 

Mr.  R^istrar  Boohk  said  it  appeared  to  him  the  qoestion 
must  not  be  decided  upon  the  merits,  but  upon  the  ques- 
tion of  the  resolation.  It  was  a  dry  question  of  law.  He 
entirely  agreed  that  tiie  general  scope  of  the  deed  must  be 
followed.  The  payment  of  the  composition  was  a  condition 
precedent,  and  the  condition  upon  which  the  release  was 
granted  had  not  been  complied  with.  The  consideration  for 
Uie  release  was  the  payment  oi  the  money  ;  it  had  not  beeo 
paid,  and  the  terms  of  the  deed  had  not  been  complied  with 
in  the  slightest  dMjree.  The  deed  was  entirely  gone.  His 
Honour  uionght  that  the  decision  of  Mr.  Recisirar  Keene 
was  a  very  proper  one,  and  he  should  admit  the  proofe  for 
the  full  amount.  As  to  the  question  of  coats,  his  Honour 
thought  these  creditors  had  not  been  improperly  brought 
before  him,  and  that  it  was  a  very  fair  case.  It  was  the  atsb 
time  the  point  had  been  decided.  He  would  not  dismiss  tlio 
appeal  with  costs,  but  the  creditors  objected  to  most  be 
allowed  to  add  their  costs  to  their  debts. 

Order  accordingly. 

Solicitor  for  tiie  appeal,  W.  D.  B.  Oehmt, 

Solicitor  contra,  J.  0,  Walton. 

(Before  Mr.  Begistrar  Pefts.) 

Deo.  i.—Re  Wilton. 

Bankruptcy  .Act,  1869,  ».  Zi— Preferential  payaunti — Parith 

rattt. 

This  was  an  application  on  bdialf  of  a  debtor  who  had 
filed  a  petition  for  liqaidation  nniw  the  I2Sth.  section  of 
tiie  Bankruptcy  Act,  1869,  for  an  order  to  restrain  the  col- 
lector of  poor's  rates  for  the  pariah  of  St.  George,  Blooms- 
bury,  from  taking  further  proceedings  under  a  distress 
levied  upon  the  effects  of  the  debtor. 

Ilie  facts  were,  brieflv,  thus  : — In  August  last  the  debtor 
filed  a  petition  for  liquidation,  and  at  the  first  meeting,  held 
on  the  7th  September,  the  creditois  resolved  to  accept  a  com- 
position of  10s.  in  the  pound,  by  certain  instalments,  in 
satisfaction  of  their  claims ;  and  at  the  adjourned  sitting  -tiuit 
resolation  was  confirmed,  and  the  same  was  afterwards  du^ 
r^;istered.  The  accounts  filed  by  the  debtor  under  the  liqui- 
dation proceedines  included  a  claim  of  £17  6s.  2d.,  being  tho- 
amount  of  poor  a  rates  due  to  the  parish  of  St.  Geoigo^ 
Bloomsbory,  and  notice  was  duly  given  to  the  collector  of 
the  first  meeting.  Some  few  days  since  the  collector  levied 
a  distress  upon  the  debtor's  effects  for  the  amount  of  tbe- 
rates  due,  and  application  was  thereupon  made  ex  parte  for 
an  order  restnuning  further  proceedings.  The  Registnw 
(Mr.  Murray)  declined  to  grant  aninjunction  ex  parte,  but 
gave  leave  to  serve  short  notice  of  motion. 

Doria  in  support  of  the  application. — The  question  in  this 
case  is  of  some  importance,  whether  in  the  case  of  a  liqaida*- 
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tion  br  arrangement  parochial  rates  most  be  paid 
in  prionty  to  the  other  debts.  Now,  if  the  resolntion  be 
biaaing  upon  the  other  creditor  tt  is  binding  npon  the 
parish,  for  their  officer  had  notice  of  the  first  meeting,  and 
It  was  his  dnt^  to  have  attended  and  objected  to  the  passing 
«f  the  resolution  ;  and  hr  the  126th  section,  6th  clanse,  the 
texrfatkm  binds  all  creditors  who  reoeire  notice,  bnt  it  does 
not  aibct  or  prejndice  the  rights  of  creditors  who  do  not 
neeiT8  mitiee. 

Mr.  Begistnr  Pefts.— By  the  S2nd  section  parochial 
rates  dne  from  a  bankrapt  at  the  date  of  the  order  of  a^adi- 
caOaa  ha.Tepnoritf . 

3oria. — ^Iliis  is  not  the  case  of  a  bankraptey ,  and  it  is 
anhmittnJ  that  the  32nd  section  does  not  apply.  It  is  con- 
tended farther  that  as  the  debt  in  this  case  was  proveable 
and  the  reaolntioa  has  been  duly  registered  the  debtor  and 
Ids  estate  aro  diaeharged.  Indeed,  the  estate  is  no  longer 
th«  estate  of  the  dehtor :  Jt«  VtthtrtU  and  Courthorpt,  19 
Ik  J.  M.  C.  lis. 

No  one  appeared  on  behalf  of  the  parish. 

Ml.  Begistrar  Parrs. — In  this  case  I  do  not  think  the 
Court  has  any  jarisdiotion  to  make  a  restraining  order.  By 
fits  tmiu  of  the  32nd  section  parochial  rates  have  priority 
over  oAar  debts  dne  from  a  bankmpt,  and'the  qaestion 
then  arisaa,  can  a  liqaidation  by  arrangement  be  considered 
for  this  parpose  as  equivalent  to  bankruptcy  P  Now,  baring 
ngaid  to  the  -words  of  section  125,  clause  7,  "  the  property 
of  _  &•_  debtor  shall  be  distributed  as  in  bankruptcy,"  1 
think  it  most  be  so  considered,  and  I  cannot  assent  to  the 
argnment  that  the  registration  of  a  resolution  of  creditors 
is  equivalent  for  this  purpose  to  the  granting  of  an  order  of 
discharge.  I  am  of  opinion,  therefore,  that  the  parish  is 
entitled  to  be  paid  in  rail,  and  I  declino  to  make  any  order 
iqion  this  application . 

.Soliciton  for  the  debtor,  Sham  f  Soteo*. 


COUNTY  COUET8. 

Ipswich. 

^Before  John  Wobllkdok,  Esq.,  Judge.) 

Sept  »,  30,  Oct.  21,  Nov.  16.— JS*  GroN,  a  imnkrupt. 

Ihut—ComtnuHve  nttite — Ectimarkiitg—FumU  of  default- 

iHf  tnattt  in  the  haadt  of  hit  bailken— Appropriation  of 


Eudfrumtnt  of  pared  of  dteeh  hy  tolieitor,  with  the  name 
of  a  eUtmt  to  teham  ht  wat  indebttd,  held  an  ejuitaile  tranefer 
to  tie  eUent. 

Bunhrvftey  Act,  1869,  s.  92.  Held,  that  for  the 
pttrpoHt  of  thie  teetion  at  a  teet  of  "fraudulent  pre- 
fertneee^  tho  three  months  mentioned  in  the  teetion  are  to  be 
rtdamedhaekvardifrom  adjudication  and  wot  from  the  act  of 
tantrupteif  on  which  the  at(fudiccUion  wat  grounded. 

The  qnestions  in  this  case  arose  out  of  the  bankruptcy  of 
Hr.  Benjamin  Lillistone  Qross,  solicitor,  late  county  trea- 
surer for  the  Eastern  Division  of  Snffolk,  upon  two  summonses 
issued  under  section  72  of  the  Bankruptcy  Act,  1869,  by  the 
trustee  under  the  bankruptcy,  one  calling  upon  the  National 
Provincial  Bonk,  Miss  Stone,  and  the  Magistrates  of  the  Bivi- 
sioa  to  answer  the  claims  of  the  trustee  to  the  moneys  of  the 
bankrupt  in  the  National  Provincial  Bank;  and  the  other 
calling  npon  Messrs.  Bacon  8e  Co.,  bankers,  Miss  Stone,  and 
the  lugistiates  to  answer  the  claims  of  the  trustee  to  the 
moneys  of  the  bankmpt  at  Messrs.  Bacdb  &  Co.'s.  Anotiier 
claimant.  Mr.  Oirling,  was  afterwards  made  a  party  to  the 
|iroeeedinf9s. 

Shortly  the  Cacts  were  as  follows  : — Mr.  Gross,  at  the  date 
of  his  dusppearancc,  besides  his  own  private  account  and 
one  or  two  separate  accounts  belonging  to  his  practice  as  a 
aolicitar,  which  he  kept  at  the  National  Provincial  Bank, 
Ipswich,  kept  several  separate  county  accounts  at  the 
National  Provincial  Bank,  and  two  at  Messrs.  Bacon  & 
Ca's,  Ipswich.  He  was  in  the  habit  of  mixing  the  county 
noofys  with  his  own  moneys  by  paying  cheques  received 
by  him  as  county  treasurer  to  his  own  private  account,  and 
drawing  cheques  upon  his  private  account  in  favour  of  the 
county  aciounts,  to  bring  their  balances  up  to  the  andited 
figures.  Miss  Stone  and  Mr.  Girling  were  clients  of  Mr. 
Groai,  from  whom  in  the  course  of  business  he  hadreoeived 
soms  of  money  to  be  employed  for  their  benefit,  which  sums 
Imrarer,  after  having  been  passed  to  his  private  account  had 
not  been  so  employed.  In  April  last  Mr.  Gross  committed 
an  set  of  bankruptcy,  by  al»conding,  and  was  afterwards 
4djtt)icnted  bankrupt    There  being  a  deficiency  of  assets  to 


meet  all  claims,  the  present  summonses  were  taken  out  by 
Uie  trustee  to  settle  the  qnestions. 

The  details  are    stated  in    the   judgment  of  the  Court 
{infra). 

Cutler,  for  the  trustee. — The  trustee  had  a  primd  facie 
right  to  the  fimd  till  some  one  took  it  away  from 
him,  and  the  onui  was  on  the  persons  who  said  Qie 
fiinds  were  specifically  theirs.  As  between  the  justices 
and  the  bankrupt  the  whole  contnct  was  constituted 
by  the  bond  given  by  him  in  1861  on  his  appoint- 
ment to  the  treasureruiip.  The  justices  had  nothing 
to  do  with  such  a  thing  as  a  sepsnte  estate,  and  he  {Cutler) 
was  not  aware  that  they  even  knew  there  was  an  account 
at  the  bankers'.  PrimA  facie  the  bond  was  what  rep:ulated 
the  matter,  and  under  it  there  was  a  personal  liability  on 
the  part  of  the  bankrupt  to  account,  and  nothing  more 
than  that.  Counsel  proceeded  to  explain  the  mode  of  the 
bankrupt's  procedure.  In  accordance  with  the  bond  the 
bankrupt  produced  aooounts  every  quarter,  and  they  were 
audited,  bat  the  audit  always  took  place  a  month  or  two 
subsequent  to  the  date  of  the  last  orders  which  were  audited, 
and  the  consequence  was,  that  iwsnming  that  an  audit  was 
made  on  April  6,  the  aoeounts  which  were  audited  com- 
prised no  item  beyond  the  Christmas  quarter  preceding. 
The  bankrupt,  therefore,  had  the  opportunity  of  receiving, 
and  did  receive,  very  large  sums  of  money — ^many  hun- 
dreds of  pounds— and  though  he  had  these  sums  of  money 
in  his  pocket,  and  though  they  appeared  by  his  banking 
account  to  have  been  paid  to  him,  yet  he  was  all  right 
with  the  justices,  because  they  had  only  audited  the  ao- 
oounts up  to  the  previous  quarter,  and  he  had  the  oppor- 
tunity of  dealing,  and  did  deal,  with  aU  those  moneys  which 
he  received  subsequent  to  the  audit  by  way  of  loan  to  clients, 
and  in  other  ways,  some  of  which  were  traced  and  some 
were  not.  Thus  matters  went  on  from  time  to  time,  the 
bankrapt  beinf  always  to  a  very  large  extent  in  advance  of 
his  aooount,  till  the  crash  came,  and  then  it  was  found  that 
he  had  been  transferring  sums  temporarily  from  the  county 
accounts  to  his  private  aooount  and  back  again,  in  order  to 
leave  off  with  an  apparent  but  not  a  real  credit  balance  on 
his  county  accounts. 

PhiUtridt,  for  the  justices  of  the  county,  relied  on  a  letter 
dated  April  10,  1870,  which  the  bankrupt  wrote  to  Mr. 
Borton,  the  Clerk  of  the  Peace,  when  he  left  the  country, 
in  which  he  said  that  all  the  county  moneys  were  intact 
and  stood  with  their  balances  to  the  following  accounts  : — 
General  oooaty  account  at  Bacon's,  police  aooount,  National 
Provincial  Buik,  police  euperannoation  aooount,  National 
Provincial,  militia  aooount,  Bacon's :  and  he  also  aathoiised 
and  reqaested  the  bankers  to  pay  the  balances  to  the  Clerk 
of  the  Peace  on  sight  of  that  letter.  He  contended  that, 
by  his  letter  to  Mr.  Borton,  the  bankmpt  earmarked  those 
'  balances  as  being  the  moneys  of  the  county,  and  having  so 
appropriated  them,  the  trustee  under  his  bankruptcy  could 
not  claim  them,  because  the  trustee  was  only  entitied  to 
stand  in  the  position  in  whidi  Gross  stood  before  his  bank- 
raptoy.  Then  as  to  the  daim  of  Mr.  Girling,  no  doubt 
Gross  was  trustee  for  both  the  county  and  Mr.  Oirling ;  the 
county  equity  and  Girling's  equity  were  equal,  bat  the 
oonn^  had  possession  of  the  money — Gross  haid  appro- 
priated it  to  them — and  it  could  not  be  taken  from  them  to 
their  detriment  and  handed  over  to  Girling.  The  same 
argument  applied  to  Miss  Stone's  claim.  With  regard  to 
l^e  daim  of  tiie  National  Provincial  Bank,  to  put  all  the 
aooounts  together  and  pay  the  amount  due  to  them  on  the 
overdrawn  accounts  out  of  those  which  were  in  credit  and 

Eay  over  the  balance  they  might  then  have  in  hand, 
e  should  not  question  that  the  bankers  had  a  general  lien, 
but  these  iiinds  were  trust  funds,  and  before  the  bank 
could  come  upon  them  and  resort  to  their  general  lien  on 
them,  they  must  first  exhaust  the  securities  they  held  from 
Gross.  But  he  contended  that  even  if  they  held  no  security 
at  all,  the  county  was  entitied  to  every  penny  standing  to 
the  credit  of  the  two  county  aooounts.  There  was  at  the 
National  Provincial  at  first  a  mixed  account,  but  the 
bankers  had  notice  that  there  were  county  moneys  paid  in 
to  the  mixed  account,  and  in  1869  a  spedal  account  was 
opened  for  the  purpose  of  keeping  the  county  moneys  dis- 
tinct. Mr.  Smith '(the  manager  of  the  National  Provincial 
Bank  at  Ipswich)  must  have  known  that  the  account 
headed  "  Police  Account,"  to  which  county  moneys  were 
paid  by  the  county  treasurer,  was  a  county  account.  There 
might  be  no  express  notice  that  the  account  was  a  trust 
account,  but  there  was  implied  notice,  and  if  Mr.  Smith 
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had  directed  his  attention  to  the  matter  he  must  have 
known  it.  Xhsre  was,  at  any  rate,  that  which  ought  to 
liave  been  noticed,  and  if  hy  the  exercise  of  ordinary  cau- 
tion the  banker  might  have  known  that  the  money*  were 
trust  monovB,  when  the  cuatomer  became  a  defauter  on 
other  accounts,  the  bankers  could  not  lay  his  hand  upon  the 
trust  funds  and  say  he  would  pay  himself  from  them.     He 

nted  out  certain  memoranda  against  items  in  the  pass- 
:,  such  as  "  police  fees,"  as  constitating  notice  to  the 
1)ank  that  the  account  was  a  county  account. 

Noteult,  for  Mr.  Girling,  called  Mr.  W.  S.  Yaiington, 
who  was  solicitor  to  the  vendor  of  the  two  properties  which 
Mr.  Girling  bought,  and  who  proTod  that  the,  purchase- 
money,  £490  lOii.,  which  Mr.  Girling  had  paid  to  Mr.  Gross, 
had  not  been  paid  to  the  vendor.  He  produced  a  letter 
from  Gross  to  his  firm,  stating  that  the  money  to  complete 
one  of  the  purchases  had  been  lying  at  call  at  the  Imnk. 
He  then  submitted  that  the  money  his  cUent  had  paid  to 
Gross  was  a  trust. 

Mr.  'WoBLLBDOE  Said  the  question  was  whether  Mr. 
Girling  could  follow  the  money. 

Xoteuit  said  he  must  admit  that  he  eould  not  do  so  ;  the 
account  was  overdrawn,  the  bank  had  no  notice,  and  this 
money  was  not  earmarked,  and  if  his  case  depended  on  that 
ground  alone  he  would  be  out  of  court,  bnt  the  bank  held 
a  large  number  of  securities — more  than  enough  to  pay  the 
two  debtor  accounts — and  he  submitted  that  Girling  waa 
entitled  to  have  the  securities  marshalled  in  his  favour. 

Mr.  WoKLi.HnoE  said  as  Mr.  GHrling  could  not  follow  the 
fond,  he  was  merely  a  creditor. 

Abdi^,  for  the  National  Provincial  Bank,  said,  apparently 
there  was  a  sum  of  about  £480  on  a  general  balance  of  the 
bankrupt's  accounts,  bnt  he  could  not  say  that  was  so,  as  the 
bank  had  just  discovered  liabilities  to  tiiB  amount  of  some 
£1,200,  which  from  Gross's  fraud  might  be  thrown  on  them. 
When  it  was  ascertained  what  there  was  in  their  hands  they 
would,  upon  proper  security  being  given  them,  pay  it  to  such 
persons  as  the  C!onrt  should  decree.  The  bank  were  not 
claimants,  but  rather  in  the  position  of  defencbmts.  It  was 
doubtful  whether  this  Court  could  decide  between  the  bank 
and  the  connty. 

Mr.  WoKLLEDOE  Said  he  had  no  doubt,  from  Se  Aiiderton 
(L.  R.  3  Eq.  337,  15  W.  R.  246),  that  it  w;as  his  duty  in  a 
bankruptcy  to  dispose  of  all  matters  arising  in  it. 

Abdy  said,  counsel  for  the  justices  had  assumed  that  the 
fund  in  the  hands  of  the  bank  was  a  trust  fund,  and  that 
the  bank  had  knowledge  of  the  trust,  but  he  {Aidg)  denied 
that  the  relationship  of  trustee  and  eettui  que  tnut 
existed,  tip  to  1869  tiiere  was  but  one  account,  and  up  to 
that  time  the  county  could  have  no  claim  at  all ;  and  al- 
though after  that  date,  for  the  bankrupt's  oonvenienoe  and 
at  his  request,  a  separate  account  was  opened,  that  did  not ' 
affect  the  bank  with  a  knowledge  of  this  being  a 
special  fund,  and  that  being  so  it  was  not  in  their  hands  a 
a  trust  fund  of  any  kind  whatever.  Then,  tiiongh  there 
were  two  accounts,  the  bankrupt  treated  them  so  as  to 
mislead  the  buakeis,  for  be  went  on  dealing  with  both  ac- 
counts as  before  there  was  any  separation,  for  he  took  moneys 
from  the  one  and  paid  them  to  the  other  as  it  suited  him. 
If  when  the  bankrupt  went  away  the  poHoe  account  had 
been  overdrawn,  would  the  county  have  taken  that  debt  on 
their  shoulders?  The  bank  came  into  court  with  clean 
hands,  and  had  no  knowledge  whatever  of  this  being  a  tnut 
fund,  if  it  were  such,  which  he  denied. 

Cutler  replied  (Miss  Stone's  case  having  been  adjourned, 
in  consequence  of  the  absence  of  a  witness)  urging  that  Gross 
was  personally  liable  to  account  to  the  magistrates  and  was 
not  a  trustee,  and  that  neither  of  these  accounts  was  a  trust 
account.  If,  however,  his  Honour  thought  there  was  a 
trust,  then  an  account  must  be  taken  to  ascertain  how  much 
of  the  money  was  ,county  money,  for  he  would  have  no 
difficulty  in  showing  that  many  of  the  payments  into 
Bacon's  were  not  county  money.  He  admitted  that  the 
National  Provincial  Bank  had  a  right  to  pay  themselves 
out  of  the  fund  in  their  hands,  and  contended  that  the 
balance  and  the  securities  they  held  should  be  handed  over 
to  the  trustee.  He  asked  that  the  trustee's  costs  might  be 
paid  out  of  the  fond  in  any  case. 

Mr.  WoRLLEDGB  made  an  order  to  that  effect 

Mr.  Hudson  (from  Walters,  Young,  &  Co.,  Lincoln 's-inn), 

for  Miss  Stone,  asked  that  the  trustee  might  be  ordered  to 

give  up  to  Miss  Stone  the  deeds  relating  to  a  mortage 

of  a  specialty  debt  for  £800,  which  were  found  in  Mr. 


Gross's  safe.  I'he  mortgage  was  to  a  Mr.  Woodcock,  and 
on  the  paper  in  which  the  deeds  were  enveloped  was  an 
endorsement  that  Mr.  Woodcock  was  trustee  for  Mr.  Gross, 
and  that  they  were  the  property  of  the  latter,  and  there  had 
bem  added,  in  Mr.  Gross's  nandwriting,  "For  Miss  Stone." 

Cutler  resisted  the  motion,  on  the  ground  that  the  mort- 
gage was  not  bought  with  Miss  Stonas  money,  and  that  the 
endorsement  in  Mr.  Gross's  handwriting,  being  undated, 
must  be  presumed  to  have  been  made  at  the  last  moment, 
and  within  three  months  of  his  bankmptoy,  in  which  case, 
if  it  was  an  equitable  transfer  to  Miss  Stone,  it  was  an  iu- 
due  preference  and  void.  He  suggested  that  the 
bankrupt's  motive  for  the  transfer  was  that  he  had  defiaoded 
MisBS  BCone  of  a  large  amount  of  money,  and  by  doing  this 
he  was  restoring  some  of  it  to  her.  He  called  Mr. 
MacDonald,  aolicitor,  London,  who  said,  about  the  end  of 
1868  Mr.  Groas  went  to  him  ejti  told  him  he  could  bu}[  a 
specialty  debt  of  £800  for  £S00,  the  reason  for  the  price 
beine  so  low  being  that  the  original  deed  was  loat,  and 
asked  him  to  join  him  in  the  transaction.  Mr.  MacDonald 
declined,  and  Mr.  Gross  then  raised  the  £600  to  buT  it 
himself,  and  tiie  debt  was  transferred  to  Mr.  Woodcock,  a 
friend  of  Mr.  MacDoHald's,  at  Mr.  Gross's  request,  the 
latter  not  wishing  his  name  to  appear.  Subsequently  Mr. 
Gross  asked  that  the  deeds  might  be  sent  to  'him,  aa  he 
wanted  to  use  them  at  the  bank,  and  they  were  sent  with  an 
endorsement  that  they  were  Mr.  Gross's  prsperty. 

Mr.  WosLLEDOE  said  it  was  clear  the  money  did  not  come 
from  Miss  Stone. 

Miss  Stone,  on  being  called,  said  she  knew  nothing  of 
£500  of  her's  being  invested  in  this  way. 

It  appeared  that  the  bankrupt  left  England  on  April 
8,  and  was  adjudicated  on  July  14,  so  that  the  endorse- 
ment must  have  been  made  more  than  three  moAths  before 
the  bankmptey. 

Mr.  WoKLLEDQE  thereupon  said,  cadit  quaitio,  and,  con- 
sidering tliat  the  endorsement  was  an  equitable  transfer  to 
Miss  Stone,  ordered  the  deeds  to  be  given  up  to  her. 

Cutler  said  that,  admitting  that  a  sum  of  £2,929  17s.  2d. 
paid  into  the  bankrupt's  private  account  on  November  13, 
1866,  was  Miss  Stone's  money,  still  when  it  was  paid  in  the 
account  was  overdrawn  and  ue  money  was  absorbed  in  pay- 
ment of  the  debt  to  the  bankers;  and,  by  the  authori^  of 
Broum,  v.  Adams,  17  W.  R.  999,  L.  E.  4  Ch.  764,  and 
Pmntll  V.  DtffeU,  14  D.  M.  &  G.  372, 1  W.  R.  499,  under 
these  circumstances  the  fund  was  dissipated,  and  Miss  Stone's 
claim  could  not  be  supported.  In  point  of  fact  if  a  balance 
had  been  struck  it  would  have  been  found  to  be  overdrawn 
to  about  half  that  amount,  but  there  was  subsequently  a 
■fvrjUan  overdraft 

Mr.  Hudson  then  contended  that  the  bank  had  constructive 
notice  that  the  money  was  Miss  Stone's.  Therefore  they 
could  not  set  it  off  against  the  balance  due  from  the  bank* 
rupt  He  cited  Frith  v.  Cartlmd,  13  W.  R.  498,  84  L.  J.  Ch. 
801,  S  H.  &  M.  417.-  He  (Mr.  Hudson)  had  a  right  to  follow 
specific  transfers  of  the  money  that  included  this  trust  money 
to  the  other  accounts  at  Bacon's  bank.  The  cheques,  which 
were  bond  fide  payments,  he  admitted  must  be  deducted,  but 
these  were  not  paymenla,  but  simply  transfers  for  the  con- 
venience of  the  bankrupt.  His  case  amounted  to  this,  that  the 
National  Provincial  Bank  had  constructive  notice  that  this 
£2,929  was  a  trust  fond  against  which  they  could  not  charge 
any  balance  the  bankrupt  owed  them,  and  if  that  was  not  so, 
the  transfers  he  had  enumerated  were  not  payment  within 
the  meaning  of  Frith  v.  Cartland,  and  did  not  extinguish  the 
fund. 

Cutler,  in  reply,  said  that  the  whole  of  Mr.  Hudson's  case 
depended  on  his  allegation  of  fraud  on  the  part  of  the  bank, 
for  if  the  bank  knew  that  this  was  Miss  Stone's  money,  it 
was  the  grossest  fraud  on  their  part  to  permit  Gross  to  deal 
with  it  as  he  had  done.  It  was  a  mere  refinement  to  talk 
about  constructive  notice.  The  bank  either  knew  it  was 
Miss  Stone's,  or  they  did  not  If  they  knew  it,  they  wero 
in  collusion  with  Gross  to  deprive  this  unfortunate  lady  of 
her  money ;  and  he  asked  whether  any  judge  or  jury  would 
hold  that  the  bank,  without  any  motive  whatever,  wonld 
have  committed  the  act  imputed  to  them,  and  in  cellusion 
with  Gross  hare  taken  this  money  P  It  could  not  be 
contended  that  the  bank  ought  to  have  put  together  the 
payment  of  certain  cheques  and  the  fact  that  there  vraa  a 
certain  sum  of  money  standing  in  the  names  of  two  of  the 
bank  directors,  and  to  have  tollowed  up  the  matter  like  a 
detective,  and  so  unearthed  this  fraud.    With  nf^enoe  to 
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Hr.  Hodton's  contention  that  the  bank  could  not  set  off 
this  money  againat  the  overdrawn  acooant,  all  depended 
on  the  enstence  of  fraud ;  if  there  irere  no  debt  in  law, 
irtiich  there  dearly  was  not  in  the  absence  of  fraud,  there 
could  be  oo  debt  in  equity,  for  Miss  Scone  could  not  call 
in  the  aid  of  equity  to  establish  a  debt  which  had  no  exist- 
■enco.  He  denied  that  PritA  t.  Cartland  applied  to  tiiia  oase: 
if  it  did  it  was  orerrated  by  tiie  subaequant  decision  in 
£row»'r.  Adaau. 
Noteutt  {lit  Mr.  Girling. 

Aidjf,  for  the  National  ProTincial  Bank,  contended  that 
there  was  no  ground  for  saying  the  bank  was  affected  with 
knowledge. 

Mr.  Edward  Bromley  for  the  county,  in  the  absence 
of  Fhilbriek,  argued  that  Miss  Stone's  case  was  not  so 
s^ong  as  that  of  the  county.  The  county  was  not  affected 
by  tiie  notloe  to  the  bank,  but  was  a  cestui  qut  Irtut 
whose  numey  waa  in  Oross's  hands.  The  equities  of  the 
county  and  Hiss  Stone  were  equal,  but  the  money  waa 
actually  standing  in  the  name  of  the  county,  whilst  there 
waa  no  aiwonnt  headed  "  Miss  Stone,"  and  the  money  could 
not,  where  the  equities  were  equal,  be  taken  firom  the  party 
inpoMeaaion. 

Cur.  adv.  vult. 
Not.  16. — Mr.  Wosllbdok. — Before  coming  to  the  dia- 
■coasion  of  the  claims  of  the  sereral  parties  to  the  fhnds  in 
•questioa  in  this  case  it  will  be  deairable  to  advert  to  Mr. 
Groas's  position  previously  to  his  bankruptcy,  and  Vke  mode 
in  which  he  kept  his  banking  accounts.    iSi.  Gross  carried 
on  hnaineBa  in   Ipswich  for  many  years  as  a  solicitor  ;  and 
in  October,  1860,  was  appointed  Treasurer  of  the  County 
Bates  for  the  Eastern  Division  of  Suffolk,  and  in  the  follow- 
ing Jaanary  Mr.  Groaa  and  Messrs.  B.  B.  Catt  and  Charles 
iiitim,  aa  his  sureties,  entered  into  a  bond  in  the  penal  sum 
of  £2,000,  conditioned  that  Mr.  Gross  "  should  well  and 
truly  aoooont  for  all  sums  of  money  received  and  paid  by 
liim  by  reason  or  on  account  of  his  said  office ;  and  did  and 
atwim  make  due  payment  of  all  such  orders  as  should  from 
tiBA  to  time  be  niade  or  cndered  by  the  said  Court  of  Quarter 
Seanaaa,  fce.;  and  also  did  and  should  faithfully  discharge 
ami  perform  all  the  truitt  reposed  in  him  by  the  said  ap. 
patntanent"    The  oonditions  of  the  bond  did  not  require 
that  Xr.  Oroea  should  keep  any  separate  or  distinct  banking 
aoeount,  with  reference  to  the  funds  he  should  receive  from 
the  county  rates  by  virtue  of  his  office,  hut  from  the  very 
&st  it  appear!  that  Mr.  Gross  kept  an  account  with  Messrs. 
Bacon  t  Co.  as  county  treasurer.    The  accotmt  was  headed 
*'iStma.  Baoon,  Cobbold,  Bodwell,  &  Cobbold, 
**  In  account  with 
"  Dli        B.  L.  Gross,  Esq.,  County  Treasurer.        Cr," 
And  all  cheques  drawn  by  Mr.  Gross  on  that  account  were 
<^n«d  "B.  L.  Gross,  Tress.,  E.S." 

Hr.  Gboaa  also  kept  another  county  account  with  Maaars. 
Bacon  ft  (X,  called  "  The  Militia  Account,"  which  W4« 
thus  headed — 

"HtBoi.  BaooB,  Cobbold,  Rod  well,  &  Cobbold, 
"  In  account  with 
*'  Or.        Mr.  B.  L.  G^roas,  '  Militia  Account.'        Or." 
And  the  cheques  drawn  on  that  account  were  signed— 
S.  I*,  Oraaa,  Treas.,  ES.  I 
Militia  Account.        J 
Hie  above  were  all  the  accounts  Mr.  Gross  kept   at 
Measrs.  Baoon  &  Co.'s. 

His  own  private  account  the  whole  time  he  was  county 
trtasurer  Hr.  Gross  kept  at  the  National  Provincial 
Bant^  Ipewioh,  and.for  some  years  amalgamated  with  it  the 
"Poliee  Aooonnt,"  it  being  part  of  his  duty  as  county 
treaaorer  to  receive  the  police  rates  and  pay  the  poUoe 
throuh  their  several  superintendents ;  but  in  February, 
18<^  Mr.  Orcas  opened  a  distinct  account  for  the  police  at 

the  National  Provincial  Bank  which  is  headed 

•*  The  National  Provincial  Bank  of  England. 
■"Dr.  in  account  with  oontra  or 

*  Benjn.  L.  Gross,  Esq.,  solicitor,  Ipswich. 
"Police  Account." 
And  afier  diat  account  was  opened  all  cheques  drawn  on 
that  account  had  "  Police  "  or  '•  Police  Account  "  written  on 
ihcoi  for  the  sake  of  distinction. 

Xr.  Orots  also  kept  an  account  called  the  "  Superannua- 
tJou  Fund "  account,  which  was  a  branch  of  the  Police 
Account  at  the  National  Proviiicial  Bank,  and  that  account 
•as  beaded  "  Superannuation  Fund." 


1  shall  advert  again  to  the  circumstanoea  under  which 
the  aeparate  Police  Account  waa  opened  at  the  National 
Provincial  Bank,  when  I  come  to  consider  the  daim  of  that 
bank  as  against  the  county  magistrates. 

Besides  the  above,  Mr.  Gross  had  three  other  accounts 
at  the  National  Provincial  Bank — viz.,  "  Special  Account," 
"  E.  G.  Account,"  and  "  B.  B.  C.  Account,"  to  which  I  need 
not  further  advmt. 

With  reference  to  the  county  rates  the  procedure  was  this 
— ^At  each  Quarter  Sessions  the  magistrates  ordered  the  levy 
of  two  county  rates, one  "general"  and  one  "constabn- 
lary,"  at  ao  muoh  in  the  pound,  and  the  quota  payable  by 
eadi  union  waa  fixed  in  the  order  of  seamons,  and  I  will  take 
for  example  the  rates  ordered  at  the  Miohanlmas  sessions, 
1869,  which  were  ordered  in  the  following  form :  — 

"  Conner  of  Suffolk. 
"  Esstem  division. 

"  Rates  ordered  at  the  October  seaaions,  1869,  and  directed 
to  be  paid  to  Benjamin  Lillistone  Gross,  Esq.,  treasurer  for 
the  said  eastern  division,  on  or  before  the  21st  day  of  Decern* 
her  next" 

Then  follow  the  names  of  the  unions,  with  their  quotas  of 
the  "general "  and  "  constabulary,"  rates  payable  by  each 
set  opposite  their  names.  * 

Then  the  Clerk  of  the  Peace  issued  his  precept  to  the 
several  Unions,  specifying  therein  the  quota  payable  by 
each  parish  in  the  XTnion,  and  then  the  Treasurer  of  eacA 
Union  paid  Mr.  Gross  the  General  and  Constabulary  Rates 
by  one  cheque,  and  he  paid  the  General  County  Expenses 
and  the  PoUce  upon  orders  issued  by  the  Magistrates  and 
the  Clerk  of  the  Peace.  Mr.  Gross's  accounts  as  County 
Treasurer,  for  a  particular  quarter,  were  audited  at  or  before 
the  expiration  of  the  following  quarter,  but  it  does  not 
appear  that  any  banker's  pass-oook  was  ever  called  for  or 
produced  at  the  audits.  Such  appears  to  have  been  the 
course  of  proceeding  with  reference  to  the  county  rates. 

And  80  matters  went  on  till  suddenly,  on  the  8th  April 
last,  Mr.  Gross  left  this  country  and  has  never  returned,  and 
on  the  14th  of  Julv  last  he  was  adjudicated  bankrupt,  the 
act  of  bankruptcy  being  that  he  did  on  the  8th  April,  with 
intent  tn  defeat  or  delay  his  creditors,  depart  out  of  England. 

At  the  time  of  Mr.  Gross's  departure  from  England  the 
seventl  banking  accounts  above  referred  to  stood  as  fol- 
lows : — 

At  Bacon's  and  Co. 


d. 
7 
1 


General  County  Account,  in  credit       ...    1,333    I 

Militia  Account,  in  credit  19  U 

At  the  National  Provincial  Bank. 

£    8.  d. 

Groas's  Private  Account,  overdrawn      ...       973  18  7 

Police  Account,  in  credit 2,009  16  8 

Superannuation  Fund  Account,  in  credit       862  13  10 

Special  Account,  overdrawn        1,729    3  6 

E.  G.  Account,  in  credit 21  II  7 

B.  B.  0.  Account,  in  ctedit       ,..       ...        8S  17  $ 

Hence  it  appean  tliat  at  the  time  Mr.  Gross  committed 
the  act  of  bankruptcy  all^the  county  mMOOntd,  so  to  speak, 
were  in  credit,  and  if  the' six  accounts  at  the  National  Fro- 
vinclal  Bank  are  to  be  treated  as  one  account  and  amalga- 
mated, there  would  be  a  balance  in  bankrupt's  favour,  as  I 
make  it,  of  £376  17s.  4d.  The  National  Provincial  Bank 
also  holds  divers  securities  deposited  by  the  bankrupt. 

Having  premised  thus  much,  I  will  now  proceed  to 
consider  the  claims  of  the  various  parties  before  the  Court, 
but  I  shall  take  them  in  an  order  different  to  that  in  which 
they  were  presented  to  the  Court. 

I  shall  consider  Mr.  Girling's  claim  first,  which  arose  in 
this  way— In  March  and  April  1869,  Mr.  Girling  bought 
at  an  auction  certain  houses,  and  paid  deposits,  leaving  a 
total  of  £190  10s.  due  as  the  balance  of  purchase-money. 
Messrs.  Cobbold  &  Yarrington  acted  as  solicitors  for  the 
vendors,  and  Mr.  Gross,  the  bankrupt,  aa  solidtor  for  Gir- 
ling. The  second  purchase  was  not  completed  at  the  time 
appointed,  but  on  the  22nd  of  June,  1869,  Girling  paid  the 
bankrupt  £190  10s.  by  a  cheque  payable  to  order,  which 
was  endorsed  by  the  bankrupt  and  paid  into  his  private 
account  at  the  National  Provincial  Bank ;  and  in  his  private 
account  pass-book  there  is  this  entry  to  the  bankrupt's 
credit  "  June  22,  Girling,  £490  10s,"  but  the.  National 
Provincial  Bank  had  no  notice  that  it  waa  not  Gross's  own 
money,  or  for  what  purpose  Girling  had  paid  it  to  Mr. 
Gross.    The  purchoses,  to  complete  which  the  £490  lOs. 


Digitized  by 


Google 


100 


THE  SOLICITORS'  JOURNAL  &.  KEPORTER.  Dec  10,1870. 


ma  paid  to  Hr.  Otoaa,  never  were  completed,  the  reason 
Mng,  as  stated  by  Mr.  Yarrington,  who  was  colled  as  a 
^tneas  for  Girlinir,  that  the  property  was  sahject  to  a 
aoortgage  and  that  enongb  was  not  sold  to  dear  the  mort- 
gage. At  all  events  the  £499  10s.  was  never  paid  to  the 
vendors  or  returned  to  Oirlmg,bat  was  left  in  the  bank.  TTpon 
this  state  of  facts  Mr.  Notcatt,  for  Glirling,  contended  that 
the  £490  108.  was  a  trust  fond  entmsted  to  Qross  for  a 
porticolar  pnrposo,  which  it  nndoabtedly  was,  and  that 
Girling  had  a  right  to  follow  the  trust  rand  and  to  have 
X490  10s.  paid  to  him  from  the  fands  in  the  National  Pro- 
vineial  Bank,  or  at  all  events,  that  the  secorities  in  the 
hands  of  that  bank  shonld  be  marshalled  in  GKrling's 
&voar. 

As  to  the  first  point,  according  to  the  law  laid  down  in  all 
the  cases  upon  the  subject  from  Dtvayne*  v.  Nolle  (^Clajft<m.'$ 
eatt),  1  Merivole  £86,  to  Brovm  v.  Adami,  L.  R.4  Ch.  764,  it  is 
dear  that  in  a  banking  account  the  payments  in  and  drafts 
out  must  be  set  one  against  the  other  in  their  order  of  dates ; 
ooDseqnently,  if  before  the  £490  lOs.  was  paid  in  on  the 
22nd  June,  1869,  Gross's  account  was  overdrawn  to  a 
greater  extent  than  £490  lOi.,  it  would  be  appropriated  in 
discbarge  of  that  amount  of  overdraft,  and  the  trust  fimd 
would  be  annihilated,  and  if  the  account  afterwards  became 
in  credit,  the  trust  would  not  attach  to  the  sum  afterwards 
standing  to  the  credit  of  the  account.  Now,  upon  referring 
to  the  pass-books,  I  find,  if  we  take  the  private  account  alone, 
to  the  credit  of  .which  tbe  £490  lOa.  was  paid  in,  it  was 
overdrawn  to  the  rxtent  of  i'3,202  98.  Id.  on  the  evening 
of  June  21,  1869 ;  and  if  we  treat  aJl  the  accounts  Oross 
then  had  (the  special  account  not  being  then  opened)  at  the 
National  Provincial  Bank  as  one  account,  they  were  at  the 
same  date  overdrawn  to  the  extent  of  £1,085  18s  lid.; 
therefore,  when  the  £490 10s.  was  paid  in  it  was  appropriated 
In  the  dischai^e  of  so  much  of  the  overdraft  as  was  alMorbed 
and  gone.  Tbe  fund,  therefore,  cannot  be  followed,  and  if 
it  cannot  be  followed  I  cannot  see  what  ground  there  is  for 
narshallrog  the  securities  in  Hr.  Grtrline's  favour.  I 
think,  tberefore,  his  claim  entirely  falls  and  must  be  dis- 
missed. 

I  will  next  consider  Miss  Stone's  case. 

Mr.  Hudson  'claimed  on  her  behalf  ont  of  the  fond  in 
Messrs.  Bacon  k  Co.'s  bank  the  sum  of  £1,012  14s.  fid., 
and  out  of  that  in  the  National  Provincial  Bank  police 
account  £1,619  19s.  6d.  under  the  following  eiroom- 
■tances.  Miss  Stone  employed  Mr.  Gross  as  her  solicitor. 
She  was  possessed  of  a  sum  of  £1,166  13s.  4d.  Bank  Stock, 
standing  in  her  own  name;  and  at  Mr.  Gross's  instance,  he 
representing  that  he  could  make  more  interest  of  her  money 
by  investing  it  on  mortgage,  she  gave  him  a  power  of 
attorney  to  receive  the  dividends  of  the  Bank  Stook  and  to 
sell  ont  the  principal.  Nothing,  however,  was  done  under 
the  power  of  attorney  for  some  years,  till,  on  the  12th 
November,  1866,  Mr.  Pater,  a  stockbroker,  by  Mr.  (Jross's 
orders,  but  without  the  authority  or  knowledge  of  Miss 
Stone,  sold  out  the  £1,166  18s.  4d.  at  S4S  per  cent, 
which,  after  deducting  the  broker's  cha»es,  produced 
£2,864  Ob.  6d.,  and  at  the  same  time  Mr.  Pater  received 
the  dividend  warrant  on  the  same,  amounting  to 
£76  1 6s.  8d.,  and  he  gave  Mr.  Gross  a  cheque  for  the 
£2.854  Os.  6d.,  and  the  dividend  warrant  for  £76 16s.  8d.,both 
which  Mr.  Gross  paid  into  the  National  Provincial  Bank 
head  office  in  London  on  the  12th  of  November,  1866,  with 
directions  to  transmit  both  sums,  amounting  together  to 
£2,929  17s.  2d.  to  their  Ipswich  bisnch,  and  there  is  this 
entry  in  Mr.  Gross's  pass-book  with  the  National 
Provincial  Bank,  Ipswich,  to  his  credit : — "  1866.  Nov. 
13.  Head  Office.  £2,929 17s.  2d."  Shortly  before  December 
13,  1866,  Mr.  Gross  proposed  to  Mr.  A.  C.  Smith,  the 
manager  of  the  National  Provincial  Bank,  Inswioh,  to 
allow  him  4  per  cent  interest  on  his  floating  balance  for 
a  term  of  years,  and  upon  Mr.  Smith's  decliung  to  do  so, 
be  directed  Mr.  Smith  to  norchase  for  him  the  identical  snm 
of  £1,166  ISs.  4d.  Bank  Stock,  not  in  Miss  Stone's  name  or 
his  own  name,  but  in  that  of  two  of  the  directors  of  the 
National  Provincial  Bank,  the  object  being  that  the  bank 
Btock  shonld  be  a  security  to  the  National  Provincial  Bank 
for  any  accommodation^lGross  might  thereafter  require ; 
and  accordingly  Gross  drew  a  cheque  in  Mr.  Smith's 
favour,  dated  iJecomberlS,  1866,  for  £2,915  4«.  2d.,  and  on 
the  same  date  in  Gross's  pass  book  is  this  entry  on  the 
debit  side—"  1866.  December  13.  By  Smith  £2,915  4s. 
2d.,"  and  with  that  sum  £1,166  18s.  4d.  Bank  Stock  was 
purchased     in     the    names     of    Messrs.    Maxwell    and 


Kinaton,  two  of  the  directors  of  the  National  Provinciil 
BanL  Pram  that  time  the  dividends  of  the  Bank  Stock 
were  received  by  the  National  Provincial  Bank  and  put 
to  Gross's  credit,  and  Oraos,  gentcally  about  three  weeb 
or  a  month  after  tlia  dividends  were  put  to  his  credit, 
seat  a  cheque  for  the  aasoont  of  each  dividend  to  Mia 
Stone,  and  she  duly  received  the  dividends  down  to 
October,  1869,  and  Miss  Stone  never  knew  till  after  6ra« 
left  England  that  her  Bank  Stock  was  sold.  The  £1,1(6 
ISs.  4a.  continued  standing  in  the  cames  of  the  tm 
directors  down  to  February  last,  and  on  the  1st  of  tbat 
month  Gross  gave  a  written  order  to  the  National  Provisdil 
Bank  to  sell  the  Bonk  Stock  and  nlaue  the  proceeds  to  the 
credit  of  his  account  at  the  Ipswicn  Branch,  which  wu  ac- 
cordingly done,  and  in  Gross's  private  account  pass-book 
with  tiiat  bonk  I  find  the  followiiu;  entry  on  the  credit 
aide:—"  1870.  February  4.  Ada  of  Bonk  Stock 
£2,771  13a.  lOd.,"  and  snbaoqnently  two  sums,  £91S12s.  Id. 
and  £604  7s.  3d.,  amounting  together  to  £1,619  19s.  6d., 
were  transferred  from  Gross's  private  account  at  the 
National  Provincial  Bank  to  his  police  aooonnt  tiiete,  sal 
four  sums,  viz.,  £318  Os.  6d.,  £285  16s.  «d.,  £2(7  6s.  lOd., 
and  £166  10s.  Sd.,  amounting  together  to  £1,012  14s.  id., 
were,  subsequently  to  February  4,  transferred  from  Gioi^t 
private  account  at  the  National  Provincial  Bank  to  the 
County  Treasurer's  aeoonnt  at  Bacon's,  and  the  six  sobib 
last  above  mentioned  make  up  the  amount  claimed  lot  Hisi 
Stone,  and  Mr.  Hudson  put  nis  case  thus.  He  cont»?nd«d, 
first,  that  the  National  Provincial  Bank  had  constructive 
notice  that  the  £2,929  17s.  2d.  paid  into  their  bank  by  Hr. 
Gross  on  the  12th  November,  1866,  was  trust  meney,  be- 
longing to  Miss  Stone,  and  that  the  bank  was  theiefeie 
liable  to  make  the  sum  good.  And,  secondly,  that,  whether 
thqr  had  notice  or  not  lie  had  a  right  to  follow  the  tnut 
fund  through  its  ro-investment  in  Bank  Stock  in  the  names 
of  the  two  directors  of  the  bank.  The  evidence  Mr.  Hudson 
relied  upon  to  show  tiiat  tiie  National  Provincial  Bank  had 
such  constmctiTe  notice  was  as  follows.  The  cheane  tst 
£2,854  Os.  6d.,  part  of  the  £2,929  17s.  2d.,  which  Gnst 
paid  into  the  head  office  in  London,  was  in  this  form,  ss 
produced  at  the  hearing— 

"Miss  Stone.  London.  12  Nov.,  1866. 

No.  F.  16,218. 
The  Alliance  Bank,  limited,  Bartholomew-lane. 

Pay  4178  or  Bearer 

Twenty-eight  hundred  aad  fifty-four  ponnds  and  sixpence. 

£2,854    0    6 

p.  p.   Patek  &  Co. 

Thos.  D.  Bbowu." 
(Crossed.  "National  Provincial,"  in  print) 

And  further,  the  fiwt  that  during  all.  the  time  the  Bank 
Stock  stood  in  the  names  of  the  two  directors  of  the  Natioiial 
Frovindai  Bank  (tbat  is  to  say)  from  December,  1866,  to 
February,  1870,  Gross  paid  the  dividends  of  the  Bank  Stock 
to  Miss  Stone  by  cheques  on  the  National  Provincial  Bank, 
Ipswich,  very  shortly  after  such  dividends  were  put  to  hit 
credit  in  his  aocotmt  with  the  bank  ;  and  the  cheques  were 
cashed  bv  the  National  Provincial  Bank,  Ipswich,  and  put 
to  GhtMs  8  debit  The  two  earliest  cheques,  via.,  for  the 
dividends  due  April  and  October,  1867,  were  made  payable, 
not  to  "  Miss  Stone,  or  bearer,"  but  to  "  No.  71,  orbeiaw," 
and  could  not,  thw«fore,  give  any  information  at  all  as  to 
the  party  receiving  the  money.  The  subsequent  dieqoes 
were  all  madepavable  to  Miss  Stone  or  order,  and  endcoaed 
by  her.  Mr.  HndsMi  contended  that  I  moat  put  all  the  above 
evidence  together,  and  look  at  it  as  a  whole,  and,  that  so 
looked  at  it  waa  sufficient  to  affect  the  bank  with  notice ; 
and  since  the  hearing,  aooording  to  arrangemsat  then  madik 
Mr.  Hudson  has  sent  me  a  list  of  coses  upon  the  point  and 
I  have  looked  at  those  to  which  I  have  had  aooess,  and  the 
condnaion  to  which  I  have  come  is  that  the  evidence  is  not 
snffident  to  affect  the  bank  with  notice.  I  apprehend  that 
to  NOVO  notice  of  a  fact  there  must  be  evidence  conv^isg 
a  direct  statement  of  the  feet — not  merely  evidenoe  Bom 
which  a  clever  detective  might  discover  suoh  fact;  and,  si 
was  well  put  by  one  of  the  learned  counsel,  it  is  no  part  of 
bankers'  duty  to  assmae  the  position  of  a  detaottve,  and 
ferret  ont  the  frauds  of  their  dients. 

The  next  point  is — ^Is  Miss  Stone  entitlod  to  foHow  the 
trust  fund,  or  any  part  of  it  ?  And  in  oonaidoting  it  we 
must  bear  in  mind  the  rule  in  Clayton' t  cat*  («M  «iy.). 

Now,  on  the  13th  of  November,  1866,  aftmr  tiia  Bank 
Stock  was  first  sold  out,  and  the  £2,929  17s.  2d.  pofal  to 
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Oiow'a  credit  at  the  Nattonal  ProTincial  Bank,  Ipswich, 

tb»  nun  total  on  the  <aredit  aide  of  the  ao- 

«ountwaa  £12,245    9    0 

And  the  total  amonnt  of  the  debit  side 

down  to  the  night  of  the  I3tti  of  De- 

cemlier,   before  the   £3,916    4s.  3d. 

was   drawn   oat,    with    which    the 

£1,166  ISs.  4d.  Bank  Stock  was  fe- 

pmchased,  was 11,019  10    7 

And,    aocoiding  to   the  ralo  in   Clay- 
Um'M  ca$$,   theie   was   left    of    the 

£8,929  17s.  2d. 1,236  18    6 

And  which  sma  of  £1,235  ISs.  Sd.  was  clearly  trust  money. 
And  then  the  nest  morning,  December  13,  1866,  when 
tfao  sum  of  £2,916  4s.  2d.  was  drawn  out,  that  sam  indaded 
£1.235  I8SL  Sd.  which  was  affected  with  the  trost ;  and  had 
the  £1,166  18s.  4d.  been  still  standing  in  the  names  of  the 
two  bank  direstots,  I  think  Hiss  Stone  would  dearly  have 
been  entitled  to  so  much  of  such  Bulk  Stock  as  would  be 
eqniTaleot  to  £1,236  18s.  5d.  sterling.  It  becomes  neces- 
aaiT-,  therefore,  to  consider  the  state  of  Gross's  account 
just  before  the  £2,771  13s.  4d.— the  proceeds  of  the  sale  of 
the  Bank  Stock  in  Febmanr  last — was  paid  to  the  credit  of 
the  piiTate  account;  and  I  find  that,  taking  Gross's 
pnT-iite  account  alone,  it  was,  on  the  evening  of  the  3rd 
cf  February  last,  overdrawn  to  the  extent  of  £1,389  4s.  Id.; 
or,  taking  all  Oioas's  six  accounts  at  the  National  Frovincial 
Bank  as  one  account,  they  were,  on  the  same  date,  over- 
di»«n  in  the  Mggtegate  to  the  extent  of  £4,764  2s.  4d. ; 
tiMcefon^  when,  on  the  4tb  February  last,  the  £^771 13s.  lOd 
waa  paid  in  it  was  to  be  sot  against  so  much  of  the  over- 
diaft,  and  was  therefore  ^absorbed  and  gone,  and  I  tiiink 
therefore  Miss  Stone's  claim  now  under  consideration  fails, 
and  moat  be  dismissed. 

I  will  now  proceed  to  consider  the  right,  as  between  the 

txoatae  and  4he  magistrates  of  £ast  Soffoll^  to  the  sums  in 

Means.  Baoon  &  Co.'s  bank,  standing  to  the  credit  of  Mr. 

Qma'a  Coonty  Treasurer's  Account  and  Hilitia  Account ; 

and  this  jait  of  the  case  is  dear  of  the  difficuly  that  exists 

in  tiie  «aaa  «(  the  National  Frovincial  Bank,  as  Gross  kept 

no  psiTato  seoonnt  with  Bac(Hi  t  Co.,  and  they  claim  no 

lien  OB  the  fimdi  in  their  hands.    But  before  going  farther, 

I  win  diqiaae  of  an  objection  raised,  both  by  Mr.  Cutler  for 

the  traatee  and  Dr.  Abdy  for  the  National  ProTincial  Bank, 

that  the  relation  of  trustee  and  ettttd  gut  trtui  did  not  exist 

belli  eesi  Mc  Grass  and  the  magistrates,  and  that  it  was  no 

part    odf   hia  duty  to    keep    a   banking    account.     Now 

it  maj  be  that  Mr.  Gross  was    not   a   trustee  for    the 

county  in  the  common  acceptatiou  of  the  term,  but  still  the 

statnte  11  Oeo.  2,  c  29,  s.  6,  to  which  I  was  referred  bv 

Mr.  Fhilbtick,  prescribes  that  the  county  treasurers  ^all 

pve  aeenzi^  to  be  accountable  for  the  seTeral  and  respec- 

tire  soma  of  money  which  shall  be  respectively  paid  to  them 

in  poraaanoe  of  the  Act,  and  to  pay  such  sums  of  money  as 

ahaU  be  ordered  to  be  paid  by  the  parties  in  their  general  or 

qnerter  aeasions,  and  for  the  due  and  faithful  execution  of 

the  tmaits  reposed  in  him  or  them,  and  I  do  not  know  what 

other  tnuts  were  reposed  in  Mr.  Gross  except  to  receive 

the  eounty  moneys  and  appropriate  them  to   their  proper 

parpoaea.     And  farther,  I  think  Mr.  Gross's  position  with 

reference  to  tile  jostices  of  the  county  was  analogous  to  that 

of  the  receirer  of  a  private  gentleman's  estate.  In  Bodtnham 

■r.  Ho$ii%M,  21  L.  J.  Ch.  864,  Kindersley,    V.C,   said  of 

FaAeo,  the  reodver  of  the  nla^tifTs  estate,  "  Now,  as  the 

agent  or  receiver  of  Mr.  Bodenham,  the  plaintiff,  he  clearly 

was  in  all  senses  a  trustee  for  him ;  there  was  a  fiducianr 

duiscter  created  between  the  plaintiff  and  Parkes."      I 

think  tbertfon  Mr.  Gross  most  be  considered  a  trustee  for 

the  Joctices  of  East  Suffolk,   with  reference  to  the  county 

tates;  and  as  to  the  objection  to  keep  a  banking  account, 

Twni<«T»ley,  V.C,  observed  in  the  same  ease  that  it  was  a 

vscy  proper  conise  for  Parkes  to  open  a  separate  recdver's  ac- 

coont  wim  his  bankers. 

Wben  Grow  left  the  conntiy  his  liabilities  to  the  county 
stood  tfMia: — 

BALoUrOU  AOTTALLT  DUE. 

£     s.  d. 

G«n*nl  aoeoimt       1,608    8    6 

Ifflitia  aeconnt        119  14    9 

Poliee  acconnt  2,483    6    3 

S^enannalion  account     .„        ...       862  18    9 

£i,419    2    1 


£      •.   d. 

1,888    1    7 

19  14    1 

2,609  16    8 

362  18  10 


BALAMCES  IX  BAXXS. 


Bacon  &  Co. 
Baoon  ft  Co. 
National  Provincial. 
National  Provincial. 


£4,825    S    a 

So  that  if  the  county  recovers  all  the  money  in  the  banks 
they  will  be  still  losers  of  nearly  £100.  As  above  stated  the 
heading  of  the  general  account  at  Bacon  &  Co.'s,  is  with 
B.  L.  Gross,  Esq.,  County  Treasurer,  and  the  Militia 
Account  is  headed  with  "  Mr.  B.  L.  Gross,  Militia  Account," 
and  the  cheques  drawn  on  these  accounts  ware  signed  by 
'•  B.  L.  Gross,  Treas.,  E.  S."  and  "  B.  L..Groes,  Treas.,  E.  S. 
Militia  Account."  And  Mr.  Bacon,  the  senior  member  of 
the  firm  of  Bacon  &  Co.,  admitted  that  he  knew  the  accounts 
were  county  accounts,  but  that  he  did  not  inquire  where  the 
money  pdd  in  came  from.  But  it  is  impossible  for  any 
one  acquainted  with  the  county  to  look  through  the  ac- 
connt at  Messrs.  Bacon  &  Co.'s  and  not  to  see  at  a  glance 
that  the  credit  side  of  the  acconnt  is  made  up  in  the  main  of 
payments  tJiat  came  from  coanty  sources,  tor  there  are  the 
names  of  all  the  TJnions  in  Esst  Suffolk,  and  of  the 
clerks  to  the  Petty  Sessions,  as  parties  from  whom  the 
money  came,  and  other  entries,  such  sa  allowances  for 
pendonets,  and  money  paid  after  the  assizes,  and  the  like; 
so  that  I  think  the  acconnt  at  Bacon's  comes  clearly 
within  the  prindple  of  the  case  of  Bodtnham  v.  Sotkim 
(iiM  tup.),  and,  on  appeal,  2  DeG.  M.  AG.  903.  It  is  true 
that  in  the  present  case  there  has  been  no  misappropriation, 
but  Bodtnham  v.  Motkini,  I  think,  establishes  that  no  part 
of  the  balance  in  Bacon  &  Co.'s  hands  could  lawfully  be 
appropriated  to  other  than  county  pnrpoaea,  and,  conse- 
qnently,  that  the  balance  was  not  Gross's  in  his  own 
right,  and,  therefore,  did  not  pass  to  the  trustee  under  the 
bankruptcy. 

But,  uud  Mr.  Cutler,  granted  that  Gross  was  a  trustee 
for  the  magistrates,  still  an  acoount  ought  to  be  taken  to 
aaeertun  whether  any  portion  of  tho  btdance  in  Baoon  tc 
Co.'s  hands  wss  oompoMd  of  Qtois's  own  moner,  and  he 
pointed  out  some  instances  when  money  had  been  paid 
mm  Gross's  private  acoount  at  the  National   Provincial 
Bank  to  the  Cinnty  Treasurer's  acoount  at  Bacon's,  and  re- 
ferred me  to  Puuitil  V.  DefftU  to  show  that  where  a  trustee 
has  mixed  up  hia  own  money  with  trust  money  he  is  entitled 
to  take  out  from  the  mixed  fund  what  he  can  distinctly 
identify  as  his  own.    Bnt  that  I  apprehood  is  subject  to  the 
oonditfon  that  there  is  sufficient  to  satisfy  the  trust,  aocord- 
ing  to  the  case  of  Frith  v.  CartUmd.    As  above  stated,  there 
was  due  when  Gross  went  away,  on  the  general  account, 
£1,603  8«.  5d.;  in  other  words,  ti^t  was  the  sum  required  to 
satisfy  the  trost;  and  there  is  only  £1,836  Is.  7d.  standing 
to  the  creditof  the  Covnty  Treasurer's  account,  which  ia  not 
BoiBdent  to  satisfy  the  trust.    It  seems  to  me,  therefore, 
that  there  is  no  groond  for  ordering  an  acconnt  to  be  taken. 
There  is,  beddes,  another  reason  why  no  inquiry  should 
be  held.    Until  the  8th  of  April  Gross  had  committed  no 
act  of  bankmptcy,  and  had  a  right  to  make  such  dispon- 
tion  of  his  money  as  he  saw  fit,  and  hs  was  not  adjudicated 
bankmpt  nntil  more  than  three  months  after  the  8th  of 
April;  and  therafore  the  trustee  cannot,  even  if  it  be  ad- 
mitted tiiat  the  payment  of  his  own  money,  if  any,  into 
Bacon's  bank,  to  uie  credit  of  the  county  treasurer's  acoount, 
was  s  fraudulent  prefersnoe  of  this  county,  avail  himself  of 
the  92nd  section  of  the  Bankruptcy  Act,  1869,  to  set  it 
adde.    That  section  provides  that  certain  acts  therein  men- 
tioned, if  done  with  a  view  of  giving  a  particular  creditor 
a  preference,  shall,  if  the  person  doing  them  becomes  bank- 
mpt within  three  months  after  the  date  of  doing  them,  be 
deemed  fraudulent  and  vdd   as  against  the  trustee.    Now, 
as  I  read  the  Act,  I  oondder  the  phrase   "  becomes  bank- 
mpt"  equivalent   to   "be   adjudicated  bankrupt;"    but 
although  the  aignment  was  not  used  befbre  me,  I  under- 
stand Mr.  CoUer  sug^fests   that  the  three  months  men- 
tioned in  the  92nd  section,  dates  back  from  the  act  of 
bankmptcy,  and  not  from  the  adjudication,  and  he  relies 
upon  the  1 1th  section  of  tiw  Act,  which  provides  that  "the 
bankruptoy  dull  be  deemed  to  have  relation  back  to,  and  to 
commence  at  tiie  time  of,  the  act  of  bankruptcy,"  &&;  and 
argues  that  oonstmctively,  Mr.  Gross  became  bankmpt 
on  the  8th  April  Bat  I  cannot  agree  with  him,  and  I  sluul 
certainly  be  surprised  if  that  eonstmction  ever  be  put  upon 
the  92na  section  of  the  Act 
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'With  what  intention  OroM  paid  the  monev  he  did  to  the 
-credit  of  the  Oountf  Treeumrer'i  account  at  Bacon  &  Co's., 
is  clear  from  two  letteon,  one  written  after  he  had  left 
£ni;land  to  his  wife's  fether,  in  which  this  passage  ocean : 
— "  All  the  ooonty  money  is  (thank  Ood)  quite  safe,  and 
standing  to  separate  accounts  at  the  several  bankers; "  and 
the  other  dated  April  10,  1870,  and  addressed  to  Mr.  Boiton, 
the  clerk  of  the  peace,  and  which  is  as  follows:— 

"  Dear  Sir, — Private  difficulties  compel  me  to  resign  my 
office  of  oounty   treasurer,  which  I  now   accordingly  do. 
All  the  oounty  moneys  are  intact,  and  stand  with  their 
balances  to  the  following  accounts  : — 
Oeneral  County  Account — Bacon  &  Co. 
Police  Account — National  Provincial  Bank. 
Police  Superannnation  Fund  Account — National  Provin- 
cial Bank. 
HUitia  Account — Bacon  &  Co. 
I  also  authorise  and  request  those  hankers  on  sight  hereof 
to  pay  to  you  the  balances  upon  these  several  accounts. 
For  tiie  like  reason  I  hereby  resign  my  office  of  county 
coroner,  and  request  you  to  fonrard   this  to  the  proper 
qoarter. 

"  Tours  obediently, 

"  B.  L.  GiuMS. 
"  J.  H.  Borton,  Esq., 
"  Clerk  of  the  Peace  for  SnfTolk." 

This  letter,  however,  did  not  reach  Mr.  Borton  till  the 
Slst  of  May,  long  after  Gross  committed  the  act  of  bank- 
mptcy,  and  after  everyone  concerned  most  have  had  notioe 
of  it  I  therefore  do  not  ose  the  letter  of  the  10th  of 
April  any  further  than  as  evidence  of  Gross's  intention  to 
secure  the  county,  bat  not  as  in  any  way  farther  affecting 
the  rights  of  the  partiea. 

Upon  the  whole,  therefore,  I  am  of  opinion,  and  decide, 
that  the  magistrates  of  the  Eastern  Division  of  Suffolk  are 
entitled  to  the  balances  of  £1,383  Is.  7d.,  and  £19  14s.  Id. 
standing  to  the  credit  of  the  General  Ooanty  and  Militia 
Accounts,  at  Messrs.  Bacon  &  Co.'s  bank. 

It  remains  to  determine  the  rights  of  the  National  Pro- 
vincial Bank,  the  East  Suffolk  magistrates,  and  the  trustee, 
as  to  the  balances  standing  to  the  credit  of  the  Superannua- 
tion Fund  Aoooant,  £362  13s.  lOd.,  and  of  the  Police 
Acconnt,  £2,609  16s.  8d.  The  magistrates  claim  the 
-whole  of  both  balances.  The  Natioiuil  Provincial  Bank 
claims  to  treat  all  Gross's  accounts  with  them  as  one  ac- 
<K>nnt,  and  consequently  claims  so  much  of  those  balances 
-as  will  satisfy  the  balance  of  the  overdraft  of  the  other  four 
acoonnts,  that  is  to  say,  all  bat  £376  17s.  4d.,  which  is  the 
balance  to  the  credit  of  the  six  accounts,  treating  them  all 
as  one.  The  trustee  claims  the  £376  I7s.  4d.  and  all  the 
securities  held  by  the  bank  on  (Cross's  aocoimt. 

With  respect  to  the  question  between  the  magistrates  and 
the  bank,  I  have  felt  very  great  doobt  and  difficulty  in 
eoming  to  a  oonclusion.  No  evidence  was  given  as  to  the 
oirenmstances  under  which  the  Saperannuation  Fund 
Account  was  first  opened  distinct  from  the  general  account, 
in  July,  1868.  But  with  reference  to  the  police  account, 
which  down  to  February,  1869,  was  amalgamated  with 
Gross's  general  private  aoooant--it  appears  from  the  evi- 
dence of  Mr.  Smith,  the  manager  of  the  National  Provincial 
Bank  at  Ipswich,  that  the  police  account  was  opened  in 
February,  1869,  at  Mr.  (Jross^s  suggeatian,  and,  as  he  stated, 
for  his  convenience ;  that  Mr.  Otron  suggested  the  heading 
"  Police  Account,"  and  stated  that  he  would  write  "  Police 
Account "  on  the  cheques  drawn  on  that  aooount  to  dis- 
tingoish  them ;' but  it  does  not  appear  that  anything  was 
mid,  when  it  was  arranged  that  the  Police  Account  should 
be  opened,  as  to  what  money  was  to  be  placed  to  the  credit 
of  that  account,  or  from  what  source  it  was  to  come ;  and  it 
appears  from  the  pass-book  that  the  "Pohoe  Account "  was 
at  first  overdrawn  to  the  extent  of  £666  Os.  lid.  before  a 
single  fiuthing  was  placed  to  the  credit  of  that  account 
Mr.  Smith  admitted,  indeed,  that  ever  since  he  became 
mana^  he  knew  Gross  was  ooanty  tieasurer,  and  that  it 
was  hu  duty  to  receive  and  pay  away  county  money  ;  and 
that  before  the  Police  Account  was  opened  he  (Smith)  had 
an  impression  that  Gross  paid  in  ooanty  money  to  his  own 
private  aoooant.  Bnt  there  was  no  sufficient  evidence  to 
satisfy  my  mind  that  Mr.  Smith  knew  that  the  balances 
standing  from  time  to  time  to  the  credit  of  the  Police 
Account  were  composed  either  altogether,  or  to  any  parti- 
cular amount  of  county  money  ;  and  from  the  evidence  of 
-i^ross's  clerk,  it  appeared  that  Gross  received  tho  general 


county  rates  and  the  police  rates  from  the  Treasurers  of  the 
Unions  by  single  cheques  for  the  amount  of  both  rates,  and 
that  the  clerk  generally  took  and  paid  in  such  cheques  to 
Messrs.  Bacon  &  Co.'s  hank,  hut  he  never  took  any  of 
those  cheques  to  the  National  Provincial  Bank  ;  and  .the 
clerk  further  stated  that  to  his  knowledge  Gross  paid 
money  frx>m  his  own  private  account  to  the  credit  of  the 
Police  'Acooont,  and  paid  county  money  into  his  own  pri- 
vate acooont,  and  that  he  believed  it  was  Gross's  habit,  jast 
before  every  audit,  to  make  up  the  balances  of  the  General 
Ooanty  Accoant  at  Messrs.  Bacon  &  Co.'s,  and  of  the  Police 
Accotmt  at  the  Natioosd  Provincial  Bank,  to  their  proper 
amounts,  so  as  to  correspond  with  the  accounts  to  be  audited. 
It  farther  appeared  from  Mr.  Smith's  evidence  that  at  each 
half-yearly  rest,  Eince  the  Police  Accoant  was  opened,  the 
interest  on  all  the  accounts  was  calculated,  and  that  the  in- 
terest on  the  credit  balances  was  set  against  that  on  the 
overdraft  balance,  and  the  balance  of  such  interest,  aocoid- 
ing  as  it  was  in  Gross's  favour  or  against  him,  credited  or 
dehited  in  his  private  account. 

Such  being  the  facts  as  to  the  owning  and  general  state 
of  the  Police  Account,  the  question  is — does  the  decision 
in  JSodtnham  v.  Hoskin$  {uH  tap.)  apply  to  the  Police  Ac- 
count now  in  question  ?    After  much  consideration  I  have 
come  to  the  conclunon  that  it  does  not.    First,  because  the 
money  paid  to  the  credit  of  that  accoant  was  sometimes 
county  money  and  sometimes  Gross's  own  money,  and  be- 
cause there  is  no  sufficient  evidence  to  show  that  Mr.  Smith 
knew  what  wai  and  what  was  not  county  money  of  that 
paid  in.    Secondly,  because,  as  to  interest,  all  the  accomits 
kept  by  Gross  at  the  Natiqnal  Provincial  Bank  were  treated 
as  one  account ;  and,  thirdly,  because  originally  the  Police 
Accoant  and   Gross's   private  accoant  were  one  account, 
and  were  afterwards  divided  merely  for  Gross's  private  con- 
venience, and  not  for  any  benefit  to  the  bank;   with  refe- 
rence to  which  last  ground  I  find  tbe  following  passage  in 
Vice-chancellor  Kindeisley's  judgment   in  Bod*»ham  v. 
Hoakynt,  p.  870  of  the  Law  Journal  report-     After  re- 
ferring to  the  depositions  he  says  : — "  I  confess  it  doesappetr 
to  me  that  the  use  of  the  word  "  introduce  "  there,  which 
ocoars  more  than  once,  is  important    It  is  evidently  not 
the  splitting  of  a  pre-existing  accoant  for  the  mere  con- 
venience of  the  individual  keeping  the  account.    It  was  a 
holding  out  to  the  bankers,  or  a  conception  on  the  part  of 
the  bankers  that  there  was  held  cat  to  them,  the  introduc- 
tion to  them,   that  is,   the   opening  with  them   of  some 
account  which  would  be  for  their  benefit."     And  from  the 
passage  just  quoted  I  don't  think  it  an  onfiair  inference  to 
draw  that  had  the  Rothwas  Estate  account  been  originally 
I  amalgamated,  and  kept  as  one  with  Parke's,   the  receiver's, 
'  own  private  account,  and  the  accounts  had  afterwards  been 
separated  for  Parke's  own  private  convenience,  the  Vioe- 
Cuancellor's  decision  in  Bodmham  v.  Soskyns  might  have 
been  different.      I    am   of   opinion,    therefore,   t£*t  the 
National  Provincial  Bank  has  a  lien  upon  the  balances  now 
in  question,  and  is  entitled  to  retain  so  much  of  themss 
will  balance  all  Gross's  accounts  treated  as   one  acconat 
Now  of  the  six  accounts  the  balances  stand  as  follows : — 
Balances  to  Gross's  Credit. 

£      8.    d. 

Police  account  ... 2,609  16    8 

Superannuation  account       362  13  10 

B.  B.  C ...         85  17    3 

KG 21  11    7 


Total  credits       

Total  overdraft 

Balance  credits     

Balances  overdrawn. 

Private  accoant        

Special  account        


3,079  19    4 
2,703     2    0 

376  17    4 


973 
1,729 


18 
3 


£2,703     2     0 
Therefore  I  am  of  opinion  that  the  National  Provincial  Bank 
is  entitled  to  retain  all  but  £376  17s.  4d.  of  the  balances  of 
the  Folioe  and  the  Superannuation  accoonts. 

I  have  not  lost  sight  of  the  question  aa  to  tbe  nght  of  the 
County  Magistrates  to  hare  the  securities  held  by  tbe 
National  Provincial  Bank  nuushalled  in  their  favour,  but  as 
far  as  I  understand  the  doctrine  of  maishalling,  I  don't 
think  it  can  be  applied  in  cases,  where  to  apply  it  would  be 
I  to  the  prejudice  of  a  third  party,  and  that  would  deoxly  be 
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the  case  here,  as  the  general  body  of  creditors  wonld  be 
inrejadiced  thereby.  I  think,  therefore  the  trustee  onder  the 
nnATiptcr  is  entitled  to  the  securitiea  deposited  by  Gross 
irith  the  l4ationiU  Fronncial  Bank,  and  now  held  by  them. 
Bat  with  respect  to  the  sum  of  £376  17s.  4d.,  the  remainder 
of  the  balance*  of  the  Police  and  Snperannnation  Aoooonts, 
I  am  of  opinion  the  Magistrates  are  entitled  to  thai  The 
last  twoamna  standing  to  the  credit  of  the  Police  acooont 


£ 

8. 

d. 

6*4 

7 

S 

12  16 

0 

April  7th,  1870.— Balance  of'iates 
Same  date.  Police  fees 


Total...    617    2    3 
.all  of  whicli  is  clearly  county  money,  and  of  that  £617  2s.  3d. 
there  remains  £376  17s.  'Id.  which  the  National  Provincial 
Bink  do  not  raqnire  to  satisfy  lien.    The  magistrates  there- 
fore are  entitled  to  this  som. 

There  most  therefore  be  the  following  declaration  : — 

1.  That  Hr.  James  Girling'a  claim  is  not  made  out  and 
mast  be  dismissed. 

2.  That  Miss  Looisa  Stone's  claim  is  not  made  out  and 
most  bediamiased. 

3.  That  the  Justices  of  the  Peace  for  the  Eastern  Division 
of  the  coonty  of  Suffolk  are  entitled  to  the  balances  of 
£1,333  la.  7d.,  and  £19  148.  Id.  standing  to  the  credit  re- 
«^tiTely  of  B.  L.  Gross  County  Treasurer's  Acconnt  and  of 
his  Militia  Acconnt  at  the  bank  of  Messrs.  Bacon  &  Co. 

4.  That  the  iostioes  are  also  entitled  to  the  som  of 
£376  17s.  4d..  part  of  the  balances  of  £3,609,  168.  8d.  and 
£362  13s.  I  Od.,  standing  to  the  credit  respectively  of  B.  L. 
GrtMi  s  Police  Acconnt^  and  of  his  Snperannnation  Fund 
Acctnmt  at  the  Ipawich  branch  of  the  Kational  Provincial 
Bank,  and  that  the  National  Provincial  Bank  is  entitled  to 
x^ain  the  residue  of  those  balances. 

a.  That  tba  tmstea  onder  the  bankmptov  is  entitled  to 
the  seenritiea  dspoeited  b^  the  bankrupt  with,  and  now  held 
by,  the  National  Provincial  Bank. 

(.  That  each  party  pay  his  or  her  own  costs  of  the  in- 
qun^,  snd  that  the  trastee  take  his  costs  out  of  the  bank- 
rapt  s  geoenl  estate. 

And  orders  most  be  drawn  up  in  accordance  with  the 
above  dsdaiation ;  but  as,  since  the  hearing  of  the  claims 
shore  diipoaed  o(  Miss  Stone  has  preferred  a  fresh  claim, 
the  oiden  most  be  suspended  till  such  fresh  claim  be  heard 
and  determined. 

[We  onderstand  that  the  case  will  oome  before  the  Chief 
Jodge  oo  qipeal. — En.  8.  J.] 


HuDDBMnSLD. 

(B«fare  Jakbs  SiAxsrmLo,  Esq.,  Judge.) 
KoT.  il.—S*  Down  and  JThitumih. 
Bfiett  tf  ianiruptey  upon  liquidation  of  tparat»  titatei  of 
dtitort—Section  102,  rvUa  285—290. 
In  this  case  apetition  for  liqnidation  was  presented  by  the 
debton  in  t^e  Huddeis&eld  County  Court  on  the  9th  'Sep- 
tember, 1870.    There  were  joint  creditors  of  the  firm,  and 
separate  creditors  of  eachdebtor,  and  there  were  joint  andsepa- 
rate  estates.     A  joint  meeting  of  creditors  was  held  on  Uie 
29th  September,  bat  no  resolution  was  passed,  and  the 
meeting  Droke  up  without  anything  being  determined. 

On  Qie  same  day  a  meeting  of  uie  separate  creditors  of 
Whitworth  was  held,  at  which  it  was  resolved  that  his 
estate  should  be  wound  up  by  liquidation,  and  not  in  bank- 
ruirtcj.  A  trastee  was  appointed  and  also  a  committee  of  in- 
spection. At  a  later  period  of  the  same  day  a  meeting  of  the 
creditors  of  Dowse  was  held,  and  at  that  meeting  it  was  aJso 
nsolved  that  that  estate  should  be  wound  up  by  liquidation, 
and  not  in  bankruptcy.  The  same  person  was  appointed 
trustee  aa  under  the  liquidation  in  the  case  of  Whitworth. 
A  committee  of  inspection  was  also  appointed. 

On  the  17th  October  a  petition  was  presented  in  bank- 
ruptcy by  a  joint  creditor,  against  Dowse  and  Whitworth, 
the  act  of  bankruptcy  being  the  filing  of  the  petition  for 
hgndatiom,  and  on  the  31st  October,  1870,  the  debtors  were 
sqndicatM  bankrupts,  and  at  a  later  period  a  trustee  was 
•minted  under  the  bankraptcy. 

Mr.  Learoyd,  on  behalf  of  Uie  trustee  under  the  separate 
EquidatioTis,  now  applied  to  the  Court  for  summonses  for 
the  examination  of  the  debtors  under  the  separate  liquida- 
1*°*.  and  contended  that  the  liquidation  of  the  two  separate 
"'** »anotaffectedbytheadjudic»tioninbankruptcy,and 


argued  that  the  policy  of  the  new  Bankruptcy  Act  waa  to 
alford  opportunities  for  the  several  classes  of  creditors  to  ad- 
minister their  own  estates,  and  that  it  was  competent  for  the 
creditors  of  the  joint  estate  to  determine  upon  liquidation, 
whilst  the  creditors  upon  the  separate  estates  might  accept 
a  composition,  or  vict  virt,  and  that  as  no  trustee  had  been 
appointed  under  the  joint  estate  it  waa  competent  for  the 
separate  creditors  to  appoint  a  trustee  themselves.  Bale 
286  only  required  that  the  same  trustee  that  had  been  ap- 
pointed in  the  joint  estate  should  be  appointed  in  the  sepa- 
rate estates,  provided  an  appointment  had  been  made. 

Mr.  Clougb,  for  the  trustee  under  thd  bankruptcy,  con- 
tended that  the  liquidation  was  now  superseded,  that  the 
adjudication  of  the  debtors  affected  their  separate  estates  as 
much  as  the  joint  estate,  and  that  it  wonld  be  an  anomaly 
for  different  classes  of  proceedings  to  be  going  on  at  the 
same  time  with  reference  to  the  said  debtors,  one  proceed- 
ing being  an  arrangement  out  of  court,  whilst  the  other 
was  under  a  bankruptcy  in  the  court. 

Mr.  Stanbfeld  held  that  the  proceedings  of  the  liquida- 
tion were  not  affected  by  the  bankruptcy ;  that  the  appoint- 
ment of  truitee  was  a  valid  one,  as  tiiere  was  no  joint 
trustee  appointed  who  could  be  trustee  of  the  separate 
estates,  and  that  it  was  competent  for  the  separate  creditors 
to  wind  up  aad  deal  with  their  own  estate  without  going  to 
the  expense  of  resorting  to  the  Bankruptcy  Court 

S*  Ephraim  Syke$. 
Notice  <jf  motion — Cottt  of  cuffildioation. 

Mr.  Jaoomb  applied  to  the  Court  for  an  order  for  pay- 
ment of  the  costs  of  a  creditor's  petition  in  bankruptcy.  An 
hour  or  two  before  the  petition  in  bankruptcy  was  presented, 
a  petition  for  liquidation  had  been  presented  by  the  debtor, 
and  the  creditors  had  reeolved  to  wind  the  estate  up  by 
liquidation,  and  not  in  bankruptcy.  The  petitioning 
creditor  appealed  to  the  Chief  Judge  against  this  resolution, 
but  it  was  confirmed,  and  ultimatdy  an  order  was  made  on 
the  2l8t'April  for  the  payment  of  Mr.  Jacomb's  costs.  Mr. 
Jacomb  contended  that  under  section  17  the  registrar  was 
the  trustee  in  whom  the  property  vested  until  the  adjudica- 
tion, and  that  he  was  entitled  to  have  his  costs  paid  by  the 
registrar  out  of  the  estate,  and  that  an  order  having  been 
made  under  rule  31,  he  was  entiUed  to  have  these  costs  paid, 
notwithstanding  the  liquidation  proceedings. 

Mr.  Stanspeld  held  that  he  could  not  make  an  order  with- 
out notice  being  given  to  the  trustee  under  the  liquidation,  a* 
the  mterests  of  the  parties  were  in  conflict,  and  directed  that 
notice  should  be  given  under  rule  60,  before  the  application 
could  be  considered. 

Zwnt  V.  Taylor, 
Cottt  of  tearvk. 

Mr.  Jacomb  applied  to  the  Court  under  the  following  oir- 
cnmstances: — 

He  attended  at  the  coort  for  the  purpose  of  looking  at 
an  order  which  he  had  drawn  up  and  which  had  been  signed 
by  the  registrar,  in  order  to  see  whether  the  registrar  had 
made  any  alteration  in  it.  Tlie  order  had  then  been  placed 
upon  the  file,  and  the  registrar,  before  allowing  it  to  be 
inspected,  demanded  a  fee  of  one  shilling  under  the  words 
in  the  soile:  "  For  every  application  for  search  for  pro- 
ceedings, one  shilling."  Mr.  Jaoomb  contended  that  under 
rule  9  he  was  entitled  to  see  the  proceedings  without  pay- 
ment of  this  shilling,  and  it  was  his  own  document,  and  was 
not  such  a  search  as  was  contemplated  in  the  charge. 

Mr.  STAicsrai,D  held  that  this  was  an  application  for  a 
search,  that  the  order  was  on  the  file  of  proceedings,  and 
that  the  shilling  must  be  paid. 

Mr.  Jacomb  said  the  question  was  a  very  important  one, 
and  he  shonld  take  the  matter  to  the  Chief  Judge. 


Rbsionatiok  of  a  CotruTT  CocET  JcDOB. — Mr.  Arthur 
James  Johnes,  Judge  of  Circuit  No.  28,  has  resigned  that  ap- 
pointment in  consequence  of  failing  health.  Mr.  Johnes  was 
bom  in  1808,  and  was  educated  at  the  Oswestry  Oiammar  School ; 
he  was  called  to  the  bar  at  Iiinooln's-inn  in  January,  1836.  In 
1847  he  was  appointed  a  joint  commissioner  to  report  on  several 
biUs  relative  to  certain  gas  companies  in  various  towns  in  Eng- 
land, and  in  the  same  year,  on  the  establieluiient  of  the  county 
courts,  ho  was  appointal  Jugde  of  Circuit  No.  28,  which  indndes 
several  of  the  Welsh  border  coimties.*  Besides  sume  pamphlets 
on  general  topics,  Mr.  Johnes  is  the  author  of  a  pamphlet  entitled, 
"  Suggestions  for  the  Reform  of  the  Cuurt  of  Clianceiy  by  the 
Union  of  the  Jurisdiction  of  Law  and  Equity,"  &c. 
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APFOnrTMSHTS- 

Mr.  Chabum  Frrs,  btnistor-at-Uw,  has  been  appointed 
Queen's  Adrocate  at  Siena  Leone.  Mr.  Tjto  was  called  to 
the  bar  at  Iincoln's>inn  in  January,  1859.  The  salary  of 
the  Queen's  Advocate  at  Sierra  Leone  i*  £800  per  annum. 

Mr.  Enow  Parrt  Jokbs,  Bolicitor,  of  Whitchurch,  Sdop, 
has  been  appointed  by  the  Lord  Chancellor,  on  the  nomina- 
tion of  Mr.  J.  W.  Harden,  Judge  of  Circuit  No.  7,  to  be 
Kegistrer  of  the  Whitchurch  County  Court,  in  succession  to 
his  father,  the  late  Mr.  Richard  Parry  Jones,  who  held  the 
office  for  the  last  seventeen  years.  Mr.  E.  P.  Jones  was 
certificated  in  1861. 


GENERAL  COKBESFOIIDENCE. 

CoMXON  Law  Public  ApFonnnirn. 

Sir,— May  I  be  permitted  to  call  your  attention  to  a 
matter  whidt  much  affects  the  suitors  of  the  courts,  and  also 
is  a  subject  xif  much  importonce  to  the  legal  practitioner — I 
mean  the  due  administration  of  legal  business  whidi  de- 
Tolves  upon  the  masters  of   the  respeotire  courts. 

It  is  rumoured  that  shortly  one  of  tke  masters  will  retire, 
and  I  trust  yon  will  raise  your  roioe  against  anyone  being 
appointed  whose  only  recommendation  for  the  post  is  his 
inexperience.  There  has  been  of  lato  a  great  cry  as  to 
oompetitiTe  examinations,  and  "  the  right  man  in  the  right 
place,"  and  it  is  hoped  that  the  learned  personage  who  will 
bare  the  patronage  upon  the  ensuing  racanoy  will  appoint 
some  man  who  has  had  some  practice,  who  really  knows 
what  an  action  at  law  is,  and  who  has  seen  a  bills  of  costs, 
before  he  takes  his  seat  to  judge  of  its  merits. 

Why  should  the  attorneys  be  excluded  from  these  posts  ? 
Why  are  briefleas  barristers  supposed  to  be  qnidifled  for 
these  posts  P  Why  is  the  office,  of  all  others  requiring  an 
intimate  acquaintance  with  the  practice  and  detail  of  the 
law,  to  be  filled  by  persons  who  bare  had  no  practice  or 
business,  whilst  attorneys  of  extoasive  practice  and  ezpe- 
rienee  are  passed  by  P 

If  the  learned  judges  possessing  the  patronage  wished  to 
gidn  golden  opinions  they  would  thrust  from  them  the 
liangers-on,  and  make  what  would  be  popular  appointments, 
and  pay  a  debt  of  justice  to  the  body  of  attorneys,  while  at 
the  same  time  they  would  appoint  those  who  are  the  best 
qnalified.  Juancs. 

NoTember,  1870. 


DisTBESs  »o*  Rbnt — Penalty  fo*  Unbtamfed  Keceift. 

Sir, — A  landlord  distrains  for  rent  amonntiDg  to  £Z  odd. 
The  bailiff's  servant  receives  the  full  amount  of  rent  and 
expenses  of  distraint,  and  he  signs  an  unstamped  receipt 
for  the  money.  The  warrant  of  distress  contains  this  provi- 
aion  : — "  And  for  your  so  doing  this  shall  be  your  simcient 
warrant  and  indemnification  against  all  actions  and  suits  of 
law."  Who  is  liable  to  the  penalty  for  the  unstamped 
receipt,  the  bailiff,  his  servant,  or  the  landlord?  If  Uie 
bailiff  or  his  servant  should  pay  the  penalty  and  costs  of 
recovery  of  it,  can  he  recover  from  the  landlord  the  amount 
thereof  under  the  indemnity  above  quoted  ?  If  proceedings 
for  recovery  of  the  penalty  should  be  delayed  until  after 
December  Slst,  will  the  new  Stamp  Act  bar,  or  in  any  way 
prejudice  the  right  to  sue  for  the  penalty  P  And  lastly,  must 
the  informer  or  the  Crown  conduct  the  proceedings  for  en- 
forcing the  penalty,  and  pay  the  costs  of  pending  proceed- 
ings?   Sefetences  to  statutes  and  oases  requested. 

Dec.  6.  MntCATOB. 


OBITVAST. 


MR.  J.  W.  BRANSON. 
Mr.  James  William  Branson,  barrister-at-law,  died  at 
Bayswater,  on  the  1st  of  December,  at  the  age  of  fifty-seven 
years.  Mr.  Branson  was  called  to  the  bar  at  the  Middle 
Temple  in  January,  1857,  and  has  practised  chiefly  at 
Madras. 

MR.  R.  E.  PAYNE. 
Mr.  Richard  Ecroyd  Payne,   solicitor,   of  Leeds,  died  at 
Boundhay,  near  that  town,  on  the  2nd  of  December,  having 
reached  uie  age  of  seventy-nine  years.    The  late  Mr.  Payne 


was  one  of  the  oldest  solicitors  in  Leeds,  having  been  >d- 
mitted  in  1819.  He  was  the  senior  partner  in  the  local 
firm  ef  Payne,  Ford,  tt  Eddison. 

MR.  J.  C.  ROWLEY. 
Mr.  Jamea  Campbell  Rowley,  solicitor,  of  Msnchnter, 
died  at  Harrow  on  tiie  37tii  of  November,  in  the  fortieth 
year  of  his  age.  Mr.  Bowlev  was  certificated  in  1862,  lad 
was  a  member  of  the  Maacnester  firm  of  Bowlsy,  Page,  t 
Rowley. 

MB.  H.  F.  WALTER. 
Mr.  Henry  Finlay  Walter,  solicitor,  of  Liverpool,  mat 
with  his  Atom  by  an  accident  at  Liverpool  on  uie  6th  of 
December.  He  was  certificated  in  1868,  and  was  the  mi 
of  Mr.  Henry  Walter,  the  proaeoating  solicitor  to  thsbonog^ 
of  Liverpool. 

MB.  J.  LUDLOW. 
Mr.  John  Ludlow,  solicitor,  of  Manchester,  ez^nredm 
the  4th  of  December,  at  New  Holme,  Whalley  Range. 
Mr.  Ludlow  was  certificated  in  1844,  and  was  a  member  of 
the  firm  of  Ludlow  and  Hinde,  of  Manchester  and  Al- 
trincham. 


SOCIETIES  AlTD  iHSTrnrrioHs. 

METROPOLITAN  AND  PROVINCIAL  LAW 
ASSOCIA-nON. 

Ox  THB  Attobkkts  add  SoucrrvBS  Rehitkesatiok  in, 
1870. 
(CSmd'mwrf/ram  pf*  84.) 

The  bill  was  eventually  introdneed  into  the  Home  of 
Lords,  and  though  it  did  not  contain  all  the  provisioiu  whidi 
had  been  suggested  by  the  committee,  it  was  thought  that 
its  clauses  would  give  substantial  relief  to  the  profession. 

The  bill  was  lost  on  second  reading  by-  a  slender  majority; 
which  result  may  be  attributed  to  accidental  causes  cmcon- 
nected  with  the  real  merits  of  the  bill,  rather  than  to  any 
serious  objections  to  the  measure  itsdf. 

The  dnut  of  some  proposed  new  orders  were  also  snbmitteii 
to  Lord  Westbury,  and  it  was  hoped  that  his  lordship  woaM 
forward  them  to  the  other  judges  for  consideration. 

The  retirement  of  Lord  Westbury  very  soon  followeii, 
and  after  the  long  vacation  the  Connoil  addressed  a  1^ 
to  his  successor,  I^rd  Cianworth,  in  which  the  prooeedingi 
of  tiie  committee,  and  their  communications  with  Lon 
Westbury  were  fully  explained.  Copies  of  the  papers  whia 
had  been  submitted  to  Lord  Chancellor  Westbury  were  tt 
the  same  time  forwarded  to  Lord  Cranworth. 

In  answer  Lord  Cranworth  said  that  tiie  subject  was  very 
much  considered  when  he  formerly  held  the  Great  Seal,  and 
the  result  was  that,  on  the  report  of  the  Lord  Justice  Tntnei 
and  Vice-Chancellor  Wood,  a  new  scale  of  remuneratwo 
was  then  framed  and  brought  into  use  ;  that  he  would,  hov 
ever,  again  consider  the  matter,  although  he  could  not  pleap 
himself  to  adopt  the  suggestion. 

In  1867  the  Council  again  urged  Lord  Cranworth  to  gire 
effect  to  Vbe  suggestions  which  had  been  in  the  hands  of  u> 
Lordship's  predeoessors  rinoe  the  year  1866. 

In  1868  the  Master  of  the  Rolls  and  two  of  the  vi^ 
Chancellors,  at  the  request  of  the  Lord  Chancellor,  arf«ng«* 
to  receive  a  deputation  from  the  society. 

In  accordance  with  the  invitation  of  the  Master  <».*• 
Rolls  a  deputation  from  the  Committee  of  the  Law  Sooety 
had  an  interview  with  his  Lordship  and  the  Vice-Chanc«UM« 
Stuart  and  Wood.  But  hitherto  but  little  has  resulted  OM 
tiiese  efforts  to  procure  the  direct  interference  of  the  judges 
of  the  Oourt  of  Chancery. 

I  now  oome  to  the  bill  introduced  by  Mr.  Eathbone,  Mr. 
George  (iegory.  Mr.  Morley,  and  Mr.  Goldney.at  the  com- 
mencement!of  last  session,  and  which,  with  certain  alteiatons 
and  additions,  has  now  become  "  The  Attorneys  and  Sono- 
tors  Act,  1870."  ,  .  .„ 

This  bill  was  somewhat  similar  to  Lord  Westbury  •  wU 
of  1865,  to  which  I  have  already  adverted. 

The  principle  secured  by  this  Act  is  that  an  athaney  « 
solicitor  may  make  an  agreement  in  writing  with  his  chent 
for  remuneration  by  a  gross  sum,  by  a  commisaion,  or  per- 
centage, or  by  salary,  or  otherwise ;  but  such  agreement  nuy 
if  unreasonable,  be  set  aside  without  suit,  on  motion  or 
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petitiaa,  by  the  Conrt  in  which  the  hoiineM  is  done,  or  bj  a 
jnd^  of  such  oonrt  If,  however,  it  appear  that  the  agree- 
ment ia  £ur  and  reasonable^  it  may  be  en&med  in  a  mninary 
manner. 

Where  the  agreement  is  in  reapeot  of  bniinesB  done  in  an 
aetioo  or  suit,  uie  amount  of  it  is  not  to  be  reoeired  by  the 
attorney  nntil  the  agreement  has  been  examined  and  allowed 
bjr  the  taxing  ofScer.  The  agreement  itself  is  in  &ot  sub- 
mitted to  taxation,  and  if  it  appears  to  the  taxing  ofBoar  that 
the  agreement  is  not  fiiir  and  raaa^iable,  he  may  require  the 
opinion  of  tiie  Court  or  a  judge  to  be  taken,  who  may  reduce 
the  amonnt  of  it  or  order  it  to  be  oanoelled,  and  the  costs  to 
be  taxed  in  the  usual  manner. 

Agreements  ma^  be  re-opened,  after  payment,  in  oertain 
special  cases  wiUun  twelve  months  after  the  payment  of 
the  amonnt  agreed  for.  Ko  yalidity  is  to  be  given  to  a  pur- 
chase by  a  scuicitor  of  the  interest,  or  any  part  of  the  interest 
of  his  dient  in  any  gait.  Nor  is  validi^  to  be  given  to  any 
agreement  by  which  the  solicitor  stipulate*  for  payment  on^ 
in  the  event  of  anccees  in  the  suit. 

The  Act  contains  in  part  IL  certain  "  general  provisiona," 
to  whiob,  I  think,  no  member  of  our  profession  will  fail  to 
give  wnqnalified  assent.  It  is,  at  last,  provided  that  solicitors 
may  take  security  &om  their  clients  for  future  charges  or 
diabaraanienta,  to  be  ascertained  by  taxation  or  otherwise, 
and  snbject  to  any  Gtoeral  Rules  or-  Orders  to  be  made. 
Interest  also  may  be  allowed  upon  taxation  at  such  rate  and 
at  ndi  times  as  the  taxing  officer  thutks  just,  on  moneys 
disbuned  by  a  solicitor  for  his  dient;  and,  on  the  other 
hand,  interest  is  to  be  computed  and  idlowed  to  a  client  on 
moneys  improperly  retained  by  his  attorney  or  solicitor. 

Hie  Act  also  contains  a  mach-needed  provision,  which  to 
my  mind  is  the  most  important  of  HI.  I  refer  to  the  provi- 
sion that  the  taxing  master  is,  apon  any  taxation  of  costs, 
aabject  to  General  Rules  or  Orders  hereafter  to  be  made, 
to  nave  regard,  in  allowing  remuneration  to  the  solicitor  for 
bis  lerrices,  to  the  skill,  labour  and  responsibility  involved. 
"We  most  anxiously  await  the  General  Rules  and  Orders 
wtoch  are  to  be  made ;  but  this  provision,  so  often  urged 
and  (t  length  obtained,  cannot  fi^  to  be  of  vast  imoortanoe  to 
the  profenion  at  large,  and  indirectly  to  the  public 

Tlx  provisions  of  the  new  Act,  and  their  probable  in- 
iliieiKe  upon  the  profession,  have  already  been  the  snbject 
of  aUe  comment  by  various  members  of  the  Association.  I 
hesifate  to  propound  my  own  viewa  at  any  length,  and  1 
shall  content  myself  with  suggesting  some  considerations 
hkdy  to  promote  the  fair  discussion  of  the  important  ques- 
tion now  before  us. 

In  a  paper  of  mine  on  "  Professional  Remuneration," 
which  was  read  to  the  Association  at  Leeds  in  1864,  aUoding 
to  Lonl  Westbury's  bill,  I  stated  my  inclination  to  limit 
the  validity  of  contracts  between  a  solicitor  and  his  client  to 
the  diarges  for  purely  conveyancing  business. 

liia  preeoit  Act  goes  far  beyond  this,  and  I  cannot  deny 
that  tiie  principle  upon  which  it  is  based  is  sound.  It  seems 
to  me,  however,  that  it  would  have  been  more  judioions 
to  have  drawn  the  line,  in  the  first  place,  between  the 
cbai]^  made  in  litigated  buainMS  and  business  of  a  non- 
litwoos  character. 

The  Law  Soaety  has  always  held  that  there  is  a  large 
dasa  of  bosinen  for  which  no  oontnots  can  properly  be 
madcv  and  it  seems  to  me  that,  for  the  most  part,  actions  at 
law  aad  gaits  in  equity  come  within  that  dass. 

It  most  surely  be  difficult  in  most  cases,  and  practically 
impossible  in  many,  to  form  any  &ir  estimate  of  what  the 
ooata  of  an  action  or  suit  are  ukdy  to  be ;  and  even  if  an 
approximate  estimate  oonld  be  formed,  I  donbt  the  advan- 
tage either  to  the  attorney  or  the  client  of  any  attempt  to 
d^ne  it  at  the  outset. 

It  will  be  observed  that  under  the  new  Act  agreements 
niatiiig  to  actions  at  law  or  suits  in  equity  are  in  all  cases 
to  be  azamined  and  allowed  by  the  taxing  officer.  This 
wiD  be  often  a  very  difficult  task,  and  it  must  inevit- 
ahty  happen  that  some  masters  will  take  views 
wi&aly  uffeiing  from  otiters.  It  is  to  be  obsoved,  too, 
tiwt  with  the  exception  of  a  few  individual  oases,  the 
agteonent  will  not  be  bronght  before  the  taxing  master 
mtil  the  business  to  which  it  relates  is  oonoloded.  Is 
the  taxing  master  to  endeavour  to  put  himself  in  the 
positicn  of  the  parties  at  the  time  the  oontraot  was  entered 
iito  ?  Or  is  he,  in  forming  a  judgment,  to  import  the 
kno^edge  of  subsequent  events,  and  the  fresh  inddents 
whidt  most  have  arisen  in  the  course  of  the  business  ? 
If  tbe  master  should  pronounce  against  the  agreement, 


how  is  the  amonnt  pteperljr  due  to  the  attorney  to  be  as- 
certained P  Is  he  to  be  resaitted  to  his  former  rights  and 
deliver  a  signed  bill,  probably  having, on  the  strength  of  the 
existonoe  of  the  agreement,  xept  no  details  of  hu  labour 
as  he  otherwise  would  have  dona  ? 

The  provision  that  agreements  involving  prooeedings  at 
law  or  in  equity  should  be  subject  to  the  approval  of  the 
taxing  master,  was  inserted  at  the  instance  of  Lord  Chelms- 
ford. 

If  the  master  or  judge  should  see  fit  to  reduce  the 
amount  of  remuneration  fixed  by  the  agreement,  is  the  at- 
torney to  be  bound  to  accept  such  reduced  remnneiation, 
or  may  he  deot  to  bill  back  upon  his  original  rights  ?  What 
nncerUinty  will  be  imported  into  the  earnings  of  attomeya 
and  solicitors,  if  after  payments  have  been  made  pursuant 
to  agreement,  they  are  Uable  to  have  the  agreements  re- 
opened, and  the  fairness  of  the  agreement  itself,  and  the 
fairness  of  the  payment  made  thereunder,  are  to  be  fought 
out,  at  the  instance  of  a  capricious  client,  or  more  fre- 
quently, perhaps,  by  an  tmsuoeeasftal,  disappointed,  and 
qnerolous  opponent  of  his  client,  upon  whom  the  liability  to 
pay  may  have  &llen. 

Hr.  Lawrence,  as  President  of  the  Council  of  the  Incor- 
porated Law  Sodety,  addressed  Lord  Chelmsford,  in  June 
ust,  in  remonstrance  against  its  insertion  in  the  bill,  and 
forwarding  a  resolution  of  the  committee:  His  Lordship 
replied  in  the  following  terms  : — 

"  It  is  unnecessary  to  say  that  I  have  considered  the  resolu* 
tion  with  the  attention  and  respect  which  are  due  to  the 
body  from  which  it  proceeds,  and  I  regret  that  I  am  nnable 
to  agree  with  the  opinion  which  it  expresses.  I  should  be 
sorry  that  any  interference  on  my  part  should  neutralise  the 
advantages  expected  from  the  bill,  but  I  cannot  see  how  the 
proposed  clause  can  produce  this  effect.  I  could  have 
wished  that  the  bill  had  been  confined  to  permitting  agree  - 
ments  to  be  made  for  the  remuneration  of  solicitors  for  con- 
veyancing business.  This  was  the  reason  and  the  only 
reason  (as  far  as  I  know)  for  the  interference  of  the  Legisla- 
ture wiUi  the  relation  of  solicitor  and  client.'* 

"It  certainly  was  the  only  ground  taken  by  Lord 
Westbuiy  upon  his  introduction  of  his  bill  on  the  subject 
in  the  year  1864.  I  have  never  heard  of  any  complaint 
being  made  of  the  mode  in  which  solicitors  and  attomeya 
are  remunerated  for  business  done  in  actions  or  suits.  _  If  the 
scale  of  costs  were  not  properly  regulated  it  might  be 
altered  by  the  judges,  but  to  allow  uie  attorneys  to  set 
themselves  free  from  the  superintoudence  of  the  Courts  ov  er 
their  charges  would  be  attended  with  mischievous  conse- 
quences. I  do  not  believe  when  the  bill  passes  that  the 
higher  class  of  solicitors  engaged  generally  in  actions  of  im- 
portance will  enter  into  agreements  with  their  clients.  But 
my  long  experience  at  the  bar  has  led  me  to  the  knowledge 
that  there  are  unfortunately  men  in  the  profession  who  wul 
gladly  take  advantage  of  the  measure  to  escape  from  the 
fealous  eye  of  a  taxing  officer  by  entering  into  agream  ante 
witii  their  clients  for  a  fixed  amount  of  remuneration,  and 
that  an  opportunity  will  thus  be  afforded  for  the  grossest 
over-reacning  and  extortion." 

"The  Council  say  that,  'The  taxing  officer  cannot 
appreciate  the  value  of  the  services  rendered  by  the  attorney 
as  well  as  the  client.'  But  the  diento  of  whom  I  am 
thinking  are  men  who  are  ignorant  of  the  just  amount  of 
remuneration  for  legal  services,  and  who  will,  therefore,  be 
entirely  at  the  mercy  of  the  attorney.  He  will  generally  be 
able  to  form  a  shrewd  conjecture  of  the  profit  he  will  derive 
from  undertaking  a  cause,  and  if  he  proposes  any  sum  to  be 
paid  in  lieu  of  costs  by  the  oli»nt,  he  will  certainly  not  fix 
it  below  what  he  would  receive  in  the  regular  way." 

"  It  is  also  said  that  ample  provision  is  made  by  the  bill 
for  inquiry  into  the  bond  ftdu  of  an  agreement.  But  how 
will  the  ctass  of  clients  to  whom  I  am  referring  know  of 
this  provision,  or  if  they  do,  how  can  they  avail  themselves 
of  it  in  utter  ignorance  (as  they  will  generally  be)  whether 
the  agreement  is  fair  and  just  or  not  P  I  fed  all  this  so 
strongly,  and  I  am  so  apprehensive  of  the  serious  conse- 
quences which  will  ensue  from  allowing  the  attorneys  of 
mferior  practice  to  free  themselves  from  the  control  of  the 
Courts  that  with  every  respect  to  the  opinion  of  the  Council, 
I  must  persevere  in  pressing  my  proposed  amendment." 

"  I  may  add  to  what  I  have  already  said  as  to  the  pro- 
bability tnat  the  high  and  honourable  class  of  solicitor* 
(whom  I  gladly  acknowledge  to  be  the  majority  of  the 
profession)  engaged  in  the  great  commercial  causes  and  other 
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cases  of  importance,  will  not  enter  into  agreements  to  re> 
ceive  a  fixed  sum  instead  of  costs;  that  if  they  do  they  are 
not  liltely  to  have  anything  to  fear  from  the  scrutiny  of  a 
tazine  omcer,  and  they  ougut  not  to  grudge  this  necessary, 
though  merely  formal,  sanction  of  thoir  agreements,  on 
account  of  the  protection  it  will  afford  where  protection  is 
likely  to  be  required. — ^Yours  faithfully, 

Chilhsford." 
Upon  the  subject  of  remuneration  generally  by  agreement, 
it  is  needless  to  say  that  the  recent  Act  will  maxe  a  com- 
plete change  in  the  former  state  of  the  law  under  which  no 
a^eement  between  attorney  and  client  would  have  been 
binding  on  the  client.  It  was  right  that  this  anomalous 
state  of  things  should  be  done  away  with;  but  it  behoves  the 
profession  to  enter  into  these  agreements  with  care  and  cir- 
cumspection, so  that  the  public  may  learn  to  know  that  they 
also  are  benefited  by  the  change. 

I  must  here  quote  from  an  article  in  the  Solicitors'  Jour- 
nal of  July  2,  1864,  which  was  no  doubt  addressed  to  Lord 
Westbury's  bill  but  has  a  bearing  upon  the  present  Act, 
and  the  present  position  of  the  question  of  remuneration: — 

"  The  substantial  mistake  in  the  scheme  is,  that  it  leaves 
the  present  system  wlMlly  untouched,  except  in,  these  exceptional 
cases.  The  general  rule  for  payment,  according  to  the  length 
of  deeds  and  pleading,  will  still  remain,  and  cannot  be  dis- 
pensed with  wherever  any  of  the  parties  interested  are  under 
any  disability  of  the  ordinary  kind.  It  is  very  likely, 
moreover,  that  many  respectable  solicitors  will  object  to  adopt 
a  mode  of  dealing  with  their  clients  which  must  always  be  dit- 
nyrceaileinordinari/  pio/esiioualtransactions;  whileitiaeqaallj 
certain  to  be  seized  upon  with  avidity  by  less  scrupulous  prac- 
titioners— a  state  of  things  which,  in  the  course  of  time, 
will  have  the  effect  of  bringing  it  into  general  disrepute.  It 
would  certainly  be  an  unpleasant  operation  for  the  '  family 
solicitor '  to  go  through  the  repulsive  process  of  a  statutory 
agreement  upon  every  occasion  when  it  became  necessary  to 
commence  an  action  or  suit,  or  to  conduct  any  transaction 
of  sale,  purchase,  or  settlement  for  a  client,  llie  agreement 
would  frequently  require  to  be  of  a  complicated  character, 
and  would  need  professional  exposition  in  order  to  render  its 
provisions,  or,  at  all  events,  its  legal  effect,  intelligible  to  a 
layman.  A  highminded  solicitor — especially  one  who  was 
brought  up  with  the  old  strict  notions  about  his  dntv  to  his 
client,  and  the  necessity  of  being  at  arm's  length  wherever 
their  interests  were  at  all  in  conflict — would  be  very  much 
embarrassed  when  he  came  to  draw  a  contract  which  was  to 
have  a  special  obligatory  force  upon  his  client  in  favour  of 
himself,  under  the  provisions  of  the  Act.  Practically,  in 
most  important  cases,  the  intervention  of  an  independent 
solicitor  would  be  as  necessary  after  the  Act  as  it  was  before  ; 
for,  though  it  may  seem  to  abolish,  in  respect  of  such  con- 
tracts, aU  the  special  consequences  of  the  fiduciary  relation 
between  the  parties,  yet  equity  judges  will  be  very  slow  to 
admit,  and  will  be  very  ingenious  to  avoid,  such  a  constmc- 
ion.  Bnt  if  the  intervention  of  another  solicitor  thus  be- 
oomes,  in  all  cases  where  an  important  stake  is  at  issue,  a 
auttter  of  prudence,  the  effect  will  be  of  course  to  discourage 
solicitors  from  availing  themselves  of  the  provisions  of  the 
Act" 

Although  I  think  this  article  goes  too  far  in  opposing 
agreements  of  this  nature,  I  quote  it  as  a  caution  to  those 
mio  are  about  to  make  extensive  nse  of  the  new  law. 

In  conclusion  I  would  ask.  Ought  we  to  rest  satisfied 
with  the  point  to  which  we  have  arrived  ?  I  think  not. 
Ho  doubt  one  of  the  matters  constantly  insisted  upon  by 
solicitors  for  years  past  has  been  a  greater  freedom  to  make 
rach  charges  for  their  skill  and  labour  as  they  may  think  fit. 

Bnt  there  is  another  matter  which  has  been  as  constantly 
urged  alike  by  our  law  societies  and  by  the  leading  members 
of  the  profession,  and  particularly  by  the  Liverpool  Law 
Society-  It  is  the  necessity  for  revising  in  many  respects 
the  existing  scale  of  fees,  and  the  alteration  of  thie  ordinary 
scale  of  remuneration  now  imposed  upon  the  profession. 

It  is  true  the  taxing  master  will,  under  the  new  Act,  be 
at  liberty  to  take  into  his  consideration  and  judgment  the 
nature  and  importance  of  the  natter  about  which  the  pro- 
fessional services  have  been  rendered.  But  the  long  preva- 
lence of  inflexible  rules  of  taxation  will  still  largely  operate 
upon  the  minds  of  the  taxing  officers,  and  will  be  so  con- 
stantly appealed  to  by  practitioners  as  binding  precedents 
for  the  future,  that  I  believe  nothing  short  of  a  revised  scale 
issued  by  authority  will  provide  the  adequate  remedy  which 
we  have  agitated  to  obtain  for  the  evils  we  have  so  long 
endured. 


80LICIT0HS  BENEVOLENT  ASSOCUTIOS. 

The  usual  monthly  meeting  of  the  board  of  ditactonol 
this  association  was  held  at  the  Law  Institution,  Chancery- 
lane,  London,  on  Wednesday,  the  7th  inst.,  Mr.  John  Smale 
Torr  in  the  chair;  the  other  directors  present  bem; 
Messrs.  Cookson,  Hedger,  Monckton,  Kelson,  Payne  (of 
Bath),  Rickman,  and  Shaen  ;  Mr.  Eiffe,  secretary. 

A  sum  of  £65  was  expended  in  grants  to  two  widomot 
deceased  members  of  the  association,  and  £25  in  grants  lo 
fonr  widows  of  non- members. 

Three  new  members  were  admitted,  and  other  gaai 
businees  transacted. 


LAW  STUDENTS  DEBATING  SOaETY 
At  the  meeting  of  this  society,  held  on  Tuesday,  the6tli 
inst,,  the  question  discussed  was  No.  462,  legal— "Majrtlu 
MS.  of  an  advertisement  in  the  Zondon  Gazetle,  lediiu: 
the  dissolution  of  the  partnership  of  A.  and  B.,  udsi^ 
by  them,  be  read  in  evidence  to  prove  the  dissolution  if  i 
has  not  been  stamped  as  an  agreement." 

Mr.  Widdows  opened  the  debate  in  the  affinnatiTe,  id 
after  a  spirited  discussion  the  question  was  decided  in  tbt 
negative  by  eleven  votes  to  six. 

LIVERPOOL  LAW  STUDENTS  DEBATINGSOdETf 
A  meeting  of  this  society  was  held  on  Thursday,  the  It 
inst.,  at  tha  Law  Library,  Cook-street.  Mr.  J.  H.  Eoiioii. 
solicitor,  occupied  the  chair.  The  subject  fordisconiin  «ai, 
"  Ought  a  neutral  government,  in  time  of  war,  to  pnluiNt 
the  export  of  arms  to  belligerents  ?"  Mr.  M.  P.  Jooa^ 
solicitor,  opened  the  debate,  which  was  oontinaed  b;  n^ 
of  Qie  members  present.  Alter  an  animated  diacnaiWittit 
negative  waa  carried  by  a  large  majority. 


FUBirc  COMPAKIES. 
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•  A  noelTsa  no  dividend  nntll  •  par  oanb  baa  baao  pai4  «>  >• 

aOVBSRICBMT  FaUDS. 
Lasi  Qnotuioa,  Dee.  t,  1870. 
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S  per  Cent,  Consols,  921  x  d 
Ditto  for  Aoooont,  Jan.  o,  M^  z  d 
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Do.  s  per  Cent.,  Jan.  '11 
Annaitiee,  Jan. '80— 


Annuities,  April,  '85 
Do.(Bed8eaT.)Aaj.l»W 
Bz  BUU,«IOO0,  -  per  Ct.  W  P  ■ 
Ditto,  «500,  Do  —  W  P  ■« 
Ditto,  £100  a  £W>,  -  l»  P  "  ^ 
Bank  of  Bogland  Stoei.  <i  <* 

CI.  (last  hair-ymr)  *>1 
Ditto  for  Aocoant. 


IHDIAN  OOVEBHICBNT  SEOasiTIBS. 
India  Stk.,  10}  p  Ct.Apr.'74,909       Ind.  Bnf.  Pr.,  S  p  C,  Jan.  »  J™ 


Ditto  for  Aoeoont 

Dittos  per  Cent.,Jnly,'(0  lloi 

Ditto  for  Acoount,— 

Ditto  4  perCeat.,  Oct.  '88  100} 

Ditto,  ditto, CertuJoates,— 

Ditto  Snawiad  Ppr.,  4p«rOent.90 


Ditto, »i per  Cent., May,  »'" 
Ditto  Debentores,  per  sm- 
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Ditto. ditto, ander*l<>«».  »P» 


MONXT  MABKBT  and  CITT  IlflBLLIOEKOB. 

The  transactions  in  all  the  markets  oontinuB  to  *•  »''*?S 
terised  by  much  caution,  indicating  that  the  position  of  pmw 
affairs  is  not  yet  thought  sUble  enough  to  warrant  paiBM  »»• 
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mitting  themselTos.  The  prieas  in  the  share  and  foreign 
nmrfceij,  however,  hsTe  on  the  whole  crept  np  a  little  further 
this  wedE.  In  the  Funds  transactions  have  been  verjr  limited, 
and  the  Govranaent  market  seems  weaker  than  the  rest. 


The  county  court  office*  in  the  United  Kingdom  will  be  closed 
on  the  24th  and  26th  inst. 

Mr.  William  James  Sidn^,  Q.C.,  of  the  Irish  Bar,  has  been 
disbarred  by  the  Benchers  of  King's-inns,  Dublin. 

Mr.  Samuel  Fisher,  solicitor,  of  Threadneedlc-street,  City,  has 
resigned  the  clerkship  of  Mcrcluuit  Taylors'  Company. 

The  next  meeting  of  the  Juridical  Society  will  be  held  on 
Wedneadsy,  at  eight  p.m.,  when  Mr.  H.  Godefroi  will  read  a 
paper  on  "  Gompeneation  for  Railway  Accidents."  The  Hen. 
G.  Denman  will  preside. 

The  ho  nour  of  Imighthood  has  been  conferred  on  Mr.  Llewellyn 
Turner,  the  late  Mayor  of  Carnarvon,  which  office  he  had  held 
for  the  long  period  of  eleven  years.  Sir  Llewellyn  Turner  is  a 
solicitor  of  upwards  of  twenty  years'  standing,  having  been 
admitted  in  1847. 

Mr.  Charles  Cavendish  Clifford,  who  has  been  elected  M.P. 
for  Newport,  in  the  Isle  of  Wight,  in  the  Liberal  interest,  was 
<  .illed  to  the  bar  at  the  Inner  Temple  in  November,  1846,  but 
never  nrsctiaed.  He  was  private  secretary  to  Lord  Falmerston 
fnim  1850  till  18.57,  and  was  M.P.  for  the  Isle  of  Wight  from 
that  year  tfll  1865. 


BIKTBB.  MABRIA0B8,  AMD  SEATBS. 

BIRTHS. 
FosxiB— On  Dec.  2,  the  wife  of  Mr.  W.  I.  Foster,  of  14,  The 
Gaidenx,  Feckham-rye,  Surrey,  and  Southampton-buildings, 
W.C.,  solicitor,  of  a  son. 
Mastkn — On  Dec.  8,  at  21,  Frince  of  Wales-terrace,  South 
Scnainfrton,  the  wife  of  Alfred  Oeorgo  Marten,  Esq.,  barris- 
tet-at-law,  of  a  son. 

UABRUOES. 
DiXTKt— GsBRAKD — On  Not.  29,  at  All  Souls',  Langham- 
place,  Charles  Stuart  Dakyns,  Esq.,  barrister-at-law,  of  the 
umet  Temple,  to  Constance  Agnez,  daughter  of  the  late  Colo- 
nel Jolm  Gr*nt  Gemud,  of  the  1st  European  Bengal  Fusi- 
lien. 
Ktxym — GiLMAX— On  Dec.  3,  at  St.  Martin's-in-the-fielda, 
Westminster,  George   Buttler  Kennett,  Esq.,   Bracondale, 
Xenrich.  to  Bosa  Lydia,  daughter  of  Charles  SucUing  Oil- 
mm.  Solicitor,  Norwich. 
UicB^XL — ^WiLLiAMg— On  Tuesday,  Dec.  6,  at  St.  Saviour's 
Paddin^on,  J.  Michael,  of  Sonthnelds,  Wandsworth,  aolid- 
tor,  to  Mary  Ann,  widow  of  the  late  'Thomas  HiUiud  Wil- 
linu,  of  Kanisgate,  Paymaster  R.N. 

DEATHS. 
Bbaxsox — On  Dee.  I,  at  21,  Pembridge-square,  Binrswatcr, 

Jamas  WOliam  Branson,  Esq.,  barrister-at-law,  aged  S7. 
PATKa — On  Dec.  2,  atRoundhay,  near  Leeds,  Richard  Ecroyd 

Payne,  Solicitor. 
Stolow — On  Dec  4,  at  New  Holme,  Whalley  Range,  John 

Sodknr,  Esq.,  solicitor,  Manchester,  in  his  50th  year. 


LOHSOir  GAZETTES. 

Pre&Mioiul  PartnanUps  DiawlTtd. 
FaiDiT,  Dec.  S,  1870. 
Enuaat,  Chaa.  Oeo  Edwd  Emmet,  &  OoortDey  Stanhope  Kenny,  Bait- 
tax,  Attsmiae  and  Solicitora.    Dee  1 . 
Scatte,  Jobn,  &  John  Jas  Britton,  Newcaitle-npon-Tyne,  AtCornlet  and 
Suifclms.     Nov  80. 

'Wadlac-np  of  Joiiit  Stock  CompaaiM. 

PaiotT,  Deo.  S,  UTO. 

Dnuumn  m  CBaiictaT. 

Vatarford.  Uamore,  and  Permey  Ballway  Company.— The  Master  of 

tke  BaOa  has,  by  an  order  dated  Ans  I.  appointed  Henry  Parkinson, 

*»,  Swth  Fnderiok-R,  DabUn.to  be  offlclal  liquidator. 

TvaaoAT,  Dec.  6. 1870. 

UnntntD  w  CaavosaT. 

ThkA  St  Pater**  Thirty  Ponnds  Money  Oompany.— The  Vtee-Oliancellor 
of  th*  Daafay  of  Laacaiter.bas,  by  an  older  dated  Nov  St,  ordered 
ttac  ttM  aliove  eonpany  ihonld  be  wound  op  by  the  Coort  of  Chan- 
«»yef  tbaDncby.    Slater  &  Co,  ^Manchester,  solicitors  for  tbepetl- 

tiunrsDn  CBAacnv. 

Kath  lUddleMz  Waterworks  Camfaj  (Umitod).— Creditors  are  re- 
^ctnA  OD  or  hefere  Jan  9,  to  send  their  names  and  addrenea,  and  the 
■irtlaolT*  ef  their  debts  or  olalms,  to  Alfred  Horatio  Potter,  U, 
IfeMfeBry-eiKas.  Thursday,  Jan  19  at  It,  ia  appointed  for  hearing 
•■•  a^lBdleaHag  npao  tbe  d*Ms  and  claims. 

ttmamt  Oartar  Hotel  Company  (Limited).— The  Matter  of  the  Rolls 
kHblraB  « d*r  dated  Nov  15,  ordtrcd  that  the  above  company  ba 
waiJ  ap-     Pcad,  Stere^'a-gate,  Wettminater,  aoUdtor  for  the  peti- 


Sraniasm  or  Connrau.. 

Paioar,  Dec.  «,  1870. 

Great  Wheal  Portnne  Mining  Company.— Petition  fnrwIndinK  »p,  pre- 

aented  Nov  14,  dhrected  to  be  heard  hefore  the  Vice- Warden  at  the 

Princes  Halt,  Troro,  on  Thnraday,  Feb  i  at  IS.     ChQdt  and  BatUn, 

Coleman-atreeti  agents  for  Pani,  Traro,  solicitor  forthepetiUoaer.  ^ 

Friendly  SoeietiM  SiisoWed. 
TD«n>»T,  Dec.  6, 1870. 
Newport  PagneU  ProvMent  Friendly  Society,  Ball  Inn,  Newport  Pag- 
nell,  Bnclts.    Deo  t. 

CradUon  under  Eitatea  in  Chancery. 

Lait  Day  of  Procf. 

FaiDiT,  Deo.  :,  1870. 

Compton,  Chas  Spencer,   TValt  on -on -Thames,  Sorrey,  Gent.    DecM. 

Dyer  »  Vilaon,  V.C.  Mallna.     Moaeop,  Ironmonter-lane.  |»«  •% 

Dvson,  Jonas,  Hallfai,  Tork.  Innkeeper.    Dec  31.    Dyaon  •  Ashton, 

V.C.  Mallna.    Batlsy,  Hnddersfield. 
Mfss,  Mary.  Eoyal-hill,  Qncen's-rd,  Bayewatcr.  Dec  SI.  EveritteMoas, 

V.C.  Bacon.    Jewltt,  Effra-nJ,  Brixton. 
Ihomas.Hoarell,  Poncynoo  Llanwonno,  Glamorgan,  Gent.    Deo  24. 

Phillips  »  James,  V.C.  Mallns.     Jamcj.SIerihyr  Tydvil. 
TIdd.  Jas  Granger,  High-st.  Beer  I'.etailer.    Dec   14.    Harvey  r  Tidd, 

V.C.  Bacon.    Weston,  Gt  Jamet-at,  Bedford-row. 
Williamson,  Samnel,  Poole,  Chester,  Gent.    Dec  30.  Johnson  v  Bargess, 

V.C.  Stnart.    Bellyae,  Audlem. 

NiXT  or  Kim. 
Mayer,  Pamell,  Stnttgart,  Wnrtembarg,    Wm  Bardlnce,  Newport,  Cap- 

tain  in  H.H.  Mth  Reg.,  and  Edward  H  ardinge,  Ua>ir  in  H.U.  bOih 

Reg.    V.C.  Malins. 

TOBSDAT,  Dec.  6, 1870. 
Beaumont,  Hen  Mary  Eliz,  Hatheraage,  Derby.     Dectl.    Beanmonta 

Daniel.  M.R.     Dolan,  Tokenhonte-yard. 
Blagg.  The*.  Tuzford,  Nottingham,  Farmer.      Dec  S3.    Andrews  » 

Clark,  V.C.  Stoart.    Frank  &  Co,  Golden-tq. 
Butley,  Abraham,  Beekatde.    Lancaster,   Attoroey-*t-L*w.     Jan   9. 

Spedding  V  Bntler,  V.C.  Mallns.    Bnrgess,  Sonth-sq.  Gray's  Inn. 
Goolden,  John,  Foruhead,  Somerset.  Gent.     Jan  7.    Tronghton  »  GooV- 

den,  V.C.  Stnart.    Wallii,  Briitol. 
Haines,  Job,  Ot  Bridge,  nr  Tipton,  Stafford,  Coal  Master.    Jan  8.    Fret- 
welt  V  Balnea,  M.R.    Fellows,  Tipton. 
Haselfoot,  Theopbilns  Paske,  Brentwood,  Easex,  Gent.    Febl.    Mat> 

thew  V  Haaetfoot,  V.C.  Mallna.      Tamer,    Onion  BankHdiamben, 

Carey.  St. 
Manners,  Fras,  Newport,  Isle  of  Wtfht.    Jan  J.    Cocks  «  Manners,  V.0 

Stnart.    Scott,  Coleman-st. 
Mills,  John,  Wtlllam.*t,  Neat-«t,  C  am  berwell.  Leather  Japamwr.    Jan  7. 

Stnart  *  ilills,M.R.    Whits  fc  C  o,  Bedford-row. 
Palmer,  Wm,  Htghfleld.ter.  Kantirh-towD,  Builder.    Jan  10.    Palmer* 

Bound.  T.C.  Stoart.  Paddlaon  it  Son,  Lincoln's-lnn-flelds. 
Dnett,  John,  Ohilworth-st,  Paddington.    Jan  10,    Tomtinson  e  Doett). 

V.C.Stuart.    Moon, LIneotn's-lnn-flelds, 
Taie,Thos,  Kendal,' Westmoreland,  Innkeeper.    Dec  10.    Tate c  Bell, 

M.R.    Wells  k  Sykes,  St  Switbi  n's-laoe. 
WaIker,6anes,Atft>rd,  Unootn,  :aent.    Jan  11.    Savill  e  Walker,  V.C 

Bacon.    Walker  k  Co,  AUord. 
Tallop,  Tho^  Paddlngton.    Jsa  10.    Freeman  «   Tallop,  V.C.  Stoart. 

Ryan,  Lineoln't-lnn-flelda. 

Oreditmra  nndar  SS  ft  S8  Yiet.  twf.  Zi. 

tatt  Day  of  CInm. 

Faioav,  Dec.  8, 1870. 

Adcock,  Wm  By  Speooer,  Famdlah,  Bedford,  Gent.     Dec  31.    Bailey  tt 

On,  Bemers-at. 
Beeler,  Geo,  Sheffleld,  Tork,  Warehonaeman.    Jan    II.    Wake,  Shef- 

field. 
Beslay,  John,  Strand,  Licenaed  Victaatler.    Jan  ».    Hicks,  Sallsbaiy- 

st.  Strand, 
Bird,  Eliz,  Ivyharst,  Algbnrth,  nr  Lpool,  Widow.    Jan  9,    Miller  A  COt 

LpooL 
Bow,  Robert,  Dorset-pt,  Keatal  New  Town,  Carpenter.    Dectt.    Bart, 

ley  ftSaxton,  Somerset-at,  Fortman-sq. 
Brareten,  Edward,  BeoHe,  nr   Lpool,  Painter.    Jan  1.    Wright  ft  Co 

Lpool. 
Bryan,  Ungb  Fridmore,  Cockleld,  Snasex,  Esq.    Jan  I.    Dabhs,  Stam- 
ford. 
Crockett-Brawn,  Jas,  Birm,  Retail  Brewer.    JanS.    Simcox.Blrm. 
Dixon,  Oeo,  Tyoemoath,  North  nmberlsnd.  Pobllcan.    Febl.     Kemy< 

lyslds  ft  Porster,  Neweastle-n  poo-Tyne. 
Dodicsoo,  Stanley,  Whitehaven,    Ciunberland,  Etq.    Dec  81.    Lomb  ft 

HowsoD,  WhltehavBD. 
Elwell,  Edward,  Wednetbory,  Staflbrd ,  Merchant.    Jan  St.    Woodward, 

Wednesbory. 
Fsmie,  Jsne,  8tookton.OB-Tees,   Dor  bam.    March  10.    NewbyAOo, 

Stockton-on-Tees. 
Flnnlmore,  Abraham,  Torqnay,  Devon,  Esq.    Jas  St.    SatchellftCbap* 

pie,  Qoeen-st,  Cheapaide. 
rtsbe,  Cbas  CaalMId,  <)aeen's-tq,Westmlnstsr,  Civil  Engineer.  Deo  34. 

RadcUlTe  ft  Co,  Oraven-st,  Strand. 
Gilbert,  John,  Leytontone,  Essex,   Merchant.    Jan  16.    Joditnaon  ft 

Son,  Cerbet-ct,  tiracechorch-st. 
Glover,  Jane,  Everton,  Lpool.  WId  ew.    Deo  30.    Teebay  ft  Lynoh, 

Lpool. 
Ha8welt,John,Woolviiton,Darham,    Farmer.    Jan  81.    NawhyftCo, 

Stocklonoo-Teaa. 
Higfin,  Hy  Wm,  Little  Mesaenden,  Rocking  bam,  Gent.  Jan  7.  Cheese, 

Amsraham. 
Hiakett,  John,  KlnEtton-opon-Thames,  OtA.    Jan  I.    Belt  &  Newman, 

Kingaion-npon-Thamet. 
Jobling,  Mark  Lambert,    Newcastle-opon-Tyne,   Solicitor.     Jon   If, 

Hoyle  &  Co,  Newcastle-npon-Tyne. 
Keyes.OeoThos,  Gray'a-at,  Mancheater-iq,  Boilder,    Jan  81.    Head  ft 

Coode,  Mark-iane. 
MIdleton,  Right  Hon  and  Rev  Wm  Jobn,  Peper-barow,  Sarrey,  TIscoanb 

Feb  I.    Bray  ft  Co,  Ot  Enssell-st,  Bloomabory. 
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Xorrii,  JobD,  Bonlem,  Staflord.  SargMO.    Jan  1,    Hntoa,  Bontem . 
Hjm,  Morrli,  Old  CuUe^  WbtMchqial,  Rm  Mmbuit.    Mb  1. 

rMtot  Bartholomew- cloM> 
FeaU^ancer,  LpooUOqitalafaiBJI.  MBi«.  afFoot.   Aai.   lOIar 

ft  Od.  Lpool, 
Paakalt,  Elu,X(«Adill]«,  BoMaz,  Widow.   Dae  IS.   Sowtoa,  Cbl- 

otaaatar.l 
Blgb7,  Jolm,  Lpool,  Oorn  Brokar.    Jaa  t.    Miliar  fe  Co.  Lvoal. 
Baaga,  Oao,  Loncliapa,  Oloneaanr,  Fumar.   Dao  (1.   Davlaa,  Bam. 
Bad(a,  MaiT,  tonRbopa,  QloaoaMar,  WKknr.   Dao  SI.    Dwrlat,  Baaa. 
Bodga,  Wd,  LoDUiopa,  GloaaaMar,  Fannar.   Dao  U.   Daviaa,  Boaa. 
Batheniird,  Jus,  Ot  Marlboroncfa-at,  Bagoat-at.   Fab  1.   Wren,   Tan- 

cbarch-tt. 
Smallwood,  Cktharloa,  Lpad,  Widow.    Jan  I.    Xntar  k  Co,  I900I. 
Smith.  aao,CeDtral-hiU,DpparNerwood,  Bat.    Jan  14.    Swiokuniek 

Farker.  BedforJ.row. 
Stokaa,  Oao.  Porohaatar-gardana,  Bajiwatar,  Baq.    Jaa  M.    DarUaon, 

SpriDff-gardaai. 
Traao.  Wm,  Albemarle-it,  Flocadllljr,  Clob  Frapriatar.    Dae  U,   WaU. 

Enston-rd. 
TiTlaa,  John  Ennii,  Troro,  Oomwkll,  Eaq.   Within  thraa  «aL  montha. 

Smith  k  Co,  Trnro. 
Woodhanu,  Sank  Jana.  HaaUngi,  Sonez.    Jan  16.    Clajtoa  B  Bona. 

Laaeaater-pl,  Strand. 

TnaaDiT,  Dae.  6,  It70. 
Baaaton,  EUx,  HoUington,  Darty,  Widow.    Jan  M.    Jaekaon,  Balpar. 
BMot.  Lady  Harriet,  Cheater«i.   Jan  10.    Lncaa  ft  Coa,  AiiTU-at, 

Carter,  Tbomaa,  Proton,  Lanoastar,  Oent.    Dee  10.    Dodd,  Lfana-it. 

Preaton. 
Cbarlaa,  Robert.  Carlibrooka,  Ilia  of  Wight,  Oent.   Dae  SI.   Jamaa  ft 

Co,  Elj-pl,  Holbom. 
Clark,  Rev.  John  Dixon,  BaUord  Hall,  Kotthnmbailaad.     Dae   SI. 

Leadbitter,  NBwcastle'upoD-Tjue. 
Cottrall,Hurriet,  WbitwaU,  Ule  of  Wight   JanU.    Eldrldga  ft  Son, 

Newport. 
Cradoek.  Wm,  Barton-npon-Hombar,  Lincoln,  Boot  Uaker.    Fab  1. 

Maaoo,  Barton-npon-Homber. 
Oibboni,  Wm  Thos,  Albany-et,  Ragent'i-park,  Dnq«r.  Jan  SI.  Hnghea. 

ft  Son,  B«dfofd-5(,  Ccrent-iCBrden. 
Hancock,  Jobs,  FlTmonth,  Engineer,  B.N.    Dee   SI.   Woodbaad  ft  Co, 

Cbarlii|-cron. 
Jcnnar,  Tboa,  Denbigh-ter,  North  Bridge-id,  Battenea.   Jan  16.  Edell, 

King-tt,  Chrapaide. 
Lane,  Sarah,  Glaitonbnrjr,  Somafaat,  Widow.    Dae  SI.   HolmanftBath, 

Qlaatonbury. 
Lewio,  Uarr.  Stanhcpe-ter,  South  Kaaaington.    Jan  IC.    Lewin  ft  Co, 

Sonthamptoo-at,  Strand. 
Lioht,  John  Jaa,  Walla-M,  Whlteoh^iel,  Carman.    Fab  1.    Salamaa,  St 

SwithinVlane. 
Lnff,Tho^Miixard'aFum.8naaez.Fun«r.   Jaa  11.   Albery  ft  Locaa. 

lUdbnnt. 
Manhall,  Hannah,  Hocknall-nnder-nnthwalte,  MottiiHtbam.    Dao  SI. 

Handlej  &  Walkden,  Uaniflald. 
UcCallan,  Sarah,  Thnrla»aq,  Old  Brompton.    Feb  1.    Caiew,  Blooma- 

bnrj^q. 
lUllard,  Geo,  Axbrldga,  Someraet,  Oent.    Deo  ST.    Millard  ft  Son,  Az- 

brldge. 
MiUott,  Biehard,  len,  Manaileld,  Nottingham,  Stone  Merchant    Jan  ai. 

Ualtby,  HanafielT. 
CyOra^,  John,  Ueot-Col.  in  H.M.  17th  Beg.  of  Foot    Jan  1.    Kemp* 

eon  ft  Co,  AbiDgdon-it,  Waatmlnitar. 
Panel],  Marr  Anne,  Doneaater.  York, Spfaular.    JanU.    Baxter,  Den- 
caster. 
Peanon,  Bettr,  New  Uilli,  Derby,  Widow.    Jan  1«.    Smith.  Slack 

port. 
Baniaey,  Jaa,   Ulbom  Orange,  Nortbomberland,  Farmer.     Jan  6. 

Sandaraon,  Barwick-npon-Tweed. 
Bleliardion,  Wm,  Soarborongh,   Tork,  Bathing  Haehine  'Fiopriator. 

Jan  IT.    RIehardaoB,  Scarboroogh. 
Sanndari,  Fredk,  Gntldftird,  Surrey,  Baq.    March  1.    BadeliSb  ft  Co, 
llCraTea-at,  Oharing-croas. 

Sfaniiter,  Jaa.  Dialey,  Cheater,  Oreoer.    Dee  SI .    Johnion ,  Stockport. 
Vnar,  Reginald  Artbnr.NewbxHaU,  Tork. Eaq.    Jan*.    WarrTftOo, 

Uiieoln'a-inn-flelda. 
Wooda,  0*0,  Brittol,  Oent.    March  I.    Hatwood,  Briatol. 

Bukrnpti. 

FuDiT,  Dec.  i,  IS70. 
Under  the  Bankruptcy  Act,  1869. 
Creditora  mujt  forward  their  proofa  of  debta  to  the  Regiatrar. 
To  Surrender  In  London. 

Angoa,  Thoa,  Old  BnMd-at,  Stock  Dealer.    Pet  Nor  SO.    HatUtt   Dee 

Mat  IS. 
AtUnaoD,  Riohd  Norton,  Chnreh-it,  Cbelaea,  no  ooonpatlon.    Pet  Not 

29.    Baclltt    Deo  IS  at  12. 
Beard,  Jonathan,  Lima-at,  Beireahment-honaa  Keeper.     Pet  Deo  I. 

Pepra.    Deo  IS  at  II. 
Eley.  Matthew,  Cbeapaida,  Necktie  Mannlteturer.  Pet  Nor  SO.  Hailitt 

Dao  14  at  I. 
Hatcher.  Chas  Barrlnirton,  Compton-at,  Bmnawlek-aq,  VIefauller.  Pet 

Not  1<<.    Brougham.    Dee  IS  at  12. 
Hawae,  Wm,Friaonerln  H.M.  Qty  Frlioo,  HoUoaray.  Merchant  Pet  Dae 

I.    Pepyt.    Dee  IS  at  I. 

To  Snnender  hi  the  Coontfjr. 
Baker,  John,  Deronport,  Daron,  Baker.     Pat  Not  SO.     Pearoe.     Beat 

Stonabooae,  Dec  U  at  II. 
CookS  John,  Bromyard,  Berefbrd,  Orooer.  Pet  Not  30.  Criq).  Worcester, 

Dee  U  at  1 3. 
Brown,  Tho«,  Kinffaton.npon-Hnll,  Orooer.     Pet  June  IS.      PhilUpa. 

Klagaton-apon-Hnll,  Dec  14  at  IS. 
Dawson,  Thos,  Bolton,  Lancaahiie,  Draper.     Pet  Not  SO.     Uoldan. 

Bolton,  Dec  16at  II. 
Ford.  Hy,  ft  Wm  Hy  Attwood,  Eastbourne,  Sasaex,  Builders.    Pet  Not 

U.    Blaker.    Lewes,  Dec  li  at  12. 


1  TraTia,  Tboa,  OUhaa,  LaaeaaUia, 
ham,  Dae  M  u  IS. 
WiniaM.  Biebd  Leader,  Bclatel. 
ley.   Bristol,  Deal*  at  IS. 


.   P«tXOTSS.Ba*lv.  OH. 
VIctnaller.  PatXerlt.Bit. 


TmaBAT.Dae.  t,  ISTO. 
Under  the  Baskniptcy  Act,  1869. 
Creditors  aast  Ibrward  their  pcooh  of  debts  to  the  Biglslnr. 
ToSanmdeT  in  Lesiden. 
underwood,  Oeo  Craddock,  Chnreh-rd,  f'^'tM  Brash  Ktastetiinc. 

Pet  Dee  S.    Roche.    Dee  19  at  IS.SO. 

_  To  Surrender  in  tha  Country. 

Bntther,  Jea,  Sutton,  Snney,  BnOder.    Pet  Dec  I,  Bowlaad.  Cankt. 

DeolSatS. 
Eddell,  Jaa  Skaltoa,  Boddeiafleld,  Tcrk,  Hoaier.  Pet  Dee  1.  Jan,  Jia. 

Bnddeiritold.Dael7a»ll. 
Fann.  Anne,  WInslow,  Bocks,  Orocer.    Pet  Dec  I.  Fotteseoe.  Baabn, 

Dec  IS  at  S. 
Olbaon,  Biebd,  Fraefolk  Manor,  Hants, Farmer.     Pet  Nor  29.    WHia, 

8aliabarT,DeeS0atS. 
BotalaF,Obas,  ftBkhdBarday.Beedee.SaSDDcCeadiBBildta.  I«t 

Dee  I.    Cbamberlin.    Ot  Tannooth,  Deo  10  at  II. 
Banter,  Alaz,  Wocoeeter,  Draper.    Pet  Dee  S.     CMsp.   W<nste,Dw 

19  at  II. 
Martin,  John  Oeorga  NIcholaa.  Vckfleld,  Suaaez,  Oroear.    Pettet 

Blaker.  Lewee.  Dec  19  at  IS. 
Meanell.  Thee,  Jan,  Stockpot,  Coal  Merchant  FatDaeS.  HldalMk- 

port.  Dee  SS  at  IS. 
Phillips,  John  Dennis,  Lpool,  Cotton  Brokar.  Fat  Dee  S.  Wstson.  I4011I, 

Dec  19  at  i.M. 
Sterene,  Jaa  Wm,  Harrow,  Middz,  Ghtwar.     Fat  Nor  S8.    HsB.   81 

Alben'e,  Oeo  IT  at  IS. 
Stone,  Isaac,  Maneh,  Clotbitr.  Pet  Dee  I.  Kay.  Manih,  DtetttlMt. 
Woithinttoo,  Chris,  ICcngleton,  Cheater,  AtU«m«y's  Clerk.  M  Dee  S. 

Mair.    Maceleallald,  DecSlat  II. 
Wyatt,  Oeo,  Truro,  Cornwall,  Confectioner.  Pet  Dec  S.  ChlMt.  Tnto, 

Dee  19  at  II. 

BANKRUPTCIES  ANNULLED. 
FamaT,  Dec.  S,  ISTO. 
Andetacn,  Matthew.  Neweaatle-npon-Tyne, Dealer  in  Pletorea  Vntik 
Oldham,  Thos,  King's  Lynn,  Norfcuc,  Draper.     Nor  S8. 
Hopkins,  Thos,  Leighton  Buixard,  Staflbrd,  Butcher.    Nor  St. 

ToasMT,  Dec  6,  ISTO. 
Pipe,  Hy,  Plckerlng-ter,  Bootmaker.    Dec  S. 
Bay,  Geo  Bobt,  Duklnfield,  Cheshire,  Engineer.    Dee  I. 

Liqudsliott  by  ArmfenuiiL 

FIRST  MEETINaS  OF  CREDITORS. 

FusAT,  Dec  S,  ISTO. 

Adams,  Edwtai,  Tnnstall,  Stafford,  Chemist    DeelSatS.atianil'I' 

HolUnabead.  Market-atreet.  Tnnsull. 
Andrews,  By  OoUyer,  Southampton.  Draper.    Deo  19  at  1,  atoOeaiof 

NlrhoUa  ft  Laathodala,  Old  Jewry-chambera,  Old  Jewry.   Hanllm, 

Toik-rd,  Lambeth. 
Bailey,  Wm  Trist,  Inremess-rd,  Baytwater,  Auctioaeer.  Dee  IS  at  I,  at 

ofllcee  of  H.  A.  Dnb<dB,  Oraaham-bldga,  BaaSnghall-at    Mayaard, 

CIHhrd'a-tam. 
Battaa,  Hy,  Maneh.    Dee  16  at  S,  at  ofBces  of  J.  Leigh,  Biown-attttt, 

Maaeb. 
Beatwick,  Thoe,  ft  Wm  BeatwIek,  Sallbrd.  Smallware  Manuftetocan. 

Dee  SS  at  S,  at  the  Clannce  Hotel,  Sprlng-sardeoa,  MandL    Lti(t, 

Maneh. 
Brooghton,  Joseph,  Leicester,  Klaattc  Web  Mantifkotnrer.    Dee  14  at  12, 

at  offloes  of  J.  B.  Hazby.  BelToir-at,  Leieeatet. 
Brunt,  Josepb,  Deity,  Clothier.   Dec  SO  at  S,  at  tha  Chamber  of  Oa>> 

Boree,  Cheapeide.    Mason,  Oreaham-st. 
Batcher,  Jaa  Edwd,  Sutton,  Surrey,  Builder.    Dee  IS  at  1 1,  at  oOeei  of 

Eowaid  ft  Co,  Poaltry. 
Byara,  Dsdmns  Williams,  Uarket  Haiborongh ,  Leteester,  ChemlaU  Da 

SS  at  II,  at  the  Three  Swans  Hotel.  Marlnt  Harbocough.    Oars. 
Campbell,  John,  StretAird,  Laneaster,  Narseryman.    Dee  IS  atS,tt 

cffioea  of  Furne  ft  Galloway,  Maneh. 
Oarr,  Cbas,  weat  Stann^,  Berks,  Innkeeper.    Dee  IS  at  S,  at  tM 

Qnaen'e  Hotel,  AMngdoo.    Jotcbun,  Waataga. 
Caaa,  Alice,  Lpool,  OntStter.    Dee  IS  at  8,  at  offlaee  of  Meaa»  lfa»- 

croft,  Clayton.sq,  Lpool. 
Coram,  Tboa  By,  Bristol,  Attorney's  Cleilt.    Dee  ITot  ILatoOeeitf 

Banoock,  Trigga,  ft  Co.  John-st,  Bristol. 
Cotton,  SidnCT,  Boyd,  Lindley,  nr  HuddanSald,  Hanufteturing  Cbt- 

mlat.   Deo  19  at  S,  at  offleae  of  Learoyd  ft  Learoyd,  Baxton-cd,Bal- 

daiafleld. 
Craasey,  Jamea,  Ipawich,  Snflblk,  Draper.     Dee  16  at  S,  at  odke  a 

Tulliamy,  Towar-st,  Ipswleh. 
Darcb,  John.  WelltaiKtoa,  Someraet,  Outfitter.    Dae  16  at  I,  at  oOees  d 

Bancoek,  Tttega,  ft  Co,  John-at.  Bristol. 
Dawe.'John,  (Sadldgh.  Knighton,  Deroo,  Qroeer.    Dee  SS  at  11,  st 

offleae  of  J.  W.  Friend.  Post  Offlee-chambefa.  Qaeen-at  Bxetar. 
Dowler,  Fredk,  Lpool,  Cabinet  Maker.    Dec  16  at  S,  at  offloes  cf  Atkin- 
son, Bartlett  ft  Atkinson,  North  Idtm-ti,  Lpotd. 
Dutr,  Alex  Marshall,  Leioester,  Surgeon-Dentiat    Dee  19  at  1,  at  oflee 

of  H.  A.  Owston.  Friar-lane.  Leicester. 
larle,  Hy.  Bedlord-iow.  Atlomeyat-law.    Deo  I9at  IS,  at  tbeOoilil- 

hall  Cone-house,  Gresham-st    Trebeme  ft  WoUeratan,  Ironmonger- 
lane. 
Ed  vaids,  Fredk,  ft  Andrew  Edwarda,  Fkmbam,  Sorrey,  Ironmcegn. 

Dec  14  at  4.  at  the  Uoa  and  Lamb  Hotel,  Parnham.  Pottcr.Fambam. 
England,  Philip  Newberry,  Polygon,  ChNrendon.eii,  Somer's-town.  Ac- 
countant   Deo  IS  at  S,  at  offleae  of  0.  T.  Coody ,  Lapna^tieet,  Pbn- 

llco. 
Erana,  Thos,  BIrm,  Painter.    Dee  14  at  8,  at  oOeea  of  Wright  ft  Mst- 

shall,  Townhall-cbambara,  Naw-st  Biim. 
Erans,  Thoe,  Chirk,  Salop,  Saddter.    Dec  21  at  4,  at  the  Oaboma  Holal, 

Bailey-st,  Osarestry.    Sherratt,  Wrexham. 
Fielder,  Fredk,  Wincbeetar,  Innkeeper.     Dee  IS  at  I,  at  the  Baglo 

Hotel,  Winchester.    Lee  ft  Best,  Winebeater. 
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nnot.  Jai,  StatneU,  Dnper.    Dee  U  »t  4,  at  offleM  of  Btnusy  ft  Son , 

Hoitta  CliBicb-at,  Sbaffield.  _        .  „   , 

Omth,  BenJ.  BttSej,  Tork,  Tailor.    Doe  SI  at  II,  at  offlcea  of  H.  J. 

Our,  Albkn-M,  Le«d*.  ,„   .„    .  v 

OraeUleld,  John,  Pnlberongb,  Sosaex,  Carpenter.    Dec  19at2,attlio 

Wharf-hoooe,  PnlbOTongh.  „^..         _  r>.i«.. 

<MAii.  Wm.  EaMboonw,  Buaex,  EatlnR-honM  Keeper.    Dec  IS  at  3. 

M.  a*  oOlcoe  of  K.  PbUbrick,  Barelock-rd,  Haitlngi. 
Hacho.  John  Thee.  DoronTllIas,  Longbbonintch-rf,   Brixton,  Pab- 

S^ier.    Dec  II  at  11,  at  offices  of  Beckat,  Strand.   Batcbalor,  Qnoen- 

Hbi^mi.  Kobt,  Pylleallod,  Denblsh,  Farmer.   Dec  IT  at  12,atoOoaa  of 

L.  Adam.  CaaUe-atnet,  Bnthui. 
Hnmbentooe,  Kdvd  Jobn,  Belredexe,  Kent,  BnOder.  Dee  IT  at  U,  at 

tfScfts  of  W.  Walker,  Abchorch-lane.  ..    . .    » 

Insham,  Ja».  Stockport,  Cheater,  Uoenaed  Yletnallar.     Deo  21  at  S,  at 

Soieaa  of  Dwkwotth,  BrMgwator-chamben,  Bro»n.»t.Maiieh. 
jaam.  Wm  Thos,  St  George't,  nr  Briatol,  CariMatar.    Dee  19  at  12,  at 

oOcaa  of  J.  Fanona,  Wbitwn-ohamben,  mobolaa-at,  Bristol. ,  _    _ 
Jones,  John.  Maneh,  Bootmaker.    Deo  la  at  10,  at  offices  of  W.  T. 

Robarta,  Prlnoeaa-at,  Manch. 
Ee^VJ^.  Laybam,  Suffolk,  Batcher.    Dec  19  at  I  J,  at  the  White 

Lion  Inn.  Hadleigh.    H.  Jonea,  Ooldiester. 
KecBnc  John.  Biim,  Confectianer.    Deo  19  at  3,  at  offices  of  E.  Jaqaes, 

K^°Edirin  Isaiah  Child,  Poole.  LInendraper,    Dec  13  at  12,  at  the 

Xewlnn-Wlmbome  Minster.    Moore,  WImbomo  Minster, 
Lee,  John,  Wedmore,  Somerset.  Batcher.    Dec  16  at  11,  at  cfflees  of 

HBDeoek.  THgca,  k  Co,  John-st,  Bristol.    Bnllen. 
LeeTsnS!  Bitotol.  Bootaiaker.    Dec  16  at  13,  at  offloea  of  Hancock, 

Triasa,  a  Co,  John-street,  Bristol.    Bnllen.  Bristol. 
Mu^bS,  Dava,  Chaltenhaffl,  Qloaoeatar,  Dentiat.    Dae  16  at  I,  at 

oOcts  »f  R.  Wheeler,  PortUnd-st,  Cheltenham.  .  „  ^^ 

Mead,  Cbas,  Lambeth-walk,  DairTman.    Dec  19  at  9,  at  offlcea  ot  Cobb 

» Sonthqr, Uneoln'a-liin-aelda.  .v     ..   ... 

KMdIebroA,  Thos,  Walsall,  StaObrd,  Licensed  VIctaaUer.  Dee  15  at  It, 

at  oflleee  of  J.  E,  Sheldon.  Bt(h-st,  Wedneebnry.  ,  „  „ 

Uaeaop,  By,  tpool,  Proriaion  Dealer.  Deo  l»  at  S,  at  offlees  of  M.  Hor- 

doai,  Osok-ot,  Laool. 
OttmWT,  Jobs  Betta,  Parliament-rt,  Westminster,  Refreshment-bonse 

Keqnr.    Sec  12  at  1,  atoBceaof  W.  E.  Stack,  LothbniT.    fopcOt 

Jamas-at.  Bedtad-row.  ...      -      , 

Faiiw.  Hr,  Itotherfleld,  Snaaex,  Bnilder.    Deo  19  at  I,  at  the  Bogral 

Oak  In»,  Tonbrldge  Welia.    Crippa,  Tonbridge  WelU. 
Pawlyn,  Bobt  Sandercock,  Stouebouae,  Deron,  Coach  Painter.    Dec  l» 

•tS.atsffienof  W.  BraT,Ed|rcumbe-at,Stonetaoase. 
Eaol,  JohB  Hoieka,  MarUMd,  Leicester,  Farmer.  Dee  17  at  *,  at  offlcea 

o»H.A.Oir«ton.rtiar-lana,Lsk»etar.       _    ^       „  ,»„  ,. 

afaana, Jolm  Feodiek,  Satton-on-Trent,  Nottinirbam,  Farmer.    Dee  16 

Mil,  at  the  aiBtan  Arms  Hotel,  Newark.    Belk,  NotUDgham. 
Sbeldnka,  GosUaic  Mnllander,  Bnmti-place,  East-street,  Walworth, 
ndk  Vasiketarer.   Dee  U  at  2,  at  offices  of  W.  B.  Bnchanan, 
BaalMliaTI  il 
arawabarr,  Ht  Geo,  While  Horae-rd,  Crojdon,  Warehonaeman.    Dec 
M  at  1,  s  aOeea  ot  F.  Soother,  Utile  Toirar-atreet.  Potts,  New-inn, 

gtmsd. 
antt.  Jda,  Lamder-hUI,  Wsndsworth-rd,  Dpbolstsrer.   Dee  14  at  2, 

at  oOecs  of  Lewis  k  Lewis,  Bb-pl,  Bolbom. 
Sosdian.  Wm.  BromOeld  Hall,  MoW,  Flint,  CeUieiT  Proprietor.  Dee  16 

a*  I.  at  the  Qoeen  Hotel,  Cheater.    Kelly  ft  Co.  Mold. 
ntiirtM-nanai  Jaa, Joa  Galley  Wataon,ft  Bobt  Hedley mcholseo,  Sander- 

Ind,  Dnrbam,  Grocers.    Dee  15  at  11,  at  offlcea  ot  T.  Steel,  Lamb- 

ton  at.  Sunderland.  „,.,..„ 

StoMr.  Bnsfa  MePtaaraon,  Neweaatle-npan-Tyne,  Hop  Merchant.    Dee 

14  2  I,  at  offloo  of  T.  G.  Gibson,  Mosl«y-st,  Newcaatle-npon-Tyne. 
Tbeoaa.  Bnffb.  Flas  Shelwall,  Pentraetb,  Anxlesey,  Farmer.    Deo  14  at 

I.  at  the  Viatoria  Hotel,  Henal  Brld«ia,  Angles^. 
Vaks.  AIM  Kdwd  Baker,  Wellew,  Isia  of  Wight, 

at Wartorton's  Hotel, Newport.    Hooper.  ^     ,, 

T«r.  nsoda  Hopkins,  Weston-enper-Mare,  Somerset,  Carrer.    Dee  16 

tt  i«.  at  oOcec  of  Barnard,  Thomea,  Tribe,  ft  Co,  Albion-cbamberi, 

^iatol.    Bamuonda,  Bristol.  . 

Treat,  Tbas,  Leeds,  Toy  Dealer.  Deo  19  at  3,  at  office  of  J.  Walker,  East- 


Dec  li  at  3,  at  oOoea  of 
Dec  14  at  II,  at  offioe  of 
Dee  29  at  11,  at  offlcee  of 


,  Batcher.   Dao  19  at  3, 


Dec  20  at  9, 


vStTwrn,  SoDderland,  Durham,  Iran  Uerobant.    Dec  19  at  19,  at 

Se  Qaiees'a  Hotel.  Fawcetb-at,  Sunderland. 
Itwhtmaa.  Daild,  Walsall.  Stoflbrd,  Draper. 

Ddsnao.  Lewis,  ft  Co,  WalealL 
VoodbaU,  John,  Blackpool,  Prorition  Dealer, 

Leiach  *  BUa,  Q>mmerclal-rd,  Wigin. 
HtUdit,  Loke.Jon,  Ilkeaton.  Derby,  Grooer. 

D.  w;  Booth,  St  Peter's  Cburch-walk,  Nottingham. 

TuBBSAT,  Dae.  6,  IS70. 
talCT.  jroaeph,  Roasia-row,  Milk-at,  Laoe  Warehonaeman 
u  otBee  M  J.  Baw,  FomlTal'a-inn,  Holbom. 
Ur^tMW,  Thoe  Wm.  AnnVter,  Walham-grmn,  LiTeiyeUble  Keeper. 
l>eel«at3.alofficeBOf  R.J.Doble,Baaln(rhail-at. 
talM,  BcsJ  Davaon,  Oaeney-crea,  Camden-rd,  Apothecary.    Dee  29  at 
H.  at  oOces  of  Latmeey  ft  Kent,  Cecll-at,  Strand. 
l|B(Hlaff.  TtMM.  Obepatow,  Menmonth,  Bootmaker.    Dee  20  at  19,  at 
(ffloaofJ.  B.  Dixon.  College-ijreen,  Briatol.  ..   »  .  ^ 

lUbop.  Wm.  Fool-rd,  Vaientlne-id.  Hackney,  Foreman.    Deo  23  at  3,  at 
(ttees  of  T.  Dnrant,  OaiMhsll-cbambera,  BaslngtaaU-at. 
liMeainn   Jahn,  Handaworth,  Stafford,  Com  Dealer.    Dec  39  at  12,  at 
«eso(W.  H.  Griffin. Bennett>s-hill,Birm.  .„    .  ..     » 

teday,  Kichd,  Walton-le-DaSe,  Lancaster,  Joiner.    Deo  19  at  II, at 
<aooa  of  Plant  ft  Abbott.  Csnnnn-Bt,  Preafon.  ..     .    „ 

Cberry.  Jabez,  Bedbonm,  Hertford,  Tailor.    Dec  19  at  12,  at  offlooe  of 
taai^  Fawdon,  ft  Low,  Bresd-at,  Cheapaide. 

<krm«a,  Ber.  Wm,  Croaaens,  Lancaater,  Clerk.    Dae  20  at  9,  at  office 
<  J.  r.  Hacria,  Dnton.ct,  Csatle  St.  Lpool.  _   „   _     . 

On.  AlH,  Blrm,  Suymaker.    Dec  20  at  3,  at  oiBcea  of  R.  H.  Wood, 
*al»lo».at.  Birm. 

thaw.  Jaa,  KinKston-apoB-BoIl,  Snrgieal  Instrament  Maker.    Dec  It 
«Tat  otBcea  of  Meada,  Und  of  Green  Ginger,  Kinitaton-apon-HnU. 
iMrBsBbeii,  Oloaeesier,  Brazier.    Dec  10  at  3,  at  the  Spread  Eagle 
Beis:,  Ikafhgate-at,  Gkmoeater. 


Dnekett,  Jcbo,  Birkenhead,  Cheater,  Grocer.   Dee  14  at  9,  at  effloeof 

T.  H.  Downham,  Uarket-at,  Birkenhead. 
Eaaby,  Chris,  ShefBeld ,  Traaa  Hanofsccnrer.    Dec  16  at  II,  at  offloea  of 

W.  J.  Olegg,  Bank4t,  Sheffield. 
Eoclea,  Matthew,  Pitamoor,  Sbeaeld,  Bricklayer.  Dee  16  at  9,  at  cBlcaa 

o(  A.  Taylor.  Norfolk-row,  SheOeld. 
Elliott,  Rob*,  Aahbr-d»-bt-Zoach,  Laieester,  Cabbiet  Maker.    Deo  91  at 

II,  at  affiees  of  B.  F.  Dewet,  Harket-lt,  Aahby-de-la-Zoacb. 
FanUmer,  John,  I^ol,  Merchant.    Dec  23  at  3,  at  ofllcea  of  K.  Easter, 

Lpool. 
Fielder,  Fredk,  Winctaeater,  Sontbampton,  Innkeeper.    Dec  13 at  I, at 

the  Eaxle  Hotel,  Winctaeater. 
Oannaway,  Isaac  Tomer.  Oloncester,  Batcher.    Dec  19  at  11.36,  at 

oflce  of  P. Cooke,  Pitt-at,  Glonceater. 
Hania,  John,  Harlne-at,  Bermondiey,  Carman.    Dee  16  at  S,  at  offlcea 

of  Uicklin  &  Waablngton,  Trinity-st,  Boron  Kb. 
Bkkan,  Obaa,  Oldbnry,  Worceater,  Farmer.    Dee  10  at  II,  at  offices  ot 

Meaara.  Caddick,  New-st,  West  Bromwich, 
Hnghaa,  David,  Bvertna,  Lpool,  Joiner.    Dec  16  at  1,  at  offices  ot 

Meesra.  Hdden,  Obapel-st,  Lpool. 
Hnghes,  Wm  Hy,  Wettbromwicb,  StaObrd,  ont  of  bnslness.    Dec  19  at 

11,  at  offices  of  H.  Jackson,  Lombard-st,  West  bromwich. 
Hatehings,  Loalaa,  Now  Sleafard,  Lincoln,  General  Dealer.   Dec  22  at 

19,  at  tbeConn^  Conn  Office,  Boston.    Dyer. 
JeSHes,  Geo  Flab,  Praed-at,  Paddington.  Grocer.    Dec  14  at  1,  at  ofBcea 

of  Holmer.  HObinaon,  ft  Stoneham,  Pbilpot-lane. 
King,  Danl  Willia,  Strood,  Kent,  Engiiieer.    Deo  IS  at  3,  at  offloes  of  J. 

Copland,  Edward-tt,  Sbeemeas. 
liSwis,  Emms,  Birm,  ont  of  bnshiess.    Dec  16  at  19,  at  offices  of  Sann- 

ders  ft  BradbntT,  Cherry- at,  Blrm. 
Manland,  Peter,  Hodderafleld,  Tork,  Boiler  Maker.     Dec  19  at  4,  ak 

office  of  J.  Sykee,  Maiket-walk,  Hnddersfield. 
Heddina,  Geo,  Newtown,  Montgomery,  Innkeeper,    Dec   19  at  13,  at 

officea  of  J.  S.  Jonea,  Serem-at,  Newtown. 
Mil  oer,  John,  Cobridge,  Stafford,  ont  of  bnalneea.    Dec  19  at  II,  at 

offices  of  Meesra.  Tenaant,  Cheapaide,  Banley. 
Uyera,  Wm,  Lpool,  Salt  Agent.   Dee  16  at  19,  at  offlcee  of  Iheobaida  ft 

Co,  Sooth  Caate-el,  Lpool. 
Nieholaa,  Wm,  Birm,  Draper'a  Aaaiatant.     Dee  SO  at  3,  at  ofBcea  of  M. 

Maher,  Upper  Temple-et,  Birm. 
Pack,  Robert,  Wigan.  Lancaster,  Forge  Maatar.    Dec  19  at  3,  at  offlcea- 

of  W.  S.  France,  Cbnrchgata,  wigan. 
Raynor,  Edward,  Lancaater-gaie,  Hyde-park,  Rnaala  Broker.    Dec  16at 

1,  at  offlcea  of  Mr.  Bailey,  Greabam  HonM,  OldBroad-at.    Thomaa, 

Oray'a-lnn-pl. 
Baycotda.  Wn  Alaop.  DaTcatryjNortbampton,  Baildar.    Sao  U  at  11,  at 

office  of  C.  B.  Hoohe,  St  Gilea-st,  Northampton. 
Riokettt,  John.  Lpool,  ont  oi  baainess.    Dec  19at3,  at  offloea  of  Meaara. 

Morecroft,  Clayton-aq,  Lpool. 
Sbarp,  Jaa,  EUaabath-sl,  PUnllco,  Saddler.  Dec  92  at  19,  at  dBees  of  C. 

Wright,  Chancery-lane. 
SbarpcJohn  Fendlok,  Sntton-on-Trent,  Northsmpton,  Farmer.    Dee- 

IS  at  19,  at  the  Clinton  Atma  Hotel,  Newark-apeo-Tteit.   Btfk,. 

Nottingham. 
Short',  Tbca,  Bath,  Lieeaaed  VietuaUer.    Dee  16  at  I,  atoffice  of  T.  WU- 

ton.  Old  King-at,  Bath. 
Skinner,  BeiU,  Bealab-pl,  Wood-green,  Hay  Dealer.    Dae  38  at  3,  at 

offioea  of  E.  E.  Maiahall,  Hatton-gaiden, 
Tata,  Alfred,  Dewabarr,  York,  Stone  Uasoa.    Dec  90  at  I,  at  cfflees  of 

Boboles  ft  Breaiey,  Leeos-rd,  Dewabary. 
Walker,  Wm,Eaat  Retford,  Nottingham,  Hoaier.    Deo  19  at  1 9,  at  offlcea 

of  Marshall  ft  Son,  East  Betford.    Besooby,  Ksst  Retfod. 
Walmsley,  Edwin,  Maldatone,  Kent,  Tailor.    Deo  16  at  I,  at  the  Briage 

Hoase  Hotel,  Londoo-bridoe.    Goodwin,  Maidstone. 
Ward,  Tomer,  Klllamacsh,  Darby,  no  bosbiess.    Dec  M  at  I,  at  officea 

ofBroombeal  ft  WIgbtman,  Bank.ohambera,  Oe orge-at,  Sheffield. 
Warren,  John  Fru,  Fenny  Stnllntd,  Baeklnabam,  BaOdcr.    Dee  IS  at 

3,  atoffice  of  W.Stimaon,  MUl  at,  Bedlbrd. 
Wells,  Geo,  HorecoD-ln-Uarah,  Oloaeeater,  tailkeapar.   Dee  IT  at  4,  at 

the  Unieora  Iim,  Moreton-in-Marsb.    Conlton,  Montoo-in-Marsb. 
White,  Geo  Heberdaon,  ft  Thoa  Ewart  White,  Obeaham,  BncUnghaiB,. 

Drapera.    Dec  99  at  11,  at  officea  of  Maraden  ft  Chabb,  Friday.at, 

Cheapaide. 
White,  baac,  Jtin,  Bath,  Someraet,  Lieented  TkstnaUer.    Dee  91  at  iM^ 

at  officea  of  Stone  ft  Co,  Qaeea-at,  Bath. 
Wilton,  Joe,  Wakefield,  Tork,   Boot  Maker.    Dae  20  at  11,  at  offlcea  of 

WaUiwright  ft  Oo  ,Ciown>ct,  Wakefield. 
WooUey,  Thoe,  Derby,  Silk  Maaafactarsr.    Deo  19  at  I,  at  offlcee  of  S. 

Leech,  Fali-at,  Derby.    Bygatt.  Sandbaeb. 
Wright,  Fraa  Maaon,  Charlton,  Kent,  Betlred  Paymaster,  B.N.    Deo  IT 

at  1 1 ,  at  offices  of  Anderson  ft  Son,  Inmaoagar-lsne,  Obeapiide. 


CASES  TO  HOLD  THE  NTJMBEBS 

OF  THX 

SOLICITOES'     JOURNAL 

CAN  BE  HAD  AT  THE  OFFICE, 

OB      THBODOa     ANT     BOOKSBLLBB, 

J^-iee,  3(.  6d.  and  7$.  6d. 

AUTHOES  ADVISED  WITH  as  to  the  Cost  of 
Printing  and  Publishing,  and  the  Cheapest  Hode  of  Bringing. 
outMSS.  ^^ 

Tatss  ft  ALxxAxssa,  Printers,  7,  Symonds-inn,  Ohanoery-lane. 

OYAL     POLYTECHNIC.  —  Professor    Pepper 

"ON  THE  WAR,  AND  THE  DESTRDCTrVE  IMPLBMENTS- 
USED  THEREAT,"  daily  at  quarter  to  3  and  qaarter  to  8,  with  elabo- 
rate Pictorial  Illmtraticma.  which  hare  been  aappUed  by  the  War  Cor> 
reepondent  of  the  Polytecbnio,  ftc.  Mr.  Snohet  Champion  will  Sing  the 
German.  French,  and  English  Patriotic  Songs. — The  explanation  ot  the 
Ohost  as  usual.— The  PRaEQER  FAHILT  giro  their  CONCERTS  daily.- 
at  qnaiter-paat  4  aod  quartar-past  9. 


Digitized  by 


Google 


110  THE  SOLICITORS'  JOURNAL  &  REPORTER.  Dec.lO,187(t 


MESSRS.  CABLE  &  BUBB'S  LAND  and 
ESTATE  REQISTBR  of  town  ind  ooostry  raiideaoef,  shoot  ing 
and  flahtnc  qouten,  can  ba  obtained  on  the  Itt  of  each  month  on  ap- 
plication at  the  Weat  Midland  and  Sooth  Walea  Land  Imprarement  and 
AcancT  OlSeei,  S2,  Chancery-lane,  London,  E.C.,  and  Claranca-street, 
Olonceeter. 

ESSRS.  DEBBffrHAM,TEWSON  &  PARMER'S 

LIST  of  ESTATES  and  HOUSES  to  baSOLD  or  LET,  ioclnding 
I^anded  Eitatss,  Town  and  Oonntrjr  Basidaoeea,  Hantln(  and  Sbootioic 
Qnartem,  Farms,  Qroand  Bents,  Rent  Charges,  Honae  Property  and 
Inrestments  generally,  is  published  on  the  first  day  of  eaob  month, 
and  may  be  obtained,  free  of  charKe,  at  their  oflloes,  80,  Gheapslde,  B.C., 
or  will  be  sent  by  post  in  return  fbr  two  stamps. —  Particulars  for  Inser- 
tion should  be  reoelred  not  later  than  four  days  preTlons  to  the  end 
of  the  preceding  mouth. 


To  BoTorsionaTy  Intereet  Sodetiea  and  others ^Ths  Absolute  Berenlon, 

receivable  on  the  decease  of  •  Lady  who  is  now  tn  her  T6lh  jtur,  to 
one  nndlTtded  moiety  of  tlie  sum  M  41,319  14s.  Ed.  Throe  per  cent. 
Consids. 

MB.  6.  C.  EDWARDS  will  SELL  tbe  above  by 
ADCnON ,  at  the  HART,  Tokenhouse-yard,  oa  FRIDAY,  D£. 
CEUBER  16th,  1870,  at  TWO  o'clock  precisely. 
Particulars  and  conditions  of  sale  may  be  obtained  at  the  Hart;  of 
Messrs.  0.  ft  A.  LINDO.  Solicitors,  IS,  King's  Arms-yard,  E.C.  i 
and  at  the  Auctioneer's  OiBcas,  18,  Coleman-street,  Bank. 

Valuable  Improv-ed  Oronnd  Rants,  amounting  to  £143  per  'annum,  se- 
cured upon  flre  lane  warehouses  in  Soutbwark-strmt,  the  rack  rental 
value  of  which  exceeds  £1,700  per  annum. 

MR.  6.  C.  EDWARDS  is  inatrncted  to  SELL  by 
AUCnOH,  at  the  MART.  Tokenhouse-yard,  on  FRIDAY,  DEO. 
16,  at  ONE  for  TWO,  in  fin  Lats,TaluableIMraovrED  LEASEHOLD 
OROUMD  RENTS,  amounting  to  £l4t  per  annum,  artsing  oat  of  ud 
abundantly  secured  upon  fire  large  warebousea,  situate  In  the  best  part 
of  that  important  new  tharonghfare  Southwark-atreat.  tbo  rack  rental 
value  of  which  exceeds  £1,700  per  annum.  Tbe  leases  are  for  terms  of 
M  years,  from  March 3Mh,  lass. 

Particnlars  and  oonditioas  of  sale  (when  mady)  may  be  Obtained  at 
the  Mart ;  of 

Ueasn.  C.  R.  RANDALL  k  SON,  Solicitors,  No.  9, Tokenhouse- 
yard,  E.C. ; 
•nd  at  tbe  Auctioneer's  Oflkea,  18,  Ooleman-street,  Bank. 

Stafford  and  Birmingham.— Valuable  contingent  Life  Intereat. 

MESSRS.  HAZLE  &  FARNELL  will  SELL  by 
AUCTION,  at  the  MART,  Tokenhouse-yard,  London,  B.C.,  on 
MONDAY,  DECEMBER  13.  at  ONE  for  TWO  o'clock  precisely,  tbe 
OONTINOENT  RIVBRSIONART  INTEREST  In  the  EQUITY  of  RE- 
DEMPTION' of  abont  80  acres  of  Freehold  Land,  In  tbe  pariah  of 
Aldridge,  in  the  county  of  Stafford,  and  Freehold  Property,  being  Nos. 
40  and  41},  Snow-hill,  with  piamises  in  tbe  rear,  and  Nos.  57  and  68, 
Great  Hampton-street,  Birmingham,  the  whole  producing  a  net  rental 
of  £496  per  annum. 
Farllcnlars  and  condltlona  of  sale  may  be  obtained  of 
Messrs.  ASHURST,  MORRIS,  ft  Co.,  Solicitors,  6,  Old  Jewry, 
London,  E.C. ; 
and  of  tbe  Auctioneers,  9  and  10,  Basinghall-atreet,  London,  E.C. 

The  Companies  Acts,  1862  &  1867. 

Every  requisite  nnder  the  above  Acts  sappUcd  on  the  shortest  notice. 

The  B00E3  AND  FORMS  kept  In  stock  for  immedUte  use 
MEMORANDA  and  ARTICLES  OF  ASSOCIATION  speedily  printed 
In  tbo  proper  form  for  registration  and  distribntion.  SHARE  OEK- 
TinCATEB  engraved  and  printed.  OFFICIAL  SEALS  designed 
and  ezecnted.  No  charge  for  sketches.  Companies  Fee  Stamps, 
RaUway  Registration  Forms. 


u 


NIVEESITY        OP        LONDON, 


Solicitors*  Accoimt  Books. 
ASH    &   FLIITT, 

stationers.  Printers,  Engravers,  Registration  Agents,  fee.,   49,  Fleet- 
street,  London,  E.C.  (comer  of  Sedeants'-lnni. 

Just  published,  8vo,  price  iSa.,  dotli, 

KERR   on  DISCOVERY.    A  Treatise  on  the  Law 
of  Discovery.     By  WILUAM   WILLIAMSON   KERR,   A.M., 
OxoD,  of  liacoln's-lnn,  Barrister-at-I«w. 

W.  MaxwuL  Jt  SoK,  19,  Fleet-street. 

In  one  volume,  crown  8vo,  price  ta. 

A  TREATISE  ON  THE  ENGLISH  LAW  OF 
DOHICIL.  Dedicated,  by  permission,  to  Vioe-ChanceUor  Sir 
Richard  Torln  Ktndersley.  By  OLIVER  STEPHEN  ROUND,  of  Lin. 
coltt's-Inn,  Barrlster-at-Law. 

London:  l2,Cook'a-«oart,  Oarey-atreet, W.C. 

THE  LAW  OF  TRADE  MARKS,  with  some 
account  of  U*  Histmy  and  Development  in  the  Deolaknia  of  tbe 
Courts  of  Law  and  Equity.  By  EDWARD  LLOYD,  Eaq.,  of  Uncoln's- 
ino,  Bariiater-at-Law.'   Price  Ss. 

"  I  am  Indebted  to  tbe  very  valuable  little  publication  of  Ur.  Lloyd, 
who  baa  collected  all  tbe  antboritiee  on  thU  subject."— V.C.  Wooo,  la 
"  McAndrew  t.  Bassett,"  March  4. 

13,  Cook's-conrt,  Carey-street,  V.C. 


The  iUlowing  are  the  Dates  at  whioh  the  sennl  EXitMIMATIOKS  li 
the  Univarsily  of  London  Sir  the  year  1871  will  eomawius  :— 

MaTBicnLaTiew— Monday,  January  t,  and  Monday,  Jsne  H 
BuBULoa  or  Aara— First  B.A.,  Monday,  Jnly>lT 

Second  B.A.,  Monday,  Oetobsr  13 
MuTXR  or  Aaia— Branch  L.  Monday,  June  i ;  Brsneh  n.,Ki>idi.r, 

June  13  I  Branch  in.,  Mondsy,  June  19 
DeotoB  or  LmaaTmn— First  D.Ut.,  Monday,  Jnne  i 

Second  D.Lit-,  Tuesday,  October  U 
ScainraiL  EzsitniaTton — Tuesday,  November  31 
Baoaaiioa  or  Scixhcs— First  B.Sc.,  Monday,  July  17 

Second  B.Sc.,  Monday.  OctiAer  il 
DocTOa  or  Soiwci— Within  the  first  twenty-one  dsyi  of  Jioe 
B^cnm..  ov  ^«-fS^;i'i:«'B.}T..sday,Jaa.a,ylO 

DooTOa  or  Laws— Thursday,  January  19 
Baokkua  or  Mapiam— Preliminary  SdenlUic,  Monday,  Jsl;  II 
Ftnt  M.B.,  Mondsy, JalT  SI 
Second  M.B.,  Monday,  Horenbett 
BaoRasoa  or  SoaoaaT— Tuesday,  November  38 
Maaraa  in  SvasiaT— Monday,  November  37 
Dooioaor  Maoiona— Monday,  Novemlwr  37 
EzamaaTtoH  roa  Wontx— Monday,  May  1 

Tbe  Regnlations  raUkUng  to  the  abova  FivanilnstioiasiidDecwBl 
be  obtained  on  applioation  to  "  Tbe  Registrar  of  theUniKmi;o(I<' 
don,  Burlington-gardaos,  London,  W." 

WILLUH  B.  CABFENTEB,IU)^ 
December  8, 1870.  &*«"■ 

LONDON  OAZETTE  (published  by  authority)  and  lANDOI  iH 
COUNTRY  ADVERTISEMENT  OFHCX. 
No.  117.  CHANCERY   LANE,  FLEET   STKER. 

HENRY  GREEN  (many  years  with  the  UteGeotRe 
Raynell).  Advertisement  Agent,  begs  to  direct  the  iM^^ 
tbe  Legsl  Profession  to  tbe  advantages  of  his  longexpeii«ncsilq«» 
of  twenty-tlve  years,  in  tbe  special  insertion  of  allpro  lbrm>i>*l»<^ 
and  hereby  solieiM  their  eaotinued support.— N.B.  Oneooprofiinn- 
ment  only  required,  and  the  strictest  care  and  promptitade  taew. 
File  of  **  London  (}aaetta  "  twpt  for  retsrenoe. 

ASTRINGENT    LOZENGES    OF   THE  BED 
OUM  OF  AU8TBALU.— For  Ralazad  Throat,  laBottlei,^ 
MI7BIATE  OF  AJOIONIA  LOZBKOES. 
In  Bottles,  3a.    UseftU  for  Bronchitis,  by  loosening  tbs  (Utia  i^ 
preventing  violent  fits  of  coughing. 

P.  k  P.  yr.  SQUIRE, 

(Siemista  on  the  Establishment  in  Ordinary  to 

THE  QUEEN. 

(Oaietted  August  gtb,  1837— December  31st,  1967.) 

377,  OXFORD  STREET,  LONDON. 

SLER'S  CRYSTAL  GLASS  CHANDBLIEE& 

Tablb  oLAsa  or  all  awsa, 

CHANDEUERS  IN  BRONZE  AND  ORVOLU. 

Moderator  Lamps,  and  Lamps  tbr  Indis. 

LONDON— Show  Rooms,  4S,  OXFORD-STREET,  W. 

BIRMINGHAM -Manufictary  and  Show  Rooms,  Broad-ntO' 


o 


ESTABLISHED  AJ>.  1700. 

FURNISH    YOUR   HOUSE  at  DBASK'S 
ILLUSTRATED  CATALOGUE, 
With  Priced  Fumisbing  List,  Gratis  and  Post  Rse. 
DEANE'S— Celebrated  Table  Outiery,  every  variety  of  style  nlt»- 
DEANE'S— Eieetro-pUtted  Spoons  and  Forks,  best  manubctan' 
DEANE'S— Electro-plated  Tea  k  Coffee  Sets,  Liqnear  Stands,  O^jr 
DBANE'S-Dtsb  Covers  and  Hot  Water  DIahes,  Covers  in  Sen, »«» 

DEANE'S-Papier-macbe  Tea  Trays,  in  Sets,«rom21s.,nen<t^ 
DEANE'S— Bronxed  Tea  and  Ooiree  Urns,  with  Patent  lBpn«°"l 
DEANE'S-Copper  and  Brass  Goods,  Kettlaa,Stew  and  tmattul^ 
DEANE'S— Moderator  and  Rock  Oil  Lamps,  a  laige  and  bmdeooe^^- 
DEANE'S-Domestic  Baths  for  every  purpose.  Bathnxnu  fitol"^' 
DEANE'S— Fenders  and  fire-irons,  in  all  modem  and  approved  pi^' 
DEANE'S-Bedsteads,  In  Iron  and  Brass.    Bedding  «(ssperi«<l^ 
DEANE'S— Bagister  Stoves,  London-made  Kitcheners,  Bsiges,  b. 
DEANE'S— Cornices  and  Cornice  Poles,  a  great  variety  of  pjwi* 
DEANE'S— lln  and  Japan  Goods,  lion  Ware,  and  Cellnsry  uteMK' 
DEANE'S— Turnery,  Bmshea,  Mats,  kc.,  strong  snd  lervMsble. 
DEANE'S— HortionUnral  Tools,  Lawn  Mowers,  Garden  Bi)I!en,K. 
DEANE'S— Oaa  Chandeliers,  Newly  designed  Psttems. 

A  discount  of  Ave  per  cent,  for  cash  payments  of  £3  sad  apv''' 
DIANE  k  Co.,  46  (King  Wiiliam-stt«el},  L0N00N-BB1D3E. 

BILLS  OF  COMPLAINT. 

TWENTY  PER  CENT.  DISCOUNT  for  CASa.- 
BILLS  of  COMPLAINT,  5/6  per  page,  20  copiee,  w'H^'rJ 
Discount  of  20  per  cent,  for  cash;  be&g  at  the  rate  net  of  i*?"  I"'' 
—a  lower  charge  than  has  hitherto  been  ofliered  by  the  trade. 
Yates  Ic  Alkxakdks,  Printers,  Symonds-inn,  Chanoery-UM- 


PRINTING  of  EVERY    DESCRIPTION^^ 
and  Ornamental— Newspapers,  Books,  Pamphlela,  '■•y*^ 
(Jiroulats,  dtc.— with  promptitude  and  at  moderate  cbaigss,  ty  ^^ 
Tatxs  ft  AuxAMOKB,  Symonds-lun  (snd  Ohuich-paaatge),  Cbtux^ 
lane. 
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Ill 


KOnOE  OF  BBICOVAL.— 7A«  OJU*  of  thit  Jousnal 
ndof  tlu  Wbhklt  BlPORTBR  i$  now  at  12,  Cotk'i-eourt'' 
Cartt/'ttrttt,  W.C. 

Tki  Sttbttriptim  to  tht  SouorroBs'  JonsMAL  it— Town,  26<,, 
Country  2Sj.;  with  the  Wbeklt  Rifortbb,  SS«.  Taymont 
in  atkanet  ineludet  DoubU  Numieri  and  Foitagt.  Sutteribtrt 
can  homo  thtir  Vobunu  tound  at  tht  OJieo—doth,  2s.  M., 
hmlflaw  talf,  it.  id. 

Ali  Ztitert  intndedforpuHioation  in  tht  "Solicitor^  Journal " 
mmt  it  anthtntieatii  by  tht  nam*  of  tht  iorittr,  licufh  not 
nteettarUy  Ar  pMieation. 

Whtr*  difHiUty  it  txptritnttd  in  proeuring  tht  Journal  with 
rt§ulmrity  in  tht  Frotinett,  it  it  rtquttttd  that  appUtation  it 
madt  dirttt  U  tht  JPuhUthtr. 


%\t  Solicitars'  laitmal. 

LOHDON,  DBCEMBBR  17,  1870. 


WB  AJHE  IMrOBMED  THAT  THE  OOVERNMEHT  h*Te  ia- 

Tited  tenden  for  ,the  laying  of  the  foand»tions  of  the 
New  Law  Coarte,  to  be  sent  in  to  the  Board  of  Works  by 
the  end  of  this  month.  Mr.  Ayrtoa  obtained  a  rote  of 
£21,450  for  these  foundations,  on  the  Ist  of  Angost, 
aanoimctng  when  he  asked  for  it  that  the  work  oonld 
begin  at  onoe.  What  a  funny  man  he  is.  This  was  his 
notidn  of  b^inning  at  onoe.  Six  months'  interest  on 
£800.000  is  bow  maoh? 


Wi  PKiHT  nr  ANOTHHK  coLUKH  a  report  of  a  oase 
before  the  jndge  of  the  Oroydon  Ooanty  Oonrt,  in  which 
the  qnaetioa  was  whether  seotion  91  of  the  Bankmptqy 
Aot,  1S69,  whieh  absolntely  avotda  any  rolnntary  settle- 
meat  U  the  settlor  beoomes  bankmpt  within  two  years 
alter  in  date,  is  retiospeotiTe  in  its  operation,  so  as  to 
apply  to  a  KtUement  made  before  the  Aot.  The  learned 
jodfe  deetdes  that  the  Aot  does  not  aroid  sooh  a  settle- 
■saat;  and  there  oannot  be  reiy  mooh  donbt,  we  suppose, 
■•  to  the  sonndness  of  this  deolaion.  The  reasoning, 
bowwrer,  \ij  which  this  decision  is  supported  in  the 
indfrnant  is  neither  rery  dear  nor  rery  cogent.  The 
oase  really  falls  within  the  well-known  maxim,  noM 
e»u*tUuti»fiUurit  ftrmam  imponert  dibtt,  non  yrcrttritit. 
It  is  an  inrariable  rale  Uiat  a  statute  must  not  be  so 
oonstmed  as  to  take  away  a  sqbstantiTe  right  already 
reated,  onleaa  such  an  bttention  be  dearly  expressed, 
though  with  mattem  of  mere  prooedoie  it  is  otherwise. 

Thk  QimnoN  OF  thb  powsr  possessed  by  dergy- 
men  of  the  Ohnroh  of  England  to  inrite  KTonconformist 
diTinaawho,  as  regards  the  Ofauoh,  are,  of  oonrse,  no 
more  in  law  than  mere  laymen,  to  preaeh  in  English 
ehnrdies,  has  been  of  late  attraoting  so  much  attention, 
that  ooz  readers  may  be  glad  to  be  reminded  of  tiie  state 
of  the  law  upon  the  subjeot. 

Daring  the  period  which  elapsed  between  the  Befoma- 
tion  aad  the  Bestoration  there  seems  no  donbt  that  both 
Konoonformiat  miniaten  and  Presbyterian  clergymen  of 
the  Church  of  Scotland  did,  under  the  conditions  pre- 
seiibed  by  13  Eliz.  o.  12  (A.D.  1670),  occasionally  preach 
in  the  pulpits  of  the  National  Church.  Bat  those  con- 
ditiona  were  stringent.  Section  5  enacts  that  no  per- 
son shall  be  admitted  to  preach  unless  he  first  bring  to 
the  bishop  a  testimonial  as  to  honesty  of  life  and  as  to 
lus  profession  of  the  doctrine  contained  in  the  Thirty- 
nine  Artioles,  nor  nnleas  he  be  able  to  answer 
and  render  to  the  ordinary  an  account  of  his  faith,  in 
Latin,  according  to  those  articles,  or  hare  special  gift  or 
ability  as  a  preacher.  It  will  be  observed  that  under  this 
Aot,  which  proTes  the  strength  of  the  Puritan  party 
in  the  Hoose  of  Commons  at  that  date,  no  assent  to  any 
articles  except  those  inTolving<i0rtri)i<iIpointa  was  required, 
Bor  does  it  seem  that  a  mere  preacher  was  required  to  tub- 
terOe  any  artioles  at  all;  though  a  preacher  who  desired  to 
eater  the  "order  "  of  deacon  or  minister  was  required  to 


subscribe  some  to  them.  The  statute  was  followed  in  1604 
by  the  more  stringent  prorisions  of  the  S66h  canon, 
according  to  which  no 'one  is  to  be  suffered  to  preach  in 
any  parish  ohnroh.  Sua.,  "  except  he  be  licensed  by  the 
archbishop  or  bishop,  or  by  one  of  the  two  uniTersitie*, 
and  exoept  he  shall  subecribe  these  three  artioles  follow- 
ing:—[here  follow  artioles  acknowledging^a)  the 
Boyal  supremacy;  (i)  that  the  Prayer-book  oontains 
nothing  contrary  to  the  Word  of  Cod,  &a;  and  (e)  that 
the  whole  of  the  Thirty-nine  Artioles  are  ag^reeable  to 
God's  Word  ; "]  and  by  the  50th  canon  the  minister  of 
any  church  is  not  to  allow  any  man  to  preach  therein, 
but  such  as,  by  showing  his  licence  to  preach,  shall  appear 
to  him  to  be  su£Sciently  authorised. 

Thns  stood  the  law  ontll  the  paaaing  of  the  Act  of 
Unlformil^  (IS  4c  14  Car.  2,  a4),  whioh,  by  seotion  19,  dis- 
abled any  person  from  preaching  in  any  ohnroh,  chapel, 
or  other  plaoe  of  public  worship,  unless  he  hare  been 
licensed  by  the  archbishop  or  bishop  [the  uniTerdtiea  ate 
not  mentioned],  and  baTe  read  before  the  arohbishop  or 
bishop  and  nnfeignedly  assented  to  the  Thirty-nino 
Artides.  The  oase  of  nnireraitr  preachers  is  dealt  with 
by  section  28.  It  is  further  prorided  that  before  his  first 
sermon  he  is  to  read  the  common  prayers  appointed 
to  be  read  for  the  time  of  the  day,  when  the  sermon  is 
about  to  be  delivered,  morning  or  evening,  as  the  oaae 
m^y  be,  and  publicly  declare  his  assenttothe  rites  andoere- 
monies  prescribed  by  the  Prayer-book.  And  thns,  as  regards 
persons  outside  the  (Anrch,  stands  the  law  now,  althongh, 
as  regard  the  deigy,  the  28  k  29  Ylot.  c.  122,  has  con- 
sideraUy  relaxed  the  stringency  of  the  assent  required 
to  the  artiolaa  and  Pnqrw-book.  The  result  praotioally 
ia  that  no  one,  even  though  he  ahould  obtain  the 
Bpiscopal  Uoanoe,  who  differs  in  any  partioular  from 
the  law  of  the  Ohotdi  dther  in  dootrine  or  discipline 
ean  preaeh  without  vidating  Us  oonsdenoe,  or  transgres- 
sing the  law,  in  any  of  her  pulpits.  We  need  soaroely  point 
out  how  entirdy  the  stringent  enaotments  we  have  re- 
fscrad  to  aoEdlide  Nonoonformists  and  Presbytetiana,  who 
do  differ  tot«  ceelo  from  the  diMipUne,  if  not  alwi^  from 
tiia  doelriDe,ef  the  Church  of  England.  WheUier  any 
relaxation  ia  deairable  or  not  it  is  not  oar  provinoe  to 
diaeoas^  bat  we  mi^at  least  expceaa  a  hope  that,  in  the 
event  of  ehaage^  the  salutary  old  rule  for  seooring 
efBoienoy  in  pieadiers  will  be  retained. 


.<-Wji  UXDBB8TAVD  THAT  a  case  is  likely  to  come  before 
the  Jndidal  Committee  of  the  Privy  Council  whioh  in- 
volves the  disoussion  <d  the  rule  that  every  man  moat 
be  taken  to  intend  the  natural  oonsequences  of  his  acts. 
The  oaae  we  refer  to  is  from  the  Colony  of  Victoria,  in 
Aastralia*  on  aa  indictment  and  oonviction  for  murder. 
The  prisoner,  who  is  a  member  of  the  colonial  bar, 
attempted  to  murder  a  Mr.  Smith  with  a  revolver.  He 
fired  several  shots,  by  one  of  whioh  Mr.  Smith  was 
wounded.  The  prisoner  while  pnrsuing  Mr.  Smith  in 
the  street  was  stopped  and  thrown  down  by  one  Walsh. 
In  the  struggle  that  ensued  the  prisoner's  pistol  again 
went  off  and  killed  Walsh.  The  jury  found  specially 
that  the  pistol  went  off  by  aooident,  and  by  direction  (rf 
the  judge  they  found  the  prisoner  guilty.  The  convio- 
tion  was  upheld  by  the  Court  after  argument.  The 
Executive  Council  of  the  colony,  after  consideration,  at 
first  refused  to  interfere.  Subsequently,  however,  they 
altered  their  minds  and  granted  a  reprieve,  that  the  oase 
might  be  brought  before  the  Judicial  Committee. 

The  facta  of  tills  case  are  very  unusual.  Not  only 
did  the  prisoner  not  intend  to  kill  Walsh,  but  the  im- 
mediate cause  of  Walsh's  death  was  not  the  intentional 
aot  of  the  prisoner.  The  death  was  caused,  in  one  sense, 
by  an  accident,  and  if  the  prisoner  had  not  been  engaged 
at  the  time  in  an  unlawful  act  he  would  not  have  been 
criminally  liable  for  the  death  of  Walsh.  The  oase  differs 
from  the  familiar  example  in  text-books  of  A.  shooting  at 
B.  intending  to  kill  him,  batkilling  0.  instead.  There  the 
aot  is  done  and  intended  by  A.,  and  it  is  only  the  conse- 
quence that  is  not  intended.    In  the  present  case  the  aot 
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whiob  WM  the  immediate  oanie  of  the  death  was  not  in- 
tended by  the  prisoner,  nor  waa  the  oonaequenoe  of  the 
aet  intended.  We  do  not  now  express  any  opinion  on  the 
legal  points  in  this  oaae,  as  we  are  unwilling  to  discuss 
them  while  the  matter  is  yet  tubjudice. 

This  oase  may  also  give  rise  to  an  important  question 
M  to  the  praotioe  in  allowing  ^>peals  from  colonies  to 
the  Judicial  Committee  in  criminal  cases. 

An  appeal  in  a  criminal  case  is  not  a  matter  of  right. 
It  rests  in  the  discretion  of  the  Judicial  Committee  to 
allow  or  disallow  the  appeal.  The  general  principles  on 
which  the  Committee  will  allow  an  appeal  are  laid  down 
in  JUg.  ▼.  Btrtrand  (16  W.  B.  9),  where  the  Committee 
t»j  that  "  interference  by  her  Majesty  in  Council  in 
criminal  cases  is  likely  in  so  many  instances  to  lead  to 
mischief  and  ioconTenience.tbat  in  them  the  Crown  will 
b0  Tery  slow  to  entertain  an  appeal;"  but  "when  the 
suggestions,  if  true,  raise  questione  of  greet  and  general 
importanoe,  and  likely  to  occur  often,  and  also  where,  if 
true,  they  diow  the  due  and  orderly  administration  of 
the  law  interrupted  or  diverted  into  a  new  course  which 
might  create  a  precedent  for  the  future,  and  also  where 
there  is  no  other  means  of  prerenting  these  consequences, 
then  it  will  be  proper  for  this  Committee  to  entertain  an 
sppeaL**  Stg.  y.  Bertrand  has  been  followed  in  Reg.  t. 
Murphy  (17  W.  B.  1017,  L.  B.  2  P.  C.  35),  and  it  is  by 
reference  to  these  principles  that  the  question  whether 
an  appeal  will  be  allowed  in  the  oase  we  are  noticing, 
must  be  decided. 


The  bittikos  of  the  Judicial  Committee  of  the 
Privy  Council  came  to  an  untimely  end  on  Wednesday 
last.  They  commenced  on  the  10th  of  Norember  last, 
and  were  to  have  continued  for  some  days  longer  than 
they  have,  but  it  was  found  impossible  to  make  up  the 
requisite  number  of  the  bench  on  account  of  the  illness 
of  Sir  Lawrence  Peel  and  the  indisposition  of  Sir  Joseph 
Kapier.  Therefore  the  terminatian  of  the  sittings  beoame 
a  matter  of  necessity.  The  list  for  the  sittinga  oontained 
seTenty  appeals.  FiTe  were  Eoolesiastioal,  ten  Admiral^, 
aeren  Colonial;  and  forty-eight  Indian  ^ipeals.  Of  these, 
•11  the  Ecclesiastical,  a  few  Admiralty,  and  some  dcaen 
Indian  appeals  are  all  that  have  been  disposed  of;  there 
are  oonaequently  upwards  of  fifty  oases  out  of  the  list 
standing  orer,  the  bulk  of  which  are  Indian  appeals. 
Thns  the  block  in  the  Jndicial  Committee  has  become 
CTen  worse  than  erer,  and  the  dissatisfaction  felt  in 
India  will  be  proportionately  increased. 


BANEEBS'  CVSTODT  OF  BEOUBITIES. 
The  question  as  to  the  liability  of  a  banker  for  the 
loss  of  securitieB  deposited  by  a  customer,  came  before 
tiie  Master  of  the  Bolls  a  few  dsys  ago  in  the  oase  of 
the  United  Service  Company.  This  case  is  reported  19 
W.  B.  89.  It  will  be  remembered  that  the  Privy 
Council,  just  two  years  ago,  decided  in  OMin  v. 
M'UtaUn  (17  W.  B.  446),  that  bankers  are  uot  liable 
for  such  losses,  unless  they  have  been  guilty  of  negli- 
gence. That  case  was  decided  strictly  in  aooordance 
with  the  principles  of  English  law,  but  it  caused  some 
astonishment  among  laymen,  who  imagined  their 
bankers  were  liable  for  inch  losses  in  any  case,  and  led 
to  various  plans  being  suggested  for  the  further  protec- 
tion of  depositors,  which,  as  usual  in  these  cases,  ended 
in  nothing.  One  proposition  was,  if  our  memory  serves 
ns,  to  establish  a  8ort  of  Pantechnicon  for  the  safe  custody 
of  debentures,  share  certificates,  and  the  like;  and  we 
ooraelves  pointed  out  at  the  time  (13  S.  J.  788),  that  the 
only  way  by  which  perfect  security  could  be  given  to 
depositors  of  securities,  would  be  by  •&  arrangement 
between  them  and  the  bankers,  by  which  the  bankers 
should  incore  the  safety  of  the  Recuritiee,  i.e.,  should 
Sigree  to  indemnify  the  owners  for  any  loss,  however 
caused,  in  return  for  which  the  depositor  might  pay  a 
amall  per-centage.    But  the  risk  even  under  the  present 


vystem  is  exceedingly  small ;  and  we  believe  tint  if 
a  hanker  were  to  adopt  our  suggestion,  few,  if  uy,o( 
his  customers  would  avail  themselves  of  it,  bat  wonU 
prefer  the  old  plan  without  the  per-centage. 

In  Giblin  v.  ST  Mullen  a  box  with  aeotiritiss  in  it  wu 
deposited  with  a  banker,  the  customer  keeping  the  \tj. 
The  securities  were  abstracted  by  the  cashier,  vho  miie 
away  with  them;  and  the  question  wu  whether  tht 
banker  was  liable  for  the  loss  oocasioned  by  the  felomou 
act  of  his  servant.  It  was  held  Uiat  he  wsa  not » 
liable,  the  evidence  establishing  tiiat  all  reiaenible  out 
had  been  used  to  keep  the  box  safe.  It  wss  sdsuM 
(why,  it  does  not  appear)  that  the  banker  wss  a  gntii- 
tons  bailee,  and  not  a  bailee  for  reward,  possiUj  on  &» 
authority  of  the  foUowtng  passage  from  Addison  (os 
Contracts,  6th  ed.  p.  406).  "  It  is  the  custom  of  liaiibii 
to  receive  and  hetp  for  the  aooommodation  of  tiidr 
customers,  boxes  of  plate  and  jewels,  willi,  deedi,ui 
securities;  and  a»  no  eharge  it  made  for  tie  ieefinf  ef 
thoM  thiHft,  they  are  gratuittmi  deporitt.  The  bssbn, 
therefore,  are  oiUy  bound  to  take  ordinary  caie  of  them, 
and  if  they  are  stolen  by  a  clerk  or  servant  emplojed  b; 
the  baulc,  the  bankers  are  not  responsible,  nnlsn  tht; 
have  knowingly  hired  or  kept  in  their  service  a  diduieit 
asrvant."    The  italics  are  our  own. 

In  the  case  of  the  United  Service  Company,  uii 
that  of  Oiblin  v.  M' Mullen,  the  loss  waa  ccoaiiosedbT 
the  felonious  aot  of  the  servant  of  the  banker.  In  ti> 
United  Service  Company'i  oate  the  Master  of  tke  EoSi 
held  that  the  banker  had  oontribnted  to  the  losa  a,  ii 
other  vrordc^  rendered  the  loss  possible  \ij  «tin 
negligence,  and  was  accordingly  liable  for  the  kMi  '^ 
CHilin  V.  Jt Mullen,  as  we  have  seen,  the  Court  ctme  to 
the  opposite  conclusion.  If  the  directors  of  the  United 
Service  Company  had  exercised  ordinary  vigilance,  titer 
would  have  known  that  their  servant  was  diahoneit: 
and  that  amounted  to  the  same  thing  as  knowingly  be» 
ing  in  their  service  a  dishonest  servant,  in  the  woidi  oi 
Addison. 

In  Oiilin  v.  M'MuUen  the  banker  made  no  chup 
for  keeping  the  securities,  and  it  waa  assumed  th*t  t* 
waa  a  gratuitous  bailee.  In  the  United  Service  C» 
pany't  cote  a  small  oommission  was  charged.  As  ^ 
tempt  was  made  to  show  that  the  commission  wo 
charged  for  receiving  the  dividends,  and  not  for  keepiif 
the  seoorities ;  but  whatever  the  exact  nature  oi  'i* 
service  may  be  for  which  the  commission  was  paid,  tk 
Master  of  the  Bolls  arrived  at  the  oonolnsion  tiitt  "^ 
banker  was  a  bailee  for  reward.  We  believe  thst  tkt 
usual  practice,  with  London  bankers  at  all  eventa,  s  f 
take  care  of  their  customers'  seoorities  gratit;  bat  i* 
important  to  observe  what  the  result  is  of  commiasion^ 
ing  charged. 

But  even  where  no  oommission  is  oharged,  we  inchw 
to  think  that  the  mere  relation  of  banker  and  onitoaer 
makes  the  former  a  bailee  for  reward  of  aecaritiee  de- 
posited with  him  for  safe  custody.  As  we  suggeeted  it 
onr  notice  of  Oiblin  v.  M'MuUen,  among  the  "  Eecei'^ 
Decisions"  (13  S.  J.  394),  the  oare  of  cnetomeo 
securities  must  be  one  of  the  inducements  held  out  to 
the  customer  of  the  bank;  and  if  so  the  bank  does,  is 
fact,  receive  a  ooufuderation  for  the  deposit,  beoaoae  tee 
right  to  deposit  is  one  of  the  terms  on  which  tte 
oustomer  keeps  his  account  at  the  bank.  It  msT  he 
assumed  that  the  banker  would  not  keep  aeonrities  }T*t>i 
unless  it  was  his  interest  in  some  wi^  or  other  to  do  *>' 
And  it  was  contended  that  the  general  lien  of  the 
banker  on  all  securities  deposited  with  him,  as  baskeii 
by  a  customer — unless  there  be  an  express  contrast,  O 
olrcumstanoes  that  show  an  implied  oontraot,  inconsisteiil 
with  lieu  (Brandao  v.  Bamet,  12  01.  &  F.  806;  /"Wi 
V.  Pepperoome,  Job.  430) — also  made  him  a  bailee  fol 
reward.  Bat  it  waa  unnecessary  to  decide  these  point! 
as  the  Master  of  the  Bolls  considered  that  a  oase  <* 
negligence  had  been  established  againat  the  company 
sufficient  to  render  even  a  gratuitona  bailee  liable. 

If  a  case  should  ooonr    in  whioh  it  is  held  tliat  i 
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banker  piS  bailee  for  rewatd  is  liable  for  that  degfree  of 

ne^ligenoe  in  keeping  aeooritiee  whioh  render*  a  bailee 

for  reward  liable  where  a  pratnitoiu  bailee  wonld  not  be 

•0,  0im»  Y.  iPMulUit  will  not  be  a  oonoloaiTe  an- 

thoiity,  bat  the  almoat  obaolete  question  aa  to  the  dii- 

tinctioa  between  **  negligence  "  and  "  groea  negligeooe  " 

will   hATo   to  be    reKvpened,  whioh  the  Privy  Conneil 

— acnnewhat  onneoesaaray  we  think— oonsidezed  at  moh 

length  in  eniin  t.  IfMuUen.      It  may  be  inferred  from 

Qie  jodgment  in  that  case  that  a  grataitoaa  bailee  may 

not  be  liable  in  aome  oaaee  where  a  bailee  for  reward 

wonld  be  liable,  bnt  the  PriTy  Oonnoil  made  no  attempt 

to  injUoate  what  the  natore  of  snob  oases  might  be.     It 

ia,  boWOTer,  certain  from  the  tone  in  whioh  the  term 

"  gnsi  negHgenoe  "  has  been  spoken  of  in  late  years, 

that    the   distinction    between    negligence    and    gross 

nogligenoe  is  very  thin  indeed  ;  and  it  wonld  bedifflonlt 

to  conceiTe  a  case  where  the  fact  of  the  banker  being  a 

bailae  for  rewaid  oonld  practically  affect  the  qnestion  as 

to  bis  liability,  unless  he  had  agreed  to  be  liable  for  any 

Um.    Beoent  oases  indeed,  such  as  OriU  t.  Otturai  Iran 

Sow  CtlUer  Company  (14 'W.  R.  898),  show  that  aU 

baileea,  whether  paid  or  not,  are  liable   for   want  of 

ordinary  care,  and  nothing  more.       Bnt  we  need  not 

pnnue  tliis  bntnch  of  the  snl^eot  farther,  as  it  was  dis- 

cnased  in  onr  oolnmns  when   CHblin  r.  iPMulUn  was 

dMided  (13  S.  J.  43S). 

UpoD  the  whole  our  oonolosion  is  that  the  banker  is 
not  liable  where  he  has  exercised  reasonable  care, 
erven  if  a  bailee  for  reward,  nnlees  in  a  case  'of  express 
oomtnst  to  insure  against  loss.  If  we  are  correct  in  the 
alwre  andDiion,  diore  is  nothing  to  alarm  bankers  in 
tlM  deotion  in  the  case  of  the  United  Serrice  Company, 
amd  theoonnderation  suggested  by  that  case,  whether  a 
*>««k«  with  whom  securities  are  deposited  is  not  neoes- 
■■^  akulee  for  reward. 

Botthne  is  another    point   in   the   abore  decision 

which  h«  t  tendency  to  cause  some  oonstemation  among 

mUiiMen,  Til,  the  distinction  drawn  by  the  Master  of 

toeBolb  between  the  deposit  of  a  box  where  the  ons- 

toiiMt  keps  the  key  and  the  banker  has  no  notice  of  the 

MDtati,  sod  the  deposit  of   the  naked  secnrities.    If 

at  Hetim  of  the  Master  of  the  Bolls  that  in  such  oases 

tas  baakar  is  lesponsible  for  the  care  of  the  box,  and  not 

of  iti  oontents,  be  literally  correct,  the  reader  had  better 

(•kaUinenrities  oat  of  his  box,  and  place  them  in  his 

noksr'a  hands  for  safe  keeping.    Bat  we  do  not  belioTe 

tte  meaning  of  the  Master  of  the  Bolls  to  be  more  than 

thi%  that  when  a  box  is  left  in  a  banker's  strong  room, 

and  tiie  costomer  keeps  the  key,  he  will  be  presumed  to 

nlyoD  the  box  for  the  protection  of  the  oontents,  the 

aatore  of  which  is  nnknown  to  the  banker,  who,  if  the 

eoDtnU  were  placed  naked  In  his  hands,  may  be  ex- 

PMtad  to  pat    them    away  in   the  plaoe  most   suit- 

•Ue  for   the    protection    of   the    partioular    artiolee. 

^Mo,  if  the  box  be  broken  open,   and  the    oontents 

*i*tiacted  by  a   serrant   who    bears    a    fair    oharao- 

tar,  the  banker  will  not  be  answerable  for  the  act  of  his 

wyaat,  as  when  he  abstracted  the  articles  he  was  not 

•oting  within  the  scope  of  his  employment,  any  more 

tbia  if,  as  was  said  in  an  Amerioan  case  (Foitir  ▼.  Euez 

Btni,  17  Mass.  478),  he  had  stolen  a  pooket-book  left 

« the  desk  by  a  person  while  he  was  transacting  aome 

^Qiiaess  with  the  bank.    There  is  no  suggestion  in  the 

jtdgmoit  in  GibUn  r.  iTMulUn  that  if  the  securities 

tbenaalTea  had  been  deposited  instead  of  the  box  in  whioh 

^  were  Vba  result  would  have  been  otherwise.     When 

Wielea  are  deposited  for  safe  keeping   the   banker  in 

*bct  sajB  to  his  customer, "  Here  is  my  strong-room,  and 

>!>«»  ate  my  precautions  against  loss  ";  and  if  he  display 

*>iiiiaiy  Tigilanoe  he  will  not,  we  eubmit,  be  answerable 

I*  loss,  either  as  a  bailee  for  reward,  or  as  a  gratuitona 

VOse. 


Tbae  are  on  the  file  on  the  docket  of  the  supromo  court  of 
HusKlinaetts  between  1,200  and  1,£00  libels  for  divorce,  many 
<l  vbi<h  have  bean  there  for  yean. 


BECE2IT  DECISIONS. 

EQUITY. 
SPBOinO  PSRrOBMANOB — Salb  at  a  Yalttatioh. 
Riehardton  t.  Smith,  L.O.  k  L.J.a.,  19  W.  B.  81,  L.  B. 
6  Oh.  648. 
The  oases  of  MUnet  t.  Otry  (14  Ves.  400),  and 
Oaurlay  t.  Dulu  of  Sowterut  (19  Yes.  429),  establish 
that  where  the  contracting  parties  haTe  stipolated  that 
the  price  shall  be  settled  by  other  persons,  unless  the 
prioe  be  thus  ascertained,  the  Court  will  not  enforce  the 
contract.  This  rols  applies  equally  where  the  price  ix 
to  be  ascertained  by  valuers  to  be  afterwards  appointed,  as 
in  MilnsM  r.  Otry,  or  where  a  partioolar  person  is 
nominated  on  the  contract  being  made,  as  in  Blundell  r. 
Bettargh  (17  Yes.  382).  In  a  strong  oaae  on  this  sub- 
ject, the  purchasers,  a  railway  company,  were  let  into 
possession  under  an  agreement  that  the  amount  of  com- 
pensatiou  should  be  settled  either  by  arbitration  or  a 
jury,  as  the  Tender  should  determine,  and  a  sum  was 
paid  to  the  vendor  expressly  on  account  of  the  compensa- 
tion to  be  ultimately  paid.  The  vendor  died  before  any- 
thing farther  was  done,  and  it  was  held,  notwithstanding 
the  payment  on  aooount,  that  no  contract  existed  apecifto 
performance  of  whioh  could  be  enforced  {Morgan  v.  MU' 
mm,  1  W.  B.  134,  3  D.  M.  G.  26). 

The  case  of  an  agreement  to  sell  at  a  fair  valuation  is 
essentially  different,  as  Sir  William  Grant  took  care  to 
explain  in  MUtut  v.  ff«ry,  beoaose  in  such  a  case  the 
parties  have  pointed  out  no  particular  means  of  ascer- 
taining the  price,  and  there  is  therefore  nothing  pre- 
clnding  the  Court  from  adopting  any  means  adapted  to 
the  purpose.  Bnt  where  the  parties  have  themselrea 
pointed  oat  a  particular  mode,  the  Court  has  no  power  to 
substitute  another  mode  of  ascertaining  the  price,  whera 
the  mode  pointed  out  has  failed,  from  whatever  cause.  To 
do  so  wonld  be  to  make  another  contract  tor  the  parties 
than  that  they  had  entered  into. 

It  is  not  very  prudent,  as  Sir  William  Grant  observed 
in  Milnei  v.  Oery,  to  contract  for  an  estate  at  a  value 
to  be  set  by  a  third  person ;  and  it  is  not  often  done.  But 
it  is  a  matter  of  every  day  occurrence  for  persons  to  agree 
on  the  price  of  the  thing  sold,  and  stipulate  that  soma 
adjanot  shall  be  taken  at  a  valuation  by  third  persons. 
Whether  such  an  agreement  can  be  specifically  enforced 
where  no  valuation  has  taken  place,  depends  on  whether 
the  adjunct  be  essential  to  the  enjoyment  of  the  thing 
sold,  or  not.  In  Darbey  v.  Whitaker  (5  W.  E.  772,  4 
Drew,  184,  the  thing  sold  was  a  beerhouse,  the  price  of 
which  was  agreed  on,  and  the  stook-in-trsda  and  fixtures 
were  to  be  taken  at  a  valuation  to.be  made  by  two  gangers 
(named)  and  their  umpire.  The  stook-in-trade  and  fix- 
tures in  this  case  were  considered  essential  to,  the  enjoy- 
ment of  the  beerhouse;  and  the  Court,  regarding  it  as  one 
agreement,  as  no  valuation  had  been  made,  dismissed  the 
vendor's  bill :  Jaeiton  v.  Jackson  (1  W.  B.  264,  1  Sm.  & 
G-.  184)  ia  to  the  same  effect. 

On  the  other  hand,  where  the  thing  to  be  valued  ia 
subsidiary  and  non-essential  to  the  enjoyment  of  the 
thing  sold,  if  no  valuation  has  been  made  specific  per- 
formance will  be  decreed  with  compensation,  as  in 
Biehardton  v.  Smith.  The  test  is,  whether  the  thing  to 
be  valued  is  or  is  not  an  essential  part  of  the  contract. 
If  the  rule  were  otherwise,  vendors  might,  as  Lord 
Hatherley  explained  in  Richardtoa  v.  Smith,  retain  the 
power  of  escaping  from  their  contracts  by  introducing 
provisions  for  the  valuation  of  some  minor  part  of  the 
sabjeot-matter  of  the  contract,  in  such  a  mode  that  th«y 
might  at  any  time  escape  from  the  performance  of  the 
agreement  as  to  the  main  subject  of  the  contraoC,  simply 
by  setting  up  an  aot  of  their  own  iu  wrong  of  the 
purchaser,  and  refusing  to  appoint  a  valuer.  Thiscour.iu 
an  unwilling  vendor  may  pursue  with  success,  where  the 
agreement  is  to  sell  the  whole,  or  an  essential  part  of 
the  thing  sold,  at  a  price  to  be  fixed  by  valuers  to  be 
named,  beoaose  equity  cannot  compel  him  to  appoint  a 
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T«lner;  tbongb,  where  the  ralnen  are  named,  the  Oonrt 
will  not  allow  him  to  prerent  the  ralnation  fiom  being 
made  {Moore  r.  Merett,  6  Blad.  26).  (^See  Sngd.  Y.  Jc  P., 
p.  287.)  

COMHON  LAW. 
Bbsach  ov  CoHTBicT — Befubai.  Bivobk  Tixb  fob 
Pkbvobhancb  to  Fkbpobm  Oontbact — ^Pbokibe  to 
Mabbt. 

Froit  T.  Knight,  Ex.,  19  W.  R.  77. 

That  a  contract  cannot  be  broken  ontil  the  time  for 

performing  it  has  arrired,  seenu  a  proposition  too  clear 

to  require  any  argnment  or  anthoritj  for  its  rapport. 

The  contrary  has,  however,  been  decided,  and,  nntU  this 

caae,  was   nndonbted   law.      Boeh$ter  y.   De  la    Taw 

(1  W.  B.  469,  22  L.  J.  Q.  B.  455),  is  the  leading  oaae 

upon  this  point.    There  the  defendant  agreed  to  employ 

the  plaintiff  as  courier  for  three  months  from  the  let  of 

June.    Before  the  let  of  Jnne-  the  defendant  told  the 

plaintiff    that   he  wonld    not   perform    this    oontract. 

The  plaintiff  commenced  an  action  on  May  21  for  the 

breach  of  this  contract,  and  it  was  held  that  the  plaintitt 

was  entitled  to  recorer,  on  the  g^onnd  that "  the  man  who 

wrongfully  renounces  a  oontract  (>'.«.,  before  the  time  for 

performing  it  has  arrired)  into  which  he  has  deliberately 

entered,  cannot  jnstly  complain  if  he  is  immediately  aned 

for  a  compensation  in  damages  by  the  man  whom  he  has 

injnred;  audit  seems  reasonable  to  allow  an  option  to 

the  injored  party  either  to  sue  immediately  or  to  wait  till 

the  time  when  the  act  was  to  be  done."    Boehrter  T.  D* 

la   Tour  has  snbseqnently  been   followed,  and  in  The 

Danube  JRailway   Company  y.  XenoB  (10  W.  B.  320,  11 

0.  B.  K.   S.  152),  Erie,  C.J.,  says,  "Where  there  is  an 

ezplioit  declaration  by  the  one  party  of  his  intention  not 

to  perform  the  contract  on  his  part,  which  is  accepted  by 

the  other  as  a  breadi  of  the  contract,  that  beyond  all 

donbt  affords  a  cause  of  action,''  and  by  cause  of  action 

Erie,  C.J.,  meant  action  for  the  breach  of  the  contract. 

The 'authority  of  Boehrter  y.  De  la  Tour  has  now  been 
rudely  shaken  by  Irott  r.  Knight.  The  facts  of  this 
case  were  extremely  simple.  The  defendant  promised  to 
marry  the  plaintiff  when  his  father  died.  During  his  < 
father's  lifetime  the  defendant  wholly  renounced  Vit»  oon- 
tract, and  refused  to  be  bound  any  longer  by  his  promise. 
The  plaintiff  then  brought  an  action,  the  defendant's 
father  being  still  alive,  for  this  refusal  as  for  a  breach  of 
the  contract  to  marry.  It  seems  impossible  to  distinguish 
this  case  on  principle  from  Bochtter  r.  De  la  Tiw.  The 
majority  of  the  Court,  however,  Kelly,  O.B.,  and  Channell, 
B.,  Martin,  B.,  dissenting,  held  that  the  action  for 
breach  of  the  contract  could  not  be  maintained  until  the 
time  for  the  performance  of  the  contract  had  arrived,  and 
they  therefore  gave  judgment  for  the  defendant.  The 
judgment  of  Kelly,  O.B.  (which  was  that  of  himself  and 
of  Channell,  B.),  does  not  refuse  to  follotr  Bochtter  r. 
De  la  Tour,  and  other  similar  cases,  on  the  ground 
that  they  have  been  wrongly  decided,  but  on  the  ground 
that  the  principle  of  those  cases  does  not  apply  to  a  con- 
tract to  marry  on  the  happening  of  a  certain  event.  The 
only  reason  which  is  given  for  applying  different  prin- 
ciples to  the  case  of  a  promise  to  employ  a  servant  and  to 
a  promise  to  marry  at  a  future  time  is  that  the  measnre 
of  damages  is  very  difBcult  of  computation  in  the  latter 
case. 

The  judgment  has  a  fatal,  although  not  an  an- 
oommon  fault — viz.,  that  it  goes  too  far.  If  it  is 
sound  in  principle  it  is  oonolnsive  against  such  oases 
as  Hoehater  v.  De  la  Tow;  if  its  arguments  are 
not  sound  they  do  not  justify  the  decision  in  this  case. 
The  essence  of  the  judgment  consists  of  three  pro- 
positione — (1)  that  the  doctrine  of  Boehster  v.  De  la 
Tour  is  not  older  than  the  decision  of  that  case,  and  is 
contrary  to  general  principle;  (2)  that  as  a  matter  of 
fact  a  promise  to  do  an  act  on  a  future  day  cannot  be 
broken  until  that  day  arrives;  (8)  that  on  the  renuncia- 
tion before  the  day  of  perfcrmanoe,  of  a  promise  to 
marry,  there  is  no  ascertainable  measure  of  damages,  but 


the  jury  most  form  a  mere  goeaa.  Now  the  first  two  of  thea» 
propositions  admittedly  npplj  to  all  oontraots,  jnst  in  the 
same  way  that  they  apfdy  to  oontraots  to  marry.  A 
little  reflection  will  show  that  the  third  imposition  aim 
applies,  in  prinoiple,  to  all  oontiaots  on  whidt  an  actioa 
is  btonght  before  the  d^  of  performance  has  arrived. 
In  every  aoUon  for  breaoh  of  promise  of  marriage,  th» 
jni7  have  a  wide  discretion  as  to  the  amount  of  damage* 
that  th^  may  give.  This  action  is  not  subject  to  tho- 
striot  rales  respeoUng  measnre  of  damages  that  govenk 
other  aotions.  This  differenoe  will  exist,  whether  the 
action  is  brooght  before  or  after  the  day  on  which  th« 
contract  was  to  bo  performed.  Apart  &om  this  con- 
sideration, the  measnre  of  damagee  in  an  action  before 
the  time  of  performance  by  a  servant  against  one  who 
has  promised  to  employ  him  may  be  as  impossible  of 
aoonrmte  measurement  as  the  damages  in  an  action  for 
breach  of  promise  of  marriage  oommenoed  before  the  oon- 
traot  was  to  be  completed. 

Snppoee  the    case    of    a  (derk    contracting    with   » 
merchant  in  large  business,  that  after  an  existing  oon- 
tract of  service  of  (say)  three  or  four  years  has  expired 
h^  will  enter  into  the  servioe  of  the  merehant,  who  pro- 
mises then  to  emph^  him.    Sabeequeatly,    but  long^ 
before    the    time    for     performanoe>    the     merohanfr 
renounces    the    contract,    and    tells   the    olerk    that 
he  will  not  employ   him.    The  clerk    at   onoe   oom- 
menoes  an  action.    What  is  the  measnre  of  damages  ? 
What  Kelly,  C.B.,  says,  in   JPrott  v.  JSMght,   as  to  » 
breach  of  contraot  to  marry  would  apidy  precisely  in  the 
caae  we  have  sopposed.    "  The  character  of  the  plaintiff 
might  be  spotl^  ;  the  promised  marriage  [employment] 
matter  of  notoriety,  and  every  oirenmstance  might  ooscnr 
to  render  the  match  [employment]  at  once  desirable  and 
important  to  the  plaintiff,  and  to  enhance  the  dauuigea 
wUoh  a  jury  would  be  properly  dispceed  to  award  for  a 
breatdi  of  the  engagement.    And  if  the  exjKession  of  » 
determination  to  break  the  contract  at  a  future  time  ia 
to  be  taken  to  be  a  breach  of  it  now,  very  large  damagee 
might   be   awarded  accordingly.      Whereas,  when  th* 
time  should  have  arrived  at  whioh,  aocording  to  the  con- 
tract really  entered  into,  the  plaintiff  would  be  entitled 
to  the  performance  of  it,  the  plaintiff  might  be  sixty  and 
the  defendant  seventy  years  of  age  [the  question  of  age 
can  of  course  only  arise  when  the  time  for  perfonnaBa» 
is  not  a  fixed  but  an  uncertain  time];    The  plaintiff 
might  have  lost  her  [his]  health  at  her  [his]  charaetet, 
and  the  defendant  might  have  lost,  besides  his  health, 
bis  fortune  and  his  rank  in  life  [for  instance,  might  b»* 
come  bankrupt],  and  the  whole  circumstances  of  tbo 
parties  might  be  such  as  that  no  jury  could  justly  giva 
more  than  nominal  damages  for  the  breach  of  the  omi- 
traot ;  or  the  plaintiff  or  the  defendant,  or  both,  might 
have  died,  so  that  the  oontract  oould  never  really  hare 
been  broken  at  all."    This  shows  dearly  enough  that 
with  respect  to  the  time  of  bringing  an  aotaon  there  is  na 
question  as  to  the  measnre  of  damages  peculiar  to  ooii> 
tracts  to  marry. 

The  arguments  on  whioh  Kelly,  C.  B.,  founds  his  judg- 
ment in  Frott  V.  Knight  apply,  Uierefore,  in  principle  to 
all  oases  of  contracts  with  as  much  force  as  to  oontraots 
to  many  ;  and  the' degree  in  whioh  the  inconvenience  a» 
to  measure  of  damages  is  felt  will,  of  course,  vary  infi- 
nitely in  accordance  with  the  facts  of  each  partieolar 
case.    The  judgment,  as  it  stands,  is — we  say  it  with  all 
deference— illogical.    It  ought  eiUier  to  have  followedt 
Boehtttr  V.  De  la  Tour,  or  to  have  avowed  that  that  oaee 
was  wrong,  and  therefore  not  to  be  followed.   We  exprea* 
this  opinion  on    the    assumption  that   the   judgmeafe 
admits    that  if  facts  similar  to  those  in  Bochtter  w. 
De  la   Tour  came  before  the  Court  the  decisioa  onghfe 
to  follow   the  principle   of    Bochtter   v.    De    la     Tow*. 
The  judgment  seems  to  be  directly  opposed  to  Bochtter 
V.  De  la  Tour,  and  similar  cases,  but  it  is  expressly  stated- 
that    "  these  decisions  have   now  made   it  law  that    » 
promise  to  do  an  act  upon  a  future  day  or  upon  sua 
event  which  has  not  yet  occurred  is  broken  by  a  dedans 
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tion  to  tbe  proisiaee  that  It  will  be  broken  or  will  not  be 
pacformed,  and  we  are  bound  bj  theae  deoIalonB." 

Martin,  B.,  deliTeied  no  foimal  judgment  bat  eaid 
aimp^,  "Before  Hoehtter  r.  Dt  la  Ibur  I  would  haTe 
conoiured  in  thia  jndgment,  but  I  am  nnable  to  diatln- 
gniah  the  two  cases,  and  I  Uiink  the  oorreot  oooiae  wonld 
be  to  g^re  judgment  fop  the  plaintiit  and  leave  the  de« 
feadaat  to  bring  error." 

Now  that  the  doctrine  of  Soehttar  r.  2)t  la  Tour  has 
bean  diaonased,  and  the  soundness  of  its  authority  shaken, 
aooM  donbt  aa  to  the  law  will  neoeaaarily  be  felt  in  oaaea 
of  this  aott,  and  thia  doubt  can  be  removed  only  by  a 
deoiakm  in  the  Ezoheqnar  Chamber.     Whenever  thia 
ptdnt  ondergoea  examination  in  a  court  of  appeal,  we 
beUer*  that  it  will  be  found  that  the  argumenta  againat 
the  prinoiple  of  Hoehtter  t.  J>e  la  Tour  are  moat  cogent. 
It  IB  diiBenlt  to  aasign  any  intelligible  reaaon  for  allowing 
»  plaintiff  to  sue  for  a  breach  of  contract  before  it  ought 
to  haw   been   performed.     Such  aotiona  are  neoeasarilj 
prooeedinga  in  the  dark.    It  may  be  that  there  would  be 
no  bicinoh  at  all  in  fact,  the  damages  are  neoeaaarily  a 
gnaaa,  and  the  defendant  loaae  hia  locut  p<eHitentue,    No 
good  argument  has  ever  been  brought  fbtward  to  aupport 
thia  ri^t  of  a  plaintifr  to  bring  anoh  a  premature  aotion. 
He  ia  mot  injured  by  being  informed  that  the  contract  will 
not  be  performed.    On  the  contrary,  if  the  contract  is  to 
be  broken  it  is  an  advantage  to  him  to  have  warning 
that    it    will    be    broken.    The    plaintiff    loses    no- 
thing     nntil     the     time     for     performauoe    arrives. 
His    knowledge    beforehand    that    the    contract   will 
be  bcokea  enables  him  all  the  more  speedily  to  obtain 
eompenaation  when  the  breach  actually  takes  place.    A 
ignnnoiatifm  of  a  contract  ought  of  oourse  to  relieve  the 
other  partj  from  all  obligation  to  perform  conditions 
pMoadent  subsequently  to  be  performed  on  his  part,  and 
in  an  aetion   for  the  breach  it    should  be  snfBoient 
for  Uie  plaintiff  to  aver  tbe  defendant's   renunciation, 
and  that  he    himself  had  not  renounced  the  contract 
before  the  defendant's  rennnciation.     In  other  words  the 
plaintiff  ought  not  to  be  bound  to  allege,  or  prove  readi- 
ness or  wiUingnesa   to   perform    the  contract    at    the 
ttae  of  breach,  because  by  the  defendant's  rennnciation 
he  ia  leUered  from  that  obligation.    There  ought,  how- 
«fer,  to  be  no  right  of  action  nntil  a  breach  has  in  faet 
taken  plaoe.    This,  we  believe,  would  be  a  state  of  law 
tv  aaoce  aatisfaotory  than  that  eatabliahed  by  Hooh$ter 
V.  Da  la  Tmo:    Of  course  there  can  be  no  doubt,  whatever 
view  lai^be  taken  of  this  qnestion,  that  if  one  party  re- 
noomoea  a  contract  before  the  arrival  of  the  time  for 
performanee,  the  other  party  may,  if  he  chooses,  accept 
soch    lenonciation,   and  then   the  contract  would  be 
reaoinded  by  mutual  consent. 

In  addition  to  the  point  decided  in  thia  case  a  sug- 
geatioai  waa  thrown   out  by  Kelly,  O.B,,  that  deserves 
He  anggeats  that  in  cases  like  Frott  r.  XnigAt, 


whece  one  party  to  a  contract  renounces  it  befor% 
the  tune  for  performance  arrives  that  there  shoula 
be  »  special  aotion  on  the  case  in  tort  "  for  the  wrong 
done  by  the  act  of  renouncing."  He  admits  that 
■■Hiflve  night  be  considerable  difficulty  in  framing 
sadi  s  declaration,"  bnt  he  thinks  that  such  an  aotion 
oonid  be  maintained.  The  suggested  aotion  seems  to  be 
new  in  principle  in  English  law.  It  is  to  be  an  action 
of  tart,  and  therefore  apparently  not  founded  upon 
eoatankCt.  Bnt  if  not  founded  upon  oontraot,  upon  what 
is  it  fixinded?  It  would  be  more  reasonable  to  hold  that 
■eela  an  aetion,  if  it  could  be  maintained  at  all,  would  be 
oae  upon  an  implied  contract  incidental  to  and  part  of 
the  (adginal  oontraot.  Bnt  for  a  contract  between  the 
paztica  no  snch  right  of  action  could  arise,  and,  there- 
fore, the  action  ia  necessarily  founded  upon  a  contract, 
and  onght  to  be  treated  as  such.  It  tieems,  however,  more 
than  doubtful  whether  such  an  action  could  be  maintained 
in  any  ahape. 

4  jadge  in  Indiiuui  hss  bean  nickoamsd  "  Old  Necessity,"  be- 
■ lity  knows  no  law.— ^0a»y  Law  Journal. 


SEVIEWB. 

Iht  JuaiU  r$latiag  to  Probatt,  Ltguey,  and  Sueotttion  Jhaiet  : 
Compritmf  tht  86  Oto.  3,  c.  S2 ;  45  Gto.  3,  e.  28  ;  55  Geo. 
4.  e.  184,  and  16  jr  17  Vict.  e.  51.    With  Introduction  and 
Oopioiu  Notu ;  an  Appmdix  of  Statutes,  arid  full  Index. 
By  AirVBBD  Hanson,  of  the  Middle  Temple,  Barriater- 
at-Law,  Comptroller  of  Legacy  and  Succession  Duties. 
Second  Edition.    London :  Stevens  &  Haynes. 
This  is  the  second  edition  of  a  work  published  by  Mr. 
Hanson  in  18S6.    At  that  time  he  had  enjoyed  ample 
opportonities  of  becoming  familiar  with  the  subject,  froai 
being  largely  engaged  as  junior  counsel  for  the  Crown  in 
cases  under  the  Acta.    It  does  not  always  follow  that  a  man 
who  has  auch  opportnnitiea  will  produce    a  good  book ; 
indeed,  a  man  may  have  a  legal  subject  at  his  fingers'  ends, 
and  yet  not  be  able  to  arrange  his  knowledge  properly  in  » 
book.    Mr.  Hanson's  book,  however,  was  at  once  admitted 
to  be  an  extremelzy  serviceable  one,  and  as  there  have  been 
delivered  in  the  interim  quite  sufficient  decisions  on  the  sub- 
ject-matter   to    render  a   new   edition  desirable,   we  ate 
vary  pleased  to    welcome   the   present    one.     Since   Mr. 
Hanson  produced  hU  first  edition  he  has  been  appointed 
OomptroUer  of  Legacy  and  Succession  Duties,  at  Somer- 
aet   House;    it   might  perhaps   be    said,  therefore,  that 
in    any   case   it    will   be  I  useful  to    know    what   is   his 
view  of  the  law,  since,  right  or  wrong,  practitioners  may 
suppose  that  his  own  view  is  the  one  which,  so  far  as  he  u 
concerned,  he  will  act  on.    In  truth,  however,  the  book  is 
in  itaelf  a  most  useful  one ;  its  author  knows  every  in  and 
out  of  the  subject,  and  has  presented  tbe  whole  in  a  form 
eaaily  and  raauly  handled,  and  with  good  arrangement  and 
clear  ez^pcsition. 

First  IS  given,  in  an  introduction  of  fifty  pages,  an  ac- 
coant  of  the  history  of  the  subjeot,  and  of  the  purport  and 
scope  of  the  Acts,  The  Acts  are  then  printed,  and  the 
sections  copiously  annotated  with  references  to  all  the 
decided  cases,  including  explanatory  comments  on  the  deci- 
sion ;  besidea  which  (and  here  Mr.  Hanson's  official  position 
enables  him  to  make  his  work  peculiarly  serviceable  to  tbe 
practitioner),  those  of  the  difficult  sections  which  have  not 
as  yet  been  "brought into  court,"  are  very  fully  and  lucidly 
explained.  As  an  instonoe  of  Mr.  Hanson's  notes  of  the 
latter  description,  we  may  cite  his  note,  at  p.  300,  to  the 
3rd  section  of  the  Succession  Duty  Act. 

Among  other  important  decisions  rendered  since  the  first 
edition  of  the  work,  and  noted  in  the  new  edition,  are 
Vaaaee  v.  Attorney -Otntral,  14  W.  B.  116,  L.  B.  1  Ch.  1 
— in  which  Lord  Orauworth  decided  that  the  moveable  pro- 
perty of  owners  who  die  domiciled  abroad  is  not  liable  to 
succession  duty,  thus  doing  in  the  case  of  succession  duty 
what  in  the  case  of  legacyduty  hod  been  done  by  Thomsoti 
V.  Advoeatt-Oeneral,  12  CI.  &  F.  1 ;  Lord  Lil/ord  v.  Tht 
Attorney-General,  L.  B.  2  H.  L.  63  ("contmning  inte- 
rest ")  ;  and  the  late  case  ot  Dugdale  v.  Meadowt  (18  VV.  R. 
310,  L.  R.  9  Eq.  212  (Succession  Duty  Act,  ss.  20,  42), 
which  will  be  familiar  to  our  readers. 

The  only  complaint  we  have  to  make  of  the  work  before 
us  is  that  one  or  two  of  the  late  cases  are  cited  merely  aa 
from  the  author's  notes,  whereas,  although  not  reported, 
in  the  Law  Seporte  they  had  been  published  in  other  series, 
The  case,  for  instance,  of  He  Badart't  Truitt  is  noticed  at 
p.  272,  as  follows  -.—Re  Badart  (89th  April  and  18th  June 
1870,  M.  S.),  tiiough  the  decision  in  this  case  wai  reported 
in  the  Weekly  Reporter  (18  W.  B.  335)  on  the  25th  of  June, 
and  subsequently  in  the  Law  Journal  (39  L.  J.  N.  S.  Ch. 
645).  Bnt  when  we  find  a  book  so  methodically,  accurately, 
and  exhaustively  put  together  as  Mr.  Hanson's,  we  are  not 
inclined  to  quarrel  with  the  author  for  omitting  ciiatioha  to 
caaea  decided  almost,  if  not  quite,  within  the  period  of 
press.*  His  book  is  a  most  useful  one  to  all  practitioners, 
whether  barristers  or  aolicitors. 


GhronoUgieal  Table  of  and  Index  to  the  Indian  Statute  Book 
for  the  year  183i.  By  C.  B.  Field,  M.A.,  LL.B.  Lon- 
don :  Butterworths. 

Mr.  Field  has  produced  a  work  which  will  be  extremely 
useful,  not  only  to  the  profession  in  India,  but  to  those 
practising  in  the  Privy  Council  at  home.  It  is  based  upon 
the  same  plan  as  that  adopted  in  Rughoonath  Bamodhur's 

•  Since  thfiso  remarks  wore  put  in  type  we  have  received 
from  the  publishers  mi  addendum,  giving  references  to  reports 
of  the  Law  Reports,  published  since  tht  book  was  printed. 
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Chronological  Table  and  Index  of  Indian  Acts,  and  more  re- 
centlyintbe  Chronological  Table  ofandlndexto  theStatntea 
of  the  United  Kingdom,  pnblished  br  Goyemment  anthoiity. 
Mr.  Field's  ChronologioJ  Table  and  hia  Index  ate  of  conise 
distinct,  and  the  table  showi  at  a  glance  the  snbject-matter 
of  each  Act,  Uie  nnmber  of  sectiona,  and  how  far  it  baa  been 
repealed  or  altered  by  rabseqnent  Acts. 

An  introduction  ia  prefixed  to  the  work,  in  which  is 
shown  what  is  the  statute  law  of  India.  Exdnding  from 
consideration  the  Acta  of  the  Imperial  Parliament  which 
affect  India,  we  find  that  np  to  1884  each  of  the  presiden- 
cies had  its  own  code  of  regulations.  In  1834  the  dovenior- 
General  of  India  in  Cooncu  was  empowered  to  lairialate  for 
India.  In  1862  the  Lieutenant- Cforemor  of  Bengal  in 
Council  and  the  Goremors  of  Bombay  and  Madras  in 
Council  were  empowered  to  make  local  laws.  Each  of  thbse 
kinds  of  legislation  is  treated  of  by  Kr.  Field,  and  he  conclndes 
the  subject  with  some  instractiye  remarks  on  the  constmc- 
tion  and  interpretation  ot  Indian  Acts.  His  introduction 
is  not  the  least  valuable  part  of  the  work. 


Beport  oj  tlue  Cau  of  Tht  Quttn  at  the  ProHcutim  of  Wil- 
liams V,  NichoUon,  for  Stmoving  Shingle  from  tht 
Foreshore  at  Withtrnua,  heard  irfore  T.  H.  Travit,  Eiq,, 
Stipendary  Jfoffittrate,  at  th*  Alice  Court,  Bull,  an  the 
sue  May,  1870.  London  :  Batterworths.  Hull:  Plaxton. 
This  is  a  full  report  of  all  the  proceedings  in  a  "  fore- 
shore "  case  which,  it  seems,  is  to  be  taken  to  a  superior  court. 
The  reasons  given  in  the  preface  for  publishing  this  report 
are  curious  : — "  In  no  published  treatise  on  tha  subject 
has  the  point  in  dispute  oeen  more  than  incidently  {tie.) 
referred  to.  Besides,  the  counsel  for  the  defendant  having 
acquiesced  in  the  general  propositions  of  law,  as  enforced  in 
the  argument  of  the  legal  representative  of  the  Board  of 
Trade,  the  lucid  and  elaborate  judgment  of  the  Court  may  be 
regarded  on  the  main  issue,  as,  to  some  extent,  a  judgment 
on  consent.  In  this  respect  the  proceedings  reported  may 
not,  it  is  hoped,  prove  unworthy  of  the  attention  of  the 
legal  profe.s$ioa."  This  published  report  comprises  simply  a 
verbatim  print  of  the  judgment,  counsel's  speeches,  examina- 
tions, evidence,  and  documents,  and  in  the  two  former  there 
are,  of  course,  a  certain  number  of  dues  to  the  law  of 
foresliores  (which,  by  the  way,  was  mentioned  in  the  Honse 
of  LordB  last  session).  It  is  fortunate  that  the  reporter  has 
not  attempted  any  head-note,  for  what  sort  of  head-note  could 
have  been  produced  by  one  who  regards  a  consent 
decision  as  better  worth  reporting  than  a  contested  one. 


COUBTS. 

COURTS  OF  BANKROPTCY. 
Basu«gilu.l  Stsbkt. 

(Before  Mr.  Registrar  Pbpys,  acting  as  Chibf  Judge.) 
Dec.  9. — The  aceounti  of  trtuteee. 

In  a  matter  before  the  Court  to-day  a  scheme  of  settle- 
ment had  been  resolved  upon  by  creditors  under  the  28th 
section,  with  the  object  of  winding  up  the  affairs  of  the 
debtor  out  of  court,  and  the  trustee  (Mr.  Izard),  while  ex- 
pressing his  willin^eas  to  comply  with  any  order  the  Court 
might  make,  submitted  that,  as  the  estate  had  been  with- 
drawn from  administration  here,  he  ought  not  to  be  called 
upon  to  render  accounts  to  tbe  Controller. 

Mr.  Aldridge,  on  the  other  hand,  submitted  that  the  Con- 
troller was  entitled  to  know  what  the  estate  had  realised, 
and  what  expanses  had  been  incurred. 

Mr.  Kegistrar  Pbpts  expressed  an  opinion  that  the  trustee 
was  bound  to  furnish  the  necessary  accounts,  and  make  an 
order  for  that  purpose,  but  without  costs. 


LnrcoLjj's-IjrN.FlELDs. 
(Before  Mr.  Registrar  Roche.) 
Dec.  15. — Jure  John  Z.  Cufaude. 
A  sitting  for  dividend  was  held  under  the  bankruptcy  of 
Mr.  Cafaude,  who  is  described  as  of  Great  Yarmouth,  Nor- 
folk, attorney  and  solicitor,  and  "sometimes  running  race- 
horses and  betting  on  the  residt  of  horse-racing  in  his  own 
name  and  in  that  of  M.  de  la  Ce."    The  statement  of  affairs 
disclosed  debts  to  the  extent  of   £2,357,  and  the  (Uvidend 
had  been  adjourned,  it  appeared,  from  time  to  time  in  con- 
sequence of  the  pendency  of  proceedings  to  expunge  a  claim 


filed  by  Mr.  Wria^t,  a  betting  agent,  having  offices  in  tb 
neighbonrhood  of  Covent-gaiden,  ror  a  sum  of  £720,  Xnai. 
actums  had  taken  place  between  the  bankrupt  and  Hr. 
Wii|t|ht,  and  the  latter  claimed  the  balance  in  qnestion,  aid 
he  had  recovered  a  jndonent  in  respect  of  it  'rhebaalinpt 
altogether  repudiated  the  claim  and  prayed  that  it  mfjo/t » 
en>nnged. 

Mr.  Harvie  Linklater  (Linklater,  Hackwood,  and  Addi- 
son) appeared  for  the  assignees. 

It  was  stated  that  a  sum  of  £464  was  in  the  handa  of  te 
assignees,  and  the  creditors  had  reeolved  to  make  adindad 
of  2s.  in  the  pound. 

The  CointT  expunged  the  claim  of  Ur.  Wri^t,  and  Bidt 
the  necessary  oiden  for  dividend. 


COUKTY  COURTS. 

Cbotdon. 

(Before  H.  J.  Siohob,  Esq.,  Judge). 

Deo.  B.—Se  ToUty. 

BtmJcmptey  Act,  1869,  :   91  (Vohmtary  StttktmU)- 
ffeU  not  rttrotpedxvt. 

The  tmstee  in  this  case  applied  for  the  opinion oftbt 
Court  as  to  the  validity  of  a  settlement  of  real  estate  siadt 
by  the  bankrupt  on  his  wife  within  two  years  of  the  date  of 
his  bankruptcy,  but  previously  to  the  oommenoemoitiiid 
also  to  the  passing  of  the  Buikruptcy  Act,  1869.  It  uk 
peared  from  the  evidence  that  the  bankrupt  was  petlecUv 
solvent  at  the  time  of  making  the  settlement,  indepaidea% 
of  Uie  property  settled. 

B.  Oriffitht,  for  the  trustee  of  tha  settlement. 

H.  B.  Miller,  for  the  tmstee  under  the  bankruptey. 

Mr.  Stonob. — The  settlement  would  have  been  clurlj 
unimpeachable  under  the  126th  section  of  the  Banbnptcr 
Act,  1849,  and  the  question  for  me  is,  whether  it  is  tm 
under  the  91st  section  of  the  Bankraptt^  Aet,  1869,  ot,  in 
other  words,  whether  that  section  is  retrospective  in  ita  open- 
tion  so  as  to  affect  settlemente  made  before  the  paaaingof 
the  Act.  The  words  of  the  seoiaon  are  as  followa— m, 
"  Any  settlement  of  property,  made  by  a  trader,  not  bebg 
a  settlement  made  before  and  in  consideration  of  maniigt^ 
or  made  in  favour  of  a  purchaser  or  incumbranoer  in  good 
faith,  and  for  valuable  consideration,  or  a  settlement  nude 
on  or  for  the  wife  or  children  of  the  settlor,  of  propeit; 
whidi  has  accrued  to  the  settlor  after  marriage,  in  right  of 
hia  wife,  shall,  if  the  settlor  becomes  bankrupt  within  tfo 
years  after  the  date  of  such  settlement,  be  void  a>  agaia< 
the  trustee  of  the  bankrupt  appointed  under  this  Act,  aid 
shall,  if  the  settlor  becomes  bankrupt  at  any  labteqiint 
time  within  ten  years  after  the  date  of  snoi  settlesieit, 
unless  the  parties  claiming  under  such  settlement  can  pnxe 
that  the  settlor  was  at  the  time  of  making  the  settleaiat 
able  to  pay  all  his  debts  without  the  aid  of  the  piopct^ 
comprised  in  such  settlement,  be  void  against  the  tnitW' 
This  provision,  it  will  be  observed,  relat^  only  to  traden; 
it  comprises  all  settlements,  except  marriage  settlenots, 
settlements  for  value,  or  settlements  of  property  aoquired  hr 
the  bankrupt's  wife  after  marriage,  and  it  declares  tlut  lU 
SMch  settlements  shall  be  void  as  against  the  trustee  in  bailt- 
ruptoy  if  the  settlor  becomes  bankrupt  within  two  joaii 
after  the  date  of  the  settlement,  whether  ha  wis  adtrentii 
not  at  that  date,  and  likewise  at  any  subsequent  time  vithis 
ten  years,  unless  the  parties  claiming  under  the  settlemeat 
can  prove  that  the  settlor  was  at  tluit  date  able  to  pa.'  >| 
his  debts  without  the  aid  of  property  comprised  in  sach 
settlement.  At  first  sight  the  plain  bteral  oonstniction  of 
this  section  would  appear  to  be  that  any  settlement  of  pro- 
perty by  the  bankrupt,  whenever  made,  either  before  or  after 
the  passing  of  the  Act,  would  be  within  its  proviaiona,  l»t 
upon  a  critical  examination  of  the  section,  and  taking  into 
consideration  the  3rd  section  of  the  Act,  which  providea  that 
the  Act  shall  not  come  into  operation  until  the  let  day  of 
January ,  1870,  I  think  that  it  is  by  no  means  clear  that  iws 
is  the  plain  literal  construction  of  the  section,  and,  therefon| 
that  there  is  a  patent  ambiguity  in  the  exprestions  ernployea 
in  the  section  which  juatifieB  the  Court  in  construing  and 
interpreting  it  with  great  latitude,  especially  in  """.  ^ 
obviate  any  unjust  and  unreasonable  conseqnencea  which 
would  follow  upon  any  particular  construction.  See  we 
judgment  of  Lord  Eldon  in  Ex  parte  Smyth,  2  Swanst  SW. 
and  the  case  of  Ice  v.  Summertgilt,  17  Ves.  608.  Now,  the 
whole  question  turns  on  the  operation  of  the  P*"*"?* 
"  made,"  and  it  is  quite  clear  that  every  participle  mint  M 
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Meompanied  by  aome  adrerb  or  adverbal  sentence  expreaied 
or  implied,  to  explain  the  time  or  times  to  which  it  relates. 
In  the  present  case  there  are  several  different  qualifications, 
vhich  may  be  thus  introduced.     The  section  may  mean 
any  settlement  made  before,  or  any  settlement  made  after, 
the  passing  of  the  Act — viz.,  7th  Angust,  1869  (from  which 
time,  gtmwally  speaking,  an  Act  is  construed  to  speak),  or 
hj  Tirtae  of  section  3  it  may  be  held  to  mean  any  settlement 
aud«  ttefore,  or  any  settlement  made  after,  the  commence- 
ment of  the  Act — TJz.,  1st  January,  1870;  or  it  may  mean 
any  settlement  made  at  any  time,  whether  before  or  after 
the  passing  or  commencement  of  the  Act,  the  settlor  of  whi^ 
may  become  bankrupt  within  two  years  from  its  date,  and, 
therefore,  to  speak  as  from  the  time  of  such  bankruptcy. 
A  most  inaccurate  and  nngrammatioal  expression  is  subse- 
gnently  employed  where  the  section  provides  that  the  settle- 
ments in  question  shall,  "if  the  settlor  bteonut  bankrupt 
within  two  yean,"  be  void.    It  is  dear  that  the  subjunotire 
or  future  tense  ought  to  hare  been  employed,  and  that  the 
cUnise  should  have  been  "  if  the  settlor  '  become '  bankrupt," 
or    "shall  become    bankrupt,"    or   "shall    have  become 
banknipt,"   and  any  of  these  correct  forms  woold  have 
^Toi    some    assistance   on   the   general    construction  of 
the  clause.    As  the  section  stands,  I  repeat  that  I  think 
it  exhibits  a  pi^ent  ambiguity,  which  renders  it  open  to  the 
most  literal  construction.     But  assuming  for  the  present 
that  the  literal  construction  is  clearly  in  favour  of  including 
all  settlaments,  whether  made  before  or  after  the  Act,  it  is 
my  datr  still  to  consider  what  are  the  consequences  which 
would  now  from  that  construction,  and  if  they  appear  to  be 
manifestly  unjust  and  unreasonable,  and   to  produce  evil 
results  in  cases  filling  within  the  section  and  against  which 
in  other  cases  fiilling  within  other  sections  the  statute  care- 
fully provides,  it  appears  to  be  one  of  those  peculiar  cases 
io  which  the  literal  construction  ought  to  give  way  to  what 
may  be  ftirly  presumed,  from  all  the  circumstances,  to  have 
beoi  the  intention  of  the  Legislatare,  for  Lord  Coke  says, 
"  It  is  the  most  natural  and  genuine  exposition  of  a  statute 
to  cooatme  one  part  by  another  part  of  the  same  statute,  for 
ihat  bert  expresses  the  meaning  of  the  makers ;  the  words  of 
an  Act  of  Parliament  are  to  be  taken  in  a  lawftd  and  lightfol 
senses  and  though  the  construction  of  statutes  in  general 
most  be  made  in  suppression  of  the  mischief  and  for  the 
advancement  of  the  remedy  intended  by  the  statute,  yet  it 
-should  be  so  that  no  innocent  person  by  a  literal  constmo- 
tioB  shall  receive  any  damage  "  (1  Inst  24,  381). 

Now,  the  injustice  of  retrospective  le^lation  as  to  persons 
who  are  the  direct  subjects  of  legislation,  and  still  more  as 
-to  third  parties  being  innocent  persons  and  having  moral  or 
TilDabla  considerations  on  their  sides,  is  obvious,  and  in  the 
imaent  case,  if  what  is  urged  to  be  the  literal  construction  of 
the  statute  prevailed,  a  settlement  made  by  a  solvent  person 
in  fitTomr  of  his  wife  and  children,  and  which,  at  the  time  of 
its  being  made,  was  perfectly  secure,  would,  by  the  opera- 
tioo  of  this  Act,  and  by  the  bankruptcy  of  the  settlor,  be- 
come adaolntely  void  ;  nay,  more,  if  under  tl^  provisions  of 
the  setflement  the  property  had  been  sold  to  a  purchaser 
tat  value,  the  conveyance  to  snob  purchaser  must  also  fall 
with  the  settlement  on  which  it  depended,  and  the  purchaser 
would,  in  all  probability,  not  even  have  the  consolation  of 
being  able  to  bring  an  action  for  damages  on  the  covenants 
tax  title,  or  to  prove  for  the  amount  of  Uieir  purchase  money 
on  the  bankruptcy  of  the  settlor.    The  statute  subsequently 
carefully  provides  against  the  avoidance  under  its  general 
proTisions  of  any  conveyances'  made  for  valuable  oonsidara- 
taon  by  the  bankrupt,  but  it  nowhere  provides  against  the 
AToidance  of  conveyances  for    valuable  consideration  by 
tntaUu  or  etAers  ander  voidable  settlementa    For  the  future 
no  conveyancer  will  take  a  title  under  such  a  settlement  as 
the  present  within  two  years  from  its  date,  but  no  convey- 
amcei'  would  have  refused  it  before  the  passing  of  the  recent 
▲ct,  if  proper  evidence  of  the  solvency  of  the  settlor  at  the 
data  of  the  settlement  had  been  produced,  and  that  a  title  so 
accepted  should  now  be  upset  by  a  pott  facto  legislation 
appears  to  be  monstrous. 

I  obaerve  that  in  the  1st  schedule  to  the  Act,  defining 
who  are  traden  within  this  Act,  sharebrokers  and  stock- 
Vrokeis  are  for  the  first  time  included  in  this  term.  Now, 
can  it  be  said  that  a  stockbroker  who  committed  an  act  of 
bankruptcy,  say  allowed  an  execution  for  a  debt  of  £60  to 
be  levied  on  bis  goods  the  day  before  the  passing  of  the  Act, 
9th  -August,  1869,  could  have  been  made  bankrupt  im- 
mediately on  the  commencement  of  the  Act  on  the  1st  of 
Jannaiy  ?    No  doubt  there  would  be  more  difficulty  in 


restricting  the  operation  of  the  Act  in  this  case  than  in  the 
one  now  before  the  Court,  but  I  cannot  help  thinking  that 
under  the  rules  of  construction  laid  down  by  Lord  Coke,  this 
also  would  be  a  case  in  which  the  Judicature  ought  to  come 
to  the  aid  of  the  Legislature  and  save  it  from  the  oommission 
of  palj^ble  injustice,  and  I  only  menticn  it  here  to  show  the 
necessity  of  a  wide  latitude  in  the  construction  of  the  com- 
plicated, and,  I  regret  to  say,  confused  provisions  of  this  Act. 

In  oases  like  the  present  the  proper  application  for  the 
trustee  to  make  is,  that  he  may  be  directed  to  take  posses- 
sion of  the  property  comprised  in  the  settlement,  inasmuch 
as  the  settlement,  if  void  at  all,  is  void  by  the  Act  of  Par- 
liament, and  not  by  the  declaration  of  this  Court.  In  this 
case,  however,  I  do  not  think  that  the  settlement  is  void 
under  the  Act,  which,  I  think,  ought  to  be  held  to  be  re- 
stricted to  settlements  made  after  the  commencement  of  the 
Act,  and  I  therefore  shall  give  the  trustee  no  direction.  The 
costs  of  counsel  and  solicitor  in  support  of  the  settlement 
will  be  allowed  out  of  the  estate,  ^e  trustee  also  to  have 
his  costs  oat  of  the  estate. 

I  regret  that,  in  the  multiplicity  of  my  duties,  1  was  unable 
to  consider  this  case  before  last  Court,  and  I  also  much  re- 
gret that  I  have  not  even  now  had  the  time,  nor  the  authori- 
ties, nor  the  assistance,  at  my  command,  which  I  should 
have  desired  for  the  consideration  of  so  important  a  case. 

As  the  Legislature  has  imposed  upon  the  judges  of  county 
courts  the  duties  of  judges  at  Nisi  Prius,  Vice-Chaaoellora, 
and  Commissioners  of  Bankruptcy,  besides  admiralty  and 
other  jurisdictioiis,  it  is  to  be  hoped  that  it  will  also  provide 
us  with  clerks  and  libraries  to  enable  us  to  perform  oor 
duties  in  the  manner  in  which  we  desire  to  perform  them. 

Solicitors  for  the  trustees  of  the  settlement,  Burroaes  f  Co. 

Solicitor  for  the  trustee  under  the  bankruptcy,  Pain, 


SOUTHWABK. 

(Before  C.  Whitmobb,  Esq.) 
Nov.  17.— iMwy  ▼.  Hilder. 
Tht  liabiiitjf  of  a  high  bailiff  for  tut  eauaing  efftctt  to  be 
$»ld  within  a  reatonaJoU  tint — Conuqutnce  of  omiuion  to 
Mil— 19  jr  20  Fiet.  c.  108,  ».  72. 

The  plaintiff  in  this  case  is  a  butcher  carrying  on  business 
in  Dartford,  and  the  defendant  is  the  high  bailiff  of  the 
county  court  at  the  same  place. 

It  appears  that  in  the  month  of  June  last  the  plaintiff 
had  a  claim  against  a  Mr.  Haigh,  payment  of  which  was 
refused;  the  plaintiff  therefore  sued  in  the  county  court  at 
Dartford,  and  obtained  iudgment  for  the  full  amount  of  his 
daim  and  costs.  On  the  7th  of  July  the  plaintiff  issued 
ezeoution  sgainst  Haigh,  and  the  sub-bailiff  entered  into 
possession  on  the  9th  of  July.  Two  days  subsequent  to 
the  sub-bailiff's  entering  into  possession,  one  Keia  put  in 
a  claim  under  a  bill  of  sale,  and  took  out  an  interpleader 
summons  aoainst  the  plaintiff. 

The  sub-bailiff  on  the  same  day  had  distinct  notice  that  he 
would  be  required  to  sell,  and  by  the  19  &  20  Vict  c.  108,  a. 
27 ,  he  was  obliged  either  to  receive  the  amount  of  the  value  of 
the  goods  clauned,  or  his  costs  for  keeping  possession  of 
such  goods,  or  in  default  of  payment  of  such  sum,  must 
seD  and  pay  the  proceeds  into  court.  The  sub-bailiff,  how- 
ever, held  over  to  await  the  result  of  the  interpleader  pro- 
ceedings, the  decision  in  which  would  in  the  ordinary  course 
have  been  given  during  the  month  of  August. 

The  interpleader  suit  was,  by  the  consent  of  the  parties, 
heard  on  the  20th  of  July,  and  judgment  was  then  given  in 
favour  of  the  execution  creditor.  Haigh,  with  the  assist- 
ance of  his  son,  a  solicitor,  called  a  meeting  of  his  creditors 
in  London,  beiiig  aiudons  that  the  matter  should  get  into 
liquidation.  Beid  shortly  afterwards  obtained  an  im  unction 
to  stay  the  execution,  and  the  plaintiff  lost  his  money. 
Plaintiff  now  sued  the  high  bailiff  to  recover  the  amount. 

Hr.  C.  S.  Gibson,  for  uie  plaintiff,  contended  that  under 
19  &  20  Vict.  0. 108,  s.  72,  in  default  of  the  claimant  pay- 
ing the  amount  of  the  value  of  the  goods  claimed,  or  the 
bailiff's  costs  of  possession,  the  bailiff  "  shall  sell  such  goods 
as  though  no  claim  had  been  made  " — that  is,  at  the  end  of 
five  days  from  seizure,  and  that  he  was  negligent  in  omitting 
to  do  so.  It  was,  in  addition,  aigued  that  the  ninety-fifth 
word  in  the  section,  "  or,"  should  be  read  "  and,"  as  unless 
that  were  so  it  would  be  in  a  defendant's  power  to  cheat  the 
bailiff  out  of  his  fees.  For  example,  if  a  plaintiff  s  debt  wa« 
£30  and  the  goods  seized  were  of  the  value  of  £30,  the  de- 
fendant might  get  a  friend  to  make  a  daim  and  deposit  a 
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rafficient  sum  to  meet  the  plaintiff's  debt ;  when 
the  (iim  was  paid  into  court  the  claimant  might  with- 
di»w  his  claim,  and  the  bailiff  would  either  have  to 
MiM  acain  for  his  costs,  or  seek  them  from  the  plaintiff. 
That  lUthongh  section  72  of  19  &  20  Yict  c.  108,  refers  to 
9  Jb  10  Vict.  e.  95,  and  the  latter  statute  is  repealed,  still 
the  former  section  is  to  be  read  as  though  it  contained  no 
reference  to  the  latter.  As  to  the  liability  of  the  bailiff  for 
his  negligence,  the  following  cases  were  cited  in  favour  of 
the  plaintiff's  case:-  Airton  r.  Davit,  2  L.  J.  C.  P.  89,  and 
Ja*oi*  T.  Bumphrty,  2  Cr.  &  M.  418.  That  the  high  bailiff 
waa  liable  for  the  acts  of  his  snb-bailiff,  9  A  10  Yict  c  96, 
a.  83  ;  Woodffote  t.  Knatehbua,  2  Term  Rep.  148;  Parrot  T. 
Mumford;  Smart  r.  Sutton,  8  A.  &  £.  568;  Raphatl  ▼. 
Ooodman,  8  A.  &  £.  565.  It  was  also  agreed  that  the 
hailiff  was  bound  to  obey  any  direction  given  him  by  the 
tdaintiff, provided  it  was  not  unlawful:  Barbir  r.  St.  Quintin, 
I  O.  &  Q.  642,  and  X«vy  v.  AiiotI,  4  Ex.  588. 

Mr.  Hayward,  for  the  defendant  contended  that  as  section 
72  of  19  &  20  Tict.  c.  108,  gave  tiie  claimant  an  alternative 
either  to  pay  the  value  of  the  goods,  "or,"  to  pay  the 
bailiff's  fees,  the  latter  must  have  been  presumed  to  have 
been  enacted  for  the  benefit  of  the  bailiff,  and  that  if  he 
chose  to  waive  his  fees  and  retain  possession  he  could 
please  himself  by  doing  so.  As  to  the  daniages  in  case  the 
Mililf  should  be  hela  liable,  they  would  not  amount  to 
the  total  debt  and  cost  as  claimed  by  the  plaintiff,  bat  only 
the  difference  between  what  he  received  under  the  liquida- 
tor, and  the  total  claim  ;  therefore,  in  the  present  case,  as 
the  original  debtor  (Haieh)  had  made  a  proposition  to  pay 
in  full,  in  three  annual  instalments  of  6s.  8d.  each,  all 
the  plaintiff  could  claim  would  be  the  interest  in  the 
meantime,  the  difference  between  ready  money  and  cash  at 
the  end  of  three  years :  Uoore  v.  Moore,  6  W.  R.  288. 

Mr.  Whitmokb. — It  appears  to  me  that  on  none  of  the 
grounds  advanced  for  the  plaintiff,  can  this  action  be 
maintained.  I  think  that  the  defendant,  under  the  circum- 
stances proved,  was  not  bound  to  sell  the  goods  taken  by 
him  in  execution,  and  that  he  has  been  guilty  of  no  breach 
of  daty. 

Ju^ftntnt  for  defendant. 

Lambsth, 
(Before  J.  Prrr  Tatlob,  Esq.,  Judge.) 
Dec.  16. — Wiltshire  v.  Laviton  and  Anothtr. 
Ziability  of  pawnbrokert  for  damage  by  mothe. 

The  .plaintiff  claimed  £2  as  damages  sustained  to  some 
clothing  while  in  pawn  with  the  de^ndants.  The  articles 
oontistM,  three  of  woollen  and  one  of  cotton ;  the  latter 
had  been,  by  the  defendants,  wrapped  round  one  of  the 
woollen  uticles,  and  the  other  two  outside  the  cotton.  The 
pawning  took  place  in  September,  1869,  and  the  redemption 
in  September,  1870.  On  the  plaintiff  getting  his  parcel 
home  and  opening  it,  it  was  found  that  the  woollen  articles 
had  been  so  damaged  by  moth  as  to  have  become  almost 
valueless,  while  the  article  inside  the  cotton  was  not  in- 
jnxed. 

The  defendants  did  not  dispute  the  facts  so  stated,  but 
pleaded  that  it  was  a  well-known  rule,  confirmed  by 
numerous  decisions,  that  pawnbrokers  were  not  liable  for 
damage  by  moth,  and  for  the  all-sufScient  reason  that  it 
was  impossible  to  ascertain  whether  articles  pledged  con- 
tained the  eggs  of  the  insect  before  pledging  or  not.  "The 
defendants,  no  doubt,  like  all  pawnbrokers,  took  as  much 
oore  as  possible  of  their  customers'  goods,  not  only  as  a 
duty,  but  as  a  matter  of  personal  interest,  because  some 
twenty- five  per  cent  of  pledges  were  never  redeemed. 

2(r.  Pitt  Taylor  said  the  general  plea  of  non-liability 
for  any  damage  by  moths  would  not  avail  the  defendants. 
The  only  question  he  had  to  determine  was  whether  the 
same  amount  of  care  had  been  taken  of  the  plaintiffs  goods 
aa  any  ordinary  person  would  take  of  his  own.  There  would 
be  no  special  exemption  from  liability  for  the  ravages  of 
moths.  He  (the  learned  judge)  did  not  think  himself  more 
particular  than  other  people,  but,  speaking  from  a  some- 
what long  experience  of  house-keeping,  he  must  say  that  with 
ordinaiy  care  these  insects  could  be  guarded  against.  He 
had  never  had  a  gannent  moth-eaten  in  his  life,  a  fact,  no 
doabt,  due  to  the  careful  putting  away  of  woollen  garments  in 
dtiatcloths,  and  takingotner  precautions  which  any  ordinarily 
pmdent  person  would  take.  This  case  curiously  illustrated 
that  observation,  for  the  article  covered  with  cotton  was 
safe  while  the  ontside  woollen  ones  were  nearly  destroyed. 
Another  fact  told  strongly  against  the  defendants  in  another 


direction.  When  the  parcel  was  opened  after  being  ii 
pawn  a  year,  a  number  of  living  moths  flew  out  and  eggi 
were  found.  If  moths'  eggs  were  in  the  goods  when  they 
were  pledged  they  would  have  passed  thtou^  every  stage 
of  their  ephemwal  existence  in  far  less  tmie,  and  there 
would  have  been  nothing  remaining  of  them  but  dust 
The  case  was  not  what  ue  lawyers  called  one  of  enuM 
neyligentia,  but  there  really  had  been  negligence  of  snch 
a  character  as  entitled  the  plaintiff  to  recover.  He  had, 
however,  put  his  dunages  rather  too  high,  and  the  jtidgment 
would  be  for  £1  10s. 

The  defendants  asked  for  a  case  for  a  court  above,  as  the 
matter  was  of  vital  importance  to  the  trade.  His  Henooi'i 
decision  was  directly  opposed  to  scores  of  decisions  on  the 
same  point. 

Ur.  Pitt  Tatlob  said  there  was  no  point  of  law  in  the  ctie, 
or  he  would  willingly  comply  with  the  defendants'  request 
The  decisipn  was  simply  on  the  facts  of  the  case,  which 
would  have  been  left  to  a  jury  if  a  jury  had  been  summoned. 
If  defendants  should  have  to  come  l>efore  him  again  in  « 
similar  case  they  had  better  apply  to  him  to  allow  a  juij. 
Defendants  womd  thus  ascertain  whether  five  sensible  men 
would  decide  differently  or  not. 

Both  plaintiff  and  defendants  appeared  in  person. 

Uadchestzk. 

(Before  Mr.  S.  Kay,  Begistrar.) 

Dec.  9.—Se  Xarcm  Bebro. 

An  important  point  rttpeeting  the  new  Bankruptcy  Act. 

In  this  case  a  debtor's  summons  had  been  served  under 
the  Bankruptcy  Act,  1869,  but  after  service  Mr.  Bebro  him- 
self filed  a  petition  for  liquidation  and  obtained  an  ez  frti 
injnnction  restraining  his  creditor  from  taking  any  fiotiier 
proceeding  upon  his  summons  until  that  day.  "The  point 
now  argued  was  whether  the  injunction  should  be  made 
perpetual  or  the  creditor  should  be  at  liberty  to  proceed  by 
petition  in  bankruptcy  against  Kr.  Bebro. 

Storer,  for  Mr.  Bebro,  contended  that  by  virtae  of  the 
13th  section  of  the  Act  and  rule  260,  the  Cioort  had  power 
to  restrain  the  creditor  from  taking  any  farther  proceedlngi 
upon  his  summons,  and  that  a  perpetual  injunction  ought  to 
be  granted  in  consequence  of  the  debtor  having  petitioned 
for  liquidation  or  composition  of  his  affairs.  He  contended 
Hat  £x  parte  IHmond  (18  W.  R.  1123)  and  Se  Couplani 
and  Bpmce  (16  S.  J.  7)  were  authorities  in  favour  of  lus 
contention. 

The  Reoistbab,  without  calling  on  Hr.  Boote,  solictor, 
who  appeared  ior  the  creditor,  decided  that  the  Court  woold 
not  at  uie  instance  of  a  debtor  restrain  a  creditor  from  eon. 
tinning  his  proceedings  in  bankruptcy  where  they  had  been 
instituted  prior  to  the  petition  for  liquidation  or  compomtion. 
When  the  creditor  filed  his  petition  in  bankruptcy  and  the 
adjudication  was  made  upon  it,  the  two  petitions  could  be 
amalgamated  and  work  together,  so  that  two  expensM 
would  not  be  mcorred  ;  the  proceedings  would  then  be  oon- 
tinned  regularly  under  the  superintendence  of  the  Court  and 
the  direction  of  the  creditors. 

Stortr  said  he  could  offer  evidence  that  the  re^oisite  m»- 

i'ority  in  number  and  value  of  the  creditors  were  in  favour  of 
iqmdation  or  composition. 

Mr.  Boote  objected  that  that  evidence  could  not  at  this 
stage  of  the  proceedings  be  received. 

Tbt  RioiSTBAR  refused  to  receive  the  evidence.  The  mo- 
tion to  restrain  the  further  proceedingti  in  bankruptcy  by 
the  creditor  was  then  refused  with  costs. 


AFPOnfTTHEHTS- 


Mr.  Hbxsy  Tdtdal  Atkinson,  serjeant-at-law,  has  been 
appointed  by  the  Lord  Chancellor  to  be  a  Judge  of  Ocmnty 
Courts  (Circuit  No.  28),  in  succession  to  Mr.  A..  J.  Johnes, 
resigned.  Mr.  Serjeant  Atkinson  was  called  to  the  bar  at 
the  Middle  Temple  in  .Tanuary,  1844,  and  became  a  seoieant 
in  1864. 

Mr.  Horace  Bboxe,  barrister-at-Iaw,  has  been  appcnnted 
Secretary  to  the  Right  Hon.  Sir  G^rgo  Mellish,  the  new 
Lord  Justice  of  the  Court  of  Appeal  in  Chancery.  Mr. 
Broke  was  called  to  the  bar  at  Lincoln's-inn,  in  Kovember, 
1863,  and  practises  aa  an  equity  draughtsman  and  oon. 
veyancer.  The  secretaryship  to  the  Lord  Justice  is  worth 
£600  per  annum. 

Mr.  Thomas  Fox,  solicitor,  of  Dover,  has  been  appointed 
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Clok  t*  tlis  diarlton  Burial  Board.  Mr.  Fox  tras  cer- 
tificated in  18S4,  and  ia  a  public  notary  for  tiie  Dover  dis- 
trict 

Vt.  Bmnms  Atukiok  Oamn>T,  of  Bury,  has  been  vp- 
wonted  a  Pernetiul  Commissioner  for  taking  the  aohnow- 
udgmanta  of  deeds  by  married  women,  in  and  for  the  county 
of  lAaoaster. 


OEVEBAL   CO£RESPONDEHC£. 

Attaohmekt  of  Dsbt. 

Sir, — I  shall  be  retj  much  obliged  if  any  snbscriber  will 
inform  me  on  the  following  point,  which  seems  to  me  to 
tw  of  gnat  importance  to  the  profession  : — 

A.,  the  judgment  debtor,  is  mortgagee  of  leasehold  pro- 
perty, ^e  jndgment-creditor  has  summoned  the  mortgagor 
garnishee)  to  show  caose  why  he  should  not  pay  the  debt 
^me  to  the  jod^ent  creditor.  It  will  be  obserTed  that  the 
legal  estate  is  m  the  judgment  debtor,  and  he  may  refuse  to 
reconrey  or  transfer  the  property  unless  paid  the  whole 
amount  of  the  mortgnge,  or  he  may  transfer  the  legal  estate 
to  any  one  on  receiving  the  whole  snm.  In  either  case  great 
inconTeoience  and  expense  must  result  to  the  mort^igor. 
S'o  doubt  there  is  a  covenant  in  the  deed  to  pay  principal 
and  interest,  but  principal  and  interest  would  not  be  paid 
■nless  upon  receiving  a  transfer  or  reconveyance  of  the  pro- 
ptrtr.    1  trust  some  one  will  answer  me. 

G.  A.  J. 

Thk  Bums  OF  Tbustees  dc  Bankkvftcy. 
Sir, — ^ill  you  kindly  let  some  of  your  correspondents 

£Ve  me  the  correct  reading  of  section  42  of  the  Bankruptcy 
:t,  1869,  as  all  persons  do  not  appear  to  be  agreed  upon 
the  construction  to  be  given  to  it.  Does  it  mean  that  a 
ttnstee  having  notice  of  claims  "  appearing  from  the  bank- 
mpt's  statements  "  (that  is,  I  suppose,  filed  accounts),  must, 
in  the  calculation  and  distribution  of  a  dividend,  provide 
for  thaae  dsims,  as  also  for  claims  that  have  actually  been 
psoved  hdare  the  declaration  of  a  dividend  ?  Some  argue 
that  he  mwt;  others  say  that  he  has  only  to  take  into  account 
such  daiias  as  have  been  proved  before  a  dividend  has  been 
daebred ;  and  that  in  the  case  of  a  first  and  only  dividend 
any  creditor  who  has  not  actually  proved  before  a  declara- 
tion of  dividend  is  absolutely  excluded  and  without 
lenedy. 

rhe  tmstee's  duty  in  the  case  of  a  liquidation  by  arrange* 
meat  ia  iree  froH  doubt,  because  b^  the  312th  rule  he  is 
expressly  reqnired  to  make  a  reserve  in  respect  of  all  claims 
iwiiliiil  in  toe  debtor's  statement  of  aifairs;  and  the  ques- 
tion, therefore,  is — Is  the  law,  in  the  sense  I  refer  to,  different 
in  the  case  of  banknptcy  to  what  it  is  in  the  case  of  a 
"qudatton  by  arrangement  ?  Ludotiqve. 

Harrington,  14th  December. 


ACCOtTNTANTS. 

Sir, — I  b^  to  enclose  you  a  letter  I  have  received  from  a 
<Iient     It  appears  to  me  to  speak  for  itself. 

9,  Ironmonger-lane,  A.  U.  Ditton. 

London,  CO.,  14th  December. 

"Messrs.  Izard  ft  Betts, 

Trade  Valuers 

and  Accountants. 

46,  Eastcheap,  London,  E.C., 

Mi. Oct.  21, 1870. 

Sir, — Unless  the  snm  of  £ due  from  you  to  Mr.  — — , 

<f  ——,  for  goods  sold  and  delivered,  be  paid  to  us  at  the 
above  address  before  two  p.m.  on  Monday,  the  24th  inst., 
together  with  5s.,  the  cost  of  this  appliuatioa,  we  shall 
forthwith  take  steps  to  compel  payment,  of  which  you  will 
deem  this  notice.— Yours  obedienUy, 

Izard  ft  Betts." 


A  Gennan  iqipUed  to  Judge  Stroud  to  be  relieved  from 
sitting  open  a  jury.  "  ^Vhat  isyonr  excuse  r-"  said  his  Honour. 
" I  can't  speak  ^iglish,"  was  the  reply.  "You  have  nothing 
t*  do  with  ■peaking/'  said  the  judge.  "  But  I  can't  understand 
good  English."  "Thafs  no  excuse,"  replied  the  judeo;  "yen 
are  not  likely  to  hear  gqod  English  at  this  bar." — Albany  Law 
■Jmar%»l,  | 


<M)CI£TIS8  AND  IW8TITUTI0H8. 

METBOPOLITAN  AND  PHOVINCIAL  LAW 
ASSOCIATIOX. 

FSOFESSIONAL  ReXUNEBATION.* 

For  the  passing  of  the  Attorneys  and  Solicitors  Act,  1870, 
we  have  to  be  grateful  to  the  persistent  endeavours  of  Mr. 
William  Rathbone,  one  of  the  members  for  Liveipool.  like 
most  measures  introduced  and  carried  by  an  mdapendent 
member,  it  is  not  quite  consisteut  as  it  had  to  sustain  the 
iigniy  of  the  alterations  and  amendments  suggested  by  the 
Law  Officers  of  the  Crown,  and  such  other  members  of  both 
Houses  as  were  powerful  enough  to  be  able  to  insert  their 
own  peculiar  views.  These  alterations  to  some  extent  in- 
terfere with  the  principle  of  the  measure,  but  the  point  to 
which  I  propose  addressing  a  few  desnltonr  observations  for 
the  purpose  of  discussion  here  is,  how  far  the  provisions 
of  the  Act,  as  it  is,  with  due  regard  to  the  interMts  of  the 
public,  can  be  made  subservient  to  the  object  we  all  have  at 
heart — vi2.,  the  improvement  of  the  status  and  position  of 
our  profession. 

Of  all  professions,  that  of  the  law  is  the  most  necessary  to 
be  occupied  by  practitioners  of  the  highest  standing  and 
independency  and  so  far  have  I  held  to  that  view,  that  I 
have  from  time  to  time  seriously  considered  whetiier  the 
practitioners  should  not,  in  accordance  with  the  French 
practice,  be  independent  of  their  clients  altogether,  ap- 

Eointed  by  the  State,  and  paid  by  fees  levied  on  the 
nsiness.  This  is  not  so  at  present  in  England,  and  as  the 
profession  is  here  circumstanced,  the  best  course  is  clearly 
for  the  public  to  place  the  members  of  it  in  such  a  position 
as  to  attract  men  of  talent  and  position,  and  not  to  treat 
the  members  of  it  merely  as  birds  of  prey.  To  attract  men 
of  talent  and  position,  the  profession  must  offer  a  remunera- 
tion equal  to  that  offered  by  other  modes  of  life,  and  at 
once  the  profession  of  the  law  presents  the  anomaly  that  the 
payment  is  the  same  to  the  leading  membera  of  the  profes- 
sion as  to  the  most  incompetent  person  in  it. 

It  presents  the  still  more  extraordinary  anomaly  that  the 
authorised  payments  are  fixed  upon  a  scale  that  at  the  early 
period  when  it  was  fixed  might  have  been  fair  enough,  but 
which  by  the  present  altered  values  would  not  enable  a 
man  to  live  in  the  style  and  position  that  a  learned  profession 
demands.  It  also  presents  the  further  anomaly  that  the  man 
who  likes  to  make  costs  is  the  best  paid  whilst  he  who  saves 
them  gets  the  least  reward. 

Practically  the  authorised  scale  has  not  been  adhered  to 
for  it  would  have  been  better  to  have  been  without  business 
than  to  transact  it  for  the  amonnt  that  a  bill,  strictly  taxed, 
between  solicitor  and  client  would  ^afford.  !N  evertheless, 
the  system  has  been  a  fetter  to  prevent  men  of  the  hi^eet 
talent,  as  in  the  medical  or  any  other  profession,  fixing  their 
own  'ralue  which  the  public  may  pay  or  not  as  they  desire. 
Since  18S7,  the  number  of  barristers  has  trebled,  the  ntimber 
of  attorneys  remained  stationary,  the  amount  of  business  to 
be  transacted  by  attorneys  has  largely  increased,  and 
although  this  is  so,  the  incomes  of  the  attorneys  jare  less, 
and,  therefore,  in  this  year  of  our  Lord,  on  the  average, 
each  of  us  is  performing  a  larger  share  of  the  legal  work  of 
the  country  for  a  considerably  less  remuneration  than  our 
predecessors,  although  the  costs  of  maintaining  and  bringing 
np  our  families  is  greater. 

Our  branch  of  the  legal  profession,  under  these  difficnlties, 
for  some  years  past  has  not  presented  great  prizes  to 
attract  conscious  talent,  though  it  may  have  given  a  moderate 
livelihood  for  those  capable  of  strawiy  drudgery.  It  is 
neither  the  interest  of  the  public  nor  of  ourselves  to  con* 
tinne  the  downhill  course  of  the  profession,  and  the  public, 
if  they  troubled  themselves  to  think  about  it,  no  doubt, 
would  admit  that  they  preferred  to  pay  handsomely  for 
skill  and  honesty  than  to  pay  less  for  want  of  both.  The 
Attorney's  Remuneration  Act,  I  think,  gives  us  an  oppor- 
tunity of  entirely  re-organising  the  system  of  legal  charges, 
allowing  every  man  to  fix  his  own  value  and  to  get  it  if  he 
can,  and  the  man  who  is  content  to  take  an  average  value 
for  his  work  to  have  that  average  value  struck  for  him  by 
consent  at  a  fair  and  proper  sum. 

The  Act  recognises  payment  by  agreement  in  writing 
for,  first,  a  gross  sum  ;  second,  commission  or  per-centage  ; 

*  A  paper  read  at  the  meeting  of  the  Metropolitan  and 
Provincial  Law  Association,  on  the  12th  of  Octooer  last,  at 
Bristol,  by  Mr.  Isham  H.  E.  Gill,  of  Liverpool. 
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third,  salary  ;  and  fourthly,  l>y  any  other  means  that  an 
agreement  can  apply  to. 

It  recognises,  therefore,  in  principle  that  a  profeesional 
man  is  as  free  an  agent  to  ammge  his  own  terms  of  re- 
muneration as  any  other  auhject  of  Uie  State,  and  although 
it  clogs  it  with  the  term  that  it  must  be  in  writing  and  that 
it  is  subject  to  certain  restrictions  to  protect  the  public  from 
ondne  influence,  it  cannot  now  be  said  to  be  unprofessional 
to  deviate  in  any  way  from  the  obsolete  scale  of  six  shillings 
and  eightpence  and  to  meet  the  wants  of  the  clients  as  may 
be  required.  That  in  few  instances  agreements  in  writing 
will  be  obtained  is  quite  possible,  that  verbal  agreements 
will  be  common  and  hardly  ever  repudiated  is  more  likely. 
Whoever  heard  of  the  clause  in  the  County  Court  Act  having 
been  used,  that  enables  a  client  to  take  off  his  own  solicitor's 
•harses  such  payments  for  counsel,  &c.,  as  are  not  authorised 
in  writing  P  And  in  the  same  way  agreements,lioweTer  loosely 
framed,  will  be  obserrod  between  respectable  clients  and 
respectable  solicitors. 

But  what  I  think  we  want  now  is,  to  get  a  stop  beyond 
this  and  to  strike  an  average  value  on  a  simpler  and  lairer 
scale  of  remuneration  where  no  agreement  is  or  can  be  come 
to.  And  for  this  I  would  propose  to  form  an  authorised  scale 
adopting  as  its  basis — 1st,  charges  in  a  gross 
som ;  2nd,  commission  or  per-oentage ;  and,  3rd, 
time_  charges,  so  as  to  save  the  profession  and  the 
public  the  expense  of  the  vast  detail  of  the  present 
■mall  charges  which  in  retUity  fall  upon  the  client,  and, 
whilst  decreasing  the  profit  of  the  solicitor,  add  largely  to 
the  cost  of  performing  bis  work. 

There  is  nothing  new  in  this  suggestion,  it  is  at  present 
in  operation  in  Scotland  to  a  certain  extent.  In  England,  in 
other  professions  and  businesses,  commission,  per  centage 
and  time  charges  work  well. 

1.  With  regard  to  charges  in  gross  sums  I  would  suggest 
that  as  far  as  may  be  such  ordinary  documents  as  agree- 
ments of  reference,  awards,  average  agreements,  apprentice- 
ship deeds,  bills  of  sale,  &c.,  should  have  a  certain  charge 
attached  to  them  to  which  should  in  all  cases  be  added  £11 
disbnrsements,  and  in  cases  of  an  unusual  amount  of  labour 
an  extra  charge. 

2.  With  regard  to  commission  and  per-centage  I  would 
suggest  that  Uiat  scale  be  employed  wherever  it  is  possible, 
and  for  illustration  I  add  the  following : — 

Conveyances  \    ^^^^^    Each  additional         ,^  , 

▲nanging  same    2  1 

Completing  same  2  1 

This  will  be  found  to  embrace  most  of  the  conveyancing 
business.  The  Sooteh  charge  is  a  quarter  per  cent. 
arranging,  and  one  per  cent,  completing  for  first  £300,  each 
subsequent  £100  one-half  per  cent;  and,  looking  at  the 
difference  of  time,  trouble,  and  skill  in  dealing  with  the 
landed  system  of  England,  I  do  not  think  I  have  placed  the 
flgnres  beyond  a  fair  correspondence. 

3.  With  regard  to  time  charges.  These  charges  I  should 
propose  to  use  in  all  cases  not  provided  for  otherwise,  and 
for  illustration  I  add  the  following  table: — 

Per  day  of 
8  hours. 
£    I.  d. 
■  Where  the  subject  matter  of  the  business  shall 

.    )    not  amount  to  £500 2    0    0 

]  Ditto  shall  amount  to  £500  and  not  to  £2,000    4    0    0 

(Ditto         ditto  2,000        „  6,000    6    0    0 

V  ;  Ditto         ditto  5,000        „  10,000    8    0    0 

"•  (  Ditto  ditto  10,000        „  50,000  12    0    0 

i  Ditto         ditto         50,000        „        100,000  16    0    0 

C<  I  Ditto  ditto       100,000        „        660,000  20    0    0 

(Ditto  ditto       600,000  and  bver  ...24    0    0 

Clerit. 

Ist  class.  2nd  class.  3id  class. 

A.  4«.  3>.  2a.  per  hour. 

B.  ««.  6:  2i.        „ 

C.  7*.  5».  2«.        „ 

This  table  is  based  upon  the  scale  authorised  by  the  Court 
of  Chancery  for  the  remuneration  of  liquidators,  and  I  have 
rimply  doubled  the  figures,  considering  that  as  the  ac- 
countants and  their  clerks  have  no  special  learning,  no  ex- 
eensiye  education  to  go  through,  and  comparativdy  litUe 
ability  for  the  duties  they  perform,  the  charges  of  the  pro- 
feesion  should  be  higher  than  theirs;  and  farther,  considering 


that  it  is  statod  by  the  aooountanta  themselves  that  the  lale 
as.prepared  is  not  one  which  pays  them  adequately  or  pigpei^ 
for  their  time  and  trouble. 

On  the  12th  May,  1870,  the  Lords  of  Session  in  Scot- 
land authorised  charges  in  contentious  matters  for  the  one 
half  hour  6a.  8d.,for  the  hour  10s.,  each  succeeding  hiU 
hour,  6s.,  up  to  £4  4s.  a-day  of  eight  hour*.  I  ban  re- 
duced this  scale  for  the  matters  which  deal  with  gmiBet 
sums  than  £2,000,  and  increased  it  for  matters  deahiifvili 
lanzer  sums. 

Of  course  these  charges  would  be  altered  by  agreemot, 
if  they  did  not  fit  the  matter  at  issue^  for  instance,  a 
action  for  a  nominal  claim  of  40s.  to  try  a  right  would  be 
placed  on  a  higher  scale  by  arrangement,  whilst  a  claim  it 
a  common  debt  of  large  amount  would  be  treated  m  i 
lower  one. 

The  merchant,  broker,  engineer,  estate  agent,  ic^daigt 
by  commissiou  ;  the  surgeon,  accountant,  &c.,  by  tim^ol 
how  rarely  do  you  find  a  claim  resisted  on  the  gromiigl 
its  being  extravagant  ?  And  I  confess  that  the  more  I  ira 
considered  it,  the  more  I  think  that  such  a  system  voili 
work  well  both  for  the  profession  and  the  public. 

As  any  such  scale  would  not  be  under  the  4th  dame  tf 
the  Act,  it  may  be  well  to  consider  how  a  solicitw  coiU 
recover  any  charges  so  framed.  The  37th  section  of  tk 
6  &  7  Vict.  c.  73,  enacts  that  no  attorney  or  solicitor  im 
any  executor,  administrator,  or  assignee  of  any  attaiiie;a 
soUuitor,  shall  commence  or  msintain  any  action  or  rait  fo 
the  recovery  of  any  fees,  charges,  or  disbursements,  for  tnj 
business  done  by  such  attorney  or  solicitor,  until  the  expn- 
tion  of  one  month  after  such  attorney  or  solisita,  a 
executor,  administrator,  or  assignee  of  such  attorney  or 
solicitor,  shall  have  delivered  unto  the  party  to  he  ciiii|ed 
therewith,  or  sent  by  the  post  to,  or  left  for  him,  at  )a 
counting-house,  office  of  business,  dwelling-house,  or  M 
known  place  of  abode,  a  bill  of  such  fees,  charges,  ud 
disbursements,  and  which  bill  shall  either  be  salxcriM 
with  the  proper  hand  of  such  attorney  or  solicitor  (or,  in  tbe 
case  of  partnership,  by  any  of  the  partners,  either  witii  h 
own  name  or  with  iiie  name  or  style  of  such  partnership),  oi 
of  the  executor,  administrator,  or  assignee  of  such  att^? 
f>T  solicitor,  or  be  enclosed  in  or  accompanied  by  a  letter 
subscibed  in  like  manner  referring  to  such  bill,snd  apostltf 
application  of  the  party,  such  bill  shall  be  taxed,  as  in  die 
section  provided. 

The  case  of  Ex  parte  Tilleard*  (32  Boav.  9,  11  W.  B.«6, 
23  L.  J.  Ch.  765),  decides  that  a  bill  composed  of  Inn; 
items  may  be  supported  by  particulars  afterwards  lappUed, 
and  the  18th  section  of  the  Attorneys  Bemuneration  Actii 
as  follows : — 

Upon  any  taxation  of  costs,  the  taxing  officer  maf.ii 
determining  the  remuneration,  if  any,  to  be  allowed  to  tbe 
attorney  or  solicitor  for  his  services,  have  regard,  subject  te 
any  general  rules  or  orders  hereafter  to  be  made,  to  the  ikil 
labour,  and  responsibility  involved. 

Whether  general  orders  and  rules  under  this  clause  eoaU 
support  a  time  scale  may  be  doubtful,  but  they  conld  p^ 
long  way  to  support  the  systom  of  such  charges. 

In  conclusion,  it  seems  to  me  that  the  AttoiMl' 
Remuneration  Act  gives  us  an  opportunity  to  change  tin 
present  system  entirely,  and  that  m  changing  it  we  should 
sweep  away  the  restrictions  that  dog  the  profession,  and  i; 
common  consent  should  frame  our  charges,  when  an  agtec- 
ment  has  not  been  comn  to,  on  a  scale  based  on  a  pa* 
centage,  as  far  as  possible,  and  lailing  that,  [on  a  tise 
charge.  On  the  one  hand,  I  feel  sanguine  that  inch  > 
charge  would  strengthen  the  ranks  of  our  profesaias  by 
adding  to  ite  position  and  emolumente  ;  and, on  the  otiio^>| 
would  benefit  the  public  '6y  reducing  the  nimeoessary  cW 
of  the  present  systom;  and,  by  enabling  them  tonndetttand 
the  principles  on  which  they  employ  a  profesBi(Hial  nu< 
would  do  away  with  much  of  the  distrust  and  jealoBsy  vi* 
which  the  profession  is  now  regarded. 


LAW  STUDENTS'  DEBATING  SOCIETT. 
At  the  meeting  of  this  society,  on  Tuesday,  the  13th  is^ 
the  question  for  discussion  was  No.  463,  Legal :  "A.  nxj^ 
a  slanderous  statement  concerning  B.  (^  A.  P^^^ 
the  words  spoken  by  him  were  a  mere  repetition  o^.^""* 
he  himself  heard  from  another,  naming  his  anthori^  ^ 
the  time,  as  a  bar  to  the  action i" 

»  On  «pp.,  see  U  W.  E.  764.— Ed.  S.  J. 
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Xb«  debate  wu  opened  by  Mr.  Hilla  in  the  affirmatiTe, 
aid  the  qaattion  wu  dedded  in  the  negatiTe  by  a  large 
otjority. 

UANCHESTEB  LAW  SIUDENTS'  DEBATIKa 

SOOIETT. 
The  unal  meeting  of  this  loci^  waa  held  in  the  Law 
Sode^i  Boom*,  Cn>ai-att«et,  on  Wednesday,  the  7th,  the 
duuT  being  taken  by  Mr.  J.  B.  Torr,  banister-at-law.  A 
raolnUon  wu  mored  by  Hewn.  Okell  Sc  Bradahaw,  that 
tke  rights  of  mairied  women  are  inraiBoiently  reoognised  by 
the  Hirtied  Women's  Property  Act,  1870.  l£ey  oon- 
teaded  that  the  remedy  did  not  sufficiently  meet  the  case, 
and  that  farther  legiuation  wu  nsoeMary.  Mr.  Edwards 
and  Mr.  Otedland,  eontra,  argoed  that  the  words  and  the 

Sirit  of  the  different  sections  were  ample  enough  to  meet 
9  reqniieuients  of  the  times,  and  tiiat  where  the  Act  fell 
ihort  in  any  particular  points  it  wu  only  where  there  were 
niles  of  law  or  equity  to  supply  the  defects.  Mr.  A.  W. 
Crandy,  Ur.  Worth,  and  several  other  members  also  ad- 
dreaaed  the  meeting^.  The  Chairman,  at  the  close  of  the 
discnaoon,  gare  some  explanation  of  the  Act.  The  meet- 
ing anded  with  a  vote  of  thanks  to  the  chairman. 


LIVERPOOL  I/AW  STUDENTS'  DEBATING 
SOCIETY. 
A  acting  of  this  society  wu  held  on  Thursday,  at  the 
Law  Libtary,  Cook-street.  Mr.  P.  A.  Gregory  occupied 
thecbaii.  The  subject  for  discussion  wu  "At  the  time  of 
the  Banfaaptcy  of  A.  (a  trader)  there  were  standine  in  his 
name  certain  shares  in  a  Joint  Stock  Company  which  he 
had  transferred  to  B.,  but  which  transfer  had  not  been 
registered;  do  such  shares  pass  to  the  trustee  under  the 
BanbnptcT  Act,  1869,  section  15,  subsection  6  ?"  Mr. 
Laui,  micitor,  opened  the  debate,  which  wu  continued 
by  serenl  of  the  members  present.  The  affirmative  wu 
eaniedbjr  a  large  majority. 


THE  RELATIONS  BETWEEN  AN  INVADING  AEMT 
AXD  THK  INHABITANTS,    AND    THE    CONDI- 
TIONS  UNDER     WHICH     IRREGULAR     COM- 
BATASrs    ABE     ENTITLED     TO    THE     SAME 
TBEAIMENT  AS  REGULAR  TROOPS. 
.  lUmibjtetwu  treated  by  Mr.  H.  R.  Droop,  of  Linoohi's- 
m,  batri4er-«t-law,  in  a  paper  read  before  the  Juridicial 
woetyon  Not.  80.    We  regret  that  we  have  not  room  to 
gmthiipaperm  4aUnto. 
ill.  Dtoop  divided  his  subject  into  three  heads : — 
(I.)  Ilie  rslations  between  an  invading  army  and  the 
™*'''talsof  disWota  which  have  been  completely  occupied. 
(2.)  The  conditions  under  which  irregular  combatants  are 
■titlad  to  the  same  treatment  u  regular  troops. 
,  (3.)  The  relations  between  the  mvading  army  and  the 
ohaiKtaati  of  distriota  which  are  in  ^e  possession  of  their 
own  Govennnent. 

On  the  lat  head  Mr.  Drooj)  said : — Sx  concum,  no  need- 
«■  raSaring  should  b«  inflicted  on  non-combatants,  and 
—?-""'  fr'^fe'TOt  primd  facie  to  be  nnmoleeted  in  person 
■a  proptrty,  but  the  right  of  the  invaders  to  tax  or  make 
Mouaduna  remained  to  be  considered.    From  the  treatise 
w   I'l?"  ^*'l'  °*  *^-  ®-  *^"^  fViofl-President  of  the  Tri- 
w™  of  the  Seine)  on  Oonunennal  Law,  it  appeared  that 
Bepnnople  of  making  requisitions,  on  which  the  Prussians 
•m  acted,  wu  accepted  by  French  lawyers.     Mr.  Droop 
tto  atod  Merten's  "Preds  de  Droit  des  Gens,"  section 
»».  and  the  Instrnctiona  of  1863  to  the  United  States  Armies 
«w»  »7,  to  show  that  the  practice  wu  sanctioned  by  exist- 
^,'?^»?»*'onal  law.      He  thought,   however,  that  the 
fWshj  mevitaUy  reaulting  should  be  tempered  by  some 
■""•Monal  ooDvention  requiring  the  invaders  to  pay  a 
•^jw^tion  in  caah  or  short-dated  notes  for  what  they 
■^tato,  the  invadecs,  of  course,  being  at  liberty  to  re- 
r*' "™P«yments,  with  the  war  expenses  generally,  from 
<M  UOTBtnment  of  the  invaded  country.    The  invaders 
"™'^Hu  to  power  of  taxation,  billeting,  &o.,  in  the 
^»1»4  distticti,  possess  all  powers  exercised  in  the  rest  of 
toW^  "7  «•■  own  Government   The  right  of  the  non- 
^*w>t  pcpulatioa  t»  pioteotion  of  person  and  property 
W-kS?*'^^  conditional  on  their  abstaining  from  further 
j^™»   As  General  Halleck  had  put  it  (International 
tia  '«#?■'  *•**)•  ""^  persons  were  virtually  in  the  condi- 
"""paooeis  OB  parole.    Any  violation  of  this  principle, 


either  by  participating  or  conniving  at  hostilities,  was  a 
serious  offence  against  the  laws  of  war.  He  cited  in  can- 
firmation  the  Tract  on  Guerilla  Parties,  written  in  1862  by 
Professor  Lieber,  of  New  York,  at  the  request  of  General 
Halleck.  Bluntschli  (Modeme  Yolkerreoht,  Art  64S) 
confirmed  this  view;  and  the  practice  of  the  Dnke  of  Wet 
lington  in  France  in  1814  wu  baaed  on  the  same  prinoipla 
(Wellington  Despatchu,  ii.  484). 

Mr.  I&oop's  observations  on  his  second  head  we  print  wr^ 
hatim : — 

"  I  now  oome  to  my  second  snbJMt,  the  conditions  under 
which  irregular  combatants  are  entitled  to  the  same  treat- 
ment as  regular  soldiers.  The  most  plausible  yiew  a  priori 
is  that  eVeiy  inhabitant  of  an  invaded  country  hu  a  natural 
right  to  defend  his  home,  and  therefore  ought,  if  he  takes 
np  arms,  to  have  the  status  of  a  soldi^.  But  several 
reasons  make  it  impossible  to  adopt  this  view. 

(1.)  According  to  modem  international  law,  war  can  only 
be  carried  on  between  States,  and  not  between  or  with  indi- 
viduals,  and,  thereforo,  only  those  combatants  who  have  been 
deputed  and  authorised  by  a  State  to  fight  on  her  behalf  can 
be  considered  u  carrying  on  legitimate  warfare.  This  rule  is 
sometimes  relaxed  in  &vour  of  large  organised  bodies  of 
troops  carrying  on  war  for  h<m&Ji4*  politiou  objects,  though 
not  organised  by  any  legitimate  eetaUiahed  government. 
Thus,  Uie  Northerners,  the  legitimate  United  States  Govern- 
ment, adopted  the  rules  of  regular  warfare  towards  the 
armies  of  the  Southerners,  whom  they  regarded  u  only 
rebels.  The  American  War  Instructions,  Nos.  IS2,  163,  and 
164,  explain  that  this  wu  "  from  motives  of  humanity," 
and  protest  that  it  neither  justifies  neutrals  in  aoknowledg* 
ing  Uie  nvolted  people  u  an  independent  State,  nor  iae> 
dudes  the  legitimate  Government  from  afterwards  trying 
the  leaders  of  the  rebellion  for  high  treuon.  Garibaldi's  ex- 
peditions to  Naples  and  Mental  are  stated  to  be  other 
instances  in  which  troops  not  authorised  by  any  established 
government  were  admitted  to  the  benefits  of  the  rules  of 
regular  war. 

These  instances  have  sometimes  been  brought  forward  u 
precedents  to  show  that  the  Germans  cannot  reasonably 
make  the  authorisation  of  the  French  Government  an  indis- 
pensable preliminary  to  combatants  acquiring  the  privileges 
of  rogular  soldiers.  But  there  is  this  essential  differense 
between  the  two  cases,  that  while  neither  the  Southerners 
nor  the  Ghiribaldians  could  possibly  have  obtained  the 
authorisation  of  any  legitimate  government,  the  French 
Government  is  at  present  only  too  willing  to  grant  snoh 
authorisations,  and  any  body  of  men  really  intending  to 
fight  against  tiie  enemy  and  to  oatry  on  war  in  a  legitimate 
manner  would  have  no  difficulty  in  obtaining  one. 

(2.)  It  is  much  more  difficult  and  dangerous  to  carry  on 
war  against  enemies  who  do  not  themselves  observe  the 
rules  established  for  humanising  warfare — t.g.,  u  to  giving 
quarter  to  enemies  who  surrender,  u  to  abstaining  from 
crueltiefl,  ns  to  observing  the  Geneva  Convention  iai  the 
protection  of  the  wounded  and  the  surgeons,  and  u  to 
keeping  good  faith  with  the  enemy  in  negotiations  with  him. 
Hence  soldiers  belonging  to  a  regular  army  may  reasonably 
object  to  recognise  irregtdar  combatants  u  entiUed  to  the 
benefit  of  these  rules  unless  they  have  some  security  for 
reciprocity.  This  security  they  can  hardly  have,  unless  the 
oombatants  they  are  fightmg  against  are  so  connected  with 
the  national  army  that  any  part  of  this  army  can  be  held 
responsible  for  their  conduct  If  each  party  of  irregular 
combatants  tust  independently  u  an  irresponsible  body  they 
may  easily  claim  the  benefit  of  the  laws  of  war  when  they 
aro  defeated,  but  disregard  t^em  if  victorious.  Therefore 
to  entitle  them  to  the  privileges  of  regular  troops  th^  ought 
to  be  under  the  actual  control  of  officers  who  are  m  com-' 
mnnication  with  and  responsible  to  the  oommandera  of  the 
national'  army  or  the  supreme  military  authorities  of  the 
State. 

(3. )  It  is  impossible  to  carry  out  the  principle  of  u  far  u 
possible  protecting  non-combatants  from  the  consequence* 
of  war,  unless  combatants  and  non-combatants  aro  to  a  cer- 
tain extent  kept  distinct  An  army  ooonpying  or  invading 
an  enemy's  country  cannot  safely  allow  the  villagers  to  go 
freely  and  work  in  the  field  or  move  about  from  one  village 
to  another,  unless  it  hu  some  mode  of  d''rting"'«'''"g  them 
from  the  enemy's  soldiers.  It  must  eithwkeep  the  non- 
oombatants  cooped  up  in  their  villages  or  organise  an 
elaborate  system  of  passes.  Moreover,  if  the  soldiers  who 
defend  a  village  aro  not  diatinguishable  from  the  non-com- 
batant villagers,  and  the  village  should  be  taken  by  assault 
in  a  hand-t^hand  fight,  a  considerable  number  of  non-com- 
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IwtMit  TJlUgen  will  probablj  be  killed  or  wonnded.  In 
the  heat  of  an  awanlt  it  is  impotnble  for  foreig;n  soldiers  to 
inresti^te  whether  a  nun  is  a  combatant  or  a  non-com- 
batant unless  they  can  distingnish  him  by  some  distinct 
external  marie  These  considerations  taken  by  themselves 
would  make  it  appear  desirable  that  all  combatants  should 
be  distinguished  uom  nnn-oombatants  by  wearing  a  per- 
manent distinguishing  dress  or  nnifarm.  Bnt  to  require  all 
-combatants  to  wear  uniforms  would  gire  a  dangerous  ad- 
▼antage  to  the  nation  which  had  during  peace  made  the 
most  complete  preparations  for  war.  To  provide  a  large 
army  with  uniforms  takes  a  considerable  time,  as  the  Fms- 
■ians  found  during  the  war  of  Liberation  of  1813  and  the 
Americans  daring  their  Civil  War.  The  American  War 
Instructions  contain  a  singular  acknowledgment  of  this 
difficulty  in  their  64th  article  : — "If  American  soldiers 
captore  a  train  containing  uniforms  of  the  enemy,  and 
the  commander  considers  it  advisable  to  distribute  them 
for  use  among  his  men,  some  striking  mark  or  sign  must 
be  adopted  to  distinguish  the  American  soldiers  &om  the 
-enemy." 

It  may  be  worth  while  to  point  oat  that  the  objection  I 
liave  here  stated  to  requiriug  the  universal  use  of  nniforms 
^plies  at  least  as  much  to  prohibiting  the  exportation  of 
anns  and  mnnitions  of  war  from  neutral  countries.  If  a 
nation's  stock  of  arms  were  limited  to  those  in  its  arsenals 
at  the  beginning  of  the  war,  and  to  what  its  own  manufac- 
tories could  supply,  its  position  as  a  natiim,  and  even  its  in- 
dependence would  be  liable  to  be  greatly  imperrilled  by  the 
carelessness,  false  economy,  or  want  of  foresight  of  the 
-executive  government. 

But  to  return  to  the  subject  of  uniforms.  Although  there 
are  reasons  for  desiring  that  every  combatant  should  have 
a  nnifbnn  these  reasons  apidy  with  very  much  greater  force 
to  troops  who  are  intended  to  act  singly  or  in  small  parties. 
When  soldiers  are  collected  in  large  bodies  there  can  be  no 
mistake  about  their  military  character,  no  confusion  between 
them  and  the  non-combatants,  nnlesa  in  the  event  of  a  hand- 
to-hand  oombat  in  a  village,  and  even  then  the  other  belli- 
{;erent  is  not  in  anyway  injured,  the  countrymen  of  the 
-aoldiers  without  nniforms  being  this  only  sufferers. 

The  objection  as  to  the  possible  difficulty  of  providing  v 
sufficient  number  of  uniforms  for  all  the  new  levies  a  nation 
may  reqnire  to  raise  on  a  great  emergency  loses  almost  all  its 
force  when  applied  to  the  more  limited  proposal  that  troops 
acting  in  small  partiea  should  be  required  to  have  uniforms. 
A  view  very  generally  held  at  the  beginning  of  this  cen- 
tniy,  and  acted  upon  by  almost  every  state  which  carried  on 
war  in  an  enemy's  country,  was  that  combatants  and  non- 
combatants  formed  two  distinct  classes,  so  that  no  one  could 
pass  from  the  one  into  the  other  except  by  enlisting  in  the 
regular  army.  Thus  Jomini,  in  some  prefatory  obs^ivations 
to  his  description  of  the  sanguinary  measures  adopted  by 
Kapoleon  for  suppressing  the  insurrection  at  Pa  via  in  1796, 
aays : — "  Modem  public  law  had  till  then  drawn  a  positive 
line  of  demarcation  between  the  peaceable  citizen  and  the 
troops  of  the  line,  and  the  inhabitants  who  took  part  in 
hostilities  without  forming  part  of  the  regular  army  were 
treated  as  insurgents."  Napoleon  and  his  marshals  acted 
npon  the  same  prindpte  in  the  Tyrol,  in  Spain,  and  in 
Germany  so  long  as  the  war  was  in  an  enemy's  country, 
and  when,  being  driven  back  into  France  in  1814,  he  reverted 
to  the  republican  expedient  of  a  levy  a  <•  maut  of  the  whole 
population,  the  allied  generals  in  their  turn  iwued  pro- 
-clamations  threatening  to  treat  the  armed  peasantry  as 
brigands. 

A  good  deal  has  been  said  lately  about  a  decree  as  to  the 
landsturm  issued  by  the  Prussian  government  in  1813,  in 
which  the  whole  population  was  enjoined  to  take  up  arms 
whenever  called  out  by  the  proper  authorities  and  to  fall 
on  the  flanks  and  rear  of  Uie  enemy,  and  was  assured  that 
being  without  uniforms  was  rather  an  advantage.  It  is 
urged  that  ithis  precludes  the  Prussians  from  objecting  to 
the  francs-tireais  on  account  of  their  not  having  uniforms. 
It  is  unnecessary  to  consider  what  the  effect  of  this  de- 
cree might  have  been  if  the  French  had  aoquieaced  in  this 
landsturm  being  treated  as  regular  troope,  or  if  the  decree 
had  continued  part  of  the  Prussian  law  np  to  the  present 
time.  But.  inasmuch  as  the  French  threatened  to  tieat 
this  landsturm  as  brigands,  as  Professor  Lieber  tells  us 
("Qaerilla  Wariare,"  p.  15),  the  Prussians  contracted  no 
obligation  to  treat  a  French  landsturm  any  better.  That 
they  did  not  oonsider  themselves  under  any  such  obligation 
is  evident  from  Blnoher's  proclamation    the  next  year 


(1814)  against  the  rising  of  the  French  peasantry.  Man- 
over,  the  decree  of  1813  on  the  landstorm  only  oootinafid 
in  foroo  for  about  a  year  and  a  hal<^  being  superseded  by  a 
decree  of  September  3,  1814,  which  placed  (he  landwehr 
and  landsturm  on  a  fresh  footing,  and  repealed  all  lawi 
hitherto  in  force  on  the  army  reserves.  Why  should  ths 
Pmssiana  be  more  bound  by  this  landsturm  deorae  ol 
1813  than  the  French  are  by  N^xdeon's  severities  against 
armed  peassnta  ? 

The  brnth  is  that  each  belligerent,  when  invaded,  ^i- 
pealed  to  the  ponsanfarr  to  rise  and  expel  the  invadw, 
-without  caring  how  mnoh  they  suffered,  provided  they  did 
some  harm  to  the  enemy;  but  whenever  a  belligerent  be- 
came in  ita  torn  an  invader  it  did  not  scruple  to  beat  the 
enemy^  peasants  as  brigands. 

The  misery  to  the  peasantry  resulting  from  this  state  o( 
things  cannot  be  prevented  fium  reonrring  except  hj 
settling  under  what  conditions  combatants  are  entitled  to 
the  treatment  of  regular  troops,  and  making  it  obligtteiy 
npon  every  belligerent  state  not  to  enoourage  or,  so  &r  ss 
it  can,  permit  any  of  its  snl^eots  to  become  illJagitiBUte 
combatants. 

With  regard  to  these  levies  tn  matte  ot  the  whole  popals- 
tion  it  seems  to  me  that  while,  on  the  one  hand,  no  man 
ought  to  be  disqualified  from  being  a  regular  soldier  to-day 
merely  because  he  was  a  peasant  and  non-ooml»taiit,  on 
the  other  hand  the  conditions  1  have  already  lud  down 
cannot  be  dispensed  with  in  the  case  of  a  levy  en  matsi  any 
more  than  in  other  oases. 

The  result  I  arrive  at  is  that  in  order  to  be  entiUed  to 
the  same  treatment  as  regular  soldiers  combatants  may  bs 
reasonably  required  to  satisfy  the  following  oonditions— 

1.  They  must  have  an  authorisation  from  an  established 
Government  or  from  some  dt  facto  substitute  for  sooh  a 
Government. 

2.  They  must  be  under  the  actual  control  of  officers  who 
are  recognised  by  and  responsible  to  the  chief  military 
authorities  of  the  state. 

3.  They  must  themselves  obsore  the  rules  of  war. 

4.  All  combatants  intended  to  act  singly  or  in  smsll 
parties  must  have  a  permanent  distinctive  uniform,  bat 
this  is  not  indispensable  for  troops  acting  together  in  large 
bodies. 

5.  Levies  en  masse  of  the  whole  population  are  legitinists 
combatants  provided  they  comply  with  the  above  oouditioai, 
but  not  otherwise. 

The  conditions  I  have  here  laid  down  as  necessary  far 
entitling  combatants  to  the  status  of  regular  soldiers,  ais 
probably  in  some  respects  rather  beyond  what  is  expressly 
required  by  Professors  Lieber  and  Bluntsohli,  the  most  recent 
authorities  who  have  treated  the  subject  at  any  length, 
but  I  do  not  think  there  is  much  substantial  difference  be- 
tween us.  The  necessity  for  an  authorisation  from  the  state 
is  distinctly  recognised  by  both  of  them.  As  regards  uni- 
forms, Professor  Blontschli  merely  says  (section  598)— 
"  No  commander  is  entitled  to  threaten  that  he  will  trest 
the  landsturm  not  in  uniform  as  bandits,"  which  seeoii 
tacitly  to  admit  that  other  troops  ought  to  have  nniforms. 

Professor  Lieber  has  treated  the  subject  more  folly 
in  his  tract  on  "  Guerilla  Parties,"  p.  15. 

"  It  does  not  seem  that  in  the  case  of  a  rising  en  puutt  the 
absence  of  a  uniform  can  constitute  a  differenoe.  There 
are  cases,  indeed  in  which  the  absence  of  a  nnitonn  may 
be  taken  as  very  serious  primd  facte  evidence  against  an 
armed  prowler  or  marauder,  but  it  must  be  lemombeced 
that  a  uniform  dress  is  a  matter  of  impoaribility  in  a  levy 
en  matte;  and  in  some  eases  regulars  have  had  no  uniform,  ii 
least  not  for  a  considerable  time. 

"  It  makes  a  great  difference,  however,  whether  the 
absence  of  uniform  is  used  for  the  purpose  of  oonoealment 
or  disguise  in  order  to  get  by  stealth  within  the  lines  of  the 
invaders  for  the  deabnction  of  life  or  property,  or  for 
pillage,  and  whether  the  parties  have  no  organisation  at  all 
and  are  so  small  that  they  cannot  act  otherwise  than  by 
stealth. 

"  Nor  can  it  be  maintained  in  good  £aith,  or  with  any 
respect  for  sound  sense  and  judgment,  that  an  indi- 
vidual, an  armed  prowler,  now  frequently  called  a  bulb- 
whacker,  shall  be  entitled  to  the  proteotioa  of  the  law  of 
war  simply  because  he  says  that  he  has  taken  up  his  gun 
in  defence  of  his  country,  or  because  hia  government  ac  his 
chief  has  issued  a  proclamation  by  which  he  colls  upon  the 
people  to  infest  Uie  bushes  and  comnait  homicides  whidi 
every  civilised  nation  will  conmder  murders."     Working  in 
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1868,  Pn>fe«aoT  Blnntwchli,  long  before  the  French  France- 
tixenrs  were  tbongkt  of,  fdlly  ooncors  in  the  condemna- 
tioD  which  FrofeaeoT  Lieher  haa  hj  anticipation  paased 
npoa  the  practice  of  laying  in  wait  for  and  snooting  indi- 
naaal  addiet*.  He  saya  (Volkerrecht,  s.  679)  :— "  Erery 
oniieceMary  killing,  even  of  armed  enemiei,  is  a  wrong  *'; 
"  even  the  enemy*!  aoldien  must  not  be  rahjeoted  Uke 
^rild  animal*  to  the  shooting  of  sportnnen."  "  Hnman 
Ii£s  may  only  be  attacked  from  a  higher  neceaaity,  aot 
from  paaaion  and  for  pleasure." 

^The  American  war  instructions  drawn  up  by  Professor 
laeber  in  1863,  and  sanctioned  by  President  Lincoln, 
do  not  say  pre«^sely  in  what  cases  a  uniform  is  necessary, 
t>iit  they  specify  it  as  one  of  the  conditions  under  which 
<seotion  81)  partisans  or  detached  oonM  and  (section  99) 
wnrmmnngea  carrying  despatches  are  entitled  to  privileges  of 
pariaoaexM  of  war.  Sections  82  and  84  also  have  some  bear- 
ing upon  our  sabjeot. 

**  82.  Hen,  or  squads  of  men,  who  commit  hostilitiee, 
'whether  by  fitting  or  inroads  for  destruction  or  plunder, 
or  by  raids  of  any  kind  without  commission,  without  being 
p«rt  and  portion  of  the  organised  army,  and  without  sharing 
cootinuoiuly  in  the  war,  but  who  do  so  with  intermitting 
retoma  to  their  homes  and  avocations,  or  with  the  occa- 
■ioiial  asaumptioo  of  the  semblance  of  peaceful  pursuits, 
diTCflting  themselves  of  the  character  or  appearance  of 
aoldien,  such  men,  or  squads  of  men,  are  not  public 
fmemitm,  ^  and  therefore,  if  captured,  are  not  entitled 
to  thi»  pmileges  of  prisoners  of  war,  but  shall  be  treated 
sammaiily  as  highway  robbers  or  pirates." 

"  84.  Armed  prowlers,  by  whatever  names  they  may  be 
-called,  or  persons  of  the  enemies'  territory,  who  shall  steal 
irithiii  the  lines  of  the  hostile  army,  for  the  purpose  of 
cobbing,  killiag,  or  destroying  bridges,  roads,  or  canals,  or 
of  robbing  or  destroying  the  mail,  or  of  cutting  the  tele- 
graph wires,  are  not  entitled  to  the  privileges  of  the 
pciaoaecs  of  war." 

As  to  the  last  division  of  the  subject,  there  only  remained, 
•aid  Xr.  Droop,  to  apply  to  it  the  conclusions  deduced  in 
ttie  tueguing.    The  invaders  ought  to  injure  life  and  pro- 
perty as  ratle  as  possible;  individual  inhabitants  have  no 
light  to  resist  nnless  authorised  by  their  own  Gh>venmient, 
and  offioered  under  its  authority ;  but  if  so  autiiotised  and 
offioered,  the  invaders  must  recognise  them  as  legitimate 
comlmtantM     He  thought,  however,  that  resistance  of  this 
class,  including  the  dttenoe  of  villages,  ought  to  be  dis- 
ooazaged  bj  the  Oovemment  of  the  invaded,  because  of  the 
soffenngs  it  must  entail  on  the  weak  and  helpless.    Mr. 
Droop  aided  by  urging  the  need  of  an  international  con- 
Tcntioa,  sach  as  those  of  Paris  and  Geneva,  to  settle  all 
pomta  of  this  kind,  and  thereby,  as  far  as  is  possible,  pre- 
vent the  inevitable  horrors  of  war  from  being  aggravated  by 
dispotes  about  the  mode  of  warfare,  superadded  to  the  ori- 
ffnal  qaaxxeL 


LAW  STUDEHTS'  JOTJSNAL. 

£XA3£[NATI0KS  AT  TiETlNCOBPOKATED  LAW 
SOCIETT. 
MMaitma*  Ttrm,  1870. 
Final    £xAi(iNi.Tioir. 
^  the  examination  of  candidates  for  admission  on  the 
loQ  ot  attorneys  and  solicitors  of  the  superior  courts,  the 
Examineia  recommended  the  following  gentlemen,  under  the 
age  of  29,  as  bong  entitled  to  honorary  distinction : — 

Seddon  Bowman  Smith,  who  served  his  clerkship  to 
Xesva.  Evans  &  Lockett,  of  Liverpool ;  and  Messrs.  Neal 
k  PhilpoC,  of  London. 

John  "ntterington  Bownass,  who  served  his  clerkship  to 
Xz.  John  Hirst  Taylor,  of  Windermere ;  Mr.  John  Fisher,  of 
Windermere ;  and  Mr.  John  Scott,  of  King  William-street, 


Edward  Augustus  Salmon,  who  served  his  clerkship  to 
Xr.  Henry  Augustus  Salmon,  of  Bristol;  and  Messrs.  Ley 
k  Soott,  of  lionaon. 

Biebard  Seddon  Toller,  who  served  his  clerkship  to 
Mesan.  ToUsr,  of  Xisicester  ;  and  Messrs.  Snrr  &  Oribble, 
«f  London. 

Thoasas  Astley  Horace  Hamond,  B.A.,  who  served  his 
deikdiip  to  to  Messrs.  Birch,  Ingram,  Harrison  t  Co.,  of 
London. 

The    Conndl  of  the  Lioorporated  Law   Society  have  I 
arannKngly  awarded  the  foUowing  prices  of  books : —  I 


To  Mr.  Smith,  the  prize  of  the  Honourable  Sociefy  of 
Clifford's-inn. 

To  Mr.  Bownass,  the  prise  of  the  Honourable  Society  of 
Clement's-inn. 

To  Mr.  Salmon,  Mr.  Toller,  and  Mr.  Hamond,  prizes  of 
the  Lioorporated  Law  Sodety. 

The  Examiners  also  certified  that  the  following  candidates, 
under  the  age  of  26,  whose  namee  are  placed  in  alphabetical 
order,  passed  examinations  which  entitle  them  to  commenda- 
tion:— 

Uriah  Bower  Brodribb,  B.A.,  who  served  his  clerkship  to 
Messrs.  Randall  k  Angier,  of  London. 

George  Crosby,  who  served  his  clerkship  to  Messrs.  Kilby 
&  Son,  of  Banbury ;  and  Mr.  Thomas  Wallace  Goldring,  of 
London. 

Edward  Amphlett  Davis,  who  served  his  clerkship  to 
Mr.  Martin  Cnrtler,  of  Worcester;  and  Messrs.  Thomas 
White  &  Sons,  of  London. 

Edward  Downes,  who  served  his  clerkship  to  Messrs. 
White,  Broughton,  &  White,  of  London. 

Arthur  Gough  Harvie,  who  served  his  clerkship  to  Messrs. 
Ravensoroft  k  Hills,  of  London. 

Francis  Creed  Mayer,  who  served  his  clerkship  to  Messrs. 
Keary  &  Son,  of  Stoke-upon-Trent. 

Samuel  Wells  Page,  who  served  his  olerkahip  to  Mr.  John 
Hunt  Thursfield,  of  Wednesbury;  and  Messrs.  Fawcett, 
Home,  &  Hunter,  oi  London. 

Edward  Henry  Plant,  who  served  his  clerkship  to  Mr. 
Benjamin  Evans,  of  Kewcastle  Emlyn;  and  Mr.  Charles 
Edward  Abbott,  of  London. 

The  Council  have  accordingly  awarded  them  certificates 
of  merit. 

The  Examiners  further  announced  to  the  foUowing  can- 
didates that  their  answers  to  the  questions  at  the  examination 
were  highly  satisfiuitory. 

Arthur  Evans,  who  served  his  clerkship  to  Messrs. 
Digby  &  Son,  of  Maldon. 

fidward  Dnncombe  Eagles,  who  served  his  clerkship  to 
Messrs.  Evans  &  Laing,  of  London. 

Henry  Sandford,  who  served  his  clerkship  to  Mr.  Samue 
Potter,  of  London. 

That  Mr.  Evans  would  have  been  entitled  to  a  prize> 
and  Mr.  Eagles  and  Mr.  Sandford  to  certificates  of  merit,  if 
they  had  not  been  above  the  age  of  36. 

The  Examiners  also  reported  that  among  the  candidates 
from  Liverpool  in  the  year  1870,  Mr.  Seddon  Bowman 
Smith  passed  the  best  examination,  and  was,  in  the 
opinion  of  the  Examiners,  entitled  to  honorary  distinction. 

The  Council  have  therefore  awarded  to  Mr.  Smith  the 
prize,  consisting  of  a  gold  medal,  founded  by  Mr.  Timpron 
Martin,  of  Liverpool. 

The  gold  lae^  founded  by  Mr.  John  Atkinson,  for 
candidates  from  Liverpool  or  Preston,  who  have<sbown 
themselves  best  acquainted  with  the  law  of  real  property, 
and  the  practice  of  conyeyancing,  has  been  awaidM  to  Mr. 
Lionel  Barned  Mozley,  of  Liverpool. 

The  Examiners  also  reported  that  among  the  candidates 
from  Birmingham  in  the  year  1870,  Mr.  Joseph  Bennett 
Clarke  was  entitled  to  honorary  distinction. 

The  Coancil  have  accordingly  cBmmunicated  this  report  to 
the  Birmingham  Law  Society. 

Mr.  Frederick  Huxle^r  having,  among  the  candidates  in 
the  year  1870,  shown  himself  best  acquainted  with  the  law 
of  real  property  and  the  practice  of  conveyancing,  the 
Council  have  awarded  to  mm  the  prize,  consisting  of  a 
gold  medal,  founded  by  Mr.  Francis  Broderip,  of  Lincoln's- 
inn. 

The  number  of  candidates  examined  this  term  was  132 ; 
of  these  126  passed  and  7  were  postponed. 
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MONBT  MABKBT  AMD  CiTT  InTBLLIOCNCE. 

The  first  few  days  after  onr  last  report  exhibited  no  change 
in  the  tone  of  the  markets  or  the  waiting  attitude  of  persons 
concerned.  The  announcement,  however,  of  a  repudiation  by 
Prussia  of  the  Luzemborg  guarantee  had  a  rather  depressing 
influence,  and  the  funds  ud  foreign  markets  close  rather 
weaker  than  this  time  last  week.  Tiie  railway  market 
seems  but  very  slightly  affected  in  sympathy,  and  the  favour- 
able traffic  returns  lately  issued  may  hare  borne  weight  with 
investors. 

The  ordinary  general  meeting  of  the'Grosham  Life  Assurance 
Society  was  held  on  Thursday  at  the  head  office  of  the  company, 
37,  Old  Jewry.  The  report  stated  that  the  new  premiums  for 
the  year  were  £60,103  13s.  Sd.;  the  annual  income  £418,377; 
tmd  the  realised  assets  £1,463,012.  A  bonus  of  £60,000  was  de- 
clared. 

The  prospectus  of  the  London  Tramways  Company  (Limited) 
has  been  issued.  The  object  of  this  company  ia  to  acquire  and 
work  OS  one  consolidated  undertaking  two  separate  metropolitan 
tramways,  incorporated  under  special  Acts  of  Parliament  passed 
in  the  two  last  sessions — viz.,  those  of — 1.  The  Metropolitan 
Street  Tramways  Company  (tie  first  company  which  obtained 
an  Act  for  ttamways  in  London).  2.  The  Fimlice,  Pockham, 
and  Greenwich  Street  Tramways  Company.  The  capital  is 
£260,000,  in  26,000  shares  of  £10  each.  9,760  shares  will 
be  allotted  in  exchange  for  a  corresponding  number  of  shares 
of  the  existing  shareholders  of  one  of  the  oompanies,  leaving 
for  subscription  16,260  shares.  The  two  tramway  companies 
before-mentioned  are,  by  their  present  Acts,  empowered  to  con- 
struct and  work  trajnways  in  nearly  all  the  main  thoroughfares 
on  the  south  side,  and  extending  to  Victoria-station,  Findico,  on 
the  north  side  of  the  Thames,  comprising  twenty-five  miles  of 
street,  partly  single,  but  princifwdly  double  lines,  making  alto- 
gether about  for^-fire  and  a-balf  miles  of  tramway. 


ESTATE  BXCHAMaE  BEPOBT. 

AT  THE  MART. 

Doc.  6. — By  Messrs.  Fakbbbother,  Clask  &  Co. 

No.  62,  Crawford-street,  Portman-sqnaie,  term  174  years,  net 

rental  £39.     Sold  £360. 
No.  38,  Lisson-erove,  Paddington,  term  32  years,  net  rental 

£31.    Sold  360. 
No.  39,  adjoining,  same  term,  net  rental,  £26.    Sold  £310. 
A  leasehold  improved  rent  of  £30  per  annum,  secured  on  Nos. 

94  and  96  in  the  same  street,  and  for  the  same  term.  Sold  £400. 
A  leasehold  improved  rent  of  £20  per  annum,  secured  on  Nos. 

20  and  21,  Praed-street,  for  a  term  of  41  years.    Sold  £300. 
No.  87,  HaiTow-road,  Paddington,  term  66  years,  «et  rental 

^680.    Sold  £1160. 
No.  62,  Cambridge-terrace,  Paddington,  term    62  years,  net 

rental  £65.     Sold  £1,020. 
Freehold  public-house,  The  Czar's  Head,  situate  at  48,  Oreat 

Tower-street,  let  at  £76  per  annum.     Sold  £2,000. 
Freehold  public-house,  the  Star  and  Garter,  No.  126,  High- 
street,  Sboreditcb,  let  at  £76  per  annnia.    Sold  £480. 


A  leasehold  rent  of  £32  per  annum,  secured  upon  six  Iudm  Ii 
Keppel-street,  Chelsea,  for  a  term  of  37  yean.    Sold  £4Ii 
By  Mr.  Robbbt  Burrs. 

A  <k«ehoId  reaidence.  No.  16,  Royal-terrace,  Sootkeid.   SoU 
£2,460. 

By  Mr.  BoTOi. 

A  freehold  ground  rant  of  £4  per  annum,  secured  npim  >  etl- 
fatge  at  Mile-end — sold  £70  ;  fk^ehold  eroond  rent  kStfi 
annum,  secured  upon  two  houaea  at  Whetatons— eoU  t\k; 
freehold  ground  rent  of  £6  per  annum,  secured  apoi  tn 
houses  in  Barking-road — sold  £100;  freehold  gnoj 
rent  of  £6  per  annum,  secured  upon  two  hoaies  in  B»kii{- 
road — sold  £86 ;  freehold  ground  rent  of  £8  per  mum,  a- 
cured  upon  two  houses  in  Stepney — sold  £li5;  bidill 
^nnd  rent  of  £4  16s.  per  annum,  secured  upon  twowssi 
m  Newington-green — sold  £106 ;  two  freehold  gtoind  im 
of  £3  eaok  par  annum,  secured  upon  two  houses  in  Nniipx- 
green — each  sold  £66 ;  freehold  ground  rent  of  £3  ps  imi, 
eecured  upon  twohousea  at  Mudmay-park— aold  £7i;in- 
hold  ground  rent  of  £6  per  annum,  aeourednpon  taiMia 
in  Roman-road — aold  £100 ;  freehold  ground  rent  of  fl  |e 
annum,  aecured  upon  two  houses  at  Belvedere,  KiBt-w 
£470. 

A  plot  of  freehold  building  land  at  Buckhurst-hill,  100 1^ 
166  ft.     Sold  £200. 

A  plot  of  freehold  building  land  at  Buckhurst-hill,  SO  It. )} 
166  ft.     Sold  £110. 

Seven  plots  of  freehold  building  land,  at  Romford,  Eao.  SiH 
£160. 

.\T  OARRA WAT'S  COFFEE  HOUSS. 
Dec.  6. — By  Mesars.  Bbltoit. 

No.  19,  St.  Leonard' s-street,  Pimlico,  term  63  yesn,  pxii 
rent  £4.    Sold  326. 


BIBTBS.  MABBI&GBS.  ABD  DBATEI. 

BIRTHS. 

Lake— On  Dec.  10,  at  Roe-green  House,  Eingsbmy,  ti?  r& 
of  Benjamin  Greene  Lake,  Esq.,  of  Lincaln's-inn,  of  >  sol 

Mtbubqh — On  Dec.  9,  at  8,  Grosvanor-terraoe,  PrinceVisit, 
Liverpool,  the  wife  of  Phillip  A.  Mybuigh,  Eiq.,bani>leMl- 
law,  of  a  daughter. 

MABRUOBS.  ,  , 

Dynb— Ldbbock— On  Dec.  13,  at  Ecdes,  Norfolk,  John  Bai- 
ley Dyne,  M.A.,  of  Lincoln' s-inn,  barrister-at-lsw,  to  to- 
mond  Alice,  youngest  daughter  of  the  Rev.  Kichsrd  Labira, 
rector  of  Eccles. 

Nash— Flo  ATE— On  Dec.  10,  at  St.  Mary's,  Newingtai,W« 
Robert  Nash,  Esq.,  solicitor,  to  Eliza  Charlotte,  onljdradw 
of  the  late  Joseph  Lambert  Floate,  Esq.,  of  Shicbliiai 
Surrey. 

Nathan— Tt'KSBE— On  Dec.  16,  at  the  parish  chardi. A* 
thorpe,  Yorkshire,  Nathaniel  Nathan,  of  the  Inner  TfSI* 
Esq.,  barristar-at-law,  to  Helen,  only  daughter  of  Ita* 
Turner,  Esq.,  of  Doncaster. 

DEATHS. 

Bensett— On  Deo.  14,  at  65,  Chepstow-plaoe,  Biysw, 
Sophia,  wife  of  Saint  John  Bennett,  of  the  Temple,  w- 
rister-at-law,  aged  49.  , 

Sheppakd— On  Dec.  3,  at  "Wells,  Somerset,  Henry  ^^ 
Sheppard,  Esq.,  solicitor,  aged  38. 


LOBDON  QAZETIES. 


Professional  Putnarahips  DinolTal 

Friday,  Dec.  9,  IS70. 
Skilbeek.  Wm,  tc  Edwd  Clavey  Griffltb,  Bedfl>rd.row,  Uiddi,  Atto*)* 
and  Solicitors.   Aug  31. 

'Winding-op  of  Joint  Stodc  Compuiat. 

F«ID4T,  Dec.  9,  I8T0. 
LnnTED  iH  Cbascsbt. 

HlrwainOosl and  Iron  Company  (Limited).— Petition  fot«i'*»«"' 
presented  Deo  8,  directed  to  be  beard  before  the  Master  o'  '■'  ^ 
on  Sstntday,  Deo  IT.  Vallance  &  Vallance,  Esaex^t.  Stnid ;  f^ 
toe  Prcta  &  Inaldp,  Biiatoi,  solicitore  for  the  petitioner. 

Intemstional  Und  Credit  Company  ( Umited).— Lord  ^n>°='.'i^ 
bas,byanorderdata<lJnne  24,  appointed  Sir  Hy Drttmini»4"»2 
Boacombe  Tower,  Ringwood,  Geo  Aognstoi  Cape,  a.  Old  JnTi*" 
Wm  Tniqaand,  16,  Tokaohonse-yd,  to  be  official  Bqaidaton. 

Ueisey  and  Weaver  Company  (Umited).— Petition  for  «indli«  SP^ 
sented  Dee  6,  directed  to  be  heard  before  Vice  Chsncollor  Wi*»!^ 
7,  Btone-bldgs,  Uncoln's-tnn,  on  Tuesday,  Dec  M.  Billa*  W^ 
solicitor  for  the  petitioners.  .._.,«- 

Parcels  Conveyance  Company  (Limited).— Petition  for  windlni  "M^ 
sented  Nov  16,  directed  to  be  heard  before  Vice  CbueeUv  W^^ 
Dec  17.    Lawrence  »  Co,  Old  Jewr7-chambera,sollcitoo»r IMF 

tionera. 

TuiSDAT.  Dee.  18, 1870. 
URUitrraD  ih  CBAKcsaT.  .„_  ,-aj. 

Medical,  Invalid,  and  General  Lift  Assorance  Societ]r.-Cr«dU«<  ^ 
ing  in  London  are  required,  on  or  before  Jan  10,  to  wad  u" J^ 
and  addraaaea,  and  the  paracolaia  of  tbeir  debti  at  <^>»!^JiZat 
Yonng.  16,  TokenhouM-yard.  Monday  Jan  SO  (oot  Jin  1  M  "•*», 
of  Nov  29),  at  12,  U  appointed  for  hearing  and»diudlc»»«W  "P" 
debta  and  claims. 
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LnDTDn  CaAaetn. 

itiatie  nd  Fadfle  IstcnwilOB*!  Ship  Cinil  Compaar  (Umitad),— 
Vict  OaaeeDor  Stgart  has,  by  u  order  dated  Nor  SI,  npctntad  Sap- 
tiniii  Fni  Porter,  1  l7,Bi>liopag«te-it  VttUo,  to  to  oOdal  Uvtldator. 
Cnditiin  ire  nqnired,  on  or  t>cft»re  Ju  1,  to  MDd  their  nnoee  md 
lUnmn,  and  the  pardcnJira  of  their  debt*  or  elalmi,  to  Beptlmu 
rni  Farter,  117,  Blihopent^et  Within.  TDeadsy,  Jan  IT  at  I,  la 
arpoiDled  for  bearioK  >od  a4Jiidicatii>(  opco  tiw  Mhta  and  eUlmi. 

DCTio  asd  Corivill  Orasite  Companj  (Limited) — 'nee  ChaooeUor 
Mtliaa  iMi,  Il7  an  order  dated  Sec  S,  ordered  that  the  abore  oomiiaBy 
be  vend  ip  by  thia  court.  Snell,  Oeorge-at,  Manalwi  Honaa,  aotteitor 
lor  tbapatitloBer. 

l[c<)ataa,  Brahera  (Limited).— Vice  Oiaaoellor  Stnart  haa,  bj  an  order 
dated  Dec  3,  ordered  that  the  abOTe  oompany  be  wonod  op  bj 
tlw  court   Ponvook,  Tbteadnecdie-at,  aolicitor  Ibr  the  petitioDcr. 

OiTcU  Orrter  Flibery  (Limited).— The  Master  of  the  Bolla  haa,  by  an 
Older  dalad  Dec  i,  ordered  that  the  abore  Sdiery  be  womd  np  by  thia 
eoart.  ftaebora,  Baekleralmry,  aoUdtor  for  the  petitioner. 

OooniT  Pai.Anin  or  Iianoanu. 
FainiT,  Dee.  9^  1870. 

XcrioeethBlateaiid  Slab  Company  (Llmiled).—'Vloe(%anBeI10T'Wlekena 
hai,  Vj  u  order  dated  Dec  I,  ordered  that  the  abore  oompany  be 
mead  op.  Faitiii(toi>  A  Allen,  Manch,  aoUdton  for  the  petitionera. 

fttandlrSodMias  Ufai^Tad. 
ruDAT,  Dee.  9, 1870. 
Cnkn  Friendly  Society,  'Wheatabeaf  Inn,  Weit  Badden,  Northampton, 

Dae  7. 
Catt;  tad  Peace  FMendlx  Society,  Klag'a  Head  Inn,  Na  wport,  lale  of 
VWU.  I)ae7. 

TmaDAT,  Dec.  13, 1870. 
KontaanlenaUreLlia  AaanianceandBick  Boneflt  Society,  Leleeetar- 

mHocthaaiplai.    Dee  8. 
FMeal  the  Taney  Friendly  Sooietr,  King'a  Amu  Inn,  Tamerton  Fol- 
liott,I)«TDD.  Dec*. 

Cn^tmi  midar  llUtas  in  CbMiutfj. 
Jjut  Dmf  of  Proof. 
KainaT,  Deo.  9, 1870. 
iUiadtr,  PMk,  Lpool.   Hatter.    Jan  i.    AUeodar  «  AUender,  V.(^ 

taait.  Markby  1 0>,  Kew-aq,  Lincoln'e-inn. 
iMda,  hi,  Duk-rd,  Stoekrrell,  Oent.    Jan  9.    Staeey  v  Simmons,  V.O. 

Vatai.  Treiit,  Boddnghrm-et,  Strand. 
liak,Dmid,Fair«>rd,  Olonceater,  Oent.    Jan  11.    Beak  v  Beak,  T.C. 

lataa.  Chntb,  Halmeebnry. 
Kutaitlndirtg  Alex,  St  Panl'a^horchyard,  Eaq.    Dee  81,    Barber  » 

btte.TX:.  Stnart.    Heather  ft  Co,  Fatemoater-rotr. 

nto.IibaHiBpton,  Aebford,  Kent,  Stockbroker.  DaoBI.  Butler* 
•rt^  T.C  Stiart    Webb,  Ar|yll-at.  Begent-at. 

0»*iitAt!te,  Sarah,  Charlee-et,  Lomdea-aq.  Jan  8.  C9unnberhnne  * 

Si<ieta.lU.    Hrath,  Warwick. 

Ona^iai,  Mary  KHz,  Malrem  Honae,  <}Iqiham.    Jan  2.    HatTenden 

■utvle;,  T.C.  snart.     Eldred,  Ot  Jamea-at,  BadlMI-row. 
»pai«d,Bitht  Hon  Alberie,  Lord  WUIoogfabyda  Ereaby,  Bertie 

HoM.  Twickenham.    Jan  U.     FardU  *  Chambre,  V.C.  Baoon. 

SWiiii«a.lta»<t. 
nnr.JolioWadham,  Martin,  Lincoln,  Eaq.    Jan  II.    norer  •  Btorar, 

T.C.  Staart.   Simpaon  A  Millington,  Boaton. 
e^Tbot,  Alnwick,  MorthnmberlaBd,  Pawnbroker.  Jan  I.  O'Flynn* 

Tremr.v.aHalhia.    Bnahy,  Alnwick, 
mui,  Jotab,  Piinca'a  Eiid,  Stafford,  Bnteber.    Jan  18.    Hyde « 

Eollaad,V.C.Stoart.    Dnignan  ft  Co,  Walaall. 
JM,  DaTU  Darla  Matthaw,  Faniance,  Cornwall,  Maater  liarinar. 

Jiii6.  Jimne  Harrlaon,  U.R.    Hartiaoa,  Walbrook. 
mn,Cadl,  Winchester,   Lient.  in  H.H.  19th  Bag.  ofFoot.    Jan9. 

Lmb  t  RiWra,  lt.R.    Bowker,  Winoheatar. 
raoti,  Tbot  Oeagh.  Denbigh,  Oent.    Jan  11.    Morgan  *  Hngbea,  V.O. 

Staart.   Darka,  Denbigh. 
^1!*^  Bir  Chaa  Aahe,  Montreal.  Canada,  Commaader-in-CaUef. 

DttU.  Vanaeee  Windham,  V.C.  Bacon.    Hanaeli,  Norwich. 

Nbxt  or  KiK. 

lak,I)aoiel,Fair<9rd,aioneester,  Chot.    Jan  II.    Beak  e  Baak,  V.C. 
Bieao. 

Unie,  buc,  Tottenham  Hale,  Middx,  Oent.     AprU  20.     Smith  * 

*an«t,V.C.Mallna. 

TUESSAT,  Dec  18, 1870. 
•"nWjy,  Lot,  Edge  Farm,  Derby,  Fanner.   Jan  2.    Bnrley  *  Saint, 

V-C-Snart.   Storer, Manch. 
8QWI1.  Chaa,  Brixtoa-rd,  Stockbroker.    Jan  9.    Bojrdell  *  BoydoU, 
JIC  »mt.    Slack,  Monnt-etiGroarenor-sq. 
"era,  Edwin,  Battoo,  Surrey,  Boildar.    Jan  II.    Bnrgesa  •  Ere,  V.C. 

"ajaa.  Farrier,  Union-ct,  Old  Broad-at. 
W,  Haanah,  Kirby  Mooraide,  York.    Jan  18.    Babies  «  Balnea,  V.C. 

Stair  Fetch,  girby  Mooraide. 
»w,GecAmadel,Snaaez,  (leat.    Deo  80.    Clonauble  o  Grant,  V.C. 
-  *»  Hoteiea,  AmndeU 

■«U>aTi<l,Mn,George-at,Tower-hUl.  Wine  Merchant.    Jan  10.    Klt- 
nS?  !."*"•  ^-C-  Stuart.    Green,  MItro-ct-chambers  .Temple . 
■»5.  award  Thoa,  Sale,  Cheater,  Fiaancial  Agent.    Jan  7.    Birk- 

>«  1  Bealop,  Begiatrar's  offlee,  Manch. 
wbg,  John  Flaher.NorwIeh,  Norfolk,  Millwright.    Jan  9.    Onrling 
J^*«".V.C.Maline.    Miller,  Norwich. 

"■■Miarnret  Oraca  Ooidon.  Chnlmleigb,  Deron.    Jan  10.    MaeUa 
JDnlkf,  T.g  gtnart.    Biahop, Exeter. 
■■"?■.  Joiae,  Braniear,  York,  Gardener.    Jan  81.    BUeyoBUer, 

V.C.  Smart    Janaon  ft  (S),  Wakeilold. 

Citatan  under  22  &  23  Tiet  cap.  tS. 
Last  Day  of  Claim. 
FawAT,  Dec.  9, 1870. 

■J».I>«alal  SBbbon,  Acre-hue.  Brixton,  Eaq.    Jan  1.    Sawbridgeft 
-"■awre,  Wood.4t,  Cbeapaide. 

wN/^Sl**""  *•<«*  •'•™.    SkeUaeradale,  Lancaster,  Farmer. 
*<«.   France,  Wigan. 


Bmke^WmBy,  Thlatla-giore,  Sooth  KeBilagtw,  Eaq.   £tebl.   QSOt 

Old  Broad-at.  , 

Cbates,  Hoe,  ArUngaithdale,  Ttrk,  Mlntag  Agent.    Jan  2.     Tomlia, 

Bichmond. 
Oreaaland,  Chaa,  BnddenMd,  York,    WoeDan  Cloth  Mannlutnrer. 

Feb  10.    Learoyd  ft  Learoyd,  Hnddoia&aid. 
Croia,  OeoHy,  Batklng,KaaBX,  OlaiieT.    Jan  14.    Blswitt,  New  Broad, 

at. 
Croydon,  Kichard,  Forehiidge,  StatTord,  Oant.   Ian  1    SpUabnry,  Staf- 

lord. 
Daridsan,  Jaa,    Sandgata,  BerwIek-npon-Tiraad,    BnUdar.     Jan  10; 

Sandenon,  Barwiok-nnon-Tweed. 
De  la  Rne,  Wm  Fradk,  Harley'at,  Merchant.    Feb  1.    Wilaonft  Co, 

Copthall-bldga. 
Ede,  Geo  Matthew,  Sonthampton,  Eaq.    Jan  8.    Chaen  ft  Moberlsy,. 

Southampton. 
Edmands,   Hatmah,  Klngawinftird,  StaOgnl,  Wldoir.    Feb  I.    Wight, 

Dudley. 
Elam,  Harriet  Susannah,  High-at,  Oamden-town.    Jan  6.    Dawbam  ft 

Wiaa,  March. 
Fox,  John,  Aahbooma,  Darby,  Attorney.    Feb  28.    Brawn,  Ashby-de- 

fat-Zoneh. 
Graham,  Hj  Olirer,  Eaat  Larant,  Suaaaz,  Captafai.    Feb  9.    Taylor  ft- 

Co,  FiimlTal'a-lnn. 
Harrrman,  Wm,  Tonbridge  Wella,  Kant, Hop  Merchant.    Jan  I.    Stan» 

ft  Co,  Tnnbrldga  Wella. 
Hodgson,  Robert  Nleholaon,  Ererton,   Lpool,  TUlow  (handler.    Jan  9. 

TonlmlnftCo,  VpoA. 
Laoey,  Edward,  Bnrbage,  Darby,  Manager.    Kb  11.    Sale  ft  Co, 

Vmnrtx 

Lister,  Wm,  St  SwitUn'a-lane.!  Baq.    Jan  24.    Hunter  ft  O),  New-sq, 

Llncoln'a.lnn. 
Matthews,  EUz.  Belitha-rillaa,  Bamabniy-park.    Feb  I.    Sawlnridge  ft 

Wrentmore,  Wood-at,  Cbeapeida. 
Meggitt,  Ann,  Howden,  Tork,  Widow.    Jan  IS.    Chaeo,  Howden. 
Morria,  Thomas,  Dmry-tona,  Engineer.    Jan  9.    Bicharda,  Warwick* 

at,Regent-at. 
Fiekard,  Jeremiah,  Leeds,  Bricklayer.    Dae  IC.    Simpaon,  Leeds. 
Pinner,  John,  Harwich,  Essex,    Gent.    Jan  81.    B.  8.  Barnes,  Har> 

wish. 
Bice,  Wm,  Waeton  Farell,  Northampton,  GenL     Jan  16.     Britten  ft 

Browne.  Northampton. 
Bobson.  Prlacllla,  Moreton-ia-Marah,  Olonceater.   Dec  81.    Matthewa, 

CardiiT. 
Thomaa.  Ann  Maria,  (nuton  Vale,  Briatol,  Spiniter.    Jan  21.    Miller, 

Bristol. 
Tbnma,  Ana,  Leeds,  Widow.    Dee  81.    Simpaon,  Leeds. 
Tyaon,  Thoa,  Euaton-sq,  Baq.    Jan  10.     Fawla  ft  Faaron,  New-Inn, 

Strand. 
Walker,  OeoWm,  Weatboome-gtore,  Ironmoagar.   Jan  10.    Fearoo, 

New-lim,  Strand. 
Wamee,  Beuben,  Ttbenham,  Norfolk,  Farmer.     Feb  10.      Browne, 

DIaa. 
Watkina,  Tboa,  Begent-at,  Trimming  Seller.    Jan  21.    Mason,  Maddox- 

st,  Ragent-et. 

TmaDAT,  Dae.  18, 1870. 
Bowring,  John,  Ot  Fortland-st,  Eaq.    Jan  II.    FaAar  ft  Co,  St  Panl'a 

chnruiyard. 
ElHott,  Wm  Hy,  Maitland  Honae,  Kensington,  Esq.   Jan  31.    Clayton 

ft  Sona,  Lancaater.pl,  Strand. 
Joaeph,  Toi 
lolton. 
King,  Edward,  Cold  Aahby,  Northampton,  Farmer.    March  1.    Deimia, 

Korthampton. 
Lawrence,  Timothy  Bigelow,  Boaton,  Snflblk,  Oant.    Feb  28.    Gnraon, 

Coptball-bldga. 
Maaon,  Daniel,  Wimbledon,  Land  Agent.    Febl.    Sturt,  Iroimiongar- 

lane, 
Mexboroogb,  Eight  Hon.  Anne,  Dowager  Oonnteasof.    Jan  31.    Farrar 

ft  Co,  LIncoln's-inn-llelds. 
Moore,  laaae,  St  John's-road.  Hoxton  Old  Town,  Maater  Tailor.    Jan 

38.    Montagu,  Buoklerabnry. 
Fym,  Margaret,  Oeronahtre-pl,  Fortland-pl.    Veb  2.   Meyriek  ft  Co, 

Old  Palace-yard,  Waatmlnater. 
Scott,  BenJForreater.Park'blU-rd,  Cnji(m,  Manager,   Jan  10.    Cow- 
dell  ft  <3rundy.  Budge-row. 
Sbiglelon,<3ias,  Exeter,  Deron,  Gent.    Feb  1.    WhidboumeftTOzer, 

Teignmonth. 
Wragg,  John  Daniel,  C3ieatertoD,  Cambridge,  Gent    Jan  3.    Prior, 

(^mbridge. 

Bftnkrnpts. 

FaiDAT,  Dec  9,  1870. 

Under  the  Banbiiptcy  Act,  1869. 

Creditora  must  forward  their  proofa  of  debta  to  the  Bagiatrar . 

To  Surrender  in  London. 

Freeman,  Thoa,  Upper  Thamea-st.  Coal  Merchant.    Fat  Dec  i.    Pepya. 

D6C  30  at  11. 
Maitland,  Wm  Lauderdale,  Tbnrtoe-sq.    Pet  Dec  7.     HazUtt.    Dec  21 

at  13. 
Qninn,  Thomaa ,  Mauley- pi,  Kannington-pk,  Builder.  PatDaoO.  Murray. 

Dec  19  at  13. 
Weld,  Sbirebnm  Joaeph  ,Plocadillr,  Oent.     Pet  Aug  12.     Pepya.    Dec 

23  at  11.30. 

To  Surrender  in  the  Q>untry. 
Bnaaell,  John,  Briatol,  Builder.    Pet  Dec  7.    Harley.    Briatol,  Dec  31 

at  13. 
Calcraft,  John,  Halifax,  Tork,  Contractor.    Pet  Deo  7.    Eankhi.  Hali- 

tax,  Dee  33  at  10. 
Flilary,  Richd.Jun,  Horfield,  Suisez,  MiUer.      Pet  Dec  6.      Eretshed. 

Brighton,  Deo  30  at  1 1. SO. 
Kennedy,  Jaa,  Reading,  Berks,  Tailor,    Pet  Dec  2.     Collins.    Reading, 

Dee  29  at  11. 
Eeyworth,  Wm,  Saxilby,  Lincoln,  Butcher.      Pet  Dec  3.     Uppleby. 

Lincoln,  Dec  17  at  11. 
Mooruey,    Wm,    sen,    Leeds,    Cloth   MannCactorer.     Pet    Dec    i. 

MarahaU.    Leeda,  DecSOat  II. 


Horrock^  Joaeph,  tonga,  Lancaster,  Dranghtaman.    Febl.    Oieen- 
taalgh^o' 
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KoooMT.  Wm.  jim.T*idoa,  Ttrk,  CMh  Hwiibotanr.     Fet  Dee  I. 

lUnhtU.    LM«s.Dee«OstII.  „    ^    ,      „ 

atwa, iM Wm. Tlymoulh,  SctoolnniNr.    PMIXcS.     Feuce.    Eui 

StooebODM,  Dec  13  >(  11.  .  _  „ 

Wlia&aoi«b,  Jt,  LaArhoMa,  ar  KUorpw,  Lueutar,  Stonamaion.    Fat 
Dae?.    BoeklarTOldiiua,  Dae  *l  at  11. 

TviiDAT.Dee.  IS,  UTO. 

Undar  the  Bankraptcj  Act,  1869. 

Cndlian  matt  Ibnnud  their  pioob  of  debti  to  the  BaffUtrar. 

To  Snmnder  la  London. 

Eiiaia,JaliDatapbeaa,  Mitn-et.  lOIk-it,  Mantle  KuaiKtDTer.     Fat 

Dee  t.    Monay.    Jantatll. 
Tonar,  Oao  Hovuth,  Ftiacea^t,  HanaTer-eq,  Oarrer.     Pat  Dae  8. 
nut.    Jan  IS  at  II. 

To  Snirender  in  the  Coantry. 
'^»"»"«  Wm,  Deeping  8t  Jamea,  Lincoln,  Shoeaiker.      Pet  Dae  It. 

Gachea.    Fatatbonngh,  Deo  SI  at  10. 
Claike,Tboe,Biigele7,8tafr<ird,Oraeer.  Pet  Dee  10.  Spilibnry.  Stafbrd, 

DecSOatll. 
Fai,  JohB,  WhiteiarUh,  Wilt*.  Yeoman.  Pet  Deo  9.  Wiluo.  SaUaboiy, 

Dee  *4  at  II. 
Ftettag,  Ohaa,  Sonthampton,  Ontfltter.    Pet  Dec  8.    Tborndilce.    Sonth- 

amploa,  Dec  M  at  1. 
Ladmar,  Thoa,  Bradford,  Tork,  StnlT  Minnlhftnrer.    Fat  Dae  9.  Bobia. 

•on.    BnuUterd,  Dec  IS  at  9. 
La  Patonrel,  W.,  Waterloo,  nr  Lpool,  Gent.    Pet  Deo  9.  Wataon.  Lpool, 

Deo  »  at  12. 
Lord,  Joaepb,  Blaekbom,  Laneaahlre,  Draper.     Pat  Dae  8.     BoItOB. 

Blackbom,  Dee  It  at  IS. 
Uaaaer,  Darid,  Snrbiton  Hill,  Sorref,  BoiUer.     Fat  Dae  9.     Ball. 

Kbucaton,  Deo  S9  at  3. 
Hajrarg,  Altwit  Clement,  Stafford,  Boot  Kaaaflictarer.     Pet  Dee  9. 

qiilabnry.    StaSbrd.  Deo  30at  II. 
Hues,  Oeo,  Snrbiton  Hill,  KingMon-on-Thamet,  Orocer,      Pet  Dee  9. 

BeU.    King>»>n.on-Tbamea,  Deo  S9  at  i. 
note,  Wm,  ScarboroaKh,  Tork,  Wine  Herchant.    Pet  Dec  3.    Woodall. 

Scarborough,  Deo  30  at  2. 
Boatledge,  Bobt,Appleton-npon-Wlrke,  Tork,  Farmer.      Pet  Dee  It. 

Jefbrion.    Northallerton,  Dee  SS  at  II. 
Baxbjr,  Tbos  Uaud,  Cberiton.    Pet  Dee  8.    Thondike.    SonthamptOB, 

Deo  96  at  ISO. 

BANCRUFTCIES  ANNin.LED. 
FaiDAT,  Dec.  9, 1870. 
Ooombe,  Cbaa  Wm,  Bueell'^t,  Dnuj^aae,  TWlor.    Dee  9. 
Stanley,  Wm,  ft  Edwd  Stanley,  Hotpeth,  Northnmberland,  Watehmakan. 

Angao. 

ToisDar,  Dec  13, 1870. 
Fltiroy,  Ernest  Jai  Angustos.    Nor  18. 
Holding,  John,  &  Alfd  Dickena,  8t  Hary'a-road,  Harnsey,  Ba  lldere. 

Deo  8. 
Tbomaon,  Ednrnnd,  Hanch,  Comm  Agent.    Dec  8. 

Liquidition  by  Amafgeauat. 
FUtST  UBETINOS  OF  CBEDITORS. 
FaiDiT,  Dec.  9, 1870. 
Agntter,  Frank,  Brentford ,  Bootmaker.  Dec  SO  at  4,  at  office  of  Wood- 
bridge  ft  Sonii,  Clifford'i-inn,  Fleet-st. 
Aiutin,  TboB,  Rochdale,  Lancaster,  Greengrocer.    Dec  t]  at  II,  at 

offices  of  Roberta  &  Sons,  John-tt,  Rochdale, 
Axtell,  Jas,  Aston  Clinton,  Buckingham,  Ropemaker.    Dec  SO  at  IS,  at 

offices  of  Hendrnon  &  Redhead,  Fenohurcb-st.  Borwood,  Aylesbnry. 
Anonl,  Francesco,  k  William  yilcbe?.  Old  Broad-st,  Merchants.    Dec 

S8  at  12,  at  the  Guildhall  Tarem,  Gresham-st.    Head  k  Coode,  Mark- 
lane. 
Biggs.  Fredk,  Swansea,  Glamorgan,  Chemist.    Dec  21  at  II,  at  olBces  of 

J.  H.  Clifton,  Wlnd-st,  Swansea.    Biggs. 
Bowers,  Ctas,  Portsea,  Soathampton,  Licensed  Victualler.    Dec  22  at 

II,  at  31  Bt  Qeorge's-sq,  Portsea.    Champ. 
BlOMhnrst,  Jas,  Congleton.  Chester,  Cab  Proprietor.    Dec  31  at  10,  at 

OlBce  of  Messra.  Cooper,  Lawtao'^t.  Congleton. 
Brown,  Joseph  CnlTerwell,  Bedford,  Draper.  Dec  3S  at  3,  at  office  of  W. 

Stinuon,  Mili.st,  Bedford. 
Bncknell,  Danl,  8nrrey->t,  Croydon.  General  Dealer.    Jan  S  at  3,  at 

effices  of  Godfrey  St  Watson,  High-st,  Croydon.     A.  8.  Godflrey, 

Baainghall-st. 
Bmrell,  By,  Fortland-st,  St  James's,  Frame  Maker.    Deo  39  at  2,  at 

18,  Coleman-it.    Ulller  k  Miller. 
Campbell,  Andrew  Denoon,  Cblppenham'rd,  St  Peler's-pk,  Harrow-rd, 

Gent.    Dec  20  at  2,  at  oSkxs  of  H.  A.  Dabois,  Qteaham-bldgs,  Ba- 

ainghsU-st.    Lay,  Chancery-lane. 
Clamp,  Thos,  Landelli-rd.  East  Dniwich,  Bnllder.     Dec  16  at    12,  at 

offices  of  J.  U.  Dohson,  Cbsnoery-obambers,  Quallty-conrt,  Chancery- 
lane. 
Claydon,  John,  Tork,  Broahmaker.    Dee  23  at  l,at  offices  of  Messrs. 

Mnmnett,  Jndges'-ct,  Tork. 
Condy,  Oeo  Thos,  Falcon-rd,  Battarsea,  Attorney.    Dec  23  at  3,  at  33, 

Lnpos-street,  iMmlico.    Mirfin,  Stapleainn,  Holborn. 
Cot  esdck,  John,  Congleton,  Cheater,  Attorney's  Clerk.    Dec  SI  at  It,  at 

oiBcea  of  Messrs.  C  oper,  Lawton^t,  Congleton. 
Dalby,8aml,Brad«)rd,  Tork,  BooksaUar.    Dec  33  at  10,  at  offices  of 

J.  Green,  Aldermanbnry,  Bradford. 
DaTia,  Cbas,  Usyter-rd,  BrUton,  BoUder.    Dec  21  at  3,  at  offices  of  0. 

U.  Wetherfleld,  Gresham-bldgs. 
Day,  Wm,  Bolton,  Lancaster,  Joiner.  Dec  SI  at  2,  at  offices ot  Ramwell 

c  Pennington,  Uawdsley-at,  Bolton. 
Day,  Wm,&  ThosRaby,  Bolton,  Lancaster,  Boilders.    Dec  SI  at  II, at 

offlcea  of  Ramwell  ft  Pennington,  Mawdsley-st,  Bolton. 
Downes,  Wm  White,  BIrm,  Draper.  Deo  SI  at  II,  at  office  of  E.  Parry, 

Bennett's-hill,  Birm. 
Ensor,  Thos,  Carntrron,  Clog  Hannfaotnrer.     De?  3t  at    IS,  at  the 

LlTeipojI  Arms  Hotel,  Brook-st,  Chester.    R.  D.  Williams,  Porth-yr- 

Aor,  CamarTon. 
Fretvell,  Geo,  Sheffield,  Confectioner.    Dec  SO  at  3,  at  oOoes  of  W.  J. 

Clegg,  Bank-st,  Sheffield. 


DkB« 

Blitk- 


FofTcat,  SamI,  Blaekbom,  Laneaatar,  BlseaitMsntikatitrsc.  D( 
t,  at  oficea  of  WUdlcg  *  Boa,  Baiik.tikaaban,  FsUsb«, 

FHday,' Wm,]iia,  CUflt,  Kant,  Millar.    DteiOatU,staaetii[W.w. 

Hayward,  Bigb-st,  Boehsster. 
Godwin,  John,  Jna.  Biim,  Froiterar.    Dec  St  at  11,  st  oOeailt. 

Parry,  Beonstf  s-bill,  Blim. 
Ooldswoithy,  Jas,  King-sl,  Snotr-hOl,  Bakar.   Dee  Si  st  II,  it  sOei  t! 

J.  H.  Pearoa,  OtttaparHt. 
Hampabire,  Matthew  Wm,  Hodlanaald,  Toik,  Builder.  Dee  ilitl, 

atoffiee  of  W.  Haigb,  Vtiw-tt,  Hnddersfiald . 
Haieomba.  G«o  Tnik,  ComwaD-iar,  Rye-lane,  Feekkaai,  Ttfls.  Ila 

It  at  S.  at  oOcea  of  B.  A>  Dnboia,  Qresbaffl-bldgs,  BiAipiS*. 

Maynard,  CUffiirdVlnn. 
Hawkins,  Edwin,  Dartmonth-tar,  Fotest^ni,  Caipentw.  Dee  Bel. 

at  olBea  of  E.  Downs,  Moorgala^t-chambets,  Hocgats^t.  Wete> 

field,  Oiaaham-bldgs,  City. 
Haiall,  Arttaar,  Hart-st,  Wood-st,  Leather  Herchant.  Dseiliil.s 

the  Onildhall  TsTem,  Oreaham-st.    Linklatets  ft  Co,  VsHmt 
Hineks,  John  (and  not  Hnicks,  as  emneonsly  printed  to  M  Ukf> 

Gaaette),  MarkfleM,  Leioeatar,  Fsnaar.    Dae  17  atS,  stiOai^i 

A.  Owston,  Friar-lane,  Laioeater. 
Hipkins,  Ann,  Binn,  Stationer.    Oeo  39  at  12,  at  office  tt  A.lElm, 

Paradiaa-st,  Birm.    Foster,  Birm. 
Hobern.John  Robt,  Addiscombe,  Croydon,  Bnllder.   Daell«t> 

6,  Broadway.  Lndgate-hlll.  .  ^ 

Homphreya,  Wm,  Corwen,  Merioneth,  Joiner.  Deettstl.sttktOn 

Oiyndwr  Hotel,  Corwen.    Loots,  Rnthin. 
Hnrst,  Wm,  Croston,  Lancaster,  Bnllder.    Dec  SSstll,  iliwi 

Cattley  ft  Fryer,  Llme-st,  Preston. 
Jackson.  John.  North  Ocmeaby,  Tork.    Dee  S3  at  11,  tl  Ua  SiH 

Hotel,  Mlddlesboroogh.    Bstnbridge,  Middlesborouih, 
Enowles,  Chas,  Tbomton-heath,  Croydon,  Grocer.    Dec  9  at  i,  u  <■•> 

of  Bath  ft  Co,  King  Wllllam-at.  ^     .^ 

Lane,  Jaa,  Sherinme,  Doiset,  Hotel  Keeper.    Dec  IS  at  4*il  U 

Digby  Hotel.  Sherborne.    Fnaaell  k  Co,  Bristid. 
Leers,  Chas,  WatUng-st,  Woollen  Wanhooaaman.   Dee  n  U  ll,i< 

offices  o(  W.  A.  Plankett,  Gntter-lane. 
Lewis,  Sarah,  Pontardawe.  Glamortaa,  Qrooer.    Dec  31  st  i,  it  wa 

of  Jones  ft  Cnrtls,  8onth-ter,  Naath.  _       , ,  _ 

Losrenthal,  Otto.  Lpool.  Menshant.    Jan  4  at  12,  at  offices  of  im 

Ford,  MscArthnr,  ft  Co,  The  Temple,  DalMt,  LpooU  B«ri*t 

Lyon,  Lpool.  „   ... 

Manrice.  Mortimer  Bache,  Bala,  Merioneth,  Comas  Agsat    Dk  »a 

1,  at  the  White  Uon  Hotel,  Hope-st,  Wrexham.    Passiaglitsi,  Ki. 
MoCntcheon,  Chas,  Camarron,  Shoe  Dealer.    DacSO  atS,attieli» 

pool  Arms'Hotol,  Brook-st,  Chester.  Williams,  Porth-r^-A^Ir,C^nll^ 


D«s  SO  at  3,  at  office  of  IuAkT. 
Dec  S3  at  1,  at  office  o(  Ha- 


Morris,  Idwd,  Lpool,  SUk  Uercar. 

Tork-bldgs,  Dale-at,  LpooL 
Morris,  Wm,  Lpool,  Boot  Mannbetatar. 

tera.  North  John-st,  Lpool.  , 

MoQlton,  Hairy  Jaa,  Birm,  Piotnre  Frame  Manafsetanr.  J»  iit>< 

at  office  of  Eaden,  Norwich  Union-chambers,  Bennett'i-UU,  Bims- 

ham. 
Oakfbrd.  Chas  Romain,  Swindon,  Wilta,  Dpholsterer.   Dec«»tll.« 

offlees  of  Einneir  &  Tombs.  High-st.  Swindon.  ,  ,    , . 

Paikar,  Wm  Michael,  Kingston-npon-Hnll.    Dec  31  at  13,  at  T,  UitlK 

Green  Ginger,  Kiagston-npon-HnU.    Mends.  , 

Pritcbatd,  Hn«^,  Ererton.  Lancaster,  Uason.    Dee  29  at  I,  at  oO-s  « 

Sheen  k  Martin,  Adelphi  Bank-chambers,  Sonth  Jokn-it,  !«»- 

Biggs,  Lpool.  J 

Priest,  Robt,  Birm,  |Eating-honse  Keeper.    Dec  SO  st  3,  at  o«»  • 

Rowlands,  Aim  St,  Birm.  , 

Pnlfoid,  Wm,  Birkenhead,  Chester,  Licensed  Ylctnaller.  Deciiiu'' 

at  ofliees  of  Anderson,  Market-crost-chamben,  Birksniiead, 
Purree,  Robt,  Jnn,  St  Mary  Cray,  Kent,  Grocer.   Dec  32  st  J,  it «»» 

of  Cook  k  Smith,  Cbeapslde.    Potter.  ^ 

Baby,  Tbos.  Bolton,  Lancaster,  Bnllder.    Dee  21  at  3,  at  oo»  • 

Ramwell  k  I>ennington,  Mawdsleyst,  Bolton.  ,  .  ^ 

Rabfeld,  Dsrid,  Leeds,  Jeweller.    Dec  16  at  11,  at  offices  of  fin 

Bank-chambei*,  Park-row,  Leeds.  , ..' 

Beares,  John,9nrgbaeld.  Berks,  Farmer.  Dee]Mat3,atoaoeofM« 

Vaebel-rd,  Gr^riars,  Reading.  ._  j 

Reynolds,  Robt,  Walsall,  Sufroid,Orooer.    Dee  S2  at  IS,  st  oa»  « 

Stanley,  Brtdge-st,  WalsaU.  „    ^,  , .. 

Robinson,  Wm  Owen,  Fontefcact,  Tork,  Wine  Merchant    Dec «  n  »■ 

at  cOlces  of  Gongh,  Msrket-at,  HndderaSeld.  .   .i  < 

Rnffle,  John,  Wnxall,  Isle  of  Wight,  Comaseieial  TraTdler.  Dee »  a 

11,  at  the  Slar  Inn,  I^de.    Hooper,  Newport.  , 

Shawe,  Thoa  Long,  Tbomas-st,  Horsleydown,  Lientenaat-Colaeei.  '" 

3  at  IS,  at  office  of  Towns,  Bow-st,  Oonnt-garden.  _, 

Tbwaltes,  Richd,  Mew  Elret,  Dnrbam,  Groeer.    Dec  S3  at  11,  si  oB» 

of  Salkeld,  Sadler. st,  Durham.  ._  ,i 

TImms,  By,  Fnlbam-rd,  Bromplon,  TaUor.    Dae  SS  at  S,  st  im»' 

Httlse  &  Co.  Cheapaide.  . ,_ 

Tner,  John,  &  Sam!  Wofonden,  Famwarth,  Lancaaler,  IrtaftoM""- 

Dec  21  ats,  at  office  of  Hall  ft  Rntter,  Aereefleld,  Bolton.    __,,,, 
Wbeatley,  Alfd  Hy,  New  Cross-rd,  luUan  Warehonseman.   D«c  "' 

1 1 ,  at  offlcea  of  Loretl,  King  Wllliam-et.  London-bridge. 
Williams,  John  Thos,  Ellesmers,  Salop,  Bootmaker.    Deo  St  si  <■> 

the  Onildhall,  Oswestry.    Moontford.  j 

Wright,  Jas,  Berkeley-st,  Rottaerithe,  Carman.  Dec  SI  at  3,  at  MH" 

Lawranoo,  Flews,  «  Co,  Old  Jewry-chambeta. 

TuaDAT.Dec.  13, 1870. 
Adams,  Benj,  Cardiff,  Jonrneyman  Shipwright     Doe  Stst  H.i''' 

Edward-pl,  Cardiff.  .,   ,  «  a 

Adamson,  Thomas,  Kingston-upon-Hnll,  Glass  Dealer.    Dec  31  s.  ^  " 

office  of  Summers,  Hanor-st,  Klngston-upan-Bull.  ^ 

Bates,  Frodc  Parmenas,  Brighton,  Sussex,  Bookseller.    Jsa3s«ii,» 

offices  of  Smith,  Fswdon,  ft  Low,  Bread-st,  Cheapaide.         ,  , ,  ^ 
Bebro,  Marcus,  Cheetham,  Manch,  General  Meivhant.    DeeS3al»." 

offices  of  Storer  &  Co,  Fonntain-st,  Manch.  ^  „„n. 

BMtwicli.  Thos,  fc  Wm  Bestwick,  Manch,  Smallware  Maaowcuw* 

Dec  39  at  3,  at  office  of  Leigh,  Brown-st,  Manch.  „.,-«, 

BllUngsley,  Chas,  Manch,  Saddler.    Jan  3  at »,  at  offlees  of  H*'***' 

Cross- st,  Manch. 
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HBO,  JcsiUumHr.  Chatham,  K«at,Plnml>er.    DK28«t  II,  it  offlcei 

el  Sii)>lieiuoii,  Oltiralar-pl,  N«T-id,  Chatham. 
tUr,  Jm,  LMda.  Draper.    See  M  at  10,  U  cOon  of  Ohaaner,  Dew* 

bint't-Udxa,  lCaacheater-id4Bradibrd. 
Btnekett,  Maigant,  Gateehead.  DortuuD,  Printer.    Dee  10  at  IS,  at 

cOoM  of  HoTle,  aUpIeiT,  fc  Hojla,  Moaler-ct,  Newcaatle. 
Ctfter.lfai7,Bekaato|Ml,iirPDa^iiool,IIoiiiiionth,Oroeer.   Dee  t7  at 

ILateOceioi  WJUiaiiu,Bl(h-it,Newport.    Oraham k Olbbe. 
CktBn,  Geo.  Sntton  Coldlleld,  Warwick,  Inokaeoer.    Jan  >  at  II,  at 

(dJc*  d  Walter,  Weaman-raw,  St  Harj'i-eq,  Birm. 
CkapUn,  Wm,  Great  Bridge,  nr  Weetbromwi&,  Stafford,  IBUar.    Deo 

12  at  3,  at  vKeB  of  Stoblx  ft  Fowke,  Waterleo-et,  Birm. 
Oox.  Edwd  baac.  Ottery  St  Mary,  DeTon,  Builder.    Deo  n  M  2,  at 

dUea  of  JtBvj,  Otterr  St  Uary. 
De  Jonch.  Jaa,  Slaneb,  Saleiman.    Deo  S4  at  II,  at  offices  of  Partiag- 

ton  ft  AQcn,  TownluU-bldga,  Klng>it,  Maneh. 
EMmod,  JohB,  Jon,  Mottlngbam,  Iiaea  Maoii{Ktarar.    Dee  lS]at  1>,  at 

ofBcM  of  EnCeld  k  Dowwn,  Low-paiement,  Nottingham. 
Ecel0a.Chas  Wni.StIfatthew'i-pl,Efrn-rd,Brizton,Snrgeoii.    Deo  28 
at  II, at  ofllees  of  Bnrchall  k  Bogers,  Soothampton-lildgi,  Chaneecr- 
lane.    Khid,  BadagbaU-et. 
BHa,  Wm  Procter,  k  Jas  TMraead  Moore,  Lpool,  Wise  Merehaats. 

Dec  Is  at  I.M,  at  oflBcee  of  Bellrioger,  North  John-et,  Lpool. 
Ikibaa.  AMd.  Hamate,  Kent.  Diaper.    Deo  27  at  3,  at  office  of  Weh< 
ater,  BaaittKball.et. 
Indaitek.  Leooard,  Bamw-tn-rnmesa,  Laneaiter,  Jeweller.   Jan  4  at 

S,  at  dBce  of  Jewph  &  Soae,  St  Paol'e-iQ,  Birm. 
fflercr,  John  Wm,  Leamington  Prion,  Warwick,  Plomber.    Deo  23  at 
2,  at  oOee  of  Gieenwajr  k  Co,  Jnrjr-it,  Warwiok. 
GoOkntan.  Wn  Hj,  Kiogaland-id,  Window-blind  Maker.    Dec  29  at 

\\  at  office  of  Fnuton,  Slon-coUege,  London-wall. 
Greeawood.  Stuannah,  Bochdale,  Lancaster,  ont  of  buinasi.    Dec  23 

atll.atofficaof  Standing,  Jon, The  Bntti,  Rochdale. 
Ban,  Bs,  Eaididind,  Hereford,  Fanner.    Deo  24  at  12,  at  the  Boyal 

OakHoiel.Sooth-st,  Leominiter.    Andrewe.  Leominater. 
Haniaue,  Watooo,  Canwick,  Lincoln,  Farmer.    Dee  23  at  11,  at  office 

e(  Tweed.  Gendhall,  Unooln. 
Bin,  Jotaa,  Enter,  ont  of  hoalneai.    Dec  23  at  i,  at  efllce  of  TaMman, 

Bedted-eiTcat,  Exeter. 
Btott,  Jaa,  Baahetane.  Laneaiter,  Boot  Dealer.    Deo  27  at  3,  at  oaca  of 

Millar  *  Davieo,  Chancerr-pl,  Bootb-et,  Minch. 
Hochta,  Joke,  Tsnstall.  Staffed,  Grocer.   Dec  26  at  3,  at  the  Ck^eUad 

Ana  Hotd,  Stoke-npon-Treut. 
lader,  Jalin,  Dodler.  Wotveeter,  Uconaed  Victualler.    Dee  28  at  II,  at 
the  VhHe  Hart  Hotel,  Bnrton-npon-Trent.     Perks,  Bnrtoo-npoa- 
Ticst. 
Jackaoa.  fieo.  Brittol,  Boot  Mannlkotnrer.    Dec  21  at  12,  at  oOoo  of 

TiaA  k  Co.  I«ool.chamliers,  Oom-st,  Bristol. 
Jagger.Betl.  Uool,  Leather  Merchant.    Dec  23  at  2,  at  offlco  of  Cot- 
tea,  AMjUlimk-chambera.  South  John-st,  Lpool. 
Jaaes,taiik6eo,  Bristol.  Boot  Manofketnrer.    Dee  23  at  II,  at  offices 

ef  E  H.BeOU«bani,  AlbioiKhambsrs,  Broad-st,  Bristol. 
'/akasaa.Jat.Siaderlsnd,  Durham,  Grooer.    Dec  22  at  11,  atofficee  of 

^ktrewdt  Ca,Jobn-it,  Sonderlaad. 
•J«e>ea.Gse,l(sBdi,  Shoe  Dealer.  Dec2Sat  12,  at  Offices  of  T.L.Brongh, 

aifarT's-pl.BUflbrd. 
Joaes^JonaMiaarrice,YstaIyfera,  Glamorgan,  Draper.    Dec  23  at  I,  at 

ofleee  of  Williams  fe  Co,  Exchange,  Bristol.    Beckiogham,  Bristol. 
Joaiea,  fisnUi,  CMdecott,  Uonaooth,  Grocer.    Deo  2S  at  12,  at  ofllees  of 

Crow  k  Co,  Small-tt-et,  Bristol.    Benson  k  EUatson,  BrIatol. 
Kc)rwiiod,]aa,Bognor,  Sossex,  Boildar.    Jan  2  at  2,  at  the  Dolphin 

Hotal,  CUchMter.    Stacker,  Brighton. 
Erk,  Edward,  Brick-lane,  Spitalfialds,  Com  Dealer.    Dae  22  at  12,  at 

oAeesof  Solib  k  Co,  Brad-st,  Chcapslde. 
Latiner,  Digb;,  fe  Gto  Latimer,  Eastchesp,  Chemical  Agents.    Jan  Sat 

2,  at  offices  of  Lawrence  k  Co,  Old  Jewrycbambers. 
liOTi,  Peter,  Birkeahead,  Chester,  ProTisian  Dealer.    Dec  23,  at  IS  at 

eOees  of  T.  V.  Dostnbam ,  Market-et,  Birkenhead. 
Llard.Kieliard  Owen  Elwio,  Norwich,  Coal  Merchant.    Dee  21  at  11  ,at 

effleaaor  MUerfc  Son,  Bank-ohambers,  Norwich. 
Teanler,  Wm  Bomaty  Logg  Charlton,  k  Stephen  Tearslejr,  Commer- 
cial Sale  Booeu,  Hineing-lane,  Colonial  Brokers.    Dec  24  at  1 2,  at 
eOees  eru.  Eapson,  Moorgsta-at. 
Lraan.  Geo,  Birm,  Painter.    Deo  23  st  II,  at  office  Of  E.Parrjr,  Ben- 

senvhfll,  Birm. 
KeCallacb.  Joiin,  Raquet-ot.  Fleet-st,  Bookbinder.    Dec  30  at  12,  at 
•OcmofBoaeyk  Co,  King-at,  Cheapsida.    Titt,  Old  Jewiy-cham- 
ken. 
Vagrare,  B  j  Bndd,  Honiton,  DeTOn,  Grocer.    Dec  27  at  3,  at  13,  Bad- 
wd^cirtoa,  Exeter. 
aathan,  Gnstans,  Uancb,  Tailcr.    Dec2Sat3,  at  offices  of  J.  Sampson, 
ioathKtaig.st.IIanch. 

■«*.  Edwin,  Rowley  Kegia,    SUfibrd,  Coalmsster.    Deo  30  at  11,  at 
^Bces  of  W.  Sbakespeare,  Chnreb-st,  Oldbnry. 
■^rciTal,  Wm,  Barton-opon-HDmber,  Llnooln,  Hattreaa  MauQfketnrer. 
I>ec  23  at  II,  at  offices  of  H.  £.  Maaon,  Wbiteoroas-st,  Barton-npon- 
Hsmber. 

•anmiasn,  Lonis,  Ontter-lane.  Foreign  Warehonseman.    Dec  29  at  1. 
>t  the  Chamber  of  Commerce,  Cheapside.    Lewis  k  Lewis,  Ely-pl, 
.Heiboni. 

't'Kr.Hy,  Barbican  market,  Com  Merchant.    Dec  20  at  3,  at  offlcee  of 
^.  E.  Marshall.  Batton-garden. 

"lidte.  Edward,  Chatham,  Kent.  Draper.    Dec  22  st  II,  at  offices  of 
^'.  Fonaton,  Sioa-coUege,  i»ndoD-waII. 

^■«>ki.Wm,Gerleston.Soirolk.  Smackowner.    Dec  23    at  1,  at  offices 
,  «(  J.  Le  Mardiant  Blsbop.HaIl-pl,  Gt  Tarmoath. 
^M^  Tbes  Hooldawortb,  Blaekpool.  Lancaster,  Joiner.    Deo  22  at  II , 
.at  office  of  Tomer  k  Son,  Fox-st,  Preaton. 

"^A,  Wm.  Clayton.le-Moors,  Lancaster,  Grocer.    Dee  28  at  11,  at 
.  efficesof  Ckmgh  k  Folding,  Taekett-st,  Blackbom. 
^Bsoa,  Ibea,  Darby,  Klastie  Web  Manotaecnrer.    Jan  Sat  1.30, at 
.  effieta  of  Gamble  k  Cooke,  FuU-at,  Derby. 

^eaer,  Adolphn^  Brighton,  Sasaex,  Tobacconist.    Dec  24  at  12,  at 
^eOcesor  A.  F.  Oell,  Ship-st,  Brighton. 

<«ee;,  Saanal,  Wootton  Baaaett,  wUls,  Cora  Factor.    Deo  28  at  12,  at 
0">a of  Kinnier  k  Tombs,  Blgh^t,  Wootton  Baasett. 
<taBog,  Parkin,  Jan,  Seaham  Barbour,  Durham,  Builder,    Dec  27  at 
s,  n  office  af  W .  B.  Brewis,  Boyal-arcade,  NewcasUa-upon-Tyne. 


Welch,  Bleaaor,  Maneh,  Dreasmakar.    Dee  27  at  S,st  oOcasof  J.W. 

Addiahaw.  King-st,  lUneb. 
White,  Fredo  Edward,  HerwtOb,  Lioeased  TletaaQer.    Dee  23 at  12, at 

cffioaa  of  Emeiaon  k  Sparrow,  Bampant  Horaa^t,  Morwieh. 
Wfana,  March,  Lambeth-rd,  Bnllder.    Dae  28  at  I2l  at  oOata  of  Beadk 

Lorell,  Gnildhall-chamkwa,  Bastnghall-at. 
Wiihelma,  KroamaU,   Westbonrae-grora,  Bayswatar,  Mmhaat  Tailor 

Dae  28  at  2,  at  offloes  of  J.  Ferry,  Ouildhall-ehamhen,  BMlotfiall-st. 
Wnian,  BeiO,  Broadway,  Deptferd,  Baker.     Deo  18  at  I,  at  offioaa 

of  Stibbard  k  Beek,  Saw  Indla-aTenue,  Leadenhall-et. 
Wood,  Wm  By,  Mark-laiM,  Commerdal  Trareller.    Dee  28  at  12,  at 

ofBcea  of  Messrs.  Harrison,  Walbrook. 
Wortblngton,  Edward,  Maneh,  Baker.    Deo  21  at  3,  at  offioaa  of  Sntton 

k  ElHott,  Brown-at,  Maneh. 
Wynn,  Wm  Nathaniel,  Brocklesly,  UneOln,  SDrrayor.    Deo  22  at  1 1 ,  at 

oOaes  of  Grange  k  Wiataringham,  Wast  St  Mary^i-gate,  Gt  Grimsby. 

EESHAM     LIFE    ASSURANCE     SOCIETY, 

37,  OLD  JEWRT.  LONDON,  E.C. 
SOUCrrORS  an  inrited  to  bitraduce,  on  behalf  of  their  clients,  Pro- 
posala  for  Loaia on  Freehold  or  Leassbold  Property,  Baraalais,  LHl- 
Intereats,  or  other  adequate  aaearitiee. 

Propoaala  may  be  made  in  the  first  inatanoe  acconUng  to  the  toUowing . 
fotmt— 

PaoPOSAL  ron  Loas  ox  UoaTSAoaa. 

Date 

Introduced  by  {ttaU  namt  and  addrm  tf  tMtilUir'i 
Amount  required  £, 

Tbne  and  mode  of  repayment  (I.e.,  wMAer  for  a  fm  tmitht,  or  6|i 
anmiKiIiir  Mur  paymentr)  <■ 

Security  (state  <Aor(iy  IM  particalart  tf  tiemitt,  cmd,if  land  or  Mid 
ingtt  ttaUthentlannuaHncovuii, 

Sute  what  Lilla  Policy  (if  any)  is  proposed  to  be  eflbcted  w  tb  the 
Gresham  Office  in  connection  wi&  the  aecnrtty. 
By  order  of  the  Board, 

F.  ALLAN  CUBTIS,  Actuary  and  Soerstary. 


FIVE  POUNDS  SRWARD. 

TO  80LICIT0ES,  ARMY  AGENTS,  &c.— 
THOMAS  WALLACE,  late  Captahl  Madras  Natire  InSuitry,  who 
died  in  London  on  29lh  NoTomber,  1844,  a  Bachelor,  is  beliered  to  ban 
left  a  will.  Any  person  who  can  give  useful  infOrmatton  respecting  the 
Will,  or  the  preparation  or  execution  thereof^  or  of  the  Property  of  the 
said  Thomas  Wallace,  will  be  paid  the  aboro  raward.— En>AHi>s  fe 
Uatbiw,  Solicitors,  33,  Poultry,  London,  E,0. 

On  8th  Deoember.    By  Authority, 

THE  REVISED  EDITION  of  the  STATUTES, 
VolL.Hen.  in.  toJas.  n.    Prepared  nnder  the  Direction  of  the 
SUtnte  Law  Committee,  and  Fnhlished  by  Urn  Authority  of  Her  Ma- 
Jeaty'a  Qoremment.    Imperial  8to,  cloth  boards,  price  21a. 
£tbb  k  Sromswooni,  Her  Majesty's  Printera,  East  Harding-street, 
Fetter-lane.  Ixindon.and  all  Booksellera. 

TBE    NEW    BANKBDPTCT    COURT 
Is  only  a  few  minntee'  walk  firom 

CARE'S,  26  5,  STRAND 
"  If  I  desire  a  substantial  dinner  off  the  Joint,  with  the  a^rea- 
able  accompaniment  of  light  wine,  both  cheap  and  good,  I  know  onlr 
of  one  house,  and  that  is  in  the  Strand,  close  to  Danes  Ian.  There  yen 
may  wash  down  the  roast  beef  of  old  Bogland  with  excellenc  Bar*  - 
gnndy,  at  two  ablllings  a  bottle,  or  you  may  be  supplied  witu  half  a 
bottle  for  a  shUling."— All  the  Tear  Round,  June  18,  1864,  pag.;  440. 

The  new  Hall  lately  added  is  one  of  the  bandaomest  dining  rooms  In 
London.    Dinners  (from  the  Joint),  regetables,  &e.,  la  6d. 


r  lEBIG    COMPANY'S  EXTRACT   OF   MEAT.. 

1^  FOUR    GOLD   MEDALS. 

Carrnon.— Bequire  Baron  Liebig's  signature  on  erery  Jar  and  Tin. 

91b.  Tins  supplied  in  enormous  quantities  to  both  French  and  German 
troops  in  the  field,  and  this  sise  apecially  recommended  to  Relief  Com- 
mittees. 

BILLS  OF  COMPLAINT. 

'PWENTY  PER  CENT.  DISCOUNT  for  CASH.— 

1      BILLS  of  COMPLAINT,  5/6  per  page,  20  copies,  subject  to  a 
Discount  of  20  per  cent  for  cash  ;  being  at  the  rate  net  of  4/6  per  page 
^a  lower  diarge  than  has  hitherto  been  offered  by  the  trade. 
Yatxs  &  Alkxakoxb,  Printers,  Symonds-inn,.Cluincer7-lane. 

imiTma  of  every   description,   Plaia . 

and  Omamontol— Newspapers,  Books,  Famplilets,  Prospectuses, 
Circulars,  kc— with  promptitude  and  at  moderate  charges,  by 
Yatxs  k  Ai.nu!<uxa,  Symonds-inn  (and  Church-passage),  Chancery- 


A  UTHOES  ADVISED  WITH  as  to  the  Cost  of 

t\     Printing  and  Publishing,  and  the  Cheapest  Mode  of  Bringing 
out  MSS. 

Tates  k  ALKXAxnxa,  Printers,  7,  Symonds-inn,  Ohanoery-lane. 


ROYAL  POLYTECHNIC.  —  Professor  Pepper 
•'  ON  THE  WAR,  AND  THE  DESTROCTIVE  IMPLEMENTS 
USED  THEREAT,"  daily  at  quarter  to  3  and  quarter  to  8,  with  elabo- 
rate Ptotorial  nitiatrations,  which  hare  been  supplied  by  the  War  Cor- 
respondent of  the  Polytechnic,  kc.  Mr.  Sachet  Champion  will  Sing  the 
German,  French,  and  English  Patriotic  Songs.— The  explanation  of  the 
Ghoet  as  usnaL— The  PRAEOEK  FAMILY  gire  their  CONCERTS  daily 
at  qnartar-paat  4  and  quarter-past  9. 
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REPORT   OF   THE    DIRECTORS 

OF  THK 

6BESHAM    LIFE    ASSURANCE    SOCIETY. 


Tha  Directors  have  the  pleasure  to  preaent  to  the  Shareholders  their  Annnal  Report  on  the  operatians  of  the  twaitv-inid 
flnanoial  year,  ending  the  30th  June,  1870,  and  on  the  triennial  raloation  of  the  affiurs  of  the  Sedety. 

During  the  ftoanoial  yeai\  3,971  Proposals  were  mads  for  assuring  the  snm  of  £1,848,728 ;  of  these  3,652  mm  scoeptad  fortk 
aasBianoa  of  £1,666,617,  and  Policies  were  issned  acoordingljr,  giving  rise  to  an  annual  premium  income  of  £60,103  13a.  od. 

The  balance  of  debits  and  credits  ef  the  premium  aooount  for  the  past  year  shows  that,  after  deducting  theaaoontnidkit- 
assurances,  the  income  deriTed  from  premiums  was  £363,837  9s.  7d.,  including  £68,168  8s.  2d.  in  premiums  for  the  itimd 
assurance. 

The  interest  receiTed  on  invested  funds  amounted  to  £64,639  IDs.  9d.,  which,  together  witii  the  amount  received  Im  |R- 
mioms,  as  above,  raised  the  income  of  the  Society  to  £418,377  Os.  4d.  for  the  year. 

A  further  amount  of  £17,889  Os.  lOd.,  was  received  as  purchase-money  for  annuitiee,  and  there  was  paid  to  somilali  it 
turn  of  £21,990  I2b.  4d. 

The  amount  paid  during  the  year  for  the  satisfaction  of  claims  onder  the  Society's  policies,  together  with  tha  boouid&si 
thereto,  was  £138,803  7s.  90. 

After  payment  out  of  the  income  of  the  foregoing  and  all  other  charges  for  the  year,  there  remained  a  sum  of  £172,961  ^^>}^ 
which  increased  the  fund  accumulated  to  meet  the  engagements  of  the  Society  under  their  contracts  for  assurances  snd  mais. 

The  adjustment  of  this  fund  can  only  be  made  at  the  periods  of  the  triennial  valuation ;  the  amount  to  be  appationed  »  ^ 
reserve  for  the  assurance  and  annuity  contracts  bein^  then  determined  by  calculation.  One  of  such  periods  happened  on  tb  Da 
June  last,  and  the  Actuary  having  examined  the  registers  of  the  Society,  and  valued  the  policies  in  foroe  at  that  date,  nfHA  i 
the  Board  in  the  following  terms : — 

TO  THS  BOAKO  OF  DIKECTOKS  OF  THB 

6BESHAH  LIFE  ASSITBANOE  SOGIETT. 
OnnxBHiN, 

In  obedience  to  your  instructions,  I  have  to  report  en  the  Society's  contracts  for  Assurances  and  Annuities  in  foii»  m  tkK. 
June,  1870. 

I  have  examined  the  registers  of  the  Society,  and  extracted  from  them  all  the  data  requisite  for  a  valuation.  AsibrtliepaliM 
on  the  lives  of  adults,  the  valuation  has  heea  made  on  the  basis  of  the  Law  of  Mortality  deduced  from  the  experience  ofaemtta 
Idfe  Assurance  Offices ;  while  for  those  depending  upon  the  lives  of  children,  tiie  Carlisle  tables  of  mortality  nave  been  m^m 
because  the  experience  tables  commence  only  at  the  age  of  ten  years.  The  rate  of  Interest  assumed  in  the  ealcnlatioas  mn^ 
rate  of  3i  per  cent.  The  results  obtained  by  the  analysis  of  the  assurance  and  annuity  contracts  and  the  valuation  of  tiio'!' 
shown  in  the  tabular  statements  appended  to  my  report.    It  appears  by  them : 

1st.  That  the  Society  had  on  its  registers  as  in  force  on  the  30th  June,  1870,  23,946  policies  for  assuring  a  total  mm  villi  ^ 
bonus  additions  of  £9,463,176,  ^ving  nse  to  an  annual  income  of  £366,768,  to  be  received  by  the  Sooie^  for  themsintemw' 
the  contracts,  while  the  re-assurances  amounted  to  £120,986,  with  an  annual  premium  payable  for  them  ra  £4,236. 

_2nd.  That  on  the  30th  June  last,  allowance  being  made  for  the  re-assurances,  the  present  value  of  the  sums  to  be  paid  bTUi 
Society  was  £4,866,868,  and  the  present  value  of  the  income  from  premiums  to  be  received  by  the  Society  was  £4,260,153.  Tu 
latter  amount  includes  the  present  value  of  the  loading  of  the  future  premiums. 

3rd.  That  there  were  604  contracts  for  annuities,  amounting  to  £19,463  per  annum,  of  which  £  17,964  already  parikleb;t! 
Society,  and  the  remainder  at  deferred  periods,  but  subject  to  the  payment  to  uie  Society  in  the  meanwhile  of  £416  per  asium. 

4th.  That  on  the  30th  June  last  the  present  value  of  the  annuities  to  be  paid  by  the  Society,  whether  immedistdy  "'"'J 
future  time,  was  £127,134,  and  that  the  present  value  of  the  premium  income  to  be  received  by  the  Society  for  the  maisteuiK"' 
the  contracts  for  deferred  periods  was  £2,428. 

I  certify  the  accuracy  of  the  data  and  of  the  valuation:  the  essential  results  of  which  are  reported  to  you  under  tbeaefiV 
heads. 

Taking  into  consideration  the  general  arrangements  of  the  Society,  I  am  of  opinioiu  and  recommend  that  the  Beard  in^ 
reserve  a  snm  of  £600,000  out  of  the  present  value  of  the  premium  income  to  provide  for  future  expenses  and  future  boaai*' 

The  Assurance  and  Annuity  Fund  would  in  that  case  be  as  follows  : — 

Value  of  sums  assured  and  bonus,  lees  sums  re-assured £4,8liS,^ 

Value  of  premium  income,  less  the  amounts  paid  for  re-assuranoes £4,260,853 

Beaarve  for  future  expenses  and  bonuses 600,000 

L_      3,6«,S*> 

Assurance  Fund       £1,1W,0" 

Value  of  sums  payable  for  annuities  , ..        £127,134 

Value  of  the  premium  income  receivable  thereunder      , 2,428 

Annuity  Fund  ~.        7.        12i'* 

£i,j»;2i 

This  total  of  £1,330,721  is  required  as  a  reserve  for  the  assurance  and  annuity  contracts  in  force  on  the  30th  June,  IS7li.»' 
should  appear  as  such  in  the  Oeneral  Balance  Sheet  of  the  Society  for  that  date. 

I  have  the  honour  to  be, 

Obntlimbw, 

Tour  faithful  Servant, 

F.  ALLAN  CURTIS,  F.I.A., 

Actuary  and  SecreWT 
37>  Old  Jewry,  London, 

29th  November,  1870. 

The  Directors,  acting  upon  this  report,  have  entered  in  the  Oeneral  Balance  Sheet  on  the  debit  side  of  the  aooount  tie  su" «' 
£1,330,721  as  the  amount  required  for  the  assurance  and  annuity  contracts. 

The  Accounts  have  been  duly  audited  by  O.  H.  Ladbcby  Esq.,  the  Public  Accountant,  and  by  Wu.  WHiTBtoci,  £»•  • 
Shareholder  (on  the  part  of  the  Shareholders),  and  by  the  Notary  Public  Wiliiam  W.  Vekn,  Esq.,  a  Pobcy-Hdder  (on  bw"*" 
of  the  Policy- Holders).  The  whole  of  the  securities  or  documents  representing  the  realised  assets  of  the  Society  hsve been rert«"J 
verified  both  by  the  Directors  and  the  Auditen.    The  General  Balance  Sheetu  as  follows  :— 
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KMTIGE  OF  KEUOVAL.— TA«  OJItt  »f  thit  Jovbmai, 
uieftit  WinuT  BiFOKTBB  U  now  at  19,  Oook't-tourf 
Ctrtf-ttmt,  W.C. 

n<  SAmriftim  U  th$  SouoiTOBa'  JouucAL  %t—Tnon,  26*., 
Ownrfry  38<.;  wt(A  (A«  Wisklt  Rbfoktsb,  SSfc    faj/mtnt 
iMMnDonbU  Humbtri  ondToitagt.  Btibianbtri 


m  imt  tluir  Volumu  bound  at  th*  Qffleo—ohth,  2:  6d., 

htlfl0WMlf,1u.U. 

Jtt  iMtn  iHltmMfor  puUieation  in  tht  "Solieittr^  Journal ' ' 

tmtht  udhnUiattod  iy  tht  nam*  of  tht  vnrittr,  though  not 

tuemorilf  for  pMieation. 
WUn  (Ujiullg  it  txptritnttil  in  preourina  tht  Journal  with 

ntnUritfin  tht  Frovinen,  it  it  rtqutittd  that  ajtplitation  it 

mil  Hmt  to  tht  Publithtr. 


LONDON,  DECEMBER  24,  1870. 

< 

Tbb  Jmci  ktrs  U  prodaolngr  one  eSwt  oartaialy  not 

caKtfflplated  bj  its  sathon,  that  of  Mnding  nnmeroua 

OMUH  fnm  the  aopwrior  coarbi  to  the  ooanty  ooarta  for 

trial,  eftar  inae  joined.    Bj  19  ft  80  Viet.  o.  108,  i.  36, 

Mthar  i»tl7  in  an  •otioa  on  ooatraot  in  a  sapeiior  oonrt 

MO  obtain  an  cider  of  a  jodge  to  by  in  a  oonnty  oonrt 

i{  the  alaiin  doai  not  exoeed  £50.    Henoe  a  plaintiff  oan 

join  ima  aa  aoon  •»  the  dalendant  haa  pleaded,  and  in> 

•ttadofpiqringth*  AS  leqoixed  by  the  Joiy  Aot  mlea  to 

bi  paid  on  aetting  down  a  eeee  for  trial,  he  remorea  to  a 

ooinitjaoiirt,obtaiiia  hia  jndcmeat  there  (with  a  Jnry,  it 

k(  plaaaii,  at  a  eoat  of  fia.),  and  aarea  the  XS.    The 

molt  it  eartifiad  to  the  anperior  oonrt,  and  the  judgment 

11*7  Um  be  enforo«d,  perhapa  before  the  case  oonld  hare 

bwn  triad  in  the  <wdinar7  ooniae.    This  prooeeding  waa 

«( ooaae  veil  known  and  oooaaionally  raaortad  to  before 

tht  Ju;  Aot  mlea  -were  made,  bat  the  £8  fee  ia  acting  aa 

■  rtnairtfanolna  to  ita  adoption. 


Wi  vusa,  ttoai  a  letter  written  bj  a  jnrjman  to 
tie  Hmei  on  Wedncaday  laat,  that  the  anthoritiea  in  the 
Citflum  prorided  onlj  one  panel  of  oommon  jnrora  for 
tin  whole  of  theae  aittinga.  In  onr  remarka  on  the  Aot 
we  pnntad  oat  that  if  thia  waa  done  the  jarora  woald 
hare  a  new  grieranoe  quite  aa  great  aa  theit  old  onee, 
and  fnmi  the  letter  in  qneation  it  aeem  that  the  joxora 
tliink  n  too.  It  ia,  however,  nnfair  to  blame  the  new 
Aot  for  thii.  It  ia  badly  drawn  enoagh  in  many  reepeota, 
Ixit  it  ia  quite  dear  that  this  oaae  is  prowided  for,  and  if 
piopat  legnlationa  were  made  nnder  the  Aot  no  jarer 
■>«d  attend  for  more  than  aay  three  d^a  together,  tinleaa, 
of  oonaa,  lis  waa  nnf ortanate  enough  to  enter  npcm  a 
keg  eaoae  not  finished  at  the  riaing  of  the  Court  on  the 
U><>d  daj,  when  he  would  otberwiae  be  releaaed.  In  that 
o*w  of  ooniae  he  most  attend  till  the  oase  wae  finished. 


Tn  KAXXKE  in  WHIOH  THE  Ooort  of  Queeu'a  Benoh 
(xniMa  ita  auperin tending  jariadiotion  orer  inferior 
tiibaiiali  ia  a  matter  the  importanoe  of  which  cannot  be 
*^*W*Mn  and  we  believe  that  it  ia  to  the  aornpuloua 
•uctneaa  with  whioh  the  Ooort  haa  compelled  adherence 
to  tha  lot  principles  of  juatioe  that  the  high  lepata- 
tionttf  the  Engliah  magistracy  ia  in  a  great  measure 
dne.  Any  deoision,  therefore,  which  may  tend  to  en- 
^OBiage  a  lazer  practice  amongst  them  ia  to  be  regretted. 

Ia  Ckmmherl^jine,  appellant,  r.  Bennett,  retpondent,  it 
*•*  aonght  the  other  day  to  bring  up  an  a£Bliation  order 
oaetTtitrari  nnder  the  following  ciroomatanoes: — The 
'■■pendent  waa  a  young  woman  in  the  aerrioe  of  the 
^P*Uant,  a  farmer,  liTing  with  his  mother  and  brother. 
Stie  appUed  for  an  sfSIiation  order  against  him  before 
tbtee  magiatrates,  ef  whom  a  Mr.  Haggard  waa  one;  and 
>t  ^ipeund  that  her  father  waa  a  labourer  on  Ur. 
BaRsid's  ettate.  The  appellant  was  represented  by 
m  attorney,  and  from  his  cross-examination  it  became 
Usileat  to  the  magiatratee  that  the  line  of  defence 


would  be  that  the  appellant'a  brother  had  been  intimata 
with  the  reepondent  aa  well,  and  that  from  oertain  datee 
the  ohild  miut  hare  been  that  of  the  brother,  who  wea 
to  be  oaUed  aa  a  witneea,  and  not  of  the  appellant.    Tha 
woman  waa  not  professionally  represented,  and  the  magia- 
tratee adjourned  the  heaciog  to  allow  hec  an  opportunity 
of  aeotiring  an  attorney  to  oroas-examine  the  appellant's 
wttneiaea.     At  the  adjourned  hearing  aha  waa  repra. 
seated  by  an  attorney,  and   the  magistrates  made  th* 
Older  by  a  majority  of  two  to  one — Mr.  Haggard  being 
one  of  the  majority.    It  appeared  that  between  the  two 
hearings  Hr.  Haggard  had  himself  written  to  retain  an 
attorney  for  her,  and  had  got  up,  and  himself  headed, 
a    snbacription    to     defray     the     expenses    of    con- 
ducting    her    case.      Theae    were    the     facts    of    the 
oaae,     aa     we    may    pat    oat     of    the     qaeation    the 
allegations  of  the  affidavits  on  the  one  aide,  that  Mr. 
'Buggvi  acted  rather  as  an  advocate  than  aa  a  judge, 
and  thoie  on  the  other  that  he  acted  with  atrict  im- 
partiality, aa  eliminating  eaoU  other — indeed  it  waa  ad- 
mitted from  the  first  that  the  magistrate'a  motives  were 
pure  and  good.    Oaght  then  the  order  to  be  biooght  up 
to  be  quashed  ?    The  Conrt  held  it  should  not,  beoanaeb 
apparently,  of    the  excellence  of   Mr.   Haggard's    mo- 
tives.    It  is  possible  that  il   the  case  had  been  brought 
before  the  Conrt  some  years  ago,  the  decision  might 
have  been  the  other  way.      It  is  neoeaaary,  not  cmly 
that      jastloe    should    be     purely    administered,    bat 
also    that     those     amongst     whom    it    is    adminis- 
tered   shoiild    believe    that    it    ia    so.    The    magis- 
trate must  not  only  be  just,  but  he  must    be   aboTO 
the  suspicion  of  injustice ;  his  conduct  mtist  not  only  be 
impartial,  but  such  that  no  reasonably-minded  man  could 
think  it  otherwise.    Iiord  Cottenham   was.  of  oouise, 
perfectly   impartial  in  Bimet  r.   7%e  Grand  Janttien 
Canal  Company  (8  H.  L.  7S9),  and  yet  his  deocee  waa 
reversed  because  he  might  aeem  to  have  an  intexeat 
in  the  oanse.    Surely  in  this  oase,  going  round  with  a 
subeorlptioa  list  for  the  daughter  of  a  labourer  near  bis 
own  lodge  gates,  afforded  evidence  well  oalonlated  to 
deetioy  £e  belief  of  the  neighbourhood  in  the  magia- 
trate'aindifferenoein  the  partioalaroase.    Beeides,  how- 
ewer  just  a  man  may  be,  it  is  difficult  to  believe  he  ooold 
do  what  was  done  heie  without  imparting  some  ttneonaoioaa 
biaa  to  hia  mind.    Lord  Chief  Justioe  Cookbum  sag- 
geated  that  a  judge    asking  an    attorney  to  instruct 
counsel  to  defend  a  prisoner  before  him,  and  paying  the 
attorney  for  so  doing,  waa  an'  analogous  case.    Bat,  in 
the  fiiat  plaoe,  saoh  a  case  has  never  ooourred,  because 
the  request  is  always  made  to  the  bar,  whoss  services 
nnder  such  oiroumstances  are  always  gratuitous.    Still, 
supposing  the  case  put  by  the  Chief  Jastice  were  un- 
challenged  praotice,    instead  of  being  unknowa,    the 
parallel  does  not  hold.  For  instanoe,  among  other  reasons, 
the  judge,  so  far  as  deoision  goes,  woald  have  to  decide 
only  odourless  questioiu  of  law  on  the  trial,  whioh  it 
would  be  the  magistrate's  duty  to  decide  on  the  contro- 
verted facts  oonscitatiag  the  merits  of  the  case.    More- 
over, the  judge  woald  only  aot  in  the  way  suggested, 
if  at  all,  in  a  criminal  case,  and  probably  ia  tatoren 
vitce,  while  bastardy  proceedings  are  of  a  civil  nature. 
Would  it  not  be  a  good  ground  of  challenge  to  a  juryman 
if  he  had  done  what  the  magistrate  did  here?  And  what 
would  Lord  Campbell  have  said  to  it,  who  in  Dimet  r. 
Grand  Junetion   Canal,  hoped  that  the  reversal  of  the 
Lord  Chancellor's  decree  "  would  be  a  lesson  to  all  inferior 
tribunals  to  taks  care,  not  only  in  their  decrees  they  are 
not  influenced  by  their  personal  interest,  but  to  avoid 
the  appearance  of  labouring  under  tuch  an  inftuenee." 

We  are  not  to  be  understood  aa  saying  that  the  deci- 
sion of  the  Queen's  Bench  was  wrong  in  law.  The  law 
on  such  points  is  old  oommon  law,  not  statutory,  and  the 
Court  probably  were  right  in  considering  that  tlia  magis- 
trate had  not  any  '*  valuable  interest " — if  we  may  cjiu  a 
phrase  by  using  the  word  "  valuable ''  in  tho  .laoie  sense 
in  which  it  is  coupled  with"  consideration."  But  in  suoh 
a  matter  the  question  whether  or  no  the  magistrate  should 
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•it  is  istliar  one  of  good  twte  and  common  sense  thwi  of 
Ikw;  Mid  thongh,  so  fsr  M  we  osn  judge,  this  gentleman 
■mms  to  hare  aoted  from  striotly  benoTolent  motiTea,  he 
had  mnoh  better  hare  abstained  from  taking  part  in  the 
decision.  He  wonid  probably  saj,  in  answer  to  saoh  a  re- 
mark,  that  in  snbeorlbing  and  getting  np  a  «nbeoripti<hi 
to  pay  for  an  adTooate  for  the  applicant — ^his  intention 
was  simply  that  the  oase  should  be  properly  represented 
^nantum  valeat,  so  that  right  or  wrong,  its  merits  or  de- 
merits might  be  fairly  before  the  Oonrt.  The  reply  to 
aoything  of  this  kind  is  simplj  that,  as  we  just  now  said, 
it  is  absolutely  neoessaiy  that  jndges  Rhonld  not  only  be 
impartial,  bnt  be  beliered  to  be  so.  We  hare  dwelt  thus 
lengthily  on  this  matter  because,  though  a  matter  of 
oommon  sense  and  good  feeling  rather  than  of  law,  it  is 
one  of  very  great  praotical  importance. 

Thk  roLi/Owixo  may,  perhaps,  be  of  importanoe  to 
some  of  our  readers: — 

The  Clerks  of  Becoids  and  Writs,  finding  it  is  the  fre- 
quent praotioe  to  use  for  bills,  answers  and  the  other  plead- 
ings and  doonments  specified  in  C^n.  Ord.  a.,  and  in  Bnles 
1  and  16  of  the  6th  of  March,  1860,  and  in  the  Order  of  the 
26th  of  April,  1869,  paper  inferior  in  quality  to  that  re- 
quired by  those  Orders,  hare  giren  notice  that  after  the  1st 
«f  January,  1871,  no  documents  of  the  abore  description 
will  be  reoeiTed  for  filing,  if  the  paper  on  which  the 
aune  shall  be  printed  or  written  is  deficient  in  weight 
or  in  any  of  the  partionlars  specified  in  the  Order.  The 
notice  is  printed  in  another  column,  and  reference  is 
made  to  Barvej/  t.  SradUf  (10  W.  B.  706). 


Thi  Comron.  ov  IiAW  Hepobtino  in  Ireland  seem 
act  to  hare  found  their  undertaking  suocessrnl.  We 
leam  that  the  staff  has  been  dissolred  with  the  riew  of 
(OKirgaaising  the  arrangements.  Members  of  the  Bar 
hare  been  inrited  to  send  in  their  applications  for  em- 
ployment as  reporters  and  editor,  the  present  editor,  Mr. 
Woodlock,  baring  resigned.  The  council  purpose  dis- 
continning  for  the  preeent  reports  from  Landed  Estates, 
Probate,  Banktupfaqr,  and  Admiralty  Courts.  They  an- 
nounce also  that  they  will  not  guarantee  the  payment  of 
any  of  the  salaries,  dionld  there  be  a  defioienoy  in  funds, 
in  which  case  all  atdaries  are  to  abate  proportionately. 


THB  LUXEMBUBO  OUABANTEE. 

There  are  two  distinct  treaties  affecting  this  qoestioo, 
a  oironmstanoe  to  which  snfficient  attention  has  not  been 
paid  in  the  course  of  the  present  controrersy.  The  first 
«f  these  is  the  Treaty  of  1839,  by  which  Belgium  was 
serered  from  Holland,  and  declared  an  independent 
nentral  State,  under  the  guarantee  of  the  great  powers. 
By  the  same  treaty  a  portion  of  the  Dncby  of  Iiuzem- 
bnrg  was  assigned  to  the  newly-formed  kingdom,  and  the 
xemainder  was,  in  some  sense  or  other,  guaranteed  by 
the  great  Powers,  inolnding  England,  to  the  Grand 
Bake — that  is  to  say,  the  King  of  Holland.  The  extent 
of  this  obligation  may  possibly  be  in  dispute,  but  to  this 
point  we  shall  return  hereafter.  Meanwhile,  it  is  im- 
portant to  obserre  that  the  Treaty  of  1889  in  noway 
touched  the  nevtralit^  of  Luxemburg.  It  extended  only 
to  the  possession  of  the  sorereignty  of  Luxemburg  by 
the  Grand  Duke,  and  his  successors.  The  second 
treaty  in  qneation  is  the  Treaty  of  London,  oon- 
elndeid  a  few  years  ago  under  the  auspices  of  the  pre- 
sent Lord  Derby.  This  treaty  went  a  step  beyond  U>at 
of  1839.  ItdecIsredLuzembarg  a  neutral  Stete,  and  placed 
Ite  neutrality  under  the  "  oollectire  guarantee  "  of  the  great 
powers.  It  is  from  this  oollectire  guarantee  that  Prussia 
has  just  declared  her  secession.  At  present  the 
Luxemburg  question  appears  to  touch  only  the  seoond 
treaty — the  treaty  of  neutrality.  Bnt  should  Germany 
proceed  further,  and  attempt  to  annex  Lazembarg  to 
herself,  the  first  treaty,  that  of  1839,  would  come  into 
question. 

Let  OS,  then,  consider  how  far  we  are  bound  by  these 
treatiee  respeetirely.  And  first,  as  to  the  Treaty  of  1839. 


By  Ibis  treaty  we  are  bound  to  uphold  at  aU  hassnb, 
whether  wiUi  Or  wftbont  eonUnentri  rilies,  the  soretsicn 
rifchte  of  the  King  of  Holland  orer  Luxemburg.    This- 
position  was  distinctly  laid  down  by  the  late,  and  by  the 
pi  Went,  LOid  Derby,  and  by  Lord  Clarendon,  in  the  de- 
bates which  took  place  in  1867  on  the  subject  of  the^ 
Treaty  of  London.    The  same  riew  was  also  apparently 
assented  to  by  England,  Prussia,  and  the  other  grest 
powers  in  the  oonferenoes  preliminary  to  the  conoluuoa 
of  that  treaty  in  1867  (see  the  protocols  of  thess  coa- 
ferenoes  published  by  the  English  Goremment  at  the 
time,   p.     6).       It    is    true    that    this    riew   of   th» 
Treafy    of     1889    waa    opposed     by     Professor   Ber- 
nard    in     the     oourse     of     the    disoussions     whish 
took  place  in  1867,  apnpei  of   the    Treaty  of  Lon- 
don.     Professor  Bernard  considered  that   this  portion 
of  the  Treaty  of  1889  waa  what  is  teohnically  termed  a 
boundary    oonrention,     and    was,     therefore,    of    a 
transitory  nature.      Indeed,  he  eontended  that  it  hid' 
already  almost,  if  not   altogether,  lost  ite  foroe.     Bnt 
Profeasoc  Bernard's  riew   of  the  subject  is  opposed  t» 
gfreat  authority,  and  appears  hardly  tenable,  espeoiaUy  in 
thefaoe  of  thedistinatreoognition  of  the  continuing  ofaUgs- 
tiaa  of  the  trsatymade  in  the  oanferencee  in  1867,  as  abors 
msntioaed.     We   mi^  therefore  assume  that   we  ats 
bound  to  npbold  the  aorereignty  of  the  King  of  Hollsod 
orer  Luxemburg.    Bnt  this  obligation  is  an  obligatioa  to 
the  King  of  HoUaad  only.    If,  therefore,  the  King  ot 
Holland  were  rolnntarily  to  adl  or  otherwise  part  with 
hia  eorerelgnty  orer  Lnxsmbarg ,  ae  haa  been  anggested, 
«ar  obligation  with  xegaid  to  the  dnehy  would  ceass,  at 
least,  in  a  strlody  legal  point  of  riew.      Nor  does  the 
Treaty    of    1889    naoeasarily    oblige    us    to    forbid  a 
temporary  ooeapation  of  the  territory  by  Gkrmany,  for 
military  pnrpcaes,  as  distinct  from  permanent  annexation. 
This,  then,  being  onr  position  under  the   Treaty   ot 
1889,  let  ns  pass  on  to  the  Treaty  of  London  in  18S7. 
This   treaty  placed  Luxemburg  under  the  "ooUectiTS 
guarantee  "  of  the  oontraoting  power*,   inolnding  Eng- 
land.   The  dispute  here  turns  on  the  meaning  of  the 
term  "coUeotire  guarantee."      The  qaeetion    was  dis- 
cussed both  in  Parliament  and  out  of  it,  immediately 
after  the  oonolnsion  of  the  treaty.     It  waa  laid  down  oa 
the  part  of  the  then  Goremment  that  the  term  "  ooUeo- 
tire  guarantee''  has  in  international  law  a  precise  and- 
definite  meaning,  similar  to  that  which   an  English  law- 
yer attaches  to  a  joint  corenant.     Therefore  in  the  erent.^ 
of  a  breach  of  the  agreement  by  any  one  of  the  parties  to 
it,  it  would  cease  to  be  binding  upon  the  reat.    This  is,  in 
fact,  the  case  whioh  has  arisen.    Prussia  has  withdrawn 
from  her    engagemento  in  this  respect.       It  must  be 
assumed  for  the  purpose  of  the  argument  that  she  hu 
done  so  without  sufficient  oause.    Nerertheleae,  aooording; 
to  the  riew  abore  stated,  we  are  free   from  onrobliga. 
tions.    This  riew  was  supported  at  the  time,  not  only  by 
the  present  Lord  Derby,  the  author  of    the  treaty  itself, 
bnt  by   his  late  father,  and  by  Lord   Clarendon.    The 
contrary  contention  is  that  the  obligation    contained  in 
the  treaty  is  joint  and  aereral,  and  therefore  that,  in  the 
erent  of   a  riolation  of   the  nentrality  of    the  duohjr 
England  is  bound,  eren  tbongh  alone,  to  maintain  that 
neutrality.     It  is  somewhat  amusing  to  obserre  that  this 
latter  contention  was  mainteined  at  the  time,  not  only 
by  Lord  Bossell  and  Professor  Bernard,   but    by  Lord 
Granrille,  who  now  appears  disposed  to  shelter  himself 
and  his  country   under  the  plea  whioh   he    then  con- 
demned.     It  shoold  be    obserred,   howerer,   that  the 
former,  or  the  less  strict,  interpretation  of  the  treaty  was 
openly  put  forward  at  the  time,  by  the  Ooreroment  of- 
the  day,  as  the  sense  in  which  England   understood  the 
obligation  into  whioh  she  had  entered;  and  that  none  of 
the  other  oontraoting  parties  protested  at  the  time  against 
this  declaration.  We  may  therefore,  perhaps,  come  to  the 
oonclusion  that  although  we  are  boand,  if  called   npon, 
to  resist  the  annexation  of  the  Daohy,  we   are  not  in 
strictness  boand  at  all  hazards  to  oppose  erery  riolation 
of  ite  neutrality. 
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THE  NEW  ACTION. 

It  is  a  long  time  ainoe  any  new  kind  of  aotion  haa 
Mn  iatrodnoed  into  onr  law  hj  judicial  deoision,  and  the 
Bfgntion  lately  made  by  Kelly,  C.B,  in  Frott  t.  Znight 
19  W.  B.  77),  that  an  action  of  tort  might  be  maintain- 
kle  foi  the  leniinoiation  of  a  oontiaot  before  the  arrival 
( tlie  time  for  its  performance,  will  doabtleas  attract  a 
ood  deal  of  attention.  In  I'rast  r.  Knight  the  defendant 
romiMd  to  many  the  plaintiff  as  soon  as  his  father  died. 
Jterwards,  daring  his  father's  lifetime,  the  defendant  re- 
oaedto  be  any  longer  bonnd  by  his  promise,  and  renonnoed 
is  engagement  so  far  as  it  was  possible  for  him  to  do  so. 
Iw  plaintiS  then  oommenoed  an  action,  the  defendant's 
ather  being  still  aliTe,  for  breach  of  the  defendant's  oon- 
tiot.  It  seemed  that  this  action  wonid  lie  on  the  prin- 
iple  established  in  Hoehtter  t.  De  la  lour  (I  W.  B.  469), 
nd  other  similar  oases  which  have  decided  that  a  pro- 
liae  to  do  an  act  at  a  f  ature  time  is  broken  by  a  declaration 
3  the  promisee  that  the  promise  will  be  broken.  The  ma- 
irity  of  the  Court  of  Exoheqner — Kelly,  O.B.,  and  Chan- 
eU,  B. — held  that  th«y  were  bound  by  these  deoisions, 
ut  refused  to  apply  the  principle  to  a  breach  of  promise  to 
larty.  The  chief  reason  stated  for  drawing  this  dis- 
notion  being  the  impossibility  of  fixing  any  satisfactory 
Masoie  of  damagee  for  a  breach  of  contract  which  had 
ot  yet  taken  place  and  might  never  take  place.  We 
ave  already  noticed  {arUt  p.  Hi)  the  decision  in  Frott 
.  Anifit,  and  given  our  reasons  for  tliinking  that  the 
eeiaion  is  most  nnsatisfactory. 

Althoogh  the  Court  thought  that   no  action  oonld 
e  maintained   o»  th«  eontract  until  the  time  for  its 
edocmanee  bad  amTed,  they  seemed  to  be  of  opinion 
bat  "  tlM  plaintiif  might  maintain  a  special  action  for 
lainagea,aetti]igforth  in  adedaration  appropriately  framed, 
lai  with  proper  avermenti,  the  real  facte  of  the  oase. 
■Dd  the  lennoiation  on  the  part  of  the  defendant  of  the 
eoatiaet  into  which  he  had  entered,  and  the  damage  m- 
■tting  to  the  plaintiff  in  either  course  of  aotion  which 
w  migiU adopt  in  consequence  of  that  renunciation."  And 
niu  JEaUy,  C.B.,  who  delivered  the  judgment,  says:  "  I 
Bfsr  fnan  saying  that  it  would  not  be  reasonable  and 
M  to  boid  that  a  special  aotiott  for  damagee  adapted  to 
H  einomatanoea  of  eaoh  partioolar  oase  is  and  ought  to 
I  ■aint^inaMft  upon  such  a  declaration,  and  upon  notice 
r  the  party  aggrieved  that  she  accepted  it  and  agreed 
isaeiad  tbe  oonttaot  subject  to  her  right  of  action  for 
kving  been  wrongfully  oompelled,  by  the  oondnot  of  the 
faodant,  either  to  lelinquiah  the  oontract  and  to  treat 
as  reeoinded  or  to  abide  by  it  nnder  the  disadvantages 
Vcaed  npon  b«r  by  the  defendant's  declaration  that  he 
Mid  aevar  perform  it.    ...    I  think  we  may  hold 
It  the  defendant  by  renouncing  the  contract  has  en- 
led  the  tdaintiff  to  elect  whether  she  will  asoept  the 
wnrtatioii,  thna  patting  an  end  to  the  contnwt,  and 
ing  a  speeial  aotion  on  the  case  in  tort  tot  the  wrong 
■M  by  the  act  i^  renouncing,  or  whether  she  will  treat 
)  leameiation  as  a   nullity ''    and    bring   an   aotion 
'the  hw«jh  of  oootraot  when  it  has  really  occoned. 
is    enggested  right   «f   notion  has,    we  believe,  no 
tkctitf   whatever    in    Engliah  law  for  ita  support, 
d    imtil    there    ia    some   decision  upon    the   point 
depaods  on  a  mere  obiter  dictum  by  two  of  the  learned 
IgM  of  tfae  Court  of  Exdiequer  on  a  queation  which 
■  not  waterisl  for  the  decision  of  the  case  actually  be- 
te them. 

Betoie  this  point  requires  actual  decision  it  ia  well 
at  it  should  be  thoroughly  discussed  and  under- 
Hd.  We  do  mot  hseitate  to  say  that  we  think  the  pro- 
Md^  Botitm  is  both  unsound  in  principle  and  would  be 
■atisfaetoTy  in  practice.  It  ia  nnaoond  in  principle 
BHaeit  rests  on  no  authority  or  analogy  known  to 
4^  law,  and  it  would  be  nnsatiefaotory  in  practice 
nose  it  would  be  open  to  nearly  all  the  objections  which 
|Uy,  C3.,  himself  enumerates  as  resulting  from  the  ap- 
l^tion  of  the  principle  of  Boehtter  T.  J)e  la  Tour. 
■*  joziadiotion  of  the    oonrta  of  law  to  allow  new 


kinds  of  actions,  is  not  wider  than  that  given  by  the 
old  statute  (13  Ed.  I.  p.  2,  o.  24),  which  first  gave  the 
action  on  the  case.  That  statute  enacted  that "  whenaoever 
from  thenceforth  in  one  case  a  writ  should  be  found  in  the 
Chancery,  and  in  a  like  ease  falling  under  the  tame  right, 
and  {requiring  a  like  remedy,  no  precedent  of  a  writ 
ooold  be  prodaoed,  the  clerks  in  Chancery  should  agree 
in  forming  a  new  one."    The  oonrta  are  not  teohnioally 
bound  by  this  statute,  but,  aooording  to  the  principlea  of 
our  law,  they  cannot  confer  any  new  rights,  although 
they  may  allow  new  actions  in  oases  "  falling  nnder  the 
same  right,"  ai  other  cases  recognised  in  law.    There  is 
a  well-known  statement  of  this  principle  in  PatUy  v. 
Freeman  (per  Ashnrst,  J.,  S  T.  B.  SI),  that  "  where  oases 
are  new    in    their    principle,  there  I  admit  that  it  is 
necessary     to     have    reoonrse    to     legislative    inter- 
position,   in    order    to    remedy    the    grievanoe;     but 
where  the  case  is  only  new  in  the  instance,  and  the  only 
question  is  npon  the  application  of  a  principle  recognised 
in  the  law  to  such  new  case,  it  will  be  just  as  competent 
to  the  courts  of  justice  to  apply  the  principle  to  any  case 
which  may  arise  two  centuries  hence,  aa  it  waa  two  cen- 
turies ago."     If,  therefore,   the   aotion  suggested    by 
Kelly,  O.B.,  is  fonnded  upon  an  alleged  right  new  in 
principle,  the  action  must  fail.    Legislative  interposition 
alone  oan  create  snch  right  of  action.    No  precedent  for 
such  an  action  is  mentioned  by  Kelly,  O.B.,  and  no  ana- 
logy or  principle  is  referred  to  by  him  aa  famishing  an 
argument  in  favour  of  this  action,  which  is  admittedly 
"  new  in  the  inatance."    If  it  be  the  fact  that  no  autho- 
rity or  analogy  oan  be  brought  forward  to  anpport  the 
aotion,  the  aotion  must  be  new  in  principle,  and  therefore 
it  cannot  be  established  by  a  mere  judicial  deoision. 

Not  only  is  there  an  absence  of  any  authority  or  analogy 
to  support  this  aotion,  bat  the  nature  of  the  remedy  for  the 
infringement  of  the  supposed  right,  seems  to  us  very 
nnsatisfaotoiy.    The  anpposed  wrong  is  completed  on  the 
rennnoiation  of  a  oontraot  by  one  of  the  parties  before 
the  time  for  the  performance  of  the  contract  by  him  has 
arrived.  The  right,  therefore,'infringed  by  therenunciation 
must  be  the  right  that  a  contract  i>haU  not  be  renonnoed 
before  the  time  for  performance.     The  remedy  snggested 
for  the  infringement  of  this  right  is  an  aotion  of  tert. 
An  action  of  tort,  if  it  means  anything  at  all,  bqyond  the 
mere  teohnioal  form   of  writ  and  pleadings,  means  an 
action  for  a  wrong  independent  of  oontraot.    Assuming 
that  it  is  an  aotionable  wrong  to  renounce  a  contract  be- 
fore the  time  for  performance,  is  such  a  wrong  "  indepen- 
dent of  oontraot  P"      The  very  statement  of  the  wrong 
shows  that  itis  wboUy  and  entirslydopendent  on  a  oontract 
just  as  much  aa  the  right  of  action  ^ven  by  any  ordinary 
breach  of  a  oontract.    It  is  a  wrong  that  coald  not  arise 
in  the  abaenoe  of  a  contract,  and  can  only  be  committed 
by  one  party  to  a  oontract  against  the  other  party.     The 
only  possible  ground  on  which  this  new  action  oonld  be 
sustained  would  be  that  the  law  attaches  to  a  contract  to 
be  performed  at  a  further  time,  this  unexpressed  term — 
Tic,  that  neither  party  will  renounce  the  oontract  before 
that  time.    Snoh  a  term  might,  no  doubt,  be  added  in 
the  same    way  that  the  law  implies  in  every  oontraot 
a  provision  that  a  failure  to  perform  the  oontraot  givea 
no  right  of  action  to  the  party  who  has  caused  sacli 
failure,  or  as  the  warrant  of  seaworthiness  in  policies  is 
implied  by  law,  although  there  are  no  words  to  that 
effect  in  the  contract.    If  the  law  does  imply  this  un- 
expressed term  in  oontraots  to  be  performed  at  a  future 
day,  the  promisaor  is  under  a  double  obligation — first,  not 
to  renounce  the  contract  hefore  that  day;  secondly  to 
perform  the  oontract  on  that  day.     These  obligations 
arise  directly  out  of  a  contract  and  are  the  intended  re- 
sults of  the  contract,  and  consequently  both  are  equally 
dependent  on  oontraot,  and,  therefore,  the  wrong  of  re- 
nouncing a  oonteact  before  the  time  for  performance  has 
arrived,  is  as  clearly  a  breach  of  contract,  if  an  action- 
able wrong  at  all,  as  the  wrong  of  not  performing  the 
oontraot  on  the  day  of  performance. 
We  notice    this  question    of    the    form  of    aotion. 


Digitized  by 


Google 


132 


THE  SOLICITORS'  JOURNAL  &  REPORTER.  Dec.  24, 1870. 


beMiiM  we  think  it  is  signiSoant  of  the  diffionltj 
of  finding  any  authority  for  the  sapport  of  such  an  ac- 
tion, "^e  form  in  tort  was,  no  doubt,  suggested  beoaose 
*  new  Mtion  of  tort,  on  the  oaae,  is  not  so  startling  as  a 
new  action  of  contract.  If  a  right  ia  once  estiAIished 
the  form  of  the  action  is  of  bnt  little  importance,  bnt  when 
the  right  is  in  dinpnte,  the  qanstion — what  would  be 
the  proper  remedy  if  such  a  right  did  exist  ? — may  often 
help  to  dear  the  way  to  a  decision  as  tu  the  existence  or 
non-existence  of  the  right.  If  the  remedy  proposed 
would  be  contrary  to  principle,  eren  if  the  snppcwd  right 
existed,  there  is  at  onoe  a  strong  argument  against  the 
existence  of  the  right.  A  right  wi^ont  an  appropriate 
remedy  is  very  like  a  right  without  any  remedy  at  aU. 

Not  only  is  the  proposed  action  contrary  to  principle, 
bat  it  has  not  eren  the  merit  of  practical  conTonienoe. 
The  great  and  substantial  objection  to  the  principle  of 
Hoehfter  r.  J)»  la  Tour,  is  that  under  it  a  plaintiff  may 
reooTer  large  damages  for  a  oonstrnctiTe  breach  of  con- 
tract, when  in  the  erent  there  was  not  and  oonld  not 
have  been  any  breach  at  all.  As  when  the  contract  ia 
dependent  on  the  lives  of  both  parties,  and  one  of  them 
renounces  the  contract,  has  to  pay  damages,  and  then 
dies  before  the  time  arrives  for  performing  the  oontraot. 
Even  when  there  is  ultimately  a  breach  the  damages 
must  usually  be  a  mere  guess.  It  is  not  possible  to  con- 
oeive  any  measure  of  damages  applicable  to  the  Tarioos 
classes  of  cases  which  might  fall  under  Hoohtter  y.  De 
la  Tow,  which  might  not  be  utterly  inappropriate  inconse- 
quence of  subsequent  changes  of  circumstanoea.  This  is 
a  rery  strong  argument  against  Hoehttar  t.  De  la  Tour, 
but  it  is  also  an  argument  against  the  action  tiiat  is  to 
be  substituted  instead  of  the  action  given  by  Hoehtter  r. 
Vt  la  Tour.  The  question  is  not  the  same  in  the  two 
oases,  bnt  the  same  kind  of  difficult  arises  in  each. 
The  argruments  used  by  Kelly,  O.B.,  in  Frotl  v.  Knight 
on  this  point  may  be  applied  to  the  cose  of  the  new  ac- 
tion which  he  wishes  to  create. 

We  do  not  now  examine  this  qnestion  of  damagea  in 
detail,  as  it  is  fully  dealt  with  in  Frett  t.  XJnight, 
and  also  because  it  has  not  mnoh  bearing  on  the 
main  question  whether  or  not  the  alleged  right 
exists.  If  the  case  of  Froit  r.  JSnight  should  be 
brought  before  the  Exchequer  Chamber,  it  is  very  likely 
that  the  whole  principle  of  Hoehtter  t.  De  la  Tour  will 
be  discussed,  and  some  opinion  may  perhaps  be  expressed 
as  to  the  possibility  of  maintaining  the  action  proposed 
by  Kelly,  O.B.  At  present  there  is  no  anthori^  for  this 
aetion  except  the  opinions  of  Kelly,  031.,  and  Channel], 
B.,  expressed  in  a  judgment  on  •  different  question,  after 
An  atgnment  in  which  this  point  was  not  mentioneid. 


MR.  BBVEBDY  JOHNSON  ON  THE  "  ALABAMA 
CLAIMS." 
The  Time*  of  laat  Saturday  contained  a  long  letter 
from  Mr.  Bererdy  Johnson  to  Mr.  Parker,  Preeidont 
of  an  Insurance  Company  at  New  York,  respecting 
the  Alabama  claims,  and  there  was  also  a  leading  article 
on  that  letter.  Both  the  letter  and  the  article  are  good 
examples  of  the  confused  notions  that  prevail  on  the 
subject  of  these  claims.  Mr.  Johnson  states  the  case 
thus  :— "The  British  Qoremment,  on  the  I8th  of  May, 
1861,  recognised  the  Confederates  as  belligerents,  and 
the  Alabama  and  several  other  vessels  of'  Uie  same  cha- 
racter were  from  time  to  time  built  in  that  country  for 
the  use  of  the  Confederates,  and  were  permitted  to  go  to 
sea.  These  vessels  destroyed  American  ships  and  car- 
goes to  the  value,  it  is  stated,  in  the  aggregate, 
of  thirteen  million  dollars.  For  these  depreda- 
tions the  British  Government  was  advised  that  it 
was  responsible."  Mr.  Johnson  then  notices  the  nego- 
tiadona  that  h«v«  taken  place  on  the  subject,  and  that 
there  is  no  present  likelihood  that  those  negotiations  will 
be  resumed,  and  he  si^s — "  The  parties  are  now  informed 
and  believe  that  an  applioation  made  by  themselves  di- 
rectly to  the  British  Qovemment  for  enoh  satisfaction 


will  be  snocesafnl  if  our  Government  shall  oppoat  no 
objection  ;"  and  he  then  gives  an  opinion  that  the 
claimants  ought  to  make  such  an  application. 

The  Iime$  in  its  article  says,  alluding  to  other  qm- 
tions  in  the  letter — "The  parties  [in  America]  ate 
quarrelling  over  the  ownership  of  £3,600,000  which  we 
have  not  paid,  and  ...  do  not  expect  to  be  oalltd 
upon  to  pay.  We  are  ready  to  submit  the  question  of 
our  liability  to  arbitration,  but  we  hare  a  confident  belief 
that  the  Terdiot  will  be  in  our  favour." 

We  cannot  agree  with  either  of  theee  views  of  the  owe. 
We  think  that  when  the  matter  is  impartially  exsmineit 
it  will  be  found  that  this  country  is  liable  for  a  portios, 
but  not  for  the  whole,  of  the  Alabama  claims.    Wsbsre 
frequently  drawn  attention  to  the  fact,  and  we  now  do 
so  again,  that  the  "  Alabama  claims "  arose  from  the 
losses  caused  by  the  capture  of  American  veaaeli  ty 
four   Confederate    cruisers.      Theee   cruisers   (we  gite 
their  names  again,  the  Alaiama,  SheiiandoaK,  FUnit, 
and  Oeorjia)  were  of  different  kinds,  left  English  porti 
at  different  times,  and  under  different  oireumstanoes.  Is 
one  respect  alone  there  was  a  similarity  between  Uum— 
vie,  not  one  of  them  was  equipped  as  a  cruiser,  or  c^iible 
of  omising  when  it  left  its  English  port.    The  liability 
of  this  country  for  the  acts  of  theee  vessels  depeoda  on 
the  dronmstanoes  attending  their   fitting  out  aod  de- 
parture from  English  ports.      It   is  obvious,  therefore, 
that  the  "  Alabama  claims  "  are  necessarily  divided  into 
four  entirely  distinct  questions.    Although  this  aountry 
va»j  be  liable  (and,  we  think,  is  liable)  for  the  aoti  of 
the  Alabama  herself,  it  by  no  means  follows  that  them 
is  any  liability  for  the  acts  of  the  other  vessels.    The 
Florida,  tot  instance,  was  seised  in  port,  and  released  for 
want  of  evidenoe.      She  then  left  English  waten  tu- 
armed,  broke  the  blockade  of  Mobile,  and  ran  ia  there. 
She  there  armed,  and  four  months  afterwards  she  sgais 
broke  the  blockade,  ran  out,  and  oonunenoed  to  dsitioy 
vessels  of  the  ITnited  States.      She  never  captured  or 
injured,  or  attempted  to  captoie  or  iajnre,  a  aingls  vauel 
until  after  she  left  Mobile.      Theae  oiionmstanoes  ue 
whdly  different  from  theee  which  attended  the  depu- 
tnre  and  fitting  out  of  the  Alabama.     A  decision  reapect* 
ing  the  liability  for  the  acts  of  one  of  theae  vessels  cannot 
affect  in  the  least  the  qnertion  as  to  the  liability  for  the 
aots  of  the  other.    Both  Mr.  Johnson  and  the  writer  of 
the  article  in  the  Times  lump  the  "Alabama  oUisu* 
all  together  aa  if  they  were  one  and  indivisible,  initesd 
of  this  being  merely  a  convenient  expression  to  signiff 
fonr  separate  classes  of  claims. 

Mr.  Jdinson's  letter,  besides  advising  individul 
claimants  to  apply  to  this  oouatty  tot  oompenaatioD, 
deals  wiA  an  additional  question,  and  we  are  net  nn 
that  we  quite  understand  his  meaning.  He  say*  thit 
under  the  convention  agreed  on  between  him  and  Lord 
Stanley  "the  queetion  of  the  leoognition  of  Sonthen 
belligerency  .  .  .  oonld  have  b«en  pneented"  be- 
fore the  oommiasion.  In  a  snbseqnent  part  of  his  letter 
he  says — "  The  oonduot  of  Great  Britain  out  of  wbiob 
theee  lAlabamaJ  claims  originated  involved  a  wxeng  to 
the  United  States  as  well  aa  to  the  olaimaata.  Should 
the  latter  be  redressed  by  Great  Britain  that  wiU  not 
oondoae  the  injnstioe  done  the  Ctovemment  or  ssttily 
any  pecuniary  demands  arising  from  it."  It  would  lesm 
that  this  refers  to  the  recognition  of  the  Oonf ederate^ » 
belligerents.  If  this  is  its  meaning  we  regret  that  lb. 
Johnston  should  add  the  authority  of  hia  opinion  to  this 
untenable  and  ridioolons  olaim. 

The  qnestion  whether  foreign  powers  should  refsid 
the  aetion  taken  by  the  Confederate  States  aa  war  ini> 
as  all  such  qnestions  are,  purely  a  qoastion  of  siis.  If 
a  single  town  or  oonnty  had  stood  alone  in  its  o|)qpoeition 
to  the  remainder  of  the  community  of  the  United  States, 
it  would  have  been  dearly  inappropriate  to  regard  saoh 
resistance  as  war;  as  the  facts  were,  the  split  in  the 
United  States  ran  so  near  tha  oenteal  line,  tihe 
seceding  portion  was  so  vast,  that  to  regard  the 
Confederate  Statea  as  other   than    belligerenta  would 
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kin  been  equally  inappioprUte  and  nnjoat  Notliing, 
$pia,  oan  be  oleater  than  the  fact  that  the  Goram- 
Btst  of  the  TTnlted  States  themaeWea  reoog^niaed  the 
Ocofedentee  ai  belllgeienti  on  April  19,  1861,  vriien 
FmideDt  Linooln,  by  proclamation,  deolared  a  blockade 
of  the  Boathem  porta,  and  claimed  to  exercise  those  rights 
orernentrtl  Teasels  whioh  oan  only  be  ezeroiaed  daring 
end  by  Tirtae  of  an  existing  state  of  war.  To  claim 
tkeae  rights,  and  to  say  that  the  Confederates  were 
sot  Uien  belligerents,  is  a  contradiction  in  terms. 
If  there  vai  no  belligerency,  then  every  seiznre  of 
EagluhTeneli,  every  search,  erery  detention  on  the  high 
•eu  was  an  onlawfol  and  an  nnjnstifiable  act.  These 
sots  oonld  only  be  justified  by  the  fact  that  a  state  of 
belligerent  edited.  This  is  a  oonoIasiTS  answer  to  the 
oompUiDte  of  the  United  States  on  this  head.  In 
addition  to  this,  howerer,  not  only  was  there  a  right  to 
do  what  wsi  done,  bnt  that  right  was  exercised  moat 
naionably.  It  is  not  necessary  to  show  this  to  justify 
ttiia  conntiy,  bat  saoh  is  the  caae.  Even  apart  bom  any 
foestion  reepeoting  the  proclamation  of  President  Lin- 
<idn,tbe  Ooafederatea  were  in  fact  belligerents  when  they 
were  noognised  as  saoh  by  the  English  proclamation  of 
aeatiality.  There  was  nothing  precipitate  in  this  pro- 
elamstion.  It  was  necessary  that  it  should  be  then  made 
ba  the  protection  of  Koglish  interests,  and  it  was  antho- 
tieed  bjeveiy  mle  of  international  law.  The  role  which 
PniideDt  Orant  has  ainoe  recognised  and  aoted  upon  in 
theeaaeofCabafnUy  jnaUfiea  the  action  of  England  in 
tbii  matter,  and  it  is  oorions  that  there  should  be  any 
'■•piite  between  the  two  coantries  on  the  sabjeot,  as 
thef  both  Uj  down  the  mles  in  the  same  w«y. 

Ki.  Johnson  disonsses  the  question  whether  citizens  of 

Uw  United  States  aire  entitled,  by  their  own  mnnioipal 

^*ito  daiffl   indiTidnally   oompenaation    from    this 

°>*>b7,ad  he  is  of  opinion  that  they  oan  lawfully  do 

to,  lad  Oat  they  ought  to  do  so.    He  also  maintains  that 

■"■dtivrilen  who  hare  paid  for  total  losses  by  oaptnre 

mis  the  Mme  position,  as  regards  their  right  to  reoeiTe 

Mspootion  for  snoh  losses,  as  nninsared  owners.     We 

bin  ibeady  expressed  our  opinion  {ante,  p.  SI)  that 

<>»derwiiten  who  hare  paid  for  a  total  loss  are  entitled 

to  be  rabngated  for  the  asaared,  as  wh«teTer  rights 

*Kne  to  the  owner  o(  the  thing  lost  pass  to  the  nnder- 

■litet  till  moment  he  baa  duly  paid  for  the  loss.    We 

•in  iln  {ante,  p.  84)  given  onr  reasons  for  thinking 

tbat   for  the    EMrlish     Goremment   to  deal  direotly 

*i&  indiTidnal  American  claimants  would  be  praoti- 

aO;  impossible. 


BECEHT  DBCISIOKS. 


BQTTITT. 

Aoainixcss— BiaHT  of  Billholdbb  to  Bixbrt  of 

SXOCBITT. 

Ci*  Aa»T. LHcMe, L.C.,  18  W.  E.  IISI.L,  B.  5  Oh.  773, 
i  decirion  that  the  doctrine  of  Ht  partt  Wai-inf  is 
V^usble  where  the  security  is  of  •  general  kind,  and  is 
M  bsM  against  the  partichlar  aooeptanoe,  may  seem  to 
'■^un  lome  explanation.  According  to  the  mle  laid 
•own  in  Bt  forte  Wtrinf  (19  Ves.  846)  and  PimU*  t. 
Mf/rastM  (2  W.  E.  21,  «  D.  M.  O.  480),  where  a 
•n%  is  held  to  answer  a  pwrtioular  acceptance,  and 
raw«  and  aooeptor  both  became  bankrupt  or  insolTent, 
Be  bddsr  of  the  bill  at  the  time  has  an  eqnitiy  to  the 
"•^  of  the  seoority  in  the  aeoeptor's  hand*— «.«.,  to 
"Jfts proceeds  appUed  towards  payment  of  the  biU, 
ynwot  ptejodice  to  his  right  to  rank  on  the  estates  of 
™"«SBd  aooeptor  respeotiTely  for  the  balance  which  may 
"»»  das  on  the  bill  after  realising  the  seourlfy. 
^  the  aeoarity  U  held  to  meet  the  biU  the  doctrine 
""not  apply.  In  Oty  Bank  t.  Luekie  there  was  a 
**B»1  enirent  account  between  the  drawer  and  the 
^^^  to  aecnie  the  balance  of  whioh,  and  not  the 
'•''••'•r  bill,   the   security    was    given.      The  Vioe- 


CShanoellor  acoordingly,  though  the  inolination  of  his 
mind  was  to  support  the  holder's  claim  to  the  security 
held  that  the  doctrine  of  Ea  part*  Waring  did  not  apply, 
the  rule  being,  according  to  his  Honour,  that,  in  order 
to  hare  any  case  in  which  yon  can  make  an  equity 
against  the  holder  to  have  the  benefit  of  the  seonrity 
which  is  held  by  a  person  who  enters  into  the  traniaoMon 
upon  the  bill — i.t.,  the  aooeptor — the  seouri^y  most,  by 
oontraet,  be  connected  with  Ute  transaction  upon  the  bill. 

The  decision  in  Bx  parte  Waring  proceeds  upon  this 
ground,  that  the  person  holding  the  aooeptanoe  which  is 
the  subject  of  the  indemnity  has  a  right  to  the  benefit  of 
the  contract  between  the  principal  debtor  and  the  party 
indemnified;  and  though  not  himself  a  party  to  the 
oontraot,  to  say  that  he  who  has  contracted  for  the  pay- 
ment of  oertain  debts  out  of  the  lecnrity  is  liable  in 
equity  to  the  demand  upon  the  part  of  him  whose  de- 
mands are  to  be  so  paid,  for  that  application  (19  Yes. 
348). 

In  Ex  parte  Levy  ^  Co.  (17  W.  B.  666,  L.  B.  8  Eq. 
449)  the  Master  of  the  Bolls  decided  that  the  principle 
only  appUed  where  securities  are  lodged  to  answer  parti- 
cular acceptances,  and  not  where  securities  are  deposited 
to  answer  a  cash  credit.  The  case  oan  be  distinguished 
from  Citg  Bank  v.  LueJUe,  as  decided  on  appeal.  If,  in 
that  case,  the  seooritj  had  been  given  to  answer  the 
particular  aooeptanoe,  instead  of  to  secure  the  cash  ad- 
vances, part  of  whioh  were  made  through  the  aoceptanoes, 
the  principle  laid  down  in  Ex  parte  Waring  would  hav» 
been  applied  without  difflonlty.  It  was  the  fact  that  the 
money  which  was  advanced  on  the  acceptances  was 
really  an  advanoe  on  the  account  onrrent  between  the 
drawer  and  aooeptor,  that  enabled  Uie  Lord  Chanoelioc 
to  hold  that  the  securities  were  connected  with  tiie  tran- 
saction npon  the  acoeptances,  and  therefore  applicable  in 
payment  of  the  acceptances,  pursuant  to  the  doctrine  in 
Ec  parte  Waring,  In  Ex  parte  Levy  ^  Co,,  on  the  other 
hand,  the  security  was  given  to  answer  an  aocount  onrrent, 
and  oertain  bills  whioh  had  been  paid.  The  bills,  to  whioh 
it  was  sought  to  apply  the  doctilnes,  had  been  accepted 
subsequently  to  the  date  of  the  contract,  which  had 
no  connection  with  the  transaction  on  the  bills.  Tb» 
holder's  eqnify,  therefore,  did  not  arise. 


COMMON  LAW. 


HASTBK  and  SIBVAHT — OOHTSAOTOK  WOBKIKa  WITH 

HIB  Eupi.otbb's  SlBTAXra 

Murray  v.  Currie,  OJP.,  19  W.  E.  104. 

The  nnmber  of  decisions  of  late  years  with  regard  to 
the  liability  of  masters  for  the  aots  of  their  servants  has 
been  very  large,  and  it  might  have  been  thought  that  the 
principles  of  this  branch  of  the  law  would  by  this  time 
have  been  thoroughly  setUed,  Cases  of  this  sort,  how- 
ever, still  continue  to  come  before  the  oonrts,  and  fresh 
points  of  law  frsqnently  ariae.  The  cause  of  the  diffl- 
ealty  in  many  of  these  oases  is,  no  doubt,  that  it  is 
seldom  ea^,  and  it  is  sometimes  impossible,  to  separate 
f aot  from  law,  and  the  Courts  are  often  obliged  to  deside 
the  former  as  well  as  the  latter.  Wherever  this  is  the  case 
an  element  of  uncertainty  is  necessarily  introduced  into 
the  deoiaion. 

In  Murray  v.  Currie  the  decision  dsservei  notice,  not 
as  laying  down  any  new  mles,  but  as  a  useful  illnstration 
of  a  principle  that  is  not  always  completely  understood. 
The  defendant  a  shipowner,  engaged  one  Kennedy,  a 
stevedore,  to  unload  his  ship.  Kennedy  was  to  be  at 
liberty  to  choose  any  of  the  defendant's  orew  to  assist  in 
the  onloading.  Kennedy  ohoee  several  of  the  orew,  and 
amongst  them  one  Davis.  These  men  were  directed  by 
the  defendant  to  ob«y  the  orders  of  Kennedy,  but  they 
were  paid  their  wages  as  usual  by  the  defendant,  and 
the  amount  of  wages  thus  paid  was  to  be  deducted  by 
the  defendant  from  the  sum  due  to  Kennedy  for  unload- 
ing the  ship.  While  the  ship  was  being  unloaded  Davis 
hy  his  negligence  injured  the  plaintiff,  who  was  in  the 
sole  employment  of  Kennedy.    The  plaintiff  then  sued 
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the  dafendsat,  »nd  the  question  wu  whether  the  defen- 
d«iit  or  Kennedy  wm  the  penon  legally  liable  for  the 
negligence  of  IHtIs. 

The  Oonrt  decided  that  the  defendant  wa&  not,  bnt 
tiiat  Kennedy  was  liable.  Willea.  J.,  lays,  "  It  it  a  dia- 
tinot  mie  in  aotiona  of  this  nature,  that  yon  moat  sue  the 
wrongdoer  himaelf  or  the  first  person  in  the  aioending 
line  of  aathority  who  has  entire  aad  independent  control 
OTcr  his  worlc,  and  when  yon  hare  got  to  sneh  a  master 
yon  can  go  no  higher."  Brett,  J.,  pats  the  rale  generally: 
**  If  I  lend  my  eerrant  to  an  independent  oontraotor  to 
be  nndar  his  control,  the  oontraotor  is  liable  for  the  way 
in  which  he  does  his  work,  and  not  I,  becaase  the  aerrant 
is  doing  the  contractor's  work  and  not  mine." 

This  decision  brings  oat  rery  clearly  the  mIe  that  the 
person  liable  a>  master  for  the  acts  of  another  most  be 
the  person  who  has  the  right  to  direct  the  mode  in  which 
the  work  Is  to  be  carried  oat.  It  is  not  snffloient  that 
a  person  directs  work  to  be  done.  In  order  to  render 
him  liable  as  master,  he  most  be  entitled  to  order  the 
way  in  which  it  is  to  be  done.  It  moat  be  remembered 
howcTer — and  the  passage  from  the  jadgment  of  Willes, 
J.,  most  be  read  with  this  qaalification — that  a  foreman  is 
not  liable  as  master  for  the  negligence  of  the  men  nnder 
his  control  (,Feltham  T.  jEifland,  15  W.  B.  151).  ▲ 
foreman  is  not  considered  a  person  "  who  has  entire  and 
independent  control  orer  the  work  "  of  the  men  who  axe 
anbject  to  his  orders.  He  is  regarded  in  this  respect 
merely  as  their  fellow-serrant. 

Even  if  the  defendant  in  Murrayl  r.  Currie  had  been 
held  to  be  primd  faoie  liable  as  master,  he  would  yet 
bare  probably  had  a  good  defence  to  this  action,  as  it 
would  seem  that  the  plaintiff  and  Daris  were  fellow- 
aerrants,  being  engaged  in  a  common  employment;  and 
this  would,  of  course,  have  reliered  the  defendant  from 
liability.  In  the  riew  the  Coart^took  this  question  did 
not  arise. 


TEI.SOSAM — KlBTAKB  IH  Tb^NSIOSSION  OV  MlSSilOB- 

AbnoN  BY  Bbcbttbb  aoaihst  Sbitdbe  op  Hkbaob. 
Benltel  r.  Pape,  Ex.,  19  W.  B.  106. 
Play  ford  r.  Ihe   Unittd,  3fe^  Telegraph  Company  (17 
W.  B.  968),  decided  that  the  reoeirer  of  a  telegram  has, 
nnder  ordinary  oironmstanoes,  no  right  of  action  against 
a  telegraph  company  for  damage  that  may  be  caused  by 
a  mistake  in  the  transmission  of  a  message.    The  ground 
of  the  decision  was  that  there  was  no  contract  between 
the  reoeirer  of  the  message  and  the  telegraph   com- 
pany.    In  other  words,  the  principles  applicable  to  all 
other  cases  of  agency  were  applied  to  the  transmission 
of  messages  through  a  telegraph  company.     Since  that 
decision  the  telegraph  lines  hare  been  transferred  to  the 
Post  OCBce  Department,  and,  therefore,  no  action,  either 
by  sender  or  recelTer,  lies  against  the  telegraph  adminis- 
tration for  any  mistakes  or  negligence  in  the  transmis- 
sion of  messages.    In  this  state  of  things  an  attempt  has 
been  made  to  make  the  sender  of  a  tdegram  liable  for 
the  consequences  of  a  mistake  in  its  transmission.    In 
BenM  ▼.  Paptt  the  defendant  sent  to  the  plaintiff  an 
order  for  "  three  "  rifles.    By  a  mistake  in  transmission 
**  three  "  was  changed  into  "  the,"  which,  by  reference  to 
a  former  correspondence  between  the  plaintiff  and  defen- 
dant, would  bare  meant  fifty  riflee,  as  there  had  been 
negotiations  between  the  parties  for  a  ule  of  that  number 
of  rifles.    The  plaintiff  sent  fifty  rifles  to  the  defendant 
who  refused  to  take  or  pay  for  more  than  three  rifles. 
It  was  held  that  the  plaintiff  had  no  cause  of  action . 
The  defendant  had  ordered  only  three  rifles,  and  his  order 
eould  not  be  changed  by  the  telegraph  authorities,  who 
were  his  agents  to  delirer  the  particular  message  giren 
them,  but  had  no  power  to  bind  him  by  any  alteration  of 
that  message.    In  this  case,  therefore,  as  in  Playford  t. 
The  Vnited,  Jte.,  Company,  the  same  rules  were  applied 
to  messages  by  teleg^ph  as  would  have  been  applied  to 
aussages  by  any  other  agent. 


BANKBUPTOT. 

KOK-TBADKS    BkYOia    PSIYILSOB    OF     FABUAMKiT — 
IiIABILITT    TO   ADJITDiaAXIOBr     UNDBK    TEX    BaXK- 

BiTFTOT  Act,  1861. 

Duke  ef  NeteeattU  ▼.  MorrU,  H.I,.  19  W.  B.  36. 

The  decision  in  this  case,  that   under  the  Bankrupted 
Act,  1861,  a  peer  or  other  person  baring  pririlegeof  Pii- 
llament  was  liable  to   be  made  bankrupt  altbongh  not  a 
trader,  is  in  one  sense  of  but  little  practical  importance, 
for  the  Act  upon  the  oonstracticn  of  which  the  decision 
of  the  case  tnmed  is  now  repealed,  and  the  whole  >ob- 
ject  has  been  fully  dealt  with  in  the  new  Bankroptcf 
Act.    But  the  case  is,  nerertheless,  of  permanent  rslue 
and  importanoe  as  illustrating  the  principles  of  oonstrtic- 
tion  applicable  to  statutes.      The  words  of  the  Act  of 
1861  are  "All  debtors,  whether  traders  or  not,  shall  be 
subject  to  the  prorisions  of  this  Act."    It  was  contended 
that  these  words  did  not  apply  to  persons  baring  privi- 
lege of  Parliament.    The  grounds  of  this  contention  mn 
substantially  two: — First,  it  was  said  that  pririlege  of  Pu- 
liament  can'  only  be  taken  away  by  express  prorision  of 
Parliamept;  that  there  are  many  of  the  powers  of  Courts  of 
Bankruptcy  which,  if  pnt  in   force  against  a  member  of 
Parliament  would  conflict   with  his  common  prirllefes 
and  immunities;    and  that   as  there  waa  no  expie«<ed 
intention  to    interfere    with  the    pririleges    of  Par- 
liament, the  Act  ought  not  to    be  held  to   apply  to 
members  of  Parliament.     Secondly,  it  waa  said  Uiat  in 
former  Acts  which  did  In  terms  apply  to  members  of 
Parliament  being  traders,  special    prorision  had  alwajs 
been  made  to  preserre  tbefar  ptirileges  intact.    And  as 
no  such  prorisions  were  to  be  found  in  the  Act  of  I S61, 
it  could  not  be  intended  to  apply  to  members  of  Parlia- 
ment at  all. 

The  Law  Lords  unanimously,  and  without  hesitation, 
held  these  reasons  insufBoieut  to  control  the  effect  of  the 
general  words  which  we  hare  quoted.  Lord  Westbniy 
states  as  the  ratio  decidendi  "  that  the  words  '  all  debtors, 
whether  traders  or  not,'  comprehend  the  non-trading  peer 
being  a  debtor  as  much  as  they  comprehend  the  trading 
peer  being  a  debtor;  and  that  there  is  nothing  in  the 
suggestions  which  hare  been  made  tons  that  is  of  sufficient 
weight  to  compel  us  (for  we  mast  be  oompelled)  to  limit 
the  unirersality  of  the  enactment,  and  to  take  a  certain 
class  of  persons  only  by  inference,  or  asapposed  implica- 
tion, out  of  the  extended  ambit  or  the  unirersalit;  of 
these  words." 


REVIEWS. 

ji  UMorittU  Aeeount  of  the  Nttitrality  of  Oteat  BriUut 
during  tht  Amtriean  Civil  War.  By  Houmtaoub  Bu- 
NABD,  U.A.,  Chichele  Professor  of  International  !«* 
and  Diplomacy  in  the  Unirenity  of  Oxfard.  London : 
Longmans^  1870. 

This  book  is,  among  English  books  at  least,  quite  original 
in  conception.    We  bare  had  histories,  and  histories  of  wan 
too,  of  manr  kinds.    There  is  no  lack  of  histories  of  the 
purely  popular  t^e,  written  with  no  other  object  than  to 
conrey  die  leading  facts  of  history  in  the  moat  readable 
form.    Political  histories,  written  to  support  particular  po- 
litical theories,  are  abund[ant.     Of  purely  militai^  histories 
we  have  several.    Histories  written  from  the  stnetly  theo- 
loeical  stand  point  are  net  far  to  seek.     Bnt  this  is,  we 
beiiere,  the  first  English  history  of  a  rrar  written  by  a 
lawyer,  from  die  lawj^'s  point  ct  riew,  and  with  the  object 
of  showing  the  bearings  upon  intwnational  law  of  the 
rarions  incidents  ct  the  contest.    It  ia  obrions  that  this 
plsn  has  both  sdrantages  and  dissdrnntay.     On  the  one 
hand  historical  discussion  will  alwaya  gtre  rise  to  con- 
trersrsy,  always  excite  prejudice    and  passion,    more  es- 
pecially  in  the  case   of  such  a  discnasion  as  that  with 
whidi  Mr.  Barnard's  work  opens,  upon  the  Causes  of  the 
American  War.    And  this  will  necessarily  tend  to  disturb 
the  judgment  of  his  readers,  disqualifythem  for  the  calm 
consideration  of  questions  of  law,  and  ao  injure  the  effect  of 
'  th*  work.    On  the  other  hand,  readers,  and  especially  non- 
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lull  mden — nldiera,  sailors,  colonial  gOTemors,  and  the 
llEe,  who  lie  after  all  ihose  who  hare  to  act  most  freqently 
upon  the  doctrines  of  international  lair — will  understand 
ten  times  as  much  of  a  question  of  law  when  they  see  it  in  a 
pnctical  form  as  it  actually  did  arise  nnce,  ana  may  arise 
agiix,  as  they  would  if  brought  before  them  in  an  abstract 
form.  And,  moreover,  ten  people  are  likely  to  read  such  a 
book  for  one  who  would  read  an  abstract  treatise.  On  the 
whole  we  think  Mr.  Bernard  has  chosen  the  best  form  in 
which  to  gather  up  the  fragments  of  instruction  in  inter- 
national law  which  the  experience  of  the  war  affords. 

From  what  we  have  jost  said,  it  will  be  collected  that  this 
is  in  one  sense  a  po]gmar  work.  Bat  it  would  be  a  great 
mistake  and  a  great  injustice  to  confound  it  for  a  moment 
with  that  most  mischieroug  of  all  classes  of  works — law 
woiks  which  seek  to  popularise  law,  by  representing  that  as 
«isy  and  simple  which  is  not  easy  and  simple,  by  suppress- 
ing the  greater  part  of  the  subject,  evading  its  difficulties, 
and  in  uatt  misrepresenting  it  altc^ther.  This  book  treats 
the  incidents  of  the  war  in  their  chronological  order  and 
historical  connection.  It  discusses  the  poin&  of  law  which 
arose  for  the  most  part  in  the  order  in  which  they  arose. 
Bat  each  point  examined  is  treated  with  the  most  rigid 
aceoncy  and  the  most  entire  thoroughness ;  in  a  manner 
which,  to  the  lawyer,  is  in  refreshing  contrast  with  the 
looseness  of  thought  and  ambiguity  of  language  generally  to 
in  foond  in  text-books  dealing  with  interaatiSnal  law. 

The  questions  which  did  arise  during  the  war  are  far  more 
namerons  than  most  people  have  any  idea  of.    They  in- 
eluded  qnestious  of  supreme  importance,  such  as  the  ques- 
tions of  belligerency  and  its  recognition  by  neutrals  ;  the 
f^t  qoestion  of  the  right  to  treat  agents  of  a  belligerent 
jwwer  on  board  s  neutral  ship  as    contraband  of  war, 
which  arose  in  the  case  of  the  Trent,  or  rather  would  have 
arisen  bat  for  Captain  Wilkes'  blander  in  seizing  the  per- 
■Kw  instead  of  tho  ship ;  innumerable  points  in  tiie  law  of 
Uockade;  and  above  all  the  great  questions  raised  in  the 
Abhata  controvervy.    They  include,  too,  points  seemingly 
mknte,  and  certainly  of  rare  occurrence,  hut  still  not  with- 
out iuitiaetion,  such  as  that  which  arose  in  the  case  of  the 
TsuiooH,  at  the  Cape  of  Gh>od  Hoj)e,  as  to  the  power  of 
tile  ca^ab  of  a  ship  of  war  to  commission  tenders  (pp.  422 
—07).  And  as  aJl  these  points  are  treated  witii  equal 
'^.Mi.  Bernard's  book  covers  far  more  ground,  and  con- 
''uv  !b  more  instruction  than  a  has^  reader  might  at 
^  si^t  suppose.      Particularly  excellent  appear  to  as 
ilt.  Banuids  examination  of  the  case  of  the  n-ent,  in 
obapter  IX. ;  and  his  explanatiooB  of  various  points  iu  the 
lavot  blockad^  in  chapter  XII. 

the  part  of  the  hook  which  satisfies  us  least  is  that  in 
vhjch  the  liability  of  England  in  respect  of  the  escape  of 
tht  AUxma  is  conaiderM.  Ur.  Bernard  very  accurately 
neolree  the  qneatioD  (p.  886)  into  two  :— 

1.  "Is  it  among  the  iatemational  duties  of  a  neatral 
goTenunent  to  prevent  the  despatch  ftom  its  ports  of  vefisels 
apparently  designed  for  war,  but  unarmed,  which  it  has 
reason  to  believe  constructed  or  intended  for  the  service  of 
a  belligerent  T 

2.  '  Did  the  British  Government  neglect  this  duty  ?  " 
Ur.  Bernard  considers  the  second  question  first,  and  he 

«p«sses  a  decided  opinion  in  the  negative,  though  certainly 
vithont  anything  like  dogmatism  or  undue  confidence,  a  fault 
from  which  he  is  eminently  free.  Now,  what  are  the  facts  P 
Ob  the  iStd  of  July,  1862,  all  the  facU  warranting  the 
seunreofthe  Alaiama  (then  kown  as  No,  290),  at  Liver- 
pool  were  fully  known  to  the  customs  authorities,  whose 
uty,  if  any  one's,  it  was  to  seize  her.  On  the  29th  she 
suled  from  Liverpool  without  any  actual  attempt  having 
been  inade  to  detain  her.  Now,  unless  this  delay  can  be 
^plained,  there  ia  clearly  a  gross  case  of  negligence  shown, 
"•jnnmig  that  there  was  a  duty  to  stop  the  ship.  And 
what  is  the  exjOanation  ?  Simply  this.  The  customs 
auftonties  were  in  doubt  both  as  to  the  law  and  as  to  the 
wieisac^ofthe  evidence.  They  took  the  opinion  first  of 
Ueir  solicitor,  who  advised  against  the  seizure;  and  after- 
»"« that  of  the  law  officers  of  the  Crown,  who  advised  in 
■woor  of  it.  But  before  this  last  opinion  was  received  the  ship 
*•»  oft  In  other  words  the  answer  of  this  British  Govern- 
nat  to  America  on  tha  question  of  negligence  is  : — We  did 
noUnow  our  own  law,  and  it  took  a  week  to  find  it  out, 
I'd  so  the  ship  escaped.  Mr.  Bernard  seriously  thinks  this 
»«« sufficient  (p.  890).  What  would  he  say,  or  what 
wud  any  lawyer  say  to  such  a  plea  if  the  controversy  were 
onwtea  two  individnals  ?    If  ever  there  were  a  case  where 


the  maxim  Ignorantia  Jiruneminem  txeusat  should  apply,  it 
is  this. 

As  to  the  other  question,  the  existence  of  any  duty  to  deiun 
the  ship,  Ur.  Bernard  answers  it  also  in  the  negative.  He 
lays  down  the  unquestionable  doctrine  that  neutral  terri- 
tory must  not  be  used  "as  a  base  or  point  of  departure 
for  hostile  expeditions  by  land  or  sea."  And  he  simply 
considers  whether  or  not  this  rule  was  violated  in  the  case 
of  the  Alabama.  The  question  is  one  of  very  great  diffi- 
culty, on  which  we  should  be  sorry  to  express  any  confident 
opinion,  though  we  are  inclined  to  take  the  contrary  view  to 
Mr.  Bernard's.  But  there  is  a  farther  question  which  Mr. 
Bernard  does  not  touch.  Assuming  no  such  obligation  as 
that  contended  for  to  arise  directly  from  the  known  rules  of 
general  international  law,  is  it  not  possible  at  least  that  it 
may  arise  indirectly  1  Assume  that  our  municipal  law,  and 
that  part  of  it  wluch  expressly  deals  with  neutrality,  pro- 
hibits what  was  done  in  the  case  of  the  Alabama  (a  point 
upon  which  after  what  took  place  in  the  case  of  the 
Alexaitdra,  12  W.  R.  257,  no  one  can  dogmatise),  and  gave 
the  Government  power  to  seize  the  ship  ;  then  is  it  not  at 
least  questionable  whether  an  intematioQal  duty  may  not 
thus  arise  to  put  our  municipal  law  in  force  at  the  reason- 
able request  of  a  belligerent  I  This  is  a  doctrine  which  we 
by  no  means  assert,  bat  it  is  at  least  frequentiy  maintained, 
it  was  expressly  admitted  by  Lord  Granville  m  his  corres- 
pondence with  Count  Bernstorff,  and  it  is,  we  think,  be- 
coming more  commonly  adopted  every  day.  If  the  Alabama 
claims  are  ever  decided  it  wul  undoubtedly  have  to  be  exa- 
mined, aad  its  adoption  or  rejection  may  very  possibly 
govern  the  case.     But  Mr.  Bernard  leaves  it  untouched. 


A  Treatue  npon  the  Law  applicahle  to  Vegligenee.  By  T.  W. 
Saundebs,  Esq.,  Recorder  of  Bath.  London:  Butter- 
worths.    1871. 

In  reviewing  this  work  it  is  only  proper  to  beu:  in  mind 
the  object  which  the  author  states  in  his  preface  that  he  ha* 
proposed  to  himself.  He  has  endeavoured  to  supply  in  a 
compendious  and  uonveuiont  shape  a  volume  by  which  a 
ready  reference  may  be  obtained  to  the  authorities  on  the 
subject,  which,  as  he  very  truly  says,  have  increased  of  late 
perhaps  more  than  those  on  any  other  branch  of  the  law. 
This  somewhat  modest  aim  disarms  criticism.  It  would  be 
unfair  to  complain  that  the  author  has  done  little  or  nothing 
to  clear  up  the  doubtful  points  in  the  law,  that  he  does  not 
tell  us  anything  about  the  principles  or  origin  of  the  various 
doctrines  which  the  cases  illustrate,  or  even  that  he  does 
not  show  us  by  the  manner  in  which  he  has  arranged  his 
sul^ect  that  he  himself  has  mastered  these  principles.  When 
a  gentieman  whose  position  in  the  profession  might  entitle 
him  to  teach  us  something  about  the  law  disclaims 
any  intention  of  doing  so,  and  only  refers  us  to  the 
cases  from  which  we  may  learn,  we  presume  we 
must  not  complain  that  we  are  not  ianght.  All 
that  can  be  said  is  that  the  author  has  not  seized  the 
opportunity  of  supplying  the  undoubted  want  of  a  scientific 
treatise  on  this  subject.  In  reviewing  a  much  more  ambitions 
American  work  on  the  same  subject^  that  of  Messrs.  Shear- 
man and  Redfield,  not  long  ago,  we  expressed  the  oj^inion  that 
the  subject  was  one  especially  capable  of  elucidation  by 
mere  analysis.  In  actions  for  neglisence  the  fJicts  are  alaiost 
infinitely  various,  and  to  argue  from  cose  to  cose  leads 
necessarily  to  confusion  and  frequently  to  wrong  results. 
The  only  plan  is  to  lay  down  the  mam  propositions  that 
have  to  be  established  m  order  to  constitute  a  causa  of  action 
for  negligence,  and  perhaps  a  few  general  rules  under  each 
proposition,  and  then  to  place  each  case  under  the  proposi- 
tion which  it  illustrates.  Tlius  it  will  serve  to  explain  that 
proposition  and  show  to  what  new  eases  it  is  applicable. 

Passing  now  from  what  Mr.  Saunders,  apparently  from 
modesty,  has  not  attempted,  to  consider  the  manner  in  which 
he  has  performed  the  task  which  he  has  proposed  to  himself 
of  collecting  authorities,  we  find  very  considerable  diligence 
displayed.  Almost  all  the  decisions  are  given,  some  very 
recent  ones,  as  well  as  the  older  ones.  The  references  to 
the  cases,  tho\u'h  not  quite  unaxceptionable,  are  also  gives 
much  more  faUy  and  on  a  more  rational  system  than  is 
common  with  text-books  writers.  On  the  whole,  t6e 
book  is  a  tolerably  complete  collection  of  head-notes. 
Judging  from  the  amount  of  connection  with  what  goes 
before  and  after  we  should  say  that  many  of  the  most  recent 
cases  were  inserted  after  the  hulk  of  the  work  was  written, 
and  some  of  them  on  the  pagesof  which  the  author  happened 
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to  be  eorrectiiix  the  pren  at  the  tiine  they  were  reported. 
It  ia  certainly  £iBciilt  to  adapt  newmatterto  that  already 
written,  and  on  this  mbjeet  the  nnmber  of  case*  growi  lo 
tttt  Out  the  difficoltr  it  greater  than  otoaL  Perhaps  it  ia 
these  recent  catee  mtich  it  has  been  aeceMaiy  to  inaert 
lomewhere,  which  make  the  plan  of  the  book  aeem  woree 
than  it  otherwiae  would.  As  we  hare  aaid,  howeTer,  the 
anthoT  profeaaea  rather  to  ooUect  than  arrange.  He  nanally 
gires  the  dedsiona  either  in  the  worda  of  the  jndgea  or  in  the 
worda  of  the  head-note,  and  be  has  a  good  index.  We 
Iiare  atated  that  the  collection  of  caaea  ia  tolerably  com- 
plete. It  ia,  howerer,  much  better  aa  a  collection  of  what 
auiT  be  called  aocideDt  caaea — tbat  ia,  caaea  of  personal  injury 
and  the  like —than  as  a  collection  of  caaea  throwing  li^t  on 
the  general  prindplea  creating  a  liability  for  negligence, 
Thoa,  Fltieker  r.  Rylanda  is  not  noticed  m  any  one  of  ita 
itagea,  either  in  the  Conrtof  Excheqaer,£zcheqaer  Chamber, 
or  Honae  of  Lorda.  We  regard  Mr.  Justice  Blaokbnm's 
jndgment  in  that  case  in  the  Exchequer  Chamber  aa  the 
moat  inatructiTe  ezposition  of  the  law  of  negligence  to  be 
fmmd  in  any  modem  decision.  Again,  Qr*y  r.  PtlUn 
p  B.  ft  6. 970),  and  WtUon  r.  Xtrry  (1  Scotch  Appeala  326), 
m  the  Honae  of  Lorda,  in  which  it  was  commented  on,  are 
not  mentioned.  Oihlin  t.  McUMtH  (17  W.  B.  446)  ia  also 
omitted.  These  casea  all  lie  a  little  oat  of  the  ordinary  line 
of  cases  treated  by  the  author,  but  inaamnch  aa  they  are 
Te^  instmctire  on  the  aubject,  tsA  might  not  be  found 
under  the  asmebeada  in  digeats,  it  would  hare  been  the 
more  important  to  notioe  them, 

Ur.  Sannden  haa  been  happy  in  hia  choice  of  •  aabject. 
Although  he  haa  not  done  aa  much  with  it  aa  we  think 
ni^t  hare  bean  done,  he  haa  produced  a  work  whioh  will 
facilitate  reference  to  tiie  anthoritiea,  and  with  thia  he  telle 
na  in  hia  preftce  that  he  will  be  content 


Tht  L\f$  Auurant*  Campanin  Act,  1870 ;  wiM  a  Cowuiuh- 
Ury  on  the  Lift  Ituuranet  L^itUUion  ef  that  year.  By 
O.  J.  BvmroK,  U.A.,Barrist«r-at-law.  London:  Laytons. 
Mr.  Bonyon  ia  known  to  the  legal  profeaaion  aa  the 
Aetoary  of  the  Norwich  Union  loaurance  Companr  and  aa 
author  of  some  TalnaUe  and  standard  legal  tezt-booka  on 
tiie  Law  of  Fire  and  life  Asanrance.  Anything  on  auoh  a 
■abject,  emanating  from  hia  pen,  ia  entiued  to  neat  re- 
■peiBt.  The  work  before  na  oom^riaea,  in  pampQet  form 
and  aa»,  a  ariticiam  of  the  legialanon  of  the  preaent  year 
oa  thia  aabject.  not  forgetting  the  insorance  prorisiona  of 
the  Harried  Women's  Property  Act,  with  prints  of  the 
•nactmenta.  The  work  comprises  general  comments  on  the 
olrjeot  of  this  legialation,  we  evil  aimed  at,  and  the  effi- 
oiaiioy  of  the  remedy,  beaidea  criticiam  from  the  actoary'a 
point  of  Tiew,  and  the  commenta  and  citationa  appropriate 
to  a  lawyer'a  text- book.  The  aabject  being  limited,  Mr. 
Banyon  haa  got  itall  into  fifty -eight  octavo  pacrea  (including  a 
capital  index),  and  the  work  may  be  regarded  as  an  excep- 
tion to  the  general  maxim,  that  in  wnting  law  books  yon 
cannot  well  olend  two  objects.  We  decidedly  recommend 
thia  book  to  all  practitioneTS.  The  commenta,  explana- 
tions, and  criticiama  are  calculated  to  be  of  the  greatest 
asaiatanoe  to  Uw^era  endeaTooring  to  apply  a  new  pieee  of 
legialation  to  their  clients'  caaea. 

There  is  one  point,  by  the  way,  upon  which  we  ahould 
bare  liked  to  aee  Mr.  Bonyon'a  opimon,  and  that  ia — the 
aon-estension  to  annaitanta  of  the  control  over  amalga- 
mationa  conferred  by  the  Act  on  policyholders.  (See  our 
remarka  14  S.  J.  961.)  Either  thia  nas  eacaped  Mr.  Banyon 
or  be  haa  not  thought  it  worth  comment  Oar  own  idea  ia 
that  the  point  never  ooonrred  to  the  mind  of  the  person  who 
drafted  the  Act 


A  BeltctUM  oflMding  Cati  in  th*  Sindoo  Zav)  eflnheritanet, 
tcith  note:  By  the  Hon.  John  Bbucb  Nobtok,  of 
Lineeln's-inn,  Bairiater.at-Iaw,  Advocate  General  of 
Madras,  and  Member  of  tiie  Legislative  CounciL 
Part  I.  Madras:  C,  B.  Cruiz.  London:  Stevena  ft 
Haynes. 

We  have  no  heaitation  in  aaying  tbat  assuming,  aa  we 
an  doubtless  entitled  to  ssaume,  that  Part  II.  will  come 
vp  to  Part  I.,  theae  Leading  Caaea  will  form  by  far  the  best 
work  on  Hinda  law  since  the  days  of  Sir  Thomas  Strang 
It  mart  be  borne  in  mind  that  the  law  of  inheritance  is, 
for  practical  purposes,  at  the  "present  day  the  moat  impor- 
tant branch  of  the  Hindu  law,  and  the  one  upon  which 
the  Indian  Courts  and  the  Judicial  Committee  are  moat 
frequently  called  upon  to  adjudicate.     Mr.    Norton  pro- 


poaed  to  blmaelf,  in  the  work  we  are reviewii^,  to  titattlw 
law  of  inheiitanoe  imder   fourteen  heads — vu.,  msrriige, 
stridhannm,  adoption,  maintenance,  guardianship,  bename^ 
coparcenary,  dinsioB,  alienation  by  gift,  alienation  by  jm, 
widow's  eaUte,    zemindar'a   eatate,    ancoeaaion  in  wniiA 
fcmni««,  and  ancceaaion  in  undivided  familin.     Of  these 
heads  the  first  ei^  are  compriaed  in  part  I.    The  treatment 
ia  predaely  aimuar  to  that   adopted   in  Smith's  Letding 
Cases.    Fint,  a  ease  ia  pvoi  ^  exUmo  upon  the  subject  to 
be  discussed.     Then  fulow  notes  in  which  the  snbject  is 
punaed  into  all  its  ramificationa,  and  a  whole  mass  of  esse 
law  bearing  thereon  ia  given.    Beaidea  references  to  cases 
there  are  of  neceaaity  copioua  referencea  to  the  varioos  la. 
thoritiea  on  Hindu  law.     Hardly  a  page  ia  without  three 
or  four  of  theae  references.    Now,    it  is  not    every  lawyer 
who  haa  in  his  library  the  Faya  Bhaga  and  theMitaeahait 
or  the  works  of  Menu  and  Nareda.    Even  if  he  had  them  he 
might  not  be  able    to  read    them   were  thev   in  the  ver- 
nacular.   Mr.  Norton  haa  got  over  theae  difficultiea  for  the 
readers  of  hia  book  by  adding  an  appendix  wherein  is  to  he 
found  every  passsge  of  an  Indian  authority  referred  to  in 
the  text    The  passages  are  given  in  exlento  and  translated 
into  English.  Of  course  the  appendix  will  form  a  eonaidsrable 
part  of  the  book ;  it  occupies  more, than  one -third  of  part  1., 
out  it  is  a  valuable  feature  and  one  which  if  omitted  would 
have  materi^y  leaaened  the  utility  of  the  book.    We  cts 
eonacientiously  recommend  the  work,  not  onlv  to  the  piie- 
tiaing  lawyer,  but  to  the  atudent  of  Indian  law,  not  as  a 
firat  Dook,  bat  to  be  taken  up  when  a  knowledge  of  the 
leading  prindplea  of  Hindu  law  has  been  gained  fitom  soma 
elementary  t«ct-book. 


C0UBT8. 

OOUBT  OFCTANOEBT. 

Lois  JvsncB  JAxaa. 
Dec:  2\.—Akxmid*r  t.  MOU. 
Ooitt  of  ufptal. 
At  the  ooaduaion  of  the  judgment  in  this  oaae 
Jaxbs,  LJ.,  said : — ^There  was  a  caao  very  follr  argued 
before  us  the  other  day,  in  which  we  were  rery  moch  preisnd 
by  counsel,  that  the  practice  of  the  Coart  had  now  altered 
with  regard  to  the  costs  of  a  suooassfal  appeaL     We  unde^ 
took  to  communicate  with  the  Lord  Cliiaaoellor,  and  have 
dona  so.    His  Lordship  says  he  does  not  nndantand  that 
any  aUaration  haa  taken  place. 

Wiekm*. — ^I  think  there  waa  juat  a  short  time,  dmiog 
whioh  your  Lordship's  predecessors  were  parrerted  by  the 
Privy  Oooneil  praotioe. 

Jakis,  IkJ.— The  Lord  Chancellor  aays  h«  has  never,  in 
any  oaae^  given  coata  of  a  auocaaaful  appeal ;  altfaou^  the 
Ooort,  he  oonaidera,  haa  power  to  do  it  in  apeoial  < 


MAanx  OF  thb  Roixs. 
Dee.  19.— £(  Abrahami  (a  SoUeitor). 
Thia  waa  an  a4joamed  aommons  requiring  Mr.  Michael 
Abrahama,  solidtor,  of  Old  Jewry,   to    show   canae  why 
he  ahould  not  be  stiiiok  off  the  rolla.     It  appeared  that  in 
1867  a  Mr.  Joaeph  Snohe,  of  Joaeph  Snofae  i  Co.  (limited), 
called  on  Mr.  Amhama  and  aaksd  him  to  act  for  the  com- 
pany in  enfordng  their  claim  against  tihe  Ctontzaot  Corpora- 
tion for  £10,000,  and  offered  him  £500  for  Us  coals.    Mr. 
Abrahama  declined  to  act  as  he  often  aeted  aa  the  solidtor 
for  the  Contract  Corporation,  and    ICr.   Snohe  employed 
Messrs.  linklater  ft  Co.,  who  took  ont  a  anmrnans,  wmeb 
was  a4)oamed  into  Court,  and  Mr.  Abrahama  was  employed 
by  the  liquidator  of  the  Contract  Corporation  to  oppose 
the  summons.      The  Master  of  the  RoUs,  in  June,  1868, 
dedded  in  &TOttr  of  the  olaim.    The  liquidator,  by  Hr. 
Abrahams,  gave  notioe  of  appeal ;  bnt  the  notioe  was  with- 
drawn at  tiie  desire  of  the  creditors'  representative,  Mr. 
Ayles.    A  few  days  after  the  notioe  of  appeal  was  with- 
drawn, Mr.  Suehe  called  on  Mr.    Abrahams,    and,  after 
thmlring  him  for  the  fair  way  in  whioh  be  had  oppossd 
his  olaim,  departed,  leaving  a  £500  note  on  the  table.    Hr. 
Abrahama  carried  this  sum  to  the  credit  of  Mr,  Snohe  in  his 
books,  but  in  Septembsr  last,  hearing'  that  reports  ware 
abroad  aa  to  hia  re^ipt  of  the  money,  he  laid  a  stataoant 
of  the  foots  before  the  Chief  Clerk   (ICr.  Cauireh),  and  he 
eommunioated  with  the  Master  of  the  Bolb,  who  oidend 
the  preaent  aummona  to  iaaue. 
Sir   Mithwri  BuffctUty,   Q.C.,  and  J.   S.    T»fhr,  in- 
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•ttactod  bjr  the  loEcitor  to  the  Soiton'  Fm  Fond,  labiiiitted 
tbe  eua  to  the  Comrt. 

/nul,  Q.C.,  Swamton,  Q.C.,  and  Higgitu,  appeared  for 
Ur.  Abraham*,  and  read  a&davita  inaite  by  aareral  tolid- 
ion  of  eminance,  apeaking  to  the  the  Qniform  integrity 
^iipUyed  by  Mr.  Abrahams  daring  a  profigMiiMial  oareer  of 
more  than  twenty  yean. 

The  ICAiTsa  of  ths  Bolls,  who  had  reserred  jodgnant 
{com  the  bst  day  of  Michaelmas  Term,  said  tbiat  he  had 
coma  to  the  oondnaion  that  Mr.  Abnduuna  exerted  himself 
<to  the  vtsBost  in  fitvonr  of  his  olient^  the  liquidator,  that  he 
bna^t  the  case  ftilly  before  the  Ooort,  and  suppressed  no- 
thmg.  His  Lordship  beliered  that  Mr.  Abrahams  had,  ap 
to  the  day  when  the  bank-note  was  left  on  his  table,  for- 
^ttan  ili  about  the  prerioua  offer  of  £500  for  hii  costs,  and 
that  it  supplied  no  motire  to  actuate  him  ia  oondncting  the 
4Wpaaition  to  the  claim.  By  what  species  of  in&tnation 
llr.  Atnhams  oame  to  accept  the  note  his  Lordship  oould 
not  ooncsiTe.  The  impropriety  of  the  act,  and  the  con- 
seqnsDoes  which  must  ensue  if  such  an  act  ware  passed  oyer, 
oeMsd  no  comment.  Considering  the  high  character  Mr. 
Abnhami  had  reoeived  from  several  firms  of  the  highest 
fJisisctsr  in  the  profiastion,  his  Lordship  had  conrinoed  him- 
self that  he  might,  without  undue  lenity,  reduce  the  penalty 
to  be  inflicted.  AJa  the  case  was  one  in  which  no  appeal 
would  Be  from  his  decision  he  had  taken  the  opinion  of  the 
lotdi  Jastioes,  and  they  concurred  in  the  decision  he  was 
aluat  to  pronounce — namely,  that  Mr.  Abrahams  be  los- 
pended  for  one  year  from  the  let  of  January  next,  and  pay 
the  costs  of  the  application. 


COUNTY  C0UKT8. 


LunuRH. 
(Before  J.  Prrr  Tatlor,  Esq.,  Judge.) 
Dec.  30. — Alpau  r.  JaUmeag, 
Tit  veriiage  of  jpHtaiiHgi  m  (A«  Buptrior  tourt$  fut  <uUtpt4d 
Uam^  court  proettdingi. 

lb.  Prt  Tati-ob,  on  this  case  being  called,  read  the 
V^ieian   of  demand   as  follows  :— "August,   IMfi,  to 
Uwankec,  1868.      The  plaintiff  sues  the  defendant    for 
Dcoey  pvfsble  from  the  defisndant  to  the  plaintilE,    For 
nntyfudby  the  plaintiff  for  the  defendant  at  her  re- 
4Vit  For  goods  sold  and  delirered  by  the  plaintiff  to  the 
<>i6Bdiat    For  money  lent  by  the  plaintiff  to  the  defim- 
<iiiit,  ud  fiv  money  found  to  lie  due  from  the  defendant  to 
thgjilaintiff  on  acoonnts  stated  between  them  between  these 
itin,  the  full  partieular*  of  which  said  accounts  ia  detail 
-litTe  abeady  been  delirered  to  tiie  defimdant  by  the  plain- 
ti?  before  action  brought,  £14  16s.  8d."    These  paiticulats 
of  demind  (the  learned  judge  went  on  to  say)  were  prepos- 
lenma  nonsense,  and  also  unintelligible  to  ordinary  people. 
They  were  in  imitation  of  the  pleadings  in  the  superior 
cositi  where  they  were  absurd  enough,  but  doubly  absaid 
"in  oonoty  eonrts  irhioh  were  intended  to  simpluy  l^ral 
l>oe*edings  so  that  anybody  could  understand  them.    T^hie 
defendant  (who  did  not  appear)  was  in  all  probability  won- 
dering what  all  this  rubbuh  meant. 
The  daintiff  handed  in  another  doooment 
Mr.  Fin  Tatlob  said  this  was  a  plain  common-sense 
tiadeamsn's  bill  with  items  and  amounts  that  anybody  coold 
™dentand.    It  waa  just  the  sort  of  document  which  ought 
to  hare  been  given  in  iis  partioalars  of  demand.    The  outer 
wu  no  doubt  drawn  by  a  lawyei's  clerk  who  thought  he 
**>•  drawing  a  declaration  for  a  superior  court,  as  the  com- 
nenoMunt  of  a  lon^  aeries  of  woidy  and  half  intelligible 
'pksdings.    Hie  plaintiff  moat  supply  another  copy  of  the 
doeiment  juit  handed  in  to  be  served  through  the  Court  on 
"tlie  defenttnt    The  case  must  therefore,  be  a4ioumed. 

Blackbttbk. 
(Before  W.  A.  Hultok,  Esq.,  Judge.) 
Sanirupleg — Strvict  of  Dtbtor-BummoHt. 
Ppon  a  petition  presented  IsstweA  by  Mr.  Backhouse, 
MKuor,  Mr.  Fickop,  solicitor,  took  the  objection  that  the 
'uomana  having  beini  served  by  an  attorney's  clerk,  there 
^  tto  serrice  in  law.    He  based  his  objection  on  a  literal 
taterpntation  of  role  61,  which  provides  that  sitmmoiues 
wul  be  swved  b^  an  officer  or  a  l)ailiff  of  Uie  court,  or  by 
ue  creditor  or  his  attorney.     Mr.  Backhouse  was  allowed  a 
•oi  to  inquire  if  there  had  been  any  decision  on  the  point, 
ud  now  laid  he  had  been  able  to  find  none.    He,  however, 
'^'Xtnded  that  an  attcniey  included  his  clerk.    He  had  in- 


quired into  the  practice  at  Manchester  and  Liverpool.  Mn 
Uobbett,  of  Manchester,  wrote  that  he  believed  the  object 
of  the  statute  was  to  limit  the  risht  to  serve  to  persons  of 
some  dwree  of  respectability,  and  that  the  words  "bvhis 
attorney  should  be  read  "  by  the  reaponsibility  of  the 
attorney."  Messrs.  Bannerman,  Lacy,  ft  Co.,  of  Liverpool, 
went  farther.  They  had  an  extensive  practice  under  the 
Bankruptcy  Act,  and  they  served  their  trader  debtor* 
summonses  by  darks,  or  ordinary  process  servers ;  the  latter 
was  the  course  they  usually  adopted,  and  there  had  not  been 
a  single  objection  to  it. 

Mr.  HcLTON  said  he  remembered  the  practice  in  the  old 
county  court  when  summonses  were  served  by  persona  of 
very  uttle  respectability,  indeed,  and  the  practice  under  the 
present  Act  of  at  least  one  firm  of  high  repute  at  Liverpool 
would  lead  him  to  oonstrue  a  very  specific  rule  literally.  He 
therefore  decided  that  the  service  was  not  valid. 


LOKD  MAYOR'S  COURT. 


(Before  Mr.  Serjeant  T.  ATKiMSoir  and  a  Common  Jury.) 

Dec  il.—AUoU  and  Othtn  v.  Pwrfitt. 
A%  tsteutor  ntf  weC  «««  in  Am  eajMmty  as  lueh  for  a  iAt 

aceruing  to  tAt  ttttUe  »»  buiitttu  tratuaetions  ctiuqtuiMy 

to  the  ieottm  of  th$  t$$lator. 

The  plaintiffs  in  this  case  were  the  axeentoia  of  the  wiU 
of  W.  Dick,  formerly  a  baker  in  the  Baymarket.  He  be- 
queathed lus  business  to  the  plaintiffii,  to  continue  to  the 
trade  of  a  baker,  until  they  could  dispose  of  the  goodwill. 
The  defendant  became  indebted  to  the  estate  subsequently 
to  tile  testator's  decease  for  goods  supplied,  and  this  aotioa 
waa  brought  by  the  plaintifi  for  the  amount  owing, 
£12  19a.  M. 

S.  C.  BmtnU.  for  the  plaintiff;  dted  CvetU  v.  Jfram  (fi 
East,  ilO;,  and  Williams  Execnton,  6th  ed.,  880,  SSi,  where 
in  tiie  li^tor  page  the  following  passage  ooours : — "  Several 
old  cases  mi^  be  found  in  whidi  it  was  considered  that  the 
contracts  made  with  an  executor  or  administrator  were  per- 
sonal to  him,  and  that  ha  must  sue  for  them  in  his  own  rigU, 
and  not  in  his  representative  capadty ;  and  partiimlaTly  in 
the  instance  of  negotiable  instruments,  it  was  conceived  until 
very  modem  times  that  if  an  executor  took  a  bill  or  note 
from  a  debtor  to  the  estate  of  his  testator,  a  new  debt  waa 
thereby  created  which  must  be  declared  on  as  such;  however, 
the  rafe  may  now  be  regarded  as  fimily  established  by  the 
later  cases, — ^that  wherever  the  monqr  reoovand  wul  be 
aaeets,  the  executor  may  sue  fat  Vi,  and  dedars  in  his  re- 
preeentative  character,'  and  UanhM  v.  Broaikrurtt  (1  0. 
&  J.  406),  where  it  was  held  that  in  an  action  by  the  exe- 
ontors  in  their  reprssentative  chaxaoter,  for  work  and  labour 
done,  sad  matniala  found,  the  eseonton  might  recover 
the  value  of  tiie  materials,  and  (from  inference)  that  they 
night  also  recover  for  the  work  and  labour  as  executors  of 
the  deceased.  He  argued  that  there  waa  a  considerable 
difference  between  an  admiitutrator't  and  an  eatoeulor't  right 
to  sue,  and  that  the  plaintiffs  in  this  case  were,  upon  the 
authoritiea  dted,  entitled  to  leoover. 

linlay  for  the  defendant,  dted  Botingbrokt  v.  Ktrr  ( 14 
W.  K.  6(7),  as  an  authori^  that  an  administrator  cannot 
sue  in  his  representative  character  upon  oontraota  made 
after  the  death  of  the  intestate  in  the  course  of  carrying  on 
the  testator's  business. 

iix.  Sojeant  Atkinson  was  of  opinion  that  there  was  no 
distinotion  between  the  rights  of  an  executor  and  an  ad- 
ministrator to  sue  for  debts  accruing  to  the  estate  subse- 
quent to  the  testator's  decease,  and  therefore  directed  a 
nonsuit. 

Btnttttt  obtained  leave  to  i^ply  for  a  rule  to  enter  a 
verdiot  for  the  plaintiff*. 

WEST  INDLAK  INCUMBERED  ESTATES  COURT, 

8,  PABK-tmBBT,  WasnoiivrBB. 
(Before  Mr.  FLKmNO,  U.C,  and  Mr.  Cusr,  Commissioners.) 

Nov.  16,  23.— je*  OOmm. 

Coiuigmc—ZitH — Pnotr  to   appoint — Proeetdingt  in  Chan- 

t$ry, 

A  conrigHot  to  whom  a  halane*  it  due  u  iniiiUd  to  hact  the 

ettatt  told  in  the  Inewnbired  Eitatet  Court  (Farqnhataon  f. 

Balfour,  8  Sim.  210,  dittinguitheil). 

A  eontignee,  iy  taking  a  tecurity  or  tnUring  into  an  arrang*- 
matt  with  the  owner,  diet  not  thtreby  give  up  hie  general  lie», 
txctpt  to  far  at  hit  general  lien  tnay  be  inocnsieient  with  tie. 
leitiu  of  the  etem-ity  or  arrangement  (Chambers  o.  Davidson 
15  JF.  S.SZi,  L.R.\P.  C.  296,  explained!). 


Digitized  by 


Google 


138 


THE  SOLICITORS*  JOURNAL  &  REPORTER.  Dec.  24. 1870. 


Tie  rifkt$  of  a  eoiuignte  do  not-  dep*»d  on  iXe  €tM»  of  tJU 
ptrton  by  totiom  ht  i»  appeiiUti.  Amg  p*rtam  laiofuUjf  >« 
ftttutUnt  ofmt  atatt  awy  appoint  a  e»tuifn4*,  and  tie  eon' 
rignti  to  appointed  vUl  btentUtedto  eUthe  rigkt$  incident  to 
tktofiet. 

The  pemdinf  of  a  Ckaneery  ttdt  it  no  gmaul  for  ttofittf 
preeeedingt  in  the  Ineumbtnd  Edatet  Court. 

In  thit  caM  a  conditional  order  had  boen  mad*  for  aal* 
of  an  aatate  called  Black  man'*  or  Konnt  Lacy,  in  the  liland 
of  Antigoa,  and  objections  had  been  filed  on  bdialf  of  the 
ownen. 

The  estate  formerly  belonoed  to  Dr.  Oebom,  who  died  in 
1852,  having  derieed  it  (with  other  tatates)  to  tnuteea  for 
fifty  yean  in  tnut  out  of  the  renta  and  piofita  to  raise  and 
pay  certain  specified  debts  io  aid  of  his  personal  estate ;  and 
■nojeet  to  the  said  term  and  to  certain  annaities  he  devised 
the  estate  to  the  nrn  of  Judith  Matilda  Oabom  daring  her 
Ufe,  for  the  benefit  of  herself  (as  a  feme  lole)  and  her  son 
Xean  Brown  Osbom  in  eq-ial  shares,  and  in  caw  the  said 
Kean  Brown  Osbora  should  die  in  her  lifetime  then  in  tnut 
wholly  lor  her  own  separate  nse,  and  from  and  after  her 
death  lie  devised  the  said  estate  to  the  ase  of  the  said  Kean 
Brown  Osbom  in  fee  with  a  gilt  over  in  ease  he  should  die 
wHhoat  leaving  issnc  living  i^  his  death. 

On  the  death  of  the  testator,  James  Barrett,  the  acting 
tenstee  of  the  will  entered  into  possession  and  remained  in 
possession  nntil  September,  1867,  when  he  gave  np  poues- 
sion  to  Jndith  Matilda  Osbom  and  her  hnsband  George 
Oodolphin  Osbom.  On  this  occasion  the  firm  of  Qarraway 
&  Co. '(now  represented  by  Frederick  Ganaway)  advanced 
dCSOO  for  the  purposes  of  the  estate,  and  nndertook  to  ad- 
vance such  farther  supplies  as  should  be  nsoessaty  for  the 
TNirpose  of  cultivation  on  reeeiving  the  oonaignments  in 
the  usual  manner,  and  by  a  deed  dated  the  16th  of  Septem- 
ber, 1867,  after  reciting  to  the  above  effect,  Mr.  and  Mrs.  Os- 
boiii  granted  all  their  estate,  li^ht,  titie,  diare,  and  interest 
in  the  said  estate,  and  in  the  live  and  deed  stock  thereon, 
to  a  trustee  upon  trust  to  secure  the  oonsignment  of  the  pro- 
duce to  Qarraway  ft  0>.,  and  upon  trust  out  of  the  annaal 
profits  of  the  estate  after  payment  of  the  expenses  of 
cultivation  to  pay  off  all  sums  advanced  from  time  to  time 
by  Ounaway  ft  Co.,  to  Mr.  and  Mrs.  Osbom,  and  to  pay  the 
balsjioe  to  Mr.  and  Mrs,  Osbom,  their  execntois,  sdministra- 
tors  and  assigns. 

By  a  deed  of  release  dated  the  ISth  of  Novamber,  1868, 
after  reciting  the  said  will,  and  certain  dealings  with  other 
estates  thereby  devised,  and  that  James  Bamtt  ss  acting 
trustee  of  the  said  will  had  been  in  possession  of  aU  the 
•Rtatea  devised  by  the  said  will,  and  had  applied  the  net 
prodnee  thereof  in  discharge  of  the  debts  chiuged  thereea 
^  the  said  will,  and  that  lUl  the  said  debts  had  been  paid, 
and  that  accounts  were  in  preparation  showing  the  receipts 
sod  payments  by  the  said  James  Barrett  as  such  trustee  in 
reepect  of  the  said  several  estates,  but  that  the  same  were 
not  then  complete,  and  that  Mr.  and  Mrs.  Osbom  had 
agreed  in  consideration  of  getting  possession  of  the  estate  to 
iraive  the  accounts,  Mr.  and  Mrs.  Osbom  released  Barrett 
from  all  liability  under  the  will  in  respect  of  Blackman's 
estate. 

The  accounts  were  snbseqaently  completed,  and  a  memo- 
Tsndura  signed  by  Messrs.  Garraway,  on  behalf  of  the 
owners,  was  subsequently  annexed  to  the  said  release,  by 
which  it  appeared  tnat  the  amount  of  debt  chargeable  on  all 
the  estates  was  £3,881  lis.,  and  that  the  proportion 
chargeable  on  Blackman's  estate  was  £844.  It  appeared, 
however,  tiiat  the  above  sum  of  £844  had  not  been  actually 
raised  by  James  Barrett  out  of  the  prodoce,  bnt  had  been 
provided  by  Garraway  ft  Cki.  at  the  request  of  Mn.  Osbom. 
By  an  indenture,  dated  30th  June,  1869,  after  reciting  the 
prior  indenture  of  16th  September,  1867,  and  that  it  had 
been  erroneously  supposed  that  Mrs.  Osbom  was  entitled  to 
the  whole  of  the  produce  of  the  estate  during  her  life,  it  was 
declared  that,  notwithstanding  the  ultimate  trusts  of  the 
■aid  indenture,  one  moie^  of  the  net  produce  of  the  said 
estate  should  be  applied  for  the  maintenance  of  the  said 
Kean  Brown  Osbora  or  invested  for  his  benefit. 

A  large  sum  became  due  to  Garraway  ft  (^.  on  account 
«f  the  said  estate  in  respect  of  the  cultivation  and  of 
the  £844  advanced  for  the  payment  of  debts,  and  also  in 
respect  of  advances  made  for  the  personal  benefit  of  Mia. 
Osbom  and  her  son  Kean  Brown  Osbom ;  and  differences 
having  arisen  on  the  subject  Mrs.  Osbom  and  her  son, 
Kean  Blown  Osbom,  commenced  a  suit  in  chancery  against 
Frederick  Garraway,  whotbenrepresen ted  thefirm.whereupon 


Frederick  Ghtfnway  presented  a  petition  for  the  sale  of  tlie 
artatA 

Mb.  Osbom  and  Kesa  Brown  Osbora,  objected  to  the 
ssle  <m  various  grsnads,  vriiich  are  rafened  to  by  the  Chief 
Oommissinnsr  in  his  judgmaat. 

Otbonu  Morgan,  Q.C.,  snd  ',WeBi,  for  Mrs.  Osbexn  sad 
Keaa  Brown  Osbora,  oontended — (1.)  That  Garraway, being 
a  eonsUmee  in  possession,  eonld  not  apply  for  tiie  sale  of  llie 
estate(JWrfwAarsMv.  Jra//wir,  88im.210).    (2.)  That  Hit. 
Osbom,  bemgonly  mtitledtoonemoie^Mtiieeststeforh* 
life,  ooold  not  diarge  the  fee ;  and   that  Onraway  ft  Co. 
having  taken  the  SMority  of  the  deed  had  abandoned  their 
geneiia  lien  (Chumberi  r.  Devidton,  L.  R.  1  P.  C^  296).    (S.) 
That   Uis  deed  of  1867,  bv    which    the    ultimate  soi^ 
was  ressrved  to  Mr.  and  'Mrs.    Osbora  absolutelT,  was  s 
fareadi  of  trust,  and  ooafsrred  no  rights.    (4.)   list  tiie 
money  rsqnind  for  the  payment  of  the  testator's  debts  oa|^ 
to  have  been  raised  out  of  the  income,  and  that  the  adviBce 
of  it  by  Ghuraway  &  Co.  was  a  breach  of  trust,  and  gm 
them  no  lien  on  the  estate.    (5.)  That  the  deed  of  I8St 
was  alsoa  breach  of  trust,  as  being  made  for  the  aolebcBeit 
and  accommodation  of  George  (Mdolphin  Osbom,  who  wy 
insolvent. 
A.  L.  Smith,  for  Frederick  Garraway,  Hie  petitioner. 
Xov.  23— Mr.   Flbmimo,  Q.C.  ((^ef  Commissioneri.— 
This  matter  comes  before  us  on   objections  which  nave 
been  filed  on  behalf  of  Mrs.  Osbom  and  her  infimt  son, 
against  malting  absolute  the  conditional  order  for  the  ade  of 
a  property  in  Antigoa  called  "  lilackman's,"  which  has  been 
obtained  on  the  ]Mtition  of  Mr.  F.  Ganmway.    The  first 
objectioa  urged  is  of  a  formal  dbaracter,  and  isfoandednpon 
the  case  of  Farquharton  v.   Balfour,  decided  by  the  late 
yioe-(niancsllor  of  EngUnd  in  1836  <g  Sim.  p.  210).   In 
that  case  it  was  held  that  a  consignee,  whilst  oontinmnc  to 
act  as  consignee,  could  not  ssk  to  have  •  balance  due  to  nim 
on  th«  then  state  of  his  aooonnta  paid  out  of  the  torpui  of 
the  estate,  bnt  the  Yice-Chonoellor  oased  his  judgment  on 
the  inoonveoienoe  whidi  most  result  to  all  parties  inm 
ocnudgnees  being  allowed  firom  time  to  time  to  come  to  the 
court,  and  to  ask  as  often  ss  the  balance  was  in  their  fikvonr 
for  payment  out  of  the  eorput,  and   fully   admitted  thst 
when  tiie  aoeounts  wera  finally  closed,  the  consignees  were 
entitled  to  be  paid  out  of  the  eorpue.    That  oase  conie- 
qoenUy,  irrespeotiva  of  the  special  provisioDS  of  the  Act 
which  constituted  this  jurisdiction,  has  no  application  to 
cases  in  oar  ooart,  as  every  petition  for  a  sale  of  necessity 
implies  an  application  for  the  final  settiememt  of  the  sccoanti 
of  the  ocDsignee,  and  a  cessation  of  the  consigneeship.  Thii 
objection  cannot  therefore,  in  my  opinion,  be  anstained. 

The  next  objaction  is  founded  upon  the  case  of  OhattUn  r.' 
Damdton,  as  decided  in  this  ooiut,  and  afterwards  in  tb< 
Privy  Council.  That  caae,  however,  mraely  afiEumed  a  pro- 
position which  could  scarcely  be  considered  open  to  qoei- 
tioo — that  where  a  consignee  acted  under  the  provisions  of 
a  written  instrument,  he  was  bound  by  those  provisions.  1 
entirely  adhwe  to  that  decision.  In  the  present  case  it  it 
said  that  Mr.  Qamway  acted  aa  oonsignee  under  a  deed 
dated  on  the  16th  of  September,  1867,  and  it  has  beea 
laboriously  and  most  ably  argued  before  as,  that  that  deed 
was  fraudulent,  and  thc^ore  void.  If  it  were  established 
that  the  deed  of  1857  were  void,  it  ooald  acarcely  help  the 
caae  of  the  objeotors,  for,  if  we  could  not  regard  that  deed, 
then  Mr.  Oamway,  who  certainly  acted  aa  consignee  from 
1857,  must  be  held  to  have  acted  as  conaixnee  by  parol,  and 
to  have  all  the  rights  attaching  to  him  m.  that  chancter; 
bnt  I  an  very  dearly  of  opinion  that  the  deed  of  1857  i> 
in  no  sense  fraudulent. 

Mr.  Osbora,  the  testator,  under  whose  will  the  objecton 
make  their  title  to  the  estate,  was  seized  of  several  estates 
in  Antigua,  and  devised  them  all  to  certain  trustees  for  a 
term  of  fifty  years,  npon  trust,  to  either  let  them,  or  to 
manage,  cultivate,  mamtain,  and  keep  them  up,  with  the 
most  ample  powers  of  management,  and  after  payment  of  all 
charges  and  expenses,  to  pay  out  of  the  income  of  the  estates 
certain  debts  specified  in  the  will,  and  he  devised  Blackman's 
estate,  after  the  expiration  of  the  tsra,  and  in  the  mean- 
time anbjeot  thereto,  to  the  use  of  the  objector,  Mrs 
Matilda  C>abom,  for  life,  in  trust,  as  to  a  moiety,  darmg  bar 
life,  fbr  her  separate  nse,  and  as  to  the  other  mmety  to  her 
son,  the  other  objector,  who  was  then  and  still  is  under  age, 
with  remainder  of  the  entirety  to  the  son  after  her  decease. 
The  testator's  debts  chargea  npon  hia  Antigna  estates 
were  apporticmed,  and  £844  was  nte  amount  ohaiwed  i^on 
Blackman's.    Mr.  Barrett,  of  Antigoa,  was  the  only  aotmg 
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ixaite  vaitr  Hr.  CMmmu's  wiH    Ha  entend  into  po«ef 

BOO  of  the  teitatOT'i  eatates,  Init  it  is  stated  that  the  moome 
£ram  Bhcfanan's  did  not  enable  him  to  pay  the  £844  charged 
ipoa  it    The  objaetor,  Hrs.  Oabom,  was  anxions  to  obtoin 
IK—ion,  and  she  piud  the  money  to  Kr.  fiairett,  to 
«aiUs  him  to  pay  off  the  debts,  having  first  obtained  the 
nqmrad  ram  mun  Mr.  Oatraway.    It  wordd  be  clear  luder 
tiiit  rtste  of  ciimimatanoes  that  the  olyector,  Mrs.  Osbom, 
tilt  tenant  for  life  of  the  moiety,  wonld,  haTe  a  charge  upon 
the  eittte  kx  the  amount  which  she  found  to  pay  off  the 
dtbta ;  but  in  the  indenture  of  release,  dated  on  the  12th  of 
\0T«mbar,  1858,  by  which    Mrs.    Osbom   released   ilr. 
Bairettithe  trustee,  and  to  which  Mr.   Oarraway  was  a 
party,  it  is  recited  that  Mr.  Barrett  had  applied  the  net 
prooaeda  in  payment  and  discharge  of  the  debts  by  the 
will  diraeted  to  be  paid,  and  that  the  debts  were  wholly  paid 
and  disehsiged.    It  was  insisted  before  us  that  both  Mrs. 
OttMm  and  Hr.  Qarrawar  were  estopped  by  this  redtal 
from  Mying,  howerer  the  tact  mi^ht  be,  that  Mrs.  Oabom 
fonad  tha  money  for  payment  of  the  debta,  or  that  ahe  or 
her  aas'gnae  had  still  a  charge  or  lien  upon  fthe  property, 
iniagaid  to  them.     I  think,  however,  that  Mra.  Oabom, 
who  oUainad  the  money  from  Mr.   Oarraway,  cannot  be 
heard  in  support  of  this  contention,  and  that  it  is  open  for 
her  or  bar  assignee  to  show  as  against  Uie  other  objector, 
that  the  lecital  was  erroneous,  and  the  indenture  of  release 
iteelf  affoida  strong  evidence  to  ahow  that  the  recital  was 
ictatti,  however  improper  it  may  have  been  to  insert  an 
innxnct  redtal,  nor*  as  a  matter  of  form,  in  order  to  dis- 
«haige  the  tmatoe,  than  as  a  matter  of  fact,  for  it  prooeeds 
tomj  that  Hr.  Barrett  had  not  rendered  hu  accounts,  and 
thit  Mia  Oabom  and  Mr.   Oarraway  had  waived  all  ao- 
<xivait.  There  is  also  a  memorandum,  although  of  later 
date,  annexed  to  the  indenture,  in  which  the  £844  and  the 
deUi  appalioned  on  the  other  estates  are  atated  and  treated 
aa  Its  fsyable,  together  with  tha  interest  upon  them.    lam 
thtKfcn  of  opinion  that  it  ia  open  to  tha  pwtfes  to  establish 
V  erideoee  that  the    debts  were  aotoaUy  paid  by  Mrs. 
^Mho,  gr  on  her    behalf,  and  that  tha  aooonnts  of  the 
<<*>taWnen  the  teetator's  death  and  the  date  of  the  in* 
5°>tv*«f  idease  show  that  they  were  not  paid  out  of  the 
ueonaof  Ike  property,  as  stated  in  tiia  indenture.    I  have 
gone  Aai  tOj  into  tha  point  as  to  the  testator's  debts,  be- 
'<="»>  tta  proviaions   in  the  deed  of  18f9  in  reUtion  to 
t^  han  been  ao  strongly  insisted  upon  as  establishing;  a 

^  gmeial  question  of  the  lien  of  a  consignee  npon  the 
«>rpaa  of  the  otate  tor  the  balances  eventually  found  due 
to  aim  hai  not  been  disputed  on  the  present  occasion,  nor 
hu  it  heen  doubted  that  the  objector,  Mrs.  Osbom,  had 
nllnthotity  to  appoint  a  consignee,  and  to  give  him  all 
the  rights  attaching  to  the  character  of  consignee.  The 
OK  cooaeqoently  reeolvee  itself  into  the  effect  of  the  deed 
«f  18i7,  and  of  a  aubaeqnent  deed  of  I8S9. 

Mn.  Oabotn,  the  objector,  was  trustee  of  the  whole  estate, 
•Mdeariy  entitled,  subject  to  the  term  of  fifty  years,  to 
P««"ion,  and  to  validly  appoint  a  consignee ;  and  I  think 
wat  die  did  validly  appoint  the  Messrs.  Ghirraway,  now 
repreeanted  by  the  petitioner,  oonsiKnees,  as  the  deed  of 
1S57  provided  that  they  should  find  au  the  necessary  money 
udnpplua,  and  that  the  produce  of  the  estate  should  be 
consgned  to  them;  and  such  provisions  of  necessity 
Mnaed  that  they  were  tha  conaignees  of  the  estate. 

ilttmwhMrs.  Osbom  was  tenant  for  lifb  and  beneficially 
wnUed  during  her  life  only  to  a  moiety  of  the  estate,  the 
^juignee  wonld  certainly  have  a  charge  npon  the  corpus 
to  dl  moneys  properly  expended  by  him  in  his  character  of 
eaiignee,  and  the  only  question  npon  the  deed  of  1867  is, 
'kethw  it  cnt  down  the  rights  which  the  consignee  would 
wherwue  have  had  to  a  charge  upon  the  boneflraal  interest 
•mm  Mis.  Osbom  had  in  a  moiety  of  the  estate.  I  think 
« did  not 

The  rights  of  a  consignee  do  not  in  any  manner  depend 
•PMflieestateof  the  person  in  possession.  It  is  almost  a 
»w«  of  neeeasitT  that  they  should  not.  If  they  did,  it 
*»«  be  very  difDcnlt,  if  not  impossible,  to  find  merchants 
T™ig  to  act  as  oonaignees,  and  a  vast  number  of  planta- 
™s  rnnat  eo  out  of  cultivation.  It  frequentiy  happens 
^  ™  •  "^  *  person  in  possession  of  a  West  Indian 
P™*W)n  is  of  the  most  flimsy  nature,  and  in  many  cases 
?™.<»ort  it  has  been  with  great  difllonlty  that  the  title 

ae  inheritance  has  been  ascertained,  and  in  several  it  has 
■"•Swmd  unpoirible  to  trace  it 

**  Oibom  dealt  with  all  the  estate,  right,  title,  share. 


and  interest  to  which  she  was  entitled  in  possession,  ex* 
pectancy,  reversion,  or  otherwise  under  the  teetator's  will, 
and  it  ia  not  only  dear  that  she  had  a  aniBcient  estate  under 
the  will  to  enable  her  to  appoint,  but  that  it  was  absolutely 
necessary,  if  the  estate  were  to  be  cultivated  and  main* 
tained  at  all,  that  she  should  have  the  power  to  appoint  a 
consignee,  and  of  giving  the  person  appointed  the  ordinary 
rigjita  of  a  consignee  of  a   West  Indian  estate.     Such  a 
power  necessarily  attaches  to  every  proprietor  of  West 
Indian  property,  whatever  his  estate  in  that  property  may 
be.    It  has,  howavw,  been  strongly  inmsted  npon  that  the 
trusts  of  the  deed  of  1857  were  Irandnlent,  and  that  we 
must  therefore  hold  the  deed  void.    The  deed  provided  that 
the  moneys  which  had  been  advanced,  or  whiui,  under  the 
agreement  mentioned  in  the  deed,  should  be  advanced  to  or 
for  the  accommodation  of  the  objector,  Mrs.  Osbom  and  her 
hnsband,  by  the  Messrs.  Oarraway,  should  be  repaid  to 
them  out  of  the  income  of  the  estate,  without  taking  any 
notice  or  makinff  any  provision  in  rieference  to  the  share 
to  which   their   mfant   son  was   entitled  under  the  will, 
and  the  deed  farther   provided  that  the  iiual  sur|das  of 
income  should   be  paid  to  Mr.  and  Mrs.  Osbom  without 
reference  to  the  inlant  or  his  iaterest.    The  deed  of  1857, 
as  is  proved,  wsa  made  nnder  the  mistaken  idea  that  the 
objector,  Mra.  Osbom,  was  entitled  during  her  life  to  tha 
whole  income  of  the  estate,  but  if  it  had  not,  I  should  have 
had  great  difBcahy  in  holding  that  the  provisions  iniiated 
npon  were  sufficient  to  avoid  the  deed  on  the  ground  of 
finud,  as  Mrs.  Osbom  was  clearly  trustee  for  her  son,  and 
aonld  in  regard  to  strangers  deal  with  the  estate,  although 
she  was  penonally  responsible  to  her  son  for  his  share  of 
the  income  from  the  testator's  death,  and  in  her  character 
of  trustee  far  her  infant  son  she  was  certainly  entitled  to 
leoeive  the  ineome  from  the  manager  of  the  estate.    But 
aa  these  prorisiona  were  inserted  nnder  a  mistake  as  to  the 
true  interests  of  the  parties  under  the  testator's  will,  and 
were  rectified  by  the  deed  of  1859,  and  as  the  deed  of  1857 
only  assumed  to  deal  with  such  interests  as  Mr.  and  Mrs. 
Osbom  could  lawfully  deal  with  nnder  the  testator's  will, 
it  appears  to  me  impossible  to  hold  that  it  ia  void  on  the 
ground  of  frand.    Mistake  is  not  fraud ;  and  if  there  were 
any  fraud,  which  I  do  not  for  a  moment  believe,  it  waa  a 
fraud  against  the  Messrs.  Oarraway,  as  Mrs.  Osborne  by 
the  deed  proposed  to  give  them,  in  regard  to  their  advances 
for  tSi'.  Oisbmne  and  herself;  a  securi^  which  she  could  not 
grant.    I  tiierefore  think  that  the  Messrs.  Oarraway  were 
lawfully  constitated  consignees,  and  that  the  effect  of  Uie 
deed  of  1857  was  not  to  cut  down  their  rights  as  consignees 
to  a  charge  upon  the  life  estate  of  Mr.  Osbom  in  a  moiety 
of  the  income. 

On  the  merits  of  the  case,  it  only  remains  to  consider 
the  effect  of  the  deed  of  1859  upon  the  rights  of  the  Messrs. 
Oarraway  as  consignees.  1  think  that  they  were  vididly 
appointed  consignees  by  Mra.  Oabom,  and  they  certainly 
acted  aa  consignees  from  1 8A7,  and  were  the  consignees  of 
the  estate  when  the  deed  of  1859  was  executed.  If  my  view 
be  correct,  andtiie  Messrs.  Oarraway  had  the  ordinary  rights 
of  conaignees  from  1857,  the  only  question  now  before  us  is 
whether  the  deed  of  1859  deprived  them  of  those  rights,  and 
mads  their  lien  as  consignees  merely  a  charge  upon  Mrs. 
Osbora's  life  interest  in  a  moiety  of  the  estate.  1  have  care- 
fully read  over  tlie  deed  of  1869,  and  think  that  it  had  no 
such  effect  It  rectified  the  provisioBS  of  the  deed  of  1857 
by  preventing  any  ftiture  payments  out  of  the  whole  income 
in  discharge  of  the  personal  debts  of  Mr.  and  Mrs.  Osbom, 
and  by  directing  the  moiety  of  the  surplus  income  to  be 
accnmnlated  for  the  benefit  of  the  infant,  after  payment  of 
the  allowance  made  by  the  Court  of  Chancery  out  of  his 
share.  It  also  provided  that  so  much  of  the  money  ad- 
vanced for  the  payment  of  the  testator's  debts  b^  Messrs. 
Oarraway,  by  the  direction  of  Mrs.  Osbom,  as  remained  due, 
as  well  as  the  expenses  of  cultivation,  should  be  ^d  out  of 
the  produce  and  ineomeof  the  estate  before  any  division  was 
made  in  shares,  but  1  do  not  find  any  provision  which  de- 
prives the  Meists.  Oarraway  of  any  rights  whi«h  they  bad 
as  consignees;  and  it  appears  to  me  that  the  whole  object 
and  scope  of  the  deed  of  1859  was  to  secure  the  advances 
made  by  the  Messrs.  Oarraway,  fer  the  personal  benefit  of 
Mr.  and  Mrs.  Osbom,  by  poUciee  of  insurance,  and  after- 
wards to  direct  the  application  of  the  income  of  the  estate 
in  a  legal  manner  during  the  lifetime  of  Mrs.  Osbom, 
having  doe  reraurd  to  the  rights  of  the  infant  If  the  charge 
of  the  debts  m  the  testator  upon  the  entire  income  be  not 
valid,  it  is  merely  a  question  of  aeooaut,  and  can  in  no 
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manner  affect  the  zif^U  of  tiie  Uenrs.  Gemw»y  m  oon- 
eignees. 

I  therefore  hold  that  the  Me«Tk  Gartaway  were  Uwfallr 
appointed  conaigneei  by  the  objector,  Krg.  Osbom,  with  all 
the  rights,  inclnding  the  riofat  of  a  charge  or  lien  upon  the 
«orpas  of  the  estate,  attacidng  to  the  character  of  con- 
signees, and  that  their  rights  as  consignees  were  neither  in- 
tended to  be  nor  were  in  fact  or  in  law  altered  by  the  deed 
of  1859,  and  that  on  the  merits  of  the  case,  should  a  balance 
be  lonnd  doe  to  them  in  their  character  of  consignees,  they 
are  entitled  to  hare  the  conditional  order  for  sale  maM 
absolute. 

It  has,  bowerer,  been  urged  before  us  that  as  a  suit  is 
pending  in  Chancery  by  which  the  infant,  by  his  next  friend, 
prays  to  hare  the  accounts  of  Mr.  Garraway,  the  petitioner 
in  this  court,  taken,  we  onght  not  to  make  the  order  ab- 
solute until  the  result  of  that  cause  is  ascertained.  I,  how. 
ever,  do  not  concur  in  that  view,  the  accounts  can  be  taken 
as  well  in  this  court  as  in  Chancery,  and  at  a  much  leas 
-cost  to  all  parties;  whilst  this  court,  as  it  can  deal  directly 
with  the  estate  itself  and  the  possession  of  it,  can  gire  tlie 
petitioner  relief  which  the  Court  of  Chancery  cannot,  and 
if  the  petitioner  be  entitled  to  sue  he  certainly  has  a  right 
to  come  to  the  Court  which  can  afford  the  most  compkte 
relief. 

The  objection  that  Mr.  Garraway  in  certain  dealings  with 
the  firm  of  Orerend  &  Gumey  in  relation  to  his  interest  is 
several  West  Indian  plantations,  inclnding  Blackmsn's, 
must  be  held  as  a  trustee  for  the  infant  objector,  and  bound 
to  giTe  him  the  benefit  of  those  dealings  so  far  as  relates  to 
Blaekman's,  appears  to  me  so  unfounded  as  to  render  it  un- 
necessary  to  comment  upon  it. 

It  is,  however,  said  on  behalf  of  the  objectors  that  they 
can  prove  that  no  debt  is  due  to  the  petitioner  in  his  cha- 
racter of  consignee,  and  they  are  certainly  fully  entitled  to 
-establish  that  case  if  they  can. 

I,  therefore,  think  the  proper  order  to  make  is  to  direct 
the  conditional  order  to  be  made  absolute,  with  liberty  to 
to  the  objectors  to  apply  to  set  it  aside  on  or  before  the  81st 
•f  January  next 

Mr.  CrsT,  Assistant  Commissioner,  ooncurred. 

Solicitor  for  the  petitioner,  Spoforth. 

Solicitor  for  the  owners,  Spauu. 


AFFOmTMSHTS. 


';>ir  Ahdkew  Faixbaibx,  barrister-at-law,  has  been  elected 
President  of  the  Leeds  School  Board.  Sit  Andrew  is  a 
son  of  the  late  Sir  Peter  Fairbaim,  Mayor  of  Leeds  (who 
was  knigbted  in  1858,  when  the  Town  Hall  of  Leeds  was 
opened  by  the  Queen),  by  Margaret,  daughter  ofBobett 
Xonnedy,  E»q.,  of  Glasgow.  He  was  bom  at  Glasgow  in 
1828.  and  was  educated  at  Gknera  and  at  Glasgow  school, 
whence  he  proceeded  to  St.  Peter's  College,  Cambridge. 
There  he  graduated  B.A.  (37th  wrangler)  in  1850.  He 
was  called  to  the  bar  at  the  Inner  Temple  in  April,  18S2, 
and  went  the  Northern  Circuit  and  West  Kiding  Sessions, 
but  relinquished  practice  in  1856,  to  join  an  engineering 
firm  at  Leeds,  of  which  he  is  now  the  head.  Sir  Andrew 
was  elected  Mayor  of  Leeds  in  1866  and  again  in  1867. 
}n  1868,  daring  his  second  mayoralty,  the  Prince  of  Wales 
visited  Leeds  to  open  the  exhibition  there,  and  on  this  occa- 
sion the  mayor  was  knighted  by  patent  Sir  Andrew  Fair- 
baim resigned  the  mayoralty  in  September  of  the  same  year, 
in  order  to  become  a  candidate  for  the  representation  of 
Leeds,  but  was  unsuccessful  at  the  general  election.  He 
m)irriad,  in  1862,  Clara  Frederica,  a  daughter  of  Sir  John 
L.  Loraine,  Bart 

Mr.  Jouir  Saxblbtb,  solicitor,  of  Hall,  has  been  appointed 
by  Jlr.  Charles  H.  Wilson,  Sheriff  of  Hall,  to  be  Undor- 
iShcriff  durinir  his  year  of  offioe.  Mr.  Saxelbye  was  ad- 
mitted in  1829,  and  is  a  member  of  the  local  firm  of 
Vogland,  Saxelbye,  Boberts  k  Sharp. 

Mr.  BoBBKT  Gddobox  HiirNBLi,,  solicitor,  and  Town 
Clerk  of  Bolton,  Lancashire,  has  been  appointed  {pro  tern.) 
Clerk  to  the  Bolton  School  Board.  Mr.  Hinnell  was  ad- 
mitted in  1861,  and  is  a  member  of  the  Bolton  firm  of 
Hinnell  &  Mangnall. 

Mr.  JoHK  Thokas  Brlk,  solicitor,  and  Town  Clerk  of 
Middleabrongh,  Yorkshire,  has  been  elected  Clerk  to 
the  Middlesbrough  School  Board.  Mr.  Belk  was  certifi- 
cated in  1859,  and  is  also  Clerk  to  the  Borough  Justices. 


OBNARAL  CO&RESFOVDSirCS. 

Ax  Amaik* 

Sib, — ^Will  yon  permit  rae  to  aeknoiriedge  thronjh  your 
columns  the  receipt  of  the  undermentioned  sums  on  behalf 
of  Mr.  Crew,  in  oonseqneooe  of  the  appeal  you  kindly  tllovtd 
me  to  make  t  We  thall  be  very  giatofnl  for  any  further 
oontribntions.  Jko.  Mtrg»»n 

21,  CannoiMtreet,  Deo.  21. 

J.  Aldridge,  Esq.,  £3  Ss. ;  G.  Alsop,  Esq.,  £1  It. ; 
S.  Adams  Beek,  Esq.,  £5 ;  G.  P.  Bidder,  jun.,  Esq.,  £3  It. ; 
Mrs.  Bain,  £6  ;  Rev.  W.  B.  Bain,  £2  ;— Bothamley,  £aq, 
£1 ;  J.  Bennett,  Esq.,  £1  ;  Messrs.  Crawlev,  Arnold,  k 
Green,  £2  as.  ;  S.  Cornell,  Em.,  £1  4s.  ;  A  Vneai,  lOi.  61; 
A  Friend,  5s. ;  Bev.  G.  B.  Gleig,  £6  ;  F.  H.  GraVi  ^-i 
£10  ;  Bev.  H.  Gray,  £5;  J.  Haines,  Esq.,  £5 ;— Higrirlett, 
Esq.,  £1  Is. ;  H.  B.  Inoe,  Esq.,  £3  3s. ;  0.  R.  Lness,  Eiq., 
£5  9*. ;  S.  Liekoriah,  Esq.  £2  2s. ;  J.  C.  Lethbridge,  Esq., 
£1  Is.;  J.  Bowen  May,  Esq.,  £1  Is.  ;  Q.  E.  Mead,  Eq., 
£1  l8.;E.  J.  Milliken,Esq.,  £1  Is. ;  E.2fewman,Esq.,£I  ti.; 
—Payne,  Esq.,£l;  C.  Howland,  Esq.,  £10;  H.  T.  Baren, 
Esq.,  £2  2s. 


FOSEIGH  TSIBinrALS  &  JURISFETTDEVCI. 

AMERICA. 

ScpxEXB  Doubt,  MicnaaM. 

T%*  Miekiftn  Southern  aad  North*m  IntUmui  CompaHf  T. 

JTcDonosyA  el  al. 

Carriers  of  tins  Aoek, 

In  this  important  ease,  the  i^Mllees  sued  the  appeUint  to 
iaoov«rdaniM|«*  for  iiqntiea  to  live  stock  traosported  by  it ; 
■eeking  to  hold  the  eompanj  upon  its  striot  common  law 
liabQity  as  oommon  eattiar.  We  give  below  the  material 
portions  of  the  opinion. 

Forthe  purposes  of  this  case  it  maybe  assumed  that  this 
oompany,  by  their  charter  and  act  of  oonaolidation,  are  re- 
quind  to  take  upon  themselves  the  business  of  oMnmoo 
carriers,  and  to  transport  as  such  all  such  property  tendntd 
to  them  for  that  purpose  ss  was  usually  transported  by  rail, 
roads  as  common  carriers  at  the  data  of  the  charter  of  the 
Michigan  Southern  Railroad  Company  in  1846,  and  any 
other  kind  of  property  which  in  the  progress  of  infsntm 
and  business  might  be  tendered  for  soch  carriage,  which 
should  not,  from  its  nature,  impose  greater  risks,  or  of  a 
different  character,  or  demand  more  labour  and  care  for  its 
protection,  or  require  an  essentially  different  mode  of  msaa- 
ging  their  road,  or  the  incurring  of  extrs  axpenses  on  aocoimt 
of  the  different  chuacter  of  such  new  Idndis  of  property. 

But  the  transportation  of  cattle  and  live  stock  by  oommoii 
carriers  by  land  was  unknown  to  the  common  law  when  the 
duties  and  responsibilities  of  common  carriers  were  fixtd, 
TMlriiig  them  insurers  against  all  losses  and  injuries  not 
srising  from  the  act  of  God  or  of  the  pablic  enemies.    Thoe 
responsibilities  and  duties  were  fixed  with  reference  to  kiada 
of  property  involving,  in  their  transportation,  much  fever 
risks,  and  quite  a  different  kind  from   those   which  >n 
incident  to  the  transportation  of  livn   stock   by   railrosd. 
Animals  have  wants  of  their  own  to  be  supplied  ;  sad  this 
is  n  mode  of  conveyance  at  which,  from  their  nature  sod 
habits,   most    animals    instinctively    revolt;    and   cattle 
especially,  crowded  in  a  dense  mass,  frightened  by  the  doim 
of  the  engine,  the  rattlings,  joltings,   and  frequent  concas- 
sions  of  tue  cars,  in  their  fr«nzy  injure  each  other  by  tramp- 
ing, plungwgi  goring,  or  throwing  down ;  and  frequently. 
on  long  routes,  their  strength  eidiaaated  by  hunger  and 
tliirst,  fatigue  and  fright,  the  weak  eaidly  frdi  and  are  tnm- 
pled  upon,  and,  unless  hdped  up,  must  soon  die.  HogSiSlMi 
sometimes  swelter  and  die.     See  per  Parke,  B.,  in  Curt 
v.IiaHCtukirt  and  Torlahirt  Sailway    Company  (7  Ex.  712, 
713).     Cenio,  J.,  in  Clark  v.  Soehetttr  and  8.  Railroad  Om- 
pang  (14  N.  T.  573).     It  is  a  mode  of  transportation  wbid. 
but  for  its  necessity,  would  be  gross  craelty,  and  indietaUv 
as  such.    The  risk  may  be  greatiy   lessened  by  care  and 
vigilance,  by  feeding  and  watering  at  proper  intervals,  br 
getting  up  those  that  are  down,  and  otherwise.    Bat  this 
imposes  a  degree  of  care,  and  an  amount  of  labour  so  different 
from  what  is  required  inrefermce  to  othor  kinds  of  property 

*  Ante  p.  61.    Contributions  may  be  paid  to  T.  M.  Bloniei 
Esq.,  at  Messrs.  Cooks,  Biddulph,  k  Co.,  CharingH 
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that  Ho  not  think  this  kind  of  property  £Uk  within  the  i 
reiMOf  upon  which  the  common  Iaw  likbility  of  eonunon  1 
(urienwM  fixed. 

Is  Udtmui  r.  Latteathire  Railway  Cou^amg  (2  H.  k  "S. 
702, 6  W.  B.  330)  the  Coart  say :  •■  We  are  able  to  decide 
thia  MM  without  referring  to  the  aecond  point  made  by  the 
debndanti,  vix.,  the  alleged  distinction  between  the  liability 
of  curien  u  to  the  oonreyance  of  honea  and  live  ttook  and 
ordinary  goodi ;  bat  shonld  the  qnettion  ever  ariae,  we  tiiink 
the  ohMTTation  which  fell  from  Baron  Parko,  in  Carr  x. 
LtitauUrt  and  Tnkthin  Bailaajf  Company,  is  entitled  to 
mndi  consideration,"  In  the  same  case,  on  appeal  in  the 
Exchequer  Chamber  (7  W.  R.  «47,  4  H.  ft  N.  346),  Erie,  J,, 
ipealdiig  of  the  condition  of  the  contract  in  that  case,  says : 
' '  This  ccndition  it  imposed  in  respect  of  horses.  And  I  find 
neither  anthority  nor  principle  for  holding  that  defendants 
irere  boand  to  receive  living  animals  as  common  carriera." 

In  Pilaur  v.  Orand  Junction  Sailvoay  Company  (t  H.  k 
W.  758)  Farke,  B.,  interrupting  coansel,  asks :  "  Does 
the  nle  as  to  negligence  apply  to  live  animals,  as  horses  f 
Of  conne,  if  they  are  stolen  it  would,  but  is  it  so  when  they 
are  delireied,  although  hurt  or  damaged?  If  not  deliTered, 
the  carrier  would  be  liable  ;  but  they  wonld  not  be  liable 
ibt  a  mere  accident  to  an  animal,  supposing  the  carriage  to 
be  safe  and  good  and  properly  condn<^ed."  This  case  was 
decided  in  1839,  when  the  i^uestion  was  comparatively  a  new 
one.  And  it  is  quite  manifest  that  Baron  Parke,  in  the 
above  temarks,  had  reference  to  the  question  as  one  of 
cosmon  law  merely;  when  he  comes  to  decide  the  case  (on  pp. 
767  and  768),  holding  that  if  the  company  choose  to  carry 
{>.oiKi),  and  do  not  take  care  to  accept  the  goods  with  a 
limited  responsibility,  then,  by  accepting  them,  the  company 
nuit  be  held  to  have  sujcepted  as  common  carriers,  it  is  equally 
namfrat  that  the  decision  is  rested  wholly  upon  the  statute 
vrfaidi  he  cites,  expressly  onnmeratiDg  "  cattle  witii  other 
goods,  wans,  and  merchandise,  articles,  matters  and  things," 
^di  the  company  wers  authorised  to  cany,  placing  all  ap- 
fsKitlj  upon  the  same  ground. 

Tbe  emcliudon,  from  Qm  statute,  wovid  seem  to  have  been 
^He  ti  broad  at  least  as  the  premises  would  warrant.  But 
it  bad  the  itatate,  snub  as  it  was,  to  rest  upon.  It  may 
bovtnr*«Dbe  doubted  whether  the  decision  wonld  have 
been  the  ame  if  the  question  had  arisen  for  the  first  time 
•ftertkedecisioain  Oxladt  t.  North  Wnt  Compauu  (IS  C. 
B.  N.  &  (80)  to  be  hereafter  noticed,  and  that  of  PariUngtan  ▼. 
SnK^VUnOmfMny.CI  H.ftN.898,  SW.  R.  8),  decided  in 
l^DTtnlMr,  18M.  j^  tiie  latter  case  tiie  question  arose  upon 
the  WttonaMeness  of  a  notice  given  by  the  company  to  a 
>)up{ier  of  cattle,  under  17  ft  18  '^ct  c  31,  a.  7  (Railway 
TnSc  Act  of  1854),  which  expressly  held  the  company 
usable  kn  flie  Ices  of,  or  injuir  done  to,  any  hones,  catUe  or 
other  animals,"  or  to  any  goo<u,  ftc,  unless  the  conditions 
bed  bjr  the  notioes,  ftc  should  be  held  by  the  Court  to  be 
jast  and  lessonable.  Martin,  B.  (interrupting  coansel), 
layi :  •<  l^e  common  law  liability  of  common  carriers  does 
not  apnly  to  cattle  at  all.  In  former  days  they  were  not 
<*"i<d.  They  might,  therefore,  but  for  the  statute,  make 
vbat  conditions  they  pleased."  Pollock,  C.B.,  also 
avj:  "Why  should  they  not  say,  If  you  insist  upon 
«u  eaijyingyoar  cattle,  we  will  carry  them ;  but  it  must 
be  upon  the  terns  that  we  shall  not  be  responsible  for  any 
njny  which  may  happen  to  them.  They  hold  themselves 
nt  u  eairieis  of  horses  and  cattle  mt  HMMfe." 

The  drovers  went  with  the  cattle,  as  in  the  present  case, 
«d  UarUn,  B.,  in  giving  his  jadgment,  says,  "  I  doubt 
the  liability  of  the  company  at  all,  even  if  there  had  been 
«>  itipnUtion  on  their  part ;  for  the  fault,  if  any,  was  the 
»wt  of  those  who  went  1^  the  train  with  the  cattle." 
U  the  iodges  held  the  notice  reasonable. 
It  Till  be  noticed  that,  in  England,  by  the  statute  cited, 
»^  Mopanies  are  common  carriers  of  cattle,  horses,  &&, 
•lu  bond  to  carry  as  sush,  if  insisted  upon  by  the  shippers, 
^*!*  u  they  may  limit  their  liability  by  notioea  or  con- 
^  which  the  Comrt  hold  reasonable;  and  that  the  statute 
oted  m  ftimn  t.  Orani  Jtmetioa  Bailway  Company  (4  M. 
^  "  ■  7H),  was  then  held  to  have  the  effect  to  make  them 
l^joon  carriers  of  such  property,  if  they  accepted  it 
*i^  conditions.  (In  that  case,  however,  there  was  no 
*™enc»  of  theb  having  held  themselves  out  as  doing  such 
"^i"  Miy  on  special  terms).  But  this  case  has  been 
•gently  dted  in  this  coontry  as  if  it  had  been  upon  com- 
■*«» reasons  ckHj, and  applied  to  eases  were  there  were 
*  •*  rtstutsa  as  Out  upon  vrfaich  it  was  dearly  rested  by 
"*  ^^laX.    Thai  (without  enumerating  otter  instances),  in 


Kimball  t.  Rutland  Company,  26  Vt.  247,  the  Court,  after 
very  correctly  holding  that  tiie  company,  by  publicly  offer- 
ing  to  take  cattle  at  one  price  with  the  common  law  lia- 
biSty,  and  at  another  and  less  rate  when  the  owner  assumed 
the  risk,  thereby  held  themselves  out  and  became  common 
carriers  of  cattle,  proceed  to  cite  this  case  otFalmtr  v.  Orand 
Jimetion  BaUtcay  Company,  as  proving  the  proposition  that 
"  the  taxi  that  the  company  have  undertaken  such  trans- 
portation for  him,  and  n>r  such  persons  as  choose  to  employ 
them,  establishes  their  relation  as  common  carriers."  The 
remark  was  correct  enough,  if  applied  to  the  facts  of  that 
case.  But  the  language  is  much  broader  than  is  warranted 
by  the  case  cited. 

TTpon  sotmd  principle  and  upon  the  English  authorities, 
I  thmk  it  clear  that  Uie  transportation  of  cattle  by  railroad 
does  not  come  within  the  reasons  of  the  law  applicable  to 
common  carriers,  so  far  as  relates  to  tho  care  of  the  property 
and  responsibility  for  its  loss  or  injury. 

And  the  Court  decide,  further,  that  as  the  company  did 
not  hold  themselves  out  as  insurers  of  live  stock,  and  were 
not  made  so  by  their  charter  or  any  of  the  statutes  of  the 
State,  they  were  not  liable  to  the  plaintifis  in  this  action. 
In  Smith  V.  Nete  Baven  and  Northampton  Railroad  Company 
(12  Allen,  SSI)  it  was  held  by  the  Supreme  court  of  Uassa- 
chosetts  that  common  camera  of  Uve  stock  were  not 
responsible  for  injuries  caused  by  the  peculiar  character  and 
propensities  of  the  animals  to  tnemselves  or  each  other.— 
Amtrioan  Law  Rnitw. 


OBITUAET. 


UR.  R.  F.  YARKER. 
Mr.  Robert  Francis  Tarker,  solicitor,  of  TTlverston, 
Lancashire,  expired  on  the  8th  of  December  at  his  resi- 
dence near  that  place.  Mr.  Yarker  was  certificated 
in  1827,  and  for  nearly  forty  years  bad  filled  the  office  of 
Clerk  to  the  Magistrates  for  the  Hundred  of  Iionsdale- 
nortb-of*fhe- Sands  The  deceased  genUaman  represented 
a  branch  of  the  old  family  of  the  Tarkers,  of  Leybum 
PTaII,  Yorkshire.  This  branch  of  the  Yarkar  family  had 
been  resident  in  Vlverston  and  its  neighbonrhood  for  up- 
wards of  eighty  yean. 


dOOIETIES  ARD  nrSTITUTIOHS. 

METROPOLITAN  AND  PROVINCIAL  LAW 
ASSOCIATION. 

THE  HIGH  COtniT  OF  n;STIC8  BILL.* 

The  first  report  of  the  Royal  Judicature  Commission,  and 
the  bill  which  was  brought  into  Parliament  by  the  Lord 
Clumoellor  for  the  purpose  of  carrying  out  the  report  of  tho 
commissioners,  have  been  hailed,  both  by  the  public  and  by 
the  major  part  of  the  legal  profession,  with  approval.  It  M 
to  be  regretted,  however,  that  the  bill  was  not  prepared  by 
the  commissioners  in  place  of  being  introduced  uto  Parlia- 
ment by  a  minister  of  the  Crown  on  his  own  responsibility. 
It  would  probably  have  been  better  if  the  Judicature  Com- 
mission had  withheld  their  report  until  they  had  framed 
their  ideas  into  the  fidl  form  of  on  Act  of  Parliament  for 
constituting  the  proposed  new  oonrt,  and  a  code  of  rules  and 
orders  for  regulating  its  procedure;  or  else  if  the  bill,  when 
framed  by  her  Migesbr's  Uovemment,  had  been  submitted 
to  the  commissioners  for  their  approval,  and  had  been  pat 
florth  with  their  sanction,  so  that  Parliament  might  have 
been  fairly  asked  to  pass  it  in  its  entirety  without  damaging 
it  by  hasaly  framed  and  necessarily  iU-considered  altera- 
tions. It  might  almost  be  said  that  if  an  important  measure 
of  law  reform  cannot  be  passed  without  serious  alterations 
in  committee  it  had  better  not  be  passed  at  all,  as  a  case  for 
altering  sndi  a  bill  is  a  case  for  sending  it  back  to  its  framers 
to  be  remodelled. 

The  High  Court  of  Justice  Bill  was  abandoned  last  session, 
bat  it  may  be  assumed  that  some  legislation  on  the  subject 
will  be  attempted  in  the  next  session,  and  probably  the  same 
bQl,  more  or  leas  modified,  will  be  re-introduced.  It  will 
be  most  convenient,  thwefore,  for  the  practical  object  of 
influencing  legislation  on  the  subject  of  the  establishment 
of  a  supreme  court  or  high  court  of  justice  to  consider  the 

*  A  paper  read  at  the  meeting  of  the  Metropolitan  and 
Frovinaal  Iaw  Association,  on  the  12th  of  October  last,  at 
Bristol,  by  Mr.  William  A.  Jcvons. 
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•subject  with  rafereooe  to  the  bill  of  the  Lord  Chaooellor, 
though  without  Uying  much  itTeH  upon  detaili  which  auir 
he  materiallT  altoed  whoi  the  measure  is  re-introdnoed. 
The  object  of  the  pnaeot  remarks  will,  therefore,  be,  fint, 
to  point  out  a  few  gaoenU  merits  and  a  few  leading  defects 
in  the  High  Conrtof  Jnstiee  Bill ;  and,  secondly,  to  discnas 
what  the  fotora  bill  for  ectablishing  the  high  court  ought  to 
contain. 

The  principal  merit  of  the  bill  before  ns  is  that  it  attempts 
to  carry  out  the  recommendationa  of  the  report  of  the  royal 
commissioners  by  an  amalgamatioa  of  the  Courts  of  Chancery, 
Queen's  Bench,  Common  Plras.  Exchequer,  Admiralty. 
Prebate  and  Divorce  into  one  tribunal,  and  the  fusion  of 
the  two  systems  administered  in  the  courts  of  law  and  equity 
into  one  system  nnder  which,  when  law  and  equity  differ, 
equity  is  to  preraiL  It  is  impossible  to  exaggerate  the 
^magnitude  of  this  ohaoge,  or  the  important  and  beneficial 
results  to  which  it  may  be  expected  to  lead.  The  absurdities 
of  the  present  system,  by  wluch  one  court  prohibits  a  plain- 
tiff from  proceecUng  in  another  court,  and  whereby  the  same 
,pmon  most  neoeswrily  succeed  in  one  court  and  necessarily 
lail  in  another  upon  the  same  facts,  and  where  expensire 
litigation  turns  upon  the  question  of,  not  whether  the  plain- 
tiff is  right  or  wrong,  but  whether  he  has  chosen  the  tight 
tribunal,  hare  been  too  often  enlarged  upon  and  are  too 
weU-known  to  require  to  be  dwelt  upon  here.  The  ques- 
tion now  is,  not  whether  ths  fusion  of  law  and  equity  is 
.right  or  desirable,  but  how  it  may  be  best  effected.  There 
-are  two  courses  of  effecting  this  end  that  naturally  present 
thonselves  for  consideration — one  is  the  slow,  bat  ^parently 
scieotiflo,  prooess  of  drawing  np  a  code  or  system  of  law, 
which  should  consolidate  or  fnoe  legal  and  equitable  min- 
ciplas  producing  a  homogeneous  system,  wMch,  wiuont 
altfiring  the  present  laws,  should  state  the  result  which  is 
jnroduced  by  our  present  twofold  system,  and  inasmuch  as 
equity  now  overrides  law,  should  obliterate  such  rules  of 
Jaw  as  are  inconsistent  with  equity.  The  other  is  to  enact 
at  once  that  law  and  equity  shall  be  blended,  equity  pre- 
vailing where  they  differ,,  bat  leaving  the  tribunal  itself  in 
each  case  brought  before  it,  to  perform  the  task  of  achieving 
the  desired  result.  The  latter  of  these  two  courses  is  the 
•one  that  has  been  adopted  by  the  Lord  Chancellor. 

The  formation  of  a  code  of  combined  law  and  equity, 
would  be  a  task  of  such  magnitude,  that  the  adoption  of  i^ 
as  a  condition  precedent  to  the  fusion  of  law  and  equity, 
would  postpone  indefinitely  the  deeirsd  reform ;  and  the 
substitution  of  the  rigid  rules  of  a  written  code,  in  place  of 
our  elastic  system  of  case  law,  would  produce  another 
change  which,  whether  wise  or  unwite,  is  not  at  all  con- 
nected with  the  question  of  the  fusion  of  law  and  equity. 
On  the  other  hand,  there  can  be  no  insuperable  difficulty 
in  an  equity  lawyer  sitting  with  common  lawyers,  and  in- 
forming his  colleagues  to  what  extent  the  rules  of  equity 
would  modify  the  decision  which  they  as  common  lawyers 
would  otherwise  have  arrived  at,  nor  can  there  be  any 
practical  difficulty  in  arriving  in  oich  particular  case,  when 
the  facts  aro  once  presented  to  the  Court,  at  the  conclusion 
of  what  would  be  the  result  when  equitable  principles  were 
applied  to  modify  or  control  the  conclusions  of  the  common 
law.  The  main  difficulties  in  the  fusion  of  law  and  equity 
consist  in  the  fusion  uf  the  practice,  and  not  in  the  fusion  of 
the  principles.  These  considerations  point  to  what  appear 
to  be  two  main  defects  in  the  bill  as  presented  to  Parlia- 
wont,  namely,  first,  that  it  did  not  provide  tribunals  fitted 
4o  produce  by  their  own  decimons,  unassisted  by  a  written 
<!ode,  a  system  of  law  combining  legal  and  equtable  prin- 
ciples ;  and  secondly,  that  it  left  the  real  difficulties  of  the 
problem  to  be  solved  by  rules  and  orders  to  be  hereafter 
prepared  ;  so  that,  in  fact,  it  advanced  us  but  a  small  way 
toward  the  desired  result. 

As  to  the  first  point,  the  bill  provided  (clause  2) — [In 
4peHking  of  this  bill,  it  will  be  sometimes  necessary  to  refer 
to  tlio  clanses  by  number,  and  the  numbers  used  in  these 
j-eiiiarks  are  the  numbers  of  the  cbuses  in  the  copy  of  the 
bill  us  it  came  down  from  the  House  of  Lords  to  the  House 
of  Commons,  and  was  ordered  by  the  latter  House  to  be 
printed  on  the  24th  June,  1870. 1  That  the  High  Court  of 
Justice  should  be  divided  for  the  convenient  despatch  of 
business  into  five  divisional  courts,  to  be  styled  respectively 
the  Court  of  Chancery,  the  Court  of  Queen's  Bench,  the 
Court  of  Common  Pleas,  tiie  Court  of  Exchequer,  and  the 
Probate,  Divorce,  and  Admiralty  Court,  and  in  clause  15  it 
was  provided  that  the  said  divisional  courts  should,  from 
and  after  the  passing  of   the  Act,  be  composed  of   the 


existing  jud^  of  the  courts  now  passing  nnder  the  saiM 
names.    This  latter  clause  is  claanfiied  in  the  bill,  imder  the 
heading  of  what  are  called  temporary  provisions,  bat  to 
what  extent  they  are  to  be  tonporary,  is  not  invested.  It 
is  obvious  that  the  result  of  these  provisions  would  hare 
been  simply  the  oontinnanoe  of  the  preaent  courts  under  the 
name  of  Divisiooal  Courts  of  the  High  Court  of  Justice, 
and  it  cannot  be  doubted  that  in  practice  the  business  wonld 
have  been  divided  jnat  as  it  is  now,  so  that  the  experiment 
of  a  fusion  of  the  eooito  of  law  and  equity  would,  in  bet, 
never  have  been  Csirly  tried  at  all.    Ko  pnctitionsr  wonld 
have  bnmgfat  a  suit  which  savoured  of  equity  ia  ths  Diri- 
sional  Cooit  of  Quean's  Bench,  or  an  action  of  debt  in  the 
Divisional  Court  of  Chanoety  ;  and  the  result  would  hare 
been  that  the  judges  of  the  Divisional  Court  of  Chanoety 
would  have  had  no  practioe  in  what  we  now  call  oouunon 
law,  and  the  judges  of  the   Divisional  Courts  of  Qoeeii'i 
Bench,  Common  Fleas,  and  Exchequer,  littlo  or  no  practice 
in  what  we  now  call  equity.    Conseijnently,  when  an  ac&m 
or  suit  similar  to  a  common  law  action  of  the  present  daj, 
to  vhich  there  was  an  equitable,  but  not  a  legal  ansva, 
was  brought,  the  plaintiff  wonld  naturally  choose  the  Siri- 
sional  court  belonging  to  one  of  the  olil  sets  of  coousai 
law  judges,  i#ho  would,   when    the    defence  came  to  be 
brought  forward,  have  to  deal  with  the  matter  on  eqaitahle 
prinaples,  wUhont  the  assistance  of  an  equity  lawyer,  w 
that  each  set  of  lawyers — the  common  lawyers  and  the 
equity  lawyers — would  be  jealousy  kept  apart,  and  yet  ex- 
pected to  elaborate  separately  a  new  system  of  combined 
Mw  and  equity.    1^  would  be  waste  of  time  to  enlarge  apon 
the  inevitable  break-down  of  such  an  experiment    In  bet, 
the  proposal  to  amalgamate  the  courts  in  name,  while  the 
ft-riMHng  divisions  are  preserved,  presmts  little  or  no  sdnn- 
tage  over  a  measure  simpiv  amalgamating  law  and  eqnitf , 
and  leaving  the  courts  as  they  are. 

Until  our  two  vpstems  have  become  so  completely  fused 
that  our  present  distinctions  between  common  lanryen  and 
equity  lawyers  have  ceased  to  exist,  it  is  essential  that 
equity  and  common  law  judges  should  be  compelled  to  at 
farther  to  administer  the  new  system,  and  by  no  other 
means  can  the  proposed  fusion  be  accomplished  without 
evils  greater  than  those  proposed  to  be  removed. 

The  next  most  striking  defect  in  the  bill,  is  that,  as  be- 
fore noticed,  ic  was  a  mere  outline  of  a  measuro  and  left  the 
^-important  practice  of  the  new  court  to  be  settied  Vj 
rules  and  orders  which  are  not  yet  drawn.    It  is  veiy 
easy  by  a  stroke  of  the  pen  to  enact  that  law  and  eqmtir 
shsill  be  fused ;  and,  as  has  been  attempted  to  be  shown,  the 
decision  of  any  one  case  under  the  new  system,  when  aoch 
case  was  once  presented  te  the  Court,  would  not  present  any 
serious  difficulty  to  a  properly  constituted  coiut,  but  tl^ 
real  difficulty  of  introducing  the  new  system  would  lie  is 
the  practice.    At  present  litigation  as   it  arises  is  divided 
by  the  practitioners  between  the  equity  and  common  lav 
courts,  according  to  the  nature  of  each  case,  and  the  tribnnal 
having  been  once  selected  ths  practice  is  selected  also ;  but 
when  the  distinction  between  actions  sind  suits  is  abolubed, 
how  is  the  practise  to  be  regulated  ?     Are  we  to  adopt  the 
common  law  practice  or  the  chancery  practioe  for  tiie  ne* 
proceedings  P  Or  are  we  to  retain  both  systems  and  attein|)tta 
classify  business  into  two  divisions,  one  of  which  ia  to  be 
dealt  with  according  to  a  system  of  practice  corresponding 
with    the    present    chancery    practice,     and     the    oth^ 
according     to    a    system    correspondiiig     with    the   pre- 
sent   common   law   practice  ?    It  is    dear   that    the   t«> 
first-mentioned   alternatives   must    be    rejected  at  once, 
and  the  third  would,  in  all  probability,  lead  us   back  again 
into  many  of  the  evfls  of  the  present  system.     To  solve  all 
the  difficulties  involved  in  creating  a   code   of  practice  for 
the  new  court  wonld  be  to  draw  u^,  to  say  the  lesst,  the 
heads  of  the  rules  and  orders,  and  is  beside  the  purpose  of 
the  present  remarks.     It  is  sufficient   for  our  prMent  par- 
pose  to  indicate  the  importance  and  diCBcuIty  of  the  task. 

It  is  by  no  means  certain  that  the  benefit  to  be  derived 
bom  an  assimilation  of  the  practice  of  our  two  sets  of 
courts  would  not  be  quite  equal  to  the  advantages  to  be 
derived  from  the  fusion  of  the  principles  adopted  by  such 
courts.  The  object  of  both  systems  ia  to  administer  justice, 
and  as  a  means  to  that  end,  to  iliscover  the  truth  or  pro- 
nounce the  law,  where  the  facts  or  the  law  are  in  dispute. 
There  cannot  be  two  best  ways  to  those  ends,  and  it  is  tn 
be  hoped  that  a  close  and  careful  comparison  of  the  two 
systems  may  lead  to  the  discovery  of  something  better  than 
either. 
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llie  mode  in  wliich  the  rules  and  orders  were  proposed 
)j  the  I/nd  Chancellor's  hill  to  he  ptepsied  was  changed 
rhiltt  the  bill  was  pcMsing  through  the  House  of  Lords, 
mtinneither  case  were  the  proposalB  altogether  satis&o- 
017.  The  first  form  of  the  Dill  empowered  the  Queen  in 
Council  to  frame  roles  snd  orders  ;  the  hill  as  hroaght  into 
be  Commons  gave  the  same  power  to  the  Queen  with  the 
irice  of  the  Iiord  Chancellor.  The  Royal  Commission 
torn  which  the  snggestions  emanated  that  are  emhodied  in 
be  bill  is  stOl  sitting,  and  if  they  are  considered  too  large 
,  body,  or  otherwise  nnsnited  for  the  labour  of  drawing  np 
I  code  of  procedure,  it  would  sorely  have  been  better  to 
ntnist  flie  work  to  another  commission  of  Vnown  and 
eaponnble  lawyers  who  should  be  well  paid  for  their 
abonr,  than  to  the  irresponsible  hands  of  some  unknown 
Inftaman. 

The  proper  distinction  between  rules  and  orders  and 
tstntory  enactments  seems,  however,  to  hare  been  some- 
rhat  loet  mght  of  in  the  Lord  Chancellor's  bill.  It  was  pro- 
need  to  enact  by  the  12th  clause  that  the  roles  and  orders 
rhen  drawn  np  should  be  confirmed  by  Act  of  Parliament, 
ind,  when  ao  confirmed,  should  he  of  the  same  force  as  if 
xmtained  in  the  Act.  The  result  of  this  woald  have  been 
0  hire  fixed  the  practice  of  the  court  by  statute,  and  as  a 
leceoary  coniequenoe  to  hare  depriTed  the  High  Court  itself 
if  any  power  of  modifying  or  Utering  its  own  roles.  The 
lirtinction,  therefore,  between  the  statutory  enactments  and 
ihe  rales  and  orders  would  have  become  one  of  mere  name 
isd  not  of  substance,  boUi  would  hare  been  of  equal  force 
ud  both  eqoally  unalterable  except  by  the  same  authority 
that  oeated  them.  This  would  have  defeated  all  the  object 
of  making  a  distinction  between  statutory  proyisions  and 
tviet  and  orders,  whiuh  can  only  be  that  a  statute  should 
iichuie  the  main  features  of  a  proposed  law  reform,  and 
dioiild  confer  powers  which  a  statute  only  can  convey,  and 
that  Oa  deiaila  should  be  worked  out  in  roles  and  orders, 
wUch  ihoold  be  sobject  to  revision  and  modifloation  as  ex- 
perience of  their  praotioal  working  might  diotsto. 
Ucnenr,  it  is  by  no  means  clear  that  the  course  pro- 

poaed  bj  the  Lord  Cluncellor  of  first  passing  the  statute  and 

thai  dmring  np  the  rules  and  orders  is  the  best  way;  on 

the  contniy,  it  would  probably  be  a  preferable  conne  that 

both  the  atatnte  and  the  rules  should  be  drawn  up  at  the 
tame  time  and  by  tbe  same  hands;  for  where  the  whole 
nbject-matteris  so  novel  it  would  be  next  to  impossible  to 
decide,  before  the  whole  work  is  complete,  what  matters 
ihoold  be  treated  as  of  the  essence  of  the  measure,  or  for 
ether  reasons  requiring  the  authority  of  Parliament,  and 
«hat  should  be  treated  as  matters  of  detail,  subject  to  future 
ahetatioii  and  revision.  There  are,  however,  further  points 
vhith  ought  to  be  desdt  with  in  any  measure  for  estahlislt- 
i^  sneh  a  tribnnid  as  the  High  Court  of  Justice  is  intended 
to  be,  on  which  the  bill  of  the  Lord  Chancellor  is  altt^ether 
iilent.  Any  adequate  measure  for  amalgamating  the  courts 
of  law  and  equity,  admiralty,  probate,  and  divorce,  and 
fwing  their  separate  systems  shoold  make  provision  for  the 
fte  following  matters  ,  namely: — 

1.  lie  comprehension  in  one  system  of  all  courts  for  the 
"hninistration  of  justice  in  civil  suits. 

i-  The  concentration  and  amalgamation  of  the  offices  of 
*U  coQTtt  proposed  to  be  amalgamated  by  the  bill. 

'■  The  transaction  of  the  merely  ministerial  and  interlocu- 
toy  bnainees  of  provincial  suits  in  the  localities  where  they 
ttiie. 

i-  The  hearing  in  the  provinces  of  cases  now  the  subject 
•ftqnity  and  admiralty  jurisdiction. 
,  5.  More  frequent  opportunities  for  trial  or  hearing  of  cases 
■^the  prorincos. 

.  Thn  reform  now  proposed  is  so  sweeping,  and  the  effect  of 
It  will  ao  completely  revolutionise  the  constitution  and 
J>ctice  of  the  courts,  that  it  would  be  folly  to  make  such  a 
*»ge  partially,  and  without  revising  the  whole  system  of 
"»  wminiatration  of  justice  in  civil  suits.  Such  a  change 
"  "  proposed  will,  however  carefully  it  may  be  conducted, 
»st  we  public  no  inconsiderable  sum  in  litigation  before 
™jraectof  the  new  enactments  is  settled;  and  it  would  be 
*eer  waste  of  fort»  to  make  such  changes  partially  and  as 
"  awe  courts  only,  and  not  at  the  same  time  as  to  all 
worti  having  jurisdiction  in  civil  suits.  Indeed,  when  it  is 
P^Txned  to  alter  not  merely  the  forms  of  procedure  in  the 
^  to  be  affected  by  this  new  measure,  but  the  very  law 
■"w  to  be  administered  in  such  courts,  it  is  not  merely  a 
^r  of  convenience,  bnt  a  matter  of  absolute  necessity. 


taHconitsof  jurisidiction  in  civil  matters  should  be  in- 


cluded in  the  same  measure.     In  illustration  of  this  position* 
it  is  sufficient  to  refer  to  the  dth  section  of  the  Lord  Chan- 
cellor's bill,  which  enacts  that  law  and  equity  so  united  as' 
aforesaid  may  be  administemd  in  all  the  aforesaid  courts — 
that  is,  in  the  courts  amalgamated  hy  the  bill,  namely,  the  ■ 
superior  oonrts  at  Westminster,  and,  excluding  the  Courts  - 
of  Chanoery  and  Common  Fleas  of  Lancaster  and  Durham, 
the  Lord  Mayor's  Court  in   London,  and  all  other  local 
courts  of  record,  and  the  county  courts.     If  this  clause  were 
to  pass  into  law,  the  result  might  happen  tiut  the  same 
judge  at  the  same  assize  might  be  obligra  to  deal  with  two 
cases  in  the    same  cause  list  accordmg  to  two  different 
systems.     For  instance,  at  the   Manchester   or  Liverpool 
Assizes  there  might  be  brought  actions  by  the  same  plain- 
tiff on  the  same  tacts,  to  both  of  which  there  might  be  an- 
equitable  defence  not  pleadable  under  the  Common  Lav 
Procedure  Act  as  an  equitable  plea ;  one  of  such  actions 
might  have  been  brought  in  the  High  Court  and  the  other 
in  the  Court  of  Common  Pleas  of  Luicaster  ;  in  the  former 
the  defendant  most  necessarily  succeed,  and  in  the  latter  the  - 
plaintiff.     In  short,  to  have  the  proposed  new  system  of 
fused  law  and  equity  administered  in  the  High  Court,  and: 
the  present  separate  systems  of  law  and  equity  administered 
in  all  other  tnbunals,  would  be  such  a  scandal  in  the  ad-- 
ministration  of  jns:ice  as  could  not  be  allowed  to  exist  even 
temporarily;  and  that  this  is  the  case  has  been    already 
conceded  by  the  Government  when  they  extended  the  scope 
of  the  inquiry  committed  to  the  Judicature  Commissian  by 
including  in   it   the  coonty  conrta  and  looal  courts   of 
record. 

The  second  point  above  referred  to  as  necesaoiy  to  be  in-- 
eluded  in  the  proposed  mnasure  is  the  concentration  of  the 
offices  of  the  coartn.      If  we  were  creating   an  entirely  new 
system  of  administering  justice  in  civil  suits  in  n  new 
country,  imtrammelled  by    existing   institutions,    no    one 
would  ever  dream  of  creating  such  classes  of  officers  as  we- 
now  possess  for  discharging  the  ministerial  and  semi-jodi-- 
cial  parts  of  the  business  of  the  courts.      For  example,  a 
proposal  to  have  three  sets  of  officers,  such  as  the  clerks  who 
issue  writs  and  enter  appearances  at  common  law,  all  doing,' 
the  same  duties,   and  all  absolutely  independent  of  eacti 
other,  and  a  like  number  of  different  sets  of  officials  for  every 
sta^  of  the  action,  would  be  a  proposal  too  ludicrous  to  be 
seriously    brought   forward.      Therefore,  one  step  in  the 
proposed  reform  must  be  that  the  present  offices  of  the 
courts  proposed  to  be  amalgamated  mnst  be  no  longer  kept 
distinct,  bnt  that  one  set  of  duties  mnst  be  performed  by 
one  set  of  officers  only.    This  remark  shows  how  important, 
in  such  a  measure  as  that  we  are  now  considering,  is  even^ 
the  slightest  departure  from  sound  principle.    The  Judica- 
ture Commission  recommended  that  the  diviaions  of  the- 
Snpreme  Court  should  be  allowed  to  preserve  the  titles  of 
the  present  courts,  and  the  Lord  Chancellor  thereupon  goes 
a  step  farther,  and  converts  the  present  courts,  just  as  they 
stand,  into  the  diviaioiial  oonrts  of  his  purposed  High  Court ; 
the  consequence  would  inevitably  be  that  each  of  the  pre- 
sent courts,  inasmuch  as  it  retained  for  aU  practical  purpose » 
its  separate  existence,  would  manage  to  retain  its  separate 
set  of  officers  also,  and  that  the  present  division  of  business 
would  be  perpetuated.    The  threefold  division  of  common 
law  business  bBtween  the  officers  of  the  three  superior  courts 
is  the  most  obvious  instance  of  the  evils  of  the  present 
system,  bat  similar  remsrks  apply  to  some  extent  to  the 
division  of  business  between  different  sets  of  officials  in  th» 
same  court,  all  independent  of  each  other,  and  some  of 
whom,  such  as  the  chief  clerks  of  the  Chancery  judges,  are 
overworked,  and  others  only  half,  and  some  not  even  s» 
much  OS  half,  employed. 

There  can  be  very  little  hesitation  in  concluding  that,  witb 
a  view  both  to  cheapness  and  efficiency,  there  should  be- 
but  one  office  or  department  for  the  business  of  the  new 
court,  and  that  the  head  officials,  be  they  called  masters  or 
registrars,  should  discharge  the  higher  class  of  duties  next 
to  those  of  the  jnd(^  such  as  those  which  are  now  dis- 
charged by  masters  at  common  law  and  taxing  masters,, 
registrars,  chief  clerks,  and  examiners  in  chancery  ani 
associates  at  the  assizes  ;  and  that  all  inferior  duties  should 
be  committed  to  n  staff  of  assistants  and  clerks  of  different 
g^rades,  and  that  in  such  department  the  assistants  and  clerk» 
should  be  subject  to  the  superintendence  and  control  of  the 
superior  officers,  who  should  be  responsible  for  those  under 
them,  and  that  they  in  their  turn  should  be  subject  to  tie 
control  of  and  responsible  to  the  judges.  The  mode  of 
exercising  the  sort  of  control  suggested,  and  of  provl4iog  for 
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the  doe  raperintendence  of  to  vast  a  department,  ia  a  matter  of 
detail  rnqairing  careful  eomideratioii,  but  which  cannot  be 
entered  into  within  the  limits  of  this  paper. 

The fonKoincremarks apphr  solely  to  that  portion  of  the 
bnainees  of  the  High  Coort  which  must  be  done  in  London. 
The  next  question  that  arises  ia  how  far  it  is  necessary  that 
all  office  and  interlocntoiy  business  in  reference  tn  actions 
and  aoits  pending  in  the  High  Court  should  be  sent  to  Lon- 
don. The  present  system  of  doing  bosiness  in  the  superior 
courts  renders  necessary  the  employment  of  two  sets  of  at- 
torneys in  eTery  matter  arising  in  tne  provinces.  No  donbt 
that  must  continue  with  reference  to  litigation  between 
parties  residing  at  a  distance,  but  where  they  both  reside  in 
the  same  town  there  would  be  no  practical  difficulty  in 
doing  all  or  the  greater  part  of  the  busmess  of  an  action  or 
suit  on  the  spot  ata  material  saving  of  time  and  cost.  That 
this  can  be  done,  is  no  longer  a  matter  of  mere  argu- 
ment, as  the  same  thing  is  practically  now  dSnt 
in  the  district  registries  of  the  Courts  of  Cliancery 
and  Common  Pleas  of  the  county  of  Lancaater,  the 
whole  proceedings  in  a  common  law  action  tried  at  the 
assizes  being  now  taken  in  the  district  offices  at  Liverpool, 
Preston,  and  >Ianchester,  with  the  sole  exception  of  appeals 
to  a  judge  aniast  orders  of  the  district  prothonotary.  The 
business  at  these  offices  is,  for  the  most  part,  very  satis&c- 
torily  done,  and  is  rapidly  on  the  increase.  This  fiMst  nuy 
be  said  to  decide  the  question  of  the  introduction  of  local 
registries  of  the  EU^h  Court  of  Justice,  aa  it  would  be  impoa* 
sible  either  to  deprive  the  inhabitants  of  Lancaater  of  facili- 
ties which  they  now  enjoy  and  which  are  extensively  made 
use  of,  or  to  withhold  the  concession  of  like  facilities  to  other 
parts  of  the  country  wherever  the  amount  of  business  is 
sufficient  to  justify  uw  step. 

Next,  in  importance  to  the  transaction  of  the  office  busi- 
ness of  a  suit  arising  in  the  provinces  is  the  trial  or  hearing 
of  such  suits.  Whust  the  trial  at  common  law  in  an  action 
arising  in  the  provinces  has  been  for  centuries  held  at  the 
assize  town  of  the  county  where  the  cause  of  action  arose  or 
where  the  parties  reside,  a  suit  in  equity  or  in  admiralty  has 
been  hitherto  heard  exclusivaly  in  London.  The  incon- 
venience of  this  coarse  as  to  a  suit  in  admiralty  where  the 
witnesses  are  examined  viva  vow  in  court  has  long  been  felt. 
The  same  inconvenience  has  not  applied  in  so  great  a  d^ree 
to  chancery  suits,  where  the  evidence  is  mostly  written;  but 
now  that  a  common  law  action  and  a  chancery  suit  are  to 
be  assimilated,  there  can  be  no  longer  any  sufficient  teaaon 
why  proceedings  in  matters  now  the  snlgect  of  suits  in 
chancery,  should  not  be  heard  in  the  provinces,  if  the  eon- 
venianco  of  the  suitors  dictates  such  course.  In  this  case 
also  the  experience  of  Lancasliire,  and  the  precedent  set  in 
that  county  of  having  a  chancery  judge  gomg  on  oircnit, 
and  the  large  and  increasing  amount  of  ousiness  done  in 
his  court,  are  conclusive  upon  the  points  both  of  the  prac- 
ticableness  and  the  advantage  of  such  a  step. 

But  the  needs  of  the  provinces  will  by  no  means  be 
exhausted  by  the  concession  of  local  offices,  and  the  hearing 
of  all  classes   of  cases  in  the  provinces.      Another  main 

Sievaaoe  of  the  movincisl  suitor  in  the  supmior  oonrta  ia 
e  want  of  sufficiently  frequent  opportunities  of  trial. 
The  present  assize  system  was  created  some  centuries  ago, 
and,  no  doubt,  it  was  a  great  boon  to  the  suitors  of  those 
days,  that  in  place  of  having  to  go  up  to  London  or  to  follow 
the  person  of  the  Sovereign  to  obtain  justice,  they  might 
have  two  opportunities  in  every  year  of  having  their  cases 
tried  in  their  own  counties  ;  but  owing  to  Ue  enormous 
increase  of  the  provinces  in  population  and  wealth,  and  to 
the  increased  rapidity  of  transacting  business  due  to  rail- 
ways and  telegraphs,  two  sittings  a-year  for  the  trial  of  civil 
causes  have  become  utterly  unequal  to  the  requirements  of 
tile  day.  In  some  places  a  third  assixe  has  been  conceded 
to  the  pressure  exeroised  on  the  Oovemment  by  the 
country  sttomeys,  but  the  real  requirements  of  business  in 
all  the  great  centres  of  manufactures  and  trade  so  very  much 
beyond  even  three  assizes  in  the  year.  The  evils  of  the  pre- 
sent system  are  various.  The  importance  of  an  assize  is 
measured  by  the  public  by  the  number  of  cases  tried,  but  it 
is  well-known  to  the  profession  that  the  number  of  cases 
tried  ia  far  exceeded  by  the  number  of  cases  settled  out  of 
court,  and  that  in  a  very  great  number  of  the  cases  so  settled 
the  settlement  is  only  brought  about  by  the  near  approach 
of  the  assizes  and  the  impending  trial.  The  evil  of  the 
present  assize  system  has  been  more  prominently  brought 
out  by  the  facilities  of  trial  afforded  under  the  county  court 
system,  for  when  the  public  are  accustomed  to  a  court  whic^ 


is  in  almost  permanent  sitting,  they  become  impatient  tt  the 
del^  of  bringing  an  action  to  trial  at  the  assizes.  So  strong 
ia  this  feeling  Out  we  shall  be  practically  driven  to  choow 
between  the  two  alternatives  of  improving  the  county  coatts 
so  aa  to  make  them  anitable,  trinanaU  of  first  iustaoce, 
and  then  extending  their  jurisdietioii,  or  of  completelT 
changing  the  present  assize  system.  A  small  cbangs  xm 
not  effect  the  object.  The  notion  that  the  business  of  the 
provinces  can  be  done  in  the  London  vacations,  so  that  the 
assize  bar  may  get  all  the  business  of  their  own  circoiti 
without  losing  any  London  business,  must  be  entirely  girei 
up,  and  the  practice  of  hurrying  through  the  later  cases  is 
a  cause  list,  with  a  view  to  as  speedy  a  return  as  possible  to 
London,  must  be  put  a  stop  to,  by  a  change  which  will  do 
away  with  all  the  inducements  to  such  haate. 

LAW  STUDENTS'  DEBATINa  SOCIETY. 

On  Tuesday,  the  20th  December  inst,  the  question  for 
discussion  was  Ko.  cxcii.  Jurisprudential : — "  Should  peers, 
becoming  bankrupt,  be  disqualified  from  sitting  in  the 
House  of  Lords  t  Mr.  Austin  opened  the  debate,  and  the 
question  was  decided,  at  a  late  hour  of  the  evening,  and  by 
a  small  majority,  in  the  affirmative. 


LAW  STUSEIVTS'  JOUBVAL. 

EXAMINATIONS  AT  THE  INOOBPOBATED  LAW 
SOCIETY. 
SUarg  Ttrm,  1871. 
Iktsuikdutb  Exajcikatiok. 

The  Examinen  appointed  for  the  Inteimediate  Examint- 
tion  of  persons  onder  artieles  of  clerkship  to  oUomeya  hare 
appointed  Thursday,  the  19th  of  Janoary,  for  the  examina- 
tion. Candidates  for  examination  are  to  attend  on  that  day 
at  half-past  nine  in  the  forenoon,  at  the  Hall  of  the  Incor- 
porated Law  Society  (Carey-street  entranoe).  The  examina- 
tion wiU  oommonoe  at  ten  o'clock  preoiMly,  and  close  at  fonr 
o'clock. 

Artidea,  &c,  must  be  left  with  the  secretary  on  or  before 
Tuesday,  the  3rd  of  January ;  and  in  case  articles  and 
testimonials  of  service  have  been  already  deposited  they 
should  be  re-enterad,  the  fee  paid,  and  tiia  answers  oom. 
pleted  on  or  before  the  3rd  of  Jannaiy. 

On  the  day  of  examination  papers  will  be  delivered  to 
each  candidate,  containing  questions  to  be  answered  in 
writing,  selected  from  the  works  spedfled  by  the  Examinen; 
and  a  paper  of  questions  on  bookkeeping. 

Oanoiaatea  applying  to  be  examined  under  the  ith  sec- 
tion of  the  Attorneys  Act,  1860,  may,  on  application,  obtain 
copies  of  the  farther  questions  relating  to  ten  yeaua'  serrics 
antecedent  to  the  articles  of  clerkship;  and  such  questionsr 
duly  answered,  mnst  be  left  with  tm  articles,  &c,  on  or 
brfore  the  Srd  January. 

Final  ExAKOrATioir. 

The  Examiners  appointed  for  the  Examination  of  persons 
applying  to  be  admitted  attorneys  have  appointed  Tuesday, 
the  17t^  and  Wednesday,  the  18th,  of  January,  for  the  szs- 
mination.  Candidates  for  examination  are  to  attend  on  those 
days  at  half-past  nine  in  the  forenoon  of  eocb  day,  at  the 
Hall  of  the  Inoorpoiated  Law  Society  (Carey-stieet  en- 
trance). The  examination  will  commMioe  at  ten  o'clock 
predselv,  and  close  at  fonr  o'doek. 

Articles,  &c.,  mnst  be  left  with  the  secretory  on  or  befoe 
Tuesday,  the  10th  of  January.  If  the  artieles  wen  execotsd 
after  the  1st  of  January,  I86I,  the  certifioate  of  having 
passed  the  Intermediate  Examination  should  be  left  at  tiie 
same  time;  and  in  case  artioles  and  teotimoniala  of  aerriee 
have  been  already  deposited  they  should  be  re-entered,  the 
fee  pud,  and  the  answers  completed  on  or  before  the  10th  ot 
Janua^. 

Candidates  applying  to  be  examined  nndar  the  4th  seotioa 
of  the  Attorneys  Act,  1860,  may,  on  application,  obtain  copies 
of  the  further  questions  rdatuag  to  tbe  ten  years'  service 
antecedent  to  the  artides  of  derbhip ;  auid  sacb  questions, 
duly  answered,  must  be  left  with  uia  articles,  ftc.,  on  or 
before  the  10th  of  January. 

Where  the  artides  have  not  expired,  bat  will  expire 
during  the  term,  or  in  the  vacation  following  such  term, 
the  candidate  may  be  examined  conditionally ;  out  the  arti- 
des must  be  left  on  or  before  the  lOt^  of  January,  and 
answers  np  to  that  time.    If  port  of  ^e  term  has  been 
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wrred  vith  a  barrister,  special  pleader,  oi  London  agent, 
uuvets  to  the  questions  most  be  obtained  from  them  as  to 
the  time  lerred  with  each  respectively.  No  candidate  will 
le  Bxamined  who  shall  not  have  complied  with  these  condi- 
tioiu,  or  whose  testimonials  as  to  service  or  oondaot  shall 
not  be  aatisfiustoiy  to  the  Examiners. 

On  the  first  day  of  examination  papers  will  be  delivered 
to  each  candidi^  containing  qnestioni  to  be  answered 
in  writing,  classed  nnder  the  several  heads  of — 1.  Prelimi- 
naiy;  1  Common  and  Statute  Law,  and  Praotioe  of  the 
Conti;  9.  Coveyandng. 

On  ttis  second  day  fnrther  papers  will  be  delivered  to 
each  candidate,  containg  questions  to  be  answered  in — i. 
Preliminary ;  5.  Equity,  and  Practice  of  the  Courts : 
6.  Bankruptcy,  and  Practice  of  the  Courts ;  7.  Criminal 
Law,  and  Frooeedings  before  Jnstioea  of  the  Peace. 

Each  candidate  is  required  to  answer  all  the  Preliminary 
Questions  (Kos.  1  and  4) ;  and  also  to  answer  in  three  of 
the  other  heads  of  inquiry,  viz.: — Common  Law,  Con- 
veyandng,  and  Equity.  The  Examiners  will  continue  the 
practice  of  proposing  questions  in  Bankruptcy  and  in 
Criminal  law  and  Proceedings  ttefore  Justices  of  the  Peaoe, 
in  order  that  candidates  who  have  given  their  attention 
to  these  nbjocts  may  have  the  advantage  of  answering 
inch  qnestioos,  and  having  the  correctness  of  their  answers 
in  these  departmeats  taken  into  consideration  in  summing 
up  the  merits  of  their  general  examination. 


COUBT  PAPEBS. 

CHANOEKY  NOTICE. 
The  Clerks  of  Records  and  Writs  beg  to  call  the  attention 
of  the  Profession  to  order  ix.,  rule  3,  of  the  Consolidated 
Oilet>— to  orders  i.  and  xvi.  of  the  Oisneral  Orders  of  6th 
Mudi  18«0— and  to  the  Oeneral  Order  of  29th  April  1869, 
Ret.  4,  whereby  it  is  ordered  that — "  All  bills,  answers, 
{Jai,  imwuieii,  special  cases,  duplicates  of  summonses 
origmitiiig  proceedings  in  chambers,  records  for  trial, 
iitsrogatories,  examinations,  traversing  notes,  replications, 
npplaHatal  statements,  exceptions,  oertifiaates,  and 
tciemeg,  to  be  filed  in  the  office  of  the  clerks  of  records  and 
vritiiliall  be  printed  nr  written  (as  the  case  may  be)  on 
oeam  wore  machine  drawing  foolscap  folio  paper,  liookwise, 
191b.  per  mill  ream,  in  pica  type,  leaded." 

Tht  Clerks  of  Records  and  Writs,  finding  that  it  has 
been,  and  is,  the  Sequent  praotioe  to  use  for  the  above 
ioeaments  paper  of  much  less  weight  and  of  inferior  quality 
to  that  required  by  the  above  orders,  do  hereby  give  notice, 
that  on  and  after  the  1st  JanuaiT,  1871,  no  document  of  the 
4eacription  mentioned  in  the  above  recited  orders  will  be 
received  by  them  for  filing,  if  the  paper  on  wldch  the  same 
aball  be  printed  or  vrritten  is  deficient  in  the  weight,  or  in 
any  of  Uie  particolars  specified  in  the  said  orders  respeo- 
tirelj. 
See  Oirwy  v.  Brad/y  (10  W.  B.  706). 

Baring  the  Christmas  vacation  aD  applications  to  the 
Court  of  Chancery  which  are  of  an  urvent  nature  are  to  be 
■Bade  to  or  at  the  chambers  of  the  Yioe-Chancellor  Bacon. 

ill  applications  ix  parte,  ara  to  be  sent  to  the  Vioe- 
Cbsncelbn  Bacon,  by  book  post  or  parcel,  prepaid,  aooom- 
panisd  with  the  bridf  of  counsel,  endorsed  with  the  terms 
of  (he  order  applied  for,  and  an  envelope  capable  of 
Reeiring  the  papers  to  be  returned,  with  sufficient  stamps 
iffixed  therecm,  and  addressed  as  follows :— "  To  the  Regu- 
trar  in  Vacation,  Chancery  Registrar's  Office.  Chancery-lane. 
LadoB,  W.C." 

On  applicfOions  for  injunctions  or  writs  of  ««  txiat  rtfno, 
uen  mut  be  sent,  in  addition  to  the  above,  a  copy  of  the 
tan,  a  certificate  of  bill  filed,  and  office  copies  of  the  affi- 
dariia  m  support  of  the  api^cation. 

Iba  papers  sent  to  the  Vice- Chancellor,  with  any  order 
bu  Hmonr  may  make  thereon,  will  be  returned  direct  to 
Ux  registrar. 

All  applications  for  leave  to  give  notice  of  motion  only 
■ar  be  made  to  the  chief  clerk  at  chambers. 

'ihe  Yice-Chancellor's  address  can  be  obtained  upon 
WJication  at  his  Honour's  chambers,  11,  New-square, 
«nedn*s-inn. 

AS  q^ications  which  are  necessary  to  be  made  at  the 
Jwge'a  (Aambers  are  to  be  made  at  the  chambers  of  the 
•w^-ChanceUor  Bacon.  , 

">«  tkambert  of  the  Yice-Chanoellor  Baoon  will  bo  open 


on  Tuesday,  Wednesday,  Thursday,  and  Friday  in  each 
week,  &om  eleven  to  one  o'clock. 

Summonses  are  to  be  made  returnable  on  Tuesday,  the 
27th  Dec.,  Friday,  30th  Dec.  1870,  and  Tuesday,  3rd  Jan., 
1871.  

The  North  Walet  Chronich  animadverts  en  the  apDointment 
of  an  Englishman  (Serjeant  Tindal  Atkinson)  to  a  Welsh  county 
court  judgeship  on  the  ground  that  a  knowledge  of  the  Wclah 
language  is  necessary  in'  many  cases,  in  order  to  understand 
native  witnesses,  &o. 

Mr.  W.  1).  Moore,  solicitor,  of  Exeter,  acting  as  the  legal 
adviser  of  the  Town  Council  of  that  city,  conducted  an  opposi- 
tion in  Parliament  to  the  passing  of  the  Exmouth  Docks  Bui  of 
1870.  His  bill  for  the  work,  amounting  to  nearly  £200,  has 
been  referred  by  the  Town  Council  to  Mr.  Winslow  Joues, 
solicitor,  of  Exeter,  for  taxation. 

The  itutem  Comtitt  Daily  frtn  announces  the  presentation 
by  the  magistracy  of  Norwich  of  a  testimonial  to  Mr.  O.  B. 
Kennett,  solicitor,  of  that  city,  the  clerk  to  the  magistrates, 
on  the  occasicm  of  his  marriage.  A  large  number  of  the  magis- 
trates attended  the  proceedings.  The  testimonial,  which  was 
supplied  by  Mr.  Ralfs,  of  London-streat,  consisted  of  a  massive 
silver  inkstand  of  handsome  design.  Ine  inscription  is  as  fol- 
lows:— "  Presented  by  the  Mayor  and  Hoeistratss  of  the  City  of 
Norwich,  to  their  clerk,  George  Butler  Kennett,  Eaq.,  on  his 
marriage,  in  appreciation  ef  the  assiduous  and  oourteoua 
manner  in  which  he  has  discharged  the  duties  of  his  office,  and 
as  a  token  of  their  personal  sateem  for  him. — Deoember,  1870." 

Thb  Bouunqkah  Law  Socibtt.— This  society,  which  was 
originally  established  in  the  year  1818,  has  applied  for  and  ob- 
tained a  certificate  of  incorporation  under  the  provisions  of  the 
Companies  Act,  1867. 

The  New  Covntt  Coukt  Jddob. — Mr.  Seijeant  Tindal  At- 
kinson, who  has  been  selected  by  the  Lord  Chancellor  to  fill  the 
County  Court  Judgeship  vacated  by  Mr.  Johses,  began  life  as 
a  tradesman  in  Liverpoul,  where  he  filled  the  office  of  honorar}' 
secretary  of  the  Literary,  Scientific,  and  Commercial  Institution, 
which  met  in  St.  Anne's-street,  in  the  building  now  odled' 
*'  Oddfellows'  Hall,"  in  which  institution  he  to«k  a  warm  inte- 
rest. He  was  afterwards  secretary  to  the  Tradesman's  Reform 
Association,  which  used  to  assemble  in  Clayton-square,  of  which 
Mr.  (now  Sir  Joshua)  Walmslsy  (who  was  Mayor  of  Liverpool  iu. 
1840)  was  president.  Having  acquired  great  local  celebrity  as 
a  public  speaker,  nnder  Sir  Joshua  Walmsley's  auspices 
he  studied  for  the  Bar.  He  went  the  Northern  Circuit  for 
many  years,  havine  also  a  large  practice  in  the  Liverpool 
Court  of  Passage.  He  afterwards  removed  to  London.  On  the 
re-arrangement  of  the  circuits,  he  elected  to  practice  on  the' 
Midland.  His  son,  Mr.  H.  T.  Atkinson,  jun.,  is  a  member  of 
the  Home  Circuit. 

Fees  of  the  Codkts  of  Chamcbkt  and  Bankkitptot. — 
The  first  account  prepared  in  pursuance  of  the  Courts  of  Justice 
(Salaries  and  Funds)  Act  of  1869  shows  for  the  half-year  ending 
the  Slat  March,  1870,  fees  received,  by  means  of  stamps  or 
otherwise,  in  the  Court  of  Chancery  amoimting  to  £66,S06 ;  the 
payments  in  the  same  period  for  salaries,  compensations,  and 
•xpensas  amounted  to  £137,891,  leaving  a  dafioienpy  of  £81,385. 
In  the  Court  at  Bankruptcy  the  fees  received  amounted  to£S9,899- 
and  the  payment  in  lieu  of  dividend 'on  stock  tamrferred  to  the 
National  Debt  Commissionars  and  oanoelled  was  £10,061, 
iii«lri»ig  together  £69,460 ;  the  payments  for  salariss,  compensa- 
tions, and  expenses  being  £78,256,  thers  was  a  deficiency  of 
£8,806.  The  Chancery  return  states  as  to  that  court  that  the 
stock  transferred  and  that  purchased  with  the  cash  transferred 
was  not  oanoelled  until  February,  1870,  and  no  dividend  would- 
have  fidlen  due  subsequently  within  the  period  of  this  account ; 
consequently  there  is  no  item  corresponoing  to  the  second  in 
the  Bankruptcy  Ceurt  account — Timu. 

Tu  NEW  Rbcobdbb  of  Colohxstbb.— Mr.  F.  A.  Phil- 
brick,  barrister-at-law,  who  has  bsen  appointed  to  succeed  Mr. 
Bushby  as  Recorder  of  Colohester,  is  a  native  of  that  borough, 
being  a  son  of  Mr.  Fradsriok  Blomfisld  Fhilbriok,  solicitor,  of 
Cd^ester.  The  new  recorder  waa  bom  in  1836,  and  was 
educated  at  the  Royal  Grammar  School,  Colchester,  and  after- 
wards at  Universitv  College,  London,  and  the  University  of 
London.  In  1864  he  was  articled  to  his  father  at  Colchester ; 
and  on  the  expiration  of  his  articles  at  Michaelmas  Term,  1867^ 
the  Council  of  the  Incorporated  Law  Society  awarded  Mr. 
Philbriek  the  first  prize  of  the  society,  and  also  the  prize  of  the 
Hon.  Society  of  Cufford's-inn.  He  afterwards  became  a  bar 
student,  and  gained  the  studentship  awarded  by  the  Council  of- 
Legal  Education  at  the  public  examination  of  bar  students  in 
November,  1868.  He  was  called  to  the  bar  at  ths  Middle 
Temple  in  June,  I860,  and  selected  ths  Home  Circuit  for  the 
practice  of  his  professioa,  going  the  Essex  and  Colchester  ses- 
sions, where  he  soon  obtained  a  considerable  amount  of  business. 
For  the  last  four  or  five  years,  however,  he  ceased  to  attend  the 
county  and  bcnough  sessions,  devoting  himself  more  exclusively, 
to  business  in  the  courts  at  Westminster.  Mr.  Horace  Phil- 
brick,  solicitor,  of  Celdiester,  is  a  brother  of  the  new  recorder. 
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PUBLIC  COUPAlflES. 


OOTBRNMBNT  FCKOS. 
Ida*  Qdotaiiov.  Dec.  S3,  li'O. 
A«M  a*  OJfcW  li»t  9ftl>*  aclual  taHnut  IraixiMltJ.) 
Aimaltt««,  April,  '•> 
Do.(Red9eaT.)  A<i«.  I90« 
Bz  BiUs.CIOOO.  —  per  C(.  10  p  m 
Ditto,  £^oa,  Do  —  13  p  m 

Pitto.eioo  A  jeaoq.  —  lop  m 

Bank  of  Kn<rl»a<l  3cooic.  4i  p*r 

Ct.  (iMt  tuUr-remr)  Hi 
Ditto  for  Aoooaat, 


8  par  Cent.  Coniob,  911 
Ditto  for  Aeooant,  Jui.i.  9|{ 
I  par  Out.  Bednoad  »l| 
NairlperOBnt.,SI| 
Do.  Si  perCant.,  Jan.  '94 
Do.  S|  per  Cant.,  Jan.  '94 
Do.  t  per  Oant.,  Jan.  'IS 
Annaitiaa,  Jan.  '90 — 


IRDIAK  OOVBBRmSNT  BEOCBITIES. 


India  S»k..lOipCt.Apr.'74,909 

Ditto  for  Aeooimt 

Dittos  per  Cent.  .July, '90  lloi 

Ditto  for  Aoooont.  — 

Ditto  4  parOeat.,  Oot.  '88 100} 

Ditto,  ditto, Cartifloaiaa,  — 

Ditto  Kotkced  Ppr.,  4  per  Cent.  90 


Ind.Kaf.Pr.,  6  rC.,Jaa."»  100 
Ditto,  »i per  Cent., May, *'»  106 
Ditto  Dabentaras,  per  Caat., 

April.'Oi  — 
Do.  Do  ,  S  per  Cent.,  Ani.  '79  ISS 
Do.  Bonda,  4  per  Ct.,£l000  :o  p'm 
Ditto,  ditto,  nnder4IOO«,  SOpai 


RAILWAY  STOCK. 


Slira. 

Stock 
Stocli 
Steele 
Stock 
Stock 
Stock 
Stock 
Stock 
Stock 
Stock 
Stock 
Stock 
Stock 
Stock 
Stock 
Stock 
Stock 
Stock 
Stock 
Stock 
Stoa 
Stock 
Stock 
Stock 


Railwaya. 


Briatoland  Bzatar 

Caledonian. -.. 

Olaagow  and  Sooth. Waatam 

QraatBaatarn  Ordinary  Stook   ....... 

Do.,Kaat  Anglian Stook,  No. »  .... 
Qreat  Northern    

Do.,  A  Stook*    

Oraat  Southern  and  Waaternof  Ireland 

Oreat  Waatern— Original 

Lanoaahtre  and  Yorkahira  ..,._......... 

U>ndon,  Brighton,  and  South  Coaat... 

London.Cliatham,  and  Dover 

London  and  North.Weatern... 

L'jndon  and  South- Weatern    

l(anoheatar,8helBald,and  Lincoln 

Metropolitan 

Midland  

Do.,  BtrmloBbam  and  Derby   .......... 

North  Britlah  

North  London 

North  Btaflordahira 

South  Devon 

South.Eaatern 

TaffVale 


Paid.  Clodngprioea. 


100 
100 
190 
100 
100 
100 
100 
100 
100 
100 
100 
100 
100 
100 
100 

too 

100 
100 

too 

100 
100 
100 
100 

too 


87 

.!? 

•?* 

lU 
IMi 
100 
70 
I3M 

128 

Si 

63 
1991 
9« 

iiT 

6H 
49 

16? 


MoNBT  Mabkbt  and  Citt  Intilliop.kcr. 
The  prevailing  feature  of  all  the  marketa  haa  now  for  acme 
time  been  the  cautioua  abstention  fh>m  movement  until  Con- 
tinental affiurs  ahall  appear  more  settled.  The  past  week  merely 
exfaibita  an  augmentation  uf  this  wariness,  to  such  an  extent 
that  the  marketa  may  be  said  to  hare  been  absolutely  without 
movement,  prices  remaining  firm,  but  scarcely  any  buaineaa 
titmsacted. 

BIRTBB.  M&BKIBQKS,  AHO  S8&TH8. 

BIRTHS. 

Browne — On  Dec.  18,  at  9,  Porchoster-square,  the  wife  of  T. 
L.  Murray  Browne,  Esq.,  bturistar-at-law,  of  a  daughter. 

Buchanan — On  Dec.  19,  at  No.  15,  Argyle-road,  Campden-hil], 
Kensington,  the  wife  of  William  Fry  Buchanan,  barrister-at- 
law,  of  a  son. 

Coi.1,18 — On  Dec.  18,  at  Kinver  House,  near  Stourbridge,  the 
wife  of  Charles  fl^illiam  CoUis,  Esq.,  solicitor,  of  a  son. 

ScuDAMOBS — On  Dec.  21,  at  Berkeley  Villa,  Faloen-road,  Bat- 
tersea,  the  wife  of  William  B.  Scudamore,  solicitor,  of  a 
daughter. 

MARRIAGES. 

Addison— Bbown— On  Dec.  20,  at  St.  John's,  Hampstead,  by 
the  Rev.  E.  H.  Abney,  Tioar  of  St.  Alkmund's,  Derby,  and 
Bnral  Dean^oseph  Addison,  of  7,  Walbrook,  and  10a,  Fel- 
lows-road, Harersteck-hill  (son  of  W.  Addison,  Esq.,  of 
Ooildford,  formerly  of  Whitby),  to  Marianne,  daughter  of 
Joseph  Brown,  Esq.,  Q.C.    No  oards. 

Feancis— AsHBY— On  Not.  10,  at  St.  Paul's  Cathedral,  Cal- 
cutta, Thomas  Msrston  Francis,  solicitor,  to  Maria  Eyre, 
eldest  daughter  of  the  late  Dr.  Ashby,  of  Enfield,  Middlesex. 

KovsE— Haudstap F — On  Dec.  13,  at  Hatch  Beanchamp,  So- 
merset, James  Alexander  Rouse,  Esq.,  of  North  Curry,  soli- 
citor, to  Catherine  Anne,  second  daughter  of  Henry  Hard- 
staff,  Esq.,  of  Hachc  Court 

Ybahslet— Flbtchbb— On  Dec.  17,  at  St.  Oeorge's,  Hanover- 
square,    James  F.    Yearaley,  B.A.,  barrister-at-law,  of  the 
Inner  Temple,  to  Edith  Isabel  Barbara,  only  daughter  of  the 
late  William  Henry  Fletcher,  Esq.,  of  Gloucester. 
DEATHS. 

Bbavmont — On  Dec.  IS,  at  Orantham,  Elizabeth,  wife  of  Henry 
Beaumont,  solicitor,  aged  37. 

Baimonoi— On  Dec  21,  at  23,  Surrey-street,  Strand,  Manr 
Anne,  the  wife  of  WiUonghby  Raimandi,  solicitor,  aged  63. 


LOVDOH  OAZETIEB. 

?nCMd«Bil  PartaanUpi  DiiMlTOd. 
Tdisbat,  Dee.  M,  1870. 
Harper,  Tboa  Etherldga,  Erasat  Broad,  *  Wa  Mwd  Kiiky,  Boo<* 
lane,  Attoraars  and  ScUeitora.    Dee  IC. 

ViadlBC-19  rf  Jeiot  SttA  OompoilB. 

Pii»4T,  Deo.  18, 1870. 

UHunnv  m  CaaiiossT. 

Boyal  Naval,  IBlltary,  and  East  India  Ocmpaov  LHs  AasorsiMe  Sodalr. 

— FetiUoo  (or  windlog  up,  presented  Dae  IS,  direciad  to  be  hcu4  belm 

Vice  Chancellor  Halins,  on  Jan  13.     Stepkens  ft  Matthews,  Eau'it, 

Strand,  solicitor  for  the  petitioner. 

IViendly  SodetiM  SiaiolTOd. 
FamiT,  Dec.  18,  1870. 
fiedwelty  Independaat  Friendly  Bociaty,  HolljbDak  Inn,  Badvtitr.  X<»- 
luath.   Deo  16. 

Onlitan  andor  Sitatt*  ia  Ohaaoory. 

Latt  Dmy  tf  Fr—J. 

KamaT,  Dee.  16, 1870. 

Barber,  Barby,  Klng-it.  St  James's.    Jaa  14.    Naoiqfl  •  Batbar,  V.C. 

Smart.    Harwoed,  Cannoe-st. 
Clarke,  John,  Brighton,  Snisez,  M«)or-0«narat.    Jan  10.    Claike  t 

Dslrymple,  V.C.  Mallas.    Clarke,  Btigbtoo. 
Owen,  HaiTkitt,   Oonglaa,  Isle  of  Man.    Jan  13.    NkhoUs  lEeUett, 

V.C.  Bacco.    Tyrer  A  Co,  Lpcol. 
Saxea,  John,  Oldham,  Laaeasler,  licenaad  VIetnallar.    Jaa  10.   SaUi 

«  Saxon,  V.C.  Mallns.    Blaekbome,  Oldham. 
Shaarweod,  Aaa  Bell,  Shanow  Mount,  aiisfflaW.    Jan  10.   Robtittv 

Shaarwoed,V.C.  Malina.   Falay,  York. 

ToiaoAT,  Dec.  20, 1870. 
Batler,  John  Hampden,  Ashtord,  Middz,  Stoekbrokar.    Dae  81.   Botte 

«  Webb.V.O.  Btnart.    Webb,  Argyll-st,  Bsgeot-st. 
Ootterldge,  John,  Melboime,  Derl>y,  Qent.    Jan  4.    MadeUjtEsip, 

V.O.Bacon.     Drewry,  Barton-apan-Ttant. 
Jaoob,  Moiet  Jacob.  Falmcath,  Cornwall,  Ontflttar.    JanM.    Hartlit 

Jacob,  XJl.    Lawraoce  fc  Co,  Uld  Jewry. 
JanUna,  David,  Caversham,  Ozlbid,  Oant.    JaaM.    BawltteJacdlas, 

V.C  Bacon.    Brawn,  Maidenhead. 
Tbeakstone,  Wm  FkwdiDgton,  Old   Broad^t,  Stockbroker.   Ju  II. 

Ttaeakstene  «  Tbeakstone,  V.C.  Stnart.    Murray,  Ot  St  Ualea's. 
Tiebilcoek,  Ilany.  Obymod,  Cornwall,  Yacouu.    Jaal*.   TrebUcosk* 

Thomas,  V.C.  Mallns.    Jankias,  Faniya. 

Cnditon  ondor  HUM  VM.  oap.  S5. 

tatt  Dof  <tf  Olmm. 

Fainar,  Dec.  16, 1870. 

Ball,  John,  Warrington,  Lancaster,  Tsnner.    Feb  7.    OnindykOoal* 

SCO,  Maach. 
Brackanbridge,  Oavaa,  Lpool,  Oeat.    Jan  13.    WhMkr  ft  Haddock, 

I4N0L 
Btothartoa,Wm,Nottlngbam,  Hosier.    March  11.    BntllaftParr,Kot- 


Combe,  Matthew,  Kebon  CHy,  New  Zealand,  Esq.    March  14.    Baoaitt 

A  Co,  Hew-aq,  Iilncotai'»4nn. 
Cooper,  Riebaid,  Chipping  Sodbtuy,  doaeotar,  Saijaaiit.Miuar.   Beb  1. 

Trenflcid,  Chipping  Sodbary. 
Crewall,  Panl,    Brlxton-hlU,  Esq.    Fab  16.     De  Jeney,  Gheshsa-it 

West. 
Cnnnhighsm,  Thoa  Oaapball,  Ashtoo-nndar-Ijiia,  Laneastar,  Fiiotsc. 

Feb  16.    Lord,  AihtoD-nader-Lyne. 
Davis,  Wm,  Brighton, Susez,  Gent,    Feb  I.    Hamphraya,  LeadsntaiU- 

St. 

Deaaa, Charlotte, Tatgnasouth,  Devon.    Jan  30.    Wtaidboraa  ftTcaOr 

Teigamoath. 
Fawcett,Jas,WakellaId,  York,  Cora  Miller.    Jaal.    Haniaoa ft  Smtth, 

WakaSeld. 
Oonld,  Bav  Wm,  Barnstaple,  Devon.    Jaa  81.    Onaootta,  Qiaaesi;- 

lane. 
Harper,  Hy  Richard,  Chilvats  Ootoo,  Warwldt.  Eaq.    Jan  18.    Waisoa 

ft  Buter,  Lutterworth. 
Hela,  Sarah,  Radland,  Olooeaster.      Jan  80.      Whldboma  ft  Tne. 

Talgnmonth. 
HIcka,  Marian,  Yorkist,  Widow.    Jan  14.    Parkin  ft  Pagdan,  Me«-«1. 

Liaeoln's-tna. 
Hobaon,  Hannah  Bladaa,  BheOald,  Berks,  Spinster.    VabM.    Sfwmft 

Co,  Faochnroh.«l. 
Hopkin, John, Ncttiagham,  Hoaisr.    Mareh  11.    BatUa  ftParr.Not- 

tingham. 
Hnntley,  Spencer  Robert,  Lieut,  of  H.M.  Gunboat,  Chanib.   Jaatt. 

Clayton,  Uncoln's-lnn-dtlds. 
JaSinoa,  Rev  Laaoeloi,  Brongh,  Wesaaorriand.    Fab  I.    nompasa, 

Workington. 


Stcetibcd,  Lanoaster,  Gent.    Feb  8.    Clay  ft  Bon,  Maack. 
Lsgh.  Wm  Fltalaiaas,  Belgrave-sg.  Cflmmandar,  BJt.    Jaa  91.    Tent- 


Jones,  Jaa,  Great  Ncsa.  Salop,  Gent     Feb  1.    JoneaftCa,Lpool. 

Lae,11ioe,f' — "^ — *  '' "-' -     ~-     -  ~      — 

-■gb,Wml 

end  ft  Co,  Prlnces-<t,  Westminstar. 
Newman,  Wm,  Darley  Hall,  nr  Baintley,  York,  Esq.    Feb  1,    Lanbstt 

ft  Bnrgin,  John-st,  Bed8>td-row. 
Ogle,  Hsrbert  Mow,  Admaston.  nr  Walllagton,  Gent.    Fab  1.    JeoesA 

Co.  Lpool. 
Pike.  Geo,  Alnwick,  Northnmberland,  Innkeeper.    Feb  1.    Buby,  Ala- 
wick. 
Potter,  Jepbson,  Lpeel,  Fhyridan.    March  1.    Measra.  Qoinn,  lAOOi. 
PhIIUpa,TboaFUqattiek,  Bathmlnea,  Oomsieraial  Travallar.   Janl- 

Fay  ft  McGoagh,  Onldin. 
Bidyard,  John,  Walkdan,  Laaaaatar,  ColUar.    Dae  31.    BamweDftPsa- 

niagton,  Bolton. 
Bow,  Geo,  Mayfteld-rd,  Dalstoa,  Lieenaed  Vfetaaller.    Jaa  16.    Miaoa, 

Klng-st,  Chsapalde. 
Bowl(7,  Thos  Brookei,  Edan-Tlllas,  Lower  Norwood.  Qant.    Fob  16. 

Da  Jersey  ft  MIcklam,  Greabam-st  West. 
Sewsll,  Geo,  Claphsm-rd,  Esq.   Jaa  HO.    Hoatar,  NMP-sq,  Lincoln's- 
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Aon,  0«o,  CUppinc  Sodkorj,  Oloaeeater,  Cordnlnar.    Fsb  1.    Tm* 
'      ~     Inf  Sodborr. 

riliall,  Sotbrd,  Licennd  YtetniUcr.    Jan  (I.    Otonr, 


l)U,Cliipph«SadlnrT. 


WllMll. 

fbiuker,  Hinni,  W*ke&elil,  Tork,  Wldav,     F*b  I.    Htrrtwm  k 

Sattk.waellekl 
fkinka,  Jm,  Wtkefldd,  Tork,  Gant.    Feb  I.    Hurtaon  ft  Sinitta, 

WikdMd. 

TumnAt,  Dee.  M,  U70. 
l>ttr,Bai),Toatrid||c,  Kent.  Brewer.   I«bl.   OortaiakWaner. 
lndier,B4Riir,  Heniler,  Wnta,Oeot.  JtnU.    B«n  ft Franoe,  OtUlng- 

hfln. 
Iridrraed,  John,  BulMlao,  SUflbrd,  Fktmer.    Feb  10.    SpUfbnry, 

SltfiMd. 
paw, nm OodiilTe, Rrinhim,  Keen,  Big.    Uardi  IT.    BeaoaltftCo, 

New-iq,  UnM'n'f-lnn. 
Dadiili,  Qeo,  Wigao,  Taineiter,  Bargeon,    Mu«h  I.    Seott  ft  Son, 

WlfU. 

SniD|cr,  Biduri  John,  Stanbope^t,  St  Pucni.    JeoM.    Oretaem, 

lQtr»<t  cbunben. 
Bnleir,  Ifm,  (Mars-«t,BotheiUthe,CleDt    Feb  1.    Havkee  ft  0», 

Bigh4t,8<Dtliirark. 
Bmii,  Btj^.TTiieooath,  NorthiimIierUBid,PnbUsan.    FMI,    Brown, 

KnrcutlHai-Tjiie. 
EUtoi,  Kttthev,  MadterfleM,  Lancaater,  Labonrer.    Manta  I .    Scott 

kSoD,  Wiiaii. 
Inkn,  Bidwit,  Ijpool,  Bhininc  Aiant.    Tab  I.    Baweoa  ft  Co,  Bnd- 

flicd. 
llMil]r,A]n,Wil«ll,Stafltard,  Widow.    DeoM.    Bnrton,  Bin). 
Moritr.SaBiKl.tnDdlaT'.DeiW,  Farmer.    Jan  3*.    Vatker,  Belper. 
Older.  Urn,  Sertaoaki  WaaM,  Kent.    Feb  I.    Gorham  ft  Warner,  Toa- 

tridfd. 
Oaiuii,Joka,aeatbaDplon,  Pork  Bateber.   Tab  1.   HIekaan,  Sootb- 

uapmL 
mUipi,Tliia,OBiberwtiI-froTe,  Ino  Itorebaat.   Feb  I.   Sole*  Oo, 

Aldtnauborj. 
rnto,  Wa,  Wotoo'iaper-Xaia,  Somcnet,  Eaq.    Jan  to.    Bate  ft  Son, 

riiutu,Gdt,  TbaMdge,  Kent,  Bnilder.    Feb  I.    Oorbam  ft  Warner, 

Tonbridik 
Oiilur.Jaiiai,  Hadlm,    Uiddx,  Sptauter.    Jan  t7.    Boot;  ft  Butt, 

brnoadoMii,  Orara.lna. 
Mlt,J«Betle.UTeadBr.Un,  Batteiaea.  Eiq.    Feb).    Wilde  ft  Co, 

>lain,aei,Ilar«ilk-M,Hjrde-pa(k,Eeii.   Jan  17.    BootF*  Bott,  Bayw 

«l!tn,jHKicUid,  Fmmt  Gate,  Eaaex.    Jan  18.  WOaoa  ftSon,Ba- 

tjmtaikiB,  Ihoa,  Crott,  nr  DarUnfton,  Farmer.    Dee  10.    Land, 

Buikriipta. 

FuDAT,  Dee.  K,  1170. 

Under  the  Banlmvtqr  Act,  1869. 

Cndim  nut  kirward  tlieir  froob  of  Oebta  to  ilie  Begii  trar . 

To  Sorrender  in  Loados. 

^'tte.an.tnmpNoyea.NewLandoa^t.SUpBnlldat.      FetOeo. 

11.  Btim.  Jin  Hat  II. 
Biller,]ikbd,*H7Tbom<a,  Upper  Thania»«t,Frinten.     Fet  Deo  IS. 

built.  JuUatll.SO. 
w'bal.TIm  Sploer,  LiTerpool.«t,  lOng'a  Croia,  Gent.     Fat  Deo  13. 

Itanif.  JulOatl. 
M«7.BI|bi  Bon  tbe  Earl  at,  InniaBOre-BI,  HTda  Parte    Pet  Ana  la. 
SpiflMi.  JullatI*. 

To  Sorrandar  in  tbe  Conotcy. 
*"'•*•.  GtOkGrcenwicb,  BlookUakar.    Fat  Deo  IS.    Biebop.   Green- 
»ti»,J«aH.»lJ. 
M.Wa,QalabMd,  Faint  lUanlkctanr.     Pet  Deo  U.     Hertimer. 
*««tle,Doenat  12. 

Mn>  B.  0.,  AUenbot,  Uent  OM.  32ndffieg.     Pet  Deo  10.      White. 
«™i«*  Dee  M  at  1.S0.  ^^ 

«>U,Tlua,  DWej,  Cbeahiiv,  Cotton  Spinner.    Pet  Dee  11.    Hyde. 
JMMR,JtalSatU. 

m,  lIusuM,  Uoacb,  Ucenaed  Tictnaller.  Pet  Nor  IS.  Kay.  Xanoh, 
DetSttlt. 

WT.Hdid.Jaii,  HenOeld.  Snaeex,  MiUer.     Pat  Dee  6.     Srerebed. 
Ulkloe.DaeMat  11.30. 
■BM^Ihot,  Woo<l  Oieen,  Offloer.    Pet  Deo  11.    Polier.    Bdmonton, 

•v^Enn  Brna,  BolU>n,  Lancaahire,  Grocer.    Pet  Dec  13.    Holden. 

toKoa,  Dk  ii  at  10. 
«^,  Jonpti  BbsdM,  East  Aiddejr.  Tork,  BUokndth.     Fet  Dee  i». 

*"«.  Wakefield.  Dae  ai  at  11. 

«^Th<e,8uUu1d(e,Darae^  Farmer.    Fet  Dee  IS.    Wilaon.    Balia- 
.biiT,Ileca«m. 

tS»   ^''"'  Slinna^  Kent.    Fet  Deo  14.  Aeworth.  Keeheetar, 

>j«.I«rteai.Ohaj&rd,DeTon.  Hotel  Keeper.     Fet  Dec  14.   Pearee. 
£«  Staaetioaw,  De:  2S  at  II. 

^o.  Joha.  Brratfort,  Eaeex,  BniMer.    Fet  Dee  9.    Gepp.    Chelms- 
.  "td,  I^  n  u  10. 


"2l||«iMuWanl,Staninl.    Fet  Dee  11.    SpUdnrr.    Stafford,  Deo 

••J^.AIIil  Eraest,  Mewlyn  Caat,  Cornwall,  Olark  in  Holy  Oidera. 

fRliwil   chilcott    Trans  Dec  2S  at  II. 
wd^Mia,  Umberhorai,  Suecz,  Botcher.    Fet  Dee  II.     Walker: 

cs^'JSi*'  2'  Termoath,  Nrafclk,  Stone  Haion.     Fet  Dee  14. 


B-TT-T— .   Gt  Yarmooib,  Deo  3i  at  II. 
22:  K'*^  "»•  Ukaetoo,  Derby,  Orooer.     Pet  Dee  II.     WeUer. 

TnavAT.Dec  10,  M70. 
Under  the  Bankruptcy  Act,  1869. 
^^wen  DIM  torward  tbalr  pioolk  of  debta  to  tbe  Keglatrar. 
H-i  I  To  ^tarrender  in  London. 

■TrJ"'  ■*'"'  Andrew,  UoUywa«d-rd,  Woat  Brooiptom,  Scalptor. 
'n^cU.   apiieclUct.    Jan  Hat  1. 


To  Snrrendai'in  the  Coantry. 
Amen,  OodfMy  Jaaehim,  Lpoel,  Cettoo  Broker.     Pet  Deo  It.    Waiaon .. 

Lpool,  Jan  4  at  I. 
BantoB,  Edwd,  Walaall,  Stailtord,  Saddlcr'e  Iro>uaoo«er.     Pet  Dee  IS. 

Clarke.  Walaall,  Jan  6  at  IX. 
Batten,  By.  Maoch.  Tailor.    Pet  Deo  14.    Kay.    lUneb.  Jan  II  at  II. 
Bett,  John,  Tamwcrtb,  Stafford,  Haltatar.      Pet  Dee  14.     Clianntlrr. 

Birm.JanOat  13. 
Byen,  Deeioins  Wms,  Uarket  Harborench,  Leiceater,  CbaoM.      Pet 

Deo  17.    loxram.    Leieener,  Jan  lOat  11. 
DnneaMt,  Geo  ClwTelry,  Albrightoa,  Salop,  Coal  Herehaat.  P«tDeel4i 

Fotte.    Madeley,  Jan  1 1  at  1. 
Edwatda,  Jai  Moore,  Thornlon  Heath,  Sorrey,  BnlMar.      Fet  Dee  IS. 

Rowland.    Croydon,  Dee  SO  at  3. 
Godbolt,  Chu,  J'ln,  Harlaeton,  Norfolk,  Bnilder.     Pet  Dec  15.     Cham- 

berlin.    Ot  Yarmoalh,  Jan  3  at  II. 
Rarrlaon,  Richd,  KlnKUon-npon>HnII,  Jeweller.    Pet  Dee  16.  Phillipi. 

Klncaton-r.pnn-Hull,  Jao  1  at  11. 
Uuy,  Geo,  Wnlrerhampton,  Suilted.    Pet  Dee  S.  Brown.  WoiTerbamp-  - 

Ion,  Dec  M  at  12. 
HoH,  Ssml,  Cliorlton-on-Medloek,  Maneb,  Builder.    Pet  Deo  14.    Kay. 

Hancli,  Jan  16  at  11. 
Pinnick,  Thos,  Honthamptoo,  Bateber.      Fet  Dee  18.     noradike. 

Sonlbamptoa,  Jan  8  at  12. 
Btone7,Tba>,  Halifax,  Tork,  Batcher.    Fet  Dec  19.    KanUn.  Halifax, 

Deo  30  at  10. 
Story,  Thoa  Fraa,  Leede,  out  of  baaineea.     Pat  Dee  14.     Uanhall. 

Leeda,  Deo  30  at  II. 
Walker,  Thos.  Doncaaier,  Tork,  Bnilder.    Fet  Deo  18.  Wake.  BhefSald, 

Dee  30  at  13. 
WaUa,GeoCbaa,  Winchester,  Boot  Uakar.     Pet  Dee  18.     Tbomdike. 

SoathamMoa,  Jan  7  at  II. 
WiUlama,  Hy,  Tipton,  Stafbrd,  FItebriok  "-—«""——      Pet  Dee  17. 

Walker.    Dodley,  Jan  S  at  II. 

ADJODRNSIEKT  OF  UKETINO. 
Qnadlinc,  Edwin  Parke,  North-rd.  Foreet-hUl,  Secretary.      Firat  meet- 
ing ot  ereditera  adJonmed  till  Deo  30  at  12. 

BANKBUFTOIES  ANNULLED. 
FamaT,  Dee.  18,  1870. 
Uoyd,  Thea  Howell,  Llaniynydd,  Oaraarmen,  Draper.    Dae  13. 
BeeUy,  Richd,  Aahford,  Kent,  ont  of  bnainaaa.    Oeo  I. 

TdudiT,  Dec.  10, 1878. 
SeUer,  JohnHy,  Hampatead-rd,  Bootoakar.    Deo  18. 

Liqiiiidatloa  by  ImmcaatDt. 

FIB8T  MEETINGS  OF  CBKDRORS. 

FaiSAT,  Dec.  18, 1878. 

Alexander,  Alex,  Lpod,  Conun  Agent.    Dee  30  at  S,  at  olBoe  of  T: 

Itty,  Lord.et,  Lpoel. 
Allen,  SepUmna,  Hitchtn,  Hertford,  Ironmonger.     Dee  18  at  U,  at  2,. 

Jobn'4t,  Bedford-row.    Wade,  Hitehin. 
Araialrong.  Wm,  Leeda,  Sta^  Mannfactnrer.    Dee    IS  at  II,  at  oBoe* 

of  Fawcctt  ft  HaloOlm.  Park-row,  Leeds. 
Barker,  Andrew  Hume,  Terk,  Ticket  Writer.    Deo  17  at  11,  at  offlce  of 

O.  OrnmUe,  Steneicate. 
Bartlett,  John,  BlabopagataHt  Witbin,  Proriaton  Mertbant.   Dec  19  at 

l,at  oflkeaof  Co<kftaattb,Cheepetde.    AahleyftTee. 
Batt,  Cbaa,  Soathaea,  Soattiampton,  Irjnmonger.    Jan  1  at  >,  at  ofBce 

of  R.  MBrTln,Jon.  Harmion-pi,  Grore-rd,  Bontbata. 
Bilham,  Bobt  Thoa,  RingUad,  Norfolk,  Otat.     Dee  18  at  II,  at  offleea 

of  Emeraon  ft  Sparrow,  Rampant  Horaa-at,  Norwich. 
Boardaoan,  John,  Briahtoo,  Saaaex,  Hoaler.    Dec  81  at  II,  at  efHeea  of 

Black,  Freeman,  ft  Oell,  Ship-at,  Brintaton. 
Bond,  Wm  Angnatin,  Jnn,  ft  Jaa  Ediabnry  Bangh,  Lpoel,  OoDm  Mer- 

chanta.    Jan  4  at  a,  at  oOceaof  W.  Morria,  Harringteo-at,  Lpool. 
Bower,  Wm  Finney,  Derby,  Bnilder.    Jaa  8  at  II,  at  <4Beee  oi  8.  Leech, 

Fni|.«t.  Derby. 
Biyan,  Jonathan,  Norwicb, General  Dealer.    Deo  19  at  II, at  oCke  of 

W.  Badd.Jnn,  Chnreb-ai,  Tbeatie-al,  Norwicb. 
Camaby,  John,  South Sbielda,  Dnitaam,  Aaetloneer.    Dae  38 at  II.  at 

olBcea  of  Keenljaide  ft  FOrater,  St  Jobn'a-cbambeia,  Grataiger-at 

Weat,  Neweaatle-npon-Tyne. 
Oborton,  Andrew  Caird,  ft  Oeo  Bankart,    Bradlbrd,  Terk,  Stnff  Mer- 

dianta.    Dec  13  at  3,  at  cdBcea  of  Wood  ft  Xillick,  Commercial  Baak- 

bMga,  Piece  Hall-yd,  Bradford. 
Collij,  Geo  Herbert,  Sonthampton,  Boot  Hannfaetnrar.    Dee  19  at  S,  at 

oiBoea  of  Bnmett,  Hiah-at,  Bouihampton.     Hickman,  SootbauiptOD. 
Cook,  Joaeph,  Newcaatle-nnder-Lyme,  Stafbrd,  Flahmonfer.    Jan  2  at 

II,  at  oiBcee  of  Meaara.  Tennani,  Oheapalda,  Hanley. 
Crawford,  Feacbey  Soweiby,  Lupm-et,  Fimlico,  Pawnbroker.    Dec  39 

at  1,  at  the  Freemaaona'  Tarern,  Gt  Qaeen-at,  LIncoln's-inn-flelda. 

May,  Raiaell-aq. 
Crow,  rhiHp  Manatleld,  Stodcton-nn-Teee,  Gent.    Dec  31  at  II,  at  offlce 

of  J.  H.  Draper,  Hnkle-at,  Stockton-on-Teea. 
Daries,  Thoa,  Tremeirchlon,  Flint,  Shopkeeper,    Dae  SI  at  11,  at  tbe 

Dudley  Arm*  Hotel,  Rhyl.    DaTies,  Holywell. 
Dnnn,  Thoe,  Monka  Coppenhall,  Cheater,  out  of  boaloaaa.    Dec  37  at  3, 

at  the  Brnnawlck  Hotel,  Crewe.    Sheppard. 
Fanahaw,  John,  ft  Alex  i  oralon,  Tipton.  Stafford,  Irenmongera.    Jan  3. 

at  l),BtofBceaof  Ueaera.  nnderhill,  Darllngton-at,  WoUerfaampton. 

Career  ft  Fowler,  Wolrerhampton. 
FlemhiK,  Jai,  Leek,  SuAird,  General  Dealer.    Jan  1  at  3,  at  the  Connty- 

Court  OfHce,  Maccietfteld.    Redflaro. 
Fnlljamee,  Wm  Jaa,  Fratton.  Portiea,  Saperannoated  Sbipwrigbt    Dec 

2»  at  II,  at  ofBces  of  Cbamp,  St  Qeorge's-sq,  Portaea. 
Oledhill,  BlUth.  Armley,  Leedsi,  ft  Alex  Blenkioaon.  Holbeck,  Leeds, 

Boot  Uanufactarera.    D»z  :I8  at  II,  at  ;itttherland'a  Great  Northera 

Hotel.  Wellinfiton-st,  Leeds.    Yewdall. 
Hilea,  Stephen,  Milton-next-Slti.lniiboame,  Kent,  General  Dealer.   Dee 

30  at  12,  at  office  of  Hajvard,  HlKb-at,  Rochester. 
Handley,  Joseph,  Whaley  Bridne,  Cheater,  Grocer .    Deo  17  at  1 1,  at  the- 

Vernon's  Arms  Hotel,  citockpjrt.    Bo6Goe,Aabton.nnder.L7ne. 
Hardini;,  Thos.  Leeds,  Grocer.    Dec  It  at  3,  at  ollloe  of  Walker,  Eaat- 

paradc,  Leeds. 
Henson,  Solomon  Geo,  Lenten,  Nottingham,  Lacemaker.    Jan  S  at  12, 
at  office  of  Belk,  UIgh-at,  Nottinghatn. 
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Howatt,  Oui  HolUiipwortt,  Omhrnn,  Baekinchani,  Cod  Meiehtiit. 

Dm  M  «t  1,  at  Um  una  at  Coart  Uoial  Halborn.  Cbaaaa,  Amatahaa. 

Holt.  Bj.  Ladrwood,  Vait  BirmlDKtaaia,  Haj  Dealer.    Jas  1  at  11,  at 

oOoaaof  Wenluun.Braa,  Ann-et,  Birm.    BovUadi ,  Blrm.  i 

Ho^loi,  Hit  Jaa,  Sejrmoar-pl,  Bryanitona^q,  Graeer.    Jan  9  at  I,  at  ', 

oScaa  of  Plena,  Old  Jewn^bamkert. 
HowiaiD,  Edwd  Bobinasn,  SalCord,  Laneaater,  WaleliinakeT.    Dee  2$  at 

(,  at  oOoaa  of  Sampaoa,  Soath  Klnic-M,  Vaneh. 
Hagbaa,  KoM  Jaa,  Lfool.  BulMer.     Dae  S>  at  t,  at  tka  Law  Aaoeia- 

tion,  Cook-tt,  Lpool.    Teebajr  A  I^nek,  Lpoot. 
HattOB,  John  Oartli,  Idia,  Tork.  Orooer.    Jan  4  at  >,  at  oBeea  oT  Wat- 

aoa  k  Diekona,  Uarkai-at,  Bradfonl. 
KtDdall.  Hy,  Uaododno,  CanarrOQ,  Wine  Uerehant.    Dw  M  at  3,  at 

the  Bnkiue  Amu  Hotel,  Ooowajr.    ChamkerUin,  Llandadno. 
Lapoar,  Bj,  Flaetit,  Oroov.  Jan  I  at  a,  at  offioea  of  Wallera  ft  Gnab, 

FbuborT-oliea*. 
Uather,  Wm,  Staodiah,  Lancaster,  DronUt.    Dae  31  at  10,  at  offlea  of 

France,  Charchgate,  Wimo. 
Vattbem,  Amelia.  Laeda,  Wine  Merchant.    Dao  »  at  4.10,  at  tOoaa  of 

Btebardaon  ft  Taroer,  Eaat-parade,  Lead?. 
Hertoa,  Tbos,  Hertford,  Baker.    Deo  M  at  t,  at  efaoaa  of  Aaoeilar, 

Varalam-at,  8t  Alban's. 
ratiih,  Saml.  h  John  Amott.  rradarick-et.  Hampataad-rd,  Wholaaala 

Oilman.    Jan  S  at  1,  at  ollleea  of  Poole.  Bartholamew-claae. 
Parker,  Chaa  John.  Dondaa^t,  Daptford,  Baanhop  Keeper.    Dee  M  at 

I,  at  oOce  of  Elworthjr,  Oirena-at,  Qieeawieh. 
FaiTT.  Bennett,  BIrfcenhaad,  Cbeiler,  Ship  Oiandlar.    Dae  IS  at  1,  at 

omee  of  l)lxon,1J3rd.<t.  Lpool. 
Fapper,  Thoa,  Laeda,  Outtm  ARaat.   Deo  M  at  4,  at  oBloa  of  Blohard- 

aon  ft  Tamer,  Eaat*parade,  Leads. 
Plwnstead,  Saml  Jaa,  Norwich.  Earthenware  Dealer.    Deo  W  at  II, at 

eAcM  of  Miller  ft  Miller,  Baak-chamben,  Norwiob. 

Biohards,  Cbrlstopber  Bellow,  FluBnlz-jrd.  Ozfind-st,  Jabma>t«.    Jan 

19  at  1.  at  the  Oulldhall  Tarera,  Oraaham-st.     Cborlar,  Moomata-at. 

BIdlej.  Thos, Tims  Harrlsoa  lildlaj,  ft  ffm  Hr  Bidley,  Lpod,  Mar- 

chants.     Jan  6  at  I,  at  the  Law  Aieociation  Rooms,  Gook.at,I^ool. 

Hnll  &  Co. 

Booaln,  Wm,  DaTlxas,  Wilts,  Carpenter.    Dec  (I  at  1,  at  offlcaa  of 

Wlttar,  St  John.st.  Darlaea. 
Bowles.  Jas,  Aneraham,  Bnekingham,  Batsher.  Dae  19  at  S,  at  the 

Qriflia  Ina,  Amaraham.    Cbaaaa,  Amardwm. 
Seott,  Gao,  Leicestar,  Boot  Manntutarar.    Jaaf  at  11,  atoOee  of  Har- 

•nj,  FDekUn(ton-walk.  Lalaeatar. 
Beaton.  Hngh,  Famwotth,  Laneaster.  Ironmoocar.  Jan  I  at  1,  at  oBcea 

of  Brant  ft  Lockatt,  Comnaeroe-cbambers,  Lord-st.  Lpool. 
SpOabnry,  John,  Hanle^,  Staflbrd,  Milliner.     Jan  I  at  11,  at  offloae  of 

Maasra.  leonant,  Cbaepaide,  Haniej, 
Sterens,  John  Meadbant,  Bristol,  Tailor.    Dae  It  at  I,  at  oOleea  of 
Barnard,  Oariu,  McLean,  ft  Co,  Lothborr.  H.  H.  BeaUoBbam,  Bito- 
tol. 
atierie,  Ferdinand  Gottlieb,  ft  Jobann  Bamdhard  Lools  Bodnr.  Idol- 
lane,  Ot  Tower-st,  Dining-room  Keepers.    Deo  M  at  II,  at  14,  Xing 
at,  Oheapelde.    Haigb,  Jon. 
Swam,  Jaa,  Utttebamptoo,  Snasaz,  Oroear.  Jsn  4  at  It,  at  oaee  «f 
"•     gbf 


I,  Sbip-at,  Biigbtoa, 
Taylor.  Jeehna,  Bnnalet,  Totk,  Grocer.    Dee  14  at  11,  at  oOcaa  of  Pnl- 

lao,  Bank-chambeia,  Park-row,  Leeds. 
Thoroaa,  Robt.  Uoantain  Ash,  Qlamorfaa,  Fainter.    Dee  It  at  11,  at 

olBce  of  Roaaer,  Canon-tt,  Aberdan. 
Whipp,  Wm.  Kocbdale,  Lancaster,  Grease  Xanafactonr.    Dao  30  at  II, 

at  The  Bolu,  Roetadala.    Standring,  jnn. 
WbltahorBt,  Uj,  Derbr,  Elastic  Wab  Mannfaetnrer.    Jan  6  at  U,  at 

oOee  of  Heath,  St  Peter's  Chorch-walk,  Nottincbam. 
Willatt,  Wro,  Warrington,  Lancaster,  Wheelwright.    Dao  18  at  U,  at 

offlces  of  Dariaa  ft  Co,  Hoiaamaiket-et,  WanUurleo.  Darlea  ft  Brook. 
WUImott.  Edwd  Jas.  St  Thomss's-rd,  Walls-at,  HaekDajr.    Jan  3  at  1 1, 

at  oOcas  of  Blake  ft  Snow,  College-hill,  Cannoo-at. 
Wmooghbr,  Hjr  Joaaoh.  Wotrttfaamptoo,  Staflbrd,  Boot  Uannfltetarar. 

Dec  S3  at  II,  at  ofllea  of  Smith,  Old  Choreb-yd,  Wolrarbaapton. 
Wbilarbalder,  Joseph,  Laioeater,  Watch  Mannfactniar.    Dee  30  at  3, 

at  ofBcea  of  Stabba  ft  Fowke,  Watarloo-st,  Bhrm. 
Wood,  Robt,  DerUog,  Sorrey,  Ttanbar  Merchant.   Jaa  t  at  U,  at  Uw 

Cannon^t  Hotel.    Mnrtoa,  Soatbampton-st,  BloomsborF. 

TcmaT,  Dec.  M,  1370. 
Alton,  Hr,  Much.  Warahonaeman.    Jaa  •  at  3,  atoBces  irfJ.  Lajgh, 

BrowD-at.  Maaeh. 
Banbawe,  John.  Bbeffleld,  Mason.    Dec  M  at  11,  at  ofBces  of  Hooles  ft 

Tattarahalla,  MaeUng-boase-Iane,  Sheffield. 
Bentler,  Geo,  Dewsbnrr,  Tork.  Fnmltnrv  Dealer.    Dae  30  at  3,  at 

the  Rojal  Hotel,  Dewiburr .    Ibberaon.  Dawsbnrjr. 
Blackmore,  John,  Nortbcote-rd,  Batteraea,  Oootractor.    Jan  8  at  It,  at 

oOeeaor  J.  M.  BMdlet,  Sonthamptonbldgs,  Chancarr-lane. 
Bowkar,  Richard,  Lpool,  Boot  Maker.    Jan  10  at  1,  at  the  Gaorge 

Hotel,  Dale-st,  Lpool.    J.  Deana.  BUuikbnm. 
Bamett,  Wm   Robert,  Addiscomba,  Sarrer,  Commercial  Traraller. 

Jan  5  at  13,  at  the  Railway  Hotel,  Addiseomba-rd,  Croydon. 
Cawdon,  Wm  Blackbom.  Gfc>ncastar-rd,  Bnildar.    Jan  4  at  11,  at  143, 

Cheapslde.    Batehelor,  Eaaaz-st,  Strand. 
Charlesworth.  John,  SheBeld,  Boilder.    Jan  4  at  3,  at  offlcei  of  J.  0. 

Wing,    Prideanx-chambers,  Change-aUer,   SheCBeld.      Rodgers   ft 

Thomas,  Sheffield. 
Cook,  Wm,  BoltoD,  LMicaster,  Qrocer.    Dee  30  at  3,  at  offlces  of  HaU  ft 

Rntter,  AerciOeia,  Bolton. 
Cooper,  Jas,  Haddersflald,  Tork,  Oncer.   Jsn  1  a(ll,attheCoanty 

CoDrt.  Hnddenfield. 
Coniley,  l.0BUa,  Cowley,  Middx,  Licensed  VIctaaller.    Jan  1  at  3.  at 

ofllces  of  G.  0.  Sbebbard,  Clifford'B-Inn,  Fleet-et. 
Carrie,  John,  Manch,  Sbawl  Warehonieman.    Jan  4  at  3,  at  oOcea  of 

Reed  ft  Co,  Greaham-at. 
Darlea,  Edmund,  Ton-y-pandy,  Rhondda  Valley.  Glamorgan,  Grocer. 

Jan  3  at  1,  at  ofBces  of  Barnard  ft  Co,  Crookherton,  CardUL    Orlfiltb, 

Cardiff. 
DannisoB,  Samnel,  Little  Balton,  laneaster.  Joiner.    Jan  3  at  3,  at 

otBcee  of  C,  W .  Dawson,  Exchange-st  East,  Bolton. 
Dixon,  Chas,  Chicbester,  Sosaex,  CiTll   Engineer.    Jan  6  at  3,  at  the 

Dolphin  Iletel,  Chichester.    Stuckey,  Brighton. 


Deboe, Godlray  Gomalias, Walwortb^d,  HonaeAgeat.   JaaTstlt.tt 

130,  Walworth-rd.    Woodhama. 
Fslk,  RobtTt,  Roneom.  Chaalar,  Salt  MerehanL    JaoS  att,>toae«o( 

T.  Etty,  Lord-at.  Lpool. 
Gaotga.  oao,  Lpool,  Oatfliter.    JaaSatt,  at  oOcasofOibioafcBollatl, 

Sooth  John-at,  Lpool.    Btackbnrst,  Lpol. 
Gordon,  Thoa,  ShaffleM,  Joiners' Tool  Maker.    Jaa  4  at  1,  at  tks  it- 

eemb1r>reoau.  Norfolk^t,  Sbefltold.    P.irkia,  Shaflkld. 
Haines,  Wm  John .  Brtotol,  Tin  plate  Worker.    Deo  31  at  11,  tt  oOm 

of  J.  Parsons,  Atheasam-cbambera.  Bristol. 
Bambletoa,  Jas,  Peak  Forest,  Darby,  Qoartyman.   Dae30atl,BtoOcet 

of  B.  G.  uagglson.  Terrace-rd,  Bazton. 
Harris,  Sli,  Sparkbrook,  Woreestar,  Tea  Dealer.    Jaa  4  at  I,  si  oOc» 

of  O.  B.  Lows,  Temple 4t,  Birm. 
HeaM,  Wa.  ShaOald.  CaUnat  Maker.    DeaMat  ll.atofflcaioflban 
■  Webstar.  Hartihaad,  ShelBdd. 
Heary,  John,  Otd-chaage,  Paper  Makar.    Jaa  4  all,atodkeio(H>la 

ft  Co,  Cbeapaida. 
Hloks,  Thoa,  SbaOeld,  Joiaar.    Jaa  4  at  I,  at  oflkaa  of  Smith  ft  Eiade, 

Bank-et,  Sbaffleld. 
HOI,  Joha  Wat,  Hackaay-rd,  Shoe  Manitfttctarar.    Jaa  (  at  1,  at  offl» 
of  Lotaring  ft  Minton,  Oresbam  -st.    Rooks  ft  Cs,  K  lng->l,  Chtspode. 
Hagkea,Jeaeph.Pcrtobello-nl,  Nottingbam,  Botctaar.    Dae  Mstl.u 

73,  Myddalton-st,  ClerkanwalL    Panooa. 
Jonaa,  'tbea,  Chester,  Ptaimber.    Jan  3  at  1,  at  oOeea  ofH.  Ttrlw, 

Fapper^t.  Chester. 
Lsaam,Chaa,Wliealoek, ar  8 indbaoh,  Chester,  Gnoer,   JanCitl.it 

oOcaa  of  Latham  ft  Bygoit,  Flat-lane,  Sandbaeh. 
Lawion,  EllBL,  Bedford,  BolUar.    Janlat  3,at  oflloaaaf  J.C.Ccoiiaui. 

Daka^t.BadlMd. 
Lecaard,Jaa,  Aylaabory,  BacUngbam,  T  Insnaed  Yietoatler.  JtXK 

11^  at  oacea  of  J.  Jonae,  Bocklngham-rd,  Aylesbury. 
Usier,  Bichard,  and  Wm  naniaon,  SkalBeld,  Wood  Turners.   Jaa  i  at 

3, at  offlces  of  H.  T.  Dyson,  Bank-st,  Sheflleld. 
Matthews,  Tbos,  King's  Idraa,  NorMk,  Bntelier.    Dee  31  at  U,  u 

eflee  of  Whall,  Ving.et,  King's  Lynn. 
MiteheU,  Wm,  Bodderafleld,  Tork,  Machine  Maker.    Ox  31  st  i.  u 

the  Oommeroial  Inn,  New-tt,  Hnddersflald. 
Monigaaary,  Thoe,  GardUT,  Glamorgan,  Coal  Exporter.    Dae  31  si  I,  >t 
ofllaea  of  Bldgood,  Areade-chambers,  St  Mary-at,  CardUT.    Tatut. 
Cardlir. 
Moriay,  Edmund  Hy,  WlUow-walk,  Cronch-and,  Wine  MerehaaL  la 
tat  13,  at  oOcae  uf  Honey,  Humphraya  A  Co,  Kiag-sl, CkanOte. 
Sswbrldge  ft  Wrentmora,  Wood^t,  Chaapaida. 
Newbegin,  Geo,  Qatasbead.  Dorbam,  Tea  Dealer.     Dec  30  st  I, « 

oOlce  of  Watsoo,  Fllgrim-st,  Newoaatle-npoo-Tyaa. 
Palmer,  Jas,  Stratibrd.  Kanx.  Balldsr.     Jan  3  at   11,  at  oiks  of 

RoMaaon,  Badftird-row. 
Pan*,  Chas,  Searbcraagh,  Tork,  Draper.      Oae  19  at  3,  at  oOm  * 

Good  ft  Daniala,  PDottry.    Podmoca,  Unien-cl,  Old  Bread-it. 
Paorar,  Waller  John,  Saadkaeh,  Chaater,  Orooer.    Jan  fi  at  I,  at  oOn 

of  Latham  ft  Bygott,  Hopa^t,  Sandbaeh. 
PMIe,  Thoe,  RortUam,  Sussex,  oat  of  buslneaa.    Jaa  4  at  1.3).  at  oSa 

or  FbUbrick,  HaTaloek-td,  Haatinga. 
BOaj,  Ohaa  JOaaph,  ft  John  Rkshd  RIlay,  Fanay  Mina,nr  HnddsrdsM. 
Woollen  Oath  Mannlsctaieta.  Dee  31  at  11.  at  offloae  of  Sykei,  Mu- 
ket-WBlk.Hoddeiaaeld. 
Raabatch,  Jobo,  Khigtna,  Beielbrd,  Upholaterer.    Jaa  4  st  3,  ittU 

Talbot  Ian.  Brtdge-st,  Kington.    Cheeaa,  Kington. 
Rnaaell.  John,  Lpool,  oat  of  buatnaes.     Jan  3  at  1,  at  oOoa  of  Blict- 

hniMf  Chnreh^lv.  Chorob'^t,  LpooL 
Samnel, 'Joeepb.  Ipawich,  SuOblk,  Mastir  Mariner.     Jan  list  It, >t 

offloe  sf  Jenainge.  Falcon-st,  Ipswich. 
Scott,  Eliaa  Jane,  Worthing,  Snaiex,  Spinster.     JanSatl,  tiofflee* 

Holtbam,  Prince  Albart-et,  Brighton. ' 
Sharer,  Jaa,  Sunderland,  Durham,  Orapar.    Jan  >  at  II,  at  flis  Qsan 

Botal,  Faweett4t,  Sunderland. 
Skemp,  Wm  Hy,  Blliten.  Stafford,  Draper.     Dae  30  at  II,  at  aaer  <■ 

Stratton,  Quean-st,  WolTerbamptcn. 
Sk>per,  Edmund  Hugh  Lindsay,  Alexandra-rd,  Finehley  Kew-id,  Fn- 
feator  of  Masio.   Jan  t  at  13,  at  143,  Cbaapalde.    Smitta,  Cbve'^i' 
Olameat's-lane. 
Ssaith,  Edwd.  Leieeatar,  Balrdreiaer.   JanS  at  ll,ateacao(Binir, 

HockUngton-walk,  Leieeatar. 
Spencer,  Jas,  ft  Geo  Halgb,  Bornlay ,  Laneaater,  Joiners.    Dee  K  ■<  l** 
at  offlces  of  Bsckhouse  ft  Wblttam,  Ormerod-at,  Bnmlay.  ,  , 

Sykea,  Thoe  Ta/lor,  Slaithwaite,  Tork.  Woollen  Mann«sctarer.  Ju  *>' 

3,  at  offlces  of  Learoyd  ft  Learoyd,  Buzton-rd,  BnddersAeld. 
Teale,  John  BIchd,  Leeds,  Dpbolatarer.    Jaa  S  at  1 1,  at  oOeei  of  '•** 

oett  ft  Malcolm,  Park-row.  Laeda. 
Walker,  Saml,  Leeds,  Tobacconist.      Deo  n  at  1 1,  at  offlces  of  Niaot 

Bank-chambers,  Park-row,  Laeda. 
WBkie,  Joteph  Beeket,  North  Shields,  Northnmhorland.  ShipCuV"' 
ter.    Dee  30  at  3,  at  offloe  of  Duncan,  Klng-at,  South  ShleUi. 


GRESHAM     LIFE    ASSURANCE     SOCIKTi 
37,  OLD  JEWBT,  LONDON,  E.C.  I 

SOLICITORS  are  invited  to  Introduce,  on  behalf  of  their  cUtntt.  tt 
poaals  Ibr  Loana  on  Fioehold  or  Leasehold  Property,  BeretdinSi  H 
Inieteets,  or  other  adequste  seeurltiet.  ^ 

Propeeals  may  be  made  In  the  flrat  inataoca  according  to  the  ioUo* 
fbrm  1— 

Paorosu.  roa  Ijoam  oh  Hovtaaaas. 

Date 

Introduced  by  (jMs  noaw  and  aUnu  tf  solMtor) 
Amount  required  4 
Time  and  mode  of  repayment  (La.,  is>«*er  far  a  farm  ear<«is,  <r 
•amwler  ttkir  pmMafi) 

Security  (sMs  s*or((r  Us partkulun  tf  memiti,  mm*,  (flmiurm 
taps,  Matt  ut  asl  oanaof  faomw). 

Bute  what  Lift  Policy  (if  any)  is  propoasd  to  be  eSaeted  wtk 
Greaham  Offlce  in  connection  with  the  aacnrlty. 

By  order  ot  the  Board,  _ 

F.  ALLAN  CURTIS.  Actuary  and  SocretO 
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SOnOB  OF  SaXOVAU—Th*  Ofic*  of  thii  JovwAi, 
mifftlU  Wnu,T  BapoKras  •'•  imw  »t  IS,  CMt'$-t»urt, 
Ctni-amt,  W.C. 

Ik  Stimipiitn  to  th*  Souanoas'  JomuTAXi  it—TttoH,  2t*., 
Omtrf  38»./  tiitk  th4  WancLT  Ritobtib,  SSt,  i\iyM«»< 
w  tlimet  indniu  DaMs  Ntimbtn  wnd  PoiUifi.  SuiierHtrt 
«M  i«M  (ikir  roIiHMf  >ai(N4«<  (A«  Q^Im— obtA,  2«.  M., 

AB  Litttn  in^Hbd/trpiAUeation  in  th$  "StUcitor^  Journal " 

mnlk  mUSuitieattd  iy  tht  nam*  o/tho  terittr,  thou/h  not 

mctnailjf  for  puilieatioH. 
Wkn  ajiaiUf  it  txptrionoti  in  proemring  th*  Jommal  with 

r^tilmtf  in  tht  Prowineet,  it  i$  rtpiotttd  that  applitation  it 

muU  tKrief  to  tht  JPublithtr, 


LOVDON,  DECEMBER  81,  1870. 


BaiaTiMBAOo  (U  S.  J.  180)  we  examiiMd  all  the 
MthoritiM  baarinff  upon  a  Mnall  bnt  important  qaettion 
of  ptietiM<— ris.,  the  oosti  ef  paitiea  who  are  lerred 
with  petitiaiu  or  other  prooeM  of  the  Conrt  of  Ohanoety, 
bat  who  piore  to  hare  no  intereat.  After  Tarions  fluo- 
toaUooi  and  diTeraitiea  of  praotioe  on  the  part  of  nnme- 
nu  jndgai,  langring  from  the  time  of  Sir  Thomaa 
PlamR  Dpwaida,  it  mipaared  that  at  the  date  when  we 
w*M  wtitfaif  (Deoember,  1869,)  there  waa  the  following 
HBmrnm  of  praotioe  hetwaen  the  four  ohanoery  jndgea 
«i  flat  JTHtanoe.  In  oaiaa  wliere  a  part^  harinig  no  in* 
tent  in  the  labjeot-matter  had  been  lerred,  Yiee- 
Qwoilloc  Stuart  and  Vioe-Ohanoellor  Hi#Bi  «allowed 

neh  puty  hii  ooafa  of  appearanoe ;  Lord  Bomilly  re- 

tiNi  tk*«a«ti,  and  Yioe-Ohaaoellor  Jamaa  adopted  the 

toOowbinle  : — 

,  "U  4p«liUaaar,  when  he  aerrea  a  petition,  at  the  aame 
tiw«ABiha  reapoodent  fiortr  ahillingi  in  order  to  enable 
Ub  to  git  the  advioe  of  Ilia  idicitor  aa  to  whether  he  ahall 
•ffw  or  not,  and  the  leapoodent  after  that  ^peaia,  the 
Owt  willooniider  whether  sash  appearanoe  be  loatiflsl  or 
aol^uidif  it  flndatliat  it  ia  notjuatiflad,  will  not  order 
fta  petitioiMr  to  pay  the  ooata  of  uie  reapondent's  q>pear- 
nee;  othtrwiae  it  win. 

XoM  oKtainlj.aa  we  argned  in  the  comae  of  out  taaoiu 
tmua,  moh  a  parfej  onght  to  zeeeiTa  aonte  aUowaaoe 
kiTinf  bten  aarred  be  onght  to  be  allowed  the  ooata  of 
tiUng  pnpar  legal  MdriM  on  the  qneation  whethw  he 
MVU  to  appear  or  no.  Bat  eren  more  oertainlj  atill 
thm  tboold  be  aome  nniform  role  on  raoh  a  matter,  in 
the  plaoe  of  the  diveraity  of  praotioe  whioh  haa  pre- 
niled  hitherto.  We  are  glad  to  see  that  there  ia  now  a 
inepaet  that  a  fail  and  roaaonable  role  will  be  adopted 
io  111  the  ooorta.  In  a  oaae  of  Wood  t.  Boueher  (19 
W.  B.  88)  a  part7  without  intereat  had  been  aerred,  and 
ippemd,  addag  for  his  ooata.  The  Maater  of  the  BoUs 
isfned  the  ooata,  and  on  aooonnt  of  the  diTerai^  of  prao- 
twe,  gara  leaTe  to  bring  the  matter  before  the  Iiord  Ohan- 
Mllor.  The  Lord  Chanoellor,  on  the  matter  being  brought 
Mote  him,  said  that  a  reasonable  role  would  be  that  if  a 
MpondeDt  who  had  no  interest  waa  tendered  the  ooata 
o(  eooaolting  liia  aolioitor,  then  he  would  (aa  to  ooata) 
mieat  at  his  periL  In  Wood  t.  Boueher  no  sooh  tender 
Wl  been  made,  oonseqoently  the  Lord  Olianoellor  allowed 
tbe  aoeti  of  appearanoe.  Tliis  is  a  reaaonable  rule,  and 
U  naj  be  sappoeed  that  it  will  beoome  unirersal. 


W(  PBnrr  is  anothkb  oolvkk  the  regulatisns  made 
^  the  SclDcation  Department  of  the  Privy  Oonnoil  with 
"■pset  to  Bohool  boards  in  oountry  parishes,  that  is  to 
■■Ti  fa>  pariehesnot  within  mnnioipal  borongha  or  within 
^  mttopoli*.  One  set  of  regalationa  relatea  to  the  paa- 
■»g  o(  the  reaolntlon  of  ratepayers  for  a  school  boaid,  and 
'°sth«t  to  the  election  of  the  board.  Theae  regulations 
■Ma  open  to  some  oritioiam.    The  resolation  in  question 


ia  to  be  passed  at  a  meeting  to  be  oalled  by  the  summon- 
ing  offioer,  who  is  to  giro  noUoe,  provide  a  meetlng-plaoe, 
and,  in  oaae  of  a  poll  being  demanded,  to  provide  polling 
plaoea,  voting  papera,  eto.  In  oaae  of  a  school  board 
being  formed,  aomewhat  similar  duties  are  to  be  porf  armed 
by  the  retaming  ofBoer.  Tlie  summoning  offioer,  in  tlie 
one  oaae.  and  the  returning  olBoer  in  the  other,  ia  to  ba 
"  the  oUrk  of  the  union  of  which  the  parish  forma  part." 
This,  we  presume,  means  the  clerk  to  the  guardians,  and 
probably  the  description  is  sufficient. 

We  obeerve  that^  as  to  the  doaiog  of  the  poll,  the 
Department  have  not  profited  by  the  experience  of  the 
metropolitan  elections.  Indeed,  the  regulations  they  now 
issue  are  wocse  than  those  for  the  metropolis.  In  tho 
metropolis  it  was  provided  that  the  ballot  bozea  should 
be  clond  at  eight.  As  we  pointed  out  in  our  remarks 
on  thoee  eleotiona  thia  prodaced  oonlusion,  and  it  would 
have  been  better  to  have  made  some  arrangement  for  ad> 
mitting  peraona  claiming  to  vote  to  the  polling  plaoe  up 
to  a  certain  time  only,  but  to  take  the  votes  of  all  who 
had  entered  by  that  time.  In  the  preeent  regulations  it 
is  merely  provided  that  the  poll  shall  doee  at  a  certain 
time.  In  country  parishes  probably  the  rush  to  the  poll 
at  its  close  will  not  be  so  great  as  in  the  metropolis  or  in 
borongha,  but  there  will  always  lie  aome  peraona  late. 
We  profeaa  onraelves  quite  unable  to  aay  what  a  returning 
offioer  onght  to  do  onder  then  regulaliona  in  tlie  oaae  of 
a  voter  who  has  establiahed  hia  claim  to  vote,  received 
hia  voting  paper,  and  is  iu  the  aot  of  filling  it  np  or  sign* 
ing  it  when  the  dock  atrikaa  the  hour  at  whioh  the  poll 
ia  to  dose.  All  the  diffionltiee  of  the  Middletem  aate 
(3  Peokwell),  to  which  we  alloded  in  our  former  remarks, 
will  arisen  It  ia  scarcely  fair  to  the  returning  offioers  to 
place  them  in.  thia  diffioulfy,  and  it  is  the  leas  excusable, 
inasmuch  as  attention  had  tieen  called  to  the  point  so 
recently  by  the  metropolitan  deotions.  We  do  not  think 
it  at  aU  improbable  that  a  further  examination  might 
show  other  points  in  whioh  exception  oould  be  taken  to 
these  regnlations. 


"A  OOMHON  Law  Babbisieb"  in  Monday's  Tints 
alleges  that  our  short  paragraph  in  last  week's  paper 
"doee  not  quite  accurately  represent  the  condition  of 
things  in  the  county  courts  under  the  Juries  Aot."  To 
prove  thia  allegation  the  writer  goes  on  to  say  that  the 
Treaanry  had  recommended  the  county  courts  to  continue 
their  preaent  practice  of  summoning  juries  and  paying 
them  one  diilling  per  head  for  their  services,  and  adds 
■*  tlie  better  opinion  seems  to  be  that  ooanty  court  j  nriea 
can  daim  ten  shilling^  eaoh."  The  Tteaaoiy  oironlar  is 
■a  fdlows : — 

CiSCnTLlS  TO  BxOniTKABS. 

Treaaury,  2»th  Nov.  1870. 
'  Sir, — nte  committee  of  jodgea  of  eount^  oourta  appointed 
to  friima  roles  having  received  communications  as  to  the 
Juries  Act,  1870,  in  relation  to  county  courts,  I  am  directed 
to  inform  yon  that,  having  regard  to  the  language  of  section 
22_and  the  latter  part  of  section  26,  the  committee  is  of 
opinion  tliat  the  Act  does  not  np^j  to  county  courts.  I 
am,  therefore,  to  recommend  that  until  the  Act  has  been 
interpreted  otherwise  by  the  judgment  of  a  superior  court, 
the  present  system  of  sammoning  and  paying  juries  in 
county  courts  be  continued. — I  am.  Sir,  yoor  obedieatservant, 

HiNRT  NlCOL. 

It  will  be  seen  from  this  that  the  "  Common  Lav 
Barrister "  is  not  quite  ingenuous  in  comparing  "  a 
reoommendation  "  of  tliat  somewhat  vague  entity  "  the 
Treasury  "  with  the  opinion  of  Ur.  Daniel,  one  of  the 
oounty  conrt  judge^  and  by  implication  calling  the 
latter  "  the  better  opinion."  The  oironlar  ia  the  opinion 
of  five  jndges  acting  in  their  official  capacity.  "  The 
better  opinion"  is  that  of  one  judge  only,  at  least  so  far 
as  we  at  present  know.  Our  statement,  therefore,  that 
the  £3  jury  fee  payable  in  the  superior  oourts  ou  soitiug 
down  a  cause  for  trial  is  stimnlating  suitors  to  r<;iuore 
cause,  to  county  courts  where  the  jury  fee  is  fire  BbilliiiKs, 
is  not  only  quite  accurate  aa  a  matter  of  fact,  but  ia  in 
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•triet  aoeordutoe  with  the  best,  or  nther,  tomaka  tore  at 
Mng  light,  the  most  aathoritAtiTO  opinion  jot  giren  on 
the  point. 

The  "  Bairiatei  "  nisee  a  rarj  different  qoeetiDa  when 
lie  quotes  Mr.  Daniel  to  the  effect  that  a  jnror  is  paid 
for  his  loss  of  time,  which  is  of  the  same  ralne  to  him 
whether  he  loses  it  at  a  superior  ooort  or  a  ooanif 
oour.t'  As  an  abstract  proposition  that  is  no  doubt  true, 
but  the  drenmstanoes  of  the  two  eases  are  wideljr 
different  In  a  superior  court  a  jnror  may  be  kept  in 
attendsnce  all  day,  and  day  after  day  for  a  fortnight 
(as  in  the  case  of  Cateh  t.  Shaen  recently),  but  nothing 
of  the  kind  ever  happens  in  county  courts.  The  sum- 
moning  of  a  jnry  is  a  rery  rare  ooourrence  there,  and 
M  the  basineas  is  managed  in  some  of  the  London  oonrts 
is  not  at  all  onerons  on  jurymen.  The  jury  is  summoned 
for  a  late  hour  in  the  day,  say  two  or  three  o'olook.  By 
that  time  the  ordinary  business  is  generally  all  disposed 
of,  and  iht  court  is  dear  for  the  jury  cause.  More  than 
one  such  cause  on  the  same  day  is  an  extraordinary 
ezoeption.  Whether  the  ordinary  bnsiness  is  all  disposed 
of  or  not  the  jury  is  called  at  the  hour  fixed,  and  the  cause 
is  at  once  pioceiBded  with.  By  this  method  a  jury  is 
rarely  kept  beyond  an  hour  or  two,  and  at  a  time  of 
day,  least  inconrenient  to  the  great  mass  of  tradesmen, 
of  whom  juries  are  mainly  oompoeed.  The  two  cases  of 
the  superior  court  and  the  county  court  juryman  are  so 
essentially  different  that  to  treat  them  both  alike  wonld 
be  to  introduce  as  great  an  anomaly  as  the  existing  one 
of  paying  Is.  to  one  and  10s.  to  the  other.  That  the 
shilling  is  too  little  may  be  conceded,  but  in  adding  to  it 
sniton  ahotild  be  considered  as  well  as  jurymen.  By  the 
way,  if  the  superior  court  judges  who  made  the  rule  as 
to  the  £S  jnry  fee  thought  the  Juries  Act  applied  to 
oonnty  ootirts,  they  must  hare  also  thought  that  was  the 
right  amount  to  diride  amongst  five  jurors  at  ten  shillings 


The  »B)m  THAT  ABBITBD  in  the  middle  of  this  week, 
that  the  Prussians  had  taken  possession  of  and  simk  six 
British  Tessela  in  the  Seine  at  Dudair,  was  at  first 
hardly  credited;  but  the  fact  seems  now  to  be  beyond 
doubt,  although  we  hare,  as  yet,  bo  detailed  account  of 
the  matter.  As  far  as  can  be  ascertained  at  present  the 
facts  are,  that  the  six  Tessels,  loaded  with  coal,  went  up 
the  Seine  to  Bouen  under  Prussian  permits,  and  there 
discharged  their  cargoes.  They  then  applied  for  per- 
mits to  return,  which  were  neither  giren  nor  refused, 
and  after  waiting  some  time  the  tmcIs  dropped  down 
the  river.  At  Dudair  they  were  fired  into  and  boarded 
by  the  Prussians,  who  sent  the  crews  ashore  without  their 
money  or  effects,  and  scuttled  the  Tessels.  There  is  also 
a  vague  statement  that  the  Prussians  offered  to  give  the 
masters  receipts  for  the  Tesaels  and  to  paj  lor  than  with 
"requisition"  bonds.  On  the  facts  thus  ptesented  to 
«8  it  seems  that  a  gross  outrage  has  been  perpetrated  on 
British  subjects;  but  we  are  rdnotant  to  believe  that  we 
bare,  as  yet,  all  the  facts  of  the  case.  When  these  are 
fully  known  the  aspect  of  the  matter  may  be  wholly 
altered.  The  facta  now  before  us  do  not  appear  to  raise 
any  disputed  question  of  internatiooal  law.  The  seiznre 
or  injury  of  neutral  property  in  a  belligerent 
state  has  sometimes  given  rise  to  difficult  qnes- 
tiona  (in  addition  to  questions  of  contraband  and 
blockade),  as  when  nentrsl  property  was  injured  to- 
gether with  belligerent  property  by  the  operations  of 
war ;  or  where  neutral  and  belligerent  property  is 
mixed  together  so  that  it  cannot  be  readily  separated, 
and  it  is  ail  treated  as  belligerent  property;  or  where  the 
owner  of  property  in  a  belligerent  state,  although  a 
citizen  of  a  neutral  state,  yet  is  domiciled  or  oarries  on 
business  in  the  belligerent  state:  so  also  if  the  neutral 
property  is  used  in  any  way  to  assist  the  warlike  opera- 
tions of  one  of  the  belligerents,  or  is  used  contrary  to 
regulations  made  by  the  belligerent  in  actual  occupation 
«f  the  territory,  for  his  own  safety  or  for  preserving  order. 
In  this  ease,  however,  none  of  these  qnestions  seem  t>> 


arise.  Not  only  ware  the  six  Tsseals,  whUe  lawfully  is 
a  French  port,  seised  by  the  Pmsaians  as  if  the  veNel» 
were  enemy's  property,  but  the  vessels  were  sotuallj 
there  by  leave  of  the  Prussians  themselves.  Withoat 
any  leave  from  tbo  Pmssians,  the  vessels  would  hsra 
been  no  mom  liable  to  seizure  than  if  there  hsd  been  no 
war  at  all,  the  exiatenoe  of  war  giving  no  right  to  one 
bdligWBBt,  in  the  abaenoe  of  snofa  qnestions  as  we  hsrt 
before  noticed,  to  seize  in  the  ports  of  the  other  belU- 
gerent,  vessels  bdonging  to  a  neutral.  A  fortiori  m 
neutral  vessels  entitled  to  immunity  from  seiznre  if  they 
are  in  port  by  the  leave  of  the  capturing  beUigerenta  ? 
No  judgment  can  yet  be  pronounced  as  to  this  act  of  the 
Prussians  until  the  facts  are  oompletdy  aaoertained.  If, 
however,  the  aspect  of  the  case  is  not  very  muoh  allsnd, 
the  Ck>vemment  of  this  country  is  bound  to  deal  with  the 
question  in  the  most  emphatic  manner  in  which  a  wantm 
injury  to  the  persons  and  property  of  British  inbjeota, 
coupled  with  a  groas  outrage  to  the  British  flag,  ou  he 
dealt  with. 


Is  AHOTHHB  COLUXH  will  be  found  a  report  ci  the 
case  of  Jeknitn  r.  Stuifn,  tried  last  week  before  tte 
Lord  Chief  Baron  and  a  qiedal  jury  of  the  dty  of  Loe- 
don.  It  waa  an  action  againat  Hesara.  Bmenai 
k  Sparrow,  attorneys,  for  malioionaly  obtsidsg 
an  adjudication  in  bankruptcy  against  the  pliis-^ 
tiff;  and  it  resulted  in  a  verdict  againat  one  at 
the  defendants,  with  substantial  damajges.  Thoa^ 
Mvetal  points  of  law  were  incidentally  ralaad,  the  om» 
in  its  main  features  does  not  appear  to  hara  involTel 
anything  wry  new  in  the  way  of  prindple.  We  advert 
to  it  because  it  seema  to  na  to  ieaoh  a  rery  prsetioil 
lesson,  a  lasaoa  Igr  no  meuis  new,  bat  one  of  so  moch 
importance  both  to  legal  practitionaia  and  oflieera  of 
ocorts  that  it  cannot  be  too  often  enfixoed;  the  leauo, 
namely,  that  if  people  wish  to  be  safe  tti^  must  folloir 
the  beaten  trade,  adhere  to  the  rigid  oonne  <rf  praetioe. 

In  the  case  in  question  it  appeiurad  that  the  defendsnti, 
acting  on  behalf  of  the  late  Sir  Robert  Harvey,  the 
banker,  isaued  a  debtor's  aummons  against  tiie  plaintiff, 
in  leapeet  of  a  debt  whidi  Sir  Bobert  Harvey  aUeged  to 
be  due,  but  whidi  the  plaintiff  disputed.  At  the  hearing 
of  the  applioation  to  dismiss  the  summons,  the  plalntiS 
was  ordered  to  give  security  for  the  alleged  debt  sad 
ooata,  and  to  this  end  proceedings  on  the  ennmions  wen 
stayed  for  ••▼•&  days.  The  plaintiff  gave  notice  of  the 
persona  whom  be  proposed  a*  his  sni«tlee,  one  of  them 
being  his  own  attwney.  So  far  all  waa  in  due  come; 
but  at  this  point  an  irregularity  oooorred  whidi  sssbi 
to  have  been  the  source  of  all  the  mischief  which 
ensued.  It  was  tbe  duty  of  the  regiatrsr,  by  mis  1(2, 
to  have  appointed  a  day  for  the  completion  of  tte 
security,  and  to  have  given  notice  tiiat  any  objeetiw  to 
the  suretiea  propcaed  must  be  made  tiien.  Ibis  notioe 
appears  never  to  have  been  given.  Bat  instead  of  it  (he 
defendant,  Ur.  Sparrow,  after  a  conTeiasttion  with  the 
registrar,  wrote  to  the  plaintiff,  asying  that  the  registrar 
objected  upon  prindple  to  accept  the  plaintiff's  attorney 
as  his  surety,  and  requiring  another  name  instead. 
Another  name  was  not  given,  tiie  seven  days  elapsed 
without  the  security  being  completed,  and  thereupon  s 
petition  in  banktnptcy  waa  preeented,  and  an  abjudica- 
tion obtained  against  the  plaintiff  by  Mr.  Sparrow. 

The  jury  found  that  in  these  transaotitma  Mr.  Spaaow 
aeted  apart  from  the  instructions  of  hia  client,  and  of 
his  own  accord  ;  they  also  found  that  he  acted  malioi- 
ously.  The  learned  judge  held  that  in  obtaining  the 
adjudication  he  acted  without  reasonable  or  probsUe 
cause;  and  a  verdict  was  found  againat  Mr.  Sparrov 
accordingly.  We  do  not  care  to  criticise  the  finding  of 
the  jnry,  or  the  ruling  of  the  learned  judge  What  we 
wish  to  point  out  is,  that  if  the  registrar  had  only  made 
the  appointment,  and  given  the  notice  which  it  was  bis 
duty  to  do,  and  Mr.  Sparrow,  instead  of  taking  macteis 
into  his  own  hands,  had  been  contout  to  make  his  objec- 
tions to  the  proposed  surety  at  the  proper  time  and  in 
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tlw  propel  w»y,  all  the    miaohief    would    have  been 
kvoided.  

Ws  UHDBBSTAin)  IT  IS  NOT  the  intention  of  the 
GoTemment  to  proceed  with  the  promised  bill  for  the 
reform  of  the  county  courts  next  cession.  A  bill  for  the 
better  regulation  of  pleadingfs  and  other  proceedings  in 
the  superior  courts  will,  it  is  said,  be  brought  in  early 
in  the  session.  The  turn  of  the  county  courts  is  to  oome 
the  aeaaion  after. 


DESrHTATION  OF  THE  SUBPLTTS  INOOMB  OF 
CHARITABLE  GIFTS. 


In  two  cases  reported  in  a  recent  nnmber  of  the 
lf«wUjf  Stperter,  opposite  decisions  were  delirered  upon 
a  question  which,  owing  to  the  great  diminutioa  in  the 
exchangeable  Tslue  of  money,  often  arises  on  charitable 
deriaes.    This  question  is,  who  is  entitled  to  the  surplus 
income  where  property  is  given  with    certain   special 
diieotiona  as  to  charity  which  do  not  exhaust  the  whole 
inomne,  and  there  is  a  silence  in  the  instrument  of  gift 
as  to  what  is  to  become  of  the  surplus.    In  the  first  of 
these  eases  {Attonuy-Oerural  t.   The    Wwe  ChandUri 
Ompanf,  1 9  W.  B.  33,  L.  B.  6  Ch.  603}  the  Lord  Chan- 
cellor, affirming  the  decision  of  the  Master  of  the  Bolls, 
which  is    reported    18   W.   B.  6,  held  that  the  Wax 
Chandlers'  Company  were  entitled  to  the  surplus  income 
for  tiwir  own  use  and  benefit ;  in  the  second  case  (,Mer- 
tkant   Tcijilori'   Company  r.   Tha  AUornty-Omttral,   19 
F.  B.  89)  the  Uaster  of  the  Bolls  decided  that  the  Her- 
ehant  Tsylois'  Company  were  not  so  entitled,  but  that 
the  BOiiilns  was  applicable  to  purposes  of  charity.    The 
dceiliona  look  contradictory  at  first  sight,  owing  to  the 
dose  reaemblance  between  the  facts  of  the  two  oases;  but 
the  cnitradiotion  will,  we  hope,  disappear  on  a  closer 
rramimtion.    The  oases  were  certainly,  at  first  sight, 
Tsiy meoh alike.    In  both  the  donee  was  a  oity  com- 
paay,  aad  the   donor  one  of  its  members  ;  in  both  the 
property  was  defised  "  to  the  intent  and  upon  the  oon- 
ditioB  "  that  the  donee  should  yearly  distribute  particular 
•oiaa  o{  mon«y  in  the  one  case,  and  particular  articles  of 
clothing  of  a  speoified  price  in  the  other  case,  to  oertain 
objeets  of  the  donor's  bounty  ;  in  both  the  residue  of  the 
iaeome  was  to  be  bestowed  upon  the  reparation  of  the 
fioperty,  nc^ing  being  said  as  to  the  disposition  of  the 
snrphis,  if  any,  after  the  reparation  should  be  effected  ; 
sad  in  both  there  was  a  gift  over  upon  non-fulfilment  of 
tha  will  of  the  donor.    We  will  presently  advert  to  the 
paints  of  distinction  between  the  two  cases. 

In  iolTing  these  questions  the  Court  is  frequently 
eaUed  on  to  aaoertain  the  intention  of  the  donor,  where 
the  faet  of  his  sUenoe  indicates  that  ha  never  be- 
stowed a  thought  upon  the  surplus,  and  consequently 
cooU  have  had  no  intention  as  to  its  disposal.  The  oases 
when  there  is  a  silence  as  to  the  disposal  of  the  surplus 
fan  into  two  classes.  First,  those  oases  where  the  general 
intsotion  of  the  donor  is  charitable.  Where  this  is  the  case, 
aad  the  paitionlar  payments  do  not  exhaust  the  income, 
any  snz]^ns  will  go  to  the  charity.  This  was  decided  in  the 
sady  case  of  Attmuj/- General  v.  AraoU  (Show.  P.  0.  22), 
where  the  whole  value  of  the  property  was  not  di»- 
triboted;  bat  the  Court  fastened  upon  a  declaration  in 
the  teatator's  will,  that  he  meant  the  whole  to  be  given 
todiarity,  and  laid  down  that,  where  a  general  charitable 
ptopcae  is  apparent  on  the  face  of  the  instrument  of 
lift,  the  Court,  or  the  Crown,  will  find  out  what  oharity 
diall  take.  Aiid  the  oontemporaneoos  aoti  of  the  donor 
BMj  be  adduced  in'evidenoe,  and  are  of  importanoe  tor 
tts  porpose  of  patting  a  oonstrnotion  upon  the  iaatrn- 
aentof  gift  (Attorney- Cfeneral  v.  IHnUy  OaUege.^i 
Bsav.  S83).  Where  the  general  pnrpoae  ia  declared,  the 
asm  eJawistanee  that  in  deseribing  the  mode  of  appli- 
cation the  donor  has  not  exhansted  the  entire  income  is 
aot  a  eafBoient  reason  for  oonsidering  that  any  surplus 
^■M  meant  for  the  pecuniary  benefit  of  the  donees  {,At- 
tmuf'ffeinral   v.    2>raper*^  Company,   2  Beav.  608), 


though  the  intention  to  benefit  the  donees  may  be  in- 
terred from  other  circumstanoes  {Attorney-ffimeralr. 
Brattnote  College,  2  CI.  <c  F.  296).  As  the  rents  repre- 
sent the  estate,  if  there  is  a  dedication  of  the  rents  to  a 
charity  by  a  clear  intention  expressed  or  implied  from 
what  is  stated  In  the  instrument  of  gift,  then  the  whole 
estate  must  go  to  the  charity,  although  the  entire  rente 
are  not  disposed  of  specifically  {Mayor  of  Southmelton  T. 
Attorney-  General,  5  H.  L.  1). 

In  the  other  class  of  cases,  in  the  absence  of  any 
general  intention  to  devote  the  whole  income  to  oharity, 
the  trustee  shall  take  the  surplus  for  his  own  benefit. 
According  to  the  Master  of  the  Bolls  in  Attorney- Otntral 
V.  Trinity  College  («t^.),  it  the  purposes  for  which  the 
property  is  expretnly  given  do  not  exhaust  the  whole 
inoome,  that  is  an  indication  of  an  intention  to  benefit 
the  trustee.  "  If  I  give  an  estate  to  trustees,"  said  Lord 
Eldon,  in  Attorney- General  v.  Mayor  of  Brittol  (2  Jao. 
&  W.  807),  "  and  take  notice  that  the  payments  are  less 
than  the  amount  of  the  rents,  no  case  has  gone  so  far  as 
to  say  that  the  eettui  que  truit,  even  in  the  oaae  of  a 
charity,  is  entitled  to  the  surplus;  there  would  either  be  a 
resulting  trust  for  the  heir  of  the  donor,  or  it  would  be- 
long to  the  person  who  takes  the  estate." 

Where  the  property  is  given,  as  it  usually  is  in  these 
oases,  "for  this  intent  and  pnrpoae,"  and  "upon  this 
condition,"  followed  by  a  declaration  of  the  intent  of  the 
donor,  it  has  not  been  the  habit  of  the  Courts,  according  to 
the  Lord  Chancellor  in  the  Wan  Ohandleri'  ecue,  referring 
to  the  Beterley  eate  (6  H.  of  L.  Cas.  310),  as  an  in- 
stance, to  dwell  very  strictly  upon  words  of  this  descrip- 
tion as  indicating  in  themselves  a  disposition  on  the 
part  of  the  donor  that  the  property  shall  be  held  so  ab- 
solutely in  trust  that  no  beneficial  interest  oonid  accrue 
to  the  first  taker.  The  Brittol  eata  (.np.)  establishes,  if 
further  authority  be  wanting,  that  whwe  there  is  pei- 
teot  sUence  as  to  the  dispoeitilon  of  tbe  surplus  it  will 
belong  to  the  person  who  takes  the  estate,  in  absenoe 
of  evidence  of  an  intention  to  devote  the  whole  to 
oharity. 

Theee  observations  apply  to  surplus  of  income  at  the 
date  of  the  instrument  ot  gift.  Where  a  sum  equal  to 
the  then  inoome  is  given  to  various  charitable  purposes , 
and  the  revenue  afterwards  increases,  the  ThetforS  School 
00*0  (8  Bep.  1306)  establishes  that  the  whole  revenue 
must  go  to  those  charitable  purposee  in  the  same  propor- 
tion. The  reason  assigned  for  this  rule  in  the  SMon 
OolefitU  ecue  (10  Bep.  31),  is,  because  it  doth  not  appear 
that  the  donor  had  any  intention  that  tbe  profits  of  the 
land  ahonld  be  employed  to  any  other  use,  and  at  the 
first  he  gave  aa  much  as  the  land  was  worth.  And  if 
part  of  Uie  whole  annual  value  be  given  to  oharity  and 
part  to  the  trustees,  all  the  objects  will  be  entitled 
rateably  to  the  increased  rents  (Attorney- General  v. 
Brapenf  Company,  4  Beav.  67). 

We  have  still  to  consider  the  points  of  difference  be 
tween  our  two  cases.  In  the  Warn  Chandlert'  oaie,  as  in 
the  case  of  the  Ooepeiri  Company  (8  Beav.  86),  the  donor 
showed  an  intention  to  oonneet  the  performance  of  the 
trusts  with  the  peonnlary  intereetiJ  the  persons  who 
were  to  perform  them;  which  was  wanting  in  the 
Merehant  Taylort'  eate.  In  the  Waat  Ohandleri  oaee 
the  condition  was  everything.  The  gift  was  not  to  take 
effect  until  after  the  failure  of  issue  of  the  donor's  son; 
the  company  were  to  pay  the  money  it  they  accepted  tha 
gift,  and  if  they  failed  to  pay  the  money  as  directed 
there  was  a  gift  over  to  the  next  of  kin  open  the  like 
oondition.  It  cannot  be  supposed  that  the  teetator  in- 
tended to  impose  on  the  next  ot  kin  the  duty  of  perform- 
ing a  trust  without  any  remuneration;  and  the  intention 
must  have  been  the  same  as  r^^ards  the  company,  to  whom 
the  gift  was  made  in  the  saoM  terms.  The  meaning 
most  have  been  that  if  it  was  not  worth  the  while  of  his 
own  company  to  take  the  property  on  the  oondition  ot 
performing  his  will,  it  would  be  worth  the  while  of  his 
next  of  kin  to  do  so.  It  would  not  be  safe,  as  Lord  Lang- 
dale  said  in  the  case  of  the  Ooopemf  Company  (tup.),  to 
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m|[Md  the  gift  over  aa  implTlng  ttoj  benafioU  intemt 
in  th«  oompany,  to  the  Iom  of  which  they  would  be  ez- 
poaed  in  oue  ot  negligence,  w  the  donor  might  conaider 
it  a  penalty  to  deprive  them  of  the  management  of  the 
property,  regarding  them  only  aa  tnuteea,  on  aoooont  of 
the  patronage  and  inflnenoe  they  woold  low. 

In  the  Mfrehant  Ttylen'  Catt  the  reader  wQI  obeerre 
that  the  gift  was  on  condition  that  the  garmenti,  taa., 
were  to  be  provided  ovt  ef  the  renit.  These  woxdi  are 
.  wanting  in  the  Warn  C^andltrt'  Com,  and  eeem  to  form 
the  cUM  diitingniihing  featnre  between  it  and  the  3ftr- 
ehant  Taplort'  Cate,  in  the  opinion  of  the  Kaater  ot  tke 
Bollf.  In  the  Warn  Chandlen  Ctue  the  property  waa 
given  on  condition  of  making  certain  paymenti,  which 
the  doneea  were  to  make  ont  of  their  own  teaonroea  for 
aught  that  appeared  to  the  contrary.  In  the  Merchant 
Taylori  Case  the  condiUon  was  to  be  performed  out  of 
the  rents.  A  specified  part  of  the  rents  waa  te  be  applied 
thoa,  and  the  reeidne  in  the  reparation  of  the  ptopntj. 
The  repair  of  the  charity  property  was  in  itaelf  a  ohari- 
table  parpoae,  and  the  wh(^e  income  of  the  property 
being  ibxu  exhausted  rendered  the  gift  on  condition  in 
effect  a  gift  on  tmat,  since  a  gift  on  a  condition  which 
leaves  the  donee  nothing  for  himself  must  place  him  in 
the  same  position  as  a  trustee.  This  brought  the  oom- 
paoy  within  the  purview  of  the  principle  referred  to  by 
the  Master  of  the  Bolls  in  the  outset  «>f  his  jndgment— 
vis.,  that  yon  must  ascertain  whether  the  property  is 
given  in  trust  for  a  charity  or  on  a  condition  of  paying 
certain  sums  for  charitable  purpoaea;  and,  if  the  former, 
the  charity  takea  Uie  whole.  The  fact  of  the  whole  in- 
come  being  thus  dedicated  to  charitable  purpoaea  brought 
the  case  within  the  well-known  and  recognised  rule  in 
the  net/ord  SeXool  Cate  (««}>.).  The  amount  of  the 
aoridiu  ssams  wholly  immaterial. 


THB  PABTinON  AOT,  1868. 
(Pabt  I.) 

The  preaent  appears  to  be  a  not  inappropriate  tine 
for  taking  a  short  review  of  the  caaes  under  the  Partitioa 
Act,  1868,  and  also  of  the  points  of  law  relating  to  paiti> 
tion  saita  in  general,  which  have  been  brought  into  pro- 
misenoe  by  t^e  proceedings  under  that  Act. 

Before  the  Act  the  goteral  rule  as  to  ooets  had  been 
that  they  were  not  given  on  either  side  np  to  the  hear- 
ing. The  Act  then  enacted,  in  section  10,  that  the 
Court  might  make  such  order  as  it  might  think  just  i«- 
speoting  costs  np  to  the  hearing.  In  ooaaeqnence  of 
this  ohrase,  the  Oonrt,  after  showing  some  inclination  to 
adhere  to  the  old  role  {Laniell  v.  Baltr,  17  W.  B.  Oh. 
Dig.  114,  L.  B.  6  Eq.  868),  has  adopted  the  practice  of 
giving  in  general  the  coata  of  all  partiea  out  of  the  pro- 
ceeda  of  the  aale  when  the  eetate  is  sold  (,Ott*m  v.  Ot- 
hern,  16  W.  B.  Oh.  Dig.  96,  L.  B.  6  Eq.  388;  MOUr  v. 
Marriott,  17  W.  B.  41,  L.  B.  7  Eq.  1;  Ltaeh  v.  WeiUU, 
17  W.  B.  818),  and  of  directing  the  coats  trf  all  parties  to 
be  paid  by  the  various  partitioners  in  proportion  to  their 
interasU,  when  the  estate  is  not  sold  ( Cannon  r.  Johmn, 
19  W.  B.  176).  In  Smith  v.  £iieh  (18  L.  T.  N.  a  176, 
16  W.  B.  Oh.  Dig.  96),  where  an  estate  in  whioh  an  in- 
fant waa  interested  waa  add,  the  infant'a  casta  ware  made 
a  charge  on  his  share. 

With  respect  to  the  oiroumstances  under  wUeh  the 
Oonrt  will  order  a  sale,  the  first  section  of  the  Act  au- 
thorises it  to  do  so  whenever  it  qtpears  that  by  reason 
of  the  nature  of  the  property  to  which  the  suit  relates, 
or  the  number  of  the  parties  interested  or  presumptively 
interested  therein,  or  the  absence  or  disabUity  of  some  of 
thoee  parties,  or  any  other  circumstance,  a  aale  would  be 
more  benefloial  than  a  partition.  The  Oonrt,  however, 
haa  held  on  this  that,  primd  faaU,  in  every  case  a  sale 
is  mora  beneficial  than  a  partition;  and  that  the  onttt  of 
ehowing  that  it  is  not  so  lies  on  the  peraons  opposing  the 
eale  (Zy*  v.  Lgt.  17  W.  B.  894.  L.  B.  7  Bq.  126). 

It  is  an  old  esUUished  rale  of  the  Court,  that  parti-  I 


tion  cannot  be  made  the  means  of  trying  a  disputed  titlt-. 
And  this  rule  is,  of  course,  unaffected  by  the  PittitioD 
Act  of  1868.  Thus,  in  Bolton  v.  BoUon  (17  L.  T.  N.  S. 
666,  16  W.  B.  Oh.  Dig.  96);  Blade  v.  Barlon  (17  W.  a 
866,  IbB.  7Eq.  296);  and  Ward  v.  iranf(18W.  R. 
87),  where  the  titles  of  the  plaintiffs  were  dispntad, 
orders  were  made  retaining  the  bill  in  each  esse  for  s^ 
year,  with  liberty  to  the  plaintiff  to  bring  an  aetioa  at 
Uw. 

It  would  seem  that  a  defendant  to  a  partition  rait  eu 
always  send  the  plaintiff  off  to  law,  if  he  is  himself  is 
poaaession  of  the  property,  unless  probably  he  has  agreed 
in  writing  to  hold  the  land  aa  tenant  of  the  plaintiff,  or 
is  othwwise  estopped  from  denying  his  title.    Thni  in 
Oiffardj.  Waiiamt  (18   W.   B.  66.  776,  L.  B.  6Ch. 
646),  the  plaintiff  prayed  for  partition  of  a  field ;  hii 
contention  being  that  the  field  had  belonged,  as  to  one 
moiety,  to  himself   and    his    predecessors    in  title,  the 
owners  of  an  estate  called  Plea  ITcha,  and  aa  to  the  oUier 
moiety  to  the  defendant  and  his  predeoeaaors  in  title,  the 
ownera  of    an   eatste  called  l^ntwl;    that  it  had  been 
generally  let  by  the  plaintifTs  predecessors  and  ooenjiied 
or  aublet  by  them;  and  that  the  defendant  and  his  pie- 
deceaaora  had  regularly  paid  rent  to  the  plaintiff  and  hit 
predeceaaors  in  respect  of  it.     Thia  contention  was  top- 
ported  by  certain  rent-rolla,  tithe  commutation  doonmenti,. 
and  other  evidence.     The  defendant  claimed  to  be  en- 
titled to  the  whole  of  the  field,  and  alleged  that  the  psj- 
mente  made  to  the  plaintiff  were  in   respect  of  an  old 
rent-charge.    Yioe-CIuincellor  Stuart  thought  that  the 
plalntiffahad  made  out  their  title,  and  decreed  a  partition 
accordingly.    His  Honour  aeemed  to  conaider  that  th» 
caae  woi^d  be  within  the  juriadiotion  of  the  Court,  if  tlifr 
prime  object  of  the  suit  waa  a  partition  of  the  propertf, 
and  the  establishment  of  the  title  to  it  was  mily  inci- 
dental.     On  appeal,  however,  thia  decree  waa  levened. 
The  Lord  Chancellor  and  Lord  Jnstioe  O-iffard  considered 
that  there  waa  a  qneation  of  diaputed  legal  title  between 
the  parties,  and  that  being  the  caae,  it  waa  immaterial 
whether  the  eatsblishment  of  the  title  or  the  partition 
was  the  prime  object  of  the  suit.  The  defendant  had  been 
in  possession,  and  the  question  was  vhether  he  had  been 
in  possession  as  tenant  to  the  plaintiff  or  not.      Sooh  a 
question  ought  to  be  decided  at  common  law.    The;, 
therefore,  ordered  the  bill  to  be  retained  for  a  year,  at  in 
the  other  cases. 

In  Moore  v.  Kempiton  (18  W.  B.  808, 1.  B.  4  Eq.  806),  a 
bUl  was  filed  for  partition  of  an  estate,  of  which  the  defen- 
dant waa  in  posaeasion  and  claimed  to  be  exolnalve  owner, 
theae  facts  being  stated  in  the  bilL  A  demurrer  waa 
put  into  the  bill  and  It  waa  allowsd  with  eostL  Id 
allowing  the  demurrer,  instead  of  retiuxdng  the  bill  for  a 
year,  the  Vioe-ChanoeJlor  of  Ireland  distinguished  th» 
case  from  thoee  in  the  English  Oonrta  by  observing  that 
theordera  in  thoae  caaes  were  made  »t  the  hearing,  when 
the  Oonrt  conld  make  snch  am  order,  while  on  demaner 
the  defendant  waa  entitled  to  a  decision  on  the  phdntifrs 
equity  aa  it  then  stood,  not  aa  it  mig'ht  stand  after  pro- 
OMdittga  had  been  taken  at  law.  The  bill  in  the  odier 
oaaea  were,  no  doubt,  so  drawn  aa  not  to  be  demmraU*. 
In  the  aame  caae  of  Moore  v.  Xemptton  mi  attempt  was 
made  to  raiae  an  equity,  on  the  groiiBd  that  tiie  land 
waa  in  the  possession  of  tenants  holding  by  titles  gooAJ 
against  the  plaintiff,  so  that  ejeotment  oonU  not  ke 
brought.  But  to  thia  it  waa  aatiafaotoilly  aaswerei' 
that  there  were  other  proceedings  «t  I»w,  by  which  tU 
plaintiff  might  establish  his  title,  aa  for  inataaoeanaotiH 
fbrthereni  | 


Tbi  Latb  Mn.  YxsKBB — On  tha  22nd  of  Deoamb«', 
magistratsa  of  the  UlTeraton  district  paaaed  the  foUowiu  i 
Intion :— "  That  the  magistrataa  acting  in  the  Ulventan  Fi 
Seaaional  IKviaion,  deain  to  record  their  aenaa  at  the  loss 
division  haa  sustained  by  the  death  of  their  lata  dark,  — ^ 
Tarker,  who  has  acted  in  that  capacity  for  the  period  of  foil 
years,  and  whose  calm  and  impamal  advice,  together  with  U 
greet  experience  and  soond  l^al  knowledge,  £ta  been  ol  tt 
giaataat  asaiatanoo  to  the  magiatratea."  ' 
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BECBHT  PE0I8I0J8. 

OOMHON  LAW. 

CoHsnuonoR  or  Sbctioh  4  or  21  &  25  Vict.  c.  10<^~ 
"  Sough  to  Uubdkb  ** — "  Enoiatoub  to  Fkbsuadii 

lOKniiDBB." 

Aytaa  r.  Hw,  O.C.B.  (Ir.),  19  W.  B.  109. 

Althongb  the  quMtion  In  thU  oaae  lay  in  a  notahellr 

it  gin  riie  to  a  gteat  differenoa  of  opioion   amongrat  the 

jodgM  who  had  to  oonaider  it.    Seotion  4  of  24  ft  25 

not.  &  100,  pioridei  that  "  whowwTer  nhall  aolicit,  en- 

ODonge,  pmiuule,  or  endeavoar  to  petanade,  or  shall  pro- 

poM  to  any  paiaoa  to  smrder  any  other  penon,"  shall  be 

gnQ^  of  s  ndadameanonr.    The  prisoner  wrote  and  posted 

t  lettsr  to  a  friend  named  Hoey,  reqoestinf  him  to  mar- 

det  one  Kennedy.    By  an  aooident  the  letter  fell  into 

the  hand*  of  another  person,  and  nerer  reaohed  Hoey. 

The  ptiioner  was  indioted   under  the  seotion  we  hare 

nuntioiMd,  for  that  he  "  did  aolidt ''  Hoey  to  murder 

Kennedy;  and,  in  another  count,  for  that  he  did^en- 

desToor  to  persnade "  Hoey  to  murder  Kennedy.    The 

point  for  decision  was  whether  the  prisoner  oould  be  oon- 

Ticted  m  either  of  these  oonnts  on  the  abore  eridenoe. 

Thai*  WM  but  little  diffionlty  a*  to  tihe  first  count.    All 

the  lasmsd  jodgea  agreed  that  there  cannot  be  a  solioita- 

tioB  to  morder  "  without  actual  communication  with  the 

Bind  of  a  second  person."      On  the  second  oount  the 

iMnMdjndges  differed:  four  of  tiiem  thought  the  eri- 

toe*  showed  an  "  endearour  to  persnade,"  but  the  other 

fits  jndfas  held  tliat "  endearour  to  persuade  "  presnp- 

poMd  »  eommnnination  with  the  mind  of  the  person  to 

b«  peoBidad ;  and  Fitsgerald,  J.  (one  of  the  fire)  ex  • 

pUiwd  the  use  of  the  phrase  "  endearour  to  i  persuade  " 

tlw:  'If  the  word  '  persnade '  stood  alone  it  was  open 

ta  eoBtaad  that  It  meant '  influence  snoeeesfuUy,'   and 

ttat,  U  Sw  persaaaion  were  nnsuoceasful,  no  crime  within 

tbi  rirtots  had  been  committed.     To  prerent  such  a 

mtBHoo,  these  words  were  added  to  meet  the   oaae 

wkm  fba  effort  to  persnade  had  been  unaucoeasfnl." 

On  tldieonstmotion  of  the  words,  a  oommnnioation  with 

tlM  idad  which  Acre  was  an  "endearonr  to  persuade  " 

b  u  ssoMsaiy  aa  in  a  ease  where  there  is  actual  and 

HooMfal  -  persuMicn."     The  majority  of  the  judges, 

(k«n&n,  decided    that  the  eridence  did  not  support 

•ithtc  eoont,  and  they  quashed  the  conriction.    There 

WM  sin  a  qneetioB  whether  the  construction  of  the  pri- 

m»^»  letter,  which,  in  consequence  of  ita    want  of 

pswaar,  was  rery  obscure,  ought  to  be  left  to  the  jury. 

It  WM  held  that  tiie  meaning  of  snoh  a  letter  was  pro- 

periy  a  qnssticn  of  fact  for  the  jnry.    We  hare  already 

cooMeated  upon  this  case  (.ante  p.  68),  and  we  now 

only  itata  the  eSeot  of  the  decision  and  tiia  gronnd  upon 

vUeh  it-was  based. 

LuKUTT  or  HvsBASD  roB  Goods  Svfpukd  to 

Wir>. 

PkUUf fit  T.  Stt^r,  O.P.,  19  W.  B.  180. 

We  hare  mora  than  once  had  occaaioa  to  notice  the 
MBfasioB  of  thoBght  which  is  so  frequently  disjdayed  in 
JiMsisieas  respecting  the  liability  of  a  husband  on  his 
wifi^*  contracts.  The  law  of  agency  has  nerer  receired 
<lMr  ind  aatisfaetory  treatment  in  English  books,  and 
ttitbnadioCtlielaw  of  agenqy  which  relates  to  con- 
tiMts  t^  married  women,  is,,  if  possible,  more  confused 
tk*n  the  rest  of  the  snl^ect.  The  conf  osion  of  which 
•*  9sak  arises,  lilce  all  confused  thonght,  to  a  great 
ynt  from  carelese  language.  We  beliera  that  the 
I'nis  "a  manied  woman  has  implied  anUMMcity  to 
"■ihschoaband  b7«oontraot  for  neoassarias"  is  tiie 
«a«af  half  the  dUHcnlty  of  tdiis  subject.  The  phrase 
l^pMhaps  be  so  explained  as  tobecocieet,  but  in  iU 
<muiy  meaning  it  certainly  confuses  two  ideas  which 
n  ia  their  nature  entirely  distinct.  A  husband  is 
0^  im  aU  eontraots  made  b7  bis  wife  if  he  has  au- 
^wiMd  sBidi  ooBtoacts.  Whether  the  authority  is 
IK in^lied  the  result  is  the  same.    That  which 


would  be  eridence  of  an  authority  to  a  stranger,  to  con-  ' 
tract  wiU  eqnaUy  be  eridence  of  an  authority  to  a  wife  ' 
to  contract.      The  liability  of  a  husband  on  his  wife's ' 
contracts  a*  hi$  agent  ia  precisely  similar  to  his  liability ' 
for  the  contracts  of  any  other    agent     Whether  the 
agent  is  the  wife  or  child,  serrant  or  friend,  of  th* 
princdpal,  or  whether  the  agent  is  a  stranger,  the  result 
is  the  same.    It  is  also  clear  that  a  husband  is  liable  on 
his  wife's  contracts  for  "necessaries,"  whether  he  au- 
thorises his  wife  to  procure  them  or  not.      He  is  bound 
to  supply  her  with  necessaries,  and  if  he  fails  to  do  so 
(szoept  in  some  few  cases,  as,  it  his  wife  has  eloped)  he 
is  liable  to  pay  the  person  who  supplies  his  wife  with, 
theee  neoeuaries.    This  liability  has  nothing  whaterer 
to  do  with  the  question  of  "  authority  "  in  the  ordinary 
senae  of  the  word.    It  is  a  legal  duty  cast  upon  a  hus- 
band by  the  fact  of  the  relationship  of  marriage. 

We  object  to  the  expression  "  a  married  woman  has 
implied  authority  to  bind  her  husband  by  a  oontraot  for 
neceaaariee,"  beoauae  it  coBtonnda    the  two  different 
kindaof  liability  which  we  hare  just  notioed.    The  most 
aatisfhotory  state  of  law  would  be  that  the  liability  of  a 
husband  for  his  wife's  contracts  should  depend  entirely 
on  the  relationship  of  principal  and  agent,  to  be  prcred 
by  such  eridence  as  wonld  be  required  in  a  case  where 
the  alleged  agent  was  not  the  wife  of  the  principal,  or 
on  the  legal  duty  to  proride  necessaries.    If  this  were 
the  law,  the  subject  would  be  much  less  dif&onlt  in 
practice.    The  law  has,  howerer,  nerer  been  laid  down 
precisely  in  this  way,  although  most  of  the  decisions  are 
in  accordance  with  this  principle.    Married  women  are 
in  the  great  majority  of  oases,  in  fact,  the  agents  of 
their  husbands    to  make  oontraots  in    all    household 
matters,  and  there  has  been  a  tendency  in  the  courts  of 
law  to  regard  this  authority  possessed,  in  fact,  by  most 
married  women,  not,  as  a  matter  of  f  aot,  to  be  prored  in 
each  oas^  but  as  a  matter  of  law  applicable  to  all  oasee, 
and  arising  from  the  relationship  of  marriage.    A  well- 
known   dietum  in   Btherington  r.  Parrtt  (2  Ld.  Baym. 
1006)  long  ago  laid  down  that "  cohabitation  is  eridence 
of  the  hnsbimd'B  assent  to  contracts  made  ;by  his  wife 
for  necessaries."    This  is  treeing  the  question  of  autho- 
rity as  a  matter  of  law,  and  not  of  fact.    The  principle 
of  tMs  iiatmm  has  been  somewhat  out  down  by  the  later 
cases,  Jolly  r.  Reet  (12  W.  B.  478)  and  Marrieon  r. 
eraiy  (14  W.  B.  189).    The  result  of  the  cases  as  they 
now  stand  seems  to  be  that  a  husband  is  liaUe,  in  ac- 
oordanoewith  the  general  law  of  principal  and  agent,  on 
all  his  wife's  oontraots  expressly  or  impliedly  authorised 
1^  blm,  but  the  relation  of  marriage  adds  an  incident 
which  does  not  exist  in  other  oasaa  of  principal  and 
agent,  rix.,  that  during  cohabitation  there  is  a  presump- 
tion of  authority  to  the  wife  to  contract  to  the  extent 
explained  in  \JoUy  t.  Reet  and  Sarrium  r.  &raig,  but 
this  presumption  may  be  rebutted.    In  Jolly  r.  Reet  this 
presumption  was  held  to  be  rebutted,  and  the  husband 
not  liaUe,  because  he  had,  in  fact,  forbidden  his  wife  to 
oontraot  with  the  plaintiff,  although  the  plaintiff  was 
not  aware  of  this  order,    litis  liaUlity  of  a  husband  aa 
principal  is,  of  course,  in  addition  to  his  liability  to 
supply  his  wife  with  necessaries.    The  two  liabilities  are 
as  distinct  as  pcariUe. 

PkOl^etm  r.  Bayter  makes  no  alteration  in  the  law  on 
this  subject.  The  old  confusion  respecting  "  necassariee  " 
and  "authority  to  contract,"  is  to  be  found  in  the  judg- 
ments joit  M  it  is  found  in  almost  all  judgments  on 
this  qoartion.  The  defendant's  wife  had  ordered  of  the 
plaintiff,  a  shopkeeper,  some  goods  without  the  defen- 
dant's knowlsdge.  liie  goods  were  articles  of  mere 
luxury — a  gold  peBcQ-case,  guitar,  music,  to.  There 
was  no  authority,  in  fact,  from  the  defendant  to  order 
the  goods.  The  jury  foimd  that  the  goods  were  suitable 
to  this  estate  and  degree  of  the  defendant,  and  that  he 
had  not  oonntermanded  his  wife's  authority.  The  jury 
found  a  rerdiot  for  tba  plaintiff.  This  rerdiot  was  set 
aside  by  the  Court  and  a  rerdiot  entered  for  the  defen- 
dant.   Of  cousa  if  the  defendant  had  allowed  his  wife  to 
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order  goods  of  this  deaoription,  altbongh  be  knew  no- 
thing of  these  partioalar  goods,  be  wonld  bne  been 
liable  as  principal  in  aooordanoe  witb  tbe  genetal  rnlet 
of  tbe  Uw  of  agenoy.  Tbere  was,  bowerer,  no  autboritj, 
express  or  implied,  to  order  tbe  goods  in  this  case  ;  and, 
tberefore,  tiie  defendant  was  not  liable.  Tbe  decision  is 
qnite  in  aooordanoe  witili  wbat  we  belieTe  to  be  tbe  true 
principle  of  tbese  cases,  bnt  tbe  grounds  upon  wbicb  the 
jadgtoent  is  given  are  not  rery  dearly  expresaed. 


BANKBUPTCT. 


Liquidation — Pbtition  bt  ohb  PAstiraB— Isjttko- 

TION. 
Expari$  Jtaae,  Re  D»  Vteohi,  LJJ.,  19  W.  B.  38. 

Bale  260  of  the  mlea  made  under  tbe  Bankruptqy  Act, 
1869,  provides  that  "  tbe  Court  m»j  at  any  time  after 
tbe  presentation  of  a  petition  (for  liquidation  by  arrange- 
ment or  oompositioD)  restrain  farther  proceedings  in  any 
action,  snit,  execution,  bankrnptay  petition,  or  other 
legal  prooesa  against  tbe  debtor  or  bis  estate  in  respect 
of  any  debt  provable."  And  section  IS  of  tbe  Aot  makes 
tbe  same  provision  witb  respeot  to  Bankruptcy  pio- 
oeedings. 

In  Sx  parte  Itaae  one  of  two  partners  had  presented  a 
petition  for  liqaidation  by  arrangement,  and  a  receiver 
bad  been  appointed.  Tbe  receiver  sought,  under  tbe 
260th  rule  above  cited,  to  restrain  proceedings  by  a  cre- 
ditor of  the  firm  against  the  firm  and  its  property  in 
respect  of  a  debt  due  from  tbe  two  partners  jointly.  The 
Lords  Jastioes  held  that  racb  a  proceeding  could  not  be 
restrained.  Hellish,  L.J.,  thus  explained  the  oonstrno- 
tion  of  tbe  section  and  tbe  rule: — "The  word  debtor 
meant  tbe  sole  debtor,  and  not  a  person  who  was  a 
debtor  jointly  witb  some  one  else,  unless,  indeed,  the 
proceeding  was  one  which  oonld  be  restrained  as  against 
tbe  single  debtor,  leaving  it  to  go  on  against  the  other 
person." 

Any  other  decision  than  that  arrived  at  wonld  have 
beea  a  manifest  departore  from  the  well-known  princi- 
ple that  partnership  assets  are  primarily  applicable  to 
tbe  payment  of  partnership  debts,  and  separate  assets  to 
the  payment  of  separate  debts.  In  aooordanoe,  however, 
with  Uie  same  principle,  and  having  regard  to  the  quali- 
fioation  expressed  by  Melliah,  L.  J.,  in  tbe  passage  which 
we  have  quoted,  it  may  be  presumed  that  any  process 
against  tbe  separate  property  of  one  partner  in  respeot  of 
a  joint  debt  due  by  tbe  firm  might  well  be  restrained 
after  snob  partner  has  been  adjudged  bankrupt  or  a  peti- 
tion for  liqaidation  has  been  presented. 

A  point  of  practice  was  also  decided  in  the  same  case, 
namely,  that  any  evidence  that  might  have  been,  but  waa 
not,  osed  in  tbe  court  below  cannot  be  used  in  the  court 
of  appeal.  The  case  is  a  strong  one  upon  this  point,  inas- 
much  as  the  evidence  in  question  was  only  not  used  because 
tbe  registrar  from  whose  decision  the  appeal  was  bronght 
decided  in  favour  of  the  party  who  might  have  used  the 
evidence,  thinking  there  was  evidence  enough  without  it, 
and  the  party  to  avoid  an  adjournment  acqoiesoed  in 
this  view  and  accepted  the  deoision  in  his  favour. 


EZKOUnOH— OOXFOBITIOK  AKBANSnOST. 
Birmingham  6>as  Ompany  r.  Adanu,  0  J.B.,  19  W .  B.  12S. 
Every  decision  ni>on  the  vexed  question  of  tbe  respec- 
tive rights  of  an  exeontion  creditor,  and  of  a  trustee  In 
bankraptoy  or  other  similar  person  is  of  importance,  be- 
cause it  is  sure  to  govern  many  future  cases.  The  exact 
I>oint  decided  in  this  case  was  that  where  an  execution 
oreditor  has  once  seized  the  goods  of  his  judgment 
debtor  bis  title  cannot  be  invalidated  by  any  mere  com- 
position arrangement  afterwards  entered  into  by  the 
debtor  with  bis  creditors  under  section  136  of  the  Bank- 
mptoy  Aot,  1869.  This  point  might  well  have  appeared 
too  clear  for  doubt  or  argument.  And,  indeed,  we  can 
hardly  conceive  any  question  being  raised  about  it,  had 
it  not  been  for  tbe  state  of  confusion  into  whiob  the 


whole  law  npon  this  subject  has  been  thrown  by  the  voy 
unsatisfaotory  judgments  of  tbe  learned  Chief  Judge  in 
the  oases  of  Re  Morton  (18  W.  B.  890),  Rt  Skinrur  (Id. 
918),  and  ii«  Gmynne  (Id.  879),  npon  which  we  at  the 
time  commented.      We  regret  to  find  tbe  learned  jodgs 
saying  :  **  I  adhere  in  every  respeot  to  those  decisicnaand 
to  the  principles   which  I  endeavoured  to  explain  u 
governing  the  administration  of  the  law  as  eatablubed 
by  tbe  Bankruptcy  Aot,  1869."     And  we  alio  regret  to 
find  the  learned  judge  entirely  misunderstanding  s  eut 
to  simple  and  so  important  as  Sdnardt  v.  Seariirook  (l) 
W.  B.  SS).     He  is  reported  to  have  said  :  "  Editardt  t. 
Scaribrook  proceeded  upon  tbe  fact  that  the  seizure  ud 
sale  which  bad  there  taken   place  bad  happened  befon 
tbe  adjudication,  and  that  notice  of  an  aot  of  bankmptcy 
mentioned  in  the  183rd  section  of  the  Bankruptcy  let, 
1819,  as  decided  by  the  judges  (and  if  Imaytakathfr 
liberty  of  saying  so  qaite  properly  so  decided  by  them)  mot 
be  a  notice  of  an  aot  of  bankruptcy  of  which  thepsitiet 
had  notice  prior  to  presenting  tbe  petition."  Inthelatter 
part  of  this  sentence  the  learned  judge  must,  we  tbiilc, 
have  been  misunderstood.    He  probably,  judging  turn 
tbe  views  he  has  previously  expressed,  meant  to  say,  not 
"  prior  to  presenting  tbe  petition,"  but  "  prior  to  the 
seimre."    But  in  any  case  tbe  statement  of  the  decision 
in   Jidieardt  v.   Scartbroeh   is  utterly  inoorrect.     The 
gronnd  of  decision  in  that  case  was  simply,  that  the  msMi 
teat  prior  to  the  act  of  bankruptcy;  the  exeontion  credi- 
tor's title  was  good  at  common  law,  and  be  needed  so 
section  to  protect  him.    It  was,  therefore,  utterly  nnim- 
portant  whether  be  complied  with  the  ISSrd  section  or 
not,  and  it  had  nothing  to  do  with  the  case. 

It  is  greatly  to  be  desired  that  tbe  learned  judge's  views 
npon  tbe  rights  of  execution  creditor*  may,  as  soon  u 
possible,  be  brought  under  review  in  the  eonrt  of  appeal, 
ao  as  to  settle  the  law  upon  a  satisfactory  basis. 


Ea  parte  Tempett,  Be  Craven,  L.JJ.,  19  W.  B.  \%%. 

FBAUDtrLBNT   PSBFESENOE— BAHKBUFTOT   AtJT,  186», 

B.  92. 
This  ease  is  Important  as  establishing,  by  tbe  judg- 
ment of  the  Oonrt  of  Appeal  aflirmiDg  that  of  the  Chief 
Judge  in  bankruptcy,  the  clear  rule  that  section  98  of  the 
Bankruptcy  Act,  1869,  which  for  tbe  first  time  expressly 
avoids  fraudulent  preferences  nnder  specified  circnm- 
stances  and  conditions,  does  not  alter  the  law  as  to  what 
constitutes  a  fraudulent  preference,  but  leaves  it  as  it 
was  before.  To  fall  within  tbe  term  tbe  transaction 
must  still  be  not  only  in  contemplation  of  bankraptoy, 
but  must  also  be  purely  voluntary. 


BEVIEWS. 


Liett  of  the  Lord  ChanetUors  of  Irdand.     By  J.  Bodbiice 

O'Flakaoan,   H.B.  I. A.,  Barrister-at-Law.      London; 

Longmans. 

As  tiie  lives  of  the  Lord  Cbanoellora  of  England,  fit>m 
the  earliest  times  upwards,  have  now  for  some  years  been 
before  the  reading  public  of  Oreat  Britain,  joatice  to  Ireland 
demanded  that  the  Irish  Chancellors  also  ahonld  hare  a 
chronioler.  Lord  Campbell's  judicial  rank  was  an  ezcellsnt 
advertisement  for  bis  Lives  of  the  English  Lord  ChanceUors, 
and  gained  him  a  great  many  readers,  or  rather,  perhipa, 
sold  him  a  great  many  copies  of  an  interestiiig  and  enter- 
taining book.  Mr.  O'Flanagan  owns  an  hummer  pceition- 
in  the  legal  scale,  but  we  may  say,  at  the  outset,  that  his 
two  Irish  Tolnmea  are  as  entertaining  aa  Liord  Campbell's 
earlier  instalment  of  tbe  English  part 

There  seem  to  have  been  Chancellors  of  Inland  aboat  a> 
early  aa  there  were  Chancellors  of  Englaod.  The  King's 
Chancellor  of  the  Flantsgenets,  a  kind  of  private  eeon^aiy 
to  the  Crown,  and  originally,  as  Mr.  Foes  has  told  us,  tbe 
Una's  chief  chaplain,  became,  as  tbe  ofiSoa  widened  from  a 
clerkship  to  a  junsdiciaon,  the  Lord  Chemcellor.  The  change 
would,  .m  the  nature  of  things,  be  simaltaueous  in  the  tvc 
oountiies,  though  it  may  be  that  the  early  Irish  Chancellors, 
acting  at  a  distance  from  their  Sovereign's  Court,  had  > 
more  responsible  office.    Of  coarse  there  is  leas  to  sav  about 
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the  eufy  dignitarica  tiian  of  those  who  come  nearer  to  oar 
own  times.  Ur.  O'FIaoagan's  book  is  in  two  volumes.  The 
Ant  Tolome  brings  os  down  to  the  deatSi  of  Lord  Chancellor 
Sir  Ccnitantine  Fhipps,  in  1723.  The  holders  of  the  Great 
Sell  during  the  Staart  and  Commonwealth  period  ooenpy  a 
Imndred  pages  or  so  near  the  mid^e  of  this  Tolnme,  and  a 
^>ge  of  ISO  pages  from  the  beginning  carries  ns  through  all 
the  PUntagoiet  and  some  of  the  Tudor  Clianoellors,  into 
the  reign  of  Henry  Till.  Of  some  of  tiie  ver^  earliest 
ChanoeUon  little  has  been  disoorerable  beyond  their  names. 
One  Stephen  Riddell  appears  as  Chanoellor  in  1186,  and 
John  de  Worchley  in  1219,  under  Henry  IIL  A  little 
hter  in  the  same  leign  occurs  the  only  instance  in  which 
the  same  man  has  been  at  one  and  the  same  time  Lord 
Chancellor  of  England  and  Ireland.  Ralph  de  KeTille, 
Bishop  of  Chichester,  being  Chanoellor  of  England,  obtained 
from  tiae  Smg  a  grant  for  Tifo  of  the  oflSce  of  Lord  Chanoel> 
lor  of  Iralaad  ''with  the  apputt."  "It  does  not 
^pesr,"  Mr.  O'Fboagan  says,  "  laat  OhanosUor  de  Neville 
«nr  set  foot  in  Ireland,  for  he  discharged  his  fnnotions  by 
a  i»fUtj,  who,  by  writ  directed  to  Uanrice  Fitsgerald,  the 
Qiief  Jostidary  of  Ir^and,  was  appointed  Yioe-Chanoellor. 
It  doss  aot  appear  that  De  Neville  came  to  the  ground  be- 
tween these  two  wodsacks.  Matthew  Paris  lauds  him  for 
his  oraidnct  in  his  TgngHaTi  office,  and  says  that  he  adminis- 
tered jutioe  speedily  and  impartially  to  all,  e8i)ecially  the 
poor.  Aboot  five  haadred  years  later  absenteeism  on  the 
part  of  IB  Irish  Chancellor  was  very  strongly  objected  to  in 
a  iiteewoi.  Lord  JCidleton;  a  Committee  of  the  Irish 
Boom  ofloids  was  appointed  to  investigate  the  eomplaints, 
pnoedaoh  were  seanshed  for,  oflieials  and  others  examined 
Si  witneaiM,  tai  in  the  end  the  Lord  High  Chanoellor 
«iB  eeoaned'hy  the  House  as  having  caused  a  fiailnre  of 
jwtice  in  thelimgdoin. 

The  ndl  of  names   of  the   early  Irish  Chancellors  reads 

Tctj  oaeh  Uke  those  of  the  English  ones.    After  De  Neville 

tomeikadeSanctafide,  Robert  Luttrel,  Geoffrey  de  Tur- 

^Mnh  (Bishop   of   Norwich),   WillUm    Welwood, 

yoBMd  k  Bran  (-who  was  Pope's  chaplain),  Walter  de 

Mmn,  Wliam  de  Buerlaco  (Beverley),   and   Thomas 

C*»tock  (rf.  1308— he  was  Bishop  of  Emly,  but  an  English- 

^);  mil,  u  a  matter  of  fact^  the  Irish  Chancellors  would 

MtibafiDm  the  same  sonrce  as  the  English  ones.     The 

dneeDonhip  of  Thomas  Cantock  is  noticeable  for  the  first 

attempt  to  found  in  Ireland  a  seminary  for  the  study  of  the 

Mj.    An  Irish   inix    of  court,   called   CoUet'a-inn,   was 

Muded  in  Dublin  in  Cantock's  time ;  it  seems  never  to 

<xn  been  a  success,  and  soon  dropped.    The  English  Pale 

*»  nst  luge  enough,  and  its  condition  too  lawless,  for  the 

"■Ppert  of  a  law-schooL      Consequently,  students  had  to 

«me  to  England,  where,  at  this  time,  there  were  regular 

h»-icliools,  though,   of  the   present   Inns   of  Court,  the 

Tmmle  alone  was  as  yet  oven  in  its  infancy.     More  than  a 

tarared  years  later  t£«n  this  the  Irish  Commons  are  found 

hying  the  following  grievance  before  the  King:— "Your 

negs  show  that  they  are  governed  and  ruled  by  your  laws 

'^d  in  the  realm  of  England,  to  acquire  a  knowledge  of 

Mich  laws,  and  to  be  well-informed  therein,  your  lieges 

tare  sent  able  neisons  of  English  blood,  bom  in  your  land, 

ttthe  Inns  of  Court,  where,  from  the  time  of  the  conquests 

of  yonr  Und,  they  have  been  received  until  lately.    The 

wreraors  and  Company  of  the  Inns  have  refused  and  would 

not  leceive  these  persons  into  the  Inns  as  they  had  been 

«wjjtomed  to  do.    Therefore,  may  it  please  yonr  gracious 

|j«™hip  to  consider  this  matter  aid  ordain  due  remedy, 

«it  your  law  may  continue  and  not  be  forgotten  in  the 

had/*    At  this  time  Irish  students  and  scholars  were  re- 

Pfded  with  mnch  disfavour  in  England.    Incendiary  fires 

«ratinnal]y  occnrred  in  various  parts  of  the  country,  esp- 

•eally  at  Oxford  and  Cambridge    and    the    neighbouring 

""atm ;  threatening  notices  were  rife,  in  which  the  writers 

•Bart  the  receivers  that   unless  a  sum  of  money  were 

"u^^  a  stated  spot  for  the  behoof  of  the  former,  fire 

T^  be  set  at  work.     Nor  were  these  threats  mere  bruta 

J*"**",  for  the  schools  at  Cambridge  were  actually  burnt 

"o^n  by  some  of  these  incendiary   extortioners.    Rightly 

"j'j'Wgly,  the  mischief  was  laid  to  the  door  of  the  Irish 

.^  (one  of  Uie  petitions  presented  on  the  subject  de- 
«<:nties  them  as  "  loylde  IrUihmen  "),  and  Acts  of  Parliament 
Z'^  J?»d  by  which  the  Irish  scholars  were  forbidden  the 
"^^i»h  CniTersities  unless  they  could  show  some  means  of 
•^tfr^  No  doubt,  the  denying  of  the  Inns  ot  Court 
'',"*Wsh  students  was  merely  a  carrying  out  of  this  gene- 
m  tzpokion  of  them  from  Eqgland.    Some  account  of  the 


transaction  will  be  found  in  tlie  last  volume  of  the  St  Albans 
Abbey  Records,  published  under  the  direction  of  the  Master 
of  the  Rolls.  It  was  hard  to  see  how  law  business  could  go 
on  in  the  Pale  if  no  one  could  learn  the  law ;  and  so  it  ap- 
pears that,  upon  a  remonstrance  addressed  to  the  Privy 
Council,  an  exception  was  made  in  the  case  of  law  students, 
the  King  ordering  "that  all  our  snbgiettes  of  that  our 
realme  resorting  hither  to  study  our  lawes  shall  be  as  free 
in  all  the  Innes  of  Court  as  our  snbgiettes  of  this  realme 
be."  Whereupon  Lincoln's-inn,  which  had  passed  a  role 
that  no  Irishman  be  admitted  Into  tiie  society,  set  apart 
a  place  called  the  "  Dove  House  "  for  the  Irish  students. 

IJttder  Edward  II.  Alexander  de  Bicknor,  Archbishop  of 
Dublin,  was  Chuicellor,  had  to  cry  peccavi  for  having  "  fal- 
sified his  accounts  by  the  introdaction  of  counterfeited 
writs  and  acquittances."  He  had,  however,  established 
the  university  in  Dublin,  and,  among  other  things,  had  by 
a  remarkable  sermon  preached  in  Dublin  against  sloth,  and 
idleness,  and  the  mischiefs  of  beggary,  stirred  up  the  Mayor 
of  Dublin  to  such  an  extent  that  "he  would  not  soifer  an 
idle  person  to  beg  within  his  liberties,  but  onl^  those  who 
spun  and  knitted  as  they  went  to  and  &o,  which  kind  of 
exereise  even  the  begging  friars  were  obliged  to  imitate." 
Such  a  mayor  would  not  be  papular  in  some  parts  of  Ire- 
land now-a-days.  Chancellor  de  Bicknor  died  in  1319;  his 
antipathy  to  be^ara  seems  to  have  been  shared  in  1376  by 
a  successor,  De  Wickford,  also  Archbishop  of  Dublin.  It 
seems  that  Lord  Plunkett  was  not  die  first  Irish  Chancellor 
of  that  name,  since  we  find  Richard  Plunkett  appointed  to 
the  office  in  1388,  under  Richard  II.  There  seems  nothing 
beyond  the  similarity  of  names,  to  iudicate  any  kindred  be- 
tween the  two  We  have  bad  in  England  several  great 
legal  dignitaries  whe  had  been  trained  to  arms.  Lord 
Chelmsford  is  a  living  witness.  The  early  English  and 
Irish  Chancellors,  not  excepting  the  clerics,  had  more  to  do 
with  military  matters.  Of  Nicholas,  sixteenth  Baron  Howth, 
we  learn  from  Mr.  O'Flanagan,  that  after  having  been  "  in- 
trusted with  the  responiibfi  office  of  Chancellor  of  the  Green 
Waxof  the  Exchequer  (!)  "  he  led  his  bill-men  on  foot  at 
the  battle  of  Knocktoi«h,  fought  in  1504.  Two  years 
afterwards  he  became  Lord  Chancellor  of  Irelaed.  He  in 
turn  was  succeeded  by  an  ecclesiastic — Inge,  a  Somerset- 
shire man,  who  had  been  bred  at  Winchester  School  and 
New  College.  Remembering  that  William  of  Wykeham, 
the  founder  of  those  places  of  schooling,  had  been  Lord 
Chancellor  of  England  some  120  years  be^re,  Mr.  O'Flana- 
gan  says  that  Inge  "  probably  derived  much  of  his  capacity 
for  business  bom  the  example  of  this  eminent  prelate, ' 
which  seems  to  us  a  wide  jump  at  a  conclusion.  Sir  Thomas 
Casack  was  Chancellor  in  1653,  a  name  which  has  been 
owned  by  many  subsequent  occupants  of  the  Irish  bench. 
As  to  the  amount  of  business  in  the  High  Court  of  Chan- 
cery we  learn  that  in  Queen  Elizabeth's  time  780  decrees 
were  made;  under  James  I.  312:  726  under  Charles  I.,  and 
only  216  under  Charles  II.  It  seems  that  no  legal  reports 
of  the  Irish  Courts  were  published  till  about  one  hundred 
years  ago,  U,  indeed,  we  may  except  a  few  reports  published 
by  Sir  John  Davies  in  1615.  Lord  Lifibrd's  decisions, 
1767—87,  are  the  earliest  which  have  been  presented  to  the 
Irish  lawyers,  and  these,  it  seems,  were  never  published 
until  1839.  In  1732  Mr.  John  Fitzgibbon,  afterwards,  as 
Lord  Clare,  Lord  Chancellor  of  Ireland,  published,  being 
then  a  student  of  law  in  London,  a  volume  of  reports  of 
cases  decided  at  Westminster.  This  work  was  characterised 
by  Sir  James  Barrow  as  "a  hasty  unlicensed  publication 
of  the  performances  of  a  private  note- taker,  without  autho- 
rity or  revisal;"  but  adds  that  the  judgments  and  arguments 
seemed  "  clearly,  forcibly,  and  yet  briefly  representM  "  and 
"  with  no  want  of  accuracy,  perspicuity,  or  judgment."  The 
English  judges  were  very  wroth  at  it,  and  an  effort  was 
made  to  prevent  Mr.  Fitzgibbon  from  getting  called  to  the 
Irish  bar.  The  Irish  benchers,  however,  considered  that 
Mr.  Fitzgibbon  had  kept  his  terms  and  complied  with  all 
requirements,  they  could  not  refuse  to  call  ium  because  he 
had  angered  the  judges  by  publishing  some  "  unauthorised  " 
reports.  Fitzgibbon  was  what  few  of  the  Irish  Chancellors 
so  far  hare  been,  a  native  of  Ireland.  We  do  not  find  an^ 
one  of  them  who  can  be  identified  as  of  the  native  Celtic  - 
race. 

Sir  Anthony  Hart  occupied  a  place  on  the  English  Bench 
as  Yice-CSiancellor  of  England  for  so  short  a  time  that  his 
name  had  scarcely  time  to  creep  into  the  reports.  He  sat 
as  Lord  Chancellor  of  Ireland  for  between  two  and  three 
years^   and  was  mnch  esteemed  as  an  able  equity  judge. 
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Apropos  of  thsChancellonhip  of  Lord  CUre,Kr.  OTlaiu^ 
oompuiiw  not  unnaaoiublj  of  the  witUiolding  the  Inih 
CStucellonhip  from  Iriih  Uwyen.  "As  often,"  he  says, 
"  as  the  Lord  Chancellonhip  of  Ireluid  wu  bestowed  upon  a 
member  of  the  Enelish  bar,  whoee  qnalificatioiis  in  staad- 
ing,  l^sl  knowlec^  and  efScieney  were  not  saperior  to 
many  of  the  Irish  bar,  they  felt  hnrt  and  offended,  ha- 
milUted,  and  alike  depilTedof  the  reward  for  their  industry 
and  tiie  incentive  to  exertion."  Then  is  ground  for  com- 
plaint in  the  matter.  While  such  jobs  were  penetrated  as 
that  which  snbstitnted  Lord  Campbell  for  Lord  Flonket, 
it  was  impossible  to  defend  the  system  of  appointment, 
beland  now  has  had  for  some  time  her  own  Cnancellois, 
bom  and  bred  to  the  law  in  Ireland,  besides  having 
famished  England  with  an  Irish-bom  keq>er  of  the  Boyu 
Conscience.  May  she  have  excellent  ChanMlIor*  ftamisbed 
by  her  own  soiL  Bat  we  think  Kr.  O'Flsnagan  pat  the 
complaint  too  strongly,  for  although  the  Engliu  apjMint- 
ments  would  be  natnrsjly  unpleaaing  to  the  Irish  bar,  in  all 
probability  the  appointments  wero  freqnenUy  much  better 
filled  than  they  would  have  beat  by  an  Ush  selection. 
Irish  lawyers  make  much  better  niii  prim  advocates  than 
jadges.  The  nineteenth  century  Ghancdloni  engross,  as 
it  is  very  natural  that  they  shdold,  a  large  proportion  of 
the  work  befon  as.  A  lengthy  and  interrating  biography 
of  Lord  Plnnket  is  |nven,  and  with  his  death  m  1864  the 
series  terminates.  We  have  one  Irish  Lord  Chancellor,  Sir 
Constantine  Phipps,  who  after  his  nmo'nd  from  office,  re- 
turned to  the  Knglisb  bar.    . 

As  an  Irish  Homan  Catholie  Mr.  O'Flanagan  has  in- 
dulged in  a  certun  amount  of  irrelevant  rhetorio  against 
Henry  Vlll.  and  some  other  matters ;  but  we  are  bound 
to  say  that,  having  evidently  in  him  this  rather  national 
propensity,  it  does  not  pnvent  him  from  being  extremely 
air  and  impartial  to  all  ttie  subjects  of  his  biographies, 
whether  Protestant  or  Boman  CatnoUc  Even  Lord  Chan- 
eellor  Cox,  who  certainly  went  further  out  of  his  way  to 
abuse  Popery  than  Mr.  O'FUuiagan  in  attacking  Henry 
Ym.,  is  treated  quite  &irly,  and  nothing  "  set  down  in 
malice  "  against  him.  As  a  matter  of  justice  we  should  say 
that  it  is  not  fair  to  say  that  "  in  July,  1654,  when  Crom- 
well had  reached  the  summit  of  his  ambition,  he  was  king 
in  all  but  the  name."  Those  who  should  know  best  are 
divided  in  opinion  as  to  whether  Cromwell  ever  did  desin 
the  erown.  At  the  lowest  the  matter  is  so  doubtful  that 
it  is  a  subject  for  proof,  but  not  for  assomption.  Such 
things  are  often  re|>Bated  in  looeely  written  "popular 
worn ; "  bat  it  is  a  pity  to  find  it  in  a  historical  book  like 
the  present.  For  the  rest,  we  strongly  recommend  Mr. 
CFlanagan's  book  to  our  readers  for  uieir  evanings'  en- 
tertainment ;  though  far  from  being  scholarly,  or  bearing 
the  impress  of  a  thorough  antiquarian,  it  is  composed  in 
an  ea^  and  agreeable  style,  and  vrith  accurate  research 
into  fiieta  It  contains  many  things  which  aro  ludicrous 
without  being  meant  to  be  so.  Spniking  of  Lord  Worces- 
ter. Chancellor  under  Edward  IV.,  and  his  education  at 
Baliol  College,  Mr.  O'Flanagan  gravely  proceeds  to  say : — 
*'  The  place  whence  he  derived  his  titie,  in  the  humorous 
lay  of  the  '  Oxford  Commemoration,'  is  described  as  not  fiir 
distant  bom  the  celebrated  TTnivetaity ; "  and  then  pro- 
ceeds to  quote  from  the  well-known  lay  of  "Addlphns 
Smalls,  of  Boniface,"  the  lines— 

"  From  classic  ooads  of  Baliol, 
Whose  thira-floor  men  descry 
The  smoky  roofs  of  Woreetttr 
Fringing  the  western  sky  "^ 
oblivious  apparentiy  that  it  is  Worcester  College  and  not 
Worcester  city  which  is  visible  from  the  upper  stories  of 
Baliol  College.  Fancy,  again,  a  Lord  Mayor  of  the  four- 
teenth century  dining  on  "the  steaming  turtle."  Mr. 
O'Flanagan  seems  also  to  imagine,  if  we  rightiy  understand 
an  obscure  passage  in  his  book,  that  Lord  Commissioner 
Pepys  was  the  fauer  of  Samuel  Pepvs,  the  diarist ;  which 
he  certainly  was  not.  Perhaps  the  oddest  thing  in  tiie  book 
is  the  manner  in  which  compliments  aro  scattered  among 
more  modem  individuals.  The  style  in  which  "  Mr.  D.  F. 
MacCarthy,  one  of  our  most  popular  poets,"  and  the 
"accomplished"  owners  of  various  seats  associated  with 
historic  interest,  are  spoken  of  reminds  us  rather  of  Wallace's 
American  Law  Reports,  in  which  an  amiable  and  accom- 
plished gentieman  became  a  passenj^er  in  a  ship  implicated 
in  a  "  contraband  "  case.  Mr.  Collier,  Q.C.,  is  spoken  of  as 
<*  another  of  the  constellatioDs  of  the  Irish  bar."  But  if  the 
style  of  the  book  is  not  faultless,  the  work  at  least  oontains 


tiie  embodiment  of  very  great  research  on  a  subject  hithsiio 
nnworked,  and,  as  we  hare  said  before,  is  extremely  inte- 
resting. 

COVBTS. 

U0T7BT  OF  EXCHEQUEB. 

(Sittings  at  Nisi  Frias,  at  Onildhall,  befon  Eult,  C.B., 

and  a  Special  Jary.) 

Dec  28.— JeAttwit  r.  Smtnm  and  Bparrwc. 

Piry,  Strjt,  and  Ttpping,  wero  eonnael  for  the  plaintiff; 
EvdHutoH,  Q.C.,  Fittd,  Q.C,  and  M*r*w$thtr,  appesitl 
for  the  defendants. 

Thia  is  a  ease  of  great  interest  to  solicitors  and  attar. 
neys,  as  it  raisat  a  point  under  the  new  Bankraptcy  Att 
of  th«  gtavest  importance  to  them.    The  action  was  bnx^ 
by  the  plaintiff  a  dn^ar  and  farmer  at  Norwich,  agauut 
the  defttidants,  a  firm  (rf  soliciton  praotiaing  in  tiie  same 
city,  fior  falsely  and  maliciondy,  amd  without  reasonaUs 
and  probable  caaat,  causing  him  to  be  a^odicated  a  bank, 
mpt.    The  plaintiir  had   for   some   years   banked  «ift 
the  house  of  Messrs.  Harveys  k  Hudson,  at  Korwieh,  and 
had  pledgsd  his  deeds  of  certain  fi'eehdd  property  vith 
tiiem  f^  UM  advanoe  of  £1.900,  and  in  the  course  of  tims 
he  paid  off  various  sums  so  as  to  reduce  the  debt  to  £SH. 
The  seonritiea  deposited  by  the  plaintiff  covered  the  advaDees 
two  or  three  times  over.    The  plaintiff,  it  waa  alleged,  had 
overdrawn  his  accoont  to  the  extent  of  £4£6  14a.  lOd.,  and 
the  defendants  wen  inatracted  by   the  late  Sir   Bohert 
Harvey,  a  member  of  the  firm  of  Harveys   &  Hudson,  tt 
call  upon  him  to  dose  his  aooount.    Tht  vimdiB  demtd 
that  he  was  indebted  in  that  amoant.    The  defendanti  then 
wrote  and  said  they  wero  instructed  to  apply  to  him  ior 
the  amount  in  question,  and  that  in  the  event  of  that 
sum  not  being  paid  they  wen  to  issue  a  debtor  summoni  in' 
the  local  Court  of  Bankruptcy.    The  debt  not  being  paid 
upon  tlie  affidavit  of  Sir  Robert  Harvay  that  the  amooat 
was  dae,  and  on  the  dfidavit  of  Mr.  Sparrow  that  reaaoa- 
able  efforts  had  been  made  to  obtain  payment  of  the  debt, 
a  summons  was  issued  on  March  28,  calling  on  the  plaii^ 
to  pay  tiie  debt  within  seven  days.    The  plaintiff  applitd 
to  dismiss  the  summons,  on  the  ground  that  he  was  notia- 
debted  to  the  creditor.    Bole  23  of  the  rolea  made  in  pur- 
suaaoe  of  the  Bankruptcy  Act,  1869,  states  that  when  a 
debtorfiles  an  affidavit  the  renstrar  shall  fix  a  time  and 
plaoe  at  which  the  appliMtion  for  the  dismiwial  of  the  ram- 
mons  wiU  be  heard  qr  tho  Court,  and  give  notioe  thereof 
to  the  creditor  and  debtor  three  daya  before  the  day  ao 
fixed.    The  application  to  dismiss  waa  heard  before  the 
registrar  on  the  12th  of  April,  when  an  order  was  made 
staying  proceedings  for  seven  days,  upon,  a    bond  bsisg 
given  for  £712  9s.  8d.    The  plaintiff  proposed  Mr.  Band, 
his  soUeitw,  and  a  farmer  friend  of  hia  as  suroties,  and 
Kt.  Hand  swore  that  he  was  willing  to  have  been  surety  s 
to  have  lodged  the  money.    By  rule  lOS  the  registrar  on^ 
in  such  a  case  to  give  notice  to  both  parties  of  the  time  and 
plaoe  at  whii^  he  proposes  that  the  bond  ahaU  be  executed, 
and  state  in  the  notice  that  any  objection  to  the  soieties 
proposed  must  be  made  then.    This  appointment  wss  not 
made,  b«t  on  the  17th  of  April  Mr.  Sparrow  wrote  to  Vi- 
Hand,  saying  "we  find    the   registrar,    upon   prindpl^ 
o^eots  to  a  solicitor  beinK  surety  for    the  payment  of 
a  sum  of  money  for  his  eliant,"  and  demanded  a  nux 
in  substitution  of   Mr.    Hand.     The    name    not    beinf 
seat,  Mr.  Sparrow  presented  a  petition  on  the  21st  <» 
April,  and  upon  that  petition  the  leairned  judge  of  the 
county  court  adjudicated  the   plaintiff   a  bankrupt.    ^ 
Bob«%  Harvey  appeared  to  be  the  prime  mover  in  all  the 

Srooeedings,  and  when  it  was  proposed  that  the  questian^ 
ebt  or  no  debt  should  be  raised  and  tried,  the  plsintin 
offered,  by  his  son,  to  g^ve  Sir  Bobert  an  equitable  daige 
upon  tiie  deeds  in  his  ponession  to  cover  debt  and  casta 
Sir  Bobert  refused  to  accept  the  proposition,  but  said  be 
would  advanoe  the  plaintiff  enough  to  pay  iua  debts  if  he 
would  admit  his  debt  to  be  a  debt,  and  due.  The  plaintiff 
declined  to  do  anything  of  the  kind,  and  oonsequmtiy  pio- 
oeedings  under  the  bai^craptcy  went  on,  and  the  whole  of 
the  plaintiff's  property,  including  his  aiiop  and  farm  and 
farmmg  stock,  wero  taken  possession  of  by  five  offioeis  on 
behalf  of  the  assignees,  and  ultimately  it  was  diaposed  of  by 
auction,  realising  £800.  An  application  was  made  to  the 
Chief  Judge  in  Bankruptcy  to  set  asido  the  order  of  mUo'''' 
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itkn  nad«  hj  the  oonn^  oonrt  ja4s«,  bat  hla  Lordihip 
uofopinioiitlwt  the  adjudication  of  bankmptoy  in  the 
tmtj  eoot  WM  correct,  and  diimiaed  the  application 
ittieata  ^m  plaintiff  wished  to  see  the  defendants  re> 
tin  to  the  position  in  which  he  was  plaoed,  and  Kr. 
■enn,  who  had  the  proxies  of  all  the  creditors,  called 
paitbe  plaintiff  at  North  Walsham,  and  propoaiad  that 
«  plunfaff  ihoald  sign  the  following  letter  and  forward 
to  Sit  Robert  Harrejr,  Hr.  Emerson  saying,  aacoiding  to 
«  pliiatiirB  statement,  that  if  the  plaintiff  signed  it  he 
ggjd  do  all  he  could  to  assist  him,  hut  if  he  refused  he 
nld  set  SI  moeh  as  he  oonld  against  hun  : — 
"I  isgict  exceedingly  having  aoted  as  I  hare  towards 
*.  I  idmit  the  debt  upon  which  tou  hare  made  me 
abnpt  is  dae  from  me  to  yoo,  in  adoition  to  the  balance 
tSW  ipoa  the  morteage  account  I  shall  feel  deeply 
nrUndiusiif  yon  wiu  adranoe  me  the  amoont  I  shall  re- 
ire  to  eaable  me  to  pay  all  my  creditors  and  snpetssde 
f  bukraptcT,  and  for  that  purpose  to  instruct  Messrs. 
Benoo  A  Sparrow,  of  Norwich,  solicitors,  to  do  what 
>j  be  neenniy,  and  I  undertake  to  pay  the  costs  and  ex- 
Met  whish  yon  hare  been,  and  which  you  may  be,  pat  to 
ititHaa  to  my  business,  from  the  time  you  instructed 
•  Slid  XsMis.  Emeison  k  Sparrow  to  procore  for  you 
Bie  psjnMttt  of  your  debt  to  the  completion  of  super- 
liigmy  baakruDtey  and  advancing  me  such  smm  as  will 
•Ue  me  to  pay  all  nay-  creditors,  the  amount  ef  which,  in- 
leadoit  otthe  sum  due  from  me  to  you,  does  not  exceed 
KM.  1  tm  satisfied  that  all  acts,  matters,  and  things  in 
•aeetimt  with  my  business  by  Tour  solicitws  and  the  re- 
itnr  of  tbe  eoun^  court  and  his  assistants  hav*  bem 
ifectlylepl.  Tour  kind  assistance  in  this  matter  will 
ntljoUigs, 

"Gentleman,  your  obedient  servant, 
"UeMaHarreys,  Hudson,  k  Co.,  bankers,  Norwich." 
HepUatiffirsfased  to  sign  the  letter,  but  appealed  to  Lord 
lotrn  loacs  igainst  the  dedsion  of  the  county  court 
jadge  udOe  C£ief  Judge  in  Bankruptcy,  and  the  resnlt 
WM  tkt  tiie  bankruptcy  was  annulled*  with  costs,  the 
fiiii£S  Ixiig  restricted  from  bringing  any  aotion  against 
lli»iButot-tegistrar  of  the  county  court,  who  had  been 
^footed  nceiver  and  trostee  under  the  bankmptey.  Upon 
miititisf  things  the  plaintiff  brought  this  action  against 
ae  defeDdmta.  The  nlaintiff  swore  that  he  was  worth,  at 
u  time  he  VIS  made  Dankrupt,  £5,000  over  and  above  all 
Mdebtihiowed. 

it  the  close  of  the  plaintiff's  case  EiuUMon  submitted 
bae  m  no  case  to  go  to  the  jury.  Sir  Robert  Harvey  had 
xn  thit  the  debt  claimed  was  due,  and  Ur.  Sparrow 
adem  iffidavit  to  the  effect  that  reasonable  efforto  had 
Nsoidi  to  got  payment  of  it.  The  county  court  regis- 
vud  decided  that  the  debt  was  due,  and  the  plaintiff  was 
■eed  nnder  terms  to  pay  it.  Payment  not  being  made, 
pen  petition  the  conntir  court  judge  abjudicated  the 
ostifl  a  bankrupt.  All  Ur.  Sparrow  had  done  was  to 
tkeiB  li&davit,  in  compliance  with  the  statute,  that 
•MoaUssffiMts  had  been  made  to  get  payment  of  the  debt. 
KzUT,  C.B.,  ssid  that  if  the  matter  rested  there  the  de- 
^ts  might  have  contended  that  they  had  reasonable 
u  piobahle  cause  for  applying  for  the  order ;  but  the 
ndiog  line  was  created  by  the  letter  of  the  17th  of  April 
the  defendants  to  the  plaintiff's  solicitor,  in  which  it 
■  Aited  that  the  registrar,  on  principle^  declined  to  ac- 
^•n  ittwney  as  snrety. 

BtMe4m  said  that  it  had  been  a  mle  of  Court  since  the 
ign  of  Geo.  H.  that  attorneys  should  not  be  accepted  aa 
"*>!*  on  oiiets  to  hold  to  bail,  and  to  all  intente  and 
i^?«n  Hr.  Hand  was  asked  to  be  a  party  to  a  bond  to 

SzuT,  C.B.,  ssid  he  ahonld  not  stop  the  case,  but  bold 
>"<  vai  a  want  ef  reasonable  and  probable  cause.  Th« 
w  na  pecub'ar  in  itself,  and  full  of  perplexities  and 
mcdties.  When  Uie  proper  time  came  he  would  give  his 
iitttkai  to  the  jory,  giving  either  side  the  opportunity  of 
^t  my  questions  of  law  that  might  bo  deemed  advis- 
M  on  ttie  subject 

*^8paw>w  was  called,  and  said  that  he  was  a  perfect 
f*^  to  the  plaintiff',  and  acted  occasionally  as  solicitor 
»  St  Bobert  Harvey,  and  was  sent  for  to  the  bank  to 
I*  uutractions  m  the  present  matter.  Sir  Robert  was  a 
."^J^^Bjitory  man,  and  was  nnder  the  impression  that 
Aw»  moTs  law  than  any  lawyer  in  Norwich.  Sir 
'>«o«THdenroua  that  the  plaintiff's  account  should  be 


closed,  and  felt  annoyed  at  so  much  delav,  and  dedred  that 
bankrnptoy  proceedings  should  at  once  be  instituted.  Mr. 
Sparrow  called  on  the  plaintiff  and  asked  him  to  settle  the 
matter,  but  |he  declined  to  have  anything  to  say_  to  him. 
Hr.  Sparrow  expressed  his  sorrow  at  the  plaintilTs  con- 
duct, and  said  that  as  his  instructions  from  Sir  Robert 
were  peremptory  he  was  obliged  to  serve  •  debtor  sum- 
mons  upon  him,  and  did  so.  When  the  day  for  hearing 
arrived    Mr.    Sparrow    and    Sir    Robert    attended,    and 

Joung  Mr.  Johnson,  the  plaintiff's  son,  who  is  articled  to 
[r.  Ebnd,  appeared  for  the  plaintiff.  Mr.  Sparrow  stated 
the  case  to  the  registoar,  and  a  discussion  arose  afterwards 
about  seonrify,  ana  Sir  Robert  Harvey  dealt  with  the  question 
himself.  The  plaintifPa  son  snggested  ttiat  instead  of  a 
bond  beinp:  taknn,  an  equitable  charge  should  be  given  on 
the  plaintiiTs  deed  to  secure  the  payment  of  am  amount 
whidi  might  be  reoovered  in  an  action,  but  Sir  Robert  de- 
clined to  entertain  the  proposal  or  any  proposition  unless 
the  debt  was  admitted.  The  registrur  decided  that  the 
term  "  seven  days  "  should  be  inserted,  i^fter  the  registrar 
had  intimated  the  form  of  the  order,  Mr.  Sparrow  ^w  it 
up  and  sent  a  sealed  oopjr  of  it  to  Mr.  Hand.  The  letter 
of  the  17th  of  April,  saying  "  we  find  that  the  registrar  on 
principle  will  not  accept  an  attorney,"  fto.,  was  written  in 
consequence  of  a  conversation  held  with  Mr.  Ballard,  the 
assistant-registrar  of  the  county  court  Mr.  Sparrow 
said  he  was  himself  aware  at  the  tune  that  it  was  contrary 
to  the  practice  of  the  Conrto  to  accept  an  attorney 
aa  security  upon  an  order  to  hold  to  bail.  Sir 
Bobert  said  that  unless  a  receiver  were  appointed 
the  plaintiff  would  part  with  his  property  and  he  should 
lose  his  debt,  and  Mr.  Ballard  was  in  consequence 
appointed  receiver.  The  defendants  had  the  proxies  of  all 
the  creditors.  Mr.  Sparrow  had  acted  simply  and  solely 
from  the  instructions  he  had  received  from  Sir  Robert  and 
had  no  motive  of  his  own  in  the  matter.  The  plaintiff  had 
expressed  to  him,  personally,  bis  regret  for  the  course  he 
had  taken,  and  said  he  had  been  badly  advised  in  tiie  matter, 
and  asked  him  to  intercede  with  Sir  Robert  on  his  behalf, 
and  Mr.  Sparrow  said  that  if  the  debt  were  admitted  Sir 
Robert  would,  no  doubt,  come  to  reasonable  terms,  and  the 
plaintiff  requested  that  Sir  Robert  might  be  oooununicated 
with  on  the  snljeet 

Upon  cross-examination  by  Ptrrj),  Sttyt.,  Mr.  Sparrow 
said  his  instmctims  were  to  get  an  acknowledgment  of  the 
debt  or  security  for  it,  and  with  that  otjeot  the  debtor 
summons  waa  taken  out  He  knew  thoroughly  well  the 
meaning  of  a  debtor  summons.  They  condnctod  their  busi- 
ness at  the  county  oonrt  through  Mr.  Ballard.  He  had  no 
reooUectioii  of  the  registrar  saying  that  he  would  send  the 
bond  np  to  Mr.  Hand  to  execute  it  He  was  unable  to  say 
whether  or  no  he  had  called  the  registrar's  attention  to 
a  case  of  Lcmamtai  v.  Early,  and  the  judgment  of  the 
Chief  Judge  before  anything  had  been  said  about  seven  days. 

Mr.  Emerson  was  called,  and  said  Sir  Robert  Harvey  sent 
for  him  on  the  SIst  of  April  and  asked  him  if  he  had  made 
the  plaintiff  a  bankrupt  *nd  when  informed  to  the  contrary 
exhibited  great  annoyance  at  the  delay,  and  said  they  were 
to  proMcd  immediately,  as,  nnless  proceedinp  were  taken 
the  plaintiff  would  remove  his  property  and  the  debt  would 
be  lost  Mr.  Emerson  said  he  was  a  perfect  strancer  to  the 
plaintiff  and  his  circumstances.  After  the  appeu  to  the 
Chief  Judge  had  been  dismissed  the  plaintiff  called  on  Mr. 
Emerson  and  aaksd  him  to  intercede  with  Sir  Robert  to  lend 
him  a  sufficient  sum  to  n»r  his  other  creditors  and  settle 
his  debt  with  the  bank.  Mr.  Emerson  said  he  had  to  be  at 
North  Walsham,  and  would  call  upon  him,  and  suggested 
that  tbe  plaintiff  had  better  write  to  Sir  Robert ;  but  the 
plaintiff  said  he  was  no  letter  writer,  and  would  be  obliged 
U  Mr.  Emerson  would  write  a  letter  for  him.  Mr.  Emeraon 
consequently  did  so,  and  called  upon  the  plaintiff  and  read 
him  the  letter,  and  said  to  him,  "Is  that  what  yon  mean!  " 
and  he  said  "Yes."  Mr.  Emerson  then  asked  him  to  sign 
it  hut  the  plaintiff  said  he  would  not  then,  but  would  cul 
at  the  defendant's  office  and  do  so.  Mr.  Emerson  denied 
that  he  said  "  If  yonll  sign  it  I'll  do  all  I  can  for  yon,  and 
if  you  don't,  I'll  do  all  I  can  against  you. " 

On  cross-examination,  Mr.  Emerson  said  be  took  proofs 
of  the  creditors  on  his  way  to  see  the  plaintiff  at  North 
Walsham.  He  never  had  a  doubt  in  his  mind  about  the 
act  of  bankruptcy,  or  that  the  proceedings  he  had  taken 
were  legal ;  he  never  feared  they  were  illegal  The  words 
in  the  letter  of  the  2Ist  "that  all  acts,  matters,  and  thinp 
in  connection  with  my  business  by  your  solicitors,  uod  ue 


Digitized  by 


Google 


158  THE  SOLICITORS'  JOURNAL  &  REPORTER.  Dec.  3i,  1870. 


ngLttm  of  the  county  court  and  hi*  aMutants,  hsve  been 
perfectly  legal,"  were  not  inttodoced  because  he  had  a  donbt 
in  his  mind  about  the  legality  of  the 


The 
letter  withoat 


plaintiff  did  not  aay  he  wonid  not  aign 
the  conBent  of  his  solicitor. 

At  the  close  of  the  defendant's  case,  StiddletloH  smnmed 
op  the  evidence,  and  pointed  to  the  fiact  that  Sir  Robert 
Harvey  had  been  the  mover  in  all  the  proceedings,  and 
that  the  defendants  were  simply  following  the  direction  of 
their  client.  There  was  an  nndonbted  aict  of  bankmptcy, 
and  it  had  been  treated  accordingly  by  the  jodge  of  the 
connty  court,  and  his  decision  had  the  support  of  the  opinion 
of  tihe  Chief  Jndge  in  Bankruptcy,  who  had  dismined  the 
appeal  to  him  with  costs,  and  it  was  not  because  Lord  Jus- 
tice James  differed  in  opinion  from  the  connty  court  jndge 
and  the  Chief  Judge  tiut  the  defendants  conld  be  aud  to 
have  malicionsly  and  without  reasonable  and  probable  eaose 
made  the  plaintiff  bankrupt. 

Parrp,  Serjc,  in  his  reply  upon  the  whole  case,  said  the 
defendants  were  anxious  to  carry  out  the  wishes  of  a  very 
arbitrary  client,  and  had  acted  with  great  harshness  to- 
wards the  plaintiff,  who  was  a  perfectly  solvent  man  and 
worth  some  thousands  of  pounds  beyond  all  the  debts  he 
owed.  The  defendants  ought  to  liave  known,  and  must 
have  known,  that  the  effect  of  the  registrar's  order  was  to 
operate  as  a  staying  of  the  proceedings,  bat  they  were  deter- 
mined, if  they  conld,  to  get  an  admission  ont  of  the  plaintiff 
that  tbe  debt  the  bank  obtained  was  due.  The  letter 
written  by  Mr.  Emerson  and  handed  to  the  plaintiff  to  sign, 
and  which  he  declined  to  do,  showed  clearly  that  the 
defendants  felt  and  knew  they  had  acted  illegally,  and 
wished  if  they  could  to  make  the  plaintiff  justify  them  by 
signing  an  admission  that  he  believed  them  to  have  acted 
iMally.  The  whole  of  the  plaintiff's  property  had  been 
seized,  and  for  five  months  the  officer  was  in  possession  of 
it,  and  it  was  ultimately  sold  for  £800,  at  least  £200  below 
its  value.  The  defendants  were  desirous  of  carrying  out 
the  wishes  of  Sir  Robert  Harvey,  admittedly  a  man  who 
was  determined  to  have  his  own  way,  and  the  defendants, 
unfortunately,  had  been  but  too  ready  to  carry  out  Sir  Robert's 
desires. 

KsLLT,  C.B.,  was  of  opinion  that  there  was  no  case 
against  Mr.  Emerson,  and  dismissed  him  from  the  record. 
&B  Lordship,  in  the  course  of  a  most  careful  and  elaborate 
summing  up,  said: — If  thejnry  believed  that  Mr.  Sparrow 
was  not  aware  that  upon  the  order  it  was  necessary  that 
an  appointmnnt  should  be  made,  and  thought  that  the  order 
did  in  no  way  operate  as  a  stay  of  proceedings,  then  he 
would  be  entitled  to  the  verdict.  If  they  found  that  the 
defendant  from  time  to  time  from  the  original  presenta- 
tion of  the  petition,  and  so  on  to  the  end,  did  acts  of  his 
own  mere  will  and  motive,  then  he  would  be  liable  in  this 
action.  With  regard  to  malice,  it  was  not  necessary  that 
there  shcnld  be  any  personal  ill-will  by  one  man  a^inst 
another  to  constitute  what  was  called  malice ;  in  law  it  was 
sufficient  if  the  party  complained  of  acted  towards  the  com- 
plainant upon  some  undue  and  improper  motive,  whatever 
that  motive  might  be ;  for  example,  if  the  defendant,  in 
institnting  and  afterwards  promoting  the  proceedings  in 
bankruptcy,  was  actuated  by  some  snch  motive,  as  in  order, 
for  iiistance,  to  please  a  rich,  profitable,  and  powerful  client, 
to  coerce  the  plaintiff  into  the  aclcaowled^ent  of  a 
debt  which  was  donbtful,  to  say  the  least  of  it;  which  he 
uniformly  and  persistently  denied  to  be  due,  that  would,  in 
point  of  law,  amount  to  and  constitute  malice.  The  ques- 
tion of  reasonable  and  probable  cause  was  one  of  law,  and 
arose  upon  the  evidence.  EUs  Lordship  left  it  to  the  jury 
to  say — (1)  Did  the  defendant  act  in  instituting  and  carry- 
ing on  the  proceedings  in  bankmptcy  apart  from  the  in- 
structions of  his  client  and  of  his  own  accord  ?  (2)  Was  the 
defendant  actuated  by  malice — that  is,  as  explained,  by  any 
undue  and  improper  motive  ;  or,  in  order  to  please  his 
dient,  to  coerce  the  plaintiff  into  the  acknowledgment  of  a 
donbtful  debt,  and  which  he  denied  to  be  true  ?  (3)  Did  he 
know  or  believe,  when  he  filed  the  petition  in  bankruptcy, 
tJiat  the  proceedings  to  obey  the  order  of  the  12th  of  Apnl 
and  any  further  proceedings  in  bankruptcy  were  stopped 
until  the  registrar  should  make  an  appointment  for  the 
examination  of  the  sureties  and  the  examination  of  the 
bond  f    The  three  questions  were  answered  affirmatively. 

Thejnry  found  for  the  plaintiff— £200  for  costs,  £1,000 
for  the  loss  of  his  stock,  &c.,  and  £360  for  his  loss  of  trade 
— in  aU,  £1,560. 


CODET  OF  BANKRUPTCY. 
(Before  the  CxiBr  Jiidob.) 
Dec.  \9.—SxparU  Bagft,  JB*  Chiber. 
SuobUiont  of  ertditon — Notie$. 

This  was  an  apMal  from  the  order  of  the  Judge  of  the 
Connty  Coort  of  Mottingham,  who  refused  to  order  the 
registration  of  the  special  resolutions  psjsed  at  the  fint 
meeting  of  crediton  to  liquidate  the  affiun  of  the  debtor 
by  arrangement,  npon  tUB  ground  that  notice  of  the 
meeting  had  not  been  sent  to  Messrs.  Brown  &  Whiting, 
creditors  for  £18  17s.  At  the' first  meeting,  fourty-foir 
creditors  attended,  whose  debts  amounted  to  £2,900,  and 
the  resolntions  were  carried  nnanimonaly.  The  learned 
county  court  judge  thought  himself  bound  by  the  caiMof 
£zparUSt)fers(UB.  3.  653)  ami  JSx  parte  Oioyiui{US. 
J.  610). 

Wiruloa,  for  the  appellant,  Mr.  Baggs,  the  trustee,  dii- 
tinguished  the  present  case  from  £x  parte  Rogert,  in  wUeh 
case  sixteen  creditors  were  omitted — a  number  whieh  might 
greatiy  influence  Uie  resolutions — and  also  from  Bsfortt 
Owynn,  in  which  case  four  creditors  were  omitted,  to  ^>4>om 
notices  of  the  meeting  were  afterwards  sent  by  the  soliottat; 
and  tiie  B^;istrar  refbiied  to  register  the  resolntions,  became 
the  notices  ought  to  have  been  sent  by  the  Court  Tbe 
practice  before  the  Registrar  of  liquidations  in  Londuiia 
cases  in  which  a  few  crediton  were  accidentally  aaittad 
was  to  direct  notice  of  the  application  to  register  to  bs 
given  to  the  crediton,  and  call  upon  them  to  show,  nnte 
section  82  and  role  300,  that  the  infonaali^  was  a  matttr 
of  moment,  or  that  some  substantial  injoatioe  had  been 
caused  by  the  omission,  which  cannot  be  remedied. 

The  respondent  did  not  appear. 

The  Chiev  Jusoi  said  that  it  wonld  be  desirable  if  the 
practice  in  the  office  of  the  Registrar  of  Liquidations  wen 
communicated  to  the  county  courts.  His  Lordship  om- 
sidered  that  none  of  the  inoonvmienoe  or  injurions  eStcta 
which  the  rules  were  intended  to  guard  agunst  woaU 
occur  in  the  present  case  if  registration  were  ordered.  The 
order  of  the  connty  court  judge  would  be  reversed,  and  th« 
resolntions  might  be  registered ;  all  coeta  of  the  ^ppdlaat 
ont  of  the  estate. 

Solicitora  for  the  appellant,  Sted,  PMelp$  ^  StigteUk. 


0£N££AL  CO&BXSFOirOEHCS. 

Thx  Tbamsfbr  or  LAin>. 

Sir, — A  recent  experience  of  the  Land  Begistry  Office  (s 
pet  scheme  of  one  of  our  late  Chancellors)  prompts  me  to  Iff 
the  following  fiiots  before  your  readen : — 

Not  to  take  up  more  of  your  space  than  I  am  obliged,  I 
will  premise  that  I  was  profeasionslly  concerned  for  a  amsU 
Somersetshire  farmer,  who  had  purchased  two  lots  of  land 
from  a  wealthy  landowner,  selling  *'  with  an  indefeaaible 
title."  One  of  these  lota  had  been  purchased  by  piivate 
contract,  the  other  at  public  auction.  The  total  purchase- 
money  was  £1,435,  and  as  it  was  intended  to  mortgage  one 
of  the  lots  I  prepared  separate  eonveyanoes  of  each. 

The  cost  of  the  two  conveyances  and  of  the  mortgage 
under  the  present  system  of  conveyancing,  inolodiog 
stamps  and  every  other  outgoing,  oonld  not  have  exceeded 
£20.  I  will  now  proceed  to  show  yon  the  expenses  of  com- 
Dieting  these  purchases  under  the  aospioes  of  the  Land 
Registry  Office. 

Fint,  as  to  the  lot  purchased  \j  private  contract  ^— Uy 
charges  for  preparing  conveyance  were  £7  78. ;  stamps, 
£3  8s.  6d. ;  registry  fees  and  stamps,  £3  48.  ;  my  agent'e 
charges,  £5  5s. ;  printer  and  sundries,  14s.  lOd ;  total, 
£19  13b.  4d.  Secondly,  as  to  the  property  parchased  at  the 
sale  by  acution :  —My  charges  for  the  couveyanoe  and  mort- 
gage were  £9  9b.;  stamps,  £5  Ss.  6d.;  registry  fees  and 
stamps,  £3  ISa.;  my  agent's  charges,  £6  lOs.  8d.;  printer 
and  sundries,  £1  15s.  2d.;  total,  £26  10s.  4d. 

The  total  cost,  therefore,  of  completing^  this  purchase 
through  the  Land  Registry  Office  waa  £46  Ss.  8d.,  while 
under  the  present  system  of  conveyancing  the  total  cost 
could  not  have  exceeded  £20.  I  should  state  that  the 
present  case  was  of  the  simplest  kind.  Porchasing  of  a 
proprietor  who  had  registered  an  indefefisible  title,  no  ab- 
stract had  to  be  perused;  had  this  been  necessary,  the  cost 
woiUd  probably  have  been  infinitely  greater. 
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8o  Miek  for  expenae.  And  now  I  will  piooeed  to  show 
the  adTintagei  vhieh  the  pablic  may  be  expected  to  derire 
to  &r  u  snieditioa  ii  oonoemed. 

Hie  deed*  were  wnt  to  Loadon  on  the  6th  of  Angnat, 
with  nwtractioiu  to  register  the  title  and  obtain  a  land  cer- 
tiSute.  Tbitwaf  not  deliTeredontil  the  ISth  of  December. 
It  thsrefoie  took  four  calendar  months  to  complete  a  por- 
chueof  the  umpleat  character  under  the  proTuiona  of  the 
Liod  Tnnt&r  Act,  which,  under  the  present  system, 
would  hare  ^been  completed  within  the  space  [of  foortoen 
dan. 

BmHDaa  28.  W.  B.  Bichaumon. 


APPOINTMEirTS. 

Ur.  Joax  BoBBRT  D^viaox,  Q.C.,  and  U.F.  for  the  city 
of  Dnriiaiii,  has  been  appointed  to  the  office  of  Jndge 
AdTOcate  General,  vacant  by  the  resignation  of  t^e  Right 
Hon.  Sir  Cohnan  O'Lo^en,  Bart.  Mr.  Davison  is  the 
Kcaid  ton  of  the  late  Kev.  Edward  Darison,  who  was 
lector  of  Harlington,  Middlesex,  and  vicar  of  St.  Nioholaa, 
Sutsai.  He  was  bom  in  1826,  and  was  educated  at  the 
Sithim  Grammar  School,  and  afterwards  at  Uie  Univemily 
of  Oariiaffl,  where  he  graduated  M.A.  in  1849.  In 
Koranbar  of  the  same  year  he  was  called  to  the  bar  at  the 
Kiddle  Temple,  and  joined  the  KorUiem  Circuit.  Mr. 
Thram  was  created  a  Queen's  Counsel  in  1866,  and  he  is  a 
Joatice  of  the  Peace  and  Chairman  of  Quarter  Sessions  for 
the  ooimty  of  Durham.  He  entered  Parliament  as  member 
fcr  the  city  of  Durham  at  the  last  general  election  in 
KoTtBibar,  18t8.  Mr.  Davison  married  in  I860  Jane  Anna, 
tldtit  danghter  of  Nicholas  Wood,  Kaq..  of  Hatton  Hall, 
Fnadeat  oif  the  Kortbem  Institute  of  Mining  Engineers, 
wa.  Bariaon  died  in  Novembw,  1869,  leaving  iasue  a  son 
and  two  daoghtets. 

JfeteiAinx  Gat  WiLKDrsoir,  soUdtor  (firm.  Drew  tc 
">™*b).  of  Bermondsey-street,  Sonthwark,  has  been  ap- 
pouted  tg  the  office  of  Law  Clerk  to  the  Barmondsey  Vestry, 
2<»^Jhe  reaignation  of  his  partner,  Mr.  G.  H.  Dr«w. 
iUr.  WilUisam  was  oertiflcated  as  a  solicitor  in  Easter  Term, 
'«>),  aad  ii  also  derk  to  the  Bermondsey  Vestry. 

Ifa.  AiiK  Bacxrodsi  Salmoit,  solicitor,  of  TTlverston, 
ni^h  ^"*  ^'^"^  api>ointed  Clerk  to  the  Magistrates  of 
Hie  Uhetaton  Petty  Senional  Division,  in  succession  te  Mr. 
B.  P.  Yatfcer,  his  deceased  partner.  Mr.  Salmon  was  ad- 
laittad  an  attorney  in  Easter  Term,  1862,  and  has  acted  as 
^S*^'  clerk  for  several  years,  during  the  long  illness 
w  Ur  latksr. 


IXELASD. 

THE  NEW  MARRIAGE  LAW. 

We  extract  the  following  from  a  paper  issued  by  the 
Vicar-Geaeral  of  Armagh,  J.  T.  Ball,  Q.C.,  LL.D.:— 

Li- 1***"  ***  *  "*"*"•«•  by  a  clergyman  of  the  dis- 
ftabhahed  Irish  Church,  one,  at  least,  of  the  parties  must 
be  a  Pntcatant  Epi«»palian. 

^  If  both  parties  be  Protestant  Episcopalians,  the  cere- 
■xmy  most  be  preceded  by  either  banns,  licence,  or  oertift- 
»te  of  the  BegUtrar;  if  only  one  is  a  Protestant  Episcopalian, 
by  certificate  rf  the  Ewpatrar.  • 

3.  Uamages  may  still  be  celebrated  in  the  same  churches 
m  chapels  u  bafwe. 

_  <•  Th^  may  be   solemnised  at  any  time  between  eight 
otlockfownoon  and  two  o'clock  in  the  day. 
^Licencea  are  to  be  issued  by  persona  appointed  by  the 

6.  The  narty  applymg  for  the  licence  must  have  resided 

-"5'  "■'■  "'*''•  district  of  the  iaauer  of  the  licence. 

'•  The  Act  coming  into  operation  on  the  1st,  and  notice 
wng  icquiicd  to  be  pven  to  a  duly  appointed  issuer  of 
uteacea  aaven  days  before  it  issues,  no  mairisi^  by  licence 
«MM«J«bratedtiU  the  9  th  of  January. 

Babopi  may  give  special  licences  for  marriage,  to  be  celo- 
"»ted  at  any  time  or  place. 


*-J.W.  Hm,  aasistant  clerk  of  the  Holbom  Union,  ha 
?»5P0Bited  derk  of  the  union,  in  succession  to  Mr.  B.  W 
J«aa.  .iW-.^  resigned. 


(SOCIETIES  AND  mSTITUTIOKS. 

On  thk  Trambfkk  or  LAjn>  Bill  or  Last  Session.* 

There  can  be  little  doubt  that  the  bill  "  to  faciliUte  the 
transfer  of  land,"  which  waa  brooght  in  last  session  by 
the  Lord  Chancellor  as  a  Government  measure,  and  with- 
drawn in  conaeqnence  of  the  time  occupied  by  other  mea- 
snies  of  greater  political  interest,  will  be  re-introduced  next 
session.  It  is,  therefore,  most  important  that  onr  branch  of 
the  profession  should  carefally  consider  the  proposal,  in 
order  to  support  it,  if  it  be  likely  to  be  benenciu  to  the 
public,  and  to  improve  it  if  in  any  pointa  it  appears  defective 
or  iqjorious. 

It  may,  I  think,  be  sa&ly  aaamned  that  the  great  majority 
of  attomqrs  and  aolicitors  (certainly  nine  out  of  ten  of  those 
who  take  an  interest  in  questions  of  law  reform,  and  who, 
therefore,  form  the  active  public  opinion  of  the  profeasion) 
are  not  hostile  to  any  measure,  either  of  registration  or  any 
other  alteration,  which  will  really  facilitate  the  proof  of 
title  to,  and  the  transfer  of,  land.  But  because  we  know 
the  inherent  difficolties  of  the  qnestion,  and  are  well  aware 
how  entirely  all  previous  schemes  have  failed,  there  is  one 
claose  in  the  bill  to  which  I  tUnk  we  on^t  to  offer  the  most 
strennona  opposition.  That  clause  is  the  dlith,  by  which  it 
is  proposed  to  make  registration  compulsory  on  every  sale  of 
the  fee  simple,  after  the  expiration  of  two  years  6om  the 
date  of  the  conuneneement  of  the  Act. 

The  inexpediency  of  sach  a  provision  will  clearly  appear 
from  a  short  review  of  the  various  measorea  which  nave 
from  time  to  time  been  proposed  to  facilitate  the  transfer  of 
land  by  means  of  some  plan  or  other  of  registration. 

The  modem  agitation  on  this  subject  began  with  the 
second  report  of  the  Beal  Property  Commissioners,  issued 
in  the  year  1880,  in  which  report  they  stated  thefr  convic- 
tion that  the  greatest  reform  ia  the  law  of  real  property 
wonld  be  the  establiahment  of  a  register  of  deed;  i.$.,  all 
deeds  by  which  any  interest  in  real  property  was  dealt  witlu 

In  consequence  of  this  recommendation,  from  the  year 
1830  to  the  year  1863  a  constant  agitation  for  registration  of 
deeds  waa  kept  up  ;  bills  were  brought  in  in  the  sessions  of 
1830,  1881,  1832,  1833,  and  18S4  (and  in  the  latter  year  no 
less  than  three  different  schemes  were  bronght  before  Par- 
liament). A  similar  project  waa  anin  brought  forward  in 
the  year  1846.  A  full  account  of  all  theaa  will  be  found  in  the 
6th  Appendix  to  the  report  of  the  Registration  and  Convey- 
ancing Commission  in  1860,  in  which  it  is  mentioned  aa  a 
circumstance  to  the  discredit  of  onr  branch  of  the  professioa 
that  all,  these  attempta  to  improve  the  law  ef  real  property 
by  the  adoption  of  the  only  time  and  speciSc  remedy  of 
registering  ieede  were  fmstrated  by  the  strenuous  and  con- 
stant opposition  of  the  attorneys  and  solicitors. 

This  opposition  was  believed  to  proceed  from  selfish 
motives  an  our  part,  because  outside  the  profession  it  was,  up 
to  the  year  1863,  taken  for  granted  Uiat  registration  of 
dteeU,  !.«.,  all  deeds,  was  the  panacea  for  the  admitted 
evils  of  re«l  property  law,  and  the  reason  that  we  did  not 
hold  that  opinion  was  supposed  to  be  because  we  had  a  very 
streng  pecuniary  interest  in  holding  the  converse.  In  the 
year  1863  another  bill  to  establish  a  register  of  deeds  was 
brought  into  the  House  of  Commons,  and  'referred  to  a 
select  committee,  who  rnported  substantially  that  the  agita- 
tors had  been  wrong,  and  the  profession  were  right,  and  that 
registration  of  deeds  would  not  produce  the  supposed 
advantagesof  diminishing  the  cost  and  delay  attending  the 
transfer  of  real  property. 

From  this  time  the  scheme  of  a  general  register  of  tUedt 
was  practically  abandoned.  In  the  year  1867  another  com- 
mission waa  appointed  to  consider  the  whole  question,  and 
that  commission  reported  decidedly  and  finally  againat 
registration  of  deeds,  and  in  favour  of  another  and  certainly 
a  better  scheme  of  registration  of  title.  Their  recommend^ 
tions,  with  some  important  variations,  were  attempted  to  be 
carried  into  effect  by  the  bills  prepared  by  Lord  Caims,  then 
Solicitor-General,  in  the  year  1869.  The  attempt  failed, 
but  was  again  renewed  by  Lord  Westbury  in  1862,  under 
whose  auspices  the  present  system  of  registration  of  title 
was  established. 

The  objects  which  the  Acts  of  1861  were  intended  to  ac- 
complish were  the  two  important  ones  of — 

*  A  paper  of  O.  J.  Johnson's,  read  at  the  meeting  of  the 
Hetrop<uitan  and  Provincial  Law  Association,  on  the  11th  of 
October  last,  at  Bristol,  by  Mr.  P.  Hickman. 
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(1.)  Stcurity  i)/<i<&,  for  which  poipaae  tiUa*  wen  to  b« 
«xamine(l  before  being  entered  on  the  register,  and  when 
«za>nined  and  certified  were  nude  abiolntely  indefeasible. 

(2.)  FaeilUy  of  trantftr  by  the  registered  owner  in  any 
of  the  short  and  easy  modes  mentioned  in  the  Act 

After  these  Acts  had  been  in  operation  for  some  time,  it 
became  apparent  that  for  some  reason  or  other  tlie  land- 
owners of  the  country  did  not  display  the  eagerness  to  take 
advantage  of  their  pioTisiona  v^iich  was  expected,  and  in 
the  year  1868  a  commission  was  appointed  to  examine  into 
the  matter.  The  report  of  the  commission  (1869)  stated  rery 
«learly  and  distinctly — 

1st  That  the  Acts  of  1862  hare  failed. 
2nd.  That  thii  failure  is  not  owing  (as  has  been  often 
insinnated)  to  the  hostility  of  the  attorneys  and  solicitors. 

The  commissioners  are  of  opinion  that  the  Acts  of  1862 
have  fiuled,  because  they  offraed  to  the  public  what  the 
pnblic  do  not  want.  They_  want  facility  of  transfer,  and  are 
'quite  content  to  take  their  chance  abont  security  of  title, 
and  if  they  cannot  hare  ease  of  transfer  except  on  the 
burdensome  conditions  of  indefessibility  of  title,  they  would 
rather  remain  as  they  are.  Therefore  the  oommiasionen 
proposed  a  system  of  registration  of  all  titles  without  re- 
gard to  their  quality,  and  the  continnance  of  the  present 
system  of  inrotigatiiig  and  declaring  titles  indefeasible  for 
those  who  prefer  it. 

In  the  recommendations  of  the  commission  only  three 
out  of  the  nine  members — riz.,  Lord  Bomilly,  the  Hon. 
Bobert  Lowe  and  Hr.  Young,  are  unanimous;  the  other 
«iz  dissented  more  or  less  from  the  details  of  the  report. 

This  then  was  the  state  of  al&uis  at  the  commencement 
of  the  last  session.  The  agitation  of  twenty-fire  years  for 
registration  of  ittd»  had  Iwen  found  so  utter  a  mistake  that 
lit  was  proposed  to  close  eren  the  existing  local  recistries  of 
deeds.  The  present  system  of  registration  of  titk  was  an- 
thoritatirely  pronounced  to  be  too  elaborate  and  expensire 
to  be  popular.  Whilst  recommending  its  continuance  for 
those  who  like  it,  the  commissionets  advised  opening  an- 
other branch  of  business  in  the  land  registry — riz.,  the 
Te«stl«tion  of  all  prima  faeU  titles. 

In  this  state  of  fiusts  it  is  scarcely  credible  tiiat  the 
Ooremment  should  bring  in  a  bill  to  establish  a  scheme 
which  is  neither  that  of  1862  nor  the  scheme  of  the  report 
of  1869,  but  somethinir  between  the  two  ;  and  then  in  the 
face  of  the  admitted  fsilnre  of  all  prerious  measures,  propose 
tolmake  this  new,  untried,  and  eren  nnrecommended  scheme 
compulsory. 

If  the  landowners  of  England  find  the  new  scheme  really 
does  facilitate  transfer,  ther  and  their  advisers  will  not  lie 
slow  to  adopt  it.  If  by  declining  to  avail  themselves  of  it 
they  show  that  it  is  not  what  the  landowners  want,  why 
«hnuld  they  be  compelled  to  adopt  it! 

These  extrinsic  objections  to  the  compulsory  character  of 
the  scheme  are  strongly  confirmed  by  the  intrinsic  objec- 
tions arising  from  the  imperfect  character  of  its  provisions. 
As  before  observed,  it  proposes  to  close  the  registry  existing 
under  the  Act  of  1862,  and  to  begin  a  new  system  under 
which  fee  simple  titles  may  be  registered  in  one  of  throe 
ways: — 

1.  Simple  registration.  So  that  when  the  owner  wanted 
to  sell,  rpgistration  would  avail  him  nothing,  except  to  en- 
able him  to  convey  in  the  prescribed  manner,  and  he  would 
have  to  prove  his  title  outside,  and  independently  of  the 
register,  as  at  present 

2.  Registration  with  a  judicial  title,  which  would  neces- 
sitate investigation,  bat  would  give  the  security  of  an  absolute 
title;  and 

3.  Registration  under  the  decree  of  the  Court,  subject  only 
to  certain  specified  defects.  A  sort  of  ttrtium  guid  between 
simple  registration  and  judicial  title. 

The  land  being  on  the  register  either  with  a  judicial  title, 
or  with  such  title  only  as  tne  owner  has,  the  fee-simple  of 
su::h  land  is  alone  to  be  dealt  with  on  the  register.  The 
registered  owner,  so  far  as  the  register  is  concerned,  is  a 
mere  machine  for  conrejring  the  fee-simple.  All  lesser 
interests  are  to  be  created  just  as  at  present,  but  will  not  in- 
terfere with  the  fee  simple  creating  power  of  the  registered 
proprietor,  excepting  that  notice  of  all  leases  for  more  than 
twenty-one  years,  and  of  all  pecuniary  chaises  may  be 
entered  on  the  register,  and  all  other  eqoitabla  interests  can 
be  protected  by  cautions. 

The  practiciu  question  for  ns  is,  to  what  extent  are  onr 
clients  likely  to  tako  advantage  of  the  measure  if  passed. 


The  question  mast  receire  a  different  answer  aoooiding  as  it 
concerns  the  two  kinds  of  registration, 

A*  to  rtgittration  leithjuaieial  titU.  This  is  practically  the 
system  of  the  Acts  of  1862  over  again,  and  as  that  system 
lias,  as  is  admitted,  fsiled  to  become  popular,  its  duplicate 
will  moat  likely  share  the  same  fate.      Like  many  other 
attempts  in  legislation  and  other  matters,  it  had  its  origin 
in  a  fuse  analogy.    The  supposed  analogy  was  between  hutd 
and  stock,  bat  when  the  systam  was  pat  into  operation  it 
was   foond   that  tiie   analogy  &iled  in  a  most  vitsl  and 
essential  point      In  the  case  of  stock  the  only  question 
ever  is  who  has  the  title.    The  question  to  what  panels 
has  he  titie  is  never  a  question  between  vendor  and  pur- 
chaser, because  no  parcel  of  stock  can  from  its  nature  en- 
croach on  any  other  stock.    In  real  property  transactiom 
there  are  always  two  questions  to  be  answered — who  has 
title,  and  to  wliat  ?  To  settle  the  latter  qnestion  judidaUy 
is  not  merely  to  decide  a  private  question  of  title  between 
vendor  and  purchaser,  bat  to  decide  qaestions  of  boandaries 
between  the  owner  and  all  his  neighbours.     This  is  con- 
fessedly the  source  of  the  cost  and  delay  in  all  proceedinzi 
nnder  the  Acts  of  1862,  that  notices  have  to  be  given  to  all 
adjoining  proprietors.     Not  only  so,  bat  whenever  any  one 
owner  applies  to  be  registered,  all  the  adjacent  owners  are 
put  on  tne  defensive^  and  must  either  tuce  part  in  the  in- 
vestigation, or  run  the  risk  of  some  dispated  bonndary  being 
indefeasibly  rested  in  somebody  else.      Unless,    therefore, 
judicial  titles  under  the  new  system  are  to  be  conferred  npon 
easier  terms  as  to  inrestigations  of  boundaries  than  in- 
defeasible titles  under  the  Acts  of  1862,  rery  little  use  mif^t 
be  expected  to  be  made  of  this  part  of  the  scheme  wen  it  not 
that  by  section  15  the  Court  of  Chancery  is  required  to 
force  registration  in  cases  of  sales  under  its  direction.    The 
Land  Transfer  Commissioners,  in  their  report  of  1869,  dis- 
tinctir  say  that  the  public  wonld  rather  dispense  with  the 
official  security  of  title  and  truit  to  the  ortUnary  safegaards 
of  conveyancing,  than  incur  the  cost  and  trouble  of  the 
necessary  inrestag^ons;  and,  therefore,  the  same  objectioss 
which  apply  to  compolsoiv  registration    apply   to  ihess 
elanses  also,  that  they  force  landowners  to  take  what  they  do 
not  want. 

The  other  part  of  the  scheme — the  re^tration  ntprim* 
ftmt  titles,  without  any  rigid  investigation  either  into  their 
past  history  or  to  the  boandaries  of  the  property  to  wluck 
they  relate — is  that  which  it  is  hoped  will  bring  it  into 
general  use.  It  is  a  distinct  and  intentional  bid  for  bnaiB«« 
on  the  part  of  the  Land  Begistty  Office.  Finding  that 
landowners  thought  their  former  terms  too  high,  audit 
being  impossible  to  accomplish .  the  two  objects  of— (1) 
security  of  title,  and  (2)  ease  of  transfer  on  easier  terms, 
they  now  offer  to  leave  security  of  titie  to  its  present  ssfe- 
gaardji,  and  invite  persons  to  come  on  the  reigister  to  ensure 
ease  of  transfer. 

As  I  have  observed,  if  registration  of  title  will  now  ensure 
ease  of  transfer,  and  eventually,  i,e.,  when  the  regista«d  title 
is  snffiiently  ancient,  will  then  ensure  security  of  titie,  by 
all  means  let  us  have  snch  a  system  of  registration.  This 
part  of  the  scheme  will  rut  for  the  next  twenty  or  thirty 
years  remedy  the  great  admitted  evil  of  the  present  system, 
the  re-investigation  of  the  same  titie  on  almost  every  fresh 
transaction.  It  will  not  relieve  a  purshaoer  or  mortgagee 
from  seeing  that  he  gets  exactly  the  acre*,  roods,  and 
perches  for  which  has  stipulated.  But  it  is  thought  that  it 
will  accomplish  those  two  important  objects — (1)  enable  tiie 
owner  of  an  estate  to  sell  it;  and  (2)  enable  the  purchaser  to 
be  certain  that  in  taking  titie  ttam.  the  registered  owner  he 
does  obtain  that  desideratum  in  conveyancing,  the  1^1 
estate ;  without  notice  of  any  adverse  equities. 

If  the  proposed  measure  can  accomplish  this,  although  it 
is  only  one  naif  of  what  was  hoped  for  in  the  Acts  of  1862,  it 
will  work  a  revolution  in  the  law  and  practice  of  convey- 
ancing. 

In  exact  praportion,  howerer,  to  the  importance  of  the 
measure,  and  the  complexity  of  the  qaestions  with  which 
it  deals,  is  the  care  which  ought  to  be  bestowed  in  its  pre- 
pamUon.  On  this  point  we  hare,  I  think,  very  much  to 
complain  of  in  the  bill  of  last  session.  It  is  a  bad  specimen 
of  the  vicions  modem  system  of  legislation,  which  consists 
in  passing  the  skeleton  of  a  measure  through  Parliament, 
and  leaving  the  sinews  and  flesh  to  be  "prescribed  "  by  rules 
and  orders.  This  practice  is  only  justifiable  when  the  sub- 
ject of  an  Act  concerns  the  procedure  of  a  court,  which  pro- 
cedure requires  to  be  modified  from  time  to  time  without 
recooise  to  the  Legisbtore.  It  is  always  unjustifiable  when  it 
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«)ncenu  iltaration  in  snlutaatiTa  law,  and  not  only  is  it  nnjas- 
tiiUiIe,  bat  it  i«  a  tacit  confession  of  incapacify  on  tiu  part  of 
theLcoaUtore.  In  the  maasoie  nnder  consideration  erery- 
thiuaboat  which  the  framer  of  the  bill  has  not  made  np  his 
iniiid  is  bft  to  be  "  prescribed  "  hereafter.  The  form  of  the 
land  certificate  of  transfer,  of  mortgage,  of  chane,  of  trans- 
miaioii,  the  important  points  of  TomI  registnes,  are  all, 
vith  an  eqnal  disregard  of  eonvenience  and  etymology,  left 
to  be  hereafter  "prescribed."  If  the  bill  were  properly 
«Btitled  it  ihoold  be  "  An  Act  to  create  an  Office  of  Ltmd 
Registry  sad  to  confer  on  sach  Office  powers  to  constmct  a 
qntm  to  fwilitate  the  transfer  of  land,  subject  to  such 
directions  (if  any)  as  are  herein  contained." 

Witkoat  descending  to  questions  of  rerbal  criticism,  let  us 
«M  heir  a  cardinal  point  in  conreyancing  is  dealt  with  by 
this  bill  We  are  folly  aware  of  tiie  great  and  just  impor- 
tance we  attach  to  the  acquisition  of  the  legal  estate  on  sale 
or  mortgage.  The  rery  object  and  purpose  of  creating  a 
registeied  owner  is  that  he  may  be  able  without  a  shadow  of 
drabt  to  confer  those  immunities  which  an  owner  of  aa 
imincambered  and  innocent  legal,  estate  can  now  do.  But 
wt  ihaU  look  in  Tain  in  the  present  Act  for  any  of  that 
oastofy  incorporation  in  the  new  mtem  of  all  that  was 
good  in  the  old  system  which  Kr.  Brodie  displayed  in  the 
"  Act  for  the  Abolition  of  Fines  and  Becoreries." 

If  the  Act  passes  in  its  present  shape  we  shall  hare  two 
•oito  of  legal  estatea:— 

1.  The  real  iMal  estate,  th*  eonreyancer'a  sheet  anchor, 
with  all  its  incidents  nnimpured,  sare  by 

1  The  new  statutory  power  of  disposition,  which  some- 
timn  Items  to  imply*  iaentity  with  the  legal  estate  and 
«oiietiinea  nob  see  sections  6,  7,  31  and  84. 

It  reqidres  &r  leas  experience  than  is  possessed  by  the 
yongett  solicitor  present  to  know  what  hopeless  uncer- 
tiiitj  and  contnaion,  cost  and  delay,  is  sure  to  be  created 
Vyniamodeof  facilitating  the  transfer  of  luid.  In  no 
•^thotfore,  of  bostili^  to  the  principle  of  the  scheme, 
1  *oiild  eontend  that  a  measure  which  is  to  work  such  a 
i^TdWoi  in  our  methods  of  conreyanoing  requires  at  least 
«  ogtli  cue  and  skill  in  its  preparation  as  the  Act  to  which 

'iannfand.  The  worst  possible  way  of  facilitating  the 
tcuAof  hmdis  to  hare  an  imperfect  system  established 
(ray  imn  or  ten  years,  and  then  abolished  in  favour  of 
aosM  other  sketch  of  a  system  to  be  completed  in  the  "  pre- 
>jnM"aumner;  and  then  abolished  in  its  torn.  Every 
altentieaof  this  kind,  so  far  from  simpliMng  the  law  of 
Kai  property,  greatly  complicates  it.  VerDal  criticism  on 
fP<au  cUnses  of  the  bill  would  be  tedious  and  out  of  place 
in  a  paper  of  this  kind,  but  it  is  the  duty  of  the  provincial 
wtooetiie  carefully  to  study  the  bill  with  a  view  to  its 
>K>pniTemsnt  in  every  point. 

inothar  important  qneation  deserves  our  serious  con- 
Gdsntion.  Seeing  that  the  only  benefit  of  mere  registratioa, 
<>.,  ragittiation  without  judicial  title,  will  be  to  make  a 
^idiaaer  or  mortgagee  sure  that  he  gets  the  legal  estate  or 
u>  ^totoiy  equivalent,  free  from  notice  of  concealed  in- 
^htanoes— could  not  this  be  effected  without  the  machinery 
«  *»«gieter?  So  long  as  it  was  a  question  of  comparison 
^f^fMu  the  present  system  of  constant  re-investigation  of 
titla,  and  uncertainty  whether  the  purchaser  ootud  make 
an  of  his  legal  estate,  and  the  absolute  security  of  title 
UHoartaJnty  of  getting  the  legal  estate  promised  in  the 
^of  1862,  we  had  nothing  to  urge  againtt  the  admitted 
°^|^  exupt  that  they  were  too  oostly,  and  that  it  was 
°^  to  go  without  the  goods  than  pay  the  pricp.  This 
wmg  now  conceded  by  the  Land  Transfer  Commissioners, 
jod  Ha  bensAta  of  the  new  system  of  simple  registration 
Mug  confined  to  the  certainty  of  getting  the  legal  estate  or 
^  •tatotory  equivalent  in  a  simple  manner,  eonld  not  our 
Pnwtice  be  easily  altered  so  as  to  accomplish  this  desirable 

If  a  pnrcbaaer  conld  always  be  sure  of  having  the  leg^ 
^^a.  It  would  be  his  own  fault  if  his  title  was  ever 
j^Mted  had  by  any  ooncealed  inaambranoea,  and  he  would 
wa  exactly  tiie  same  position  as  if  he  had  taken  the  title 
™».a  registeied  owner.  I  well  reoollect  at  one  of  the 
^wngs  of  this_  association,  the  late  Ilr.  James  Anderton, 
«!  Lundon,  making  the  suggestion  which  must  often  have 
•*nred  to  ns,  that  in  all  cases  a  memorandum  of  each 
"hawing  conveyance  should  bo  indorsed  on  the  pre- 
^™S^e ;  so  Qiat  the  chain  of  muniments  might  be  kept 
j^^'wm,  snd  any  missing  link  at  once  detected.  An 
^oiaBon  of  this  plan  has  been  recently  advocated  in  a 
»ni3)lo  puaphlet  by  Mr.  H.  W.  B.  Mackay,  I1L.B.,  of 


linooln's-inn,  and  his  proposition  is  that  the  legal  estate 
should  he  incapable  of  Ming  slanted,  except  by  a  formal 
instrument,  and  that  every  such  formal  instrument  should 
recite  the  preceding  instroment  oonvering  the  same  legal 
estate,  and  such  preoeding  instrument  shoud  always  have  a 
memorandnm  indorsed  upon  it  of  the  succeeding  instrument 
so  that  every  deed  should,  on  the  face  of  it,  be  connected 
with  its  predecessor  and  successor,  and  that  a  purchaser  or 
mortgagee  deriving  title  imder  any  sneh  instrument  should 
be  by  a  short  Act  of  Parliament  enabled  to  rely  upon  such 
a  chisin  of  evidence,  so  that  all  dealings  with  the  legal 
estate  not  so  disclosed  should  be  inoperative  as  against  him ; 
and  likewise  that  the  legal  estate  so  disclosed  should  protect 
the  purchaser  Sffainst  all  inoumbranoes  of  which  he  had  no 
notice,   to  the  like    extent     to   which    courts  ^of  equity 
now  extend  their  protection  under  similar  circumstances. 
It  is  by  modifioations  such  as  theee  of  the  existing  law  and 
practice  of  conveyancing  that  facility  of  transfer   in  the 
great  majority  of  transactions  can  be  obtained,  and  many 
such  improvements  can  be  madei    For   registration  wiu 
indefeasible  title  there  is  much  to  be  said.    A  clear  starting- 
point  is  gained,  no  re-investigation  is  necessary,  and  ror 
that  advanta^  it  may  be  worth  while  for  the  owner  of  an 
estate  to  subject  himself  to  the  practical  restrictions  which, 
for  the  purpose  of  facilitating  sales,  the  registration  scheme 
wUl  place  him  under.    But  however  theoretically  desirable 
this  kind  of  registration  may  appear,  Uie  experience  of  th« 
Acts  of  1862  snow  that  even  these  advantages  are  thought 
too  dear.    There  is  therefore,  I  think,   little  hope   that 
registration  without  indefeasible  title    will,  unless  made 
compulsory,   as  it   ought  not   to  be,    meet    with   much 
approvaL  Both  systems  proceed  too  entirely  on  the  assump- 
tion that  a  landowner  is  an  animal  who  is,  or  ought  to  be 
always  offering  land  for  sale,  and  that  the  great  use  and 
purpose  of  all  land  is  to  be  sold.    It  therefore  provides  an 
elaborate  machinery  for  the  relationship  of  vendor  and 
purchaser,  and  contemplates  all  other  transactions  in  load  as 
at  best  neoassary  evils,  to  be  ignored  as  much  as  possible, 
rates  le 


It  just  tolerates  leases  and  charges,  but  every  other' dealing 
in  land  is  to  be  reduced  to  the  character  of  a  personal  con- 
tract, in  order  that  land  may  be  more  easily  sold.  Kow 
the  fact  is  that  the  cases  in  which  land  is  bought  in  order 
to  be  re-sold  are  quite  exoeptional,  when  compared  with  the 
large  number  of  oases  in  which  other  intentions  prevail. 
Persona  buy  estates  generally  because  they  want  those  very 
estates,  or  because  they  want  land  as  a  permanent  provision 
for  their  families  or  to  settle,  devise,  or  charge  it.  It  is  this 
uncontrolled  power  of  disposition  which  has  produced  the 
complexity  of  modem  conveyancing,  and  it  seems  to  me 
aggravating  the  evil  to  leave  these  powers  unrestricted,  and 
simply  to  establish  a  eollateral  system  in  which  they  are 
ignored.  Nothing  hnt  increased  complexity  can  resultirom 
taa  working  side  Dy  aids  of  two  inconsistent  systems,  and, 
as  usual,  attorneys  and  solicitors  will  have  ;all  the  discredit 
of  the  fiiilnre.  The  tine  remedies  seem  to  me  to  restrict 
the  power  of  future  disposition,  to  diorten  the  period  of 
limitation,  so  fiir  as  the  recovery  of  iht  land  itself  is  con- 
cerned, and  to  give  legislative  sanction  to  the  numberless 
other  modes  in  which  conveyancers  could  improve  the 
details  of  real  property  law  and  practice. 


LAW  STUSEHIS'  JOmUIAL. 

HILARY  EDUCATIONAL  TERM,  1871. 
Peospbctcs  of  the  LwrnTEK?  to  be  delivered  during  the 
ensuing  Educational  Term,  by  the  several  Readers  ap- 
pointea  by  the  Inns  of  Conrt. 

CoKStrnmosAh  Law  and  Legal  Histokt. 

The  Reader  on  Constitutional  Law  and  Legal  History  pro- 
poses to  deliver,  during  the  ensuing  Educaboiutl  Term,  six 
public  lectures  on  "Ae  Histoiy  of  English  Law  and  of 
the  English  Constitution  from  the  Conquest  to  the  End  of 
the  Reign  of  Henry  III." 

With  liis  private  class  the  Reader  proposes  to  take  the 
following  subjects: — 1.  "Broom's  Constitutional  Law," 
from  Tht  Bankei't  eau  to  the  case  of  The  Sevtn  BitJiapi — 
inclusive.  2.  **  Hallam's  Constitutional  History  "  (1628 — 
1688). 

Equity. 

The  Reader  on  Equity  proposes  to  deliver,  during  the  en- 
sning  Educational  Term,   two  courses  of  pnblicjectnres 
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(there  being  six  lectures  in  each  course)  on  the  following 
subjects: — 

An  EUmetttarjf  Couru, 
On  the  rights  and  liabilities  of  nuurried  women  estab- 
lished by  coorts  of  equity,  and  the  modifications 
recently  effected  therein  by  .the  Legislature  . 

An  Advanced  Course. 

I. — On  the  jurisdiction  in  lunacy. 

II. — On  the  administratian  of  assets. 

In  the  Elementarjr  Private  Class  the  subjects  discussed 
will  be — The  Liabilities  of  Trustees,  aud  Bemedies  for 
Breaches  of  Trust ;  The  Jurisdiction  of  Equity  in  Belation 
to  Contracts  of  Suretysliip. 

In  the  Advanced  Private  Class  the  lectures  will  conipre- 
bend— Implied  and  Besultiog  Trusts,  and  Equitable  Con- 
version  and  Be-conversion. 

The  Law  of  Real  Peopbhty,  4c. 
The  Header  on  the  Law  of  Real  Property,  &c-,  proposes  te 
-deliver,  in  the  ensuing  Educational  Term,  twelve  public 
lectures  (there  being  six  lectures  in  each  coarse)  on  the  fol. 
loiring  subjects: — 

Elementary  Courte. 
I. — On  the  Acts  to  Further  Amend  the  Law  of  Real  Pro- 
perty (22  ft  23  Vict.  c.  35,  and  83  *  24  Yict.  c. 
88).  Continued  from  last  term's  lectures  on  this 
subject. 
II. — On  an  agreement  for  the  sale  of  land,  and  the  con- 
sequences thereof. 

Advanced  Courte, 

I. — On  entails, 

II.— On  fines  and  recoveries,  and  the  charges  effected  by 
the  Act  for  their  abolition. 

In  the  Elementary  Private  Classes  the  Reader  will 
continue  his  course  of  Real  Property  Law,  nsing  as 
-a  text-book  Williams'  "Principles  of  the  Law  of  Real 
Property ; "  and  in  his  Advanced  Private  Classes  he 
will  discuss  and  explain  the  form,  construction,  and  opera- 
tion of  the  documents  which  are  in  most  frequent  use  in 
conveyancing  practice,  nsing  as  a  text-book  Prideaux's 
"  Precedents  in  Conveyancing." 

JtTBISFBUDENOB,   CiTTL  and  IlTTEBNATIOKlL  Law. 

The  Reader  on  Jurisprudence,  Civil  and  International 
Law  proposes  'to  deliver,  during  the  ensuing  educational 
term,  six  public  lectures  on — 

I. — ^The  history  of  the  Roman  law  under  the  Empire. 

II. — The  consolidation  and  codification  of  the  Roman  law. 

III. — The  sources  of  intematieaal  law. 

IV. — ^The  rights  of  neutrals. 

In  his  Private  Classes,  the  Reader  will  discuss  the  Roman 
Law  relating  to  the  various  modes  of  dissolving  an  ObUga- 
tioD,.  Delicts,  and  Quosi-Delicts.  He  will  use  as  tMCt- 
books  Sandars'  "Institutes  of  Justinian,"  the  "Code 
Civil."  "  Chittyand  Addison  on  Contracts,"  and  "Addison 
on  Torts."  He  will  also  refer  to  the  "Corpus  Juris  Civilis," 
the  commentaries  of  the  German  and  French  jurists,  and 
the  leading  English  cases  in  illustration  of  the  principles 
-discussed. 

The  Reader  will  also'discuss,  in  the  Private  Classes,  points 
■of  International  Law  relating  to  "Neutrals,"  using 
AVheaton's  "Elements  of  International  Law  "  as  the  text- 
book, and  referring  to  the  works  of  the  principal  modem 
Jurists,  the  decisions  of  the  Admiralty  and  Prize  Courte  of 
England  and  America,  the  Debates  in  Parliament,  and 
State  Papers  relating  to  the  cases  under  diseussion. 

The  Reader  will  especially  discuss  the  Treaty  of  Paris, 
1856,  the  declaration  of  Paris,  and  the  various  international 
questions  which  may  arise  during  the  present  war. 

CouMON  Law. 
The  Reader  on  Common  Law  proposes  to  deliver,  during 
the  ensuing  Educational  Term,  two  courses  (of  six  public 
lectures  each)  on  the  subjecte  undermentioned: — 

Elementary  Course. 

I. — Kon-mercantile  contracte,  whether  special  or  simple, 
of  ordinary  occurrence. 

n. — Statutory  provisions  having  reference  to  such  con- 
tracts. 

m. — The  rules  of  evidence  relating  to  and  the  mode  of 
proving  them. 


A.dcanced  Caurae. 

L — ^Mercantile  law  generally,  whether  dependent  oa 
custom  and  usage  or  on  statute. 

XL — Mercantile  instmmente. 

III. — Proo&  adducible  in  mercantile  cases. 

With  his  IMvato  Classes  the  Reader  will  consider  in  detail 
the  various  subjects  above  specified,  principally  using  for 
reference  the  following  books  and  treatises  : — 

Elementary  Class. — "Commentaries  on  the  Laws  of 
Eni^d,"  hy  Broom  and  Hadley,  Vols.  iL  and  iiu;  "  Rosooe 
on  Bvidoioe  at  Nisi  Prins  "  (last  edition). 

Advanced  Class.— " Smith's  Leading  Coses,"  "Smith's 
Compendium  of  Mercantile  Law  "  (edition  fay  Bowdeiwell), 
and  the  books  above-mentioned. 

Laws  m  Fobcb  nr  Britibh  India. 
The  Reader  on  Hindu  and  Mahommedan  law,  and  th 
laws  in  force  in  British  India,  proposes  to  deliver,  in  the 
ensning  Educational  Term,  six  public  lectures  on  the  fol- 
lowing subjects,  viz.  : — 

Mahommedax  Law. 

I. — Introduction. 

II. — ^Ths  law  of  inheritance. 

m. — The  law  of  inheritence — continued. 

IV. — Contracts. 

v.— Gifts. 

VI. — Divorce. 

"With  his  Private  Classes  be  will  disoass  nunntely 
and  in  detail  the  subjects  embraced  in  the  public  lectorsa, 
illustrating  them  by  "  Grady's  Mahommedan  Law,"  and 
thecasestherein cited, and  " Hamilton's Hedaya,"  byGrady. 


Table  of  the  days  and  hours  for  the  delivery  of  the  public 
lectures  by  the  Readers  appointed  by  the  Inns  of  Court, 
aud  for  the  attendance  of  the  private  classes. 


I 


I  a 


I 


^    a- 


PI  I 


Bos 

•".3 


II 


«S4 
="■"2 

■oSs 


St? 

.S5S 
Zk"8 


fcU 


u 

las 

III 
11 


•"-S3 
lil 


gg'n 


si 

U 

st 

St 


m 

s  13 

i-i     S  B 

a  .1.5 
t  li 


go- 
bB 

|i 

CO  S 


I  51 

1  i^. 
►  Ji 

Sll| 

\i  4 
\i  £• 


KoTES. — The  Educational  Term  conunences  on  the  11th 
January,  and  ends  on  the  30th  March. 

The  first  public  lecture  of  this  course  will  be  delivered 
by  the  Reader  on  Constitutional  Law  and  Legal  Historj'. 
on  Wednesday,  the  11th  January,  at  2  p.m. 

The  first  meeting  of  each  private  class  will  take  place  on 
the  usual  morning  or  evening  of  meeting  after  uie  first 
public  lecture  on  the  same  subject. 

Students  who  have  been  unable  to  attend  a  lecture  or 
class  of  either  of  the  Readers,  and  desire  dispensation  as  a 
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qotlificttion  for  call  to  the  liar,  shonld  make  applieatioii, 
with  in  explanation  of  the  cause  of  such  abeenoe,  in  wri- 
titg,  to  the  Beader  daring  the  conise,  or  immediately  after 
the  ddirery  of  the  last  public  lectiue  of  the  oonne  ;  and 
Hu  Beader  8  report  thereon,  together  -with  the  application, 
irill  be  forwarded  to  the  Conncu  of  Legal  Edncation,  who 
tlose  have  the  power  of  cranting  dispensation. 

The  CouDcil  haTe  resolved  that  in  no  case  shall  students 
be  allowed  to  change  firom  the  elementary  to  the  advanced 
eounea  of  lectures  and  classes,  or  vice  vena,  while  qualifyins 
fw  oJl  to  the  bar,  or  for  the  examinations  on  the  subjects  of 
the  lectures  and  classes. 


SCHOOL  BOARD  BEGULATIONS. 
Conncil  Chamber,  Whitehall,  Dec.  21, 1870. 

By  th  Lordt  of  the  Committee  of  the  Privy  Cermeil  oh 
Sducation. 
Gcraau  BxorLATioxs  for  the  Fntsr  Election  of  SoBooi, 

BoAKDe  in  Parishes  not  situate  within  Municipal  Boroughs 

or  within  the  Uetropolis. 

1.  The  namber  of  members  of  the  school  board  of  a 
pariih  shall  be  from  Jhe  to  fifeeen,  ae  may  }>e  determined  in 
lack  era  if  the  Eivcation  Department, 

i.  He  returning  officer  shall  be  the  clerk  of  the  union 
ef  which  &e  pariah  forms  pari,  or  the  person  for  the  time 
being  diicharging  the  duties  of  such  derk. 

3.  The  fint  eleoi^ion  of  members  of  the  school  board  shall 
be  held  on  some  day,  to  be  fixed  by  the  returning  officer, 
tod  within  twenty-eight  clear  days  aiter  the  date  of  the  le- 
qmntfon  to  elect  et  school  board,  which  will  be  tent  to  the 
Titmn»}  officer. 

i  FomrleeH  clear  days  at  least  before  the  day  fixed  for 
thedectioa  the  reftuming  officer  shall  prepare,  sign,  and 
pnVjdk  such  notic«  of  the  election  as  is  hereinaner  pre- 
Kiibei 

i  The  notice  shall  specify  the  number  of  members  to  be 

e^Mtai,  the  day  fixed  for  the  election,  and  a  place  for  the 

neep&nof  the  nomination  papers  hereinafter  mentioned. 
'Ilieaotioe  shall  be  in  the  form  annexed  to  this  order,  or 

to  &  lib  effect 

&  After  pnblication  of  the  notice,  but  not  less  than  ten 
deer  diji  before  the  day  fixed  for  the  election,  any  two 
nteptjers  of  the  parish  may  nominate  as  a  candidate  any 
one  penog  of  full  age,  by  sending  to,  or  delivering  at,  the 
appointed  place,  a  nommation  paper,  subscribed  by  suoh 
tvopenone  as  aforesaid,  and  stating  the  Christian  name  and 
■■■name,  with  the  place  of  abode  and  the  description  of  each 
nibeeriber,  and  of  the  candidate  nominated ;  and  the  retain- 
iig  officer  shall  send,  forthwith,  notice  of  such  nomination 
to  each  candidate. 

^  7.  No  nomination  paper  shall  be  received  after  four 
oclod  in  the  afternoon  of  the  last  day  upon  whioh  such 
paper  Bay  be  received,  and  no  person  shall  be  a  candidate 
nnleH  he  has  been  nominated  within  the  time  and  in  the 
■■uner  aforesaid. 

The  rctoning  officer  shall  have  power  to  decide  whether 
tty  aoainatiou  is  valid,  and  his  decision  shall  b^  final. 

*• -Ev^  clear  days  before  the  day  fixed  for  the  election 
pwlic  notioeshall  he  given  of  ihe  names,  places  of  abode, 
>nd  deaeriptions  of  the  several  candidatJaa  nominated  as 
i&nHid. 

9.  After  delivery  of  a  nomination  paper,  but  not  less  than 
n  clear  days  before  the  day  fixed  for  the  election,  any  can- 
"date  Stty  be  withdrawn  by  delivering  at  lie  place  ap- 
pointed a  notice  of  auch  withdrawal,  addressed  to  the  re- 


j;  officer,  and  signed  by  the  candidate. 
.  hodi  notice  shall  not  be  delivered  later  than  fbur  o'clock 
o  the  afternoon. 

10.  If  no  more  persons  are  nominated  as  aforesaid  than 
™|»«re  membm  to  be  elected,  such  persons  shall  be 
^ti  to  be  elected  on  the  day  fixed  for  the  deotion,  and 
w  retnming  officer  shall,  on  the  said  day,  publish  a  list 
MUie  names,  with  the  places  of  abode  and  descriptions,  of 
^  pawns  so  elected,  and  such  pnblication  shall  be  oondn- 
"^jnidence  of  the  eleoiion. 

The  Tetoming  officer  shall  forthwith  transmit  a  copy  of 
»«*  iM*  to  the  Education  DepMtment 
*iiM^    ***"   ^°  *™*    hereinbefore  limited   fbr     the 
"jwrnwal  of  any  candidate,    more   persona   remain    as 
^™«*M  than  there  are  members    to   be    elected,  the 


"me  officer  shall  forthwith  publish  the  names,  places 
*"*■*•  and  descriptions  of  the  several  candidates,  and 


give  notice  that  a  poll  will  he  taken  on  the  day  fixed  for 
the  election,  between  the  hours  specified  in  such  notice. 

12.  The  retuming  officer  shall  determine  the  number  and 
situation  of  the  pomng  places,  and,  for  the  purposes  of  tiiis 
election,  may  cause  any  parish  to  be  divided  into  polling 
districts,  "nie  said  officer  shall  cause  the  boundaries  of 
such  districts,  and  the  number  and  situation  of  the  polling 
places,  to  be  published  not  less  than  three  clear  days  before 
the  day  fixed  for  the  election. 

TSo  public-house  shall  be  used  for  a  polling  place,  or  for 
the  purposes  of  an  election. 

13.  If  the  pariah  is  divided  into  polling  districts,  each 
voter  shall  give  his  vote  in  the  polling  district  in  which  the 
property  in  respect  of  which  he  is  entitled  to  vote  is 
situate,  and  if  ft  is  situate  in  more  than  one  polling  district, 
he  shall  vote  in  any  one  of  the  polling  districts  in  which  it 
is  situate. 

14.  The  returning  officer,  or  some  person  or  persons  ap- 
pointed by  him  for  this  purpose,  shall  preside  at  each  polling 
place. 

15.  The  poll  shall  commence  at  such  an  hour,  not  earlier 
than  eight  a.m.,  and  close  at  suoh  an  hour,  not  later  than 
eight  p.m.,  as  shall  be  fixed  by  the  retoming  officer,  but  the 
poll  shall  not  be  open  for  more  than  seven  hours. 

16.  The  returning  officer  shall  supply  at  the  several 
polling  places  a  sufficient  number  of  prmted  official  voting 
papers,  each  of  whioh  shall  contain  the  Christian  nam» 
and  surname  of  each  of  the  several  candidates.  Th» 
returning  officer  shall  also  provide  means  for  filling  up  the 
voting  papers,  as  hereinafter  described,  at  each  polling 
place,  and  the  voter  shidl  there  enter,  or  cause  to  be 
entered,  in  writing  opposite  the  name  of  each  candidate  for 
whom  he  votes  the  number  of  votes  he  gives  to  each 
candidate,  in  accordance  with  section  29  of  the  Elementary 
Education  Act,  1870,  which  provides  that  "every  voter 
shall  be  entitled  to  a  number  of  votes  equal  to  the  numbers 
of  the  members  of  the  School  Boud  to  be  elected,  and  may 
give  all  such  votes  to  one  candidate,  or  may  distribute  them 
among  the  candidates,  as  he  thinks  fit." 

Such  voting  paper  shall,  before  deliveiy  to  the  presiding 
officer,  be  signed  with  the  name  of  the  ratepayer  voting. 

17.  The  person  presiding  at  the  poll  shall  ascertain  tliat 
the  person  claiming  to  vote  is  entitled  so  to  do. 

18.  At  the  dose  of  the  poll  the  person  presiding  at  the 
poll  shall,  if  he  is  not  the  retoming  officer,  as  soon  as 
possible  transmit  the  voting  papers  to  the  returning  officer. 

19.  The  returning  officer  shall  forthwith  proceed  to 
examine  the  said  voting  papers,  and,  if  necessary,  shall 
continue  the  examination  by  adjournment  from  day  to  day 
(Sundays  excepted),  until  he  has  decided  upon  the  number 
of  votes  given  to  each  candidate,  and  such  returning 
officer  shall  determine  any  question,  ariaingon  such  examina- 
tion, including  the  validity  of  any  voting  paper  or  other- 
wise, and  his  decision  shall  be  final. 

20.  Every  eandidate,  or  some  person  or  persons  splinted 
by  him  under  his  hand,  may  be  present  at  the  exaviiaation 
of  the  voting  papers,  but  must  not  interfere  with  the_  re- 
turning officer  in  the  performance  of  his  Anty,  provided 
that  only  one  person,  appointed  aa  aforesaid,  shall  be  pre- 
sent at  the  same  time. 

21.  The  returning  officer  shall  ascertain  the  number  of 
votes  given  to  each  candidate,  aad  dlall,  as  soon  as  may  be, 
declare  the  candidates  who  have  received  the  most  votes  to 
be  duly  elected. 

In  case  of  an  equality  of  votes,  the  returning  officer 
shall  determine  by  lot  the  persons  to  be  elected. 

The  election  sbiall  be  deemed  to  have  taken  place  on 
the  day  fixed  for  the  election. 

22.  The  returning  officer  shall  publish  notice  of  the 
result  of  the  poll  and  of  the  names  of  the  persons  elected. 
He  shall  also  forthwith  transmit  a  copy  of  such  notice^  to 
the  Education  Department,  and  shaU  keep  the  voting 
papers  for  six  months. 

S3.  The  expenses  of  the  election  and  of  taking  the  poll 
shall  be  paid  by  the  School  Board  out  of  the  School  Fimd. 

24.  Notices  and  other  matters  required  by  tiiese  reguUir- 
tioDs  to  be  published,  shidl  be  published  in  uke  manner  as 
pablio  notices  are  usually  published  in  the  parishes  to  which 
titey  relate.  F.  B.  Sahofokd,  Secretary. 

Parish  of 'O™  °'  *<*""• 

Eleetion  of  a  School  Board, 
Notice  is  hereby  given, 
1.  That  the  first  election  of  a  school  board  for  this  parish 
will  take  place  on  the day  of ,  187—. 
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2.  That  the  namber  of  penoM  to  1)e  eUotad  as  memban 

of  the  achool  board  is . 

8.  Tliat  any   two  ntepaysit  may   nominata  any   one 

rson  of  full  age,  bat  no  mote,  as  a  candidate,  by  swndtng 
or  delivsring  at {offiet  or  pUtt  tt  h  tptei/leSi  a 

nomination  paper. 

The  noininatiun  paper  mnst  be  dated  and  rabacribed  by 
the  two  rHtcpayers,  and  most  contain  the  Christian  namea, 
snmames,  places  of  abode,  and  descriptions  of  the  snbacribers, 
and  of  the  candidate  nominated. 

No  nomination  paper  will  be  reoeiTed  after  fbnr  o'dook 
in  the  afternoon  of  the  -^—  day  of  — — . 

4.  That  public  notice  will  be  given  of  the  list  of  candi- 
dates on  or  before  the day  of . 

That  any  candidate  may  be  withdrawn  by  daliTerinK  at 
— —  {ofice  or  place  to  be  tpecifiti),  not  later  than  four  o'clock 
in  the  afternoon  of  the day  of ,  a  notice  of  with- 
drawal sioged  by  the  candidate  and  addiessed  to  the 
letnminK  officer. 

6.  Notice  of  the  boundaries  of  tite  polling  districts  and  of 
the  nnmber  and  sitaation  of  the  polling  places  will  be 
published  on  or  before  the dajr  of . 

Each  TOter  most  vote  in  the  polling  district  in  which  the 
propwty  in  respect  of  which  he  is  rated  is  situated,  and  if  it 
w  sitnate  in  more  than  one  polling  district,  in  any  one  of 
snch  polling  districts. 

6.  That  the  poll  will  be  open  from  —  a.m.  till  —  p.m. 

7.  Every  ratepayer  of  the  parish  is  entitled  to  rote  in  the 
election. 

8.  The  voting  shall  be  by  an  official  voting  paper,  which 
shall  be  in  the  following  form,  or  in  a  form  similar  : — 

OFFICIAL  vomro  PAPnu 


Christian  wm^,  snnuune, 

description,  and  place  of  abode 

of  each  caiididate. 

No.  of  votes  (if  any)  given  to 
opposite  his  name. 

A. 

B. 

C. 

fte. 

Name  of  voter 

Street,  lane,  or  place  in  which  \ 
property  for  which  the  voter  > 
appears  to  be  rated  is  situate  ) 
Voting  papers  will  be  supplied  at  the  polling  places. 
9.  That  in  this  parish  eash  voter  has  — —  votes,  all  of 
which  he  may  give  to  one  candidate,  or  he  may  distiibnto 
•11  or  some  of  them  among  the  candidates  as  he  thinks  fit. 

Dated  thU day  of .  187—. 

,  Betnming  Officer. 

[State  office  or  address.] 

OursBAL  Rbovlations  as  to  passing  BisOLvnoKs  "for 

application  for  School  Boabds  "  inTarishes  not  situate 

within  Municipal  Boroughs,  or  within  the  Metropolis. 

"Whereas,  by  tite  12th  section  of  the  Klemsntaiy  Edoea- 
tion  Act,  1870,  application  may  be  made  to  the  Education 
Department,  in  certain  cassi^  for  leave  to  form  a  School 
Board. 

And  whereas  such  application  mnst  be  made  by  a  resolu- 
tion passed  in  accordance  with  the  provisions  of  Uie  second 
part  of  the  second  schedule  to  the  said  Act. 

And  whereas  the  passing  of  such  resolution  must  be  in 
accordance  with  such  regulations  as  the  Education  Depart- 
ment may  by  order  preMribe. 

Now,  therefore,  the  Lords  of  the  Committee  of  Council 
on  Edneation,  by  virtne  and  in  exercise  of  the  powers  in  them 
Tasted  under  the  said  Act,  and  of  every  other  power  enabling 
tiiem  in  this  behalf  do  order,  and  it  is  hsreby  ordered  as 
follows: — 

The  following  regulations  as  to  passing  an^  snch  resolu- 
tion as  aforesaid  sliall  be  observed  in  any  parish  not  sitnate 
within  a  municipal  borough,  or  witlun  the  metropolis : — 

1.  Upon  requisition  in  writing,  signed  by  fifty  rate- 
payers, or  by  one-third  of  the  persona  who  are  ratepayers 


(within  tiie  meaning  of  the  said  Act)  of  any  Miiih,  tlu 
smnmoning  officer  shall,  within  fourteen  clear  oayi  after 
receiving  sndi  requisition,  convene  a  meetiag  ofthaittt- 
payns,  for  the  purpose  of  considering  snch  rasohitioii  u 
Mreinafter*mentaoned. 

The  sommoning  officer  shall  be  the  derk  of  the  Unieft «( 
which  any  parish  forms  part,  or  the  person  for  the  time  bong 
discharging  the  duties  of  such  clerk. 

2.  Seven  clear  days  at  least  before  the  day  of  the  meet- 
ing the  summoning  officer  shall  publish  a  notice,  ittting 
that  a  requisition  has  been  received  by  him  requriiKliim 
to  call  a  meeting  of  the  ratepayers  for  the  purpow  A 
passing  a  resolution  that  it  is  expedient  that  *  arhool 
iNNud  should  be  formed  for  the  said  pariah,  and  that  t 
meeting  of  the  ratepayers  will,  accordmgly,  be  held  at  eme 
convenient  time  and  place  (to  be  specined  in  snch  notice), 
for  the  pnrpose  of  considering  such  reaolntion. 

3.  Every  person  who,  at  t£e  time  of  the  meeting,  is  inch 
ratepayer  as  aforesaid  of  the  parish,  shall  be  entioed  t»  te 
present  end  to  vote  at  such  meeting,  and  every  snch  nte- 
payer  shall  have  one  vote  only. 

4.  At  the  time  and  place  su  specified,  some  person  cboen 
at  the  meeting  shall  take  the  chair,  and  any  ratepayer  mif 
propose  such  resolation  as  aforesaid,  to  be  seconded  by  noe 
other  ratepayer. 

6.  If  no  such  resolution  is  proposed  and  seconded  at  tlie 
time  and  place  aforesaid,  or  if  the  same  is  withdrawn  ot 
n^atived,  the  chairman  shall  dedare  the  resolntioii  to 
have  been  negatived,  and  shall  publish  notice  thereof  The 
resolation  may  at  any  time,  before  taking  of  the  poU>^ 
withdrawn  by  the  two  ratepayers  who  proposed  and  »•«'''»» 
the  same;  snd,  in  snch  case,  no  farther  proceedings  shill  be 
taken  in  respect  of  the  polL 

6.  If  the  resolation,  duly  proposed  and  seconded,  is  carrud, 

and  no  demand  for  a  poll  u  made,  the  chairman  shall  de- 
clare the  resolation  to  have  been  passed,  and  shall  pnbUih 
notice  thereof. 

7.  Any  ten  ratepayers  may  make  demand  in  writing,  to 
be  delivered  to  the  said  chairman  at  the  meeting  tiut  t 
poll  be  taken  on  snch  resolation,  and  the  same  shiU  «* 
taken,  unless  tiie  major  part  of  such  ratepayers  so  Kf/m 
the  writing  withdraw  the  same  by  notice  in  writing  to  me 
chairman  at  the  meeting  or  to  the  summoning  officer  tSft 
the  meeting,  who  shall  publish  notice  thereof.         „  „  „, 

8.  If  a  yoQ.  be  taken  the  summoning  officer  shall  fixtte 
day  of  talnng  the  poll,  which  shall  be  not  less  than  tai 
dear  days  after  the  day  fixed  for  sodi  meetiag  as  aforeMwt 
and  the  said  officer  diall  publiah  notice  thereof. 

9.  The  summoning  ofBcer  ahall  determine  the  nmaba 
and  situation  of  the  polling  phwes,  and  for  this  pn^f*" 
may  cause  any  parish  to  be  divided  into  polling  ^i*^^^ 
The  said  officer  shall  cause  the  botmdaries  of  saoh  ^^^'^ 
and  the  number  and  sitaation  of  the  polling  places  to  t< 
published  not  less  than  thrte  dear  days  before  the  day  it» 
for  the  polling.  . 

No  public-house  shall  be  used  as  a  polling  place,  or  m 
the  purposes  of  an  deotion. 

10.  If  the  parish  is  divided  into  polling  distriefa,  e*ta 
voter  shall  give  his  vote  in  the  polUnf;  diatriot  in  which  w 
property  in  respect  of  which  he  is  entitled  to  vote  is  "t"^ 
and  if  such  property  is  ritnato  in  more  tiian  one  distnoi 
in  any  one  of  the  districts  in  which  it  ia  ntoate. 

11.  Th»  summoning  officer  or  some  person  w  penov 
appointed  by  him  shaU  preside  at  eatoh  polling-place. 

12.  The  poll  shall  oommence  at  sa<m  an  hour  not  Isw 
than  dght  a.m.,  and  dose  at  sndi  an  honr  not  later  thw 
eight  p.m.,  as  shall  be  fixed  by  the  enmrnoning  officer,  bat 
the  poll  shall  not  be  open  for  more  than  seven  houia. 

13.  The  poll  shall  be  taken  by  eaeh  roter  iBling  a»  <« 
causing  to  oe  filled  np,  in  writing,  at  the  proper  p(^aK- 
plaoe,  an  offidal  voting  paper  containing  a  word  ex  woni 
indicating  assent  to  or  dissent  from  mch  xeaolutiaB ;  iw 
each  voting  paper  dull,  before  ddivety  to  the  pnsiaiog 
officer  Jbe  signeid  with  the  name  of  th«  ntepayer  voting. 

14.  The  summoning  officer  shall  snppljr  a  samdent  namber 
of  such  voting  papers  at  the  several  polbng-places,  and  tbta 
provide  means  for  snoh  papers  being  filled  ap  at  luehpoQiiig- 
places  as  aforeeaid. 

16.  The  person  predding  at  the  poll  diall  aaoertain  thit 
the  person  claiming  to  vote  is  entitled  ao  to  do. 

16.  At  the  doee  of  the  poll  the  poraon  presidii^  at  the 
poll  shdl,  if  he  is  not  the  summoning  officer,  as  soon  m 
posnble  transmit  the  voting  papera  to  the  sumnooisg 
officer. 
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17.  Th«  rammoDiiig  officer  shall,  u  soon  u  conyetaient, 
pwaed  to  ezunine  the  yntiiig  papers,  and,  if  neceaMrf, 
■biU  oontmne  the  examination  by  adjonmment  (Sundays 
excepted)  nntil  he  ha*  ascertained  the  decision  npon  the 
■Smation  or  rejection  of  the  reaolation ;  and  aaaix  tain- 
aoniii;  ofScar  shall  determine  any  question  arising  on  such 
exunination,  including  the  yalidity  of  any  yoting  paper,  or 
otherwiae,  and  his  decision  shall  he  final. 

18.  Any  two  persons  on  behalf  of  the  supporters,  and  any 
two  peiaoni  on  behalf  of  the  opponents,  of  the  resolution 
Diy  be  present  at  such  examination. 

ii  any  dispute  arises  aa  to  the  persons  who  should  be  pre- 
lent,  the  summoning  officer  shall  appoint  two  persons  from 
among  inch  supporters  and  two  porsons  from  among  saoh 
opponents^  and  his  decision  shall  be  final. 

19.  In  case  of  an  equality  of  votes  Uie  reeolntion  shall 
be  deemed  to  be  rejected. 

20.  The  result  or  the  poll  shall  be  published  by  the  sam* 
moimg  officer. 

21.  Notices  and  other  matters  directed  by  this  order  to  be 
published,  shall  be  published  in  like  manner  as  publio  notices 
are  luaally  published  in  the  parish  to  which  they  rdste. 

22.  The  summoning  officer  shall  be  entitled  to  a  reason- 
able Tsmnneration,  to  be  paid  by  the  oyetseers. 

23.  Woids  used  in  this  order  shall,  so  far  as  is  consistent 
with  the  context,  have  the  same  meaning  as  the  same  words 
Died  in  the  Elementary  Education  Act,  1870. 

Tlxai  Lordships  farther  resolved  that — 

Ko  requisition  for  the  formation  of  a  school  board  nnder 
the  Older  dated  21st  December,  1870,  containing  the  regola- 
tJeas  for  the  first  election  of  school  boards  in  parishes  not 
atuie  within  municipal  boroughs  or  within  the  metropolis, 
will  be  iaued  without  taking  into  consideration  fhe  popnla- 
tiim  and  area  of  such  parish,  and  the  expediency  of  nrming 
a  Khool  diitiict  larger  than  such  parish. 

F.  B.  Sakstoks,  Secretary. 


COUBT  FAPEBS. 

COURT  OF  OHANOEBT. 
SiTTDios  nc  HnjLBT  Tirk,  1871 
UOD  CHANCELIX>B. 
Uaeoln'i  Inn. 


Appeala. 


Tkanb; 

HItj  _.M 
lta*j....1« 
tt«llu....l7. 

Webadar  -1* 

tMMj  ....W..A9p.mtiu.fc*ppi. 


Ayp.intns.,p«tns., 
kappe. 

Appeala. 


....Ml 


Appeals. 


Ibinda; 
Ma; 

lUBda;  ..14 


TMb7  .. 

WBooMday 

JiMy  ....tr..App.mtiis.fctpp(. 

weda;  ....«..I>etltloiis  tn  apps. 

ruida; .. .  .11. .  App.  mtna.  Aappi. 

HASTIR  OF  THE  KOIXS. 
G3uiieei7-UuM. 

Oeoanl  paper. 

(  Mna.,  aht.  causes, 
t   a4J,    aonii.,    and 
lienenlpaper. 

J-^^aj  J  Genera,  p.per. 

ftwiJaj  ..l»-Mtaa.  ft  gen.  pa. 
"M..Oaaetal  paper. 
„  (fns.,  «8t.  cans., 
.iMa4).   tnoMi,   and 

g^^JQ««- paper. 

"■•' n..Qeneral  paper. 

SPetaa.  aht.  eua, 
a4].    tmiu.,     and 
Itaeral  paper. 
'.a)..aaienl   paper. 
•.n..lltns.  ft  gen.  pa. 


Satoidaj 

KoDda; 

Tneadajr, 

Wednaaday 

Thoradar 

Fridar... 


SFetna.  In  limaejr, 
bankrupt  apps., 
ft  appeal  petitions. 


....I8\ 
...All 
lay. 18  f 


Appeals 


ittariajr 


>Nari«r 


>*-»., 


I-OBDS  JOSnCES. 
Uncdn'a  Inn. 

Tl!^"-.li}  Appeals. 
■*»  •— M..App«alauticas. 


.SO.  .Appeal  motions. 

!  Ferns.  In  lonaejr, 
bk.  ivpaals,  and 
app.  ptas. 
Monday  ....lS..Appaals. 

(Apps.    fran    tbe 
OouityPalatlnaol 
Laaeaater  ft  appa. 
Wednesday  .SB  J  . 
Thnraday  ..JSj^Weals. 
Friday ST., Appeal  motlaia. 

SPetna.  In  lunacy, 
bkrpt.°  apps.,  and 
appeal  petas. 
Monday ....  30. .  Appeals. 
Tneaday.. .  .11 .  .Appeal  moUeos. 

T.  a  8u  JOHN  STUAKT. 
Uaeoln'slna. 

Wedas.,Jan.ll..Ktns.  and  eanaea. 

Thanday  ..ll..Gaaaea. 

Friday    .... II. .Ptna. and  eanaea. 

Saturday  ..M..Shtcansasftcana. 

Honday  ....16) 

Tneadw.  • .  .1 T  >  Caaae^ 

Wednesday  .IS) 

Thnraday  ..I9..>ctns.  fceanaes. 

Friday SO.. FeUtiona ft  eanaea. 

Satnioay    ..Sl..Sbt.causesftcaaa. 

Monday  ....sai 

Tneaday . . . .  S4  (  Oanaea. 

Wednesday  .SsJ 

Thnraday  ..S6,.Mtna.  ft  eanaea. 

Friday ST.. Petitloaa ft  eanaea. 

SatnrdaT   ..S8.,Sht.csnaesftcans. 
Monday  ....30..0anaaa. 
Tuesday. ..  .SI .  .Motlona. 

T.  a  Six  BICHAKD  MAUNS. 

Uneoln'a  Inn. 

Wadna.Jan.  ll..Mtna.  ft  gen.  pa. 

Thnraday  ..l>..Qenenl  paper. 

Friday U..PatnB.ftgen.pa, 


Satorday  ..14 


(Sht. 


•OJ. 


(sams.,ftfaa.pa. 


,,  (Sht.  cMnMU,  "a4. 
(anmB.,fcgen.  pa. 


Monday  ....!*) 

Tneaday  ....IT  VOeneral paper. 

Wednesday.  .I8J 

Thnraday  ..19..Htns.ftgen.  pa. 

Friday       ..SO..FBtaa.  ftgen.  pa. 

Saturday   ., 

Monday.... 

Toaaday . . . .  1 4  {  Oeneral  paper. 

Wedneaday  .SSj 

Thnraday  ..S6..Mtna.  ftgen. papr, 

Friday 2T..Petu.ft  gen.  pa. 

Saturday   ..28  f^*"-  """'•   ■*• 
'      •     l  snnia.  ft  gen.  pa. 

Monday  ....30..Oeneral  paper. 

Tneaday.. ..31. .Utna.ft  gen. pa. 

V.  C.  BACON. 
Lincoln's  Inn. 
Wedns.,Jan.  1 1 .  .Mtna.  ft  gen.  pa. 
?JSS;|^.::}J}Qenox,l  paper. 


fPtna.,  sht.  cans.,. 
Saturday   ..14{a4|.    sums.,    and' 

(general  paper. 
Monday  ....16.. In  Bankmptor. 
Tnesday....lT)-„     , 
Wedneaday.  ,18  j  ''o™™'  P«P«r- 
Thnraday  ..19.. Mtna. ft  gen.  pa. 
Friday    ....S0..Oeneralpaper. 

(Ptas.,  aht.  cans.. 
Satorday  ..Sl(a4).     annia.,    and' 

(general  paper. 
Monday  ....98. .In  Bankrapter. 
Toeaday  ....'J4) 
Wedneaday  .36  J  0«™"I  paper. 
Thursday  .  .26. .  Mtns.  ft  gen.  pa. 
Friday    ....ST. .General  paper. 

(Patna.,  sht.  cana., 
Satarday   ..IsJadJ.    annu.,    and' 

(general  paper. 
Monday  ...  .30. .  In  Bankruptcy. 
Tueaday  ....SL.Utna  ft  gen.  pa. 


At  the  Bolla,  nnoppoaed  petitiana  mnat  be  presented  and  copies  left  wltl» 
tne  secretary,  on  or  before  the  Thnraday  preceding  the  Saturday  on 
which  it  la  Intended  they  should  be  heard;  and  any  causea  In- 
tended to  be  heard  aa  short  eanaea  mnat  be  ao  marked  at  least  one 
clear  day  before  the  aame  can  be  put  in  the  paper  to  be  ao  heard. 
r  r!'^"  "J['  "^  *'""*  ""  I'™^  Justices  ahaU  be  aitting  with  the 
Lord  Chanoellor  or  the  Judicial  Committee  ol  the  Priry  cEnncll.are- 
excepted. 

In  Tice-Chancollor  Stnart'a  Court  no  canae,  motion  for  decree, 
or  (Urther  consideration,  ezcmt  by  order  of  the  Court,  may  be 
marked  to  atand  orer  iftt  be  within  twelTe  of  the  laat  cauaa  or  mattar 
In  the  printed  paper  of  the  day  for  heuing. 

^'Zt  **S!?*  '"'*"••*  to  be  heard  as  short  eanaea  before  either  of  th» 
Vloe-ChanceUora  must  be  ao  marked  at  leaat  one  clear  day  before  th* 
aame  can  be  pnt  In  the  paper  to  be  ao  heard. 


THE  COPYRIGHT  OF  THE  WAVERLET  NOVELS. 
The  Lord  President  of  the  Scotch  Court  of  Session  hM< 

Slvea  judgment  in  the  suit  instituted  by  Messrs.  A.  &  C. 
lock  to  establish  their  copyright  in  Sir.  W.  Scott's  novels, 
Uie  defendanU  being  Messrs.  Alexander  Murray  ft  Son,  of 
London. — The  Lord  President  said  this  action  had  been 
nuiedat  the  instance  of  the  Messrs.  Black  against  Messrs. 
Muna^ft  Son  for  a  breach  of  oopyright,and  the  infringement 
was  said  to  contained  in  a  book  published  by  the  defenders 
in  1869,  which  purported  tu  be  an  edition  of  the  "  Minstrelsy 
of  the  Scottish  Border,"  collected  by  Sir  Walter  Scott,  aad 
it  iras  stated  on  the  title-page  to  be  a  reprint  of  the- 
otiginal  edition.  The  peooliariW  of  the  case  was  that  the 
original  edition  of  the  "  Minstrelsy  of  the  Scottish  Border  " 
was  no  longer  protected  by  copyright ;  and  therefore,  if  the 
book  was  what  its  title  represented  it  to  be — a  mere  reprint 
of  the  ori^nal  edition — the  complaint  of  the  pursuers  could 
not  be  maintained.  But  they  sileged  that  this  was  a  false 
pretence  on  the  face  of  the  title-page,  and  that  while  all  the 
poems  and  ballads  eontained  in  the  orignal  edition  of  the 
"Minstrelsy  "  were  re-produced  in  this  volume,  there  was 
a  considerable  amount  of  other  matter  borrowed  from  works 
the  copyright  of  which  had  not  expired.  Kow,  questions 
of  great  nwehr  and  difficulty  might  arise  as  to  how  tax  a 
new  edition  of  a  work  was  a  proper  subject  for  copyright  at 
all,  but  that  must  always  depend  on  droomstancei.  A. 
new  edition  of  a  book  might  be  a  mere  reprint  of  the  ori- 
ginal edition,  which  did  not  entitle  the  author  to  a  new 
term  of  copyrisbt  running  from  the  same  edition.  On 
the  other  ban^  a  new  edition  of  a  book  might  be  so 
enlarged  and  improved  as  to  constitute  in  reality  a  new 
work ;  for  example,  a  scientific  work  twenty  or  thirty  yean- 
old  was  oomparitively  worthless,  owing  to  the  progress 
of  sdence  in  the  intwral ;  bnt  a  new  Mition,  partioiuarly 
if  it  was  the  production  of  the  orig^I  author,  would  be  as 
valnaUe  at  a  later  period  as  the  original  edition  of  the  book: 
was  at  the  time  it  was  published.  There  were  many  conisea 
which  lay  betwem  the  two  extremes,  and  the  diffionl^ 
would  be  to  lay  down  any  general  role  as  to  what  amount 
of  additions,  alterations,  or  new  matter  would  entitle  tha- 
seoond  or  new  edition  of  a  book  to  the  privilege  of  oopyiight^ 
or  whether  the  copyright  extended  to  the  Ixwk,  as  amended 
or  improved,  or  was  oonfined  to  the  additions  and  improve- 
ments themselves,  aa  distinguished  from  the  rest  of  the  book. 
In  the  first  complaint  the  pursuers  alleged  that  the  de- 
fenders had  illegally  copied  and  pirated  from  the  copyright 
edition  of  the  "Minstrelsy  of  the  Scottish  Border"  the 
advertisement,  or  parts  thereof  prepared  by  Mr.  John. 
CKhaon  Lookhart,  and  that  they  had  printed  the  same,  or 
parts  thereof^  as  a  preface  to  their  vdume ;  and.  taxtbrn 
that  they  haid  copied  frx>m  the  "  Minstrelsy "  the  notes, 
quotations,  illustrations,  and  references,  or  the  esssential 
parts  thereof.    The  ddenders  oould  have  no  exsuse,  if' 
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this  were  the  case ;  for  it  was  diitiiictly  stated  in  that 
•dreitiaament  that  this  oopyiight  edition  contained  matter 
which  was  not  to  be  fonnain  the  original  edition.  That 
there  might  be  a  oopyright  of  note*,  even  when  the  text  was 
not  copyright,  was  a  fixed  principle  in  law,  and  moat 
deaerTedlT  so ;  for  there  was  no  donbt  that  the 
addition  of  good  notes  to  a  standard  work  was 
a  task  worthy  of  the  highest  litenuy  talent  and 
reputation ;  and  it  most  be  remembered  that  Mr.  Ijookhark 
stood  in  a  position  o{  peculiar  advantage  as  the  editor  and 
annotator  of  Sir  "Walter  Scott's  works,  Being  his  son-in-law 
and  literary  executor,  and  having  opportunities  during  the 
lifetime  of  Sir  Walter  Scott  to  collect  materials  for  the  per- 
formance of  such  a  task.  His  Lordship,  after  quoting 
numerous  passages,  said  there  was  no  donbt  that  the  editor 
of  the  defenders'  book  of  1869  had  copied  these  notes  of  Mr. 
Lockhart  in  the  most  slavish  manner,  without  even  verify- 
ing or  attempting  to  make  them  more  accarate  than  Air. 
Lockhart.  It  was  quite  clear  to  his  mind  that  there  had 
been  an  appropriation  of  original  matter  and  quotations,  and 
therefore  he  held  that  this  part  of  the  pnrsoeis  case  had  been 
completely  made  out.  In  the  said  complaintit  was  alleged  that 
the  defendant  had  used  notes  from  "  Old  Mortality  with 
reference  to  the  skirmish  of  Drumdo^,  and  a  letter  written 
by  Claverhouse  to  the  Earl  of  Linlithgow,  and  also  a  de- 
scription of  the  battle  of  Drumclog  on  Loudon-hill.  fle 
was  of  opinion  that  ttie  notes  with  reference  to  the  battle 
of  Dmmclog  stood  in  the  same  position  as  the  notes  to  the 
"Minstrelsy,"  and  there  again  he  held  that  piracy  had  been 
oommitted.  In  regard  to  the  next  complaint-— that  the  defen- 
ders had  copied  from  volume  8  of  the  poetical  works,  contain- 
ing the  ' '  Lady  of  the  Lake  "  and  other  poems,  and  an  account 
of  the  "Massacre  of  Glencoe"— he  was  of  opinion  that 
there  had  been  tbo  same  kind  of  piracy  as  in  the  notes  to 
the  "  Minstrelsy."  The  Court  granted  costs  to  the  plaintiffs. 


PUBLIC  COMPANIES. 

OOTIBHVENT  TVtms. 
I<An  QvolAiiov,  Dec  30, 1870. 


S  per  Cent.  ConsoU,  91| 
Ditto  for  Aoconnt,  jm.  S,  Oil 
S  per  Cent.  Kedooed  0I| 
New  a  per  Cent.,  91 1 
Do.  3i  percent.,  Jan.  '94 
Do.  H  per  Cant.,  Jan.  '94 
Do.  *  per  Cent. ,  Jan.  'TS 
Annnitiei.  Jan.  'SO — 


Annnitles,  April, '»» 

Do.  (Red  Sea  T.)  Anj.  1 90S 

Bx  Bills,  £1000,  —  per  Ct.  10  p  m 

Di«ta,««)0,  Do  —  10  p  n 

Ditto, eiOO  A  £100,  —  lOp  m 

Bank  of  England  Stock.  4i  per 

Ct.  (Uwl  half-year)  9SS 
Ditto  for  Acooant, 


INDIAN  OOVBRNMBNT  SBCaBITIBS. 


India  Stk.,  IOipCt.Apr.'T4,309 

Ditto  for  Aocoant 

Ditto  ftperCent.,Jal7,'S0  lloi 

Ditto  for  Aocoant,— 

Ditto  4  percent.,  Oet.  '8t  I00{ 

Ditto,d{tio,Certiaosies,  — 

Ditto  Knfkced  Ppr.,  4  per  Cent.  90 


Slini.1 

Stock' 
Stock 
Stock 
Stock 
Stock 
Stock 
Stock 
Stock 
Stock 
Stock 
Stock 
Stock 
Stock 
Stock 
Stock 
Stock 
Stock 
Stock 
Stock 
Stock 
suxk 
Stock 
Stock 
Block 


BAILWAT  STOCK. 

Ballwayf. 

Bristol  and  Bxeter 

Caledoaian 

Olasgoir  and  Soath-Weetern 

Qreat  Eastern  Ordinary  Stook   

Do,,Ka«t  Anglian  Stook,  No.  9 

Great  Horttwrn   ..., 

Do.,  A  Stook*    

OreatSoothern  and  Western  of  Ireland 

Oreat  Western— Original 

LanoaaUre  and  Torlistkire  

London,  Brighton,  and  Sootb  Coast.. 

London.Cbatbam,  and  Dover 

London  and  North-Western 

London  and  South- Western    

llanobaster,Sl>elBsld,«nd  Linooln 

Metropolitan 

Midland  „ 

Do.,  Birmingham  and  Darby   ., 

North  British   

North  London , 

North  Staflordshii* 

Soath  Devon 

Sonth-Eastern 

Tafl'Talo , 


Paid. 

Oloiing  prices. 

100 

Mi 

100 

86 

1*0 

il4 

100 

*H 

100 

7 

100 

m 

100 

IMi 

100 

100 

100 

71 

100 

134 

100 

41 

100 

IS 

100 

129 

100 
100 

Si 

100 

«( 

100 

199i 

100 

9« 

100 

34i 

109 

118 

100 

61i 

lOO 

49 

100 

T4J 

100 

lU 

been  in  operation  in  an  even  increased  degree.  In  the  print  of 
the  home  railway  atsck  there  has,  within  the  last  dij  or  tie, 
been  a  slight  improvement  peroeptiU*.  Otherwin  tliere  his 
been  no  noticeable  feature. 


Txa  LnrsBPOOL  BANUtrprcr  Coust.— By  order  ei  fte 
Lord  Chanodlor,  the  old  Court  ef  Bankmptoy  at  Umpol 
will  be  closed  this  day  ^)eoember  31),  and  uia  tnuinHi  thm- 
of  transferred  to  the  Liverpool  County  Court  The  foUtvn; 
pensions  have  been  awarded  to  the  officers  of  the  aholithed  coait: 
— ^Mr.  Theodore  Thring,  ex-Commuaioncr,  £1,000,  ifUr  len 
years'  service;  Hr.  John  Tate  Lee,  ex-Begiatrar,  £1,000,  liter 
twenty-six  years'  service ;  Hr.  Charles  Turner,  ex-oOdil  u- 
signee,  £1,000,  after  twenty-six  years'  service;  Hr.  BlmUl, 
ex-msesengsr,  £390,  after  fifty  years'  service ;  Mr.  Huta,  n- 
messenger,  £190,  after  twenty-six  years'  service ;  Mr.  BiM, 
assistant  registrar,  £100,  after  seventeen  ysors'  aerrice.  Tbetm 
three  officers  were  daaltwithby  theL(»dChanedlor,aBdtbliA 
three  by  the  Lords  of  the  Treasniy. 


[nd.Bnf.Pr.,S  pO.,Jan."'9  100 
Ditto, Siper  Cent., May, '79  106 
Ditto  Debentares,  per  Cent., 

April, 'Oi- 
Do.Do  ,6  per  Cent.,  Aag, '78  10$ 
Do.  Bonds,  4  per  Ct.,  £1000  30  pm 
Ditto,  ditto,  ander  £iaoi>,*  20  p  w 


BIBTB8,  M&BBU6IS.  AUD  SUTBS. 

PIBTUS. 
Adoocx— OnDeo.  22,  at  Hobnbnsb  Hoase,  Watford,  dieift 

of  Frank  Adcook,  Esq.,  solicitor,  of  a  daughter,  imm. 
CoLLtBB— On  Dec.  27,  at  Sutton,  Surrey,  the  wife  d  Cfaib 

Frederick  Collier,  Esq.,  of  the  Middle  Temple,  bsniiltMt. 

law,  of  a  son. 
Mdrkat— On  Christmas  Dav,  at  20^biiigdon-villta,  Esiii:- 

ton,  the  wife  of  George  Murray,  Esq.,  at  LincofaiViiiii,  ba- 

listar-at-law,  of  a  daughter. 

MABRIAOES. 
AKKSTEoifo— iNiras— On  Dec.  22,  at  Holy  Trinity  Ctei, 

Faddington,  John  Armstrong,  barrisier-at-law,  of  Ljnxla'i- 

inn,  to  Maiy  8.  Long,  third  daughter  of  J.  Long  Ime>,liSi 

C«ihBnJ39th  Begt. 
HAKBoN-iPKiNO— On  Dec  2t  at  the  parish  church  of  Teii- 

niog,  Merionethahire,  Edward  Pardee  Cotton  Hanson,  of  Lo- 

ooln  s-inn,  to  Elizabeth  (Bessie)  Burnet,  second  dsogUa  c 

Jaoob  Cubitt  Pring,  Esq.,  of  Festiniog. 
WMT— CA]fPBBl.L— On   Dec.  22,  at   St.  George's,  Ounvte- 

hill,  by  the  Rev.  Richard  West,  Henry  Wyndham  Wait,  £«|. 

Q.C.,M.F.,  to  Violet  Katharine  Hamilton  Campbell,  tM 

daughter  of  the  late  Walter  Frederick  Campbell,  of  Idv. 
WtLLiAMSON—W ATKINS — On  Dec  22,  at  St.  Msik*!  Cl^ 

Surbiton,  by  the  Kev.  Charles  Bumey,  vicar,  Oeorge  Vo- 

liamson,  Esq.,  of  21,  Old-square,  Lincoln' s-inn,  to  Emi?. 

daughter  of  the  Rev.  Charles  Watkins,  vicar  of  'Sraxm, 

Northants. 

LOHSOH  eAZETTES. 
mndiiig-iv  «f  Joint  Stook  Oompaalai. 

FamiT,  Deo.  Sa,  1870. 
nnuann  »  Cbuicbxt. 
Skipton  and  WbarMale   Bailway  Oompaay.— Vloe-ChanceOor^i 
has,  by  an  order  dated  Nov  93,  appointed  George  Kendall,  of  Wp*- 
Tork,  to  be  oOlcial  liqnldater. 

LmnsD  IH  Chaiiobbt. 
London,  Belgtam,  Brazil,  aod  Biver  Plate  Boyal  Hall  StaaaSAiO"- 


MOWBT  MABKBT  AND  CiTT  InTILLTORNOII  . 

Christmas  week  is  always  a  time  in  which  little  business  is 
transacted  in  any  department,  and  this  year  the  same  ciroom- 
stanoes  which  have  for  many  weeks  past  tended  to  produce  an 
entire  stagnation  in  the  market  for  securities,  have  this  week 


before  April  17  to  send  their  names  aod  eddreswi,  and  tbepar<"^ 
of  thebr  debts  or  claims  to  the  official  Uqnidatois.  Haodar,  t^^ 
at  13,  is  appointed  for  hearing  and  adjndlcating  upon  the  MB  •" 
claims. 

TOISDAT,  Dec  27, 1870. 
UiLunrsD  w  CHuraaar. 

Tbwar  Sobway  Company.— Petition  for  winding  np.preieBtrfW'j 
UreetadtobebeardbeftMreTlce-CbaBeellarHalinsoaJsal).    *^ 
h  Ung,  Cannon-street,  soHeitors  for  the  petitlenen. 
LnnnD  »  CoaaonT. 

HIrwstn  Cool  and  Iron  Oompany  (Umited;.— The  lUsUr  •»  *JS 
hss.  by  an  order  dated  Deo  19,  ordered  that  the  sbon  «M«^ 
bewonndnp.  Vallanee  *  Vallanoe,  Bwex-st,  Saui.ig»  ■ 
Press  k  Inklp,  Bristol,  wUeltors  for  the  petiUoner.  ^ 

Impeils!  Wtae  Company  (Umlted)-The  Kastsr  of  the  Rdlf  li».yfl 
order  dated  Dee  17,  ordered  that  the  vdnntary  irlndi«V"? 
above  company  be  contlnned.  Conrteoay  k  Crooai^  Qaf""^ 
St,  solicitors  for  the  petitiomr. 

OovaiT  PALanas  or  Luniasna. 
FsmAT,  Dec  33,  1870. 
Thbd  St  Peter's  Thirty  Pounds  Money  Compsny.- 
haa  fixed  Jan  3  at  13,  at  the  Dlitrkst  BaglUrar'a  . 
chambeis,  Cross-st,  Manoh,  for  the  appotaitment  a 
dator. 

Onditon  under  Estataa  in  Ohtacsry. 

Latt  Day  of  Proof. 

Pamav,  Dec.  38, 1870.  J 

Bigg,  Maria,  Oeorge-st,  New-rd.  Jan  11.  FotherglU  f  R*"^ '* 
Stoart.    Sadgrore  k  Son,  Mark-lane. 
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"Khrtnrortr,  Wm,  Sonthpxt,  LucMter,  Slata  Merebant.    J«n  SO.    Asb- 

IMB  «  Blaekstoek,  K.B.    Edmrda  A  Co,  Elr-pl. 
CUIbey.Haiiiuh.  Eant-tcr,  RegtDt'i-pu'k.    Jm  U.  FoUHrgiU  •  Oh»i>- 

■an,  ILB.    Daaborongh  k  Son,  Finsbonr-pl  South. 
OaTiei,  Daalal,  CbeHenbam,  Oloocuter,  Bsq.    Jan  16.    Bntib  v  Dariea 
ILK.    Boocb,  anv'f-iaa'4i|.  t 

Edvarda,  7aii«,  PrnMaat-row,  Stoke  Newiogton.    Jan  II.    Oopsbi* 

Oppin,  T.C.  Stoait,    Angall,  OoililbaU-jrarii. 
VHm,  Jm  MoMa,  BnbtU,  Haadaga,  Saiaex.    Jan  U.    Oillbam  « 

lUer,  T.C.  Bmoii.    Titt,  OU  Jawn-cbamben. 
Haniaoii.  Ella,  Brixton.   Jan  Sfl.    Harriaon  r  Champton,  V.C.  Bacon. 

Wlhmm,  SDOthamptoo-bMsa,  Cbaneery-lan*. 
Haalio,  Bav  EUaa.  Faalton-aq,  Cbalaea.    Jan  U.     Hnalln  «  WUaon, 

r.C.  Xalina.    Vrigbt,  LbMoln'a-lnn-fielda. 
Jocdaa,  John,  FatterelU  Waat  Daan,  Olouceater,  Uner.  Jan  11.  Toang 

r  Wataia,  V.C.  Stoart.    Vlntle  fc  Mania,  Nevntaam. 
lay,  Joaaph,  8t  AnaWlU  Cornwall.  Mine  lingln(wr.    Janao.    Fenroie* 

May,  V.C.  Malbia.    Carl/on,  StAoalcU. 
Smart, 'Wm.  Flymontb,  Deroi,  Civil  EngbMtr.   Jan  19.    Walkar  • 
SoaitlLB.    Gibaon  *  Moon,  Flymontta. 
NazT  or  Km. 
Birlock,  Elixs,  ((Dnnerlr  EUaa  Ooapai),  Tottanham,  Mlddx.    Mar  I- 

Wicka  «  Mayaard,  Y.a  Stoart. 
WeOa,  JtbB,  HjwtlTHi,  Soawz,  Cent.    Jan  IS.    Tborpa  a  Walla,  M.B. 

TirKDAT,  D«o.  t7,  l«7«. 
Di  Wladt,  Bia  Sarah  Wlllaa^  Blnnadeo,  Wilti.    Fab  I.    DeWlndt  * 

Johnaon,  T.C.  Stnart    Tompaoa  k  Co,  Stono-Wdga,  Uncoln'annn. 
ftaarta,  Oao  Jaa,  Wanataad,  Eaaex,  Cent.    Fab  7.    Franda  •  Franota, 
r.cTilalina.    Bobaoo  *Tldr.SM!kTllle4t,PlceadlIlT. 
Hobaao,  Mary,  Voodhonaa  CUS,  Leeda.    Fab  1.    Hobaoo  •  Battlaon, 

ILR.     BarrkCo,lMda. 
Hooper.  By.  Kzater,  Pooltarar.    Jan  (I.    Hooper  •  Farqabaraon,  V.C. 

Stuart.    Hooper,  Exeter. 
Eirper,   Antoume  Jobanaea,  Cl^-rd,  Meiebant.    Fab   6.    MoUett  » 

tujpet,  V.O.  Bacon.    Sidney,  nnabory-clicaa. 
liBKtan,  Soplda,  Hoto,  Suaex.    Jan  16.    T.C.  Stnart.    I,ee  k  Co. 
Ifaad,  Jobn,  Clophlll,  Bedford,  Eaq.   Jan  IS.    Evana  «  Pbilllpa,  M.B. 

nald.  SottoDk-laoe,  Oumon.a(. 
hc«.Ja%  Craaceot-it,  Nottlns-hill,  Bricklayer.     Jan  SI.    Bbialay* 
Beno.  Tja  MaHaa.    Honley,  Suplo-imi. 
My.  Banwtaa,  Koidiatoa,  KorfoU,  Farmer.   Jan  31.   Jtme  •  Sealy, 
r^attut.    Biraham.Beepbam. 

CNditon  iiad6r  t»  tt  3t  YUt.  uf.  tS. 

Latt  Bay  of  Oatai. 

FaioAT,  Dee.  M,  1870. 

IfcfcaitiM,  Wm  By,  Nawton-«D-tha-hill,  Salop,  Orat.    See  SI.    Bioac- 

taallf  Bfenwabory. 

Cbrka.  Bar  Tboa,  Mlebelderer,  Soatbampton.    Feb  It.    Dtvea  *  Sou, 

kailt-tl,  Tbroitmoi  tan^at. 

KsaB,Ba*By,Fen1a>,8naMX.    Feb  I.    Edmnada,  Worthinc. 
OanasA,  mi«nan,  CoMbreoka  Lodge,  Pataey-taeatb,  Esq.    Feb  15, 

nitarftaacfce,StMicbaal'a-alley,Conibill.i 
Qroady,  m*.  BeadflaM,  or  Bary,  Lanoaater,  WooUan  Manolbatimr. 

Karoli  J.    Fotabaw  k  Bawklsa,  Lpool. 
Hinahntwi,  Her  Hy,  OuloiT'Creacant,  Sontb  Kanalsgton,  M.A.    Maroh 

I.    Coopar.  Gnildfigrd-it,  BuaeU.aQ. 
Btrsvod,  EUen,  Torquay,  Deron.    Feb  15.    Brittu  k  Sona,  Bristol, 
kka,  Mark.  Sbrainbary,  Salop,  Grocer.     Jan  9.     Soartb  k  l^rott. 


Madlsy,  Mary,  Carditf;  GUmersan,  Widow.    Feb  1.    MenOa,  Cardiff. 
Hkr.  Elian,  Lpool,  Widow.  l)ec  31.    Hull  k  Co,  LpooU 
Ollla.Asne.Katao.aq,  Widow.    Jan  81.    Farrer  k  Co,  LtnoolnVlnn- 


Ogla.IBa.  Leada,Splnitar.    Feb  I.    Dunning  k  Kay,  Leeda. 
naniB,  Sanb,  Faniley,  Leedi,  Widow.    Feb  10.    Barr  k  Co,  Leeda. 
IMKwin,Orean-bmca,  Stoke  Mewfaigton,  Gent    May  I.    Cowdell  k 


fc>b,Maij  »a«,Mc«path,  Norttanmberland,  Widow.    Janl.    Wood- 
man, Morpatb. 

I,  Laey,  leada.  Widow.    Feb  I.    Upton,  Leeda. 

i,  Jobn,  Bobwlth,  York,  Gent.    Jan   10.    FoweU  k  Whitebead, 

,  New  BoBdHt,  Linen  Draper.    F»b  7.    Oayton  k  Sona, 
ir.pl.  Strand. 
iJcba Ayatakcd, TMotbam, StaSbrd.    Feb  10.    Hand,  Statbrd. 
Wiilbaiai,  Oaibatlna,  Winebelaea,  Snamx,  Widow.    Feb  1.     Tonng, 


ToaaDaT,  Dee.  17, 1870. 

Baaka.  Saab  Anna  Sladen,  Brighton,  Soaaex,   Spbiater.    Feb  1.    Stil- 

■ril,  Dover, 
'r.  Edward,  Btiatol,BlaekBnith.    Mareb  U.    Ftunmer,  BiMol. 

Chaa  Bobmt,  WOton-pl,  Belgrare-aq,  Llen>..aen.     Jan  81. 

r  k  Co,  Lb<cobi'a.tam-deIds. 

■■b,  Jeaaph.  Weatoa-anper-Mara,  Somenet,  Gent    Febl.    Prideaux 

k  Ouk,  Bilalol. 
Itov,Baaaetb  Crawford,  FemkrldgeTiUaa,  Bayawater,  Gent.    Febl. 

<*  k  00,  Aldannanbnry. 


.    — •  Oao,  Colliagwood,  Vlotaria.  Feb  27.  Tamplin,  Fenehnreb-at. 
laa,aamnal,Aataioa.nnder  Lyne,  Laneaater,  Iron  Moulder.    Jan  80. 

OartaMa^  Aabton-nnder-Lyne. 
nai,  Bav  John.  Bandawortb,  York.    Feb  14.    Band,  Uttoxeter. 
wda,  Mary,  Cpper  Sbuckbartb.  Warwick.    March  23.    Barton  k 

wiQoiighby,  Darentry.; 
Babar^  Jaa.  QodnaacheaUr,  Bnntingdon,  Farmer.    Jan  16.    Himny- 

BarJoaepb  Onncan,  Creech  St  Michael,  Someraet    Jan  31. 
k  Sweet,  Tannton. 

,  Briattd,  Marine  Store  Dealer.    Feb  IS.    Wallla,  Brli- 

Wai,8talTbridce,  Cheater,  Nail  Manniactarer.    Feb  3,   Baekley, 
Use. 

J  Wm  Hy,PMaeaa.aq,  Bayawater,  Eaq.     Feb  14.    Gwynnk 
waaihacp^  Brtetd. 
Wmd,  By,  Keynaban,  Somerfet,  Farmer.    Jan  I*.    Fox,  Brhtol. 

rit,  Jatm,  Wcat  Ktrby,  Cheater,  Fanner.    Febl.    Cborton, 


Bankrnpta. 

FaiSAT,  Dee.  38,  1870. 

Under  the  BaoJEmptcy  Act,  1869. 

Creditora  moat  forward  their  pnob  of  debts  to  the  Regie  trar. 

To  Snrrander  In  London. 

Chapman,  Wm  DaTiea,  Starck.green,  Shepherd'!  Bnih,  Uoenscd  Vie- 

tnaUer.    Pet  Deo  I9.    BaaUtt.    Jan  10  at  t. 
Dsnglaa,  Alex,  Old  Forl-rd,  Bow.Llcenaed  Tlotnaller.     Pet  Dee  20. 
Baalltt.    Jan  18  at  12. 

To  Surrender  In  tha  Country. 
Bergmann,  R.,  k  Barman  L.  Loeter,  Manch,  Merchanta.     Pet  Dee  30. 

Kay.    Manch.  Jan  16  at  U. 
Carter  Edwd  Isaac,  Worceater,  Grocer.    Pet  Dee  19.   Criap.  Wotccater. 

Jan  8  at  11. 
Bnlme,Geo,I<lttleBadwortb,Cbeabire,  Farmer.    Pet  Dae  17.   Bronzh- 

ton.    Mantwich,  JanSat  II. 
Montgomery,  Tboa,  Cardiff,  Glamorgan,  Caal  Merchant.     Pet  Dec  19.. 

Langley.    CardUr,  Jan  3  at  It. 
Stoaeham,Jai.Cheltcnham,aionceater,  Brush  Maker.  Pet  Dec  30.  Gale.. 
Cbelteuam,  Jan  U  at  II. 

ToiaDiT ,  Dec.  27, 1870. 

Under  the  Bankruptcy  Act,  1869. 

Credltma  mnat  fiairard  their  proolk  of  debts  to  the  Kegtstrar. 

To  Surrender  In  London. 

Stott,Iaaao  Leach,  Jan,  MUton.at,Warebonaeaan.     FetDeoS.    Fepy*. 

Jan  10  at  I. 

To  Snrrendar  in  the  Country. 
Oala,  Emaanal ,  Exeter,  Tailor.    Pet  Dec  33.   Daw.  Bxatar,  Jan  7  at  1 1 . 
Barrey,  Wm,  Rldgeway,  Deron,  Baker.     PetDec3l.     Fearca.     East 

Stonabmaa,  Jan  11  at  II. 
Maurice,  Mortimer  Bache,  Bala,  Merioneth,  AncUonear.     Pat  Deo  34. 

Raid.     Wrexham,  Jan  13  at  II. 
Morrla,  Joaeph,  StaObrd,  Batcher.     Pet  Dee  31.     SpOabory.     Btaflbrd,. 

JaalSat  I*. 
Townaend.Thos,  Plymouth,  Deron,  Planofilitte  Dealer,     Pat  Deo  31. 

Pearee:    East  Stonehooae,  Jan  II  at  II. 
Upright,  Geo,  Wtaikleigb,  Deron,  Uooaed  Yiatnaller.     Pat  Deo  33t 

Benerafk.    Bamalaple,  Jan  9  at  13. 
Walkar,  Joba,  Btowe-hlll,  Northampton,  Beat  Builder.     Pet  Dee  21. 

Dennia,    Northampton,  Jan  10  at  II. 
Westcott,  Geo,  Saltaab,  Cornwall,  Ship  BaOder.     Pet  DeoSl.    Pearee. 
East  Stonetaousa,  Jan  II  at  11, 

BANKBUFTOIES  ANNULLED. 
FamaT,  Dee.  33,  1870. 
Halea,  Edwd,  Jnn,  Seetblng-lane,  Com  Broker.    Dee  33. 
Lewis,  Fredk,  Ctaabonrae.at,  Old  Ford,  Timber  Merchant.    Dee  16. 

TinaDAT,  Dec  IT,  1870. 
HItt,  By,  Plymouth,  Deron,  Baker.    Dec  31, 
Tbomaa,  Jaa  Tomba,  Prisoner  tor  Debt,  Petworth.    Dee  34. 
Wodebonsa,  Berbert,  Whieheater,  Banta,  Retired  Captain.    Dee  S3. 

Uqoidatioii  b]r  Imagouiit. 

riBST  MEETDiaS  OF  CBEDm>RS. 

FaisAT,  Dec.  33, 1870. 

Aoe,  Cbu  Davey,  Swanaea,  Glamorgan,  Muale  SeUw.   Jaa  IS  at  II,  at 

cfflces  of  CUfton,  Wind.«treet,  Swanaea. 
Adams,  Wm,  Bkm,  General  Diaper.   Jan  0  at  11.80,  at  olBea  of  FW- 

Iowa,  Cheny-at,  filnn. 
Adamaon,  Edwd,  |Jarrew,  Dnrbam,  Diaper.    Jan  6  at  3,  at  otkea  of 

Joel,  Maxket-at,  Neweaalla  npco-Tyna. 
Atklnaoo,  Henderaon,  Mbokwaarmeatb.  Sonderland,  Ircmaonger.    Jan 

6  at  8,  at  office  of  Bell,  Lambton-at,  Sunderland. 
Barenger,  Jaa,  Bampatead-rd,  Glaas  Merdiant.    Jaa  8  at  3,  at  the  Inna. 

of  Court  Hotel,  Htgb  Holbem.    Clarke,  St  Mary'a.aq,  Paddington. 
BayUa,  Wm,  Lpool,  Optklan.    Jan  6  at  3,  at  office  of  Dnk*  k  Qoflby, 

Commeroe-cnamben,  Lord-st,  Lpool. 
Bedftord,  Jeremiah,  HaUtkx,  Tork,  Bailder.    Jaa  6  at  8,  at  cOcaa  of 

Boocock,  Black  Swan,  OInnel,  SIlTer-st,  BalUhz. 
Berry,  Adam  Jobn,  BalgniTe-rd,  Upper  BoUoway,  Artlelad  Ctek.    See 

80  at  3,  at  oQcea  of  Haylaa,  Weatherheg  k  Co,  Xiiit.st,  Cbavalde. 

Layton.Jun.,  Bow-rd. 
Bishop,  John  Geo,  Colenum.et,  laUngton,  Tlotnaller.    Jan  II  at  3,  at 

the  Qnlldball  Ooflto  House,  OteabaaMt.    Boaltoo,  Ncrthamptoniq, 

Qarkanwell. 
Bnwa,  Jceeph,  Sutton,  Tork,  Fanner.    Jan  8  at  3,  at  oaeea  o(  Shirley 

k  AtUnaoOjSt Oeorge's-gate, Doncaster.    BnrdeMn  k Co, Sbeffleli 
BncUngbam,  Wm,  Nawpott-isarfcet,  LetcesterH^,  Butcher.    Dec  30  at 

8,  at  offlee  of  Maraball.  Ratton-garden, 
Bnrdett,  Saml,  Mary'^t,  LImebouaa,  Night  Light  Manufacturer.    Jan  0 

at  9,  at.elBeaa  of  Baylas,  Waatbertaog,  k  Co,  XtncHt,  Cheapekle. 
Bntlaad,  Geo  Talbot,  Swansea,  Olamergan,  Geat.    Jan8at:i3,  atolBce 

of  Smitli,  Somerset-pl,  Swansea. 
Oaik,  That,  SbaiBeld,  Draper.    Jan  8  at  11,  at  ofllcee  of  BUmey  k 

Son,  Nortb  Chnicb'^t,  Lpool. 
Clayton,  Joaeph,  Brearley-mlll.  Ballkx,  York,  Mannkcturer.    Jan  10  at 

11,  at  cOcea  of  Holroyde  k  Smith,  CbeapaMs,  HalUkx. 
Clement,  John,  k  Wm  Clement,  Bllperton,  Wilts,  Orocera.    Jan  3  at 

13,  at  ofBcea  of  Shrapoell,  Markat.hanse,  Trowbridge. 
Cork*,  SUaa,  Serenoaks,  Kant,  Auctioneer.    Jan  13  at  II,  at  oOcesot 

Holerott  k  Knocker,  SeTenoaks. 
Dalesk  Wm,  Bnnslet  Oarr,  Leeds,  Builder.     Jan  4  at  II,  at  cOcea  of 

North  k  Sona,  Leeda. 
Dawson,  Btanon,  Apaley,  HuddeiaSeld,  Tork,  Coal  Dealer.    Jan  9  at  1 1, 

at  ofllcee  ol  Heap,  Fenton  A  Owen,  Lookwood  Vyd,  Boddersflald. 
Dean,  Nionolsa,  Stockton-on.Teea,  Durham,  Builder.    Jan  3  at  11,  at 

office  of  Draper,  Fhikle-at,  Stockton-on-Tces. 
Fawke,  Tboa,  Blllend,  Weston  Beggard,  Herefbrd,  Farmer.    Jaa  4  at 

13,  at  oOka  ol  Symonds,  Bridge.at,  Berefbrd. 
Fleet,  Wm,  forlamonth.  Coal  Merchant.    Jan  9  at  II,  at  oOoe  of  Wal- 
ker, Unlon-ct,  Portaea. 
Galllmoie,  Geo  Wm,  Uoi'tpeller-at,  Brompten,  BnUder.    Jan  30  at  12, 

at  offlces  of  Newman,  CUiford's  Ion,  Fleet.at. 
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Oodwtii,  If OHS,  Fl««t  Fum,  SonthtmptoB,  Farmer.    Jul  (  >t  I  ■  st  offlee 

«(  Ohiuidlar,  Ohnrdi-at,  Butngitake. 
Ooodman,  Tbw.  Jao.  Addlaitoiie,  Sumj,  Plombar.   Jan  i  at  S,  at  offlca 

ot  BCarahalU  Hattoa.cinleQ. 
Bailajr,  Fradk,  Ladr  Somsnet-rd,  KantUb-town,  Builder.    Dec  ao  at  4, 

at  51,  ChaneeiT-liuis.    Pals.  HarrMona-rd. 
Haaeoek,  Wm,  l(ootKata.it,  Timber  Matcbant.    Jan  4  at  t,  at  oOee  of 

Empeon,  If oorgate^t. 
Bardinc,  Jai  Wm,  Hi(fa.at,  Strstloid,  Baker.    Jan  3  at  S,  at  the  Wya- 

totd  Ann.  Wjnford-rd,  8t  Janea'a-et,  Bam«bnrf-rd. 
Hawklna,  Jaa,  Loiubbonagh>fd,  BrUtoo,  no  oecnpatloii.    Jan  S  at  t, 

atefllee  of  Aldridxe,  lfark*lane. 
Bavktn*.  SudL  Wood  Farm,  Aaluidcs.  Boeki,  Farmer.    Jan  9  at  U,  at 

the  Crown  Inn,  Cbeibam.    Clarke,  BIgb  Wycombe. 
Hemlniprer,  Chat  Bdwin,  SaTlle  Town,  Tork,  Onicer.    Jan  4  at  S,  at 

oOoa  of  Ibbenon,  Dembarjr. 
Bepworth,  Wm,  Lejrtofutoiia,  Emez,  Flomber.   Jan  1  at  U,  at  oBcc  of 

Dobwa,  Chaneery-chambera,  QoaUtjrmt,  Chaneary-lane. 
BIgion,  Jobo  Fredk,  ft  Ky  Alcemoa  Wait,  Hanoh,  Uercbanti.    Jan  l< 
at  S,  at  tbe  Clarence  BoMl,  Sprlng-Kardeni,  Manch.    Sale  *  Oo, 
Ifaneheater. 
Bowe,  Harjr,  Carllale,  Ropemakar.    Jan  S  at  S,  at  a(Bee  of  Wiicbt, 

Bank-at,  Carlide. 
Jamea.  Rlchd  Moore,  St  Georoe't-rd,  Otmberwell,  Comm  Astmt.  Jan  IS 
at  S,  at  offlcM  of  wail  &  Walker,  Gretham-it.    Blaebfnd  &  Blcbat, 
at  Swan-allejr,  U>iorKtte.<t. 
Lewie.  Thoe,  FakeSeld,  Suffolk,  Ftahlng  Boat  Owner.    Jan  9  at  II,  at 

oOoe  of  Aivber,  London-rd,  Loweitoft. 
LoTCll,  Joeeph,  Leede,  Flaaterar.    Jan  6  at  II,  at  oOce  of  Botlar  k 

flmitb,  Bait*pamdei  Leedf. 
HarataaU,  Thoa,  Uedt,  Eetate  Asent.    Jan  17  at  ll,at  theOtKortbem 

Station  Hotel,  Leeda.   Botler  ft  Smltb,  Leedi. 
Martindale,  John,  Stockton.  Darham,Beerhotue  Keeper.    Jaa  •  at  II, 

at  office  of  Beat,  HIgh-at.  Stockton. 
IfcDennot,  Chte  Jobn,  Bath,  Somereet,  Plnmber.  Jan  4  at  It,  at  cfBcee 

of  Simmona  ft  Clark,  Maineia  il,  Bath. 
Heads,  John  Dring,  FUb-tt-hlll,  Financial  Aftent.    Dec  SI  at  IJ,  at 

oOees  of  Brett  k  Co,  Leadanhall-at.    Dodd,  Jan. 
Mttcbell,  Jaa  Bjr,  KintitonHipon-BnIl.    Jan  4  at  13,  at  oOoa  of  Eaton, 

FarliaiMot^t,  Kingaton-opon-Hnll. 
Uomao,  Wn,  Swaneea,  Olamorcan,  oat  of  bulnem.    Dec  SI  at  S,  at 

afloa  at  ICorrlt,  Eatland-et,  Swaaiea. 
MWaa,  Jobn  Elwd,  DaTooibire-tt,  Blthopegate^t  WIthoat,  Printer. 

Jaa9at  ll.atolBoeof  Bal|tb,Jan,Kins.et,Cbe«paide. 
Nixon,  Bj,  fb  Mwd  Sadler,  Swaneea,  ueoised  Victnallers.    Jan  6  at 

II,  at  office  of  CUflon,  Wlnd'^t,  Swaneea. 
Moitant,  Thoi,  Neweastla-aioa-1>iie,  Tobacco  Pipe  Hanatactorer.     Jan 

S  at  11,  at  office  of  SeweU,  Qrer-et,  Neweaatle-npon-lTne. 
Faiker,  Jaa  Win,  W]rnne.id,  Brixton.rd,  Seer  etary.    Jan  4  at  1,  at  tbe 
Qoildball  Coffee  Heaae,  Oreebam-et.    Deere  k  Boame,  King's  Armi- 
jd,  Uooigcte-et. 
Fgrter,  John,  BIrkenbead,  Chester,  Ucenaed  Vlctnaller.   Jan  4  at  2,  at 

oAoa  of  Moore,  Dancan-et,  BIrkenbead. 
Biddlok,  Jaa  Tboa,  Ifield-id,  West  Bivmptoa,  Baker.    Jan  S  at  $,  at 

olBce  of  Hanball,  Batton-garden. 
BIdlar.  Tin*  Barriain,  Lpeol,  Uarehant.   Jan  5  at  S,  at  the  Law  Aaao- 

dadon  Booma,  Coek^t,  Lpool.    Hon  &  Co,  Lpool, 
Kobertson,  Alex,  Oongleton,  Chester,  Dr^er.    Jan  7  at  II,  at  oOea  of 

Messrs.  Cooper,  Lswton-et,  Cooglaton. 
Bowbotbam,  John  Enowle^  Leeds,  Oil  Merchant    Jaa  S  at  9,  at  oOce 

of  Stanpaoo,  AlUoo-st,  Leeda. 
Sawyer,  Thoe,  Saffron  Walden,  Eatex,  Coal  Merchant.    Jaa  6  at  S,  at 

the  Caalle  Im,  St  Aadrew'e.et,  Cambridge.    OoUin. 
Sheningtan,  Blchd,  Lpod,  Tallow  Chandler.    Jan  6  at  S,  at  oSeea  of 

Dnke  k  Qofllay,  C!<>miiieroe.<lbamhers,  Lord-st,  LpooL 
Skinner,  Cbaa  Joseph,  Swansea,  Olamorgan,   Frorlaton  Merchant.    Jan 

4  at  10,  at  offices  of  Field  k  Bome,  Moont-st,  Swansea. 
Sykw,  Matthew.  Hoddersfleld,  Bootmaker.    Jan  4  at  1 1 ,  at  the  C  oonty 

Conn,  Bnddertfleld. 
Tomer,  Wm,  Fraat,  Sntaex,  Aactiooaer.    Jan  9  at  S,  at  tbe  Camden 

Botel,  Tonbildge  wdlt.   Arnold. 
WUdridiste,  Wm,Jnn.  Workington,  Cumberland,  Fainter.     Jaa  6  at  12, 

at  office  of  Whitelock,  Pow^et,  WoUngton. 
WlUett,  Joeeph,  Pendleton,  Lancaster,  Cooper.    Jan  9  at  S,  at  office  of 

Law,  Cannon-el,  Manch. 
'Wniiams,  John,  BiTerhead,  nr  Sereneakt,  Kant,  Grocer.    Jan  S  at  IS, 
at  officea  of  O^ie,  Old  Jawir.    May  k  Sykes,  Adelalde-pl,  London- 
bridge, 
iraiiama,  Joseph,  John  Williams,  k  Alexander  Williams,  LlaneUy,  Car- 
martben.  Ucanaed  Victoallers.    Jan  9  at  11,  at  oOoa  of  Field  k 
Bome,  Moont-at,  Swaneea. 
Winter,  Jea,  SheiBeld,  Yeoman.    Jan  1  at  II,  at  the  Qneen's  Hotel,  Bet- 

fnd.    Uee  k  Co,  Bet9>rd. 
Wood,  John,  Baddenfleld,  Tork,  Brewer.    Jan  6  at  S,  at  officee  of  Lea- 
royd  k  Learoyd,  Bnxton-rd,  Hodderalleld. 

TvaaniT,  Dec.  17, 1870. 
Armstrong,  Alfred  Adolphoa,  Upper  Baker-ai,  Portraan-eq,  Snrgeon- 
Dentisc.    Jan  II  at  l,at  offlee  of  Dubois,  Qreeham-bldgs,  Baaingliaii- 
at.    Haynard,  CliSoid'a4ia. 
Barker,  Elizt,  Norwich,  Sobeolmistreet.    Jaa  6  at  II,  at  offlces  of  Mil- 
ler ft  Son,  Bank-ebambere,  Norwich. 
Beaumont,  Bntterwortb,  BUaad,  Haliftx,  Oraoer.    Jan  II  at  11,  at  the 

While  Don  Hotel,  HaliCsx.    Holroyde  k  Smltb.  Balilax. 
Brook,  Sclpio,  k  Chas  Thompaon,  Idle,  Tork,  Staff  Haanractnrara.     Jan 

10  at  10,  at  ofllees  of  Bawaon,  Oeorga,  k  Wade,  Kirkgate,  Bradford. 
Browning,  Wm  Hy,  PlTiaontb,DeTon,  Bnilder.    Jen  II  at  IS,  at  oacea 

of  Boyas,  Fowler,  ft  Co,  Frankfbrt-et,  Flymontb. 
Qark,  Alexander  Bedford,  Cmwftnd-at,  Bootmaker.    Jaa  19  at  II,  at 

office  of  Dommett,  Outter-lane. 
ClIBe,    Geo,  k  Croeland  Bobertahev,  Blpperhnne,  nr  Balirax,  Stone 
MercbiRla.    Jan  1 1  at  3,  at  ofDoa  of  Thooaas,  Balilax.    WlUlamson  k 
Oo,  Gl  James-at,  Bedfcrd-rd. 
Craig,  John,  Hsrieylbrd-rd,  Vaoxhall,  QtU  Engineer.    Jen  »  at  1,  at 

the  HornaTaTem,  Kennlngtoo-pk. 
Cioghan,  Patrick,  Manch,  Cattle  Dealer.    Jan  IS  at  11,  at  offloe  of  Bar- 
ton, Orom-at,  Mancb . 
rergaiOD,  Geo,  Lpool,  Tea  Dealer.    Jan  >  at  10.S0,  at  effleee  of  Snow- 
ball k  Copeman,  Camberland-al,  Lpool. 


Finalgan,  Fetsr,  Bradford,  Tork,  Frolterer.    Jan  9  at  ),  ttoOetoI 

Batahmaon,  Piccadilly,  Bradlbrd. 
Harkneea.  Wm,  Lpool,  Looking  Qtass  UanolMtarer.  Jsa  ID  at  i,  it 

oncas  of  Heesra.  Qulnn,  Lord-it,  Lpool. 
Harrison,  Joseph,  Hsnch.    Jan  II  at  S,  at  eBoe  of  BUIa  ft  CMl«, 

Braaeanoee-st.  Mancb. 
Hartley,  John  Dem.  FaMth  Ulll,  Paanal,  Tock,  Cora  MiUar.  Jut 

at  II,  at  office  of  Fatenon.  Albert-st.  Hsmwgste. 
Hepton.  Albert,  Blrm,  Brewer.   Jen  S  at  II,  at  office  of  Fany.Bn. 

netfa  bill.  Blrm. 
loatone,  Bobt.  Sheriflhalee.  Stafford,  Uoenaed  TletaaUer.  Jsa  (it  I!, 

at  offlee  of  Bartlett.  BOston-et,  Wolrertumpton. 
Jamee.  DaTid,  Gowei^rd.  QIamorgan,  Kacksmltb.    Jen  16  st  11,  tttkt 

Castle  Betel.  Swansea. 
Jonee,  David  Bowen,  Llengadeek,  Carmarthen,  Chemist   Ju  II  it  II, 

at  the  Castle  Hotel,  Swanws. 
Lee,  John,  Zeadon,  Oatsaley.  Turk,  Woollea  Qoth  Masahctiinr.  lu 

9  at  S,  at  effloa  d  Carr,  Albien-et  Leeds. 
Lnggit,  Wm  Agar,  Filey,  Tork,  Qrooer.  Jan9atS,atelBaeo(BWiii<. 

eon,  Qoean^t,  Soarboroagb. 
Lyona.  Lewie  By,  and  Rachel  Lyona,  Cox'a-et,  LttUe  Brttaii,  UiMli 

Mannlbctnrers.  Jaa  II  at  1,  at  tbe  Chamber  of  Caaniaree,Chiifeii, 

Lewie  k  Lewla,  Ely-pl,  Holbera. 
Millna,  Pras,  Sbeffleld,  Ooofsctioner.    Jaa  9  at  II,  at  the  CaUtnT  Eil 

Chweh,«,  Sbeffleld.    TattenbaU.  SheffleM. 
Morgan,  Jonpb,  Newport,  Monmoath.  Oree«.   Jan  14  stl,itoSta 

of  0.  Batchelor,Commer«ial-st,  Newport 
Nelson.  Bobert,  Manch,  Watchmaker.    Jaa  II  at  ll,atoaoHo(Ta 

Barton,  Cross  it,  Maoeh. 
Newark,  Mary  DaTiee,  Wm  flaabory  Newark,  and  JcAs  Omm 

Newark,  Corentry,  Wood  Tameia.    Jan^lS  at  11,  atoOcaatna 

Browett,  Bayley-lane,  Corentrr. 
Fuwell,  Frank,  Bomaey,  Hents,  OphoMerer.    Jaa8atl,ttoataio(I« 

k  Best,  Poftlaad-ter,  Soalbampton. 
Rldgway,  Wm  Hy,  Hanley,  Staflbrd,  Patent  Floor  Manaiutanr.  Jul 

at  t,  at  the  Saracen's  Head  Hotel,  Bacley.    Holt,  John.st  Grsr'^M, 

for  Teanaot,  Hanley. 
Seal,  JohnHy,  Oldham,  Lancaster,  oat  of  basinets.   Jaa  lliti,il 

offlcee  of  J.  Sampaon,  South  King-at,  Mancb. 
Seal,  Zepbanlah  Martin,  Lee,  Kent,  Com  Merchant    Jaa  It  >tl,l 

omcee  of  P.  0.  U.  Tttham,  Ot  Kalghtridsr.et,  Doeaits'<oaiwi 
BImpaon,  Qeo,  Epaom,  Somy,  Tndner  of  Horace.    Jaa  ISatl,tt«l<* 

of  T.  B.  Appa,  Soath.aq,  Qray'a-ina. 
Smallwood,  Jobn,  Pickering,  Toik.  Beeihoaaa  Keeper.  Jtnlillli< 

offlcee  of  A.  H.  Jeoke»n,Maltoa. 
Sumner,  Jee  Wm,  Eeet  Monleey,  SnnejL  Stone  Maaon.   Jsa  4itlii! 

offlcee  of  Bteklln  ft  Waahfaigton,  Trinity-eq,  Soutbwailt 
Yaaa,  Tbot,  Upper  Baltley. ar  Birm,Bedttead  MaaolMtn*.  taUU 

S,  at  offices  of  B.  M.  Wood,  Walerloo-et,  Blrm. 
Wallich,  Qeo  Chaa,  Ean'a-tar,  Kensington,  FhotOKraphar.  Jia  U  U  > 

at  officea  of  Dnixiia,  Hresham-bulldhiga. 
Watson,  Fredk  John,  Manch,  SllTaramith.    Jan  II  at  %,ttae»* 

Omady  fc  Coulsoa,  Booth-st,  Manch. 
Wehelsr,  Joeepli,  Moneyaah,  Dertiy,   Farmer.    Jan  IS  at  10,  tf  ■* 

Qoeen't  Head  Inn,  Matlock.    Neale. 
Wella,  By,  Framlingham,  Snflbik,  Grooer.    Jaa  9atII,attttWilr 

loo  Hotel,  Ipswiob.    Brooke.  ,  , 

Wella,  Robert,  Fowle  Hall,  Taldlng.  Kent,  Fhtmar.    Jaa  IT  ni,' 

offlcee  of  0.  Stenning,  Blcn-at,  Tonbridge.  _^ 

Wenbom,  John  Geo,  Moeedale-rd,  Oboreh-st,  Cembenrell,oatc(lw- 

neta.    Jan  16  at  1,  at  offkea  of  Heeera.  Baatard,  Brabani-d,  nil)* 

lane. 
Wbitaman,  Geo,  Chart  Satton,  Kent,  Farm  Bailiff.    Jan  9  ttl>i<' 

the  Star  Botel,  Hlgb-ct,  Maldatone.    Goodwin,  Maldstons. 
Winser.  By  Jas,  Orsftou-et,  Soho,  Oaitltter.    Jan  (  atlliatwa* 

D.  Bowell,  Cbeapalde.  ., 

Wragg,  Wm  AUi«d,  StookwaU-pk-id,  Artiat.  Jan  IS  >t  S,  at  tOwi"- 

Burton,  Seijeenta'-lnn. 

GRESHAM     LIFE    ASSURANCE    SOdETI, 
97,  OLD  JEWRY,  LONDON,  E.O. 

SOLICITORS  an  biTited  to  taitrodnee,  on  bahaU  of  their  dleali''^ 
poaals  for  Loana  on  Freehold  or  Leaaebold  Property,  Beranioai,  u* 
latereeta,  or  other  adequate  eeenrities. 

Proposals  may  be  Blade  in  the  first  inataaoe  according  to  thsUoriU 


Date.. 


FnorosAL  pon  Loak  ok  MoaTOAoxs. 


Introdooed  by  (state  noaw  and  tMrut  of  soiMlar) 

Amount  required  £ 

Time  and  mode  of  repayment  (l.e.,  wAeUer  f«r  a  Israi  o«4els, » If 

tept,  stale  Me  Mi  autuai  inoomt), 

Sutewhat  Ulb  Policy  (if  any)  Is  propoeed  to  be  eOactid « ^  * 
Greaham  Office  in  coimection  wiUi  the  eecurity. 

By  order  of  the  Board,  ^^ 

F.  ALLAN  CURTIS.  Aetaaty  and  Stamf' 

BILLS  OF  COMPLAINT. 

•pWENTY  PER  CENT.  DISCOUNT  for  CASH.- 

1      BILLS  of  COMPLAINT,  t/6  per  page,  20  copiea,  •uj!)"' "* 
Discount  of  20  per  cent  for  cash ;  being  at  uie  rate  net  tf^P^F'P 
—a  lower  charge  than  has  hitherto  been  offered  by  the  tiadb 
Tatxs  &  A].KXA2(Dxa,  Printers,  Symonds-inn,  Oitnotiy-I''''- 


AUTHORS  ADVISED  WTEH  m  to  the  Cost  «j 
Frintiag  and  Publishing,  and  the  Cheapest  Mode  of  KuH^ 
ontMSS. 

Tatxs  k  AxxxAKOxa,  Printers,  7,  Symonde-ina,  CbanadT'lo'- 
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KOnCS  OF  BEKOVAL.— 7A«  OJU*  of  thit  Jovmal 
mi  af  tht  WssKLT  RipoBTBB  i*  now  »t  12,  Oeok't-tomrt, 
Ctnjf'ttnH,  W.C. 

Ih4  Suiteriptimt  tt  tht  Souorroas'  JovurAL  it — Toim,  26*., 
CKmtry  %it.;  ttith  tht  WnuT  RapoiinB,  SS«.  Paymntt 
M  mAmmm  imlmUt  Ihnilt  Numh*r$  and  Pottagt.  Suiieriitrt 
tan  Asm  ti*ir  Tobmut  bound  at  tho  Offiet — #MA,  2t.  6d., 
Mflaw  calf,  4«.  6d. 

AB  taurt  inlrndtd/or  puilieation  in  th*  "  SolieHor$'  Journal " 
muit  h*  authtntiaitod  by  tht  namt  of  tht  writtr,  though  not 
ntcenarify  for  puUication. 

Whtrt  diJUultj/  it  txpiriinotd  in  procuring  tht  Journal  with 
rtfularitf  in  tht  Provinctt,  it  it  riquttttd  that  appUeation  tt 
madt  dinet  to  th*  Publithtr. 


C(jc  ^fllichffrs'  laitriTcil. 


LONDON,  JANUARY  7,  1871. 


Thx  wbiteb  or  a  leiteb  to  the  Timet  of  Monday 

hmt,  with  nferenoa  to  the  seisore  of  the  Eogrlish  resseU 

by  the   PmseUns,    maintains  that    "the  Fnudans  as 

luddeta  and  oooopien  of  conquered  French  territory  were 

justified  in  conrerting  to  their  own  use  the  resoels  they 

ionnd  there,  though  the  property  of  the  subjeots  of  a 

neutral  state,  prorided  that  the  exigencies  of  the  war 

demanded  it,  and  still  more   if  they  were  prepared   to 

offer  eompensation  for  the  damage  inflioted."      Farther, 

he  writes  tiiat  the  Prussians    "  are  the  jndges  of  the 

neoessity,    .     .     .    and  this  necessity  did  exist,  at  least, 

in  the  opinion  of  the  Prnssians."    This  oonolnsion  is 

gnMttded  on  the  proposition  that  "  the  supreme  power  of 

a  skats  hsa  a  right  to  nse  all  piirate  property  for  publio 

pstposM,  if  noMsaity  dsmanda  it — eren  the  property  of 

the  stoDitr  within  its  gate*.    The  old  text  writers  on 

intenatiaiial    law  reoogsise  this  light,  which  is  called 

Anfsiis."    The  authorities  quoted  are  Hass^,  Phillimore, 

and  a  aota  by  Dana  to  the  8th  ed.  of  Wheaton.    Massi 

doss  sopport  this  riew  to  some  extent,  bat  he  states  th* 

sziatence   of   the   right    of  Angaria    Tory    oantionaly. 

*L'asage  pent  aroir  antoris^  oette  pratique,"  he  says; 

bat  he  carefully  explains  that  the  praotioe  is  contrary  to 

principle,  and  is  less  the  exercise  of  a  right  than  the 

sassition  of  a  power. 

Phillimore,  rol.  8  p.  43,  says  of  Angaria  that  "  It 
tbe  reason  of  the  thing  and  the  paramount  prinoiplaa 
of  national  independence  be  duly  considered,  it  can  only 
be  exercised,  and  perhaps  scarcely  then  justiiSed,  by  that 
elear  and  orerwhelming  necessity  which  would  compel 
an  indlridnal  to  siexe  bis  neighbour's  horse  or  weapon  to 
defend  his  life."  Dana  (Wheaton,  8th  ed.,  by  Dana,  p. 
152,  at  p.  373),  says  that  Angaria  is  a  kind  of  forced 
loan  attempted  to  be  justified  only  hy  the  necessities  of 
war,  and  ijways  aooompanied  by  compensation.  It  is 
the  right  that  has  been  claimed  to  take  poesession  of 
neutral  ressels  ionnd  in  port  on  the  breaking  out  of  the 
war  for  "  the  transportation  of  troops,  munitions  of  war, 
or  other  temporary  belligerent  purpose."  He  then 
notices  some  authorities  in  faronr  of  the  existence  of 
ta^  a  right,  and  sums  up  the  matter  thus: — "  The  truth 
•eems  to  be  that  the  riolenoe  of  early  times  and  ooca- 
■ional  aota  in  modem  times  under  urgent  neoessity,  and 
Mae  recognition  in  later  treaties,  hare  led  commentators 
to  place  in  the  category  of  rights,  in  connection  with  em- 
bargo and  reprisals,  what,  in  faot,  is  only  an  oooaaional, 
tod  not  unlikely  exerdae  of  power  by  a  belligerent  with- 
ttt  right." 

The  authorities  cited  by  the  writer  of  this  letter  do 
not  support  the  conclusion  he  has  arrired  at,  nor  is  that 
eoodoaion  supported  by  other  authoriUea,  as,  for  in- 
itsaoc,  by  Htkbner  in  his  "  De  la  saisie  des  battiments 
tsatrea,"  where  the  whole  qaeetion  of  the  seizure  of 
nsntral  reaaels  is  discussed  with  unusual  clearness. 
Hcffteralso  (section  150)  speaks  of  the  right  of  Angaria 
>s  "  oe  pretendn  droit,"  and  lays  down  principles  quite 


inconsistent  with  it,  although  he  admits  that  the  alleged 
right  has,  in  faot,  been  exercised  as  wsll  as  claimed. 
Not  only  is  modem  authority  against  this  so-called  right 
of  neoessity,  but  it  is  dearly  contrary  to  well-established 
prinoiples  of  international  law.  But  more  than  this,  eren 
if  necessity  or  extreme  urgency  could  gire  the  right 
claimed,  no  such  state  of  ciroanutanoes  existed  in  the  oasa 
of  the  seizure  of  the  English  vessels.  It  was,  no  doubt, 
oonTenient  fer  the  Prnssians  to  use  the  TesaeUi,  as  aa 
obatmotion  to  the  narigation  of  the  riTer,  but  there  was 
no  necessity  to  stop  the  narigation  at  all  unleas  necessity 
and  eonrenience  are  to  receire  the  same  meaning.  It 
will  also  be  remembered  that  the  Prussians  hare  gone 
beyond  the  alleged  right  of  Angaria,  which  is  said  to  an- 
thoriae  a  forced  loan  of  neutral  vessels.  The  English 
vessels  are  destroyed,  and  the  payment  tendered  is  said  to 
hare  been  "  reqaisition  bonds  "  on  the  town  of  Bonen; 
a  payment  rery  little  better  than  no  payment  at  aU. 
Even  if  the  fall  ralue  of  the  vessels,  howerer,  had  been 
paid,  this  would  not  justify  that  which  had  been  done  in 
the  words  of  Mr.  Dana  "  without  right,''  although  ii 
may  materially  affect  the  view  which  would  be  taken  of 
the  breach  of  law. 

The  faot  is,  that  neoessity  does  not  justify  aa  a  general 
principle,  either  in  mnnioipal  or  international  law,  that 
which  withoat  necessity  would  be  unlawful.  No  neces- 
sity is  stronger  than  that  created  by  starration,  but  a 
starviag  man  is  not  allowed  to  take  a  loaf  of  bread  from 
its  owner  even  to  save  his  own  life.  The  fact  that  the 
loaf  was  taken  for  this  purpose  will  render  the  case  pro- 
per for  the  infliction  of  only  the  minimum  of  punish- 
ments or  perhaps  for  pardon,  bat  the  law  is  nevertheless 
broken.  The  same  principle  holds  gxx>d  in  international 
law,  snbjeet  to  those  limitationa  which  we  noticed  last  week 
in  disonssing  this  subjeot. 

Air  IMPOBTANT  FOiHT  has  lately  come  before  Vice- 
Ohancsllor  Wiokens  in  the  Lancaster  Chancery  Oonrt, 
upon  a  topic  which  has  several  times  during  the  past 
year  been  before  the  Chancery  Conrts  at  Lincoln'i-inn 
—the  borrowing  capacity  of  a  benefit  building  society. 
The  subjeot  now  presented  itself  in  an  entirely  new 
form,  raising  for  the  first  time  the  question  as  to  the 
validity  of  a  benefit  building  society  "  amalgamation." 

In  Zaing  v.  Seed  (18  W.  B.  76),  the  question  as  to 
thia  borrowing  oapaoity  was  for  the  first  time  brought  to 
a  decision,  and  it  was  held  by  the  Court  of  Appeal 
in  Chancery  that  an  unlimited  power  of  borrowing 
would  be  beyond  the  scope  of  a  building  society's 
objects,  and  that  a  rule  authorising  borrowing  without 
limit  would  oonseqnently  be  ultra  virei.  But  since  a 
power  of  borrowing  to  a  limited  extent  might  be  di- 
rectly condncive  to  the  legitimate  objects  of  a  building 
society,  by  enabling  the  society  to  grant  advances  to 
its  members  wittiont  realising  its  own  invested  funds  at 
a  moment  when  realisation  might  be  possible  only  on 
disadvantageous  terms,  the  Court  held  that  a  rule  em- 
powering the  society  to  borrow  to  the  extent  of  two- 
thirds  of  the  amount  for  the  time  being  advanced 
by  itself  on  mortgage  was  perfectly  legal.  It  appeared 
from  the  report  of  the  snbsequent  case  of  Jte  Vietoria 
Pirmanint  Building,  Inveitment,  and  freehold  Land  So- 
ciety (18  W.  B.  967),  that  in  1857  Lord  Westbnry  (then 
Attorney-General)  had  advised  the  late  Mr.  J.  Tidd  Pratt, 
the  barrister  appointed  to  certify  the  roles  of  sudi  socie- 
ties, generally  that  borrowing  powers  were  illegal :  pro- 
bably Sir  Biohard  Bethell's  attention  was  not  called  to 
the  contingency  of  a  limited  power  designed  for  the  pur- 
pose mentioned  in  Laing  v.  Seed.  Bnt,  thongh  such  a 
limited  power  is  legal,  it  is  certain  that  an  unlimited 
power  intended  to  enable  the  society  to  carry  on  a  bank- 
ing business  by  taking  in  deposits  at  interest,  would  be 
ultra  tirei.  ''  If  the  role  enabled  the  trustees  to  raise 
an  unlimited  supply  of  money  withoat  any  refer- 
ence to  the  oontribations  of  the  members,  it  would 
be  dearly  ultra  virei  "  (Lard  Hatherley  in  Laing  v.  Reed). 
Again,  in  S«  National  Pemantnt  Benefit  DaildingSiciety, 
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JSv  partt  waiiafmon  (18  W.  B.  888),  it  was  held  by 
tiM  Ooatt  of  Appeal  in  Ohanoeiy  that  where  the  mlea 
an  nlent  aa  to  borrowing,  borrowings  is  illegfal,  and 
money  aotnally  borrowed  creates  no  legal  debt.  True  that, 
npon  the  principle  acted  on  in  the  fferman  Mining  Otm- 
fOMfi  eate  (2  W.  B.  543,  4  D.  M.  &  G.  Id),  and  the  Cork 
and  Toughal  Bailnay  Oimpany'i  ease  (18  W.  R.  26),  if 
the  money  so  adTaaoed  has  been  expended  by  the  so- 
ciety in  the  dirabarge  of  debts  for  which  the  society 
was  legally  liable,  the  lenders  will  be  allowed  an  equit- 
able debt  against  the  society,  as  standing  in  the  shoes  of 
the  creditors  so  paid  off;  bat  it  is  for  them  to  show  that 
their  money  was  so  applied,  and  in  the  case  last  men- 
tioned, no  proof  of  any  snoh  application  being  addnoed, 
and  there  being  nothing  to  show  that  the  borrowed 
moneys  had  been  applied  otherwise  than  in  making 
advanoes  to  the  members  of  the  society  in  the  way 
of  its  objects,  the  Conit  disallowed  the  claims  of  the 
lenders  and  discharged  a  winding-np  order  obtained 
by  them  as  creditors.  There  was  a  third  caae  be- 
fore Vioe-Ohanoellor  Malins,  that  of  the  Victoria 
Permanent  JBenefit  Building  Society  {ubi  »up.),  which, 
however,  adds  nothing  to  the  other  two.  In  that 
case  an  attempt  was  made  in  the  mles  of  the  society  to 
provide  for  the  existence  of  a  class  of  depositing  mem- 
bers, who  shonld  merely  deposit  money  with  the  soclsty 
at  interest,  as  people  do  with  their  bankers  occasionally. 
The  Vice-chancellor  very  properly  treated  these  deposits 
as  creating  no  debt  against  the  society,  subject,  of 
coarse,  to  any  question  of  the  deposits  having  been 
applied  as  in  tiie  German  Mining  Company 't  eate. 

In  the  Liverpool  and  Diiirict  Permanent  BeneUt 
Building  Soeiety's  eate,  in  the  Iiancashire  Chancery 
Conrt,whioh  we  report  in  another  column,  it  was  desired 
to  reduce  the  amount  of  a  society's  shares  from  £100  to 
^10,  and  it  was  imagined  that  this  coold  be  done  by 
forming  a  new  society  in  ^10  shares,  which  should  take 
to  the  aaaeta  and  liabilities  of  the  old  one.  The  Vioe- 
Ohanoellor  regarded  such  a  transaction  as  a  species  of 
borrowing  which  was  decidedly  ultra  viret  a  building 
society,  and  no  doubt  it  was  vkra  viret. 

The  old  society  had  a  role  empowering  the  managers 
to  borrow,  if  they  "  should  deem  it  advantageous  to  the 
society  to  obtain  advances  from  their  bankers  or  other 
persons  for  the  purposes  of  the  society."  The  Vice- 
Ohancellcr  considered  that  this  was  invalid,  as  beinj;  an 
nnlimited  power.  We  are  not  dear  that  a  rule  would  be 
invalid  which  shonld  simply  authorise  the  managrers  to 
take  advances  "  for  the  pnrposee  of  the  sooiety;"  it 
might  certainly  be  contended  that  the  latter  words  re- 
stricted the  power  to  the  legal  limits.  In  the  present 
case  the  said  society  had  borrowed  £800  under  their 
borrowing  rule,  and  the  new  sooiety  regularly 
continued  to  pay  the  interest  down  to  the 
date  of  its  own  winding  np.  The  new  society 
had  no  borrowing  rule;  but,  as  the  old  society's  rule  was 
illegal,  the  two  were  on  a  par  as  to  borrowing  power. 
The  Vioe-Chanoellor  observed  that,  as  the  borrowing  was 
illegal,  acquiescence  could  not  make  it  legal.  The  official 
liquidator  admitted  assets  sufficient  to  pay  the  claim  of 
the  lender;  bat,  in  the  absence  of  any  proof  that  the 
JC300  had  been  spent  in  paying  any  debt  for  which  the 
sooiety  was  legally  liable,  the  existence  of  assets  would 
make  no  difference.  The  principle  of  the  fferman  Mining 
Company't  eate  {uH  lup.)  seems  to  have  been  frequently 
misunderstood.  The  Court  allows  an  equitable  claim,  not 
because  the  company  has  had  the  money  and  iXMsesses 
assets,  that  is  not  enoagh;  the  equitable  claim  is  allowed 
only  on  proof  that  the  money  was  spent  in  discharging  a 
l^al  liability.  This  is  explained  very  dearly  in  the 
Cork  and  youghal  Company't  eate  (ubi  tup.),  in  which 
the  Court  of  Appeal  reversed  Vice-Chancellor  Haling, 
whose  decision  in  the  Victoria  Society' t  eate  (ubi  sup.) 
contains  some  erroneous  remarks  on  this  point.  It 
must  in  any  oase  be  very  difficult  for  a  lender  to  prove 
such  an  application  of  his  money  aa  would  save  his  daim, 
and  in  the  case  of  these  sodeties  it  will  almost  always 


happen  that  the  money  has  been  applied  to  the  tooielT't 
legitimate  business  of  lending  to  its  memben,  for  vh^ 
very  reason  the  daim  will  fail,  though  a  rule  resttieted 
to  that  legitimate  business  would  have  been  legal 


It  was  uade  fubuo  last  November  that  Ur.  Arrtin, 
having  devoted  several  months  to  reposing  alter  the 
arduous  labour  of  annoandng  that  he  was  ready  to 
begin,  had  at  last  arisen,  mbbed  his  eyes,  and  iinud 
tenders  for  laying  the  foundations  of  the  New  Lav 
Courts  on  the  vacant  site  which  has  beea  left 
alone  ever  since  Mr.  Ayrton  got  the  foandktira 
money  last  summer.  So  that  people  began  to  hope  thtt 
now  at  last  the  work  would  go  foivrard.  Bat  tbia  v>s 
premature.  The  time  for  tenders  expired  with  the  jeit 
1870,  and  it  seems  that  Mr.  Ayrton 's  terms  oSendto 
contractors  have  been  such  that  not  a  single  contraothu 
been  sent  in.  The  contractors  say  that  the  terms  oSeted 
by  the  First  Commissioner  of  Works  are  so  ineqiiuUe 
that  they  one  and  all  dedide  tendering,  and  the;  tUte, 
moreover,  that  he  insists  on  conditions  which  wen  om- 
demned  aa  harsh  and  unjust  in  the  recent  case  o{  Ina 
V.  St.  John't  College,  Oxford.  It  may  be  that  Xl 
Ayrton  is  being  made  the  victim  of  nuMshinationi,  and  it 
may  be  that  he  takes  a  savage  pleasure  in  doing  wlut 
lies  in  his  power  to  continue  the  blundering,  delay  aid 
general  mess  in  which  the  Oovemment  have  dwaya  kapt 
the  New  Law  Courts  business  hitherto.  The  ody  thii; 
of  whiohwe  fed  able  to  speak  with  oertaint^  is  moreddt;. 


In  the  third  huicbbb  of  the  Bewa  dt  BroU  IMer- 
national  for  1870  there  is  an  artide  on  the  Alabama  daioi 
entitled  : — "  Opinion  impartiale  sur  la  qaeatios  de 
I'Alabama  et  sur  la  maniere  de  la  r6soudre."  Tb» 
author  is  Professor  Bluntsohli  who  possesses  a  dooblt 
qaalification  for  the  discussion  of  this  subject,  aa  he  i)t 
jurist  of  great  reputation,  and  aa  a  Gterman  is  Ukel;  to 
be  less  partial  than  an  Englishman  or  an  American. 

The  artide  first  examines  the  question  of  the  reoogii- 
Uon  of  the  Southern  Confederacy  aa  belligereiti. 
Bebels,  our  author  says,  become  belligerents  when  "  oni 
partie  int^grante  de  la  population  d'un  £tat  (a)  nt  de 
fait  wgania^e  oomme  force  militaira  (i)  observe  dau  la 
condnite  des  hostility  les  lois  de  la  guerre  et  (e)  cmitde 
bonne  foi  latter  an  lien  et  place  de  I'^tac  poor  la  dtfeoie 
de  son  droit  public."  On  applying  theae  principle)  to 
the  facts  of  the  American  Civil  War,  Professor  Blnatadili 
oondndes  that  the  recognition  by  England  and  other 
oonntries  of  the  Bouthem  Confederacy  as  belligeteDS 
was  justified  by  the  law  of  nations  amd  can  give  tbe 
United  Statea  no  just  ground  of  complaint. 

The  seoond  part  of  the  article  deals  with  the  Alai^ 
claims  stirioUy  so-called — i.e.,  with  the  questions  aiiBin; 
in  consequence  of  the  captures  made  by  the  Alabamatui 
other  similar  vessels.  The  facts  assumed  for  the  pu- 
pose  of  the  discussion  are  chiefly  taken  from  Mr. 
Samner's  well-known  speech  in  1 86  9  on  this  sabjeot  Tie 
facta  respecting  the  Alabama  are  stated  with  aubataatdv 
acouraoy,  exoept  that  it  seems  to  be  implied  (although  sot 
stated  directly)  that  she  left  English  waters  armed.  lUs. 
of  coarse,  is  not  the  fact,  as  her  armament  was  pat  on 
board  at  the  Azores.  The  coadusion  arrived  at  ii  that 
this  country  was  guilty  of  a  breach  of  international 
duty  towards  the  United  States  in  allowing  the  AUi^ 
to  depart.  Four  different  modes  are  mentioned  in  whioh 
reparation  might  be  made  to  the  United  States— (1) 
cession  of  territory ;  (2)  payment  of  money;  (3)  *^' 
knowledgment  that  England  has  been  guilty  ol  * 
breach  of  duty;  (4)  fresh  declaration  of  the  principles  of 
international  law  on  this  point.  Professor  Blantachli 
decides  that  a  combination  of  the  second  and  fouto 
would  be  the  true  solution  of  the  difficulty.  Combisa- 
tion  of  the«f«fonr  "modes"  as  alternatives  involves  some 
confusion.  Liability  having  been  determined,  and  the 
measure  of  damages  settled,  all  that  remains  is  to  work 
out  the  sum  as  to  amount;  the  remainder  is  mors!;  » 
qnesUon  as  to  the  ooic  in  whioh  payment  is  to  be  made. 
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So  mvoh  for  th*  fink  two.    A*  to  the  third,  an  aoknow- 
kdgment  of  having  committed  a  breach  of  duty  would 
be  neoeflMtrily  imp^td  by  the  making  of  paymeat.    The 
ioorth  ia  an  utterly  dietinot  matter.    A  fresh  deoUiation 
of  the  intematiottal  law  on  the  point  may  be  Tery  ex- 
pedient, bat  it  can  hare  nothing  to  do  with  reparation  for 
any  past  departure  from  international  law  or  usage.    The 
complaints  of  the  Unitod  States  respeeting  the  reoognition 
of  the  Oonfederates  as  belligerants  are  so  absurd  in  them- 
selres,  so  contrary  to  the  principles  laid   down  by  their 
own  writers  and  statesmen,  and  so  opposed  to  the  theory 
on  whieh  the  American  OoTemment  has  aoted  on  similar 
oocasions,  that  probably  they  will  not  be  again  seriously 
nrg«d  now  that  the  irritation  of  the  oiTil  war  is  past 
We  hare  already  more  than  onoe  expressed  an  opinion  on 
the  subject,  which  is  identical  with  that  of   Professor 
Blantsohli.    We  gather,  howerer,  from  some  ambiguous 
sentenoes  that  Professor  Blnntsohli,  while  conceding  the 
riyht   to  acknowledge  the  belligerency  of    the  South, 
thinks  that  the  reoognition  was,  in  fact,  unnecessarily 
precipitate.      In    this,    we    do   noc    agree    with    him, 
bat  it  is  a  political  and  not   a   legal    question.      The 
definition  of  belligerency  giren  in  the  article  requires,  in 
the  case   of  a  rebellion,  that  the  insurgent  population 
"  oroit  Je  bonnt  foi  Inttor,"  tic.  In  the  application  of  the 
definition  to  the  American  CiTil  War,  the  fact  that  the 
Oonfederates  had  "  bonne  foi  an  sujet  de  tear  prStondu 
droit  politique "  is  discttsaed  as  a  material  element  in 
deciding  the  question   of    belligerency.      The  precise 
meaning  of  these  words,  "  bonne  foi,"  when  employed  in 
this  way,  is  not  rery  dear,  but  apparently  they  must 
imply  as  examination  of  the  motirea  or  intentions  of 
insurgents  in  ooasidaiing  whether  they  are  belligerents. 
This  seems  to  ns  a  most  mistaken  idea.     Belligerency  ia 
a  v«e  qaestion  of  fact    It  depends  upon  physical  re- 
nlta  aai  upon  the  material  position  of  the  parties. 
Thre  oooseption  of  belUgerenoy  has  nothing  whaterer  to 
do  witk  s  aetaphysioal  inquiry  into  motiTes.  To  inquire 
into  tbs  aotiTes  of  insnrgento  wonld  be  to  go  back  to  the 
old  sad  exploded  theory  that  the  roles  and  duties  with 
regard  to  just  and  unjust  wars  are  not  the  same. 

The  fint  thing  that  strikes  us,  in  the  part  of  the  article  on 

the  AUimma,  ia  the  abeenoe  of  all  mention  of  the  cir- 

camatancas  of  the  departure  of  any  diip  except  the 

Altiama  herself.    The  Southern  cruisers  are  generally 

•poken  of  in  the  plural,  hut  only  once  is  the  name  of  any 

me  of  them  except  the  Alahama  mentioned.    In  that 

place  an  tiie  cruisera  are  spoken  of  as  if  giring  rise  to 

Uw  same  qnestioaa,  and  the  Teasel  named  is  the  Florida, 

vliieh  it  will  be  remembered  sailed  unarmed  from  an 

£aglish  port,  was  seised  at  the  Bahamas,  and  released 

for  want  of  eridence,  and  then,  still  unarmed,  broke  the 

Uoekade  at  Mobile,  there  armed  and  broke  the  blockade 

tgaia,  and  then  first  commenced  to  deetroy  Amerioau 

ships.    To  treat  the  questions  arising  from  the  acts  of  the 

Aiaktma  and  the  Florida  as  the  same  is  obTiously  in- 

eonec*.    Subject  to  this  question,  the  views  enunciated 

by  Professor  Bluntadili  are  those  that  hsre  already  found 

fsTcor  in  England.     He  proposes  that  England  should 

pay  for  the  losses  oceasianed  by  the  captures  of  the  .42a- 

tsiu,  and  ahoold  re«lBnn  the  principles  of  international 

law  on  this  point.    The  latter  question  is  ahnady  settled, 

•0  far  ss  it  can  be  aetded  by  municipal  law,  by  the 

Fsnign  Snlistment  Act  of  hut  session  (88  &  84  Vict  c. 

90),  by  which  England  has  taken  upon  herself  the  most 

•tringeat  obligations,  some  of    which  are  admittedly 

in  exoesi  of  what  was  required  by  the  strict  rules  of  in- 

toaational  law.    As  to  the  payment  of  money,  ereryone 

iiicsdytopay  if  it  ia  shown  that  this  country  is  liable 

lor  Uiesseapa  of  the  Alabama,  or  of  any  of  the  cruisers; 

•ad  the  Goremment  have  already  consented,  by  the  eon- 

Tention  made  with  Mr.  Rererdy  Johnaon,  to  refer  this 

qwstion  of  liabiUty  to  arbitration.     We  beliare  that  most 

lagluhmen  who  hare  studied  this  question  with  care 

Mof  opinion  that  great  negligence  was  shown  in  the 

CMeoltiie  Alahaina,KDA  that  therefore  England  is  liable 

Ik  the  damage  she  caused  to  American  shipowners. 


This,  howerer,  ii  a  very  different  thing  from  admitting 
that  England  is  liable  for  the  captures  by  other  Southern 
cruisers.  The  article  touches  on  some  other  points, 
which  we  hare  not  spaoe  to  notice  at  length.  The 
author  thinks  that  no  prirate  claim  can  be  maintained 
by  the  American  shipowners'  against  England,  but  that 
their  only  remedy  is  tiirough  the  diplomatic  action  of  the 
United  States.  The  measure  of  damages  adopted  \»  the 
reasonable  one  of  the  ralne  of  the  ressels  and  cargoes 
destroyed. 

On  the  whole  this  article  is  moderate  and  impartial, 
but  it  adds  nothing  new  to  the  question  and  is  altogether 
of  less  interest  than  might  hare  been  expected  from  it» 
author's  reputation.  The  disquisition  on  the  lea  aquilia 
end  on  "  omission  "  and  "  commission  "  is  rery  weak. 
The  editors  hare  printed  as  an  appendix  to  the  article 
a  letter  from  Professor  Lieber,  of  New  York,  to  Mr. 
Seward,  which  was  written  in  1865.  The  pith  of  thu 
letter  is  that  international  dispates  should  be  referred  to 
a  faculty  of  law  snch  as  that  of  Heidelberg  and  of  Berlin. 


OuB  OOHTTEMFOBABT  THE  Freeman,  whilst  concurring 
in  the  riew  recently  giren  in  this  journal  {ante  p.  Ill) 
of  the  law  excluding  Nonconformist  ministers  from 
church  pnlpito,  suggesto  that  the  clergy  who  desire  to 
show  their  good  will  to  their  Dissenting  brethren  shoald 
be  inrited  to  preach  in  the  pulpita  of  Dissenting  chapels. 
But  they  could  not  aooept  the  inritation  without  some  risk. 
Theyoannot,apartfrom  theprorisionsof  the  recent  Clerical 
Disabilities  Act,  shake  off  the  authority  of  the  biahop  or 
the  jurisdiction  of  the  ecclesiastical  court.  They  cannot  be 
at  the  same  time  English  clergymen  and  Dissenting  minis- 
ters. Some  years  ago  poor  Ur.  Shore  tried  the  experiment 
but  failed  in  his  attempt  {Bametr.  Shore,  8Q.  B.  640). 
Probably  in  practice,  few  prelates  would  choose  to  interfere 
with  a  clergyman  who  wished  topreaohinaOong^egational- 
ist  or  Baptist  chapel.  But  there  is  no  doubt  that  he  oonid 
be  inhibited,  and.  If  he  neglected  the  inhibition,  conld  be 
punished  as  the  Ecclesiastical  Court  might  direct.  To 
preach  a  sermon  in  an  unconsecratod  chapel,  where  all 
strangers  who  choose  hare  access,  ia  a  public  officiating 
by  the  preacher  of  which  the  bishop  can,  if  he  pleases, 
take  cognisance  {Trebee  t.  Keith,  2  Atk.  498;  Freeland 
▼.  NeaU,  6  Notes  of  Oases,  352). 

Again,  the  conaent  of  the  incumbent  of  the  parish  in 
which  the  preaching  takes  place  is  required,  and  to 
act  without  his  consent  would  be  an  ecclesiastical  offence. 
"  It  ia  a  general  rule  of  law,"  says  Abbot,  C.J.,  in  f\trn- 
ivorth  T.  Sithep  of  Cheiter  (4  B.  &  0. 668), "  that  no  per- 
son can  be  authorised  to  preach  publicly  ia  a  chapel  to 
which  all  the  inhabitants  of  a  district  hare  a  right  to 
resort  without  the  consent  of  the  clergyman  to  whom  tho 
cure  of  sonls  is  giren."  Some  of  our  readers  may  re- 
member that  in  1867  the  inoumbent  of  St.  Michael's, 
Strand,  acting  on  this  rule,  asserted  his  right  to  prerent 
a  brother  clergyman  from  olfioiating  at  some  special  ser- 
Tioee  at  Exeter-hall;  and  there  can  be  little  doubt  that, 
in  taking  that  course,  he  was  acting  atriotly  within  his 
legal  rights.  Any  clergyman,  therefore,  who  should  ac- 
cept an  inritation  to  preach  in  a  Dissenting  chapel,  will 
hare  to  encounter  the  double  possibility  of  censure 
from  his  diocesan,  and  of  proceedings  at  the  instance  of 
the  incumbent  in  whose  parish  he  preaches. 


THE  ST.  ALBANS  OLEBaT  AND  PBATEBS  FOB 
THE  DEAD. 
Is  it  lawful  in  the  Ohurch  of  England  to  pray  for  the 
dead  ?  This  is  a  question  which  the  recent  resolution  of 
the  Olonoester  branch  of  the  English  Church  TTnion  and 
the  actual  practice  of  the  St.  Albans  clergy  may  soon 
inrest  with  considerable  importance.  From  the  pnlpit  of 
St.  Albans  the  oongregation  are  every  Sunday  morning 
exhorted  to  pray  for  the  sonls  of  those  who  have  fallen 
in  the  present  war,  and  there  can  be  no  doubt  that 
amongst  the  Ritualistic  party  generally  there  ia  a  grow- 
ing oonriotion  that  "  it  is  a  holy  and  wholesome  thought " 
to  pray  for  the  dead. 
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The  point  baa  tittmij  been  the  nibjeot  of  jndioial 
decision  in  the  Conrt  of  Aichea  (see  Breiit  ▼.  Woolltrey 
Biod.  Jt  Fieem.  354).  In  1 888  Un.  WoolUr^,  a  Boman 
Catholio,  ereoted  •  tombstone  in  Cariabroolce  oharehTurd, 
in  the  Isle  of  Wight,  to  her  hnsbuid,  beoringr  the  follow- 
ing inaciiption  .— "  Spes  me«  Ohristos.  Pimy  for  the  sonl 
of  J.  WooHfrey."  The  Tioar,  Kr.  Breeks,  thereupon  articled 
her,  declaring  that  the  inaoription  was  contrary  to  the 
22nd  Article  of  Beligioo,  and  to  the  general  doctrine  of 
the  Chnrch.  The  case  was  argued  at  length  before  Sir 
H.  Jenner  Fnst,  the  Dean  of  Atohea,  and  his  opinion  was 
that  "the  authorities  seemed  to  go  no  further  than 
this — to  show  that  the  Chnrch  discouraged  prayers  for 
the  dead,  but  did  not  prohibit  them,"  and  that  "  the 
22nd  Article  was  not  violated  by  the  nae  of  snch 
prayers."  That  article  is  as  follows  : — "  The  Bomish 
doctrine  concerning  pnrgatory,  pardons,  &c.  ...  is  a 
fond  thing  vainly  invented  and  gronnded  on  no  war- 
ranty of  Soriptare,  but  rather  repugnant  to  the  word  of 
God,"  and  the  jndge  seems  to  have  thought  that  the 
point  on  which  the  whole  question  turned  was  whether 
praying  for  the  dead  is  so  necessarily  connected  with 
the  doctrine  of  purgatory  as  to  form  a  part  of  it.  He 
decided,  and  no  doubt  rightly,  that  the  two  things  do 
not  exactly  connote  each  other.  The  nsage  of  offer- 
ing pn^er  for  the  dead  is  in  fact,  historically,  entirely 
independent  of  and  apart  from  the  notion  of  purgatory. 
But  although  this  be  so,  we  think  it  far  from  dear  that 
Sir  H.  Jenner  Fust's  farther  roling  that  to  pray  for  the 
dead  is  not  contrary  to  the  doctrine  of  the  Church  of 
Bogland  is  sonnd.  The  praotioe  does  not  contravene  the 
23nid  Article,  bat  is  it  consistent  with  the  general  law  ? 
It  is  Tery  difficult  to  form  a  correct  conclusion  on  the 
snbjeot,  but  it  at  least  appears  certain  that  Breekt  r. 
WooUfrty  is  not  an  authority  for  snch  a  practice  as  that 
existing  at  St  Albans.  It  may  jMesibly  be  that  it  may 
be  lawM  for  a  layman  to  erect  a  tombstone  in  a  chnrch- 
yard  with  an  inscription  asking  the  reader  to  pray  for 
the  sonl  of  the  departed.  Bnt  it  is  a  very  different 
thing  for  a  clergyman  during  the  terviet  of  the  ehweh 
to  address  a  similar  request  to  his  congregation. 

"In  the  performance  of  the  services,  rites,  and  cere- 
monies ordered  by  the  Prayer-book,  the  directions  con- 
tained in  it  must  be  strictly  obeerved  ;  no  omission  and 
no  (Mition  can  be  permitted."  Snch  was  the  language  of 
the  Privy  Council  in  Wotterton  v.  LiddeU  (Moore's  Bep. 
p.  187),  and  it  was  adhered  to  and  affirmed  in  Martin 
V.  MaekonoahU  (L.  B.  2  P.  C.  865,  17  W.  B.  887).  Is  a 
recommendation  delivered  during  divine  service  to 
use  a  form  of  devotion  " discouraged"  by  the  ohuToh  an 
unlawful  addition  to  the  prescribed  "  order  and  form  ?" 
Possibly  not,  if  the  law  of  the  church  merely  diteouraget 
the  practice.  It  is,  however,  capable  of  being  argued 
that,  on  the  true  construction  of  the  rubrics  and  Articles, 
prayers  for  the  dead  are  not  only  discouraged,  bnt  by 
necessary  implication  actnally  prohibited.  In  the  first 
Prayer-book  of  Edward  6  they  are  positively  enjoined 
as  "  a  picas  and  proper  work,"  and  forms  of  snch  prayers 
are  retained.  In  the  second  Prayer-book  of  Edward  6 
the  injunction  to  use  tbem  was  expunged,  together 
with  the  forms  previously  prescribed.  But  they  are 
not  expreulf  prohibited,  and  the  present  Pnyer- 
book  is  also  si]«nt  on  their  legality.  We  have,  there- 
fore, to  consider  the  effect  of  an  onUtion  of  a  direc* 
tion  in  onr  preeent  Prayer-book  given  originally  in  ex- 
press terms.  Is  the  omission  of  an  injunction  equiva- 
lent to  the  prohiHtion  of  the  thing  enjoined  ?  This 
was  the  question  so  largely  disonssed  in  Martin  v. 
ilackonoehie,  especially  in  the  Arohes  Court  (16  W.  B. 
C04),  with  reference  to  the  mixing  of  water  with  the 
wine  at  the  Communion,  which  is  prescribed  by  the  first 
Prajer-book,  but  not  in  the  second,  nor  in  the  present 
book.  The  Dean  of  Arohes  decided  that  the  mixing 
was  illegal  if  done  daring  the  service.  "  My  decision,"  he 
says,  "  is  that  the  mixing  may  not  take  place  during  the 
8«rviae,  beoanse  such  mixing  would  be  a  oeremeny  de- 
signedly omitted  in   and  thtrefore    prohibited  by   the 


rubrics  of  the  present  Prayer-book;"  and  the  Itngiuge 
of  the  Privy  ConnoO  in  the  same  case  as  to  the  ornament 
rubric  (L.  B.  2  P.  C.  App.  S91)  appears  to  give  ooloni  to 
the  proposition  that  tbe  designed  omission  of  an  injano- 
tion  is  equivalent  to  the  absolute  prohibiUon  of  «htt 
was  enjoined  by  it. 

In  the  result  the  legality  of  prayws  for  the  dead,  or 
rather  of  requests  to  nse  them  made  dnring  divine  aer- 
vice,  certainly  seems  to  ns  more  than  doubtful.  The 
ease  of  Breehi  v.  WooDfrty,  on  which,  we  prerame,  the 
Bitualists  rely,  is,  as  we  have  shown,  no  aathorit;  foi 
the  course  thoy  are  pursuing.  With  the  actual  decinon 
in  that  oaae  we  are  diapoaed  to  agree,  bnt  the  moieiecait 
caaea  of  Wettertcn  v.  Lidiell  and  Martin  v.  UaeUnackv 
have  thrown  considerabla  doubt  on  the  aonndnen  of 
many  of  the  dicta  contained  in  the  Dean  of  Aiehet' 
judgment  The  tendency  of  recent  deoiaions  in  the  Prii7 
Council  haa  been  to  reetriot  the  clergy  rigidly  within  the 
four  comers  of  the  Prayer-book  and  other  written  Uv 
of  the  chnroh. 


ON    THE 


PBOPEB    SUBJEOT-MATTEB 
PATENT. 


FOB   A 


It  has  been  doubted  by  many  people  in  England,  u 
well  as  in  America,  whether  the  patent  law  ought  not  to 
be  abolished.  Whether  this  is  expedient  or  not  we  do 
no  pretend  to  determine;  but  at  all  events  it  will  be  «i- 
mitted  that  it  is  of  the  utmost  importance  to  the  piblk 
that  letters  patent  should  only  be  granted  under  proper 
restrictions,  and  that  trade  should  not  be  hampend  bj 
patents  taken  out  for  things  which  are  not  property  the 
subject-matter  of  patents.  Letters  patent  are  granted 
almost  as  a  matter  of  course,  upon  payment  of  the  uul 
fees,  and  the  task  of  demonstrating  titiat  the  Crown  vw 
deceived,  and  that  the  patent  ought  not  to  have  bees 
granted,  is  left  to  whomsoever  it  may  concern.  This  seemi 
hardly  fair  to  the  paUic  Feraons  abont  to  bring  out 
what  they  think  is  a  new  article,  rush  away  to  the 
patent-office  and  obtain  protection,  partly  beoante  thej 
know  that  the  ignorant  imagine  every  patented  article 
must  be  good  of  its  kind,  beoanse  it  u  patented,  ud 
partly  beoanse  they  rely  on  the  expense  and  nnoertaistT 
of  the  law  to  deter  even  their  rivals  in  trade  from  in* 
fringing  the  privilege  thus  obtained. 

The  Statute  of  Monopolies  (21  Jao.  1,  o.  3)  aR«r 
enacting  that  all  monopolies,  too.,  shall  be  void,  are 
letters  patent  and  g^nts  of  privilege  for  the  term  o{ 
fourteen  years  and  under,  of  the  sole  working  or  mikin; 
of  any  manner  of  new  mannfaotniea  within  this  leila 
to  the  true  and  first  inventor,  which  others  at  the  tine 
of  making  such  letters  patent  shall  not  nse,  no  as  also  they 
be  not  contrary  to  the  law,  or  misohievons  to  tbe  Sttte 
by  raiaing  prices  of  oommoditiea  at  home,  or  hart  oi 
trade,  or  generally  inconvenient.  Thia  law  is  i<> 
full  force  at  the  preaent  d«y.  Concisely  speakiag,  the 
characteristics  of  a  valid  patent  are  novelty  and  utilitT. 
and  in  a  snit  for  infringement  the  onus  of  establiibing 
this  lies  on  the  patentee.  To  be  the  proper  subjeot- 
matter  of  a  patent  the  invention  most  be  both  new  and 
nsef nl,  or  at  all  events  generally  nsefnl,  though  it  may 
not  answer  in  all  cases  {Hamtrth  v.  Bttrieattlt,  1  BioK. 
N.  C.  182),  for  an  altogether  nselea  invention  may  wel> 
be  considered  mischievous  to  the  State,  to  the  hart  of 
trade,  and  generally  inconvenient  in  the  words  of  the 
stetute  {Morgan  v.  Seanard,  2  M.  ft  W.  £62).  The  mil- 
fortune  is  that  under  the  preaent  ayatem  of  promiaoooai 
granting  of  patenta  the  monopoly  of  so  many  ae-oslled 
inventiona  oontinnes  secured  to  t^e  owner,  not  beoaaie 
they  are  the  proper  snbjeot-mattet  for  patents,  bnt  be- 
cause the  owner  is  astute  enough  or  wmlthy  enough  to 
deter  or  buy  off  opposition. 

The  term  manufacture  used  in  the  Statate  of  Mono- 
polies applies  not  only  to  anything  made  by  human  skill. 
but  alao  to  the  method  or  procesa  of  making  the  thing, 
aa  distinguished  from  tbe  thing  made.  The  term  may 
mean  the  machine,  jcc,  when  completed,  or  the  mode  of 
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oonBtrnating  the  maoMne,  ko.  (Morgan  r.  SeaitarS,  tup.). 
But  the  diasoTeiy  of  a  prinoiple  or  new  property  in 
matter,  though  it  may  form  a  Taloable  addition  to  the 
iom  o{  bunan  knowledge,  ia  not  within  the  polioy  of  the 
patent  law  (Kerr  on  Injnnotiona,  p.  410)!  though  a 
patent  may  be  taken  oat  for  a  prinoiple,  coupled  with 
the  mods  of  carrying  into  eSeot  that  prinoiple  (JMUon  r. 
Btrfcrd,  8  Sf .  fc  W.  806).  No  mere  philoaophioal  ab- 
stract prinoiple,  however,  can  answer  to  the  word  manu- 
factare.  Something  of  a  corporeal  and  rabetantial  nature, 
something  that  oan  be  made  by  man  from  the  matters 
■abjeoted  to  his  art  and  skill,  is  requisite  to  satisfy  this 
woid  (per  Lord  Tenterden,  C.  J.,  Sex  r.  Wheeler,  2  B.  k 
Aid.  350). 

Thia  two-fold  oae  of  the  word  manufacture  it  will  be 
oonrenient  to  bear  in  mind.  In  order  to  be  the  proper 
snbject  for  a  patent  the  mannfaottuv  must  not  only  be 
"for  the  good  of  the  realm,"  i.e.,  generally  useful,  but 
also  "  new,"  {.«.,  really  novd — that  is,  inroMng  soma 
display  of  skill  and  ingenuity  on  the  part  of  the  inrentor. 
Th«  oriterion  (according  to  Lord  Campbell)  is,  that  in 
order  to  make  a  patent  valid  for  the  application  of  an 
old  iarentian  to  a  new  purpose,  there  must  be  some 
sorelty  in  the  application  (Brook  r.  Alton,  6  W.  B.  12, 
6  El  &  BL  485).  This  appears  to  express  oonoisely 
enough  the  true  meaning  of  the  Statute  of  Monopolies. 
It  wii,  indeed,  suggested  by  Lord  Chelmsford,  in  Penn  r. 
BHif  (15  W.  B.  208,  L.  B.  2  Oh.  127),  that  there  must 
be  same  inaocnraoy  in  the  report,  since,  whenever  an  in- 
notion  is  applied  to  a  new  purpose  there  is  necessarily 
noTelty  in  Uie  combination  or  appUoatlon.  With  defe- 
lenee  to  Lord  Chelmsford's  suggestion,  we  venture  to 
infer  from  the  context  of  Lord  OampbeU's  remarks  that 
the  norelfy  meant  is  something  more  than  the  bare 
noTtltj  which  cooaista  in  the  application  of  an  old  inven- 

to  ta  u  analogous  subject.    As  Lord  Abinger  said  in 

iMir.Btgue  (Webs.  202),  when  all  mankind  had  been 

Md  to  est  soup  with  a  spoon,  no  patent  oould  be  taken 
out  bj  the  man  who  first  said  you  might  eat  peas  with 
•  spool.  Kor  woald  the  Chinaman,  in  Charles  Lamb's 
waU-knomi  story,  who  discovered  that  pigs  could  be 
roasted  without  burning  down  a  house  for  the  purpose, 
u  hi]  predecessors  for  generations  had  done,  be  entitled 
under  oar  patent  law  to  a  patent  for  his  disioovery.  To 
support  a  patent  on  the  ground  of  novelty,  there  must 
he  the  merit  of  original  inrention  (Sill  t.  3%otnpton,  8 
M«.6»). 

In  Sreek  v.  Atton,  which  will  lenre  to  explain  what 
ve  mean,  there  was  a  previous  patent  for  burnishing  and 
hardening  linen  and  cotton  yams  by  means  of  friction 
bnuhes,  and  it  was  held  on  error  from  the  Court  of  Quean's 
Bench  that  a  patent  for  burnishing  and  hardening 
vooUen  yams,  and  linen,  cotton,  and  woollen  fabrics, 
conll  not  be  supported  (7  W.  B.  C.  L.  Dig.  62).  It  was 
the  atory  of  the  spoon  to  eat  sonp  with  and  the  spoon  to 
eat  peas  with  over  again.  The  ratio  decidendi  was  that 
the  applioataon  of  an  old  method  to  an  analogous  purpose 
cannot  be  novel. 

The  doctrine  as  to  novelty  laid  down  in  the  leading 
•MS  of  Harttoed  T.  Oreat  Northern  Railway  Oompany 
(10  W.  B.  442)  is  not  obnoxious  to  Lord  Chelmsford's 
nitioism.  Although  the  authorities,  the  Lord  Chief  Jnstioe 
nid  in  that  oasa,  establish  that  the  same  means,  appa- 
ratof,  or  mechanical  contrivance,  cannot  be  applied  to 
the  same  purpose,  or  to  purposes  so  nearly  cognate  and 
lioOar  as  that  the  application  of  it  in  the  one  case 
nitarally  leads  to  the  application  of  it  when  required  In 
■■xne  other ;  still,  the  question  in  every  case  is  one  of 
^rae,  whether  the  amount  of  affinity  or  similarity 
which  exiita  between  the  two  purposes  is  snob  that  they 
«e  aubetantially  the  same,  and  that  determines  whether 
the  invention  is  sufficiently  meritorious  to  be  deserving 
of  a  patent. 

The  above  rule  as  to  novelty  is  exactly  the  same  and 
"qaally  applioable,  whether  the  patent  be  for  the  appli- 
wtioa  of  the  same  method  to  a  more  or  less  analogous 
Wipow,  as  in  Brook  v.  Aeton  (fiip.),  or  a   more  or  lesa 


analogoni  method  to  the  same  purpose.  Saneood  v. 
Great  Northern  Sailway  Company  (nip.),  which  was 
carried  up  to  the  House  of  Lords,  and  then  decided 
agaiiut  the  patentee,  was  a  case  of  the  former  class  (see 
the  report  14  W.  B.  1,  8  H.  L.  Caa.  664).  The  subject- 
matter  of  the  patent  was  an  alleged  improvement  in  the 
manufauiture  of  the  fish-platea  in  common  use  on  tho 
principal  narrow  gauge  lines  of  lailwi^  in  England  tor 
connecting  the  ends  or  butt-jointa  of  the  rails  to- 
gether. The  improvement  ocnsiBted  in  a  groove  or 
channel  on  the  outer  surface  of  the  flsh-plate,  for  the 
purpose  of  catching  the  square  heads  of  the  bolts  passing 
through  the  fish-plate  and  the  rails,  and  preventing  the 
bolts  from  turning  round  when  being  screwed  up.  It 
appearing  that  grooved  or  channelled  iron  plates,  with 
bolts  let  into  the  grooves,  had  been  oommo&Iy  used  iu 
bridge-bnilding,  for  the  purpose  of  fishing  the  soarf- 
joints  of  timbers,  and  for  other  purpoees,  the  House  of 
Lords  held  the  patent  bad  for  want  of  novelty,  on  the 
g^nnd,  already  expressed  in  other  words,  that  ti>e  mere 
application  of  a  well-known  meohanical  contrivance  to 
a  purpose  which  was  analogous  to  the  manner  or  to  the 
purpose  in  or  to  whioh  it  had  hitherto  been  notoriously 
applied. 

Another  oaae  of  the  same  class,  in  which  also  the 
patent  was  npset,  was  Hortan  t.  Mabon  (16  0.  B.  N.  8. 
141, 13  W.  B.  491),  wher«  it  was  held  that  the  use  of 
douUeMtngle  iron — a  weU-known  article— to  the  con- 
struction of  certain  portions  of  gas-holders,  instead  of 
two  single-angle  irons  riveted  together,  whioh  haul 
hitherto  been  need,  was  not  the  proper  subject-matter 
for  a  patent,  as  the  only  resnit  was  a  certain  saving  of 
labour  and  expanae  by  thia  new  way  of  using  old  ma- 
teriaL 

In  Biuhton  v.  Cranley  (L.  B.  10  Eq.  623)  the  patent 
was  for  the  use  of  new  materiala  to  prodooa  a  well- 
known  article.  The  patent  was  g^ranted  for  the  use  of 
animal  fibre,  by  preferenoe  Bnasian  wool,  of  a  coarse 
textnie,  for  the  maanfaotnre  of  chignons  and  stuffing 
for  easy  chain.  It  tamed  out  that  the  patent  was 
utterly  bad,  as  wool  had  been  employed  before  for  the 
very  same  purpose,  and  the  plsintifPs  caaa  altogether 
failed;  but  it  wiU  be  seen  that  the  Tiee-Ohanceaor 
intimated  that  even  if  prior  nser  had  not  been  estab- 
lished, he  would  have  dismisaed  the  bill  on  the  ground 
that  the  use  of  a  new  material  to  produce  a  well-known 
article  is  not  the  proper  subject  of  a  patent  As  a 
recognition  of  the  general  doctxine  the  case  is  notice- 
able. The  patentee  most  prove  his  claim  to  the  merit  of 
original  invention,  as  Lord  Bldon  said  in  Billy.  Ihomp- 
ton  (tup.),  or  the  patent  will  not  be  established. 

As  Vioe-ChanoeUor  UaUns  observed  in  J5b»  v.  BelUtt- 
able  (16  W.  B.  195),  the  Paragon  Frames  case,  an 
invention  must  be  novel  and  important.  If  bam  novelty 
oould  support  a  patent,  what  would  the  pnUio  get  in 
exchange  for  the  patentee'a  monopoly  i  It  the  granting 
ot  a  patent  doea  not  benefit  the  public  as  well  as  the 
inventor,  where  U  the  reciprocity  ?  If  the  inventicn  be 
not  for  the  good  of  the  realm,  as  the  Statute  of  Monopo- 
Ues  requires— i.0.,  for  the  good  of  the  pnblio— what  do 
the  public  gain  in  exchange  for  the  exdhisiTe  privil^t* 
of  the  inventor  ? 

Them  area  few  oases  wnich  seem  to  miUtate  againit 
the  doctrine  laid  down  in  Brook  v  AiUm.  In  Crane  r. 
JPriet  (4  U.  ft  a.  680)  the  patent  was  obtained  for  the 
nse  ot  anthradte  in  smelting  iron,  combined  with  the 
hot-ait  blastof  Neilson's  tamoos  patent  of  1828.  We  aM 
of  opinion,  said  Chief  Justice  Tyndal  in  that  case,  that  if 
the  result  produced  by  the  combination  be  either  a  now 
article,  or  a  better  article,  or  a  cheaper  article  to  the 
public  than  that  produced  before  by  the  old  method,  snoh 
combination  may  be  the  subject-matter  of  a  patent 
Thia  prinoiple  wiU  be  approved  ofj  but  the  deoieion 
haa  been  disapproved,  and  oan  only  be  supported,  aooord- 
ing  to  Mr.  Justice  Willes  in  Borton  v.  Mabon  {tup),  on 
the  ground  that  the  prodnot  was  a  materiaUy  batter  or 
cheaper  article.    The  importance  of  the  n»«afaoture 
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iiuqr  pooaibly  bare  weighed  with  th«  Ooort  in  aoma 
whet*  theie  wm  Uttls  or  no  norelty,  in  the  proper  aeoae 
«f  the  word.  Denme  y.  FairlU  (1  Gale,  109),  where  a 
patent  for  filtering  qnmp  thxoogh  dbarooal  ww  upheld, 
although  it  wai  notoriooa  that  almoet  every  oonoeirable 
liquid  esMpt  lynip  had  been  filtered  through  oharooal, 
wUl  loaroeljr  be  followed  after  the  deoision  in  Srook  t. 
Atton. 

The  tme  teat  is,  whether  the  applioation  or  oombina- 
ttoa  Ilea  lo  maob  out  of  the  reach  of  the  former  nae  ai 
not  naturally  to  snggeat  itself,,  but  to  require  lome  appli- 
oation of  thought  and  study  (Pmii*  ▼.  Biihy,  mp.)' 
Given  this,  there  may  be  a  ralid  ]>atent  for  a  new  com- 
bination of  materials  previously  in  use  for  the  same  pur^ 
pose,  or  for  a  new  method  of  applying  snob  materials 
(,Bill  y.  Thompton,  tup.");  or  the  new  applioation  of  a 
well-known  principle  (^Neilton  y.  Harford,  r»p.);  or  an 
addition  to  a  known  thing  (^Bramiah  y.  Hardetutlt, 
Eolioyd,  81  n.} ;  or  the  omission  of  a  nselees  part  of  a 
maohine  {Minter  r.  Montr,  6  Ad.  k.  E'.  735);  or  in  the 
aubstitntion  of  a  simple  for  a  more  complex  mode  of 
applying  known  materials  to  produce  a  known  result,  as 
in  the  case  of  James  Watts'  invention  of  the  separate 
oondenser  {Boviton  v.  Bull,  2  H.  &  Bl.  498);  or  even  a 
different  mode  of  attaining  the  same  object  (,RvMeU  t. 
Comley,  1  Webs.  463).  But  in  eve^  case  there  must  be  some 
invention,  as  Hr.  Justice  WlUee  said  in  HorUm  v.  Mabon 
ijmp.),  and  the  merit  of  originality.  By  the  presence  or 
absence  of  these  featnres  the  validi^  of  every  patent  may 
be  tried.  Apply  this  rule  to  the  ordinary  run  of  modem 
patents,  and  how  many  will  bear  the  test  ? 


PASIinON  ACT. 
PakfIL 

Perhaps  the  most  important  question  of  practice  which 
haa  oconrred  under  the  Partition  Act  is  as  to  the  course 
of  prooednre  to  be  adopted  when  some  of  the  persons 
interested  cannot  be  found. 

The  9th  section  of  the  Aot  enacts  on  this  point  that 
any  person  who,  If  the  Aot  had  not  been  passed,  might 
have  maintained  a  suit  for  partition,  may  maintain  such 
anit  against  any  one  or  more  of  the  parties  interested, 
witiiout  serving  the  others  ;  and  that  at  the  hearing  the 
Oonit  may  direct  such  inquiries  as  to  the  nature  of  the 
property,  and  the  persons  interested  therein,  and  other 
matters,  as  it  thinks  necessary  or  proper,,  with  a  view  to 
an  order  for  partition  or  sale  being  nude  on  further  con- 
aideration  ;  bat  that  all  persona,  who,  if  the  Aot  had  not 
been  passed,  would  haye  been  neoessaiy  pMties  to  the 
suit,  shall  be  served  with  notice  of  the  decree  or  order  on 
the  hearing. 

A  few  oasea  under  this  section  have  found  their  way 
into  the  reports,  bat  they  ^>pear  hardly  to  have  received 
the  attention  they  deeerve. 

In  Jhddt  V.  Oronon  (17  W.  B.  611)  an  order  was 
asked  for  for  the  sale  of  a  property  in  the  absence  of  one 
of  the  parties  interested.  But  Yice-Chanoellor  Stoart 
refused  to  make  such  a  daoree,  directed  the  cause  to  stand 
over,  and  gave  leave  to  unend  by  adding  parties. 

In  Letter  v.  AUmander  (W.  N.  1869,75),  which  occurred 
a  few  days  after  the  last  mentioned  case,  the  state  of 
things  appears  to  have  been  the  same ;  and  there  Yice- 
Chanoellor  Malina  made  a  deeree  for  the  usual  inquiries 
as  to  the  peraons  entitled  to  the  estate,  and  their  assig- 
nees and  inoumbranoes,  and  if  it  should  appear  that  all 
parties  interested  wwe  before  the  Oouxt,  then  it  was 
ordered  that  the  estate  should  be  sold  in  such  manner  as 
the  judge  in  chambers  should  direct. 

In  Clarke  v.  Johmon  (Szd  March,  1870)  Vioe-Chanoellor 
Stuart  made  a  similar  order..  He  directed  an  inquiry 
whether  all  parties  interested  were  before  the  Oontt,  and 
if  that  should  appear  so,  then  a  sale  was  ordered. 

In  Peters  v.  Baeon,  where  the  the  bill  showed  that 
there  were  numerous  persons  Interested  besides  the  plain- 
tiffs and  defendants,  and  that  some  ot  the  absent  parties 
were  oat  of  the  jurisdiotion,  a  decree  was  made  simply 


direoting  a  sale  {Peters  r.  B»eon,  18e9y  1  B.  175).  Ihe 
parties,  however,  appear  to  have  been  advised  that  Uuy 
conld  not  carry  out  this  sale  without  more  ipaoi&t 
authority,  and  as  they  were  not  aware  of  the  sddreaM 
of  some  of  the  parties  out  of  the  jurisdiotion,  they  took 
out  a  summons  for  leave  to  serve  them  with  notice  o!  the 
decree  by  advertisement,  and  to  carry  out  the  sale  at  onee. 
The  Master  of  the  BoUa  then  refused  to  allow  the  sale  to 
proceed  without  giving  the  absent  parties  notice,  bat 
allowed  notice  to  be  giyen  by  advertiaement,  and  left  it 
to  the  Chief  Clerk,  to  settle  the  advartiaements,  the  ptpen 
in  whioh  they  should  appear,  and  the  number  of  times 
they  were  to  appear.  In  the  meantime  he  ordered  thit 
the  sale  should  not  be  proceeded  with  (Petertt.  Btcn,. 
17  W.  R.  782,  L.  B.  8  Bq.  126). 

In  SOver  v.  Vdall  (18  W.  E.  665,  L.  R.  9  Eq.  227)  the 
persons  entitied  to  eight  out  of  ten  shares  onl;  were 
before  the  Court.  Of  the  absent  parties  one  was  stated 
to  be  in  New  Zealand,  but  nothing  was  known  oi  th» 
other.  The  plaintiffs  asked  for  an  immediate  sale,  sad 
Yice-Chanoellor  James  declared  that  if  there  had  bees 
any  evidence  to  show  that  the  absent  parties  were  oal 
of  the  jurisdiction,  he  would  have  granted  it;  but  it 
there  was  no  snoh  evidence,  all  that  he  could  do  was  to 
direct  an  inquiry  as  to  who  were  interested  in  the  pto- 
perty  besides  the  plaintiff  and  defendant,  and  in  what 
shares,  and  whether  they  were  out  of  the  jurisdiction. 

However,  in  Burry  v.  Hurrp  (18  W.  E.  829),  where 
one  of  the  parties  interested  was  shown  to  be  out  of  the 
jurisdiction,  and  all  the  other  parties  were  before  Ui« 
Court,  Yioe-Chanoellor  Jamee  refused  to  allow  a  sale  t» 
be  carried  out  without  service  or  substituted  service  od 
the  absent  party.  It  appears  that  this  case  was  Ht- 
tingnishable  from  Silver  y.  Udall,  in  that  the  legal  estate 
was  in  the  absent  party  in  Hurry  r.  Hurry,  while  ia 
Silver  y.  Udall  it  was  in  trustees  before  the  Coart;  bat 
it  is  most  unreasonable  that  any  diatinotion  sboold  he 
drawn  on  that  aooount,  and  the  ocrreot  inference  is  that 
the  dictum  of  the  Yloe-Chanoellor  in  Silver  y.  Uiall  i» 
not  law.  This  view  is  supported  by  the  case  of  Such 
ingham  v.  SelUek  (18  W.  B.  Ch.  Dig.  87,  22  L.  T.  N.  8. 
370),  also  before  Yioe-Chancellor  Jamea. 

It  appears  from  these  decisions  that  unless  all  parties 
are  before  the  Court  a  decree  for  sale  oannot  be  made  at 
the  hearing,  but  that  all  that  can  be  done  ia  to  take  as 
inquiry  as  to  the  parties  interested,  with  a  superadded 
direction  that,  in  case  it  shall  appear  that  they  are  all 
before  the  Court,  the  estate  shall  be  sold.  Actual  or 
substituted  service  of  this  decree  must  then  be  effected 
on  all  parties  interested,  and  when  that  has  been  done  the 
sale  may  be  proceeded  with. 

The  8th  section  of  the  Partition  Aot,  1868,  enacts 
that  sections  23,  24,  and  25  of  the  Leases  and  Sales  of 
Settled  Estates  Aot  (19  It  20  Yiot.  o.  120)  shaU  appl;  to 
money  reoeived  on  any  sale  under  it.  In  oonseqoenoe  of 
this  provision,  in  Hanyard  v.  Smith  (17  W.  E.  Ch.  Dig. 
116,  20  L.  T.  70)  a  decree  was  made  direoting  a  sale  and 
dispensing  with  the  payment  of  the  porohase-money  into 
court,  and  allowing  certain  trustees  to  reoeive  it,  and 
divide  it  amongst  Uie  persons  interested. 

In  BoehiekT.  Chadebet  (17  W.  R.  Oh.  Dig.  116, LB. 
8  Eq.  127)  the  Master  of  the  Eolle,  putting  a  liberal 
construction  on  the  Act,  held  that  the  Court,  had  paver 
to  direct  a  sale  of  part  of  an  estate,  and  partition  of  the 
remainder;  and  in  Pennington  v.  Dalbiae  (18  W.  B. 
684)  it  appears  that  the  parts  to  be  dealt  with  in  either 
manner  were  left  to  be  settied  in  chambers. 

The  6th  section  of  the  Partition  Aot  enacts  that  on 
any  sale  under  the  Act  the  Court  may  allow  any  of  the 
parties  interested  to  bid  on  such  terms  as  to  the  Coort 
may  seem  reasonable.  Under  this  authority  the  Coart, 
in  Pennington  y.  Dalbiae  (18  W.  B.  684),  allowed'a  plain- 
tiff having  conduct  of  the  sale  to  bid,  but  did  so  on  the 
ground  that  the  oironmstances  were  peculiar. 

In  Bailey  v.  Hebion  (18  W.  E.  124,  L.  B.  S  Ch.  180), 
one  of  the  defendants,  who  was  entitled  to  one-sixth  of 
the  property,   had  been  in  possession  of  the  whole  for 
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ibOBt  two  7e«i8.  TIm  property  ooniUted  of  ttaming  land. 
i&B  a  dMtee  for  tale  had  been  made,  bat  before  it  ooald 
be  etrtied  oat — that  is  to  say  in  November,  1869 — this 
defendant  advertised  for  sale  the  whole  of  the  hay  and 
tamips  of  that  year's  growth,  with  liberty  to  the  por- 
duser  to  take  them  off  the  land.  The  plaintiff  moved 
for  an  injunction  to  restrain  this  sals,  on  the  ground  that 
it  was  contrary  to  the  oastom  of  the  oonntry,  and  in- 
jaiioos  to  the  land.  An  iojnnotion  was  granted  in  the 
first  instance,  bat  the  order  was  reversed  by  Lord  Jastioe 
fiiSard  on  appeal.  His  Lordship  entertained  no  doubt  as 
to  the  jnrisdiotion  of  the  Court  to  grant  an  injunolion 
uder  the  oiroumstanoes  to  restrain  waste,  or  any  aots 
tmoanting  to  a  destraotioa  of  the  property,  but  oon- 
ndered  that  the  sale  of  hay  and  turnips  was  not  an  act 
o{  that  natare. 

In  JBoani  v.  JBagihavx  (18  W.  B.  667,  L.  B.  8  Eq.  469, 
i  Ch.  840),  a  partition  suit  failed,  beoause  the  plidn  tiffs 
had  only  an  interest  in  reversion  at  the  time  of  the  filing 
of  the  bill.  The  objection  was  taken  b;  the  answer,  and 
tlie  plaintiffs  then  boncht  up  the  intervening  estate,  and 
introdooed  a  statement  to  that  effect  into  their  bill  by 
amendment.  It  was  held  however  that  the  defeot  was 
not  thereby  cored,  and  that  their  proper  coarse  woald 
have  been  to  have  filed  a  new  bill.  The  bill  was  there- 
fore dismissed  with  costs. 

In  BkK  v.  Bull  (18  L.  T.  N.  S.  870,16  W.  B.  Oh.  Dig. 
95)  a  rsferenoe  was  direoted  to  chambers,  without  issuing 
a  oominission,  although  one  of  the  parties  interested  was 
an  inbnt.  And  in  Monrahead  v.  Moorehead  (I.  B.  2  Eq. 
492, 17  W.  B.  Ch.  Dig.  115),  where  partition  was  made  of 
an  estate,  and  a  conveyance  could  not  be  executed  beoause 

one  of  the  parties  interested  was  a  lunatic,  the  lunatic 

w>s  declared  a  tmstee  for  the  other  parties  of  the  parts 

sUottadtotham. 
TUs  immary  oomprisea,  we  believe,  all  the  reported 

OMSi  on  tte  snbject  of  partition  which  have  ooourred 

ciaee  the  beginning  of  the  year  1868. 


SECENT  DECISIONS. 


COMMON  LAW. 
Masteb  akd  Sbrvast — Bailwat  Compart— Abbest 

BY  SeBVAST — IlCPLIED  AUTHOBITT. 

■iUen  T.  Le%don  and  South  Western  Railmay  Company, 
Q3.,  19  W.  B.  127. 
that  a  master  is  liable  for  the  wrongful  acts  of  his 
lervant  committed  in  the  oonrse  of  the  servant's  employ- 
ment is  a  proposition  that  is  never  disputed,  and  the 
fEaeral  principle  upon  which  the  rule  is  based  is  well 
Uid  downinXtmjnuv.  TA«  General  Omnibus  Company  (11 
V.  B.  149).      This  rale  applies  to  railway  companies  as 
*ell  as  to  other  masters,  and  in  Ocrff  v.  Oreat    Weitern 
Sailwtiy  Company  (30  L.  J.  Q.  B.   148),  the  company 
vere  held  liable  for  a  wrongful  arrest  hj  their  servants 
«{ a  paaaanger  for  alleged  non-payment  of  his  fare.     The 
-eitapany  had  statntory  power  to  arrest  passengers  for 
ton-payment  of  fares,  and  it  was    decided  that  their 
eervants  most  be  considered  to  have  implied  authority 
'to  exercise  titis  power,  which  was  clearly  for  the  benefit 
^theoompwiy  if  properly  exercised.    The  wrongfol  act 
Vu  done  by  the  company's  servants  aoting  as  their 
setraats,  and  the  company  were  therefore  liable.      In 
fniten  t.  London  and  South  Western  SaUmay  Company 
{ISW.  B.  309),  a  passenger  was  arrested  for  non-pay- 
Beat  of  the  fare  of  a  horse.   The  oompuiy  had  no  power 
to  Brest  for  such  a  cause,  and  it  was,  therefore,  held  that 
^wir  servants  eonld  not  be  considered  as  having  any  im- 
plied authority  to  do  that  which  under  no  oircnmstancea 
^oold  be  legally  done.     The  distinction  between  the  two 
cues  is  fine,  bat  perfectly  clear.      In    Oojff^i  case  there 
^  a  right  to  arrest  if  the  sappoaed  facts  had  actually 
*>>sted,  and  such  arrest  would  dearly  be  for  the  benefit 
"'tha  company,  as  it  would  protect  their  profits.      It 
votUd,  moraover,  be  the  exercise  of  a  right  specially 


given  to  the  company  for  their  own  protection,  and  not 
a  right  possessed  by  the  public  at  large.  The  company's 
servants,  therefore,  had  implied  authority  to  exeroiss 
this  right,  and  the  company  were  liable  for  its  wrongful 
exercise.  In  PouUon'i  ease  there  was  no  right  to  arrect, 
even  if  the  supposed  faots  actually  existed;  and,  there- 
fore, there  eonld  be  no  implied  authoriljy  to  arrest,  and 
eonsequently  no  liability  on  the  part  of  the  company  for 
such  a  wrongful  arrest.  The  principles  followed  in  these 
two  cases  were  recognised  in  Edvoardt  v.  London  and 
North  Western  Sailnay  Company  (18  W.  B.  834),  where 
a  foreman  porter  of  the  defendants  wrongfully  gave  the 
plaintiff  in  charge  for  an  alleged  theft  of  the  defendants' 
property.  It  was  held  that  the  defendants  were  not 
liable,  as  it  V7a8  not  part  of  the  foreman's  dufy  as  serrant 
to  give  thieves  in  charge.  The  defendants'  servants  had 
no  special  power  as  servants  of  the  defendants  to  arreat 
for  felony,  and,  therefore,  there  was  no  implied  authority 
for  them  to  do  so  in  a  case  like  this,  where  the  giving  in 
charge  wa>  only  for  the  benefit  of  the  public  at  large.  In 
Hdnard's  ease  it  was  suggested  by  Montague  Smith  and 
Brett,  JJ,,  that  a  railway  company  might  in  some  cases 
be  liable  for  a  wrongful  arrest  on  a  charge  of  felony  by 
one  of  their  servants,  if  from  the  nature  of  the  servant'* 
Aaty,  it  might  be  assumed  that  it  was  part  of  his 
employment  to  give  persons  in  oharge  for  committing 
felonies,  as  if  the  servant  were  a  watchman.  This  last 
point  has,  however,  never  been  actually  decided  one  way 
•r  the  other. 

In  Allen  v.  The  London  and  South  Western  Rail' 
nay  Company,  the  principles  of  former  oases  are  xe> 
cognised,  and  an  important  rule  is  laid  down  with  r»- 
speot  to  the  liability  of  masters  for  wrongful  arrests  by 
their  servants.  There  one  of  the  defendants'  ticket  dis- 
tributors wrongfully  gave  the  plaintiff  in  oharge  to  a 
police  constable  for  attempting  to  steal  money  oat  of  the 
till,  in  other  words  for  an  attempt  to  commit  a  felony. 
If  the  plaintiff  had  in  fact  attempted  to  steal  the  money 
the  offence  would  have  been  only  a  misdemeanoor,  and 
there  would  have  been  no  right  on  the  part  of  the  de- 
fendants' servant  to  arrest  the  plaintiff.  The  decision 
was  that  the  defendants  were  not  liable  for  their  ser- 
vant's act,  and  this  decision  might  have  been  rested  on 
the  ground  that  If  the  supposed  facts  existed  there  would 
have  been  no  right  to  arrest.  This  would  apparently 
have  been  a  good  defence  to  the  aotion  on  the  aathority  <i 
Poultoit's  case,  the  ratio  decidendi  of  \Thioh  was,  as  put 
by  Blackburn,  J.,  daring  the  argument  in  this  case,  that 
"  it  could  not  be  supposed  that  the  railway  company  had 
given  their  servant  authority  to  commit  a  trespass  on 
their  behalf."  The  judgments,  however,  lay  down  a 
much  wider  principle — ^viz.,  that  a  servant  entrusted 
with  property  has  no  implied  authority  to  pot  the  law 
in  motion  to  punish  attempts  made  on  or  injary  to  that 
property.  The  judgments  distingnish  carefully  between 
acts  done  by  a  servant  for  the  protection  of  his  master's 
property  and  aots  done  for  the  punishment  of  an  offence. 
The  paniahment  of  a  criminal  for  taking  or  attempting 
to  take  property  does  not  defend  that  particnlar  pro- 
perty, but  is  useful  as  protecting  all  property  ;  and  the 
criminal  law  can,  of  course,  be  set  in  motion  by  a  person 
who  has  not  been  injured  by  the  crime  as  freely  as  by 
the  person  who  has  suffered.  Blackburn,  J.,  says 
"  there  is  a  great  distinction  between  an  act 
done  to  prevent  a  crime  or  to  nndo  what  has 
been  done,  and  an  act  which  has  for  its  object 
to  secure  the  punishment  of  an  offence  which 
has  been  oommitted.  Can  there  be  an  implied  authority 
to  invoke  public  justice  to  punish?  "  He  then  notices 
that  "where  a  power  of  arreat  is  specifically  given  by 
statute  for  the  protection  of  a  company's  interest,  as  in 
Oojft  case,  that  the  arrest  is  not  merely  to  secure  punish- 
ment, and  therefore  an  authority  to  arrest  may  be 
implied;  and  he  continues,  "even  if  the  agent  (the 
defendants'  servant  in  Allen^s  ease)  had  the  right  to  cause 
the  plaiutiff  to  be  imprisoned,  he  could  but  have  exer- 
cised the  power  as  a  private  citizen,  on  his  individual 
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iresponBibilitj,  uid  his  personnl  idea  of  what  was  neoes- 
■ary  intba  vindioation  of  public  jnatioe."  Lnsb,  J., says, 
"  If  the  plaintiff  had  done  all  that  it  was  imputed  to 
Urn  that  he  had  only  attempted  to  do,  there  would  have 
been  no  duty  inottmbent  on  the  olerk,  ai  a  iervant,  to 
punish  him,  still  less  to  do  so  for  an  attempt  which  had 
altogether  failed."  These  jadgmenta,  therefore,  show 
clearly  the  difference  between  an  act  done  for  the  pro- 
tection of  property,  and  one  done  to  punish  any  injury 
to  property.  The  former  is  done  at  tenant,  and  may 
Tender  the  master  liable,  the  latter  as  a  private  eitizen, 
mnd  renders  no  one  liable  except  the  wrongdoer  himself. 
The  two  oases  of  Walker  v.  The  South  JSattem  JUilieay 
Company,  and  Smith  t.  The  South  JSaitern  Jtailmay  Com- 
pany (18  W.  B.  1082)  may  be  usefully  compared  with 
A-lttn't  ease.  In  those  oases  the  liability  of  a  railway 
company  for  arrests  by  oonstables  employed  by  them,  is 
discussed,  and  the  decisions  are  quite  in  accordance  with 
iihe  principles  of  Allen'i  eate,  and  of  the  other  cases  to 
whiob  we  have  referred. 


EE7IEWS. 

Commentariet  upon  International  Law.  By  Sir  Robebt 
Pbillimork,  D.C.Ii.,  Ifember  of  Her  Majesty's  Host 
Honourable  Prirjr  Council  and  Judge  of  the  High  Court 
of  Admiralty.  Vol.  1.  Second  edition.  London:  Butter- 
worths. 

During  the  first  period  of  the  growth  of  a  system  of  law, 
the  most  useful  le^  literature  is  that  which  supplies  aatho- 
rities.  Those  who  then  write  text-books  perform  the  most 
useful  work  in  simply  collecting  the  sources  of  law.  As  the 
■ystem  grows  and  derelo^,  an  entirely  different  want  has 
to  be  prorided  for.  It  is  the  arrangement,  and  not  the 
supply  of  authorities  that  is  then  required.  Enclisb  law 
bas  folly  reached  this  latter  period,  and  now  mere  digests  of 
cases  and  authorities,  although  very  useful  as  mines  of  in- 
formation, are  far  too  cumbersome  for  ordinary  use. 

International  law  is  in  a  much  earlier  stage  of  adyance- 
ment  than  English  law,  and  text-writers  on  international 
law  may  still  do  good  service  by  collecting  the  vast  mass  of 
materials  from  which  eventaally  the  law  will  be  completely 
evolved.  This  is  the  form  in  which,  to  a  greater  or  less 
extent,  almost  all  books  on  international  law  (excepting  the 
recent  and  valuable  work  b^  BlnntschU)  have  been  written; 
although,  of  course,  they  differ  much  m)m  one  another  in 
their  method  of  treating  the  subject.  In  some  the  reader 
has  to  ascertain  for  hiimself  from  the  materials  put  before 
him,  without  any  help  from  the  author,  the  prmoiples  of 
intematioiial  law,  whue  in  other*  he  receives  more  or  less 
assistance  in  that  arduous  task.  It  is  to  the  former 
class  of  treatises  that  the  work  now  before  us  most  em- 
phatically belongs.  In  no  sense  is  it  a  book  that 
deals  with  principles.  The  reader  will  search  in  vain  for 
clear  statements  of  the  result  of  the  authorities  that  are 
here  heaped  up  in  profosion,  or  for  accurate  reasoning  in 
the  discussion  of  any  question  in  detail.  Abundance  of 
learning  and  research  is  brought  to  betir  on  the  various 
points  examined ;  but  there  is  no  evidence  of  that  thorough 
comprehension  of  the  subject  dealt  with  that  is  essential 
in  all  legal  works.  The  first  part  of  the  volume,  which 
treats  of  "  Sources  of  International  Law,"  brings  out  these 
characteristics  most  clearly.  Sixty-three  pages  are  occu- 
pied in  recounting  what  has  been  said,  however  foolish,  on 
this  subject  by  former  writers,  and  the  reader  is  left  to  as- 
certain for  himself  what  it  all  comes  to.  As  an  instance  of 
the  application  of  international  law  we  find  (p.  67,  et  uq.) 
the  case  of  the  seizure  of  the  opium  of  British  merchants  at 
Canton  by  the  Emperor  of  China  in  1839.  The  question 
raised  was.  as  stated  here,  whether  the  compensation  to  be 
made  by  the  Chinese  Government  was  "  the  eott  price  of  the 
property  or  its  market  price  at  the  place  of  seizure."  A 
simple  and  intelligible  question,  although  one  about  which 
we  imagine  there  could  be  no  real  doubt.  In  the  discussion 
of  this  question  we  are  overwhelmed  with  authorities. 
Pothier,  the  Digest,  Code,  and  Institutes  of  Justinian, 
Toet,  Emerigon,  Grotins,  Vattel,  and  a  number  of  English 
reported  cases  are  referred  to.  As  might  be  expected,  this 
cloud  of  authorities  very  much  obscures  the  attempted  ex- 
planation ;  while  there  is  a  complete  confusion  between  the 


question  of  cost  price  and  market  price  at  place  of  seizin^ 
and  the  question  of  price  at  time  of  seizure  and  it  (tax  of 
compensation — ^two  quite  distinct  questions.  The  uthoi- 
ties  nave  but  little  to  do  with  the  point  under  diKiiia(a, 
and  the  end  of  this  is  that  "  the  eondnsion,  then,  to  vbid 
we  are  led  .  .  .  from  the  application  of  the  prindjto 
of  international  law  "  Inmost  of  the  authorities  cited  an 
directly  opposed  to  this  conclusion]  "  is  this— thtt  tlit 
British  Government  would  have  been  justified  hj  the  liw  of 
nations  in  demanding  the  eoit  price  of  the  opinm  "—era 
if  there  had  been  a  depreciation  of  value  in  price  betvcestlu 
time  of  the  seizure  and  the  time  of  compensation.  'Wlut 
was  in  fact  settled  between  the  two  Governments  we  in  not 
told,  nor  whether  the  cost  price  or  market  price  wis  the 
higher,  nor  whether  there  was  in  fact  any  depreeiitiai  of 
value  between  seizure  and  compensation.  In  the  lem 
pages  that  deal  with  this  illustration  of  internationilln 
we  find  neither  the  facts  of  the  case  that  is  dlscusBd,  nti 
the  rules  which  ought  to  have  been  applied  to  the  cue,  lui 
the  rules  which  were  applied.  Instead  of  the  facts,  tb 
argument,  and  the  conclusion,  we  find  an  omissioi  of 
material  facts,  irrelevent  arguments,  and  no  concluiu. 
This  is  a  specimen  of  the  way  in  which  questioiu  st 
argued  in  this  book  by  reference  to  authorities.  ArgraneBi 
by  reference  to  principle  are  equally  feeble.  At  pp.  JC, 
S48,  which  deal  with  some  questions  respecting  the  ilm 
trade,  the  attempt  at  reasoning  is  singularly  weak,  "i 
that  which  is  put  forward  as  a  rtduetio  ad  almrim  i) 
not  a  reductio  ad  adturdum  at  all. 

These  faults,  of  course,  render  it  impassible  thit  liii 
treatise  should  be  ranked  amongst  the  great  worltsonii- 
ternational  law,  uotwitlistanding  the  high  judicial  positka 
of  the  author.  It  has,  however,  a  great  value  as  a  mat 
collection  of  materials  from  which  anyone  at  all  familiB 
with  the  subject  can  derive  much  assistance.  The  antkm- 
ties  referred  to  are  generally  cited  very  fully,  and  thii  is« 
great  benefit  in  dealmg  with  a  subject  like  intemationalUi, 
me  authorities  for  which  are  so  often  treaties,  despatch, 
state  papers,  and  similar  documents  not  readily  aoceisliK 
to  the  ordinary  reader.  The  collection  and  extiactiiij  of 
thess  is  a  work  of  much  difficulty  and  has  been  well  pf 
formed.  For  instance,  at  p.  48  et.  teg.  there  is  a  useful  lut 
of  all  the  principal  treaties  which  affect  intematisnil  1«»- 
The  slave  trade  treaties  are  collected  at  pp.  360  and  3«l,ul 
at  p.  244  the  convention  between  England  and  Ammo 
respecting  the  ship  canal  through  the  isthmus  of  centm 
America  is  set  out  in  full,  and  there  are  full  extracts  fw» 
other  treaties,  such  as  that  of  1815  at  Vienna  and  of  18«rt 
'Washington,  &c.  This  abundance  of  quotation  is  eitremrfj 
usefiil  in  dealing  with  authorities  not  readily  obtained  Is 
addition  to  this,  however,  there  is  a  great  deal  of  "Meo* 
saty  quotation,  whole  pages  being  extracted  from  wnl 
Stowell's  reported  judgments,  from  Grotius  and  other 
equally  well  known  and  accessible  books. 

Amongst  the  subjects  dealt  with  in  this  volume  are  tn 
that  are  at  present  exciting  great  interest — ^viz.,  the  nK"* 
navigation  of  the  river  St.  Lawrence  and  the  recognitioi"» 
the  Confederate  States  as  belligerents.  As  to  the  claim « 
this  country  to  the  exclusive  right  of  navigation  u'*''*'-^ 
Lawrence  Sir  Robert  Phillimore  says:  "  It  seems  difEcolt" 
deny  that  Great  Britain  may  have  grounded  her  refosal  np« 
strict  law;  but  it  is  at  least  equally  difficult  to  deny-Wrt 
that  in  so  doing  she  puts  in  force  an  extreme  and  hard  !«*• 
secondly,  that  her  conduct,  with  respect  to  the  navigatiooo' 
the  St.  Lawrence,  was  inconsistent  with  her  conductinrapK- 
to  the  navigation  of  the  Mississippi "  (p.  207).  This  pass* 
was  quoted  by  President  Grant  in  his  last  mesrage  to  Coup* 
as  the  opinion  "  of  the  greatest  living  British  anthoritj'. 

We  should  be  unwilling  to  admit  this  book  amongst  IM 
authorities  which  have  weight  in  determining  the  rule  e. 
international  law,  but  if  it  is  to  be  quoted  as  an  anthontr 
for  the  United  States  respecting  the  St.  Lawrence,  it  IMJ 
also  be  quoted  respecting  the  recognition  of  the  Confedenta 
as  belligerents  as  to  which  we  find  this  passage  (p.  477)  ■— 
"  England  and  France,  during  the  late  American  ciril  wo 
recognised  the  Southern  Confederacy  as  belligerents ;  aw. 
though,  in  the  heat  and  irritation  of  civil  contest,  the  Gi^ 
remmentof  the  United  States  resented  this  qualified  ul 
necessary  recognition,  it  was  clearly  a  matter  of  simple  Jj"' 
tice  and'strict  neutrality  ;  a  further  recognition  by  sendiiij 
an  accredited  minister  to  a  de  facto  state  like  the  Sonthtn 
Confederacy,  with  a  regular  government  and  a  laige  anny. 
would  not  nave  aflfordea  a  justifying  cause  of  war  to  tw 
other  belligerent." 
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Tbii  aditioD  contains  all  the  matter  in  the  first  edition,  to 
which  is  now  added  the  new  materials  that  the  years  since 
I8S4  hive  piodnced,inch  as  the  termination  of  the  Reciprocity 
Tnaty  respecting  Canada  and  the  United  States,  the 
Katinliaation  Acts  of  1868  and  1870  in  the  United  States 
and  England  respsetiTdj,  Ac.  &c.  There  is  also  aosefnl 
ssminiiTin  the  pre&ceof  events  that  hare  taken  place  since 
18M.  The  necessary  alterations  have  not,  however,  always 
leea  made,  as  at  p.  387,  where  the  law  respecting  the 
Stbility  to  punishment  in  England  for  mnrder  or  man- 
dughter  committed  abroad  is  wrongly  stated,  in  consequence 
ofao  notice  being  taken  of  24  ft  25  Vict.  c.  100,  s.  9,  which 
ms  ptsMd  in  1861,  and  therefore  ainoe  the  first  edition 
«u  published.  Qenerally,  howerer,  the  editing  is  well 
done.  There  is  an  appendix  containing  the  Foreign  Enlist- 
■lent  Act  of  Geo.  8,  and  the  new  Foreign  Enlistment  Act  of 
lait  year,  the  American  Foreign  Enlistment  Act,  and  much 
other  matter  of  neater  or  less  importance.  The  present 
edition  contains  aboat  100  pages  more  than  the  former  one. 

Th  Sittttu.    Xlnttd  EdUion.      Vol.  I.      Henry  III.  to 

JsmttU.  A.D.  1236-«— 1685.  By  Authority.    London  : 

Printed  by  Oeorge  William  Eyre  &  Wm.  Spottiswoode, 

Priatoi  to  the  Queen's  Most  Excellent  Majesty.    1870. 

It  is  not  quite  twelve  months  since  we  wore  called  on  to 

notice  the  first  IMts  of  the  Statute  Law  Revision  Commis- 

Bonen,  in  the  shape  of  the  Chronological  Table  and  Index 

A  the  Statutes  up  to  the  end  of  the  year  1869.    They  have 

now  pnisnted  us  with  a  first  instalment  of  the  Revised  Edi- 

&a  of  the  Statutes,  comprising,  in  one  handsome  volume, 

the  lUtiita  from  the  beginning  of  Henry  LII.  to  the  end  of 

-James  1.   Ererythinff  which  had  been  repealed  up  to  the 

-Old of  lait  Mssion  is  here  excised,  and  thus  we  have  in  one 

Tolome  sQ  the  existing  statute  law  for  the  period  embraced. 

lis  edition  followed  is  that  of  the  Record  Commissioners, 

bovn  (I "  The  Statutes  of  the  Realm."    Where  a  part  of 

m  Act,  though  repealed,  is  material  to  the  constnK&on  of 

fte  ranpealed  part,  such  repealed  part  is  printed  in  a  smaller 

tjpe,«hanote  of  the  repeal;  and  "where  there  might 

PWMJ^  a  question  as  to  the  operation  of  a  repeal,  the 

part  cooadited  to  be  covered  by  the  repeal  is  printed  in 

wi»Iltjpe,Bidthe  note  of  the  repeal  states  the  terms  of 

""  "P"^"    Some  Acts  considered  as  "not  of  practical 

legal  Tahe"  are  reserved  for  a  supplemental  volume  to  be 

awed  hereafter.    Among  these  are  theAct  of  16  Car.  1, 

c.  14,  of  the  "  Illegality  of  the  late  proeeedings  ooneeming 

atap-moBejr,"  the  Act  for  the  confirmation  of  legal  proceed- 

np  during  the  Commonwealth,  and  various  Acts  about 

^^  of  forests,  militia,  the  holding  of  Parliaments,  levying 

■*"*''  tc,  4c    The  value  of  such  a  work  as  that  now 

P"^  before  the  public  requires  no  comment    Here  we 

»",  "melted,"  as  Mr.  Carlyle  might  say,  "out  of  the 

"■Se  toes  heap,"  the  comparatively  small  residuum  of  law 

J^'a'aing  in  force.    The  volume  is  admirably  printed  on 

■|^<d»9er;  and  the  statutes  are  supplemented  by  a  seleo- 

*<>■>  Of  the  ^eater  part  of  the  notes  to  the  Record  Commis- 

■onen'  edition,  and  pre&ced  b^  a  table  of  variances  from 

-Boffhead'i  edition,  a  chronological  table,  and  an  interesting 

<[itrsct  from  the  Record  Commissioners'  Introduction,  be- 

■dee  an  introduction  to  the  present  work.    The  Latin  and 

la*  French  Acts  are  printed  vith  a  translation  in  double 

colnain.    It  is   not  too  much  to  say  that  every  lawyer 

""^  to  poesess  this  volume  and  its  successors. 

^en  the  repealed  law  has  been  thus  eliminated,  there 
'xnaina  a  considerable  amount  of  law  which  is  of  little 
pWic^  importance,  and  some  which,  for  any  actual  weight 
«l  to  it,  is  entirely  obsolete.  The  provision,  for  instance, 
•<  20  Edw.  3,  which  authorises  freemen  owing  suit  to 
«<mty,  tything,  hundred,  and  wapentake,  or  to  a  lord's 
♦"■rt,  to  appoint  their  attorneys  to  do  suit  for  them,  is,  for 
Ij^tical  purposes,  a  dead  letter,  but  as  a  piece  of  unrepealed 
«P«l»tion  it  is  entitled  to  a  place. 

In  timing  over  the  leaves  of  this  admirably  executed  and 
■(rtMefnl  volume  one  can  hardly  avoid  speculating  upon 
v!m.*  °*  **'®  "^"^  °f  'nh\<Ak  it  forme  the  first  instalment 
{Read's  12mo  edition,  the  one  generally  used  in  the 
!^  ptofesaion,  is  comprised,  up  to  the  end  of  last  session, 
o  110  Tuhnnes.  In  point  of  time  the  volume  before  us 
IfkS?**^  of  450  years  out  of  the  whole  635,  but  in  point 
, J??*™  whole  legislation  of  the  450  years  from  1235  to 
"Wi  WW  comprised  in  8  only  of  the  12mo  Ruffhead's 
!««ne3,  and  thus  there  are  102  left  to  be  disposed  of. 
"j^^ly  oentariee  it  took  several  reigns  to  fill  a  volume, 
"■••a  now  for  many,  many  years  every  year  has  required 


a  volume  to  itself.  If  the  102  volumes  remaining  yield, 
volume  for  volume,  the  same,  and  only  the  same^  aaoont  of 
unrepealed  law  as  the  old  ones,  II  more  revised  volume* 
will  be  required  to  complete  the  series  up  to  tiie  end  of 
1870.  We  may  therefore  take  11  volumes  as  the  lowest 
possible  number ;  in  all  probability  the  number  will  be 
greater. 


COUBTS. 

JUDGES'  CHAMBERa 
(Before  Mabtin,  B.) 

Jan.  2.— The  Seitort  Act,  1869,  «.  6— Capias  Ofoimt  de- 
ftndant  about  to  fo  abroad. 

An  application  was  made  to  Mr.  Baron  Martin  to  grant  • 
e4ipiat  against  a  defendant,  who  was  abont  to  leave  the 
oonntry,  and  it  was  stated  that  he  had  sufficient  money  in 
his  pocket  to  pay. 

MABTm,  B.,  said  that  according  to  the  6th  section  of 
32  &  33  Vict  0.  62,  it  most  be  shown  that  the  defen> 
dant'tf  absence  would  prejudice  the  plaintiff.  He  did  not 
know  why  the  law  had  been  altered. 

The  attorney  said  the  defendant's  presence  was  necessary 
to  prove  his  acceptance  to  the  bill  of  exchange  he  had  given. 

Mabtin,  B.,  stud  other  persons  could  prove  his  handwrit- 
ing. Unless  the  allegation  was  made  in  the  affidavit,  he 
had  no  power,  as  the  law  was  now  altered,  to  grant  a  caput* 
to  hold  to  baU. 

Application  refined. 


VICE-CHANCELLOR  OF  THE  COUNTY  PALATINB 
OF  LANCASTER. 

Be  Th*  Liverpool  and  JHetriet  Permanent  BeneJU  BuiUing 

Sodetf. 

MeConnan'e  claim, 

Benejtt  buiU&nfeoeitty — Borroiobif — Society  formed  to  take  over 

the  aesett  and  Uabilitiet  of  another  eoeitty. 

A  benefit  building  eoeiety  with  £100  eharee  ume,  by  on*  of 
it»  rulee,  autlutrieed  to  borrow  money  for  the  purpoiee  of  the 
eoeiety,  and  in  1853  the  claimant  advanced  £800  to  the 
society  upon  a  promiuory  note.  In  1861  t(  woe  detired  to 
reduce  the  eharee  from  £100  to  £10,  and  by  way  of  effecting 
this  oi/'eet  a  new  society  was  formed,  which  purported  to  take 
over  the  assets  and  liabilities  of  the  society.  The  interest  on 
the  £300  was  regularly  paid,Jtr»t  by  the  old  and  afterward 
by  the  new  society. 

The  new  society  having  been  ordered  to  be  womtd  up,  the 
claimant  claimed  to  be  paid  the  £300  out  of  the  assets. 

Held — (I.)  That  the  above-mentioned  rule  of  the  old  eoeiety 
woe,  as  a  rule  atUhcrising  unlimited  borrowing,  ultra  vires. 

(2.)  That  for  one  society  to  take  aver  the  matt  of  assete  and 
limUities  of  another  society  wa*  ultra  vires ;  and 

(3.)  It  being  illegal  for  the  new  society  to  uniertc^  a  lia- 
bility to  the  claimant  for  the  £300,  acguieseenee  could  not 
validate  the  transaction. 

The  claim  wcu  therefore  diealUnoid. 

The  Liverpool  and  District  Permanent  Benefit  Building 
Society  was  established  in  1862  as  a  benefit  building 
society  with  £100  shares.  The  25th  rule  of  the  society  was 
as  follows: — 

"  Advances  from  Bankers  and  others. 

That  if  the  committee  should  deem  it  advantageous  to 
the  society  to  obtain  advances  from  their  bankers  or  other 
person  for  the  purposes  of  the  society,  it  shall  be  lawful  for 
them  so  to  do  with  the  written  consent  of  the  trustees." 

The  following  is  taken  from  the  admissions  sgreed  upon 
by  both  sides. 

**  In  April,  1853,  the  applicant,  Mrs.  McConnan,  jointly 
with  one  Bell  (since  deceased),  advanced  to  the  old  society 
the  sum  of  £300,  taking  from  the  society  a  promissory  note 
for  such  sum.  The  society  ro^Iarly  paid  half-yearly  inte- 
rest at  £5  per  cent,  on  this  achrance  down  to  the  end  of  the 
year  1860,  when  the  society  was  terminated  under  the  fol- 
lowing circumstances: — 

It  was  desired  to  reduce  the  shares  in  the  old  society  from 
£100  to  £10,  and  the  only  practical  way  of  doing  so  was 
by  establishing  a  new  society  to  take  the  place  ofthe  old 
one.  The  above-named  society*  was  thereupon  established 
in  January,  1861.     It  took  over  the  assets  and  liabilities  of 


*The  Liverpool  and  District  Permanent  Benefit  Building 
Society.    The  new  society  retained  tiie  name  of  the  old  one. 


Digitized  by 


Google 


178 


THE  SOLICITORS'  JOURNAL  &  REPORTER.     Jan.  7. 1871. 


the  old  society,  and  all  the  secnrities  of  the  old  society  were 
transferred  to  the  present  one.  The  assets  were  estinuited 
at  X7,42S  Ss.  2d.,  and  the  liabilities  on  promissory  notes  at 
£4S0  (including  the  £300  the  subject  of^the  present  claim). 
The  new  society  entered  the  respectiTe  amounts  of  these 
assets  and  liabilities  in  their  booKS.  They  debited  an  ac- 
connt  called  the  Loon  Account  with  this  £300,  putting 
against  it  the  name  of  His.  McConnan,  and  down  to  the 
date  of  the  order  to  wind  up  the  society  they  had  regularly 
paid  her  the  half-yearly  interest. 

The  new  society  has  received  about  three-fourths  of  the 
assets  of  the  old  society.  The  official  liquidator  has  now 
funds  in  hand  wherewiUi  the  applicant's  claim  can  be  paid 
should  the  C'ourt  direct  him  to  do  so." 

The  rules  of  the  new  society  did  not  comprise  any  role 
•nthorising  the  society  to  obtain  advances  of  money  upon 
loan  ;  and  the  "objects  of  the  society  "  were  defined  in  mle 
1  to  be  the  "  raising,  by  the  monthly  subscriptions  of  the 
several  members  of  such  society,  shares  not  exceeding  the 
Talne  of  £10  for  each  share  (such  subscriptions  ss  are  here- 
after by  these  rules  particularly  specified,  not  exceeding  in 
the  whole  twenty  shillings  per  month  for  sach  shaiy),  a 
stock  or  fund  for  the  purpose  of  enabling  each  member 
thereof  to  receive  out  of  the  funds  of  such  society  the 
amonnt  or  value  of  his  or  her  share  or  sharM  therein,  to 
meet  or  purchase  one  or  more  dwelling-house  or  dwelling- 
houses,  or  other  real  or  leasehold  estate,  to  be  secured  by 
way  of  mortgage  to  such  society,  until  the  amount  or  valie 
of  iiis  or  her  shares  shall  have  been  fully  repaid  to  such 
■ociety,  with  the  interest  thereon,  and  all  fines  or  other 
payments  incurred  in  respect  thereof." 

In  1870  the  new  society  was  ordered  to  he  wound  up, 
and  the  ofiicial  liquidator  (Uspnted  Mrs.  HcConnan's  claim 
The  matter  now  came  before  the  Vice-chancellor. 

Lake,  for  Mrs.  HcConnan. 

Ford  North  and  BardncM,  contra,  for  the  official  liqai> 
dator. 

Yice-Cbancellor  Wickkks. — "I  cannot  think  that  there 
is  any  great  difficulty  in  this  case,  which  I  can  acknowledge 
sitting  here.  It  seems  to  me  that  the  old  society  had  no 
power  to  borrow,  for  I  cannot  read  the  power  except  as  an 
nnlinited  power,  and  an  unlimited  power  is  nothing 
according  to  the  authorities  ;  but  even  if  the  old  society  had 
power  to  borrow,  the  new  society  had  no  power  to  borrow, 
and  the  question  is  whether  there  is  a  debt  afi'ecting  thenew 
society  in  conseqence  of  what  has  taken  place. 

The  second  society  could,  I  think,  in  no  way  have  given 
to  itself  a  power  to  borrow,  such  as  is  supposed  to  have  been 
exercised — that  is  to  say,  a  power  to  purchase  assets  from  a 
third  person  or  another  society  by  undertaking  its  lia- 
bilities. That,  you  will  observe,  is  a  very  complicated 
power  to  borrow  indeed.  A  building  society,  I  take  it,  is 
originally  a  society  of  this  sort :— There  are  certain  profits 
to  be  made  by  lending  money  and  borrowing  money,  and 
the  lenders  and  borrowers  make  themselves  into  a  society 
and  divide  the  profits  themselves,  so  as  to  exclude  the  inter- 
vention of  third  xwrsons  who  take  the  profits  between 
lender  and  borrower ;  and  that  being  so,  I  should  be  very 
much  inclined,  independent  of  authority,  to  agree  that  a 
power  to  borrow  money  from  persons  outside  was  out  of  the 
contemplation  of  such  a  societnr ;  but  it  appears  to  have 
been  held,  and  one  can  perfectly  understand  the  decision, 
that  in  very  limited  terms  a  power  of  borrowing  may  be 
given,  because  a  power  of  borrowing  for  temporary  pur- 
poses may  be  ancillary  to  the  express  purpose  of  the 
society — that  is,  there  may  be  times  when  it  is  necessary 
to  raise  certain  sums  by  way  of  loan  for  the  purpose  of 
enabling  the  borrowers  and  loulers  to  make  their  arrange- 
ments in  sufficient  time  between  themselves.  But  it  does 
not  go  further  than  that,  and  therefore  falls  very  far  short 
of  the  power  which  I  am  asked  to  suppose  that  this  second 
society  nad — the  power  to  take  a  moss  of  assets,  undertaking 
a  mass  of  liabilities.  I  say  that  is  much  more  beyond  the 
purview  of  a  society  of  this  sort,  and,  therefore,  a  much 
more  illegal  rule  than  a  power  to  borrow  generally  for  the 
purposes  of  thh  society,  which  latter  power  I  hold  to  be  a 
bad  one.  Therefore,  1  say  if  there  be  among  these  rules  a 
j>ower  authorising  the  second  society  to  do  what  it  has  done, 
It  would  be  an  illegal  rule,  and  if  that  is  so,  it  is  absolutely 
impossible  that  there  could  be  anything  in  the  way  of 
acquiescence  which  could  justify  that  which  the  rule  itself 
would  not  have  justified.  It  seems  to  me  that  the  case  fails 
altogether." 

Counsel  for  the  official  liquidator  not  asking  for  costs 


against  the  applicant,  the  only  order  as  to  costs  wts  thit 
th  e  official  liquidator  should  have  his  costs  out  of  the  ertstti 

Solicitor  for  the  claimant;  Oeorg4  Haigh. 

Solicitor!  for  tbeofficial  liquidator,  Tj/rer,  Smith  it  KauoK, 


UVEEPOOL  COUET  OF  PASSAGE. 
(Before  —  AssEsaoB.) 

Dec.  U Iht  Nnova  Raffalina. 

32  #  8S  Vtet.  e.  51  (^County  CourU  Admiralty  JurUdMtk 
Aet  (1868)  AmtndxMM  Act). 

This  was  a  notice  to  dismiss  a  snit  for  want  of  jurisdic- 
tion. The  plaintiffs,  Heaais.  Ji^ip  &  Kirby,  ship-tsokcn, 
of  Livarpool,  claimed  £87  148.  9d.  as  commissiott  on  s 
charter-party. 

Th*  Sumo  SaffMoa,  a  ship  of  Qenoa,  being  in  the  pott  o( 
Liverpool,  her  captain  entered  into  negotiations  with 
Messrs.  Japp  ft  Kirby  to  obtain  a  freight  tor  her  to  uae 
foreign  port.  In  the  course  of  the  negotiations  ssTettl 
telegrams  passed  between  the  owners  at  Genoa  and  tlis 
captain  (through  Messrs.  Japp  &  Kirby),  and  ac]laIte^ 
party  was  signed  by  the  captam;  hut  ultimately,  owing  to 
a  difference  luxiut  me  time  to  be  allowed  for  arriving  ont, 
the  captain  freighted  under  another  charter-party  negonitti 
through  another  firm  of  brokers,  having,  as  he  alleged,  ben 
told  by  the  plaintiffs  that  he  was  free  to  do  so.  whu  tke 
vessel  was  about  to  sail  she  was  arrested  by  the  plaiatiib, 
bat  was  afterwards  relessed  on  payment  of  £137  into  Cosit 

Oaxntford  Bruce,  hi  the  owners,  now  moved  to  diiniiM 
the  snit  for  want  of  jurisdiction.  He  cited  the  Soum,  IS 
'W.  R.  1008,  and  contended  that  upon  the  proper  and 
reasonable  construction  of  sub-section  1  of  the  Ind  section  of 
32  k  33  Vict.  c.  61,  having  regard  to  the  intention  of  tht 
statute,  the  words  "  any  claim  arising  out  of  any  agree- 
ment made  in  relation  to  the  use  of  hire  of  any  ship,"  woe 
designed  to  cover  merely  claims  arising  directly  out  of  tlie 
use  or  hire,  and  could  net  be  taken  to  include  a  claim  fcr 
oommisaion  for  negotiating  a  hiring. 

JtuutU,  contra,  urged  mat  the  grammatical  aignifiwtioD 
of  the  words,  judged  by  common  roles  of  interpretation, 
clearly  comprehended  the  case. 

The  AsssssoR  made  an  order  to  dismiss  the  suit  'with 
coats,  on  the  ground  that  the  claim  was  not  within  sub-sec- 
tion 1  of  the  2nd  section  of  the  Act,  and  that  coase. 
quently  the  Court  had  no  jurisdiction.* 

Solicitors  for  the  plaintiffis,   Tj/rer,  Bmith,  f  KcnitH. 

Solicitor  for  the  defendants,  C.  B.  Srctherton. 


POLICE  COURTS. 

Lambxth. 
(Before  Mr.  Chance.) 

Dec.  6. — Mr.  Chance  to-day  gave  his  considered  judg- 
ment on  three  summonses  taken  out  by  the  police  authoritiei 
against  the  secretary  of  the  Metropolitan  Tramway  Com- 
pany, for  allowing  more  passengers  to  be  carried  thsD  the 
carriages  were  licensed  for  under  the  Metropolitan  Stage 
Carriage  Act,  6  &  7  Yict  c.  86.  The  passengers  rode  on  t£e 
platform  of  the  car. 

Batcy  (Hwnphr$yt  with  him),  for  the  company,  con- 
tended that,  though  licences  had  been  obtained  for  the 
tramway  cars,  and  for  the  drivers  and  conductors,  yet  the 
company  was  not  liable,  as  tramways  were  "  horse  rulwa;^" 
and  not  under  the  provisions  of  the  ordinary  Acts  relating 
to  stage  carriages. 

Mr.  Chance  thought  that  the  platform  of  the  carriage,  or 
by  whatever  name  it  was  called,  upon  which  the  conductor 
stood,  if  not  a  "step,"  was  a  place  provided  for  him  within 
the  meaning  of  the  Act  6  &  7  Vict  c.  86,  a.  33,  and  Bniumi"g  it 
to  be  a  Metropolitan  stage  carriage,  an  offence  had  been  com- 
mitted by  allowing  persons  to  ride  on  the  platform  besides 
the  conductor.  With  regard  to  the  wider  and  more  i^lpo^ 
tant  question  as  to  a  metxopolitan  stage  carriage,  after  read- 
ing the  Act  as  to  the  rules  and  r^ulations  for  the  same, 
he  was  of  opinion  that  a  tramway  carriage  came 
within  the  definition,  and  unless  there  was  some 
special  provision  declaring  that  tramway  caniagea 
should  not  be  subject  to  the  rules  and  regulations 
applying  to  other  metropolitan  stage  carriages,  he  wu 
bound  to  hold  that  they  were  subiect  to  them.  Irrespective, 
however,  of  any  provision  in  the   Tramway  Act,  it  was 

*  The  order  to  dismiss  was  in  these  terms.     We  understand 
that  notice  of  appeal  has  been  given  by  the  plaintiffis. 
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jifijult  to  nndentand  why  tramways  ahould  be  exempt 
from  die  rnlw  and  regulations  made  for  the  public  protec- 
tun.  Ths  natoie  of  a  railwiMr  company  was  altogeUier 
diffennt  fiom  a  tramway.  The  land  on  which  tiie  rails 
of  a  nilwiy  trere  laid  was  private  property,  whereas  a 
tnmwiy  oompany  had  no  property  wnaterer  in  the  soil ; 
tiiej  tod  a  limited  user,  and  the  public,  subject  to  that 
uer,  had  an  equal  right  to  the  highway.  His  decision 
*u  igunst  the  company,  and  he  imposed  a  fine  of  10s., 
fitli  CMti,  in  tach  of  the  three  cases.  He  granted  a  special 
cue  to  the  superior  oonrt,  and  declined  to  make  any  order 
»  to  piaiMigen  being,  in  the  interim,  aUowed  to  stand  on 
ttw  putTona. 


OEIEBAL  COESESFOlfDEItrCE- 

TM  Cocstt  CorRTS  and  thb  Sufebiob  Coukts. 

Sir,--A  letter  in  the  Telegraph,  sifted  "Attomevs," 
contunt  a  itnnge  confusion  of  ideas.  The  writers  obtained 
ajudgmmt  in  a  superior  court  for  £18,  and  as  the  defendant 
lud  DO  goodi  a  aummons  for  commitment  was  taken  out  in 
tiie  aune  ooart  The  defendant  appeared  in  person  on  the 
Imring,  and  admitted  that  hia  income  was  £6  lOs.  per  week, 
Kmst&as  more.  On  this  evidence  the  judge  refused  to 
conimit,  or  eren  to  order  payment  by  instalments,  to  the 
gnat  mdigniiion  of  "Attorneys."  To  denounce  the  law 
in  oraueqnence  seems  a  waste  of  energy.  Does  not  the  &ttlt 
lie  »ith  the  administrator  of  the  la w  f 

It  ii  generally  understood  that  the  superior  court  judges 
deaiie  to  lend  cases  of  this  kind  to  the  county  courts.  Pro- 
UUy  thii  disire  is  the  real  reason  for  the  refusal  to  commit 
Js  thii  cue.  "  Attorneys  "  are  not,  as  they  suppose,  left 
«i4ont  a  remedy.  Let  them,  as  provided  bv  the  Debtors 
'^t,  tab  a  certified  copy  of  the  record  of  judgment  to  the 
poper  oointT  court,  and  they  will  in  all  probability  be  able 
tocoDTtnce  the  judge  there  that  such  a  debtor  can  pay  say 
^2  n  iS  a  month  at  least.  '  liAWTBa. 


AFPOINTMEirrS. 


St  ftoms  Ebskine  Mat,  barristerat-law,  Clerk 
''mm  to  the  House  of  Commons,  has  been  appointed  to 
•»«*ed  Sir  Dems  Le  Marchant  as  Clerk.  Sir  Erskine  May 
»^  wa  in  1815,  and  was  educated  at  Bedford  School 
™«r  Dr.  Brereton.  He  entered  the  public  service,  as 
™*iit  Librarian  of  the  House  of  Commons,  in  1831,  and 
«3  tailed  to  the  bar  at  the  Middle  Temple  in  May,  1838. 
is  1M6  he  was  appointed  Examiner  of  Petitions  for  Private 
™H  and  in  the  following  year  became  Taxing  Master  of 
tie  Home  of  Commons.  In  1868  he  was  promoted  to  the 
"We  of  the  House,  as  Clerk  Assistant  In  1860  his 
P«imc  aerrices  were  rewarded  by  the  bestowal  of  the 
J^ompamonahip  of  the  Bath,  and  he  was  elevated 
»  tte  rank  of  Knight  Commander  in  July  1866.  Sir 
5«me  May  is  the  author  of  several  legal  and  parliamen- 
wy  woAn,  the  first  of  which  was  "  a  Treatise  on  the  Laws, 
™™«fo,  Proceedings,  and  Usages  of  Parliament,"  pub- 
™«a  m  18«,  which  has  passed  through  six  editions,  and 
?«..  V  '"'"^  **  "May's  Parliamentary  Practice."  In 
wj  he  published  a  pamphlet,  entitled  "  Remarks  and 
??P'^>iu  with  a  view  to  Facilitate  the  Despatch  of 
™iie  Bnaineas  iu  Parliament;"  and  in  1850  another  pam- 
Fie^"ontheConsoUdation  of  the  Election  Laws."  Sir 
™m«  May  is  also  the  author  of  another  very  well  known 
»««,  the  "  Constitutional  History  of  England  since  the 
f"J*^'>fG«)ige  III.,  1760—1160,"  puWished  between 
I  '  ""  1863,  which,  commencing  where  Hallam  con- 
wied,  continues  the  history  of  our  laws  and  liberties  to 
h*  present  time.  In  1854  he  collected  and  arranged,  for 
7  "^  time,  the  "  Rules,  Orders,  and  Forms  of  Proceeding 
J- Jie  Houae  of  Commons,"  which  were  adopted  and  printed 
Y  "fflmand  of  the  House.  He  is  a  member  of  the  Digest  of 
"» tommission. 

cYs?:^*  Campbell,  barrister-aUaw,  of  the  Bengal 
"m  Serrice,  has  been  appointed  to  the  office  of  Lieutenant- 
WTanor  of  Bengal.  Mr.  Campbell  U  the  eldest  son  of 
j?«  "Me  Sir  George  Campbftll,  of  Edenwood,  Fifeshire,  by 
J^^wt,  daughter  of  A.  Christie,  Esq.,  of  Ferrybank  ;  he 
■aewforo  a  nephew  of  Uie  late  Lord  Chancellor  Campbell, 
Ir'T^^ynnger  brother  of  Sir  George.  Mr.  Campbell 
^^wn  m  1886,  and  was  educated  at  Eton,  and  at  Timity 
"■•P.  Cambridge.    He  entered  the  Beng^  Civil  Service 


in  1812,  and  after  filling  various  offices  he  was  appointed 
Judicial  Commissioner  of  the  province  of  Oude,  in  May, 
18fi8.  He  had  previoualy  come  to  England  to  study  law, 
and  was  called  to  the  Bar  at  the  Inner  Temple  in  January, 
1854.  In  1862,  on  the  establishment  of  the  High  Court  of 
Judicature  at  CalcnttI^  he  was  appointed  one  of  the 
puisne  judges  of  that  tribunal,  but  was  in  1863  appointed 
Commissioner  of  the  Central  Frovincee  at  Na«pore,  which 
office  he  has  held  up  to  the  present  time.  Mr.  Campbell 
married,  in  1853,  Letitia,  danghtnr  of  Mr.  Henry  Vibut. 

Mr.  Hbkrt  Ob£y  Fabbx,  solicitor,  of  Stockton-on-Tees, 
Durham,  and  town  clerk  of  that  borough,  has  been  ap- 
pointed Clerk  to  the  Stockton  School  Board.  Mr.  Fabor 
was  admitted  in  1864,  and  besides  the  town  clerkship,  he 
holds  the  offices  of  clerk  to  the  county  justices  for  the  divi- 
sion of  Stockton  ward,  clerk  to  the  borough  justices,  and 
clerk  to  the  Commissioners  of  Taxes. 


FOBEIGir  TRIBUNALS  &  JO:RISP£in>ENC£. 

AMERICA. 
United  Statss  Svfbbxb  Count. 
The  National  Bank  oftlte  Sepuilie,  Plaintiff  in  Error,  v. 
Meet  J.  Millard. 
Bcmker't  cheque — ZiabCUty  of  drawee. 
In  error  to  the  Supreme  Court  of  the  District  of  Columbia. 
Mr.  Justice  Davis  delivered  the  opinion  of  the  Court— 
This  is  an  action  of  assumpsit  brought  by  the  defendant  in 
error  against  the  National  Bank  of  Uie  Republic,  for  failing 
to  pay  a  cheque  drawn  on  it  in  his  favour  by  one  Lawler,  a 
paymaster  in  the  United  States  army.    The  declaration,  in 
addition  to  the  special  count  on  the  transaction,  contained 
a  general  count  for  money  had  and  received  by  the  defen- 
dant to  the  use  of  the  plaintiff.    The  only  question  presented 
by  the  record  which  it  is  material  to  notice  is  this :  Can 
the  holder  of  a  bank-cheque  sue  the  bank  for  refusing  pay- 
ment, in  the  absence  of  proof  that  it  was  accepted  by  ue 
bank,  or  charged  against  the  drawer  f 

It  is  no  longer  an  open  question  in  this  court,  since  the 
decision,  in  the  cases  of  the  Marine  Bank  v.  The  Fulton  Bank 
(2  Wallace^,  and  oiThompeon  v.  Riggs  ^6  Wallace),  that  the 
relation  of  banker  and  customer  in  tiieir  pecuniary  dealings 
is  that  of  debtor  and  creditor.    It  is  an  important  part  of 
the  business  of  banking  to  receive  deposits,  but  when  they 
are  received,  unless  there  are  stipulations  to  the  contrary, 
tiiey  belong  to  tho  bank,  become  part  of  its  general  Arnds, 
and  can  be  loaned  by  it  as  oUier  moneys.    The  banker  is 
accountable  for  the  deposits  which  he  receives  as  a  debtor, 
and  he  agrees  to  discharge  these  debts  by  honouring  the 
cheques  which  the  depositors  shall  from  time  to  time  draw  on 
l]dm.    The  contract  between  the  parties  is  purely  a  legal 
one,  and  has  nothing  of  the  nature  of  a  trust  in  it.  This  sub- 
ject was  fUly  discussed  by  Lords  Cottenham,  Brougham, 
Lyndhnrst,  and  Campbell,  in  the  Houae  of  Lords,  in  the 
caseof^o'i^  v.  Ht7;(2Cl.  &  Fin.28),  and  they  all  concurred 
in  the  opinion  that  the  relation  between  a  banker  and  cus- 
tomer vnio  pays  money  into  the  bank,  or  to  whose  credit 
money  is  placed  there,  is  the  ordinary  relation  of  debtor  and 
creditor,  and  does  not  partake  of  a  fiduciary  character,  and 
the  great  weight  of  American  authority  is  to  the  same  effect. 
As  cheques  on  bankers  are  in  constant  use,  and  have  been 
adopted  by  the  commercial  world  generally  as  a  substitute 
for  ot^er  modes  of  payment,  it  is  important,  for  the  security 
of  all  parties  concerned,  that  there  should  be  no  mistake 
about  the  status  which  the  holder  of  a  cheque  sustains 
towards  the  bank  on  which  it  was  drawn.    It  is  very  dear 
that  he  can  sue  the  drawer  if  payment  is  refused ;  but  can 
he  also,  in  such  a  state  of  the  case,  sue  the  bank  P  It  is  con- 
ceded that  the  depositor  can  bring  assumpsit  for  the  breach  of 
the  contract  to  honour  his  cheques  ;  and  if  the  holder  has  a 
similar  right,  then  the  anomaly  is  presented  of  a  right  of  ac- 
tion upon  one  promise  for  the  same  thing  existing  in  two  dis- 
tinct persons  at  the  same  time.    On  principle,  there  can  be  no 
foundation  for  an  action  on  the  part  of  the  holder,  unless 
there  is  a  privity  of  contract  between  him  and  the  bank. 
How  can  there  be  such  a  privity  when  tho  bank  ones  no 
duty  and  is  under  no  obligation  to  the  holder  f    The  holder 
takes  the  cheque  on  the  credit  of  the  drawer  in  the  belief  that 
he  has  funds  to  meet  it,  but  in  no  sense  can  the  bank  be 
said  to  be  connected  with  the  transaction.    If  it  were  true 
that  there  was  a  privity  of  contract  between  the  banker 
and  holder  when  the  cheque  was  given,  the  bank  would  be 
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obliged  to  pay  the  cheque,  although  the  drawer,  before  it  i 
was  presented  had  oaunteraumdad  it,  and  although  other  ' 
cheques,  drawn  after  it  was  issued,  bat  before  payment  of  it 
was  demanded,  had  exhausted  the  funds  of  the  depositor. 
If  such  aresnlt  should  follow  the  giving  of  cheques,  it  is  easy 
to  see  that  bankers  would  be  compelled  to  abandon  altogether 
the  business  of  keeping  deposit  accounts  for  their  customers. 
It,  then,  the  bank  did  not  contract  with  the  holder  of  the 
cheque  to  pay  it  at  the  time  it  was  given,  how  can  it  be  said 
that  it  owes  any  duty  to  the  holder  until  the  cheque  is  pre- 
sented and  accepted  ?  The  right  of  the  depositor,  as  was 
said  by  an  eminent  judge  (2  Selden,  417),  is  a  chose  in 
action,  and  his  cheque  does  not  transfer  the  debt,  or 
give  a  lien  upon  it  to  a  third  person  without  the  assent  of 
"the  depositary.  This  is  a  well-established  principle  of  law, 
and  is  sustained  by  the  English  and  American  decisions 
{Chapman  y.  WMU,  2  Selden,  412  ;  Buttertoorth  t.  Peck,  5 
Bosworth,  341 ;  Ballard  t.  Randall,  1  Gray,  60S ;  Barhtr  t. 
Anderson,  21  Wendell,  373;  Dykert  v.  Leather  Hanufae- 
luring  Company,  II  Paige,  616;  National  Bank  r.  Eliot 
Sank,  5  Am.  Law.  Rtg.  71 1 ;  Parsons  on  Bills  and  Kotos, 
ed.,  1863,  pages  69,  60,  61,  and  notes  ;  Parke,  B.,  in  argu- 
ment in  Bellamy  v.  Mtijoribanks,  7  £xch.  389,  404  ;  Wharttn 
T.  Walker,  4  B.  &  C.  163;  Warwick  T.  Roger:  5  M.  ft  O. 
374  ;  Byles  on  Bills,  chap..  Cheque  on  a  Banker ;  Grant  on 
Banldng,  London  ed.  1836,  p.  96).  The  few  cases  which 
assert  a  contrary  doctrine,  it  would  serve  no  useful  purposes 
to  review. 

Testing  the  case  at  bar  by  these  legal  rules,  it  is  apparent 
that  the  Court  below,  after  the  plaintiff  closed  his  case,  should 
have  instructed  the  jury,  as  reque&ted  by  the  defendant, 
"that  the  plaintiff,  on  the  evidence  submitted  by  him,  was 
not  entitled  to  recover.  The  defendant  did  not  accept  the 
cheqne  for  the  plaintiff  nor  promise|him  to  pay  it.tbut,  on  the 
o  jntrary,  refused  to  do  so.  If  it  were  true,  as  the  evidence 
tended  to  show,  that  the  bank,  before  the  cheque  came  to  the 
plaintiff's  hands,  paid  it  on  a  forged  indorsement  of  his  signa- 
ture to  a  person  not  authorised  to  receive  the  money,  it  does 
not  follow  that  the  bank  promised  the  plaintiff  to  pay  the 
money  again  to  him,  on  the  presentation  of  the  cheque  by 
him  for  payment. 

It  may  be,  if  it  could  be  shown  that  the  bank  had  charged 
the  cheque  on  its  books  against  the  drawer,  and  settled  with 
him  on  that  basis,  that  the  plaintiff  could  recover  on 
the  count  for  money  had  and  received,  on  the  ground  that 
.  the  rule  ex  aequo  et  bono  would  be  applicable  ;  as  the  bank, 
having  assented  to  the  order  and  communicated  its  assent 
to  the  pa}:master,  would  be  considered  as  holding  the  money 
thus  appropriated  for  the  plaintiff's  use,  and,  therefore, 
under  an  implied  promise  to  him  to  pay  it  on  demand. 

It  is  hardly  necesssiry  to  say  that  the  cheque  in  question, 
having  been  drawn  on  a  public  depositary,  by  an  officer  of 
the  GKivemment,  in  favour  of  a  public  creditor,  cannot  change 
the  rights  of  the  parties  to  this  suit.  The  cheque  was  com- 
.mercial  paper,  and  subject  to  the  laws  which  govern  such 
paper,  and  it  can  make  no  difference  whether  the  parties  to 
it  are  private  persons  or  public  agents  ( The  TT.  S.  v.  Bank  of 
Meiropolie,  15  Petert,  377). 

As  soon  as  the  deposit  was  made  to  the  credit  of  Lawler, 
as  paymaster,  the  bank  was  authorised  to  deal  with  it  as  its 
own,  and  became  answerable  to  Lawler  for  the  debt  in  the 
same  manner  that  it  would  have  been  had  the  deposit  been 
placed  to  his  personal  credit. 

As  the  case  will  be  remanded  for  a  new  trial,  it  is  not 
neccessary  to  notice  the  exceptions  taken  to  the  charge  of 
the  Court  on  the  evidence  introduced  by  the  defendant. 

Judgment  reversed  and  a  venire  de  novo  awarded. — Ifetc 
York  jDaUy  Tranieript. 

Court  of  Appeals,  New  Tobk. 

June  2l8t. — Xary  Ann  DexUr,  Administratrix,  ^.,  v.  the 

Syracuse,   BinghanUon,  and  New  York  Railroad  Company, 

Appellant. 

Common  carrier — Liabili  ty  for  passengers'  luggage. 

Appeal  from  a  judgment  ordered  by  the  General  Term 
of  the  Supreme  Court,  in  the  Sixth  District,  upon  excep- 
tions there  heard  in  che  first  instanoe,  upon  a  verdict  for 
304.10  dols.,  rendered  at  the  Cortland  circuit,  in  favour 
of  the  plaintiffs  intestate. 

This  action  wu  brought  to  recover  the  value  of  a  trunk 
and  its  contents  lost  upon  the  defendant's  railroad.  The 
plaintiff's  intestate  (her  husband)  was  a  passenger  from 
New  Tork,  by  way  of  the  Erie  and  the  defendant's  rail> 
road,  to  Cortland,  where  he  resided.    He  purchased  in 


New  York  the  trunk  and  its  contents,  oonsistin;  of  wesrmg 
apparel  for  himself,  some  for  his  wife,  and  ot^er  artidai 
for  other  members  of  his  family,  inolndiog  the  msterial 
for  two  dresses,  and  also  the  material  for  a  dress  intended 
for  his  landlady.     The  trunk  was  received  and  checked  bj 
the   Erie  to   Binghamton,  and  there  by  the  defendsnt'i 
agents,  as  traveller's  baggage,  in  the  nsasl  manner.   Oc 
the  arrival  of  the  deoeaaed  at  Cortland,  he  presented  the 
check  for  his  trunk  and  it  was  not  delivered,  and  wu  not 
afterwtods  found  by  the  defendant's  oompaay.    The  csn 
was  tried  at  the  oirouit  in  Cortland  ooanty,  in  3t»ax], 
1867,  when  the  above  facts  appeared.    The  defendants 
counsel  moved  for  a  nonsuit,  on  varioos  grounds  tkei 
stated,   aa   follows:—  1.    That  the    defendant   wu  not 
liable  for  the  trunk  and  its  contents  as  the  baggage  of  > 
passenger.      8.  That  defendant  was  not  liable  for  tin 
trunk  and  its  contents  as  the  baggage  of  a  passenger,  the 
same  not  in  faot  being  baggp^fe.      3.  That  the  delendui 
is  not  liable  for  the  same  as  freight,  it  not  having  bees 
shipped  as  such.  4.  That  upon  all  the  testimany,inTiewaf 
all  the  facts  and  ciroumsUuiaes  sarrounding  the  plaintifi 
journey  to  New  York  and  return,  the  trunk  and  its  oosteiB 
were  not  necessary  or  material  for  the  use,  comfort,  or  o- 
venience  of  the  plaintiff  on  such  journey.    That  apon  a& 
testimony,  facts,  and  olroumstanoes,  it  was  not  necesev; 
or  important  that  the  plainciff  should  purchase  for  hii  uit, 
convenience,   or  comfort,  on  said  journey,  the  article 
alleged  to  be  lost.    The  motion  for  nonsuit  was  denied, 
ond  the  defendant's  counsel  duly  excepted.    The  defeo- 
danfs  oonnsel  then  requested  the  jadge  to  charge  upon 
twenty  .one  different  propositions  as  there  specified,  malnig 
snch  request  apply  to  the  several  items  unpud  in  tli« 
plaintiffs  aoooont  of  the  contents  of  the  trunk,  and  »Iki 
ask  the  Court  to  submit  various  speoifio  questions  to  tiit 
jury  and  require  an  answer  thereto    separately;  all  <>' 
which  requests  were  refused  by  the  circuit  judge,  and  tbi 
defendant's  counsel  duly  excepted. 

The  Court  thereupon  directed  a  verdict  for  the  plainm 
for  the  value  of  the  trunk  and  contents,  304.10  dols.,  to 
which  direction  the  defendant's  counsel  daly  excepted.  Th> 
exception  was  ordered  to  be  heard  in  the  first  instanoe  >t 
the  General  Term,  when  a  motion  for  a  new  trial  ml 
made  and  denied  and  judgment  ordered  upon  the  verdiot, 
from  which  the  derendant  then  appealed  to  this  Cout. 
Oliver  Porter,  for  the  appellant. 
MiXo  Goodrich,  for  the  respondents. 

E.  Dabwik  SkiTh,  J The  points  made  upon  the  moton 

for  a  nonsuit  present  the  true  theory  of  the  defence,  >»> 
present  for  discussion  and  consideration  the  true  principled 
upon  whioh  the  right  of  action  of  the  plaintiff  depends. 
The  requests  to  charge,  and  the  propositioa  submitted  u 
the  circuit  Jud)(e,  are  simply  reiterations  in  a  diJertil 
form,  quite  needlessly  made,  of  the  same  points  or  qaestJom- 
It  is  not  denied  and  cannot  be,  in  view  of  the  nnmeroas 
decisions  on  the  subject  in  this  State  and  in  others,  tW 
the  defendants,  as  carriers  of  passengers,  are  respooiw 
for  the  carriage  and  safe  delivery  of  such  baggage  as  t>l 
custom  and  usage  is  ordinarily  carried  by  travellers,  "» 
that  the  payment  of  the  usual  fare  includes,  in  contempl'' 
tion  of  law,  a  compensation  for  the  conveyance  of  iv^ 
baggage  (Edwards  on  Bailment,  580  ;  Story  on  BaiUneat, 
499  J  Orange  County  Bank  v.  Brown,  9  Wend.  l»i 
Pardee  v.  Dreto,  25  Wend.  460  j  Potvea  v.  Xyers,  26  Weni 
691;  MerrUly.  Grinnell,  30  N.  Y.  594). 

The  difficulty  is  not  vrith  the  rule  of  law,  bnt  with  «« 
particular  appUoation  to  the  facts  of  the  case. 

It  is  for  the  obvious  interest  of  the  carriers  of  passengfW 
to  encourage  travel  by  allowing  the  passenger  to  takem'Ji 
him  as  baggage  whatever  he  may  deem  proper  or  deart 
for  his  necessity,  comfort,  convenience,  pleasure,  or  amnse- 
meut  on  the  journey  or  on  his  stay  away  from  hia  biio^ 
within  reasonable  limits. 

The  question,  as  held  in  Merrill  v.  GrinntU,  w'*' 
property  lost  by  a  traveller  is  claimed  as  bagg»g«.  ■' 
whether  it  is  or  was  a  reasonable  description  or  class  ana 
amount  of  baggage,  in  view  of  the  condicion  in  life  of  •« 
passenger,  the  extent  and  object  of  his  journey,  the  tio^ 
of  his  contemplated  absence  from  his  home,  and  oth«r 
particular  circumstances  of  the  case.  The  error,  I  ll>ii>^ 
in  the  argument  of  the  defendant's  counsel  as  pressntw 
at  the  trial  on  bis  motion  for  a  nonsuit,  and  in  his  nnmeroos 
requests,  is  in  the  claim  that  the  baggage  which  a  trav»U«f 
may  take,  and  the  carrier  mnst  safely  transport  and  delitw, 
is  Umited  to  saoh  apparel  or  other  artiolea  as  "wen***- 
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nlotelj"  neoewary  or  material  for  iia  nse,  oomfort,  or  con> 
Tenimoe  on  hiijoaine;^,  orwhile  awaj  from  his  home.  In 
tlU  otae,  the  pUintifTB  hnaband  was  away  from  home 
witboat  a  tmnk  or  any  articles  of  wearing  apparel,  lo  £ar  as 
n  can  ne  &om  the  evidence,  except  auoh  as  he  had  upon 
hiipenon.  The  tmnk  and  apparel,  for  which  the  action 
mi  bronglit,  were  pnrohased  In  the  city  of  New  York  to 
tike  with  him  on  lua  retnm  home.  He  probably  did  not 
owd  or  intend  to  nae  any  portion  of  it  by  the  way.  He 
left  New  Toik  at  six  o'clock  p.m.,  and  arriTed  at  hia  home 
in  Cortland  the  next  morning  or  forenoon. 

Tie  argoment  of  the  connael  in  effect  is  that,  having  no 
occuion  fta  the  nae  of  the  clothing  or  otJier  articles  con- 
tained in  the  laid  tmnk  on  the  way,  he  had  no  right  to 
cany  them  as  baggage  at  the  risk  of  the  carrier,  or  any 
baggage.  Sock  a  mie  wonid,  I  think,  be  too  strict  and 
narrow  for  these  times,  when  steamboats  and  railroads  have 
10  wooderfhlly  increased  the  temptations  and  facilities  for 
tiarel,  and  snperseded  the  old  modes  of  transportation  by 
itage-coaches,  canal  and  river-boats,  and  other  means 
of  tranipntetion  from  place  to  place  formerly  in  use. 

It  woold  be  a  more  fair  mle  to  hold  the  carrier  respon- 
Bble  for  whatever  he  received  as  baggage  from  the 
travellerwittun  anch  limits  as  to  weight  and  amoant  as 
the  oairiarmay  fix  and  prescribe.  Public  carriers  and  the 
Courts,  I  think,  have  been  growing  more  liberal  on  this 
robjectof  the  late  than  formerly.  The  case  of  Herrill  v. 
CniiMa  indicates  the  g^wth  of  a  spirit  of  progress  and 
eipanaion  on  this  sabject  corresponding  with  the  great 
mcrene  rf  travel  and  interoommunication  among  the  people 
m  modon  times. 

In  tbia  case,  the  asaignee  of  the  plaintiff  and  the  owner 

of  the  tnnk  for  whose  loss,  vrith  its  contents,   the  action 

"i^'iS?"^''  *"*  ''•°'''8d  to  recover  for  many  articles  of 

eloUmg,  besides  money,  that  the  passenger  did  not  need 

to  we  by  the  way.     He  was  an  emigrant  from   Germany 

to>ew  York,  and  porchased  his  ticket  at  Hamburg  for  the 

tran^ortstion  of  himself  and  baggage  to  New  York  via  Hnll 

»M  UTBpool ;  his  baggage  consisting  of  a  black  leather 

""■»  Md  its  contents,  consisting  of  a  large  amount  of 

"l^g  apparel,  among  which  were  six  dozen  shirts,  two 

»»trt«,  rallied  at  68  dols.  800  dols.  in  gold,  and  other 

jWjcle^  rahed  in  all  at  1,991,27  dols.  ThU  Court  allowed 

tiepliiiiarto  recover  for  all  these   arUcles.      The  chief 

'^'"'wy  related  to  the  money.     It  is  quite  appsrent 

ttat  or  these  materials  of  wearing  apparel  very  few,  and  of 

»«  money  very  little,  if  any,  were  requisite  for  the  use  of  the 

P^gwbytheway.     His  ticket  for  transportation  was 

PWfcr  at  Hamburg  before  he  started,   and  it  does  not 

•war  that  he  tonght  or  had  occasion  to  open  or  to  take 

^agfrom  his  tmnk  before  his  arrival  in  New  York, 

"fre  upon  demand  for  it  it  was  found  to  have  been  stolen 

orlojt 

I^css^I  think,  olearly  establishes  that  the  right  of 
"» traveller  to  recover  of  the  carrier  for  lost  baggage  is 
*»  Inaited  to  such  apparel  or  other  articles  as  he  expected 
tt  ow  or  seeded  by  the  way.  I  think  a  young  man,  for 
''*»»o».  may  start  from  his  Eastern  home  to  remove  to 
St  . .  "P.*^  residence  in  a  Western  State  or  city  and 
<a*e  with  him  his  ordinary  wearing  apparel,  though  he 
•"gbt  not  need  or  expect  to  use  a  single  article  of  it  by  the 
wy  except  such  as  he  wore  upon  his  person ;  and  I  cannot  ' 
aamt  that  it  would  be  a  sound  mle  of  law  to  hold  that,  if 
»pnUenianfrom  the  interior  of  the  State  or  country  should 
Prcnaio  m  New  York  or  in  any  other  city  a  new  coat  or 
•nswiuit  of  clothes  for  his  own  use  and  put  it  into  his 
™k,  he  could  not  recover  of  the  carrier  for  its  loss, 
"wae  he  did  not  expect  to  stop  to  wear  it  or  to  put  it 
« by  the  way.  With  the  exception  of  the  few  articles 
j|«reM«ed  for  hia  wife  and  other  members  of  hia  family, 
^^l^**  °'  ""^  *™°^  "*  controversy  in  this  action  oon- 
■«««  of  articles  of  male  attire  suitable  for  the  condition  of 
kftSS"i*'*  '""'»°d.  "»d  purchased  and  designed,  as 
"J?*™,  for  his  immediate  personal  use. 
o  uf?*  "*  °°*  °°®  where  there  was  any  fraud  practised 
^^«Med  upon  the  carrier,  or  any  implied  misrepresen- 
f«ffl  that  the  articles  were  apparel  or  clothing,  when  in 
JtV  ^'*"  merchandise,  as  in  the  case  of  Fardet  v.  I>Ttui 
y^  y<aA.  460).  In  that  case  the  plaintiff  was  a  mer- 
Zp  reaiaing  at  Delhi,  in  the  county  of  Delaware.  He 
^onboard  the  defendant's  steamboat  iu  New  York  a 
™*  to  be  transported  to  Catskill,  and  took  passage  him- 
bJlijV™*  *^*  *°  accompany  the  trunk  home,  where 
"•  *Wd  doubtless,  in  the  ordinary  course  of  travel,  arrive 


on  the  same  day.  The  trunk  was  filled  with  silks  and 
other  fine  goods  of  the  value  of  about  300  dols.,  purchased 
for  sale,  and  contained  nothing  else.  The  plaintiff  re- 
covered for  the  value  of  the  trunk  and  its  contents  at  the 
Circuit,  and  the  Supreme  Courts  set  aside  the  verdict  and 
granted  a  new  trial,  on  the  ground  that  the  trunk  was 
filled  with  merchandise.  Chief  Justice  Nelson  said  the 
tmnk  did  not  contiun  an  article  for  the  personal  conveni- 
ence of  the  traveller  ;  "  that  the  contents  of  the  trunk  had 
no  nsoessary  connection  vrith  the  baggage  which  it  is  cus* 
tomary  to  allow  passengers  to  carry  for  a  journey." 

He  said,  also,  "that  the  representation  of  the  trunk  and 
the'contents  as  baggage,  in  the  customary  sense,  was  unfair, 
and  calculated  to  impose  upon  the  captain,  which  of 
itself  would  exonerate  the  defendants."  This  is  the  true 
ground  on  which  the  carrier  is  exempt  from  liability  in 
such  cases.  The  implication,  upon  the  facts  of  this  case,  is 
that  if  the  trunk  contained  the  customary  baggage,  that  is, 
clothing  and  articles  designed  for  personal  use  of  plaintiff 
and  his  family,  he  would  have  been  entitled  to  recover, 
although  the  trunk  was  purchased  in  New  York  and  simply 
transported  to  the  plaintiff's  home  with  him  on  his  return 
home.  This  case  is  put  upon  the  express  ground  that 
the  contents  were  merchandise  and  not  personal  bagg;age. 
It  virtually  admitted  that  if  the  tmnk  had  contained  such 
baggage  as  is  customarily  taken  by  travellers  the 
defendant  would  be  liable.  And  in  that  case,  it  is  quite 
apparent  that  if  the  trunk  had  been  then  filled  with  wear- 
ing  apparel,  the  plaintiff  could  hardly  be  expected  to  use 
or  need  it  on  his  way  home.  It  would  have  been  taken  for 
use  after  his  return  to  his  home.  The  rights  of  the  traveller 
in  respect  to  his  baggage  cannot,  I  think,  properly  rest 
upon  a  rule  so  restricted  as  claimed  by  the  defendant ;  one 
which  would  operate  so  harshly  and  unreasonably  upon 
the  travelling  public.  If  the  plaictiiTs  husband  had  taken 
his  tmnk  and  its  contents  with  him  when  he  left  home,  it 
could  eoaroely  be  pretended  that  he  was  not  entitled  to 
take  it  home  with  him  from  New  York  as  personal  bag' 
gage  at  the  risk  oi  the  carrier.  I  think  he  was  entitled  to 
equal  protection  for  it  on  his  journey  homeward  from  New 
York.  No  fraud  was  perpetrated  or  designed  upon  the 
railroad  company.  The  tmnk  was  of  such  description 
with  its  contents  as  was  customarily  taken  and  carried 
unquestioned  by  all  travellers.  There  was  really  no  dis- 
pute about  the  facts  at  the  Circuit,  and  the  direction  of  the 
oironit  judge  to  the  jury  to  render  a  verdict  for  the  plaintiff 
was  therefore  not  erroneous,  and  the  judgment  at  the 
General  Term  should  be  affirmed. 

But  a  majority  of  the  brethren  think  that  the  dress  pur- 
chased by  the  deceased  for  his  landlady  at  the  cost  of 
seven  dollars  should  not  have  been  embraced  in  the  ver- 
dict, and  that  the  plaintiff  was  not  entitled  to  recover  for 
that  sum.  The  judgment  should  therefore  be  modified  by 
striking  out  the  said  sum  of  seven  dollars,  and  the  interest 
thereon  from  the  date  of  the  verdict  be  deducted  therefrom; 
and  for  the  residua,  the  judgment  should  be  affirmed. 
Judgment  so  modified  and  affirmed,  with  oosts. 
liOTT,  J.  (dissenting). — It  appears  by  the  evidence  of  the 
plaintiffs  intestate  that  the  diffierent  articles  claimed  as 
baggage  (including  some  female  wearing  apparel)  were 
purchased  in  the  city  of  New  York  by  the  plaintiffs  intes- 
tate for  use  after  he  reached  his  home  in  Cortland  County, 
and  were  not  mtended  to  be  used  on  his  journey.  They 
did  not,  in  my  opinion,  constitute  baggage  within  the 
meaning  of  that  term  as  applicable  to  a  passenger  over  the 
defendant's  road.  Webster's  definition  comprehends  all 
that  can  properly  be  included  in  it.  He  defines  it  to  be 
"the  clotiung  and  other  conveniences  which  a  traveller 
carries  with  him  on  a  journey."  It  cannot  extend  to 
articles  which  were  not  intended  to  be  used  antil  the 
journey  was  terminated,  having  no  ooimection  with  or 
reference  whatever  to  his  personal  comfort,  convenience, 
and  enjoyment  as  a  passenger  during  the  journey. 

If,  however,  I  am  mistaken  in  that  coostruotion,  I  can 
see  ns  ground  for  holding  that  wearing  apparel  or  articles 
purchased  for  his  wife  or  girl  in  his  family,  much  less  for 
his  "  landlady,"  neither  of  whom  accompanied  him  on  his 
journey,  constituted  a  part  of  hit  personal  baggage,  and  the 
Court  erred  in  permitting  a  recovery  therefor.  The  judg- 
ment must  be  reversed  and  a  new  trial  ordered,  costs  to 
abide  the  event. 

For  affirmance,  as  modified,  Skith,  Gboveb,  Fosisb, 
and  Inoalls,  JJ.,  and  Eabl,  C.J. 
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For  affirmanoe  vithont  modi&oation,  Sutherland,  J. 
For  reversal,  Lott,  J. 

HvNT,  J.,  conoorred  with  LoiT,  J.,  aa  to  the  oloth  for 
dresses. 
Judgment  affirmed  as  amended. 

From  the  New  York  Daily  Trantcript. 


SOCIETIES  Ain)  iNSTiTunoirs. 

SOLtCITORS'  BENEVOLENT  ASSOCIATION. 
The  usual  monthly  meeting  of  the  hoard  of  directors  of 
this  association  was  held  at  the  Law  Institution,  Chanoery- 
lane,  London,  on  Wednesday,  the  4th  inst.,  Mr.  Park  Nelson 
in  the  chair.  The  other  directors  present  were  Messrs. 
Rickman,  Shaen,  Smith,  Torr,  and  Young  (&Ir.  Eiffe, 
Secretary).  A  donation  of  £2o  was  granted  to  the  widow  of 
a  memher  of  the  association,  and  a  sum  of  £30  was  distri- 
hnted  in  relief  of  the  widows  and  families  of  deceased  non- 
members.  Three  new  members  were  admitted  to  the  asso- 
ciation, and  other  general  business  traasacted. 


OBIXUAST- 

MB.  J.  W.  JEFFERSON. 


Mr.  James  William  Jefferson,  solicitor,  of  Pontefiraot, 
Torkahire,  died  at  that  pince  on  the  18th  December,  at  the 
early  age  of  thirty-one  years.  He  was  the  son  of  the  late 
Mr.  Edward  Jefferson,  for  many  years  a  solicitor  of  Ponte- 
■iiMA,  and  was  certificated  in  1860. 


MR.  W.  BRANDT. 
Mr.  William  Brandt,  M.A,  barrister-at-law,  died  on  the 
26th  December,  at  his  chambers  in  King's  Bench-wi^ 
Temple,  in  the  forty-first  year  of  his  age.  Ue  was  the  seoond 
son  of  the  late  Robert  Brandt,  Esq.,  who  was  formerly  jnd^ 
of  the  Manchester  County  Court,  and  was  educated  at  Onel 
College,  Oxford,  where  he  graduated  B.A.in  1853.  He  was 
called  to  the  bar  at  the  Inner  Temple  in  January,  1856,  and 
was  a  member  of  the  Northern  Circuit,  attending  also  the 
Bolton,  Manchester,  and  Kirkdale  sessions. 


MR.  T.  H.  AYCKBOURN. 

Mr.  T.  H.  Ayckboum,  barrister-at-law,  died  at  his  resi- 
dence, Albany-road,  Camberwell,  on  the  Slst  December,  at 
the  advanced  age  of  ninety-four  years.  He  was  called  to 
the  Bar  at  the  Middle  Temple,  in  February,  1829,  and  was 
he  author  of  "  Ayckboum's  Chancery  Practice." 


MR.  T.  H.  HALL. 
Mr.  Thomas  Henry  Hall,  barrister-at-law,  died  at  his 
Tesidence,  Norfolk-crescent.  Hyde  Park,  on  the  24tli  of 
December  last,  in  the  soventy-fit'th  year  of  his  age.  Mr. 
Hall  went  to  Eton  and  thence  to  King's  College,  Cambridge. 
He  was  Browne's  Medallist  in  1818  and  1819,  and  took  his 
B.A.  degree  in  I82I.  He  was  for  many  years  a  fellow  of 
his  college,  and  was  called  to  the  Bar  at  Lincoln 's-inn  in 
November,  1824.  Mr.  Hall  practised  for  five  years  as  an 
equity  dranj^htsman  and  conveyancer,  but  latterly  retired 
from  practice.  He  was  a  fellow  of  the  Royal  Society,  and 
was  Provincial  Grand  Master  of  the  Freemasons  of  Cam- 
bridgeshire for  the  last  quarter  of  a  century. 


Lord  Walsinsham  died  by  his  own  hand  on  the  Slst  Decem- 
ber. His  lordship  was  called  to  the  bar  at  Lincoln's-inn  In 
1827,  and  was  the  great-grandson  of  the  first  baron,  who  nre- 
vious  to  his  elevation  to  the  peerage  was  known  as  Sir  Wil- 
liam Dc  Grey,  a  lawyer  of  eminence,  who  became  Solicitor- 
Oenond  in  17C3,  Attomey-Qencral  in  1766,  and  was  elevated 
to  the  bench  on  the  26th  January,  1771,  as  Chief  Justice  of  the 
Court  of  Common  Pleas.  Sir  WilUam  resigned  his  judicial 
office  on  the  8th  June,  1780,  and  was  elevated  to  the  peerage  in 
the  following  October,  by  the  title  of  Baron  Walsingham,  of 
Walsingham,  in  the  county  of  Norfolk.  The  second  Lord 
Wabinghiun  filled  for  twenty  years  the  office  of  chairman  of 
committees  of  the  House  of  Lords,  from  which  he  retired  in 
1814.  The  third  Lord  Walsingham,  vrith  his  wife,  Lady 
Walsingham,  was  burnt  to  death,  at  his  house  in  Harley-stree^ 
in  April  1831. 


LAW  STUSEirrS'  JOTTSNAL. 

INCORPORATED  LAW  SOCIETT. 
Pbbumimast  Exaxixations. 
The  PreUminary  Examination  in  General  Knowledge  vill 
take  place  on  the  10th  and  Uth  of  May,  and  vulcaii. 
prise — 

1.  Beading  aloud  a  passage  firom  some  English  author. 

2.  Writing  from  dictation. 
8.  Kigliah  Qianunar. 

4.  Wnting  a  short  English  composition. 

5.  Arithmetic — A  competent  knowledge  of  the  first  foar 
rales,  simple  and  compoimd. 

6.  Geog^raphy  of  Europe  and  of  the  British  Isles. 

7.  History-Questions  on  English  History. 

8.  Latin — Elementary  knowledge  of  Latin. 

9.  1.  Latin.  2.  Greek,  Ancient  or  Modem.  3.  French. 
4.  Oeiman.    6.  Spanish.    6.  Italian. 

The  Special  Examiners  have  selected  the  following  boob, 
in  which  candidates  will  be  examined  in  the  subjects  num- 
bered 9  at  the  Examination  on  the  10th  and  11th  Uaj, 
1871  :— 

In  Latin     .    .    .  Li vy.  Book  I.f;  or  Virgil,  jEneid,  Book  L 
In  Greek    .    .    •  Xenophon,  Anabasis,  Book  I. 
In  Modem  Ghreek  BiirroTSif  'I»ro/»«  rir  'A^ufiaSr  (4'B>'"  C- 
In  French  .    .    .  Lamartine,    Christophe    Colomb ;   or, 
Racine,  Britannicua. 


In  German . 
In  Spanish  . 

In  Italian  . 


Oiiethe,  Egmont ;  or,  Schiller,  Don  Cu- 

lot,  Acts  I.  and  IL 
Cervantes,  Don  Quixote,  cap.  xv.  to  xxi, 

both  inclusive ;  or  Moratin,  El  Si  de 

las  Ninas. 


Manzoni's  I  Promessi  Sposi,  cap.  i.  to  viu., 

both  inclusive;  orTasso's  Gerusalcmme, 

4,  6,  and  6  cantos  ;  and  Volpe's  Etoi 

Italian  Grammar. 

With  reference  to  the  subjects  numbered  9,  each  csndi- 

date  will  be  examined  in  one  language  only,  accordiag  to 

his  selection.     Candidates  will  have  the  choice  of  eiJhao 

the  above-mentioned  works. 

The  examinations  will  be  held  at  the  Incorporated  I** 
Society's  Hall,  and  at  some  of  the  following;  "rowns:— Mr- 
ininglmm,  Brighton,  Bristol,  Cambridge,  Cardiff,  Carliils, 
Oaimarthen,  Chester,  Durham,  Exeter,  La.ncaster,  I^eds, 
Lincoln,  Liverpool,  Maidstone,  Manchester,  Newcastle-on- 
T^Tie,  Oxford,  Plymouth,  Salisbury,  Shrewsbury,  Swanscs, 
Worcester,  York. 

Candidates  are  required  by  the  Judges'  Orders  to  give  (W 
calendar  month's  notice  to  the  Incorporated  Law  Soaetjr 
before  tho  day  appointed  for  tho  examination,  of  the  language 
in  which  thoy  propose  to  be  examined,  the  place  at  which 
they  wish  to  be  examined,  and  their  age  and  place  of  edncs- 
tion.  All  notices  should  bo  addressed  to  the  Secretary  of 
the  Incorporated  Law  Socictj-,  Chancery -lane,  W.C. 

In  consequence  of  indisposition,  Mr.  Fitzroy  Kelly  ^ 
not  deliver  his  lecture  on  the  IStb,  or  hold  his  classes  on  the 
16th,  17tli,  and  18th. 


Tkb  New  Covets  of  Justice. — The  tenders  for  the  foun- 
dation of  the  New  Courts  of  Justice  were  to  have  been  delivetai 
to-day  (Dec.  31).  About  25  of  tho  leading  contractors  of  LundoB 
were  applied  to,  but  tho  conditions  put  before  them  were  foaM 
Ro  incqiutable  that  the  competitors  unanimously  agreed  not  tu 
tender  till  those  conditions  should  be  modified    in  an  oquit»Ue 
spirit.     In  some  disputed  cases  that  have  lately  come  before 
the  Judges  they  have  expressed  their  strong    sense  of  surprisf 
that  builders  could  be  found  willing  to  sign  such  one-sided  con- 
tracts OS  many  of  them  have  been  accustomed  to  do,  and  their 
disapprobation  of  those  who  put  out  such  contracts.     The  In- 
stitute of  Architects  have  fully  considered  the  question  andhav' 
agreed  with  the  London  builders  as  to  what  is  fair  and  equiublf, 
but  up  to  the  present  m  jmcnt  tho  Office  of  Works  is  iniistinj 
on  conditions  which   the  Judges  in  a  late  case  (/ohm  v.  S!- 
JoJm'i  College,  see  the  Tinua  November  18),  condemned  iw 
one  sided  and  improper.    The  competitors  have  solicited  a  con- 
ference with  Mr.  A.yt\fm  on  these  points,    feeling  oveiy  con- 
fidsnce    that    he    will    be  vrilling  to  listen,    to   reason  in    tb- 
matter.     They  have  oonsidered  that  thero  would  be  no  ose  u 
sending  in  their  tenders  till  this  matter  be  arranged,  as  in  pojnt 
of  fact  by  so  doing  they  would  be  binding  themselves  to  tbfl 
conditions.    So  the  matter  rests  for  the  present. — Tinie ». 
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COUST  PAPES8. 

QUEEN'S  BEKCH. 
Sittiio  tt  Kisi  Frins  in  Uiddlesez  and  Lendon,  befora  tlia 
B^tHon,  Sir  A.  E.  Cockbukn,  Bart.,  Lord  Chief  Jus- 
tice of  her  Mijesty's  Court  of  Qaeen's  Bench,  in  and  after 
HiUry  Term,  1871. 

In  Term. 
Middlesex. 

Thnndiy Jan.  12  I  Tuesday    Jan.  24 

Tiodty ,,   17  I 

Then  will  not  be  any  sittings  daring  term  in  London. 

Afteb  Tesh. 
Hiddlesex.                 I                  London. 
Wdnesdsy Feb.  1  |  Wednesday Feb.  15 


COMMON  PLEAS. 
Sittiim  it  Sisi  Prins  in  Middlesex  and  London,  before  the 
Bi^  Hon.  SirWiixiAM  Bovill,  Ent.,  Lord  Chief  Justice 
of  her  Hajes^'s  Court  of  Common  Pleas,  at  Westminster, 
iuud  after  Hilary  Term,  1871. 

InTehm. 
Middlesex. 

IhimdaT Jan.  12  I  Wednesday Jan.  25 

ffednesiay „    18  | 

The  Court  will  not  sit  in  London  during  term. 

Afteb  Teem. 
Middlesex.                 I                   London. 
ffednesdiy Feb.  1  |  Tuesday Feb.  14 


EXCHEQUER  OF  PLEAS. 
Git&ip  tt  Kiffl  Prius  in  Middlesex  and  London,  before  the 
K^Hon.  Sir  Frrz-Koy  Kellt,  Knt.,  Lord  Chief  Baton 
of  hetHq'esty'e  Court  of  Exchequer,  in  and  after  Hilary 
Tan,isn. 

In  Tekm. 
Middlesex. 
Timiaj Jan.  12  I  Tuesday Jan.  24 

iw«r ..  17  1 

Tie  Coort  will  not  sit  in  Loudon  during  term. 

After  Term. 
Hiddlesex.                I                 London. 
Fedaaday Feb.  1  |  Wednesday Feb.  16 


EXCHEQUER  CHAMBER. 
This  Court  will  sit  on  the  12th  inst,  at  ten  o'clock. 

COURT  OF  CRIMINAL  APPEAL. 
ThisConrt  will  sit  on  the  21st  inst.,  at  ten  o'clock. 


JniiciAl  Salaeus.— It  !s  hardly  necessary  for  ns  to  say 
«  we  liacer^  regret  the  failure  of  the  measure  to  increase 
It  tuariet  of  the  Sopreme  Court  judges.  It  wag  a  moderate 
[jofh  piopoial  that  the  Chief  J  ustice  should  have  tan  thousand, 
Uthe  ajaociates  eight  thousand,  a  year.  The  argument  in  its 
•™<ir  »a*  a  venr  aunplo  one— that  the  present  sallies,  however 
[SI  adapted  to  the  neccaaities  of  fifty  years  ago,  are  U(A  enough 
«.'*""*  "  which  expenses  are  three  or  four  times  as  great 
•  tlini.  Of  course  the  honour  of  the  position  is  worth  some- 
Mf,  tint  that  is  always  a  constant  element  in  the  oJculation, 
jBu  not  greater  now  than  when  Marshall  sat  upon  the  bench, 
wre  i(  so  aignment  whatever  on  the  other  side  that  we  know 
jv^  the  Simplicity-of-Bepublican-InstitutioiM argument, 
ta tie nndonbtod  fact  that  judges  can  be  got  for  "half  the 
"l^y- '  Not  ojJy  is  this  true,  but  it  would  be  true  whatever 
Be  wlaries  were.  So  also  you  could  obtain  plenty  of  gentlomMi 
'«tta»Preadant  of  the  United  States  for  a  meio  song,  but 
«T»«ttldnotreflect  much  credit  upon  the  o£Sce.  The  only 
^  111  which  good  judges  can  be  obtained  is  by  increasing  the 
r"™  attractions  rtf  the  position  by  a  sum  sufficient  to  live  upon. 
« thoaaand  a  year  is  not  a  large  income  for  men  who  live  in 
«•  doling  the  greater  part  of  the  year.  Until  we  pay  our 
~^  at  least  that  stun,  lawyers  with  n  large  and  lucrative 
^™«  will  not  go  upon  the  bench.  All  this  is  trite :  every 
*5w  of  intelligenoe  will  at  once  admit  the  truth  of  it.  The 
""^ which  we  wiah  to  call  attention  is  that  Congress  declines 
*Pw  the  bin.  The  simplicity  of  our  representatives  far  sur- 
"«•  tiat  of  our  institutions.— ^mmrau  JLau>  Seview. 


THE  JUNIOR  BAR  IN  AUSTRALIA. 

Perhaps  no  trials  since  the  foundation  of  this-  colony 
have  excited  so  much  public  and  professional  interest  as 
those  of  Gerald  Henry  Supple,  for  nis  attempt  on  the  life- 
of  George  Paton  Smith,  which  was  attended  with  the  loss 
of  John  Sesnan  Walshe's  life.  Supple  was,  for  some  reason- 
which  it  is  difficult  to  understand,  first  arraigned  for  caus- 
ing the  death  of  the  latter,  and,  after  a  most  protracted 
trial,  found  gnilty  and  condemned  to  death.  Some  law 
points  were,  however,  reserved  for  the  consideration  of  the 
mil  Court,  and,  after  argument,  disallowed  by  it.  "The 
prisoner  lay  cast  for  death  in  the  condemned  cell,  and  at 
the  last  moment  was  reprieved  by  the  Executive  Coimcil, 
swayed  by  the  pressure  of  popular  feeling,  in  order  that 
the  opinion  of  the  Privy  Council  might  be  taken  on  his 
case.  The  law  officers  of  the  Crown  tlien  saw  fit  to  in- 
stitute proceedings  against  him  for  wounding  Georee- 
Paton  Smith  witn  intent  to  kill,  a  course  which  should 
have  been  taken  at  first.  It  was  at  this  stage  that  the 
case  assumed  an  aspect  of  still  greater  straugeuess  than 
it  had  yet  borne.  On  Monday,  October  24,  the  prisoner 
was  brought  into  court  to  stand  his  trial,  and  was  on 
the  point  of  being  placed  in  the  dock,  when,  to  the 
surprise  of  all  present,  a  gentleman  rose  in  his  place  at  the 
bar  table  and  addressed  the  Court.  He  was,  if  not  the 
junior,  at  least  one  of  the  most  recently  called  of  all  tiie 
member  ot  the  Victorian  bar.  He  was  not  retained  or  in- 
structed on  behalf  of  the  prisoner  not  yet  at  the  bar,  but 
was  at  some  pains  to  inform  the  presiding  jndge  that  he 
appeared  as  omi'cHa  euritf,  in  order  to  point  out  before  his 
Honour  proceeded  with  the  trial  of  Supple  that  the  Court 
ought  not  to  do  so.  Supple,  he  said,  has  been  already  tried  for 
a  capital  felony,  the  murder  of  Walshe,  and  was  under  sen- 
tence of  death  for  that  offence.  He  cited  a  case  reported  in 
Russell  &  Ryan,  p.  26S,  the  marginal  note  in  which  rani 
to  the  effect  that  "a  man  upon  whom  sentence  of  death 
has  been  passed  ought  not  wnile  under  that  sentence  be 
brought  up  to  receive  judgment  for  another  folony,  although 
he  was  under  that  sentence  when  he  was  tried  for  the  other 
felony  and  did  not  plead  his  prior  attainder."  As  a  member 
of  the  bar  he  felt  it  his  duty  to  bring  the  matter  before  the 
Court,  as,  although  he  was  not  instructed,  it  was  the  duty. 
of  counsel  to  see  that  the  proceedings  were  regular.  This 
proceeding  on  his  part  seemed  to  take  the  counsel  for  prose— 
ontion  by  surprise,  when  the  presiding  judge  very  properly 
said  the  case  was  now  in  the  hands  of  the  Crown.  The 
OroMm  prosecutor  asked  for  an  adjournment  for  an  hour, 
and,  at  the  expiration  of  that  period,  came  into  court  and 
said  that  he  hod  in  vain  attempted  to  see  and  consult  with 
the  Attorney-General,  and  had  therefore  to  suggest  that  the 
i  trial  should  be  postponed  until  Thursday.  This  was  accord- 
ingly  done,  and  on  Thursday,  after  a  preliminary  interrup- 
tion on  the  part  of  the  above-mentioned  junior,  the  prisoner 
was  tried,  and  the  jury,  being  unable  to  agree  as  to  their 
verdict,  were  discharged. 

We  do  not  intend  in  our  present  remarks  to  enter  into 
any  discussion  on  the  question  as  to  whether  the  pro- 
ceedings of  the  law  officers  of  the  Crown  were  good  or  bad 
in  law.  Our  object  is  rather  to  point  out  what  an  alarm- 
ing state  of  affairs  in  judicial  matters  must  ensue  if  on  a- 
trial  every  junior  is  to  be  allowed  to  inflict  his  reading  ,of 
the  law  upon  the  Court.  Scarcely  any  trial  takes  place 
whioh  does  not  elicit  a  direct  conflict  of  opinion  amongst 
the  occupants  of  the  back  benches.  The  assumption  of  the 
office  of  amicus  euri<e  is  of  rare  occurrence  even  amongst 
the  senior  and  more  experienced  membeis  of  the  bar,  andi 
it  must  he  under  exceptional  circumstanoes  indeed  that  a 
barrister  of  a  few  months'  standing  would  dare  to  interrupt 
the  proceedings  of  a  Court  of  justice  on  the  responinbility  of 
his  own  judgment.  Should  he  do  so,  and  on  argument 
sustain  his  objections,  his  interference  may  be  looked  upon- 
as  a  short  out  to  fortune,  and  himself  as  a  made  man  in 
his  profession.  It  is  a  case  in  whioh  success  is  glorious,  and. 
failure  contemptible. 

But  turning  from  euoh  extemporaneous  interference  with 
the  oourse  of  justice,  so  far  as  it  afteota  the  objector,  we 
may  now  consider  its  more  important  effects  upon  the- 
prisoner  and  the  Court  itself.  The  prisoner  was  not  even 
arraigned,  and  therefore  any  point  taken,  even  if  a  good, 
one,  would  not  have  affected  his  case.  His  life  was  set 
npon  the  hazard  of  the  trial,  and  his  defenoe  had  been 
deliberated  upon  for  months.  He  was  fortunate  enough, 
at  each  trial,  to  have  the  services  of  the  most  eminent  men 
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in  the  colony  at  hi*  oonmaod ;  and  on  the  iMt  oooaiioo 
had,  after  due  oonaideration,  determined  on  defending 
himself.  His  line  of  defence  had  donbUeu  been  aketohed 
out  in  consultation  with  his  legal  adrisen,  and  ererj-  oare 
had  been  taken  in  its  preparation.  Yet,  to  his  astcmish- 
ment  and  alarm,  at  the  last  moment  an  nnknown  adrooate 
thmst  himself  unexpectedly  into  the  case,  whose  rery  ap- 
pearance and  name  were  unfamiliar  to  him.  He  had 
deliberatelv  refused  the  services  of  the  most  eminent  ad- 
Tocate  in  Victoria  to  act  as  his  moathpieoo,  and  suddenly 
found  the  place  usurped  by  a  stranger,.  _  His  life  WM  at 
stake,  smd  he  was  prepared  to  defend  it,  but  found  it, 
according  to  his  view,  imperilled  by  one  in  whom  he  could 
not  possibly  have  any  confidence.  The  situation  was  one 
full  of  painful  uneasiness  for  the  prisoner,  and  embarrass- 
ment to  the  judge  and  the  Court  generally.  The  objector, 
as  a  janior,  should  at  least  have  submitted  his  point  to  the 
experienced  and  learned  counsel  who  had  signified  his  wil- 
lingness to  undertake  the  defence  of  the  prisoner,  and,  if 
a  good  one,  have  left  it  to  that  gentleman  to  use  it  at  his 
discretion,  and  not  have  rushed  into  the  responsible  posi- 
tion  of  adviser  of  the  Court  after  such  an  irregular  fashion. 
At  the  commenoemeut  of  the  adjourned  trial,  he  again 
interrupted  the  proceedings  by  a  statement  to  the  Court 
that  his  former  remarks  had  been  misreported  by  the 
press,  and  that  counsel  ought  to  have  been  assigned  to  the 
prisoner;  but  nothing  followed,  on  his  Honour's  intimation 
that  these  matters  were  beyond  his  controL 

In  conclusion  it  is  difficult  to  understand  what  there  was 
in  the  circumstances  we  have  endeavoured  to  relate,  to 
cause  the  presiding  judge  more  than  a  momentary  doubt 
as  to  his  coarse  of  action.  Why  was  any  consultation  with 
the  Attorney -General  necessary,  in  his  opinion  ?  Surely  a 
case  of  such  serious  importance  was  not  brought  haphazard 
into  court,  to  be  delayed  by  so  frivolous  an  objection  as 
that  urged  by  the  prisoner's  self-constituted  champion. 
Nothing  that  the  Attorney -General  could  say  would  affect 
the  law,  and  both  the  judge  and  the  Crown  prosecutor  were 
of  opinion  that  the  trial  might  proceed  in  law.  But  the 
Crown  prosecutor  uked  for  a  postponment  in  order  that 
he  might  consult  with  the  Attorney  .General  aa  to  the  pro. 
priety  of  proceeding  with  it.  It  seems  to  na  it  was  some, 
what  late  to  discnsa  this  question.  The  prisoner  had  been 
brought  there  to  be  tried  for  an  oSTence  against  the  law,  and 
the  judge  and  Crown  prosecutor  were  both  of  opinion  that 
he  was  legally  there.  What  need  then  for  a  consultation 
between  the  Attorney- General  and  the  counsel  for  the 
prosecution  as  to  the  propriety  of  a  course  which  bad  been 
deliberately  adopted  by  them. — Au$tralian  Jurist. 


IWESTMEXTS. 


The  Financier  has  an  article  upon  investments.  The 
average  Kail  way  and  Foreign  Stocks  have,  it  is  stated,  paid 
during  the  past  ten  yean  some  two  per  cent,  per  annum  more 
in  dividend  than  Consols  during  that  period;  and  while 
there  has  been  some  slight  decline  in  the  market  value  of  the 
principal  of  Consols  at  the  end  of  the  ten  years,  oa  the  other 
securities  thera  has  been  a  general  increase  in  value.  Turkish 
securities  have  paid  remarkably  well,  and  Spanish  bat 
badly.  £1,000  invested  in  Coniols  in  1860  would  have  pur- 
chased £1,075  stock ;  the  ten  years  must  have  produced 
£322  in  dividends,  and  the  present  market  value  of  the  prin- 
cipal would  be  £994.  Upon  closing  the  account  the  ten 
years'  profit  would  be  £316,  or  at  the  rate  of  £3  3s.  3d.  per 
cent,  perannum.  With  regard  to  taking  thegeneral  average, 
while  Railway  Ordinary  Stocks  have  paid  qnite  6}  per  cent. 
per  annum  to  the  ten  years'  holder,  the  Preference  Stocks 
have  yielded  but  little  over  two  per  cent  In  this  calculation 
are  included  the  gain  in  the  market  value  of  the  prinsipal 
on  the  former,  and  the  loss  in  the  same  on  the  latter.  During 
the  ten  years  Bailway  Preference  Stacks  hare  fallen 
about  three  per  cent,  in  market  price.  This  may  be, 
in  some  measure,  a  result  of  the  increased  atten- 
tion which  is  paid  to  the  Ordinary  Stocks.  It  would 
appear  that  £1,000  invested  in  London  and  North- 
Western  Ordinary  Stock  in  1860  would  have  been  increased, 
at  the  present  date,  to  £1,842  I6s. — an  amount  composed 
of  £o62  16s.  of  dividends  received,  and  £1,280  the  present 
market  value  of  the  principal.  This  is  equal  to  a  return  of 
nearly  8J  per  cent,  per  annum  for  the  ten  years.  By  a 
similar  method  of  calculation,  the  £1,000  invested  ten  years 
ago  in  the  same  company's  Preference   Stosk  wonld   have 


increased  to  only  £1,886  lOa.— thataa  ysan"  letonMiig 
thus  only  3)  per  cent  per  annum.  Mm«H  BsiItcj' 
Ordinary  Stock  has  paid  for  the  ten  years  just  ortr  4J  pe 
oant.  per  annum  upon  present  realisation ;  and  ths  Six  per 
cent  Preferenee  Sto^  about  £4  3s.  9d.  per  cent  ps 
annnm.  Great  Nisthem  Or^nary  Stock  hu  psid  tiit 
investor  of  ten  years'  standing,  reekoning  both  intenit 
and  principal,  7  per  oemt  per  annnm  ;  while  ^e  Fnfsgnce 
Stock  has  Vielded  only  the  equivalent  of  4|  per  oenL  per 
annum,  llie  oonelosion  of  the  Finaneitr  is  that,  if  a  wmd 
and  improving  seenrity  is  wanted,  there  is  man  loope 
and  more  profit  in  selecting  for  steady  investsMit  an 
"Ordinary'*  than  a  "Preference"  Stook.  Ths  Sied 
annual  returns  of  the  latter,  thongh  snbstsntial  sad  mre, 
are  being  gradually  outstripped  by  the  rise  in  the  dindesdi 
of  the  "Qtdinary ''  Sto<As. 


The  yew  York  Timet  gives  the  following  account  of  tlie 
manner  in  which  all  business  connected  with  the  £h«  Sis; 
is  always  decided  by  Judge  Barnard  or  Judge  Csidno:— 
"  When  such  a  suit  as  the  Fisk  and  Yanderbut,  or  flu  Flik 
and  Ramsey  case,  is  called  for  trial  before  any  Cant  mr 
which  either  of  these  judges  presides,  he  sdopts  the  theoty 
that  he  thereby  acquires  a  special  property  in  it  amsnntiiig 
to  a  lien,  and  henceforth  he  and  that  case  are  insepsnUt 
If  the  reasons  for  adjournment  are  such  as  cannot  b«  dis- 
regarded, the  adjournment  is  granted,  but  only  on  ccodi- 
tion  that  the  case  shall,  on  the  adjourned  day,  be  hard  be- 
fore the  same  judge.    He  will  proceed  with  s  trial  as  bi  u 
it  is  deemed  advisable,  and  then  adjoom  the  whole  miste; 
to  a  future  day,  but  only  to  be  heard  before  him,  and  tkiB 
will  keep  ths  case  dangling  just  as  lone  as  he  thinki  propo, 
or    as    suits    the    convenience   of   uie    puty   in  *w>n 
he    may    feel   interested.      If    such    matters    come  ip 
before  a  judge  known  to  be  honest  and  impartial,  smtnea 
is  suddenly  taken  sick,  one  of  the  nnnerous  Ring  contisel 
is  otherwise  engaged,  or,  if  all  these  schemes  prove  mura!- 
ing,  the  lawyers  of  the  Ring  let  the  case  go  by  de&nlt,  mi 
then,  when  one  of  the  judges  owned  by  them  is  atchsmbes, 
apply  before  him  to  have  ue  default  opened  and  die  case »'. 
down  for  trial.     Of  course  it  is  unneceasary  to  say  that  tbt 
default  is  opened  and  the  case  set  down  for  a  day  whes  tk 
right  (who  m  these  cases  is  the  wrong)  judge  will  preside  U 
the  court  in  which  it  is  set  down  for  trial.     Judge  Banianl 
or  Cardozo  hears  and  decides  all  cases  in  which  the  Erie  RipS 
are  interested  or  by  which  they   have  anything  to  g>i°< 
and  enable   Fisk    to    make    good    his    recent    bosit  to 
Maretzek  '  that  if  he  wished  redress  the  courts  were  open  to 
him.' " 

The  counsel  for  Messrs.  Henry  L.  Raphael,  Robert  i- 
Heath,  and  others,  the  English  stockholders  of  thi  Eiit 
Railway  Company,  have  filed  their  answer  against  the  oni' 
plaint  of  the  Erie  directors,  Fisk,  Jan.,  and  Jostin  D.  Wbil<- 
The  answer,  which  is  very  volnminoaa.deniestkesllsgihoa^ 
made  in  the  complaint.  It  charges  that  the  election,  in  ui^ 
(all  of  1867,  for  directors  of  the  Krie  Company,  «a>  not 
accomplished  by  a  fair  vote  of  bond  fide  shareholdeis> 
actuated  by  a  design  for  the  benefit  of  the  oompasj 
and  of  the  shareholders,  and  that  it  was  effected  li; 
a  conspiracy  and  combination,  the  chief  movers  to  *l>i'l' 
were  John  'T.  Eldridge,  president  of  the  Boston,  Hartfnd. 
and  Erie  Railroad,  Fisk,  jun.,  Jay  Gould,  and  Frederick  A| 
Lane.  It  alleges  that  the  latter  desired  to  obtain  cwbo 
for  the  purpose  of  oommittiug  the  company  to  certaia  eoi 
gagements  of  very  large  amounts  in  aid  of  the  Boston 
Huiford,  and  Erie  Une,  a  ep«calstive  enterpriae  <t 
very  hazardous  and  questionable  oharaoter,  in  vhidi 
the  above  parties,  particularly  Eldridge,  were  Isrgd] 
interested.  The  answer  makes  mention  of  a  belief  that  th 
election  was  conducted  to  some  extent  by  the  purchase  o 
"  proxies  "  for  voting,  and  by  the  aid  of  70,000  dok  c^ 
tributed  by  the  Boston  and  Hartford  Company.  It  aas^ 
that  the  immediate  object  of  the  combinators  was  effects 
by  the  using  of  SOO,000  dole,  worth  of  Boston,  Htrtfod 
and  Erie  Rulroad  Bonds,  which  vera  put  into  dieslatj 
in  the  name  of  the  Erie  Company,  and  also  daima  tiut  tt 
bonds  fell  in  value  on  account  of  the  diacreditable  opened 
of  the  directors. 


Sbntexcbs  or  FaisoNBBS. — ^Yesterday  (Jan.  3),  at  tj 
Gloucestershire  Quarter  Sessions,  Mr.  Borwiok  Baker  renesi 
a  discussion  as  to  a  general  prindpai  in  sentencing  prisoK 
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en  emmaj  conviction.  He  ■wna  wannly  thanked  for  his 
leO-bioini  Utwnn  in  this  and  like  matten,  and,  after  a  long 
(bciifflioD,  the  Court  mianimonsly  adopted  a  set  of  suggestions 
h  ltd  dravB  np,  recognising  the  ezpediency  of  a  general  rule 
u  to  MstoMM  Kir  felony  Which,  while  malring  aUowance  for 
awptiooal  cases,  might  secure  a  uniformity  of  practice  in- 
tdlifiUe  to  the  public  and  deterrent  to  those  likely  to  fall  into 
oiiM.  One  niggestioD  is  that  in  the  case  of  a  prisoner  charged 
n'lli  felony  the  police  shall  seek  to  ascertain  his  history  during 
tlupnTioss  fire  years,  and  that  if  no  antecedents  can  be  shown 
be  uiall,  u  a  rule,  be  committed  for  trial ;  another,  that  a  man 
lut  preTJcnuly  convicted  shall  receive  a  light  sentence ;  an- 
oUwr,  that,  Mve  is  exceptional  cases,  a  man  convicted  twice  of 
fclaiy  ibtn  not  have  less  than  six  months'  imprisonment  and 
rnnymat police  supervision ;  another,  that  seven  years'  penal 
writade  shill  bs  awarded  on  a  third  conviction,  and  so  on. 
Mr.  Baker  fcave  his  opinion  that  gradually  these  rules  of 
pnctice  TonM  pervade  the  ooontry. — Time*. 

Deith  of  Db.  Bebosb,  of  Vibnn^ — ^Dr.  Berger,  one  of 

the  moat  eminent  members  of  the  Viennese  Bar,  has  just  died 
at  Vioma,  after  a  lengthened  and  painful  illness.  Johann  Nepo- 
niic  Ber^  vas  bom  at  Frossnitz,  in  Moravia,  in  1816.  He 
stadied  at  Olmntz  and  Vienna,  and  obtained  in  1840  the  degree 
of  Doctor  of  Lawa.  In  184S  he  was  a  member  of  the  National 
A.<sembl^  of  Frankfort,  where  he  sat  with  the  Left,  and  greatly 
iistiiigiudied  himself  as  an  orator.  In  1849  he  retunied  to 
Yiesiia,  and  at  once  took  up  the  foremost  rank  amongst  the 
DMt  noted  advocates  there.  He  vras  not  only  at  the  head  of 
tk'  Fropetsianitt  party,  but  the  moat  brilliant  parliamentary 
ontor  and  the  most  patriotic  and  popular  man  of  New  Austria. 
The  joomala  of  Vienna  consecrate  their  first  columns  to  his 
mrnioij,  and  his  death  is  looked  upon  in  Vienna  as  a  public 
misfortime.  He  has  written  sevenl  books,  the  chief  ones  of 
»hich  are—"  Ueber  das  PressgMetz,  1848  "  (on  the  Law  of  the 
PrM«),and"0e8treichisches  Wechaelrecht,  1840"  (the  Aus- 
trian La«9  of  Exchange). — Daify  faper. 

The  Hox  Mm.  Telvertojt. — The  Hon.  Mrs.  Yelverton — 
ladt  Ariamore — in  a  note  to  the  editor  of  the  San  Franeitet 
IWtftui,  htiefly  defines  her  position,  which  a  few  of  the  American 
Wnkne  lomewhat  misrepresented.  Her  case,  she  states,  has 
na^n^lgdiflierenttriala — the  Scotch  and  Iriui  Benches  each 
^x^annginlier  fiivonr.  In  the  trial  in  Engbmd  the  marriage 
■XM  n«  nefer  decided,  she  having  been  non-suited  on  the 
pnodof  nojirisdiction.  Upon  another  occasion,  the  House 
^hxit,  bring  a  conjoint  action  before  them,  refused  on  the 
aae  hod  tbt  petition  of  Major  Yelverton  to  be  declarsd  free  of 
iftiagt  tith  her,  and  on  the  other  pronounced  a  judgment  of 
'Iwi-poTtn"  against  her  marriage  with  him.  This  singulsr 
•Kicoatook  the  legal  profession  by  surprise.    It  was  the  acme 

■  mfrfi&ation  of  the  Scotch  law  of  marriage.  Mq'or  Yelver- 
*B  «i  not  freed,  bat  she  was  not  bound  f  Fortunately  their 
Ml  Ritiu  did  not  depend  upon  the  Scotch  marriage,  the  Irish 
■ehani^been  finally  proved  in  1862,  since  which  time  the 
axinoation  of  the  various  suits  has  only  been  litigious  and 
^Texatjons,  as  a  Scotch  Court  could  never  interfere  with  an 
mi  maniage,  and  the  litigation  was  intended  merely  to  stave 

■  criminal  proceedings  for  bigamy  in  Scotland.  'They  ware 
Moarried a  third  time  in  England,  otherwise,  she  pesnmea, 
ammi^t  he  a  third  claimant  for  dower  on  the  Avonmore 
««e-i)«i7y  Tekgrmph. 

The  edncatiaa  of  the  Roman  youth  was,  under  the  repablie, 
■^aed  iaeooplete  until  h«  committed  to  heart,  and  thoroughly 
•Jwstood,  tie  twelve  tables  sonstituting  the  fundamental  law 
Jte  conntry.  The  indivldaals  who  control  our  public  school 
Nan  deem  a  knowledge  of  the  law  of  the  laud  of  so  little  use 
■t  iti  principles  are  not,  even  in  a  remote  nuumar,  brought  to 
■aoticeof  the  school  children  of  to-day.  Reading  and  writing 
gfffectly  acqoired,  with  o  dim  and  hazy  comprehension  of 
•""jetic  and  geography,  make  up  the  nmdamental  culture 
Qnin  the  common  schools,  snd  the  soheme  of  education  is 
Pwed  complete  by  an  accurate  understanding  of  that  least 
«cu  of  an  abstract  sciences,  English  grammar.  That  our 
■he  tchool  system  has  many  excellent  features  cannot  be 
^"i,  bit  its  main  object  seems  to  have  been  loat  sight  of. 
™  »hject  is  not  to  produce  great  linguists  or  men  cuUivated 
Ihteratnre  or  profound  in  science,  but  to  so  train  the  citizen 
^"^ybettBr  perform  thednties  appertaining  to  his  citizen- 
■^  withont  neglecting  those  fundamental  acquirements 
a  an  neoeisuy  conditions  of  all  knowledge,  the  educational 
^a<  of  a  common  school  should  make  provision  for  a  study 
w  Iwa  of  the  society  within  which  it  has  its  existence,  and 
vh^  pretending  to  impart  to  iti  pupils  all  necessary  know- 
%  keep  them  wholly  ignorant  of  their  duties  and  their 
ti  u  members  of  that  society. — Albany  Law  Journal. 

'''iTAi  Teuokaphs.— Mr.  Soudamore  reports  that  the 
1  mmber  of  measagea  forwarded  from  postal  telegraph 
jj™  in  the  United  Kingdom  during  last  week  was 
«1,  being  a  decrease  on  the  previous  week  of  35,411. 
'<"*>  decrease  is  due  to  the  observance  of  the  Christmas 
■wya. 


FUBUC  COMPAiriES. 

eOYBBKlRNT  T0KDS. 

hua  QuoxAxiov,  Jan.  6, 1S7I. 

fnm  tkt  OfUii  Lilt  If  tM  *Umt  Inuimu  trmn—eUi. 


t  per  Cent.  Consols,  9H 
Ditto  for  Aoooont,  Feb.  i,  t2| 
t  per  Cent.  Rednoed  91 
New  S  per  Cent.,  93 
Do.  S4  percent.,  Jan.  '»4 
Do.  It  per  Cent.,  Jan.  '94 
Do.  i  per  Cent.,  Jan.  '7S 
Annuities,  Jan.  'SO  — 


Annuities,  April,  'st 

Do.  (Bed  Sea  T.)  Aaj.  l»os 

Bs  Bills, £1000.  —  par  Cl.  10  p  n>- 

Ditto,  XAOO,  Do  —  10  p  m 

Pitto,£lOO  A  smn,  —  10  p  m 

Bank  of  Buxland  iw.^,  4i  p«r 

Ct.  (last  half-year)  »3 
Ditto  for  Aooouut, 


IHOIAN  OOVBBirMIINT  SKOOBITIBS. 


India  S»k.,  IO)p  C(Jtpr.'74,M9 

Ditto  for  Aooonnt 

Ditto  »per Cent. July, 'to  111 

Ditto  for  Account ,  — 

Ditto  4  perCeat.,  Dot.  '89  101 

Ditto,  ditto.CertUlMies,  — 

Ditto  Balisosd  Ppr.,  4per  Cant.  90 


Ind.Bnr.Pr., 5  pC.,Jan.'7>  loo 
Ditto,  6tPer  Cent.,  Unj.'lt  106 
Ditto  Dehentures,  per  Cent., 

April, '64  — 
Do.Do  ,t  per  Cent.,  Anir.'TS  loa 
Do.  Bonds,  4  per  Ct.,  £1000  10  pm 
iOitto.dUto, under ieiOOD.  30p-iu 


BAILWAT  STOCK. 


Stars.  I 

I  Stock 
Stock 
Stock 
Stock 
Stock 
Slock 
Slock 
Stoekl 
Stock 
Stock 
Stock 
Stock 
Stock 
Stock 
Stock 
Stock 
Stock 
Stock 
Stock 
Stock 
Stock 
Stock 
Stock 
Slock 


Railways. 


Fsid.  Closing  prices. 


Bristol  and  Sxster 

Caledonian 

Glasgow  and  Sonth-Western 

aresS  Eaatern  Ordinary  Stock    

Do.,Bast  Anglian  Stock,  Ho.  S 

areat  Northern   

Do., A  Stook*    

Qreat  Southern  and  Western  of  Ireland 

Great  Western— Original 

Lanoasbire  and  Yorkshire  „.. 

London,  Brighton,  and  South  Coast.. 

I<oBdon,Chatham,  and  Dover 

London  and  Morth-Weatem 

I/mdon  and  South-western    „..„ 

Manohaster,SlwlSald,and  Lincoln 

Metropolitan...... 

Hidland 

Do.,  Birmingham  and  Derby    

North  British   ' 

North  London 

North  StaHordsbirs 

South  Devon 

Sonth-Eaalem 

TaffVale 


100 
100 
100 

too 

100 
100 
100 
100 
100 
100 

too 

100 
100 
100 
100 
100 
100 
100 
100 
100 
190 

too 

100 
100 


90 
87 
117 

'?* 

Its. 

las 

100 

in. 

IW 

1291 
91 
4S 
64 

ia9i 

100 

»«i 

lis 

61{ 
49 
76* 
16} 


'  A  recelTW  no  dlTidsnd  antU  6  par  oaat.  baa  bean  paM  to  B. 


IHSURANOE  OOHFANIBS. 


■ 

Price 

Naof 

Dividend 

per 

Bharea 

per  annum 

Names. 

Shares. 

PaM 

Au*. 

* 

£.. 

d. 

£  a.   d 

tooo 

a  DOkba 

CIerieal,>Ied.k  Oen.Ufk 

100 

10    0 

0 

93    0    0 

4000 

49peftba 

Coonty     

100 

10    0 

0 

SS    0    0 

34140 

*  pe  k  bs 

Sagle       

60 

»    0 

0 

too 

10000 

7Ilt6dpc 

Kqaltyand  Law 

100 

6    0 

0 

7  11    » 

MOOO 

7i  9t  6d  pc 

English  ft  Scot.  Law  Lite 

90 

SIO 

0 

S         0 

STOO 

6  per  cent 

Equitable  Rereraiooary... 

lot 

... 

9S    0    0 

4600 

t  percent 

Do.  New 

to 

SO    0 

u 

U    0    0 

6000 

OkSpshb 

Oreshsm  Life     

90 

S    0 

u 

toooo 

Sper  cent 

Onsrdlsn 

100 

iO    0 

0 

a  10  0 

MOOO 

C  per  cent 

HomaftCal.Au.,Iitmtd. 

SO 

S    0 

0 

3    9    6 

7*00 

10  per  cenl 

Imperial  Life     

'ID* 

10    0 

0 

16  I'i    » 

60000 

19  per  cenl 

Law  Fire 

100 

2  10 

0 

3    9    6 

10000 

ntprcsnl 

Uw  Uie 

100 

83  17 

6 

49  li    6 

00900 

10  per  cent 

Law  Union         

10 

0  10 

0 

0  17    6 

MOOO 

6ll7t6dpc 

Legal  ft  Oeneral  Life  ... 

so 

6    0 

0 

9    0    0 

MOOO 

«lias6dpc 

London  ft  Provincial  Law 

60 

4  17 

6 

4  11    3 

40000 

16  per  cent 

North  Brit,  ft  UercantUe 

to 

«    * 

0 

83    t 

1600 

I9i  ft  bat 

Provident  Life    

I0« 

10    0 

0 

34  10    0 

■9930 

90  per  cent 

Royal  Bzcbanxe 

Stock 

All 

X318 

MOKIT  MABKBT  AMD  CiTT  IimLLIOEMOI. 

Anticipations  of  peace  have  occasioned  a  rise  in  prices  this 
week,  but  the  actual  amount  of  sales  and  purchases  made  still 
oontinuea  to  be  extremely  small.  The  home  Railway  Stocks 
have  made  a  considerable  advance  this  week,  and  a  very . 
noticeable  feature  at  the  present  moment  is  the  high  prices  at 
which  the  inferior  descriptions  are  quoted.  The  <3hiaranteed 
Indian  Railway  Stocks  have  only  partially  reodvered  from 
the  fall  which  they  sufiered  at  the  publication  of  the  Russiaa 
note. 
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KELATIONS  OP  XDDGE-MADE  LAW  TO  A  CODE. 

The  separation  of  the  judicial  from  the  legislatire  seema 
to  he  a  technical  and  nnnataral  division  of  jural  labour. 
Why  ihould  not  a  jud^e  be  presumably  the  best  legislator  P 
A  good  marksman,  indeed,  may  not  be  the  most  expert  at 
founding  cannon.  But  the  legmatire  art  implies  dexterity 
in  applying  roles  of  law  ;  so  that  the  analogy  we  have 
suggested  does  not  hold  good.  A  lawyer  who  has  almost 
exclusively  devoted  himself  to  the  arguing  of  oases  in 
court  is  not  likely  to  be  a  good  legislator ;  not  for  the 
reason  commonly  supposed — viz.,  that  he  has  been  in  the 
habit  of  considering,  not  wiiat  the  law  ought  to  be,  but 
what  it  is.  The  causes  that  blunt  a  lawyer's  philosophic 
perceptions  are  of  a  deeper  location.  He  has  been,  as  it 
were,  counting  the  bricks  in  every  case  he  argued 
before  a  bench  or  jury,  iustead  of  considering  the 
philosophy  and  higher  analogies  of  the  legal  principles  in- 
volved. Like  a  spirit  of  another  sphere,  he  has  been  regal- 
ing himself  with  the  gross  pleasures  of  the  concrete,  instead 
of  regarding  it  merely  as  so  much  incense  to  the  worth  of 
the  high  intelligence  which  he  represented. 

The  exclusion  of  judges  from  the  Legislature  and  the 
arena  of  politics  in  inland  seems  calculated  to  deprive  the 
nation  of  the  best  practical  light.  Judges,  even  when  they 
do  not  attend  political  meetings,  are  not  the  less  politicians 
or  partisans  on  that  account.  But  thejr  are  less  watched, 
and  the  stream  of  rabid  or  patriotic  sentiment,  which  would 
flow  brilliantly  before  the  sun  of  public  opinion,  now  fil- 
trates and  disturbs  the  arena  of  justice.  It  is  unnecessary 
to  cite  cases  where  judicial  politics  have  made  themselves 
manifest  in  England  in  civil  and  criminal  cases.  Indeed, 
the  excision  of  politics  from  the  judicial  mind  is  impossible. 
The  only  question  is,  whether,  if  allowed  to  give  reasons  at 
political  meetings  for  the  faith  that  is  in  him,  he  will  not 
be  more  likely  to  select  what  is  defensible,  than  when  he  is 
compelled  to  retire  to  the  benoh  in  the  polttioal  garb  and 
colours  of  his  party,  there  fight  for  the  cause  in  secret,  and 
shelter  his  animosity  under  the  pretext  of  law. 

No  man  ought  to  be  allowed  to  'shirk  his  political  func- 
tions, the  leading  one  of  which  is  to  advise  the  nation  upon 
all  questions  of  public  interest.  If  the  judge  is  found  minus 
habem  upon  matters  respecting  what  all  are  competent  to 
decide,  were  will  be  an  easy  test  of  determining  the  nature 
of  his  legal  qualifications.  Of  all  the  advantages  of  popular 
government,  the  best  is  the  rule  which  gives  the  people  the 
appointment  of  judges.  But  to  render  this  privilege 
thoroughly  useful,  it  is  necessary  that  the  judges  be  allowed 
freely  to  participate  in  all  the  social  and  political  discussions 
of  the  nation:  otherwise  the  people  will  be  called  upon  to 
hall-mark  what  they  have  no  means  of  assaying.  But  the 
man  found  consistent  in  politics,  and  holding  his  opinions 
upon  strong,  though  possibly  not  concluaive,  grounds,  may 
be  safely  trusted  in  the  secret  recesses  and  mysteries  of  the 
law. 

The  natural  right  of  the  judge,  therefore,  to  mix  in  poli- 
tical and  legislative  debate,  is  certain.  Indeed,  the  consti- 
tution of  the  British  House  of  Lords,  not  only  as  a  second 
legislative  chamber,  but  also  as  the  ultimate  court  of  legal 
appeal,  shows  that  the  framers  of  the  British  constitution,  er 
ite  exponents  in  early  times,  know  the  value  of  judge-made 
rules,  and  that  it  is  a  judicial  decision  which  is  alone  law. 
Therefore,  to  prevent  a  conflict  between  the  judicial  and  the 
legislative,  they  both  have  a  common  tmbouchurt  in  the 
House  of  Lords.  The  law  lords  alone,  as  a  rule,  decide  a 
technical  case,  or,  indeed,  any  case  brought  either  from  a 
court  of  law  or  equity.  But  the  right  of  every  peer  to  vote, 
if  he  wishes,  is  admitted  by  Hallam,  although  this  privilege, 
doubtless,  will  become  the  subject  of  fierce  debate,  on  the 
ground  of  its  obsoleteness  whenever  it  is  sought  to  be  revived. 

It  is  not  necessary,  therefore,  to  look  with  Hallam,  for 
the  accidental  causes  to  which  the  usage  of  the  House  of 
Lords  to  hear  legal  appeals  owes  its  rise.  This  rip^ht  is 
founded  in  the  nature  of  things.  In  every  state  the  highest 
legislative  chamber  (not  the  executive)  should  be  the  ulti- 
mate court  of  appeals.  The  Privy  Council  has  not  con> 
formed  ^ways  to  decisions  by  the  House  of  Lords.  It 
seems  unwise,  therefore,  to  have  both  chambers  of  the 
Legislature  appellate  courts,  lest  they  might  differ,  though 
there  is  ny  objection  to  a  court  composed  of  equal  num- 
bers from  each  House,  with  casting  vote  to  the  oldest 
member. 

The  right  of  the  House  ot  Lords  to  hear  appeals  from 
equity,  as  well  as  from  law,  thus  rests  upon  the  same 


grounds  of  natural  reason,  and,  09nieqaentlv,ii  not  non 
clear  in  respect  of  the  one  class  of  appesis,  u  HiOxi 
thinks,  than  it  is  as  to  the  other.  Titi,  viitcr  iiTar 
fond  of  looking  to  accident  for  the  origin  of  np^  vhiei 
are  to  be  sooglkt  for  in  the  human  mmd  and  mUupnii. 
oiples  of  common  sense.  Where  he  does  not  find  a  itntin 
of  historic  &ct  and  evidence  to  bear  on  as  opinion, best 
once  pronounces  it  weak,  as  if  every  sonroe  aad  pmti^s 
of  the  common  law  was  known  even  to  the  most  Ioikj, 
or  enumerated  plainly  in  every  oaaa  in  which  it  wu  nalij 
acted  upon. 

As  judges,  then,  are  properly  the  ultimate  \t^  i 
appeal,  so,  conversely  and  for  the  same  purpoeei  of  lu- 
mony,  the  judges  should  be  more  largely  entrnitedtlui » 
present  wit^  ^e  business  of  legialatioD,  and  for  it  lb; 
should  be  most  highly  remunerated.  Austin,  who  wsien 
that  the  technical  work  of  lejpslation  is  more  diffinli  tlm 
its  ethical,  diould  have  no  objections  to  the  jndicitl  iih»ii 
into  OUT  Legislature.  Law,  however,  is  not  nitinDr  ir 
necessarily  toehnical,  although  it  never  can  be  thono^t 
and  efficiently  practised  by  a  person  who  does  nctd^ 
most  of  his  time  to  its  study.  For  what  art,  ot  honrer 
scientific  or  philosophical  nature,  can  be  coltintdiiiii 
suocoss,  if  the  application  to  it  be  intermittent  >  te 
poetry  requires  the  most  asbiduous  and  almost  odun 
attention. 

The  technical  elements  of  law,  then,  may  \x  »w.f 
eliminated,  especially  as  Latin  terms  and  phnaee  arei(' 
coming  obsolete.  It  was  owing  to  the  use  of  this  Usrmlif 
that  law  gained  the  reputation  of  being  an  occult  sod  is«' 
nous  art.  Indeed,  law  is  not  wholly  amoral  orabstnctscaf- 
Being  practical,  it  requires  an  observation  of  moral  Uns^ 
that  limited  light  which  vrill  exclude  the  cnisidentiKS 
duties  of  imperfect  obligation.  A  judge  is  surely  tbeM 
person  to  select  and  condense  the  jnnd  rays  for  tliU  {«> 
pose. 

Law  is  so  essentially  deductive  or  scientific,  that  tht  fc' 
questions  of  difficulty  arise  under  the  common  ls«.  i' 
Edward  Coke  observed  this.  Even  in  his  time  wills  iu 
statutes  appeared  the  chief  sources  of  income  to  Uvro 
The  learning  of  remainders  certainly  seems  difficult.  B*: 
it  is  not  technioaL  Anyone  aoquainted  with  the  s- 
portant  functions  entrusted  to  the  tenant  to  pnif 
would  easily  see  that  no  question  of  perpetuity  orniM  i^ 
under  the  common  law.  For  as  the  objeotioii  «? 
not  apply  to  vested  remainders,  and  as  coatiii{<* 
remainders  were  in  the  power  of  the  tenant  to  ths  prec^ 
it  followed  that  he  could  destroy  them.  The  dtdns* 
Duiuomb  V.  Wanfield,  which  gave  validity  to  thelimiti» 
to  trustees  to  preserve  contingent  remainden,  «•••<■'''' 
trary  as  the  judgment  in  Taltarntift  cat.  '^*??? 
law,  then,  providM  for  every  purpose  of  commerce,  wi** 
eschewed  litigation.  The  cause  of  this  simplicitj  i<  »>  ^^ 
found  in  the lact  that  the  common  law  was  a  conntaprt" 
the  political  system.  But  all  natural  and  free  ^J*"^ 
government  are  moral,  and,  therefore,  so  fir  nndo^tniT 
every  person  of  average  intelligsnoe.  The  duties,  ""'*': 
imposed  by  the  dnali  political,  and  civil  systems  an  >">" 
to  aU,  and  capable  of  being  alueidated  by  natursl  m  "" 
technical  reasoning. 

Judge-made  rules  are  nothing  more  than  "^.""'^^ 
men  law  and  of  conunon  sense,  with  their  practical  'W'^ 
tions.  These  rules  would  not  have  held  their  g"""""  , 
legal  system  only  for  their  own  intrinsio  value,  "^ 
genend  and  practical  laws.  This  shows  that  tj"  1"^ 
mind  cannot  os  inapt  for  legislation ;  not  merely  for  ^ 
motion  of  it  which  is  technioS,  but  for  that  which  ii«^ 
Fictions  and  equity  are  both  olaases  of  judgt-mide  nw 
Codification  is  legislative  proceeding  on  the  erpariaKS^ 
light  afforded  by  fictions  and  equity,  and  rendsnng:  » 
principles  thus  acted  upon  harmoniona  and  «^'P•°''1|^^'L 
to  constitute  a  new  altemal  foundation  for  a  l°;?'9f^ 
beyond  which  it  is  not  necessary  to  look.  Ckx^™*?? " 
in  short,  a  ooUection  of  legal  issues  settled  by  tj"  J"^ 
not  of  one  age,  but  of  every  era  whose  decisions  te"  ^ 
deemed  worthy  of  transmission  to  posterity.— .^**?^ 
Journal, 

HiLABT  Tbem.— The  Lord  Chanedlor  will  not  r««i«^ 
judges  on  Wednesday  next,  the  first  day  of  tsna.  I'k  «»• 
wUT  open  at  the  usual  hour. 

Legal  REDVOTtoN.— The  Home  Oovemmaxt  i»  »i^ '"  K' 
approved  of  the  reduction  of  one  judgeship  in  onginw  s"""' 
High  Court  at  Bombay.— (7if»7  Serv  i«  Oautfe. 
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lOnOE  OF  BEMOYAL.— n«  0JU4  «/*  tki$  JwnKAi. 
mi  •/  i*t  WnxLT  BnoiacBK  m  imw  at  li,  Cttk'*-*»urt, 
Cmf-Ortt,  W.C. 

V»  MmiflUit  U  tht  SouorroM*  Joobmai.  •<— Tawm,  26>., 
Cumtry  lU.;  with  th$  Wauux  Rbfobtbb,  S8«,  JPaynunt 
M  mhtiut  indudn  Doublt  Numbtrt  and  Poitage.  Sui$erittri 
«m  Jbw  tMr  Volumu  bound  at  th$  OJIet—tloth,  2<.  6d., 
UfUv  fif,  it.  id. 

AB  Utt$rt  intmdtdfor  piAlieatien  in  th$  "  Solitntort'  Journal ' ' 
mmth  nriluntioattd  ty  tht  nana  eftho  torittr,  thvUfh  not 
mcmtrilf  for  ptiUieation. 

Wtm  iifimltp  i$  *xp*ri*nttd  in  prteurinf  tho  Journal  with 
nftdtriif  in  tit  Provinen,  it  it  rtjuntod  that  applioation  h 
mmhdiniltotho  Fuilithtr. 


C^c  S0licitai's*  JfauntJil. 

LONDON,  JJJIUARY  14,  1871. 

< 

A  riw  DATS  AOO  one  of  tlie  ooonty  eonrt  jadgea 

mimi  »  CM*  to  bo  •djonrood,  and  appended  to  bU  order 

the  addition  tbat  nctioe  abonld  be  aent  to  tbe  party  into- 

mttd  ^poit-eaid  inatead  of  on  tbe  nanal  printed  form, 

■OMttMTe  half  tbe  poatage.  Onsof  tbe  olBoera  of  tbeoonrt 

p(a>t«doat  tbat  aa  tbe  poatagea  of  tbe  oonrt  are  paid  ont  of 

tbeOsMolidated  Fand  by  tbe  Treaanry,  notbingf  woald  be 

Hnd  to  the  pertiea,  tbongb  tbe  ConaoUdated  Food  wonid 

mm  a  halfpenny   at  tbe    expenae  of   tbe  Poat-Offioe'. 

Imtjvu  agieea  Uiat  to  aend  on  poat-oaid  any  oommani- 

catioa  wUob,  frwm  ita  natnia,  tbe  leoeiTer  wonld  prefer 

bepjufto  Uraadlf,  ia  an  improper,  aa  being  a  mde  and 

UMuatiy  prooeading.     In  a  oonntry  plaoe,  for  in- 

itnot,  in  whiob  tbe  Tillage  abop  ia  tbe  poat-oiBoe,  wbat 

ttmfieaaant  amoant  of  goaaip-breeding  pnblieity  tbe 

{^•t-Mrt  nrrioe  migbt  gire  riae  to.    It  may  be  aaid  tbat 

I^tiptia  ii  a  pnblie  matter  already,  beoanae  tbe  oonrta 

•nopn  to  tbe  pnblio  and  oaaeaaie  reported  by  tbe  preaa; 

tot  tk(  fMt  tbat  triala  and  bearinga  are,  aa  tbey  abonld 

^  MMhctcd  in  pnblie,  ia  no  leaaon  wby  tbe  litiganta 

■Md  ka  annoyed  by  having  tbe  preliminary  partionlara 

•f  iUr  litigation  flntterad  abont  in  an  open  mtaaiTe. 

XoftMa  pleadinga  in  a  oaae  adhw  tmijudiee  baa  been 

mU  a  eoDtampt  of  Oonrt. 

It  Huaa  that  a  gfood  many  legiattaia  haTe  been  for- 
mdiag  eonnty  eonrfe  prooeaa  to  aaob  other  by  book-poat. 
Ae  Tiwaniy,  bowoTer,  hare  jnat  ordered  regittrara  to 
Mad  all  doeQaento  in  oloaed  envelope*. 

Tu  NoBwioK  Ei.xoTioir  ParmoH  ha*  reaoltad  in 
m  oaiaating  of  Hr.  Tillatt}  bat,  in  oonaeqneno*  of  the 
wia  to  the  aeat  for  Mr.  Hoddleaton  haTing  been  aban- 
■■•d,  few  new  legal  pointa  of  intereat  h«re  ariaen  npon 
thatnaL  We  bare  aeTeral  timea  notioed  the  legal  diffl- 
«tti«a  in  the  way  of  eetabliabing  the  olaim  to  tbe  aeat, 
•ad  probably  tbeae  were  Aifficient  to  aoeoant  for  ita 
•MDdouBant. 

Vr.  raiatt  baa  been  nnaeated  by  reaaon  of  hU  being 
Mu  liable  for  the  aots  of  a  pexaon  who  waa  olearly 
K«Bt  for  Sir  WiUiam  Boaaell,  and  who,  therefore,  npon 
■M  eoaUtion  of  tbe  two  oandidatea,  became  alao  Hr. 
"llett's  agent.  Tbe  doctrine  ^bat  upon  a  ooaUtion  the 
■(•Btof  one  candidate  became  tbe  agent  of  tbe  other  ia 
M  a  new  one.  It  waa  laid  down  in  aereral  oaaea  by  the 
I<Bn*  who  tried  the  petitiona  ariaing  ont  of  tbe  last 
P««ral  election,  althongh  we  belicTe  they  never  had 
'^■■•iM  to  act  on  the  dootrine  by  nnaeating  the  member. 
n*diasa]ty,aachM  it  waa  in  the  Normieh  catt,  mvt 
■otia  ariving  at  the  conolnaion  tbat  Bay  waa  Tillett'a 
■(•nt,  10  maeb  aa  in  aeeing  whether  the  ooimpt  aot  i<aa 
««  done  u  agent  If  Bay  had,  in  oontraTention  of  hia 
ptjto  hia  joint  emplqyera,  bribed  a  voter  ezpieaaly 
•'•'•  for  one  only  and  not  to  voto  for  tbe  other, 
J|°wl7  it  would  be  held  that  thia  affected  the  aeat 
■">»  oandidate  only.  It  ia  dear,  however,  that  the 
■•of  proTiog  that  thU  waa  ao  Uy  on  Mr.  TiUett. 
'I  WBCalaar  that  Baj  waa  hia  agent  in  point  of  Uw, 


and  employed  to  get  votee  tor  him,  and  dear  alao  that 
B«y  waa  gnilly  of  a  oorrapt  aot,  in  giving  money  for  a 
voto,  tbe  money  moat  be  preanmed  to  be  given  for  the  voto 
in  favonr  of  Tillett,  aa  well  aa  in  favonrof  Bu'taeU.  We 
think  Mr.  Jnatipe  Keating  had  no  altoruative  but  to 
deoide  aa  he  did. 


Wb  sonois  ▲  8H0BT  TiMB  AOO  the  Nlii  Prioa  oaae  ot 
Jahnnn  v.  Spamm,  in  which  the  defendant,  a  aolidtoc, 
waa  eaat  in  heavy  damagea  for  having,  as  tbe  jury  fonnd, 
malioionaly,  and  without  reaaonable  and  probable  oanae, 
oanaed  tbe  plaintiff  to  be  adjudicated  banlcrnpt,  Tha 
oaae  appeara  to  engroea  a  oonaiderable  amoant  of  atten- 
tion; bat  in  reonrring  to  the  topic  it  ia  not  oar  intention 
to  oritioiae  tbe  verdict.  We  oonoera  onradvea  only  with 
a  point  of  dry  law.  In  order  to  anpport  tbe  action  it  waa 
neceaaary  to  eetabliab  that  the  pcoosediDga  in  the  other 
oonrt  had  terminated  in  favour  of  tbe  plaintiff,  whioh 
bad  been  aettled  i^  tbe  deoiaion  of  Lord  Joatioe  Jamea 
(18  W.  B.  1097).  (We  preaame  heaceforth  that  th« 
reader  ia  acquainted  with  the  facta  of  the  oaae.)  Now 
the  Begiatrar  appeara  to  have  simply  copied  tbe  form 
of  order  given  among  thoae  which  were  made  in  pur- 
ananoe  of  tbe  Bankmptoy  Aot,  1869.  The  order 
made  was  that  Johnston  should  within  seven  days  from 
the  service  of  the  order  enter  into  a  bond,  with  two 
sureties  to  be  approved  by  the  Oouzt,  to  pay  any 
sum  that  should  bs  reoovered  against  him  in  any  pro- 
ceedings that  should  be  taken  for  tbe  porpoee  of  reoovei- 
ing  tbe  sum  demanded,  together  with  the  oo«ta  of  each 
prooeedinga.  And  it  wm  furthtr  ordtrai  that  all  pro- 
eeedinga  on  tbe  anmmona  ahould  be  stayed  nntil  Uie  Oonrt 
in  which  the  prooeedings  were  taken  abonld  have  ooma 
to  a  decision  thereon.  Tbe  Begiatrar  did  not  give  notio*^ 
a*  be  abouhi  have  done,  of  the  time  and  plaoe  when  the 
bond  waa  to  be  executed.  Tbe  namea  of  certain 
snreUea  were  sent  in  bnt  th^y  ware  objeoted  to,  and 
in  the  end  tbe  bond  was  not  exeoated  withia 
the  time  preearibed  by  the  order.  A  petition  for  adjodi- 
oation  was  at  one*  filed,  on  the  groond  tbat  thi*  wa* 
an  aot  of  bankmptoy  (Jobnatoa  having  failed  to  "  •eonre 
hia  debt ").  An  a4)adioatioii  waa  apbeld  by  the  Ohief 
Judge,  hot  ananlled  by  tbe  Lord  Joatioe.  The  grooad 
of  the  Lord  Joatioe'a  deoiaion  waaaimply  tU* — the  order 
was  «»  %nMntlitie»al  ttay  of  all  prooeedinga  ondar  tbe 
bankraptqys  no  applioation  waa  ever  made  to  diaoharge 
it,  it  ia  thMofore  atill  in  fall  foro*.  Tbe  adjadioation  i* 
therefore  void,  and  mast  be  annulled.  The  wbde  que*- 
tion  turns  on  thia.  Waa  the  order  to  atay  proceeding* 
a  aubatantive  onoonditional  order,  independent  of  this 
due  execaUon  of  the  bond,  or  waa  the  dne  exeoation  of 
the  bond  a  condition  prwoedent  to  the  validity  of  tb* 
order  atoying  proceedings?  It  seems  to  aa  that 
the  latter  ia  the  probable  meaning  of  tbe  word*.  If 
the  order  doea  not  carry  ont  tbe  meaning  of  the 
Aot)  it  ia  aimply  ultra  vim.  Now,  what  doe* 
the  Act  say?  (aection  9}  "The  Ooart,  tijwn  *ueh 
ttenrUy  (if  any)  being  givtm  aa  tbe  Ooort  may  require  for 
payment  to  the  petitioner  of,  ko.  (debt,  if  eetablidied,  and 
costs)  may  stay  all  proceedings  on  the  petition  for  each 
time  aa  may  be  required  for  trial  of  the  qneatioa  lelat- 
iag  to  such  debt.  Surely  if  tbe  bond  be  not  exeoated  «r 
the  security  given,  the  Court  has  no  power  under  thia 
section  to  atay  proceedings.  Ito  power  is  only  in  thoae 
oases  where  tbe  debtor  performs  tbe  neceaaary  condition 
of  giving  the  security  required. 


Whbn  thb  bulbs  nnder  the  Bankmptoy  Aot,  1869, 
were  first  issued,  and  so  the  written  law  of  bankmptoy 
completed,  we  pointed  out  that  the  qaestion  must  soob 
arise  under  the  new  Act,  n-bich  gave  ao  much  trouble 
nnder  tbe  old— whether  any  Oourta  could  inquire  into 
the  faiinese  and  reasonableness  of  a  composition  ac- 
cepted by  the  requUtto  majority  of  the  creditors  of  a 
debtor  ;  and  that  the  question  when  raiaed  woo  Id  be  one 
of  great  difBcnlty  (U  S.  J.  349).  We  gather  from  some 
oorreapondenoe  wliioh  ha*  antewted  in  theoolamns  of  the 
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Heenomitt,  with  lefnenoe  to  «  Moent  oim  befote  <me  of 
the  roftiirtran,  th«t  this  qoMtion  ia  beirinnin?  t«  attract 
the  attention  of  the  metcantile  elauea,  and  we  do  not 
wonder  at  it. 

In  the  partionlar  oaie  in  qnettion,  a  oredilor  leema  to 
hare  objected  to  the  registration  of  a  reaolation  for  a 
composition,  on  the  simple  grooncPef  the  inadeqnaoy  of 
the  propoeed  composition  in  point  of  amonnt,  and  the 
r^l^iKtrar  to  hare  refused  to  entertain  lAie  qnestion.  In 
this  he  was  no  donbt  right.  To  allbw  one  man,  or  any 
nnmber  of  men,  to  compel  another  to  accept  ten  ahillings 
when  twenty  are  dne  to  him,  may  or  may  not  be  jnst  or 
wise.  Bnt,  at  any  rate,  the  Legislatnre  has  delibe- 
rately sanotioned,  and  it  is  the  plain  intention  of 
the  Act,  that  the  creditors — that  n  to  say,  the 
statntory  majority — shall  be  the  persona  to  jndge 
whether  it  is  desirable  to  accept  any  composition  arrange- 
ment which  may  he  proposed.  Btat  a  orvditor  might 
wiiih  to  object  to  a  remlation  on  grounds  of  a  rery 
di6FereDt  kind.  Take  the  case  of  a  man  who  ia  indebted 
both  jointly  and  eeverallyr  the  gveat  majority  of  his 
creditors  being  joint  creditors — a  Tcry  likely  state  of  facts 
in  the  case  of  a  debtor  carrying  on  any  bosinesa  in 
partnership.  Snppoee  farther  that  nnder  the  oironm- 
stances  both  classes  of  creditors  wonid  have  fared  abont 
eqnally.  hat  that  at  the  meeting  a  majority,  consisting 
entirely  of  joint  creditors,  resolres  that  they  (the  joint 
creditors)  shall  have  a  composition  of  ten  shillings 
in  the  ponnd,  and  the  separate  creditors  only 
five,  a  course  which  by  the  strict  woidh  of  role  28 
is  open  to  them.  It  is  hnpcaeiUe  to  oonceire  that 
the  Act  of  1869  can  be  read  in  so  different 
a  spirit  from  that  of  1861  as  to  hold  sndi  a  reaolntion 
binding  upon  a  separate  creditor  who  objects  to  it.  Bat 
what  nodes  are  open  to  him  of  taking  the  objection  7 
The  registrar  before  registering  the  reaolntion  for  a 
oomposition  is  to  inqnire  whether  it  "  has  been  passed 
in  manner  referred  to  by  this  section  "  (126),  and  may 
iMar  any  creditor  in  opposition.  Does  this  mean  that 
t'h«  registrar  Is  merely  to  ioqaire  into  the  formal  re- 
qnisites — the  doe  conTeningof  themeetiag,  the  sniBoienqy 
of  the  assents,  and  the  like— or  may  he  examine  the  sab- 
atanoe  of  the  arrangement  f  If  the  latter  riew  be  the 
true  one,  the  mode  in  which  the  bnsineas  of  the  Court 
is  at  present  transacted  makes  this  prorision  very 
unsatisfactory.  By  rale  206  a  creditor  may  appeal  from 
the  registrar's  decision  to  register  the  resolution  ;  and  a^ 
this  power  of  the  registrar  is  not  a  delegated  fanotion. 
the  appeal,  we  preaume,  was  meant  to  be  to  the  Chief 
Judge.  If,  therefore,  as  the  Act  intended,  we  had  a 
Chief  Jddge  in  fact  as  well  aa  in  name,  it  would  hare 
been  possible  to  obtain  a  deoision  on  the  matter  from  a 
duly  qualified  judge  by  an  easy  and  inezpensiTe  process. 
Bat  in  reality  there  is  no  Chief  Jndge ;  the  eminent 
gentleman  who  bears  that  title  haring  abdicated  the 
throne  in  favour  of  a  provisional  gorernment  of  metro- 
politan registrars,  and  the  case  ia  altogether  changed. 

Bnt  is  there  any  other  mode  open  to  a  creditor  of  ob- 
jecting to  a  resolution  on  the  ground  of  its  unfairness,  or 
a  particular  class  of  creditors  on  any  like  ground  ?  Sec- 
tion 127  of  the  Act  says  that  the  registration  of  a  reso- 
lution shall,  in  the  absence  of  fraud,  be  conalasire  evi- 
dence that  the  resolution  was  duly  passed  and  all  the 
regulations  of  the  Act  complied  with.  Here,  again,  do 
these  words  apply  only  to  the  formal  requisites  specified 
in  the  Act,  or  do  they  apply  to  the  substance  of  the 
arrangement  itself  ?  If  in  the  oase  we  have  put  a  sepa- 
rate creditor  brought  an  action  for  his  debt  and  the  com- 
position resolution  were  pleaded,  could  the  creditor  ob- 
ject to  it  in  aooart  of  law  as  unequal  and  unjust  to  the 
separate  creditors  ?  Or,  if  application  were  made  to  the 
Court  of  Bankruptcy,  to  stay  his  action,  could  he  raise 
the  same  objection  there  ? 

We  do  not  Tentnre  to  express  any  positive  opinion  npon 
these  points.  We  indicate  them  to  show  that  there  are 
many  hard  nuts  yet  to  be  ciaoked  with  respect  to  these 
oomposition  arrangenenis. 


Thb  cam  of  "  Mkadb  Mixobs,"  which  has  bssa 
oooopying  so  large  a  portion  of  the  attention  of  ths 
legal  world  in  Dublin,  has  not,  in  the  event,  jottiflsd  the 
expression  of  indignation  and  alarm  expended  upon  it. 
The  oase  may  be  staled  in  a  few  words,  and  is  aa  apt 
illustrmtion  at  once  of  a  very  well  settled  rule  of  tlie 
Court  of  Chancery,  and  of  one  of  the  principal  diScalties 
in  its  pracMcal  application. 

Mr.  Ueade,  a  Protestant  gentleman,  married  a  Bomso 
Catholic  lady,  by  whom  he  had  two  daughters.    It  ap- 
pears that  these  little  girls  reoeived  t^ir  reUgicos  in- 
strnotion  from  their  mother  during  Mrs.  Meade's  life, 
apd   that  npon    her  death    they   were   taken   oharfe 
of  by  her  sister.  Miss  Sonayne,  and  were  being  broaght 
ap  I7  her  as  Boman  Catholico.    This  took  place  cerUisly 
with  Mir.  Meade's  sanction,  and  not  Improbably,  thoajK 
the  point  is  left  somewhat  doubtful,  in  pursuanos  of  s 
promise  which  he  is  alleged  to  have  given  to  his  late  wifs 
that  he  would  allow  her  daaghters  to  he  adaoated  ia 
her  creed.     A  few  months  nooe,   however,   Mr.  Ueade 
contracted  a  second  maxriage,  uid  to  his  new  wile,  a 
Protestant  lady,  he  haa  now  committed  the  charge  at 
his  daughters,  the  eldest  of  whom  ia  »bont  tea  years  old. 
It  may    be  taken  for  granted    that    this    lady  will 
educate  the  children  aa  Froteatanta,  and  that  thi^  will 
therefore  have  to  nnleatn  a  great  part  of  the  tescliisg 
they  have  reoeived  from  their  aunt.     To  prevent  (Us 
Miss  Bonayne  applied  to  the  Court  of  Chancery  by  » 
petiticm  praying  in  eSeot  for  the  cuatody  of  the  chil- 
dren,   or    an    injanotion    to  compel    their  father  \a 
have  them  broaght  up  in  the   Booimi  Catholic  faith. 
This  application  Lord  O'Hagan,  after  •  personal  intar- 
viaw  with  the  children,  and  after  taking  tame  to  oon- 
sider,  has  refused,  withoat  costs.    Of  the  propria^  of 
thia  decision  we  have  not  the  smsLlleat  doubt,  and  we 
never  shared  in  the  apprehenaion  so  loudly  expressed  by 
some,  of  the  pnblio  journals  that  the  Iiord  ChanoeUor 
would    suffer    his   religiona   syaspathiea    to   affeot  his 
judicial  diacretioa.    He  might,  indeed,  k*ve  decided  the 
case  at  once  on  the  short  ground  that,  the  obildren  havis; 
no  proi>erty,  the  Court  would  not  exeroia*  any  juriadictioa 
over  their  -  persons  or  eduoation.     Thia  ia  «x^essly  laid 
down  in  WtUetley  v.  Beaufort  (2  B.  20),  and  althoogb 
Lord  Eldon,  in  the  same  breath,  Mserfea  tha  tmi»ttmn  of 
the  jurisdiction  irrespective  of  property,  the  oaseappesn 
to  be  very  aaalogous  to  that  of  the  jnriadiotioa  of  the 
Court  to  stay  applioatioos  to  Parliament,  often  asserted, 
bnt  which  has  never  been  exercised,  and  of  whioh  it  has 
over  and  over  again  lieen  aaid  tliat  it  ia  almost  impossible 
to  imagine  a  cue  in  whioh  it  ought  to  be  exercised.  Va 
oaamotDanton r.  Jay  {2  D.  M.  & 0. 74),  however,  in  wfaieh 
all  the  infants'  property  was  real  estate  in  Amerioa,  aodSt 
AlieiaBcue  {IK.  Sc  M.  420n),  in  whioh  the  whole  proper^ 
of  the  infant  oonaiated  of  a  sum  of  £21  6s.  Consols,  whieh 
had  been  paid  into  court  by  a  stranger  expieasly  to  foond 
jurisdiction,  show  that  the  substantiality  of   the  property 
is  by  no  means  essential.    Itadeed,  on  the  authority  of  the 
case  last  cited,  we  should  have  thought  this  objeotion 
quite  sufficiently  met  if  Miss  Bonayne  had  procured  the 
undertaking  of  two  or  three  sabstantial  persons  to  main- 
tain and  educate  the  children   during    their    minority. 
It  does  not,  honevor,  appear  that  anything   of   the  kind 
was  offered,  for  we  fully  concur  with  the  Lord  Chancel- 
lor that  Miss  Bonayntt's  personal  undertaking  wai  in- 
sufficient, and  it  is  abundantly  clear  that  the  Court  hu 
no  jurisdiction  to  compel  a  father  to  maintain  children 
of  whose  custody  he  is  deprived.     This  was  expressly  ac- 
knowledged in  the  case  of  Ra  Brotvne  (2  Ir.  Ch.  160). 
Lord  O'Hagan,  however,  did  not  choose  to  adopt  this 
course,  though  it  is  evident  from  his  jodgment  that  hs 
did  not  overlook  it. 

Having  onoe  determined  to  entertain  the  oase,  the 
principle  upon  whioh  the  Court  acts  ia  unquestionable. 
The  Interest  of  the  infant  is  the  sole  aim  of  the  Court, 
and,  except  so  far  as  the  interest  of  the  infant  impera- 
tively demands  it,  the  Court  will  not  interfere  against 
parantal  aothoiity.    Where  the  father  ia  leading  a  life  of 
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gnM|7b«d  ehanetor  (  WtllesUy  r.  Beaufort,  2  B.  1),  orhu 
lieengiliHyof  flagrant  oriminalityC/lnnit.,  3  Sim.N.S.  54), 
or  hat  oondaoted  bimseU  with  ocaeliy  towardt  hia  wifa, 
vhcM  infant  it  of  tender  years  CThomat  r.  Roherti,  3 
D<  6.  Je  Sm.  768),  or  towards  the  ohildran  {FurUy  r. 
Hidtr.Y.CM.,  1864,  not  reported),  the  Ooart  will  not 
hftiitats  to  remoTe  them  from  his  onstodjr;  bat  we  are  not 
twtm  of  ao7  case,  nnleas  that  of  SMlty  t.  Wettbrooi 
(Jte.  266  o.)  can  be  treated  as  snob,  in  which  the  natoral 
mntrol  of  a  father  over  hia  children  haa  been  interfered 
with  on  the  gfroand  solely  of  hia  religiona  opinions. 
Efen  in  that  case  the  Oonrt  relied  on  what  it  described 
1.1  "imnorality"  in  the  father's  oondnot,  bat  thia  im- 
morality ooniiisted  merely  in  an  illicit  connection  formed 
bj  tho  father  after  the  mother's  death,  and  it  is  dear 
t^tt  this  oircamstanoe  woald  not  now  be  per  le  sufficient 
ground  for  depriring  a  father  of  the  onstody  of  bis 
childran:  see  BaU  T.  Ball  (3  Sim.  35).  This  case  is, 
bo<reT«r,  generally  looked  npon  as  an  instance  of  persecu- 
tion on  aooount  of  the  well-known  peculiar  relij>ious 
Tiem  of  Shelley,  and  would  not,  we  think,  now  be  fol- 
lowed. 

None  of  the  oases  where  the  Oonrt  haa  interfered 

with  the   aotion   of    gnardiaas   with    respect   to   the 

iriigions  training'    of    infants  seam  to    ns   to   tonoh 

the  point ;  the  nearest  is  that  of  Stturton  r,  StouT' 

Itn  (S  W.  R.  418,  8  X>.  M.  G.  768),  where  the  Lords 

Joatiees  directed  a   child  of  nine  years  old,  who  bad 

aeqiind,  they  said,  strong  religions  opinions  in  opposition 

to  those  of  his  father,  to  be  brought  up  in  conformify  with 

hi)  oirn  opinions  rattier  than  his  paternal  faith.    Bat  in 

aMifon  to  the  fact  that  there  is  a  material  distinction 

hetwnn  the  rsspeot  due  to  the  memory  of  a  deceased 

(itiist  and  the  rights  of  a  living  one,  the  anthority  of 

tliU  an  is  mnoh  ahakan  by  the  subsequent   one    of 

Domi.Aipif  (10  W.  B.  245),  where  Lord  Hatherley 

vAmA  the    presnmed  wishes  of   a    deceased    father 

■giiut  vhac  he  himself  desoribed  as  "  strong  religions 

imprcnom  "  on  the  part  of  a  child  twelTe  years  old. 

Tbo  Lord  Cbanoellor  expressed  himself  satisfied  that 
Xr.  Kaade  had  in  fbii  ease  bound  himself  to  permit  hia 
dildnn  to  be  broaght  up  as  Boman  Oatholioa,  but  he 
wy  properly  disregarded  thatoonaideration,ezaepton  the 
qontion  of  oai!ts.  Tb«  case  of  Ktnruiy  t.  May  ( U  V7.  B. 
S»l),  thows  that  a  father  oannot,  OTen  i^  express  written 
Hreemsat  for  Talaable  oonsideratioa,  validly  deprive 
Uaaelf  of  the  onatody  of  his  children  or  depute  their 
■•isteaanee  and  edaoation  irrevooably  to  another.  The 
wly  groond  on  wUoh  the  petitioner  oonid  properly  rely  in 
tUi  caw  waa  that  where  a  father  had  volnntarily  per- 
■Ittsd  his  diildren  to  be  broaght  np  in  a  partionlar 
(tlipon,  he  ought  not  afterwards  to  imperil  their  whole 
moral  and  religiooa  oharacter  Iqr  afterwards  in- 
colostiBg  prindplea  dirtotly  antagonistto.  This  is 
oiMstionaUy  tene  when  the  prinoiplea  first  taught 
htre  baeome  so  rooted  that  they  oannot  be  interfered 
>ith  witboat  a  slioek  to  the  whole  religions  nataie  of  the 
thitd ;  bat  we  ahonld  have  thought  it  sufficiently  olear, 
•inply  from  the  age  of  tiie  ohildren  in  this  oaae,  that  no 
noh  deeply-rooted  oonvietions  ooald  be  supposed 
te  oist  The  eases  in  which  veij  young  diildren  have 
tNn  examined  aa  to  their  religiona  feelinga  are  all  oaaea 
o(  chiUroB  whoee  father  waa  dead ;  and  even  there,  aa 
*•  hsTs  teen,  the  wish,  or  presumed  wish,  of  the  dead 
'<^  will  be  permitted  to  override  even  "  strong  reli- 
tioMiiBptasakms"  on  the  part  of  the  child.  We  think, 
umCore,  that  Lord  CHagan  might  weU  have  disposed 
«tUi  ease  at  once,  without  any  personal  examination  of 
|h«  efaOdren;  and  it  is  dear  from  his  jndgment  that  had 
■•  doM  so  he  would  have  been  spared  a  very  painful 
Make. 


.  1  Kb.  a  W.  Kksxai  writes  to  the  BaUy  Iftmt  to 
^^  nibseriptions  towards  the  defence  of  an  aotion 
7°w,  he  statM,  is  about  to  be  commenced  against  him 
TtM  Society  of  Lineoln's-inn,  for  arrears  of  annual  pay- 
»«».   He  saya  that,  ••  Ten,  or  it  nay  be  fifteen,  years 


ago,"  he  entered  bimaelf  at  Ltnooln's-inn.  Circumstances 
ooourring  to  prevent  him  from  proseoutiog  his  legal 
atndies,  and  not  liking  to  continue  paying  the  annual 
charge  for  absent  commons  and  chapel  fees,  amounting 
in  all  to  jC6  7s.  4d.,  he  asked  to  have  hia  name  removed 
from  the  books,  but  was  told  that  he  must  fimt  pay  the 
onstomary  fine.  To  this  he  objected,  and  wrote  a  letter 
to  the  Daily  iV«ir((this  was  in  Ootober,  1868),  styling  the 
annual  charge, "  a  most  iniquitous  piece  of  legalised  ex- 
tortion, enforced  by  means  quite  aa  reg^ardless  of  justice 
aa  rattening,"  and  denomioatiag  the  fine  a  proceeding 
"  only  inferior  in  cruelty,  and  defiance  ot  common  sense, 
to  Mr.  Broadhead's  fafon  de  fairt  I "  Stimulated  by  an 
article  in  the  Daily  Nent,  in  his  favour,  "  together  with 
letters  from  several  distinguished  persona  to  the  same 
effect,"  this  gentleman  next  wrote  to  the  Inn  repudiating 
all  farther  liability.   He  now  desires,  in  his  own  words  — 

"To  ask  persons  in  the  same  unfortunate  position  as 
myself  to  aid  me  in  standing  the  expense  of  the  unjust  pro- 
secution in  which  I  am  About  to  be  involved;  of  which, 
whatever  may  be  its  issue  as  regards  myself  (and  I  do  not 
flatter  myself  with  the  faintest  hope  of  success  in  contesting 
a  claim  made  by  and  conducted  by  lawyers,  with  lawyers 
for  judges,  against  a  layman,  by  a  powerful  and  wealthy 
corporation  against  a  private  individual),  I  yet  believe  the 
effect  will  be  to  bring  about  such  a  reform  as  shall  save 
others  from  being  subjected  to  the  like  vexation  and  ex- 
tortion." 

The  Inns  of  Court,  as  seminarioa  of  legal  edaeation, 
are  capable  of  oonsiderable  improvement.  We  ourselves 
have  found  in  times  past  something  to  say  on  the  mat- 
ter. But  it  is  not  this  style  of  complaint  which  is 
likely  to  do  anything— except,  indeed,  to  draw  contempt 
on  all  objections  to  the  present  state  of  things.  So  far 
as  regards  this  money  question,  the  Linooln's-inn  charges 
are,  we  believe,  higher  than  those  of  the  other  Societies. 
TTp  to  last  year  the  annual  payments  for  etudents 
amounted  to  £6  7s.  4d,  in  all,  for  which,  however,  the 
student  oonld,  without  further  charges,  dine  fourteen 
days  in  each  term;  and  the  society  ooald  not  be  expeoced 
to  adjust  its  charges  for  the  benefit  of  students  who  are 
such  In  name  only.  This  annual  payment  ia  now  reduced 
to  44  19a,  which  entitlea  the  student  to  six  dinners  in 
eaoh  term.  Aa  to  the  fine  on  leaving  the  society,  np  to 
1867  this  charge  oomprised  several  items,  varying 
according  to  oironmstanoes,  the  maximum  of  the  whole 
being  £11  IBs.  8d.  In  1867  these  wew  oommnted  for 
a  fixed  payment  of  £10  to  the  Library  Fand.  This  was 
reduced  in  1868  to  £5,  and  again  last  year  to  £8  Si. 
'Stm,  it  is  not  neoamary  for  us  to  enter  on  the  question 
whether  or  no  thwe  ohargee  might  be  lessened;  it  ap- 
pears that  the  original  charges  )Um  been  reduced,  but  it 
is  obvioos  that,  taking  them  as  they  originally  stood, 
there  is  nothing  so  exorbitant  as  to  warrant  our  consi- 
dering them  an  espeeial  hardship — oonaidering,  too,  that 
everyone  who  has  rendered  himself  liable  to  them 
by  entering  the  society,  knew,  or  might  have  known  if 
he  ohoee,  what  were  the  obligations  which  he  was  under- 
taking. Hr.  Hankin,  bj  the  way,  whcee  letter  is  by  no 
means  olear,  appears  deoidedly  to  overrate  the  amount 
of  the  ohargee.  There  are  so  many  really  hard  cases  in 
the  law,  and  so  many  things  needing  remedy  in  conneo- 
tion  with  legal  education,  that  silly  and  ill-mannered 
pnltUoations  like  this  are  very  mnoh  to  be  regretted. 


Ah  mPOBTAHT  quunOR  was  raised  yesterday  before 
tho  Lords  Justioes,  in  a  ease  of  Middleton  r.  Chichuter, 
as  to  the  construction  of  the  4th  section  of  the  Debtors' 
Act,  1869  (88  &  88  Viot  o.  6S).  That  section  enacts — 
"  With  the  exceptions  herein^ter  mentioned  no  perion 
shall,  after  the  oommenoement  of  this  Act,  be  arrested 
or  imprisoned  for  making  default  in  payment  of  a  sum 
of  money."  One  of  these  exceptions  is — ^"Default 
by  a  trustee  or  person  acting  In  a  fiduciary  capa- 
city, and  ordered  to  pay  by  a  Court  of  equity  any  sum 
in  his  poasestion  or  control."  Vice-Chanoellor  Stuart 
having  ordered  an  attachment  to  issue  against  a  tmstM 
who  had  failed  to  pay  a  sum  which  he  had  beeUjby  the 
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dfloree  of  the  Ooart,  ordered  to  pay  in  reopeet  of  a  breaeh 
of  tnut  whioh  he  had  oommitted,  the  trontee  appealed. 
It  was  argned  that  the  third  ezoeption  did  not  apply  to 
the  caae,  as  the  troat  moDey  oonld  not  be  said  to  be  in  the 
possession  or  control  of  the  defendant  at  the  time  when 
the  order  was  made,  he  beings  then  insolvent.  Their 
Lordships  thought  the  question  one  ot  considerable  difB- 
o«lt]r  and  of  great  importance,  and  expressed  their  wish 
to  haT6  the  aasistanoe  of  the  Lord  Chanoellor  in  determin- 
ing it.  The  oase  stood  over  for  the  purpose  of  asking  his 
Lordship  to  assent  to  this  course. 


DIBECTOBS'  QUALIFICATION. 

Where  a  qnalifiQation  ia  required  for  the  office  of  direc- 
tor, it  might  be  supposed,  as  Hr.  Lindley  observes  (on 
Partnenhip,  p.  1838),  that  a  person  who  accepted  the 
office  of  director  would  be  estopped  from  denying  that  he 
held  the  requisite  qualification.  The  Marquit  of  Abir- 
«»/•«'»  etue  (10  W.  R.  648,  4  D.  F.  J.  78).  however,  shows 
that  this  supposition  is  not  universally  true.  Where  the 
Act  of  Parliament  incorporating  the  company,  the  deed 
of  HftUement,  or  the  articles  of  association,  as  the  oase 
may  be,  provides  that  no  person  shall  be  capable  of  being 
a  director  unless  he  be  possessed  of  a  specified  interest  in 
the  capital  stock  of  the  company,  it  is  not  easy  to  see 
how  a  person  who  has  consented  to  act  as  director  can 
be  heard  to  say  that  he  is  not  possessed  of  the  qualifica- 
tion ia  the  event  of  the  failure  of  the  company,  which 
he  could,  without  dispate,  have  required  to  be  allotted  to 
him  in  the  event  of  its  success;  or  that,  after  giving  his 
name  to  the  public  as  a  director,  he  is  not  liable  to  be 
regarded  as  tiie  holder  of  the  stock,  which  persons  deal- 
ing with  the  company,  and,  therefore,  having  notioe  of 
its  rules  and  regulations  [Eituit  v.  NiahtU;  6  H.  of  L. 
Cas.  401),  have  a  right  to  infer  that  he  possessed.  Upon 
this  principle  Yioe-Cbanoellor  Baoou,  in  KinoaUt  eate 
(19  W.  B.  122),  held  that  it  was  impossible  for  the  Court 
to  say  that  a  person  who  had  been  oonHtitnted  a  director 
by  the  Act  inotnporating  the  company  had  less  than  the 
number  of  shares  prescribed  by  the  Legislature  for  the 
qualification  of  a  director.  The  Act  in  Xineaid't  eate 
provided  that  no  person  should  be  capable  of  being  a 
director  who  did  not  bold  twenty-five  shares.  Hr.  Kincaid 
was  so  far  a  director  that  his  name  appeared  in  the  Act 
as  such  by  reasog  of  his  signature  having  been  appended 
to  the  printed  copy  of  the  bill,  in  acoordanoe  with  the 
standing  order  of  the  House  of  Commona.  He  had  never 
acted  as  a  director,  nor  applied  for  any  shares,  nor  had 
any  shares  been  allotted  to  him;  but  he  was  named  in 
the  Act  as  one  of  the  first  directors  of  the  company, 
and  on  this  ground  it  was  held  that  he  was  liable  as  a 
contributory  for  the  shares  whioh  ought  to  have  been 
nliotted  to  him  ai  a  director.  The  oase  stands  by  itself 
ami  is  not  covered  by  authority,  but  on  principle  it  ap- 
pears to  have  been  correctly  decided,  assuming  Mr. 
Kincaid  to  have  sobscribed  his  name  to  the  printed  oopy 
of  the  bill.  On  the  above  assumption,  to  have  decided 
that  Mr.  Kincaid  was  not  liable  would  have  been  to  de- 
oitiu  that  a  person  who  appends  his  signature  to  a  dooa- 
iDSDt  is  not  affected  by  notice  of  the  contents. 

The  Jtarquii  of  Abtreorm'i  c<m«  was  shortly  m  follows: 
— The  Marquis  assented  to  be  appointed  a  director  of  the 
Hub^eqnently  notorious  National  Assurance  and  Invest- 
ment  Association,  the  deed  of  settlement  of  which  pro- 
vided that  no  person  should  be  a  director  who  did  not 
hold  XlOO  capital  stock.  The  Marquis  contented  him- 
self with  lending  his  name  for  fourteen  months,  when 
be  retired  ;  and  on  the  association  being  wound  up  it 
appeared,  by  an  entry  in  the  minute-book  of  the  board, 
that  £500  capital  stock  had  been  allotted  to  him  and  a 
fictitious  loan  entered  by  way  of  payment,  in  addition 
to  which  a  sum  of  ;£105  stock  was  standing  in  his  name, 
whioh  represented  the  fees  to  whioh  he  had  beooms  en- 
titled while  a  director.  The  Master  of  the  Bolls  (10  W. 
B.  451),  notwithstanding  the  Marquis  had  no  knowledge 
of  the  provisions  of  the  deed  of  aettiement  m  to  the  quali- 


fication, and  was  ignorant  that  tb«  stock  had  been  allottad' 
to  him,  or  that  he  wa«  entitled  to  any  fees,  held  tlist  bt 
must  be  placed  on  the  list  of  contribntorie*,  upon  th* 
ground  of  constructive  notioe,  being  of  opinion  that  Hie 
assenting  to  be  a  director  put  him  on  inquiring  as  to  the 
liabilities  of  the  office,  and  barred  his  plea  of  ignorsooe. 
The  Lords  Justices  (Sir  J.  L.  Knight-Bmoe  and  Six  Gi 
Turner)  reversed  the  above  decision  (10  W.  R.  S*8,*D: 
F.  J.  78),  on  the  ground  that  by  accepting  the  offioe  of 
director  the  Maiqnis  had  not  come  under  an  obligitin 
to  take  the  stook  requisite  to  qualify  him  for  the  oflw, 
in  the  absence  of  direct  notice  that  any  stock  was  nmsisuy 
for  the  qualification.    Therefore,  so  far  as  this  oaasii  u 
authority,  it  appears  that  the  consent  of  a  person  to  vlt 
as  director  does  not  neeessarily  amount  to  an  agreemoit 
to  take  the  stock  required  for  a  qualifioaticn,  notwith- 
aUnding  his  name  is  published  and  the  orediton  hsre 
a  right  to  infer  that  ha  possesses  the  quaUfioaUon  (  CUmnit 
V.  Bonet,  1  Dr.  084).    The  oase  was  compromlted  keton 
the  appeal  to  the  House  of  Lords  came  on  for  hesriii; 
(see  CMapman'i  ease.  L.  R.  2  Bq.  669),  and  it  u  nselsato 
speculate  whether,  if  the  appeal  had  been  heard,  th* 
House  of  Lords  would  have  affirmed  the  decision  of  ft* 
Lords  Justices,  or  have  considered,  as  the  Master  of  ths 
Bolls  thought,  that  where  a  man  aUows  his  nsme  to  1* 
used  as  a  director,  he  is  estopped  from  disputing  hii 
liability.      The  strong  point  in    favour  of  the  MsrqM 
was,  that  he  never  applied  for  the  shares,  and  there  «» 
no  proof  that  he  either  acted  or  intended  to  act  m  » 
director.    In  faot  his  name  was  all  that  was  reqmied. 
But  he  held  himself  out  to  the  public  as  a  director;  »d 
that  atone  might  have  justified  the  Court  in  applying  (be 
doctrine  of  oonstruotive  notice   as   to  the  qualifiostaos. 
The  doctrine  of  Hendorion  v.  Itoyal  BritUh  Bank  (5  W. 
E.  286,  7  E.  &  B.  356).  that  he  who  has  held  hioueU  oat 
to  the  world  as  a  shareholder  cannot  after  the  windisg- 
np  get  rid  of  his  llabUity  as  such  to  the  creditors  of  Ike 
eompany.  who  have  given  credit  to  it  on  the  faith  thstbs 
was  a  shareholder,  had  not,  when  Lord  Abereom'i  eau  wu 
decided,  received  the  prominence  whioh  has  been  given  to 
it  in  subsequent  cases  of  joint  stook  miarepresentation. 
Even  if  ordinary  shareholders  who  have  not  seen  the  srU- 
olesof  asaociation  are  not  held  to  havo  oonstruotive  notice 
of  their  oontente  except  where  the  articles  are  refen^  t» 
in  the    memorandom   of    association ;    yet   an   officer 
whoee  business  it  is  to  superintend  the  company's  ^Isin 
may  be  reasonably  assumed  to  have  notioe  of  its  oomti- 
tntlon.    Whenever  the  Courts  mav  take  thU  dietinotion 
the  deoision  in  Lord  Ahercom't  cat*  wiU  become  of  veiy 
little  value. 

On  the  other  band,  a  perK>n  who  has  applied  for 
shares,  and  has  been  advertised  M  a  direoh^,  »» 
has  attended  a  meeting  of  the  board  in  that  oapaeitjv 
will  be  placed  on  the  list  of  eontribatoriea  in  reepeotof 
such  shares,  if  registered  in  his  name,  although  no  formsl 
letter  of  allotment  vras  ever  eent  to  him,  and  he  waa  not 
aware  that  his  name  had  been  plaoed  on  the  register 
{Lnaa'i  eatt,  16  W.  B.  96,  L.  B.  S  Ch.  86).  The  chief 
distinetion  between  this  oase  and  the  Marguit  of  Atir- 
eom't  MM  (tup.)  lies  in  the  personal  applieation  fw 
ahares,  which  was  wanting  in  the  Marfuii  of  AherMm* 
ea$e.  And  where  the  directors  of  a  limited  compsny 
subscribed  the  memorandum  of  asaooiation  for  ^^^^^ 
one  shares  each — ^having  at  a  preliminary  maetiog  agreed 
among  themselves  to  hold  100  shares  each  and  to  ezeento 
the  memorandum,  and  to  act  as  dlrootors — the  l^fi* 
Justices,  considering  the  oase  as  in  every  req>eotdii- 
tingnishable  from  the  MarquU  of  Aterecrm^t  oate,  'fif^ 
them  on  the  list  of  contribntoriea  for  the  100  sharss  sseh, 
the  qualifieation  they  had  dMermimd  for  themsslvea 
(J5»  parte  Currie.  11  W.  B.  676).  In  Chapman's  cok 
(14  W.  B.  Ch.  Dig.  26,  L.  B.  2  Bq.  667).  where  a  director 
had  signed  the  articles  of  aaaooiation,  whioh  required,  ss 
the  qualification  of  a  director,  that  he  ahonld  hold  twenty- 
five  sharea,  and  had  applied  for  that  nnmber  of  shares 
and  had  attended  several  meetinga  of  the  board ;  but 
wnt  in  hi*  resignation  before  the  allotment  took  plao*^ 
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isd  the  direotors  afterwards  refused  to  allot  the  ihares 

to  h'un,  ind  returned  his  deposU,    the  Master    of    the 

Bolla  remored  his  name  from  the  list,  except  aa  to  oae 

ihin  for  which  he  had  sig^ned  the  memorandum  ;  ob- 

lerrio;  that,  if  the  abarea  had  been  allotted  to  the  appli- 

csnt,  eren  if  he  had  repudiated  them,  the  Court  would 

hiTO  held  him  bound.     In  Stock's  ease  (12  W.  B.  995), 

where  the  artioles  of  assooiation   provided  that  certain 

perons.inolodingf  Mr.  Stock,  should  be  the  first  direolor<>, 

tsd  that  no  person  should  be  eligible  as  a  director  unless 

he  heM  in  his  own  right  fifty  shares,  the  Lords  Justices 

pitoed  Mr.  Stock  on  the  list  of  oontribntories  in  respect 

o(  twentj.fire  share*  only,  for  which  he  had  signed  the 

memorandum,  upon  the  ground  that  the  word  "  eligible  " 

applied  to  persons  to   be  elected,  and  not   to  the  first 

direotora.     In  TothUl'i  ea$i  (14  W.  B.  153,  L.  R.  I  Ch. 

85],  in  the  same  matter,  the  ratio  i^ecUandi  must  have 

been  the  same,  that  the  qualification  only  applied  to  per- 

noaa  to  be  elected  directors,  otherwise  it  is  difficult  to  see 

hoir  Mr.  TothiU,  who  applied  for  fifty  shares,  though  no 

allotment  was  made,  oould  have  escaped  with  his  name 

being  settled  on  the  list  for  the  twenty-fire  shares  only 

for  which  he  signed  the  memorandum  of  association. 

The  ease  that,  upon  the  whole,  appears  to  come  nearest 
to  the  Marquis  of  Aher'aam's  ease  is  Avstin's  oase  (14 
W.  R.  1010,  L.  B.  2  Ex.  436).  Mr.  Austin,  it  appeared, 
&<sented  to  beoome  a  director  of  a  banking  company 
proTided  he  should  be  aatisfied  that  a  certain  proportion 
of  the  capital  had  been  subscribed,  and  that  certain  per- 
■ona  named  in  the  prospectus  would  join  the  board. 
Pending  this  he  attended  a  board  meeting,  and  his  name 
•as  published  as  a  director,  but  a  few  days  afterwards, 
on  tteeiTing  a  letter  of  allotment  of  the  shares  necessary 
to  qoaliff  him,  he  returned  it,  and  declined  to  act  as  a 
director,  as  ha  was  not  satisfied  upon  the  points  stipn- 
lattdtn  by  him.  The  reply  was  that  "  his  resignation  " 
vaa  leeepted,  and  he  had  nothing  more  to  do  with  the 
eoapwj.  Yioe-Chanoellor  Wood  considered  the  oase  a 
ntj  doabtf  ol  one,  but  took  it  that  the  matter  was  not 
fiosll;  coDolnded,  and  removed  the  name  from  the  list  of 
esatribatories.  He  had,  it  will  be  seen,  promptly  repu- 
diate.1  the  transaction,  iaehes  oa  his  part  would  have 
baen  fatal  to  his  oase. 

We  should  add  that,  according  to  the  dictum  in  Stooh's 
xue  {tup,),  where  a  qualification  is  required,  such  quali- 
tetUoa  cannot  b«  obtained  by  means  of  paid-up  shares. 
Sbare*  may  be  paid  for  in  money's  worth  as  wall  as  in 
Bonej;  and  where  the  former  is  the  oase,  a  contract  to 
'ske  shares  may  be  satisfied  by  an  allotment  of  fully 
wd-ap  shares  (^DrummoniPs  ease,  18  W.  B.  2,  L.  B.  4  Oh. 
'72);  but  where  persons  become  directors  at  the  request 
f  the  promoter,  who  undertook  to  qualify  them,  and 
ooordingly  gara  them  eaoh  a  oheqae  for  the  full  amount 
f  their  aharaa,  which  they  handed  to  the  secretary  in 
ayment  for  their  shares,  and  the  cash  part  of  the  price 
{reed  to  be  paid  to  the  promoter  for  the  purchase  of  his 
oainaas  was  paid  by  the  seoretaiy  handing  back  to  the 
remoter  his  oheqaea,  Yice-OhanceUorMalins,  regarding 
le  transaction  as  a  trick  or  fraud,  put  the  directors  on 
i«  list  aa  oontribatcries  who  had  made  no  payment  in 
npect  of  their  shares  {Re  Disderi  i£  £<>.,  19  W.  B.  ITS). 
We  have  ooUeoted  the  principal  cases  bearing  on  this 
ibjeet.  Of  the  general  truth  of  the  proposition  that 
direotor  cannot  be  heard  to  say  that  he  does  not  hold 
>e  requisite  qoalification  there  can  be  no  doubt.  The 
toeption  to  it  in  The  Uarquit  of  Abereom't  ease  arose 
■iefly  from  the  disinclination  of  the  Court  of  Appeal  to 
>ply  the  dootriae  of  constructive  notice  to  fix  • 
aa  as  a  shareholder  by  implioatioo.  The  doo- 
ine  of  oonstractiwe  notice  is  a  dangerous  doctrine,  if 
iried  too  far  ;  yet,  on  the  other  band,  the  rights  of 
editors  ought  to  receive  due  consideration.  In  every 
I>er  ease  ^era  baa  been  actual  notice. 
Our  notice  of  this  subject  would  hardly  be  complete 
ithoBt  a  reference  to  Saunder's  case  (12  W.  B.  602),  in 
hicb  an  officer  of  an  insurance  company,  having  been 
lud  to  join  the  board,  the  neceasaiy  shares  were  trans- 


ferred to  him  by  deed,  but  though  he  act<>d  as  dir'ctnr 
1)6  was  never  put  on  the  regiK'er,  and  never  w>t*  treated 
as  the  owner  of  the  shares.  The  Court  wonid  not  hoM 
him  to  be  a  contributory,  considering  that  he  bad  been 
merely  a  trustee  for  the  company. 


TEUSTBE  BELIEF  ACT— COSTS  OP  PETITIONS  FOB 
PAYMENT  OF  INCOME  TO  TENANTS  FOB  LIFE. 

For  some  years  after  the  passing  of  the  Trustee  Belief 
Act  it  was  a  dispnteil  point  whether  the  costs  of  a  peti- 
tion for  payment  of  the  dividends  of  a  fund  in  court  to  a 
tenant  for  life  shonld  be  paid  out  of  oorpu*  or  income. 
The  cases  may  be  found  collected  in  any  of  the  editionH 
of  Lewin  on  Trusts,  from  which  it  will  appear  that  the 
costs  were  paid  sometimes  out  of  eorpm  and  sometimes 
out  of  income,  while  occasionally  the  costs  of  the  trustees 
were  given  out  of  corpus  and  those  of  the  tenant  for  life 
ont  of  income.  The  necessity  was  felt  of  settling  the 
practice  on  this  point,  and  accordingly  when  the  oase  of 
In  rt  JUarner's  Tnitti  occurred,  early  in  the  year  1866, 
Vice-Chancellor  Kindersley,  before  whom  it  was  heard, 
desired  that  it  should  stand  over,  until  a  General  Order 
on  the  subject,  which  the  Lord  Chancellor  contemplated 
making,  should  be  issued.  No  such  order  was  Issued, 
but  when  the  petition  came  on  to  be  heard  on  November 
12,  the  Vioe-Ohanoellor  mentioned  that  at  a  meeting  of 
some  of  the  equi^  judges  at  the  house  of  Lord  Chancellor 
Cranworth  a  discussion  took  place  on  the  subject,  and  the 
ooncltuion  arrived  at  was,  that  the  rule  should  be  that 
the  OQsts  should  be  paid  out  of  income.  One  of  the 
judges  present,  he  said,  suggested,  as  a  reason  why  the 
costs  should  be  paid  out  of  inoome,  that  if  they  were  to 
be  paid  ont  of  the  corpus  it  would  be  necessary  that 
every  snoh  petition  shonld  be  served  on  all  the  persons 
interested  in  the  corpus,  a  course  which  would  cause 
great  expense  and  Inoonvenience.  That  reason  the  Lord 
Chancellor  considered  decisive,  and  concurred  in  the  con- 
clusion, notwithstanding  a  recent  decision  of  his  own  to 
the  contrary.  In  future,  therefore,  the  Yioe-Chanoellor 
said,  the  costs  of  petitions  by  tenants  for  life  for  payment 
of  dividends  will  be  paid  out  of  inoome  (/a  r«  Marker's 
Trusts,  16  W.  B.  99,  L.  B.  S  Eq.  482).  This  decision,  as 
reported,  merely  settled  the  question  vrith  respect  to  the 
costs  of  the  petition  generally,  but  without  distinctly 
specifying  what  costs  are  included  in  that  expteasion. 

It  was  subsequently  held  by  Yioe-Chanoellor  Matins, 
in  the  case  of  In  re  Oordon's  Trusts  (16  W.  B.  Ch.  Dig. 
26,  L.  B.  6  Bq.  886),  that  the  expression  did  not  include 
the  costs  of  tmstees  appearing  to  consent.  The  only 
point  in  In  re  Uamer's  Trusts,  his  Honour  said,  was  as 
to  the  coats  of  the  petition.  That  did  not  aSeet  the  pre- 
sent question.  The  payment  into  court  WM  lor  the 
benefit  of  all  parties,  including  the  remaindermen,  and 
he  thought  the  tmatee's  costs  must  be  ordered  to  be  paid 
out  of  corpus.  A  different  course,  however,  was  taken 
by  Vioe-C^aneellor  James  in  In  re  Whittoris  Trusts  (18 
W.  B.  Ch.  Dig.  101,  L.  B.  8  Eq.  862),  where  his  Honour 
laid  down  that  "  The  trustee's  costs  of  paying  the  fund 
into  court  are  incurred  for  the  benefit  of  the  estate,  and 
are  payable  ont  of  oapital ;  his  costs  of  appearing  on 
the  petition  ate  incoired  for  the  benefit  of  the  peti- 
titioner,  and  should  be  paid  out  of  income."  These  con- 
flicting authorities  were  brought  before  the  Master  of 
the  Bolls  during  the  last  year  in  the  case  of  In  re  Smith's 
Trusts  (18  W.  B.  618),  when  bis  Lordship  said  that  he 
always  acted  in  accordance  with  the  decree  in  In  re 
WhUtorCs  Trusts,  and  decided  accordingly.  Suboe- 
qnently  to  the  above-mentioned  cases  of  In  re  Whittpn's 
Trusts  and  In  re  Smith's  Trusts,  the  point  again  arose  be- 
fore Yioe-Chanoellor  Matins  in  7»  r«  MuntoWs  Trtut* 
(April  22,1870),  when  his  Honour,  though  thinking  it  hard 
that  the  costs  of  the  tmstees  should  fall  on  the  tenant  for 
life,  sinee  they  appeared  to  protect  the  interests  of  the 
persons  entitled  In  remainder,  deferred  to  the  authority 
of  the  cases  cited,  and  directed  all  the  costs  to  be  paid 
ont  of  inoome. 
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In  »  atiU  more  reoentoaae,  howeTar — viz.,  on  the  16th 
of  December,  1870 — the  point  was  again  broaght  before 
Vice-Ohanoellor  Malina  in  Be  Wnoi't  TmtU  (19  W.  B. 
227),  where  his  Honour  allowed  the  trustee's  costs  out  of 
eorpm,  and  on  the  following  grounds.  The  payiueot  of 
money  into  court  v.  as  for  the  benefit  of  all  interested, 
and  the  costs  of  it  were  always  allowed  oat  of  rorpui. 
Bat  it  was  the  payment  into  oonrt  that  rendered  it  ne- 
oaaaary  for  the  tenant  for  life  to  make  an  application. 
The  application  was  therefore  an  essential  part  of  what 
was  done  for  the  benefit  of  all  interested.  And  it  would 
be  unreasonable  that  the  tenant  for  life  should  hare  to 
paj  for  an  &<Heatial  part  of  those  proceedings  from  which 
all  reaped  an  advantage.  This  argument  would,  of 
ooursa,  have  justified  the  allowanoe  of  the  tenant  for 
lite's  costs  out  of  eorput,  as  well  as  those  of  the  trustee, 
but  the  latter  only  were  giren. 

It  is  certainly  str&nge  that  the  case  of  In  r«  Marner'i 
Truttt  should  not  have  had  the  desired  effect  of  settling 
the  law.  We  apprehend  that  a  decision  on  a  point  ot 
chancery  practice,  giren  under  the  ciroomstances  which 
there  existed,  is  entitled  to  almost  as  much  authority  as 
a  decision  of  the  House  of  Lords.  Wis  hare  referred  ao- 
corlirigly  to  the  form  of  the  order  drawn  up  in  that  oaae, 
ami  append  a  copy  of  the  material  parts  of  it.  It  wiU 
appear  from  a  careful  perusal  of  this  order  that  the  trus- 
tees' costs  of  paying  the  fund  into  court  were  allowed 
out  of  capital,  and  their  costs  of  appearing  on  the  petition 
were  paid  out  of  income.  It  agrees  therefore  with  In 
re  WAitton's  Tnitts  and  I»  re  Smitk't  Tmstf^  and  the 
contrary  decisions  in  In  re  Gardon'i  Trtutt  and  R« 
Wood's  Trvttt  must  be  considered  as  incorrect. 

While  discussing  this  point  reference  ought  to  be  made 
to  the  case  of  Scrivener  t.  Smith  (18  W.  R.  Oh,  Dig. 
100,  L.  R.  8  Eq.  310),  which  was  a  petition  not  under 
the  Trustee  Relief  Act,  but  presented  in  an  administra- 
tion sait,  asking  for  payment  to  a  tenant  for  life  of  the 
diridenda  of  a  fund  bequeathed  to  trustees  upon  trust  to 
be  invested  In  land.  The  petition  was  beard  before 
Vioe-Chanoellor  Halins,  who  allowed  the  costs  of  all 
parties  out  of  eorput.  His  Honour  obserred  that  if  the 
fund  had  been  inrested  in  land,  the  tenant  for  life 
would  simply  hare  entered  into  possession  withoat  in- 
ourring  the  expense  of  a  petition,  and  he  did  not  see  why 
he  should  be  in  a  worse  position  because  the  f  and  was 
in  oonrt.  The  fund  remained  there  for  the  advantage 
of  all  persons  interested,  and  it  seemed'  to  him  that  all 
persons  should  bear  the  costs  of  that  petition.. 


[The  following  is  an  extract  from,  the  order  made  in 
/»  re  Mamer't  Trtutt, 
"  This  Oonrt  doth  order  that  it  be  referred  to  the 
tiixing  master  to  tax  the  costs,  oha-ges  and  expenses  of  the 
respondents,  the  trustees,  R.  E.,  T.  T.,  and  J.  Gk, properly 
iiiourred  in  transferring  the  New  £3  perOent.  Annuities 
hereinafter  mentioned  into  court,  and  to  tax  the  peti- 
tioner and  the  said  rwpondents,  the  said  trnsteea,  and 
tliM  said  W.  E.  and  W.  S.*  their  costs  of  and  occasioned 
by  this  application  as  between  solicitor  and  client;  and 
it  U  ordered  that  so  much  of  the  £913  la.  lOd.  Niaw  £3 
p-!r  Cent.  Annuities  on  the  credit  of  '  In  the  matter  of 
the  trusts  of  the  will  of  X.  T.,  deceased,  dated 
the  18th  of  April,  1823,'  or  any  other  like  annuities  re- 
maining on  the  like  credit  arising  from  the  investment 
of  dividends  as  will  raise  the  respective  same  of  £19  Is.. 
6<l..  £13  4s.  8d.,  and  £16  Is.  2d.,  being  the  respective 
amounts  of  interest  on  the  said  New  £8  per  Oent. 
Annuities  and  invested,t  and  ;C20  3s.  9d..  deducted  by 
the  said  trustees  from  interest,  making  together  £67  lis., 
be  sold,  and  out  of  the  moneys  to  arise  by  the  said  sale 
it  is  ordered  that  the  costs  of  the  said'  tmstees,  R.  E.,  T. 
T.  and  J.  Qt.  of  appearing  on  this  application,  and  of 
taxing  the  bill  for  t^e  transfer  and  payment  of  the  fnnd 

*  These  were  the  assignees  of  a  bankrupt  named  in  the  peti- 
tion. 

t  The  word  "  dividends"  appears.to.b«  omitted.after  the  word 
"invested." 


into  court,*  be  paid  to  Mr.  R.  B.  W.,  their  solioiear,  asd 
the  oosts  of  the  petitioners  to  Mr.  E.  H.  W.,  their  solioilorr 
and  the  costs  of  the  said  respondents,  W.  B.  an4  W.  S., 
to  Mr.  J.  H.  L.,  their  solicitor;  and  ia  case  itshallqipeu' 
on  the  said  taxation  that  the  oosts  of  transferring  into 
oonrt  the  said  New  £3  per  Oent.  Annuities  by  the  said 
trustees  are  less  than  the  said  sam  of  £20  Sx.  9d.  de- 
ducted by  them  from  interest,  then  it  is  ordered  that  tli» 
said  trustees  do  pay  such  exoessf  together  with  the  sam  of 
£  18  28. 6d.,  beinga  dividend  received  by  them  subseqaently 
to  the  transfer  into  court,  to  the  petitioner,  k.  Z.,  snd 
it  is  ordered  that  the  interest  from  time  to  time  to  scorns 
on  the  residue  of  the  said  New  £8  per  Oent.  Annaitiei, 
after  the  sale  aforesaid  during  the  life  of  the  petitioner, 
A.  Z.,  be,  nntil  farther  order,  and  also  the  residue  of  th» 
moneys  to  arise  by  the  said  sale,  paid  to  the  nid 
petitioner,  A.  Z.,  or  to  her  legal  personal  represeotatiTe 
or  representatives."] 


££C£NT  DECISIONS. 


EQUITY. 
Mistake  of  Nahb — Etiokhck  of  Intkniios. 

Jie  NohW*  Trutts,  M.R.  (Ir.),  18  W.  R.  881. 
For  the  pur),  jse  of  construing  written  dooomenti  of 
whatever   nature,  extrinsic   evidence    is  admissible  t» 
explain  latent  ambiguities — i.e.,  ambiguities  of  fact  not 
appearing  on  the  face  of  the  document  nnder  rsvisv; 
but  it  is  a  settled  rnle,  with  the  exceptions  to  which  m 
will  presently  refer,  that  declaration  of  intention  by  the 
author  of  the  document  will  not  be  received  in  evidenoe. 
QDoe  V.  BUeoeJu,  6  M.  &  W.  363.)     Thus  where,  as  in 
Re  Ifahh't  Tnitti,    while    one  part  of  the  description 
answers  to  one  person,  the  remainder  may  apply  to  an- 
other (Taylor  on  Evidenoe,  §  863),  extrinsic  evidenoe  of 
oontemporaneons   circumstances    is   admissible  for  (lis 
purpose  of  showing  which  of  the  two  olaimants  wai  tbe 
person  meaqt,  but  declarations  of  intention  by  the  sathar 
of  the  trust  will  not  be  admitted  to  clear  up  the  diSoiiU;. 
In  Doe  V.  Hiieoekt,  the  leading  case  on  this  aabject, 
there  was  a  devise  to  John  Hiscocks  for  life,  remahider 
to  *'  John,  the  eldest  son   of  ths  said  John  Hisoockt." 
Here    was    a  latent  ambiguity.       John  Hisoooka,  the 
tenant  for  life,  was  twice  married,  and  by  his  first  vife 
he  had  Simon,  while  John  was  the  eldest  son  of  the 
second  marriage.       The  Court  of  Exchequer  rerosed  to 
receive  parol  declarations  by  the  testator  of  his  intention. 
Evidenoa  of  the  surrounding  oironmstanoes  is  reoeiTad, 
because  the  Court  is  then  enabled  to  put  itself,  as  near  as 
may  be,,  in  the  place  of  the  testator  at  the  dat«  of  tb» 
will,  and  thus  ascertain,  if  practicable,  -what  the  testator 
meant  {Ooi  r.  Buthaaite.  3.  B.   b  Ad.  632);  bat  parol 
evidence  of  declaration  of  intentioa  ia  rejected,  becans* 
the  duty  of  the  Court  is  to  discover,  not  what  ths  aaduff 
of  the  instrument  may  really  have  intended,  in  ooatn- 
distinction   from  what  hia  words  express,  but  simplj. 
what  is  the  meaning  of  the  words  be  has  nsed  [Dm  ^■ 
GiHllim,  SB.  t  Ad.  129).    So  Jn  2te  ^tUham'i  Tnttt 
(1  K.  U  J.  628,  3  W.  B.  Oh.  Dig.  97),  a  oaae  on  »U  foors 
with  lie  Ifoble't'  Trutts,  where  a  legacy  was  given  to 
Thomas  Turner,  of  Regency-square,  Brighton,  and  was 
claimed  by    James    Turner,    of    Regenoy-aqnars,  and 
Thomas  Turner,  of  Little  Preston,  near  Daventry,  Vioe- 
Ghaucellar  Wood  rejected  evidenoe   of  the  instruotiona 
given  by  the  testator  for  his  will,  and  of  his  panH  de- 
clarations respecting  the  same,  and  decided  in  favoar  of 
James  Tamer,  upon  the  extrinsic  evidence  adduoed  by 
him,  consisting  principally  of  a  former  wiU,.in  which  the 
legacy  was  given  to  James  Tamer  by  the  proper  addree- 


*  This  taxation  was,  we  suppose,  made  at  the  instasoe  of  the 
tenant  for  life,  since  tbo  cost  of  it  is  made  to  fall  upon  her. 

t  This  direction  for  payment  ef  any  exoesa  imnxiperlj  f 
tainad  by  the  trustees  to  the  tenant  for  li&,  ia  probably  an  otw- 
sight.  As  the  whole  £20  3s.  9d.  is  raised  out  of  the  e«rpia,y» 
oxcess  (if  any)  should  be  restored  to  the  corpus.  The  poini> 
however,  is  not  important. 
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Ibe  two  ouM  where  deolufttioM  of  intention  are  !«• 
eainble  iaeridenee  are  (1)  where  extrinaio  evidenoe  has 
Oomx  that  i  desoripUon  ia  the  dooament  la  eqnally 
tpplieable  to  two  or  more  persons  or  things,  and  (2)  where 
i(  it  dMiiad  to  rabat  an  equity.     As  regrards  the  first, 
laid  Abinger  said,  in  Dae  r.  Siiaoekt  (inp.),  "  There 
ii  another  mode  of  obtaininj;  the  intention  of  the  testa- 
tor, which  is  bjr  eridenoe  of  hia  declarations^    of  the 
iutraotionB  girsn  for  hia  will,  and  the  like,  whioh  are 
not  iddooed  for  explaining  the  words  or  meaning  of  the 
wOl,  hot  either  to  supply  some  defioienoy,  or  remore  some 
obnority,  or  to  give  some  effect  to  expressions  that  are 
oomtaaing  or  ambignons.     Now,  there  is  but  one  oase  " 
{nbottiag  an  equity  was  not  then  present  to  his  Lord- 
ship's miad)  "  in  whioh  it  appears  to  us  that  this  sort 
of  sridtiMe  of  intention  oan  be  properly  admitted,  and 
tlist  ii,  where  the  meaning  of  the  testator's  words  is 
aeitbersmbigaoas  norobscnro,  and  where  the  devise  is  on 
the  &M  of  it  perfect  and  intelligible,  bat  from  some  of  the 
«i(«aia<tanoes  admitted  in  proof  an  ambignity  arises,  as 
to  whioh   of    the   two    or    more    things,     or    which 
o{  the  two  or  more- persons  (each  answering  the  words  in 
the  will)  the  testator  intended  to  express.    Thus,  if  a 
tsstatoi  dense  hia  manor  of  S.   to  A.B.,  and  has  two 
fflsaois  of  North  B.  and  Sonth  S.,  it  being  clear  that  he 
Besnt  to  deriae  one  only,  wherever  both   are  equally 
denoted  by  the  words  he  has  used,  in  that  oase  there  is 
whst  Bsooa  oalls  '  an  equivocation;'  that  is,  the   words 
eqasUy  apply  ti  either  manor,  and  evidence  of  previous 
intentioii  may  be  received  to  solve  this  latent  ambiguity; 
ia  the  intention  ahows  what  he  meant  to  do.  and  when 
yoa  know  that,  yon  immediately  perceive   that  he  has 
<liae  it  by  the  general  words  he  has  nsed.  which  in  their 
•diaiiy  sense  may  properly  bear  that  oonstrootioa."  See 
J>w  T,  iVMs  (2  M.  *  W.  .129). 

JMttttiona  of  intention  are  also  admitted,  as  well  as 

o**">ii  evidence,  in  order  to  rebut  an  equity;    i.e., 

to  nptl  sny  one  of  the  presumptions  which  courts  of 

*IPUJ  Rise  noder  partioulat  cinsamstancea,  as  for  in- 

^we^  against  double  portions   (_Barl  of  OUiu/all  v. 

fwwi,  1  Ke.  .794),  or  of  a  resulting  trust  {Sidmmtth  w. 

AjW*,  2  Bear.   447)  and  in  other  instances  whioh 

wfll  oeenr  to  the  reader.    In  all,  save  in  these  two  cases, 

"  >•  ao  invariable  rale  that  deolarations  of  the  author  of 

•a  UMtmmeat,  whether  contemporaneous  or  subsequent, 

"■Unotbereeeiwad  to  explain  what  was  his  real  inten- 
tno. 


COMMON  LAW. 
JIeasuke  op  Dauaoes— Breach  of  Conteaot— Sale 
OF  Land — Bquitablb  Iktehest. 
Bain  and  Othert  r.  IvthtrgiU  and  Othere, 
Bi.,,i9  W.E.134. 
Oa  a  braaoh  of  contract  for  the  sale  of  land  there  h  a 
■Mtewhat  anomaloaa  exception  to  the  ordinary  rale  re- 
Veetiag  the  measare  of  damages.  .Usaally  on  the  breach 
■faoonttactthe  plaintiff  is  entitled  (snbjeot  to  certain 
|*iMotiaas)  to  aaoh  a  sum  of  money  as  would  put  him 
in  the  same  peoaniaiy  position  as  if  the  contract  had 
>een  duly  performed.  On  the  breach  of  a  contract  to 
»11  land,  however,  if  caused  by  a  defect  of  title,  the 
plaintiff  (the  vendee),  is  only  entitled  to  be  pat  in  the 
ame  peonniary  position  as  if  the  contract  had  never 
Men  made.  That  is,  the  plaintiff  is  not  entitled  to 
*oover  anything^  for  the  loss  of  his  bargain  as  be 
ould  do  in  ordinary  cases,  but  only  to  recover 
"lA  same  •■  he  may  -have  aotaidly  spent  in 
■^wtgating  the  title,  paying  a  deposit,  fto.,  ftc.  The 
"iiat  «•••  whioh  established  this  exception  is  I^lureau 
'.  TktmhOl  (2  Wm.  Bl.  1078).  The  ground  of  the 
IwWon  in  Plurtau  ▼.  Thornhill  is  that  no  landowner  can 
le  sore  that  he  has  a  good  title  to  his  land,  and  if,  be- 
ieving  that  he  lias  a  good  title,  he  contracts  to  sell  the 
*sd,  but  ia  onable  to  compleie  the  contract  in  oonse- 
IWace  of  smne  defect  of  title,  he  ought  not  to  be  liable 
BiCenecaldaauigeat  batnaght  to  pay  tiie  vendee  only  the' 


money  wlii<di  the  vendee  may  have  expended.  Thia 
principle  does  not  apply  if  the  vendor  is  in  default,  as 
if  he  contracted  to  sell  land  to  which  he  knew  that  he 
had  then  no  title  (,Hej>kitu  v.  Qraztbrooke,  6  B.  <c  0.  31);. 
or  where  he  ia  able  to  complete  but  refuses  to  do  so 
^JBngell  r.  Fiteh,  17  W.  B.  694).  The  decision  in  Bain 
V.  iFotherffill  will  cause  some  donbt  as  to  the  way  in 
whioh  the  principle  of  Mureau  r.  Thornhili  and  of  Hup- 
hint  V.  Orazebrooke  respectively  will  be  applied.  In 
Bain,  r.  FothergiU  the  defendants  contracted  with  the 
equitable  owners  ot  a  lease  for  the  assignment  lo  them 
of  such  equitable  interest,  whioh  was  created  by  aii 
agreement  for  a  lease  for  twentyK>ne  years.  Under 
the  agreement  it  was  necessary  to  obtain  the  lessor's 
consent  before  the  assignment  to  the  defendanti.  The  de- 
fendants subsequently  agreed  to  assign  their  interest  to  the 
plaintiffs.  Thedefendantshadnotthenobtainedtheconsent 
of  the  lessors,  either  for  the  assignment  to  themselves  or  for 
the  assignment  to  the  plaintiffs,  and  the  defendants  then 
knew  that  such  consents  were  neoessary  to  enable  them 
to  complete  their  contract.  The  defendants  were  unable 
to  complete  by  reason  of  the  refusal  of  the  lessors  to  give 
these  consents.  It  was  held  that  the  oase  fell  within  the 
principle  of  Flureau  v.  Tliornhill,  and  that  the  plaibtiffs 
were  not  entitled  to  recover  for  loss  of  bargain.  There 
is  much  diffioalty  in  reconciling  this  jndgment  with  the 
principle  of  Ifopkin*  r.  Grazebrooke,  and  other  similar 
decisions.  The  defendants  here  appear  plainly  to  have 
been  in  default  themselves.  They  did  not  coatract  to 
sell  an  interest  to  which  they  believed  themselves  to  be 
then  entitled ;  but,  on  the  contrary,  they  contracted  to 
sell  an  interest  to  whioh  they  knew  they  were  not  then 
entitled,  and  to  whioh  they  could  not  bo  entitled  naless  the 
lessors' consent  was  given,  and  the  lessors  were  clearly  at 
liberty  to  gireor  to  withhold  snch  consent.  The  cause,  there- 
fore, of  the  breach  of  contract  by  the  defendants  was  not  so 
much  a  defect  of  title,  but  an  absence  of  any  title.  And 
this  absence  of  title  was  known  to  the  defendants  when 
they  eontrsoted.  We  venture  to  think  that  on  these  facta 
the  plaintiffs  were  entitled  to  damages  for  the  losj  of 
their  bargain,  and  that  the  decision  in  Bain  v.  Jhtlier- 
gill  is  contrary  to  the  authority  of  many  oases,  the  latest 
of  whioh  {Bngell  v.  FitoK)  is  a  jndgment  of  the  Ex- 
chequer Chamber.  We  believe  that  Baia  v.  I'othergill 
is  likely  to  be  brooght  before  the  Exchequer  Chamber. 

BAILWAir  OOMPAirZ — PASSBNaBB'S  Ldqoaok. 
Oredt  Wettern  Bailnai/  .Company,  Appellants;  Tally,  Re- 
tpendent,  G.P.,  19  W.  K.  164. 
The  point  actually  decided  in  this  case  turned  on  special 
facts,  but  two  qnestions  of  general  importance  are  noticed 
in  the  oonsideredjudgment  of  the  Court.  The  plaintiff 
was  a  passenger  by  the  defendants'  (the  appellants)  rail- 
way, and  took  his  portmafttean  into  the  carriage  with  him. 
The  .poitmantean  was  lost  by  the  plaintiff's  negligence, 
and  the  defendants  were  held  not  to  be  liable.  The 
judgment  notices  .the  question  "  whether  the  liability  in 
respeot  of  passengers'  luggage  is  as  btringent  as  that  in 
respect  of  the  ordinary  carriage  of  goods,  and  whether 
there  be  any  larger  obligation  in  respect  of  goods  carried 
with  passengers  than  in  respect  of  the  passengers  them- 
selves, to  whom  thegr  are  aooassory."  This  question  has 
long  been  a  matter  of  'doubt  on  the  authorities,  and  no 
opinion  is  expressed  npon  it  in  the  judgment,  whioh, 
however,  refers  to  the  decisions  bearing  on  the  point. 
The  wording  of  the  sentence  we  have  quoted  seeras  to 
favour  the  ^ew  that  railway  companies  are  not  under  a 
greater  liability  <in  lespaot  to  passengers'  luggage  than 
they  are  under  with  respeot  to  the  passengers  themselves. 
If  the  luggage  be  regarded  as  merely  "  aooessory  "  to  tbo 
passengers,  the  point  seems  to  be  settled.  The  obliga- 
tions undertaken  in  carrying  the  accessory  cannot  be 
greater  than  those  undertaken  in  carrying  the  prinoipal. 
Leaving  this  question,  the  judgment  goes  on,  "  What- 
ever may  be  the  correct  solution  of  this  question,  it  is 
obvious  at  least  that  with  reepeot  to  artioles  that  are  not 
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put  in  the  nmul  loggage-Taii,  and  of  whioh  tb«  entin 
eoatacol  ia  not  giren  t»  the  oairien,  but  whioh  are 
plaoad  in  the  oairiage  in  whidh  the  paaenger  trareU 
.  .  .  the  amount  of  oare  and  diligenoe  leaaonably 
neoeaaary  for  their  safe  oonreyaoee  ia  in  f aot  oonaiderabljr 
modified.  ...  To  raoh  a  itate  of  things  the  rule 
which  binds  oommon  oarriers  absolnteljr  to  insure  the 
safe  delivery  of  goods  .  .  .  has  nsTer,  that  we  are 
•ware  of,  been  applied.  .  .  .  There  ia  great  force  in 
tiie  argnmeot  .  .  .  that  in  snob  eaies  .  ' .  .  when 
•  loss  ooonrs  it  wonld  fall  on  the  oompany  only  in  the 
case  of  negligence."  The  last  point  was  not  actually  de- 
cided, because  its  decision  was  not  neeessary  for  the 
judgment  in  this  case.  The  opinion  of  the  Oourt  is, 
howerer,  olearly  expressed  in  favour  of  the  view  that 
when  a  passenger  takes  Inggage  into  a  carriage  with 
himself  the  oompany  are  only  liable  for  the  oonseqnenoes 
of  their  own  negligence.  They  are  not  liable  as  insurers. 
Whether  a  railway  oompany  are  ever  liable,  as  insurers, 
for  the  loss  of  a  passenger's  luggage,  is  still  left  in  doubt. 

•Cacsk  of  AonoN  " — Oomhox  Law  Fbookdcrb  Act, 
1862  (16  ft  16  Vict.  o.  76),  88.  18, 19. 
Dtnkamr.  Spenet,  Ex.,  19  W.  S.  162. 
In  Jaeluan  r.  Spittal  (18  W.  K.  1162),  which  we 
noticed  anta  p.  26,  the  Oourt  of  Oommon  Pleas  decided 
that  "  oanse  of  action  "  in  section  18  of  the  Common  Law 
Prooedaie  Aot,  1862,  means  "  the  aot  on  the  part  of  the 
defendant  whioh  gives  the  plaintiff  his  cause  of  com- 
plaint," and  therefore  that  a  breach  in  Eogland  of  a 
contract  made  abroad  was  a  "  oanse  of  action  "  arising  in 
Bngland.  It  will  be  remembered  that  a  plaintiff  may 
■ue  persons  resident  abroad  if,  in  the  words  of  the  section 
(16  «:  16  Yict.  c.  76,  s.  18)  there  is  a  "cause  of  action 
which  arose  within  the  jurisdiction,  or  in  respect  of  the 
fateaoh  of  a  contract  made  within  the  jarisdiotion." 
There  has  been  a  oonfliot  of  authority  as  to  the  meaning 
of  the  first  half  of  this  sentence.  Is  a  breach  in  England 
ot  a  foreign  oontraot  a  "  cause  of  action  whioh  arose 
within  the  jarisdiotion  ?"  One  view  of  the  section  was 
that  "cause  of  action  "  means  "  whole  oanse  of  action," 
and  that  the  breaoh  of  a  oontraot  was  not  the  whole 
cause  of  an  action.  The  other  view  ia  that  adopted  in 
Jaehton  v.  Spittal.  In  Denham  v.  Spenea  a  oontraot 
made  abroad  was  broken  in  England,  and  the  qaestion  of 
law  was  the  same  as  that  in  Jaakion  v.  Spittal.  The 
majority  of  the  Court  decided  fn  acoordauoe  with  the 
view  taken  in  Jaekion  v.  Spittal.  Kelly,  O.B.,  however, 
was  of  a  contrary  opinion.  In  MeMahon  t.  Iftrth 
Weitern  Railnay  Company  (19  W.  B.  212)  *'  cause  of 
action  "  in  section  97  of  19  k  20  Viot.  c.  102,  respecting 
the  civil  bill  oonrts  in  Ireland,  was  held  to  mean 
the  "entire  cause  of  action,"  and  the  breaoh  of  a 
contract  was  held  not  to  be  per  u  an  entire  cause 
of  action.  It  is  much  to  be  desired  that  this 
qaestion  should  be  brought  before  the  Exchequer  Cham- 
ber, so  that  all  doubt  on  the  point  m«y  be  removed. 
The  question  is  a  moet  important  one,  and  is  beooming 
more  so  every  day. 

CONSPISACT — AOBKXKBMT  TO  CoKKIT  OlTIL  WBOKO. 
Btf.  V.  Warhurton,  O.C.B.,  19  W.  B.  166. 
The  word  "  conspiracy  "  is  one  of  the  most  vague  and 
uncertain  of  the  many  vague  and  uncertain  expressions 
in  Ecglish  law.  There  is  absolutely  no  definition  of  the 
meaning  of  "conspiracy."  We  endeavoured  not  long 
ago  (U  S.  J.  946),  to  olaasify  as  far  as  possible  the  cases 
in  whioh  agreements  have  been  held  to  be  criminal 
offences  as  conspiracies,  and  we  then  sttted  the  result  of 
the  cases  to  be  that  all  agreements — (1)  To  commit  a 
crime.  (2)  To  charge  any  person  falsely  with  a  crime  or 
to  slaador  any  one.  (3)  To  do  certain  specified  aots 
against  morality  are  in  themselves  crimes,  whether  the 
object  of  the  agreement  is  or  is  not  carried  out.  We 
noticed,  however,  especially  that  this  list  did  not  necet- 
larily  include  all  kinds  of  conspiracie*.    It  waa,  howcrcr, 


the  most  eomplate  statement  that  we  could  give,    iby, 
V.  Wariwrton  adds  one  more  to  the  long  list  of  eaaai 
that  have  been  decided  on  this  subject;  but  no  gsneial 
prineiplas  axe  laid  down,  and  the  sobjeot  is  left  In  pr»' 
oisely  the  same  state  of  confusion  as  before.  The  prisoner 
in  R»g.  v.  Warhurton  was  a  member  of  a  partoenhip 
whioh  was  about  to  be  dissolved.     He  agreed  with  per- 
sons, not  members  of  the  partnership,  that  he  and  they 
should  defraud  his  partners  oa  taking  the  aeoounti  sad 
dividing  the   property  of    the  firm,  by  falsifying  the 
pwrtnerahip  books  and  doouments.      The  object  of  the 
agreement  was  to  keep  back  some  of  the  partesrahip 
property  on  the  division  at   the  time  of  wiadiag  ap 
the    flnn,    and    to    divide    such    property    amonin 
the   parties  to    tiie  agreement.      The   agreement  ms 
completed  before  the   partnership   was  dissolved,  asd 
before  the  passing  of  31  tc  82  Vicb  o.  1 16,  by  whidi  a 
partner  stealing  partnership  property  is  liable   to  be 
convicted  of  larceny.     It  waa  contended  for  the  prisooat 
that  if  tiie  agreement  had  hem  carried  out  he  could  aot 
have  been  indicted  for  the  aots  done  under  it,  as  cos 
partner  could  not,  before  31  ft  32  Yict.  c.  116,  be  eon- 
victed  for  stealing  partnership  property,  and   that  h* 
could  not  have  been  sued  at  law  in  aooordance  with  the 
usual  rale  that  one  partner  cannot  maintain  an  aetiso 
against  another  in  respect  of  the  partnership  property. 
It  was  therefore  argued  that  as  the  agroemant  was  to  do 
aots  neither  criminal  ner  actionable  it  was  not  an  indiot- 
able  offence  as  a  conspiracy,  however  immoral  snob  an 
agreement  might  be.     There  waa  eonaiderable  donU 
whether  the  acta  contemplated  by  this  agreement  eoald 
liave  given  rise  to  either  an  indictment  or  an  action,  and 
this  point  was  not  decided.     It  waa,  however,  held  that 
even  aaanming  that  the  agreement  waa  to  do  acts  neither 
criminal  nor  actionable,  yet  the  agreement  was  a  crime, 
ss  it  was  an  agreement  to  commit  by  frMid  a  civil  wrong 
for  which  there  would  have  been  a  remedy  by  proceedfaip 
in  equity.    The  legal  result  of  the  case  is  therefore  that 
a  fraudulent  agreeoient  to  do  an  act  whioh  if  done  wonld 
give  a  right  to  proceed  in  equity  against  the  parties  ta 
the  agreement  may  be  a  eonapiraoy,  although  auch  sot 
would  be  neither  criminal  nor  actionable.     The  deoisioB, 
however,  by  no  means  says  that  all  auch  agreementi 
wonld  be  crimes,  nor  doee  it  afford  any  test  to  deoid* 
when  suoh  agreements  wonld  be  Crimea.     JUf.  v.  War- 
burton  is  a  new  instance  of  the  application  of  the  law  of 
oonspiraoy,  and  nothing  more,  and  it  is  very  much  to  b« 
regretted  that  the  Court  did  not  think  it  worth  while  to 
reserve  judgment,  so  that  this  subject  might  have  tbe 
benefit  of  more  judicial  coaaideration  than  hat  hitherto 
been  aooorded  to  it. 


BEVIEWS. 

A  Traatiu  on  tht  ValuKty  of  Vtrbal  Ajrosmutts,  at  tfiettd 
by  the  Zegulatitt  Bnaitminti  in  EHgland  ea^  tht  Unitti 
Statu,  commonly  ealltd  tht  Slatuit  of  Frmudt  ;  imktii»f, 
alto,  tht  Sftdt  of  fartUl  and  Oomplttt  I'erformanee,  —i 
tht    Suffiataey    of    tht  v>riting  in    eattt     whtre   Frrial 
Ayrtenuntt  art  not  valid;   toytthtr   with   othtr  hiodrid 
mattert,  to  lohieh  are  prefixed  trantcriptt  of  tht  variM* 
Statutet  on  the  tuiject  no'jo  in  force  in  both  eountritt.    By 
MoKTOomBT  H.  Thkoop.   In  two  vols.  "VoL  i.    Albany, 
New  York  :  Parsons.     London  :  Stevens  &  Haynes. 
Under  a  singular  and  somewhat  misleading  title,  this  look 
contains,  as  far  as  the  first  volama  extends,  an  exhanstin 
collection  of  all  the  English  and  Amerioaa  cases  on  the  4th 
and  17th  sections  of  the  Statute  of  Frauds,  together  with  a 
great  amount  of  argument  and  discussion  with  respect  to 
particular  constructions  of  those  aectiona.    The  plan  of 
the  work  (the  oonduaion  of  which  ia  to  ocoupy  another 
volume)  ia  very  complete,  ao  far  aa  we  can  judge  from  what 
ia  now  before  ua.    At  the  oommeaoement  the  Statute  of 
Frauds  is  printed  in  fall,  together  with  those  portiwi*  of 
Lord  Tenterden's  Act,  and  of  the  Mercantile  Law  Amend- 
ment Act,  whieh  affect  the  4th  and  17Ui  sections  of  the 
Statute  of  Frauds,  and  then  follow  the  proriaions  analogom 
to  those  of  the  4th  and  17th  sections  whioh  exist  in  the 
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ttsfy-oglit  titatea  of  the  American  Union.  The  lawe  in 
the  different  Stetei  on  this  point  are  rerjr  similar  to  the 
Stitgte  of  fteadi,  and  the  author  haa  therefore  taken  all 
Hinggli  hii  book  the  actual  words  of  the  English  atatnta 
uthtbaais  of  the  work.  No  notioe  is  taken  of  tiie  word- 
ing of  the  American  statatee,  and  the  work  is  therefore  as 
nluible  to  tn  English  as  to  an  American  practitioner,  the 
caiea  decided  in  both  countries  having  been  carefully  col- 


When  we  say  that  the  plan  of  the  work  is  Tory  complete, 
mifssk  with  reference  to  the  object  which  the  author  has 
bound— vis.  (as  stated  in  the  prefitoe),  to  make  ■■  a  colla- 
tign  of  oases  and  prinoiplea,"  and  to  make  rery  full  ez- 
tnoti  from  the  decided  cases,  so  as  to  save  the  neoeaaity 
<f  isteeaoe  to  or  to  supply  the  want  of  the  reports  of 
th«  casts  themselTea.  This  plan  has  doubtless  adrantagee, 
(specially  for  practitioners  who  hare  neither  a  large  prirate 
Bmiy,  nor  rudy  access  to  a  pnblio  library.  It  has,  how> 
trer,  the  great  disadTantage  of  increasing  the  bulk  of  the 
look  enormonaly,  and  of  mndering  the  discovery  of  the 
actsal  itate  of  the  law  on  any  given  point  proportionately 
diScntt.  He  book  has,  in  short,  the  advantages  and  the 
diMdvantages  of  a  treatise  which  fanes  to  unite  tiie  confUct- 
iig  chaiacietistios  of  a  digest  and  of  a  text-book.  Its 
neriti  tie  essentially  those  of  a  digest,  and  of  a  complete 
one.  Some  idea  of  tiie  diffuseness  with  which  the  subject  of 
ibe  wi^  is  treated  may  be  formed  from  the  fact  that  this 
Tolome  of  nearly  800  pages  disposes  of  only  the  first 
tbne  of  the  five  clauses  of  the  4th  section  of  the  Sta- 
tute of  Fnadi.  Over  640  pages  are  devoted  to  the  oon- 
•idoitiai  of  agreements  that  are  or  are  not  within  the 
wadi  "any  special  promise  to  answer  for  the  debt,  de- 
imlt,  or  miiaauriage  of  another  person,"  whi^h  form  the 
Mcead  clause  of  ^e  4th  section.  This  volume  does  not 
toD^ipon  any  of  those  general  questions  which  affect  all 
Hntmeoti  foiling  within  the  4th  and  17th  sections,  sadi  aa 
ilM  nfltiency  of  the  writing,  the  nature  of  the  signature 
"jPJwJ.  the  description  of  the  parties,  the  subsequent 
"taitioD  or  rescission  of  the  agreement,  &o.  These  points 
*^  iMlUesB  be  noticed  in  the  second  volume,  which  is 
■il^Tto  te  even  more  bulky  than  the  first,  if  the  whole 
*ujMii  to  receive  the  same  method  of  treatment. 

haiapossible  with  so  diffuse  a  book  to  give  a  specimen 
TOiia  the  limits  of  a  review,  of  the  method  in  which  the 
"  u  •"*  '^*^*  '"'^-  ^^  length  of  any  extract  which 
"•"IdpTe any  idea  of  the  book  would  exceed  all  reason- 
aWe  liounda.  By  way  of  testing  this  book,  however,  we 
iweexsmined  carefUly  the  portion  of  it  that  deals  with 
/iJ  ST*"  **•**•*  ^•**  y"  ™  Mounttttphm  v.  Lakman 
(J'W.B.  1001),  one  of  the  last  decisions  in  EngUwd  on  the 
*»™  of  SVaods,  and  in  which  it  was  held  that  a  promise 
*"'*■'»  for  the  debt,  defonlt,  or  miscarriage  of  another, 
°'*VS*  *>^  ^«  second  clause  of  the  4th  section,  although 
MdeW  existed  at  the  time  of  making  the  promise,  nor  did 
*2*««  capable  of  being  legally  enforced  ever  exist 
^•"tws.  The  agreement  in  this  case  was  held  to  be  invalid 
•w  "Mt  of  a  writing.  All  the  cases  referred  to  in  ifount- 
vju  .'•  ■^<***<'««»  and  the  arguments  on  this  point  are 
«W  with  by  Mr.  Throop,  but  the  rule  he  deduces  from  the 
~"'<««ies  IS  contrary  to  that  deciaion.  He  states  the  rule 
»«>  "where  there  was  no  antecedent  liability  of  the  third 
pttion,  and  the  promise  was  founded  on  a  consideration 
fT^W  tohim,  it  is  without  the  statute  if  the  third  person 
<™wt  become  liable  to  the  promisee  together  with  the 
Pwjwr.  We  believe  that  this  is  an  accurate  statement 
«  Wat  was  generally  supposed  to  be  the  law  before  the 
r°^  0'  MnmttUphm  r.  Zaktman.  This  decision  was 
'Wod  at  about  the  same  time  as  the  book  was  published, 
J™*,  therefore,  does  not  contain  any  notice  of  the  case. 
*"  tte  law  discussed  in  MounMepKen  v.  Lakeman  is,  how- 
"^  bo  found  in  the  book,  and  the  collection  of  cases  and 
JWaoite  would  have  been  found  very  useful  by  those  who 
"«  to  deal  with  MoimUUp/un  v.  Lakeman,  if  the  book  had 
°J«  published  a  UtUe  earUer.  We  have  noticed  this  part 
JM»  •object  for  thedouble  reason  of  seeing  how  the  author 
rr*  ^""1  »l*o  to  point  out  to  those  who  have  bought 
"•™»e  that  this  rule  must  now  be  considered  aa  moat 
^«»»Uy  altered  by  MounttlephtH  v.  Zaktman.  Whether 
™«»e  will  ultimately  become  setUed  law,  yet  remains  to 

^  attempt  has  been  made  to  throw  the  essence  of  this 
"°*  mto  the  shape  of  general  rules;  but  these  rules 
^L^  ^  intelligible  ontil  the  explanations  following 
-"^  have  been  maoteied.    There  seems  to  be  a  difficulty 


in  stating  these  rules  clearly,  which  is  perhaps  inherent  in  the 
subject  itself.  The  subject  of  the  work  is  much  more  closely 
followed  than  is  the  case  in  moat  American  legal  works.  W* 
have  no  digressions  into  irrelevant  matter.  "Aa  only  digrea- 
sion  of  any  sort  that  we  have  noticed  is  at  page  262,  where  w« 
are  told  that  a  particular  case  shows  "  that  legal  lexioo^-' 
phy  is  sufficiently  elastio  to  include  amongst  the  definitions 
of  the  word  '  book '  a  shingle,  a  notched  stick,  a  hit  of 
paper  two  inches  square,  and  a  closet  door."  This  adherence 
to  a  narrow  subject  will  be  appreciated  by  readers  who  are 
fomiliar  with  American  text  writers. 

We  repeat  what  we  have  already  said,  that  this  book  is  a 
great  coUection  of  all  the  law  and  legal  argument  which 
has  agglomerated  about  two  sections  of  tibe  Statute  of  Frauds 
during  the  two  centuries  of  its  existence,  and  those  who 
study  this  work  will  have  no  difflioulty  in  believing  the  say- 
ing that  every  line  of  the  fomous  4th  and  1 7th  sections  of 
the  statute  have  oost  a  subeidv  in  litigation.  There  is  a 
good  table  of  contento  and  an  index  that  is  only  moderately 
good. 

COITBTS. 

COURT  OF  CHANCERY. 

(Before  Bacom,  Y.C.) 

Jan.  12. — JPttptr  u$id  far  iUU  and  antwert  mtw(  ie  uni/orm 

in  tic*. 

Whiuhornt  applied  to  his  Honour  under  the  following 
circumstances  :— One  of  the  clerks  in  the  Record  and  Wnt 
Clerks'  Office  had  refused  to  file  an  answer  because,  having 
weighed  the  two  sheeta  upon  which  it  was  printed,  neither 
weighed  that  fraction  of  nineteen  pounds  (being  the  weight 
of  a  fall  mill-ream  as  required  by  the  order),  and  also  be- 
cause the  size  of  the  sheeto  was  somewhat  smdler  than  those 
ordinarily  used.  The  clerks  in  the  Office  had  issued  a  notifi- 
cation to  the  profeasion  that  after  January,  1871,  no  docu- 
ment would  be  received  by  them  for  filing  ijf  the  paper  upon 
which  the  same  was  printed  or  written  was  deficient  in  the 
weight  specified  by  the  order.  But  counsel  now  applied  to 
the  Court  to  order  the  clerk  to  file  the  answer,  notwith- 
standing ita  deficiency  in  size  and  weight. 

Bacok,  Y.C,  did  not  see  why  the  caprices  of  solicitors  ot 
law  stationers  should  defeat  the  object  of  the  order,  which 
was  to  make  all  docnmenta  nniform  in  size  for  binding. 
There  could  be  no  difficulty  in  complying  with  the  order, 
and  there  was  no  good  reason  why  it  should  be  departed 
tnm.  The  order  must,  therefore,  be  complied  with;  and 
the  answer  in  itt  present  form  would  not  be  filed.* 

COURT  OF  QUEEN'S  BENCH. 

(Before  Cockbubn,  C.J.,  and  Blaokbukn  and  Hbllor,  JJ.) 

Jan.  \\.— Abbott  and  Othtrs  v.  Par/Ut. 

In  this  case,  reported  aittt  p.  137,  t<eTJeant  T.  Atkinson, 
sitting  in  the  Mayor's  Court,  had  directed  a  non-suit.  The 
plaintiffs  were  the  executors  of  a  tradesman  who  had  be- 
queathed his  business  to  them  on  trust  to  continue  the  trade 
until  they  could  dispose  of  the  goodwill.  The  defendant, 
having  subsequently  become  indebted  for  goods  supplied, 
was  sued  by  the  plaintiffs,  who  were  non-suited  by  the 
judge  in  the  Mayor's  Court,  on  the  ground  that  they  could 
not  sue  in  their  representative  character  for  a  debt  incurred 
subsequently  to  the  testator's  decease. 

Bennttt  now  obtained  a  role  ntri  to  enter  the  verdict  for 
the  plaintiffs.  BoUnghroke  v.  K*rr  (14  W.  R.  657) ;  Af 
pinaU  V.  Wakt  (10  Bing.  68) ;  CounK  v.  WatU  (S  East,  410) 
and  Wms.  on  Executors,  6th  ed.,  825,  were  referred  to. 

Keixob,  J.,  cited  Chitty  on  (3ontracta  8th  ed.,  263. 


OEKEBAL  CO&RESFONOSNCS. 

An  Attoknzt. — It  is  quite  permissible  for  a  firm  of 
solicitors  to  notify  to  their  dienta  any  change  which  may 
take  place  in  the  partnership.  There  may,  of  course,  b« 
good  or  bad  taste  in  the  maimer  of  so  doing. 

Thb  Land  TRAxsrzit  Act. 
Sir, — Mr,  Richardson,  whose  letter  appeared  on  the  31st 
nit.  appears  to  me  to  overstate  his  case  against  registration  of 
title.  Either  he  charges  too  little  for  his  ordinary  oon  veyano' 

*  See  for  the  notice,  mUi  p.  146. 
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ing  bnamen,  or  too  mnch  for  tha  btuonew  he  mentioiu  ia  hia 
letter.  He  aayi  that  £20  would,  if  the  land  were  not 
legiatered,  cover  the  ooet  of  investigatuig  the  title  and  pre- 
paring two  conTeyanoe*  and  a  mortgajgie,  inolnding  the 
atamps.  These  latter  amount  apparently  to  £8  6a.,  whioh 
leaves  £11  15i.  for  the  •olidtor's  remuneration.  Suppoa- 
ing  that  he  attribatea  £2  28.  to  the  inveatigation  of  the 
title,  it  would  appear  that  Mr.  RiohardBon'i  cfaaigai  for  the 
prepuation  of  the  three  deeds  would  be  about  £3  3a.  each. 
Certainly  if  that  ia  the  uaual  aoale  of  remuneration  at 
Briatol  for  coaveyancing  buiineaa,  the  good  people  of  that 
cify  will  not  aeek  to  place  their  titles  on  its  register  with  a 
view  to  saving  eoata.  Bat  Mr.  Hichardson  omita  to  explain 
how  if  ha  can  afford  to  prepare  a  deed  of,  aay,  thirty  folios 
for  £3  3s.,  hia  charges  for  preparing  one  of  from  one  to 
three  folioe  in  length  amount  to  £7  7s.,  or  for  preparing  a 
conveyance  of  the  same  length,  and  a  mort^aj^e  (which 
ought  not  in  a  "  aimple  case  "  to  exceed  five  folios  in  length) 
to  £9  98.  Again,  what  need  is  there  to  employ  a  London 
agent  especiuly  at  such,  an  expense  as  £11  Ite.  8d  f 

If  a  special  land  certificate  had  been  obtained  just  before 
completion  there  would  have  been  no  necessity  to  search 
the  register,  and  the  conveyances  and  mortgage  oould  have 
been  transmitted  direct  to  tha  Office  of  Land  Begiatry,  ac- 
companied with  the  special  land  certificate,  the  reqniaita 
statutory  declaration  of  execution  of  the  deeds,  the  applica- 
tions for  registration  of  them,  and  the  applications  for  the 
land  certificates,  without  going  through  an  agent'a  handa. 

I  have  prepared  and  regiatered  about  a  dozen  oonveyaaoes, 
and  nearly  as  man^  mortgages,  and  I  have  seen  the  bills  of 
coats  of  other  solicitors  for  similar  business,  and  as  far  as 
my  experience  goes  the  following  are  roughly  the  oosta  of 
a  conveyance  in  a  simple  case  : — 
Solicitors  chargea  for  preparing  and'  registering 

conveyance  (from  throe  to  four  folioa)     £6    6    0 

Printer's  charge  for  fix  copies       ,     0    7    6 

Fee  stamp  on  application  to  rogister  (upon  £1,000}    0    6    0 

Ditto  on  applicraon  for  land  certificate      0    7    0 

DiUo  on  statutory  declaration  of  execution  by 
vendor  (the  vendor's  solicitor  ought  to  supply 

thia  declaration)    0    2    6 

Poatagea,  atamps  for  engrossing  land  certificate  and 

transmitting  deed  to  purchaser's  solicitor    ...    0    4    0 
imke  office  charge  for  traong  of  map  for  land  cer- 
tificate, say 0  10    0 


£7  1  0 
In  addition  to  this,  if  the  property  porohased  ia  a  part 
only  of  that  registered  by  the  vendor,  there  must  be  added 
about  £1  or  £1  Ss.,  which  the  tithe  office  will  require  for 
preparing  a  new  deposit  map.  In  such  a  ease  the  total 
cost  (excTnsive  of  ad  valorem  stamp)  would  be  about  £8  or 
£8  8s.  If  a  special  land  certificate  could  not  be  obtained, 
it  might  be  necessary  to  employ  an  agent  to  compare  the 
copy  of  the  land  certificate  funuabed  b^  the  vendora  aolici- 
tora  with  the  books  at  the  Land  Begiatry,  but  the  agent'a 
charge  for  thia,  including  the  fee  of  58.  payable  at  the 
Begiatry,  ahonld  not  in  ordinary  eaaaa  exoeed  30a. 

With  regard  to  delay,  I  find  it  takea  about  a  month  after 
the  completion  of  the  purchase  to  get  the  land  certificate ; 
that  is  supposing  the  conveyance  and  papers  are  sent  up  to 
the  registry  at  once.  The  "  deposit  map  "  ia  usually  pre- 
pared in  about  a  fortnight,  and  the  "  statement  for  regi^ra- 
tion  "  is  generally  issued  abont  a  week  afterwards. 

It  must,  however,  be  remembered  that  the  reg^tration 
takes  efieot  from  the  day  the  pap«rs  readi  the  Begiatry,  ao 
that  delay  ia  productive  only  of  inconvenience  and  not  of 
risk.  Q. 

Birkenhead,  Jan.  7. 

Thb  Stamp  Act,  1870— Altsbation  of  Stamp  Dibs. 

Sir, — The  Stamp  Duties  Management  Act,  1870,  section 
24,  gives  tjte  Commissioners  power  to  discontinue  the  use 
of  any  die,  and  to  provide  new  dies,  after  giving  notice  in 
the  Gazette,  and  every  instrument  first  _  executed  by  any 
person  or  bearing  date  after  the  day  appointed  for  the  dis- 
continuance, and  stamped  with  a  discontinued  die  is  to  be 
deemed  not  duly  stamped. 

Will  you  or  any  of  yotir  readers  snggest  anjr  mode  in 
which  solicitora  can  aatisfy  tbemaelvea  on  having  deeds 
engrossed  that  the  parchment  ia  duly  stamped,  and,  on 
comparing  abstracts,  that  the  deeds  produced  are  duly 
stamped.  A  SOUOITOB. 

Muicheater,  Jan.  12. 


APPonmcggTg. 

Mr.  GsBOORT  C.  Fattl,  barriater-at-Iaw,  of  (;alcatta,b>i 
been  appointed  to  officiate  aa  a  Judge  of  the  High  Court  of 
Jadicature  at  Fort  William,  in  Be^^  during  Sie  alisaice 
of  the  Hon.  WiUianl  Markby,  who  has  come  to  Englaiid  on 
rnok  leave.  Mr.  Paul  was  called  to  the  bar  at  the  Isner 
Temple  in  June,  1855,  and  has  been  in  practice  at  Calcntti 
since  1858.  He  for  some  time  acted  aa  atanding  coiinwl  tn 
the  Oovempient  of  India. 

Mr.  TnoMAa  Sf>echi,t,  solicitor,  of  New.inn,  Strand,  las 
been  ^painted  Deputy-Begistrar  of  the  City  of  LoodoD 
Court.  Mr.  Speechly  was  tsertificated  in  1858,  and  ii  i 
member  of  the  firm  of  Nethersole  &  Speechly,  Parlia- 
mentary agents. 

Mr.  Thomas  Hurlstokb  Kibbt,  aolicitor,  of  Corentij, 
has  been  appointed  Cleik  to  the  newly-elected  Corentij 
School  Board.  Mr.  Kirby  was  certificated  in  1843,  and  u 
the  junior  partner  in  the  local  firm  of  Troughton  &  Eiri)y, 
He  la  a  member  of  the  Metropolitan  and  novindal  lav 
Association. 


IBEXAND. 


COUBT  OP  C0MMIS8I0NEE8  OF  OHUBOH 

TEMPOBALITIES. 

(Before  Viscount  Moxcx  and  the  Bight  Hon.  Mr.  Josliw 

Lawbon.) 

/«  re  the  Rev.  W.  Soiinton. 

Curates  salary. 

■  In  this  case  Judge  Lawson  had  in  chamber  disallowed  the 

sum  of  £75,  claimed  by  the  Bev.  W.  Bobinson,  aa  perpetual 

curate  of  Whitechurrh,  county  Dublin.     Appellant  in  1830 

was  nominated  and  appointed  to  the  vicarage  of  Tsllaght, 

the  curacy  of  Whitechurch  and  rectory  of  Creagh.   By 

the  11  &  12  Cieo.  3,  c.  16,  Whitechurch  was  mads  aper- 

petual  curacy.    It  had  no  endowment,  but  it  waa  conton- 

plated  that  the  vicarial  tithea  received  therefrom  should 

form  ^rt  of  the  endowment  thereof.    On  the  death  of  the 

Bev.  W.  Barton,  who  had  been  appointed  by  appellant  >s 

curate  of  Whitechurch,  the  appellaiit  nominated  the  Bev. 

W.  Wynn  as  perpetual  curate  thereof,  and  bound  himsdl 

to  pay  Mr.  Wynn  £76  a-year.    The  bishop's  licence  made 

Mr.  Wynm  curate  thereof  for  his  life. 

Todd,  Q.C.,  for  the  appellant — The  nomination  by  appel- 
lant of  Mr.  Wynn  as  perpetual  curate  cannot  ovenide  the 
appointment  of  appellant  to  the  same.  The  £75a-;^earia3 
salary  and  not  an  endowment.  When  the  nomination  m 
being  prepared,  appelant  was  forced,  contrary  to  his  own 
wishes,  to  insert  the  word  "  perpetual." 

IiAWSOK,  J. — In  a  case  of  this  kind,  In  re  Lard  Sdvari 
Chiehetler,  Dtan  of  Saphoe,  ASans'  Beporta*,  48,  wededdei 
af tor  fuU  argument,  that  we  were  boimd  to  deduct  the  pay- 
ments of  the  atipemd  of  a  perpetual  curate  who  does  vk 
come  within  the  provisions  of  the  Irish  Church  Act,  16^ 
(32  &  33  Vict.  c.  42,  a.  14).  ThU  section,  we  held,  ^plW 
only  to  an  ordinary  curate.  Here  the  only  quesQon  ^ 
whether  the  Bev.  Mr.  Wynn  is  or  is  not  the  peipetaal 
curate  of  Whitechurch.  In  the  case  I  have  memtioned  ve 
decided  it  was  out  of  the  Dean's  power  to  remove  the  po- 
petual  curate  of  CSonvoy,  and  that  we  wore  in  consequence 
bound  to  deduct  the  stipend  of  the  latter.  The  appellsDt 
himself,  having  the  jpatronage  of  Whitechurch,  hiis  hy  an 
instrument  under  his  own  Hand  nominated  the  Bev.  Ui- 
Wynn  as  the  perpetual  curate  of  Whitechurch,  and  can- 
not disnoiss  him  therefrom.  He  is  also  bound  to  pay  1ub> 
£75  a-year  for  life,  which  is  an  Eu:tual  chaige  and  outing 
on  his  benefice,  and  not  a  mere  salary  payable  at  the  pies* 
sure  of  the  appellant.  Ck)iisequently  we  are  bound  to 
affirm  tha  order  made  in  chamber  and  hold  that  the  £t^ 
a-year  was  rightly  deducted. 

In  r$  Archer  Samueh. 

Emtlumentt  of  proetor. 
In  this  case  the  memorial  stated  that  in  1848  Mr.  SamucU 
waa  admitted  a  proctor  of  the  Prerogfative  Court,  and  all 
other  ecclesiastical  courts  in  Ireland,  and  obtained  a  notary 
public'a  faculty  to  enable  him  to  practiae  in  the  Court  of 
Faculties.    Along  with  the  registrar  and  the  three  procten, 

*  Reports  of  Cases  Heard  on  Appeal  befbra  the  Three  C^- 
mlsaioaera.    By  Oeerge  Atkins.   Dublin ;  E.  Poaasaby.   1870. 
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he  lud  the  excluoTe  privilege  of  pisctising  in  {he  Court  of 
Fvmlties,  and  of  ezteictiiig  marriage  licences  and  notaiy 
poUic  fiicaltieB.    The  Probate  Act  admitted  solicitorg  to 
practiM  in  the  Probate  Court,  and  compoaiated  the  proctors, 
kt  did  not  interfere  with  their  ozclunTe  practice  in  the 
Cbnrt  of  Facilities  and  Ecclesiastical  Courts.   Mr.  Samuels, 
lioverer,  alone  of  all  the  proctors,  continued  to  practise 
in  there  courts,  and  on  the  9th  of  Pebruary,  1864,  was  ap- 
pointed Proctor  of  Office  to  the  Provincial  Court  of  Dublin, 
Ik.   He  Bnbmiited,  accordingly,  that  he  was  an  officer  of 
this  court.    Ilie  Ecclesiastical  Courts  Bill,  1874,  without 
(ompenaatin^  him,  admitted  all  solicitors  to  practise  in  the 
Ectlesiaitical  Courts,  but  did  not  interfere  with  the  excln- 
me  right  of  proctors  to  practise  in  the  Court  of  Faculties. 
The  iut  section  of  the  MatrimoniAl  CausM  and  Marriage 
Lav  (Iidind)  Amendment  Act,  1870  (33  &  34  Vict.  c.  110), 
alio  admitted  all  solicitors  to  practise  in  the  Ecclesiastical 
Courts.    Pinally,  all  fees  and  emoluments  derived  by  Mr. 
Samneli  as  an  officer  of  the  Court  of  Faculties,  as  well  as 
thoee  ariaing  out  of  his  office  as  Proctor  of  Office,  were 
abolished  by  the  Irish  Church  Act  (32  &  33  Vict.  c.  42). 
These  seveial  fees,  computed  on  an  average  of  three  years, 
wwe  as  follows : — 
is  Proctor  of  the  Ecclesiastical  Courts  ...  £112    3    8 

As  Proctor  of  OfSce  6115    1 

As  Officer  of  the  Court  of  Faculties        ...      10    6    2 


Total  £184  4  11 
For  these  emoluments  Mr.  Samuels  claimed  compensa- 
tioa,  under  the  Irish  Church  Act,  1869,  and  the  statutable 
deduition  of  the  section  thereof  contained  in  the  Matri- 
Bonjal  Causes,  &c.  (Ireland)  Act,  1870,  33  &  34  Vict.  o. 
UO,  I.  30.  Tiua  claim  was  disallowed  by  Judge  Lawson, 
in  chimher,  and  appeal  was  now  taken. 

Dr.  £«S,  Q.C;  and  Dr.  P.  Elrington,  Q.O.,  for  the  apel- 
Iml— Ur.  Samuels  mnst  be  consideroi  to  have  been  an 
«fiMTof  the  Court  of  Faculties,  of  iHiich  Court  he  acted 
in  a  measure  as  an  Attomey-Oeneral,  as  shown  in  the 
G«enl  Forms,  No.  1,  "  Statement  of  accusation  by  a 
Piwteol  Office,"  &c.  Kone  of  the  officers  named  in  the 
32  i  33  Tict.  c.  42,  s.  45,  are  to  be  found  in  the  Court  of 
fxaitim.  But  where  this  section  is  read  in  conjunction 
»ith  the  33  &  34  Vict.  c.  110,  s.  30,  its  powers  will  be 
foand  10  eitsnded  by  the  latter  section,  that  compensation 
IS  this  instance  clearly  falls  within  its  provisions. 

IiiTtON,  J. — In  this  case  we  are  of  opinion  that,  on  the 
true  consfametion  of  ihe  30th  section  of  the  33  &  84  Vict. 
<■  11^  we  cannot  hold  that  Mr.  Samuels,  who  is  merely  a 
pnctitionsr,  is  an  officer  of  the  Court  of  Faculties.  He  is 
<nlj  a  practitioner,  and  the  case  is  just  the  same  as  if  he 
wfie  01^  the  only  practitioner,  bnt  was  only  one  of  many 
<>tbeB.  He  is  rally  an  officer  of  the  Court  in  the  same  way 
as  an  attorney  or  solicitor  is  an  officer  of  the  Court.  It 
would  come  to  this,  that  practitioners  of  all  courts  would 
come  in,  and  as  a  neceesary  result  thoy  should  bo  allowed 
tte  daima  furnished  by  them  as  practitioners  in  the 
Koceian  ConrU.  The  32  &  33  Vict.  c.  42,  s.  46,  and  the 
».&34Victc  110,  B.  80,  must  be  read  together.  The 
recital  in  the  latter  section  shows  what  was  the  existing 
wnlit  which  it  was  intended  to  remedy : — "  Whereas  it 
TO  intended  by  the  45th  section  of  the  Irish  Chur(jji  Act, 
1869,  to  provide  compensation  for  all  loss  of  emoluments 
J^ectctt  with  ecdesiastical  jurisdiction,  whether  arising 
ran  auits  or  from  marriage  licences,  or  fees  for  admission 
<»  public  notaries ;  and  whereas  doubts  have  arisen  as  to 
•nether  the  of&cers  of  the  Court  of  Faculties  of  the  Arch- 
■shop  of  Armagh  are  included  in  the  said  section."  To 
lanore  this  doubt  it  is  then  enacted  "  that '  the  Conunis- 
^oasof  Church  Temporalities  in  Ireland'  shall  be  at 
^rty,  if  it  appear  to  uiem  just,  to  make  compensation  to 
ae  officers  of  the  said  Court  of  Faculties,  out  of  the  same 
'"^is,  and  within  the  same  limit  as  to  amount  as  are  by 
^Art ^vided  in  respect  of  the  officers  of  the  Diocwan 
wirti."  In  the  present  case  we  are  of  opinion  that  the 
*™»  of  Mr.  Samuels  does  not  oome  within  this  provision, 
™^aiere£ore,  we  affirm  the  previous  order  allowing  the 
fPpeUant  his  costs,  as  this  case  was  argued  for  a  precedent 
»i  othcra  of  a  Mmilar  character. 

^*  n  ftkn  JUdit  and  tht  renewal  of  leattt  in  the  tee  of 

Kibntn.   ° 

Irith  CkurthAet,  $.  12. 

r!i^  eiae  of  Mr.  John  Leslie  holding  under  the  see  of 

*''»Ri  Jodge  Lawion  had  fixed  tiie  amount  of  fines  to  be 


paid  by  Mr.  Leslie  on  the  renewal  of  his  lease,  irrespective 
of  what  had  been  the  rate  of  fines  hitherto  imposed;  and 
takiiu;  into  consideration  all  the  circumstances  of  the  case, 
Mr.  Leslie  refused  to  take  out  a  grant  in  perpetuity;  and  as 
the  Commissioners  had  greatly  decreased  the  cost  of  obtain- 
ing such  perpetuity  grants,  there  was  added  to  the  cost  of 
the  fine  the  interest  of  the  amount  which  it  was  estimated 
would  be  the  cost  hereafter  of  such  a  grant.  Mr.  Leslie  had 
dnriug  his  tenancy  regularly  paid  the  fines  every  year. 

Sau,  Q.  C,  and  Porter  for  the  appellant. — In  this  case  and 
in  most  of  the  leases  in  the  see  of  Kilmore  the  Bne  has  beeu 
a  fixed  fine  of  a  money  value  known  and  paid  regularly  to 
the  bishops  during  the  last  nine  years.  At  this  rate  a  tenant 
is  now  entitled  to  get  a  perpetual  interest  once  and  forever. 
At  this  rate  he  comd  have  got  it  the  day  previous  to  the 
death  of  the  late  bishop.  The  Ecclesiastical  Commissioners 
were,  under  the  23  &  24  Vict.  c.  150,  empowered  to  make  a 
new  valuation,  the  object  of  that  Act  being  to  coerce  the 
tenants  to  pay  their  fines  regularly.  But  the  Legislature 
has  now  remitted  the  tenants  to  their  position  under  3  &  4 
Will.  4,  c.  37.  In  the  case  of  a  first  renewal,  the  l60th 
section  of  that  Act  decided  that  the  renewal-fine  was  to  be 
ascertained  by  the  average  of  previous  renewal-fines,  which 
average  was,  by  the  eSect  of  sections  128  to  131  inclusive 
grafted  into  section  160,  shown  to  be  that  of  the  payments 
dnring  the  nine  years  previous.  The  161st  section  did  not 
provide  for  the  case  of  a  first  renewal  but  for  future  renewals 
(Lyne  on  Ecclesiastical  Leases,  16;  Rexr.  Eccletiattical  Com' 
mietionert,  unreported.) 

Laa,  Q.C,  and  M.  J.  Barry,  for  the  Attomey- 
Oenoral. — T!h9  Act  was  not  intended  to  give  the  tenants 
of  the  see  lands  which  would  exist  for  some  '  years  to 
oome  the  advantages  possessed  by  the  tenants  of  the 
suppressed  sees.  Prior  to  this  Act  the  tenants  of 
the  suppressed  sees  in  1860  could  not  raise  the  question 
contained  in  Sex  v.  The  Ecelesiaatical  Commistioneri  (unre- 
ported) since  all  the  sees  had  fallen  in,  and  every  leasehold 
held  under  the  suppressed  sees  had  been  renewed  over  and 
over  again,  with  all  liability  to  have  a  revaluation  and  re- 
adjustment of  the  fine  with  reference  to  the  possible 
increased  value  of  the  lands.  Under  the  3  &  4  Will.  4,  c. 
37,  s.  161,  a  legal  power  existed  that  if  at  any  time  the  first 
lease  should  have  increased  in  value,  the  fine  should  be  in- 
creased. The  tenants  having  boon  remitted  to  their  position 
previous  to  the  Act  of  1860,  the  Commissioners  have  power 
to  increase  the  amount  of  the  fine  as  they  have  done. 

Lord  MoNCK. — ^This  case  is  an  illustration  of  the  advan- 
tage arising  from  having  a  question  of  this  kind  argued 
before  us,  and  I  feel  myself  bound  to  acknowledge  the 
assistance  I  have  received  in  its  consideration  from  the 
arguments  of  the  several  counsel.  The  question  arises 
under  the  3rd  sub-section  of  the  12th  section  of  the  Irish 
Church  Act,  and  I  think  wo  may  discharge  from  our  con- 
sidomtion  all  other  enactments  save  those  contained  in  the  3  & 
4Will.  4,c.  37,ss.  160,161.  We  aroasked  to  say  that  these 
two  sections  are  re-enacted  by  the  former  sub-section,  while 
it  appears  to  me  that  would  bo  a  forced  construction  of  this 
sub-section,  for  what  that  section  does  is  to  enact  that  the 
tenants  who  hold  "  directly  under  any  such  archbishop  or 
bishop,  where  leases  had  been  theretofore  customarily  ro- 
nowable,  shall  have  similar  rights  of  renewal  of  their 
said  leases,  and  the  said  Commissioners  shall  be  under 
similar  obligations,  and  have  similar  powers  and  rights  in 
relation  to  such  renewals,  and  the  rents  and  fines  thereupon, 
as  the  tenants  of  sees  suppressed  under  the  3  &  4  Will.  4, 
0.  37,  and  as  the  Ecclesiastical  Commissioners  in  regard 
thereto  had  and  were  under  respectively  immediately  before 
the  passing  of  the  23  &  24  Vict  c.  160."  It  seems  to  me 
that  the  question  is  not  one  of  law  or  construction,  but  of 
fact — what  were  the  rights  of  the  tenants  of  the  suppressed 
sees  at  those  dates  P  The  rights  of  the  tenants  wore  those 
conferred  by  the  3  &  4  Will.  4,  o.  37,  ss.  160,  161,  under 
which  sections  the  Ecclesiastical  Commissioners  had  a  power 
of  inquiring  as  to  the  amount  of  fines.  Accordingly,  on  the 
true  construction  of  this  sub-section,  I  must  uphold  the 
ruling  of  Judge  Lawson. 

L4.WBoir,  J. — I  concur  in  the  deciuon  first  pronounced. 
It  is  plain,  taking  all  things  into  consideration,  what  was 
the  intention  of  the  Legislature.  Under  the  3  &  4  Will.  4, 
c.  37,  special  provision  was  made  for  the  case  of  a  first 
renewal,  bnt  when  subsequent  renewals  became  necessary 
the  late  Ecclesiastical  Commissioners  had  power  to  say  the 
amount  of  the  fine  oaght  to  bo  increased,  while  the  tenants 
had  equal  power  to  say  it  ought  to  be  diminished.    Here 
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"the  two  thing!  together  are  oombined,  and  the  precent  Com- 
musioners  are  empowered  to  do  on  any  occaaion  what  the 
late  Commiirionen  might  have  done  on  all  preriona  ooca- 
«ions.  Under  the  ISlst  section  the  tenanta  had  a  right,  in 
case  they  conld  show  that  the  fine  was  too  large,  to  have  it 
rednced.  If  Mr.  Porter  was  right  in  his  argament,  the 
Legislatore  might  have  omitted  all  the  latter  part  of  this  3rd 
sah-section,  for  if  the  case  were  governed  by  the  160th 
section  alone,  once  the  rights  of  renewal  subsisted  they 
should  be  the  same  on  every  occasion.  "  Once  and  for  aver 
fix  for  the  future"  does  not  mean  to  fix  an  absolute  re- 
newal fine.  It  gires  us  the  power  to  limit  a  rent  which 
is  a  constant  quantity,  whereas  the  fine  is  a  variable  one. 
Ten  determine  the  rent  is  to  be  the  old  rent,  but  the 
.fine  is  to  represent  the  increase,  in  the  value  of  the 
lands.  If  the  value  of  the  interest  be  increased,  and  any 
difficulty  shall  arise  in  determiniag  the  amount  of  the  in- 
crease, recourse  shall  be  had  to  arbitration.  I  do  net  think 
we  shall  deprive  the  tenants  of  anything,  while  were  we  to 
bold  the  construction  maintained  for  the  appellant,  we  might 
ao  injure  these  tenants.  We  are  given  a  discretion,  to  be 
contralled  by  arbitration.  As  to  the  tenant  obtaining  a 
perpetuity  he  has  a  right  thereto,  but  the  Commissioners 
cannot  dispense  with  the  necessary  formalities  of  a  notifica- 
tion to  the  Privy  Council  (3  4  4  WUL  4,  c.  37,  s.  135).  I 
think,  however,  that  in  substitution  for  the  former  expensive 
conveyances,  that  on  payment  of  the  twenty-five  years'  pur- 
chase money  by  the  tenant,  an  order  of  this  Court  will  suffice 
to  have  his  lands  discharged  of  the  rent  for  ever. 

/•  re  J.  Ronton  CarroU.  dtoeetan  architect  of  the  tec  of 
KUmore. 

Mr.  CaiToll  was  first  appointed  diocesan  architect  of  the 
Me  of  Kilmore  in  1863  upon  trial,  and  in  1868  was,  by  deed, 
appointed  to  this  office  by  the  bishop.  His  claim  was  based 
4>n  the  provisions  of  the  Irish  Church  Act,  1869,  section  17. 
Lawson,  J.,  had  disallowed  the  claim. 

Filkinfton,  Q.  (7., for  the  appellant. — This  isa  freehold  office, 
or  in  the  nature  of  a  freehold  office,  and  therefore  comes 
within  the  provisions  of  this  section.  Traces  are  found  in 
England  of  a  similar  office.  In  3  Cruise  Digest,  xzv.  7, 
among  "the  ancient  offices  incident  to  bishoprics,"  it  is 
mentioned,  those  of  "  surveyor,  steward,  and  park-keeper 
.are  only  ministerial."  "  In  Parker,  the  AreMuhop  of  Can- 
teriuri/$,  case  (43  Eliz.),  where  the  Archbishop  granted  the 
office  of  snrveyorship  to  a  Parker"  (Ley.  75).  It  has  been 
decided  that  where  an  Indian  bishopric  was  created,  incident 
thereto  was  the  right  to  appoint  to  this  office.  This  inci- 
dent of  surreyersnip  cannot  be  so  traced  in  Ireland,  but 
'onder  the  provisions  of  the  10  Will.  3,  c.  6  (Ir.),  and  12  Geo. 
1,  c.  10  (Ir.),  a  professional  person  capable  of  judging  as  to 
matters  of  building  and  repairs  vrna  habitually  em]^oyed, 
as  clerics  would  not  have  possessed  the  requisite  skill.  The 
14  &  15  Vict.  c.  78,  s.  30,  recognises  this  fact  in  its  men. 
tionof  the  "diocesan  architect  or  his  sufficient  deputy." 
Such  aK  appointment  was  not  given  expressly  for  life  or 
during  good  behaviour,  but  was  always  recognised  by  the 
succeeding  bishop,  and  the  diocesan  architect  was  paid  £3  Ss. 
a  day  for  nis  attendance  in  an  inquiry  as  to  dilapidations. 
ILawbok,  J. — The  Irish  Church  Act,  s.  16,  part  2,  shows 
it  must  have  "been  a  freehold  office  connected  with  any 
cathedral,  parish,  chapelry,  and  chapel  of  ease."]  This  is 
connected  with  every  parish  in  the  diocese. 

Lord  HoMCK.—  I  do  not  think  there  can  be  any  doubt  as 
■to  this  case.  The  Act  has  been  very  ntinnte  in  specifying 
the  several  offices  for  which  it  makes  provision,  uid  this 
office  does  not  come  within  the  words  of  the  section  at  alL 

Lawsok,  J. — If  there  be  such  an  office  it  is  connected 
with  the  diocese  at  large,  and  not  with  any  particular 
church  or  chapel.  Consequently  the  claim  does  not  come 
'within  the  provisions  of  the  Irivh  Church  Act,  and  the  order 
must  be  affirmed. 


HAi.tFAX  CoVNTT  CooBT. — Owing  to  long-continued  indis- 
position, Mr.  George  Dyson,  solicitor  (oerlificated  1826),  has 
msigned  his  office  of  one  of  the  two  joint  registram  of  the 
Babfax  County  Court,  by  which  event  Mr.  Michael  Henry 
KanVin,  solicitor  (certificated  1831),  has  become  sole  registrar. 
The  judge  (Mr.  Stansfeld)  has  delegated  to  Mr.  Rankin  all 
the  powers  of  a  county  court  judge  imder  the  Bankruptcy  Act 
1869,  except  the  power  to  commit  a  person  for  contempt  of 
•ooort. 


FOSEIGN  TBIBUVALS  ft  JITBISFRUSEICI. 
AMEBIOA. 

N>W  TOBK   SUPBBIOB  CotTItT. 

Literary  Proptrtjf. 
1.  Appeal  from  a  judgment  dismisaing  a  complaiat  ask- 
ing an  injunction  to  restrain  the  printing  and  publishing 
by  the  defendant  of  a  drama  called  "  Play,"  of  which  T. 
W.   Robertson,  a  citizen  of  Great  Britain,  waa  the  sole 
author  and  composer.     On  February  1,  1868,  he  assigned 
to  the  plaintiff  idl  hia  right  and  title  to  said  drama  within 
the  United  States,  and  delivered  a  copy  to  the  plaintif. 
On  Febroary  15,  1868,  and  for  a  great  ntmiber  of  times 
thereafter,  the    comedy  waa  publicly  perfwrned  and  re- 
presented  at  the  Prince  of  Wales  Theatre,  London,  and  u 
many  other  places,  with  the  sanction  of  the  author,  and 
tickets   were   sold   to  such   performances   without  any 
notice  of  a  restriction  npon  the  use  of  the  drams  being 
given   in    any  manner.      The  defendant   received  tht 
words  and  sitoations  of  the   drama    from   petBoni  who 
had  seen  or  heard   its    public    performances,    and  liu 
since  printed  and   sold   copies    of  it  identioal  with  tbe 
plaintiff's  copy.    The  only  "  publicatioa  "  claimed  is  the 
public  representations  above  stated.    Held  that  the  pal)- 
lie  representations  of  the  dimma  were  not  such  as  to  ttin 
away  the  common  law  rights  of  the  plaintiffj   that  the 
burden  is  upon  the  defendant  to  show  the  lawfaben  of 
his  possession,  euid  that,  having  fiuled  to  do  this,  he  should 
be  deprived  of  it.      Judgment  reversed,  and  new  tri>) 
ordered.    Falmer  y.  JhWitt.    Opinion  by  Monell,  J. 

2.  Rtprfentatim.  not  pubKeation. — ^Fublio  representation 
of  a  drama  is  not  pubUoation,  and  does  not  entitle  any 
person,  without  the  author's  consent,  to  procure  it  in  anf 
way  for  purposes  of  pubUoation,  except,  perhaps,  «bsa 
procured  by  means  of  memory  alone.  The  number  oftlis 
public  representations  is  not  material.  [The  leamsd 
judge  strongly  intimates  that,  even  when  procured  ij 
I  means  of  memory,  it  gives  no  rij^t  to  publication,  thoop 
I  thia  ia  not  involved  in  the  case.]  (Keene  v.  Clark,  i  Bobsrt- 

aon,  88,  criticised.)  lb. 
'      3.  Copyright  latoi.—Bj  the  common  law,  an  author  ha^ 
I  until  pubUoation,  a  proper^  in  his  literary  work  in  tk« 
exclusive  possession  and  enjoyment  of  which  he  sod  Ui 
I  assigns  will  be  protected.    The  copyright  laws  are  menlj 
'  ancillary  to  the  common  law  rights  of  authors,  and  eon- 
tinning  them  after  pnbUcation  in  print,  but  in  no  mj  is>- 
pairing  such  rights,  so  long  as  the  Uterary  composition 
remains  in  manuscript,   or  ia  not  printed,  and,  in  case  of 
dramatic  composition,  auperadding  the  sole  right  to  repn- 
aent  after  publication.    The  only  i>ublioation  contemplated 
by  the  copyright  law  is  publication  in  print.    Indepes- 
dently  of  a  copyright  law,  an  assignee  of  a  maaascnpt 
would  be  protected  by  a  court  of  chancery.      Boudcavit  '■ 
Delafield,  12  W.  B.  101,   rests  upon  the  language  of  the 
English  copyright  laws  entirely.  lb. 

4.  When  the  common  law  rights  of  an  author  are  invaded, 
the  sole  questions  are— first,  has  there  been  a  publicatioa 
BO  as  to  take  away  or  put  an  end  to  such  common  law  rigtt  ■ 
and,  secondly,  has  such  pnbUcation  been  with  the  oouesc 
or  anthori^  of  the  anthor  ?  No  sorreptitiouB  publication 
would  deprive  the  author  of  his  right  of  property.  LiteruT 
property  ia  the  right  which  entitles  the  author  or  t» 
aasigns  to  all  the  use  and  profits  of  his  oompositioa.  lb.— 
Albany  Law  Journal. 

OBITdAST- 

MB.  C.  WATEEFIELD. 
Mr.  Charles  Waterfield,  barrister-at-law,  died  at  Sonth 
Sheen,  near  St  Leonards-on-Sea,  on  the  7th  jranaaiT.>° 
the  64th  year  of  his  age.  He  was  called  to  the  Bar  at  uo- 
ooln's-inn  in  January  1834.  For  many  vesrs  he  hadbseo 
connected  with  the  district  Courts  of  Baakruptcy  as  resfis- 
trar— first  at  Leeds,  and  afterwards  at  Birminghaoi.  n> 
retired  firom  office  a  few  years  ago. 


MR.  W.  S.  aiBSOK. 
Mr.  WiUiam  Sidney  Gibson,  barrister-at-law,  late  regis- 
trar of  the  District  Court  of  Bankruptcy  at  Newca«tle-oB- 
Tyne,  died  at  the  Grosvenof  Hotel,  Loadoo,  an  the  3rd  ol 
Jaaoary.    Mr.  Gibson  was  engaged  on  the  staff  of  a  Oarhsls 
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levipiper  preTioaily  to  his  appointment.  He  retained  hii 
<diee  &r  27  yean,  and  retired  on  a  pennon  after  the  paating 
tfUie  Bukni^T  Aet,  1869.  He  was  called  to  the  Bar  at 
linralnVinn  in  January,  IStfi.  Mr.  Gibson  was  a  fellow  of 
the  Bojil  Society,  and  the  author  of  seTeral  ard^aaological 
tnl  local  sntiqaarian  works.  His  remains  were  removed 
to  TjiMmoirih  for  interment  in  the  Old  Priory  Bnrial- 
fromd,  for  which  a  special  permission  had  bean  obtained 
bm  the  Home  Office  during  the  lifetime  of  the  deceased. 

MB.  H.  LATHAM. 
Ur.HsDiy  Latham,  If. A.,  barrister-at-law,  of  IS,  Upper 
Wertlniime-tarrace,  expired  on  the  7th  of  January.  He 
«u  the  eldest  son  of  the  late  Rev.  Henry  Latham,  H.A., 
li  Bnuenose  College,  Oxford,  who  was  for  some  time  vicar 
<if  Sehneston  and  Aldston,  in  Sussex.  Mr.  Henry  Latham 
vu  educated  at  Brasenoae  College,  Oxford,  wher«  he 
gnuliitted  B.A.  in  1840.  He  was  called  to  the  bar  at  the 
umer  Temple  in  Kovember,  1854,  and  was  formerly  a 
mmAi  of  ita  North  Wales  Circuit. 


ME.  T.  DAWES. 
Mi.  Thomas  Dawes,  tho  oldest  attorney  on  the  rolls,  and 
the  lenioT  member  of  the  city  firm  of  Dawes  &  Sozis,  of 
A]igel.«oort,  Throgmorton-street,  died  at  Tanbridge  Wells 
OB  the  3td  January  at  the  advanced  age  of  98.  Mr.  Dawes 
m  oertifioated  in  Eaater  Term,  1796,  so  that  be  had  been  in 
(octioe  for  nearly  76  years.  Although  he  had  for  many  yean 
Mswd  to  take  an  aotive  part  in  the  business,  he  regiuarly 
applied  for  and  obtained  his  certificate  up  to  Uie  time  of  his 
detth.  The  rarviving  members  of  the  firm  are  his  two  sons, 
Mean.  Biehard  and  Qeorge  Dawes,  and  his  grandson,  Mr. 
Bichitd  Dawes,  jnn.  The  firm  of  Dawes  &  Sons  have  been 
ibi  oinj  jeata  solicitors  to  the  Pbcenix  Fire  and  Pelican 
lib  lonnmce  Compacias,  and  also  to  the  Committee  of  the 
Stock  Exchange. 

MB.  T.  HUTCHINSON. 
Ib.'Oogna  Hutohinaon,  formerly  a  solidtor  of  Hartlepool, 
IS  the  coutT  of  Durham,  died  at  that  place  on  the  4th  of 
Jnooj,  is  I  itate  of  atter  destitution.  The  following  ac- 
*<'■■'' of  Ike  deceased,  who  was  in  his  seventieth  year,  ap. 
pox  is  the  Sunderland  Timet  :—•  •  The  career  of  tiie  unfor- 
^■x^deceeied  was  a  most  singular  one.  For  several  years 
he  held  I  tnt^dass  position  at  Sedgfield,  county  Durham, 
*here  he  kept  up  a  large  eetablishmsnt,  inclusive  of  a 
^"ug^  livery  servaots,  and  hunters,  having  offices  at 
"""^kmI,  where  he  carried  on  business  as  a  solicitor,  having 
IX  to  reside  there  about  thirty  years  ago.  More  than 
t*wty  jeais  ago  he  became  much  involved  in  circum- 
^Bxtt,  ud  very  rapidly  fell  from  a  position  of  affluence 
^eomp]«te  penury.  He  gradually  sank  lower  in  the  depths 
*  poTerty,  until,  in  the  last  few  years,  he  was  unable  to 
*°c*N  even  a  precarious  subsistence.  Yet  he  obstinately 
aoaed  ill  parish  assistance,  and  at  last  was  added  to  the 
■t  of  victinu  to  the  preaent  severe  winter." 


(iOCIETIES  AKO  INSTITUTIONS. 

UW  STUDENTS'  DEBATING  80CIETT. 
it  the  quarterly  meeting  of  this  society,  held  on  Tues- 
■Ti  the  loth  inst.,  after  the  treasurer  had  disposed  of 
*^  matters  of  business,  a  report  was  read  by  the  seore- 
"1  of  the  proceedings  of  the  society  during  the  past 
I>iita',  which  showed  tesnlts  eminently  satisfactory  to  the 
■oabeis. 

.  The  remainder  of  the  evening  was  devoted  to  the  discus- 
j«  of  motions  brought  forward  by  Messrs.  Cowdell, 
"JBoldi,  Indermaur,  and  Nicholls. 


^tn«l  of  Mr.  Arthur  Henry  Woodham  Lamb,  barrister- 
r^ateof  No.  26,  Old-square,  Liuooln's-inn,  a  member  of 
^**  TcDipla,  chaijj^ed  with  stealing  several  books  from  the 
Cj"!  of  Lmooln's-ian,  took  plaoe  before  the  Recorder  of 
^  ttdie  Central  Crimisal  Court,  on  Tuesday  and  Wed- 
w-  Mr.  Garth,  Q.C.,  and  Mr.  A.  L.  Smith  appeared, 
kU^Oa society,  for  the  prosecution ;  Mr.  ^ifEua,  Q.C., 
*^Beel«y,  fcr  the  defence.  The  jury  convicted  the  pri- 
~  M  stioogly  raoommended  him  to  mercy  en  the  ground 
P<<i<>iu  ^<»d  character.  Mr.  A.  L.  Smith  was  sure  the 
''*  *<Kddjain  in  the  reoommendatian.  The  recorder  sen- 
""  pissner  (who  b  28  years  of  age)  to  nine  mcnths  im- 
t,  with  bard  laboar. 


ADMISSION  OF  ATTORNSTS. 

NOTICES  OF  ADMISSION. 

Bilary  Ttrm,  1871. 

[The  cleilu'  umet  appear  In  mtll  capltali,  and  the  sttorasTS  to  «bom 

articled  or  SMlKned  ttoUow  Id  ordinarr  type.] 

Bill,  Hsnkt  Kbknaud,  96,  Sloane-street ;  Sandon  ;  and 
Stoke-upon-Trent 

Bbaslkt,  Alfred  Matthbw,  Huddenfleld ;  and  26,  Budge- 
row,  Cannon-street — H.  Barker,  Huddersfield 

Caslyon,  Clsment  Cabpenteb,  1,  Bedford-row ;  J.  R. 
Paull,  Truro 

Phillips,  Qeoboe  Hekbbrt,  Bacup — S.  Hall,  Bacup 

iMUt  day  ofSilarg  Ttrm,  1871. 
Baooex,  Aktsvs  Svdnet — J.  Moody,  Derbv 
Oox,  Chablss  Hexry — J.  L.  Grover,  King  s-bench-walk 
Dbardsm,  Chablbs  Fkxdxbick — J.  Taylor,  Manchester 
HsMSoif,  Fbedbbick  Wiluam — H.  Cook,  Kingston-upou. 

Hull;   W.  Wutson,  Hedan-in-Holdemess ;  T.  Huaaon, 

Kingston-upon-Hull 
HowABS,  Gbobob  Bbiqos — T.  B.  Howard,  Dudley;  J.  P. 

Mnrrongh,  11,  Great  Jame8-stz«ei 
Jones,  Chablbs — W.  P.  Yearsley,  Welshpool 
Mackbell,  HsNBr  PsBcrvAL— w.T.  Mackrell,  25,  Abing- 

don-street ;    J.  S.  Hargrove,  3,  Victoria-street ;   and  W. 

B.  Tarrant,  2,  Bond-court,  Walbrook 
Sbniob,  Job— G.  Harrison,  Bamsley 
Wallbb,  Robbbt  PBBTTitAM — ^E.  M.  Bcloe,  King's  Lynn ; 

W.  O.  Conlton,  Dudley ;  and  R.  Hart,  25,  Chancery-lane 
Wabnbb,  Wiluam  Hbnbt — J.  P.  Aston,  Manchester 
Watts,  Alpbbd  Auovstds — W.  R.  Arohei,  Lowestoft 
Wiluam s,  David  Thbodobb — E.  Scott,  Wigan ;    and  E. 

Scott,  Wigan 
Williams,  Wellij»oto!i — J.    F.    Young,    6,    Frederick's- 

place.  Old  Jewry;    and  R.  R.  Nelson,  6,   Frederick's- 

place,  Old  Jewry 
YiBLDMO,  Chablbs  William  Towmlbt — J.  Townley,  2, 

Gresham-buildings 

[For  former  names,  see  p.  65,  cuttt.'\ 

Notiett  of  appKeationt  to  takt  »ut  or  renew  Attomtyi' 

Otrtificate. 

Baker,  Thomas,  jun.,  30,  Queensboiongh-terraoe,  Bayswater 

(1st  FebO 
Brutton,   William  Courtenay,  12,  Queen-sti«et,   Mayftir 

(18th  Jan.) 
Case,  Charles  Alfred,  Maidstone  (1st  Feb.) 
Collins,  James  Dnppa,  Wisbech  (1st  Feb.) 
De  Medina,  Henry  Augustus,  Swansea  (31st  Jan.) 
Farmer,  James  Bayley,  Wolverhampton  (1st  Feb.) 
Harris,  Joseph  Enutnord  (1st  Feb.) 
Henning,  Charles  Masterman,  Sherborne  (19th  Jan.) 
Hudson,  Henry,  Woolwich  (1st  Feb.) 
Judge,  James  Robert,  71,  Clapham-park-road  ;  12,  Wobuzn- 

puce;  and  39,  Beiiiard  street  (Ist  Feb.) 
Lees,  William,  Manchester  (14th  Jan.) 
Lowdell,  Henry  Douglass,  Brighton  (1st  Feb.) 
Martin,  Robert,  Woodford,  Wells  (1st  Feb.) 
May,  Augustus    AVakeford,  Acton  ;   11,  Blomfield-terrace, 

Harrow-road;  and  Ealing  (Ist Feb.) 
Owen,  Francis  Arthur,  130,  Warwick-street,  Pimlioo ;  and 

Micheldever  pst  Feb.) 
Bay,  Walter  Bloott  Carpenter,  Newcastle-under-Lyne  (1st 

Feb.) 
Bediem,  John,  Leek  (1st  Feb.) 
Bees,  Thomas,  Tenby;  and  Narberth  (1st  Feb.) 
Waldnm,  Alfred,  Romford ;  and  Brentwood  (1st  Feb.) 
White,  Robert.  Northampton  (18th  Jan.) 
Wilkinson,    Alfred    Henry,    3,    St.    Petersburgh-terrace, 

Bayswater  (1st  Feb.) 
Wilson,  Arthur,  Salisbury ;  and  Iiondon  (1st  Feb.) 
Woodall,  Samuel,  Ockbrook ;  and  Derby  (15th  Jan.) 


Trb  Tolzxt  Covbt  of  Bkistol.— We  hear  that  Mr. 
Bars,  Q.C.,  Recorder  of  Bristol,  contemplates  bringing  the 
Tolzey  Cotut  of  this  city  under  the  operation  of  the  Common 
Law  Fiocednra  Act.  The  alteration  would  render  the  Court 
really  a  vahiabla  local  tribunal,  and  its  benefits  would  equal 
those  experienced  hy  the  inhabitants  of  Liverpool  from  tho 
Passage  Court  of  that  placs.  We  hear  that,  if  -the  altsratioa 
should  be  made,  the  Court  will  sit  for  the  despatch  of  business 
•very  six  weeks.— .Sritto^  Oatitu. 
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COnST  PAPXSS. 

COUET  OF  CHANCERY. 

CAUSE  LIST. 

Hilary  Term,  1871. 

Before  the  Lobd  Ckanobllob  and  the  Lokdr  Jvsticbs. 

AppiaU. 


1866. 
V   Haoulton 


(S.- 


Johiutone 
May  2) 

1870. 
'Grand  Junction  Canal  Co.  ▼. 

Shugar  (H — May  10) 
Imperial     Mercantile     Credit 
Association      (Limited)      v 
Coleman  (M.— May  17) 
.Same  v  Same  (M. — May  17) 
Bayspoole   v   Collins      (J. — 

June  1) 
Jegon  T  Vivian    (R. — Juno  3) 
Danes  ▼   Price,    Acraman  v 

Price    (J. — June  8) 
Mack  V  Postle    (S.^Jnne  10) 
BentT  Cullen    (J.— June  11) 
'Caldwell  v  Cresawell  pthd  (M. 

— June  U) 
JlozeU  y  Barker    (M. — June 

20) 
Boreluun  v  Hall  (S.— June  21) 
Laws  y  Milo  (R.— June  22) 
Hatton  V  ^Ticks,  Wicks  y  Hat- 
ton    (R.— June  22) 
Croek  v  HUl  (8.— July  1) 
In  re  The  Great  Wheal  Busy 
Mining   Co.    &    Companies 
Act,  1862,  applpetn  from  the 
Vice- Warden  of  the  Stan- 
naries (July  7) 

'Watkins   v   Matthews  (M 

July  U) 
"Wamck  v   Queen's   College, 

Oxford  (R.— July  U) 
Marsden  v  Harrison  (J. — July 

11) 
Marsden  y  Harrison  (J. — July 

11)  . 
Oreonhow  y  Price   (R. — July 

11) 
Pbillipson  y  Gibbon  (M. — July 

16) 
Roberts  v  Roberts   (S. — July 

16} 
Lambe    y    Eames    (M. — July 

18) 
Shockleton  y  Sbackleton  (J. — 

July  19) 


Springett  y  Jenings  (R. — July 

21) 
Johnson  y  Hookham  (R. — July 

26) 
Wilkinson  y  Dent  (R.— July 

28) 
Blunt  y  Blunt  (R.— July  29) 
Coultwas   V    Swan   (S July 

29) 
Betts   y  WiUraott  (J.— Aug. 

12) 
Pryse  y  Stanton  (J.— Aug.  26) 
Pearson  y  Dolman  (J. — Sept 

8) 
Simson  y  Raven     '3. — Nov.  4) 
Ingle  y  Goodwin  (R. — Nov.  •4) 
Attorney-General  y  Great  East- 
em  Ry.  Co.     (R.— Nov.  5) 
Trappes  y  Meredith  (J. — Nov. 

5) 
Blease  v  The  Warrington  Wire 
Rope  Works  (Limited)    (M. 


—Nov. «) 
Hiiting  y  Burke  (M.— Nov.  8) 
Jackson  v  Crick  (J. — ^Nov.  10) 


Riohudson  v  Yonnga    (M.— 

Nov.  12) 
Wateon  y  Brook  (M.— Nov.  19) 
Stubbsv  Gilbert  (R.— Nov.  24) 
Bowen  y  Cobb    (M. — Nov.  28) 
Birch  y  Wallington  (J.— Dee. 

2) 

BetU  y  Thompson  (R.— Deo. 

3)  *^ 

Simpson  y  Heaton  Steel  and 

Iron  Co.  (Limited)  M.— Dec 

5) 
Lazenby  v  White  (R.— Dec. 

6) 

Hood  V  North  Eastern  Ry.  Co. 
(M.— Dec.  8) 

OitoU  V  Orrcll,  app  from  Vice- 
Chancollor  of  County  Pala- 
tine of  Lancaster  (Dec.  10) 

Mills  V  Haynos  (S.— Dec.  10) 

Coltman  v  Gregory  (S. — Dec. 

Crook  y  Corporation  of    Sea- 
ford  (S.— Dec.  17) 
Mackie  v  Darling  (S. — Doc  17) 

Before  the  Mastsb  op  the  Rollb. 
Caiua,  j-c. 

Hayward  v  Neato  dmr  Mosey  v  Squire    sp  c 

Atherley  v  The  Isle  of  Wight  Atwell  v  Atwell    m  d 

Ry.  Co.  &  City  Bank     m  d  Roberts  v  Blair    c 

Uoyd  V  Thomas     m    d,  wit-  Stedman   y    Stedmon    e,   wit 

nesses  before  examiner  (Jan.  24) 

Hamilton  v  Offley  m  d  Attree  y  Attree   f  c 

Barrett  y  Mulberry  fc  Brooks  y  Jones  &3  other  causes, 
Watkins  y  Thomas    m  d,  wit-       f  c 

nesses  before  examiner  Nurse  y  Green    f  c 

Jarvis  v  Allen,  Alien  v  Jarvis,  Green  v  Nurse    f  c 

f  c  &  8  to  vary  Moore-Stevens    y    Brogintou 
BristowB  v  Tweed    c,  wit  (day        (1867.— M.— 12)  c 

to  be  fixed)  Moore-Stevens    v    Braginton 

Bate  v  Robins  f  c  (Jan.  17)  (1867 M.— 11)  c 

Blew  V  Blew    f  c  Moore- Stevens    y    Braginton 
Pope  v  Butler    c  (1867.— M.— 13)    c 

Menzies    v  Lightfoot     m  d,  Moore-Stevens    v    Braginton 

witnesses  before  examiner  (1867. — M. — 14)     c 

Patch  v  UoU    f  c  &  Bumns.  to  Smith  v  Wextbrook    m  d 

vary  Chadwick  v  Chadwick    c 

FadeUe  v  Bernard  c,  wit  (Jan.  Bowhay  v  Miller    c 

16)  Thompson  v  Hudson    f  c 

Hudson  y  Richards    c  Fry  v  Learoyd    m  d 

The  London  Quays  &  Ware-  Mortimer  v  VVheatland    m  d 

houses  Co.  (Limited)  y  Finch  Hancock  v  Meeler    m  d 

m  d  (Jan.  11)  Bellot  v  Litler    f  c 

XoDgworth  y  Longworth      c,  Hoden  v  Davis    m  d 

?ro  confesso  against  Maria  Page  v  Swyer    f  c 

'.  Lonirworth  The  Agra  Bank   (Limited)  y 
Clinch  v  Clinch    c  Gillespie    f  c 


Tanner  v  Maaen    m  d  Roper-Cntion  v  BopcrOgna 

The  Imperial  Mercantile  Credit  sp  c 

Assocution      (Limited)     y  Radnor  y  Walton  iiid(ib(it) 

Whitham    c  Taylor  v  Burton  m  i  (dmt) 

Before  the  Viee-Chiuio«il1er  Sib  John  Sivixi, 
CtnuM,  ^. 

Williams  y  Haythome    fo  Cox  v  Amey    spc 

Nightingale     v    Nightingale  Lawton  v  Ford   f  o 

m  d  Porker  v  Slack    m  d 

The  Merchants'  Ce.  (Limited)  Martin  v  Casey   m  d 

v  Barber    m  d  Walker  v  Gatnid  m  d 

Best  y  Donmall    m  d,  pt  hd  MeEwen  v  The  Wwt  l/adm 

Murray  y  Hunter    m  a  Wharves   and  WikImim 

Bennett  v  Harfoot    m  d  Co.  (Limited)    m  d 

Nation  v  t>iamond    m  d  Touche  v  The    Metnplitn 

Brader  y  Kerby    c,  Collins  v  Railway  Warohoasiiij  &, 

Broder    m  d,  rehearing  (Limited)    c 

Granger  v  Wimble    f  c  Torquand  v  Ingbm   c,  \n 

Head  V  Amey    m  d  confesso  sgaisit  nit  ilcfet- 

Armstrong  v  Timperon    f  0  &  dant 

sums  to  vary  Whitefoord  v  Osbutoi  o  i 

Hawkins  v  Gale    f  c  Haygartb  v  Wearing  c 

Browne  v  Lea    f  c  Douglas  v  Dooglu  m  i 

King  y  King    f  o  &  sums  Philups  v  Moiling*  a  i 

Montague  v  Robertson    m  d  Williams  v  Taylor   f  e 

The  Fumess  Iron  and  Steel  Co.  In  re  Dodman's  Ea»tt,W- 

(Limited)  v  Ross    m  d  man  v  Dodman    f  c 

Thomas  y  Richardson    f  o  Kitching  v  The  Hifod-y-Ui 

Silvester  v  Gough    m  d  (Snowden)   Slate  C»  iU- 

Speight  y  Walton    m  d  mited)  m  d 

tbnnsell  v  Maunsell    f  o  Teagne  v  Teagae   e 

Griffin  y  Morgan    fe  Fowler  v  Haines   fc 

Ba<low  y  BoUey    m  d  Archer  v  Johnston  m  i 

Murahy  v  Morgan    m  d  Stain  v  Dexter   m  d 

Williams  v  Williams    f  c  Bearpark  v  Bean  c 

Porter  v  Porter    m  d  Osbom  v  Osbom   m  d 

Fish  y  Rivers    m  d  Franklin  v  Howes   m  i 

Cobbold  y  O'Malley    m  d  Mainwaring  v  Tautttun  ■  i 

Busch  y  Jarvis,  Orrell  v  Busch  Vaughan  v  Botcheiij  m « 

f  c  Brown  v  Bsrroir   m  d 

Wilson  V  Wilson    o  Hobson  v  Bass    sp  c 

Hadiield  v  Adlington    f  o  MarshaU  v  The  Tottenta  * 

Williams  v  Games    f  c  Hampstead  JunctimBj.w. 

Chidgey  v  Whitby    f  c  m  d 

Ashpitel  y  Denton    f  c  Fhilipe   v  Simmsni    f  c  < 

Bruff  y  Cobbold    m  d  sums                        ^ 

BUydes  y  Blaydes    c  Door  v  Abbott,  caw  «B>|i|« 

Pole  V  Begbie    f  c  from    the  Cit)-   of  li«" 

Roakc  V  Wells    m  d  Court 

Lewis  V  Lewis    f  c  Earl  Nelson  v  Agar  m « 

Burr  y  Miller    md  Bennett  y  Watwa   ft 

Brand  y  Choddock    sp  o  Cox  y  Rose    m  d  (tliatt) 

Worthington  v  Williamson  f  c  Heath  y  Barlow   m  d 

Johnson  v  Johnson     f   c   &  Sams  y  Cronm   mdCuK"' 

sums  to  vary  Barr  v  Wilson    m  d 

Creigh  v  Fenwick    m  d  In  re  Smith's  Estate,  !io» 

Savage  v  Savage    f  c  y  Statham    f  c 

Richardson  v  Hodgetts    m  d  Cocks  y  Jones   m  d 

Abbott  v  Forty    m  d  Bland  v  Gayford    m  J 

Crabbv  Miller    md  Backhouse  v  .Vyrton  b  J 

Before  the  Vice-ChauceUor  Sir  Ricu.ibd  Mauxs- 
Caiuet,  $e. 

The  Oriental  InUnd  Steam  Co.  Levinstein  v  Wenham  r,«a 

(Limited)  y  The  Secretory  of  viva  voce  at  heaiisg  ,  ,, 

State  in  Council,    dem    of  .De  Witte  v  Deime  c,»ii ,«! 

The  Secretary  of  State,  pt  hd  to  be  fixed)                   . 

(Jan.  12)  Barstow    v    Baldwia    <^  " 
Same  v  Same      dem  of  The 


y 

Scinde  Ry.  Co.  pt  hd  (Jan. 

12) 
Gilbert  v  Quignon    ozona  for 

insuffloiency 
The  Imperial  Mercantile  Credit 

Assooiotion      (Limited)      v 

Chapman  domr 
Greenhill  v  The  Isle  of  Wight 

(Newport  Junction)  RyCo. 

demr  of  Ry.  Co. 
Same  v  Same     demr  of    H. 

Jackson 
Same   v  Same     demr   of   T. 

Webster 
Reed  v  Braithwaite    demr 
The  Devonshire  Silkstono  Coal 

Co.     (Limited)     v     Fowler 

exons  for  insuificinncy 
The  International  Bank  (Li- 
mited)   y   Gladstone    m  d, 

wit  bef  exam 
Earl  Beanchamp  v  Winn    c, 

wit  (day  to  be  fixed) 


(day  to  be  fixed)  , 

The  Potteries,  Sbn^^fJ  • 

North  Wales   &r-  '■'^  ' 

Minor    m  d 
Francis  v  Wade   m  d 
Sollory  V  Leaver   c 
Staytv  Shepud   '"»   , 
Sheppard  v  Walter  a  i 
Hale  V  Adams   m  d 
Thornton  v  LaaceDes  m  J 
Skinner    v    The  r^ 

District  Boaid  of  ff«*"" 
HolKns  v  Taylor  nd,,  „ 
Joseph  V  Hart   c,wii  W' 

be  fixed) 
May  y  May    m  o 
WiUiama  V  Hughes   a  « 
Ashworth y Munn   md 
Shipwright  V  Clements  » 
Saunders  v  Sanndera  B  " 
Sherlock  V  Cole   md 
J'letcher  v  Carr   m  d 
Turner  v  Collins   c,  m  I" 

to  be  fixed) 
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Awocimion  (Limited)  v  Wil- 
son  m  d 
Ryrw  T  Rjrvcs    «p  c 
Sweeny  v  Kenny    m  d 
The  Allianw  Bank  (Limited) 

vTheXerei  Wine  Shipping 

Ci).  (Limited)    m  d 
Moir  V  Liebig'n   Extract  of 

Me.1t  Co.  (Limited)    m  d 
Shaw  V  Cooke    c 
Wothenpoon  v  Currie    m  d 
Cm  r  Tldey    m  d 
nwiuborUis  T  Clumdler    c 
Siiiwn  V  Owen    m  d 
Saewinjv  The  AVatford  Dis- 

triet  Ucal  Board     m  d 
The  Prudential  Assnnmco  Co. 

T  Bartlett    m  d 
Ihcbryde  t  Eykyn  c,  wit  (day 

t,iliefi.xed) 
P.iole  V  Xichobon    m  d 
Domett  r  Domett    m  d 
Rrib'ttvin  T  Jones    m  d 
tlonidillon  t  Collins    c 
Do  Montigny  v    Schmidt    c, 

mt  (day  to  bo  fixed) 
MaehinrDaiwin  fc  and  gums 

tiv»ry 
Crti-Uey  T  N aylor    m  d 
Bmwniijr  V  French    f  c 
WardrWard    c 
UoTd  V  Pnihe    f  c 
In  re  E.  W.  Lloyd's  Estate, 

Enas  T  Pogbe    f  o 
SwnT  Price    f  c 
Rn  Jworth  t  Walden     f  c 
B^ttiime  V  Fleming    m  d 
Citter  T  HOler    c 
VauJetBylv  Austin     m  d 

MmiretVloore    f  c 

Pbmn  Weston    f  c 

C«1«T Fox    f  0  &  •  to  Tary 

SninHiigT  Overtoil    m  d 

fftinnrirtt  y  Patten    m  d 

DrawrDuon    c,  wit  (dny  to 
keSiri) 

Ki'inun  T  Kidman    ap  c 
Heoimii;  v  Maddick     m  d, 

»itne«s  before  examiner 
Addison  r  The  London  &  Sooth 

WVtem Bank  (Limited)  m  d 
Tie  Oriental  Financial  Corpo- 

ntion  (Limitwi)  t  Ovarend, 

GoraeyiCo.  (Limited)  m  d 
Piuberton  t  Barnes     TO  d 
Ham*  T    The    Whitehaven, 

Clcator,  and  Egremont  Ry. 

Co.    c 
Shelton  T  A«hby    m  A 
Hndxm  T  Taylor    c 
OwiltrKerr    f  c 
RcbertA  V  Kennedy    va  d 
HUlou  T  Hilton    m  d 
Tnrqmmi  v  Lister    m  d,  pro 

confeaw  arainst  defendants 

Hnirfa  FaiW  &  David  M. 

Parker 
Ike  London  k  Sonth  Western 

Bank   (Limited)   v   Fairlie, 

Bui.   fc 


Oibbin*  v  Basoloy    f  c 

Mitchell  V  Actnn    m  d 

Wooldridjre  v  Edgell    f  c 

Sutton  V  GinscU    iii  d 

Smith  V  Smith    c  ; 

Hayhow  v  George    f  c 

Young  V  London,  Brighton  & 
South  Coast  Ry.  Co.     m  d 

Shalloss  V  Woolnrier    f  c 

Downing  v  Bond    m  d 

Sparrow  v  Wilson    f  c 

Ru;rg  V  Read    m  d 

Line«  v  Tucker    c 

Pegg  V  Pegg    m  d 

Harding  v  The  Metropolitan 
Ry.  Co.    m  d 

Nixon  V  Oarstin    f  c 

Knightley,  Bart,  v  The  Daven- 
try  Ry.  Co.    m  d 

The  London  Financial  Associa- 
tion (Limited)  v  Watson  m  d 

Marling  v  Tompson    m  d 

Crossley  v  Elworthy    m  d 

Bradbury  v  Cross    m  d 

Hughes  V  Davies    f  c 

Hendriks  v  Curtis    f  c 

Powell  V  Riley    f  c 

Smith  T  Oodber    m  d 

Da  Silva  t  Benolicl    m  d 

Allan  V  The  United  Kingdom 
Electric  Telegraph  Co.  (Limi- 
ted)   c 

Rangel  v  Stracban    f  o 

HaU  T  Hall    m  d 

The  Landed  Estates  Co.  (Li- 
mited) V  Weeding    m  d 

Fox  V  !•  ox    m  d 

Cooks  V  Chandler  m  d,  wit 
before  exmr 

Brutton  v  the  Parish  of  St. 
George,  Hanovcr-sq    m  d 

Abbott  V  the  Bakers  and  Con- 
fectioners' Tea  Association 
(Limited)     m  d 

Ashton  V  Hattendey    m  d 

The  ShofHeld  Improved  In- 
dustrial and  Provident  So- 
ciety (Limited)  v  Jarvia    c 

Lamb  v  Meryweather  f  c  and 
sums  to  vary 

Earl  of  Cork  ▼  RusseU,  Bart, 
m  d 

Chandler  v  The  Bank  of  Eng- 
land   c 

Walker  v  Bedford  m  d  (short) 

Fmncklin  v  Bacon    c 

Walker  v  Slater    f  c 

Elliot  V  Knocker    m  d 

Whitby  V  Fanner    f  o 

Cnllen  v  Cullen    f  o 

Homewood  v  Lamb    m  d 

Russell  y  RussoU  m  d  (short) 
against  all  defendants  except 
Robert  Hurst  Thackor 

Rollings  V  Rollings    f  o 

Key  V  Jenkins    f  c 

Carter  v  Smith    sp  c 

Mason  v  Anthony,  Mason  v 
Luscombe    f  c 

Stcrdy  v  Combs    m  d 

Britnell  v  Walton    m  d 


Before  the  Vice-Chancellor  Bacon. 
Anderson  V  Pignet  demr,pthd    Kilbcy  v  Haviland 


{JitLlX) 

R««e  Engelback    demr 

Clif  too  V  Pidgeon     exons  for 

nunfflcieney 
^nvLaingm  d 
'*^  »  Andenon,  Anderaon  ▼ 

^■p     c,  wit  (day  to   be 

bed) 
WsevTSennett    m  d 
Wfllima    T  The     Uinelly 

"ilway  t  Dock  Co.    m  d 
„(»t  before  Jan.  16) 
^drGoold    f  c  &petn 
».«er  r  Waters,  Waters  v 
^*mter    md 
j««TJon«s    c 
"««>   V  Fowler    m   d,  wit- 
>  before  examiner 


m  d 
Hurry  v  Hurry    f  c 
Beet  V  Beet    m  d 
Finnej  v  Godfrey    ra  d,  trial 

by  jury 
Graham  v  Colo    m  d 
Roskellv  Whitworth    md 
Knapp  v  Knapp    m  d 
Robertshaw  v  Firth    m  d 
Brunei  v  Brunei     m  d 
Pearoe  v  Scudds    m  d 
Lycett  V  The  Stafford  and  Ut- 

toxeter  Ry.  Co.    m  d 
Highett  V  Dampier    m  d 
Ingram    v  L'pperton    o,    wit 

(day  to  be  fixed) 
Messer  v  Stacey  c 
Greene  v  The  West  Cheshire 

Ry.  Co.    m  d 


Bleackley  v  Hall    ra  d 
Dawson  v  Robin.son    sp  c 
Murray  v  Clayton    m  d 
Holdsworth  v  Bromley    c 
Phipps  V  Berridgo    m  d 
Heynian  r  Dubois    m  d 
Murchison  v  Batters    m  d 
Smith  V  Gibson    sp  c 
Hall  V  Hargreaves  c,  wit  (day 

to  be  fixed) 
Earle  v  Appleyard    m  d 
Howard  v  Howard     m  d 
Hickman  v  Bcntlcy    m  d 
Grjsvcnor  v  Bcntloy    m  d 
Kemp    V  The   South  Kast<im 

Ry.  Co.    m  d 
Brandon  v  Hume    m  d 
Carter  v  Earl  Ducie    m  d 
Palmer  v  Flower    sp  o 
Hurst  V  Johnson    m  d 
Savage  v  Snell    sp  c 
Wade-Gery  v  Handley    m  d 
Charlton  v  Charlton    m.  d 
Bond  v  Milboam    m  d 
Ramsey  v  Hooper    m  d 
Defrics  v  The  ifetropolitan  Ry. 

Co.    m  d 
Sinnett  t  Herbert    f  o 
I  Maurice  v  Pugh    f  c 
The  London  &  Paris  Hotel  Co. 
(Limited)  v  Mainwaring  m  d 
Johnson  v  The  Dudley  &  West 
Bromwich  Banking  Co.  m  d 
Ashby  V  Bernard    c 
Chudleigh  v  Wood    m  d 
Haywari  v  Penny    m  d 
Pitts  v  The  Kingsbridge  High- 
way Board    m  d 
Scuddor  V  Hebb    m  d 
Stacey  v  Messer    c 
Ford  V  Foster    m  d 
Harrison  v  Good    m  d 
Hooper  v  Webb    c,  wit  (day  to 

be  fixed) 
Phillips  V  Phillios    f  o 
Quick   V  The  British  Mutual 
Investment   Co.     (Limited) 
md 
Ridler  v  Dunn  and  Others    m 
d,  pro  confesso  against  defen- 
dant   Pcnniston   Dimn,  wit 
before  exmr. 
Stamer  v  Wright    m  d 
Cadman  v  Cadraan  sp  c 
Shellam  v  Lister    c 
Davies  v  Thomas    m  d 
Upmann  v  Elkan    m  d 
AUones  v  Elkan    m  d 
Bamaby  V  Tasaell   spc,  pt  hd 

(Jan  11) 
Ashton  V  Illidge    m  d 
lUidgs  V  Ashton    m  d 
Heath  v  Heath    m  d 
lies  V  Williams    m  d 
Costerton  v  Worship    m  d 
Valle  V  Clippindalo    m  d 
Hnnt  V  Sidney    f  c 
Wilson  V  Tucker    m  d 
Chester  v  Chester    f  c 
Chatfield  V  Chatfield    c 
Ridgeway  v  The   Tottenham 
&  Hampstead  Junction  Ry. 
Co.  m  d 
Gilbert  v  Bowcn    c,  wit  (day  to 

be  fixed) 
Attorney-General  v  The   Bo- 
rough of  Birmingham    m  d 
Moser  v  Tall    m  d 
Harris  v  Ekins    m  d 
Edmunds  v.  Jones    c 
Paul  V  Children    m  d 
Kaye,  Bart,  v  The  London  & 

North  Western  Ry.  Co.    o 
Overton  v  Cutbill    m  d 
Rennie  v  Morris     c,  wit  (day 

to  be  fixed) 
Ralfev  Hawthorne    c, 

— R.— 58) 
Ralfe  V  Hawthorne    o, 

— R.— 61} 
Bavlis  V  Tilsley    c,  wit 
Palmer  v  Hoare    m  d 


Anderson  t  Anderson    m  d 
Williams  v  Pearn    f  c 
Sutton  V  Sutton    m  d 
Allan  V  Gott    f  c 
Rattey  v  Clcobury    f  c 
Collins  V  Collins    f  c 
Thompson  v  Howitson    f  c 
In  re  Woronzow  Grelg's  Estate- 

Somerville  v  Grcig    f  c 
The  Agra  Bonk  (Limited)  t 

Martyn    c 
Sowerby  v.  Thomlinson    m  d 
Heidsieck  v  Duckworth    m  d 
Williams  v  Stangor    f  c 
Whitney  v  Smith    f  c 
Plant  y  Mahon    m  d 
Blaxland  v  The  Metropolitan 

Ry.  Co.    m  d 
Cababe  v  Cababe    c,  wit  (day 

to  be  fixed) 
Wood  v  Hosford    f  c 
Mtirphy  V  V'inoent    o 
Bigg  V  The  Corporation  of  Lon- 

dra    m  d 
Allen  T  Taylor    m  d 
Wilson  V  The  Fnmess  Ry.  Co. 

m.  d  (not  before  Jan  18) 
Knowlos  V  Shiers    c 
Workman  y  Merest    m  d 
Vickers  v  Butterfield    m  d 
Beattie  y  Lord  Ebnry     c,  wit 

(dty  to  be  fixed) 
Cousens  v  Rose    m  d 
Bull  v  Cobbold    m  d 
The  Northern  Ry.  of  Buenos- 

Ayres  Co.   (Limited)  v  El- 
borough    m  d 
Pickett  V  Packham    f  c 
Reee  v  Broidley    m  d 
The  liondon    &  Colonial  Co. 

(Limited)  v  Elworthy    m  d 
Hargreaves  v  Hall    m  d 
The  Colonial  Bank   of  Ans- 

trabuda  v  Birchall    m  d 
Imray  v  Imeson    sp  c 
Kimberley  v  Dick    c,  wit  (day 

to  be  fixed) 
Johnson  v  Pennack    m  d 
Dixon  V  Dixon    m  d 
Shellam  v  Rodrigues    m  d 
Joyce  v  Daw    m  d 
Acton  V  Middleton    m  d 
Hodges  y  Hodges    f  c 
Manning  v  GiU    f  c 
Mathews  v  Govw    f  c 
Wight  y  Wight    f  c 
Jarvis  v  Mitchell    f  0 
Longworth  v  Bellamy    c 
Maddox  v  Harding    m  d 
In  re  Nntt's  Estate,  Nutt   r 

Logie    m  d 
Ellis  V  Barker    m  d 
Deeks  v  Bayley    c,  wit  (day 

to  be  fixed) 
Brealey  v  Stoart    m  d 
Cook  T  Hart    fc 
Norton  ▼  Salmon    o 
Mc   Uwraith   t  The   Dublin. 

Trunk  Connecting  Ry.    m  d 
Millar  v  Miller    sp  c 
Warden  v  The  Mvor>  &0'i  of 

Eingston-upon-Hull    m  d 
Coventry  v  Lord    Chichester 

f  0 
Rorke  r  Shapland    m  d 
Curling  v  Cnrling    m  d 
Hoare  r  Hoare    m  d 
Wray  v  Wray    m  d  (short) 
Meinertzhagen  v  Walters    m  d 

(short) 
The  Corporation  of  London  t 

Sandon    o 
In  re  Andrew  Maroon's  Estate,. 

Finch  v  Maicon    f  c 
Davies  v  Thomas    m  d 
Cole  T  Mann    f  o 
Burgess  v  Burgess    m  d 
Oompertz  v  Kesait    m  d 
Povan  v  Walker    m  d 
Tomkins  v  Randell    m  d 
The    Ramsden   Mill   Co.     ^ 

Kamsden    f  c 
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Darby  TWilliunt    n 
Boty  ▼  Beaty    m  d 


I  d  (ihort)    Shafto  v  Batter    m  d 


COURT  OF  PKOBATE, 

COURT  FOR  DIVORCE  AND  MATRIMONIAL  CAUSES. 
SMinff*  in  and  after  Silary  Ttnit,  1871. 
Fall  Court  for  Divorce  and  Matrimonial  causes. 
Wednesday,  Jan.  18. 
Canses  withont  Juries. 
Wednesday,   Jan.  11;  Thursday,    12;  Friday.  13;  Satur- 
<Uy,  14;  Thursday,  19;  Friday,  20;  Saturday,  21;  Wednes- 
day, 25;  Thursday,  26;  Friday.  27;  Saturday,  28;  Wednes- 
day, Feb.  1:  Thursday,  2;  Friday,  3;  Saturday,  4. 

The  causes  in  the  Court  of  Probate  will  be  taken  first. 
Trials  by  Jury. 

Wednesday,  Feb.  8;  Thursday,  9;  Friday,  10;  Saturday, 
11;  Wednesday,  15;  Thursday,  16;  Friday,  17;  Saturday, 
18;  Wednesday,  22;  Thursday,  IS;  Friday,  24;  Saturday, 
25;  Wednesday,  March  1;  Thursday,  2;  Friday,  8:  Saturday, 
4;  Wednesday,  8',:  Thursday,  9;  Friciay,  10;  Saturday,  11; 
Wednesday,  15;  Thursday,  16;  Friday,  17;  Saturday,  18; 
Wednesday,  22;  Thursday,  23;  Friday,  24;  Saturday,  25. 

The  trials  by  jury  in  the  Court  of  Probate  will  be  taken 
first  unless  otherwise  ordered. 

The  judge  will  sit  in  chambers  for  summonaea  at  eleven 
o'clock,  and  in  court  for  motions  at  twelve  o'clock,  on 
Tuesday,  Jan.  17,  and  on  each  succeeding  Tuesday,  until 
Tuesday,  March  21,  inclusive. 

All  papers  for  motions  must  be  left  with  the  clerk  of 
the  papers  before  two  o'clock  on  the  preceding  Thursday 
before  the  motion  is  to  be  beard. 


PUBLIC  COHPAinES. 

OOTBBRMKHT  FaHDS. 
Liai  QcoTiiioir,  Jin.  13, 1S7I. 
/Vtm  (A<  Ofhlal  tiui  a/tht  actual  iativi  traiuoen-l. 


3  per  Cent.  ConsoU.  !)!| 
Ditto  for  Aoeoant.  F«b.  f.  ttl 
S  par  Cent.  Itodaee<1  M| 
New  Spar  Cant., SS| 
Do.  SI  percent.,  Jan.  'V4 
Do.  If  par  Cant.,  Jan.  '9i 
Do.  S  percent,,  Jan.  '78 
Annnftie*.  .Inn . 'SO — 


Annnlties,  April,  ■«» 

Do.  (Red  Sea  T. )  Ang;.  i  v>» 

Bx  Bills,  eiono,  —  per  Ct.  10  p  m 

Ditto,  £!tO<i,  Do  —  10  p  m 

nuco,  e  1 00  a  xion,  —  lo  p  m 

Bank  of  BsKlao'l  Sconk,  4i  per 

Ct.  (lait  hair-year)  iii 
Ditto  tor  Aoeoant. 


INDIAN  OOVEBNMUVT  SBOCTBITIBS. 


India  Stk..  IO4pCt.Apr.'I4,a0» 

Ditto  for  Account 

Ditto  aperCent.Jal7,'S0  110} 

Ditto  for  Aoeoant, — 

Ditto  *  perCcic,  Oot.  'M  101] 

Ditto,  ditto,  Csrtlllaatea,  — 

Olttn  Rnftuwd  Ppr.,  «  per  Cent.  W)i 


tnd.  Ear.Pr.,S  pC.,  Jaa.'7|  IflO 
Ditto,  tiper  Cant., May, '79  106) 
Ditto   Deoentaree,  per  Cent., 

April, 'et  — 
Do.  Do  ,  6  per  Gent.,  Aag.  '7S  lOS 
Do.  Bonds,  4  por  Ct.,  £  looo  10  p  m 
DItto.dltto,  nnder/tiooe,  JOpiu 


RAILWAY  STOCK. 


Shn.l 

Stock 
Stock 
Stock 
Stock 
lUock 
Stock 
Sloek 
Stock 
Stock 
Stock 
stock 
Stockl 
Stock 
Stockl 
Stock; 
Stock 
Stock' 
Stockl 
«oek 
Stock 
Stock! 
Stock; 
Slock 
Stock' 


Kallwayi. 


Bristol  and  Bxeter 

Caledoniaa 

Olaagow  an<l  Soatli-Wostorn  

Qreat  Eastern  Ordinary  Stock    

Do., Bait  Anglian  Stock,  No.  il  .... 
Great  I^orthorn    , 

Do.,  A  Stock*    , 

Oreat  joncliorn  and  Weaternof  Ireland 

Oreat  vreatern-Original 

Lanoaihire  and  Yorkshire   

Londoo,  BrlKliton,  and  South  Coast.. 

toadon*,  Chatham ,  and  Dover 

Loadouand  North-Weitern 

Ljpdoa  and  South- tvastern    

Manehaate r.Sheillold.and  Liuooln 

Uetropolitan 

Midland  

:jo.,  Birmingham  and  Ueror    

N.irth  British 

North  Loudun  , 

North  Stadordshirs 

aoaUi  uoroa , 

Soutb-Eaabora 

TairVale 


Paid.  Cloilng  prices. 


90 
88 
117 
41 

\k 
100 

7»» 
lUl 

49 

14 
UO 

9* 

41 

64 
IM 

too 

Ui 
IIS 

611 

M 

T6J 
16S 


*  A  raoaivea  no  dividend  antil  •  per  oeat.  baa  been  paid  to  B. 


MONBT  MABKBT  and  CiTT  iNTILLIOrNCR. 

There  is  still  the  same  disposition  on  the  part  of  holders  and 
investors  to   stay  their  bands  and  await  what  the  times  may 


bring  forth.  Speculative  sales,  ooiuequant  on  the  late  hi^ 
prices,  caused  some  decline  early  in  the  week.  Subnqaeoilr  t 
roooverr  took  place.  Consols  are  now  very  notably  ttrasj,  ai 
have  ajvanc)>d  to  92)  i.  Foreign  secaritiet  bnojrut,  ud  l^ 
railway  market  firm.  Hitherto,  though  prioet  hin  kipl  lii;h, 
the  amount  of  sales  has  been  small ;  this  week,  hoveTe,  hu 
witnessed  an  increase  of  btisinees. 

The  Bedford  and  Northampten  Railway  Compaq,  md? 
agreement  with  the  Midland  Railway  ComptnT,  >iminiii»  u 
issue  of  IS,000  deferred  shares,  in  1,500  certiflcates  o{  10  sbra 
each,  with  interest  secured  by  investment  in  ConnK  pslk; 
the  exercise  of  the  option  reserved  to  the  Midland  Eiilni 
Company.  Price,  £82  10s.  por  certificate,  equal  to  £8  k  pr 
sharo  ;  or,  les*  allowance.^  for  prepayment,  &c.,  £81  Si  p 
certificate,  equal  to  £&  2*.  61.  per  share.  The  Bodfori  ijd 
Northampton  Railway  is  a  line  of  twenty  miles,  oamplrau  i 
direct  route  V'l  the  Midland  Railway,  from  tbit  dutrict  M 
London.  The  line  is  to  be  worked  by  the  Midland  Compuytt 
SO  per  cent,  of  the  divisible  receipts. 


Mr.  Jacob  Henry  Tillett,  solicitar,  of  Norwich,  who  re  r- 
tumed  as  memher  for  that  city  several  months  ago,  htj  ies 
unseated  on  petition  by  tho  decision  of  Mr.  Justice  Kami. 

The  Earl  of  Ayleaford,  who  died  on  the  lOth  of  Jmaj.  ii 
lineally  descended  from  the  Hon.  Heneage  Finch,  seciadrstf 
the  firiit  Esrl  of  Nottingham,  who,  having  adopted  tin  fell 
profofwion,  attained  considerable  celebrity  at  the  bar.  ai  to 
appointed  Solicitor-General  in  Janusry,  1678,  from  wludi  jS^ 
he  was  removed  by  James  II.  in  1686,  and  was  aabwfKOT 
the  principal  of  those  eminent  advocates  who  defesu  if 
Seven  Bishops.  He  represented  the  Uuiversityof  Oiiotditii 
Convention  Parliament,  and  in  all  the  subsequent  Farliioe 
while  he  continued  a  commoner ;  and  being  chosen  on  tb]c: 
of  the  University  in  1702  to  compliment  Queen  Anne,  mu 
Majesty's  visit,  after  her  accession,  to  the  ancient  citj  of  Oi- 
ford,  he  was  elevated  to  the  peerage,  by  the  title  of  I/^t 
Ouemsev,  in  March,  1702—3 ;  and  on  the  acoesaian  of  Oiapw 
in  October,  I7U,  he  was  created  Earl  of  Ayleaford,  ben? » 
the  same  year  constituted  Chancellor  of  the  Dnchf  of^- 
oaster,  and  awom  of  the  Privy  Council.  His  Lordship  &i* 
June  22,  1719.  The  Christian  names  of  all  the  tab^«^ 
Earls  of  Aylesford,  including  the  present  Lord,  banw^- 
Heneage. 

Incorpobatbd  Law  Socibtt.— The  ewiity  lecture!  iii 
cclasses  are  unavoidably  postponed.  Thia  wUl  neee«ii«»  •« 
arrangements  which  will  be  aimauaoed  by  Mr.  ElphicitoiUi  u 
onveyancing  lecturer,  on  the  20th  inst. 


BIHTHS,  M&BRIABKS,  AHD  DBATBI. 

BIRTHS. 
Cbosss— On  Jan  10,  the  wife  of  Thomas  Neufvills  Cn»"' 

licitor,  of  a  daughter. 
OovLDSKiTH— On  Jan.  10,  at  Clifton,  the  wife  «f  S.  SiIK 

Oonldamith,  solicitor,  of  a  son.  »j.^i 

Laino — On  Jan.  8,  at  Orosvenor-Ti]ll^  Croxted-rosd,DwK-. 

the  wiie  of  Malcolm  Laing,  Esq.,  of  Lincoln' s-inn,  •s''"'' 

den-buildings.  Temple,  of  a  daughter. 
MAKBIAaES. 
Lanb— NoBBis— On  Jan.  6,  at  St.  Peter's  Church,  JU«"" 

wells,  Samuel  Alfred!  Lane,  of  32,  Esaex-street,  Stnsd,  kt- 

don,  solicitor,  to  Aimie,  widow  of  the  late  C.  H.  Nonis,  £q> 

of  Altrincham,  Cheshire. 

DEATHS. 
FUKSK— On  Jan.  6,  Sarah,  tho  wife  of  Henry  Fiaha,  o/  S«t 

port,  Salop,  solicitor. 
HoAKE— On  Jan  8,  at  40,  Oraett-terraoe,  Hyde-psri:,  On* 

Richard  Hotre,  barrister-at-law.  . 

PiARCE— On  Jan,  9,  John  Pearoe,  Esq.,  solicitor,  2,  a^ 

ton-terrace,  Southnelda,  Wandsworth. 
Watibpibld— On  Jan.  7,  at  South  She«i,  St.  Leoaaidi|<2 

Sea,  Charles  Watarfield,  barrister-at-law,  Ute  of  the  MidW 

Court  of  Bankruptcy,  aged  64. 

LONDON  GAZETTES. 
'WittdiBC-ap  of  Joint  Stack  ComptaiM. 

FBID4T.  Jan  6. 1*71. 

UsuHiTBit  IK  CBaaccaT.  ..    ^ 

St.  OeorRe  Advanre  Fond  Aasoelatioa  No.  S.-FetlUon  for«iwI<«  ^ 

pteaented  Dec  M.  directed  to  be  heard  before  the  Kaicer  o(  t>»  >^ 

on  Jan  14.    Harper.  Broad  *  Co,  Sood-lane,  aoUdton  fbr  tM ;« 

tloner. 

LiMiTSi)  IS  Caaiioaaw.  _,_.,„* 

Kanteoi  Consols  Ubilng  Company  (Umlted).— PetltloB  br  "''"iS 
presented  Deo  16,  directed  to  be  heard  belbra  the  Maaiar  of  t!it  m 
nn  Jan  14.  Freeborn,  Bneklersbory,  soUcHor  for  the  petltioaen  , 
Fatent  Bread  Kaehlnery  Oompany  (Umlted).— PetiliaB  lar  «*«''°<2 
preaented  Dec  n,  directed  to  be  heard  before  lbs  Haitar  at  tSe  Bw 
on  Jan  31.  Harcoort  *  Uscarlliar,  Msoi(ate-at,  aolioiton  w> 
petitioners. 
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SktOeM  Mei>l  Comptny  (Llmilcd).— PMiiion  for  winding  up.  pnMnted 
taiS  directed  to  b*  hetrd  before  the  Mexter  nf  the  Rolli  Oi>  Jm  U. 
ratmk,  Thittdiuedlc-it.  Mlldtor  for  the  peiltiomn. 

TonoiT,  Jmi.  10,  U7I. 

LlMITlD  ■»  CUAUCKT. 

Wffttiir  H Ininr  Oompenjr  (Ltinitad).— Petition  for  vlndlnK  a;,  pre- 
Mstcd  Jtn  7,  directed  to  he  hatrd  befbre  Vice-Ohinceltor  Btcoo  on 
Jul  II.   Thoinee  (t  Hblltan,  MincinR-lne,  aoliciton  for  me  petl- 

tiooen. 

STAMIUUSS  or  COUKWALl. 

Fbisat,  Jtn.  6,  1(71. 
CmUm  y«u  Mininc  Oompwi^.— Potition  for  windlDK  np ,  preean  ted 
Dk  ».  directed  to  be  heard  before  the  Vice-Warden,  el  the  Princo'a 
Hall,  Tmro,  on  Ttitinday,  Feb  S  at  1.  IffldaTita  intended  to  be  need 
tttlwIteaTiBg,  In  epposltion  to  the  petition,  muit  be  filed  at  the  Re- 
ciUnr'aolBce,  Tmro,  on  or  kefore  Jan  31,  and  notice  thereof  muat, 
>i  tiK  Mme  time,  be  KiTcn  to  tlie  petitioner,  hiaaolicitar,or  hi<  agenta. 
Bc4(e  t  Co,  Tniro ;  agenu  fer  Dowtiinf,  Rednitb,  pettttoner'a  aoU- 
citor. 

Friendly  Sodetiet  DiMolrad. 

FaiDiT,  Jan.  6,  1871. 
Enll  FroTidenl  Friendly  Sodety,  Wett-ft,  Swell,  Snrrer.    Jan  4. 

TnnsAT,  Jan.  10,  ISTI. 
Xueeeu  Frlendlj  Sooietr.  OM  Inn,  Uaiuucan,  Cornwall.    Jan  C. 

CnditMs  nndtr  Xitatas  in  Cluvuwy. 

Zart  Dof  of  ProoJ. 
I''Bn>aT,  Jan.  6, 1871. 
Jonn.  Robert  Ctaai,  Wblte  Hoow,  Fishery,  Hacknej.    Feb  3.    Serrey 
r  Lrcc,  V.C.  Stuart    Scott,  Baaingball-et. 

TcODAT,  Jan.  10, 1871. 
Bnm,  Wn,  Preiton,  Lancaiter,  Gent    Jan  28.    Cowell    v  Brown . 

Dimici  Besistrtr,  Praatoo. 
IViCKt,  Out,  Banshtoii,  Salop,  Fanner.    Jan  11.    Owen  e  Peacock, 

V.C  lUllnj.    Parioa,  Omatry. 

Cnditon  under  S2  it  SS  Tiet  eap.  ZS. 
lout  Day  of  Clatm. 
FaiDAt,  Jan.  8, 1871. 
><nit<l,Jii«pli.  Portamonth,  Uanta,Tobacconl«t.    March  I.    Ooniint. 
>«<a,leTjohn,  Upper  Tnlee-bill,  Norwood,  Independent  Hlnitter. 
ifil  I.  VInter  ft  Co.  Bedford-row. 
Onn,)gnphWm,Cbeahatn,  Boddnffbam,  Gent.    Marcli  IS.    FraacIa 
kBee.aeaham. 
Bmet.  llaili,  Gt  BUnts,  BnttsbniT,  Eaaex.    Feb  6.    Wo«lard,BUl- 
enaj. 

B>m  Uth,  'WolTerbanipton,  Stalbrd.  Feb  t2.  Biley,  WelTer- 
'u.ne.Suit.WolTerhampton,  Stafford.  Feb  St,  Rtley,  WolTerhaap. 
»^a«,noi,  Kingaton-npon  Hnll,  Tanner.  Marcb  I.  Holden  fc  Son*, 

Biilo.  E4wd  Edwd,  Crobam,  Croydon,  Surrey,  Eiq.    Jan  tl.    Hogan, 

MinioVltae,  Cannon-at. 
Bnim,  Cbaa,  Bmnamiek  -ereacent,  Camberwall,  Gent.    Feb  I .    lOller 

»S«iltli,WaUiBg.at. 
■m.  Joeeph,  Stasnlogley,  Tork,  Ironfoonder.     Feb  30.     Simpaoo, 

laew. 

'i^Joaepb,  UaeeleaOeld.  Cheater,  Grocer.    March  1.    Hand,  Uacclea- 

flew. 

■><aeT,  Miebael,  W»t  Cowes,  lale  of  Wight,  Sbipbnilder.    Uaicb  1. 

»"«.  Seaport. 
'*am.  Ana,  Hertoo-rd.  Wimbledon.    Maroh  34.    Parker  *  CUrke, 

St  Mieliaei'».«Uey,  Cninbill. 
'•>.  John  Eiherington   VTelch.  Hendre,  Moomontb,  £tq.    March  1. 

M*rkbr  *  Co,  New-eq,  L.incein'B-ian. 
™nr.Cbarlotle  AgneaAnnFlexmaB,  Exeter.    Feb(.    IConntford  k 

Co,  Exeter. 
'^taLF''**'''  ^'  '^o'"**'  Jamaica.    Jaly  I.    Clayton.  Laacattar-pl, 

[uclua.  WiB,  Brineton.  StaObrd,  Oept.    Feb  4.    Liddle,  Newport. 
••uer,  Thoe.  Matlock  Bath,  Derby,  Hoeeom  Fropriator.    Feb    1. 

Harwird,  Wlrkawortta. 
'■ni.TliaiFrta.Altbonw.nrUaldon.Geeaz,  Eaq.   Marob  1.    Frwb- 

tale.  B«ik-bld«s. 

•eete.Tho«.  rembary.rd.  Lower  C'apton,  Eaq.    March  1 .    Oorerdala 
,kCe.Beft)cd-row. 

•nle,  Tkaa^  CbndMgb,    Deron,  Eaq.     Feb  8.    Jloantiord  fc  Co, 

Meter. 

TviaDAT,  Jan.  10, 1871. 
Vm,  Riehaid.  Fnllbrook,  Oxford,  Baker.    Feb  I».    Price  *  8on> 

■orferd. 

i^id,  Tn,  Dndley,  Woraetter,  Gent.    Uarob  I.    Sandera  kSoUUi, 

uwlley. 

Mey.  Ellen.  Oztia  Hall,  Woodchtarch,  Cheater.    Feb  25.    Cocke  It 

«",  Briitol. 

"■ne.  Jai  Oxley,  Brlatol,  AceonnUnt.    Uaroh  I.    Haaraa  k,  Bow- 
■en.Briatol. 

"^  Sarak,  Chtrlea-at,  FortiDan-tq.    Feb  IS.    WUklnt,  King'a- 
•»»-yerd. 
Mhn,  BtOard,  Derby.  Elattio  Web  Mannfactarer.    Feb  I.    George 


P>>  Ckte  Fetter,  Kiagatoo-npon-Holl,  Engineer.   March  >l.   Uolden 

pJw,  Ball. 

^"■i^Tlite,MarMatbew,LlanhebUg,  Camarron.    Feb  U.    Jonet, 

^.Jehii  Ileatbeote,  Leek,  Stafford,  Gent.    Uarch  S8.    WmAUen, 

■*^>  Hy.  Long'i  Houl,  New  Bond-it,  Esq.    Feb  31.    Gwilt,  Craren. 

^'By  Chaa  Dudley,  Hanptoa  Lodge,  nr  Famham,  Sotrey,  Eaq. 
**>»■  iriebtU»Oe,Boward-tt,  Strand. 


Long,  Hy  Ltwea.  Hampton  Lodge,  nr  Fambam,  Snrrey,  Etq.    Feb  tl. 

Nicboll  k  C(  .Howard  St,  Strand. 
Mardon,  TboaTod,  Wimpole-at,  Eaq.    April  «.    Malthewt,  Prineee^t, 

Wettminiter. 
Page,  Mary,  Ware,  Hertford,  Barge  Carrier.  Feb  4.     Speaca  ft  Hawka 

Hortford. 
Schwartz.  Rer  Angoat  Ferdinand  Carl,  Stmthmore-gardeat,  KeoainKton^ 

D.D.    Jan  31.    Tnwnie y  ft  Ganl,  Greaham-bldga.  Baainghall-at. 
Taylor,  Chas  Geo,  Frensham-hlll,  nr  Farnham,  Snrrey,  Eaq.    Feb  U. 

Hill  ft  Co.  Brighton. 
Wainwright,  Wm,  Lpool,  Wine  Dealer.    Feb  30.    Cotton.  Lpool. 

Bankmptt. 

PaiDAT,  Jan.  6.  1871. 

Under  the  Bankruptcy  Act,  1869. 

Creditora  mnit  forward  their  proob  of  debta  to  the  Reglatrar. 

To  Surrender  in  London. 

JeffHes,  Geo  Flub,  Praed-st,  Faddington,  Grocer.     Pet  Jan  i.      Pepyt. 

Jan  34  at  11.30. 
Spooner,  Mary  Ann.  Mile  End-rd,  Widow.     Pet  Jan  3.    Haxlltt.     Jan 

n  at  1.30. 

To  Snrrender  in  the  Conntry. 
Clarkaon,  Wro.  Jon,  Pndaey,  Tork,  Stone  Merchant.  Pet  Dee  31.  Daniel. 

Bradford,  Jtn  13  at  9. 
Crocker,  Hy,  Torquay,  Deron,  no  bntineaa.    Pet  Jan  3.    Daw.    Exeter, 

Jtn  17  tt  II. 
Cnrtiat,  Thoe  Olirer.  Cheltenham.  Glonceater,  Leatberaeller.    Pet  Dee 

31 .    Gale.    Cheltenbam,  Jan  17  tt  1 1. 
Gatehonte,  Chaa,  Birkenhead,  Cheater,  Brewer.      Pet  Jan  3.    Waaon. 

BIrlieDhead,  Jan  18  at  10. 
Joas.  Jaa  Barron,  South  Shieldt,  Dnrbam,  Ship  Chandler,      Pet  Jan  4. 

Mortimer.    Newcasile,  Jan  17  at  II. 
Mote.  John,  Ely.  Miller.      Pet  Dec  31.      Eaden.      Cambridge,  Jaa  31 

at  13. 
Monlton,  Harry  Jaa.  BIrm,  Picture  Frame  Uaanfaetiuer.     Pat  Jan  3 

Cliaontler.    Birm,  Jan  ii  at  11. 
Smith.  Wm,  CItyton-le-Moort,  Lanouter,  Grocer.    Pet  Jan  3.    Bolton. 

Blacltbum,  Jtn  18  at  11. 

TiianAT.  Jan.  10. 1871. 

l.'nder  the  Bankruptcy  Act,  1869. 

Credit  n  mutt  forward  their  proob  of  debta  to  the  Kegiatrar. 

To  Snrrender  in  London. 

Bnlmer,  Geo  Edwda,  Accra   Wharf,  Kotherhithe,  Clerk.      Pet  Jan-  3. 

I'epya.    Jan  2}  at  I . 
Comkee,  Ahraliam,  Tyndale-pl.  Upper^t,  lallngton.  Builder.   Pel  Jan  6. 

Haxlltt.    Jtn  34  tl  13. 
BenderaoQ,  Thoa,  Faternotter-row.  Silk  Mannlkctarer,     Pet  Deo  ISi 

Mnmy.    Jan  30  at  II. 
Wiggina,  Walter,  Nag'e  Head-ct.  Lloenaed  VIetnalier.       Pet  Jan'  •. 
Hailitt.    Feb  1  at  II. 

To  Snrrender  in  the  Country. 
Beckwitb.  By,  Lpool.  Merchant.     Pet  Jan  6.    Wataon.     Lpool.  Jaa  M 

at  3. 
Dawaon,  Roger,  Cheltenham,  Glonceater.  Solicitor.     Pet  Jan  6.     Gala. 

Cheltenham,  Jan  31  at  1 1 . 
Suffleld.Wni.  York,  Coal  Dealer.    Pet  Jan  7.    Perklna.     Tork,  Jan  IS 

at  II. 
Sykee,  Tboa  Taylor,  Slaithwalte,  Tork,  Woollen  Mannlkctnrer.   Pet  Jan- 

fe.    Jonea,Jim.    Hnddcra&eld,  Jan3S  at  11. 

BANKU0PT0IE8  ANNULLED. 
FatSAT,  Jan.  6,  1871. 
Barwla,  Chat,  Blackpool,  Lancaater.  Hotel  Keeper.    Jaa  3. 

ToaaDAT,  Jan.  1«,  1371. 
La  Patonrel,  W.,  Waterloo,  Lancaiter.    Jan  6. 

UqwdUioii  by  AmuiKfitteiit. 

FIRST  MEETINGS  OF  CREDITORS. 

FaiDAT,  Jan.  6, 1871. 

Abba,  Franeia.  jun.  Taabnrgh,  Norlblk,  Carpenter.    Jan  II  at  Il.at- 

oOce  of  Stanley,  Bank-plain,  Jiorwicb. 
Arroatrong,  John,  ft  John  Chaa  Amatrong,  South  Shiefda,  Durham,. 

ManafactDrara,    Jan  -it  at  1 1,  at  offleea  of  Hodge  ft  Harle,  WeUtaig- 

ton-pi.  Ptigrim-at,  Kewcaatla  npon-Tyne. 
Atklna,  Wm  Hy,  Binn,  Jeweller.    Jan  30  at  11,  at  offioe  of  WalteTr 

Weaman-row,  St  Mary-aq,  Blrm. 
Benna,  John,  Acle,  Norfolk,  Wherryman.    Jan  10  at  13,  at  offleea  of 

Stdd.  Cburch'tt.  Norwich. 
Biven,  Wm  Jas,  Tamworth,  Warwick,  Leather  Dealer.    Jan  13  at  13,  at 

office  of  OroTe,  Bennett'a-hlll,  Birm. 
Bray,  Geo,  Ptnlton.  Someraet,  Conltetioner.     Jan  It  at  1,  at  office  e( 

Pearvon,  Cily-chambera,  Nicholaa-tt,  Briatol. 
Bnrt.  Arthur,  Aaton,  nr  Blrm,  Spoon  Manufiietnrer.  Jan  l(  at  t,  at 

olBce  of  Anaell,  Temple-it,  Birm. 
Carralbera,  Robi,  Lpool,  Draper.    Jan  19  at  It.  at  office  of  Barker,. 

Clayton-'M),  Lpool. 
Cook,  Rnbt  Thoe,  Norwich,  Sutloner.    Jan  It  at  It,  at  office  of  Sadd, 

Churcb-at,  Norwich, 
Cohen,  Moea,  HIgh-ai.  Oamden-town,  Clothier.    Jaa  SI  at  It,  at  office  or 

Beard,  Baalnghall-st. 
Craig,  Jaa,  Rhyl,  Flint,  Bootmaker.    Jan  17  at  It,  at  office  of  WilUama , 

Watcr-st,  Rhyl. 
Dagley.  Oewald,  Eaat-rd,  Hoxton,  OOman.    Jan  3t  at  3,  at  offleea  of 

Hareonrt  ft  M4carthnr,  Moorgtte-at. 
Dear,  Fredk  Chaa,  Hertfoid,  Draper.   Jan  It  at  11,  at  the  Chamber  ot 

Commerce,  Cheapeide.    Parker  ft  Co,  st  Paui'a-chatchyard. 
Doweil,  Jaa,  Rhyl,  Flint,  Iroamonger.    Jan  17  al  3,  at  the  Dndley  Arm* 

Hotel,  Bliyl.    Willlama,  Market-at,  Rhyl. 
Firkin,  Hy.  Smetbwiok.  Stafford,  Commercial  Clerk.     Jaa  18  at  2,  at 

oflloe  of  Barton,  Union-paaaage,  Biraa. 
Foatar,  Fredk,  Wiochetter,  Hanu.  Painter.    Jan  It  at  tt,  at  the  Royal 

Hotel,  Wlacheater.   Goawin,  Themaa-at,  WIncbaater. 
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FrMotnUe,  John,  Borfebrtdse-miC,  Kioenomhoine.  lUnO,  Miller.  Jan 

19  at  I,  at  the  Grosreoor  Amu  Hotel,  StuckbrtdKe.    Klllby,  Soath- 

ampton. 
Gill,  JobD,  HnddenSeld,  York,  Icnkeeper.    Jan  19  at  il ,  at  the  Conntjr 

ODurt,  RnddenBolil. 
Hodson,  John,  BUclcbum,  Lancaster.  Joiner.    Jan  17  at  3,  at  offlceof 

Turner.  King-It,  Blackburn.    Ua.kbaaae,  Blnckbnm. 
Hoehiu.  Ssml,  Crewe  Town,  Cheiter,  Bootmaker.    Jan  20  at  3,  at  Taof 

ple-ch«inber»,  Oftk-st,  Crewe  Town.    Cooke. 
Hnme.  Hamilton,  Trinitytenace,  BeisborouKh-Eardena,  FlaiUco,Aalbar. 

Jan  !f  at  1,  at  olBce  of  Koae,  Sall»bury-at.  Strand. 
Japha.  Wm  John,  Erertoo,  Lpool,  Licensed  Victaallcr.    Jan  19  at  12,  at 

the  Law  Association  Kooma,  Oook-at,  Lpool.    Atkinson  ft  Co,  Lirer- 

pool. 
LeaTe.ley,  Ja5,  Jas  Bates,  \  J"«eph  Barfoot,  Leicester,  Shoe  Maunfac- 

tnrers.    Jan  18  at  11,  at  office  of  Harvey,  PucklinstonVwalk,  Lei- 

oesur. 
Lewla,  Tlios,  Btrm,  Tailor.    Jan  27  at  3,  tt  oBce  of  Rowlands,  Ann-st, 

BIrm. 
Lyce  t,  Wm,  Wharton,  Chester,  Salt  Mannfactarer.    Jan  19  at  II,  at 

the  Koyal  Uotvl,  Crewe.    Green,  Xortliwlch. 
McKinnell,  John,  Fenzance,  Cornwall.  Trarellin|{  Draper.   Jan  ISatll, 

at  offlce  of  Trythall,  Clar«nee.5t,  Penzaooe. 
Moaa,  Joel,  Northampton,  Clothier.     Jan  23  at  19,  at  the  Swan  Inn, 

DernKate.  Nortnampton. 
NIcboll.  Alex,  Little  Hebbb  Mill,  Halifax,  York.  Worsted  Spinner.    Jan 

IK  at  8,  at  offices  nf  Wanll  k  Co,  Georte-st,  Halifax. 
I'etrie,  John  OhUbrd,  Lower  Edmonton,  Commission  Merchant.    Feb  3 

at  1.30,  at  offlce  nt  Cramp,  PhDput-lane. 
Pilkiniton,  Tboa  Peacock,  tiheffleld,  Join-ra'  Tool  Hanafactnrer.    Jan 

16  at  1 1,  at  the  Assembly-bld((B,  Norfolk-st,  ShclBeld.    Frctson,  Shef- 

fleld. 
Plumb,  Tyms,  Mottimer-Bt,  Tailor.    Jan  19  at  It,  at  office  of  Jndge, 

LincolfiVinn-fielda. 
Potter.  John,  KatoVbill,  Dudley,  Worcester,  Engineer.    Jan  93  at  II, 

at  offlce  of  Forrest,  Chun:h-at,  Oldbury, 
Ranlord,  John  Lees,  Lewlsbam.  Kent,  Fly  Proprietor.    Jan  19  at  2,  at 

office  of  hook.  Qaeen  Elizabeth-row,  Greenwich. 
Saniter.  Cbas,  Soathampton,  Coal  Merchant.    Feb  I  at  12,  at  offlce  of 

Deacon  &  Pearce.  Castle-lane.  Southampton. 
Sherman,  Robt,  Aberdnre,  Glamor^jHn,  Draper.      Jan   17  at  1.30,  at 

ufHces  of  Harris  Sc  Tajlur,  Uigh-it.  Merthyr  Tydfli. 
Sinter.  Ciias  Albert,  Honley-onThames.  Oxford,  Oiocer.    Jan  20  at  3, 

at  offices  rf  Bath  fe  Co,  King  Williamst. 
Smith,  Tbos,  Asion-pk,  Birm,  Grocer.    Jan  IS  at  II,  at  offices  of  Taylor, 

Waierloo-kt,  llirm. 
Spiklns,  Geo,  KinEitnn  npon-Hnll,  Cabinet  Maker.    Jan  19  at  P,  at 

offices  of  Lee  &  Tliorney,  Parllament-si,  Kingston-apon.Hnll. 
Strange,  Robt,  Union  »t,  Sonthwark,  Provision  Dealer.    Jan  21  at  S,  at 

offices  of  Wickens,  Palmerston-bidgs,  Old  Bnad-st. 
Tait,  John,  TunsUII,  Stafford,  Grocer.    Jan  18  at  I,  at  the  Oopeland 
I  rArms,  Stoke-npon-Trent. 
Tipper,  Reuben  Matthew,  Hanler,  Stafford,  Grease  Herohant.    Jan  16 

at  ll,ai  the  Klnt'sHead  Inn,\Vorcester-st,  Birm.   Tennant,  Hanley. 
Tobnit.  John,  Clarendon-rd,  Noiting-hill,  Hay  Dealer.    Jan  20  at  3,  at 

13,  HoUes-9t.  CaTcndloh-sq.    Underwaod  k  Coleman. 
Vakefleld.  Thos,  Amington,  nr  Tamwortb,  Warwick.  Licenied  Victu- 
aller.   Jan  36  at  3,  at  office  of  Parry,  Bennelt's-bill,  BIrm. 
Wlnntngton,  Thos,  Crewe  Town,  Cbebter,  Draper.    Jan  20   at  11,  at 

offices  of  Cooke,  Temple^bambers,  Oik-st,  Crewe  Town. 
Ti;t>>DsT,  Jan.  lO,  18T1. 
Anell,  John.  Lpool,  Boot  Mannfactnrer.    Jan  31  at  >,  at  offices  of  Har- 

mood,  Banner,  &  Son,  North  John-st,  Lpocl.    Samuel,  Lpool. 
Barrett,  Edmuzid  Chas,  ItonpelUt,  Cross-st,  Blackfrlars.Td,  Macbiua 

Printer.    Jan  19  at  1 1 ,  nt  offlce  of  Crump,  Ohaneery-lane. 
Baxter,  Abraham,  Oidham,  Lanoaiter,  Tobacconist.    Jan  26  at  3.30,  at 

the  Aneel  lioicl,  Hlgh-sc,  Uldham.    Redfern  It  Son,  Oldham, 
Beach,  Wm  Hewer,  Gloucester,  Shipowner.    Jan  23  at  12,  at  offl.e  af 

Cooke.  I'iit-st,  Glonosster.  • 

Besly,  JiOm,  Devonport,  DeTon,  Secretary.    Jan  20  at  12,  at  offlceaof 

Sole  &  Gin,  tit  Aubyu-st,  Deronport. 
Bidden.  Ann,  and  Waltv  Biddell.  Hivh^t,  Croydon,  Cooka,    Jan  20  at 

2,  at  offlcea  of  SaUunan,  Sit  Swittain's-lana, 

Biddell,  Walter,  lligh-sl,  Croydun,  Cook.  Jan  21  at  12.30,  at  the 
Green  Dragon,  Ulgh-st,  Croydon.    Salaman,  St  Swithln'a-lane. 

lilick,  Geo,  Bowling-green-Une,  Clerkenweil,  Baker.  J«n  23  at  It,  at 
office  of  Mackay,  Worship-st,  Finsbury. 

Branch,  Fredk  Medmeo,  Birkby,  nr  Hnddersfleld,  York,  Bookkeeper. 
Jan  23  at  1 1,  at  ofHcee  of  Sykea,  Market-walk.  HadderaSeld. 

Brennaud,  John,  Burnley,  Lancaster,  Cotton  Manufacturer.    Jan  20  at 

3,  at  offices  ot  Rowley,  Page,  li.  Rowley,  Clarenoe-bldgi,  Booth-etreet, 

Brown.  Joseph,  Carlisle,  Miller.    Jan  24  at  1,  at  «Oe«  of  Monnsey, 

Ca.Ue-st.  Carlisle. 
Cnrtis,  lly,  Cbewton  Mendip,  Sonerset,  Wine  klercbsnt.    Jan  23  at  12, 

at  offlce  of  Miller,  Nlchola>-st,  Bristol. 
Caiteii,  Wm.  Buxwortta,  Northaiapton,  Farmer.    Feb  I  at  12,  at  tb« 

Swan  Inn,  Northaotpton. 
Oonpe.  Robt.  Alderabnt,  Sonhamptan,  Dyer.    Jan  24  at  3,  at  offloe  of 

B«yley,  Siatlon-rd,  Tictnria-rd,  Aldershot. 
Dalby,  J>Mi,h,  Bradlord,  York,  Fruit  Dealer.    Jan  33  at  10,  at  office  of 

Atkinson.  Drewton-st.    RbtKlea. 
Daries,  Darid,  Treforest,  Glamorgan,  Shoemaker.    Jan  23  at  9,  at  offlce 

of  'lliouiu'*,  Mill-sc.  Pontypridd. 
Qyke,  Wui,  Cardiff.  Draper.    Jan  23  at  3,  at  offices  of  Barnard  <tCo, 

CriKkhei  blown,  Cardiff.     Williams,  Cardiff. 
Flemniii.g,  Ihos  Uy,  Freshford,  nrBath,  Someraet, M.D.   Jan  U  at  II, 

at  olllcca  of  PococK  A  Son,  Unlon-st,  Bath.    Wilton. 
Galletly,  Geo,  ft  Hy  Campbell,  Lpool,  Brewer*.    Jan  24  at  3,  at  oDoe 

of  Nordon,  Ccok-st,  Lpool. 
Grant,  Ttaoe  Linley,]uB,  Bath,  1st  Lleotenant  Royal  Marlnea.    Jan  20 

at  II,  at  office  of  Bartmm,  HortbnmberhuMl.bldgs,  Bath. 
Haines,  Wm  John,  Bristol,  Tin-pUte  Worker.    Jan  21  at  12,  at  offioe  of 

Paraiins,  Athenisum .chambers,  Nicholas  st,  Bristol. 
Hall,  Wm ,  South  shields.  Dnrbam,  Bootmaker.    Feb  3  at  2,  at  office  of 

Duncan,  Klng-«t,  Sonth  Shields. 
Bamel,  Leopold,  Nottingham,  Lace  Mannfactnrer.  Jan  20  at  2,  at  offices 

of  Wells  *  Jlind,  Fletcher-gate,  NutUngbam. 
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Hancock,  John.  Leeds  Cliemlst.  Jan  20  at  1!,  at  oOce  of  3piint,Cii: 

Parxde,  l.«eda. 
Hsrrlwn.  John,  Manch.  Cnmm  Agent.    Jan  26  at  8,  atoBicesofSim: 

tt  Co,  Fountain  St.  Manch. 
Henderson.  Alex,  Middlesbrough,  York,  Samoa.    Jsail  iill,ait!i! 

station  Hotel.  Middlesbrough.     Bainbndge. 
Hodgin,  Tboa.  Manch,  Worsted  Yarn  Agent.    Jan  Stat  ll.stoHsit! 

Payne  A  Gallowav,  Braxanno«e-st,  Manch. 
Holilngsworth,  liichd,  Birm,  Grocer.    Jan  23  at  12,  at  the  Aeon  HkC 

Tem;>le-st,  Birm. 
Hollyoak,  John,  vvm  Hollyoak,  and  Joseph  Hollyeak,  WesibnoRi:. 

Briclimskers.   Jan  20  at   II,  at  offices  of  Taylor,  WsterkMtrM, 

Birmingham. 
Hngbes,  Annie,  OnllJforJ,  Surrey,  Newipaper  PioprletreM.  iatc 

1,  at  office  of  SttrTv'ns.  Portsmouth-rd,  Guildford. 
Ingoidby,  Harry,  N'ottmgham,  Tobacco  Dealer.    Jan  23  at  l2,uofi-' 

of  Belk.  High-pavement,  Nouingham. 
Jarkson,  Wm,  Snulh-st,  Walworih,  Grocer.    Jan  2J  at  J,  it  tBm'i 

Keene  A  MsrAlunii.  Txwer  Thsraes-st. 
Kiellor,  John,  Chiswick,  Baker.    Jan  33  St  12,  at  M,  Usrk-lus.  Ml 

Lloyd.  Bloomabury-sq.  _, 

Eeilor,  Robt  Wm,  W'alwortb-rd,  Unandnper.  Jan27st:,>trcK('r 

Uall,  Little  Tri«itr->ane.    Pritchard  k  Engledeld. 
Lesser,  Nathan,  Dudley,  Worcester,  Boot  Msnufacinrer.  Jin!Ji:!.u 

the  Gt  Western  Hotel,  Manmouth-st,  Birm.    Parry,  Birm. 
Lloyd,  Tims  Uy,  Manch,  Tailor.    Jan  23  at3,  stolBcaoiEtJic:. 

Criiss-st,  Manch. 
Lockyer,  Fredk,  Manch,  Cotton  Mannfiutnrer.    Jaa23  at  3,  KAaH 

Sale  &  Co,  Boo'le-.t.  Manch.  , 

Lukey,  Marian  Adrline,    Victoria  Park  Station  Rcfireshmeatiw. 'u 

17  at  2,  at  1 1,  Co:emao->t. 
Mensforth,  EilwanI,  Hrndford,  York,  Deeoratiw  Palnttr.    Jsalim-. 

at  oOices  of  lU'  le,  Dewhirst-bldgs,  Brndfotd. 
Miffat,  Bowland,  Kenniogion-pk-rd,  Colonel.    Jan  21  atH,stol»« 

Mackreih,  Cornhill.  _ 

Napier,  Wm  Robert,  Sslfbrd,  Lancaster,  Baker.   Jan20at},tto9ie 

of  Needham,  York-st,  Manch. 
Norris,  Jas,  New  Unshey,  Hertford,  out  of  bttsisesa.  JsoMull,c 

offices  of  Howell,  Cheapside. 
Oakes,  Thos  Cooksey,  Gateshead,  Darbam,  Brewer.  Jaa  II  i:  1. 1- 

offl:ei  of  Kcoilyside  ft  Forster,  Gralnger-st  West. 
Ogden,  Geo  lly,  Bangor.  Carnarvon,  Toy  Dealer.    Jan  20  ttl.B'- 

Railway  Hotel.  Bancor.    Jones,  Menai-bridge. 
Osmond,  Hy  Thos,  Aldershot,  Southampton,  Cook.    Jsa  23al  J.n** 

of  Bayley,  SrsUon-rd,  Aldershot. 
Palmer,Ja«ph  Thos.  Reading,  Berks,  Bntoher.    Jan23atll,i>aii> 

of  Clarke  k  Weedon,  Friarnit,  Reading.  ,  , , 

Plumb,  Tyrus.  MorUmrr  st.  Tailor.    Jan  19  M  12,  St  offices  sf  Jiir> 

Lincoln's. inn-tlelda.  ^    .  , 

Porter,   Edwin,  Uerridge,  Somerset^  out  of  business,   JaaKstl.a 

offices  of  Wotton  k  Co,  Bristol.     Reed  k  CkMk,  Bridgwater. 
Fouuder,  Samuel,  Ilkeston,  Derby,  Licensed  Victualler 

at  offices  of  Kaely,  Old  Market-st,  Nottingham. 
Frodger,  Edward,  F.aatbonrne,  Sussex,   Bailder.    Jan  27ati,Ki» 

Anchor  Hotel,  Esstbonme.    Brown,  . 

Pnllinger,  Jaa,  OrysUl  Palace-rd,  East  Dnlsrlcb,  Pablicsn.  J>tB>- 

l2,sioflleesof  Maekreth,  Oomhill. 
Rtcbacdaon,  Fredk,  and  Samuel  OUver  Richardson,  Moergate^i,  H>|^ 

ware  Merehsnu.    Jsn  27  at  2,  at  the  OiUldluU  CoffK-ho  nse.  Ius«- 

Clilford's-bin.  .,  ... 

Bobett^Vm.Ki)derminat•r,  Worcester,  Coach  Bailder.  Jsa:i»'- 

Bt  Offices  of  Prior,  Church-st,  Kidderminster. 
Sampson,  David  Ebeneser,  Vanxhsll-walk,  Lsmbetta,  Wool<ii|  Xo- 

lacturer.      Jan  24  st  1 1 .  at  ( fflces  ol  Buckler,  Old  Jewry. 
Steel,  John,  Monkwearmouth  Shore,  Durham,  Oil  Merchant.  Juu" 

1 2,  st  offioea  of  Steel,  Lambton^t,  Sunderland. 
Sntellffe,Jaaeph,Sowectiy  Bridge,  York,  Joiner.    Jsa  23  at.l,  u  w* 

of  Sntcllffo,  Townhall,  Sowerby-bridge.  ^^ 

TSylor,  LydU  Sophia,  and  Hannah  Taylor,  Wolverbamptoo,  Slffi". 

Milliners.    Jan  23  at  II,  at  efflces  of  Creaawell,  Bilstoa^,""'' 

bsmpton.  ^    ,, ,. 

Thompson,  Geo,  Balsall-bealh,  Woroeater,  Bailder.   Jan»Bi>'>- 

offioea of  Stnsbe ft  Fowke,  Waterloo-et. Birm.  ^  .j. 

Treglllus.  Cbas,  Horr^ridge,  Devon,  Millar.    Jaa  24  stl,ut»»^ 

Hotel,  Bsdford-st,  Plymouth.  ^^ 

Tnmer,  Thos,  Leeds,  Butcher.    Jan  30  at  3,  st  officss  otSlDpsM,  »"* 

Yidcera,  Clsienee Edwsrd,  Guildford,  Surey.  Hsnsger.   JaaiDsi:.* 

the  White  Lioo  Hotel,  Guildford.    Lovstt,  GaUdlbrd. 
Wsltn*.  Daniel,  Lenghor,  Glamorgan,  Tailor.    Jan  21  at  12,  «S  »= 

ofBsrnsrdftCo,Templs-st,  Swansea.    Snesd,  Llanelly.  ^ 

Ward,  Robert  Walter,  Lalceater,  Printer.    Jsn  33  st  I,  si  oDos  • 

Owston,  Friar-lane,  Letoesler.  -._j». 

Wolsteneroft,  Joseph,  Spring  Brook,  Ohoddertoo,  LsaessKr,  Bl«a^ 

Jsn  20  st  3,  st  the  Angel  Betel,  Msrket-at,  Hsnch.    Roscoe,  AW 

onder-Lyne.  _^, 

Wood,  Hr,  Warrington,  Lsncaster,  Printar.     Jsn  20  at  U,  at  oBM ' 

Satton,  Borsemarket-at,  Warrington.    Dsvles  ft  Brook. 
Wood,ThosHy,High-st,  Croydon,    no  oeenpstUn.   Jaa  12  at  >•  ■ 

offlcea  of  Manhail,  Hatton-gtrden.  .    .,  „  • 

Woodbridge, Fredk,  Graham-rd.  Dalaton,ontolbasinsas.  Jaa»ii> 

at  offices  of  Ferry,  Gnildhail-ohambers,  Baaingball-et.  ,  .,  . 

Wright,  Richard  By.  Gt  Barfbrd,  B«lfbrd,  Draper.    Jaa  21tti,« 

offlcea  cf  Stlouon,  Hill-st,  Bedford. 
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KOnOB  OF  BEUOYAL.— 7A«  Ofie*  af  thit  Jovbmal 
Mi  tf  tht  WaiKLT  Bbpobtbr  m  now  at  12,  CMt't-tourt, 
Cvty-ttrttt,  W.C. 

V»  Stilimptim  ta  th$  Souoitobs'  Jovbnal  m— Tbwn,  26*., 
Ccmtry  28i.;  »>(&  (A«  Wbbiu.t  Rbpobtbb,  52«,  Paymtnt 
M  afeoM*  ituludM  Doublt  Numb*ri  and  Fottag:  SuiieriierM 
MS  iUm  fAn'r  Volunut  bound  at  tht  Offiee — doth,  2>.  6(^., 
JU//bv  «■;/,  4<.  6<;. 

iff  Z<ft<rf  initndtdfor pablicalion in  the" Solioitort'  Journal ' ' 
miutbt  tuthmtieattd  by  tht  nam*  of  tht  writtr,  though  not 
iuctt$imlj/  for  puilieation. 

Whert  diffieuUy  it  ixptritnetd  in  procuring  tht  Journal  with 
nfularilj/  in  tht  Provinces,  it  it  reque$ttd  that  appUeation  bt 
wudt  dirtd  to  tht  Puiliihir. 


C^c  Salidtars'  Jaixntcil. 

LONDON,  JAiyUARY  21,  1871. 


Ox  WlDNBSDAT  the  Lord  GhnnoeUor,  sitting  with  the 
Lordi  Jnslioes,  decided  the  import»nt  qaeitioa  whioh  we 
nuntioned  last  week,  on  the  inteipretatioa  of  the  ] 
"tnutse"  exception  contkined  in  the  4th  Motion  of  the 
Act  of  1869,  for  the  abolition  of  imprisonment  of  debt. 
Ihedeciaion  was  that  a  trastee  is  within  the  exception 

of  "  a  trastee ordered  to  pay  by  a  court 

ol  eqnity  any  snm  in  his  poasesaion  or  nnder  his  oon- 

btl,"  notwithstanding'  that,  as  a  fact,  the  money,  whioh 

tu  his  breach  of  trust  he  has  been  ordered  to  reooup, 

kat  been  spent  by  him,  and  so  is  not  actually  in  his 

poaeasioB.    Lord  Hatherley  obserred  that  to  allow  the 

irpment  oonstming  the  words    "in  his  poesassion  or 

mia  Us  oontrol "  as  making  a  shadow  of  difference 

vbsthtc  the  trustee  had  or  had  not  in  his  hands,  when 

tbt  Oder  was  made,  that  money  which  he  ought  to  hare, 

vmldbia  preminm  on  defaulting  trustees  to  squander 

tk«  but  funds.  Mid  thus  escape  punishment,    lids  was 

•  isuiUs  interpretation  of  a  stupidly  drawn  clause. 

It  ia  u  well  to  note  that  the  Viee.<}hanoeIlor's  order 
bt  the  sttaehment  was  discharged  on  a  point  of  detaJL 
Hu  Oder  for  payment,  for  disobedience  to  which  the 
tttaehment  was  directed,  mentioned  a  speoifled  sum  of 
monej  and  interest,  wiUiont  showing  the  amount  of 
inttrsit  or  how  made  up;  and  the  Appeal  Court  con- 
adered,  and  reasonably,  that  an  order  for  payment,  to  be 
nteeed  by  attaobmenl^  must  state  some  definite  ascer- 
tained sun. 


Tn  FObhok  Enubtmbnt  Act  of  last  session  (88  k 
34  Tiet  c  90)  hsu  not  remained  long  wttbont  judicial 
eoniideration.  On  Tuesday  last  Sir  Bobert  Phillimoie 
deUrerad  judgment  in  the  case  of  the  International 
whieh  involTed  a  decision  on  the  construction  of  section 
SO  of  the  Foreigfn  Bnlistment  Act.  The  question  was 
wbtther  there  haid  been  any  riolation  of  the  statute  by 
the  owners  of  the  steam  vessel  International.  They,  in 
RoTsmber,  1870,  oontraoted  with  the  French  Gh>Tem- 
ment  to  lay  a  submarine  cable  along  the  French  coast 
fiDD  Donkirk,  by  speoifled  points,  including  Cherbourg, 
to  the  month  of  the  Qaronne  close  to  Bordeaux.  As  the 
need  was  about  to  start  it  was  seized  in  the  Thames  on 
a  oharga  of  a  breach  of  the  Foreign  Bnlistment  Aot. 
^te  was  no  question  respectiDg  contraband  of  war  ; 
the  sole  point  in  the  case  was  the  construction  of  the 
ttstote.  Section  8  proTides  that  if  any  person 
deepatohes  "  any  ship  with  intent  or  knowledge,  or 
hsTing  reasonable  oanse  to  believe  that  the  same  shall 
or  will  be  employed  in  the  naval  or  military  service  of 
lay  foreign  state  at  war  with  any  friendly  state,  snob 
pemn  shall  be  deemed  to  have  committed  an  offence 
Hainst  this  Act,"  and  the  vessel  may  be  seized,  for- 
feited, fcc,  te.  By  section  80  "' military  service '  shall 
indnde  military  telegraphy  and  any  other  employment 
whatever  in  or  ia  o^nneotion  with  any  military  operation. 
'Xsval  service'  ihall,    .    .    as  respects  ashlp,  indnde 


any  user  of  a  ship  as  a  transport,  storeship,  privateer,  or 
ship  nnder  letters  of  marque." 

It  wan  clear  that  the  employment  of  the  International 
did  not  fall  under  the  definition  of  "  naval  service,"  aa 
she  was  not  used  a«  a  transport,  storenhip,  or  privateer. 
Nor  was  she  employed  in  "  military  telegraphy,"  which 
has  a  special  technical  meaning  applicable  only  to  a 
peoulicr  kind  of  teleg^raphy  in  the  field.  It  remained, 
therefore,  to  be  decided  whether  the  International  was 
engaged  in  "  any  employment  whatever  in  or  in  connection 
with  any  military  operation."  Sir  Bobert  Phillimore 
held  that,  althoagh  a  telegraphic  o&ble  between  Bordeaux 
and  Dunkirk  would  doabtleu  be  nsed  to  a  great  extent 
for  the  purpose  of  conveying  military  orders,  and  would 
be  most  valaable  for  this  purpose  to  the  French  Govern- 
ment in  carrying  on  the  present  war,  the  employment  of 
the  International  did  not  fall  within  the  definition  of 
"military  service"  in  the  30th  section,  and  he  there- 
fore released  the  vessel. 

Notwithstanding  some  strong  arguments  to  the  con- 
trary, this  seems  to  be  certainly  the  most  reasonable  oon- 
struotion  of  the  statute,  the  words  of  whioh  appear  to 
point  to  an  employment  directly  and  primarily  (or  the 
furthering  of  definite  military  operations,  and  not  to 
employments  like  that  of  the  International,  which  at 
moat  could  only  be  used  in  connection  with  military 
operations  as  everv  other  telefrraph  line,  every  railway, 
and  every  road  in  Franoe  is  at  present  used  in  connection 
with  military  operations  in  the  general  administration  of 
the  Government.  The  soundness  of  this  decision  may  be 
tested  by  applying  its  principle  to  other  analogous  oases. 
Almost  any  railway  or  high-road  that  oonld  be  con- 
structed in  the  south  of  France  would  be  neoessarily  vei; 
useful  for  the  most  warlike  of  operations,  viz.,  the  trans- 
port of  troops,  and  would  certainly  be  used  for  this  pur- 
pose. Any  vessel  that  conveyed  the  mails  between 
Marseilles  and  Algriers  would  certainly  convey  amongat 
a  mass  of  private  correspondenoe,  a  great  many  GoTem- 
ment  oommnnications,  respeoting  military  movements. 
The  railway,  the  high-road,  and  the  vessel,  would  be  of 
assistance  to  the  Frenph  Government  in  the  war,  but  it 
oonld  hardly  be  contended  that  an  employment 
by  the  French  Government  in  the  oonstmotion  of 
the  railway  or  the  road,  or  the  navigation  of  the 
ship  was  neoessarily  an  employment  in  the  military 
service  of  the  Government.  So  also  probably  every  de- 
partment of  the  French  Government  acts  at  present 
more  or  less  directly  in  oonneotion  with  military  opera- 
tions; bnt  it  could  not  be  said  that  a  Post-office  olerk  at 
Karseilles  was  in  the  military  serrice  of  Franoe  within 
the  meaning  of  the  Foreign  Bnlistment  Aot.  If  the 
definition  of  military  service  be  not  restrioted  to  employe 
ments  direotly  and  principally  in  aid  of  some  defined 
military  operations  there  seems  to  be  no  limit  to  the 
extent  of  the  statute.  The  wording  of  the  daflnition  of 
"  military  service  "  in  section  80  very  mnoh  favours  tbit 
view.  The  only  specific  service  mentioned  is  "  militaij 
telegraphy,"  which  is  not  only  direotly  bnt  exclnaivaly 
used  fbr  the  actual  operations  of  war  in  the  field.  The 
snbeeqnent  words  "  any  other  employment,"  fcc,  seem  to 
point  to  some  employment  similar  in  kind  to  military 
telegrraphy;  and  it  may  be  noticed,  although  we  do  not 
lay  mnoh  stress  upon  it.  that  "  military  operation  "  is  in 
the  singular,  and,  therefore,  appears  to  indicate  something 
much  more  defined  and  exact  than  an  employment  which 
has  no  connection  with  the  war  except  by  rendering  the 
general  administration  of  the  Government  more  effectual. 
The  definition  ef  "  naval  service  "  also  is  restrioted  to 
employments  direotly  warlike  or  directly  in  aid  of  apeoiflo 
military  operations. 

We  do  not  say  that  in  no  case  can  the  laying  of  a  snb- 
nuurine  telegraph  ,be  an  employment  in  this  militaiy 
service  of  a  foreign  state.  Cases  might  be  suggested  in 
which  it  wonld  clearly  be  within  tliat  section.  If  Cher- 
bourg and  Havre  were  closely  besieged  by  the  Fmssians, 
it  might  well  be  held  that  the  employment  of  laying  a 
submarine  cable  between  tliom  oame  within  section  80. 
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The  objoet  of  the  employment  woold  be  neeenarily, 
directly  and  principally,  if  not  exolnsiTely,  in  aid  of 
■peoifio  warlike  operationa — ris.,  the  defoioe  of  the  two 
places. 

Such  a  case  aa  this,  boweTer,  wonid  be  rery  different 
from  that  of  the  Tnternational.  Qaestions  of  this  sort 
most  often  be  mere  matters  of  degree,  and  so  to  a  great 
extent  questions  of  fact;  bnt  it  is  most  important  that 
the  principle  by  which  this  qoeation  of  degree  is  to  be 
ascertained  should  be  clearly  understood,  and  we  think 
the  decision  in  this  case  is  sound,  although  we  do  not 
agree  with  the  judgment  in  all  respects.  We  believe 
that  the  case  will  be  brought  as  soon  as  possible  before 
the  Judicial  Committee  of  the  Privy  Cktnnoil. 


The  Kew  Stamp  Act,  which  is  now  in  operation,  is 
oaasing  a  good  deal  of  commotion  on  the  Stock  Ex- 
change. All  foreign  securities,  dated  since  3rd  of 
Jane,  18(i2,  and  negotiated  in  the  United  Kingdom, 
are,  under  the  New  Stamp  Act,  liable  to  the  same  ad 
valorem  duty  as  mortgages,  and  a  penalty  of  ;£20  is  en- 
forced ou  any  person  negotiating  a  foreign  security  not 
dnly  stamped.  There  is,  however,  a  provision  in  the 
Act  (section  115)  that  foreign  securities  maybe  stamped 
without  penalty  at  any  time,  provided  that  they  have  not 
been  negotiated,  and  that  no  interest  has  been  paid 
thereon  in  the  United  Kingdom.  This  is  not  exactly  a 
new  provision,  bnt  is  a  very  great  extenaion  of  an  old 
one  contained  in  the  Inland  Bevenue  Act,  1862,  which 
made  foreign  securities  liable  to  an  a<f  valorem  stamp  datj, 
i»tt  onfif  mken  the  intereit  Kat  made  payable  in  the 
United  Kingdom.  This  qualification  limited  the  applica- 
tion of  the  Act  to  a  few  foreign  recnrities,  whereas  the 
provisions  of  the  new  Act  extend  to  all.  Shortly  after  the 
late  Act  came  into  operation  the  Committee  of  the  Stock 
Bsohange  issued  a  notice  that  unstamped  foreign  secu- 
rities would  not  be  recognised  in  settlements  of  bargaina  on 
the  Stock  Exohange;  bnt  they  afterwards  changed  their 
ininda.  Then  ia  an  immense  mass  of  American  Five- 
Twenty  Bonds,  Indian  Oovemmant  Bupee  Paper,  Lom- 
bardo- Venetian  Bailway  Bonds  and  the  like  in  this  coun- 
try, npon  which  no  duty  has  hitherto  been  payable. 
Now,  if  issued  since  8rd  of  June,  1862,  they  cannot  be 
negotiated  in  the  United  Kingdom,  nor  can  the  interest 
npon  them  be  pai4  in  the  United  Kingdom,  unless  they 
aie  stamped  with  an  ad  valorem  stamp.  Although  the 
•tamp  will  not,  of  course,  be  eeaential  to  the  validity 
of  a  foreign  secnriiiy,  still,  without  a  stamp,  its  value 
aa  a  security  will  be  greatly  diminished,  as  it  will  not 
be  negotiable,  nor  can  the  interest  upon  it  be  paid 
in  the  United  Kingdom.  It  will,  therefore,  be  desirable, 
thongh  not  abaolntely  neoessaiy,  for  the  holder  of  a 
foreign  seonriiy  to  get  it  sUmped,  and  the  duty  will  be 
nt  the  rate  of  28.  6d.  per  £100 — a  tax  which  the  holder, 
of  course,  never  contemplated  having  to  pay  when  he 
took  the  security.  This  assumes  that  he  will  be  held 
entitled  to  get  it  atamped  without  s  penalty— a  circum- 
stance which  depends  entirely  npon  whether  a  strict 
literal  construction  is  pot  upon  section  llSof  the  Act. 
If  that  section  is  held  to  be  retrospective,  then  no  foreign 
aeourity  which  has  ever  before  the  Act  came  into  opera- 
tion been  negotiated,  npon  which  the  interest  has  been 
paid,  oan  be  stamped  without  a  penal^.  If  it  is  held 
not  to  be  retrospective,  still  a  foreign  aeonrity  which  has 
been  negotiated  since  the  Ist  of  Jannary  eannot  be 
atamped  withoat  a  penalty. 

On  Thursday  an  influential  deputation  froitt  the  City 
waited  on  Mr.  Lowe,  and  complained  that  they  had  been 
taken  by  surprise  with  regard  to  the  duty  on  foreign 
aeonrities.  They  pointed  out  that  the  new  tax  would 
interfere  with  the  trade  in  foreign  and  oolonial  bonds, 
and  place  the  Xondon  market  at  a  disadvantage  with  the 
foreign  markets.  The  Chanoellor  of  the  Exchequer  ex- 
plained that  he  eould  not  snapend  the  <^>eration  of  the 
Ao^  but  it  was  understood  that  the  penaltiea  will  not  be 
preaaed  for  on  unstamped  foreign  secaritiet.     Thna  an 


armistice  is  deolated  until  th  a  opening  of  Psdisnat 
enables  the  question  to  be  disensaed  in  detaiL 

Another  point  to  which  the  attention  of  (he  Stock 
Exchange  has  been  drawn  is  that  the  plan  aoasttntlf 
adopted  of  transferring  stock  as  a  security  for  a  lou 
without  an  agreement  stamped  aa  a  mortgage  is  a  tnu- 
action  which  the  law  will  not  recognise.  This  wti, 
however,  as  much  the  oase  under  the  old  law  ss  it  ii 
under  the  New  Stamp  Act. 


NuvEBOns  CASES  have  been  recently  decided  ia  th« 
equity  courts,  in  which  peraons  had  lent  moaey  to  bene- 
fit building  societies  "  on  deposit,"  and  on  the  winding 
up  of  the  societies  found  themselves  unable  to  prors  for 
their  claims,  because  the  borrowing  was  %Ura  vim; 
the  societies  having  in  some  cases  no  rules  aathorinng 
them  to  borrow,  and  in  others  rules  authorising  borrow- 
ing, indeed,  but  imposing  no  limit  of  amoaat,  and  thert- 
fore  illegal.  These  oases  have  been  oocarring  plentifnll; 
in  London,  Birmiagbam,  Liverpool,  Jcc,  and  hare,  of 
oonrae,  occasioned  omisiderable  hardship.  As  a  cocoUBy 
to  the  oaaea,we  may  note  that  the  Court  of  Qosea'i 
Bench  this  week,  npon  a  point  reserved  in  aa  setion 
brought  by  a  depositor  against  the  directors  or  tnutsn 
of  one  of  theae  borrowing  building  aooieties,  hsld  thst 
the  direotocs,  having  borrowed  the  money  on  ths  repre- 
sentation that  they  had  authority  to  borrow  it  on  briulf 
of  the  aode^,  were  personally  liable  to  the  depositor.* 


A  NOTKWOBTBT  IBSTANCB  of  promptitude  in  the  It- 
dress  of  a  wrong  occnrred  last  week  in  the  Lord  Usjot'i 
Court.  A  defendant  had  bis  goods  and  chattels-siixel 
late  on  Saturday  night  by  the  Sheriff  of  Sorrey,  under 
a  ii.  fa.  of  that  Court.  The  defendant  was  entirely 
ignorant  of  any  prooeeding  having  been  taken  sgsinst 
him  until  he  found  the  sheriff  in  possession,  and  tlis 
original  debt  of  about  £8  had  been  nearly  doabled 
by  the  addition  of  costs.  On  Monday  the  defeodut 
searched  the  files  of  the  Court  and  found  an  afBdarit  by 
a  process-server  of  personal  service  of  a  writ  of  summons 
In  the  City.  The  defendant  then  made  an  affidavit  to 
the  effect  that  he  had  no  knowledge  whatever  of  any 
proceedings  having  been  taken  against  him  previoui  to 
Saturday  night,  and  the  Registrar  thereupon  oitler«d 
a  special  Court  to  be  held  on  the  following  morn- 
ing to  hear  the  defendant's  applioatioB  to  fk 
aside  the  proceedings.  Notices  were  aerved  thst 
day  on  the  plaintiffs  and  their  attorneys,  sad 
on  Tuesday  the  Recorder,  after  hearing  all  partiei^ 
treated  the  alleged  service  as  a  case  of  mistaken  ideB(i9> 
and  set  the  proceedings  aside  on  the  defendant  nndtt- 
taking  not  to  bring  any  action  for  trespass  or  otherwio. 
and  the  plaintiff  undertaking  to  give  the  defendant  ontil 
Saturday,  the  14th  inst.  (the  ordinary  court  dv)>b*'<^ 
taking  any  further  i>rooeediugs  for  the  recovery  of  thdr 
debt.  At  mid-day  the  same  day  the  sheriff  had  with- 
drawn. This  mistake  of  the  process-server  costs  the 
plaintiffs  or  their  attorneys  something  like  £20,  ss^ 
might  cost  them  much  more  but  for  the  terms  stipulat*^ 
by  the  Recorder  to  prevent  other  proceedings  being 
taken. 

It  may  be  as  well  to  note  in  recording  this  case,  thst 
there  is  no  provision  to  meet  similar  oaaea  in  the  oonnty 
courts,  except  in  the  largest  of  them,  where  the  jad{M 
sit  very  frequently.  In  many  of  the  smaller  ooorte  a 
judge  would  not  be  available  for  weeks  to  rectify  a  simi- 
lar error,  to  the  serious  loss  of  the  victim..  Could  not 
■ome  provision  be  made  in  the  new  County  Courts  BUI  to 
meet  oases  of  the  kind  7 


It  IB  A  BTAVDiKa  JOKB  to  say  of  the  Indian  Penal 
Code,  with  regard  to  its  axhanstiveneaa  and  comprehsn- 
aiveneas,  that  a  man  oannot  in  India,  perform  the  most 
ordinary  avooation  «i    everyday  li/ai  without  bringing 

*  Siehardmn  v.  Wittiameon  and  Othtrt,  Jaa  K.—(!trtm 
Cockbum,  C.J.,  and  Blackburn,  Mellm  and  Haoasa,  JJ. 
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Uaaelf  within  ita  pole.  In  «pite  of  this,  howeTer,  there 
WH  on*  Tei7  dangeroot  form  of  orime,  whioh  was 
tNolMd  dinetly  neither  by  the  Indian  Penal  Code  nor 
b;  in;  other  portion  of  the  Indian  oriminal  law — ^the 
■Ml  of  which  is  not  contained,  a*  is  sometimes  erro- 
wmAj  snppoaed,  in  the  Penal  Oode.  That  orime  was 
Hditioos  writing  or  speaking,  whioh  always  has  been  an 
indtetable  offenoe  in  England.  If  words  were  spoken 
or  written  in  India  instigating  mutiny  or  oiril  war,  or 
the  orenwingb;  oriminal  foroe  of  the  Gk>Temor-0«neral, 
amy  member  of  his  oounoil,  the  writer  or  speaker  might 
kre  been  proceeded  against  as  an  abettor,  whether  his 
iiuti;»tion  resnited  in  the  oommicment  of  the  act  insti- 
gued  or  not  Bat  words  or  writings  oalcalated  merely  to 
■lienste  the  affections  of  the  people  of  India  from  their 
nI«n,or  to  bring  her  Majesty's  G-oTemment  into  dises- 
tMm,  were  not  by  themselves  grounds  for  oriminal  prooeed- 
mp,  Thii,  by  the  way,  would  not  coincide  with  Lord 
£Ueii)x>rongh'a  extreme  riew  of  what  the  law  is  or  ought 
to  be  in  England — "  If  a  publication*  be  calculated  to 
iliesate  the  affectioixs  of  the  people  by  bringing  theGoTern- 
ment  intodiMsteem,  whether  the  expedient  resorted  to  be 
ridicule  or  obloquy,  the  writer,  publisher,  tco.,  are  punish- 
tUe.  ind  whether  the  defendant  really  intended  by 
this  poblioation  to  alienate  the^  affections  of  the  people 
from  the  Goremment  or  not  is  not  material;  if  the  pnbli- 
ation  be  ealcolated  to  have  that  effect,  it  is  a  seditions 
libel  "CLord  EllenboTongh  in  Oobbett's  ease).  An  Act 
hu  been  pused  through  the  Indian  Legislative  Oouuoil 
to  asiimilate  the  Indian  criminal  law  to  the  English  in 
thia  respect.  The  Aot  says  (inter  alia,  for  it  is  not  oon- 
tud  to  this  one  pointy, "  Whoever  by  words,  either  spoken 
or  intended  to  be  read,  or  by  signs  or  by  visible  represen- 
titiiin,  01  otherwise,  attempts  to  excite  feelings  of  dis- 
tfection  to  the  Gkjvet^ment  established  by  law  in  British 
India,  dull  be  punished  with  transportation  for  life,  or 
in  an;  tepa,  to  whicli  fine  may  be  added,  or  with  im- 
juiionment  for  a  ter-m,  which  may  extend  to  three 
jcus,  to  whioh  fine  may  be  added."  This  enaetment 
hie  been  occasioned  by  the  language  for  some  time  past 
^"^  I7  certain  sections  of  the  native  press,  but  in  his 
lieeoh  in  the  Legislative  Council  Mr.  Fitzjames  Stephen 
■Armed  that  the  object  of  the  Act  was  not  to  shackle 
ie  liberty  of  the  press,  only  to  prevent  that  libtery  from 
l<^enting  into  lioenoe,  and  being  used  to  provoke  a 
(petition  of  the  disastrous  ooonrrenees  of  1867. 


Wg  psiHT  ILSEWHEBE  the  "  Proposals  "  of  the  Legal 
'ioc^on  Association,  which  we  oommend  to  the  reader's 
IteotURi,  towards  the  desirable  end  of  an  efficient  legal 
ureinty.  The  scheme,  so  far  as  it  has  been  as  yet 
•tared,  is  for  a  university  established  by  Boyal  charter, 
id  Roremed  by  a  chancellor,  vice-chancellor,  and  senate. 
It  •eoate  comprehending  representatives  of  the  Inns  of 
»rt  and  the  Solicitors'  Law  Societies,  and  probably  some 
preeentatives  of  the  Universities  of  Oxford,  Cambridge, 
id  Iiondon.  This  is  good,  and  scarcely  calls  for  any 
ament  on  our  part.     We  therefore  await  the  evolution 

details,  whioh  the  current  year  will  bring  forth. 


ffi  POWER  OP  MtmiCIPAL  CORPORATIONS  TO 
MAKB  BTE-LAWS. 
No.  L 

The  qnestion  whioh  we  propose  to  consider  is  the 
tjnt  of  the  power  given  to  municipal  corporations 
w  the  90th  section  of  the  Municipal  Corporations 
^(5  k  6  Wfll.  4,  c.  76),  to  make  bye-laws.  The  ex- 
niency  of  deleg^ating  legislative  functions  to  such 
oiei  as  the  town  connoils  of  municipal  borooghs,  how- 
s' interesting  such  a  qnestion  may  be,  we  do  not  now 
•wd  to  discuss,  and  shall  content  ourselves  by  remark- 
t  that  the  acknowledged  defects  in  the  sanitary  law  of 
^  rest  towns  (a  qnestion  with  which  we  shall  show 
«hje-laws  are  especially  supposed  to  deal)  do  not  dis- 
'J  'ery  f  svoarably  the  nse  whioh  has  been  made  of  the 
"tw  given  by  the  ueotion  to  whioh  we  have  referred. 


In  some  Initaaoea  municipal  oorpontions  have  powers  la 
addition  to  those  given  by  the  Municipal  Oorporationa 
Act  to  make  bye-laws,  by  reason  of  their  common  lav 
rights  and  of  their  authority  as  commissionera  under  the 
Pnblic  Health  and  Local  Oovemment  Acts;  but  with 
these  powers  we  shall  not  deal  otherwise  than  as  Uiey 
bear  upon  the  operation  of  section  90.  The  considera- 
tion of  the  section  Itself  is  of  some  practical  importance, 
as  we  believe  that  the  difficulty  of  framing  bye-laws 
nnder  it  is  oonsiderable,  and  that  the  validity  of  convio- 
tions  under  bye-laws  made  in  supposed  pnrsnanoe  of  the 
powers  given  by  It  may  frequently  be  questioned. 

The  words  of  the  section  are  as  follows: — "  It  shall  be 
lawful  for  the  council  of  any  borough  to  make  such  bye- 
laws  as  to  them  shall  seem  meet  for  the  good  rule  and 
government  of  the  borough,  and  for  prevention  and  sup- 
pression of  all  such  nuisances  as  are  not  already  punish- 
able in  a  summary  manner  by  virtue  of  any  Act  In  foroe 
throughout  such  borough;  and  to  appoint  by  snoh  bye- 
laws  such  fines  aa  they  shall  deem  necessary  for  the  pre- 
vention and  snppreaaion  of  snoh  offences  :  Provided  that 
no  fine  so.  to  be  appointed  shall  exceed  the  sum  of  £5. 
.  .  .  ."  Then  follows  a  provision  for  the  publication 
of  the  bye-laws  and  for  their  disallowance  "by  his 
Majesty,  with  the  advice  of  his  Privy  Council."  There 
has  been  no  judicial  inte^retatiou  put  upon  this  section 
as  a  whole,  for  the  plain  reason  that  as  oases  under  it  can 
only  come  before  the  Superior  Courts  when  the  validity  of 
any  partioolar  bye-law  is  in  qnestion,  of  course  the 
decision  on  such  a  case  will  generally  go  only  to  the 
validity  of  the  particular  bye-law,  and  to  the  construc- 
tion to  be  put  upon  that  part  of  tdie  section  nnder  whioh 
it  has  been  framed;  and  accordingly  even  what  may  be 
called  the  meet  elementary  questions  on  the  construotioa 
of  the  section  have  never  yet  been  decided. 

The  first  point  to  be  observed  is  that  there  are  two 
classes  of  bye-laws  whioh  a  council  may  make— (1)  "  such 
as  to  them  shall  seem  meet  for  the  good  rnle  and  govern- 
ment of  the  borough;"  and  (2)  "  for  prevention  andsup- 
preesion  of  all  such  nnlianoea  as  are  not  already  punish- 
able," &c.  So  f ar  aa  we  are  aware  no  case  is  reported 
whioh  deals  with  the  powers  given  nnder  the  first  of 
these  decisions,  and  it  is  even  an  open  question  whether 
any  fines  can  be  imposed  for  the  infraction  of  bye-laws 
made  in  pursnanoe  of  its  authority.  We  do  not  base  this 
donbt  so  much  on  the  gronnd  raggeeted  in  Rawlinaon's 
Mnnlcipal  Corporations  Acts,  4thed.,p.  161  n,,  that  the  word 
"  snoh  "  in  that  part  of  the  section  empowering  the  ap- 
pointment of  fines  refers  to  the  second  class  of  bye-laws 
which  Immediately  precedes  it  only  (for  we  read  the 
whole  section  grammatically  thus:  "  It  shall  be  lawful 
for  the  oonnoU     ....    to  make  lueh  bye-laws  as, 

&c and  to  appoint  by  XKoA  bye  laws,  &c."), 

as  on  the  constmotion  of  the  words  which  follow — ^vis., 
"  snoh  fines  as  they  shall  deem  neoessary  for  the  preven- 
tion and  suppression  of  such  offences."  The  words 
"  prevention  and  suppression  "  have  been  previously  used 
in  the  section,  and  only  in  relation  to  "  nnisancea  not 
already  panishable."  We  must  with  this  consideration 
assign  a  meaning  to  the  words  "  such  offences,"  which 
may  either  mean  "  nuisances  not  already  punishable," 
Ico.,  or  any  aot  done  in  violation  of  a  bye-law.  It  would 
be  correct,  perhaps,  to  term  either  the  one  or  the  other 
an  offence,  but  the  only  offences  whioh  have  been  before 
mentioned  are  the  "  nuisances  not  already  punishable," 
&C.  There  can,  however,  be  no  donbt  what  the  intention 
of  the  Legislature  was,  for  the  power  to  make  bye-laws 
would  be  futile  without  the  power  to  affix  penalties  for 
their  violation,  and  the  construction  that  would  give  such 
power  is  the  only  snffloient  reaeon  for  the  substitution  of 
the  word  "offences"  for  <* nuisances";  it  is  therefore 
the  one  which  we  think  wonld  be  adopted  if  the  point 
were  raised. 

Assuming,  then,  that  a  council  may  appoint  penalties 
for  the  infraction  of  any  bye-laws  it  may  make,  let  us 
consider  what  bye-laws  a  town  council,  setting  to  work 
to  frame  "  such  bye-laws  as  to  them  shall  seem  me^t  for        j 
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ih«  (ood  nil«  «od  (roramnwiit  of  Ui«ir  borongh,"  may  ) 
properly  eoaot.    First,  of  ooame,  they  "  (IiaU  d«ein  meet '' 
•noh  bya-Uwi  only  as  can  rwMonably  be  oonaidered  meet, 
and  we  apprehend  that  if,  (or  purpoaei  of  their  own,* 
they  framed  bye-Iawa  to  meet  eases  which  were  eabetan- 
tially  already  otherwise  provided  for  by  tiie  Legislature, 
■adh  bye-laws  would  not  be  valid — e.g.,  a  bye-law  fining 
a  man  for  being  drank  and  disorderly  in   the  stnete 
wonld  be  bad,  beoanse  the  offenoe  is  already  paniahed  in 
*  proper  manner,  and,   therefore,  the  bye-law  eonld  not 
reasonably  have  been  deemed  meet  for  the  good  rale  and 
govemment  of  the  borongh.     In  the  next  plaoe  they 
most  decide  what  is  for  the  good  rale  and  goremment  i 
of  the  boroagh.     It  has  been  snggested  that  theae  words  | 
were   only  iatended  to  provide   means  for   regulating  \ 
the  election  and  conduct  -of   the  borough  officers   (see  | 
section  61  of  the  Act);  but  this  construction  appears  { 
to  OS  unnecessarily  narrow,  and  as  not  at  all  in  accord- 
ance with  the  words  following  relating  to  nuisances.     A  | 
power  conferring  sn  authority  to  make  bye-laws  is  not  { 
to  be  oonstmed  strictly  as  a  penal  prorision,  it  is  rather  { 
remedial  in  its  nature  (in  the  jndgment  of  Coleridge,  J.,  | 
in  TUdtU  r.  Ctombt,  7  A.  A  E.  797).    The  words  include 
the  oases  to  which  we  have  alluded,  bnt  appear  to  us  in-  | 
tended  to  confer  on  the  council  the  power  of  providing  { 
for  the  peaceable  and  proper  conduct  of  the  borough,  in  \ 
oases  relating  to  public  health,  order,  decency,  and  con-  i 
venience,  and  in  cases  analogons  to  nuisances,  but  whioh  i 
are  not  nuisances,  because  they  do  not  interfere  with  ; 
public  legal  rights.    The  case  of  the  Calder  and  BebbU  i 
ydtrigatim  Company  y.  Pilling  (U  M.  A  W.  76),  is  oon-  i 
■iderably  in  point   on  the  question   of  what  meaning  j 
should  be  assigned  to  these  words.     There,  the  plaintiffs  | 
were  a  canal  company,  and  were  authorised  by  their  Act  > 
of  Parliament  to  miJke  bye-laws  for  the  good  govern-  | 
ment  of  the  company,  and  for  the   good   and  orderly 
using  the  navigation,  and  also  for  the  well-governing  of 
the  bargemen,  Ac.,  and  to  impose  reasonable  fines   or 
forfeitures,  Ac.    The  company,  acting  in  supposed  poi- 
■uance  of  this  authority,  made  a  bye-law  that  the  navir 
gation  should  be  dosed  on  every  Sunday,  and  that  no 
person  should  navigate  on  that  day,  ezoept  for  pnrpoaea 
of  neceesity,  or  for  attending  divine  worship,  under  a 
penalty  of  £S,  and  it  was  contended  for  the  company  that 
this  restriction  was  reasonable,  as  tending  to  the  good 
and  orderly  use  of  the  navigation  in  general,  and  to  the 
general  conduct  of  the  bargemen.    It  was  held,  however, 
by  Alderson,  B.,that  the  well-governing  of  the  bargemen 
referred  to    their  well-government  in  the   carriage  of 
goods,  and  that  the  company  was  only  to  regulate  in 
what  manner  and  order  the  navigation  should  bo  used 
so  as  to  snonre  to  the  public  the  greatest  convenienoe  in 
the  use  of  it.    Kow  though  this  deoisian  deals  only  with 
the  power  of  a  company  to  make  bye-laws,  and  aoeh 
powers  entrusted  to  a  puUio  company  shonld  perhaps 
be  construed  more  strictly  than  those  with  which  we  are 
at  present  dealing,t  the  principle  in  the  two  oases  is.  we 
think,  the  same.     The  town  council  are  not  empowered 
to  make   what  bye-laws  they  may  consider  would  be 
beneficial  to  the  inhabitants  (^uerally,  nor  to  legislate 
pro  lalutt  aitimarun,  bnt  only  to  provide  for  the  good 
rule    and    government    of    tiie  borough;   and,    conse- 
quently, any  bye-law  attempting  to  regulate  the  con- 

*  The  destination  of  penalties  for  offences  against  the  bye- 
laws  is  provided  for  by  section  92  of  the  Act. 

t  The  Courts  are  not,  hovpver,  always  inclined  to  extend  the 
powers  of  legislation  RiTen  by  statute  for  the  vablio  welfare. 
See  Srawn  v.  Zoeal  Btari  of  Eolyhtad  (7  L.  T.  N.  8.  334), 
vhere  a  bje-law  relating  to  new  bmldings  having  been  passed 
by  a  local  board,  which  the  Court  thoueht  was  ultra  viret, 
Pollock,  C.B.,  is  reported  to  have  said — "Most  nnqnestionably 
thuy  («'.<.,  the  board)  have  no  power  to  do  what  they  have 
done.  It  is  broad  tyranny.  Persons  empowered  to  make  bye- 
laws  have  no  right  to  invest  themselves  with  powers  which  the 
law  will!  not  sanction.  The  way  in  whioh  boards  are  inclined 
to  nse  their  powers  makes  it  very  desirable  that  they  should 
have  as  little  power  as  possible."  And  per  Bramwell,  B. — "  It 
is  about  the  same  as  a  policeman  who  thinlcs  he  is  not  entitled 
to  a  staff  imless  he  breaks  aomebody's  head  with  it." 


dnot  of   individuals,  unless  such  conduct  interfettt  is 
Mine  way  with  the  public  intereets,  would  be  bad. 

We  mast  defer  till  next  week  the  consideration  of 
bye-laws  of  the  second  dass— those,  namely,  mads  "for 
prevention  and  suppression  of  all  such  nuisances,"  ke. 


WINDING  TIP. 


AjfOURT  or  PBOOr — IHTKREBT   AFTBB  0<01CKBKCEltB!!T 
OF  WlHDIMO  UP — SEOXTBKD  CBKDIT0B8. 

Before  the  ease  of  In  re  Mumber  Ironmerkt    Costpasy, 
Warrant    IXnanu    Cempany'i  eatt,  No.    1   (17  W.  B. 
780,  L.  B.  4  Cb.  643),  it  had  been  the  praotice  to  allow 
interest  in  liquidations  in  the  same  manner  as  in  tlie 
administration    of    the    estates    of    deceased    petMu. 
That  is  to  say,   interest  at  the-  rate    reserved   or  at 
the  legal  rate,    as  the  case  might  be,  was    computed 
up   to   the  time  of  payment.     By  this   means  an  id- 
vantage  was  obriooaly   given  to  creditors  whose  d^U 
bore  a  high  rate  of  .interest.      In  the  case  above-mea- 
tioned,  however,  it  was  decided  by  the  Court  of  Appeal 
in  Chancery  that  this  praotice  was  wrong.     The  Loidi 
Jostioee  declared  that  interest  shoald  only  be  oalcolated 
mp  to  the  commencement  of  the  winding  np,  and  that 
the  amount  then  due  for  principal  and  interest  to  each 
creditor  should  be  fixed  as  the  amount  he  was  entitled  to 
prove   for,  and  that  no  claim  for   subaeqaent  iatenit 
should  be  entertained  until  all  creditors  were  paid  in  fall 
the  amount  so  found  due  to  them.    The  Warrant  Finance 
company,  therefore,  wore  only  allowed  to  prove  for  ths 
amount  due  to  them  at  the  date  of  the  winding  np,  sad 
on  this  they  received  dividends.      At  the  same  time  they 
held    certain    securities    for  their    debts,    whioh   the7 
gradually  realised,  and  at  last  it  was  found  that  they  had 
received,  from  their  securities  and  dividends  oombined,^ 
more  than  the  amount  of  their  proof,  though  less  than  the 
full  amount  of  their  debt,  reckoning  intereet  up  to  the 
time  of  payment.    The  ICaster  of  the  Bolls  ordered  them 
to  refund  the   amount   received   by   them    beyond  the 
amount  of  their  proof,  but  this  order  was  reversed  as 
appeal  {In  re  Humbor  Ironwork*  and  Shipbuildinf  C<>*' 
pany.  Warrant   finante    Company's    eate.    No.    2,  M 
W.   B.  164.  L.  B.  6  Ch.  88).      Lord    Joetice  Qiffu^ 
stated  that  a  creditor  proved  in   a  winding  np,  as  '^ 
bankruptcy,  for  whatever  the  amount  of   the  principal 
and  interest  up  to  a  particular  date   might  be ;   bat 
that  was  for  the  pnrpoee  of  adminiatration,  and  did 
not,  and  was  not  intended   to,  affeot  any   other  rights 
which  the  creditor  might  have,  and  did  not  amount  to 
an  appropriation  in  any  shape  or  form.     The  creditor, 
therefore,  was  allowed  to  realise  his  aeonrity  and  to  R- 
oeive  dividends  until  his  debt  was  extinguished  in  "^ 
proper  sense  of  the  term — that  is  to  say,  until  he  w»> 
paid  in  full  his  principal,  interest,  and  oosts.    And  u> 
taking  the  account  against  him,  althougli   the  dividends 
might  have  been  paid,  in  whole  or  in  part,  in  respeot  of  a 
proof  for  principal,  they  would  not  be  oonaidered  as  ap* 
propriated  for  Uie  reduction  of  prinoipal ;  bnt  every  p»J- 
ment  wonld  be  taken  to  be  made  in  payment  of  interest 
first 

Lord  Justice  Giflard  had  a  few  days  previously  decided 
in  the  same  way  a  similar  case  of  In  re  JoiMt  Stoek  fi*" 
oount  Company,  Warrant  Finance  Company's  eau  (1» 
W.  B.  102,  L.  B.  6  Ch.  86),  in  whioh  the  creditors  were 
the  holders  of  bills  endorsed  by  the  company  in  li<l<u- 
dation,  and  aooepted  by  another  company,  which  was 
also  being  wound  np.  They  had  bherefore  a  right  of 
proof  against  two  companies,  and  ic  waa  held  that  tbef 
mieht  receive  dividends  from  both  until  the  whole  oi 
their  principal,  interest,  and  costa  were  paid. 

In  the  winding  up  of  the  Coatraot  Corporation,  wliicfa 

commenced  before  the  first  mentioned  decision  in  In  R> 

Humber   Ironmorki  Company,    Warrant    Finance   C**' 

I  pany'i  eate  (ubi  sup.),  the  claims  of   creditors  had  beel 

I  computed  on  the  principle  of  reokoniug    interest  up  f 

I  the  date  of  the  order  allowing  the  claim.     When  this  w* 

settled  to  be  an    erroneous  principle  applications  wei 
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■ade  to  til*  TaruHU  oreditora  to  oonaent  to  •  redaotion 
of  tlnii  eUimi.  Some  of  them  aooeded,  but  others  de- 
(lined.  Moietiiui  thiee  weeks  had  eUpsed  sinoe  the 
o{d«r  tUowing  the  oUim  wm  made,  so  that  the  time  for 
tppesliiig,  ^>poiiited  by  the  121th  seotion  of  the  Com- 
panies AJot,  1863,  had  ezpiied.  An  applioation  for  en- 
liigmg  this  time  was,  therefore,  made  to  the  Court  of 
Appeal  midei  the  same  seotion,  and  the  Uoort  granted 
thaappUostioa  (7it  re  Contraot  Corporation,  Ebbw  Vale 
OmfMf'i  date,  18  W.  B.  222,  L.  R.  S  Ob.  112).  The 
Lord  Chanoellor  at  the  same  time  intimated  that  the 
Conit  would  not  disturb  the  payments  previouBly  made 
under  what  was  presumed  to  be  the  law;  and  the  claim 
ns  leidjosted  without  the  formality  of  an  appeal  being 
pne  tliroDgh. 

A  aomewbat  similar  point  arose  in  the  case  of  In  re 
BtneitBanltiKg  Cevtpany,  Ex  parte  The  Bank  of  England 
[18  W.  B.  944).  There  the  Bank  of  England,  who  were 
MCQied  oieditors,  had  proTsd  for  the  fall  amount  of  their 
iebt;  but  on  their  sabeeqnently  realising  part  of  their 
ecnritf  the  liquidator  rednoed  Uieir  claim  by  the  amount 
itodnced  by  it,  and  a  diridend  was  paid  to  them  on  the 
ledaced  oUiin.  All  parties  believed  at  the  time  that  this 
ras  the  proper  le;^  oonrae  to  be  pursued.  Afterwards, 
HI  Jnoe  11,  1868,  in  re  Mamed'i  Banking  Company 
htttck't  cue  (16  W.  B.  688,  L.  B.  3  Ch.  769)  was 
leaded  bj  the  Court  of  Appeal  in  Chancery,  in  which  it 
ns  held  that  a  seoored  creditor  could  prove  for  the  full 
unonnt  of  his  debt  without  liability  to  have  his  claim 
lednced  bj  his  subsequently  realising  his  security.  Never- 
thelea,  in  August,  1868,  another  dividend  was  paid  to 
the  Btnk  of  England  on  their  reduced  claim.  There  was 
in  1870  s  prospect  of  a  further  dividend,  and  the  Bank 
otEnfUad  took  oat  a  summons  to  have  their  claim 
npitered.  The  Master  of  the  Bolls  allowed  the  original 
^n  to  be  restored  for  the  purpose  of  paying  future 
^Tidetdi  bat  refused  to  disturb  the  dividsnds  which  had 
•linlT^Mi  paid. 

In  the  ease  of  Jn  re  Bamed's  Banking  Company 
iirmfi  claim  (18  W.  R.  68.  L.  B.  6  Oh.  18),  Messrs- 
^rwcoi  had  aooepted  oertain  bills  in  oonsideration 
of  the  eompany  undertaking  to  provide  them  with 
fnndi  eerea  days  Iwfore  the  bills  beoame  due,  and 
tte  drawer  giving  them  a  security.  .  The  company 
rat  into  liqoidatioa  before  the  time  for  providing  the 
^  hid  arrived,  and  when  it  did  arrive  Messrs.  For- 
*ix>dient  a  notary  ta  the  oompany's  bank  to  ask  for  ful- 
^nt  of  the  undertaking,  whioh  was  refused;  the  letter 
'  gnarantee  was  noted  as  dishonoured  accordingly. 
'ftm.  Forwood  then  paid  the  bills,  realised  tbe  security, 
rUch  was  insoffioient  to  cover  the  bills,  and  sent  in  a 
ium  agMust  tbe  oonapany  for  the  balance.  Afterwards, 
nring  of  KeUoek't  ta$e,  they  sent  in  another  claim  for 
be  foil  amonot  of  the  bills.  The  Master  of  the  Bolls, 
•d  Lord  Justice  CKff ard  on  appeal,  refused  to  aUow  the 
liim  for  tbe  lull  amount.  There  was  no  doubt  that 
>e*eD.  Forwood  might  have  proved  for  tbe  full  amount 
<^  realising  their  security;  but  they  had  not  done  so 
M  pisseatation  of  the  guarantee  for  payment  did  not 
■oont  to  the  sending  in  of  a  claim;  the  claim  had  to 
M  eetimated  at  the  time  at  which  it  was  sent  in,  and  as 
i^at.  Forwood  bad  then  realised  their  security,  the 
•'»«»  ooly  was  due  to  them. 
In  the  case  of  Jn  re  Oaford  and  Canterbury  Hall 
*»?«»»  (18  W.  B.  793,  L.  B.  6  Ch.  483)  a  creditor 
Hiding  a  eeoDrity  of  a  mortgage  on  leaseholds,  whioh 
■  li*d  entered  into  a  contract  to  sell,  claimed  to 
^te  for  his  whole,  debt,  giving  credit  only  for  the 
>po«it  which  he  had  received.  The  circumstances  were 
l*»li«r,  for  the  creditor,  whose  debt  was  X  11,000  and 
''^"tai,  first  entered  into  a  contract  to  sell  the  mortgaged 
t">vaij  for  £8,500.  The  contract  was  to  have  been 
"Bpleted  on  the  4th  of  March,  1809,  and  the  purchaser 
M  £1,000  as  a  deposit.  The  purchaser,  however,  made 
uteolt  in  paying  the  purohase-money,  and  on  the  29th 
(■  Jnne,  1869,  the  mortgagee  entered  into  a  new  contract 
»6eU  the  property  for  £9,025,  the  ;£l,000  already  paid 


being  by  amngement  oonverted  into  a  deposit  on  the 
new  contract.  This  second  contraot  was  still  unoompleted 
when  the  claim  was  decided  on,  and  Vice-Ohancellor 
James  ordered  proof  to  be  entered  for  the  excess  of  the 
debt  over  the  amount  of  purohase-money  mentioned  ia 
the  second  contract,  without  prejudioe  to  the  right  of 
either  part^  to  increase  or  dimini^  the  proof,  according 
as  the  property  should  realise  more  or  less  than  the 
contract  price,  and  without  prejudice  to  the  right  of  the 
mortgagee  to  further  proof  in  respeet  of  costs.  An  appeal 
by  the  liquidators  from  this  decree  was  dismissed  with 
costs;  the  creditor  acquiesced  in  the  deoirion. 

In  the  case  of  la  re  Bamed'i  Banking  Company, 
Coupland't  elaim  (18  W.  B.  122,  L.  B.  6  Oh.  167),  tbe 
oompany  had  authorised  Messrs.  Oonpland,  of  Bom- 
bay, to  draw  'on  them  on  two  separate  credits  of 
different  amounts,  the  drafts  being  covered  by  bills  of 
lading  of  cotton,  the  bills  to  be  given  up  to  the  oom- 
pany on  acceptance  of  the  drafts.  The  company  dis- 
honoured one  sat  of  drafts  by  non-aoceptance,  and  the 
other  by  non-payment,  and  Messrs.  Oonpland  at  once 
sent  in  a  claim  for  the  full  amount  of  the  drafts.  The 
drafts,  at  the  time,  were  outstanding  in  purchasers' 
hands,  and  Mfissrs.  Oonpland  sdbseqnently  had  to  pay 
them;  and  the  cotton  was  also  sold,  and  the  proceeds, 
whioh  were  leas  than  the  amount  of  the  bills,  were  paid 
to  Messrs.  Coupland.  The  Master  of  tbe  Bolls,  in  the 
first  instance,  and  Lord  Justice  QiSard,  on  appeal,  held 
that  Messrs.  Coupland  were  entitled  to  prove  for  the 
balance  only.  The  ground  of  the  decision  was  that  by 
the  terms  of  the  agreement  by  whioh  the  company  bound 
themselves  to  accept  the  drafts,  it  was  also  stipulated 
that  the  bills  of  lading  were  to  be  given  np  to  them.  The 
effect  of  that  was  to  give  them  tbe  benefit  of  the 
security.  The  proceeds  of  the  cotton  should  therefore  be 
paid  to  them,  or  set  off  against  the  amount  of  the 
drafts,  and  the  holders  of  the  drafts  were  only  entitled 
to  prove  for  the  balance. 


BEOEITT  DECISIONS. 


EQUITT. 

INTAST — MaBBIKD    WOMAN — ^NBXT    FBIBITD— AXTTUO- 

BiTT  TO  nremuTK  pboobbdinos. 
Kenriek  v.  Wood,  V.C.M.,  19  W.  B.  »7,  L.  B.  9  Bq.  338. 

The  Court  has  given  great  latitude  in  allowing  bills  to 
be  filed  in  the  names  of  infants  by  persons  assuming  the 
character  of  next  friend  {Foa  v.  Sunerkrop,  1  Beav. 
683).  In  fact,  any  person  may  institute  and  prosecute  a 
suit  on  behalf  of  an  infant  wiUlont  his  consent,  and  even 
against  his  strongest  remonatranoes  {Cooke  v.  Fryer,  4 
Beav.  18).  The  infant  cannot  exercise  discretion  in  that 
any  more  than  In  any  other  case;  but  it  is  the  bounden 
duty  of  the  next  friend  to  show,  if  required  to  do  so, 
that  he  really  acts  for  the  benefit  of  the  infant,  and  not 
to  promote  purposes  of  his  own.  If  the  infant  moves 
by  another  next  friend  for  an  inquiry,  and  it  appear  on 
the  certificate  that  the  suit  will  not  be  for  the  benefit  of 
the  infant,  proceedings  will  be  stayed  {Riohardeon  v. 
Miller,  1  Sim.  133),  or  the  bill  will  be  dismissed,  with 
costs  to  be  paid  by  the  next  friend  (Foa  v.  Sutoerkrop, 
tup.).  Nay,  in  a  clear  case,  the  Court  will  dismiss  the 
bill  summarily  without  the  formality  of  directing  an 
inquiry  {Sale  T.  Sale,  1  Bear.  686). 

When  a  bill  is  filed  on  behalf  of  an  adult  married 
woman  her  consent  is  essential  (Mitf.  28);  and  if  she 
has  been  made  a  co-plaintiff  in  a  suit  instituted  in  her 
nonage,  on  attaining  years  of  discretion  she  is  entitled  to 
have  her  name  strnok  oat  of  the  record  if  she  does  not 
consent  to  the  suit  (,Cooke  v.  Fryer,  tup.).  The  suit  of  an 
adult  married  woman,  nulike  the  suit  of  an  infant,  is 
praotically  her  own  suit;  and  if  she  has  not  been  con- 
sulted as  to  the  selection  of  the  next  friend,  she  will  not 
(unless  she  have  acquiesced)  be  bound  by  the  proceed- 
ings, and  a  motion  by  a  different  next  friend  on  her 
behalf  to  strike  out  her  name  will  be  entertained  {Oam- 
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iM  T.  AtUe,  2  Be  O.  &  S.  745).  To  speak  plunly,  no 
penon  has  a  light  to  iiutitnte  a  rait  in  the  name  of  a 
married  woman,  if  adult  (we  Wortham  v.  Pemherttn, 
1  De  O.  &  S.  644),  withont  her  anthority  ;  and  snch 
author!^  ongbt,  in  the  opinion  of  the  Vioa-Chanoellor, 
to  be  in  writing,  and  pmdent  aolioiton  will  take  care 
tbey  have  written  anthority  {Renrick  t.  Wood). 

The  laat  named  oaie  ia  a  warning  to  oi  of  the  peril  we 
inoor  if  we  neglect  the  preoantion  of  requiring  a  anlfi- 
oient  anthority  from  a  married  woman.  In  Kenriek  ▼. 
Wood,  the  tnit  in  the  opinion  of  the  Vice-Chancellor  waa 
oommenoed  by  the  next  friend  withont  the  knowledge 
or  authority  of  the  plaintiff,  an  adult  married  lady;  or, 
St  all  erent,  withont  her  direct  anthoritj,  for  she  had 
executed  a  power  of  attorney  for  the  next  friend  to 
receive  and  sue  for  the  fund  which  formed  the  subject- 
matter  of  the  suit;  which  betides  being  a  nullity,  aa  the 
act  and  deed  of  a  feme  covert,  did  not  in  the  Vioe-Ohan- 
oellor's  opinion  amount  to  a  direct  authority  to  institute 
the  suit.  It  appeared  that  the  suit  could  be  of  no  benefit 
to  the  lady,  and  there  beiog  no  ex  pott  facto  authorisa- 
tion on  her  part,  the  next  friend  was  ordered  to  pay  the 
costs  of  suit  of  all  parties  before  the  Cotirt  and  also  the 
costs  of  the  motion  to  stay  proceedings.  A  hard  case, 
trnly;  but  it  would  be  harder  still  if  the  lady  were  put  to 
expense  by  a  suit  which  could  do  no  good,  and  as  to  oom- 
menoing  which  she  had  not  been  consulted.  The  Court 
in  snch  a  case  would  probably  be  apt  to  infer  acquiescence 
ia  the  suit  from  slight  circumstances;  and  married  ladies 
who  wish  to  repudiate  the  course  adopted  by  their  next 
friends  will  find  it  advisable  to  do  so  at  once. 

As  regards  the  commencement  of  proceedings  by  per- 
sons tui  jitrit,  it  ia  highly  desirable  that  solicitors,  if 
only  for  their  own  protection,  should  require  a  written 
authority  from  the  plaintiff  in  every  case.  According 
to  the  strict  practice,  said  Lord  Langdale  in  Tabbemor  y. 
Tabbernor  (2  K.  680),  there  ought  to  be  a  warrant  in 
writing  to  authorise  the  solicitor  to  commence  proceed- 
ings; this  warrant,  however,  is  now,  as  then,  sometimea 
dispensed  with,  but  always  at  the  peril  of  the  solicitor, 
who,  if  it  appear  that  he  filed  the  bill  withont  authority, 
will  have  to  pay  the  oceti  of  suit  and  of  the  application 
to  strike  the  name  out  of  the  record,  even  after  replica- 
tion, provided  the  client  has  not  acquiesced  (^Tabbemor 
▼.  Tabbemer,  tvp.').  In  a  recent  case,  however,  where 
prooeediogs  had  been  taken  by  a  solicitor  without  proper 
authority,  he  was  not  fixed  with  the  costs,  it  appearing 
that  the  solieitor  was  not  aware  of  the  circumstances 
which  invalidated  his  authority  {Thomaty.  ItnUiy$on,  19 
W.  B.  256) ;  but  the  case  is  quite  of  an  exceptional  oha- 
raoter,  and  there  can  be  no  doubt  of  the  truth  of  the 
general  rule,  that  proceedings  taken  by  a  solicitor  without 
proper  authority  will  be  annulled  with  costs  to  be  paid 
by  him  personally.  If  there  be  not  a  written  retainer 
there  must  be  an  authority  to  institute  the  suit  com- 
mnnieated  expressly  by  the  client  to  the  solicitor  without 
any  immediate  agency  CB«  Gray,  13  S.  J.  607),  and  it 
is  no  answer  that  the  solicitor  in  a  moment  of  inadver- 
tence suffered  himself  to  act  upon  the  information  from 
a  third  party  that  the  plaintiff  wished  the  bill  to  be  put 
on  the  file. 


TJkpaid  Vkndoe  v.  Rail  WAT  Cohpant — ^Fobm  of 

Deokeb. 

Keane  v.  Athmry  and  JEnni*  Baihtay  Company,  M.  B. 

(Ir.),  19  W.  B.  43. 

The  usual  decree,  where  the  title  is  approved  and  the 
oompany  are  in  possession,  orders  specific  performance 
of  the  contract  within  a  limited  period,  and  declares  a  lien 
on  the  land  for  the  sum  payable  in  respect  of  purchase- 
money  and  compensation,  with  interest  and  costs.  If 
defanlt  is  made  under  the  above  decree,  the  vendor  ap- 
plies by  petition  ( n'illiatm  v.  Great  Eaitern  Railway 
Company,  16  W.  R.  821),  for  an  order  for  sale  of  the  land, 
whether  the  railway  be  completed  and  open  for  traffic  or 
not,  and  application  of  the  proceeds  in  or  towards  pay- 


ment of  the  sum  due.  lii  Keane  ▼.  Atkeniry  end  £s*ir 
Xailnay  Company  the  Master  of  the  Bolls  in  Iielud  d»- 
parted  from  what  we  regard  aa  the  usual  practice,  st  all 
events  in  England,  by  introducing  into  the  decree  as 
order  for  sale  in  default  of  payment  within  tiie  tinu 
specified,  instead  of  giving  liberty  to  apply  for  such  order, 
as  is  usually  done.  The  course  pursued  by  his  Honour, 
even  if  unusual,  appears  to  be  fully  justified,  under  the 
circumstances  detiUled  in  the  report.  His  Honour  ilao 
gave  liberty  to  apply  for  an  injunction  to  restrain  the- 
oompany  in  default  of  payment,  from  using  the  laadioc 
the  purposes  of  their  undertaking.  Cnem  v.  Btfiur 
Mailnay  Company  (14  W.  R.  1002),  has  been  regarded  •> 
an  authority  for  such  an  injunction,  though  even  in  that 
case  the  Lords  Justices  (Sir  J.  Knight- Bruce  and  ffii  0. 
Turner)  differed;  but  subsequent  decisions  have  thovn 
that  the  proper  course  in  a  case  of  default  is  to  apply  for 
a  receiver  of  the  tolls  until  rale,  and  not  for  an  injunction 
{Mtmnt  V.  IiU  of  Wight  Railnay  Company,  18  VT.  S.  781). 
The  last  mentioned  case,  however,  does  not  seem  to  hiTt 
been  cited,  and  the  liberty  to  apply  for  the  injunction  wit 
probably  given  per  ineuriam. 


COMMON  LAW. 


IirJUBIES  OV  THE  HiGH  SeAS — JUBISDICTIOS. 
Ihe  Eeplorer,  Adm.,  19  W.  B.  166. 

In  the  great  majority  of  cases  that  come  before  the 
courts  of  law  of  a  country  there  ia  no  doubt  as  to  th« 
system  of  law  by  which  the  case  is  to  be  decided.  In 
by  far  the  greater  number  of  snita  all  the  parties  to  the 
suit  are  subjects  of  and  domiciled  in  the  atate  in  whidk 
the  suit  is  proeecnted,  and  the  acta  from  which  the  rait 
arises  take  place  within  that  state.  In  these  eases,  of 
course,  the  municipal  law  of  the  atate,  and  that  law 
alone,  can  properly  be  applied  to  the  case.  Sometime)^ 
however,  the  Courts  of  one  state  liave  to  decide  upon  the 
legal  effect  of  acts  done  in  anodier  state.  Of  coarse  the 
law  of  a  country  has  no  binding  foroe  out  of  that  eonn> 
try,  but  all  states  reoognise  to  some  extent,  in  the  ad- 
ministration of  their  own  laws,  the  law  of  other  coon- 
tries  and  its  effect  upon  acts  done  in  those  ccnntri«~ 
For  instance,  it  is  a  general  rule  (although  like  all  role* 
subject  to  exceptions)  acted  upon  in  all  oivilisad  eoon- 
tries,  that  the  validity  of  a  contract  depends  upon  the 
law  of  the  country  in  which  it  waa  made  ;  that  ittaaj^ 
if  in  England  an  action  is  brought  upon  a  contract  mads 
in  France,  and  which  by  French  law  is  void,  the  aotioD 
must  fail,  although  the  contract,  if  made  in  Snglia), 
would  have  been  valid.  The  Engliah  Courts,  in  a  cms 
like  this,  reoognise  and  apply  the  French  law.  Ihs 
collection  of  rules  which  govern  the  application  of 
foreign  law  in  this  way  is  usually  called  private  intai- 
national  law.  This  branch  of  law  ia  as  yet  in  its  in- 
fancy, but  when  it  is  fully  developed  the  rules  respeetinf 
the  recognition  of  foreign  law  (often  called  the  oonfliet 
of  laws)  will  be  as  well  asoertained  in  all  countries  a* 
the  municipal  law  ia  now  ascertained  in  each  conntrx. 

There  is,  however,  another  dais  of  oases  to  whiol» 
neither  the  rules  of  mnnioipal  law,  nor  of  private  inter* 
national  law,  can,  as  such,  be  directly  ap^ed.  There 
are  cases  arising  on  the  high  seas  between  vessels  and 
subjects  of  different  States.  For  inatsitaoe,  suppose  • 
collision  between  an  American  and  a  French  diip  on 
the  high  seas,  and  a  suit  in  England  by  one 
against  the  other  for  the  oonseqnenoes  of  tiie  coUinoo* 
By  what  law  is  the  case  to  be  governed  ?  Or,  to  pal 
another  illustration,  suppose  an  American  veaeel  damage^ 
out  of  the  jurisdiction  of  any  country,  a  French  enbi 
marine  telegraph  cable,  and  a  suit  is  oommeBcei!  id 
England  for  the  damage.  It  will  be  often  difficult, 
sometimes  impossible,  to  apply  the  ordinary  rules  of 
vate  international  law  to  them;  and  although  somethi 
called  the  lex  marit  is  occasionally  talked  of,  it  is  cli 
that  there  is  aa  yet  no  system  of  law  for  the  high  seas  il 
which  all  maritime  nations  agree.    The  day  will  donbt 
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iMwme  when  there  will  be  such  a  law,  bat  it  doea  not 
Mw  exist.  , 

In  the  Explorer,  the  qoestion  aroae  on  an  objection 
til  (he  pleidiars,  whioh  stated,  in  effeot,  that  the  Hx- 
flmr,  to  Eagliah  ship,  negligently.  lan  down  a  Frenoh 
tldp  on  the  high  seas,  bj  whioh  ooUision  several  per- 
Mu,  not  British  snbjeots,  on  the  Frenoh  ship  lost 
•thdi  lires.  The  suit -was  in  tiie  Admiralty  Oonrt,  by  the 
penonal  representatiTes  of  the  deoeased  persons  against 
the  owners  of  the  Explorer,  under  Lord  Campbell's  Act 
<9  k.  10  Vict.  c.  93)  for  damages.  Sir  B.  Pbillimore  de- 
«ided  [foUoving  the  Guldfaxe,  17  W.  B.  578)— first,  that 
the  Coart  of  Admiralty  had  jarisdiction  under  Lord 
Csmpbell's  Act  to  entertain  a  snit  nnder  that  statate  ; 
aeoond^,  he  decided  that  the  Coort  had  jarisdiotion,  at 
the  suit  of  the  representatlres  of  the  foreigrnen,  for  the 
noagfnl  sot  done  by  the  defendants  on  the  high  seas. 
tOiia  woond  point  seems  to  invoWe  a  question  of  mnch 
importsBO*— riz.,  how  far  has  the  Court  of  Admiralty 
joiiediotion  to  apply  English  statutes  to  acta  done  on  the 
high  seas  ?  Here  the  facts  were  m(»t  in  farour  of  the 
«xiitenoe  of  the  jnrisdiction,  as  the  defendants  were 
English,  and  the  suit  was  in  an  English  oonrt  for  a 
wioagfol  act  done  by  them  on  board  an  English  ship. 
Hid  the  position  of  the  parties  been  reversed  the  qnes- 
tion  wonld  hsve  been  more  difflonlt.  Woald  the  Court 
hare  had  jnrisdiction  to  apply  Lord  Campbell's  Aot 
«{uait  foreigners  for  an  aot  done  on  the  high  eeas  on 
bond  s  foreign  ship  i 

Sir  B.  Pbillimore  gave  no  groonda  for  the  decision 
ihat  he  arrived  at,  and  we  notice  the  Explorer  for  the 
pirpow  of  drawing  attention  to  this  olass  of  cases,  and 
iiiX  on  acooant  of  any  information  it  contains,  or  any 
j^dple  that  can  be  deduced  from  the  judgment. 


BANKETTPTCT. 


IlisnOTior  Act,  1869,  a.  84 — Aknullino  Adjudica- 

nOS-DjttKGATION  OF  JnniSDIOTION  TO  BKaiBTKA.118. 

^tfou  The  English  Joint  ^ook  Bank,  So  JFinTui/, 
L.JJ.,  19  W.  B.  140. 

The  faets  of  this  case  were  shortly  theae.  The  bank- 
npt  was  adjudicated  such  upon  the  petition  of  the 
£igliih  Joint  Stock  Bank,  whose  debt  amounted  to  no 
Im  a  mm  than  ;£3,000.  There  were  only  two  other 
""•rared  creditors,  whose  debts  were  respectively  f  67 
*'A  Hi.  At  the  first  meeting  of  creditors  only  the 
^  by  their  proxy  attended.  The  meeting  was  ad- 
journed several  times,  and  still  no  one  but  the  bank 
w«  represented.  Consequently,  for  want  of  a  quorum, 
the  meeting  was  not  duly  oonstitnted,  and  no  trustee 
eoald  he  appointed. 

By  section  84  of  the  Bankruptcy  Act,  1869,  "The 
registrar  may  adjourn  the  first  meeting  of  creditors 
from  time  to  time  and  from  place  to  place,  subject  to 
the  direction  of  the  Court ;  but  if  at  such  first  meeting 
«  creditors  or  at  some  adjournment  thereof  no  trustee 
11  appointed,  by  reason  of  the  prescribed  quorum  not 
•^sj  present,  or  for  any  other  reason  whatever,  the 
Ooort  may  annul  the  adjudication  unless  it  deems  it  ex- 
»'^i«nt  to  carry  on  the  bankruptcy  with  the  aid  of  the 
■"Psttar  as  trustee." 

Acting  nnder  this  section,  and  in  the  state  of  the  oir- 
^iwtanoes  already  stated,  one  of  the  registrars  of  the 
™«ion  Court,  acting  for  the  Chief  Judge,  annulled  the 
•"ikniptcy. 

^  Wds  Jnsticet  npon  appeal  held  that  the  learned 
''P'trsr  was  wrong,  and  that  he  onght  under  the  oir- 
'*»«'»noe8  to  have  carried  on  the  bankruptcy  with  the 
•JPtoar  as  trustee. 
Jw  light  of  a  creditor  is  thus  sUted  by  James,  L.J.,— 

A  xile  creditor  bad  a  right  under  the  law  of  this 
'^'•J  to  proceed  against  his  debtor  in  bankruptcy, 
«d  he  had  a  right  to  all  remedies  which  were 
*»en  him  nader  the  law  of  bankruptcy,  and  which 
"''  wry  extensive,  and  he  onght  not  to  be  deprived  of 


them  without  some  very  strong  reason."  And  the  prin- 
ciple by  whioh  such  cases  are  to  be  governed  is  stated  by 
Mellish,  L.J. — "  No  doubt  the  intention  of  the  present 
Bankruptcy  Act  was  that  the  wish  of  the  majority  of 
the  creditors  should  prevail;  and  if,  from  the  fact  of  the 
creditors  not  coming  to  the  meeting,  you  could  collect 
that  it  was  the  wish  of  the  creditors  generally  that  the 
bankruptcy  should  not  go  on,  the  Court  ought  to  at- 
tend to  that  wish.  But,  in  the  present  case,  from  the , 
nature  of  the  assets,  one  could  understand  why  a  creditor 
for  a  very  ^mall  amount  should  not  care  about  the  bank- 
mptoy,  while  at  the  same  time  a  large  creditor  should 
wish  the  assets  to  be  realised  in  bankruptcy.  And  his 
Lordship  thought  that  he  was  entitled  to  have  this 
done."  The  rule  would  therefore  seem  to  be  that  an 
adjudication  ia  not  to  be  annulled  on  the  ground  of  the 
non-appointment  of  a  trustee,  unless  the  circumstances  be 
such  that  the  abstinence  of  the  creditors  may  fairly  be 
taken  as  evideaoing  a  deliberate  intention  on  the  part  of 
the  bulk  of  the  creditors  that  the  bankruptcy  shall  not 
proceed. 

Bat  while  this  case  is  important  aa  vindicating  the 
rights  of  creditors  under  such  circumstances  as  those 
with  which  the  Lords  Justices  had  to  deal,  it  is  more 
important  still  on  another  ground.  Ever  since  the  new 
Bankruptcy  Aot  has  been  in  operation,  the  greatest  abuse 
of  which  the  public  have  had  to  complain  under  it  has 
been  the  wholesale  delegation  of  judicial  fnnotiona  to 
the  registrars.  It  has  been,  and  it  is,  a  positive  scandal 
that  substantially  the  whole  of  the  judicial  functions  of 
the  Chief  Judge  in  Bankruptcy  shonld  in  fact  be  handed 
over  to  the  registrars — a  body  of  gentlemen  chosen  for 
and  appointed  to  a  merely  ministerial  ofBoe,  not  a 
judicial,  and  certainly  not  selected  with  any  view 
to  their  fitness  for  judicial  duties.  The  failure  of  the 
Aot  of  1861  has  been  attributed  by  many  com- 
potent  critics,  among  them,  we  believe,  by  its  eminent 
author,  very  largely  to  the  refusal  of  Parliament  to  ap- 
point a  chief  judge  in  bankruptcy,  and  the  consequent 
absence  of  one  controlling  mind,  of  high  judicial  quali- 
ties, to  guide  the  development  of  the  new  law,  and 
mould  the  new  system  of  practice.  In  1869  Parliament 
was  wiser;  the  evil  had  been  felt,  and  the  remedy  was 
provided.  A  Chief  judge  was  appointed,  and  so  important 
was  the  olfice  felt  to  be,  that  after  the  first  appointment, 
no  one  was  to  be  eligible  to  it  except  a  judge  of  one  of  the 
superior  courts  of  law  or  equity.  But  the  nnquestion- 
able  intention  of  the  Legislature,  that  the  judicial 
work  of  the  Central  Court  of  Bankruptcy  should  be 
done  by  the  Chief  Judge,  that  the  skeleton  of  a  bank- 
mptoy  system  provided  in  the  Act,  should  be  filled  up 
by  him,  the  very  difflonlt  task  of  dove-tailing  the  new 
law  into  the  old  should  be  aocompUshed  by  him,  and 
the  new  code  of  piaotioe  be  worked  under  hi*  snperin- 
tendenoe— this  manifeat  intention  of  the  L^isla- 
ture  has  been  deliberately  and  vyatematioally  set 
at  defiance.  The  jndiotal  fnnotiona  of  the  London 
Court  of  Bankruptcy  have  been  handed  over  al- 
most entirely,  not  even  as  of  old,  to  inferior  judgeaohoaen 
for  the  purpose  like  the  Oommiasiooers,  but  to  mere 
ministerial  officers  of  the  courts  the  registrars.  They  ait 
to  decide  the  most  difflonlt  qneationa  of  law  and  fact,  the 
Chief  Judge  aitting  now  and  again  to  hear  a  county  court 
appeal.  The  impropriety  of  this  practice  has  long  been 
felt  and  complained  of.  And  now  at  length  the  Lorda 
Justices  have  had  an  opportunity  of  expressing  their 
opinion  npon  it.  It  is  much  to  be  hoped  that  the  severe 
rebnke  which  they  have  administered  may  have  the  effect 
of  checking  so  pernicious  a  system.  Lord  Justice  James 
"  thought  it  very  much  to  be  regretted  that  this  matter 
was  not  heard  in  the  first  instance  before  the  Chief 
Judge.  The  point,  which  was  raised  for  the  first  time, 
was  one  of  oonaiderable  importance,  and  it  waa  not  de- 
sirable that  it  should  be  disposed  of  by  a  registrar.  Hia 
Lordship  apprehended  that  it  waa  the  intention  of  the 
Legislature  that  the  Chief  Judge  should  delegate  hia 
powers  to  a  registrar  only  in  oases,  in  which  the  registrar 
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eonld  have  deoUions  of  the  Chief  Jndge  or  of  this  Coart 
before  him  to  guide  hinii  and  not  in  a  oaae  where  a  new 
qneation  aroie  for  decieion.  It  wai  (till  more  to  be  re- 
gretted in  the  present  o&se  that  the  question  shonld  have 
been  decided  by  the  registrar,  beoaase  it  related  to  the 
ministerial  dnties  of  the  registrars  generally."  And 
Lord  Jnstioe  Mellish  "  quite  agreed  that  it  was  to  be  re- 
gretted that  this  matter  was  decided  by  a  registrar.  In 
•U  cases  where  a  general  rale  was  to  be  laid  down  it  waa 
desirable  that  the  matter  shonld  go  to  the  Chief  Jndge 
iMfore  it  oame  to  the  Court  of  Appeal,  that  they  might 
hsTe  the  benefit  of  his  opinion." 


S£VIEWS. 

A  Ltetuu  on  the  But  Modt*  of  Studying  thi  Scime*  •/ 
JurisprmUnee.  Bting  Introductory  to  a  Count  of  Leeturet  \ 
on  tht  Seianee  of  Jurisprudence,  to  be  Lelivered  in 
University  ColUft,  London,  during  the  Session  1870 — 1. 
By  Shkldos  Auos,  M.A.,  of  the  Inner  Temple,  Barrister- 
at-Law,  Professor  of  Jurisprndenee  in  UniTsrsity  College, 
London.    London :  Ridgway. 

What  is  jurisprudence,  that  men  may  propose  to  them- 
•elvns  to  study  it?  This  question  Mr.  Amos  asks  and 
answers  on  the  threshold.  Is  it,  as  some  hare  said,  every- 
thing that  has  to  do  with  law  ;  or  is  it,  as  others  have  put 
it,  tlie  philosophy  (whatever  that  may  be)  of  positive  law; 
or  does  it  mean  the  science  by  which  the  best  laws  are  to  be 
Isolated;  or  again,  "  The  intellectual  process  of  ascer- 
taining the  place  that  the  phenomenon  of  law  holds  in  the 
constitution  of  human  society,  and  the  development  of  the 
human  race  >  "  Mr.  Amos,  for  the  purposes  of  his  course 
of  lectures,  takes  it  to  be  "The  science  which  deals  with 
the  essential  formal  structure  of  all  possible  systems  of 
positive  law."  Having  thus  forewarned  his  students,  the 
lecturer  proceeds  to  bestow  upoa  them  his  counsels  as  to 
the  spirit  and  the  manner  in  which  they  are  to  prosecute 
their  study.  We  mar  follow  his  lead  in  declining  to  discuss 
the  grounds  of  any  definition  of  "Jurisprudence,"  and  at 
the  same  time  may  regret  that  the  science  of  jurisprudence 
is  eo  little  considered  by  lawyers.  We  should  like  all  law 
•tudents  to  read  Mr.  Amos'  introductory  lecture ;  and  if 
there  are  any  people,  and  we  fancy  that  the  ranks  of 
practising  lawyers  could  fhrnish  a  good  manjr,  who  have  a 
hs2y  notion  that  a  lawyer  versed  in  the  science  of  juris- 
prudence is  a  man  who  has  nothine  of  law  in  his  brain 
ezcspt  a  few  vague  theoretical  notions — we  should  like 
■nch  persons  to  real  it  too.  It  is  a  very  acute  and  vigorona 
composition,  and  couched  in  choice  and  striking  language. 
If  Mr.  Amos  has  succeeded  in  transfusing  his  class  with  the 
■imple-minded  and  inexorable  aim  at  excellence  with  which 
this  lecture  is  instinct,  he  will  have  done  a  work  in  which 
any  man  might  rejoice  himself.  The  field  of  study  recom- 
aaended  is  vsry  great,  not  to  say  formidable,  bnt,  as  George 
Herbert  says — 

» who  aimeth  at  the  sky. 

Shoots  higher,  Ui,  than  he  who  means  a  tree." 


The  PraeHce  of  the  Court  of  Protate  in  Common  Form  Biai- 
nest.      By  Henbt  Cbablbs  Ccmte,  F.S.A.,  Proctor  in 
Doctors' -commons ;  also  A  Treatise  on  the  Practiee  of  the 
Court  in  ConientioHe  Business.    By  Thomas  H.  Tbistrax, 
D.C.L.,  Advocate  in  Doctors' -commons,  and  of  the  Inner 
Temple.    Sixth  Edition.    London:  Bntterworths.    1871. 
Coote's  Probate  Practice  has  attained  a  wide  and  deserved 
popularity,  becauseit  has  been  found  well-arranged  and  bandy, 
and  a  generally  excellent  manual  of  the  probate  practice.     La 
the  sixth  edition  now  before  us  243  pages  are  devoted  to  the 
common  form  business ;  pages  243 — 319  deal  with  the  prac- 
tice in  contentioHS  business,  and    appendices   embracing 
statutes,  rules,  costs,  and  forms,  with  the  index,  carry  the 
work  on  to  page  742.     The  index  is  well  ordered,  bat 
scarcely  as  full  as  it  shonld  .have  been ;  the  arrangement  is 
very  good,  a  great  thing  in  a  book  of  practice.    We  oaimot. 
however,  dismiss  what,  when  all  is  said,  is  a  very  naefol 
volume,  without  observing  that  in  the  matter  of  reported 
decisions  or  points  of  probate  practice  the  new  edition  is  not 
fully    posted    up    to    its    date.       It   would   be    unjust 
to    censure    the    authors   of    a    work    otherwise   good 
uid   exhaustive    for    not    incorporating    all    the    deci- 


sions   reported    up     to    a    period    within    a   very  few 
weeks  of  the  issue,  bnt  allowing  a  due  period  of  grsce,  thoa 
is  still  a  shortcoming  in  the  volume  before  us.    The  tditkn 
is  dated  1871,  bnt  there  are  numerous  cases  reported  ax 
months  and  upwards  before  the  end  of  1871,  for  whidi «« 
look  in  vain.    For  instance.  In  tht  Goedt  of  Harris  (18  W. 
B.  901,  L.  R.  2  P.  ft  D.  83)  was  reported  in  the  r«Uy 
Reporter  in  June,  1870,  and  in  July  by  the  Xato  Ripnis,  m 
a  noteworthy  point  ofpractice  as  to  the  probate  of  a  ooloniil 
will  ratified  by  an  English  will ;  In  the  Goods  of  Men 
WUliamt    (18   W.   R.   844,   L.   B.  2    P.  ft  D.   81).  (it- 
ported   same  months)  on    the  citation,   by  an  appliaud 
concerned  in  an  administration  suit,  of  the  representatirg 
of  an  administratrix  who  had  died  pending  administration ; 
In  tit  Goods  of  CamphM  (18  W.  B.  844),  reported  in  Jmie, 
and  In  tht  OomU  of  Boughton  (18  W.  R.  967)  (reportsl  in 
May),  as  to  the  affect  of  reonnciation  in  Scotland  or  Irelml 
on  an  application  for  probate  in  England.    None  of  then 
cases  are  dtad  in  the  notes,  nor  is  Mortimer  v.  Penli  (IS 
W.  E.  901,  L.  R.  2  P.  ft  D.  85  (June  and  July),  on  wftnJ 
of  grant  of  administration  pendente  lite  when  there  is  sliesdj 
an  executor,  though  at  page  121  the  practice  is  noted  thit 
the  Court  may  grant  administration  pendente  Kts  where  pro- 
bate is  already  granted  to  an  executor.  At  page  180  it  «}?. 
is  a  useful  section  on  presumptions  of  death,  and  a  not«  ii 
added,  "  see  also  Se  Benham's  Trusts  "  (a  case  decided  by  Tm 
Chancellor  Melius  in  1867) ;  whereas,  if  any  reference  vii 
made  to  the  decision  of  Vice- Chancellor  Mslins  in  Be  Bt»- 
ham's  Trusts,  the  information  should  have  been  added  tint 
the  Vice-Chancellor's  order  was  discharged  on  appeilby 
Lord  Justice  Bolt  (16  W.  B.   180,  same  year),  and  ha 
principle  disapproved  by  Lord  Justice  Giffard  in  Bs  Phni'i 
Trusts  (18  W.   E.   303,  January,  1870).     We  might  «dd 
others  to  these  instances,  which  we  have  taken  at  random ; 
the  omitted  notations  may  not  be  of  the  first  importsaMi 
but  the  book  is  rendered,    to   an   extent,  inoomplett  by 
their  omission,  and  in  point  of  time  we  might  reasonsHy 
have  expected  them  to  have  been  added.      The  statntorj 
alterations  are  duly  incorporated,  and,  regarded  as  a  whole, 
this  new  edition    is    a  very  valuable   book ;   it   is  ""l 
arranged  and  a  quantity  of   new  forms,  &c.,  have  h««a 
added  to  the  extremely  useful  appendix. 


Tht  Natural  Sitterp  of  Law.    By  G.  J.  JoHKSOK.  Reprinttd 

f^m  the  Essays  of  the  Birmingham  Speculative  Clok 

Birmingham:  Printed  by  Josiah  Allen. 

This  is  an  interesting  essay.     Mr.  Johnson  adopts  Ik 

Herbert  Spencer's  view  that  the  general  order  of  change  iii 

progressive  society  is  *'  the  transformation  of  the  bcnoo- 

geneona   into    the  heterogenous,"  that    is,   as  applied  to 

positive  law,  the  recognition,  in  place  of  the  one  saacboa  ol 

utw,  the  heterogeneous  sanctions  of  positive  law,  ^  comm(* 

opinion,  and  conscience  or  religion.     Mr.  Johnson's  vie*  cJ 

the  gradual  development  of  Uie  English  law  is  set  oat  in  •" 

interesting  and  thoughtful  manner,  and  apropos  of  Isnd  Uw 

he  is  very  successful  in  his  manner  of  explaining  thegnanu 

substitution  of  the  commercial  for  the  feudal  theory. 


Londos: 


Partridge  #    Cooper's  Octavo  Diary  for   1871. 

Partridge  ft  Cooper. 

This  useful  diary,  forwarded  to  us  rather  late  this  ye*f> 
contains  its  accustomed  information  about  bankers,  pnbui: 
offices,  postage,  stamps,  and  a  very  great  many  etceten* 
which  we  cannot  enumerate,  bnt  which  are  very  handy  in  » 
diary.  It  contains  also  some  concise  directions  for  mskii'g 
a  wul,  which  are  well  done,  but  it  is  hardly  correct  to  »y 
that  "  no  married  woman,  except  under  marriage  settlan'n'i 
can  make  a  will,"  because  a  married  woman  may  execute  by 
will  a  power  of  appointment  not  created  by  a  marriage  settle- 
ment The  fact  is,  it  is  almost  impossible  to  frame  cooeiM 
direction*  for  lay  readers  on  such  a  subject  without  somi- 
where  or  other  conveying  a  false  impression.  We  dmT 
pronounce  this  a  handy  and  commendable  diary. 


Sesvicbs  or  tbb  Solicitobs  akd  Pboctobs'  LlFB-»OiI>- 
The  brig  "  Elizabeth  and  Cicero,"  frem  Onemsay  to  Lon*»i 
ran  ashore  off  Wfnchdsea,  <m  the  coast  of  Sussex,  abont  oM 
o'clock  on  the  morning  of  the  I6th  iust.,  and  soon  begsn  t* 
break  up.  The  crew  of  eif  ht  men  took  refuge  in  the  nggi"S> 
and  the  poor  fellows  wore  in  a  very  exhausted  state  when  tney 
were  rescued  by  the  Solicitors  and  Proctors'  Life-boat,  "Stonn 
Sprite,"  which  belongs  to  the  National  Life-boat  Institotun. 
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COURTS. 

couNry  COURTS. 

Bboklbt. 
(Befon  J.  J.  LoHaoALB,  Eiq.,  Judge.) 
J«o.  13. — Ctauty  v.  Purtn  ;  Se  Parvts. 
Undir  riA  297  of  the  Bankrupted  Act,  1869,  thefunetioni 
«/  a  rttriver  terminate  upon  the  registration  of  the  txtraor- 
iuty  raoliitum  for  eompotition.     No  property  vettt  iJi  •  r$~ 
men',  or  in  the  trtutee,  in  caees  of  liquidation  by  eompoti- 
tien,ijfhit  mere  appointment  as  trtutee  by  the  ereditore. 

ThiimtMi  interpleader  summons  under  section  31  of 
tte  Cointy  Courts  Act,  1867.  The  facta  were  these : — 
Cbanj,  the  execution  creditor,  obtained  two  jadc^ments 
igtinit  Forres,  together  amounung,  with  costs,  to  about 
IWjImt  etch  debt  was  under  £S0.  On  these  judgments  the 
liiliff  leriad  in  the  morning  of  the  6th  of  December,  1870. 
On  the  nine  day  (at  a  later  hour)  Forres  presented  a  peti- 
tun  mder  the  arrangement  clauses  of  the  Banlcruptcj  Act, 
1M9,  to  the  Crojdon  County  Court,  and  concurrently 
thmwitb  a  receiTer  was  appointed  and  an  interim  injunc- 
fon  wu  obtained  &om  the  same  court  addressed  to  the  exe- 
«at!on  creditor  to  prohibit  the  sale  of  the  goods ;  bat  it 
*u  not  directed  to  the  bailiff,  who  at  the  time  of  the  seizure 
lid  ao  notioe  of  any  of  the  proceedings,  nor  had  the  eze- 
cation  creditor.  The  form  of  the  interim  injunction  was — 
tUtClsaey  be  restrained  from  taking  any  further  proceed- 
ing! on  the  judgments  obtained  by  him  until  the  22nd  of 
December.  An  absolute  injunction  was  obtained  on  the 
!3sd  of  December,  but  not  until  about  three  o'clock  in  the 
•fttnioai  of  that  day,  and  (like  the  interim  order)  it  waa 
i»t  directed  to  the  bailiff,  but  to  the  executian  creditor 
ttly.  The  bailiff,  on  the  morning  of  the  22nd,  about 
9  o'clock,  gold  the  goods  seized,  and  thereupon  the  reoeirer 
appoiEted  nnder  the  bankruptcy  proceedings  claimed  the 
fiocndi  of  the  sale,  and  gare  notice  to  the  bailiff  to  pay 
tic  Qou;  to  him.  This  interpleader  summons  was  then 
imtd  Vrthe  high  bailiff.  On  the  4th  of  January,  1871, 
»  Koiiid  aeeting  of  the  creditors  of  Purves  was  held,  at 
'tuch  tktnaolution  to  accept  a  compoaition  was  confirmed 
^"^  »  troftee  (the  same  person  who  was  previously  ap- 
fonitd  neeiTer)  was  appointed  a  trustee  without  security. 
Mr.  Pottter,  for  the  receiver  who  was  the  claimant,  con- 
'■■'M  that  the  property  belonged  to  the  receiver  and 
l^"|«e  tppointed  by  the  creditors.  An  injunction  had  been 
•■•ined  ptohibitiDg  the  execution  creditor  from  selling  till 
"•^d  of  December,  and  that  injunction  was,  on  the  22nd 
aDtctabar,  made  absolute  until  further  order,  being  the 
■■e  d»y  «u  which  the  bailiff  sold.  The  practice  in  the 
enotj  courts  was  similar  to  that  in  the  Court  of  Chancery, 
■d  the  interim  order  remained  in  force  throughout  the 
*We  of  the  22nd.  That  being  so,  the  execution  creditor's 
Vlti  if  any,  was  postponed .  He  also  argued  that  the  regis- 
Mtion  of  the  reaolution  for  composition  bound  the  execution 
"litoi,  and  thut  by  selling  on  the  22nd  both  the  bailiff  and 
«  aecntion  creditor  had  committed  a  breach  of  the  injunc- 

300. 

Mr.  0.  E.  Gibson,  for  Classey,  the  execution  creditor, 
Wtendod— 1st  That  the  right  to  the  property  which  waa 
»  FaiTes,  the  debtor,  had  never  been  taken  out  of  him, 
"^  so  far  as  the  seizure  under  the  execution  bound  the 
p™-  Bie  appointment  of  a  receiver  under  the  petition 
I"  liquidation  vested  no  property  in  such  receiver.  By  the 
WMotment  of  a  trustee  under  a  liquidation  by  arrangement 
\nm  wu  in  effect  a  private  bankruptcy),  all  property 
^"ted,  but  this  was  a  case  of  liquidation  by  composition,  in 
^hatnatee  was  simply  a  vehicle  or  medium  between 
•"  Mbtor  and  his  crtditors,  and  upon  such  an  appoint- 
^^^impUdter  (as  in  the  present  instanee)  nothing  at  all 
2*~in  him.  2ndly.  That  the  execution  creditor  was 
^JwW  and  would  be  even  in  a  liquidation  by  arrangement 
ImTwf  v"'  P^t^oded  that  either  the  execution  creditor  or  the 
'™il  bad  notice  of  the  filing  of  the  petition  prior  to  seizure, 
J™  iiale  having  been  effected  before  the  inchoate  act  of 
{*«i>"ptcy  (the  filing  of  the  petition)  had  been  perfected 

n?***  •^'"Talent  to  adjudication,  the  execution  pre- 
!Wjd  {Eiwmrd,  V.  Scarebrooi.  U  W.  R.  33;  and  Se 
•>*f.  »»  L.  i.  H.  S.  Bkcy.  17).  Sidly.  That  the  in- 
wnon  had  not  been  diaobeved.  By  the  interim  order 
Jf  nocution  creditor  was  desired  to  desist  "until  the 
«M  of  Djcember  ;•'  the  reatnunt  expired  at  12  o'clock 
Wi  onthe  night  ef  the  21g^  and  waa  not  renewed  till 
''«««  p.m.  on  the  22nd;   which  left  the  parties  at 


fulTliberty  to  aell  in  the  interim.  The  injunction  waa,  in 
fact,  never  operative  sgaius  the  plaintiff,  not  being  directtad 
to  him,  but  to  the  execution  creditor  only.  4tnl^.  That 
the  receiver  (the  claimant)  had  no  loeiu  etetndi,  it  being 
expressly  provided  by  the  297th  rule  that  on  registration 
of  an  extraordinaty  resolution  (which  was  done  in  this 
ease)  the  functions  of  the  receiver  were  at  an  end.  He  waa 
stopped  by  the  Court. 

Mr.  Putter  waa  heard  in  reply. 

Hi.  LoKSDixE  said  that,  apart  ttom  other  pointa  which 
had  been  and  might  be  urged,  it  appeared  to  him  that  the 
functions  of  the  claimant  aa  receiver  had  terminated,  and 
that  as  no  property  seemed  to  be  vested  in  him  he  did  not 
see  how  ha  could  suatain  the  claim. 

Judgment  for  the  exeeution  creditor. 

Claetey  v.  The  Bailiff  of  (hi  County  Court. 

BaiUff  ordered  to  make  good  the  valut  of  property  taken  out 
of  his  euttody  eiAsequent  to  a  eeiture,  notwithttanding  the 
existence  of  an  it^'unetion  prohibiting  the  sale. 

This  case  arose  out  of  the  preceding  one.  On  the  receiver 
taking  possession  the  bailiff  had  without  interruption  per- 
mitted him  to  remove  the  goods  which  had  b<>en  ac- 
tually seized,  and  were  in  custoSia  legis,  and  thereby  caused 
a  deficit  in  the  amount  levied.  It  waa  admitted  that 
the  goods  actually  seized  were  altogether  worth  a  sufficient 
sum  to  defray  in  whole  the  amount  of  the  ezeentiona,  but 
by  the  removal  of  some  of  the  goods  a  lesa  aum  was  realised 
than  the  bailiff  had  been  ordered  to  levy.  The  execution 
creditor,  therefore,  made  this  claim  under  section  31  of  the 
County  Courts  Act,  1867,  against  the  bailiff,  for  the  value  of 
the  goods  which  he  had  suffered  the  receiver  to  remove  out 
of  his  possession. 

Mr.  C.  B.  Gibson,  for  the  plaintiff,  oontended  that  the 
bailiff  had  no  right  whatever  to  port  with  the  goods  he  had 
seized,  the  iojuncUon  if  it  operated  against  the  bailiff  at  all 
(which  was  disputed),  waa  at  the  most  a  prohibition  to  sell, 
and  nothing  further.  It  oonid  not  be  intended  that  by  sueh 
an  order  the  bailiff  lost  the  right  to  the  possession,  until 
something  had  been  done  to  alter  the  rights  of  the  parties  ; 
and  as  he  had  permitted  the  receiver  to  remove  and  aotualljr 
convert  the  goods,  and  thus  cause  a  less  aum  to  be  realised 
than  the  execution  creditor's  debt,  he  must  make  good  the 
deficit,  and,  if  neceasary,  look  to  the  receiver  for  re-pay- 
ment 

Mr.  Bicharda,  for  the  bailiff,  ai^ed  that  aa  the  bailiff 
had  received  notice  of  the  interim  injunction  (although  not 
in  fact  directed  to  hioi,  the  receiver  waa  aa  much  entitiad 
to  the  possession  of  the  goods  aa  the  execution  creditor.  The 
receiver  waa  acting  for  tiie  benefit  of  the  bankrupt'a  estate. 

Mr.  L0N8DXLI  gave  judgment  in  favour  of  the  execution 
creditor.  The  bailiff  ought  not  to  hare  permitted  the  re- 
ceiver or  anyone  elaa  to  remove  the  gooda  Arom  his  custody 
in  the  then  existing  position  of  the  matter.  The  interim 
injunction  acted  only  as  a  stay  of  sale,  and  did  not  seem  to 
him  to  affect  the  nghts  of  the  parties.  The  bailiff  must 
therefore  make  good  the  balance,  and  eould  not  charge  the 
plaintiff  for  his  faea  on  the  execution. 

Judgment  for  the  eseeution  creditor. 


NORTKAMPTON. 

(Before  Francu  Ellis  McTaooaxt,  Esq.,  Judge.) 

Jan.  11. — Cox  V.  Sixon. 

Claim  for  damages  consequent  on  conversion  of  a  dog  by  a 

person  who  found  it  in  the  road,  such  person  having  after- 

wards  lost  the  dog, 

Thia  waa  a  claim  for  £60,  the  value  of  a  dog,  alleged  to 
have  been  converted  by  the  defendant.  The  caae  waa  heard 
at  the  laat  oourt,  and  the  following  judgment  was  now 
given: — 

Mr.  McTagoart. — The  plaintiff  in  this  caae  claimed  £60 
damages  "  for  that  the  defendant  illegally  took  posseaaion  of 
a  certain  fox  terrier,  the  property  of  the  plaintiff,  and  kept 
poBsestion  thereof,  and  still  keeps  possession  thereof"  It  ap- 
peared that  the  dog,  which  was  of  great  value,  waa  last  seen 
by  the  plaintiff,  who  lives  in  the  village  of  Monlton,  between 
six  and  seven  in  the  evening  of  November  7th,  when  he  shut 
it  np  in  a  kennel  with  another  dog.  About  half-an-honr 
afterwards  the  kennel,  from  some  eaua*  or  other,  becama 
open,  aa  waa  proved  by  the  fact  that  the  other  dog  waa 
than  found  looae  on  the  premises  by  the  plaintiff.  The 
terrier  in  question  waa  not  seen  by  him  then,  doi  does  he 
appear  to  have  looked  for  it     About  aevam  on  the 
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erening  the  defendant,  who  had  visited  Moulton,  saw  a  ter- 
rier following  his  gig  out  of  the  village,  about  300  yards  as 
it  was  proved,  from  the  plaintiff's  house.  The  defendant 
put  the  dog  in  bis  gig,  and  took  it  home  with  him.  He 
took  it  out  with  him  the  next  day  and  loat  it,  but  recovered 
it.  On  tbe  9th  of  Korember  he  went  out  shooting,  and 
again  took  the  dog  with  him  ;  it  then  escaped,  and  bar  not 
seen  found  since.  The  plaintiff  shortly  afterwards 
demanded  the  dog,  as  his,  &om  the  defendant,  who,  of  course, 
was  unable  to  deliver  it  up.  The  description  given  by  the 
defendant  of  the  dog  taken  by  him  corresponded  minutely 
with  that  given  by  the  plaintiff  of  the  dog  which  he  last  saw 
«n  the  evening  of  the  7  th  of  November,  and  I  think  there 
is  no  reason  to  doubt  that  that  was  tbe  dog  which  the  defen- 
dant took.  The  only  question  therefore  (except  the  contin- 
gent question  of  amount)  is  whether  the  defendant  is  liable, 
nnder  the  circumstances,  to  pay  to  the  plaintiff  the  value  of 
the  dog.  The  particulars  of  demand  allege,  in  effect,  a 
conversion  of  the  dog  by  the  defendant  to  his  own  use.  It 
was  contended  for  the  plaintiff  that  tbe  dog  was  in  his 
possession  when  it  was  taken  by  tbe  defendant,  and  that 
the  defendant  was  therefore  guilty  of  a  conversion  in  taking 
it.  For  the'defendant  it  was  contended  that  tbe  dog  was  lost 
by  the  plaintiff  and  found  by  the  defendant,  in  the  strict 
and  proper  sense  of  the  words ;  that  the  defendant  was 
therefore  entitled  to  take  possession  of  the  dog,  and  to 
keep  pussession  of  it  as  against  all  persons  but  the  true 
owner;  that  there  was  therefore  no  oonversion  of  t^e  dog 
«t  the  time  of  taking  ;  and  that  the  non -delivery  of  it  to  the 

Slaintiff  on  demand  was  no  assertion  of  dominion  on  the 
efendant's  part,  and  therefore  no  evidence  of  any  conversion, 
inasmuch  as  the  dog  had  escaped  from  the  finder's  possession 
before  the  owner  intervened.  To  this  it  was  replied,  that, 
even  assuming  the  first  taking  to  be  lawful,  and  no  conver- 
sion to  have  taken  place  then  or  afterwards,  the  defendant 
was  liable  to  the  plaintiff  for  gross  negligence  in  allowing 
the  dog  to  escape,  whereby  the  plaintiff  when  he  did  inter- 
rene,  was  prevented  from  having  the  dog  delivered  to  him. 
The  question  of  the  defendant's  Uabili^,  therefore,  raised 
two  points,  to  which  considering  the  frequency  in  these 
courts  of  actions  for  conversion,  it  may  be  useful  to  give 
■ome  consideration :  first,  what  circumstances  are  necessary 
to  constitute  such  a  "  finding  "  of  a  chattel  as  to  entitle  the 
finder  to  take  it  into  his  possession  ;  secondly,  what  are  his 
lights  and  liabilities  during  such  possession. 

There  are  several  very  early  cases  in  which  it  has  been 
laid  down  that  the  finder  of  a  chattel  is  not  liable  to  tho 
owner  for  the  mere  act  of  taking  possession  of  it,  not 
aooompanied  or  followed  by  any  exercise  of  dominion  over 
it ;  but  they  do  not  give  any  definition  of  what  is  a  "  find- 
ing." In  Itaae  v.  Clarke  (12  Jac.  1)  reported,  2  Bulstrode, 
306,  to  which  I  shall  have  presently  to  refer  up<»i  the 
second  point.  Lord  Coke,  in  giving  judgment,  says,  "  There 
may  be  a  trover  "  {i.e.,  a  finding,  not  in  the  pleader's,  but 
in  ike  literal  sense)  "  without  a  conversion.  If  he  keep 
and  lay  up  the  goods,  by  him  found,  for  the  owner,  it  is  the 
law  of  charity  to  lay  up  the  goods  which  do  thus  come  to 
his  hands  by  trover ;  and  no  trespass  shall  lie  for  this ; 
but  where  one  takes  goods  where  there  is  no  such  danger 
of  their  being  lost,  orfndt  them  before  they  are  lost,  other- 
wise it  shall  be."  This  dictum  evidently  recognises  the 
case  of  an  apparent  loss  of  the  chattel,  which  may  never- 
theless not  entitle  the  finder  to  take  possession  ol  it ;  but 
atill  leaves  undefined  what  is  such  a  loss,  as  to  make  the 
taking  possession  of  it  by  the  finder  lawful.  The  well- 
known  case  of  Armor]/  \.  Delamirie,  1  Strange,  S04,  in 
which  it  was  decided  that  the  finder  of  a  chattel  could 
maintain  an  action  for  oonversion  against  a  person,  not  the 
true  owner,  who  deprived  him  of  it,  states  the  facts  very 
curtly,  and  does  not  show  under  what  drcomstances  the 
chattel  (a  jewel)  was  found,  that  matter  not  being  material 
to  any  of  the  points  raised  in  the  case.  And  Uie  later  cases, 
so  far  as  I  can  find,  do  no  more  than  determine  whether 
the  possession  was  lawful  under  the  circumstances  of 
each  particular  case.  The  true  tmt,  however,  appears  to  me 
to  be  the  test  given  br  the  civil  law  of  what  is  a  "  vacant 
possession  "  of  a  chattel  or  a  tame  animal :  namely,  whether 
(if  it  has  not  been  actually  abandoned)  the  owner,  though 
he  may  not  have  the  chattel  in  his  actual  custody,  has  the 
knowledge  and  tho  means  necessary  for  re-acquiring  such 
actual  custody  when  he  chooses.  If  he  has,  he  is  not 
denuded  of  his  possession.  (See  Von  Savigny  on  Possession 
Book  HI.,  sect.  23.)  And,  at  common  law,  in  my  opinion, 
as  long  as  there  is  this  degree  of  constructive  possession  re- 


maining in  the  owner,  any  intermeddling  with  the  chattel, 
oven  though  apparently  lost  or  abandoned,  by  a  pencil  who 
comes  across  it,  is  so  fu  hostile  to  the  owner's  rights  ai  to 
be  an  act  of  trespass,  though  not  an  act  of  converaioii  (see 
Pouldet  V.  Willoughiy,  8  M.  &  W.  640),  unless  it  amowiti  to 
an  actual  deprivation  of  or  diminution  of  the  owner's  pos- 
session. And  this  would  be  so,  as  it  seems  to  me,  whether 
or  not  the  finder  knew,  or  had  the  means  of  knowing,  hii 
act  to  be  a  trespass  ;  the  intent  being  immaterial  in  the  cue 
of  a  civU  injury  of  this  nature.  (See  Bacon's  Maximi, 
Reg.  yil.)  ^e  finder  is  not  compelled  to  intermeddle  with 
the  chattel  at  all ;  and,  if  he  does,  he  must  take  the  ritli  of 
that  which  appears  to  be  a  case  of  vacant  possession  tnmmg 
out  not  to  be  one,  and  of  having  to  answer  to  the  owner  fn 
any  trouble  or  charge  which  this  interference  with  his  pos- 
session may  have  brought  upon  him.  Applying  this  taitto 
the  present  case,  was  the  dog  "  lost "  when  the  defendint 
took  possession  of  it  f  Clearly  not.  It  had  escaped  from 
the  place  in  which  its  owner  had  confined  it,  and  wunot 
upon  his  premises  at  all ;  but  it  was  atill  in  or  dose  to,  the 
village  in  which  its  owner  lived ;  almost,  if  not  quite,  withia 
call ;  not  beyond  the  limits  within  which  many  dogs  con- 
stantly leave  and  as  constantly  return  to  their  home ;  sii 
therefore,  even  if  it  could  be  considered  as  having  atniyai, 
not  beyond  the  means  of  search  and  recovery  by  its  owner. 
The  defendant,  by  taking  it,  interfered  with,  and  deprirel 
tbe  plaintiff  of,  this  constructive  possession,  and  was  there- 
fore guilty  of  a  conversion,  and  liable  for  the  loss  of  the  dog, 
which  occurred  during  his  (the  defendant's)  onlawfiil  pos- 
session of  it. 

That  being  so,  it  becomes  unnecessary,  for  the  purposei 
of  the  present  case,  to  decide  whether,  if  the  defondant'i 
possession  had  been  lawful  in  the  first  instance,  he  would 
have  been  liable  to  the  plaintiff  for  gross  negligence  in  the 
keeping  of  the  dog.  Moreovsr,  the  evidence,  in  my 
opinion,  showed  nothing  approaching  to  gross  negligence 
on  the  defendant's  part.  But  the  geneial  question  is,  i 
think,  of  sufficient  interest  aud  importance  to  deserve 
some  examination  of  the  grounds  for  the  contention,  which, 
although  I  considered  it  at  the  time,  and  still  consider  it, 
to  be  erroneous,  is  not  without  a  certain  amount  of  (Q- 
thority  to  support  it.  It  was  contended  that  the  finder 
of  a  chattel,  if  he  takes  it  into  his  possession,  is  to  be 
considered  in  the  light  ot  a  gratuitous  bailee  for  the  owner, 
and  is  therefore  responsible  to  him;  as  such  bailee  wonid 
be  (see  Coggs  y.  Bernard,  3  Lord  Baym.  240,  Sm.  L.  C. 
147,  4th  ed.)  for  ffroti  negligence,  whereby  the  chattel  i« 
lost  or  injured.  I  confess  that  I  am  unable,  after  careful 
consideration,  to  recognise  an  analogy  between  the  position 
of  the  finder  and  the  poaition  of  tlje  gratuitous  baUeo  of  s 
chattoL  The  duty  of  the  latter  to  keep  the  chattel  with 
ordinarr  care  is  held  to  be  created  by  the  confidence 
induced  in  the  bailor  by  the  bailee's  undertaking  the 
charge.  Such  confidence  creates  a  sufficient  legal 
consideration.  'Without  it  the  undertaking  the  charp 
wotild  be  a  mere  nudnm  pactum,  and  would  create 
no  duty  (see  Shiiaeer  v.  Glyn,  2  M.  &  W.  !«; 
Whitehead  v.  Oreelham,  2  Bine.  464,  8m.  t.  C. 
note,  p.  162.)  How  can  this  cantideBce  be  induced,  and 
this  trust  be  reposed,  unless  the  owner  of  the  chattel  know 
that  the  depositary  has  taken  charge  of  it,  and  consent  to 
his  so  doing  ?  The  obligation  of  the  latter  can  only  ariie, 
as  it  appears  to  me,  from  an  intervention  of  the  parties—an 
actual  bailment  on  the  one  side,  and  an  actual  nndertaku>S 
to  keep  on  the  other.  (Compare  Pothier,  Contrat  de  Depot, 
c.  I,  art,  2.)  In  the  case  of  a  bailment  the  owner  deliven, 
or  parts  with,  the  chattel,  on  the  strength  of  the  bailee's 
imdertaking  to  keep.  In  the  case  of  a  mere  finding,  the 
owner  neither  deliven  or  parts  with,  the  chattel  at 
all.  It  is  not  in  his  possession,  either  to  deliver  or  to  part 
with,  either  conditionally  or  unconditionally.  He  may 
never  have  the  opportunity  of  reclaiming  it ;  and  to  hold 
that,  if  he  happena  afterwards  to  bo  able  to  reclaim  it,  he 
may  saddle  the  finder,  by  relation,  with  the  liability  arising 
in  uie  case  of  an  express  deposit,  seems  to  me  to  be  extend- 
ing the  doctrine  of  implied  obligation  much  further  than  u 
warranted,  at  all  events  by  the  common  law.  I  am  boond, 
however,  to  admit  that  there  appears  to  be  more  authority 
for  the  proposition  than  I  was  aware  of  when  the  point  was 
raised  before  me.  It  is  remarkable  that  it  hai 
never  been  expressly  decided,  but  must  be  deter 
mined,  so  far  as  authority  is  concerned,  from  a  compariioa 
of  various  extra-judicial  dicta,  some  for,  some  against,  the 
proposition,  and  from  the  statemente  in  Tarioos  text-books, 


Digitized  by 


Google 


Jan.  21, 1871.  THE  SOLICITORS'  JOURNAL  &  REPORTER. 


217 


iDine  of  which  seem  to  be  based  merely  upon  those  dicta. 
Thi  oiliest  case  in  which  the  point  Is  noticed  is  VandHnk 
T.  Arti4r  (32  &  33  £liz.)  reported  1  Leonard,  223. 
He  ctsa  itself  tnmed  upon  a  point  of  pleadinj^  but 
iiideisoii,'C.J.,  (in  the  course  of  the  argument)  says,  ''When 

I  mu  comes  to  goods  by  trover"  (i.e.,  by  finding,  in  the 
I'tenl  wnse)  "  there  is  not  any  doubt  but  by  the  law  he 
bth  liberty  to  take  possession  of  them ;  but  he  cannot  abuse 
Hum,  kill  tliem,  or  convert  them  to  his  own  use,  or  make 
aj  profit  of  them  ;  and  if  he  do,  it  is  great  reason  that  .he 
le  iiKwenble  for  the  same  ;  but  if  he  lose  such  goods  after- 
Tuds,  or  they  be  taken  from  hini,  then  he  shall  not  be 
<Iiiiged,  for  he  is  not  bound  to  keep  them."  It  is  to  be  ob- 
mrei  that  this  dictum  does  not  expressly  put  the  case  of 
the  loss  or  deprivation  of  the  goods  as  arising  from  gross 
uglignct,  in  which  case  alone  it  h»s  been  held  that  a  gra- 
tnitoos  bailee  would  be  liable.  But  the  concluding  assertion, 
il  it  is  to  be  taken  as  broadly  as  it  is  put,  certainly  seems  to 
iigstire,  by  implication,  the  liability  of  the  finder  for  any 
kmd  of  negligence  which  does  not  amotint  to  a  misfeasance, 
h  the  lame  year,  in  Jfalgravi  v.  Ogden,  reported  1  Leonard, 
224,  "Enaction  upon  the  case  was  brought  upon  a  trover 
ind  coDTerrion  of  twenty  barrels  of  batter,  and  declared  that, 
bjaegligeiit  keeping  of  them  they  were  become  of  little 
»«lae ;  npon  which  there  was  a  demmrer  in  law ;  and,  by 
tiie  opinion  of  the  whole  Court  on  thi.s  matter,  no  action 
listh,  for  a  man  who  comes  to  goods  by  trover  is  not  bound 
to  keep  them  so  safely  as  he  who  comes  to  them  by  baybnent. 
lfam«n  find  my  gannents.  and  suffereth  them  to  be  eaten 
bf  iutb<  by  the  negligent  keeping  of  them,  no  action  lieth  ; 
tatifi»weareth  my  garments  it  is  otherwise,  for  the  wear- 
og  is  a  conversion."  In  the  same  case,  as  reported  in  Cro. 
Ell,  19,  the  dictum  is  still  more  broad :  "  No  law  compel- 
Mhiimthat  findeth  a  thing  to  keep  it  safely  ;  as  if  a  man 
t»d«  girment,  and  suffers  it  to  be  moth-eaten ;  or  if  one 
tnda  hoise,  and  give  it  no  sustenance"  (a  case  of  gross 
iKupMe  at  the  very  least).     "  But  if  a  man  find  a  thing 

.,"*  ''•  ^"9   >s     answerable,    for    it   is   conversion ; 
»>  u  h»  iniBuseth   it,    as   if  one    finds  paper  and  puts 

II  ate  the  water ;  but  for  negligent  keeping  no  law 
lawlKfliKm."  The  case  is  also  reported  (under  the  name 
"I'lkT"*^'  ^*''>  ^  Owen,  141,  but  much  more  briefly; 
ytma  then  laid  down  being  that  the  finder  of  the  goods 
«  ifootOTwas  "  not  bound  to  preserve  them  from  putre- 
'Woa:  batif  the  goods  were  used,  and  by  usage  made 
"!».  Utt  action  "  (for  conversion)  "  would  lie. "  In  Story  on 
WnwiUCc.  2,  8S.  84—87),  the  learned  author,  who  is  in 
UTonr  of  the  view  that  the  finder  of  a  chattel  is  Uablefor 
pw  iKligence  in  respect  of  it,  suggests  that  the  cases  put 
mhS.  »"if  *'*'"'*  necessarily  cases  of  gross  negligence, 
iM  tbat  the  Court  did  not  anywhere  lay  down  more  than 
mtM  action  for  conversion  lies  for  a  negligent  keeping  by 
™SMer.  In  my  opinion,  however,  the  result  of  these 
•«",  on  a  comparison  of  the  various  reports,  is  that  the 
™ff  IS  hable  for  nothing  but  conversion.  So  far  the  au- 
£mn?3''5?"  *"  IJ*  «  favour,  more  or  less,  of  the  non- 
"Wity  of  the  finder  of  a  chattel  for  any  negligence  in  re- 
S"  1°  V  "  *"  ''"  possession.  In  a  later  case,  however, 
»  »lud»  I  have  already  referred,  laaae  v.  Clarht  (12  Jac. 
iV^rted  2  Bnlstrode,  806,  Lord  Coke  lays  down  that 
.1  wv'^^"^*"*^"  ^i*'''^  *o  answer  him  for  them 
™  Hath  the  property  ;  and  if  he  deUvers  them  over  to 
^™«'  """Je"  it  be  to  the  right  owner,  he  shall  be  charged 
Z\lT'  ?'*'  '•'^  fi"*  »*  "  '1  •»"  election  whether  he 
"uiMe  them  or  not  into  his  custody;  but  when  he  hath 
■^  one  only  hath  the  right  to  them,  and  therefore  he 
Sfn.  V^  **°  ■"f'ely-"  If  tlie  dictum  had  gone  nofur- 
wrtBan  this,  I  think  it  might  well  have  been  supposed,  from 
rt- ki  '•  *^*  ^"^  ^^^  intended  only  to  point  out  that 
Sj*?^  has  been  the  law— namely,  that  if  the  finder  of  a 
^r'  ™hver  it  to  a  person  who  is  not  the  true  owner,  it  is  an 
~L  "•"'■ewion  for  which  the  finder  is  answerable  to  the  true 
•^„"  he  afterwards  intervenes;  and  that  "  to  keep  them 
■^  meant  "not  to  part  with  them  to  any  but  the 
PW  person."  But  Lord  Ooke  proceeds  to  say,  "If  a 
^™u  goods,  an  action  on  the  case  lieth  for  hU  iU  and 
SnS'.v  ^"'8'  °^  timn;  hut  no  trover  and  conversion, 
^«  WIS  is  bnt  a  non-feasance."  This,  no  doubt,  is  in 
JJJ""*  the  liability  of  the  finder  for  mere  negligence, 

•aonnting  to  a  conversion.  It  is  to  be  observed, 
j^^i  firat,  that  this  ruling  also  is  extra-judicial ;  and 
J™^f  that,  to  say  the  least,  it  ^oes  too  far,  inasmuch  as 
yj~?  nrt  lectenise  the  distinction,   afterwards  so  care- 

J  '»M  down  m  Coggs  v.  Btmard,  between  ordinary  and 


gross    negligence.     It    seems   to   me,   moreover,    that,  to 
speak  of  the   possession  of  a  chattel  by  the  finder   as  a 
"  custody "    for    the   true  owner,   is,   to  a   great  extent, 
begging  the  very  question  which  has  to  be  decided.    And 
to  treat  such  taking  of  possession  as  an  act  of  "charity," 
as  is  done  in  another  part  of  the  same  dictum,  is  I  think,  a 
somewhat  fantastic  theory — one,  moreover,  which,  if  it  be 
correct,  is,  of  all  theories,  the  most  inconsistent  with  the 
idea  of  any  dnty  impcsed  upon  the  person  hy  whom  the  act  is 
performed.    The  case,  as  it  seems  to  me,  is  simply  a  case  of 
possession  lost   by  one  person    and  acquired  by    another, 
subject  to  be  revested  in   the  former  if,  and  only  if,  he  dis- 
covers where  the  chattel  is  ;  and,  looking  at  the  case  in  this 
light,  much  of  the  argument  in  favour  of  an  implied  duty  to 
keep  safely  becomes  inapplicable,  inasmuch  as    the  mere 
defeasibility  of  a  possession,  though  affecting  its  continuance, 
does  not  make  it  the  less  absolute  while  it  does  continue. 
In  a  work  of  great  authority,  "  Doctor  and  Student,"  which 
was  written  before  the  case  of  Isaac  v.    Clarkt,   it  is  said 
(Dial.  2,  c.   38),  "  Also,  if  a  man  find  goods  of  another,  if 
they  be  hurt  or  lost  by  wilful  negligence,  ho  shall  be  charged 
to  the  owner ;  bnt  if  they  be  lost  by  other  casualty,  as  if 
they  be  laid  in  a  house  that  by  chance  is  bnmed,  or  if  he 
deliver  them  to  another  to  keep  that  ranneth  away  with 
them,  I  think  he  be  discharged."    This  passage  qnalifies, 
but  still  to  some  extent  supports,  the  last  part  of  the  dictum 
in  Uaac  v.  Clarke.     Noy,  at  a  later  date,  m  his  "  Maxima," 
(c.  43)  lays  down  the  rule  (very  probably  grafted  on  the 
passage  in  "  Doctor  and  Student")  more  generally.     "  If  on? 
man  finds  goods  of  another,  and  they  be  hurt  or  lost  by  the 
negligence  of  him  who  found  them,  he  shall  be  liable  to 
miOce  them  good  to  the  owner," 

This  is,  I  believe,  all  that  is  to  be  found  in  the  earlier 
authorities  upon  this  point,  which,  as  I  have  said,  has  never 
been  the  subject  of  an  actual  decision ,  and  the  dicta  upon 
which  are  contradictory,  and  in   some  cases  so  general  in 
their  language  as  to   hs  ambigpious.      The  more  modem 
writers  are  divided  in  opinion.     In  Bacon's  Abridgment,  a 
work  of  very  high  repute,  the  soundness  of  Lord  Cioke's 
dictum  is  very  strongly  impeached.     (See  Bac.  Ab.,  Bail- 
ment  D,  Trover  B ;  and  C,  note  to  Armory  r.  DeUunirie.) 
Mr.  Story,  on  the  other  hand,  in  his  work  on  Bailments 
(c.  ii.  as.  84^87),  attempts  to  answer  that  argument,  though 
not,  in  my  opinion,  with  complete  saocess.    If  it  had  bean 
necessary  for  me  to  give  a  decision  on  the  point,  I  should 
(though  with  great  diffidence,  looking  at  the  conflict  of 
authority)  have  decided  against  the  plaintifif,  who  would 
have  had  an  opportonitv,  of  which  I  should  have  been  glad 
if  he  had  availed  himself,  to  have  the  point  at  last  settled 
by  an  express  decision  in  Westminster  Hall.    The  defen- 
dant, however,  being  liable,  in  my  opinion,  for  an  unlawful 
taking  of  the  dog  in  the  first  instance,  the  only  remaining 
point  is  the  amount  of  damages,  which,  as  the  dog  has  been 
wholly  lost  to  the  plaintiff  through  such  taking,  is  its  full 
value.  Nospecialdamageisclaimed.  Upon  thepointofdamages 
there  is  not  really  any  conflict  of  evidence.    It  appeared 
that  the  dog  was  originally  bought  for  a  very  small  sum,  bnt 
turned  out,  as  is  often  the  ease,  extremely  valuable.    Two 
witnesses  of   great   knowledge   and  experience   in  these 
matters  were  called,  one  of  whom  deposed  that  he  himself 
had  offered  the  plaintiff  £25  for  the  dog,  and  was  prepared 
to  have  offered  £30 ;  the  other  put  about  the  same  valne  on 
it.     The  dog,  therefore,  in  my  opinion,  was  dearly  worth 
£30,  and  I  give  judgment  for  the  plaintiff  for  that  amount, 
with  costs. 

Manohsstib. 

Jan.  n.—PttUion  far  liquidation  iy  arrangtment,  not  eon- 
taininf  a  declaration  of  inability  to  pay  debti,  not  an  act  of 
ianknq>ttjf  mthin  uetion  6  oftht  Bankruptcy  Act,  1869. 

In  January,  1868,  one  Bebbington,  now  a  bankrupt  in 
this  court,  gave  a  bill  of  sale  to  Messrs.  Duncan  &  Foster, 
which  was  duly  registered.  On  the  2nd  of  August  Duntan 
&  Foster  demanded  payment  of  the  money  due  under  the 
bill,  and  on  the  4th  possession  was  taken  on  their  be- 
half by  a  bailiff  being  put  in  the  bankrupt's  pretniaes.  On 
the  10th  of  August,  Bebbington  filed  a  petition  in  this 
court  for  a  liquidation  by  arrangremeut,  and  on  the  14th 
of  September  a  petition  was  presented  against  him  by 
two  creditors,  named  Nicholson  and  Marriott,  alleging  as 
an  act  of  bankruptcy  the  filing  of  the  petition  for  liquida- 
tion. On  the  14th  of  September  Bebbington  was  adjudicated 
bankrupt,  and  the  goods  assigned  by  the  bill  of  sale  were 
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ordered  to  be  sold.  The  qneation  now  was,  were  Dnncan 
A  Foster,  or  the  trustee  onder  the  bankruptcy,  entitled 
to  the  proceeds. 

Mr.  Jordan,  for  ICessn.  Duncan  ft  Foeter,  contended,  first, 
that  the  goods  were  not  in  the  order  and  disposition  of 
Bebbington  on  the  lOth  of  August;  and,  secendlj,  that  the 
mere  filing  of  the  petition  for  liquidation  was  not  an  act 
ot  bankruptcy  within  the  meaning  of  thOiSth  section  of  the 
Act;  consequently  the  trustee  had  no  title  to  the  money, 
which  must  be  paid  to  Duncan  ft  Foster. 

Mr.  Leresche,  for  the  trustee  under  the  bankruptcy, 
contended  that  the  goods  ware  in  the  order  and  disposition 
of  the  bankrupt,  and  woild  therefore  pass  to  the  trustees; 
and  farther,  tnat  the  filing  of  the  petition  was  an  act  of 
bankraptcy.     He  cited  Bt  Jantt  (14  S.  J.  375). 

His  HoNouK  said  he  did  not  feel  it  incumbent  upon 
him  to  decide  the  question  of  fact  as  to  whether  the  goods 
were  in  the  order  and  dispositioa  of  the  bankrupt  with 
the  consent  of  the  true  owner  on  the  10th  of  August;  but 
upon  the  other  point,  as  to  whether  there  was  a  good  act 
of  bankraptcy,  he  was  of  opinion  that  there  was  not,  be- 
cause in  this  case  the  act  of  bankruptcy  was  stated  to  be 
the  mere  filing  of  the  petition  for  hqnidation,  whereas 
in  S*  Jont*  the  petition  contained  on  the  face  of  it  the 
statement  *i^ed  by  the  debtor  that  he  was  unable  to  pay 
his  debts.  That  distinguished  the  two  cases.  Therefore 
the  judgment  wonld  be  that  the  money  was  to  be  paid 
t«  Messrs.  Duncan  ft  Foster,  and  he  should  order  the  pe- 
titioning creditor  to  pay  all  the  costs. 


APPOXHTMENTS. 

Mr.  OcosoB  CLrvB,  barrister-at-law  (formerly  judge  of 
the  Southwark  County  Court),  has  been  appointed  Chair- 
man of  the  Herefordshire  Court  of  Quarter  Sessions,  in 
aaooeesion  to  the  late  Mr.  John  Freeman.  Mr.  Clive  is 
the  third  son  of  the  late  Edward  Bolton  CUve,  Esq.,  of 
Whitfield,  Herefordshire  (who  wm  M.F.  for  the  city  of 
Hereford  from  1826  to  1845),  by  the  Hon.  Harriet,  fourth 
daughter  and  co-heir  of  Andrew,  the  last  Baron  Archer,  of 
Umberslade,  Warwickshire.  He  was  bom  at  Verdun,  in 
France,  in  1806,  and  educated  at  Harrow  and  Brasenose  Col- 
lege, Oxford,  where  he  graduated  B.A.  in  1826.  He  was 
called  to  the  bar  at  Lincoln's-inn  in  June,  1830,  and  was 
appointed  an  assistant  Poor  Law  Commissioner  in  1836. 
In  1839  he  was  appointed  a  police  magistrate  in  the  metro- 
politan district,  and  in  1847,  on  the  establishment  of  the 
county  courts,  he  was  nominated  the  first  judge  for  the 
district  of  Southwark  (circuit  No.  47).  He  held  the  county 
court  judgeship  of  Southwark  for  ten  years,  resigning  in 
1667,  when  he  was  returned  to  Parliament  as  member  for 
the  city  of  Hereford.  Mr.  Clive  filled  the  office  of  Under- 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  Department  from  June, 
1869,  till  November,  1862,  and  previous  to  resigning  office 
he  was  appointed  Recorder  of  Wokingham,  but  soon 
relinquished  that  appointment.  He  unsuccessfully  con- 
tested Hereford  at  the  general  election  in  November, 
1868.  He  is  the  author  of  an  addition  of  "  Steer's  Parish 
Law."  In  183S  he  married  Anne  Sybella,  daughter  of  the 
late  Sir  Thomas  Farquhar,  Bart.,  by  which  lady  he  had  a 
family  of  three  sons  and  two  daughters. 

Mr.  JoBBFH  DoDDB,  Solicitor,  M.P.  for  Stockton  .on-Tees, 
has  been  elected  an  Alderman  of  that  borough,  in  succession 
to  the  late  Mr.  Alderman  Oraggs.  Mr.  Dodds  is  the  eldest 
eonof  Matthew  Dodds,  Esq.,  of  Whorley-hill,  county  Durham, 
hy  Margaret,  daughter  of  Mr.  Joseph  Richardson.  He  was 
horn  in  1819,  and  was  educated  by  the  Rev.  William  Bow- 
man, M.A.,  at  Gainford.  He  was  admitted  in  1851,  and 
practices  at  Stockton  in  partnership  with  Mr.  John  Trotter, 
under  the  style  of  Dodds  &  Trotter.  He  is  President  of  the 
Stockton  Athenaeum,  and  other  local  institutions,  and  was 
Mayor  of  the  borough  in  1867-58.  On  the  enfranchisement 
of  Stockton,  Mr.  Dodds  was  elected  its  first  representative 
at  the  general  election  in  November,  1868. 

Mr.  J.  Stambb  Jones,  solicitor,  of  Newtown,  Mont- 
gomery, has  been  appointed  a  Commissioner  to  Administer 
Oaths  in  Chancery. 

Mr.  WiLLUM  Mora,  solicitor,  of  4,  St.  David's-terrace, 
Brockley-road,  New  Cross,  S.E.,  and  of  14,  Warwick-oourt, 
Grays-inn,  has  been  appointed  a  Commissioner  in  Common 
Iaw,  Bankruptcy,  County  Courts,  &c. 


a£N£KAL  C011&ESP0NDENC2. 

*«*  J.  W.  C.  is  reminded  that  we  do  not  undertake  to 
answer  cases  for  opinion,  though  we  may  occasioiuUj  com- 
ment on  queries  which  we  publish.  We  shall  b«  happy  to 
insert  J.  W.  C.'s  query  if  he  will  favour  ns  (not  necessaiily  for 
publication)  with  his  name  and  address. 


Fork  of  Rbqcimtioks  on  Titlb — Conditions  or  Sau. 

Sir, — Will  you  allow  me  to  call  the  attention  of  yost 
readers  to  two  points  connected  with  conveyandng  liueh 
require  alteration  t 

1.  Many  counsel,  in  settling  requisitions  on  title,  aim, 
perhaps  tmknowingly,  considerable  trouble  to  the  soMtoi 
acting  for  the  vendor,  b^  numbering  or  lettering  the  tb- 
stracts  of  title  and  refernng  to  the  folio  of  the  abstract). 
This  may  be  convenient  to  counsel  for  the  purpose  of  fatore 
reference,  but  it  is  a  source  of  some  annoyance  to  the  rendot'i 
solicitor  and  expense  to  his  client  from  the  fact  that  the 
solicitor,  who  very  rarely,  if  ever,  retains  a  page-for-pagi 
copy  of  the  abstracts  delivered,  has  simply  bis  rough  dnfti 
for  reference,  and  in  attempting  to  answer  the  requisitioas 
wastes  much  time  in  looking  through  these  drafts,  and  oca. 
sionally  is  unable  to  ascertain  to  what  some  of  the  reqoia- 
tions  refer.  All  this  may  be  easUy  remedied,  thus :— Tb> 
abstracts  generally  either  comprise  distinct  parts  of  the  pro- 
perty, or  are  made  up  of  the  main  abstract  itself,  and  one  or 
more  supplements.  Let  the  headings  of  the  difi'ereut  groaps 
of  requisitions  be,  therefore,  not  to  numbered  or  lettered  ab- 
stracts, but  either  to  the  quantity  of  property  compriatil 
therein,  as  "  20  acres,"  or  to  the  name  of  the  property,  at 
"  C'Ourt  Farm  ; "  and  iiutead  of,  or  in  addition  to,  each  re- 
quisition having  a  reference  to  the  folio  of  the  abstract,  lit 
the  date  ofthe  document  on  which  the  requisition  is  foandel 
be  given,  when  possible. 

2.  In  preparing  conditions  of  sales,  some  solicitors  fail  to 
define  the  rights  and  liabilities  of  purchasers  between  them- 
selves with  regard  to  the  title  deeds.  Take  two  ezamplei 
which  have  lately  come  imder  my  notice.  The  conditua, 
after  providing  for  the  retainer  by  the  vendor  of  the  deed^ 
or  their  delivery  to  the  largest  purchaser,  stipulated  in  the 
one  case  that  "  all  such  covenants  as  may  be  required  by  any 
purchaser  under  this  condition  or  otherwise  shall  be  prepand 
by  and  at  the  ezponi>e  of  the  purchaser  requiring  the  same;' 
and  in  the  other  cose,  that  "all  such  covenants  shall  be 
procured  by  and  at  the  expense  of  the  purchaser  reqairisg 
the  same  ;  '  leaving  open  the  question  who  was  to  bear  the 
expense  of  the  perusal  on  behalf  of  the  covenantor  and  of  hit 
executor.  If  solicitors  for  vendors  would  state  in  the  con- 
dition who  is  to  pay  these  costs,  the  expense  and  delay  ai 
correspondence  on  the  subject  between  the  advisers  of  tJu 
purchasers  would  be  avoided. 

A  CotJNTRT  SouerroB. 


Thb  latk  Mr.  W.  S.  Gibsok. 

Sir, — ^Will  you  permit  me  %»  make  a  slight  correction  ii 
your  obituary  notice  respecting  this  gentleman  last  week? 
Mr.  Gibson  was  engaged  on  the  stsJT  of  an  £i»(w  (not  s 
CarlitU)  newspaper  previously  to  his  appointment.  I  ilesii* 
to  add  my  testimony  to  the  amiable  character  and  hijii 
literary  and  legal  attainments  of  the  deceased  gentleman, 
whose  friendship  I  enjoyed  for  a  long  series  of  years. 

John  Ttrcm- 

68,  Chane«ry-lane,  Jan.  17. 


Mr,  Charles  Scorer,  solicitor,  of  Lincoln,  for  many  yet*  in 
the  ofBcs  of  Messrs.  Burton  &  Sons,  of  that  city,  haii  recently 
been  admitted  a  partner  in  the  firm.    Mr.  Scorer  was  certificattn 
in  1868. 
Rbbuibncb  and  thb  Vaccination  Act.— A  question  rtuwd 
I  in  a  case  under  the  Vaccination  Act,  before  the  Cambridgo 
I  borough  magistrates,  is  of  importance.     If  a  child  is  KunOTed 
I  from  Uie  union  in  which  its  parents  live,  can  penalties  be  re- 
covered from  them  for  non-oomplionoe  with  the  Act  P    If  not> 
'  parents  may  evade  the  Act  by  sendinp  their  children  into  anctlur 
I  union.    We  fear  that  the  Act  is  framed  so  aa  to  reqoire  the 
I  child  to  live  in  the  union  for  which  the  informant  acts.    The 
I  residence  of  parents,  the  only  thing  known  to  registrars,  is  of  so 
I  account  as  regards  section  31  of  the  Act.     The  point  is  to  be 
decided  by  the  Court  of  Queen's  Bench. — Bntitk  Miiic** 
Journal. 
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mELANS. 

COUBT  OF  COMMISSIONERS  OF  CHUECH 
TEMPORALITIES. 

(Befan  Vuconnt  Monck  and  the  Kight  Hon.  Mr.  JosUce 
Lawsok.) 
/«  re  The  Sen.  C.  M.  Eaton. 
A  cunU  fponUed  to  tht  charge  of  a  tefueetered  bonefic*  tut- 
Hjimitiy  acapttd  a  ienefia  and  removed  thereto,  since  lehieh 
lim  uotker  eltrgyman  wae  paid  by  the  Eccleaiaetieal  Commit- 
anen  to  perform  the  dutiee  of  the  eequettered  ieuefiee. 

Htii,  thtt,  under  ttetion  66,  the  former  could  claim  com- 
fouttiot. 

Tha  ckimant  in  this  case  had  heen  declared  by  Jud^ 
Uvion,  in  chamber,  to  be  entitled  to  an  annoity  of  £100 
ia  Ripect  of  the  curacy  of  Borrisoleigh,  but  disallowed  his 
ellim  of  ui  annuity  of  £50  in  respect  of  the  curacy  of 
BtlljmiuTeai,  a  sequestered  benefice,  for  discharging  the 
elerictl  doties  in  which  he  had  been  paid  £60  a-year  by  the 
Itte  Ecclesiastical  Commissioners.  Since  the  passing  of  the 
Iiith  Clmrch  Act  he  had  accepted  a  vacant  benefice,  and 
bid  gone  away  from  his  former  appointment,  and  the 
CommissioQers  had  allowed  £50  a-year  to  another  clergy- 
otn  thai  appointed  by  the  Biahop  to  discharge  the  duties 
rf  BaDjmurteen.  Having  communicated  with  the  Com- 
Diffiionas  he  bad  been  informed  by  them  that  his  acceptance 
o{  the  benefice  would  not  interfere  with  his  then  existing 
lighk  Appeal  waa  now  taken  in  respect  of  the  disallowed 
claim  of  £oO. 

ftii,  Q.C.,  and  Coeiei/,  for  the  appeal.— The  32  &  33  Vict. 
&  42,  8.  66,  under  the  heading  "  Temporary  Provisions," 
a  ptoTtding  for  tho  occurrence  of  any  vacancy  in  any 
hoMfice,  &c.,  provides  that  "  Every  person  appointed  to  fiU 
my  vacancy  m  pursuance  of  this  section  shall  be  subject  to 
dlthejiQTisions  of  this  Act,  and  ho  shall  not  be  entitled  to 
ffiytompenaation  in  respect  of  any  annuity  or  other  in- 
sert d  which  he  may  be  deprived  by  virtue  of  this  Act ; 
•  ■  .  jrovided  always  that  the  owner  of  any  .  .  . 
^Kni&x  ...  or  any  curate  be  appointed  to  fill  a 
BMuey  IB  any  other  .  .  .  benefice  .  .  .  such 
fi^xa,  notwithstanding  such  appointment,  shall  still  have 
Mdretun  all  such  life  estate  or  mtercst  and  all  tho  rights 
jaJ  juinleges  to  which  he  would  have  been  entitled  if  he 
W  not  accepted  such  appointment ;  and  meantime  he  shall 
payorerthenet  income  of  the  .  .  benefice  "("  curacy  " 
nutted]  "held  by  him  at  tho  time  of  such  appointment 
otite  representative  body  of  the  said  Church,  who  shall 
hereout  make  such  provision  for  the  discharge  of  the 
pritoal  duties  in  the  said  last-mentioned  .  .  .  curacy  as  in 
h»  caae  of  ,  .  .  a  curate  whose  salary  is  deducted 
ader  this  Act,  shall  be  directed  by  the  incumbent  from 
hote  income  such  salary  has  been  deducted."  Tho  ques- 
oo  ia,  to  what  would  the  appellant  have  been  entitled  had 
>  not  accepted  this  appointment  ?  What  would  have  been 
■  "  life  estate  or  interest,  rights  and  privileges  ?  "  After 
a  appoiiitment  he  is  entitled  to  this  £50,  subject,  however, 
'  hie  Banding  over  the  proceeds  thereof  between  the  date 

his  appointment  and  tho  1st  of  January,  1871 
the chmdi  body  as  directed  by  this  section.  fLAWsoNi 
—His  first  claun  is  made  as  a  perpetual  curate, 
»  second  as  a  curate  paid  by  tho  late  Ecclesiastical  Com-. 
»eiojiei»  as  usual,  when  the  Bishop  certified  that  a  curate 
u  80  required.  But  the  latter  was  not  such  a  claim  as 
raid  have  been  recognised  as  a  right.  The  Bishop  has 
*eoTer  called  on  us  to  pay  another  man  whom  he  has 
pointed  in  Mr.  Eaton's  place.  The  question  is,  was  a 
nte  of  this  parish  within  tho  meaning  of  the  statute  ?] 
orf  Mosci.— The  3  &  4  WiU.  4,  c.  37,  s.  116,  contem- 
>*«•  two  rases — one,  where  exclusive  attention  was  required 
'  the  duties  of  the  parish,  and  the  other  where  it  was  not 
reqmred.]  In  the  latter  case  a  licence  was  not  required, 
u  this  latter  was  the  position  of  the  appellant. 
"ti  MoxcK. — I  am  of  opinion  that  the  decision  in 
^ber  must  be  overmled  by  allowing  the  appelant  the 
"Monri  £50  a-year.  I  think  that  his  full  rights  were 
taarredby  this  Both  sectionprecisely  as  if  he  had  not  accepted 
•  new  boiefice,  in  which  case  he  would  have  been  entitled 
uer  the  16th  section  to  this  £50  a-year. 
LawsoK,  J. — This  66th  section  was  carelessly  framed. 
J  attention  was  called  to  it,  and  I  had  great  difficulty  in 
'"psting  it.  My  former  decision  in  chamber  was  so 
no  on  the  ground  that  the  one  was  a  peipetual  curacy, 
id  the  other  only  occasionaL     I  concur  m  the  opinion 


that  this  decision  must  be  overruled,  and  the  claim  of  aa. 
annuity  of  £50  allowed. 


FOBEION  TRIBUKALS  &  JU11ISP£UD£NC£. 
AMERICA. 

U.  S.  ClBOVIT  COUKT     DiSTBICT  OF  YlBOINU. 

BiglerY.  WeUUr. 

1.  Held  that  interest   should  not  be  allowed  for  the 

period  during  which  intercourse  between  the  ptuiies  and 
between  the  partj  of  the  country  in  which  they  respectirely 
lived  was  suspended  by  our  late  civil  war. 

2.  That  the  proclamation  declaring  the  blockade  of  the 
ports  of  the  insurgent  States  must  be  regarded  aa  the  first 
formal  recognition  of  the  existence  of  civil  war  by  the  National 
Qoyemment. 

8.  That  the  period  of  its  termination  has  not  been  so  de- 
finitely ascertained  ;  that  it  was  declared  by  the  President 
and  Congress  to  have  ended  August  2,  1866,  which  date  has 
been  recognised  by  the  Supreme  Court  in  various  cases, 
but  in  a  case  mvolving  the  effect  to  be  given  to 
the  Statute  of  Limitations  the  Court  declined  fixing  any  date 
as  applicable  to  all  cases.  In  this  case,  as  applicable  to 
Virginia,  the  Court  fixed  the  date  on  the  26th  of  May,  1866. 

4.  That  in  computing  interest,  the  time  from  April  19, 
1861,  to  May  26,  1865,  should  be  excluded.— Opinion  of 
the  court  by  Chase,  C.J. — Chicago  LegcU  Neioe. 

Joint  Owners. — Joint  owners  of  a  vessel  are  bound  to 
pay  each  other  his  own  share  of  the  expense  of  repairs  ;  and, 
without  clear  evidence  of  a  special  agreement  to  the  contrary, 
the  law  will  imply  a  promise  to  pay  accordingly.  Expendi- 
tures made  in  Canada  by  one  of  two  parties  jointly  interested, 
and paidinCBnadamoney.entitletho party  whomade  them  to 
recover  at  the  rate  of  what  the  Canada  money  cost,  provided 
it  did  not  exceed  the  market  rate  in  our  currency. — Sheehan 
V.  Dalrt/mple  (19  Michigan  Reports).—  From  the  New  Tork 
Dttily  Transcript. 

Defective  Machine — Negligence. — In  Loop  v.  LitchJieU 
before  the  Court  of  AppeaJs,  the  defendants  sold  a  balance- 
wheel,  manufactured  for  sale  by  them,  to  C,  who  poichased 
it  for  his  own  use  in  a  machine  for  sawing  wood  by  horse- 
power. There  was  a  hole  in  the  rim  of  uie  wheel,  caused 
by  shrinkage  in  casting,  which  weakened  it.  This  defect 
was  visible,  and  C.'s  attention  was  called  to  it  before  he 
purchased.  The  defendants  filled  this  cavity  with  lead, 
secured  by  a  bolt,  to  receive  which  a  hole  was  drilled  through 
the  rim,  still  further  weakening  the  wheel,  and  it  was  then 
paiuted  over,  and  by  C.'s  request  adjusted,  to  the  machine 
by  the  defendants.  After  it  had  been  in  use  over  four 
yetirs  the  wheel  burst,  parting  where  it  had  been  drilled  to 
receive  the  bolt,  and  a  fragment  struck  the  plaintiff's  intes- 
tate who  was  using  the  machine  with  C.'s  consent,  with 
such  viblence  as  to  cause  his  death.  In  an  action  brought 
nnder  the  statute  for  causing  death  by  negligence,  it  was 
held  that  the  plaintifib  could  not  recover  ;  and,  accordingly, 
that  the  vendor  of  an  article  of  his  own  mann&cture  is  not 
liable  to  one  who  uses  the  same  with  the  consent  ^f  the  pur- 
chaser, for  injuries  resulting  from  a  defect  therein,  unless 
such  article  is,  in  its  nature,  imminently  dangerous. — New 
York  Daily  Transcript. 

Liaiility  of  Correepondentt  of  Mtrcaniile  Agencies. — Shtr- 
wood  T.  OUbert. — This  action  was  tried  at  the  Chenango  cir- 
cuit court  in  September,  1870.  The  parties  were  merchants 
in  tha  same  place.  The  defendant  received  a  letter,  with 
printed  questions,  from  J.  M.  Bradstreet  k  Sons'  Mercantile 
A([ency,  inquiring  as  to  the  standing,  character  and  financial 
ability  of  the  plaintiff,  which  he  answered.  For  matter 
contained  in  that  answer  the  plaintiff  sued  for  libel.  The 
defendant's  answer  in  the  suit  pleaded  matter  in  initiation, 
also  a  settlement,  and  that  the  communication  was  privileged. 
The  language  was  libellous  on  its^ace,  and  there  was  no  ple« 
justifying.  On  the  trial,  upon  the  motion  of  connsel  for  the 
plaintiff.  Judge  Balcom  charged  the  jury  that  the  commu- 
nication was  not  privileged,  and  that,  unless  they  should 
find  that  the  cause  of  action  had  been  settled,  tha  only 
question  for  them  was  the  amount  of  the  recovery.  It  was 
raled  that  the  protection  which  is  given  to  the  proprietors 
of  a  mercantile  agency  in  reporting  the  standing  of  a  party 
to  one  of  its  customers,  as  laid  down  in  Ormeby  t.  Douglass 
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(87  N.  Y.  477),  ia  not  Riven  to  the  country  correspondent  of  j 
the  agency." — Albany  Law  Journal,  I 

Value  of  AmerUan  City  Scrip  in  Aid  of  Railroadt. — 
The  provision  of  the  charter  of  Kenosha,  authorising  the 
city  to  issue  its  scrip  in  aid  of  railroads,  being  void 
for  want  of  any  limitation  upon  the  amount  so  autho* 
rised  {Pott*r  v.  Keitonha,  12  Wis.  016),  the  scrip  issued 
under  that  provision,  and  showing  upon  its  face]  the 
purpose  of  its  issue,  is  also  void.  It  is  conceded  in  this 
case  that  the  bonds  authorised  by  ch.  105,  Laws  of  1853, 
had  all  been  issued  and  were  outstanding  when  the  scrip 
here  in  suit  was  issued;  and  hence  the  reasoning  of  the 
Supreme  Court  of  the  United  States  in  Campbell  v.  KeHotha, 
£  WalL  194,  does  not  apply.  A  subsequent  statute, 
recognising  the  right  of  the  city  to  redeem  said  scrip, 
although  it  might  be  a  suiBcient  ratification  of  its  issue  if 
the  original  defect  had  been  merely  a  lack  of  the  legislative 
-consent,  held  not  to  give  validity  to  the  sirip  in  this  case, 
because  it  does  not  show  any  performance  of  the  duty,  im- 
posed upon  the  Legislature  by  the  Constitution,  of  limiting 
the  amount  of  sucli  issue.  —  ]Fi«i  v.  Cittt  of  Kenoha  (Wis- 
consin Reports). — From  the  New  York  haily  Tramcript. 


OBITUABT. 


MR.  SERJEANT  GLOVER. 
Mr.  William  Glover,  Serjeantat-Ijaw,  died   at   Gower- 
street,  Bedford-square,  on  tlie  21st  of  December  last.     He 
was  an  LL.D.  of  the  University  of  Dublin,  and  was  called 
to  the  bar  at  the  Middle  Temple  in  January  1829  ;  he  was 
created  a  serjeant-at-law  in  1840,  and  in  old  Law  Lists  his 
name  stands  next  before  that  of  Mr.  Serjeant  Gaselee,  who  j 
became  a  member  of  Serjeants'  Inn  the  same  year  ;  but  for  | 
some  inexplicable  reason,  Mr.  Serjeant  Glover's  name  has 
-disappeared  from  the  Law  Lists  of  recent  years.    Mr.  Ser- 
jeant Glover  had  for  many  years  been  proprietor  and  editor 
of  the  Morning  Chronicle,  which  discontinued  publication  a 
few  years  ago, 

MR.  C.  R.  HOARE. 
Mr.  Charles  Richard  Hoare,  Barrister-at-Law,  expired  at 
Orsett-terrace,  Hyde-park,  on  the  8th  of  January.  He 
was  the  eldest  son  of  the  late  Yen.  Charles  Jamet 
Hoare,  Archdeacon  and  Canon  of  Winchester,  and  was 
educated  at  St.  John's  College,  Cambridge,  where  he 
^graduated  B.A.,  in  1836  (a  junior  optime  and  3rd  class 
-classic).  In  June,  1839,  he  was  called  to  the  bar  at 
Linaolii's-inn,  and  has  practised  as  an  equity  draughts- 
man and  conveyancer. 

MR.  F.  W.  COOPER. 
Mr.  Frederick  William  Cooper,  a  Ixindon  solicitor,  died 
on  the  18th  January;  at  Clifton-road,  St.  John's- wood, «n 
the  thirty-fourth  yearof  his  age.  Mr.  Cooper  was  certificated 
in  1864,  and  formerly  resided  at  Blandford-plaoe,  Regent's- 
park. 

MR.  J.  WALL. 
Mr.  John  Wall,  solicitor,  died  at  Montague-road,  Dalston, 
-on  the  14th  January,  at  the  advanced  age  of  eighty-two 
years.  Mr.  Wall  was  formerly  an  alderman  of  Devizes,  and 
was  also  for  many  years  town  clerk  of  that  borough,  from 
-which  office  he  retired  about  thirty  years  ago. 


ciOCIETIES  AND  INSTITT7TI0NS. 

BIRMINGHAM  LAW  SOCIETY. 

The  last  annual  meeting  of  the  Birmingham  Law 
-Society  (which  was  established  in  the  year  1818,  and  has 
been  re-oonstituted  and  incorporated  under  The  Companies 
Act,  1867)  and  the  first  ordinary  meeting  of  the  recon- 
stituted society  were  held  at  the  Queen's  Hotel,  Birming- 
ham, on  Tuesday,  the  lOth  January,  instant.  Mr.  Arthur 
Rylaind  (in  the  unavoidable  absence  of  the  president  and 
vice-president)  occupying  the  chair. 

The  meeting  was  also  attended  by  the  following  gentle- 
men :— Mr.  W.  S.  Alien,  Mr.  J.  G.  Bradbury,  Mr.  J.  8. 
planning,  Mr.  Joseph  Chirm,  Mr.  B.  Devenport,  Mr. 
William  Evans,  Mr.  W.  Sextus  Harding,  Mr.  E.  J.  Hayes, 


Town  Clerk,  Mr.  T.  Horton,  Mr.  O.  F.  James,  Mr.  John 
Jelf,  Mr.  K.  F.  Mason,  Mr.  C.  E.  Mathewt,  Mr.  B.  E 
Milward,  Mr.  W.  Morgan,  Mr.  George  Page,  Mr.  W.  H. 
Keece,  Mr.  Francis  .Sanders,  Mr.  C.  T.  Saunders,  Mr.  E.  B. 
Williams,  and  Mr.  G.  J.  Johnson,  honorary  secretary. 

The  following  are  the  principal  paragraphs  of  the  report 
presented  to  the  meeting : — 

PBOCEEDiwas  or  CoMurrTEE. 
We  have  held  seventeen  meetings  during  the  year,  and 
sub-committees  appointed  by  us  for  various  purposes  hara 
held  additional  meetings. 

St-U(vs  on  Lbxsbs. 
The  decision  in  Boulton  v.  The  CommittiMert  of  Inltti 
Revenue,  which  took  the  profession  so  much  by  surpriie, 
and  which  was  referred  by  the  last  annual  meeting  to  our 
consideration  received  our  early  attention.  In  conjonctioii 
with  the  metropolitan  sooieties  and  the  law  societiet  of 
Bristol,  Newcastle-upon-Tyne,  and  Manchester,  we  pre- 
pared memorials  to  the  Chancellor  of  the  Excbeqaer,  soil 
petitions  to  the  House  of  Commons.  In  addition  to  this 
we  opened  a  correspondence  with  the  Chancellor  of  ths 
Exchequer,  and  we  have  reason  to  believe  that  the  griennoe 
caused  to  the  inhabitants  of  Birmingham  was  forcibly  im- 
pressed upon  the  Government  by  our  individual  actios  in 
this  matter.  Mr.  Bourke,  M.P.,  moat  ably  and  penistentl; 
represented  our  views  in  the  House  of  Commons,  and  wis 
supported  by  the  members  for  the  borough ;  and  althon^ 
the  clause  which  the  Chancellor  ultimately  assented  to  is 
not  altogether  satisfactory,  it  will  counteract  in  a  grett 
measure  the  mischief  arising  from  the  decision  in  Bmltudt 
eate, 

Attoknbts'  BKKumRATioN  Bill. 
The  Attorneys'  and  Solicitors'  Remuneration  Bill  vu 
carofully  considered  by  us  and  several  suggestiana  mads 
for  its  improvement.  In  consequence  of  the  passing  of 
this  measnie  you  will  be  called  upon  to  consider  a  scale  of 
costs  which  has  been  suggested  by  the  Inoorparatad  la* 
Society. 

iiAUD  Tlinsfbr  Bill. 
With  respect  to  The  Land  Transfer  Bill  wo  passed  ths 
following  resolution  : — 

"  That  a  system  of  registration  of  title  is  desirable,  bat 
that,  having  rogard  to  the  fact  that  the  various  projects 
for  a  system  of  registration  of  deeds  after  an  a^tatioa 
of  thirty  years  were  ultimately  discovered  to  be  unpnc- 
ticable,  and  were  rejected  in  favour  of  the  RegistratioDof 
Title  Acts,  1862,  and  that  such  Acts  have  in  their  torn  beta 
declared  to  be  a  failure,  this  committee  is  of  opinion  that 
any  system  altering  so  materially  the  law  and  practice  of 
conveyancing  ought  at  first  to  be  experimental  sod 
tentative  ouy,  and  that  clause  45,  malong  registntion 
compulsory,  is  both  unjust  and  impolitic.  This  conunittee 
is  also  of  opinion  that  the  shortening  the  periods  prescribed 
by  the  statutes  of  limitation  must  accompany  anyre^- 
tration  which  will  effectnally  prevent  what  is  an  m- 
doubted  evil,  the  cost  and  delay  attendant  on  repeated  ia- 
vestigation  of  the  same  title,  and  such  further  limitatiaii, 
even  without  registration,  would  greatly  promote  those  de- 
sirable objects," 

We  report  this  resolution  because  there  is  little  doabt 
that  the  question  must  engage  the  attention  of  Parliamsot 
in  the  forthcoming  session ;  and  it  is  most  important  that  iio 
system  of  registration  should  be  made  oompulsory  nntil  it 
has  been  fairly  tried. 

JcsicATUBB  Coxxissioir. 
The  proceedings  of  the  Judicature  Commission  bsre 
engaged  a  considerable  sharo  of  our  attention  during  tho 
past  year.  In  February  last  a  meeting  of  tbe  repre- 
sentatives of  provinoial  law  sooieties  was  held  at  Ut^ 
Chester,  and  was  attended  by  Messrs.  W.  S.  -Allen,  C.  T. 
Saunders,  and  your  Honorary  Secretary,  at  which  meeoaf 
a  set  of  joint  answers  to  the  questions  put  by  the  Jndicst^ 
Commissioh  was  resolved  upon,  and  ultimatdy  presented, 
after  being  altered  and  revised  at  several  subaeqaent  meet- 
ings of  delegates  from  the  provinoial  aooietiefl. 

Mr.  Saonden  on  behalf  of  the  committee  attended  la 
London  on  the  8th  June  to  be  examined  by  the  Jadicatni* 
Commission.  The  same  gentleman,  also  attended  a  depa- 
tation  to  Sir  Roundell  Palmer  and  the  Attorney  and  Sou- 
oitor  Generals  to  tirge  tiie  introduction  of  a  measure  for 
Local  Registries. 
A  farther  meeting  with  this  object  was  held  in  London  oa 
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In  (th  of  Jalj  which  was  attended  by  Hr.  Arthur  Ry. 
ai,  Ut.  C.  T.  Saunders,  Mr.  James  Marigold,  and  your 
loDonry  Secretary;  and  a  deputation  from  such  meeting 
nited  upon  the  Prime  Minister  and  the  Chancellor  of  the 
iidi^ner,  who  promiwd  to  nrge  forward  the  bill,  bat  in 
ooKqaence  of  the  pressure  of  other  public  bosiness  the 
ill  was  nltimately  withdrawn. 

liSOAL  Education  Association. 

At  the  requtst  of  the  Legal  Education  Association  we 
ippointed  «  deputation,  consisting  of  Messrs.  Arthur  Kyland, 
;.  T.  Stimdeis,  James  Marigold,  'William  Evans,  Thomas 
Icrton,  and  the  Honorary  Secretary,  to  attend  the  inangural 
Meting  on  the  6th  of  July,  whi  n  the  Association  was  con- 
titnted  with  every  prospect  of  efficiency. 

We  feel  very  strongly  the  importance  of  this  Association 
a  the  fatnre  character  and  well-being  of  the  profession,  and 
t«  tnut  that  a  substantial  donation  towards  its  establish- 
xnt  will  be  authorised  out  of  the  funds  which  you  will  be 
■lied  apoD  to  transfer  to  the  Incorporated  Society. 

HBTBOFOLtTAN  AND  PbOVINOIAL  LaW    AssOOIATIOW. 

The  meeting  at  Bristol  of  the  Metropolitan  and  Provincial 
AW  Aseociation  was  attended  on  year  behalf  by  Messrs. 
Irtbor  Byland  and  C.  T.  Saunders  ;  the  Honorary  Seore- 
iTT,  who  wns  prevented  from  being  present,  sent  n  paper 
vhich  has  been  since  printed  in  tiie  Solicitort'  Journal)  on 
MTianafer  of  Land  Bill. 

CoiacoK  Form  of  Conditions  or  Salb. 

yi\\h  reference  to  the  resolution  at  the  last  meeting  as  to 
he  pnwnt  mode  of  conducting  sales  by  auction,  we  have 
height  it  advisable  first  to  take  your  opinion  on  the  pro- 
iriety  of  adopting  the  practice  which  now  prevails  in 
[irerpool  of  having  one  settled  form  of  common  conditions  of 
■k  To  fnrther  the  consideration  of  the  question ,  a  print  of 
the  cimditions  suggested  has  been  drcuUted  with  the  notice 
rf  the  meeting  of  the  Incorporated  Society,  and  will  be 
hnnght  under  its  consideration. 

Smcetheie  conditions  were  circulated  the  snb-committee 
who  prepued  the  same  have  taken  the  opinion  of  Mr. 
Baler  (tie  joint  editor  with  Mr.  Dart  of  "  Darts'  Vendors 
andPiBeiiaiere"),  and  he  concludes  his  suggested  alterations 
«ith  lie  following  remarks,  which  appear  to  us  to  confirm 
!b«rienof  the  snb-eommittee  as  to  the  importance  of  the 
letsDie:— 

"I  hate  settled  the  above  conditions.  The  scheme  pro- 
ofed by  the  Birmingham  Law  Society  is  wisely  designed, 
«i  may  I  think  be  effectually  carried  out  in  the  mode 
tg^ii  above.  Next  to  the  want  of  nnirorraity  of  tenure, 
tttbiig  tends  so  much  to  binder  the  free  circulation  of  land 
iQiewantaf  uniformity  in  the  practice  of  conveyancing. 
Jthongh  in  theory  a  vendor  is  bound  to  deduce  and  verify 
1!  title  at  his  own  expense,  still  in  every  day  practice  a 
"ge  portion  of  this  duty  and  the  expense  attendant  upon  it 
rethrown  upon  the  purchaser.  The  above  common  form 
MiitioM  are  only  in  conformity  with  the  general  practice, 
W  the  plan  of  separating  the  special  conditions  will  make 

more  difficult  to  palm  off  an  unsafeholding  title  nnder 
le  guise  of  the  common  conditions  slighty  altered.  In  my 
pinion  persons  filling  a  fiduciary  character  may  either  sell 
rpwchaae  under  the  common  form  conditions  as  settled 
lore." 

PaZLIliniARY  EXAMINATIOXS. 

During  the  past  year  four  examinations  have  been  held  in 
Bmingham,  and  Mr.  Saunders  has  favoured  xa  with  the 
flowing  statistics  respecting  them : — 


Local  Examinen. 


!1 


-  1  = 


Due. 

W«                                                      l3  S  <  ^  i 

'4.20  Saunders,  C.  T.,  and  Horton,  T.     ..20  15  3  2   - 

^      8«nJ>der8,C.T.,  and  Page,  George..  12  7  3  2- 

SL_«™defs,C.  T.,andChe88hire,  B...  14  10  1  2   1 

««*«  Sannders, ex., and Sargant, Edward  15  12  1  2    - 


Total  ..  61  44  8  8  1 
BiBxtNOUAM  Law  Societt's  Prize. 
J^'J'^^ai  tbe  pleasure  to  receive  a  communication 
•Ti  >f  ^'8'a^  of  toe  Incorporated  Law  Society  that 
r^^:Cl»rke,  articled  to  the  late  Charles  Bridges  was, 
^*  the  Birmingham  candidates,  entitled  to  hooorary 
taction,  and  nnder  the  resolution  passed  at  the  special 
■«mgheld  on  the  30th  November  1866,  he  is  entitled  to 


your  prize  gold   medal  for  the  year  1870,  and  it  will  be 
presented  at  this  meeting. 

ImCOBPOBATION  or  THB  Sooiett. 
With  respect  to  the  resolntion  passed  at  the  last  meeting 
that  the  Society  should  be  incorporated  under  the  provisions- 
of  the  Companies'  Act,  1867,  we  appointed  a  sub-committeo 
to  prepare  a  memorandum  and  artirlps  of  Bssoriation,  which, 
after  being  carefully  considered  by  us,  were  submitted  to  a 
special  meeting  of  the  Society  held  on  Tues'lay,  the  1st  of 
November  last.  After  having  been  approved  by  such  meet- 
ing, the  memorandnm  and  articles  were  sent  to  the  Board 
of  Trade,  who,  after  the  publication  of  the  usual  advertise- 
ments, granted  the  requisite  licence  for  the  registration  of 
the  society  with  limited  liability,  but  without  the  use  of 
the  word  "  limited."  We  congTHtulate  you  on  having 
taken  this  step,  as  it  will  give  the  Sorietv  a  status  on  the 
proposed  Conncil  of  Legal  Education  which  it  would  not 
otherwise  have  had.  Two  consequeno's  will  follow  from 
the  incorporation  :  one  is,  that  this  society  should  be  du- 
solved,  and  that  the  surviving  trustees  of  its  property  ap- 
pointed on  the  14th  day  of  February,  1862,  should  be 
authorised  and  directed  to  vest  your  property  in  the  new 
Society.  Kesolntions  to  this  effect  will  he  submitted  to  ysu. 
The  Cbaibhan  proposed  the  adoption  of  the  report  and* 
statement  of  aoconnts.  He  said  the  past  year  bad  been 
one  of  anosnal  activity,  and,  be  believed,  of  correspond, 
ing  usefulness.  By  adopting  the  report  they  would  net 
preclude  themselves  from  saying  aye  or  no,  on  the  conside- 
ration of  the  question  whether  it  was  desirable  to  have  a 
common  form  of  conditions  of  sale. 

Mr.  Q.  J.  Johnson  seconded  the  resolntion,  and  the 
report  was  adopted. 

The  Chauuiam  then  presented  the  gold  medal  to  Mr. 
Clarke. 

The  Cbaibman  proposed  that  the  survivors  of  the  thir- 
teen trustees  of  the  society,  appointed  in  February,  1862, 
should  be  authorised  and  directed  to  invest  all  the  pro- 
perty of  the  society,  except  the  balance  in  the  bank,  in 
the  Incorporated  Law  Society. 

This  resolution  was  seconded  by  Mr.  Johnson,  and- 
carried. 

The  Chairiian'  then  proposed  that  out  of  the  balance- 
in  the  bank  the  sum  of  £50  should  be  given  to  the  funds 
of  the  Legal  Eduoation  Association,  and  the  rest  to  the 
Incorporated  Birmingham  Law  Society.  The  object  of  the 
association  was,  he  said,  the  establishment  of  a  law  univer- 
sity, the  taking  of  a  degree  in  which  should  be  required 
before  being  admitted  as  an  attorney  or  being  called  to  the 
bar.  The  university  would  be  governed  by  a  senate,  and 
it  was  proposed  that  the  senate  shonld  include  membeia 
nominated  by  the  Incorporated  Law  ISooieties.  Sir  Roon- 
dell  Palmer  was  at  the  head  of  the  movement,  and  some 
of  the  judges,  and  some  of  the  most  distioguished  men  in 
both  branches  of  the  legal  profession,  had  given  in  their 
adhesion  to  it,  and  worked  for  it.  It  was  proposed  to 
obtain  a  charter  of  incorporation,  and  it  was  necessary  this 
should  be  followed  by  an  Act  of  Parliament.  These  things 
could  not  be  done  without  money,  and  it  was  thought 
better  for  this  society  to  give  an  amount  ont  of  the  oommon 
fund,  instead  of  going  round  to  the  individual  members. 
Individual  subscriptions,  however,  would  be  very  thank- 
fully received. 

Mr.  W.  Evans  seconded  the  resolution,  which  was  car- 
ried :  and  a  resolution  was  then  passed  dissolving  the  society 
in  its  old  form. 

The  Chairman  vacated  the  chair,  and  at  once  resumed 
it  as  Chairman  of  the  meeting  of  the  Incorporated  Law 
Society. 

The  meeting  was  then  made  special  for  the  purpose  of 
considering  a  common  form  of  conditions  of  sale,  pro- 
posed to  be  made  applicable  to  all  sales  of  freehold  and 
leasehold  property  in  Birmingham.  The  intention  of  this 
measure  was  to  promote  uniformity  in  the  practice  of  con- 
veyancing, and  thereby  to  diminish  expense  to  both  ven- 
dors and  purchasers  ;  and  by  settling  what  shonld  be  de- 
clared the  usual  conditions,  and  obliging  the  vendor  of  the 
property  to  separate  special  conditions  applicable  only 
to  the  particular  case  in  hand,  to  givo  intending  pur- 
chasers a  better  opportunity  of  knowing  any  extraordinary 
restrictions  on  the  title  than  they  now  have.  The  form 
of  proposed  conditions  had  been  circulated  among  all  the 
members  of  the  society,  but  subsequently  the  committee 
had  obtained,  as  stated  in  the  report,  the  opinion  of  Mr. 
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Wm.  Barber,  the  joint  editor  of  Mr.  Dart'i  «  Yendors  sad 
Porohaaera,"  upon  the  form  oF  these  oonditiona.  A  resolu- 
tion iras  oarried  in  faronr  of  the  propriety  of  adopting 
these  oonditions  in  priooiple,  and  they  were  referred  baok 
to  the  committee,  with  instmotions  to  modify  them  on 
some  points  of  detail,  and  generally  to  incorporate  Mr. 
Barber's  suggested  alterations,  and  Uien  to  send  a  copy, 
together  with  Mr.  Barber's  opinion,  to  every  attorney  and 
solicitor  praotisiDg  in  Birmingham.  BeaoIationB  were  also 
carried  instraoting  the  committee  to  take  measures  for 
holding  morning  sales  of  property  by  auction,  with  a  view 
ta  diminish  the  cost  of  sales,  at  other  places  besides  inns 
and  hotels ;  also,  that,  in  the  case  of  leasehold  property, 
the  conditions  of  the  lease  should  be  ascertained  by  having 
the  lease  itself,  or  a  copy,  accessible  for  examination  by 
intending  purchasers  for  three  days  before  the  sale. 

On  the  motion  of  Alderman  Ryland,  seconded  by  Mr. 
W.  S._  Allkn,  a  vote  of  thanks  was  passed  to  Mr.  Johnson 
for  his  services  to  the  society,  particularly  in  respect  to 
the  incorporation. 

The  meetiog  was  oonolnded  with  a  vote  of  thanks  to  the 
chairman. 


SOLICITORS'  BENEVOLENT  ASSOCIATION, 
The  Right  Hon.  the  Lord  Chief  Baron  Kelly  will  preside 
at  the  ensuing  anniversary  festival  of  this  association,  which 
will  take  place  on  Tuesday,  the  13th  of  June  next,  at  the 
Albion  Tavern,  Aldersgate-street,  London. 


LAW  STUDENTS'  DEBATING  SOCIETY. 
At  the  meeting  of  this  society,  held  on  Tuesday  the  17th 
inst.,  the  question  diacussed  was  No.  465,  Legal : — "  Is  a 
sale  or  release  by  one  of  two  or  more  administrators  good  as 
against  the  rest,  as  in  the  case  of  executors  f  "  Mr.  Hunter 
opened  the  debate  in  the  afSrmative,  and  at  a  late  hour  the 
question  was  decided  in  the  negative. 


NEWCASTLE  LAW  STUDENTS"  SOCIETY. 
The  first  meeting  after  vacation  of  the  Newoastle-on-Tyne 
and  Qatsshead  Law  Students*  Society  was  held  on  the  12tn  of 
January,  in  the  Committee-room  of  the  Literary  and  Fhilo- 
aophicai  Society,  at  Newcastle,  when  a  lecture  was  delivered 
by  Mr.  William  C.  Bonsfield,  solicitor,  one  of  the  society's 
vice-presidents.  The  subject  was  "Some  Points  on  the 
Law  relating  to  Houses.''  The  President,  Mr.  Martin 
Dawson,  barristsr-at-law,  occupied  the  chair. 


THE  LAW  UNIVERSITY. 

PXOPOSALS     FOB    A    UhIVBBSITY  OB    ScHOOL  07   liXW,   BB- 
PEBBBD  TO  IN    TBB     ClBCVLAB    Or    TKB  LbOAL  EDUCATION 

Association. 
A. 
The  Legal  Education  Association  propose — 

{I.)  To  place  the  general  oonise  of  studies  and  the 
examinations  preliminary  to  and  requisite  for 
admission  to  the  practice  of  the  law  in  all  its 
branches,  under  the  management  and  responsi- 
bility of  a  legal  university,  to  be  incorporated 
in  London. 

(2.)  To  make  the  passing  of  suitable  examinations  in 
this  university  (or  of  equivalent  examinations  in 
the  legal  faculty  of  some  other  university  of  the 
United  Kingdom)  indiapensible  to  the  admission 
of  students  to  the  practice  of  the  bar,  or  to  practise 
as  special  pleaders,  certificated  conveyancers, 
attorneys  or  solicitors;  such  examinations,  and 
the  courses  of  study  preparatory  thereto,  being 
either  combined  or  divided  as  may  be  desirable 
and  convenient  with  a  view  to  the  knowledge  of 
the  general  principles  of  law,  or  to  the  acquisition 
of  the  special  attainments  necessaiy  for  par- 
ticular branches  of  the  practice  of  the  legal 
profession. 

(3.)  To  offer  the  benefits  of  the  course  of  study  and 
examinations  to  be  afforded  hy  the  university  to 
all  classes  of  students  who  may  desire  to  take 
advantage  of  them,  whether  intending  or  not 
intending  to  follow  the  legal  profession,  in  any 
of  its  branches,  and  whether  members  or  not  of 
any  of  the  Inns  of  Court. 


(4.)  To  enable  the  university  to  confer  (among  sQur 
hononis)  such  degree*  in  Uwas  ate  couMratdbx 
other  nnivemties. 

B. 

The  fundamental  prindple  of  this  proposal  is,  to  diitin- 
gniah  between  legal  edncatioa  and  the  pnetioe  of  the 
legml  profession,  making  the  former  neoeaaary  as  a  conditiin 
precedent  to  the  latter. 

0. 

la  accordance  with  this  principle,  the  associatiaa  dMi- 
not  propose  to  ask  on  behalf  of  the  oniveisity  for  say 
power  to  confer  the  status  or  degree  of  barrister-at-lav,  oi 
to  admit  students  to  the  right  of  practising  either  at  thelm, 
or  as  conveyancers  or  special  pleaders  below  the  bar.  It 
proposes  to  leave  the  regulation  of  the  right  of  practiaicg 
at  and  below  the  bar,  the  other  oonditioBs  (i.e.,  other  thuf 
legal  study  and  examinations]  of  admission  to  practice^  md 
the  exercise  of  discipline  (including  the  power  of  exclsnoD 
from  practice)  over  all  such  practitioners,  to  the  anthoiititr 
to  whom  it  is  now,  or  to  whom  it  may  from  time  to  time  be 
by  law  committed. 

D. 

In  like  manner,  the  association  does  not  propose  to  inter- 
fere in  any  manner  with  the  admission  of  sitomeyi  ud 
solicitors  to  practise  in  any  of  the  courts  of  the  realm,  or 
with  the  disciplinary  or  other  powers  of  those  coorti  ots 
attorneys  or  solioiton,  as  their  own  respective  officers. 

E. 
The  assoeiatioa  is  desirous  of  constitnting  the  univeintT 
nnder  the  government  of  a  chancellor,  vice-chanceUor,  la) 
senate,  with  the  Crown  a«  visitor ;  according  to  the  aotloff 
of  the  other  universities  of  the  realm. 

F. 
In  the  constitution  of  the  senate,  they  would  desire  to  ae» 
those  bodies  which  now  represent  the  organised  power  isi 
opinion  of  the  different  branches  of  the  legal  profeasion  (i.t, 
the  Inns  of  Court  and  the  Incorporated  Law  Societiee, 
metropolitan  and  provincial)  suitably  represented ;  and  it 
would,  in  their  judgment,  be  desirable  that  a  oonneetiei 
should  also  be  eitablished  between  this  university  and  tht 
Universities  of  Oxford,  Cambridge,  and  London  (all  of 
which  have  their  legal  faculties,  increasing  daily  in  import- 
ance), by  the  presence  upon  the  senate  of  some  memben 
nominated  by  those  universitiea  But,  as  to  all  detaili  of 
this  nature,  it  is  felt  to  be  necessary,  before  arriving  at  any 
final  scheme,  to  ascertain  how  far  the  desired  co-operstioa 
may  be  expected  from  all  or  any  of  the  learned  bodiet 
above  mentioned,  and  under  what  conditions  (if  at  sll)it 
nay  be  obtained. 

G. 
In  the  event  of  the  university  being  established  aa  im- 
posed, the  functions  of  the  now  existmg  Council  of  Lectl 
Education  would  necessarily^  cease;  and  the  fees  payable V 
students,  under  the  regulations  of  the  university,  to^etlMr 
with  snc^  contributions  as  might  be  made  by  the  soeietiei 
associated  in  its  government  (which,  from  the  liberality  of 
those  bodies,  would  doubtless  not  be  less  thaa  their  prsient 
contributions  to  a  similar  object),  would  form  th» 
Academical  Fund,  out  of  which  the  stipends  of  the  profei- 
sors  and  readers,  and  all  other  necessary  expenses  of  the 
nniversity,  would  be  defrayed. 

H. 

It  is  proposed  that  the  universitr  should  be  created  I17 
Royal  Charter,  after  the   ptusing  of  an  Act   enabling  the 
Crown  to  provide  by  charter  for  objects  which  might  not 
in  themselves  be  within  the  Royal  prerog^tive- 
(By  direction  of  the  Council) 

Boundbll  Palkbb,  President. 
November  18th,  1870. 


SUPREME  COURT  OP  ILLINOIS  (U.S.A.)  ON 

MODERN  TIMES. 
An  address  having  been  recently  presented  by  this  Bar 
to  the  Supreme  Court  of  Illinois  upon  the  opening  of  a  do* 
Court  at  Chicago,  Chief  Justice  Lawrenee,  speaking  for 
himself  and  his  associates,  replied  aa  follows  (we  qaote 
from  the  Chieajo  Lrgal  Naet): —  ....  We  are  faUj 
conscious  of  the  fact  that  no  j  adicial  tribunal  oan  long 
retain  the  coofideDoe  of  the  people  at  large,  unless  it  pos- 
sesses the  confidence  of  the  Bar;  while,  on  the  other  hand. 
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I  ooidially  niitained  b^  the  profession,  it  can,  in  the  per- 
ormance  of  its  duties,  calmly  face  any  degree  of  popular 
audoD  or  partisan  clamoor,  tnuting  its  vindioation  to  the 
te.  and  strong  in  the  conviotion  that  the  npright  magis- 
nt«  will  certainly  be  hononred  in  the  end  by  the  very 
oomnnity  whom  his  judgments  may  have  offended. 

Bat  a  better  and  deeper  reason  than  this  can  be  given 
Aj  the  Bench  and  Bar  shonid  keep  fully  alire  the  senti- 
lent  of  brotherhood.  It  is  a  fact  which  cannot  be  denied 
bat,  as  a  people,  we  are  undergoing  rapid  deterioration. 
)<riocisl,  political  and  commercial  morals  are  sinking  to 
k  lower  and  lower  grade.  We  are  no  longer  content  with 
le  aeqoisition  of  wealth  by  patient  toil,  to  be  when  won 

II  wiiely  expended  as  it  has  been  honestly  earned.  A 
ererad  and  insane  passion  for  money  has  gained  possession 
if  the  tnjndi  of  men,  and  at  this  moment  is  doing  more  to 
■simpt  onr  national  life  than  all  other  causes  united, 
rkia  maddening  love  of  gold,  to  be  expended,  not  in  the 
nodes  which  shall  make  American  life  the  highest  develop- 
nnit  of  modem  civilisation,  but  in  coarse  and  barbaric ' 
ligplajr,  er  what  is  still  worse,  in  the  ways  that  lead  to  the 
Itbaeementpf  public  morals,  is  leading  us  as  a  nation,  down 
be  dance  of  death.  Corruption  has  become  a  systematic 
sd  almost  abameless  means  of  power,  and  contemporary 
Testa  at  times  recal  the  period  when  the  Roman  Empire 
«tei«d  spon  its  swift  descent  to  ruin.  Wise  men  begin 
0  donbt  the  nltimato  success  of  our  institutions,  and 
huij  proclaim  that  in  the  metropolitan  city  of  the 
>iitiMnt  republicanism,  as  an  instrument  of  municipal 
jtnennent,  stands  a  confessed  failure;  day  by  day  we 
wem  to  be  drifting  farther  from  our  ancient  anchorage 
Unraids  an  nnknown  coast  whose  atmosphere  is  laden  with 
poiaoD  and  death. 

That  it  ia  in  the  power  of  the  Bench  and  Bar  of  the 
Noitrj,  maided,  to  arrest  the  downward  tendency  of  the 
tints,  B  sot  to  be  supposed.  Kevertbeless  we  can  do 
Knethiig,  and,  if  properly  aided  by  other  conservative 
teeati  of  society,  can  do  much  to  check  it.  Vfo  can,  at 
leui,  Bike  a  noble  Btruggle,  and  be  the  last  to  fall. 
CoaiKiiiult  is  to  utter  vapid  witticisms  in  disparagement 
oft)»Eu,the  well-kcown  truth,  nevertheless  is,  that  the 
Dm  vlio.is  better  times,  have  done  most  to  create  and 
ui  mould  onr  political  institutions  and  control  the  social 
Areeitftbe  country,  have  belonged  to  the  profession  of 
fie  law.  li  you,  gentlemen  of  the  Bar,  can  constantly  live 
■p  to  the  highest  and  noblest  traditions  of  professional 
life;  if  JOQ  can  keep  ever  fresh  and  bright  the  sentiment 
■U  doabtless  now  animates  yon,  that  the  true  ambition 
cfUu  lawyer  is  not  the  acquisition  of  wealth,  but  of  that 
purepiofetsional  fame  which  is  to  be  won  by  the  exercise  of 
TW  high  vocation  in  a  spirit  of  the  moat  punctilious 
honour,  and  with  an  ever  present  consoiooanesa  that  yon, 
Mwell  aa  the  Court,  are  ministers  at  the  altar  of  jnstice  ; 
ud  if  the  various  judicial  tribunals  of  this  State  shall  so 
perform  tbeir  duties  aa  to  command  the  confidence  and 
■pport  of  aach  a  Bar — shall  be  so  clear  in  their  high  office 
tbat  not  even  a  disappointed  litigant  can  venture  to  charge 
tkem  with  unholy  motives— then  the  judiciary  and  the  Bar, 
•tanding  together,  will,  in  the  future,  aa  in  the  past,  fur- 
jjui  a  lore  protection  against  wrong,  and  keep  alive,  in 
tae  hearta  of  all  good  men,  the  hope  that  our  downward 
tandencies,  as  a  people,  may  be  stayed,  and  that  we  may 
jet  get  back  npon  tlioee  ancient  ways  wherein  we  walked 
a  the  better  days  of  the  Republic. 

Let  HB  trnat  that  you  and  we  may  be  so  faithful  to  our 
•jreial  duties  that  we  may  all  feel,  as  we  pass  from  life, 
wwehavedone  the  State  some  service,  and  that  those 
womoceed  os  in  these  halls  of  justice  may  hold  our 
Bemories  in  honour. 


COURT  PAPERS. 


SPRING  CIRCUITS. 
Hoxt—chief  .Tnatice  Cockbnm  and  Mr.  Justice  Hannen. 
^BD.— Chief  Justice  Bovill  and  Mr.  Justice  Smith. 
Boawijt — Lord  ChietBaisn  and  Mr.  Justice  Blackburn. 
«o«THE».— Mr.UBaron  Martin  and  Mr.  Justice  Willes. 
wwrras.— Mr.  Justice  Byles  and  Mr.  Baron  Pigott. 
«n)i.«iD.— Mr.  Jnatico  Brett  and  Mr.  Baron  Cieasby. 
»o«rra  Waim.— Mr.  Baron  Bramwell. 
STCtH  Waues.— Mr.  Justice  Mellor. 
«■  Jutice  Lash  remains  in  town. 


PUBLIC  COHPAfflBS. 

OOVBRNMBNT  riTIIDS. 

IiUT  QvOTATiow,  Jan.  M,  lt7l. 

JVvm  Ihl  OPdal  LUt  of  lite  ael»al  b*$iHeu  tranuuHi. 


3  par  Cent.  Consola.  91% 
Ditto  for  Aoooant,  Feb.  2,  n% 
3  per  Cant.  Radooed  92} 
New  *  per  Cant.,  93| 
Do.  >i  percent.,  Jan.  'VA 
Do.  3{  per  Cent.,  Jan.  *94 
Do.  i  per  Cent.,  Jan.  '7S 
Annuities,  Jan.  '80  — 


I  Annaities,  April,  'th 
Do.  ( Red  »ea  T.  I  Aaar.  I«0« 
Ex  Bills, £1000,  —  per  Ct.lO  p  m 
Ditto,  £^00,  Da  —  10  p  m 
nltta,£ioo&  £100.—  10  p  m 
Bank  of  Bni^laad  Stixik,  4t  P*'' 
Ct.  (last  half-year)  317 

'  Ditto  for  Aoooont, 


BAILWAT  STOCK. 


Stook 
Stock 
atoek 
Stock 
Stock 
Stock 
Stock 
Stock 
Stock 
Stock 
Stock 
Stock 
Stock 
Stock 
Stock 
Stock 
Stock 
Stock 
Stock 
Stock 
Stock 
Slock 
Stock 
Stock 


Railways. 


Bristol  and  Exeter 

Caledonian 

Qlasgow  and  Soath- Western 

OreatEaatern  Ordinary  Stook    

Do., Bast  Anglian  Stook,  Mo.  3  ..... 
Qreat  Northern   

Do.,  A  Stock*    

Oreat  Southern  and  Western  of  Ireland 

Qreat  Weatern— Original 

Lanoaahire  and  Torkshire 

London,  Brighton,  and  Boucb  Coaat.. 

London, Chnthani,  and  Dover 

London  and  North- Weatern 

Londonand  South-Weatera    

IIanoheBter,Sheineld,aad  Linooln 

Hetropolttan 

Hidland  

Do.,  Birmingham  and  Derby    

North  Britiah 

North  London  

North  Slaflordaliire 

South  Devon , 

South-Kaatern 

TatfValB 


Paid.  Closlsg  prieea. 


n 
u 

117 
40, 

las 

100 

'? 

4S 
IS| 

1(0  . 

*. 

66 
IM 
100 

u 

116 


16S 


*  A  rsoeivaa  no  dividend  until  6  par  oent.  bai  baan  paid  to  B. 


MoNBT  Hakkbt  and  Citt  Imtblliqcncr. 
There  is  very  little  modification  since  last  week's  reports ;  the 
markets  are  all  ateady.    A  slight  impulse  was  communicated  by 
the  news  of  General  Bourbaki'a  retreat,  aa  calculated  to  accele- 
rate the  peace. 

BIBTH8.  MABBIAOKS.  AHD  DEATHS. 

BIRTHS. 
FoaSTTH— On  Jan.  16,  at  61,  Rntland-gate,  the  wife  of  Wil' 

liam  Forayth,  Eaq.,  Q.C.,  of  a  daughter. 
OoKE— On  Jan.  II),  at  Lcyton,  Essex,  the  wife  of  T.  Holmes 

Gore,  solicitor,  of  a  son. 
Hajjbs— On  Jan.  18,  the  wife  of  F.  R.  Hales,  Eaq.,  of  9,  Cla- 

verton-atreet,  S.W.,  and  Harwich,  of  a  aon. 
NoKOATB— On  Jan.  1,  at  East  Dereham,  the  wife  of  Charles  B. 

L.  Norgate,  Esq.,  solicitor,  of  a  daughter. 
Wbbks— On  Jan.  17,  at  J,  Shaftesbury-terrace,  KensingtOB, 

the  wife  ot  Thomas  H.  Weeks,  Esq.,  solicitor,  of  a  daughter. 

MARRIAGES. 

Geundt— Shipman— On  Jan.  18,  at  Gee  Cross,  Cheshire,  by 
the  Bev.  Charlea  Beard,  B.A.,  and  the  Bev.  Henry  Enfield 
Dowaon,  B.A.,  Thomas  Grundy,  of  Manchester,  and  Lymm, 
Cheshire,  solicitor,  younrer  son  of  the  late  Thomas  Orundj^ 
of  Lymm,  Surgeon,  to  Mary  Amelia,  elder  daughter  of 
Robert  Milligan  Shipman,  of  Hanoheater,  and  BredbuiyHall, 
Cheahire,  Solicitor.     No  cards. 

HiBBEBT — Afplin— On  Jan.  14,  at  the  Chapel  Royal  of  the 
Savoy,  William  Hawkins  Herbert,  of  6,  New-inn,  Strand, 
"W.C,  to  Clara,  daughter  of  William  Aj^lin,  of  63,  Motmt- 
atreet,  Groevenor-sq,  W. 

HooPEK— Chave— On  Jan.  17,  at  S  Anne's  Church,  Wands- 
worth, Surrey,  Felly  Hooper,  solioitor,  Weymouth,  to  Fran- 
ces Annie  ytbitaej  Chave. 

DEATHS. 
Banks— On  Jan.  17,  at  Kington,  Biohard  Banks,  Esq.,  Clerk 

of  the  Peace  for  Badnorshire,  in  his  80th  year. 
Cods — On  Jan.   18,  at  113,   Torriano-avenuo,  Camden-road, 

Arthur  Gamble  Codd,  laiTister-at-Iaw,  nged  56. 
Cooper— On  Jan.  13,  Frederick  William  Cooper,  solicitor,  of 

No.  W,  Clifton-road,  St.  John's-wood,  aged  ii. 
Price — On  Jan.  15,  Phoebe  Aim,  the  beloved  wife  of  John 

Price,  Esq.,  solicitor,  Buntingford,  Herts. 


The  honour  of  knighthood  was  conferred  on  Vice-Chancellor 
Bacon,  by  her  Majesty  the  Queen,  at  Osborne,  on  the  14th 
of  January. 

Mr.  Henry  Stuart,  Q.C.,  of  the  CanadianBar,died  at  Chilvers- 
Coton  Vicarage,  Warwickshire,  on  the  16th  of  January,  in  the 
£6th  year  of  his  age. 
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LONDON  GAZETTES. 

Pro&uioaal  PartnenUps  DiHoIndL 

ToxaOAT,  Jan.  10,  1871. 

FretstoM,  Edwd,  &  John  Colt  Copeman,  Norwich,  Attome;!  and  Soll- 

ottors.    Jan  S. 
nonghton.  Wm,  &  Bobt  Tboa  Wngg,  St   Helen't-pUoe,   Solidton. 

Dec  31.  _ 

Bawlias,  John,  ft  Lanranoc  Femlwrtan  Bowleg,  Warwick,  Solidton. 
Jaoft. 

Tdisdat,  Jan.  17, 1871. 
Hill,  Ht,  ft  Saril*  Richd  Hoyla,  Oannon-at,  AttonMjn  and  Solidton. 

Jan  IS, 
TTelU,  AlKomon,  ft  John  Wm  Sykea,  St   SwitUn's-laM,  Solidton. 
Jan  12. 

WindiBK-np  of  Joint  Stock  Compuies. 

FIID4T,  Jan.  13,  1871. 
UKUUITaD  III  Chancist. 

Khddol  TTaited  Silrer  Load  Mining  Company.  — Petition  for  winding  np, 
presented  Jan  7,  directed  to  be  heard  before  Vice  Chancellor  Ualina 
on  Jan  27.  Uaklnaon  ft  Carpenter,  Elm-ct,  Temple,  aolldlon  for  the 
petitioner. 

LmlTID  IN  Cbakcxrt. 

Cornish  Granite  Company  (Limited).— The  Master  of  the  KoUs  has,  by 
an  order  dated  Dec  8,  appointed  Jas  Thoa  Snell,  89,  Oheapalde,  to  be 
olBcisl  liquidator.  Creditora  an  required,  on  or  before  Feb  13,  to 
send  their  names  and  addreaaea,  and  the  particalars  or  their  debts  or 
claima  to  the  aboTe.  Friday,  Feb  24  at  II,  Is  appointed  for  heart ng 
and  adjadicatieg  npon  the  debts  and  claima. 

Van  United  Lead  Mining  Company  (Limited).— Vloe  Chancellor  Mallns 
has,  by  an  order  dated  Not  17,  appointed  Wm  Hy  McCrelght,  8,  I^y- 
mond-bldga,  Gray's-inn,  to  be  official  liqtiidator.  Creditors  are  re* 
quired,  un  or  before  Jan  31,  to  send  their  names  and  addresses,  and 
the  particulars  of  their  debts  or  claims,  to  the  above.  Monday,  Fab 
6  at  12,  Is  appointed  for  hearing  and  adjudicating  npon  the  del>ta  and 
claims. 

Toianir,  Jan.  17, 1871. 

0HUIIITID  IN  CBAMOXaT. 

Aion  Valley  Railway  Company.— Vice  Chancellor  Uallni  has,  by  an 
order  dated  Jan  9,  ordered  that  the  aboTO  Company  b*  wound  up 
by  this  court,  Talbot  &  Tasker,  Uedfotd-row,  solidton  ,t6r  the  peti- 
tioners. 

South  Wales  and  Great  Western  Direct  Hallway  Company.— Creditors 
are  required,  on  or  berore  Jan  28,  to  send  their  names  and  addresses, 
and  the  partioutars  of  their  debts  or  claims,  to  Kr.  George  DaTls,  6, 
Old  Jewry. 

LlKITID  IK  CaAMCllT. 

Exe  Bight  Oybter  Fishery  and  Pier  Company  (Lhnlted).— Fetltlon  for 
winding  up,  presented  Jan  14,  directed  to  be  heard  before  the  Master 
of  the  Uolls  on  Jan  28.  Warner,  Oolden-sq,  solldtor  for  the  peti- 
tioner. 

South  Wales  Dally  Newspaper  Company  (Limited).— The  Master  of  the 
Bolls  haa,  by  an  order  dated  Jan  9,  appointed  Jas  Thos  Snell,  8S, 
Cheapslde,  to  be  official  liquidator. 

Union  £neineering  Company  f  Limited).— Petition  for  winding  up,  pre- 
sented Jan  13,  directed  to  be  lieard  before  Vice  Chancellor  Malina  on 
Jan  'iT,  Sharp,  Gresham-houae,  Old  Broad-st ;  agents  for  Grundy  ft 
Coalson,  Manch,  solicitors  for  the  petitioner. 

UnlTersal  Private  Tolenraph  Company  (Limited).— Creditors  are  re- 
quired, on  or  before  Feb  13,  to  send  their  names  aad  addresses,  and 
the  particulars  of  their  debts  or  claima,  to  the  liquidators,  27,  Lom- 
bard-st.  Monday,  Feb  27  at  12,  Is  appohited  for  hearing  and  aoiJBdi- 
eating  npon  the  debts  and  daims. 

Creditors  under  Estates  in  Chancery. 

Last  Bay  o/  ProoJ, 

I'aiDiT,  Jan.  13, 1871. 

Allison,  Wm,  Satton.  Lancaster.    Jan  21.    Uycrofl  e  Robinson,  V.C. 

Hallns.    Auatell,  8t  Helen's. 
Banks,  John,  Arcleby,  Cumberland,  Gent.    Feb  IS.    Telson  t>  Thirlwell, 

M.h.    Ansell,  lieswick. 
Francli,  Mary  Ellz,  Belmont,  Shrewsbui7.    Feb  13.    Francis  «  Francis, 

V.C.  Stuart.    Yearsley,  Welshpool. 
Kyezor,  Louis,  Wbitton,  nr  Hounslow.    Feb  16.    Helbron  v  Helbron, 

V.C.  Stoart.    Brown,  TaTietock-creacent,  Weatbonme-park. 
Trafford,  John,  Lincoln,  Innkeeper.    Feb  2.    Key  «  TraHord,  V.C. 

Ualins.    Ward,  Lincoln. 

ToiBI>aT,  Jan.  17, 1871. 
Carr,Edward,Kelgbley,  York,  Yeoman.    Feb  II.    AloockeCarr,  V.O. 

Stuart.    Weatherhead  &  Bury,  Keighley. 
Goocb,  Jas,  Englelleld-rd,  Builder.    Feb  27.  Gooch*  Crick,  V.C.  Stuart. 

Fry,  Dane's-inn,  Strand. 
Heath  ft  Batchelor,  Reisate,  Snirev,  Whitesmiths.    Feb  1 1.   Batchelor 

«  Heath,  V.C.  Stuart.    Smith,  lieiKate. 
Harding,  John,  Thorp  Moor  Mill,  Durham,  Miller.    Feb  IS.    Harding  e 

Harding,  V.C,  Bacon.    Marshall,  jan,  Durham. 
Ingram,  Wm,  Birm,  Manure  Dealer.    Feb  16,    Dariea  *  Ingram,  V.O. 

Stnart.     Harrison.  Birm. 
Mathcwman.  BenJ,  Uemiogbrongh,  Tork,  Yeoman.    Jan  2S.    Mathew- 

man  v  OldbridRe,  V.C.  Bacon.    Weddall,  Selby. 
OUre,  John.  Woolfold,  Lancaster,  Paper  Manufacturer.    Feb  28.    Ollre 

«  Olive,  V.C.  Mallns.    Whitebea'i. 
Fattison,  Joseph,  Oxford.  Foreman,    Feb  21.    PatUson  v  Pattison,  V.C. 

Stuart.    Hazel,  Oxford. 
Trego,  Wm,  Albemarle-st,  Piccadilly,  Club  Proprietor.    Feb  21.    Trego 

»  Tretro,  V.C.  Stuart.    Webb,  Eustoo-rd. 
Waring,  Peter,  Marfien,  Kent,  Gent,    Feb  9.    Hodson  r  Hodaon,  V.C. 

Stuart.    May,  Oulden-<q. 

Creditors  under  S2  &  S8  Tict.  cap.  85. 

JUuC  Day  of  Claim, 

FaiDiT.Jan.  13.  I87L 

Basford,  Hy,  Lincoln,  Chimney  Sweep.    Feb  10.    William,  Unooln. 

Clendon,  John  Chitty,  CambrilL'e  Earden!>,  Eensiugtoo,  Esq.    March  I. 

Uoiliiigsworth  ft  Co,  East  lodia-a  venue. 


Dawson,  Bar  John  Fiadc,  Clspham,  Bsdfi>rd.   Maroh  I.   Wane,  Bad- 

ford, 
Dnnderdale,  Rer  Robert,  Ingleton,  Tork,  Cleik.   hb  M.  Shaipi: 

Son. 
Hagell,  Wm,  Earl's-ter,  Kenilngtoo,  Esq.    MaiA  10.  TaytetC:^ 

FnmlTal's-lnn. 
Hartland,  Joseph,  Rinloo,  StstTord,  Gent    March?.   Psaroutl^ 

Stourbridge. 
Hawkeaworth,  Thos,  Leeds,  Currier.    Feb  IS.    Rooks  ft  Ud^er. 
Hennin,  Michael,  Lpool,  ProTlsion  Merchant.    Feb  20.    As^mlitGid, 

Lpocd. 
Jacobs,  Matthew,  Sydenham-hill,  Kent,  Gent.    Aag  21.  Suaiiit 

Emmanuel,  Flnsbnry-ctrcas. 
Jefhrson,  Blohaid,  Kirkburn,  York,  Gent.    Feb  7.   Hodgioa,  Gmt 

Drillleld. 
Kemp,  John,  Hartwell-park,  Northampton,  Farmer.    Feb  11.  WliiEK. 

Towoester. 
Mason,  George  Allen,   Boabon,  DenUgfa,    Gent.     April  :.    Ittit 

Manch. 
Booiting,  Hannah,  Kendal,  WeatmoreUnd,  Spinster.    Feb  II,  Xwrt 

Co,  KendaL 
Rowe,  Sarah,  Derby,  Widow.    MaiGh  1,    Matthews  ft  Ureetlua,  Bel- 
ford-row. 
Hndge,  Geo,  Rio  da  Janeiro,  BrsxU.    April  29.    Flux  ft  Co,  But  b«i- 

avenue. 
Smith,  Mary  Ann,  Brighton,  Sassex,  Si^nster.    April  9.   ITonsatOg, 

Walbrook. 
Swan,  Grace,  Manch,  Spinster.    Maroh  10.    Taylor,  Maseh. 
Symons,  Fredk,  Qt  Tower-et,    Wine   Merchant.    March  4.  (Mia. 

Fenchurch-st. 
Tothill,  John,  Great  Yarmouth,  Norfolk,  Esq.     March  It.  <te 

Balesworth. 

Tdisdat,  Jan.  17, 1871. 
Ayres,  Benj,  Brighton,  Sussex.  Gent.    Feb  IS.    Jowet,  Craby^q. 
Baldwin,  John  Horatio,  Wskefleld,  Tork,  Innkeeper.    Match].  Hi- 

nandes  ft  villi,  Wakefield. 
Bence,  John  Moluton,  Westbnry,  Oloncester,  Esq.    March  L  i»^ 

Inskip,  Bristol. 
Bland,  John,  Seely,  Glamorgan,  Farmer.    March  1.    Fressftb^. 

Bristol. 
Booth,  Edward,  Manch,  Gum  Mannflicturer.    March  I.    Bowie; a (4 

Manch. 
CelTill,  Wm,  Gondhurst,  Kent,  Builder.    Feb  IT.    Hfaids,  GondlniM. 
Davey,  Thos,  Bristol,  Tobacco  Manufacturer.      March  1.    HsnxB. 

Bristol. 
Dixon,  Wm,  Settrlngton,  York  ,Fanner,    Aptil  S.    Jackaoo,  KsltSB. 
Field,  Rebecca  Isabella,  Cottingham,  York,  Splnsisr.    Feb  27,  niS^ 

Hull. 
Garden,  Robert  Jones,  Cathcart  St,  Sooth  Kensington,  Esq.  lliRkl. 

Richards,  Crown-ct,  Old  Broad-st. 
Qledhlil,  Samuel,  Glasshooghton,  Tork,  Innkeeper.    March  1  Fif 

nandes  ft  Gill,  Wakefield. 
Hart,  Robert,  Sandal  Magna,  York,  Com  Merchant.    March  3.  fenu- 

des  ft  Gill,  Wakefield. 
Btbbard,  Joseph,  Brinsworth,Rotherham,  Gent,     Feb  28.   BnMfet 

Co,  Sheffield. 
Lannlng,  Jas,  Strettisbury,  COTiet,  Yeoman.    Jan  20,    Rawllai,WJa- 

borne  Minster. 
Levy,  Moses,  TaTlstoek-sq,  Gent.    March  1.    Harria,  HoorgslMt 
Miller,.ReT  Ulcbael  Hodsoll,  BeUxe-sq,  Hampstead.    Marob  I.  Eoia 

Moorgate-it. 
Morgan,  Geo,  WiUonhaU,  Stafford,  Latch  Manufacturer,    Feb  Xi-  rU- 

chaid  ft  Shelton,  Wolverhampton. 
Morgan,'.  Jane,   WUlenhall,  StatTord.    Feb  23.    Finahaid  ft  Shdas. 

Wolverhampton, 
Morris,  John  Leaker,  Cotham  Park,  Bristol,  Merchant.  Match  1.  m* 

ft  Inskip,  Bristol. 
Robinson,    Richard,  Monk  Wearmonth  Shore,   Darbsffl,  SbJrMse' 

March  I.    Robson,  Bishop  Wearmonth. 
Ryle,  Wm,  Upton  Grange,  Prestbury,  Cheeter,  Gent.    Feb  ti.  C-- 

minster  ft  Son,  Macclesfield. 
Smith,  Geo  Hy,  Moss  Side,  nr  Manch,  Consulting  Engineer.  Xn^l. 

Rowley  ft  Co,  Manch. 
Smyth,  Emily  Rowland,  Weightoo-rd,  Sonth  Penge-rd.    Feb  It.  ftsM 

King-st,  Cbeapside. 
Stirling,  Clias  Hy,  H.M.8.  Excellent,    Commander,  R.N.     Afril  I. 

Smith,  Lincoln's-inn-Qelds. 
Slowey,  Augustus,  Kenbnry,  Devon,  Eeq,    Maroh  SI,    FsdftJHM 

Exeter. 
Sugden,  Jas,  Bishop  Wearmonth,  Durham,  Beerhouse  Keeper,  lui" 

I.    Robson,  lliihop  Wearmontn. 
Woodcdbk,  Wm,  Manch,  Esq.    Maroh  2i.    Hall  ft  Janioo,  Vaack. 

Bankmptt. 

FaiDAT,  Jan.  13,  1871. 
Under  the  Bankruptcy  Act,  1869. 
Creditors  must  forward  their  proofs  of  debts  to  the  Beglstrat. 
To  Surrender  in  London. 
Curlewls,  Harry  Carr,  Albert-sC,  Regent's-pk,  Coounercial  Clerit.  '■* 

Jan  10.    Haditt.    Jas  27  at  II. 
Wood,  Geo  Wra,  Elgia-ter,  Kilbnm,  Shoe  Dealer.  Cet  Jas  II.  Spii>(- 
Bice.    Jan  26  at  12.30. 

To  Surrender  in  the  Country. 
Orares,  David,  Birm,  Builder.    Pet  Jan  7.    Chauntler.   Biro,  Ju  ^ 

at  12. 
Pickard,  Abraham,  Bradford,  York,  Grocer.      Pet  Jan  II.     BoWsiM- 

Bradford,  Jan  24  at  9. 
Eam»den,  Wm,  UenbLw  Cottage,  nr  Holywell,  Flint,  Cemeot  Jlsiiiil«- 

tnrer.    Pet  Jan  9.    Porter.    Chester,  Jan  24  at  1.  , 

Boots,  Geo,  Bradboume,  nr  Sevcnsaks,  Kent,  Bricklayer.     W  '••  '• 

AUeyne.    Tunbridge  tVella,  Jan  U  at  II. 
Biiflle,  John,  Wroxall,  1  of  W,  Comm  Agent.  Pet  Jan  II.  Blatt  »«'• 

port,  Jan  ::8  at  1 1 .  . 

Sheffield,  Oscar,  Kilvin  Grove,  Sydenham,  China  Dealer.     M  Js»  o- 

Bishop.    Greenwich,  Jau  28  at  12. 
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iraiUiiu.  Ej.  Sadjjrley,  SUStord,  Firabrick  Manafacturer. 
Vilker.    Dodlej,  Jan  18  at  19. 

TuiaoiT,  Jan.  17,  1871. 
vndcr  the  Banitruptcy  Act,  1869. 
Oedfton  most  Ibrward  their  proob  of  debta  to  the  Iteglatnr. 
To  Snmndar  In  London, 
S^tar,  Geo,  Edgware-rvad,  Froitarar.    Pat  Jan  16.     HaxUtt.    Jan  31 
at  11. 

To  BniTonder  In  the  Oonntrj. 
Brat  Wm,  AbaiTstwith,  Cardigan,  Innkeeper.     Pet  Jan  13.     Jenklna 
AlW7*»itti,  Feb  II  alio.  •"•^m, 

Bren,  ;h  Broff.  Market  Raaen,  Lincoln,  Solicitor.     Pet  Jan  it.     Vp- 

pleb;.   Lincoln,  Jan  30  at  II. 
(Mmw,  Cha!  Edwd  Tawell,  at  Tarmooth,  Smack  Owner.    Pet  Jan  IS. 

Ctumbeilm.    Feb  3  at  12. 
Cw,  Wb,  Unnilerter,  Wandiworth-rd.  ont  of  bnainesa.    Pet  Jan  13. 
Willoii(U)f.    Wandsironh,Jan3l  at  10. 
Btaw.  Wm  Claben,  Bnr7  at  Edmundi,  SttlToIk,  Innkeeper.    Pet  Jan  I  J. 

Comai.   Barj-  St  Edmonds,  Feb  7  at  2. 
toby,  Edwin  Faint,  Sowerbr,  Tork,  Muaic  Dealer.    Pet  Jan  1 1 .  Jeffer- 

■oa.  Honhallerton,  Jan  31  at  2. 
OffltlB,EiIwd  Chas,  ft  John  A*,  Chetwynd  MIIU.  Newport,  Salop, 

lOlen.   Fet  Ju  IS.    Spihbnry.    SUUbnl,  Jan  SO  at  12. 
Haul,  Saml,  Leamington,  Warwick,  Eating  Honae  Keeper.  Pet  Jan  14. 

CimpWl.   Warwick,  Jan  28  at  2. 
HogbM,  John,  Lpool,  Builder.     Pat  Jan  12.     Wataon.     Lpool,Jan30 


Fat  Jan  IS.     Fretjrman. 


>  Chandler. 
13. 


•tt. 
Mile,  John,  Layham,  Suflblk,  Bnteher. 

IpCTicli,JaalOata. 
HirUii,  John.  Chatwell  Court,  StafTord,  Inmfounder.     Pet  Jan  11 

SpiMiijr.   SUffiird,  Jan  30  at  10. 
Itllv,  Chu  Heromn  Lewia,  Weat  Hartlepool,  Dnrham, 

FetJull,    Ellia.    Saaderland,  Jan  30  at  12. 
iMt,  Wn,  Leamington  Priors,  Warwick,  Job  Maater.     Pet  Jan 

CiapW.   Warwick,  Jan  28  at  10.3«. 
Ttmtaa,  Ucbd,  New  Elvet,  Durham,  Grocer.    Pot  Jan  IS.  QreeinKll , 

DitUii,Jia27atlI. 

Uqnidatioii  by  Arraacwneiit. 

nitsr  MEETINGS  OF  CBEDITOBS. 
FuoaT,  Jan.  13, 1871. 

'•'j.^BKiwn,  Beidington,  Surrey,  Flour  Dealer..   Jan  8  at  11,  at 

"■"•JD**)",  Chancery-chambera,  Qnnlltjr-ct,  Chancery-lane. 
••|w.IMk  Jai,  Hollowny-ter,  Ironmonger.    Jau  86  at  1,  at  Dlok'i 

0*ilfc«»,  Fleet-at.     Wataon,  Baaingball-et. 
■■Ml  *■  fly,  Briatol,  AneUoneer.   Jan  20  at  1 1,  at  oSce  of  Clif- 

Ij^OiBHt  Bristol. 
•wwili,!MlSmith,  Holme.  Manch,  Timber  Merchant.  Jan  26  at  3. 

"t«ai»rf!Ieedham,  York-at,  Manet. 
i™,  raHy,  Birm,  BnUder.    Jan  26  at  S,  at  office  of  Ansall,  Tem- 

f|Mt(3lna. 
''WfB.Mrm,  Cab  Proprietor.    Jan  27  at  3,  at  oOce  of  Fallowa, 

«e,  Mwia,  Uanch,  Comm  .Agent.  Jan  31  at  S,  at  offloei  of  Cobbett  * 

»,to»»<t,  Manch. 
<•;*•  By,  Edanbridge,  Kent,  Holelkeepar.     Feb  4  at  12,  at  the 

UioeBNel,EdeabrMce.     Minter,  Folkeatone. 
"^MwJ  Hy,  Uinorica,  ProrUon  Merchant.    Feb  I  at  I,  at  offloe  of 

wm,  rMlip  Ncwbnry,  Pnlygon,  Bomeis-town,  Accountant.    Jan  JO, 
•Ji""*"  of  Boydan,  Sonth-aq,  Oray'a-inn. 
•J^Mwd,  Leeda,  Diaper.    Jan  26  at  2, at  the  Home  Trade  Aaao- 
■Mo,  Totk-et.  lUnch.    Pickering. 

"™«a,  Jokn,  Thnrmaaton,  Leiceater,  Farmer.  Jan  25  at  12,  at  office 
«  HtUy,  Baltoir.at,  Ulcsster. 

'*J«*,J«tai  Wesley,  DarHiMtton,  Dnrham,  Enginear.  Jan  26  at  U 
S^^ft*''"'"'^*'"™'  "">  Darlington.  Wabater,  Darlington. 
■"^™*;^gs»o-npou-Hall,  Bnilder.    Jan  24  at   12,  at  office  of 
•<nw,OaBBty>bldga,  Land  of  Green  Ginger,  Klngaton-npoa-HnU. 
•J,  u«o,  Klrkdale,  nr  Lpool,  Builder.    Jan  30  at  S,  at  office  of  Kor- 
•■iWok-jt,  LpooL 

*na.  Edwia,  Manch,  Oiticer.    Jan  26  at  3,  at  offleea  of  Batton  & 
iSS?"*»^<  >'•«'>. 

^ES-i^"-  Kechynden^t,  Nottlng-hlll,  BuUdor.    Jan  27  at  11,  at 
■Ml  of  Baidlaty  i  Bhodea,  Gt  Marlboroogb-at. 
jEri^  Steele'Mer,  HaTerstock-hiU,  Bnilder.    Jan  10  at  1,  at 
"OeeofTBIey.rinabnry-pl  South. 

7^'«^  Jnn, fc  Jaa Clark,  Brighton,  Cabinetmakers.    Jan  28  at  1 , 
J"5»  <*  Mm.  Bond-at.  Brighton. 

"J™.  5Mj,Toiteth  pk,  Lpool,  Ucensed  VietuaUer.    Jan  30  at  3, 
«*»  of  Masters,  North  John-st,  LpooL 

■o.  Geo,  bmomh-st,  Cleritenwell,  Bootmaker.  Jan  37  at  1 1 ,  at  office 
■u>aa,Maorga<e-st. 

■gi™!,  Birkenhead,  Cheater,  Bnteher.    Jan  26  at  2,  at  office  of 
J*^*aB,  Market-^t,  Birkenhead. 

kJiiPS  ""therham,  Tork,  OU  Dealer.    Jan  23  at  I.  at  MBee  of 
JJ«o,  Weslgate,  lloiherham. 

■yee.Aiitoolo,  Swaoaea,  Glamorgan,  Labourer.    Jan  17  at  2,  at 
^■«  Moftla,  Rntland-at,  Swansea. 

VS  i?"  °'  Anatoli.  Cornwall,  China  Clay  Merchant.    Jan  26  at  2, 
,?«  W>ita  Hart  Hotel,  St  Auatall.    Shilaon  *  Co,  St  AuateU. 
■^Wahar,  Saliord.  Lancaster,  Draper.    Feb  1  at  3,  at  offlcsof 

TK.^.**^  Bcyal-hill,  Greenwich,  Cbeeaemanger.    Jan  26  at  2,  at 

^ou  Uaid  ft  Belts,  Eaatcbeap.    Carter  »  Bell.  LeadenhaU-at. 

TwrJS*"'  Bf****!.  Cabinetmaker.    Jan  23  at  12,  at  office  of 

Lg.«Wa«h«mbora,8aiall.at,  BriatoL 

"JV*^  Kawcaatie-npon-Tyne,  Hairdresser.    Jaa  28  at  1,  at  office 

,?*»on^Otej.«t,  KewoaaUe-npon-Tyne. 

'^n.niuihy,  Trowbrtdge,  Wllta,  BuUder.    Jan  23  at  12,  at  offloe 

li*»padl,  l(arkct-ho«<«,  Trowbridge. 
ftT?'..'**.*  Joaeph  Sharp,  Palace-wharf,  Niao.etas,  Vanxhall, 
•STihiT*"*-   Jan  30  at  1,  at  offleea  of  ChalUtla  »  Co,  Qre- 
~"V>Beiia(haU-at.    Gragsoo,  Angel-ct,  Tlurogmcrton^t. 


Pet  Jan  10.      Piltock,  Sfm  Edgar,  Ramagato,  Kent,  Tailor.    Jan  26  at  2,  at  oOoe  of 
Edwards,  Copthall-ct,  Throgmorton-st. 
Rodrick,  Hy,  Corbet-ct,  Gracechorch-at,  Merchant.    Jan  31  at  3.  at 

office  of  Sole  fc  Co,  Aldermanbnry. 
Seymour,  Geo,  Wlthyham,  Sussex,  Fanner.    Jan  27  at  II,  at  oBoe  of 

Sprott,  Camberlandter,  Tonbridge  Wells. 
Shaw,  aichd.  Bury,  Lancaster.  Grocer.    Jan  26  at  II,  at  the  Spread 
Eagle  Hotel,  Corporation-at,  Manch.  Ramwell  a  Fennington,  Bolton. 
Shutileworth,  John,  Newbiggln-by-the-Sea,  Northnmborland,  Grocer. 
Jan  27  at  II,  at  offices  of  Keenlyslde  &  Forster,  St  John's-chanbers. 
Grulngor-st  West,  Newcastle-upon-Tyne. 
Sweet,  Alfd,  Mark-lane,  Corn  Merchant.    Feb  6  at  3,  at  the  Corn  Ex- 
change Tavern.  Mark-lane.    Sorroll,  Ot  Tower-at. 
Tovey,  "Wm.  Bristol,  Hat  Manufacturer.    Jan  27  at  2,  at  office  of  Beck- 

ingham,  Alhion-ctiamberx,  Broad-st,  Bristol. 
TyaJ,  Hobt.  West  Hnrptrne,  Somerset,  Olerk  In  Holy  Orders.    Jan  26  at 

12,  at  offlosH  of  Press  &  Inaklp,  Small-st,  Bristol. 
Vroom,  Anton.  Knpemakers'-flcids,  Umehouse,  Ship  Chandler.    Jan  28 
at  1,  at  Kenniin'a  Hotel.  Crown-ct,  Cheapiide.    New,  Baslnghall-  at. 
Waehter,  Sieisraund,  Manch,  Merchant.    Jan  27  a:  S,  at  office  of     Sal 

&  Co,  Booth-st,  Manch. 
Waril,  Jaa  Wm,  West  Comforth,  Durham,  Grocer.    Jan  26  at  12.30,  at 

offices  of  Sherwood  &  Co,  John-st,  Sunderland. 
Wells,  Wm  Hy,  Pokesdown.  Southanipion.  Grocer.    Jan  24  at  3.  at 

offices  of  Honey  ft  Hompbrevs,  Kir,g-it,  Cheapalde. 
Wenham,  Geo,  Tingewlck,  Buckingham,  Grocer.    Jan  25  at  2,  at  offices 
of  Oalton  ±  Jeaseit,  St  Clement's-house,  Clement'a-Iane,  Lombard- 
street. 
Whitakar,  John,  Stockton-heath,  Cheater,  Machine  Maker.    Jan  26  at 
11,  at  offices  of  Measi*.  Suttnn,  Commercial-obamben,  Horaemarket- 
St,  Warrington.    DaTlea  ft  Brook. 
Woodnorth,  Wm,  Lpool,  Window  Blind  Manufacturer.    Jan  31  at  11,  at 
offleea  of  Hull  &  Co,  Cook-st,  Lpool. 

TounAT,  Jan.  17,  1871. 
Ash,  Wm,  Lincoln,  LIcsntcd  Victualler.    Jan  30  at  1 1 ,  at  office  of  Bex, 

Saltergate,  Lincoln. 
Barge,  Robt,  Manch,  Estate  Agent.    Feb  1  at  8,  at  cfficea  of  Payne  & 

Galloway,  Braxannoae-st,  Manch. 
Beale,  Thoa  Willert,  Piccadilly,  Gent.  Feb  9  at  2,  at  office  of  Glidwood. 

Vemlam-bldgs,  Oray'a-inn. 
Bromley,  Wm,  M>noh.  Tarn  Agent.   Jan  3*  at  3.  at  offleea  of  Grnsdy  ft 

Oonlson,  Booth-st,  Manch. 
BjTd,  Geo.  BaUey,  Tork,  Tailor.    Jan  30  at  3,  at  office  of  Ibbetaon, 

Dewabnry. 
Oallij,  Chas,  Abchnrch-lane,  Wine  Merchant.    Jan  30  at  3,  at  35,  Ore- 

aham^t.    Sykes,  St  Swlihin's-lane. 
Campbell.  Hugh,  Toxtoth-pk,  Lpool,  Cartowner.    Feb  1  at  2,  at  14. 

Cook-st,  Lpool.    Bradley  ft  Stelnlbrth,  Lpool. 
Carruthers,  Andrew,  Lpool,  Draper.    Jan  30  at  II,  at  office  Of  Barker. 

Claytoo-sq.  LpooL 
Clark,  Wm  Obadiab,  Ordell-rd,  Bow,  Cone  Dealer.    Jan  2T  at  3,  at  the 

Wyntotd  Arms,  Wynford-rd,  Islington. 
Cockayne,  Wm  Jaa,  Sheffield,  Pawnbroker.  Jan  24  at  2,  at  office  of  Dr  - 

aon,  Battk-at,  Sheffield. 
OOnier,  Ann,  Salfbrd,  Lancaster,  Bootmaker.    Jan  30  atl,  atoOoaof 

Addleahaw,  Klng-at.  Manch. 
Copeland,  John.  Peterborough,  Northampton,  TraTdllntr  Draper.    Feh 

3  at  1 1,  at  office  of  Qatea  ft  FerdTal,  MlnstaiMihMe,  Peteitoron^. 
Croaaley,  Jaa,  Harrow-rd,  Clothier.    Fab  1  at  3,  at  office  of  Mnrrongh. 

Ot  James-at,  Bedford-row. 
Cnnltflb,  John,  Jaa  HlnchllDfe,  J«bn  WilUaioa,  *   Lert  WUUnaon. 
Oakenahaw,  nr  Accrlngton,  Lancaater,  Cotton  Mannfkcturers.    Feb  T 
at  3,  at  officee  of  NIetaolaon  fc  Milne,  Norfolk^t,  Manch.    Simpeon. 
Uauch. 
Dennlaoo,  Edwin,  Bradford,  Tork,  Joiner.    Jaa  SI  at  3,  at  offloe  of 

Moaamao,  Bond-at,  Bradford. 
Dennlson,  baml.  Little  Bolton,  Lancaster,  Joiner.   Jan  28  at  10,  at  offloe 

of  Dawson.  Exohange-si  Eaat,  Bolton. 
Dent,  John,  Smith'a-ter,  Aahford-rd,  Bethoal-BTeen,  ont  of  bnalseaa. 

Jan  23  at  2,  at  offleea  of  Pittman,  Stamford  st,  Lambeth. 
Fiiandaftlltdi,  Oeo,  Manch,  Merchant.    Jan  30  at  s,  at  office)  of  Sale  (k 

Co,  Boofh-st,  Manch. 
Goalln,  Edwd,  Allei>-ter,  Kensington,  Accoontant.    Feb  3  at  2,  at  the 
Whittlngton  Club,  Amndel-si,   Btrand.     Roberta,  Clemenf  a-inn,. 
Strand. 
HaU,  Geo,  Qneea'a-rd,  Bayawater,  Cheesemonger.    Jan  31  at  12,  at 
officea  of  Izard  ft  Betti,  Easteheap.    Trehente  It  WolSirataa,  Iron- 
monger-lane, Oieapatde. 
HaniaiHi,  Saml,  Ererton,  ar  Lpool,  Engtaieer.    Fab  1  at  3,  at  office  o( 

Harria,  Unlon-ct,  CaaUe-at,  Lpool. 
Hatton,  Saml,  Bristol,  Oonfeettoner.    Jan  30  at  12,  at  officea  of  BMnay 

ft  Co.  Baldwin-at,  Briatol.   Benaon  ft  EUetaon,  Briatol. 
Hogarth,  Geo,  Barge-yd,  Bncklersbnry,  CDUun  Agent.    Jan  24  at  2,  at 

offices  of  Manden  ft  Chubb,  Friday-at,  Oheapaidis. 
Hopper,  John,  Dnnaton,  Durham,  PoMlean.    Feb  I  at  I,  at  office  of 

Sewell,  Newcaatle-npon-Tyne. 
Hngglna,  John,  Leeds,  Oyster  Merchant.  Jan  30  at  3,  at  office  of  Femi» 

Bank-et,  Leeds. 
Huntley,  John  JoUey,  Baroaley,  Tork,  Watchmakec    Jan  26  at  11,  at 

office  sf  Dibb,  Kegent4t,  Bamaley. 
Johnson,  John,  Deptford,  Kent,  Ucensed  Vlotnallsr.    Jaa  30  atl,at 

office  of  Sparham,  8t  Benet-pl,  GraeechuKh-st. 
Lane,  John  Wm,  Briatol,  Ladies'  OntBtter.    Jan  26  at  19,  at  officea  of 
Tribe  ft  Co,  Albion-chambers,  Small-at,  BriitoL     Benaon  ft  Ellataou, 
BrIateL 
Langitali;  Thoa,  Whithorn,  Dnrham,  Bnteher.  Jan  25  at  It,  atofflee  o 

Eglington,  Lambton-at,  Sunderlanil. 
Lanadell,  Wm,  Anstford-farm,  Sosaex,  Farmer.    Feb  I  at  2,  at  office  of 

Sheppard, Monnt-st,  Battle. 
Lawaoa,  Wm  Shnpson ,  Fenchvich-et,  Tea  Dealer.  Jan  30  at  3,  at  offices 

of  Bellamy  ft  Strocw,  Biahopsgate-at  Within. 
Lee,  Geo,  Oakwood  ronndry,  Bream,  Oloncester,  Ironfomdar.    /ta  SI 

at  I,  at  the  Feathers  Hotu,  Lydney.    Waldron,  Cardlft 
LoTia,  John  Hy,  New  North-rd,  Grocer.  Jan  25  at  12,  at  office  of  Fnaer, 

Sonth-aq,  Orny'a-lnn. 
Lytic,  Francia,  Sosrborongb,  Tork,  Boot  Dealer.    Jan  31  at  1,  at  the 
<iueen  Hotel,  WilUngton. 
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HuiMO,  Peter,  Sm»llhe«th,  Blrm,  Dr«per'i  A«UUnt.    Jan  31  «t  8,  at 

M22,T.'JXTK^.S.^«™i^.^»d,  South  HaeVj.ey  Warehoa- 
^S     Jan  S«  at  4,  at  offloe  of  Snell.  Georw-st.  Manslon-hottM . 
m^,  V^.  Gt  Tower-.l,  Bogioeer.    Jan  «  at  8,  at  olBcea  of  Baker 

Itofl^'iaSdfHalMax.  York.  Innkeeper.    Jan  8»  at  J,  at  olBce  of  Spl- 

lli;j&lWa.'rt'*Ai!S'con.w.U.  Miner.    Feb  4  at  U.  at  efflee.  of 

MSrilr^SM;?cA«tn»r  Ai»rdare,  Glamorgan.  Colliery  Agent. 

SnSO  at  1 1,  it  ofBce  of  Harria.  Morgan..^  Tredegar. 
MorrlMB,  Danl,  Leeda,  Draper.    Jan  tt  at  IJ,  at  office  of  Morna,  Dew- 

M«'"A'l«'^.''5Sr;,.  B..c«H.„-ni.  Hat  »^''.^'»Z- fc^wV 
at  is,  at  the  Guildhall  Coffee  House,  Gresham-at.  Treherne  at  woi- 
feratan.  Ironmonger-lane,  Cheapatde.  «.    .  ■«  «i  .t  r.m^ 

MwSot,  Hy,  Sheffield.  Comoiorolal  TraveUer.  JanJS  at  lO.SO,  at  office 
of  Wehater,  Hartahead,  Sheffield.  „.    .   ,.■.  ..  .i<i„ 

MShSSuThoa,  Leytoiitone, Eaaex,  Carman.  Igb  !1  at  1», at offlcea 
S  Bw«  lb  CorLoaaenhall-st.    Meram  flaaard  Br«baat<t. 

Oabtaton,  Wm,  rakenham,  NortiDlk.  Cool  MeroUnt.    Feb  9  at  11.  at 

P^°  jSJj£.*SV^f  BlSr-Mannfaeturer.    J«.  28  at  U.  at  offloe.  of 
p4^.l3^h!^rsS!;;?2;5't:  ^S-.  a.  8.  a.  Office,  of  0«-on  » 

pj^'^m'~v{?itm'''<itt,  Conf^Uoner.    J«.  .1  at  1.  at  offlc. 

•f  icton  &  Bury.  Charlea.»l.  Wrexham. «.  «  ii 

PMiln,  Edwd  Evane,  Palomo.ter-row.  WarehonMnMn.    J»«  SSat  la. 

mt  ia&  Cheanalde.    Maraden  &  Chubb.  ..        _.        « 

PMllAVPhlSTRta*  M<>»«n<»«''.  G""'-  '"  »'  «»  "•»'  "^•'" 
Williams.  Hlgh-at,  Newport.  .«»,..  .m.^  a> 

pyte  Jaa,  Vanihal)4».  Linbeth.  Batcher.  Jan  30  at  8,  at  offioea  of 
KTre  fc  Co,  John-si.  Bedford-row.  „^ 

KlS,  Wm,  Briitol.  tculptor.    Jan  26  at  3,  at  office,  of  Bonaon  ft  EUet- 

a<SS;'ISS?'ft»^''N«rca.tl^npon.TTn^    Ore«.   M«,uf«t«r.r. 

jS  81  ail.  at  office  of  Sewell.  Qreynit.  NewMstle-opon-Tyno^^ 
Shaw,  Saml,  Mlckleborat,  Cheater,  Ootton  Spinner.    Jan  SO  at  8,  at 

offloe  of  lielgh,  Brown-rt,  Manoh.  oritBn 

SUney,  Thoe  Torner.  Blim,  Attorney.    Jan  ST  at  1,  •»  offloe  ol  orunn, 

«.2SS*'Thilil'HTdrcherter,  Nar«>iyman.    Jan  8  at  J.  at  the  Town- 
^•ffi^ton^-SCSlSrB™^  mSSi  fc  Brook..  A.ht«..»nd.r. 

StonTwrnHy,  MIlton.neit-Bittlngboume,  Kent,  Ucenaed  Vlotnallar. 

iSSlalir  atofficoof  Oibaon,Htgh-tt,Slttlngbonme. 
l^ai^U^^t.  lUnch.  Qen^irSealer.    Feb  1  at  3.  at  offl«.  of 

tS1SSS:SZ^%SSL%'!^^  Jan  80  at  U.  at  office  of  Salkdd. 

TS^nJrSlSn.  I-noaater.  Prori-on  D«>ler.  J«i  «  at  8.  at 
^Bcea  ol  Henwood  fc  Marlow.  Croaa-.t,  Mancb.  w.^  .  ., 

U^SS^oSd,^..  Salford,  L»nc«.ter.  Oildoth  Mffw^STai-JS^  Ita- 
sTat  dUeo  of  Samwn,  8t  James'Mhambera.  South  Klng-Mreet.  Maa- 

n^^SX  Wm  Fiodk.  Lpool.  Wtae  Morobaat.  Jan  80  at  8,  at  offloe  of 
3hlmiDln,Lard-Bt,Lpoo1.    Oolahaw.  Lpopl.  n^i,— 

VWm!  Alfd  BUllng.  *  Hr  John  MauMll,  Woodat,  OheapMde,  HoalOT. 
Prt  itt  a.  at^e  0«U<iall  Colfce-houae,  Gnaham-rt.    Beed  *  Co, 

wSrtS^w!^  Sbakapear.  Brunawlok-.q.  BuUcltor.  Fe*  6  at  1.  at 
SSof  Wya"»?l«d.»Oo.  MoorTate-treet.  HaU,  F««diuicl|. 
atraet. 


o 


NB    PENNY    PER   FOLIO.      ABSTUCTS. 


ONE  PENNY  PBB  FOLIO.     BiUiofCoat.. 
ONE  PENNY  PEK  FOLIO.     Briefs. 
ONE  PENNY  PER  FOLIO.    Fair  Cnpy. 

Uooria  &  Soa,  ii.  Fleet'^treet. 


FISHER'S  STAMP  ACTS  AND  DUTIES  OF  ino. 
Thi.  day  la  pabllahed,  prioe  U.  61, 

THE  STAMP  ACTS  of  1870,  iocludinit  the  Foot 
Acts  of  33  li  34  Victoria,  and  the  Sea  Iiuarance  Dutl»iit,lW. 
With  Eiplanatfiry  Notes  and  C—ct.  By  R.  A.  F13UE£,I«),  i!:te 
Middle  Temple.  Barrlster-at-Law.  „  „    ,      „  ^  „     , 

London :  H.  SwaBT,  3.  Chancery-lane,  W.C.  Uw  Bootate  ul 
Pnblisber. 


THE    LAW    OK    TRADE    MARKS,  with  «« 
account  of  It.  Histoiy  and  Derelopment  In  the  Dedsiiuid* 
Coorls  of  Uw  and  EQUity.     By  ED  WARD  LLOYD,  E«<i,  of  tanhi. 

inn,  Barriater-at-Law.    Price  3s.  

"  I  am  Indebted  to  the  rery  Talnable  lltUe  paWleatka  o(  Hr.  Ujl 
who  ha.  collebted  all  the  aulhoritie.  on  thi.  subject." -VATio.  a 
HeAndrew  >.  Bauett,  Marcb  4. 

12,  Cook's-conrt,  Carey-atreet,  UnoolnVta«,w.a 

EDUCATION.— Cliftonville,  Margate.-A.  .Wf 
(the  Widow  of  a  Sollcltar).  who  la  at  preteat  bniiw  hirta* 
tera  educated  under  her  own  raperrision,  would  ban  Boch  fWM 
extending  the  advantages  of  a  Comfortable  and  Happy  Hcn^™" 
maternal  care,  to  one  or  two  other  children  requirtnn  tbe  >■*••. 
air  and  bathing,  combined  with  instmciloa  of  a  T«iy  nperiK  Jg- 
tkn.— For  term,  and  reference.,  addrew,  Mra.  Oaii»»o»,J,i^ 
Ylllaa,  CIlftbnTille,  Margate. 


PRINTING  of   EVERY   DESCRIMIOH  * 
and  Omamantal— Newspapers.  Book.,  FanqMcte,  fiy* 
Oironlaia,  fcc— with  promptitude  and  at  moderate  diar|«i,>! 
Tatu  &  Alsxasdbb,  Symonds-inn  (and  Chunih-jaMsjt),  (^* 
Une. 


OASES  TO  HOLD  THE  NTOMBEES 

OP  THS 

SOLICITORS'     JOURNAL 

CAN  BE  HAD  AT  THE  OPPIOB, 

OK      THBOTIOH     ANY     BOOKBBLLBR, 

Priee,  8#.  6d.  and  7:  6d. 


XAKPTULICOH. 

TBI 

BBST  FLOOIUCOVERING  FOR  PRIVATE  HOUSES,  ftc 

Cleanlintn,  JhiraHlity,  and  Warmth  art  Inmrtd 

by  its  Use. 

PatHru  and  other  partioulart  on  appUcatioa  to 

E.   GOUGH    &   SON, 

OBIQINAL     PATENTEES    AND     M  ANDFACTUKEBS. 

48,  CANNON  STREET,  LONDON. 

EnaauaBU  1S«8.  

SLER'S  CRYSTAL  GLASS  CHANDELIERS. 

Tablx  OLaa.  ot  all  auiDa, 

CHANDEUERS  IN  BRONZE  AND  ORMOLU. 

Kodsrator  Lamps,  and  lAmp.  for  India. 

LONDOM-Show  Room.,  45,  OXFORD-STREET,  W. 

BIEMINOHAM— Manufactory  and  Show  Rooou,  Broad-.treet. 


BILLS  OF  COMPLAINT. 

TWENTY  PEE  CENT.  DISCOUNT  for  CAa- 
BILLS  of  COMPLAINT,  5/6  per  page,  20  «Wi**» 
Discount  of  20  per  cent,  for  cash ;  being  at  the  rate  n««i»F«ll 
—a  lower  charge  than  has  hitherto  been  offered  by  the  ladt. 
TATxa  &  ALXXAHDXa.  Printen,  8ymond»-inn,  CSunoaj^na 

UTHORS  ADVISED  WITH  as  to  the  0*^ 

Printing  and  Fubliahing,  and  the  Cheapeat  Mode^M 

outUSS.  ,.  .       _    _j-, 

TATia  A  AuouHDxa,  Pnnten,  7,  Symonds-um,  ouaarr^ 

ESTABUSUEO  A.D.  ITOO.  ^ 

CURNISH    YOUR   HOUSE  tt  DBAHI 

J;  ILLUSTRATED  CATALOGUE, 

With  Priced  Fnmlatalng  LUt,  Orati.  and  Po*  '™-  j 
DEANE'S— Celebrated  Table  Cutlery,  every  Tariety  of  ^^" 
DEANB'S— Electro-plated  Spoona  and  Fork.,  bat  niaa«a» 
DKANE'S— Eloctro-plated  Tea  ft  Coffee  Seta,  Lhjueor  Start,  0" 
DKANK'S— DIah  Corer.  and  Hot  Water  OKhea.  Ooren  US"." 
DEANE'S— Pnpier-maohe  Tea  Traya,  in  Seta,  from  m^VW 
DEANE'S— Bronaed  Tea  and  Cuffee  Uma.  irtth  Patent  u^^^ 
DEAN  B'S  -  Copper  and  B  raaa  Good.,  Kettlea,  Stew  and  PniJ 
DEANE'S— Moderator  and  Bock  Oil  Lamp.,  a  large  udlij*^ 
DEANE'S— DomeaUc  Baths  for  every  purpoM. BathnwMBa'J 
DEANE'S— Fender,  and  Fire-Iron.,  In  alt  modem  aad  WJTg 
DEANE'S— Bedrteada,  In  Iron  and  Brass.  Bedding  «  W"''J 
DEANE'S— Begiater  Stoves,  London-made  Kitcheners,  ^^>^ 
DEANE'S— Comloe.  and  Cornice  Poles,  a  great  variW  « »!S 
DEANE'S— Tin  and  Japan  Qood.,  Iron  Wan, aad  Cj^iT^ 
DEANPS— Turnery,  Bruehee,  Mats,  4e..  atrong  and  «««r"^ 
DEANE'S— Hortkmltnral  Tool.,  Lawn  Mowera.  Qarieo  inani" 
DEANE'S— Gaa  Chandeliers,  Newly  dealgned  Pattens.  _. 
A  dlMonnt  of  live  per  cent,  for  cash  paymenta  of  si  laXfT 
DEANE  ft  Co..  46  (ring  WiUiam-atreet).  LOHPOSjgg 

ASTRINGENT    LOZENGES    OF  THEj 
GUM  OF  AUSTRALIA.-For  Relaxed  Throat,  i«»«* 
(MURIATE  OF  AMMONIA  LOZEHOSi- 
In  Bottle.,  Sa.    Useful   for  Broncblti.,  by  loowila*  I"  '"^ 
preventlnz  violent  Ilia  of  congbbig. 
P.  ft  P.  W.  SQUIRE, 
ChemiaU  on  the  EsUblbbment  in  Oidiaaiy  « 
THE  QUEEN.  .,^  ,„, 

(Qaistted  AugMt  »th,  1831— December  Jlrt,  W' 
277,  OXFORD  STREET.  LONDON. 


o 


IniNE  FLAVOURED  STRONG  BEEF  TEA  at 
'  about  24d.  a  pint.  ASK  FOR  LIEBIG  COMPANY'S  EXTRACT 
ofMent,  req&lng  Baron  Liebig  the  Inventor'.  Signature  on  every 
d»,  being  Uw  only  guarantee  of  genulneneu. 


KOYAL  POLYTECHNIC— NoTeUnd  "2 
character  of  the  CHRISTMAS  HOLIDAY  B"""^ 
ProfeMor  Pepper  on  The  War  and  the  Dertmctlrtl^'E 
thereat  I  Mr.  George  Grossmith,  Jnn.,  gives  '•«  I'^Ei  0 
entitled.  The  Yellow  Dwarf,  every  Evening ;  and  "'•  °T^ 
the  nme  In  the  Mornings,  with  Vocal  lUMtradoos.  ».-JX 
Original  Wariock,  Mr.  J.  Beaumont,  for  The  W«'i1"fB, 
Cnrico.  Slack  Rope  Antomaton.— Entertainmeot  war^^j 
Premier  Ventriloquist,  entitled  The  Faani««  of  fj»°7^ ;, 
Bonaaeld'.OredanSUtasryin  White  Marbte.-TMnwj ^ 
New  Ghost  Entertainment.- A  M«thine-m«de  "••"•J5yj((, 
and  Christmas  Cnstoras,  by  J.  L.  Kin«.  E«i.,  «'  toe  i"' 
TECHNIC.    AdmissloB  to  the  whole.  One  Shilling. 
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[OnCE  OF  REMOVAL.— rA«  Qfflt*  of  thh  JocrR.<fAb 
ai  if  tlu  WisKLT  BspoRTaK  i>  now  at  12,  Cnk'$-Murt, 
Cirtf.ttnit,  W.C. 

l<  Suittriptitu  to  tht  SoLiorrosa'  JooaxAb  *t — Town,  26<., 
CwUry  2S«.,-  with  tlu  WuKLT  Ripobtir,  $2*  Paymtat 
ws^MM  iiulmlt»  DouhU  N'umitrt  and  Pottagt.  Suiteriitrt 
«a  hnt  thtir  VoUmim  bound  at  tlu  Ofioo—ohth,  2:  6d., 
Mflaw  eatf,  4<.  id. 

IS lateri itOauUdforptiiUeation  in  tht "SoUoitort'  Journal" 
mat  bt  mthtntieattd  by  tht  namt  of  tht  tcrittr,  thoujh  not 
Mcatorilf  for  publieatioH. 

ntn  iijUaUy  it  txptritnttd  in  proeurinj  tht  Joarnat  with 
nyafanty  in  tht  Protinett,  it  it  rtqmtttd  that  apptieation  bt 
•mA  Urtil  to  tht  PiMithtr. 

LOlfDON,  JANUARY  28,  1871. 

» 

We  lkaxk,  from  a  letter  printed  ia  the  Timet  of  Thnn- 
qrlut,  that,  notwithitsodingf  the  reoent  JaryAot,speoUl 
njinaii  ue  still  sammoned  within  short  peded*  after 
Kting.  We  rentared  to  predict  a  short  time  ago  (antt 
k  $4)  (hat  this  woald  be  the  caie,  inaimneh  as,  althongh 
ks  19th  aeotioD  of  the  Aot  declares  that  no  person  shall 
MlUUeto  >«  sammoned  more  than  onee  in  a  year, 
aithti  the  Aot  nor  the  rales  contain  any  proTision  for 
anrisg  this  oat.  The  proriaions  of  the  Jary  Act  of  6 
3*0.  4  leqnire  to  be  extended  to  the  case  of  special 
jnota,  so  that  a  record  of  the  senricee  of  special  jnry- 
MBmty  be  kept,  and  a  eertifloate  giren  them  of  their 
ittimiioeB.  Farther,  any  joiyman,  U  sammoned  a 
■Mod  tfaae  within  the  year  withoot  any  special  gionnd 
Wng  Msd  for  the  aecond  snmmons,  ought  to  be  aUowed 
toMBltothecoarkbiaoertifioate  instead  of  personally 
lltiiiiVnit.  Abore  all,  some  snmmary  mode  of  panish- 
hf  lutBoning  officers  guilty   of   improper    oondoct 

Mlb  to  te  piorided.  Something  of  this  sort  most  be 
dM  brfm  the  persons  who  hare  hitherto  been  aUe  to 
JMtiMeztwtion  on  people  qnalified  to  serre  as  jurymen 
M  bi  •fleotually  deprired  of  their  power  of  levying 
Ihik  ua  by  tiie  infliotion  of  beqnant  snmmonses. 

It  ii  rather  amusing  to  find  that  this  new  Act,  which 
!■  bone  so  hardly  on  saiton,  and  indirectly  on  the  legal 
ptMsn,  has  not  eran  pat  a  stop  to  the  practice  which 
■M  BotecieHily  the  principal  cause  of  the  grleTaneas  «< 
fMeh  innM  complained.  If  the  Legislature  will  net 
l^ths  people  who  are  liable  to  serre,  they  had  batter 
rip  thanidTea  hy  striking  in  a  body  against  the  practica 
< 'tipping''  the  olHoials,  for  it  is  that,  of  oourse,  which 
IM  the  bottom  of  the  matter. 


Tu  "  aiHDT  Hcno  KuiaAROB,"  whioh  has  lately  ap- 
Mnd  again  in  the  poUoa^ourts,  most  be  an  affair  of  con- 
MmUa  standing,  yet  no  attempt  was  made  to  deal  with  this 
>lp««tby  legiaUtion  tiU  the  statue  3*3  'Vlotc  47,  "  An 
nt  iot  forUier  improring  the  police  in  and  near  the 
MtoqnUa,"  was  paaaed.  That  stetute,  by  seotioa  67. 
prided  that  it  should  be  "  lawful  for  any  householder 
^)un  the  metropolitan  polioe  district,  personally,  or  by 
*■  Mnrant,  or  by  any  pablio  constable,  to  reqnire  any 
•tost  mnsieian  to  d^iart  from  the  neighbourhood  of  the 
Hut  of  sooh  householder,  on  aoooant  of  the  illness  of 
vj  inmate  of  such  house,  or  for  other  reasonable  cause; 
**^tmj  person  who  shall  sound  or  play  upon  any 


Meal  mstonment  in  any  thoroughfare  near  any  house, 
■Ht  bshig  so  required  to  depart,  shall  be  liable  to  a 
1**^  of  not  more  than  forty  shillings."  This  Aot  was 
^^  fa>  hsTe  much  practical  effect,  the  want  of 
¥*■  ttiriBg  partly  from  the  Tarianoe  in  the  eonatruC" 
J*  *<  "lessonable  oaose"  by  different  magistrates, 
pMy  fnm  the  instmotions  giren  to  the  police  as  to 
poMtion  under  the  statute,  and  partly  from  the 
?*°mw  of  the  statute  itelf,  and  of  the  practical 
■MMy  it  pnrided.    Hr.  Babbage  foand  one  magistrate 


ready  to  recognim  the  nature  of  his  oooapatioa  as  a 
reasonable  oanse  for  his  requiring  barrel  organs  to  da> 
part  from  the  neighbourhood  of  his  houie.  whila 
another  magistrate  considered  Ur.  Babbaf^'s  objection 
on  this  ground  altogether  friroloos.  The  polioe,  by  an 
order  of  December  17,  1859,  as  to  their  aotion  noder  the 
statute  mentioned,  were  instmoted  to  require  the 
musicians  to  depart  only  whan  the  groand  alleged  was 
that  of  illness.  If  the  musicians  did  not  depart  when 
so  required,  the  police  were  to  atoertain  their  names  and 
addresses,  and  if  they  oonld  not  obtain  this  information, 
they  were  to  take  the  musicians  into  custody  under  sec> 
tion  68.  This  afforded  a  musician  a  ready  means  o( 
eration  by  giring  a  flotitions  address,  upon  whioh  he  was 
left  alone  by  the  polioe.  Wbenerer  any  other  oanse  than 
that  of  illness  was  stated,  the  constable  was  directed  not  to 
remoTe  the  musician,  but  only  to  report  the  matter  to 
his  sergeant,  or  at  the  station,  and  it  was  left  to  the 
superintendent  or  inspector  on  dnty  at  the  station  to 
giro  directions,  according  to  his  discretion,  as  to  tha 
snffioiency  of  the  cause  alleged  by  the  complainant.  To 
proride  a  more  effeotire  remedy,  Mr.  Bass's  Aot,  for  the 
better  regulation  of  street  maaio  within  the  metropolis, 
was  passed.  This  Aot  (27  k.  38  Yiot.  a  66)  repeals  the 
former  Aot,  and  snbstitntes  its  own  proTisions. 
Under  these,  the  requeet  to  depart  may  be  "on 
aooonnt  of  the  illnese,  or  on  account  of  the  interruption  . 
of  the  ordinary  occupations  or  pursuits  of  any  inmate 
of  the  house,  or  for  other  reasonable  or  sufficient  cause." 
If  a  singer  or  mosioian  continues  to  sing  or  play  "  in 
any  thoroughfare  or  public  plaoe  near  any  suoh  house 
after  being  so  required  to  depart,"  he  is  liable  to  a 
penalty  of  forty  shillings,  or  imprisonment  for  not  more 
than  three  days,  at  the  discretion  of  the  msgistrate. 
Further,  the  offender  may  be  taken  into  custody,  if  the 
person  making  the  charge  will  accompany  the  constable 
to  the  station,  and  sign  the  oharge^heet  there.  If  the 
offender  be  brought  to  the  station  at  a  time  when  the 
police-court  is  shut,  the  person  making  the  charge  must 
also,  if  required  \tj  the  constable,  enter  into  a  recog- 
nisance for  the  proeeeution  of  the  charge. 

In  the  passage  of  Ur.  Bass's  bill  through  the  Honaa 
of  Commons,  all  sorts  of  objection*  were  made  to  it.  It 
was  stigmatised  as  a  "  piece  «(  peddling  legislation,"  at 
the  instance  of  a  tew  persona  of  "  extreme  sensibilities," 
and  as  an  attempt  to  snpprees  the  only  mnsio  of  the  poor. 
To  this  Mr.  Baasanswnad  by  entering  into  evidenoeot 
the  aaiioyanoea  caused  by  street  music,  and  said 
that  his  bill  was  intendied  not  to  suppress,  but 
to  regolate  street  music,  and  to  prevent  the  gratifi- 
cation of  a  taste  for  barrel  organs  only  when  at  the  ex- 
pense «rf  a  neighbonr's  comfort.  Again,  it  was  objected 
tbat  it  woold  be  as  reasonable  to  legislate  so  as  to  check 
the  rolling  of  earriagee  in  the  streets,  or  to  restrain  the 
piano  praotisings  and  dances  of  next-door  neighbours. 
Ur.  Thompson  Hankey  made  a  pathetic  plea  for  the  pro* 
tection  of  "  Punch  "  from  the  operation  of  Ur.  Bass's 
Act,  and  proposed  a  clause  (lo*t  on  a  dirision  by  aiz^- 
fire  against  thirty-four  votes)  that  nothing  in  tiie  Aot 
shoald  extend  to  a  "  dramatio  representation  nanally  per- 
formed in  the  streets  of  the  metropolis,  and  genenlly 
known  as  the  show '  of '  Punch  and  Jndy,' nor  to  any 
person  representing  any  of  the  oharaoters  in  suoh  show, 
nor  to  any  music  performed  or  played  in  conneotion  with 
snch  show  ....  but  suoh  dramatic  representa- 
tion, show,  and  mnsio  may  continue  to  be  played  as  here- 
tofore." Mr.  Crawford  wished  to  know  what  would  be 
done  in  case'  of  the  imprisonment  of  an  orgui 
grinder  who  had  a  monkey — "  would  any  provisioa 
be  made  for  the  monkey  when  its  master  was  sent  to 
gaol  f  Would  it  be  sent  to  the  workhouse  ?  "  But  tha 
hon.  member's  qneetions  were  answered  hy  Ur.  Cavendish 
Bentinck,  who  thought  that  in  suoh  oasee  the  "  monkey 
should  be  provided  for  by  the  metropolitan  members " 
(Ur.  Crawford  and  his  eolleagnee). 

Ur.  Bass,  when  his  bill  was  pending,  oironlated  a  little 
volume  oontaining  communications  in  favour  of  his  bill. 

13 
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Mr.  ThMkaimy  bad  baen  wont  to  My  th«k  he  wm  driran 
into  tho  fields.  Mr.  T«nnjaon  wrote  that  he  was  driTen 
out  of  London  by  bands  and  barrel  organ*.  Mr.  Diokeni 
and  Mr.  Oarlyle,  a  larg>e  nnmber  of  the  leading  artiste,  and 
300  or  400  of  the  enraged  masiciana  of  the  day  had  de- 
oiared  that  the  intermption  by  street  mnsio  made  it  im- 
poesible  for  them  to  carry  on  their  profession*  ia  town.  A 
dist.ingni*hed  mnsicaloomposer,obUgedtore*ide  in  London, 
said  he  was  obliged  to  work  at  night  and  to  gire  np  oom- 
poiitiondnriDgthe  day.  Mr.Baae'sbill  passed  into  1  aw,  bat 
tbe  Tuna  and  other  papers  hare  lately  been  deloged  with 
letters  complaining  that  the  organ  grinder  still  pliee  his 
trade  without  let  or  intermption.  No  donbt  in  some 
oaaes  the  police,  when  foand,  are  slow  to  aot.  There  it 
still,  perhaps,  a  difBcnlty  in  proring  an  "  intermption  of 
the  ordinary  ooonpationa  or  parsnita,"  or  acme  <*  other 
reasonable  and  saflBoient  canse,"  justifying  a  reqneet  to 
the  singer  or  musician  to  depart.  Some  magistrates  are 
hard  to  convince  on  this  point.  Not  Tsry  long  ago  a 
complaint  was  made  at  one  of  onr  polioe-ooarte  by  a 
gentleman  who  objected  to  a  "  woefnl  ballad  "  screamed 
beneath  his  window.  The  worthy  magistrate  observed 
that  he  himself  had  often  been  mnoh  delighted  at  hearing 
"  Poor  Vary  Ann  "  under  his  own  windows,  andridicnled 
the  sensitiveness  of  the  complainant. 

But  we  are  inclined  to  think  that  Mr.  Baas'*  Aot 
affords  as  sufficient  a  remedy  as,  from  the  natore  of  the 
nuisance,  can  be.  The  real  cause  of  ite  want  of  effect 
aaems  to  be  that  people  very  seldom  care  to  put  it  in 
(^ration.  Some  dislike  going  with  a  conatable  and 
organ  grinder  to  a  police-station,  or  becoming  the 
theme  of  a  faoetioo*  paragraph  by  police-conrt  reporters. 
Other*  again  fear  to  displeaae  neighbour*,  or  to  take  away 
(be  pleaaine  of  children,  who  ^ve  Punch  and  barrel 
organ*  a  perpetual  retainer.  Organ  grinder*,  indeed, 
*eem  to  assume  that  if  they  gtk  notice  to  quit  at  one 
bonse,  they  may  go  on  playing  before  the  hoose  next 
door  or  opposite,  though  there  i*  hardly  anything  in  tbe 
Aot  to  justify  ihi*  conrae.  The  singer  or  mnsioian,  after 
a  reqneet  to  depart  "  from  the  neighbourhood  *'  of  the 
oom|dainaat'*  house,  ia  liable  to  punishment  if  he  con- 
tinue* hi*  long  or  mnsio  "  near  any  such  house,"  and  we 
take  it,  therefore,  that  he  must  go,  if  not  cat  of  earshot, 
at  least  far  enongh  off  for  the  sound  to  be  eoftehed  Vy 
diatanoe  ;  except,  of  course,  where  the  singing  or  playing 
ia  oon tinned  in  some  plaoe,  for  inatanoe  the  incloeure  in 
front  of  a  neighbour's  house,  not  ooming  within  the 
word*  "  thoroughfare  or  public  place,"  need  in  the  Aot. 

Such  is  the  law  of  street  music  and  ite  hiatory  ; 
and,  as  we  just  now  obeerved,  it  seems  to  provide  a  fair 
remedy  equivalent  to  the  neoeaaity.  As  to  the  extent  of 
the  "nuisance,"  nndonbtedly  street  performanoea  may 
inflict  aa  great  an  annoyance  in  the  street  as  they  would 
be  in  Linooln's-inn  or  the  Temple,  though  a  good  deal  of 
npnaenae  is  talked  and  written  on  the  matter  by  peraon* 
who  eleot  that  method  of  oanvaaaing  for  a  repntetlon  for 
refined  tastea;  this,  however,  is  beyond  our  provinoe. 

In  A  CASE  {PeaptU  V.  Jonet)  which  was  before  the 
Lambeth  Connty  Oourt  on  the  24lh  inst.  the  question 
was  raised  whether  the  plaintiff  could  maintain  an  action 
for  work  done  and  goods  supplied  by  hix  wife,  a  dress- 
maker. The  judge  referred  to  the  "Married  Women's 
Property  Aot,  1870,"  and,  on  finding  that  the  claim  aroee 
previously  to  the  passing  of  that  Aot,  gave  judgment 
independently  of  it.  The  learned  judge,  however,  went 
on  to  remark  that  as  very  numerous  casea  of  this  kind 
came  before  him  which  the  Act  affected,  he  might  aa  well 
take  this  opportunity  of  making  an  observation  or  two  on 
the  subject.  It  appeared  by  the  II th  section  that  in  the 
word*  of  the  Act,  "  a  married  woman  may  woint^in  ^n 
•oUon  in  her  own  name  for  the  recovery  of  any  wagea," 
Me.;  the  "  may  "  of  oonrae  implying  option.  But  by  the 
1st  seotion  all  such  wages, &c.,  shall  be  "taken  to  be 
pteperty  held  and  settled  to  her  eeparato  nee,"  "  and  her 
reoeipt  alone  shall  be  a  good  discharge  for  such  wage*,' 
tLO.    Theae  word*  *eemed  completely  to  take  away  the 


implied  option  in  aeotion  11,  becanea  the  panon  wbrnt 
"  reoeipt  alone "  oonatitntes  a  disoharge  must  b*  Vm 
person  to  bring  an  action.  Hence,  it  followed  that  in  ill 
oases  where  women  carried  on  bosinass  sa  dceasniaksn, 
oonfeotionera,  smallware  dealers,  or  followed  the  asaapa. 
tion  of  nurae,  charwoman,  midwife,  ftc,  all  of  whioh  m 
generally  carried  on  "  aeparately "  from  the  hnskaadi, 
the  women  must  sue  in  their  own  names.  Thej  wen 
invested  with  the  right  of  separate  action,  but  inotuied  so- 
separate  liability,  as  there  was  no  provision  for  niag  * 
woman  if  wagee  or  other  property  were  doe  by  her. 


We  wish  to  call  the  attention  of  the  oonvejraneiiit 
members  of  the  profession  to  the  remarkably  nntatidio- 
tory  state  of  the  law  reepecting  deviaea  of  land  in  Middls- 
sez.      It  is  more  than  160  years  since  the  HiddlsHx 
Begiatry  Aot  (7  Anne,  o.  20)  came  into  operation;  and 
it  seems  to  have  been  generally  imagined  by  oonTtj* 
ancer*  that,  npon  the  proper  conitruotion  of  th*  Ast, 
wills  not  registered  within  the  period  directed  bjr  the 
statute  (six  months  when  testator  die*  in  great  Britaii, 
and  three  years  in  other    oaaea),   may    if    afterward! 
registered    become  operative  againat  anheequent  pit- 
chaaere;  at  any  rate  the  prmetiee  ha*  baen  in  aooordaati 
with  thia  aappontion.    In  an  old  edition  of  Jarman  aid 
Bykeewood'a  Oonveyanoing,  pnbliahed  in  181t,itwi» 
obeerved  by  the  editor  (Mr.  Sweet)  that  thoagh  then 
ia  certainly  ground  for  contending  that  non-registra&a 
within  the  ipeoified  period  render*  the  devise  absolutelr 
TOidagainat  pnrohaaers  from  the  heir,  "  so  haiah  a oon- 
atmotion  wonld  acarcdy  be  adopted  nnleaa  imperatiTel; 
required  bythe  worda  of  the  Act,"  and  the  intentiao,it  wm 
argned,  appeared  to  be  merely  to  make  purohaaei  fton 
an  heir  within  the  preacribed  time  unaafe,  by  giving  to 
tbe  will,  if  registered  accordingly,  the  aame  efltet  a*  it 
wona  have  had  if   registered  immedUtely  after  thi 
death.    Lord  Bomilly,  however,  aa  atatad  byMr.  Dut, 
ha*  held,  very  recently,  that  a  title  nnder  a  will  not 
regietered  within  the  period  ia  not  a  title  which  the 
Coort  of  Chancery  would  aooept  aa  a  aeeori^  by  waj  of 
mortgage;  his  Lordship  thought  that  the  la«gna(*«f 
the  Aot  bound  him  to  the  more  atringent  interpratatioK 
of  ite  intent.    We  do  not  mean  to  aay  that  this  is  not  tlM 
correct  reading  of  the  statute — the  point  i*  too  dU&eolt 
to  be  discussed  in  a  short  apace — bat  it  i*  not  too  mnoh  *»■ 
say  that  if  this  strict  interpretation  is  the  oiHcreet  oa*,^ 
innumerable  Middlesex  title*  are  bad,  which  the  hoUea 
and  their  oonveyaocers  liave  never  imagined  to  be  aaf 
thing  other  than  nnimpeaohable.     We  nnderatand  thit 
an  eminent  conveyancing  authority  recently,  in  adriaiii; 
on  a  title,  gave  effect  to  Lord  Bomilly'*  oon*troetioa 
though    himulf   holding    very    strongly    the    opposita 
opinion.    The  reader  is  probably  familiar  with  Uie  lata 
case  of  Chadmick  v.  Turner  (  U  W.  B.  49 1 .  L.  B.  1  Ch.  SiTh- 
under  the  East  Biding  Aot  (6  Anne,  o.  35). 


NEUTBAL  PEOPBBTY  IN  TIME  OP  WAB. 
In  every  war  the  intereete  of  the  belligerento  and  tie 
intoreate  of  neutrals  are  fouad  to  come  into  oollisini ; 
and  the  belligerento,  who  are  generally  suffering  tlw 
burdens  of  war  more  or  less  through  th^r  own  fail^  sie 
always  endeavouring  to  inoreaee  the  burdens  wbioh 
neutrals  have  to  bear  from  the  fault  of  other*.  The  osly 
chance  which  neutrals  have  or  ever  hare  had  in  (hi* 
alwaya  recurring  contest  lies  in  the  rigid  adherenos  to 
Ruch  fixed  rules  as  are  to  be  found  in  that  body  of  ob*- 
tom*  which  we  call  the  law  of  nations.  Many  violatioM 
of  these  may  be  of  very  email  importance  in  tbemselrt^ 
may  be  morally  very  excusable,  and  may  be  by  no  mewa 
a  reason  for  strong  measures  on  the  part  of  the  injaiw 
party.  But  even  in  such  cases  it  is  meet  important  that 
we  should  realise  dearly  what  the  aetUed  rale  is,  and 
that  while  we  excuse  the  aot  we  shcold  do  so  with  a 
dear  perception  that  it  needs  excuse.  Otherwise  we 
ran  the  risk  of  sanctioning  principle*  the  future  oooss- 
qnenoes  of  whioh  may  be  disastrona. 
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This  Tiew  in  well  illwtrated  in  the  owe  of  the  British 
Itilit  Utely  seised  snd  sank  in  the  Seine.  The  Pronians 
ktT«  made  repantion  for  that  aot,  and  the  reparation 
us  been  aooepted.  This  is  right,  piorided  it  be  taOj 
udentood  (hat  the  compensation  paid  is  given  and  ao- 
xpted  as  reparation  for  an  exensable  riolation  of  neatral 
jghb.  Bat  if  it  be  laid  down  that  the  seizare  was  not 
inlf  excusable  bat  in  aooordanoe  with  the  law  of  nations, 
^en  we  admit  principles  which  mnst  lead  to  dangers 
kereafter.  There  is  no  longer  any  practical  question  in 
ihe  oase,  and  it  is  therefore  all  the  more  oonTenient  as 
m  oooaaion  for  considering  the  principles  of  interna- 
aonsl  law  appUoable  to  such  oases. 

It  is  of  oonrse  plain  that  primS  facie  one  gOTemment 
1  boand  to  respect  the  property  of  the  sahjecta  of 
laothsr  state,  though  there  are  many  oiroamstanoes 
ifaicb  jnstifj  a  departure  from  the  rule.  We  will  oon- 
idei  io  their  order  the  doctrines  which  we  have  seen 
DToked  as  warranting  the  seizure  of  British  ships  by  the 
Pnissisiis  in  (he  particnlar  oase  to  which  we  refer. 

In  ths  first  plaoe,  it  seems  to  be  thought  by  some  that 

ilioie  who  go  to  France  or  send  their   property  there, 

nust  in  all  things  take  the  ohanoes  of  war,  and  fare  as 

he  Fignoh  fare;  that  because  Prussia  is  at  war  with 

?tuo«,  and  English  ships  are  fonnd  in  France,  the  Prns- 

US]  hare  therefore  a  right  to  make  booty  of  them,  just 

u  U  thaj  were  French.     Bat  this  is  a  doctrine  haring 

10  loiindatian  in  international  law.    Subject  to  certain 

ixupliaai,  wliioh  we  need  not  oonsider  here,  neatral 

msDeioe  with  either  belligerent  !•  aa  free  during  war  as 

bring  pesoe;  the  moTahle  goods  of  neutrals,  wherever 

ioiud,*!*  so  more  liable  to  seizure  than  during  peace. 

Tittel  well   expreseee    the    rule    when    he    says — 

"Sinn  it  is  not  ^e  place  where  a  thing  is  which  deter- 

Diiw  ths  nature  of  that  thing,  but  the  character  of  the 

ptnoatowhom  it  belongs,  things  belonging  to  neatral 

peooDi  vldoh  happen  to  be  in  an  enemy's  country,  or 

oa  baud  ib  enemy's  ships,  are  to  be  distinguished  from 

tkat  vlijch  belong  to  the  enemy."    Of  course,  naatrals 

ag^  oiMrre  neutrality,  and  their  goods  may  be  seized 

to  pitrent  or  punish  a  breach  of  neatrality.     Bat  of  the 

pienl  role  there  oan  be  no  doubt.     Hovable  property, 

isdailing  ships,  belonging  to  neutrals,  fonnd   by  one 

Migsrsnt  in  the  tarritory  of  the  other,  are  exempt 

boawixnre. 

Swxidly,  we  have  seen  it  argued  that  the  Prossians 

*<n  in  oooopation  as  conquerors  of  the  place  where  the 

oooutenoss  in    question    took    place,   that    as    such 

ttaj  are  to  be  regarded   as   the  aovereign   authority 

n  the  {daoe,  and  that  the  appropriation  of   property, 

wbstbsr  of  sabjects  or   foreigners,  in  ease  of  emar- 

fHCfi  is  within  the  sovereign  rights  of  every  state. 

aov  thsre  can,  of  oonrse,  be  no  donbt  that  oonqaerors  in 

KtBil  oooopation  of  conquered  tenitoiy,  of  which  they 

Be  tbe  lie  Jaeto  mlers,  are  entitled  to  be  recognised  by 

foreigQ  nations  as  the  sovereign  power  in  that  territory. 

pu  is  so,  for  instance,  with  tiie  Prussians  at  present  in 

A^  sad  other  parte  of  France.      But  to  apply  this 

^(tnoe  to  the  case  of  a  district  overrun  by  the  troops 

w  both  belligerents,  where  each  town  and  village  is  in 

tu  bsads  of  one  party  to-day  and  the  other  to-morrow, 

Wild  be  a  monstrous  extension  of  it.      Again,  it  is 

PmNtiy  trae  that  sovereignty  includes  the  dominium 

»««M«  by  which  the  sovereign  power  overrides  and 

•tests  the   proprietary    righte  of  individuals.       The 

*"*aiga   power    in    England— namely.  Parliament — 

"BmK  this  right  every  time  that  ib  aathorises  a  rail- 

Wfcooipuiytotake  land  oompolsorily.      There  is  no 

™t  to  torereign  power.     But  all  this  has  nothing  to  do 

*>»  international  duties  or  relations.     If  it  were  other- 

•"•  It  would  follow  that  no  act  done  by  the  sovereign 

'*•«  in  any  state  within  ite  own  territories  could  be 

■*»«  of  complaint  by  any  foreign  government.    It 

•""ja  be  perfectly  competent  to  the  sovereign  power  in 

I^Jnd  to  oonSscate  at  a  blow  all  property  of  foreigners 

™teit  in  England.      But  would  no  foreign  state  have 

*T  light  to  oomplain  1 


A  third  ground  relied  upon  by  those  who  seek  to  justify 
the  seizure  of  the  British  ships,  is  the  so-csUel  right  of 
necessity,  the  dootrine  that  pressing  neoessi^  justifies 
acts  which  would  otherwise  be  nnlawful,  the  infringfe- 
ment  of  rights  which  must  otherwise  be  respected.  This 
supposed  right  has  been  so  often  asserted  and  is  so  often 
loosely  assumed  that  it  requires  some  examination. 

This  doctrine  owes  its  origin  to  Grotius  and  the  other 
writers  of  the  same  sohool,  who  talked  of  a  law  of  nature^ 
of  a  primitiTO  state  in  which  all  things  were  in  common, 
and  of  original  conttaots  by  which  particular  things  and 
righta  were  appropriated  to  individnal  men  and  indiTidoal 
nations.  They  argued  that  each  oompaots,  like  all  other 
oompaots,  mnst  be  construed  with  reference  to  ordinary 
circumstances,  not  to  exoeptional  emergencies,  which 
could  not  have  been  foreseen  or  provided  for.  Hence, 
they  taught  that  in  oase  of  extreme  necessity  men  and 
nations  are  remitted  to  the  primitive  state,  and  the  rights 
of  individuals  need  no  longer  be  respected. 

Such  being  the  philosophical  origrin  of  the  dootrine  of 
necessity,  let  ns  see  exactly  what  the  doctrine  itself  is. 
Vattel,  its  most  popular  defender,  speaks  of  it  as  "  the 
right  which  necessity  alone  gives  to  the  performance  of 
oertain'actions  that  are  otherwise  nnlawful,  when  with- 
out these  actions  it  is  impossible  to  fnlfil  an  indispensable 
obligation."  And  we  need  hardly  say  that  in  Yattel's 
view  self-preservation  is  the  most  imperative  of  all  obli- 
gations. Now,  if  we  admit  this  doctrine  we  most  further 
admit  that  necessity  is  only  a  term  of  degree.  Necessary 
means  only  that  whioh  it  would  be  exceptionally  incon- 
venient to  do  without.  And  we  must  admit  also  that  the 
state  which  has  to  aot  mnst  itself  be  the  j  udge  of  the  neces- 
sity for  its  act.  One  state  could  not  allow  another  to  sit 
in  jodgment  and  reviewits  decision  as  to  what  is  necessary 
for  its  own  security.  The  doctrine  of  necessity,  in  short, 
reeolvea  itself  simply  into  this — that  no  nation  need 
observe  the  law  of  nations,  or  respect  the  property  of 
others,  if  it  finds  it  highly  inconvenient  to  do  so.  The 
rules  of  international  law  cease  to  be  binding  in  the  only 
case  in  whioh  they  are  necessary;  and  might  is  right. 

But  let  OS  test  this  doctrine  by  its  consequences.    Tha 
acts  whioh  the  tyrants'  plea  has  in  fact  been  used  to 
justify  are  limply  all  the  grossest  outrages  in  modern 
history  :— the   Milan  Decrees,    the    British   Orders   in 
Council  of  (he  same  date,  the  attack  on  Copenhagen,  tha 
massaore  of  Sinope.     In  the  oase  of  the  orders  in  coun- 
oil  in  particnlar,  the  wholesale  aeisnre  by  British  cruisers 
on  the  high  seas  of   American  ships  carrying  corn  to 
France  was  defended  by  the  British  Government  on  the 
strength  of  the  very  passage  of  Yattel  from  whioh  we 
have  oited.    And  lest  it  should  be  said  that  these  are 
merely  misapplioations  of  a  sound  dootrine,  let  us  see  how 
ite  authors  have  themselTee  applied  it.     Here  are  some 
of  Yattel's  iUnstrationa.    If  yon  are  in  extreme  want  of 
food  yon  may  take  it  by  force  from  your  nelghboora,  pay- 
ing for  it  if  yon  can.     Accordingly  a  Pmsjian  general 
might  be  qnite  justified  in  helping  himself  to  food  from 
the  granaries  of  Switzerland,  or  in  crossing  the  Channel 
from  Dieppe  and  reqnuitioning  Brighton.     Again,  it  is 
lawful  to  force  a  passage  through  your  neighbour's  terri- 
tory in  case  of  real  necessity,  "  for  instance,  if  yon  can- 
not otherwise  escape  imminent  danger."     Now,  if  ever 
men  were  in   this   predicament  the   Emperor  and  hia 
troopa  were  so  at  Sedan.     And  if  Vattel  be  right  they 
might,  without  offence  to  Belgium,  have  marched  into 
her  territory  and    oome  out    ag^ain  where  they  could. 
Again,  we  are  told  that  as  a  nation  must  find  wives  for 
her  men,  she  may  in  oase  of   emergency  compel  her 
neighbonrB  to  supply  this  want    And,  like  his  prede- 
cessors, Vattel  cites  the  precedent  of  the  Sabine  women. 
It  is  true,  he  adds  that,  "  though  a  nation  is  allowed  to 
proonre  for  itself,  even  by  force  of  arms,  the  liberty  of  ob- 
taining women  in  marriage,  no  woman  in  particular  oan 
be  constrained  in  her  choice,  nor  become  by  right  the 
wife  of  the  man  who  carries  her  off  by  foroe,  a  oironm- 
stance  which  has  not  been  attended  to  by  those  who 
have  decided  without  restriction  that   the  Bomans  did 
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not  oommit  »a  Msk  of  injastlM  on  that  ooetaioa..'*'  Bat 
it  it  pUin  that  here  the  le*ni«d  «iithor  hM  bt  hti 
hmnanity  get  the  better  of  hie  logie. 

And  if  we  consider  the  authority  for  thla  doatrine  of 
neoeaaity  we  mnet  arrire  at  the  same  oondaaion  to  whioh 
we  hare  been  led  by  other  oonaiderationa.  It  is  parfeoHy 
tme  that  the  doctrine  ia  recognised  in  terms  hf  theoUei 
writers  on  international  law,  and  we  hare  aeen  the 
kind  of  applications  they  made  of  it  Bnt  in  proportion 
as  men  have  come  to  think  more  dearly  npon  snofa  snb- 
jeot^  this  theoiy  has  been  gradually  rejected^  Of  the 
modem  writers  on  the  law  of  nations,  some,  like  Hante- 
fenille  and  Paaquale  Fiori,  hare  boldly  rejected  the  doo- 
trine  altogether ;  others,  as  Kltlber,  apeak  of  it  in 
terms  whioh  imply  its  rejection  ;  others,  like  Dana,.Baw- 
nnce,  Heffter,  G^asner,  without  diaonasing  the  broad 
theory,  distinctly  repudiate  its  necessary  practical  ap- 
plications such  as  that  Angaria  of  which  w*  shall 
presently  speak.  No  living  writer  ot  authority,  so 
far  as  we  know,  has  seriously  defended  the  doctrine  of 
necessity. 

Bnt  fourthly,  some  without  inroking  thia  broad  tbeoiy 
of  neoeaaify,  bare  applied  to  the  oaae  in  qneation  the 
•omewhat  narrower  doctrine  of  Angaria.  Angaria  ia  a 
supposed  right  of  a  belligerent  state,  in  oaae  of  urgent 
neceaaity,  compulaorily  to  borrow  or  preaa  into  ita  aerrice 
any  neural  ship  whioh  it  may  find  in  any  of  its  own 
ports,  or,  we  preenme,  in  any  port  of  the  enemy.  This 
ao-oalled  right  is  eridently  no  more  than  an  instance  of 
the  general  right  of  necessity.  It  can  be  supported  only 
on  tibe  same  grounds;  and  what  we  hare  said  of  the  one 
is  applicable  to  the  other.  In  principle  the  doctrine  of 
Angraria  is  equally  indefensible ;  in  its  oonieqnences  it 
would  bo  equally  intolerable,  for  it  would  plainly  justify 
the  French  Goremment  at  this  moment  in  sei^g  aQ 
the  British  ships  in  Bordeaux  and  Marseilles,  and  turn- 
ing them  into  transports.  It  is  tme  that  Angaria  i»  re- 
cognised by  the  earlier  writers  on  international  law,  as 
ia  the  doctrine  of  neceaaity  in  its  broadest  form.  lauuis 
XIY.,  is  said  to  have  exercised  the  right  of  Angaria,  but 
so  he  did  some  other  rather  strange  rights.  Modem 
writers  are  almost  unanimous  in  repudiating  any  such 
right,  Gtosaner,  in  a  work  dedicated  to  Yon  Boon,  the 
Prussian  War  Minister,  well  describes  it  as  an  act  of 
Tiolenoe,  baring,  "in  tact,  no  foundation  in  international 
Uw," 

The  tmth  is,  necessity  as  a  plea  in  exonae,  a  plea  for 
the  mitigation  or  remiasion  of  puniahment,  ia  a  plea 
alwaya  of  great,  often  of  orerwhelming  foroe.  Bat  to 
admit  it  in  any  case  as  a  plea  in  defence  of  any  TioIa> 
tion  of  the  known  and  ordinary  rules  of  international 
law,  would  be  to  establiah  a  precedent  aa  dangeroua  as 
can  be  imagined. 


THE  POWBB  OP  MUNICIPAL  OOBPOBATIONa  TO 

MAKB  BYE-LAWS. 

No.  n. 

We  diaonased  ^laat  week  theqneation — what  bye-lawa 
a  town  oounoil  ia  authorised  to  make  under  the  ftrnt  part 
of  the  90th  seotion  of  the  Municipal  Oorporatlons  Aet 
(5  Sc6  Will.  4,  o.  76),  namely,  "  anoh  as  to  them  shall 
seem  meet  for  the  good  rule  and  gorerament  of  the 
borough."  We  propose  to-day  to  deal  particularly  with 
bye-laws  made  under  the  seoond  part  of  the  seotion, "  for 
the  prerention  and  suppression  of  all  snob  nuisances  as 
are  not  already'  pnnialiable  in  a  aummaiy  manner  by 
rirtue  of  any  Act  in  force  throughout  such  borough." 

Bye-laws  made  in  pnrsuanoe  of  this  power  must  of  conraa 
only  deal  with  nnisanoes,  that  is,  with  aots  which  are  in- 
jurious to  some  legal  right  of  the  public,  and  as  such  in- 
dictable at  common  law — or  common  nnisanoes  aa  they  are 
technically  termed.  This  rule  is  illustrated  by  the  case  of 
Meritt  r.  thaptt  (9  W.  B.  C.  L.  Dig.  6T,  3  L.  T.  N.  S.  669). 
In  that  case  a  bye-law  had  been  made  by  the  Town  Council 
of  the  Borough  of  Newport  under  this  section,  by  whioh 
a  fine  was  imposed  on  ereiy  person  who  should  "  keep 


or  suffer  to  be  kept  any  swine  within  the  said  betoni^'' 
during  certain  times  of  the  year.     The  Court  of  Qosaii'a 
Bench  thought  the  bye-law  bad,  Crompton,J.,reaMikiii| 
that  "  Bye-laws  of  this  kind  alwaya  hare  [7  onght  ts- 
hare]  the  qualification  ao  aa  to  be  a  nuiaanoa."     Thii 
power,  therefore,  dcaa  not  enable  a  town  oonneiltoensts 
any  new  offenoea,   bnt  only  proridaa  a  mors  iptedy 
remedy  for  these  already  known  to  tiie  law.     The  nii- 
sanoea  mnat,  moreorw,  be    "  auoh  aa  are  not  alreaif 
puniahaUe  in  a  aummary  manner  hy  rirtue  of  any  A^ 
<»/'0r0«  throughout  the  borough."    There  ia  aoma  doabt, 
in  the  abaence  of  any  authority  on  the  conatnutioa  to 
be  put  on  the  woida  airtady  and  in  f»re»,  whidi  may 
refer  to  the  date  of  the  Aot  or  to  the  date  of  making  the 
bye-law.     The  Legidatnre  apparently  either  oentw- 
pUted  all  town  counoila  at  once  pieimring  bye-la«i  to 
laat  all   time,  or  imagined  that  the  law  nlkting  t» 
aummary  conriotions  had  reached  such  a  pitdi  of  p«- 
fection  that  any  klteration  in  it  or  addition  to  it  wia 
inconceirable.     We  hare,  howerer,  to  deal  with  Um 
words  and  with  facta  as  we  find  them,  and  as  moat  of 
the  Aota  which  pnnidi  offenoea  (at  all  eranta  nuinaoei) 
in  a  aummary  manner   are  of    later  date    tlum  tk» 
Mnnioipal    Corporationa    Aot    (of.    Okea'    Mkgiatariil 
Synopaia,  jnM«iai}  it  becomes  rery  important  to  wmiite 
whether  a  hye-law  ia  ralid  whioh  deals  with  an  offoMS 
punishable  by  Aot  of  Parliament  whea  the  bye-law  wm 
made,   but  not  when  the  Municipal  Corporations  Art 
came  into  f  oroe.    To  uphold  the  ralidify  of  saoh  a  bye- 
law  it  may  be  contended  that  the  word  "  ab'tady  "  (i.i^ 
up  to  this  time)  must  refer  to  the  time  preeent  whea  tbt 
Aot  was  passed,  and  that  if  the  word  bears  ths  maaiiiii( 
"  at  the  date  of  the  bye-law  being  made  "  to  the  expMto 
"  now  in  f  oroe  ''  would  hare  been  added,  "  or  hereafter  to 
be  in  force."    On  the  other  hand  the  praoUeal  raaniti 
of  auah  a  oonatmotion  would  be  ao  awkward— the  diffl- 
culty  of  diaoorering  what  offenoea  were  then  pnniilttkl* 
— and  the  utter  want  of  reaaon  for  any  audh  regvbtioB 
would  be  ao  apparent,  that  in  all  probability  any  Coort 
would  hold  that  the  woida  airtady  and  nofv  inftrai  moit 
be  taken  to  refer  to  the  time  when  the  bye-law  was  nwie. 
It  is  worthy  of  remark  that,  if  the  oonstraetion  we  har* 
adroeated  be  correct,  the  different  words  eontained  in 
the  two  dirisions  of  the  seotion  "  as  to  the  oounoil  disD 
seem  meet,"  and  ''not already  punishable,  fto.,"  han 
almost  the  same  force,  as  under  neither  power  could  a 
town  oounoil  make  bye-laws  as  to  oSenoes  whieh  sn 
substantially  already  prorided  for  Vy  the  Legislatoia  is 
another  manner — whether  the  olfencM  are  dealt  with  I7 
the  Aets  themselrea  or  by  bye-laws  made  under  tiiair 
authority,  as  may  be  done  under  soma  prorisions  of  tba 
Publio  Health  and  Local  Ooremment  Aots,  to  wtiA 
reforenoe  has  already  been  made.    The  fact,  howerer, 
that  the  offences  are  dealt  with  by  bye-laws  made  under 
a  common  law  power,  before  the  passing  of  the  Unsiotpal 
Corporations  Act,  would  not  affect  the  ralidity  of  the 
bye-laws  made  under  that  statute;  for  penalties  f«  tbe 
infraotion  of  bye-lawa  made  ander  a  oommon  law  power 
oonld  not  be  reoorered  in  a  aummary  manner. 

Bntifabye-Uw  be  ralid  when  it  ia  made,  itbrno 
meana  follows,  that  it  wiU  remain  raUd  if  the  oSenoo 
puniahed  by  it  is  aubsequently  made  pnnishabls  in  » 
summary  manner  by  Act  of  Parliament.  The  intantion 
of  the  Legislature  probably  was  that  no  offence  shonld  be 
punishable  by  the  bye-laws  whioh  was  punishable byrittoe 
of  other  prorisions,  but  yet  the  bye-law  is,  by  the  wotd» 
of  the  statute,  deolared  ralid  when  it  is  made,  and  tbm 
ia  no  atatutory  proriaion  directly  putting  an  end  to  it* 
ralidity.  We  will  mention  only  one  other  point  on  thl» 
part  of  the  aeotion,  and  it  ia  one  whiah  ia  noticed  in  the 
notaa  on  thia  aeotion  in  Bawlinson's  Municipal  Ooipori- 
tions  Aots  (nW  nip.)— riz.,  that  the  Aot  punisbisr 
offences  in  a  summary  manner  must  be  in  toroe  throogb- 
out  the  borough,  and  that,  therefore,  a  local  Act  relatiag 
only  to  a  part  of  a  borough  will  not  affect  the  ralidity  of 
bye-lawa  in  force  through  the  whole  borough,  thoagh 
relating  to  aubjecta  dealt  with  by  the  Aot 
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h  fnioing  bye-Uwi  nnder  tUi  Motion  oato  •honld  be 
tdMi  thai  th*  ponattiat  provided  for  tbeir  infraotion  are 
oerttio.  Soma  of  tlie  text-booka  la7  down  thia  rale  of 
tb*  iMaMiItf  of  a  flzad  {leaalty  in  a  rather  too  general 
(iiaa(Waioooki  on  CorporatioDa,  p.  151;  Grant  on  Oor- 
pantiotH,  Sty,  but  the  oaae  of  ^per  r.  OhapptU  (14  H. 
t  W.  624)  ihowB  that  it  moat  be  to  aeme  extent  qnali- 
M.  In  that  oaie  the  penal^  olanu  directed  that 
peiHnt  refadng  to  pagr  oeiUin  feea  shonld  "  forfeit  and 
ptf  to  the  marter  and  wardena  for  the  time  being  for 
ererriaeh  default  the  anm  of  £Ji,w  lew  at  the  diaoietion 
of  the  mut«r  and  wardens,  ao  it  be  not  leaa  than  forty 
ihiUingi,"  and  it  wa*  held  Uiat  thia  method  of  fixing 
flu  pMa%  wae  reaaoaaMe  and  anlHoiently  oertain,  whilat 
it  WW  waarked  that  the  only  authority  to  be  found  for 
(In  pnv«iitlon  eontended  fmr — via,,  that  tiie  penaltgr 
wut  name  a  aertaln  definite  mm — wai  one  pnt  forward 
^coanielia  aignment  in  the  oaae  of  Wood  r.  Btarl 
(BndgiiiaD,189), which  might  terj  well  hare  been  decided 
a  other  |rn>anda.  Now,  if  a  bye-Iaw,  giTing  aa  a  penalty 
teeitain  lom,  whioh  may  be  mitigated  to  a  amaller  one, 
iinlid, itiidiffloolt  to  see  why  a  bye-law,  leaTing  the 
piBtltjr  diaoietionazy  if  it  do  not  exaeiad  a  oertain  anm,  ia 
tad;  one  ia  praotioalljr  no  more  arbitrary  or  nnreaaonable 
im  tha  other,  and  the  utmost  amount  that  osn  be 
nposed  ii  not  more  than  the  preanmably  leaaonable  one 
nc&oed  by  the  Legiriatnre. 

On  tha  (ul^t  of  Taid  bye-Iawa,  Vs.  Orant,  in  hia  work 
m  Corporatioaa,  page  88,  remarks,  "  Another  rule,  which 
aajr  be  (tatad  aa  now  being  fully  settled,  is  that  a  bye-law 
that  is  Toid  in  part  ia  Toid  whdly — t^.,  if  the  penal^  ia 
nuMionaUa,  the  rest  of  the  bye-law  is  ritiated  thereby 
ladheoooiea  wholly  izaoparatire  and  null."  He  then 
qtotei  eaaee  in  anpporb  of  thia  proposition  and  refers  alao 
Cm  toot-note)  to  "  authorities  on  the  other  side,"  whioh 
uHt,  tiMtefore,  have  been,  if  his  text  is  oorreot,  oremded, 
mi  oMol  which  is    Rta  t.   JPtvenham  (8  T.  B.  853). 

How  then  ean  be  no  doubt  that  the  example  giwen  by 
Vi.  ent  is  good  law,  but  the  oaaes  of  Rtf.  t. 
iMiii  (10  W.  R.  267,  81  L.  J.  H.  0.  157),  and  Black- 
f^ina  Btard  t.  Jnuutt  (7  W.  B.  888,  4  H.  & 
S.  It!)  kare  ainoe  decided  that  the  law,  aa  laid  down' 
Ij  lai  Kanyon  in  Jbx  t.  favenMam,  ia  oorreot — 
*it,  tkata  tiy».law  maybe  good  in  part  aiidt>ad  in  part, 
lkog{h  only  where  the  two  parts  are  entire  and  diatinet 
tRnaaadiother.  The  oaae  of  JOtwrniT.  A(UM)i( 6  Q.B. 
383,  citad  by  Mr.  Orant  to  support  hia  proposition)  is 
■MDraa  aatbntfy  in  fawoorof  thia  Tiaw,  tot  there  the 
ftitof  the  bye-Uw  held  unreasonable  could  not  be  sepa- 
tied  from  tin  rest,  and,  therefore,  ritiated  the  whole, 
^hapa  tha  most  oorreot  way  of  atating  the  lawwonld 
•  to  ^y  QaX  if  two  or  more  bye-lawa,  one  or  more 
ad  and  the  rest  good,  were  united,  the  badneaa 
( the  one  or  more  wcmld  not  Titiata  the  raet;  or, 
itbeweidaof  mneoekaonOorpotationa  (I.  889,  p.  161), 
K  a  l^e-law  eonaist  of  sereral  distinet  and  indepen* 
tet  parts,  althoagh  one  or  more  of  them  may  be  fold, 
ke  leat  are  eqnally  TMlid  aa  though  the  Toid  clauaea  had 
MO  oadlted  ...  It  appears  to  be  now  well  estab- 
■M  that  the  rale  ia  appUisable  to  the  different  clanaea 
{ the  tame  bye-taw,  for  whan  it  oonaiata  of  aevMul 
"^eglaia  it  is  to  all  parpoaea  aa  acTeral  bye-lawa, 
wngh  tile  prorisiMis  are  thrown  together  under  the 
iXB  of  one."  This  passage,  though  the  book  from 
•^  it  ta  taken  was  published  in  18S7,  ia  quite  in 
"onhooe  with  tiie  more  recent  deeiaimia  whieh  we  hare 
^■■M.  We  will  oonolnde  tbeae  remarks  by  referring 
Dtherenediea  Uiat  maybe  had  for  the  breach  of  a 
T>-law.  By  the  91at  aeotion  of  the  Manidpal  Oor- 
'°'*<>on  Act  it  ia  enaoted  that  all  the  prorisiona  relatiTC 
9  oSeneea  againat  tha  Act,  puniahable  upon  summary 
"TictioD,  shall  be  taken  to  apply  to  all  ofteaces  oom- 
nttad  In  breach  of  any  bye-law  or  regulation  made  by 
"tse  of  th«  Aot.  In  the  note  to  this  section  in  Baw- 
Mm'i  Honidpal  Oorporationa  AoU,  4th  ed.  p.  168,  we 
■b  >-*  StwiiU,  that  Uie  remedies  giren  by  this  aection 
aonaalatiTe,  and  will  not  debar  the  corporation  from 


arailing  tbemaelrea  of  the  nanal  oommon  law  mode  of 
enforoing  a  bye-law  by  action  of  debt  or  aaanmpait " 
(AdUjf  T.  Stnei,  3  M.  &  S.  61  ;  Bodrneh  t.  t^nall,  1 
Wila.  ISS).  Mr.  Orant,  on  the  other  hand  (Orant  on 
Corporations,  pp.  96,  97),  remarks — "  The  Aot,  therefore, 
points  out  how  the  bye-lawa  made  by  Tirtue  of  it  are  to 
be  enforced  .  .  .  and  the  corporation  are  pre- 
(dnded  ...  it  would  seem  from  pnraoing  any  other 
remedy."  He  quotea  in  support  of  thia  Tiew  Du/idalk 
Wetttm  BaUnay  Company  r.  Taprter  (1  Q.  B.  670),  and 
the  following  remark  of  Lord  Denman,  in  giring  the 
judgment  of  the  Court  of  Qaeen'a  Bench  on  that  oase^ 
certainly  helps  to  bear  out  his  proposition,  "  The  right 
and  remedy "  (i.*.,  to  make  a  call  for  aharea  and  to  sue 
for  the  amount  due  in  Dublin)  "  are  both  created  by  the 
Iiegislatnre,  and  the  company  are  bound  to  puraue  the 
remedy  provided  by  it."  At  all  OTenta  whichever  of 
j  these  two  direotly  opposite  opinions  be  oorreot,  the  point 
in  diapnte  would  be  well  open  to  argument,  and  wo  have 
referred  to  thia  and  other  pointa  more  for  the  sake  of 
directing  attention  to  them  than  of  attempting  to  lay 
down  with  any  certainty  how  a  Conrt  would  treat  a  aeo- 
tion inTolring  ao  many  pointa  of  diffionlty. 


BKOBHT  DBCI8I0JS. 

EQunr. 

TBVABT  VOB  IiIFB  AHD  BkM AINDKBIlUr — BMnWABLB 

Lbasbholds. 
Be  Wooi't  Ettate,  T.C.J.,  19  W.  B.  69. 

In  the  leading  oaae  of  Hone  t.  Barl  Dartmouth  (7  Yea. 
187,  and  1  Wh.  &  To.  Lead.  Cas.)  ia  enunciated  the 
principle  on  which  the  Court  of  Equity  aota  in  endea- 
Tonri]^f  to  make  a  fair  adjustment  between  tenants  for  life 
and  remaindermen.  If  a  testator  gives  leaseholds,  ter- 
minable annuities,  or  other  "  wasting  "  property,  to  one 
for  life,  with  remainder  to  another,  the  equity  rale  is, 
that,  in  the  abeenoe  of  indications  to  the  contrary,  saoh 
property  muat  l>e  oonverted,  in  the  intoreata  of  the  re- 
mainderman ;  and  conversely,  in  the  interests  of  the 
tenant  for  lUe,  where  the  property  is  of  such  a  natnxa 
that  its  enjc{yment  can  only  commence  in  future.  A 
principle  of  the  same  kind  ia  at  the  bottom  of  the  equity 
decisions  as  between  tenants  for  life  and  remaindermen 
on  the  subject  of  renewal  of  eoolesiaatical  or  other  re- 
newable leaaeholda. 

Where  a  testator  beqneatha  sucoaasive  intereats  in  re- 
newable leaseholds,  and  directs  that  the  renewals  shall 
be  made,  without  prescribing  how  the  charges  of  the  re- 
newal are  to  be  borne,  the  fines  and  expenses  of  renewal 
are  to  be  apportioned  between  the  tenant  for  life  and  the 
remainderman  in  proportion  to  their  enjoyment;  and,  ao- 
ooiding  to  the  dedaion  of  Lord  Eldon  in  White  v.  White 
(9  Xtt,  664),  and  of  Yioe-Cbanoellor  Wigram  in  Jone$  v. 
Jonet  (6  Ha.  467),  the  proportion  ia  to  be  strack  accord- 
ing to  the  aot imI  enjoyment,  and  not  apeculatirely  or  by 
any  oalonlatlon  of  probabilities  in  tha  adjustment  of 
which  there  may  be  much  difficulty.  If  a  tenant  for 
life  ia  willing  and  able  to  advance  the  neceaaary  anm 
himself,  the  diffloolty  is  got  over;  the  tenant  for  life  ad- 
Tanoea  the  money,  on  hia  death  the  proportion  is  deter- 
minable, and  his  eatato  haa  thereupon  a  lien  upon  the  pro- 
perty for  the  remainderman'a  ahare.  But  where,  aa  was 
the  case  in  Jonet  t.  Jbnet,  the  tenant  for  life  will  not  ad- 
vance, there  may  be  very  great  difficulty  in  working  the 
matter  out.  Aa  regards  oapitnlar  and  otiier  eodlesiaatioal 
aatatea,  a  large  proportion  of  which  are  now  vested  in  the 
Koolesiastical  Gommissioaera,  there  are  aeveral  Acta  which 
empower  trustees  of  renewable  leaseholds  to  raise  by 
mortgage  funds  for  purchase  of  the  reversion  (see  17  k 
18  Yict.  c.  116,  s.  8;  23  It  24  Vict  c.  124,  ss.  87,  88). 
In  the  Aot  of  17  &  18  Vict,  the  power  ia  exercisable  with 
oonaent  of  the  Conrt  of  Chancery,  to  be  obtained  on  peti- 
tion, and  the  Court  will  not  give  ita  oonaent  if  it  oon- 
aidera  that  the  arrangement  would  be  unjoat  to  the 
tenant  for  life  (,Hayitard  v.  Pile,  18  W.  B.  656). 
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These  an  all  qtieetiona  m  to  the  maaner  in  vhieh  the 
ranewal  is  to  be  piorided  for.  There  ia  another  qaeetion 
which  aomeUmee  arisee — ris..  What  ia  to  ba  done  when 
the  renewal  beoomea  impoaaible  7 

In  an  old  caae  of  Tard^ff  t.  Bohimon,  whidh  oame  be- 
fore Lord  Eldon  in  1819,  and  ia  not  repotted  exoept  in  the 
note  to  Morret  t.  Sodgii  (27  Bear.  625),  a  orown  leaae 
was  aetUed  in  raoeeaaire  intereata,  with  a  direotioa  to  the 
tmateas  to  renew,  and  that  if  upon  anj  renewal  a  eertain 
fond  referred  to  and  the  rente  in  hand  ahoold  prore  in- 
anffioient  to  bny  the  renewal,  the  rente  were  to  be  ao- 
comolated  till  the  neoeasaiy  amount  ehonld  hare  been 
obtained.    If  a  renewal  waa  obtainable  onlj  on  exorU- 
Utant  terms,   the  trasteee  might  decline  it,  in  which 
oaae  the  fnnd  already  aoonmnlated  was  to  be  inTeated 
npon  the  same  troata  aa  the  original  lease.    A  renewal 
became  impoaaible  in  oonseqaenoe  of  the  property  being 
taken  to  widen  a  street,  and  Iiord  Eldon  held  that,  an 
accnmnlation  baring  become  impoeeiUe,  the  tenant  for 
life  waa  entitled  thenceforth  to  all  the  rente.    This  case 
waa   never  reported,  bat  having  been,  in  the  words  of 
Vioe-Chancellor  James,  "  dog  oat  of  the  obliTion  to  which 
it  was  consigned  by  the  reportere  of  the  day  **  for  the  pnr- 
poees  of  Morret  t.  Sodgei,  a  note  of  it  is  appended  to  the 
report  of  that  oaae  in  Beavan.  No  ratio  dteidondi  ia  given; 
however,  in  Itorrei  v.  Hoiget  (wM  mp.),  the  Master  of  the 
Bella  oooaidered  it  an  anthority  binding  him,  aomewhst 
againat  hia  own  jndgment,  to  award  a  fund  to  the  tenant 
for  life  under  the  following  circomatancea: — The  tmat 
property  was  a  capitalar  leaae,  and  by  the  terma  of  the 
trast  Uie  trustees  were  to  make  every  endeavour  to 
renew  on  reasonable  terms,  and  might  raiae  the  renewal 
money  cut  of  the  renta.    They  had  an  aoonmnlated  fnnd 
for  renewal  in  their  hands  when  renewal  became  impce- 
aible  on  the  reveiaion  being  tranaferred  to  the  Ecdedaa- 
tical  Oommiaaioners.    Lord  Bomilly  held  himaelf  boond 
by  Tardiff  v.  BoHnton  to  award  the  whole  of  the  aooa- 
molationa  to  the  tenant  for  life.    It  cannot  be  consi- 
dered by  any  means  certain  that  the  deciaion  in  Morret 
T.  Hodget   wonld  be  npheld    in   the  coart  of  appeaL 
But  however  thia  may  be.  Lord  Jaatice  JTamee  laja  down 
in  the  present  case  thia  role — that  whenever  the  creator 
of  the  trast  has  evinced  an  express  design  that  the 
renewal  shonld  be  always  kept  np  aa  a  continoing  pro- 
viaion  for  some  of  his  henefieiaret,  and  renewal  beoomea 
impossible,  the  property  must  be  converted  for  the  benefit 
of  anooessora; — from  which  it  will  follow,  a  fortiori, 
that  a  tenant  for  life  ia  not  to  claim  an  accumulation 
fnnd.    Here  the  testator  had  settled  two  oapitnlar  leases 
in  trustees  for  snooesaive  beneficiary  intereeta,  directing 
that  the  estates  shonld  be  always  renewed  as  a  portion 
for  younger  children.    A  railway  oompany  bought  the 
property  under  its  compulsory  powers;  and  the  Lord 
Justice  held  that  the  pnrohaae-money  muat  be  inveated, 
the  tenant  for  life  receiving  only  the  income.    He  put 
the   case  as  the  aubetitution  of  one  kind  of  perpetual 
property  for  another.     He  alao  laid  it  down  that,  if  a 
renewal  had  become  impoaaible  by  the  mere  refusal  of 
the  leaaora  to  renew  (without  the  railway  oompany'a  pur- 
chaae),  it  would  thereupon  have  become  the  duty  of  the 
trusteea  to  buy  the  reveraion,  in  order  to  eecure  the  con- 
tinaanoe  of  the  property  deeired  by  the  teatator,  they 
having  the  power  to  do  ao  under  the  Act  above  cited. 

Bkotifioatioh  of  Oluuoal  Erbob  in  Awakd. 

Mordue  v.  Palmtr,  L.J.,  19  W.  R.  86,  L.  B.  6  Oh.  82. 

Yioe -Chancellor  Bacon  decided  in  Morduo  v.  Palmer 
(18  W.B.  1068)  that — notwithstanding  the  rule  in  Hen- 
fret  V.  Bromley  (6  East,  309)  (that,  whenever  an  arbi- 
trator has  signed  and  publitlied  his  award,  he  is  funatut 
officio  and  cannot  alter  it) — an  arbitrator  may  correct  a 
clerical  error  in  the  award  by  issuing  an  amended  award, 
where  the  time  for  making  it  has  not  expired.  This  deci- 
sion has  been  reversed  by  the  Lords  Justices.  We  noticed 
the  Vice-Chancellor's  deciaion  at  the  time  (13  S.  J.  892). 
We  should  regret'that  the  Lorda  Juatioaa  felt  themaelvea 


bound  by  the  hard  and  faat  rule  of  law  referred  to  tlam% 
it  it  were  not  that  the  Common  Law  Prooedus  Act,. 
a.  8,  providea  a  remedy  in  caaae  of  the  kind,  by  anabtiaf 
the  Court  to  remit  mattera  to  the  re-eonaideiatlaD  of  the 
arbitrator.  Bnt  for  thia,  the  old  rule  oonld  hardly  te 
anpported,  in  oaaea  where  the  arbitrator  deatree  to  nati^ 
a  mere  clerical  error,  and  no  freah  amoiae  of  jadgaMat 
on  hia  part  ia  required.  The  dsdaion  of  the  Oout  ot 
Appeal  to  on  all-fonra  with  the  following:— 

"  As  soon  as  the  award  ia  made,  the  authority  of  ttit  irU- 
trator,  having  once  been  completely  exeroiaed  aoooidiiig  to 
the  terma  ofthe  reference,  ia  at  an  end.  He  ia  not  si  liberty, 
after  executing  tiie  award,  to  exerciBe  a  freah  jedgsHat  ea 
the  case,  and  alter  the  award  tn  any  partiwilar.  uhsioM 
so  in  hxlt,  the  alteration  will  be  merely  nngaton,  sad  tha 
award,  aa  ortginall^jr  written,  will  atand  good ;  his  a:t  nil 
be  like  a  mere  spoliation  by  a  atianger.  He  is  ao  eotinlj 
fimttut  ^feio  that  be  cannot  even  correct  a  manifiist  tntcuL 
the  oalculation  of  fignrea,  or,  where  the  defendant  ii  by  Qu 
award  directed  to  pay  costs,  substitate  instead  the  nama  of 
the  plaintiff,  thoagh  such  amendment  be  mereljr  to  sub 
the  exraeesion  of  his  will  correspond  with  his  original  iatoi- 
tion  '  (Sam«U  on  the  Power  ana  Duty  of  an  Arbitratar,  4tt 
ed.,  p.  128). 

On  a  later  page  (p.  490)  to  a  referenoe  to  the  origiail 
deciaion  in  Mordut  t.  Psf«i«r,  to  which  the  reader  dwall 
now  append  a  note  of  the  reveraaL 

The  reader  will  note  the  dedaion  that  an  arbitrator 
appointed  by  a  Court  of  eqoity,  with  power  to  diapose  of 
the  ooets,  may  award  that  they  shall  be  paid  as  betwses 
soUoitor  and  client 


FBKSaOLO  OF  CHUSCHTAitD— BiaST  OF  BKCIOB. 
JEa  parte  Beetor  of  Liverpool.  V.O.M.,  19  W.  E.  47. 
Ba  part*  Becttr  of  St.  Marp't,  iNrmia^ibm,  VX3JL, 
id.  96. 
The  decision  in  the  former  of  these  «Mes  might  well 
have  been  left  to  reet  on  the  ainipl*  ground  that  tkt 
parson  of  a  pariah  to  owner  in  fee  4rf  the  ohuTohyaid. 
The  a(^  to  veeted  in  him  (86  Edw.  1.  atat.  2,  a.  l),aad 
not  the  anrfaoe  only,  ae  appears  to  hare  been  aignsd.  la 
tha  latter  oaae,  however,  the  Yiee-Ohanoellor  explained 
that  in  the  X4v0rpool  eate  he  ehonld  have  decided  the 
aame  way  if  the  freehold  had  act  been  in  the  laetor, 
by  haaon  of  hU  poroeption  of  the  profita.  The  paiaon, 
whether  rector  or  vicar,  to  entitled  to  the  profita,  if  anir 
of  the  churchyard,  fuS  freeholder,  though  thoee  ri|^  is 
praotioe  do  not  extend  beyond  Ute  reoeipt  of  burial  feai, 
and  even  theee  by  special  onatom,  macr  belong  to  Ae 
chuxehwardens;  when  the  choiohyard  to  olosed  for  booaL 
purposes  the  freehold  remains  vested  in  the  parsga  u 
before  {CUmpnoft  v.  ArromtmUk,  16  W.  B.  277). 

In  the  Birmingkan  eato  a  borial-gioand  at  soM 
dtotanoe  from  the  pariah  oburch,  anqmred  unto  u 
Act  of  Parliament  for  the  uae  of  tha  pariahionea^  M^ 
veeted  in  the  rector  aad  ohoiohwardeas,  waa  ia  qoes- 
tion,  and  not  a  ohuiohyard,  aa  in  the  iMorpo^  eeu. 
The  Tioe-Chaneellor  decided  that  the  reotor  waa  entitled 
to  the  income  of  the  fnnd  arising  firom  the  aeJe  of  a  por- 
tion to  a  railway  oompany,  on  tha  fraoad  of  hia  pat- 
caption  of  the  burial  fees.  The  deedaion  appaara  qaes- 
tionable.  The  ground  had  bean  pnrohaaad  t^  the  panih 
out  of  the  parish  funds,  for  a  pariah  boxialfround;  aad 
the  uae  of  it  for  euch  pnrpoee  having  beeoaae  impceaiblej. 
the  trnatooght,  ws  think,  to  have  reenlted  in  favoer  « 
the  parish. 

ADiONiaTBATiOM  ^F  Bbjll  Edtatb  upoh  Stwiton. 
Moorat  v.  Moorat,  ILB.,  19  W.  B.  88. 

TTpon  the  principle  that  remedial  ensobnento  ongtii  to 
be  construed  liberally,  the  Conrt  haa  made  ordera  for  tia 
administration  of  real  estate  in  suite  oommenoed  by 
Bummona  in  aeveral  cases  where,  according  to  the  letter 
of  the  Act,  a  bill  ought  to  have  been  filed.  The  Aot  (15 
tf  16  Vict.  0.  86,  8.  47)  enables  such  ordera  to  be  obtatoed 
on  summons  "  where  the  whole  of  such  teal  estate  ia^ 
devise  vested  in  trustees,  who  are  by  the  will  MBpoweted 
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to  hU  ansh  teal  estate,  and  anthoriMd  to  gtre  teoeipti 
te  the  nnta  ud  pcofiU  thmeof ,  sad  for  the  prodnoe  of 
the  nis  of  sooli  ml  estate;"  and  upon  a  atriot  oenstrno- 
tiim  of  the  lait  aeotion  a  bill,  in  any  other  oaee  matt 
■till  be  filed.  In  Piffttt  t.  Ytmuf  (7  W.  B.  286),  how- 
erer,  '^oe-Chanoellor  Kindersley  made  an  order  upon 
nuDiiumi  where  the  tmat  for  lale  waa  only  implied,  in 
oaueqnenoe  of  a  oharge  for  debts  npon  the  doTiaed  estate. 
The  Jftiter  of  tiie  BoUa  has  oTen  held  that  an  order  npon 
Rinmaiu  was  properly  made  where  the  essential  feature 
of  a  deriae  to  the  trustees  was  wanting,  bat  there  was 
u  immediate  power  to  sell  and  giro  reeeipt)  {Colnan  t. 
fanur,  18  W.  R.  963),  and  where  the  estate  was  by  de- 
nae  Tested  in  the  tmateea,  bat  the  exeroiae  of  the  power 
of  Mlswaa  deferred  for  fire  years  (,itoorat  t.  JUoorat,  tup.). 


COMMON  LAW. 


SiLi  OF  Bbead  otheswisk  thak  bt  Weight. 
mu  V.  Browning,  Q.  B.,  U  W.  B.  21. 

There  are  two  questions  nnder  the  Sale  of  Bread  Aot 
(6  k  7  miL  4,  0.  87)  which  keep  oropping  np  before 
magiatnites — (1)  What  is  oompUanoe  with  the  4th  aeo- 
tiimaf  thia  Aot,  whloh  prohibits  the  sale  of  bread  other* 
wiie tiian  by  Weight;  and  (2)  the  great  "fanoy  bread" 
foeition — whether  tin  and  oottege  loares  oome  within 
^aexoeption  with  which  the  section  oonolndea.  This 
iecoadqaestion  has  not  been  decided  in  a  superior  conrt, 
hnt  Ttriona  magistrates'  decisions  hare  passed,  generally 
deeiding  that  tin  and  cottage  bread  are  noffanoy" 
tnad  within  the  exoeption;  and  there  can  hardly  be 
«tj  doubt  that  th^  are  not  so.  It  has,  by  the  way,  been 
dMdadin  R.  r.XmiMttCJj.  B.  4  Q.  B.  667,  17  W.  B.  0. 
L  Di(.  J7)  that  bread  made  from  ordinary  dough  is  not 
"iaa^"  bread  meiely  from  haring  been  baked  in 
•V^IoaTes,  inataad  of  in  batohea.  The  Other  qnes- 
liminit  in  the  present  ease. 

The  paialt7  impoaed  by  tbe  enaotment  is,  aa  the  words 
^'oOtfriH  than  by  weight "  denote,  for  selling  by  the 
lamp  or  loaf,  instead  of  by  the  ponnd.  The  Act  aims  at 
MifeOtDg  bakera  to  sell  good  weight,  but  the  means  it 
aw  to  that  end  is  the  infliction  of  a  penalty,  not  on  sell- 
^ahoit  weight,  bat  by  selling  by  another  quantity,  by 
ttelosf  inataad  of  by  the  pound.  The  offence  ia,  not 
tt*t  the  bread  sold  ]u^>pens  to  be  under  the  weight  whieh 
itpntasas  to  be,  bat  that,  the  baker  not  haring  weighed 
lhabiMd,  he  haa  really  been  telling  by  the  lump  instead 
'  tiy  weight;  the  faiot  ef  the  loaf  being  under  its  pro- 
md  weight  is  merely  presumptire  eridenoe  that  it  had 
lot  been  weighed. 

_  Ihe  Act  reqaires  the  baker  to  weigh  the  bread  at  the 
imeof  sale  for  any  customer  who  requires  it;  bat  it 
rooil  be  unreasonable  to  expeot  a  baker  to  make  an  in- 
■liahle  praotioe  of  weighing  erery  single  loaf  in  his 
kopi  Bat  thoagh  ha  need  not  weigh  ereiy  loaf 
neept  when  asked  to  do  so  by  the  customer),  he 
tut  at  least  test  the  weight  of  his  batohee  somehow.  In 
MM  r.  HumUble  (16  W.  B.  900,  L.  B.  2  Q.  B.  460), 
^  baker  weighed  the  dough  before  patting  it  into  the 
*eii,  and  allowed  9oi.  to  erery  2  lb.  tor  shrinkage 
>  the  oren;  there  was  no  weighing  after  baking.  The 
Mrt  of  Queen's  Bench  held  that  he  was  rightly  oon- 
ieted  of  "  selling  otherwise  than  by  weight."  The  jna- 
iee  of  tliat  decision  cannot  be  disputed,  for  the  weight 
roald  be  so  nnoertain  after  the  baking  that  to  sell  these 
■sres  wiQioat  any  farther  test  was  simply  to  sell  by  the 
■af.  Tiie  present  caRe  was  really  not  arguable  after  that 
^eiaion;  here  again  it  was  in  eridenoe  that  the  baker's 
netiee  was  to  weigh  his  dough  before  baking  and  al- 
ow ao  many  oonoes  orer  for  oren  ahrinkage.  Counsel 
ttampted  to  diatingniah  the  case  on  the  gronnd  that  the 
efidenoy  in  weight  which  led  to  the  charge  was  not 
"eoTered  by  a  weighing  immediately  after  the  sale,  and 
^therefore,  the  proseontor  ought  to  ahonr  that  the 
diciency  was  not  dae  to  a  drying  np  of  the  bread  since 
te  sale.  Thia,  of  oonrae,  was  perfectly  irrelerant,  be- 
uae,  aa  we  hare  said,  the  deficiency  in  weight  is  mere 


eridenoe,  and  if  the  selling  otherwiae  than  by  weight  la 
prored  aU%nde,  as  by  eridenoe  of  what  the  baker  aotoally 
did,  it  is  immaterial  whether  or  no  there  was  any  actnid 
defleienoy.  Since,  therefore,  the  law  requires  the  baker 
to  use  some  test  afttr  baking,  we  imagine  that  its  re- 
quirements will  be  complied  with  if  he  testa  each  batch 
by  weighing  a  few  loares  after  drawing.  Thia  riew  was 
adopted  in  a  case  of  Webi  r.  Manderi,  which  came  be- 
fore the  Beoorder  of  Dublin  in  October,  1868  (,Vide  12 
S.  J.  1020). 


BEYIEW8. 

Axeimt  Manorial  Ctutmnt,  Tmwti,  fe.,  of  the  Cminly  of 
Etux.  By  BiCHARD  Stephen  Oeabmock.  London : 
Longmans. 

Thia  ia  a  curious  and  intereating  antiquarian  compilation. 
Some  of  the  customs  narrated  are  very  extraordinary — so 
extraordinaiy,  indeed,  that  we  ahould  not  like  to  guarantee 
their  goodness  in  point  of  law.  Among  other  mattera  llr. 
Charnock  haa  raked  together  a  cempiete  hiatory  of  the 
celebrated  Dunmow  Flitch  practice — we  can  hardly  venture 
toeall  it  a  "coatoiB."  A  most  extraordinary  practice  is 
that  which  seams  to  hare  prerailed  at  Bochford,  in  this 
county,  of  holding  for  the  honour  of  Baleigh  (qnery,  Ray- 
leigh  f),  a  midnight  court  called  Lawless  Court  No  notice 
giren  to  the  tenants,  the  court  to  be  held  in  the  dark  of 
nij^t,  and  the  aigoing  of  the  roUa  to  be  done  by  making  a 
mark  on  a  post  with  a  large  fire-brand.  , 


COURTS. 

COUBT  OF  QUEEN'S  BENCH. 

(In  Banco,  before  the  Loan  Cbiif  Justice,  and  Black- 

Buair,  Mellob,  and  Haicnbx,  JJ.) 

Jan.  21,  24. — Rig.  r.  Avit. 

This  case  auggsated  rather  than  raised  the  important 
queation  whether,  in  a  criminal  case  at  common  law,  or 
under  particular  statutes,  in  the  exercise  of  summary  juris- 
diotion,  proceedings  can  be  taken  in  the  absence  of  the  as- 
cused  or  upon  his  appearance  by  attorney.  The  queation 
arose  thus : — A  minor  waa  charged  under  one  of  the  Con- 
solidation Acts  of  1861  r24  &  25  Vict.  c.  97)  with  an  offenoe 
(the  pulling  off  a  bell  and  breaking  a  window)  which, 
though  in  the  particular  instance  committed  in  a  mote 
frolio,  was  punishable  nnder  the  statute  with  imprisonment. 
The  defendant  being  ill  when  the  information  was  laid,  his 
fitther  instructed  an  attorney,  who  appeared  for  him  and 
aokaowledged  the  offence,  presuming  that  the  magistrates 
would  be  aatiafled  with  the  infliction  of  a  fine.  The  magis- 
trmtea,  however,  thinking  it  necessary  to  make  an  examule, 
inflicted  a  sentence  of  three  weeks'  imprisonment.  The 
oonriction  was  now  objected  to  on  behalf  of  the  defendant, 
as  haring  been  obtained  without  jurisdiction,  on  the  ground 
that  the  cose  had  been  treated  as  a  criminal  case,  and  that 
in  a  criminal  case— that  is,  a  proceeding  by  way  of 
punishment  as  distinguished  &om  mere  penalty — there 
could  be  no  trial  in  the  abaence  of  the  accused,  and,  abo^ 
all,  that  a  plea  of  guilty  could  not  be  taken  £rom  an  attor- 
ney on  behalf  of  tiie  part^  charged,  especially  in  the  case 
of  an  infant,  who,  it  was  said,  could  not  appear  by  attorney. 

Thuiger,  in  support  of  the  oonriction,  cited  S.  r.  Simpton 
(1  Str.  44) ;  S.  v.  Haddoek  (2  Str.  1100) ;  S.  r.  Tanntr  (2 
Lord  Raym.  1284) ;  BettU  r.  Wilum  (I  E.  &  B.  489, 600)  ; 
and  Hx  parte  Mojncood  (16  Q.  B.  121,  a  conriotion  under 
Uie  Factory  Act).  He  also  relied  on  Jerria's  Act  (11  &  12 
Vict),  eren  supposing  the  common  law  did  not  apply. 

Sir  J.  Karilakt,  Q.C.  (  Woollett  with  him),  argued  that,  as 
to  the  statutes,  the  conviction  was  under  one  of  the  recent 
Consolidation  Acts,  which  did  not  contain  any  provision  on 
the  subject,  so  that  Jervia's  A6t  (even  if  it  would  warrant  the 
conviction)  did  not  apply.  As  to  the  common  law  on  the 
subject,  he  showed  that  none  of  the  authorities  came  up  to  the 
present  case,  which  waa  a  criminal  one.  It  waa  the  undoubted 
course  of  practice  and  the  unbroken  tradition  of  the  law  that 
no  criminal  proceeding  could  be  taken  in  the  absence  of  the 
accused ;  at  common  law  no  plea  was  ever  taken  from  any 
one  but  the  party  accused  himself^  even  although  repre- 
sented by  counsel  and  attorney.  He  also  mentioned,  as  in 
favour  of  the  defendant's  contention,  a  recent  case  in  this 
court — of  a  woman  tried  for  perjury  and  eemrioted,  but 
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who  bad  kft  tha  conntrjr  -whoa  Mntanoe  wh  given,  and  on 
irbom  tltii  Conit  refuted  to  pais  Mntenoe  in  her  abtenoe, 
on  the  gronnd  that  no  lentenoe  of  pnnithment  for  a  eriminal 
offence  ooold  be  paoed  in  the  abeenoe  of  the  aooiued. 

The  CouKT  gaTejodgmant  in  &Toarof  the  defendant, 
the  appellant,  and  qoaiuied  the  conTiction,  bat  upon  the 
gionnd  that  it  did  not  appear  that  the  attorney  who 
appeared  had  been  inatmeted  by  the  aoooied,  or  that  bia 
awer  in  inatrootiog  bim  bad  done  so  with  the  authority  of 
hiaaon. 

The  LoBD  Cbimf  JcmcE,  howeTer,  obaerred  that  the 
Court  were  far  from  saying  that  eren  a  minor  mi|^t  not 
appear  and  plead  by  attorney,  and  still  farther  from  saving 
that  an  adnlt  might  not  do  so.  Bat  in  this  caae  it  did  not 
appear  that  the  father  had  authority  from  Uie  son  to  inatmct 
an  attorney  for  bim. 

BLAOKBintN,  J.,  alao  said  that  at  oommon  law  a  man 
might  ap^r  and  plead  "not  guilty"  by  attorney  in  a 
case  of  misdemeanour,  and  if  he  could  not  ploid  "not 
^ilty  "  by  attorney,  it  should  seem  he  might  plead  "  guilty  " 
in  that  way. 

The  other  Jddoes  concurred  in  the  dedaion  on  the  facta 
in  this  particular  case,  bat  expressed  no  opinion  on  the  point 
of  law. 

Conviction  gtuuhtd. 


C0UBT8  OF  BANKBUPTOY. 
LmooLii's-Iinc  Fixldb. 

(Before  Mr.  Begistrar  Rooes,  acting  aa  Chief  Judge.) 

Jan.  U.—JU  MtUland. 

BatUcruptcg  A«,  1860,  (.  34. 

This  caae  came  before  the  Court  in  pursuance  of  a  report 
made  by  the  Regiatiar  under  aeotion  34  of  the  Bankruptcy 
Act,  1869.  ' 

It  appeared  that  on  the  Sth  of  Kovember  a  petition  for 
•^judication  was  filed  against  W.  L.  Maitland,  a  non-trader, 
by  Mr.  F.  A.  Marshall,  the  act  of  bankruptcy  alleged  being 
toe  non-payment  of  a  debt  in  reepect  to  which  a  summona 
under  section  7  had  been  iaaued.  On  Dec.  7  adjudication 
waa  made,  and  the  21st  appointed  for  the  first  meeting.  At 
that  sitting  no  creditor  attended  and  the  proceedings  were 
adjourned  until  Jan.  11,  when  the  Begiatrar  reported  that 
one  creditor  only  had  proved,  that  no  creditor  hM  attended 
the  sitting,  and  that  no  tnutee  had  been  appointed.  It  ap- 
peared that  the  bankrupt  waa  not  in  attendance  at  the  sitting 
and  that  he  bad  not  ffled  any  accounts.  The  claim  of  the 
petitioning  creditor  amounted  in  the  aggregate  to  £1,100. 

Stei,  tat  the  petitioning  creditor,  in  support  of  an  order 
to  continue  the  proeeedinga,  cited  £x  parte  th»  BngU$h 
Joint  Stock  Bank,  re  Finney  (19  W.  R  140),  where  the  Lorda 
Juaticea  held  that  a  sole  creditor  waa  entitled  to  ma^e  his 
debtor  a  bankrupt^  and  ought  not  to  be  deprived  of  the 
vemedies  which  the  law  gave  him  without  some  very 
•trong  reason.  In  the  present  case  the  bankrupt  sought  to 
set  the  Court  at  defiance  by  not  appearing  at  the  first 
meeting,  and  it  waa  doubtful  whether  be  would  be  entitled 
to  oppose  the  appUcation. 

Mr.  Aldridge  (solicitor)  watched  the  ease  on  behalf  of  the 
registrars. 

Mr.  Registrar  Bocna  said  that  the  present  case  stood  upon' 
a  different  basis  to  that  of  Ex  parte  the  Snglith  Joint  Stock 
Bank,  Se  Finney,  flere  the  bankrupt  had  not  filed  any 
statement  of  aoeounta  ahowing  either  what  debts  he  owed  or 
what  assets  he  possessed ;  he  had  not  conformed  to  the  law, 
and  he  left  to  chance  any  order  which  the  Court  might  make. 
In  one  of  the  first  cases  which  came  before  the  S>nrt  (£< 
Sieittad,  14  S.  J.  629),  and  which  did  not  appear  to  have 
been  cited  in  the  caae  before  the  Lords  Justices,  the 
Chief  Judge  bad  laid  down  tiie  principle  that  the 
Tcgiktrars  ought  to  exercise  an  intelligent  discretion 
by  endeavouring  to  aaoertain  whether  there  was  pro- 
perty to  be  realised,  so  as  to  make  it  expedient  to  continue 
the  proceedings,  or  whether  the  bankruptcy  was  intmded 
to  be  continaed  with  some  ulterior  object  In  Sieietad'e 
ease  the  bankrupt  was  a  shipbroker'a  clerk;  he  had  no 
estate,  and  it  seemed  that  the  only  result  of  a  continuance 
of  the  bankruptcy  would  be  to  keep  him  out  of  employ- 
ment. There  the  Court,  in  the  exercise  of  its  discretion, 
annulled  the  bankruptcy,  but  in  this  particular  case,  in  the 
absence  of  the  banlmipt,  it  was  impossible  to  say  whether 
there  waa  any  property  to  be  realised — he  bad  not  given 
any  information  upon  the  subject^and  the  learned  Begiatiar 
thought  be  abould  strain  the  law  if  he  were  to  annul  the 


a^iodieation.  Thace  would,  tharefine,  be  aa  otdst  thit  tb 
bankmptey  be  proceeded  with  in  tha  uaaal  maimarinnA 
eases;  and  stepa  must  be  taken  to  ooo^  tha  banknptto 
finish  theneceasary  accounts. 

Solicitors  for  the  petitioning  creditor,  Lawtwe,  i%wi, 
B«yer,  f  Baker, 


COUNTT  COUBTS. 

HAIDSTOm. 

(Before  J.  J.  Lombdau,  Eaq.,  Judge.) 
Dec  18  ;  Jan.  17. — Sk  parte  Jtmiinje,  Re  Orelma. 
Solidtar'e  lien — Bankruptcy. 

Th!a  waa  a  motion  made  to  the  Court  on  bdialf  «f  lb. 
William  Oroavanor  Jennings,  proctor  and  solicittr,  for  u 
order  that  Thomas  Langri&e^  tiie  tmatee  under  the  Isik. 
mptcy  of  A.  M.  Graham,  anoold  be  at  liberty  to  i»jti» 
amount  of  the  dividend  of  five  abillings  in  the  ftnad 
already  declared,  together  with  the  amount  of  any  fnrtlur 
dividend  thereafter  to  be  declared  under  the  bankruptcy,  mi 
the  debt  appearing  to  be  due  to  M^jor  Charles  Jeha  Patter- 
aon,  to  Hr.  Janningx  inatead  of  to  the  aaid  0.  J.  Fkttenoi. 

The  facta  which  gave  rise  to  the  motion,  so  fti  u  tbqr  iR 
material,  may  be  thus  atated : — 

In  Jasnary,  18<9,  Mr.  B.  W.  Jennings,  proetsi  nl 
aolieitor,  the  father  of  the  present  applicant,  wu  lelaiiud 
by  Major  C.  J.  Patterson  to  act  in  a  suit  then  about  to  be 
commenced  in  her  Majeaty'a  Court  for  Divorce  and  Uttri- 
monial  causes,  for  the  dissolution  of  the  marriage  of  C.  X 
Patterson  with  his  wife,  by  reason  of  her  adulteiy  with  i. 
M.  Graham. 

In  pursoanoe  of  such  retainer,  Ifr.  Jennings  sea.,  mtfl 
hia  death  on  the  SSrd  June,  18S9,  acted  in  the  eondnttif 
the  suit,  and  diorUy  aftar  the  date  of  hia  death  the  spfK- 
cant  waa  retained  to  continue  the  proeeedinga. 

On  the  9th  Feb.  1870,  a  decree  niti  waa  pronoaaeed  bf 
the  Court  dissolving  the  marriage,  and  A.  M.  Gkahamwu 
by  Buch  decree  conaemnrd  in  the  ooata ;  and  the  imtga 
againat  him  were  asaessed  at  £500. 

In  the  following  month  A.  M.  Graham  was  a^jadicsteit 
bankrupt  in  this  court,  and  at  the  first  meeting  Thomu 
Langriage  waa  appointed  trustee. 

Snbeequently  to  the  appointment  a  proof  by  C.  J.  Patter- 
aon  in  respect  of  the  damagea  and  coata  in  the  suit « t 
debt  from  the  eatato  of  the  bankrupt  waa  finwaided  totkc 
tmatee,  bat  rejected  by  him,  and  on  i^7P**l  thitCoeit 
revaned  that  decision  to  the  extent  of  admitting  tiieamonit 
of  ooata  aa  a  proof  aoainat  the  eatato  aabjeet  to  taxttioa, 
and  the  amoaat  had  aubaeqaentlv  been  aaoertaiaed  it 
£829  la.  8d.  The  tmatee  had  declared  a  dividend  of  fin 
«tiilling«  in  the  pound. 

Tke  applicant  alleged  that  he  had  applied  to  0.  J.  P>t- 
torson  for  payment  of  the  amount  of  hu  costs,  but  withont 
success  ;  and  Patterson  had  liao  refused  to  sign  a  proxy  or 
authori^  for  payment  of  the  dividend  ;  that  £729  Is-  f^ 
the  balance  of  coata,  waa  atill  due  to  him  ;  that  Ptttenm 
waa  a  parson  entirely  deatituto  of  meana,  and  if  he  wm 
allowed  to  receive  the  dividenda  from  the  tinstee,  the  appli- 
cant would  lose  the  entire  benefit  thereof. 

Brough  in  support  of  the  motion. — By  the  Mth  ssetioB 
of  the  Bankruptcy  Act,  1869,  the  County  Court  bed  is 
addition  to  its  ordinary  powsrs  all  the  powers  and  juiiadi^ 
tdon  of  a  judge  of  the  Court  of  Chancery  ;  and  by  the  liai 
section  it  had  a  general  power  to  decide  all  oncctioiu 
arising  under  banbnpteies.  The  sole  queation  hers  n* 
whether  the  solicitor  had  a  lien  upon  the  dividends,  ot 
submitted  that  Courts  of  Equity  would  alvr»s  extend  tlor 
protection  to  solicitors  by  granting  orders  for  the  pnmi- 
tion  of  their  clients  receiving  money  in  snita  in  which  they 
were  engaged  until  payment  of  uieir  bills  ;  and  is  the 
Common  Law  Courts  the  attorney  had  thia  additional  pn- 
tectien — that  be  could  not  be  removed  from  the  conduct  M 
an  action  unless  by  consent  or  upon  payment  of  hit  bm- 
In  1  Tidd's  Practice,  338,  all  the  old  cases  were  oelleeted 
which  established  that  the  attorney  had  a  lien  upon  the 
money  recovered  by  his  client  for  his  bill  of  costs.  ^ 
Ex  parte  Bryant,  Re  Cummin f,  2  Rose,  237,  it  was  held  that  < 
solicitor  had  a  lien  upon  costs  ordered  to  be  paid  to  bis 
client  upon  a  petition  in  bankruptcy,  although  diere  was  i>° 
fund  in  court;  nor  could  the  client  release  the  benefit  of 
the  order  to  the  prejudice  of  a  solicitor.  He  dted  also 
Cross  upon  Liens,  pp.  216,  217,  218  ;  Arobbold's  Oonunoo 
Law  Practice,  tit.  Lien  for  &)ata. 
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Kr.  Norton,  toUeitor,  for  the  tnutee. 

lb.  Bratton,  aolioitor,  for  Major  Patterson. — At  common 
ItwiMlidtor  had  a  lisn  upon  the  frniti  of  an  action  which 
ktbrooght,  bat  the  fond  in  this  case  was  not  in  the  same 
tout  ta  that  in  which  the  snit  was  instituted.  The  proper 
«oane  for  Ur.  Jennings  to  adopt  was  to  more  the  DiYoice 
Coatt  for  an  order  for  payment  to  him  of  the  dividend,  and 
Hdi  Conrt  had  no  joriidiction  to  deal  with' the  matter. 

Bnugk,  in  reply. 

Cur.  adv.  vult. 

Ur.  LoNSDAis.— A  debt  for  the  costs  in  a  suit  for  the 
diaolatioii  of  the  marriage  of  Uajor  Patterson  with  his  wife, 
bj  teiion  of  adultery  with  the  bankrupt,  having  been  proved 
if  U^or  Pattenon  and  Mr.  Langria^,  the  trustee  under 
tha  bsDJcraptcy  having  declared  a  dividend  of  fire  shillings 
m  the  poimd,  this  Court  was  moved  on  the  13th  Decemmr 
hit  on  behalf  of  Mr.  Jennings,  the  solicitor  and  proctor  of 
Hiqor  Pttterson  in  the  divorce  suit,  to  order  the  trustee  to 
fty  nch  dividend  and  any  further  dividend  on  Major  Pat- 
tnon'i  debt  to  Mr.  Jenninn  instead  of  to  Major  Patterson. 
Aa  application  was  also  filM  by  the  trustee  on  the  same  day 
fordiRctions  in  relation  to  the  same  matter.    The  grounds 

r  which  the  Court  was  asked  to  make  this  order  were 
Vijot  Patterson  was  insolvent  and  that  he  had  a  lien 
iqxm  the  dividends  raiyable  to  Major  Patterson  for  the 
unoimt  of  his  east*.     Upon  the  question  of  lien  I  reserved 
Mydaosian.    The  cotHUusioa  I  have  come  to  after  conside- 
ittioD  is,  that  such  lien  does  exist,  or  if  Mr.  Jennings'  claim 
cumot  in  strictness  be  called  a  lien,  yst  that  it  attaches  as  a 
chugg  ipon  Major  Patteiaoh's  debt,  and  that  the  dividends 
tlwnon  oof^ht  to  be  paid  to  Mr.  Jennings.    There  can  be  no 
irabtthatif  Mr.  Graham  had  not  been  a  bankrupt,  and  had 
{•id  16^  Patterson  the  costs.recovered  in  the  divorce  suit, 
•ftnnotiee  from  Mr.  Jennings  not  to  do  so  till  his  bill  had 
beta  fint  satisfied,  Mr.  Graham  would  have  had  to  pay  over 
HUH  the  amount  of  such  costs.    The  law  was  so  laid  down 
iaiet^T.Dufipa,  6  Term  Bep.  361.    In  WiUAt.  SoU.l 
DwgL  S38,  Lord  Mansfield  said  that  a  payment  after  such 
■otonald  be  in  the  payer's  own  wion^  and  like  paying  a 
iAi  iVith  had  been  assigned  after  notice.    Sucn  would 
hmleathe  case  if  Mr.  Graham  had  not  been  a  bankrupt, 
UiiitMas  to  me  clear  that  if  the  trustee  under  his  bank- 
niptt^md  who  stands  in  his  place  were  to  pay  Major  Pat- 
team  a  dividend  on  the  debt  after  notice  from  Mr.  Jennings 
art  to  do  M  till  his  bill  had  beenpaid,  he  would  be  liable  to 
|if  Kr.  Jennings  ovar  again.    Under  these  circumstances, 
«1  hare  power  under  the  72nd  section  of  the  Bankruptc^r 
iti,  liS9,  to  decide  all  questions  which  I  may  deem  it 
•>pdi<Bt  to  decide  for  the  purpose  of  doing  complete  justice 
muy  case  of  bankruptcy  conung  within  the  coguizanee  of 
the  Conrt,  1  liave  come  to  the  decision  that  Mr.  Langridge, 
the  trustee  should,  and  I  therefore  direct  that  he  do  pay  to 
Hr.  Jenninn  instead  of  to  M^jor  Patterson  the  amount  of 
the  dividend  of  five  shillings  in  the  pound,  together  with  the 
Sfflonnt  of  any  further  dividend  hereafter  to  be  declared  in 
iwpect  of  the  debt,  until  such  time  as  the  claim  of  Mr.  Jen- 
oinig^  amounting  to  Je729  Is.  8d.  has  been  fully  satisfied. 


AFPODTTMEHTS. 


Ur.  JoKK  ToxLiNsoN  HiBBERT,  barrister-at-law,  and 
U.P.  !m  Oldham,  has  been  appointed  Under-Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Home  Department,  in  succession  to  Mr.  E.  H. 
Anatchbnll-Hngessen,  who  has  been  transferred  to  the 
(Uooial  Office.  Mr.  Hibbert  is  the  son  of  the  late  Elijah 
Kbhett,  Esq.,  of  Oldham,  by  Elizabeth,  daughter  of  the 
!•(«  A  Hilton,  Esq. ,  of  the  same  place.  He  was  bom  in 
Jinntty,  1824,  and  was  educated  at  the  Shrewsbury 
^^munar  School,  whence  he  proceeded  to  St.  John's  Col- 
Hg^  Ounbridge,  where  he  graduated  B.A.  in  1847  (37th 
^vsior  eptime).  In  May,  1849,  he  was  called  to  the  bar  at 
the  Inner  Temple,  but  does  not  appear  to  have  practised. 
He  vu  an  munccessful  candidate  for  Oldham  in  April, 
1U9,  bat  was  returned  to  Parliament  as  member  for  that 
hofsagh  in  May,  1862,  and  at  every  subsequent  election.  In 
the  session  of  186fi — 6  he  introduced  the  "  Execution 
*ithin  Qsols"  Bill,  which  has  since  become  law.  Mr. 
Hibbert  married,  in  1847,  Eliza  i>nne,  eldest  daughter  of 
iiiinm  Schofield,  Esq.,  of  Oldham,  by  which  lady  he  has 
iMe  a  son  and  a  daughter. 

Mi.  Fkxdsiuck  Joseph  STi<yET  Edoecokbe,  M.A.,  bar- 
tttst-at-Iaw,  has  been  appointed  Private  Secretary  to  Lord 


lowrenoe,  ohouman  of  the  London  School  Board.  Mr.  3Gdg8- 
combe  was  caHed  to  the  bar  at  Lincoln's-inn  in  November, 
1^57,  and  has  practised  as  an  equity  draughtsman  and 
conveymnoer. 

Mr.  Gmimr  Coiackocn  Soomci,  barriater-at.Uw,  has  been 
appointed  Clerk  of  the  Court  of  Small  Causes  at  Calcutta. 
Mr..Boonce  was  called  to  the  bar  at  the  Inner  Temple  in 
(Tune,  1864,  and  for  a  short  time  went  the  Western  Circuit. 

Mr.  JoHM  BiED  SoHAU),  solicitor,  of  Carlisle,  has  been 
appointed  by  the  Poor  Law  Board  to  be  Auditor  of  the 
West  Cumberland  Audit  Distriot,  which  office  became  vacant 
by  the  death  of  Mr.  B.  F.  Yarker,  solicitor,  of  Ulveiston. 
Mr.  Donald  was  certificated  in  1839,  and  is  a  member  of  the 
Solictors'  Benevolent  Association. 

Mr.  A.  CAaPBMTBB,  of  Ko.  3,  Elm-eourt,  Temple,  has 
been  appointed  a  London  Commissioner  to  Administer  Oaths 
in  Chancery  and  at  Common  Law. 

Mr.  WiLLUx  PaxB,  of  Ormskirk,  Lancaster,  has  been 
appointed  a  Commisnoner  to  Administer  Oaths  in  Chancery. 


GENEB&L  COBSBSFOlTDEnCE. 

Mb.  Hankin's  Casb. 
Sir, — As  your  mtioism  on  the  merits  of  m}[  contention 
with  the  Benoheraof  Lincoln' s-inn  was  necessarily  based  on 
an  imperfect  acauaintanue  with  the  completed  details  of  the 
controvers)^  which  was  not  entirely  terminated  at  the  date 
of  your  issue,  will  you  do  me  the  &Tonr  of  reproducing  in  its 
perfect  form,  as  enclosed,  the  history  of  the  transaction  ia 
the  Solicitort'  Journal  ?  I  beg  leave  to  assure  you,  and,  if 
you  will  permit  me,  your  readers,  that  I  have  no  desire  save 
for  a  strict,  impartial  verdict ;  and  in  case  that  be  given 
against  me  by  candid  public  opinion,  I  shall  bear  my  loss, 
however  heavy  a  one  to  me,  witii  such  philosophy  as  an 
honest  man  may  command. 

0.  W.  Hahxin,  B.A.. 

Sir,.-^In  aid  at  my  plea,  let  me  assure  yon  that  sot  only 
members  ef  the  barristerial  part  of  the  legal  profession  have 
earnestly  pressed  me  to  abide  the  prosecution  of  Lincoln's 
Inn  (which  I  have  not  dared  to  do)  with  a  view  to  raising 

Sttblidy  this  and  otiiar  issues  arising  out  of  arbitrary  coa- 
uct  towards  students,  barristers,  and  solicitors  who  have 
'Chanced  to  commence  life  as  students  of  the  inn. 

C.  W.  Haotun,  B.A. 
King  Edward  VI. 's  Grammar  School, 
Southampton. 

[To  these  letters  are  appended  some  lengthy  letters  of  Mr. 
Hankiu's,  extracted  from  the  Sampthire  Independent,  re* 
printing,  inter  alia,  Mr.  Hankin's  letter  to  the  JOaily  Xewe, 
already  noticed  by  us.  Omitting  some  passages,  in  which 
Lincom's  Inn  is  compared  to  certain  Trades  Unions  and  to 
the  den  of  Cacus,  the  only  facts  added  to  the  history  of  the 
transaction  are  that  the  reduction  of  the  amount  of  the  with- 
diawal  fine  made  in  186S  was  not  made  known  to  Mr. 
TTRnlriTi  till  his  second  controversy  with  the  Society  in  1868 ; 
that  Sir  Boundell  Palmer  is  not  among  the  eminentpersons 
who  have  ennessed  their  sympathy  with  Mr.  Hankin's 
cause ;  that  Ju.  Hankin  has  instructed  his  solicitor  "  to  pay 
my  ransom,  about  £30,  and  rescue  me.  if  possible,  from  my 
brethren  ;  "  and  that  the  "  uatmatuntof  Lmcoln's  Bin"  was 
the  subjoined  bill: — 
Absent  commons  from  the  end  of  Trinity  Term,  1867, 

to  the  end  of  Trinity  Term,  1870 £16  16    0 

Commons  for  Michaelmas  Term,  1870 110 

Chapel  dues  from  Trinity  Term,  1869,  to  Trinity 

Term,  1870       2    6    0 

Dues  for  Michaehnas  Term,  1870        0    3    9 

Cammons  for  Hilary  Term,  1871         110 

Dues  0    3    9 

£21  U  6 
Composition  on  leaving 330 

£24  14  6 
Wo  see  nothing  in  the  above  to  induce  us  to  chan^  tho 
opinion  expressed  in  our  former  remarks. — En.  S.  /J] 

An  Ad  Vaiabbm  Scale  pob  Convetamcino  Ckaboxs. 
Sir, — ^The  subject  of  a  general  ad  valorem  scale  of  charges 
for  coitveyancing  business  is  again  engaging  the  attention  af 
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the  piofMaion,  the  late  itatate  (33  k  3i  Yio.  cap.  S8)  h»Tmg 
legalised  Iwrgams  betireea  soUciton  and  their  olieatt. 

May  I  aak  70a  to  insert  the  enclosed  seals  by  way  of 
drawing  forth  the  opinions  of  your  reader*,  as  to  its  being  too 
liberal  or  the  rererse  ? 

The  Cooncil  of  the  Inoorpotatnd  Law  Society  are  now 
engaged  in  considering  the  qaestion,  and  the  present  time 
seems  opportone  for  reopening  the  diseossion  of  it  wbioh 
took  place  in  yonr  oolonms  some  years  ago. 

I  should  partacolarly  like  to  hear  Uis  riews  of  your 
leaders  as  to  whether  the  limit  of  £3,000  shonld  not  be 
;t4.000,  or  eren  £6,000.  M.  L  L.  S.  L. 

Lirerpool,  Jan.  24. 
PrtpoMd  ad  vslorem  tealt  of  ehtrgttfor  eonvtyaneing  txuiitttt, 
txcliuive  of  HAwtmiutt. 


Vendor's  solioitor — 

For  arranging  a  sale  of  property 
by  private  controcL  including 
the  preparation  of  Uie  contract 

For  condocting  a  sale  or  at- 
tempted sale  of  property  by 
pablic  anotion,  inclnduig  the 
preparation  of  the  conditions  of 
sals  and  contract 

For  preparing  a  contract  for  soIb 
wEon  «ale  not  arranged  by  the 
soUcitor 2  10 

Deducing  title  to  freehold  pro- 
Ditto  leasehold  property 

Ditto  registered  land 

Pemsing  and  copy  draft  convey- 
ance,  and  proouring  execution 
thereof,  including  a  statutory 
declaration  of  executaon  in  case 
of  registered  land       ...        , , 

Procuring  execution  and  acknow- 
ledgment of   deed  by  married 
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Mortgagor's  solicitor— 

Charges  for  deducing  title  and 
perusing,  tc,  mortgage — same 
as  vendor's  solicitor. 
For  procuring  and  arranging  for 
loon  when  arranged   throng 
another  solicitor 
Purchaser's  solicitor — 
For  arranging  a  purchase  of  pro- 
perty by  private  treaty,  includ- 
ing the  perusal  of  oontract  and 
engrossing  one  port 
For  pemsing,  4o.,  contract,  and 
engrossing  one  port  when  pur- 
chase not  annnged  by  tba 
solicitor  ••        , 
For  investigating 'tiUe  to  flreel 

holdpropCTty    ..        ,. 
Ditto,  leasehold  property 
Ditto,  registered  property 
For  preparing   oonveysnce,  in- 
cluding registration,  and  pro- 
curing land  certificate  in  case 
of  registered  land 
Mortgagee's  soUdtoi^- 
Cbaixes  for   investigating  title 
and  preparing  mortgage— same 
as  porchsser's  solicitor. 
For  arranging  loan 

Counsel's  asinstance  not  to  be  obtained  as  of  course,  but  only 
in  difficult  cases. 

If  a  solicitor  peruses  a  draft  on  behalf  of  mora  than  one  per- 
son (not  being  persons  in  the  some  interest),  he  is  to  charge  £2 
for  each  additional  person  for  making  a  copy  of  the  draft  for 
•uch  person's  use,  and  for  procuring  his  execution  of  the  deed ; 
Imt  no  extra  commission  is  to  be  charged. 

If  a  deed  is  acknowledged  by  a  married  woman,  her  solicitor 
to  charge  £3  extra  for  procuring  her  oclmowledgment. 

If  vendor's  solicitor  acts  for  purchaser,  or  mortgagor's  solici- 
tor for  mortgagee,  he  is  not  to  Be  entitled  to  any  fee  for  investi- 
gating the  title,  if  previously  investigated  by  him. 
_  If  mortgagor's  solicitor  acts  for  mortgagee,  or  mortgagee's  so- 
licitor for  mortgagor,  only  one  conunission  is  to  be  charged  for 
arranging  the  loan. 
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Bbbaoh  of  Cotbmamt  to  iHmru. 
Sir, — I  solicit  opinion*  npon  th*  following  cue,  vlicli 
rest*  in  a  great  msaanre  on  the  construction  of  tlie  Act 
^ving  rellM  aoainit  forfeitnre  on  breach  of  consat  ti 
insure  in  a  leaser 

A.  purchases  from  B.  the  reddne  of  a  term  of  yen  {luttd 
by  lease  of  property  at  X.  On  completion  of  the  |niicliM 
neither  the  policy  nor  the  receipt  for  premium  ii  pradiced, 
but  B.'a  solicitors  giro  an  undertaking  to  prodace  oe  rtcspt 
for  premium.  Suppoaing  B.  has  omitted  to  insure,  woiiIdA. 
be  entitled  to  reuef  tuder  the  statute,  hiving  btftn 
completion  insured  property  in  his  own  name;  udif 
A.  would  not  be  entitled  to  such  relief,  will  i.  tore 
on  action  on  the  covenant  by  B.  that  he  hasgoodriikttii 
assign  for  quiet  einoyment,  ax.  (that  is,  if  it  hspiiened  tk 
th*  freeholder  could  and  did  take  advantage  of  tlieiuvii- 
snrance  by  the  lessee),  or  would  A.  be  precluded  froBiuiD- 
toining  th*  action,  on  the  ground  that  he  should  hire  utisStd 
himssU  of  the  performance  of  the  corenant  to  insoitf 

B.  has  no  express  notice  of  any  breach  wbstsrer.  TV 
excuse  given  at  the  completion  by  A.  was  that  hii  pijea 
wsre  in  such  a  mess  he  couldn't  find  ths  reteipt. 

London,  Jan.  23.  J-  C 


Ths  Bamkkuftct  Act,  I86d— Doublk  Pbo«. 

Sir,— A.  B.,  C.  D.,  and  E.  F.  are  jointlv  sndieM^ 
liable  on  note  or  undertaking  to  O.  H.  for,  nj  CM 
monev  borrowed.  A.  B.  has  hM  the  use  of  the  moncyW 
rowed,  and  the  other  two  have  joined  simply  for  Mt 
securing  repayment  A.  B.  has  become  bsnkrapt  *itW 
having  repaid  tiie  £1,000,  which  remains  owing  to  6.  H.,  ti 
O.  H.  has  proved  for  his  debt  npon  A.  B.>  estate,  ha 
which  he  wul  get  only  a  small  put  of  his  debt,  aodaft 
th*  remainder  will  be  left  to  his  remedies  sgainst  G.  D. » 
E.  F.  Having  regard  to  the  comprehensive  deactipti«« 
debts  proveable  inhankniptcy,  set  out  in  section 81  »f * 
present  Bankruptcy  Act,  is  there  a  legal  right  in  C.  D.« 
B.  F.,  or  either  of  them,  to  make  separate  proofs  of  debt  oa 
A.  B.'s  estate  for  the  same  liabihty,  and  ifso^nndtrw 
circnmstanses  P  Or  will  any  of  your  resden  say  what  ii  * 
practice  in  cases  like  it,  which  must  b*  of  frequent  oecmiew^ 
The  writer  hss  had  before  him  an  analogous  esse,  ''^^"^^j 
been  attempted  to  nrge  a  right  of  proof  on  the  pit  mii 
the  person  who  lent  the  money  and  of  the  psisooi  ••< 
guaranteed  the  repayment,  and  several  lawyeit  I*" 
expreased  misgivings  as  to  how  far  the  urging  of  such  t  njK 
can  be  maintained.  The  question  is  an  important  out,  ■» 
one  that  must  have  a  beuing  upon  many  estates  sttn 
course  of  Uqaidation.  Ixwrnp- 

Jan.  24. 

COKOWBIUl'   iHQUBan. 

Sir, — Are  attorneys  and  solicitors  exempt  from  tenia;  ■* 
jurors  on  coroners'  inqneets  7 

By  section  2  of  the  Act  of  Geo.  4,  c.  M>  f>7  ? 
exempted  from  serving  a*  such  for  the  trial  of  iasoM  is  "< 
court*  named  in  section  1.  ,. 

Bat  section  52  provides  that  coroners  shall  ^^ 
inquests  bv  jurors  by  the  same  description  as  they  had  mm 
accustomed  to  do  before. 

Perhaps  one  of  your  correspondents  will  answer  the  qj» 
tion.  K-  ''^• 

LiouiDATioir  PsimoN  iv  Aoi  or  BAincatTPrci. 

Sir,  —In  your  report  of  Jtt  BMingUm,  before  the  cm^ 
eourt  judge  at  Manchester,  it  is  stated  that  a  petition'on 
containing  a  direction  of  inability  to  pay  d*''^"^'?? 
act  of  bankruptcy.  One  is  now  fraqnenUy  snrpri*''  >f 
decisions  in  the  local  oeorte,  but  this  one,  I  think,  ^'"^ 
some  attention.  This  petition  is  required  by  rule  2S3  to  tt 
according  to  the  form  in  the  schedule,  and  siudi  fom  '^ 
mences  Sins ; — "  That  your  petitioner  alleges  that  he  * 
unable  to  pay  his  debts,"  &o.  The  rame  petition  not  h>n 
been  used  in  Rt  Jontt,  and  certainly  was  used  by  ^^^^ 
Norton.  His  Honour's  judgment  is  therefore  incanpw'J' 
sible  in  saying  "  The  act  of  bankruptoy  was  stated  to  Detw 
mere  filing  of  the  petition,  whereas  in  Se  Jma  the  P* 
tion  claim^  on  the  face  of  it  the  statement  signed  b^Ute 
debtor  that  he  was  unable  to  pay  his  debts.  Thst  din* 
guished  the  two  cases."  _  „ 

Is  it  possible  that  by  some  error  the  petition  st  *~|^ 
Chester  was  not  in  a  form  and  the  allegation  of  msBWy 
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wuoiaittedf   leanseeno  other  way  of  diatiiigaiahingthe 
catM, «  for  iny  Taiianoe  in  the  form  of  petition. 

O.  Mamlst  Withbkfibu). 
1,  GtMluun-buldings,  E.G.,  Jan.  23. 


ISBLAND. 


COUET  OF  C0MMI8SI0NEBS  OF  CHUBCH 
TEMPORALITIES. 

(Befon  Viaconnt  Kokck  and  the  Bight  Hon.  Mr.  Justice 
LAirsoN.) 
/»  rt  thi  Sight  Sev.  tht  Lord  frimatt. 
Z»  iWill.  4,  e.i7. 

Appeal  in  this  case  was  taken  bom  an  order  made  by  Mr. 
JisQc*  Lawson,  in  chamber,  directing  the  payment  by  the 
lord  nimata  of  taxes  levied  on  his  income  for  the  year  1870 
M  Ptimite  of  Armagh. 

ttll,(lC.  {T<M,  Q.C.,  and  Doibyn,  with  him),  for  the 
upeUtat— This  matter  is  a  ea$u»  omiuut  in  the  Act 
"at  intention  of  the  framers  of  the  statute  cannot 
be  npidsd,  and  there  is  nothing  to  meet  this  case 
imidetlMfonr  comers  of  the  Act.  TThe  11th  section,  dis- 
sdiingtha  Ecclesiastical  Commisdoners,  provides tibat  "all 
voper^,  leal  and  peiaonal,  at  the  date  of  the  passing  of 
at  Act  vested  in  or  belonging  to  the  Ecclesiastical  Oom- 
miaooBen  ia  transferred  to  and  vested  in  the  Commissionen 
ifpointed  nnder  thia  Ac^  snlgect  to  sll  tenancies,  chaiges, 
iuimibnnces,  ri^ts  (indoding  tenants'  ruhts  of  renewal), 
ot  labilities  affecting  the  same."  In  tbs  intermtetation 
<lnw  it  is  stated  that  "property"  shall  inelade  titiings  in 
utionandrights  of  action.  Has  this  transferred  the  right 
toawas,  levy,  and  receive  taxes  t  The  interpretation  cUnse 
aaiwlj  expanded  tlie  11th  section  so  as  to  indnde  cAoim 
autim,  in  order  that  after  the  dissolnticm  of  the  former 
oiitiu  corporation  of  the  Ecclesiastical  OommissionetB 
»iij  datt  dne  by  the  clergy  may  be  still  recoverable.  This 
ajwllayinent,  created  by  the  8  ft  4  WilL  ^  c.  87,  is  not 
uKHi^ed  ss  ]p>perty  but  only  as  a  tax  or  impost  Poor- 
i^iMiot  then  u  existence,  but  by  its  snbseqaent  intro- 
*™«  tie  payment  of  the  entire  poundage  by  the  derey 
"•da new  burden.  In  order  to  enforce  payment  of  4£e 
ntethe  llnd  section  enabled  the  Coorts  of  Chancery  or 
Manner,  on  the  hearing  of  a  summary  petition,  and  upon 
wpndnctioa  of  a  certificate  under  tiie  corporate  seal  of 
w  Eedoiastical  Commissiooers  of  such  tax  being  in  anear, 
to  usne  a  sequestration.  The  perpetoal  fluctuation  as  to 
po«-i»te  and  instalments  for  building  purposes  subsequently 
"*«  it  necessary  that  the  clergy  ahoiud  send  in  a  new 
'juoation  every  year.  The  scale  in  the  schedule  graduated 
JMtoi  from  24  per  cent,  on  £300  a-yearto  15  percent. 
to  ill  mcomea  exceeding  £1,195  a-year.  The  Ecclesiastical 
i^'MiiaBiooera  accordingly  got  a  statutable  power  to  levy 
u  mpoit,  for  wMch  pnrpose  they  could  iraoe  a  commission 
"ij  get  letoms.  In  a  certain  sense  they  acted  jndiciidly 
■w  had  a  power  of  investigation  in  addition  to  their  pro- 
^ctaiynght  The  impost  on  the  clergy,  who  formed  an 
**'f  of  the  realm,  was  of  a  public  character,  having  no  dia- 
j>K^  in  law  frem  a  rate  or  assessment  made  by  a  vestry, 
w  6rai  section,  in  dealing  with  an  undoubted  matterof  rate, 
■»  the  same  words  "  to  make,  applet,  or  levy  any  rate  or 
■^^oent"  We  contend  that  "property,  never  yet 
i^^  to  a  vestry- rate  or  assessment,  is  equally  inappUc- 
'w  to  a  rate  levied  in  the  manner  this  was,  ana  cannot  be 
PpUed  to  an  estate  of  the  community  more  than  if  all 
joe  subject  to  it,  so  that  "  property  "  cannot  carry  a  tax. 
•tani,  »ere  it  intended  so  to  carry  a  tax,  it  would  need 
Pw*!  words  to  fulfil  this  purpose.  The  3  &  4  Will.  4,  c. 
^only  empowered  certain  persons,  viz.,  the  Ecclesiastical 
«Bm«aioneiH  first  to  assess  and  then  to  levy  this  tax.  The  82 
V?  ^'  '^'  ^'  ''^°"^<^  ha-Ye  given  the  Commissioners  of  the 
■WKh  Temporalities  such  powers  to  assess  and  levy  as  were 
"■Wed  by  the  Eccledastical  Commissioners.  It  has 
Wuhed  the  procedure  for  such  a  purpose  created  by  the 
!^^  Act,  and  till  a  proper  tribunal  shall  dedde  the 
"buity.the  deigy  are  free  from  this  tax  in  1870.  How 
Wd  It  be  recovered  ?  No  certificate  under  the  seal  of  the 
o«-aboUahed  Ecdeeiastical  Commissioners  would  be  evi- 
•»,  nor  does  the  Act  show  that  in  this  respect  the  old 
'^amwrinners  have  been  succeeded  in  continuation  by  the 
^Conmdssioneis.  They  are  two  distinct  corporations, 
Bsiag  in  name,  special  powers,  and  mode  of  relief.  When 
"t  we  all  these  omissions,  and  "property"  does  not 


cany  tiiis  tax,  does  the  Act  itself  supply  these  defects  f 
Now  the  intention  of  the  Lenslature  is  to  be  derived  from 
the  words  of  the  statute :  Toriyet  v.  Brydgtt  (I  H.  L. 
1.)  A  power  to  levy  a  chargo  on  the  public  most  be 
constmeid  favourably  tor  the  public :  Stockton  and  Darlington 
Baiheay  Company  v.  Barrttt  (11  CL.&  F.590)  ;  in  thMa, 
yon  are  always  to  lean  against  the  construction  which  imposes 
a  burden  on  the  subject.  Now,  before  you  impose  a  tax 
which  requires  egress  legislative  provisions  to  authorise, 
you  must  make  the  case  rest  beyond  all  reasonable  doubt: 
Showy.  Suddin  (9  I.  C.  L.  221).  [Lawson,  J.— The  ques- 
tion is  whether  the  right  to  receive  tiie  tax  has  been  trans- 
ferred. The  statute  directs  that  the  benefices  shall  remain 
charged  with  the  tax.]  Yes,  if  the  tax  had  been  estimated. 
But  there  has  been,  uid  always  will  be,  a  fluctuation,  and 
the  power  of  adjudicating  has  been  taken  away.  The  pro- 
cedure lespeoting  arrears  due  after  the  death  of  any  spiri- 
tual peiwm  (Z  &4  Will. 4,  c.  37,  ss.  25  &  26),  was  a  system 
entirdy  artificial,  and  confined  to  that  case.  For  it  there  is 
required  a  certiflcate,  under  the  seal  of  the  Ecdesiastical 
Commissioners,  which  would  not  be  received  in  evidence  now. 
Law,  Q.C.,  and  Jf.  /.  Barry,  tor  the  Attomey-GeneraL — 
The  right  of  the  Commissioners  to  deduct  a  tax  has  been 
already  asserted  by  them  in  the  case  of  the  Sev.  William 
Smyth  King  (O.  Atkins'  Irish  Church  Beports,  43.  As 
to  the  provisions  of  the  3  ft  4  WilL  4,  c.  37,  the 
valuation  directed  in  section  14  was  necessary  at  the 
institution  of  the  tax.  A  revaluation  might  have  been 
made  at  the  pleasure  of  the  Ecdaeiastioal  Commissioners, 
but  need  never  have  been  made.  This  14tii  section  also 
imposed  on  all  livings,  ftc,  the  payment  of  a  perpetual 
annuity.  So,  in  section  18  everything  was  leit  to  the 
dLeasnre  or  discretion  of  the  Ecdesiastical  Commiasioners. 
The  Legislature  imposed  the  tax  on  all  benefices  exceed- 
ing £M0  in  yearly  value,  and  the  Commissionen  had 
only  to  classify  the  benefices.  Allowances  were  made,  and, 
no  doubt,  all  power  of  further  adjustment  is  now  taken 
away  since  what  has  existed  for  many  years  back  has  been 
oonmdered  a  fair  system  for  the  future.  The  22nd  section 
only  directed  a  cheap  mode  of  procedure  to  enforce  pay- 
msnt,  whidi  can  still  be  enforced  by  S]mg  a  bill  m 
Chamijery,  ftc.  [Liwsox,  J.— Does  the  Act  enable  a  dargy- 
man  to  denund  a  new  valuation  P]  The  18th  section  allows 
a  cleigymaa  to  make  a  new  return  only  to  enable  the  Com- 
mlasionan  to  make  a  fresh  valuation. 

Todd,  Q.C.,ia  reply. — There  must  be  an  annual  revision, 
for  poor-|«te,  countycess,  and  income  tax  are  three  fluctua- 
ting deductions.  Were  the  Poor  Law  Commissioners 
abdished  and  the  poorhouses  transferred  to  the  Secretary  of 
War  for  barracks,  would  he  have  power  to  levy  poor-rates  ? 

Our,  adv.  vuU. 
Liwsoir,  J.— A  qvestioB  of  considerable  importanoe  has 
been  argued  before  us  in  this  case— viz.,  the  right  of  the 
Commissionen  to  rscdve  and  enforce  the  tax  payable  by 
ardibishops  and  bishops  to  the  late  Ecdesiastical  Commis- 
nonsrs,  under  3  ft  4  Will,  c  37.  The  11th  section  of  the 
Irish  Chordi  Act  transfers  to  the  Commissioners  all  property 
red  and  personal,  at  the  date  of  the  passing  of  the  A^ 
vested  in  and  belonging  to  the  Ecolesiasticd  Commissioners, 
snbjeot  to  all  liabilities  affmiting  the  same.  The  word 
"  property  "  is  a  term  of  the  Iar{^  comprehension  known 
to  the  law,  and  in  ooastming  wills  and  other  instruments 
has  always  been  held— unless  restrained  or  eontrdled  by 
other  expresnons — to  pass  evonrthing  belonging  to  the  per- 
son making  the  disposition.  Tlie  wnd  most  reodve  at  best 
as  full  a  meaning  when  used  in  an  Act  of  Parliament ;  and 
therefore,  the  ouy  question  is  whether  the  annud  tax  and 
its  proeseds  at  the  date  of  the  passing  of  the  presnot  Act 
bdonged  to  and  were  vested  in  tiie  Ecdesiastical  Commis- 
sioners. This  tax  appears  from  Dr.  Ball's  report  to  have 
produced  to  the  Ecdesiastical  Commissionen  £18,000  a-year ; 
and  in  addition  to  it  were  two  annual  charges  fixed  in 
amount,  one  in  the  see  of  Derry  of  £8,000  a  year,  and  one 
ia  the  see  of  Armagh  of  £4,500,  which,  by  the  54th  section  of 
3  &  4  Will.  4  c.  87,  are  to  be  applied  to  such  and  the  like 
purposes  as  the  proceeds  of  the  tax  hereby  vested  in  the 
said  Commissionen.  Hence  the  proceeds  of  the  tax  were 
vested  in  the  Ecdesiastical  Commissionen.  The  33rd  section 
of  the  same  Act  directs  the  application  of  the  property  vested 
in  the  Commisdonen  in  these  words — "  All  and  every  the 
rents,  issues,  and  profits  of  all  lands,  tenements,  or  heredita- 
ments, and  the  said  annual  tax  and  the  proceeds  thereof, 
and  all  and  every  sum  and  sums  of  money  and  securities  for 
money,  vested  in  the  Commissioners,  &&,  shall  be  applied 
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for  the  porpoM*  foUowin^."  How  it  ia  powible,  thorafine, 
'to  contmd  that  tho  right  to  laeotothit  tax  mt  not  proporiy 
■rested  in  the  Oommiaioneii  upon  ipeei*!  tnuti  I  ooohm  I 
am  at  a  lo«  to  nndetatand.  The  application  directed  by  that 
'Section  it,  "  ttie  proTiding  chnroh  reqoiritea,  the  payment  of 
•alaries  of  clerb  and  awtons,  the  oailding  ana  repair  of 
ehniohea."  The  1 1  th  Motion  of  the  In«h  Obnreh  Act  trans- 
fen  all  property,  with  its  liabilitiea,  to  the  Oommiasioners  of 
Ohurch  Tempoitditiet,  and  if  the  Act  stopped  there  they 
'wonld  hare  been  bound  always  lo  to  appl^  the  funds ;  but 
the  Act,  carrying  out  its  policy  of  presemng  life  interests 
only,  makas  the  Commissioners  liable  to  pay  the  salaries 
of  clerks  and  sextons  for  their  lires,  bat  prohibiting 
them  &om  paying  such  as  were  appointed  after  the  passing 
«f  the  Act,  and  Umits  the  time  and  extent  to  whicli  tiiey 
were  to  sopply  chnroh  requisites,  and  repair  and  rebuild 
'Ohurches.  The  manifest  intention  of  the  Act  was  to  transfer 
to  the  Church  Commissionets  ererything  which  the  Ec- 
clesiastical CommissionerB  had.  The  words  used  in  the 
Irish  Church  Act  are  capable  of  bearing  that  meaning,  and 
ire  are  asked  to  ^re  a  narrow  and  fmed  oonstmetion  to 
them,  in  order  to  defeat  the  plain  intent  of  the  Legisktnre, 
«nd  to  giro  back  that  £18,000  a-year  to  the  holders  of  the 
benefices,  although  the  Act  only  intended  to  preserve,  not 
to  augment,  their  life  interests  in  the  rerenue  they  were 
•etnaUyenjoyingat  the  time  of  the  passing  of  thsAet.  It  is 
said  that  there  was  nothing  rested  in  the  Ecclesiastical  Com. 
miasioners  at  the  time  of  the  passing  of  this  Act,  except  tiie 
tax  then  due, and  any  arrears  of  it,  and  the  argument,  if  at  all 
«eand,  would  be  equally  effectual  to  show  that  the  future  gales 
of  the  free  charges  of  £6,000  and  £4,500  on  the  sees  of  Decry 
and  Armagh  were  not  capable  of  being  enforoed  as  to  the 
galas  arising  after  the  issuing  of  the  Act,  but  merged  in  tiie 
rerennes  of  those  sees.  This,  howsTer,  was  not  oontended 
for,  and  the  argument  rested  mainly  upon  the  Tariable 
itatttre  of  the  impost.  A  right  to  receiTe  and  levy  out  of  the 
See  of  Armagh  a  fixed  sum  each  year  is  property  in  the 
hands  of  the  persons  clothed  with  it ;  does  such  a  right 
-cease  to  be  property  because  the  amount  is  Tariable  instead 
of  being  fixed  as  a  per-centage  on  the  value  of  the  see  in  each 
year  ?  If  a  man,  had  under  a  deed,  to  receive  for  a  certain 
time  out  of  tiie  earnings  of  a  partnership  firm  a  certain  per- 
'Centage  in  each  year,  could  it  be  said  that  such  a  right  did 
not  pass  under  a  bequest  of  all  his  property  f  Thu  right 
of  the  Ecclesiastical  Commissioners  under  the  the  14th 
section  was  **  to  have,  take,  levy,  and  receive"  ^whioh 
wonld  be  the  language  in  the  creation  of  a  rent-charge) 
"therefrom  and  thereout,  from  and  after  the  times  when 
they  shall  become  void  after  the  passing  of  the  Act,  and  for 
ever  thereafter,  a  yearly  tax,  rate  or  assessment,  computed 
and  imposed  upon  such  valuation  according  to  the  rates  and 
•eales  snecified  in  Sohedule  A  "  The  machinery  of  the  Act 
ia  as  fbllows : — The  Commissioners  are  to  make  a  valuation, 
and  from  time  to  time,  as  they  think  necessary,  amend  it. 
If  the  Commissioners  do  not  call  for  a  new  nJnation,  the 
old  stands  as  the  basis  of  the  calculation.  Every  ecclesias- 
tical person,  therefore,  appointed  after  1833,  did  not  become 
Uabla  to  the  tax,  but  took  his  see  or  benefice  subject  to 
the  annual  charge  or  tax.  Therefore  the  cases  to  which  we 
have  been  refsrred,  as  to  clear  words  being  necessary  to  im- 
pose a  new  tax  on  the  snbjeot,  do  not  apply,  for  this  is 
not  a  new  tax,  but  a  charge  existing  on  the  benefice  at 
the  time  such  cams  to  the  hands  of  the  holder  thereof. 
The  preamble  of  the  3  ft  4  WiU.  4,  c.  37,  says  [His 
Lordwip  read  the  preamble].  In  the  same  way  there 
this  annual  tax  is  spoken  of  as  property  vested  in  the  Eccle- 
siastical Commissioners  for  the  purpose  of  executing  these 
trusts.  It  is  not  a  new  impost,  but  a  substitution  for  the 
first>fruits,  which  was  a  right  to  receivs  the  profits  of  the 
first  year's  revenues.  iSese  originally  belonged  to  the 
Pope,  till  the  omnivorous  Henry  Vni.  took  them  to  himself. 
Queen  Anne,  more  bountiful,  gave  them  baok,  not'  as  a 
present  to  the  owners  of  the  boDafioea,  but  to  be  applied  to 
the  purposes  of  the  Church,  which  act  of  hers  ■vras  oonfirmed 
by  the  2  Geo.  I,  c  16,  where  the  statutable  history  of  first- 
fruits  is  detailed.  It  was  then  found  inconvenient  to  make 
the  dergy  pay  all  the  sum  in  one  year,  and  payment  was 
spreAd  over  a  period  of  four  years,  and  the  3  &  4  WiU.  4, 
o.  37,  substituted  for  a  tax  payable  in  four  years  a  moderate 
charge  on  the  benefices,  payable  during  the  life  of  the  in- 
oumbent,  so  that  this  is  not  a  tax  of  recent  institution. 
These  first-fruits  were  jost  as  well-known  a  kind  of  pro- 
perty as  ware  tithes,  and  the  Crown  had  as  good  a  right  to 
them  for  ever  as  the  clergy  hod  to  the  latter.    Therefore 


I  consider  that  this  annual  charge  or  tax,  u  it  is  esllsd,  ii 
an  impost  snbjeot  to  which  an  incumbent  takes  bia  ben^te. 
^is  onl^  queraon  is,  whether  it  is  transfenred  by  viitiuof 
the  vestug  words  in  the  llth  section  of  the  Iridi  Qwdi 
Aet.  This  is  an  annual  charge  in  the  nature  of  t  not 
variable  in  amount,  but  permanent  in  character,  and  ii  h 
much  propmty  as  a  rent-oharge  issuing  out  of  Isad  nrjriiij 
with  the  price  of  produce.  It  has  been  argued  that  the  de- 
tails of  ttts  method  of  valuation  and  recovery  are  iiinpli& 
able  to  tbe  present  state  of  things.  I  agree  in  that,  bat  if 
we  oonaider  that  the  Legislature  intended  to  tiaaifsr  the 
right  to  the  Chnroh  Temporalities  Commissioners,  it  foUm 
tut  thoy  have  with  it  transferred  everything  iuddant  to  the 
valuation.  Where  there  is  a  right  there  is  a  rsmsdr,  tod 
although  the  special  remedy  no  loBger  exists,  a  remedy  will 
be  found  should  it  become  neoessair  to  have  recoone  there- 
to. Therefore  I  must  hold  that  tmis  is  not  a  ceum  ownai 
in  the  Act,  the  language  of  whidi  is  suffisiently  ooapitheii- 
sive  to  pass  any  kmd  of  property,  aud  that  the  primite  hu 
foiled  in  showing  that  he  should  be  relieved  from  thii  tu 
•ven  for  the  year  1870.  In  fact,  if  he  wen  to  be  rdisni 
for  the  year  1870,  I  do  not  see  why  he  should  not  lis  » 
altogether. 

Lord  MoKOX.— I  concur  in  the  dedsiMi  already  pro- 
aounoed.  I  was  startled  at  the  restricted  definitaos  d 
"property"  given  bjDr.  Ball,  and  I  looked  to  hear  citad 
by  him  decisions  which  would  show  "  property"  could  not 
induda  anything  in  the  nature  of  a  tu.  As  to  his  si^- 
ment  baaed  on  <Jm  fluctuation  of  the  annual  deduetiooi,  vt 
know  that  corn-rents  fluctuate  from  year  to  year  and  jtt 
they  can  be  made  the  subject  of  aa  agreonent  batwea 
landlord  and  tenant.  The  fallacy  umderlying  the  greats 
part  of  Dr.  Ball's  argument  'was  not  as  to  the  nature  oftht 
tax ;  but  in  that  he  assumed  that  the  Ecclesiastical  Com- 
missionen  could  have  been  compelled  to  have  an  aaseBaest 
made  yearly  of  the  tax.  The  aaaeasment  odco  msdemight 
have  gone  csi  for  ever  if  the  Ecclesiastical  ComraiMoaaa 
did  not  choose  to  alter  it ;  so  that  the  machinery  erected 
for  the  assessment  of  the  tax  in  1833  -was  not  necsssaiyia 
the  purpose  of  its  recovery  in  1870.  As  to  the  aignmBt 
respect&g  the  purposes  to  which  the  tax  should  be  appUei 
I  was  struck  at  finding,  if  it  'were  correct,  that  duiuiig;  sD 
this  year  I,  as  one  of  the  Commissioners  of  Qiird 
Temporslities,  had  been  performing  a  needless  doty  of  n* 
pairing  churches  in  IreUmd.  On  the  whole  I  have  no  dealt 
whatever  but  that  these  funds  passed  to  us  under  the  jn* 
visions  of  the  32  ft  33  Vict,  c  42,  s.  11. 


FOBEIGS  TBIBinrALS  ft  JIIBISPBVDEHC& 

AMEBICA. 

Judge  Strong,  of  the  United  States  Sopreme  Court,  ha 
recently  deddM  that  a  State  cannot  directly  or  indireetlj 
tax  persons  passing  through  or  out  of  it  This  the  State  of 
Delaware  indirect^'  attempted  to  do  by  levying  a  t»x  ou 
the  cash  value  of  every  share  of  the  stock  of  every  iiiliw 
or  canal  doing  buiness  in  that  State,  and  a  tax  upon  the 
companies' net  earnings.  It  slso  authorised  a  specific  1*^ 
upon  every  locomotive  and  every  possengor  and  eveiy  fiew" 
car  used  by  any  railroad  company. — Ckitago  Ltoil  atiM- 

The  question  of  right  to  reserved  seats  at  concerts,  which 
has  caused  a  good  deal  of  annoyance  at  Syracuse  and  elM" 
where^  was  recently  decided  by  one  of  the  Washiogtos 
Coun^  Court  judges,  who  held  that  all  seats  })revioa>l7  m- 
cured  by  ticket  were  the  pro^ty  of  the  {Mrson  for  whoo 
they  had  been  secured,  and  might  be  oocapied  or  aUowed  to 
remain  idle  for  that  particular  entertainment  at  bis  or  her 
pleasure. — Aliany  Law  Journal. 

A  Connecticut  judge  has  decided  that  clairvoyance  or  se- 
cond sight  is  not  fortune-telling ;  a  Maine  jury  hu  P^'"  * 
verdict  Tor  clairvoyant  medical  advice.  — Aliany  Ltv  /«««•. 

Judge  T.  O,  P.  Vernon,  of  the  fourth  district  of  Sonth 
Carolina,  has  been  impeached  by  the  Legislature  fordruokes- 
ness.  The  judge,  as  soon  as  ha  learned  the  result  ot  tw 
impeachment  tnal,  discharged  a  batch  of  prisoners^^f  * 
this  action  he  has  besn  ordered  to  appear  before  the  Assembly 
to  answer  for  contempt. — Albany  Law  Journal. 


The  County  Court  Judgeship  of  Cironit  No-  6  has  beoo?*; 
vacant  by  the  demise  ol  Christopher  Temple.  Beq-i  Q-C,  «<■*! 
had  held  the  offloe  since  18£d.  This  drcoit  embiaoes  OUliti% 
Bochdale,  Saddleworth,  Salford,  and  Bacup. 
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OBITVAST- 

c.  T£MPL£,  Esa,  ac. 

Wa  hire  to  ncotd  the  death  of  Chriitopher  Temple,  Eiq., 
Q.0,  Cbuoallor  oi  the  County  Palatine  of  Durham,  and  a 
oomty  eomt  judge,  who  expired  at  hia  London  reddenoe^  in 
UpjMT  Bedfod-plaee,  on  the  21st  of  January,  at  the  ad> 
nioed  age  of  <uhty-eiz  years.  The  daoeased  gentleman 
TO  the  son  of  Christopher  Temple,  Esq.,  of  Owemygoek 
Hootgontrjilure^  and  was  one  of  the  oldest  membws  of  the 
£g^  bar,  having  heen  called  to  the  bar  at  Linaoln's-inn 
on  the  2tid  of  May,  1810.  Mr.  Temple  was  created  a  King's 
Comisalinl834,  in  the  same  year  that  Lord  Chelmsford 
fhm  Hr.Fndeii«k  Thesiger)  and  Sir  Ktsioy  Kelly  re- 
tared a«ralk  gowns;  and  as  a  Queen's  Counsel  he  stood 
mt  in  lank  to  Matthew  Darenport  Hill,  Esq.,  Q.C.,  lata 
Oosuminmer  of  Bankrupts  for  the  Bristol  distnot.  who  also 
"took  dk"  sod  leoeiTed  a  patantof  preoedenoein  1834,  and  is 
It  ths  htad  of  the  list  of  Queen's  Counsel.  In  1851  Mr. 
Tenple  wu  appointed  Temporal  Chancellor  of  the  County 
Fiktins  of  Durham,  in  snooessioa  to  Sir  R.  T.  Kindersley, 
vbo  teeuM  a  Vioe-Chanoellor  in  that  year.  He  was  ap- 
vbM,  ia  June,  lft6fi,  a  county  court  judge,  with  juris- 
oietioo  orer  Ciiouit  Ko.  5,  embracing  parts  of  Luicashire 
md  Torkihire.  Mr.  Temple  made  three  attempts 
ki«ttt«Buliamettt,  heiag  unsnooassfol  on  each  occasion — 
aHM^,in  Deoembor,  1832,  for  the  borough  of  Finsbury, 


ncMifil  eandidatea),  on  which  oooasiMi  he  polled  fi78 
votei;  ud  lastly,  in  February,  1844,  for  the  borough  of 
Cniai,  Wilts,  on  Mr.  Sotheron  accepting  the  ChStem 
&ndndi,  whan  he  receiTcd  67  rotas.  By  his  marriage 
«ifl>  MiM  Barnes,  of  Islington  (who  pre-deoeased  him),  Mr. 
tmjjk  kad  a  fiunily  of  &re  sons  and  four  daughters.  One 
«ikanisis  Christopher  Temple,  Esq.,  a  member  of  Lin- 
eoh'ijaa,  sow  a  puisne  judge  of  the  Swreme  Court  of 
CqliB. 

MB.  A.  O.  CODD. 
Kr.ArSrar  Gambl*  C«dd,  barrister-at-law,  died  at  Tor- 
lino-iTarae,  Oamden-road,  on  the  16th  of  January,  at 
tit  ip  of  flftyflTe  years.  Mr.  Codd  was  called  to  the 
wit  the  Inner  Temide  in  May,  ISfil,  and  was  a  member 
a  tilt  Home  Otcni^  practising  also  at  the  Colchester, 
<«laafi«d,  Hertford,  and  St.  Albans  sessions.  He  was 
*«dce4,a  few  weeks  ago,  by  bronchitis,  which  snbsa- 
jwatly  reached  the  longs,  and  proved  fatal.  He  will  be 
iipetted,  u  a  kind-hearted  and  genial  man,  by  many  who 
UTi  bttn  accustomed  to  meet  him  at  the  above-named  ses- 


b«ra,  Messrs.  T.  O.  H  yde,  W.  P.  Hughes,  0.  Bedford,  O.  A. 
Bird,  and  F.  Corbett,    solidiors  (all  of  Worcester), 
elected  members  of  the  committee. 


dOCISIIES  AND  nrsTiTUTioirs. 

W0BCB8TER  AXD  W0R0E8TBB8HIRE  LAW 
SOCIETY. 

Ths  snnnal  general  meeting  of  this  sodety  was  held  at 
H  oKMter  on  the  IStii  Jannarv,  when  the  following  mem- 
■*  we  present : — Messrs.  AUen  (president,  in  the  chair), 
v^e  (viee-prendant),  Holden,  Stallaid,  B.  P.  Hill, 
«M,  Beale,  Hyde,  Bird,  and  Corbett.  The  report  of  the 
■uBittee  showed  that  there  were  84  members  praotinng  in 
M  city  of  Worceatar,  as  against  3fi  last  year,  and  33  mem- 
|"*pMtiaiiiff  in  the  eonnfy,  with  one  eleoted  at  the  annual 
M^,  aakoig  24  aa  against  19  last  ymtr.  Twenty  bar- 
>^an  iubacribera  to  the  library.  The  legal  measures 
SMing  the  profession  brou^t  forward  in  Parliament 
Biiig  the  last  session  had  received  the  earnest  attention 
I  the  committee,  viz.,  the  Solidton  and  Attorneys' 
wweration  Act,  the  Lord  Chancellor's  Land  Transfer 
sU,  ud  other  meaanres.  A  deputation  from  the  society, 
Kloding  the  president  and  Mr.  Hyde,  attended  the  annual 
fMoag  of  the  Metropolitan  and  Provincial  Law  Aasocia- 
*i  it  BristoL    The  treasurer's  accounts  (audited)  showed 

fwttee  of  £38  13s.  Sd.  to  the  society's  credit,  as  compared 
'«hfJ7  4s.  3d.  laat  year.  The  following  officers  of  the 
!W  *••»  appointed  for  the  current  year :— Mr.  John 
Wj«ke,  solicitor,  of  Droitwich,  president;  Mr.  G.  W. 
*^,  solicitor,  of  Worcester,  vice-preaidmit ;  and  Mr. 
"^  Allen,  solicitor,  of  Worcester,  was  re-elected  treasurer 
wtwMmyseeretaiy.   Besides  the  above  es  oj^ieui  mem« 


LAW  STUDENTS'  DEBATING  SOdETT. 

At  the  meeting  of  this  society  held  on  Tuesday,  the  a4th 
inst.,  the  question  discussed  was  Ko.  oxdii.  Jurisprudential, 
"  Is  it  advisable  that  women  should  be  members  of  School 
Boards  F" 

Mr.  Warmington  opened  the  debate,  and  the  question 
was  decided  in  the  negative  by  a  snail  majority. 


LAW  STUDEiriS'  JOURKAL. 

LECTURES  AND  LAW  CLASSES. 

The  Council  regret  to  announce  that,  in  consequence  of  the 
continued  indisposition  of  Mr.  Fitzroy  Kelly,  the  Equity 
Lecturer  and  Reader,  it  has  become  necessaiy  to  m^e  lieu 
arrangements. 

To  enable  the  Coancil  to  meet  the  difficolty,  Mr.  Bompas 
has  kindly  consented  to  commence  his  course  of  lectures  and 
classes  at  an  earlier  period  than  was  originally  intended. 

Until  the  usual  recess  at  Easter,  the  Lectures  and  dassas 
on  CnnTeyancing  and  Common  Law  will  be  continued,  in 
oenformity  with  the  following  table  :— 

Common  Law. 
H.  M.  BoMPA%  Esq.,  Lecturer  and  Seadsr. 
Jan.  27, — Friday,  Lecture— 6  to  7. 
Jan.  30,— Monday,  Class  A— 4.30  to  6. 
Jan.  31,— Tneaday,  Class  B — 4.80  to  6. 
Feb.  1,— Wednesday,  Class  C— 4.30  to  6. 
Feb.  3, — Friday,  Lectnre — 6  to  7. 
Feb.  «,— Monday,  CUss  A— 4.30  to  6. 
Feb.  7,— Tuesday,  Class  B — 1.30  to  6. 
Feb.  8,— Wednesday,  Class  C— 4.80  to  «. 
Feb.  10, — Friday,  Lecture— <  to  7. 
Feb.  18,— Monday,  Class  A— 4.80  to  9. 
Feb.  14,— Tuesday,  Class  B— 4.80  to  6. 
Feb.  15,— Wednesday,  Class  C— 4.80  to  9. 
Feb.  17,— Friday,  Lecture— <  to  7. 
Feb.  20,— Monday,  Class  A— 4.80  to  9. 
Feb.  21,— Tuesday,  Class  B— 4.80  to  6. 
Feb.  22,— Wednesday,  Class  C— 4.80  to  9. 


H.W. 
Feb.  24,—: 
Feb.  27,—: 
Feb.  28,-  ■ 
March  1, 
March  S,- 
March  6,- 
Mansh7,' 
March  8, 
March  10, 
March  13, 
March  14, 
March  15, 


Com  vsy  AKonra. 
Elfhinstoni,  Eeq.,  Lecturer  and  Reader. 
Friday,  Lecture — 6  to  7. 
Monday,  Class  A— 4.30  to  9. 
Tuesday,  Class  B— 4.30  to  6. 
-Wednesday,  Class  0— 4.80  to  6. 
-Friday,  Lectnre — 6  to  7. 
-Monday,  Class  A — 1.30  to  6. 
-Tuesday,  Class  B— 4.80  to'6. 
-Wednesday,  Class  C— 4.80  to  6. 
, — Friday,  Lectnre — 9  to  7. , 
—Monday,  Claas  A— 4.80  to  6. 
—Tuesday,  Class  B— 4.80  to  6. 
—Wednesday— 4.30  to  6. 


CALLS  TO  THE  BAB. 


The  undermentioned  gentiemen  have  been  called  to  the 
bar:  — 

MiDDLB  TmpLB,  Jan.  98.— Hector  Graham  Browne; 
James  Henry  Nelson,  Mji.,  ICambridge  (late  Fellow  of 
King's  College) ;  Henry  Denny  Warr,  M.A.,  Cambridge 
(Fellow  of  Trinity  Hall) ;  Frederick  John  Staples-Browne, 
Benjamin  Law,  M.A.,  Oxford;  Walter  Mytton  Col^n, 
L.L.B.,  Cambridge;  Charles  Metcalfe  Dick,  Francis  South, 
George  Laughton,  Richard  Ini^<">'  Dansey,  B.A.,  Oxford ; 
James  Cmiekshank  Roger,  William  Augustus  Bonnaud, 
Edmund  Albert  Nuttall  Royds,  George  Charles  Kilby, 
Charles  Coleman  Dillon,  Jacob  Thomas  Geoghegan,  BJL, 
Trinity  College,  Dublin;  and  Edgar  Hut<£in8on  Little, 
M.A.,  Oxford,  Esqs. 

IiTNER  Tekfle. — Henry  Herbert  Stephen  Croft,  M.A., 
Cambridge ;  Cornelius  Neale  Daltoa,  M.A.,  Cambridge ; 
Henry  Wagner,  M.A.,  Oxford ;  William  John  James,  RA, 
Cambridge ;  Francis  Henry  Blackbnme  Daniel),  MA., 
Cambridge ;  William  Wightman  Wood,  B.A,  Oxford  ; 
William   Henry  Walter  Ballantine,  L.L.B.,  Cambridge; 
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James  Jaidine,  H.A.,  CamMdge;  Arthur  Edwtrd 
Clarke,  B.A.,  Cambridge ;  Cluurlei  Welsbj,  B.A.,  Cam- 
bridge; Henry  Anchade  Harben,  B.A.,  London;  John 
Henry  Crawford,  B.A.,  Oxford;  Charlee  Jamee  Tairing, 
BJl.,  Cambridge ;  laaac  Biohard  Beece, B.A.,  Cambridge; 
Thomas  James  Saoderson,  Cambridge  ;  Percy  Gye,  the 
Hon.  Frederick  George  lindley  Wood,  B.A.,  Camlnidge  ; 
Edmnnd  Kelly  Barley,  LI^B.,  CambridM ;  Henrv  Lyon 
Anderton,  B.A.,  LL.B.,  Cambridge;  Edward  Morten, 
B.A.,  Cambridge  ;  Qeorge  Flood  France,  B.A.,  Oxford  ; 
and  Oeorge  Herbert  Horrell,  M.A.,  Oxford,  Esqs. 

LmooLH's-iHN. — Sidney  James  Owen,  M.A.,  Oxford; 
Alexander  William  M'Doogall,  B.A.,  Cambridge;  James 
Lempriere  Hammond,  ILA.,  Cambridge  (Fellow  of  Trinity 
College)  ;  Eaglesfield  Bradshaw  Archibald  Lockhart 
Smith,  M.A.,  Cambridge  (Fellow  of  Chtisfs  College); 
Christopher  Henrr  £:dmnnd  Heath,  B.  A.,  Oxftnd ;  Percy 
Hitford,  Rossell  Donnithome  Walker,  B.A.,  Oxford ;  John 
Timms,  B.A.,  Cambridge ;  William  Bann  Kennedy, 
B.A.,  Cambridge  fellow  of  Pembroke  College) ;  Arthur 
Johnston  Hackey,  B.A.,  Oxford ;  Wallwrn  Poyer  Burnett 
fihepheard,  B.A.,  Camlnidge  ;  Robert  Wardrop,  Unireirity 
of  Edinburgh;  Thomas  MaiUand  Gibson,  B.A.,  Oxford; 
Henry  Ernst  Hall,  B.A.,  Cambridge ;  George  Pemberton 
Leach,  B.A^  Oxford ;  Edward  John  Watson,  'B.A.,  Cara- 
brid^;  William  Wilbraham  Ford,  B.A.,  Oxford;  Jam- 
ahedii  Jivanji  Chiadar,  H.A.,  Bombay  UniTersitr ;  Hormns- 
jee  Festonjee,  B.A.,  Bombay  Uniyetsity  ;  Harold  Carlyon 
Qore  Browne,  B.A.,  Cambridge;  Alexander  Robertson, 
U.A.,  University  of  Edinbnii^';  and  Cteorge  Robert 
Elsmie,  University  of  Aberdeen,  Esqs. 

Osat's-Imm.— William  Bowen  Rowlands,  M.A.,  Oxford 
(oertiflcate  of  honour,  first  class,  Michaelmas  Term,  1870). 


COITST  PAPKB8. 


SPRING  CIRCUITS  OP  THE  JUDGES. 
The  following  circuits  have  been  fixed,  viz.: — 

Horn. — Cookbum,  C.  J.,  and  Hannen,  J. 
Hertford,  February  28 ;  Chelmsford,  March  6 ;  Maidstoma, 
March  13  ;  Lewes,  March  39 ;  Kingston,  March  27. 

OxTOBD. — Bovill,  C.  J.,  and  Montague  Smith,  J. 

Beading,  February  27 ;  Oxford,  March  S  ;  Worcester, 
Mareh  6;  Stafford,  March  10;  Shrewsbury,  Mardi  20; 
Hereford,  March  23;  Monmouth,  March  sf  ;  Glonoester, 
Mareh  SI. 

Nonrouc Sldly,  C3.,  and  Blackburn,  J. 

Oakham,  February  28;  Leicester,  March  2 ;  Noitiiamp- 
ton,  March  6 ;  Aylesbury,  Mareh  9  ;  Bedford,  Match  13  ; 
Huntingdon,  March  16;  Cambridge,  Mareh  18;  Norwich, 
March  23 ;  Ipswich,  March  29. 

WsBTOur.— Byles,  J.,  and  Pigott,  B. 
Winohester,  February  25 ;  Dorchester,  March  3 ;  Exeter, 
starch  8 ;  Bodmin,  Manh  16  ;  Taunton,  March  30 ;  Doviaes, 
March  27;  Bristol  March  SO. 

Mn>i.Ain>. — Brett,  J.,  and  Cleasby,  B. 
Warwiok,  February  2t ;  Derby,  March  2  ;  Nottingham, 
March  8;  Lincoln,  March   11  ;  Twk,  March  17;  Leeds, 
March  as. 

QUEEN'S  BENCH. 

This  court  will,  on  February  I,  and  on  the  three  following 
'days,  hold  sittings,  and  will  prooeed  in  disposing  of  the  oases 
in  the  New  Trial,  Special,  and  Crown  Papers,  and  any  other 
matters  then  pending,  and  will  give  judgment  in  oases 
standing  for  judement. 

The  Court  wiU  also  hold  a  sitting  on  Wednesday,  Feb- 
ruary 22  for  the  purpose  of  giving  judgment  only. 


COURT  OF  PROBATE  AND  DIVORCE. 

New  RVLS  UNDBB  THB  JOBT  ACT,  1870  (PaTKBNT  OP 
JVBORS). 

The  following  rule  was  published  in  the  Probate  Court 
«n  January  24  : — 

"  In  Her  Majesty's  Court  of  Probite. — Whereas,  by  the 
22nd  Beotion  of  the  Juries  Act,  1870,  it  is  enacted  that  the 
remuneration  of  special  jurors  and  common  jurors  shall  be 
jiaid  by  the  parties  to  the  causes  to  be  tried,  and  for  that 
purpose  each  of  the  said  parties  shall  deposit  such  snm  of 
money  as  may  be  determined  by  any  rule  of  the  Court  in 


which  the  cause  is  defieadin^,  and  such  dsposit  shall  lie 
made  in  such  manner  and  with  such  officer  as  tiie  Coatt 
may  prescribe : — ^Now,  in  order  to  provide  a  fund  for  raeh 
remuneration  of  the  jurors   when  trying  sausss  in  thii 
court,  the  Court    doth    order  and   direct,   that  in  ill 
cases     standing    for    trial    at     this     present     nttingi, 
the    party    at   whose    instance    directions    wen    gins 
for  the  trial  of  the  cause  by  a  jury  shall  pay  to  the  recorl 
keepers  of  this  court,  at  the  principal  Wfultrj,  on  or  slniit 
the  8th  day  of  February  instant,  in  special  jury  caoies,  tlw 
sum  of  eighteen  guineas,  and  in  common  jury  oansn  the 
sum  of  six  guineas ;  provided  that  if  theparty  whokytldi 
order  is  ordered  to  pay  the  above  deposit  shall  make  Muh 
therein,  any  of  the  other  parties  to  the  cause,  whenorlwim 
such  oanse  is  called  on  for  hearing,  may  pay  tiie  same  to  the 
registrar  in  attendance  at  Westminster,  snd  in  default  of  tiie 
same  being  paid  the  cause  shall  be  struck  out  of  the  lilt, 
waless  the  Court  shall  o&erwise  order.   And  tiie  Contdoth 
further  order,  that  in  oases  not  standing  for  tiisl  at  thii 
present    sittings,   the  party  at  whose  instance  direeliini 
shall  have  been  given  for  the  trial  of  the  cause  by  s  jury 
shall,  ten  days  at  least  before  the  first  day  of  the  temii 
wbidi  they  stand  in  the  list  to  be  tried,  deposit  with  the 
said  record  keepers,  in  special  jury  causes  tiie  snm  of  ei(;htes 
gnineaa,  wad  in  common  jury  causes  the  sum  of  ox  gnineti; 
provided  that  if  tiie  patty  who  by  this   Older  is  ordered  to 
make  the  above  deposit  shall  make  deCaolt  tharein,  any «( 
the  other  parties  to  the  cause  may,  on  or  before  t>ie  fint  in 
of  the  term  in  which  the  case  stuids  in  the  list  to  be  tried, 
make  such  deposit,  or  if  the  cause  has  been  ordered  to  he 
tried  by  a  special  jury,  mayinlien  thereof  make  the  dspoat 
of  six  guineas  as  for  a  common  Jury,  in  iriiioh  latter  srest 
the  eauM  shall  be  tried  by  a  common  jury.    Botifnomi 
deposit  is  mads  either  for  a  special  or  oonunon  jury  on  ct 
before  the  day  last  aforesaid,  the  cause  shall  be  tned  by  the 
Court  Useir.— Dated  the  24tb  day  of  January,  1871." 
A  ooiresponding  mis  was  published  as  to  divorce  oaasit. 

HUMOROUS  PHASES  OF  THE  LAW. 
A  soourr  ron  thb  raaTxirnoK  of  csveltt  to  uwntt. 
I  have  lately  experienoed  two  severs  shocks  upon  dj 
nervona  system.     This  foot  haa  led  ma  to  oontemplate  the 

?iropriefy  of  astabliahing  some  system  of  protection  ier 
awyers.  Of  oonrse,  it  is  oonoeded  that  aa  a  class  w«  M 
utterly  reprobate  and  given  over,  and  that  when  we  dies* 
must,  nearly  all  of  na,  go  to  the  bad.  However,  as  in  thit 
event  we  shall  nnqneetionably  be  aooompanied  by  a  nit 
majority  of  our  olienta,  much  of  the  bittemen  of  that  n- 
flaotion  ia  extraoted.  But  it  it  omel  ligr  a  person  of  m- 
perior  getdns  or  virtue  to  be  oontinnally  orewing  over  one 
to  whom  Providence  haa  been  lesa  bounteous  or  SsUs 
more  attentive.  It  is  naughty  to  throw  stones  at  a  dronkes 
man.  And  so  it  is  wrong  for  olergymen  and  other  linlea 
and  untempted  men,  to  twit  na  lawyeca  vrith  our  fallen  ooo- 
dition.  Now  my  idea  ia^  that  we  ought  to  band  together 
for  self-proteotion  against  these  ang&o  assaults,  or  thit 
the  State  ought  to  fhrnish  a  system  of  police  for  oa 
defence.  I  am  usually  very  partionlar,  when  I  go  out  of 
town  to  court,  to  oonocM  everything  indicative  of  my  pio- 
fession,  but  in  going  to  Albany  the  other  day,  I  forgot  n; 
aoonstomed  caution,  and  tied  my  bundle  of  papers  with 
red  tape.  On  the  oars  I  was  sharply  ■omtinissd  by  i 
dyspeptic  and  saintly  gentleman,  who  looked  too  good  tor 
this  world,  and  ont  of  whose  shoalders  I  expected 
momentarily  to  see  a  pair  of  wings  sprouting ;  present); 
he  i^proaohed  me,  and,  in  a  hollow  voioe,  asked  me  if  I 
were  not  a  lawyer — mnoh  in  the  manner  that  you  woan 
aakoneif  he  were  not  the  Devil.  I  repliedinadepteostoiT 
manner,  that  I  was  one  of  that  unhappy  and  despised  race. 
Thereupon  he  pressed  upon  me  a  printed  paper,  at  sros 
length,  aa  if  I  were  a  leper,  and  hastily  ratroated.  I  read 
the  paper,  which  was  in  the  words  and  figures  following  '.-^ 

"AND  TKBK? 

A  young  man,  whom  I  had  known  aa  a  boy,  came  (* 
an  aged  professor  of  a  distinguished  continental  nnirer^'^ 
with  a  face  beaming  with  delight,  and  informed  him  ihit 
the  long  and  fondly  cherished  desire  of  his  heart  iru  at 
length  falfiUed,  his  parents  having  given  their  consent  tt 
his  studying  the  profession  of  the  law.  As  the  onirenifl 
presided  over  by  his  friend  was  a  distingaiahed  one,  he  bil 
repaired  to  its  law-school,  and  was  resolved  to  spare  ^ 
I  labour  or  expense  in  getting  through  bis  studies  as  qaicuf 
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ad  iblj  M  ponibla.  In  thia  BtTam  he  oontinaed  far  aome 
im;  ud  whsn  he  pansad,  the  old  num.  who  had  been 
•tgomg  to  bim  with  great  petienoe  and  kindnaoe,  gently 
■id, "Well,  and  when  yon  haTefiniahed  yoor  career  of 
Is^,  whit  do  yon  mean  to  do  then?"  "  Then  I  ihall 
ika  my  degree,"  anawered  the  yoang  man. 

"And  then?"  aaked  hia  venerable  friend.  "  And  then," 
gotiaaed  the  youth,  "  I  ahall  have  a  number  of  difficult 
Dd  knotty  caiea  to  manage  i  and  ahall  attract  notice  by 
If  (loijaaBoe  and  wit  and  aontenew,  and  win  a  great 
ffoMioa.' 

"And then?"  repeeted  the  aged  man.  "And  thent" 
ipUad  the  yooth ;  "  "Why,  then  tiiere  cannot  be  a  qneatioa 
ili*]l  be  promoted  to  some  high  office  in  the  atate,  and  I 
laQbaoonieridh." 

■'  And  then  t"  "  And  then,"  panned  the  young  lawyer, 
tben  I  ihall  live  oomfortably  and  honourably  in  wealth 
id  raapeot,  and  look  forward  to  a  quiet  and  happy  old 

"And  then?*  repeated  the  old  man.  "And  then"  said 
w  ToqUi,  "  and  ^en — and  then— and  then  I  ahall  die." 
[ere  hii  reneiable  liatener  lilted  up  hi*  Toioe  and  again 
fted  with  idenuiity  and  emphaaia, 

"And  then  f'  Whereupon  the  aapring  atadent  made  no 
■wer,  bat  caat  down  hia  head,  and  in  silence  and  thonght- 
iliien  retired.  Thia  laat,  "  And  thok "  had  pierced  hia 
«ut  liln  a  sword,  had  darted  like  a  flaah  of  lightning 
ito  liis  aonl,  and  he  could  not  didodge  tiie  impreaaion. 
Hie  molt  waa,  the  entire  change  of  Ua  mind  aiiid  ooane 
if  hk  life.  Abandoning  the  study  of  the  law,  he  entered 
ipon  that  of  diTinity,  and  spent  the  remainder  of  hia  days 
1  tha  laboon  of  a  miniater  of  Christ. — No.  154,  Amtriean 
Swi&oay." 

Now,  one  of  the  main  porpoaea  of  my  society  for  the 
FmoitioD  of  Cruelty  to  Lawyers  would  be  to  issue  tracta 
•intd  it  other  people  t^an  Lawyers — aay  clergymen,  for 
intuot.  Adopting  the  foregoing  oonrteona  and  winning 
o^t  II  my  model,  I  would  anggeet  the  following : — 

"Ajn>  THSN? 

A  jaofaaB,  who  never  was  a  bov,  came  to  an  aged  pro- 
fonr  o/t  distmgnished  law  school,  with  a  face  foil  of 
gnn'tj,  tnd  informed  him  that  the  long  and  fondly 
eiemied  desire  of  bis  heart  was  at  length  fulfilled,  hu 
pmti  hiTing  given  their  consent  to  his  studying  the  pro- 
Uon  of  divinity.  As  the  university  with  which  his 
nend  wu  connected  was  a  distinguished  one,  he  had  re- 
aind  to  its  divinity  acbool,  and  waa  resolved  to  spare  no 
■kon  or  expense  in  getting  through  his  studies  as  quickly 
ad  M  ably  ss  pcsaiele.  In  this  strain  he  continued  for 
•SMtime;  and  when  he  paused,  the  old  man,  who  had 
sei  hutesiiig  to  him  with  great  patience  and  kindness 
ntlj  aud,  '•  Well,  and  when  yon  have  finished  your 
Mer  of  study,  what  do  you  mean  to  do  then  ?"  "  Then 
ihall  take  my  degree,"  answered  the  young  man.  <*  And 
to  ?"  uked  his  venerable  friend.  "  And  then,"  con- 
■Bad  the  yonUi,  "  I  shall  have  a  great  many  knotty  and 
Boilt  dogmas  to  reconcile  with  common  aenae,  and  shall 
tnct  notice  by  my  eloquence,  my  dignity,  and  my  abuse 
lawyenand  other  bad  men,  and  shall  claim  to  wield  the 
l*er  at  the  Almighty  in  condemning  to  perdition  all 
■gymen  and  other  Chriatiana  who  shall  dare  to  differ 
an  me  in  opinion,  and  the  memben  of  all  professions  who 
all  dare  to  contend  with  the  clergy  for  a  share  of  the 
■pact  and  confidence  of  their  fellow-men.  and  shall  win  a 
Mt  reputation."  "  And  then  ?"  repeated  the  aged  man. 
ind  then !"  replied  the  youth ,  "  Why,  then,  there  cannot 
•  s  qnaatico  I  shall  be  called  by  some  weiUthy  oongrega- 
»,  and  shall  marry  a  rich  wife."  "  And  then  ?"  "  And 
"n."  pnisned  the  young  divine,  "then  I  shall  live  com- 
(tabljud  lazily  m  wealth  and  respect,  and  look  forward 
>t  <taist  and  happy  old  age."  "  And  then?"  repeated  the 
lamu.  "And  then,"  aaid  the  youth,  "and  tben— and 
""—and  then  I  ahall  probably  die."  Here  his  venerable 
Manar  lifted  aphis  voice,  and  again  asked,  with  solemnity 
Id  aotphasis,  "  And  then  t"  Whereupon  the  aspiring 
went  made  no  answer,  but  oast  down  his  head,  and  in 
Ksce  and  thooghtfniness  wsa  retiring,  but  as  he  got  to 
■  floor,  he  slowly  and  sadly  answered,  "  Why  then  I  sup- 
«ja  1  ihall  be  sonry  I  wasn't  a  lawyer."  This  last  "  and 
*">  r  had  pierced  hia  heart  like  a  sword,  had  darted  like 
t'f''  of  lightning  into  his  soul,  and  he  could  not  dislodge 
''f  jmpnaaion.  The  result  was  the  entire  change  of  his 
*™udooarM  of  hia  life  for  the  better.    Abandoning  the 


itody  of  divinity,  he  entered  upon  that  of  the  law,  and 
■pent  the  remainder  of  his  days  as  an  honest,  nsefhl,  and 
avil  lawyer. — N*.  154,  Soeitty  for  Hu  Prnentian  of  Cru*Uy 
to  Lawftri,"——Frtm  the  Alimy  Lent  Jotfmal. 


PUBLIC  COHPAiriES. 

OOTXBHMBNT  FCHOS. 
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S  par  Cent.  ConSOla,  91) 
Oltlo  for  Aooooat,  Feb. «,  S2t 
I  per  Cent.  Radnoad  «I| 
New* per  Cant., M| 
Do.  14  percent.,  Jan.  *l« 
Do.  If  per  Cent.,  Jan.  '•« 
Do.  a  percent.,  Jan. 'IS 
Annaitiea,  Jan. '10 — 


AnaniUas,  April,  'as 

Do.  (Bed  Sea  T.)  Aug.  1901 

8x  BlUs,£tOOO,  —  per  Ct.  10  p  » 

Ditto,  4«M,  Do  —  10  p  m 

mtto,£IOO  A  £]00,  —  10  p  m 

Bank  of  Bnslmad  Stook,  4i  par 

01.  (last  hair-yasr)  U9 
Ditto  for  Acooaat, 


IHDIAir  OOTSBHIIEKT  BKCUSITIXS. 


India  Stk.,  10lpCtJtpr.T«,»N 

Ditto  for  Aeooont 

Ditto  tperCent.,Jalr,'S«  110) 

Ditto  for  Aooonnt,— 

Ditto  4  perCeal..  Oct.  'SS  lOt 

Ditto,  ditto.CerUHoatea,  — 

Ditto  Xalhoed  Ppr.,  apar  Cent.  t(% 


Ind.lnf.Pr.,a  pC.,Jan.''i  100 
Ditto,  y  par  Cent., May, '79  IDS) 
Ditto  Dabantnrea,  per  Cent., 

AprU,'64  — 
Do.  Do  ,6  par  Cant.,  AsK.'7S  IDS 
Do.  Bonda,  4  per  Cl.,  41000  20  p  m 
Ditto,  ditto,  under  4I00»,  10  pat 


BAILWAT  8T00E. 


Bailwaya. 


Stook 
Stock 

Stock  I 
Slock; 
Stock  I 
Stock' 

Slock 

St.iCk 
Blotli 
Slock, 
Stockl 
Sliickl 
Block; 
Si  nek 
Slock 
Slock 
Slock 
Block 
Sluvkl 
Slock 
Block 
Slock; 
Bt.Kk 
Stock! 


Bristol  and  Bzslar „ 

Caledonian 

OlasgOT  and  Soath-Weatem 

Qnmt  Baatern  Ordinary  Stook   

Do., laat  Angltan  Stoek,  No.  1 ..... 
Qreat  Northern 

Do.,  A  Stook*    

rlreatSoatbern  and  Weatem  of  Ireland 

(treat  Weatern— Original 

Iianoaahlre  and  Torkalilre  ~ 

U>ndon,  Brighton,  and  South  Coaat.. 

i<andon,Chathami  and  Dover 

London  and  North-Waatem.....,.,. 

London  and  Soath- Weatem    

.tanehaster,8h«lll«ld,  and  Unooln 

.^tropoUtan „ 

Midland  

Do.,  Birmingham  and  Derby 

Hortb  BritUh   

North  lA)ndon 

North  StaSordshlra 

South  Devon 

Sonth>Eaatern 

TaffVale 


Paid.  Cloiiag  prices- 


I  zd' 


*  A  taoatvaa  no  dividend  nntll  t  par  oanl.  haa  beea  paid  to  B. 


MoXBT  Ua&KBT  and  CITT  iKTBLLiaSKCS. 

The  markets  have  made  an  upward  movement  iqwu  the  late 
newa,  which  aeemed  to  herald  the  beginning  of  the  end  of  the 
war.  The  funds  have  improved ;  the  foreign  market  ia  parti- 
cnlarly  strong :  railways  abo  are  firm,  and  prices  have  advanced 
almoat  everywhere.  There  ia  still,  however,  a  cautious  disposi- 
tion on  the  part  of  the  puhlio,  it  being  felt  that  peace  may 
yet  be  diatant. 


THB  OuaOFOKD    AMD      QODALKINO    CoUKTT     COVRTS.— 

By  an  raderin  council  dated  the  14th  of  Jannary,  1871,  the 
distriot  of  the  ootmty  court  of  Surrey  holden  at  Qooalming  was, 
from  the  17th  inat.,  consolidated  with  that  of  the  county  court 
holden  at  (Juildford,  and  the  two  will  henceforth  form  one 
dlatriot.  The  Court  will  ait  at  Qaildford  once  in  every  two 
months. 

It  has  been  decided  hy  the  Supreme  Court  of  lUinoia  that 
there  is  no  power  to  oontinne  a  child  in  a  reform  school  unless 
it  has  bean  convicted  of  crime.  — A  lian  y  Zatt  Journal. 


antTBS,  KAKBIASIS,  AND  DEATHS. 

BIBTHS. 

Aston— On  Jan.  11,  at  13,  Pembroke-gardens,  Kensington, 
the  wif&  of  James  J.  Aston,  £aq.,  Q.C.,  in  the  County  Pala- 
tine of  Lancaster,  of  a  son. 

Qkiin— On  Jan.  18,  at  10,  PortUnd- terrace,  Southampton, 
the  wife  of  H.  O.  Qreen,  Esq.,  of  a  son. 

MiLLBB — On  Jan.  26,  at  268,  Camden-road,  tho  wife  of 
Daniel  James  Miller,  Esq.,  solicitor,  of  a  son. ' 

Sturobb — On  Jan.  25,  st  19,  Dnrhsm-villas,  Fhillimoisi- 
gardens,  Kensington,  the  wife  of  Dedmus  Stuiges,  barrister' 
at-law,  of  a  daughter. 
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HABRIAOES. 

lOKQUrT— H»  w  ITT— On  Dm.  6,  at  Bycnlla  CImrth,  Bombay, 
CharlM  Anhibald  JjasgiBf,  lolleitor,  Bombay,  to  Sarah 
Elisabeth,  only  danghtar  of  Lint-Col.  W.  S.  Hewttt,  Bom- 
bay Stair  Corpi. 

DEATHS. 

OmKKD— On  Jan.  16,  at  66,  Clapham-road,  Thomas  Orannd, 
aoUdtor,  ag«d  74. 

TsKPLa— On  Jan.  21,  at  16,  Upper  Bedfoid-pUoe,  W.C,  in 
hii  86th  year,  Chriatcmher  Temple,  Eeq.,  Q.C.,  Cluinoellor  of 
the  County  Palatine  of  Durham,  and  a  ooimty  court  judge. 


LOIDOI  GAZETTES. 

PnAiiUmal  PartaanUpa  DiHolTad. 
TaisAT,  Ju.  2«,  1(71. 
Webatar,  'Wm  Slukaipaar,  k  Hy  Arthar  Qnbam,  Ely-pl,  Holbon, 
SoUcUon  aad  AtconM7»-«t-L«w.    Jaa  1 3 . 

Wfaitat-m  of  Joint  Sttek  OompaalH. 

niD4T,   JU.M,  ISTl. 

Unuono  n  CauioiaT. 
SUpton  aad  WbarMale  Riilmy  Company.— Credltort  are  reqalrad,  on 
or  before  Feb  14,  to  Mad  their  samel  ud  addretaee,  and  the  particn- 
lanef  their  debu  or  claimi,  to  Oeerge  KendalL  Sklpton.  Tneidajr. 
Feb  28  at  13,  la  q>polntad  for  beaiioc  end  adlodlcatlag  npoo  the  debt) 
and  dafani. 

LnaTiD  n  OuJKmn, 
Bahamian  Olaae  Osmpaay  (UiaUad). — Credilcn  are  required,  on  or  be- 
fore Feb  30,  to  Msd  their  ntmee  uid  addrwiM.  and  the  particnlan  of 
their  debt!  or  claims,  to  UUler  fc  UUler,  Sharborae-Isae,  loUcitsts 
for  the  Uqaidaton. 
iraBt.y-Mw7n  MbsinK  Oomptnr  (Limited).— Fatltian  for  windtaig  up, 
presented  Jan  It,  directed  to  be  heard  before  TIce-Oheneellor  Baeen 
on  Jaa  tS.  Whitakoue,  LiaeolnVlnn-fields ;  agent  fbr  Hartisoa, 
HolTwell,  Mlieitor  for  the  petltlonert. 

nnaoiT,  Jaa.  24, 1171. 
VwLoam  la  Cbakcibt. 
Kerada  freehold  Fropertlee  Tmit.— Crediton  are  reqnlred,  on  or  be- 
Ibre  Feb  38,  to  send  their  namei  and  addreeiss,  and  the  particnlan 
of  their  dabti  or  claims,  to  Jai  Ford,  M,  Moorgata-tt.  Wedneadty, 
Uaivh  8  at  12,  is  appelated  for  hearlnf  and  a^Jadlcatlng  upon  the 
debts  aad  elalms. 

LmxsD  la  CBAaoiBT. 

La  Uaaeha  InigaUon  and  Land  Company  (Umited).— Vlce-Chancellor 
Malina  haa,  bj  an  order  dated  Jaa  14,  ordered  that  the  abore  com- 
pany be  woand  np  by  this  eeort.  Wedlake  ft  Letts ;  agents  for  Deakin 
•  Dant,  Wolrertuunptoa,  soUclton  ibr  the  petitioners. 

Enropee)!  Bank  (Limited).— Crediton  who  hare  not  already  sent  in 
noHoea  of  their  claims,  are  reqnlred,  on  or  belbre  March  3S,  to  send 
tbeir  nanua  and  addressee,  and  the  partiealan  of  their  debts  or 
claims,  to  Frsdeilck  Whinney,  8,  Old  Jewry.  Monday,  April  IT  st  12, 
Is  appclnted  tat  hearing  and  adlndlrathig  upon  the  debts  aad  clainu. 

MstropoUtan  PnbUa  Carriage  and  Beposttory  Qimpasy  (United).— Peti- 
tton  to  wiadlng  ap,  presented  Jsn  34,  dlreeted  to  be  heard  tielbre  the 
Xsatar  of  the  Bolls  on  Feb  II .  Dodd,  New  Bmd-st,  eoUdtor  for 
the  petitioner. 

Nantsos  Coasols  Mining  Company  (Limited).— The  Master  tt  the  Bolls 
bas,  tv  aa  order  dated  Jsn  14,  ordsied  that  the  abore  oompany  be 
woud  ap  by  this  eoort.  Freeborn,  Booklatsbnry,  soUoitor  for  the 
petitlonars. 

Mndly  SooittiM  MMdred. 

ToaaDST,  Jsn.  24,  ISTl. 
Batoombe  and  Upton  NoUe  Frieadly  Society,  Batoombe  National  School, 
Bstcombe,Ssaeraet.    Jan  38. 


Onditon  aadgr  EiUtM  ia  Olwaeary. 

Lait  Sag  0/  ProoJ, 

FamaT,  Jsn.  20,  1871. 

Banes,  Joseph  Oonpil,    Aberdeen-pl,  Usida-hill,    (7ent.     Feb    M. 

Bntberlord  •  leott,  T.C.  Malins.    Barron,  Great  Jsmes-st,  Bedford- 
tow. 
BeynoD,  Alfred,  UsTerforawest.    Feb  SI.    Walleise  Macyohoreh,  V.O. 

Staart.    Jobn,  Here rford west, 
Baston,  Wm,  Canterbury-pl,  Old  Eent-rd,  Oent.    Finkarton  e  Eaaton, 

M.K.    Jones  ft  Co,  Toolcy-st,  Sonthwark. 
Godly,  John.  Tonbridge,  Kent,  Miller.    Feb  38.    Godly  e  Godly,  V.C. 

Stuart.    Palmer,  Tonbridge. 
Lawrence,  Wm  Thoa,  Newbury,  Berks,  Law  Clerk.    Feb  28.    Lawrence 

r  Lawrence,  V.C.  Stuart.    Godwin,  Mewbuiy. 
Bicardo,  Catbcrine,  Cliestet-sq.     Feb    11.    Dickaen  >  Blcardo,  M.R. 

Wilde  &  Co.Collega-hlll. 
Steward,  Thos,  Lower  BucUand,  Harited.  March  1.  Bnokae  Steward, 

V.C.  61<urt.    Weymao,  Ludlow. 

TinanAT,  Jan.  24,  IBTI. 
Atklnaon,  Mary,  Bamee,  Snrrey.    Feb  6,    FISber  »  Jobaaon,  T.C. 

Smart.    Pike  ft  Son,  Old  Borliagton-st. 
CoaoUy,  Dr.  John,   HanweU,  Mlddz.     Feb  30.    Flanis  *  Take, V.C, 

Staart.    Thompson  It  Groom,  Baymond-bldgs. 
Lsmon,  Msrk,  Oawley,  Soissz,  Esq.    March  1.    Bltehiee  Lemon,  U.K. 

Keazaey,  Old  Jewry. 
Mooras,  Samoel,  Upper  Norwood,  Snrrey,  Gent.    Feb  18.    Fanons  • 

Smith.  V.C.  MsUna.    Tomer  &  Co,  Bed  Llon-sq,  Belbom. 
Pnry,  Robert,  Ipswich,  SnlTolk,  Esq.    Feb  28.    Perry  e  Bacon,  V.C. 

Staart.   Bbodea  ft  Co,  Cbancery-laae. 


Perry, Robert Cobbold,Klageton,aanv,Baq.    rak28.  lanyTBiM, 

V.(j,  Stoart.    Rhedea  ft  Oo,  Chaaoaty-Iaaa. 
Vllliami,  John  Ed warda.  Chapel  Lawn.  Salop,  Farm*.  Mli.  Vil- 

Hams  e  Hamar,  M.K.    Patera,  KaJghtSB. 

Cnfiton  aadtr  82  ft  aS  TIet  oif.  tt. 

iMt  Dun  <lf  CUhmk. 
FaiSAi,JaB.20,UTl. 
Bsnglsy,  Jobn,  Hnntiogdsn,  Baker.    Tab  18.   MsaleftBarta,Eir 

tingdea. 
Barlow,  Samael,  Dirmington,  Sooarset,  Gent.    Msrehl.  Doaunk 

Canninir. 
Baxter,  Blehard  Wm,  Onlldferd,  Surrey,  Gent.   March  1.  Sockk;t 

RasselI,GoUd(bid. 
Osmbrsy.John,  Warmington,  Warwick,  Oant.   IN)  28.  XntM  I 

Stockton,  Banbnry. 
Cateott,  Wm,  Wells,  Sonetset,  Baker.    MarA  I.    HeUs,  Wdli, 
Cstt,  BeiO  Batley,  Ipswich,  SnffloSc,  (ianL    ICay  1.    Jsckaoss  t  Sm, 

Ipswieh. 
Collier,  Aaron,  Knaresboroogh,  Tork,  Gent.    Manh  21.  mdariaa 

Knareaboroogh. 
Cowlis,  Hy  Jas,  Ask  Tna,  Staflbid,  Uoaaaed  IHctasUv.    la  S 

Charlea,  Rogalsy. 
Creie,BopbU,Briztoa-hlll.  Splnstsr.    Esb  It.    Jonas  tiOg,Uaaa 

Fonataey-hilL 
Croetfald,  Thoa  PBiUnson,  Water  MUoek,  Cambedaad,  OlM.  lad 

3.   SimnaoB  ft  North,  Lpool. 
Dixie,  Ephraim,  Alcoabnry,  Hnnttngdon,  Wheelwright  !»;!•.  Xok 

ft  Bsrtoa,  Rnntingdoa. 
FreamanU^  Wm  Cooke,  Melbooma,  Anattalia,  rabeaia.  An  I.  be 

dail  ft  Angler,  Gray's-inn-pl. 

Gala,  Mery,  Oraags-id,  Dalston,  Widow.    Fab  11.   JtasibOb,l» 

renee  Poantney-hill. 
Groes,  Chaa,  Ipswich,  Suffolk,  Oent.    2Iareb  it.   JsekSHatta 

Ipawlcfa. 
BataUnson,  RsTCbaaEdwud,AiVart|BanpaUi«.  Msiakl.  W< 

Chichsster. 
Kerrtdee,  Hsanah,  Margate,  Kent,  Widow.    Feb  20.    Bantam *«■ 

brook. 
Leekwood,  By,  Great  Tay,  Basx,  Famer.    Feb  it.   Wlttsy,  OEks- 

ter. 
Lncas,  Tboi,  Stratford-npon-AToa,  Warwick.    Hatch  U.  loHat 

(^,  Stratford-npon-ATOo. 
Paskln,  Chss  Ottey,  Dudley,  Woieeeter,  ont  nfbnitnew    FtbU.Cs- 

dtcott  ft  Penning,  Dudley. 
Fhillipps,  Wm,Royal.exchaag»-bldga,  Shipowner.    FAH.  Ma 

ft  Qnita,  Flnsbnry-olrcas. 
Fries,  Joseph,  Woroester,  Pnblicaa.    Feb  2a.    Ooiflm,  Waneaa- 
BUea,  Samuel,  Bedblll,  Suaey,  Gant.   March  U.   riioa,Alctaiil- 

lane. 
SImma,  John,  WDmoote,  Warwick,  Oent.    Mardi  17.   BoHata 

Stratford-npen-ATon. 
SlTcn^isepb,  Kngston-upon-BuU,  Victualler.    Feb  22.  Is|kal> 

Co,  Kincston-npoa-Hnll. 
Smalley,  (MO  Hoberte,  Sydney,  New  South   WalaeiGonawatlB*' 

nomer.    March  I.    Ktaber,  Lcmbard-et. 
Tompkins,  Sarah,  Berkhamstad,  Bertford,  Widow.    Marsh  1.  Of] 

ft  (To,  Hemel  Hempited. 
Waller,  Wm,  Bnmswlek,  Tork,  Martar  Karinar.   Maich  II.  flnr^i 

Pannett,  Whitby.  , ' 

Watkins,  Joseph,   BattholOBew.^Uas,  Eentish-lowB,  Gsat.  Mli 

Walker,  Fltsroy-it,  Fitaroy-sq.  . 

Wilkinson,  Ohas,  Kiagitoa-npoa-HnU,  Stoekbroker.  March  I.  Tillit 

Gathiag,  KlaptOB-npan-HuU. 


'.  Afriii.  n;{ 


TuiaDAT,  Jan.  24,  ISTl.  < 

Bell,  Geo,  Bolton-le-Moora,  Lancaatar,  Iroafonndar.   A|(ill.  Bi!!W 

ft  Son,  Bolton.  . 

Bennett,  Robert Dewer,  King  Wlltlem-et,OfaaciBt-orass,AicUtML  Ml 

it.    Hara^  John-et,  BedtKd-raw. 
Btennaad,  Jamas,  Pembatton,  Lancsstar,   Fbrawr, 

WIgaa. 
Brown,  John,  BIrkdale,  Seuthpart,  Tannailai,  CtoaL    Masikl 

tin,  Lpod. 
Brown,  Sarah,  Blrkdala,  Sonthport,  lanrastar,  WMow.   MiRhl 

tin,  Lpool.  ^ 

Bryant,  WmBleks,Somentt.tt,  FDttman..aq,  Otat.    FSbN,  raa 

Hughes,  New-eq,  LlneOln*e.lnn. 
Clarke,  Hannah.  Cbarlwood-ei,  Plffllioo.    Fab  24.    Draper,  VtaaBI 

Wartailnster. 
Ooie,  Hannah,  Viotoria-groTe,  South  Keaaii^^n.    F«k  1.  UA  *< 

Bread-st,  Cbeapside.  _^ 

Comber,  Marr,Clapham'«d.  Widow.    Feb  21.    mUoagliby,  UntM 

pi.  Strand.  ^ 

DaTid,  Hy  John,  Tonbridge  WelU,  Kent,  Oent.    Marcli  ■■  M 

Tanbridge  Wells. 
Godson,  MilUcent  Ella  Eamu,  Cliaeold-td,  Stoke  NewtngMB.  ■> 

30.    Bertram,  Ubiary.ehamben,  Temple. 
Keatea, Geo,  Leyton,  Essex,  Auetiooeer.    Match  1.   HOIanT**'^ 

stsll,  Fenchnich-bldgs. 
Larer,  Oeo,  Braintree,  Eataz,BnUdar.    Manh  16.    VelsyftOnas 

ton, Braintree. 
Ung,  By,  Norwiob,  SoUdtor.    March  25.    Twdt.  Norwkh. 
Magrath,Uy  Jeeeon,    Chaleot  Boose,  Hampataad,  OenL  uia 

Bertram,  Library^hambers,  Temple. 
NielioUe,  Jaa,  Prtskil ^    ~     ■ 

Hareribnlweat. 
Fattiuon,  Joseph,  Carliale.Taanat.    Uarah  1.    Donald,  Caittia. 
Peterkin,  John,  Cantelowes-rd,  Camdea-town,  Marlaer.     nsrei 

Wild  ft  Oo,  IronmoDger-laae. 
Rezford,  Jane  Wertoa,  Thomtoa-row,  Otaenwlch.     Feb  14- 

Gny's-ian-pl.  „_„ 

Street,  Ann,  Little  Backswood  Farm,  Soaasx,  Widow.    Feb  4.  IM 

Horiham.  ,     ^ 

Woolssy,  Robert  Moosey, Norwich. BeUdtor.    Kaiekt.  Tar*"'' 

wieh. 


lly-rach,  Pembroke,  Fkimer.     Merck  t  R 
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Bukrnpti. 

WnoAi,  Aa.  M,  1*71. 

Vaia  the  Bankruptcy  Act,  18S9. 
Gnlttn  Bill  kmrd  tlieir  proob  of  OaMi  to  th*  BigUlnr. 
TvSaimdar  InliOBdaii. 

IM,BTlted,*M<«  Lnrit. Oiwhni-bUn  BubigliaU^ rabUo 
Inonttiu.  IMJuK.   Unnj.  AnilSlI. 

MnMk,a«IlaaB,  LjodhuU-rd,  PmUuid,  Got.     Fit  Jan  IT. 

imitw.  n»<(tll. 
KKtatU,  iln  Jm  J*ba,  N«r  Scoi-M,  (MomI.    Pet  Jtn  IT.  Brou- 

kok  tetlttl. 
rat,  Muiln  Tbot,  Uwdow-pl,  lamteth-cd,  Bttind  Sargton.      FM 

Jan.  ?tn*-   Ju>'>  XI*- 

To  Samndar  In  the  Countiy. 
iUa<,Fatar,llMelMfleld,  OhMtar,  SOkDrar.     Pet  Jan  16.     lUir. 

'"T*"*!".  fet  I  at  11. 
Mnnrtk,  GkM,  WakaMd,  York.  IkUor.     Pit  Jan  IT.     Itoaon. 

WtttltU,riklatll. 
hm7,St<aka,HullDgdaa,  Itenar.   Fat  Jan  IS.    Oaehai.   Patar- 

tana|b,m4at  II. 
Dpoa,  Jaki  Radk,  *  Hr  Alctnua  Wait,  Maneb,  Menhanta.  Fat  Jan 

IT.  Uj.  Ibaeb,  Feb  S  at  10. 
Im.aiit  BaaJalHt.  Battanaa.  Bear  Batallar.     PatJaalT.     Vtl- 

kvUr.  Waadawonb.  Fab  1  at  10. 
latlM,Wai  MoiaMo,  Utni,  Tabaawolat.     P»t  Jaa  M.     Cbaaailar. 

Bln>,ro>iatll. 

«i>,Jabi  Oftaw,  FatrienH,  T«ii<iaahli%  Sawing  Oottsa  MaanlM- 
tmr.  FatJulT.    Haltcn.    SalABd,  Fab  1  at  11. 
mn,Fna,l4oal,TaaMaTobant.     Pat  Jan  IT.    Wataoa.     LpooL 
tAiixt. 

Mr,  Sao,  Wett  Omraa.  I  oT  W,  Boildar.     Fat  Jan   IT.     Blaka. 
ll»>al,Fili4tt  11. 

TssaDAT,  Jan.  *4,  ItTl. 
7Bder  the  Bankniptejr  Aet,  1869. 
Oittsn  mgat  Itarward  their  proob  of  dabta  to  the  Kagtatrar, 
To  SoTTendar  in  London. 
■"■"•II.  Uhert  Adolphoa,  Cppar  Bakir^  Portman-aq,  Snrgaon 
IwM.  rat  Jaa  19.    Pepja.    Peblatll. 

■^QiM,  Gt  Camtaidga-at,  Haekaax-rd,  Boot  Makar.     Pat  Jaa  M. 
M<.  ribiauil.SO, 

'■"^  Va,  St  Tboaaaat,  Bonthwaik,  Buvleal  laatnimant  Uakar. 
.fMteU.  ^Ung-Biea.    Feb  fat  II. 

iw,  tM;,  fc  oao  lAtimar,  Eaatohaap,  Chamical  Agenta.  Pit  Jan 
a.  tub.  Feb  lOal  11.30. 

TtP^  Bt  LaoBard'».at,  Flalieo,  Joannyinaa  Cablmt  Kakar. 
™lttl».  aprtng-Bin.    Fab  e  at  la. 

To  Bnrrander  in  tha  Coontry. 
'j^J^Maaeh,  Eaat  ImUa  Merchant.    Pat  Jan  1».    Kay.  Maneb, 

^n^loM,  80000*8  Farm,  Majfleld,  Soaaaz,  Farmer.     Pit  Jaa 
*  il^n.    Timbridga  Walla,  Feb  6  atS.SO. 
■"•'■Iwe,  Aetoo,  MUdx,  Builder.    Fat  Jaa  M.  Butoo.  Bnnt> 
*<>M4atM. 

'■*^IUkaa.D■dI(r,  Boot  MaaolMtaror.     Fet  Jaa  19.     Walker. 
£*J.  Fab  »  at  11. 

•q.  HcH  Haatfaixi,  Saaaex.  Lodging-bonae  Kaepar.     Fat  Jaa  It. 
'«(■  Baatlaga,  Feb  11  a«  11.10. 

BAMKRUFT0U8  ANNXTUXD. 
FuoAT,  Jan,  SO,  ISTI. 
^  »vr,  Hanrfordweat.  Lloauad  Yletnallar.   Jaa  17. 
TciasAT,  Jan.  J4,  ISTI. 

Mai(,Wm,4  Saml  Walter  Bowaa,  Fljrmoatb,  OoTon,  Wbolaaalo 
"■n.  Jaa  IS, 
•■u,naa,l^far'rbaniaa-at.Ce«lMarcbaBt.   Jaa  11. 

nRSI  MEETINOS  OF  CBEDROBS. 
FaiSAT,  Jan.  10, 1871. 

*|!;jT7b«a,PDrtBia,8onUiamptoa,  Dealer  la  Coala.    Fabtatll, 

^■noT  Ohibp,  8t  OcotRe'a^,  Portiea. 

^P"""  ""i  Wblaaihampton,  ScaAird,  JoonteTman  Wbaelwilgbt. 

*', ^lijOt itfee of  Barraw,  ()oeea-et,  WolTenumpton. 

'■'■»•  waloot.Batb,  Bootmaker.    Jan  SO  at  II,  at  ofBceof  WU- 

MM  Ihag-at,  Qnaaa-aq,  Batb. 

7«.  aaM.  Maitna-pl,  Coanmarcialid  Eaat,  Eattar.    Fab S at  12, 

;M,CbaBfatile.    Levli  k  Wataon. 

■■ijtabt,  BoboD-id,  Ba]rawater,  oat  of  bnaineaa.    Jan  SO  at  S,  at 

■«  of  Wright,  Cbaaeerr-lane. 

*;  <y»er,  Haaale,  Tork.  Batcher.   Jaa  31  at  3,  at  office  of  Baed, 

■■*i>V<ha«befB,  HoU. 

M,  Joaa  By,  Hait-st,'  Bloomabnrr,  Boildar.    Feb  1  at  S,  at  offlea 

*<*l«r,0!d  Jewry. 

>^aataabeid,Dnitaam,  Boildar.    Fab  1  at  12,  at  offlea  of  John- 

"•■J^-at,  MeweaaUa-apon-TrM. 

^vV:*  **■!  BOion.  iMda,  Jotoaia.   Feb  6  at  II,  at  «acaa  of 

mas  Sna, Eaat-panda,  Laeda. 

^,  Bwbev,  AabtoD-aaOar-Ljrne,  I«seaaUr.  Innkeeper.    Feb  1 

: ^  'iS"  **  ™«o«»  OU>u,  Aabton-nnder-Lyne. 

«.  USa,  WelUngton,  Sakn,  Hoaier.    Feb  8  at  II,  at  oOaaa  of 

'*<<'^SeB,  abard|.at.  Wdlli«ton. 

ma,  Vb  BlaokbaiB,  Glaaceater4d,  Kew,  Bnilder.    Feb  6  at  II, 

;«*  of  Batebelor,  Eaaex<it,  Strand. 

p<u>Jeba,  Lower  Vala-pl,  Haauaenmllbwrate,  Bootaukar.   Fab 

ai^itoflKa  af  Tbcipa,  Craaboom-at,  Leieeater-aq. 

*•  wbaarae,  k  Jaa  Smith,  Maneb,  HerctaanU.    Feb  6  at  1,  at 

ta«(  BaUA  Jaalen,  Eaeax-at,  Maneb. 

^Aadk  By.  Ba«aBt«t,  Olorer.    Feb  3  at  1,  at  offloea  of 

"na  k  Miatoi,  Qreabam^t.    Rooka,  Kesiick,  ft  Co,  King-at, 


Oelllna,  Jaa  Wm. nocilMd, Bntahar.    Feb*  at  U.atafleai<  JamU. 

Falace-yd,  Bantord. 
Bdwarda,  Banaab,  Walaall,  StaOnd,  BMer,    Fab  S  at  3,  at  oOee  of' 

Kbawortb,  Bridg»4t,  Wedneebsrjr. 
MBa,  Geo  Haekatt.  DnHai^  WUta,  Wine  Marrhaat    Jaa  Slat  I,  at  th*- 

B<7al  Hotel,  BaUu 
FanAok,  John  Biaaaatt,  HoUoww-cd,  OHmaa.    Fab  1  at  2,  at  eOeaa  af- 

Fattaraon  k  Go,  BouTaria-at,  Fleat-at. 
Flaek,  Jaa,  HIgb-at,  Lowir  Norwood,  OUmaa.    tVb  1  at  1,  at  o0oa  of 

Attanboroagh,  8t  Paal'»<hnrchyard. 
Oaraet,  Ckaa,  Morlar.  York,  Shoemaker.   Fab  1  at  11,  at  oOee  of  Din- 
ning tt  Kay,  Cookridge-at,  Laeda. 
Oaaeoisa,  C^  Lpcol,  Iconmongar.    Fab  <  at  I,  at  oAloaa  of  aaonden  k 

BradboiT.  0berr7-tt,  Birm.    Foiahaw  k  BawUna. 
OMney,  Thoa  Bawion,  Baaloo-rd,  Olgar  Manhaat.   Jan  aS  at  ^  at. 

oSea  of  Ager,  Bsmard'a-hm,  Holbom.    Lneaa,  Barnard'aHnn,  BoU 

bora. 
Habberton,  Hjt,  Sodburr,  Snftblk,  Pellmonger.     Feb  10  at  3,  at  the 

Angel  Hotel,  Bnrr  St  Kdmoad'a.    Salmon  ft  Son. 
Harder,  Stephen,  k  Jeeeph  Hartley,  Bradknl,  Tork,  Caaemakan.    Feb 

T  at  3,  at  office  of  Harria,  Leeda>rd,  Bradfbtd. 
Hooman,  Thoa,  Oxfbrd-at,  Qlaai  Decorator.    Fib  8  at  11,  at  office  af 

Doboia,  Greafaam-bldga,  BaainghaU-at.    Doboia  ft  GrUUha,  Chaicb- - 

paaaage,  Oaildball-rd. 
Hompbraj,  RoM,  Gaaport,  SoothamptOB,  Caipaatar.    Fab  1  at  II,  at 

office  of  Walker,  Union-at,  Portaaa. 
Baa,  Wm,  Brlalol,  Grooar.    Fab  1  at  II,  at  cdkea  of  Headeraon  ft  Sal- 
mon, Broad-a^  Briatol. 
Janfca,  JeeeA,  Jaa,  WolTathamptoa,  Slaflird,  General  Broker.    Feb  i- 

at  1  IfU  <nBca  of  Craaawell,  Biuton-aL  WolTediampton. 
J<aea,Tbee,Badlay,  Salop,  Ucaneed  TlotoaUar.   Fab  1  at  ll,atoaee 

of  NewOl.WelUngtoo. 
Jooea,  Wm  Baoklay,  Lpod,  Sblpwrli^  Feb  S  at  3,  at  cOtoea  of  Irani  k 

liookett,  Commeroe  ehambere,  Leed  et,  Lpod. 
KiriCj  Hngh  Mootgeowry,  Preeton,  Lanoaatar,  Drqier.    Feb  3  at  11,  at. 

office  of  Forabaw,  Cannon^t,  Preetoa. 
Lm,  Fndk,  Daabory,  Baaex,  Orocar.    Feb  1  at  II,  at  the  BeU  laa,. 

Cbelmaford. 
Lewie,  Wm  Bicbd,  Ehondda-rallay,  GlaaMrna,  Oroeer.    Jan  M  at  12,. 

at  the  Inetitate-obambara,  Pontypridd.    BeoWngham,  Brians. 
Locaaoiore,  By  Wm,  Bomaey,  Hanta,  Innkaepar.    Feb  1  at  11,  at  tha 

Inna  of  Coort  BoM,  Holbom.    Hooper,  Newport. 
Maekaneea,  Geo,  Northampton,  Agent.    Fab  S  at  1,  at  the  Chamber  e( 

Commerce,  Cora  Ezebang».4iarada,  Haftbampton.  Jei&iy,  Newlaod, 

Mortbamptoa. 
Madge,  John,  Hookway,  Deroa,  Bootaiaker.    Jan  IS  at  It,  at  the  Ship 

Hotel,  Craditon.    Flood,  Kuler. 
Marriaon,  John  Hy,  Monkwearmonth,  Dorbam,  Steal  File  Mannfietarer.. 

Fab  I  at  1 1,  at  offlea  of  Sawall,  Gray-et,  Hawoattle-apon-lVai. 
Mattbnn,  Hy.  Sheffield,  Joiner.    Feb  1  at  11,  at  offlea  of  Tattanhall, 

<)aeea4t,  Sheffiald. 
Menyweatber,  Chia,  Leiceetar,  ChaaUat.  Feb  1  at  11,  at  the  BeU  Hotel.. 

Lefeeeter.    Fowler  k  Smith. 
Mcrtua,  John,  Lpaol,  Lleeneed  VietaaUar.   Feb  I  at  3,  at  offlea  af  For- 

reet,  Fenwiek-ohamben,  Fenwlek-at,  LpaoL 
Moabllan,  Artln ,  Oborlton-opoa-Madloek,  oat  of  bnaiien.    Jaa  30  at  3,. 

at  offloea  of  Btorer  ft  Co,  Foantato-it,  Ifeneb. 
Myott,  Thoa,  Hohne,  Laneeiter,  Oroeer.   Jan  31  at  IS,  at  offlea  of  U 

Tett,  Cioee  el. Manch. 
Nowidil,  Idwd  UeweUyn,  LlaogoUea,  DeaUgh,  Bairdraeeer.    Feb  S  at 

II,  at  aOlee  of  Sherratt,  Brya  y  flynnoa-ledga,  Hopa-et,  Wreabam. 
Flak,  John,  btrand,  Daalar  in  Mnaleal  laitmiaeatk  Feb  S  at  3,  at  oOoa 

of  Webb,  Dnlen  BankHibemben,  Oany^t. 
Plekcrlng,  £aml  Joeeph,  Leedi^  Proriiion  Dealer.    Feb  1  at  3,  at  offloa 


of  Splntt,  Beef  pifade.  I 
Oawtborp,  Wm,  WakaflaM,  Tork,  Bntahar.   Jan  31  at  3,  at  offleea  o( 

Fernandaa  k  GUI,  Croaa-eq,  Wakefield. 
BawUaa,  Waabington  Obaanpioo,  ft  Arthnr  Knowlaa,  SandbiUi,  near 

14)001,  Eaginean.  Fab  I  at  ll.U,  attha  Law  Aaaodalton  Boome,  Cook- 

at,  LpooL    JOTOoa  ft  Kyley,  Lpod. 
Bichei,  John,  Tooley-at, Soothwark,  Orecer.    Fab  Set  ll,atoffloeeoC 

Carter  k  Ball,  Leadeahall^t. 
Smith,  Fndk  Aagnatoa,Beobeeter,aneer.    Feb  1  at  II,  at  offloa  of  W. 

W.  Bayarard,  Higlt^  Bocbeeter. 
Smitb,  Bietad  Bolden,  Maaobaeter,  Orooer.    Feb  3  at  4,  at  offlea  of 

Addleebaw,  Kiag-at,  Maneb. 
Smith.  Wm,  iMda,  Urocar.   Feb  3  at  3,  at  oflka  of  Onager,  Baak-et, 

Stiiea.  Jotaa.  (Hdbory,  Woneetar,  Ueeaeed  Vietaeller.   Jan  31  at  4,  at 

ofltoaa  of  Wright,  Ohaioh-at.  Oldbury. 
Bloeialgar,  Alex,  Boyal-tar,  Weetow-bUl,  Upper  Menrood,  Watchmaker. 

Feb  1  at  1,  at  offleea  of  Lawia  fc  Lewie,  ^-pl,  Hoibom. 
Stow,  Jane,  Nelaon,  Lancaatar,  Plnnkbar.    Feb  1  at  3,  at  tha  Coamuc- 

dal  Inn,  Accrlngtoa.    Backbonae  k  Whlttam,  Bomlay. 
Thwiiie,  DanL  Lpool,  ont  of  boaineae.    Feb  3  at  1,  at  odtae  of  Good* 

man,  aweeilng^l.  Lpool. 
TriaadafflUdi,  Geo  (and  not  FiiandaMUdl,  aa  arroneoaaly  printed  in  laat 

Gazette],  Miuch,  Merchant.    Jan  30  at  3,  at  dSeea  af  Sale  k  Co. 

Booth-at,  Maneb. 
Twedilell,  Marahall,  Sandarland,  Dnrham,  Merchant.    Feb  1  at  3,  at 

the  <)oeen*e  Hotel,  Fawcett-et,  Sunderland.    Kidaoo, 
TweddeU,   Ralph  Hart,  Monkwaanaooth  Shore,  Durham,  Engineer. 

Feb  I  at  11,  at  the  Qaeen'a  Hotel,  Fawcett'«traet,  Snaderlaad.    Kid- 

aon. 
Daber,  Thoa  Staranaon,  Teadon,  Tork,  H.D.    IWi  6  at  1,  at  the  King- 

aion  Hotel,  Kingaum-apoa-HoIl.    Bond  k  Barwiok. 
Waiaon,  Alfd  Wm,  Andorer,  Haou,  Draper.    Fab  S  at  11,  at  the  Cham- 
ber ot  Commerce,  146,  Cheapalde.    Start,  Inomoogar-laoa. 
Weat,  Ja>,  (%icheBter,  Snater,  Innkeeper.    Jan  31  at  I,  at  Uie  Dolphin 

Bote!,  Weat-it,  Ohicbeatar.    Stockey,  Brighton. 
White,  Wm,  Jami^oak-rd,  Bermondaey,  Cheeeemonger.    Feb  IS  at  3,  at 

office  of  Fletcher  A  Co,  Siapla-ina. 
White,  Wm,  Morpeth,  Mortbuaberlaad,  Grocer.    Feb  1  at  '.1,  at  offlcas 

of  lUdd  k  Co,  Royal-arcade,  Neweaaiia-apca<Tyaa. 
WUkinaon,  Geo  Fredk,  BIrm,  Draper.    Jan  SO  at  S,  at  offlea  af  Beat, 

Colmore-row,  Birm. 
Waahlngton,  Tboa  By,  llanob.  Baker.    Feb  6  at  3,  at  ofBoe  of  Leigh, 

Browa-ai,  Maaah. 
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Toaat,  ThM,  DiTpMl,  XUMHtfiMipaB-HiilL,  Onotr.   F«b  1  at  S,  at 
oOoM  of  Bslwrto  k  Lak,  KlngttoiHipos-HiiIl. 

TsanAT,  Ju.  24, 1(71. 

Abbott,  Jas,  St  Paul's-rj,  HiKhlno'.  Contractor.    Feb  8  St  1,  (t  offlCM 

of  Edwarda  fc  Co,  Ely-pl,  Holborn. 
Ahrena,  Bernard,  Uiaoriu,  Merchant.    Feb  6  atl,  M  oiloa  of  Oolur, 

Chempside.    Copp.  Es»ex-ac,  Scraod. 
Amnion,  Wm,  Skiptoo,  York,  Corn  Dealer.     Fab  S  at  >,  at  oOoea  o< 

Measra.  Robinson,  Skipton. 
Archar,  Sarah  Annie,  Binn,  Coal  Merobant.    Feb  7  at  I,  at  aOtaa  «( 

Kowlands,  Ann-st,  Birm. 
Batteaworth,  Fradk  Wm,  Sonthampton,  Tea  Dealer.    F«b  T  at  I ,  at  146, 

Cbeapsidc.    Gobte. 
Birtwistle,  Jas,  Waterlbot,  Roasendale,  Lancaater,  Italian  Warahooaa- 

man.    Jr'eb  6  at  3,  at  9,  Broad->t,  Bury.    Watson. 
Bramad,  Jolin,  Buldcrstone,  nr  Sheffield,  Grocer.    Jan  II  at  S,  at  oBca 

of  Sajtff,  Kig-tree-chamt>ers,  Sheffield. 
Brown,  Ricbd,  A  John  Brown,  Preston,  lancaater,  Balldan.    Fab  Sat 

II,  at  office  of  Forsbaw,  Cannon-it,  Preston. 
Bryan,  Wm,  StourbridEe,  Worcester, Grocer.    Fab  T  at  ll,atolBea  of 

Stokes,  Priory-st,  Dudley. 
Bull,  Chas,  wobarn-K),  Lodting-bouae  Keeper.    Fab  It  at  t,  Dnraot, 

Guildhall-chamlwrs,  BaaiUKhall-st. 
Corker,  Cha.'<,  AtterolifTa,  SbefBeld,  Grocer.    Feb  •  at  3,  at  oOkai  of 

Vickers  A  Son,  Bank-st,  ShefBcld. 
Cooper,  Wm,  Wclls-neit  the-Sea,  Norfolk,  Orocor.     Fbb  6  at  II,  at 

office  of  .Stanley,  Bank-plain,  Norwich. 
Crundall,  Robt  Barry,  Uoseley,  Worceatar,  Comm  Agent.    Fab  S  at  II, 

at  otBce  of  Barber,  Union-at,  Birm. 
Dalton,JobD,  Lpool,  Contractor.    Feb  9  at  2,  at  the  Law  AaoelattOB 

Koomi,  Cook--t,  Lpool.    Doke  4:  CofTey,  Lpool. 
DaTies,  llios,  Mertbyr  TydSI,  Glamorgan,  Innktaper.    Fab  >  at  S,  at 

offices  of  Simons  k  Plewa,  Charch-st,  Mertbyr  Tjpafll. 
Donald,  Jas  Fetrie,  Strand,  Clothier.    Feb  10  at  11,  at  ofllaaa  of  Baadfe 

Lorell,  Guildball-chambera,  BasinRhall-st. 
Dumeld.  John  Bibby,  Bradford,  York,  Loather  Uerobant.    Feb  II  at  >, 

at  oOlce  of  Uutchinaon,  Piccadilly,  Bradford. 
Erona,  John,  Cardiff,  Glamorgan,  Grocer.     Feb  I  at  It,  At  of&ooo  of 

Barnard  &  Co,  Crockherbiown.  Cardiff.    Waldroi,  OardUf. 
Firkins,  Edwd,  Birm,  ont  of  business.    Feb  4  at  II,  at  ofllea  of  Barber, 

Uniun-st,  Birm. 
Frow,  Hy,  East  Retford.  Nottingham,  Batcher.    Feb  t  at  1,  at  the 

Qneen'a  Hotel,  Westflcid,  Retford.    Bescoby,  Boat  Betted. 
Facey, John,  Alpha-st,  Peckham-pk-rd,  Farmer.    Feb  t  atl, atoflee 

of  LinduA,  Cbeapside. 
Ford,  Wm,  Red  Li<m-Bt,  Clerkenwell,  Dealer  in  Pradona  Stoaai.    Feb  S 

at  3,  at  office  nf  Brandon,  Eaeex-9t,  Strand. 
Uibaon,  Tbos,  Sheffield,  Carter.    Jan  31  at  t,  at  ofSeaof  Son,  Flx-tree- 

cbanbera,  ftbeflleJd. 
GoodeiMRe, label,  Scoekpon,  arooer.    Feb  4  at  II,  at  7,  Vamaa-et, 

Btookport.  Johnaton, 
Haibrow,  Vm  Antbony,  Middlaabroogh,  York,  Comm  AgenL    Fab  4  at 

1 1 ,  at  offlee  of  Tborapaon,  FInUe-at,  Sioekton-OB-Teaa.  Draper,  Stock- 

teo-on-Teea. 
Hatbavajr,  Wm,  BIrm,  Proriiton  Merchant.    Feb  U  at  lOJO,  at  office 

of  Eaden,  BenoettVhiU,  Birm. 
BaTnea,  Alfd,  Stoke-npon-Tient,  Staflbrd,  Shoemaker.    Feb  I  at  II,  at 

tiie  Saiaeen'i  Head  Hotel,  Haoley.    Tennant,  Hanlay. 
HeatbeotO/  Geo,  *  Oeo  Ullla,  Swindon,  VUU,  Sboemakera.  Feb  4  at  1, 

at  the  Oreai  Weatem  Railwnr  Hotel,  Dldcot. 
Beelop,  Wm,  Lliaoa-croTa,  watchmaker.    Feb  6  at  3,  at  the  Inns  ef 

Coort  Hotel,  Ul«h  Holborn.    Clarke,  St  Manr'e-aq,  Faddlnftoo. 
Hlnltt,  John,  Klddenninater,  Worceatar,  Oonhctianer.    Feb  7  at  13,  at 

the  Lkm  Uotcl,  Kidderminster.    Wbiuhonae,  ]nn,  Dndley. 
Bood,  Wm,  Norwich,  Boildcr.    Feb  1  at  II,  at  oOkie  of  Clabbom,  Loa- 

don-ft,  Norwich. 
Johntoo,  Robt,  Lpool,  Prorlslon  Dealer.    Fab  I  at  3,  at  oOoa  of  Smitb, 

Newlniiton,  Lpool. 
linga.  John  Tbos,  Knott-mlU,  Manch,  Drrialter.    Feb  6  at  I,  at  offlcei 

of  Grundy  ft  Coolaon,  Booth-at,  Manch. 
Marriott,  Tbos,  LeWiton  Bnxiard.  Bedford,  Seed  Mwcbant.    Feb  I  at  I, 

at  the  Plume  of  Feathera  lao,  Lake-at,  Lalghton  Bnaard. 
Martin,  Hy  Wm,  Bnnlem,  StalToid,  Grocer.  Feb  li  at  I,  at  oBoa  of  Tom- 

kinion,  Bnnlem. 
Mellanby,  John,  Ulddleabroncb,  Tork,  Orooer.    Feb  t  at  I,  at  oOoaa 

of  Greener  k  Co,  Statloa-s(,  lOddltiteongfa. 
Metcalfe,  Anthony  John,  Monkwearmonth  Shore,  Dnrhom,  Proriaiao 

Merchant.    Feb  I  at  13,  at  offlcee  of  Sherwood  It  Oo,  John-at,  Soa- 

derland. 
MIddlewood,  Wm,  Stretford,  Laneaiter,  Bnllder.    Feb  9  at  II.  at  the 

7raTelyaa  Hotel,  Corpoiation.«treet.  Uaneheater.     Crowther,  Man- 

cheater. 
Miller,  John,  Oldham,  nr  Manch,  Dyer.    Feb  *  at  I,  at  offloea  of  Butch- 

chinaon,  riccBdlllT,  Bradford. 
Heedbam,  Chaa,  fc  Jonas  Dnckett,  Serman-lone,  St  Panl'a,  Mantle  Maaa- 

taetnrers.    Feb  7  at  t,  at  oltcaa  of  Lorarlag  k  Mtnton,  Qraaham-at. 

Holland,  Ot  KnMitrlder^t,  Deeton'-eommaia. 
Owen,  Thoa.  son,  Woodchnrob,  Kent,  Farmer.    Feb  *  at  1,  at  the  Boyal 

Oak  Hotel,  Aihtord.    MInter.  Folkeitone. 
Faltoir,  Oeo  Kynaaton,  Manch,  Salatmaa.   Feb  7  at  t.  Sale  h  Os,  Booth- 
at,  Manch. 
PrlM,  Strotber,  Seren  Siaters'-rd,  Holloway,  QUua  Merchant.    Feb  16 

at  3,  at  office  of  Godfrey ,  Baalnghall-at.    Watson,  Bailnchall-at. 
Frowse.  Ulcholaa,  Lpool,  Maatar  Mariner.    Feb  S  u  I,  at  cffloa  of  Biab- 

ner.  North  John-st,  Lpool. 
Qnorion,  Joaepb,  Dnnatable,  Bedford,  Coal  Merchant.    Fab  8  at  I, at 

the  Midland  Hotel,  Oeorgest,  Lnton. 
Richatdaon,  Bobt,  Hampton,  Mlddx,  Builder.    Feb  l£  at  It,  at  olBce  of 

Balnea,  Seijeanu'-lnn,  Fleet-at. 
Kowlanda,  Boland,  Forimadoc,  Camarron,  deal  Merchant.    Feb  6  at 

13,  at  olBoa  of  Breeae,  Portmadoc. 
Shackleton,  Joaaph.  Bradford,  York,  Bntioeeiing  Asent    Fob  1  at  I,  at 

offlca  nf  Browning,  <]aeena(ate,  Bradford. 
Smale,  Geo,  Newton  P^pleford,  Oeron,  Bntoher.    Feb  10  at  3,  at  the 

County  Court  Oflloea,  Bedford-clrena,  Exeter,    Jaflsry,  Otvery  St 

Mary. 
Smith,  Hnxh,  Borr  St  Edmunds,  Draper.    Feb  10  at  13,  at  olBce  Of  Sal- 
mon fe  Son,  Oolidhall-tt,  Bury  81  EOmnnda. 


Spaed,  Aadraw  Thoa,  Old  Kent-rd,  PnbHeaa.     Fab  T  at  3,  ttoOetaf 

Ifalag  a  Oo,  Cheapalde. 
Spanoer,  Chaa  Qraeo,  BloemiMd-et,  Oranaalie  Apaaiatn  Hikv.  T* 

natll.atthaQnildhaaCalta-hoaae.    Paana, OUaru-at. 
Taphonaa,  Hr  John,  Barrow-in.Fumeta,  Lanoaoler,  Tobacoealit  tA 

It  at  1 1,  at  olBoae  of  Lakhi  fc  Derrlactoi,  I«wion4t,  Binii4t. 

Funeaa. 
Tnlor,  8aml  FimUott,  Laada,  Draper.    Feb  lat  ILatcOoaofFiUii, 

Baak-ehamban,  Paik-row,  Leeds. 
Tbomaa,  Eraa,  Swanaaa,  Olamorcaa,  Draper.    Fib  I  at  I,  at  oOea  of 

Barnard  fc  Co,  Lothbtvjr.  OaTtaa,  Swaaaaa. 
Tbompaoa,  FlalaF,  Qnaaa-it,  Webbaa  at,  BlaeldMafB^d,  Bagimr.  F* 

It  at  1,  at  oOeaa  c(  Slater  fc  Faanau,  Onildhall'^banten,  Biilai- 

ballot.    PIttaaan. 
Thwaltca.Thoi.  Bolton,  lancaater,  Itenawnar.    Feb  I  att,UA« 

of  Hall  fc  Butter,  Aereateld,  Bolton. 
Walnwrlght,  Fredk,  Anteld,  near  Lpool,  oat  of  bmfaieas.   Fakttti,il 

oOoe  of  wnUama,  Moortelda,  Lpool. 
Walker,  John,  Oomanal,  Tork ,  Woollen  Maaufcetnrer,    Ftb  II  at  i,  a 

the  Roral  Hotel,  Dawabury.    Ibbersoa,  Dewabaty. 
.Ward,  John,  Ot  Barkbampeteod,  Hertford,  Boot  Mwehant.  Feb  U  al  >, 

at  oOea  of  Vanghan,  Chaneary-laaa. 
Wheeler,  John  Allwright,  Bradftord40-ATen,  Flock  Manihetstv.  Fiv 

tat  I,  at  oOee  of  Foley,  The  Parade,  Trowtirldge.    Abbot  b  Leoisnl, 

Briatal. 
WiOett,  Oeo Bnrgeaa,  Haatiagi. Snaaaz, BnOdar.    Feb  I  at  tJt,ittlie 

FioTladal  Hotel,  Baealoek-cd.  Haattaiga.  Ptallbrlck. 
wniey,  John,  Upperthorpe.  Shdlald,  Tailor.    Feb  4  at  It,  at  offltetf 

Mellor,  Bank-at,  Sheffield. 
WlllooKhbT,  Joaeph,  MUl-h!n.rd,  Aelon,  fc  Wm  Mead.  Yiatoria-lK,?!!!- 

rd,  BoUdaii.    Feb  fi  at  I,  at  otka  of  Lewto,  Wilmlngten-sq. 
Wlaatoae,  John,  Jan,  Caidlir,  Glaaorgaa,  Hotel  Keeper.    lu  7  at  II,  it 

oOcee  of  Barnard  fc  Co,  Croekherbtown,  CardUf,    Stephana. 
Weed,  John,  Cheapalde,  Woallen  Warahonseman.  Feb  i  at  li,  at  offlca 

of  Smart  fcOoTChaapaida.  Baed  fc  Lorell,  OaUdan<haoben,Bulac- 

holl-it. 
Wright,  Jh  Wm,  RoM  Andsnon  Jarria.  fc  Joha  Faner,  Lpool,  Vb- 

ehanta.    Feb  I  at  1,  at  the  Law  AaaodaUon  Bnildinga,  CootHln.-'.. 

Lirarpool.    Laoea  fc  Co,  Lpool. 


CASES  TO  HOLD  THE  NTJMBEBS 

OF  THS 

SOLICITORS'      JOURNAL 
CAN  BE  HAD  AT  THE  OFFICE, 

OK      THBOUOK     ANT      BOOXIILLBB, 

Priet,  it.  6d.  and  7«.  Sd. 


GRE8HAM     LIFE    ASSURANCE     SOCBTT 
17,  OLD  JEWBY,  LONDON,  B.C. 
SOLICITORS  are  invited  to  introduce,  on  behalf  of  their  chente,  l>n- 
pcaala  tor  Loana  en  Freehold  or  Leaaebold  Pioparty,  BeTstami,  u" 
Intereata,  or  other  adeqaata  aecuillioa. 

Propoaalt  may  be  made  in  the  first  Inatanee  according  to  the  ftOoriu 
Itorm  1— 

PaoroeoL  roa  Loak  on  KoKraAoaa. 
Oata..._. 

latrodneed  by  (atate  noaie  and  mddrm  tt  aoiMlop) 
Amount  lequlret  £ 

Time  and  mode  of  repayment  (l.e.,  wMAsr  far  a  (arm  earfaia,  cr  If 
aaaaafor  oCAer  paynuiite) 

Secoilty  Mote  sAori^f  <*<  jiarUwIart  ^  mturUf,  and;  (/  lanil  w  ia«<- 
itg$,  tUtt  Me  Mf  owHtaf  fiKoiM). 

State  what  Uth  PoUey  Of  any)  U  propoaad  to  be  atheial « It  M 
Oteaham  OiBoe  in  connectton  with  the  aaonrity. 
By  order  of  the  Board, 

F.  ALLAN  CURTIS,  AotvKy  and  SecnitiT 

PEINTINO  of  EVERT   DBSORIPTIGN,  Pl»i» 
and  Ornamental— Newapapen,  Booka,  Pamphleta,  Fmspectaie. 
Oiroulars,  fco.— with  promptitude  and  at  moderate  oharges,  by 
YAxaa  fc  AutxAiraaB,  Symonda-iiu  (and  OhuToh-paaaage),  Ohoaee^l 


BILLS  OF  OOMPLAIirr. 

TWENTY  PER  CENT.  DISCOUNT  for  CASH.- 
BILLS  of  OOMFLAINT,  t/»  per  page,  SO  oofiet,  aaliiMt  ul 
Discount  of  30  per  cent,  for  cash;  being  at  &e  rata  net  is  4/>pffW 
—a  lower  ofaaige  than  haa  hitherto  been  oOared  by  the  trade. 
Yatis  fc  ALSxAicoEa,  Fiinters,  Symonda-inn,  Chanoery-laae. 


ROYAL  POLYTECHNIC— Novel  and  bonS  M 
charaoter  of  the  CHRISTMAS  HOLIDAT  BNTGRTAINBEirri 
Frofeaaor  Pepper  an  The  War  and  the  Dastmedn  loplaaiaa  a* 
thereat  I  Mr.  Oeorge  Gnaamith,  Jan.,  gtTaa  the  pieaiaat  Faiiy  i" 
entitled.  The  Tellow  Dwarf,  erery  Erening ;  and  Hr.  Sachet  CbtB>J 
the  same  in  the  Mornings,  with  Vocal  Illustraiiona.  KngageaaM"  <> 
Original  Wariock,  Mr.  J.  Baonmont,  Ibr  The  Worid  of  Ibgic  »<  I 
Cnrioua  Slack  Bope  Automaton.— Entertainment  by  Nr.  E.  D.  on» 
Premier  Vensriloqniat,  entitled  The  Fnnnteet  of  Fnnny  Folks!  Kaiui 
BontBeld'aOredanSUtuaryin  White  Marble.— The  Proeger  FafflilT' 
Now  Ohoat  Entertainment.— A  Machine-made  Wateh.  and  Ck"'>,'^ 
andCkrtatmaa  Caatoma.by  J.  L.  King,  Eaq.,  at  the  BOTAL  POk 
TECHNIC.    Admisaioa  to  the  whole.  One  Shilling. 
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Hi  O/lM  tf  tJUi  JoVRXAL  and  of  thi  WnuiT  BiPOHTsa 
iitawt  \i,  CUk't-eeurt,  Cartjf-ttrtrt,  W.C. 

fl«  aOmriftim  to  th$  SouonoRs'  Jovbmal  it—Ttum,  36«., 
Omfry  38<.;  with  th$  WnsLT  Ripobtbr,  59*,  Pa!im$nt 
it  abmet  tn^uitt  DoM*  Numitn  and  Pottay$.  SUiienbtri 
M»  lum  tlmr  Volitmtt  hundat  the  Ofiot—tbth,  3*.  M., 
UlfUa  mlf,  i4.  id. 

JB  Uttirt  iKtmuUdfor  puiticatton  in  the  "  Solieitonf  Journal " 
matk  anthmtieaUd  iy  th*  namt  oftho  wriUr,  thomfh  not 
mcmtrHf  for  puilieation. 

Whm  ii/kM^  M  ttptritnttd  in  proonrinf  tho  Journal  with 
nfularitf  in  ihi  frovincti,  it  ii  rofntotod  that  apfUoation  U 
moll  arwt  to  tho  FuHiihor. 


%\t  Salicrtars'  Sauntal. 

LONDON,  FBBRUAHY  4,  1871. 


We  au  glad  to  ses  that  the  jadgM  of  Che  Oowk  of 
ComBOD  Fleu  hare  ezpreaaed  itrongly  tboir  opiBion  that 
tiM  lata  Jaiy  Aek  osnnot  be  made  to  work  Mtikfaototilj. 
i  motion  was  made,  the  report  of  wbioh  will  be  fonnd 
is  another  odBmii,  that  the  money  paid  on  the  entry  of 
»  owM  irhieh  was  settled  before  trial  ihonld  be  returned. 
It  li  of  oonrse  olear  that  this  ooold  not  be  done  oon- 
aitatly  with  the  roles  the  judges  have  made.  Whether 
thoM  inks  ace  stiiotly  within  their  powers  may  be  aootlier 
qsMtioii.  We  belieTe  iliat  the  jifdgaa,  dnriny  the  last 
tem,  hsid  another  meeting  to  see  if  tliqr  ooold  improre 
DfOQ  the  rules  thqr  had  published,  but  they  hsTO  ap- 
puentty  ftnmd  tbemselTes  anaUe  to  do  so,  as  the  teem 
baa  axj^ied  wittiont  any  new  rales  being  issned.  It  is, 
luvtTtr,  Htisf^otory  that  the  judges  hare  bem  aftodad, 
^  the  motion  referrad  to,  an  opportunity  of  pubHoly  «x- 
P<nii|  their  opinion  of  the  Aot.  It  seems  that  the 
Govt  at  Oommon  Pleas,  at  all  erents,  is  of  the  same 
Vfwai  ihioh  we  expressed,  ante  p.  74. 


IteWAX  has  of  oourae  greatly  interrupted  the  ordinary 
MSM  of  oar  onomeroial  relations  with  the  belligerent 
Mitiiis,  and  eapeoiatUy  with  Franoe.  There  oan  be  no 
Mit  that  many  tntersstigg  legal  questions  will  arise 


<st  of  the  eompiioations  thus  oaoaed.  Aa  yet,  however, 
Am  have  not  oome  l>efoce  the  Courts.  One  oironnutanoe 
*Udi  a^y  he  azpeoted  to  give  rise  to  litigation  is  the 
Btaoaion  of  time  for  payment  of  bills  of  ezdutnge  whioh 
kM  bam  granted  by  various  decrees  of  the  French 
Boracnmant  from  time  to  time  sinoe  the  war  broke  out. 
is  oidfaiaiy  oaaea  the  time  of  payment  of  a  bill  of  ex- 
ifcwigs  that  ia  to  aay,  the  number  of  days  of  grace,  if 
V-^  ngnlated  by  tho  law  of  the  country  where  the 
lOl  if  made  payaUa.  This  is  the  oase  notwithstanding 
he  bin  fflaj  have  been  negotiated  or  even  dnwn  in  ano- 
)m  saantiy.aiid  aa  the  contraotot  drawers  and  indorsers 
Its  pay  the  VOX  if  not  paid  by  the  acoeptor  at  maturity, 
>  iollsws  that  aajr  extension  ^  the  time  a  bin  has  to  run 
lUdi  may  by  auaj  Talid  enactment  be  granted  to  the 
Mftw,  wonld  also  opotate  in  favour  of  the  drawer  or 
idensr,  who  wonld  only  be  liable  to  the  holder  after 
Uiooovr  by  the  aooeptor  and  upon  notice  of  dishonour. 
As  anaetmenta  of  the  French  Government  to  which  we 
■n  rafened,  of  oonzae  amount  substantiaUy  to  providing 
K  a  great  many  days  of  grace.  Saglish  holders  of  bQla 
f  aadiange  pa^yisUa  in  Fnnoe  have,  therefore,  been  in  a 
ISeiilfy  during  the  last  four  months.  If  they  did  not 
swot  their  bOla  of  emhange  at  the  time  when  they 
Nnld  have  beooma  due  in  ordinary  oonrse  they  were 
isUe  to  loee  tbeix  remedy  against  the  indorsers,  who 
■igM  set  up  that  tbeae  enactments  of  the  French  Go- 
*inuiient  were  invalid  as  against  the  holder,  and  that 
ha  tain  had  really  arrived  at  maturity  then,  and  ihonld 
Mn  bean  presented.  If  they  tried  to  present  the  bill 
hey  wonld  prt^wbly  be  met  l^  physical  diffioulties  owing 
Athe presence  of  the  Carman  armies,  and  in  the  oaae  of 
liQigiyaUe  in  Paria,  the  presentment,  otherwise  than 


by  carrier-pigeon,  would  have  been  impossible,  and  Iqr 
that  method  somewhat  uncertain,  and  difflonlt  of  proof 
to  i«y  the  least  of  it  It  may  admit  of  some  doubt  whe- 
ther the  holder  of  a  bill  of  exchange,  whoee  duty  certainly 
is  to  use  reasonable  dillgenoo  to  present  it,  wonld  be 
bound  to  go  or  send  a  messenger  with  it  towards  Paris^ 
and  proceed  until  he  was  stopped  by  a  German  sentry. 
On  &e  whole  we  think  be  would  not  be  bound  to  do  tiiis, 
bat  might  excuse  himself  from  presenting  the  bill,  on 
proof  ^t  even  if  he  but  tried  be  could  not  have  done  it. 
Aasnming,  however,  that  this  was  so,  and  that  he  gave 
notice  to  his  indorser  that  the  bill  had  not  been  p^d  in 
oonseqnenoe  of  the  impoasibility  of  presenting  it,  the  in- 
dorsee wonld  probably  decline  to  pay  on  the  ground 
of  the  decrees  suspending  the  time  for  payments 
in  Franoe.  Foreign  law  is,  of  oonrse,  a  qneetion  of  fact, 
and  any  person  relying  on  these  decrees  wonld  have  to 
prove  their  validity.  This  would  be  somewhst  difflonlt. 
As  r^ards  those  made  before  the  dinolntion  of  the  Corps 
Tii»g<^iUMf,  they  wonld  no  doubt  be  reoog^nised  in  this 
eonntry,  so  far  as  they  related  to  bills  of  exchange  snb- 
ssqnentiy  made;  but  it  is  at  least  donbtfnl  whether  oar 
courts  would  recognise  a  foreign  ex  pott  faeto  law. 
They  would  bold  that  parties  making  a  contract  to  be 
performed  in  Franoe  had  contracted  with  a  view  to  the 
laws  of  Franoe  existing  at  the  time  of  the  contract ;  but 
it  does  nnt  foUow  that  they  wonld  hold  tliat  the  parties 
intended  to  be  bound,  or  were  bound,  by  any  law  subse- 
quently made  which  arbitrarily  altered  their  contract 
Again,  as  to  the  decrees  since  made  by  the  Provisional 
Government  of  National  Defence,  it  isstiU  more  doubt- 
ful how  far  they  wonld  be  recognised.  We  fear  no  liti- 
gant win  be  fbond  bold  enough  to  incur  the  expense  of 
attemi)ting  to  prove  in  our  eonrts  that  these  decrees 
should  be  reoognissd.  It  certainly  would  be  remarkable— 
though,  as  we  have  pointed  ont,  it  is  quite  possible—to 
find  that  in  an  aotion  on  a  bill  of  exohan^  an  issue  was 
raised  involving  proof  of  the  events  in  Paris  on  the  4th 
of  September ;  of  the  extent  to  whidi  the  Provisional 
Government  had  been  recognised  tluoughont  France — 
whether  it  was  a  do  faeto  Government,  and  whether  its 
decrees  on  such  subjects  asbiUs  of  exchange,  could  be  re- 
garded as  the  law  of  the  land,  lb.  Bradlaagh,theplain- 
tiS  in  BradlaMgh  y.DtSiMt  (18  W.  B.  981),  has  already, 
by  his  snooessf  ul  appeal  to  the  Exchequer  Chamber  in  that 
case,  been  the  meansof  sstAUng  one  point  as  to  the  appU- 
eability  of  Frenoh  law  to  bUls  of  exchange.  He  is,  we 
believe^  anxfaMw  for  the  recogrnition  <^  the  present 
Frenoh  Government  by  England.  Iiet  us  hope  that  he 
may  have  had  another  Frenoh  biU  of  exchange  indorsed 
to  him,  and  that  he  wiU  attempt  by  some  aotion  upon 
it,  to  get  the  French  Government  reoog^nised  in  our  law 
oourts.  Thus  he  would  be  the  means  of  settling  another 
most  interesting  question. 

At  present  these  enactments  as  to  bills  of  exohange  in 
Franoe  have  only  oome  inddentally  before  the  Cootts. 
They  were  mentioned  in  the  Oommon  Pleas  on  the  last 
day  of  term,  in  a  oase  of  a  prohibition  to  the  Lord 
Uvor's  Court,  when  it  was  suggested  that  they  formed 
the  motive  of  the  plaintiff  for  taking  the  proceedings  lie 
did.  Nothing,  however,  ultimately  tamed  upon  this. 
In  another  case  a  holder  of  a  bill  in  the  position  of 
diiUculty  to  which  we  have  alluded,  had,  before  maturity, 
gone  to  his  indorser  and  pointed  ont  the  naeleasness  of 
any  endeavour  to  present  the  biU.  A  conversation  then 
took  place,  which  the  jury,  under  the  direction  of  the 
judge,  subeeqnenUy  approved  by  the  Fall  Court,  held 
amounted  to  a  waiver  of  presentment. 

Apropos  of  the  validity  of  decrees  of  the  present 
Frenoh  Government,  it  may  not  be  oat  of  place  to 
notice  the  extraordinary  decree,  published  in  our  English 
daily  newspapers  yesterdsy,  declaring  aU  persons  who 
have  served  any  ofiBce  or  have  been  ofiBoial  candidates 
under  the  Empire,  and  all  members  of  any  French  royal 
family,  ineligible  as  representatives  in  the  National 
Assembly  whioh  is  about  to  be  summoned.  If  an 
Assembly  should  be  elected  under  this  decree,  the  diiB* 
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xsnltiM  of  the  Pnusiuig  ia  finding  •  OoTetnment  with 
vhom  they  nay  lafely  conolnde  pesoe,  instead  of  being 
xemored,  will  be  ineieued  tenfold.  The  present  Gorem- 
aent,  having  now  been  the  only  CtoTemment  in  exis> 
tence  for  four  months,  mmj  fairly  be  presumed  to  hare 
the  aoqniesoenoe  of  the  whole  nation;  its  existence  is 
jnstified  by  the  national  necessity,  and  it  may  be  oon- 
sidered  to  hare  the  authority  of  the  nation  to  do  on  its 
bebalf  all  aots  which  the  national  necessity  requires 
ahrnld  be  done  by  some  OoTemment.  By  the  decree  in 
qoestton.  the  OoTemment  asks  for  the  express  assent 
and  support  of  a  portion  of  the  nation,  in  exchange  for 
what  it  baa  now — the  presumed  acquiesoenoe  and  support 
of  the  whole.  If  it  obtains  this,  its  position  will  be 
weakened  rather  than  strengthened.  It  oca  no  longer 
pretend  to  exist  by  the  national  will,  and  it  is  perfectly 
clear  that  if  at  any  time  hereafter  the  partisans  of  any 
of  the  proscribed  patties  should  come  into  power,  they 
would  be  fully  entitled  to  repudiate  the  aots  of  a  so- 
called  National  Assembly  thus  elected. 


A  CASE  PUT  IN  THE  LETTER  of  One  of  OUT  oorres- 
dents  last  week  illnstrates  the  diiBouIty  of  worUog  one 
of  the  most  nnintelligible  sections  of  the  Bankrupt<7 
Aot,  one  to  the  effect  of  which  we  hare  before  called 
attention — section  81.  The  case  put  is  this: — ^Two  per- 
sons beoome  liable  jointly  and  scTerally  as  sureties  for 
a  third  to  the  extent  of  ^£1,000.  The  principal  debtor 
becomes  bankrupt  without  paying  the  £1,000,  and  only 
a  rmall  diridend  can  be  got  out  of  his  estate.  Of 
course  each  of  the  sureties  is  liaUe  for  the  balaoae,  but 
neither  has  paid  it;  can  each  of  them  now  pcore 
•gainst  the  baakmpt's  estate  in  respeot  of  this 
liability?  It  can  seaioely,  we  think,  be  doubted 
that  each  of  them  can  do  so.  The  principal 
debtor's  obligation  to  indemnify  his  sureties  must  be 
either  a  "  {Masibility  of  an  obligation  to  pay  mon«ty 
«n  the  breaeh  of  an  implied  contract,"  or  else  an  "  implied 
engagement  capable  of  resulting  in  the  pigment  of 
money,"  which  is  "  as  respects  amount  unliquidated," 
"  as  respects  time  future,"  "  dependent  on  two  or  more 
oontingendee,"  "  as  to  mode  of  Tolnation  ssnessaMe  only 
by  a  jury  or  as  matter  of  opinion."  But  bow  is  this 
liability  to  be  estimated  'f  In  the  case  of  eaoh  surety  it 
leally  depends  on  the  chances  of  his  being  sued  first,  on 
his  own  solvency,  the  soIveBoy  and  honesty  of  hi«  co- 
surety, and  so  on.  In  fact,  the  matter  is  qnlte  impos- 
aible  of  estimation.  Under  the  old  law  all  was  simple. 
A  sntefy  bad  to  pay  first  and  prove  after.  Now,  it  would 
oeem,  be  may  prove  first  and  take  his  chance  about  pay- 
ing after. 

We  obsebt£  that  Us.  D'EtNComtT,  at  the  Uaryle- 
bone  Police  Court,  has  decided  that  a  cabman  ia  entitled 
to  Is.  6d.  for  driving  three  persons  a  distance  leM  than  a 
mile.  We  cannot  entertain  any  doabt  but  that  this  de- 
cision is  wrong,  and  that  the  legal  fare  is  only  1*.  Under 
the  Aot  of  1867  (30  &  31  Vict.  c.  134,  s.  26),  passed 
when  the  legal  fare  was  6d.  a  mile,  with  6d.  extra  for 
each  person  beyond  two,  it  was  provided  that,  "  where 
the  fare  now  payable  by  law  on  hiring  any  hackney  car^ 
risge  shall  not  amount  to  Is.,  the  driver  shall  be  entitled 
to  charge  Is."  Under  this,  it  could  not  be  doubted  that 
three  persons  might  travel  a  distance  less  than  a  mile 
for  Is.  Then,  by  the  Act  of  1869  (82  tc  83  Vict.  o.  116), 
power  was  given  to  the  Home  Secretary  to  Bx  the  fares 
for  hackney  carriages,  subject  to  the  proviso  that  it  should 
not  be  compulsory  on  the  driver  of  any  hackney  carriage 
to  take  passengers  at  a  less  fare  than  that  payable  at  ^e 
time  of  the  passing  of  the  Aot.  Accordingly,  the  Home 
Secretary,  in  his  regulations,  inserted  a  proviso  "  no  fare 
less  than  Is."  We  presume  the  contention  that  Is.  6d. 
is  payable  in  the  partionlar  case  is  founded  on  the  fact 
that  this  proviso  cornea  immediately  after  the  statement 
of  the  fare  per  mile,  so  that  it  is  to  be  read  as  if  it  were 
•aid  that  Is.  was  to  be  paid  for  every  distance  less  than 
two  miles.    It  is  clear,  however  that "  fare  "  means  here, 


as  it  does  in  the  16th  aeotioB  of  the  Aot  oi  m.h 
whole  sum  payable  to  the  driver  on  the  bitiBg.  Tia, 
for  Is.  two  persons  may  tMe  any  distsan  iMtka  t» 
miles,  three  persons  any  distanoe  less  thsa  ose  aile,  i 
two  pereons,  with  three  packages  of  loggsgsanied  oa> 
side,  any  distanoe  less  than  one  mile. 


The  "  FOBBiaH  sbovbity  "  clauses  in  the  nev  Ski 
Act  are  complained  of  on  the  grounds,  thst  ilui 
valorem  duty  is  imposed  on  all  foreign  Monritia,!! 
English  money  market  will  be  plaeed  at  s  diadn^ 
compared  with  the  foreign  markets  where  nondiiilr 
imposed,  and  that  objections  are  made  abtosd  to  mil 
bonds  to  which  the  English  Oovemment  itsmp niCi 
Probably  Parliament  will  hardly  deolins  to  ilto  I 
provisions  to  which  otqeotion  is  taken.  'Sat,  iiiii,! 
it  probably  repeal  the  provisions  in  question,  ud  < 
exonerate  all  foreign  securities  from  do^.  liq 
re-enact  the  law  as  it  stood  prior  to  the  lit  of  Jul 
last — i.«.,  under  the  Inland  Beveane  Aot  of  186!-,  M 
tho  provisions  of  that  Act  were  so  wordad  tU 
one  could  be  quite  sure  of  their  meaning,  U 
enaotment  is  hardly  to  be  recommended, 
ment  might,  as  a  fourth  alternative,  adopt  some 
of  distinction  such  as  that  which  would  nen  tt 
been  intended  by  the  passers  of  the  Aot  of  If 
vis.,  that  when  a  loan  is  raised  by  a  foreign  boi 
the  English  market,  or  when,  although  the  1 
ostensibly  raised  abroad,  yet  from  the  intenit 
made  payable  in  the  Halted  Kingdom  as  well  ■ 
where.  It  is  evideat  that  English  oapital  is  inritil, 
tlie  bonds,  or  whatever  they  shall  be  called,  lUli 
negotiable  in  the  United  Kingdom,  nor  ihaa  «' 
terest  be  paid  upon  them  in  the  United  Eingdoa, 
out  their  being  stamped;  but  where  a  loan  ii 
abroad,  and  the  interest  is  made  payable  abrosliilK 
beads  should  be  negotiable  here  without  aitsfflp. 


AUALGAUATIONS  and  the  1618T  sEcnoi 
THE  COMPANIES  AOT,  1862. 

Amalgamation,  whatever  the  fall  legal  eleet 
word  may  be,  means  in  praotioe  the  transfer 
company  of  the  business  and  assets  of  anotixfj 
sideration  of  shares  in  the  former,  and  the  rat 
liquidation  of  the  company  whose  business  and  M 
thus  transferred.  As  Vice-ChanoeUor  Wood  poiili 
in  Be  Empire  Auuranee  Corporation  (15  W.  B.  tA 
4  Eq.  841),  the  prooees  is  one  rather  of  anaiUa 
extinction  than  anything  else. 

In  the  absence  of  a  clause  such  as  is  often  in^ 
the  deed  of  settlement  or  the  articles  of  ■ 
authorising  the  direotors,  with  the  consent  of  •> 
ordinary  general  meeting,  to  transfer  and  seD  ^ 
ness  of  the  company,  or  purchase  or  amalgsmil' 
the  business  of  any  otJier  company  of  a  like  nsM 
not  competent  to  a  company  to  amalgamate,  ^li' 
say  it  is  not,  ordinarily    speaking,  intra  «wj' 
directors  or  of  the  shareholders  in  general  b>mM 
sembled,  unless  with  tho  aoqniesoenoe  of  entj  f^ 
of  the  company  (^Imperial  Bank  of  Chiiu,  /«•''• 
Japan  v.  Bank  of  ffinduttan,  China,  ani  J't* 
W.  R.  1107,  L.  B.  6  Bq.  91),  to  bind  the  oomp*^ 
special  contract  to  take  over  the  assets  and  litbili* 
another  company  (Jie  Era  Auuranee  Soeutj,  9  W-~ 
2  J.  &  H.  400).    In  a  leading  case,  where  the  *■ 
settlement  did  contain  such  a  clause  as  the  '^""■^ 
Cran  worth  said  obiter  that  the  purohaw  of  tbel»" 
of  another  company  was  a  transaction  inwhidi.* 
narily  speaking,  no  company  would  be  justified  '•' 
gaging,  because  it  certainly  could  not  be  "'''L 
within  the  ordinary  scope  of  any  company  to  pjj 
the  business  of  another  company  {Ernest  r.  ^"^^ 
W.  R.  24,  6  H.  L.  414);  and  Lord  Wensleydsle,  «' 
same  case,  said  that  a  special  contract  to  do  v*^ 
unusual  thing  of  purchasing  by  one  company  U»  ^ 
of  another  dearly  does  not  bind,  unless  it  it  salsa 
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the  d««d  of  settlement,  aad  ia  made  ttrietly  SMordin; 

its  proTiiioiuL  Kor  do  general  powen  of  maas^- 
nt  aatborise  snoh  a  transaction,  though  in  a  oase 
Mte  the  diiaotocs  were  authorised  to  act  in  the  direo- 

0  o(  the  eonoens  of  the  company  as  at  their  absolate 
gntioD  th«y  shonld  think  most  oondacive  to  the  in- 
Mts  of  the  sooiety,  and  to  do  all  aets  in  that  behalf, 
.,  Lord  Jutioe  Knight  Braoe  thought  that  the  por- 
lae  of  another  company's  business  was  not  nttra  viret 

1  Lord  Jostioe  Turner  seems  to  hare  thought  that 
idtrt  virei    the  defect  was    cured    by  the  subee- 

joc  assent  of  a  general  meeting  {Be  Samon  Lift  At- 
ttue  SoeUty,  11  W.  B.  68).  Vioe-Ohancellor  Wood, 
verer,  whan  the  matter  was  before  him,  thought  the 
osaotion  ultra  virti  (lOW.  B.  724,  and  see  the  Anchor 
r,  1  H.  ft  H.  677).  Upon  the  whole  it  may  be  safely 
xo  for  granted  that  oompanies  poaseas  no  inherent 
irer  to  amalgamate  with  each  other, 
ji  order  tluit  a  transaction  of  this  nature  may  be 
id  and  effeotnal,  it  is  requisite  not  only  that  the  com- 
ly  thonid  be  able  to  pniohase,  but  that  the  other  com- 
y  should  be  able  to  sell.  Where  no  power  to  sell 
Its,  a  oompany  deeirons  of  efleoting  an  amalgamation 
Aen  sdTised  to  araO  itself  of  the  provisions  of  the 
ipanies  Act,  1882,  for  that  pnrpoae.  The  Aot  pro- 
H  in  effect  (section  161)  that  the  liquidators  of  a 
l(U7  in  course  of  being  wound  up  Tolnntatily,  may, 
kr  the  sanction  of  a  special  reaolntion,  transfer  the 
iiesa,  goodwill,  tco.,  of  the  company  to  any  other 
Iptnr,  in  oonsidezaticn  of  shares  in  such  company, 
li  a  proviso  that  any  diaaentient  shareholder  in  the 
wr  company  maj,  within  seran  days,  compel  the 
lidaton  to  purchase  his  interest  at  a  raluation.  The 
Ht  of  the  above  proviso  we  will  consider  presently. 
&•  ISIrt  section,  according  to  Vioe-Ohanoellor  Wood 
(3m\  v.  Unaneial  CoiyaratUm  (L.  E.  5  Eq.  472), 
iiti  to  this,  that  if  a  company  be  desirous  of  merging 
MMha  in  anothex  company,  inasmuch  as  a  minori^ 
&Mntisnt  ahareholdeia  cannot  be  compelled  to  talce 
>M  ID  the  other  oompany,  it  may  be  desirable  that 
lint  company  shall  have  a  power  of  dceing  its  con- 
M  and  winding  np  ita  affaln,  and  npon  so  doing,  of 
■(  its  assets  to  the  other  company  which  may  be 
pfi  to  pniohase  their  assets,  paying  for  them  in 
■s.   Than  it  would  be  for  the  shareholder*  in  the 

riy  which  waa  b«ing  wound  np  to  say  whether  they 
take  shaiw  oar  not.  If  th^y  refuse  to  take  sharss, 
f  lose  sU  interest  In  the  porohaae- money.  They  are 
at  boond  by  the  reaolntion  of  tbidr  own  oompany  as 
«w  sll  r%bt  of  olalming  any  pcnrtion  of  it;  but  the 
>msy  still  be  a  good  sale  of  the  concern  by  one  com- 
\j  to  another. 

En  Snthaa  v.  Britith  Mutual  LV  JMuranee  Soeiet^ 
>  W.  E.  2S6)  the  amalgamation  of  the  British  Mntnal 
b  the  Prudential  could  not  be  supported,  on  the 
and  of  the  sale  hj  the  former  company  of  its  business 
u;  other  company  being  within  the  scope  of  the  deed 
•MaoMnti  and  the  question  was  whether  the  161st 
lioo  conld  be  made  subservient  to  the  oanying  into 
at  an  anaagement  which  the  British  Mutual  had  no 
w  to  eater  into.  The  Xaster  of  the  BolU  decided 
qasstion  in  the  affirmative.  In  so  deoiding,  hia 
A^p  appears  to  have  adopted  the  view  taken  1^  the 
'-Cl'anoellor  in  aineh  v.  Plmmeial  Q>rporeMon  («ig».) 
» the  scope  and  otgeota  of  the  section.  It  waa,  of 
M,  contended  that  to  use  the  machinery  of  liqQida> 
>Iot  the  purpose  of  validating  an  invalid  arrange- 
tvu  a  fraud  which  entitled  a  dissentient  member 
Ke  to  set  the  arrangement  adde.  The  answer  to  this 
■.that the  shareholders  were  at  Uberty  to  resolve  to 
aopvalantarily,  U  they  chose  to  do  so,  and  if  they 
n  choose,  what  waa  there  to  prevent  them  from  tak- 
wa  bsneBt  of  the  powers  conferred  on  liquidators  \>f 
^  ?  It  ia  quite  nnneoessary  to  consider  what  may 
«beent}ie  intention  of  the  Legislature;  but  it  is  a 
t<w  lesalt  of  legialation  that,  in  a  case  where  yon 
'•'*  sell  ftrst  and  wind  up  afterwards,  you  may  arrive 


at  your  object  by  putting  the  cart  before  the  horse,  and 
resolving  to  wind  np  in  the  first  instance. 

The  section,  then,  affords  a  method  of  effecting  an 
amalgamation  so  as  to  bind  the  shvebolders,  without  tita 
necessity  of  obtaining  the  acquiescence  of  every  shaiv- 
holder.  But  even  under  the  16lst  section  an  amalga- 
mation can  only  be  supported  where  the  result  of  tha 
arrangement  is  to  leave  the  shareholders  just  where  thtf 
were  in  point  of  liability.  An  arrangement,  by  virtue  d 
which  the  shareholders  not  only  had  their  liabilitiea  per 
share  increased,  bnt  had  also  to  pay  a  premium  upon  the 
shares  stUotted  to  them  as  the  consideration  for  the 
transfer,  has  been  held  not  to  be  a  valid  arrangement 
under  the  section  {Imperial  Sank  of  CUaa,  India  and 
Japan  v.  Bank  ef  Bindnttan,  China  and  Japan  (ntp.) 
The  decision  in  Clinch  v.  Finantial  Corporation  (17  W.  B. 
84,  Ii.  B.  4  Oh.  127)  as  to  the  invalidity  of  an  amal- 
gamation with  the  Oriental  Oommeroial  Bank,  was  prin- 
oipally  due  to  the  fact  that  liability  was  imposed  by  che 
arrangement  on  the  shareholders.  What  the  section 
contemplates,  accotding  to  Lord  Oaims  in  that  case,  is  a 
sale  of  the  assets  of  the  liquidating  oompany  for  snoh  an 
equivalent  in  value  aa  is  pointed  ont  in  that  section,  and 
not  the  subjecting  shareholders,  without  their  nnanimona 
consent,  to  a  fresh  and  original  liability.  The  reason  of 
this  is,  that  tiie  liquidators  have  no  right  to  place  a 
shareholder  in  this  position,  that  he  must  either  dissent 
within  aeven  days  from  tha  arrangement,  and  be  subject 
to  have  his  shatea  taken  from  him  at  a  valuation,  or  else 
come  in  under  an  arrangement  whiob  imposes  on  him  a 
new  and  further  liability. 

It  is  also  to  be  observed  that  in  order  to  effect  an 
amalgamation  under  the  provisions  of  the  16Ist  section, 
the  circular  convening  the  meeting  at  whioh  the  ar- 
rangement  is  to  be  Isid  before  the  shareholders,  must 
eontain  distinct  notice  that  the  arrangement  is  to  be 
carried  into  effect  under  the  seoUon.  The  reason  of 
this  is  obvious,  when  we  remember  that  a  dissentient 
shareholder  has  only  seven  days  of  grace,  if  he  wishes  to 
have  his  interest  taken  off  his  handa  (see  ImperuU  Bank 
of  China,  India,  and  Japan  v.  Bank  of  Sinduitati, 
China,  and  Japan,  ««}>.). 

It  may  seem  atngnlar  that  an  arrangement  for  amal- 
gamation  effected  under  section  161  by  a  voluntary 
winding  np  should  be  binding  on  all  the  shareholders, 
while  in  the  case  of  a  compulsory  winding  up,  the  Court 
has  no  power  to  enforoe  or  cany  oat  a  transfer  of  the 
bnsineas,  while  a  single  shareholder  dissents;  but  the  fact 
is  so  (A«  (hneral  Stehange  Bank,  15  W.  B.  447].  The 
95th  section  of  the  Act,  according  to  the  Master  of  tha 
BoUa,  in  that  oase,  appUea  to  a  sidis  for  payment  of  debts, 
and  not  to  the  transfer  of  the  business  as  a  going  con- 
cern. 

It  must  be  bonte  ia  mind  that  all  that  the  161st 
section  does  is  to  render  the  arrangement  of  the  bnsineas 
binding,  and  no  member  can  act  it  aside.  Any  member, 
aocording  to  the  Master  of  the  Bolls,  in  Lei't  eait  (13 
W.  B.  883)  may  take  one  of  three  courses — (1)  he 
may  assent,  and  teke  shares  in  the  new  company;  (2)  be 
may  diseent,  and  within  aeven  days  require  to  have  his 
interest  valued  and  paid  for;  (8)  he  may  dissent,  and 
refuse  to  have  anything  to  do  with  the  new  company, 
and  abandon  his  interest  in  the  old  oompany.  Bnt  there 
is  nothing  in  the  Act  to  compel  a  dissentient  member  to 
take  shares;  as  a  general  rule,  no  man  is  compellable  to 
take  shares  in  an  undertaking  whioh  he  never  consented 
to  take,  whether  he  likes  it  or  not  {Biggo'  eatt,  13  W.  B. 
987);  and  the  word  "amalgamate"  ia  not  a  word  by  which, 
having  Bubeoribed  to  oompany  A.,  persons  may  be  com- 
pelled to  become  aubeoribets  to  oompany  B.,  either 
under  section  161,  or  any  express  power  to  amalgamate 
contained  in  the  artidea  of  association  {Re  Empire 
Ateuraneo  Corporation,  mp.) 

It  only  remains  for  ns  to  add  that  when  a  diasentient 
shareholder  gives  notice  to  the  liquidators  requiring 
them  to  purchase  his  interest  in  the  company,  they  can 
only  purchase  his  interest,  such  as  it  may  be,  in  the 
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eU  of  the  oompany.  The/  have  no  antliority  to 
Moept  a  transfer  of  hU  aharee,  aad  he  remains  liable  to 
be  settled  on  the  list  of  contribatories  (  fining' i  eate,  19 
W.  B.  173).  His  atatoa  ai  regards  oreditora  is  not  in 
•ny  way  altered  if  hii  interest  in  the  oompany  be  por- 
ohasedi  Erea  if  he  does  not  giro  notioe,  and  abandons 
Ilia  interest  in  the  nevr  oompany,  he  remains  liable  to 
orsditora  of  the  old  oompany,  tlioagh  he  eecapea  the  ob- 
ligationa  of  a  shareholder  of  the  new  oompany. 


PRAUDTOBNT  PEBFBBBWOBS  IN  BANKEUPTOY. 
No.  I. 

SeTeral  oases  hare  lately  famished  important  illnstra- 
tions  of  the  law  relating  to  the  rights  of  oreditors  to 
treat  a  debtor's  assignment  of  his  property  as  frandn- 
lent.  The  oases  are  of  three  kinds,  "thm  first  class  relates 
to  deeds  void  under  the  18  Elis.  a  6,  on  the  ground  that 
they  "  delay,  hinder  or  defraud  "  oreditors.  Under  this 
head  Freeman  t.  Pop«{ls.  B.  5  Ch.  638,  18  W.  B.  906} falls, 
where  a  rolnntary  settlement  was  set  aside  as  bmndiilent 
on  the  gioond  that  it  left  the  debtor  praotioally  without 
Bieans  topay  his  debts,  and  that  its  effect,  therefore,  neoes- 
aarily  was  to  delay  oreditors  ;  and  the  late  Lord  Jostice 
Oiffard  laid  it  down  that  "  if  after  dednoUng  the  pro- 
perfy  whidh  is  the  subject  of  the  Tolnntary  aettleiiMnt, 
■niioient  available  assets  are  not  left  for  the  payment  of 
the  setthMT's  debts,  then  the  law  infers  intent."  That 
«aie  foithn  established  the  proposition  that  it  may  be  set 
aside  at  the  suit  of  a  sobeequent  creditor  if  an  antece- 
dent onditor  remains  still  unpaid.  On  the  othac  hand 
AUtn  T.  Narriton  (L.  B.  4  Oh.  627, 17  W.  B.  1034)  shows 
that  a  deed  assigning  the  whole  «t  the  debtor's  proper^ 
for  the  benefit  of  some  only  of  his  oreditors  is  notaToided 
by  the  statute  j  and  the  Lord  Justice  Giflhcd  pointedly 
obserred  in  that  case,  "  if  the  present  appeal  (by  the 
•equeetrators,  who  sought  to  impeach  the  deed)  were  to 
■Qooeed,  tlie  result  would  be  that  cue  creditor  would  be 
paid  in  full,  and  the  other  oreditora  eatiMly  left  out, 
whioh  is  exactly  that  which  the  aj^tant  now  com- 
plains of  aa  unjust."  In  other  words  th»  object  of  the 
•tatute  was  not  to  seouie  equality  amongst  ar»ditor8,nor 
is  there  any  machinery  under  it  adapted  t»t&at  end  ;  as 
amongst  the  oreditors  there  is  nothing  to  prerent  the 
iq^plioation  of  the  homely  maxim  "ifast  come,  first 
•erred  ; "  and  one  creditor  cannot  oomplatn  of  another 
creditor  being  preferred  before  him.  To  malte  the  deed 
Toi(i,  it  most  be  one  which  is  made  for  the  benefit  of 
the  debtor  himself,  or  of  one  who,  aa  a  mere  Tolonteer, 
ocoupies  no  better  position  than  the  debtor.  But  pro- 
Tided  that  condition  be  fulfilled,  the  neoessacy  efltStot  of 
the  deed  dispenses  with  any  neoesdty  for  proof  of  the 
intent ;  a  man  being  yreauned  to  intend  the  necessary 
oonsequenoes  of  hia  aOL 

This  class  of  oases  haa  been  noticed  beoanae  such  cases 
gire  considerable  asaistanoe  in  understanding  thoee 
whioh  lolaU  to  bankruptcy.  The  points  of  similarity 
sre,that,in  eaoholassof  cases,  tlie  defrauding  of  creditors 
is  guarded  againat  by  atatutoiy  proTisions,  and,  in  each, 
those  statutory  preriaiona  hare  receired  an  extenalTe 
interpretation,  ia  aooordanoe  with  the  general  porpoee  of 
the  Act.  Bnt  in  the  first  ease  the  prot(Htion  is  given  to 
oreditors  againat  the  debtor,  and  Tolnnteers  taking  under 
him;  in  the  second,  it  is  given  to  the  general  body  of 
creditors,  against  one  or  more  of  their  own  number. 

The  second  olasa  of  oases  then  is  that  whioh  arises 
under  the  provision  in  the  Bankruptcy  Acts  by  which 
any  frandnlMtt  assignment  by  the  debtor  is  madia  an  act 
of  bankruptcy.  Such  an  assignment,  as  being  itself  an 
act  of  bankruptcy  is,  by  the  doctrine  of  relation^  iptt 
facto  void  as  against  the  assignees  in  a  supervening 
bankruptcy,  provided  the  bankruptcy,  though  not 
originally  founded  on  it,  happens  within  the  limited 
time  and  is  originated  or  proseonted  by  a  creditor. 

Here,  by  a  course  of  reasoning  similar  to  that 
applied  to  the  18  EUz.,  s.  6,  apart  from  actual  evidence 
of  a  fraudulent  purpose  in  the  transaction,  assignments 


of  the  debtor's  whole  effects,  having  the  neoeaiaiy  teaiilt 
of  defeating  and  delaying-  oreditors,  hare  been  luld 
fraudulent,  so  as  to  oonstitute  an  act  of  bankniptoj; 
beoause,  if  made  to  one  creditor,  they  give  him  an  adm- 
tage  over  the  rest,  or,  eren  if  made  to  stnutee  fat  Uie 
benefit  of  all  creditors,  th^y  change  the  eontse  and  mode 
of  distribution  whidh  the  law  has  prorided,  and  whioh 
every  creditor  is  entitled  to  resort  to  and  insist  apon. 
That  the  same  is  held  with  reepeot  to  asngnmenti  of  tlit 
whole,  with  an  nnsubstaatial  exception,  foUmn  of 
course  ;  and  the  only  exoeption  to  the  rule  ii, "  vhen 
the  trader,  in  disposing  of  his  effects,  gets  someUiiii; 
whioh  to  him  and  his  oreditora  is  an  equivalent"  (pet 
Cookbnm,  O.J..  In  WoodJkotue  v.  Murray,  15  W.  B.  1109, 
L.  B.4Q.B.  688). 

Now,  this  is  an  act  of  bankruptcy  only  bsoasM  it  ii 
held  to  be  a  "fraudulent"  assignment  within  the 
meaning  of  the  Bankruptcy  Abta  ;  and  it  is  so  hdd  be- 
OMise  it  has  the  necessary  effect  of  defeating  and  deUj- 
ing  oreditors,  or  of  preventing  that  eqaal  diitribatioo 
among  them  whioh  the  law  provides  for,  and  ia  in  this 
senae  in  band  of  the  policy  of  the  bankrupt  law.  Thu, 
all  assignments  which  were  dther  designed  or  wUoh  hid 
their  necessary  effect  to  drfeat  or  delay  oredlti»i,  oc 
(o  prevent  an  equal  distribution  amongst  tbea,  in- 
eluding  aots  of  fraudulent  preference,  were  acta  of  banh- 
mptcy.  Bnt  inasmnoh  as  the  title  of  the  uaignw 
could  not  be  carried  haok  beyond  some  act  on  which  tk 
aotual  adjudication  could  have  been  founded,  and  u  the 
debtor  oonld  not  have  been  made  bankmpt  on  any  act 
done  more  than  twelve  months  before  the  petition  vu 
filed,  if  the  act  complained  of  was  of  an  earUer  data  it 
could  not  be  treated  as  void  by  reason  of  its  being  as  act 
of  bankruptcy. 

The  third  ohus  of  caaea,  therefore,  beoame  of  unpm- 
ance  partly  for  this  reason.    Th^  relate  to  acta  «ta!ch 
were  not  void  under  IS  Elis.  o. .  5,  and  whioh  wen  not 
capable  of  being  treated  as  aots  of  bankmptoy,  either  ^ 
reason  of  their  not  being  assignnMnts  of  property,  and 
so  not  within  the  words  of  the  Bankruptcy  Aota,  w  b^ 
reason  of  their  not  being  done  or  made  within  tweln 
months  of  the  petition,  or  by  reason  of  the  banktaptcj 
being  on  the  debtor's  own  petition  so  as  not  to  admit  of 
relation  baokj  but  whioh  were  nevertheless  aots  done  to 
the  benefit  of  one  creditor,  and  to  the  corresponding  in- 
jury of  the  rests  and  were,  therefore,  if  done  in  oonteo- 
pUtion  of  bankruptcy,  treated  as  acta  of  fraudulent  j«- 
ference,  valid  tdfl  avoided;  but  oapable  of  being  awiW 
at  the  election  of  the  assignees  in  bankruptcy.    »«*-» 
having  been  established  that  the  volhntary  oharsotet  at 
the  debtor's  act,  indicating  his  purpose  to  pnfto  thft 
oreditor,    is    the    main    determining     ciroamstanoe  m 
judging  of  whether  his  act  is  an  act  of  frandnlentlin;' 
fwenoe;  and  that,  on  the  other  hand,  in  Lord  Haawd* 
words,   "  if  a  bankrupt  in  course   of  payment  paj«  » 
oreditor,  this  is  a  fair   advantage    in    the   conrse  « 
trade  ;  or,  if  a  oreditor  threatena  legal  diligence,  *» 
tiiece is  no  oollnsion ;  or  begins  to  sue  a  debtor,^  aaou 
makes  an  assignment  of  part  of  his  goods,  it  >•*''" 
transaction,    and    what    a    man    might    do    witfaw 
having    any    bankruptcy    in     view/'— the    qoeeHro 
has  arisen,  whether,  in  the  case  of  acts  which  oianov 
under  the  circumstanoes,  be  treated  aa  acts  of  bankinpt<7> 
the  same  legal  inference  can  be  raised  as  in  the  mm  oi 
aots  whioh  may  be  so  treated';   whether,  namelj,  v* 
assignment  by  a  debtor  of  his  whole  P'OP^''^''^'^ 
fraudulent  in    every  case  where    it  would  '»•''  "f* 
within   twelve   months,  an   act  of   bankruptcy.    J^ 
case  of  JonuY.  Sarher  (19  W.  B.   298)  has  deod^ 
this    point     in    the    negative,    in    oonounenee   viu 
two    previous    cases    whioh   did    not   dir«»tly  »«» 
the  point.     The  first  of  the  oases  referred  to  »  *«'f7 
V,  Pettrion,  16  W.  B.  1179,  L.  B.  2  Ex.  804,  8  Bx-  ]»*■ 
whioh   was  decided  in  the  oourt  below  by  two  ]iidge 
(KeUy,  0.B;,  and  Martin,  B.).  parUy  on  the  8?""^  "" 
the  transaction  there  questioned  was  beyond  the  twei" 
montha,  and,  thoufk  tm  attignment  of  the  «rA»^  "/  '*' 
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iiMtft  ettatt,  «•*  honest  in  fMt.  It  moat  be  Mtmittecl, 
tunrarer,  that  the  beuing  of  their  Jadgmenti  npon  this 
l»iat  ii  alight,  sinoe  it  is  exprasdy  stated  bj  Kelly,  O.B., 
thit  the  tnnaMtiOB  ma  in  hie  opinion  beaefioial  to  the 
craditon ;  ud  the  faot  that  a  anbitantial  eqaivalent 
WW  giren,  which  was  the  sole  gioaad  lelied  on  by  Ohan- 
leU.  B.,  wu  the  gionnd  on  which  the  decision  wasafflnued 
iatheExobeqaer  Chamber,  notwithstanding*  that  the  act 
wu  there  iMld  to  he  within  the  twelTCmontiis,  andtheie- 
Im  oapstde  of  being  tdied  on  as  an  aot  of  hankniptaj. 
rhe  whole  extent,  therefore,  to  whieh  the  judgments  of 
lie  two  lesmed  jndgee  go  (even  if  they  go  softo)  is  tlut  an 
let  done  bej«ad  the  twelve  months  eannot  be  avoided  as 
in  aot  of  baakraptey.  In  Att«n  v.  Stnimtt  (18  W.  B.  874, 
i.  B.  5  Cb.  677),  however,  whera  also  the  assignment 
m  of  the  whole,  but  beyond  the  twelve  months,  that 
tae  was  ezpieidSy  relied  on  by  the  late  Lord  Jostioe 
HSaid  as  dsdding  this  very  point.  He  examined  the 
taeation  of  advanoee  only  so  far  as  to  satisfy  himself  the 
lauaction  was  not  frandnlent  is  fact,  refused  to  consider 
rhether  the  advance  was  snbstaatial  enongh  to  bring 
lie  truMotioa  within  the  exception  to  the  mle  whioh 
ukM  anob  assignments  acts  of  bankmptcy,  and  laid 
bn  that "  where  there  is  a  deed  whidi  cannot  be  set 
aide  nader  the  stsktnte  of  IShnbeth,  or  genmUly,  as 
mdnlent— iadoding  in  the  term  a  frandnlent  prsfer- 
aot— bat  aolely  and  only  as  being  an  aet  of  bankmptcy, 
klapie  of  twelve  months  bef on  any  ylot  issues  validatss 
ihtt  whioh  wonid  be  otherwise  impMohaUe."  The  Lord 
SluooeUor  decided  the  case  solely  on  the  ground  that  the 
idnnoe  was  snbatantial,  and  by  some  of  his  expressioas 
eemi  to  have  doabtod  whether,  even  with  respect  to  a 
tnaaaetiaD  happening  beyond  the  twelve  months,  the 
Mignee  might  not  examine  "  whether  it  be  an  act  of 
IjMknptoy  or  not."  The  case,  however,  of  Jonet  r. 
£<^  IMS  expressly  dealt  with  this  point.  The  mate- 
lUMitrf  facte  in  that  ease  is  tersely  given  by  BhMk- 
kuo,  J,  ftna:— "  On  the  trial  it  ^ipeMed  that  the  bank- 
npi.  •  Imder,  had,  ander  preaanre,  asrigned  all  his  pro- 
jwi; tethe  jdaintiff,  a  creditor.  As  the  case  is  reserved,, 
n  amt  take  it  that  there  was  no  fraud  such  as  would 
bare  made  this  aseignmsnt  void  against  creditora  if 
^■iilcniiitoyhad  not  ensued,  nor  any  intention  to  prefer 
lie  endjtoc  to  otheia  under  a  hankmptoy  then  in  oon- 
anplation,  so  as  to  Moount  to  a  frandnlent  preference, 
W  it  most  nensssarily  have  prevented  the  trader  from 
■Jiataoy  other  o<  Mt  creditors,  and  the  plaintiff  must 
an  known  it  wonid  have  that  efleot.  Boon  after,  the 
ndet  became  baakrapt  on  his  own  petition."  After 
Arring  to  Tounff  r.  FltUkar  (8  H.  ft  0.  T82.  18  W.  E. 
12),  as  showing  that  the  deed  was  an  aot  of  baak- 
•Pt<7i  I7  xsason  of  He  neoeasarily  preventing  the  debtor, 
iaot«dnpoa,fieai  eaoying  on  hia  trade,  but  that,  the 
Btanpi^y  being  on  the  debtoz'a  own  petition,  there 
wd  be  no  relation  baok,  he  proeeeded  to  atate  the  defen- 
aots  aignnent  th«s:  "The  argument  for  the  asalgneM 
'ai  tliat  if  this  was  an  aot  of  baaknptqy  it  mnat  be  so 
MiM  it  was  fraudulent,  and  if  fraudulent  at  all  aa 

Ktha  aasigBeea  it  mnat  be  voidable  at  their  option." 
J)  adds,  "  We  were  mnoh  disposed  on  the  argument 
•  hold  that  tiMD^  along  series  of  cases  has  established 
Ht  the  ooutenotion  to  be  put  on  tiie  enaotment  was 
■■h  that  a  transfer,  the  necessary  effect  of  which  was 
>  Msy  oc  defeat  the  trader's  creditors,  was  an 
■tsi  bankmptery  though  there  were  no  fraudulent  in- 
■t  at  dl,  yet  that  it  did  not  follow  that  we  were  to 
lan  aoeh  a  transfer  veldaUe  by  the  assignees  unlese  there 
na  band  in  faet."  After  nottcing  that  sudi  a  transfer 
•wid,  according  to  the  view  expressed  by  Lord  Mans- 
™  in  Aldertm  v.  Timph  (4  Burr,  2285),  have  been 
■"»  deeread  per  u  fraudulent  in  fact,  because  in  fraud 
<  BM  bankrupt  laws,  he  decided  the  case  in  favour  of 
■x  idainUS  (Hannen,  J.,  oononrring  in  the  judgment), 
*ft«  authority  of  the  judgments  of  Kelly,  C.B.,  and 
^to,  C.B.,  in  Mercer  v.  Peterion,  but  without  notJoing 
~l  iodgaient  of  Lord  Justice  Giffard  in  the  case  of 
**»v.a!M)i«tt. 


A  considerable  conourrenoe,  therefore,  of  opinion  has 
eatablifhed  the  propoaitlon  that  the  oonRtmotion  put  on 
the  word  "  frandident "  in  the  Bankrnptoy  Acts  was  a 
teehnioal  oonatmotion,  and  does  not  apply  to  transao- 
tions  whioh  can  only  be  impeached  as  fraudulent,  but 
not  as  aots  of  bankmptey  to  which  the  assignees'  titde 
oan  relate  back ;  such  transactions,  if  they  are  to  be 
avoided  as  frandnlent  must  be  shown  to  be  fraudulent 
in  actual,  not  merely  in  ,im]^Ied  intent. 


RKOEHT  DE0I8I(m8. 

EQITITT. 

FoBBioK  Law— Thi  Oohtka.ot  aitd  trb  Kkkkdy. 

Xxparte  MeOeum,  L.JJ.,  19  W.  B.  83. 

It  is  a  well  known  rule  of  what  is  called  private  in- 
ternational law,  that  all  questions  as  to  the  oonstmotioa 
of  a  contract  are  to  be  deoided  by  the  law  of  the  oonntry 
where  the  contract  was  made,  the  Itx  fori  eoittraottu, 
and  all  qnestionB  as  to  the  remedy  of  either  party  on  the 
oontraot,  by  the  law  of  the  conntiy  in  which  the  oentiaot 
is  sought  to  be  enforaed.  The  preeent  case  affords  a  very 
good  illustration  of  that  distinction.  A  marriage  took 
place  in  Batavia,  and  a  marriage  oontraot  was  made  at 
the  time,  under  whioh  the  husband  seoued  to  the  wife  a 
certain  scm  of  money.  Under  the  Dntoh  law  in  force  in 
Batavia,  which  had,  ot  eonrse,  to  be  proved  by  evidence, 
marriage  contracts  have  no  tooe  as  against  third  parties 
unless  and  until  they  have  been  registered,  which  this 
oontraot  never  was.  Then  the  husband  afterwards  be> 
oame  banknipt  in  England,  and  the  wife,  daiming  to  be 
a  creditor  under  the  bankruptcy  for  the  sum  whioh  the 
marriage  oontraot  purported  to  secure  to  her,  the  aa- 
ajgneee  oppoeed  her  daim,  contending  that,  under  the 
lex  foH  eontrttM,  the  contract  wae  nugatory  as  against 
third  puties. 

The  Lords  Justioee  in  their  interpretation  of  the 
Dutch  lem  fori  etntraetus,  oonsideied  it  as  enaoting  in 
efleot,  that  until  registration  the  oUdms  of  any  party  to 
the  oontraot  should  be  postponed  to  thoee  of  all  outsiders; 
so  that  if  the  husband's  bankruptcy  had  taken  piece 
within  the  jurisdiotion  of  the  forum  eontraetu*,  the  wife 
must  have  been  postponed  to  all  his  creditora.  But  the 
Knglish  bankmptqy  law,  under  which  the  bankruptcy 
took  place,  reooriisns  no  priority  of  creditors ;  and  oon- 
sequentiy  the  wife  was  entitled  to  prove  ;>ori^a»ni  with 
the  other  ereditors.  If  the  Dutdh  law  had  been  that  the 
oontraot  had  no  validity  until  registration,  it  wonld  have 
been  equally  invalid  h«e  ;  but  the  Dutch  law  merely 
leatrieting  the  remedy,  when  the  contract  oame  to  be 
enforced  in  Bagland,  the  remedy  was  governed  by  the 
HngUsh  law  of  baakmptoy. 

TBvamH'  EKFU8A1  OF  Aocouht»— Tb0bi  fob  Sals 

WrrHOOHBBMT. 

Jigarft  V.  AtoMT,  V.OM.,  1»  W.  E.  94. 
It  is  not  necessary  to  cite  oasea  to  show  that  it  is  a 
duty  of  trustees  to  furnish  accounts;  and  the  distinction 
between  a  positive  refusal  of  accouute  and  a  eonstsnt  ab- 
staining from  producing  them  when  adced  for  is  merely 
fUnsory.  A  case  of  White  v.  Jaekeon  (IS  Beav.  191)  has 
been  relied  on  as  showing  that  mere  n^leot,  as  distin- 
guished from  pertinaoioua  refusal,  is  not  enough  to 
deprive  the  trustee  of  his  costs,  but  the  ease,  whioh  is 
very  meegrely  repeated,  does  not  go  beyond  this,  that  the 
non-rendering  of  aooounte  is  not  enough  to  deprive  the 
trustee  of  his  costs  If  he  has  not  been  pressed  for  them. 
Indeed,  In  €he*ham  v.  Priee  (88  Beav.  47),  where,  the 
plaintiffs  having  asked  for  aocounts,  the  defendant 
«  nowhere  actually  refused,  but  postponed,  delayed,  and 
avirfded,  and  nowhere  promised  "  to  give  them,  and  the 
plaintiffs,  after  aeven  months,  filed  their  bill,  the  Master 
of  the  Bolls  remarked  that  the  distinction  between  this 
and  a  refusal  was  merely  verbal.  In  Kemp  v.  Bum 
(11  Vr.  B.  278,  4  Gifl.  848)  the  trnstees  refused  to  far- 
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niah  th«  ee*iui  que  trutU'  aolioitor  with  Mooonto,  bnt 
off«i«d  to  alloir  the  cettvi  que  tnutt  thamMlTM,  or  any 
•ooonntant  they  might  name,  to  intpeot  the  aoeonnta 
and  take  copiea.  (It  teemi,  howerer.  that  a  pafwm 
named  by  the  plaintiffs  waa  in  fact  objeoted  to  by  the 
defendanta.)  Yioa-Chanoellor  Kindenley  aaid,  on  thla 
oaae,  that  there  moat  be  a  reiy  atrong  reason  to  jnatify 
an  exeontor  and  tmatee  in  refiising  to  allow  the  aolioitor 
of  a  reaidnary  legatee  to  interfere  aboat  the  aeooonts, 
and  the  defendanta  were  ordered  to  pay  ooata  ap  to  the 
liearing. 

Aa  to  the  extant  to  which  defendant  traateea  aie 
pnniahed  in  the  article  of  ooata  for  default  of  aoeoonta, 
the  practice  is,  as  acted  on  in  Stjfnton  r.  JRiehardrnm  (31 
Bear.  840),  that  the  defendants  mnst  pay  the  costs  of 
anit  up  to  the  hearing,  and  afterwards,  on  aooonnting 
properly,  will  get  their  sabseqnent  costs.  This  is  on  the 
principle  acted  on  in  ^filliam*  y.  Pmett  (15  Bear.  471), 
and  that  class  of  oases,  under  which,  when  a  bill  is  fllsd 
against  a  tmstee,  establishing  a  breach  of  trust,  and 
asking  aa  administration  of  the  tmst,  the  troatee  gets 
the  costa  of  the  administration  part  of  the  proceedings, 
though  he  has  to  pay  the  remainder.  In  Iforgan  and 
Darey's  Ciosts  in  Chancery  (at  p.  109)  it  is  said  that  the 
more  usual  practice  is  to  reserre  the  question  of  costs 
until  further  directions;  bnt  in  the  latest  cases,  including 
the  present,  the  jnnwtioe  seems  to  be  to  deal  with  these 
eosta  at  the  hearing.  In  Oresham  t.  Priee  {ubi  tup.)  the 
Master  of  die  Bolls  wonld  not  order  the  tmstees  to  fxtf 
Msta :  Yioe-Ohanoellor  Halins  emphatioally  disapproTCs 
of  that  ruling.  The  truth  is,  that  in  erery  case  of  this 
kind  the  judge  usee  his  discretion  on  the  partioular  taota 
before  him,  and  there  ia  no  hard-and-faat  rule  binding 
the  Court  to  make  the  trustee  pi^  costs,  if  the  Court 
should  consider  that  there  are  dronmstanoes  in  his 
favour,  bnt  in  general  the  trustee  will  hare  to  pay  the 
Mats  up  to  the  hearing. 

Aa  to  executors,  it  has  been  held  that  an  executor  is 
entitled  to  hsTC  the  accounts  taken  under  the  direction 
of  the  Court  (see  White  t.  Jaeltan,  ubi  lup.').  In  Be 
ling  (11  Jnr.  K.  S.  899)  the  executor  had  not  only  re- 
fused aoconnts,  bnt  made  Texaticus  opposition  to  the 
taking  of  the  aoconnts  in  the  suit.  Lord  Romilly  con- 
sidered that  an  exeontor  could  not  be  deprlTed  of  Us 
costs  except  by  t^  bill  filed  for  that  purpose,  and  there- 
fore, though  considering  the  case  a  very  bad  one,  would 
not  make  the  defendant  pay  costs,  though  he  woidd  not 
give  him  any. 

There  is  one  other  point  in  this  case  upon  which  a 
dictum  of  Vice43hanoenor  Halins  may  be  noted.  The 
testator  in  the  oaae  had  devised  his  real  estate  to  tmstees, 
upon  tmst  for  sale  with  the  consent  of  his  danghteis. 
On  gifts  of  ihia  Und,  which  are  common  enough,  the 
question  arises,  what  is  to  be  done  when  some  of  the 
oonsant-persona  have  died;  can  the  tmstees  sell  with  the 
consent  of  the  surrirors,  or  does  the  death  of  one  «t 
them  render  the  sale  impoesiUe  ?  This  has  been  a 
doubtful  qneaUon,  bnt,  so  far  as  the  trustees  are  clothed 
with  a  potter  of  sale,  exeroisable  with  the  consent  of 
certain  persons,  it  is  laid  down  by  Lord  St.  Leonards 
(Sugd.  Fow.  ISth  ed.  252)  that  after  the  death  of  one 
before  execution  and  assent,  the  power  is  gone.  It  may 
peihapa  be  argoad  that  there  ia  a  difleiwwe  between  a 
trust  for  sale  with  consent  and  a  power  of  sale  with  con- 
sent ;  howarer,  we  are  not  ooaoemed  to  go  into  the 
point  of  law.  Bnt  In  Sylua  t.  Sheari  (12  W.  B.  117, 
2  D.  G.  J.  k  S.  6)  there  was  a  trust  for  sale,  provided 
the  consent  of  children  should  be  first  obtained.  Some 
of  the  children  having  died,  the  trustees,  with  aaaent  of 
the  survivors,  consented  to  sell  to  a  purohaser,  who,  on 
laming  the  facts,  took  this  objection  to  the  title,  and 
the  Lmds  Justioes,  on  a  specific  performance  bill,  were 
olearly  of  opinion  that  the  doubt  was  too  great  to  justify 
them  in  forcing  the  title  on  the  purohaser.  There  can 
be  no  doubt  but  that  this  was  the  only  deoision  open  on 
the  case.  Vioe-Chanoellor  Halins,  in  the  present  case, 
aays  he  was  extremely  anrprised  at  that  deoision,  and 


should  not  follow  it.  His  Honour  must  have  confoied  s 
decision  on  the  qnestion  of  specific  peifonuao*  with  S' 
decision  on  the  question  of  conssnt. 


COMHON  LAW. 


COVYBBaiON. 

FemUr  t.  BelHut,  Q.a,  19  W.  B.  180. 

One  of  the  commonest  of  the  actions  of  tort  ii  the 
action  of  trover  for  the  wrongful  conversion  of  goodi. 
In  most  oases  there  is  no  quertion  as  to  the  mesniag  o( 
the  word  "  oouveirioa."    In  nine  cases  oat  of  t«a  the 
defendant  has,  in  fact,  converted  the  goods  to  his  owii  IN 
by  selling  them,  refusing  to  give  them  to  the  plaintilb  « 
by  otherwise  assuming  dominion  over  them,  and  tht 
only  qnestion  is,  whether  or  not  the  defendant  was  entititi 
to  the  gooda.    Every  now  and  then,  however,  tha  qotitioit 
ariaea  whathar  the  gooda  were  converted  by  the  defoidttt. 
and,  although  this  generally  dependa  on  apecial  facts,  it 
aometimee  involves  a  considaration  of  Um  true  Isfrsl  mesn- 
ing  of  the  phrase  "coaversitm  of  goods."     It  Mem 
ciuiotts,  but  we  believe  it  to  be  the  faot,  that  thmuio 
aceunte  dafinition  to  be  found  in  Bngliah  law  bwta  tf 
the  wrong  of  cooversion.    There  are  many  desoriptiMi 
of  this  tort,  but  no  ccasplete  definition.    This  is  not  • 
mere  qnestion  of  words,  but  it  is  the  necessary  rssnlt  o( 
the  fact  that  the  precise  nature  of  this  tort  has  wm 
been  judicially  ascertained.    Innumerable  caess  bare  bus 
decided,  but  no  general  principle  hsa  been  laid  down  b; 
which  the  many  yet    undecided  questions  can  be  de- 
termined. 

Usually  there  is  no  difficulty  in  theee  aetioof,  bsi 
aometinMs  there  axe  esses,  like  those  against  csnian, 
where  the  queetion  of  conversion  is  one  of  law  and  not  of 
fact,  as  if  a  person  wrongfully  in  poseession  of  goods  (irti 
them  to  a  oandar  for  oairiage,  and  tha  carrier  dnly  «■ 
Uvers  the  goods  to  the  consignee.    Is  the  carrier  UsUstt 
trover?    Again,  a   btoker,  in  aooctdance  with  Uso- 
structhms,  sells  goods  wrongfully  in  the  possession  of  ka 
principal.    Ia  the  broker  liable  in  taraver  ?     The  diffi- 
oultyof  answering  audi  qneations  aa  theaa  provs^the 
doubt  there  is  as  to  the  preoiss  natore  of  the  wronf  of 
conversion.      In  FavAtr  v.  Hallifu  these    doabU  ve 
noticed  bnt  are  not  solved.     There  were  some  vsw 
facts  in  the  case,  bnt  those  on  which  the  judgmsnt «« 
given  were  as  foUows;  the  defendanU  booght  goods  w- 
Ueving  that  the  vendor  had  a  good  title  to  them.   !■> 
faot  the  goods  belonged  to  the  plaintiffs.      The  dsf» 
dants  sold  these  goods  in  ignorance    of    the  plsinUSt 
dain,  and  it  was  held  that  the  defendants  hsd  been 
guilty  of  soonverskm  of  the  goods  and  were  liable  to  Oe 
plaintiffs  for  the  value  in  an  aotkm  of  trover.    Tm 
Court  expressly  krft  undecided  the  question,  what  ««ud 
have  been  the  defendants'  liabiUiy  U  they  had  baii(U 
merely  as  agents  for  others  instead  of  as  prindpab?^ 
case  is  an  innstration  of  one  kind  o<  dealing  withfOOiK 
that  conatitntes  a  conveisioB.    The  jadgoMnts  do  not  |o 
bqrond  the  precise  point  before  the  Oonrt.    AlthoB|bit 
is  a  hard  cass,  no  doubt,  that  purohasna  h»n&  fiie  borsf 
goods  and  selUng  them  again  in  the  usual  exercise  of  wn 

business  should  be  liable  to  sndi  an  notion  as  thst  u 
¥mUr  r.  Belliiu,  it  mnst  be  remembered  tI»tP"' 
dtssen  will  have,  under  ordinary  dremnstanoes,  utmtij 
over  against  their  vendors.  There  seems  to  be  no  doubt 
as  to  this  point  since  the  decision  of  MebolH  r.  St^nM^ 
(18  W.  B.  96). 

BAirKBUPTOT — DSTEBMIKATIOK  OF  ASKHCT. 

MeCall  V.  Auttralian  3£eat  Cempanf,  Ex.,  19  W.  B.  188. 
The  short  point  dedded  in  this  oaae  was  that  the 
bankruptoy  of  a  commission  agent  who,  under  an  sgno- 
ment  for  a  fixed  time,  had  to  keep  and  eaU  gooda  of  bu 
principal,  and  to  recdve  the  proceeds,  does  not,  ss  * 
matter  of  law,  give  the  principal  a  right  to  put  an  «n4 
to  the  agency.  It  is  a  question  of  faot  for  tha  jntj 
whether  the  bankraptcy  does  under   the  oircnmsts«oe< 
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teUt  the  agent  from  dnly  performing  the  agenoj.  If 
ke  ii  io  diaeUed,  of  oonrae  the  prinoipikl  maj  determine 
lie  igmej.  If  he  ii  not  disabled  the  agency  lemaina 
■uSMed  I7  the  bankruptcy. 

Ike  aaot  pmnt  appears  not  to  hare  been  before  decided, 
tot  tie  iMrned  Jodgee  aeem  to  hare  had  no  diffioolty 
huriTiBgat  QtB  oonolnaion  that  the  bankmptqy  did 
vi  per  le  determine  the  oontraot.  This  deoiaion  is 
fibJ;  to  ba  Moompanled  by  aome  inoonrsnient  results  in 
(MM  like  thii,  beMuiae  it  most  always  be  nndeeirable  for 
•prisoipaltooontinne  toentnut  goods  to  an  agent  to 
■D  tad  leoeire  the  prioe  when  the  agent  is  bankmpt. 
lie  faot  o{  the  agent's  bsakmptoy  ooold  haidly  fail  to 
(ire  niMh  tionble  to  the  prinoipal.  In  many  oases 
qwitians  wonld  be  certain  to  arise  between  the  principal 
isd  Um  saiignees  of  the  agent  as  to  their  respeotire 
ri;iilito  tlie  moneys  reeeired  by  the  agent,  and  eren  if 
the  pdndpal  did  aot  aotaally  lose  either  his  goods  or 
their  prioe,  he  would  probably  always  lose  both  time  and 
amj  in  gnsrding  agidnst  loss  from  the  confusion  that 
the  hsBkmptoy  wonld  certainly  cause  in  the  agent's 
iSiin.  Notwithstanding  this,  the  ageaoy  caanot  be 
detenainsd  unless  the  agent  is  so  dearly  disabled  from 
tttfawing  the  agency  that  there  can  be  no  doubt  that 
tte  jmy  win  so  find  the  fact.  Is  oidinaiy  oases  there 
«in  (eneraUy  be  doabt  as  to  the  riew  that  a  jury  may 
tike  of  the  matter,  and  in  snoh  easea  the  prinoipal  must 
ndeqo  the  certain  inconrenience  of  haring  a  bankmpt 
■rn^or  be  exposed  to  the  liability  to  pay  damages  for 
ntmat  to  hare  sutdi  an  agent. 

It  will  be  well,  therefore,  for  thoee  who  hereafter  may 
tffoint  igsata  to  sell  goods,  tat.,  for  a  fixed  time,  always 
'tomiert  in  the  agreement  a  clause  proriding  for  the 
***"'''"*'«>  of  tha  agency  on  the  bankmptoy  of  tiie 
^it.  Without  suoh  a  eUnse  they  maj  find  themselres 
■  >U  wkward  predicament  of  haring  their  money 
**Mr  passing  through  the  hands  of  a  man  who  has 
Mksiviny  title  to  ludd  money  of  his  own.  Of  conree 
ndaaim  does  not  aifoot  agenoiM,  which,  instead  of 
W^tes  fixed  time,  are  only  for  such  time  as  both 
ftMMj  choose  to  continue  the  agen^. 


Ebiopfil  bt  Oohddct. 
XiUjhu  r.  Wkiffen,  Q.  B.,  19  W.  B.  2it. 

la  tke  notes  to  the  Duektu  of  Kitt/rton'i  aate,  in 
mh'e  Leading  Oaaes,  it  is  said  that,  "  oontraty  to  the 
mei  which  seems  to  hare  perraded  the  courts  with 
J*P>d  to  other  cases  of  estoppel,  their  inclination  appears 
F  l>*re  been  to  extend  the  list  of  estoppds  in  pau, 
gMJsUy  in  mercantile  transactioas,  where  men  are 
wed  to  trust  much  to  appearanoes.''  Xnigktt  r. 
**V<a,  affords  a  good  illustration  of  this  tendenoyof 
■eoonrte. 

The  lensral  rule  laid  down  in  Piehard  r.  Sears  (6 
*^^  *75),  and  H-eeman  r.  Cooke  (2  Ex.  664),  may 
l***^;  be  stated  thns:  that  a  person  who  makes  state- 
Mti  ss  to  the  existence  of  facts,  upon  which  stat»- 
pMtt  laother  person  is  reasonably  induced  to  aot  so  as 
Mttr  Us  position  for  the  worse,  cannot  afterwards 
■>*  u  sgainst  suoh  person  that  those  factw  did  not 
w.  Kj^ktt  r.  Wkiffen  U  a  case  in  which  this  rule 
WMted  upon,  and  the  Court  do  not  appear  to  hare  in- 
■ued  to  introduce  any  new  qualification  or  modification 

■  Oienile.  We  noUoe  the  case,  howerer,  to  point  oat 
*w  ali^t  cireumstanoes  mxj,  at  all  erents  in  a  meroan- 
'Weiis,  be  held  to  amount  to  an  alteration  of  position 
™«a  the  meaning  of  the  rule.  At  the  time  tha  defen- 
<n«mide  the  statement,  which  the  Court  hold  him  after- 
•j*™  tetopped  from  denying,  the  plaintiff  had  paid 
r^  to  a  person  who  wss  then  in  difficulties  and  whose 
ttwnmsy  was  announoed  within  a  few  days.  If  the  de- 
*««»  had  not  made  the  statement,  the  plaintiff  might 
«»« Mked  to  hare  his  money  back,  without,  howerer, 

■  Bsy  be  imsgined,  much  prospect  of  getting  it.  The 
Wat  Md  that  the  loss  of  the  opportunity  of  asking  to 
«n  the  money  back  was  an  alteration  of  position  within 


the  meaning  of  the  rule.  It  has  hitherto  been  thought 
that  a  man's  being  induced  \ij  a  statement  to  do  nothing, 
oould  only  be  considered  as  acting  upon  the  statement 
so  as  to  alter  his  position  within  the  meaning  of  the  role, 
in  oases  where  it  appeared  that  but  for  the  statement  ho 
might  hare  done  something  efEeotually. 


SEVIEWS. 

A*  JEleiHtitttt/  VUtc  of  the  Proctedingt  in  a  Suit  in  Equity, 
with  OH  Appendix  of  Pomu.  By  Sylvbster  Josei'H 
HuNTKR,  B.A.,  of  Lincoln's-inn,  Barrister.at-law.  Fiftli 
Edition.  By  Obokos  Woodfokd  Lawranci,  U.A.,  of 
liinooln's-inn.  Btrrister.at-law.  London  :  Butterworths. 
"  Hunter's  Suit  in  Equity"  is  an  excellent  book  for  stu- 
dents, and  though  it  does  not  pretend  to  be  more  than  an 
elementanr  work,  it  is  one  which  many  lawyers  are  glad  to 
consult  after  the  student  has  become  merged  in  the  practi- 
tioner.  It  is  really  an  indispensable  for  the  Chancery  {tut 
of  a  lawyer's  education.  We  need  hardly  describe  it  again : 
its  serriceableness  has  mads  it  so  well  known.  In  strictness 
it  would  be  better  described  as  an  elementary  view  of 
p«ceedings  in  Chancery,  than  of  proceedings  in  a  8uit_  in 
equity:  bwanse  its  short  accounts  embrace  equity  jurisdiction 
generally,  and  proceediiui  "ininatten,"  as  well  as  pro> 
ocedings  "in  causes."  The  new  edition  takes  in  several 
subjecte,  such  as  the  Partition  Act,  Mm  Harriad  Women's 
Property  Act,  1870,  and  other  pieces  of  recent  legislation 
which  hare  come  into  being  since  the  third  edition  came 
out  in  1865.  At  |iege  104,  apropos  of  the  Partition  Act,  is 
appended  a  note  girmg  references  to  "  sereral  esses  which 
hare  been  dsoided  on  points  arising  out  of  the  Act."  As 
an  elementary  book,  the  wwk  would  hare  been  quite  com* 
plets  without  anr  such  references,  but  if  any  were  given,  the 
ust  should  have  been  made  complete.  Also,  at  page  358,  in 
citing  the  County  Court  Acts  of  1867  and  1866,  concerning 
county  court  equitable  jurisdiction,  it  would  hare  been  well 
to  pomt  out  the  blunder  in  the  first  Act,  and  how  it  was  only 
partially  remedied  by  the  second.  It  is,  howerer,  a  great 
excellency  of  this  work,  that  while  making  ereryfhing  clear, 
and  giring  substaatiaUy  sufficient  information,  its  writers 
have  been  able  to  strike  the  happy  mean  between  too  great 
compression  uid  embarrassing  exuberance  of  detail. 


COU&TS. 

COURT  OF  CHINCEBY. 

(Masteb  of  tkb  Bolls.) 

Jan.  30. — In  re  Legal,  CUrieal,  and  Medical  Supply 

Association. 

This  was  an  a^onmad  summons,  taken  out  by  a  creditor, 
for  thepunx)se  of  appointing  a  liquidator  in  the  place  of 
lb.  S.  B.  Bobertson,  solicitor,  resigned. 

The  company  was  ordered  to  be  wound  up  under  super- 
vision in  July,  1869,  and  Mr.  Bobertaon,  the  petitioner, 
and  the  prinoipal  shareholder,  was  appointed  liquidator 
without  salaiy.  £2  per  share  remained  to  be  called  up  on 
the  377  shares  which  had  been  issued,  and  the  creditors  had 
been  paid  6s.  8d.  in  the  pound  only.  The  creditors  some 
time  ago  took  oat  a  summons  to  remove  the  liquidator, 
which  wss  withdrawn  on  his  undertaking  to  make  a  call 
and  pay  another  dividend,  but  the  call  was  not  mode,  and 
ilr.  Robertson  resigned,  whereupon  the  present  summons 
was  taken  out 

M.  Ingle  Joyce,  in  support  of  the  summons,  proposed  Mr. 
Bath,  an  accountant. 

Smart,  for  Mr.  Bobertson,  proposed  Mr.  Sparrow,  and 
contended  that  the  case  was  one  in  whidi,  both  claimants 
being  eqnaUy  qualified,  the  preference  ought  to  be  given  to 
the  one  supportsd  by  Mr.  Bobertson,  as  he  had  the  conduct 
of  the  winding  up  order  (Re  Sorthern  Aeeam  Tea  Com- 
pany, 18  W.  B.  362). 

Lord  BoiOLLT.  U.B.,  said  that  the  claimant  supported  by 
Mr.  Bobertson  would  be  likely  to  continue  the  ola  system  of 
management  The  evidence  imowed  that  it  was  better  that 
an  entirely  new  system  should  be  adopted,  so  ss  to  pay  the 
creditor*  and  complete  the  winding  up.  Hr.  Bath  must, 
therefore,  be  appointed  liquidator. 
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(X)MHON  PLEAS. 

(Banco,  before  Botiix,  CJ^  and  Willm,  Skitk,  aad 

Bxnr,  JJ.) 

Jan.  31. —  IFMr.  HarritoH. 

Bum$  WillituM  moved  to  let  aiide  an  order  made  W 
lb.  Jnitioe  Smith,  at  chambew,  diwniariag  a  amnmona  cau- 
ing  QDon  tho  offioer  of  the  court  to  ahow  canie  irby  he 
ihonla  not  refimd  the  jniy  moaey  paid  nnder  the  mice  made 
by  the  jodges  nnder  the  Jury  Act  of  laat  learion.  In  this 
case,  the  plaintiff  having  deposited  £i  (as  reqaired  by  the 
nles)  on  entering  his  oanie,  the  oaose  was  disposed  of  by 
Mmement  between  the  parties  before  the  jary  wwe  swom. 
Tne  jury,  therefore,  did  not  try  the  oanse,  and  oonnsal  now 
aig|iied  tiiat  the  money  deposited  for  their  pavment  for 
tr^ng  it  ooght  to  be  retinnfid,  and  tbat  the  judge  was 
wrong  in  dismissing  the  sommons. 

WnxBS,  J. — You  have  called  or  invited  the  jury  to  come 
to  try  yonr  eaose.  If  it  were  the  only  one  for  trial,  yoa 
have  caused  the  jnry  to  be  summoned.  Ztrd  Fulmtiak't 
eoM  applies.  He  was  to  receive  payment  of  a  fish  tat  keep- 
inj;  a  rope  out  to  assist  the  fishing  boats.  A  boat  got  m 
without  usmg  his  rope  and  relbssd  to  pay  the  fish ;  bat  it 
was  held  that  ha  was  entitlad  to  the  fian,  for  the  rope  was 
ready  for  the  boat  if  wantsd. 

BoyiLL,  C.  J. — If  money  ware  to  be  retoxned,  the  amount  to 
be  paid  by  the  parties  who  aotoally  tried  th^  aaoses  must 
have  been  fixed  at  a  modi  lai^ger  amonnt  than  it  was.  I^ 
as  sometimes  happened,  all  the  causes  in  a  list  were  settled, 
how  was  the  jmrv  to  be  paid  if  the  jury  money  were  returned  f 
The  statute  saia  the  remuneration  to  the  inry  "shall  be 
pidd  by  the  parties  to  the  causes  to  be  tried."  The  only  way 
so  do  that  reasonably  was  by  finng  these  fees.  The  judges 
had  taken  great  trouble  in  considering  the  matter,  so  ss  to 
carry  out  ue  intentions  of  the  Lsgislstore.  Withregardto 
country  oases  aad  at  the  assises  he  believed  the  Act  would  be 
found  perfeetly  impracticable,  and  he  trusted  the  Legislature 
woald  point  eat  a  better  mode  of  remunerating  juries,  who 
were  a  neopsssry  part  of  the  administration  of  justice.  They 
ought  to  be  paid  by  the  Government  a  proper  amount,  to 
be  assessed  afterwards  upon  the  parties. 

WiLLBS,  Jn  said  the  jury  ong^tto  be  paid  by  the  Oovecn- 
msnt.  It  was  an  anomaly  for  the  suitor  to  be  called  upon 
to  pay  the  jury,  who  were  the  judges  of  fact,  when  the 
juues  of  law  were  paid  bv  tiie  oouiury.  The  Legislatore 
nad,  however,  imposed  this  upon  them,  aad  the  iadges  had 
been  bound  to  cany  the  law  out  as  they  best  oomd. 

SxiTH,  J.,  said  the  judges  had  determined  that  it  was 
better  to  impose  a  modeiato  sum  on  all  suitors  who  entered 
a  cause  for  trial  than  to  make  those  whose  causes  were  tried 
pay  a  large  sum.  He,  therefore,  could  do  no  otherwise  than 
dinniss  the  summons. 

Bhitt,  J.,  conceived  Mr.  'Williams's  argument  to  be  that 
it  was  almost  inoonoeivable  that  the  suitors  should  be  obliged 
to  pay  for  the  administration  of  justice,  and  to  pay  a  Uirge 
sum  before  they  could  get  their  caoaea  tried  by  a 
jury  ;  but  that  it  was  still  worse  to  be  called  on  to  pay  £3 
eadifwhen  their  causes  were  not  tried  at  all.  But  on  readiog 
the  Act  of  Parliament  he  and  the  other  judges  had  been 
forced  to  agree  to  the  rules  imposing  this  pavmeni  Under 
these  ciroumstaneee,  he  thought  it  Impossible  to  say  that 
the  order  was  wrong. 

Application  reftised. 

CXJUBTS  OP  BANKBUPTOT. 

LlMOOLIl'8-IinC  FiXLDS. 

(Before  Sir  J.  Baoov.  Chief  Judge.) 
Jan.  as. — £xpart4  Aitur  ;  B$  Orots  (a  Bankrupt). 
Xanktr  and  cutUmur — ConitruettM  ttotie*  of  trutt. 
This  was  an  appeal  bv  the  Masistrates  for  the  Eastern 
Division  of  the  county  of  Suffolk,  from  a  decision  of  Mr. 
Worlledge,  judge  of  the  Ipswioh  County  Courts  reported 
okU  p.  97. 
Sidi$,  Q.C.,  Fhiltrkk,  aad  Moraoi  Davey,  fbr  the  appeU 


De  Gut,  Q.O.,  Littlt,  Q.O.,  and  Mdy,  for  the  National  Pro- 
iriadal  Bimk. 

X.  CutUr,  for  the  trustee  under  the  bankruptcy. 

Baooit,  Ckixf  Jddob. — The  principal  question  in  this  case, 
which  oomes  before  the  Court  upon  an  appeal  from  an  orderof 
the  County  Court  of  Suffolk,  ia  whether  the  respondents,  the 
Kational  Provincial  Bank,  who  carry  on  the  business  of 
bankers  at  Ipswich,  are  entitled  to  apply  two  sums  of  money 


staadingto  the  credit  of  the  bankrupt  upon  two  npantei^ 
counts  which  he  kept  with  them,  to  the  satisfaetian  of  imiaa 
aooount  upon  which  he  is  indebted  to  them.  Then  ■ 
another  qnestian,  whether,  if  the  banken  are  soeniitl«d,tlis 
appeOaats  have  a  right  to  say  that  oertaiu  aeeniitiai  hdd 
1^  the  bankets  asnat  be  manhalled,  so  as  to  compel  tla 
banken  to  rascrtto  such  secarifa'as  in  the  first  imtanca,  ud 
thereby  to  <*'"■'"*«''  or  extinguish  the  general  haknce  dae 
to  them.  Both  these  qneebons  the  learned  judge  Mon 
whom  the  case  was  arguedin  the  Counts  Court  has  daeUed 
against  the  appellants ;  and  from  that  decision  the  pnmt 
^peal  is  brought.  The  case  is  one  of  public  impoitanoe  sob 
only  beeanse  of  :the  prindple  which  it!inToIve*,  ralatia^to 
the  general  lien  whitabaakett  have  upon  monm  depcntid 
with  them,  bat  also  because  of  the  oonoderable  aauastof 
public  mMiey,  the  sums  in  dispute  being  ths  pncMdi 
of  ooun^  ratea,  which  is  at  stake ;  and  it  ii  fdrtbc 
woHhy  of  very  ddibento  consideration  by  reason  oi  At 
peat  pains  aad  attention  which  have  been  bestowed  npon 
it  by  tb»  learned  judge  whose  order  is  appealed  from,  in  the 
disonssioa  whioh  took  place  before  him.  The  facts  s;peu 
to  be  simple  and  dear,  and,  notwithstanding  some  dbian- 
tions  nhidk  have  been  made  npon  the  evidence,  it  doei  not 
appear  to  me  that  any  of  the  foots  npon  wfaieb  thej^ 
ment  must  depend  are  in  any  important  degree  diapntw. 
They  appear  to  be  these. 

The  baakmpt  Oross,  tat  several  years  brfore  snd  n  to 
the  mondi  of  April  in  the  last  year,  carried  <«  the  boniw 
of  an  attorney  aad  aoUdtor  at  Ipswich.  Hisbasinasi'midd 
mipear  to  have  been  of  considerable  extent;  he  wu  of  good 
reputation,  and  in  the  year  1860,  among  other  employmaiti 
held  by  him,  he  had  been  upointed  the  county  tnwont 
fbr  the  Eastern  Division  of  Suffolk.  The  duties  of  hii  office 
conasted  in  the  receipt  and  payment  of  the  mone^a  nieed 
by  order  of  the  county  magistrates,  and  other  nubbc  monef , 
and  the  duty  of  keepmg  such  moneys  and  duly  accomtisg 
for  them  at  the  qnartmy  audits  held  by  the  magistratas  fir 
that  purpose.  By  the  statute  12  Geo.  S,  e.  29,  s.  6,  (hecomit; 
ratea  are  directed  to  bepaid  to  the  county  treasunr,  ud 
the  moneys  so  paid  to  him  "  are  to  be  deemed  aad  takan  to  be 

publio  stoek."  Other  Acts  of  Parliament  have  since  teee 
passed  authorising  the  raising  moneys  by  ratas^  fat  tM 
pubUc;^pnrpoaee  of  the  oonnty,  but  which,  as  tttey  do  no^^'^ 
the  office  or  the  duties  of  county  treasurer,  as  defined  d; 
the  statute  first  mentioned,  it  ia  unnecessary  to  observe  upon. 
The  bankrupt,  from  a  period  anterior  to  1862,  had  kej^u 
account  with  the  renondenta,  the  Kational  Frovmcal 
Bank,  which,  for  anything  that  appeaia,  was  an  oidisa? 
banking  account,  andto  tiiat  account  he  paid  in  moneys,  n> 
eluding  the  public  moneys  which  came  into  his  hsads  in  kii 
ofltce  of  county  treasurer,  aad  against  which  acconatbe 
drew  out  all  such  sums  as  he  required,  as  well  fiv  the  dw- 
eharga  of  his  public  duties  as  in  the  oonrae  of  his  pntite 
transactions.  This  manner  of  dealing  betvreen  him  u^ 
ha  bankers  continued  down  to  the  month  of  July.  18m, 
when  he  opened  a  separate  and  distinct  account  with  the 
Mune  bankers.  Upon  this  occasion  ths  bankers  imoed  to 
him  a  separate  pass-book  with  this  title  written  at  the  b«i| 
of  the  fint  page.  "  Superannuation  Fund.  The  National 
Provincial  Bank  of  England,  Ipswich,  Drs.  to  Beqanus 
Lilliatone  Gross,  Esq.,  solicitor,  Ipswich."  In  die  begwiiiiiS 
of  the  year  1889  he  opened  another  separate  and  di^i^ 
aoeouni  which  was  in  aaottiar  separate  paaa-book,  en^Md 
aad  headed,  "National  FMvinoiid  Bank  of  BnglandDr. 
ia  aeoooat  with  B.  L.  Chross,  solicitor,  Ipawiw.  F<«>'^ 
Aocooat"   He  informed  the  baakers  that  hedesirei  to  keep 


these  two  accounts  separate  and  distinct,  and  he  notifled 
to  and  arranged  with  them  that  the  payments  which  m 
should  make  mto  the  bank  in  respect  of  each  of  theee  ae- 
counta  ahould  be  entered  to  the  credit  of  each  sush  separate 
account,  and  that  all  cheques  which  he  should  draw  upffi 
the  superannuation  account,  should  be  distinguished  fromaU 
the  other  eheques  drawn  by  liim  by  having  the  wow 
"  Superannuation  Account "  written  at  the  top  and  repeated 
below  the  signatare  of  each  cheque;  and  in  like  "^""^ 
that  all  the  dieques  drawn  by  him  on  the  police  account 
should  be  distinguished  by  having  the  words  "  Fohoe  Ac- 
count" written  at  the  top  and  repeated  at  the  bottom  of  etdi 
cheque.  With  tiiis  notifioation,  and  in  ponuanoe  of  thu 
arrangement,  the  two  aooounts  so  opened  were  kept  and 
carried  on  to  the  time  the  bankrupt  absconded,  on  the  Stb 
of  April  last  During  the  same  period  he  alao  cairied  on 
his  usual  private  tranwctiocs  with  the  bank,  he  paid  in  and 
drew  out  moneya  as  he  tiiought  fit,  some  of  me  tuias* 
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Auh  be  M  drew  ont  'being  paid  hj  him  into  the  two 
iiptiit*  aewNmtt ;  but  it  does  not  appear  that  any  uf  the 
Moajidiawn  ttom  either  of  thoae  aooonnta  were  applied 
OerviMtbaatothepinpoaeelbr  whioh  thoee  ateoanta  had 
win  OMoed  and  were  kept. 

At  u»  time  of  hie  abaoooding  there  rtood  to  the  credit  of 
b  aqmumnatioo  Aind.  in  tiie  aeparate  pan-book  deroted 
othiiieeoant,  a  sum  of  £869  13a.  lOd.,  and  to  the  oredit 
{ tlia  polioe  aeoosnt  iB2,60»  16a.  Sd.  At  the  eame  date 
b.  Qnm  wu  indebted  to  the  bank  on  hie  priTate,  or  ai  it 
I ctUsd, his  "operating  aooosnt,"  and  anotner  aooonnt  he 
tjwith  them,  m  an  »tafng»i»  balance  of  £2,703  2i.;  and 
^pindpal  qoeation  whioh  wai  xaiaed  beibra  hii  Honour, 
keeow^ooort  jodge,  waa  whether  the  bankers  are  en- 
Uadtomal  with  the  two  loma  atanding  to  the  credit  of  the 
ywto  ipeoial  aooonnU  aa  if  thay  were  Groet't  money, 
oJitbMWKe,  mbject  to  the  ordinary  lien  of  bankere,  and 
irntaiaingtbaaetwoiama,  to  pay  thcauelTeB  the  balance 
raich  Otom  owed  them.  The  partiea  U^;ant  before  the 
mij  ooart  were— The  lUgiitratee,  whodatmedthe  balances 
iauiiicto  the  aecooBt  of  the  oonntr  treaawer  with  Uenn. 
liran,tanken,of  Ipawich,  and  which  were  andoabtedly 
wic  moneyi^  and  the  two  sama  I  hare  mentioned  standing 
tUwoNdit  of  the  police  and  aopenuuination  aoconnti. 
-n*  Hitional  VmHaatl  Bank,  whose  claim  I  have  men. 
HMd-and  the  Trustee  in  Baokmptoy,  who  claimed  aU  the 
ateiM  M  part  of  the  bankrapt's  estate. 

ntleamad  judge  decided  in  fatronr  of  the  bankeia  as  to 
^J>">>*>Mu  mvonr  of  tiurmagistiates  as  to  the  balances 
tefanBaoonftCo.  The  endance  which  waa  before  him, 
wmo  u  the  mme  as  that  now  before  theConri,  oonsista 
wfljof  the  pasb-book*  and  cheques,  and  there  is  added  to 
tatmiBination  of  Mr.  Oeard,  the  trustee  in  bankruptcy, 
**wMr.  Soiith,  who  is  the  manager  of  the  Kabonal 
nmoilBtnk.  The  main  &oto  of  the  case  are  not  in 
■iw.  tto  fftaminationa  have  been  read  at  length,  and  it 
gyy  teneoessary  to  notice  some  portions  of  those  eza- 
■■■Jt  Mr.  Oeud  is  the  trustee  in  bankruptcy,  and  he, 
•wouttge  of  his  duty,  made  himself  acquainted  with 
JJtaiitfons  as  they  appear  in  the  books.  [After  read- 
gt*wwl  passages  from  ICr.  Geard's  ezanuaation,  hia 
"••wwuded  aa  follows:—^  The  gensial  substance 
■AQand s  eridenoo  is  to  identify  the  general  account 
Srili'?*"^  ■coount  and  to  eataUish  l^ond  question 
•Set  thit  the  payments  in  and  the  cheques  out  were 
JwoBiccoont  of  the  county  moo«ya  which  were  in  his 

Ifr.  Soith,  who  represented  the  National  Provincial 
y  V*  examined.  He  appeared  there,  no  doubt,  to 
■2L  TM«tioiis  put  to  bin,  and  also,  as  is  not 

img,nDr  can  it  be  doubted,  to  maintain  the  right 
WOt  Kational  ProTioeial  Bank  claimed  to  have  to 
■M*  m  their  poaseasion  on  their  general  lien.  [His 
Msr  read  several  paasagee  from  Mr.  Smith's  evidenee, 
■*  WM  to  the  following  effect  .-—The  witness,  after  con- 
Hag  m  general  terms  the  evidence  of  Hr.  Oeard,  re- 
5*^^"»«tion  between  himself  and  Mr.  Qtoss,  when, 
iK  ^"''T*  "qneet,  the  opening  of  the  account  headed 
«we  Accomit"  waa  arranged.  He  stated  that  ICr. 
J"f!??'^  the  heading  "  Polioe  Account "  for  cheques. 
f««  Jndga  proceed^]  Then  Mr.  Smith  is  asked— 
wn  be  opened  thia  account  did  you  not  know  that  he 


ta?*5?'."?*'  '*'"  forgotten  when  he  gave  that  answer 
■t*  hid  already  said  aU  that  which  Mr.  Oeard  had  said 
CT"^  Ur.  Oeard  pointed  ont  distmcUy  the  &ct 
«  me  oonnty  money  was  not  paid  into  the  general  ac- 
"K  -aa  examination  having  proceeded  a  litOe  further, 
■acBoaruj™—"  You  had  a  general  idea  that  he  was 
yg  m  oonnty  money  f  "  and  the  answer  is—"  I  could 
^w  other  idea."  Then  he  says,  elsewhere— "As  a 
^  Of  convenience  to  himself  he  asked  me  to  open  two, 
S5,?  •  »«»nnta.  I  did  not  trouble  myself  to  believe 
Sr  t  T?  *"  ^  »  etricUy  police  account  <?.  Did  you 
~^  What  he  said  P  A.  Whatever  cheques  he  drew  upon 
"  poaee  account,  it  did  not  matter  to  me  whether  they 
2*I*y  ™  PoUee  or  his  tailor's  biU."  In  answer  to 
'2r9?"*M)n  he  said—"  I  met  the  man  and  I  adminis- 
JT*  ™.««»«nie«ice,  and  therefore  the  thing  was  gone." 
*iS»r  w^  I  need  read  any  more  of  Smi&'s  evidence, 
ST.v  ,^  n»Te  read  seems  to  me  that  which  is  prac- 
•**  <o  the  mbject  under  discussion. 


Mr.  Bacon,  one  of  the  firm  of  Baoon  «  Co,  bankers, 
whom  I  have  already  mentioned ;  Mr.  Borton,  clerk  of  the 
peace;  and  Mr.  Banson,  Mr.  Gross's  principal  derk ;  were 
also  examined,  but  I  think  there  is  nothing  in  thdr  state- 
ments which,  for  the  present  pnrposey  requirea  particular 
notioe.    The  case  was  argued  at  considerable  length,  and 
the  same  or  similar  arguments  have  been  repeated  before 
me.    On  the  part  of  the  magistrates  it  has  been  contended 
that  all  the  moneys  paid  by  Giou  into  the  bank,  and  by 
the  bankeia  carried  to  the  credit  of  the  two  specific  ac- 
counts, are  pnUic  monavs  with  which  Grose  was  entruatod 
in  the  discharge  of  hia  pablio  tmstsor  duties,  and  whioh  were 
aoknowiedged    by  him  to  be  such;    that   the    bankers 
had  full  notice  of  these  facts,  and,  therefore,  that  they 
cannot  claim  to  i^iply  any  part  of  these  moneys,  which  were 
remaining  in  their  hands  when  Gross  absconded,  to  the 
satisfiustion  of  their  private  debt ;  and  in  support  of  this 
contention,  they  appeal  to  the  well-known   principles  of 
equity,  by  whicn  any  dealing  with  trust  fimds  in  a  manner 
opposed  to  or  not  consistent  with  the  trust,  affects  all  per- 
sons who  are  concerned  in  such  dealings.    They  disclaim 
any  intention  of  asserting  that  a  banker  dealing  with  a 
parson  who  is  in  a  fiduciary  character  is  required  to  see  to 
the  application  of  the  trust  moneys.    But  they  say  that,  the 
bankers  being  fixed  with  tiie  knowledge  that  the  moneys  in 
question  were  sod  are  trust  moneys,  they  cannot  claim  or 
M  permitted  to  appropriate  to  themselves,  in  pajrment  of 
their  own  debt,  money  which  had  been  deposited  with  them, 
to  answer  drafts  and  meet  payments  on  account  of  the 
police  and  superannuation  accounta— accounts  which  they 
had  not  only  recognised  as  being  distinct  from  the  persoiud 
or  general  account  which  Groas  kept  with  them,  but  which, 
by  aa  arrangement  which  they  had  adopted  and  fully  re- 
cognised, were  to  be  drawn  upon  only  in  such  a  manner  and 
form  aa  would  egress  ihe  purposes  for  which  such  drafts 
were  presented  to  them.    Mveral  authorities  were  referred 
to  in  support  of  the  daim  of  the  magistrates,  of  which 
Paniull  V.  Surltw  (S  Collier  C.   C.  241)   and  Soienham  v. 
Eotksnt  (21  L.  J.  Ch.  864,  and  on  appeal,  2  De  G.  M. 
k  G.  003),  appear  to  be  the  most  mrectly  applicable ; 
Bray  v.  Johntm  (It    E.   8  H.   L.   1,    11  ;    16    W.    E. 
843}    was   also    referred  to.     On  the   other    hand,    the 
banktts  insist  that  they  had  no  sudi  notice  as  the  apel-  , 
lants  impute  to  them,  nor  any  notice  at  all  by  which  their 
general  lien  can  be  affected.     It  is  admitted  on  their  part 
fiiat   they  knew  generally  that    Groas   was   the   county 
treasurer,  and  consequently  that  he  was,  aa  he  must  have 
been,  entrusted  with  public  moneys ;  but  that,  as  between 
them  and  him,  they  treated  him  as  any  other  ordinary 
customer,  received  such  moneys  as  he  chose  to  pay  in,  and 
honoured  such  chequea  as  he  drew  upon  them,  wuhont  being 
under  the  obligation  of  ascertaining  or  inquiring,  or  having 
any  right  to  inquire  fifom  what  sources  the  moneys  they 
received  arose,  or  the  purposes  to  which  the  moneys  drawn 
out  were  applied :  but,  on  the  contrary,  being  compellable 
to  honour  au'  suon  cheques  as  he  thought  fit  to  draw  upon 
them.    Thev  urge,  further,  that  Gross  was  not  a  trustee 
of  the  public  moneys  which  came  into  his  hands,  but  that 
he  was    rather   treated    and    acted   as    the   banker     of 
the  magistrates,    who   exercised   no     control     over    the 
manner   in   which   he   kept    or  dealt    with   the  public 
moneys,    beyond    requiring     quarterly     accounts    from 
him_  of   his  receipts  and  expenditure,  by  means  of  the 
audits  of  his  accounts  at  the  quarterly  meetings  appointed 
fbr  tliat  purpose.    As  to  the  fact  of  the  accounts  being  kept 
separate  in  separate  books,  and  with  special  titles,  they  sa^ 
that  this  system  was  adopted  at  Ghroas  s  request  and  for  his 
convenience,  and  in  no  reapeet  either  at  their  suggestion  or 
fbr  their  benefit ;  and  they  say  that,  notwithstanding  the 
separation  of  the  acoonnts,  they  considered  Gross's  dealing 
with  them  to  constitute  one  account.    And,  in  support  of 
this  latter  propontion,  they  rely  upon  the  fact  that  in  stating 
the  interest  account  between  them  and  Gross  they  carried 
such  sums  as  he  was  entitled  to  for  interest  on  the  account* 
which  were  in  credit  to  the  credit  of  Ghroas  in  one  general 
account;  and  debited  him  witih  interest  upon  the  aggregate 
balance  which,  on  all  the  accounts  taken  together,  he  was 
found  half-yearly  to  have  overdrawn.    The  trustee  in  bank* 
mptcy — whose  dutv  it  is  to  protect  the  estate  he  represents 
— has  claimed  to  be  entitied  to  the  whole  of  the  moneys 
standing  to  the  credit  of  the  bankrupt  on  the  several  accounts, 
and  he  has  insisted,  moreover,  that  if  he  should  &il  in  this 
daim,  still,  with  respect  to  the  securities  held  by  the  National 
Provincial  Bank,  the  lien  of  the  bankers  being  established. 
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he  ia  entitlad  to  baT«  thoM  Mearities  handed  to  him  ai  put 
of  the  haokmpt'B  eotate.  and  to  the  extent  of  this  hwt  point 
he  hai  the  jodgment  of  the  learned  jndge  of  fte  court  below 
in  hi*  ftimor. 

The  case  haring  heeu,  a*  I  hare  said,  Teiy  fully  argued 
hefbre  the  judge  of  the  county  eontt,  hi*  Honour  aelirered 
hi*  judgment,  with  a  copy  of  whidi  I  haye  been  fiimidied. 
With  respect  to  the  dautt  of  the  magistrates,  his  Honour,  in 
a  very  able  and  daborate  judgment,  which  comprehended 
■ereral  other  matters  then  submitted  to  him,  expressed  him- 
self, upon  the  point  of  which  I  hare  been  spealong,  thus  :— 

"  With  respect  to  the  question  between  the  magistrates 
and  the  bank  I  hare  lelt  rery  great  doubt  and  difficulty  in 
coming  to  a  condurion." — [Hu  Honour  read  the  ]Musage 
^ante  p.  102,  down  to  line  7  from  foot  of  second  column) 
in  which  the  county  court  judge  decided  that  there  was  not 
satisfying  eridence  that  Mr.  Smith  knew  what  was  and  what 
was  not  county  money;  and  distingnished  Bodmkam  t. 
Botkyns  upon  that  ground,  and  because  all  Qroas's  aecounti 
were  treated  as  on  one  footing  in  the  matter  of  interest,  and 
because  the  police  account  and  Gross's  prirate  account  were 
orij^slly  one;  concluding,  on  these  grounds,  that  the 
Kational  Provincial  Bank  "  nad  a  lien  upon  the  balances  now 
in  question,  and  were  entitled  to  retain  so  much  of  tiiem  as 
would  balance  all  Gross's  accounts  treated  as  one  acoonnt— 
viz.,  to  retain  all  but  £876  17s.  4d.  of  the  balances  of 
the  police  and  the  superannuation  accounts."] 

I  nave  read  that  at  length  in  justice  to  the  learned  judge, 
to  show  that  his  Honour  nad  taken  abundant  care  andpams 
in  the  consideration  of  the  case  before  him.  It  is  with  rery 
nncere  reluctance  that  I  find  myself  compelled  to  dissent 
from  the  conclusion  at  which  the  learned  judge  has  arrired. 
I  agree  with  him  that  the  case  of  BodenKam  r.  Sotkytu  is  a 
decision  entitled  to  unlimited  respect,  but  when  he  ears  that 
it  does  not  apply  to  the  case  in  question  I  am  compelled  to 
say  that  I  read  it  in  a  wholly  different  light  from  that  in 
which  it  appears  to  hare  presented  itself  to  the  learned 
jlulge;for  although  there  are  undoubtedly  in  that  case  circum- 
stances which  are  wholly  absent  from  the  present,  I  think 
tiiat  the  principles  on  which  it  was  decided  hav*  a  direct 
iqraUcation  to  the  matter  now  to  be  dedded. 

The  case  of  Bodenham  t.  Bo$kyni  I  consider  to  be  a  case 
•f  first  importance  and  Talne.  The  facts  of  the  case  may  be 
Terr  shortly  stated.  Parkes,  a  solicitor,  was  recdrer  of  the 
liouierwas  Estate.  Mr.  Bodenham,  the  owner  of  that 
estate,  knew  that  all  his  moneys  were  paid  into  Parkes' 
hands,  and  they  were  bv  Parkes  paid  into  the  aocoont. 
There  was  a  conTersation  oetween  Parkes  and  the,  bankers  at 
a  time  when  Parkes  wanted  some  consideration  at  the  bankv 
and  it  may  be  stated  generally  that  the  bankers  did  reqi^re, 
to  furnish  that  accommodntion  to  Parkes,  very  reasonably, 
that  he  should  do  something  for  them.  And  the  introduction 
of  the  Rotherwas  account  proceeded  at  the  instigation  of 
the  bankers,  and  unquestionably  was  a  thing  for  their  bene- 
fit— a  fact  not  to  be  omitted  fix>m  the  case  befare  Vice- 
Chancellor  Kindersler,  but  one  which  ^d  not  cover  the 
whole  substance  of  the  case.  There  was  a  difference  n^wn 
the  evidence  which  made  it  necessary  to  analyse  and  examine 
it  in  the  most  scrupulous  manner.  "The  Vice-Chancellor  did 
bestow  most  extraordinary — ^not  for  him  most  extraordinary, 
but  what  may  nevertheless  be  called  extraordinary — ^pains 
and  trouble  upon  that  part  of  the  case.  And  in  the  course 
of  his  judgment  (21  L.  J.  Ch.891,  870)  are  those  expressions 
that  seem  to  have  made  a  great  impresnon  upon  ue  mind 
of  the  learned  judge  of  the  county  court.  The  Vice-chan- 
cellor refers  to  the  evidence,  and  naving  done  so  says — "  I 
confess  it  does  appear  to  me  that  the  use  of  the  word  '  in- 
troduce '  there,  which  occurs  more  than  once,  is  important" 
And  then  he  uses  those  words  which  the  learned  county 
court  judge  quotes  in  his  judgment.  If  that  was  all  that 
was  in  the  case  no  doubt  it  would  preserve  aU  the  weight 
and  present  that  authority  which  the  learned  countv  court 
judge  thinks  it  has  presented.  But  it  will  be  found  that  the 
Vice-chancellor  did  not  by  any  means  found  his  judgment 
npon  that  fact;  nor  does  that  fact,  even  though  it  be  the  im- 
portant fact  in  the  case,  support  the  judgment  which  he  pro- 
xounoed.  I  have  said  tiiere  was  a  dispute  npon  the  evidence, 
and  that  seems  to  be  argued,  as  well  as  we  can  guess  (for  the 
case  is,  on  appeal,  most  imperfectly  reported).  The  judges  on 
appeal  seemed  to  think  there  might  be  a  necessity  for  further 
inquiry  into  these  matters  of  fwt,  but  the  inquiry  was  not 
prosecuted,  and  it  remains  just  so.  However,  there  are 
other  passages  in  the  judgment  that  would  seem  to  me  to  be 
of  very  great  importance  on  the  general  question  at  page  873. 


The  Vice-Chancdlor  says  :— **  Now,  whsthsr  the  bsskenit 
thdrowA  minds,  or  even  in  their  own  books— and  the  bet 
had  been  so— treated  the  Botherwas  acoonnt  u  if  it  kal 
been  the  raivate  acoonnt  of  Kr.  Paikes,  the  qnettiai  i^ 
whether  tney  had  a  right  to  do  so ;  whether  thejhad  s 
ri|^t  to  say — knowing  mnn  the  bets  that  the  numev  {tod 
to  that  account  was  Mr.  Bodenham's  money,  and  ust  in; 
tMlanee  standing  to  the  credit  of  that  account  at  say  tioe 
was  Mr.  Bodenham's  balanos — that  they  could  make  soeh  in 
arrangemMit  with  Ur.  Parkea  as  that  at  any  time  the^ 
should  be  at  liberty  to  mropriirte  the  balance  to  the  cwht 
of  that  acoonnt  towards  tiie  liqnidatioa  of  the  bilisee 
standing  to  the  debit  of  the  private  account  of  Ur.  Pnhi. 
It  appears  to  me  tiiat  on  every  prindple  ef  equity  they  lad 
no  right  to  do  so.    It  ap_pear*toae  thatit  Isnotaqneetka 
whether  dmply  at  the  tune  when  the  cheque  was  dnm  for 
£819  "—it  wm  be  nndentood  that  Mr.  Parkes'  debt  of  ttW 
had  bean  satisfied  by  drawing  a  cheqne  npon  the  Botberwu 
aooount — "they  had  a  right  than  to  alJow that chequ to 
be  placed  to  the  credit  of  the  other  aeoount,  bat  whdka 
they  had  a  right  ever  to  make  an  arrangement  widi  Feikes 
to  that  effect;  whether  they  had  a  r^t  to  aaythatthe 
Kcdver  should  so  deal  with  them  as  to  make  his  princi]^'i 
money  at  any  time  liable  to  be  appropriated  to  diiKshaige^ 
private  debts  of  tiie  recdver  to  the  banket*.    I  am  quite 
satisfied  tiiat,  npon  all  prindple*  of  equity,  that  cooldiitni 
be  done  ;  and  this  case  illnitrates  what  has  often  struck  ne 
as  a  very  remarkable  view  of  the  jnindples  of  equity,  thet 
almost  dl  the  prindple*  which  are  acted  upon  by  a  conitot 
eqnity,  in  point  of  uct,  ore  pervaded  by  a  hif^er  and  pare 
and  more  exalted  tone  of  morality  than  that  which  prenils 
among  mankind,  even  among  the  moral  porti<m  of  mankind; 
and  I  wish  it  to  be  nndentood  that  I  do  not  think  then  is 
to  be  imputed  to  these  gentlemen  any  design  of  doing  thit 
whidi  in  their  minds  was  dishonest  or  improper.    I  beHrre 
they  had  no  snch  intention.  All  Ithink  I  can  impute  to  thea 
is,  thatthey  wen  not  aware  that,  according  to  theininciplM. 


the  moral  prindple*,  of  a  court  of  eqni^, and  acted  njen 
dailylqr  aoonrtof  eqnity,  apeeson  who  deeil*  with  anotierj- 
whioh  other  he  know*  to  have  in  hi*  hand^  or  under  eu 
eonttol,  money*  bdonging  to  a  third  peraon— cannot  deal 
with  tiie  individnal  hoUing  those  money*  ftar  his  o«n 
pivate  benefit,  when  the^Sct  of  that  transaction  iift^ 
that  person  commits  a  fraud  npon  a  third  peraon.  1^ 
Parkes  was  committing  a  firnnd  in  appropriating  to  hu 
own  pnrpoee  the  money  of  his  employer  la  beyond  qnaHHO. 
That  has  no  application  to  this  case.  Hr.  Gross  absoondw 
and  left  the  money  in  the  bank ;  and  the  appropriation  n 
the  balance  hj  the  bankers  in  payment  of  tJidr  own  debt 
is  the  only  thing  in  question  here. 

But  there  is  another  point  which  is  also  gathered  from  tlm 
judgment.  It  was  said  the  bankers  had  treated  it  ai  lae 
general  acoonnt  Here  they  seem  to  have  treated  it  as  ose 
general  account,  but  the  cmly  drcumstanoe  in  siqwrtol 
the  assertion  i*  that  then  the  half-yearly  aooount  d  ni- 
tereat,  if  interest  was  due  to  the  customer  upon  the  bslaace 
of  the  Buperannnatioa  aooount,  was  carried  to  the  credit  o> 
Mr.  Gross,  and  was  deducted  from  the  balanee  doe  from  bid 
in  reepeot  of  other  drafts.  That  in  itself  is  not  in  w 
*lightest  degree  objectionable.  In  all  judgment  tnd 
honesty  Hr.  Gross  was  entiUed  to  all  such  inteieit  as 
should  have  been  made  in  the  police  and  superannoatian 
aoooost*.  The  county  magistrates  could  not  have  obje^ 
to  hi*  receiving  that  interest,  they  oonld  not  have  daimd  it 
for  themselves.  But  so  &r  from  that  making  it  <^* 
account  it  is  in  my  opinion  pUin  and  distinct  evident 
that  the  aooounts  were  separate.  There  is  nothing  to  man 
it  one  account  except  that  arithmetical  operation  oy  w^ucli 
sum*  are  taken  from  one  account  and  deducted  from  aootho^ 
and  the  raenlt  is  that  the  balance  only  i*  charged  againn 
Mr.  Gross.  The  Vioe-Chanoellor  says  upon  this  snbjert— 
"  It  appears  to  me  immaterial  to  consider  whether  thor 
suggestion  is  well  founded,  that  the  bankers  at  the  time 
the  account  was  settled  treated  the  three  aooounts  ai  toe 
accounts  of  one  single  customer.  If  ic  is  neoessair  to 
oondderwhat  ia  meant  by  that  depodtion,  I  confess  1^ 
at  a  loss  to  know  what  was  in  the  mind  of  tbe  witnesses,"  '<rho 
had  said  that  it  was  one  account  He  was  at  first  1'°^^ 
to  believe  that  he  should  find  in  the  bankers'  account  one 
general  statement  of  aooount  But  so  far  from  that  then  was 
nothing  of  the  kind  in  the  books,  nor  is  there  in  the  presort 
case.  Further  on  (I  do  not  want  to  read  more  of  wB 
than  is  neeeanry,  but  as  it  forms  the  fenndation  <^^ 
learned  county  court  judge's  judgment,  I  have  thonght  » 
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idt  to  ditw  ftttiealar  attention  to  thetemtof  thejndg- 
uot)  b*  Mj*— "  I  find  at  the  veiy  opening  of  the  account, 
tj  MUM  months  thie*  month*  at  least,  bMore  the  opening 
t  tbit  Meonn^  die  banken  were  wall  aware  that  that 
xmat  WM  tiie  sceoont  of  Hi.  Farkes  ai  receirer  of  the 
otjitnru  cttate,  and  that  the  money*  which  were  to  be 
lid  in  to  the  credit  of  the  aeconnt  were  the  money*  of  Mr. 
njoiliim,  uid  that  it  was  for  thsae  Teiy  reason*  that  that 
tout  wu  to  be  kept  «*  a  separate  aoeoont^  and  so  headed." 
Befota  I  put  with  Bodenham  r.  Soskj/nt,  I  most  obaerre 
<t  wbA  It  wu  before  the  Lords  Justice*  the  argument  is 
t  npotted  at  all.  The  name*  only  of  the  counsel  for  the 
liablb  are  giyen,  and  all  I  gather  firom  it  is  that  Lord 
istice  Kni^t  Brace  referred  to  certain  aBt]ioritie%  among 
lich  ii  Stmt  y.  Britain  (1 B.  &  Ad.  S76),  and  in  ddirering 
dgmeiit,h«U7S — "Wearebothofopiiuon  that  if  this  case 
to  rait  and  be  decided  upon  the  preasnt  evidence,  tiw  deeiiion 
the  l%e-(3iaiicelIor  has  done  jostioe  between  tlie  parties. 
It  if  dwdsfeodants  should  desire  to  add  to  the  evidence,  ws 
ak  their  plication  for  that  porpos*  should  be  acceded 
And  ia  the  mfantime  we  abstein  from  giving  oar  reaaons 
lich  ««  an  prepared  to  give  for  the  deoinon  (which  as  the 
a  sew  itaiMS)  we  have  oome  to."  That  offer  to  go  into 
ibet  eridaaee  wa*  not  accepted  by  the  appellant,  and 
ijiidgment  of  the  Yiee-Ohaooellor  Kindeialey  remains. 
ne  next  case  t*  which  I  wish  to  raite  is  that  of  itowMft 
Evitf,  in  wlddi  there  are  cirenmstaiioe*  liintjngiiUiiiiig 
ii  pdat  tf  fiMit  firom  the  case  then  nnder  diaeosSon,  bat 
t  is  pfaicuile  in  any  degree.  That  was  an  acooont  which 
skiwmibythebanker*  to  bea  tmst  acoonnt  It  had 
a  wieilt  with  and  operated  upon  by  both  the  banker* 
dtbaenatnnB.  It  cam*  to  be  a  qaestiott  whaUier  a  snm 
wsuj  iriikh  was  in  tliis  tra*t  aoeoont  ooold  be  traoa- 
oKd  far  thtjayment  of  the  banken*  debt.  The  jndgmant 
till  Yi^-Cauoicellor  is  all  I  need  to  read.  It  pate  the 
M  B  n  dear  and  distinct  a  »n«"t»ay  that  "oai'^g  more 
Niteiddsd.  Hesaya— "UoneyisdnefhimA.  toB.in 
nit  iti  0.  B.  is  indebted  to  A.  on  his  own  aeconnt. 
t.,iibbowIedge  of  the  trnat,  conenr*  with  B.  in  setting 
MMtigBiist  Uw  other,  which  is  done  withont  C.'s  con- 
«t,-  oa  itbe  a  qneatiam  in  eqnity  iriiethar  sndi  a  trana- 
dki  OS  tai  T  Then  is  noUiing  mors  in  this  case  t>""' 
Ml  Ilwdebt  of  jESOO  and  a  fraotioa  remains  doe  to  the 
■rt  aMa"  The  case  of  Oray  t.  Johtubm  was  also  refetxed 
■  ItvMaoaae  in  the  Hone  of  Lord*,  anda  very  vain- 
bcMa,invriiidi  there  wm  an  attempt  to  fix  the  bankers 
aOe  aaomtof  a  cheque  which  had  been  drawn  by  an 
"^  sad  applied  by  her  for  purposes  not  oonsistwit 
Ibmdisdiai^  of  hertmst  asexeeatrix.  Their  Lord- 
finn  Hi  opmion,  vj/oa  the  fitets  as  they  appeared  in 
icaa^thstthebankerswerenottobefized.  Btberehad 
BjM  there  is  in  the  present  case,  evidence  pointing  out 
■7  mt  the  fond  was  in  the  first  instance  a  trnst  fond, 
lUM  Moksn,  knowing  it  was  a  tmst  Aind,  had,  by  anv 
« tl«r  own,  sought  to  appropriate  it  in  payment  of  theu 
)  aebt,  it  ffli^  bave  been  otherwise.  Bat  it  i*  not 
wan  to  dte  the  judgment,  beoaoae  the  fbundation 
m  USt.  There  ia  aa  obaervation  ef  Lord  'V<re*tbary'8, 
"'^^Bon,  bat  one  of  thoae  observations  which  is  some- 
!***"**  tOi  in  which  he  says—"  If  the  banker  knows 
ttumonw  doea  not  belong  to  the  company,  he  cannot 
«T  »be  money  in  payment  of  a  debt  to  hfinseK;"  whidi  I 
I  to  be  dear  law.  No  donbt  it  would  be  of  the  utmost 
*""""»  in  the  ordinary  ooune  of  the  business  of  life, 
"Mthat  a  banker  was  bound  to  inquire  into  the  sources 
•^1^  money*  paid  in  by  his  customers  is  derived,  or 
"J^"  any  proof  of  tiie  application  of  each  moneys  by 
'"totoer  Bs  jastiflable  and  proper  npon  legal  or  even 
■^Bonl  grounds.  By  the  very  terms  of  &»  contraot 
^  them  tiie  banker  u  boond  to  honour  the  customer's 
■^•MLperferming  this  contract,  he  is  freed  bom  all 
{*■»%  either  to  the  customer  or  to  other  peisons. 
j"^^  the  term*  of  the  contract,  express  or  impUed,  the 
*' ■J*'mto  his  poaeessioD  moneys  of  which  his  cns- 
r^  become  the  owner,  in  a  fiduciary  character,  he 
wnthe  obHgatian  and  the  duty  not  to  part  with  such 
S\*^  **  **  '"*"d>te  of  the  customer,  for  purposes 
"t^*  knows  are  inconsistent  with  the  customer's 
J^^anty.  When,  therefore,  Mr.  Smith  says  that  he 
SJ'^wpaid  Mr.  Oroes's  cheques  drawn  upon  the 
rj»«<»nt,  slOoagh  he  knew  it  was  for  the  purposes 
PTia?  his  tailor's  WU,  I  toU  him  that  he  could  not 
•  vwioat  risk;  and  when  the  National  Provincial 
"  *«  to  apply  moneys  which  are  standing  to  the  police 


aeconnt  on  their  books  to  the  payment  of  a  debt  which  Gross 
owes  them  upon  his  general,  or  as  they  call  it,  his  opera^gg 
account,  I  am  bound  to  decide  that  thev  attempt  to  do  * 
thing  which  the  law  will  not  allow.  I  hold  it  to  be  clearly 
prorod  that  at  the  time  irtien  the  banken  opened  the 
two  aocounto  entitled  br  them  ths  superannuation  fund 
and  the  police  account,  they  had  fall  and  distinctive  notice 
that  all  moneys  vriiich  shonld  be  paid  bv  Ones  in  these  ae> 
count*,  were  by  Aw  dietinct  dedaiatun,  and  with  thrir 
assent,  public  money*,  wMi  which  h*  had  been  entrusted  in 
his  character  of  comity  treasurer.  They  were  abundantly 
protected,  as  well  by  the  title  of  the  accounts  as  by  the 
arrangement  which  they  had  entered  into  for  the  keeping 
separ^  accounto  in  separate  pass-books  (to  be  ^wn  upon 
by  cheques  i^>^licable  only  in  their  very  terms  to  those  two 
accounts),  agamst  any  external  responsibility  which  could 
attach  to  them  by  reason  of  their  honouring  cheques  so 
drawn  and  designated.  But  they  were  not  protected  more 
by  law  than  they  would  have  been  by  the  commonest  prin- 
aplss  of  henssty,  if  they  had  made  themselves  parties  to  a 
wufoUy  wrongful  application  of  the  moneys  so  dedicated  to 
the  diicharge  of  the  public  tmste,  of  which  they  had  notice ; 
still  less  can  it  be  permitted  to  say  that  the  public  trustee, 
at  whose  instanca  they  have  undertaken  toe  keeping  tli* 
accounts,  having  become  bankrupt,  they  are  entitled  to 
transfer  the  pablw  moneys  standing  to  his  credit  npon  these 
separate  and  special  acooonte  to  ue  liquidation  of  a  debt 
which  he  owea  them  ia.  hia  privato  capadty  upon  what  they 
call  his  operating  account,  and  whicn  they  had  consented 
and  sgreea  should  not  be  minted  with  the  special  and  sep* 
rate  accounts.  I  do  not  forget  that  Mr.  Smith  say*  tiiat  the 
separate  acconnte  were  opened  at  the  request,  and  for  the 
oonvenienee  of  Mr.  Gross.  Of  necessity  it  must  have 
been  at  lus  request ;  it  could  not  well  be  otherwise. 
No  doubt  it  was  for  his  convenience,  but  what  does  this 
mean,  other  than  that  having  pnblie  duties  to  perform,  one 
of  which  was  to  keep  separate  and  distinct  from  his  other 
money  operationB  the  public  moneys  with  which  he  had  been 
entrusted,  it  was  the  most  convenient  manner  in  which 
that  dut^  oonld  be  discharged  bv  him.  that  his  paymento 
and  receipte  in  respeet  of  the  public  tmste  and  duties  should 
be  clearly  separated  and  distinguishable  from  the  paymente 
and  receipte  to  which  no  such  duty  attached. 

I  am  of  opinion,  therefore,  that  the  order  appealed  against 
must  be  disehaiged;  that  there  should  be  substituted  for  it  an 
order  directing  the  payment  by  the  National  Provincial 
Bank  to  the  appellante  of  the  sum  of  £362  13s.  lOd.,  the 
balance  standmg  to  the  credit  of  the  superannuation 
fund,  and  the  sum  of  £3,493  16s.  9d.  oat  of  the  balance 
standing  to  the  credit  of  the  police  acooont  those  two  sum 
being  sufficient  to  satisfy  the  amount  which  is  due  from 
Gross  in  respect  of  the  public  moneys  with  which  hes  had 
been  entmsted  is  all  that  the  magistrates  claim. 

There  remains  another  matter  to  be  dispoaed  of— namely, 
the  seouritisa  in  the  hands  of  the  National  Provindal 
Bank.  If  I  had  been  able  to  agree  with  the  learned 
judge  as  to  the  balances  of  money,  I  still  could  not  have 
concurred  with  him  in  the  decision  he  has  pronounced 
on  this  subject.  The  doctrine  of  marshalling  has  been  so 
long  estoblished,  is  so  well  understood,  and  has,  besidea,  the 
reoommendation  of  being  so  thoroughly  oonaistent  with 
reaeon  and  jnatioe  that  it  cannot  be  queationed.  If  one 
creditor  ha*  two  secorities,  and  another  creditor  of  the  same 
debtor  has  only  one  security,  the  latter  may  cidl  upon  the 
former  to  make  available,  in  the  first  instenoe,  that  security 
which  coven  both  the  debts,  and  to  leave  wluut  shall  remain 
after  he  is  satisfied  to  answer  the  debt  remaining  due  to  the 
creditor  who  can  claim  only  in  respect  of  one.  Upoo  this 
point  the  learned  county  court  judge  said — "  I  have  not  lost 
sif^t  of  the  question  as  to  the  right  of  the  county  magis- 
trates to  have  the  securities  held  by  the  National  Provincial 
Bank  marshalled  in  their  favour ;  but,  as  far  I  can  under- 
stand the  doctrine  of  marshalling,  I  do  not  think  it  can  be 
applied  in  oases  where  to  apply  it  would  be  to  the  preju- 
dice of  a  tiiird  partv,  and  that  would  be  dearly  ths  case  here, 
a*  the  body  of  creditors  would  be  prqudioed  thereby.  I 
think,  thwefore,  the  trustee  under  the  bankruptey  is  en- 
titled to  the  securities  deposited  by  Ghrass  with  t£e  National 
Provincial  Bank  and  now  held  by  them."  Bat  with  great 
deference  I  conceive  that  there  is  here  no  third  party  pro- 
perly so  called.  The  general  body  of  creditors,  to  whom  in 
the  judgment  that  character  is  ascribed,  can  claim  only 
through  the  troatee  in  bankruptcy,  and  the  trustee  can 
claim  no  more  than  the  bankrapt  could  claim  if  he  had  re- 
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■maioed  tolTent,  nor  can  he  MtablUi  any  •qnitT'  wUoh  the 
ihutknipt  ooaU  not  have  aMected. 

It  OMinot  be  Mid  that  he  or  they  repreant  any  tJiird 
ipaity,  or  oan  daim  anything  nntil  both  the  ■eoaritiM  bare 
been  amlied  in  latietictien  of  both  debti  in  the  order  in 
which  they  are  marehalled  bv  law.  In  thia  xmpmit,  there- 
fore, at  the  initanoe  of  ttte  National  Fiorineial  Bank, 
-the  order  by  whioh  they  ate  directed  to  delrrar  mp  the  deeda 
or  other  aeenritiee  held  by  them  to  the  trutee  mwt  be  die- 
charged,  and  inctdad  of  that  the  ordinaty  e^aitable  nunt- 
gagee'a  order  mnst  be  made,  aa  aecomit  taken  of  what  ii 
ana  to  the  banhen  on  their  eeomity,  and  that  the  leooxity 
ahonld  be  delivered  up  in  the  oidiaary  way. 

[A  diaonseion  then  took  place  abont  eoata.  J)t  O**,  Q.C., 
asked  that  the  National  ProTiadal  Bank'i  eoata  might  be 
added  to  their  leoaxity.] 

Bacox,  C.J. — Yon  ihall  hare  all  yonr  coate  ai  eqaitable 
mortgagee,  bat  yon  shall  not  hare  ue  eoiti  of  tiiii  appeal 
in  whi(^  yonr  cuim  has  been  defiaated.  That  there  may 
be  no  mistake  I  gire  the  National  ProTincial  Bank  ao  costs 
of  this  appeal.  Ton  are  entitled  aa  all  e^oitable  mort- 
gagees are,  to  the  cost  of  realiring  yonr  aeennty,  bat  not  to 
the  costs  which  hare  been  occasioned  by  this  appeal. 

Solicitor  for  the  appellants,    the  jostioes   of    SaBblk, 
Biward  BromUy. 

Solicitors  for  the  National  PioTincial  Bank  of  Eng- 
land, WiUU,  Bergtr  f  Mocrt. 

Solicitors  for  the  trnstee  inbanknptcy.  Peacock  A  Ooddard. 


APFOnmiEVTS. 

Hr.  JoBoi  OsBoam,  Q.C.,  of  the  Chaaeery  bar,  has  been 
q^pointed  a  Jodge  of  County  Courts  (Circuit  No.  6),  in  sue- 
ceMion  to  the  late  Ur.  Christopher  Teazle,  Q.O.  Hr. 
Osborne  was  called  to  the  bar  at  Lmooln's-ian  in  Jane,  18M. 
and  became  Queen's  Coonsel  in  1863.  The  eiieoit  to  which 
he  has  been  appointed  embraoes  the  county  oourts  of  Old- 
ham, Boohdale,  Salford,  and  Baoap,  in  Lanoashire ;  and 
that  of  Saddleworth,  in  Yorkshire. 

Hr.  Eamar  ALBXursn  CLBtronmro  Scsalch,  batris- 
ter-at-Iaw,  of  the  Home  Circuit,  has  been  appointed 
Attomey-Oeneral  for  the  Island  of  Jamaica.  Hr.  Sohaldi 
was  bom  in  1838,  at  Hailerburv,  ^lere  his  father  was 
one  of  the  Professors  of  the  East  India  Company's  College, 
now  no  longer  in  existence.  His  time  from  18<2  to  1861 
was  spent  in  Australia.  In  1861  he  came  to  England  and 
atudied  for  the  bar.  He  gained  the  Studentship  awarded 
by  the  Council  of  Legal  Education  in  January,  186^and 
was  qtlled  to  Uie  bar  at  the  Inner  Temple  in  Easter  Term 
of  the  same  year.  Although  a  barrister  of  only  six 
years  standing,  Mr.  Schaleh  is  regarded  as  one  of  the 
soundest  and  ablest  lawyers  on  the  Hoote  Circuit  He 
is  a  very  scientific  and  complete  lawyer,  and  pre-eminently 
calculated  to  make  an  ezoellent  colonial  law  oflbar,  althon^ 
had  he  preferred  continuing  at  the  home  bar,  he  wonld  in  all 
probability  have  attained  higher  distinctions  whidi  the 
old  oounfa^  haa  to  bestow.  For  seTcral  years  Hr.  Schaldi 
has  been  a  vnlned  contributor  to  the  SoUeUtn'  Journal ; 
ho  was  also  a  member  of  the  common  law  staff  of  the  Zaic 
£tpcrtt.  The  Attotney-Qeneralship  of  Jamaica,  whieh 
confers  a  seat  in  the  Priyy  and  Legislative  Oounoila  of  that 
island,  has  been  raised  from  £740  to  £l,200per  annum  ;  the 
last  occupant  of  the  office  was  the  Hon.  Alexander 
Heslop,  of  the  Inner  Temple,  who  was  appdnted  in 
September,  1&56. 

Mr.  Hensy  Citbiah  Fotxbb,  soliciter,  of  Bomsey.  Hants, 
has  been  appointed  Town  Clerk  of  that  boroagh<in  the  place 
of  Mr.  C.  J.  Tylee,  resigned.  Hr.  Potter  nas  also  boea 
appointed  Clerk  to  the  Bon>u{(h  Haqpstiatea,  via  Tylee. 
He  was  admitted  in  1867,  and  it  the  junior  partner  in  the 
local  firm  of  Stead,  Tylee,  &  Potter. 

Mr.  Hbrbt  Ttbbill,  of  14,  Ghray's-inn-squars,  has  been 
appointed  a  London  Commissioner  to  administer  oaths  at 
Common  Law. 

Mr.  Joseph  Bsnsxtt  Clabkk,  of  Birmingham,  has  been 
appointed  a  Commissioner  to  administer  oaths  at  Common 
Law. 

Mr.  Adam  Gib  Ellis,  has  been  gazetted  as  Sabstitute- 
Procureor  and  Advocate-General  of  the  island  of  Hauritiaa. 
The  salary  of  the  office  is  £720  per  annum. 


0EHZBAL  COBBESFOVmaiOE. 

JvBTIODf'g  GaiBvaiccH. 

Sir, — I  was  snmmoned  upon  the  jury  in  the  Old  Bailej 
and  obliged  to  attend  regularly  for  three  dan.  There  1  ob- 
serred  that  no  sooner  baa  a  tnal  commenced,  than  the  soiie 
of  bustiing,  moving^  whispering,  and  creaking  of  book 
made  the  sound  of  the  pioeecutor's  voice  inanuble.  If  i 
similar  cariwting  to  that  which  is  used  in  the  Britiili  Hi- 
semn  were  introduced  into  the  Old  Bailey,  it  would  be  i 
great  been,  not  only  to  thoee  who  go  to  hear  the  tiial,  bit 
also  to  the  judge  and  to  the  jury.  I  frei^nently  remiiiced 
that  the  pleader  had  to  look  back  in  anger  m  order  to  duck 
the  noise  proceeding  from  behind. 

London,  Jan.  31.  An  Ixdiam  JvKnus. 


LwmMLTiwi  Panziaic  an  Act  of  Baxxbottct. 

Sir< — Yonr  oonespondent  Hr.  Wetherflsld,  quite  < 
biy,  has  somewhat  misunderstood  the  grounds  onwhiditb* 
judge  of  the  County   Court   at  Hanohester  decided  the 
Om  eeae  ot  St  BMiitgtoH.  The  report,  being  ooly  a  eoitailed 
one  fr«m  the  looal  pwer,  was  not  quite  oleur.  The  giwmdi 
on  which  he  came  to  his  decision  were,  not  that  the  Lqmdt- 
tioB  patttjan  did  not  contain  the  usual  allegation  of  inabilitj 
to  pay,  but  that,  in  the  bankruptcy  petition  Hied  agsimt  the 
baanant,  the  stateaant   of  the  aat  of  bankruptcy  «• 
simply  "  Hut  the  Hid  J.  B,  on  the  10th  di9  of  Aagiut  lut, 
filea  a  petition  in  this  hoaootabla  court,  under  seotioas  125 
and  126  of  the  above  Act,  for  liquidatiaa  of  his  tSaa  hj 
arrangamaat  or  ooaapoaitiiDa  with  hb  ozediton,"  and  fto- 
oeedod  with  the  naul  statements  of  the  maetiag  haviag 
been  called  and  daly  bald,  and  the  creditor  haviagfaibd  to 
cometo  aieaobdacn  forliqaidalaoin  crooaapoaitkiD.  Thejodgt 
hdd  that,  oa  the  foce  of  the  baaknptey  ]^tion  it  shonu 
be  diown  that  the  Kqnidatinn  petition  waain  form  reqaiied, 
and  contained  the  allegation  01  inability  to  nay,  and&rtiut 
purpose  itwas  neoesaacy  to  teeite  tjbat  portion  at  ItaA, 
It  was  eootsnded  that,  *4indieatiaa  haviag  been  giaiitsdif 
the  Oonrt,and  (the  Hqaidtttioa  pMoeecUaga  being  in  evidaM) 
thara  being  foil  noof  of  the  coauaittmg  of  aaaot  of  bank- 
rupt^, thoni^  UM  banlmqitay  petttaoa  might  act  ia  fiia 
be  te&nically  oocract,  the  olaimanta  were  debarred  fros 
contesting  the  truatee's  title  on  that  gtonnd.  Imayadidtlut 
the  decision  has  created  some  snrpnse  amongat  the  pnte- 
sion  here,  and  will  be  the  subject  of  an  appeal  to  the  Qm 
Judge.  Waax  P.  )«»■• 

',  Jan.  31. 


The  Bamkbuptct  Act  1869. — Obdkr  o»  Dischaiok. 

Sir, — Am  I  right  in  my  interpretation  of.this  Act,  thtt> 
baakrupt  haa  a  statutoiy  right  to  apply  to  the  Court  for  bu 
Older  of  discharge  as  soon  as  "  a  dividoid  of  not  lest  this 
ten  shillings  in  ute  pound  has  been  paid  oat  of  his  jnopotTi 
or  might  have  be«i  paid  except  throiudi  the  neghgence  « 
fkand  of  the  trustee ''  (section  48),  whibt  a  debtor  pstitioii- 
ing  for  liquidation  by  arrangement  with  his  crMitwt  u 
wnolly  in  ue  hands  of  lua  creditors,  who  may  refute  him 
hia  Older  of  disohaige  unless  he  pays  full  twenty  ihillisp 
in  the  pound  f 

Section  48,  above  quoted,  gives  the  bankrupt  a  right  to 
apply  to  the  Court  as  soon  as  nis  estate  haa  paid  ten  ibu- 
Imgs  in  the  pound,  irrespective  of  his  crediton,  leariog  it  t° 
the  Court  to  suspend  or  refuse  the  order  of  diacbaige  nnda 
the  circumstances  therein  mentioned,  whUst  the  liqnidttios 
aectioa  (125),  by  the  7th  sub-section,  expressly  enacts  that 
"  with  the  modification  hereinafter  mentioned ''  all  the  pro- 
visiona  of  thia  Act  shall  apply  to  liqaidationa  as  to  buic- 
ruptdes;  and  thsrenpon  sub-section  9  of  the  same  prindpu 
section  goes  on  to  enact  that  "  the  proviaiona  of  this  Act 
with  respect  to  the  .  .  .  dischatge  of  a  bankrupt  .  ■  • 
shall  not  apply  in  the  esse  of  a  debtor  whose  a£b>n  u* 
under  liqnidatiou  by  arrangement^  bat  .  .  .  the  dis- 
oha»e  of  the  debtor  .  .  .  may  be  granted  by  a  tpeciu 
resection  of  the  creditors  in  general  meeting ;"  and  by  sab- 
section  10,  "the  trustee  shall  report  to  the  registrar  the 
discharge  of  the  debtor,"  who  shall  gire  hiaa  a  c^titicate  * 
discharge,  to  be  of  the  same  effect  as  an  order  of  dischtrgi 
given  to  a  bankrapt. 

If  I  am  coRect,  it  would  follow  that  one  or  two  crediton 
of  a  debtor,  whose  amounts  would  prevent  a  special  retola- 
tion  (which  requires  three  fourths  in  valne  to  concur)  being! 
passed,  might  Keep  a  debtor  under  liquidation  "out  in  il«j 
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dd"  until  lie  hai  paid  hii  oediton  in.  fall;  andftom  tltii 
t  mold  dfo  folloir  that  in  lome  eases  it  would  b«  better 
ortMUettortoadTiMhii  dient  to  get  adjudicated  bank- 
gptbyafriaBdlyereditoTor  two  to  £S0  upon  filing  a  de- 
bitdon  «f  inamlity  to  pay,  than  to  file  a  petinon  for 
qgiditkm ;  ret,  jadging  nom  tiie  nnmbar  of  the  latter  peti- 
tot  to  the  former  (at  leaft  ten  Uqnidationa  to  one  bank- 
t),  the  pnetiee  ia  evidently  in  faroor  of  petitions  for 


Whttber  this  result  was  designed  bj  the  firamsrs  of  the 
«t,  oris  only  one  of  the  many  biota  in  the  Act,  I  do  not 
rtteadtossy.  Johx  Mili.kb. 

Briitol,  Jaa  38. 


0BIT1TA£T. 


MB.  0.  W.  LEWia 
Ur.  Charles  Warner  Lewis,  bartister-at-law,  ezpred  at 
iieddesoe,  Bidgway-Tilla,  M^mbledon,  on  the  26th  of 
muy,  in  the  finy-nrst  year  of  his  age.  Mr.  Lewis  was 
•ated  tt  ninity  OoUege,  Cambridge,  where  he  graduated 
A.  in  1843,  and  was  called  to  the  bar  at  the  Inner  Temple 
JoB^lSM. 

ICB.  J.  B.  HtnOE. 
Mr.  Jcmifh  Bnmley  Hume,  barrister-at-law,  died  on  the 
it  JiDoary,  in  tho  fifty-seoond  year  of  his  age.  He  was 
t  eUeit  ion  of  the  late  Joseph  Hnae,  the  celebrated  re- 
raei,  by  his  maniage  with  Maria,  only  daughter  of  the 
teHarim  Bmnlsy,  £iq.,  merohant,  of  Branswiok-sauare, 
MtddD.  Ifr.  J.  B.  Huiu  was  edueated  at  Trinity  Cousge, 
mlridgt,  where  he  graduated  B.A.  in  1840.  In  June, 
tU,  b«  WIS  called  to  the  bar  at  Linooln's-inn,  and  for- 
oljpactiKd  as  an  equity  draughtsman  and  ocnTeyanoer. 


iOOIKnBS  AHSJHSTITUTIONS. 

BOUcnOBS'  BEKEVOLEKT  ASSOCIATION. 
ll«  aid  aoDihly  meeting  of  the  board  of  directors  of 
WMnadioo  was  held  at  tho  Law  InatitntioD,  Chanoeiy- 
"{Moidoii,  on  Wednesday,  tlie  1st  lost.,  Ux.  EdwUi 
'illniillald  in  the  chair.  The  other  directors  present 
ae  XeiBi.  Benhao,  Hedger,  Riokman,  Smith  and  Torr 
ft-  BSa,  iecntary}.  Grants  of  relief  to  the  amount  of 
'4nn  mads  to  the  widows  of  two  members  of  the  asso* 
&o,iDd  a  sum  of  dB60  wss  applied  in  assisting  four 
Hwa  nl  wnMuembeacs.  Ten  new  members  were  admitted 
B«  MMwiatian,  and  other  genenl  business  was  traas- 

M. 


UW  STUDENTS'  DEBATINO  SOCIETY. 
It  the  meeting  of  this  looiety,  held  on  Tuesday,  the  Slat 
utj  last,  the  quastion  discussed  wu  No.  466  Legal : 
■  K*n  a  ram  of  monay  to  B.  to  be  laid  out  in  the  erection 
"TPcrt  of  a  hoapitaL  B.  iaTSsted  the  money  in  the 
wgf  himsalf  and  O.  as  trustees,  and  both  azeented  a 
lof  tnnt  dedaring  Hm  olijeoti  of  th«  gift  The  deed 
'Mtmade  known  to  the  donor,  who  dieda  few  days  alter 
^Notion.  Is  the  gift  invalid  under  the  Mortmain  Aot. 
leo.2,e.»6)?" 

h  C.  SoiOi  opened  the  debate  in  the  af&rmatiTe,  on 
ttMe  it  was  decided  by  a  large  nuy'oiity. 


THE  STAMP  ACT,  1870. 
>•  fdlowiag  oaraapoadenoe  has  been  published  in  the 

"67,  Preston-street,  Faversham,  Jan.  17. 
U  Her  Majesty's  Commissionars  of  Inland  Berenne^ 

Inland  Bevenue  Office,  Somerset-house, 
'■"aaen,— Will  yon  be  so  good  as  to  gire  me  your 
Dm  m  the  following  point  ? 

*JBj  pnlesional  eapaioity  I  am  in  the  habit  of  obtaining 
"Wiat  boa  Tendors  to  receive  pnrchase-money^^a 
'jcbesbom  purohasen  to  anctianeeis  to  pay  deposits 
^OoihaDda.    I  also  receive  at  times  anthontiea  from 


""  "  Pey  other  sums  of  money  out  of  particular  funds 
9  taoda ;  and  I  am  doubtful  whether,  under  the  Stamp 
>>«i^  these  authorities  should  not  be  stamped  as  bills  of 

^euebasjust 


of  taine  holds  a  bill  of  sale  over  effeots  in  a  hou(** 
lliia  valuer  has  just  sold  the  lease,  and  on  our  presaing  fo' 
our  money  the  debtor  has  given  an  authority  to  the  valuer 
to  pay  US  our  prindpal  and  interest  out  of  moneys  coming 
to  his  bands  from  the  purchaser.  I  have  advised  that  under 
section  48,  sub-section  2,  of  the  said  statute,  this  authority 
should  be  stamped  as  a  bill  of  exshange.  .  .  . — I  have^  to. 
FskcBBicK  JoHKBOH,  SoUcitor,  Favenham." 

"  Inland  Bevenne,  Somerset-house, 
London,  W.C,  Jan.  36. 
Sir,— The  Board  of  Inland  Bevenne  have  had  before  them 

Sour  letter  of  the  17th  inst.  and,  in  raplv  to  the  inquiries 
ier«n  contained,  I  am  directed  to  inform  yon  that  an 
authority  to  receive  money  is  chargeable  with  stamp  duty 
as  a  letter  or  power  of  attorney  (aee  the  Stamp  Act,  1870, 
schedule  title  "  Letter  or  Power^of  Attorney,")  and  that  any 
order  or  direction  which  entitles  anr  person  to  payment  of 
money  by  another  person  is  chargeable  with  stainp  duty  as 
a  bill  of  exchange. 

I  may  observe  that  the  question  whether  any  particular 
doeament  doea  or  does  not  thlfil  one  of  these  descriptions 
may  sometiaus  be  a  question  of  difficulty;  but  in  the  Board's 
opinion  there  is  no  doubt  that  an  authority  from  a  vaidor 
to  receive  purchase  money  is  chargeable  with  duty  as  a 
power  of  attorney,  and  that  an  anthmiiy  from  the  purohasar 
to  the  anotioneer  to  hand  over  the  depomt  is  not  an  order 
ehargeaUa  with  duty  as  a  bill  of  exchange. 
In  the  other  case  mentioned  in  your  letter,  the  order 

Siven  by  tho  debtor  to  the  valuer  would  be  chargeable  with 
nty  u  atnllof  mvb»aga.—l  am,  Sir,  your  obedient  servant, 

Wm.  Lomas." 

To  M«  Editoi-  of  tht  Timif. 
"  Sir, — ^Notwithstanding  the  letter  of  Mr.  Lomas  to  Mr. 
Johnson,  whidi  appearea  in  the  Timet  of  yeaterday,  I 
would  submit  to  my  professional  brethren,  that  the  broad 
dictum  of  the  Commissioners  of  Inland  Revenue  that  *  there 
is  no  doubt  that  an  authority  from  a  vendor  to  reeeive  pur- 
chase-money is  chargeable  with  duty  as  a  power  of  attor- 
ney, and  uiat  an  authority  from  the  purchaaor  to  the . 
auctioneer  to  hand  over  the  deposit  is  not  an  order  charge- 
able with  duty  as  a  bill  of  exchange '  is  not  strictly  correct 

The  qnestira  being  of  dsily  occurrence  is  too  important 
for  this  dMum  to  be  allowed  to  pass  unnoticed. 

If  my  dient  (a  vendor)  sends  a  letter  direct  to  the  pur- 
chaser, anthorinng  me  to  recdve  the  purBhase-money,  I 
submit  that  that  Tetter  is  not,  as  alleged  by  the  Commis- 
sioners, liable  to  a  IDs.  power  of  attorney  stamp,  but  to  a 
penny  stamp,  as  a  bill  of  exchange  em  demand,  under  sec- 
tion 48,  sab-aection  3,  of  the  Stamp  Act,  1870. 

A^iain,  an  authoritjr  if  sent  by  a  purchaser  ('  the  person 
making  the  same')  direct  to  the  auctioneer  ('the  person 
b^  whom  the  payment  is  to  be  made'])  seems  to  come  dearly 
within  the  same  aub-aectioa  as  <  a  bill  of  exchange  for  the 
payment  of  money  on  demand,'  and  to  be  therefore  liable 
to  a  penny  stamp. 

It  IS  well  that  the  new  stamp  on  these  mere  inddental 
documents  (which  so  &r  as  regards  vendors'  orders  have 
only  of  late  years  become  customary)  can,  by  the  mode  of 
sending  ^em,  be  rendered  liable  only  to  a  new  stamp  of  one 
penny. 

It  can  never  have  been  seriondy  contemplated  by  the 
fhuners  of  the  Act  to  render  all  such  orders  liable  to  a  ten 
shilling  duty,  and  if  the  Inland  Beveoue  insist  on  their  con- 
struction of  the  Aot  the  result  will  be  (if  the  Court  of  Ex- 
chequer doea  not  reverse  the  deddon)  that  such  order  will 
cease  to  be  required,  or  some  mode  or  evadon  of  so  unrea- 
aonable  an  impost  will  be  adopted,  and  thus  even  the  rea- 
sonaUa  pennies  will  be  lost  to  ue  revenue. 

It  is  strange  that  if  the  above  sub-section  as  to  the  par- 
ticular mode  of  transmiadon  was  intended  to  apply  to  powers 
of  attorney,  it  diould  have  been  induded  m  the  special 
clauses  rdatin^to  bills  of  exchange. 

The  natural  uference  iix)m  the  podtion  of  the  clause  would 
be  that  sub-section  3  was  meant  to  define  certain  bills  of  ex 
change  as  amcog  tiiose  pavable  en  demand. 

Lincoln's-inn,  Jan.  31.'  A  SoLicrrOB. 


AMEBICAN  JUDGES. 

In  a  late  American  case  of  Iftio  Bnghuid  Expreu  Oompanff 

V.  JUaine  Central  Railimy  Company,  the  plaintiff  company 

were  hdd  entitled  to  recover  damages  from  the  defendant 

in  my  office,  which  is  this  :•— A  dient  I  company  for  refusing,  after  due  notice,  to  recdve  upon  any 
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temw  the  pluntiff  «ompany's  •xpisM  paokage*  for  oonToy*  ' 
aace  in  their  paasenger  timiiu.  Theee  "  exprets "  com- 
puiiofl  an  in  not  paioel  eonreyanoe  oompanioa,  and  the 
railway  company  were  under  a  oontraot  with  another 
"ezpren"  company  (the  Eastern  Exprea  Company),  to 
whom  they  had  let  a  certain  amoont  of  ipaoe  in  theur  pai- 
eenger  traina,  not  to  let  any  (pace  to  any  other  carrier. 

Upon  thia  dediion  the  Anuriean  Law  RtpoHer  fonndi 
the  following  lemaiki :  - 

"  For  theae  and  other  reaaoni  iriiich  might  he  stated,  we 
are  glad  the  Snpreme  Court  of  Maine  hare  made  to  ialatary 
a  decision  upon  the  snbjeot  and  one  so  mneh  in  defiaaoe  of 
Ihe  absorbing  tendencies  in  almost  every  department  of 
<xnnmeroe  and  traffic  in  the  country  towards  dsstmctiTe 
monopolies.  As  a  general  thing  it  may  be  safely  affirmed 
that  uioee  men  and  those  courts  which  allow  themselree  to 
be  crowded  into  poaitiona  calculated  to  fiivoor  raooopoUes 
in  trade  or  burineas  of  any  kind,  whether  they  oomprdiend 
it  or  not,  are  doing  a  very  damaging  senrioe  toward  the 
vital  interests  of  the  great  mass  of  the  community.  And  we 
are  Tery  willing  to  beliere  that  such  things  are  always  dona 
unconsciously.  The  world  sufftrs,  in  our  apprehension,  fur 
more  through  the  easy  good  nature  of  atspid  and  incom- 
petent judges,  than  by  any  positiTe  wiekeuness  in  judicial 
positions.  Anything  of  the  utter  chanuiter,  in  our  belief 
must  be  set  down  as  the  rarest  possible  exception,  while  the 
community  is  almost  suffocated,  from  day  to  day,  under  the 
oppressiTe  burden  of  &lae  and  foolish  decisions,  into  which 
the  indolent  and  the  uneducated  j  ndidal  fcnroe  of  the  country 
is  driven  by  the  lawlessness  and  corruption  of  outside  \inm- 
sure.  We  hare  said  thus  much  because  we  believe  the 
oonntiy  generally  are  being  duped  by  designing  and  in- 
terested  men  into  the  false  belief  that  what  they  need  for 
their  security  in  the  judiciary  is  more  simple  honssty  of 
purpose,  when  the  truth  really  is,  that  the  highest  neceaaity 
of  the  country,  in  regard  to  its  judicial  administration  and 
incumbency,  is  a  superior  grade  of  talent  and  a  higher 
degree  of  culture^  and  more  unflinching  nerve  to  enable 
them  to  know  the  right  and  to  dare  to  oo  it,  in  defiance  of 
dl  remonstrances  from  interested  parties,  or  political  par- 
iissnship.  which  are  about  equally,  and  for  similiar  reasons, 
unworthy  of  confidence. 

"  It  may  be  said  very  truly,  that  there  is  nothing  in  this 
decision  which  properly  demands  any  such  diatribe  upon 
judicial  incompetency.  But  we  can  with  more  propne^ 
say  this  in  such  a  case  and  in  speaking  in  favour  of  a  deci- 
sion, than  if  we  were  calling  it  in  question.  And  we  have 
no  expectation  that  any  remonstranoe  we  can  utter  will 
penetrate  to  the  root  of  the  difficulty  or  produce  any  cure. 
But,  as  we  have  before  intimated  more  than  once,  we  are 
heartily  tired  of  heating  the  American  judiciary,  both  at 
home  and  abroad,  denounced  as  a  set  of  gamblers  and  black- 
legs, when  in  fact  there  exists  nowhere  in  tiie  world,  as  a 
general  thing,  aparer  judiciary  than  in  the  Ameriean  States; 
but  their  great  infirmity  is,  uiat,  through  defect  of  under- 
standing and  of  long  training  and  culture,  they  are  too 
often  made  to  do  the  dirty  work  of  others,  who  thereby 
pocket  the  unjust  gain  and  escape  the  merited  censure  due 
to  their  base  deeds.  Perhaps  the  most  effectual  remedy  will 
be  to  give  such  salaries  to  the  judges  as  will  command  the 
first  tuent  at  the  bar.  If  that  were  done,  we  believe  we 
ahould  bear  no  more  compliant." 


RAILWAY  BTOOK. 


PUBLIC  C0MPAVIB8. 
GovntmisiiT  raHDS. 

L4S«  QvoTinov,  Feb.  S,  ISTl. 
Prom  llu  OiMst  Uit  afthi  iMiMi  taXMH  (nuwMM. 
Ansoitlei,  April,  '15 


S  per  Cant.  Conaou,  91] 
Ditto  (Or  Aooonnt,  Mar.  a,  n} 
3  par  Cent.  Radnced  9] 
Satr  Spar  Cent., 33 
Do.  34  perCant.,  Jan.  '9« 
Oo.  2)  par  Cent.,  Jan.  '94 
Do. »  par  Cent.,  Jan.  '78 
Aonaitlaa.Jan.'SO— 


Do.  (Rad  Saa  T.)  Aug.  I  SOS 

Bz  BUIa.SlOOO.  —  par  Ot.lO  p  m 

Ditto,  £MK),  Do  —  10  p  m 

mtto,  cioo  a  ;eioo,  —  lo  p  m 

Bank  at  Baglaod  Stoek,  4)  par 

Ct.  (last  hair-vaar)  MS 
Ditto  for  Aoooaat, 


INDIAN  OOVBBMIIENT  SECUBITIES. 


India  Stk.,  IO|pCt.Apr.'?4,309 

Ditto  for  Aoeoont 

Ditto  »perCent.Jaly,'so  no) 

Ditto  for  Aoooont,— 

Ditto  4  perCaat.,  Oct.  '88 102 

Ditto.dltto.Certlfloatea,  — 

Ditto  Salltoad  Ppr.,  a  par  Cant.  90i 


Ind.  Ear. Pr.,  9  pC.,Jan.''a  100 
Ditto,  6) par  Cant.,IUy,';»106i 
Ditto  Debentnras,  per  Cant., 

Aprii,'64  — 
Do.Do  ,i  par  Cant.,  Aog. '78  108 
Do.Bands,4perCt.,£lo«0  10  pm 
Ditto, ditto, under  jEiooa,  S)  p  ai 


Batlwaxa. 


Paid.  QoriiitprieM. 


Stock 
Stoekl 
Stoekl 
Stock 
Stock 
Stock 
Suck 
Stoek 
Stock 
Stock 
StoA 


Stock 
Stock 
Stock 
Stock 
Stock 
•look 
Stock 
Stack 
Slock 
Stock 
Stoek! 
Stock 
Stack 


Bristoland  Bzeter 

Caledonian........ „.«.-_>.... 

Olaacow  and  Soath- Western  ..... 
Qreat  Eastern  Ordinary  Stock  ... 

Do. ,  Bast  Anglian  Stoek,  No.  t 
QreatNortbsrn  ............. 

Do.,  A  Stock*    ........._ 

areas  Soalbem  and  Western  oflteland 

Oreat  Western— Orialnal .........._... 

f  isncaahlre  and  Yorkshire  ....„....„ 

London,  Brighton,  and  Soatb  Coast 

Lcadon.Chatham ,  and  Dover ■ 

London  and  North- Western............. 

L'.indon  and  Sooth-Wastem    .......... 

Manehsater,8heaeld.and  Llneola.... 

HstroppUtaa..... .._.....« 

Hldland  ......._  .  .      .  .  _ 

^  I  I  iiHiBiB     *••••■•••••••••  aaaaaeaasaa* •■•*«««■(■•«< 

!>o.,BinnlochamandI>erbv  ....... 

North  British  .-. „.„....„.... 

North  London  ....-....«.............>„,. 

North  StaOardshirs... 

South  Devon 

Soath-Kastsra  ........ „ 

TaHTala _. 


in 

100 

>< 

lis 

'^ 

■  Araoaivssnodivideod  until  8  par  eant.  has  baan  patAto  8. 


180 
100 
110 
108 
100 
100 
100 
100 
100 
100 
100 
180 
100 
180 

too 

iOO 
100 
100 
100 
100 
100 
180 
100 

100 


91 

100 
'2   , 

"5 
a 

u 

M 


r 


INBUBANOB  OOMPANICS. 


1             1  M*  . 

Mao< 

Dividend 

1 

P« 

■haraa 

paraana 

Mamas.              '8har«a.| 

Paid. 

■lUfi. 

1 

£ 

£  a.  d. 

e  !.«■ 

8000 

*  poftba 

Clariesl,lied.»aea.llfbi 

108 

18   8   0 

>i  •  • 

4U0« 

«8pekba 

County     ...       ».       .-1 

188 

10   0   0 

a  0  • 

84448 

Spefebs 

Basle       ^      „      ^> 

80 

8    0   0 

«  0  • 

10000 

toooo 

10  per  cant 
7<ir<dpo 

BqaU)rsndLaw.M 
Engilh  k  Scot.  Uw  LUkl 

100 
so 

6    0    0    »    J  » 
8  10    0    »  IS  • 

8700 

spar  east 

BqMtabla  BevarBl0Bar7.~  < 

188 

.«       H  It  ' 

4C00 

8  psresat 

Do.  New  .„      ...      ..., 

88 

80    •    I'      ■"  " 

l»W  « 

8000 

Sklpahb 

Oreaham  Life     

10 

5    a    « 

10000 

Spar  cant 

anardian 

100 

>tt    «    • 

4  11  J 

98 ;  J 

S'{ 
'l»« 

10000 

6  per  eaat 

Home  k  Col.  Aas.,  LImtd.' 

^ 

8    8   8 

7800 

lOparosBt 

Imperial  Uft     

tOo 

10   •   8 

80000 

It  par eaat 

LawVlra..       

IVO 

1  18    8 

10000 

4itapr  ab 

Law  Lite .«       1 

I0« 

98    8    0 

100000 

11  per  eaat 
8ir7a8dpc 

LawUalon 

10 

8  10   < 

10000 

I<a(al8>aenaialUI8  »; 

80 

8    8    8 

4ilSs6dpc 

Loadaaft  Pnvlaelal  Law 

80 

8  11    8 

48800 

18  par  cant 

Narth  Brit,  ft  MarcsatUe 

80 

6    8    ( 

1808 

Hi  k  bnt 

io« 

10    0    < 

89138 

U  per  cam 

Ro/alBxehanKa ' 

Stock 

All 

{Ml 

HOITBT  MASKBT  AKD  CiTT  ltfTBl.lia~.rt''.t . 

After  the  conflrmation  of  the  news  respecting  the  fnaor 
Prussian  armiatioe,  the  maricat^  instead  of  oantinuing  tkrir  uM 
improvement,  became  dspreaaad.  The  prospects  of  P'*'',*'* 
not  yet  considered  very  satiafactory ;  there  seems  also  to  Itt^* 
been  a  prevailiOK  anxiety  as  to  the  eSict  which  might  be  P^ 
dnced  by  the  teleaae  at  the  funds  and  securities  locked  np  P 
Paris.  "Probably  the  present  drooping  state  of  the  markatouini 
part  at  any  rate,  to  be  accounted  for  by  the  bet  that  efaice  tue 
fall  which  happened  at  the  beginning  of  Uis  war  pricea  itn 
been  creeping  up  little  by  UtUe  until,  i^ion  the  whole,  thef  >" 
now  rather  luKh.  There  has  been  a  general  belief  that  the  «« 
would  suddenly  teminste,  sad  Ihataimoltaneoualy  priest  5°^ 
rush  npwarda ;  and  the  larga  number  of  purchaaea  made  in  w 
hope  of  reahaing  at  a  profit  seems  to  have  brought  pricea  s;  " 
flood-tide  point.    Railways  are  now  pretty  firm.  . 

At  the  baU-yearly  meeting  of  the  London  and  Conntr  Basti ' 
held  on  Thursday,  a  dividend  of  6  per  cent,  for  the  hut-j»'t^ 
and  a  bonus  of  3  per  cent  ^together  £1  16s.  per  share),  vO]'  ^ 
clared,  malting,  with  the  mterim  payment  in  June,  l?!  I^ 
cent  for  thevear,  and  leaving  £4,3tf  to  be  carried  forward.   » 

the  year  1869  the  total  diatriSntion  was  17  per  cant. 


COURT  PAPERS. 


COURT  OF  COMMON  FLEAS.  ^  . 

The  Court  has  appointed  Monday  the  6th,  Tueadar  tU 
7th,  and  Monday  the  1 3th  February,  for  sittings  in  ^'""J 
after  Term,  for  the  disposal  of  country  new  tiisK  ^ 
also  of  the  special  paper.  The  Court  will  ait  on  Uoeilti 
the  20th  February,  to  deliver  judgments. 

COURT  OF  EXCHEQUER. 

This  Court  will  hold  sittings  on    'Wednesday  the 
Thursday  the  9th,  Friday  the    10th,    Saturday   the  iK 
Monday  the  13th,  and  Tuesday  the  14th  days  of  Febrtu' 
next,  and  will  at  such  sittings  proceed  in  disposing  of  1 
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boBiiesa  then  pending  in  the  paper  of  new  trials  and  in 
the  epecUI  paper. 

FITZKOT  E^ELLT.  W.  F.  CKAimiLL. 

S.   HaRTIK.  Q-.  PlOOTT. 


SPRING  CIBCUITS   OF  THE  JUDGES. 
NoBTHSBN. — Martin,  B.,  and  'Wlllee,  J. 
Appleby,     Febmarjr    16;   Newoaitle,    Febmary    16; 
Culiale,  February  20 ;  Dorfaam,  February  25  ;  Lanoaiter, 
Uaich2;  Manchester,  March  6;  Liverpool,  March  18. 
North  Waibs. — Bramwdl,  B. 
Welohpool,   March    7 ;    Bala,   March    10  ■    Camarron, 
Kaich  14 ;  Beanmarii,  March  16 ;  Ruthin,  March  20 ;  Mold, 
llaRh23  :  Chester,  March  26. 

South  Wauis. — Mellor,  J. 
EaTerfordwest,   February  23  ;   Cardigan,  February  27  ; 
Ctmarthen,  March  2  ;  Swansea,  March  7  ;  Brecon,  Matiih 
17 ;  Frerteign,  March  22 ;  Cheeter,  March  26. 
Kr.  Jusiue  Lush  remains  in  town. 
The  abore  completes  the  list  of  Spring  Circuits,  see  ante 
p.  240. 


COURT  OP  CHANCERY. 
SrrriKQS  Arrsa  Hilakt  Tbbm,  1871. 
LOED  CHANCELLOR. 
TJiyo1n*8  Tun. 


-irrtia.,Feb.  a}7^  Flnit  Sem.- 


frttey  ._ 
T«adv- 


I  Appeala. 
.AppMli. 


1. /■*!*•  "«n».,I>rtM., 


...W) 

...m} 

IT  ••*) 
..16  I 

...IV.. 
...SO) 


app*. 
A^eali. 


<k._i_      If  (The  Second  Seel.— 

Fiiilay  ....I7..An>.intin.ft>ppa. 
VaAj  ....lOi 
'tmtltf....»l  VAppwli. 
Tvtandv  ->31 

Ma;  ....M..App.n>tii8.ftii)ii. 
Jtataj ...  J7 ) 
J;i>t*r....n\\prmi». 

«B*y..i|5jJ2^8ei^- 
A^tf^......  3..An).mtns.&apps. 


""-•T-'lISeS?"^- 
M>r......lO..App.mtDs.lbtnM. 

Jteto  ....13} 

«!%....U>A|i|ieala. 

teiiad«r..l5J    ^^ 

tUij  ....I7..App.niti».ksppf. 

--  ( TlieSerenthSeal— 
•*•  I  FMtkns  ft  apps. 
.M. .  A|q>.  mtnsA  spps. 

LORDS  JCSnCES. 
UncolB'i  Inn. 

^"^  ..  9..An>«>i. 

Mar  1*.  .Appeal  Botiona. 

(Peba.  in  lonaer, 
Itodaj  ..II  .  bankmpt     appa., 
A  appeal  petitknia. 
iy....I»)  *^ 

j— *y....U    Appealf. 
(edaMUj  .IS  J 


Ul9 


Satnrlay 


(  Petaa.  ia  lanacy, 
4<bk.  appeal!,  and 
(app.  petittana. 
Mondajr....  «) 
fmaSMy   >..  7>App«tls. 
Wedneadar..  8  ) 

Friday......  10..  Appeal  metiont. 

{Fetna.  in  lunacy, 
bnkt.  appi.,  and 
app.  petiUoaa. 
Monday  ....IS) 
Tuesday  ,...14 >  Appeala. 
Vedneaday  .is) 

Thu«lay...6|I5;.«f^S«^ 

Friday 17..  Appeal  motlona. 

(  Petltna.  In  lunacy, 
Satmdsy   ..Mlbkrpt.  appa.,  and 

Upp  PetM. 
Monday  ....M) 
Tneaday ...  .tl  >  Appeala. 
Wednesday  .Mj 

Tl,n«lay  ..»{5J^'^S-1- 

Friday,  ....M.. Appeal  motlona. 

fPtos.  in  lunacy, 
Sataiday   ..MJbkrpt.    appa.,    & 

I  app.  petna. 

MASTER  OF  TEE  BOLLS. 
Ctaancery-Iane.  1 

Wedn..,F.b.8{A^.^'5^S^- 

JSgfr.:;,Sj«3eneral,.per. 

{Petna.,  aht.  eanaev 
ad),    snnu.,    and 
gnwral  paper. 
Monday  ....11) 
Taeiday. ...  14  >  Qeneral  paper. 
Vednaaday..u) 
I1.».d.y..,.{gS*«.j«ejK- 

Friday  ....17 -General paper. 

{Ptns..  aht.  cans., 
adJ.    Boma.,    and 
Kaneral  paper 
Monday  ....90) 
Tnaaday  ....II  >  General  paper. 
Wednesday.  Js) 

TUa«day..»{SSJ^^r 
Friday *4..0eiieral  paper. 

f  Petna.,  aht.  eaoa., 
Sstorday  ..tstadj.    amna.,    and 

Igneral  paper. 


%-.,_      ..(rheSecoDdSeaL—    Monday... .37) 

—^  "'"I Appeals  Toeaday ....»«{ General   paper. 

^K>T 17..App(alniodaia.       Wed.,Harch  l) 


hmday 


iMay  ....») 
•May. ...31  I 
■Matxday  .M  ) 


{Petna.  In  lunacy, 
bk.  appeals,  and 
app.  ptna. 


Apveala. 


iBitj S4. .Appeal  motleos. 

iPetna.  In  Innacy, 
bkrpt.  appa.,  and 
appeal  petna. 


SlI&^'i} 


fiMay 


Apptals. 


,C  Tile  Fourth  SeaL— 

(  Appaala. 
1.  .Appeal  motkna. 


Thanday  , 
Friday 

Satnndy  . 

Monday ... 
Tneaday ... 
Wdneaday  . 

Thunday  , 

Friday 


.(TbsFonrthSeal.— 
I  Mtns.  &  gen.  pa. 

l..aeneial  paper. 
(Ptna.,  ibt.   cana., 

4    adJ.    snnu.,   and 
(general  paper. 


General  paper. 


.(The  FWtb  Seal.— 
I  MtD9.  *  gen.  pa. 
..10.. General  paper. 

{Petns.,  fht.  cam., 
adf.     iuma.,    and 
general  paper. 
Monday  ....13) 

Tneaday 1 4  f  General  paper. 

Wednesday   u) 


jgfTheSUth  Seal.— 


Tboraday  •  •«-  (  Mtna.  ft  gen.  pa. 
Friday    ....17. .General  paper. 

{Fetns.,  aht.  cans., 
adj.     annu.,    and 
general  paper. 
Monday  ....30) 
Tneaday. ...31  >  General  paper. 
Wednesday  .33  J 

Tk>_i..     ,.  (TheSereathSeal— 
Thntrtay  .  .8J  |  ^^  fc  gen.  pa. 
Friday    ....34.. General  paper. 

i  Fetus.,  sht.  causes, 
adl.  sums.,  and 
general  paper. 

T.  C.  Sib  JOHN  STUART. 

Lincoln's  Inn. 

w^..  B.K    a  f  Tb6  First  Seal.— 
Wedna^Feb.  8  {  j„„  ^  5,,^^ 

Thursday  ..  9. .Causes. 
Friday    .... 10. .Ptni.and  causes. 
Saturday   .,  II..  Sht.  causes  ft  caus. 
Monday  ....13) 
TueadaT....14  >  Canaea. 
Wedneaday  .15) 


Thnraday  ..16 


( The  Second  Seal.— 


(Mtna.  &  canaea. 

Friday 17.  .FMitionaft  causes. 

Satnraay   ..18..Sht.eanseaftcaaa. 

Monday  ....30) 

Tneaday. ...31  ^Causes. 

Wedneaday  .313 

Th„™a»»      „  f  The  Third  Seal.— 

Thnraday  ••»  J  Mtn».  and  causes. 

Friday 14.  .Petltiaaa  ft  canaea. 

Saturday   ..S8..Sht.caaaeaftGana. 
Monday  ....17) 
Tneeday....3S  >  Causes. 
Wed.,  March  l) 

Tv.~i„  1  f  TheFourthSeal.— 
Tkorsday  ..  »(  Motiona  *  causes. 
Friday  ....  S..Fetltionaft  canaea. 
Satnraay  ..  4..Sht.  cana,  ft  caus. 
Monday ....  8) 
Tneaday...!  7S0attse9. 
Wedneaday  .  8) 

TbniMay  ..  »  (moh.  ft  causae. 
Friday   ....IO..Ptna.ftcans. 
Saturday   ,.  1 1..  Sht.  cans,  ft  cana. 
Monday....  13' 
Tneaday ....14 
-  •      ■  r  .10 


.18 


The  Sixth  Seal.- 


Wadnasday 

Thursday..!.    Mtns.  ft  causes. 

Friday   ....17..Petitlonaftcanaes. 

Saturday  ..M...8ht.  cana.  ft  cans. 

Monday  ....SO) 

Tneaday  ....11  (Oausea. 

Wednaaday  .31) 

vh^-A.,      «a  f  ThoSarenth  Seal— 

Thnraday  ..  »  {^tna.  ft  canaea, 


Friday 
Satuday 


.14..Peta8.  ft  canaea. 
.3^..8ht,  cans,  ft  eaoa. 


T..a  Sm  RICBAUD  UALINS. 
Uneoln'a  Inn. 

v^^    F.h  a  f  •  ""*  Seal— 
Wedna.,  Feb.  8  J  jj,^  4  g^  p, 

Thnraday  ..  O.-Oeoersl  paper. 

Friday 10.. Petna.  ft  gea  pa. 

jl  (Sht.   canaes,  adj. 


Saturday 


...IS) 

y.  .i») 


l  sums.,  ft  gen.  pa. 
General  paper. 


Monday 
Tuesday 
Wedneaday. 

_. ,  ..'(The  Second  Seal.— 

Thnraday  ••»•  [Mtns.ftgon.pa. 
Friday       ..l7..Fetn8.fegen.  pa. 

8-nUy    ..U{^V.TS.^- 


Monday. ...10 
Tneaday. ...31 
Wedneaday  .11. 


Thnraday  , 

Friday   ... 

Saturday  . 

Monday 

Tneaday. 

Wedneaday, 

Thnraday 

Friday    ... 

Saturday.. 


ly..  8) 


J  (  TheFourthSeal.— 

(  Mtns.  ft  gen.  pa. 
'..Ptns.  ft  gen.  pa. 
4  (Sht.   causes,  adj. 
.l9nnu.,ftgeapa. 


Geaetal  paper. 


9 (The  Fifth  Seal.— 


Monday ....18) 


^Mtna.  ft  gen.  pa. 
•><>..FetnB.  ft  geo.  pa. 
,,l|(8bt.    cana.,    ad|. 


Tuesday 
Wedneaday 


iftgan.  pa. 
General  paper. 


Thnraday 

Friday   .. 

Satorday 

Monday  . 
Tneaday. 
Wedneaday.  .U 

Thnraday  ..2S 


IS) 

lg  ( The  Sixth  Seal.— 
■  (Mtna. ft  gea. pa. 
>!'. .Fetns.  ft  gen.  pa. 

jgCSht.    cana.,     adj. 

I  ■nms.,&  gen.  pa. 
,30) 

31  >  General  paper. 


The  SerenthSeal — 
.Motions  ft  gen.  pa. 
Friday  ....34..Petna.4(gen.pa. 
Saturday 


•((Short  causes,  adj. 
•"Is 


Wedns.,Feb.  8 

Thunday  ..  9 
Friday I* 


(sums., ft  gea.  [a. 

V.  C.  BACON. 

Uncoln's  Inn. 

The  First  Seal.— 
Mtns.  ft  gen.pa. 


Qeaeral paper. 


Ptna.  Sbt  icans., 
adj.   amna.,  and 

.general  paper. 
In  Bankruptcy. 


Saturday 
Monday  . 
wStaSSiyV.!*}  0««>™lP»per. 


.16 


(  TheSeccndSeal.— 


(  Mtna.  ft  gen.  pa. 
17.. Gen.  paper. 
'Ptna.,  sbt.  cans., 
adj.    annis.,    and. 
ganenl  paper. 
30.  .In  Bankruptcy. 


.11 ..V 

(I 
.18]  a 


Thursday 
Friday    .. 

Saturday 

Monday  .. 

wS22d;y*:M|o«««»»'i»p~ 

Thursday  ..3l|2^TbWi««lj- 

34.. Oeneral  paper. 

(Ptna.,  sht.  cans., 
2S{ad). 

Bankruptcy. 


Friday  . 
Saturday 
Monday 


KnenU  paper. 
Bankruptcy 

^^^"5i;^*J  I  Oeneral  paper. 
Thnraday 


Friday 

Saturday   .. 

Monday  .... 
Tuesday.... 
Wednesday  . 

Thursday.,, 

Friday    .... 

Saturday   .. 


General  paper. 


o  (  The  FourthSeaL— 
(  Mtns.  ft  gen.  pa. 
■  3.. General  paper. 
^  Petna.,  sht.  cans.,. 
4  Vadj.    sums.,    and 
J  genenl  paper. 
,  6.  .In  Bankmpiey. 
I  g  I  Genenl  paper. 

•  I  The  Fifth  SeaL — 
'     )  Mtna.  ft  gen.  pa. 
10.. General  paper. 

i  Fetus.,  sbt.  caus... 
ad),    sums.,    and 
.general  paper. 
lUBiday  ....II.  Jn  Baakmptcy. 

w'S2SiaV."}0~»«lP*P«'- 

I  Thursday.. ,6  {Jg^Sif^^^.- 

I  Friday    ....I7..0eaeialpsper. 

C  Fetna.,9ht.  causes, 
I  Saturday  ..ISladJ.anma.,  ft  gen. 
(paper. 
Mauday  ....10..InBankmptey. 

'  i^Siy  iJ  I  General  paper. 

I  Thursday 
I  Friday  ... 

'  Saturday.. 


,  j  TheSerenthaeal— 
I  Mtns.  ft  gen.  pa. 

,34.  .Chuieral  paper. 
( Ptns.,  sht.  cans., 

..IS  < adj.    sums.,   and 
Igeneral  paper. 


Th™*.,     <a    The  Third  Seal.- 

Thursday  ..18(Mtns.ftgen.papr. 

Friday x4..Petu.ftgen.  pa. 

iuutrt..      is  {Sht.  canaea,  adj. 

S*""^'   ••**tsnnis.ftgen.pa. 

Monday  ....17) 

Tuesday  ....18  {  General  paper. 

Wed.,  March  l) 

The  daya  (if  any)  on  which  the  Lord  Chancellor  shall  be  engaged  in  the- 
House  of  Lorda,  aid  the  daya  (If  any)  on  whkA  the  Lords  Jnsticea  shall 
be  aitttng  with  the  Lord  Cnancellor  or  the  Judicial  Committee  of  the 
PriTy  Council,  are  excepted.  .     .  .    .  ^ 

At  the  Bolls,  unoppcaed  pettUona  must  be  presented  and  onies  left  with 
the  Secretary,  on  or  before  the  Thursday  preceding  the  Saturday  on 
which  It  la  intended  they  should  be  heard;  and  any  causes  in> 
tended  to  be  heard  as  short  canaes  must  be  so  marked  at  least  one 
clear  day  before  the  same  can  be  put  In  the  paper  to  be  so  heard. 

In  Tkw-Cbancellor  Stuart's  Court  no  cause,  motion  for  decree^ 
w  further  consider  atlon,  except  by  order  of  the  Court,  may  be 
marked  to  stand  orer  if  it  be  within  twelre  of  the  last  canae  or  matte* 
in  the  printed  paper  of  the  day  for  hearing. 

Any  causes  intended  to  be  heard  as  abort  causes  before  either  of  th* 
VIce-CbanceUota  must  be  so  marked  at  least  one  clear  day  before  tha 
aama  can  be  put  in  the  pmier  to  be  so  heard. 
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BISTBS.  MABBU0B8.  AHD  OlATHt. 

BIRTBfl* 
BatthhiU/— On  Jan.  28,  at  3,  Th«  Qwdrant,  Ez«t«r,  Qi»  wift 

of  Wm.  J.  Batlbhill,  Eiq.,  solicitor,  of  a  daughter. 
Bbdwsll — On  Jan.  2S,  at  8,  Strathmore^gardana,  Kensfngton, 

the  wife  of  Fraasis  Alfred  Bedwell,  Esq.,  of  Linooln'e-lnn, 

of  a  daughter. 
H  virr— On  Jan.  29,  the  wifb  of  J.  Hunt,  Eaq.,  aoUdtor,  Ware, 

of  aaan. 
Kbkbwich— On  Feb.  1,  at  22,  Park-gquare,  Rceenf  a-park, 

the  wife  of  Arthnr  Edkewich,  barrieter-at-Iaw,  of  a  dannter. 
MoBBisoN-'On  Jan.  20,  at  the  Oak«,  Wray-oommon,  Rdgate, 

the  wife  of  G.  Carter  Morriaon,  solicitor,  of  a  danghter. 
WiuoN— On .  Jan.   28,   at  17,  Woodland -terrace,  Flymenth, 

the  wife  of  J.  Walter  I^Hlaon,  solicitor,  of  a  daughter. 

MABKIAOES. 

Rhodm— Coorui— On  Jan.  26,  at  the  pariah  ohordi,  Leeds, 
Fairfax  Rhode*,  of  the  Inner  Temple,  barrister-at-Uw,  to 
Maiy,  yonngest  danghter  of  William  Cooper,  Esq.,  of  Oled- 
how-hall,  Loeda. 

Wbstbkk— Head— On  Jan.  31,  at  Christ  Chnrch,  Lancaster- 
gate,  Edward  Young  Western,  of  96,  InTemesa-tenaoe,  to 
Caroline  Agnes,  Tonngest  daughter  of  Alfred  Head,  Eaq.,  of 
13,  Cravan-hill-gardens. 

DEATHS. 

CooPES— On  Jan.  27,  at  East  Dereham,  George  Cooper,  adl- 
dtor,  aged  83. 

Latham— On  Jen.  7,  Henrj  Latham,  M.A.,  butister-at-Uw, 
of  No.  16,  Upper  Westbonme-terrao*. 

Prilltps— On  Jan.  87,  at  Dover,  Aogustua  Phillips,  Esq., 
barrister-at-Iaw. 

8TAI.MAN— On  Jan.  31,  at  16,  St.  George'a-road,  Fimlioo, 
Henry  Stolman,  Esq.,  of  the  Inner  Temple,  bairister-at-law, 
in  his  7dth  year. 

Wnj>E— On  Feb.  1,  at  Brighton,  Edward  Arohar  Wilde,  Esq., 
of  CoIlege-hiU,  aged  81. 


Among  the  names  sf  those  who  rsoentlj  pssaed  their  final 
examination  at  the  Incorporated  Law  Sodetr,  for  admission  to 
the  Roll  of  Attemejrs,  we  obcerre  that  of  Mr.  George  Walter 
Thooas  CoTentiy,  Tonngest  son  of  the  Hen.  Williain  James 
Covtentiy,  and  grandson  of  George  Williaai,  asTsnth  Earl  of 
Coventiy,  irilio  was  Recorder  of  Worcester,  and  High  Steward 
of  TewkeabuiT.  Mr.  O.  W.  T.  Coventry  waa  bom  on  the  19th 
December,  1843,  and  served  his  articles  of  darkship  with  Mr.  R. 
P.,  Hill,  solicitor,  of  Worcester.  His  eldest  braihar,  Mr.  Wil> 
Uam  George  Coventry,  was  called  to  the  bar  at  the  Inner  Taaaple 
in  Novamber,  1847. 


uosDoa  oAzsiras. 


PnftMl«Ml  PartBWtUpt  UiMlTtd. 
TouDiT,  Jan.  SI,  1*71, 
May,  Edwin,  fe  EtmnDd  Mar.  Ssadlni,  SoUeltece.    Dee  IS. 
BMisfdson,  Jas  Wm  RamUtoa,  ft  ThOi  Turner,  Leeds,  Toifc,  Solidtort, 
*e.   JaaSS. 

IflfidlBg^Bp  cf  Joint  Stock  Oottfoiis, 

Fiu>4x.  Jan. »,  ISTI. 

nmioTin  n  CBAaenx. 

Doriiam  Oonnty  Permsasat  Bsnellt  BnUiiog  Soeisty.— Crsdlton  an 
rsqnirH.  on  or  tiefore  Feb  It,  to  send  thstr  names  and  addrssses,  and 
the  p*rtl«a1ara  of  their  debts  or  citims,  to  Oeorvs  Whlffln,  8.  Old 
Jewry.  Tnesday,  March  ai  at  19,  is  appointed  tor  hearing  and  ad- 
Jodicsilaff  apoD  the  debts  and  claims. 

laternatiaaa)  LUt  Ajsaraoos  SodeCr.— Creditors  resldlac  within  the 
JnrladlcttoB  of  this  ooart  are  required,  within  thirty  days  from  Jan 
SC,  and  eraditcrs  residiac  oat  of  the  jariadietion  sre  also  reqalrad, 
within  dxtydays  (Mm  Jan  M,  to  send  their  names  and  addrssses.  and 
the  partisnlars  of  their  debts  or  dalms.  and  the  names  and  addreaiss 
or  their  solidton  (If  any),  la  Fndk  Maynard,  Old  Bread-st.  U  anh 
IS  at  11,  Is  anpclnted  (>r  hearinc  and  adlndlcatlag  npoa  the  debts 
and  elalms  of  eredlcers  within  the  jorisdlettan ;  AprllM  at  It,  ibr 
oredltofs  oat  cf  tbejarisdielion. 

LimTso  la  CaAiwni. 

la  Maneha  Iirlgallon  and  Land  Company  (Limited).— TIee  Chaaoallor 
XallBS  has  flzsd  Satnrday,  Feb  19  at  12,  (or  the  appolatmeat  o<  an 
OOcIsI  llqnidsior. 

Friendly  Sooiotloi  OUidTsd. 

Famix,  Jsa.  37,  M7I. 
Crawernok  Friendly  Soeiety,  Mr.  John  Lawson's,  Oraworaok,  Dmham. 

Janio. 
nnR  Alfted'a  toSge  of  Loyal  and  Independent  Modem  Order  of  Forae> 

ter*  Society,  Wantaae.  Berks.    Jan  33. 
Rsthbone  Soeiety,  Ot  Eaitem  Hotel,  LanffSdale-st,  Lpool,    Jan  01. 
White  Bart  Friendly  Society,  Bsllway  Hotel,  Wbeatley,  Ozfbrd.  Jaa  Si. 

Oroditon  imder  Xttatto  in  Ohineory. 

Lait  Day  of  ProoJ. 
FftDAX,  Jan.  17, 1S7I. 
Canledge,  Wm,  Woodthoroe,  NotUnghan,  Esq.    Feb  14.    Wright  v 
ButUn,  V.O.  Mallns.    Budln,  Nottingham. 


Hatfield  and  St  Albtn's   Bsllway  Company.    FSbtS.   EulofEwtt 

Eatflaldand  St  Alban'i  Hallway  Company.   V.C,  Baoon. 
Bahirieh.  Jebann,    CanbsrmU-rd,  Comb  Kaanhetanr.    HuA  i 

fleinrldi  *  Heiarioh,  V.C.  Stuart.    Eldrsd  A  Aadnw,  Ot  itamit, 

Bednra-fow. 
KenMce,  Hy  Wm,  CsmberwsII  Haass,  Csmbennll,  Oat.  Xncfa  t 

Kerrldas  «  Woodfbrf,  V.C.  Stoart.    H*rrlaoaa,  WsOmok. 
IraDcefieU,  flea,  Oanterbary,  BaOder,    Fab  27.   TAinrflsM  » IqaMai, 

V.C  Baeon.    Jones,  Hait-at,  BloomAnty. 
Maddoek,  Sir  Thoi  Herbert,  Vielatla-it,  Westmfaistsr.  Lkisail  Tte. 

tnausr.    Payne  «  Maddook,  V.C.  Boooo.    Lavrsoos  ACcFsMhink* 

St. 

Xstthlaoa,  RIehanJ,  mtm.  Bookseller.    Feb  11.     Bttmbiitua  Joist 

Stock  Bank  «  NIoholds.  V.C.  Malint.    Oettoa.  BInn. 
naslsy.  John  Oallimare.  Alphinffton,  Qavon.    Fab  U.   BrtntFintf, 

V.C  Kslins.    Smith  ft  Symes,  Crsditoa. 
Rnshbfooks,  Robert  Frede  Brownlow,  Roshbrooke  Park,  8«I<>1k,  C14. 

Feb  IT.    fM  *  Rosbbiooke,  H.B.    Ben  *  Stewards,  LiMObVln- 

flslds. 

ToxsoAX,  Jan.  SI,  ItTi. 
Aadataon.  Tboa.  Hl«h.et,  Maryisbona.  Baker.    Maith  1.  OsIh!  ' 

Bryne,  V.C  Btaart.    Land,  Castle  sf,  Holbon. 
Ashton.  Adam.Bogsnolab.  nr  farientta,  India,  Orarlooktt.    h'j*. 
'   AAton  «  Ashton,  V.C.  Msllns.    Sbeppeard,  Oolemao-st. 
Booakar,  Rev  Wm  Baldwtn,  Bveabam,  Woreeater.    Feb  IT.  Bmer 

Bishop  of  Weroestsr,  V.O.  Baecn.    Esdes  ft  Son,  ETesham. 
Bow.  (%as,  WoodSsld-ter.  Hsmw-id.    Maroh  1.   BtmttiCocr.TX;. 

Baeon.    Bartley  ft  Saxton,  Somarset-st.  Portman^q. 
Onarte.  Blesrda  Thoa.  Lpool,  Merahant.    Feb  17.    DasitstBnii4,T.C 

Staait.   Tnmer,  fhashsm.st. 
Kirwso,  Andrsw  Valentliie,  Clamrten-st,  Plmlieo,  Esq.    liBa  1°' 

Klrwan  v  Ward,  V.C  Stoart    Merediths  ft  Co,  Linesla'i.hn- 
Srensley.  Wm,  Foootsln-ct,  Uvarpeol-Jt,  Silk  Broker.    Feb  U    Bl^ 

rieoae  Spensley,  ColeftCcEssex-st,  Strand. 
Trsw,  Wm.  PentooTllle-rd,  lalincton,  Oent.    March  1.  TrsvsS: 

V.C  Btaart.    Banltco,  Bemers-st.  Oilgrd-aL 

KxzT  or  Km. 

Booaker,  Bev  Wm  Baldwin.  Eveaham,  Woreeater.    Mareh  «.  Bcanir 
Bishop  ofWoroester,  T.C.  Baeoo. 

Onditen  oader  as  H  U  ^8t.  Mf .  >S. 

Zoff  Day  <if  Claiai. 
FaioAx,  Jan.  17,  IS71. 
Armstmw,MarteT1>sreaa,Brla(ol,  Spinster.    MitcehS.   O'DsnVtatt 

Richards,  Bristol. 
Oslam,  Wm,  Arnold,  Rottiiwham,  Oent.    March  IL  Bortm  tSoi. 

Hottbwham.  __ 

Crtase.  Dorothy  Anne,  Norwtob,  Widow.    Mareh  IS.  WlatecAFna. 

da,  Korwteb.  • 
Dewae,ChasThesBeTnolds,Derty,Selteiter.    MarohlO.   i^  ^ 
Et«rhi(ham,  Thoa,  BUUagbocoagh,  Uocsln.  Farmer.  MarA  tt.  "m 

A  Chapman,  HoYttUng. 
Itaet.  Harriet,  Cambridce.heath,  Hackney,  WMow.    Ttb  It.    Enn. 

flhlsman  st 
nreat.Wm,  Oambridge-bealh.  Hackney,  Oent.   Feb  U.  tnm,W*- 


oniman.  Thee,  Wetton-mder-Bdge,  Olonoaatar,  Taomaa.  IbRt  I' 

Danneey,  Woottoa-ander-Edgs. 
HnflVnann,  Angnstas  F>sdk  Wm,  Ballards,  nr  Oeydon,  En-  lURi»' 

Symes  ft  (3o,  Feaohneh-et. 
Hopklneoo.  Bsul,  Ambleside,  Westmoreland,  Esq.    MsiOhSL  Oooe 

Wstbecby. 
Isaae.  Kathanlel.  Charfleld,  Qloncsster,  rsomaa.    March  il.  Dua!<T 

WoettoD-nnder.Edge. 
JOwM,  Once,  Leeds,  Spinster,    FsbSl.    Poyneft  Oi.Lsels.    _.^ 
Kinick,  Rebecca,  New  Ckoas-rd.  Widow.    Fob  11.    Hawks  ft  Co,  Bitt- 

at,  Soathwark. 
Lavar.  Geo,  Bralstiae,  Essex,  Bnllder.    Maroh  18.    Veler  <<  0"°'"' 

toOi  TlfBlntfX 
taa.8iraeoPhiUp,Bi7aaatoae4q.  Eat.    April  1.    FreAMdi.l"''* 


MBlUns,(Jeo,  Chard,  Someraat,  Innkeeper.  3Careh4.  Domaatt  A  Ce- 
ntaur, Chard. 
(Mivsr.JacLamboam-cottage,  Bow-td.    March  1.    Oliver,  UaaHal- 

tmi<4Ielde. 
Osmead,  Hy  nntesene,  LeddiswaU,  Oanm,  Gent.    Hatch  *•  u* 

drews,  ModboiT.  „ 

Shinier,  Thee.  Waeklay,  Salop,  <3eat.    April  I.    Mhshall, Of^J- 
SmaUey.Oeo  Bokaita.  Sydney,  Hew  Soii&  Walea,  flamnusalAn^ 

noosr.    March  1.    Klmber, Lanbard-st.  _   .,.,^ 

Speng,  Win,  Rcaibcroagh,  To4,  Hotel  Keqier.    Hay  1.   VooliUS 

Daaner,  Searbnroagk. 
Westland.  John,  Tork,  Coach  Baildar.    Usnhl.    Tbompscn,  Ton. 
wniey,  Msrgaret,  Harley-et,  Oavendlab-aq,  Honaekespsr.  ww  "■ 

FiaM,  Nswark-eD>Trant. 

TraaoAX,  Jan.  si,  ISTi . 
BiJn,  Wm,  Chsltaaham,  Qtoneester,  Accountant.    HaMh  I.  0«<s>" 

ft  Oa,  Obsltsnham.  ,^ 

Btoir,  HairiiKm.  P*sl  Han.  Lanaastcr.  ManiActnring  Chaoltf.  V> 

r.    Brigga  ft  Bailey,  Boltaole-Moors.  ... 

Brahaion.  Helena,  Enington-st,  leUngton.    Feb  18.    Nevmaa  a^ 

Blaokbaath.  ^        __,„, 

Bntlsr,  Ann,    Great  Barr,  StalEofd,  Spinster.    Hkrab  L  OonX"' 

Cotton,  Walsall.  .  m^ 

Osatle,  Ueo.  DewAory,  Tork,  Innkeeper.    Feb  M.    Chadwkk  ■>>■ 

Dewsbmy. 
De  Blaqnlare.  John, Baron,  Stratfiird-pl.    Harch  IS.    Corerlsleal^ 

Podfhni  row.  .  -^ 

Edwards,  Hy,  Debeabam,  Soflblk,  Farmer.    March  IT.   J(Mselpk>" 

Ipswich.  _  „k_, 

Emery.  ObasAtwood,BaBwaU,Somereet,  Eaq.    March  14.  VoeWT" 

Banwell.  ^^^ 

Oreen.  Bev  Wm.  Flley,  Tork,  Clerk.    Mandi  It.    Mwky  ft  !«%  7"!; 
Jones,  Maiy,  Shrewaboiy,  Salop,  Spiniter.    Fab  IS.    Bi«afhsU«>" 

Shnwabnty. 
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Kirlor.Clus,  Leeds,  Solicitor.    Utreb  16.    Toir k  Co,  BetUbrd-iOw. 
(hm,  iiAn,  Bollon-le-lloan,  Luwutar,  Oant.    April  S7.    Brlcn  li 

Biilqr.  BoltonlB-Moon. 
Ikjoe,  Biolunl  Eerojd,  Laedi,  SoUdtor.      Feb  St.     Pune  ft  Co, 

Kielael.Oraihui.bldg^BasiiigtaiU-at.  -««u  •. 

Bokinoa,  Swab,  Bolton-le-Moore,:  Uocaeter.  April  27.  Brisn  t 
BtOeTiBollon-le-Hoon. 

giUa,CbuHeaUi,To«oestar,Hcrtlunipton,  Surgeon.  Uarohl.  Bar- 
tea  k  WlUongtiby,  Danatrjr. 

TnTia,  Geok  Uarcmuon,  Dorbgr.  Farmer.  Uarelt  1.  Bemfbrd,  Aili- 
ten. 

SNdi  lUciittred  imdtr  tha  BaakrvpUf  Ast,  IMl. 

FsiDiT,  Jan.  27,  1871. 

CBatea.  Ht  IWbam  Alex  PeUun,  Doke  of  Newcutla.  Ju  4.  Comp . 
B<sXinS6. 

Biskrapti, 

PUDAT,  Jin.  37, 1(71. 
Under  the  Bankmptcy  Act,  1869. 
CnHtort  mut  fcrmrd  their  proob  of  dabta  to  the  Regiitrw. 
To  SorrVDder  In  London. 
Danitl),  In  Fiedk  Kasint,  BlUTtti,  Fnaee,  Gent    Fet  Jan  34.    Haa> 
lilt   Feb  lOai  I. 
TbmtoD,  Hf  Wn,  Swinton-it.  OiB7>e-inn-rd,  Attomoye  Clerk.     Pet 
JiaO.   HiiUtt.    rebSatll. 

To  Surrender  in  the  Country. 
E^iTiBgtai,  Rich  J,  Lpool,  Innkeeper.    Fet  Jan  16.    Wataon.     Lpool, 

HJh,  Jm,  Watertbri,  Herefbrd,  JHllor.  Pet  Jan  21.  Spenee.  Heretotd, 
In  U  u  II. 

K^  Robert,  MaQdi,Watcbninker.  Fet  Jan  il.  Button.  SaUord. 
Fib  I  at  II.  ^ 

IanKlLJu,irawtoB,  LancaaUre,  Ueenaed  VietaaUtr.     Pet  Jan  19. 

br.  )Iudi,  Feb  9  at  12. 
naiaSiThta  Robt,  Soatherndown,  aiamoraan,  Oent.     Pet  Jan  13. 

tm^.  OardiS,  Peb  9  at  11. 

S*!!?"  *'''*'  TM"*.  York,  Draper.     Pet  Jan  21.     JeSbrion. 
Rankilieiteii,  FcA 7  at  II. 

TrtiDAT,  Jan.  31, 1371. 

dnder  the  Bankmptcy  Act,  1869. 

Mttaci  mut  ibrward  tbalr  prooh  of  dabta  to  the  Bagtatrar. 

To  Surrender  in  London. 

^f^?;''^'''*^'y*»''''™"-l^'C»nn«»-      Pet  Jan  38.     Peoya. 

'wuail. 

"h^''**!?""'!!'""* "*"  *""P«<>n. Captain.     Fet  Jan  34 

J'jI'.iitoDrluK.FIah-Bt-Mil,  Financial  Agent.   Pet  Jan  20.    Broug- 

!«•  MIOatil.SO. 
™i.S«l Loke,  New  Bond-tt.  Importer  of  Ancient  Fumltare .     Pet 

tan.  a;ring.Blee.    Fab  16 at  I. 

To  Sarrender  in  the  Country.  I 

°?'iJ'H!J5™*""'  Aldenhot,  Haata,  Lieut  3nd  Bat  9th  Foot  let 
*»»!    White.    Onlldfbrd,  Febllatl. 

ABtjie.  Tinbridge  Walla,  Feb  13  at  11.30. 
Utaoa,  Jobs,  Bnah  Cnxton,  nr  Boeheetar,  ICent,  Baker.    Pat  Jan  23. 
imrtli.    Bocbeatar,  Febllatll. 

2:£h  'J<>''"0P.  "Otta.  Wine  Merchant     Pet  Jan  SO.     W*e- 
SeHWd,  Feb  10  at  I. 

*ftil.  Ht,  Llandudno,  Caraarron,  Wine  Uerehant.      Pat  Jan  35. 

'Mw.  £aagor,FAS3. 
"^"""'.DwrAnry,  Woolatapler.    Pet  Jan  26.   ITalion.    Dewa- 

»"*2t  W*  Stai^,  Lpool,  iron  Msrskaot.     Pet  Jan  26.     Wataon. 

>fHI.Febl3at3. 
^JJia,L|iodl,HatJfainiiictui»r.      Fet  Jan  37.     Hiae.      I^wol, 

^^MfcbM^'"^'^'^"'"-     P"'""'-     BlW- 

•j»«^Itaac  Swannage,  Donat,  Flax  Dealer.    Pet  Jan  36.  Dtckin- 

iS:^''^' ***'•'*•  ■^•''•^"n*W«>*-^»™«>'-  Pet  Jan  38. 
*»<kaer.   Mmaaile,  Feb  ;»  at  13. 

BARKKUFTCIE8  ANNULLED. 
TraasAT,  Jao.tl,  1871. 

^MRaEdwd,k  Fredk  Edwd  BaU,Jun,  ChriatchnrGh.IIanU.Ooal 

-""raarti.    Jan  231 

"nf.JuBdird,8atlan,  Surrey,  BaUder.    Dec  21. 

•wn.  By  PNham  Ales  Pclham,  Duke  of  MewoaMIe,  Carlton  Hoeae- 

^w.  Jia  28. 

£*<^r. Leieeatar,  Blaatic  Web  HamUbctuer.  Jaa36. 
"e,.lobanianiiel.Cardlff,aiamoigan,  Engineer.  Jan  36. 
'w>'<7.Jota,OtTamiaath,  Merlblk,St(meaiaaan.    Jaa36. 

ttqiridttlwi  by  AmngaiiMnt. 
FIBar  MEETINGS  OF  CREDITORS. 
^_  FMDAT,  Jan.  37, 1371. 

'j*|*j^wel%Dnrtani,  Hoaiir.   Feb  8  at  3, at  eflee  of  Harahall, 

**««.  Jahn  Oncbct.  Albert-rd,  Croydon.  Anther.  Feb  8  at  3,  at  14, 
<wjewty<liaBbeia.   DremaMndafcOo,  Croydon. 


Antbooy,  leaac,  Uanarthney,  Carmarthen,  Auctioneer.    Peb  1 3  at  3,  at 

tha  King's  Head,  Uandilo,  Carmarthen.    Lloyd,  Carmarthen. 
Band,  «dwd,  Northampton,  Draper.    Feb  24  at  12,  at  offlcei  of  Jefbrr 

*  Son,  Newland,  Northampton. 
Barber,  BeoJ,  Brighton,  Snaeez.  Botcher.    Feb  •  at  19,  at  office  of  Bol- 

tham,  Prinoo  Albert^t.  Brighton.  ^^ 

Bamett,HyNewth,College-ter,  Cambrldga-rd,  Eammenmlth.  Author. 

Febl7atl,atalllce  of  Roberta,  Moorgate-it. 
Bate,  Edwd  Jas,  Birkenhead,  Chesier,  Ueenaed  Victaaller.    Feb  8  at  3, 

at  office  of  Downham,  Uarket^t,  Birkenhead. 
Boar,  Jonaa,  Torquar.  Devon,  Baker.    Feb  9  at  1,  U  the  Dnlon  Hotel, 

Lower  Union-ac,  Torquay.    Fryer. 
Brongball,  Jaa,  Netherend,  Worceatar.  Cbartermaster.    Fob  lat  11.  at 

office  of  Homer,  Hlgh-st,  Brierley-hiU. 
Brown,  Thoa,  Swllilngton-common,  Leeds,  Grocer.    Feb  13  at  11,  at 

oOcea  ol  North  A  Sons,  Eaat-parade,  Leeds. 
Baokley,  Jaa,  Canlngton  Uosa,  Chenter,  Farmer.    Feb  9  at  3,  at  offices. 

of  Storar  *  Co,  Foontain-at,  Uanch. 
CampUng,  Hy,  Wm,  Norwich,  Outfitter.   Feb  8  at  11,  at  offices  of  Miller 

fc8on,Bank.chambera,  Norwich. 
Clarke,  Samt,  Norwich,  Dialnfectlng  Powder  Uanufacmrer.  Feb  8  at  11, 

at  office  of  Stanley,  Bank-plain,  Norwich. 
Cnna,  Geo  Badlogton,  BIrm,  Grocer.    Feb  19  at  3,  at  office  of  Doke, 

Christ  Churcb-pasaage,  Bhm. 
Cnnliffi),  John,  3t  Jaa  HinohliHb,  Uanch,  Comm  Agents.    lU  1  at  3, 

at  offloaa  of  Gmndy  It  Coslaon,  Bootb-st,  Munch. 
Cotta,  John,  Bilaton,  Staflbfd,  Baberdaaher.    Feb  10  at  II,  atoffleesof 

Wamlogton,  Caatle^t,  Dudley. 
Oarer,  Fredk,  Briatd,  Bootmaker.    Feb  II  at  U,  at  offloaa  of  Hancock 

frOo,Jobn-at.  Briatol. 
DaTiea,  John,  Bargoad,  nr  Blackwood,  Monmontb,  Draper.    Feb  13  at 

2.30,  at  office  of  Lloyd,  Fark-ter,  Poatypeol. 
De  la  Tone,  Jun,  Manual  Garcia,  LIme-at,  Sherry  Shipper.  Feb  31  at  13; 

at  the  QuUdhan  GoSto  Hooae,  Greaham-st.    Tteiheme  ft  Co,  IroU' 

monger-lane,  Cheapaide. 

Don,  Briabane,  Sondariand,  Durham,  Jeweller.    Feb  6  at  11,  at  efflca 

of  Brown  3c  Son,  Villlera-at,  Snoderland. 
BanI,  Bicbard,  Clngaton-upon-Hull,  Saddler.    Feb  6  at  13,  at  office  of 

Stead  ft  Sibree,  Blehop-lane,  Kingaton-npon-BaU. 
nelden,Jeaae,Biaekbam,Laneaater,  Corn  Dealer.   Feb  7  at  3,  at  office 

of  Turner,  King-et,  Blackburn.    Backhonae,  Blaekbnm. 
Fyiea,Hy,Earlalawn,Lancaater,  Tailor.   FebSat  ll.ataaiceaof  Leigh 

ft  EUla,  Commerslal-yd,  WIgan. 
Oon,  Angnatus,  ft  Riohd  MarfbU,  Paddington,  Coal  Uetebanti.   Feb  » 

at  3,  at  offices  of  Tonog  ft  Go,  Old  Jewry. 
Haalett,  Alfd,  Fenehuroh-at,  Tallw.   Fab  ll  at  13,  at  oOee  of  Harriaon, 

Walbrook. 
mrat,  Joaeph,  ft  Jonaa  Illingwoith,  Bradford,  Tork,  Joimn.    Feb  7  at 

10,  at  ofBca  of  Gieen,  Aldennanbury,  Bradford. 
Holliday,  Wm,  Newcaatle-npon-Tyoe,  Bootmitor.     Feb  9  at  II,  at 

oBoa  of  KeenlyaUe  ft  Foreter,  St  Jobn'a-ebambera,  Qrainger-at  Waat,. 

Neweaatle  npott-Tyne. 
Howlea,  Thos  Wm,  Florenee-at,  Deptfi)rd,  Carpenter.    Feb  I(  at  4,  at 

tha  Flower  <a  Kent  puMle-hoaae,  LewUham  High-road,  Deptford. 

Child* 
Jonea,  Darld,  Frame,  Somanet,  Newapner  Baportar.    Feb  Sat  13,  at 

olScaa  of  Cmttwell  ft  Daniel,  Bath^t,  Frome. 
Laaetey,  Wm,  Sheffield,  iToiy  Dealer.   Feb  8  at  13,  at  oflkM  tt  MeUor,. 

Bank-at,  Sheffield. 
L4r,  Ohaa,  Brewhoosa-yd,  Nattlngbam,  Cooper.    Feb  6  at  13,  at  office 

of  Cranoh,  Low-parement,  Nottingham. 
Liebert  JnBna,  ft  Edwin  Rcgeraen,  Beat  India-aTenua,  Leadenhall-st, 

Meichanta.  Feb  9  at  13,  at  the  Clarence  Hotel,  SBring-gardena,  Uanch. 

LinkbterftCo.Waltanok.  ..•-••- 

MansMd,  AIM  John,  ft  Rebt  Wm  Price,  Hanir-at,   Gray'a-inn-rd , 

Baildera.   Fab  10  at  1,  at  the  City  Terminus  Bote(  Oaanoa-at.   Ltak- 

later  ft  Co,  Walbrook. 
Maiaden,  Richd,  Uanch,  Warehouseman.    Feb  16  at  3,  at  offioea  of 

Blaln  ft  Oborlton,  Braiennoae-at,  Manch. 
Ueacham,  Jaa  Edwio,  Birm,  Chemist.    Feb  14  at  S,  at  oBoe  of  Foater, 

Bannetfa-bUI,  Birm. 
Uayers,  Oao,  Hawley-ereeceot,  Keattah-town-rd,  Printer.    Fbb  10  at  12, 

at  office  of  Webb,  Auatiafriars. 
MMdlebrook,  Ellsa,  Leeda,  Draper.    Feb  11  at  11,  at  offieee  of  North  ft 

Sana,  Xast'parade,  Leeds. 
Monro,  Edwd,  Kiddeniiiaater,  Woieaeter,  Bnteher.    Feb  7  at  12,  at 

oOce  o(  Prior,  Chnreh-st,  Kiddennlotter. 
Nagrlor,  Jaa,  Hunalet,  Leeda,  Joiner.    Feb  9  at  >,  at  effite  of  Emalay, 

Bast-parade,  Leeda. 
Ntcbolaon,  Geo,  Ererton,  Lpool,  Leather  Dealer.    Fbb  9  at  2,  at  office  of 

Goodman,  Sweeting-at,  Lpool. 
Mieklin,  Uatthaw  Wilket.  I«ooI,  Retlau  rant  Keeper.    Feb  9  at  3,  at 

office  of  Gibaon  ft  Bollaad,  South  John-at,  Lpool.    Blna,  Lpool. 
Nordon,  Geo,  Bmehfield-at,  Spicaiflelda,  01ass  Dealer.  Teb  13  at  3,  at 

the  City  Arma  Hotel,  Biomlteld-at,  London-walL    Padaiore. 
Oldbara,  Jaa,  ft  Ellis  Oldham,  Hyde,  Cheater,  Bat  Uannfaeturers.    Feb 

17  at  3,  at  the  Angel  Hotel,  Uarket-at,  Maoch.    Drlnkwatar. 
Palmer,  Jas,  Scarborough,  Tailor.    Feb  13  at  3,  at  olBae  of  Flew, 

Wharton's  Hotel,  Park-lane,  Leeds. 
Park.  Wm,  aen,  Oockerbam,  Tork,  Tarn  Agent.    Feb  9  at  II,  at  cfficea 

of  Tyaa  ft  Harriaon.  Ragent-at,  Bamsley. 
Patoo,  Adam,  ft  Darld  Patoo.  Hnnslet,  Leeda,  Frintiag  Maehlaa  Makers. 

Feb  »  at  3.  at  offices  of  Teale  ft  Appleton,  Trtni^-st,  Leeds. 
Paznwn,  AIM,  Seren  Siatere-rd,  Ueenaed  Tietaallar.    Feb  9  at  3,  at 

olBce  of  Dittos,  Ironmonger-lane. 
Poulton,  Thoa,  Bucktngtiam-palace-rd,  Plmlioo,  Orooar.    Feb  13  at  3, 

at  tha  Incorporated  Law  Soclety'a  Hall,  Chaaoeiy-lane.    Woodbridge 

ft  Bona,  CIIfford'8-lnn. 
Bamadaa,  Geo,  Belper,  Dertty,  Chemist.  Feb  10  at  3,  at  aOoe  of  Brigga, 

Full-at,  Derby. 
Smith.  Thoa  Bouldaworth,  Blackpool,  Laneaater,  JcUer.    Feb  9  at  11, 

at  offlcaa  af  Tamer  ft  Son,  Preatoa. 
Spancer,  Chaa  Green,  Bk>omfleld-at,  Oymnaatlc  Appaiatna  Maker.   Fab 

7  (and  not  17,  aa  etronaonaly  printed  in  laat  Oiuette)  at  1,  at  tha 

OnildhaU  Coffee-houje.   Pearce,  Oiltnwr-st. 
SudbuTT,  John,  Jon,  Halatead,  Eaaax,  Bnilder.    Feb  13  at  13,  at  tta* 

Bell  un,  Tyndal-sq,  Chehnsford.   Freeman,  Ualdon. 
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Till,  Frtlk,  Fontoa^t,  ShepbcrdeMwalk,  CitT-rd.MUUoer.  Feb  8  at  It, 

at  tba  OnUdbaU  TaTcra,  Omhtm-st    Mind. 
Topbam,  Jobn,Barml«y.  Toit,  Bbopkatptr.    Feb  10  at  II,  at  oOea  el 

Dibb,  B«sait-at,  Bamli/. 
Tnmar,  Tboa,  PbiUp  Sodale,  and  Jobn  CbeeaborooKb,  Laadi,  Wloa 

Uarcbanti.    Feb  »  at  II,  at  offloa  oc  Fnllan,  Bank-ctaamban,  Paik. 


Waningtoo,  Tbea,  Mantle,  Cbntar,  Builder.   Tab  8  at  10,  at  (ha  Var- 

aoo  Anne  Hotel.  Stoeaport. 
Wearer,  ArAnr.  WalaaU,  Stafltrd,  Painter.    Feb  7  at  1,  at  tba  OaniB* 

Hotel,  Walaall.    Stokea,  Dodler. 
Vbitmore,  Wm,  Sari  Sbllton,  Leiceeter,  Innkeeper.   tVib  10  at  12,  at 

oOce  of  OwaloD,  Friar-Une,  LaicsMer. 
Wllion,  Sand  Sewall,  BortoU'^t.  Eatnn-iq,  Bnllder.    Fab  U  at  1,  at 

the  Cbamber  of  CoosMrca,  14S,  CheapaUa.    Venning  A  Co,  Token- 

booM-^d. 

TcaasaT,  Jan.  81, 1871. 
Adamam,  Wm,  Biibwpwearmouta,  Unrbam,  Smith.    Feb  15  at  13,  at 

the  Qaeen'9  Bote),  fawceit-it,  inndarland.    Ball  fc  Brown,  Sondar- 

land. 
Acer,  Nathan,  GreareDOr-rd.  TIbUoo.    Feb  9  at  i,  at  the  Law  Inetttn- 

tion, CbaneerT'lane.    Klaeh,  WelUnfton-iC,  Strand. 
AUunortb,  Uary,  Bnry,  Laacaitar,  Innkeeper.    Feb  18  at  S,  M  aOeaa 

of  Hall  *  Rntter,  Aerafleld,  Bolton. 
Ambler,  Sarah  Ana,  Bradford,  York,  Paper  Tube  Mannfiiatiirer.  Feb  10 

at  11,  at  oOcee  of  Terrjr  fe  Robbuon,  Market-et,  Bradlird . 
BIrsh,  Saml  Latcb,  OraweJ^beeter,  Tobaceonlet.  Feb  11  at  11,  at  oSloa 

of  Tennant,  Gbeapalda,  Hanlejr. 
Bairn,  Darld,  I^moI,  Joiner,    Feb  U  at  3,  at  oOce  of  EtQr,  Lord-at, 

LpooL 
Barer,  Philip  Bt,  The  Parement,  Olapban,  Draper.    Feb  It  at  It,  at 

olBces  of  ladburr  &  Oo,  Cbeapalde.    Wild  ft  Oo,  Iroomoniar-laae, 

Ctaeapelde. 
Barrington,  Jaa,  Blazton,  York,  Innkeepar.    Tub  U  at  t,  at  alBeaa  of 

Shirley  ft  Atklnion,  St  Oeoise'i-gete,  Doocaatar.    BwdaUn  ft  Oo, 

Sheflleld. 
Btama,  James,  SbeOleld,  Prorbion  Dealer.    Feb  18  at  4,  at  eflleaa  of 

Binner  ft  Son,  Sheffield. 
Blaokmoce,  Hj.  Patenfleld,  Hante,  Baker.    Feb  17  at  It,  at  oOea  of 

Soamee,  new-inn,  Strand. 
Blades,  John,  Uarfcet  Baaan,  Lincoln,  BUeknaltb.  Feb  28  at  1 1,  at  eOea 

of  Face,  Ian,  SUrer-et,  Uneola. 
Bromtler,  Edwin,  Mortbwlob,  Cbcater,  Boot  Dealer.  Feb  18  at  3,  at  oOoa 

of  Eltoft  ft  Hampaoo,  King-st,  Uaoebaster. 
Bncklar,  Joeepta,  Oaa]itr.«bambara,  Oomhlll,  Gaaeral  Macehant.    Fab 

11  at  ll.atottee  of  Howell,  Cheapside. 
Bnlmer,  Wte  Uj,  Dorer,  Kent,  Vetarinarjr  Snigaon.  Fab  17  at  >,  at  tlia 

Ssgral  Oak  Botel,  Canaoo-st,  Dorer    Mintar,  Dorar. 
Cbadwick,  Saml,  Charlton,  Dorar,  Kant.  Mason.    Fab  18  at  4,  at  ofBce 

01  Mintcr,0astle4t,  Dorer. 
CoDcbar,  Robt,  Pembroke  Dock,  Pembroke,  Licansed  VtetaaDar.    FU> 

llatll, attha  Ooaotj Ooott  MBoe, Caraanhan. 
Oooltar,  Jaa,  and  Joiepb  ScboSeld,  Dewsborr,  Inmfoanden,    m>  18  at 

-•■■"■  «-----      -,„_     iJhadwlck  ft  Sob. 


.«t 


8,  at  the  Scaiborongh  Hotel,  Dewabni 
Crunner,  Jea,  Haaeb,  Engraear.    FA  [8  at  3,  at  olBoa  of 

Jamei's-cbambers.  South  Klng-st,  Maaeb. 
Dalbr.Thos,  Blackburn.  Uacaaier,  Oroear.    Feb  9  at  8,  at  oSea  of 

Tonier,  King-at,  Blaekbnm.    Beok  ft  Swift,  BlaokbUD. 
Drajreott,  Idzar,  Banlem,  Stafford,  Oomm  Ageat.    Feb  t  at  8,  at  tba 

Maeolesteld  Aims  Hotel,  Macclesfield.    Tennant,  Hanler. 
Drongbt.  Wm  Hy,  Lpod.  Draper.    Feb  14  at  8,  at  olBoe  of  Footon,  Vei^ 

non-cbambers,  Vetnon-st,  LpooL 
Fanaar,  Jobn.  Hlgfa'^t,  Pnlner,  Obemist.    Feb  '8  at  2,  at|tba  Bailway 

Hotel,  OannoQ'^l. 
Fleurjr,  Cbarlee,  Obriateburch-rd,  Strealbao,  Qeat.    Feb  18  at  t,  at 

the  Ooildbali  OoOm  Honae,  Greeham-et.    JeDUBmift0on,Cerbat^, 

Oraoaebnrcb-et. 
GUI,  Danl,  Cradley-healh,  Stafford,  Miner.    Feb  9  at  It,  at  oOoa  of 

Homer,  RIgb-st,  Brierlej-hiU. 
Qtafton,  Sidncjr,  Biim,  Model  Eniloe  Uanoisctufar.    Feb  10  at  It,  at 

oflloaa  of  Sansden  ft  Bradbnrr.  Otaeny-et,  Btrm. 
Oraen,  Joseph  Oollman,  Leiee<ter,  Timber  Merchant.    Feb  14  at  It,  at 

otBea  af  OwsUb,  Friar- lane,  Lalceater. 
Oriffin,  Jeaeph  Ht,  BInn,  Oommarcial  Traraller.  Feb  18  at  It,  at  eOeaa 

of  Soutball  ft  Sao,  MawbaU-st,  Bitm. 
Bsswell.  John,  Biahopwearmontb,  Durham,  Wholaaala  Greear.    Fab  18 

at  3.  at  office  cf  Bell,Lambton.at,  Sundarland. 
Ue'.t,  Bosebanna Mary,  Derby,  Widow.  Feb  18  at  II,  at  cffloa  of  Niebol- 

aon.  at  MaryVgate,  Darby. 
Holbert,  Geo,  Baodsworth,  Stafford,  Dealer  In  HOceaa.    Feb  9  at  It,  st 

office  of  Fallowa,  CbaRy.et,  Birm. 
Ingham,  Joseph,  Wakefleld,  Jotaier.    Feb  18  at  II,  at  tfficea  of  Pnllaa, 

Bankmtaambers,  Park-row,  Leeds. 
Karridge,  Geo  Douglasa,  Chamey,  Barks,  Blacksmith.    Feb  13  at  t,  at 

office  of  Jotoham,  Newbniy-at,  Wantage. 
Law,  Geoy  KeweasUe-npon-Tyne,  Tailor.    Feb  14  at  II.  at  offices  of 

Keenlysrae  ft  Forster,  St  John's-chsmbers,  GralngerHt  Weet ,  Newcas- 

tle-upoO'Tyne. 
Lee,  Joseph,  Uppar^et,  Islington,  Flortat.  Feb  to  at  8,  at  office  of  Lewie, 

WUnilngton.aq,  Clarkanwell. 
Little,  Archibald,  Earl'^t,  Blackfriars,  Cement  Merohsat.    Feb  14  at  12, 

at  the  Oolldhall  CoOlaa-hoase,  Gresham-st.     Shepbard,  CoUege-st, 

Oellege-hill. 
Lording,  Wm,  Old  DoTer>rd,  Blackleatb,  lioenaed  Tiatnallar.    Feb  9 

at  3,  itt  the  Alexandra  Booms,  Blackheatb.    Scard  ft  Son,  Blahopa- 

aaie-it,  V  iihia. 
liadntoeb,  Wm,  Patarsoetar-row,  Bookselller.   Feb  14  at  8,  u  tba  Can. 

non-at  Hotel,  Caimon-st.    Langham  ft  Son,  Bartlett's-bulldlngs,  Hoi- 

bom. 
Merchant,  Geo.  Caterham,  Surrey,  PUimbar.    Feb  14  at  11,  at  cfBoee  of 

Meesis.  Wooif,  Klng-st,  Cbeapalde. 
Margetia,  Hy,  Oaddimttoa,  Oxford,  Wine  Hoctaaot.    Feb  10  at  11,  at 

the  Towit-hall,  Oedmngton. 
McDonald,  Angus,  Jarrow,  Onrbam,  AueUonaar.    Feb  18 at  II, at offlea 

of  Sewell,  Grey-et,  Meweaetle-upon-Tyne. 
Norton,  Chae  Benj  Sprsgg,   Moreton-ln-Marcb,  Olonoeatar,  Obemiit. 

Feb  8  at  10,  at  the  Cnicom  Iim,  Moreton-ln-Meiah.  Coalton,  Moreton- 

In-Marsh. 


Najlor,  Joseph,  Hunslet,  Leeds,  Mechanic,    Feb  II  st  >,  u  oOn  if 

Emelay,  East-psrade,  Leeds. 
MIcbolaa,  Wm  lilcbd,  Fonsaa,  Hants,  Chemist.  FebUstU.sliAxof 

Bbdta,  Dnkm-et,  Porteea. 
Ostway,  Geo,  Jon,  BideAad,  Deron,  Ale  Mercfaent.  Feb  li  st  11,  u  ofltt 

of  Booker  ft  BaseUy,  BrUgaland-at,  Bideford. 
Page, Hy  John  Jee, New  SUafticd,  UnoObi.  Seddler.  Feb  llttll,it 

offlee  of  8aow,  Sleafcrd. 
Parker,  Bobt  Smlthson,  (]neen's-rd,  Dalaton,  out  of  bnlnsis.  Fib  ID 

at  1,  at  dBca  of  Webstar,  BaalnghaU-at. 
ParMaeon,  Fradk,  Wood-st,  WarAoaaamaa.  'Feb  13  st  3,  it  I4i,  Oaf 

side.    Mason,  Oresbsm-et. 
FhllUpa,  Jobn  Carey,  Droltwitdi,  Worceater,  Grocer,   Feb  II  stlS,i: 

thaBop  Maiket  Hotel,  Wotoeetar.    Sanndeia,  Jon,  EkUermlanT. 
Saab,  Geo, Gilbert  Beab,  ftJohnaaaBaalk,Saaderl*ad,Dnt)UB,U(iiit 

Builders.    Feb  10  at  ll.atoffieeef  Stall,  Lambton-et,8iiiidsrtui4^ 
Boper,  John,  Rslnbam,  Kent,  Ironmonger.    Feb  U  at  II,  u  lbs  CniU- 

haIITBreni,Gnsham-st.  Ntaid,  BasinghaU-aL 
BssMar,  Hy,  King-et  Weet,  Baomaremith,  Draper.    Feb  IS  it  t,  u 

the  Guildhall  Coflbe-boose,  Octabam-et.    Jaanlnp,  LeadsnbslM. 
Senndera,  Jas,  Ererton,  Lpool,  Bootmaker.    Feb  13  at  3,  at  oOn  «f 

Yatee.  South  Jobn-it,  Lpool. 
Sbaekall.  Jes,  Orawford-st,  Marylaboaa,  Drapar.  Feb  13  tt  t,  K  the 

Inna  of  Court  Hotel,  High  Holbora.    Clarfca,  St  lUrfMt,  ttUisi- 

ton. 
Spencer,  By,  West  Cawe^  Isle  of  Wight,  Greengrocer.    Feb  16  si  2.  al 

the  Foontsin  Botel,  Wwt  Cowea.    Hooper.  Newport. 

',  Edwd,  Torquay,  Dereo,  Draper.  Feb  U  ar  11,M  Mi.Cbeip- 


erdon,  Newgata-at.  _ 

Toaw,  Jas,  8tainaby-i3,Eaat  India  Id,  Bakar.    Feb  I3at30jl,staft> 

of  Krone  ft  Marslaod,  Lower  Tbames-at. 
Underwood,  Geo.  Southampton,  Clothier.  Feb  10  at  t,  at  otke  sf  Fita 

ft  InsUp,  8  mall-st,  Bristol. 
Waldan,  Joemh  Johnson.  Soothmpton,  Hoaier.     Feb  10  at  !,  ttaSa 

of  Beed  ft  Co,  Oreebam-at.  _      . 

WearwJlT,  Oiraad-it,  Poplar,  Builder.  Fab  8  at  1 1 ,  at  oOoe  of  Eonf, 

Waller,  AIM,  Bam^ate,  Kant.  Battar.    Fab  14  at  t,  at  tfficei  of  EnQ. 
ft  Oo.  Ktar^t,  Cbeapalda.    Salamaa. 

GRESHAM     LIFE    ASSURANCE    SOCIETY, 
87,  OLD  JEWBY,  LONDON.  £.& 

SOUCrrOBS  ar«  taiTited  to  httroduce,  oo  behalf  of  their  clieoti.  Pre- 
poeala  for  Loane  on  Freehold  or  Leaaehold  Property,  BeTentsei,  U) 
Iniereete,  or  other  adequate  eeeuritlee. 

PropoeaU  may  be  made  In  theflretfaistaaeaaeoocdingtotheUltTiX 
8>im  1^ 

PioroeAL  roa  Loak  ok  UoaTOAoaa. 

Date...... 

Introdnead  by  (iMe  aoaie  mtd  addrssi  «f  aoNcftor) 

Amount  leqnlrad  £ 

Time  and  mode  of  repayment  (Le.,  whMtr  for  m  ttrm  Miosis, «  ti 
awMMiior  sMsr  Mwawati) 

Secorlty  Ma(<  «*or<4r  Ms  jMrMoalon  4r  sisiintir,  mid;  4^  land  <r  tttic 
foof ,  tUUi  MS  not  awwal  iaeeaw). 

State  what  Ulb  Policy  (If  any)  is  propoeed  to  be  effecteil  « tt  tx 
Oreeham  OtBea  In  comMCtloit  with  the  aaenrity. 
By  order  of  the  Board, 

F.  ALLAN  CURTIS.  Actuary  and  Sacratai'. 

DUOATION.-Cliftonyille,    Margate.-^L«ir 

(the  Widow  of  a  Solicitor),  who  la  at  proseut  haTtng  bsr4sa<i. 
ters  educated  nadar  bar  own  aoperTtakm,  would  have  modi  ptesnna 
axteoding  the  adnatagea  of  •  OsmflnlBbla  said  Happy  Hone,  witbkial 
matomal  care,  to  one  or  two  other  Ohildian  iwqniiug  the  beDsSt  of  us 
air  and  bathing,  eoablned  with  insbvctloa  of  a  vary  snpeitor  '*'"'' 
tion.— For  terms  and  referancaa,  address,  Mra.  Gbowwood,  t,  Mifl" 
TOlaa,  OUftooTflla,  Margate. 

RINTINO  ot~EVmT  DBSCEIPnONT  I«K«l 

PazUamentaiy  and  Ooisral— Newaimpcn,  Books,  PaaiiUA 
Proapeetusea,   CSnnlais,    fte,— 'With   pranpatade  and   at  mMtnS 

TATisft  ALixAitcxa,  Symonda'Jnn (and Oluiiah-pusage),  Qubki^ 


BILLS  OP  COMPLAINT. 

BIUS  of  OOUPLAINT.  6/6    per 
copiee,  ttoa  which  price  a  large  dieooant  wiU 
is  paid  immediately  on  completian  of  order. 
Tatss  ft  AuoLUiDxa,  Law  Frintars,  Symonda-inn, 


AUTHORS  AD'V'ISED  WITH  aa  to  the  Cost 
Printing  and  PnbUdiing,  and  the  Ohenpeat  Mode  of  Btinii 
outMBS. 

TxTxa  ft  ALaxAnxB,  Priatara,  7,  Symond»4iiii,  OhaneaiyJaBti 


ROYAL  POLYTECHNIC—NoTel  and  boot  S 
charaotar  of  the  CHRISTMAS  HOUDAT  KNTKBTAUTHENi 
PrafeoKir  Pepper  on  The  War  and  the  DoatmeHre  Imptemaao  d 
thereat  I  Mr.  George  Grosemith,  Jnn.,  glres  tbe  pnttleat  Fab?  1 
entitled.  The  Yellow  Dwarf,  erarT  Eraning  {  and  Mr.  SndMt  Cbsai 
the  same  In  the  Mominge,  with  Vocal  ninatcattoaia.  Kagaaieseenl  of 
Origtaial  Warioek,  Mr.  J.  Beanmoat.  tellie  World  of  Ibgic  an* 
Curicns  Slack  Bopa  Antcmatoo.— Batartfatmaant  hr  Mr.  S.  D.  Del 
Premier  TentiUoiiolst,  entitled  The  Fnanioat  of  Fnimy  Folks !  U«i 
Boosfield's  Grecian  SUtnary  In  White  Marble.— The  Prasger  FsmO 
New  Ghost  Entertainment,— A  MacUno-msida  WatA.  and  Ctavt 
and  Christmas  Customs,  by  J.  L.  King,  Esq..  at  tbe  BOTAL  PC 
TECHNIC.    Admiseioa  to  tbe  whole.  One  Sbtlung. 
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fk  0!flt$  tf  <JUi  JovssAL  and  of  thi  "Wbuut  Rbpoktxb 
inmottli,  Coek'i-eourt,  C'arty'*trt$t,  IF.C. 

Tki  Suitcriptitn  to  t/it  Souoitom'  Jodbkal  it — TtWH,  26<., 
Ctmtry  ii$.;  with  tht  'Wmu.T  Rbpoktbk,  i%:  Paymmt 
n  littnei  ituhtdtt  DouiU  Nta^eri  and  To*tag$.  StAieribtrt 
tin  Ita-  thrir  Vtiunut  bound  at  th$  Offlce—ehth,  2t.  9d., 
Uflawoalf,it.td. 

ABlittmiiitmUdforpuilieation  i»  th*"SoUcitor^  Journal" 
unlit  mtHtntiaittd  if  th»  name  of  tht  ttrittr,  tKartgh  not 
imtutrilji  for  puilieation. 

Whrt  ajkultf  it  exptritneid  in  fnewring  tht  Journal  tiiti 
npltrity  in  tht  Provincti,  it  it  rtqtmttd  that  applieation  it 
ludi  iirtet  to  tht  PUUiiher. 


LONDON,  FEBRUARY  11.  1871. 


Lou>  Pehzamcb's  i«oeiituiiinadTenioiuon  the  remiat- 
leu  at  a  state  of  law  whieh  endkngen  wills  by  not 
ttkiiif  them  into  its  own  coatody  until  after  probate,  hare 
|0K  the  ronnd  of  the  papers  and  reoeired  variona  oom- 
MBti.  Loid  Penxaaoe  is  aware,  though  few  of  the  public 
Be,  that,  in  aceowianoe  with  a  provision  of  the  Court  of 
PioUte  Act,  1857  (20  k.  21  Viot.  o.  77,  s.  91),  a  depoai- 
toi7  for  the  wUls  of  lirinf  persons  is  provided  at  Doctors' 
OooDoni.  The  will  or  oodioU  has  to  be  delivered  in  a 
Mied  enrtlope,  properly  endotaed  by  the  testator  or 
MM  one  ipedal]y  anthoriaed,  either  to  a  registrar  of  the 
fa^rt  tlu  Prindpad  Registry,  or  to  one  of  the  district 
niattiB ;  K)Ae  smsdl  fees  are  payable,  and  the  packet 
ii  Dot  le^divered  nnta  after  the  testator's  death.  We 
WitTt,  however,  tfa*t  very  few  testators  indeed  have 
inOei  ftemselvaa  of  this  department.  There  are  many 
^  pm  objeotiona  to  making  any  suoh  deposit  of 
vSli  conpnlsory  on  testators.  Sooh  compnlaian  must, 
of  mm,  be  axendaed  by  some  such  means  as  the 
"upiV  with  inT^UUty  aU  wills  not  so  deposited, 
<|V>iftia  BO  many  weeks  or  days  of  their  ezecuUon. 
oeMBia  leqnireiBMits  must  extend  to  all  oodioils 
fJ^Hfoent  wills  revoking  the  instrument  already 
'^'■■'M.  Seme  relaucations  must,  of  course,  be  per- 
'■'^  where  testators  have  been  prevented  by  na- 
>*oil*bIe  eausea  from  complying  with  the  require- 
P*t  to  deposit,  and  thus  an  endless  door  would 
**p«Md  to  litigation  on  the  question  of  the  sufBdenoy 
■  Mh  sa  excuse ;  and  the  validly  of  a  will  might 
■Ny hinge  on  some  such  question  as  whether  orno  its 
par  bad  used  "  reaaonaUe  diUgenoe,"  or  been  guil^  of 
^tMNoaUe  negligence.  It  would  be  years  before  suoh 
nqsiranient  would  become  generally  known  and  ac- 
pMsdin;  great  distrust  would  be  aroused  among  igno- 
pttestaton,  and  Inteetaoiea  would  be  occasioned  and 
■I'M  by  the  thonaand,  We  fear  there  is  no  legislative 
■■•dy  foe  these  loaaes  of  wills  which  sometimss  happen 
wngh  neglect  or  frand. 


"^nMknuwm  observes,  **  not  without  emotion,"  that 
Mnarsninrnotleaa  than  nine  law  aoboola  in  the  preaidenqy 
[Btagal alone,  with  670  atudenta.  thus  threatening 
Hia  with  a  jdagae  of  lawyera.  There  ought,  therefore, 
I  hi  00  lack  of  akiUed  practitioners  aTailabla  for  the 
■ing  iwieraticn  of  native  Utigants.  It  is  said,  how- 
"■i  that  somplaints  are  becoming  frequent  in  India  of 
■  defioienqy,  amonjf  the  authorised  practitioners,  of 
Mvladge  of  the  native  laws,  and  that  these  complaints 

*  Wds  with  espeeial  reference  to  those  who  come  out 
'  I>^  to  ^aotiae  there,  after  having  been  called  to  the 
'a  Koglaad.  It  is,  we  believe,  the  usage  of  the 
Vh  Courts  of  the  three  Presidencies  to  admit,  ss  of 
"m,  to  their  own  bar,  any  barrister  of  an  English  Inn 
Covt    Some  while  ago  the  English  Inns  oommenoed 

•  poottea  of  oaUinc  atodents,  intending  themselves  for 
Kionly,  i^on  a  dMntter  number  of  terms  than  others. 
vOdaittn  jndgw  nisid  a  strong  objaotisD  to  this,  I 


and  intimated  an  intention  of  introducing  an  examina- 
tion test  of  their  own,  if  the  praoUoe  was  no^  abandoned. 
What  was  the  upshot,  we  do  not  know;  but  praotioally. 
at  any  rate,  an  Englidi  barrister  may  proceed  to  India 
and  begin  praotioe  there  without  knowing  anything  of 
Indian  law.  It  is  true,  indeed,  that  he  may  get  called 
to  the  English  bar,  and  set  up  practice  in  Eogland,  with- 
out knowing  any  English  law  whatever ;  bat  that  is  a  state 
of  things  whidi  is  shortly  to  be  altered.  Koreover,  the 
student  has,  if  he  does  not  pass  the  examination  in  Eng- 
lish law,  at  least  to  make  a  semblance  of  studying  it,  by 
frequenting  a  practitioner's  chambers  or  sitting  out  a 
series  of  lectures.  The  Inns  of  Court  have  already  pro- 
vided the  means  of  instruction  in  tlie  Hindn,  Mahomedan, 
and  other  laws ;  and  it  is  now  said  that,  in  addition  to 
this,  they  should,  before  calling  any  student  who  is 
going  to  India,  exact  some  examination  test  of  pro- 
Scianoy  in  these  laws.  It  is  certainly  especially  impor- 
tant that  bardsters  going  out  to  India  with  the  prestige 
of  an  English  call  ihould  be  properly  grounded  is  the 
law  in  which  they  propcee  to  practice.  The  Inns  of 
Court  having  already  instituted  the  means  of  instruction, 
the  desired  object  would  be  met  either  by  the  English 
Inns  requiring  an  examination  test  before  granting  the 
oertiflcate  which  each  barrister  carries  out  with  him  to 
India,  or  by  the  Indian  Judges  instituting  an  examina- 
tion of  their  own,  to  be  passed  by  English  barristers  be- 
fore admission  to  Indian  praotioe.  S?  that  there  be  a 
test,  it  oaa  hardly  matter  at  which  end  of  the  journey 
it  is  worked. 


A  oOHsrouLLBLE  AHOUNT  of  dissatisfaction  has 
exltled  amongst  these  of  the  county  oourt  clerks  who  are 
piJd  by  the  Treasury,  ever  since  the  passing  of  the 
»  Superannuation  Act,  1869."  These  oledcs  claim  to  be 
included  in  the.  term  "  civil  servants,"  in  accordance 
with  the  17th  seotion  of  the  Aot,  which  says  tiiat  "no 
person  is  to  be  deemed  a  aisil  servant  unless  he  holds  hia 
appointmsnt  direotly  from  the  Crown,"  n«  be  entided 
to  superannuation,  "  nnlaas  his  salary  is  provided  out  of 
the  OonaoUdated  Fund,  or  oat  of  moneys  voted  by  Parli*. 
ment."  The  etorks  didm  to  read  these  negative  enact- 
ments in  apodtive  sense,  as  if  the  weeds  had  been  to  the 
eifeot  that  a  person  shall  be  deemed  a  aivll  aarrant  if  he 
holda  his  appointment  direotly  froaa  the  Crown,  and 
tkM  be  entitled  to  superannuation  if  his  salary  is  paid 
out  of  the  Conselldatad  Fund,  or  out  of  moneys  voted  by 
Parliament.  Thia  reading  of  the  Aot  waa  admitted  by 
the  cooaty  oourt  ofltoiala  at  the  Treasury  when  the  qnea- 
'tion  waa  befcne  them  aome  three  or  four  yean  ago,  but 
they  dsBsurred  to  the  daim  of  the  derka  on  the  ground 
that  they  did  not  hold  direotly  from  the  Crown,  bat  of 
the  rsgistrara  of  the  oonrta  who  made  the  appointaaenta. 
To  thia  the  derka  replied  that  the  regiatrara  only  no- 
minated, and  the  Treaanry  had  to  ratify  the  nomiimtion 
before  the  ^ipointment  waa  complete  ;  that  regiatrara 
could  not  dismiss  without  the  conssnt  of  the  Treasury, 
and  tliat,  althoogh  reodpts  for  olerks'  salaries  were 
g^ven  to  regisbrars  in  their  own  name,  they 
were  the  agents  of  the  Treasury  for  tliat  pur- 
pose, and  their  names  on  the  reodpts  were 
a  mere  formality,  as  evidenced  by  the  fact  tlu»t 
the  Treasury  not  only  fixed  the  amount  of  the  salaries, 
but  audited  them  as  public  accounts.  The  arguments 
of  the  Treasury  prevailed,  the  deddon  bdng  in  their 
hands,  but  the  olerks  have  always  oonddered  themselves 
aggrieved  at  being  thus  exduded  from  superannuation 
benefits.  It  seems  that  the  derks  of  the  Shoreditch 
County  Conrt  have  this  week  revived  the  question  in  a 
circular  which  they  have  addressed  to  the  other  courts  in 
the  metropolis.  The  Bhorediteh  derim  propcee  that  a 
sodety  should  be  formed,  with  the  oddly  sounding  object 
of  obtaining  "  the  statoa  of  dvQ  servants  of  the  Crown." 
The  dronlar  eondudes  with  the  statement  that  its  object 
"  has  reodved  the  approval  of  the  Jndge,  the  Registrar, 
and  tSe  Hi|^  Bailiff  of  the  ShoredifaA  Court." 
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Okk  of  the  Uktbopoutam  Oouxtt  Ooubts  hM 
•gain  had  to  deoida  an  important  qoMtion  on  the  eflaot 
of  tha  Married  Women's  Property  Aot,  the  oonrtne  in  this 
instance  of  the  point  suggested  in  the  oaee  of  Peapett  f. 
Jonei,  notioed  bjr  ns  the  week  before  last.  A  claimant  de- 
siring to  Mie  a  married  woman  for  wages,  the  imint  was 
referred  to  the  judge  whether,  as  the  Aot  mains  no  prori- 
sion  for  sning  a  married  woman,  the  hnaband  might  be 
sued.  The  husband  was  liring  with  the  wife,  and  the  only 
"  separation  "  oonsisted  in  the  wife  oarrying  on  the  bnii- 
neas  of  a  dreasmaker  and  employing  assistants.  The 
judge  held  that  as  the  Aot  gives  no  power  to  sue  a  married 
woman  she  is  in  the  same  position  as  before  the  Act- 
namely,  not  amenable  to  a  o!tU  action  ;  and,  as  in  his 
opinion  she  carried  on  the  business  "  separately  "  from 
her  hnsband,  he  was  not  liable.  There  are  Tery  many 
questions  on  the  effect  of  the  new  Aot  in  oases  snoh  as 
tills  :  to  find  out  what  the  new  Aot  enaota,  and  then 
apply  the  enactment  to  the  old  law,  is  a  complicated  and 
diffionlt  task.  The  diotnm,  howcTer,  which  we  have 
here  notioed,  thongh  exceedingly  meagre,  'is  enough  to 
draw  attention  to  the  blnndering  oharaoter  of  the  Aot. 
We  trust  next  week  to  inrestigate  with  some  minuteness 
the  operation  of  the  Aot  in  oases  similar  to  the  above. 


A  COBRKSPONDENT  DBAWB  ATTBHTIOH   tO   the  OaSB  Of 

juriea  in  oities  and  borougha  having  separate  oourta  of 
quarter  sessions.  Whether  he  is  right  in  saying  that 
the  Act  of  1870  does  not  apply  to  snoh  juries  at  all,  may 
be  one  of  the  many  difficulties  in  construing  that  Aot. 
He  is,  however,  certainly  right  to  this  extant,  that  the 
Act  <^  1870  makes  no  provision  as  to  the  qnalifloation 
for  snoh  jurors,  or  for  making  lists  of  peraons  qn^ilied. 
It  does  not,  therefore,  in  any  way  alter  the  effect 
of  the-  aeotion  of  the  Act  of  1825  whioh  he 
quotes.  Probably,  however,  some  of  the  general  pwvi- 
sions  of  the  Aot  of  1870  apply  to  boroughs,  snoh  as  the 
18th  section,  which  deobures  that  no  person  shall  be 
summoned  to  serve  on  any  jury  or  inquert,  except  a  grand 
jury,  more  than  once  in  any  year,  unless  all  tlie  jnr(»a 
on  tk»  lilt  shall  have  been  summoned  during  the  year. 
Even  this,  however,  is  doubtful,  owing  to  the  use  of  the 
words  "  the  list,"  whieh  might  aeem  as  though  it  could 
aot  apply  when  there  waa  no  prtqier  jury  Ust^  oi  any- 
thing bnt  a  burgess  rsU,  or  list  of  voters,!  It  is  one  of 
the  many  peanliaritiea  of  the  Aot  of  1870,  that  although 
the  interpretation  olanae  (section  S)  says  that  "  in  thia 
Aot  quarter  sessions  shall  inclode  (eneral  ssssions,"  yet 
aawhere  else  in  the  Aot  does  the  exiwession  qqarter 
•eeaions  occur. 

With  regard  to  the  question  of  the  liability  of  weaoaa  to 
serve  on  suuh  juries,  wedo  not  thinkthadifflonltysnggested 
by  our  correspondent  arisee.  The  9th  seotien  of  the  Act  82 
k  33  Vict.  c.  65,  to  which  he  refers,  says  that  in  this  Act 
andin  the  Aot  5  &  6  Will.  4,  o.  76  (the  M nnioipal  Corpora- 
tions Aot),  worda  importing  the  masculine  gender  shall 
be  taken  to  inolnde  females  "  for  all  purposes  connected 
with  and  having  reference  to  the  right  to  vote  in  the 
election  of  oonnoillors,  auditors,  and  assessors."  This 
certainly  amonnta  to  saying  that  such  words  shall  not  in- 
clude females  for  any  other  purpose,  snoh  for  instance  as 
serving  on  juries.  Women  are  not  burgesses  for  all  pur- 
poses, bnt  only  so  far  as  relates  to  the  right  of  voting  for 
ooanoillors,  &c. 

The  thibd  ssction  of  the  Natuialiiation  Aot,  1870, 
provides  that  aliens  who  have  been  naturalized  a*  British 
snbjecte  may  again  become  aliens  by  making  a  deolaia- 
tion  of  alienage,  but  this  right  is  only  to  belong  to 
nataralized  aliens  who,  before  naturalization,  were  sub- 
jects of  a  state  between  whom  and  her  Majesty  a  oomven- 
tion  to  this  effect  haa  been  entered  into,  and  is  to  be 
•zeroised  within  aooh  limit  of  time  as  may  be  provided 
ioL  the  ooavention.  Finally,  the  convention  must  l)e 
deohuMd  by  an  Order  in  Council.  The  litnitn  Bvaette 
•f  February  Srd  oeotained  a  declaration  b7  Iwr  Majeaty 
Jb  CoBnoil,  on  the  17th  of  Angnst  last,  that  a  convention 


was,  on  the  10th  of  August,  ratified  betireea  her  Kijeity 
and  the  Preaident  of  the  United  States,  wharebj  rabjeoti 
of  the  United  States  who  have  been  naturalized  ai  Btilidi 
subjects  are  to  be  at  liberty  to  renounoe  thebr  natualizs- 
tion,  provided  they  do  so  within  two  years  from  tiie  lOtii 
of  August  last.  Knee  this  Order  in  Council  was  aad* 
in  August  last,  why,  we  wonder,  waa  it  not  mads  psblie 
until  nearly  five  months  had  elapsed  ? 


OuB  KBADiBa  win  not  be  surprised  to  bear  tkst  » 
subscription  has  been  opened  in  order  to  reliere  Mt. 
Samuel  %aen  from  the '  liabilities  under  whidi  hi  ii 
placed  I7  the  verdict  in  the  reoent  action  of  CaUh  t. 
Shatn.  We  need  only  remind  the  reader  that  Mr. 
Shaen  was  shown  to  have  acted  from  the  purest  motiTH, 
and  recommend  them  to  repernse  the  Lord  Oliitf 
Justice's  snmmiitg-np  ia  the  case.  The  names  of  Uie 
committee,  &o.,  will  be  found  in  our  advertiaemoit 
columns.  

We  UNDEB8TAKD  that  the  contract  for  laying  tbt 
foundations  of  the  New  Law  Courts  was  signed  thii  wttk 
with  the  Messrs.  Dove,  who  tendered  the  lowest  estimate. 
Labourers,  we  are  rqoioed  to  observe,  are  already  tt 
work. 


THE  MAYOR'S  COURT  AOAIN. 

The  Mayor's  Court  of  the  City  of  London  is  one  of  tlu 
moat  important  among  these  inferior  and  local  oomto 
which,  after  all  the  reforma  of  our  judicial  qrstCB,  itin 
survive  in  many  towns  of  Kng^and.  It  ia  a  oout  0! 
great  antiquity;  amid  the  del^  and  esqpense  of  the 
superior  oonrte  it  has  been  found  to  sapidy  a  want;  asd, 
being  generally  presided  over  by  competent  judgss— 
sometimes,  as  in  the  case  of  the  preaent  Beoorder,  I9 
judges  of  the  highest  qnalifioations — ^it  has  in  most  n- 
spects  given  satufadtion  to  the  public.  But  unhapifl; 
it  has  had  one  fault — amotion.  Among  ita  ofBoers  then 
have  been,  we  fear,  some  of  thoae  "  bad  instruments  "  of 
whom  Lord  Baoon  speaks,  "  that  engage  conito  in  qnaneli 
of  jurisdiction,  and  are  not  truly  amiei  etiria,  but  pamiti 
enrue,  in  puEbig  a  Court  up  b«yond  her  bconds."  The 
ordinary  jnris4iction  of  the  Court  for  the  reooveiy  of 
daima  by  the  usual  processes  of  law  was  purely  lonl', 
that  is  to  say,  limited  to  claims  arising  within  the  City  of 
London.  About  this  there  never  waa  and  never  could  be 
any  doubt,  ao  that  it  afforded  no  scope  for  tiie  ingeaioiu 
gentlemen  to  whom  we  refer.  They  had  to  seek  a  fieU 
for  their  exertions  elsewhere,  and  they  fonnd  it  in  a 
peculiar  power  belonging  to  the  Mayor'a  Conxt,  known  u 
"  foreign  attachment." 

Most  courts  now  possess  the  power  of  attaching  dsUi. 
In  the  superior  oourta  of  law,  by  statutory  enactment,  if 
a  creditor  recovers  judgment  against  his  debtor  and  finds 
that  some  one  else  owes  money  to  that  debtor,  he  mar 
attach  Uiis  debt,  that  is  to  say,  have  it  appropriated  to 
the  satisfaction  of  his  judgment.  The  Mayor's  Court  has 
from  time  immemorial  enjoyed  a  power  somewhat  amilsr 
to  this,  bnt  more  extensive  in  one  respeot,  namely,  that 
in  that  court  a  creditor  need  not  wait  till  h*  t***  '*' 
covered  judgment  against  his  own  debtor,  bnt  after 
merely  oommenciog  proceedings  in  a  certain  form  aaj 
attach  a  debt  in  the  hands  of  a  third  pereon.  Such  third 
person,  the  garnishee,  has  no  right  to  dispute  the 
original  defendant's  liability  to  the  pbuntiff;  but,  unless 
he  can  deny  his  own  debt  to  the  defendant,  most  pay 
the  plaintiff  his  alleged  debt,  the  plaintiff  b^ng  mertly 
placed  under  security  to  pay  over  the  amount  to  the  de- 
fendant should  he,  within  a  year  and  a  day,  come  in  and 
disprove  the  debt.  Thia  power  of  foreign  attachment  is 
at  best  a  somewhat  dangerous  one,  bnt  still,  if  pr)peily 
exercised,  one  not  intolerable.  Theof&oials  of  tbeMi^yor** 
Court,  however,  found  means  to  make  it  intolerable,  and 
they  discovered  in  it  an  opening  for  their  ambitions  de- 
signs.    ... 

Any  person  who  heard  tot  the  fitst  time  of  such 
a  power  as  this  of  foreign  attaohment,  would  at  once 
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intieipate  that  it  must  be  anbjeet  to  two  roatrioUoni. 
n  th«  Gnt  place,  thb  poirer  being  aomething  in  the 
latare  of  sn  execntion  for,  or  mode  of  leTjing,  the  debt 
if  the  origiiwl  defendant,  any  person  of  oommon  senae 
toald  sni^Kwe  that  it  ooold  be  made  arailable  only  where 
n  actioiifor  this  debt  was  properly  oommenoed;  in  other 
rordt,  where  the  defendant  was  a  person  and  his  debt  a 
eU  within  thelooal  jorisdiotion  of  tlie  Court  In 
le  aecond  plaoe,  oommon  sense  would  suggest  that  the 
trnithee  laast  be  a  person  amenable  to  the  ordinar/ 
irisdiction  of  the  Court,  and  his  debt  a  debt  reooTorable 
I  the  court.  But  these  restrictions  the  offiolals  of  the 
ijror's  Court  would  not  stand.  They  disoorered  a 
lUble  custom  by  which,  in  this  court,  a  plaintiff  oonld 
tich  a  debt  in  Ou  hands  of  a  third  person,  the  garnishee, 
mfh  tht  ieftndant  not  rut  iri^Aia  the  JHritdiction,  and 
i  itit  ta  the  plaintiff  eovld  not  be  reeoverei  in  the  eourt; 
id  another  notable  custom  by  whioh  the  debt  of 
e  gamuhee  might  be  attaohed,  thotigh  the  gamtihea 
unattt  person  amenahU  to  the  ordinary  juHtdletion  of 
f  tmrt  ner  hit  debt  one  recoverable  in  the  eourt,  pro- 
led  oi4y  he  was  f»und  withiA  the  jurisdiotion,  and 
e  attadmient  serred  upon  him  there;  and  if  he 
se  found  there  a  second  time,  exeontion  might 
leTitd  npon  him.  By  this  cnstom,  if  A.  had  a  claim 
timt  B.,  and  C.  owed  money  to  B.,  though  A.,  B.,  and 
all  raidsd  and  carried  on  business  out  of  the  city — it 
i(ht  be  at  the  other  side  of  the  globe — though  A.'s 
uffl  against  B.,  and  C.'s  debt  to  B.  both  aoorued  out 
tlie  d^y— it  might  be  also  at  the  other  side  of  the 
obe— yet  if  0.  happened  to  pass  through  £ondon— say 
riring  in  a  cab  from  'Waterloo  to  Cannon<street  station— 

•  nifbt  be  serred  with  an  attachment;  and  the  next 
Iwbe  paaed  Uuoogh  the  City  he  might  be  serred  with 
■tttn  docame&t.  called  a  teire  faoitu,  and  thereupon, 
•ftkoBt  aaything  more,  judgment  might  be  signed 
iftiHt  bJM  and  execution  leried  at  the  suit  of  A.  Tear 
■^Tevthis  oostom  was  asserted  with  inoreasing  oon- 
((■^  aid  acted  upon  with  Increasing  boldness.  Great 
'iwin  was  perpetrated ;  the  scandal  was  monstrous ; 
*t  tie  work  went  on  till,  at  hut,  in  a  particularly 
""CBM,  the  garnishees,  Uessrs.  Cox,  the  army  ^ents, 
M^t  the  matter  before  the  Court  of  Exchequer,  by 
fP^jFUig  for  a  prohibition.  That  Court  bad  ao  hesita- 
n  aboot  this  onstom.  Pollock,  O.B.,  in  delirering  the 
iiwiit  of  the  Court,  said — "  It  seems  unnecessary  to 
■on  than  state  this  custom  to  show  its  invaUdity, 
«eM  to  violate  erary  principle  of  jasUoe,  and  OTOiy 
liual  role  of  joiispradenoe  and  procedure  "  (Om  t. 
ipr  tflmdom,  10  W.  B.  964).  The  ExcheqnerCbamber 
aaimoDaly  aiBrmad  this  deoisico  (11  W.  B.  969). 
aigbt  bare  been  oxpeeted  that  the  officials  would  hare 
nd  to  these  judgments.  But  not  a  bit  of  it.  They 
>PPed  their  Angers  at  the  Courts  of  Exchequer  and 
ibeqner  Chamber,  and  went  od  issuing  illegal  attaoh- 
^  as  morily  as  oTer.  AiUut  Cb»  r,  Xaj/or  of  London 
'Aei  the  House  of  Lords.     There  Mr.  Justice  WiUes, 

liehaU  of  the  judges,  in  a  Tery  elaborate  opinion, 
'Bled  out  the  extreme  absurdity  of  the  alleged  onstom, 

^  two  Law  Lorda  present,  Lord  Cranworth  agreed, 
t>> Chief  Baron  Pollook,  that  "it  is  nnneoeesafy  to  do 
n  than  state  the  custom  in  order  to  show  its  in- 
>%■"  Lord  Weatbury  said:  "I  hare  long  felt,  oer- 
47  for  the  last  twenty  yewe,  that  attempts  hare  been 
■eiDsntlyto  extend  the  jurisdiction  of  the  dtj  of 
■to  Oonrt  beyond  its  proper  and  just  limits.    There 

*  pwtenoe  for  doing  so  "  (Caa  r.  Mayor  of  London, 

'Ad Testbuy  said,  in  the  same  case:  "I  am  happy 
Mf  Oat  this  judgment  will  have  the  effect  of  reducing 

jviidiotion  within  its  proper  and  just  bounds."  In. 
Mt  man  I  He  litUe  knew  the  inepiessible  Mayor's 
tttofflsials.  From  that  day  to  this  they  hare  gone 
'■nine  illegal  attaohments,  Ttolating  the  law,  and 
f^with  contempt  the  repeated  and  severe  rebukes 
'^i<id(es  of  the  superior  courts. 

*tt  th«  hst  more  of  these  gentlemen  is  the  boldest  of  all. 


A  bill  has  been  prepared,  and  printed,  and  is,  we  belioTe, 
intended  to  be  introduced  into  Parliament  this  seasioa, 
"  for  transferring  the  jurisdiction  of  the  Hustings  Oouri 
of  London  to  the  Mayor's  Court  of  the  City  of  London; 
for  amending  the  Mayor's  Court  of  London  Prooedma 
Aot,  1857,  and  for  declaring  and  extending  the  jurisdio- 
tion of  the  Maycv's  Court."  The  oool  proposals  embodied 
in  this  draft  are  far  too  numerous  for  us  to  examine  on«> 
half  of  them.     A  few  must  suffice. 

As  to  foreign  attaohment,  this  bill  proposes  to  enaet  as 
law  that  whioh  the  House  of  Lords  decided  to  be  unjust 
and  unreasonable,  and  to  enaot  it  in  an  aggraTated  form. 
That  House  held  that  an  attachment  could  not  be  good 
unless  both  defendant  and  garnishee  resided  or  carried  on 
business  in  the  City,  and  the  debts  of  both  were  debts  re> 
oorerable  in  the  Mayor's  Court.  It  is  now  proposed  that 
any  person  fo%md  within  the  jurisdiotion,  and  there  served 
with  process,  shall  be  liable  as  garnishee,  and  that  the 
attachment  shall  be  none  the  worse,  though  neither 
plaintiff  nor  defendant  reside  or  carry  on  business  within 
the  jurisdiction,  and  the  defeftdant's  debt  was  not  oon- 
tracted  there.  But  this  is  not  alL  In  the  supposed 
onstom  so  long  asswrted,  there  was  at  least  one  rag  of 
decenqy  left.  The  gataishee  had  to  be  served  with 
prooesB  twice  within  the  juiisdiotioa,  once  with  the  attach- 
ment, and  onoe  with  the  ieire  faeiae.  And,  therefore,  a 
prudent  man  who  had  been  served  onoe,  might  at  least 
avoid  his  enemies  by  keeping  dear  of  the  City  of  London 
for  the  future.  But  it  is  now  proposed  that  if  the 
attaohment  have  been  served  within  the  jorisdiotion,  the 
*eire  faeiat  may  be  served  anywhere. 

The  onstom  being  thus  (in  the  hopes  of  the  officials) 
made  more  monstrous  than  ever,  they  would'  Qezt  go  on 
to  extend  enormously  the  local  limitr  over  whioh  it 
oonld  be  enfbrced.  They  propose  to  give  the  Msyor's 
Court  jnriadktion  for  this  purpose  over  the  whole  of  the 
metropolitan  county  oonrt  districts,  that  Is  to  mj,  the 
w^ole  of  the  metropolis  and  its  rabutbe. 

Bat,  farther,  the  only  serioos  oontrol  over  this  court, 
hitherto  has  been  the  risk  of  *a  writ  of  prohibition  from 
a  superior  court  to  restrain  its  proceedings.  And  the 
authors  of  the  bill  of  which  we  are  speaking  propose  to 
enaot  that,  for  the  f ntara,  no  prohibition  shall  issue  from  » 
superior  oourt  in  case  iit  any  excess  of  jurisdiction,  but 
that  the  objection  shall  only  be  raised  in  the'  Msyor^ 
Court  itself.  One  of  the  points  expressly  described  in 
Cox  T,  Mayer  of  London  was  that  a  garnishee  may,  under 
the  present  law,  obtain  a  prohibition  in  a  superior  court 
to  restrain  any  excess  of  jutlsdiction  on  the  part  of  the 
Mayor's  Court.  For  this  reason  it  became  necessary 
(from  the  point  of  view  of  the  offiolals)  to  prevent  such 
interference  fbr  the  fatare. 

Foreign  attachment,  however,  is  by  no  means  the  only 
subject  treated  of  in  the  draft  bill  of  which  we  are  speak- 
ing. Its  proposals  with  respect  to  the  ordinary  jurisdic- 
tion of  the  Court  are  not  a  whit  lew  bold.  It  is  proposed 
to  empower  the  Court  of  Common  Council  to  appoint  as 
many  judges  to  the  court  as  they  please;  that  any  num- 
ber of  courts  may  sit  at  once;  that  the  judges  may  sit  in 
baaso  to  the  number  of  three,  and  that  in  such  case 
their  decisions  shall  be  exempt  from  appeal  except  to  the 
Exchequer  Chamber;  and  that  the  Court  shall  hare  juris- 
diction over  all  debts  or  demands  exceeding  £60  aobruing 
within  the  Metropolitan  County  Ooart  districts.  It  is 
farther  proposed  that,  if  so  authorised  by  the  judge  Or 
with  the  consent  of  the  parties,  the  Seyistrar  may  exeroise 
the  whole  jurisdiction  of  the  Court.  We  may,  very  likely, 
be  mistaken,  and  our  supposition  may  even  seem  to  some 
ill-natured;  but  we  cannot  help  suspecting  that  this 
proposition  affords  a  doe  to  the  authorship  of  the  re- 
markable bill. 

We  cannot  afford  space  to  examine  the  rest  of  the  con- 
tents of  this  bill,  though  many  other  of  its  proposals  would 
well  repay  examination,  as,  for  instance,  those  in  whioh 
it  is  sought  to  repeal  the  Debtors  Aot  in  the  oase  of  the 
Mayor'8  Oourt.  The  proposals,  of  which  we  have  given 
an  outline,  are,  we  think,  sufficient.    The  substance  of 
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ii  ahortiy  thii:— To  Mpenede,  in  the  whole 
MetatopoUtut  distriot,  the  Qneen'i  Conit  and  the 
Qbm&'s  jvdget,  by  jodcea  a|>pointed  hj  the  Oommon 
Oooncil  ol  London,  and  a  Oooit  which  ia  a  mere  peon- 
iiiaK7  epeonlation  of  the  Oorpotalion  of  London;  and  to 
legaliw  in  an  aggrarated  form,  oret  an  extended  area, 
and  with  a  pnotioat  immnniigr  from  all  external  control, ' 
a  onatom  which  the  higheet  jndioial  anthoritiea  hare 
pconoiuioed  to  be  anreaeonable,  miachieToaa,  and  repng- 
Bant  to  every  principle  of  jnatice. 

For  iheer  impudence  this  pn^waal  ia,  we  think,  nn- 
Mupaaaed.  We  have  no  real  fear  that  it  can  paas  the 
Le^slatoTe.  But  we  have  a  painfnl  recoUeotion  that 
•ome  Tcry  atrange  meaaorea  have  got  to  be  law,  through 
the  tnadvertence  of  thoae  who  hare  bad  both  the  will 
and  the  power  to  oppoee  them,  and  a  mixture  of  jMrti. 
naeity  and  astnteneai  on  Uie  part  of  their  snpporters. 
For  tiiis  reason  we  desire,  at  the  earliest  peaaible  moment, 
to  call  the  attention  of  both  twanohes  of  the  profession,  and 
special ly  of  the  Tarioaa  law  sooietiea,  to  this  last  moTO 
«f  the  Mayor's  Court  ofBdala. 


FRAUDULEMT  PBBFERENOBS  IN  BAKKBUPTCT. 
No.  a 
The  dootrinea  and  dedsiona  referred  to  in  onr  pre- 
vious article  are  material  to  the  implication  of  the  new 
Act;  it  remains  to  be  seen  by  experience  how  far  such 
^uastiotts  as  thoae  toaohed  upon  are  either  settled  or 
got  rid  of  by  its  proTiaions.  Three  daoses  in  the  Act 
£aTe  a  bearing  upon  them,  the  first  is  sab-section  1  (rf 
aection  6,  which  expresaly  makea  any  assignmenc  of  his 
propertj  by  a  debtor  to  a  trustee  for  the  benefit  of  oiedi* 
tors  generally  an  sot  of  bankruptcy.  This  prorision, 
adop^g  one  of  the  conduaiona  reached  by  means  of  the 
ocnatruction  put  on  the  words  "  f  randnlent "  conrqranoe, 
Ico.,  in  the  earlier  Acta,  but  enacting  the  result  bi  dia- 
tinot  specific  terms,  renders  that  oonstruction  of  aimOar 
words  in  the  new  Act  so  far  unneceasaiy. 

Next,  under  the  93nd  section,  erery  conTeyance  or 
transfer  of  property,  ico.,  by  any  person  unable  to  pay  his 
.debta  aa  they  become  doe  Iron  hia  own  numeys,  in  favour 
of  any  creditor,  or  any  peraob  in  ttuat  for  any  creditor,  with 
,a  view  of  giving  au^  creditor  a  preference  over  the  other 
oreditors,  is,  on  the'  debtor's  becoming  bankrupt  within 
tkree  tnontJu,  to  be  "deemed  fraudulent  and  void  aa  against 
the  trustee  of  the  bankrupt  under  the  Act."  This  aeotion, 
which  seema  intended  to  embrace  every  case  of  fraudulent 
preference,  limits  ita  annulling  operation  to  transactions 
which  take  place  within  three  montlia  of  the  bankmptciy. 
It  does  not,  however,  expresaly  aay  that  suoh  acta  ahidl 
not  be  avoided  if  they  were  done  beycod  the  three 
.months,  and,  aa  the  doctrine  aa  to  handnlent  preference 
was  not  founded  on  any  partionlat  atatntory  provision, 
but  on  the  policy  of  the  bankrupt  law  in  general,  which, 
80  far  aa  the  matter  of  equ^I  distribution  is  concerned,  is 
the  same  now  as  under  the  earlier  Acts,  the  repeal  of  the 
earlier  Acts  would  not  of  itself  affect  this  doctrine  as  pre- 
viously estabUahed.  But  it  certainly  aeema  intended  by 
tbia  aeotion  to  codify  the  law  on  the  subject  of  frandulent 
preference  aa  dladngniahed  from  ftandulent  transaotlona 
which  axe  acta  of  bukruptoy. 

Assuming  this,  the  question  still  arises  whether  the 
words,  "  with  a  view,  bo.,"  are,  like  the  words  in  13  Eliz. 
c.  5,  to  be  extensively  interpreted  as  referring  not  strictly 
to  tjie  view  actually  entertained,  but  to  the  view  which 
aa  ordinary  intelligence  duly  exenroiaed  would  take  of  the 
necessary  oonse^uencee  of  the  act.  Since,  however,  the 
coarse  of  reoent  decisions  has  been  decisively  to  inske 
the  presence  of  an  actual  intention  to  prefer  essential  to 
fraudulent  preference,  it  might  be  expected  that  this 
j<ection,  which  is  introduced  apparently  for  tiie  purpose 
o(  giving  that  branch  of  bankruptcy  law  a  stetutory 
form  (like  section  2,  sub-section  1),  would  be  construed 
ill  analogy  to  that  doctrine  rather  than  in  analogy  to 
the  statute  of  13  Eliz.  o.  S;  and  this  is  the  effect  of  the 
reoent  decision  of  Erpartt  Tempett,  19  W.  B.  137.  L.  B. 


6Ch.  70,  in  which  the  Lords  Jnstioea  laid  down  Oat  the 
atatatemade  no  alteration  in  the  law  as  to  what  aoutltitii 
a  fraudulent  preference,  the  Lord  Justite  Jaiosi  f^, 
"  In  order  to  oonstitate  a  fraudulent  preferenoe  tlw  ut 
must  be  the  spontaneous  act  of  the  d^>tar,  not  iosa  jUe 
originating  in  a  demand  or  wme  other  step  (rf  Uwcr. 
ditor." 

Thirdly,  the  2nd  sub-section  of  section  6  mikn  eto^ 
"  fraudulent  conveyance,  gift,  delivery  or  transfer  o{  hi> 
property,  or  of  any  i>art  thereof,"  by  the  debtor,  u  ict 
If  bankruptcy.    Hen  we  are  again  met  tiy  the  qnestloD, 
in  what  sense  ia  "  fraudulent  "  to  be  taken  ?    Ii  it  to 
be    taken,   aa  in    the  earlier    Acts,  aa  appUciblt  to 
all  acts  which  will  have  the  neoeanry  oonseqaeioe  of 
delaying  and  defeating  oreditors,  or  is  it  to  be  limited 
to  suoh  only  aa  are  fraudulent  in  actual  design?   5av 
here  the  fact  that  sub-section  1  of  aection  6,  girei  » 
atatntory  form  to  a  doctrine  founded  upon  an  excnnre 
oonatruotion  of  the  word  "  fraudulent "  in  the  NiBer 
Acta,  afforda  some  reason  for  thinking  that  it  mi  is* 
tended  to  dispenae  with  anoh  extenaive  constroetiH  it 
■nb-seotion  2.    Again,  if  aection  92  is  read  in  the  v^ 
snggeeted,  and  the  acts  thns  enumerated  are  not  to  be 
deemed  fraudnlentunleaadone  within  threemonthtithasit 
would  eeem  they  cannot  be  fraudulent,  so  as  to  be  Mb 
cA  banktuphgr  under  section  6,  unices  dime  within  ti» 
same  period.    If  these  views  prevail,  two  oona^nmM 
win  follow — first,  that  some  aota  whi<dl  have  hitbato 
been  held  to  be  fraudulent  In  the  aenae  of  the  baslE- 
rupfa^  statutes,  and  as  such  acts  of  bankruptcy,  and  is 
particular,  an  aasignment  on  pressure,  by  the  debtor, 
of  his  whole  estate  to  one  creditor,  will  be  so  no  loopi, 
for  want    of  the   actual  fraudulent    intent;    saeoodlf, 
that  acta  within  the  92nd  section,  though  in  their  astmt 
anoh  that  they  woald,  by  reaaonof  the  design  of  pietaRSK 
actoally  accompanying  them,  have  been  formerly  bdi 
to  be  fraudulent,  and  would,  donbtleaa,  apart  from  tbtt 
aeotion,  be  deemed  to  be  actually  fraudulent,  and  Mt* 
of  bankruptcy  under  aection  6,  snb-eeotlon  S,  will  ba 
only  so  "deemed"  if  done  three  months  befors  baak- 
ruptcy,  and  therefore  will  not  support  an  adjndiostiot 
made  beyond  the  three  montha,  or  m  oa^pable  of  fonsiii; 
the  point  to  whi«sh  the  title  of  the  tmateea  under  »^ 
an  ad}adioation  can   relate    back,  though  bankni|K^ 
may,  in  lespvA  of  other  acta  of  bankmptqy,  be  fomiw 
upon  them  at  any  time  within  six  nonttts,  and  iui> 
under  section  11,  relate  back  to  them,  if  done  at  laj 
time  within  twelve  months  o(  the  adjudication. 

Praotically  this  would  limit  the  operation  of  sab-in- 
tU«  2  to  acts  void  under  the  sUtate  of  Elizabeth  dose 
within  six  montha,  and  to  aota  of  frandulent  prafeMM 
done  within  three  montha  of  the  bauikmpti^;  and  vosld, 
by  leaeon  of  thia  limit  of  time,  take  away  the  vbok 
value  of  the  doctrine  of  fraudulent  prefoMoee  ai  ^ 
tingniahed  f rpm  frsadnlent  preferaaoe  treated  u  w  *e| 
of  bankruptcy,  ainoe  anoh  an  act  oan  never  be  tnatu 
as  void  except  where  it  can  also  be  treated  as  aa  aotol 
bankrupti^.  For  the  reason  last  mentioned,  also,  ^ 
fact  that  the  92nd  section  dedarea  that  aota  cf  frsadn- 
lent preference  shall  be  deemed  "  void,"  irill  han  m 
enlarging  effect  except  in  the  oaaa  <rf  a  bankmptq 
fbunded  on  the  debtor's  declaration  of  inaolvanoy,  nne 
in  every  other  case  they  can  be  treated  aa  void,  and  n( 
voidable  mierely,  as  being  acta  of  bankmptef  doiie  witlu 
six  numtha;  nor  will  it  even  in  the  excepted  eaaa  hsi 
any  enlarging  operation,  if  the  general  wtnda  of  Mtio 
II  should  be  held  to  do  away  with  the  diatinotiMi  a>  t 
relation  between  adjudications  obtained  by  crediton  H 
those  obtained  by  the  debtor,  except  in  so  far  as  •wti< 
93,  is  more  comprehensive  than  sab-Beotion  S  of  k 
tion  6. 

It  has  been  hitherto  aaaamed  that  the  worda  of  sect'i 
92,  *'  If  the  person  making,  taking,  paying,  or  aoifeni 
the  same  become  bankrupt  witliin  three  months,"  are 
be  read  in  their  natural  sense.  If,  however,  by  the  foi 
of  section  11,  which  makes  the  bankruptcy  relate  bi 
to  the  first  act  of  bankruptcy  committed  within  tve 
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oontba  of  adjadiMtioii,  ihe  word*  heeome  bankrvft  are 
to  bttead  M  teftoring  to  the  time  of  the  oommiMion  of 
inch  fint  aot  of  bsBkrnptqr  within  tweire  month*,  then 
section  92  woold  give  a  powible  period  of  fifteen  months 
within  whioh  »  hsnclalent  preferenoe  would  be  deemed 
raid.  Saeh  »  oonatmotion  woold^  howerer,  be  »  violent 
one,  andoonld  acaroeljr  hare  been  the  intention,  beeaose, 
deiliofvith  the  right*  of  third  persona,  it  would  fix 
lach  »n  extremely  uncertain  limit. 

If,  hoverer,  the  effect  of  sections  2  and  92  is  snob  as 
liM  been  ngg<sted,  it  wonld  seem  much  easier  to  have 
rioplj  enasted  in  general  terms  that  erery  aot  of  franda- 
eat  preference  (a  term  the  meaning  of  whioh  is  now 
iKttj  Will  Mttled)  should  be  Toid  (saring  the  rights  of 
mrchuert,  ko.)  if  committed  within  three  months  of  the 
Krwn  msking  it  becoming  bankrupt,  but  should  not  be 
'Old  or  Toidable  if  done  at  any  earlier  time. 

The  alteiatiooa  in  the  form  of  the  law  whioh  haTe 
leen  oommentad  upon  are  so  important,  that  the  deoi- 
iou  of  the  Ooort  upon  their  effect  mnst  be  looked  for 
rith  oooh  ouriosity. 


SSCEVT  SECISIOirS. 


BQXnXY. 
?n,lT-FAID  AHO  Past-fais  Shabbs— Aqjustukht  in 

WiSDnjo-up. 
Rr  Hni/^*  DutUUry  Comfany,  Sx  parte  Maude,  LJ., 
19  W.  B.  118. 
It  mm  decided  in  this  case  that  the  lease*  of  the  com- 
IU7  ought  to  be  botn*  by  tha  ahaiduride**  in  proportion 

*  the  oa|iit*l  originally  *ab*aribed  by  each  of  them,  and 
Mtinpmportion  to  the  capiMkl  paid  up  by  each  of  them 
it&aiit*<rf  the  windiag-np.  Thi*  i*  an  important 
AdaoBiMit  applim,  in  the  abeence  of  special  ciionnt. 
*ixiMito  eTery  company  in  liquidation  where  all  tiie 
■^•teluljn  have  not  paid  alike  on  their  reqMotiTe 
l^tta,  ft  will,  thanfore,  in  most  cas**,  be  neoe*aary,  in 
Oder  toidjast  the  right*  of  the  oontribatori**  amongrt 
^Mttlna,  pieTions  to  the  diasidntion  of  the  company,  to 
ubaesUfor  tlie  pnipo**  of  eqnalising  the  payment* 
ifthoK  who  have  p«id  the  la**  aaoiwt*  on  thair  aharaa 
Hth  a«  payment*  of  the**  who  bftwe  paid  the  greater 
■out  Tiki*  will  hare  to  be  done  where  there  are 
kvMeithsc  folly  parid  np,  or  agreed  to  be  oonaidered  a* 
■Uypsidnp;  and  in  such  a  oas*  the  parUj  paid  np 
knea  will  have  to  he  paid  np  in  fnll,  aad  tha  fond  tlui* 
ndoaMlwiUbedistzibnted  among  all  the  shareboldar* 
'»'»(a,a*wa*donain  Bt  AngUtea  CilUery  Company 
14  W.B.  708, 1004). 

I>>i%thtn,istbatnM  eoautmokioii  of  **atiaBi  188  of 

•  Companie*  Act,  1862.  It  waa  ooaitaDded  tbaft  iiiM- 
aeh  aa  by  the  aitidia*  of  aaaooiationdiTideDd*  were  tobe 
ud  to  the  (hareholdar*  in  proportbn  to  the  amooat 
ad  up  OD  their  reepeotiTO  ahan*,  the  lo**ea  ought  to  be 
tne  by  them  in  ttie  same  manner.  This  feature  wa* 
•otiag  in  Re  AngUiea  Colliery  Company.  But  the 
nut  tefaaed  to  dzmw  the  abore  inferanoe,  and  deoided 
at  the  Id****  ought  to  ha  divided  amongst  the  share 
'don,  in  pn>portion  to  the  amoniit  of  oai^tal  sub- 
liM  by  eaeh  of  then.  Tha  dedaioa  will  govern  a 
tltitad*  of  oaaaa. 

MECLoeuBi  Suit— €alk  wrraour  Cohtbol  op  thx 

OOVBT. 

lUlph  T.  Bortcn,  M.B.,  19  W.  B.  930. 

Inthia  eaae  the  plaintiif,  who  waa  a  mortgagee  of  real 
late,Iiad  filed  a  bill,  nominally  for  forecloanra,  bnt  really 
iHtabliah  his  priority  over  the  defendant,  who  wa* 
■<|ther  mortgagee  of  Uie  same  property.  Both  the 
^iBtii  and  defendant  were  mi  jurit,  and,  owing  to  the 
|*rtanaac  oc  oonvqyanoe  of  the  mortgagor  or  his  repre- 
n*^Te*,  there  appear  to  have  bean  no  other  neoemaiy 
lAiea  to  the  suit.  Practically,  the  beet  thing  for  both 
H  plaintiff  and  defendant  was,  no  doubt,  to  sell  the 
■Vfvtr  s*  ao«n  as  poeaible;  and  as  they  were  capable, 


by  concurring,  of  making  a  title  to  a  purchaser,  th^ 
took  measures  for  doing  this  without  waiting  for  the 
hearing.  Here,  liowever,  they  seem  to  have  beeh  advised 
that,  owing  to  the  institution  of  thesuit,  theyoonldnot  carry 
out  the  Bale  without  the  leave  of  the  Court  They  therefon 
applied  to  the  Court,  and  asked  for  leave  to  carry  out  tha 
sale  independently  of  the  control  of  the  Court,  the  trhola 
proceedings  being  oondated  as  if  no  suit  were  instituted, 
and  the  purohase-money  being  paid  into  their  joint 
names,  in  one  of  the  banks  in  the  town  in  whioh  they 
lived.  Tlie  Court  granted  the  material  parts  of  thi* 
application,  only  departing  from  the  terms  of  the  request 
in  ordering  the  pnrohaae-moa*y  to  be  paid  into  court. 
This  is  a  useful  litte  decision,  and  the  practice  which  it 
sanctions  appears  to  be  new,  or  at  any  rate  not  generally 
known.  The  case  shows  that  when  the  parties  can  make  a 
title  to  the  property,  subject  to  a  suit,  independently  of 
the  decree  of  iiie  Court,  the  Court  will  allow  them  to  do 
so,  both  before  the  hearing  and  without  the  proceeding* 
b^g  oonduoted  under  it*  oontrol.  On  the  former  point 
the  Court  ha*,  by  the  55th  section  of  the  15  k  16  ^ot  c. 
86,  a  general  power  of  directing  a  sale  upon  an  inter- 
loontory  application,  but  this  has  been  held  not  to  apply 
to  the  ease  of  a  foreolomr*  nxit  {Wayn  t.  Lenit,  1  Drew. 
487).  Tha  present  decision,  therefore,  to  some  extent, 
supplies  this  deficiency.  The  allowance  of  the  aale  with- 
out the  oontrol  of  the  Court  is  alao  a  good  praetioal 
measure  ;  it  no  doubt  deprives  the  parties  of  a  certain 
amount  of  protection,  fa«t  it  also  aavea  them  froA  aome 
expense ;  and  if  they  *re  *ui  jvrU,  and  willing  to  ran 
each  risk  as  this  involves,  it  is  certainly  reasonable  that 
they  should  be  allowed  to  do  so. 

COimON  LAW. 
PvBuo   Health  Act,    1818,  a.  69^Rboo«»t    or 

EZPBNBKB  nunc  OWXBBS. 

'  Jtrrm  Lotml  Btmri  t.  KenmeAy,  Q3.,  19  W.  B.  275. 

By  the  PnbUo  HeaMh  Aot,  1848,  a.  «»,  if  any  street 
%9t  ieiny  a  htfhivay  («.#.,  a  h%hwi7  repairable  b^  the 
inhaMtaat*  at  large*  IS  *  18  Viet.  o.  48,  *.  18),  U  not 
*ewered,  ko.,  to  tha  satisfaeiieD  of  the  looal  board,  th«y 
may.  By  mMtm  notiee,  Mqulre  the  adjoiaiiig  ownar*  to 
do  the  neaa*aaqr  woik*  wllhin  a  time  to  he  apaoiflad  by 
tha  notice,  and  if  witidin  that  time  the  raqniiad  woik* 
are  not  Hoot,  th*y  may  themaelfe*  exeoote  thanit  and 
recover  the  expaa***  from  the  owimnj  and  by  the  Iiooal 
Goremnent  Aet,  18S8,  *.  68^  wtma  an  ^^pmrtionment 
af  the  expaoM*  Mnong  tha  dilhnnt  owners  has  been 
made  bf  tha  anrveyor,  "nieh  tppertianment  shall  be 
binding  and  conelMive  upon  *Boh  owner*,"  onle**  within 
three  month*  of  "  notice  bainf  given  by  the  local  board, 
or  their  earvajor,  of  the  amemU  of  tho  proportion  ao 
**ttled  i^  the  *aid  lurveyor  to  be  doe  from  *aoh  owner, 
he  shall  by  written  notice  dispute  the  tawie."  In  the 
present  case,  the  looal  board,  aotisg  nndar  the  first- 
mentioned  seotion,  had  done  the  required  works;  the 
i^jportionvient  had  been  made  by  the  surveyor;  and  tha 
respondent  had  not,  witiiin  three  months,  ohallenged  the 
amount.  On  an  information  by  the  board  agalnstUieTebpoii'* 
dent  to  recover  the  amount,  the  reapomdent  disputed  his 
UabQity;  fint,  on  tiie  ground  that  tha  street  in  queetion 
ink  a  highway  (in  whioh  oa*e  Uie  board  moat  have  done 
thewodcs,andpiddfor(h*moutof  the  rat**  under  *eatfoa 
68) ;  leoondly,  on  the  ground  that  no  notioa  had  been  given 
a*  raqolred  by  section  69.  The  appellant*  failed  to  prove 
the  giving  of  any  notiee ;  and  the  Court  of  Queen'* 
Baneh  (Lush  and  Hannen,  JJ.),  approving  the  decision 
of  the  jnstices  who  dismlased  the  information,  held  that 
the  notioe  was  a  condition  precedent  to  the  power  of  the 
board  to  do  the  works,  and  tliat  th«y  therefore  could  not 
recover  the  expenses.  They  further  said,  in  this  also 
ooneurring  with  the  magistrates,  that  the  respondent 
could  not,  at  this  stage  of  the  proceedings,  raise  the  ques- 
tion of  highway  or  no  highway.  The  first  point  seems 
very  olear,  both  on  the  oonstruotion  of  the  Aot  and  in 
common  fairness ;  for,  in  the  absence  of  a  notioe,  the 
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OwneiB  neTer  hare  that  opportnnity  of  doing  the  works 
flMnuelTes  which  it  is  clearly  contemplated  tqr  the  Act 
ihey  ahaQ  haTe. 

What  waa  aaidon  the  seoond  point  waa  not  a  deoiaioa,  hot 
lUTiag  been  Mid  from  the  benoh  it  meriti  attention  and 
9B  examination  of  its  groonds,  and  it  is  to  he  wished  these 
gionnds  had  bean  stated.  It  seems  plain  that  the  eStd 
aeotiom  o(  the  Act  of  1858  has  nothing  to  do  with  either 
iKdnt,  although  it  was  relied  oh  by  the  appellants.  That 
Seotion  relates  only  to  the  qneation  of  apportionment;  ao- 
qniesoenoe  for  three  montha  is  to  preolnde  all  further  qnea- 
tion  aa  to  amount,  but  the  seotion  has  nothing  to  do  with 
(he  title  nnder  which  the  amount  is  claimed ;  it  is  like  the 
aaseesment  of  compensation  by  a  jury,  which  still  leares 
the  question  open  whether  compensation  can  be  claimed 
at  all.  The  Oourt,  moreorer,  held  that  this  waa  ao,  by 
allowing  the  owner  to  ohallenge  the  authority  of  the 
bowd  to  do  the  works.  Bat  the  board  had  just  as  little 
authority  to  reoover  the  money  if  the  works  were  not,  in 
fact,  within  the  section,  as  they  had  to  do  the  works 
and  then  recover  the  money,  if'  they  had  not  complied 
with  the  conditions  preeoribed  by  it.  it  the  street  km 
a  highway,  then  the  seotion  did  not  apply;  the  works 
nay  hwre  been  justified  by  section  08,  nnder  which  notice 
to  the  owners  is  nnneoessary,  because  the  owijeis  have 
nothing  to  do  with  the  matter;  but,  the  oircnmstanoes 
lendsring  the  application  of  seotion  69  wholly  impossible, 
how  ooold  the  board  reoorer  their  expenses  under  it?  To 
fhnt  oat  the  owner  from  raising  this  question,  it  seems 
that  some  personal  disability  must  be  fixed  upon  him. 
If,  as  in  this  case,  he  had  reoeired  no  notice,  it  is  hard 
to  see  bewnce  any  such  disutility  oonld  arise.  But,  if 
we  take  the  benoh  to  baTO  spoken  with  reference  to  a 
case  where  notice  had  been  glTen,  then  it  may  be 
imagined  that  the  owner,  who  has  lain  by  after  notice 
for  the  whole  period  of  the  doing  of  the  works,  the 
^^xntionment  of  the  expenses,  and  the  subsequent  tiiree 
months,  without  protesting  against  Jiis  being  required 
to  do  the  works  at  aU,  is  taken  to  be  estopped  from 
afterwards  all^^  that,  by  reaaon  of  the  eiroumstanoes 
■ol  being  what  be  has  allowed  them  to  be  supposed,  he 
isnetliable.  Bat  bow  are  the  looal  board  really  afleoted 
hy  his  doing  so?  If  the  works  wen  neeaMMBr,  and  if, 
M  is  supposed  to  be  the  fact,  the  atraet  ia  r  highway,  the 
board  wace  bound  to  do  them,  and  to  do  them  at  the 
fublio  expense.  They  era  bow  ohaige;(haai  to  the  yaUio; 
and  why  should  they  not?  If,  indead,  there  were  no 
power  to  BMkke  a  retraspeotiTe  ists^  a  hardship  Blight 
arise  from  the  beard  being  deoelved  into  undertaking  a 
work  tliey  had  no  means  to  p«y  for;  but,  with  the  power 
given  by  aeetioB'  8»  ef  the  Act  ol  1848,  thia  difionl^ 
need  not  ariae.  It  ia  difflcnlt,  therefom,  to  aee  what 
peejndioe  thag  aofler,  or  why  the  owner  ehonld  be  estopped 
from  inaialing  on  his  legal  rights. 


BEinTTiNO  Oask  to  CovTxn  Couirr. 
Servict  t.  Kennedy,  Ex.  (It.),  19  W.  B.  287. 
The  5th  section  of  33  k  81  Viot.  o.  109  (the  Irish  Oosunon 
liaw  Proeedore  Amendment  Act,  1870),  is  similar  in  its 
terms  to  section  10  of  the  County  Courts  Act,  1869  (80 
&  81  Viot.  0. 142);  the  Superior  Oonit  in  which  an  action 
of  oontraot  is  brought  for  a  snm  not  exceeding,  in  Eng- 
land £50,  in  Ireland  ^0,  m«y  remit  the  case  for  triiJ, 
in  England,  to  a  oounty  oourt,  in  Ireland  to  a  Civil  Bill 
Court  It  TOMj  be  useful,  theretorei  to  notioe,  for  nae  in 
England,  the  above  decision  nnder  the  5th  section  of  the 
Irish  Act.  The  plaintiff  reaided  in  Australia,  the  defen- 
dant in  Waterford  ; .  the  plaintiff  having  sued  the  defen- 
dant in  the  Irish  Exoheqaer,  the  defendant  moved  the 
Court  to  remit  the  cause  to  the  Civil  Bill  Court  of  his 
country.  For  the  plaintiff,  on  the  oontiaiy,  it  was  alleged 
that  he  waa  a  nsoesaary  witness,  and  that,  as  the  Civil 
Bill  Court  hsd  no  power  to  issue  a  commission  for  taking 
evidence  in  Australia,  he  most  himself  come  over  to  Ire- 
land, for  whioh  he  would,  in  the  Civil  Bill  Court,  be- 
allowed  only  the  snm  of  £5.    It  must  be  -reBaembaced 


that  whan  a  cause  is  once  sent  down  under  leatioa  10  o( 
the  English  Act,  it  is  wholly  out  of  the  court  in  wfaidi  it 
Was  originally  brought,  and  that  Court  has,  t1ierefon,m 
ntore  jurisdiction  in  the  matter,  not  even  so  far  m  to  tiz 
the  costs  incurred  previously  to  the  order  sending  it  dovi, 
as  was  recently  laid  flown  in  Moody  v.  ittnart  (L  B.  { 
Ex.  86),  a  decision  whioh  would  equally  apply  to  tlu 
words  nsed  in  section  6  of  the  Irish  Act.  A^ipljiDg, 
then,  the  deoisicm  in  Serviot  v.  Kennedy,  not  with  rein- 
ence  to  the  roasnnn  of  the  judgment,  for  none  are  giTen. 
bnt  with  ref erenoe  to  the  facts  of  the  case,  we  maj  infer 
that  where  either  the  neoeasai^  costs  of  witnMsea  win 
be  on  a  scale  exoeeding  what  the  County  C6ait  can  gin, 
or  where  sometiiing  will,  ia  the  oonrae  of  the  canae,  seei 
to  be  done  which  cannot  be  done  by  the  Ooanty  Costt, 
there  will  be  good  ground  for  refusing  the  order,  or,  in 
the  latter  case,  for  at  least  postponing  it  until  the  power 
of  the  Superior  Court  has  effected  that  which  is  teqmaite. 


BXVIEWS. 

Biographia  Juridica.  A  BiofnpUeal  JDictwterj/  of  tit 
Jvign  of  Eufland  from  tit  Cangtrnt  to  the  Prtmt  Tm 
(1066—1870).  By  Edwabs  Foae,  F.&A.,  of  the  buwr 
Temple.    London:  Murray. 

Mr.  Foas  had  already  published  two  weU-lcnown  boob 
on  the  same  subject  as  this.    The  *'  Judges  of  EngUmd," 
in  nine  volmnes,  is  what  its  title  denotes,  a  biognphiol 
series,  including  all  the  judges  from  the  Conquest  downwudi 
The  TahftUe  CuriaUt  is  a  useful  little  volume,  in  ■whidi  tie 
reader  can  find,  at  a  moment's  notice,  friiat  individoal  fUeil 
any  paHieular  office  in  any  partienlar  year.    In  thepnnat 
vowune,  the  lores  of  the  Judges  from  the  Oonqneat  don- 
warda  ar«  abridged  from  the  "Judges  of  England,"  "^ 
arranged  alphabetically,  so  as  to  form  a  complete  dictionin 
of  juSoial  biogiaphy.     An  odd  effect  ia  looduced  by  the 
alphabetical  arrangement.     Where,  as  in  Mr.  Fosi*)  Itigir 
work,  or  in  Lord  Campbell's  Lives  of  the  Chaneellon  ud 
Chief  Justices,  the  arrangement  is  chronological,  we  descnl 
gradually  and  gently  from  the  old  daya  to  the  new— ^aa> 
the  alphkbatietd  arrangement  givM  ua  modem  Lord  Oa^ 
oellors  cheek  by  jowl  with  reverend  prelates  or  mulM 
bareoa  who  preaasd  the  Woolsaok  in  the  middle  ages.  Ur. 
Jnatice  Biett  atands  between  Orlando  Biidgmaat  tiM  Ixm 
Keeper  wh<»a  Claomdan  anceeeded,  and'  one  WilliMii  " 
Breton,  aa  itinerant  juatioe  under  Henry  £DU ;  T3cs-Ch>ii> 
cdlor  Junes  follows  John  de  Insula,  a  jnstise  of  as«iz«  inider 
Edward  11.,  and  Mce-Chancellor  Eindersley  has  on  e^ 
hand  of  him  Lord  Chancellor  King  and  one  WiHiam  de  ml- 
kenny  a  Bishop  of  Ely  who  held  the  Oreat  Seal  under  Hcdit 
ni.    On  turning  over  the  pages  of  this  dictionary,  «« 
find  hosts  of  judges — prominent  and  notable  men,  too,  ii 
their  days— of   whom   not  one    person    in  ten  thonand 
could  ever  remember  to- have  heard    before.     A  few  oi 
the  oUer  jndgaa  have   to  be  disposed  of  in  a  very  n* 
lines,  after  the   £Mhion  of  Soger  do  Kanne   (Cahie)  » 
whom  nothing  is  known  further  than   that' he  to  u 
itinerant   justice  in  Wiltshire    in   1225,   and  appiuntad 
about  the  same  time  to  take  aaaizea  of  last  praaentibiai 
in    Uie    same  oounty.     It  ia    surprising,  however,  tsf 
much    Mr.     Foas,    who   waa-  an    accurate    as   well  » 
laborious    antiquarian,    and   no     mere     Btyaadnst,  us 
managed   to  uaooi<er  about 'Uoat  of  these  old  wortbio- 
In  all   eaaea   he    fidlowt   the   excellent    nae   of  gin>>{ 
refarenoee  to  aathoritiea.     We  were  a  litOe  swipited  «a 
looking  through  the  biography  of  Thomaa  Onmwell  (tt>> 
malleut  moneeherum)  to  find  the  queetion.  eonoeming  b|> 
Mlationahip  to  Oliver  Cromwell,  alia*  Williams,  the  mr 
teotor,  answered  very  summarilv  in  a  very  few  lines.  J<' 
do  not  at  all  mean  to  sav  that  ike  view  adu^ted  by  Mr.  Fo« 
is  not  ae-good  as  any  otner,  bnt  the  prnnt  is-one  irtiicb  bM 
been  very  much  debated  among  antiquaxiana.    ^e  lives  m 
the  better  Imown  among  the  occupants  of  the  bsnoh  are  tw 
shortiy,  of  conne,  but  pleasantly  as  well  as  tetsely.  "» 
lifsiaavery  good  rwumi,  and  the  amaU  amoost  of  naee  w- 
groaaed  by  a  great  number  of  obaoun  judges  enaU*>  ''■ 
Fbaa  to  beetow  a  few  oolnmna  or  a  few  pagea  a-fisee  oo 
jndgee  who,    like  Waynflete,   Wykeham.   Bacon,  Coke, 
Bulatiode    Whiteloeke,    Tharlowv    Keoyon,   OottMuaa>> 
Hatherley,.  &&,.  4o.,  are  better  known  to  modem  um. 
The  idea  of  brmging.  together,  these  Uvea  in  one  dictioaiiy 


Digitized  by 


Google 


Feb.  11, 1871.  THE  SOLICITORS'  JOURNAL  &  REPORTER. 


269 


ntm»  wM  a  IwppT  one,  and  we  recommend  the  book  to 
li«T«n  and  antiqaariana. 

lit  author  atxtaina  from  givinc  any  eatimate  of  the 
moiti  of  jad^  now  living,  bat  in  ua  caae  of  the  present 
Lord  Chief  Jiwtioe,  nearly  *  eotnmn  is  occapied  b^  an 
exbtct  from  a  landatorr  ((iMoh  made  in  hit  honoor 
it  a  dioner  of  the  United  Law  Clerks'  Society  ill  1863  ; 
it  «u  a  pity,  we  thinly  to  inoorporate  matters  of  fliis 
kind.  Among  jadges  of  our  own  day  joatioA  is  hardly 
toe  to  the  late  Sir  William  Hayea.  After  pointfaig  oot 
that  this  lamented  judge,  was  indebted  for  his  deration 
loUy  to  his  own  merits  and  his  well-eamod  reputation  as 
I  Kond  and  able  lawyer,  Mr.  Foas  ptooeeds  to  describe 
liii  mll-hiown  hnmorons  powers.  But  snoh  phrases  as 
"a  jorial  power  of  enlivening  his  eompanions,  "  a  man 
)f  'infinite  jest,'"  "  Withr  pleasantries  and  whimsical 
MOW,"  do  sot  convey  a  lajr  impression  of  what  Sir 
wiDiam  Hayea  was.  He  waa  as  far  from  being  one  of 
im  "coade  men"  who  "always  keep  the  table  in  a 
iwt"  IS  he  was  fitnn  being  a  cynic.  If  ever  there  was  a 
nUl«  sad  refined  as  well  as  kind  and  genial  hamoor, 
t  WM  that  of  Sir  W.  Hayes.  Apropos  of  Sir  W.  B.  Brett 
ad  the  late  Lord  Justice  Selwyn,  it  might  have  been  added 
hat  tiMie  two  jndges  had  in  their  Oniveimty  days  rowed 
onlher  infiie  same  Cambridge  University  crew  at  Henley. 
W»  observe  that  the  Deans  of  Arches  are  not  included  in 
luTshmte^  and  certainly  the  line  must  be  drawn  some- 
'hera ;  if  the  Arches  Court  had  been  inclnded,  why  not  the 
M  Court  of  Wards,  and  so  on? 

Hw  leader  who  penues  our  obitnary  ^nmn  knows  that 
Ir.  FoM  died  at  tne  age  of  eighty-three,  shqrtlv  before 
k  ims  of  this  volume.  He  was  a  solidter,  and  the  son  of 
1  nlicitoT ;  and  though  in  1822  he  entered  himself  at  the 
Euer  Temple  with  the  idea  of  goiag  to  the  bai^  he  never 
Aodoied  the  other  bntnoh  «f  the  profearioi%  bat  oontinned 
bnuOee  in  it  until  1840,  when  he  retiied  turn  bosinees. 

We  oncht  to  add  Oat  the  Biographical  Dictionary  is 
F<'md  by  a  brief  bnt  nsefol  faistcdry  of  the  oonrts  of  law 
aitfnty,  and  an  interesting  sketch  of  the  anther 'sUfie. 


C0UBT8. 

COURTS  OF  BANKRUPTCY. 
LracoLif'S'iNx-raLDS. 
(Beto  Mr.  Registrar  SpstMO  Riosi,  acting  as  Chief  Judge.) 

I'eb.  4.— JSs  SiPttt. 
^li'titor—lHtetfertHet  with — AeeounUmi — Contempt  of  Cnurt, 

Hut  «u  a  motion  on  the  part  of  the  debtor  for  an  order 
lo  cooanit  Clifton  Browne,  an  accountant,  for  contempt  of 
mtt,  nnder  these  circumstances : — 

Oithe  Sttiof  January.  Alfred  Sweet,  a  com  merchant, 
Bed  a  petition  for  liquidation  by  arrangement,  nnder  tihe 
^  (ecticRi  of  the  Bankruptcy  Act,  1869,  and  the  general 
■ttiogof  creditors  was  summoned  to  be  held  on  uie  6th 
ut.  The  notice  of  the  meeting  was  signed  by  Hr.  J.  £. 
^nH,  ss  the  solicitor  for  the  debtor,  and  was  delivered  to 
H  le^atnr,  with  a  list  of  the  creditors,  and  a  request  that 
<*oe  might  be  sent  to  the  creditors. 

On  the  game  day  a  receiver  (Mr.  Wintle,  accountant]  was 
tpointed,  and  an  interim  injunction  granted,  restraining 
■jMediags  taken  by  some  of  the  creditors. 

On  the_  16th  January  a  motion  was  made  to  the  Court 
at  the  interim  injunction  might  be  cbntinued,  and  Mr. 
tnell  was  instructed  by  seven  of  the  creditors,  representing 
P'odi  of  £1,500  in  rtune,  being  more  than  half  the  whole 
l^  debti,  to  appear  for  them  on  t^e  motion,  and  express 
nrMiKaKnoe  therein,  wherenpon  an  order  was  made 
■tanring  the  injnnotion. 

On  the  27th  the  attention  of  Mr.  Sorrell  was  drawn  to 
jOwUtt  forwarded  to  the  creditors  by  Mr.  Clifton 
Bwiie,  m  the  following  form : — 

'  Ctediton^  Accountants  1 6,  Moornite-streei, 

ladValners.  13th  Jan.,  1871. 

uutes  Investigated. 

Re  Alfrtd  Stcut. 
We  ihan  attend  the  meeting  on  the  $th  of  February  on 
^f  of  Mveral  of  the  creditors ;  and  as  we  have  ascertained 
itt  the  debtor  has,  within  a  short  period  of  his  stoppage, 
*Vat  lugely,  a  thorough  investigation  of  his  accounts 
■■■wtedto  the  meeting  inll  be  necessary  before  accepting 
*r  oSe,  mileia  a  very  lubetantial  one. 
nne  ccofsRed  with  some  of  the  largest  trade  creditors, 


and  also  with  Metars.  Hillearys  &  Tunstall,  the  sclicitois 
.concerned  for  the  London  and  Counbr  Banl^  and  seventl 
other  creditors.    Tliey  have  determined  to  support  ni. 

In  order  that  the  oombination  of  the  trade  creditors  may 
not  be  interfered  with,  and  to  seenre  their  keeping  the  estate 
in  their  hands,  we  request  yon  to  withhold  yonr  POxy  &om 
Mr.  J.  B.  Sorrell,  solicitor,  who  b  concerned  for  the  aebtor. 

If  you  will  kindly  give  us  a  call  any  time  before  the  meet- 
ing there  axe  one  or  two  important  questions  we  should  like 
to  discuss. 

Should  yon  not  be  aUe  to  attend  the  meeting  a  form  of 
pro:^  will  be  CBond  on  the  other  side,  which,  uler  having 
proved  your  debt,  pleMe  fill  in  and  forward  to  us. 
Yours,  &c., 

Cliftoii  Browne  &  Co., 

Public  Accountants." 

On  the  fly-leaf  was  the  following  form  of  proxy  :— 

"Proxy. 

The  Banknmtey  Act,  1869. 

In  the  Lodsdon  Bankmptcy  Court. 

In  the  matter  of  prooeedings  for  liquidation  by  arrangement 

or  composition  with  creditors  instituted  by  Alfrod  Sweet, 

Com  Krohange,  oom  merdiant. 

L— — ,of— ^,  do  hanby  appoint  Mr.  William  Lewis 
Clifton  Browne,  of  16,  Moorgat»«treai,  in  the  Oity  of  Lon- 
don, ——proxy  in  the  matter  revoking  all  proxies  previonsly 
given. 
Witness  (Creditor's  SigMtor*)." 

It  appeared  that  Messrs.  Hillearys  &  Tunstall  were  com- 
monidied  with  ;  and  they  renudiated  the  issuing  of  the  cir- 
cular. It  had  never  been  submitted  for  their  approval,  and 
ttieydid  not  in  any  way  sanction  its  publication. 

With  refinanoe  to  the  third  naragnph  of  the  circular,  Ur. 
Sorrell  in  his  affidavit  said  tnat  ne  nad  not  interfiered  in 
any  way  with  the  combination  of  the  trade  creditor*^  and 
had  not  asked  any  one  creditor  for  his  prox^,  nor  h4d  he 
taken  any  steps  in  the  matter  of  the  proceedings  otherwise 
than  was  consistent  with  his  professional  duty  and  in  the 
interests  ofthe  general  body  of  creditors. 

S,  Origiiht^  m  sapport  of  the  appUeation. — ^The  fltst 
paragraph  of  the  oiromar  is  incorrect;  the  second  is  true, 
only  so  &r  as  that  Messrs.  Hillearys  &  Tunstall  are  ^ting 
for  flte  London  and  |Oonnty  Bank,  but  not  that  they  have 
determined  to  support  Olifton  Browne  ft  Co.  The  third 
paragraph  contains  an  unwarrantable  reflection  on  the  con- 
daot  of  the  solidtor  tb  the  prooeedings. 

Mr.  Registrar  Spuko  Bics. — In  whafr  respect  do  yon 
say  that  Mr.  Browne  has  been  guilty  of  a  contempt  of 
court P 

&r{2^At.— This  is  the  case  of  an  irrenonsible  person  going 
about  and  interfering  with  the  debtor  s  estate,  interfering, 
in  fact,  withihe  prooeedings  of  the  Court.  ^ 

Mr.  Registrar  Sprcto  Rice. — Doubtless  a  very  un- 
scrupulous method  is  sometimes  adopted  of  obtaining 
pRHDes ;  and  this  is  a  very  proper  case  to  be  brought  to  the 
notice  of  the  Court,  but  at  present  I  do  not  see  in  what  way 
the  Court  can  take  action. 

Oriffitht  snbmitted  that  accountants  had  no  right  to  in- 
tvodnoe  into  their  circulars  slander  and  falsehood. 

Mr.  Registrar  Sprdjo  JRicb. — If  Clifton  Browne  ft  Co- 
had  been  solidtora  or  other  officers  of  the  court,  I  might 
have  directed  Mr.  Aldridge  to  bring  the  matter  before  Ihe 
Law  Institution,  but,  as  it  is,  I  do  not  see  how  I  can  inter- 
fere. If  the  circular  contains  scandalous  matter,  the  parties 
have  their  remedy. 

Griffiths.— AoooanUota,  now-a-days,  do  the  business  of 
solicitors,  and  charge  a  great  deal  more. 

The  subject  then  dropped. 

(Before  Mr.  Registrar  Mviuut,  m  Chief  Judge.) 
Feb.  8. — In  rt  John  Brewer. 
JPoruloture  suit. 
Beed,  applied  ex  parte,  under  a  petition  for  liquidation, 
presented  by  the  debtor  named  John  Brewer,  for  an  injunc- 
tion to  restaun  further  prooeedings  under  a  foredosure  suit 
instituted  by  mortgagees  in  the  Court  of  Cbanoery.     He 
contended  that  the  proceedings  were  vexatious,  and  that  the 
66th  and  72nd  sections  of  the  Act  gave  the  Court  of  Bank- 
mptcy ample  jurisdiction  to  deal  with  the  matters  in  litiga- 
tion. 

Mr.  Registrar  Mvhiut  doubted  whether  this  Court  had 
any  power  to  interfere  with  the  right  of  morbngees  to  com- 
mence  a  foreclosure  suit  in  the  Conii  of  QuuwMy ;  the 
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trwteM  QBdnr  the  liquidation  were  neeetHry  paitiet  to  th« 
■mt  He  could  not  make  anv  order  ex  jmrtt,  T>nt  notioe 
ibonld  be  giren  to  the  other  nde,  and  probably  it  wooid  be 
coDTenient  to  obtain  an  appointment  before  the  CUef  Judge, 
at  the  qnettion  inrolTad  wai  one  of  lome  noreltj  and  im- 
portanca. 
The  matter  aooordinglj  ttood  OTer. 

COUNTY  COUETS. 

SOCTBWAXX. 

(Before  Hr.  WHTTMoaa,  Q.C.,  Jodge.) 
Jan.  S6.— JamMy  t.  The  Zoitdoh  and  S»nM  Weeiim 

Mmihniy  Cempemy. 
MUdtUftrif —  WrmgflU  emMinian — Meaiurt  of  dauuigtt. 
In  thia  ca«e  the  phintiir  waa  a  mill-atone  maker,  carry- 
ing on  bnaineea  at  otepney.  and  the  action  (which  had  been 
remitted  ftom  a  cnperior  court)  wai  brought  to  reeorer 
damagea  for  tiie  mudelirery  of  four  millatonee,  entmated 
to  the  defendanti  to  cany  to  Winoanton  to  the  order  of  the 

glaintiir.  The  facta  were  ai  followar^nie  plMntiir  in 
lotober,  1869,  agreed  to  lell  to  •  Mr. Hardingtiie atonea 
for  a  floor  machine,  which  were  to  be  aent  toi^noant<«, 
it  being  agreed  at  tiie  time  that  it  should  be  a  "oadi  traa- 
eaction."  A  portioaofthemoney  waapaidonaooonnt,  and 
the  gooda  were  aent  by  the  detedanta*  xailwav  to  'Win- 
canton,  to  await  tht  pMiUijfe  ardm,  the  intention  of  the 
plaintiff  being  that  the  goods  should  not  be  delimed 
until  the  debt  had  beoa  disoharged.  A  forllier  ioatalment 
of  the  debt  owing  waa  paid  by  tte  purchaser  to  the  ^aintiff, 
after  the  delirery  of  the  goods  to  the  carriers.  The  pur- 
chasers inbse<}nenfly  stopped  tMrnaent,  and  tiie  plaintiff  at 
once  communicated  with  we  defraidants,  requarting  that  tha 
stones  might  be  kept  ia  their  poaseanon.  The  company 
replied  that  the  goods  had  been  prerionaly  delireted  by 
tMm  to  the  purchaser's  order. 

It  was  admitted  that  the  plamtiff  had  not  authorised  the 
deHTery  of  the  goods  to  Harding,  nor  had  TT«»iliiny  }a/i 
authoztty  to  rsoeiTe  them.  The  £fendaots  paid  the  aom  of 
iC2  into  aannt,  which  they  submitted  waa  snmsiiiit  to  satisfy 
the  plaintiff's  claim. 

ills  question  was  whether  the  plaintiff  haviag  receiTed 
and  accepted  moncT  from  TT«Tiimg  ainoe  ttie  dalimy  of  the 
goods  to  the  defendant  company,  did  not  fai  law  entitle  them 
to  make  the  deliTeiT  to  Harding's  order,  and  it  not,  what 
WM  the  measure  ef  damages  P 
The  abore  foots  haring  been  proved  ai  the  dose  of  plain* 

Wood,  tor  the  dafsndanta,  stated  he  should  give  no 
eTidenee,  but  submitted  that  the  plaintiff  had  not  shown 
aiqrthing  to  entitle  him  to  reeoTer  more  than  the  £i  paid 
iatooonn.  Ko  doubt  there  had  bean  a  miadaliTery,  and 
tot  that  the  company  might  be  liaUe  t«  «"— <'^*'  damages ; 
but  tike  plaintiff  had  adopted  that  dalivary  by  reoiiviag  pay 
ments  from  Harding  after  that  delirery  had  been  made  to 
him.  like  effect  of  theee  payments  was  to  vest  the  property 
in  the  goods  in  Harding.  Defimdants,  therefore,  ooulid  not 
fffi  him,  and  hence  were,  by  the  plaintiff's  own  act,  left 
without  a  remedy  against  anyone  if  they  were  defeated  in 
tiie  present  aetion.  Raintiff  could  reeorer  the  whole  piioe 
froB  Harding,  and  ought  to  have  sued  him. 

Oeort*  I-ev>i*,  tot  the  fdsintif^  urged  that  plaintiff  could 
not  have  sued  Harding,  as  he  woidd  <£ereby  haT*  adopted  de- 
fondants' wrong  deliTery.  MoreoTer,Hardiagwas  a  bankrupt 
before  plaintiff  knew  of  the  misdelivery,  and,  by  that  time, 
any  debt  due  from  Harding  was  consequently  gonei  It 
was  dear  than  had  been  a  wrong  delivery,  and  he  could  not 
imdentand  how  defendants  eould  admit  tttk  and  yet  say 
ihey  were  not  liable  for  all  the  loss  ariuig  from  their 
wrongful  act  There  had  never  bean  any  adoption  of  the 
delivery,  for  plaintiff  waa  ignorant  of  it  whan  he  accepted 
the  paymenta  made  by  Harding.  Nor  had  the  property  in 
the  goods  passed  to  Tfarding  by  pigment  of  Qie  instalments, 
since  it  was  understood  he  was  not  to  have  the  geods  till 
'tte  whole  pice  was  paid.  Moreover,  defondants  oonld  not 
set  vp  a  third  person's  titles  for  an  agent  cannot  dispute  his 
prinsipal's  title— they  could  not  step  in  between  plaintiff 
and  his  vendee  and  say  the  goods  were  not  plaintiff's  after 
thn  had  received  them  frxim  him.  If  defendants  were  left 
wu^oot  temedy  that  was  the  consequence  of  thdr  own  act. 
£ven,  hvwever,  if  all  these  oontentions  foiled,  plaintiff  was, 
«n  the  evidence  before  the  Uonrt,  entitied  to  jadgment  for 
tha  AiU  value  of  the  goods.  For  a  delivery  to  a  wrong  per- 
son was  a  conversion  of  tiie  goods,  and,  on  mere  proof  of  a 


WMngfol  oonvarricB,  plaintiff  was  primdfaeit  aotiUtd  tote 
iA6l»  value  of  the  goods,  and,  althongh  be  had  sdsiitttdlit 
had  not  besn  injnnd  to  that  artent,  yet  defendutp  bid 
given  no  evideaee  to  further  reduce  the  amoont  of  dimige, 

JudfmtHt  d^errtd. 

On  the  4th  last  Mr.  WxnMOBB  ddivered  the  foOovig; 
jndgBMnt: — As  th6  defendants  have  paid  money  into  csiit 
thareisnoqnestionotherthaa  that  of  damagsa.  ThenlH 
of  Um  goods  is  the  mdinary  measure  in  such  «itiam,M, 
ttUag  the  actual  loss  as  the  measure  in  thia  esse,  that  a, 
I  think,  sufficient  evidence  to  show  that  the  unpaid  ja- 
ehase-numey  must  be  considered  as  a  bad  debt,  and  tliat  iti 
amount  fnmidies  a  true  measure  of  the  actual  Icm.  Thana 
now  claimed  is,  therefore,  recoverable. 

JudfTnmtfor  M«  pinnt^. 


APPOnrTMJSlTS- 


Mr.  JosspH  KnoK  Astom,  banister-at-law,  of  IilUtb'^ 
inn,  has  been  ^ppdnted  treasurer  and  secretary  to  QatK 
Anne's  Boun^,  which  office  was  rendered  vacant  Vytbt 
retirement  of  Mr.  C!hristopher  Hodgson,  after  nestlj  tH} 
years' tenur*  of  office.  IiU.  Aston  was  called  to  tha  Wit 
iJncdn's-inn  in  June,  1866,  and  for  several  years  ftAiu 
been  employed  in  the  Bounty  OfBce.  It  is  said  tshan 
been  mainly  owing  to  hia  exertions  that  the  importsat  E(7 
Tithe  case,  W»M  v.  Trimmtr,  was  gained  in  ISW,  h 
which  upwards  of  £40,000  a-year  waa  secured.  Tkoii^ 
the  utpmntment  of  secretary  to  Queen  Anne's  Booiity  ii  m 
the  out  of  the  Crown,  it  has  been  conferred  by  the  Fiiai 
Minister  in  this  instance,  as  on  previous  occssinna,  in  eon- 
pliance  with  the  recommendation  of  the  governors. 

Hr.  Oaoaaa  Willux  Mixarao,  soUoitQr,  of  Ixasda 
^rm,  Mazsted  ft  GKbeon),  has  beeai^poiated by  8ii  JaM 
Wstt,  the  new  sheriff  of  Laneashira,  to  be  hia  nndwsbw 
darbg  his  year  of  offioe.  Mr.  Maxsted  (who  wsso«rti&- 
oatedin  184m  also  held  the  c^bM  of  ondataheriff  laatTW, 
dating  Mr.  H.  T.  Bigge's  ahiievalty.  The  bosineaa  ottfct 
shriavalty  wfll,  as  usual,  be  oondnetad  at  the  ofics  « 
Measta.  V^lson  k  Deacon,  solicitOTS,  of  Preston,  vbo  au 
oontintM  to  act  as  underaheriib  for  the  oonntry. 

Mr.  JuHH  Jambs,  solicitor,  and  town  clerfc  of  Wrexkan, 
in  Denbighshire,  has  been  appointed  cleA  to  the  rim 
board  of  that  Ixwoagh,  on  a  salary  of  £20  per  annum,  w- 
Jamea  waa  oettiflcated  m  1838. 


OEHXBAL  COBKESPONSENCB. 

Thb  Jubibs  Act,  1870 — kvx  Womsk  rs  Citm  oi 
BoaouoHS  LiABLX  TO  Sejkve-ok  JvxiesT 

Sir,— The  Jury  Act  of  1870  does  not  iq>ply  to  citUa  «»1 
borou^ia  having  a  separate  Court  of  Quarter  Sessims,  m 
jurors  in  those  places  seem  not  to  haw  be«a  cared  for  ^ 
the  L^isUtore  for  a  long  period,  for  we  find  l^  6  Geo.  <• 
c.  60,  s.  60,  "  the  panels  are  to  be  prepared  in  the  nuuiH 
heretofore  accustomed, "  and  there  has  not  been  any  farther 
provision  for  them  sinee.  It  is  difScult  now  to  asoerain 
what  the  ancient  accustomed  manner  waa  :  bat  the  prteent 
pravtice  is  for  the  derk  of  the  peace  to  take  a  list  of  toIot 
and  select  from  it,  in  an  irregular  manner,  anv  personi  be 
chooses  and  happou  to  know  are  net  disqnaJiflad  from  seiTiii{ 
as  jurors.  It  is  not  the  practice  to  keep  a  jtiry  book,  nor  >> 
itthadn^  of  any  person  to  make  a  jury  list,  aaincoosUts. 
No  qualification,  moreover,  is  anywhere  ddmed  foi  F*^?^ 
petty  jurors,  and  it  is  entinly  with  the  afaariS'  or  clerk  of  tb( 
peace  to  determine  what  persons  shaU  be  sommoDed  at 
assizes  or  quarter  sessions  on  either  jury.  TIm  cooseqaenc* 
is  that,  in  many  places,  some  persona  are  aammooed  >l 
nearly  every  assize  or  sessions,  whilst  others  entirely  escape 
and  it  is  svidsnt  that  it  would  not  be  a  difficult  matter  for  < 
summoning  officer  to  pack  a  jury  on  an  important  tnsl.  1 
if  marvellous  that  an  objection  has  not  Men  at  some 's^ 
made  by  conned  that  the  jury  were  not  pniperly  impan 
died,  as  the  sheriff  ia  a  d^,  or  the  derk  of  the  peace  in  ■ 
borough,  has  ndther  a  jury  book  nor  anything  but  aluto 
voters  from  which  to  impanel  and  sunmons  the  jui^ 
Until  the  Municipal  Corporations  Act,  5  &  6  WiL  4,  c_7' 
s.  121,  these  places  seem  to  have  been  still  wesse  provide 
for  ;  but,  by  tbat  Act,  every  person  being  a  "  burgeaa"  of 
borough  (unless  exempted  by  the  before-mentioned  Act 
Qee.  4),  is  qualified  and  liable  to  aerre  on  jazia&    1^ 
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him  wen  not  bnifjMfM*  till  Augnst,  1869,  and  so  wtre  &ee 
btoi  leniag  on  Junes ;  but  a  statute  was  tiien  passed  (32  i 
33  Tict  c  55,  8.  U)  by  which  "  every  persou  '  of  fuU  age 
who  bat  occupied  a  house,  &&,  for  twUTe  moatht  is  made  a 
bngtss— so  tLit  the  ladies,  by  the  Migoint  operation  of 
^wse  Acts  ef  FatUament,  appear  now  to  be  qualified  and 
Mle  to  senne  on  juries.  The  subject  ought  to  be  taken  up 
joiing  the  coming  session,  and  provision  should  be  made 
thitjniy  lists  and  joiy  books  should  be  prepared,  settled, 
and  kept  in  cities  and  boroughs,  in  tiie  same  manuar  as  they 
m  reqoireil  to  be  prepared  for  countiea  by  the  Coun^ 
Jmiei  Act,  1825,  and  the  Amendment  Act.  25  ft  26  Vict.  c. 
W;  and  the  same  rsgolattons  should  ba  obaenred,  with 
Temct  to  summoning  jnries,  as  is  requisite  by  the  Juries 
i^im. X.  Y.  Z. 

FoRFErruBE»  FOR  Felony,  tui. 

Sir,— Will  you  kindly  inform  me  whether,  under  the  Act 
of  Vii  July,  1870,  the  Crown  has  still  the  power  to  deal 
with  the  properties  of  conricted  felons  by  way  of  confisca* 
tion  or  foReitnre,  ftc 

la  Jfory  SalFs  sow,  decided  before  Mr.  C!ommissioner 
Keir,  about  December  last,  he  directed  "that  the  costs  of 
thcnosecntion  should  be  defrayed  oat  of  the  money  found 
in  the  prisoner's  possession,  and  that  the  Secretarv  of  State 
h  written  to  as  to  the  disposal  of  the  remainder.' 

Qsoy— Whather,  under  certain  eiroumftaaoe^  the  Crown 
lu  diaaretionary  power  to  appropriate  the  property  of  a 
feltn  ftom  and  after  the  passing  of  the  said  Act,  or  does  that 
Act  akaolntely  bar  their  right,  &&?  Jx<iVl»MXtDO. 

UndoD,  Feb.  8. 


IBBLAgp. 

60LIC1TOBS'  BfiNEVOLKNT  SOCIETY. 
At  iaang«al  damur  of  this  society  waa  given  in  Uie 
4iniths)l  of  the  Bang'a-inna,  Hanrietto-straat>  DnUin,  on 
aScf  trening,  tha  Loid  Cfaancellor  presiding.  Upfrwds 
«f  t«o  tamdrsd  wore  present,  amongst  whom  were  Mr.  Jna- 
tefib|Rald,  Jodse  Hairiaon,  Mr.  Jottioe  Keogh,  Judge 
W>na,aie  Vioe>Cnancell»r,  Mr.  Seijeamt  Atmsbrong,  the 
HoaOlPlunkett,  Q.O.;  also  a  -laige  number  of  attorneys 
adioScHora,  and  of  members  of  beth  the  inner  and  outer 
kr. 

iAerthe  usual  loyal  toasts  had  been  ginn,  Sir  Btehard 
OnKa;ropesed  "The  Lord  ChanceHor  of  Ir«l«nd,  and  the 
iMtof  dw  bmeh  of  Ireland." 

n*  Ticb.Ohamcbi.ix)b,  in  responding,  said  he  netf  not 
»j  how  giatefbl  his  Iretbren  and  himself  felt  for  the  hearfy 
«sj  m  i^ddi  the  last  toast  had  just  been  reeeiTed.  There 
ns  ao  body  of  men  in  the  coun^  so  capable  of  forming  a 
JBt  estimate  of  the  way  in  which  they  discharged  their 
Intia  u  the  assemblage  that  now  filled  that  room.  It  was 
I  pood  thing  for  them  to  feel,  from  the  war  in  which  they 
ud  aeceUted  the  toast,  that  they  did  give  tnem  their  confl- 
taix.  He  bdierpd  nothing  would  tend  ao  mnch  to  the  due 
fschaige  of  Uieir  solemn  and  onerous  duties,  as  that  thev 
4bo(ild  matoally  possess  each  other's  eonlfidonce.  They  had 
ts  tliank  them  isr  Wing  recipients  of  their  hospitality,  and, 
lioTe  $31,  tiiay  rtnoieed  to  luve  been  invited  to  that  inan- 
{anl  dimicr  for  the  promotion  of  a  movement  firom  which 
fmt  advantagss  to  their  profession  would  flow. 

The  LoBD  Chancfxlok  said  he  had  now  to  give  the  toast 
<f  the  evaniag — **  The  Solicitom'  Benevolent  Sociefy,  and 
Bi^t  nospenty  attend  it."  He  had  not  believed  that  an 
MoaMage  so  brilliant  and  influential  as  he  saw  before  him 
(«dd  have  been  gathered  for  the  purpose.  He  eame  there, 
Mrinc  to  himself,  as  fiu'  as  he  could,  to  act  in  favour  of 
ftat  wtaiirable  object.  He  came  there  tct  the  purpose  of 
ksriag  that  done  in  Ireland  which  had  been  done  vear  after 
jcar  in  Enf^and,  where  the  chief  judges  of  the  land  attended 
t>  occaaons  precisely  like  that,  for  the  purpose  of  advancing 
•^JKti  azacUy  the  same  aa  theirs.  He  believed  thrir  asso- 
oitionhad  not  prospered  hitherto,  sinnily  because  it  had 
Mt  been  sufficiently  known.  He  came  there  that  night  also 
Wase  he  thought  that  the  two  branches  of  the  great  legal 
infosion  diouQ  stand  in  relations  of  amity  and  confidence 
tKvds  one  another ;  becauso  he  thought  that,  as  the  head 
I  <foBe  of  those  branches,  he  was  in  his  proper  place  when  he 
I  gi  there  to  promote  that  result  Those  two  branches,  in 
I  nopioion,  onj^t  not  to  be  amalgamated.  It  was  beat  for 
toe  conunnni^that  they  should  perform  separate  functions. 


The  experiment  had  been  tried  in  America,  and  had  grosti]y 
failed  ;  and  he  hoped  it  wsnld  never  be  tried  in  Irtwui  or 
England.  Ths  Bar  had  its  rewardi^  and  if  he  spoke  truth, 
he  should  say  it  had  the  lion's  share  of  the  rewards.  &ut  it 
had  also  bean  truly  said — 

"  Honour  and  shame  from  no  condition  rise ; 
Act  well  your  part,  there  all  the  huMor  lies." 
The  place  of  the  loHcitor  was  also  honoured,  responsible; 
and  vitally  important  to  sodsty  and  the  world.  He  waa  the 
man  inwhom  was  reposed  the  oMifidencs  of  iamilies ;  who  held 
the  moniments  in  which  the  titles  of  families  and  property 
sttbaistsd ;  and  who  receired  and  disborsed  large  sums  of 
moBsy  without  anything  ~t»  proteot  his  client,  except  his 
dieots  balief  is  his  int^rity.  He  was  a  man  to  whom  the 
most  delicate,  sacnt,  and  impsrtaat  affiirs  of  human  life 
were  tsusted.  His  psrition  was,  tiiesefore,  a  proud  one,  and 
Hm  body  to  which  he  belonged  had  no  reason  to  ke  jealous  of 
any  other.  Bnt,  like  other  human  associatioiM,  the  body 
of  the  solicitoH  was  liable  to  the  vidsaitndes  of  human  life 
— mors  liable^  them  than  the  other  branch  of  the  legal 
profession.  His  lordship  drew  fiMm  the  report  of  the 
sodsty  illustrations  of  the  extent  to  which  unforeseen  mis- 
fortune, sickness,  or  old  age,  had  reduced  most  respectable 
members  of  the  profession.  He  would  say  that  he  did  not 
think  their  duty  had  been  done  in  this  mattsr  heretofore. 
The  socie^  had  been  in  existence  seven  or  e^ht  year^!.  If 
tiie  other  brandi  of  the  intifassion  had  been  called  on,  thew 
would  have  most  willingly  sontriboted  to  its  funds.  And 
it  was  a  atiikingfoct  that,  although  there  were  1,200  solici- 
tors in  the  kingdom,  there  were  only  217  who  had  as  yet 
esntribated  anything  to  the  socie^.  That  was  itot  credi- 
table ;  but  hs  ooufloinitly  hoped  tliat  what  had  been  done 
that  nidit  wonid  change  all  that,  and  that  after  the  pub- 
lidty  wliich  the  aodetj  had  now  received  there  wsuld  not 
be  a  msmbsr  of  the  profession  in  Ireland  who  would  delay 
a  week  in  joining  it. 

Mr.  Bablow,  Vice-president  of  the  Society  of  Attorneys 
and  Solidters,  proposed  ' '  The  Bar  of  Ireland.''  ' 

The  ATiOBNBr-GKHZitAi.,  in  responding,  said  he  had  aU 
wavs  expressed  the  idea  that  while  the  members  «f  the  bar 
and  the  attwnsyii  and  solicitors  should  maJTitniii  towards 
each  other  an  attitods  of  complsts,  perfect,  and  manly  inde- 
pendeneei  there  shouU,  at  the  same  time,  exist  between  tiie 
two  professions— or,  mors  oorrectly  to  s«.piesa  liis  own  view, 
the  two  branches  of  the  same  iirofesdsa— relations  of  general 
intercourse  and  of  fraak  and  disinterested  friendship.  He 
WM  himself  ths  son  of  an  attomer ;  he  was  the  brother  of  ah 
attorney ;  he  was  the  brother-in-law  of  two  attorneys  ;  and 
he  had  a  son  who  had  annoonoed  his  intention  of  becoming 
an-  apprentice  to  the  deputy  chairman  of  the  Attorney? 
Society.  Under  tiiose  circumstances  it  was  not  too  much  for 
him  to  claim  ths  merit  of  sincerity  ^en  hs  expressed  bis 
gratification  a|4>eing  there,  snd  his  interest  in  theprosperity 
of  the  assooiatfon.  It  was  unpossibk  to  look  roona  the  room 
without  being  sstisfisd  that  the  time  for  doubt  sad  misgiving 
and  fear  had  passed  away,  and  that  the  future  eareer  of  the 
association  would  ba  a  briUiaut  success. 

Serjeant  Akkstbono  proposed  "  The  Health  of  the  Attor- 
neys and  Solicitors  of  Irshmd." 

Mr.  RocBE  responded. 

Sir  AiCHASD  Obpkn  proposed  "The  Healtii  of  the  Lord 
Chancellor. 

The  LoKD  Chakobllob,  in  replying,  remarked  that  he 
had  now— firrt,  during  his  practice  at  the  bar,  then  at  Kil- 
mainham,  then  in  the  Court  of  Common  Fleas,  aud  finally 
in  the  Court  of  Chauaery— had  a  long  experience  of  ths 
manner  in  which  attorneys  performed  their  onerous  duties, 
and  with  but  few — very  few — exceptions  he  had  reason  al- 
ways to  Miprove  of  the  gnat  zeal,  aoilH^,  and  energy  which 
tbjy  displayad  in  the  interest  of  their  cUents. 

The  proceedings  shortiy  afterwards  terminated. 


OBITVA&T- 


MR.  E.  A.  WILDE. 
The  death  of  Mr.  Edmund  Ardter  Wilde,  the  oldest  solidtor 
on  the  roll,  and  the  father  of  Lord  Penzance,  calls  for  more 
than  a  passing  notice  in  our  columns.  He  was  the  last  of  his 
generation  in  a  very  sinf^ilarly  distinguished  family ;  brother 
of  Lord  Chancellor  Truro  ;  father  of  Lord  Psnsanoe,  the 
present  judge  of  the  Court  of  Probate  and  Divoroo,  broQier 
also  of  the  late  Sir  John  Wilde,  who  was  Chief  Justioe  o£ 
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tlia  0>pe  of  (Stood  Hope  for  so  many  yean.  Mr, 
Edward  Aioher  WOde,  who  died  at  Brighton  on  the  lit  dT 
the  present  month,  in  the  eighty-fourth  ytaz  of  hie  axe, 
was  the  yoongest  <n  the  three  sons  of  Hr.  Thomas  Wilcb, 
solicitor,  of  Saffiton  Walden,  and  afterwards  of  Wanra^- 
nuare,  Xiondon.  He  eldest  hrotker,  John  Wilde,  want  to 
^ninity  College,  Oamhridge,  took  his  degree  there  and  dk- 
tingnished  himself  in  the  oUdaysof  Tohmtsenng, by  ndsiag, 
nndtr  himself  as  eolonal,  a  xeaiajkably  fine  ragimaot  Ctai 
the  dissolntion  of  the  oorpa,  soon  after  Booi^wrte  had 
been  sent  to  St.  Helena,  John  Wilde  was  prsseotsd 
with  the  ooloors.  EC*  next  taned  his  attention  to  ttie 
law,  resisting  invitation  to  the  profssaion  of  arms  whieh  his 
•oooess  as  a  Tolnntear  colonel  elicited  firen  the  powers 
that  ware.  He  sakaeqaantly  aecepted  a  ndssiim  to 
New  South  Wales,  as  Lord  C3iief  Jnstiae,  to  establish 
a  system  of  law  courts  th«e,  and  aoqnittad  hiasdf 
of  this  important  task  to  the  satisfaotiaa  alike  of  the 
GoTemmeot  and  the  colonists  So  well  waa  he  consideied 
to  have  done  his  wo^  that  he  was  asked  to  perfocm  the 
same  taak  at  the  Cape  ot  Good  Hope,  and  hsre,  being  now 
Sir  John  Wilde,  he  remained  for  a  kmg  period,  pieuding 
over  the  Cape  Jodicatare  as  Chief  Jaatioe.  The  Iiwgislative 
Assembly  of  that  colony,  at  length,  as  a  r«oo(pition  of  his 

Seatsenrices,  voted  him  his  foU  salary  as  a  nbring  pension, 
e  died  at  the  Cape  in  18fi». 

Of  Lord  Tmroi  the  second  brother,  Lord  Chancellor  friNi 
Jtma,  1850,  till  Febmaiy,  1852,  who  died  in  1865,  we  need 
say  nothing ;  the  legal  reader  is  folly  acquainted  with  his 
fune  and  merits. 

Mr.  R  A,  Wilde,  the  yoon^^  of  the  Uiree  sons,  was 
placed  oathe  roll  of  soUatccs  in  1810,  and  for  manyyean 
was  the  senior  partner  of  the  weU>known  firm  of  wilde^ 
Bees,  Hnmphre^,  ft  Wilde,  of  21,  CoUege-hilL  He  was  one 
of  the  most  active  oripnatota  of  the  liaw  Institntian,  and, 
in  company  with  Mr.B.  Holker  and  others,  generooslyrelin- 
qnishea  his  shares  in  cider  to  relieve  the  aooiety  omT  the 
tfiaractar  of  a  joint-stock  company.  Ue  was  for  many  year* 
■olioitor  to  the  Boyal  College  of  Surgeons,  and  also  served 
tite  office  «f  sheriff  of  TinTid5n.  The  antiring  and  conscieo* 
tiona  energy  with  which  he  diaehaiRed  the  dvtiss  of  the  bttsr 
cffioe  are  well  remembered.  As  a  lawyer  the  attributes  of 
hit  mind  were  very  fluently  oomfared  to  those  of  his 
liiother,  Lord  Tmro ;  ha  was  certainly  endowed  with  the 
won^  deameas  and  keen  shrewdness  br  which  both  Laid 
QVuro  and  Lord  Pensance  have  been  nistingnished.  He 
married,  in  1808,  Marianne,  the  eldest  dangMer  of  William 
Konis,  M.D.  His  eldest  son,  Mr.  Charlss  Norria  WiUt, 
■oUcitor,  and  registrar  in  luaaey,  married  a  danyhter  of 
Lord  Tmro.  Another  son,  Major-Gkoeral  Sir  Alfied 
momas  Wilde,  E.C.B.,  aS.L,  distmgnished  himself  in  tha 
fnniaub  wars,  and  during  the  Indian  Mutiny  at  Delhi  and 
liucknow. 

MR.  WILLIAM  HAYES. 
Mr.  William  Hayes,  of  Lincoln's-inn,  barrister-at-law, 
who  died  on  the  31st  ult,  was  the  Senior  Conveyancing 
Counsel  to  the  Court  of  Chanooy,  and  one  of  the  first,  u 
not  t/u  first,  real  property  lawyer  of  his  dav.  He  com- 
menced practice  in  1813,  as  a  oonveysneer  under  the  bar— 
a  class  of  practitionen  once  very  lai^e,  of  which  scarcely 
any  are  left  nowadays.  In  1818  he  was  called  to  the  bsf. 
The  business  of  a  conveyancer  is  so  quiet  and  nnobtrorive 
that  few  persons  beyond  the  pale  of  the  legal  profession 
are  aware  of  the  great  reputabon  which  Mr.  Hayes  had 
acquired.  He  be<ame  thoroughlv  versed  in  real  property 
law  at  a  time  whuo  real  proper^  law  was  far  more  com- 
plicated than  it  is  now.  The  law  he  had  at  his  fingers' 
ends ;  but  he  was  very  far  from  being  one  of  those  lawyers 
of  whom  we  sometimes  read,  who  revel  in  technicality  and 
intricacy  for  their  own  sake.  He  was,  indeed,  a  master  of 
the  nicest  subtleties  of  the  law,  but,  as  his  biographer  in 
the  Times  has  truly  said — ^"A  shrewd  and  genial  worldly 
wisdom  was  always  at  hand  to  inform  imd  guide  hu 
professional  judgment ;  his  subtlety  was  controlled  by  a 
tact  and  discretion  whieh  prevented  him  from  ever  de- 
generating into  crotchets."  He  was  a  scholar  and  a  gentle- 
man. His  dry  and  happy  vein  of  humour  is  well  known 
to  those  who  have  hod  the  pleasure  of  being  associated 
with  him ;  it  seemed  peculiarly  well  associated  with  hia 
clear  and  accurate  habits  of  mind.  He  contributed 
a  good  deal  to  legal  Uteratnre,  the  best  known  of  his 
works  being,  perhaps,  his  Elements  of  Conveyancing, 
The  last  occasion  on  wliioh  anything  from  his  pen  appeared 


in  onr  oolnms  was  when  he  addressed  himselij  in  nfliv  t 
lengthy  letter,  to  a  oomment  upon  some  propcsitkninspNt. 
ing  primof  Mitore,  advanced  by  Sir  Oeone  Bowser  in  tk 
Times.  Mr.  Hayes  was  ednoated  at  the  Chsrterfaoan,  mi 
was  a  great  walker,  retaining  his  pedestrian  powen  mtil 
quite  reosntly.  We  understand  that  the  vseanc;  in  th« 
number  of  ule  conveyancing  connselistobefilledhythiip- 
pointment  of  Mr.  WaW,  the  editor  of  ' '  Daridson't  Fteet, 
dsnts." 

MR.H.STALMAN. 
Mr.  Henry  Stalman,  bairiater-at-Iaw,  died  at  hit  nsdaoe 
in  St.  Oeotge's-road,  Pimlieo,  on  the  81st  of  January,  in  flu 
75ih  year  M  his  age.  Mr.  Stalman  was  called  to  the  Iwit 
the  Inner  Temple,  in  November,  1828,  and  has  pnctJiedM 
an  equity  draughtsman  and  conveyancer. 


Mr.  A.  PHILLIPS. 

Mr.  Augustus  Phillips,  barrister-at-law,  expired  at  Dvnr, 
on  the  S7w  of  January.  He  was  a  nephew  of  the  lite  Ad- 
miral Sir  Edward  Berry,  K.C.B.,  and  waa  called  tothtlat 
at  tha  Duar  Temple,  in  November,  1851. 


MCUTIES  AHS  IHSTITUTIOVS. 

MANCHESTER   LAW   ASSOCIATION. 
RnroBT  of  the  ComnrBt  for  the  Tear  1870.    Freseoted 

to   the   Annual   Meeting,    held   on    Friday,  the  13& 

January,  1871. 

The  increitfed  claima  upon  the  inoome  of  the  associstifiii 
during  the  laat  two  ye*"  has  rendered  it  neoensiy  ior 
your  committee  to  lell  out  a  portion  of  the  fhnds  inviited 
in  Console,  smd  to  make  use  of  the  dividends  iriiich  had 
•OMimnlatad  thereon.  The  troasmer'a  aeooanis,  wStk 
these  addiUflsM,  show  a  balaaoe  in  hand  of  440  6s.  Ud. 
Hie  ainount  of  stock  at  present  held  in  traat  for  the  tsn- 
oiatiai  is  £772  Us.  8d. 

During  the  past  session  many  bill*  olaisMd  the  attsotjos 
of  yoor  committee.  Of  those  iriiidh  aabseqoently  becine 
law  the  following  des«rre  speeial  notice. 

Stamps  SM  Ltaiet  Act  ^3  i  SiVitt,  «.  UJ' 
The  judgment  at  the  Court  of  Exoheqner,  in  the  oaie  o( 
Boulton  V.  Commifimtrt  of  Inland  Sevmtu,  having  decided 
in  &vonr  of  the  claim  made  by  the  latter  to  impose  a  3Se. 
■tan^  in  addition  to  the  ad  valorem  duty,  in  case  oC  leasts 
oontainhic  building  covenants,  your  oonunittee  immeitistriy 
memariauaed  the  Chuicellor  of  the  Exchequer  at  oMe  to 
introduce  a  bill  for  oonfirming  the  stamps  on  existing 
leases,  and  ezempting  future  leases  from  the  additioitti 
duty,  andaftawardst«bringin,atase*rly»periodaswu 
oonaistent  vrith  its  doe  preparation,  »  bill  for  the  genoal 
consolidation  of  the  stamp  laws. 

Your  oommittee  also  called  the  attention  of  the  varioiu 
law  societies  in  the  kingdom  to  the  sdbjeot,  and  corn- 
apcnded  vrith  them,  and  with  several  members  of  the  Oo- 
vemment  and  of  Parliament  The  views  of  .your  associatioa 
and  the  proi^ssion  were  ably  advocated  in  the  House  by 
the  Honourable  Robert  Bonrke,  Mr.  Dodds,  and  othert, 
until  after  some  delay,  and  an  attempt  by  the  Cbaoc»Uar 
of  the  Exchequer  to  subject  saoh  leaaea  to  an  additional 
10s.  duty,  wUoh  waa  snooeaafnlly  resisted,  the  bill  which 
had  been  brought  in  by  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
waa  modified  in  conformity  with  the  opinion  of  the  pnfes- 
sion,  and  its  provisions,  ao  far  «a  r^jarda  fntore  lesso, 
ware  aubsequently  embodied  in  seotum  86,  par.  3,  of  the 
general  Stamp  Act. 

Stamp  Dutiet  Mt  fZi  i  34  VtcL  e.  91  J. 
On  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  bringing  in,  at  s 
later  period  of  the  seesiun,  his  bill  for  oonaolidating  ^ 
■tamp  laws,  your  president  wrote  to  him  stating  the  views 
of  the  committee  on  the  meet  important  points  of  the  biU. 
These  observations  were  afterwards  put  in  the  shape  of 
suggestions  on  the  bill,  and  prints  were  sent  to  the  Clun- 
oellor  of  the  Exchequer,  to  the  members  of  the  associatioa. 
to  other  law  societies  and  to  members  of  Parliament  sad 
others  taking  an  intereat  in  the  sabjeot.  The  Aot,  ■■'■<*( 
other  alteri^ona,  abolishes  the  progiessiTe  duty,  and 
reduces  the  deed  stamp  from  36s.  to  lOs.  It  imxessss, 
however,  the  duties  on  oonveyanoes  in  ieo  on  ohiaC  Met. 
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Jttonuvt  mul  BoKeitorf  Rtmaim-atitn  Act  fZZ  #  34 
net.  e.  asj. 

Thii  Act  makes  a  material  ohange  ia  the  law  aa  to  the 
i«mmeiatK«  ef  tlie  profeasion.  It  ptorides  that  the 
remimention  of  attoraeya  and  ■oUciton  for  past  or  ftitoia 
lemoei  may  be  fixed  by  agreement  in  writing,  either  by 
onmiaioa,  Ralary,  or  a  groMBum,  bntaBreqMOtsbnaineaa 
inan  utioDorB^t  the  amonnt  agreed  on  shall  not  be 
receiTed  nntU  the  agreement  haa  been  allowed  by  a  taxing 
gISoer.  Fraririone  is  agreeasents  reUaringihe  attorney 
ivm  responsifcOiiy  for  negligence,  or  otherwise,  are  made 
roid. 

No  action  or  snit  may  be  bronght  upon  any  agreement, 
at  prarinon  is  made  for  enfordng  them  by  the  Coarts, 
iho  have  also  power  to  set  aside  or  reopen  improper  agree. 
seDts.  Secarity  may  be  talcen  for  fUore  ooata,  and  in- 
oeet  may  be  allowed,  on  taxation,  on  diabnisementB. 
QieAataiaoempoweni  taxing  ofKoeni  to  hare  regard  to 
it  (kill,  labour,  and  responsibility  involredi  a  power, 
lUoh  if  &iriy  axerotaed  will,  it  is  htqud,  be  found  to 
gelera  great  and  just  boon  upon  the  profeaaon.  It  also 
sables  solicitorB  to  act  as  proctors  in  any  eooleaiastical 
onrt  other  than  the  {nroTinoial  courts  of  Canterbury  and 
rork,  and  tlie  diooeaan  ooort  of  Londoa.  It  is  still  under 
be  coBSidendon  of  yoor  sommittee,  in  ooojanotion  with 
be  Iioarpecated  Law  Society  and  ike  Metn^olitan  and 
'Kmneial  Law  Asanoiation,  whether  a  par  oentage  scale 
■a  be  fixed  appUoable  to  ordinary  aaja  and  mortgage 
lueaotiODB. 

VnXtrfitd  mmun'i  Jttptrtj/  Act  ^33  #  34  Fiet.  e.  93>. 

Eisfita  that  tba  ««mingw  of  a  maxried  woman  shall  be 
w  tofaaia  piopMiy,  that  she  may  hold  deposits  in 
xiagi-banks,  monety  in  the  funda,  and  shares,  stock,  or 
iakeatiiTee  to  which  no  liability  is  attached.  Personal 
WV^t  sot  exceeding  £300,  ooming  to.a  woman  married 
itetti*  passing  of  *he  Act,  and  the  rents  of  real  estate 
itiieDdiig  to  her,  a*e  to  belong  to  her  for  her  separata 
m  Tbe  light  to  sae  in  their  own  names  for  earnings  or 
a^mtr  prwietty  ia  girwi  to  married  women.  On  the 
<^lMai,  nnabandB  are  relieved  from  liability  for  their 
*!*>'  wts  confaraeted  beEore  marriage^  and  mwried 
WDBCB  bmng  separate  property  are  made  liable  for  tlie 
''«''«waiice  or  their  hnsbands  and  children. 

Of  lie  billa  which  did  not  reeeiTe  the  sancticm  of  Farlia. 
■MU  nferenoe  may  be  made  to  the  following. 

ZWsN«/>r  of  Land  Bill. 
Tbii  bin,  whioh  waa  introduced  by  the  Lord  ChanoelU>r, 
npoaed  to  eoEoroe  a  compnlsoiy  system  of  registration, 
eieguilsBalee  in  fee,  after  the  ezpirataon  of  two  years; 
'  jnposiUon  which  your  committee  would  have  felt 
<viiil  to  qjipose.    The  bill,  however,  was  not  proceeded 

rith. 

Bigi  Cturt  of  Juttiee  BiU,—ApptUat*  Jwitdietiou  Sill. 
These  bills,  the  general  nature  of  which  was  explained 
J^  Lord  Cbanoellor  befbre  the  commencement  of  the 
■Jon,  to  the  deputation  who  waited  upon  him  as  men- 
oMd  in  the  last  report,  embodied  the  first  attempt  to 
>R7  mt  the  reoommendationa  contained  in  the  first  re- 
nt of  the  Jodicatore  CommiaaionetB. 
ift«  oonddarable  disonssion  the  bills  were  withdrawn, 
loidertbattheiriiolesnbieot  might  be  dealt  with  in  a 
xre  canplste  and  satisfactory  manner. 

J^iiiaitiire  Commiition. — Oounti/  Courti  Quettioiu. 
A  meeting  of  reineaentatires  of  several  provincial  law 
""^"jJais  was  held  in  Manoheater,  early  in  the  year, 
>^n>><W  the  qoeations  on  county  courts  issued  by  the 
'"^>tare  CommisBioners.  Yonr  committee,  feeling 
ixAitfol  whether  the  association  would  be  able  to  oononr 
>raiie  of  the  views  expressed  in  the  joint  answers  propoaed 
IM  made  by  the  Liverpool,  Birmingham,  lioeds,  and  New- 
*«  Iaw  Sodeties,  prepared  separate  replies  to  the  com- 
■anen^  qoestions ;  prints  of  these  answers  were  sent, 
jp^ba  with  Qm  proposed  joint  answers,  to  each  member 
■^  Msrifisliuii,  and  were  submitted  to  a  meeting 
■ueManriatioiL  The  replies  prepared  by  the  committee 
l^^i^optad by  the  association,  and  forwarded  to  the  com- 
"■we™,  who  afterwards  invited  deputations  from  the 
^  law  aocisties  to  attend  and  give  their  opinion  before 
f^^iUaosn  on  the  subject  Your  prnrident  and  Mr. 
^*«tt  accordingly  leptesented  the  assodation,  and  were 
Mt,  aUdMiflo,  by  depntiea  from  the  Liretpool,  Newcastle, 


Leeds  and  Birmingham  Societies.  The  membets  of  the 
several  deputations  assembled  together  previonsly  to  being 
examined  oy  the  oomoiissionert,  and  agreed  upon  the  fbl- 
lowing  resolutions,  wfaidi  they  Ittuded  in  to  (he  commis- 
sioners. 

Ck^y  Hssolntions : — 
**  That  in  the  event  of  a  Supreme  or  fiigh  Court  being 
estabUdied,  it  is  dasiiable  that  the  conaty  courts  should  be 
attached  to  and  ktm  snbotdinate  members  or  branches  of 
lhatoo«ixt. 

"  That  then  shonld  be  a  class  of  oases  of  olaiau  for  debt 
and  daniages  for  £5,  and  in  whudi  then  should  be  no 
plesduigs,  no  fees  allowed  for  prtrfessiooal  aosistance,  and  no 
notice  of  defence  required. 

"  That  there  ahonld  be  a  aecend  class  of  casas  <rf  claims 
for  d^  and  daniages  from  £5  up  to  £60,  and  for  the  re- 
covery of  real  property  (including  qvastioBS  of  title) ,  of  the 
aaniuu  value  of  £6,  the  present  jurisdiction  of  the  county 
oottctM  both  in  trespass  and  enactment  relating  to  mxmmty 
of  higher  value,  but  not  involving  questions  of  title,  Dttng 
still  maintained.  The  process  ahonid  extend  over  all  Eng- 
Und,  and  there  should  be  no  pleadings,  but  particulars  of 
the  ^aintifTs  demand  and  notice  of  all  defences,  whether 
special  or  otherwise,  ahonld  be  delivered,  and  profossional 
oosts  allowed  on  a  graduated  scale,  according  to  the  amount 
reoovored.  We  suggest  one  scale  under  £20,  and  another 
under  £50. 

"  That  all  caaee  not  included  in  the  two  preceding  claaass 
shall  form  a  Qiird  class. 

"  Tbat  all  oases  in  the  first  class  shall  be  tried  before  the 
registrar,  with  power  to  either  party,  in  dispoted  cases,  to 
have  the  case  tried  before  a  judge. 

"  That  in  the  second  class  of  cases  there  should  be  a  trial 
betore  ttte  county  court  jndg&,  with  power  to  either  of  the 
parties  to  require  a  jury.  The  power  to  give  time  for  pay- 
ment of  ths  claim  by  instalments  should  be  limited  to  debts 
not  exceeding  £10. 

«  That  there  should  be  no  appeal  in  the  first  class  of  cases 
but  an  appsal  m  the  second  olasa  to  ths  Supreme  or  High 
Oonrt,  and  that  audi  appeal  should  be  on  a  case  settied  by 
tiie  judge,  by  the  oonaent  of  the  patties,  or  on  shorthand 
writen'  notes. 

"That  in  the  third  olaas  of  eases  proeessbe  issued,  and  all 
inlsrloeatory  proceedings  taken  in  Am  local  oonit,  with 
power  to  cither  party  to  remore  the  same  to  the  Supreme  or 
High  Court,  and  that  the  pleadings  in  this  class  be  the 
same  aa  in  the  superior  eourt,  ana  the  tfial  beftere  the 
iadges  of  the  same  court,  unless  the  parties  agree  otherwise. 
The  coats  to  be  on  ths  present  scale  as  in  the  superior 
oourts. 

"  In  our-jndgment  the  present  scale  of  county  court  fees 
is  much  too  high.  We  see  no  reason  why  the  foe  onissoing 
the  first-process  shonld  be  mcnre  than  6s.,  as  now  charged  in 
the  superior  court.  In  cases  of  judgment  by  defiiult  there 
should  be  a  further  fee  of  about  the  same  amount,  and  the 
ad  valorem  tte  only  be  charged  on  cases  whioh  are  tried." 

Before  the  commissioners,  your  president  and  Mr.  Cobbett 
urged  that  on  an  amalgamation  of  the  courts  writs 
shonld  be  issued,  and  preliminary  proceedings  taken  in  the 
local  court  in  the  county,  with  a  power  of  removal,  as  of 
course,  in  higher  class  cases  to  London,  and  in  cases  under 
£60  on  caose  shown,  but  tiiat  this  removal  should  be  to 
Lonckni,  whrae  the  profession  have  regular  agents,  and  not 
to  a  oirouit  registry. 

Common  PUat  at  Zaneatter. 
Some  amendments  appearing  desirable  in  the  rules  of  this 
court,  your  committee,  in  conjunction  with  the  law  societies 
of  Liverpool  and  Preaton,  after  diacussins;  the  proposed 
alterations  with  tiie  Attorney-General  of  ue  Duchy,  suc- 
ceeded in  obtaining  the  approval  of  the  judges  to  the  modi- 
fications whioh  were  suggested.  Other  alterstions  extend- 
ing the  power  of  the  prothenotariea  and  lessening  the 
facilities  of  appeal  were  proposed,  but  in  the  present  state 
of  the  oourt  in  this  city  your  committee  could  nut  coincide 
in  them,  and  got  them  withdrawn. 

CKanctry  of  Laneathire. 
At  the  request  of  the  Preston  Law  Society  your  committee 
have  joined  them  in  memorializing  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Duchy  to  substitute  for  the  half,  fee  scale  which  has  recenUy 
been  adopted  in  this  court  a  rimilar  allowance  to  that 
provided  oy  the  lower  scale  of  the  High  Court,  and  a 
oeputetion  from  the  two  societies  had  an  interriew  with  the 
Vice-ChaBoeUor  on  the  occasion  of  the  last  sitting  of  the 
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Court  in  Manohsttor.  Th«  Vioe-Chanoellor  aanited  the 
depatation  that  his  own  •TinnathiM  were  in.iaToiir  of  a 
proper  renranatation  to  aolioiwra,  and  the  subject  ia  now 
under  the  coaiidaratiaD  of  the  Chaneallor. 

Qfiai  tf  CUrk  »f  tht  Ptaee. 
The  attention  of  jrour  oommittae  havin*  heea  called  1>y 
the  Incorporated  Law  Sooiaty  of  Iii*arpooT  to  the  fact  that 
the  preaent  bolder  of  the  otioe  of  Cleric  of  the  Peace  for  the 
CouDtj  of  Lancaiter  ia  not  only  not  a  profeedonal  man,  but 
residet  at  a  distance  from  the  county,  and  that  the  duties  of 
the  office  are  wholly  diachanad  by  deputy,  your  committee, 
in  conjunction  with  the  Ureriwol  Society,  presented  a 
memorial  to  the  Chancellor  of  we  Duchy,  urging  tbat  on 
the  occurrence  of  a  raoaney  in  the  office,  the  county  should 
be  divided  into  tlwee  diatriots,  and  that  a  clerk  of  ^e  peace 
should  be  appointed  for  each  division,  who  should  have  his 
office  at  some  oonTomnt  place  within  his  district.  A  bill 
for  effecting  the  change  was  introduced  into  the  House  «f 
Lords  by  the  Chancellor  of  the  Duchy,  but  too  late  to  be- 
come law  during  the  ssssion. 

Preliminary  Sxaminationt. 
The  local  examinations  of  oandidatea  previous  to  artidea 
have,  as  before,  been  held  ia  Manchester  during  the  year, 
nnder  the  auperintendenoe  ol  memben  of  your  association, 
recommended  by  the  oomaaittee. 

MitropcUtoH  and  Provineial  Laic  Aujeiation. 
A  deputation  from  your  association  attended,  as  usual,  the 
annual  provincial  meeting  of  ttie  above  association,  which 
was  held  at  Bristol,  in  the  month  of  October,  under  the 
presideney  of  one  of  the  ez -presidents  of  your  association, 
Ur.  Beever,  who  ia  the  preauit  chairman  of  the  Metropo- 
litan and  Provincial  Assodatioa.  The  meeting  was  nume- 
rously attended,  and  sevenl  p^Mts  of  interest  were  read 
and  discussed.  The  next  meeting  waa  fixed  to  be  held  at 
Nawcastle^on-Tyne. 

ItieerptratioH  of  the  Auoeiation. 

Drafts  of  the  momorandnm  and  arttdea  of  association  of 
the  proposed  Inoorporated  Sodety,  irtiioh  had  been  prepared 
with  as  little  change  in  the  existing  rulee  and  constitution 
of  the  association  as  the  requirements  of  the  Board  of 
Trade  and  the  Acta  of  Parliament  would  permit,  were  sub- 
mitted  to  a  special  gsaeral  mseting  of  the  aasodation,  aad 
it  was  unanimously  resolved  to  incorporate  the  aaaodation 
under  the  28rd  section  of  the  Companies  Act,  1867,  b^  tts 
name  of  the  "  Manehester  Incorporated  Law  Assoeiatioa," 
and  to  adopt  the  draft  memonadum  and  artidea  of  aasoda- 
tion  in  liea  of  the  exiatiag  roles.  The  approval  of  the 
Board  of  Trade  has  since  been  obtained  of  the  memoraadom 
and  artides,  and  the  reqointe  ttepa  for  oompletiag  the  act 
of  inmnoration  will  be  immediately  taken. 

The  followiag  geatlemen  were  elected  the  ofBcars  and 
committee  of  the  aasooiatioB  for  the  ensuiag  year :— Pren- 
dent,  Mr.  John  Cooper;  Vioe-PreBdenta,  Messrs.  Wm. 
Harper,  J.  A.  Petty;  Treasurer,  Mr.  James  Street; 
Honorary  Secretary,  Mr.  S.  Onwin ;  Chairman  oi  Commit- 
tee, Mr.  W.  H.  Guest;  Deputy-Chairman,  Mr.  Jamea 
Barrow ;  Committee,  Messrs.  1.  P.  Aston,  Thomas  Bakes, 
James  Bartow,  J.  F.  Beever,  James  Bond,  Qeorge  Brett, 
Thomas  aaye,  B.  B.  B.  Cobbett,  R.  D.  Darbiahire,  W.  H. 
Ouest,  J.  N.  K.  Orover.  T.  Gknndy  (Omady  &  Coulaon), 
6.  Heelis,  R.  O.  Hinnell,  Thomaa  Holden,  Thomas  Jt^eoa, 
J.  F.  Milne,  Jamea  Parry,  J.  B.  Fayae,  John  Peacock. 
Richard  Radfoid,  Oeorge  Thorley,  J.  L.  Vaughan,  W.  L. 
WeUh,  O.  F.  Wharton,  E.  Whitworth,  O.  B.  VVithington. 
M.  Bateson  Wood,  Henry  Wood,  Percy  Woolley. 


LFVEBPOOL  LAW  STUDENTS'  DEBATING 
SOOUBTY.  . 
.\t  a  meeting  of  this  sodety,  held  on  the  2nd  instant,  at 
the  Liverpool  Law  Library,  Mr.  Gregory  in  the  chair,  a 
pwper  was  read  by  Mr.  A.  W.  Townsend,  solicitor,  entitled, 
*'  Forendc  Casidstry."  A  discussion  afterwards  took  place 
on  the  subject,  in  which  several  of  the  memben  present  took 
part.  Mr.  M.  P.  Jones,  solidtor,  then  moved,  "  That  the 
society  congratulate  lit.  Seddon  B.  Smith  upon  having 
gained  the  Clifford's  Inn  Prize  in  Hicbaelmai  Term  last, 
and  the  high  distinction  he  has  brought  upon  himsdf  and 
the  sodety  to  which  he  belongs."  T&.  Badcliffe  W.  Smith 
seconded  the  motion,  which  was  unanimously  carried.  A 
vote  of  thanks  to  Mr.  Townsend  for  his  paper  condaded  the 
bosinees  of  the  evening. 


LAW  STUDENTS'  DEBATING  SOCimT. 

At  the  meeting  of  this  sodety,  hdd  on  Tuesday,  tht  7th 
inst.,  the  questien  diaeossed  was  No.  M7,  lq^>-"A., 
having  rtcatved  money  from  a  third  penin  to  be  afpro- 
priated  to  tha  uae  of  a  married  woman,  wrote,  telling  to 
that  he  held  the  money  at  her  disposaL  Tki  wife  died, 
and  subsequently  tiie  husband,  without  tha  mousy  having 
been  paid  over.  Is  A.  liable  in  an  action  bnwght  fx 
recovery  of  the  amount  ba  the  administrator  of  the  wife  ■" 
Mr.  Hargreavea  ^tennd  the  debate  ia  the  affiroatiTt,  <m 
which  aide  the  queation  was  decided  by  a  largs  ■mi^'q. 


AMEBICAN  DITORCE  LAW. 
Indiana  Drvoacas. 

Tha  Uwsof  Indiana  are  not  mora  favourUe  to  u  pvu 
divorcee  than  are  those  of  aome  other  atatea.  At  one  tinn 
probaUy  they  were,*  and  thia  circuoatanoa,  and  Um  tod- 
dental  notoriety  of  soma  Imrtanoea  in  which  iadividiuli 
have  obtaiaad  diToross  in  the  courts  of  Indisna,  baie 
given  rise  to  an  impression  that  the  marriage  rda(ios  ii 
more  easily  sundered  in  that  state  than  daewbere.  The 
inqvession  ia  not  well-fonndad ;  this  muek,  however,  ii 
true,  thiA  Indiana  is  one  of  anumber  of  the  slates  of  the 
Union  in  whioh  a  lagal  diasolntion  of  a^marriage  mi; 
be  obtaiaad  for  a  variety  of  causes  bendes  ahsolnte 
marital  nnfaithftilnww,  and  by  meana  of  proceedingi 
wfaidi  do  not  always  involve  nutioa  that  they  ire  in 
progress  to  the  partyto  be  affected.  We  proposs  to tshe 
the  divorce  laws  of  Indiana  aa  a  repreaaatative  or  type  of 
the  systems  6f  legislation  prevailing  in  many  jarisdictjons 
on  tJie  sub^eoti  of  div«roe,  with  a  viair  of  axplaiain;  the 
legal  priBdidea  on  whioh  the  validity  and  operatloa  of  s 
deoraa  obtained  in  one  atate  is  to  be  datarmined  wfaaa  itii 
presentad  in  the  oanrts  of  another. 

By  tha  present  law  of  Indiana  a  petition  for  a  di««ni 
mav  be  filed  br  any  parson,  who,  at  the  time  of  filing  nik 
peiatioa,  ahall  hava  Itaena  honafiit  naident  Of  tbe  itils 
one  year  previous  to  the  filing  of  the  stune,  and  a  reiidtit 
of  tha  Oounty  at  the  time  oi  ue  filing  snoh  petition.  Sich 
botm  JUt  reaidenoa  must  ba  duly  proved  to  the  satiifartiea 
of  tiie  Court  (2  Rev.  Stat  284,  sect.  6  ;  aa  amended,  Sm. 
Acts,  1869,  108.  sect.  I ;  same  stac,  2  Oav.  &  H.,  SSm. 

Divorces  may  be  decreed  npon  tha  application  or  tts 
ii^urad  party  for  tha  foUoiwing  oaaaes : — 

1.  Aaultcvy  ;  with  axoaption  of  oaaaa  where  defnce  of 
connivance,  oondonation,  or  recrimination,  is  established. 

2.  "  Impotanoy." 

3.  ' '  AMndonment  tor  one  year." 

4.  "  Cmel  treatment  of  dther  party  by  the  other." 

5.  "  HaUtual  drunkanness  of  dthar  pvtyi  or  the  fulnie 
of  tJia  husband  to  make  reasonable  providon  fi>r  hislhiDilj- 

6.  Conviction  of  in&monsorime. 

7.  "Any  other  causa  for  which  tha  Court  shall  deem  it 
proper  that  a  divoroashooldba  granted"  (Id.,  sect.  7). 

Ifitappear  •<  by  the  affidavit  of  a  disinterested  pencn, 
orby  theretumoftha  ofitoer"  .  .  .  "  iJiat  the  defn- 
dant  is  not  a  resident  of  this  state,"  the  oleric  of  the  coon 
is  required  to  give  notice  of  the  pendenoy  of  the  pe^ti<" 
by  publication  for  three  weeka  in  a  weeUy  newspaper, 
&c.  (Id.,  sect  11). 

No  decree  of  divorce  can  be  rendered  on  da£»ult  without 
proof  (Id.,  aeot.  18).  And,  whenever  a  petatioa  for  divofte 
remaioa  undefended,  it  is  the  duty  of  the  public  praaeentisg 
attomegr  to  appear  and  resist  the  prooeedingf  (Id.,  sect  !*>• 

The  (Ustinonon  recognised  in  several  of  the  states  betveeo 

*  There  was  a  period  during  which  no 
required  from  a  petitioner  for  divoroe  in  ■■■»i... ,  .— ■  ; 
the  time  of  applying  waa  enough:  and  thia  gave  great  boh^ 
to  a{q[ilicants  from  other  state*.  Now,  however,  a  preTio«<  <*^ 
Jide  residence  oi  a  year  is  requisite. 

t  This  provision  rests  upon  the  ground  that  the  Govennuffl' 
of  the  state  is  interested  in  the  prooeedings,  so  to  •*  to  '»<' 
preaiution  against  the  obtaining  divoraea  by  coUnsion.  It  "^ 
only  have  been  passed  because  the  state  haa  aome  interest  in  tte 
status  of  tbo  citizen;  because  peraons  not  before  tbe  Ckmit  viUK 
affected  by  its  action  in  the  premises ;  beoaaae  public  ^pw*? 
requires  that  Oovemment  diail  exercise  some  control  in  nfeien^ 
to  this  rdation  in  life  {Seott  v.  Settt,  17  Ind.,  309). 

But  the  oniission  of  the  prosecuting  attorney  to  inteijoK  « 
defence,  is  not  a  ground  for  reversmg  a  judgment  of  oivomi 
otherwise  regular.  The  statute  directs  him  to  i^psar,  l)"* '' 
does  not  say  the  Court  shall  nut  proceed  if  he  fills  to  sif^** 
iGr*tH  V.  Grten,  7  Ind.,  113). 


iTiona  residnce  v** 
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diranei  <  finciilt  and  thoM  a  tnttua  it  than,  il  not  m*in- 
tibed  ii  Indus ;  nor  ia  the  reatriotion  of  the  maniage  re> 
Utioa  oootinaed  u  req>ects  the  party  for  whoae  iiralt  the 
disoliitioo  il  decreed.  Bat  the  dlvoroe  of  one  party  fhlly 
tedm  the  mairiaga  oontract  aa  to  both  *  (2  uav.  &  H., 
jSO,  i6et.lt> 

Vim  a  diTOioa  haa  been  obtained  under  theae  pro- 
Toiaoi,  without  other  notSoe  to  the  defendant  thaa 
pnbHoatiaa  ia  a  newap^wr,  ilie  defendant  may,  for  proper 
(MH  AowD,  hare  the  judgment  (mened  ao  foraa  relatea  to 
the  duUrea  or  to  the  allowanoe  of  alimony  and  the  dia- 
jxatl  of  prmietijr ;  bat  the  diaaolntion  ef  the  marriage 
(timot  be  raoonaidered. 

The  powwof  the  Legialatare  of  the  atata  to  preaoribe 
tiieM  groBndi  and  methoda  of  divoroe  haa  been  aerionaly 
aiidcMididlTO(niaidared,ao&raareepeot8  theraUditraoa 
openiion  of  the  judgment  within  the  aiate,  in  a  number  of 
CUM.  One  objection  urged  haa  been,  that  marria^  ia  a 
costnet,  and  la  such  ia  protected  against  state  legislation 
bjtheConititBtion  of  the  United  Statea.  But  it  ia  held 
tut  the  prohibition  of  Uwa  impairing  the  obligation  of 
eoouMia  doea  not  prohibit  the  statea  from  passing  general 
hwi  uthorinng  diroroea,  if  they  do  not  paM  b^ond  the 
ligfatiof  their  own  oitizans  and  act  upon  the  righta  of 
citizens  of  other  atatea  {Tolm  t.  ToUH,  2  Blaokf.,  407). 
Cletriy,  the  marriage  relation  on^^t  to  be  diatinguiahed 
from  ordmaiy  oontraota.  Some  confuaion  haa  arisen  from 
cmfooDdiiig  the  oootraot  to  marry,  with  the  marriage 
nUtion  ita^.  And  stiU  more  ia  engendered  by  regarding 
hiibud  and  wife  aa  atriotly  partiea  to  a  snb&ting  con* 
tnet  At  common  law,  marriage,  aa  a  ttattu,  h»A  (ew 
etemoiti  of  oontra<ot  about  it.  For  inatanoe ;  no  other 
ooatitot  merged  the  eziatenoe  of  the  partiea  into  one. 
OtkerdiitinatiTe  etementa  will  readily  snggeat  themaeWea, 
wtidiiobitof  moatofits  oharaeteriatiaaaa  a  contract,  and 
lein  it  Bmidy  aa  a  ttattu  or  inatitation.  Aa  anoh  it  ia  not 
«  aneh  the  reanlt  of  privata  agreement  aa  of  pablio  ordi. 
MJioB.  In  thja  light,  marriage  ia  more  than  a  oontroot ; 
%il»gieat  iwblS>  inatitution,  giving  ohaiaoter  to  the 
Msdril  polity.  Hence,  aa  between  hnsbaod  and  wife, 
bn  a  BO  oonatitational  provision  protecting  the  marriage 
&a>1i|idatiTe  control,  1^  general  lawa,  upon  anoh  tanna 
MpAbpoliqy  may  require.  The  aorereign  power  may, 
^  janl  eoaotmemt,  regulate  and  mould  their  relatire 
■igitaadanUeaat  pleaanre.  MoreoTar,  the  practice  of 
lit  oomiiy  haa  determined  that  marriage  ia  not  a  oon- 
tnct  within  the  inroriaion  of  the  natioiwl  oonatltution. 
iM  pm«r  to  aothoriae  divoroea,  by  either  general  or 
•PMial  lawa,  haa  been  ezerciaed  by  nearly  all  the  atatea 
■MotsBaiTBly  to  i^low  that  it  ahoold  now  be  queationed 
(iir<riT.aBMiy,  9Ind.,  37). 

^Rmm  Tiewa  aorranond  with  tboae  iriiioh  have  been 
laka  by  the  Coorta  of  other  statea  upon  the  aame  qnea- 
^  The  saoeral  power  of  a  atate  to  legialate  upon  the 
*^Mt  of  cuToroe  within  ita  own  borders,  to  prescribe 
Pwnds  upon  whioh  a  diworoe  may  be  granted,  and  pro- 
vtiiBfgt  ^  whioh  it  ma^  be  obtained,  ia  firmly  settled. 
_  Xor  oao  it  wdl  be  domed,  that  thia  power  may  be  ezer> 
Med  within  the  diaoretion  of  the  Le^alature  aa  towards 

C»  who  oome  to  reaide  in  the  atate  from  abroad, 
power  to  grant  a  divoroe  cannot  be  ooofined  to  per- 
PM  iriioae  marriages  were  aolemniaed  in  the  state.  The 
^t  to  a  diroroe,  both  aa  reapeota  the  grounda  and  the 
■HOM  of  prooednra,  ia  goremea  by  the  law  of  the  domioil, 
Nootl^thatof  theptaoeoftheoontraot.  Toredreaaa 
Matiim  of  the  dotiea  of  the  marriage  atate  belonga  to 
I**  laws  of  the  country  where  the  partiea  reaide.  There 
•  Bothiog  in  the  will  of  the  partiea  that  givea  the  lex  loei 
|*T  particolar  foroe  over  the  marriage  contract,  or  that 
■p*daa  the  ooone  of  the  >w  pukHeum  in  relation  to  it. 
MWontraota  are  modified  by  the  will  of  the  partiea,  and 
» Itt  &«>  becomea  eaaential;  but  not  ao  with  matrimonial 
Jptiaad  dodeai  The^  cannot  be  dJaaolved  by  ^e  will 
■the  partiea.     Henoe  it  is  not  neoeaaary  that  a  foreigner 

J'^is  (tstute  luu  abolished  for  Indiana  the  common  law 
||m*  a  meiua  et  thon,  and  has  substitnted  therefor  a  total 
■mMkoef  the  nuLrriage  contract  and  a  rectoratian  of  the 
^1''*°  their  respective  rierhto,  at  least  as  to  their  future 
■soct  ad  relaticRia,  a«  though  the  marriage  had  never  existed. 
«»,  m  hffi  efiect,  a  divorce  a  vinculo  utatrimofiii,  and  eiUier 
■t7,ii|)aiitsreoditian,is  at  hberty  to  enter  into  anewmarriace 
^>*ct.  The  statute  has  thus  radically  changed  the  whde 
Jfcy  of  aie  law  in  ragaid  to  divorces  (Miller  v.  Clark,  23 


should  have  acquired  a  domioil  anime  rtmaimidi  ;  the  law 
of  the  oonntiy  at  onoe  applies  ifa  own  rulea  to  all  domestio 
relations,  otherwiae  a  namerons  deacription  of  persona 
would  be  permitted  to  violate  with  impunity  the  obliga* 
tiona  of  domeatio  life  nCaUn  t.  ToUu,  2  Blaokf.,  407  ;  3 
Kent'a  Comm.  116).  Benoe  it  ia  competent  to  a  stattf  to 
anthoriae  ita  oonrts  to  entertain  the  petition  of  one,  who, 
in  good  iUth,  removea  his  residence  within  the  state. 
The  desire  to  avail  oneself  of  ihe  beneflta  of  the  law  of  the 
juriadiotion  ia  often  a  leading  motive  in  inducing  a  change 
of  reaidenoe ;  and  no  atate  would  concede  that  such  motive 
should  be  condemned.  A  fraudulent,  pretended,  or  collu- 
sive change  Of  reaidenoe  will  always  be  detected,  if 
practicable;  and  when  detected,  the  parly  will  not  be 
permitted  to  gain  advantage  by  th^  removal.  Bat  one 
who  removea  in  good  faith,  into  a  atate,  for  the  purpcne  of 
taking  the  benefit  of  ita  laws  adapted  to  promote  his  in> 
tareat,  cannot  very  well  be  debarred  bylhat  atate  from  the 
benefita  of  them  on  any  auch  ground  aa  that  ha  came  with 
that  intention. 

But  the  queation— what  effect  mnat  be  given  in  other 
juriadictiona  to  a  divorce  granted  under  anim  a  system  of 
proviaioDS  aa  is  above  described,  iuvolvea  new  oonaidera- 
tiona.  In  New  York  am  abaolute  divorce  ia  obtainable  for 
adultery  only.  In  Indiana  it  may  be  obtained  for  any 
oauae  whioh  tiie  Court  may  deem  proper  upon  a  year'a 
reaidenoe  only,  and  by  meaaa  of  a  brief  and  obacore  pub- 
lication of  summons.  Granting  that  the  oourta  of  Indiana 
may  and  mnat  decree  a  divorce  to  a  oiUaan  of  New  York 
who  aeqnirea  the  residence,  shows  the  cause,  and  takea  the 
pMoeedmga  preacribed  by  the  statute,  and  that  such 
divorce  must  determine  the  itatut  of  the  partiea  to  the 
marriage  everywhere  within  Indiana,  doaa  it  follow  that 
the  oowta  of  New  Tock,  upon  a  subsequent  return  of  the 
petitionar  within  th^  juriadiotion,  moat  yield  to  and  en- 
finoe,  within  that  attrte,  a  decree  whioh  never  oonld  have 
bem  obtained  by  original  prooeedinga  within  thcae  oourta  ? 
Doea  the  oomity  of  atatea  require  thia  ?  Doea  the  con- 
atilutional  provinon  in  favour  of  the  jndgmenta  of  other 
atatea  impoae  anoh  an  obligation  ? 

The  numerona  deoiiiona  upon  this  vexed  and  difficult 
queation,  will  be  found  npon  the  whole,  to  anatain  the  fol- 
lowing rulea : — 

1.  Where  the  defendant  ^qiean  or  ia  pacMnally  aerved 
with  prooaaa  for  the  coamenoament  of  a  auit,  a  judgment 
of  divorce  granted  by  the  oourta  of  one  atate,  and  valid 
upon  ita  flue  aocording  to  the  local  l»w,-ia  operative  in 
everr  other  atate  of  the  Union.*  It  cannot  be  gainaaid  in 
another  atikte  on  the  ground  that  tiie  aanae  of  divoroe 
aasigned  ia  not  anffioiait ;  that  the  chargea  againat  tiie 
defendant  were  not  proved,  or  can  be  diaproved;  or  that 
the  decree  waa  inpcoperlir  granted.  The  oonstitntian  ob- 
ligee the  Oourta  of  aaoh  atate  to  give  "full  Caith  and  credit,'' 
to  a  judgment  of  divoroe  ptedieatad  npon  appearance  or 
actual  aarvio*. 

Thia  ia  indeed  the  general  rule  aa  to  jndgmenta  of  other 
deacriptiona.  And  it  ia  specifically  sustained  and  applied 
to  divorcee,  in  the  recent  dedaion  of  the  United  States 
Supreme  Court  in  Chttver  ▼.  WiUon,  9  Wall.  108.  The 
facta  in  that  case  were,  that  a  huaband  and  wife,  not 
resicUng  in  Indiana,  aeparated,  being  unable  to  agree ;  and 
aome  yean  alter  tto  aepaiation,  the  wife  went  to  Indiana, 
where,  in  a  few  months,  she  obtained  a  divorce  in  an  action 
in  whioh  the  husband  i^ipeared,  and  soon  after  left  the 
atate.  The  deoree  of  divoroe  a^udged  that  a  portion  of 
tiie  renta  of  certain  real  eatate  in  the  city  of  Waahingtoo, 
District  of  Columbia,  should  be  paid  to  the  huaband  for  the 
support  of  two  of  the  children,  who  were  aasigned  to  hia 
oare.  Tha  wife  entered  into  an  agreement  to  perform  thia 
providon  of  the  deere%  but  aabwqnantl  v  refused  to  do  ao, 
and  the  huaband  ffled  a  bOl  in  the  Ciromt  Court  of  the  die- 
triot,  to  enforce  it.  The  Circuit  Coart  diamissed  the  bill, 
hold^ig  that  the  decree  of  divoroe  waa  "  wholly  void  aa  to 
each  of  the  aulqeota  of  which  it  oluunad  to  dispose — the 
divorce,  the  children  and  the  property." 

On  appeal  to  the  Supreme  Court  of  the  United  Statea, 
that  tribunal  held  that  the  deoree  waa  valid.  The  Court 
granting  it,  acquired  juriadiotion  of  the  partiea  by  the 
hnsband'a  appearing  without  raising  the  queation  of  real- 

*  We  q>eak,  throughout  of  the  eSsct  of  the  divorce  upon  the 
personal  «ta<iM  of  theputies.  Marital  rights  in  real  property 
may  bs  deptndent  on  the  law  of  the  place  where  the  properly  lies, 
so  as  to  coU  for  a  different  rule. 
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dence.  The  dwjtM  mM,  therefor*,  oonolaiiTe  npon  the 
piutiea  to  the  anit  j  and  aa  it  wae  valid  by  the  laws  of 
Indiaaa,  and  had  Bever  been  oneetioDed  there,  it  mnat^ 
ander  the  Conatitation  of  the  United  State*,  prevail  in 
every  other  portion  of  the  ooontry. 

This  deoiaion  mar  not,  indeed,  in  expreaa  terma,  cover 
-oaaea  in  which  the  jadgmeot  ia  predicated  apon  pereonal 
'Service  of  prooeaa,  not  on  voluntary  appearance,  bnt  the 
.general  ooone  of  deoiaion  upon  the  effect,  nnder  the  con. 
atitntion,  of  atate  jndgmenta,  irreepectiTe  of  the  nature  of 
'the  cause  of  action,  together  with  nie  language  of  many  of 
the  decitiona  upon  tiie  effect  of  divorcei,  aauoiiae  that  de> 
acription  of  oaaea  to  be  included  in  the  rale  in  the  text.  8ee 
Ditaon  T.  DiltoH,  4  B.  L  87.  Compare  alao,  Ohate  v.  Chate, 
6  Gray,  157 ;  in  whidh  it  was  held,  that  a  decree  of  divorce 
a  cinculo,  oblkuned  in  another  state,  between  parties  rest* 
ding  in  Jlaiaaohuaetts,  fnr  a  cause  which  would  not  have 
been  cause  for  such  a  divorce  in  Massachusetts,  and  by  a 
party  who  went  to  the  other  state  for  the  purpose  of  obtain- 
ing it,  is  void  in  Massachusetts  even  if  the  other  patty 
appear  and  answer. 

2.  Where,however,  a  citizen  of  one  atate  resorts  to  another 
state  for  the  purpose  of  obtaining  a  divorce,  upon  gionnda 
for  which  it  would  not  be  granted  in  the  state  of  original 
xeddence,  bringing  himself  within  the  new  jurisdiction  by  a 
fraudulent  or  atmmatsd  reaidence,  and  inatitatea  prooeedinga 
hy  mere  publication  of  prooesa,  no  personal  aervtoe  or  aotoal 
appearance  being  made,  the  Courts  of  the  atate  of  oiiginal 
residence  are  at  liberty  to  disregard  the  judgment  u  ob- 
tained in  fraud  of  their  lawa^  and  void :  Borden  v.  FUeh,  IS 
Jdms.  121  ;  Bradthatoy.  HttUh^Z  Wend.  407;  XeOigM 
V.  XeOifert,  31  Barb.  60 ;  17  How.  Pr.  18 ;  Hanovtr  v. 
Tumtr,  14  Maaa.  227 ;  Chmie  v.  Chut,  6  Ghay,  167.  The 
-courts  are  at  liberty  to  diaragard  it ;  they  are  not  bound  to 
do  so.  See  Thou^tn  v.  StaU,  SS.  Ala.  12.  It  doea  not 
dissolve  the  marriage,  nor  auAorise  the  plaintiff  to  remarry 
in  the  latter  state :  Vitehtr  v.  Viteher,  12  Bsrb.  640 ;  even 
so  far  at  to  render  the  spouse  in  the  second  marriue  an 
incompetent  witsaaa  for  such  plaintiff:  Pmpit  v.  MeOrcmtff 
4  Park.  Cr.  49  ;  nor  form  a  deienoe  to  a  auit  for  a  divorce 
brought  againat  such  plaintil^  in  the  state  of  original  resi- 
dence ;  Smith  T.  Smithy  IS  Gray,  209  ;  SKannoH  v,  Bhamwn, 
4  Allen,  134 ;  Surkn  v.  ShmnMOH,  99  Maaa.  200  ;  Lyan  v. 
LgtH,  2  Gray,  367 ;  L$UK  v.  UUk,  89  N.  H.  20 ;  nor  will 
it  sustain  in  such  latter  atate  a  anit  for  the  aliaiony  vrtiioh 
it  awards :  Jadc»a»  v.  Jaekmrnf  1  Johna.  424  ;  nor  will  it 
affaot  or  impair  the  righta  anaing  from  tiie  marriage,  in 
leueot  to  property  lying  within  such  state :  Todd  v.  Ktrr, 
42  Barb.  317. — Ameriean  Law  ReporUr. 


FOSEIGH  TKIBUVALS  «  JTmiSP&USSNCB. 

AMERICA. 
The  New  York  Sailff  Trtaueript  gives  the  following  deci- 
sion lately  pronounced  in  Maryland  in  a  "  street  tramway  " 
case: — 

Baltimore  CUg  Pcutenger  Railaay  Company  v.  WiOcimoii. 

Plaintiff  returning  frommarketstoppedahorse  car,  gotupon 
the  front  platform  and  placed  his  basket  there,  when  the  car  was 
immediately  started,  the  plaintiff  thrown  off  and  injured. 
Held,  thitt  a  regulation  of  the  company  forbidding  passen- 
gers to  enter  or  leave  the  car  by  the  u-ont  platform  was  a 
reasonable  one,  and  if  the  plaintiff  knowingly  violated  this 
regulation,  it  was  conclusive  evidence  of  negligence  on  his 
put,  which  would  prevent  his  recovering  damages  from  the 
company  for  any  injury  sustained  by  him. 


COUBT  PAPXBS. 


on  Monday  and  Tuesday  in  Easter  week  in  tin*  presmtyeu, 
during  the  naual  honra,  for  the  pavment  of  auv  such  iaienat 
or  dimenda  aa  aforesaid.  And  uat  this  order  be  entecel 
and  let  np  in  the  several  offioea  of  this  court. 

(Signed)        Hateisut,  C. 

CATTSB  LIST. 
After  HUary  Term,  1871. 
Before  the  Loan  Ckaxckllos  and  the  Loaoa  Jcanost. 
Appeate. 

Biroh  V  WallfaictoB  (X.-D«. 

2) 
Batts  V  ThonpsoB  (R.-1X-:. 


COURT  OF  CHANCERY. 

PAYMEXT  of  IkTSSSST  AMD  DlTIDENDg. 

"Whereas,  in  the  present  year  Good  Friday  will  fijl  on 
ihe  7th  April  next,  being  the  first  day  on  which,  onder 
existing  regulationa  of  the  Bank  of  England,  interest  on 
dividends  or  any  stodca  or  funda  atanding  in  the  name  of 
the  Accotmtant-General,  accraing  on  the  6th  of  April,  can 
be  payable  by  theAocountant-General.  Xowl  do  herebyorder 
that  the  Easter  vacation  for  the  present  year  shall  commence  on 
Weeneaday  the  29th  March  next,  and  terminate  on  Friday,  7th 
April  next  (both  days  inclusive).  And  I  do  hereby  forther 
order,  that  the  office  of  Accou  ntant-General  ahall  be  open 


3) 

Simpasa  v  Haatoa  St«el  utl 
IroaCo.  (Limited)  (M.-Dc£. 

6) 
Hood  V  North  EastemBf.Ci. 

(M.— Dec.  8) 
MOU  V  Haynea  (S.-Dec.lO) 
Coltman  v  Oregoty  (S.— Do-. 

Crook  V  Corparation  of  Set- 
ford  (S.— Dec.  17) 
HaoUe  v  Darlh«  (S^Decli) 

Stannard  v  Lm   appeal  nwto 

(M.— Jan.  7) 
Couaens  v  Cousau    (1S67.- 

C— 297    B.-Jto.  13) 
Lee  T  lAncaahiie  and  Ti>i>- 

shire  Ry.  Co.  (M.-J«ii.H) 
In   re    t£e    North  Trelette 

Mfaiiag  Co.  and  Co.V.K 

1802,    appeal  petafroutbe 

Vice- Warden  of  tlie  Stn- 

nariea    (Jan.  14) 
Uppertoa  v  Niokalaon  (&>- 

Jan.  17) 
Merchant  Taylon  Co.  t  At. 

tomey-Oenetal  ^— Jiii.18) 
Ladyman  v  Grave  fS.— Jib.  19 
Westmoreland  v  BoUasd  (& 

—Jan.  30) 
Tyler  V  Tates    apeatl  d  deft. 

J.  C.  Dicker    (S.— Fek.  1) 
Kelk  V  Pearson    m  d  tiyona 
The  Llynvi  Coal  and  Ins  Co. 

nUmited)  V  Brogden  (B.- 
Tyler V  Yatea    appeal  of  deft 

F.  Yates     (S.-Feb.  3) 


1870. 

Hazell  V  Barker  (M.— June  20) 

Boteham  v  HaU  pt  hd  (S.O.) 
(8.— June  21) 

HattoBvWioks,  Wicks  V  Hat- 
ton  pthd    (R.— June  22) 

Croek  V  Hill  (8.— July  I) 

Watkina  v  Slatthewa  (M.— 
Juhll) 

Wanfck  v  Queen's  Collega, 
Oxibrd  (B July  11) 

Greenhow  v  Price   (R. — July 

Phnupeon  v  Oibboo  (M — Jaly 

16) 
Bobsrts  V  BobarU  (S.— July 

16) 
Lambe   v   Eamsa  (M. — July 

18) 
Springett  v  Jeninga(R.— July 

21) 
Johnaott  v  Hookham  (R. — July 

VrwsuKm  V  Dant  (R.— July 
28) 

Blunt  V  Bfamt  (R July  2») 

Conltwaa  v    Swan  (8.— Jaly 

29) 

Ing^v  Goodwin  (R.— Nov.4) 

Attorney-General  v  Great  East- 
em  Ry.  Co.    (R.— Not.  6) 

Trwraa  v  Meredith  pt  hd    (J. 

Blaaae  v  The  Warrington  Wire 
BopeWorka  (Lhnltod)    (M. 

Whiting  V  Bnike  (M.— Nov.  8) 
Jaokaon  v  Ciidc  (J.— Nov.  10) 
Richards(ni  v  Younge    (M. — 

Nov.  12) 
Watson  V  Brook  (M.— Nov.  19) 
Stubbs  V  Gilbert  ni.— Nov.  2^ 
BowenvCobb   (M.— Nov.  28) 

Before  the  Mastbb  of  trb  Rolu. 
Cautet,  %e. 

Atherleyv  The  Isle  of  Wight  Moore-Steveiu    v    BrtgisSiB 

Ry.  Co.  &  City  Bank     m  d  (1867.— M.— 11)  c 

(March  1)  Moore-Stevena    v    Braginioo 

HamatonvOffley   md  (S.O.)  (1867.— M.— 13)    c 

Uoyd  V  Thomas    m    d,  wit-  Moore-Stevens     v    Brogin'os 

neases  before  examiner  (1867. — M. — 14)    c 

Barrett  v  Mulberry    f  c  (Feb.  (wit)  day  to  be  fix«l 

10)  Tbompaom  ▼  Hudson    t  t  a. 

Watidns  v  Tbomss    m  d,  wit-  sums  to  vary    (S.O.) 

neases  before  f'^inar  Tanner  t   Mason    m  d  (vit 

Jarvis  v  Allen,  Allen  t  Jarvis,  before  examr) 

f  c  &  s  to  vary  (Feb.  9)  The  Imperial  Mercantile  Cieil't 

Bristowe  v  Tweed    c,  wit  (day  Asso<aation       (liniited)    « 

to  be  fixed)  Whitham    o,  wit  (day  to  Ix 

Pope  V  Butler    c  (Feb.  10)  fixed) 

Menzies    v  Ligfatloot     m  d,  Ropor-Cttrxon  v  Roper-CarOTr 

witnesses  before  examiner  sp.  o  (S.O.) 

Patch  V  Rolt    f  c  &  Bumns.  to  Zambaco   v    CasaaveCti    n  < 

vary  (S.O.)  (Feb.  28) 

riot  L<mdon  Quays  &  Ware-  Woodward  v  Scantlebuiy  m ' 

housee  Co.  (Umited)  vFinoh  Sager  v  Oimerod  (1870.— S.- 

m  d  (Feb.  9)  165)     m  d 

Bahro  v  Mumeta    c  Saser  v  Ormerod  (1870.— S- 

Attree  v  Attree   f  c  142)    m  d 

Moore-Stevens    v    Braginton  Payne  v  Rigg    m  d 

(1867.— M.— 12)  c  In  re  Jamea  Rowley's  Eetat. 
Jeflerya ▼  J^erys   fcptb 

Causes  transferred  from  the  Booka  of  the  Vioe-Cbanoellor*  ^ 
R.  Malins  and  Sir  J.  Bacon,  by  Order  dated  19th  Janiur 
1871. 

Howard  V  Howard    mfd    VC  B.    Set  down  Jane  18,  lfi<4 

Hickman  V  Bentley    mfd    VCB.    June  18. 

Oroavenar v Bentley    mfd    VCB.    June  18. 
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Btmdos  ▼  Huufi  (diort)    m  f  d    V  C  B.    Jane  SI. 
BimoiiTOiraD   mfd    VCM.    Jimo  22  (Eaater  Tcfm). 
Hiin<  T  Johnjon    mfd    V  C  B.    Jnne  27- 
iKwing  T  Tha  Watford  District   Local  Board  of   Health 
mfd   VCM.    Jnna  28. 

Drfrui T The  UetTopolitan By.  Co.    mfd    VCB.    June  30. 
nmdlrifth  T  Wood   mfd    VCB.    July  7. 
'cnkTNichobim    mfd    VCM.    July  U. 
inidd«rTHtbb   mfd    VCB.    Juhr  12. 
lobiswD ▼  Jones    mfd    VCM.    July  14. 
)mk  T  The  Britidi  Mutual  Invvatment  Co.,  (Limited)    mfd 
TCB.    July  16. 

lidler  t  Dmm    mfd     VCB.    July  16    (vitneases  before 
eujniner). 

lomdiUooT Collins    cause    VCM.    July  19. 
hnerT Wright    mfd    VCB.    July  10. 
belhm  T  Liater    ctnso    VCB.    July  20. 
ritchley V Naylor    mfd    VCM.    July 21 
hries V Thomas    mfd    VCB.    July 21. 
i>lito&T nudes   mfd    VCB.    July  23. 
Ilid^TAshfaa   mfd    VCB.    July  23. 
Inthr  Heath    mfd    VCB.    July  23. 
iHrWmiams   mfd    VCB.    July  25. 
Mttrton  T  Wonhip    mfd    VCB.    July  26. 
lOeTCIippindale    mfd    VCB.    Ju1t28. 
MhaieTllemiiif    mfd    VCM.    Jutr29. 
irtw  T  Miller    cause    V  C  M.    Augost  2. 
btidd  T  Chatfidd'  cause    VCB.    August  3. 
Signy  T  The  Tottsnham  and  Hampstead  Junotieo  Ry.  Co. 
mfd  VCB.    Avgatt  3. 
IwrrTsll   mfd    VCB.    August  9. 
jarlmir  t  Orerton    mfd    V  C  >f.    August  IdL 
Guilds T Jooes    cause    VCB.    August  12. 
ujre,  But,  ▼  The  London  and  North  Western  By.  Co.    oause, 
viaeaHS   V  C  B.    August  18. 

UdiHB  T  The  London  and  South  Western  Bank,  (Limited) 
mfd    TCM.    AuKUst20. 
herton T Cutbill    mfd    VCB.    August  22. 
blicT  HswthoiBe    cause  (1869— R 68)    VCB.    An(ttsi 

BtHiTHswthnme    canae  (1869— R 61)    VCB.    August 

S^rTikley    oause    VCB.    September 27. 
nkwTHoaro    mfd     VCB.     October  13. 
ftdtomAshl^    mfd    VCM.     October  18. 
fisdw* Taylor    cause    VCM.    October 28. 
WarSottea    mfd    VCB.    October  29. 
**««TKemiedy    mfd    VCM.    October  29. 
BilteTHatoo    mfd    VCM.    NoTember2. 
n« .^ Bank  (Limited) vMartyn    cause, witaassea    VCB. 
Xovmher  2. 

ttrjoadT Lister    mfd    VCM.    Nov«mber4. 
'n'aiiyTThomlinscsi    mfd    VCB.    NoTnnber4. 
iridfieck T Dttckwertb    mfd    VCB.    Norember 4. 
nttoo r Gingell    mfd    VCM.    Novembers. 
wArSmia    cause    VCM.    Novembers. 
lerag  T  LondM,  BriglitoD,  and  South  Coast  Ry.  Co.    mfd 
TCM.    November 9. 

•"•niiifc T Bflod    mtd    VCM.    NovamberO. 
ImtTMahcn    mfd    VCB.    November 9. 
>ulsndvTheHetniiiditan  Ry.  Co.    mfd    VCM.     No- 
rember J. 

ancrRecd    mfd    VCM.    NovemberlO. 
»pliy  T  Vincent    cause    V  C  B.    November  10. 
"BTTsykr    mfd    VCB.    NovemberlO. 
■wvlea  V  Shiers    cause,  witnesses    V  C  B.    November  11. 
lofanan v Herast    mfd    VCB.    November  12. 
idmvBntterfield    mfd    VCB.    November  12. 
w«u  V  Rose    mfd    VCB.    November  14    (Witnesses 
Mnv  naminet). 

■n t- Cobbold    mfd    VCB.    November  14. 
Httig  T  The  MetropoUtan  Ry.  Co.    mfd    VCM.    No- 
wnbtr  17. 

^  Swthera  Ry.  of  Bneaon  Ayres  Co.  v  Elboroogh    mfd 
'  C  B.    November  17. 

wvBiaidlejr    mfd    VCB.    November  17. 
M  Lindoo  Financial  Association  (Limited)  v  Watson    mfd 
V  C  M.    November  IS. 

•niny  t  Tompson    mfd    VCM.    November  19. 
^mry  V  Cross    mfd    VCM.    November  22. 
u  Uadon  and  Colonial  Co.  (Limited)  v  Elworthy     mfd 
J  CB.    November  23. 

K  Colonial  Bank  of  AnstnOasia  v  Birchall    mfd    VCB. 
Hwaaber  23. 

*»<B  V  Pennack    mfd    VCB.    November  25 
innvDiion   mfd    VCB    November 26 
I™""  T  Rodrigues    mfd    VCB    November  26 
•JttiTGodber    mfd    VCM    November28 
«  SJt»  T  BenoHel    mfd    VCM    November  28 
TWtDaw    mfd    VCB    November  28 
■^  V  Chandler    mfd     VCM    December  6     (witnesses 
wfaReisminei} 


Acton  V  Middleten    mfd    VCB    November  38 

HaUvHall    mfd    VCM    December  2 

Maddox  v  Harding    mfd    VCB    December  6 

Deeks  v  Bayley    cause    VCB    December  8  (witnesses) 

Brealey  v  Stuart    m  f  d    VCB    December  9 

Norton  v  Salmon    aause    VCB    December  10 

Warden  v  The  Cor^toration  of  Kingston-npen-Hull  mfd  V 
C  B.    December  13 

Curling  v  Curling    mfd    VCB    December  16 

Hoare  v  Hoare    mtd    VCB    Decemlier  17 

The  Corporation  of  London  v  Sandon  cause  VCB  Decem- 
ber 21  (witnesses) 

Daries  v  Thomas    mfd    VCB.    December  22. 

Povnh  V  Walker    mfd     VCB.    December  23. 

Tomkins  v  Randcll    mfd    VCB.    December  27. 

1871. 
Beaty  v  Beaty    mfd    VCB.    January  2. 
Shafto  V  Butler    mfd    VCB.    January  4. 
Fryer  v  Lord  Courtenay    mfd    VCB.    January  7. 
Latonohe  v  Ayers    mid    VCB.    January  10. 
Reea  v  Drane  (short)    mfd    VCB.    January  12. 
Hughes  V  Catling    mfd    VCB.    January  12. 
Alston  V  The  Bedford  and  Northampton  Ry.  Co.  m  f  d  V  C  B. 

January  12. 
Monteiro V Adam    cause    VCB.    January  16. 

End  of  Transtsr. 


Causes  set  deim  since  16th  January. 


The  Highgate  Archway  Co.  v 

Jeakes    m  d 
Boddington  v  Jones    m  d 
Boulton  V  Appteton    c 
Bowen  r  Barraw    f  c 
Clinch  V  Clinch    m  d 
Ncwen  v  Wetten    f  c 
Tower  v  Tower    f  c 
Parkinson  v  RoweU    m  d 
Hatch  V  Foster    f  c 
Kershaw  v  Kershuw  f  c  (short) 


Whitelocd:  v  Whitelock 

sums  to  varr 
Bradbury  v  Wrigley    f  c 
Brenchley  v  Hosto    sp  c 
Leighten  v  Hadley    i^c 
Aldenon  v  Jones    f  c 
Harding  v  Moore    c 
Sheldridc  v  Edwards    m  d 
Woodbridgo  v  Teesdale    c 
Dniant  v  Morris    c  (short) 


f  c* 


Before  the  Vioe-Chaacdlor  Sib  Johk  Stuabt. 


Ctutet,  ^e. 


Peter  v  NiooUs  (1870.— P.— 

203)  demr 
Pa3ma  v  Dicker    demr 
Bird  (pauper)  v  Bull    <v  wit 
Thompaon  v  Morgan    0,  wit 
Ramsay  v  Great  Northern  Ry. 

Co.    m  d  (Fab.  9) 
Silvester  v  Oough    m  d 
Maunsell  v  Maunsell    f  c 
Barlow  v  Bailey    m  d 
Murphy  v  Morgan   m  d  pt  hd 

(S.  (J.) 
Wilson  V  Wilson    c,  wit 
Pole  V  Begbie    f  c  (8.  O.) 
Lewis  V  Lewis    f  o 
Burr  V  Miller    m  d  (S.  0.) 
Johnson  v  Johnson  f  o  &  sums 

to  vary 
In    TO     Thompssn's    Estate, 

Stookdale  v  Thompson    f  c 
Touohe  V  The    Metropolitan 

Railway  Warehousing    Co 

(Limited)    c 
Tw<quand  v  Ingham     c,  pro 

confesao  against  sole  defen- 
dant 
Haygarth  v  Wearing    e,  wit 

(KK9) 
Douglas  V  Douglas    m  d 
Phixups  V  MulUngs    m  d 
Williama  v  Taylor    f  c 
In  re  Dodman  s  Estate,  Dod- 

man  v  Dodman    f  c 
Kitching  v  The  Hafod-y-Llan 

(Snowden)    Slate    Co.    (Li- 
mited) md 
Teague  v  Teague    c 
Fowler  v  Haines    f  o 
Archer  v  Johnston    m  d 
Stain  V  Doxtcr    m  d 
Bearpark  v  Bean    c,  wit 
Osbom  V  Oabom    m  d 
Franklin  v  Howes    m  d 
Mainwaring  v  Taunton    m   d 
VauKhan  v  Botcherby    m  d 
Brown  v  Barrow    m  d 
Hobson  V  Bass    sp  c 


Marshall  v  The  Tottenham  k 

HampsteadJtmctionRy.  Co. 

md 
Philipe   V  Sinunans       f  c  &: 

sums 
Dear  v  Abbott,  case  on  appeal 

from   the  City    of   Iiomlon 

Court 
Heath  v  Barlow    m  d 
Barr  v  Willis    m  d  (1870.  B. 

108) 
In  re  Smith's  Estate,  Smith 

V  Statham    f  c 
Cocks  V  Jones    m  d 
Bland  v  Osyf  ord    m  d 
Backhouse  v  Ayrton    m  d 
Barr  v  Willis    md(1870.— B. 

-109) 
Bell  V  Bell    m  d 
Huddleaton  v  Stones    f  c 
Dutton  V  Vincent    f  o 
Macfarlan  v  Plcws    c 
Bower  v  Smith    f  c 
Wilkinscm  v  Wilkinson    sp'c 

(S.  0.  to  amend) 
Peter  v  Nicolls  (1868.— P.— 

30)    c 
Smeeton  v  Glover    m  d 
Edmed  V  Cresswell    fo  (short), 
Byan  v  Jagger    m  d 
Westwood  V  Sadgrove    c 
Hunt  V  Reynolds    f  c 
Coulson  V  Kenyon    m  d 
Moore  V  Moore,  Moore  v  Moore- 

f  c 
Weldhen  v  Fluker    rehearing. 
Viekery  v  Webber    c 
Owen  V  Coaserat    m  d 
Rtchardson  v  Chambers    c 
Midlins  V  Mullins    m  d 
Stansfield  v  Nelson    m  d 
Fordham  v  Brown,  Browninjf. 

V  Brown    f  c 
Clarke  v  Ellis    m  d 
Clark  V  Johnson    f    c 
Jacques  v  Dean    f  c 
Cooke  V  Curtis    f  c 
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Before  the  Vice-Chanoellor  Sir  Ricra&b  Malims. 
Catua,  ^. 


The  International  Bank  (Li- 
mited)   V   Gladstone    m  d, 
wit  befexam 
Earl  Beaoohamp  t  Winn    o, 

wit  (day  to  be  fixed) 
Levinatein  t  Venham    c,  evid 

Tiva  voce  at  hearing 
De  Witte  T  Denne    o,  wit  (day 

to  bo  fixed) 
Bantow   T   Baldwin     o,   wit 

(Feb.  9) 
Niven  r  Alcock    m  d 
Solloiy  T  Leaver    c  (S.O.) 
Sheppard  v  Walter  m  d  (S.O.) 
Skinner    v     The    Plonutead 
District  Board  of  Worki  m  d 
HoUina  v  Taylor    m  d 
Joseph  T  Hart  c,  wit  (Feb.  14) 
May  V  M^    m  d 
WiUiams  v  Hughes    m  d 
Ashwoith  V  Munn    m  d 
Shipwright  T  Clements    m  d 
Saunders  y  Saundera    m  d 
Sherlock  v  Cole  m  d  (Feb.  24) 
Fletcher  v  Carr    m  d 
Tamer  t  Collins    o,  wit  (day 

to  be  fixed) 
The  Imperial  Mercantile  Credit 
AsDomtion  (Limited)  T  Wil- 
son   m  d 
Ryres  y  Ryres    sp  0 
Sweeny  v  Kenny    m  d 
The  Alliance  Bank  (Limited) 

▼  The  Xerex  Wine  Shipping 
Co.  (Limited)    m  d 

Shaw  V  Cooke    o 
Wotherspoon  v  Carrie    m  d 
Cox  V  Tidcy    m  d 
Chamberlain  t  Chandler    c 
Chandler  v  The  Bank  of  Eng- 
land   c 
The  Prudential  Asauiance  Co. 

▼  Bartlett    m  d 
Macbryde  v-  Eykyn  c,  wit  (day 

to  be  fixed) 
Domett  V  Domett    m  d 
De  Montigny  v    SchmiA    c, 

wit  (day  to  be  fixed) 
Machinv  Darwin  fcandsdma 

to  Taiy 
Browning  v  French    f  c 
WardvWard    o 
Lloyd  ▼  Poghe    f  c 
In  re  E.  W.  Lloyd's  Estate 

Evans  V  Pughe    f  c 
Swan  V  Price    f  o 
Ruahworth  v  Walden    f  c 
Vander  Byl  v  Austin    m  d 
Moore  v  Moore    f  c 
Plume  V  Weston    f  c 
Castle  V  Fox    f  o  &  s  to  vary 
Wainewrigbt  v  Patten    m  d 
Denco  v  Dixoo    c,  wit  (day  to 

be  tixod) 
Kidman  v  Kidman    sp  c 
Hemming  v  Maddick     m  d, 

witnesses    before    examiner 

(defective) 
Lister  r  Warbnrton    c  (March 

1*) 

The  Oriental  Financial  Corpo- 
nition  (Limite^  v  OvereM, 
Gumey  &Co.  (Limited)  m  d 

Pemberton  v  Barnes  m  d  (re- 
transferred  from  Rolls) 

Harris  v  The  Whitehaven, 
Clcator,  and  Egromont  Ry. 
Co.'  c 

Gwiit  V  Kerr    f  o 

Gibbinii  v  Baseley    f  c 


The  London  &  South  Western 
Bank    (Limited)  v  Fairlie, 
Bart,    fc 
Wooldridge  V  EdgeU    fc 
Hayhow  v  George    f  e 
Shalless  v  Woolmer    f  c 
Sparrow  v  Wilson    f  c 
Lines  V  Tucker    c 
Pegg  V  Pegg    m  d 
Nixon  V  Oarstin    f  c 
Croesley  v  Elworthy    m  d 
Hughes  T  Davies    f  c 
Hendriks  r  Curtis    f  c 
PoweU  V  Rile}-    f  c 
Allan  V  The  United  Kingdom 
Electric  Telegraph  Co.^imi- 
ted)    c,  wit  (day  to  be  fixed) 
Rangel  v  Strachan    f  c 
The  Landed  Estates  Co.  (Limi- 
ted) y  Weeding    A  d 
Brutton  v  the  Parish  of  St. 

George,  Hanover-sq    m  d 
Abbott  V  the  Bakers  and  Con- 
fectioners'  Ten   Association 
(Limited)     m  d 
Aahton  t  Hattersley    m  d 
The   Sheffield    Improved  In- 
dustrial and  Provident  So 
ciety  (Limited)  v  Jarvis    c 
Lamb  v  Meryweather   f  c  and 

sums  to  vary 
Earl  of  Cork  v  Russell,  Bart. 

m  d 
Francklin  v  Bacon    c 
Elliot  V  Knocker    m  d 
Whitby  V  Farmer    f  c 
Cnllen  v  Cullen    f  c 
Homewood  v  Lamb    m  d 
Rollings  V  Rollings    f  c 
Key  V  Jenkins    f  c 
Carter  v  Smith    sp  c 
Sterdy  r  Combs    m  d 
Britnell  v  Walton    m  d 
Pennington  v  Pennington    f  c 
Whiting  V  Olading    f  e 
Lloyd  V  Dyos    f  o  ft  sums  to 

vary 
Wills  T  Bourne    m  d 
Parker  v  Ziramer    m  d 
Finlay  v  Kemp     c,  wit  (day 

to  be  fixed) 
Hooper  V  Pearson    m  d 
Weston  V  Ijgortwood    m  d    ' 
Sleeman  v  Sleeman    f  c 
Arcedeckne  v  Lord  Howard    c 
Wall  T  De  Gruohy    m  d 
Richardson  v  Pottrell    c 
Grech  v  Oram    m  d 
Chabord  v  The  New  Russia 

Co.  (Limited)    c 
The  Preston  Banking  Co.    v 

Watwn    0 
Blount  V  The  Conservators  of 

the  River  Thames    m  d 
Mather  v  Mather    sp  c 
Oibbs  V  Mackintosh    m  d 
Nibba  v  Evered    m  d 
Bagott  V  Whatson    m  d  (April 

18) 
Haigh  V  Kaye    m  d 
Qiimston  v  Otimston    m  d 
Chinnock  vPidgeon  m  d  (short) 
Simcox  V  Parker    m  d 
Price  V  Edwards    m  d 
Townshend   v   Coleman     f  c 

(short) 
Smith  V  Hlieelhouse    f  o 
Tooth  V  Mort    m  d 
Whelan  v  Whelan    f  c 
Cooper  V  Brooks    f  c 


Before  the  Vice-Chancellor  Bacon. 
Catua,  ^e. 


Rees  V  Engelbock    demr 
Clifton  V  Pigeon     exons  for 

insulBcfancy 
Stamp    V    Anderson     c,    wit 

(diy  to  be  fixed),  Anderson 

V  Stamp    0,  wit 


Comer  v  Graham    exons  for 

insufficieno}- 
Oakey  v  Senaett    m  d  pt  hd 
Willmms  v  The  Llanefiv  Rv. 

&  Dock  Co.     md(Fefi24)" 
Goold  V  Goold    f  c  and  petn. 


Winter  v  Waters  m  d.  Waters 

T  Winter    md 
James  v  Jones    c 
Dunn  V  Fowler    m  d,  wit  be- 
fore examr 
Kilbey  v  Haviland    m  d 
Hurty  V  Hurry    f  c 
Beet  V  Beet    m  d 
Finnepr  v  Godfrey     m  d  trial 

by  jury 
Graham  v  Cole    m  d 
Roskell  V  Whitworth    m  d 
Attorney-General       v       The 

Borough    of     Birmingham 

m  d 
Knapp  V  Knapp    m  d 
Robertshaw  v  Firth    m  d 
Brunei  v  Brunei    m  d 
Pearce  v  Scudds    m  d 
Lycett  V  The  Stafford  and  tJt- 

toxeter  Ry.  Co.    m  d 
Highett  V  Dampier    m  d 
Ingram  v   Upperton      e,  wit 

(March  7) 
Messcr  v  Staoey    c 
Bleackley  v  Hall    m  d 
Greene  v  The  West  Cheshire 

Ry.  Co.    ra  d 
Dawson  v  Bobinson    (P  c 
Murray  v  Clayton    m  a 
Holdsworth  v  Bromley    c,  wit 

(day  to  be  fixed) 
Phipps  V  Berridge    m  d 
Heymas  v  Dnbioa    m  d 
Mnrchison  v  Batters    m  d 
Smith  v  Gibson    sp  c 
Hall  V  Hargreavs    c,  wit  (day 

tobefixed^ 
Earle  v  Applsyard    m  d 
Kemp  V   rhe   South  Eastern 

Ry.  Co.    m  d 
Carter  v  Earl  Docie    m  d 
Palmer  v  Flower    sp  e 
Savage  v  Snell    sp  c 
Wade-Oery  v  Handley    m  d 
Charlton  v  Charlton    m  d 
Bond  V  Milbonm    m  d 
Ramsey  v  Hooper    m  d 
Sinnett  v  Herbert    f  c 
Mauiioe  v  Pngh    f  c 
The  London  &  Paris  Hotel  Co. 

(Limited)v  Mainwaringmd 
Johnson  v  The  Dudley  &  WeM 

Bramwich  Banking  Co.  m  d 
Ashby  V  Bernard    c 
Hayward  v  Penny    m  d 
Pitts  V  The  Kingsbridge  High- 
way Board    m  d 
Staoey  v  Meuer    c 
Ford  V  Foster    m  d 
Hooper  v  Webb    c,  wit  (day 

to  be  fixed) 
Cadman  v  Cadmaa    sp  c 
Upmann  v  Elkaa    m  d 
AUonesv  Elkan    m  d 
Hnnt  V  Sidney    f  c 
Wilson V Tnckar    md 
Cheater  v  Cheater    f  c 
Gilbert  v  Bowen    c,  wit  (day 

to  be  fixed) 
Paul  V  Children    m  d 
Rannie  v  Morris    c,  wit  (day 

to  be  fixed) 
Anderson  v  Anderson    m  d 
Williams  v  Peam    f  c 
Allan  V  Oott    f  c 
Rattey  v  Cleobnry    f  c 
Collins  V  CoUins    f  c 


ThomMon  V  Heritaa  fc 
In  re  WoronanrGragfsBwil*, 

SomervilleT  Gnigfc 
Williams  v  Staarcr  { c 
Whitne>-  v  Smith  fo 
Cababe  v  Cabsbe  c,wit(4i; 

to  be  fixed) 
Wood  V  Hosfori   (  c 
Bigg   V    The   Coqnntioii  of 

London    m  d 
Wilson  V  The  FumeBRr.  t'-.. 

m  d  (Feb.  20) 
Beattie  v  Lord  Ebiuy  c,  n 

(day  to  be  fixed) 
Piokett V Packhsm  fc 
Hargreaves  v  Hsll  m  d 
Imtar  v  Imeson   sp  ( 
KimSerley  v  Diek   c,  nt  (1>< 

to  be  fixed) 
Hodges  V  Hodgn    {  c 
Manning  v  Gill    f  c 
Mathews  ▼  Cover   f  e 
Wight  V  Vngbt   f  c 
Jarvis  t  Mitchell    f  c 
Longwortb  V  Bellsmy  c 
In  re  D.  Kutt's  Estate,  N'itt 

V  Lone    f  c 
EUis  V  Barker    m  d 
Cook  V  Hart    f  e 
McUwraith    v    The   TMla 

Trunk  Connocling  ij.  C 

md 
Millsr  V  Miller    sp  c 
Coventry    v  Lord  Chuhnht 

f  c  abated 
In  re  Andrew  Maroon't  itaa. 

Finch  V  Marcon    t  c 
Cole  V  Blann    f  c 
Burgees  v  Bnrgess   m  d 
Gompertz  v  KonA    m  d 
The    Ramaden   Mill   Co.  < 

Ramadan    f  c&iau 
Wadsworth  v  Johnun  I  tk 

sums 
Middleton  v  Barber   f  c 
Gray  v  Seckhara   sp  c 
Earl    o(    Dudley  v  llirt£ 

md 
Pickering  V  Blinto  tcktaa 
Dixoo   V  Lamare     m  i  *i<. 

before  examr 
Smith  V  Parsons    m  d 
Jackson  v  Ward    o,  wit  (di; 

to  be  fixed) 
Peek  V  Oumey    c 
Teatmean  v  Becksn    m  d 
PhiUiptTpkiUipa    fc 
Nalder  r  Lantonr   m  d 
NeelyrFlnker   c 
Jackson  v  Oat«nby    f  c 
Sortaes  v  Swtaee    m  d 
Magrath  t  Moreheai   I  c 
Attomey-Oeneial      v     Tit- 

Borongh «< Cambridfc  n^ 
Cbaamian  t  Bichaidsoa  nd 

(diort) 
Gray  vftida 
Vivos  ▼  The! 
Rolf  V  Smith    f  c 
In  re  R.  H.  Olorer's  Itftt, 

OIoT«r  ▼  Hedis    f  c  (tbct) 
Moore  v    Harper,    Haiper  < 

Harper    f  e 
Hansen  T  Fisher    m  d 
Morton  T  Brmden    fc&nnu 
Sweetman  r  BiBnttey   m  d 
Farror  r  Savile    ra  d 


'  Aidcway    c 

■  TheOttoman  By.  C».  < 


LANCASHIRE  SPRING  ASSIZES,  1871. 

The  commiaiionB  for  holding  these  lumzes  will  be  opeoel 
at  Lancaster,  Thoraday,  March  2  ;  Hnnoheater,  Moodsy 
March  6;  Liverpool,  Saturday,  March  18. 

The  entry  of  uauaea  at  Laaeaster  will  commence  iiiuw* 
diately  after  the  opening  of  the  commiasiona  on  IbanitT 
March  2,  and  will  dose  at  nine  o'clock  on  the  followiiit 
morning. 

Canaea  for  trial  at  Uancheetar  and  Idverpeol  can  b 
entered  provigionally  at  the  office  of  the  Ptothoaotaty  of  th< 
Court  of  Common  Pleas  at  Lancaster,  at  Preston,  as  (ol 
lows,  viz. : — Caniei  for  trial  at  Manohentar,  on  ToeedsT 
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FetnuT  28,  ind  dafly  thereafter,  until  Friday,  Uatoh 
3  ioelwre,  1)etwe«n  the  hoots  of  tan  o'clock  in  Uie  ton- 
aoos  ud  four  o'clock  in  the  afternoon ;  and  caoMs  for 
trial  at  lirerpool,  on  Monday,  March  13,  and  daily  there- 
ito  mtil  Thmday,  March  16  indnaiTe,  between  tiie 
thm-BoitiaDed  booia. 

The  entry  of  canies  at  Manoheoter  and  Liverpool  regpec- 
tirdy,  vill  commence  at  the  Aaue  Conrti,  Manoheeter,  and 
St  GMTge's  Hall,  liTenwol,  immediatel};  after  tiie  opening 
of  the  commiations,  ana  will  cloae  at  nine  o'clock  in  the 
tnmg  on  the  commiMion  day. 

Tb*  Court  will  ait  at  11  o'clock  in  the  forenoon,  at  Man- 
ebtatar,  oo  the  day  next  following  the  commisiion  day ;  and 
it  IiTspool,at  II  o'clock  in  the  fbreaoon  on  the  Monday 
mzt  /bUowinr  the  comminion  day. 

Th«  trial  of  ipecial  jury  cauaes  will  commence  at  Man- 
tbeatar,  at  10  a.m.,  on  Friday,  March  10,  and  at  Liverpool, 
at  10  (.a.,  on  Thoiadfk^,  Manh  23,  and  not  earlier,  nnleaa 
fbp  Court  ihall  otherwiae  order. 

Aliatofcanitafortrial  at  Manoheiter  and  Liverpool  i^ 
tpectiTtly  each  day  (except  the  first)  will  be  exhibited  in  the 
toiridor  of  the  Conrt  and  in  the  library. 


PUBLIC  tfOMPAJOBS. 
eoTXBmrEMT  VDime. 

Ian  QvoTuiov,  Feb.  10, 1171. 
Am  an  Ofklmt  IMaflht  «(■■<  »•«■«•<  tnuu*cit4. 
)MrOnt,Coiiwli.M 
Doto  for  AmooM.  Mw.  S.  M 
■  iwCaLBaduoad  9S| 
■mi par  Out., Mi 


l>o.tlparCant.,Jaii,*94 
ft),  i)  par  Out..  Jan. '9« 

taiaitiM,J«i.'S«— 


Aonaittea,  April,  '§» 
Do.  (Red  Sea  T.)  Ais.  I  sot 
■x  Bills.  AlOOO.  —  psr  CI.  10  p  n 
DlttO,4M0,  Do  —  l»|>m 
Ditto,  £100  *  MiOO,  —  10  p  m 
Bank  of  ■nglaad  Stoek,  «t  p«r 

Ot.daatbalf'yMr)**} 
Ditto  (or  Aoooant. 


BIKTHa,  KABB(ASM.AI0  0I4THt. 

BIBTBS. 

AoB— On  Feb.  2,  at  34,  Suiaex-nrdens,  Hyde-park,  the  wife  of 
OaoiKe  Ade,  Esq.,  prematurely,  of  a  son,  who  tiorvivod  his 
birth  bnt  a  few  minntea.  . 

BtiLLBN— Oo  Feb.  3,  the  wife  of  Edward  Bullen,  Esq., 
barrister-at-law,  of  a  son. 

Kbnbick — On  Feb.  fi,  at  6,  Percy-villas,  Campden-hill,  Ken- 
sington, the  wife  of  Oeorge  Kenrick,  Eaiq.,  of  a  daughter. 

SlJiMONDB— On  Feb.  3,  at  82,  Oakley-street,  8.W..  the  wife  of 
John  Simmonds,  Esq.,  barrister-at-Iaw,  of  a  daughter. 

UASBIAOES. 
■Waeminotox— Winch— On  Feb.  4,  at   St.  Mary's  Church, 
Chatham,  Kent,  Annie,  younger  daughter  of  Edward  Winch, 
Esq.,  of  Chatham,  to  Cornelius  Hanhall  Watmini^ton,  bar- 
rister-at-law, of  the  Middle  Temple  and  Lincoln' g-inn. 

OEATOB. 
Tandt— On  Jan.  29,  at  Clint,  Frederick  Tandy,  solicitor,  in  the 

31at  year  of  his  age. 
Tatlob— On  Feb.  7,  F.  J.  Taylor,  soUdtor,  Cambridge. 


LOIBOV  OAZniES. 


IKDIAH  CiOTEBNKBNT  SBCOBITIBS. 

Ind.Saf.Pr.,*  >C.,Jaa.*>a  mo 
Ditto, »t par  Cent., May, '7»  I0«i 
Ditto  Debeotnces,  per  Csnt., 

April, '84- 
Do.Do  ,5  per  Cent.,  Aag.  '7S  IBS 
Do.BODda,  4perCt.,AO«0  20  pm 
Ditto,  ditto,  ondsi  4IO0tt,  30  p  ai 


WWjPirCMt.,  Oct.  "U  lOJ 
2»J«»,0»rtJlleatee.— 
"'"hkOMlPpr.,  4per  Cent.  SOI 


UAXLWAX  BTOCK. 


Ballwsjrs. 


PaM.  CkaiiiK  prices. 


StoM 
Stock 

Sock 

aw 

Suck 
SiKk 

%Ck; 
«Ml 
Jtek 
koek' 
koct 


kMk! 


Briatolaod  Bxeter ^.......'.. 

CaMooian _ — ......... 

Oltagowand  Sovtb-Weatem  .„„ 
OfaatBastarn  Ordinary  Stock  ... 

Do.. last  Anglian  Stoek,  Mo.  • 
Oraat  Northern   ....„._ 

Do.,  A  Stoek"    •M.M*.***«***M. 

OcaatSoatkern  sad  Weatem  of  Ireland 

waatVeatern— Original 

faasadiirtand  Yorksliire  

WBdon,  Brighton,  and  South  Coaat. 
Loadoo, Chatham,  and  Dover., 

I<osdonaad  North- Western „., 

I/jBdon  and  South- Weatera    ....... 

>nehaster,Sheaeld,and  Linooln, 
lletiopoUtaa..._ 


!"2l  _9a.|BinidngkaiD  and  Derby 

2*'  HorthBrituS* :.. 

■*  Berth  London  ...... , 

K  '•orthStaBordahire 


1^  ftoaih Devon... 

^  Soiith.Baatarn  , 


TaB  Vai(.. 


?Nl(nsiaMl  PartBWiU|B  Usaolrtd. 

FanuT,  Feb.  a,  1871. 

Cooper,  Wm,  k  John  Edwd  Ceoaer,  noatall,  StaObrd,  Attomers.at- 

Uw  and  SoUdtora.   Jan  SI. 
Digby,  Arthur,  Cbas  Kirkpatriek  Sharp,  Bobt  Enunott  Larse,  Clemeni's- 

wiia,  Altomejra  and  Soficltora.   JaaSI. 
Whltahaad,  Hy,  *  Mark  ^  Whitehead,  Boehdate,  l.aiK*ahtre,  Attomars 
and  BoUeitora.    Jan  2$. 

TvsaoAT,  Fab.  T,  It71. 

Bolton.  Tbss  DoIBdc,  &  Hampbrj  Oryua  Hill,  Ehn-ot,  Temple,  Ac- 
tomeja  and  Solldtora.    Feb  i. 

madlBg-Bp  of  Joint  Stiek  Csgipwiies. 
FaiD4T,  Fab.  3,  U71. 
Dnuimn  m  CHaacaai. 
iJoa  Valley  Bailway  Ooaipany.— Creditors  are  nqnired,  oa  or  beSii* 
March  9,1*  sand  their  names  and  addiasaes,  and  the  particalars  o( 
their  debts  or  claims,  to  Sobi  Ftyna,  19,  Lothbnry,  the  official  liqnl- 
dator.    Mooday,  Mareh  Mat  12,  ia  appointed  fx  hearlBg  and  adjodi- 
cadsg  upon  tha  debts  and  claims. 

lAoisa  n  CHAaoaax. 
BridUnatoa  Qnay  Alexandra  Hotel  Compaar  (United).— Creditors  are 
raqalred,onarl»itralfaicht,  to  send  tlieir  names  and  addreaaaa, 
and  the  partiealars  of  their  debts  or  oUdns,  to  Wm  Thas  MsUna, 
Honand.fark,  Kaosiniitoa,  the  oOcial  llqoldatoi'.  Mondaj'.  March  IS 
at  I  i,  is  appointed  tor  hearing  and  adjudicating  upon  the  debts  and 


*  A  raesivis  no  dividend  until  •  per  oaot.  baa  been  paid  to  B. 


MoKBV  Marxxt  akd  Cut  Iktbllioe.vcr  . 
ibe  raport  of  the  marketa  for  the  past  week  may  be  summed 
■P  nrrshot|^.  Tranaactions  have  been  very  limited,  but 
*<n<  firm.  The  manner  in  which  prioea  have  gradually  crept 
^'^ing  Uie  war,  seema  to  indicate  a  large  amount  of  capital 
wing  employment. 


lai  Joatioe  Melliah  has  been  laid  up  this  week  by  an  attack 
H  toot,  but  is  progresaing  favourably. 

Tie  Town  ConncQ  of  Tamworth,  in  Staffordshire,  have  ilxed 
ta  alary  of  Mr.  K.  W.  Novill,  Town  Clerk,  at  £80  per  annum 
"' ttina  years. 

TIk  vill  of  the  late  Mr.  John  Hill  Clifton,  aoliciter,  formerly 
"*rict  Begistrarof  the  Probate  Court  at  Worcester,  has  been 
pTOTed  mder  £70,000  personalty. 


Uirwain  Coal  and  Iron  Oompanjr  (Limited).— Creditors  are  required,  on 
or  before  Feb  U,  to  send  their  nsmaa  and  addraaaes,  and  tha  partleu- 
laraof  thalrdsbuorelalnia,  to  Bobt  Allan  McLaaa,  3,  Lochbiiry,  the 
ofDelal  llqnidator.  Satordajr,  March  95  at  12,  la  appointed  for  hearing 
and  adJnoieatfaig  upon  the  debts  and  elanas. 

McQueen  Brothen  ttimiled)^-Crediters  are  required,  on  or  before 
March  2,  u  lend  taeir  names  and  aililraasea,  and  the  particalara  of 
their  debU  or  GlaiBla^  to  AIM  Qood,  7,  New  Pouh^-chamiers,  Poul- 
try, the  official  llaaidator.  Thursdajr,  Mareh  SS  at  11,  ia  appointed 
fbr  hearing  and  adtodicaUng  upon  the  debts  and  claims. 

TuaoAl.  Feb.  7, 1871. 
UauiiRaD  la  Ciuacaai. 
Hheidol  United  Stiver  Lead  Mining  Campaay.— Vlea  ChaaeeUor  Malios 
has,  by  an  oidar  dated  Jan  17.  ordered  that  the  above  eanpany  be 
wenndup  by  the  oonrt.     Makinaca  ft  Carpaolar,  lilss-ct,  saUolors 
for  the  petltaBaer. 
South  Walea  and  Orest  Weatera  Direct  BaUway.— Vice  ChanoeUor  Bacon 
has.  by  aa  order  dated  Jan  It,  appoiiitad  Jas  Olsgg,  Berastbrd  Villa. 
Amhttfst-id,  Hackney,  u  be  oOaftl  Uqoldator. 

LnnTKS  la  CaAxcaaT. 

I  Anglo-Scottlah  Fnblishing  Company  (Umited).— Petition  fbr  winding 
up,  pnaentcd  Fab  6,  diraetaa  to  be  heard  beinre  Tloe  Chancellor 
Ihllna  on  Feb  17.  Ednunds  *  Mayhew,  Poultry,  aoUeltora  fbr  the 
pedtioncr. 

Exe  Bight  Oyster  Flahsry  aad  Pier  Company  (Limited).— The  Master  of 
the  Bolls  has.  bjr  an  order  dated  Jan  98,  ordered  that  the  above  com- 
panjr  be  wound  up  by  tbis  court.  Sjmpson  k  Wsmer,  Oolden-iq, 
solicitors  fbr  the  petltioiier. 

Langley  Mill  Steel  and  Iron  Companj  (Limited).— Fetilian  tot  winding 
up.preMUted  Feb  3,  Dhected  to  be  heard  befbre  Vice  Chancellor 
MaJhia  on  Feb  17.  DIxoo,  John-at.  Bedford-row ;  agent  for  Hanson  Ic 
Son,  Sunderland,  s<dicltore  tor  the  petitioiiers. 

Merioneth  Slate  and  Slab  ComiNtnv  (Limited).— Vice  Chancellor  Wlckea* 
has,  by  an  order  dated  Jan  16,  appointed  Chaa  Martin  Merchsat, 
Manch,  to  be  oflolal  Hqnidator. 

TrouTille  Assoclatton  (Limited}.— Creditors  are  required,  on  or  berore 
April  I,  to  send  their  namea  and  addresses,  and  the  partleulars  of 
their  debts  or  chams.  to  Fredk  Whinney,  8,  Old  Jewry,  the  offlclai  li- 
quidator. Monday,  Hay  I  at  11,  is  appointed  for  hearing  and  adlndi- 
eating  upon  the  debts  and  claims. 

Welch  Fimmel  aad  Tweed  Company  (Umited).— Petition  for  winding  np, 
presented  Feb  6,  dkected  to  be  heard  before  Vice  (Aancellar  Malias 
ou  Feb  17.  Tllleard,  Oodden,  k  Holme,  Old  Jewry,  soUcltors  for  the 
petitioner. 
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trumtatat  or  ComwiLt. 
TnsDAT,  Fab.  7,  ISTI. 
Ckmlion«  Veaa  Mininc  ComBany.— Tba  Vice  Warden  bu,  bj  an  onlar 
datad  Fab  1,  ivderad  that  ua  tbora  oampany  ba  wonnd  ap  br  tbli 
ooart.    HodRBkOo,  Tl-uro;  agantafor  Doiniliig,  Redrntb,  aoUtor 
fortbapetltiosar. 

IWeadly  Sodatiw  DlHoInd. 
FaauT,  Feb.  S,  1(71. 
ffMOmty  Banaflt  Bedatar.  Sfiatlabiur,  Doraet.    Jan  16. 
Unitad  Bnrlal  Frtandlj  Socitty,  Flaor-da-Ils  Inn,  Doichastsr.  Oxford 
Jan  S«. 

Onditon  nadtr  XsUtM  in  dbMnouy. 

Latt  Say  of  ProoJ. 

Vvakt,  Fab.  3,  1871. 

CarfflB^l,  Jas,  Ealitead,  Eawx,  Gant.    March  U.    Howard  «  Canllnaa, 

V.astnart.    Cardinal],  Halstaad.  ' 

Eraas.  Fradk,  Olonceatar,  lonkeaiwr.    March  S.    Irana  «  Erani.  V  0. 

Stnart.    Fawle  ft  Faaron-Naw-ion,  Strand. 
Hanrard.  Wm,  Bidfcrd.  Warwick,  Fanner.    March  4.    Jewibury  » 

Hanrard,  V.C.  Stuart.    New  Ic  Co,  Eveaham. 
jtngh^iaale,  Geo,  Xlngiton-Bpon-Thamei,  Sarrar,  Btawer.    Karch  K. 

Nl(btfii(ala  t>  ITvhUngala,  V.C.    Stnart.     Baitridc,  KingaUnwm- 

Thamea.  ^*^ 

Faae,  Wm  John.  Mine  Elms,  Snrrar,  Lioenfed  Vlotnaller.    March    I 

Tonnvv Maadni,  V.C.  Malbu.    Conellia,  Waadaworth. 
Pardee,  Kdward.  Amberwaod,  Southaqmton,  Eaa.    March  15.    Pardoa 

»  Pardee,  V.C.  Stnart.    Dmilt,  Chrf3fchnrob7 
Sania,  Joaeph,  Acre-Una,  Briztaa.    March  10.    SamiaCronln,  V.C 

Stnart.    Cronln,  SontbamptoMow.  Bloomabiii7. 
Smith,  AUola,  Eaton-sq,  Pfanlieo.    April   1.    Stott  a  Fladsata.  TC 

Stuart.    Nath  »  Co, InaWk-lana.  "»»•».  t.v. 

Stone,  Geo.  Bleklin«.4t,  Botherhltbe,  Batcher.     Fab  tt.    NlehoU  « 

Stone,  M.R.    Smith  ft  Co,  Nortbamberland-at,  Strand. 
Nan  or  Kia. 
8(Aoaald,  Marjr,  Brifhtao,  Soaaex,  Widow.  Feb  SO.    Re  Sohatold.  V.C 

Baoon.    Hewlett,  Brighton. 

TmaBAi,  FaV.7,  ItTI. 

"•J?&  y™'  Il»"**.  *«»*.  •"<«.    Match  I.    Baker  »  Cnthbert, 

V.C.  Stnart.  Orinuar,  Ipawlch. 
Benn,  Samnel,  AlTartboipe,  Wakefield,  ont  of  boiinaaa.    March  10 

JankinM)0  »  JenUoMB,  V.a  Stnart.    Bamatt,  Waketeld. 
Clay.  J<*n,  Bardney,  Uncoto,  Famar.    Maioh  I.    Spenoerr  WUaon, 

V.C.  Malbu.    Maore  •  Ward.  Uncoln. 
Deaton,  Tho^  Hncb  Woolton,  UncaMer,  Uoaaaad  Vlctaaller.     Match 
« 'Ji-^"  »  »"'<».  VC  Stnart.    Webttar,  Lpool. 

*Hc«>l7n.V.C.  Bason.    G«iaoii7unooln'>-lnn<eslda. 

"i'C'J'*' "•*"*•  <'*''••»"■*•"»•    March  4.    Hbblyn  a  HoUrn. 
V.C.  BaeoD.    Gibson,  Linooln'a-lnn'flalda. 

Park.  Jaaarti.Badlelgh  Saltartao,  Daron,  Draper.  March  1.    Paamore 

•  Park.  V.C.  Baean.    Hnggtau,  Exeter  -«""n> 

PIpar,  Henrr  Hnnt,  Oleoceater^,  Pimlleo^  Oaot.  March  ».    Flpar  • 

Piper,  M.R.    Sbaphaard  ft  Son,  OnlMnu^at.  '^ 

wnuaois,  Gaak  Abentanaajr,  Mamaoath,  Gant.  March  4.    Jonea  * 

Price,  M.B.    WaddiBnton  ft  Outaid,  Uik. 
Skay.  Camine,  Waanil  Wood,  Worcester.     Taylor  a  Barton,  M.E. 

OflilUba  ft  Co,  Birm. 

Crtditan  gndar  98  «;  SS  Tlot  Mip.  88. 

Itl  Dan  0/  Claim. 

FawaT,  Feb.  S,  1171. 

Aliay,  fleo  Symoaa,   Blomflald-at,  Londoa-waU,  SoUoltor.    Marah  M. 

Cookaoa  ft  Co,  Nev^sq,  Lineoln'i-lnn. 
Ben,  Jana,  little  BOKoa.  Lancaster.    April  I .    Jkyler  ft  Son,  Bolton 
Brown,  Robert,  Blacko  Barrowtbrd,  Lancaster.  Cotton    Mannfkctnmr 

Feb  tS.    Sala  ft  Co,  Haneh. 
Clymo,  Peter,  Ltokeard,  Corawall,  Esq.    March  ».    Borlasefc  Hlltoa, 

Criokltl.  TIloa  Lane,  Park-Tinaa,Park.rd,HoIloway,  Gant.    Match    31. 

OoTerdala*Co,Bedfoed-row.  ^^ 

Daridson,  Tboa,no«H»nry-rd.Prlmroee-hlll,Ga*.    Feb  28.    Paine  ft 

Lsylnn,  Oratbam  Hooaa,  Old  Broad  al. 
Edwards,  Wm  Hy,  Clifton,  Bristol,  Tobacco  Manatsetai«r.    March  1. 

Osborne  ft  Co,  Briatol. 
Xwar.Chaa,  Bilcbtoa,Snaaea,G«nt.    March  17.    Chalk,  Brigbtoa, 
Fl•wer^  Jas,  Cbepstow-»lllaa,  Bayswater.  Esq.  Hatch  1.  Markby  ft  Co. 

New-iq,  UncobVlan.  j      -^t 

GitoOD,  Wm  ^daey,  NewcaatIa>upon-Tyne,  Baniater-M-Law.    Abril 

M.    HoTle,  Cannon-su 
GUIlam,  John,  Searle-st,  Llncoln's-Inn.    Mai«b  «.    Kipplag,  Esses-st, 

Hdmea.  Benj,  Wincle,  nr  Maeclaaaeid,  Chester,  Gent.    Feb  28.    KItson, 

WalTarbaopton. 
Hnbbard,  Joaeph  John,  Bneklarabnry,  Solicitor.    Hatch  2.    Hnbbatd, 

Bnaklarsbory. 

Jeaffrasoi,  John  Fnrranoa,  Caaoabnry.lane,  IsHagton,  Sanraon.    April 
10.    Hoyle,Canaaa.at. 

Milne,  Kathanlel  Cbaa,  Weybridge,  Surrey,  Attomay-at-Law.    April  1. 

Bennett&Co,  NewK.  Uncobi'a-lDa. 
Mtt««Ta,  Robert,  Bramley,  Leeds,  Gent.     Match  1.    Barr  ft  Co, 

Plowdm,  Wm  Hy  Fras,  Plowden  Hall,  Salop,  Baa.    March  I.    ColUns- 

ton  ft  Uangbtar.  ManMd-at,  Porttand-pr 
Powell,  ThoB,  Malbierytban,  Glamorgan,  Oarpentar.    Feb  28.    Kemp- 

thorce. 
Rabow,  John  Gnrdon,  Wyraohoe^iMirk,  Essex,  M.P.   March  25.  DaTld- 

aon,  Spriag-gardens. 
SiiM,  Joana  Blaaea  Maria  Fmadsca  Boachetil,  Argyllrd,  Xanslngton. 

Widow.    March  *S.    Hatting  ft  Son.  UncolnVlnn-aelda. 
Sbeppard,  Jas,  Haatoa  Norrta,  Lancaster,  Gent.    March  S.    Jepson. 

Uaacb.  "^      ' 


Temple,    John,    Heatherfleld,  ar  Aaoot,  Berks,  Cdonel.    i;i!ii  t 

SaTidson.  Sming-gaideaa. 
Wasbbonme,  By,   Pembrldge-tardaaa,  NotUag-UU,  Em.    iidii 

Tay)«r,GtJaBiaa48,  Bedford-tow.  -.     . -t    w 

Webb,  Jaa  Edward,  Laa  Caaiahara,  Gaamaay,  Eaj.  UttdilL  E». 

diSa,  Stognmber,  ar  Tanatoa. 
WUllama,  John,  PonKoa,  Cheater,  Timet.    April  K.   BtiU  4 

Powell,  Cheater. 
Wood,  Betty,  Uttle  Bolton,  Laaeaaler,  Widow.  April  1.  TnliKiSiii, 

Bolton. 
Wright,  Harriet,  Norwioh,  Widow.    Feb  18.    Wright,  Keni^ 

TuaanaT,  Fab.  7, 1871. 
BaUagton.S'tah  Antt,Qaean'»-Kardeaa,Bayawatar.   Mi^lt.  Eans. 

croft  ft  Hills,  nt  Jameo-st,  Bedford-row. 
Barrow,  Hy,  Asbton-io-MakarSald,  Tsmcaatar,  Afsat.  MiyU.  hit, 

Wigan. 
Brandt,  Wm .  Klag's  Bencli-walk,  Inner  Temple,  Esq.  Htrch  li,  Cxd; 

ft  Co,  Badfbrd-row. 
Btaok,  Ricbard,  EUand,  Halifax,  Tork,  Flaateter.   March  ]l.  hAs, 

BrigbooM. 
Creaawall.  Jaa,  Newland,    Woaceater,  Farmer.   Uatch  C.  Ckriq  ^ 

Whatley.  Ot  Malvern. 
Crasswall,  John,  Newland,  WoreeaMr,  Farmer.   March  C.  Cts!.>;  i 

Whatley,  Ot  MalTem. 
anr,  Rebecca,  Baton,  Korwich,  Widoir.   M«y  1.    WtabettCMi, 
'Wjrmondham. 
Hill,  Ella,  ErdhigtOB,  Warwiok,  Widow.   March  1.   James  t  Oaix. 

Btrm. 
Keamea,  John,  Onen,  Sntton,  Snrrey.    March  31.   FcSer,  HiM- 

garden. 
Macky,  Patty,  ClUton,  Olaoceataiabird^  Spinatar.     March  IS.  lout 

Butt,  Baymoad-bldRS,  Oray't-lan. 
Madhnrat,  Jearima,  BonrnctSonthampton,  ^>lnater.   Kardi  !i.  SM. 

Andorer. 
Bawllnaon,  Fraa,  Lpool,  Rope   Maniiesetnrar.    March  1.  UnMi, 

Lpool. 
Reynolds,  Mary  Anas,  CUoheater,  Spiaater.    Feb  It.   TUcbOicCir 

cheater. 
Blgby.  Thoa,  CpboUand,  Laneaatar,  lankaeper.     Maach  U.  Ii|tK 

Wlgan. 
Rebertaoa,  Simon  Elihn,  Bliosllanarchmgng,  Denbigh,  Cheaiiit.  Kid 

2.    Hnghea,  Oorwon. 
Smith,  BeaJ.  Btan,  Salt  Dealer.    March  C.    Saoadets  ft  ioBai, 

Birm. 
Steward,  Wm,lpewieh,  Sa  Balk,  Oraeer.   AprO  (.   JaetaasstM 

Ipawlcb. 
Thwaites,  Sir  John,  Upper  Blehmoad-rd,  Waadaworth,  Kit.  Hud.*. 

Ooode  ft  Oo,  Bedttord-row. 
WrcD, Christopher,  Maaoh,Laeemaa.    Match  15.   Meedha»,llc:^ 

BftDkrnptl. 
FanuT,  Fab.  S,  1871. 
•        Under  the  Bankmptey  Act,  1866. 
Cicditon  moat  Ibrwsrd  their  ptoob  of  debts  to  the  Eeflitiv. 
To  Snrrandar  la  Loadon. 
Cogblaa,  Cbaa  Haj,  Soathwark-tt,  Cigar  Importer.  Pat  Jsa  IL  Sua 

Fab  14  at  11. 
Oolamaa,  Geo,  WMteoreaa  at,  oat  o(  bnaiaaaa.    FM  Jaa  81.  Brtutka 

Feb  17  at  I. 
Joaapb,  Solomoa  M.,  Chalk  Kuia-cd,  Watchmaker.  Pet  Jaa  M.  EtiS. 

Feb  17  at  11.80. 
Meaae,Edwd,Hmb-at,Soothwark,  HopMaccbaat.    PetJaaM.  Bn« 

ham.    Feb  17  at  12. 
Webatar,  Hy  Wlker,  Kbui'a-rd,  Bedford-row,  BnSdtr.     M  Jta  B. 

Sprii8-Rice.    Feb  U  at  12. 

To  Somnder  la  tbe  Coantty. 
Bnrgesa,  Biohd,  ft  Edwd  Hoalby,  Lpool,  Comm  Agents.     Fat  Jn  it 

Wataoo.    Lpoot,  Fab  18  at  2. 
Collier,  Wm,  Jan,  Sheffield,  Mannfaotoring  Cheadat-    Ad|  Feb  L  Witt. 

Sheffield.  Feb  1 4  at  1. 
Orattwell,  Fredk  Eobt,  Bath,  Attoraey-at-Law.     Pel  Jan  ».    Sib>=^ 

Bath,  Fab  14  at  12. 
Donald,  Wm.  SUnbarneas  Hoose.  Comberland,  BiUchar.    PR  'v  «• 

Halton.    Cariisle,  Feb  1 4  at  12.80. 
Elcoek,  Edwd,  Lower  Peaa,  Stafford,  Lieeaaed  VktaaBar.    Pti  Jtt  S). 

Brown.    Wolrarbampton,  Feb  18  at  1 1. 
Maaoa,  Geo,  Hnlaia,  Honta,  Shoe  Make.    Pat  Jaa  28.    OacM.  fK'^ 

botoagh,  Fab  18  at  II. 
WhlU,  laaac,  WhltacUff,  Dorset,  Flax  Dealer.     Pat  Jaa  86.  Dickina- 

Faela,  Feb  18  at  2. 
Wright,  Lake,  Jan,  Ilkeatoa,  Derby,  Grocer,     pet  Fab  1.    T£tt. 

Derby,  Feb  23  at  12. 

Traanir,  Feb.  7, 1871. 
tJnder  the  Bankmptcy  Act,  1869. 
Ctedlturs  mast  ibrward  their  proob  of  debts  to  the  Eegitlrar. 
To  Surrender  in  LoDdoa. 
Maaaell. Edwd,  Loaadala  Lodge,  DalwkSh,  Aactlonear.     mJa^- 

Harray.    Feb  21  at  11. 
Thaerar,Friu,Oxitord-at,  Keeper  o(  a  Bestanraat.   Pet  Feb  4.  b»- 
Feb  22  at  1. 

To  Sarrender  in  tbe  Coaatry. 
Beach,  Wm  Hewer,  Gloaoeater,  Shipowner.     Pet  Fab  3.    Vl^''' 

Oloncester.  Feb  20  at  12. 

Cook,  Thoa,  Kent  Iran  Works,  Greenwich,  Baginaer.     Fat  Jn"- 

Biahop.    Greenwich,  Feb  10  at  11.  . 

Gariick,  Geo, Jon,  Sottoa,  Somy,  SUttoaar.     Fat  Feb  8.    Bavl<» 

Croydon,  Feb  24  at  I .  . 

Harris,  Eaaa,  Briatol,  Licensed  Victaaller.    Fat  Feb  2.  Barley.  >!<*»• 

Fab  21  at  12.  . 

Ingram,  Hy  Joseph,  Oheltanbaai,  Glonceater,  Barreygr.     Fat  f  ei  - 

Gale,  Cheltenham,  Feb  80  at  II .  ,„^ ^ 

Lyeetl,  Wm,  Wharton,  Cbeshire,  SaltMaanikctaiar.  PetFeb4.  Bnv- 
lon.    Crewe,  Feb  20  at  11. 
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FMF«b4.   Htrler.    Bristol, 
Pet  Feb  a.  Welker,    Dnd- 


U^jlirjiim,  ftjiM,  Itandirolar. 

MDUll.  _  . 

mter.  Jain,  Dsdler,  Worceite,  EogliMer. 

leT,F<kMttU. 
TnMU,  KenluU,  SnnlerUmd,  Doriuun,  Herctisnt.  %t  Jan  34.  Elll*. 

ioa«lul,N>30«tia. 
fgim.Va.nin)[.Tork,Ciinter.     Pit  Feb  1.    JtHgnon.     Northal- 

kn«,F«l>l7Ull. 

BANXSVPIOIES  AHNTTLLED. 
FUMT,  Feb.  t,  HTl. 
IEiTnf<,inD,t(Uu7  l».9ploeIieRbaiit.    DeeS. 
:iutma,  Feb.  7,  ini. 

tuti,  "not,  Kent'i-pl,  North  Vharf-rd,  Piddliigtoii ,  Oansan.    Feb  4, 
LiqoiditieB  by  Amagemut. 
nsSI  HEETINOS  OF  CREDITORS. 
FsisAT,  Feb.  S,  1871. 
litiB, Geo FoOett, Ckrdts;  OUmnrna,  Ship  Cbudler.    FMtlSatla, 
« the  Kwat  Staert  Hotel,  Bats^oelu,  Cetdlff.    St^eaa,  Ctrdlff. 
MtrimiT,  Wdieel  Tbos,  Huley,  SteilDrd,  Cbemiet.   Feb  It  U  3,  et 
ttStataft  Heel  Hotel,  Keolej'.    Teptuut,  Hanlsr. 
tnr,  Ida,  OH  Bell  Inn-jd,   Werwlek-une,  Mewgate-st,   Floor 
Deiitr.  rdi  W  It  1 1,  M  oOoe  of  Hare,  John^t,  Bedford-row. 
!ianii,TboiHT,8lefliid,'BeeTlioanKMper.    FM>  16  atU,atoffleee 
<<  Braofh,  St  HaiT'a-pl,  Btallbrd. 

so,  ITm,  Jmi,  Setfflxd,  Boat  MaaaSMltarer.    IM>  I6at  1*,  at  offlce  o< 
anciti,  at  VuT'i-f  I,  Stafflnd. 

i}iihtae,ABii.uiegDltton,8iin«7, Di^MT.  FM>ltet2,  atoOloeeof 
ftttW,  Both*.  OoTcni-ffarden. 

«c.  Vm,  Eut  DoDrland,  Kaaex,  Fkmar.    Feb  It  M 12,  at  offlcei  of 
nciinck  ft  9oD,  Chorch.it  North,  Ool  ebeeter. 
■t,ConeliaiWiD,  BIrm,  Bookaller.   FabUat  ll,atoffiee  o(  Wea> 
tui.Bn<^itjia.9t,Binn.    Heeler,  Btrm. 

iUkhU, iiixK, LpooU Paintar.  Fab  Uatl,at  the  Uw  Aaioeiation 
timi,  CDoa«.  Lpool.    Bardajr,  Lpodl. 

uotr.  Ju,  Huch,  Encmar.  Feb  U  at  S,  at  oOee  of  SampaoD.  St 
taMKteiBlien,  Sooth  Kliic.al,  ICaach. 

.n,  Cha,  CkiMebnreb,  Sontbamptoo,  BuUdar.  Feb  IS  at  S,  at 
Ae «( Drdtt,  Blgh-at,  ChiMcharch. 

«i,an,Muel,  Lieenaed  TIctnaller.  Feb  IS  at  II,  at  ofllcea  of 
ton  k  Dttno,  Bnad-st,  BrMo!. 

!)«r.JotnJas,  Tork,  Butoher.    Feb  It  et  II,  at  MBeea  of  Orambie. 
■MptB.Tark. 
MbjUigtis,  lAool.  Newa  iksent.   FA  SO  at  3,  at  offieeaef  Cobb 

•M.  tbn  Tooth,  Bnubfleld-et,  Biehopagate  Withost,  Fancy 
fttaiam.   FebMat  •,  at  offloe  of  Baxter,  Kb]g-at,Oheapeide. 

M,ta,(liini>i-at.U]l,8tatioaer.  Feb  IS  at  S,  at  Tbwellea' OOeee, 

•^AAiM.  SoUe.  BeaiBgtaall-it. 

*!S*<  '*'*•  Hakln,  Pembroke,  Grocer.    Feb  16  at  >,  at  office  of 

•jgl,  Bi|t«,  HaTerfordweat. 

Mt  ONjrietol.  Boenaaksr.  Feb  10  atlt,  at  elScea  of  OlUton , 
•tJ^Mto]. 

■«l.noi,AAtoa-imder-I«ne,  Hat  Kantdketorer.  Feb  It  at  3, 
■ntawRUi  Hot^  OM-et,  iahtoa-nodai^LTne.  Clajton,  Aah- 
•Mierlfie. 

B^Ma ilbert,  FentoO'^t,  PettoatUlek  Baker.    FA  10  at  3,  at  the 
W  Hnl,  FeatoinUle-id.  laHnniao. 
|2/'ikMjool,UeeDeedTIMMUer.  FMi»etl3,atcaeaeofDl»n, 

1*1.  U»e.»t*l.     Feb  20  at  2,  at  VTaddeU  k  Oo'e,  New  PooltiT- 

{■»<«•.  Pealtry.   Tillaaml  *0a. 

IK  Fa  Br,  Blackhone-Td.  Ralbbiae-pl,  Oxiord'^t,  Printer.    Feb 

■■^  It  oOsee  of  Deane  k  Chubb,  SooUmo,  OraT'e-inn. 

■n.  Am,  BaUi,  General  Dealer.   Fab  17  atll,  atoOoeof  Bartmin, 

5™*wl»nd-blta,  Bath. 

■4  iiitefii,  at  Taimonth,  NorMk,  Fbh  Carer.    Feb  S«  at  13,  at 

»  «  Pihaer,  BonUi-qDay,  Ot  Tannoath. 

Uu,  Lmmioft,  Soflblk,  rtamber.    Feb  IS  at  12,  at  oBoe  e(  yrat- 

H,^tm-€t,  Gt  Tannoath. 

^Wn  Jobn,  Evaitoa,  I«ool,  Fainter.    Pbb  15  at  IS, at tfaa  I«w 

•*<uoBoi>iu,Caok-et.Lsoal.    AtUnaon  *  Co.  Lpool. 

IP.  Wcktti  Mm,  BMHMdiead,Cheetar, Bootmaker.    Feb  IT  at  3, 

■oof  BntL  Cnlan-at,  Cutle^t,  Lpod.) 

■..Tola,  Netberton,  Dodley,  Woroeater,   Grocer.    Feb  16  at  II, 

■»  I*  Stekca,  Pitarr-et,  Dndtoy. 

Si  ?^  Senthport,  laneaeter,  Bnflder.    Feb  19  at  3,  at  cOoe  ot 

■r*  HBJ,  Url-at,  Soothport. 

*>  "■,  VesSboBriM.RioTe,  Bayawater,  Dealer  In  PI  etorce.   Feb 

•il.etoaeaof  Btrehall  k  Rogers,  Soathampton-bMga,  Cbao- 

[««.  ^Hatrlaon,  FnmlTal'i-lnn. 

>Mil,*E4wdJ(7,l[lddIeeboroagta,  Yoric  Engtneera.    Fib  It  at 

^SMkeT*!  Hotel,  MiddleeboroQith.    Slmpeoa,  Leeds. 

".  Vm,  Saaderland,  Dnrtaam,  Booteukar.    Feb  It  at  3,  at  effleee 

•l.  Mukat-et,  Naweaatle-npon-TTne. 

_«>  f'ft'*,  3(ar«-tt,  Haekner,  Bootmaker.    Feb  10  at  3,  at 

■  of  B«h  »  Co.  King  WUUam-il. 

«     ,  *■"•  *'rton   fteetory,  nr  AUretoo,  Uortt  to  Holy  Oiden. 

"uil.M  olBcea  of  Tbarpe  k  Thorpe,  Tharland-at,  Notttaig- 

■J"*.J»,  Blackbom,  Lanearter,  Onosr.    Feb  ISat  3, at  edtaaa 

nna  Kiag.^  Blackbom.    Beek  *  Swift,  Blaekbon. 

**<>tOaaglaa,Ratlaiid-ter,Bamaamlth,  ClobPropcMor.  Feb 

ca^^Oe Gnlldban Coffee-honie,  Onabam-st.    Biddlee,  Sontb- 

'"  iWu.Chmeery-Une. 

nw.  Am.  Bina.  utbo^rapber.    Feb  »  at  12,  at  offloee  of  Booke, 

J*™"!*™.  Oohnore-row,  Birm. 

"'J^etbr,  Upper  HUb«ate-it,  Aalon.nigb-'Bbni.  Stonemaion. 

BB  B,  It  oOcae  of  ItedgiaTe,  Qaadrant-ohambera,  Btrm. 

'7aMm.Stretltard,  Lancaater,  India  Robber  Uanabetarar.  Feb 

>M|,  atoOcee  of  Rlehardaon,  LeTar^t,  Maoch. 

:S^S^  BndderafleM,  Tork,  Joiner.    Feb  10  at  II,  at  the 

*Sfi  X«>'«-et.  HnddenOeld. 

.8l.Ifaiwltt.w^D»rte7,  York.  Fermer.    F*  IS  at  IS,  at  the  I 

••"•to,  MSwrtth-wltti-Darler.   WddalL  | 


Penr,  Ftaaeii,  Fanchnreh^t,  Mfrcbant.   Feb  31  at  2,  at  14}.  Cbeap- 

•Ue.    LewbkLewla,  Eljr-pl. 
Pike.  Saml  Geo,  Westmorelanl-pl,  Southampton-it,  Camberwell,  Soft 

Soap  Uanaketnrer.     Feb  20  at  3,  at  Thwalta*!  MBcei,  Baelngball-at, 

DoUe,  Baaingball-K. 
ntt,  Oha^riatol,  Cbemlit.    Feb  IS  at  II,  at  offloa  of  Stereoe,  Kicbo. 

PalUtt,  Wm,  Herwood,  Lancaater,  Paper  Dealer.    Feb  IT  at  3,  at  office 

of  Farrjr  k  Son.  Etng-at,  Uaacb. 
Potti,  Wm,  Weat  Bam.  Eeiex,  Brewer.    Feb  27  at  12,  at  offloet  of  Beef- 
ier, Bedtmlrow.    Daniel,  Rolli -chambers,  CbaDcery-lane. 
Blx,  Cbaa  Edwd.  Norwich,  Funily  Grocer.    Feb  IS  at  II,  at  office  of 

Stanley,  Bank -plain.  Norwich. 
Sanders,  Wm  Hjr,  Irtbltn^boronah,  Northampton.  Boot  HanuEictarer. 

Feb  IT  at  12,  at  office*  of  Jelltary  k  Son,  Newbnd,  Northampton. 
Stmms.  Alfd,  Btrm.  Ucanaed  TJctoaller.    Feb  14  at  3,  at  offlcea   of 

Wright  &  Uarahall,  Townlall^'hambers,  Naw.st,Blrm. 
SIsaon,  Mont,  Dkastoo,  Derby,  Beerbonse  Keeper.     Feb  SO  at  12,  at 

office  of  Keeler,  Old  Uarket-st,  Nottln«ham 
Snell,  Edmand  Chat,  k  Wm  Trayte,  Broadsiairs,  Kent,  BoUderl.    Feb 

14  at  12.  at  the  Kent  Ilot'U  Uarxale.    Towne. 
Bomere,  Robert,  Galldfard,  Snrrey,  Coal  Uerebant.    Feb  IT  at  2,  at 

Dick's  Cotree-bouM.  nr  Temple-bar.    Roker,  Godalming. 
Sowerby,  By,  Stockton,  Dnrtaam,  Bnllder.    Feb  13  at  3,  atoSeesof 

Clemmet.Jnn,  Stnokton. 
Spittle,  Geo,  Duckliogton,  Oxford,  Cattle  Dealer.  Fab  IS  at  U,  at  offices. 

of  Lee,  Witney. 
StabbetSeld,  Hy,  Brighton,  Snssex,  Boilder.    Feb  It  at  1 1 ,  at  offloee  ot 

Uoltbam,  Brigbtea. 
Tatham,  Albert  John,  Sonth  Wharf,  Paddington,  Ume  Merchant.    Feb 

16  at  3,  at  offices  of  Lamb,  Bedford-row. 
Tnppin,  Samuel  Hart,  Ulddleeborongh,  Totk,  Innkeeper.    Feb  U  at  3, 

at  office  of  Greener  k  Co,  Hiddlenoroogh.    Dobton,  ICiddleeboroogh. 
UllalhOfna,  QranTille  Sharp,  Untland-ter,   Hammennith.Olub  Pro- 

prielor.    Feb  16  at  12,  at  tha  OnUdhall  Ootfee-honae,  Gieabam-at. 

Biddies,  Soathampton-Udga,  Chaneery-Iane. 
Wataon,  Fredk  Falrey,  Uttla  Britain.  Skirt  Miuiufactarer.    Feb  25  at 

II,  at  the  Chamber  of  Commerce,  Cbeapside.      Start,  Ironmonger- 
lane. 
Westbead,  Jas,  Blackpool.  Lancaster.  Grocer.    Feb  16  at  II,  at  the  Old 

Lega  of  Man  Inn.  FIsbergate,  Preiton.    Wheeler,  Btaekbam. 
Weaton, Edward-Paeklngtos^t, IiUngtoo,  Lieenaed  Vluaallcr.  Fab  17  at 

3,  at  office  of  Parerln,  BsalngbaU-st. 
Wmiama,  David,  Dartd  Williams,  jnn,  and  John  WllUama.  Bethania, 

lletioneth.  Drapers.    Feb  IS  at  I,  at  the  Bpoitamaa  Hotel,  Portma-- 

doe.    Breaee,  Fortmadoc. 
WOaoa,  Hy,  NewmanVet,  Comhlll,  Merchant.     Feb  22  at  II,  at  office 

of  Brsdlnr,  Mark-lane. 
Woolger,  Wm,  Cbapter-st,  Westminster,  Dairyman.    Fab  14  at  12,  at 

offlcea  ot  Dobola,  Oreebam-bldgs,  Basbgball-it.    Flaakstt,  Gattar- 

lane. 
Tearaley,  Stephen,  MbMtng-Iana,  Conun  Agent.    Fab  IS  at  2, at  offices 

of  Pook,  MItre-ct,  Temple. 

TunDAT,Fab.T,  I3T1. 
Aontt,  Saml,  New  Windsor,  Berks,  Baker.    Feb  23  at  2,  at  office  ot 

PhiUips,  Gray'a-tam-aq. 
Adams,  Oiaa,  Exeter,  Sewing  Mechhie  Dealer.    F«b   21  at  I,  at  the 

Qaeen's  Hotel,  Qoeen'a-et,  Exeter.    Fryar. 
Adams,  Joaeph,  Aliewas,  Stsfbrd,  Butcher.    Feb  23  at  3,  at  oOoe  of 

Wilson,  Omld-at,  Bnrtoa-nMO-Trsat. 
Andarton,  Robt,  Sabdan,  nr  CUtheroe,  Lancaater,  Bntcher.    Feb  IB  at 

11,  at  tha  Comity  Coort  Home,  Lowergate,  cnthene.    Eaatham,  CU- 
theroe. 
AnaU,  Aabory,  Birm,  Fmitersr.    Feb  17  at  3,  at  offieee  of  AneeU,  Tem- 

ple-at,  Blnn. 
Annatrong,  Baa],  Whaley,  Derby,  Farmer.     Feb  21  at  l,at  oAceor 

Broombead  k  Co,  Bank- chambers,  Oeorxe-at,  Sheffield. 
Askow,  Christopher,  Lnool,  Merchant.    Feb  20  at  3,  at  offices  of  Ett)', 

mii^bldga,  Loro-st,  LpooU 
Barber,  Cbaa,  Fenchorota-at,  Broker.   Feb  2t  at  12,at  38,  Feacbureh-st. 

Crump,  Fhllpot-lane  ■ 
Baiter,  Edwd,  Fenabuich-at,  Broker.    Fbb  28  at  12.lt,  at  36,  Fan- 

chuTch-st.    Cmmp,  Pbiipot-lane. 
Barber,  Firode  John,  Fencbnrch-st,  Broker.     Feb  28  at  12.30,  at  36,. 

Fencharoh-it    Crump,  Philpot-lane. 
Barker,  Ohas,  Botharham,  Tork,  Bootmaker.    Feb  IT  at  1,  at  the  Ship 

Hotel,  Wealgale.  Botharham. 
Bamee,  Dapl,  Caniud  Bottom,  Doraet,  Farmer.   Feb  19  at  II,  at  tha 

New  Inn,  Wimbome  Minster.    Moore,  Whabome  MUatar.  . 

Batlay,  Chas,  New-cnt,  Lambeth,  FUlunongar.    Feb  20  at  2,  at  office  of 

DoUe,  Baatnghall-at. 
Bloxham,  Joaepb  Stephen,  Blnn,  Ale  Dealer.   Feb  20  at  12,  at  offioe  of 

CoQii,  Bennettfa-hul,  Blnn. 
Booker,  Wm  By,  Ceatle^t,  FaloOD-iq,  Leatbar  Maiehaat.  Feb  16  at  1 2, 

at  offioe  of  MUeham,  Pooltry. 
Bootbrayd,  Joaaph,  Bradford,  Tork,  Orooer.    FA  SO  at  3,  at  office  of 

HotohbiaoD,  neeadllly-chaabere,  Piccadilly,  Bradford. 
Bragden,  Fndk,  Oaatleford,  Tork,  Innkeeper.    Feb  23  at  2,  at  Ibe 

BtaUoo  Hotel,  Nonaaatea. 
Cathnw,  Cbaa,  Long  DItton,  Sorrey,  no  oecopatioa.    Feb  23  at  3,  at 

eOoa  of  Sherraid,  Brook-et,  Kingaton-on-Thamee. 
Cbanill,  Sidney,  A  Jas  Wm  English,  Newoastle.pl,  Cleikenwell,  Hanu- 

ketnring  Jewellers.    Feb  22  at  12,  at  the  Inns  of  Coort  Hotd,  Hol- 

bon.   TIbfaitta,  Field-ct,  Qiay's-inn. 
Clements,  Jaa  Moore,  Biim,TriIor.    Feb  16  at  12,  at  office  of  OliTer, 

Newhall-et,Birm. 
(Me,  John,  Dorer,  Kent,  Carpenter.    Feb'SS at  3,  at  oBee  of  Minter. . 

Caetle.et,  Dorer. 
Oiawlay,  Hum  Etchee,  Ely,  Oambrldga,  Haneaa  Maker.    Feb  2i  at  I,  at 

the  Lamb  Hotel,  Ely.    Croaa,  Ely. 
OMmplan,  Jas,  Blaekpael,  Lancaabire,  Sehoolmaster.    Feb  22  at  2,  at 

effiea  of  Cotman,  Lime-at,  Preston. 
Orowther,  Joeeah,  Halllkx,  Tork,  Bootmaker.  Feb  IT  at  3,  at  26,  George- 

St,  Halifax.    WareUkCo. 
Dbon,  Matthew,  Neweastle-npcD-l^e,  Cabinat  Maker.    Feb  IT  at  IS- 
at oOees  of  Keanlyekle  k  Fonter,  St  John'a-cbambeit,  Cratnger-st 

Weet,  Heweaille-apoB-Tyne. 
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Oizon,  Tbos,  Binglvr,  York,  Clofc  in  Ordsn.    Ftb  IS  M  II,  it  th« 

Uisor  Hooie  Iain,  im»f-*t,  Kadfocd.    Dawwn,  Bradford, 
EAwardi,  Jobo,  Woroaitart  Oncer.     Fab  11  «t  II,  at  office  of  HnUierd, 

FterpointHt,  Vonesiv. 
Bill, vrfUni.W»Mej, Htnibid, noaOiar.  Feb  16  u  4. >t  tbe  Ibrton 

Botolf  Httreibrd.    Asdmn,  Iiconiinsfesr. 
GsUeUr,  Qto,  k  Hj  Qunpbdl  Oidletly.  tpool,  Bramn.    Fab  21  at  It, 

at  offlee  of  Harris,  Cnion-et.  Caitl»4t,  LbooL 
Oanderton,  EUan,  Klngitim>a])on-HnII,  Mlllloar.    Feb  iratl.atotac* 

afBellkCo,  BowOhuch-7«i4,  Ctaaapalde.    Baed. 
<tereide;Thoa.Conclatoa,  ObMter.Eartbesware  Dealar.    Feb  Mat  10, 

St  offliM  of  Cooper,  Lawtoo-at,  Consleton. 
OUUingt,  Oeo,  Crehftmt,  Wilta,  Baker.    Feb  St  at  9,  at  the  Kim  Tree 

Inn,  DeTiaea.    Bartmn,  Batb. 
Ollliai,  Predc,  Homoastle,  Uneoln.  Btever.    Feb  10  at  II,  at  the  Boll 
Ins,  Homcsatle.    Ward,  Oarey-at,  Uoeoln'a-inn. 
Oraat,  Wm  Forqrth  Foreytb,  Craren-st,  Strand,  OIBcer.  Fab  IT  at  1,  at 
T,  WUteball-pl.    Morray. 
HaeUsg,  Wm,  Freaton,  Laneaater,  Onoar.    Fd)  IT  at  II,  at  office  of 

Fonhaw,  Cannon-it,  Freaton. 
Ball,  Wm,  Sontb  SUelda,  Doitiani,  Bootmaker.    Fab  IS  at  3,  at  office  of 

Donoan,  KlncHit,  Soatb  Shields. 
Hairlaon,  Oao,  Dnaton,  Northampton,  Farmer.    Feb  il  at  I,  at  tba 
Chamber  of  Ccomeroe,  Oom-ezchange,  Northampton.  Backe,  North- 
ampton. 
Heal^,  Frank,  ft  Wm  Boaaoe  Femberton,  Lnool,  Com  Brokers.  Feb  SO 
at  S,  at  the  Law  Aoodation-bldgs,  ,Cook-at,  Lpool.  Woodborn  ft  Fem- 
berton, Lpool. 
Hawett,  Oeo,  Froyle,  Sontbampton,  Haj  Dealer.    Feb  11  atS,  at  office  of 

Cto,  Vietoria-rd.  Alderabot. 
HUdjrard,  John,  Colebeater,  Eaiax,  Innkeeper.    F«b  IT  at  IS,  at  olBe*  of 

Smith,  Morth-hlll,  Colcheatar. 
Howard,  Rlcbd,  Bill-at,  Opper  Clapton,  Orooer.    Feb  SI  at  3,  at  office  of 

Cook  ft  Smith, CbeapaUe.    Dnffleld  a  Braty,  Tokenhonia-Tard. 
In^iam,  Joaaph,  Fentanoe,  Cornwall,  BeeraeUar.    Fob  SO  at  I2.1(,  at 

office  of  BoTna,  PttbUc-bldRa,  Penaance. 
Jonea,  Thoa  Pogh,  WelchpoM,  HoatgomeiT,  Chaoitst.    Feb  ti  at  IS,  at 

office  of  Jooea,  WalchpooL 
Kant,  Oao,  Radhill.  Snrrer,  BnOder.    Feb  SS  at  S,  at  S,  0n7'a4nn.pl. 

Randall  ft  Angiar. 
Harchington,  Chai  Adanu,  Binn,  ont  of  boiiaeas.  IM>  IS  at  II,  at  office 

of  Fallows,  Owrnr-st,  BIrm. 
lCaaon,ThaaJaa,Manor-st,  Chelsea,  Cheeeemongsr.    Feb  SS  at  IS,  at 

office  of  Boeder.  Bedford-row.    Daniel,  OhanearT-Iane. 
MOes,  Jaa  Bdwd,  Vanzhall-bridge-rd,  licensed  VhitaaUar.    Feb  SO  at  2, 
at  the  Law  Institattan,  Chancery-lane.    FamfleU,  Serla-st,  Liacolo'a- 
ioa. 
Millar.  Oao  Wn.  Oateahaad,  Dnrfaam,  Cheese  Factors.  Feb  21  at  IS,  at 

cffiee  of  Robson,  TOwnhall,  Oateahaad. 
Kotten.  Ftaak,  Waat  Cowea,  Isle  of  Wight,  Spirit  Merchant.    Fek  It  at 

II,  at  ofBoa  of  Dawant,  Weat  Cowea. 
Ottawar,  John  Bett^  ParUament-at,  Waatmbuter,  Eaitaatant  Keeper. 

March  I  at  S,  at  offica  of  Vanghan,  Ohanoarjr-Iane. 
Patten,  Wm  Danl,  Dpper  Gronnd-at,  BlaAftlara,  Lead  Merchant.    Feb 
2a  St  S,  at  tha  GmldhaU  Tarem,  Orediam-at.   CardweU,  CoUege- 
hUl. 
FilUngton,  Margaret,  BUKkbora,  lancaabire,  Otocer.    Fab  II  at  II,  at 

office  of  Cloogh  ft  Folding,  Taokatts-et,  Bladkbnni. 
Finder,  Charlotte  CatoUiA  «  Mar;  ion  Ftaider,  OMmm-rd,  Dealera 

in  BerUa  Weol.    Feb  SS  at  S,  at  cffieaa  of  iidinrat  ft  Co,  Old  Jewry. 
Quia,  Charles,  Wood-st.    Feb  SO  at  IS,  at  the  Chamber  of  Commerce, 

Cheapakla*   Kent  ft  StannIng,  1?nmini  'ili 
Rainbow,  Oeo,  Iforthamplon,  Biker.     Feb  IS  at  IS,  at  offloea  of  Jathry 

ft  Sod,  Newland,  Northamptoo. 
Bamadala,  Jaa,  Rye,  Spasox,  Printer.    Feb  ST  at  I,  at  tS,  Badge-row, 

Cannon-at    Ashlay  ft  Tee,  Frederidc'aiid,  Old  Jewry. 
Beed,  John,  Vaozhall-brldge-rd,  dent.     March  t  at  1,  at  office  «( 

Michael,  dtreaham-bldgi^  BasingtiaU-at. 
Btobatdaon,  Lot,  Jnn,  ShOUngton,  Bedford,  BuDdsr.    Feb  SI  at  II  JO,  at 

offlae  of  Wade.  Bneklerabory,  Hitohin. 
Bteketta,  John,  Tannton  St  Jaaiaa,  Somerset,  Commsidal  TmreUar. 
Feb  It  St  IS,  at  offices  of  Treachard  ft  Walsh.  Baglstrr-^,  Xanntco. 
Bosenthall,  Abraham,  Birm,  Clothier.    Feb  20  at  t,  at  office  of  East, 

Calmor«-row,  Birm. 
SehcOeld,  Oeo,  ft  Jaa  Olorer   Schodeld,  HnddaraOeld,   Tork,  Ooth 

Merehantt.    Feb  ITat  3,at  offloeof  »fcee,New-at,  Hoddersfleld. 
Scott,  Wm;  Sunderland,  Durham,  Boot  Dealer.    Feb  SO  at  t,  at  cffiee  of 

Bell,  Lambton-at,  Sonderland. 
Sharpln,  8amL  Brandon  Parra,  Norfolk,  Fkimer.    Feb  It  at  IS,  at  the 

Maid's  Head  Inn,  Norwich.    Forster. 
Shears,  Robert,  Richmond,  Snney,  Poulterer.    Feb  It  at  4,  at  officea 

of  Bsnas,  WeaTors'  Hall,  Baainghall-st.    FeTerley. 
StriiwMlaw,  Hy,  Northwich,  Chaster,  Bnllder.    Feb  St  at  II,  a^tha 

Bo^  Hotel,  Crewa. 
Thomton,  Mary,  Codford  St  Peter,  Wilta,  Widow.     Feb  SS  at  3,  at  offieaa 

of  Hodding,  Market  Honae,  Saliskary. 
Todd,  John,  Nottingham,  Grocer.    Fab  20  at  2,  at  the  AssamUy  Booms, 

Nottingham     Cranch,  Nottingham. 
TomUna,  Hy  Fold,  Bedbrd,  tnne  Merchant    Feb  S4  at  IS,  at  oBees  of 

Mitchell,  Bedford. 
T^rt,  Lorrance,  Nottingham,  Butcher.    Feb  20  at  12,  at  oOcee  of  Belk, 

Nottingham. 
Trnmbia,  Wm,  Stepney-green,  Coel  Merchant.   Feb  16  at  S,  st  offices  of 

Laaroyd  ft  Learoyd,  Sonth-at,  Fbubnry. 
Tomer,  Hy,  Haach,  Hop  Merchant.   Fab  21  at  S,  at  olBeea  of  Fox, 


Wade,  John,  Leicaatar,  Batcher.    Feb  SO  at  IS,  at  offloea  of  Owston, 

Laleealer. 
Walaa,  John,  Norwich,  Bnildsr.     Feb  1»  at  It,  at  offlcaaofCoaks, 

Norwioh. 
Walah.  Jsaepb,  Onwford-rd,  Marylebone,  CooflKtioaer.    Feb  22  at  12, 

at  oBcea  of  OnnoaB,  Lcmhard-at. 
Watsoa,Wm,^maBay.Ksnt,Clothisr.    Feb 21  at  4,  at  the Chdldhall 


TaTam.    Lnmley  ft  Lnmlm,  Old  Jewry-ehamben. 
-    -     —      -   -     .    jfei,  ifeMai  -    

WbeaUay,  Thoa,  CheaMr-l^Smat,  Dmfaaio.  Uceaaad  VtetnaUar.    Fab 


ITaekL  wm,  ChrMc^poh, 
atoaaai<~~ 


nath.  Com  Merchant.    Feb  IT  st  12, 


icfOatheaft,Ne« 

1 II— iiaj,  Thoa.  Gheater-le-vu^n. .^ m...  im  .iMBu  . .* 

17  at  U ,  at  affitaa  of  Hoyla  *  Oe,  Mewtiatla«pon-Tyns. 


Wniiami, Bennett, Tremadoo,  Camarran,  Farmer.   Fekllatl,ttlte 

Commaraial  Hatal,  Puitmadm  .    Braaae,  Portmadoc. 
Winiama,  Enn,  Llanldloaa,  Montcamary,  Innka^er.  Feb  11  it  UJt, 

at  effioaa  of  WlUlama  ft  Oittans,  Newtown. 
WQion,  Arthnr,  Sheffleld,  Piotare  Fraam   Maker.  Feb  M  it  U,« 

offloea  of  Mellor,  Sheffleld, 
Wilaoa,  Lawtenoe,  NotUn^iam,  SoUdtor.    Ffeb  11    at  It,  attaenol 

Keely.  Nottincham. 
Wood, Oeo,  Junction- id.  Upper  IloUoway,  ont  of  basbeH.  Fib  Mac 

2.  at  offioea  of  Boydell,  Sonth'sq,  GH«y%-hia. 
Wymond,  Thoa  Fbilllpa,  Tilnlty-sq,  Attorney.    Feb  II  al  1,  at  oftiai  i 

Bennett,  Fomlnd'a-hm. 
Young,  Arthnr.  Swansea,  Olamargan,  Coaam  Agent   FabSt  rt>,it 

offioee  of  Thomas,  Neath.    John  Neath. 


GRESHAM     LIFE    ASSURANCE    SOCIETY. 
ST.  OLD  JEWRY,  LONDON,  B.C. 
SOLICrrORS  at*  taiTlted  to  faitrodace,  OB  bahaUof  their  clieali,rn- 
poaab  itar  Loana  on  Fteehold  or  Leaaehold  Property,  Rerenteai,  Ut 
Inceteits,  or  other  adeqoata  aacoritias. 
Proposals  may  be  made  In  thearstinstaaeeaeeoidlngtstheblltftat 


Date.. 


FsorosAL  roa  Loax  oir  MoaraAosa. 


v." 


latrodneed  by  {ilttt  naais  omI  mUrtu  t/  tcMdlor) 

Amoimt  reqnired  £ 

Thne  and  mode  of  repayment  (l-e.,  laHaOsr  /br  a  ttm  earlato,  r  l| 

Security  McuTSurtti  IMtparHailttn  tf  jseanty,  aad,  (f  load  «r  Mi- 
fog«,  i(aM  <M  net  oamoKaesaM). 

State  what  Ulb  Policy  Of  any)  U  propoaed  to  be  eSbctad  v-.k  u; 
Oresham  Office  in  conneethm  with  the  eeeority. 

By  order  of  the  Beard,  * 

F.  ALLAN  CintTIS,  Actuary  and  Sacrear;. 

I^^INE  FLAVOURED  STRONG  BEEF  TEA  it 
'  aboat  IM.  a  pint.  ASK  FOR  LIEBIG  COMPANY'S  EXTUCT 
of  Meat,  raqditng  Baron  UeUg  the  Inrantor'a  SIgnatan  oa  emf 
Jar,  being  the  only  gaarantee  of  gennlnenaaa. 

SLER'S  CRYSTAL  GLASS  CHANDELIEB& 

Taau  oLAaa  or  aix  smsa, 
CBAMDEtlKRS  IN  BRONZE  AND  OBHOLD. 
Moderator  Lamps,  and  Lamps  ttar  India. 
LONDON— fflMW  Rotna,  4S,  OXF0RD-8TBEKT,  W. 
BIRMINaHAM—Hannfkctory  and  Show  Booma,  Brasd-ainet. 

KAKPTVLICOV. 

not 

BEST  FLOOR-COVERING  FOB  PRIVATE  H0tJ8BS,tf. 

Cltanlinui,  JhtraiiKty,  and  Warmth  are  Inmnd 

by  iU  XTu. 

Patterns  and  otbar  partioolara  an  appUcaticn  to 

E.   GOUGH    ft   SON, 

ORIOINAL     PATENTEES    AND     MAN  UFAOTDBEtS. 

48,  CANNON  STREET,  LONDON. 

EaraaLiaHan  lt4S. 


o 


A  SULPHUR  BATH  &  la  Turkey  in  your  om 
room  fcr  a  penny,  eqnal  to  what  yon  maat  pay  in  Lcadkn  ^ 
for.  Ttaia  ralnable  preparation  is  distUled  ttom  the  fkmoaa  SaWv 
Springs  of  TiTOll.  Italy,  celebrated  thrsnghoat  the  worU  tat  Dw 
marralloos  onres  of  all  Sdn  Diseases,  Faralyals,  Bhenmallsm,lD^' 
Hon,  Nermaanaaa,  fcc. 

The  Prepaiatlon,  or  the  Watsra  it  ia  obtafaied  Onnn  by  gnat  tnew 
and  expense,  hare  nOTer  been  known  to  fhll  in  relieving  aaffenn  Bin 
any  of  the  maladifa  mentioned.  Peraom  of  wealtti  and  liAo*^ 
bom  all  countries  daily  Tisit  these  watera,  and  dsrire  tbe  bcatftiMT 
deaire. 

The  manttftctuiers  of  this  marrsUoas  bnt  truly  nanuina  aitlde  btn. 
howerer,  placed  the  same  beneflta  batsre  the  ntiillioii,  whoasjroboB 
the  aame  lelief  without  learing  their  hoasee  or  goiag  ta  say  c4**- 
Tbe  celebrated  water  of  Tl*oU  can  he  need  in  yonr  own  toon  tail;  <•  ' 
more  eflhetlTe  manner  than  by  bathing  in  tbe  watara.  by  alaitiH  <» 
Torkish  eyatem  with  the  Coneentrsled  Kesmice.  It  is  ie  tbe  reado^ 
every  one,  for  the  cost  of  each  bath  is  only  one  penny.  A  o"*'" f^ 
batb  and  to  fcdlow  the  kistmctlens  contained  m  aaoh  panel  are  tbe  "^ 
Implementa  revilred.  Try  no  oompUostad  prepare ttaai  bat  '^J'i 
Hatnre,  and  yon  will  do  weU.  A  iinantity  suScieat  fbr  60  batiu  ei^ 
ftirSs.,  or  100  baths  tat  ta.,  carriage  paid  direct  Ocvm  tbeSoteOaj 
ilgnaaa  ia  Grant  Britain,  Jackaoa,  Btiview,  ft  Co,  Oenttal-chatMSM 
Sooth  Caatle-atreet  liTerpooL  or  moat  Chemists.  ManaiBCtaw  w 
piqiared  by  Ouiseppe  MsiMno,  Roe  de  Babeno,  La  Oorao,  Bobk.       ^ 

ROYAL  POLYTECHNIC— Novel  and  boni  fidq 
eharaotar  of  the  OHBIBTMAS  HOLIDAT  ENTEETAnWEXn^ 
Piohmor  Pepper  on  The  Warand  the  DestmetlTe  Implanwate  "gl 
thereat!  Mr. Oeorge  Orossmlth,  Jan.,  girea  tbe  prettiest  FVhf  ^~| 
entitled.  The  Yellow  Dwarf;  eren'ETCiungi  and  Mr.  Snetaet  r—-'" 
tbe  tame  in  the  Mornings,  with  Vocal  niostratloim.  SngM 
Original  Warlock,  Mr.  J.  Beaumont,  for  The  World  of^K^  . 
Cnnooa  Slack  Rope  Antonmtoo.— Eatertabiment  by  Mr.Z.D.  i 
Premier  Tentriloqnist,  entitled  The  Fnanieat  of  Fnnnr  Faftt !  ■>»' 
Boosaeld>aOreeisn  Statuary  In  White  Marble.— The  Pneicar  f^^ 
New  Ghoet  Entertainment.- A  Machine-made  Watcb.  and  CkiMH 
andChttotmaa  CostoiU.byJ.  L.  King,  Eaq.,  st  tba  BOTAL  FOLI 
TECHNIC.   Adminloa  to  the  whole.  OnaShminc- 
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<lu  OfUt  »f  thii  JovBM Ai,  ami  of  th*  Wsiklt  Rbtoxim 
iiutwt  \i,  Cotk'i-eourt,  C'ar*y-itr*tt,  W.C. 

'hi  SiAuripUon  to  tUt  SoLioiroBa'  Jodbval  i»-~T»tpn,  26(., 
Omtry  28>.;  leilk  tht  Wuklt  RaroBTia,  SS«.  ^agmtitt 
M  tduaet  intUuUi  Ihuilt  Numhtn  and  Pottag:  Suboeribtn 
M*  hnt  thtir  Volam*!  hound  at  the  Offlct— cloth,  2«.  6rf., 
Mfhvtalf,U.td. 

ta  IMttrt  itMnitdforpuiUeation  in  tht "  SoUeitorr  Journal 
mmthe  tuthtnticated  hy  th*  name  of  tht  writtr,  though  not 
imtMttrily  for  pMieation. 

Thrt  dijieulty  it  txporitneid  in  proeuring  tht  Journal  with 
ngnltritp  in  tht  Propineti,  it  it  riqtutttd  that  application  it 
mtie  Urtet  to  th*  PtMithtr. 

%\i  S0ltcitars'  ^aitntatl. 

LONDON,  FEBRUARY  18,  1871. 

> 

Kb.  Atbton  this  wcek  defendad  hia  own  diligence 

iboDt  the  new  Law  OourU.    One  great  thing  it,  thkt  the 

imndatioDi  are  pat  in  h»od  at  last,  whioii  inoUnes  ns  to 

niilekiadl7on  Hr..Ajrton  in  onr  snrpriae  and  delight 

it  witnaMing  a  more  at  laat.    Bat  it  ia  not  fair  to  throw 

be  bUme  on  Sir  RonadeU  Palmer  aa  an  obatraotive.     If 

Si  R.  Palmer  clang  hard  to  the  original  deaign  which  Hr. 

\Mt  Mid  waa  too  expeniiva,  the  real  delay  at  that  time 

mi  oeoaaioned  by  the  abanrd  aohame  of  toaalng  the  Conrta 

onr  m  to  the  Thamea  Embankment,  which  Sir  R.  Palmer 

■Mwfally  oppoaad.    Aa  f ar  aa  Hr.  Ayrton  ia  concerned 

(Kpl*  hare  been  grambling  at  him  beeMiae  after  getting 

tkeCmuniaaionerB'  aanotion  to  the  altered  plan  lart  earn. 

Mi^wl  talcing  a  vote  for  foandationa,  he  did  not  begin 

tU  lattet  till  now.     Perhapa  there  were  {geliminariea  to 

M&  wkiidi  an  impatient  pnbUo  did  not  think  of.    How- 

•w,M)fr.Ajrton  has  begun  at  laat,  we  will  aooept  hia 

iiXiaiiignthatheluM  done  quite  the  right  thing  ;  only 

rleMMhim  not  do  it  again. 

ta  Jtmoimrr  of  the  Jadiolal  Committee  in  the  oaae 

of  tkeSar.  Charles  Vqyaey  oontaina,  in  a  legal  point  of 

nw,  UtUe  which  oalla  for  obaerration.   That  the  appel- 

kat  bad  far  exceeded  the  limita  of  diaonasion  within 

vliiih  a  olergyman  of  the  Church  of  England  moat  con- 

h*  UaiaaU,  waa  obTiona  to  all  who  had  watched  thecaae. 

IiM  Kr.  Voyaey  himaelf  moat  hare  known  he  waa 

kkting  a  battle  he  oonid  not  win.    Hia  opiniona  were 

pfdeidy  in  eonfliot  with   the  written    law   of   the 

kmch,  and  could  onlj  ham  been  pronoonoed  lawful 

y  holding  that  the  lonanlariea  were  obedete  and  non- 

^BMaL    Bnt  although  it  haa  on  tbia  oocaaion  been 

bur  doty  to  condemn  the  appellant,  the  Jndioial  Com- 

liiMaahan  adhend  to  the  prindplea  of  preiiona  de- 

M«u  ia  their  reoent  jodgment.    The  Artidas  of  Be- 

l|ioa,  and  thoae  alone,  are  to  be  conaiderad  aa  the  code 

f  doctrine  of  the  Ohnroh  of  England.    Yagne  aoonaa- 

U  of  offending  againat  the  teaching  of  the  Homiliee, 

igaiaat "  commonly  reoeiTcd  "  opiniona,  were  properly 

wted.  By  an  appeal  to  the  Articlaa,  and  to  thoae  alone, 

Vojiey  atanda  condemned-     That  they  are  elaatie 

a|h,  the  caaea  of  Mr.  Oorham  on  the  one  hand,  and 

[>(■  Bowland  Williama  and  Mr.  H.  B.  Wilaon  on  the 

R,  aaffleiently  ahow ;  bnt  they  do  atill  mean  aome- 

■V.    Mr.  Yoyae/'a  acquittal  would  haTC  proclaimed 

It  th9  meant  nothing  at  all.    Mr.  Yoyaey  ha«  been 

>wtd  a  week  to  retraot  hia  Tiewa,  and  a  contemporary 

I  oada  acme  TCty  severe  obaervatioDa  on  thia  account— 

ttw  ^ocadure  of  the  Eooletiaatioal  Court  of  Appeal. 

Ui,"  it  ia  aaid,  "  is  all  that  the  Committee  hare  power 

^   They  can  dismiaa  a  conadentiona  dergymaa  from 

ftafarmaot,  bat  if  he  tuma  nnoonadentiona  and  eats 

veda,  they  ate  bound  to  let  him  remain."   Our  con- 

iponiy  ia  entirely  miataken.    It  ia  not  neceaaary  to 

aay  opportunity  of  retractation,  but,  in  accordance 

tlte  liberal  apirit  in  wliioh  Eogliah  oriminal  law  ia 

.,  the  Gout  hare  thought  proper  to  allow  a 


locM*  fcenittiUUe  to  Mr.  Yoyaey  ;  and  if  he  were  to  accept 
it,  we  ahonld  be  bound  to  anppoae  that  he  did  ao  in  all 
aincerity.  Ia  that  oaae  he  would  retam  to  hia  pariah,  not 
neaeaaarily,aa  our  oontemporary  aaaamea,  aa  a  hypocrital 
profeiaor  of  dootrinea  he  did  not  beliere,  bat  aa  a  repen- 
tant conf eaaor  of  hia  own  mistakea.  Mr.  Voyaey,  however, 
ia  not  likely  to  aooept  the  proffered  alternative.  His 
differencea  from  the  ordinary  doctrioea  of  the  Cbnroh 
are  too  wide  to  be  recanted.  We  fear,  therefore,  that  it 
will  become  the  daty  of  the  Judicial  Committee,  who, 
we  obaerve,  have  retained  the  canae,  to  deprive  him  of 
hi«  living. 

The  Hoh.  Dxtio  Dudley  Fikld,  in  an  addraaa  to  the 
Califomian  Bar,  which  we  re-produoe  in  another  oolnmn, 
entera  upon  a  lengthy  diaquisition  on  oodea  generally,  and 
an  eapeoial  vindication  of  the  New  York  Code.    TlUa  ia  a 
sabject  which  at  the  preeent  moment  haa  aome  intereit 
for  Engliah  readara.    The  New  York  Civil  Code  haa  never 
received  legialative  authority  from  the  State,  haa  thoa 
remained  a  dead  letter  ever  ainoe  it  waa  framed,  and,  aa 
far  aa  we  know,  ia  likely  to  remain  ao.     Probaibly  thia 
failare  may  be  aet  down  to  the  reaaona  hinted  at  in  Mr. 
Fiaher'a  pamphlet,  its  extreme  boldneaa  in  pceeenting 
the  law  not  aa  it  waa  but  aa  ita  f  ramera  thought  it  ought 
to  be,  and  iu  too  great  oompreaaion.    Mr.  Juatice  Willea, 
in  hia  aeparate  report,  appended  to  the  aeoond  report  of 
the  Engliah  Digeit  Commiaaion,  adviaed  that  aoode  ahould 
be  made  inatead  of  a  digest,  becauae  he  conaidared  that  a 
code,  not  being  confined  to  the  exiating  law,  might  be 
framed  aa  a  body  of  law  pnrged  of  axiating  confliots  and 
tnaoonradea  and  enriched  with  improvementa  culled  from 
the  lawa  of  foreign  nationa.     But  suoh  a  total  alteration 
of    the   eorptu    juris  of    a  nation    is    too    deqMtio 
and  too  vast  and  diiBcnlt  a  taak  for  performance  per 
taltiim,    even    by    the  ablest   and  beat  eateemed  body 
of  men  obtainable  for  love  or  money.     We  may,'  per- 
haps, except  the  case  of  a  raw  colony.    It  ia  poadhle, 
for  inatanoe,  that  if    an  aUe  lawyer  and  jurist,  liko 
Mr.    Juatice    Willea,   were  planted  among  Uie  popula- 
tion which  haa  flocked  to  the  diamond   fldda  in   the 
region  of  the  Transvaal  Bepnblic,  he  oonld  frame  a  new 
eorput  jurit  which  would  serve  them  welL     Periwpa 
similar  oonaiderationa  may  attach  to  the  new  state  of 
Dakota,    whioh,  aa  we    learn    from    Mr.    Field,    baa 
actually  put    in    force  a  code  i)aaed  on  the    Engliah 
common  law,    but  it  can  hardly  be  diapnted  that  in 
any  old  commnnity  the  digest  must  precede  and  fadlitate 
the  expurgation  and  improvement.     Mr.  Field,  however, 
in  hia  apeoial  vindication  of  the  New  York  Code,  neoea- 
aarily    arguea    for   the   per  aaltum   prcceaa,   and    hia 
argomenta  involve  a  radical  miaconoeption  and  oonfoaion 
of  ideas  on  the  snbjsct.    He  seema,  for  inatanoe,  in  the 
following  passage  to  fall  into  the  very  obvious  error  of 
a  cenfudon  between  a  oode  and  a  digest: — "Ths  chaotic 
state  of  the  law  atiaea,  of  courae,  from  the  vast  mass  of 
unarranged  and  aometimea    diaoordant  materiaL      To 
take  this  material,  aeparate  the  discordant  parte,  analyse, 
arrange,  compreaa,  remould  the  reet,  ia  to  reduce  order 
out  of  cbaoa.    The  reenlt  ia  a  digest  or  a  oode." 

The  fact  ia,  a  digeet  made  abadutely  authoritative  by 
the  Legialature  would  be  a  code,  but  a  code  ia  not  neoea- 
aarily,  like  adigeat,  confined  to  the  exiating  native  law;  a 
digeet  ia  confined  to  that  one  material,  whereaa  a  code 
may  be  compiled  from  the  whole  range  of  law,  foreign 
and  poadUe.  Again,  when  Mr.  Fidd  prediots  the  advent 
of  the  day  when  all  the  Engliah-apeaking  communities 
will  "  insist  on  having  the  whole  body  of  their  law  in  a 
form  aceasdUa  and  intelligible  to  all  who  are  governed  by 
it;"  if  he  means  by  thia  that  in  any  large  modem  com- 
mnnity,  with  complicated  aodal  and  commercial  rdationa, 
the  emyu*  juris  abould  be  a  body  of  law  acceaaible  to  and 
appUoabte  by  the  minda  of  all  ita  membera  generally,  he 
haa  got  into  the  region  of  impoadbllity.  But,  probably, 
Mr.  Fidd  wotild  aay  that  a  body  of  ganerd  mice  may  be 
framed  which  ahall  be  ao  accasdde  and  ao  applicable,  by 
leaving  a  greater  masa  of  details  to  the  diaoietion  of 
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Courts.  Wa  an  not  prvpued  to  »gM»  oren  to  tbi«,  unI«M 
these  genenl  mlea  ai«  made  ao  general  as  to  be  maxims 
of  oommon  sense.  Also,  the  mote  general  the  mles, 
themorewilltheybeoTervrhelmedbyaneTer-aoonmolating 
balk  of  jndioial  decisions,  in  explanation  and  application. 
The  tmth  is,  70a  cannot  fnune  for  a  modem  oiri- 
lised  nation  any  body  of  law  which  shall  enable  the 
average  subject  to  be  his  own  lawyer,  bnt  yon  oan  remore 
inoonsistendea  and  contradictions,  repngnancies  to  reason 
or  common  sense,  and  manifold  nnneoessary  complica- 
tions, arising  inevitably  from  the  piecemeal  manner  in 
which  an  ancient  system  of  law  hai  been  bailt  np,  nntil 
the  solution  of  social  and  commercial  problems  of  daily 
occurrence  is  no  longer  utterly  uncertain  or  inoonsisteat 
with  reason  and  justice. 

Defending  his  New  Tork  Code  from  the  charge  of  ex- 
cessive compression,  or,  rather,  advocating  great  compres- 
sion in  general,  Mr.  Field  brings  forward  the  Statute  of 
Frauds, "  every  line  of  which,  said  a  great  English  judge, 
is  worth  a  subsidy.  But  was  there  ever  a  statute  so 
loaded  with  interpretation  and  commentary  7  '*  Conld  a 
more  unhappy  argnment  have  been  adduced,  seeing  that 
the  vast  mass  of  scholiast  reports  which  overlays  texts 
like  this  is  one  of  the  very  burdens  which  ii  driving  us 
to  a  digest  (or  code,  whichever  we  may  get)  ? 

We  confess  our  snrpriae  at  finding  Mr.  Field  writing 
thus  confusedly  on  this  subject.  However,  if  these  re- 
marks should  meet  his  eye,  he  will  no  doubt  acquit  us 
of  any  discourtesy  towards  him.  Our  own  Digest  Com- 
mission is  indebted  to  him  for  his  valuable  evidence 
which  was  very  freely  and  kindly  afforded. 

The  ATTOBirET-GENBRAL  has  brought  in  a  bill  to 
repeal  the  32nd  section  of  the  Jury  Act  of  1870, 
which  relatee  to  payment  of  jurors.  Some  more  efi- 
oient  provisions  will  probably  be  enacted  in  its  place 
in  dae  time.  In  another  column  will  be  found  a 
report  of  a  discussion  in  the  Hereford  County  Court 
npott  the  question  whether  the  22nd  section  in  ques- 
tion applies  to  county  court  jurors.  We  are  inclined 
to  think  it  does  not  apply,  but  it  is  scarcely  worth  while 
diaoassing  the  question  now  that  the  section  is  to  be  re- 
pealed. It  is  as  Well,  however,  that  attention  should  be 
directed  to  the  point,  in  order  that  similar  doubts  may 
not  arise  upon  any  new  statute  on  the  subject.  It  would 
acom  that  the  20th  section — which  is  quite  general,  and 
enaota  that  no  jaror  shall  be  liable  to  any  penalty  for 
non-atteadanoe  on  any  jury  unless  the  summons  \im 
been  served  six  days  before  the  day  on  which  he  is 
required  to  attend — must  apply  to  county  courts.  If  so, 
the  practical  effect  is  that,  although  by  rule  104  of  the 
oonnty  court  mles  it  is  sufficient  to  give  notice  that  a 
jury  is  required  three  clear  days  before  the  hearing — and 
upon  such  notice  being  given  the  registrar  is  bound  to 
anmmon  a  jury — yet  there  is  no  means  of  enforcing  oom- 
plianoe  with  snob  summons,  so  that  the  parties  may,  after 
all,  find  no  jnry  in  attendance. 

To  SAT  that  all  legislation  is  law  is  to  pat  down  a 
mete  identical  equation ;  bnt  there  is  nevettheless  a  claaa 
of  neaanraa  called  legal  measures,  which,  as  dealing  witii 
teohnioalities  of  jurispradence  or  legal  administration, 
have  an  espeoial  oonoem  for  lawyers.  Bills  of  this  kind 
are  crowding  in  thickly  already,  as  any  one  may  see  who 
glances  down  the  columns  of  our  Parliamentary  Report. 
Several  old  faoes  re-appear :— the  ponderous  Mend>ant 
Shipping  Bill,  the  Public  Prosecutors  Bill,  soma  bills 
affecting  the  clergy,  and  several  others,  inolnding  the 
Marriage  with  a  Deceased  Wife's  Sister  BiU.  The 
latter  has  again  passed  its  second  reading  in  the  Lower 
Honae,  and  has  elicited  from  the  Bishop  of  Winohaatar  a 
bunt  of  diaapptobation,  culminating  in  the  remarkable 
aaaution  that-7-fot  any  one  even  to  imention  in  terma  of 
•dvocaoy  such  a  shamef  nl  oontraot  ia  a  crime  and  high 
niiademeanour.  These  words,  if  oorraotly  reported,  savonr 
of  that  spirit  of  eooleaiaatical  intoleranoe,  which  in  the 
daya  of  Warham  waa  found  to  have  aeenmnlatad  tiUngs 


nnandnrabla  and  whioh  were  not  endorel  Thsy  nitpiiN 
us,  for  we  have  always  imagined  Dr.  Wilberf orae  to  In  « 
man  wise  in  his  generation. 


Wb  latblt  bkpribtbd  some  oonespondenoe  betwen 
a  solicitor  and  the  Board  of  Inland  Bavenns,  whicii  tf- 
pears  to  have  aroused  apprehensions  that  Somenet-koms 
might  hold  that  wheza  a  vendor  writes  to  hii  pnnbtw 
to  pay  the  pnrohaaa-money  to  vendor's  solicitor,  s  ten 
shilling  stamp  duty  was  necessary  aa  f ox  a  power  of 
attorney.  It  appears,  however,  from  a  fnrthat  Sownt- 
house  letter,  wUch  we  reprint  eltewhera,  that  SoiiMnet- 
house  drawa  the  distinction  between  a  direotiaD  to  piy 
and  an  authority  to  receive.  One  sonroe  of  coDfmloB  ia 
this  matter  seems  to  be,  that  the  Stamp  Act  definitioiii 
of  bill  of  exdiange  and  letter  of  attorney  oveilsp  esdi 
other  considerably. 


At  last  there  is  another  prospect  opened  of  a  NtUe- 
ment  of  the  Alabama  qneation  by  a  joint  oommiwios  of 
both  nations.  We  hope  moat  nnteignedly  that  the 
commissioners  may  succeed  in  disposing  of  thismsktsiit 

last. 

NOTES  ON    THE  MABBIED  WOMEN^S  PBOPSETT 
ACT,  1870. 
No,  II. 

Wa   propose   to    consider  the   incidents  of  n»toii 
women's  trading  under  the  Married  Women's  Pnpsrtf 
Act,  1870,  which  came  into  operation  on   the  901  of 
Angost   last;   and  in  order  to  tUa  it  wiU  be  aa  well 
to  sommariaa  shortly  the  law  aa  it  atood  before  the  new 
Ant  came  into  play.    But  we  must  observe,  ia  limt, 
that  there  is  soma  confusion  arising  from  the  use  of  tho 
phrase  "separate  trading."      In  general  whan  wjm 
speaks  of  a  wife's  separate  trading  be  means  simply  aoM 
trading  of  whioh  she  is  the  aotnal  ostensible  maspr 
and  conductor,  the  working  person  in  the  bnsineas,  witk- 
out  any  reference  to  qnestiona  of  who  may  sue  or  be  met 
upon  the  business  relations;  but  in  oonaeqnence,  01^ 
aome  analogy,   of  the  more   exclusive  meaning  of  tto 
word  "separate,"   when  coupled   with   "property"  « 
"  estate,"  and  perhaps  also  of  the  peculiar  inddenti  of 
"  separate  trading  "  under  the  custom  of  London,  th« 
phrase  "separate  trading"  seems  sometimee  taken  u 
meaning  some  trading  for   whioh  the  husband  ia  not 
responsible.    Perhaps  this  confusion  would  be  avoidai 
if  aome  sudi  phrase  aa  "wife's  ostensible  trading"  wfR 
employed  when  all  that  ia  meant  is  that  the  wife  ia  tiu 
ostensible  or  working  person  on  whose  shoulders  the  bnn- 
ness  rests. 

As  to  the  incidents  of  this  trading  at  ocbubob 
law.  The  wife  is  legally  incapacitated  from  suing  or 
being  sued  under  any  oircnmstancee.  No  donbt,  u 
practice,  she  often  does  manage  to  sue,  but  thkt  i> 
merely  because  strangers  may  not  know  or  m«y  be  unsN* 
to  prove  her  coverture.  As  a  wife  cannot  be  W" 
it  has,  in  modem  times,  been  held  to  be  a  ifff^f' 
that  she  cannot  be  made  a  bankrapt.  [There  IB*I| 
be  difficult  questions,  by  the  way,  as  to  what  »* 
they  can  or  cannot  do  when  "ostensibly  trading. 
See,  for  instance,  SarUm  v.  SUhop  (1  East,  43J), 
and  Cote*  r.  Davit  (I  Camp.  465).  from  whioh  it  sfi 
pears  that  if  she  indorses  a  bill  of  exchange  in 
her  own  name,  the  indorsement  is  nngattory,  but  ^ 
she  nses  her  husband's  there  may  be  »  preanmption  M 
agency  for  that  purpose.]  Whether  or  not  the  hnsbal^ 
oan  be  sued  is  a  question  of  agency.  If  the  hnsbamd  be  f^ 
cohabitation  there  is  a  presumption  almost,  if  not  qoit^ 
irrebnttable  that  the  wife  trades  as  his  agonl;  and  '*^'~ 
of  course,  he  is  liable.  No  doubt,  aa  Beat,  CJ.,  said  in 
T.  AnderioH  (3  Bing.  172),  ■*the  pittsnmptioB 
from  his  presence  might  be  rebutted,"  bat  haodly.  In 
very  meaigra  note  of  Lang  fort  v.  Adminiatrmtrix  of  riler, 
1  Salk.  (p.  118),  Holt,  O.J.,  U  made  to  aaiy,  at  Nisi  Pr 
that  the  hnaband  waa  liable  beoanae  th^y  cohabited ; 
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iV%  r.  Anderion,  B«(t,  C  J.,  B«id  there  was  a  legal  pre- 
ramption  that  the  wife  traded  ai  the  hniband'a  agent, 
became  he  took  advantage  of  the  trade  that  was  carried 
on,  b;  living  ont  of  the  profitf.  There  is  a  rast  nomber 
of  hooMhoIds  of  the  Haotalini  sort,  in  which  an  actiTe 
woman  carries  on  what  we  hare  dhosen  to  call  some 
"  oatenaible  trading,"  it  may  be  as  a  milliner,  a  laundress, 
or  shopkeeper,  and  has  at  Uie  same  lime  a  feeble,  or  lazy, 
or  poaaibly  less  paasirely  good-for-nothing  hasband,  who 
dwells  on  the  premises  and  derivw  bis  food  and  raiment 
from  the  profits  of  his  wife's  energy.  It  would  be  rery 
difflcnlt  to  TSbat  the  presumption  of  agency  in  sooh  oases 
*9  this.  Where  the  trading  has  been  carried  on 
nnder  some  anf«-naptial  settlement,  there,  no 
doobt,  it  is  the  tmstee  who  is  the  liable  or  enable 
ptrty  (see,  for  instance,  Jarvum  r.  Wothton,  ST.  B. 
618,  and  Bright,  H.  ft  W.  ii.  294,  which  snilloiently 
indicates  the  prinoiple).  A  post-nnpUal  agreement  by 
the  husband  respecting  his  wife's  tnding  does  not|  of 
eoaree,  effect  his  liability  to  third  parties.  In  Roper's 
H.&W.  (ii  176),  Hr.  Boper  suggests  that  a  Court  of 
Eqoity  would  interfere  in  faTonr  of  the  husband  or 
tmitee,  and  would  confine  the  creditors  to  the 
trade  asael»;  but  as  Hr.  Jacob,  a  subsequent  editor 
of  Boper,  obaerres,  there  seems  to  be  no  principle  upon 
whiohEquityoould  relieTe  either  the  husband  or  the  trustee 
from  a  responsibility  incurred  to  thtf  creditors.  As  far 
u  most  of  the  Maataliai  cases  are  ooncemed,  the  dif- 
ference on  this  head  would  be  small,  sinoe  the  trade 
uaeti  would  probably  be  the  only  assets. 

Tbns,  whererer  ageocty  for  the  husband  is  presumed, 

the  trade  craditore,  at  all  eTvnte,  have  a  fair  remedy,  since 

they  can  reach  the  trade  property  by  suing  the  husband. 

U,  u  is  often  the  oaaa  when  husband  and  wife   are 

liTio;  apart,  there  is  no  presumption  of  agency,  the 

ttiie  creditors  are  utterly  remediless  at  common  law, 

tiAta  sue  no  one.    They  hare,  indeed,  a  remedy  to  a 

ttrtiia  extent   by  bill  filed  in  chanoery  against    any 

"pmte  estate  which  the  wife  may  chance  to  possess* 

[isbjeet  to  no  restraint  on  anticipation)  ;  but  (setting 

aside  the  improbability.  In  the  bulk  of  Hantalini  cases, 

of  Mrs.  Mantalini  possessing    any  arailable  property 

Kttled  to  her  separate  use)  the  claimant  must  get  his 

decree  before  he  can  touch  this;  and  if  the  wife  assigns 

—even  after  bill  filed — to  a  pnrohaser  for  ralne  without 

notice,  his  claim  is  defeated.    Moreorer,  this  equitable 

remedy  against  separate  estate  is  not  within  the  jurisdio- 

tioa  of  the  county  court,  within  whose  sphere  the  Tast 

■nijotity  of  these  wife-trading  oases  oocnr. 

Thus,  nnder  the  old  law  there  was,  in  additiou  to  the 
defect  arising  from  the  wife's  (at  any  rate  legal)  incapa- 
city of  suing,  the  anomaly  of  a  large  class  of  oases  in 
vhioh  creditors  simply  could  sue  no  one.  The  new  Act 
baa,  indeed  (though,  as  we  shall  see,  it  is  rsry  doubtful 
to  what  extent),  empowered  the  woman  to  sue,  but  it 
looks  Teiy  much  as  though  the  area  of  cases  in  which 
ao  one  is  suable  has  absolutely  been  extended,  though 
not  perhaps  to  such  a  praetieal  extent  as  people  imagine. 
The  sections  of  the  Act  which  deal  directly  with  the 
•object  are  the  1st  and  the  11th,  and  their  construction 
is  beset  with  diffloulties. 

First,  as  to  the  wife's  own  power  of  suing,  section  11 
purports  to  giro  her  an  option  of  suing  alone  aa  there 
mentioned  ;  bat  as  section  1  says  that  her  receipt  is  to 
lie  the  only  discharge  for  all  wages,  earnings,  money,  and 
property  acquired  by,  or  the  produce  of,  her  "  separate" 
trading,  it  seems  that  in  all  actions  for  the  rteovety  of 
nch  wages,  ko.,  she  p»ut  sue  alone.  Unfortunately 
t!>ere  is  room  for  much  doubt  as  to  the  extent  of  the  class 
of  actions  whioh  section  11  permits  her  to  bring.t  She 
esn  ine  an  employer  for  her  wages,  and  she  can  maintain 
trover  for  any  article  bought  by  her  ont  of  earnings  sared 

*  Cpon  the  question— what  engagemsnt  of  a  wife's  will  bind 
Wmmuu estate?  sesUS.J.^ 

t  It  would  seem  that  she  may  sue  in  her  own  name  in  equity 
(ladetd  of  by  a  nut  IHend),  in  respect  of  property  declared  by 
u«  Act  to  be  hsr  separate  property  (see  ante.  p.  3). 


up;  or  she  may  efen  sue  in  tort  for  damage  done  to  any 
such  article.  For  instance,  if  she  were  an  artist,  and  was 
knocked  down  by  a  carriage  while  carrying  her  picture 
to  a  dealer,  she  might  sue  for  the  tort  to  her  painting 
though  not  for  that  to  faer  person.  But  especially  where 
the  "separate  trading"  is  some  commercial  pursuit,  such 
as  shop-keeping  or  mannfactuVing,  there  are  Tery  awk- 
ward queetions  open.  The  judge  of  the  Northampton 
County  Court,  in  a  well-ooniddered  judgment  which  we 
report  in  another  oolumn,  surmises  that  this  section  only 
empowers  her  '*  to  sue  for  money  due  in  reepeot  of  serrices 
actually  rendered,  or  goods  actually  sold  and  delivered, 
or  bargained  and  sold  in  the  course  of  trade,  and  would 
not  enable  hte  to  claim  in  her  own  name  damages  for 
breach  of  a  contract  to  employ  her,  or  for  non-delivery  of 
goods  ordered  by  her  in  her  trade." 

Substantially  this  oonstmoUon  seems  to  us  to  be  correct, 
though  we  think  it  possible  that  the  phrase  "  remedies 
.  .  .  for  the  protection  and  security  of  suoh  wages, 
earnings,  .  .  .  and  property,"  might  be  so  liberally 
construed  as  to  include  rather  a  wider  limit  than  that 
here  suggested.     Fer  instanee,  it  might  be  contended 

S though  the  point  is  certainly  doubtful)  that  an  action 
or  wrongful  dismissal  was  inoluded  as  a  remedy  for  the 
security  of  earnings,  but  not  if  the  section  be  read  as 
protecting  merely  earnings  aotuaUy  received  or  accrued 
as  a  liquidated  sum.  There  is  this  question  also — what 
is  meant  by  "  earnings  "  in  the  oase  of  a  trade  or  busi- 
ness? Gross  returns  or  net  profit*?  If  gross  returns 
are  intended,  the  BOop«  of  aotion  allowable  may  be 
wider  tiian  seems  to  be  generally  imagined.  And  this 
leads  us  to  another  and  most  momentous  doubt.  The 
Act  makes  "  separate  property  "  of  the  wages,  earnings, 
Ac,  and  all  investments  Uiereof.  How  does  that  affect 
the  husband's  common  law  right  to  his  wife's  goods. 
Clearly  so  far  as  the  business  plant  or  stook  in  trade  may 
be  replaced  out  of  tnofits,  that  is  an  "  investment,''  and, 
therefore,  separate  property.  But  as  to  anything  else 
it  would  seem  that  wherever  the  husband  is  idlovring  his 
wlttt  to  oarry  on  a  "  separata  trading  "  he  may  asaert  his 
oommon  law  right  to  the  plant,  <to.,  onlythe  wlfeoan,  under 
section  9,  compel  him  to  account  to  her  for  the  profits. 

There  is  yet  the  most  important  qneation  of  all.  A^ 
the  wifb  4San  now  sue  to  some  extent,  has  she  any  corres- 
ponding liability  to  be  sued?  It  has  been  queried 
whether  stub  a  liability  must  not  be  considered  as  im- 
posed by  implication.  This  question  seems  to  have  been 
raised  in  the  Northampton  ease  before  alluded  to;  the 
judge  held  that  the  Aot  does  not  oonfer  any  power  of 
suing  her,  and  we  think  that  he  was  right  (we  entirely 
adopt  his  reasoning,  whioh  to  save  our  iteration  the 
reader  can  peruse  in  the  report).  As  the  wife,  then, 
cannot  be  sued  any  more  than  before  (except  nnder  sec- 
tions 12,  13,  which  are  irrelevant  to  the  matter  in  hand), 
it  becomes  very  important  to  consider  whether  or  no  the 
Aot,  by  breaking  in  upon  the  husbands  rights  to  the 
earnings  or  profits,  has  also  taken  away  the  remedy 
against  him  in  oases  in  whioh  agency  would  have 
been  presumed  before  the  Aot  It  is  obvious  that  one 
of  the  great  bases  upon  which  the  presumption  of  agency 
rests  has  been  thrown  away,  ^e  husband,  it  is 
true,  is  cohabiting  with  the  wife,  but  the  wife  has 
the  power  of  keeping  the  profits  to  herself,  and 
does  so :  unless  tiiere  is  something  more,  you  oannot 
presume  agency  for  him,  and  he  is  not  suable.  There  is  no 
doubt  that  this  defence  will  be  very  popular  in  the  county 
oonrts. 

There  is,  however,  a  oonsideration  remaining  behind, 
whioh  may  perhaps  enable  the  judges  to  resist  nume- 
rotis  invitations  to  pronounce  milliners'  girls,  workwomen, 
and  other  people,  to  be  .utterly  without  any  legal  remedy 
for  enforcing  payment  of  thtftr  wages.  The  question  used 
to  be,  whenever  a  httsband  was  sued — is  there  a  pre- 
sumption of  agency  ?  the  question  will  now  be — is  the 
businees  carried  on  "  separately  from  the  husband  ?"  It 
was  with  a  view  to  this,  that  at  the  beginning  of  this 
article  we  adverted  to  the  confusion  which  sometimea 
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Mista  in  the  oae  of  the  phnMe  "  separate  trading."  It 
BOW  beoomea  leij  important,  indeed,  to  bear  in  mind, 
that  it  is  not  erery  oaae  of  "  wife'*  oitenaible  trading" 
whioh  ia  a  "  trading  leparately  from  her  hadMUid." 
There  ia  room  for  ao  mnoh  frondnlent  ooUoaion,  that 
the  point  requires  to  be  watched  Terjr  oaMfnlly. 
Wherever  the  husband  of  an  "  oatenaible  female  trader  " 
ia  aned  by  a  creditor  of  the  trader,  the  Court,  before  it 
prononncea  the  plaintiff  to  be  remedilMa,  must  fint 
aatiafy  itself  that  the  buaineaf  is  carried  on  aepaiately 
from  the  huaband  ;  and  it  certainly  seems  to  na  that 
where  there  is  cohabitation  the  primary  pracnmption  is 
that  the  trading  is  not  carried  on  separately.  But  sec- 
tion 11  concludea  by  saying  that  in  any  pixMeeding  "  it 
■hall  be  sufficient  to  allege  snoh  property  to  be  her  sepa- 
late  property."  This  seems  to  create  a  general  frimS 
facie  presumption  of  separate  property  ;  but  it  would 
not,  we  imagine,  oome  into  play  in  a  creditors'  suit  againat 
the  husband,  until  the  wife  should  have  interpleaded. 
And  when  the  wife  haa  taken  that  "proceeding" 
we  Imagine  that  the  Act  doea  not  do  more  than  create  a 
primd  facie  presumption  of  aeparate  property,  rebuttable 
by  eridenoe,  and  it  aeems  to  us  that  it  is  open  to  a  judge 
to  hold  that  evidence  o<  cohabitation  has  tamed  the 
presumption  the  other  way. 

"  No  doubt,"  to  quote  Best,  O.J.,  over  again,  "  the  pre- 
sumption arising  from  cohabitation  may  be  rebutted."  The 
Court,  on  the  evidenoe,  most  say  whether  or  no  the  hus- 
band has  a  Snger  in  the  pie.  The  point  is  an  odd  one, 
because  the  Act  says  that  if  the  trading  is  "  separate," 
the  consequence  is  that  the  earnings  are  the  wife's 
"separate  property,"  and,  as  it  seems  to  ua,  the  fact 
whether  or  no  the  wife  doea  keep  the  earnings  to  hezadf 
and  treat  it  as  "  separate  proper^,"  may  be  evidenoe  on 
the  qnsstion  whether  the  trading  is  separate  <s  no. 
We  do  not  know  what  facts  wfre  before  the  judge 
who,  as  we  noticed  in  our  last  week's  impression, 
Mcently  gaw  an  opinion  adverse  to  the  claimant  in 
the  oaae  of  a  milliner  whose  hnaband  waa  in  cohabitation, 
but  it  is  very  poseible  that  this  point  was  overlooked. 
There  are  oldish  cases,  such  as  Zantham  r.  Bmttt.  (Cro. 
Car.  68),  under  the  custom  of  London  (for  wUoh  the 
definition  of  separate  trading  ia  "  whereof  the  husband 
inUrmeddleth  not"),  which  are  i»  pari  mat«riA\  but 
judges  will  hardly  pay  much  attention  to  these  deoiaions: 
and,  moreover,  the  practice  of  citing  decisions  on  facta 
upon  a  similar  question  arising  oat  of  other  facts  ia  de- 
cidedly not  to  be  encouraged. 

We  certainly  have  not  ezhaosted  the  sabject,  but  we 
fear  we  may  have  reached  the  bottom  of  the  reader's  p»> 
tience.  _ 

COUPUISOBT  BEFEBKNOE. 

The  judges  have  long  been  in  the  habit  of  oompul- 
aorily  referring  causes  at  Nisi  Prins,  and  nq  doubt  the 
practice  has  baen  a  convenient  one :  whether  it  has  been 
an  authorised  one  is  another  matter.  There  are  two  seo* 
tioas  in  the  Common  Law  Procedoie  Act,  1854,  whioh 
give  the  power  at  ordering  a  reference— viz.,  the  3rd  and 
the  6th.  By  the  Srd— "  If  it  be  made  appear,  at  any  time 
after  the  isauing  of  the  writ,  to  the  satisfaction  of  the 
Court  or  a  judgp,  upon  the  application  of  either  party, 
that  the  matter  in  dispute  conaiste  wholly  or  in  put  of 
matters  of  mere  account,  which  cannot  conveniently  be 
tried  in  the  ordinary  way,  it  shall  be  lawful  for  such 
Court  or  judge  "  to  order  that  such  matter  be  referred. 
If  this  section,  with  its  wide  words  "  at  any  time  after 
the  isaoing  of  th«  writ,"  stood  alone,  it  would  probably 
empower  a  judge  oompulsorily  to  refer  a  oanse  even 
when  it  was  in  prooeas  of  beiiig  tried  before  him  in  Nisi 
Prina  with  a  joxy.  Bat  by  the  6th  section — "  Upon  the 
trial  of  any  ime  of  faot  by  a  judge  under  this  Act " — >.«., 
by  a  judge  trying  a  qneation  of  fact  without  a  joxy  under 
the  first  section  of  the  Act — he  mi^  order  any  matter  of 
aooonnt  whioh  cannot  be  conveniently  tried  before  him 
to  be  referred. 

In  Bobun  t.  L«e$,  6  H.  &  N.  268,  and  more  fully  re- 


ported 30  L.  J.  Ex.  235,  the  Court  of  Ezohsqur,  itltr 
taking  time  for  consideration,  held  that,  on  the  ooaittDe- 
tion  of  these  two  sections,  the  power  of  a  judge  to  ndws 
referenoe  during  the  trial  was  g^ven  by  the  6th  leotkn 
only,  and  that  Uie  piwer  to  order  a  referenoe  under  tits' 
Srd  section  coald  only  be  exercised  on  rule  or  sammou. 
On  looking  to  the  end  of  the  6th  section  there  osn,  ve 
think,  be  little  doubt  that  this  oonstruotiaa  is  right,  foe  v^ 
there  find  that  ihe  award  of  the  referee  under  that  lee- 
tion  is  to  have  the  same  affect  as  herein-befors  provided 
as  to  the  award  or  certificate  of  a  referee  before  trial." 
Now  the  only  previous  mention  of  an  award  or  certifiott 
to  be  found  in  tiie  Aot  is  in  the  Srd  section;  and  oosm- 
quently  the  6th  section  seems  to  contain  a  legidattve  ex- 
position of  the  Srd  section,  limiting   it  to  arbitcstioa 
before  trial.    Bat,  notwithstanding  Eohton  v.  Ltti,  wUeh 
seems  to  have  been  followed  in  the  arrangement  both  of 
Mr.  Day's  and  Mr.  Markham'a  editions  of  the  Ccmmoalav 
Prooednre  Acts,  the  judges  have  been  in  the  habit  of  doiag' 
what   that  case   e«ys   they  oannot  do— viz.,  refeiriof 
under  section  3  at  Nisi  Prins.    Without,  however,  sctaaU; 
ordering  a  referenoe  in  iimitun  after  the  jury  are  swom 
the  judge  can  generally  obtain  the  same  end  by  intimatiQr 
to  the  objecting  party  that,  if  he  do  not  consent  to  s 
reference,  the  hearing  of  the  cause  will  be  postponed' if 
need  be  to  the  end  of  the  sittings  or  sssizea;  and  when- 
this  threat  haa  failed  to  extort  a  consent  judges  have 
adopted  the  more  questionable  practice  of  making  as 
order  for  a  referenoe,  during  suoh    adjonmment,  os  a 
summons  taken  out  by  the  opposite  party,  and  hasrd 
quoHxH  eamerd  at  the  judge'.^  lodgings  or  in  the  room 
at  the  back  of  the  court. 

The  qneation  whether  a  judge  ooold  refer  oompolaoril^ 
at  the  trial  was  distinctly  raised  a  few  days  ago  in  th» 
Conrt  of  Common  Pleas  in  Jeffriet  v.  Lovell,  reported  in 
the  current  number  of  the  Weekly  Beporttr.  Then 
Bovill,  C J.,  referred  the  oanse  oompulsorily  at  the  trial, 
the  order  stating  that  the  referenoe  was  under  the  Con- 
mon  Law  Procedure  Aot,  1854,  bat  not  under  whick 
section  his  Lordship  professed  to  act.  A  rule  niii  «» 
then  obtained  to  set  aside  this  order,  on  the  ground  that 
there  waa  no  jorisdiotion  to  make  it,  either  nnder  die 
Srd  section  or  under  the  6th;  and  on  the  argument  of 
the  rule  the  counsel  for  the  plaintiff  admitted  dist  i» 
could  not  support  the  order  under  tlie  6th  seetion. 
In  delivering  the  written  and  considered  judgment 
of  the  Court  Bovill,  CJ.,  states  that  he  made 
the  order  nnder  the  6th  seotion,  not  being  aware  st  the- 
time  that  it  only  referred  to  trials  by  a  judge  sitting 
without  a  jury;  but  as  it  was  dear  that  the  6th  section' 
was  confined  to  that  oase,  the  order  must  be  set  aside  os 
that  ground.  The  judgment  then  goes  on  to  stats  that 
the  question  had  been  raised  whether  the  order  "  ooold 
and  ought "  to  be  made  under  the  Srd  section,  and  atates 
that  nnder  the  circumstances  the  Court  Utought  the 
order  "  Humid  not  now  be  made  under  that  section  "— 
thus  carefully  evading  the  qneation  whether  it  ■'asaU" 
hare  been  ao  made  either  originally,  or  when  the  oaae 
was  before  the  <3ourt  in  banc 

This  oase  seems  to  have  caiued  some  perplexity  to  oar 
legal  contemporaries.  TheXaw  Tlmei  of  February  4  draws 
attention  to  the  oase,  in  its  own  columns,  '*  as  an  exoel- 
lent  specimen  of  ra{dd  reporting."  In  taming  to  the 
report  in  question  we  find  that  the  haadnote,  sttsr 
Bummariaing  the  facta,  boldly  atates  that  the  Conrt  held 
"  that  thia  order  could  not  be  made  under  the  Oommos 
Law  Procedure  Act,  1854,"  which  ia  precisely  what  th» 
Court  did  not  hold,  for  it  took  great  care  to  avoid  th» 
point,  and  aimply  held  that  it  ooold  not  be  made  nndat 
the  6th  section.  Had  our  contemporary  read  the  whole 
of  the  report,  liewonld  have  aeen  that  the  jndgmeat' 
contradicted  the  bead-note,  and  would  not  liivs 
promnlgated  aa  erroneous  view  of  the  oaae  in  his 
comments  on  it.  Bat  the  miaoonoeption  of  th* 
oaae  doeanotend  there,  (ortha  next  week(Febniai7  i<i)  ** 
have  the  Lavi  Jovrnat  following  sait,  and  stating  in  it* 
remarka  on  the  case  that  the  Cpact  set  aside  an  order 
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aad«  nndei  the  8td  section.  The  writer  must  hare 
itdtei  liii  iDformation,  we  preanme,  from  the  report  in 
the  Laa  lUu*,  and  to  add  to  the  confusion  mast  bare 
mineadetren  that. 

It  ia  ao  olear  that  there  waa  no  power  to  make  the  order 
under  aection  6  that  the  point  would  hardly  he  worth 
notice ;  bat  as  it  appears  capable  of  being  misappre- 
hended, the  reader  majr  as  well  note  it  in  its  proper 
upect. 

BECEHT  DECISIPyS. 

BQurrr. 

iBBBOULAm  AND  RBPUTBD  MABBIAOES. 
Bia  T.  JiaUtt,  L.C.,  19  W.  B.  250. 

This  esss,  wbioh,  from  the  romantio  character  of  its 
inoideata,  attraoted  a  good  deal  of  notice  from  the 
general  public,  also  presents  more  than  one  technical 
point  of  interest  to  the  lawyer. 

In  the  first  plaoe,  this  is,  we  think,  the  first  oooasion 
on  which  a  point  of  foreign  law  has  been  argued— «s  a 
queetion  of  law,  and  without  evidence,  sare  each  as  ia 
lierired  ^m  the  citation  of  foreign  reports — before  any 
Engliah  Court;  juad  we  are  not  quite  certain  that  ezcep- 
Uoo  might  not  be  taken  to  the  proceedings  on  that 
^nnd,  though  the  claimant  might  find  herself 
embsirassed  in  any  snch  attempt  by  the  fact  that  the 
eumple  was  set  by  her  own  counsel.  HowcTor  this 
luj  be,  tiie  decision  of  the  Lord  Chanoellor  in  this  case 
i>  expiessly  rested  on  a  fine  distinction  peculiar  to  the 
l>w  of  Scotland,  aa  to  which  there  was  not  a  particle  of 
eiidaaoa,  properly  so  oaHed,  before  him,  although  its 
uiitaaoe  as  part  of  that  law  was  probably,  as  a  matter 
ol  tiet,  wall  known  to  every  one  engaged  in  the  case. 
Tla«Me  for  the  nspondente  was  lannohed  as  a  marriage 
"bjUnte  and  repute,"  and  as,  although  the  term  is 
peesltit  to  ti»  law  of  Scotland,  the  principle  invoWed  ia 
mutim  to  the  laws  of  all  cinliaed  oommonities.  it  might 
i*n  been  argued,  had  the  judgment  gone  upon  that, 
tluta  question  univerti  j%urit  was  within  the  judicial 
(ognizuoe  of  the  Court  ;  and  this  was  practically  the 
coine  which  the  case  took  in  the  Court  below.  His 
lAidihip,  however,  decided— on  the  authority  of  certain 
Scotch  dsoisiona,  read  from  volumes  of  reports,  and  not 
rerified  by  affidavit— that  the  period  during  which  the 
oohabition  had  lasted  in  this  case  was  too  short  and 
too  intermptad  to  give  rise  to  snch  a  general  continuous 
repatttion  aa  was  necessary  to  raise  the  presumption  of 
natrisgeasually  described  as  a  marriage  by  habit  avd  re- 
pnte ;  bat  then  he  relied  on  evidence  of  express  aoknow- 
t«i{msnts  by  Ae  paurties  in  presence  of  one  another  as 
nlBciant  to  establish  a  valid  marriage  per  veria  de  prce- 
te»ti,  tbns  founding  Us  decision  on  a  principle  peculiar 
to  the  law  of  Scotland,  of  which  ha  had  no  formal  evidence 
except  the  reported  casee  referred  to  in  his  judgment. 
It  ia,  no  doubt,  acmewhat  absurd  to  say  that  the  Lord 
ChsDsellor,  who,  whan  sitting  in  the  House  of  Lords,  is 
not  only  bound  to  know  Scotch  law,  but  to  know  it 
better  than  the  judges  of  the  Court  of  Sesnion  them- 
Klrea,  should  when  sitting  at  Lincoln's-inn  be  utterly 
igsotant  of  that  law;  but  thU  has  hitherto  been  the 
■^cogniasd  rule  of  the  law  of  England,  tbongh  a  rule, 
ve  think,  in  this  case  at  least,  more  hoaoond  ia  the 
Ixssch  than  the  observance. 

On  another  point  of  foreign  law  of  some  interest  and 
iapoitanoe  the  Lord  Chanoellor,  however,  declined  to 
•ijodioate  without  evidence,  and  the  course  which  the 
Mte  has  since  taken  renders  it  most  unlikely  that  any 
ixaaoa  on  this  point  will  now  be  called  for.  On  the 
appeal  the  claimant's  counsel  for  the  first  time  relied  on 
tte  mis  of  "  reputed  marriage  "  which  prevails  in  the 
lav  of  SooUaad,  and  was  altoged  also  to  foim  part  of 
^  "  law  of  America."  (What  the  "  Uw  of  America  " 
■*;  be  we  know  not,  but  we  do  not  find  any  sulBoient 
^tthocil^  for  saying  tiiat  this  principle  is  recognised  by 
H*ls«of  Kew  York.)    The  rule  is  stated  to  be  that  if 


one  of  the  parties  to  a  bigamous  marriage  be  innocent, 
the  children  of  that  marriage,  born  while  the  innocent 
parent  continues  in  ignoraooe  of  the  facts,  are  legitimate 
o£bpring  of  that  parent,  and  on  that  ground  the  appel- 
lant in  this  oaae  claimed  to  be  recognised  as  heir  of  bar 
mother,  who,  for  all  that  appeared,  had  been  all  her  life 
in  Qtter  ignorance  of  the  previous  marriage  of  James 
Hay. 

The  role  as  stated  is,  however,  very  vague  and  some- 
what arbitrary,  ao  that  it  is  difficult  a  priori  to  see  how 
it  should  be  applied  to  any  given  state  of  ciroumstances. 
For  instance,  would  a  child  of  an  innocent  mother,  be- 
gotten before  but  bom  after  she  leamt  that  her  marriage 
was  invalid,  be  legitimate  or  no  ?  and  wouTd  it  in  snch 
case  make  any  difference  whether  she  at  once  separated 
from  her  reputed  husband  or  oontinned  to  live  with  him 
after  the  discovery  ?  Again,  in  this  case  the  connection 
between  the  parents  of  the  appellant  was  at  first  ad- 
mittedly Ulicit,  and  the  appellant  herself  must  have  been 
begotten  before  the  solemnisation  of  the  marriage  :  under 
these  ciroumstances  waa  her  mother  an  "  innocent  party  " 
within  the  meaning  of  the  rule  7  Another  question  of 
considerable  importance  would  have  been,  is  the  rule  one 
of  status,  or  of  succession  merely  ?  In  other  words,  does 
its  application  depend  on  the  domicil  of  the  parents  or 
the  position  of  the  property  ?  and,  if  of  the  parents, 
of  which  }  for  as  there  is  no  real  marriage  we  cannot 
presume  that  the  domicil  «t  the  woman  is  attraoted 
to  that  of  her  reputed  husband.  In  tiiis  case 
the  domicil  of  origin  of  the  claimant's  mother 
was  English,  and  as  she  only  went  to  America'  for 
a  limited  purpose — viz.,  to  marry  a  Scotchman,  which 
failed)  and,  moreover,  as  the  evidence  was  oonsistent 
with  the  idea  that  the  marriage  ceremony  took  place 
within  a  few  days  after  har  airivid  ia  America  ;  it  would 
have  been  open  to  contention  that  she  had  not  lost  her 
English  domicil.  How  would  that  have  affected  the 
case  ?  These  ate  questions  to  which  the  vary  onrsory 
notice  of  repnted  mKriages,  contaUaed  in  Kr.  Bishop's 
book,  gives  no  anawer,  auid  we  an  not  aware  of  any 
Scotch  or  American  authority  determiniag  them;  and 
it  is  not,  therefore,  matter  of  snrprise  that  the  Lord 
Chancellor,  althoagh  allowing  the  doctrine  of  marriage 
per  verba  de  pnuenti  to  be  argued  as  matter  of  law,  re- 
quired the  ndas  affecting  repnted  marriages  to  be  proved 
as  matter  of  fact. 

It  appears  ttoin  a  motion  made  ia  this  cause  on 
Thursday  week,  before  Yice-Chancellor  Bacon,  that  the 
resistance  to  this  claim  hi*  cost  the  suocessful  parties 
(the  claimant  being,  of  course,  utterly  nnable  to  pay 
costs)  the  estimated  sum  of  £11,000. 


SPBCinc  PiBVOBUAiroB  Bbvubbd  wbbn  UsBLias. 
SeaUn  t.  Tnyford,  Y.O.B.,  19  W.  B.  200. 

This  case  forms  a  clear  example  of  the  well-known 
principle  that  the  Court  will  not  decree  specific  perform- 
ance of  an  agreement  when  the  defendant,  either  by 
general  law  or  under  the  terms  of  the  agreement,  might 
immediately,  or  almoet  immediately,  undo  the  effects  of 
the  performance.  Agreements  for  a  partnership  of 
indefinite  duration,  a  loan  for  an  indefinite  period,  and  a 
tenancy  from  year  to  year,  afford  instances  of  the  first 
branch  of  this  proposition;  while  the  second  branch, 
under  which  the  preeent  case  falls,  is  best  exemplified  by 
the  instance  of  an  agreement  to  grant  a  lease,  which,  if 
granted,  might  be  determined  at  once  for  a  breach  of 
covenant  already  committed  (see  Joiui  v.  Jonet,  12  Vee. 
188).  The  equity  of  the  present  case  was  specific  per- 
formance of  an  alleged  agreement  to  allow  a  loan  to 
remain  on  mortgage  for  a  term.  The  plaintiff  failed 
because  he  had  already  made  default  in  payment  of 
a  half-year's  interest.  The  Court,  acting  upon  the  maxim 
that,  in  connentionibut  mbveiaunt  ea,  jiue  ivnt  maris  et 
eotuttetvdinit,  held  that,  assuming  tiie  agreement  to  be 
proved,  it  was  only  an  agreement  that  the  loan  should 
remain  for  a  term,  subject  to  the  ordinary  condition*,  and 
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tkkt  it  WB8  oommon  fonn  that  »aoh  an  agreement  ihoald 
be  made  snbjeot  to  paootaal  payment  of  interest  on  the 
moitgagor'a  part.  Ai  thii  oondicion.  had  been  broken, 
the  mortgagee  would  hevs  been  releaaed  from  hia 
promiae  if  he  had  formally  nMtde  it,  and  no  relief  oonld 
be  giren, 

BBQOISTB    of    lUPirBB    PSRSOKALTT  TO    CHA.aniJBLX 

IirsTiTnTroNS. 
NethtrieU  t.  8p«tehlyi,  M.R.,  19  W.  R.  174. 
Hany  private  Acts  incorporating  charities  contain  a 
olaaae  identical  mutati*  mutandit  with  the  olanse  in  the 
ftbove  case,  enabling  the  charity  to  take  and  hold  any 
■am  of  money  bequeathed  or  devised  to  it.  It  was  decided 
here  that  snch  a  danse  did  not  enable  the  School  for  the 
Indigent  Blind  to  take  a  bequest  of  money  charged  on 
land.  The  argnment  that  the  clanae  *in  qnestion  would 
become  insensible  if  it  were  not  read  as  enabling 
the  charity  to  take  saoh  beqnestfi,  seeing  that  no  enact- 
ment was  needed  to  enable  it  to  take  beqnestt  of  pare 
personalty,  was  disponed  of  by  the  Master  of  the  Rolls, 
who  pointed  ont  that  the  Legislature,  by  the  clause  in 
question,  was  not  conferring  a  power,  but  was  ename- 
rating  the  powers  of  which  the  charity  became  possessed 
upon  its  incorporation,  one  of  which  was  a  power  to  take 
beqaesta,  subject  to  the  general  law  as  to  bequests  to 
charities.  It  is  to  be  observed  that  the  incapacity,  in  the 
case  of  impure  personalty,  is  twofold — both  of  the  testa- 
tor to  bequeath,  and  of  the  charity  to  accept,  the  be- 
qaest.  Thus,  where  a  charity  was  expressly  empowered 
"  to  have,  take,  hold,  and  enjoy  real  estate,"  notwith- 
standing the  Statute  of  Mortmain,  it  waa  held  that  a 
devise  of  real  estate  to  it  failed,  not  because  the  oharify 
were  unable  to  take,  but  beoanse  the  testator  waa  unable 
to  give  (liobinion  v.  London  Soipital,  10  Ha.  19. 


but  the  covenantor  can  only  "  guess  or  speouUta  "  on  the 
matter,  then  notice  from  the  covenantee  i>  neoMiaiT. 
This  rule  seems  so  entirely  reasonable,  that  it  is  nutter 
of  satisfaction  to  And  the  Court  felt  itself  entitled  to  giie 
it  effect. 


EEVIEWS. 

The  Mtrritd  Women!*  Property  Act,  1870:  ititttUilituUitk- 
Doetrin*  of  Separate  Use.  With  Xotet.  By  J.  K.  6nf- 
FtTH,  B.A.,  Ozcn,  of  Lincoln's -inn,  Barrister.ttJt*. 
London:  Stevens  Jc  Haynes.  1871. 
In  this  little  volnme  are  given — ^l.)  A  short  introdsotias' 
explanatory  of  the  principlM  afTeotmg  the  sepsiats  piopertf 
of  wives.  (2.)  The  Married  Women's  Property  Act,  UTO; 
very  liberally  annotated  with  references  to  relevant  dedded 
cases.  And,  lastly,  in  an  appendix,  the  material  iectiin» 
of  the  Divorce  and  Matrimoiwil  Act,  1870,  with,  of  comw, 
the  usual  table  of  case*  and  index.  It  will  be  extremal; 
oaeful  to  have  at  hand  a  print  of  the  Act  annotated  uHr. 
Griffith  has  given  it  to  us.  The  notes  ate,  on  the  vhiJe, 
wdl  done,  aiul  the  applioabla  decisions  are  very  fsirly  lepit- 
sented.  The  introduction  also,  though  numbering  onl; 
eight  pages,  is  a  well  executed  summary  of  the  mlei  ofU* 
and  equity  affecting  the  separate  property  of  tnarried  vomeo. 
It  a  pity  that  Mr.  Griffiths  did  not,  in'his  preliminary  inTO. 
tigation  of  the  law  of  wives,  indude  rauier  a  wider  field 
than  the  mere  subject  of  separate  property;  had  he  dooa  lo, 
he  would  probably  have  come  across,  and  consequently  hire 
been  able  at  least  to  warn  his  renders  against,  some  of  the 
many  blunders  and  doubts  which  the  Act  c(mtaini.  Hi>v- 
ever,  this  Uttle  book  is  still  a  serviceable  one. 


COMMON  LAW. 
Lbssob's  Covenant  to  Retaib. 
JUakin  v.  Watkinton,  19  W.  R.  286. 
In  this  case    a  curious  point  was  decided,  which, 
notwithstanding  the  inooherent  and  often  scarcely  intel- 
ligible authorities  to  be  found  in  the  old  digests,  may,  in 
respect  of  modem  anthority,  be  called  a  novel  one.    The 
question  was  whether,  on  a  lessor's  covenant  to  repair, 
notice  by  the  lessee  of  the  want  of  repair  was  necessary 
to  make  the  lessor  guilty  of  default  in  not  repairing.     A 
dictum  to  the  effect  that  such  notioe  is  necessary  was 
pronounced  by  Mansfield,  C.J.,  and  Oibbs,  J.,  in  the  case 
of  Mtore  v.  Clark  (S  Taunt.  96),  but  there  was  no  deci- 
sion upon  the  point.    That  dictum  was  followed  in  the 
present  case  \ij  the  majority  of  the  Ooort  (Bnunwell  and 
ChanneU,  BB.);  but  Martin,  B.,  held  that,  as  no  snch 
notice  was  stipulated  for,  none  sueh  could  be  reqnired. 
In  the  dictum  al>ove  referred  to  a  distinction  was  drawn 
between  a  covenant  to  repair  by  the  lessee  and  a  covenant 
to  repair  by  the  lessor;  in  the  former  case,  the   cove- 
nantor, being  on  the  spot,  could  know  better  than  anyone 
else  whether  repairs  were  necessary;  in  the  latter  case, 
the  lessor,  being  absent,  and  having  no  power  to  enter 
and  examine  the  premises,  might  leasonably  expect  to  be 
informed  by  the  lessee,  who  was  present,  of  the  necessity. 
This  was  substantially  the  ground  on  which  the  majority 
of  the  Uontt  proceeded,  the  learned  Barons  saying  that 
the  covenant  mast  be  read,  if  possible,  as  a  covenant 
made  by  reasonable  men,  and  lelying  much  upon  the 
authority  of  Vy$e  v.  Wakefield  (6  M.&  W.  442),  to  justify 
the  introduction  of  i^ords  necessary  to  give  the  covenant 
a  reasonable  sense,  provided  the  words  introduced  were 
aot  inconsistent  with  the  language  of  the  covenant. 
This  latter  position  being  onee  arrived'  at,  the  principle 
by  which  the  application  of  tliat  method  of  interpretation 
is  to  be  guided  in  this  and  similar  cases  was  expressed 
by  Bramwell,  B.,  to  be,  that  where  the  happening  of  the 
event  on  which  the  covenantor  is  to  do  a  particular  thing 
is  within  the   exclusive  knowledge   of  the  covenantee. 


The  Law  of  Blockade  ;  its  HUtary,  PresetU  Condititm,  vi 
Probable  Future,  An  International  Law  Euay.  By  H: 
Babobatb  Deans,  B.A.  London:  Longnuma  k  Co.; 
WUdy&Sons.    1870. 

This  is  a  fairly  creditable  college  essay,  and  we  an  not 
at  all  surprised  at  learning  that  it  "  had  the  good  foitae  to 
obtain  the  prize  "  at  Oxford,  and  readers  whose  object  ii  t» 
obtain  a  general  superficial  knowledge  of  the  sobject  for 
purposes  of  ordinary  convsrsatioa  wiU  find  theteia  a  good 
dMU  of  matter  just  of  the  kind  they  require,  in  a  yvrfieA- 
able  form.  Those  who  look  for  anything  more  thtn  thii^ 
will,  we  think,  be  disappointed ;  and  we  need  hirdly  tdd 
that,  to  the  practical  or  scientific  lawyer,  the  work  does  not 
even  pretend  to  be  of  any  value. 

Even  within  its  own  sphere  the  work  is  net  free  fna^ 
errors,  and  just  such  errors  as  we  would  expect  from  a 
writer  who  had  "  got  up  "  his  subject  rather  than  "  learned ' 
it.  We  will  instance  two,  which,  though  net  the  only  oi^ 
takes,  are  the  only  important  ones  which  we  have  noticed, 
and  which,  at  any  rate,  will  sufficiently  illnstiite  our 
meaning. 

At  page  7  occurs  this  passage : — "  The  Hanseatic  mer- 
chants were  fully  aware  of  the  advantage  which  they  vonld 
derive  firom  bemg  permitted  to  supply  eadi  beUigotnt 
with  moBToee,  and  to  parry  on  the  maritime  oonuBSieeof 
both  aides.  "They  were  the  first  to  institute  and  soppnt 
the  international  law  maxim,  '  Free  ships,  free  go(H9.' 
Both  the  statements  here  contained  are  strictly  true  u 
matter  of  history,  but  they  have  no  legal  or  logical  consec- 
tion  with  eadi  other  whatever.  The  fist  parae^ph  relttat, 
as,  indeed,  the  context  shows,  to  the  right  of  neotnls  to 
trade  with  the  belligerents,  a  right  at  one  time  fiercely  coi- 
tested,  but  long  since,  with  some  slight  exceptions,  nmve^ 
sally  allowed ;  whereas  the  maxim  quoted  has  nothing  to  do 
with  this  trading  at  all,  but  relatM  to  the  immunity  frna 
capture  at  sea  of  the  goods,  of  a  belligerent,  not  being  con-- 
toaband  of  war,  when  laden  on  board  a  neutral  ship ;  »» 
this  principle  was  always  strongly  resisted  'by  England  until 
the  Treaty  of  Paris,  1856,  and  cannot  even  now  be  «»• 
ddered  as  established.  Indeed,  Mr.  Deane  himself  (st  peg* 
11)  speaks  of  "  the  theory  of  the  nsntral  flag  pratectio; 
hostile  property"  as  bein^  "founded  upon  a  fictJOB."  '^ 
apparently  happy  unconsciousness  that  this  is  only  anotlur 
way  of  stating  the  nuudm  he  has  just  pat  forward  sa  one  of 
established  international  la  wk 

Again,  in  spealdngof  the  interdict  against  commerce  "itb 
France  issued  by  England  and  Holland  in  1694,  Mr.  !>«>< 
speaks  of  it  as  a  "  paper  blockade,"  which,  he  says,  "  has  >l 
all  times-  been  disoeuntenaaeed."  This  is,  however,  a  fflii' 
take  exactly  similar  to  tiie  othen    The  interdict  in  quartiot 
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Mgittptiotof  bet,  aTetomtotheayitemof  |>rohibitionof 

leoinl  owunerce  agunit  which  the  Hameatio  towns  had 
wxxmMlj  protested  two  oanturiss  before,  hat  the  right  to 
lititiite ;"  paper  blockades  "  (t.<.,  the  blockade  of  a  long 
ineof  oout  b^  a  man  nominal  force,  and  the  attempt  to 
(mdagn  u  prizes  all  ressels  foand  bound  for  anjr  part  of 
hit  coa^,  was  not  "discountenanced"  by  any  general 
onaent  till  long  after  the  time  in  qoeation,  was  formally 
uiited  apon  by  England  as  late  as  the  peace  of  Amiens, 
tt  tctoally  exercised  by  the  British  Orders  in  Coundl  of 
ioTember,  1807,  and  was  nerer  formally  abandoned  by 
kiglsad  till  the  Treaty  of  Paris,  already  mentioned. 
t  ii,  however,  doubtnil  whether,  as  the  United 
tites  refnwd  to  agree  to  the  abolition  of  privateer- 
i;,  which  formed  part  of  the  terms  agreed  to  in 
lit  treaty,  England  would,  in  the  event  of  a  maritime  war 
ilh  that  power,  feel  called  upon  to  abandon  any  of  the 
Ktiises  theretofore  insisted  on,  and  then,  for  the  first 
me,  given  up  by  her. 

Kotwithstanding  these  defects,  the  essay  shows  signs 
feonsidsitble  information,  and  contains  much  matter  of 
■tory  not  generally  known,  bearing  more  or  less  directly 
Dlielligeimt  rights  at  sea. 

hcktt  Diftil  of  Stamp  Dutiu,  being  a  SuppUment  to  the 
Bittk  BiUkn  of  th*  Digest  ef  Stamp  Duties  and  of  Judicial 
DidtioM,  Jy  T.  B.  Vaoheb,  containing  the  Stamp  Act  of 
1870,  with  Notet  and  Index.  The  DiUiti  unafectei  hij 
At  Act  of  WO,  Special  Exempiime,  ^.,  the  Stamp  Duti'ei 
Unojtmnt  Act,  1870,  the  Inland  Revenue  Repeal  Act, 
1870.  By  OcALTSK  C.  GniFFrrH,  of  the  Inner  Temple, 
Buiiit«r-at-law,  and  of  the  Inland  Revenue  Department. 
Lmdon :  Yacher  k  Sons.    1871. 

This  ii  an  humble,  bat  very  useful  publication.  The 
Ota  at  not  notes  of  decisions,  but  of  explanation  and  coir 
■tiai  As  a  pocket  edition  of  the  current  stamp  legi^ation, 
«il  unaged,  it  will  be  very  servicable  to  soliciton. 


COUBTS. 

COURT  OF  CHANCERY. 
Hastib  or  TSB  Rolls. 
Feb.  li.—Iarvit  v.  Allen  ;  Allen  t.  Jareit. 
Pneedare  on  Adjournment  from  Ohamiere. 
Ili)  was  a  summons  to  var^  the  Chief  Clerk's  certificate 
tit  in  both  snits.     After  disposing  of  the  various  points 
vdediion, 

iod  BowLLT,  M.  R.,  said. — I  cannot  part  with  this  case 
■tliiiiit  maldug  some  remarks  on  a  system  wnich  seems  to 
ignwing  up  in  this  court,  and  which  leads  to  very  injurious 
nlU,  in  the  taking  of  accounts,  a  subject  which  forms  so 
^  a  portion  of  our  duties.  It  is  this — parties  instead  of 
nging  forward  their  case  before  the  Chief  Clerk,  submit 
oacetoany  expression  of  opinion  or  opposition  from  the 
kw ode  without di»cu93ion,  and  thon  bring  the  items  be- 
lt the  Court,  and  then  contest  and  discuss  them  in  court, 
BAmes  witikout  even  mentioning  them  in  the  summons. 
rtlii  course  the  opposite  side  is  taken  by  surprise,  and, 
•<■  allowed  to  adduce  fresh  evidence,  which  would  have 
m  done  had  the  matter  been  previouslr  discussed  in 
•pkera,  they  are  seriously  injured.  In  addition  to  this, 
"itt  bringmg  forward  the  precise  items  they  seek  to 
Wtaia  or  to  object  to  ithey  put  in  some  general  sweeping 
l«ction  St  the  end,  and  under  it  they  bring  forward 
I»ing  they  please,  of  which  the  opposite  side 
» act,  and  cannot  have,  any  previous  knowledge.  The 
teqoeace  of  this  is,  that  counsel  are  kept  being  fed  in 
W  with  instructions  from  the  professional  client,  as  occa- 
■  wqnires  it,  and  that  reckless  assertions  are  made,  and 
[*V>^  reckless  contradiction,  and  that  a  continual  sy 8- 
»  of  bickering  and  wrangling  goes  on,  unbecoming  to 
^fcT"*  "'J'"*'''^'  ^bich  necessarily  loads  to  great  waste 
"W,  and  probably  occasionally  .to  injostice.  In  such 
■s.Uw  jnd|fe  is  placed  in  a  very  painfnl  situation,  and  a 
*T  alie  position,  and  amidst  the  assertion  of  counsel  on 
••""Ide,  »nd  the  denial  on  the  other,  is  obliged  to  refer 
'tte  chief  derk  for  accurate  information,  when  he  fiads 
«  the  whole  matter  is  new  to  him  and  that  if  it  was 
*  mentioned,  it  was  not  so  mentioned  us  to  induce  him 
|*»?ine  that  any  serious  point  was  made  of  it.  It 
'Kate  Tery  easy  to  stop  the  whole  thing,  require 
»   »hol«     matter     to     stand    over    till    the    precise 


objectionf  and  olaima  were  defined,  and  to  require 
objections  in  writing  to  be  laid  before  the  chief  nlerk 
before  the  certificate  is  signed,  and  not  to  allow  an^  others 
to  be  opened  4  but  if  that  strictness  were  adopted,  it  wonld 
often,  m  case  of  accident,  lead  to  injustice,  and  tiie  matter 
itself  is,  as  it  professes  to  be,  not  an  appeal,but  an  ad- 
journment into  court  of  the  matter  in  chambers.  I  am 
obliged,  therefore,  to  take  another  course,  which  is  this — in 
order,  as  far  as  [  can,  to  restrain  the  unseemly  contentions 
that  arise  in  consequence  of  this  practice,  I  shall  for  the 
future  mdce  the  party  who  brings  forward  a  case  in  this 
manner  pay  the  costs  of  so  much  of  it  as  is  brought  forward 
for  the  first  time|,  whether  it  is  one  on  which  he  fails  or 
succeeds,  and  see  if  by  this  means  I  can  stop  the  assertions, 
contradictions,  and  qualified  reiterations  of  facts  not  in 
evidence,  which,  as  in  this  case,  have  impeded  the  course  of 
justice  in  this  court.  I  havo  now  sat  here  for  nearly  twenty 
years.  It  is  only  during  the  last  two  or  three  yean  that 
this  system  of  altercation  has  prevailed,  and  I  make  it  my 
personal  request  to  the  Bar,  both  for  their  own  sakea  and 
for  the  due  administration  of  justice,  that  they  will  assist  me 
in  my  endeavonrs  to  repress  it  for  the  future. 


COURT  OF  BANKRUPTCY. 

(Before  Mr.  Registrar  Spbiho  Rice,  acting  as  Chief  Judge.} 

Feb.  11.— /»i  re  Tatham. 

Solicitor  and  client — Notice  of  motion. 

This  was  a  motion  for  the  removal  of  a  public  accountant 
from  his  ofiice  of  reoeiver  upon  the  grounds  (1)  that  the 
affidavit  used  in  support  of  the  appointment  was  untrue ; 
and  (2)  that  the  appointment  vras  unnecessary  and  contrary 
to  the  wishes  of  several  of  the  creditors. 

Sagley,  in  support  of  the  motion. 

UelTeUl,  for  the  debtor. 

Reed,  tot  the  receiver,  raised  a  preliminary  objection  as 
to  the  notice  of  motion,  on  the  ground  that  it  did  not  disclose 
the  names  of  the  persons  on  whose  behalf  the  motion  wa« 
made.  It  was  signed,  he  said,  by  Mr.  Lunb,  "  attorney 
in  the  matter  of  these  proceedings,  but  without  disclosing 
the  names  of  Mr.  Lamb's  clients.  Obviously,  as  a  matter 
of  convenience,  and  in  the  interests  of  justice,  it  was 
desirable  that  a  person  called  upon  to  oppose  a  motion 
should  know  at  whose  instance  and  on  whose  behalf  that 
motion  was  made.  How  would  it  be  possible  to  make  any 
order  for  payment  of  co«t»  upon  this  motion  except  by  Mr. 
Lamb  himself-f 

Bag!*!/  contended  that  the  affidavits  filed  in  support  of  the 
motion,  and  served  upon  the  other  side,  sufficiently  disclosed 
I  the  names  of  the  creditors  at  whose  instance  the  motion  was 
made. 

McXciil  urged,  in  addition,  that  rale  60,  under  which 
notice  was  given,  did  not  require  a  statement  of  the  parties 
moving. 

Mr.  Registrar  Sfkixo-Ricb. — How  would  the  order  b«< 
framed  P  Would  it  not  be  drawn  up  on  hearing  counsel  on 
behalf  of  so-and-so — stating  the  names  i 

McNeill. — The  names  may  very  properly  be  stated  in  the 
order,  but  it  is  submitted  that  it  is  unnecessary  to  give  them 
in  the  notice  of  motion. 

_Mr.  Registrar  Spsdio-Rio. — The  notice  of  motion  in 
this  case  is  clearly  informal.  It  should  have  stated  the 
names  of  the  persons  on  whose  behalf  the  application  was 
made:;  and  the  signature  by  Mr.  Lamb,  "attorney  in  the 
matter  of  these  proceedings,"  is  insufficient.  The  notice 
must  be  amended.  'No  order  as  to  costs. 

Solicitors,  Zeieit,  Munne,  ^  Co. ;  Lamb. 

COUNTY  COURTS. 

Northampton. 

(Before  Ellis  M'Taooabt,  Esq.,  Judge.) 

Feb.  i.— Mutton  v.  Marriott  and  Marriott. 

Married  Women's  Property  Act  (1870). 

Action  for  salary  and  for  wrongful  ditmistal  againtt  two 

married  women  trading  as  iron-founders  separately  from  their 

huAande,  both  of  whom  resided  at  a  distance. 

Held,  that  the  Act  does  not  by  any  admissible  implication 
enable  a  married  leoman  trading  separately  from  her  husband 
to  be  sued  upon  any  contract. 

In  this  case  the  defendants  had  pleaded  coverture. 
Mr.  MTAGOAnT  gave  th»  following  jndpnent: — In  this 
case  the  plaintiff  claimed  £31  68.  2d.  for  salary  and  for 
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WTOOgM  diinniiiiwtl  by  the  defendants.  Both  de&ndanti 
pleaded  covertu'e ;  and  I  took  time  to  conuder  whether 
that  plea  waa  good.  The  qaeation  tonu  npon  the  eonitme- 
tion  of  the  Harried  'Women's  Property  Act,  1870  (33  k  34 
Vict.  e.  93),  M.  1  ft  11.  It  waa  admitted,  for  the  pnrpoaea 
of  the  present  question,  that  both  defenduita  were  married, 
that  they  were  together  carr^ring  on  the  trade  of  iron- 
foonders  separately  &t>m  their  hosbanda.  both  of  whom 
were  reaiding  in  another  part  of  Enclaikd,  and  that  the 
plaintiif  had  been  engaged  by  them  aa  ueir  book-keeper  for 
the  purposes  of  that  trade.  It  was  oontntded  for  the 
plaintiff  that,  nnder  these  circamstanoes,  the  defendants 
were,  nnder  the  Act  (which  came  into  opeoration  on  the  9th 
Angnst,  1870),  liable  to  be  sued  in  respect  of  all  uun tracts 
entered  into  by  them  with  him,  snbseqnently  to  the  Act,  as 
if  they  had  been  fnnet  $oU,  and  that  Ae  plea  of  eoTertare 
was  theretore  bad. 

[His  Honoor  then  read  the  lat  and  11th  sections  of  the 
Act] 

Doea  or  does  not  this  last  section,  in  addition  to  eon- 
ferring  upon  her  the  power  to  sue  for  eaminsa  actually 
acquired  in  her  separate  oocnpatum  or  trade,  impose 
on  her  the  liabili^  to  be  aned  npon  contracts  entmred 
into  by  her  mther  ooreotly  in  reapaet  of,  or  inddentallr  to, 
the  occupation  or  trade  out  of  which  those  earnings  apnng  f 
The  obvious  anomaly  and  inconvenience  arising  mm  a 
right  to  sue,  nnder  these  circumstances,  unaooompanied  by 
aoy  correlative  liability  to  be  aued,  make  it  diffioult  to 
believe  that  the  Legislature  did  not  intend  to  impoae  it. 
Yet,  on  the  other  hand,  the  worda  of  aection  11  are  ao 
narrow,  that  it  aeema  impoaaible  to  conatme  them  aa  im- 
posing thia  liability,  whether  intended  or  not,  withoat  un- 
duly straining  them,  and  indeed,  looking  at  some  of  the 
other  provisions  of  the  Act,  without  disre^oding  altogether 
the  rulea  which  govern  the  construction  of  atatotea. 

I  have  already  allnded  to  two  claases  of  contracts  which 
it  mav  be  neoeasarr  for  a  wife,  carrying  on  an  occupation  or 
trade  aepatatdy  from  her  husband,  to  make ;  contracta 
directly  in  respect  of  the  occupation  or  trade,  and  contracta 
(like  that  in  the  present  case)  not  with  the  persons  emplov- 
ing  or  trading  with  her,  but  with  other  partiea,  incidentaUy 
to  such  occupation  or  trade.  Section  11  does  not  aeem  to 
contemplate  actions  upon  contracts  of  the  latter  deacription 
at  aU  ;  nor,  indeed,  actions  npon  executory  contracta  of  any 
kind.  1 1  apparently  doea  not  go  farther  than  to  give  the  wife 
power  to  Bue  for  money  due  in  respect  of  services  actually 
rendered,  or  goods  actually  sold  and  delivered,  or  baijpdned 
and  sold,  in  the  course  of  trade.  It  wonld  not,  so  far  aa  I  can 
see,  enable  her  to  claim,  in  her  ewn  name,  damages  for 
breach  of  a  contract  to  employ  her,  or  for  non-delivery  of 
^ouda  ordered  by  her  in  her  trade.  The  inconvenience  and 
injntitioe,  both  to  herself  and  to  others,  arising  from  suck  a 
restriction  of  her  privilege,  are  patent  But  even  aa  to  thoaa 
transactions  in  reapect  of  which  aection  11  does  give  her  the 
power  to  sue,  ia  she  under  any  correlative  UaDUity  to  be 
sued  F  It  is  moat  unjust  if  she  be  not  Unless  she  be,  no 
one  i^  Before  the  Act  (unless  the  wife  were  trading  as  a 
femt  lole  under  the  custom  of  London,  aa  to  which  see  the 
Liber  Albns ;  CautUU  v.  SJiaw,  4  T.  H.,  361  ;  Seard  v. 
Wtbb,  2  Bos.  &  P.  98 ;  Lame  v.  Fhiaips,  3  Burr.,  1776)  the 
husband  might,  in  some  cases,  have  been  held  liable  on  his 
wife's  contracta  in  the  aeparato  trade,  npon  the  presumption 
that  she  waa  acting  aa  hia  agent,  if  it  appeared  that  he  waa 
not  only  aware  of  the  aepamte  trading,  but  derived  a  benefit 
from  the  profits.  (See  Petty  v.  Aiultnon,  3  Bing.  170  ; 
Langfort  v.  TiUrt  1  Balk.  IIS).  Hot  such  presumption  no 
longer  arises,  in  any  case,  now  that  the  hnsbuid  can  derive 
no  advantage  from  the  aeparato  trade  except  by  the  permia- 
sion  of  the  wife.  He  cannot  adopt  or  enforce  her  contract  for 
his  own  benefit ;  and  therefore  cannot  be  aued  upon  it  If 
the  wife,  therefore,  be  not  liable,  the  nenon  in  whose  service 
she  gains  her  money,  or  with  whomane  trades,  tiiongh  liable 
to  her  for  her  earning  conld  not  set  off,  or  bring  an 
action  upon,  a  cross  claim  even  arising  upon  the  very  con- 
tract under  which  she  sues ;  but  must  be  content  to  deal 
with  her  for  ready  money  only.  Yet  aection  11  certainly 
']o<>H  not  not  expressly  impose  on  her  any  liability  "  to  bis 
ea«d."  Does  it,  then,  impoae  it  by  implication  ?  That  is 
not  at  all  eventa,  the  uaual  and  proper  mode  of  effecting 
u  new  and  importent  change  in  the  law.  In  aU  the 
inatances  which  I  can  call  to  mind  where  the  object  of  a 
statute  haa  been  to  give  a  fraah  right  to  sue,  coupled  with 
the  correlative  liability  to  be  vaxS,  the  obvious  and  proper 
.words,  "auing  and  being  aued"  have  been  naed.      I  may 


mention  one  en>ecidly,the  Divorceand  MatrimoBiil  Onuei 
Act,  1867  (20  k  21  Viet.  c.  85),  a.  21  of  which  enieta  tH 
where  a  wife  deserted  bj  her  hnaband  haa  obtained  in  oito 
of  protection  against  him,  ahe  shall,  "during  theeotmg. 
aace  thereof,  be  and  be  deemed  to  have  been,  dnring  mdi 
desertion  of  her,   in  like  position  in  all  retptcti,  vifli 
regard  to  property  and  contracts,   and  suing  and  bdi; 
aued,  aa  ahe  would  be  under  this  Act  if  she  obtshed  a 
decree  of  judicial  aeparation  ;  "  that  is,  by  aectiont  15, 2i, 
"aa  a  fimt  $>U  with  respect  to  property  of  erery  deicrip- 
tion  which  ahe  may  acquire  or  which  may  devolve  nponlia," 
and  "for  the  pnrposea  of  contract,  and  of  irrongtand  in- 
juriea,  and  aning  and  being  aued  in  any  civil  praceedin|.'' 
It  would  have  been  well  if,  in  the  present  Act,  langoueis 
full  and  88  precise  had  been  used  to  define  the  extent  o(  tke 
privilMNS  and  liabilities  intended  to  be  conferred  by  Mction 
1 1 .  Stul,  however,  that  section  inight,  perhaps,  thoo^  not,  I 
think,  without  some  de|;ree  of  violence,  have  been  conitned 
88  imposinK  thia  liability  by  implication,  but  that  ^aSss- 
tunatelv,  ue  following  aection  doea,  in  express  words,  mib 
the  wife  liable  "  to   be  sued "  in  another  case,  vii.,  toi 
antenuptial  debb,  if  she  has'  been  married  since  the  Act 
Under  the   rule,   therefore,   expressia   univt  est  exdm 
aUerhu,  it  must  be  preanmed  that  the  Legislature  ^  v^ 
intend  to  impose  the  liability  except  in  the  one  cut  a- 
preasly  proviaed  for.    It  ia,  no  doubt,  all  but  impossible  to 
mesume  this  except  in  the  legal  sense  of  the  word.   Bat  i 
Court  of  Law,  in  interpreting  a  statute,  has  no  right  to 
presume  any  intention  hut  that  which  the  language  of  die 
whole  Act,  taken  together  and  construed  according  to  iti 
reasonable  meaning,  will  aupport ;  or  to  atrun  that  kngiuge 
becanae,  apart  from  the  Act|  it  may  be  thought  that  laat- 
thing  more  must  have  been,  or  beeanae  it  ia  even  knowg  is  > 
matter  of  feet  that   something  more  was,  intended.    It  is 
for  tiie  Le^lature  to  carry  out  ito  intentions  by  pro^  un 
snfB  eient  legal  language.    If  the  language  is  instmcient, 
or  if  there  be  a  eatu*  omisnu,  it  ia  for  the  Lq;ialatuic,iiot 
for  the  Court,  to  supply  the  defect 

There  ia  yet  another  difficulty  in  the  way.  Evensnpporii^ 
that  the  effect  of  the  Act  ia  to  impose  this  liabilifr  "P"" 
the  wife,  and  that  a  judgment  could  be  obtained  against  lie^ 
in  what  mode  could  it  be  enforced !  The  husband's  piv 
perty  is  clearly  not  liable.  AVhat  is  there  in  the  Act  lo 
make  the  wife's  separate  property  liable  t  By  aectidO  1  ■»' 
eaminga  in  the  aeparato  employment,  occupation,  or  true, 
and  allinvestmento  of  them,  "  ahall  be  deemed  and  taken  tt 
be  property  held  and  settled  to  her  separate  use."  Unde 
this  section  such  property  is  liable  only  as  her  sepeni* 
property  would  have  been  before  the  Act ;  that  is,  in  eqml7 
only,  and,  even  so,  subject  to  certain  qualifications  m 
restrictions.  (See  Johtuon  v.  OaUagher,  9  Vf.  B.  50« ; ' 
D.  F.  &  G.  615 ;  30  L.  J.,  Ch.  298.)  Moreover,  as  secnoB! 
1 2, 13,  and  14  do  expressly  make  her  separate  property  nible 
at  common  law,  for  the  first  time,  in  other  cases,  it  must  be 
presumed,  under  the  rule  which  I  have  already  mentionea, 
that  tiio  Legislature  intended  such  property  to  be  liable  it 
common  law  in  those  specified  cases  only,  and  therefore  not 
in  this.  And,  if  so,  it  may  not  un£Urly  be  contended  tt«t 
the  Legislature  would  not  have  imposed  a  common  U* 
liability  withoat  also  providing  the  means  of  enforciDg  >t 
at  common  law.  , 

These  difficnlties  stand  still  more  strongly  in  the  way  ot 
holding  a  married  woman,  carrying  en  an  occupation  « 
trade  separately  from  her  husband,  bable  upon  a  contract « 
the  aecond  kind  which  I  mentioned ;  not  one  out  of  'W^ 
her  eaminga  directiy  aprinA  but  one  entered  into  by  to', » 
in  the  present  case,  only  incidentally  to  the  oocn^on  or 
trade,  with  some  third  person.  The  Act,  as  it  aeema  to  ne, 
gives  her  neither  the  power  to  ane  nor  the  liabilitv  to  be  roed 
upon  auch  a  contract  The  case,  as  I  have  already  said,  do» 
not  appear  to  have  been  contemplated  at  ail.  In  fact,  the 
cause  of  all  this  ambignity  and  uncertainty  is  to  be  foondin 
thehiatory  of  the  Act ;  in  the  diacussions  which  attended  itt 
passage  through  each  Honse,  and  in  the  amendments  vrhicn 
were  the  result  of  those  diacuaaiona.  The  Act,  aa  originall} 
paaaed  by  the  House  of  Commons,  gave  much  more  eiten- 
aive  rights  to  married  women,  aa  againat  the  world  at  laij^ 
couplM  with  more  extensive  liabilities ;  and  defined  both  in 
clear  and  preciae  language.  The  framers  of  the  amraidmcnts 
in  the  Honse  of  Lords  appear  to  have  intended  to  cut  down 
these  new  righte  of  the  wife  to  the  bare  privilege,  aa  agaiut 
her  hnaband,  of  claiming  and  posaessing,  free  from  his  ute- 
vention  or  control,  her  earnings  in  any  employment  oy  bade 
carried  on  separately  from  him ;  a  mere  jsotectiva  privil^i 


Digitized  by 


Google 


Peb.18,1871.  THE  SOLICITORS'  JOURNAL  &  REPORTER. 


291 


I  abort,  Tenrmncb  the  same  as  that  giTen  under  the  sec- 
<m  of  th«  DiToice  Act  to  which  I  haTe  already  referred, 
ml  ^e  £nmen  of  the  amendments  appear  to  have  had 
iodpally  in  view  the  protection  of  the  earnings  of  wives 
iloigiiig  to  the  lower  classes  ;  persons  whose  trade  or  occm- 
itioa  iroald  be  an  humble  one,  and  whose  claim  for  earnings 

II  sot  likely  to  be  met  by  any  cross  claim  on  the  part  of 
ase  who  dMit  with  or  employed  them.  Hence  raaj  have 
uen  the  absence  of  distinct  prorisions  as  to  their  right  to 
ioice  contracts  other  than  the  contract  oat  of  which  the 
mings  arose,  or  their  liability  npon  any  contracts  between 
eauures  and  persons  dealing  with  or  employing  them,  or 
tween  themserres  and  other  parties  ;  provisions  the  absence 
vhich  (inasmnch  as  the  husband's  possible  rights  and 
msities  have  been  pnt  an  end  to)  would  go  far  to  diminish 
t  nine  of  the  privu^e  as  regards  a  married  woman  of  the 
tter  dasa,  whose  means  of  credit,  and  whose  power,  there- 
«,  of  tndiiig,  will  be  much  cortailed  if  she  cannot  (as 
diet  the  custom  of  London)  be  "  bound  as  a  single  woman 
toall  that  concerns  her  said  craft"  (See  the  Lioer  Albus, 
ley's  ttansUtioo,  1861.)  I  cannot,  however,  with  every 
di  to  do  to,  satii^  myself  that  the  langnage  of  section  11 
■ide  enough  to  impose  this  liability,  especially  in  the 
e  of  those  other  provisions  in  the  Act  which  I  haveal- 
ij  Mentioned  as  raising  a  presumption  the  other  way.  I 
More  jnjf  reluctantly  hold  that  the  plea  of  covertni*  is 
)L  Considaring  the  dificnlty  and  doubt  which  attend 
!  point,  I  sbalf  not  saddle  the  plaintiff  with  costs.  1 
at  tlitt  my  dedsioa  may  not  be  accepted  as  final  upon  a 
otioo  of  so  much  importance  ;  but  that  the  effect  of  the 
t  may  be  decided  on  appeal  by  one  of  the  courts  at  West- 
Duterand  that,  if  the  view  whicli  I  have  felt  myself  com- 
Ued  to  take  be  held  oorrect,  the  inconsistency  and  injustice 
tlu  Act  as  it  now  stands  may  be  removed  by  nrtJier 
SisUtioD.— Judgment  for  the  defendants. 


Hebefobd. 
(Before  J.  W.  Smith,  Esq,  Q.C.,  Judge.) 
Feb.  3. — Otbom*  v.  NtvilU. 
Actiia  l»  reoorer  v»1a«  of  Iftbonr,  for  Med,  and  manure, 
'leg")  «D  have  been  expended  by  plaintiff  on  a  farm  now 
mpitd  by  the  defiendant,  and  the  benefit  of  which  seed 
KJ  iaioor  plaintiff  alleged  the  defendant  had  had. 
ilr.  Garrold  said  he  appeared  for  the  defendant  in  this 
H,  ud  he  had  been  directed  by  his  client  (o  have  it 
•i  ^  jury.  Aooordingly,  he  had  attended  at  the  offioe 
(ke  purpose  of  givinef  notice  to  that  effect,  and,  at  the 
ne  tiiDe^  tendered  the  usual  money,  5s.,  for  the  jury; 
t  was  informed  by  the  registrar  tSiat  his  Honour  had 
ud  in  order  to  the  effect  that  no  jury  should  be 
osoBed  nnlen  SOs  had  been  deposited,  instead  of  it. 
der  these  cironmstanoefl  he  had  arranged  with  the 
ney  on  the  other  ride  that  the  oaae  should  stand  over, 
<te  that  application  might  be  made  to-day  oonoeming 
t  order.  He  woold  first  of  all  ask  his  Honour,  therefore, 
Mwr  any  such  order  had  been  made  by  him,  and,  if  so, 
>ther  it  was  his  intention  to  insist  npon  its  standmg. 
tr.  J.  W.  Smith. — I  have  this  week  duected  a  circular  to 
Mt  to  my  regiatran,  or  to  those  of  them  whom  I  have 
••en  peraonsTly,  in  these  words  : — "  In  acoordanoe  with 
wisioDB  of  other  judges  on  the  Jury  Aot  I  shall  require 
■'■ilHngs  to  be  paid  to  each  of  the  jurymen  oonoemed 
■7  <Me.  Please  to  inform  any  person  applying  for  a 
r  of  this."  Judge  Daniel,  Judge  Turner,  Mr.  Commis. 
*r  Kerr,  and  others,  who  have  been  consulted  on  the 
Iter,  were  all  nnanimons  that  the  Jury  Aot  applies  to 
^  courts;  and,  though  I  am  not  bound  by  their 
sioD,  I  should  pay  a  deferential  respect  to  the  deciuona 
»T  of  my  learned  brethren.  I  may  say,  however,  that 
own  opinion  completely  ooinoides  with  their*, 
h.  Ganoid. — Than  it  would  be  useless  for  me  toattempt 
ms  npon  the  Jnry  Act. 

b.  i.  W.  Sum. — Quite  useless.  Judge  Daniel  went  into 
■■atter  AUly.  It  was  npon  a  oironlar  addreesed  by  the 
""^aunt  to  the  r^istrais  ;  but  notwithstanding  that, 
■'Q^  in  favoor  of  the  payment  oi  the  SOs. ;  and  he  is 
aigbest  authority  we  have  on  the  ooonfy  oonrt  bench. 
"■  Ganoid.— Then  it  would  be  useless  to  attempt  to 
M  beioie  your  Hononr  that  the  10s.  payment  does  not 
*} ;  bat  in  this  case  the  question  will  have  to  be  raised 
■wit does  apply  or  not.  Therefore,  I  shall  deporit 
'"oe^inooort  for  the  pnrpose  of  raising  that  question. 
'*''  wen  wait  to  see  whether,  when  the  trial  comes  on, 


a  jury  has  been  summoned,  and  unlets  it  has  been  then  I 
shall  refuse  to  try  the  oaae.     That  will  raise  the  question. 

Mr.  J.  W.  Smith. — Only  it  is  a  sad  pity  that  five  gentle, 
men  should  be  called  here  to  no  purpose. 

The  Begistrar. — ^They  would  not  be  summoned.  The 
direction  is  for  the  deposit  to  be  made  in  the  first  instance ; 
and  the  consequence  will  be,  that  not  having  been  made, 
when  the  trial  comes  on  there  will  be  no  jury  here. 

Ur.  Ghirrold. — Well  I  must  pnt  up  with  that.  I  must 
wait  to  see. 


APFOIHTKElfTS- 


Mr.  Jacob  Waiet,  barrister-at-law,  has  betn  appointed 
one  of  the  conveyancing  oounsel  to  the  Court  of  Chancery, 
in  suooesiion  to  the  late  Mr.  W.  Hayes.  Mr.  Waley  was 
edncated  at  University  College,  London,  where  he  graduated 
B.A.  in  1839,  taking  the  first  plaee  in  classics,  and  gaining 
a  scholarship  in  mathematios ;  he  took  his  M.  A.  degree  in 
the  f(dlowing  year,  ^en  he  was  awarded  a  medal ;  and 
was  called  to  the  bar  at  Lincoln's  Inn  in  November,  1842. 
Mr.  Waley's  reputation  as  a  conveyancer,  and,  we  ma^ 
add,  as  an  editor  of  "  Davidson's  Precedents,"  renders  his 
appointment  a  matter  on  which  the  public  and  the  pro- 
fession may  eongratnlate  themselves. 

Mr.  MoNTAODS  Bekhabd,  barrister-at'Iaw,  Professor  of 
Intematioiial  Law  at  the  University  of  Oxford,  has  been  ap- 
pointed a  Memher  of  the  Commission  to  assemble  at  Wash- 
ington to  investigate  the  Alabama  and  other  claims  now 
pending  between  England  and  the  United  States.  Mr. 
Bernard  was  educated  at  Trinity  College,  Oxford,  where 
he  graduated  in  1842  (Ist  olass  in  classics,  2od  class  in 
mathematios).  He  became  Vinerian  Fellow  in  1852. 
Mr.  Bernard  was  called  to  bar  at  Lincoln's  Inn  in  May, 
1846,  and  practised  for  some  time  at  the  Chancery  bw, 
but  in  1868  he  was  appointed  first  Chiohele  Professor  of 
International  Law  and  Diplomacy,  and  in  the  same 
year  was  nominated  assessor  of  the  Chancellor's  Court  of 
the  University.  The  Chiohele  Professorship  of  Inter- 
national Law  was  founded  by  the  ordinance  of  the 
University  Commissioners  of  1864,  relating  to  All  Soul's 
College,  and  endowed  with  the  emoluments  of  five 
suppressed  fellowships,  on  a  stipend  of  £750  a-year  from  its 
revenues.  The  election  of  the  professor  is  in  the  hands  of 
the  Visitor  and  Warden  of  the  College,  the  Lord  Chancellor, 
the  Judge  of  the  Court  of  Admiralty,  and  Qie  Secretary  of 
State  for  Foreign  AiBdn. 

Mr.  Eenbt  CorKT,  barrister-at-law,  has  been  appointed 
Puisne  Judge  of  the  Island  of  Trinidad.  Mr.  Court  was 
called  to  the  bar  at  the  Middle  Temple  in  January,  1844, 
and  has  been  for  many  vears  a  member  of  the  bar  of  that 
island,  and  has  serred  as  a  non-official  member  of  tbe 
L^^lative  Council  of  the  colony. 

Mr.  Oeobob  Edwabs  Diobt,  solicitor,  of  Maldon, 
Essex,  has  been  appointed  Town  Clerk  of  that  borough,  in 
the  place  of  his  father,  Mr.  G.  W.  Digby,  who  has  resigned. 
Mr.  Q.  £.  Digby  has  also  been  nominated  Clerk  to  the 
BoToagh  Justices  of  Maldon,  in  succession  to  his  fiither,  who 
has  held  the  office  for  35  years.  The  new  town  clerk  was 
certificated  in  1851,  and  has  hitherto  been  in  partnership 
with  his  father,  under  the  style  of  Digby  &  Son. 

Mr.  Fbancis  Trbooxwell  Johns,  solicitor,  of  Bland- 
ford,  Dorset,  has  been  appointed  by  the  High  Sheriff  of 
Dorset  (John  TrcKonwell,  Esq.),  to  be  Under-sheriff  for  the 
ensuing  year.  Mr.  Johns,  who  is  Deputy  Beouitrar  of  the 
Court  of  the  Archdeacon  of  Dorset,  and  also  filled  the 
oiBee  of  under-sheriff  last  year,  under  the  shrievalty  of 
Hector  Munro,  Etq.,  was  certificated  in  1843.  In  his 
younger  days  he  was  known  as  an  excellent  cricketer,  and 
was  one  of  tbe  principal  members  of  the  old  East  Uiorset 
Olnb. 

Mr.  Obobob  Jambs  Akdrbws,  solicitor,  of  Dorchester, 
has  been  appointed  by  the  high  sheriff  of  Dorset  to  be 
County  Clerk  during  lus  year  of  office.  Mr.  Andrews,  wh» 
was  certificated  in  1834,  is  a  member  of  the  local  firm  of 
Andrews  k  Pope,  and  holds  the  office  of  derk  to  the 
justipes  of  the  division  of  Ceme,  besides  other  local  ap. 
pointments. 

Mr.  Obobob  Bbask  Wkbelbb,  of  37,  Bedford-row,  has 
been  appointed  a  London  Commissioner  to  administer  oaths 
at  common  law. 

Mr.  Reuben  Oiks,  of  St.  Ives,  Huntingdon,  has  been 
appointed  a  Commissioner  to  administer  oauas  in  Chancery. 
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GEKEBAL  CORBESFONDENCE. 

*»*  Correspondents  are  again  reminded  that  we  do  not 
insert  anonymous  letters. 


Legal  Education'. 


Sir, — For  the  last  few  days  the  subject  of  legal  education 
has  been  the  leading  topic  of  some  of  the  public  journals. 
I  cannot  let  this  opportunity  pass  away  without  expressing 
my  humble  opinion  on  a  subject  which  affects  the  whole 
population  of  India.  The  main  question  turns  entirely  on 
the  qualification  of  the  unfortunate  covenanted  civil  ser- 
Tants  to  hold  judicial  appointments  in  India.  It  is  true 
that  the  majority  of  them  are  utterly  ignorant  of  the  laws 
■which  they  may,  after  a  service  of  a  few  years,  be  called 
npon  to  administer  when  they  arc  made  district  judges. 
AVhile  admitting  this  to  be  true,  I  cannot  ignore  the  fact  of 
the  honourable  exceptions  to  be  found  in  all  Presidencies. 

The  subject  of  Hindoo  and  Mahomedan  laws  are  so  com- 
plicated that  it  is  difficult  for  a  foreigner  to  acquire  a  com- 
plete knowledge  of  those  laws. 

The  scheme  laid  down  by  the  Civil  Service  Commissioners 
requires  an  elementary,  or  what  may  properly  be  termed  a 
smattering  of  Hindoo  laws  ;  and  to  accomplish  this  task  no 
diihculty  can  present  itself  in  the  way  to  any  one. 

The  ground  upon  which  a  modification  of  this  system  may 
be  advocated  is,  that  the  members  of  the  Civil  Service 
when  they  enter  the  service  are  for  some  years  confined  to 
the  magisterial  offices,  which  precludes  them  from  cither 
improving  or  bringing  to  practice  the  little  they  were  com- 
pelled to  acquire  during  the  period  of  probation  to  enable 
them  to  get  their  commission.  Thus  there  is  no  reason  to 
suppose  that  perfection  can  be  effected  to  enable  them  to 
discharge  their  judicial  functions  satisfactorily  when  they 
may  be  called  upon  to  do  so. 

The  difficulty  seems  to  be  not  so  great  at  present  as  it 
was  some  years  ago,  when  these  appointments  were  exclu- 
sively held  by  Englishmen,  for  two  reasons— 1.  There  are 
at  present,  comparatively  speaking,  a  large  number  of  native 
gentlemen  who  have  passed  the  open  competition,  and  who, 
in  course  of  years,  will,  I  feel  sure,  be  raised  to  the  offices  of 
district  judges.  2.  The  Secretary  of  State  for  India  is  about 
to  or  has  passed  an  order  which  will  give  an  opportunity  to 
those  deserving  native  gentlemen  to  hold  such  appointments, 
and  who,  unfortunately,  cannot  come  over  to  this  country 
lest  they  should  be  considered  to  have  violated  the  rules  of 
caste.  As  to  those  who  may  take  the  commission  little  fear 
need  be  entertained  as  to  any  deficiency  they  may  possess 
in  Indian  laws,  for  they  could  easily  master  them. 

'1  ho  only  class  of  gentlemen  in  whom  this  marked  de- 
ficiency can  any  longer  exist  are  the  Europeans,  and  ia  their 
case,  if  the  commissioners  resolve  upon  their  attending 
certiiin  courses  of  lectures,  and  pass  two  examinations,  one 
a  preliminary  and  the  other  a  final,  making  the  latter  a 
little  more  searching  than  the  former,  I  think  there  will  be 
na  cause  for  complaint ;  and  to  give  them  an  opportunity  of 
studying  the  Hindoo  laws  carefully,  it  is  of  the  highest  im- 
portance that  the  examination  in  those  laws  should  be  held 
separately,  and  not  be  mixed  with  the  English  examina- 
tions— a  system  which  operates,  doubtless,  very  hardly 
upcTn  the  students. 

With  regard  to  those  who  do  or  may  eat  their  terms  in 
the  different  Inns  of  Court,  they  are  compelled  to  pass  an 
examination  if  they  seek  remission  of  four  terms,  and  those 
gentlemen  whose  object  it  may  be  to  seek  such  remission 
do,  I  hear,  attend  the  lectures  and  classes  of  the  reader  on 
Hindoo  law,  &c.,  to  pass  the  examination  in  that  branch. 

I  have  also  heard  that  it  is  now  under  consideration  with 
the  benchers  whether  it  would  not  be  expedient  to  make 
the  attendance  of  lectures  and  private  classes  of  the  reader 
in  Hindoo  law,  &o.,  compulsory  on  every  one  whose  inten- 
tion it  may  be  to  practise  in  India,  notwithstanding  they 
keep  twelve  terms  in  the  absence  of  a  certificate  of  having 
passed  the  examination  held  by  the  Council  of  Legal  Educa- 
tion. This  step,  if  adopted,  would  certainly  be  attended  with 
very  beneficial  results,  and  a  similar  adoption  by  the  Com- 
missioners of  the  Civil  Service  would,  I  feel  persuaded,  place 
th«  entire  system  on  a  better  and  more  satisfactorv  footing 
than  exists  nt  preaent. 

As  this  is  a  subject  in  which  both  England  and  India  are 
deeply  interested,  I  hope  you  will  oblige  me  by  giving  in- 
sertion to  this  at  your  earliest  convenience. 

A  Hindoo. 


Maxkied  Women's  Property  Act — HrsBASD  Plidokc 
Wife's  Separatr  Pbopebtt. 

Sir, — A  married  woman,  from  herown  eaminge,  purchased 
a  shawl  after  the  passing  of  the  Act  33  k  34  Vict.  c.  93, 
which,  by  section  1,  is  enacted  to  be  her  own  property, 

Her  husband,  without  her  knowledge  or  conseat,  uri 
against  her  will,  pledged  her  shawl.  By  Bection  11  itb 
provided  that  sbe  shall  have  in  her  own  name  "theaa 
remedies  both  civil  and  criminal "  against  all  penoa 
whomsoever  for  the  protection  of  her  property  as  if  she  im 
unmarried  woman. 

Is  it  your  opinion  that  "  all  persons  whomsoeva"  n 
eludes  tho  husband,  notwithstanding  his  comnon  law  rijlt 
and  that  he  was  living  with  her  at  the  time  the  shawl  m 
pledged  P 

Can  he  be  convicted  under  39  &  40  Geo.  3,  c.  99,  s.  3J 
on  complaint  of  his  wife. 

Can  a  man  bo  convicted  under  this  statute  of  stealiii|U 
wife's  separate  property  r  G.  C.  H. 

Feb.  11. 

[It  sounds  oddly  to  say  that  a  woman  might  ohtui 
conviction  against  her  husbmui  under  an  enactment  pioW 
her  property  as  if  she  were  umnarrud  ;  but  we  imagine  tb 
"all  persons  whomsoever"  must  be  taken  t«  indodeH 
husband.  It  is  very  possible,  however,  that  until  this* 
law  has  been  digested  in  the  minds  of  the  baser  of  the  liep- 
who,  as  Blackstono  says,  speaking  of  the  somewhat  kiM 
topic  of  wife-beating,  have  a  great  reverence  for  thecomifl 
law — there  would  in  general  be  an  absence  of  animut  funii 
which  would  prevent  a  conviction  in  most  cases,  for  a  <■ 
could  hardly  be  convicted  of  stealing  that  which  he  belien 
to  be  his  own. — En.  S.J.] 


Forfeiture.* 
Sir, — It  appears  to  me  that,  notwithstanding  the  A 
33  &  34  Vict.  c.  23,  forfeiture  of  property  to  3ie  Cw 
still  occurs  in  these  cases: — (1)  Outlawry  ;  both  land « 
goods.  (2)  Premunire  ;  land  and  goods.  (3)  MispriooB 
treason ;  land  and  goods.  (4)  Striking  in  the  Superior  Coa 
in  Westminster  Hall;  goods  and  profits  of  land  doling B 
(5)  Drawing  a  weapon  upon  a  judge  presiding  there;  ti 
same.  (6)  Flight  on  an  accusation  of  treason  or  felon 
goods.  (7)  Where  a  felon  is  killed  either  in  the  robben 
by  resisting  in  order  to  escape  ;  goods.  (8)  Good!  whici 
felon  leaves  in  his  flight.  True,  that  in  these  aea  t 
forfeiture  is  not  now  insisted  on,  but  still,  so  far  as  I  c 
learn,  there  appears  to  be  nothing  which  would  prevent  t 
Crown  claiming  its  rights  if  bo  disposed. 

A  CovHTRY  SoiicnoB. 


The  Oldest  Solicitor  on  the  Rolls. 

Sir, — In  the  obituary  of  your  journal  of  Feb.  11, 1 ' 
serve  that  you  speak  of  the  lata  Mr.  Wilde  as  the  oU 
solicitor  on  tho  roll.  Will  you  allow  roe  to  inform  yoatl 
Mr.  Philip  Moysey  Little,  of  tho  firm  of  Messrs.  Lit 
Wooleombe,  &  Venning,  of  this  town,  was  also  admitted 
Hilary  Term,  1810,  which  I  see  is  the  date  of  the  admia 
of  Mr.  Wilde.  A  ScMCiuMi 

Devonport,  Feb.  15. 


Ee  SwEET.t 

Sir, — Observing  a  report  of  an  application  to  the  C« 
in  this  matter  in  which  my  name  is  mentioned,  I  shall 
obliged  by  your  assigning  me  sufficient  space  for  the  ins 
tion  of  this  letter.  Had  notice  been  given  me  I  should  hi 
filed  an  affidavit  which  would  have  put  a  very  diflferent  o 
struction  on  the  c;i3e,  the  application  being  entirely  up* 
From  circumstances  which  occurred  I  consider  I  was  p 
fectly  justified  in  issuing  the  circular,  though  it  was  noti 
intention  to  cast  imputations  upon  the  solicitor  or  any  < 
else  concerned  for  the  debtor.  I  attended  the  meeting 
behalf  of  those  creditors  whom  I  represented,  and  my  re 
lutions  to  the  eflect  the  estate  should  be  rested  in  a  rep 
sentative  of  the  creditors  were  carried. 

W.  L.  Cluton  Biowm 

1 6,  Moorgate-street,  B.C.,  Feb.  16. 


Major-General  Sir  H.  K.  Storks,  who  has  just  been  el«e 
M.P.  for  Ripon,  is  a  son  of  the  late  Mr.  Serjeant  Storks. 


•  Autt  p.  271. 
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FASLIAMEVT  AHD  LKOISLATIOV. 

HOUSE  OF  LORDS. 

Feb.  V>.—B4Mirnpt  iWr«.— Lord  Gtaanrille,  in  reply  to 
pettioni  by  the  Doke  of  Bichmond  and  Lord  Westbnry, 
DBffl^  that  the  (}0Temment  contemplated  bringing  for- 
nid  a  bil],  not  to  affect  the  liability  of  peers  to  bankruptcy, 
nt  to  deal  wiUi  the  sitting  and  roting  of  bankrupt  peers  m 
It  Houm  of  Lords. 

Ee^iaUieal  JHlapidaiiont. — The  Archbishop  of  Cantar- 
my  introduced  a  bul,  stating  it  to  be  identical  with  bis  bill 
{list  jear. 

Feb.  13.— Jbi^Mtion  of  Btmjktt. — ^Tiie  Bishop  of  Win- 
it^  again  bronght  in  this  biu. 

HOUSE  OF  COMMONS. 

Feb.  W.—The  Nna  Law  Courts. — Mr.  O.  Gregory  asked 
lit  fHnt  Commissioner  what  was  the  cause  of  the  delay  in 
gBmesciag  the  building  of  the  new  Courts  of  Jostice. — 
[t.  A;iton  wu  not  sarprised  at  the  question,  considering 
te  interest  taken  in  the  subject,  and  considering  also  the 
Srieoents  that  had  been  persistently  made  during  the  recess, 
ut,  in  oonwquence  of  his  dislike  and  opposition  to  the 
TCKnt  Khsme  for  the  new  Law  Courts,  'ne  had  used  his 
ifaence  to  prerent  the  erection  of  the  building.  The  fact 
iitbat,althoachthe  House  had  disapprored  the  scheme 
f  flu  hon.  and  learned  member  for  Bichmond  (Sir  R. 
alas),  which  would  have  inrolved  an  expenditure  of 
:3,ii(lbOOO  in  place  of  the  sum  originally  contemplated— 
jaelj,  £1,500,000,  it  was  not  till  a  few  months  ago  that 
belaa.  and  learned  gentteman  consented  to  make  a  radical 
luge  in  bit  plan.  When  that  change  was  made  and 
^ted  by  the  Commission,  and  by  ttiem  submitted  to 
u  (Vr.  Ayrton),  almost  immediately  afterwards  he 
sokthe  necessary  steps  for  carrying  it  into  effect  The 
bstfieitioD  he  had  to  consider  was  what  was  to  be  the 
i%tftbe  architect  who  should  be  responsible  to  Oovem- 
Botudto  Parliament  for  carrying  out  the  plan  within 
tie  nn  to  Parliament  had  thought  fit  to  provide.  It 
ns  lot  till  the  end  of  September  Uiat  a  formal  contract 
*^B^a  with  the  architect  clearly  defining  his  duties  and 
ninlitionto  the  office  of  works  for  the  proper  discharge 
(Tiitbs  bad  to  perform.  Thereupon  directions  were 
Jra  to  bim  to  prepare  a  sketch  plan,  which  it  was  impos- 
iU  for  him  to  do  before  the  Ist  of  January  last.  The 
smlste  plan  would  b«  ready  in  July  next.  In  order  to 
otbei  the  work  he  had  requested  the  architect  to  prepare 
I  utiapation  spedfleations  of  the  foundation,  so  that 
Me  might  be  gone  on  with  even  before  the  specifications 

the  inp«ntnictnre  were  complete.  Tenders  were  in- 
tn  for  this  part  of  the  work,  on  condition  that  it  should 
)  coaplsted  by  September  next ;  but  more  time  having 
w  aiiaiiimonsly  required,  the  contractors  were  allowed 
b1  uie  lit  of  February.  Notioes  also  had  been  given  for 
tainag  the  _  additional  land  required.  Apart,  however, 
^  the  additional  expense  incuned  on  this  account,  the 
™n^  he  believed,  would  be  completed  at  the  cost 
"P?»Uy  stated  of  X750,000,  and  he  ventured  to  assert 
It  it  would  be  more  useful,  and  better  in  every  respect, 
■a  it  would  have  been  if  the  vast  expenditure  chocked 
rme  Government  had  been  incurred. 
XtTTitft  with  Deeeaud  Wife's  fli»««r.— Mr.  T.  Chambers 
""Sbt  ia  tiiis  bill. 
Saday  Trading.— ilx.  T.  Hughes  brought  in  a  bill 

Feb.  l3._The  Jurf  Act ^Mr.  Lopes  asked  the  Attomey- 

<^  whether  his  attention  had  been  drawn  to  the  difiS- 
™*  vhtch  would  arise  at  the  approaching  assizes  in 
^  of  the  payment  of  jurors  under  the  provisions  of  the 
or  Act  passed  last  session,  and  the  insufficiency  of  the 
Ml  iTailable  for  such  payments ;  and  whether  it  was  the 
~™nof  the  Oovemment  to  adopt  any  means  to  obviate 
j*  ddScBltiea ;  and  whether  the  Oovemment  pro- 
wl to  introduce  a  measure  for  the  amendment  of  the 
^sjitem,— The  Attorney-General  said  the  Act  re- 
~^  to  had  been  under  the  consideration  of  her  Majesty's 
^^"ot.  and  although  he  believed  the  measure  on  the 
^  w  be  a  good  one,  great  objection  had  undoubtedly 
J?  "J**  to  one  of  its  diauaea,  which  related  to  the  pay- 
^<H  jnrota.  It  was  questionable,  indeed,  whether  that 
^™"tlattBs  was  sound  in  principle,  and  he  had  himself 
j^Mtbt  whether  parties  on^t  to  be  taxed  for  the  pay- 
1*^  °<  janai,  becanae  it  was  a  question  whether,  if  jurors 
'^tobspud.theyooghtBotto  be  paid  by  the  State.  The 


clause  in  question  had  given  rise  to  considerable  difficulty  in 
Westminster  Hall,  and  would  in  all  probability  occasion 
Btm  greater  inconvenience  on  the  circuit  Under  these  cir- 
cnmstanoes,  he  proposed  to  introduce  a  short  biU  to  repeal 
this  particodar  clanse  in  the  Aot,  and  it  would  be  a  question 
whether  some  better  machinery  could  not  be  devised  in  its 
place. 

JftiM*  JUgtdation  and  Intpceti'm.—lii.  Bruce  brought  in 
a  bill. 

Merchant  Shipping  BUl.—Vx.  0.  Fortescue  r«-introduoed 
the  bill  of  last  session. 

Ptrmiseive  Pnfribitorj)  liquor  Bill.—Sve  W.  Lawson  re- 
introduced his  bill  of  last  year  to  enable  owners  and  occupiers 
of  property  in  certain  districts  to  prevent  the  oommon  sale 
of  intoxicatinj;  liquors  within  such  districts. 

Cltrki  of  Jtutieu. — On  the  motion  of  Mr.  Bnssell  Gnmey, 
a  return  was  ordered  of  all  the  counties,  ridings,  divisions  of 
counties  and  boroughs  in  England  and  Wales  in  which  the 
clerks  of  the  justices  were  still  paid  by  fees  instead  of  salaries. 

Women's  DisttbilUit: — >Ir.  Jacob  Bright  brought  in  a  bill 
to  remove  the  electoral  disabilities  of  women,  explaining 
that  his  object  was  to  enable  women  who  possessed  the  legal 
qualifications  to  vote  in  Parliamentary  elections. 

ComHtrt.—Ht,  Qoldney  again  brought  in  a  bill  to  amend 
the  law  relating  to  the  election  and  office  of  coroners. 

Feb.  H.—Sabitwd  Drunkards.— iSx.  Balrymple  brought 
in  a  bill  whidi  he  said  was  only  very  slightly  different  firom 
his  bill  of  last  year. 

Trade*  Unions. — Mr,  Bruce  brought  in  a  bill. 

JSeelotiastieal  Titles  Act  Septal  BiU.— The  Attorney- 
General  brought  in  a  bill,  stating  it  to  be  similar  in  terms 
to  that  of  last  year. 

Loeeil  Sating  (Charitiss  Exemption)  BUI. — Mr.  Muntz 
brought  in  a  bill  to  exempt  charities. 

Couuty  Property  Bill.—iii.  Sackville  brought  in  a  bill  to 
vest  county  property  in  the  Clerk  of  the  Peace. 

County  Courts  iJurisdietion  and  Procedure"^  Bill. — Mr. 
Norwood  brought  in  a  bill  to  extend  the  jurisdiction  and 
amend  the  prooedore  of  the  county  courts. 

Oame  £m. — Mr.  Hardoastle  brought  in  a  bill  to  amend  the 
laws  relating  to  game. 

Enelosme  Law  Amtndmtnt  Bill. — Mr.  Shaw  Lefevru 
brought  in  a  bill  to  amend  the  law  relating  to  enclosure  of 
commons  and  to  provide  for  the  management  of  commons 
situate  near  towns. 

Feb.  \6.— Marriage  toith  Dteeased  Wififs  Bister  Bill.— 
Second  reading  carried  by  136  to  84. 

Middlesex  Registry  BiU.—ii.  O.  Gree^ory  brought  in  a 
bill  for  discontinuance  of  registration,  stating  it  to  be  &amed 
in  accordance  with  the  recommendation  of  the  Xjand 
XVansfer  Aot  Commissioners. 

Private  Chapels   Bill.— Mi.   Salt  brought  in   a  bill  to 
amend  and  to  define  tbo  law  relating  to  private  chapelt, 
and  to  chapels  belonging  to  colleges,  schools,  hospitals, 
asylums,  and  other  public  institutions. 

BuNie  Prosecutor*  Bill. — Brought  in  by  Mr.  Russell 
Gnmey. 

Juries  Aet  (1870)  Amtndsntnt  Bill  (to  repeal  section  22 
of  the  Juries  Aot,  1870). — Brought  in  by  the  Attorney- 
General. 

Feb.  16.— The  Jurie*  Act  (1870)  Amendment  BillwafreaA 
a  second  time. 

Trihuittls  of  Commerce  Bill. — Mr.  Whitwell  brought  in 
a  bill  to  establish  tribunals  of  commerce, 

Segiitration  of  Voters  BUls.— Both  Sir  C.  Dilke  and  Mr. 
Brand  brought  in  bills. 


The  annual  dinner  in  aid  of  the  funds  of  the  Law  Writers' 
Provident  Institution  took  place  on  Friday  week  at  Kadley's 
Hotel,  Mr.  J.  F.  Isaacson,  solicitor,  in  the  chair.  This  eociety 
wan  founded  in  1842  for  the  purpose  of  encouraging  prudent 
habits  among  the  London  law  writers.  The  list  of  subscriptions 
announced  by  the  secretary  amounted  to  £146. 

The  annual  meeting  of  the  Inns  of  Court  Clerks'  Library  was 
held  on  Fridayweek  at  the  Law  Institution,  under  the  presi- 
dency of  Mr.  W.  R.  Grove,  Q.C.  A  subscription  of  Ss.  a-year 
entitlea  each  derk  to  one  volume  at  a  time,  and  by  a  new  rule 
now  made  two  volumes  may  be  had  for  7s.  6d.  Mr.  J.  Mac- 
pregor  (Rob  Roy)  moved  the  adoption  of  the  report,  and  the 
Hon.  G.  Deunan  and  Mr.  O.  Cnanoe  (magistrate)  were  re- 
elected, with  four  barristers'  clerks,  members  of  the  managing 
conunittee.  Mr.  Qrovo  made  a  capital  speech  on  reading  and 
how  it  should  be  dons.  ^^-^  j 
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OBIXUAKT- 

MK.  J.  GREENWOOD.  Q.C. 
Mr.  John  Greeawood,  Q.C, solicitor  to  tiie  Tr«asary,  died 
at  hia  residence  in  Chester  sqnare,  on  the  12th  February. 
He  was  the  third  son  of  the  late  William  Greenwood,  Esq., 
of  Brookwood  Park,  Hants,  and  was  bom  in  the  year  1800. 
Ho  "Was  educated  at  Eton,  and  afterwards  proceeded  to  Jeans 
CoUeee,  Cambridge,  where  he  graduated  B.A.  (13th  wrang- 
ler) m  1822.  In  February,  1828,  he  was  called  to  the  bar 
at  Lincoln's-inn,  but  subsequently  miRrated  to  the  Middle 
Temple,  and  for  some  years  went  the  Western  Circuit.  Ha 
held  the  Recorderships  of  Portsmouth  and  DeroDport  in  suc- 
cession, and  was  created  a  Queen's  Counsel  in  1849  (in  the 
-same  year  that  Sir  Ronndell  Palmer  received  his  silk  sown), 
being  80onafl»r  elected  a  bencher  of  the  Middle  Temple.  In 
1851  he  was  appointed  one  of  the  solicitors  of  the  Treasoiy, 
but  since  the  death  of  Mr.  H.  R.  Reynolds  he  has  been  the 
sole  occupant  of  that  office,  which  is  worth  £2,500  per  annnm. 
Mr.  Greenwood  married,  in  1836,  Fanny,  daughter  of 
William  Collyns,  Esq.,  of  Kenton,  Devon,  by  whom  he 
leaves  a  family.  He  was  the  proprietor  of  the  Broadhanger 
estate,  in  the  county  of  Hants,  which  is  inherited  by  his 
eldest  son,  Mr.  Charles  William  Greenwood,  who  was  bom 
in  1847. 


MR.  W.  PAITSON. 
Mr.  William  Paitson,  solicitor,  of  Whitehsren,  Cumber- 
land, died  there  ou  the  29th  January,  at  the  age  of  44  years. 
Mr.  Paitson  underwent  his  legal  training  at  Cockermonth, 
and  was  admitted  in  1848  ;  he  jraactised  for  some  time  at 
Oockermouth  before  settling  at  WhitehaTen,  whither  ha  re- 
moTcd  about  the  year  1853.  At  Cockermouth  he  officiated 
as  secretary  to  the  Reform  Association,  but  on  remoring  to 
Whitehaven  he  transferred  his  political  services  to  the  Con- 
servative party,  by  whom  he  was  appointed  chairman  of  the 
committee  for  promoting  Mr.  Bentinck's  candidature  in  the 
contested  election  for  1868.  Some  years  ago  he  was  elected 
one  of  tiie  tnutees  of  the  Whitehaven  Harbour  Board,  and 
'Succeeded  Mr.  Iiamb  as  chairman  of  the  board,  which 
position  he  occupied  at  the  time  of  his  death.  He  promoted 
the  formation  of  the  new  Iron  Ship-building  Company,  and 
was  an  active  member  of  its  board  of  directors.  For  some 
time  he  was  chairman  of  the  Whitehaven  Board  of  Guar- 
dians. As  a  solicitor,  he  was  legal  adviser  to  the  local 
building  society,  and  in  addition  to  his  professional 
business  he  carried  on  the  Old  Brewery  as  sole  proprietor. 

MR.  R.  WE1.LS. 
Mr.  Robert  Wells,  solicitor,  and  town  clerk  of  Kingston- 
npon-Hnll,  died  there  on  the  6th  of  February,  aged  S7  years. 
itr.  Wells  had  been  ailing  since  July,  1869,  but  seemed  to 
Ije  latterly  progressing  towards  recovery,  so  that  his  death 
was  rather  unexpected.  He  was  early  in  life  articled  with 
the  legal  firm  of  England  &  Shackles,  of  HuU,  and  was  ad- 
mitted in  1835.  Whilst  still  a  young  man,  he  was  elected 
clerk  to  the  Hull  Board  of  Guardians,  and  was  also  secretary 
to  the  Sculcoates  union  for  the  prosecntion  of  felons,  and  to 
the  Hull  and  Bamsley  Railway  Company.  In  1852,  on  the 
formation  of  the  Local  Board  of  Health,  he  was  elected  Law 
Clerk  to  that  body,  which  office  he  held  until  1858,  when 
he  VAi  appointed  Town  Clerk  of  Hull,  on  the  retirement  of 
Mr.  lliomas  Thompson.  He  continued  to  perform  the 
-duties  of  Town  Clerk  till  a  few  months  ago,  when,  in  conse- 
quence of  ill  health,  the  Town  Council  sanctioned  the 
appointment  of  Mr.  John  Getting,  his  partner,  as  deputy 
Town  Clerk.  Mr.  Wells  was  a  member  of  the  Yorkutire 
Law  Society,  and  also  of  the  Metropolitan  and  Provincial 
Law  Association. 


MB.  H.  HARROD,  F.S.A. 
Mr.  Henry  Harrod,  solicitor,  and  professional  antiquary, 
of  Yictoriastreet,  Westminster,  expired  at  his  residence  at 
Clapham  on  the  24th  January.  Mr.  Harrod  was  a  native  of 
Ayuham,  in  Norfolk,  and  was  certificated  in  1838,  when  he 
commenced  practice  in  the  city  of  Norwich,  where  he 
-resided  for  many  years.  He  was  best  known,  however,  by 
his  devotion  to  antiquarian  pursuits,  and  was  the  author  of 
numerous  contributions  to  the  Transactions  of  the  Nor- 
folk and  Norwich  Archffiological  Society,  of  which  he  was 
formerly  one  of  the  honorary  secretaries.  Hi*  chief  work 
•of  this  nature  was  entitied  "  Gleanings  from  the  Castles  and 


Convents  of  Norfolk,"  which  gave  evidence  of  eartfdl  re- 
search and  sound  critical  jadgment  Mr.  Hamd  wu  idn 
remarkable  for  his  skill  in  dnciphering  old  documents,  rad 
he  was  employed  in  arrangms  the  records  of  Korwidi, 
Lynn,  and  others  boroughs.  Wlile  resident  at  Norwich,  i 
acted  as  local  secretary  to  the  Society  of  Antiqntriei,  of 
which  he  was  a  fellow  ;  he  was  also  a  corresponding  member 
of  the  New  England  Historic  and  Genealogical  Society. 
About  1863  he  settled  at  Marlborough,  in  partnership  wiUi 
a  Mr.  HoUoway,  but  more  recently  removed  to  London, 
where  he  carried  on  business  as  a  professional  antiquuy. 


MR.  G.  COOPER. 
Mr.  George  Cooper,  solieitor,  of  £ast  Dereham,  Koriolic, 
died  there  on  the  27th  of  January,  having  attained  the  ad- 
vanced age  of  eighty-three  years.  Mr.  Cooper  was  certifi- 
cated as  a  solicitor  as  far  baick  as  the  year  1809,  and  bad  for 
upwards  of  sixty  years — first  in  conjunction  with  his  Ute 
brother,  Mr.  E^ond  Cooper,  and  smoe  with  his  tcxis,  the 
lata  Mr.  Henry  Roberts  Cooper  and  Mr.  George  Haloott 
Cooper  (who  survives  him) — been  in  practice  at  Dorehan, 
where  he  was  much  esteemed. 


SOCIETIES  4HD  mSTITUTIOHS. 

LAW  UFE  ASSURANCE  SOCIETY. 

Tha  annual  meeting  of  the  proprietors  of  this  socie^  wu 
held  at  their  office,  Ffeat-street,  on  Wednesday  ;  Mr.  Bssil 
Thomas  Woodd,  one  of  the  directors,  presided.  Then- 
was  a  moderate  attendance  of  shareholders. 

The  first  bu«{^ness  transacted  was  the  appointment  nf  &n 
scrutineers  to'inquire  into  the  qualifications  of  the  gentlemen 
to  be  proposed  as  directors. 

The  CbajumjlS  expressed  the  regret  he  felt  at  the  loss  the 
society  sustained  in  the  death  of  two  of  the  directors,  the 
late  Mr.  Edward  Foss  and  the  late  Mr.  William  Hnrnr. 
The  former  was  the  oldest  director  but  one  on  the  board, 
having  served  upon  it  for  a  period  of  thirty-five  years,  ana 
to  the  very  last  he  was  most  regular  in  his  attetidance  and 
most  assiduous  in  the  performance  of  his  duties.  His  long 
experience  and  great  knowledge  made  him  a  very  valoaUe 
member.  As  to  Mr.  Murray,  he  had  only  been  a  director 
for  eight  years,  but  he  was  very  useful  and  vigilant  upon  d» 
boarC  and  his  loss  was  to  be  regretted.  The  Chairman  dten 
proposed  that  Mr.  William  James  Farrer,  of  Lincoln's-inn- 
fields,  who  had  been  duly  nominated,  be  appointed  a  director 
in  the  place  of  Mr.  Foss.  Mr.  Farrer  was,  no  doubt,  well 
known  to  most  of  them,  and  eminenUy  qualified  for  thf 
office  he  sought  to  fill. 

The  proposition  was  seconded  by  Mr.  F.  T,  BiBCHXH,aii^ 
carried  n*m.  an. 

The  CBA.IBMXN  further  moved  that  Mr.  Clement  Frauds, of 
Cambridge,  be  a  director  in  the  place  of  the  late  Mr.  Murraj. 
It  was  desirable  that  the  society  should  extend  its  connec- 
tions in  the  country,  and  to  this  end  Mr.  Francis  was  a 
desirable  acquisition  to  the  board. 

Mr.  BiBCHXjr  seconded  the  motion,  which  was  also  carried 
unanimously. 

The  AcTUAAY  (Mr.  Griffith  Davies)  was  then  called  upon 
to  read  the  report  and  balance-dieet  The  former  showed 
that  the  total  assets  of  the  society — all  invested  in  first-clas< 
securities, — amounted  on  the  Slst  December  last  to 
£5,459,609  3s.  4d.  ;  the  total  income  for  the  year  1870  was 
— ^from  premiums  on  assurances,  £271,618  13s.  4d.;  from 
I  interest  on  investments,  £234,723  Ss.  Sd.— to^er, 
£606,341  18s.  lOd.  The  dividend  to  the  proprietors  for  187U 
is  at  the  rate  of  £4  4s.  per  share  per  aimum,  half  of  which 
was  paid  in  October,  1870,  and  the  remaining  half  of  which 
will  be  paid  in  April  next.  The  directors  ask«l  the  co- 
operation of  the  proprietors  in  increasing  the  business  of  the 
society,  and  manng  its  stability  and  cuiima  to  public  sop- 
port  yet  more  wideqr  known. 

The  Chairman,  in  moving  the  adoption  of  the  report 
and  balance-sheet,  said  he  felt  himself  somewhat  of  an  in- 
truder in  occupying  the  chair  on  that  occasion,  as  it  belonged 
by  ruht  to  his  friend  and  colleague,  Mr.  Tomer,  who  was 
the  cEairman  to  the  board  for  tiie  week.  However,  as  dut 
gentleman  took  the  chair  at  the  last  meetiiig  of  the  socistT, 
held  in  June,  he  preferred  that  some  other  director  should 
take  his  place  on  the  present  occasion.  As  the  board  had 
expressed  a  kind  wish  tiiat  he  (Mr.  Woodd)  should  ptside, 
be  consented  to  do  so.    H«  could  only  claim  for  himselA  as 
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ijajtificttioB  of  his  position,  an  honest  endeavour  to  make 
iimielfiiiMter&fthe  Tarions  details  relative  to  the  pa»t 
car'i  opentiong,  and  he  would  answer,  to  the  best  of  his 
Infitf,  any  questions  the  proprietors  might  think  fit  to 
iiim  to  him.     He  should  detain  them  but  a  very  few 
linaM  with  tho  observations  he  had  to  make.    With  regard 
)  the  balance-sheet,  he  remarked  that  there  had  been  an 
icretse  in  the  balance  of  the  assurance  fund  during  the 
ear  WO  of  £<,7t7,  which  might  seem  to  be  a  very  small 
im.  liey  must,  however,  remember  that  during  the  course 
[theyearthey  had  paid  for  surrenders  a  sum  ofje51,919. 
be  amount  paid  for  surreuders  wm  always   very  much 
igcr  in  the  bonus  years,  immediately  after  the  bonus  had 
xn  declared.    He  would  repeat  to  them  the  figtires  paid  for 
urenden  in  the  preceding  three  yeats.      In  18o7>  the 
Donut  WIS  £1M07 ;   in  18«8,   £12,674;    and  in  1869, 
11,717.   So  they  might  fairly  assume  that  to  their  profit! 
Mtdown,  £6,767,  £ey  might  add  £40,000  ;  so  that  the 
erased  balance  for  the  year  under  exceptional  circumstances 
osld  htve  been  about  £47,000.     In  1869  the  increase  in 
ir  liiiid  with  the  amount  paid  fcr  surrenders  was  £54,027  ; 
idin  1870,  £58,606.     In  addition  to  this,  in  1869  premiums 
ettcommutcd  amounting  to  £3,777.    In  1870,  they  only 
ceired  £564  on  account  of  such  commuted  premiums.     The 
'•fit  in  1870,  thoogb  less  than  the  directors  could  wish, 
Mented  lo  discouraging  features  as  compared  with  previous 
to.    The  new  policies  in  the  (Wtst  year  numbered  236, 
sariig  £255,092.      As  the  lives  comug  in  upon  the  new 
iHes  ireraged  only  30  years  of  age,  and  as  the  a^  that 
tut  oit  were  not  less  than  60,  they  had  the  probability  be- 
lt them  of  receiving  the  income  arising  from  the  new  lives 
ir  thirty  yeats  longer  than  they  would  have  received  the 
icome  trising  from  the  old  lives.    Fifty-seven  policies  had 
m  nmndered,    and  86    lapsed  from    various    causes. 
1C,1U  Ices  was  paid  for  claims  in  1870  than  in  1869.    The 
tjDcnte  on  all  accounts  during  the  year  amounted  to 
■Ui,314 Is.  8d.  The Cludrman then  quotedastatementwhich 
°'>i>;p«ued  in  the  Reoieic — an  authority  on  assurance  and 
i^xietu;  matters — with  a  view  to  show  the  position  of  the 
I.nUeii  compared  with  three  other  kindred  societies. 
Ihiaaogit  assured  in  the  first  company  was  stated  by  the 
^tebe  £16,345,419,  and  iU  cash  assets  £4.384,648  ; 
sesNOsd  company  assured  £15,600,000,  assets,  £5,100,000; 
bethUcooipany  assured  £11,200,000,  assets  £3,247,686; 
leUwIife   assured   £10,249,964,    assets    £5,537,281. 
>  proportion    which    the    assets    of    the    Law    Life 
■ntisce  Company    bore    to    the  amount   which    they 
dstuding  at  nak  placed  them  in  a  very  favourable  position 
5<RiiMred  with  the  other  companies  he  had  mentioned. 
ith  the  exception  of  the  Equitable,  which  was  an  insti- 
'■""f""**,  the  proportion  which  tho  assets  of  the  Law 
le  hoie  to  the  risks  was  the  largest  of  any  society.    With 
;ud  to  the  guarantee  fund — a  matter  of  extreme  interest 
theptopiieton — it  amounted  to  £962,449 — not  far  from 
■^on.     The    interest   on   hand    was   £24,185,    out 
which  the  half-yearly  dividend    due  in  April  would 
jxid.     Tile  arrangement    for    declaring    half-yearly 
ucttda  resulted    in    a    rather  less    accumulation    of 
Bo^   but  they   had    the   advantage   of  having   the 
Kj  in  their  own  pockets.      The  ntte  of  interest  upon 
mrestBients  on  this  fund  was  4 J  per  cent.,  and  there- 
!  the  dividend  was  hardly  likely  to  be  increased.    In 
lenc*  to  the  Irish  estates,  there  was  no  chan^  to  men- 
!•    They  had  paid  the  society  a  very  fair  mterest  or 
■dead  oimd  the  sum  at  which  they  stood  in  their  accounts, 
'mg  the  past  year  a  large  proportion  of  their  income 
a  these  estate*  was  derived  from  the  cultivation  of  oyster 
l^e.    There  was  a  stock  of  oysters  on  the  estates  worth 
"^   This  was  additional  capital,  although  it  was  not 
auto  account  in  the  balance-sheet  before  them.    The 
tofmaaagementin  1870  was  £20,690,  which  inelnded 
>niinon,  and  was  about  7)  per  cent  on  the  premium 
lae.    Excluding  this  eommissioo,  the  cost  was  not  quite 
'  per  cent,  on  the  total  income.     He  did  not  imagine 
?  would  deem  thia  too  large  a  sum  to  pay  for  the 
°*PB>ent  of  a  society  like  that.     He  believed  their 
^»  compared  very  favourably  with  those  of  other 
*°eh     They  paid  on  ordinary  commission  of  five  per 
Httd the  board  had  decided  nottoalUrit.  It  was  the 
^m  of  the  directors  to  anticipate  the  coming  into 
'*°oi>  «f  the  Act  recently  passed  with  regard  to  the 
^  of  assurance  societies.    The  board  had  nothing  to 
fw,  tad  desired  to  give  the  widestpoasible  pnblid^  to 
"  (KoceediagL   In  eonclniion,  the  Chairman  said  he  had 


to  repeat  that  which  had  been  previously  said  from  the 
chair,  munely,  that  the  interest  of  the  society  demanded 
the  Acertions  of  individual  members  in  its  behalf.  Every 
member  who  brought  a  good  life  to  be  insured,  not  only 
benefited  the  assurer,  but  himself  and  aU  his  broUier  share- 
holders. Policy-holders,  it  should  be  remembered,  got  four- 
fifths  of  the  profits  of  the  society.  If  that  fact  were  borne 
in  mind,  he  believed  policy-holders  would  be  more  active  iu 
trying  to  procure  fresh  members. 

Mr.  HicuiAN  seconded  the  motion  for  the  adoption  of  thf 
report  and  balance-sheet,  without  making  any  comments. 

In  reply  to  questions  pat  by  Mr.  Beddome  and  Mr. 
Hainea, 

The  CBAtKMAN  said  the  fact  that  the  new  policies  had  de- 
creased from  600  per  annum  to  between  300  and  400  was, 
doubtless,  littributable  to  many  new  societies  springing  into 
existence  since  the  Law  Life  was  established.  With  respect 
to  the  Connemara  and  Mayo  estates,  he  was  of  opinion  that 
the  possession  of  landed  property  was  a  luxury  in  which  pri> 
vate  individuals  ought  to  indulge,  but  which  no  assurance 
company  should  have  anything  to  do  with.  At  the  first 
fitting  opportunity  their  Irish  estate  might  well  be  sold ; 
but  until  It  was  seen  how  the  Irish  Land  Bill  operated,  it 
was  not  likely  they  would  meet  with  a  purchaser. 

The  motion  was  then  put  and  carried  ntm.  con. 

On  the  motion  of  the  Chairkan,  s  resolution  was  passed, 
authorising  a  deviation  from  one  of  the  rules  so  as  to  permit 
two  of  the  directors  to  act  as  trustees. 

And  the  proposition,  moved  by  the  Chairman,  was  carried, 
enabling  the  board,  when  a  person  was  desirous  of  assuring 
for  more  than  £10,000,  to  divide  the  risk  with  other  kindred 
inttitntiona. 

A  vote  of  thanks  t«  the  Chairman  for  presiding  brought 
the  proceeding*  to  a  close. 


THE  LAW  STUDENTS"  DEBATING  SOCIETY. 

At  the  meeting  of  this  society  on  Taeaday,  the  14th  inst. 
the  question  discussed  waa  No.  CXCIV.,  jurisprudential : — 
**  Was  Qermony  justified  in  continuing  the  war  against 
Franoe  subaequenUy  to  the  battle  of  Sedan  ?  "  Mr.  Oordon 
opoied  the  debate,  and,  at  a  late  honr,  the  question  waa 
decided  in  the  offiimotive. 


THE  HON.  DAVID  DUDIiEY  FIELD  ON  THE  NEW 
YORK  CODES. 

We  take  fi^om  the  iYric  York  Daily  Tranteript  the  follow- 
ing letter,  addressed  by  Mr.  Field  to  the  Cadifornian  Bar  in 
November  last.  It  appears  that,  a  commission  of  the  State 
of  California  being  enga^  upon  a  revision  of  the  laws  of 
the  State,  Mr.  Fiud,  visiting  California  last  summer,  was 
invited  to  deliver  an  address  on  the  subject  to  the  Bar.  Mr. 
Field  was  on  the  point  of  leaving  when  this  invitation  reached 
him,  and  afterwards  sent  this  letter  : — 

You  are  already  familiar  with  much  that  has  been  done  in 
this  State  in  the  way  of  codification.  In  some  respects, 
indeed,  yon  have  gone  beyond  us.  For  though  New  York 
ha*  oanaed  the  preparation  of  a  code,  or  aeries  of  codes,  of 
the  whole  body  of  the  law,  divided  into  five  portions,  and 
known  aa  the  civil  eode,  penal  eode,  political  code,  code  of 
civtl  procednie,  and  code  of  criminal  procedure,  she  has 
enacted  only  a  portion — about  a  third— of  one  of  the  five, 
while  California  has  adopted  two  of  them — ^that  is  to  say, 
the  codes  of  civil  and  criminal  ptooedure,  in  nearly  their 
completed  state.  Your  example  has  been  followed  by  the 
other  Pacific  communitiee — Oregon,  Nevada,  and  Washing- 
ton— and  by  nearly  all  the  inlying  territories  between  the 
sea  and  the  Mississippi. 

Why  New  York  has  paused  in  the  work  of  law  reform  it 
would  not  be  difficult  to  explain.  The  pause,  however,  is 
not  likely  to  be  of  long  duration.  It  requires  no  proiriiet 
to  foresee  that  our  people,  with  all  the  other  Engliab- 
apeaking  communitiee,  will  yet  insist  upon  having  the 
whole  body  of  their  law  in  a  form  accessible  and  intelligible 
to  all  who  are  governed  by  it.  Whether  New  York  will 
keep  the  lead  depends  upon  herself.  In  one  respect,  indeed, 
she  has  already  lost  it,  for  the  honour  of  being  the  first  to 
enact  a  eode  of  the  common  law  of  England  belongs,  not 
to  England  nor  to  New  York,  but  to  Dakota,  one  of  the 
youngest,  but  most  vigorous  of  oar  territories. 

That  a  general  and  comprehensive  code  of  the  principal 
branche*  of  the  law  is  vary  much  needed  is,  to  mjL^ind, 

Digitized  by  VjOOQ  IC 


29G 


THE  SOLICITORS'  JOURNAL  &  REPORTER.  Feb.  18,  mi. 


most  evident.  I  knov  that  many  hold  to  the  opposite 
opinion,  hat  this  opinion  appears  to  me  rather  the  pre- 
possession  of  lawyers  in  favonr  of  things  aa  they  are  uian 
the  result  of  reasoning. 

Oar  law  is  in  a  state  of  chaos.  Nothing  will  bring  it  oat 
of  chaos  bat  a  code.  These  two  proposttions,  if  true,  are 
decisive  of  the  qaestion  of  general  codification.  Forthetrath 
of  the  first,  I  appeal  to  you  and  to  every  lawyer  of  experience 
or  stady.  Look  at  our  libraries,  listen  to  the  arguments  at 
the  bar,  read  the  decisions  from  the  bench. 

Taking  at  hazard  a  volume  of  California  reports,  (he  23rd, 
I  hare  asked  a  friend  to  tell  me  how  many  cases  are  reported 
in  the  volume,  how  many  citations  of  authorities  there  were, 
and  the  sources  from  which  they  were  derived,  and  he  has 
informed  me  that  153  oases  are  reported,  that  the  oitationa 
were  1,394,  being  on  an  average  of  nine  to  each  case,  and 
that  they  were  derived,  683  from  California,  277  from  New 
York,  120  ftom  England,  110  from  Massachusetts,  forty-three 
from  the  federal  oourts,  and  the  rest  in  unequal  numbers  from 
twenty-two  different  States.  And  as  I  like  upon  occasions 
to  fortify  myself  with  the  authority  of  great  names,  I  take 
the  following  passage  from  a  pamphlet  published  last  spring 
by  the  present  Lord  Chief  J  astice  of  England,  in  which,  refer- 
ring to  the  proposed  revision  ofthe  English  law,  he  say  :  "  We 
aeem  to  be  making  no  progress  whatever  towards  reducing 
to  any  intelligible  shape  the  chaotic  mass — common  law, 
equity  law,  crown  law,  statute  law,  countless  reports,  countless 
statutes,  interminable  treatises — in  which  the  law  of  Eng- 
land is,  by  those  who  know  where  to  look  for  it,  and  not 
always  by  them,  to  be  found." 

The  truth  of  the  second  proposition  will,  I  think,  appear 
upon  a  little  consideration.  The  chaotic  state  of  the  law 
arises,  of  coune,  from  the  vast  mass  of  unarranged  and 
sometimes  discordant  material  To  take  this  material, 
separate  the  discordant  parts,  analyse,  arrange,  compress, 
remould  the  rest,  is  to  eduoe  order  out  of  chaos.  The 
result  is  a  digest  or  a  code.  The  difference  between  the 
two  is  so  well  stated  by  Mr.  Justice  Willes,  in  his  disssent 
from  the  second  report  of  the  English  digest  of  law  commis- 
sion, that  I  will  quote  the  whole  [printed  by  us  14  S.  J. 
«14j. 

It  is  easy  to  see  why  a  digest  should  be  of  inconvenient 
length ;  being  a  collection  of  adjudged  cases  and  legislative 
enactments,  the  different  parts  will  run  into  each  other,  and 
must  needs  be  full  of  repetition  and  contradiction,  while 
the  code  is  a  digest  reduced  to  its  elements,  where  nothing 
is  repeated,  and  each  principle  is  taken  by  itself  and  ranged 
with  cognate  principles  only.  To  illustrate  by  example  : 
a  treatise  upon  bills  of  exchange  will  be  sure  to  contain  also 
the  laws  of  contracts,  as  applicable  to  bills,  and  refer  tn 
thousands  of  ad^'udged  cages  ;  in  like  manner,  a  digest  \rill 
contain  a  citation  of  those  cases,  and  notes  of  the  points  de- 
cided in  each ;  while  a  code  will  send  to  the  chapter  on  con- 
tracts all  that  relates  to  contracts,  and  retain  in  the  chapter 
on  bills  only  what  is  peculiar  to  them.  In  this  way  the 
hundred  columns  of  digest  may  be  reduced  to  five  volumes 
of  code. 

I  have  thus  endeavoured  to  show  that,  in  the  present 
state  of  our  law,  a  code  is  a  necessity.  But  if  it  were  not 
necessary,  it  would,  in  my  opinion  be  expedient,  for  several 
reasons.  It  would  reduce  the  laws  of  the  land  to  an  ac- 
cessible and  intelligible  form,  and  thus  bring  them  within 
reach  ofthe  people,  who  are  to  regulate  their  own  conduct 
by  them,  and  who  should  be  able,  in  great  measure,  to  judge 
for  themselves  of  their  legal  rights  and  duties.  It  would 
enable  the  legislative  department  to  make  intelligently  those 
reforms  which  all  believe  to  be  needed,  to  lop  off  unsatisfactory 
or  enperfiuoos  rules,  and  reconcile  oonfiieting  ones,  changes 
whi:h  can  be  effected  only  by  simultaneoos  and  comprehen- 
sive legislation.  And  it  would  lessen  the  labour  of  judgos 
and  lawyers,  enabling  both  to  dispense  with  the  larger 
number  of  those  books  which  now  encumber  the  shelves  of 
their  libraries. 

But  great  as  are  these  advantages,  some  will  say  they  are 
overcome  by  certain  disadvantages,  the  chief  of  which  are 
the  supposed  inability  of  a  code  to  provide  for  the  future, 
its  supposed  uncertainty,  and  its  supposed  inflexibility. 

To  the  first  objection,  it  may  be  answered  that  a  code  will 
provide  for  the  future  as  well  as  law  in  any  form  is  capable 
uf  doing  it  If  there  be  any  law,  written  or  oral,  it  can  be 
stated  in  words  and  placed  in  a  code.  The  objection  means 
nothing,  unless  it  assumes  that  the  code  will  undertake  to 
exclude  all  law  except  that  which  it  contains,  an  assumption 
not  founded  in  &ct.    The  civil  code  prepared  for  New  York 


does  not  profeaa  to  contain  all  the  law.  "  All  that  it  pn* 
feues  is,  to  give  the  general  roles  upon  the  subjects  to  whidi 
it  relates,  which  are  now  known  and  reoognised,  so  &i  u 
they  ought  to  be  retained,  with  such  amendmsntt  aa  seemed 
best  to  be  made,  and  saving  always  such  ofthe  rales  as  mir 
have  been  overlooked.  In  cases  where  the  Itv  is  aol 
declared  by  the  code,  it  is  to  be  hoped  that  analogin  may, 
nevertheless,  he  discovered  which  will  enable  the  Courts  to 
decide.  If,  in  any  such  case,  an  analogy  cannot  be  fousd, 
nor  any  rale  whiw  has  been  orerlookei  and  omitted,  Uien 
the  Courts  will  hare  either  to  decide,  as  at  present,  without 
reference  to  any  settled  rule  of  law,  or  to  leave  the  case  un- 
decided, as  was  done  by  Lord  Mansfield  in  JSTiit;  v.  Btii  (I 
W.  BL  640],  trusting  to  fature  legislation  for  future  cases" 
"  Therefore,  if  there  be  an  eziatii^  rule  of  law  ooiitted  fnin 
this  code,  and  not  inconsistent  with  it,  that  rale  will  con- 
tinueto  exist  in  the  same  form  in  which  it  now  exists ;  while  if 
any  new  rule,  now  for  the  first  time  introduced,  should  not 
answer  the  good  ends  for  which  it  is  intended,  which  can  be 
known  only  from  experience,  it  can  be  amended  or  abrogated 
by  the  same  law-giving  department  which  made  it;  andifnev 
cases  arise,  as  they  wiU,  which  have  not  been  foreseen,  thef 
may  be  decided,  if  decided  at  all,  precisely  aa  they  would 
now  be  decided — that  is  to  say,  by  analogy  to  some  nle  in 
the  code,  or  to  lome  rule  omitted  from  the  code,  and,  then- 
fore,  still  existing,  or  by  the  dictates  of  natural  justice." 

The  second  objection  of  supposed  uncertainty  rests  apoa 
this  argument :  that  after  every  effort  to  condense,  amoge, 
and  rn^e  plain,  language  will  still  be  liable  to  different  in- 
terpretations. But  condensation  and  arrangement  do  not 
conduce  to  uncertainty.  On  the  contrary,  they  are  the  best 
help  to  perspicuity.  All  language  is  liable  to  misconstruc- 
tion; that,  however,  is  not  an  objection  to  the  use  of  lan- 
guage. Every  line  ofthe  Sutute  of  Frauds,  said  a  great  Eng- 
ush  judge,  is  worth  a  subsidy.  But  was  there  e>'er  a  stsMte 
so  loaded  with  interpretation  and  commentary  f  The  con- 
stitution of  the  United  States  is  a  most  beneficent  initra- 
ment,  but  after  eighty  years  the  Courts  have  not  yet  done 
with  deciding  upon  its  construction. 

The  third  objection  of  supposed  inflexibility  has  as  little 
merit  as  the  other  two.  It  means,  of  course,  that  when  the 
Courts  decide  without  a  code  thev  have  greater  liberty  of 
decision  than  with  it,  and  that  this  liberty  is  a  good  tiun^. 
The  answer  to  the  objection  is,  first,  that  such  a  liberty,  if 
it  existed,  would  not  be  a  good  thing.  No  judge  should 
have  power  to  decide  a  cause  without  a  rule  to  decide  it 
by,  else  the  suitor  is  subjected  to  his  oaprioe.  The  second 
answer  is,  that  the  Courts  have  not  greater  liberty  to 
decide  right  without  a  code  than  with  it.  The  roles  which 
govern  the  judges  in  the  deoiaions  are  contained  in  preoe- 
dents.  A  code  is  a  oolleotion  of  the  general  rules  that 
contained. 

Another  way  of  stating  the  objection  is,  to  say  that 
while  the  common  law  is  expansive,  a  code  does  not  expud 
or  adapt  itself  to  the  expanding  exigencies  of  society.  A 
difi°erent  phrase  for  the  same  idea  is,  that  the  common  law 
is  el88tio,and  aooommodating,  and  that  a  code  will  be  the 
opposite.  Now,  to  say  that  a  law  is  expansive,  elastic,  or 
accommodating,  is  as  muoh  as  to  say  that  it  is  no  law  at  all. 
The  real  significance  of  the  objection,  if  it  has  any  signifi- 
oance,  is  that  it  is  better  to  let  the  judges  make  the  law  as 
they  go  along  than  to  have  the  la?vgiver  make  it  beforehaod. 
For,  if  the  judges  are  to  decide  according  to  known  mlos 
those  rules  can  be  written  by  the  lawgiver  as  easily  as 
they  oan  be  spoken  from  the  bench,  or  taken  down  by  the 
reporters.  And  even  though,  in  particular  cases,  the 
judges  should  fail  to  find  suoh  rules,  and  should  have  to 
make  rules  as  the  oases  occur,  that,  too,  can  be  done  as 
easily  when  the  known  rules  are  placed  in  a  code  as  when 
they  repose  in  the  breasts  of  juc^^,  or  in  the  leaves  of 
reports.  So  long  as  a  code  is  confined  to  tlie  rales  of  law 
as  they  now  exist  it  is  neither  more  nor  less  expansive  than 
the  common  law.  When  the  inquiry  conoema  new  case 
it  is  divisible  into  two  parts,  one  relating  to  those  oases 
which  are  foreseen  and  the  other  to  those  which  are  not 
foreseen.  Those  whioh  are  foreseen  the  lawgiver  oan  pro- 
vide for,  and  it  is  his  dnty  to  provide  for  thera.  These 
which  are  not  foreseen  cannot  be  provided  for,  except  by 
directing  the  Courts  to  decide  according  to  the  analogy  »( 
existing  rules,  when  there  is  sach  an  analogy ;  and  wiien 
there  is  none,  then  to  decide  according  to  the  dictate:  of 
natural  justice." 

These  considerations  serve  to  show  that  even  an  old  com- 
munity like  England  cannot  get  on  much  longtt  wiilioat  a 
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codt.  How  niacli  stroogor  ii  the  UKnment  in  respect  to  a 
cooiiDniuty  like  youra !  Even  Kev  York  has  not  half  the 
impediments  in  the  way  of  reform  that  obetruot  the  path  of 
England,  and  California  has  scarcely  any  at  all.  A  State 
r«t  in  its  infimcy — for  twenty  yean  mark  only  the  be- 
(inning  of  life  in  political  institntione — can  make  or  reform 
its  lava  witikont  infringing  npon  vested  intereats  or  ancient 
prejudices,  or  the  usages  of  generations.  For  such  a  State, 
before  all  otifers,  there  cannot  be  a  donbt  about  the  advan- 
tage of  putting  all  its  laws  into  a  written  and  systematic 
arm ;  in  other  words,  making  codes  of  them.  To  import  into 
nch  a  state  the  chaotic  mass  which  is  called  the  law  of  Eng- 
and  is  Hke  bringing  ovet  from  beyond  the  sea  a  half-mined 
Hnue  to  dwell  in,  instead  of  bnllding  for  onrselvex.  In  took- 
Dt  about  for  plans  or  modds,  perhapa  you  will  look  at 
111!  ciTil  and  penal  codes  which  have  been  prepared  for 
few  York.  It  may  be  natural  for  you  to  do  so,  since  you 
live  already  adopted  our  code*  of  eivil  and  criminal  pro- 
(dnre,  parta  of  our  system,  and  that  fact  may  induce  you 
0  look  at  the  retft.  It  would  be  sheer  affectation  in  me  to 
ppeai  indifferent  about  the  opinion  you  may  form  of  their 
itneas  to  serve  you  for  examples.  I  am  very  sensible  of 
heir  defects :  I  know  better  than  anyone  dse  what  an 
momt  of  labour  they  have  cost,  and  how  impossible  it  is 
hst  they  should  not  show  mistakes  and  omissions.  Nor 
lare  I  foigotten  the  eloqnant  pioteat  of  Maoaulay,  prefixed 
0  the  dnft  of  the  penal  code  for  India.  "  To  the  ignorant 
md  inexperienced,  the  task  in  which  we  have  been  engaged 
aiT  appear  easy  and  simple.  But  the  members  of  the 
iidiaa  Government  are  doubtless  well  aware  that  it  is 
imong  the  most  difficult  tasks  upon  which  the  human 
nisd  can  be  engaged  ;  that  persons  placed  in  uircum- 
ittnos  far  more  &vonrabIe  than  ours  have  attempted  it 
villi  Tery  doubtful  snccess ;  that  .the  best  codes  e:rtant.  if 
lulignantly  criticised,  will  be  found  to  furnish  matter  for 
"tnn  in  every  pajje  ;  that  the  most  copious  and  precise  of 
boom  languages  furmahed  but  a  very  imperfect  machinery 
tnfttlegiuator  ;  that  in  a  work  so  extensive  and  compli- 
ai^nthat  in  which  we  have  been  engaged  there  will  ih- 
itiibl/le,  in  spite  of  the  most  anxious  care,  some  omissions 
u^  MM  inconsistencies,  and  that  we  have  done  as  much  as 
nnUnasonably  be  expected  of  us  if  we  have  furnished 
tke  Ooremment  with  that  which  may,  by  luggeations  from 
nprrienced  and  judicious  persons,  be  improved  into  a  good 
Mde." 

Emtnldened  by  this  opinion,  and  bespeaking  no  less  in- 
lalgmce,  I  will  venture  to  recommend  to  you  the  civil  and 
wial  codes  prepared  for  Xew  York.  I  am  certain  that  they 
ire  &r  better  than  no  code  at  all,  that  the  general  plan  upon 
'bich  they  are  constructed  is  right,  and  that  whatever  errors 
iperience  may  make  apparent  in  the  execution,  are  suscep- 
ible  of  limple  and  easy  remedy. 

They  bare  been  now  three  years  published,  during  which 
■a  yon  may  have  seen  many  criticisms,  friendly  and 
afriaodly.  Bat  this,  I  think,  jrou  will  have  observed,  that 
ke  unfriendly  criticism  comes  principally,  if  not  exclusively, 
m  those  who  do  not  desire  to  believe  in  a  code  at  all,  and 
'bo  liiaprore  and  reject  the  codes  of  civil  and  criminal  proce- 
uewhich  you  have  thought  it  wise  to  adopt,  and  with  which, 
II  am  not  misinformed,  you  are  quite  satisfied.  Indeed,  I 
iink  I  may  say  that  hostility  to  the  proposed  codes  goes 
and  in  hand  with  hostility  to  the  union  of  law  and  equity, 
U  to  all  codificatioiL 

This  hostility,  it  is  true,  does  not  greatly  taroaUe  me.  who 
«Te  seen  the  code  of  civil  procedure  treated  in  Kew  York 
nt  »ith  derision  and  then  with  hate ;  ridicnled,  vilified, 
jwded,  misconstrued,  but  winning  its  way  all  the  while, 
iU  the  opposition  to  it  has  dwindled  to  insignificance ;  who 
«»« i««n  the  principle  of  the  same  code  winning,  in  Eng- 
■^  Sist  attention  and  then  assent,  till  a  bill,  founded  upon 
Mwne  theory  and  aiming  at  the  same  ends,  has  passed 
a*  Boose  of  Lords,  under  the  advocacy  of  the  Lord  Chan- 
^.   nCr.  Field  then  quotes  several  clauses  of  the  bill.] 

fow,  let  me  show  you  what  the  Chief  Justice  of  England, 
liming  of  this  bill,  declares  concerning  the  fusion  of  law 
Mequity  : — ■■  Ko  man  can  be  mwe  sensible  of  the  dis- 
■wtable  anomaly  which  the  diatinetion  between  law  and 
gvuy.prodocea  in  our  jnrispriidenoe.  I  have  long  felt  that 
™«ii8tence  of  two  distinct  and,  in  many  respects,  aatago- 
•*w>yBtemB  of  law— "of  two  systems  of  judicature,"  to 
>K  thelaneuajge  of  tiie  eomnissioners,  organised  in  different 
'*)^nd  saministering  justice  independentiv  of  one  anothsr, 
*J™«wntand  som^iaies  opposite  principles — of  rights 
"""wledged  in  the  one  system,  rejected  or  controllS  in 


the  other — is  a  standing  reproach  to  our  law,  aa  that  of  a  ' 
wise  and  enlightened  people,  which  ought  not  any  longer  to 
be  endured.  I  concur  most  cordially  in  thinking  that  this 
anomaly  ought  to  be  removed,  and  law  and  equity  made 
one.  I  agree  that,  on  whatever  courts  or  departments  of  our 
judicial  organisation  justice  in  particular  cases  may  be  ad- 
ministered, one  uniform  system  should  prevail,  and  all 
conflict  of  law  or  jurisdiction  be  impossible." 

Among  the  objections  made  to  the  oivil  code  prepared  for 
New  York  is  one  of  which  I  will  here  take  notice,  merely 
obaervlog,  in  respect  to  the  rest,  that  they  are  of  leas  im- 
portance, and  relate  chiefly  to  verbal  oorreotions  and 
matters  of  detail.  This  objection  is,  in  sufaetanoe,  that 
compression  has  been  carried  to  excess,  and  the  oode  is  too 
short.  By  this  I  suppose  is  meant,  that  too  few  rales  have 
been  given.  Now  as  the  avowed  pnrpose  was  to  give  only 
general  rules,  the  objection  must  be,  eitherthat  the  purpose 
was  wrong,  or  that  Uie  purpose  being  right,  there  has  beem 
in  the  exeoution  of  it  an  omission  of  something  which,  oo- 
cording  to  it,  should  have  been  inserted,  thirt  is  to  say, 
of  important  general  roles.  As  to  the  pnrpose.  all  that  I 
need  answer  is,  that  a  code  was  intended,  which  is,  in  its 
very  nature,  a  oolleotioa  of  general  rules.  If  a  digest  only 
had  been  proposed,  there  would  have  been  undertaken  not 
a  ooUeotion  of  general  rules  of  law  embjraoed  in  one  volcmie, 
but  a  oolleotion  of  decisions  and  statutes  extending  through 
many  volumes.  Just  what  the  English  are  now  proposing. 
As  to  the  exeontion  of  the  purpose,  I  oan  only  say  that,  if 
any  important  general  rules  have  been  omitted,  they  can 
be  pointed  out  and  inserted ;  and,  imtil  that  is  done,  no 
great  harm  oan  happen,  since  all  existing  rules,  omitted 
from  the  code  and  not  inoonnlstent  with  it,  are  saved  and 
remain  still  in  force ;  the  repealing  seotion  being  that  ■'  all 
I  statutes,  laws,  and  rules  heretofore  in  force  in  this  State. 
!  inconsistent  with  the  provisions  of  this  code,  are  hereby 
repealed  and  abrogated." 

But  let  ns  see  how  far  this  assnmption  of  nnneoessary  com- 
pression is  justified  by  the  iaot.  We  may  satisfy  onrsel vea 
in  one  of  two  ways,  either  by  pointing  oat  the  rules  whioh 
have  been  omitted,  and  shonld  have  been  inserted,  or  by 
comparing  this  code  with  othera.  As  to  the  former,  I 
leave  the  critics  to  pnt  into  words  what  they  would  have 
had  inserted;  as  to  the  latter,  I  will  compare  the  New 
York  oodes  with  the  most  famous  codes  of  the  modem 
worid.  In  doing  so,  it  should  be  borne  in  mind  that  cer- 
tain sntneote,  plsuied  by  the  federal  constitution  specially 
under  the  charge  of  the  federal  Government,  have  hardly 
a  place  in  the  codes  of  the  States ;  as  for  example,  ship- 
ping navigation,  bankruptcies,  copyrights,  patent  rights, 
admiralty  and  maritime  jurisdiction.-  There  are  three 
methods  of  comparison  ;  first  by  oomparine  all  the  Kew 
York  codes  with  all  the  oodes  of  a  foreign  State; 
another,  by  comparing  our  civil  oode  with  some  other 
civil  code;  and  the  third,  by  comparing  particular 
subjects  as  treated  in  the  different  oodes.  Now  let 
ns  compare,  first,  all  the  codes  of  New  York  with  all 
the  oodes  of  France.  The  civil  oode  of  New  York  has 
2,034  articles  (oalled  sections)  >  the  penal  oode,  1,071 ; 
the  politi'cal  code,  1,1 3S ;  the  code  of  oivil  procedure,  1,885 
and  the  oode  of  criminal  procedure,  1,054 — in  all,  7,170. 
The  five  French  codes  have  the  following  nnmber  of 
articles :  the  code  civile,  2,281 ;  the  oode  de  commeroov 
648  ;  the  code  penale,  484;  the  oode  procedure  oivil, 
1,042;  and  the  code  d'instruotion  criminelle,  643 — in  all, 
5,098.  The  New  York  codes,  therefore,  have,  altogether, 
I  2,072  more  articles  than  the  French. 

If  it  be  objected  to  this  comparison  that  the  political 
code  ought  not  to  be  counted,  because  there  is  nothing 
analogous  to  it  in  the  French,  I  answer  that  this  is  not 
entirely  so,  sinoe  the  political  code  has  provisions  respect- 
ing domicile,  the  promulgation  of  statutes  and  the  like, 
which  subjects  are  provided  for  in  the  French  oivil  oode ; 
but,  leaving  the  political  code  out  of  the  question,  and 
deducting  its  1,126  articles,  there  will  still  remain  in  th» 
four  other  New  York  oodes  46  more  articles  than  in  the 
five  of  the  French. 

Next,  let  OS  place  the  civil  codes  alone  side  by  side,  and 
observe  with  what  result.  Take  the  2,281  sections  of  the 
French  civil  oode,  and  add  to  them  the  648  of  the  code  of 
commerce,  and  we  have  in  the  two  2,929.  But  we  most 
eliminate  the  articles  on  subjects  out^de  of  the  oivil  code 
of  New  York,  or  scarcely  within  its  soope ;  that  is  to  say, 
those  in  the  French  oivil  oode  on  presoription,  arrests, 
jadioial  sequestration,  absentees,  the  respeetive/rig^ta  af      I 
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property  of  married  penom,  and  the  artiolesofthe  French 
code  of  oommeroe  on  bankruptcies  and  insolrenoies.  navi- 
gation, tribanals  of  commerce  and  the  hoarse,  separation 
of  guods,  prescription,  traders  and  their  hooka  of  account; 
and  we  have  a  total  of  some  750  articles  to  he  dedaoted 
{rom  the  2,929,  leaving  2,179  French  against  2,084  New 
York,  making  a  difference  of  only  145  articles  more  in  the 
two  French  codes,  civil  and  commercial,  than  in  the  civil 
code  of  New  York. 

Taming,  now,  to  the  civil  codes  of  other  nations,  we  find 
that  of  Sardinia  to  have  2,415  articles,  that  of  Rossia  1.471, 
and  that  of  Aostria  1,502.  I  do  not  say  that  these  com- 
parisons are  exact  as  to  the  relative  amoont  of  material  in 
the  different  codes,  since  the  articles  are  o(ten  differently 
arranged,  and  the  modes  of  expression  vary ;  bat  they 
show  approximately  the  measure  of  condensation  in  each. 

But,  thirdly,  a  comparison  still  more  exact  may  be  made 
by  taking  the  spaces  given  to  partioalarsabjeots  in  the  two 
systems.  Thus,  the  sutgeot  ot  bills  of  ezobange  and  oUier 
oommeroial  paper  is  disposed  of  by  the  French  code  in  80 
articles,  while  the  New  York  oode  gives  117  to  the  same 
subjects.  In  the  French  code  insurance,  average,  and 
contribution  have  98  articles ;  in  the  New  York  code,  167. 
Partnership,  inoluding  mercantile  oorporatioDS,  has  in  the 
French  code  47  artiolee;  in  the  New  York  code  the  two 
subjects  have  124.  Property,  real  and  personal,  with  all 
its  incidents,  modes  of  enjoyment,  and  transfer,  extends 
through  586  articles  in  the  French  code,  and  in  that  of 
New  York  through  511,  including  the  60  on  corporations. 
Tnere  is,  besides,  a  feature  of  the  New  York  code  not  yet 
mentioned,  which  adds  to  its  value,  and  that  is,  the  refer- 
enoa  to  adjudged  oases  at  the  end  of  the  sections.  This 
gives  to  the  code  many  of  the  advantages  of  a  digest  com> 
bined  with  a  code.  Those  referenoes  are  designed  to 
justify  and  explain  the  text.  If,  instead  of  refereaoe,  the 
point  deoided  in  each  case  were  stated,  the  approach 
to  a  digest  would  be  very  olcse;  since  it  is  not  necessary 
to  a  modern  digest,  any  more  than  it  was  to  the  Roman 
Pandects,  that  all  the  decisions  or  opinions  should  be  col- 
lected, but  only  such  as  are  material  to  aa  understandiDg 
of  the  law. 

I  need  extend  the  comparison  no  farther.  Enough  has 
been  shown  to  make  it  certoin  that  the  charge  of  too  great 
oompression,  if  good  against  the  proposed  oivil  c<de  of 
New  York,  is  equally  good  against  all  the  modem  oodee. 


Imrs  OF  CouHT  RirLS  Coara.— Iiord  Jastio«  Janes  a 
(Toing  to  distribute  the  prize*  which  have  been  shot  for  during 
the  past  day.  The  distribution  will  take  place  on  Thunday, 
the  23rd  inst.,  in  Lincoln' s-inn  Hall,  at  4.15  p.m.;  and  the 
battalion  is  to  parade  in  Lincoln' s-inn  Gardens  at  3.4.3  p.m. 

The  New  M.P.  fob  York. — Mr.  George  Leeman,  solicitor, 
and  Lord  Mayor  of  York,  hat  been  elected  (onoppoaed)  to  re- 
present that  city  in  Parliament,  in  the  room  of  ALr.  J.  Brown- 
Weathead,  who  has  retired  on  account  of  ill-health.  Mr. 
I^eeman  is  no  stranger  to  the  House  of  Commons,  having  sat  for 
the  city  of  York  from  July,  lS6d,  till  November,  1868.  He 
was  bom  in  1809,  and  admitted  in  183o ;  and  ha*  ever  since  his 
admission  practised  in  the  city  of  York,  during  the  greater  part 
of  which  period  he  held  the  office  of  Clark  of  the  Peace  for  the 
East  Riding.  Mr.  Leeman  has  for  many  years  been  an  alder- 
man of  York,  and  in  November  last  was  for  the  third  time  elected 
Lord  Mavor  of  that  city.  He  is  chairman  of  the  Yorkshire 
Banking  Company,  daputy-chairman  of  the  North  Eastern  Bail- 
way  Company,  and  a  deputy-lieutenant  of  the  North  Riding. 
As  a  legislator,  he  promoted  in  1867,  in  ooiyunction  with  the 
Hon.  G.  Waldegrare-Leslie  and  Mr.  Goldney,  the  "  Sale  and 
Purchase  of  Shares  Bill."  He  entered  Parliament  in  1865,  aa  a 
supporter  of  Lord  Palmerston's  Government,  and  declared  him- 
self in  favour  of  vote  by  ballot,  and  the  abolition  of  church- 
rates.  Mr.  Leeman  has  been  twice  married — first  in  1831,  to 
Jane,  daughter  of  the  late  Mr.  Joseph  Johnson,  of  liondou ;  and 
secondly  in  1863,  to  Eliza,  widow  of  the  Rev.  Charles  Pay- 
ton,  of  York.  A  son  of  his  by  the  first  marriage  is  Mr.  Joseph 
Johnson  liCanian,  solicitor,  who  is  a  partner  with  his  father  in 
the  lociil  firm  of  Leeman,  Wilkinson,  s:  Leeman. 

Congress  has  been  engaged  in  some  matters  of  interest  to  the 
profession.  The  house  has  done  a  duty  long  delayed  in  raising 
the  salaries  of  the  chief  justice  and  the  associate  justices  of  the 
Supreme  Court  to  8,600  dols.  and  8,000  dols.  respectively.  The 
Alabama  claims  meet  with  favour  in  both  branches,  tmd  some 
bill  is  likely  to  pass  eabodyinc  the  President's  recenmandation 
that  Government  asauma  uia  liabilities  and  pav  the  individual 
elainunta.  A  growing  disposition  to  recompense  southern 
loyalists  for  the  loss  of  thoir  property  is  manifesting  itself. — 
Unitetl  Slate*  Jurut. 


PUBLIC  COMPANIES. 

OOVRRNMKVT  FtJXnS. 
L4ST  Qdotatkom.  tVb.  W,  liM. 
From  IKiOtletmt  Lilt  ^likisUaal  taiuwirwiKM 


S  par  Cant.  Oonsols,  M 
Ditto  ibr  Aeoonnt,  Msr.  t.  n 
I  per  Oant.  Bedaoad  >H 
New  a  per  Cant.,  M| 
Do.  SI  percent.,  Jan. '«« 
Do.  t)  per  Cant..  Jan.  '94 
Do.  t  per  0«it.,  Jan.  '7S 
Annaitiaa.Jan.'SO  — 


Annaitiss,  kprit.'K 
Do.  (EladSssT.iAat.i 
Bx  Bill8.£100ll.-|>!rl 
Ditto.  £W'),  Do  -ip 
Pitto.£100  1  £iao,-i 
Bank  of  England  iv* 
Ct.  (last  hsir-7ev)  t 
Ditto  for  Accoant, 


IKDIAK  OOVERKUENT   SECUBITIE3. 


India  Stk.,  IOtpCt.Apr.'74,209 

Ditto  for  Aoooont 

Ditto  » per  Cant. ,J air, *ss  >>0 

Ditto  tbr  Aoooont,  — 

Ditto  4  psrCaat.,  Oct.  *U  lOl 

Ditto,  dlttcCertlfloatss,  — 

Ditto  Bnlkoad  Ppr.,  4  per  Cent.  901 


Ind.  Bnf.  Pr ,  5  jCJ 
Ditto,  54  per  Cent.H 
Ditto   DelieDCures,  p 

April, '64- 
Do.  Do  .5  perCeot.iA 
Do.Bonds.  4porCt..i 
Ditto,  ditto,  anderi 


BAILWAT  STOCK. 


Kailwayi. 


Stoek. 
Stock 
Stock: 
Stock 
Stock 
Stock, 
Stork' 
Stock 
Stock 
Stock 
Stock 
Stoek 
Stock 
Stock 
Stock 
Sloekl 
Stook, 
Stock 
Stock 
Stock 
Stoek 
Slock 
Slock 
Slock 


Bristol  and  Kxatar loo 

Caledonian :  too 

Olasgowand  Sonth-Westera  _ I  igo 

areatBastarn  Ordinary  Stock   too 

Do.,Baat  Anglian  Stook,  No.  S loO 

Oreat  Northern    '  lOO 

Oa.,AStook*    100 

Oraat Southern  and  Westera  of  Ireland  IQO 

Qraat Western— Original lOO 

IianoashireandTorkshire   '  100 

I.0adoQ,  Brighton, and  i^outli  Coast 100 

LiOndon, Chatham,  and  bover 104 

Londonaad  North-western 100 

L.)ndon  and  South- Western    '  100 

IIanaha*ter,8haO«ld,aad  Liacota lOO 

Metropolitan '  lOO 

UidUnd  „ 104 

Do.,  Birmingham  and  Derby    lOO 


North  BritUh 

North  London , 

North  Staflordahire 

South  Devon 

Soath-Sastem 

TalTVale 


*  A  fsoaivss  no  dividaod  until  i  per  ceat.  bas  bawi  I 


MOMBT  MARKIT  and  CitV  l.VIELLIOC.V 

During  the  week  the  fiuds  have  remained  mad 
but  the  general  markets  have  exhibited  a  slight  he 
dency  to  creep  upward.  The  rariations  in  price,  ho 
been  alight.  In  the  railway  market  tho  principal  ei 
small  improvements  of  various  lines,  has  bean  a  I 
Easterns. 


Lord  St  Leonards  oorapleted  his  ninatieth  veir 
last,  having  beni  bom  in  thu  parish  of  St  }tia«»s 
on  the  12th  of  February,  1781.  His  Lordship  b 
"  Father  "  of  the  Huuaa  ot  Peers  ever  since  th«  da 
Onslow  in  October  laat ;  but  several  of  our  center: 
wrong  in  suwDosing  that  he  is  the  sanior  msmbe; 
prefaaaion.  Thoo^  inferior  to  him  in  age,  tlis 
Staphan  Lushington,  D.C.L.,  late  Judge  of  the  Adai 
was  called  to  the  bar  in  ISUti,  or  a  year  before  b 
Lord  St  Leonards,  aooording  to  a  parajp^ph  in  the 
larly  reads  the  legal  reports. 

In  a  case  of  Hotkin$  v.  Dau-ton,  tried  in  the  Qu 
on  Monday,  Linooln's-inn  sued  one  of  its  members 
under  its  nUas.  It  aeemed  that  the  defendant  nm 
arraara,  amoimting  tu  about  £3U.  The  defendint, 
hia  own  caae,  aaid  that  he  had  ten  years  ago  giT<m  i 
practiaing  law,  and  had  left  England,  rctumisj 
lately.  He  oontandad  that  he  had  coased  to  ban 
also  that  the  rules  were  unreasonable.  Tho  case  to 
was,  that  a  .member  could  not  cease  ta  be  such  t 
petition  duly  preeentad,  and  payment  of  all  fe>^. 
Chief  Justice  directed  the  jury  that  the  dct'endsni 
by  the  rules  of  the  society,  and  had  nut  ceased  to  b 
and  that,  therefore,  ths  socioty  was  entitled  to  recall 

At  the  Lambeth  Police  Court,  on  TuesJ 
lady  obtained  her  third  order  for  protection  0.1 
married  woman.  She  was  first  deserted  in  Ksbroar 
obtained  an  order  in  the  following  August.  In  i 
April  her  hnsbend  deserted  her  ni;  lin.  but  this  ti 
waited  more  than  two  years  for  bi.^  lotum  before  ol 
second  order  in  August  1868.  In  October  ths  isaii 
was  again  deserted,  thus  giving  only  two  montbj  > 
band  to  return  to  her  and  to  desert  hsr  a  third 
orxisr  on  Tuesday  was  in  consequence  of  this  U 
all  three  having  taken  plae*  in  about  three  years  mii 


Digitized  by 


Google 


Feb.  la.lSVl.  THE  SOLICITORS'  JOURNAL  &  REPORTER. 


2»» 


THE  STAMP  ACT,  1870. 
The  bll»itiDg  u  added  to  the  corretpondence  printed  ante 

"  Inland  Bevenue,  Somerset-Iioiise,  London, 
Feb,  10,  1871. 
"Sir,— lam  directed  by  the  board  of  Inland  Rerenne  to  ac- 
Dovlcjge  the  receipt  of  your  letter  of  the  let  inst.,  enclosing 
copjr  01  one  addrened  by  you  to  the  Time*,  in  reference  to 
Miaawergiren  to  a  commonieatiou  which  Mr.  Johnson, 
'  Fmrdum,  addressed  to  this  department,  and  whidi 
ipeand  is  that  paper  on  the  SOth  nit 
" 'Die  boaidnpprehend  that  yon  hare  somewhat  misun- 
ntood  the  natnre  of  the  reply  given  to  Mr.  Johnson's 
(tnry. 

"  As  antbority  to  receive  mone^  i*  charged  by  the  new 
inp  law  with  the  duty  of  lOs.,  instead  of  the  former  dnty 
Ms ,  sod  a  direction  to  pay  laoney  is  charged  by  the  new 
it  ms  by  the  old  law  with  the  duty  of  Id.  if  it  u  payable 
I  demand,  and  with  ad  ralortm  duty  if  it  is  payable  other- 
u  than  on  demand. 

"  The  stamp  law  does  not  oblige  an^  person  to  gire  either 
thcae  docnments  ;  but  if  he  does  give  one  of  them  it  is 
irgctblewith  stamp  duty  according  to  its  form  and  cha* 
:ter  shore  mentioned. 

"  If  an  order  from  a  vendor  to  a  purchaser  to  pay  the 
ithsK  money  to  a  third  person  is  sufficient  fgr  the  occa- 
n,  ud  Mtis&ctoty  to  the  parties  concerned,  the  document 
girni  is  liable  to  duty  as  a  bill  of  exchange. 
''  U;  on  the  other  hand,  the  document  given  is  framed  as 
leltir  of  attorney,  it  must  be  stamped  accordingly, 
"iitnthority  given  by  a  purchaser  to  the  auctioneer  to 
adorer  the  deposit  was  regarded  by  the  board  as  merely 
1  iitimation  that  the  purdussr  had  no  further  claim  on 
»  dennit,  and  as  not  being  liable  to  any  atamp  duty.  It 
i^  nowcTer,  be  so  framed  aa  to  fall  within  the  charge 
'wliitjr.  The  board  never  asserted  that  such  a  docu- 
iitVB  chargeable  with  dnty  as  a  power  of  attorney. — 
"i,Sii,  jour  obedient  servant,  W.  Loma»." 


*.  ;oim  Robert  Davison,  Q.C.,  the  newly-appointed  Judge 
'neut-Genetal,  has  been  recently  sworn  a  member  of  her 
Vft  Privy  Council. 

IV  Qgem  has  been  pleased  to  direct  letters  patent  to  be 
■d  mder  the  Great  SciU  jnanting  the  dignity  of  a  knight 
^  Tnited  Kingdom  of  Great  BritHin  and  Ireland  unto 
«*»  Eobert  Turner,  Esq.,  late  Senior  5Ia»tor  of  her 
jeatr'*  Conrt  of  Queen's  Bench  at  Westminster. 

I  Ul  wu  intndaoed  in  the  Ohio  Li^gisUtare  on  the  12th 
■I  Bikiic  the  sellers  of  intoxicating  liouors  respoa^Ue  for 
g»  done  Vy  intoixicated  persons,  and  releasinc  the  owner*  of 
Bigs  in  wfaieh  the  liquor  is  sold  from  responstbtUty. — Attatif/ 


•IBTBt.  K&SKIAOSS.  A«D  OB&THt. 

BIRTHS. 
mo-On  Feb.  6,  at  Whnbledon,  the  wife  of  T.  C.  Blofeld, 
q.,  of  a  danghter. 

MARR1A0BS 
9H-B»ADLY— On  Feb.  15,  at  Holy  Trinity  Church,  Is- 
Ijtoi,    Henry    Gough,    Esq.,    barrister-at-law,    to    Mary 
iriitiaaa,  fourth  daughter  of  the  late  Thamas  Bradly,  Esq., 
Chinrick. 

DEATHS 
JK-On  Feb.  10,  at  The  Vicariwe,  Christ  Church,  Frome, 
Uliui  Francis  De  Gex,  Esq.,  of  ia,  Throgmortoa-atreet. 
OwooD— On  the  morzu'ng  of  Feb.   12,  at  53,    Chester- 
■n,  in  the  71st  year  of  Us  ace,  John  Greenwood,  Esq., 
C,  of  Braadhanger,  H  ants.  Solicitor  to  the  Trsasnnr. 
™-0n  Feb.  14,  James  Pitts,  solicitor,  Exeter,  aged  71. 
^uo— On  Christmas-day,  at  the  Caps  of  Good  Hope, 
BiaSiiiuuu,  wife  of  Sidney  Godolphm  Alexander  Ship- 
lo,  Esq.,  M.A.,  B.C.L.,  of  the  Inner  Temple,  barriater-at- 

"»-0b  Feb.  10,  at  Compton-road,  N.,  in  his  81st  year, 
Apsoige  Fraderidc  Taylor,  late  of  Coleman-street,  City, 

VSSDCIS  GAzxnzs. 
PnftnieMal  PntaanU^  UfiolTad. 

FaiBAT,  Feb.  It,  ISTI. 
<■  JSks,  Wm  ChaBkcrIar*e,  ft  rtsa  Thoraler  Kloff,  Batb,  Sollel- 

^  i^"    ^         TnssAT. Feb.  14, 1871. 

^.  KtM.  fc  BeM  Jaekson  Kent.  OseU-st,  Strand,  AtterDsys  and 

■""■    1*11. 


Tnadiag-iqi  of  Joint  Stock  Oompaaiw. 

FSID4T.  Feb.  10,  1871. 

CnuiUTaii  IK  CatNciaT. 

BheMol  Dnitad  anver  Lead  MninK  Compsnjr.— Vice  Chancellflr  Matin* 

has  llxad  Feb  M  u  It,  at  bis  chambars,  tae  the  appoincment  of  sn 

oflkial  llqnidater. 

LUOTSD  »  CBAacsaT. 

Salkeld  h  Company  (Limtled).— Vloe  Chaaeeller  Baooa  bai,  br  an  order 

dated  Oct  28,  sppobned  Wm  Haoter  Hardj.  Neweaatle-npon-Tvne, 

■nd  Joseph  Joba  Forster,  Newesscle-apoa-Tjme,  to  be  the  oflicUl 

HqwMators. 

TussDAI.  Feb.  U,  18*1. 

UHITSD  IM  CaAMClST. 

OardlRsn  B«r  Crniols  Ulnlni;  Company  (Umiced).— FeUdon  for  wind- 
ing sp,  pnwnled  Feb  » ,  direci  ed  to  ba  heard  before  Vice  Chanoellor 
UsliBs  on  Feb  21.  Millar,  OopUiall-ct,  Tbrogmortan-<t,  •o!icltar  for 
the  petitlaoen. 

Devon  and  Ooniwall  Qranlle  Company  (Limited).— Viae  Cbaaeellor 
Malins  has,  bjr  an  order  dated  Jan  M,  appointed  Jaa  Tboa  Snell,  Si. 
Gheapilde,  to  be  offlciai  llqnidatar.  Creditors  are  required,  on  or 
before  March  8,  to  send  their  names  and  addieiaei.  and  the  psnicnlata 
o(  their  debts  or  eiaimi  lo  the  above.  Monday.  March  13  at  I,  t*  ap- 
pomtad  Ibr  hearing  sad  adtodieattait  upon  the  debta  andelaims. 

English  Provklsnt  Aworanes  Oompanf  (Limited).— FeUtioa  «:>r  winding 
Dp,  pieeented  Feb  10,  directed  to  be  heard  before  Vice  Ohancellor 
Staart,  en  Feb  14.    Bobena,  Moorgale-st,  Mlteitor  for  the  petitioners . 

Salkeld  ft  Cempanr  (Limited).— Creditors  are  required,  on  or  before 
March  U,  to  aend  their  names  and  addreaaes,  and  the  partioalars  of 
their  debts  or  elaimi,  t*  Joseph  John  Foraier  ft  Wm  Homer  UsMy 
Townball-bldgs,  Neweastls-opon-TToe,  the  oOdal  liqnldatoi*.  Wed-,, 
nesdajr,  March  n  at  It,  is  appointed  for  hearing  and  adjodieating 
npon  tlia  debts  and  claims. 

Oraditon  under  BitatM  in  Chtaeary. 

Lait  Day  »f  Trto}. 

KlISAT,  Fsb.  10,  1871. 

Da  Vear,  Thos,  LUls-st,  Waetmiotter.  Carrier.    Feb  t7.    De  Year  •- 

Addis,  V.C.  Malins.    Allan,  Carlisle-st,  Sobo-aq. 
Ooaldsmith,  Mary, Bath,  SomerMt.    March  27.  .Cslthrop  v  Snrgey,  V.C 

Baoon.    Bomar  ft  Oalthrep,  Spalding. 
Harper,  EUea,  Portland-rd.  Nottlng-biU.     March  IS,     O'HaUorsn  * 

<}oodwin,  V.O.  Stoart.    Klnaar  ft  Ada,  Bloomaborr-pl. 
Hnggans.  John,  SIttiniiboame,  Kent.  Esq.      March  6.      Wheeler  v 

Metryweather.  M.B,   Merriman  ft  Pike,  Aostiafriara. 
HyUnd,  Thoi,  Ballitor,  Kildare,   Ireland.  Esq.    March  20.    HarrU  » 

in  Funnier,  V.C.  Stoart.  Tremlatt  ft  Holt.  Unarlei-it,  St  Jamn'a.iq^ 
Mltehall.Emelia,  Beading,  Berks,  Spiostsr.  Hsrdi  11.    TnmereEraaf, 

M.R.    Clarton  ft  Sons,  Laneaster-pl,  Strand. 
Falmer,  Mary,    Old  Hall,   Fencojrd,  Beteford,  Spinster.     March  6. 

Falmar  a  Jones,  M.IL    Mlnet  ft  Son,  Ross. 
Tamer,   Stdney  French,   Madraa,  East  lodlea.  Uent  in  SMb  Reg  of 

Madrai  Native  Infantiy,    May  8.    Tnniert  I'amar.H.B.    Oomeyfe 

Son,  FnmlTal'a-liio. 
Walton,  Tboa,  Wakeilald,  Tork.    March  10.    Spelgbt  a  Walton,  V.C. 

Staart.    FMday,  Harooort-bldga,  Temple. 

NaxT  or  Km. 
OoaMsBitb,  Msry,  Batk,  Seoerwt,   Mareh  IT.   Oalthrep  r  Snriey.. 

V.  C  Baeon. 
Hyland,  Tboa.  Ballltore,  Kildare,  Ireland.    March  10.    Harris  a  Da 

Fasqrisr,  V.C.  Stuart. 
Seott,  Walter,  Luton,  Bedford,  Qent.    Mar«h8.    Soott  a  Cnmbarlaod, 

V.C.  I'   • 


TusSDaT,  Fek.  14,  I87l. 
Bamett,  Xoaeph,    Partsmoath,    Hanu,  Tobaeeonist.      Mareh     13. 

Sayera  a  QulUTer,  V.C.  Malins.    Consioa,  Portsea. 
B*n«t,Joe«(ih.  Morton,  Leeds,  Solloilar.    Mareh  9.    Rhodes  a  Barret, 

T.C.  Bacon.    Barret,  Leads. 
Blemfleld,  Oeo    Mawa,    FramUngham,  Suffolk,  Farmer.      Msrch  16. 

Aldrioh  a  Blamfleld,  V.C.  Stuart.    Webb  ft  Co,  Argyle-it,  Regent-st. 
Crceley,  Wra,  Bootle-eum-Llnacre,  Lancaster,  Oeat.    March  9.    Cros> 

Iqr  a  Ingham,  V.C.  Stuart.    Hall,  Baoup. 
Dttttoo,   Deborah,   Bickerton,  cbeeler.  Widow.    March  4,    Walley  a 

waiiamaon.  V.C.  Stuart.    Rice.  Uncaln's-bu-flelda. 
For,  Samuel,  Wigan,  Lancashire,  FUg  Dealer.    March  8.    Foy  a  Foy, 

M.R.    Ricbardaon,  Bolton-le-Moor*. 
Goodwin,  Tboa,  Belmont-pl,  Wandawortb-rd,  Oeat.    Mareh  10.    Snelt. 

a  (Joodwin,  V.C.  Malins.    Fraasr.  Fnmivai's-ian. 
Lodge,  Riekard.  Parte  Bello,  Dublin,  Seijaant  la  Rayal  Horse  ArtUlery. 

Maieh  2.    Ledge  a  Lodge,  V.C.  Malins.    Tyrar  ft  Go,  LpooL 
Pererall,  Riohard,  Durham,  Innkeeper.    March  8.    Smith  a  Peveralt,. 

V.O.  Baeao.    Matsbatl,  Durham. 
BoMnsoa,  Amos,  Fapcaatle,  Oimberlanl.    Ilusbandmaa.     Mareh    21. 

Robinaon  a  Robinson,  V.C.   Stuart.    Hayton  ft  Simpaoo,  Cooker- 

maath. 
Seabrook,  Wm  Jas,  Belvedere,  Erith,  Kent,  Gent.    March  8.    Lamer- 

toa  a  Seabrook,  M.R.  Lengersft,  Buektaigbam-st,  Adelphl. 
Bharpe,  Joaepb,  Margate,  Kent.    March  14.    Hereford  a  Sharpe,  T.C. 

Stuart.    Sbepiiard,  Rob«:t-it,  Adslptai. 

Ortditon  uidir  93  It  88  Tiot  eap.  8S. 
iMit  JDan  0/  Clatm. 
PaisAT.Fab.  10,  1871. 
Beleombe,  I.onlia  Maynell  Travis,  St  Oeorge's-ter,  Queen's-gate,  Ken- 
sington, Spinster.    May  8.    Wstktais  ft  Co,  SaekvUle-st. 
Bentinck,  K&tat  Hon  Wm  By  Osvendlsb,  Tatbwell,  Lincoln.    Mareh  31. 

CnnliA  ft  Beanmont,  Chuicery-laaa. 
Blola,  Tboa  Fras,  Charlea^t,  St  Jamea's,  lient-OoL  March  3.  WUUaffls,. 

BedfordHtnr. 
Brford.  Tkoa,  ^aom,  Surrey,  (hnt.    March  11.    Bird  ft  Sea,  Portland- 

chaaabers,  Ot  TitohOeld-at. 
Clark,  Jsa  Garson,  Borough,  Hop  Factor.    March  M.    ElUs  ft  Crosa- 
fWd,  Mark-laae. 
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Corfleld,  Thomas,  DUwjm,  Rereford,  Gent.  April  1.  GreKK.  Leominster. 
Dormer,  Wm,  Aston  Gliaton,  Buckingham,  Draper.    March  10.    Clarke, 

Hiph  Wycombe. 
Fawcett.   Jas.   Townhead,    Ravenstonedale,  Wcstmoraland,    Yeoman. 

Feb  -27.     Prcnton,  Kirkby  Stephen. 
Gamble,  John,  Derby,  Gent.    March  31.    Gamble  &  Cooke,  Derby. 
Harvey,    Richard,   Greenway,    Devon,  Esq.      Within    three  calender 

months.    Smith  &  Co,  Truro. 
H-iyter.  Sir  Geo,  Maryiebonc-rd,  Knt.    Mnrch  31.    WoodsUeet  &  Hay- 

ter.  Raymond-bldKS,  Gray's-inn. 
Hoare.  Edward,  Chaldon,  Surrey,  Farmer.    March   25.    Morrison,  Rel- 

gaio. 
Hymers,  Joseph    Abbot,  Whickhom-park,  Durham,    Gent,    March  7. 

Keninir,  Gateshead. 
Imray.  Jas,  The  Minr.ries,  Chart  Publisher.     April  10.    Lindsay  &  Co, 

Ba.iJnKhalI-st 
Isaacs,  Levris,  StThomas-sq,  Hackney.  Jeweller.    March  21.    Cockle, 

Hh  re-court.  Temple. 
Jacob,  Frances  Matilda,  George-st,  Portmaa-sq.    March  30.    Mackerell, 

Cannou-si. 
Lawfon.   Mariana  Percy,  Belsiie  park,  Uampst«ad,   Widow.     Hay  6' 

Watkins  Sc  Co,  Sackrille-st. 
Lelliott,  Cliaa.  Ditchling,  Sussex,  Licensed  Victualler.    April  8.    Senior 

&  Co,  New-inn,  Strand. 
Liddell.  Wm,  Willibgton  Quay,  Northmbcriand,  Innkeeper.    Feb  IG. 

Allan  Ht  Davies.    *  , 

Macilonaid,  Mary,  Tborobnry,  Gloucester.    April  3.      Wintle  &  Mania 

Newuham. 
Moore,  Chas  Hy,  Wmpole-st,  Cavendish-sq,  Solicitor.    March  7.    Sur- 

man  &  Son,  Lincoln'^-inn-tields. 
JJesbitt,  Joseph,  Lincoln,  Merchant.     March    15.    Burton  &  Scortr, 

Lincoln. 
Powell,  Alexander,  Lpool,  Leather  Factor.    March  15.    Bateson  &  Co. 

Lpool. 
Prebble,  Elgar,  Mersham,  Kent.    April  10.    Prentice,  Whitechapel-rd. 
liobbins,  Fras,  Alderney-rd,  Mile-end,  Builder.    April  G.    Potter,  King- 

St,  Cheapside. 
Townley,    Jane.     Downham  Market,  Norfolk,  Widow.       March   31. 

Matthews  *  Greetham,  liedford-row. 
Western,  Jas  Roger,  Pork-sq  West,  Reeent's-park,  Colonel.    March  20 

Woodrooffefc  Plaskitt,  New-si|,  Lincoln's-inn. 
Wilson,    Wm,   Wimborne,  Dorset,  Agr  icultural    Seedsman.    March  1 

Wilson,  Wimborne. 

TOESDAT.  Feb.  14,  1871. 

Armstrong,  John,  Everton,  Lpool,  Licensed  Victualler,  Feb  23.  Ton- 
ton,  Lpool. 

Barton,  Hy  Fras,  Tabernaole-«q,  Tripe  Dresser.  March  15.  Atkinson. 
Vi  atUng-st. 

Brough,  Thus,  Lpool,  Merchant.     April  I.    Jenkins  &  Co,  Lpool. 

Brymer.  John,  llsington  House,  Dorset,  Esq.  March  31.  Wood  &  Co, 
Raymond-bldgs.  Oray's-inn. 

Cole,  Mary  Ann,  Eraacote,  Warwick,  Widow.  April  3.  Large,  Leamine 
ton  Priors.  '. 

Cornwell,  Lev),  Cottered,  Hertlbn],  Farmer.  March  24.  Worthara, 
Hoyscoii. 

Crock,  Robert,  Fulshaw,  Chester,  Teoman.  April  1.  Chow  *  Sons, 
Manch, 

Ellis,  John,  Sedgley,  Stafford,  Limeraastor.  March  25.  Bolton  &  Co, 
Wolverhampton. 

Flanagan,  Elii.  Gloucester  pi,  Portman-sq.  March  17.  Smart,  Lin- 
coln'a-inn-fields. 

Uellaby,  Kichanl,  Wood-st,  Cheapside,  Warehousoman.  April  18. 
Anderson  &  Son,  Ironmonger-lane 

Lister,  Christopher.  High  Holbom,  Woollen  Draper.  April  18.  Ander- 
son &  Son,  Ironmonger-lane. 


Martin,  Chas  Wykeham,  Gt  Curaberland-pl,  Hyde  Park,  Esq.    April  1.^. 
Young  &  Co.  St  Mildred's-ct.  Ponltrv. 


Young  &  Co,  St  Mildred's-ct,  Poultry. 
Nolherton,  John,  Stokefleming,  Devon,  Esq. 
mouth. 


April  1.     Heckln,  Dart- 


Ogden,  John,  Oldham,  Lancashire,  Innkeeper.  March  11.  Summer- 
scales  &  Tweedale.  Oldham. 

Reece,  Thos,  KingsIand-rd.Eeq.    March  31.    Ware,  Kingsland-rd. 

Sherman,  Dan!,  Ivy-cottages,  Queon's-rd,  Dalston,  Gent.  Aoiil  16, 
Angell,  Guildhall-yd. 

Thackeray,  Augusta,  Uloucester-pl,  Portman-sq,  Widow.  March  17. 
Smart,  Lincoln's-ion-flelds. 

Tliackeray,  Martin,  Gloucc»ter-pI,  Portman-sq,  Esq.  March  17.  Smart. 
Llncoln's-inn-flelds. 

Turnbull,  Geo,  Carlisle,  Innkeeper.    March  18.    Wannop. 

Vulliamy.  Lewis,  Haymarket,  Westminster,  Architect.  April  9.  Frero 
&  Co,  Llncoln's-inn-fields. 

Williams,  Richard,  Welling,  Kent,  Farmer.  March  31.  Saw,  Park -st, 
Greenwich. 

Winship,  John,  Kingsion-upon-Hull,  .Merchant.     March  29,     England 

SCo.  Kingston-upon-HuII. 
Wolfe,  Sa.«nna,  Torrington-sq,  Spinster.  March  25.  Birt,  Southampton- 

Bt,  Filzroy-sq. 
Woodward,  Lionel  Mabbott,  Greenhill,  ilarrow,  Esq.  March  31.  Griffith 

&  Brownlow,  Bedford-row. 

BaiLkrnpts. 

Frioat,  Feb.  10,  1871. 

Under  the  Bankruptcy  Act,  1869. 

Creditors  muat  forward  their  proofs  of  debts  to  the  Registrar  . 

To  Surrender  in  London. 

Boddington,  Richd,  *  John  Frost  Emdean,  Watnev-st,  Commercial-rd 

East,  Ironmongers.    Pet  Feb  8,    Spring-Uice.     Marcli  2  at  12. 
Bone,  Wm,  Craveu-st,  Strand,  out  of  business.      Pet  Feb  6.      Hazlitt 

Feb  23  at  12. 
Burg,  Karl,  Woodslock-st,  Ox(brd-st,   Printer.    Pet  Feb  6.      Hazlitt. 

March  3  at  II. 
Morrej,  Edmund  Hy,  Willow-walk,  Hornsey,  out  of  business.    Pet  Feb 

8.    Spring-Rice.    Feb  23  at  1 . 
Taylor,  Rlclid,  &   Jas    Stevens    Tripp,    Clement's-lane,  Lombard-st, 
Bankers.    Pet  F>b  7.    Hailitt,    Feb  24  at  12, 


To  Surrender  in  the  Conntry. 
Creed,  Geo,  Sfoford,  Wilts,  Publican,    Pet  Feb  6.  TilKa  4 

Feb  24  at  11. 
Cropper,  Joseph,  Sheffleld,  Plumber.     Pet  Feb  6.    Wjki 

Feb  20  at  I. 
Ferens,  Robt,  New  Comsay,  Durham,  Grocer.   Pet  Fdi  (  G 

Durham,  Feb  23  at  U.30. 
Gridiths.  Morgan,  Porthcawl,  Glamorgan,  Grocer.  PtiFiliI. 

Cardiff,  Feb  II  at  II. 
Lait.  Robt,  *  John  Horner,  Louth,  Lincoln,  Coack  Baildsn  J 

Daubney.    Gt  Grimsby,  Feb  23  at  II. 
Levy,  Abraham,  Gosport,   Hants,  Jeweller.     PetFsbl. 

Portsmouth.  Feb  27  at  12. 
McEcan,  Jas  U.,  Lpool,  (Vine  Merchant.     Pet  Feb  6.  Vitm 

Feb  21  at  2 
Palmer,  Joseph  Thos,  Usading,  Berks,  Butcher.    Pet  Prtl. 

Kealinir,  Feb  27  at  il. 
Phillips,  Philip,  P.isca,  Monmonth,  Grocer.     Pet  Frt  7. 

Newport,  Feb  22  at  11. 
Sterland,  Geo,  &   Edwd  Long,  Leeds,  Warehonsotaeti     P 

Marshall.    Leeds,  March  2  at  II. 
Voules,  Rev.  Tom  Arthur,  Ashill,  Somerset.     Pst  F(b  (. 
Taunton,  Feb  20  at  II. 

Tdesdat,  Feb.  U,  1871. 
CJnder  the  Bankruptcy  Act,  186S. 
Creditjrs  must  forward  their  proofs  of  debts  to  the  Bill 
To  Surrender  in  London. 
I  Abery,  Brian  Edwin,  London-lane,  Hackney,  BoiUer.    ft 
Hazlitt.     Feb  28  at  12. 
Westlaks,  Wm,  late  of  Stroud,  Gloucester,  Tailor, bat  sdvi 
land.    Pet  Feb  10.    Hazlitt.    Feb  28  at  11.30. 
To  Snrrender  in  the  Country. 
Browne.  Rev.  Edwd  Fras,  Wrexham,  Denbigh.  I'-omao  C* 

Pet  Feb  10.     Reid.     Wrexham,  .March  10  at  2. 
Hardiity,  Uy,  Middleton,  Lancashire,  Leathar  Dreusr.    h 

Tweedale.     Oldham,  Feb  27  at  1 1 . 
Unghes,  Wm,  Gt  Yarmouth,  Norfolk,  Tailor.    Pw  Feb  ?  ( 

Gt  Yarmouth,  Feb  27  at  12. 
Morris,  John  Brown.  Gainsborough,  Lincoln,  Grocer.   Pet  1 

pleby.    Lincoln,  Feb  2.5  at  1 1 . 
Parker,  Hammond.  Hnddersflcid,  York,  Joiner.      Pet  Feb  I 

jun.     Huddersacld,  Feb  27  at  II. 
Smith,  Wm  Brook,  Huddorsfleld,  York,  Gent.    Pet  Feb  IL 
Uuddersfiekl,  Feb  27  at  12. 

BANKRUPTCIES  ANNULLED, 
Fridat,  Feb.  10,  1871. 
Cowgill,  Hy,  Burnley,  Lancashire,  out  of  business.    Fabi. 

TOESDAV,  Feb.  14,  1871. 
Cowper,  John,  North  Warnborough,  Hants,  Oent.    Feb  10. 

ERRATUM. 
TotSDAT,  Feb.  14,    IS7I. 
Butcher.Jas  Edwd,  Llnd-rd,  Sutton,  Surrey.  Builder.     Tl 
ment  inserted  in  the  Gazette  of  Jan  31,  aunullinc  the  bt 
the  above  was  a  misuke,  and  the  said  bankruptcy  has  i 
nulled. 

LiquidBtion  by  Amjigement. 
FIRST  MEETINGS  OF  CREDITOUS. 
FatSAT,  Feb.  10, 1871. 
Andrews,  Fredk  Vigne,  Finchley-rd,  Hampstead,  Cotton  1 
22  at  12,  at  offices  of  Quilter  &  Co,  Moorgate-<t.    Dnm 
ter-st. 
Austin,  Wm  Austin  Fisher,  Bond-ct,  Walbrook,  MeichaaU 

at  office  of  Holmes  &  Holmes,  F'insbury-pl  Sooth. 
Barlow,  John,  Fakenham,  Norfolk,  Grocer.     Feb  S4  at  \i, 

of  the  County  Court,  Redwell-st,  Norwich. 
Berry,  Fredk  Wm,  Brighton,  Snsse.t,  Wine  Merchant.   Fi 

offices  of  Naah  &  Co,  Suffolk-lane.  Canoon-st. 
Bird,  John,  jun,  Darentry,  Northampton,  Innkeeper.   Fel 
the  Moat  Hall,  Daventry.     Burton  &  WiUoughby,  Daveal 
Blair,  John,  Gateshead,  Durham.  Tailor.     Feb  34  at  2,  at  el 

Market-st,  Newcastle-upon-Tyne. 
Blick,  John,  Birm,  Builder.    Feb  21  at  3,  at  office  o(  Put 

hill,  Birm. 
Broom,  Francis, Stratford-upon-Avon,  Warwick,  Grocer, 
at  the  Shakespeare  Hotel,  Stratford-upnn-ATon.    WanSf 
Burrowi,  Edwd,  St  Michaels,  Lancashire,  Joiner.    Feb  S 

of  Cunliffe  &  Watson,  Winckley-st,  Preston. 
Byerley,  Geo  Ebene7.er,  Lausanne-rd,  Feclcham,  Printer. 

at  offices  of  Biddies,  Southampton-bldgs,  Cliancery-Une. 

Calvert,  Lemuel  Leonard,  .fc    Hy  Netherwood,  Bradford, 

Merchants.    Feb  22  at  3,  at  offices  of  Watson  k  Dickm 

Bradford. 

Calvert,  liobt  Marlt,  Newoastle-npon-Tyne,  Draper.    Fel 

the  rooms  of  the  Home  Trade  .\ssociatlon,  York-sl,  Uan 

Harle,  Newcastle-upon-Tyne. 

Chorltou,  Chas,  Salford,  Lancashire,  Draper.     Feb  24  at ) 

Miller  &  Dawson,  Chancery-pl,  Bootb-st,  Manch.    Bewfc 

Cooper,  Elir,  Botley,  Hants,  Grocer.    Feb  22  at  1,U  at 

Higli-st,  Southampton. 
Coupland,  Wm,  Goswell-rd,  Oerkenwell,  Cheesemonger. 
at  office  of  Nickerson,  King  Williara.it,  Londoo-brldgt 
New  Broad'St. 
Cou-seiis,  Jas,  jun.  Rye-lane,  Pcckham,  Linendraper.    Fel 
the  Guildhall  Coffee  House,  Gresham-st.     Drake,  Basiogl 
Crothall,  Wm,  Ramsgate,   Kent,  Builder,     Feb  2Sat3,ai 

wards,  York-st.  lEamsgate. 
Dowsett,  Uy,  Gt  llford,  Eiisex,  Licensed  Victualler.    Mir< 
offices  of  Dobson,  Chancery-chambers,  Qoality-ct,  Cttani 
Eades,  Geo  Augustus,  Southsea,  Hants,  Oroeer.    Feb  !4  > 

of  King,  Union-st,  Portsea, 
Edwards,  Thos,  Lpool,  Builder.    Feb  22  at    10.3(»,ato»» 

&  Copcman,  Cumbcrland-st,  Lpool. 
Eveson,  Hy,  Hay-green,  Oldswinford,  Worcester,  Licenst 
Feb  20  at  12,  at  offices  of  Collis,  Market-st,  Sconrbnlge. 
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naitwood,  Tbot,  WidsM,  Laneubire,  CbniUcal  Hanoiltctarer.    Feb  27 

ttl,Mth*LairA*900tation  Rooms,  Cook->t,  LpooU    Gill,  Lpool. 
rmlu',  ThM,  BmraingblD,  Berka,  Blacksmith.    Feb  28  at  3,  ac  offices 

of  Jenkliu  k  Botton,  TtrMtoek-at,  Strand. 
GDtert,  Tbn  By,  St  HaiT-axe.  Comm  Agent.    Feb  13  at  1,  at  office  of 

KiKh.  Wellington-at,  Strand. 
GoodchDil.  Sam).  BnuHsrd,  York,  General  Dealer.  Feb  24  at  3,  at  offlcea 

a  Hania,  Le«di-rd,  Bradford. 
Giiflltli.Jolm,  LUnnrit,  Senbigb,  Cbina  Dealer.    Feb  23st2,  attbe 

TIctdrIa  Hotel,  Llanrwit.    Jones,  Conway. 
flriOth.  Wte,  Unol,  Draper.  Feb  23at  2,  at  the  Law  AnodatlOD  Rooms. 

CMk-it,  l«ool.    Bartley.  Lpool. 
Biddock,  Fredk,  Baie-it,  Woolwich.  Draper.    Feb  24  at  3,  at  offices  of 

Kreliall  &  Bogers,  Sonthampton>bldgs,  ChancsrT-lane.     Harrison, 

fonlvalViini. 
Hslliwell,  Kobt,  Pemberton,  Lancashire.  Jonrnejman  Stonemasen .    Feb 

t!  at  3,  St  oOce  of  France,  Chnrchiate,  Wiean. 
HMthoits,  Geo,  k.  Geo  Mills.  Swindon,  Wilts,  Shoemakers.    Feb  18 

•t  I,  SI  tbe  6i  Western  Railway  Junction  Hotel,  Dldcot. 
Baton,  Wm,  Upholland.  Lancashire,  Boilder.   March  1  at  2,  at  olBae  of 

Dutiiigton  t  Son,  niuc-st.  WIsan. 
Jtetaon,  Edwin,  Soath  Ossett,  Tork,  Draper.    Feb  23  at  S,  at  office  of 

Ftmndes  t  Gill,  Cross-so,  WaVefleld. 

iKtaoa,  Edwia.  St  Leonard's-on-Sea,  Sossex,  Carria«e  Bnilder.    Feb 
tS  It  i.X,  at  offlces  of  Fhilbriok,  HaTelock-rd,  Bastings. 
Uckm,  Hsttbew,  Leeds.  OlOKer  Beer  Uannfaetnrer.    Feb  22  at  12,  »t 
oOceof  Slaipson,  Albion-st,  Leads. 
[Mter,  Geo  Fredk,'  Castle  Bromwich,  Warwick,  Grocer.    Feb  2 1  at  3,  at 


gOeeef  Firrr,  Bennetf  s-Un.  Binn. 
Ints,  DsTid  Kent,  Beanmaris,  Ai 


,  Anglesey,  Snrgeon.    Feb  28  at  2,  at  the 

CMIe  Hotel,  Banger.    Fonlkes,  Bangor. 
Eoddi,  Thn.  Brioket  Wood^  nr  St  Alban'B,  Herts,  Coal  Merchant. 

Until  I  u  3,  St  the  Bell  Inn,  St  Alban's.    Marshall,  Unooln's-inn- 

Udi. 
turn,  Msrtin,  Brsdlbrd,  Tork,  Staff  Bayer.  Feb  29,  at  offloes  of  Wat- 

MS  tBickons,  Harket-st,  Bradibrd. 
toley,  Albert  Snail,  Kingston,  Sorrey,  Saq.    Feb  23  at  I,  at  (be  Gnfld- 

M  Cotbe-bmne,  Grestiam.st.    Maosy,  Angel-ct,  Throgmorton-st. 
<ir.  Dl^sfc,  ffichmond-gardens,  Sliepherd'B-bnsh,  Builder.    Feb  37  at 

ltit(Aees  of  Biddies,  Sontliampton-bldgs,  Chancery-lane. 
UUUrnnt.  Margaret,  Bainfoid  Village,  nr  St  Helen's,  Lancaabire, 

Gncer.  Feb  37  ac  3,  at  otBcs  of  Brans  ft  Leckett,  Commerce-cham- 

tnvLnd-it,  Lpool. 
lot,  ItUisaiel,  Little  Knightrid«r-st,  Doctors'-eommons,  Licensed 

^naolkr.   Feb  28  at  1,  at  offlces  of  Walters  ft  Onsh,  Finsbary- 

(sns. 
llillii,n<a,  Warboroogh,  Oxford,  Licensed  Victnaller.  Feb  33  at  3 ,  at 

tteGtvp  Inn,  HIgh-st,  Wallingford.    Hedges  *  HarshaU,  Walling' 

!na,j«b,ien,  i  John  Nizsn,  Jm,  Lalasster.  Coal  Merchants.    Feb 

attll,itoffioe  of  OwitoD,  Friar-luie,  Leicester. 
>mt.  ftift,  &  John  Eldershaw,  Birm,  Grocer<.     Feb  22  at  t,  at 

wOna'iHotel,New-st,  Birm.    Mchoils,  Blrm. 
''^(■dut  Qoin,  as  erroneoosly  printed  in  last  Oaxette)0bas  Wood- 

*  ftHtat  13,  at  the  Chamber  of  Commerce,  Cheapnde.    Kent  ft 

***Bf ,  Osnnon-st. 
Brta,  To,  Leeds,  Bnilder.    Feb  34  at  1 1,  at  offlces  of  Pnllan,  Baafc- 
^Maten.  Psrk-row,  Liceds. 

•■■M,  Jss,  Eccles,  Lancashire,  Jobier.    Feb  12  at  3,  at  offlces  of 
><OIiaMl(  Band,  Qtcktaaen-st,  Maoeh. 

■ml.  By  Wn,  Deal,  Kent.  Bootmaker.    Feb  SS  at  II,  at  the  Royal 
iKlisnst  Hotel.  Deal.    Drew. 

MosOas Frede,  Small  Heath,  nr  Biroi,  oat  of  hnslneas.    Feb  21  at 
3^cOce  of  Parry.  Bennett*»>hlll,  Birm. 

■woo,  Septimns,  Bedfbrd,  Clerk  in  Holy  Orders.    Feb  S«  at  12,  at 
•"■of  Wbyley  ft  Pyper.  Dame  Alice-st,  Bedford. 
•■nnM.  By,  Birm,  Stationert  Assistant.    Ttb  21  at  12,  at  sBees  of 
*to»^  CbenyHt,  Birm. 

{•n  Mk  By,  Sonthampton.  Innkeeper.    Feb  31  at.  3,  at  offloe  of 
■Woker,  Southampton.    Harfleld,  Sonthampton. 
™^«<al^Derhy, Iron  Ueichant.    Feb  25  at  19,  at  office  of  Leech, 
•■"4,  Derby. 

•rt«,Wni,Wincherter,  Hants,  Land  Agent.    Feb  23  at  2,  at  the 
«*Swsn  Hotel,  Winchester. 
lUer,  John,  nt  Leeds,  BUoksmlth.    Feb  34  at  3,  at  offlcea  of  Robin- 

■"^.AlH,  Hiah-et,  Nottinu-hlll,  Gloss  Dealer.    Feb  32  at  S,  at  14», 

~ide.    Lewla  ft  Lewis,  Ely-pl,  Holbom. 
_     - 'u.  Sheffield,  Engineer.  Feb  20  at  1,  at  the  Assembly  Rooms, 
•»*k-rt,  Sbeffleld.    Parkin,  Sheffield. 

9«.  W'n,  Barragate,  Tork,  Contractor.    Feb  31  at  12,  at  oBoea  of 
««io,  Albert-st,  Harrogate, 

■km,  Wm,  Croft  Gate,  Stoke  Prior,  Hereford,  Farmer.    Feb  31  at 
i"™  Koyal  Oak  Hotel,  Sonth-st,  Leominster.    Andrews,  Leo- 


*»M«ssansh,  Thoe  Vernon,  Jas  Walter  Bolden,  ft  SamI  Bnllas 
•"tej-jwt,  StalTord.  Iron  Masters.  Feb  94  at  3,  at  office  of  Watming- 
£f«e-it,  Dndley.  ^ 

■yn.  Kelson,  Oakham,  Rntlaod,  Nnrseryman.  Feb  2S  at  3,  at  the 
ff  Inn,  Oakham.    English. 

P»,  Wn,  SioektonHm.Teet.  Darham,  Beer-honse  Keeper.    Feb  33 
£•1.  St  office  of  Draper.  Finkle^st,  ftocklon.on'Tees. 
*"■«.  Auastns,  Lower-maisb,  Lambeth,  Cheesemonger.    >Sb  33 
jfll.M  (Oca  of  MorrU,  Grocers'  Hall-ct,  Poultry. 
^  John,  Wigan,  Lancashire,  Blaoksmlth.    Feb  27  at  II,  at  offlm 
JR™ce,Churchgatc.  Wigan. 

*?'.^'  t'oi'Mton,  Surrey,  Jonmeyman  Batcher.    Feb  33  at  2,  at 
J"  ef  Sbenard,  Bnok-at,  Kingston-npon-BaU. 
S!"!*™™.  Henham,  Sorrey,  Grocer.  Feb  36  at  13, at  offices  of 
^"d,  CHfiM's-lnn. 
^Wm.Manch,  Boot  Dealer.    Feb  31  at  3,  at  office  of  Miner, 

f lif^  Altrlnobam,  Cheshire.  Paperhanger.  Fab  28  at  8,  at  lAces 
■  aoopsoo,  St  Jamea's  chambers.  South  Kiog-st,  Manch. 

'.^.  TnasBiT,  Feb.  14,  1871. 

**y.^as  John,  Ooatham  Hedcar,  Tork .  Architect.    Feb  2J  at  3,  at 
*<oof  IMds  ft  Trotter,  Flnkle-st,  8tocktoa-on-Tees. 


Ansell,  Fredk  Isaac,  Margate,  Kent,  Com  Dealer.    March  3  at  II,  at  4, 

Churchfleld-pl,  Margate.    Gibson,  Margate. 
Barber,  Chas,  Edwd  Barber,  ft  Fredc  John  Barber.  Fenchurch-st, 

Brokeia.     Feb  37  at  12,  at  36,  Fancbnrch-st.    Crump,  Fhilpnt-lane. 
Bartlett,  Wm,  Bigh-st,  Poplar,  Cutler.    Feb  31  at  3,  at  24,  Bucklers- 
bury.    Kewman. 
Bell,  John  Tebbnt,  Biliiter'sq,  Merehsnt.    March  2  at  12,  at  the  Guild. 

hall  CoBbe-honse,  Gresham-st.    Crump,  Philpot-Una. 
Bishop,  Tbos,  Long  Buckby,  Northampton,  Shoe  Mannfaetnrer.  March 

3  at  3.30,  nt  offlce  of  Becke,  Market-sq.  Northampton. 
Bloxsidse,  Jas,  Coek«pnr-it,  Charing-cross,  Wine   Merobant.    Feb  14 

at  4,  at  office  of  rerklni,  Veriitam-bldgs,  Gray's-lnn. 
Bradley,  Wm  Ry,  Chorllon-npon-Medlock,  Manch,  Pawnbroker.    Feb 

37  at  11,  at  offlce  of  Rodgers,  liicklnron-st,  Manch. 
Brayshaw,  John,  A  Wm  Hilton,  Manch,  Goal  Merchants.    Msrch  6  st 

12,  at  offices  of  Ulcholson  A  Milne,  Norfolk-ft,  Msnch.    Simpson. 
Brookes,  Wm  Colborne,  King's-rd,  Bedford-row,  Ciril  Engineer.     Feb 

34  at  3,  at  affice  of  Lewis,  FurniTal's-lnn. 
Browne,  Geo,  Dnrcr,  Kent,  Dealer  in  Fancy  Goods.    March  2  at  12,  at 

9,  Oook'»-ct,  Lincoln'a-lnn.    Fox,  Dnrer. 
Browning,  Geo,  Box,  Wilts. Miller.    Feb 82  at  II,  at  offlce  of  Bartmm, 

Nortbomberland'bldga.  Bath. 
Bueham,  Thos   Kdwd,    Graoochnrch-st,   Rofreshment-hnuae    Keeper. 

.March  1  at  13,  at  offlce  of  Bastard,  Brabant-ot,  Phllpot-lane. 
Buchanan,  Peter  Canner,  Mobberley,  nr  RnutsFord,  Ohestsr,  Farmer. 

Feb  34  at  3.  at  offlces  of  Storcr,  Fountaln-st,  Manch. 
Carter,  Wm,  Haidlng's-wood,  nr  Kidsgrore,  StaHbrd.  Grocer.    Msrch  I 

at  II,  at  offlces  of  Salt.  High-st,  Tunstall. 
Clayton,  Martha,  Hadley,  Salop,  Farmer.    Match  I  at  II,  at  offlce  of 

Knowle^ft  Son,  Chnruh-st,  Wellington,  Salop. 
CleaTer,  SamI  Hy,  Tnnbildge  Wells,  Sossex,  Station  Master.    Feb  27  at 

2,  at  the  Viotoria  Tower,  Tuabridge  Wells.  Low,  Great  Marlborough- 
at. 

Cowper,  Jas,  Lpool,  Comm  Agent.    Feb  27  at  2,  at  oSee  of  Fowler, 

North  John-st,  Lpool. 
Dennis,  John,  Newcastle-upon-Tyne,  Hatter.    Feb  25  at  2,  at  office  of 

Wallace,  Dean-st,  Newcastle-npon-Tyne. 
Fare,  Thos,  Blackpool,  Lancashire,  Grocer.    March  I  at  3,  at  office  of 

Edelston,  Winckley-st,  Prasten. 
Fitzierald.  Hy,  Bristol,  Blookmaker.    Feb  34  at  12,  at  offices  of  Benson. 

ft  Elletaon,  Broad -st,  Bristol. 
Fletcher.  Geo,  Jas  IHeuher,  ft  Jonathan  Thompaon  Gaze.  Crith,  Kent. 

Millers.    Feb  98  at  1 1.30,  at  offlces  of  Rnaseil  ft  Co,  Old  Jewty.cham- 

hers. 
Fox,  Thos,  Eastdowo-pk,  Lewisham,  Kent,  Dairyman.    Feb  20  at  I,  at 

office  of  Elworthy,  Cb«ns-st,  Greenwich. 
Goddard,  Wm,  Astwood-bnnk,  nr  Redditeh,  Worcester,  Grocer.    Feb  27' 

at  12,  at  offlce  of  Free,  Temple-row,  Birm. 
Green,  Wm  Hy,  Norwich,  Milliner,    Feb  21  at  13,  at  offlpes  of  Coaka, 

Bank-plain,  Norfolk.    Rackhsm,  Jnn,  Norwich. 
Halley,  Fredk,  Lady  Somenet-rd,  Kentish-town,  Bnilder.  March  I  at  I, 

at  52,  Chancery-lane.    Tilley,  Finsbanr-pl  Sooth. 
Hal1,Saml,  Bnralem,  Stafford,  Bnilder.  Feb  30  at  II,  at  offlce  of  Sutton, 

Hill-top,  Buralem. 
Ballet,  Jas,  Bath,  Gardener.    Feb  38  at  II,  at  ofnce  of  .Wilton,  Old- 

King-st,  Qneen-sq,  Bath. 
Hardcaaile,  Jas,  Knarasborongh,  York,  Ucenaed  Victualler.    March  6 

at  3,  at  the  AiWon  Hotel,  Harrogate.    Harle,  Leeds. 
Hey,  Wm,  Kirkdale,  Lancashire,  Licensed  VletnaUer.    Feb  37  at  3,  at 

officca  of  Sheen  ft  Martin,  South  John-st,  LpooL    Biggs,  LpooL 
Holmes,  Geo  Hy,  Fredk  Port,  ft  John  Harrison,  Wolverhampton,  Staf- 

(ird.  Upholsterers.    Feb  27  at  1 1 ,  at  offlces  of  Stratton,  Queen-st, 

WolTerhampton. 
Jaynss,  Wm,  Sonlmry,  Middx.  Sargeon.   Feb  24  st  3,  at  the  Flower-pot 

Hotel,  Sunbury.    Buckland,  Bedford-row. 
Johnson,  Sdwd,  ft  Joseph  Johnson,  Dudley,  Worcester,  Ironfonndcrs. 

Feb  28  st  11,  at  offices  of  Lowe,  Wolrerbampton  st,  Dudley. 
Llewellyn.  Thos.Llanelly,  Carmarthen,  Dealer  in  Fanoy  Goods.    March 

7  at  1,  at  the  Conrt  House,  Carmarthen.    Snead,  Llanelly. 
LOTis,  John  Hy,  New  Norlh-rd,  Grocer.  Feb  22  at  12,  st  offloe  of  Fraser, 

Soath-sq,  Grsy*8-lnn. 
Smith,  Hy,  Wellington-rd,  Forest-gate,  Attoney^  Clerii.    Feb  31  at  3, 

at  offlce  of  Marshall,  Hstton-garden. 
MacKenzle,  Jas,  Jarrow,  Durham,  Draper.    Feb  27  at  II,  at  offlces  of 

Sewell,  Orey-at,  Newcastle-upon-Tyne. 
Manning,  Fredk,  Leicester,  TUIor.    March  8  at  1,  at  Wood's  Hotel, 

Fntniral's-lnn,  Holbsm.    Haxby,  I,eioester. 
Marling,  Wm,  Worcester,  Batter.    Feb  27  at  II,  st  oOces  of  Bnghes, 

Pierpoint-et,  Worcester. 
Msnlott,  Thos,  Lelghton  Bnzsard,  Bedford,  Seed  Merchant.    Feb  35  at 

3,  at  the  Plume  ft  Feathers  Inn,  Lelghton  Bnisard. 

Metealf,  Geo,  West  Kinnold  Ferry,  Unooln,  Joiner.    March  3  st  2,  at 

ofBee  of  Taylor  ft  Newborn,  Epworth. 
MItchlnson,  Chas  Oattbrop,  Lee,  Kent,  Snrgeon.    Feb  21  at  12,  at  offlce 

of  Daniel,  Cbanoery-lane, 
Moors,  John,  Enston-rd,  Manager  to  an  Ironmooger.    Feb  23  at  2,  at^ 

offlcee  of  Cooke,  Qresham-bldgs,  Guildhall. 
Morgan,  Ersn,  Newport,  Monmoath,  Licensed  VietosUer.  Feb  23  at  13, . 

at  offices  of  Lloyd,  Bank-chambers.  Newport. 
Neal,  John,  Birm,  Stamper.    Feb  28  at  3,  at  offloe  of  Bowbmds,  Ann- 

st,  Birm. 
Nichols,  Darid,  Boston,  Lincoln,  Draper.    Feb  25  at  10,  at  offlce  of- 

Chesney,  Dewhirat-bldgs,  Manchester-rd,  Bradford.    Bailee,  Boston. 
Osborne,  Geo,  St  Lanreoce,  Kent,  Bnilder.     Feb  28  at  12,  at  offlces  of 

Mason  ft  Withall,  Bedford-row.    Peniston,  lumsgate. 
Oxley,  Chas  Christopher,  Redcar,  Tork,  Esq.  March  3  at  3,  at  the  Black. 

Lion  Botel,  HIgh-st,  Stookton-on-Tees.    Treror. 
Prondfoot,  Jas  Hy,  ft   Robt  Andrews,  KIrkley,  Suffolk,   Carpenters. 

March  I  at  2.  at  office  of  Cufkude.  Kiag-st,  Gt  Yarmoath. 
Fallen,  Owen,  Clapham-id,  General  Ironmongers.    Feb  2S  at  12,  at  ths 

Termintis  Hotel,  Cannon-st.    Randall  ft  Angier,  Gray's-inn-pl. 
Bedfeam,  Ann,  Leede,  Heeler.     March  6  at  2,  at  offices  of  HorsCall  ft 

Latimer,  Psrk-row,  Leeds. 
Robert^  John,  Bangor,  Camarron,  Draper.      Feb  38  at  I,  at  offlce  of 

Roberts,  High-<t,  Bangor. 
Boalk,Wm,  Crook,  Durham,  Shoemaker.    Feb  28  at  2,  at  the  Commer- 
cial Hotel,  BlAop  Anekland.    Labron,  Jou,  Bishop  Auckland. 


Digitized  by 


Google 


302  THE  SOLICITORS'  JOURNAL  &  REPORTER.  Feb.  18,1871. 


Sbsnnan.  John  CIOM,  Gt  Tannonth,  Norfolk,  Baker.    Fab  «8>»  1],  at 

oHlce  of  Cottertco,  <]iieeii-«t,  Gt  lannonth. 
SUpp,  John,  NortbsmptoD,  Shoo  Hannftetaror.    Feb  tl  at  13,  at  offlca 

of  Sboonnith,  Newland. 
SImlick,  Conrwl.  SInitlbrd.  Eaex,  Lndfer  Uateh  Xinafutiirer.    Feb  tO 

at  II, at  oOcc*  of  Dobeon,  ObancarT-chamben, QnaUty-ct,  Chaacerr* 

lane. 
Skaw,  Oeo.  Lpeol,  Raker.      Feb  M  at  3,  at  offloeof  Citmloliael,  Cam- 

bridKe^hambera,  Lord-ii,  LpooL    Haatan,  LpooU 
Smallwood.  John  Cafwn,  Tork,  Coal  Uorebaat    Feb  IT  at  II,  at  oOcea 

of  Cmmble,  Stccegato,  Tork. 
Sykea.  Ja<.  Stockport,  Chaahlre,  Uaaarer  to  a  SpMt  Taolta.    Feb  IT  at 

1 1 ,  at  ofBceo  of  Homer  ft  San,  Rldgefleld,  Maneh.  Daekwortb.  Maneb. 
Taylor,  Robt,  Mi<-dle«boraagb,  Tork,  Orooer't  Aeaiataat.      Feb  37  at 

2.30,  at  offlceii  of  Brailbwalta,  Albort-rd,  MiiMleaboraagh.  Baiobrldxa, 

Uid'lloeborougb. 
Tamer.  Jnwph,  Torpenhow,  Camberlaod,  Bnteber.    Feb  17  at  3,  at 

offlcei  of  Hodcton  k  McKeerer,  Wlgtoo. 
Uglow,  Oeo,  Haraton,  Wbititone,  Deron,  Commercial  Traraller.    Fab 

U  at  It,  at  efficra  of  Friend,  Qaeen-it,  Kxetar. 
Wainwright,  Edwin  Wllby,  OnlUn(worth,  Tork,  Orooer.    Feb  St  a»  1 1, 

at  offleat  of  Wood  k  KilUek,  Commercial   Baak-bldgi,  Pieea  Hill- 

yd,  Bradford.    Waatherbaad  &  Burr,  Kelxhlay. 
Walter*,  Hy.  Birm.  Fishmonger.    Feb  14  at  3,  at  oflkaa  of  Duke,  Chrlat 

Chnrah-paarace,  Birm.  I 

Waid,  Peter,  Wigan,  UBoaahlia,  Draper.   FabK  at  II,  at  oOea*  of 

Leigb  ft  Ellis,  Coramerolal-yd,  Wisan. 
Wataon,  ^ohn,  and  Thoi  Brown  Cntelilfa,  Baak-st.  Regant-it.  Tallora. 

Maroh  1  at  3,  at  olBcai  at  Smart  ft  Co,  Cheapatda.    Bardwick,  Fea- 

cbareh-et. 
Webster,  Jobn  Thorp,  Redon-in-Holdamaae,  York,  Joiner.    Feb  34  at 

I,  at  ofllees  nf  Watson  ft  Son,  Biahop-laaa,  Kingston-apon-Hnl) 
Wilson,  Wm,  Old-M,  St  Lake's,  Carman.    Fab  M  at  I,  at  oOea*  of 

Briant,  Winchester  Hooaa,  Old  Bmad-st. 
Winstone.  The*.  Oockermontb,  Cumberland,  BoUdar.    Feb  34  at  11,  at 

offices  of  Ha>ton  ft  Simpson,  Cookennoatb. 


GRESHAM     LIFE    ASSURANCE    SOCIETY, 
37,  OLD  JEWRY,  LONDON,  E.C. 

SOLICITORS  are  inrited  to  introdace,  oa  behalf  of  thalr  cUeota,  Pro- 
poeals  for  Loans  on  Fraehold  or  Leasehold  Property,  BoTersians,  LUa 
Interests,  or  other  adeqaata  seeurities. 

Proposals  may  be  made  In  the  first  instance  according  to  tha  foUovlag 
fbrm  :— 

PaoroaaL  roa  Loav  om  SCoaraAaaa. 

Data 

Introdnced  by  (state  noMS  aiHi  •<*«>•  4r  <e)M(er) 

Amonnt  required  £ 

Time  and  mode  of  repayment  (La.,  wAsMsr  fi>r  a  Isrm  ctHain,  or  tp 
oamiator  oM<r  paymMts) 

Security  (state  ihorOfimfarUaUart^mtirUr.andtiflmdor  hmOd- 
inott  state  tar  Mtt  omual  AMoms)* 

Sute  what  Lilb  PoUcy  (if  any)  is  propoaed  to  bo  eflteted  w  th  the 
Oreaham  Offlce  in  connectkn  with  the  aeenrlty. 
By  order  of  the  Board, 

F.  AIX.&N  CUBTIS,  Actuary  and  Saeratazy. 

LONDON  GAZETTE  (pnbUahed  by  authority)  and  LONDON  ud 
COUNTBT  ADVEKTISBHBNT  OFFICE. 
No.  I  IT.  CHANCERT  LANE,  FLEET    STREET. 

HENRY  GREEN  (many  yeanwith  the  late  GeoTf^ 
Reynell),  AdTertisement  Agent,  bags  to  direct  the  attention  of 
the  Legal  Profession  to  the  adrantagas  of  his  long  experience  of  npwarda 
of  twentT-flre  yurs,  in  the  special  inaertion  of  allpro  forma  notices,  fce., 
and  hereby  solicits  their  aantlnaed  snpport.— N.B.  One  copy  of  adrertlBe- 
ment  only  required,  and  tha  strictest  care  and  pinnptitode  aanrad. 
File  of  "  London  Oasette  "  kept  tbr  relbreaca. 


o 


SLER'S  CRYSTAL  GLASS  CHANDELIERS. 

TaaLB  oLaaa  or  au  aima, 

CHANOEUBRS  IN  BRONZE  AND  ORUOLD. 

Moderator  Lampa,  and  Lamps  hr  India. 

LONDON-Sbow  Rooms,  4S,  OXF0RD-8TEEKT,  W. 

BIRMINGHAM— Maanfitetary  and  Show  Booms,  Broad'Stiaet. 


ASTRINGENT    LOZENGES    OF    THE    RED 
OUM  OF  ADSTEALU.-For  Relaxed  Throat,  In  BotUos,  3s. 
MURIATE  OF  AMMONIA  LOZENGES. 
In  Bottlea,  2*.    Useful  for  Bronchitis,  by  loosening  the  phlegm  and 
preventing  violent  fits  ef  coughing. 
P.  ft  P.  W.  SQUIRE, 
Chemlats  oo  the  Establishment  In  Ordinary  to 
THE  QOEBN. 
(Gaiatted  Anguat  Sth,  1337— December  Slst,  1367.) 
277,  OXFORD  STREET.  LONDON. 

ROYAL  POLYTECHNIC— Novel  and  bonft  fide 
charaoter  of  the  CHRISTUAS  HOLIDAT  ENTERTAINUGNTS . 
Professor  Pepper  on  The  War  and  tha  DeatmctlTe  Implemanta  used 
thereat  I  Mr.  George  Orosamlth,  Jan.,  girea  the  prettiest  Fairy  Tale, 
entitled.  The  Yellow  Dwarf,  erary  ETcning ;  and  Mr.  Snohet  Champion 
the  same  in  the  Mornings,  with  vocal  ninstrations.  Rngageoent  of  the 
Original  W  arlock,  Mr.  J.  Beaumont,  for  The  World  of  Ilaglc,  and  Ma 
Carious  Hlaclc  Rope  Aaiomaton.— Entertainment  by  Mr.  B.  D.  DaTles, 
Premier  Ventriloquist,  entitled  The  Fapniest  of  Funny  Folks  I  Madame 
Booafield'sOrecianSUtaaryin  White  Uarbla.— The  Fraager  Family.— 
New  Ohoei  Entertainment.—  A  Uachlne>made  Watch,  and  Christmaa 
and  Christmas  Castonu,byJ.  L.  King,  Esq.,  at  tba  ROTAL  POLT- 
TKeHNIC.    Admisaloa  to  the  whole,  Oae  ShlUing. 


MESSRS.  DEBENHAM,TEWSON&PASMGR'g 
LIST  of  ESTATES  and  HOUSES  to  be  SOLD  or  LET,  incliidnit 
Landed  Eaiatas,  Town  and  Countiy  Baaidences,  Hnnllnx  sad  Shotdnt 
Qnartera,  Farms,  Oroand  Bents,  Rent  Chargea,  Hoots  Fimnj  >ia 
Invaatments  canerally,  la  published  on  the  first  day  of  can  nnzh. 
and  may  be  obtained,  flrea  of  charge,  at  their  ofRoea,3ll,  Cbespsift,I.C, 
or  will  be  aeni  by  post  in  retoru  for  two  stamps.— Fartieiiltn  fn  inec- 
tlon  should  be  reoelTed  not  later  than  tout  dtys  pierknutotlitnl 
of  the  precadlng  mooth. 

MESSRS.  CADLE  &  BUBB'S  LAND  «A 
ESTATE  REGISTER  of  town  and  ooantry  resideiat,sliooti« 
and  fishing  quarters,  can  be  obtained  on  the  1st  of  eachmoatk  ggi^ 
plication  at  the  West  Hid  land  and  South  Walea  land  ImpnfSOHSi  at 
Agency  Office*,  S3,  Chancery.lane,  London,  E.C.,  and  ClaitniMiRei, 
Gloucester. 

Leaaabold  Protaolonal  Ba*M*aoa,3*,  Graat  Qeerge-strsat,  WanniBar. 

MESSRS.  WILKINSON  &  HORNE  wiU  SELL 
by  AUCnON.  at  the  MART,  on  TUESDAY,  FEBSDAIT  lla. 
at  ONE  for  TWO,  the  Talnabla  LEASE  of  tba  PROFESSOIIiL  USI- 
DENCB,  N*.  3t,  Great  George-street,  Weatmlostar.     Ths  naftia 
contains  on  the  appar  floor  three  rooms, on  tba  second  loortbnsglca. 
on  the  first  floor  three  large  oflleea,  on  the  groond  floor  Isqa  mm 
and  bock  oOce,  hoasakaeper**  apartmaota  Is  the  baasmsat,  ui  u 
siaall  rsoma  In  the  rear  of  the  haoae  with  separate  atsireais.    Paw- 
skin  of  tlio  whole  (except  the  flrst  floor  and  ooa  room  on  tbs  itirdlwl 
on  oompletion. 
Partienlan  had  of 
F.  C.  QREENriELD,  Eaq.,  Solicitor,  3,  Lancastar-plach  (tntl; 
on  the  premises ;  and  of  Messrs.  WILKINSON  ft  HOBKE,  Uad  i|ii:i 
and  Valuers,  T,  Poultry,  and  ST,  Bucklersbury. 

IillNE  FLAVOURED  STRONG  BEEF  TEiit 
■  about  iid.  a  pint.  ASK  FOR  LIEBIO  COM? ANTS  ESTEACT 
of  Meat,  requiring  Baron  Liebig  the  Inventor's  Signatsn  on  oe; 
Jar,  betniK  the  only  guarantee  of  genuineness. 

KAKPTVLICOV. 

Tax 

BEST  FLOOE-COVEEING  fob  PRIVATE  HOUSES,  fc. 

CUanlineu,  Durability,  and  Warmth  are  Inmrti 

by  itt  Ut. 

Pattanu  and  other  partienlan  on  appUcatton  to 

E.   GOUQ-H   k   SON, 

ORIGINAL     PATENTEES    AND     U  A  NCFAOTOBESS. 
48,  CANNON  STREET,  LONDON. 
EaraauaBED  1843. 


ESTABLISHED  A.D.  ITM. 

FURNISH    YOUR   HOUSE  at  DBANffS. 
ILLUSTRATED  CATALOGUE, 
With  Priced  Famishing  Uat,  Gratia  and  Peat  Fire*. 
DIANE'S— Celebraiad  Table  Cutlery,  every  variety  o(  atyla  sal  tsi*- 
DEANS'S— Elaetrthplated  Spoons  and  Forka,  best  manntetoi*. 
DBANrS— Elaetio-plated  Tea  ft  Coffee  Seta,  Uqaaar  Stands, OtaA*'- 
DEANB'S— DIah  Coven  and  Hot  Water  Dishes,  Coven  in  SeH,nBK 
DEANE'S— Fapier-maoba  Tea  Trays,  in  8eta,(rom>la.,naw<stps8a«' 
DEANE'S— BroBied  Tea  and  OofTee  Dma.  with  Patent  loipronoM^ 
DEANB'S -Copper  and  Erase  Goods,  Kattlea,8l«w  and  PiMsrrlinn"- 
DEANE'S— Moderator  and  Bock  OU  Lamp*,  a  large  and  handaoae^- 
DBANE'S-Demeaile  Bath*  Ibr  every  purpose.  Bathrooms  fittsl  cafW 
DEANE'S— Fenden  and  ^re-Irons,  In  all  modem  and  approved  psmn 
DEANE'S— Bedsteads,  In  Iron  and  Braas.    Bedding  of  sopakaqi^' 
DEANE'S— Register  Stoves,  London-mada  Kitoheuera,  Baagss,  K 
DBANt'3— Oonloos  and  Comioa  Pale*,  a  great  variety  of  patt*'*' 
DEANE'S- Tin  and  Japan  Goods,  Iron  Ware ,  and  CoUaaiy  VIssHs- 
DEANE'S— Turnery,  Braahes,  Mats,  *e.,  stronir  and  serrlotaMs. 
DEANB'S— Hortkmllural  Tools,  Uwn  Uowan.  Oatdea  Bantct,kc. 
DEANE'S— Gas  (Aaudelien,  Newly  designed  Patterns. 

A  discount  of  five  per  cent,  for  cash  paymenta  of  £3  aad  apvsda 
DEANE  ft  Co.,  4<  (King  WUUamatreet),  LONDOH-BBIoaK^ 

A  SULPHUR  BAfH  i  la  Turkey  in  your  o« 
room  for  a  penny,  equal  to  what  you  ma  at  pay  in  Iii*^' ' 
for.  Thla  raluabie  preparaUon  is  distilled  from  the  (unou  x^ 
Springs  of  TivoU.  luly,  celebrated  Ibroaghoat  the  world  t«  ^ 
marva  lion*  cores  of  all  bkin  Diseases,  Paralyais,  BheimalitB,  Is°>C 
tion,  Nervoosnees,  ftc. 
The  Preparation,  or  the  Waters  It  1*  obtained    from  by  greet  yg 


and  expense,  have  never  been  known  to  Call  in  re  Ueving  soflb 
any  of  the  maladies  meutioned.     Panona  of   wealtB  and  ■---- 
from  aU  eountriee  didly  visit  theee  watera,  and  d  ariva  tba  leaeStib 
daalre. 

The  manubcturers  of  this  marrelloas  but  truly  Konnbx  aiti'l'^ 
however,  placed  the  *sme  beaeBts  before  the  milUon,  who  may  on 
the  same  relief  without  leaving  their  houses  or  gohig  to  anT^|>^ 
Tba  celebrated  water  of  Tlvoli  can  be  used  in  your  own  rooa  Wl 
mora  effective  manner  than  by  bathing  in  tbe  waters,  by  ado(m< 
Tmrkish  system  with  tbe  (Concentrated  B**ence.  It  la  ic  the  Rsc* 
every  one,  for  the  coat  of  each  bath  is  only  ooa  penny.  A  «»■■«■■ 
bath  and  to  follow  the  instmctioos  conuined  bi  each  parcel  are  iwa 
Implementa  required.  Try  no  complicated  prepaiatioB*  bot  ttti 
Natnn,andyon  will  do  weU.  A  quantity  adBcient  for  (C  baoi* 
for  5s.,  or  100  baths  <or  8a.,  carriage  piUd  direct  tarn  the  w^" 
signees  in  Great  Britain,  Jackson,  Belviaw,  *  Co^  Otolrd.«hi^ 
South  Castla-atteet,  Liverpool,  or  moi«  (Aemiata.  MaDahctand  < 
prepared  by  Gulaeppe  Martino,  Rue  de  Babeno,  La  Oxio,  Boot. 
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Til  Clfiei  if  tlU$  JouxNAL  and  of  th»  Wbbxlt  Bifobter 
u  nowoi  IS,  CooVt.tourt,  C'are^-itritt,  W.C. 

Tin  Stiuriptim  to  th*  SouotioM'  Joubiml  i*—T»wn,  26>., 
Ow^  iit.;  with  th»  Wbbixt  Rbtortu,  53*,  Foymen  t 
M  tiemet  irtdodtt  Doutli  Iftmi*n  and  Pottage.  Buhtrihtri 
m  huH  tUir  VoUtmet  bound  at  th»  OJko—aloth,  2t.  id., 
U^Um  flf,  it.  id, 

M  Utttn  mitndedfor  puhlieation  in  tht "  Solicitor^  Journal ' ' 
mutU  avthtntioatod  by  tht  namt  of  tht  torittr,  though  not 
ntct—riljf  for  fmilieation. 

Whtrt  iSfiniUy  it  tsptrimetd  in  procuring  tht  Journal  with 
nfjtrity  in  tht  Provinett,  it  it  r«iUttUd  that  application  be 
witie  dirett  to  tht  tuiliihtr. 


LONDON,  FEBRUARY  25,  1«71. 


Teb  lUerrEB  op  the  Rolls  decided,  in  Ra  Ruth  (1) 

(IS  W.  K.  S31),  that  defanit  by  a  solicitor  in  payment  of 

t  btUnoe  found  dae  from  him  npon  taxation  of  his  bill 

of  ooiti,  ander  the  oommon  order  for  that  purpose,  ii 

"detiolt  in  payment  of  a  snm  of  money  ordered  to  be 

pud  by  the  nlicitor  in  his  character  of  an  offloer  of  the 

Cout,"  within  the  meaning  of  the  Debtors  Act,  1869,  a. 

4,  inb-Motiaai  4,  and  renders  him  liable  to  be  attaohed. 

Tke  reader  will  no  doabt  be  startled  to  find  that  in  Rt 

£«t  (i),  whieh  ire  report  in  another  oolomn,  the  Master 

of  tke  Bon*  held,  on  Thvtaday,  that  default  by  a  client  in 

pijaaat  of  the  sum  found  dne  from  him  npon  the  taza- 

tioBof  hii  soUcitor'e  Mil  of  eoets  rendered  him  liable  to 

rtUafastsat,  he   being   himself  a  aolidtor.     Whaterer 

■<7  be  tiie  preoiae  meaning  of    the    words,  "  in  hia 

(bneter  of  an  offloer  of  the  Oonrt,"  it  is  not  easy  to  see 

bo*  tee  can  be  defanit  in  his  oharaoter  of  an  offloer  of 

ttiCont  where  the  wlicitor  haa  not  aotod  aa  a  soUeitor 

x^  tet  has  employed  another  aoUoitor  to  act  for  him. 

Ibiaeeptions   from  the   operation  of  the  enactment 

■MiiUng  imprtoonment  for  debt  all    point    to  some 

dipee  of  onlpability  on  the  part  of  the  debtor,  beyoncl 

Oe  oriinaiy  moral  oolpabiUty   of  not   paying  a   debt, 

ud  tfatt  is  the  reason  why  no  proof  of  ability  to  pay  is 

(•quired  under  B«otion  4,  as  vnder  section  6.     Why 

Aotid  a  man  who  happens  to  be  a  aolioltor  be  liable  to 

be  Knsted  and  imprisoned  on  defaglt  in  payment  of  his 

hUsSoi's  bill  of  oosts,  when  ererybody  else  is  no  longer 

Uie  ?    Or  why  shonld  a  solicitor  possess  a  stronger 

naedy  against  a  member  of  his  own  branch  of  the  pro- 

tHrioB  than  against  anybody  else?    The  Master  of  the 

I«Os  haa  eartainly  not  oonstraed  strictly  this   highly 

penal  enaetment.       The    taxation  inTolved  the  com- 

■MB  ocder   to  pay  the    snm  found  dne.      The   party 

«deied  hMfftnti,  to  be  •a  offloer  of  the  Court,  but  the 

■Kderwas  dearly  not  made  on  him  in  that  character,  but 

Mt  eaitac.    This  dadaion  amounts  to  saying  that  when- 

<nra  adieitor  happena,  in  hia  own  prirate  person,  to  be 

*  petty  to  a  pnoeeding  in  court,  any  injnnction  or  other 

'iiMtioB  of  tbeCoutt,  directed  to  him  as  such  party,  is  a 

ditaetion  to  him  aa  an  officer  of  the  Court.    The  decision 

ii  obrioody  wrong. 


Thc  Pkiyt  CouiroiL  ComoTTKK  hare,  by  their 
i*d(iaant  on  Thursday  in  Mebbtrt  t.  Purehat,  dealt 
Mstber  serera  blow  at  what  U  caUed  ■' Bitualiam  "  in  the 
(^oieh  of  England.  Ughted  candles  on  the  communion 
Ue  vsce  prohibited  in  Martin  t.  Mackonoahte,  but  the 
*iiad  shaliea  raoeiTcd  only  a  mitigated  eondemnatioa  ; 
■itkabgality  of  K«fir  bread  and  the  oheriahad  vett- 
*aMr«M  act  in  oontrorersy  at  all  in  that  famous  rait 
B  MMriwd  for  the  eooentrioitiee  of  Mr.  Purchas,  the 
■MfllC  Of  a  proprietary  oh^wl  in  Brighton,  to  gire 
■■•iir  tta  judicial  determination  of  the  lawfulness 
*(  Aim  aad  ottwr  minor  ritualistic  praotioea  very  im- 
ifhaeyM  of  a  large  body  of  Engliah  clergy, 
iritboBt  intareet  to  the  community  at  large. 


And  firat,  the  "  Teatment"  oontrorersy  is  at  last  ended, 
and  the  alb,  tunicle,  and  chasuble,  are  now  prouoonoed 
illegal.  There  was  a  good  deal  to  be  aaid  for  their  ra- 
tendon.  Mr.  Pniohas,  howeTer,  chose  to  say  no- 
thing, as  be  did  not  appear  either  penonally  or 
by  counsel.  But  the  condemnation  of  their  use 
ia  of  equal  authority  and  must  be  equally  obeyed 
as  though  it  had  followed  an  argument  on  both  eitiee. 
Many  yean  ago  an  opinion  bearing  the  signatures  of  Sir 
Boundell  Palmer,  Sir  Hngh  Caima  and  Mr.  Mellish  pro- 
nonnoed  against  them,  and  that  opinion  is  now  confirmed 
by  the  Judicial  Committee.  The  question  turns  on  the 
true  oonstmotion  of  the  prefatory  note  on  ornaments 
contained  in  the  Prayer-boolc.  "  Such  ornaments  of  the 
church  and  of  the  ministers  thereof,  at  all  times  of  their 
ministration  shall  be  retained  and  be  in  use  as  were  in 
this  Charch  of  England  by  anthority  of  Parliament  in 
the  second  year  of  the  reign  of  King  Edward  VI."  The 
vestments  in  question  unquestionably  were  in  use  at  the 
period  indicated,  and  were  prescribed  by  anthority  of 
Parliament,  being  expresely  mentioned  in  the  fir^ 
Prayer-book  of  Edward  VI.,  which  was  established  b 
the  Act  of  Pariiament,  2  Jc  3  Edw.  6,  c.  1  (the  ftrf : 
Act  of  Uniformity.)  But  it  is  equally  certain  that  the; 
had  not  been  "  retained  "  in  our  churches  up  to  the  year 
1663,  when  the  present  Prayer-book  was  promulgated. 
And  further,  it  would  seem  to  be  the  opinion  of 
the  Committee  that  by  certain  advertisements  issued 
in  the  seventh  year  of  Elizabeth's  reign  any  dreu 
but  the  snrplioe  was  rendered  illegal.  Assuming, 
then,  that  the  old  vestments,  prescribed  by  authority  of 
Parliament  in  the  second  year  of  Edward  VI.,  had  be- 
come not  only  obaolate  but  illegal  in  the  interval  between 
that  period  and  the  date  of  the  present  Prayer-book,  the 
real  question  is  whether  the  words  of  the  Rubric  are 
sufficient  to  revive  their  use.  The  Judicial  Committee 
have  held  that  they  are  not  snffident.  The  subject  ia  a 
difficult  one,  and  we  hope  to  return  to  it  more  tally  on 
a  future  occasion. 

Next,  the  "mixed  ohalioe"  is  condemned.  It  had 
been  already  pronounced  illegal  to  mix  the  water 
with  the  wine  during  the  service  by  Sir  Robert  Philli- 
more,  In  JKarfia  v.  Maekonoehie,  but  he  decided,  in  Mr. 
Pnrohas'a  oase,  that  water  might  l)e  adminittered  with 
the  wine,  provided  the  ohalioe  was  mixed  before  the  ser- 
vice b^n.  Thia  qualified  liberty  ia  now  abolished; 
and  wine  without  water  must  in  future  be  adminis- 
tered to  the  communicants  at  the  Holy  Communion. 
The  judgment  also  pronounces  that  "  wafer  bread  "  may 
not  be  used. 

The  petition  of  the  celebrant  during  the  commnnioa 
service  is  also  dealt  with.  lu  f  ntnre  he  may  not  stand 
with  his  back  to  the  congregation  whilst  reading  the 
prayer  of  oonaecration.  He  must  break  the  bread  and 
take  the  cup  in  his  hands  before  the  people,  and  so  aa  to 
enable  them  to  see  his  movements.  This  part  of  the 
judgment  will  doubtleaa  be  the  most  severely  criticised, 
as  compliance  with  it  will  render  a  large  alteration  in 
the  ritual  of  the  extreme  High  Church  party  essentiaL 
Indeed,  when  the  judgment  is  regarded  as  a  whole,  it  ia 
easy  to  see  that  the  external  aigna  of  "  high  "  doctrine 
are  nearly  all  dedared  nnlawtuL  The  doctrine  itself  aa 
yet  remains  untouched.  It  will  come  very  shortly 
under  the  conaideration  of  the  Committee  in  the  pending 
appeal  in  Mr.  Bennett'a  case. 

The  bill  intboduoed  by  Sir  Charles  Dilke  to  amend 
the  law  relating  to  the  registration  of  voters  contains 
aeveral  provisiona  of  undoubted  utility,  auch  as  that  con- 
ferring large  powers  of  amendment  and  the  like  on  re- 
vising barristers.  The  more  important  alterations,  how- 
ever, appear  to  us  unneoessary,  and  in  some  caaea 
objectionable.  In  the  first  place,  it  ia  propoeed  to  shorten 
the  time  of  qualification  to  ten  montha,  by  taking  the 
last  two  montha  off  the  year  at  present  required,  and 
making  the  period  end  on  the  Slat  of  May.  The  object 
Bought  to  be  attained  by  this  is  to  give  time  for  investi- 
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gation  hj  an  officer  to  be  called  the  registrai  of  voters. 
The  effect,  however,  is  that,  in  the  whole,  seven  months 
are  consumed  in  the  process  of  making  the  register,  as  it 
•would  not  come  into  force  until  the  first  of  January. 
Thus,  if  an  election  takes  place  early  in  the  year  the 
register  of  voters  will  contain. not  the  persons  then  really 
entitled,  bnt  the  persons  entitled  seven  months  before, 
while,  if  the  election  is  in  December,  the  register  will 
only  .show  the  persons  entitled  eighteen  months  before. 
This  certainly  is  not  satisfactory,  and  it  is  impossible  to 
suppose  so  long  a  time  can  really  be  required  to  make  a 
register.  It  is  curious  also  that  the  arguments  brought 
forward  to  show  the  supposed  necessity  of  the  change 
are  based  to  a  considerable  extent  on  the  difficulty  under 
the  present  system  of  making  a  correct  register  owing  to 
the  frequent  changes  amongst  the  occupiers  in  large 
towns.  This  shows  how  inconvenient  it  would  be  found 
to  have  an  election  on  so  old  a  register.  There  would  be 
some  advantages  in  having  in  each  borough  an  officer 
such  as  the  proposed  registrar,  to  attend  to  the  registra- 
tion instead  of  leaving  the  duties  to  be  performed  by 
different  persons  in  different  parishes.  It  would  be  suffi- 
cient, however,  to  transfer  the  duties  of  the  overseers  to 
the  new  officer,  and  make  a  few  slight  alterations  in  the 
times  when  the  different  lists  should  be  made,  and  in  some 
other  matters.  We  own  that  the  elaborate  provisions  of 
this  bill  seem  to  us  wholly  unnecessary. 

As  regards  revising  barristers,  the  bill  proposes  that 
they  shall  be  appointed  by  the  Court  of  Common  Pleas, 
instead  of  by  the  judges  on  circuit;  and  it  also  gives  the 
Court  power  to  make  general  rules  for  their  guidance  on 
points  of  practice.  The  former  alteration  will  not,  we 
think,  make  any  difference  in  any  way.  The  same  men 
will  be  appointed  in  the  first  place,  and  similar  men  in 
the  future;  that  is  to  say,  the  rcajority  of  the  appoint- 
ments will  be  fair,  if  not  good  ones,  while  there  will  be 
inevitably  a  few  from  time  to  time  that  are  not.  As  re- 
gards the  power  to  make  rule!!,  if  only  the  Court  get  the 
assistance,  as  they  probably  will,  of  revising  barristers  of 
experience  and  ability  to  assist  them  in  making  the 
rules,  the  alteration  will  be  an  improvement.  Uniform- 
ity of  practice  is  undoubtedly  desirable,  and  at  present 
there  is  nothing  of  the  kind.  If,  however,  the  judges 
try  to  draw  the  rules  themselves,  we  are  bound  to  say  we  do 
not  think  the  rules  will  be  of  much  use,  for  nothing  is  more 
evident  when  theCourtarehearingtheappealsfromrevi.siiig 
barristers  than  that  the  judges  are  not,  for  the  most  part, 
familiar  with  the  practice  of  revision  courts,  or  with  the 
nature  of  the  questions  which  most  frequently  come 
before  the  barristers.  On  the  whole,  we  imagine  that 
revising  barristers  would  not  object  much  to  most  of  the 
provisions  of  the  bill,  and,  as  to  several,  would  cordially 
approve  of  them.  One  point,  however,  they  will  cer- 
tainly object  to,  and  that  is  the  proposal  that,  instead  of 
being  paid  a  fixed  sum  as  now,  they  shall  be  paid  "  such 
remuneration  and  expenses  as  the  Commissioners  of  the 
Treasury  may  from  time  to  time  allow."  To  be  depen- 
dent upon  the  tender  mercies  of  the  Treasury  in  such  a 
matter  will  be  very  unpleasant  for  these  learned  gen- 
tlemen, nor  can  we  think  it  will  be  for  the  public  good 
either,  because  we  should  have  no  hope  that  the  Trea- 
sury would  suddenly  change  their  habits,  and  deal 
liberally  in  the  matter.  They  would  probably  cut  down 
every  charge  as  much  as  possible,  as  they  have  done  in 
the  matter  of  the  costs  of  criminal  prosecutions,  and  then 
the  barristers,  for  tljeir  own  protection,  would  certainly 
return  to  the  old  practice  of  spinning  out  the  work  as 
much  as  possible,  to  the  great  inconvenience  of  the 
public.  There  is  no  gain,  but  the  contrary,  from  cutting 
down  the  remuneration  of  judicial  services. 

Two  GREAT  POWEBS  are  devoting  themselves  to  the 
reform  of  our  system  of  judicature,  the  Judicature 
Commission,  and  Mr.  Norwood,  M.P.  The  Commission 
has  been  appointed  by  the  Government  to  inquire, 
amongst  other  things,  into  the  working  of  the  different 
classes  of  tribuaals  in  the  country,  and  consider  what 


changes,  if  any,  should  be  made  in  the  disttibstiK  ol 
business  between  them.  Mr.  Norwood  has  appointe! 
himself  to  anticipate  the  result  of  their  labours,  tn 
make  all  reforms  on  his  own  responsibility,  thougi,  i 
must  be  admitted,  be  proceeds  in  a  tinkering  faeMog 
In  pursuance  of  this  design  he  has  produced  bii  csa 
Spring  Annual,  in  the  shape  of  a  "Bill  to  eittidtli 
jurisdiction  and  amend  the  procedure  of  the  comt 
courts."  The  principal  proposals  of  this  bill  are,  togii 
the  county  courts  unlimited  jurisdiction  in  all  cassea  j 
common  law,  equity,  and  admiralty,  subject  to  a  ri|liti 
removal  on  the  part  of  the  defendant ;  to  eittid  tl 
system  of  judgments  by  default,  to  confine  the  trial  i 
actions  of  tort  from  the  superior  court  to  thedisHi 
where  the  cause  of  action  arose ;  and  to  make  the  toii 
of  amends  before  action  brought,  and  the  paynentiit 
Court  of  the  amount  tendered,  a  good  defence  to  'st 
action  founded  on  any  injury  or  damage,"  wbateTeitbo 
words  may  mean. 

The  sections  of  the  bill  are  composed  in  that  b^ 
easy  style  which  distinguisheB  Mr.  Norwood's  parliaiu 
tary  campositions.  For  example,  in  the  clause  to  «lii 
we  have  referred  about  tender  of  amends,  there  is  not 
word  to  show  whether  the  proposed  change  istobelimil 
to  actions  in  the  county  courts,  or  to  apply  to  all  actii 
in  any  court.  If  the  first  is  the  intention — what  bs 
ness  has  the  clause  in  a  county  court  bill  ?  If 
second — what  excuse  can  be  given  for  establishing  a] 
such  a  point  one  law  in  one  court  and  a  different  lai 
another  ? 

Some  of  Mr.  Norwood's  suggestions  in  this  bill  i 
at  least,  well  worthy  nf  consideration  by  any  one  entm 
with  the  formation  of  a  general  scheme  for  the  oob 
tution  of  our  tribunals  and  the  distribution  of  bnai 
between  them  ;  and,  as  such,  they  might  appropdit 
be  laid  before  and  considered  by  the  Judicature  Cona 
sion.  But  as  isolated  enactments  they  would  be  bm 
ridiculous. 


The  bill  iktboduced  by  Mb.  Jacob  Bbigei 
remove  the  electoral  disabilities  of  women  consists  of 
section  only,*  which  is  copied,  with  the  necessary  alt 
tions  substitnting  parliamentary  for  monicipal  fraud 
from  the  section  of  the  Act  of  1869  which  gave 
municipal  franchise  to  women.  If  enacted,  it  wi 
doubtless  effect  what  is  desired  by  its  sponsors — viz., 
giving  to  all  unmarried  women  the  same  electoral  ri| 
as  men.  Questions  of  doubt  might,  however,  arise  i 
what  its  effect  would  be  in  conferring  the  franchisi 
married  women.  Such  questions  could  scarcely  arise  n 
qhe  municipal  franchise,  beaose  that  is  entirely  an  c 
pation  franchise,  audit  would  be  difficult  tofindacai 
which  a  married  woman  could  be  treated  as  occa 
though  we  are  not  sure  whether,  since  the  recent 
this  is  not  possible.  The  county  parliamentary  francl 
however,  includes  property  qualifications,  and  if 
bill  passes  it  would  be  at  least  arguable  that  it  w 
enfranchise  a  married  woman  having,  either  under 
Married  Woman's  Property  Act,  section  1  or  8,  o 
settlement,  separate  property,  such  as  would  entit 
male  owner  to  vote.  Supposing  this  to  be  its  el 
further  difficulties  may  arise  in  applying  the  prori; 
of  the  statutes  relating  to  undue  influence  to  the  ca; 
a  husband  and  wife.  IMoreover,  scrupulous  ladies 
have  or  are  likely  to  have  separate  landed  prop( 
must  remember  to  qualify  their  marriage  vow  to  i 
their  husbands  by  interpolating  "  except  as  to  the 
posal  of  my  parliamentary  vote." 


THE  LAW  OF  CLUBS. 
It  may  be  useful  to  some  of  our  readers  if  we  pat 
gether  in  a  small  compass  the  law  relating  to  clubs 
do  not  mean  benefit  clubs  or  burial  clubs,  but  socii 
political  clubs,  like  the  University  or  Army  and  J 
Clubs,  or  the  Reform  or  Carlton. 

♦  Printed  infra. 
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A  einb  is  not  a  paitnenhip,  and  its  members  hare 
atitber  the  traninniwrlble  interest  nor  the  responsibili^ 
for  aaoh  other's  eontraats  and  engra^ments  which  the 
membeis  of  partnenhipa  have.   It  hanlly  needs  to  be  said 
thit  a  dab  is  not  an  asaooiatlon  within  the  meaning 
of  the  Companies  Aota  now  in  foroe.     Yioe-ChanoeUor 
Kaight-Bnioe  once  made  an  order,  nnder  the  Wlnding-ap 
Act  of  1818  (whieh  waa  the  predecessor  of  the  Companies 
Act,  18S6,  to  wind  up  a  cinb  called  the  St.  James',  bnt 
the  Older  was  discharged  on  appeal  by  Lord  St.  Leonards 
{Ite8t.Jame^  QtA,  20  L.  J.  Ch.  630,  and  on  appeal  2  D.  M. 
kC.  383).  Botfhongh  the  cinb-man's  interest  in  his  dob 
isnotthatof  apartner.and  though  neither  he  nor  any  one 
dM  can  wind  it  up  aa  a  company,  still,  "  if  the  dnb  is 
broken  np  while  he  is  a  member  he  may  have  its  asseta 
idministored  in  the  Court  of  Chancery  (Lord  St  Leonards, 
tiinf.)  It  baa  been  decided  also  {Riehardson  v.  Baitingi, 
r  Bear.  307)  that  all  the  members  mast  be  made  parties 
» the  bill  filed  for  saoh  a  purpose,  and  that  the  case  does 
lot  foil  within  that  category  in  which  one  of  a  class  can  sue 
m  behalf  of  himself  and  all  the  others ;  bnt  Lord  Langdale 
n  the  last  cited  case,  thought  that  If  the  bm  were  not  one' 
iot  general  administration  and  distribution,  but  prayed 
netely  an  account  as  against  the  committee,  the  general 
•embeiB  need  not  be  made  parties.    No  doubt,  also,  the 
!oart  of  Chancery  could  interfere  generally  and  call  the 
MMgeisof  a  club  to  aooonnt  (upon  the  principle  of 
CUritiMe  Qnrporation  t.  SuUon,  2  Atk.  400)  upon  a 
aKiiiNlosing  great  waste  and  destrnction  of  the  assets 
kj  buA  or  gross  negUgenoe.    There  is  no  reported  case 
1  which  a  creditor  has  filed  a  bill  to  wind  np  and  ad- 
liniitet  the  assets  of  a  club;    we  would  not  say  that 
nch  a  bin  by  a  creditor  would  be  in  ereiy  case  demnr- 
■hIe,beoaiue  there  may  be  circumstances  in  every  jnris- 
ietioB  under  whidi  the  ordinary  remedy  at  law  or  else- 
*ere  beoomes  impracticable,  and  equity  will  step  in  to 
H ;  bat  in  general  the  creditor's  remedy  must  be  by 
Rion  against  the  persons  who  dealt  with  him  on  behalf 
tthednb,  andhe  would  not  be  entitled  to  come  into 
pity  to  enforce  his  mere  money  demand. 
A»  to  the  claims  of  creditors  for  goods,  Sco.,  supplied 
i»  dab,  it  is  stated  as  a  general  principle  that  the 
jnhen  of  the  dnb  are  not   liable  indiyidually  to  the 
Mitor,  and  he  must  look  to  those  of  their  number  who 
"itnoted  with  him.  A  dub  not  being  a  partnership,  the 
wtion  of  the  liabillicf  of  any  indiridnal  member  U  a 
wtion  of  prindpal    and    agent  to    be  dedded  upon 
"iciples  akin  to  those  laid  down  in  the  well-known  case 
SefntU  T.  Z«w»  (16  M.  &  W.  617),  which  was  an 
Bon  against  provisional  directors  of  a  railway  scheme. 
«m  the   creditor  can  entitle    himsdf    to  a   verdict 
Net  any  monbar,  he  must  show  that  such  member 
■erpetsonaUy  bound  himself,  or  directly  or  impliedly 
notised  the  obligation.    A  club  is  generally  managed 
«  committee,  and  before  even  a  member  of  the  oom- 
i««can  be  held  liable  personaUy  for  an  order  not 
^J  given  by  himself,  the  creditor  must  show,  not 
Ij  that  the  BabUity  was  sanctioned  by  the  general 
"»Wge  of  the  oommittee  of  which  he  waa  a  member, 
V  1.  w  *"  knowledge  personaUy.    In  Todd  v.  Bnlf 
^«- «  W.  608),  a  wine  merchant  sued  two  members  of 
nb  committee  for  wine  supplied  whUe  they  were  on 
I  eonnittee ;  the  wine   had   been  ordered    by    the 
*«^*eward,  and  it  was  held  by  Lord  Abinger  and 
««w  Alderson,   in  the  Exchequer,  that  the  question 
t  the  jury    was,  not  whether    the  order  had  been 
»M  with  the   authority  of   the  oommittee  generally, 
« rtether  it  had  been  given  or  concurred  in  by  the 
™™ots  personaUy   (to    which  qnestion    the   Court 
»«rM  to  think  the  plaintiff   would   not  have  had 
wu  dilBcnl^  in  proving  an  affirmative.)    See    also 
'yt  V.  actor  (2  M.  &  W.  185).    In  the  case  of  an 
"™J  member,  not  on  the  oommittee,  the  onus  on  a 
•™n«M thus  stiU  heavier,  and, in  general, the  liability 
'°««Wmaiy  member  cannot  be  made  out.  As  Lord  St. 
^irts  eaid,  in  the  St.  Javus'i  Club  ease  (uW  tup.), 

'  i»w,  which  was  at  one  time  uncertain,  is  now 


settled,  that  no  member  of  a  club  is  liable  to  a  creditor, 
except  so  far  as  he  has  assented  to  the  contract  in  respect 
of  which  such  liability  has  arisen.  The  member  payi 
on  the  spot,  and  were  he  also  liable  to  those  supplying 
the  articles  he  would  pay  twice  over." 

Where  the  constitution  and  objects  of  the  dub  contem- 
plate that  cash  should  be  paid  to  aU  its  tradesmen,  and 
no  credit  taken,  it  seems  a  natural  consequence  that,  if 
some  of  the  committee  have  in  fact  given  orders  on  credit, 
such  members  of  the  oommittee  alone  are  primd  faei» 
liable  to  the  tradesman,  because  the  coniitntien  of  the 
dub  rebuts  any  presumption  of  the  other  oommittee- 
men  having  sanctioned  the  proceeding.  But,  of  oonrse, 
such  sanction  maybe  proved  in  fact.Uke  anything  else,  and 
there  are  items  of  expenditure^wages  and  rent,  for  in- 
stance— for  which  a  certain  amount  of  credit  must,  in  the 
nature  of  things,  be  given  by  the  payees. 

Cro$t  T.  Williamt  (10  W.  R.  302)  was  a  case  in  which 
an  officer  of  a  volunteer  rifle  corps  was  hdd  liable  for 
uniforms  supplied  to  the  corps  by  its  tailor.  In  Wtotfr. 
Uneh  (2  P.  &  F.  4<8);and  Cockerell  v.  Aueompte  (6  W.  B. 
63S,  2  C.  B.  N.  S.  440]  the  general  members  of  a  ooal 
dub  were  considered,  from  the  nature  of  the  club,  to 
have  given  the  secretary  authoritry  to  order  coals  on 
credit,  and  consequently  to  be  individuaUy  liable  to  the 
coal  merchant.  Bat  there  is  no  use  in  citing  oases 
which  only  show  what  has  been  held  on  certain  facts, 
any  more  than  in  dting  half  the  oases  which  creep  into 
the  reports  on  the  construction  of  ourionsly  worded  wills. 
The  prindples  of  the  law  and  the  limitations  of  its  pre- 
sumptions are  dear. 

We  are  not  aware  of  any  reported  cases  in  which  com- 
mittee-men, after  having  discharged  their  personal 
liabilitiea  to  olnb  creditors,  have  sued  general  members 
for  oontribution.  If  such  a  oase  should  ever  occur  at 
common  law,  which  seems  unlikely,  the  question  would 
be  whether  the  general  oommittee  had  authority  from  the 
general  members  to  incur  such  liabilities.  The  question 
as  between  any  individual  member  and  the  committee- 
men would  be,  whether  the  arrangement  was  that  the 
enbecription  covered  aU  the  members'  liabUity,  or  whether 
he  had  sanctioned  the  incurring  debts  on  his  aooonnt. 

We  mentioned  just  now  that,  though  the  member  of  a 
dnb  has  not  the    interest  of  a  partner,  his  interest 
is  still,  like  one  of  any  other  kind,  entitled  to  the  pro- 
tection of  the  Court  of  Chancery,  in  the  administration, 
for  instance,  of  the  dub's  assets.    It  is,  indeed,  impos- 
sible to  say  what  otirioua  oases  might  not  arise  in  which 
the  Court  would  interfere  at  the  instance  of  a  olnb-maa, 
but  the  only  other  cases  in  which  its  aid  has  been  in- 
voked have  been  cases  in  which  members  have  been  ex- 
peUed,  and  the  Court  has  been  asked  to  decree  their  re- 
instatement.    On  this  point  there  is  some  analogy  to  the 
jurisdiction  nnder  which  the  Court  interferes  where  a 
partner  has  been  expeUed  from  a  trading  partnership; 
but  when  we  get  to  the  ratio  decidendi  the   analogy 
ceases.    Most  clubs  contain  provisions  respecting  the  ex- 
pulsion of  members,  either  by  the  vote  of  a  general 
meeting  or  by  the  decision  of  a  committee.    In  Hopkirir 
ton  V.  Sfarquit  of  Exettr  (16  W.  B.  266,  L.  R.  5  Eq.  63) 
the  discretion  was  entrusted  to  a  general  meeting  to  be 
oaUed  by  the  committee.    In  ffardntr  v.  FreemantU  (19 
W.  B.  266),  the  committee  had  power  to  expel.    In  both 
cases  the  Master  of  the  Bolls  refused  to  interfere.    The 
Court,  indeed,  has  the  jurisdiction,  but  one  can  scarcely 
imagine  any  oiroumstuices  nnder  which  the  jurisdiction 
would  be  exercised.     Where  a  body  is  entrusted  with  a 
discretion,  and  it  appears  hand  fide  to  have  exerdsed  that 
discretion,  the  Court  will  not  go  into  the  merits  of  the 
decision;  it  is  enongh  that  the  discretion  has  been  band 
fide  used.  These  cases  have  been,  for  the  purpoaea  of  argu- 
ment, compared  to  those  in  which  the  Court  haa  been 
asked  to  interfere  with  acts  done  under  the  discretion  of 
directors  or  general  meetings  of  shareholders;  such,  for 
instance,  as  Indertsieh  v.  Snell  (2  McN.  k.  Ot.  216),  and 
Manby  v.  6reth%m  Life  Aituranee  Society  (9  W.  B.  647, 
29  Beav.  439),  bnt  it  resembles  stiU  more  oloedy— indeed, 
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at  far  m  prinoipla  gro*",  it  ia  almost  identiaal  with — thoM 
OUM  in  whioh  s  Conrt  of  CommoB  Law  ia  lometimM 
•aked  to  interfere  (by  gvo  narraiUe)  with  the  remorikl 
of  an  offioer  remoTed  by  a  board  ot  body  having  a  diaere- 
ti«Bofdoiarao.Theaaaeof  O«f«miT.iV«{«m(17W.B.406), 
i«  perhaps  familiar  to  the  reader.  There,  the  Court  of  0«a- 
Bon  Cloanoil,  having,  under  an  Act  of  Parliament,  power 
to  remove  the  registrar  ot  the  Sheriffs'  Court  for  in- 
abilitj,  misbehaviour,  or  "  any  other  oatiae  whioh  should 
■eem  reasonable  to  the  mayor,  aldermen,  and  oommons," 
dismiaaed  Hr.  Osgood  and  substituted  Ur.  Kelson.  The 
Court  of  Queen's  Benoh,  finding  that  theCourt  of  Common 
Counoil  had  exercised  a  bond  iide  judgment  on  the  case, 
lefnaed  to  interfere,  though  strongly  disapproving  of  the 
deoiaion  arrived  at.  This  ease  was  afirmed  in  the  Ez- 
oheqner  Chamber,  17  W.  B.  895. 

We  have  thus  summaiiaed  the  law  of  dobs.  As  the 
MMler  sees,  the  prinoiplee  have  been  pretty  clearly  defined. 
Snoh  difficulty  as  there  may  be  in  applying  them  to 
actual  cases  is,  no  doubt,  embarrassed  by  the  inappropriate- 
neas  of  the  mutual  rights  and  liabilities  of  olnb-membera 
as  a  subject  for  litigation ;  for  (always  excepting  promisee 
of  marriage,  as  to  which  the  frequency  of  litigation  has 
gathered  up  a  regular  practice)  it  must  be  always  rather 
perplexing  to  have  to  examine  a  status  by  tests  wholly 
foreign  to  its  rationaU,  and  to  apply  hard  rules  of  law  to 
relations  which  were  never  intoided  to  be  goremed  by 
anything  more  rigid  than  codes  of  honour. 


PAYMBNT  FOE  SHAEBS  IN  MONBTS  WOBTH. 

Some  observations  by  Yiae-Chancellor  Stuart  in  Letktf$ 
mt  (19  W.  B.  800)  induce  us  to  recur  to  this  subject. 
It  has  been  established  by  a  aeries  of  decisions  by  the 
Coart  of  Appeal  that  payment  for  shares  may  be  made 
in  money's  worth,  as  well  as  in  money.  This  oonolusion, 
unexceptionable  as  it  may  seem  at  first  sight,  has  led  to 
■ome  singular  consequences,  which  cannot  have  been 
oontemplated  by  the  Legislature.  We  may  premise  that 
there  is  nothing  in  the  Companies  Act,  1862,  to  coun- 
tenanoe  the  notion  of  anything  but  money  being  a  satia> 
faction  of  the  limited  liability  of  a  shareholder  ;  indeed, 
the  money  due  in  respect  of  oalls  is  by  section  76  made 
a  specialty  debt;  and  accordingly,  in  a  case  where  the 
directors  of  an  hotel  company  had  agreed  with  a  sub- 
scriber to  set  off  china  and  glass  to  be  supplied  by  him 
against  the  calls  on  his  shares.  Lord  Justioe  Turner, 
whiliit  guarding  himself  against  aayiog  thatin  no  case,  and 
under  no  circumstances,  could  the  directors  enter  into  aeon- 
tract  of  such  a  description  with  a  tradesman,  said  that  in 
ordinary  oases  such  a  contract  would  be  ultra  viru,  be- 
caune  it  alters  the  tradesman's  position  as  a  shareholder 
fi-om  his  position  as  4efined  by  the  Companies  Act — >.«., 
if  he  failed  to  supply  goods  the  only  remedy  against 
him  would  be  by  action  for  breach  of  contract,  instead  of 
the  usual  remedies  of  a  specialty  creditor  (_P«llatt'a  case, 
16  W.  R.  726,  L.  B.  2  Oh.  533).  And  Lord  Cairns  added 
that  the  inconveniences  arising  from  snoh  a  contract 
might  be  almost  incalculable;  goods  might  not  be  supplied 
at,  all,  or  they  might  be  supplied  of  such  a  qnalitiy  that 
they  ought  to  be  rejected  ;  and  the  remedies  against  the 
Rhareholder  might  be  unavailable,  whilst  the  other  share- 
holders had  all  along  been  paying  in  cash. 

These  objeetions  do  not  apply  with  equal  force  where 
a  commodity  of  any  kind  is  delivered  to  exchange  for 
folly  paid  up  shares.  Although  there  is  nothing  in  the 
Companies  Act  to  warrant  such  a  transaction,  there  can 
be  n<)  good  reason  why  a  company  should  not  take  £1,000 
worth  of  CoaacAa,  for  instance,  instead  of  £1,000 
eterling,  for  the  payment  of  shares.  Sehrodm't  ease  (19  W. 
B.  93,  L.  R.  11  Eq.  191)  proves  that  such  a  transaction 
may  be  perfectly  legitimate.  In  that  case,  shares  in  a  com- 
pany, formed  for  the  purpose  of  running  the  blockadeof  the 
Confederate  States,  were  paid  for  in  Confederate  cotton 
bond>,  taken  at  their  then  nominal  value,  and  Vioe- 
Chaucellor  Malins  found  no  difficulty  in  deciding  that 
ibe   transaction  was  unimpeachable.    "It  is   perfectly 


dear  to  my  mind,"  said  the  Yice-ChanoeUor,  "Tliit 
there  is  no  such  principle  as  that  a  company  nuj  not 
receive  payment  of  its  shares  in  money's  vorth.'  It 
will  be  seen  in  Schroder' t  com,  first,  that  tiie  bonds  lirai 
in  payment  were  at  the  time  of  the  same  aetnal  nhit 
as  the  shares;  and  secondly,  that  the  shaiea  hid  beta 
entered  in  the  share  roister  aa  fully  paid.  Tbe 
creditor,  therefore,  could  not  complain  if,  as  wsi  the  mm, 
the  bonds  ultimately  became  worthless.  Th«  dun 
register,  the  only  dooumeat  to  which  he  had  or  mi(^t 
have  had  aoceea,  declared  that  the  riiaies  in  qnettim 
were  fully  paid  up,  and  consequently  he  was  not  entitled 
to  say  that  he  dealt  with  the  company  upon  the  faith 
that  he  could  look  to  the  particular  shareholder  for  inj 
contribution. 

It  i^jpears,  therefore,  that  although  it  mMj  in  itrict- 
ness  be  beyond  the  power  of  the  directors  to  accept  aome- 
thing  else  than  money  in  payment  for  shares,  yet,  !i  die 
directors  choose  to  do  so,  and  the  shares  ate  entend  in 
the  register  as  paid-up  shares,  the  creditor  cannot  go 
behind  the  register  and  inquire  whrther  the  ahaias  vete 
paid  for  in  any  competent  manner.    The  defeot  in  thii 
oonclusion  is  that  it  involves  the  aaBomption  thst  tfo 
commodity  given  is  worth  the  money  in  lieu  of  which  it 
is  given.     The  creditor  who  finds  certain  shares  entend 
on  the  register  aa  paid  up  may  be  supposed  to  deal  with 
the  company  upon  the  faith  that  such  shares  hare  bean 
paid  up  in  cash,  or,  at  all  events,  by  the  deUtet;  of 
property  worth  the  cash  which  the  ahaxea  affect  loiepe- 
sent     In  PelPt  case  (17  W.  B.  1054),  where  a  perwa 
had  sold  his  property  to  a  company  in  oonaideratiaD  o! 
paid-up  shares,  the  Master  of  the  BoUa  directed  an  in- 
quiry as  to  the  valoe  of  the  properigr,  oonaidering  that  he- 
was  entitled  to  be  aUowed  only  the  amonnt  of  that  valnt 
towards  payment  for  the  shares.    The  Court  of  Appeal. 
however  (18  W.  B.  81,  L.  B.  6  Ch.  11),  held  that,  the 
agreement  not  having  been  impeached,  Uie  shares  mart 
be  taken  aa  fully  paid  up  by  the  handing  over  the  pro- 
perty, and  struck  him  off  the  list  of  coatribntoriss.  The 
view  taken  by  the  Uaster  of  the  Bolla  was  (see  Jjuiift 
oate,  tup.)  that  the  person  who  daims  to  have  psid  up 
his  shares  by  an  agreement  to  give  something  elae  ia 
lieu  of  money  is  stiU  a  debtor,  according  to  the  statute^ 
for  the  whole  amount  of  his  shares.    What  would  aeem 
to  be  the  proper  consequence  of  this  view  is  a  right  in 
such  a  ahareholder  to  be  a  creditor  of  the  oompaay  for 
the  value  of  that  which  he  had  given.     Pelft  cue,  bow- 
ever,  and  Drumtiumd't  oaie  (18  W.  B.  2,  L.  B.  4  Ch.  Jiiy 
establish  that  an  agreement  to  accept  payment  forahazes 
in  any  commodity,  with  no  oriterioa  of  value  bnt  the 
agreement  itself,  is  valid  against  the  creditor.    The  re- 
sult of  the  last-mentioned  cases  is  that  no  creditor  can 
rdy  on  the  number  of  shares  appearing  on  the  register  to 
have  been  paid  up  as  evidence  that  the  anm  represented 
by  such  shares  has  been  actually  paid.     The  dimax  vas 
reached  in  Re  Baglan  Hall  CoUitry  Company  (18  W.  B- 
499,  L.  B.  o  Ch.  346).    In  that  case  it  appeued  that  cer- 
tain owners  of  a  colliery  agreed  to  form  a  company  for 
working  it,  and  a  company  waa  accordingly  regiatsred. 
the  memorandum  of  aaaodaticn  of  which  waa  snbswihed 
by  the  owners  of  the  colliery  for  numbara  of  shares  pro- 
portioned to  thdr  respective  interests.  The  memorandnm 
stated  nothing  as  to  the  shares  being  treated  aa  psid-np 
shares,  but  the  articles  provided  that  all  the  ahareaaob- 
scribed  for  in  the  memorandum  should  be  treated  as  foUf 
paid.    The  colliery  was  made  over  to  the  omnpany,  biA 
no  other  payment  was  made  by  any  of  the  anbsoribata  to 
the  memorandum,  and  no  other  shares  w«m  ever  allotted. 
Under  these  circumstances  Yice-OhanoeUoc  ICalins  (1$ 
W.  R.  500  n.)  considered  that  it  waa  not  oompetant  for 
persons  to  form  a  company,  subscribing  for  fully  paid-np 
shares  only.  Lord  Justioe  Oiffard  reversed  thia  daoision,  on 
the  ground  that  the  shares  must  be  taken  aa  fully  psi^ 
up  by  the  handing  over  the  colliery. 

It  appears,  therefore,  that  the  limited  z^ht  of  the 
creditor  to  compel  the  aharehdder  to  pe^  the  monef 
may  be  defeated    by  an   agreement  amongst  the  sob^ 
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Kribera  to  aooepl  frpm  Mtoh  othet  lomeUiing  elae  than 
moDej  in  lien  of  pmyment  of  the  oalls  upon  shares,  with- 
out  anj  eriterion  of  ralne  bat  the  agieement  of  the  share- 
bolden.  That,  aa  Vke^hanoelloi  Stnait  obaerred  in 
Lakt'i  Mue  {figf),  would  make  the  anbaoiibed  capital  a 
delmion.  The  Aot  of  Parliament,  his  Hononr  after- 
wuds  obserred,  is  a  itatntory  contract  with  the  oreditors. 
It  liffliti  Uie  right*  of  creditors  to  a  certain  amount  to 
le  sabaoribed  in  money.  If  the  oreditors  are  no  parties 
to  the  alteration  of  this  oontraot,  and  if  by  an  agreement 
imongst  the  shareholders,  who  are  the  debtors,  without 
the  ooDient  of  the  creditom,  they  arrange  to  giro  pro- 
perty (where  tlie  thing  desenres  the  name  of  property) 
for  the  caidtal  instead  of  moB«y,  and  the  worth  of  the 
property  is  to  be  taken  at  the  estimate  of  the  debtor, 
vithoat  any  agreement  by  the  creditor,  and  this  is  to  be 
{urced  00  the  creditor  withont  giring  him  any  right  to 
bqaire  ai  to  the  ralne,  there  is  no  bound  to  the  frauds 
which  may  be  practised  on  oreditors  and  honest  share- 
boldeis.  It  is  to  be  regretted  that  the  decisions  upon 
the  conatmotion  of  the  statute  should  hare  tendered  this 
itste  of  things  poasible.  There  is  no  objection  to 
Is  ptymsnt  for  shares  in  money's  worth:  what  is  wanted, 
inii  what  we  hare  net  got,  is  some  sort  of  security  that 
Ike  property  giren  should  be  worth  as  much  as  the 
■osej:  and  we  rantnre  to  submit  that  where  property 
M  {iren  the  onns  should  be  on  the  giror  of  proring  that 
it  vu  worth  the  money. 


SECEHT  DECISIONS. 


BQUITT. 

iomngTSATioH  Suits  ik  Ekoland  xnd  Irbland — 
Ibjuhciioh. 
Srntnt  v.  JtottrU,  L.O.  (It.),  19  W.  B.  115. 
It  is  t  very  old  diatinotion,  as  drawn  by  the  Court  of 
(tioony,  that  to  enjoin  a  defendant  not  to  proceed  be- 
^■ooe  other  juriadlcUon  is  merely  to  impose  a  restraint 
(■  ^  persMially,  and  is  no  interference  with  the  other 
UbuiaL  And  so  persons  in  pririty  with  a  snit  in  the 
bflith  Ohanoery  ar«  oonatantly  restrained  from  carrying 
M  pneeedings  at  oommon  law  or  before  foreign  tribtmals. 
ivmatm  instance  ia  whet*  the  assets  of  a  deceased  are 
Wefidiamistered  in  asnit ;  then,  aa  the  Conzt  of  Chan- 
fJ  nyards  the  adminiatration  suit  aa  a  proceeding  for 
k  beotf  t  of  all  the  oreditors  {Morris  r.  Bank  of  Sng- 
•^  Css.  temp.  Talbot  217),  it  wUl,  after  a  decree  has 
sen  msde,  restrain  k  creditor  from  prooeeding  for  his 
•^  in  another  juriadiotion— that  is,  of  oonrse,  supposing 
« to  be  within  the  juriadiotion  of  this  Court.  Orer  a 
■sign  ereditor  abroad  thia  Court  haa  no  juriadiotion, 
ad,  therefore,  as  Lord  Oranworth  said,  in  Carron  Iron 
'"/osy  T.  Xaelartn  (SH.Ii.  441),  he,  being  beyond 
•Mh,  must  be  left  to  deal  as  he  may  with  his  own 
•run.  In  that  om«,  an  adminislntion  decree  baring 
•n  made  here,  the  Master  of  the  Bolls  had  reetrained 
t*  Canon  Company,  who  were  oreditors,  from  proceeding 
^iost  the  execntors  in  the  Scotch  Conrt  of  Session  for 
IS  realisation  of  their  claim.  The  testator  had  property 
■  Hch  Ungdom.  Lord  Cranworth  and  Lord  Brooghiutt 
*^>*ig«d  the  injunction,  because  they  held  the  oompany 
*^  s  body  of  tradera  looally  situate,  and  therefore  domi- 
lU,  in  Sootiand,  thongh  they  had  agents  as  well  as  pro- 
2^/ in  England.  Lord  St.  Leonards  dissented,  thinldng 
••ttte  company  ahonld  be  regarded  as  possessing  a  double 
^><ils,  and  so  within  the  jurisdiction  here.  The  case 
^"■tnl,  as  containing  an  elaborate  reriew  of  the  prin- 
^  on  which  the  Oonrt  natrains  defendants  from  pro- 
*"*»(  before  other  tribunal*.  In  the  present  oase  a 
tedied  inteetate,  learing  English  and  Irish  property, 
*i  the  defendant  waa  administering  in  eaoh  jarlsdlotion. 
^°_]^nglish  creditor  filed  an  administraUon  bill  here,  and 
*°Aly  after  decree  made,  one  of  the  next  of  kin  iUed  a 
""  ^  the  Irish  Chancery.  There  was  some  nnder- 
ino&tfc  between  the  plaintifis  in  these  two  suits,  for  a 


consent  decree  was  obtained  in  the  second  snit,  the  plain- 
tiff in  it  undertaking  to  abide  the  proceedings  in  the  Bng. 
lish  suit.  Afterwards,  Vioe-Chaaoellor  Stnart  made  an 
order — which  be  olearly  had  no  aathority  to  make— 
reetraining  prooeedinge  in  the  Irish  suit  till  after  th« 
chief  olerk's  certifloate  should  hare  been  made  in  tha 
English  one.  Thereupon  an  Irish  creditor  sued  the  ad 
ministrator  in  the  Irish  oommon  law  courts.  The  Vice- 
Chancellor  of  Ireland  laid  him  nnder  an  injunction. 
That  really  waa  as  if,  although  an  English  Oonrt  cannot 
reetrain  a  foreigner  out  of  its  jariadiotion,  the  foreign 
Court  was  to  do  it  on  behalf  of  the  English  Court.  The 
order,  of  course,  was  discharge  on  the  appeal ;  indeed, 
otherwise,  as  the  Conrt  obeerred,  it  would  become  pos- 
sible for  a  sole  English  oreditor,  by  coUnsion  with  next 
of  kin,  to  deprive  all  Irish  oreditors  of  their  remedies  in 
their  own  courts.  The  converse,  of  course,  would  have 
been  held  good  if  the  English  and  Irish  jurisdiotions  had 
been  interchanged  in  the  facts  of  the  oaae. 


COMMON  LAW. 


Etidbnce  or  NiauaBNCE— BKHOTstritss  op  Daiulox. 

Smith  r.  London  and  South  Wottern  Railnay  Company, 

Bz.Cb.,  19  W.  B.  380. 

When  we  noticed  the  deoiaion  of  this  case  in  the  Oonrt 
of  Common  Pleas  (14  S.  J.  4fi2)  we  pointed  ont  that  two 
important  prlnoiples  were  disenssed  in  a  manner  that  de- 
served more  attention  than  the  special  facts  of  the  osae, 
and  the  decision  itself,  would  seem  to  call  for.  The  facta 
were  ahortly  these  :  the  defendants  cut  grass  on  the 
banks  of  their  line  in  August,  in  dry  weather,  and 
allowed  the  graas  to  remain  thore  in  heape  for  about  a 
fortnight  These  heape  caught  fire  during  a  high  wind, 
and  the  fire  extended  a  long  way,  and  burnt  the  plain- 
tiff's oottage,  which  was  far  from  the  heaps  of  grasa. 
Immediately  before  the  grass  was  on  fire,  two  trains  of 
the  defendants'  had  passed  the  vpot,  and  at  the  same 
time  servants  of  the  'defendants  were  near  the  place 
eating  their  dinners  and  amc^ing.  There  waa  no  iwc- 
ther  evidence  to  show  how  the  fire  originated.  The 
question  was  whether  there  was  any  evidence  to  go  to 
the  jury.  The  Conrt  of  Exchequer  Chamber,  affirming 
the  Coort  of  Common  Pleas,  held  that  there  was  evidence 
tor  tbe  jury,  and  that  the  ptaintiil,  therefore,  ought  not 
to  be  nonsuited. 

Tbe  two  questions  of  law  in  thia  case  were,  whether 
there  was  evidence  that  the  defendants'  engines  oaaeed 
the  fire;  secondly,  whether  the  fact  that  the  plaintiff's 
cottage  was  far  from  where  the  fire  commenced,  and  that 
tbe  lire  would  not  have  extended  so  far  but  for  the  high 
wind,  rendered  the  damage  to  the  plaintiff  too  remote. 
As  to  the  first  point,  the  evidence  against  the  defendants 
was  very  slender;  aa  a  matter  of  faot,  it  was  at  least  aa 
likdy  that  the  men  set  the  grass  on  fire  with  sparka  from 
their  pipes,  or  with  matches  (for  which  the  defendants 
would  not  be  liable:  WOliamt  v.  Jone$,  13  W.  B.  1007), 
aa  that  one  of  the  engines  set  it  on  fire.  There  was, 
therefore,  no  affirmative  evidence  against  the  defendants 
that  they  had  been  negligent,  and  that  damage  had  re- 
sulted from  that  negligence;  and,  according  to  the  pitn- 
oiple  of  Cotton  v.  Wood  (29  L.  J.  C.  P.  88S).  it  would 
seem  tliat  the  plaintiff  ought  to  l>e  nonsuited,  as  he  hsd 
not  given  affirmative  evidence  of  the  facta  on  which  hia 
right  of  action  depended.  The  effect,  therefore,  of  tbe 
decision  of  the  Bxdiequar  Chamber,  on  this  point,  must 
now  be  considered  in  deciding  on  the  application  of  tbe 
principle  of  Cotton  r.  Wood,  and  other  similar  cases. 

The  second  point  in  tbe  oaae,  vis.,  aa  to  the  remoteness 
of  damages,  is,  notwithstanding  some  ambignoua  ex- 
preesions  in  the  judgments,  satisfactorily  disposed  of. 
Brett,  J.,  in  the  .court  below,  dissented  from  the  other 
learned  judges,  on  the  groand  that  tbe  plaintiff's  damage 
was  too  remote,  because  the  defendants,  "  aa  reasonable 
men,  could  not  hare  foreseen  the  further  contingency 
and  combination  that  the  fire  "  would  bum  the  plain- 
tiff's oottage,  aa  well  as  the  intervening  ground.    We 
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drew  attention  to  this  jadgment  of  Biett,  J.,  on  acoount 
of  the  probabilit7  that  it  would  hereafter  be  cited  as  an 
Authority  for  the  propoaition  that  in  an  aotion  of  tort  a 
defendant  ii  only  liable  for  damagei  wUoh  ha  oonld 
leaaonaUy  hare  foreseen.  We  then  laid, "  There  ia  no 
doabt  that  damage,  although  oansed  bj  a  tortiooa  aot, 
nay  be  so  remote  as  not  to  be  reasonable;  but  this  is  on 
the  principle  that  the  tortious  aot  is  not  the  imnediMe 
oanse  of  the  damage,  or,  in  other  words,  that  the  damage 
is  not  the  natural  ooniequenoe  of  the  aot.  If,  however, 
the  damage  which  has  ooourred  is  the  natural  conse- 
quence of  the  defendant's  tortious  aot,  the  defendant 
will  be  liable,  whether  or  not  he  oonld  hare  foreseen  the 
aotnal  damage  as  a  probable  result  of  his  act.  The 
principle  that  a  defendant  is  only  liable  for  damage 
which  he  might  have  foreseen,  applies  to  actions  upon 
«ontrBCts,  but  not  to  actions  of  tort."  The  Court  of  Bz- 
flbeqner  Chamber  hare  fully  adopted  this  riew.  Kelly, 
ri.B.,  says,  "As  to  the  obserration  made  by  Brett,  J., 
that  no  person  would  reasonably  anticipate  that  there 
would  lie  an  nnnsnally  high  wind  ...  I  quite  agree 
with  that;  but  that  is  not  the  true  teat  of  the  defen- 
dants' liability.  .  .  .  They  are  liable  for  all  the 
natural  oonseqnencea  from  the  cuttings  catching  fire." 
Ohannell,  B.,  says,  "  It  is  no  excuse  for  the  defendants  to 
say  that  the  damage  was  greater  than  they  anticipated," 
and  Blaokbum,  J.,  that "  when  once  the  defendants  had 
set  fire  negligently  to  the  adjoining  premises,  it  is  no 
answer  to  say  that  the  damage  was  greater  tlian  oonld 
reasonably  be  expected.  ...  If  a  railway  company 
negUgeatty  kills  a  passenger,  they  might  be  bound  to 
pay  a  million,  but  it  would  be  no  answer  to  say  that  they 
expected  poor,  and  not  rich  people  to  trarel  by  the 
train." 

These  judgments  in  the  Exchequer  Chamber  will  pre- 
vent any  doubts  that  might  otherwise  hare  arisen  from 
(he  principle  as  to  remoteneaa  of  damage,  laid  down  by 
Brett,  J.  

SEVIEWS. 

Tht  Eittory  of  Soman  Law,  from  th»  Text  of  Ortolan' i  Eit- 
toire  tU  la  LigiilaHon  Rmaiiu  tt  GeteraliutioH  du  Droit. 
(Edition  of  1870.)  Translated,  with  the  author's  permis- 
sioo,  and  supplemented  by  a  Chronometrical  Chart  of 
Bomsn  History.  .  By  Iltudub  T.  Prichakd,  Esq.,  F.8.S., 
Barriater-at-law,  Author  of  the  Administration  of  India 
from  1869  to  1868,  &&,  and  Dayio  Nashitb,  Esq., 
LL.B.,  Barrister-at-law,  Anthor  of  the  Chronometrical 
Chart  of  the  History  of  England,  &c.,  &c.  London : 
Butterworths. 

We  are  extremely  glad  to  welcome  the  appearance  of  a 
translation  of  any  of  the  works  of  M.  Ortolan,  and  the 
history  and  genenJisation  of  Roman  law,  which  are  now 
presented  to  us  in  English,  are  perhaps  the  most  useful 
books  that  could  be  offered  at  the  present  time  to  students 
of  the  Boman  law.  The  utility  of  Boman  law  as  an  instru- 
ment of  legal  education  is  now  generally  admitted,  and 
Roman  law  has,  in  addition,  the  greatest  possible  interest 
for  those  who  occupy  thsmselres  with  the  history 
of  law.  In  its  origin,  progress,  and  decline  Roman  law 
offers  better  examples  of  the  constant  changes  which  all 
law  undergoes  than  any  oUier  system,  and  in  its  best 
times  it  supplies  an  immense  amount  of  most  valuahle 
material  for  uie  consideration  of  erery  jurist.  The  system 
never  at  any  period  attained  to  anyUimg  like  the  symmetry 
to  which  it  might  be  possible  to  bring  law,  but  the  value 
of  th?  Boman  law  consists  in  the  collection  of  rules,,  argu- 
ments, theories,  decisions,  &c.,  &c,  of  which  the  actual 
system  was  built  up.  For  a  modem  student  to  understand 
tiie  remains  which  still  exist  of  this  law,  it  is  necessary 
that  he  should  go  through  some  preliminary  course  of 
study,  before  he  begins  to  read  the  works  of  the  Roman 
jurists.  In  the  words  of  M.  Ortolan  (page  599),  "  Roman 
law  must  be  studied  as  Roman  law  in  its  aspect,  its  lan- 
guage, and  its  genius.  These  laws  are  dead.  The  mind  of 
the  student,  therefore,  must  carry  itself  back  to  the  epoch 
in  which  they  were  in  force,  and  thence  descend  the  series 
of  centuries  down  to  our  own  time  .  .  .  being  on  his 
guard  against  the  tendency  to  riew  the  past  ia  the  light 


thrown  upon  it  by  modern  ideas.  .  .  .  Thestudyfotgi 
historical  study  ....  and  wc  are  not  at  liberty  Uei 
our  own  unfettered  judgment  in  creating  or  select 
method  of  analysis  and  philosophical  d^ucticn  upci 
the  subject  may  be  treated.  Even  in  the  ccssideta: 
general  principlee,  we  must  submit  to  the  infineoce  of  [ 
thought. '  A  knoVl«dga  of  Roman  thought  can  or 
obtained  by  historical  atudy,  which  therefore  Iwi 
necessary  preliminary  to  the  effectual  study  of  Eomi 
M.  Ortolan  has  endeavoured  most  suecesafully  to  aupp 
history  in  the  work  which  has  now  been  tranjlated  k 
original  French,  and  the  history  is  followed  by  i  ^ 
general  surrey  of  the  leading  principles  of  Rom 
which  he  calls  a  "  Generalisation  of  Roman  Latr." 
works  were  written  as  an  introduction  to  the  etady 
Institutes  of  Justinian,  and  they  are  admirably  in 
that  purpose.  . 

The  history  of  Roman  law,  strictly  so  called,  oau] 
first  SOO  pages  of  the  book  now  before  us.  lieginsii 
a  notice  of  the  old  myths  respecting  the  earliest  hi 
Bome  and  ending  with  an  account  of  the  coUectioa 
by  Justinian,  the  history  notices  the  various  change 
law  during  the  intervening  period.  The  relative  p 
held  by  the  patricians,  plebeians,  patrons,  and  client! 
cussed  together  with  the  tribes,  the  curies,  and  t 
turies,  the  king  and  the  senate;  and  there  is  a  brie: 
of  the  Boman  theory  of  the  family.  This,  with  a  i 
what  is  known  of  the  manners  and  customs  of  th 
period,  brings  the  history  down  to  the  compilatin 
famous  Twelve  Tables,  ii.c.  454.  A  complete  tes* 
known  fragments  of  the  Tables  ia  given.  From ; 
the  law  of  Rome  is  much  better  known  to  us,  and. 

Snrposes  of  the  study  of  legal  history,  the  dat 
'weire  Tables  may  be  taken  as  the  starting  point 
one  thousand  years  elapsed  between  the  first  code  a 
law  and  the  code  and  digest  of  Justinian,  and  it  is  U 
that  furnishes  the  most  valuable  materials  for  the 
and  the  jurist.  The  succesaive  changes  are  descril 
great  clearness  by  M.  Ortolan,  and  at  the  same  t 
brevity.  A  full  acoount  of  the  compilation  by  Jiu 
the  Code,  Digest,  and  Institutes  closes  this  per 
which  ends,  properly  speaking,  the  history  of  Rom 
After  this  we  have  a  short  account  of  the 
Roman  law  in  the  East  and  in  the  "West,  conduc 
a  list  of  the  works  of  the  jurists  from  whosj  writ 
tinian'a  Digest  was  compiled. 

The  "  Generalisation  of  Roman  Law"  forma,  as 
a  second  part  in  this  edition.  The  object  aimed  s 
part  is  to  give  a  student  some  general  ideas  respe 
law  before  he  begins  to  learn  it  in  detail  in  the  1 
What  we  have  said  respecting  the  historical  part 
this  part  al»o.  It  his  the  rare  merit  of  being  both 
concise.  We  should  think,  however,  that  the  Gent 
would  be  found  more  useful  if  read  with  the  Instit 
if  made  the  subject  of  separate  study.  It  is,  no  d< 
that  the  details  in  tlie  Institutes  cannot  be  readily  n 
without  a  comprehension  of  some  general  princiji 
differ  much  from  those  which  govern  modem  la^ 
is,  however,  a  corresponding  difficulty  in  endeav 
understand  an  abstract  goneralisation  without  the  di 
which  the  generalisation  is  taken.  The  remedy  fc 
is  in  each  case  the  same — viz .,  to  study  the  del 
constant  reference  to  the  legal  principles,  and 
principles  with  reference  to  the  details. 

The  English  of  the  book  is  unusually  free  fro 
idioms  which  so  often  disfigure  translations,  hat 
Intors  have  not  unfretiuentiy  fallen  into  another  ei 
that  of  unnecessarily  deviating  from  their  text 
568-9  there  ia  a  deviation  from  the  text  which 
displays  very  great  carelessness,  but  contains  also 
mis-statement.  The  passage  is ' '  The  Institutes  of 
form  in  France  the  basis  of  our  instruction  in  B( 
and,  consequently,  they  aro  the  basis  of  this  worl 
very  first  paragraph  there  is  mention  made  of  oh. 
dominium,  possessio,  actiones,  exceptiones.  The 
expressions  quite  unfamiliar  to  the  learner."  1 
part  of  this  is  utterly  incorrect  as  it  stands.  Tl 
mention  of  obligationes,  &c.,  in  the  first  paragji 
Institutes.  When  we  turn  to  the  original 
that  it  has  been  wrongly  translated.  Thf 
Is-  "T>k»  les  premiers  paragraphes  il  est 
d'obligations,  de  domaine,  de  possession,  d'actior 
tions  touies  choses  dont  I'eliyve  ne  sait  pas  encore 
dont  il  ignore  completement  la  relation."  "Desw 
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ptngmphea"  metna  something  very  different  from  "  in  the 
Toy  lint  parwraph." 

A  chart  of  Roman  history  by  Mr.  Naamith,  one  of  the 
tamiiton,  accompanies  this  book.  There  is  also  a-pTefiace 
which  deals  with  some  p^reat  problems,  such  as  "  me  pro- 
Tmce  of  the  trae  historian,"  "  man  as  a  free-will  a^ent," 
"thenofionof  goremment,"  "the  law  of  morality,"  &e., 
in  s  very  off-huid  manner,  bat  without  adding  any  new 
idtas  (c  those  which  have  frequently  been  exprened  on 
than  inbjeets.  The  prefiuse,  however,  does  not  affect  the 
moits  of  the  book  itsdf,  which,  despite  errors  of  translation, 
veitrongly  reoommend  to  all  who  are  interested  in  Roman 
liv,  joiigpradenoe,  or  history,  and  who  are  not  sufficiently 
ftoijur  with  French  to  be  able  to  read  the  original  wiw 

-MM.  —— 

Th  Magc/t  Court  of  London  Procedure  Act,    1867,  with 

Kota  and  an  Outline  of  the  Practice  thereof;  Forms  of 

Pntedure  end  TaUes  of  Co*ti ;  with  Oieervationt  upon  the 

J-idgment  of  ike  Souse  of  Lords  in  the  case  of  The  Mayor, 

4c,  of  liondon  v.  Cox.     By  J.  Ptm  Tbatxan,  Esq., 

Buiisbasat-Law.     London  :  wildy  ft  Sobs.     1870. 

The  title  of  this  little  work  contains  as  full  an  account 

of  its  conteots  as  we  can  give,  and  but  little  remains  for  as 

to  dO)  exc^  to  say  that  it  justifies  the  title.    It  is,  in  fact, 

I  tnnacript  of  the  Act  in  question,  with  notes,  some  of  which 

m  of  considerable  practical  value,  to  which  are  appended, 

bias  of  proeedore  and  tables  of  costs,  for  which,  as  Mr. 

fesbnan  himself  informs  us,  he  is  indebted  to  Mr.  Wood- 

iioipe  Brandon  (whose  name  is  sufficient  guaranty  for  their 

Mwacy  and  utility),  and  a  dissertation  on  the  judgment  of 

8w  House  of  Lords  (or,  rather,  on  the  opinion  ddivered  to 

tut  Home  by  Mr.  Justaoe  Willesl  in  the  case  of  The  Jlfa^or, 

it.,  if  London  t.  Cox.    We  are  clearly  of  opinion  that  Uiat 

teitatiaa  does  not  add  to  the  value  of  the  work,  albeit  it 

ihovi  signs  of  considerable  critical  ingenuity  on  the  part  of 

tiie  vrit^,  and  we  should  have  been  at  a  loss  to  discover 

isv  in  the  world  it  got  there  had  not  the  author  revealed 

latKret  in  the  first  paragraph  of  his  pre&oe. 

"The  object,"  he  Bays,  "  of  this  little  book  is  twofold— 
fcnjipl;  a  want  in  the  profession  of  a  ^ide  to  this  impor- 
list  ecnrt"  (that  object  has,  we  thmk,  been  usefully 
socoapiahed) ;  "  and  to  endeavour,  if  possible,  to  draw 
ittama  to  the  ancient  rights  and  privileges  of  tlie  city, 
fttt  the  silsnt  encroachments  of  time  and  envy  may  be 
wwt  sway,  and  the  Court  restored  to  its  former  state  of 
iKnihiesi."  (This  object  would,  we  think,  have  bem 
Mtterleftakme.) 

Iheojse  of  The  Mayor,  ^.,  of  London  v.  Cox,  which  is 
M^  us  of  for  the  latter  purpose,  was  simply  a  case  where 
IB  tttempt  to  extend  the  custom  of  foreign  attachment  to 
B  eioess  io  ontrageona  that  its  success  would  have  im- 
pped  the  existence  of  the  custom  altogether,  was  de- 
■fcd  by  the  interposition  of  the  Court  of  Queen's  Bench 
V  pduUtion,  and  that  judgment  was,  on  appeal,  sus- 
tuA  by  the  House  of  Lords.  It  is  clear  that  the  City  of 
«don  was  not  concerned  in  this  question  otherwise  than 
•"iiwlly,  the  real  party  concerned  being  Bnckmaster  & 
a,  whose  debt  was  at  stake.  The  real  question  at  issue 
ns  whether  the  custom  alleged  was  reasonable,  and  as,  if 
t,  it  would  have  warranted  a  foreign  attachment  of  funds 
1  the  Bank  of  France  belonging  to  a  doaiiciled  Frenchman 

SWdeJit  in  France,  at  the  suit  of  a  Chinaman  resident  at 
Kong,  in  respect  of  a  debt  incurred  in  Crim  Tartaxy, 
y  the  governor  of  that  bank  happened  to  pass  through 
be  city  of  London  on  his  vacation  tour  (or  whatever 
tResponds  £heieto),  it  is  obvious  Uiat,  unless  tiie  cironm- 
Mces  rendered  the  question  of  reasonableness  inadmis- 
w»,the  custom  was  nopelessly  unsustainable.  To  show 
itt  that  queation  ooj^t  not  to  have  been  entertained,  Mr. 
''loan  labours  with  great  pertinacity  and  some  ingenuity 
|0Te  that  the  Lord  Mayor's  Court  is  a  King's  court 
w  the  records  of  the  city  show  that  it  is  not,  and  never 
I  and  a  superior  court  (whidi  for  soma  purposes  it  is), 
■d  therefore  that  Mr.  Justice  Willes  was  wrong  in  calling 
' »  ipfetior  court,  and  therefore  that  the  judgment  was 
Dnngm  entering  into  the  reasonableness  of  the  custom. 
"^tUa  it  is  sufficient  to  answer  that  it  is  not,  and  could 
t  be,  disputed  that  this  is  a  court  to  which,  in  a  proper 
"i  prohibilaon  would  lie,  and  therefore  it  is,  for  that  pur- 
,  an  mferior  court,  whatever  its  status  may  be  in  other 
>^.  The  Hi^h  Court  of  Admiralty  of  England  is  to 
I  extent  an  inferior  oourt,  and  it  would  not  be  improper 
?« question  of  prohibition  to  describe  it  as  such,  though 
**  general  purposes  it  ia  certainly  not  so. 


The  book  before  us  will,  we  think,  be  a  useful  '-  handy- 
book  "  for  practitioners  in  the  Mayor's  Court,  and  the  dis- 
-sertation  respecting  The  Xayor  of  London  r.  Cox  will 
interest  some  readers,  and,  not  taking  up  much  space,  may 
easily  be  disregarded  by  the  others. 

The  Law  Magazine  and  Law  Review.    Febmary,  1871. 

London:  Butterwortha. 
The  Law  Magazine  leads  off  this  quarter  with  "  The  game 
laws  iurisprudentially  considered,"  a  paper  read  before  the 
Juridical  Society  by  Mr.  Edward  Webster.  This  sub- 
ject is  interesting  at  the  present  moment  The  author 
objects  to  the  present  laws  as  not  prohibiting  what 
is  wrong,  nor  upon  any  jurisprudential  principle,  com- 
manding what  is  riffht,  but  as  being  simply  laws  of 
terror,  which  any  subject  may,  without  moral  offence, 
and  therefore  without  compouction,  transgresK.  Hisi  con- 
clusion (in  the  process  of  arriving  at  which  he  betrays 
incidentally  his  opinion  that  a  greater  national  calamity 
than  a  minute  division  of  the  sou  could  hardly  happen)  is 
the  following.- — (1)  That  all  ferts  natura,  graminivorous, 
CTanivorous  or  in  confinement,  also  fis^  in  conGnement 
(hares,  rabbits,  park-deer,  pheasants,  partridges,  wood 
pigeons,  larks,  ftc.,  pond  fish,  oysters  in  made  beds),  should, 
wMle  on  or  over  cultivated  land,  be  the  private  property  of 
its  proprietor  ;  that  their  "unlawfhl  pursuit "  should  be  a 
penal  trespass  and  their  "  unlawful  capture  "  a  criminal 
offence.  (2)  That  as  regards  fera  naturte,  carnivorous,  ver- 
mivorons,  or  insectivorous,  and  fish  not  in  confinement 
(eagles,  hawks,  magpies,  jays,  wild  fowl,  woodcocks,  suipe, 
water  fowl,  foxes,  badgers,  fish  in  streams,  &c.),  the  "  nn- 
lawfal  pursuit "  of  these  should  be  protected  by  a  law  of  tres- 
pass, -ind  (3)  that  as  regards  fene  iiaturce  found  on  wild 
lands  (wild  deer,  black  game,  &c.),  and  the  animals  in 
classes  (1)  and  (2J  when  on  wild  land— "the  preservation  of 
these  should  be  secured  by  making  it  a  penal  offence  unlaw- 
fully to  pursue  them,  especially  during  the  breeding  season, 
but  that  they  should  not  be  preserved  under  the  principle  of 
a  trespass,  because  no  capital  has  been  expended  on  the  land 
where  they  are  found."  In  a  paper  on  Early  English  Codes 
the  Mlirror  and  the  Leges  Henrici  I.  are  examined  and  pro- 
nounced (not  for  the  first  time)  to  be  of  much  later  tnaa 
their  nominal  date,  and  the  latter  "  an  inextricable  med- 
ley." A  biezraphical  account  of  the  late  Chief  Baron 
Frederick  Pollock  can  hardly  fail  to  be  interesting.  A  paper 
on  the  Records  of  Counties  is  very  well  worth  reading :  it 
shows  (what  has  often,  though  in  vain,  been  urged  respecting 
parish  registers)  the  lamentable  n^lect  which  is  allowing 
these  invunable  records  to  perish  tor  want  of  proper  care 
and  properly  accessible  repositories.  In  American  Legal 
Kotes,  by  an  American  lawyer,  a  non-authenticated  digest 
is  recommended,  as  against  a  code  or  digest  turned  into  a 
cade  b^  being  clothed  with  legislative  authority,  aud  the  . 
Ifew  Vork  Coie  is  strongly  condemned.  The  number  .ilso ' 
contains,  besides  some  other  articles,  notices  of  Mr.' 
O'Flanagan's  "  Irish  Chanoellors  "  and  the  late  Mr.  Foss' 
"  Biographia  Juridica,"  and  some  other  books. 


COURTS. 

COURT  OP  CHANCERY. 
Master  of  tub  Rolls. 
Feb.  23.— JZ«  Ruth  (2). 

Solicitor  and  client — Default  inpayment  of  balance  due  from 
client,  who  is  a  solicitor— Attachment — Debtors'  Ad,  1869 
(32  Jjr  33  riet.  e.  62),  *.  4. 

Upon  the  taxation  of  the  bill  of  costs  rendered  by  S. 
Barfield,  a  solicitor,  to  O.  R.  Rush,  another  solicitor,  who 
had  employed  Barfield  to  defend  an  action  brought  against 
him,  a  sum  of  £81  was  found  due  from  Rush  to  Bufield, 
and  this  sum  Rush  had  beon  ordered  to  pay,  but  had  failed 
to  do  so. 

T.  C.  Remhaw  now  moved  that  an  attachment  might  issue 
against  Rush,  and  contended  that  it  was  a  case  of  default 
by  a  solicitor  in  payment  of  a  sum  of  money  when  ordered 
to  pay  the  same  in  his  character  of  an  officer  of  the  oourt 
(Debtors'  Act,  1869,  s.  4). 

Hallett,  for  Rush,  submitted  tliat  the  ease  was  the  con- 
verse of  that  contemplated  by  the  Act.  It  was  a  case  of 
default  by  a  client  in  paying  his  attorney's  bill  of  coats,  and 
nothing  more.    Tlie  net  that  the  client  also  happened  to  be 
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a  (olicitor  ought  not  to  Iring  him  within  the  raoritions  of 
the  Act,  which  were  meant  only  to  apply  to  ■olicitors  when 
acting  as  each.  It  wonld  he  a  startling  Interpretation  of 
the  Act  if  the  Court  were  to  hold  that  a  man  who  owed 
money  which  he  could  not  pay,  might  be  arrested  and  im- 

Srisoned,  notwithstanding  the  abolition  of  imprisonment  for 
ebt  in  general,  provided  he  happened  to  he  a  solicitor,  but 
net  otherwise. 

Lord  RoMiLiT,  H.B.,  said  that  the  case  came  within  the 
letter  and  the  spirit  of  the  exception  in  section  4  of  the 
Debtors'  Act  Wjien  a  man  who  was  a  solidter  made  default 
in  payment  of  a  taxed  bill  of  costs  whidt  he  had  been 
ordered  to  pay,  that  amounted,  in  his  Lordship's  opinion,  to 
default  in  payment  of  a  sum  of  money  when  orderBd  to  My 
the  same  in  his  character  of  an  officer  of  the  court.  The 
attachment  might,  therefore,  be  issued. 


COURT  OF  BANKRUPTCY. 

(Before  Mr.  Begistrar  Hciuut,  acting  as  Chief  Jadge.) 

Feb.  16.— In  re  Clarkt. 

Itytinetion. 

This  was  an  application  on  behalf  of  the  debtor,  with 
the  conoorrence  of  the  trustee,  that  Mr.  Baggs,  a  creditor, 
who  had  not  proved  his  debt  under  liquidation  proceedings 
instituted  by  the  debtor,  might  be  restrained  from  continu- 
ineau  action  brought  against  the  debtor. 

The  facts  whi^  gare  rise  to  tiie  application  may  be 
ahortly  stated  thus:— On  the  29th  of  February,  1870,  the 
debtor  filed  the  usual  petition  for  liquidation,  and  on  the 
8th  of  March  the  necessary  majority  of  the  creditors  resolved 
that  his  affairs  should  be  liquidated  by  arrangement  and 
act  in  bankruptcy,  and  Mr.  Kiokerson,  an  accountant,  was 
appointed  trustee.  This  resolution  was  afterwards  registered 
in  the  manner  prescribed  by  tiie  statute  and  the  rules.  At 
the  period  of  Uie  presentation  of  the  petition  Mr.  Baggs 
was  a  creditor  for  £28  18s.  8d.,  but  he  took  no  part  in  the 
liquidation  proceedings,  and  did  not  prove  his  debt.  On 
the  6ih  of  September,  1870,  Baggs  commenced  an  action  in 
•  superior  court  for  the  recovery  of  the  amount  of  his 
daim  :  the  debtot'  pleaded  in  the  action,  and  the  cause  was 
now  ripe  for  trial.  On  the  8th  of  Kovember  last  a 
meeting  was  held  pursuant  to  notice  given  to  such  of 
the  creditors  as  had  proved,  when  a  resolution  was 
passed  for  the  acceptance  of  a  composition  of  two  shillings 
in  the  pound,  payable  by  equal  instalments  at  three 
and  six  months  date  (seonred  by  promissory  notes 
of  the  debtor  and  surety),  and  for  the  disoharge  of  tiie 
debtor,  but  no  provision  was  made  for  the  distribution 
of  the  proceeds  already  realised  or  to  be  realised  of  the 
debtor's  estate.  To  this  new  arrangement  the  sanction  of 
the  Court  was  not  obtained,  and  it  did  not  appear  that  any 
notice  of  the  proposed  meeting  had  been  published  in  the 
XonJcn  Gautte. 

Retd,  in  support  of  the  application.— 6v  the  terms  of  the 
S89th  rule  every  creditor  under  a  liquidation  was  absolntcly 
restrained  after  registration  of  the  resolution  from  com- 
mencing or  continnine  any  action  against  the  debtor  ;  so 
that  the  proceedings  of  the  creditor  in  this  case  amounted 
practically  to  a  contempt  of  court.  Under  the  28th  section 
It  was  competent  to  the  trustee,  wit^  the  sanction  of 
creditors,  to  accept  any  composition  which  the  debtor 
might  offer,  and  nothing  more  had  been  done  here. 
_  Bnufk,  for  the  creditor,  submitted  that  the  proceed- 
ings under  this  liquidation  were  irregular.  In  pursuance 
of  the  terms  of  the  resolution  of  Harcn  8  the  creditor  was 
entitied  to  his  share  of  the  fhnd  realised  by  the  trustee, 
and  he  could  not  be  bound  by  a  subsequent  resolution  to 
which  he  was  no  party  for  the  acceptance  of  a  composition 
payable  at  future  dates.  He  suggested  that  the  28th  sec- 
tion applied  to  the  case  of  a  bankruptcy  and  not  to  liqui- 
dation proceedings,  for  at  the  first  meeting  the  creditors 
resolved  not  to  accept  a  composition,  but  to  take  the 
debtor's  estate  into  tneir  own  nands,  and  realise  it  oat  of 
bankruptcy. 

Mr.  Registrar  Mukrat,  after  stating  the  &cts,  said  that 
the  tprms  of  the  resolution  gave  rise  to  great  difficulty.  The 
tmstre  loight  at  any  moment  have  applied  for  the  confirma- 
tion of  the  resolution,  but  he  had  not  done  so.  Doubtless, 
it  was  the  intention  ot  the  creditors  to  substitute  a  composi- 
tion for  a  liquidation  by  arrangement,  but  the  resolution 
did  not  provide  for  the  distribution  of  the  available  funds 


in  hand;  and  f^m  an  examination  of  the  pspen  it  tinted 
that  a  ciuise  originally  inserted  upon  that  sabject  ud  bteo 
struck  out ;  and  the  creditors  wno  had  not  proved  win 
without  notice  of  the  proceedings.  Dealin{j  with  the  rig^ 
of  the  Mrtiee,  the  Court  was  of  opinion  that  the 
justice  of  the  case  would  be  met  by  orderinic  the  trustee  to 
divide  the  realised  estate,  if  any,  of  the  debtor  ntesU; 
among  the  creditor*,  the  debtor  undertaking  to  psy  tu 
composition  in  addition.  Upon  that  being  done,  i  pe- 
petiul  iiganctiam  would  be  granted. 

Solicitor  for  the  debtor,  /.  P*rri/. 

Solicitor  for  the  creditor,  Jfl»i/  B.  Sriant. 

(Befinre  Mr.  Registrar  Pbpts,  acting  as  Chief  lodge.) 
Feb.  17.— Si  Soumrd. 
Jt^junetim. 

Mr.  Biddies,  aolieitor,  for  the  debtor,  moved  for  the  oul 
order  restraining  an  action  bron^t  by  an  indindmlen- 
ditor. 

Bagltv,  for  the  creditor. — The  affidavit  filed  in  snppoitei 
the  a[q;>Ucation  suppresses  the  fact  that  the  debtor  it  n«d  in 
the  capacity  of  executor  to  her  late  husband  ;  the  vbole 
foundation  of  the  application  therefore  fiuls,  became  fiie 
creditor  will  not  be  entitled,  when  he  has  obtained  jodgmest, 
to  take  the  debtor's  own  goods,  but  only  the  effects  of  'it 
testator  whom  she  represents. 

Mr.  Biddies  submitted  that  he  vras  entitled  to  an  iind«- 
taking  by  the  creditor  not  to  interfere  with  the  debtoi'i  {R- 
perty. 

Baglty, — ^That  is  unneceesary ;  if  the  sheriff  sdtes  disttek 
whidi  he  is  not  entitied  to  seise,  yon  have  yoar  remidy  V; 
action. 

Mr.  Bsgiatiar  Parva  said  the  anplieation  was  elesrlj 
nnnecessary,  and  it  must  be  dismissed  with  costs.  Astotb 
undertaUng,  there  did  not  appear  to  be  any  necessity  for  it 

ApfticatUm  rrfuttd  with  cott*. 

Soueitor  for  the  creditor,  WtlUorut. 

(Before  the  Hon.  W.  C.  Spbino  Riob,  acting  as  Chief 

Judge.) 

Feb  18.— Jte  SultU. 

Ittgutntion  of  rttolutiim—Timt. 

Baglif,  on  behalf  of  the  debtor,  moved  for  leave  to  regiitB 
the  resolution  passed  bv  creditors  sssetabled  at  a  first  meet- 
ing, notwithstanding  uiat  the  throe  days  limited  for  that 
purpose  had  expired. 

It  i^peaied  that  on  the  11th  inst  a  meeting  of  erediton  wu 
held  under  this  petition  fbr  liqaidation,iriien  a  chairmen  wu 
appointed,  and  the  creditors  unanimously  resolved  to  aeaept  t 
composition  of  twelve  shillings  in  the  pound,  payable  by  ii- 
stalnunis  at  three,  six,  ana  nine  montiis'  date,  upon  the 
amount  of  their  respeetivo  debts.  Diffi<-ulties  arose,  bow- 
ever,  as  to  the  mode  in  which  this  composition  shotdd  1>t 
carried  out,  inasmuch  as  the  debtor  was  possessed  of  s  le>n 
of  some  premises  in  Oraoechurch-straet  burdened  with 
onerous  oovenants  which  he  desired  to  disclaim,  and  that  his 
solicitor  advised  could  only  be  done  b^  bankruptcy  or  t 
liquidation  by  arrangement.  The  meeting,  it  seraied,  wu 
adverse  to  either  bankruptcy  or  liquidation  unless  absolstel; 
necessary ;  and  it  was  suggested  that  the  debtor's  soUcitot 
should  negotiate  vrith  the  landlord  of  the  premises  with  » 
view  to  ue  lease  being  cancelled,  and  thus  enable  the 
creditors  to  accept  a  composition.  Negotiations  had  nsce 
taken  place  and  the  landlord  had  agreed  to  an  ams^ 
ment  for  cancelling  the  lease. 

Bagky. — By  the  28Snd  rule  a  resolution  fbr  compoBtioii 
most  be  filed  within  three  days,  and  ttie  second  meetisf 
must  be  held  at  an  interval  of  not  lees  than  seren  nor  mon 
than  fourteen  days  after  the  first  meeting;  but  as  sU  ti>c 
creditors  hers  are  onaniaons,  it  is  submitted  that  no  in- 
justice  osB  arise  by  registration,  especially  having  regard  to 
the  £set  that  notice  of  the  adjourned  meeting  wul  be  given 
to  every  creditor  who  vras  not  present  at  the  flnt  mewcg. 

Mr.  Begistrar  Spkhto  Bicb.— I  think  the  Court  can 
hardly  consider  the  first  meeting  to  bo  completed  until  the 
oondnsion  of  the  negotiations  with  the  landlord.  An  order 
may  be  made  fisr  registration  within  three  dan  from  the 
actual  completion  of  the  meeting,  which  will  bo  snffidect 
for  the  applicant's  purpose.  It  will  also  b«  necessary  to 
make  an  order  to  hold  a  second  meeting  on  a  precise  day- 

AMlietiion  granttd. 

Solicitors,  BarrUoiu. 
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COUNTY  COURTS. 
Uanchb«tbb. 
(Befon  J.  A  Bvuell,  Eiq.,  Q.C.,  Jndge.) 
He  Pitting. 
CoOt  oftnulee  in  tat^ruptcy. 
Iha  cue  of  (hia  bankrupt,  formerly  in  bnuneai  in  M«n- 
dMsta  ud  Warnneton  as  a  leather  factor  and  merchant, 
cme  behre  the  jad^e  this  week,  npon  the  report  of  Mr . 
Eegiitrar  Fardell,  made  in  ponoance  of  an  order  of  the 
coort  dated  30th  September,   1870.    The  queition  for  deoi- 
son  now  was  aa  to  the  tiriatee'a  aathority  to  make  certain 
4:li>rgea  for  hia  own  trouble  and  loaa  of  time. 
Hr.  StONT  and  Mr.  Grundy  for  the  creditors. 
lb.  OmHoa  for  the  trustee  (Mr.  £.  Smith,  aecoontant). 
Ui.  Bnaxu,  ruled  that  the  trustee  had  no  power  to  make 
the  thaigea  in  question,  although  he  might,  lud  he  chosen, 
lure  employed  others  aa  accountants  on  behalf  of  the  trost 
state  and  paid  thsm.       The  trustee's    claim,   therefore, 
■momtiiig to  £a92  6s.  7d.  would  be  disallowed;  and  the 
sbm  lot  aarnees  of  bis  clerks  would  likewise  he  disallowed. 
Ur.  Stonr  submitted  that  as  the  trustee  had  retained  in 
lit  handa  a  lom  of  £49S  16a.  to  cover  tiie  oharges  of  hia 
ins,  he  waa  liable  under  the  175th  aection  of  ttie  Bank- 
vfiej  Act  to  pay  inteieat  thereon. 
lit.  ChorUan  aaid  the  trustee's  conduct  in  this  matter  had 

Xr.  BcaaiLi,  howoTer,  said  there  waa  no  justification  for 
jantaioing  Us  own  ohiugea  out  of  the  estate  until  those 
iagtt  lud  been  allowed.  As  he  was  not  entitled  to  any 
haigea,  he  must  par  interest  at  the  rate  of  five  per  cent,  per 
ism.  The  qoastion  of  costs  in  the  present  hearing  was 
wrrcd. 


HxSBrOBD. 

(Before  J.  W.  Smith,  Esq..  Jndg».) 
lU  J.  W.  Collitu. 
Jet  ofSankmptey  -Pitition  for  liqmiation. 
Hi.  Qoiold  aaked  that  Mr.  J.  W.  Collins,  against  whom 
afititiuifcr  liquidation  had  been  filed  yesterday  fortnight, 
■V^taew  be  aajodioated  bankrupt.    Everything  had  been 
!<B<ii>d>spresanb«d  form  and  manner.    In  reply  to  the 
''"^  Mr.  QaiTold  aaid  Uie  act  of  bankruptcy  relied  on 
« the  liquidation  petition,  which  contained  the  prescribed 
idintion  of  inaolTsnoy. 

at.  J.  W.  Smitb  aaad,  as  he  understood  it,  it  waa  a  moot 
■at  nth  some  of  his  learned  brethren  as  to  whether  a 
^m  tot  liquidation  did  amount  to  a  deduration  of  in- 
"^iCf.  He  waa  not  aware  of  any  case  that  had  bean 
aded  by  the  ohief  judge  on  the  point. 
Kr.  Ganoid  cooid  not  see  how  any  difficulty  could 
■p ;  it  waa  done  over  and  over  again  in  the  London  oonrta. 
ar.  J.  W.  SicrTH. — A  petition  for  liquidation  is  one 
■g,  while  a  declaration  of  inaolvenoy  is  another  thing, 
1  that  thing  must  be  in  the  "prescribed  form."  This 
D>  to  as  to  be  a  proceeding  of  this  nature.  A  man  pre- 
ta  a  petition  for  liquidation.  Then,  becaose  he  has  done 
i,  aome  other  creditor  chooses  to  a^udioate  him  a  baok- 
i  apon  the  footing  of  that  petition  for  liqnidation.  The 
Ktoftiie  liqnidation  ia  one  thing,  the  object  of  the  de- 
aii<m  ia  ancther;  and  there  are  certain  proceedings  by 
eh  yon  may  change  from  liquidation  to  bankruptcy, 
they  are  specified  b^  the  Act  and  rules.  I  am  not 
K  M  taj  deciaion  wluch  shows  that  it  is  competent  for 
creditor  the  moment  the  debtor  has  presented  a  petition 
SqudatioD,  without  any  special  grounds  whatever,  to 
a  him  a  bankrupt.  If,  Mr.  Garrold,  you  can  produce 
my  deciaiom  of  ttie  ohief  judge  to  that  etbet,  I  shall  be 
t  Rady  to  bow  to  it,  of  oonrse,  but  I  want  some  aa- 

t.  Garrold  (Mid  the  point  had  been  decided  in  the  case 
i/oiua.* 

'•  J.  W.  Smith. — Bxactly ;  and,  as  reported  in  the  Wetkfy 
>i  it  iajoat  as  I  supposed.  It  is  a  proeeeding  under  the 
I  Hctioa,  but  there  were  special  grounds  tw  "tMigiig 
nkraptey,  and  tiie  chief  jiulgs  remarks  that  it  is  con- 
id  by  the  very  words  of  Oat  rule.  The  WteUy  Nolu, 
!Tcr,  were  published,  not  as  an  authority,  but  as  a 
M  of  pjtag  information  to  the  profession.  But  taking 
*te  £t  Jmes,  aa  there  reported,  for  what  it  was  worth, 
B  qtite  understand  there  being  a  proceeding  under 
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the  section  for  changing  &om  liquidation  to  bankruptcy ; 
but,  in  the  absence  of  some  authority,  I  cannot  very  well 
understand  how  it  could  be  the  intention  of  the  LqfUuatnre 
that  procaedioga  for  liquidation  should  be  at  once  dropped 
and  defeated  by  any  creditor  making  a  proceeding  which 
waa  intended  to  be  a  proceeding  for  liquidation  the  basis 
of  a  proceeding  of  a  totally  difiiarent  nature — ^viz.,  a  proceed* 
ing  in  bankruptcy. 

Mr.  Garrold  strongly  contended  (that  Ithe  petition  for 
liquidation  was  an  act  of  bankmptqr ;  bat,  aa  his  Honour 
appeared  to  have  a  doubt,  he  sud  he  would  produce  the 
debtor's  consent  to  an  abjudication.  Moreover,  in  this  case 
the  meeting  under  the  hquidation  had  been  held,  and  the 
creditors  had  refused  to  liquidate. 

Mr.  J.  W.  SMira  aaid  that  under  those  cironmstancea  h» 
abould  order  the  a^udioation. 

Jan.  27.— Jb  FriteHard. 

Juritdietion  to  annul  regiitration  of  liquidation— Remlntion* 

— Mittake, 

This  was  a  special  application  to  the  Court  to  annul  the 
registration  of  certain  resolutions  for  liqnidation  by 
arrangement  of  the  affairs  of  this  debtor. 

Mr.  J.  W.  SxrrH  wished  it  shown,  first,  that  he  had  the 
power  to  annul  the  registration  of  the  reaolntion  ;  and, 
next,  that  if  he  had  the  power,  it  was  necessary  and  proper 
that  he  should  do  so. 

Mr.  J.  O.  Jsmee,  in  support  of  the  application,  stated  the 
facts. — ^It  appeared  that  a  meeting  of  Mr.  FritcfaMrd's  credi- 
tors was  held  at  the  offices  of  Mr.  Oarrold,  the  aolioitor 
acting  for  Mr.  Pritohard,  on  the  6th  of  January  hut,  at 
which  certain  proceedings  took  place,  and  certain  apecia 
resolutions  were  or  were  said  to  be  passed.  ■  Mr.  Couison, 
a  London  accountant,  attended  for  some  London  creditors,' 
wi^  proo£i  and  proxies  authorising  him  to  aet  for  the 
parties  proving.    But  Mr.  Garrold  suggested,  upon  a  bvnA 
fide,  though,  as  it  afterwards  proved,  errcmeous  reading  of 
the  Stamp  Act,  that  these  proxies  were  inadmiaaible  for: 
want  of  a  stamp,  and  that  Mr.  CoUiaon  might  incur  a. 
penalty  by  uaing  them.    The  reault  waa  that  Mr.  Colliaon 
did  not  vote  npon  the  resolutions  then  submitted  to  the 
meeting.    Those  resolutions  were  passed   by    the    other 
cieditors  present  or  represented,  and  were  subsequently 
r^fistered.    He  now  contends  that  such  registration  ought 
not  to  have  taken  place,  that  the  resolutions  were  im- 
properly  passed,  that  Mr.  Colliaon  ought  to  have  voted  on 
bebalf  of  the  creditors  whom  he  represented ;  and  he  asked 
his  Honour  to  anntil  the  registration  of  the  resolution. 
Aa  to  the  jurisdiction  of  the  Court  to  annul  the  registration^ 
he  cited  paragraph  4  of  aection  12fi  of  the  Act,  and  rale 
295.    The  registration  was  not  an  act  done  by  the  Court, 
but  the  onus  of    it  waa  upon  the  registrar  personally. 
The  Court  could  rescind  it  under  section  71.    The  case  ot  S» 
Sidtj/,  which  was  before  the  Chief  Judge  on  Jan.  9,  ahowed 
that  it  waa  not  necessary,  under  rule  29,  that  the  applicution 
should  be  to  the  Chief  Judge.  That  was  an  appeal  from  the 
order  of  the  registrar  of  the  County  Court  of  Middlesex  hol- 
den  at  Brentford.   The  appellant  Sidey  had  filed  a  petition 
in  August,  1870,  for  liquidation  by  arrangement,  and  in 
November  a  resolution  which  purported  to  have  been  passed 
at  a  second  meeting  of  creditors,  and  to  be  a  confirmation  of 
a  resolution  passed  at  the  first  meeting,  to  accept  a  certain 
composition,  waa  presented  for  registrwon.     The  registrar 
refused  to  register  it  on  the  ground  of  certain  irregularities. 
It  was  contended  by  counsel  fbr  certain  creditors  that  there 
was  no  appeal  to  the  chief  judge,  the  appeal  applying  by 
section  71  only  to  orders  made  by  the  judge  of  the  coun^ 
court  or  by  the  registrar  sitting  as  such  judge  under  delega- 
tion.   By  section  67,  and  by  general  rme  3,  a  judge  might 
delegate  certain  power  "  vested  in  him"  to  tne  registrar; 
but  the  duties  of  eramining  and  registering  such  resolutions 
aa  in  this  case  devolved,  by  sections  126  ami  295,  upon  the 
registrar,  and  as  audi  only  could  he  exercise  them ;  and  the 
application,  therefore,  ahould  have  been  made  to  the  judge 
of  the  oounty  oonit,  under  the  power  given  bj^  aection  71  to 
every  court  to  review  ita  own  orders.    The  chief  judge  held 
the  objection  to  be  valid,  and  diamiased  the  appeal.    This,, 
however,  waa  not  an  appeal.     Substantially  he  was  in  the 
pomtion  of  a  creditor  heard  before  the  registrar.    Beferring 
to  section  127  of  the  Act,  which  says  that    "the  regis- 
tration   of  the    special     resolution    shall   be  conclusive 
evidence,  in  the  absence  of  firaud,  that  all  the  requirements 
of  the  Act  have  been  complied  with,"  merely  meant  that  it 
was  only  conclusive  so  long  aa  the  registration  remainsd  in. 
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force,  and  not  that  there  was  no  power  to  annul,  though  he 
did  not  lor  a  moment  suggest  fraud  in  the  present  caie. 

Mr.  J.  W.  Smith  said  the  words,  "  the  registration  of  a 
special  resolution  shall,  in  the  absence  of  fraud,  be  con- 
clusiTe,"  led  him  very  strongly  to  think  that  he  had 
not  the  power  to  do  what  was  asked,  Mr.  James's  aigoment 
was  this  :  that,  so  long  as  the  registration  lasted,  it  was 
conclusive  of  anterior  proceedings,  but  that  it  was  com- 
petent for  any  person  to  upset  the  registration  on  the 
ground  that  the  resolutions  were  not  duly  passed,  and  that 
the  requisitions  of  the  Act  were  not  complied  with, 
and  yet  it  was  conclusive  evidence  that  they  were  dolr 
passed.  If  he  could  annul  on  the  ground  suggested, 
the  Court  would  be  continually  occupied  in  such  qnes- 
lions  as  whether  the  resolutions  were  dal^  passed  or 
the  requisitions  of  the  Act  complied  with.  Section  7  seemed 
to  intend  that  all  possibility  of  that  being  the  ease  should  be 
settled  by  the  registrar's  registration  of  the  resolntion. 
That  view  was  supported  by  ex  parte  TooUrj  rt  RtutcU,  L.  R. 
5  Ch.  722,  18  W.  R.  1113. 

The  RzoisTRAR  explained  that  he  was  not  present  at  the 
meeting  of  creditors,  nor  had  he  had  anything  to  do  with  it, 
that  meeting  being  held  at  the  offices  of  Mr.  GSarrold. 

Mr.  Garrold. — Mr.  Colhson  ought  to  have  done  was 
quite  clear.  As  soon  as  he  found  that  he  coald  take 
no  part  in  the  proceedings,  or  himself  resolred  to  take 
no  part  in  <iiem,  it  was  open  to  him  to  go  to  the  registrar, 
or  to  write  to  him  giving  notice  of  his  objection,  and  then 
he  would  have  put  himself  in  a  position  to  haTe  raslly 
opposed  the  registration  of  the  resolutions.  As  he  did  not 
do  that,  but  allowed  the  time  to  go  by,  the  registrar's  office 
became  simply  ministerial.  There  were  the  resolutions, 
duly  signed  by  the  chairman,  and  by  the  other  creditors 
attending  the  jneeting  and  voting  ;  no  notice  was  given  him 
that  anybody  intended  to  oppose  the  registration,  and  the 
registrar,  under  these  circuojstances,  was  absolntely  boond 
to  register  the  resolutions  there  and  then- 
Mr.  J.  W.  Smith.— It  comes  to  this,  that  a  person  not  a 
solicitor,  but  an  accountant,  is  seared — and  unreasonably 
scared — by  a  solicitor  remarking  that,  by  persererinp,  he 
may  incur  a  penalty  of  :C50  ;  and,  labouring  under  a  mistake 
created  by  Mr.  Oarrold's  remark,  he  does  not  TOte.  Well, 
I  am  asked  to  remedy  the  ignorance — however  excusable 
his  ignorance  may  be — I  am  asked  to  remedy  the  ignorance 
of  a  non-professional  person.  Does  the  Court  nsaaUy  sit  to 
remedy  the  ignorance  of  those  who  have  to  conduct  the 
affairs  of  others  ?  That  is  what,  it  appeals  to  me,  I  am 
asked  to  do. 

Mr.  James. — It  is  a  matter  entirely  within  your  Honour's 
discretion,  and  it  is  to  your  discretion  that  I  appeaL 

Mr.  J.  W.  Smith  would  say  at  once  that  he  was  of  opinion 
that  he  had  no  power  under  the  present  Act  and  rules  to 
annul  this  liquidation.  If,  however,  he  had,  it  was  a  matter 
•f  discretion  upon  the  merits,  and,  therefore,  he  would  hear 
!Mr.  James  upon  the  merits.  As  far  as  he  saw  at  present 
there  appeared  to  be  no  grievance  or  wrong  done  to  anyone. 
If  Mr.  James  would  point  out  to  him  that,  although  he  had 
not  the  power  under  the  Act  and  rule,  he  had  the  discretion 
by  virtue  of  his  office  to  annul  the  liquidation,  he  would  be 
glad  to  hear  him. 

Mr.  James  said  it  was  a  grievance  and  a  wrong  to  the 
principal  of  the  creditors  that  a  discharge  should  be  given 
before  proper  investigation  had  taken  place.  There  were 
grave  reasons  why  there  should  have  been  close  inquiry. 
Part  was  taken  in  the  proceedings  at  the  creditors'  meeting  by 
the  representative  of  the  large  sum  of  £500,  though  that 
particular  debt  had  never  been  mentioned  by  the  debtor  in 
the  statement  which  he  had  filed.  The  statement  as  filed 
represented  a  state  of  things  which  was  wholly  inconsistent 
with  the  information  furnished  by  the  debtor  to  some  of  his 
London  creditors  a  short  time  before  ;  and  yet  it  was  urged 
that  his  (Mr.  James's)  clients  were  to  be  bound  by  the  pro- 
ceedings of  other  creditors  at  a  meeting  in  which  they  not 
only  took  no  part  themselves,  but  at  wUch  they  were  in  a 
certain  sense  prevented  taking  any  part.  For  what  were 
the  facts  ?  The  liabilities  weresomething  over  X2,000;  of  that 
sum  the  amount  represented  at  the  meeting  was  only  £1 ,021 , 
while  the  parties  actually  present  were  Mr.  Garrold,  the 
debtor's  ownsolicitor,  who  was  set  down  as  acreditorfor  iS27 ; 
a  Mr.  Pritchard,  a  near  relative  of  the  debtor,  a  creditor  for 
£31 S  ;'  the  sisters  of  the  debtor's  wife,  creditors  for  £41, 
and  the  trustee  under  his  wife's  marriage  settlement  for 
£496.  The  amount,  therefore,  independently  represented 
was  some  £137  only.     Not  a  single  other  creditor  was  at 


that  meeting  excepting  by  their  proxy  ;  so  tlattk 
charge  of  the  banlmipt  was  arrived  at  \-irtually  bjlif 
of  end  itors  who  represented  only  X137,  the  other  cm 
present  being  near  relatives  of  the  bankrupt ;  >M  m. 
representative  of  the  creditors — Mr.  Collison— wko  ws) 
out  from  taking  part  in  the  proceedings. 
_  Mr.  J.  W.  SiUTK  ultimately  said.— I  refuse  'ia  \\ 
tion,  and  I  do  so  on  the  ground  that  I  doubt  vkethei] 
the  power  under  the  Act  and  rules,  and  that,  if  I  hi 
power  aliimit,  I  doubt  whether  I  ought  to  exerdi^  i: 
the  same  time  I  think  under  the  circumstances  thers  i 
not  be  any  costs. 


B0DMU<, 

(Before  C.  D.  Bevax,  Esq.,  Judge.) 
Eeb.  n.—Rowe  v.  Siwt. 

Where  a  decree  ma  for  dissolution  of  marriage  iipn 
ani  aflenvarde  betomtt  ebsoluu,  the  cessation  of  tk  t 
relate*  iadt  to  th*  date  of  the  decree  nisi.  Prole ;. 
16  W.  R.  446,  X.  R.  3  Ch.  225,  followed. 

This  was  a  case  of  replevin  for  goods  of  the 
distrained  by  the  defendant  under  a  deed  of  sepanti 
in  January,  1868,  between  Joseph  Bunt  and  tte  it 
Emma  Bunt,  his  then  wife,  which  provided  for  tbe ; 
of  an  annuity  of  £120,  "  so  lonj^  as  Emma  Bunt  iii( 
tinue  the  wife  of  Joseph  Bunt,  with  power  of  dist 
the  plaintiff  Rowe's  farm.  In  1869  Joseph  Bunt  { 
the  Divorce  Court  for  a  dissolution  of  his  marni( 
ground  of  his  wife's  adultery,  and  a  decree  iiiii ' 
nounced  in  March,  and  made  absolute  in  Noveml 
annui^  was  paid  up  to  July,  and  the  question  va- 
the  defendant's  title  to  the  annuity  ceased  when  ti 
nisi  was  pronounced,  or  continued  until  the  decree 
absolnte. 

Mr.  J.  R.  Collins,  for  the  plaintiff,  argued  tha 
Bont  ceased  to  be  the  wife  of  Joseph  Bunt  when  i 
niti  was  pronounced,  acd  therefore  her  title  to  th< 
ceased  at  the  same  time.  He  cited  W^clli  v.  1 
Sudtott,  33  L.  J.  Hat.  131,  and  Frole  v.  Soadi/,  J 
445,  L.  R.  3  Ch.  220. 

Mr.  Bevak,  after  taking  time  to  consider,  held  tl 
coverture  must  be  taken  to  have  ceased  as  from  t! 
the  decree  niti,  the  plaintiff  in  replevin  was  enl 
Tcrdict,  with  costs. 


APPOINTMENTS. 


Mr.  Jakes  Flehdio,  Q.C,  has  been  appointed 
Chancellor  for  the  County  Palatine  of  Durham, 
sion  to  the  late  Christopher  Temple,  Q.C.    The 
tached  to  the  office  is  £100  per   annum,  the  dc 
almost  nominaL 

Mr.  Edwabs  W.  31alkin'  Hanse,  barrister- &t-l 
Middle  Temple,  has  been  elected  Secretary  to  the 
School  Board,  the  salary  of  which  office  has  bee 
£400  per  annum. 

Mr.  Joseph  Willis  Swinbvrxe,  solicitor,  f 
Clerk  of  Gkiteshead,  in  the  county  of  Durban 
nominated  Clmrk  to  the  School  Board  of  that  bore 
Swinbnme  was  certificated  in  1848. 

Mr.  Robert  EboBR,  solicitor,  has  been  elect* 
the  Hartlepool  School  Board.    Mr.  Edger  w.ii 
in  1862,  and  was  formerly  a  partner  in  the  firm 
ton  and  Edger,  solicitors,  of  Bridgend,  Glamorg! 

Mr.  Oeoboe  Ckbistopher  Bouebts,  solicitor 
upon-Hull,  hss  been  appointed  Town  Clerk  of  thi 
and  Clerk  to  the  Court  of  Venire,  in  succession 
Mr.  Robert  Wells.  Mr.  Roberts  was  admittiJ  it 
was  elected  a  member  of  the  Town  Council  of  E 
since  whi(^  time  he  was  raised  to  the  dignity  of  ai 
and  served  s*  mayor  of  Hull  in  1867.  He  r 
aldemanic  gown  previous  to  his  election  as  towi 

Mr.  Edwabb  Lbabbittes,  solicitor,  of  Xe 
Tyne,  has  been  appointed  by  the  High  Sheriil 
umberland  (J.  Ot.  F.  Hope  Wallace,  Esq.),  to  be 
sheriff  daring  his  term  of  office. 

Mr.  Tkoxas  WHixroED,  solicitor,  of  St.  Col' 
wall  ^rm  Whitford  &  Sons),  has  been  appoin 
sheriif  of  Cornwall  for  the  current  year,  succeet 
H.  Cock,  of  Truro,  who  served  the  office  last 
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BtDiy  mitfoid,  of  the  same  firm,  has  heen  appointed 
amty  Ctek  for  the  Uke  torm. 

Umm.  BiM  &  jENinHos,  lolioitora,  of  Borton-on-Trent, 
bre  bten  (j^omted  by  the  High  Sheriff  of  Staffordshire 
fChiriet  W.  I^OB,  Eaq.)  to  be  Undenheriffii  of  that  conntv 
ki  the jneMnt  year.  Mr.  R.  W.  Hand,  aolioitor,  ancl 
Town  Clerk  of  Stafford,  will  continue  to  be  the  acting 
tJadendMiif^  ai  he  has  been  for  leveral  years  past. 

Ui.  Isaac  Bnoa  Ooaks,  solicitor,  Norwich  (firm,  Coaks 
t  iiicUiui),  has  been  appointed  by  the  High  Sheriff  of 
Sotftlk  to  be  Undenhenff  for  the  county  during  his  year 
of  office.  Ilr.  Ooaks  was  admitted  in  1864,  and  holds  the 
tMa  of  Hagistiates*  Clerk  for  the  Blofl^ld  and  Walsham 
dinsion. 


GBVE2AL  C0SEB8P0HSENCE. 

3ilABKiiD  Woiuk'i  Pbofibtt  Act,  1870  (33  &  34 
Vict.  c.  93). 

Sir,— Section  7  of  the  abore  enacts  that  when  a  woman 
autied  after  the  passing  of  the  Act  becomes  entitled,  as 
axt  of  kin  to  an  intestate,  to  any  personal  property,  or  to 
BT  nm  of  money  not  exceeding  ^£200  under  any  deed  or 
liD,  nuh  property  shall,  subject  to  the  trusts  of  any  settle- 
lent  iSiNtiog  the  same,  belong  to  her  for  her  separate  use. 

Hiodj^  oontoary  to  the  sense  of  the  marginal  note  to  the 
Ktios,  the  strut  oonstmetion  of  the  sentence  appears  to  be 
iat  die  may  posssoi  for  hor  separate  use  personal  property 
tD  iriiioh  she  is  entitled  aa  next  of  kin)  of  any  value — say 
(udiolds  worth  £10,000— tmt  the  bequest  or  gift  to  her  of 
tkgsey  of  £10,000  iroold  only  give  her  a  right  to  £200  of 
^  amount,  the  remainder,  unless  the  money  be  actually 
sltlid  ^nn  her,  going  to  her  husbuid. 

Ii  Uiii  tile  intention  the  Legislatim  meant  to  convey  ? 
Iivi,whitiat  Vbnu. 

Uu  Blatter  of  bust  the  intention  of  the  Logislatnre  seems 
to  We  been,  that  if  a  donor  meant  to  give  to  separate  use 
bvodiny  so ;  and  if  he  did  not  say  so,  the  Legislature 
"I^Mt  to  interfere.  The  interpretation  of  the  section 
••toH  that  a  bare  legacy  of  £10,800  is  unaffected  by 
%tMjoei  to  the  hxuband,  subject  to  the  wife's  ordinary 
"•5«%to  a  settiomenf '— Ed.  8.  J.] 


PABUAMEHT  AUD  LEGISLATION. 

HOUSE  OF  LORDS. 
ttiAlt—BaxkngtUgLttip  in  Inland. — In  reply  to  the 
jyS'M  of  danrieaxde.  Lord  Snfferin  said  the  Government 
■■Med,  in  the  comae  of  the  session,  to  inliodnce  a  bill 
gwilrting  the  law  of  imprisonment  for  debt  to  the 
■%U>  lyiitem,  and  amending  tiie  Irish  bankruptcy  law. 

Feb.  20.—Se$uJScet  Ruignation  SUl. — The  Bishop  of  Win- 
Mrter  proposad  the  second  reading  of  this  bill.  Its  object 
•d  aadimery  were  very  simple,  and  their  lorships  last 
<nion  pasMd  a  meaanre  almost  identical  with  it.  The 
vJMt  in  view  was  to  enable  clergymen  incapacitated  by  age 
r  bodily^  infirmity  for  the  due  discharge  of  tiieir  duties  to 
Itbe,  with  the  consent  of  the  parties  concemed,  on  a  mode- 
lie  pennon,  chargeable  on  the  revenues  of  the  benefice. — 
xtd  BoDilly  criticiBed  tbe  provisions  of  the  bilL 
b°^y  attached  to  the  Ohnrch,  he  saw  that  the  two  first 
ywtB  of  its  popularity — ^the  independence  of  the  parish 
mgj,  and  the  lay  element — would  be  seriously  prqadiced. 
u  opposed  the  second  reading. — The  Hiumiis  of  Salisbury 
Wotted  the  bill,  aa  extending  to  parish  clergy  the  excel- 
Pprinc^le  of  snperannuation.  The  bill  was  not  perfect, 
>i  the  rights  of  patrons  were  not  sufficientiy  proteoted, 
p^  genual  principle  was  wise  and  necessary,  and  an 
Wpensahle  sequel  to  the  reform  applied  by  Parliament  to 
|y  the  dvg  and  eodeaiastical  servica.— The  Earl  of 
CST''y  ■upported  the  bill,  bat  feared  that  its  application 
Mudbe  liauted  to  the  riehar  liviagB.  The  rights  of  the 
MWMg^  to  be  protected,  and  he  should  preier  a  church- 
Wa  en  the  aontkoiaaion  to  a  magistrate  named  by  the 
■wp.— Locd  Oaima,  while  adhering  to  some  of  the  objec- 
« taken  by  him  to  tlte  fcnm  of  the  bill  last  seanon,  was 
■Jdto  ssy  that  his  two  principal obieotions  would  be 
■^aUy  modified,  if  not  removed,  by  the  amendments  to 
g*  tte  bidiop  was  willing  to  agree.  One  of  them  re- 
■•*  to  the  tights  of  tbe  pafrons,  and  another  to  the  terms 
■  nuji  niigiiation  was  to  be  permitted.     These  points 


inight  be  considered  in  committee.  At  present,  the  resigna> 
tion  of  a  benefice  in  consideration  of  a  i^oney  payment  was 
punishable  as  simony.  The  bill  proposed  that  the  penalties 
of  simony  should  not  be  applicable  to  arrangements  made 
under  it :  but,  unless  care  was  taken,  this  would  open  the 
door  to  the  most  corrupt  kind  of  jobbery  which  could  be 
imagined  as  rmarded  t»£So  in  livings.  There  was  a  pro- 
vision in  the  bul  enacting  that,  in  case  the  clergyman,  after 
availing  himself  of  tiie  benefit  ot  the  Act,  engaged  in  any 
ecdeaiaatical  duty,  the  bishop  of  the  diocese  he  had  quitted 
and  the  bishop  of  the  dioceso  to  which  he  went  might  settle 
between  themselves  how  &r  his  retiring  income  might  be 
reduced.  But  if  the  clergynumsnbsequently  wrote  heretical 
works^  or  preached  doctrines  which  were  not  orthodox,  he 
mi^t  go  to  places  where  there  was  no  diocese,  and  accept, 
for  instance,  the  charge  of  a  congrE^^on  on  tiie  coast  of 
Italy,  and  draw  not  only  his  Italian  salary,  but  also  a 
third  of  the  income  of  his  former  benefice. — Earl  Stanhope 
supported  the  bilL  The  objections  were  objections  which 
oould  easily  be  dealt  with  in  committee. — The  amendment 
wss  then  negatived  without  a  division,  and  the  bill  read  a 
second  time. 

Feb.  21. — ^Tbe  SceUaiattical  Dtlapidatiom  Bill  was  read  a 
second  time.  Lord  Eomilly  observing  that  if  the  House  of 
Commons  guarded  their  privileges  by  striking  out  the  money 
clauses  the  very  essence  of  the  bill  would  disappear. 

The  Jttriu  let  (1870)  Ammtimtnt  mU.—The  Lord  Chan- 
cellor moved  the  second  reading.  To  avoid  any  ambigtuty 
he  should  propose  in  committee  a  proviso  that  payments 
mad*  anterior  to  the  passing  of  the  Act  shonld  not  he  inter- 
fered with. — Earl  Grey  remarked  that  this  was  an  iUustra- 
tion  of  that  imperfect  system  of  legislation  to  which  he  had 
more  than  once  called  attention,  and  which  was  daily  be- 
coming a  more  crying  evil.  That  bills  whioh  had  passed 
both  Houses  shonld  require  amendment  as  soon  as  Parliament 
ro-aasemblsd  was  not  creditable  to  «ther  House,  and  proved 
the  necessity  of  subjecting  measures  before  they  became  law 
to  some  closer  sorotiny  than  at  present.  Some  machinery 
ought  to  be  devised  by  which  the  practical  working  of  legis- 
lation inight  be  more  satisfactorily  secured. — ^The  bill  was 
read  a  second  time. 

Feb.  as.— The  Juritt  Act  (1870)  Amtndmmt  Sill  passed 
through  committee. 

HOXTSE  OF  COMMONa 

Feb.  17.— The  Juries  Aa  (1870)  Amtndmtnl  Sill  passed 
through  committee,  and  on  the  motion  of  the  Attomey- 
Genenl,  as  a  mattw  of  nrgency,  it  was  read  a  third  time 
and  passed. 

Orifin  and  Cinunulanea  of  Tim. — A  bill  by  Mr. 
M'Legan,  to  provide  for  inquiries  in  these  matters,  was  read 
a  first  time. 

Feb.  SO. — ^The  Vnivertity  Tt*t»  Sill  passed  through  com- 
mittee. 

The  Parliamentarjf  and  llunieipal  Eleetiont  (Ballot) 
Bill  (by  Mr.  Forster)  was  read  a  first  time. 

Feb.  21. — Metropolitan  Cab  Farttj—TSx,  Bowring  asked 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  Department  whether 
his  attention  had  been  called  to  the  recent  conflicting  de- 
cisions given  by  various  police  magistrates  as  to  the  present 
cab  &rea  in  t^e  metropolis,  and  whether  he  had  considered 
the  proprietr  of  taking  stops  to  remedy  the  inconvenience 
and  unoortamty  tiins  causod. — Mr.  Bruce  said  the  regnla- 
tions  with  respect  to  the  question  were  certainly  in  accord- 
ance with  the  intention  of  the  Act  31  Vict.,  which  provides 
that  whenever  the  fare  now  payable  by  law  in  the  case  of 
any  hadmay  carriage  on  a  stand  shall  not  amount  to  the 
sum  of  Is.,  the  driver  shall  be  entitled  to  charge  Is.  It 
certainly  was  the  intention  of  the  promoters  of  the  Act,  and 
of  those  who  fmmed  the  regnlatioiu,|that  •mhisre  a  third 
persoo  was  carried  an  additional  6d.  shonld  be  paid  for  any 
distanoe  short  of  a  mile. 

Amty  ttdmaiittmHon. — TA*  Morte  Ouardt. — Mr.  Trevel- 
yan  moved — "  I.  That,  in  the  opinion  of  this  House,  no 
scheme  for  military  reorganisation  can  be  regarded  as  com- 
plete which  does  not  altw  the  tenure  of  the  Command-in- 
CSiief  in  such  a  manner  as  to  enable  the  Secretaiy  of  State 
for  War  to  avail  himself  freely  of  the  best  administrative 
talent  and  the  moat  recent  military  experience  from  time  to 
time  ""'*'''E  in  the  British  army.  2.  That  the  consideration 
of  the  oost  involved  in  the  abolition  of  the  purchase  system 
urgently  ddls  for  the  immediate  removal  of  obsolete  and 
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•ntiqaated  sonrce*  of  militanr  expenditnre."— KesatiTed  bv 
201  to  83.  f      >r^  -8  J 

K  Baiy  Farminff.—Ur.  Charley  introdaced  a  bilL 

Feb.  »i.~M»rehaHl  Bhipping  Sitrvey  BOI.—Ut.  FUmaoU 
moved  the  second  reading. — ib.  Chidieater  Fortoeone  eolo- 
^iaed  the  humane  motives  of  the  introdncer  of  the  bill,  bnt 
itaonly  effect,  lo  &r  as  he  oonld  see,  would  be  to  call  into 
-ezistenoe  what  had  been  described  as  an  army  of  high-class 
and  well-iwid  officials,  in  the  vain  hope  of  preTenting  a  Caw 
only  of  the  very  different  classes  of  accident  which  result  in 
loss  of  Ufa  and  property  at  sea.  He  thought  the  GoTem- 
ment  bill  would  meet  all  the  requirements  of  the  ease  in  a 
sufficient  and  reasonable  manner. — Ifr.  Cave  and  Sir  J. 
Fakington  said  the  bill  did  not  sufficiently  deal  with 
those  oases  in  which  wrecks  were  caused  by  unaeavorthy 
^UUM  being  sent  to  sea  through  sheer  aTarica.— Mr. 
•C.  Fortesone  was  willing  to  bring  in  as  a  separate  bill  the 
clauses  of  the  OoTemment  bill  relating  to  this  part  of  the 
matter.— Mr.  Plisuoll  withdrew  his  biU. 

Lowers'  Ooodt  Prottetiim  BiU.—Vt.  H.  B.  Sheridan  intro- 
duced a  bill  to  protect  the  goods  of  lodgen  against  distraint 
upon  the  property  of  the  landlord. 

ParUh  ChurehM — Mr.  West  introduced  a  bill  to  declare 
and  amend  the  law  as  to  the  rights  of  parishioners  in  respect 
of  their  parish  churches,  and  for  other  purposes  relating 
thereto. 

Feb.  23.— The  U,ui:trtitji  TiU  BiU  was  read  a  third  time 
and  passed. 

The  Eccletiaitical  TitUi  Act  Septal  BiU.— The  Attorney- 
General  moved  the  second  reading,  which  was  opposed  by 
Hr.  Charley,  and  carried  by  137  to  61. 

The  Minu  Stgulation  Bill  was  read  a  second  time. 

The  E)ulomrt  Lmb  Ammdmtnt  Bill  was  read  a  second 
'time. 


PENDING  MEASURES  OF  LEGISLATION. 
A  Bill  to  Rbxoti  ths  Elbctobal  Disabilitiis  or 

Woianr. 
Prepared  and  brought  in  by  Mr.  Jacob  Bright,  Dr.  East- 
wick,  and  Dr.  Lyon  Flayfair. 

Be  it  enacted,  &c. : — 
In  Acta  relating  to  qmlijieation  md  voting  of  parHemtidary 
eltetart,  ma$euKne  gtndtr  to  includi  femaU*. 

I.  niat  in  all  Acts  relating  to  the  qualification  and 
registration  of  voters  or  persons  entitled  or  claiming  to  be 
registered  and  to  vote  in  the  election  of  members  of  Parlia- 
ment, wherever  words  occur  which  import  the  masculine 
gender,  the  same  shall  be  held  to  include  females  for  all 
purposes  connected  with  and  having  reference  to  the  right 
to  be  registered  as  voters,  and  to  vote  in  such  election,  any 
law  or  usage  to  the  contrary  notwithstanding. 


IBSLAVD. 


(From  our  own  Ctrrtapondent.) 

DvBLni,  February  23. 
A  remarkable  decision  was  arrived  at  yesterday  by  the 
Bight  Hon.  Judge  Warren,  judge  of  the  new  court  for 

matrimonial  causes  in  Ireland,  amounting,  in  &et,  to  this: 

That  although  his  court  is  the  only  one  in  Ireland  now 
competent  to  adjudicate  in  such  cases,  it  has  no  power  to 
enforce  compliance  with  its  orders.  It  appears  that  a  mo- 
tion was  instituted  on  the  part  of  a  Mrs.  Eustings,  who  had, 
before  the  passing  of  the  recent  Act  (33  &  34  Vict.  c.  110), 
obtained,  from  the  provincial  court,  a  decree  for  a  divorce  a 
tnenaa  et  thero,  upon  the  ground  of  her  huaband's  cmelty. 
The  Bev.  Patrick  Hastings  the  respondent,  was  the  incum- 
bent of  Ardraph,  in  the  diocese  of  Clagher,  which  is  a  district 
pariah  or  perpetual  cure.  A  demand  for  payment  of 
£119  2s-  10£,  bong  the  amotmt  of  thepetitioner'a  taxed  costs, 
having  been  made  upon  the  respondmt,  he  refiued  to  pay, 
•nd  upon  the  1st  of  Febmaiy,  1871,  the  Court  made  an 
order  directing  ths  respondent  to  ]>ay  the  costs  within 
seven  days,  under  pain  of  sequestration.  TUm  application 
yesterday  made  to  the  Court,  was  made  in  pnianaaca 
of  the  129th  Gieneral  Order  of  said  eonrt,  1871,  which  pro- 
vides as  follows :— "  Upon  the  registrar's  certifloate  of  oosts 
being  signed,  he  shall  at  once  issus  an  order  of  the  court 
for  payment  of  the  amount  within  seven  days,  and  this 
order  shall  be  served  on  the  proctor,  solicitor,  or  attorney 
for  the  party  liable  (or  if  it  is  desired  to  enforce  the  order 


for  attachment,  on  the  party  himself),  and  if  ths  ontiVtiot 
paid  within  seven  days  a   writ  of   ssquestntiaa  ihiU  bt 
issued  as,   of  course,  in  ths  registry,  upon  an  affidarit  of 
personal   service  of  the  order,  and  non-pajsuat'   ^pm 
service  of  the_  said  order  upon  the  raspondant  psnoaiU;. 
be  wrote  stating  that  he  would  not  pay  the  mousy,  and  thit 
the  threat  of  sequestration  was  "  all  moonshine."  Themone; 
was  not|  in  fact,  paid.    It  appeared  upon  Uie  heuiig  ot 
the  motion  that  although  the  fith  section  of  ths  UatiimDiiuI 
Causes,  &e.  (Irdand),  Act,  33  &  34  Vict,  c  119,  poTidtd 
that  all  suits  and  proceedings  pending  in  any  soclniii&al 
court  should  be  "  transfened  to,  dealt  with,  and  decided  V" 
the  new  Courts  the  statute  does  not  contein  any  ptoriaoii 
corresponding  to  the  30th  section  of  the  Irish  ProMe  Act 
(20  k  21  Vict  c.  79),  by  which  the  orders  mads  by  Jadp 
Warren,  in  his  capacity  of  Judge  of  the  Probate  Court,  m 
given  effect  to.    In  support  of  the  motion  it  was  oontnided 
that,  inasmuch  as  the  •'  Ecclesiastical  Court  and  B«giitries 
Act  (Ireland),  1864,"  s.  SI,  gives  to  the  provincial  Coiirttiie 
power  to  enforce  its  order  by  means  of  a  seqneabatioii,  ud 
the  7th  section  of  the  recent  Act  enacts  that  "  all  jnriidictiiiii 
now  vested  in  or  exercisable  by  any  eoclesiasticil  court  or 
person  in  Ireland  in  respect  of  (uvoroes  a  maua  tt  than,  ta, 
and  in  all  causes,  suits,  and  matters  matrimonial,  &&,  ic, 
shall  belong  to  and  be  exercised  by  her  Majesty ;  and  tidi 
jurisdiction  shall  be  exercised  in  the  name  of  her  HaJMty  ii 
a  court  of  reoord,  to  be  called  the  Court  for  Habimviii! 
Causes  and  Matters."    It  would  follow  that  the  Court  lad 
now  the  same  jurisdiction  as  formerly,  to  seqosstsr.   Jad^e 
Warren  was,  however,  of  opinion  that  he  had  no  joriidM- 
tion  to  make  an  order  for  sequestration,  and  intimided  thtt 
he  had  already  called  the  attention  of  the  law  offieen  of  the 
Crown  to  the  matter. 

Committees  of  title  bar  and  of  the  attorney  profeinon  an 
at  nresent  aotively  engaged  in  obtaining  a  revision  of  the 
scale  of  oosts  for  proceedings  under  the  Iriah  Land  Ad, 
which  is  almost  universally  condenmed  as  inadequate.  Th» 
present  scale  of  fees  has  not,  so  fiu  as  I  have  ascertaintd, 
been  acted  upon  by  a  single  suitor  under  the  Act,  aadfiu 
large  amount  of  Uie  coats  necessarily  to  be  paid  ovet  ul 
above  what  will  tax,  presses  hardly  and  unduly  upon  ttt 
successful  party.  The  lowness  of  the  scale  also  opoatet  u 
an  encouragement  to  try  the  chances  of  a  different  tribmuh 
taking  a  dUferent  view  of  the  facts  by  appealing  from  is 
adverse  order. 


OBIT0ABT. 


MR.  J.  P.  POSTLETHWAITB. 
Mr.  John  Pearson  Postiethwaite,  solicitor,  of  TTlveietoii, 
Lancashire,  and  registrar  of  the  ITlverston  County  Gout, 
died  at  that  place  on  the  12th  of  February,  in  the  fiftr 
seventh  year  of  his  age.  He  was  admitted  in  ISSt,  naee 
which  year  he  has  been  in  practice  at  Ulverston,  hsTin? 
latterly  been  in  partnership  with  his  brother,  Mr.  Tbomu 
Postiethwaite.  In  1847  he  was  appointed  assistant  clerk  of 
the  county  court  of  the  Ulverston  district,  and  in  1851  he 
became  re^strar,  the  duties  of  which  office  he  continaed 
to  discharge  till  shortiy  before  his  death,  and  it  ii 
recorded    that    he     was    never    absent    from    a  unjl^ 

?nblic  sitting  of  the  Court  for  the  last  fourteen  years- 
n  1851  he  was  elected  a  ^ardian  of  the  poor  for  U<<> 
parish  of  Eirkby-Ireletb,  in  which  he  resided,  and  ft«<a 
that  time  till  his  decease  he  was  one  of  the  most  acti'' 
members  of  tile  board  of  guardians  of  the  Ulverston  Union- 
Mr-  Postiethwaite  was  for  many  years  one  of  the  secretaric* 
to  the  North  Lonsdale  Agricultural  Society,  and  waa  mncli 
attached  to  horticultural  pursuits.  The  Board  of  Guardian!, 
on  the  16th  February,  passed  a  resolution  of  condolenc 
with  his  family. 

ME.  E.  G.  FLIGHT. 
Mr.  Edward  GUll  Flight,  solicitor,  died  at  Bridpori, 
Dorset,  on  the  6th  of  February,  in  his  sixty-eighth  year. 
Mr.  Flight  was  certifleated  in  1824  ;  he  also  practised  ai  a 
notary  in  Bridportand  its  neighbourhood,  and  had  for  aoaa 
years  held  the  office  of  secrSary  to  ths  BiidiKKt  Railway 
Company,  which  office  becomes  vacant  by  his  osceass. 


The  registrarahip  of  the  County  Court  of  Ulvanton,  ia  Lu- 
oaahire,  has  become  vacant  by  ths  death  of  Mr.  3,  P.  Postie- 
thwaite. Ulverston  is  included  in  Circuit  No.  3,  the  judge  of 
which  is  Mr.  T.  H.  Tngtiaqi. 
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dOCISTISS  AHD  INSTITUTIONS. 

UW  STUDENTS'  DEBATING  SOCXETY. 
it  tli«  MMtbig  of  thii  Mciety  held  on  Tneaday,  the  21rt 
ut.,  tb*  qoattion  for  diieatuon  wm  No.  468,  legal,  "  A 
cotnct  «M  entered  iato  for  poxehaae  of  a  honae  required 
g  imnediUe  poeaewion,  of  which  the  Tendor  had  notice. 
ie  Ttndor  faiJed  to  complete  hia  title  ij  the  day  fixed  for 
ut  pnrpoM,  bnt  negotiationa  were  contmned  to  a  nihie- 
lunt  dar,  on  which  iaj,  notice  waa  giren  hy  the  pnrohaaer 
fimnediate  abandonment  of  the  contract.  It  the  -vendor 
ititlid  to  a  decree  in  a  nit  inititnted  by  him  for  speoifio 
sAirmanee,  the  eontraot  being  altogether  silent  aa  to  time 
is;  of  the  awenee  of  the  oontnot  7"  Mr.  GhJIoway 
mti  tU  debate  in  the  affirmatiTe,  in  which  way  it  waa 
dded  ^oat  nnasimonaly. 


UVBEPOOL  LAW  8TDDENTS'  DEBATING 
8001ETX. 
A  meeting  of  thia  aodety  took  place  on  Thataday  evening, 
*  mtk,  at  the  Law  library,  Cook-at.  Mr.  John  H.  Kenion, 
Sdtor,  oacupied  the  chair.  The  snbjeot  for  diaonuion 
it—"Iiaa  executor  justified  in  paying  a  debt  of  his  t«a- 
ior't  which  is  barred  by  the  Statute  of  Limitations." 
Iter  m  intarea&ig  discnssion  the  aiHrmatiTe  waa  carried 
rslugeaajority. 


LAW  STUDENTS'  JOITBNAL. 

XAIOKATIONS  AT  THE  INCOBFOBATED  LAW 
SOdETT, 
Hilary  7«nN,  1871. 
Final    Exaxikatiom. 
At  the  examination  of  candidates  for  admisaian  on  the 
«B  of  attorneys  and  solicitors  of  the  saperior  courts,  the 
Samaai  recommended  the  following  gentlemen,  under  the 
Vein,  u  being  entitled  to  honorary  distinction : — 

iibn  William  Booke,  who  serred  his  clerkship  to 
Han  PiAer,  Booke,  &  Parkers,  of  London. 

Unri  Walter  Hminylmn,  who  served  his  clerkship  to 
fe  KaliBEimnylraii,  of  Huntingdon  ;  and  Measrs.  Fox  A 
Wiaoa,  of  London. 

AiiMt  Uoyd,  who  aarred  his  derkahip  to  Mr.  E.  C.  Mor* 
Titif  Uadon. 

JiBM  Henry  Vant,  who  served  his  clerkship  to  Mr. 
'iiaa  EarUey,  of  Settle. 

Villiu  Kay,  who  served  his  clerkship  to  Mr.  Thomas 
^knek  and   Mr.   Charles    McCartney    Swarbreok,   of 
m ;  and  Measra.  Brodrick  &  Gray,  of  London, 
ue  Cooncil  of   the  Incorporateid  Law  Society  have 
**^ly  awarded  the  followmg  prizea  of  books  : — 
»^lu.  Booke,  the  priae  of  the  Honourable  Society  of 

to  Mr.  Hnnnybun,  the  price  of  the  Honourable  Society 

QencntVion. 

To  Ur.  Uoyd,  Mr.  Vant,  and  Mr.  Eay,  prizes  of  the 

wponted  Law  Society. 

Ae  Examinen  hare  also  certified  that  the  following 

wites,  onder  the  age  of  36,  paased  examinations  which 

we  them  to  commendations  :— 

Aailss  WSliam  Cronahey,  who  served  his  clerkship  to 

•n.  Read,  of  Mildenhall ;  and  Messrs.  Wedlake  A  Letta, 

leaiaa. 

Ifaiimd  Coplestone  Boberts,  who  served  hia  clerkship 

li.  Edward  Hunt  Boberta,  of  Exeter ;  and  Mesaia.  Torr, 

gny,  *  Tagart,  of  London. 

J^SMkana  Carter,  who  aerred  hia  derkahip  to  Mr. 

Ib«  Hnggina,  of  Exeter ;  and  Mr.  John  Tarda,  of 

Mob. 

At  Coondl  have  aooordingly  awarded  them  certificates 

■ait 

^♦fawiinsw  hare  farther  announced  to  the  following 

Nwes  that  their  aasweia  to  the  qusstiona  at  the  exami- 

MB  wsre  U^y  aatisfactory,  and  would  have  entitled 

■  to  Mrtifloatea  of  merit  u  they  had  not  been  above 

'*teof  W:— 

^Tayler. 

gpWade. 

*™Jl«»sgTOve. 

at  aamber  of  candidates  examined  in  this  term  waa  106 ; 

"UM  Its  passed,  and  S  were  postponed. 


CANDIDATES  WHO  PASSED  THE  FINAL  EXAMI- 
NATION. 
SHary  Term,  1870. 

Acton,  Frederick  Ijoughborongfa,  Albt.  Edwd. 
Arnold,  William  Lovegrove,  Philip 

Arnold,  William  NewaU  Macarthur,  James  Bobert 

Bagnall,  William  Macdonald,  John 

Barber,  Henry  Thompson  Marshall,  Charles  Henry 

Best,  James  Marshall,  Chas.  Henry  Thos. 
Bill,  Henry  Kennard,  B.A.       Marshall,  Jamea  Whaley. 

Black,  Arthur,  B.A.  Moojen,  Frederick  Charlea 

Broadbent,  William  Mus^ve,  Justin  Vernon 

Burgoyne,  Bobert  Nome,  George  Goodwin 

Carter,  Edgar  Gates,  Charlea  Henry 

Carter,  Jno.  Stephens  Olive,  Edmund 

Clark,  Fiaher  Ottiey,  Jno.  Bicker8teth,B.A . 

Cook,  Charlea  l^vis  Padley,  Arthur  Augustus 

Cook,  James  William  Parr,  Charles  Chase 

Cooper,  Charles  James  Parry,  Edward 

Cooper,  Jamea  Artia  Pearson,  Thomas  Francis 

Coppock,  Oliver  Phillips,  Thomaa 

Coventry,  Geo.'  Walter  Thoa.  Peddodie,  John  Ijeonard 

Cox,  Chiarles  Henry  Popplestone,  John  Lusoombe 

Cronshey,  Charles  William  Pront,  Wm.  Andrew,  BA. 

Cuff,  Herbert  Raimondi,  Charlea  Henry 

Daniel,  Arthur  Henry  Bobrats,  Edmd.  Copplestone 

Davis,  George  Chr.  Boberts,  Maurice  Davies 

Dibdin,  Bobert  William  Robinson,    Edward    Lewis 

Domithome,  Nicholas  Garvin  

Evans,  John  Booke,  Arthur  William 

Fenlkea,  Evans,  B.A.  Saddler,  Bobert  Hurst 

Fripp,  George  Pollock  Scoles,  Qeo.  Matthew  Cory 

Gafein,  George  Biohard  Scott,  William  Henry 

Godby.  Bobert  Sherwood,  Biohard 

Golding,  Horace  Edward  Shield,  William  Thomas 

Goss,  Herbert  Shorland,  James  Hillier 

Goasett,  Montagne  Callaway,  Sidth,  Henry  George 

M.A.  Soirdl,  John  Brookett,  Jon. 

Gould,  George  Domett  Staight,  Arthur  Athelstana 

Grueber,  Henry  Joseph  Tasman,  William  Jamss 

Hedger,  Edward  Franeis  Taylor,  Alfred 

Hill,  Henry  Thomaa  Be^j.  Temple,  Frsderidc 

Hills,  Edward  Tryon,  John 

Howard,  George  Briggs  Vant,  James  Henry 

Hnnnylinn,  Edward  vValtar  Varley,  Jdin 

Ibberaon,  John  Kitson  Wade,  Edward  Fry 

Isaacson,  Charles  Wade,  Henry 

Jones,  William  Owen  Warren,  Charlea  Harria 

Kay,  William  Waterhouse,  Shadford  Tur- 
Kendall,  Edward  John  ner 

Kilaby,  Edward  Charlea  Watts,  Alfred  Angustua 

Kinhead,  Biohd.  Evan  John  Watts,  Duncan 

Liddle,  Mark  Anthony  West,  Alfred 

Lindsell,  Edwd.  Barber,  B jL  Wright,  AUd.  Wm.  Green 

Lloyd,  Ernest  Wright,  John  Kentish,  B.A. 

Locke,  Ernest  Dalton  Bur-  Yeilding,  Cfaaa  Wm  Townley 

rough 

C0VBTJPAFEB8. 

COXJBT  OF  PBOBATE. 
AiisMDBD  BvLBS  and  Obdbm  for   the  Bepstsars  of  the 

Prindpal  Be^istry  of  her  M^esty's  Court  of  Probate,  in 

Non-oontentions  BusinesB. 

By  virtue  and  in  pursuance  of  the  provisions  of  the 
statute  20  &  21  Vict  c  77, 1,  the  Bight  Honourable  Jamea 
Plaiated,  Baron  Penzance,  judge  of  her  Miuesty^  Court  of 
Probate,  with  the  concurrence  of  the  Bi^^t  Honourable 
William  Pajje,  Baton  Hathorley,  Lord  High  Chancellor  of 
Great  Britain,  uid  of  the  K^t  Honourable  Sir  Alexander 
Jamea  Edmund  Oookbum,  Banoet,  Lord  Chief  Justice  of 
the  Court  of  Queen's  Bendi,  make  uid  issue  the  following 
rules  and  orders  in  rsspeot  to  the  non-contentious  business 
in  the  said  Court  of  Probate,  to  take  effect  on  and  after  the 
1st  Feb.  1871. 

Dated  the  I4th  Jan.  1871. 

In  place  of  rule  4  of  the  rules,  orders,  and  instructions  for 
the  registrars  of  the  prindpal  registry  in  non-contentious 
business,  it  is  ordered  that — 

4,  If  there  be  no  attestation  clause  to  a  will  or  codicil 
presented  for  probate,  or  if  the  attestation  olaoae  thereto  be 
insuffident,  the  registrars  must  require  an  affidavit  from  at 
least  one  of  the  subscribing  witnesses,  if  they  or  either  of 
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them  be  living,  to  proTe  that  the  provinoiu  of  1  Vict  e.  S6, 
B.  9,  and  15  Vict.  c.  24,  in  refeience  to  the  execution  weie  in 
fact  complied  with. 

4a.  The  piactice  of  regirtering  affidavits  shall  be  discon- 
tinued, and,  in  lieu  thereof  a  note  signed  by  a  registrar 
shall  be  inserted  on  the  engroased  copy,  will,  or  co£cil  an- 
nexed to  the  probate  or  letters  of  administratioD,  and 
registered,  to  the  effect  that  affidavits  of  due  execution,  of 
domicil,  or  as  the  case  may  be,  have  been  filed:  Provided, 
that  in  cases  presenting  ufficulty  the  affidavits  themselves 
may  still  be  registered  by  direction  of  a  register. 

(Signed)  Fexzancb. 

Approved, 
(Signed)        Hatheblby,  C. 

A.  £.  COCXBCBM. 

Fomu  of  Notes  to  be  luetl  in  the  Principal  Regittry  when 
applicaile. 
Affidavits  of  due  execution  filed. 
A.  B.. 
Registrar. 
Affidavits  of  identity  of  will  (or  codicil  or  memorandum) 
filed.  A.  B.. 

Begistrar. 
Affidavits  of  domicil  and  law  filed. 

A.  B., 
Registrar. 


LORD  JUSTICE  JAMES  ON  HOME  DEFENCE. 
On  Thursday  afternoon  Lord  Justice  James  distributed  in 
Lincoln's-inn  Hall  the  prizes  won  during  the  year  by  members 
of  the  Inns  of  Court  Volunteers.  A  distinguished  company 
was  raesent,  including  the  Lord  Chief  Justice  of  the  Com- 
mon Fleas  and  Lady  ^vill,  the  Lord  Chief  Baron  and  Liady 
Kelly,  Lord  Justice  Hellish,  Vice-chancellor  Bacon,  Vice- 
Chancellor  Malins,  Majar-Ooieral  JohuLysa^t  Pennefather, 
Sir.  R.  Baggally,  Q.C.,  Mr.  Karskke,  Q.C.,  Dr.Deane,QC., 
Mr.  Kay,  Q.C.,  Mr.  T.  W.  Greene,  Q.C.,  Mr.  J.  Dickinson, 
Q.C.,  &C.  lord  Justice  James,  when  about  to  present  the 
prizes,  said  it  was  his  duty  and  pleasure  upon  that  occasiom 
to  avEiil  himself  of  the  opportunity  it  affonled  him  to  say  a 
few  words  dictated  by  loyal  fidelity  towards  his  predeoesson. 
Eleven  years  ago  the  political  horizon  became  darkened  by 
the  rumours  of  a  threatening  danger,  and,  so  to  speak,  an 
epidemic  fever  seized  upon  the  feelings  of  tlie  people — in  fact, 
overspread  the  land.  It  was  at  that  time  to  which  he  re 
ferred  that  the  opportunity  was  seized  to  prove  that  English 
plnck  and  valour  had  not  been  deteriorated  by  the  inflaencea 
produced  by  long  years  of  peace,  of  persevering  and  well-re- 
warded industry  and  increasing  weuth.  From  the  ground, 
as  it  were,  there  sprung  an  army  of  men,  who  came  forward 
without  promise  of  pay  or  hope  of  advantage  or  pro- 
motion, to  enrol  themselves  as  a  powerful  phalanx  for 
the  defence  of  their  country,  and  they  submitted  as  cheer- 
fully to  the  oftentimes  irksome  routine  of  training  as  the 
best  recruit  in  the  army  could  be  expected  to  do.  Now, 
this  was  an  armr  on  which  the  coun^  felt  it  could  rely, 
because  it  felt  that  these  men  were  pledged  to  the  cause  of 
national  defence  bv  feelings  of  honour  and  self-respect,  and 
by  an  honourable  ambition  to  win  the  esteem  of 
their  countrymen  and  countrywomen.  The  lawyers  of 
England  were  glad  to  be  able  to  enrol  themselves  m  suck 
an  army,  and  having  done  so,  they  laboured  with  zeal  and 
assiduity  in  the  cause.  Some  time  after  the  formation  of 
the  Volunteer  Corps  doth  seemed  to  come  over  it.  So 
often  had  the  cry  of  "  Wolf ! "  been  repeated  that  one  shep- 
herd began  to  slumber  and  one  watoh>dog  to  slepp ;  but  at 
the  commg  of  the  last  long  vacation  there  occurred  that 
which  stutled  the  most  sleepv  into  waking  life.  When 
they  heard  of  treaties,  to  which  one  &ithful  and  honour- 
able ally  had  been  a  party,  repudiated,  it  made  them 
reflect  how  necessary  it  was  that  they  should  be  on  their 
guard ;  and  those  stirring  and  startling  events  which 
had  ooonrred  on  the  Contuent  had  given  a  great  im- 
petus to  the  Volunteer  movement  in  this  country. 
He  was  glad  to  say  the  Oovemment  had  evinoeil 
a  desire  to  give  a  better  organisation  to  the  Volun- 
teer fbrce,  and  he  could  not  but  hope  that  the  Inns  of 
Court  corps  would  show  how  reoont  events  had  affected 
them,  and  exhibit  full  battalions  instead  of  attenuated 
companies.  It  was  the  constant  custom  of  foreign  critics 
to  speak  with  contempt  of  the  English  volunteers,  and  to 
assert  that  they  could  oe  swept  away  by  a  few  squadrons  of 


Uhlans  or  companies  of  veteran  troope,  bat  lie  voill 
mind  them  that  there  had  been  times  vben  t)u ;%» 
soldiers  of  England,  suddenly  called  from  the  sutI  lai 
plough,  had  proved  themBclves  equal  to  the  iami 
their  country.  At  Cressy,  Poictieis,  and  AginKnrt 
yeomanry  of  England  had  proved  themeelTe  tne 
stalwart;  and  now  the  English  volunteer,  armed iriu 
best  weapon  tfiat  English  money  could  pmcbut,  he  b 
doubt  would  prove  as  formidable  a  foe  as  hia  tmfii 
had  in  days  gone  by.  Let  them  rememlwtheiimMi 
"  Defence  not  defiance."  Let  them  never  gin  it 
bluster  or  bullying  the  resources  of  nations  which  dem 
cover  the  wealmess  thatlwas  in  them.  The  piiza  vai 
distributed  by  the  Lord  Justice. — Tivia. 


PUBLIC  COMPANIES. 

GOVERNMENT  FCTSDS. 
List  Quotitioit,  Feb.  H,  1871. 
firom  fkt  Ofleial  Litt  afthi  vtaat  tMi'iull  IrMWttl 


3  per  Cent.  ConaoU,  91{ 

Ditto  fbr  Acconnt,  Mnr.  »,  9I| 
I  per  Cent.  Redaoed  92^ 
New  3  per  Gent.,  931 
Do.  SiperCent.,  Jan.'94 
Do.  2i  per  Cent.,  Jan.  '94 
Do.  i  per  Cent.,  Jan.  '73 
Annaities.Jan.'SO  — 


I  AnnalUe>,Apra,'«i 
lDo.(R«(lSeiT.)Ai!?.l«> 

1  BxBillB,  £1001),- per  Ci 

Ditto,  £500.  Dj  -Spa 

Ditto, £100  *  £J3'J,- V 

Banlc   ot  Bngl&nd  Stv< 

1      Ct.  (last  half-year)  ill 

1  Ditto  for  Aocooni, 


RAILWAY  STOCK. 


Hallways. 


Paid.  Om 


Stock 
Stock 
St(<:li 
Stock 
Stock 
Slock 
Stock 
Stock 
Stock 
Stock 
Stock' 
Stock 
Stock 
Stock 
Stock 
Stock 
Stook 
Stock 
block 
Stock 
Suck 
Stock 
Stock 
Stock 


Bristol  and  Exeter I  loo 

Caledonian I  100 

Glaagowand  Soutb-Weatern ito 

GreatEaatern  Ordinary  Stock    I  loo 

Do.,Ea8t  Anglian  Stock,  No.  2  |  100 

Great  Northern    100 

Do.,  A  Stock"    100 

Great  Southern  and  Western  of  Ireland   too 

Great  Western — <t')ricrinal 100 

Laucanhire  and  Yorkshire   \  100 

London,  Brighton,  and  Sontb  Coast 100 

London, Chatham,  and  Dover '  1*0 

London  and  North-Western i  100 

London  and  South- Western    100 

Manchester, Sbeffleld, and  Lincoln 100 

&letropolitan ,  100 

Midland  100 

Do..  Birmingham  and  Darby    100 

North  British    100 

North  Loudon 100 

North  Stallordahiro L....»  i  ""' 

South  Devon UK) 

South-Eastern  ,  100 

TaU  Vale 100 


■  A  receives  no  dividend  antil  S  per  cent,  ha*  been  p 


Monet  Market  and  Citt  lNTBii.to"si 

Consols  remain  without  movement,  in  spite  of 
belief  that  pence  is  now  an  arranged  matter.  Ther 
over,  some  new  openings  in  the  foreign  market 
account  fur  this.  A  new  Brnzilian  loan  is  announce 
Egyptian  said  to  bo  in  process  of  negotiation.  Oi 
pnccs  in  ths  foreign  markets  are  firm.  In  the  rail" 
very  active  business  has  been  doing,  and  good  t 
nounceraents  and  traific  returns  have  caused  adviin^ 
all  the  leading  lines.  Great  Easterns  are  still  about 
recently  fell,  but  Great  Westerns  have  reached  "6i  t 

The  directors  of  the  Somerset  and  Dorset  Bai 
subscriptions  for  £108,500,  the  unissued  balance  ( 
5  per  cent,  perpetual  debenture  stock  No.  1,  ii 
.scheme  in  pursuance  of  tho  Railway  Companies  A( 

Messrs.  Field,  Wood  &  Haynos  are  authorised  to 
plications  for  £235,000  (part  of  £260,700)  ordinary 
Devon  and  Somerset  Kailway,  in  2,350  cortiiicat 
stock  each  certificate.  The  price  of  the  stock  no 
.£38  for  each  certificate  of  £100  stock,  payable  a 
£8  on  each  oortiflcate  applied  for,  payable  on  appl 
on  allotment;  f  10  on  tho  1st  of  May,  1871  ;  £10  o 
July,  1871.  To  ensure  the  investor  an  adequate  n 
capital  during  a  period  amply  suflieient  for  the  full 
of  the  traffic  of  the  railway,  3  per  cent,  per  annum 
— e<]ual  to  £8  per  cent,  per  annum  on  the  amount 
guaranteed  for  five  years,  from  31st  of  January  las 
January,  1876.  The  necessary  amount  will  bo 
Consols  in  tiio  names  of  J.  Goodson,  Esq.,  J. P.,  anc 
Esq.,  as  trustees,  and  the  interest  will  be  payable 
on  July  31  and  January  31  in  each  year,  at  the  > 
vincial  Bank  of  England,  London.  The  first  h:iU 
ment  will  be  made  on  July  31  next. 
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BIBTBS.  mMUAO«B.  AHD  DI&THt. 

BIRTHS. 

.\as80!»— On  Feb.  16,  at  Abbcy-rtrect  House,  Carliile,  the  wife 

of  John  Nuuon,  Esq.,  of  a  s«n. 

mAkhiaoks. 
Hrasta-IUixiTT — Selwtx — On   Feb.  11,  at  St.    James's 

Cliiireh,  Piccadilly,  Frank  C.   Hns-hes-Hallett,  Esq.,  Royal 

Hone  Artillery,  to  Catherine  Bosalie,  Lady  Selwyn,  widow 

o/  tie  Bight  Hon.  Lord  Jostios  Selwyn. 
DEATHS. 
Piri*— On  Usnday,  Feb.  20,  at  Kensington,  in  her  63rd  year, 

Muy,  the  belovea  wife  of  Samned  Swin  Pines,  Esq.,  H.M.'s 

Attmey-Oenerel  for  British  Honfcras. 
WoOLls— On  Feb.  20,  at  Uzbridge,  Edward  Woolls,  Esq., 

aolidtor,  in  the  69th  year  of  his  age. 


LOnxn  OAZBTTEB. 


WiaOat-vf  of  Jetnt  Stedc  Ownnlw. 
FnD«T,  Feb.  IT,  l»TI. 
Unuano  n  CauicaT. 
Vilh  ai  GtoBOMtsnUrs  Railway  Campanj. — PsUtion  Ibr  windlMt  np, 
fttnaui  Fab  IS.  diiMlad  to  ta  beard  Iwtor*  Tica  ObanMllor  Maliaa 
m  Mweh  10.   Wood  k  Co,  Rarmond-bMaSi  Grays-tim ;  agents  for 
Fiol  k  Boctn,  Tettmry,  ndidtcn  for  the  sompaay. 

Lnnu  u  CSAXcraT. 
leriaattli  Slat«  and  Slab  Company  (Undtad).— Cradltois  an  rcqnire'i 
01  or  Mbrs  Much  M.  to  Mod  their  naasea  and  addrsMes.  sod  the 
putlenlin  H  their  dsMs  or  olaias,  to  Mr.  Cbaa  Martbi,  Savtegt 
Bmk^Mcr,  Bury,  the  offldal  Uqaidator.  Tboraday,  May  4  at  tl.  Is 
•Fpoinnd  Ibr  hcarinit  and  adjndicatiDK  npon  the  dSMe  aod  olahns. 
Vfttguinjp  TuDieir  Cmnyaay  (Umitsd).— Vice  Ohaneellor  Bacoo  has, 
W  a  order  dated  Jan  It,  app«aced  Aithnr  Cooper,  Ueorge-st,  Han- 
•KB  Bosae,  t«  be  the  Ihioidator. 

TUBSDAT,  Feb.Sl,l87l. 
LuiTiD  >a  CaA>ciBT. 
Ftmae  Coffer  Ulnina  Company  at  Western  Aostralia  (Limited  ).— 
fa  flmwelOT  Baoca  has,  iy  an  order  dated  Feb  li,  appointed 
Fnfc  Oaker.  n,  Cbeapride,  to  Im  offlslal  Uqnidator. 
iMMli(tal  Cempasy  (Umltad).— The  Maalar  of  the  Bolb  has,  by 
>^«te  dated  Feb  13,  ordered  that  the  voloatiry  windins  up  of  the 
•Wn  aBptny  be  oontinned.  but  snliject  to  tlia  mperrisian  of  tills 
owt.  httison  *  Co.  Lomhiird.ft ;  agents  for  Broomhsad  k  Co, 
8MHI,K>lkiton  tor  ths  petltloasr. 

Crediton  mdar  IttatM  in  Ohaiiatrjr. 

Zait  Z>ay  «/  frtnif. 
TaakT,  Feb.  17,  IS7I. 
fWta, Dnid, Aberdeen, Eeotlud.Msior-General.    UarehSl.     Sharps 
rrortia,T.C.  Stnart.     Simpson   &  Dimond,  Benrletta-st,  Oaren- 

Vixftr,  St,  Meant  Radfiird,   Dstoo,  Biq.     Msreh  14.     Sanders   r 

Bwger.V.O.  Kalins.    Hooper,  Exeter. 
BvkM.  Uarnret.  Bhyl.  Flint.    March  6.    Ragbes  «  Erans,   V.O. 

XiUm.  wmiams.  Bhrl. 
>anT<<  Jas,  Dslton,  Tork,  Fsaoy  Cloth  Mannftietarer.     March  9. 

frj  fUiuifA.yUi.    Brook  fc  Co,  Hoddecsfleld. 
nstiin.  Hj,  BriKbion,  Sosmx,  Plnmber.    Marsh  5.    Patehin  •  UeOln- 

j'l.T.C.  Bacon,    ward.  Colon  Bank.chambers,  Caiey-st,  Uneoln'i- 

ua. 
lN>.Geo,Ibilleitan,  Stafford,  Fainter.    March  21.    CoxeRow,  V.C. 

ScuTt   FHnt,  Uttoxeter. 
i*T.Ko1ienMoFirIane,StaSl)rd,  Common  Brewer.    March  11.    Daw- 

btr  r  Roy,  V.C.  Stnart.    Broogta,  Stafford . 
bwfl,  BcMord.  South  Lynn,  Norfolk.    Maicb  10.    Rnisell  v  Roasell, 

VCJirtofc    Arohw. Klng^ Lynn. 
•U^on,  Oeo,  auiingbam.  Dorset.  Eiq.     March   tl.     Rickards  • 

"l*lx,  V.a  Stnart.    'Walker,  Lincoln'i-lnn-flelds. 

Nxxr  or  Km. 

taitt,  Bli,  Weedtagtan-at,  St  Faneros.    March  16    FsrUns  •  Fisd- 

l>n.  V.C.  Bacon. 
hba,Mimret,Rhyl,  Flint    May  13  at  II.    Hoghea*  Erans,  V.C. 

nUu. 

^^  Tdisdat,  Feb.  «l ,  1811. 

'■Hm,  The^  Epwenfa,  LIneoln,  Onrrier.    April  8.    Blaydes  «  Chsp- 
^.V.O.IIsltai.    Sharp,  Eoworth. 

M*ta,1Va,Noriaad-ter,  Nolting-hlll,  Oont.    March  10.    Bowderry 
J^V'^-O-  Stnart.    Bnrgayoes  ft  Co, Oxford-at. 
■u.  Wn,  HIshHK,  Whltechapal,  Uoeased  VIctaaller.      MlMh   18. 
;>>I>A>lett,M.B.    FMd,  Snflolk-lane,  Cannon  St. 
.■S*".  Bn  By,  Weston,  SoflMk.    March  It.    Mayers  •  Mayen,  T.C. 
^^it  Toner,  Jemm>-st,  8t  Jaaei^s. 

Fwt<.XBy  EUz,  Lonna^d,  Bolhnray.    Maroh  *.    FhllUpa  «  Moxos, 
^T.C.  Stotrt.   Cattail.  Bednnd-row. 
WKa,{«aiina,Hel«lumi, Norwich.    Aprlll.    Radnor* Walton, M.R. 

I>>rriafcOii,  Wbidaor. 

Cnditon  tmter  98  ft  28  Tlet  «ap.  SS. 
Imit  Jkiy  of  Ctatm. 
FaiSAT,  Feb.  17,  1871. 
'*"<«■  taaaaafc,  Weat  Orimatad,  Snsaex,  Spinster.    ApiH  1.    Oieen, 

**n.  mi  Adrian,  Upper  Orosrenor-et,  Widow.    March  SI.    Nelson, 

J«M»,8tiaBd. 

"av  )<ka,  aen,  Maoeleafleld,  Cheater,  Teoman.    AprO    3.    Hand, 

'<*>».«»  Bnga,  Bristol,  Orocor.  April  1.   Oniard,  Bristol. 


Biyan,  Catherine,  Wallaaay,  Chester,  Widow.    March  IT.    Frodaham 

k  Nlcholaon,  Lpool. 
Bargeaa,  Matthew,  Maoeleafleld,  Cheater,  Oent.     April  li.     Hand, 

lliioclesfleld. 
Cbatterton,  Thoa,  Sums,  StafFon),  Clothier.    April  •.    Saben,  Stone. 
Daere,  Oeo,  Colohaatar,  Eaaex,  Clerk.    March  1.    Reek  &  Donaldaon, 

Colcheater. 
Ham,  Ambroae,  Reading,  Berka,  Gent    April  3.    Bartlett,  Reading. 
Haaaall,  Margaret,  Cadogan-pl,  Widow.     April  19.     Bennett  &  Co, 

Mew'«q,  Lincoln  **.lna. 
Lent,  lahmael,  ShefBeld,  Wood  Tomer.    March  18.    Bordskin  ft  Co, 

SheffleU. 
Longley,  Arthur,  HIgU-st,  SoathwArk,  Hosier.    April  I.    Start, Iron- 
monger-lane. 
Maraden,  Thoa,    HU    Imperial  Majesty's   Ship  "China,"   Engi&ser. 

April  10.    Bsldsn,  Ooleman-at. 
kaine,  Margaret,  York,  Widow.    March  1.    Smithaon  ft  Son,  York. 
Reed,  John,  Street  Farm,  Irrington,  Hnaaex,  Farmer.    March  as.    Hill-  - 

man,  Lewea. 
Slebards,  Hy  Seott,  Birkenhead,  Cheater,  Cent.    March  T.    OottreU, 

Birm. 
Bowbottom,  By  Sbsrratt,  Beading,  Berka,  Draper.    Maroh  1.    Green, 

Northwicb. 
Smith,  Jaa  Hy,  Manniagtoo,  Eaaex,  Sugeoa.    April  It.    Daniel,  Ipt- 

wiob. 
Stepheoa,  Emnu,  Bristol,  Spinster.     Mardi  i.     Bnmp  ft  Co,  Oloa- 

eester. 
Stapbena,  Joaeph,  Bemarley  lyAbitot,  Worcester,  Stesie  Maaoa.    Match 

1.    Bnrmp  ft  Co.  Olooeeater. 
WilUaata,  Lawrence  Blount,  Bath,  Someraet,  Commander,  E.N.  Jnne  84. 

Burne,  Bath. 

ToxaOAT,  Feb.  21,  1871. 
Azford,  John  Brown,  Cpham  Villa,  KUbam.BnUder.    March  It.    Hol- 
der fcKlrkbank,  Oray'a-lnn-aq. 
Beckett.  Jane,  Mare-et,  Hackney,  Spinater.    March  IS.    Hepbnn, 

Bitd-in-hand-et,  Cheapaida. 
Bnan,  Wm,Cheetliam-hUI,  Manch,Menhant.    Match  tl.    Miuray  ft 

WriKley,  Oldham. 
Bimton,   John,  Litehsm,  Norfolk,  Innkeeper.     March  81.    Palmer,. 

Swaffham. 
Cbtabolm,  Balpb,  Holborn  Orange,  Northnmberlaad,  Farmer.    March 

31.    Sanderaon,  Berwick-apon-Tweed. 
Cook,  John.  Edsware-rd,  Baker.    April  20.    Smith  ft  Co,  Northombar- 

land-at,  Charing-eroea. 
DioUnaon,    Joseph,    Ueadingty,  Leeda,  Gent.     March  3.     Spintt, . 

Leeda. 
Dorer,  John  Wm,  Sttnley-at,  South  B^raria,  Merohant.    March  IS. 

Foater,  Soathampton-bld«a,  Chancery-lane. 
Dnllay,  Mary  Ann,  Nelaon-ter,  Stoke  Newington-rd.    May  1.    UoLood 

ft  Watney,London-et,  Fenchorcb-at. 
Dndlsy,  Wm,  Nelaon-ter.  Stoke Newlngton-rd,  Esq.    Msyl.    UcLeOd 

A  Watney,  Londoa.at,  Fenohorch-at. 
Dnke,  Snaannah,  Ebaneaertar.  Kennington.   April  I.   Rogers,  West- 

mlnater-chambera. 
Loro,  Loniss,  CardUi;  Olamorgan,  Hotel  rroprietieaa.    March  88.    Wal* 

dron,  Cardiii: 
Maokenxie,   Ann,  George-et,  Hanorer-aq.    Msrah  tl.    Honas  ft  Bird,. 

Gt  Jsmoa-at,  Bedford-row. 
Msrah,  Sally,  Wlgan,  Lancaater,  WUow.    April  1.    Aekeitoy  ft  Son. 

Wigan. 
KesTc,   Onndry,  Woodbridge,    Sagblk,    Gent.     Mareh  81.     Weltsr,. 

Woodtatidgs. 
B:ynolda,    Oeo,  Weatbary-upon-Trym,  Qloaceater,    Eaq.     April  8. 

Owynn  ft  Weachorp,  Briatol. 
Hickman,  Jaa,  Conrlaad  Houae,   Wandawortb-rd,  Eaq.     Mareh    SS. 

WUkins  ft  Co,  St  Swlthin'8-lane. 
Sandfnd,  Stephen,  Chepatow.  Monmomh,  Eaq.    Feb  28.    Sandford, 

Cbaltenhaa. 
ShippCT,  *Wm  Cnttriaa,  Cambridge,  tJent.    April  I.     Eaden  ft  Harris. 

Ounbringe, 
Simons,  Sra,Compton-tsr,  Islington,  Widow.    April  20.      Daris,  Jun, 

Cbarles-et,  Hoxtoe, 
Smith,  Jaa,  Temple   End,  CheppiuR  Wyooanbe,  Bnektagbam,  Chair 

Manntaotnrer.    Maroh  ii.    Parker  ft  Son,  Cheppiac  Wycombe. 
Stone,  Wm   Hy,  Oak-btU,    East  Badldgb,  Dotoq,  Eaq.     Match  SS. 

Chainn  tnjc,  Tanaton. 
Stringifcllow,  John,  Sonthport,  Lancaahire,  Oent.   April  I.    Aekerley  ft 

Sen,  Wigan. 
Townaend,  Richard,  Clearwell,  Glonceeter.  Stone  Merchant.   April  20. 

Roberta,  jnn,  Coleford. 
Twlaa.Hagb,  Hindley,  Lancaahire,   Gent.    April  I.    Aokerlay  ft  Son. 

Wlgan. 
Wood,  Wm,  Trinity-sq,  Sonthwark,  Snrgeon.     March  >1.     Miller  ft 

Stnbbs,  Eaatchaap. 

Bgnknipts. 

FaisAT,  Feb.  17,  1871. 

Under  the  Bankruptcy  Act,  1869. 

Creators  maat  forward  their  proo&  of  delita  to  the  Registrar. 

To  Sorrander  in  London, 

Oiekaoo,  Spencer  Naylor,  Ot  Windiestsr-et-bldga,  Merehant.    Pel  Feb 

18.    HazUtt.   Feb  28  at  12. 
Harrey,  Fradk  Saml,  Uenry-at  Eaat,  St  John'a  Wood,  Stationer.    Fet 

Feb  10.    Sptiiig-Rioe.    March  2  at  I. 
Stanpson,  John  B.,  Blaliopagste-at  Wlttiin, Shipowner.     Fet  Feb    IS. 

Roche.    March  8  at  12. 
Taylor,  Ohas,John-st,  Upper  Holloway, Contractor.  Pet  Feb  14.  Spring- 

Rloe.    Feb  28  at  18. 
Underwood,  Joaeph,  WUmiogton-st,  ClerkenwaU,  Engine  Tnmer.    Fet 
Feb  14.    Spring-Rise.    March  3  at  II. 

To  Surrender  In  the  Conntry. 
Bromley,  Wm,  Maneh,  Tarn  Agent.    Fet  Feb  14.    Kay.  Manoh,  March 

2  at  9.30. 
Colllna,  Jaa  Wm,  Hereford,  Butcher.    Pet  Feb  10.    Reynolda.  Hereford, 

March  4  at  11- 
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Pet  Feb  II.     Blan- 


Pet  Feb  14.    Weller.     Derby, 


Cowper, Geo,  York,  Innkeeper.    Pet  Feb  13.     Perkins.     Tork.  March 

latll. 
Gebbie,  Jas.  South  Shields.  Durham,  Boot  Dealer. 

■hard.    Newcaatle,  Feb  i»  at  13. 
Hardy,  Geo,  Kirkdale,  nr  Lpool,  Builder.    Pet  Feb  14.    Watson.     Lpool 

Hogarth.  Wm  Thos.  Middleeborongh,  York,  Tailor.  Pet  Feb  U.  Crosby 
Stockton-on-Tees,  .March  .'5  at  II . 

Holt.  Rosehanna  Mary,  Derby,  Widow, 
March  2  at  13. 

Kerr,  Jas,  *  Wm  Hy  Glynn,  Lpool,  Cotton  Brokera.    Pet  Feb  U     Wat- 
son.   Lpool,  March  1  at  2. 

Martin.  John,  Sonth  Shields,  Dnrham.  Boot  Dealer.  Pet  Feb  11    Blan- 

shard.    Newcastle,  Feb  2S  at  12. 
Shaw,  Saml,  Mioklehurst,  Cheshire,  Cotton  Spinner.    Pet  Feb  U    Hall 

Aehton-uuder-Lyne,  March  2  at  II. 
Sterens,  Hy,  Swaffham  Bulbeck.  Cambridge,  Builder.      Pet  Feb  13 

Eaden.    Cambridge,  March  3  at  3. 
Werer,  Geo,  Sheffield,  Cooper.     Pet  Feb  IC.     Wake.     Sheffield,  March 

Whitty,  Wm,  Martley,  Worcester,  Tumplke-gato  Keeper.      Pet  Feb  1 5 

Crisp.    Worcester,  March  1  at  11. 
WUkinson,  Joseph,  Whitby,  York,  Bntclier.  Pet  Feb  U.  Crosby    Stock- 

ton-cn-Tees,  Feb  27  at  11. 

TuiSDAi,  Feb.  21,  1871. 

Under  the  Bankruptcy  Act,  1869. 

Creditors  mnst  forward  their  proofs  of  debts  to  the  Keglstrar . 

To  Surrender  in  London. 

Hatchings,  Thos.  Alwln-rd,   Lewisham-rd,  Contractor.      Pet    Feb  6 

Hazlitt.     March  B  at  12. 

Van  PraaK,  Alex,  Crown  St,  Soho,  Cigar  Dealer.     Pet  Feb  18       Roche 
March  3  at  12. 

To  Surrender  in  the  Country. 
Beokwith,  Wm  Darics,  Bnry,  Lancashire,  Wine  Merchant.    Pet  Feb  18 

HoUen.    Bolton.  March  II  at  10. 
Crossley,  tdwin,  Halifax,  York,  Roller  Maker.     Pet  Feb  17.     Rankin 

Halifax,  March  3  at  10. 
Davies,  Thos,  Merthyr  Tydfil,  Glamorgan,  Innkeeper.      Pet  Feb  18 

Russell.    -Merthyr  Tydfil,  March  6  at  2.  > '^ou  lo. 

E^an,  FreJc  Bailey.  Sc  Walter  Raynham,  .Manch,  Comedians.      Pet  Feb 

"     Kay.    Manch,  March  16  at  9.30. 


Pet  Feb  17.  Robin- 
Daw.  Exeter, 
Bencraft.  ' 


Pet  Feb 


16. 
GoWthorp'e,  David,  cleckheaton,  York,  Cardmaker 

•on.    Bradford,  March  7  at  9. 
Hiitgins,  John  Wm,  E.\eter,  Cheese  Dealer.    Pet  Feb  17, 

March  4  at  12. 
Irwin,  (Vm  Howard,  Kortham,  Devon,  Butcher.    Pet  Feb  17 

Barnstaple,  March  7  at  12. 
Roberts.  Fredk  Jas,  Birm,  Accountant.    Pet  Feb  18.    Chauntler.  Birm 

March  6  at  12. 
Spear,  Percival  Fredk,  Warsash,  Hante,  Licensed  Victualler 

17.     Hellard.    Portsmouth,  .March  7  at  12. 
Stow,  Jane.  Nelson,  Lancashire,  Plumber.      Pet  Feb   16.      Hartlav 

Burnley.  March  9  at  3.30.  ■  •' ' 

Whatmau,  Maximilian.  Lorthiam,  Sussex,  Farmer.  Pet  Feb  18.  Yoanff 

Hastines,  March4  at  I.l».  '"'"s- 

Wood,  Wm  Sproston,  Oxford,  Licensed  VIctuaUer.    Pet  Feb  6.    Dudler 

Oxford,  .March  6  at  12.  """oj. 

TBESDAT.Feb.  21,  1871. 
Aiosworth,  Jas,  Kidderminster,  Worcester,  Rug  Manufacturer     March 

I  at  12.  at  ofMce  of  Corbet,  Cburch-st.  Kidderminster 
Allon,  Kobt,  Jarrow.  Durham,  Tailor.  March  7  at  12,  at  offices  of  Hoyla 

£  Co,  Mosley-at,  Newcastle-upon-Tyne. 
Arthur,  Wm,  Blackbnrn,  Lancaster,  Leather  Currier.    March  7  at  2  at 

offices  of  Tyrer  &  Co,  North  Jolin-at.  Lpool. 
Barber,  Tlio.v  lilacksyke  Mill,  nr  llolroflrth,  York,  Woollen  Manufacturer. 

March  8  at  II,  at  ofHcos  of  Clougrh,  .Market-«t,  Huddersfleld. 
Barker,  Robinson,  Low-moor,  Bradford,  York,  Manofaotnrer.    JIarch  1 

at  11,  at  offices  of  Hargreares,  .Market-st,  Bradford 
Bassett,  Richd,  Hinckley,  Leicester,  Builder.    March  6  at  12.  at  office  of 

Owston,  Friar- lane,  Leicester. 
Battison,  Josiah,  Lavendon,  Bucks,  Carrier.    March  6  at  II,  at  office  of 

Becke,  Market'sq,  Northampton. 
Brayshaw,  John,  &  Wm  Hilton,  Manch,  Coal  Merchants.   March  8  at  II 

at  offices  of  Nicholson  &  Milne,  Norfolk-st,  Manch. 
Brigstocke.  Wm  Phelps,  Wednesburv,  Stafford,  Grocer.    March  7  at  1 1 

at  cfflces  of  Eaden,  Bennetts-hill,  Birm. 
Browne,  Geo  Shaw,  Stockport,  Poulterer.   March  Sat  II,  at  10,  Higher- 

hill-gate,  Stockport.  '     ^ 

Bruskeviili,  Hy,  birm.  Fish  Merchant.  March  7  at  3,  at  37,  Waterloo-st 

Birm.     uutt. 
Buckley,  Wm,  Koohdale,  Lancaster.  Housepaintcr. 

offices  of  Holland,  3J«illie-sE.  Rochdale. 
Butter,  Ephralm  Alfred,  Engineer-rd,  Woolwich- common 

March  9  at  2,  at  offices  of  Lindus,  Cbeapside. 
Child,  Joey,  Leeds,  Assistant  Engineer.    March  8  at  11,  at  li).  East- 

paradf,  Leeds,    butler  i  Smith.  ,  ^•^^■ 

Copeland.  Edwd,  Southamptun,  Ironmonger.    March  3  at  13,  at  offices 

of  Lmaouel,  Austlnfriars.     Killbv,  Southampton. 
Cowan,  Walter,  Torquay,  Devon,  Travelling  Draper.    March  «  at  12.  at 

theCooniyCoort  Office,  Bedford-circus,  E-teter.    Petlierick 
Crowthcr.  Joseph,  Ecclee,  Lancaster,  Grocer.      March  8  at  111  at  offices 

of  Boole  K  Edgar,  George-st,  Manch. 
Cuss,  Geo  Edmund,  Pontypool,  Jlonmouth,  Grocer.    March  6  at  11,  at 

Uie  Queen's  Hotel,  Baneswell,  Newport.      Greenway  &  Bythcway, 

Davis,  Saml,  Weston-super-Mare,  Somerset,  Grocer.    March  2  at  12,  at 

ofBces  01  Barnaid  &  Co,  Albion-chambers,  Bristol.    Fussell  &  Co 
Denning,  John  Swaine,  4  Wm  Hy  Harry,  Birm,  Drapers.    March  6  at  3 

at  office  of  Jacques,  Cherry-st,  Birm- 
Dowel,  Bonj  Willet,  Wellington-ter,  New-rd,   Hammersmith,  Builder. 

March  I  at  12,  at  the  Duke  of  Wellington  Tavern,  Drury-lane,  Strand 

Uttoo,  fconthanipton-bldgs.  Chancery-lane. 
Enfield,  Jas,  Mereworih,  Kent,  Shoemaker.    March  8  at  2.30.  at  offices 

of  Goodwin,  Mill-st,  Maidstone. 
Fabris,  Francis  Wm,  Slaidu-valo,  Middi.  no  oocupation.    March  10  at  2 

■I  offices  of  Blackford  tt  Riches,  Gt  Swan-alley,  Moongate-st.  ' 


March  10  at  3,  at 
Dairyman. 


Fawcett,  Thos,  Bradford,  Y'ork,  Bootmaker.    lUtth  3tt  >  u 

•t,  Bradford.    Mossraan.  ' 

Fisher,  Wm,  Earlsheaion,  York,  Blanket  Manofactirer.  Van 

at  offices  of  Ibberson,  Dewsburj- 
Francis,  Wm  Edwd.  Bristol,  out  of  business.     Mirch  4  ti  V 

Swan  Hotel,  Bridge-st,  Bristol. 
Hardwick,  John,  Northampton,  Shoe  Manufacturer.   Msrcb  i 

offices  of  Jeffery  &  Son,  Newland,  Northampton. 
Harrison,  Edwd,  Sutterton,  Lhicoln,  Grocer.    March"  >tll,i 

Bailes,  Churchyard,  Boston. 
Hibell,  Benj  Francis.  Walsall,  Stafford,  Draper.    MartkCu; 

of  Brevit,  Church-st,  Darlaston. 
Hobson,  Leonard.  Leeds,  Builder.     March  4  at  11,  at  office 

Bank-st,  Leeds. 
Holden,  Geo,  Walsall,  Stafford,  Plumber.     Harck  7  st  11 

of  Glover.  Park-st,  Walsall. 
Holland,  John,  Brierley-hill,  Stafford,  Grocer.    March; us 

of  Tree,  Broad-st.  Worcester. 
HoUls,  Geo ,  West  Cowes,  Isle  of  Wight,  Bootmaker.   Uitel 

at  the  Dolphin  Hotel,  West  Cowes. 
Hord,  Geo  Wni,  Sheffield,    Silversmith.     March  4  at  IS,  g 

Mellor,  Dank-st,  Sheffield. 
Herd,  John  Robinson.  Sheffield,  Silver  SUmper.    March  4 

offices  of  Slellor,  Bank-st,  Sheffield. 
Horsfield,  Taos,  Birm,  Woollen  Draper.      March  6  at  11,  st 

.Mason,  Townball-chambers,  New-st,  Birm. 
Howard,  A 'ah,  Cecilst,   Strand.     Feb  2'i  at  3,  at  the  G« 

Hinh-»t,  Bedford.    .Marshall,  Hatton-garden- 
Ktmp,  Jas,  Kew-rd,  Bichmond,  Ironmonger.    March  I3U3, 

Hotel,  Holborn.    Morshail,  Lincoin's-inn-Helds. 
Leavesley,  Tlios,  and  Kredk  Goodacre,    Leicester,  Boot  Km 
March  3  at  11,  at  offices  of  Harvev,  Pocklington-walk,  L< 
Mann,  Wm  Chas,  Wortiey,  Leeds,  Hat  Maimfactnter.     Min 

at  offices  of  PuUan,  Bank-chambers,  Park-row,  Leeds. 
Manghan,  John,  Newcastle-upon-Tyne,  Tailor.  March  6  at  i: 

of  Hoyle  &  Co,  Mosley-st,  Newcastle-upon-Tyne. 
Maurice,  Mortimer,  Crantock,  Cornwall,  Clerk  in  Holv  Ordei 
4  at  2,  at  offices  of  Whitelieid,  St  Colurab  Major.    Treveoa, 
McCarthy,  Hy  Wm.  Frome,  Somerset,  Solicitor.   March  3  u 

of  McCarthy,  Frome. 
Moore.  Wm  Shepherd,  South  Shields,   Durham,  Veteriaar 
March  3  at  12,  at  offices  of  Worlaton,  Hills-st,  Gateshead. 
Nuttman,  Eliz,  West  Ham,  Stratford,  Baker.     March  2  at  U, 

Wood  &  Hare,  Bastnghall-st. 
Gardham,  Geo,  Beverley,  York,  Bookseller.     March  6  at  II. 
Sbepherd  i  Co,  Lairgate,  Beverley.  Roberts  &  Leak,  Kins 
Hull. 
Canton,  Margarotts,  Soham,  Schoolmistress.  March  6  at  IS,  a 

Hotel,  Sohsm.    Ellison,  Cambridge. 
PawBon,  Thos,  Doncaster,  York,  Hairdresser.      March  6  s 
Elephant  Hotel,  St  Sepulchre-gate,  Doncaster.    Burdekis 
Percival,  Bertram,  Enfleld-lock,  Clerk.    March  7  at  12,  at  21 

st,  Finabury.    Abbott. 
Phillips,  John  Hy,  Plymouth,  Devon,  Grocer.  March  3  at  II, 
Fellows'  Hall,  Kcr-st,  Devonport.    Beer  4  Runlle.  Devon] 
Pickering,  Saml  Joseph,  Leeds,  Provision  Dealer.     March 

offices  of  Spirett,  East  Parade,  Leeds. 
Quilter,  Albert,  Georga-bldgs,  Old-st-rd,  Mattress  Maker.    H 

3,  st  office  of  Brighten,  Bishopsgate-st  Without. 
Robson,  Jas.  Newcastle-apon-'Tyne,  Bootmaker.      March 
offices  of  Keenlyside  &  Forsier,  Grainger-st  West,  Newt 
Tyne. 
Pjilie,  Stephen,  Newbury,  Berks,  Smith.     March  4  at  11,  at 

Hart  Inn,  Market-pl.  Newbury.    Cave,  Newbury. 
Scbofield,  Geo.  Wigan,  Lancashire,  Journeyman  Boiler  Msk« 

6  at  3,  at  office  of  France,  Churchgaie,  Wigan. 
Smith,  Jas,  Frizlington,  Cumberland,  Grocer.     March  6  at 

of  Mason,  Duke-st,  Whitehaven. 
Smith,  Saml  Richardson,  Sheffield,  Grocer.     Feb  28  at  I,  a 

Broomhead  &  Co,  Bank -chambers,  George-st,  Shield. 
Sulby,  Hy,  Taunton,  Somerset,  Innkeeper.    Uarch  4  at  li,a 

Reed  &  Cook,  Paul-st,  Taunton. 
Sutton,  Jas.  Warrington,  Lancashire,  Hosier.     March  8  at 

County  Court,  Warrington.    Moore. 
Tapaon,  Jos  Win,  Bristol,  Licensed  Victualler.     March  6  at 

of  Alexander  &  Co.  Broad  st,  Bristol.    Miller,  Bristol. 
Thomas,  Philemon,  Oardltf,  Glamorgan,  Bookseller.    Match 

offices  of  Morgan,  High-st,  Cardifl. 

Trenchard.  John, and  Jane  Rose,  Sllchester-rd,   Notting-hi 

March  6  at  3,  at  offices  of  Izard  &,  Betta,  Eastcheap. 

Bishopsgate-Bt  Without. 

Turner,  Wm  Lovett,  sen,  Desboroogh,  Northampton,  oali 

March  16  at  1 1,  at  offices  of  Cave,  HIgh-st,  Market  Harbor 

Walker,  Samuel  John.  Nottingham,  Builder.    March    6  at  1 

of  Simpson,  Bauk-chumbers,  Nottingham.    Wood. 
Warner,  Wm  Hy,  Cheltenham,   Gloucester,  Butcher.    Maid 

offices  of  Marshall,  Essex-pl,  Cheltenham. 
Wheatley,  Joseph,  Bourton-on-tbe-Hill,  Gloucester,  Baker. 
10,   at  the  Unicorn  Inn,  Moreton-in-Marsh.     Coult<>n,  ] 
Marsh. 
Williams,  Thos,  Birkenhead,  Chester,  Draper.     Mardi6at 

of  Anderson,  Market-st,  Birkenhead. 
Wood,  Darch  Edward,  Edmonton,  Schoolmaster.    March 
offices  of  Wyatt  k  Copeland,  Moorgate-st.    Head  fc  Cooke, 

Liqoidatioii  by  Arrangement. 

FIRST  MEETINGS  OF  CREDITORS. 
Fainay,  Feb.  17, 1871. 
Aldcn,  Thos  Stamps,  k  Francis  Alden,  jun,  Perm,  Staflbn 

Brewers.    March  6  at  12,  at  the  Swan  Hotel,  W"olverh»« 

Worcester. 
Baker,  Wm  Chas,  Eversholt-st,  Camden-town,  Tailor.    Mai 

at  offices  of  Start,  Ironmonger-lane. 
Beach,  John  Dobsou,  Kingsion-on-Thames,  Newsagent-    Mai 

at  office  of  Sherrard,  Clifford'a-inn,  Fleet-st. 
Bircham,  Thos   Edwd  (not  Bucham,  as  previously  advertia 

church-3t,  Rerreshmeui-huuse  Keeper.    March  I  a:   12,' 

Bastard,  Bnib.int-ct,  Philpot-lane. 
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IM,  la.  SheOeld,  Boot  Dealer.    Feb  17  <u  3,  at  oOc«s  of  Clegg 

hik4t,  tMnfflald.  . 

Biidhwi, Jahn  Fait,  Radnr,  Tork,  Comin  Agent.    Much  a«t3,  M 
Am  of  IhoopHO,  niikl»4t,  Stoekton.oa-Teei. 
Idlittai,  Gee,  Stockmrt,  Cheeter,  StoneouKni.    Feb  as  >t  3,  «t  19, 

Cu>os-ii,llaiidi.    utw. 
ftwi.Jmiib,  at  Colsmb  M«Jor,  Oorawall,  BoUdar.    Mueh  1  «t  1,  at 
offloi  of  wUteleld,  St  Colamb.    Trarai*,  Truro. 
Bmt*.  nsSf,  WsIrertuunptOB,  Stafford,  Builder.    Feb  U  at  1 1,  at 
oflM  or  Cnawell,  Comer-bldga,  BilatM.«t.  WolTerbamptoo. 
Ih>^,  John,  BUenlMad,  Cheater,  Sehool  Proprietor.    March  3  at  2, 
a  gOcH  of  6<ltMaf»T,  North  John-at,  Lpool. 
irru,  Sunl,  Hoarwith7,  Henford,  Ifanhlnlit     Uarcb  (  at  U,  »t  offlea 
of  GirrobL  Falaee-Td,  Hereford.    Sjawiida. 

ULJobaJiduialUchaal,  Oxftird-at,  Tailor.  March  8  at  3,  at  offloe 
of  SwU,  Geonte.K,  Maiulon  Honae. 

CiTlir,  Uwd,  vrhartOD,  Cheeter,  Joiner.  March  1  at  U.at  oOce  of 
C<ok<,Cbireb-<t,  Orer.nr  Winafoid. 

CbaUn,  Fledc.  Gt  Berkhanuted,  Hertford,  Boot  Manufacturer.  Feb 
Ditl>,at  tdkeorOapel,  Iilacoln'e-lmi-fleldi.  BnUock,  Uacoln's- 
lim-llgMi. 

Ma,  Qtu,  Frinlqr,  SarTey,  Builder.    March  3  at  t,  at  the  Duke  of 
Tork  Hitai,  Tork  Tomi,  Frtmler.    Wheeler. 
Vttu,  Lewie,  VUtaehapel-rd,  Hatter.    F»b  as  at  S,  at  the  City  Anna 
Tanni,  BlooadeldHt,  London-mU.    Padmore. 
;«iil»,Jii)iaf,UTerpool-rd,  Islington,  Builder.  March  6  at  3,  at  otBcaa 
of  laid  ft  Betti,  Eaetcbeap. 

Soon,  Olira>,Binn,  Draper.    March  S  at  I,  at  the  Rooou  of  the  Home 
Tnle  AmdatloD,  Tork-«t,  Manch.    Beaton,  Blrm. 
Wiurt,  Maarke,  Mandi,  Artist.    March  <  at  3,  at  offlcea  of  Rjrlance, 
Eim^t,  HsBch. 

'dpi.Jii  Hf,  Edenbridge,  Kent,  Hotel-keeper.    Iifauch  1  at  U,  at  the 
Albioo  Hotel,  EdeabrM^.    Mfaiter.  Folkeatone. 
iHtou,  John  Jacob,  ft  Jaa  Mitchell  Freeman,  Barblcan-markat,  Car- 
pmen.  March  I  at  U.  at  offlcea  of  Fenton,  Worahlpat,  Finsbnrr. 
•Cnn,  Row,  Cardiff,  Bootmaker.    March  3  at  1,  at  offices  of  Bar- 
nilkCo,Caidllf.    Enaor. 

•^JtSiftBrOrmston,  SnnderUod,I>nrham.Braaa Founders.  March 
>  II S,  at  oOlce  of  Bell,  Lambton-st,  Sunderland . 
«M,  Jacob,  Ererton,  Israel,  Lloenaed  VictoaUcr.    Feb  18  at  1,  at 
ea«aiolBertlett,  DnlMt,  LpooL 

'<7,  Ja,  HeiMlon,  KinEStonon-Tbamee,  Baker.    March  2  at  3,  at 
inak^t,  DiMeo-aa'Thamea.    Shecnrd,  Cttflbrd'a-lnn. 
■x'ej,  tdid,  Ooildford,  Sarrer.  out  of  baalneas.    March  3  at  i,  at 
otaof  Sterau,  Portamonth-rd.  Onildted. 

■at,  Wb  gobt,  suhiloar,  Tork,  Farmer.    March  6  at  I,  at  offices  of 
>;«liad  k  Co,  Bank^hambera.  Oeorge-st,  Sheffield. 
■nJsinaiisloa-ttpao-Holl.  Bootmaker.    Feb  38  at  3,  at  office  of 
tanoiillamt^st,  KlaKaton-npon-Hull. 

*<>.  W*,  iibarton,  Laacaatar,  Naihnaker.  March  6  at  13,  at  offlee 
Ay«<ai«  fe  Dowling,  Vood-at,  BollOD. 

*™^•Mth.  Swansea,  Glamorgan,  Ueaoaed  Victualtor.  Feb  38  at 
>;**»*  Morris,  Rutland^t,  Swansea. 

"■■■^*  Powell,  Asbton-under-Ljna,  Umcaater,  Coaoh  Bnnder< 
«a>aii,utbeCoauneicialEotel,  Old.at,  Ashton-under-LToe. 
IMaUakioe-ttBder-Lrne. 
■H  Ml,  Lpool,  HeerhODse  Keeper.    March  3  at  3,  at  offloe  of  Harris, 
l^Caatlfret,I«)0l. 

«I}«i,GtlUrlow, Bucks. Lloenaed  Victualler.    March  1  at  U.at 
■•avion  Anas  Inn.  Ot  Marlow.    Clarke,  High  Wrcombe. 
ajto,  tame  lUrta.Blnn,  Dealer  In  Staya.    March  3  at  3,  at  offloes  of 
J*"!.  »»lerlo»«t,  Binn. 

t*".  *■  ,*'*«ri  Spring.groTe,  Elngaton-upon-Thamea,  Builder. 
■™» « 13,  at  offlee  of  FaUowa  dt  Whltebead,  Uaeaster-pl,  Strand. 
*«*tt.  Bedted-et.  Cereot-cardeB. 

"w.  *«^  Psal  Cristopher,  Fleet-st,  Jounallst.  Maroh  6  at  I,  at 
J^lraiVten.    SymsftSon. 

aaoa.  Joeipb,  Eaatacwold,  Tork,  Tanner.    Mueh  2  at  13,  at  offloe  of 
I!Jr^J™"JS'A*  ^o'l^    BoWneon  ft  Son,  Kasmgwold. 
yM-Jota,  Mlddleirieh,  Chester,  Publican.    March  a  at  3,  at  office 
JCooktKtaderttBst,  MlddlewiGh. 

SI^JS'S!?!.*!?'™"  Walden.  Essex,  TaOor.  March  7  at  3,  at 
•tt  of  UAbaid,  BucklenbuiT. 

■».1L  Heto  Hy,  Strood.  Kent,  Upholaterer.  Match  3  at  I.  at  ofloes 
"J™"  *  **•  ChanceryJaae. 

Jjra.SaDCT.Oa»r*.st,  Qreengrocsr.  March  3  at  13.  at  offices  of 
■Mlo^  8ca4aaipton.hWg5.  Chanoery-laae. 

an.  ?!""•  ""Ofi.  OenorsI  Salesman.  March  3  at  a,  at 
*."snt,  Maacb.    Elma&Hsmpaon. 

lJiiiJw,JataiWin.Asbiidge,  Berks,  Farmer.    March  1  at  3,  at  the 
niisHiii  to, lUrket-pI, Newbury.    Ponnlgor, Newbury. 
■Woiu.Hawkridm,  Somerset.  Farmer.    March  1  at  12,  at  offieee  ot 
iSi'^'i?:??*^""'*"'.  <l»»«n-et,  Exeter. 
El?l  Herbert   Fiands,    MontpeHer-row,    Twickenham,    Clerk. 
?? •"  ^ office  of  Uaynes,  Serle-et,  Lmeoln's-lnn. 
»™[J  Bobt,  KoGheeter-iDw,  Westminster,  KaUnc-house  Keeper. 
^^«  IJ,  at  ofBcai  of  BirchaU  &  Bosers,  Sonthampton-bldgs, 
ST?y^    Harrison,  FamiTal'a-tan.  Holbom. 
». '■>,  WdOigton,  Somenet,  PoUw  Merchant.    Marvh  1  at  3.  at 
g^of  Trtachsrd  &  Walah,  Begistry-pl,  Taunton.    Banaom,  Wel- 

2*'»!2'|«^»«>n»«h,  Tork,  Joiner.    Feb  27  at  4,  at  offlcea  ot 

g.flHWHaiambers.  SheOeld. 

Kir  i^  BnidftcdjTork,  PoUto  Merchant.    Feb  37  at  10,  at 


w^u.^^^'  I*«wton-et,  Bradford.  Rhode^  Bradtbrd. 
IcivJSll^J*"*'''*'^*"'-  Man*  6  (It  3,  at  offlee  of  Hi 
^^"*J^-st,  lpool.    Lace  *  Co,  lpool. 


Harmood 


iSSlfe:,^""*'"^' '^'"*>  J^Wican.  lurch  2  at  2, at  Chart's 

ff^S.f'SlI'^-    """y.  Bristol. 

E«kii.*'*I!!^I?'  *"<>»*"*.  Mm  end.  Brush  Manufacturer. 

Sl  B.  3 •«"»^B^«-PO"d-r«. ISUntton.   Pope, Fenohorob-et. 

St  ■i.?!I*^S?!2!L>''  Merchant.    F»b  38  at  3,  at  otBoe  of 

l^2^^^*3*^tjHaswlbrdweBt. 

■JB^WfcPoBttpooLMoiimouth,  Bootmaker.   Fcb28at  l,atofflces 

ZS'***tCi,t€k»*t,BittM.    Lloyd.  Pentypool. 

Sta!t.)f*>  B*"*  Manafkctarer.    March  3  at  i,  atofflces  of 

telwS iSter "Mk-bidBs, Boer-lane,  Leeds. 

»f^j««"d.  Coal  Merchant.    March  3  at  13,  at  office  of  Whyley 


'   Butt,  Qeo,  Furleitfi,  Essex,  Farmer.    March  t  at  13,  at  the  King's  Head- 
Inn,  Maldon.    Erans,  Maldon. 
Sheward,  Alfd,  Junetlon-mews,  Oambridge-ter,  Faddlngton,  Oent. 

Match  6  at  1 1,  at  offlee  of  Pollen,  Ololaters,  Temple. 
Shipley,  Wm  Saml,  Plungar,  LHcesler,  Qerk  In  Holy  Order*.   Feb  28  at 

11,  at  the  Assembly  Rooms,  Low-parement,  Nottingham.    Parsons  dr 

aeo. 
Simeock,  Thee,  Lpool,  Hairdresser.    Maroh  3  at  3,  at  offlces  of  Harris, 

Cnimi'^t,  Oaetle-et,  Lpool. 
Simmons,  Wm  Edwd,  Redditcb,  Worcester,  Attorney.    Maieh  3  at  II, 

at  offlee  of  Oriffln.  Bennett's-hlll,  Blrm. 
Staapson,  John  Hinchcltffe,  Ererton,  Lpool,  out  of  bnshieaa.    Maroh  6 

at  3,  at  offices  of  Ponton,  Temon-chambera,  Temon-st,  Lpool. 
SUde,  John,  Exeter,  Innkeeper.    Maroh  3  at  3,  at  ColUn(s'  Black 

Horse  Inn,  LooKbrookat,  Eteter.    Frver. 
Toone,  BenJ,  Leicester,  Boot  Manufacturer.    March  i  at  II,  at  offlee  of' 

Harrey,  Fockllngton-waik.  Ldcealer. 
Tyers.  Wm,  Jan,  Nottingham,  Joiner.    March  3  at  13,  at  offioea  of 

Cranch,  Low-paTement,  Nottingham. 
Wakefield,  Wm  Bamett,  Bllton-lields,  Warwick,  Tile  >Iannfaetarer. 

Hatch  1  at  3.  at  dte  Lanenee  Sbeiritrs  Hotel,  Rugby.    Wratlaland. 
Walker,  Ann,  Lower  Wortley,  Leeds,  Orooer.    March  3  at  3,  at  offlee  el- 

Femsndes  &  Oill,  Croes-sq,  Wakefield 
Waller,  Chas  Ede,  Luton,  Bedfort,  Comm  Agent.    March  9  at  a,  at 

offlces  of  Oood  ft  Daniels,  Poultry,    Bailey,  Loten. 
Watklns,  Wm  Bees,  Brynmawr,  Brecon,  out  of  boshiess.   March  7  at  1.. 

at  offlces  of  Jones,  Froiimore^t,  Abei^renny. 
Wearer,  Joeepb  Warter,  Lpool,  Tailor.    March  3  at  3,  at  offloes  of  Poa» 

ton,  Veraon-ohambers,  Vemon.st,  LpooL 
Webster,  Thos,  ft  Thoe  Ju  Turner,  Oaiston,  nr  Lpool,  Builders.  March- 

7at  l.attheLaw  Asaodatiou  Rooms,  Cook-at,  LpooL    Atkinson  ft 

Co,  Lpool. 
White,  Isaac,  Sbortwood  Collieries,  Oloocester.  Goal  Proprietor.  March 

3  at  13,  at  offlces  of  Abbot  ft  Leonart,  Albion-chambers,  Bristol. 
WilUnaon,  JOhn,  ft  Jaa  Wilkinson,  Sheffield,  Joiners.    Feb  2)  at  3,  at 

offloee  of  Taylor.  Norfolk-row.  SheffleM. 
WilHams,  Thos,  Wabiwen.  nr  Swanaea,  Labourer.   Hatch  4  at  2,  at 

otBee  of  Morris,  Rntland-st,  Swanaea. 
WInser,  Hy  Jas,  sen,  Orafton-st,  Soho,  Qasfltter.  Feb  33  at  1 1,  at  oflloea 

of  Howell,  Cheapslde. 
Woods,  John,  ft  Geo  Woods,   Northampton,   Shoe  Manufacturers. 

March  I  at  12,  at  offloa  of  Sboosmlth,  Newhind,  Northampton. 
Woodward,  Thos,  Worksop,  Notdnghan,  Tailor.    Feb  38  at  1,  at  offloee 

of  BuideUn  ft  Go,  NorfoU-si.  Sheffield. 
Toang,  Richd,  ft  Ralph  Atkinson  Young.  Newcastle-upon-Tyne,  Oom- 

mon  Brewers.   March  I  at  3,  at  offioea  of  Joel,  Market^t,  Newoaatla- 

upon-Tyne. 


GBE8HAM     LIFE    ASSURANCE     SOCIETT, 
37,  OLD  JEWRY,  LONDON,  E.G. 

SOLICITORS  are  Inrtted  to  Introduce,  on  behalf  of  their  cllenta,  Pr»> 
poaals  for  Loans  on  Freehold  or  Leasehold  Property,  Berersions,  Lilb 
Uieiests,  or  other  adequate  seeurltles. 

Proposals  may  be  made  in  the  tbat  instance  accorting  to  the  following, 
tkyrm  ».— 

PaorosAi.  roa  Loah  ox  Moxtoaocs. 

Date 

lotroduced  by  (sfofe  name  and  addnu  tf  toUetor) 

Amount  required  £ 

Time  and  mode  of  repayment  (le.,  tiluthtr  fir  a  (arm  etrtoin,  «r  6y 
amnMlor  other  Mmwnli) 

Security  (iMssiertfy  (As  par«aifar'«ysse«n<ir,ai«l,4<laisi  or  iuM' 
toffs.  Mute  the  net  etitiafif  tacomr). 

SUte  what  Ufii  Policy  (if  any)  la  proposed  to  be  eabeted  w  th  the- 
Qreaham  OIBce  in  connection  with  the  aecurlty. 
By  order  ot  the  Board, 

F.  ALLAN  COBTIS,  Actuary  and  Secretary. 

EQUITABLE     REVERSIONARY    INTEREST 
SOCIETY,   10,  LANCASTEB^LAOE,  STRAND. 
Established  1833.    Capital  pald-npk  4489,000. 
Thla  Society  purchases  rererslonary  property,  life  intereats,  and  Ufa 
policies  of  assurance,  and  grants  loans  on  these  securities. 
Forms  of  proposal  may  be  obtained  at  the  office. 

r.  B.  CLAYTON,  )        Joint 
O.  U.  CLAYTON.)  Secreurtas. 


s  <lfce  St,  Bedford. 


BILLS  OF  COMPLAINT. 

BILLS   of  COMPLAINT,  6/6   per  page  for   2ft 
copies,  from  which  price  a  large  discount  will  Ce  allowed  if  cash 
is  paid  inrmediately  on  completion  of  order. 
Tatss  ft  ALXXAHDaa,  Law  Printers,  Symonds-inn,  Ohaaoery-laiuK 

PRINTINQ  of  EVERY  DESCRIPTION,  Leeal, 
Parliamentarv  and  Oeneral— Newspapers,  Books,  Pamphleta, 
Prospectuses,   Circulars,    &c.— with   prompotude  and   at  moderate 
charges,  by 
Yatxs  ft  AXBXAXDKa,  Symonds-inn  (and  Ohnreh-paaaage),  Ohaneerr* 


ROYAL  POLYTECHNIC— EXTRAORDINARY 
and  COMBINED  ENTERTAINMENT.— Professor  Pepper  on  The 
War  and  the  OestmctlTe  Inplementa  nsed  thereat.— Mr.  Oeorge  Onn- 
aiiiith4Jun.,  gives  The  Yellow  Dwarf,  every  Evening.— EntertaUiment 
br  Mr.  E.  D.  Davles,  Premier  Ventriloquist,  entitled  The  Funniest  of 
Funny  Folks  I— Msdama  Boosfleld'e  Grecian  Stataary  in  White  Marble. 
—New  Ohoat  Entertainment.— Admlselnn  to  the  whole.  One  Shilling.- 
Professor  Pepper  will  commence  hia  Astronomical  Lectures  on  Thurs- 
day, the  2nd  March,  at  3.13,  and  oontinue  them  every  Thursday  at  tha 
eama  hour. 
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MESSRS.  CABLE  &  BUBB'S  LAND  and 
ESTATB  BEGISTEB  of  town  and  ooontrr  nsldenoet,  abooting 
(ltd  flthlne  aouten,  can  be  obtained  on  the  I  rt  of  eaeb  mcmtta  on  ap- 
pUcatlon  at  the  Weat  Midland  and  Soath  Walea  Land  Improremant  and 
A(«ner  Offloea,  S9,  CbancaiT-lane,  London,  E.C.,  and  Claranea-etreet, 
aioneaater. 

MESSKS.  DEBBNHAM,  TE  WSON  &  PARMER'S 
LIST  of  ESTATES  and  HOnSES  to  be  SOLD  or  LET,  including 
Landed  Eitates,  Town  and  Ooantry  Keiidancea,  Unntinx  and  Sbootinc 
Qnarten,  Firma,  Oroond  Renta,  Rent  Cbargea,  Honae  Propartir  and 
Inveatments  (eneraUr,  li  pnbUabed  on  the  tint  day  of  eaob  montb, 
and  maj  be  obtained,  free  of  cbaraie,  at  their  ofloea,  80,  Cbeapaide,  K.C., 
or  will  be  Mnt  b7  poat  in  retnm  for  two  atampa.—  Partlcnlan  fbr  Inaer- 
tton  ehoiild  be  raeelTed  not  later  than  foar  daya  preTlona  to  the  end 
of  the  precading  montti. 

VXlUABLE  ground  rent  of  ^100  a  year,  in 
one  oolleetlca,  fbr  SALE,  amplr  aaeared  npoo  Twe  apaeiooa 
Honaea  and  Shop*,  a  Modem  Warebooas,  and  other  Premlaea,  In  a 
leadinK  tborongh&ra  a  mile  from  the  Bank,  together  with  the  reraralon 
t«  the  raeic  reat  of  O70  par  annum,  in  leaa  than  70  reara.  Ttala  la  a 
reallr  fint-clata  aeenittjr  (br  Truiteea  or  otbera.— Moan.  Daamui, 
TcwBOM  It  Fabidb,  M,  Cheapaide. 

SURBITON.— An  Excellent  DETACHED  FREE- 
HOLD FAUILT  HOUSE,  with  grounda  and  gaidana,  and  the  ap- 
propriate Furniture,  for  SALE,  aituata  in  tbe  beat  part  Of  Snrbiton ; 
doie  to  the  rlTer  and  iimtatti'a  boat-honae ;  eight  bed  rooma,  dreaa- 
ingroom.baib  room,  full  sized  billiard  room,  drawing  and  dining 
rooma  of  large  dJmenalona,  librarr,  and  ofQcea.  The  famitnre  ia  all  of 
modem  and  good  conatmetlou  and  in  keeping  with  the  hooaa,  and  the 
whole  fOrmi  a  rery  complete  pnrchau  for  any  gentleman  of  taate  re- 
quiring a  property  readjr  to  hand  for  immediata  occupetloa.— Meaara. 
DianBAK,  Tiwwii  k  FAiiiEa,  80,  Cheapsiile.    (18,109.) 

A  raluable  Ground  Rent  of  £100  a-year,  in  one  ooUeotloB,  aiiaing  from 
tbe  exteniire  ahopa,  warahouae  of  four  floota,  end  atay  fkotory.  No. 
235,  Whlteebapel-road,  let  at  a  rack  renta]  of  £874  per  annum,  to 
which  a  parctaaaer  will  be  entitled  In  6S|  reara.  The  ground  rent 
la  coniidered  to  be  equal  in  ralue  to  freehold,  being  held  fbr  MO 
yeara  from  I  Mi,  free  of  rent  and  corenanta.  The  preperty  baa  a 
commanding  frontage  to  tbe  abore  Important  tboronglinra,  within 
a  mile  of  the  Bank  of  England,  and  coreri  the  large  area  oif  nearly 
4,000  square  feet. 

"TV/f  ESSRS.  DEBENHAM,  TEW  SON,  &  FARMER, 

iVJ.  will  SELL  the  abore  dasoribed  GROUND  RENT  at  the  MART, 
on  TUESDAY,  MABCH  U,  at  TWO. 

Partlcttlani  of 

rr,  O.  BUIXEB,  Eiq.,  aoUoltcr,  Baige-yard-cbambers,  Bucklaiabary  : 
and  of  the  Anetlooeen,  SO,  Cheapaide. 

9a  Or  7p  of  anneiiaUy  eUglble,  well-deTriopad  BnUdiDg  Land,  ibmarly 
the  residence  and  gronnda  of  the  late  Sir  Alexander  M.  Lockbart, 
Bart.,  situate  within  H  miles  of  Looden-bildca,  and  known  aa  tbe 
"  Elms,"  Brixton-hill.  Small  part  Freehold,  aiB  tbe  remainder  held 
fbr  97  years  flrom  the  freeholder  at  the  nominal  rent  at  £128  per 
annum,  and  capable  of  yielding  net  improred  ground  renta  amount- 
ing to  £637  per  annum.  Houses  are  at  the  preaent  time  in  great 
demand  In  tbia  highly-esteemed  and  old^atabUabed  poaition. 

(l/fESSRS.    HERRING   &    SON   will  SELL  the 

1 VX    abore  by  AUCTION,  at  the  UART,  on  THURSDAT,  MABCH 
leth,  at  TWELVE  fbr  ONE  o'clock,  in  One  Lot. 
Fartlenlara,  with  plana,  may  be  had  at  tbe  Uart ;  on  the  property  ;  af 
Meatn.  HUGHES,  H0OK£R,  «:   BUTTENSHAW,  aolioltots,  16, 
Bodge -row,  E.C.; 
and  of  tbe  Auetioneera,  31,  Moorgate-street,  Bank,  E.C,  and  Brixton- 
hill,  S.W. 

PABTEIDOE     AND     COOFEK, 

WHOLESALE  AND  RETAIL  STATIONERS, 
193,  Fleet-atreet,  and  I  k  2,  Chancery-lane,  London,  E.C. 

Carriage  paid  to  the  Coontry  on  Ordan  ezoaading  20a 
Daarr  FAria,  4s.  6d.,  6s., 7a.,  7s.  9cl..  and  9s.  per  ream. 
Bam  PAria,  18s.  6d.,  17s.  6d.  and  23s.  6d.  per  ream. 
FooucAF  FArxB,  lOs.  6d.,  13s.  6d.,and  ISs.  6d.  per  ream. 
CaiAa-i.Aii>  Non,  8a.,  4s.,  and  Ss.  per  ream. 
Laaoa  Caaax  Laid  Nora.  4a.,  6a.,  and  7s.  per  ream. 
luaoa  Blox  Nora,  8a.,  4s.,  and  6s.  per  ream. 
Emrxi/orxa,  CaaaM  Ok  Blui,  39. 6d.,  4s.  6d.,  and  6s.  6d.  per  1006. 
Thx  *'  TmrLi  **  Earciorx,  extra  secure,  9i.  6d.  per  1000. 
FootaoAr  OrrioiAi.  EarxLoria.  Is.  6d.  per  100. 
PaxTaisoa  &  Cooria'e  Naw  Vcllck  Wotx  Cuia  Hooaa  Non,  9t.  6d. 

per  ream. 

"  We  can  booeatly  recommend  it.  To  lawyers,  whoae  writing  ahonld 
be  aa  distinct  aa  poaalble,  this  paper  will  bo  parttoolarly  acceptable.**— 
Law  Times. 

bsxxrcaa  Sxim,  Printed  andMachine-mled,  1^  9d.  each,  Ms.  per  doe 
SaooifDs  OR  Fouowxaa,  Buled,  la.  6d.  each,  17s.  per  doiea. 
Bxooaoa  oa  MiMoaiALS,  Cd.  each,  ts.  6d  per  doaen. 
Luoiaa,  Dat  Boon,  Caaa  Books,  LaTraa  oa  Miaora  Boosa. 
An  immenae  stock  in  Tariona  bindluni. 

IixciraATtD  PaioB  Liei  of  Inkstands,  Postage  Soalea,  Copying 
Presses,  Writing  Caaea,  Deapatch  Boxes,  Oak  and  Walnut  Stationery 
Cabinrta,  and  other  nsalnl  artialea  adapted  to  Library  or  Olflce,  post 
rae. 

AUTHORS  ADVISED  WITH  as  to  the  Cost  of 
Printing  and  Fubliahing,  and  the  Cheapest  Mode  of  Bringing 
out  USS. 

Yatiu  Ic  ALKXAXOia,  Printers,  7,  Symonds-inn,  Chancery-lane. 


Early  In  April  will  he  pabllsbed.  In  One  Vol.,  mn  I 

A  PRACTICAL  INTRODUCTION  to  CO 
AHCING  ;  Containing  the  Substance  of  Two  Coa 
lures  delirercd  before  the  Incorporated  Law  Societr  in  l^ 
By  HOWARD  WAKBURTON  ELPHIKSTONE,  o(  Liiicolii' 
rietar^t-Law. 

Wh.  Haxwill  &  Son,  39,  Fleet-Street 

CRACEOFT'S  INVESTORS'  RECORD  o 
CHASES  and  S.^LES-with  CALCDLATIOS  TABUS, 
Kreiy  larealment.* 

*  Tbe  object  of  this  Memorandnm  Book  Is  to  enable  erer; 

keep  a  systematic  Ilocord,  producible  in  a  Court  of  Uw,  c 

resiment  transaction  cntea'd  into.     No  auoh  neord  tu  i 

ind  the  want  of  it  was  oiten  felt  by  Executors  and  Admiai^ 

Price  16  abillings. 

CRACEOFT'S  BANK  DIVIDEND 
Showing  tbe  Rate  of  Diridend  per  AnnDin,  ind  last 
Dhrldend,  (tar  the  year  1869-70,  declared  by  One  Hondredu 
Joint  Stock  Banks  of  the  Unit«d  Kinffdom,  with  Nominal  : 
Capital*  Number  of  Sliares,  and  Amount  Paid  op.  B&U  d 
Dirldenda,  Iteserre  Fund,  Littbllitic*.  Net  I'rnfiu,  Carrei 
IfaAet  Prtce  per  Share.  Jannar}-,  IH70,  and  Yield  on  Pc 
By  BERNARD  CRACROtT,  Sworn  Broker. 

Price  23.  6d. ;  or  moanted,  10a.  6d. 
London:  ErFiMaHAii  Wxlboii,  FabUshflTp B071I £u 


THE  LAW  OF  TRADE  MARKS,  1 
account  of  its  Uistoi}  and  Derelopment  in  the  De 
CoorU  of  Law  and  Equity.  By  EDWARD  LLOYD,  Esu., 
inn,  Barriater-at'Law.    Price  3s. 

"  I  am  indebted  to  the  Tery  ralnable  little  publication 
who  haa  collected  all  the  authorities  on  this  sabject.*'  - 
HeAndrew  t.  Baasett,  March  4. 

12,  Cook'xonrt,  Carey-sttcef,  Lincoln's-inn,' 


The  Companies  Acts,  1862  & 

Erery  requisite  under  tlie  abore  Acts  supplied  on  the  • 

The  BOOIlS  AKD  FORMS  liept  in  stock  for  i 
UEUORANDA  and  ARTICLES  OF  ASSOCIATION  ip 
in  tbe  proper  form  for  registration  and  distribution. 
TinCATKS  engrayed  and  printed.  OFFICIAL  8E 
and  exeented.  No  charge  for  sketches.  Compinie 
Railway  Registration  Forms. 


Solicitors'  Accoviat  Books. 
ASH    &   FLIlfT, 

StAtiooen ,  FriDtera,  EnsraTera.  Rei^Eistration  A^dDts,  I 
street,  London,  £.C.  (comer  of  Sedeaats'-ion 

MILNER'S  STRONG  HOLDFAST  i 
RESISTING  SAFES,  STaoNo  Rook  Dooaa,  See 
recent  Improrements.  Price  Lists,  Drawings,  and  Te 
by  post.— Lirerpool,  Manchester,  Sheffield,  and  4T>, ) 
City,  London. 

THE    NEW    BAXKRCPTCT    COUI 
Is  only  a  few  minutes'  walk  from 

CARR'S,  26  5,  STR. 
*'If  I  desire  a  nabstantial  dinner  off  tbe  Jotat,i 
abid  ACOompaniment  of  light  wine,  both  cheap  and  goo( 
of  one  hooae,  and  that  ts  in  the  Strand,  close  to  Danes  I 
may  vnih  down  the  roast  beef  of  old  England  wlih 
ffondj.  at  two  abillings  a  bottle,  or  70U  m&y  te  «ur>v 
bottle  fbr  a  shilling."— All  the  Year  Round.  June  IS,  !■< 
7^  new  Hall  lately  added  is  one  of  the  handttonxest  i 
London.    Dinners  (from  the  joint),  vegetables,  &c.,  Is.  < 


A  SULPHUR  BATH  a  la  Turkey  in 
room  for  a  penny,  eqaal  to  what  yen  mast  pay 
for.  ThlB  valuable  preparation  is  distilled  from  the  i 
Spring!  of  Ti7oU.  Italy,  celebrated  throughoat  tbe  ^ 
marrelloaa  cures  of  all  Skiu  Diseases,  Paralyals,  Rheao 
tiOD,  NerroDsness,  &c. 

Tbe  Preparation,  or  the  Waters  it  ia  obtained  from  fa 
and  expense,  hare  never  been  known  to  fail  in  relieving 
any  of  the  mal&diea  mentioned.  Persons  of  wealth 
fhnn  all  countries  daily  visit  these  waters,  and  derive  I 
ddfire.  ^ 

The  manufacturers  of  this  marrelloas  but  truly  icenni 
however,  placed  the  same  benefits  before  the  niillion, 
ttie  same  relief  witliout  leaving  their  bouses  or  j;oinff 
The  celebrated  water  of  Tivoll  can  be  used  in  year  owa 
more  efibetlTe  manner  than  by  bathing  in  the  waten,  1 
Torklah  syitem  with  the  Concentrated  Essence.    It  li 
every  one,  for  tlie  cost  of  each  bath  is  only  one  peanj. 
batb  and  to  follow  the  instructions  containc'i  in  each  pai 
implemjents  required.    Try  no  compllcatt-.!   preparatk 
Nature,  and  you  will  do  well.    A  quantity  siiffloient  i-"^! 
(at  6».,  or  100  baths  for  Ss.,  carriago   paid  direct  fr-'t 
slfneea  In  Great   Britain,  Jackson,  liolnew,  ^  Co,  O: 
South  Castle-street.    Liverpool,  or  mot  Chuntatf.    iU 
prepared  by  Guiseppe  Marbino,  Rue  de  Babeno,  La  Com: 
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Th  Opt  'f  thii  JouENXi,  and  of  tht  Webklt  Skportbs 
ititmHM,Cock'>-tourt,  Varey-itrttt,  W,C. 

Hit  Sniieriptitn  to  tht  Souottobs'  Jodkhal  if — Town,  26*., 
Otmitiy  2S<.;  with  tht  Wssklt  Rbportbb,  98*.  ^aymtnt 
M  tdtmui  induitt  Doublt  Numitri  ani  Po$tag0.  SuimrHtr* 
m  hatt  thtir  VoUhhu  bound  at  tht  Cffiot—thth,  2f.  id., 
Mfhv  talf,  4<.  id. 

All  UtUrt  inttndedforpublietttioH  tit  tht  "Solieitori'  Journal " 
milt  he  authmtieatid  by  tht  nam*  of  tht  torittr,  thoUj/h  not 
necmarily  for  publication 

Wktrt  diJUuUy  it  exptrieneed  in  procuring  the  Journal  with 
nfubritg  in  tht  Provinets,  it  it  riquesttd  that  application  be 
made  diriet  to  the  Publither. 


Che  Soltcit0rs'  iauntal. 

LONDON,  MARCH  4,  1871. 


The  Albert  Life  Assuranob  Company's  "  Reoon- 
stroeeion  uheme "  was   before  Lord  Jastioe  James  this 
week,  apon  a  petition  for  the  sanction  of  the  Court  to  an 
agreement  for  carrying  the  scheme  into  effect.     Tt  was 
ugged,  in  support  of  the  application,  which  was  opposed 
that  the  Ooart  had  jnrisdiction  to  sanction  snoh  a  scheme 
under  the  95th  section  of  the  Companies  Act,  1862,  or 
under  the  159th   and  ICOth  sectjons,  talcen  with  Ur.  H. 
B.  Sheridan's  Joint  Stock  Companiea  Arrangements  Aot  of 
lut  Session.    The  Master  of  the  Bolls,  we  beliera,  still 
adheres  to  his  riew  expressed  in  the  Oeneral  Ectekange 
Bink  Cote  (15  W.  R.  477),  that,  in   the  abaenoe  at  any 
rate  of  nnireraal  consent  of  ahaieholdeia,  a  sale  of  the 
whide  of  a  oompanT's  business  and  property  en  hloe  can 
on];  be  nade  in  a  rolnntary   winding-np.     The  Lord 
lotioe  said  tiie  present  proposal  oonld  not  be  supported 
uds  section  95,  beoanse  there  was  no&ing  in  the  natnre 
tiaabor  tnuwfer  of  the  asMts  of  the  absorbed  com- 
PWM  to  the  proposed  new  company.    As  to  the  159th 
tad  Itoth  geotiona,  the  Iiord  Jnetioe  is  reported  to  have 
aid  that  th^  did  not  enable  one  oreditor  oi  one  debtor 
te  Uad  another;  the  Master  of  the  Bolls,  howerer,  has 
iDMTcal  oaaea  (for  insttmce,  in  Be  SmUJk,  Xnight,  Jt 
(t.,  16  W.  B.  1104,  and  St  Ommtreial  Bank  »f  India 
(ui  tki  Bait,   17  W.  B.  840),  sanctioned  a  scheme  of 
coapnmise  not  auaented  to  by  all  the  creditors.    How- 
tTir  this  may  be,  ander  the  Act  of  last  Session  a  majority 
of  enditOTa  may    bind  a  minority;  bnt  the  great  and 
ioMpenUe  obstacle  in   the  present  case  was  the  im- 
PMmUU^     of     aaying     precisely     who     and     what 
tlx    eiediion     are.      As     the    Lord    Jastioe    pointed 
oat,  it  would  b«  oece^ary  to  have  a  separate  majority  of 
oediton  in  each  one  of  the  "  amalgamated  "  companies, 
aad  beiidea  Uie  dUBonlty  of  assessing  the  Talue  of  policy 
Ualiilities,  it   ia  nnoertain,    nntil  all  the    "noTation'' 
qoestimis  shall  hare  been  decided,  against  which  oom- 
Feeymanyof  the  claimants  will  be  entitled  to  prove. 
Nothing  short  of  special  legislation  oonld  help  the  com- 
psny  out  of  liquidation.   It  is  stated  that  the  Beoonstmc- 
tioa  Gommittee  have  prepared  a  bill.    While  the  Legis- 
lature has  its  hand  in,  it  might  as  well  gire  a  lift  to  the 
liquidation  of  insnrance  companies  generally,  since  the 
Companiea  Acta  do  not  work  satisfactorily.     It  was  men- 
tioned by  Sir   Bonndell  Palmer,   at   the  close  of    the 
argument  in  this  case,  that  of    sixty-eight  insurance 
eompaaiea  in  the  course  of  liquidation  in  the  Court  of 
Chaneeiy,  eighteen  had  been  for  fifteen  years  undergoing 
^  process,  seTsnteen  between  ten  and    fifteen  years, 
»nd  six  between  fire  and  ten   years,  without  having 
vriTcd  at  a  tecmiaation. 


THBooBRBSPOiniBNCi  jcsi  I8BUBO  on  the  snbject  of 
tte  Britiah  ships  sunk  in  the  Seine  is  very  short  but  very 
iastmetiTe. 

Wd  GranTille  seems  throufrfaoat  to  have  regarded  the 
^UMOtion  exactly  in  the  light  which  we  have  always 
**fat*ined  to  be  the  true  one — namely,  as  an  outrage 
Nqviiing  apology  and  iqparatioB.  thongh  by  no  m«sns 


an  outrage  of  a  gioas  or  wanton  character.  In  his 
first  letter  to  L(»d  A.  Loftns  he  eays  that,  **  with  the 
information  now  before  them,  her  Majesty's  Grovemment 
oannot  bnt  consider  the  seiznre  and  sinking  of  those 
vessels  to  be  altogether  unwarrantable  ; "  and  at  the 
same  time  he  instructs  Mr.  Odo  Ruesell  to  do  all  in  his 
power  "  to  obtain  spontaneous  reparation  from  Count 
Bismarck."  He  subsequently  learned  with  much  satis- 
faction that  Count  Bismarck  had  expressed  his  regret  at 
the  sinking  of  the  British  vessels,  and  that  he  was  pre- 
pared, after  a  proper  inquiry  had  been  instituted,  to  pay 
oompensation  for  the  damage  sustained  thereby." 
Lastly,  he  expresses  his  great  satisfaction  that  the  course 
of  the  German  Government  had  been  snoh  as  "  to  turn 
a  painful  incident  into  a  means  of  confirming  the  good 
understanding  which  exists  between  the  two  Govern- 
ments." We  are  extremely  glad  to  find  that  the  loose 
and  dangerous  views  of  the  rights  of  belligerents  and 
neutrals  so  generally  maintained  jus<i  lately  in  this 
country  are  not  those  of  the  Foreign  Office. 

On  the  other  hand,  while  Count  Bismarck's  acts  in 
this  matter  have  been  all  that  we  could  wish,  his  theories 
are  not  quite  so  satiiifactory.  In  the  first  instance,  he 
substantially  agreed  in  Lord  Granville's  view  of  the  case. 
He  seems  to  admit,  thongh  his  language  is  not  free  from 
ambiguity,  that  a  wrong  has  been  done  ;  he  is  full  of 
regret  for  it,  and  in  the  clearest  terms  admits  the  claim 
of  the  owners  of  the  shipa  to  indemnification. 

Sabeequently,  "he  foand  that  the  law  officers  held 
that  a  belligerent  had  a  full  right,  in  self-defence,  to  thn 
seizure  of  nentral  vessels  in  the  rivers  or  inland  waters 
of  the  other  belligerent,  and  that  lompentation  to  the 
tnmert  mat  due  bjf  the  vanguithtd  Pareer,  not  by  the  rieteri. 
If  conquering  belligerents  admitted  the  right  of  foreigners 
and  nentrals  to  oompensation  for  the  destrnotion  of  their 
property  in  the  invaded  State,  they  would  open  the  door 
to  new  and  inadmissible  principles  in  warfare.'' 

It  is  not  very  easy  to  interpret  this  vague  language. 
But  it  is  impossible  not  to  suspect  that  it  covers  the 
monstrous  notion  that  neutral  property  in  an  enemy's 
country  is  in  no  better  position  than  enemy's  property. 

Some  time  later  Count  Biamarck  finds  that  "  the 
measure  in  question  did  not  overstep  the  bounds  of  inter- 
national warlike  usages."  And  he  founds  this  statement 
upon  the  jiu  angaria,  an  alleged  right  the  monstrous 
nature  of  which  we  have  already  shown,  as  well  as  the 
almost  complete  unanimity  with  which  modern  jurists, 
Bngliah,  French,  Italian,  German,  and  American,  have 
repudiated  it. 

It  is  curious  to  observe  that  the  ingenious  theories  as 
to  German  rights  of  sovereignty  at  Dnclair,  which  found 
so  much  favour  in  this  country,  are  wholly  unknown  to 
Count  Bismarck. 


PsoPLB  ABE  JVST  BBaimoHO  to  feel  themselves  able 
to  judge  of  the  actual  working  of  the  Bankruptcy  Act  of 
1869,  and  the  rules  framed  under  it.  So  far  as  we 
can  venture  to  form  an  estimate,  the  general  tendency  of 
opinion  seems  to  be  in  favour  of  the  leading  features  of 
the  system  ;  but  many  matters  of  detail  undoubtedly  cell 
for  amendment.  The  resolutions  (which  we  print  this 
week)  laid  before  the  Lord  Chancellor  a  few  days  ago  by 
an  influential  deputation  from  various  chambers  of  com- 
merce and  trade  societies  pointed  out  soma  points 
plainly  calling  for  amendment,  while  upon  other  points 
tney  snggest  serious  matter  for  oonsidenition. 

The  evil  of  the  infrequent  sitting  of  county  courts  for 
purposes  of  bankruptcy,  as  well  as  for  otber  business,  is 
a  most  serious  one.  But  it  may  not  be  so  easy  in  all 
cases  to  remedy  it  as  it  might  appear  at  first  sight.  In 
ths  case  of  a  judge  whose  oiicuit  is  large,  it  must  take 
him  some  weeks  at  least  to  go  rotud  it,  and  he  cannot 
sit  onoe  a  fortnight  at  any  one  place.  Some  change  will, 
we  think,  dearly  have  to  be  made  with  regard  to  the 
meetings  of  creditors  in  cases  of  liquidation  or  eompo- 
sition,  so  as  to  avoid  the  expense  and  inoonvenieooe  of 
two  meetings.    A  correspondent,  whate  letter  we  putn 
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lish  ia  another  colamn,  eonfirms  Uie  complaint  of  the 
deputation  upon  this  point ;  but  ire  are  not  quite  sure 
that  either  lie  or  the  deputation  ban  suggested  what  will 
nlcimately  prove  the  right  remedy.  The  complaint  against 
Eule  275,  by  which  a  creditor  who  has  attended  a  meet- 
ing may  sign  a  reBoIution  at  any  time  afterwards  before 
filing  and  registration,  is,  we  think,  well  founded.  We 
believe  the  intention  of  the  Aot  to  have  been  that  what 
is  doue  xhould  be  done  at  the  meeting,  as  it  were  in  open 
court.  Private  negotiations  between  the  debtor  and  any 
of  his  creditors  after  the  meeting  ought  to  be  prevented. 
The  practice  of  appointing  the  registrar's  clerk  receiver 
and  trustee  is  a  manifest  abu^e.  The  repeal  in  18G9  of 
section  74  of  the  Bankruptcy  Act,  18GI,  was,  as  we 
pointed  out  at  the  time,  a  simple  mistake.  It  evidently 
arose  from  forgetfulness  of  the  fact  that  the  Act  of  1861 
contained  any  such  section,  a  forgetfulness  somewhat 
excusable,  as  the  section  had  no  business  in  a  Bankruptcy 
Act. 

The  main  proposal  contained  in  the  resolutions  laid 
before  the  Lord  Chancellor  is  a  muoh   more  serious  and 
much  more  doubtful  one.     The  deputation  urge  that  it  is  j 
very  inconvenient  for  wholesale  traders  that   bankruptcy   | 
proceedings  against  their  debtors  should  always  have  to  | 
be  taken  in  the  places  where  the  debtors  carry  on   busi-  I 
ness.     And   they  suggest  that  a  creditor  should   be  at  ^ 
liberty  to  take  proceedings  in  his  own  district  instead  of 
the  debtor'.s  district.     The  inconveniences  of  the  present 
system  we  fully  admit.     But   we  are   inclined   to  think 
tiiat   the  inconvenience  of  allowing  one  creditor  to  pe- 
tition  in  his  own  district,  and  carry  the  debtor  and  all 
the  other  creditors  there,  would  be  much  greater. 


the  previous  agreement  has  been  relied  on  to  vilii 
the  act  are  cases  where  the  act  would,  but  for  1 1 
temporaneous  advance,  have  been  an  act  of  binkruj 
not  as  a  fraudulent  preference,  but  as  a  fraudalent  c 
veyance,  in  the  sense  that,  by  assigning  all  the  debl 
property,  it  disabled  him  from  carrying  on  bis  trad 
paying  his  creditors,  and  the  force  of  the  prerioasig 
ment  was  to  make  the  advance  in  substance  cont 
poraneous  with  the  bill  of  sale.  Bat  this  reasonable 
tension  would  be  obviously  inapplicable  to  a  caise  « 
the  whole  advance,  which  was  at  the  time  to  beneSt 
creditors,  and  the  saving  character  of  which  ia  wb 
tablishes  the  transaction  as  against  them,  bad  Ion; 
wholly  dissipated,  and  in  view  of  the  impending  \ 
ruptcy  there  was  nothing  left  to  take  bat  the  i 
assigned.  At  that  stage  the  creditor  ma«t  exercii 
vigilance,  and  put  on  that  pressure  which  will  ei 
him  to  obtain  payment  without  the  necessity  of  refn 
it.  The  cases  cited  of  Hvtton  v.  Crutrcell  and  flaf 
Hiekeitt  were  cases,  not  of  f  randulent  preference,  b 
acts  of  bankruptcy.  The  anonymous  case  in  9 
199,  was  also  aoase,  not  of  fraudulent  preference,  i 
an  act  of  bankruptcy,  and  ia  really,  when  looked  i 
authority  at  all. 


In  akotheb  column  we  report  a  case  in  the  Liverpool 
County  Court    ou  the  point   of  fraudulent    preference. 
The  facts  were  shortly  these.  The  bankrupt  in  July,  1867, 
obtained  an  advance  under  a  stipulation  that  he  would 
secure  it  by  a  mortgage  of  his  house  and  a  bill  of  sale  of 
his  furniture  and  effects  therein.  The  mortgage  was  exe- 
cuted; the  bill  of  sale  was  prepared,  but  not  executed, 
but  on  the  contrary  the  instrument  was  given  up  to  the 
Stamp-office,  and   the  amount  of   the   stamp  returned. 
Nothing  farther  was  done  until  in  July,  1870,  the  day 
before  absconding,  the  bankrupt  himself  went    to  the 
solicitors  of  the  mortgagees,  and  on   his  own  instance, 
and  without  any  communication   with  the  mortgago-H, 
cansed  to  be  prepared  and  executed  a  bill  of  sale.     Tlio 
holders  of  the  bill  of  sale,  acting  under  it,  sold  the  effects 
comprised  in  it,  and  claimed  to  retain  the  proceeds  on  the 
ground  that  it  was  executed  in  pursuance  of  the  previous 
agreement.      The  learned  judge  disallowed  this   claim, 
holding  that  the  bill  of  sale  could  not  be  said  to  have 
been  executed  in  pursuance  of  the  agreement,  and  that, 
in  truth,  the  facts  showed  that  the  agreement  to  execute 
it  had  been  waived.     It  is  difficult  to  see  how  it  would 
have  been  possible  to  hold  otherwise,  unless  validity  were 
to  be  given  to  any  agreement  by  which  a   debtor   on 
borrowing  money  should  undertake  that  whenever  he 
eaw  bankruptcy  impending  he  would   make  the  creditor 
safe  by  executing  a  security;  the  facts  of  the  case,  indeed, 
would  scarcely  have  brought  the  creditor  even  within 
the  benefit  of  such  an  undertaking;  the  agreement  was 
clearly  abandoned,  and  the  exeoutiou  of  the  bill  of  sale 
was  evidently  the  spontaneous  voluntary  act  of  the  debtor. 
We  must  add  that  the  point  of  the  cases  as   to  bills 
of  sale  executed  in  pursuance  of  a   previous  agreement 
seems  to  have  been   missed,  and  the  cases  cited  not  to 
have  been  duly  considered.     The  question  of  fraudulent 
preference  is  a  question  of  fact,  and  the  necessary  facts 
are — that  the  act  should  be  the  spontaneous  voluntary 
act  of  the  debtor,  and  that  it  should  be  done  in  contem- 
plation of  bankruptcy.     If  done  on   the  pressure  of  the 
creditor  the  act  has  not  that  character;  and  such  was  the 
case  of  Ex  parte  Tempest.     The  fact  tliat  the  bill  of  sale 
is  executed  in  pursuance  of  a  previous  agreement  is  an 
element  of  fact  showing  the  preference  not  to  be  fraudu- 
lent, because  not  spontaneous^  but  the  oases   in  vrhicb 


The  Convention  which,  as  we  have  before  mem 
{ante  p.  264),  has  been  entered  into  between  thi$ci 
and  the  United  States,  providing  that  subjects 
United  States  who  have  been  naturalized  as  1 
subjects  shall  be  at  liberty  to  renounce  their  natn 
tion,  provided  they  do  so  within  two  years  from  tl 
August,  1870,  will  operate  in  a  way  in  which  it  * 
probably  intended  to  operate.  Any  citizen  of  the 
States  who  may  be  naturalized  here  between  the  | 
o(  the  Naturalization  Act  and  the  beginning  of  i 
1872,  may  under  the  convention  make  a  declare 
alienage,  publicly  declare  his  renunciation  of  Briti 
zenahip  before  the  10th  of  August,  1872,  and  ther 
come  an  alien  again,  whereas  it  doubtless  was  in 
(by  analogy  with  the  two  years  given  by  the 
British  subjects  naturalized  abroad  before  it  can 
operation,   for    making    declaration   of  British  i 

i  ality)  to  give  to  subjects  of  the  United  States  nati 
here  before  the  passing  of  the    Act  two  yean 

<  which  to  make  a  declaration  of  alienage.  StilL 
operation  of  the  convention  is  not  confined  ti 
naturalized  before  the  passing  of  the  Act,  it  ia  < 
that  any  citizen  of  the  United  States  naturalizi 

I  since  the  passing  of  the  Act  will  be  able  to  avail 

j  of  It.  

1  A  VERY  SMALL  BILL  is  Creeping  through  Pari 
w  ithout  attracting  the  notice  which  the  novelty 
I  of  its  provisions  deserves.  It  is  iutitled, '' An 
i  extending  the  jurisdiction  of  the  Courts  of  tl 
!  African  settlements  to  certain  offences  oommittet 
I  her  Majesty's  dominions,"  and  proposes  U>  eu* 
i  "  crimes  or  offences  committed  within  twenty  mil« 
boundary  of  any  of  the  said  settlements,  or  of  any » 
protectorate,  by  any  of  her  Majesty's  ttibjeets.  if 
tons  ii'it  subjects  of  any  civilised  power,  against 
subjects,  or  against  persons  resident  within  any 
said  settlements,  shall  be  cognizable  in  the  i 
courts  exercising  criminal  jurisdiction  within  anj 
said  settlements,"  and  that  persons  known  or  ft 
to  have  committed  any  such  crime  may  be  appn 
and  kept  in  custody  within  any  of  the  said  sett 
as  if  the  crime  had  been  committed  within  snch 
ment.  The  novelty  is  that  the  bill  proposes  to  ra: 
sons  not  British  subjects,  and  who  may  never  belo 
apprehension  have  been  on  British  soil,  ameni 
British  Courts  for  crimes  committed  off  Britii 
There  is  no  Act  upon  our  Statute-book,  as  far  as 
aware,  that  contains  any  similar  provision:  I 
Indian  Act  I.  of  1849  has  an  analogous  operation. 
Act,  not  only  British  subjects,  but  all  persons  in  the 
of  the  British  Government,,  while  in  such  servi 
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foriix  month*  afterwatds,  "Mid  •Iso  all  p«noiii  who 
ihtllhiT*  dwelt  tor  six  months  within  the  British  tetri- 
t()h»t  andet  the  QoTemmeot  of  the  EaiC  Ipdia  Com- 
ptnj,".  ue  smeiukble  to  the  British  Indian  Ooorts  for 
erioM  eommitted  oat  of  British  India,  if  apprehended 
rithin  Brituh  India. 

The  theory  of  the  bill  nnder  aotioe  is  almost  too  ob- 
rioa4  to  require  mention.  If  a  crime  is  committed 
ifuut  a  British  snbjeot  in  Belgium  or  Anstria,  redress 
Mf  nltij  be  left  to  the  Belgian  or  Austrian  Qovern- 
DeoC;  bat  if  the  crime  is  committed  in  Ashantee  or 
Hhomey  it  is  eminently  nnlikely  that  the  offender 
roald  be  broaght  to  jaitioe  in  his  own  ooantrj. 

Finallj,  it  may  be  notioed  that  the  bill,  as  broaght  in, 
lobnoed  only  the  crimes  committed  by  persons  not  the 
abjecta  of  any  drilised  power,  and  not  those  committed 
))  Britiah  sobjeet*.  An  amendment,  extending  it  to  the 
ittct  class  of  crimes,  was  agreed  to  in  committee. 


In  CUB  issue  of  the  1 8th  alt.,  in  an  artide  on  "  Com- 
nlwty  Beferenoe,"  we  made  aome  remarks  upon  the 
(Mat  case  of  Jeffrie*  r.  Lov*ll  (19  W.  R.  408),  and  we 
hen  ihowed  that  the  point  really  decided  by  the  Ooart, 
ud  upon  which  they  made  the  mle  abaolate,  was  simply 
iwt  the  order  of  i«ference,  having  been  made  nnder  the 
Kb  aection  of  the  Oommon  Law  Prooedare  Act,  most  be 
«.  aaide,  becans*  that  eeotion  only  applied  to  the 
act  of  a  trial  before  a  jndge  without  a  Jnry.  We 
iho  pointed  out  that  this  Court  carefully  evaded 
i(eidiii|r  whether  an  order  of  referenoe  "  coald  "  bare 
btea  made  at  the  trial  under  the  8rd  section.  In 
bet,  the  question  mainly  considered  by  the  Court 
«u  whether  an  order  of  reference  in  the  particular 
Mt-'ihoald"  be  made  "now,"  that  is,  in  Hilary 
Ion  last  The  majority  of  the  Court  were  of 
o(iiioB  that  an  order  ought  not  to  be  made.    It  1* 

pnttf  dear,  although  the  grounda  are  not  stated,  that 
tke^diJDOt  think  the  case  one  in  whioh  a  compulsory 
Oidirflight  to  be  made  at  all,  and  the  judgment  on  this 
lent  did  not  turn  either  on  the  fact  tiiat  no  snmmons 
bd  been  taken  out,  because,  of  course,  this  might  have 
bees  done,  or  on  the  question  of  time,  beoaitse  although 
Ske  cue  had  twice  gone  to  trial,  yet  aa  these  triala  had 
iDTsd  abortire,  the  cauae  had  eVidently  been  remitted  to 
itooditioD  in  which  it  oould  properly  be  described  as 
MOf"  before  trial." 

i  fnrther  study  of  the  ease,  whioh  we  been  induced  to 
■ab  by  the  oirotunstance*  we  are  about  to  mention, 
itiOm  us  that  ooz  original  remarks  were  correot  in 
fer;  rsspeet  The  oaaa  is  no  authority  at  all  upon  the 
watrartion  of  the  3rd  section  of  the  Aot,  unless  upon  the 
oiot  that  the  eaae  of  Jtffriti  r.  LovtU  was  not  one  which 
wild  jnatify  an  order  under  the  <rd  eeotion,  if  applied 
K  St  the  proper  time,  and  in  the  proper  way.  This 
oint  was  considered  and  decided,  apparently  for  the 
lidance  of  the  parties,  but  the  decision  may, 
narthelees,  not  be  treated  as  an  authority,  because  the 
dst  WIS  not  neoeaeary  to  the  decision  that  the  rule 
boold  be  made  abaolate. 

At  the  end  of  onr  lemarica  we  drew  attention  to  the 
let  that  the  Law  Tbua  had,  as  we  oonaidered,  reported 
ka  cass  with  an  inaoonrate  head-note.  Thia  oritioiam 
t  were  induced  to  make  by  the  faot  of  the  Lam  Tint»* 
forwards  endoraing  its  own  report, "  aa  an  excellent 
pxansn  of  rapid  reporting." 

On  Fsltmazy  86th  there  appeared  in  the  Law  llmt»  a 
Mawhat  aingnlar  article,  complaining  that  the  effect 
f  this  eass,  and  its  own  remarks  on  it,  had  been  strangely 
■iiapineheDded  and  misrepresented  by  one  of  Ita  oontem- 
Mvics.  We  do  not  know  whether  our  remarks  were 
ifetrad  to  or  not.  Our  only  reason  for  rapposing  that 
b^  are  ia  that  the  nomber  of  legal  joumala  being  very 
iidtad,  and  the  Law  Journal  not  having  noticed  the 
Marks  of  the  Law  Ilwttt  at  all,  we  do  not  know  what 
oAtemporary  can  be  meant,  if  not  onrMlves.  According 
"  iba  Lam  Times,  "  it  has  actoally  been  aapposed  by  one 
it  (nu  oontemporaries  (.lemble,  the  Solieitort'  Jmimal) 


that  the  decision  only  followed  and  realBrmed  the  deet- 
sion  in  Soiun  r.  laei  (6  H.  ft  N.  868),  whioh  was  that 
the  jndge  oonld  not  do  it  at  the  trial,  even  upon  the  ap' 
plioation  of  either  party;  that  is,  he  could  not  do  it  all 
apoa  the  trial  of  a  oase  with  a  jury."  Now,  wo  never 
supposed  that  this  was  the  effect  of  the  deoision,  and  n* 
one  who  read  onr  remarks,  in  whioh  we  »aid  that  tlM 
Court  **  evaded  "  deoiding  thia  qneation,  could  ever  have 
thought  we  did.  Neither  did  the  Law  Journal  evw 
suppose  anything  of  |the]  kind,  or  at  least,  if  it  did, 
it  never  published  the  supposition.  In  faot,  the  only 
journal  whioh  has  published  anything  like  the  sappoei-> 
tion  in  question  is  the  Law  Timee  itself,  in  the  head-note 
whioh  in  onr  previous  remarks  we  suggested  waa  in'- 
aoonrate.  ThU  head-note  to— "While  sitting  at  Nisi 
Prios  with  a  jiuy  a  judge  ordered  a  cause  which  was 
then  being  tried,  whioh  as  he  considered  oonatoted  of 
matter  of  aooonnt,  to  be  referred  to  a  master,  notwith- 
standing the  opposition  of  onb  of  the  parties, — ^Held,  that 
tUs  order  oonld  not  be  made  nnder  the  Oommon  Law 
Procedure  Act,  18S4."  That  might  lead  persons  to  think 
that  the  Court  had  decided  "  that  the  jadge  ooald  not  do 
it  at  the  trial,  even  npon  the  application  of  either  party ;" 
and  we  aetoaliy  critioised  the  head-note  on  that  very 
ground,  pointing  out  that  the  power  to  make  such  an 
order,  nnder  the  6th  section,  only  had  been  considered, 
and  not  the  power  to  make  it  under  the  Srd. 

It  to  Bomewhat  amusing  to  And  that  what  the  Law 
Timti,  aa  well  as  onnelves,  now  considers  a  strange  mia- 
apprehension  of  the  deoision  is  contained,  if  at  all,  in  ita 
own  oolnmna,  and  not  in  oars.  The  Lam  Time*  noir 
represents  ita  head-note  aa  "  dtotinotly  stating  the  point 
of  the  deoision  to  be  that  the  jndge  onnld  not  eompul- 
■orily  make  the  order,  that  U,  of  hto  own  motion."  We 
do  not  think  the  head-note,  which  we  have  quoted,  doea 
distinctly  sute  thto,  nor  if  it  did,  would  it  very  accu- 
rately describe  the  decision.  One  reason,  perhaps,  why 
the  Court  did  not  deoide  that  an  order  could  not  be  made 
nnder  Ae  Srd  section,  except  upon  an  application  of  one 
of  the  partiea.  (whatever  that  may  mean)  was  that  aa 
the  section  says  so  in  terms,  it  never  occurred  to  the 
Court  that  there  coold  be  any  doubt  abovt  it. 


THE  BECBNT  BOCLESIASnOAL  JUDaMENT. 
Tu  judgment  of  the  Judicial  Committee  in  the  Pur- 
abas  case  will  be  received  with  ooBsteroation  by  the 
Ritaaltots  in  the  Church  of  England,  and,  we  may  be  aure, 
will  be  subjected  to  aonte  and  hyno  meana  friendly  oriti- 
eism.  It  to  worth  white,  therefore,  to  submit  it  to  a  calm 
and  dtopasaionate  legal  examination.  Theological  fcensy, 
be  it  bnad  ohurch,  high  church,  or  low  church,  too  often 
obecnres  the  questions  of  doctrine,  discipline,  and  oere- 
monial,  which  have  been  of  late  years  so  frequently 
agitated ;  and  excited  partisans  of  the  promoters  or  the 
aoeoaed  are  apt  to  forget  that,  after  all,  the  High  Coart 
of  Appeal  in  ecclesiastioal  matters  to  a  purely  legal  triba- 
nal,  bonnd  to  interpret  the  artiolaB  and  rubrics  of  the 
ohnreh  by  the  ordinary  rules  of  oonstruotion  and  inter- 
pretation. The  Court  are  not  botind — indeed  it  ia  be- 
yond their  province — to  pronounce  npon  the  religions 
truth  or  falsehood  of  any  partionlar  propoaition,  but  only 
to  see  whether,  even  granting  it  to  be  true,  it  oontra- 
venea  any  portion  of  the  churoh's  oode.  The  vigorous 
dennnciations  whioh  Mr.  Purchas'  oondemnaUon  will  call 
forth  will  faU  harmless  on  Lord  Hatberley  and  hto  od- 
leagnes.  They  cannot,  nor  to  it  their  duty  to  attempt  to 
harmonise  the  somewhat  rigid  formnlaries  of  the  ohurch 
with  the  ever-ehitting  phases  of  theok>gioal  controversy. 
They  have  not  to  make  the  law.  They  have  simply  t» 
interpret  it.  and  in  both  Mr.  Yoysey'a  and  Mr.  Pnrohas' 
oases  we  believe  them  substantially  to  have  interpreted 
it  ccrrectly.  In  the  former  instance,  indeed,  the  defendant 
admits,  in  the  frankest  manner,  the  jastice  of  the  deoi- 
sion arrived  at,  though  he  complain*  of  the  reasoning  of 
the  committee.  We  have  already  disonssed  the  judgment 
deUvered  in  that  oase  (a>i<«  p.  283),  and  we  shaU  now 
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eonfine  what  we  have    to  asy   to    points  inTolved   in 
Sebhert  v.  Purc/ias. 

These  were  six  in  number,  but  two  require  no  remark. 
The  charge  of  wearing  "  a  certain  cap  called  a  biretta'' 
daring  divine  service  was  held  not  to  be  proved,  and 
0ven  had  it  been  proved  was  of  an  insigniiicant  and  almost 
childish  character.  Nor  was  it  proved  that  the  defen- 
•dant  had  caused  "  holy  water  "  to  be  placed  in  his  church 
for  the  use  of  the  congregation.  There  remained  four 
substantial  charges,  as  to  all  of  which  Sir  Robert  Philli- 
more  decided  for  the  defendant,  and  as  to  all  of  which  his 
decision  ha.s  been  reversed.  First,  it  has  been  declared  ille- 
gal to  "  administer  wine  mixed  with  water"  to  the  com- 
municants instead  of  wine,  and  thus  a  final  conclusion 
has  been  come  to  on  the  "mixed  chalice"  controversy. 
Having  regard  to  the  previous  case  of  Martin  v.  Machono- 
chie,  we  should  certainly  have  been  surprised  had  tfaeCourt 
taken  the  contrary  view.  There  the  Deaa  of  Arches  had 
already  pronounced  that  water  might  not  be  mixed  with 
wine  dvring  the  service;  but  he  suggested  that  if  the 
mixture  took  place  before  the  service,  the  administratioH 
of  the  mixed  chalice  would  not  be  unlawful.  This  some- 
what singular  suggestion  was  acted  upon  by  Mr.  Purohas; 
but  in  fact  there  was  no  foundation  for  it,  and  it  was 
dismissed  by  the  committee  very  briefly.  The  rubric 
speaks  of  "  wine"  only,  and  they  concur  with  Sir.  R. 
Phillimore  that  to  mix  water  with  the  wine  during  the 
service  would  be  an  unlawful  addition  to  or  variation 
from  the  ceremonies  prescribed  in  the  Prayer-book;  and 
they  found  themselves  unable  "  to  arrive  at  the  conclusion 
that  if  the  mingling  and  administering  in  the  service 
water  and  wine  is  an  additional  ceremony,  and  so  unlaw- 
ful, it  becouiei  lawful  by  removing  from  the  service  the 
not  of  mingling,  but  keeping  the  mingled  cup  itself  and 
administering  it."  It  will  be  noticed  that  by  adopting 
this  line  of  argument,  they,  by  implication,  confirm  ten 
Dean  of  Arches'  judgment  as  to  the  mixed  chalice  ih 
Martin,  v.  Mackunochie.  Hitherto  that  quesLion  had  not 
been  raised  in  the  Privy  Council,  as  upon  it  there  was  no 
.  appeal  in  Mr.  Maokonochie'a  case.  The  Church  Associa- 
tion were,  of  course,  satisfied  with  the  decision  that  the 
practice  there  complainedofwas  illegal,  and  the  Dean'ssug- 
gestion  as  to  the  lawfulness  of  a  previous  mixing  was  not 
capable  of  being  made  the  subject  of  appeal.  Most  people 
will  agree  with  the  committee  that  their  prohibition  of 
this  preliminary  mixing  of  the  water  with  the  wine  is  of 
small  importance.  The  practice  has  never  prevailed  in 
any  church  either  in  the  East  or  West,  and  it  would  in 
all  probability  never  have  commended  itself  to  any  great 
number  of  clergy  even  had  it  remained  uncondemned. 

The  second  charge  to  which  we  have  to  refer  is  the  use 
of  wafer  bread.  This  is  a  question  of  much  difficulty.  The 
rubric  of  the  first  Prayer-book  of  Ed  ward  VI.  (1549)  ordered 
that  "  for  avoiding  of  all  matters  and  occasions  of  dis- 
sension" the  bread  should  be  "  unleavened  and  round,  as 
it  was  afore,  without  all  manner  of  print,  and  something 
more  larger  and  thicker  than  it  was,  so  that  it  may  be 
aptly  divided  in  divers  pieces."  The  second  Prayer-book 
(l.')52)  contains  a  differently  worded  direction,  which  is 
repeated  in  all  subsequent  books,  includiPfj  the  one  of 
1G<)2,  which  is  now  in  force,  and  is  in  these  terms  : — 
"  And  to  take  away  the  superstition  which  any  person 
hath  or  might  have  in  the  bread  and  wine,  it  shall  au^cs 
that  the  bread  be  such  a^i  is  usually  to  be  eaten  at  the 
table  with  other  meats,  but  the  best  and  purest  wheaten 
bread  that  can  conveniently  be  gotten."  These  words 
certainly  might  well  be  construed  to  be  permissive  and 
not  obligatory,  especially  as  by  an  injunction  of  Eliza- 
beth, issHed  in  1559,  t.he  sacramental  wafer  was  ' 
positively  ordered.  The  Dean  of  Arches,  having  regard 
til  the  fact  that  in  the  third  Prayer-book,  that  of  1559, 
the  rubric  in  the  second  was  repeated,  treated,  and  was, 
ax  it  seems  tons,  justified  in  treating  the  injunction  as 
eniitenipnranea  expaaitio.  The  Judicial  Committee,  how- 
ever, think  that  the  rubric  contains  a  positive  direc- 
tion to  use  the  usual  bread.  The  wafer,  therefore, 
a"  well  as  the  mix«d  chalice,  mu^t  in  future  be  disused. 


Our  readers  will  observe  how  stringently  in  tbeae  p 
oulars  the  Court  apply  the  well-known  rule  laid  dow 
Westertun  v.  Liddell  (Moore  at  p.  187  ): — "In the 
formanceof  the  services,  rites,  and  ceremonies,  ordere 
the  Prayer-book,  the  directions  contained  in  it  msi 
strictly  observed;  no  omission  and  no  additions 
permitted."  It  will  be  seen  that  it  is  applied  vitli  e 
stringency  in  the  consideration  of  the  remaining  cii! 
which  relate  to  the  position  of  the  minister  at  the 
during  the  prayer  of  consecration,  and  to  hiadres. 

The  point  of  position  Sir  R.  Phillimore  considen 
be  settled  by  Martin  v.  Mackonochie  (L.  E.  2  P.C.3( 
W.  R.  18").  There  the  Court  held  that  the  wordj-i 
ing  before  the  table  ''  in  the  rubric  immediately  pm 
the  consecration  prayer,  apply  to  the  whole  seol 
which  is  in  these  terms  : — "  When  the  priest,  st» 
before  the  table,  hath  so  ordered  the  bread  and  nine 
he  may  with  the  more  readiness  and  decency  brei 
bread  before  the  people,  and  take  the  cup  intohiil 
he  shall  say  the  prayer  of  consecration  as  follows. 
the  committee  in  the  case  of  Mr.  Purohas  hare  a 
the  conclusion  that  the  previous  decision  applies  • 
minister's  posture,  and  not  )iw  poaitioti.  He  must 
and  not  kneel  (as  Mr.  Mackonochie  was  in  the  bl 
doing  at  certain  parts  of  the  prayer),  and  the 
apply  to  the  whole  sentence  only  so  far  as  to  £ 
necessary  to  recite  the  whole  prayer  st* 
The  question  of  position  was  left  open,  they 
and  now  is  to  he  decided  as  rts  iidegra.  In  the  reti 
judgment  on  this  point  is  adverse  to  Mr.  Purchai 
words  "  before  the  table  "  do  not  mean  ''  bet«i 
people  and  the  west  side  of  the  table."  The  Iwt 
are  a  "  mere  assumption."  The  north  side  ( 
many  writers  on  ceremonial  have  maintained,  th 
end  of  the  west  side),  is  now  declared  to  be  "  tlie 
place  for  the  minister  throughout  the  commanioi 
and  also  whilst  he  is  saying  the  prayer  of  consecr 
and  the  expression  "  standing  before  the  table  "  d 
as  Wheatley  supposes,  of  necessity  send  the  celel 
the  west  side  to  order  the  elements,  but  simply  s 
free  from  the  general  direction  to  stand  at  the  noi 
for  the  special  purpose  of  ordering  them.  Thei 
clergy  will  probably  be  more  pressed  by  the  ve 
placed  on  their  position  while  celebrating  with  lb( 
to  the  east  and  backs  to  the  congregation,  than 
other  part  of  this  very  searching  and  unfavourabi 
menc.  Indeed,  it  will  be  necessary  for  them  to 
their  mode  of  celebrating  the  communion  entir 
devise  some  other  method  of  symbolising  their  dis 
doctrines. 

There  remains  the  vestment  quesfion,  on  whiol 
words  must  be  said.  And  here  the  Court  seems 
have  somewhat  departed,  to  the  prejudice  of  lb 
dant,  from  the  canon  of  construction  contained  in 
ton  V.  Liddell.  The  whole  controversy  turns  on 
interpretation  of  the  prefatory  note  on  ornamen 
monly  known  as  the  "  ornaments  rubric,"  whi 
follows: — "  And  here  it  is  to  be  noted  that  such  or 
of  the  church,  and  of  the  ministers  thereof,  at  all 
their  ministration,  shall  he  retained  and  be  ia  U5< 
in  this  Church  of  England  by  the  authority  oi 
raent,  in  the  second  year  of  the  reign  of  King 
VI."  Now,  Westertort  v.  Liddeli  has  decided 
words  "  authority  of  Parliament  "  refer  to  the 
of  Uniformity,  giving  Parliamentary  effect  to 
VI. 's  first  Prayer-book.  The  inquiry,  therefor 
at  first  appear  to  be  a  very  simple  one,  and  the 
ness  of  Mr.  Purchas'  albs,  tunicles,  chasubles,  it 
pend  upon  whether  they  aie  included  among  t 
mentsof  the  minister  prescribed  by  the  first  Pray 
and  if  this  be  the  true  test,  no  doubt  the  Dean  oi 
was  right  in  allowing  their  use,  for  they  are  e 
mentioned  and  ordered  to  be  worn  in  that  bo< 
promoter,  however,  contended  for  a  much  narr 
terpretalioB  of  the  note.  It  must,  he  argued,  b< 
to  ornaments  which  were  retained  and  in  oie 
when  the  present  Prayer-book  was  put  forth. 
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im  (tlu  date  of  the  a»t.  Prayer-book)  and  1662  all 
dranu  except  the  sorpUoe  had  been  diineed.  As  to 
Uiii  there  i«  no  diapate,  bnt  mere  desnetade 
does  not  abrogate  a  law,  thongh  perhaps  it 
fjiniubn  an  ezcose  for  not  ob^ring  it.  Bat 
farther;  between  the  two  dates  the  restmenta 
htd  become,  aooording  to  the  promoter's  argnment, 
tliMlatelj  ill^al,  by  the  exercise  of  tho  legislatire 
power  given  to  the  Crown  by  1  Eliz.  o.  2,  s.  25,  under 
which,  ia  156S-6,  adTertisements  were  issued  harinfr  the 
force  of  law,  proriding  a  "  oomely  surplice  with  sleeres.' 
Whether  these  advertisements  were  ever  duly  and 
ionnsUj  issued  is  a  donbtfal  matter,  bat  the  Judicial 
C'lminictee,  applying  the  principle, "  omnia  presomn  ntcir 
lite  eoe  acta,"  and  having  regard  to  the  fact  of  their 
being  recognised  in  the  canons  of  1603-1,  acoept  them  as 
hiTingbeen  of  legal  obligation.  The  conclusion,  on  that 
snamption,  was  inevitable,  for  the  words  of  the  ornament 
nbric  do  sot  SDffioe  to  revive  ornaments  lawfully  set 
Mide,  even  although  they  may  have  been  aotually  used 
ia  the  second  year  of  Edward  VI. 

All  the  sabstantial  charges,  therefore,  against  Ur. 
Farchss  have  been  held  proved.  It  is  to  be  lamented 
ttut  no  argument  on  his  behalf,  at  all  events  as  to  the 
Totmeats,  was  addresed  to  the  committee.  Had  both 
sides  been  heard  the  decision  would  have  carried  more 
veight,  and,  not  improbably,  might  have  been  the  other 
nj.  The  opportunity  has  been  lost,  and  it  will  be 
difficult,  if  not  impossible,  to  reopen  the  discussion  on  a 
{ttoK  Mcosion. 

Mr.  Faichaa,  -we  presume,  will  be  admonished  with  all 
despatch  to  desist  from  the  practices  now  declared  to  be 
iUcjal.  In  the  event  of  disobedience  it  will  be  oomp»- 
tnt  to  the  Judicial  Committee  either  to  attach  him  for 
sntempt,  or,  as  in  the  recent  case  of  Mr.  Mackonochie, 
to  na^end  him  from  his  office.     We  observe  that  last 

w«k  ijravames  vras  presented  to  Convocation,  to  the 
elect  yitt  the  committee  have  no  power  to  suspend  a 
dsijraaa  for  dixobedienoe  to  one  of  their  decrees,  and 
Alt,  therefore,  Mr.  Haokonochie's  suspension  was  un- 
iivfol.  This  is  aa  error,  and  rests  on  a  mistaken  view 
ef  the  oamolative  powers  of  attachment  for  contempt 
•mfetied  on  the  Court  by  the  61c  7  Viot.  o.  38.  The 
Ciut,  while  they  acquired  additional  authority  by  that 
•istate,  still  retaia  the  powers  Of  the  old  Court  of 
Delegates,  who  were,  until  1832,  the  final  court  for  eocle- 
aiwciial  appeals  ;  and  that  that  Court  oould  suspend 
tbere  is  no  doubt,  »lthongh  there  do  not  appear  to  be 
(s/  ioitanoes  of  their  having  in  fact  exercised  their 
pover  of  doing  so  in  order  to  enforce  obedience  to  their 
dtciees,  although  they  frequently  exercised  it  for  various 
pirpoaee  daring  the  progress  of  ecclesiastical  suits. 


THE  BBOEKT  STOCK  EXOHAITaB  DBCIBIONS. 

Coiuidering  the  very  nnmerotu  decisions  which  have 
letn  given  since  1866  in  all  the  superior  oourta  in  Eng- 
lud  and  in  Ireland,  upon  the  question  of  what  is  the 
Isgsl  effect  of  a  sale  of  shares  on  the  Stock 
luhaoge,  carried  out  in  the  ordinary  manner, — it  might 
kre  been  thought  that  every  plausible  view  had  at  all 
mats  been  suggested.  It  is  therefore  somewhat  snr- 
l^isiiig  to  find  an  entirely  new  view  now  started,  and 

rbape  still  more  surprising  that  it  is  extremely  difficult, 
not  impossible,  to  answer,  satisfactorily,  the  reasoning 
if  vhicb  this  view  is  supported.  The  view  to  which  we 
^bt  is  advanced  by  Ilr.  Justioe  Blackburn  in  the  judg- 
■Ht  recently  delivered  by  him  in  the  ostse  of  Manned  v. 
'Aiw  (second  action),  in  the  Exchequer  Chamber.  The 
lidgmeab  may  shortly,  and  we  think  not  inaccurately, 
iji  described  as  showing  that,  if  the  view  of  the  learned 
I  we  is  correct,  the  reasons  on  which  almost  all  the  other 
i**  have  been  decided  were  all  wrong.  In  many  of 
I  *«  cases,  as  in  the  aottial  case  in  which  the  judgment 
i  ^  delivered,  in  which  the  majority  of  the  judges  in 
«  Exchequer  and  Exchequer  Chamber  arrived  at  the 
*ae  result,  as  between  the  parties,  as  Mr.  Justice  Black- 


burn did,  it  would  probably  happen  that  either  .riew  of 
the  real  nature  of  the  transaction  might  give  the  same 
result,  and  of  course  in  cases  lesnlting  in  favour  of  tfaa 
defendant  this  is  the  more  likely.  Mr.  Justioe  Bladk- 
bnm's  view  is  that  when  the  ordinary  transaobion  resnlt- 
ing  in  the  delivery  of  a  ticket  on  the  name  day  baa  beea 
gone  through,  and  fifteen  days  (the  time  named  in  tin 
rules  for  objections)  hasgone  by,  there  is  a  novation,  tbat 
is  to  say,  a  new  oontraot,  substituted  for,  and  not  in  ad 
dition  to,  the  contract  or  contiaote  entered  into  between 
the  intermediate  parties.  So  far  there  is  no  great 
novelty;  but  he  goes  on  to  add  that  this  new  oontraot  is 
not  necessarily  between  the  seller  and  the  person 
named  in  the  ticket,  bnt  ii  between  the  holder  and  the 
issuer  of  the  ticket — that  is  to  eay,  between  the  two 
members  of  the  Stock  Exchange  who  are  brought 
together  by  the  ti<Aet,  and  who,  in  the  ordinary  oaae, 
would  be  the  brokers  of  the  nlUmate  pnrohaaer  and  of 
the  seller.  He  treats  the  holder  and  tiie  issuer  of  the 
ticket  as  either  actual  principals,  which  of  oonne  they 
occasionally  are,  or  agents  for  undisclosed  prinoipaU,  and, 
as  snob,  personally  liable.  Where  they  have  real  prin- 
cipals these  principals  are  also,  of  course,  parties  to  the 
contract,  and  liable  accordingly. 

The  proposition  which  seema  the  foundation  of  tlie 
reasoning  by  which  this  view  is  supported,  ia  that 
upon  an  ordinary  oontraot  of  sale  and  pnrohaae  of 
shares,  independently  of  any  rules  of  the  Stook  Bx- 
ohange,  a  pnrohaser  would  not  be  bound  to  take  a 
transfer  in  his  own  name,  but  might  request  the 
transfer  to  be  made  to  a  nominee  ;  and  that  if  he  did  so, 
the  seller  could  not  object,  as  the  effect  of  the  transao- 
tion  would  not  be  in  any  way  to  relieve  the  real 
purchaser  from  any  liability  he  had  come  under  by  his 
oontraot.  This  is  certainly  contrary  to  a  dictum  of  Lord 
Cairns  in  Calet  r.  BriUotte,  whieh,  however,  may  not  have 
been  very  attentively  oonddered,  sinoe  it  is  introduced 
rather  as  an  illustration  than  aa  essential  either  to  the 
deoiston  or  to  the  reasoning  on  which  it  is  based. 
Oranting  this  first  proposition,  it  follows  that  a  member 
of  the  Stook  Ebcohange  passing  a  ticket  in  the  ordinary 
form,  on  T^hioh  there  is  a  statement  that  he  himself  will 
pay  a  certain  sum  for  the  transfer  of  certain  shares  to  a 
person  named,  doee  not  disclose  his  principal  or  other- 
wise exclude  his  own  liability  aa  principal  to  the  person 
who  accepts  the  ticket  and  becomes  the  transferor  of  the 
shares.  Upon  the  transferor  accepting  such  a  ticket, 
acting  upon  it,  and  reoeiting  the  price  from  the  issuer  of 
it,  it  is  pretty  clear  that  a  contract  is  made  with  some 
one,  and  this  has  been  admitted  or  decided  in  almost  all 
the  cases.  That  contract,  however,  has  always  been  con- 
sidered to  have  been  made  with  the  nominee  on  the 
ticket,  and  it  is,  we  beUeve,  now  for  the  first  time  sug- 
gested that  there  may  be  a  new  contract,  but  not  with  the 
nominee.  In  moat  of  the  oases,  however,  the  nominee  on 
the  ticket  was  the  real  principal  of  the  issuer  of  it,  and 
then,  of  course,  the  oontraot  would  be  made  with  him, 
though  the  agent  would  also,  in  Mr.  Justice  Blackburn's 
view,  be  liable  upon  it.  In  a  case  where  the  name  on  the 
ticket  was  not  that  of  a  real  principal,  either  as  being  the 
name  of  a  person  whose  authority  had  been  exceeded,  as 
in  Vaxted  v  Paine  (first  action),  or  as  being  the  name  of 
a  mere  irresponsible  trustee  for  the  real  principal,  aa  in 
Jir(M;(«<2T.i\iin«  (second  action),  and  Ccutellan  r.  Bobton 
(18  W.  R.  731);  there,  aooording  to  Mr.  Justioe  Black- 
burn's view,  there  would  be  a  contract,  bnt  it  would  be 
with  the  issner  of  the  ti^et — that  is,  the  broker.  In  the 
first  case  no  one  else  would  be  liable;  in  the  second  casa 
the  real  principal  would  also  be  liable,  and  perhaps  if  it 
were  worth  any  one's  while  to  try  and  make  him  so,  the 
trustee  named,  if  he  had  authorised  his  name  being  passed, 
might  be  liable  also.  In  the  reoent  oases  it  has  been 
usually  assumed  that  there  ia  a  prooess  provided  by  the 
rules  of  the  Stock  Exchange  by  which  the  name  given 
can  be  objected  to,  and  if  Mr.  Justice  Blackburn's  view 
of  the  transaction  is  correct,  this  would  seem  to  be  un- 
necessary, because  the  vendor  has  little  or  no  interest  in 
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the  name  of  the  transferee.  It  is  the  issuer  of  the  ticket 
to  whom  he  has  to  look,  and  in  whose  solTency  he  hai 
most  concern.  Mr.  Justice  Blackburn  thinks,  however, 
that  this  power  of  objection,  and  the  nature  of  it,  are  not 
Tery  clearly  made  out,  and  we  beliere  he  is  right  in  say- 
ing that  at  all  events  it  is  merely  theoretical,  and  has 
never  been  acted  on.  The  alleged  custom  in  this  respect 
was,  we  believe,  first  suggested  in  cross-examination  of 
the  witnesses  in  (hiet  v.  Briitone,  and  it  has  been  made 
much  of  in  the  cases  by  jadges  who  were  anxious  to  sup- 
port, if  possible,  the  Stock  Exchange  usage  as  understood 
by  the  members,  and  at  the  same  time  to  put  some  con- 
struction upon  the  usage  which  should  be  so  far  reason- 
able as  not  to  leave  the  outside  public  entirely  at  the 
mercy  of  the  members  of  the  Stock  Exchange  with  whom 
they  dealt. 

All  the  other  judges  who  took  part  in  the  decision  of 
Slaxted  v.  Paine  in  the  Exchequer  Chamber,  except  Mr. 
Justice  Lush,  who  dissented  altogether,  gave  judgments 
in  favoar  of  the  defendant  as  well  as  Mr.  Justice  Black- 
burn. Their  reasons,  however,  were  different,  though 
perhaps  not  entirely  inconsistent  with  his  view.  They 
only  decide  that  the  jobber  was  not  liable,  without  going 
80  fully  into  the  matter,  and  without  clearly  deciding 
who  would  be.  Thus  Mr,  Justice  Blackburn's  judgment 
•t  present  represents  only  his  individual  opinion.  Inas- 
much, however,  as  his  views  will  certainly  be  much  dis- 
cussed if  not  adopted  in  aay  futnre  cases,  it  may  be  use- 
ful to  notice  the  recent  cases  shortly  with  a  view  of 
pointing  out  what  in  each  is  binding  authority  as 
essential  to  the  decision  of  the  case,  and  what  is  merely 
opinion  of  the  judges  not  necessarily  binding  on  others. 
The  considerations  as  to  the  nature  of  and  the  parties  to 
the  contract, — which  admittedly  is  made  when  the 
ticket  is  accepted,  the  transfer  executed  to  the 
nominee  and  accepted  by  the  buying  broker,  and  the 
prices  are  all  paid, — need  not,  of  course,  be  solved  in  order 
to  decide  whether  or  not  the  intermediate  parties  are  ro- 
leased.  It  might  be  that  although  there  was  a  new  oon- 
tract,  it  was  merely  additional  to  the  first  one  and  not 
substituted  for  it.  Suoh  a  substitution  could  only  take 
place  by  the  consent  of  the  parties  to  the  original  agree- 
ment, though  this  consent  need  not  be  expressly  given, 
but  may  be  contained  in  the  original  agreement  as  part 
of  its  terms.  The  decisions  in  Griitell  t.  Sriitowe  (Ex. 
Ch.)  and  CoUa  r.  BrUtowe,  (Lord  Joitioes)  17  W.  R.  123 
and  105,  must  be  taken  as  deciding  that  although  it  is 
contemplated  by  the  parties  to  the  ordinary  oontraot  of 
sale  of  shares  on  the  Stock  Exchabge,  and  is  a  part  of 
their  bargain,  that  the  vendor  shall  be  relieved  from  the 
liability  to  the  burthens  imposed  on  the  owner  of  the 
fihares,  and  shall  be  indemnified  therefrom;  yet  it  is  also 
contemplated,  and  a  part  of  the  bargain,  that  this  liability 
is  not  necessarily  to  be  assumed  by  the  first  purchaser 
{in  the  ordinary  case  the  jobber).  The  latter  may  per- 
form his  contract  without  himself  becoming  liable  to 
indemnify  the  vendor.  What  it  is  that  he  must  do,  to 
perform  his  contract  and  thus  escape  this  liability,  has 
been  variously  stated  by  the  judges.  In  the  majority  of 
cases,  however,  the  jobber  has  been  held  not  liable  to  in- 
demnify the  vendor — that  is  to  say,  he  has  been  held  to 
have  performed  his  contract;  and,  therefore,  these  oases 
do  amount  quite  to  binding  decisions  as  to  what  the 
contract  is,  but  they  merely  decide  that  what  the  jobber 
did  in  the  particular  case  was  a  performance.  Thus, 
Messrs.  Bristowe's  oases  are  binding  decisions  (until 
adjudicated  on  by  the  House  of  Lords)  to  the  effect  that 
if  the  jobber  tenders  a  name  of  a  willing  purchaser 
of  the  shares  to  which  no  reasonable  objection  can 
be  made,  and  that  name  is  in  fact  accepted,  the  jobber's 
contract  is  performed.  The  present  case  {Maxttd  v. 
Paine,  second  action),  as  decided  by  the  majority  of  the 
Court,  shows  further,  that  although  the  name  is  not  that 
of  a  real  purchaser,  and  objection  might  reasonably  have 
been  made  to  the  name,  yet  if  the  nominee  assents  to 
his  name  being  given,  and  no  objection  is  in  fact  made 
^y  the  vendor  within  fifteen  days,  but  the  transfer  is  exe- 


cuted to  the  nominee,  the  jobber's  contract  is  petfon 
In  ihe  opinion,  however,  of  the  dissenting  jndges  (L 
J.,  and  Cleasby,  B.),  thecantract  is  not  performed  ni 
the  name  is  that  of  a  real  purchaier.  In  Hutu 
Paine  (first  action,  L.  R.  4  Ex.  81),  the  Court  of  Eichf 
held  that  where  the  person  whose  name  was  giTen 
not  authorised  it,  the  jobber's  contract  h»d  not  been 
formed,  and  that  the  acceptance  of  the  name  did  not 
this.  This  decision  is  not  overruled  by  the  d« 
of  the  Exchequer  Chamber  in  Maxted  v.  Paiv  (« 
action),  as  pointed  out  by  Mr.  Justice  Blackbnm.be 
although  it  is  not  in  accordance  with  his  ownopi 
yet  it  is  not  inconsistent  either  with  the  actual  de 
or  with  the  opinions  of  the  majority  of  tte  I 
Cru»e  V.  Pain  (17  W.  R.  1033)  was  the  ease  of  i 
tract  where  registration  was  guaranteed,  and  a 
ground  the  jobber  was  held  liable.  Cattellan  v.  ffi*« 
W.  R.  731),  decided  by  Lord  Justice  James  when 
Chancellor,  was  a  case  in  which  the  real  nltimm 
chaser,  who  had  given  in  the  name  of  his  clerk,  ta 
accordingly  a  transfer  had  been  executed,  ■nt 
liable.  Both  the  decision  of  this  case,  and  the  ten 
which  it  is  based,  arequite  inacoordanca  withMt.J 
Blackburn's  views,  inasmuch  as  the  defendant  Hoh 
the  real  principal  of  the  issuer  of  the  ticket  AM 
however,  the  reasons  for  the  judgment  are  qnite 
tent  with  Mr.  Justice  Blackburn's  view,  yet  thf 
not  quite  the  same.  The  matter  was  not  so  foil 
into.  The  liability  was  based  on  the  equitable  owi 
of  the  defendant,  and  the  question  of  what  contin 
his  broker  had  entered  into  was  not  fully  diaotwi 
cannot  say,  therefore,  whether  Lord  Justice  Jama 
adopt  Mr.  Justice  Blackburn's  view,  if  a  case  came 
him.  It  seems,  however,  rather  likely  that  he 
Allen''.Orave>{,\i\f .  R.  919),  intheQueen'sBend 
case,  the  point  of  which  it  is  difficult  to  pnt 
where  the  defendant,  who  had  "  taken  in  shares 
account,"  was  held  liable  to  indemnify  the  rei 
holder.  In  this  case  an  informal  ticket  had  been 
and  negotiations  had  taken  place,  upon  which  t 
really  turned,  and  it  cannot  be  considered  aslayir 
any  principle  of  general  application.  DarisiA 
(17  W.  R.  C.  L.  Dig.  112),  in  the  Exchequer,  wa; 
which  turned  on  a  question  of  pleading,  upon  wb 
judges  were  equally  divided.  In  the  opinion 
judges  it  was  a  precisely  parallel  case  at  i 
law  to  Hawkim  v.  Maltby  (16  W.  R.  209). 
held  by  these  two  judges  that  even  if  the 
between  whom  in  the  first  instance  there,  h 
BO  privity,  had  been  so  brought  together  that  a  t 
tract  bad  been  made  between  them,  snoh  a  oonb 
not  been  declared  on.  The  other  two  judges 
there  was  suoh  a  oontraot,  and  that  it  was  snl 
declared  on.  Bonring  v.  Shepherd,  decided  on  th 
February,  in  the  last  sittings  of  the  Exchequer  C 
on  appeal  from  the  Queen's  Bench,  where  it  h 
decided  without  argument  on  the  supposed  antl 
Davis  V.  Haycock,  was  also  the  simple  case 
seller  against  ultimate  purchaser.  It  was  held 
latter  was  liable.  It  is  probable  that  there  may 
in  the  judgment  contrary  to  Mr.  Justice  Blackbari 
but  the  decision,  as  that  in  Castellan  v.  Hobion,  ii 
in  accordance  with  it,  as  the  defendant  was  I 
principal  of  the  issuer  of  the  ticket.  A  case  of 
Sliller  was  decided  by  Vice-Chancellor  Stuart 
27th  of  January  last,  which,  so  far  as  we  know  I 
seems  inconsistent  with  Maxted  v.  Paine  (first 
Possibly,  however,  when  fully  reported  it  mt 
distinguishable. 

It  will  be  seen  that  the  result  of  these  cases  i( 
cally  to  shift  the  liability  from  the  jobber.  Hi 
liable  if  he  guarantees  registration,  if  he  fails  ( 
ticket  on  the  name  day.  or  it  he  gives  a  ticket  ^ 
reasonably  refused.  Of  course,  however,  a  job 
himself  be  the  issuer  of  a  ticket,  and  then,  acco 
Mr.  Justice  Blackburn,  he  would  be  liable.  It  h 
clear  now  upon  the  cases  thM'  the  real  buyei 
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mda  lubl*.  The  extent  of  lUbility  of  the  broken 
ii  it31  noeirhat  in  doabt.  Aooording  to  the  riewa  of 
tbegrMtemamber  of  judges,  the  name  tenderedlfehoald 
be  ooniiderad,  and  its  too  hasty  aooeptanoe  is  a  most 
wiiHu  matter.  If  so,  as  we  pointed  oat  when  the  de- 
imiat  in  ffriuell  T.  Sriatone  and  Oalet  r.  Brutone  were 
(irm,  the  gelling  broker,  aooepting  withont  inquiry  a  bad 
stoM,  may  be  liable  to  his  piiooipal  for  negligenoe. 
ifsin,  aooording  to  Mr.  Justice  Blaokbom,  the  bayinfr 
Inker,  u  the  issner  of  a  ticket,  is  liable  to  indemnify 
tke  tnuuferor.  In  the  oase,  howerer,  of  his  having  a 
fesldtlTeat  principal,  his  liability  will  be  nominal  only, 
«  hii  principal  will  also  be  liable,  as  well  im  bimself ,  to 
tlie  rendor,  ind  in  case  he  and  not  his  prinoipal  is  sued, 
Ui  prinoipal  will  be  liable  over  to  him.  It  mast  be  ao- 
Imowledged  that  this  last  result  puts  the  liability  in  the 
ijglc  plioe.  Brokers  have  the  means  of  knowing  who 
tbeir  olieDta  are,  and  if  Uiere  is  to  be  any  loss  in  oonae- 
qnsBse  of  shares  being  bought  for  persons  who  are  unable 
to  diiohatge  the  likUlities  attached  to  them,  the  brokers 
vb»  boy  for  such  persons  ought  to  suflei  the  loss,  rather 
thsa  the  jobbers  or  Tcndors  of  the  shares  who  have  no 
putiesl  means  of  knowing  anything  about  the  pur- 


BECE9T  DECISIONS. 

EQUITY. 
ItMCIBBIOH  or  OOHTRAOT. 

Dunn  T.  Vert,  V.O.B.,  19  W.  B.  161. 

1U<  eaie  calls  oar  attention  to  a  vendor's  remedy,  in 

eM  of  bnsoh  of  contract,  which  is  not  often  resorted  to. ' 

ti|a«sl,  a  deerea  for  specifio  performance  is  snfBoient 

tlcoapel  the  porohaser  to  find  the  money.     But  oc- 

mkulij  that  may  fail,  and  the  usual   mode  of  enfor- 

ih|  tta  decree  majr  fail  also,  or  appear  not  worth  the 

VMiif.    The  vendor  may  then  ask  to  have  the  estate 

■Hiiil,  to  realise  his  lien,  or  he  may,  as  in  the  present 

4^BSTs  for  a  reeoiasion  of  the  contract.    The  previous 

'■titles  for  this  latter  course   appear  to  have  been 

A'W'   In  the  first  of  them,  Jfhligmi  v.  Martin  (16  Beav. 

M),the  contract  was  rescinded,  and  the  bill  was  by 

MMBt  dismissed,  without  costs.    In  the  next  case  of 

*«(T.lf«r#iJ«*(ll  W.  B.Ch.   Dig.  118,4  Gifl.  207), 

fte  dafsodant  was  ordered  (o  p^y  the  costs  of  the  ap- 

lliMtum,  and  the  oontcact  was  rescioeled,  and  further 

IXMsdiags  were  stayed,  except  as  to  aay  application 

*^    the     plaintiff     might     make     for     assessing 

fte  dsatges  to  be  p«id  to  him  by  the  defendant.     In  the 

ftJri  esse  of  Simfton  v.  Terry  (34  Beav.  428),  the  order 

*u  tils  same,  with  the  omission  only  of  the  clause  as  to 

Vpljiag  for  damages.    The  plaintiff  probably  did  not 

Mm  for  its  insartioo,  having  found  all  efforts  to  obtain 

taiqrftem  the  defendant  unavailing.      Indeed,  with 

KVMt  to  the  case  of  Sweet  v.  Meredith,  in  which  the 

^'■■u*  was  inserted,  we  have  searched  both  the  reports 

■d  the  regtatrai's  books,  but  can  find  no  trace  of  its 

*Misf  bsen  acted  upon.     In  the  case  of  Dunn  v.  V*r», 

^^^  we  are  considering,  there  was  the  additional  oir- 

2>>tnoe  of  a  deposit   having  been  paid  by  the  defen- 

•Bt  to  the  plaintiff.    The  defendant^    who    appeared 

*  pmon,  asked  for  its  retam,  but  the  Court  declined  to 

Mike  any  such  order.     As  the  amount  of  the  deposit  was 

y^y  '40,  it  was  not  likely  to  exceed  the  auotint  of  the 

•"■fss  ssstained  by  the  plaintiff,  which  would  be  at 

I'M  sU  the  ooeto  of  the  suit.     Had  it  been  greater,  it 

I  *sy  be  doubled  whether  the  Court  would  have  allowed 

'^  I^aintifl  to  retain  the  whole  of  it.     From  the  remarks 

'1'^  br  Viea-Chaaoellor  OiSard  in  Tennattt  v.  Trenehard 

w-  B.  4  Ch.  540,  n.)  it  would  appear  that  his  Honour 

'"""'dsiad  the  right  of  a  vendor  to  cancel  a  sale  as  resting 

ntbt  principle  of  enforcing  his  lien  by  foreclosure.    If 

"Mi*  the  case,  a  deposit  would  be  retained  in  all  oases 

■*  smatter  of  oonrae,  bnt  it  ought  then  to  be  open  to  the 

IsiehissT  to  a^  for  a  le-sale  of   the  property,  on  the 

*>w  tenns    «•  an   otdinaiy    mortgagee,    and   time 


ought  also  to  be  given  before  the  order  was  made  abso- 
lute. Xeither  of  these  last-mentioned  incidents  have, 
however,  ever  been  admitted,  and  it  is  probable  that  the 
right  to  rescind  rests  on  the  more  general  principle  that, 
in  such  a  contract,  performsnoe  on  the  vendor's  part  is 
necessarily  conditional  on  performance  on  the  pnrohaser'e 
part  within  a  reasonable  time.  In  the  present  oase  an 
order  was  made  in  the  terms  of  the  notice  of  motion, 
which  appear  to  have  been  substantially  the  same  as  in 
Simpion  V.  Terry.  . 


COUUON  LAW. 


NBaUOBHOE — ^IjIOBNBXB — ^HlSTBASJLNCB   BT 

DsFEKDAirr'a  Sbkvaht. 

Tebbutt  V.  Brietol  and  Bueter  RaiUvay  aiMpany,Q.K, 
19  W.  B.  883. 

This  case  illustrates  several  points  in  the  law  of  negli- 
genoe  ;  the  main  point  decided  being  shortly  this,  that  » 
person  upon  the  defendant's  premises,  as  a  licensee,  in 
the  sense  that  he  was  not  there  upon  their  business  or 
for  their  profit,  was  held  entitled  to  recover  for  an  injury 
caused  by  a  negligent  misfeasance  of  a  .servant  of  the 
defendant  in  the  oourse  of  his  employment.  The  Court 
expressly  refrained  from  deciding  whether  he  could  have 
recovered  for  an  accident  caused  merely  by  the  state  of 
the  premises  on  which  be  went ;  thus,  again,  suggesting 
as  has  been  done  in  several  oasea,  that  there  is  a  dUference 
as  to  the  liability  to  licensees  for  acts  of  omission  and 
commission.  The  point,  however,  for  which  the  oase 
is  most  worth  notice  is,  that  it  brings  prominently  for- 
ward the  principle  that  a  master  is  responsible  for  all 
direct  injuries  caused  by  his  servants  when  acting  in 
course  of  their  employment.  «zoept  in  oases  where  the 
person  injured  can  be  considered  to  have  taken  on  him- 
self the  risk.  This  has  been  frequently  explained  to  be 
the  principle  of  exemption  from  liability  for  injury  of 
one  servant  by  hii  fellow-servant,  and  in  Fletehtr  v. 
Rylandt  (14  W.  B.  799,  L.  B.  1  Ex.  286,  287),  Blackbnm, 
J.,  explains  die  defence  of  inevitable  aooident  in  collision 
oases  on  rimilar  grounds.  We  are  not  aware,  how- 
ever, that  it  has  ever  been  more  explicitly  stated  than  by 
Lush,  J.,  in  delivering  the  judgment  of  the  Court  in  this 
oase,  that  all  the  exceptions  to  the  general  rule  may  be 
considered  to  come  under  one  head. 


BEVIEWS. 


The  Leup  of  SefUgtnn,  teing  tha  Firit  of  a  Seriet  ef  Practical 
iaw  Traets.  By  Babskt  Caxpbbll,  M.A,,  Advocate 
(Scotch  Bar),  and  of  Lincoln's-inn,  Banister-at-Lsw. 
London :  Stevens  &  Haynes.  1871. 
We  have  had  occasion  once  or  twice  lately,  in  reviewing 
other  works  on  this  subject,  and  in  commenting  on  oases, 
to  notice  the  want  of  a  sdentifie  tresstise  on  the  law  of 
n^ligonce.  Hr.  Campbell's  tract  will  do  much  to  supply 
the  want.  He  deds  with  .the  subject  on  soientiflo  prinsiplea, 
snd  by  so  doing  has  contrived  to  produce  a  little  work  not, 
of  course,  &ultleaa,  but  which  we  can  highlv  commend 
to  all  who  desire  instmotion  npon  it.  In  no  class  of  cases 
has  so  much  confdaion  been  introduced  by  inaccurate  and 
ambiguous  language  from  the  Bench  and  the  Bar  as  in 
negligence  cases.  The  term  negligence  itself  is  used  in  at 
least  two  different  senses,  while  the  expression  "  gross 
negligence"  has  been  distinctly  misapphnd  (as  is  well 
pomted  out  by  Ur.  Campbell  at  pages  11  and  63),  until  at 
last  it  has  been  sud  that  it  means,  as  undoubtedly  it  does  in 
many  places  where  it  will  be  found  used  in  the  reports, 
merely  ordinary  negligenoe  with  a  vituperative  epithet. 
Mr.  Campbell  does  muui  to  g^t  rid  of  the  confusion  thus 
introduoed  by  bringing  forward  prominently  the  indisput- 
able proposition  that  negligence  is  necessarily  a  relative 
term,  to  be  measured  in  eiach  case  that  arises  by  the  eorrelap 
tiveduty.  He  dassifles  his  cases  according  to  the  duty 
impoec^  which  in  our  opinion  is  by  &r  the  best  way  of 
trmting  the  subject  We  may  notice  also  shortly,  in  order 
to  testify  oar  approbation  of  tiiem,  the  author's  remarks  at 
pages  13  and  14  as  to  the  distinction,  ordinarily  brought  far 
more  prominently  forward  than  it  is  by  him,  between  < 
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where  the  primary  duty  arises  from  contract  and  vhere  it 
does  not.  In  reference  to  Wiiittrbothain  v.  Wright  (10  JI. 
ft  W.  109),  he  makes  a  suggestion,  which,  we  think,  is 
clearly  well  founded,  although,  possibly,  he  is  right  in 
saying  that  in  making  it  he  is  wandering  beyond  the  bounds 
of  actual  decision — viz.,  that  the  want  of  privity  of  con- 
tract does  not  necessarily  imply  that  there  is  no  duty  be- 
tween the  parties,  but  merely  negatives  any  warranty, 
express  or  implied,  which  the  terms  of  the  contract  may 
import  between  those  who  are  privy  to  it.  We  have  said 
that  the  work  is  not  faultless,  and  we  proceed  now  to 
point  out  what  we  consider  to  be  some  fault*.  In  so  doing 
at  some  length  we  wish  not  to  convey  the  impression  that 
the  faults  are  numerous,  so  much  as  that  the  general 
character  of  the  work,  though  its  pretensions  are  slight, 
is  80  good  as  to  make  it  worth  a  somewhat  minute  criticism. 
In  the  iirst  place  we  fear  that  the  nature  of  the  language 
used  may  induce  any  person  glancing  over  the  book  to 
think  it  not  what  it  purports  to  be— a  "  preiatical  "  law 
tract.  The  use  of  Koman  law  terms  is  extremely  fre- 
quent, but  a  complaint  of  this  alone  would  not  be  well 
founded,  as  they  certainly  assist  much  in  the  elucidation 
of  the  subject.  The  use  of  such  words  as  "desiderate" 
and  "  exigible"  is,  however,  objectionable.  We  notice,  also, 
that  several  propositions  of  importance,  and,  indeed,  some  of 
the  most  valuable  remarks  in  the  work,  are  relegated  to 
notes  instead  of  appearing  in  the  text. 

Passing  now  from  points  of  form  to  those  of  substance 
we  must  observe  that  though  Mr.  Campbell  has  satisfied 
Ub  that  he  thoroughly  appreciates  the  principles  of  the 
branch  of  law  on  which  he  writes,  we  do  not  think  he  seems 
very  familiar  with  English  pleading.  He  does  not  directly 
notice  the  subject,  but  the  only  instances  in  which  we  can 
detect  anything  which  we  consider  a  mistake  are  in  the 
remarks  he  makes  a.s  to  oases  which  really  turned  either  on 
points  of  pleading  or  on  the  onus  probaiidi,  and  are  no 
authorities,  as  he  seems  to  think  them,  on  principles  of 
liability.  We  refer  to  the  remarks  on  Kmrnei/ -v.  London, 
Brighton  and  So'Uh  Coast  Railway  (IS  AV.  R.  1000,  L.  R.  5 
Q.  B.  411),  SooU  V.  London  ((}uoted,  by  mistake,  as  Liver- 
pool) Bock  Compaiii/  (3  H.  &  C.  596),  C'oiVi?  v.  Seldcti  (16 
W.  K.  1170,  L.  R.  3  C.  P.  495),  Submarine  Telegraph  Com- 
pany V.  B'ickson  (12  W.  R.  384,  IS  C.  B.  N.  S.  759).  We 
do  not  think  any  of  these  cases  quite  warrant  what  Mr. 
Campbell  says  of  them,  and  certainly  ^cott  v.  London  Bocks 
does  not.  The  epigrammatic  judgment  delivered  by  Erie, 
C.J  ,  in  that  case  has  often  been  misunderstood.  The  ex- 
planation of  the  case  is  to  be  found  in  the  remark  of  Black- 
bum,  J.,  during  the  argument,  to  the  effect  that  where  the 
circumstances  are  more  within  the  knowledge  of  one  party 
than  the  other,  it  is  for  that  party  to  explain  them  rather 
than  his  adversary,  even  although  the  general  burden  of 
proof  rests  on  the  latter.  The  Court  never  meant  to  say 
that  there  was  any  duty  on  the  defendants  absolutelj-  to 
restrain  their  sugar-bags  from  falling  on  the  plaintiff,  but 
merely  that  as  the  defendants  ought  to  know,  and  the  plain- 
lifif  could  not  know  how  the  bags  came  to  fall,  it  was  sufficient 
lor  the  plaintiff,  in  order  to  make  a  prima  facie  case,  to 
prove  the  falling,  leaving  to  the  defendants  to  explain  the 
circumstances.  If  the  defendants  chose  not  to  explain  a 
presumption  against  them  clearly  arose  ;  but  if,  upon  the 
circumstances  being  explained,  it  should  turn  out  that  it  was 
an  inevitable  accident  or  attributable  to  any  other  cause 
than  the  carelessness  of  the  defendants'  servants,  the  defen- 
dants would  not  have  been  held  liable.  In  fact,  this  was 
what  took  place  on  the  second  trial,  when  the  defendants 
called  evidence,  and  obtained  a  verdict  which  was  never 
disturbed.  Again,  we  are  not  quite  sure  that  Mr.  Campbell 
is  right  in  saying  that  the  distinction  taken  in  some  cases 
between  the  liability  for  acts  of  omission  and  commission 
rests  on  any  rational  ground.  He  is  doubtless  right  in  the 
case  he  puts  of  a  trap,  which  is  an  exception  to  the 
general  rule  of  non-liability  to  a  mere  licensee  for 
acts  of  omission,  but  which  is  not  sufficient  in 
our  judgment  to  show  that  the  rule  does  not 
exist.  This  point  has  received  further  illustration  since  Mr. 
Campbell  wrote  from  Tebbutt  v.  Ilridol  and  Exeter 
Maiiuay  (19  \V.  R.  383).  The  ground  on  which  the  dis- 
tinction rests  seems  to  be  this — that  an  injury  by  an  act  of 
commission  mprimdjiicie  a  trespass, and  in  such  cases  there 
is  asexpluinej  by  Blackburn,  J.,  inFlete/ter  v.  Ityiaiids  (14 
W.  R.  799,  L.  K.  1  Ex.  279),  a  primdfacit  liability.  Even 
inevitable  accident  affords  no  defence  unless  the  relation  of 
the  parties  is  such  that  the  injured  party  is  to  be  considered 


as  having  taken  upon  himself  the  risk  of  such  injarj. 
person  availing  himself  of  a  licence  to  go  on  the  pten 
of  another  is  held  to  take  on  himself  the  risk  of  ikn, 
arising  from  the  state  of  the  premises,  except  concf 
dangers  in  the  nature  of  traps,  known  to  the  occupier. 
not  reasonably  capable  of  detection  by  the  licensee.  / 
these  there  is  a  duty  on  the  occupier  to  give  win 
There  is,  however,  no  foundation  for  saying  that  a  lin 
or  even  a  trespasser,  takes  on  himself  any  risk  from  it 
commission. 

We  were  also  disappointed  at  the  meagre  way  in  » 
Mr.  Campbell  treats  the  doctrine  of  contributory  iiegU| 
Considering  that  almost  all  cases  that  come  before  the  Ci 
involve  a  consideration  of  the  doctrine,  we  think  that 
practical  law  tract  it  deserves  more  than  two  p 
Besides  its  practical  importance  theoretical  questin 
much  interest  are  raised  by  the  doctrine.  We  shouH 
been  glad  to  know  whether  Mr.  Campbell  holds  the  k 
can  doctrine  (see  Shearman,  pp.  42  and  43),  that  thf 
as  to  contributory  negligence  is  based  upon  a  sort  ol 
eonal  and  penal  disqualification  of  the  plaintiff,  im 
on  grounds  of  public  policy,  and  in  analogy  to  the 
against  suicide  and  vagrancy,  or  whether  he  agreei 
our  view  that  it  is  a  corollary  from  the  proposition  t 
plaintiff,  in  order  to  recover,  must  prove  damage  tot 
caused  by  the  defendant's  breach  of  duty.  Wher 
fault  of  both  parties  contributes  to  the  result,  the  i 
"  In  pari  delicto  potior  est  conditio  defendcntis"  i| 
and  the  plaintiff  f^ils.  We  have  called  this  a  thea 
question,  but  it  is  also  one  of  considerable  practici 
portance,  because  upon  it  appears  to  depend  the  tnw 
tion  of  the  question  which  arises  in  almost  every  di 
case  at  Nisi  Prius — viz.,  whether  the  judge  may  » 
where  contributory  negligence  is  disclosed  by  the  pl» 
case  or  whether  he  must  leave  it  to  the  jury.  W< 
that  Mr.  Campbell  holds  our  view  on  this  matter,  bi 
remarks  on  the  subject  are  so  short,  that  we  do  notf« 

We  presume  from  this  being  styled  the  first  of  a  « 
practical  law  tracts,  that  Jlr.  Campbell  is  about  to  ' 
his  attention  to  other  subjects,  which,  from  the  succ 
his  first  attempt,  we  shall  expect  to  see  him  I'lucidat 
siderably.  If,  however,  he  should  ever  find  time  to  i 
this  tract  on  the  law  of  negligence  (which  consists  c 
75  pages  of  text,  with  a  further  36  of  index)  into  a  coi 
treatise,  we  shall  expect  to  find  it  one  of  the  most  satisf 
text-books  on  English  law. 


COURTS. 

COUNTY  COURTS. 

L.VMIiETH. 

(Before  J.  Pitt  Taylor,  Esq.,  Judge.) 
Feb.  22.—Bann  v.   Rigby  and   Wiff. 

Married  Women's  Property  Act,  1870 — Judgment  ( 
icije  for  debt  incurred  by  her  prior  to  marriage. 

This  was  a  claim  by  an  undertaker  for  the  expel 
the  funeral  of  the  female  defendant'?  former  husband, 
male  defendant  pleaded  his  non-liability  on  the  groun 
his  marriage  had  taken  place  since  the  passing  of  tJ 
of  last  year.  The  date  of  the  Act  was  August  9,  a 
data  of  the  marriage  as  shown  by  the  certificati 
August  11. 

Mr.  Pitt  Taylor  said  that  was  only  an  answer 
action  as  far  as  the  male  defendant  was  concerned,  u 
name  would  he  struck  out  as  defendant,  and  retainei 
to  identify  the  female  defendant,  who  would  be  descri 
"  Rigby,  wife  of  Rigby,  formerly  Robertson,  widow." 
judgment  would  be  against  the  female  defendant 
would  thus,  although  a  married  woman,  have  all  the « 
tages  of  being  &feme  soli.  The  judgment  conld  be  en 
against  her  alone,  and  it  might  be  that  she  would  l 
to  prison  for  non-payment.  That,  however,  would  d 
on  circumstances  not  before  the  court  at  present. 

Bradford. 
(Before  W.  T.  S.  Daniell,  Esq.,  Judge.) 
Feb.  7. — Re  Selby  and  Drummond. 
Proof  ill  bankruptcy. 
This  case  arose  out  of  the  bankruptcy  of  Meaan. 
&  Drummond,  the  trustee  having  objected   to  the  pi 
the  Bradford  Old  Bank  (Limited),  to  the  extent  of 
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gtlby  and  Dnunmond  Turn  trading  in  parteenhip.  It  ap- 
geiied  that  Selbj's  wife  Tras  entitled  to  a  revenionary  in- 
«tat  (not  tettled  to  her  separate  ase)  in  one  third  of  a  sam 
if  ito^  after  her  mother'^  death.  In  order  to  obtain  money 
0  Mtiy  on  the  basiness,  Mta.  Selby  and  her  huaband  joined 
n  an  aMignment  to  the  Bradford  Old  fiank  (Limited)  of 
itn.  Selby's  istereat  in  this  stock.  This  reveraionary  in- 
cittt  fell  in  on  the  21st  July,  1870.  In  Angost  last 
)niinnioDd  absconded,  and  on  the  2nd  of  September  the  firm 
reie  adjudicated  bankrupts.  At  the  time  of  the  adjadica- 
xm  the  firm  irere  indebted  to  the  bank  to  the  extent  of 
1,944  Is.,  and  the  bank  held  as  security  against  this  ad- 
isce  the  assignment  alluded  to  and  a  bond  of  a  third  party 
X  £600.  The  first  meeting  of  creditors  was  held  on  the 
6tli  of  September,  and  the  trustee  was  then  appointed. 
lie  accounts  were  not  filed  by  the  bankrupt  Selby  before 
>e  20th  of  October,  and  the  bank  in  the  meantime, 
id  before  the  tmstee  had  any  opportanity  to  examine 
leir  proof  (which  had  been  filed  at  the  first  meetiog 
ir  the  purposes  of  voting)  applied  to  the  trustees 
'the  pR)]i«rty  to  which  Mrs.  Selby  was  entitled,  to  sell 
it  and  pa^  tbem  the  money  realised  by  such  sale.  The 
mtets  of^  the  property  then  applied  to  the  tmstee  in 
mkmptcy  for  his  consent  to  the  mle,  and  he,  finding  the 
mk  was  absolutely  entitled,  gare  his  consent,  and  informed 
le  bank  that  he  had  done  so.  On  the  12th  January,  1871, 
le  tnuteea  of  the  property  wrote  to  the  trustee  in  bank- 
iptcj,  informing  him  the  money  was  paid  to  the  bank,  and 
It  tnwteein  bankruptcy  then  personally  saw  one  of  the  ma- 
1^  of  the  bank,  and  asked  nim  to  place  the  money  so  re- 
ined to  the  credit  of  the  account  of  the  bankrupts,  and 
sdocetheproofby  that  amount.  The  manager  declined,  and 
:<  trustee  on  the  same  day  served  him  with  notice  of  objec- 
00  10  the  proo^  on  the  ground  that  he  had  realised  his 
leatitj,  and,  therefore,  should  place  it  to  the  credit  of  the 
<wnit  Hie  bank  now  applied  to  the  Court,  contending 
ktt  the  trustee's  notice  should  have  stated  the  grounds  of 
sijtdian;  and  that  they  were  entitled  to  take  dividend  on 
^  «k)le  amount  of  their  proof  filed. 

Xi.Bolnnson  (Terrv  t  Robinson),  for  Mr.  Kemp,  the 

Iratee. 

Titifim,  instructed  by  Messrs.  Taylor,  Jeffery,  &  Little, 
tr  tie  Bradford  Old  Bank  (Limited). 

Cur.  adv.  villi. 

i'A.  U.— Mr.  Dakuix. — ^In  this  case  both  debtors  were 
Ijodictted  bankrupt  on  the. 2nd  September,  1870,  and  the 
at  meeting  was  held  on  the  19th.  The  bankrupts  had  a 
ide  account  with  the  Bradford  Old  Bank  (Limited)  at  the 
■e  of  the  bankruptcy,  and  were  indebted  thereon  in  the 
n  of  £1,944  Is.  On  the  16th  September  the  bank  filed 
sirproof  of  debt  with  the  registrar,  claiming  to  be  credi- 
n  on  the  joint  estate  for  £1,944  Is.,  and  at  the  meeting  of 
sditoia  the  bank  by  their  proxy  attended  and  voted.  The 
Kif  remained  on  the  file  without  notice  of  objection  until 
1 12th  January.  1871,  on  which  day  the  trustee  gave  the 
ak  notice  that  he  rejected  to  the  extent  of  .£600  their 
dm  against  the  estate,  and  that  he  should  exclude  them 
»  dividend  in  respect  thereof.  The  notice  was  in  the 
na  V2S  appended  to  the  rules.  On  the  .24th  January 
we  was  given  by  the  bank  calling  on  the  trustee  to  ahow 
He  why  he  did  not  in  his  notice  state  the  ground  of  his 
eclion,  and  why  a  dividend  should  not  be  paid  on  the 
Kite  amount  of  the  prooC  By  rule  72  the  trustee  in 
^kruptcy  is  required  in  case  of  rejection  to  give  notice  in 
iliiig  to  the  creditor,  stating  the  grounds  thereof.  By 
le  313  the  trustee  in  liquidation,  in  giving  notice  to  the 
ditor  of  the  rejection  of  his  proof,  is  not  required  to  state 
'grounds  of  rejection,  and  form  126  is  in  accordance 
Ih  rule  313.  There  does  not  appear  to  be  any  form  ap- 
«aWe  to  rule  72.  The  tmstee  having  under  these  cir- 
"Sauces  been  required  by  the  Court  to  state  the  ground 
njection,  Mr.  Robinson,  on  his  behalf,  atated  the  ground 
w  that  the  bank  held  a  security  for  part  of  the  debt  to 
f  extent  of  £600  on  the  separate  estate  of  Selby,  and 
uch  security  they  had  since  realised,  and  therefore  were 
and  to  deduct  The  ground  being  thus  stated,  Mr. 
•onpaoD,  for  the  bank,  declined  to  ask  for  an  adjoum- 
W,  stating  he  was  prepared  to  prove  the  facts  on  which 
relied.  The  facts  were  these.  [His  Honour  stated  the 
*  as  above  given.]  On  the  2l8t  July,  1870,  Mrs. 
W*  interest  became  reducible  into  possession  by  Selby 
%5t  to  the  wife's  equity  for  a  settlement). 
Hie  question  how  much  or  whether  the  whole  of  the 
od  ihould  be    made   the  subject  of  this   equity  is   a 


matter  for  the  discretion  of  the  Court,  to  be  exercised, 
according  to  the  drcnmstanoes  of  each  case.  The 
general  rule  in  the  abseuco  of  special  circumstances  is  to 
settle  one  half,  and  insolvency  is  a  special  circumstance. 
In  the  recent  case  of  Spirett  v.  Willoics,  14  W.  R.  941,  L.  R. 
I  Cb.  520,  where  there  was  insolvency,  the  Court  settled 
i I,SOO  out  of  £2,000.  What  proportion  it  would  be  proper 
to  settle  in  this  case,  or  whether  the  whole,  the  Court  has  no 
sufficient  means  of  judg^g ;  but  to  whatever  extent  the 
equity  was  enforced,'  the  trustee's  interest  in  the  fund 
would  be  subject  to  those  of  the  wife  and  children,  'i'he 
wife,  however,  in  this  case,  has  been  advised  to  waive  her 
equity  in  favour  of  the  bank,  and  by  a  memorandum  dated 
the  15th  December,  1870,  that  equity  was  duly  waived. 
On  the  3IstDec„  1870,  tiie  trustees  paid  over  to  the  solicitor 
of  the  bank,  on  their  behalf,  the  sum  of  £554  Is.,  being  the 
proceeds  (after  deducting  expenses)  of  Mrs.  Selby's  one- 
third  share  of  the  fund,  and  this  sum  has  been  carried  to  a 
separate  account  at  the  bank,  in  the  name  of  the  solicitor. 

On  these  facts  it  was  insisted  for  the  bank  that  upon 
the  authorities  prior  to  the  Act  of  1869  it  was  quite 
clear  they  were  not  bound  to  deduct  their  security, 
being  a  security,  putting  it  at  the  highest,  upon  the  sepa- 
rate estate  of  Selby,  for  the  joint  debt  of  the  firm  of 
Selby  &  Drummond,  and  JSe  Flumnur,  I  Ph.  oC,  was 
relied  on,  and  the  several  authorities  referred  to  in  Rob- 
son's  Bankruptcy,  p.  261  n.,  the  latest  of  which  is  Ex 
parte  Englith  Ameritan  Bank  L.  B.  4  Ch.  50.  Mr.  Robin-, 
son,  for  the  trustee,  contended  that  under  the  Bankruptcy 
Act,  1869,  section  15,  ss.  5,  the  bank  must  be  considered  as 
a  secured  creditor,  contending  that  they  held  a  mortgage 
on  ijart  of  the  bankrupt's  estate  for  the  sum  due  to  them, 
because  inasmuch  as  the  surplus  of  the  separate  estate  would 
form  part  ofthejointestate,  the  security  on  the  separate  estate 
of  Selby  necessarily  affected  the  joint  estate  by  diminishing 
the  surplus  of  the  separate  estate  that  would  otherwise  be 
available  for  the  joint  estate,  and  further  contended  tliat  as 
the  bank  had  actually  realised  the  security,  and  received  the 
proceeds  before  a  dividend  hod  been  declared,  and  before  the. 
trustee  had  actually  examined  the  proof,  they  were  bound 
on  that  CTonnd  to  give  credit  for  the  sum  received  before 
tbey  coiild  participate  in  the  dividend. 

1  am  of  opinion  that  neither  contention  is  sustainable.    As 
to  the  fitst,  it  would  be  enough  to  say  that  the  16th  section 
has  no  reference  whatever  to  proof,  but  only  relates  to  voting 
and  the  proceedings  at  the  brst  meeting.    If,  however,  the 
right  of  proof  were  afiiected,  as  contended,  the  effect  would  be 
to  give  the  Act  a  retrospective  operation,  and  thus  destroy  a 
vested  right  of  property.    By  the  7-8th  section  the  prin  ipleSH 
practice,  and  rules  theretofore  acted  upon  in  bankruptcy  are 
maintained,    and    in    bankruptcy    administration    ot    the 
property  of, partners  their  joint   and  separate  estates  are 
considered  and  treated  as  distinct  estates,  and  this  principle 
is  not  interfered  with  by  the  statute  or  Mies,  but  on  the 
contrary  is  recognised  by  both— by  the  statute,  section  100 
to  105 ;  by  tnuteea  rules  76.       The  law  and  practice  ui)on 
this  point  are  so  clear  and  well  settled  that  I  must  express 
my  surprise  that  any  question  should  have  been  raised  upon 
the  subject.    As  to  the  second  ground  of  objection,  that  is 
equalljr  untenable.    The  liability  of  the  bank  to  make  the 
deduction  depends  upon  the  facta  which  existed  when  they 
made  their  proof.      This   proof  was   made  on  the  16lh 
September,  and  at  that  time  the  joint  estate  was  indebted, 
to  them  in  £1,944  l.s.      The  fact  that  the  bank,  through 
their  agent,  received  the  proceeds  of  the  security  on  the  31st 
December,  and  the  trustee  did  not  examine  the  proof  until 
the  12th  January,  1871,   are   wholly   immaterial.      The 
existence  of  the  security  was  disclosed  on  the  bankrupt 
(Selby's)  accounts,  which  were  filed  as  to  the  joint  estate 
on  the  20th  October  last,  and  as  to  the  separate  estate  on 
the  27th  October,  and  the  security  was  referred  to  in  both. 
The  trustee  is  by  rule  72  bound  to  examine  the  proofs 
already  made  as  soon  as  conveniently  may  be  after  his  ap. 
pointment,  and  this  proof  might  have  been  examined  in 
November,  and  long  before  the  security  had  been  realised 
by  the  bank,  and  ot  course  the  trustee's  delay  could  not  be 
allowed  to  prejudice  the  bank.  I  may  observe  that  although 
there  is  no  form  appended  to  the  rules  applicable  to  rule  72, 
the  provision  of  that  rule  as  to  stating  the  ground  of  rejec- 
tion is  precise,  and  should  in  all  cases  in  bankruptcy  be 
followed.      Why  there  should  be  a  difference  in  liquidation 
is  not  apparent ;  perhaps   it  was  on  oveimght,  and  luay 
hereafter  be  corrected. 
The  order  will  be  that  the  proof  of  the  bank  against  tiie 
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joint  estate  stand  for  the  snm  of  £1,944  Is.,  and  that  they 
be  paid  dividend  accordingly,  so  that,  ncTertheleaii,  they  do 
not  by  means  of  such  dividend  and  the  moneys  received 
osder  the  separate  estate  receive  more  than  20s.  in  the 
ponnd.  The  trastee  must  pay  the  bank's  costs  of  this 
motion,  and  be  allowed  them  out  of  the  joint  estate.  Bat 
this  order  is  to  be  without  prejudice  to  any  question, 
as  between  lira.  Selby  and  the  bank,  in  respect  of  her  right 
as  surety,  to  the  benefit  of  the  proof  for  £1,944  1*.,  to  the 
extent  of  £S54  Is.,  or  any  port  thereof. 

LmitFOOU 

(Before  Serjt.  Weeki.ib,  Judge.) 
Feb.  18.— i?«  IHnm. 
Fraudultnt  prtftrmtt. 

The  facts  of  this  case  are  stated  in  the  judgment.  | 

Chilly,  (instructed  by  Messrs.  Lace,  Banner  k  Co.)  ap< 
peared  for  Mr.  Banner,  the  trustee. 

itybergh  (instructed  by  Messrs.  Bateson,  Bobinion,  k 
Horns,  for  the  creditors. 

Mr.  Serjt.  WieElek. — This  was  a  motion  on  behalf  of 
Ur.  Harmood  Walcot  Banner,  the  trustee,  for  an  order 
declaring  a  bill  of  sale  given  by  the  bankrupt  on  the  21at 
July  last  to  Messrs.  Kewall  and  Ulayten,  of  Liverpool, 
cotton  brokers,  fraudulent  and  void  as  a  fraudulent  prefer- 
ence, and  that  the  proceeds  of  the  sale  of  the  furniture  and 
effects  comprised  in  such  bill  of  sale  should  be  paid  over  to 
the  tnistee,  and  that  Measn*.  Kewall  and  Clayton  should 
pay  the  costs  of  and  incident  to  the  motion  and  to  the  carry- 
ing out  of  any  order  made  thereon,  and  that  the  furniture 
•nd  effects,  or  the  proceeds  thereof,  shonld  be  declared  to  be 
part  of  the  bankrupt's  estate. 

It  appears  that  on  and  prior  to  the  21st  July  last  the 
baukrupt  was  a  cotton  broker  in  Liverpool,  carrying  on 
business  in  partnership  with  William  Walton  Thompson 
(also  a  bankrupt),  under  the  firm  of  Brown,  Hunter,  k  Co., 
and  that  the  fnmitnre  and  effects  in  question  were  at  his 
residence  in  Alexandra-terrace.  He  was  adjudicated  bank- 
npt  on  the  ISth  September  last,  and  before  the  21st  July 
last  (the  day  of  the  date  and  execution  of  th»  bill  of  sale) 
the  bankmpt  is  shown  to  have  been  insolvent  It  appears 
fiirther  ftom  the  afSdavit  of  Mr.  Bell,  the  bankrupt's  clerk, 
that  about  four  o'clock  in  the  afternoon  of  Thursday,  the 
21st  July  last,  the  bankrupt  left  his  place  of  bnsineas  in 
Liverpool,  and  since  that  time  has  never  been  seen  at  his 
office,  or  so  far  as  he  knows  or  believes,  in  LiverpooL  It 
•eems,  moreover,  that  subsequently  to  that  day  numerous 
creditors  called  at  the  bankrupt's  place  of  business  for  pay- 
ment of  their  debts,  for  which  of  course  no  provision  had 
been  made,  and  Mr.  Bell,  acting  upon  the  instructions  of 
the  bankmpt,  stated  to  the  parties  that  he  believed 
the  bankrupt  had  gone  away  to  Cuba.  On  the  26th  of 
last  July,  four  days  after  the  execution  of  the  bill  of  sale, 
the  mortgagees  took  possession  of  the  furniture  and  effects, 
and  on  the  9th  of  the  following  month  sold  them,  the  net 
sum  realised  being  upwards  of  £1,034,  which  sum  is  now  in 
their  hands,  they  claiming  to  be  entitled  to  retain  it 
under  their  bill  of  sale.  The  transaction  out  of  which  the 
present  controversy  arises  took  place  on  the  28th  March, 
1867,  and  on  that  day  the  mortgagees  advanced  to  the  bank- 
rupt £2,000  in  consideration,  as  is  said,  of  his  executing  in 
their  favour  when  called  upon,  as  security  for  the  paymeut 
of  the  money  and  interest  half- yearly,  a  mortgage  of  hit 
house  and  premises,  Alexandra-terrace,  and  a  bill  of  sale 
of  his  furniture  and  effects  therein.  On  the  4th  July,  1867, 
the  mortgagees  instructed  their  solicitor.  Mr.  Bateson,  to 
prepare  inter  alia  (such  is  the  language  of  that  gentleman's 
atBdavit)  the  necessary  bill  of  sale  to  carry  the  agreement 
into  effect,  and  a  bill  of  sale  was  prepwed  accordingly, 
•nd  remained  in  the  possession  of  the  solicitors,  but  it  was 
never  executed.  With  respect  to  the  arrangement  for  a 
mortgage  of  the  house,  I  may  be  probably  be  right  in  assu- 
ming—for the  affidavits  of  the  mortgagees  and  their  solicitor 
are  silent  npon  the  subject — that  such  mortgage  was  difly 
czeouted  in  or  about  July  1867,  and  that  the  necessary 
documents  for  that  purpose  form  the  "  aha  "  to  which  Mr. 
Bateson  refers  in  his  affidavit.  It  is  scarcely  necessary  to 
say  that  this  mortgage,  unlike  the  bill  of  sale,  would  in- 
Tolve  no  publicity,  and  therefore  possible  injury  to  the 
bankrupt's  credit  in  the  cotton  market,  because  it  did  not 
require  registration.  As  to  what  occurred  in  July  last  Mr. 
Bkteson's  statement  is,  in  effect,  that  on  the  20th  of  July, 
1870,  the  bankrupt  called  at  his  office  and  informed  him 


that  he  was  prepared  to  sign  the  bill  of  sale,  ponuuttolni 
agreement ;   that  deponent  therefore  caused  leuch  to  be 
made  for  the  bill  of  sale,  and  found  that  the  stamp  tlKSeoo 
had  been  allowed,  and  the  document  itself  giren  up  to  tie 
Stamp  Office  ;  that  he  accordingly  had  another  bill  of  nit 
prepared,  and  in  accordance'  with  his   instnictiaw  froD 
Newall  k  Co.  he  procured  the  bankrupt's  signature  tbcttta 
The  facts,  then,  as  gathered  from  the  affidavits,  show  thit 
there  is  an  interval  entirely  unaccounted  for  from  the  Iftli 
July,  1867— when  Mr.  Bateson  received  his  Instnictioiu  from 
the  mortgagees  to  prepare  a  bill  of  sale — to  the  20tli  Jo};, 
1870,  when  he  received  fresh  instructions  from  the  liaiikn^ 
to  prepare  a  renewed  bill  of  sale,  the  stamp  upon  the  origiul 
bill  of  sale  having  been  in  the  meanwhile  rwtuned  b;  die 
stamp-office ;  that  throughout  that  time  no  application  n- 
pears  to  have  been  made  to  the  bankmpt  to  execute  tu 
original  bill  of  sale,  or  any  communication  madebybiaot 
to  him  as  to  it ;  and  that  for  these  three  years  the  banknpt 
remained  in  the  undisputed  possession  of  the  fumitan  ud 
effects  as  the  ostenaible  owner,  and  canying  with  him  bein 
the  public  whatever  credit  mig^t  attech  to  the  seemiu 
ownership— for  it  is  now  said  uat  the  ownership  wis  ouf 
seeming — and  that  all  the  while  the  real  owners  wen  tM 
present  mortgagees.     It  is  admitted,  however  thatdoriK 
the  three  years  from  1867  to  1870,  whilst  the  bill  of  ale 
remained  unexecuted,  there  were  half-yearly  settlementi  of 
interest  between  the  mortgagor  and  mortguees,  uposQie 
agreed  basis.    It  is  stated,  indeed,  by  Hr.  Bateson,  ii  liii 
affidavit,  that  when  the  bankrupt  «Jled  upon  him  on  the 
20th  of  July,  1870,  he  said  he  was  prepared  to  sign  the  tnll 
of  sale ;  but  there  is  no  evidence  of  anything  said  or  donel^ 
the  creditors  or  their  solicitor  leading  up  to  that  act    Itii 
further  said  by  Mr.  Bateson  that  in  accordance  with  the  is- 
stractions  of  his  clients  he  procured  the  signature  of  tie 
bankmpt  to  the  bill  of  sale,  but  the  date  of  those  iodne- 
tions  is  not  given,  and  there  is  no  evidence  of  any  othaa 
later  instructions  than  those  of  1867,  on  which  the  origiiil 
bill  of  sale  was  prepared.    And  I  find  that  the  billot*^ 
contains  a  recital  of  the  loan,  and  that  as  security  for  it  die 
mortgagor  agreed,  whenever  required  to  do  so,  to  gin  to 
the  mortgagees  as  security,  inter  aim,  a  mortgage  of  bil 
furniture  and  effects  in  and  about  his  dwelling-house.  Tboe 
is  a  further  recital  that  the  mortgagees  had  requested  the 
mortgagor,  in  pursuance  of  his  agreement,  to  execute  the 
mortage.     Now,  there  is  no  evidenoe  of  any  request  except 
that  of  1867,  and  Mr.  Bateson  says  that  when  the  banb^ 
called  at  his  office  he  informed  lum  "  that  he  wu^piepuM 
to  sign  the  bill  of  sale  pursuant  to  his  agreement,"  ana  not 
a  word  is  said  of  any  request  to  him  to  do  so  having  been 
made  by  or  on  behau  of  Uie  mortgi^ees. 

This  case  was  very  ably  argued,  the  question  beine^xlli^ 
the  bill  of  sale  is,  as  contended  by  Mr.  Gully  on  jiehslf « 
the  trustee,  fimndnlent  and  void  as  against  the  creditors ;  w 
whether,  as  contended  by  Mr.  Mybergh  on  behalf  of  the 
mortgagees,  the  transaction  is  protected  because  it  *u 
merefy  the  completion  in  1 870  of  au  agreement  made  in  1W7, 
and  valid  during  the  whole  of  the  intermediate  period- 

The  law  of  voluntary  preference  has  not  been  altered  by 
the  Bankruptcy  Act  nf  1869,  section  92,  except  that,  wfaen*> 
under  the  prior  Act  of  1849,  no  time  waa  limited  witiio 
which  bankraptcy  was.  to  follow  the  Act  sought  to  be  im- 
peached, the  present  Act  fixes  three  months  as  the  time 
within  which  the psrty  is  to  be  made  bankrupt.  To  brings 
dead  within  the  scope  of  the  present  section  it  must  be  mdi 
as  under  the  old  law  would  have  constitatad  an  act  of  but- 
mptcy;  that  is,  it  must  be  made  voluntarily  and  in  contem- 
plation of  bankmptcy  ;  or,  to  use  the  lajignage  of  Jsmei, 
LJ.,  in  Ex  paru  Temput  rt  Craven,  (19  W.E.  137,  Uf- « 
Ch.  70),  "  It  must  have  been  the  ipontaneous  volanti^ 
act  of  the  debtor  himself,  and  it  most  not  have  origiastea 
in  some  step  taken  by  the  creditor."  If,  therefore,  s  debtor, 
in  pursuance  of  a  pre  existing  and  eontinoing  agreemast, 
execute  a  deed,  which  deed  if  executed  at  (ha  time  wooM 
have  been  valid  and  binding,  the  transaction  is  protected, 
because  the  presumption  thist  the  act  is  the  sp<Hitan«oas 
and  voluntary  act  of  the  debtor  is  thereby  rebutted,  « 
rather,  the  presumption  does  not  arise.  If^  says  i<"d 
Campbell,  in  Sutton  v.  CruttetU  (1  E.  k  B.  15),  ue  deed 
was  executed  in  purmaBce  of  a  previoos  undaistandiBg, 
and  the  debtor  received  at  the  time  of  such  understanding 
on  adequate  consideration,  it  is  as  if  the  dead  had  bs(» 
executed  at  that  time,  and  such  deed  ia  not  frandulrat 
There  is  a  strine  of  authorities  bearing  oat  and  alBnning 
this  view.     In  fike  manner,  the  validi^  of  a  deed  axeeated 
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in  pomiiiiM  of  a  prerion*  ondnstMidiBr,  and  for  which  then 
nit  a  /i^  oonadention  io  point  of  law  at  the  tima,  is  not 
iir«ct«d  bf  the  iaet  that  the  deotor,  in  executing  it,  may  have 
bnn  actuted  in  part  by  a  desire  to  benefit  the  particular 
cnditora  Thi*  riew  ia  affirmed  by  the  case  already  referred 
iOjEtforte  Ttmpnt  re  Graven,  in  which  the  deed  was  sup- 
ported becaose,  although  it  was  conceded  that  the  debtor 
ToAt,  in  executing  it,  hare  desired  to  sarra  a  particular 
^itor,  it  was  shown  that  its  execution  was  in  pursuance  of 
I  fterieas  agreement,  made  at  a  time  when  the  creditor  was 
iRStingtbe  debtor  for  payment  of  his  debt  or  securi^  for  it. 
lentgain,  therefore,  the  facts  rebutted  the  preeumption  that 
lie  act  complained  of  was  the  spontaneous  voluntary  act  of 
lie  debtor.  Bat  can  it  be  said  that  this  casa  falls  within 
lie  principle  of  the  decided  cases,  that  a  le(pd  obligation 
■bich  would  render  a  deed  unimneachable  if  made  when 
Jieobb'gstien  was  first  incurred  wul  protect  it  if  made  after- 
rardi  ?  The  true  view,  as  indeed  was  suggested  by  Mr. 
Jolly  in  aignmen^  appear*  tojne  to  be  this— that  in 
iider  te  excuse  an  act  aone  so  far  as  to  prevent  its  being 
learned  fraudulent,  and  an  act  of  bankruptcy,  it  must  be 
mneetsd  with  the  agreement  to  do  it,  sn  as  to  make  the 
m  thiags  essentially  one  transactien  near  in  point  of 
ime  and  knitted  together  io  point  of  fact.  In  Button  y. 
>iitinU,  cited,  where  the  deed  was  upheld,  the  advance  was 


gsde  in  April,  1861,  and  the  bill  of  sale  was  executed  on 

ye 
lamiv.  Sickttt  (28  L.  J.  El,  197,  *  H.  &  N.  1)  wherealso 


he  12th  June  of  that  year,  two  months  afterwards.     In 


be  dead  was  upheld,  the  advance  was  made  in  January,  and 
lie  Mil  of  sale  was  executed  in  April,  1868,  three  mouths 
ifttrwanla.  In  the  last  case — £x  parte  Tempeit  re  Creiven 
;decided  only  in  Nowember) — where  the  deed  was  upheld, 
Ike  cttditor  had  presaed  for  payment  in  October,  1869,  and 
ke  ud  hia  debtor  thereupon  negotiated  as  to  security.  The 
ocditor  consulted  his  solicitor  as  to  the  security  offered, 
tbeiecgrity  to  be  giren  was  agreed  upon.  Immediately 
ontda,  namely,  early  in  December,  instructions  were 
P»^  the  debtor  and  creditor  to  the  creditor's  solicitor 
J^jn^wthe  necessary  deed.  It  was  not  ready  till  the 
M?alnaiy,  the  creditor  calling  at  his  attorney's  in  the 
'■■><■■•  to  expadite  it,  and  on  that  day  the  debtor  and 
fv'ilor  attended  tCMnther  at  the  solicitor's  office,  and  the 
Men  executed.  These  cases  seem  to  be  all  of  them  con- 
■Wot  with  the  view  I  have  suggested,  namely,  that  it  is 
■"""ly  to  connect,  in  point  of  time  and  circumstance, 
■aafnement  to  do  tJie  act  and  the  doing  it,  so  as  in  fact 
*  mw  that  the  latter  was  in  pnisuance  of  the  former  in 
he  Nase  in  which  the  expresbion  "  in  pursuance  "  is  used 
9  tilt  courts  in  the  decided  caaee.  There  is  yet  another 
*•>  to  which  I  may  refer.  It  is  a  case  of  disputed  adjadica- 
M  ia  bankruptcy.  *  In  that  instanee  the  adjudication  bad 
*■  mads  on  the  12th  NoTamber,  I860,  upon  a  supposed 
iiof  bankruptcy  oommittad  on  the  8th  of  Uie  same  month, 

Ltke  exeention  by  tba  debtor  of  a  bill  of  sale.  It  appeared 
t  ia  September.  1869,  the  debtor  obtained  a  loan  from  B 
i<2M,  and  exeeatad  to  B  a  bill  of  sale  as  security  for  the 
■'oe^.  In  November  of  the  following  year  the  supposed 
Mnty  was  found  to  be  invalid,  and  thereupon  a  substi- 
Mm  \m  of  sale  was  given,  which  it  was  contended  bv  the 
j^^oniog  creditor  was  an  act  of  bankrupty:  It  was  held, 
*♦•"".  that  as  this  second  bill  of  sale  was  a  mere  subiti- 
■ixxi  for  the  earlier  bill  of  sale,  it  was  not  an  act  of  bank- 
V?!  and  the  adjudication  foimded  upon  it  was  therefore 
■■■lied.  It  was  not  suggested  that  the  transaction  would 
Mbwn  upheld  if,  instead  of  being  a  mere  substitution 
lavahd  for  an  invalid  bill  of  sale,  there  had  been  an  unex 


™*d  interval  of  twelve  months  from  the  promise  to  nve 
UOe  giving  of  that  bill  of  sale.  It  appears  to  me  that 
M>i*cass  the  lapse  of  time  negatives  the  presumption  that 
Mdaed  of  1870  was  executed  in  partroance  of  the  agree- 
*t  of  1867.  If  after  the  Upse  of  three  years,  when 
w  and  antagonistic  interests  have,  in  the  meanwhile, 
M  ateiposed,  it  is  competent  to  the  mertgaeees  as  against 
■  trustee  in  bankruptcy  to  fell  back  upon  the  prior  agree* 
iBtaa  a  continning  and  subsisting  agreement,  wiutout 
Vit^  taken  during  those  years  to  assert  their  supposed 
'P*  *a  mortgagees,  there  is  no  reason,  so  far  as  I  can  see, 
■T  partias  may  not  hold  back  for  any  term  of  years,  and 
*''  the  secret  owners  of  goods  of  which  they  allow  their 
**or  to  appear  to  the  world  as  the  ostensible  owner,  and 
*  ^etaia  credit  upon  the  faith  of  beine  so  until  the  moment 
■tins' when  bankruptcy  is  inevitable,  and   when  under 

'Jimtfwmu  S$  m  diipvttd  Ai^mKcatim,  9  W.  S.  199. 


cover  of  the  previous  arrangement  the  goods  and  chattels  of 
the  debtor  fall  to  the  lot  of  the  particuUr  creditor.  In  this 
view  a  creditor  who  has  a  mere  verbal  agreement  with  his 
debtor  that  the  latter  should  execute  a  bill  of  sale,  may 

Slace  himself,  nay,  is  in  a  better  position  than  a  cre- 
itor  who  has  a  writing,  because  in  the  cam  of  a 
writing  it  would  be  void  as  against  creditors  un- 
less it  were  registered,  whereas,  of  cotirse,  of  a  mere 
verbal  agreement  there  can  be  no  record.  But  there  is 
another  oondderation  to  be  Irame  in  mind.  The  creditors, 
by  their  laehu,  have  allowed  interests  to  grow  up  in 
connection  with  these  goods  and  chattels,  which  are  in> 
consistent  with  the  rights  they  now  assert  In  that  view 
it  appears  to  me  that  it  would  not  be  competent  to 
them  now  to  assert  such  rights  to  the  iignry  of  creditors 
preindiced  by  their  default :  Piekard  v.  Seart,  6  Ad.  &  £.  469, 
and  cases  of  a  like  kind.  There  is,  moreover,  a  very  recent 
case  {Ex  parte  Harriniiton,  re  Stafford,  18  W.  R.  959),  in 
which  assignees  had  allowed  the  bankrupt  to  remain  in  un- 
disputed possession,  for  a  term  of  four  years,  of  furniture 
which  they  might  at  the  time  of  the  adjudication  have  pro- 
perly obtained,  and  it  was  held  that  they  could  not  after- 
wards obtain  it  against  execution  creditors.  If,  however, 
the  lapse  of  time  be  not,  under  the  circumstances,  evidence 
upon  which  the  Court  ought  to  act  of  a  waiver  of  the  agree- 
ment of  1867  as  to  the  bul  of  sale,  and  if  the  intervention 
by  the  laehei  of  the  mortgagees  of  other  interests  inconsistent 
with  those  which  they  seek  to  enforce  be  not  conclusive 
against  their  right  to  deny  the  existence  of  such  other 
interests,  it  appears  to  me  that  there  is  abundant  evidence  in 
the  conduct  of  the  parties  as  shown  by  the  affidavits,  that 
the  agreement  as  to  the  bill  of  sale  was,  in  fact,  waived  and 
abandoned,  no  doubt  in  deference  to  the  supposed  interests 
of  the  debtor,  and  to  prevent  his  credit  bem|(  injuriondy 
affected  amongst  the  trading  community  of  liiveirpooL  Of 
course,  in  the  view  I  take,  uiat  this  bill  of  sale  is  a  fraudu- 
lent preference,  and  void  as  against  the  trustee  in  bank- 
ruptcy, it  is  not  necessary  to  consider  the  question  as  to  the 
particular  hour  on  the  21st  July  at  which  the  bill  of  sale  was 
completed.  We  know  that  at  four  o'clock  on  the  afternoon  of 
that  day  the  debtor  committed  an  act  of  bankruptcy  by  ab- 
senting nimself  (without  the  purpose  of  return)  from  bis  place 
of  business ;  but  we  do  not  know  whether  it  was  before  or 
alter  that  hour  that  the  bill  of  sale  was  executed.  And, 
although  Hr.  Bateson  says  that  at  the  time  of  its  execution 
his  clients  had  no  notice  of  an  act  of  bankruptcy,  he  does 
not  say  that  he,  as  their  solicitor,  had  not  such  no- 
tice. There  is  yet  another  question  raised  before 
me,  and  that  is,  that  assuming  that  the  bill  of  sale 
were  not  fraudulent  and  void,  and  were  effectual  to 
pass  the  goods  comprised  in  it  to  the  mortgagees,  such  goods 
were  in  uio  order  and  disposition  of  the  bankrupt  at  the 
commencement  of  the  bankruptcy ;  in  other  words,  when  he 
committed  an  act  of  bankruptcy  in  the  afternoon  of  the  21st 
July,  and  that,  therefore,  they  form  part  of  the  bankrupt's 
estate.  There  is  no  need  of  any  order  or  declaration  of 
mine  to  that  effect ;  but  I  have  no  difficulty  in  saying  that 
if  the  property  in  these  goods  were  effectually  vested  in 
the  mortgagees,  by  virtue  of  the  bill  of  sale,  before  the 
commencement  of  the  bankruptcy,  then,  in  my  judgment, 
at  the  commencement  of  such  bankruptcy  they  were  in  the 
order  and  disposition  of  the  bankrupt  by  the  consent  and 
permission  of  such  mortgsgees  as  true  owners.  The  result, 
therefore,  is  that  I  shall  make  the  order  in  substance  in  the 
terms  of  the  motion,  and  I  shall  give  the  trustee  his  costs. 


Mr.  Oetting,  deputy  town  oleifc  of  Hull,  has  been  awarded 
a  gratuity  of  ittj  cuineaa  by  the  Town  Comunl,  for  his  ser- 
vioes  to  the  Corporabondminc  the  interval  between  the  death  of 
Mr.  B.  Wells,  town  clerk,  and  the  appointment  of  that  gentle- 
man's suooessor. 

In  a  oase  of  Bmuni  v.  The  Zotubn,  BrigKtmt,  and  South 
Coatt  S^lnay  C»mp»np,  triad  in  the  Sonthwark  County  Court 
on  Tuesday  last,  a  plamtiff  recovered  ttom  the  company  hotel 
expenses  incurred  by  him  through  miaiiing  a  train  in  conse- 
quence of  the  station  door  being  looked.  The  plaintiff  wanted 
to  travel  from  New  Cross  to  Loidon  by  the  8.14  p.m.  train  on 
Sunday  evening,  January  22,  in  order  to  prooeea  to  his  house 
bythe'Edgware  Branch  of  the  Oreat  Northern  Railway;  and  the 
case  was,  that  in  oonsequenoe  of  the  station  door  leading  to  the 
up  main-line  platform  being  locked,  he  wasnnable  to  reach  the 
putf oim  in  time  for  the  train,  and  in  further  oonaeqnence  missed 
the  last  available  train  at  Moorgate-street,  and  had  to  remain  all 
night  in  Loadop. 
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APPOUTTMENTS. 

Sir.  (jIeorcb  Gakcia,  Solicitor-general  of  Trinidad,  has 
lieen  gazetted  as  Attorney-General  for  that  island.  Mr. 
Garcia  was  called  to  to  the  bar  at  the  Jliddle  Temple  in 
January,  1S42.  and  was  appointed  Solicitor-General  of 
Trinidad  in  1849.  He  Is  now  appointed  to  succeed  Mr.  0. 
\V.  Warner,  C.B.,  in  the  office  of  Attorney- General,  who 
held  the  appointment  since  1844,  but  resigned  last  year. 
Mr.  Garcia  has  on  several  occasions  acted  as  Chief  Justice 
-of  the  colony. 

'  Jlr.  KoBERxDAWBARN.soIicitor,  of  March, Cambridgeshire, 
has  been  appointed  by  the  High  Slieriff  of  Cambridgesliire 
and  Huntingdonshire  (Tlioinas  Richards,  Esq.,  of  Wim- 
blington)  to  be  his  Undersheritf  during  his  term  of  office.  Jlr. 
Diiwbaru,  who  was  certificated  in  1846,  is  a  son-in-law  of 
the  Higli  SherilT,  and  was  last  year  appointed  registrar  of 
the  March  County  Court,  in  successionto  his  deceased  partner. 
3Ir.  F.  J.  Wise. 

Mr.  Edward  Co.wvell,  solicitor,  of  .Southampton,  has 
been  appointed  Undersheriff  for  the  county  of  Hants  during 
the  current  year.  Mr.  Coxwell  was  certificated  as  a  solici- 
tor in  1828,  and  is  senior  member  of  the  firm  of  Coxwell, 
Bassett,  and  Stanton  ;  lie  also  holds  the  office  of  clerk  to  the 
magistrates  of  the  Lyndhurst  division. 

Mr.  Tho.m.\s  Charles  McKenzie,  solicitor,  of  Sunderland 
(firm,  A.  G.  and  T.  C.  McKenzie),  has  been  appointed  Clerk 
to  the  Sunderland  School  Board.  Mr.  McKenzie  was  ad- 
mitted in  1867. 

Mr.  GRiPFmi  Tho.ma.s  Picto.n  Jones,  of  Pwllheli,  Car- 
narvon, has  been  appointed  a  Commissioner  to  administer 
■oaths  in  Chancery. 

Mr.  Wilt.iam  Dryden,  of  Kingston-upon-HulI,  has  been 
appointed  a  Perpetual  Commissioner  for  taking  the  acknow- 
ledgments  of  deeds  by  married  women  in  and  for  the  town 
ami  county  of  the  town  of  Kingston-upon-HuU,  also  in  and 
for  the  East  Riding  of  the  county  of  York. 


GENERAL  CORRESPONDENCE. 

Commissioners'  Fees. 

Sir,— By  the  22  Vict.  c.  Ifi,  a.  2,  London  commissioners 
to  administer  oaths  in  common  law  are  entitled  to  charge 
Is.  6d.  for  every  oath.  One  of  the  masters  of  the  Common 
Pleas  refuses  to  allow  Is.  6d.,  on  the  ground  that  the  clerks 
at  chambers  can  only  charge  Is.     Whv  this  anomaly  '■: 

London,  March  2.  '  j.  v. 


Ba.nkri^ptcy — Trustke's  Solicitor's  Bill  of  Costs. 

Sir,- -Will  you  allow  me  to  put  the  following  question  to 
your  readers  't — 

After  an  iidjudication  in  bankruptcy  is  annulled,  can  a 
trustee  pay  tho  solicitor's  costs  (incurred  after  the  order 
annulling)  without  having  the  same  taxed,  and  is  the  trustee 
bound  to  apply  to  the  Court  for  his  discharge,  or  is  the  re- 
leaso.cxeeuted  by  the  creditors  on  the  payment  of  dividend 
sufficient?  J.  A.  SMrrii. 

Manchester,  Feb.  24. 


Ba-nkruptct   Liat-IDATIOSS. 

Sir,— -\  great  deal  of  unnecessary  labour  is  caused  in 
composition  arrangements  under  the  Bankruptcy  Act,  1869, 
by  the  necessity  of  sending  summonses  or  circulars  to 
Httend  the  second  meeting,  not  only  to  those  creditors  who 
did  not  attend  or  were  not  represented  at  the  first  meeting, 
but  also  to  those  who  did  attend  or  were  represented  by 
proxy.  1  submit  that  the  second  meeting  is  altogether  uii- 
necessarj-.  A  strange  result  may  arise  from  it  which  may 
eompletely  frustrate  the  intentions  of  tho  general  body  of 
the  creditors.  Suppose  most  of  tho  ereditor.s  to  attend'  the 
first  meeting  in  person  and  unanimouslv  agree  to  accept  a 
composition.  At  tho  second  meeting  only  two  or  three 
«mall  creditors  may  bo  present,  having  intentionally  stayed 
away  from  the  first  meeting  ;  yet  those  two  or  throe— being 
iUt  majo.ity  i„  number  and  value— mny  refuse  to  confirm  tho 
resolution  at  the  first  meeting. 

The  Act  and  rules  are  really  oppressive  to  small  debtors, 
as  tho  coats  necessitated  by  the  immense  number  of  forms 
we  more  than  gnch  persons  can   pay.     T.'ie  oonscquenoo  is 


that  they,  in  many  cases,  fall  a  prey  to  aictioneeti 
agents,  who  are  driving  a  roaring  trade  by  culling  (zed 
together  and  widing  up  small  estates  in  a  loogh  ud  r 
sort  of  way.  Two  cases  of  this  kind  have  jastoccorr 
my  knowledge  in  this  town.  The  method  of  procedure 
be  cut  down,  and  tho  number  of  forms  rsduced.  otha 
the  profession  will  suffer  severely.  Robert  Wajtt 
Cheltenham,  March  1,  1871. 


Will — Beqvest — Reversionary  iNrEUEsi  is  Lboj 

Sir, — A.  B.,  by  his  will,  gave  the  sum  of  £900 
nephew,  C.  D.,  for  life,  and  after  his  decease  theU 
gave  tho  principal  amongst  C.  D.'s  children  equally. 

C.  T>.  is  dead,  and  has  left  five  children  surrivini 
Two  others  of  his  children  died  single  and  intestile 
lifetime,  and  two  died  having  married  and  left  chi 
who  are  living.  Xo  settlements  were  executed  by  tl 
who  married  and  afterwards  died. 

It  is  thought  that  the  shares  of  the  two  deceased 
children  belong  to  the  survivors,  and  that  the  legacy 
divisible  into  seven  parts,  five  of  which  are  payable  to 
five  surviving  children,  and  the  remaining  two  to 
ceased  daughters'  husbands  on  their  taking  outlsl 
administration  to  their  late  wives. 

Sed  qimie,  can  the  gift  be  contended  to  extarf 
grandchildren  in  preference  to  the  deceased  du 
husbands  ?  ' 


PARLIAMENT  AND  LEGISLATION 

HOUSE  OF  LORDS. 
Feb.  24.— The  Jui-iea  Act  (1870)  Aiiieiidiiiait  BU! « 
a  third  time,  a  proviso  being  added  by  the  Lord  Ctu 
reserving  the   rights   of  jurymen  to   customary  p 
existing  before  the  passing  of  the  Act  of  1R70. 

Feb.  27. — The  Puiiper  Inmates  SiK/ianjc  and  Rt 
Bill  was  read  a  second  time. 

Feb.  28. — .Uarriage  with  Dfceated  Wifi's  Siittr 
Houghton  said  that  last  year  when  this  matter  was 
before  the  House,  Ceylon  was  the  only  one  of  ourde 
cies  where  such  marriages  had  become  legal,  all  tb 
our  numerous  colonics  being  governed  by  the  law 
country.  Colonial  Legislatures  had  frequently  chafed 
this  restriction,  and  he  would  ask  whether,  dm 
recess,  the  Colonial  Secretary  had  received  anv  com 
tions  from  such  bodies  on  the  subject,  and  what  ai 
had  given  to  them. — The  Earl  of  Kimberley  npl 
the  only  communication  received  by  tho  Govemmen 
subject  during  the  recess  was  from  tho  colony  c 
Australia,  the  Legislature  of  which  had  passed 
legalising  marriage  with  a  deceased  wife's  sister, 
bill  reaching  this  country  ho  felt  obliged,  though 
fessed  with  some  doubt,  to  pursue  tho  course  adopts 
predecessors  on  three  former  occasions  when  such  a 
had  come  from  that  colony — viz ,  to  advise  her  Mi 
disallow  the  bill. 

March  2.— The  Pauper  Inmates,  ^c,  BUI  pused 
committee, 

HOUSE  OF  COMMONS. 

Feb.  27. — Marriage  Law. — In  reply  to  Mr.  M; 
Bruce  said  he  could  not  on  the  part  of  the  Gov 
undertake  to  introduce  a  bill  on  the  subject  during 
sent  session. 

March  1. — The  Burials  BUI. — Mr.  Osborne  Morg) 
the  second  reading  of  his  bill  (similartohutnotquite 
with  his  bill  of  last  session).  By  the  common  1: 
parishioner,  whatever  his  religious  opinions,  was  et 
interment  in  the  parish  churchyard  ;  but  then  the  a 
stepped  in  and  prohibited  the  use  of  any  religious  » 
such  iutermentin  three  cases,  namely — thatof  asuici 
cxtommunicatod  person,  and  of  an  unbaptised  person, 
the  omissionoftheritaof  baptism  h.ad  arisen  from  ace 
through  the  sudden  death  of  .in  infant,  or  from  the  ( 
tious  scruples  of  the  person  himself  or  of  his  fri 
from  any  other  cause.  If  the  rite  of  baptism  had  b 
formed,  whether  by  a  clergyman  of  the  Established 
by  a  Dissenting  minister,  or  by  a  layman,  or  ev 
woman,  tho  clergyman  of  the  parish  was  compelled 
over  tho  body  of  the  deceased,  whatever  might  h« 
his  antecedents,  hia  mode  of  life,  his  religious  c 
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It  the  wishea  of  his  surriTing  friends.  The  bill  was 
D  nuay  reapecto  similar  to  the  one  of  last  year,  the 
loioti  of  dissimilarity  occnrring  in  places  where  points 
lid  been  conceded  to  the  opponents  of  the  bill  of  last 
exioii.  Lsst  year  it  was  objected  that  under  the  bill 
ot  only  would  orthodox  Dissenters  have  a  right  to  be 
imod  in  parish  ohoiohyards,  but  Comtists,  Spiritualists, 
Ulerialists,  Shakers,  Jompers,  and  Mormons  would  possess 
^e  same  right  with  members  of  the  Church  of  England. 
It  present  bill  expressly  provided  that  no  person  uoald 
Gciate  at  any  borial  under  the  Act  who  was  not  a  minister 
'  member  of  some  religious  body  having  a  registered  place 
IT  pablic  worship  ;  that  all  burials  under  tbe  Act  should  be 
)adacted  in  a  decent  and  solemn  manner ;  and  that 
1  wrvices  under  the  Act  should  be  religious  services, 
or  person  guilty  of  riotous  conduct  or  indecent  behavioar 
lereat  to  be  guilty  of  a  misdemeanour.  The  7th  'clause 
prided  that  for  every  burial  under  the  A«t  the  same  fees 
aM  be  paid  to  the  incumbent  as  though  the  oflBce  of  the 
baich  of  England  had  been  used.  The  9th  clause  pro- 
sed to  enact  that  graveyards  wholly  or  in  part  consecrated 
igbt  be  provided  by  private  benefaction ;  and  the  12th 
me  contained  snch  exceptions  in  regard  to  places  in  which 
ere  should  be  bnrials  under  the  Act  as  ought  to  satisfy 
e  most  bitter  opponents  of  last  year's  bill. — Colonel 
irtellot,  Mr.  Stopford-Sackville,  Mr.  Beresford  Hope, 
r.  Cnw,  Hr.  Sconrfield,  Mr.  Cawley,  Lord  J.  Manners, 
xl  Percy,  and  Mr.  Newdegate  opposed  the  bill  ;  Mr. 
ckiiJ,  Mr.  Dalrymple,  Mr.  Collins,  Mr.  Bruce,  Sir  D. 
irijtn,  and  Mr.  Morley  supported  it.-  Second  reading 
niedby2n  tol49. 


OBITTTAST. 


MR.  J.  R.  WILTON. 
^.Joseph  Robert  Wilton,  solicitor  (formerly  of  Raymond- 
a2£ii(s,  Gray's-inn),  died  at  St.  Ronans,  Great  Malvom, 
etkjlSth  February,  in  the  70th  year  of  his  age.  Mr. 
Villiani  formerly  a  member  of  tbe  firm  of  Wilton  & 
JUmai,  solicitors,  of  Raymond-Buildings,  and  having 
•'iwiMasfal  career,  he  retired  from  professional  practice 
Iwt  ifteen  years  ago,  and  settled  at  Great  Malvern. 
■ngiis  residence  there,    Mr.   Wilton  was  a  member  of 

•  l<Kil  board  of  commissioners,  in  which  capacity  he 
riend  valuable  services  to  the  town.  He  also  greatly 
^Bested  himself  in  promoting  the  project  of  forming  the 
inn  Proprietary  College,  in  which  he  founded  a  yearly 
nktsliip. 

MR.  F.  T.  SOUTHGATE. 
Ir.  Francis  Thomas  Soathgate,  solicitor,  of  Gravesend. 
wd  it  Rosherville  on  the  23rd  February,  at  tbe  »ge  of 
foil.  He  was  the  son  of  the  late  Mr.  Francis  South- 
e,  solicitor,  who  was  for  many  years  registrar  of  the 
iresend  County  Court,  and  died  in  May  last  year.  Mr. 
r.  Soathgate  was  certificated  in  1842,  and  for  many  years 
■ted  his  father  in  the  performance  of  the  duties  of  the 
ions  pablic  offices  held  by  the  latter  ;  and  on  his  father's 
^  last  year,  was  appointed  to  fill  two  of  the  posts  held 
idm— namely,  those  of  clerk  to  the  Gravesend  Improve - 
It  Commissioners,  and  clerk  to  the  Gravesend  Board  of 
■ii«os,  which  appointments  become  vacant  by  his  death. 
Be  time  of  his  decease,  Mr.  F.  T.  Southgate  also  held 
"ffices  of  veatryclerk  of  Northfleet,  secretary  and  trea- 
troflhe  local  Waterworks   Compemy,   secretary  of  the 

•  Company,  clerk  to  the  Gravesend  and  Wrotham-road 
■pike  Trust,  and|honorary  secretary  of  the  Gravesend 
fOMary  and  Infirmary.  He  had  also  acted  as  agent  to 
lltnt  Conservative  Association  for  the  Gravesend  district 

•  lemins  were  interred  on  the  Ist  inst.,  in  the  family. 
w»t  Northfleet. 


™City  Commissioners  of  Sewers  have  referred  to  the  Financ" 
•  IinpniTOment  Cemmittee,  with  whom  have  been  associated 
^estlanea  of  the  legal  profession,  to  consider  and  report  as 
■'."Haebiliw  of  remunerating  the  solicitor  to  the  Commis- 
%o respeet  of  all  business  transacted  by  Mm  in  connection 
T**™,  by  a  fixed  salary,  instead  of  by  bills  of  costs,  as  at 
WBt,agdthat  the  salary  commence  from  the  1st  of  .lanuary, 
~The  lallowiug  legal  gentlemen  have  been  added  to  the 
""■««  for  this  purpose :— Mr.  Alderman  Stone,  Mr.  Deputy 
™»''.'ith  Messrs.  Kent,  Scott,  and  R.  Ellis. 


SOCIETIES  AND  INSTITUTIONS. 

SOLICITORS'  BENEVOLENT  ASSOCIATION.      ' 

The  usual  monthly  meeting  of  the  Board  of  Directors  of 

this  Association  was  held  at  the  Law  Institution,  Chancery. 

lane,  London,  on  Wednesday  last,  the  1st  inst.    Mr.  Park 

Nelson  in  the  chair. 

The  other  directors  present  were— -Messrs.  Benham, 
Field,  Hedgar,  Haycock,  Kendall,  Payne  (of  Bath),  Rick- 
man,  Shaen,  Smith,  Borr,  and  Young.  Mr.  EiSe,  secretary. 
A  sum  of  £55  waa  g^rantod  in  relief  of  applicants  for 
assistance.  Five  new  anniul  members  were  admitted  to 
the  association,  and  other  business  transacted. 


LAW  STUDENTS'  DEBATING  SOCIETY. 
At  the  meeting  of  this  society  on  Tuesday,  28th  of 
February  last,  the  question  discussed  was  No.  469,  Legal  : 
— "Was  the  rule  to  enter  a  non-suit  in  tbe  recent  case  of 
Kearney  v.  The  London,  Brighton,  ^  South  Coast  liaiiucay 
Company  (18  W.  R.  1000),  rightly  discharged?"  Mr. 
Hunter  opened  the  debate  in  the  afSrmative,  and  the  ques- 
tion was  ultimately  so  decided. 


THE  BANKRUPTCY  ACT. 


(From  the  Timu.) 

On  Saturday  morning   (Feb.  25)  a  deputation  had  an 
interview  with    the  Ixwd  Chancellor  for  the  purpose   of 
laying  before  bim  a  aeries  of  resolutions  for  the  amend- 
ment of  the  Bankruptcy  Act  of  1869.      The  deputation  was 
inaugurated  by  the  Manchester  Home  Trade  Association, 
and  the  resolutions  and  proposed  amendments  were  adopted 
at  a    oonferenoe  of   chambers   of  commerce    and  trade 
societies  held   at   the  Westminster    Palace    Hotel.      Sir 
Thomas  Bazley,  M.P.  (Manchester),  introduoed  the  deputa- 
tion, being  accompanied   by  Mr.  "T.  B.  Potter,  M.P.  (Roch- 
dale), Mr.  Francis  Taylor,    President  of    the   Manchester  ' 
Home  Trade  Asaooiation;  Mr.  Gillibrand,  ex-President  of 
the  Association ;  and  delegates  from  several  towns  in  the  * 
North.    The  resolutions  submitted  to  the  Lord  Chancellor 
were  these: — 

"  That  in  the  opinion  of  this  Conference  the  6th,  59th, 
125th,  and  126th  sections  of  the  Bankruptcy  Act,  1869, 
require  amendment,  so  as  to  give  an  option  to  a  creditor 
of  a  trader  debtor  to  commence  proceedings  in  bankruptcy, 
or  to  a  debtor  to  file  a  declaration  of  inability  to  pay,  or  a 
petition  for  liquidation  by  arrangement,  in  the  court  of  the 
district  in  which  the  creditor  resides  or  carries  on  business, 
tbe  creditor,  in  case  of  proceedings  in  bankruptcy,  giving 
au  undertaking  to  pay  the  costs  of  the  debtor,  should  such 
costs  not  ultimately  be  paid  out  of  the  estate. 

"  That  the  present  Act,  by  limiting  the  initiation  of  pro- 
ceedings to  the  court  of  the  district  in  which  the  debtor  re- 
sides or  carries  on  business,  is  a  great  hardship  upon  whole- 
sale traders,  whose  debtors  are  spread  over  the  entire 
kingdom,  and  practically  leaves  tbe  control  of  the  estate 
in  the  hands  of  the  debtor  and  his  friends,  though  snch 
limitation  may  work  satisfaotorily  as  regards  the  estates  of 
non-traders,  where  for  the  most  part  the  debtor  and  creditor 
both  reside  in  the  same  district. 

"  That  the  system  of  grouping  county  courts  is  no  mitiga- 
tion of  the  evil  as  regards  the  creditors  of  traders,  while  it 
extends  within  a  more  limited  area  the  same  evil  to  the 
creditors  of  nonjtraders  residing  within  the  jurisdiction  of 
the  county  courts  of  a  grouped  district,  except  the  central 
court. 

"That  provision  should  be  made  for  more  frequent  sittings 
of  county  court  judges,  certainly  not  less  than  onoe  a  fort- 
night where  the  population  of  the  town  in  which  the  court 
is  held  exceeds  40,000,  and  also  for  the  better  accommoda- 
tion of  suitors.  At  present  deliberative  proceedings  are 
impossible. 

"  That  when  a  trader-debtor  files  a  petition  under  sections 
125  and  156,  together  with  a  list  of  his  creditors  and  stamped 
forms  for  calling  a  meeting  of  such  creditors,  as  required 
by  general  rule  856,  the  registrar  should  be  required  to 
forthwith  transmit  snob  list  of  creditors  to  the  largest 
creditor  in  the  town  in  which  the  majority  in  value  of  the 
creditors  carry  on  business,  requiring  him  within  — —  days 
to  appoint  a  time  and  place  for  the  first  meeting  of  credi- 
tors, and  to  advise  the  registrar  thereof,  and  the  registrar 
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«houId  be  required  to  samraon  a  meeting  in  conformity 
with  Bach  appointment,  or,  failing  any  such  appointment 
within  the  required  time,  to  summon  the  meeting  in  con- 
formity with  the  debtor's  petition.  In  a  majority  of  cases 
■this  would  render  a  second  meeting  unnecessary. 

"  That  if  such  meeting  resoWe  to  transfer  the  proceedings 
to  some  other  court,  they  should  be  transferred  forthwith. 
"  That  the  provision  of  general  rule  275,  which  permits 
creditors  to  sign  a  resolution  subsequently  to  a  meeting,  but 
prior  to  filing  or  registration  of  the  resolution,  frequently 
enables  a  debtor  to  override  the  statutory  majority  by 
which  Buoh  resolution  had  been  carried ;  such  provision 
ought  to  be  abolished. 

"  That  the  practice  of  appointing  the  chief  clerk  ol  the 
registrar  to  be  receiver  and  subsequently  trustee,  which 
.  has  grown  up  in  certain  courts,  ought  to  be  abolished.  It 
is  open  to  grave  objeotious  on  many  grounds.  The  taxation 
of  all  bills  is  generally  left  to  him  by  the  registrar,  so  that 
not  only  is  he  in  many  cases  the  taxing  master  of  his  own 
charges,  but  a  direct  inducement  is  held  out  to  secure  hia 
Appointment  in  order  that  the  bills  of  others  may  be 
leniently  and  favourably  taxed.  Cases  have  arisen  in 
which  tne  most  exorbitant  charges  have  been  passed  by 
this  means. 

"  That  the  74th  section  of  the  Act  of  1861,  requiring  a 
public  sale  by  auction  of  goods  taken  in  execution  for  £50, 
ought  to  be  restored.  A  secret  assignment  or  secret  sale  of 
Buch  goods  can  now  be  made,  and  although  the  sberitTis  re- 
quired to  hold  the  proceeds  for  fourteen  days,  during  which 
the  seizure  and  sale  continue  an  act  ol  bankruptcy,  the 
creditors  are  deprived  of  the  advantages  of  such  act  of 
bankruptcy  because  the  transaction  is  not  brought  to 
their  knowledge.  " 

In  introducing  the  deputation  Sir  Thomas  13azley  ob- 
served that  the  alterations  proposed  were  of  a  thoroughly 
practical  nnture,  and  did  not  interfere  with  the  principle 
of  the  Act  sought  to  be  amended.  A  discussion  of  cun- 
Biderable  length  ensued  between  the  Lord  Chancellor  and 
the  leaders  of  the  deputation,  who  dwelt  with  great  stress 
upon  the  enormous  inconvenience  and  great  expense  to 
which  wholesale  traders  wero  put  by  having  to  travel  to 
all  parts  of  the  kingdom  to  take  proceedings  against  their 
debtors,  it  being  practically  useless  to  send  representatives 
with  several  proxies  to  act  for  a  number  of  creditors. 
Illustrations  of  the  evils  of  the  system  were  given,  and 
with  regard  to  the  sittings  of  county  court  judges,  it 
was  stated  that  in  some  places  there  were  frequently 
intervals  of  six  or  seven  weeks  during  which  there  were 
DO  bankruptcy  or  county  court  sittings,  and  no  business 
done,  because  the  judges,  although  compelled  under  the 
Act  to  sit  once  a  month,  sat  at  the  end  of  one  mouth  and 
the  beginning  of  another,  thus  causing  great  inconvenience. 
It  was  also  mentioned,  in  reference  to  the  proposed  aboli- 
tion of  the  appointment  of  the  chief  clerk  as  receiver,  that 
in  many  places  there  were  certain  solicitors  who  connived 
at  this  system,  iu  order  to  get  their  costs  leniently  taxed  ; 
and  the  re-enactment  of  section  71  of  the  Act  of  1861  as 
to  sales  of  goods  was  strongly  urged. 

The  Lord  Chancellor,  during  the  discussion,  deprecated 
any  medding  with  or  altering  any  Act  peissed  so  recently 
«■  the  Bankruptcy  Act  of  1869,  and  expressed  an  opinion 
that  the  deputation  were  travelling  over  ground  which  had 
been  carefully  traversed  before  the  Act  was  passed.  He 
added  that  he  had  received  no  complaint?  from  any  other 
persons  as  to  the  operation  of  the  Act.  He  admitted, 
however,  that  there  were  certain  provisions  which  might  bo 
advantageously  altered— notably  tliose  respecting  the 
fittings  of  county  court  judges,  the  transmission  of  lists  of 
creditors  to  creditors  by  the  registrar,  the  appointment  of 
the  chief  clerk  as  receiver  also,  and  the  sale  of  seized 
goods.  He  further  promised  to  give  all  the  suggestions 
his  carefnl  consideration,  stating  that  where  the  amend, 
ments  ad'ect  only  the  rules  and  orders  he  should  be  less 
reluctant  to  adopt  them  than  where  they  affected  the  Aot 
itself. 

Sir  Thomas  Basley  and  Mr.  Potter  thanked  the  Lord 
Chancellor  for  his  courtesy  and  attention,  and  the  deputa- 
tion retired. 


COURT  PAFEKS. 

IN  B.VNKRUPTCY.— GENERAL  RULt 
Mbssengers'  Deposits. 
It  is  ordered  as  follows,  viz  :  — 

1 .  That  all  sums  now  iu  tha  hands  of  the  several  mea 
of  the  court,  or  which  may  hereafter  be  received  by  t 
any  matter  of  bankruptcy  as  deposits  applicable  to  tl 
raent  of  their  fees  and  disbursements  as  such  mes* 
shall  be  forthwith  paid  over  by  them  to  the  B»nlcof  Ei 
to  the  credit  of  the  Accountant  in  Bankruptcy,  and 
to  the  account  in  the  books  of  the  said  accoantant,  in 
"  The  Account  of  Messengers'  Deposits,"  there  to 
subject  to  the  order  of  the  Court. 

2.  That  each  of  the  said  messengers  shall,  as  soon 
be,  make  out  in  triplicate,  an  alphabetical  list  of  the 
estates  in  respect  of  which  suca  deposits  have  be( 
with  him,  in  the  following  form,  and  showing  the 
mentioned  particulars,  viz  : — 
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Mr.  A.  B.  Miller,  barrister-at-law,  of  Calcutta,  has  been  ap- 
pointed to  officiate  as  Professor  of  Indian  Law  and  Jurispru- 
dence in  the  Bengal  Presidency  College,  during  the  absence  of 
Mr.  T.  D.  Ingram.  Mr.  Miller  was  coiled  to  the  bar  at  the 
Middle  Temple  in  June,  1866. 


Such  list  to  include  all  sums  now  in  deposit,  whe' 
hands  of  the  messenger  or  already  paid  over 
account. 

3.  That  the  said  lists  shall  be  signed  by  the 
messengers,  and  one  copy  thereof  filed  with  the  j 
in  Bankruptcy,  one  with  the  official  assignee,  anc 
retained  by  the  messenger,  and  from  time  to  time, 
sums  accrue,  supplementary  lists  shall  be  made  ou 
quarterly. 

4.  That  the  sums  so  in  deposit  shall  be  apf 
respective  matters  to  the  purposes  and  iu  the  ordci 
namely  — 

Ist.  To  the  payment  of  the  messeagen'  taxed 
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Sod.  To  th«  leimbnraemaiit  of  all  sams  paid  out  of  tho 

Mttte  for  any  sneh  bilL 
Sid.  ynkut  the  petition  was  presented  by  the  debtor — 
To  the  genmal  pnrpoaee  of  the  estate,  nnless  proof  be 
■hown  within  three  months  from  the  date  of  the  list 
that  the  deposit  was  not  made  out  of  moneys  paid  by 
or  on  behalf  of  the  banVnipt. 
4th.  To  the  retom  to  the  depositor  or  other  person 
l^ally  entitled  thereto  of  any  balance  remaining. 
(.  That  payments  out  of  the  said  account  shall  be  made 
k  order  of  the  Court  upon  the  certificate  of  the  messenger 
M  the  official  assignee,  and  (in  the  case  of  balances  to  be 
^med)  npon  the  affidavit  of  the  person  claiming  such 
Mam  showing  that  he  is  legally  entitled  thereto. 
i  The  said  messenfjers  shall  in  like  manner  pay  nrer  all 
nutemaining  in  their  hands  in  respect  of  fees  to  solicitors 
kriptcisl  meetinga  applied  for  by  bankrupts,  or  in  respect 
tmy  other  sums  deposited  with  them  as  messengers,  to- 
ftiut  nitii  lists  of  the  seTond  matters  in  which  such  sums 
■Te  been  so  lodged  with  them. 

Dated  this  thirteenth  day  of  Fabmaiy,  1871. 
(Signed)  HiiTHKRLBT,  C. 
(Signed)       Jambs  Baoon, 

Chief  Judge  in  Bankruptcy 

JUDGES'  CHAMBEBS. 

Ist  March.  1871. 
llie  following  Bagnlations  for  transacting  the  business 
i  the  Judges'  Chambers  will  be   obaarred  until  further 

KJliee:— 

BirOSB  TH>  JCDOB. 

Acknowledgments   of  deeds  will  be  taken  at  a  quarter 
Mfcn  11  o'elock  precisely. 

A^gmed  summonses  will  be  heard  at  11  o'clock,  and 
thmamonses  of  the  day  immediately  afterwards. 
'oomI  will  be  heard  at  half  past  12  o'clock. 

Tta  radges'  orders  to  be  drawn  up  at  the  Queen's  Bench 

JiW  Chambers. 
Slk-The  judge  directs  particular  attention  to  the  rule 

of  XieUmas  Term.  1867,*  and  desires  it  to  be  distinctly 

niahai  that  he  will  not  hear  any  sommons  or  application 
foeted  by  the  said  role  to  he  heard  by  the  masters. 
BsroKB  Tm  MAsnns. 

Sommoases  will  be  beard  at  11  o'clock. 

Covuel  at  12  o'clock. 

Afidinta  in  all  the  courts  to  be  sworn  at  the  chambers 
f  the  Lnd  Chief  Jostioe,  Q.B. 

ASdaTitsfiledattheCommon  Pleas  andExcheqner  Jndges* 
iiohen  will  be  deposited  daily  at  the  Queen's  Bench 
'«dg«'  Chambers,  for  inspection  and  copies,  upon  applica. 
bi  to  John  Mason,  the  messenger. 
Sammonses  to  be  taken  out  and  attended  at  the  chambers 
f  the  court  wherein  the  action  is  pending. 


PUBLIC  COHPAiriSS. 

OOVCRNMKKT  FCKDfl. 
LuT  QuoTtttos.  Uareh  t,  U7I. 
fnm  IM  O0lhat  litt  ^lA  i  Waal  »wtlm$$  lrm»pult-t. 

COtat.  Oooaolt,  91t 
for  Aeeoant,  April  <I) 
|w  CtDt.  WniaeeA  »o|  xd 


>«>ptrCeat.,90lzd 
■■14  per  Oat.,  Jan.  >•« 
Lt||MrOaiit..jMi. '•« 
>-»l»tOsDt.,Jaa.'>S 

mm    - 


UtiM.JU.'tO- 


Annnitles,  April, 's» 
Do.(Bed9eaT.)  Aa«.  im» 
■a  Bills.  CIOOO,  —  per  Ct.5  p  m 
Ditto,  4IMW,  Do  —  5  p  m 
mtto.OOS  •  4100.  —  »  p  m 
Bank  of  Knsland  SiocK.  H  p*r 
Ot.  (last  hair-jSKr)  143 
<  Ditto  for  Aecoaat. 


HomT  Makkbt  anb  City  iKTBCtto-xcF . 
•Ms  has  coma,  but  the  funds  are  almost  unmoved.  There 
■It  b«a  various  apmheasions  ss  to  what  may  be  ths  efiwt  of 
seaarmoaswarindamnity  payment  to  be  met  Dy  France;  and 
a  tMolt  bas  been  a  rush  npon  the  discount  manet,  wUch  baa 
B  the  dbet  of  indneing  the  bank  directors  to  raise  ms  discount 
'■boa  24  to  3  per  cent.  The  foreign  market  is  firm,  and  with 
wKartlaa  to  advance  prices.  The  railwav  market  is  buoyant, 
a  ttia  Inflo  rsturas  announoed  during  Ute  week  have  oeen 
thutosagment  the  incresaingfovoor  with  whioh  our  home raH- 
1t  SI*  DOW  regarded.  Oreat  Westsms  have  toudied  the 
|"»ol  79.  The  Indian  guaranteed  stocks  have  only  partially 
■tnnd  from  tiia  fall  whidi  they  experienced  on  the  annonnoe- 
■i  of  the  Ute  Baaaian  diffionltr,  and  abow  no  signs  at  present 
'y  farther  leeoveiy. 

Ju  Bsw  Devon  and  Somerset  Railway  scrip  has  been  ac- 
^  dealt  in  at  24 — 2|  premium :  the  list  doses  this  day. 

•  See  12  S.  J.  101. 


■IBfBt.  If  ABRIAOBS,  AIID  OIATB*. 

BIRTHS. 
Abbott— On  Sunday,  Feb.  26,  the  wife  of  B.  J.  Abbott,  Esq., 

solicitor,  of  S2,  Worship-street,  B.C.,  of  a  son. 
Bird— On  Sec.  26,  at  Shanghai  Cfama,  the  wife  of  Robert 

Wilberforce  Merttins  Bird,  Esq.,  barrister-at-law,  of  a  son. 
Jblp — On  Feb.  22,  at  3,  Banton-rd,  Putney,  the  wife  of  Arthur 

Biohard  Jelf,  Esq,  burrister-at-Iaw,  of  a  dau(^tar. 
UARRIAOES. 
Obobb— CoTRBB — On  Feb.  21,  at  Dinan,  Brittany,  the  Rev. 

John  O.  Orger,  M.A.,  chaplam  at  Dinan,  to  Marion,  widow 

of  the  late  William  Cothcr,  Esq.,  barrlster-at-law. 

DEATHS. 
BuRTOM — On  Feb.  24,  at  North  Hykebam.  near  Lincoln,  Mary 

Ann,  the  wife  of  John  Francis  Burton,  solioitor,  aged  36. 
Fox— On  Tueaday,  Feb.  21,  W.  J.  Fox,  aolicitor,  Hatfield,  near 

Donoaster,  aged  60. 


Mr.  George  Tennyson  D'Eynoonrt,  C.M.O.,  of  Bayons  Manor 
Linoelnsldrs,  expired  on  the  23rd  February.  Ha  was  an  ddar 
brother  of  Mr.  Louis  C.  Tennyson  D'  Eynoourt,  magistrate  of  ths 
Marylsbone  PolieeMionTt,  and  tlie  eldest  son  of  the  late  Bight 
Hon.  C.  T.  D'Eynoonrt,  who  was  a  barrister  of  the  Inner  Tempb  , 
and  sat  for  many  years  in  Parliament. 


uamox  OAZsms. 


>MfiSiiwal  PsrtnsrsMiis  Pissalnd. 

FaiDAT.  Felr.  14,  1871. 

Coplacsr,  Iborlee  Cbas,  4k  Robt  John  Hacartbar,  Xwez-it.  SIraadr 

Attomari  and  Solldtom.    Jan  16. 
Ccplnver,  If aariea  Clias,  Robt  John  Hacartbar,  fc  Artbor  H7  Loik. 

ICaax-it.  HiniDd,  AtiorDSvs  aod  ediciton.    Feb  II. 
Dale,  Stralleu  Jobn,  It  &7  Oat«,  Nortli  Sbieldi;  Attomejm  and  SoUcllars. 
>ek  SO. 

madfaic-iv  of  Joint  Staek  Oowpsilii 

PSI04T,  Feb.  M.  IS71. 

Uaumra*  n  Cs^aosav. 

Daikaaa  Cooaty  Peaaj  Bank.— Petition  for  windiaK  ap,  prsasntad  FItb 

II,  directed  to IM  hsaid  before  Vice  OkanceUor  Bacon  oa  Hueli  4 

Sals  4k  Co,  Aldsmaobory,  soUoltora  for  the  pstltlooaca. 


i«  CaAHcsaT, 

Looss'S  Fateat  Sttal  Ooatad  Iroa  Oompanr  (Ltnited).— Vice  CbaiwaUsr 
Bacon  bai,  by  an  enier  dated  Feb  2,  appointed  Bj  Haalws,  '7sst 
Smelbwiek,  to  be  offldal  Uqpldator.  CredJtora  are  reonired,  on  or  be- 
fore March  15,  to  send  thetr  names  -and  addreaset,  and  the  particalara 
of  Ihair  debu  or  olslmsto  the  above.  Tnesdar,  Apiil  Ua(  IS,.la  uf- 
painted  tor  baarinjt  and  adjodlcating  apeo  the  debsi  and  daims. 

Orwtll  Ovaiar  Fiahary  (Llnilied).-Tb«  Master  of  the  Bolls  bas,  br  a» 
Older  dated  Jan  U,  appobited  AUd  Aadrejr  Btoad,  >,  Walbroob4ildK«» 
to  be  oOcial  llqnidator.  Creditors  are  feqalred,  on  or  before  April  L, 
to  aead  Uetr  naaasa  aod  addreoea,  and  the  peitlcalaie  of  tbeir  debts 
or  elatna  to  tbe  above.  Sarardaj,  April  n  at  It,  la  appointed  for 
haarins  and  adladicattas  npna  the  debts  and  olatans. 

Bbaidol  nnltad  Silver  Lead  Minln<  Compaojr  (VilniteaL— TIee  Chaa- 
cellor  Mallaa  haa,  Iqr  an  ordor  doted  Feb  10.  appolniaa  Robt  Palmer 
Bardint,  S,  Old  Jewry,  to  be  oOclal  llyildator. 

Rbos  Hall  Inn  Ooaipany(Llmitad).— The  Mwter  of  the  Rolla  haa  Sxed 
March  ft  at  I1.W,  at  his  chambers,  for  tbe  appoit-tinaat  o(  an  oOeial 
llqnidator. 

TvaaDAT.  Feb.tt,l871. 
VaUMirao  in  CauaoaaT. 

AslSBda  AasieinatMee.— petition  for  winding 


np,  preseoted  Fee  17,. 
directed  to  be  beard  befjre  Vicj  ChsnceUor  Malins,  on  Mareb  lo. 
Raddlaoa,  Son,  Ik  Licfins,  Llacolnt-lnn-aslds,  seUoilofs  fbr  the 
padtlonars. 
Tower  SabwsyConpsoy.— Petition  for  windlof  np,  ptessated  Feb  at, 
directed  to  be  heard  before  Vise  Ohancollor  Maliaa,  on  March  lOi 
Keeae  k  Marsland,  tower  Th*mes-at,aolieiton  ftar  the  pstltionar. 

LUtlTSD  IS  CnUIOSBT. 

Beldaa  PobUo  Worka  Oonpanr  (Limited).— Patltioa  for  wlndlaa  ap, 
pcaaantsd  Feklt.  directed  to  be  neaid  before  Vice  ChaooeUor  Malins 
CO  Friday,  Marcb.lO.  Herltace,  mdialaa-laoa,  Umbard-at,  aoUcKor 
for  the  netitfonen. 

SbefleU  Metal  Ceapany  (Limited).— The  Matter  of  the  Bollt  haa  fixed 
Friday,  March  10  at  li.M,  at  nil  chamben,  for  the  appointment  of  a 
Hqoldator,  in  the  plaea  of  Mr.  Jaa  Brook,  Haddara&ald,  who  haa  re- 
tired. 

Thsass  Iroa  Worka  Ship  BalUinc,  Xa^aeerins,  aod  Dir  Dock  Com- 
pany (Umtted).— Petition,  preaented  Feb  14,  that  tbe  velantaty  wind/- 
lof  ap  of  the  abova  oompany  may  be  continued  under  tbe  anpervialo» 
sT  Ibia  coort,  directed  to  be  beard  befoie  Ties  Chanodlor  Mallna  on 
Pflday,  Marcia  M.  Evaaa  k  Co,  tHcbolas-lana,  Loobard-st,  soUoUora 
for  tbe  petitioners. 

Frisndly  Boeietiss  Dissolred. 

FuoAT,  Feb.  14,  IS7I. 

Haad-in-Hand  Society,  Swaa  Ina,  ^ynaham.  Ozob.    Feb  SO. 

Crtdttart  nadar  Eststas  in  OhaiMiy. 

iMt  J>sir  </  frotf, 

Fantv,  Feb.  M,  1871. 

Badi,  Qto,  Opper  Norwood.  Sorrey,  Bnlldar.    AprU  S.    Lack  •  Back, 

M.K.    ArmatrooK,  Old  Jewry. 
Harding,  Tbos  Archer,  KiocMown,  Dablin,  Oent,    April  S.    Harriot  * 
Wlrdnus,  T.C.  Baeea.    Towossnd,  Swtaidon. 
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Horcit.  jLuftttvM  Edmrd  DtlKll,  Siaij*  Pariih,  Barmoda,  Muter 
Mutaer.  xi^  14.  Seniton  •  PittiUo,  V.C.  Mallu.  Field,  SuOblk- 
lane. 
Knddock,  fcahua  Faatln,  Bath,  SoaenBt,  Iwpeetor  of  Sehoola.  Ilarch 
.  15.  Baddoek  «  Joaai,  V.a  Baeoo.  Laufbam,  BarUattVUdca, 
'  HollMni. 

Stnod.  Oao,  BemdDBtoD,  Oxfbvd,  Orocar.  Xaroh  II.  Abbott  a  Forty, 
V.C.  Stuart.    Wood,  Badford-row. 

Next  or  Kia. 

Hadfleld,  Thirxa,  or  Wiriama,  lata  of  New  IIDI>,  Derby.  Hibbart  e 
Hibbert,  V.C.  Bacon.  All  panonictalmliiKai  descendanta  oT Thirxa 
HuMeld,  or  to  be  Intartatad  la  the  aetata  of  Joeeph  StaSbrd,  late  of 
Hew  MiiU,  Derby,  Cotton  Band  MannBtotarer,  to  prora  tbeir  claiaa, 
on  or  before  June  21. 

TmnDM,  Feb.  28,  1(71. 

Bates,  John,  Crawla,  Lincoln.  Fansar.  March  II.  Blay<ea  t  Blaydea, 
V.O.  Stoart.    Sbarp^fpwortb. 

Blandy,  Sarah.  Tnbny  warren,  AUnndon,  Berka.  Kartih  11.  TKodall 
•  Blandy,  V.C.  Stoan.    Mailing*  ft  Co,  Clrenceaier. 

Goldrailtb,  Edward,  Qad'a-hill,  Hlxbam,  Kant,  Gent.  April  It. 
Goldamlth  •  Ooldamith,  V.C.  Stoart.    Siamey,  SaijeantaMan.  Fleet  u. 

Haxby,  Jobii.Ea«(Betftird,NottingbaiB.  Aprils.  Baxby r  Boaa,  V.C. 
Bacon.    Beacoby,  Eait  Retford. 

Herbert,  Thoi.  Cheater,  Coach  Proprietor.  March  M.  Herbert  v  Her- 
bert, V.C.  Malini.    Moas,  Cheater. 

Builey,  John,  Hl|th-8l,  Bloomsbury,  Cheewmonirer.  March  20. 
Orimiton  *  Tnmer.  V  C.  Stuart.    Stoart.  Kew-lnn,  Strand. 

Jerdein,  John.jan,  Qloucetter-ter,  Hyde-pk,  Coal  Merchant.  April  3. 
Jerdein  r  Jerdein,  V.C.  Bacon.    Starlinft.  Qray'a-lnn.sq- 

Matthewi,  Eliz,Belltha-Tlllas,  Bamibnry-pk.Iiliaiton,  April  1.  Mat- 
thewa  r  SawbridRe,  M.R.    Wrentmore,  Wood-U.  Cheapaide. 

Hatlhews,'Bichard,  BeUtha-Tilltii,  Barnabory-pk,  Iilincton,  Esq.  April 
I.    Uattnews  t>  Sawbtldge,  M.B.    Wrentmore,  Wood-st.  Cheapside. 

Ramc.  Wni,  Derby,  Soda  Water  Manolaelurer.  April  10.  Barnes  « 
Ellis,  V.C.  Biicon.    Nicholson,  Derby. 

Rirers,  Sir  Ily  Chatidoa,  Bath,  Bart.  March  It.  Inman  «  Rivers,  V.C. 
Malins.    Inman,  Bath. 

Rowley,'Jaa  Campbell,  Manoh,  Solicitor.  March  28.  Salomona  *  Row- 
ley, V.C  Bacon.     Vatr,  Msncb. 

Solly,  Isaac,  Entleld,  Middx,  Merohant.  March  17.  Haisch  t  Solly, 
V.U.  Mslint.    Waller,  Coleman-st. 

Warren,  Wm,  Cherry  Orohard-rd,  Croydon,  Lioeoaed  Victoallar.  April 
l«.    Warren  r  Whlleomb,  V.C.  Stoart.    Party,  Oroydon. 

Oradhon  under  SS  Jk  28  met  eap.  S5. 

^ojt  Day  0/  Claim. 

FUDST,  Feb.  34,  1871. 

Borford,  Thoa,  Larender-rillaa,  Wandaworth>rd,  Gent.'     Mareh   SI. 

Sbepheard  ft  Son,  Colemab-st. 
Carmll.  Hy,  Lpool,  Bookbinder.    Much  31.    Lewrenoa,  Lpool. 
Clamp.  Wm,  Sheffield,  File  Hardener.    March  SJ.    Parker  ft  Son,  Shef- 

field. 
Chbb.  Wm,  Klnic-Bt,  Cnrent-gardan,  dent.    March  SI.    Jankins   & 

Button,  TaTistock-st,  Strand. 
CanliOe,  Jas.  Wigsn,   Lancashire,  Gent.    April  8.    Ackerley  ft   Son, 

Wlgao. 
Cust.  Ells,  Carlisle,  Spinster.    March  28.    Manaon  &  Clatterbuck,  Car- 

lu:e. 
De  Onircy,  John  Almerjcus,  Bridgetowo,  Deron,  Esq.   April  1.    Bryett 

ft  Hu/e,  Tomes. 
Ueretiisb,  Jss  A'.dridge,  Rodwell,  Dorset,    Esq.    April  17.    Andrews  ft 

Co,  Weymouth. 
Dyer,   siephen,  Saltosh,    Cornwall,   Gent.     March  31.    Wedlake  ft 

Leiu,  Mitro  ct.  Temple. 
Bran<,  Geo  Wm,  Gower-st,  Rassell-M|.    April  8.    Thomai  ft  Bollams, 

Mincioff-lane. 
Criffln,  Mary,  HIgb-st,  Marylebone-at,  Spinster.     May  I.     Mirams, 

New-inn.  btrand. 
Hart,  Sophia,  Sydney,  New  South  Walea,  Spinster.    June  I.    Kimber, 

Lombard-st. 
Hayter,  Sir  Geo,  Uarylebone-rd,  Knt.    March  31.    Wood  ft  Co,  Kay- 

mond-bldgs,  Uray'a-'nn. 
HelEiir.  Mary,  Maoeh,  Widow.    MarohSl.    Needtam,  Manch. 
Howard.  Walter,  Eye,  Suffolk,  Coach  Builder.    March  30.    Howard 

Iiworili. 
Husband,  Iter  John,  Solattyn  Rectory,  Salop.    April  6,    Mtaiet  ft  Co, 

New  Broad-a(. 
Kennedy,   John,  Bath,  Somerset,  Efq.    Jnna  SI.    Taoquaray  ft  Co, 

New  Broad-st. 
LODR,   Geo  Burrows,  Bristol,  Uceosed  Victnaller.     May  20.    King, 

Bristol. 
Moylor,  Sarah,  HlghAeld  Rook  Ferry,  Cheater,  Spinster.    Merob  23 

Woodbam  ft  Co,  Lpool 
Ord,  Thos  Bell,  Bishops  Wearmonth,  Durham,  Shipowner.    March  31. 

KIdson  ft  Co,  SuoderlaDd. 
Pearson,  Wm,  Maiyport,  Cumberland,  CiTil  Engineer.    April  1.    Huth- 

waiie,  Maryport. 
Race,  Joseph,  Newcastle-upon-Tyne.    March  14.   Ingledaw  ft  Daggett, 

Newcastle. 
Rowbotham.HySherrstt.  Reading,  Berks,  Draper.    May  1  (not  March 

as  printed  in  Gazette  of  Feb  17).  Green,  Northwieb. 
Soott,  Joseph,  Sonthwick,  Dnrham,  Gent.    March  31.    Ktdson  ft  Co, 

Sonderla-.d. 
8adcp.  John,  Denbigh,  Eaq.    April  1.    Uplona  ft  Co,  Aastln-friars. 
btrangways.  Lidy  Sophy    Eliz  Fox,  Hampton  Court  Palace.    April  S. 

Meynell  ft  Pemberton,  Wliiiehall-pl. 
Stttbbs,  Wm,  Lower  Weslon,  Herefbrd,  Esq.    Usrch  31.    Ferrer  ft  Co, 

Lineoln's-lnn-flelds. 
Taylor.  Mary,  Lawnhoitt,  Didabory,  Lancashire,  Widow.    March  33. 

Bampaen,  Maneh. 
Tarrill,  Hy  Lewis,  Long-acre,  Coachmaker.     March  31.     Robtnaon, 

Jermvn.st,  8t  James's. 
Vane,  Her  John,  Somerset,  Rector  of  Wrington.cum-Burrington'  April 

1.    L^roon  ft  Co,  Lincoln*a-lnn-Qeld!f. 
Wyatt.  Wm,  Adderbary  West,  Oxford,  farmer.     April  10.     Lorell, 

Deddingtoo. 


BaokroFts. 

FaiDsT,  Keb.  24,  1871. 
Under  the  Bankruptcy  .\ct,  1869. 
Creditors  must  forward  their  proofs  of  debts  to  tlie  R^ 
To  Surrender  in  London. 

Glasaford,  John  Hamilton,  Gt  St  Helen's,  UercUut.  Pet  Ftt 

March  U  at  12. 

To  Surrender  in  the  CoanBy. 
Oamll,  John,  Redfonl  Leigh,  Lancashire.  Dnper.   Pet  Feb 

Boltco,  March  U  at  10. 
Eden,  Jaa  Hy,  Edenbridsc,  Kent,  Hotel  Keeper.    Pet  Feb  !i 

Tanbridce  Wells.  March  8  »t  2. 
Leealey.  Wm,  SheRicId,  Pearl  l>ealer.    Pel  Feb  20.   Raiia 

March  8  at  3. 
Malam.  John  Wm,  Tiuibridge  Woll^.  Kent,  Lieu:  5tb  laact 

2U.    Alleyne.    Tunbrldire  WelU,  3Iareh  Uat  11.30. 
Pickering,  Ohria,Thirsk,  York,  Butcher.  Pet  Feb  is.  JeSn 

allerlon,  Manh  7  at  II. 
Radiem,  Jaa,  Kingston-upon-Hull,  Fish  Dealer.    Pet  Feb  I 

Kingston-npoa-Hull,  Msreh  13  at  12. 
Usher,  Tboe  Slemison.  Yeadon,  York,  Dootor.    Pel  Febll 

Leeda,Uarck  IC  at  U. 
Wood,  Tho^  WarrySeW  Farm,  Walford,  llererord,  Farmer 

Reynold  <.    Hereford ,  March  9  at  1 1 . 

Toa8D»r.  Feb.  28,  ln:i. 
under  the  Bankruptcy  Act,  1869. 
Credit  rs  must  forward  their  prnofs  nf  debts  to  the  Ki 
To  Surrender  in  London. 
Bowler,  Wm,  Dlcchynden-st,  Noitin^t-hill,  Victualler. 

Roche.    March  16  at  II. 
Castleman.  Chas.  Wastboame-park-villas,  Bayswster,  T 

Pot  Feb  23.    Hazlitt.     March  1 4  at  II. 
Collins,  Cbaa,  Ume-st,  Wine  Merchant.    Pet  Feb  23.     F 

IS  at  I. 
Torner,  John,  St  Panre-st,  Islington,  Chair  Frame  Slanui 

Feb  23.    Roche.    March  22  at  11. 
Wilson,  i>aml  Sewell,  Burion-st,  Pimlico,  Builder.  PetFi 

March  22  at  12. 

To  Surrender  in  the  Country. 
Band,  Edwd,  Northampton,  Draper.    Pet  Feb  25.    Deiini; 

tun,  March  18  at  II. 
Harria.  Wm,  St  Austell,  Cornwall,  Drape.-.  Pet  Feb  :3.  C 

March  II  at  II. 
HarriaoD,  Geo,  Dnston,  Northampton,  Innkeeper.    Fet  ( 

Northampton,  March  II  at  3. 
Hay,  Chas  SUnsBeld,  Halifax,  York,  Boot  Dealer.  Pel  Fi 

Halifax,  March  10  at  10. 
Holman,  Chaa,  Klnc^tonopon-Th  iraes,    Surrey,  Builder. 

Bell.     Kingston-uiM)n. Thames,  March  16  at  3. 
Joyce,  Thos,  Bristol,  Beerhouse-keeper.     Pet  Feb  23.    B 

Maroh  16  at  II. 
Maurice,  Mortimer,  Crantocic,  Cornwall,  Clerk  in  Holy  On 

23.    Ohllcott.    Truro,  March  18  at  II. 
Neale,  Alfd  Geo,  Koyal-hilt,  Greenwich,  Cheesemonger. 

bishop.    Greenwich,  March  17  at  12. 
Poolly,  Thos,  Maidstone,  Kent,  Lime  Merchant.  Pet  Fet 

Maidstone,  March  10  at  2. 
Pounder,  Saml,  Ilkeston,  Derby,  Publican.  Pet  Feb  2<.  « 

March  16  at  12. 
Stnrgeoo,  John,  Bolton,  Lancashire,  Engineer.     Pet  Fel 

Bolton,  March  15  at  lO. 
Turn  ley,  Matthew  Uy,  &  John  Bland,  Cheetham,  Mancl 

Feb  23.    Kay.    Manch,  March  30  at  9.30. 
Wakelln,  Chas,  Fleckney,  Leicester,  Brickmaker.    Pet  F 

Lelceaie",  March  10  at  11. 

BANKIJUPTCIES  ANNULLED. 
Feidat,  Feb.  24.  1891. 
Barkworlh,  Caleb.  Wakefield,  York,  Tailor.    Feb  22. 
King,Chaa,Randall  St,  Brttersea,  Beer  Retailer.    Feb  21 
Ralph,  Cbaa  Campbell,  Arsenal,  Woolwich.    Feb  15. 
Roogemont,  John  Fras,  Prisoner  for  Debt.  L«ndon.    Fet 

TtJxaDiT.  Feb.  28,  1871. 
Mocae,  John.  Weal  Dean,  Gloucester,  Coal  Uaalier.    Feb 

laqoidatioa  by  Arrangement. 

FIliST  MEETINGS  OF  CKEDITORS. 
FaJl>iT,  Feb.  24,  1871. 
Akrill,  Cbas  Wesley,  Gt  Yarmouth,  Norfolk,  Hosier.    M 

oflBce  of  WiUallire,  Kegent-st,  Gt  Yarmouth. 
Aabnry,  Fredk,  Uld  Kent-rd,  Tailor.    March  13  at  4,  at 

ft  IJorell,  Gnildlmll-chambers,  Basingfaall-st. 
Bailey,  Wm  Triat,  Inverness-rd,  Bayswatcr,  Auctioneer. 

at  offices  of  Dnboift,  Gresham-bidgs,  Basinfzhall-st. 
Barker,  Thoa,  New  Union-st,  Cripplegate,  Ironmonger. 

at  office  of  Jennings.  Leadeuhall-st. 
Batcbelor,  Darid,  Beaconafieid.  Bucks,  Fanner.     Mai 

Uyde^rm,  Beaconstielil.    Hicklin  &  NVosliington,  Tn 

wark. 
Baylla,  Wm,  Lpool,  Optician.    March  S  at  3,  at  office  of 

Commerce-chambers,  Lord-at,  Lpoul. 
Bentley,  Thoe.  Whitecbapel-rd,  Licensed  Victualler.    M 

offices  of  Johnson,  Southampton-bidg:*,  Chaooery-lane 
Booth,  Wm  Chas.  Lpool,  House  Painter.    March  9  at 

Harris,  Cnlon-ct,  Castle-st,  Lpool. 
Brown,  Hy,  Mancli,  Cabinet  Maker.    March  9  at  3,  at  ofl 

Elltott,  Brown-a>,  Manch. 
Batterworth,  Uemshaw,  Stoke  Xewington,  Grocer.    M 

officea  of  Warwick,  Bucklersburr.     Kerby,  Londoo-wi 
Chaw,  Ricbd,  Birm.  Provision  Dealer.    Marsh  6  at  1 1,  at 

ham,  Broa,  Ann-st,  Birm.    Heeley. 
Coxton,  Thos,  St«cl(ton-on-Tees,  Durham,  BuiMec.    Mi 

ofBces  of  iJraper,  Finkle-st,  Stockton-on-Teo^. 
Croain,  David,  Chestertield,  Derbr.  Sciiuolraaater.    iU 

office  of  Gee,  Hlijh-strect,  Cljesivrfleld. 
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Inn.  Wn  Hook,  GMOcd-tt,  CMadoDton-rd,  Ensineer.  Math  IS  it  t< 
■loOtei  rf  lloalu,  Uslcmau-st.  lUraiart  k  UitcArthar,  Moorgat*- 
itnot 

lifk,  Kitbd,  niuknrj-pl  South,  Mortgaxe  Broker.    Uarah  iO  at  *,  at 
oficM  of  Harcoort  a  MaeArlhor,  Uooixatt-at. 
vwilan,  0«o,  NBtringtoo-eaiueva;.  Draper.  Uaroh  9  at  U>  at  oOen 
:!  ladtuir  *  Cs,  Cboapaiiii.    DaTtdaon  *  Co,  BaalofhaU-at. 
nfer,  H)t.  LpooU  Wkcelwtlght.    March  13  at  3,  at  once  ot  Nordon, 
Ont-it,  Lpool. 

dwndt,  John,  RanMr,  CamarroD,  Grocer.     March  10  at  },  st  the 
Itaihn;  Hotol,  Oamarron.    Jooaa,  Menai-tiridge. 
i:.  Hum,  CitT-id,  Ladder  Maker.    March  1 4  at  3,  at  otScea  of  Manden, 
itnetn-itiClwaiaide. 

onlrr.  6cO|  Gt  n'arford,  Cheater,  Beerhonta  Keeper.  March  10  at  3, 
•I  the  Tenpl^diaffltaera,  Oreve.    Oroke. 

nter,  BoM,  Wiihlnnon,  Laiicaihire,  Joiner.  March  13  at  3,  at  ofllce 
if  Dowbont,  Usrket  pi.  Manch. 

adaii,  Jtoepli,  Camit>]r-it,  Gdilaii-aq,  Baker.  March  I  at  I,  at  oOoe 
«f  JfiunbisI,  Baiiii(bal|.<t. 

attr,  Vm,  Htpperholme,  or  Halifax,  Merchant.    March  A  at  ID,  at 
nScca  of  Terry  k  BoMnaon.  Market-M,  Bradford. 
MO,  Judo,  Brittot,  AceoanUot.    March  7  at  II,  at  efllces  o(  Beck- 
uf  buD,  Albloa-ebambera,  Broadot,  Briatol. 

•tnunjr.  Jobs,  St  Brewait),  Cornwall,  Grocer.    March  10  at  3,  at 
tiM  DarliaftoB  Amu  Hotel,  Oamelford.    Mide,  Ckmellord. 
HI,  Ja>,  HaddenOeM,  York,  Iiuikee;>er.    Manh  10  at  ll,atcacaof 
Botumlej,  Kew-et,  Haddanfield. 

Ml,  By,  Noveaitla-apon-TyDe,  Tailor.  March  9  at  2,  at  ofSeea  of 
WillMt,  Oaaa-M,  Ncwcaatle-Dpon-TTM. 

xt.WmEj,  Varwiok-at, Cent  March  17  at  II,  at  8,  Walbrook. 
Dnimeit 

>i!oin,Bobl,  Bolton,  Lancaablre,  Joiner.  March  U  at  2,atolIlceof 
trier,  MawdiloT-U,  Bolton. 

nlud,  Bidid,  Warrhictoa,  Lancaablre,  Ironmonger.  March  7  at  1 1, 
ucOoeolOtTlMACo,  Commercial-chamhera,  Horaemarket-it.  War. 
taftOD. 

aK>.AIil, Newport,  Monmontta. Ma«».  March  11  at  13,  at offlcet  of 
6iM>,  Oommereial-tt.  Newport. 

■but,  Dtal  Rlchd,  Hoxton-st,  Batcher.  March  »  at  4,  at  office  of 
fckao,  fVtdirlek.it,  OrayVlnn-rd. 

5<witr.  Jobs,  Lpcol.  Bcilder.    March  IS  at  a,  at  office  of  Sheen  ft 
Xiniii,  Adalphi  Bank-ebambens  Sooth  Jobn-st,  Lpool. 
mt,lita  Bletcb,  Talton  Kernell,  Wilu,  Com  Ue»ler.    March  7  at  4, 
uibeWbiielion  Hotel.Chippenbam.    Bartmm,  B>itb. 
«|l(;,Ji«,En(laad.row,  Poptar,  BraaiFlmslier.    March  10  at  I, at 
•an  af  Baebanaa.  BaiincbalMt. 

■^BrGoiet.  HaUlead-lodie.  nr  SennoaJa,  Kent,  Llent-Colonel. 
*««  11  >,  at  ofllce  of  Bocklar.  Old  Jewry. 

'■■■.e«Jolin,Homae.T-rd,  Hollowajr,  ChoeMmonier.  March  3  at  », 

«*agi  NiekenoB.  King  Wuiiain-st.    Geauuoiit,  Nevr  Broad-at. 

1*1,  Jtp,  ScarborooRb,   Tork,  Innkaeper.     Match.  10  at  «,   at 

UniifAMlenon,  Stonecata.  York. 
Miit  Br,  k  Wm  Mon»ord,  Bread-at,  Cbeapaide,  Waiehooseaien. 
ml u  1 1 ,  at  the  Chamber  of  Commerce,  Cbeapaide.    Lanfear  ft 
moirt.  Abeborch.|aiie . 

W*.  J«b»,  TtowbridKe,  Wilta,  Dealer  in  Fancy  Goode.    March  11  at 
tt, «  aflee  of  the  Bagbl  rar,  Abbey-at,  Balb .   Shrapnall,  Bradford. 
aBau,J«ho,  Birkenhead.    March  9  at  3.  at  offloe  of  Tbompaoo.  Chel- 
ny. Birkenhead.    Andenon.  Birkcnhaad. 

■nail,  lickd,  Hmethwlck.  Stafford,  Glaai  Blower.  Uareb  10  at  1 1 ,  it 
•aof  Shakeipeare,  Chareh.at,  OMbory. 

^  Thos,  Laiuer  Dyke,  Tork,  noHner.  March  6  at  3,  at  the 
v<xn  I  Hotel,  Bradford.    Emmet  Ik  Emmet. 

ttirt.  Thoa.  Ulster  Dyke,  York.  Finisher.    March  9  at  S,  at  the 
tent  H<«el,  Bradford.    Emmet  ft  Emmet, 
w,  AIM,  Wakefleld.  York,  Woraled  Spinner.    March  10  at  3,  at  the 
(lack  Ball  hm.Mlrfleld.    Morrii  A  Footer. 

jtcrn.Abadoo.Clockbeaton.  York,  Flannel  Mannfactarir.     March 
:  at  3,  at  the  New  Inn.  Bradford.    Wavall  ft  Co. 
an,  Tm  KicbeUon,  Moia-lana  Wen,  nr  Hanch,  Proriaion  Dealer, 
■arch  U  at  3,  at  Mat  of  Lalgb,  Brown-M,  Much. 
n,  Rovliad.  Berry  Brow,  York,  Comm  Agent     March  9  at  3.  at 
lOttaollumadeD,  Johu  Wllliam-at,  Hndderafleld. 
JJlienl.  Daria,  Bredfotd.  FinUbcr,     March  9  at  3,  at  the  Queen 
H«e],  Bnilkinl.    Emmet  &  EmmeL 

no,  Saml,  Wanninater,  WUta,  no  occopation.  Marsh  11  at  4.30,  at 
*«  Bell  Ion,  Warmlnaier. 

■Boada,Wo  Hebron,  Wand*worth-rd,  Dairyman.  Hatch  1 3  at  3, 
« oOce  of  Uwl»,  w  llmln|rton.»q. 

llBllIn^  John,  k  Arthur  Smoihurst,  Manch,Tailora.    March  14  at  3, 
■  eOca  ofSodlow  k  CO,  Mount-at,  Albert>tq,  Manch. 
m,  klebd,  SbeflMd,  Prtnter.    March  10  at  1,  at  oSoei  of  Broomhead 
■Co,  SbeOleld. 

gi,  Wm,  Biadlon].oa-AToii,  Wllta,  Cnrrler.  March  10  at  11.  at 
Pkeaof  (kborae  k  CO,  Broad-st,  Briatol. 

■ft,  Wm,  Bedditch,  Worcester,  Tobacconist.  Match  13  at  11,  at 
««e  of  Wilson,  WclUngton-chambers.  Bennett'i-hlll,  BIrm.  Sim- 
■0M,llodditeh. 

H  Wm  Ftis,  Roebeater-row.  Weatminster,  Watchmaker.    March  IS 
pi,  at  ofllce  of  Parry,  King  Willlam-sf,  Strand. 
me,  Wm  StaolcT  (otherwise  Chaa  Keith),  Luton,  Beds,  Oeot.    March 
Plll.uoOce  of  Shepherd,  Lnton.    Nen,  Latun. 

^  H^Uicatler,  Joiner.    March  14  at  3,  at  office  of  Kirby,  Market- 

i*'i^Ma>ter, 

P"!"*".  Ihos,  Tbmiaby,  York,  Cariwrigbt    Match  3  at  1 :,  at  olBee 

'^'><*,  Biih4t.  Stockton. 

f~»«ton,  Wm,  Marple,  Chester,  Builder.    Ma^ch  »  at  1 1 ,  at  offices  of 

t"Jnoo,  rBik.«,  Stockport. 

^mt,  Sami,  Boy-st.  TIctoria  Dook-rd,  FlalMow,  Beerahop  Keeper. 

iT^I"  *■ "  <0-  0re8ham.st.    Hicks,  Bjiols-ci.  BasinghaU-sl. 

ri*':  "m  Jokn  FUkington,  St«ekwel|.«reen,  SehoolmaMcr.  Mirch 
""J,  at  Bridge  Honse  Hotel,  London-bridge.     Saffery  k  Hnnlley, 

,«*J-«,  London-brtdgo. 

7°V^?  Bo«.  Abytilnla-rd,  BatterMi,  Builder.     March  10  at  3, 

»VA^'''*^'"«n,  Biahopigate-st  Without, 
a „.^'^'>*'»'1-"'.'J«"'>«'>.  Sanitary  Qoodi  Dealer.    March 
*'>Ub,aioacaolUickUnk  Waabtngion,  Triaitf-iq,  Sonthwark. 


Whttsly,  Thoa,  Haddersfield,  York,  oulof  busineia.     March  9  at  II. 

at  office  of  Sykes,  Market-walk,  UnddenOald. 
Wood,  'John,  Cbeipside,  Woollen  Warhonwman.    March  9  at  II,  at 

ofllces  ff  Smart  ft  Oo,  CheapsMe.    Heed  ft  LotoII  Baalaghall-M. 
W'  ods,  Edwd  Wm,  Horwicb,  Oaafltier.  March  3  at  II.  at  offlcea  of  Page , 

Golldhall-obambera,  St  Peier'a-at.  Norwich. 
TuiiDiT,  Feb.  *3, 1371. 
Acton,  Bdwd,  Lpool,  Milliner.  March  10  at  3,  at  offloaa  of  Gibson  &  Boi- 

land,  South  John-tt,  Lpool. 
Atkinson,  Fradk  Cook,  Bradford,  York,  Profenor  of  Music.    March  14- 

at  3,  at  ofBce  (if  RIchAruaon,  tlio  I'  xcbanga,  Bradfucd. 
Avellne,  Charles  Hanlwick,  Sin  ud,  Gloucester,  Schoolmaster.    March 

i4  at  3.  at  officeo  of  Witcbell,  L^usdown,  Stroud. 
Barber,  Jo^hns,  Kidford ,  Warwick,  Grocer.    Usrch  13  at  3,  at  ofllces  of 

TyndallftCo,  Wmerlanst,  Ulrnj. 
Barker,  Wm,  Frome,  Snmerset,  8<ddler.    March  17  at  4,  at  ofBces  of 

McCarthy,  Kinx-Dt.  Fmmc. 
Barker,  Ja<  Perkins,  Oldbury,  Wutcester,  Licensed  Victualler.    March 

ISatU,  atofflcesof  Shakespeare,  Ghorch-st,  Oldbnry. 
Bedford.  Thos,  Oddersome,  lork.  Coal  Master.    Marcb  13  at  3,  at  36, 

Trinlty-st,  Leeds.    Teale  ft  Appletou. 
Blake,  Chas  ninsey,  Chester,  KIslimonKer.    March  14  at  I,  at  offices  of 

Horria,  Harrinxtonat,  LpooL    Cbnrton,  Oheaier. 
Brown,  John,  Darliogtoo,  Durham,  Cabftaet  Maker.    March  1 1  at  1 1,  at 

office  of  Clayhilla.ConlnclUIe-rd,  Darlington. 
Brown,  Wm  Nicholas,  Gllupur-st,  ttmitbSeld,  Bottle  Merchant.   March 

HI  at  3,  at  offices  of  Bath  ft  Co,  King  Willlam-st.  Ingle  ft  Co,  Thread - 

needla-at. 
Chilrerd,  <Vni,  QaeenVrd,  Dalston  Contractor.    March   17  at  4,   at 

office  of  Wataon,  Ftnabary-pl,  South. 
Cooper,  Wm.  Luton,  Bedford,  Coal  Dealer.    March  13  at  12,  at  office  0 

Conqneai,  Duke  at,  Bedford. 
Cues,  Jai,  Joseph,  Bins,  Assistant  Orerseir.    March  0  at  II,  at  33,. 

Cnion-at,  BIrm.    Barber. 
Crompton,  Jas  Geo,  South   Stockport,   Chester,  Hat    Mannfacturet. 

Uareb  13  at  3.  at  oSce  of  Sutton  ft  Elliott,  Brown-st,  Mancb. 
Dable,  Jobaa  Joraen,  Gateshead,  Dnrbam,  Draper.    March  10  at  11,  at 

oOlcea  of  Uoyle  ft  Co,  Moaley-st,  Newcastle-npon-Tyne. 
Deaa,  Adam,  Newcastle-upon-Tyne,  Plumber.    March  IS  at  %,  at  offices 

of  Bousfleld,  Market-at,  Newoaslle-apon.Tjne. 
Dowsett.  Geo,  Hartiogs,  Snsset,   Bootmaker.    Marcb   IS  at  3,  at  the 

Imperial  Club,  Cursitor-st,  Cbaucary-lane.    Pbilbrick. 
Drake,  Fredk  Jaa,  Brick  lane,  Whiteohapel,  Grocer.    March  13  at  3,  at 

the  Guildhall  Tavern,  Greabsm-at.    Peverley,  Baatai^hall-at. 
Edwards,  John,  Baaxor,  Carnarvon,  Grocer.     March   10  at  2,  at  tbo 

Hallway  Hutel  liungur  (and  iii>t  Carnarvon  as  erroneotialy  printed  lu 

last  Gaaette).    Jonei,  Menal-bridge. 
ETana,  John,  k  Uy  Ellis,  Chalford,  OtoueeiMr,  Shoddy  Manufisctnnn. 

Match  17  at  12.30,  at  oOlcei  of  Winterbotbam,  Kowcroft,  Stronrt. 
Fletcher,  Wm  John,  Bristol,  Ironmonger.    March  9et  II,  at  offices  of 

Beckinzbam,  Alblonchambers,  BroaS-st,  BrlMol. 
Fooid,  By,  Ctaoreh-pl,  Bedford-tt,  (>>rent  gatden-markat.  Salesman. 

March  13  at  3,  at  offices  of  Jenkins  ft  Button,  TaTlstock-st,  Corent- 

gaiden. 
Frankell,  Jacob  Fredk,  Itochdale,  Lancaster,  Tobacco  Uannfactuicr. 

March  20  at  3,  at  offices  of  Heath  ft  Sons,  Swan-st,  Manch, 
Owynn,  Arthur  Francis,  Eastcheap,  Merchant.    March   14  at  13,  at 

vfflcea  of  Smart  ft  COtChaapside.    Lowless  ft  Co,  Urscechurch-ac. 
Hadden,  A  ndrew,  Higb-st,  Croydon,  Italian  Warebonaeman.    Match  13 

at  2,  at  the  Law  Institution,  Chancery. lane.    Farnfleld,  Serle-st,  Lln- 

colu'S'lnn. 
Uamley,  Edmund  Gilbert,  Bodmin,  Cornwall.  Solicitor.    March  10  at  3, 

at  offices  of  Head  ft  Coodel  Mark-lane.    Trerena,  Truro. 
HUlsry,  Wm,  ft  John  Hillary,  Windhlll,  Calrerley,  York,  Stonemasons. 

March  IS  at  3,  st  offices  of  iiant,  Union-psasaiie,  Kirkgste,  Bradford. 
UillUm.Bobi,  Peterborough,  Nnribamptou,  Shopkeeper.    March  13  at 

II,  at  the  Wentworth  Hotel,  Wentwortb-st,  Peierboiough.    Smedley, 

Peterborough. 
Uingley,  Saml,  Corbyn's  Hall  Iron  Works,  KingswinforJ,  Stalfjrd,  Iron- 
master.   March  13  at  II, at  the  Bell  Hotel,  Hlgb-st,  Brtorlcy  Hill. 

Uomfny  k  Holberton. 
Holllngs,  Alfd,  Farsley,  Yofk,  Engiiwer.    March  II  at  II,  at  offices  of 

Terry  t  Robinson,  Msrketst,  Bradford. 
Hosken,  Jaa,  Fenchurch-st,  Consulting  Engineer.    March  14  at  13,  at 

offices  of  Wilkins  &  Co,  M  awiibhi'a-lanB. 
Uowells,  Edwd,  BIrm,  Tailor.    Marcb  13  at  3,  at  ofllcea  of  Anhider,. 

Union-st,  Birm. 
Hndion,Jscob  Ashley,  Parker'i-row.Dcckbead,  Grccir.    Match  14  at 

3,  at  offices  of  Mote,  linsbury-eircua. 
Humm,  Saml  Chas  Abrabam,  Bethnal-green-rd,  Sboreditch,  Hat  Manu- 
facturer.   March  10  at  3,  at  offices  of  Pererley,  Baslngball-st. 
Jones,  Uy,  Lonitton,  Btafibrd,  Oonisctisnar.    Marcb  10  at  3,  at  offices  of 

Tomldnson,  Hanorer-st,  Bnrslem. 
Keellng.Jaa,  Tipton,  Stafford,  Beerhouse  Keeper.    March  14  at  II,  at 

office  of  Stoges,  Priory-st,  Dudley. 
Kendall,  Wm.  Walnall,  Stafford,  Bttwar'a  Agent.    Hatch  13  at  3,  at 

offices  of  Glover,  Park-st.  Walsall. 
Kratt,  Fredk,  Bramley-rd,  Motttng-hUl, Baker.  March  17  at  3,  at  offices 

of  Ueane  k  Chubb,  Soulb^q,  OrayViun. 
Lee,  Andrew,  Newcastle-upon-Tyne,  Draper.    Maroh  16  at  3,  at  offices 

of  BousSeld,  Market-st,  Newcastle-upon-Tyne. 
Llngard,  John, Salford,  Lancaster, out  of  business.    March  ISatll,at 

offices  of  Boot*  ft  Edgar,  George-it,  Manch. 
Little,  Stephen,  Durham,  Baker.    Hatch  10  at  11,  at  office  of  Salkeld, 

■■iadler-at,  Durhum. 
Malcolm,  Wm.  Uoddatsfleld,  York,  Drapir.    March  Hat  11,  at  ofllcaa  of 

Sykes,  Markei-walk,  Huddersfleld. 
Manoering,  Thos  Daeld,  1^,  Sussex,  Coachbnilder.    March  13  at  3,  at 

the  Cinque  Porte  Hotel,  llye.    Tunner,  Rye. 
Maiuford,  Joseph  Edvrard,  Plymouth,  I>evon,  Merchant,     March  17  at 

ll,  at  offices  of  Gilbard,  Cbapel-st,  Devonport. 
Martin,  Elii,  ft  Sarah  Ella  Donaldson,  Blrchdelds,  Stafford,  Drapers. 

March  8  at  13,  at  offices  of  Green,  Waterloo-sl,  Birm. 
Mason,  Thoa,  Trafalgar-rd.  East  Greenwieh,  Plumber.    March  17  at  3. 

at  oOcea  of  Sandom  ft  Kersey,  Graoechurchst. 
Mayor,  David,  ft  Edward  Monland,  Manch,  Drywlters.    March  16  at  3 , 

at  office  of  ilillar  ft  Dawson,  Chancery-pl,  Booth-st,  Manch.    Brown ,. 
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McCriery,  Jimea.  VhiictaaTn,  Cambailand.  Taikr.     March  U  att. 

at  office  or  Mason,  Duke-it.  WblMhami. 
Oriona,  .lames.  &  Geort;!  Oniona,  Tipteo,  Buflonl,  Ironnuaten.    March 

1.1  at  1 3,  at  Uudlev  Arma  Hotel,  Hlgb-at,  Dodlgy.    Coldicou  fc  Caa- 

nin^,  Dudley. 
Peacock,  Georee,  DarllnEtoa.  Darbam.  Saddler.    March  10  at  II.  at 

omce  orclarhUla.ConiacUSt-rd,  Oariinttaii. 
Peiirsoti,  Wm  Hy,  Jun,  Fallioa,  Dorham,  Ship  Bnllder.    March  Itat  11, 

at  omces  of  Steel,  Laiobton-M,  Sonderland. 
Plnmbly,  Harry,  ft  Jdho  Medlloott.  Wtaiilleld-ct,  Flnabory,  Mtaieial 

Water  Manufactarcra.  Marob  U  att,  atofflees  otFDOle,  Barthowmew- 

cioae. 
Polack,  Michael  Benedietaa,  BriKhton,  Siuhz,  Tobaceoaitt.     March  II 

at  1 1 ,  at  M.  Old  Jewry.    Black  &  Co,  Urlghtoa. 
Ponttfract,  Jouph.  Uooley  Mill,  or  Uuddenfleld,  Tork,  Tarn  Spioaar. 

March  13  at  1 1,  at  offlco  of  »v kef,  Market-walk,  Hndderaflald. 
Ponton,  Tliaa  Fox,  <)neenVrow,  Ome-lane,  Catnbcrwell,  Oooimercial 

Clerk.    March  IS  at  9.  at  olBce  of  Barrett,  Bell-yard,  Doctora'-caa- 

iDOna. 
Pritchard,  Robt  Fawcet,  Maiylaad  Pctat,  Sitatlbrd.  Wlae  Merahaat. 

March  SO  at  I,  at  ofkea  of  Norfolk  ft  Co,  Coleiaan-ft.    Aahant  fc  Go, 

Old  Jewry. 
Bichardion,  Wm,  Great  Ortanaby,  Llnenla.Beerhooae  Keeper.    Match  11 

at  3,  at  oOcca  of  Ayre  ft   Hearfield,  Koyal  Dock-chkaban,  Oreat 

Ohmaby. 
Robinaon,  George,  Bbren,  Slaflbid,  oat  of  baaloeaa.    March  U  at  i,  at 

ofBce  of  MuKKlaon,  Terraee-rd,  Baztoo. 
Kobioaon,  Jcaepli,  Jna.,  Rowland's  Oill.  Dorham,  Saw  Mill  Proprietor. 

March  8  at  12.  at  offlces  of  Hoyle  ft  Ou.  Moiley-et,  Newcaatlc-apoo- 

Tjne. 
Koanthwalta,  Thoe,  Sanderiand,  Datharn,  Draper.    March  It  at  It,  at 

offlce  of  Steel.  Lambtoa-at.  Saaderland. 
Rome.  Geotse,  Cantnn-at,  Poplar.  ProrMoa  Merebaat.    Marsh  M  at  1. 

atotBceaof  Cooper  ft  Hiode,  Moorgate-at.     Blactaiord  ft  RIchee,  Qt 

Swan^alley,  Moorgate-at. 
Boahby,  Hy.  Ciayworth,  Nottliwham,  Botcher.     March  14  at  II,  at 

offlcea  of  Marshall  <t  Soo,  Eaat  Retford.    Beaeoby.  Eaat  Retlbrd. 
Shaw.  Jarcd.  Bradford.  York.  Draper.    Maroh  U  at  S.  at  oOee  of 

Mowman.  Bood-st,  Bradford. 
Slaughter,  Jamea  Robt,  St  Oonttan't-hlll,  Kating-hoaaa  Keeper.    March 

19  at  2,  at  olBce  of  Oaraer,  BooTerle-at.  Fleet^t. 
Smith,  Alf.   BIrm,  Undertaker.    March  M  at  11,  at  oflbea  of  Rooke, 

Argyle-ehambera.  Colmoie-row,  Blnn. 
Stanway,  Wm  Alderley,  Ham-btidge  Mill,  Thatchara,  Berks.  Paper 

Mannfactarer.    March  10  at  I,  at  oBee  of  Talbot.  Morthbrook-st, 

Kewbury. 
Stark.  Hy,  Rndolf-rd,  Kllbani,  Coatmerelal  Trarcller.    March  17  at  1, 

at  olBae  of  Doble,  Baainghall-st. 
Street.  Daniel.  Heaton  Norrls,  Lancaatar.  Hay  Dealer.    March  1 1  at  a. 

at  Ballaay  Hatel,  WelliogtoD-nl  North,  Heatoo  Norrla.     Whitmrth 

Manch. 
Swarbrlck.  SamI,  Blackpool.  Lanoashira,  Boot  Maker.    March  11  at  8, 

at  Old  Legs  of  Mao  Inn.  Flahergale,  Prestoa.    Deana,  Blaekbnm.      i 
Ward,  Mary.  Tipton.  Stalfenl,  Draper.    March  Kat  11,  atoOoia  of  I 

Tyndall  ft  Co.  34  Waterloo-»t.  Btrm.  I 

Ward.   Robt.  Bewdley.  Woroeater.  Grocer.    March  15  at  I.  at  cOeet  of  I 


Lomaaft  Co,  Caonon-at,  BIrm. 


Warren.  Chas  Hy,Obapel-at,  Curtain  rd.OU  Merchant.    March  Mat*.  I 

at  oOce  of  Na<h  ft  Co,  SnOblk  lane.  Cannon-st. 
Webater,  Wm,  Nottingham,  Town  Mlaaioaary,    March  II  at  t,  atPOce 

of  Uogg,  Brltaoola-chambers,  Pelham-tt,  Nottingham. 
Whitehead.  George.  Whittlngtnn,  Derby.  Qroeer.     Mareb  10  at  t.  at 

olBoe  of  Qee.  High  sr,  Cheaterfleld. 
Wills,  John.  Wellord,  Nottingham.    March  14  at  11.  at  oOtea  of  Kaaly, 

Old  Market-«>.  Nottingham. 
Wright.  Joseph,  East  Ballon,  Uleeby,  Lincola,  Clerk  In  Holy  Orden. 

Marob  IS  at  11.  at  Aaaembly. rooms,  Low-paTameot,  Notiiagham. 

Parsons  ft  Son. 


GRESHAM     LIFE    ASSURANCE     SOCIETY, 
«7,  OLD  JEWRY,  LONDON.  E.C. 

SOLICITORS  are  inrited  to  hitrodoce,  on  behalf  of  their  clienU,  Pro- 
posals lor  Loans  on  Freehold  or  Leasehold  Property,  lieversioas,  Lite 
Inteteau.  or  otiier  adequate  seonrltiea. 

Proposala  may  be  made  In  the  first  instance  acoording  to  the  following 
fbrmi— 

PaorosAL  mk  Loas  om  Moa'roAoas. 

Date 

Introdiwed  by  (state  aoaat  and  aMnu  <a  seiMter) 

Amount  reqtUred  t 

Tims  and  mode  of  repayment  (lA,  isMJbsr  for  a  (aria  e4rt»i»,  er  it 
mmualor  other  pai/menU) 

Security  (a(a(>  durag  tht  porMmlara  of  loemhtf,  mud,  *f  lami  cr  i»M- 
iaai,  latt  lAe  tut  wmmal  iaeome). 

SUte  what  Lllb  Policy  (If  any)  is  proposed  to  be  slfected  w  th  the 
Oresham  Offlce  In  connectiott  with  the  aecority. 
By  Older  of  the  Board. 

F.  ALL&N  CURTIS.  Actuary  and  Secratarr. 

AUTHORS  ADVISED  WITH  as  to  the  Cost  of 
Printing  and  Publishing,  and  the  Cheapest  Mode  of  Bringing 
outMSS. 

Yatks  ft  ALKXAHDaa,  Printers,  7,  Symonds-inn,  Ohanoerr-lane, 


THE  LAfV  OF  TRADE  MARKS,  with  some 
account  of  iu  Histoiy  aad  Danlopnent  in  the  Deeiaiona  of  the 
Courts  of  Law  and  Equity.  By  EDWARD  LLOTD,  Esq.,  of  Lincoln'e- 
Inn,  Barrister-at-Law.    Price  3s. 

"  I  am  todebied  to  the  rery  Talnable  little  pnblicatlan  of  Mr.  Lloyd, 
who  has  colleoted  all  the  anthoritiee  on  this  sub)ect."  -V.C.  Wooa.  bi 
McAndrew  r.  Baaseti,  Marsh  4. 

II,  Cook'a-conrt,  Carey-street,  Uacoln'a^nn,  W.C. 


O 


SLER'S  CRYSTAL  GLASS  CHANDGLIEftS. 

TaBLO  OLasa  or  aix  ansa, 
CHANDEUBBS  IN  BRONZE  AND  ORHOLC. 
Moderator  Lamps,  and  Lamps  (br  India. 
LONDON— Show  Rooms.  4t,  OXFORD-STREIT,  W. 
BIRMIMORAM-Maooflietary  aad  Show  Bcona,  Bnad«aiu 


}piNE  FLAVOURED  STRONG  BEEF  TEA  it 
'  about  lAd.  a  pint.  ASK  FOR  UEBIO  COMFANrS  UTaiCT 
of  Meat,  tcqauing  Baton  Llebig  the  InToator'a  Slgnatore  oo  e*«7 
jar,  being  the  only  guarantee  of  genuineness. 

KAMPTVLIOOH. 

nia 
BEST  FLOOK-COVERINO  FOR  PRIVATE  HOUSES,  fa. 
CUanlimu,  Durahilit^,  tmi  Warmth  art  Ituurti 
tjf  iU  Ute. 
Fatlems  and  other  partieolan  on  appUcatloo  lo 
E    GOUGH    k    SON, 
ORIGINAL     PATENTEES     AND     M  A  N  DFAOTOlEti 
48,  CANNON  STREET,   LONDON. 

ESTABI.ISBSO  18iS. 


ASTRINGENT    L0ZE.VGE8    OF    THE   RED 
GUM  OF  AUSTRALIA.— For  Relaxed  Throat,  la  Boctlei,!!. 
MURIATE  OF  AMMONIA  LOZENGEJ. 
In  Bottlee,  la.    Usefhl    Ibr  Bronchitis,  by  looaenlnK  the  pUifaul 
prerentinx  Tiolent  fits  of  coughing. 
P.  ft  P.  W.  SQUIRE, 
Chemists  on  the  Establishment  in  Ordinary  ta 
THE  QOESN. 
(Qaaetted  Angnat  Ith.  IMT— December  list,  IWI.) 
177.  OXFORD  STREET.  LONDON. 

ESTABLISHED  A.D.  1700. 

FURNISH    YOUR    HOUSE  at  DEANF3. 
ILLUSTRATED  CATALOGUE, 
With  Priced  Fnmiahhig  Uat,  Gratia  aad  Post  Free. 
DEANE'S— Celebrated  Table  Oatlery,  erery  varielr  of  slyls  sad  tsali. 
DEANE'S— Electro- plated  Spoons  and  Foita,  beet  BuuiakettiR. 
DEANE'S— £lestro-phited  Tea  k  Coffee  Seta,  Uqoeor  Stands, OraAX. 
DEANE'S— Dish  Corers  andHot  Water  Dishes,  CoTers  In  8eb,hialfe. 
DEANE'S— Papier^naidie  Tea  Trays,  in  Sets,  from  II  s.,  neveat  innm 
DEANE'S— Branaed  Tea  sad  OolTee  Urns,  erith  Patent  iDpnmaaKi 
DEANE'S  -Coaper  and  Brass  Goods,  Keulee,Siew  and  PreserflMrni. 
DEANE'S— Moderator  and  Rock  Oil  Lamps,  a  large  and  hsadssBcaat- 
DIANE'S— Dcmeetic  Baths  fcr  STory  pnreose.  Bathraema  fltisd  esarW. 
DEANE'S— Fendets  and  fite-iroaa,  in  all  modem  aad  appnn'paa™' 
DEANE'S— Bedstsads,  In  Iron  and  Brass.    Bedding  of  superior qaiUl. 
DEANE'S— RegUter  StoTes,  Londoo-msds  Kitehenara,  Ranges,  fee 
DEANE'S— Coraioss  and  Comioe  Polea,  a  great  Tariaty  of  pattsm 
DEANrS— Tin  aad  Japan  Qoods,  lion  Ware. and  CaUaary  Diss^ 
DEANE'S- Turnery,  Brnahea,  Mats,  ftc.  stronK  and  serrlceaMs. 
DEANE'S— Hcrttoaltural  Tools,  Lawa  Moirers.  Garden  Rolleia,tc. 
DEANTS— Qse  ChaadsUera,  Newly  daetgnad  Patterns. 

A  dlscBBBt  of  fire  per  sent.  ftircaabpayiBentaof<laadap«ai4t 
DEANE  ft  Co.,  4<  (Kiag  Wllliamstraet).  LONDON-SB  0)Ci 


A  SULPHUR  BATH  k  U  Turkey  in  your  on 
.r\  roc<n  ft>r  a  penny,  eqoal  to  what  yon  mast  pay  in  Losdsa  *■ 
for.  Thia  Taloabl*  preperethm  is  dislilled  from  the  fcrnoat  MjMr 
Springs  of  Tivoll.  Italy,  celebrated  thrsaghoat  the  world  **^ 
marrellona  cnies  of  aU  SUn  Diseases,  rarslyaia,  BheaaiatiaB,  iisa"' 
tion,  Nemnsneas.  ftc. 

The  Preparatian,  or  the  Waters  it  is  obtained  Trvm  by  rr<*"'°f'|! 
and  ezpenae,  hare  nerer  been  known  to  fail  in  relieTiag  sottraa  fr<* 
any  of  the  maladiea  meutloaed.  Penona  of  wealth  aad  iaicca 
frcm  all  eoantries  daily  rislt  tbeee  watere,  and  derire  the  bcnadi  iif 
deain. 

The  nunulhcturera  of  this  marrellaos  but  truly  ganoiac  aitids  tan. 
howerer,  placed  the  same  benefits  befbre  the  milUon,  who  nay  sw' 
the  same  relief  withoot  isarlng  their  boosee  or  going  to  say  of'*- 
The  sslebcatad  wetsr  of  UtoII  caa  be  used  in  year  own  room  daily  !•> 
mora  eBbeliTa  manner  than  by  bathing  in  the  waters,  by  alaTO>l J* 
TorkUi  aysttm  with  the  Concentrated  Kssence.  It  U  In  the  nsth« 
erery  one,  fbr  the  coat  of  each  bath  is  only  one  penny.  A  coMJ"  ■* 
bath  and  to  follaw  the  instructions  contained  in  eaoh  parrel  ara  >!■■  *^ 
implements  required.  Try  no  complicated  preparations  but  tlii>° 
Natara,aiidyoo  will  do  weU.  A  qoanti^  saffidait  for  60  betfts  •« 
IbrOe.,  orlOtbalbs  tor  He.,  eairiage  paid  dtract  from  tbeSdsW 
kigneee  ia  Great  Britain,  Jaekaoa.  BelTiaw,  ft  Co,  Centrsl4haM» 
Sooth  Gastle-etiaet.  LiTeipool,or  moat  Chemlats.  ManalacnM» 
prepared  by  Gulaeppe  Uaniao,  Roe  de  Babeuo,  La  Corso,  Boaw. 

BILLS  OF  COMPLAINT. 

BILIfl   of  COMPLAINT,  5/6    per  pa«  for  S 
copies,  ftom  whioh  price  a  Urge  discount  will  bs  aUoaed  Vox 
is  paid  immediately  on  oompletioli  oil  otder. 
Yatxs  ft  ALSXAitBxa,  Law  Piintei*,  Symonda-ian,  Cbaacvy^ 

PBINTING  of  EVERY  DESCRIPTION,  Le^ 
Parliamentary  and  Oeneial— Newspapera,  Sooka,  Pimlil<l 
Proepeotuaea,   OinniJars,   ftc.— with   pnmptitttde  and  at  awaai* 
charges,  by 
Tatxs  ft  ALKXAXaaa,  Symonds-inn  (and  Ohaidi-paasage),  Oast*! 
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Thi  Oflet  of  thit  Joubhju.  and  of  tlt$  Wbiklt  Rbporteb 
M  now  ft  18,  CooVn-eourt,  C'ar*jf-$trttt,  W.C. 

Th  Subteriptiea  to  tht  Souorrous'  JooRNiU.  i> — Town,  26(., 
Ctmitry  2S«.;  vith  the  Wbbklt  Rbpobtbr,  S2«.  Payment 
«■  edtmet  ineludti  Douile  Numbtn  and  Pottage,  Subtcriieri 
mh  iawe  their  Volumei  hmnd  at  the  OJlce — ehth,  2>.  6d. , 
hlflauealf,i,.id. 

AB  Litltre  intended  for  pMieation  in  the  "Solioitorf  Journal " 
imalie  mthentieited  btf  the  name  of  the  writer,  though  not 
meeutrilj/  fyr  puUieation. 

When  iijieultif  ie  experienced  in  proeurinf  the  Jowmal  with 
nfdtritg  in  the  Provineee,  it  ie  requetted  that  opplieation  be 
»ede  dirtct  to  the  Publieher. 

%\t  Sglicitars  JffttrrxHl. 

LONDON,  MARCE  U,  1871, 

♦ 

In  THE  Attobnets  and  Souoiiobs  Act  of  1870 
[UkU  Tiot.  0.  28).  a  seotion  was  inserted,  at  the  in- 
lUsoe.webeliere,  of  Ur.  Hinde  Palmer,  Q.O.,  to  alter 
tlia  lale  of  practice  of  the  Court  of  Chaaoeiy,  that  a  aait 
vhioh  hu  abated  canuot'be  reriTed  for  the  mere  purpose 
of  obtaining  pafment  of  oosta.  That  seotion  (the  19th) 
proTidea  that  "  whenerer  any  decree  or  order  ahall  hare 
been  made  for  paymeut  of  costs  i&  any  suit,  and  such 
mit  ihall  afterwards  have  beoome  abated,  it  shall  be 
lavfnl  for  any  person  interested  under  snoh  decree  or 
otdet  to  lerire  suoh  suit,  and  thereupon  to  prose- 
cute aad  enforce  raoh  decree  or  order."  The  qnes- 
tJosbat  been  raised,  in  a  case  of  Doggttt  v.  The  Eattem 
Omtia  RaQnay  Company,  whether  this  section  has 
iRtnapectiTe  operation.  In  that  oaae  a  decree  was 
Mde  igaiost  the  company  in  1842  for  specific  perform- 
wc  of  a  contract  to  parchase  the  land  of  the  plaintiffls, 
■Ittie  oompany  were  ordered  to  pay  costs,  l^e  decree 
^«Bied  out,  with  the  exception  of  the  taxation  and 
IVMBtof  costs,  but  no  attempt  was  made  to  tax  the 
fMnta  1869,  and  it  was  then  discovered  that  both 
fb|UDtiSB  were  dead.  After  the  passing  of  the  abore- 
Migotd  Act  an  order  to  revire  the  suit  was  obtained 
VtteteiaesentatiTe  of  one  of  the  plaintiffs.  The  corn* 
tHTMiplied  to  Yioe-Chanoellor  Stoart  to  diaoharye  the 
■iec,  bat  he  refused  to  do  so,  and  expressed  his  opinion 
Att  tilt  order  was  aathorised  by  seotion  19  of  the  Act 
M  19  W.  B.  401).  On  appeal  Lord  Justice  James, 
><M(b  he  based  his  decision  partly  on  some  special 
fatmitances  in  the  case,  said  that  he  would  not  avoid 
jriag  a  decision  on  the  construction  of  the  section,  and 
qmsed  his  opinion  moat  clearly  that  it  was  intended 
I  apply  on]j  to  an  abatement  which  took  place  after  the 
|(t  WIS  iwwed,  though  the  decree  or  order  for  payment 
(«o>ti  mi^t  have  been  made  before  the  passing  of  the 
A  A  lepoit  of  hia  Lordship's  j  udgment  will  be  fonnd 
I  tUs  week's  number  of  the  Wttkly  Reporter.  Since 
■  dedsion  of  the  Vice-Chancellor,  but  before  the  hear- 
V  of  the  appeal,  a  similar  order  of  reviTor  was  made 
I  tlw  Ulster  of  the  Bolls  ex  parte  in  a  case  of  Heymann 
•  Tht  BuropeeM  Central  Ra'Unay  Company.  That 
n  differed  from  the  other  in  these  respects,  that 
il  deeiea  made  was  for  the  dismissal  of  the 
H  with  ooeta,  and  the  defendants  applied  for  the 
W*  of  lenvor,  the  plaintiff  having  died  soon  after  the 
m»  was  made.  The  decree  and  the  abatement  were 
IB  before  the  Act  was  passed;  bnt  within  a  year  or 
•olKfate.  The  Master  of  the  Bolls  made  the  order  of 
^t  npon  the  authority  of  Yice-Chanoellor  Stuart's 
■«noo  in  Doggett  v.  The  Slattern  CoutUiet  Railnay 
^^sjr.  It  is  prohable,  we  understand,  that  an  appli- 
l^win  now  be  made  to  the  Master  of  the  Bolls  to  dis- 
'"t^  the  order  which  he  made,  and  that,  if  he  does  so, 
*^ideaTonr  will  be  made  to  have  the  queetion  heard 
WW  the  Fall  Court  of  Appeal. 


AoitUM 


TRB  PLACK    OF    Mb.    MaOFIB'S  ANNUAL  MOTION 


latent  laws,  Mr.  Samoelaon  this  week  moved 


for  and  obtained  the  appointment  of  a  select  committee. 
The  general  tone  of  the  debate  was  sensible,  and.  so  far 
as  it  fonnd  expression  in  recommendations,  hon. 
members,  on  the  whole,  desired  improvement,  bnt  not 
abolition.  A  very  general  wish  was  ezpreraed  for  an 
effective  system  of  preliminary  examinatien  of  in- 
ventions claiming  patent  monopoly.  The  Attorney- 
General,  who  supported  the  motion  for  a  aelect 
committee,  did  not  consider  that  anything  good 
was  to  be  got  out  of  a  preliminary  examination  sys- 
tem, and  cited  the  evidenoe  of  Mr.  Oarpmael  and  others 
at  the  enqniry  of  1864.  Mr.  Carpmael  said  that 
to  require  each  inventor  to  satisfy  an  examining  body 
and  dispose  of  all  objeotions  would  be  to  interpose  a 
phalanx  so  focmidable  that  only  wealthy  inventors  would 
date  to  face  it.  We  know  that  some  witnesses  well  quali- 
fiad  to  judge  have  pronounced  against  the  ''  examiners  " 
^atem  ;  bnt,  evan  if  their  objections  are  well  tonnded, 
there  most  sorely  b«  some  remedy  for  the  present  evil  of 
avowedly  leaving  it  to  fatnre  litigation  to  deter- 
mine the  validity  or  invalidity  of  the  patent  whioh 
the  Crown  parports  solemnly  to  award.  It  is  now  mora 
than  six  years  since  the  last  anqniry.  The  select  owmmittee 
oannot  do  any  barm ;  we  hope  they  may  effect  some  good; 
but  the  snbjeot  seems  too  big  for  a  mere  select  committee, 
limited  to  a  single  session  of  Parliament.  Mr.  Hinde 
Palmer  has  broaght  In  a  bill  on  the  sabject;  but,  with- 
out expressing  any  opinion  on  the  merits  of  that  bill, 
which  we  have  not  yet  seen,  we  think  that  legislation 
shoold  be  preceded  by  further  anqniry. 

Wk  bbobntlt*  dbew  attention  to  a  gross  and 
egregiona  bill  which  had  been  prepared  for  the  purpose 
of  conferring  on  the  Mayor's  Oonrt  that  jurisdiction  of 
which  the  Ooort  of  Bxoheqner,  the  Exchequer  Chamber, 
and  the  House  of  Lords  successively  affirmed  that  it 
must  be  rejected,  for  the  simple  reason  thatit.wasntteriy 
discordant  to  reason  and  jnstioe.  "  It  seems  to  violate 
every  principle  of  justice  and  every  rational  rule  of 
jnrispmdenoe  and  prooedure."  (Pollcok,  C.B.,  in  Cox  v. 
Mayor  of  London,  10  W.  B.  964.)  It  was  remarkable 
enough  that  any  attempt  whatever  should  be  made  at 
getting  the  sanction  of  the  Legislature  to  so  {nsane  a 
piece  of  absurdity  and  injustice.  The  debates  of  this 
week  have  disclosed  that  the  measure  wiiioh  was  intended 
to  inveet  the  Mayor's  Oonrt  with  this  universality  of 
juriadiction^H>r,  as  the  Attorney-General  put  it,  "  to  con- 
stitnte  a  new  superior  court  of  law  with  unlimited 
jurisdiotion " — ^has  been  introduced  as  a  private  bill  I 
It  would  be  hard  to  conceive  any  measure  of  a  less 
"  private  "  oharaoter  than  this.  Why,  then,  was  it 
slipped  in  as  a  private  bill  ?  In  order,  we  suppose, 
that  a  measure  so  glaringly  and  abanrdly  improper  that 
it  could  never  have  hoped  to  survive  a  second  reading  as 
a  public  bill,  might,  if  possible,  be  smuggled  into  law 
without  anyone  being  aware  of  it.  This  matter  ought 
not  to  drop  here. 

It  is  undebstood  that  the  Judicature  Commission 
are  about  to  issue  a  report  embodying  two  schemes,  one 
favoured  by  Lord  Hatherley  and  one  by  Lord  Cairns. 
A  learned  member  of  the  commission  has  said  that 
the  best  thing  to  be  done  would  be  for  the  commission 
to  be  recalled  and  re-appointed  with  half  the  number  of 
meml)ers.  When  the  details  of  the  alternative  schemes 
are  fully  before  ns  we  shall  be  able  to  jndge  t>etter  how 
Utat  might  be. 


A  mbbtino  of  mbtbopoutan  ooontt  couxt  glebes 
was  held  at  the  Whittington  Club  this  day  week. 
Nearly  thirty  clerks  were  present,  representing  eight 
of  the  metropolitan  conrts  ;  Clerkenwell  and  South- 
wark  were  unrepresented.  It  was  resolved  to  form  an 
association  for  the  purpose  of  obtaining  the  recognition 
of  the  clerks  as  "  civil  servants,"  and  thus  rendering  them 


Jjite,  p.  264. 
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entitled  to  saperannaation  in  acoordance  with  the  terms 
of  the  Superannuation  Act,  1859.  In  the  course  of  the 
meetinf?  it  was  shown  that  at  some  of  the  courts  the 
salaries  are  quite  double  the  amount  paid  at  others  for 
the  same  duties.  Some  are  progressive,  others  stationary. 
Three  of  the  judges  and  several  registrars  were  men- 
tioned as  approving  of  the  action  taken  by  the  clerks. 
A  deputy  registrar  was  present,  and  headed  a  subscrip- 
tion to  defray  expenses. 


Ever  since  Vice-Chancellob  Stuart  completed 
his  fifteenth  year  upon  the  bench  the  papers  have  every 
now  and  then  given  birth  to  rumours  of  his  retirement 
founded  on  no  better  authority  than  the  bare  facts  that 
the  Vice-Chancellor  is  nearly  eighty  years  old  and  en- 
titled to  his  retiring  pension.  The  announcement  re- 
cently made  for  about  the  twentieth  time  is  in  the  pre- 
Fent  instance  true.  It  is  understood  that  Sir  John 
Stuart  does  not  desire  to  continue  upon  the  bench  after 
the  end  of  the  present  sittings.  We  do  not  pretend  to 
say  who  his  successor  may  be,  though  rumours,  as  usual 
are  rife.  The  profession  would  be  very  glad  to  see  the 
great  merits  of  Mr.  Southgate,Q.C.,  recognised.  Theequity 
courts  of  first  instance  rather  need  the  importation  of 
some  gentleman  who  unites  a  thorough  knowledge  of 
law  to  a  sound  common  sense.  Mr.  Southgate  is  ac- 
knowledged to  be  endowed  with  both  these  qualifications 
in  an  especial  degree  -,  there  are  other  Queen's  Counsel 
whose  practice  may  be  larger  ;  none  who  would  make 
a  better  equity  judge,  or  whose  appointment  would  com- 
mand more  respect. 


TRIBUNALS  OF  COMMEBCK. 

A  bill  just  introduced  into  the  House  of  Commons 
by  Mr.  Whitwell,  Lord  Frederick  Cavendish,  and  Mr. 
Chadwick,  "  for  establishing  tribunals  of  commerce,"  is 
one  of  the  oddest  among  the  many  odd  attempts  at 
legislation  which  we  have  lately  met  with.  It  is  mani- 
festly the  result  of  a  not  very  profound  acquaintance 
-with  the  French  system  of  judicature,  and  is  an  attempt  to 
transplant  a  portion  of  that  system  to  English  soil.  In 
France  commercial  transactions  are  separated  by  a  broad 
line  of  demarcation  from  other  transactions;  theconimpr- 
cial  code  by  which  they  are  governed  is  a  totally  dislinct 
body  of  law  from  the  ordinary  civil  code.  It  is  not 
unnatural,  therefore,  that  separate  tribunals  of  commerce 
have  been  retained  to  the  present  day,  though  the  causes 
which  originally  led  to  their  establishment  many  cen- 
turies ago  have  long  ceased  to  exist.  In  England 
we  have  no  commercial  code,  but  one  body  of  law  apply- 
ing to  all  civil  traneaotions  alike;  and  naturally,  there- 
fore, we  have  no  commercial  tribunals,  but  tribunals 
which  administer  justice  in  all  civil  causes  alike.  More- 
over, in  the  present  day  it  is  unanimously  agreed  amongst 
all  who  have  given  a  thought  to  the  subject,  that  in  all 
law  reforms  the  great  objects  to  be  aimed  at  are, 
simplicity  and  uniformity  in  the  rules  of  law,  and  sim- 
plicity and  uniformity  in  the  system  of  judicature;  that 
special  doctrines  of  law  and  special  jurisdictions  are  the 
great  obstacles  to  the  efficient  administration  of  justice. 
The  authors  of  the  present  bill,  however,  ignoring  these 
obvious  considerations,  propose  to  establish  tribunals  of 
commerce  upon  the  French  model. 

The  jurisdiction  intended  to  be  conferred  upon  these 
courts  is  described  in  a  clause  so  remarkable  that  we 
transcribe  it  without  comment,  merely  italicising  a  few 
passages  which  seem  to  us  specially  worthy  of  atten- 
tion : — 

"3.  All  tribunals  of  commerce  constituted  under  and  by 
virtue  of  this  Act  shall  take  cognizance  of  all  disputes  which 
rtlaU  to  commercial  Iransactioui,  or  which  have  an  immediate 
reUtim  thereto,  whether  the  parties  be  traders  or  not ;  and 
the  following  shall  be  deemed  commercial  transactions : 

Every  purchaser  of  produce  and  goods  in  Jorder  to  re-sell 
the  same,  either  in  their  then  state  or  after  having  been 
manufactured  and  changed  in  form  : 


All  undertakings  to  malt,  manufacture,  deKrtr, w 
a  factor,  all  commission  agency,  ship  brokering,  alii 
exchange,  banking,  and  brokerage  businsM,  «cfp(  mti 
actions  at  regards  landed  property  : 

AU  relations  between  merchants,  retail  de&la 
bankers  which  arise  out  of  commercial  tranaiictiona : 

All  bills  of  exchange,  promissory  notes,  and  t« 
transfert  of  money. 

Every  undertaking  to  build  ships,  and  all  pordusi 
and  repairs  of  ships,  and  despatching  of  the  same,  ever 
ment  of  ships,  every  purchase  or  sale  of  rigging  ini 
ships'  stores  or  provisions,  all  freight  or  hiring  of  s 
agreements  entered  into  bif  patiengers  for  their  paao^u 
board,  lending  or  borrowing  money  on  bottomn/.  all  as 
of  ships,  bottomry,  freight,  and  goods,  and  all  other  ( 
relating  to  shipping. 

All  complaints  which  may  be  made  against  m 
book-keepers,  clerks  and  apprentices,  or  other  per 
ployed  by  merchants,  retail  dealers,  bankers,  or  p 
their  respective  business,  as  also  those  employed  byt 
direct  relation  to  such  business." 

Each  tribunal  is  intended  to  consist  of  three 
a  county  court  judge  and  two  merchants.  Qae 
to  the  admissibility  of  evidence  the  county  con 
is  to  decide;  but  all  other  questions,  whether  o 
fact,  are  to  be  decided  by  the  majority  of  the  jud 
jeot  only  to  an  appeal  to  a  superior  court.  The  < 
this  arrangement  seems  to  be  to  secure  that  eT( 
tion  shall  practically  be  decided  by  mercha 
lawyers.  This  suggestion  is  a  very  good  exam] 
kind  of  proposal  constantly  made  by  nnthinkin 
who  are  struck  by  the  expense  and  delay  of  I 
ceedings,  assume  that  it  is  entirely  the  1 
the  lawyers,  and  fancy  that  all  might  be 
by  substituting  men  of  common  sense  for  i 
of  legal  refinements.  They  seldom  stop 
sider  that  if  you  would  abolish  lawyers  j 
first  abolish  law.  To  administer  law  you  m\ 
law,  and  to  know  law  you  must  study  law, 
be  a  lawyer.  A  sensible  man  of  business  may  h 
administer  very  good  justice  of  some  sort,  bn' 
tainly  cannot  administer  law  ;  and  we  do  i 
mercantile  men  are  at  all  anxious  to  return  to  tl 
state,  by  having  mercantile  transactions  exclu 
the  cognizance  of  the  law. 

To  exclude  law  the  more  effectually  fro 
tribunals  clause  13  would  enact  that  no  fees  fc 
or  attorney  are  to  be  allowed,  unless  specially  av 
the  Court.  This  proposal,  which  is  taken  in  a  i 
form  from  the  French  Commercial  Code,  if  it  is 
to  have  any  effect  at  all,  must  be  intended  real 
elude  lawyers  from  the  courts,  and  compel  a 
who  has  any  controversy  with  another  to  give  U] 
time  to  collecting  evidence  and  preparing  his  ci 
court,  and  conducting  his  case  in  court,  inste.i 
ploying  skilled  persons  to  do  these  things  for  hi 
One  of  the  most  eccentric  proposals  in  the  bi 
found  in  clause  15.  Everybody  knows  that,  ai 
many  sentimental  dreams  of  revolutionary  Fr 
was  the  idea  of  a  peace-making  functionary,  w 
it  should  be  to  see  intended  litigants  before  t 
mence  litigation,  and  endeavour  to  mediate  betw 
and  effect  an  amicable  settlement.  This  drea 
its  embodiment  in  thejnge  de  pair.  Everybo( 
too,  that,  whatever  service  the  jiige  de  paix  n 
done  in  other  ways — as  a  peacemaker,  the  pu 
which  he  was  instituted.he  hasprovedaa  absolu 
in  fact  a  nuisance;  so  much  so  that  all  classes  in  Fi 
our  in  wishing  to  get  rid  of  him.  Yet  the  clai 
speaking  of  actually  proposes  to  introduce  us  ti 
de  pair  in  the  homely  garb  of  a  county  court 
When  a  case  is  brought  before  the  tribunal,  the 
is  to  cite  the  parties  before  him,  hear  all  they 
to  say,  talk  to  them  like  a  father,  and  give  tl 
opinion  and  advice  thereupon."  It  is  thus  n 
their  option  to  follow  and  abide  by  this  advia 
as  they  shall  think  fit."  The  ignorance  which 
posal  displays — ignorance  of  the  institution 
seeks  to  mimic,  ignorance   of  the  temper  of 
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ipoTMoe  of  the  luitun  of  ooramaraial  traoMotiona,  and 
the  kudi  of  coatacoraniM  which  arlie  oat  of  thorn, — ii 
iNll/itutUof. 


GAME  LAW  BBFORU. 
Seranl  billi  haro  ainady  boon  introdaoed  into  the 
Houe  of  Oommona  on  the  nibjeot  of  the  game  laws,  and 
it  Mens  probable  that  soma  legialation  may  take  plaoa 
(iwteMion.  BUlehwre  been  intiodaoad  by  Mr.  Hard- 
e»<tl«  ud  by  Mr.  P.  A.  Taylor  relating  to  Eogland,  in 
vldition  to  two  bills  relating  solely  to  Sootland.  Mr. 
Hudoutle'i  bill,  which  we  are  now  going  to  oonsider,  is 
open  to  aome  critioism  on  matters  of  detail  and  wording 
wliioh  s  eaiefnl  revision  by  a  lawyer  woald  probably  re- 
ooTe.  Indeed,  we  have  aome  donbt  whether  the  bill,  as 
drawn,  would  carry  oat  what  we  imagine  is  the  intention 
of  ita  promoters.  All  game  questions  may  be  divided  into 
dm*  elaisea  First,  qnestions  arising  between  persona 
in  tome  way  interested  in  the  land,  whether  as  landlords  or 
s]  tananti,  and  strangers,  or,  as  they  are  commonly  called, 
poaehen  ;  secondly,  questions  arising  between  persons 
htrin;  different  interests  in  the  land,  as  between  landlords 
ud  teosota  ;  and,  thirdly,  qaeetiona  of  polioy  affecting 
the  ^aeral  pablic,  such  as  arise  in  referenoe  to  the  eaaot- 
Dienca  u  to  close  times,  licences,  and  other  similar  pro- 
tiuona  intended  for  the  protection  and  encoaragement  of 
the  supply  of  game. 

ii  regards  the  first  class  of  qneetions  there  has  been 

for  lome  time  a  growing  opinion  that  the  best  solation 

eithem  is  to  make  game  property  in  a  different  sense  to 

*htt  it  is  now.     The  more  a  country  becomes  ooltivated 

ud  enclosed,  the  more  inapplicable  to  the  real  state  of 

thia{9  becomes  the  common  law  doctrine  as  to  fetvi  natura. 

ttea  scarcely  be  denied  that  in  the  present  state  of  this 

miotajr  game  would  cease  to  exist  but  for  artificial  pro- 

tietigi,  and  that  being  so,  it  seems  advisable  that  those 

till  irtifioislly  protect  it  sboald  have  some  real  right  of 

f^potyinit.  The  difficulties,  such  as  there  are,  in  the  way 

•f  creating  a  new  right  of  property  in  game,  are  not,  we 

thiok,  by  any  means  insuperable,  while,  if  it  is  done,  the 

tlijtet  is  at  onoe  attained  of,  on  the  one  hand,  protecting 

(UM  widioat  having  lepooise  to  any  exceptional,  and, 

OS  that  ground,  unpopular,  measnrea.diflerent  to  those  pro- 

Ueting  other  property,  and  on  the  other  hand  of  making 

■on  spplioable  to  it  than  at  present  the  maxim  sh  utere 

tw  at  ofieasat  noa  Icedat,  and  thereby  preventing  damage 

beiog  done  to  neighbours  by  the   over-preservation  of 

PUK-    Mr.  HardMstle  has,  on  previons  occasions,  been 

an  edvooate  of  thia  view  of  making  game  property,  and 

**  bars  understood  that  his  bill  was  intended  to  carry  it 

oat. 

It  teems  to  as,  however,  somewhat  douMfal  whether 
P  would  do  so.  It  contains  a  section,  the  head-note  of 
wUoh  is, "game  to  be  the  property  of  the  occupier,"  but 
<ke  text  greatly  and  nnnecesaarily  limits  this.  It  merely 
Mjt  that  game  shall  be  deemed  to  be  the  property  of 
tbe  ooeapier  of  the  land  on  which  it  is  reduced  into  poa- 
kMwo,  either  by  being  killed  or  taken  alive.  This  is 
Gttle,  if  anything,  more  than  declaratory  of  the  present 
Mats  of  the  law,  and  obviously  creates  no  property  in 
«w  game.  In  JBUidet  v.  mygi  (18  W.  B.  927),  in  the 
Botse  of  Iiords,  it  was  decided  that  rabbits,  on  being 
olltJ,  at  onoe  became  the  property  of  the  owner  and 
*Kapier  (in  that  case  the  same  person)  of  the  land  on 
v^Kk  (hsy  had  been  both  started  and  killed.  This  was 
Mid,  upon  the  anthorily  of  a  dictum  of  Lord  Holt,  and 
•CTeral  esses  in  which  that  dictnm  was  recognised.  It 
Utnis  that,  according  to  Lord  Holt,  a  different  doctrine 
Prevails  where  the  game  has  been  started  on  one  man's 
Ixxl,  and  pursued  on  to  and  killed  on  the  land  of 
uotbsr.  Thia  case  may  possibly  be  provided  for  by  the 
ouie  in  the  bilL  It  may  also  perhaps  be  intended  to 
"^  •'wa  en  the  word  "  cooupier,"  and  vest  the  property 
la  him  as  against  the  owner.  We  apprehend,  however, 
^  this  is  unnecessary,  and  that  there  is  no  doubt  that, 
u  the  ahsuiae  of  reservation,  game  killed  becomes  the 


property  of  the  occupier,  and  not  of  the  owner ~6f  the  soil. 
Where  the  word  "  owner "  is  used  in  the  oases,  aa  in 
Bladei  v.  Higgt,  it  is  not  used  as  distinguished  from  oo* 
copier,  but  aa  including  the  occupier,  who  really  is  aa 
owner,  though  possibly  only  for  a  limited  time.     It  ia  • 
mistake  to  suppose  that  the  reason  why  game  is  not  the 
subject  of  larceny  is  that  when  carried  away  it  is  not 
property.     The  reason,  aa  pointed  out  in  Bladei  v.  Biggs, 
is  that  where  the  taking-^that  is,  the  killing,  and  carry- 
ing away — is  one'  continnoas  aot,  it  does  not  amount  to  a 
taking  of  personal  chattels,  but  is  rather  analogous  to 
severing    and  carrying    off   a    part    of    the    freehold, 
such   M  a    fixture,   which,    at    oommon    law,    is    not 
larceny.     It  is  possible  that  this  clause  in  the  bill  would 
give  a  more  absolute   property  than  can   be  aoqnired 
at  present  by  taking  game  alive;  but  that  is  compara' 
tively  nuimportant.    In  fact,  the  only  extensive  opera- 
tion that  the  clause  ooold  have  would  be  through  the 
interpretation  clause  in    the    bill,    which  includes    as 
game  animals  and  birds  which  would  uot  be  game  within 
the   rule  of  Blades  v.   Biggi—%u»Ai,  for   instance,   as 
foxes.    What  conceivable  object  there  can  be  in  giving 
an  occupier  property  in  a  dead  fox  it  is  difficult  to  see. 
We  presume  fctxes  are  inoladed  for  the  purpose  of  bene- 
fiting fox  hunting  and  preserving  the  means  of  sport; 
but    unfortunately    even    thia    object    would    not    be 
attained,  as  anyone  deeiring  to  get  rid  of  a  fox  woald 
probably  be  content  with  killing  it,  without  carrying  it 
away.    One  principal  object  of  making  game  property  ia 
to  make  it  a  subject  of  larceny,  and  this  will  not  bo 
effected  clearly  and  decisively,  if  at  all,  by  the  bill  ai  it 
stands.     It  is  provided  that  any  person  unlawfully  and 
wilfully  taking  any  game    shall   be  liable,  on  a   first 
conviction,  to  fine  or  impriaoument  tpi  not  more  than 
six  months;  on  second  conviction,  to  impritonment  for  % 
year;  and  on  the  third  oonviotion  shiJl  be  guilty   oC 
felony,  and  punishable  as  for  simple  laroeny.     It  would 
be  muoh  better  to  make  the  offence  larceny  at  once,  and, 
if  thought  desirable,  to  limit  the  punishment  for  first  or 
second  oonviotions.    This  would  carry  with  it  all  Um 
ordinary  incidents    of    the   offence  of    laroeny,   as    to 
attempts  to  commit  it,  receivers,  restitution  of  property, 
and  the  like.     As  the  bill  stands,  it  is  doubtfnl  whether 
a  person  killing  game  with  intent  to  steal  it,  and  pre- 
vented from  doing  so,  could  be  convicted  of  an  attempt  to 
steal  it;  because  the  second  clause  provides  that  no  person 
shall  be  proseonted  criminally  for  UUing  game.  This  might 
mean — should  not  be  punished  merely  for  killing  game; 
but  as  all  the  Acts  under  which  he  could  be  convicted 
for  this  are  repealed,  it  must  be  supposed  that  something 
else  is  intended.     At  regards  reoeivers,  it  would  rather 
seem  that,  as  the  bill  stands,  a  person  receiving  game, 
knowing  that  it  had  been  obtained  by  an  offence  against 
the  Aot,  would  be  liable  to  a  conviction  for  receiving 
stolen  goods,  if  the  person  who  unlawfully  took  the  game 
had  happened  to  have  been  twice  previously  convicted  of 
a  similar  offence,  but   not  otherwise.      It   is  obvioua 
that  this  olreumstance    has    no  bearing   at   all   upon 
the  guilt  of   the  receiver.      Probably  it  might  answer 
the  purpoee  required,  if  the  provisions  of  the  Laroeny 
Act,   24    tt  2o   Vict  o.  96,    ss.    21,    22 — relating    to 
steejing,  or  killing  with   intent   to  steal,   "any  bird, 
beast,  or  other  animal,  ordinarily  kept  in  a  state  of  oon> 
finemeut,  or  need  for  any  domeetio  purpose" — were  ex- 
tended to  the  oase  of  game.    Thus  the  nnlawfol  taking 
of  game  would  be  made  an  offence  nnder  the  Laroeny 
Act,  and  it  would  be  nnoeoessary  to  r<>>«at,  as  is  done  la 
Mr.  Hardcastle's  bill,  the  clause  in  that  Aot  authorising 
the  apprehension  of  persons  about  to  commit  any  offence 
against  the  Act.     It  would,  however,  be  still  better  to 
add  to  the  provision  aa  to  game  rednoed  Into  possession 
an  enactment  making  live  wild  game  the  property  of  the 
occupier  of  the  land  on  which  it  was  for  the  time  being, 
and  the  subject  of  larceny.      We  do  not  believe  that 
there  would   be  any  real  difficulty  created  by  the  tran- 
sitory nature  of  such  property. 
Passing  now  to  the. consideration  of  the  manner  ia 
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which  Mr.  HardeaiUe  bM  dealt  with  the  second  clau  of  \ 
qaestion!— thoee  •dsing  between  Undlord  and  tenant— 
we  find  hU  propouli  not  rerj  exteniiTe.  He  leaTea 
eTeiything  in  the  fatnre  to  the  oontraot  of  the  partiea, 
providing  merely  that  a  contract  in  writing,  aa  to  any 
l^ght  to  game  if  for  a  term  not  exceeding  three  yean, 
shall  have  the  same  force  as  if  by  deed.  This  is  rendered 
necessary  by  the  repeal  of  1  &  2  Will.  4^,  c.  32,  i.  8-,  nnder 
which  a  reserration  of  game  in  a  parol  demise  WM 
effectaal.  Bat  for  this,  of  conrse,  a  deed  wonld  be  re< 
qaired  to  create  s  right  of  entry.  As  regards  existing 
reservations,  the  bill  declares  that  where  any  snch  exist 
the  occnpier  shall  be  deemed  to  haTe  ooTenanted  to  give 
the  person  in  whoee  faroar  snch  reservation  has  been 
made  certain  rights  of  entry,  specified  at  length  in  the 
section.  We  are  not  sure  that  we  nnderstand  the  object 
of  this  section.  lb  probably  is  not  intended  to  interfere 
at  all  extensively  with  existing  agreements,  and  moet 
likely  would  not  do  so.  In  a  few  casei,  of  conrse,  it 
would  happen  that  the  oonstrnotion  of  the  clause  in  the 
bill  would  be  different  from  that  in  an  existing  agree- 
ment, though  the  rights  enumerated  are  only  those  ordi- 
narily incident  to  a  reservation  of  a  right  of  sporting. 
This  may  happen,  for  instance,  in  conseqnenoe  of  the 
interpretation  clanse,  to  which  we  have  referred,  being 
more  extenHive  than  any  previoas  definition  of  game.  We 
conjecture,  however,  that  the  draftsman  who  inserted 
this  clause  imagined  that  his.  previous  clanse,  making 
game  the  property  of  the  ooonpier,  would  have  a  macli 
more  extensive  operation  than  it  really  wotild,  and  that 
the  effect  might  be  to  pnt  an  end  to  existing  reserva- 
tions. We  scarcely  think  that  it  would  have  that  effect, 
for  the  reasons  we  have  already  stated..  Possibly,  how- 
ever, it  may  be  advisable  to  prevent  doubts  arising,  by 
inserting  some  clause  that  existing  agreements  are  to 
remain  in  fores,  and  this  clause  really  amounts  to  little 
more.  It  seems,  however,  objectionable  in  form,,  becaose 
likely  needlessly  to  provoke  opposition. 

As  regards  the  third  class  of  questions,  viz.,  those  re- 
lating to  the  general  policy  of  preserving  game,  the  bill 
repeals,  aa  we  believe,  all,  and  certainly  most,  of  the 
enactments  whioh  protect  game.  It  re-enacts,  however, in 
substance,  the  various  provisions  of  the  Acts  which  prevent 
persons  from  dealing  in  game  without  a  licence.  It  also 
contains  a  somewhat  curious  and  very  ill-drawn  olattse, 
intended  to  supply  the  place  of  the  close  time  enactments 
in  the  repealed  Acts.  The  20th  section  says  that  if  any 
person  shall  have  in  his  possession  any  dead  bird  of  game 
Hfter  the  seventh  day  of  March,  he  shall,  on  oonviotioo, 
forfeit,  &c.  We  presume  it  is  not  meant  to  say  "  after  the 
fcventh  day  of  March  next,''  so  aa  to  prohibit  the  future 
possession  of  any  dead  game  birds  at  all.  If  the  7th  of 
March  in  any  year  is  meant  this  should  be  expressed,  and 
the  day  of  the  year  on  whioh  it  is  first  to  become  lawful 
again  to  be  in  possession  of  game  should  also  be  named; 
otherwise,  the  only  day  of  the  year  on  which  game  might 
safely  be  eaten  would  be  on  the  7th  of  March,  and  then 
it  rau.'<t  have  been  killed  the  same  day. 

We  have  said  enough  to  show  that,  however  excellent 
in  intention,  the  bill  requires  careful  revision.  As  re- 
gards the  second  class  of  questions — those  between  land- 
lord and  tenant,  it  is  questionable  whether  the  bill  goes 
far  enough.  It  is  of  course  desirable,  on  general  prin- 
ciples, not  to  interfere  with  freedom  of  contract;  but, 
without  absolutely  restricting  this,. we  think  something 
more  might  be  done  towards  assisting  the  tenant  in  ob- 
taining the  terms  he  wonld  bargain  for  if  both  parties 
were  on  eqnal  terms.  Thus,  we  think  all  reservations  or 
grants  of  rights  of  shooting  should  be  deemed  to 
be  pergonal  only — that  is,  not  assignable  by  under- 
letting— unless  the  contrary  were  clearly  expreaaly. 
Tills  would  do  much  to  disconntenance  the  letting  Of 
sliootings,  and  we  fancy  it  will  be  found  that  it  is  princi- 
pally where  the  shooting  over  their  farms  is  let  to  some 
oiie  who  has  no  interest  in  the  land  or  in  their  welfare, 
and  not  where  it  is  in  the  hands  of  their  landlords,  that 
tenant-farmers  have  much  real  groundiof  complaint.    As 


the  law  now  standa  on-  this  point,  a  mere  ri^ht  of  e 
sport  for  pnrpoaes  of  pleasure  only  woaU  be  conti 
be  a  mere  personal  right,  bat  where,  as  in  practi' 
waya  the  case,  the  right  includes  a  right  to  i>i 
the  game  killed,  then  as  this  is  in  the  nstai 
profit,  it  is  held  to  be  an  assignable  right  anleu 
trary  is  expressed. 

Mr.  P.  A.  Taylor's  Chune  Law  Bill  is  not  wot 
tailed  oritidam  owing  to  the  improbability  of  its 
It  may  be  mentlonad,  however,  that  after  a  long  | 
whioh  is  irreleTant  and,  in  the  opinion  of  most 
UDtme,  it  goea  oa  to  repeal  all  existing  Acta  oa 
jeot  in  a  manner  so  olnmsy  aa  to  make  what  is 
to  be  repealed  a  matter  of  the  very  greatest  doal 


RECEITT  DECISIONS. 


EQUITK. 
Solicitob's  Libit  ok  PROPiRTr  Recoyebxd 

SKBTXD  IK  A.   SuiT. 

Titynam  r.  Porter,  V;C.B.,  19  W.  E,  161 

The  caaea  in  which  it  has  been  held  that  a  i 

entitled  to  a  lien  on  property   recovered  ot 

through  his  instrumentality  for    his  client. 

Attorneys  Act  (2S  k  24  Yiot.  c.  127,  s.  28| 

snbjeot  of  a  note  in  our  columns  (13  S.  J 

HehoUfltld  v.  Loekmotd  (IT  W.  R.   184).     &* 

JjKhcood  was  a  foreclosore  suit,  the  decrse 

established  the  client's  right  to  redeem  ;  and  t 

of  the  Bolla  held,  on  the  oUent    becoming 

that  the  solicitor  had  a  lien  on  the  client's 

redemption,  as  an  interest  preserved  within  th 

of  the  Act.     Twi/Wim  v.  Porter  was  a  suit  for  i 

and  reoonveyanoe  of  estates  in  mortgage  ; 

waa  iq^pointed  on  behalf  of  the  plaintiff,  a: 

more    was    done    in    the    suit,    which    va 

miied,  one  of  the  terms  being  that  a  sum  she 

to  the  plaintiff.     The  Vioe-Ohancellor  held  I 

appointment  of  the  receiver  had  had  the  effect 

the  plaintiff's  interest,  the  solicitor  was  entiti 

on  the  moneys  payable  to  his  client  under  the  c 

The  Act,  as  the  Master  of  the  Rolls  said  in  5i 

Zoeknood,  is  intended  to  be  construed  liberally 

remedial  enactments..    If  there  is  anything 

the  client,  tbe  solicitor  who  has  secured  it  i: 

his  lien.     It  ia  enough   if  be  has  obtained 

appoint  a  receiver,  though  no  receiver  has  bee 

{BaiUy  r.  Birehall,  2  H'.  &  U.  371).     Acoo 

apparent  meaning  of  the  section,  and  tbe 

JBaiUj/  V.  Sirehall,  the  property  need  not  be 

of  the  client  of  the  solicitor  claiming  the  lien 

property  ia  secured  for  all  parties  the  solici 

it  is  entitled  to  his  lien,  irrespective  of  his  diei 

and  althongh  it  turns  out  that  his  client  bae 

in  the  property  seonred.     In  Berrit  v.  HertU 

Ch.   Dig.  128,  L.  B.   3  Bq.  1)  the  Master  c 

said  that  it  ia  only  on  the  interest  of  the  cli 

aoUoitor  has  the  charge,  and  not  on  the  intei 

persona,  who  have  not  employed  the  solicitor, 

property.      The    correctness    of   this    decisi 

questioned  if  intended  to  lay  doirn  a  gener 

It  is  not  reoonoileable  with  Bailey  v.  Bircha 

not,  we  sabmit,  accord  with  the  language  of 


Country  Solioitob  akd  Tows  Aoekt — 1 

COKMUKICATIOyS. 

Catt  V.  Iburle,  YX.S.,  19  W.  R.  5( 
The  precise  point  in  this  case  waa  decided 
Lord  Lyndhurst,  who  held  that  a  party  tc 
ought  not  to  be  required  to  produce  com: 
whioh  had  passed  between  bis  country  solic 
town  agent,  either  during  the  cause  or  with 
it,  previous  to  its  commencement  (^Hitghrs  \ 
4  Ruos.  190).  There  is  a  decision  to  tbe  sai 
law,  where  the  solicitor,  and  not  the  defendi 
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ptrtx  inteiTOgated  (Perhin*  r.  HatvlUhait,  2  Stark,  239). 
In  faot,  sneh  prateotion  aa  tha  Oonxta  extend  to  oomma- 
nintioni  between  the  client  and  his  piofanional  adriiwr 
cianot  bat  extend  to  all  intormediato  agenta,  and  the 
emphitio  obMrration  of  the  Vioe-Chanoellor  la  logfioally 
aoood,  that,  after  the  dlapnte  has  arisen,  all  oommnnios- 
tiona  between  the  client  and  his  professional  adviser,  and 
»  pcofearional  adriser  on  the  latter's  behalf,  relating  to 
aach  diipnte,  are  priTileged. 

The  Tioe-Chancellor  farther  obserTed  that  the  doctrine 
of  pririlsgv  bad  been  very  mnoh  extended  in  his  time. 
The  anooeariTe  steps  by  which  the  doctrine  was  extended 
were  traoed  in  Li>rd  WaUingham  r.  Goodriekt  (8  Hare, 
\H).  Originally,  aooording  to  Vioe-Ohanoellor  Wigrram 
in  thtt  esse,  oommnnications  were  prhrilegad  only  when 
mule  with  reference  to  pending  litigation.  The  next 
itepwM  to  protect  oommnnioations  made  before  litiga- 
tion, bnt  in  oontomplation  of  amd  with  zefeience  to  it. 
Tbia  was  the  doctrine  of  Lord  Ellenborongh  in  1827 
[WittUmt  T.  Mundie,  By.  &  Moo.  34).  The  next  stop 
was  to  protect  oommnnioations  after  the  dispate  which 
ended  in  the  litigation,  thongh  not  in  oontomplation  of 
or  with  reference  to  that  litigation  {Seott  r.  Garland,  3 
Sin.  396;  BoUan  ▼.  OirforatUm  of  Liverpool,  \b.  467). 
Thia  ii  at  present  the  law  with  respect  to  oases  where 
tha  disooTery  is  aonght  from  the  client.  Where  the 
wlicitor  is  interrogated,  his  privilege  is  not  limited  by 
the  leference  to  proceedings  pending  or  in  contempla- 
tion, as  the  priTilege  of  the  client  is,  and  tha  client  may 
itin  be  oompelled  by  a  bill  of  disoovery  to  disclose  com- 
Doniostions  made  before  the  dispato  arose,  except  so  far 
u  the;  oontain  legal  advice  or  opinions  {Lord  Walting- 
Un  T.  Qoidriohe,  tup.'),  where  the  solicitor  oonid  sno- 
cmfnllj  plead  privilege,  if  interrogated.  There  seems  to 
he  10  anbstantial  reason  for  this  distinction,  considering 
liut  the  privilege  is  that  of  the  client,  bnt  the  distinction 
HUhliahad  by  the  Hooae  of  Lords  in  Hadolift  ▼.  Fnrt- 
*»  (1  Bro.  P.  C.  514),  thmigh  often  disapproved  of,  has 
■KheaoTeimled. 


OOUHON  LAW. 


fiSLUKBHT— BOBOTTOH    VOTB — PAST  09  A.  HOtTSI — 

Join  ASD  Sepakatk  Batutg — S3  k  83  Vicrr.  c.  41 

(The  Poob-bate   AssEasKKSr   Act,    1869),  88.  8, 

4, 19. 

Crou  V.  Altop,  O.P.,  19  W.  B.  181. 

The  actnal  decision  in  this  oaae,  which  is  nnqnee- 
lioniUy  ootreot,  might  have  been  based  on  a  very  simple 
pound.  The  importenoe  of  the  oaae  oonsiste  in  the 
ituons  given  by  tJi«  judges,  and  the  oonstmction  they 
pot  npon  the  19th  section  of  what  is  nsnally  called 
Towhen'i  Act.  It  has  been  considered  that  this  section 
Ksctically  abolished  the  rating  qoalifloations  for  tha 
tnnchise,  by  enacting  that  any  persons  whose  names 
bd  been  omitted  from  a  rate  shonld  be  entitled  to  amy 
Innchiie  depending  npon  rating,  notwithstanding  such 
>°ua(ioo.  The  judges  of  the  Common  Fleas  have,  how* 
Iter,  held  that  thia  view  was  not  oorreot,  and  that  the 
action  in  qnestion  only  preserves  the  franohise  for 
Mnpien  whose  case  comes  within  either  the  3rd  or  4th 
action  of  the  Act — that  is,  where  the  owner  of  a  here- 
littment  of  the  limited  yalne  there  mentioned  has  be- 
come liable  to  be  rated  instead  of  the  oconpier,  either  by 
'''toe  of  a  written  agreement  by  him  to  that  effect,  or  by 
>  reaolntion  of  the  vestry.  This  oonstmction  is,  we 
t^nk,  lomewhat  qneationable.  Now  that  it  has  been 
P^cn,  it  will  probably  be  followed ;  bnt  inatsmnoh  as  it  is 
"ot  necessary  for  the  decision  of  the  qnestion  before  the 
(ioart,  it  may  be  argued  in  any  future  case  that  it  was  a 
•Ktediotam. 

1^  caas  was  this.  A  man  occupied,  in  the  city  of 
^"^t  part  of  a  house,  and  for  the  pnrposea  of  the  oaae 
it  mtj  be  aasnmed  that  he  oocnpied  it  aa  a  separate 
udling.  There  was,  however,  no  structural  severance, 
^tlumfors,  if  his  claim  rested  upon  the  Act  of  1882, 
distinctly  within  the  authority  of  Gooh  v. 


hi« 


Sumber  (10  W.  B.  427).  The  claimant  was  forced,  there- 
fore, to  rely  upon  the  Aot  of  1867,  under  which,  by  the 
interpretation  olsnse,  a  part  of  a  hoaae  may  give  a  qaali- 
fioatiun  if  it  is  occupied  a^  a  separate  dwelling  and  sepa- 
rately rated.  Two  other  cases  were  before  the  Court  at 
the  same  time,  whioh  differed  only  in  this,  that  in  them 
the  claumanta  were  evidently  separately  rated.  In  these 
two  cases  the  Court  took  time  to  consider  their  judg- 
ment, and  have  not  yet  given  it.  In  Crott  v.  Altop  they 
gave  judgment,  on  the  ground  that,  independently  of  the 
pointe  raised  in  the  other  cases,  the  manner  in  which  the 
claimant  had  been  rated  was  fatal  to  his  right  to  vote. 
The  facts  aa  to  the  rating  were  these:— The  overseers  bad 
agreed  with  the  owner  to  collect  the  rates  from  him.  It 
was  not  stated  by  the  revising  barrister  that  there  was 
any  agreement  in  writing  by  the  owner  to  become  liable 
to  the  rates  whether  the  hereditamenta  were  occupied  or 
not,  and  it  was  assumed  by  the  Conrt  that  there  was  no 
such  agreement.  On  the  rate-book  the  neunes  of  the 
claimant  and  the  other  two  ocoapiers  of  parte  of  the 
house  were  entered  in  the  oocnpiers'  column,  the  name  of 
the  owner  was  entered  in  the  owners'  column,  but  the 
rental,  rateable  value,  and  rate  in  the  pound  for  the 
whole  house  only  were  entered,  and  not  separate  amonnte 
for  the  separate  parte  of  the  house  occupied  by  each  occu- 
pier. The  column  headed  "  Amount  assessed  on  owner 
instead  of  occupier"  was  left  blank.  The  caae  of 
Wright  V.  Stockport  (1  Lutw.  82)  shows  that  this  was  a 
sufficient  rating  of  the  occupier  to  satisfy  the  require- 
ment of  the  statute  that  the  occupier  shonld  be  rated; 
but  Cuthherlum  v.  Hainei  (17  W.  B.  46S)  shows,  if  any 
authority  were  required  on  so  simple  a  point,  that  it  was 
not  a  separate  rating  of  eaoh  ooenpier  for  the  part  ot  the 
house  occupied  by  him,  but  a  joint  rating  of  the  three 
oconpiera  for  the  whole  house. 

Upon  this  appearing  it  at  once  became  clear  that  the 
claimant  was  not  entitied  to  vote.  He  was  duly  rated, 
bnt  not  separately  rated,  and,  as  he  had  to  rely  on  the 
Act  of  1867,  he  could  not  succeed  unless  he  was 
separately  rated.  As  to  the  19Ch  section  of  Gtosohen's 
Aot  the  first  portion  of  that  section,  if  it  applied  to  tha 
claimant's  case  at  all,  only  declared  that  he  should  be 
considered  as  duly  rated — whioh  he  clearly  was  inde- 
pendently of  this  enactment,  although  not  separately 
rated.  As  to  the  last  proviso  of  the  seotion  it  obviously 
could  not  apply,  becaase  it  only  relates  to  ocoapiers 
omitted,  and  this  occupier  was  not  omitted  bat  aotaally 
rated.  It  would,  therefore,  have  been  quite  sufficient  to 
decide  the  case  on  thia  ground,  without  adding  that  npon 
the  true  conatmction  of  the  19th  section  it  did  not  apply 
to  the  case.  This,  however,  all  the  members  of  the 
Court  go  on  to  add,  and  it  is  this  part  of  the  judgment 
which  is  somewhat  questionable,  though,  if  oorreot,  of 
very  great  importance. 

It  m^  be,  of  course,  that  the  meaning  thus  put  by  the 
Conrt  upon  the  language  used  by  the  Legislatnrb  is  the 
true  legal  meaning  of  the  words.  It  is  notorions, 
however,  that  it  is  not  the  meaning  whioh  was  in  fact 
intended  by  the  members  of  the  Legislature  who  passed 
the  Act.  Independently  of  the  debates  npon  the  subject 
a  compariaoD  of  the  bill  as  introduced  with  the  Aot  aa 
passed  will  show  this,  and  the  object  meant  to 
be  attained  by  the  amendment  will  probably  be  made 
still  more  dear  by  a  reference  to  our  article  of  Jnne  19th, 
1869  (18  S.  J.  674),  written  whilst  the  biU  was  passing 
through  the  House  of  Commons,  amd  in  whioh  several  of 
the  amendments  afterwards  made  in  the  MU,  and  par- 
ticularly in  this  very  19th  seotion,  were,  as  we  believe, 
first  suggested  amd  the  reasons  for  their  introdnotion 
pointed  out 

It  is  remarkable  that  although  the  Court  of  Common 
Pleaa  at  once  arrived  at  the  conclusion  that  the  finding 
of  tiw  revising  barrister  that  the  overseera  had  "agreed 
to  colleot  the  rato  from  the  owner  "  did  not  amount  to  a 
statement  that  the  owner  had  agreed  to  become  liable 
to  the  rate  under  the  3rd  section  of  the  Act,  yet  the 
oonatrnotion  put  on  the  Aot  atssumes  that    When    the 
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Xegislatnre,  in  tbe  19th  section,  naes  the  wotde, "  whether 
the  rate  is  ooUeoted  from  the  owner  or,"  ko.,  they 
meant  "  whether  there  has  been  an  agreement  under  the 
8rd  section  or,"  Ico.  It  seems  to  as  that  the  Legislature 
in  using  the  words,  "  ooUeoted  from  the  owner,"  intro- 
ducing them  as  they  do  by  the  words  "  in  erery  case,"  in. 
tentionally  departed  from  the  language  used  in  the  3id 
section,  and  meant  to  inolnde  cas«s  where  the  rate  was, 
dtfaeto,  collected  from  the  owner,  although  the  ooonpler 
might  be  the  person  who  ought  to  be  rated.  That  such  cases 
are  common  all  over  tbe  country  is  well  known,  and  that 
the  practice  was  in  fact  well  known  to  the  Legislature  is 
shown  by  tbe  reports  of  seTeral  committees  of  the  House 
of  Commons  which  have  iuTestigsted  the  subject.  The 
legal  effect  of  such  an  arrangement  probably  is  that  the 
pariah  constitute  the  owner  their  agent  to  collect  the 
rate  from  his  tenant,  the  occupier,  who  is  the  person 
really  liable,  and  the  owner  also,  by  his  agreement  to 
include  the  rates  in  the  rent,  becomes  the  tenants'  agent 
to  pay  the  rates  on  their  behalf.  Where  this  is  done  the 
parish  authorities  hare  always  been  careless  as  to  what 
names  they  inserted  in  the  rate -book  as  those  of  the 
occupiers,  and  frequently  tbe  names  appearing  were 
those  of  persons  who  had  long  ceased  to  occupy.  We 
think  that  the  Legislature  meant  to  provide,  by  the 
enactment  in  the  I9th  section  in  question,  an  addi- 
tional security  against  this  being  done,  and  at  all  events 
to  provide  that  if  it  was  done  the  occupiers  should 
not  be  prejudiced  as  regards  their  right  of  voting.  We 
think  also  that  the  lan^age  used,  construed  as  it 
^  legitimately  may  be,  by  the  light  of  the  known  state  of 
things  in  fact  existing  when  the  Act  was  passed,  is 
sufficient  to  carry  this  meaning.  Indeed,  if  the  atten- 
tion of  the  Court  bad  been  directed  to  tbe  words  nsed — 
"  in  every  case,  whether  the  rate  is  collected  from  the 
owner  or  occupier,  or  the  owner  is  liable  to  the  payment 
of  the  rate  instead  of  the  occupier,"  it  would  seem 
idtpossible  that  they  could  have  held  that  the  Legisla- 
ture did  not  mean  to  include  some  cases  where  the 
rate  was  collected  from  the  owner  without  liis  being 
liable  to  the  payment  of  it  instead  of  the  occupier. 

We  cannot,  therefore,  regard  the  constrnction  thus  put 
upon  the  Act,  which,  as  we  have  shown,  is  not  necessary 
for  the  decision  of  the  oase  before  tbe  Court,  as  of  any 
great  authority.  It  is,  however,  a  point  of  great 
importance,  and  the  decision  having  been  once  given  it 
likely  to  be  followed. 


COTJBTS. 

COURT  OF  CHANCERY. 

Master  or  the  Rolu. 

Haroh  9. — S«  Orwell  Oyster  Pithery  Company. 

AffidariU. 

In  this  case  plain  copy  aflSdavits  had  been  tendered,  hat 

acceptance  of  them  refased,  upon  tbe  ground  that  ofiice  copies 

must  be  served. 

Lord  Rotin.LT,  M.R.,  said. — It  most  be  understood  that, 
in  future,  1  shall  not  allow  a  person  to  plead  that  he  has 
had  no  copies  of  Eiffidavita  filed  by  the  otber  side,  when  he 
has  refused  plain  copies  which  have  been  offered  to  him. 


COURT  OF  BANKRUPTCY. 

(Before  Mr.  Registrar  Mvkbat,  acting  as  Chief  Judge.) 

Feb.  15,  March  l.—Ex  parte  Park ;  Se  Daly. 

Ditputed  proof — Promiasory  note. 

This  was  a  motion  on  behalf  of  Mr.  Park,  a  creditor  of 
C.  L.  N.  Daly,  for  leave  to  prove  under  a  petition  for  liqui- 
dation filed  by  the  debtor. 

The  creditor  sought  to  prove  as  an  indorsee  for  value 
of  certain  promissory  notes  given  by  the  debtor  to  one 
.Tolinson,  on  the  24th  August,  1869,  for  £50,  £160,  and 
£100  respectively.  As  to  the  £100  note,  that  part  of  the 
case  was  abandoned  by  the  trustee,  it  being  an  absolute 
promise  to  pay  in  due  form.  The  other  two  notes,  one  being 
identicAl  with  the  other,  except  only  as  to  the  time  for  pay- 
ment and  the  amount,  were  in  this  form : — 


"  At  two  ;-ears  after  date  I  promise  to  pay  (proTidisgtht 
profits  of  my  business  admit  as  arrsMed  betwecD  ni, 
and,  if  not  then,  to  be  renewed  for  a  fcrtfasr  peiiod  o(  ni 
months)  Mr.  William  Johnson  or  order  the  som  of  £100  fat 
value  recdved.  CUode  L.  N.  Otl;." 

Setd,  for  the  creditor,  in  support  of  the  OMtioo. 

Bagiey,  for  the  trustee,  coiUri. 

The  course  of  the  arguments  will  sufficiently  appeir  from 
the  judgment  of  the  Court 

Authorities  cited  : — Leedt  r.  Laneathire,  2  Camp.  ^l\ 
HartUy  v.  Wilkinton,  |  M.  &  S.  25 ;  Storte  t.  Jfff«;/«, 
4  Camp.  217  ;  EoKm  v.  May,  11  Ad.  ft  £L  213 ;  Bjls  os 
Bills,  tit.  Ambiguous,  Conditional,  and  otherwise  iir^k 
instruments,  and  cases  there  collected. 

Cmr.  tit.  full. 

Mr.  Registrar  Mitbiut. — The  point  to  be  decided  hen  is, 
whether  these  docnments  are  prominory  notes,  so  u  t«  be 
assignable  or  indorsahle  within  the  statute  of  Ame ;  if  Dot, 
the  claim  of  the  creditor  who  tenders  this  proof  ss  iadoisK 
cannot  be  supported.    Numerous  cases  are  to  be  found  iitiie 
books  to  show  that  where  conditions  or  oontingendei  an 
imported  into  bills  of  exchange  or  promissory  notes,  thej 
cannot  be  declared  on  as  negotiable  instruments,  althougliis 
between  the  parties  themselves  they  may  be  treated  u  agree- 
ments or  eriuences  of  debt.     The  cases  are  collected  in  lir. 
Justice  Byles'  book  on  Bills  of  Exchange,  and  the  princitiet 
to  be  deduced  from  the  cases  appear  to  be  be  these— tkit 
the  order  or  promise  must  be  to  pay  abeolntriy  and  at  ill 
events,    and    payment    must   not    dqpend    upon    a  cod- 
tingenoy ;    the    reasons   given   being   that   the   leccgid- 
tion   of    conditional    promissory    notes    would   suJie  i 
variety  of  conditional   promises   in  writing  valid  withoit 
evidence  of  consideration,  and  thus  materially  infringe  on 
an  established  and  salutary  rule  of  law,  and  that  it  vodd 
perplex  commercial  transactions  if  paper  securities  of  tliii 
kind  were  issued   into  the  world,  encumbered  with  con- 
ditions and  contingencies  ;  and  if  the  persons  to  whom  tber 
were  offered  in  negotiation  were  obliged  to  inquire  when 
these  uncertain  events  would  probably  be  reduced  to  s  cer- 
tainty.    This  last  reason  is  to  oe  found  in  Lord  Keojon'^ 
observations  in  the  leading  case  o{C*rlo»  v  Fananrt,  5  T.  B. 
482 .    Several  cases  were  cited  in  argument,  shoving  that 
these    principles  had   been   recognised    by  a   carrent  of 
suthority,  and  it  cannot  be  contended  that  if  the  parentkcsii 
in  these  notes  had  stopped  at  the  words  "  as  arranged  between 
iu,"   the  instruments  would  have  been  held  good  as  pro- 
missory notes.    But  then  we  have  to  consider  the  effect  of 
the  words  which  immediately  follow  those  to  which  I  have 
adverted — "And  if  not  then  to  be  renewed  for  a  farther 
period  of  six  months."    Mr.  Reed,  on  behalf  of  the  debtor, 
contends  that  these  words  destroy  and  sweep  away  tb 
argument  of  its  being  a  note  payable  on  a  contingency,  asd 
urges  that  it  is  strictly  in  accordance  with   the  wboli 
gjiammatical  construction  of  the  instrument  to  read  it  is 
wis  wiw— "  I  will  pay  at  2}  years,  and  if  the  profits 
are   sufficient    I  will   pay  at  2  yeaia."      Various  cass 
were  cited  by  Mr.  Reed  m  argument,  which  prove  this  pio* 
position— that  although  the  time  when   the    event  way 
happen  npon  wliich  a  note  is  to  become  payable  may  be  on- 
certain,  this  is  immaterial,  provided  it  must  happen  at  some 
time  or  other — as,  for  instance,  a  note  payable  on  the  death 
of  A.  B.  or  the  maker  has  been  held  to  be  good,  because 
death  is  a  thing  which  must  happen  at  some  time  or  anotbo. 
That  is  perfectly  clear  and  intelligible.     But  in  this  case 
there  is  no  uncertainty  about  the  time,  two  precise  <late 
being  given,  but  the  question  is,  whether  the  pionuM  ti> 
pay  at  one  of  those  dates  is  absolute  and  lUtoanditioaal ; 
whether  on  the  face  of  this  note  there  is  an  absolute  promiM 
to  pay  at  tbe  end  of  two  and  a  half  years  at  all  events  \  Ko* 
assuining  that  the  debtor  had  remained  solvent,  and  bad 
made  large  profits  from  his  business,  it  is  clear  npon  tbe 
authorities  that  neither  an  indorsee,  nor  even  the  diavee 
himself,  could,  at  the  end  of  the  two  years,  hare  decUred  oa 
this  instrument  as  a  promissorj*  note ;  for  it  has  been  de- 
cided   that  the  happening  of  the  contingency  on  »hieh 
payment  of  the  bill  or  note  is  dependent  will  not  cure  tbe 
original  defect     The  drawee  might  have  broo^t  an  actioa 
on  the  agreement  and  proved  in  aid  the  anrnngament  vbicb 
had  been  come  to  between  them,  and  shown  t^  tbe  yt<^ 
were  suffisient,  but  notliing  more.    'But  if  the  debtor  baa 
remained  solvent,  but  the  profits  of  his  business  had  been 
admittedly  insufficient  at  the  end  of  the  two  years  to  pay  tke 
note,  what  would  have  bean  the  position  of  the  jaities? 
According  to  the  very  terms  of  the  instrument  there  was  t» 
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« I  raiewa].  lit.  Barley  urges  that  when  applying  the 
totd  "  navK  "  to  negotiable  instruments  of  this  description 
he  tenn  is  perfectly  intelligible,  and  imports  that  a  frash 
Qtt  or  bill  ii  to  be  drawn  and  the  old  one  given  up  ;  and 
liW  that,  he  aignea  that  the  drawee  could  not  have  de- 
luKJ  00  the  old  inatmment  as  a  promissory  note,  and 
KXtofuIly  contended  that  though  bad  as  a  promiasoiy  note 
I  months  before,  it  had  become  good  for  all  purposes  at  the 
id  of  that  time.  Now,  this  argument,  in  fact,  assumes  the 
hole  qaestioD,  and  the  objection  appears  to  my  mind  rather 
choickl  than  sabstantial.  t  Is  there  any  authority  to  show 
\tt  a  note  which,  by  being  made  payable  on  a  contingency 
one  particular  date,  would  be  baA  if  declared  on  at  that 
ite,  would  also  be  held  bad  if  on  the  face  of  it  there  waa  to 
>  found  ao  absolute  and  unconditional  promise  to  pay  at 
me  posterior  date !  I  have  been  unable  to  find  any ;  and 
.the  absence  of  such  authority  I  should  certainly  feel  in- 
ined  to  hold  that  such  an  ioatrumeut  would  be  good,  and 
icht,  on  the  expiration  of  the  extendi  period,  be  well 
dared  on  as  a  promisory  note.  Well,  then,  how  does  the 
itter  stand  in  this  particular  case  f  Let  us  still  assume 
nt  the  debtor  had  remained  solvent,  and  that  the  profits  of 
t  bosiaeas  at  the  end  of  the  two  years  had  been  insufficient 
egahle  him  then  to  cany  out  his  engagement — is  it  not 
ttr  that  H  between  the  ori^[inaI  parties  the  drawee  might 
m  compelled  him  in  equity  to  perfonn  his  agreement, 
id  to  give  a  renewed  note  1  Consideration  proved,  what 
miU  have  been  the  terms  of  renewal  ?  Having  ngui  to 
K  coDstraetion  of  the  words  used,  can  it  be  doubted  that 
la  note  to  be  given  would  have  been  an  absolute  and  uncon- 
taal  promise  to  pay  at  the  end  of  six  months  ?  On  the 
hue  cats,  I  am  of  opinion  that  the  fair  and  common-senae 
■itiiiction  to  put  upon  the  terms  of  this  instrument  is 
»-l  pramise  to  psky  to  you  or  your  order  the  sum  of 
ISO.  If  my  piofito  will  allow  me,  I  will  pay  it  at  the  end 
I  ttoyean;  if  not,  I  will  in  any  event  pay  it  at  the  end 
1^  jeait  and  a-half.    The  proof  must  accordingly  be  ad- 

WidtMii  Sampnn,  Saauu/,  #  Emaatul;  MmrUyiSherriff. 


COUNTY  C0UBT8. 
Qtaxr  Yarxovth. 
{Before  J.  WokUBDOB,  Bki.,  Judge.) 
Feb.  22.— JB*  parU  Saktr  ;  in  rt  OrttyttoM. 
HatftdU—Aet  of  toHl-ruptoy—SilatioH  back— 
Coiuidtration — Exuting  debt, 
j  ^I'fiale  hting  held  to  have  been  an  act  of  hankruptey 
'  <>  w  mid  tf  againtt  the  trutUe  under  a  tubtequenl  lijuida- 
H^M/^  ealt  holder,  who  had  told  under  the  bill,  icae 
ind  to  bring  ««,  ao<  itterely  the  lum  realieed  b//  him  from 
'«!,  bvt  a  larger  eum  which  the  Court  eoiuidered  lo  be  the 
^t^f  the  geedt  told. 

Ihi<  «u  an  appUeation  on  behalf  of  the  truste«  under 
I  liqii»Iation  of  Grraystone,  that  a  bill  of  sale,  previously 
'J'y  Graystone  to  Messrs.  Pfeil  &  Co.,  creditors  of  his, 
pt  be  pronounced  void  as  against  the  trustee.  The 
B  ate  stated  in  the  judgment. 
««•»  A»»r,  for  the  trustee. 
Jr.  Cnfiwde.  eontrii. 

*»•  wowiKDOB.— It  vras  not  contended  that  the 
I  of  sale  waa  void  on  the  ground  that  it  was  a 
HUent   prefenmce,  and    there    are    only    two    quee- 

Kt?  *'  '***•  ^'^  '''>«t''8'  ^^  axecution  of 
L*"^^eaIo  by  Graystone  was  an  act  of  bank- 
•pr;  seocmdly,  whether,  if  it  amounted  to  an  act  of 
^'npiey,  it  is  void  ••  against  the  trustee  nnder  the  liqni> 
««;  m  other  words,  whether  the  trustee's  title  has  rela- 
•_Hck  to  the  act  of  bankruptcy  in  the  same  manner  as 
ntyitone  had  be«n  adjudged  bankrupt, 
i^petition  for  liquidation  was  presented  and  filed  on  the 
J> -November  last,  and  on  the  12th  December  last  Baker 

•Ppomted  tnatee. 

«  "clear  from  tha  hill  of  sale  itself  and  (Jrajstone's  affi- 
™>  thu  It  comprised  and  transferred  all  his  property  and 
«»  whatsoever  to  Pfeil  k  Co.,  and  although  the  biU  of 
' 'J«'«  that  it  was  givem  to  secure  £77  18s.  Id.  then 
L  ),^_  *  Co.,  and  any  further  sum  which  might  there- 
f  °**>°*u  due  to  them  not  exceeding  in  all,  with  the 
!■ '^.W.,  the  sum  of  £100,  there  is  no  stipulation 
«»  Wl  of  sale  binding  Pfeil  &  Co.  to  make  future  ad- 
,^ "  "opply  more  goods  to  Graystone,  and  the  only 
"wmtioo  stated  on  the  face  of  the  bill  of  sale  is  "  the 


sum  of  X77  18s.  Id.  so  due  and  owing  as  aforesaid,  and  ten 
shillings  now  paid  by  Pfeil  k  Co.  to  Graystone,"  the  latter 
being  the  usual  nominal  consideration  inserted  in  documents 
of  that  nature.  Therefore  the  bill  of  sale  on  the  face  of  it 
is  a  conveyance  of  all  Graystone's  property  and  effects 
whatsoever  to  Pfeil  &  Co.,  for  an  old  debt — 1.«.,  for  a  past 
consideration.  But,  as  is  laid  down  by  Cockbum,  CJ.,  in 
Mere*)-  v.  Pettrton,  L.  R.  3  Ex.  104,  16  W.  R.  1179,  "  in 
order  to  see  whatUie  real  consideration  for  the  giving  of  the 
bill  was,  we  are  not  confined  to  the  bill  itself,"  and  it  appears 
from  the  affidavit  of  Pfeil  &  Co.'s  traveller,  filed  in  opposi- 
tion to  this  motion,  that  the  bill  of  sale  was  executed 
by  Graystone  at  his  urg^t  instance,  and  that  on  the 
treaty  for  the  bill  of  sale  it  was  arranged  that  if  (he 
bill  of  sale  was  given,  an  order  to  the  amount  of 
£3 19i.,  which  Graystone  had  just  given  should,  be  executed, 
and  that  Graystone  shonld  accept  a  hill  of  exchange  for 
£25,  part  of  the  £77  18s.  Id.,  to  become  due  on  the  20th 
of  October  then  next ;  and  that  if  Ghraystone  paid  that 
acoeptance  when  it  became  due,  the  bill  of  sale  should  not 
be  put  in  foree  till  the  beginning  of  the  present  year;  but  if 
the  £26  was  not  paid  on  the  20th  of  October,  the  bill  of 
sale  shonld  be  put  in  foree  at  once.  It  appears  to  me, 
therefore,  that  the  real  consideration  of  the  bill  was  the  old 
debt  of  £77  I8s.  Id.,  the  present  or  future  supply  of  goods 
to  the  extent  of  £3  19s.,  and  the  forbearance  of  £25,  part 
of  the  old  debt,  for  six  weeks,  the  moner  valne  of  wtiich 
forbeaianee  was  certainly  not  £1;  and,  therefore,  the  pre- 
sent consideration  for  the  bill  of  sale  was  certunly  under  £5. 

The  bill  of  sale  further  contains  a  proviso  for  redemption 
on  payment  by  Graystone  on  demand  of  the  £77  18s.  Id., 
and  such  further  sum  as  might  be  due,  and  interest  thereon, 
and  a  power  to  Pfeil  &  Co.  to  enter  Graystone's  promises 
and  take  possession  of  the  property  assigned  upon  de£anlt 
of  payment  on  demand.  This  £25  was  not  paid  by  Gray- 
stone on  the  20th  of  October,  and  on  the  15th  of  November 
a  man  was  put  into  possession  on  Graystone's  premises  under 
the  hill  of  sale. 

On  the  17th  of  November  Grayston  filed  his  petition  for 
liquidation  by  arrangement,  and  a  receiver  was  appointed, 
and  an  injunction  granted  by  the  registrar  restraipng  Pfeil 
&  Co.  from  selling  under  their  bill  of  sale.  That  injunction 
was  afterwards  dissolved,  unless  security  was  given  to  in- 
demnify Pfeil  k  Co.  against  any  loss  by  the  continuance  of 
the  injunction,  and  to  raise  the  question  as  to  the  validity  of 
the  bill  of  sale  without  delay.  No  security  was  given,  and 
Pfeil  t  Co.  then  had  the  goods  removed  from  Wrenthaim  U> 
Lowestoft  on  the  8th  and  9th  of  December,  and  they  were 
afterwards  sold  by  auction  and  realised  £193  Is.  9d.,  and  it 
seems,  from  the  affidavit  of  Peacock,  the  auctioneer  who  sold 
the  goods,  that  the  ooats  of  taking  and  keeping  possession, 
and  of  the  removal  fix>m  Wrentham  to  Lowestolt,  a  distance 
of  nine  or  ten  miles,  and  of  the  sale,  amounted  to  the  sum  of 
£120  58.  4d.,leaviiiganet  balance  of  £71  IBs.  5d..  which  baii 
been  paid  to  Pfeil  k  Co.  and  is  not  enough  to  pay  them, 
whilst  aU  the  other  creditors  are  left  without  a  forthing;  and 
it  appears  from  Oravatone's  affidavit  that  when  he 
executed  the  bill  of  sale  he  owed  Baker,  the  trustee,  £50 
and  upwards,  and  other  creditors  over  £250;  and  those  debts 
are  still  due.  With  respect  to  the  value  of  the  property 
after  the  removal  from  wrentham  to  Lowestoft,  which  ap- 
pears to  me  to  have  been  perfectly  mmecessary,  it  realised  on 
a  forced  sale  £192  odd.  Baker,  the  trustee,  deposed  at  the 
hearing  that  he  would  have  given  £250  for  it  aa  it  stood  on 
the  premises  at  Wrentham,  and  I  am  therefore,  I  think, 
within  the  mark  when  I  say  it  must  have  been  worth  from 
£220  to  £230,  allowing  a  margin  for  any  error  Baker  may 
have  made  in  his  estimate  of  the  valne.  ' 

I  will  now,  having  as  it  appears  to  me  soffidently  stated 
the  foots,  proceed  to  consider'  the  legal  points  of  ue  ease. 
First,  then,  was  the  execution  of  tho  bill  of  sale  an  act  of 
bankruptcy  t  Now,  the  enactment  governing  this  case  is 
section  6  of  the  Bankruptcy  Act,  1869,  deifiung  "acts  of 
bajikmptcy,"  and  sub-section  2  of  section  6  is  as  follows : — 
"  That  the  bankrupt  has  in  Enriand  or  elsewhere  made  a 
fraodnlent  oonveyanoe,  gift,  delivery,  or  transfer  of  his 
property,  or  any  part  thereof"  Was,  then,  this  bill  of  sale 
of  the  8th  SeptemW,  1870,  a  "  fraudulent  oonveyanoe  ?  " 

Now,  going  back  to  the  earliest  cases,  it  seems  that  a  con- 
veyance of  aU  a  trader's  property  for  a  by-gone  debt  or  past 
consideration  has  always  been  held  an  act  of  bankruptcy. 
In  }iu^t  V.  Cooper,  Cowp.  629,  Lord  Mansfield  says  (at  paga 
632),  "  Every  cose  that  has  determined  a  oonveyanoe  by  a 
trader  of  his  whole  effects  to  be  an  act  of  bankruptcy  to 
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pay  a  creditor,  proceeds  ob  this  fonndation,  that  it  it 
fraadaleiit  againct  the  bankrupt  Um,  and,  therefore^  void." 
And  again,  a  little  further  on,  "  It  was  long  ago  determiBed 
that  a  conreyance  of  all  a  man's  effects  was  dmrlr  a  frandu- 
lent  conreyance,  and  learing  out  something  will  not  mmd 
iL"  Lord  Mansfield  was  speaking  in  1777  when  he  uttered 
what  I  have  just  quoted,  and  the  anthoritT  of  Lord  Mans- 
field's position  was  expressly  recognised  by  Blaekbom 
J.,  in  the  rery  recent  case  of  Jonet  t.  Harhtr,  L.  R. 
6  Q.  B.  77,  9  W.  R.  248.  To  the  same  effeot  is  SUbtrt 
V.  Spooner,  1  M.  &  W.  7U,  where  Parke,  B.,  says  (at  p. 
719),  "I  take  it  to  be  perfectly  well  settled  that  where 
a  trader  makes  an  assignment  of  all  bis  eSecta,  or  of  all 
except  a  very  small  portion,  it  is  necessarilyan  act  of  bank- 
raptcy,  without  any  actual  fraud."  In  Woodhotm  r.  Mwr. 
roy,  L.  R  2  a  B.  634,  15  W.  R.  1109,  Cockbum,  C.  J.,  thus 
expresses  himielf: — "The  principle  upon  which  the  cases 
have  been  decided  is  that,  though  there  may  be  an  absMDoe 
of  fraud  in  fact — that,  is  intentional  fraud — ^yet,  when  the 
effert  of  such  a  conveyance  is  to  put  it  entirely  oat  of  a 
man's  power  to  go  on  with  his  business  and  to  meet  his 
creditors,  then  he  must  be  taken  to  have  intended  the  con- 
sequence of  what  he  has  done,  and,  thongh  not  guilty  of  in- 
tentional f^ud,  or,  as  we  eall  it,  moral  faiud,  yet  he  is  guilty 
of  fraud  against  the  policy  of  the  bankrupt  law,  wUch  u 
that  there  should  be  an  equal  distribution  among  all  the 
creditors;  "  and  in  Ex  parte  FozUy  re  Nune,  16  W.  R. 
831,  L  R.  3  Ch.  516,  the  present  Lord  Chancellor  (then 
Lord  Justice)  quoted  these  obiervations  of  Cockbum,  C.J., 
with  approbation.  And  in  Jonu  v.  Haritr,  a  oonveyance 
of  all  a  trader's  property  in  consideration  of  a  pre-existing 
debt,  and  executed  under  pressure  from  the  creditor  to  whom 
such  debt  was  due,  would  have  been  held  an  act  of  bank- 
ruptcy and  void  against  the  assignee,  had  the  trader  been 
adjudged  a  butkrupt  on  a  creditor's  and  not  on  his  own 
petition.  As  it  was,  the  conveyance  was  supported,  as  the 
assignee's  tiUe  did  not  relate  back  beyond  the  date  of  the 
presentation  of  the  petition,  which  was  subsequent  to  the 
date  of  the  conveyance. 

Bnt  it  is  said  tliat  here  Graystone  got  a  present  equivalent 
lor  what  he  assigned,  and  although  part  of  the  consideration 
was  the  pre-existing  debt,  the  present  consideration — viz., 
the  iSS  19t.  of  goods  and  the  forbearance  of  £25  for  six 
weeks — was  a  nii  equivalent,  and  where  the  debtor  gets  a 
present  fiur  equivalent  for  what  he  assigns,  the  assignment 
IS  not  an  act  of  bankruptcy  though  part  of  the  oonsideration 
be  a  pre-existing  debt,  which,  no  doubt,  is  so  (see  Meroer 
▼.  Fttemn,  vii  lupra),  and  the  only  question,  as  ap- 
pears from  that  case  is,  whether  Graystone  got  a  present 
fair  equivalent  for  what  he  assigned.  Now,  as  above  stated, 
I  consider  the  property  assigned  was  worth  from  £SSO  to 
£280,  and  the  present  consideration  was  £S  1 9s.  of  goods 
•ad  the  forbearance  of  £26  for  six  weeks.  I  cannot  con- 
■iderthat — andldon't  believe  any  jury  would  oonsider  it — an 
equivalent  for  property  worth  over  £200.  In  Mtreir  v. 
Tettrton  the  value  cf  the  property  was  £115,  and  the  pre- 
sent consideration  was  £64  in  cash,  or  more  than  half  the 
value  of  the  property,  and  the  Court  held  the  £64  a  fiiir 
equivalent,  and  upheld  the  bill  of  sale  against  tiie  asngnee 
is  baokntptcy.    But  that  was  a  very  different  ease  from  tiie 

pMMBt 

I  am  of  opinion,  therefore,  that  the  bill  of  sals  in  ques- 
tion was  a  fraudulent  conreyance  within  the  meaning  of 
the  2nd  anb-seetion  of  the  6^  section  of  the  Bankrupt(7 
Act,  1869,  and  that  the  execution  of  it  was  an  act  of  bank- 
ruptcy oommitted  by  Graystone.  The  remaining  question 
<•— ^e  the  bill  of  sale  void  against  the  trustee  under  the 
liquidation  P  and  that  depends  upon  the  meaning  and  oon- 
structionof  the  1 25th  section  of  the  Bankruptcy  Act,  1869. 
Now,  first,  aub-eection  5  ofthe  125th  section  enacts  that  •*  All 
sach  property  of  the  debtor  as  would,  if  he  were  made 
bankmpt,  be  dtriaible  amongst  his  creditors,  shall,  from  and 
after  the  date  of  the  appointment  of  a  trustee,  vest  in  such 
trustee  under  a  liquidation  by  arrangement,  and  be  divisible 
amongst  the  creditors." 

In  this  case,  assuming  that  the  execution  of  the  bill  of 
sale  was  an  set  of  buikruptcy,  it  is  dear  the  assignee 
under  the  bankruptcy  could  have  avoided  the  bill  of  sale, 
and  the  property  would  have  been  divisible  amongst  tiie 
creditors  under  the  bankruptcy,  in  punnance  of  section  11 
and  section  16,  sub-section  3.  The  5th  sab-seotion*goes  on 
thus:— "And  all  such  settiements,  conveyances,  transfers, 
charges,  payments,  obligations,  and  proceedings  as  would 
be  void  against  the  trustee  in  the  case  of  a  bankruptcy,  shall 


be  void  against  the  trustee  in  the  case  of  li^gidttion  In 
arrangement"  Assuming  the  exeeation  of  this  bill  (rf  m 
to  be  an  act  ofbankniptcy,it«ouldber(»dag*initatnitM 
in  a  bankmptcr;  therefore,  it  is  equally  roid  ipiut  tLt 
trastee  under  the  liquidation. 

But  then  Mr.  Cufimde  refaired  to  these  words,  "  Asd&e 
liquidation  by  arrangonent  shall  be  deemed  to  htve  cob- 
menced  as  and  from  the  date  of  the  ^>pointineat  of  tl» 
trustee,"  at  the  end  of  sub-seetion  4  of  seotioa  125,  udbe 
contended  that  the  titie  of  the  trustee  under  tiie  Uqiiditioo 
could  not  relate  back  to  any  earlier  date  than  hii  appoiIl^ 
ment.    Bnt  a  similar  argument  was  raised  in  Ei  parU  TUr 
hunltr.  Si  NoHon,  L.  B.  10  Eq.  429,  18  W.  R.  8»0,ofvliich 
argument  Bacon,  CJ.,  said — "  I  wholly  dissent  froa  the 
argument  of  the  respondents,  that  the  titie  of  the  tzmbae 
dates  only  from  his  actual  appointment    It  ia  tnt  flie 
Uqnidatioa  is  deemed  to  hare  commenced  as  from  the  dili 
of  the  trustee's  appointment — that  means,  that  tiie  ulin 
prosecntioo  of  the  lifuidation  shall  thenceforth  enme;  kt 
it   is  also   piorided  that   the  «ppointment  of  a  tratn 
(and  tikis,  as  I  take  it,   without    refsrenoe  to  A*  Ii^ 
twular    t»me    at   which    such    appointment    may  bne 
been  made)  shall  be  deemed   to   be    equivalent  te,  oL 
a    snbstitnte    for,    the    presentation    of   a   petitios  ii 
bankruptcy,  or  the  serrioe  of  suoh  petition,  or  an  onitr  cf 
adjudication   in  bankruptcy.      Inasmnoh,  therefore,  a  i 
trastee  in  bankroptoy,  at  whaterer  time  he  might  have  Vm 
appointed,  would  be  entitled  to  dispute  any  pnoeediui 
affeoting  the  bankmpt  s  estate  or  the  interests  of  the  en£- 
tors,  I  am  of  opinioir  that  the  trastee  in  this  case  ii  vdl 
entitled  to  call  in  question  the  proceedings  of  the  mpof 
dente.  by  which  a  portion  of  the  debtor's  property  hti  lea 
withdrawn  fixim  distributioo  among  the  ^eral  body  i^ 
ereditan."    I  tiiink  the  passage  I  have  just  readelMdj 
shows  that  in  the  opinion  of  the  chief  jadge  the  title  of  i 
trustee  under  a  liquidation  relates  baok  in  we  same  mima 
as  the  titie  of  a  trustee  nnder  a  bankraptoy.    Andistmoce 
recent  case.  Ex  part*  Birmingham  Oai  Ligkl  and  Cob  Cm- 
voMy,  Si  Adams,  L.  R.  U  Eq.  208,  19  W.  B.  ISS.theOid 
J nd^  expressed  his  adherence  to  the  principles  laid  don 
in  ms  judgment  in  £i  Norton. 

There  are  also  two  cases — viz..  Topping  v.  ffywU  pSLl. 
a  P.  225,  12  W.  B.  766),  and  SgUf  r.  JnglU  (L.  R.3 
Ex.  247, 16  W.  R.  088)— decided  under  the  Buikrapte; 
Act,  1861,  which  show  that  the  trustees  apponted  In 
a  deed  executed  in  accordance  with  section  m  a 
that  Act  had,  after  the  registration  of  the  deed,  the 
same  rights  by  virtue  of  section  197  of  that  Act,  aa  if  u( 
debtor  had  been  adjudicated  a  bankrupt  and  they  had  lie» 
appointed  assignees,  and  that  their  title  had  the  same  rela- 
tion back  as  that  of  assignees  under  a  bankruptsy,  and  thit 
they  eould  oidl  in  question  and  avoid  f^udulent  tnuufeisol 
the  debtor's  property  made  by  him  before  the  date  of  the 
deed  by  whish  they  were  appointed.  These  cases  tit,} 
think,  very  analogous  to  the  present,  and  ace  stronj^y  i" 
favour  of  the  argument  on  behalf  of  the^,tm8tee  in  the  pre- 
sent ease. 

I  am  of  opinion,  therefore,  that  the  title  of  the  trastee  in 
the  present  case  relates  back  in  the  same  way  as  if  Ort;- 
stone  had  been  abjudicated  baakropt,  and  that  the  Ull "' 
sale  of  the  8th  September,  1870,  was  and  is  void  as  agaiiut 
Mr.  Baker,  the  trustee  under  the  liquidation,  and  that  he  u 
entiUed  to  recover  fitnn  Messrs.  Ffeil,  Steddall,  ft  ijosthe 
full  value  of  tiie  property  comprised  in  the  biU  of  sale,  and 
whidi  they  have  wrongfully  disposed  o£ 

I  may  as  well  observe  here  that  the  affidavit*  filed  in 
opposition  to  tiie  motion  appear  to  me  to  hare  been  ftanm 
mainly  to  meet  a  case  of  f^udnlent  preference ;  bat,  u 
above  ol^rred,  it  was  not  attempted  at  the  hearing  to  io- 
peaoh  the  bill  of  sale  on  that  ground ;  and  I  shoold  here 
also  obserre.for  fear  I  shonld  bethought  to  hare  overiooke* 
the  matter,  that  Mr.  Oo&ude  did  not  contend  that  the  m 
of  sale  was  a  protected  transaction  within  the  meoain;  of 
the  95th  section  of  the  Bankraptcnr  Act  1869. 

With  respect  to  the  cases  cited  by  Mr.  Cnfiinde,  SafeAcrr. 
Putty,  10  Bing.  408;  Morgan  r.  Brujtdr^  5  B.  &  Ad.  S$9 1 
Broum  r.  Ktmptttr,  19  L,  J.  C.  P.  1 69 ;  and  ExparU  Crmttt, 
rt  UarthaU,  L.  B.  10  Eq.  649, 18  W.  R.  1022  were  esses  npai 
questions  of  fraudulent  profsrence.  In  f^edgi  r.  ytvla-J, 
4  B.  &  Ad.  831,  it  was  not  prored  on  the  first  trial  tiiat  W 
conveyance  which  was  impeached  as  amounting  to  an  act  <n 
bankraptcy  really  comprised  all  the  debtor^s  property,  aMj 
a  new  trial  was  granted  to  ascertain  irtiether  it  did.  tt 
BittUOone   v.    Cook,  26  L.  J.  Q.  B.  281,  4  W.  B.  49S,  tM 
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mtitu&iD  for  the  aasignmeiit  was  solely  fatare  adranoes 
Ueb  'wsra  siade.  And  Sltvttuon  t.  Nnonham,  22  L.  J. 
^  f .  no,  was  a  dedmon  nnder  the  old  Acts  6  Geo.  4,  c.  16, 
6,  and  7  &  8  Viet  c.  9(i,  s.  41,  which  are  no  longer  in 
ne. 

Kone,  therefore,  of  the  aathoiitiea  quoted  by  Mr.  Cu&ude 
Toai  to  me  to  affect  the  present  case. 
with  i«spect  to  the  property  and  effects  which  were 
ized  and  sold  by  Messrs.  Ffeil  &  Co,  I  am  satisfied  they 
ere  vorth  more  than  they  realised,  and  I  do  not  think  I 
aD  at  all  overstep  the  mark  if  I  assess  their  vidae  at 
22$. 

It  most,  therefore,  be  declared  that  the  bill  of  sale  of  the 
li  of  September,  1870,  was  a  fraudulent  oonveyance  within 
e  meaning  of  the  Bankruptcy  Act,  1869,  section  6,  snb-sec- 
o  i,  and  an  act  of  bankruptcy,  and  therefore  Toidagainst  the 
atee  miderthe  liquidation;  and  that  the  trustee  is  entitled 
reoorer  from  Messrs.  Ffeil,  Steddall,  &  Son,  the  sum  of 
So,  the  aune  being  the  value  of  the  property  and  effects 
Mved  by  them  from  Gravstone's  premises  at  'Wrentham 
the  time  of  such  removal ;  and  it  must  be  ordered  that 
eliiU  of  sale  of  the  8th  of  September,  1870,  be  set  aside, 
dthatHanrs.'Pfeil,  Steddall,  &  Son  do,  within  twenty- 
tdayi,  pay  to  the  tmstee  the  sum  of  £229,  and  also 
■iertnle  186)  the  trustee's  costs  of  the  motion  to  be  taxed 
'the registrar,  and  that  the  trustee  be  allowed  his  extra 
til  oat  of  the  estate. 


Bhjektford, 
(Before  Sir  Eardlsy  Wilxot,  Bart,  Judge.) 
Feb.  Vl.—Itjider  r.  The  Aetm  Looal  Board, 
MtUBuM  Aet,  18i6—Loeal  Board— Bep<iir  t/Bifk' 

way*,  ie. 
w  taie»  for  damages  nutaiiud  by  an  individual  in  oon* 
pUHifUe  vxmt  of  repair  of  a  highway  mil  He  agtinat  a 
tiiuri  eoiutiluted  under  the  Puilie  Sealth  Ael,  1848. 
ttivaa  an  action  against  the  Acton  Local  Board  for 
■Mh  by  reason  of  an  aocideot  to  the  plaintiff's  van. 
MM  were  these: — ^The  plaintiff  was  oarting  some 
Vba  to  a  hoose  belonging  to  a  Hr.  Martin,  in 
Mb  Bkidge-road.  A  drain  had  been  laid  by  Blartin 
>  tie  bosae,  and  the  soil,  only  recently  pat  down, 
■I  »  soft,  that  the  wheels  of  the  Tehiele  sank 
pi  i^  of  aboat  nine  inohes.  The  person  in  charge 
'fte  cait  whipped  the  horse  in  order  to  extricate  .the 
Ml,  ud  the  result  was  that  injury  was  caused  to  the 
i  moanting  to  the  snm  claimed,  £17  10s. 
Atplaiatiff  son^t  to  make  the  Looal  Board  liable  for  this 
IWe.  It  was  aidmitted  that  the  road  in  question  was 
kthsicpair  of  the  paruh,  but  it  was  contended  for  the 
kdantsthat  voder  no  eirasmstances  conid  the  board  be 
taoble  in  damages  for  cases  of  aoddent 
n«68th  seotioo  of  the  11  &  12  Viet  a  63,  which  was 
li  amtcts :— ••  That  all  present  and  futnte  streets  being, 
^^xfa  at  any  time  may  become,  highways  within  any 
Bid,  tc,  ind  other  tlUngs  provided  for  the  purpose 
(wf  by  any  snrreyor  of  highwaya,  shall  rest  in  and  be 
hr  die  management  and  control  of  the  said  looal  board 
kilth,  and  the  said  local  board  of  health  shall  from  time 
liae  ciase  all  sneb  streets  to  be  lenrelled  and  altered  when 
■im  (hall  reiinire,  and  they  may  cause  the  soil  to  be 
■edai  they  shall  think  fit,  &c.;  and  by  nection  13  of 
*  16  Tict.  c  13,  "the  term  'highway"  in  the  68th 
m  of  the  Fnblic  Health  Act,  1848,  shall  mean  any  high- 
f^repiitable  by  the  inhabitants  at  large."  It  was  not 
jVtf  ef  the  board  to  repair  the  roads. 
■">;  for  the  plaintifl^  contended  that  under  the  statutes 
Meited  the  local  board  was  liable  for  the  injury  caused 
wvtUele;  he  also  submitted  that  the  word  "  shall,"  in 
l*^,  imposed  an  absolute  duty  upon  the  board,  and  if 
P^cre  imposed  and  neglected  an  action  would  lie. 
pw  Leicia,  for  the  IootI  board,  contended  thai  the 
■pa  had  no  case.  Under  the  Acts,  the  local  board  are 
B*^Oie  position  of  surveyors  of  highways,  and  there  is 
^*  liability  imposed  on  them.  The  surveyors,  there- 
k  Kxild  not  be  bable  for  the  defaults  of  the  board,  and 
p  *M  no  civil  remedy  against  the  board.  He  cited 
fc  ^  Tke  Mayor,  A  iiermen,  and  Burgenee  of  Preiton 
1*^-  fi.  6S9).  He  submitted  that  this  case  was  in  point, 
P>ut  Qader  no  dmmstances  could  an  action  be  main- 
s' >gamit  a  local  board  for  injuries  caused  by  the  non- 
8°  ""L  negligent  repair  of  a  road  repairable  by  the 
Bt,  If  iQy  proceedmgs  could  be  inetituted  they  should 
'•Jnidietment  andjoot  by  •«tioo- 


Sir  E^juiLBY  WiuioT  was  of  opinion  that  the  action 
could  net  be  maintained,  and  that  the  case  of  Oibton  t. 
Mayor  of  Irettfn  was  not  distingaishable :  the  plaintiff 
must  be  Lonsnited. 

It  waa  further  ordered  that  the  costs  should  not  be  pay- 
able till  after  the  next  Court  day,  in  order  to  give  the 
plaintiff's  counsel  an  opportunity  of  further  considering  the 
case  cited. 


APF0IKTMS9TS. 


Mr.  Chasles  BuLHaa,  solicitor,  of  Leeds,  has  been  ap- 
pointed Clerk  of  the  Peace  for  that  borough,  in  the  place  of 
Mr.  J.  W.  H.  Richardson,  resigned.  Mr.  Bnlmer  was  certifi- 
cated in  1846,  and  has  been  for  some  years  solicitor  to  the 
Leeds  Alliance  Building  Society.  The  emoluments  of  tbe 
Clerk  of  the  Peace  for  Sie  borough  of  Leeds,  for  which  ofBce 
he  was  selected  by  the  Town  Council,  amount  to  upwards 
of  XoSO  per  annum. 

Mr.  JoBir  HovoHBN, solicitor,  and  Town  Clerk  of  Thetford, 
has  been  elected  Clerk  to  the  newly-fwmed  Board  of  Navi- 
gation Commissioners  for  t^t  town.  Mr.  Honchen  was 
certificated  in  .1839,  and  was  appointed  Town  Clerk  of  Thet- 
ford last  year,  in  succession  to  uie  late  Mr,  R.  E.  Clarke. 


OENEBAL  C0HSB8F0NOENCE. 

Mb.  Wouth's  Case. 

Sir, — The  war  which  has  been  raging  between  France  .and 
Germany  is  at  an  end.  The  time  has  now  come  to  review 
the  most  remarkable  incidents  of  a  judicial  character  whioh, 
it  has  |>nidnoed,  and  to  see  wliat  acquisitions  and  oottoIasi<ms' 
the  science  of  international  law  can  draw  therefrom. 
The  study  is  the  more  instructive  from  the  fact  that  the . 
victorious  army,  whose  proceedings  have  created  or  caused 
these  incidents,  belongs  to  a  nation  distinguished  for 
its  proficienoy  'in  the  science  of  international  law,  and 
notorious  for  its  pretensions  to  superior  purity  and  moral 
excellence. 

Permit  roe,  therefore,  to  make  a  few  remarks  on  the  case 
of  Mr.  Worth.  I  take  a  summary  of  the  facts  of  that  case 
from  the  pages  of  a  oentamporary  of  yours — the  Laio 
Journal,  frcnn  whose  opinions  I  shall  ttave  to  dissent,  and  with 
whom,  therefore,  it  is  desirable  that  I  should  agree  upon  the 
point  of  facts. 

"Mr.  F.  G.  Worth,  •  British  subject,  and  in  possesion 
of  a  British  passport,  was  in  Paris.  On  October  22  he 
asked  for  leave  to  pass  out  of  FWris,  and  was  refused 
by  the  Prussian  officials.  He  subssquently  left  Paris  in  a 
balloon,  and  was  captured  by  the  Prussians.  He  was  sent 
to  Cologne,  and  after  months  of  detention  was,  on  January 
17,  brought  before  a  oourt-martial,  and,  we  presume, 
acquitted  of  the  charges  preferred  against  lum.  Meantime 
the  English  Government  made  constant  applications  on  his' 
behalf,  and  on  January  30  Lord  Ghsnville  was  informed  by 
Mr.  Udo  Russell  that  '  Mr.  Worth  will  shortly  be  set  at 
liberty.'  A  Mr.  Littlewood,  who  has  been  acting  for  Mr. 
Worth,  asks  Lord  Granville  to  inform  him  'why  Mr. 
Worth  hag  been  in  prison  nearly  four  months,  upon  what 
charges  he  has  been  tried,  and  why  he  is  now  detained  in 
custody.'"" 

Soon  is  the  treatment  that,  aooordingto  the  Lau>  Journal, 
Mr.  Worth  has  reo^ved  ttom  the  Pruasian  anthoritiea,  and 
for  which  he  demands  redress  at  the  hands  of  the  British 
Government  "  The  clamour  raised  "  against  that  Gtovem- 
ment  for  not  energetically  taking  up  Mr.  Worths'  grievance 
the  Late  Journal  considers  "  unfounded"  and  adds  to  the 
expression  of  that  opinion  the  following  remark :  "  We  say 
this  without  reserve  and  with  confidence^  because  it  is  a 
question  of  law  and  not  of  politics.' '  With  this  last  opinion 
of  your  contemporary  i.  agree.  It  is  a  question  of  law  and 
a  most  serious  on*.  But  I  beg  leave  to  differ  from  his 
opinions  as  to  the-eolution  of  that  question,  and  to  deny 
most  distinctly  the  correctness  of  the  solution  he  proposes, 
and  which  I  transcribe  in  his  own  words  as  follows : — 

"Kow  we  do  not  defend  the  oondoct  of  the  Prasiian 
Government;  but  we  may  remark  that,  in  time  of  war,  it  is 
not  unusual  to<violate  the  cherished  custom  of  bringing  an 
accused  person  to  an  immediate  trial.  But,  however  wrong 
the  Prussian  Govemmrait  may  be,  the  English  Qovemment 
is  not  blameworthy.    Mr.  Worth  chose  to  remain  in  a 
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countiy  at  wmr.  He  chose  to  remain  in  a  city  about  to  b« 
bekieged,  though  be  had  foil  notice  to  depart.  More  than 
that  he  acknowledged  the  right  of  the  Pnuiiana  to  keep 
bim  in  the  dt<r  ^f  asking  for  permission  to  pass  tbroogn 
their  lines.  TlaX  permission  being  refosed  he  defied  the 
aathoritjr  he  had  acknowledged,  and  endearoored  to  make 
bis  escape  by  balloon.  The  British  Oovemment  had  no 
right  whatever  to  demand  his  surrender.  A  British  sabject 
does  not  carrr  the  laws  of  his  oonntiry  about  with  him.  He 
is  under  the  laws  of  the  oonntrjr  in  which  be  resides.  If  he 
is  in  a  berie^  city,  and  still  more  if  he  deliberately 
remains  in  a  city  that  is  about  to  be  besieged,  be  is  under 
the  laws  of  war,  and  has  no  right  to  complain  if  he  is 
arrested  when  endeaTonring  to  escape.  The  British 
Government  cannot  protect  British  subjects  against  the 
oonseqnenoes  of  their  own  acts." 

Now,  against  these  various  propositions  I  beg  positively 
to  protest,  as  containing  &e  most  grievous  and  ungerons 
errors.  I  do  not,  any  more  than  your  contemporary,  latend 
to  travel  into  polities.  I  will  neiuier  condemn  nor  applaud 
the  conduct  of  the  Oovemment  in  this  case.  T  intend  merely 
to  examine,  in  a  purely  juridical  point  of  view,  the  two 
propositions  of  the  Law  Journal : — "The  British  Govern- 
ment had  no  light  whatever  to  demand  his  surrender." — 
"  The  British  Qovernmeot  cannot  protect  British  sabjeots 
against  the  consequences  of  their  own  acta." — I  demor  to 
the  second  because  it  is  too  general  and  nnqualifled.  I 
demur  to  the  first  because  it  is  absolutely  ftlse ;  and  the 
reasons  given  for  my  opinion  as  to  this  will  sufficiently 
exemplify  the  qualification  which  was  neoesaaiy  to  bring 
the  first  proposition  within  the  limits  of  trath.  I  think  I 
need  not  produce  either  argument  or  authority  to  prove 
that,  as  a  rule,  the  Government  of  every  country  is  entitled 
to  interfere  on  behalf  of  its  subjects  to  secure  for  theOi  the 
yroteotion  and  defend  tbem  from  the  oppression  of  the 
powers  within  whose  sphere  of  action  they  happen  to  be ; 
or,  m  other  words,  to  claim  for  such  subjects  the  protection 
of  the  law  which  those  powers  recognise.  Stated  in  that 
form,  the  rule  cannot  be  controverted ;  the  sovereignty  of 
ti>e  rtato  is  left  unimpaired.  The  only  question,  therafbre, 
in  ea«h  case  where  a  aabjeet  applies  for  the  interference  of 
the  Oovenunent  of  which  he  is  a  subject  against  that  within 
whose  sphere  of  action  he  alleges  he  has  sufiinred  at  the 
hands  of  the  antiiorities,  is  whether  there  is  in  the  law  which 
those  authorities  are  bound  to  obey  any  principle  of  whidi 
he  may  claim  the  protection  or  wluoh  has  been  violated  to 
bis  detriment.  The  Law  Journal  says  that  "  a  British  sub- 
ject dees  not  carry  the  laws  of  his  country  about  wiUi  him." 
That  is  a  legal  truism.  Of  course  he  cannot  Of  course 
"  he  is  under  the  laws  of  the  country  in  which  he  resides," 
under  the  rule  which  may  happen  to  be  applicable  to  such 
•  portion  6f  the  country  aa  he  lives  in.  He  has  to  submit 
to  them  ;  but,  at  the  same  time,  so  far  as  they  are  not 
limited  to  subjects  or  special  classes  of  persons,  the 
benefit  of  them  he  can  claim.  He  cannot  be  made 
to  suffer  for  acts  which  that  Uw  do«*  not  punish. 
Ha  can  only  be  made  to  suffer  for  snc^  acts  as 
•re  held  gmltsf  according  to  that  law.  To  that  extent  alone 
is  the  propositions  of  the  legal  journal  admissible,  that  "  the 
British  Government  cannot  protect  British  subjects  against 
the  consequences  of  their  own  acts,"  the  qualification 
"guilty  or  tortious"  ought  to  have  been  added.  And 
even  then  the  proposition  is  too  broad,  as  wrong  is  only 
rightfully  punished  when  punished  according  to  the  law, 
therefore  the  epithet  "legal"  ought  to  have  been  put  be- 
fore  the  word  "consequences.  Where,  therefore,  illegal 
and  unjust  "  conssquences "  have  been  drawn  by  the 
foreign  govemmento  horn  the  "  acta  "  of  the  British  sub- 
ject, the  British  Government  is  entitled  to  protect  him.  The 
only  tiking  I  have  now  to  do  is  to  inquire  whether  the 
Prussian  Government  did  draw  proper  judicial  consequences 
from  the  acts  of  Mr.  Worth,  and  whether  he  was  legally 
punishable  by  the  only  principle  applicable  to  snob  a  code — 
the  principle  of  the  law  of  nations.  "  Mr.  Worth  choae 
to  remain  in  a  dty  about  to  be  besieged,  though  he  had 
full  notice  to  depart."  He  "  defied,"  by  escaping  from  that 
city  in  a  balloon,  the  "  authority  "  of  the  besiegers,  which 
he  had  "acknowledged"  "by  asking  permission  to  pass 
through  their  lines.  I  confess  I  cannot  help  feeling 
amused  at  this  compact  between  wolf  and  Iamb,  thu  obligs- 
tioo  ex  eonteitstt,  to  have  to  remain  and  die  in  the  Charybdis 
of  hunger,  derived  against  Mr.  Worth  from  his  praise- 
wo.'thy  desire  of  avoiding  the  Scylla  of  being  shot.  A 
Prussian  outpost  is  a  "  fact,"  as  the  Americans  say.    Their 


determination  to  shoot  any  person  atten^>tiog  to  nm  tiu 
blockadenndoubted;their  succeeding  in  doing  so  Tenprobible, 
And  to  construe  Mr.  Worth's  endeavour  to  avoid  th^  disget 
aa  an  acknowledgment  of  a  duty,  in  him,  to  remain  in  ^m 
femished,  and  soon  to  be  stormed  or  bombarded  atf,  ii  m 
good  asif  the  ransom  offered  by  the  victims  of  the  Manfton 
robbery  to  thn  bandito  was  so  hdd  as  an  admovledgBMSt 
of  a  right  in  these  to  detain  them.     It  is  obTioni  thit  u 
consent  can  be  inferred  from  any  act  done  under  nuji  t 
state  of  duress.    And  furthermore,  it  is  obvious  thit  ay 
consent  on  the  part  of  Mr,  Worth,  however  positire  loi 
express,  would  have  been  nseleas  in  the  matter  to  orate,  u 
against  him,  any  duty,  for  the  violation  of  which  he  aitU 
be  punished.    The  rules  of  international  law,  and  the  npti 
and  duties  dependant  upon  them,  are  affected  neither  hj  the 
consent  or  dinnnt  of  individuals.'  They  are  rooted  in  the 
deep  primitive  fbrmation  of  the  natural  law.    It  ia,  tlien- 
fbre,  necessary  to  inquire,  without  any  reference  to  the  im. 
plied  consent  of  Mr.  Worth,  whether,  b^  the  feet  of  kii 
remaining  in  the  beleaguered  mty  after  its  investment,  he 
had  created,  in  fevour  of  tiie  besieging  power,  a  tijht 
I  do  not  say  to  keep  him  within  the  walls,  but  to  iniit 
upon  his  keeping  himself  within  them,  and  upon  his  mihiii{ 
no  attempt  to  eaoape.    I  entirely  deny  that  his  laniit 
ing  could  have  sn^    an    effect.      It  bound  him  to  the 
Pmaaiana  by  no  legal  oil^iatioH  of  the  kind.  He  was  locked  io 
by  nosnehmoralspeU.  Ine  only  thing  to  prevent  bis  learan 
Paris,  at  will,  was  a  /act,  and  a  feet  of  the  most  taaribie 
kind,  the  investment  by  a  hostile  army,  reeidy  to  repd  hf 
force  any  attempt    to  diminish  by  flight  the  nugilM  « 
mouths  eating  away  the    daily  decreasing  rampsrt  th< 
stood  between  the  besieged  and  nunine.     It  was,  Uisnfin, 
the  duty  of  self-presOTvatiaB  which  be  had  towaids  hiaMU 
which  was  the  only  dntv  of  a  nature  toprevent  his  exit,  mi 
notanyoontnotedtowards  the  enemy.  WhatwuvottaDeb. 
IteA,  as  the  Gemsna  aay,  that  ia,  by  the  intagmatioiisl  las 
the  right  of  the  Prussian  army  so  far  as  Mr.  Worth  wuooe. 
cemed, — ^I  can  detennine  by  oonaolting  no  othec  thaaa  Oer 
man  writer  on  tjiatsubjeet    The  author  I  will  select  is  Dt 
Blontschli,  one  of  the  moat  eenineat  of  the  Gorman  jnrisli,  nl 
whcae  opinion  ia  much,  and  juatly,  zegatded  in  this  eooati;. 
I  find  it  stated  in  paragraph  653  of  his  "  Modsrne  Volb^ 
reoht  der  Oiviliairten   Staten "  (Nindlingea,  1868).   After 
aaaerting  in  Hat  paragraph  the  right  of  the  oomauuiierof 
the  beaioged  dty  to  tun  out  all  anch  not  <'g*'*'"g  inhahi* 
tanti  aahe  may  think  desirable  to  save  his  provisiaoa,  and 
the  right  of  the  beseiger  to  drive  them  back,  he  goes  on  ii 
the  note  to  state  the  reason  and  extent  of  aoeh  re^aetin 
ris^ta  in  terma  of  whidi  the  following  are  a  trsnalstnia :- 
"The  expulaion  is  grounded  principedly  on  thesoarsityi' 
nroviaiona  in  the  fortified  place,  and  tiie  driving  back  in  tki 
hope  of  forcing  the  plewe  to  anrrender  by  femine.    .    .   .  • 
Only  the  strongest  military  necessities    can  juitify  neh 
msaauias.    Failing  theee,  it  must  be  left  free  to  the  V""?^ 
inhaUtants  to  muce  their  own  choice,  eithn  to  remain  ia 
the  place  or  to  leave  it.  It  is,  however,  in  the  nature  <tf  this;! 
that  the  exit  may  be  prevented  in  the  proper  manner  by  the 
investing  troops.    When  it  is  prevented,  then  nothing  nM 
mains  but  for  the  commander  to  receive  back  the  inhshitaBti 
wh»  eoHHot  get  away  (die  nicht  wegkommen  htumn).  S( 
militarT  neceesity  would  ever  justify  that  they  AonU  h 
gronndbetween  the  two  military  foroee  as  between  VnW 
mill-atooea." 

Dr.  Bluntschli,  in  the  above  passage,  ftrldently  iaket  ( 
for  granted  that  the  peaceful  or  non-comba^emtinhsbitanb 
of  the  besi^fed  dty  may  escape  if  they  ceui.  It  does  no 
seem  to  have  oocnixed  to  him  that  their  right  to  do  so  cool 
be  donbted.  But  what  opinion  he  would  have  expiton 
upon  the  question,  had  he  given  any,  may  be  divined  froi 
that  he  enunciates  upon  another,  from  which  opinion  ai 
a  Jortiori  argument  of  the  moat  potent  character  can  b 
drawn  with  ceapeot  to  the  anawer  which  ahonld  be  given  U 
thia.  I  presume  nobody  will  deny  that  the  rights  bellige' 
rent  powers  have  against  each  other  respectively  are  li^ 
of  a  more  extensive  and  stringent  character  than  as  again 
neutrals,  and  that  such  of  tiie  snlijects  of  dther  as  bear  arm 
may  meet  from  the  other  with  a  greater  sevoiity  of  treatmen 
tham  the  non-combatants.  That  bdng  «— qm«fl,  I  open  th 
volume  of  Dr.  BlnntschU  at  the  paragiarii  where  he  advises  i 
to  the  consequences  which  prisoners  otwar  may  iaonr  by  si 
tempting  to  escape  from  their  captors.  "A  prisoner  of  «*'> 
aa^s  he,  in  paragraph  69  of  the  work  above  quoted,  "J| 
prisoner  of  war  who  escapes  may  be  killed  in  the  panniU 
but  he  may  not,  when  he  has  tieen  recaptured,  be  panishal 
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micoonntof  hii  attempted  flight."  And  in  the  note  he 
ddj, "Itisa  miifbTtiine  to  be  a  prisoner;  it  is  no  wrong 
owitiidiaw  oneself  from  imprisonment,  because  that  can 
slj  be  called  retaming  one's  natural  freedom  and  avoiding 
nniliitioD."  And  in  the  second  note :  "  Flying  prisoners 
U7  be  punned  with  force.  When  their  flight  has  been 
mdendToid,  and  they  have  been  brought  back,  there  is  a 
loMt  watch  and,  according  to  circumstances,  a  closer  con- 
Dement  rigfatfol,  but  not  the  punishment  of  those  who  kavt 
Mutittti  no  erinu,  and  who  haTe  only  made  a  manly, 
Umeless,  and,  by  the  law  of  war.  permissible  attempt  to 
KOTer  their  lost  freedom." 

Sach  is  the  law  applicable  to  Ur.  Worth.  I  have  trans- 
ited those  passages  as  literally  as  possible,  and  I  will  not 
vtkm  the  effect  of  snch  a  masterly  and  vigorous  exposition 
fthe  principles  which  govern  the  matter  by  adding  any 
jounent  An  Enolish  Pasisian. 


FAELIAMEHT  AND  LEGISLATION. 

HOUSE  OF  LOKDS. 
Hatch  7.— Hie  Pauptr  Inmatei  Diteharge  and  BtgiUathn 
iS  was  read  •  third  tune  was  passed. 

HOUSE  OF  COMMONS. 

Hueh  3 The  SeeUsiattieal  TitUt  Repeal  ^iV/.— Motion 

ttielect  committee. — Mr.  Kewdegate  moved  as  an  amend- 
•Bt,  that  a  select  committee  be  appointed  to  inquire  into 
»  operation  of  any  law  or  laws,  including  the  Boman 
i&olic  canon  law,  as  to  the  assumption  of  ecclesiastical 
tin  in  Oieat  Britain  and  Ireland,  and  whether  any  and 
bit  alteration  should  be  made  therein.  This  was  nega- 
ndb;  73  to  10,  and  the  bill  was  ordered  to  be  referred  to 
iriect  committee. 

Undi  6.— The    Army  Segulation  Bill.— We.  Cardwell 
MMitba  second  reading. — Debate  adjourned. 
IkSlHip  Ja  (1870)  AmndmtiU  Bill  was  read  a  second 

Wk, 

^iBA7^-Th«  Oimrt  ofSuttingt  {L<mdoH)AMilion  BUI. — 
g^'«  CSMtrt.— Mr.  W.  H.  Smith  aaked  the  Attorney- 
"■nliflhesanotionofthelBw  officers  of  the  Orownhadbeen 
M>toi  private  bill  entitled  the  Court  of  Hnstings  (London) 
M&D  Bill,  nnder  which  it  is  proposed  to  give  to  the 
Wluyar's  Court  ooncnnrent  jnrisdictioii  with  the  anpe- 
*<oi>rti of  common  law  in  matters  within  the  metro- 
Bu  diifaiat ;  and  if  the  assent  of  the  Crown  had  not 
*  given,  what  course  the  Oovemraent  proposed  to  take 
■  legtrd  to  the  measure,  which  now  stands  for  oom- 
»e  u  an  mioppoaed  bilL— The  Attorney-General  said 
><|m^  of  the  law  officers  of  the  down  had  most 
P^ly_  never  been  given  to  the  bill  in  qneetion — 
■M,  his^  attention  had  not  been  called  to  it  until 
■fcon  Mend  gave  notice  of  the  qnestion  he  had  just 
M^  like  bill  was  a  private  one,  but  it  proposed  to 
i^te  a  new  snperior  court  with  unlimited  juris- 
«»  in  London,  The  jurisdiction,  moreover,  was 
t  imiposed  to  be  confined  to  the  City  of  London,  the 
itiiial  note  to  one  of  the  clauses  being  in  the  following 
M^—'Coaunitment  of  persons  beyond  the  jiuisdic- 
0  of  the  Court ; "  in  admtion  to  which  the  measnxe 
itumd  other  objeotion^le  ftatores,  which  rendered  its 
J^iiani  altogether  beyond  the  scope  of  a  private  bill.  It 
pi  not  to  have  been  introdnoed,  and  thq:efore,  nnless 
^Mso  to  which  he  had  referred  and  some  otbms  were 

IB  out,  he  thonld  oppoee  the  bill  at  its  next  stage. — ^Mr. 

n  gave  notice  that  he  should  reeor  to  the  subiect,  and 

K  t  resolution  in  reference  to  the  rights  of  private 

lam. 

wi^atMt  ZaiM. — 1^.  Samuelson  moved  for  a  seleet 
■ittee  to  inquire  into  the  law,   practice,   and   effect 

r"*"  of   letters  patent    for   inventions.      He  pro- 
>  eonuiittee    of   inquiry    in    preference  to  asking 
||to  inttcduee  a  bill,  on  account  of  Uie  neat  diversity 
pUoQ  prevailing  as  to  the  best  mode  of  dealing  with 
Hbject   Some  were  of  opinion  that  .the  only  mode  of 
■■K  irith  the  patefit  laws   was   to  sweep  uem  away 
|Niet.    Some  thought  that  by  considerable  alterations 
*i^^on  of  patents  might  still  M  maintained,  while  there 
£«  ^  *^o  maintained — and  he  was  among  the  number 
Ptt  the  present  laws,  if  administered  in  the  spirit  of  their 
*»u  jaomoters,  would  be  sufficient.   The  whole  mischief 


of  the  patent  laws  had  arisen  from  the  interpretation  given, 
to  the  expression  "new  manufactures,"  which  had  been  ex- 
tended so  as  to  include  any  new  invention  whatever.    He 
would   not  ar^e   the  question    whether  there  was  any 
inherent  right  in  inventors  to  obtain  patents,  but  he  thought 
that  patents  should  be  granted  on  grounds  of  public  utility. 
Inventors  were  almost  invariably  poor  men,  and  were  not  in 
a  condition  to   carry   out   their  inventions   without   the 
'assistauce  of  capitalists,  who,  of  course,  if  they  advanced 
their  money  expected  to  be  recouped.    There  waa  a  great 
difference  between  the  encouragement  of  new  inventions 
and  giMiting  a  patent  to  every  frivolous  matter  which  might 
be  brought  forward.     There  were  trades  in  which  competi- 
tion existed  between  rival  manufacturers  to  protect  them- 
selves and  injure  their  neighbours  by  these  frivolous  patents. 
Moreover,    patents    were   recklessly  granted   again    and 
again,  without  any  examination  wfaiatever,  for  the  same  in- 
ventions which  had  been  before  the  public  for,  perhaps, 
twenty  or  thirty  years.      If   nothing    was    done   in    this 
matter  abolition  must  come,  and  that  he  did  not  think 
desirable.    The  first  thing  to  be  done  was  to  cheapen  patents. 
To  that  he  had  no  objection  ;  but  it    pre-snpposed  that 
patents  should  only  be  granted  where  there  was  really  an 
mveution  and  one  of  some  importance.    The  intention  of 
those  who  first  introduced  the  law  was  that  precautions 
should  be  taken.    Examiners  were  to  be  appointed  to  ascer- 
tain two  points — whether  inventions  were  sufficiently  de- 
scribed and  whether  they  were  new  ;  but  that  clause  in  Uie 
bill  was  struck  out  after  it  left  the  other  House.     Words, 
however,  were  inserted  to  give  the  commissioners  power  to 
appoint  other  commissioners,  who,  it  was  presumed,  would 
be  scientifio  men  and  would  perform  the  duty  of  examiners; 
but  from  1862  learned  societies  and  inventors  had  been 
soliciting  the  appointment  of  those  additional  commissioners 
down  to  1868,  when  the  Master  of  the  Rolls  made  several 
appointments,  with  this  extraordinary  condition  annexed, 
that  the  men  should  have  no  remuneration,  which  might  be 
very  well  if  the  whole  business  of  the  Patent  Office  were 
carried  on  without  remuneration.     He  believed  that  all  that 
was  required  to  be  done  could  bo  accomplished  by  better 
administration  of  the  present  law  and  some  slight  change. 
If  the  patent  laws  were  all  to  be  maintained,  it  was  necessary 
that  there  should  be,  in  the  first  place,  an  examination  to 
ascertain  that  the  invention  was  new,  that  it  was  sufficiently 
described,  and  that  it  was  useful.      The  present  law  was 
soffident  to  protect  patentees  if  administered  in  the  spirit 
of  those  who  brought  in  <he  bill,  if  not  of  those  who  psosed 
it  into  law.    With  regard  to  the  subject  of  patent  litigation, 
he  was  aware  that  it  would  be  diffiomt  to  provide  any  speci  ■ 
fie  remedy  for  it.    No  attempt  should  be  made  to  render 
patent  litigation  easier,  or  to  improve  it,  but  an  endeavour 
should  be  made  to  render  it  needless.    Patents  should  not 
be  needlessly  multiplied,  i:or  given  for  processes  which 
ought  never  to  be  made  the  subjects  of  patents. — Mr. 
Macfie  seconded  the   motion.    There  had    been  a  great 
change  in  recent  times  with  regard   to   the  interpretation 
of  the  Statute  of  Monopolies.    It  used  to  be  held  that  pro- 
cesses of  manufacture    and  the  additions  to   such    pro- 
cesses could  not  be  msde  the  subject  of  patents,  whereas 
now  patents  were  granted  in  respect  of  them.    Again,  at 
one  tune  it  was  held  that  patents  could  only.be  granted  to 
the  time  inventor,  whereas  now  they  were  granted  to  those 
who  imported  thiwn.    It  had  also  boon  held  at  one  time  that 
patents  oould  not  be  granted  which  would  be  hurtful  to 
trade,  whereas  now  he  undertook  to  say  that  many  patents 
calculated  to  prejudice  tiade  were  granted  every  year.    He 
quoted  opinions  of  eminent  men,  and,  adduced  the  current 
of  opinion  in  Germany,  Belgium,  &c.,and  in  Holland,  where 
patents  had   been  abolished. — Mr.    Chichester  Forteecue 
would  say  what  the  Qovemment  proposed  to  do.    The  posi- 
tion of  the  qnestion  was  snch  that  it  would  be  very  unwise 
to  disooniage  further  inquiry.    The  patent  laws  were  sure 
not  to  be  iMt  untouched ;  there  was  certain  to  be  legislation, 
or  attempts  at  legislation,   with  respect  to  them;  indeed, 
Mr.  SUnde  Palmer  had  given  notice  of  his  intention  that 
very  evening  to  move  for  leave  to  bring  in  a  bill  on  the  sub- 
ject   On  the  other  hand,  it  was  evident  that  the  question 
was  not  ripe  for  effective  legislation  without  further  mquiry. 
There  had  hem  no  committee  of  the  House  of  Commons  on 
the  question  since  1864,  and  the  commission  which  reported 
a  few  years  ago  had  by  no  means  exhausted  the  subject. 
—Mr.  G.  Gregory,  though  he  did  not  object  to  a  oommittee, 
was  not  sanguine  as  to  its  results.     We  had  had  inquiries 
before,  and  i^  the  state  of  the  patent  laws  was  so  unaatisfac- 
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tory  at  had  been  desoribed,  he  uw  nothing  for  it  but  total  abo- 
lition.   Aa  to  what  had  been  said  by  the  mover  of  the  com- 
mittee, that  patents  should  be  granted  only  when  three  condi- 
tions shoold  be  fiolfiUed — Tiz.,  that  there  should  be  novelty,  a 
enfficieot  description,  and  ntUity — what  tribunal  could  be 
established  to  determine  things  .which  were   matters    of 
opinion  ?— Mr.  Mnndella  said  the  subject  was  ripe  for  legis- 
lation, and  there  was  nothing  more  for  a  committee  to 
do.     The  greatest  blow  which  could  be  struck  at  British 
industry  would  be  to  destroy  the  right  of  property  in  inven- 
tioDs. — 'Sir.  Cure  wished  to  excuse  the  system  of  granting 
patents  for  iaventions,  which  he  would  separate  altogether 
from  the  patent  law.     He  could  not   see  the  distinction,  on 
principle,  between  copyrights  and  patents  for  inventions. 
He  could  see  no  reason,  on  principle,  for  refusing  protection 
in  one  case  more  than  in  the  other,  unless  we  were  prepared 
to  say  that  the  owner  of  any  kind  of  property  ought  to 
•nrrender  it  to  the  pnblic,  when  the  public  fancied  it,  withi 
out  compensation.    His  impression  was  that  at  the  root  of 
«I1  the  mischief  of  the  present  patent  law  lay  the  want  of  a 
proper  tribunal,  the  members  of  which,  combining  legal  and 
epecial  knowledge,  should  refase  patents  which  ought  to  be 
refused,  and,  if  they  did  not  constitute  the  Court  before 
whom  disputed  cases  were  tried,  should  act  as  assessors  to 
Che  judge  who  tried  them.      Could  not  a  tribunal  be  consti- 
tuted which  wonld  be  able  to  oontinne  the  granting  of 
patents  to  cases  of  great  ingenuity  and  merit  and  great 
public  utility  ?     Such  a  tribunal  wonld  cost  the  eonntry 
nothing.    There  need  only  be  a  transfer  of  those  fees  now 
paid  to  the  law  oCScers.     Qovemment  rewards  to  inventors, 
however  carefully  dispensed,  would  give  rise  to  great  dis- 
satistaotion.    An  attempt  to  eunend  the  patent  laws,  even  if 
it  failed,  would  only  cause  a  brief  delay,  after  which  a 
proposal  for  their  abolition  would  command  in  a  much 
greater  degree  the  public  assent  than  if  forced  on  at  the 
present  moment — Mr.  Samuda  believed  that,  as  a  rule,  in- 
yentors  lost  rather  than  gained  by  taking  oat  patents.    He 
had  a  growing  doubt  of  the  advantage  of  patents.    If  some 
plan  could  be  devised  for  preventing  the  grant  of  "  fishing 
patents,"  which  blocked  tne  way  of  the  true  inventor,  and 
were  only  applied  for  that  they  might  be  bought  out  of  the 
way,  and  if  at  the  same  time  yon  could  insure  some  reward 
to  the  real  inventor,  there  wonld  be  much  to  be  said  for  the 
patent  system  ;  otherwise,  patents  wonld  be  much  better 
abolished. — The  Attorney- General  agreed  that  this  com- 
mittee should  be  appointed  without  any  foregone  conclusion. 
It  should  be  free  to  inquire  whether  patents   should   be 
abolished  altogether — a  point  which  was  not  referred  to  the 
commission— and  also  what  improvements  could  be  made  in 
the  law  relating  to  them.    He  agreed  also  with  the  commis- 
sioners, that  some  evils  were  incidental  to  and  inseparable 
from  the  patent  laws,  but  he  thought  those  evils  were  at  the 
flame  time  much  exaggerated.    His  impression  was  against 
the  abolition  of  the  patent  law.    If  there  were  no  patent 
law  inventors  would  be  of  two  classes— first,  purelyscientific 
men,  who  made  discoveries  for  the  love  of  truth.     Second, 
Banufiicturers  who  invented  for  their  own  benefit  and  kept 
their  inventions  secret.      But  the  patent  law   called  into 
existence  a  third  class,  whom  he  might  call  professional  in- 
ventors, who  invented  in  order  to  make  a  profit  by  publishing 
their  inventions.    To  this  last  class  was  due  the  great  part 
of  the  discoveries  which  were  made.    The  tribunal  for  the 
trial  of  patents  might  be  amended  by  aboUshing  the  jury 
and  substituting  assessors,  and  it  was  a  fair  question  whether 
a  special  tribunal  might  not  be  established  for  their  triaL 
The  process  of  repesfling  patents  might  be  facilitated  and 
«heapened.    As  the  law  now  stood  the  preliminary  specifi- 
oition  alone  was  subject  to  revision,  and  upon  that  every 
patent  was  granted ;  but  when  once  a  man  got  a  patent  he 
might  file  a  complete  specification  without  any  control.  Now, 
that  complete  specification  dearly  describini;  the  nature  of 
the  invention  ought  to  be  a  condition  precedent  and  not  sub- 
sequent to  the  grant  of  the  patent,  and  he  thought  an  altera- 
tionof  that  kind  would  get  rid  of  half  the  evils  complained  of. 
As  to  the  prelioiinary  examination  prior  to  g^nting  a  patent, 
that  was  confined  in  ordinary  cases,  except  where  there 
was  opposition,  to  ascertaining  that  the  provisional  specifi- 
cation clearly  described  one  invention,  and  one  invention 
only.     All  the  provisional  specifications  had  to  be  examined 
with  great  care,  for  it  was  frequently  attempted  to  crowd 
half  a  dozen  distinct  patents  in  one  specification  ;  but  be 
never  allowed  a  patent  unless  be  was  satisfied  that  the 
epecifieation  described  but  one  invention ;  and  as  the  title 
only,  and  not  the  specification,  was  published,  it  was  neces- 


sary to  aaoertain  that  the  title  was  correct.   Vitkiefe. 
ence  to  preliminary  examinations,  Ur.  Cirpinssl  uid— "If 
such  were  the  practice"  (preliminary  examinttioa)  "then 
would  be  many  oases  of  trades  and  indiridaals  m  tnda 
constantly  opposing,  so  that  none  but  a  rich  ioTeator  atild 
ever  hope  to  get  a  patent  against  suth  a  phalanx  o{  opposi- 
tion ; "  and  Mr.  Woodcroft  said — *'  The  AJnericans  pty U)oiit 
£23,000  a  year  for  preliminary  examination,  and  they  ut 
very  much  dissatisfied  with  it    .    .    .    The  qrstem  of  pn- 
limmary  examination  has  been  tried  and  found  van^."  Bt 
trusted  the  inquiry  wonld  be  oomprehenidve  andaatiibctorT, 
and  tiiat  it  would  fiunlitate  legislation. — Mr.  Hinde  Ftlmer 
had  prepared  his  tnll  upon  this  subject  gmdel  br  ii- 
formation     derived    from     the     previous    iavestintiou 
that  had  been  mad*  on  the  subject  of  the  Patent  urn; 
and    his    belief   was,   if    that   bill  proceeded,  ud  vu 
referred    to   a    select    committee,    it    might   easily  be 
made    amply    sufficient    to  meet  all  the  objestiou  no* 
urged  against  the  patent  laws  and  their  administntiao^ 
Mr.  Flatt  believed  the  difficulties   connected  with  {atect 
law  would  all  disappear  if  a  proper  preliminary  extimnitiui 
were  instituted.    Uwing  to  her  patent  system  Eo^lsod  ns 
now  the  best  market  for  inventions,  so  that  Enghrii  miii- 
bctorers  were  often  in  possession  of  important  improvemali 
many  years  before  those  of  any  other  country.    That  rat 
great  advantage.    Then  it  must  be  remembered  that  if ;« 
abolished  patents  you  did  not  abolish  secrecy,  bnt  eneoBti{ti 
it,  and  thereby  enoonraged  monopoly.    On  the  other  huid, 
an   invention   on  being  patented  was    made  public,  ud 
thereby    the  thoughts   of    other    inventors   were  tamd 
in  the  same   channel,  the   result  often   bein^  the  pro- 
duction   of  a    much    more  important   invention.     VTill 
proper  discrimination  in  giving  patents,  a  patent  system 
was  a  great  public  benefit.      Withont  saeh  disorimiiutioii, 
ha  admitted,  the  system  was' rendered  mach  less  beneficial. 
This  was  espeeiaUy  true  of  what  were  known  as  comtiiiu'.ioa 
patents.    In  anoh  cases  the  parties  never  disclosed  the  puti 
which  were  new  until,  perhaps,  in  the  coarse  of  some  tiiil, 
at  a  ruinous  ooat  to  a  manufacturer  ;  and,  indeed,  it  «>• 
possible  even  in  the  course  of  the  trial  that  the  combinitim 
might  be  changed.'     It  was  next  to  imposaible  tiiat  fti 
judges  should  understand  the  tedinical  questions  that  otm 
before  them  without  the  help  of  experts ;  but  if  expeiti  nt 
with  them,  no  other  alteration  in  the  tribunals  would  be 
neoeesary. — The  motion  for  a  select  committee  wu  tlua 
agreed  to. 

Fatentt/or  fmtntioiu  BilL—iSx.  Hinde  Palmer's  bill  to 
amend  the  law  relating  to  patents  for  inventions  wu  bcoii|^ 
in  and  read  a  first  time. 

The  Ooimtjf  Proptrty  BUI  was  read  a  third  time  tti 
passed. 

March  8.— The  Xarrutgt  with  Dnn<utd  Wijit  Sultr  B3 
was  considered  in  committee. 

March  9.— CoMrto  of  Jiatiet  and  Apptal. — Mr.  HesdUm 
asked  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  Department  viieo 
the  Bills  on  the  Courts  of  Justice  and  Appeal  mention*!  in 
the  Queen's  Speech  would  be  introdnced,  and  whether,  if  i: 
was  intended  to  introduce  them  into  the  other  Hoose  of 
Parliament,  the^  would  be  pressed  forward  without  deU;, 
so  as  to  give  this  House  full  time  for  the  oonsideratian  of 
them. — Mr.  Bruce  said  the  bills  were  in  a  forward  state  of 
preparation,  and  it  was  the  present  intention  of  the  Oortra- 
ment  that  they  should  be  introduced  by  the  AttonK;- 
General  at  an  earl^  date,  but  that  mo^t  depend  upon  the 
state  of  pnblic  business.  He  would  promise,  however,  thtt 
if  the  bills  were  introduced  in  the  House  of  Lords,  soch  pro- 
gress should  be  made  as  would  afford  the  House  of  Com- 
mons ample  time  to  consider  them. 

The  Army  Regulation  Attf.— Adjourned  debate  on  second 
reading. — Again  adionmed. 

The  itarriagt  with  Deetamd  Wife'i  Sister  Bi«.— Adjosniod 
committee. — Sir  H.  Selwin  Ibbetson  moved  the  omisaon  is 
clause  1  of  the  words  having  a  retroipective  effect— Mr. 
Hardy  said  the  committee  ahonld  understand  the  quettit^ 
before  it.  The  effect  of  the  clause  as  it  stood  would  be  M 
legalize  the  marriage  of  persons  who  had  taken  it  upon  them- 
selves to  act  in  violation  of  the  law,  and  that  was  a  moot  in- 
portant  question,  upon  which  they  ought  to  have  the  opiniua 
the  Government.  There  were  many  cases  in  which  peiso'4 
who  had  thus  married  had  afterwards  separated,  and  ibs 
question  was  were  these  persons  to  be  held  as  married  ia 
spite  of  themselves.— Mr.  G.  Gregory,  Mr.Beresford  Hop*, 
and  Mr.   Barrett    supported  the  amendment — Mr.  Huot 
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ippctled  to  the  Prime  Hinider  to  (stata  hii  opinion 
nd  that  of  the  QoTenunent  npoa  the  qaeation  of 
inog  to  the  bill  the  retroapective  action  proposed, 
tsernng  that  if  it  were  passed  in  its  present  shape  others 
rho  happened  to  oontnct  marriages  hereafter  within  degrees 
tmotes^  ontyet  forbidden,  woald  oome  to  Parliament  with 
D  imsrtiUs  elaim  to  hare  these  marriages  legalijnd. — Mr. 
rlidstons,  haTiog  lemarlted  that  no  Oovenuneat  had 
ithsito  been  called  upon  to  declare  its  yiews  on  the  ques- 
Ml,  and  admitting  that  it  was  far  from  being  free  from 
ificnltiei,  tbon^ht  a  new  discretion  had  been  exercised  on 
It  whole  in  nTing  validity  to  the  marriages  referred  to  in 
le  claoM.  ibe  Aat  of  Lord  LyndhoHTglkre  TalidiW  by  a 
imftetin  Act  to  Tiolatiou  of  the  Uw.  That  bemg  so, 
henme  eettain  tiiat  the  example  ^os  set  would  be  fbl- 
wed,  and  in  oooaidering  the  question  now  he  thonght  Par- 
ment  wis  bound  to  take  this  fact  into  Tiew.  He  was  of 
oiioii  that  both  policy  and  equity  were  in  favoDr  of  the 
me  proposed  by  the  bilL  The  clause  was  carried  by  133 
18,  ud  the  bill  passed  through  committee  amid  cheers. 


OBITUABT. 

MB.  SAMUEL  SIMPSON  TOULMIN. 
The  death  of  Mr.  Samuel  Simpson  Tonlmin,  barrister-at- 
r,  took  place  at  his  residence  at  Croydon,  on  Monday, 
ich  6.  Hr.  Toulmin,  who  was  rixty<«ight  years  nf  age, 
niilly  practised  as  a  solicitor  in  the  city.  He  was 
ltd  to  liie  bar  at  Oray's-inn  in  1817,  and  commenced 
Ktict  aa  an   equity    draughtsman   and    conTeyanosr. 

fteamayearhe  published  "The  Statutes  and  Orders 
Uiaf  to  Practice  and  Pleading  in  Chancery  classified," 
MmlSSS  reached  a  second  edition  under  the  title  of 
aeKodera  Practice  in  Chancery."  He  gsTe  up  court 
4  ^t  ten  years  aso,  owing  to  his  hearing  failing,  and 
atfcur  years  since  he  retired  from  praotioe  altogether. 
Iraii  aound  and  clear-headed  lawyer,  and  his  reputation 
laMmr  counsel  was  considerable.  In  private  life  his 
■mai  of  hsart  and  genial  disposition  endeared  him  to 

■Vtade  of  friends. 


Mr.  O.  T.  ALLISON, 
fc.flwrge  Thomas  Allison,  solioitor.of  Darlington,  partner 
fte  fim  of  Allison,  Son,  k  Willan,  died  at  his  fcther's 
MM,  Bdls  Rose,  Darlington,  on  the  iSHx  Februuy. 
j^Uiton,  senior,  is  a  solicitor  and  senior  proctor  of  the 
D^aooniy  court  of  Bichmond ;  his  late  son  was  admitted 

Mr.  C  B.  HEN  NINO. 
fr.  Cbsrias  Burt  Henning,  solicitor,  of  Dorchester,  ex- 
«  at  Grove  House,  Dorchester,  on  the  26th  February,  at 
««eof78  years.  Ho  had  been  in  practice  for  upwards 
«u  a  oentaiy,  having  been  admitted  in  1820.  At  the 
"mmer  Quarter  Sessions  of  18S8  he  was  appointed 
•nerof  the  oountr  of  Dorset,  in  suooessiontohis  brother- 
w,  the  late  Mr.  waiiam  Bridge.  Mr.  Henning  like- 
'  iet^  u  agent  for  the  estates  of  Mr.  Bobert  WU- 
*>  '"i  *ome  other  Dorsetshire  landowners. 


ttiwu.  Law  AjpMDMSKT,— The  Lord  Chancellor  re- 
^received  a  deputation  from  tbe  Criminal  Law 
**M^Asao«iation.  The  deputation  was  introduced 
■e  Secretary,  Mr.  Banyard,  who  stated  to  his  lord- 
•  Out  the  association  desired  the  substitution  of  a 
Ny  constituted  ooort  of  appeal  for  the  present  nnaatis- 
*7  aethod  of  premoting  petitions  to  the  Home  Seore- 
^Jb.  Edmund  £imber,  the  hon.  secretary,  then  drew 


Jfttnariu of  the  biU.    The  Lord  Chancellor,  in  reply, 


;  .- _  pressure  .. _ 

Puon aisetiiig  the  deputation  there.  He  would  take 
n  onortnnity  of  having  some  conversation  on  the 
|R  Witt  Lord  Penzance,  and  of  communicating  tiie 
"athoiMoeiaiionto  his  colleagues  in  her  Majesty's 


SOCIETIES  ASH  nrSTITlTTIORS. 

LAW  ASSOCIATION  '  FOE  THE  BENEFIT  OF 
WIDOWS  AND  FAMILIES  OP  ATTORNEYS, 
PHOCTORS,  AND  SOLICITORS  IN  THE  METRO- 
POLIS AND  VICINITY. 

At  (the  usual  monthly  meeting  of  the  directors,  held  at 
the  hall  of  the  Incorporated  Law  Society,  Chancery- lane, 
on  Thursday,  the  2na  inst,  Mr.  Deeborough  (Chairman), 
Messrs.  Harding,  Carpenter,  Drew,  Kelly,  Sidney  Smith, 
Steward,  Styan,  and  Boodle  (secretary),  being  present, 
a  sum  of  £10  was  granted  to  a  solicitor,  not  a  member,  who 
had  met  with  a  serious  accident  and  was  incapacitated  from 
attending  to  his  profestion. 


LAW  STUDENTS'  DEBATING  SOCIETY. 
On  Tuesday,  March  7,  the  question  for  discussion  was 
No.  cxov.,  jurisprudential :  "  Should  the  bill  for  legalising 
marriage  with  a  deceased  wife's  sister  become  law  f'  Mr. 
Austin  opened  the  debate  in  the  affirmative,  and  the  questioo 
was  ultiiaately  so  decided. 


LIVERPOOL  LAW  STUDENTS'  DEBATING  SOCIETY, 
At  a  meeting  of  this  society  held  on  Thursday,  2nd  of 
March  instant,  Mr.  James  Lloyd  occupied  the  chair,  ^ke 
subject  for  discussion  was— "Is  the  Government  scheme  for 
the  reoiganiiation  of  the  army  desirable  t "  Mr.  Charles 
F.  Smith  opened  the  debate,  which  was  continued  by  Messrs. 
Bowman,  Renion,  and  most  of  the  members  present.  Tbe 
votes  were  then  taken,  and  the  affirmative  was  carried  by  a 
large  Bugority. 


LAW  STUDENTS'  JOlTBirAL. 

INCORPORATED  LAW  SOCIETY. 
Pbblixixakt  Examination. 
The  Prelimiiiary  Examination  in  General  Knowledge  will 
take  place  on  Wednesday,  the  12th,  and  Thursday,  the 
18th  July,  1871,  and  will  comprise — 

1.  Beading  aloud  a  passage  from  some  English  author. 

2,  Writing  from  dictation. 

8.  English  Ghcammar. 

4.  Writing  a  short  English  compodtion. 

9.  Arithmetic — ^A  competent  knowledge  of  the  first  four 
rules,  simple  and  csmpound. 

6.  Geography  of  Europe  and  of  the  British  Isles. 

7.  History— ^estions  on  English  History. 

8.  Latin — ^Elementary  knowledge  of  Latin. 

9.  1.  lAtin.  2.  Greek,  Ancient  or  Modem.  3.  French. 
4.  German.    5.  Spanish.    6.  Italian. 

The  Special  Examiners  have  selected  the  following  books, 
in  which  candidates  will  be  examined  in  the  subjects  num. 
bered  9  at  the  Examination  on  the  12th  and  13th  July, 
1871  :— 
In  Latin     .    .    .  Cicero,  Pro  Milone;   or  Virgil,  iEneid, 

Book  XIL 
In  Greek    .    .    .  Euripides,  Hecuba. 
In  Modem  Greek  BuToriif  'Icmfm  rSr  'A^upiKSr  /?iSXio»  J^. 
In  French  .    .    .  Voltaire,  Histoire  de  I'Empire  de  Russie 

sous  Pierre  le  Grand,  part  3,  chap.  1 

to   10  ;    or,  Comeille,  Cinna,  ou   la 

C16mencfl  d'Augusto. 
In  German  .    .    .  Schiller,  Geeehiehto  des  dreisEigjahrigen 

Kriegs,  part  2,  book  3;   or,  GKiethe, 

Iphigsnie  aof  Tauris. 
In  Spanish  .    .    .  Cervantes,  Don  Quixote,  cap.  xv.  to  xxx., 

both  inclusive ;  or  Moratin,  El  Si  d« 

las  Ninas. 
In  ItaUaa  .    .    .  Mansoni's  I  Promeasi  Sposi,  cap,  i.  to  viii., 

both  inclusive;  orTasso's  Gerusalemme, 

i,  6,  and  6  cantos  ;  and  Volpe's  Eton 

Italian  Grammar. 
Vfitk  reference  to  the  subjects  numbered  9,  each  candi- 
date will  be  examined  in  one  language  only,  according  to 
his  selection.    Candidates  will  have  the  choice  of  either  at 
the  above-mentioned  works. 

The  examiAationa  will  be  held  at  the  Incorporated  Law 
Society's  HalL  and  at  some  of  the  following  Towns : — Bir- 
mingham, Brighton,  Bristol,  Cambridge,  Cardifi',  Carlisle, 
Carmarthen,  Qiester,    Durham,  Exeter,  Lancaster,  Leeds, 
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Lincoln,  Liverpool,  Maidstone,  Manchester,  Newcastle-on- 
Tyne,  Oxford,  Plymouth,  Salisbury,  Shrewshury,  Swansea, 
Worcester,  York. 

Candidates  are  required  by  the  Judges'  Orders  to  give  one 
calendar  month's  notice  to  the  Incorporated  Law  Society 
before  the  day  appointed  for  the  examination,  of  the  language 
in  which  they  propose  to  be  examined,  the  place  at  which 
they  wish  to  be  examined,  and  their  age  and  place  of  educa- 
tion. All  notices  should  be  addressed  to  the  Secretary  of 
the  Incorporated  Law  Society,  Chancery-lane,  W.C. 


COURT  PAPERS. 


NOTICE. 
The  Lord  Chancellor  will  continue  to  sit  on  Wednesday 
during  the  present  sittings,  and  hear  the  following  appeals 
from  the  Vice-Chancellor  Stuart  : — 

1.  Coltman  v.  Gregory. 

2.  Attorney-General  t).  The  Great  Eastern  Railway  Com- 
pany. 

3.  Brook  t>.  The  Corporation  of  Seaford. 
JIaclde  c.  Darling. 

Ladyman  r.  Gi-ave.  t.  ■.    ,•<;/',    <',     i     ' 

Westmorland  v.  Holland. 
Tyler  v.  Yates.     (Appeal  of  J.  C.  Dicker.) 
Tyler  v.   Yates.    (Appeal  of  F.  Yates.) 

The  Lords  Justices  will  hear  appeals  from  the  printed 
lists  each  day  in  this  and  the  ensuing  week,  to  the  exclu- 
■sion  of  other  busine.ss. 

The  Viee-Chaucellor  Bacon  will  hear  adjourned  sum- 
monses every  Thursday,  after  motions,  and  also  on  Satur- 
days, as  heretofore. 

(Signed)         K.  H.  Le.^ch,  Registrar. 

March  8tb,  1871. 


4. 
5. 
6. 

7. 
8. 


JUDGE  STORY  OX  THE  AMERICAN   JUDICIARY. 

At  a  recent  sale  of  part  of  Chancellor  Kent's  library  in 
Boston,  a  copy  of  "  Story  on  the  Constitution  "  was  bought, 
on  the  fly-leaf  of  which  was  discovered  this  curious  note, 
in  the  chancellor's  handwriting: — 

"March  18.  1835.  .Judge  Story  called  on  me  at  ray 
office  in  New  York.  He  said  that  he  should  write  and 
publish  a  volume  of  commentaries  a  year,  until  he  had 
published  twelve  volumes.  The  one  now  forthcoming  is  on 
English  and  American  Equity  Law,  and  the  one  after  that 
will  be  oil '  Practice  and  Pleading  in  Equity.'  The  two 
last  will  bo  (1)  on  natural  and  public  law,  and  (2)  on  the 
principles  of  international  law,  as  adapted  to  modern 
'Society.  His  greatest  authorities  on  the  science  of  govern- 
ment, as  he  thinks,  are  Aristotle,  Cicero,  and  Burke.  In  a 
French  translation  of  Aristotle  on  Politics,  he  found  that 
Aristotle  treated  ofrepresentative  government  of  the  people, 
and  said  it  would  not  do,  and  never  could  do,  because  the 
people  never  could  be  brought  for  any  length  of  time  to 
choose  the  most  wise  and  virtuous  men  to  govern  them. 
Whoever  reads  Cicero  <le  Repiiblica  would  see  the  evils  of 
democracy  as  they  are  and  always  will  be.  He  says  that 
Hamilton  was  the  greatest  and  wisest  man  of  this  country. 
He  saw  fifty  years  ahead,  and  what  he  saw  then,  \sfact 
noir.  Next  to  him  in  wisdom  and  sense,  intuitive  rectitude 
'4nd  truth  and  judgment,  is  Ch.  J.  Marshall. 

"  He  says  all  sensible  men  at  Washington,  in  private 
conversation,  admit  that  the  Government  is  deplorably 
weak,  factious,  and  corrupt.  That  everything  is  sinking 
down  into  despotism,  under  the  disguise  of  a  democratic 
Cicvernment.  He  says  the  Superior  Court  is  sinking,  and 
BO  is  the  judicial  in  every  State.  We  began  with  first-rate 
men  for  judicial  trusts,  and  we  have  now  got  down  to  the 
third-rate.  In  twenty-five  years  there  will  not  be  a  judge 
in  the  United  States  who  will  not  be  made  elective,  and 
for  short  periods  and  on  slender  salaries.  Our  Constitutions 
were  all  framed  for  man  as  he  ihould  he,  and  not  for  man 
as  lit  U  and  ever  iiill  be.  The  Senate  of  the  United  States 
are  discouraged.  There  are  20  men  in  that  senate  who 
are  as  wise  and  patriotic  as  any  sages  of  the  Roman  Senate, 
and  last  year  they  sustained  the  Constitution  against  the 
President  and  his  collared  House  of  Representatives,  and 
yet  public  opinion  remains  unmoved  and  not  shaken,  and 
equally  devoted  to  tyranny  and  corruption.     If  the  Senate 


had  let  the  administration  go  on  this  last  winter.  ir 
have  had  war  most  certainly.  The  Govemment  o 
issue  Letters  of  Reprisals,  and  that  in  moderD  tima 
Indeed  the  case  of  this  country,  and  the  c&ase  of 
representative  government,  according  to  liberty, 
tioe,  and  wisdom,  is,  as  Hamilton  suspected  an< 
believed  it  to  be,  a  mere  ignis  fatiius  or  dreat 
imagination.  He  says  Ch.  J.  Marshall  hu 
come  over  to  the  opinion  that  the  appointing  poira 
the  power  of  removal ;  and  that  the  Presideat  o 
and  has  not,  according  to  the  Constitatioo,  the 
himself." — .V««)  York  Transcript. 


PUBLIC  COMPANIES. 

QOVERNMENT  FUNDS. 
Last  QDOr&Tioir.  March  10, 1871. 
From  tht  Offleial  List  ofthi  vlual  hvuitutt  (ra*Md< 
AnaaitieB,  April, '9-^ 


3  per  Cent.  Consolf.  01} 
Ditto  for  Account,  April  91J 
3  per  Cent.  Rednrert  90j  xd 
Sew  .1  per  Cent.,  90J  xd 
Do.  3J  percent.,  Jau. '»« 
Do.  2i  per  Cent.,  Jan.  '94 
Do.  h  per  Cent.,  Jan.  '78 
Annuitiee,  Jan. '80 — 


I  Do.  (Ketl  SeaT.)  Aa<. 
I  Bi  Bills. £1000. -pei 

Ditto,  £500.   Dn  —  S 

r>itto,£IOO  i  fiOO. - 

Bank    of  Englnad  Si 

Ct.  (last  half-year) 

'  Ditto  for  Accoint. 


INDI.AN   OOVBBNMEJJT   SECUEITIES. 
India  Stk.,10ipCt.Apr.';4,!!09     |  Ind.  Knf.  Pr.,  6  ipC, 
Ditto  for  Account 
Ditto  Sper  Cent.,Jolj',  "SO  I09J 
Ditto  for  Account, — 
Ditto  4  perCeJt.,  Oct.  '88  100  xd 


nitto.ditlo.CertiScatee,  — 


Ditto  Rnfaced  Ppr.,  4  per  Cent.  91^1  Ditto,  ditto,  andei 


Ditto,  5^  per  Cent., 
Ditto    Debentares, 

April, '64  — 
Do.  Do  ,5  percent., 
Do.  Bonds,  4  per  CI. 


RAILWAY  STOCK. 


Railway!. 


Stock' 

Stock 
Slock 
Stock 
Stock 
Siocki 
Stock! 
Stock' 
Stock 
Stock 
Stock 
Stock' 
Stock 
Stock 
Stock 
Stock 
Stock 
Stock 
Stock 
Stock 
Stuck 
Stock 
Stock 
Stock 


Bristoland  Bxeter 

Caledonian 

Glasgow  and  Sottth-Western 

Great  Eastern  Ordinary  Slock    ... 

Do.,  East  Anglian  Stock,  No.  i 
Great  Northern    

Do.,  A  Stock*    

Great  Southern  and  Western  of  Ireland 

Great  Western— Original 

Lancaahire  and  Yorkshire   

London,  Brighton,  and  Sonth  Coaet 

London, Chatham,  and  Dover 

London  and  North-Wealern 

L'jndon  and  South- Western     , 

Manchester, SUetSeld, and  Lincoln.... 

Metropolitan 

Midland  

Do.,  Birmingham  and  Uerny    

North  British    

North  London  

^orthSCaliortlshire ». 

aoubh  Devon *. 

South-Kaetern  

TaB  Vale 


P<liL|i 

.  100 

.1  100 

.j  100 

.  100 

.  100 

too 

100 

\  igo 

100 
lOU 

lOO 
100 
100 
IN 
100 
10« 
100 
100 
ISO 
180 
100 
100 
100 


*  A  receives  no  dividend  imtu  8  per  cent.  iiM  *>eot 


INSURASCE  COMPANIES. 


No.  ol 

Dividend 

1 

■hares 

per  annnm 

Names. 

Shares. 

1 

£ 

£ 

S00>. 

•■>  po  St  bs 

Clerical, Med. &Gen. Life 

too 

10 

4'lO|i 

40  pc  &  bs 

County     

101) 

10 

;(^^4o 

a  pc  &  bs 

Eagle        

so 

s 

10000 

10  per  cent 

Equity  and  Law 

EnRlfSh  k  Scot.  Law  Life 

100 

> 

2000(1 

7<  2s  6d  pc 

M 

i 

2700 

5  per  cent 

Equitable  Keversionary... 

106 

4600 

5  percent 

Do.  New 

M 

600(1 

6(t  dpahb 

Gresbam  Life     

V> 

i 

20U0O 

5  per  cent 

Guardian „ 

100 

M 

2O00O 

(j  per  cent 

Home  k  Col .  Ass.,  Limld. 

SO 

i 

7.^00 

1 0  per  cent 

Imperial  Life      

100 

ID 

60000 

12  percent 

Law  Fire 

too 

lOUOO 

41 4s  pr  sb 

Law  Lite 

100 

!l» 

IQOOOO 

12  percent 

Law  Union           

10 

• 

20000 

5(17sCdpc 

Iicgal  Is,  General  Life   ... 

so 

200O0 

4n2a(5dpc 

London  &  Provincial  Law 

so 

1 

40000 

:tt  per  cent 

North  Brit.  &  Mercantile 

so 

k 

2500 

124  t  bni|  Provident  Lite     

10« 

Id 

avi-M 

2  j  per  cent 

Royal  Exchange 

Stock 
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MonT  Mabxit  and  Citt  iNTnitorycR . 
Tb»liii>dtli»«  *•«««  declining  during  the  week,  but  clo»«i 
idi  a  nllr  The  only  etrong  muket  has  been  that  of  the 
Z,  EtihriTi,  which  W  been  Terjr  strong,  and  Ute  advanoea 
™b«i  earned  on,  eepedally  in  Great  Weatams.  Rueeian 
CTritiea   and  the  Brit&h  Indian  Guaranteed   Railways  are 

!S?L,i)ectu«  of  the  funded  loan  of  the  United  Statee  has 
a  iXeirThe  smomt  pn^oeed  U  200,000,000  dols^in  &r» 
■  cmL  bonds  at  par,  and  in  amoonU  of  50  dols.,  100  dots., 
JdoU.,  1,000  dols..  6,000  doU.,  and  10,000  dole.  It  is  under- 
ml  that  half  the  issue  is  at  present  reserved  for  applicants  m 
(United  States.  „.  ' 

nwpiwpeetaa  of  the  new  Rneaian  Fire  per  Cent.  Loan  for 
lOO&OOO  has  been  issued  by  Messrs.  Botlisehild.  Subscrip- 
nliiti  SIS  opened  in  London,  Frsnkfort,  Berlin,  and  Brussels. 
N bonds wafbeiasaed in  sums  of  £50,  £100,  £500,  and£l,000 
ih,  with  eeopMS  parable  half-yeaily.  The  price  of  emission 
£81 10s.  fer  etery  £100  stook,  payable  by  iDstalmsnU  ex- 
idint  to  Octeber  3.  In  oonseqnenoe  of  the  action  of  the 
idtExchange  it  is  reported  thflrehare  been  no  dealinga  in 
ticrip,  although  no  difBculty  is  sntioipated  in  respect  to  a 
tlmsnl. 

Da  prosnectiis  of  the  Dominion  of  Canada  Oils  Refinery 
mpsny  (Limited)  has  bean  ianied.  Capital  £150,000,  in 
nt  of  £i  each,  fully  paid,  of  which  13,000  ahares  are 
mi  to  thennbHc.  The  object  of  the  undertaking  is  to  pur- 
ue  from  Hassrs.  Houghton  &  Howell,  of  St.  Catherine, 
tario,  thdr  patents  for  the  manufacture  of  the  crude  oils  of 
.Dominion.  The  fatoie  works  of  the  company  are  to  be 
tbd  at  Port  Farina,  on  the  river  connecting  Lake  Huron  with 
b  St.  Clair,  fourteen  miles  from  the  oil  wells,  and  with  a 
hnj  direct  to  the  works. 


,V  chairmanship  of  the  Shropshire  Court  of  Quarter 
•mhu  become  vacant  by  the  death  of  Sir  Baldwin  Leigh- 
,Sart 

tr.  SI.  A.  Ward,  high  bailiff  of  the  Saffron  Walden  County 
■ti&d  suddenly  on  the  11th  February.  The  judge  (Mr. 
tpi]  mi  the  under  bailiff  both  died  suddenly  within  the 
t^Miths. 

Va  tan  oonncil  of  Bridgnorth  hare  passed  a  resolution, 
—iili'H'  Mr.  Uvedale  Corbett,   bamster-at-law,  to  the 
MSmtuy,  for  the  appointment  of  Rccorderto  that  borough, 
1  to  his  late  father,  Mr.  Uvedale  Corbett  Winder. 


Bs  Hon.  liTilliani  HoUoway,  one  of  the  judges  of  the  High 
Wrf  Judicature  at  Madras,  has  been  appointed  to  officiate 
Q»<  Jutioe,  during  the  abacnce  of  Sir  Colley  H.  Sootlond, 
Ion.    Jsdge  HoUoway  entered  the  Madras  Civil  Service 

■Ming  of  the  Social  Soienoe  Association,  to  be  held  on 
riaj  next,  Much  14,  at  11  o'clock,  a.m.,  when  the  Right 
I.  Sr  Walter  Croftan,  C.B.,  will  read  a  paper  on  the  fol- 
s;  nbject:— '*  Is  our  treatment  of  habitual  criminals 
*<*»T?"     The  Right  Hon.  Stephen  Cave,  M.P.,  will 

tie  chair. 

>  j<>d{ahq>  of  the  Court  of  Fenang,  in  the  East  Indies,  will 
lortlT  vacant,  by  the  promotion  of  Sir  William  Haokott  to 
Uef  Jnatiee  of  the  Sapreme  Court  at  Singapore,  in  oonse- 
a  of  the  retirement  of  Sir  Benson  Maxwell.  The  judgeship 
'enang  is  worth  upwards  of  9,000  dollars  per  annum. 
•j  baa  been  pronounced  by  travellers  to  be  the  Faradise  of 
Eut 

orions  lawsuit  has  just  been  commenced  against  the 
inlle  and  Southern  Illinois  RaQroad.  A  lady,  who 
hortly  enecting  an  addition  to  her  fiamfly,  was 
jBK  over  that  road,  and  was  so  jostled  by  the  rough- 
I  the  road  that  the  event  occurred  much  sooner  than 
(■  ezjiecled.  She  lays  her  damages  at  10,000  dollars. — 
f  Lac  Jounial. 

^rtftrenoe  to  the  appointment  of  solicitor  to  the  London 
Board,  lor  which  there  were  several  professiaual  candi- 
hoaid  have  determined  not  to  make  any  permanent 
"""■t  at  present.  Such  legal  business  as  may  arise  will 
>ted  to  a  solicitor  or  firm  of  high  standing,  who  will  be 
'  upal  legal  charges  in  each  case.  The  latest  date  up  to 
Vplitations  will  he  received  for  this  post  is  the  15th  of 
•ad  six  names  will  be  selected  by  a  committee  for  pre- 
n  to  ths  board. 

^rown-Solidtorship  of  Hong  Kong  has  been  rendered 
W  the  dadse,  on  the  26th  of  January,  of  Mr.  Francis 
Haielsod,  who  was  appointed  to  that  offloe  in  1861.  Mr. 
■4  was  framarly  a  London  solicitor,  and  practised  in  New 
'.street  The  value  of  the  Hong  Kong  soUoitorship  is 
» ammm,  the  incumbent  of  the  office  being  allowM  to 
eiath*  local  eooit.  Mr.  Hazek^d  also  held  the  office 
Koi's  Proctor  in  the  Vice-Admiralty  Court  of  Hong 


Kong.    Ths  offioe  is  in  the  gift  of  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
the  Colonies. 

New  Queim's  Covnsel  ix  Ikslaks.— Messrs.  Piers  F. 
White  and  Alexander  O.  Richey,  of  the  Irish  Bar,  have  bean 
appointed  Queen's  Counsel  by  the  Lord  Chancellor  of  Iieland. 
Mr.  White  was  called  to  the  bar  in  1845,  and  Mr.  Riohsy  in 
1865.  Mr.  Richay  i8knownastheanthoretoneofthebeat,i/not 
the  best,  work  on  Irish  History,  delivered,  in  the  form  of  lectures, 
at  Trinity  College,  Dublin. 

The  Baxk  Fatluue  at  Nobwich. — On  Wednesday  a 
third  dividend  was  paid  to  the  creditors  of  the  Norwich  Cr  own 
Bank,  which  stuppea  payment  in  July,  with  liabilities  amount- 
ing to  £1,600,000.  The  amount  of  the  dividend  paid  on  Wednes- 
day was  Is.  3d.  in  the  pound,  representing  a  return  of  about  one 
hundred  thousand  poimds.  By  the  two  previous  dividends  paid, 
about  six  hundred  thousand  pounds  was  repaid  to  the  credi- 
tors, who  have  thus  received  altogether  some  seven  hundred 
thousand  pounds. 

The  BBOCKI.BY  Wuiks  Collisiok.— The  dinctors  of  the 
North-Eaatem  Railway  Company  have  agreed  to  pay  £7,500* 
to  the  representatives  of  the  family  of  the  late  Mr.  Henry 
Richardson,  ]»per  manufactorer^underland,  who  was  killed 
in  the  collisioo  at  Brockley  Whins  Station  in  December 
last.  A.  claim  for  £10,000  for  the  deceased's  tan  childrsn  ^ 
whoee  mother  has  died  since  the  accident,  was  originally 
made,  and  an  action  to  enforce  that  claim  was  set  down 
for  hearing  at  the  Manchester  Assizes  this  week. 

The  Ticrbobkb  Baboxetct.  —  This  case  was  before 
Lord  Justice  James,  at  the  Court  of  AppeaL  On  the  death  of 
Lady  Tichbome,  Sir  Doughty  Tidtbante,  one  of  ths  next-of- 
kin,  and  claimant  to  Ute  Tichbome  estates  as  well  as  the 
baronetcy,  brought  a  suit  in  the  Court  of  ChanoeiT  for  the  ad- 
ministration of  the  personal  estate  of  the  deceased  udv,  the  i«al 
estate  being  the  subject  of  litigation  on  an  action  of  c^eolinent 
in  the  Court  of  Common  Pleas.  Sir  Doughty  realised  tbo 
personalty,  which  amounted  to  about  £480,  and  was  insufficient  to 
meet  the  claims  of  creditors.  The  latter,  alleging  that  Sir 
Doughty  had  no  ri^ht  to  interfere  in  the  administnition  of  the 
assets,  obtained  an  injunction  to  restrain  him  from  proceeding 
farther  in  that  dirnjtion ;  but,  notwithstanding  tni.^,  Vice- 
Chancellor  Stuart  ordered  the  payment  of  the  costs  in  the 
administration  suit  out  nf  the  estate.  The  costs  smounted  to- 
£430,  and  by  that  order  a  few  pounds  only  would  remain  for 
distribution  among  the  creditors.  That  decision  the  creditors 
now  appealed  from,  and  the  Lord  Justice  reversed  it,  hi» 
lordship  being  of  opinion  that  the  administration  suit  was 
unnecessary,  and  instituted  by  the  plaintiff  simply  for  tho 
purpose  of  obtaining  evidence  m  support  of  his  olaun  to  the 
baronetcy.  The  creditors  must  have  priority  in  respect  of  costs- 
incurred  by  those  means :  coiisequently  the  appeal  would  be 
allowed. 


■IBTH8.  HABRIAOSS,  AIID  DSATRS. 

BIRTHS. 
Palmes — On  March  3,  at  Albert-place,  Kensington,  the  wife 
of  J.  E.  Palmer,  barriater-at-law,  of  a  son. 

UABBUaES. 

Abmstboso— Vauohak— On  March  2,  at  St.  George's,  Han- 
ov«r-squars,  Francis  Charles  Armstrong,  Esq.,  barriater-at- 
law,  to  Julia  Augusta  Vanghan,  Lansdowne  House,  Hamp- 
ton Wick,  widow  of  the  late  John  Vaughan,  Esq.,  of  Oreen- 
hithe,  Kent. 

Sladbn — Rl'SSEll — On  March  7>  at  Tnpsley,  Herefordshire, 
St.  Barbe  Sladen,  of  Heathfield,  Eeigate,  and  Onslow-square, 
Esq.,  to  Emma  Camilla  Russell,  daughter  of  the  late  Captain 
Russell,  of  Hampton  Dene,  Herefordshire. 

DEATHS. 
Maddock — On  March  4,  at  Penrhyn  Lodge,  Surbiton,  Samuel 

Horace  Clarke  Maddock,   Esq.,  of  No.  A,  Spring-gardens, 

Westminster,  aged  50. 
TotLMAX— On  March   6,  at  Lancaster   Lodge,  North-park, 

Croydon,  Samuel  Simpson  Tonlman,  of  Unooln's-inn,  Esq., 

barrister-at-law,  aged  68. 


lOIDOI  OAZXTIES. 


ProfiasioDal  P«rtB«rtUpi  DiaiolTed. 

FaiDAT,  Maroh  3, 18T1. 

Denby.  Thoa  Wm.'fc  John  Peschey,  Frsderiok's-pl,  Old  Jewry,  At- 

torneya  and  Solicitors.    Feb  28. 

ToiSDAT,  Msrcb.  7,  mi. 
Woodall,  Wm  Bd»d,  Wm  Otter  Woodall,  k  John  Doaner,  Scarboroogh^ 
Atiornejs  and  Solicttors.    Uarch  1. 
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WindiDg-up  of  Joint  Stock  Companies. 

FKiDtT,  JUrchS,  1871. 

LlUlTtD   IH   CUANCERT. 

Berlin  Great  Market  and  Abattoirs  Company  (Umited).— Petition  for 
oiodini:  up,  presented  March  2,  directed  to  be  heard  before  the  Master 
af  the  Bolls,  on  Marck  II.  Lewis  &  Co,  Old  Jewry,  aolicitors  for  the 
petitioner. 

Star  and  Garter  Hotel  Companv  (Limited).— The  Maatcr  of  the  Bolls 
hai,  by  »o  order  dated  Dec  19,  appointed  Hy  Grijaell,  17,  Montagae- 
sq,  to  be  official  liquidator. 

TUESDAT,  March  7,  1871.      \ 
Limited  in  Ch-kscirt. 
Patent  Bread  Machinery  Company  (Limited).— The  Master  of  the  Rolls 
has,  by  an  order  dated  I'cb  ii,  ordered  that  the  above  company  be 
wound  up.    Harcourt  &  Macarthar,  MoorKate-atreet,  solicitor*  for  the 
petitioners. 

Creditors  under  Estates  in  Chancery. 

LfJit  Dot/  of  Proof. 

FaiDAV,  March  3.  1871, 

Crosse,  Hy  Geo  Godsalye.  llainham.  Buses,  Esq.    March  S5.    Cross  e  v 

Blewit.  V.C.  Stuart.     Bennett  &  Co,  New-»q,  Lincoln's-inn. 
Dunraren,  Right  Hon  Caroline  Countesa   Dowaeer  of,  Clearwell,  Gloa- 

cester.    March  23.    Ooin  »  liallwey,  M.R.    Frere   &  Co.  Linooln's- 

inn-fields. 
Mantnn,  John,  sen,  Loxley,  Warwick,  Shoemaker.    March  25.    Manton 

r  .Manton,  M.It.     Uobbes  &  Co,  Stratford-npon-ATon. 
Martin,  Hy.    Maidstoae,  Kent,    Hotel    Keeper.      March  21.     Coles  r 

Martin,  V.C.  Malins.     Prall,  Rochester.  , 

Simpson.  Jas,  Bruce-groTe,  Tottenham,  Gent.    April  1.    Smith  v  Smith, 

M.R.    Baker  &  Co,  Cloak-Iane. 
Walker,  Ale.t,Leadcnhall-Jt,  Merchant.    June  10.    Walker  r  Sellgmaim, 

M.R.     HilberA',  Crutched-friars. 
Wray.   Sarah,  ■Mortlake.  Surrey.    March  25.     Wr»y  »  Wray,    V.C. 

Bacon.     Wray,  Leybam. 

Creditors  nnder  22  &  23  Vict  cap.  85- 

Lait  Diiii  of  Clnim. 

TCESDAT,  Feb.  2S,  1871. 

Allwood,  Ebeo,  Dackington,  Chester,  Farmer.    March  31.    Blackiston  & 

Ererett,  Hanley. 
Elves,  Juhn,  Clifton-Tillas,  Anerley-rd,  Gent.    May  1.    Watson  &  Sons, 

Bouverie-.'it, 
Elwes,  Fanny  Ann,  Ranworth  Cottage,  Falham-rd.    March  29.    Davis, 

Harp-lane. 
Bailty,  Chas  Edward,  High  Holborn,  Ironmonger.    May  1.    Fletcher  & 

Co,  Staple-inn. 
Bird,  Joseph,  Tlie  Healh,  Oldswinford,  Worcester,   Malster.    March  31. 

Uarward  &  Co,  Stourbridge. 
Butterill.  John.  Qarton-on-thc-Wolds,  York,  Farmer.    April  6.    But- 

terll!,  Gt  Driffield. 
Child,  Thos,  Slinfold,  Sussex,  Gent.     May  17.    Bedford,  Horsham. 
Cooper.  Ellen,  Melksham,  Wilis.    April  15.    Deane  &  Chabb,  South-aq, 

Gray*s-inn. 
Croft,  Wm,  Bayham-cottages,  Camden-town,  Gent.    May  3.    Berkeley, 

Gray*s-inn-Kq. 
Daviea,      Kichurd,    Tyllwydllanfarian.    Cardigan,    Farmer.      May     I, 

Thomas,  Aberystwilh. 
Edwards,  Eliz,  (or  Keatell] ,  Cowplain,  tsouthampton.     )Iarch  31 .    Blake, 

Portsfa. 
Gsmett,  Jeremiah,   Sale,   Chester,  Esq.    March  31.    Darloy,  John-st, 

Bedford-row. 
Gerrard,  John,  Hanley,  Stafford,    Colour  Manufacturer.      March   25. 

Chullinnr,  Hanley. 
Harper,  IVibert,  Woatbourne- pi,  Paddington,  Surgeon.    March  25.  Lam- 
bert .1  Buriiln,  John-Bt,  Bedford-row. 
Hood,  Mary,  Buckiniihnm  Palace-rd,   Widow.    Aprils.     Stubbs,  East- 
cheap. 
Hopkinsop,    Wm,  Salford,    Lancashire,  Dentist.      April    lO.     Howarth, 

Mancl). 
King, 'Ihos.  Brockhall,  nr  Bridgnorth,  Salop,  Gent.    March  31.    Har- 
vard, Stourbridge. 
Lockwood,  Ann,  Davyhalme,  Lancashire,  Widow,    March  25.    Chapman 

&  Co.  Manch. 
MacLo'sl,  Rev  Chas  Middleton,  Harlow,  Easex.    March  31.    Hubbard  & 

Son,  Buoklersbury. 
Moore,   Tho.-*,   St  Alban's,  Hereford,  Victualler.    April  1.    Blagg    & 

Edwarda. 
Oritur,  Elizu,  Lpool,  Widow.     April  30.     Duke  &  Ooffey,  Lpool. 
Osborn, -laa  Samuel,  High-sC,  Clupham,  Draper,     April  1.     Start,  Iron- 

monuer-lmie. 
Percira.  Francisco,  Talbot-rd,  Bayswater,  Merchant.    April  6.     New, 

King-st,  Otieapside. 
Puxle>,  Eliza,  Tenby,    Pembroke,   Spinster.    April   8.    Sharpe    &   Co, 

Badford-row. 
Rotter,    John  Champley,    Finsbury- circus,  Esq.    March    18.    Rutter, 

Finsbury -circus. 
Shorting,   Saruh,    Cambridge  ter,    Hyde-pk.      April    SO.      Bicknell   & 

Hortin,  Ediware-rd. 
Squire,  Julia,  Chehenhara,  Gloucester.lWidow.    March  30.     Brydges  & 

Mellersh. 
Stroud,  Kichard,  Thutcham,  Berks,  Butcher.  April  5.  Deacon,  Reading. 

Fbidat,  March  3,  1871. 
Bennett.  John  Thos,  St  Albans,   Hertford,  Gent.    April  10.    Spencer, 

Veruluni-bldgs.  Gray's- inn. 

urn.   Surah,     Smith's- cottages.     Asylnm-rd,    Old    Kent-rd,   Widow. 
April    20.     Cattell,  Bedforc-row. 
Campbell,  John,  Lpool,  Contractor.    April   I.    Bradley  &  Steinfor.h, 

Lpool. 
Chaplin,  Wm,  Dartford,  Kent,  Wine  Merchant.       April  7.      Steele, 

Bloorasbury-sq 
Clement,  Wm  Jas,  Shrewsbnr]',  Surgeon,  M.P.      April  29.     Falin, 

Shrtwsbury. 
Davis,  lieo.  Giltspiir-ir,  Licensed  Victualler,     April   I,      Nash  &  Co, 

Sufl'nik-laue.  Cannon-st. 
Doveton,  Wm  Webber  Kennedy,  Ship  Eboe,  Master  Mariner.    May  2-^. 

Wells,  St  Swlthin's-lane. 


Durham,  Chas  Jacob,  Bear-lane.  Greenwich.  Liceuswirain 

1.  Nash  &  Co,  Suffolk-lane.  CannoQ-At 
Harpham,  Geo,  Ipswich,  Sut^ilk,  Iron  MeichiDt.  Jane  I.  < 

Ipawioh. 
Hsneil,  Ellen,  Hove,  nr  Brighton,  Sussex,  Widow.  Agnl 

Co,  Nicholas-lane,  Lombard'St. 
Rutchings,  Jane,  Stonehouse,  Devon,  Spinster.   March  IS. 

Moore,  Plymouth. 
Jackson,  Matthew,  Wicker  Leys.  Nottingham, Gent.  Maji 

Southwell. 
Laurie,  Rev  Joseph,  Hotwells,  Bristol.    March  31.  Koiii 

ford-row. 
Markwell,  Wm  Robert  Sheridan,  Qneen'srd,  Bayswitu,  ( 

31.    Davis,  Cork-st,  Burlington-gardens. 
Murray,  Ann,  Southsea,  Hants.  Widow.    April  1.  Peaiti 

Portsea. 
Roberts,  John,  Jermyn-st,  St  JameiTs,  Tailor.   April  10. 

Bedferd-row. 
Rowland,  Hy,  Horsham,  Sussex,  Gent.    March  3S.   Uel* 
Sales,  Alice,    Henley-on-Thames,   Oxford,  Spinster.  Ha 

Marylcbone-rd. 
Smith,  P,ev   Edward    Digby,   Norwich,   Norfolk.    Mai 

Talbot,  Raymond-bldgs,  Gray's- Inn. 
Stephenson,  John    Thos,    Bayham-st,    Camdea-tova, 

March  31.    Pain,  Marylebone  rd. 
Street,  Wm  Jesse,  Lincoln 's-ino-fields,  Solicitor.    Uayl 

eery-lane. 
Tickle,  John,  Langworthy,  Devon,  V'eoman.    April  I 

hampton. 
Till,  Wm,  Lutterworth,   I,eicester,  Fanner.    May  1. 

Nuneaton. 
Walker,  Oliver  Ormerod.  Chesham,  nr  Bury,  Lancajhii 

20.     Harrison  8c  Son,  Kendal. 
Tyler,  Hannah,  Olveaton,   Gloucester,    Widow.    Aprtl  1 

«""=■"')'•  BaokruptB. 

Fkidat,  March  3,  1871. 
Under  the  Bankruptcy  Act,  1859. 
Creditors  mast  forward  their  proo  fs  of  debts  to  the  1 
To  Snrrender  in  London. 
Bowen,  Chas,  Brabant  ct,  Philpot-laae,   Shipbioksr. 

Murray.     March  14  at  1- 
Janninas,  Hv,  Speldhnrst-rd,  South  Hackney,  Wholesi 

Pet  Feb  2".     Hazlitt.     March  22  at  IS.30. 
Mingay,  Goo  Wm,  Tottenham-ct-rd,  Oilman.      Pet  Fel 

March  21  at  I. 
Nightingill,  Thos,  Leytonstoar,  Essex,  Cainiao.    PstI 

March  21  at  12. 
Yearsley,  Stephen,  Cambarwell-green,  out  of  businesi. 

Pepys.    March  14  at  I. 

To  Surrender  in  the  Country. 
Barker,  Chas,  Rotheram,  York,  Bootmaker.       Pet  Man: 

Sheffield,  March  15  at  2. 
Bellamy,  Chas.  Whittlesey,  Cambs,  Wheelwright.    Pet  1 

Peterborough,  March  18  a^  II. 
Bucknall,  Wm  Hy,  Driatol,  Upholsterer. 

March  15  at  12- 
Chapman,  Abel  Riohd,  Norwich,  Builder. 

wich,  March  1G  at  12. 
Cunningham,  DanI,  Leicester,  Plasterer. 

ter,  March  14  at  12. 
Haigli,  John,  Barnsley,  York,  Auctioneer.  Pet  March 

ley,  March  23  at  1 1 . 
Haythorpe,  Fredk,  Ramsey,  Hunts,  Builder.      Pet  Fi 

Peterborough,  March  18  at  11.30. 
Law,  John,  Manch,  Money  Scrivener-     Pet  March  1. 

March  23  at  9.30. 
Loughlin,  Ellen,  Torquay,  Devon,  Oatfltter. 

March  Hat  1. 
RIgby,  Hy,  -Margate,  Kent,  China  Dealer. 

Canterbury,  March  15  at  3. 
Smith,  Chas,  Gt  Coggeshall,  Essex,  Chemist.  Pet  Feb  ti 

ford,  March  1 5  at  3. 
Topham,  Wm,  Harrogate,  York,  Contractor.      Pet  F« 

York,  March  16  at  2. 
Trehem,  Hy  Chaa,  Plymouth,  Devon,  Cork   Uerctaai 

Fearce.    East  Stonehouse,  March  15  at  U. 

TDE8DAI,  March  7,  1871. 
iJndcr  the  Bankruptcy  Act,  1869. 
Credlt-rrs  must  forward  their  proofs  of  debts  to  lh< 
To  Surrender  in  London. 
Bartlett,  John,  Stamford-rd,  Kingsland.  Pet  Feb  28.  Bi 

17  at  II- 
Chadwick,  Fredk,  Sellwood-ter,  Bromptoo,   Surveyor. 

Hazlitt.     March  22  at  I . 
Donald,  Jas  Petrie,  Strand,  Clothier.    Pet  March  2.    : 

at  II. 
SMpton,  J.,  Clapham-rd,  Coach  Maker.    Pet  March  3. 

21  at  I2.3U. 
Wood,  Geo,  Vorley-viUas,  Upper  Holloway,  ont  of  bus 

2.  Pepys-    March  24  at  12. 

To  Surrender  in  the  Country- 
Bentley,  Benj,  Holoombe  Brook,  Lancashire,  Cotton  Spi 

2.     Holden.    Bolton,  March  22  at  10. 
Bett,  Wm  Bobt,  Quadring,  Lincoln,  Grocer.      Pet  Ma 

Peterborough,  .March  28  at  12. 
Dunn,  Thos,  Devonport,  Devon,  C»b  Proprietor.     Pet '. 

East  tjtonehouse.  -March  2H  at  11. 
Grundy,  Edmund  Lindley,  Manch,  .\ccounbant.      Pet 

Mancb,  March23at  10. 
Jones,  Sir  John,  Dover,  Kent,  S.C.3.    Pet  M&rch  3.  Ca 

bury,  March  22  at  2. 
Lishman,  Thos,  8t  Geo  Doaglas  Long,  Stock con-on-Tet 

Pet  March  2.    Crosby.    Stockion-on-Teea,  March  11 
Long,  Fioldhouae.Yoadon,  Y"ork,  Manufactttrer.  Pet  3L 

Leeds,  .March  23  at  1 1. 
McCabc,  John,  Worcester,  Fruit  Dealer.    Pel  March  3 

ter,  March  2e  at  11. 


Pat  Fab  28. 
Pet  March  1, 


Pet  Feb  2J. 


Pet  Feb  I 


Pet  Feb 
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(■mil.  GMi  Havw,  Noraleli,  AaedoiiMr.     Fat  Htreti  i.     Palmar. 
llin>icli,lbnl>Mit:  It. 

tlJmtli.  A  Joaqtb  Ennrd,  HuMatan,  Warwick,  Btlckiaaken. 
PkUucIi},   Kirby.    Conolry,  Uarch  M  at  10.30. 
^•nr,)iv<a,Sarl)itsii,  Surrejr.  <VUlair.      Pdt  Marcli  2.      Bartrop. 
tiofilm,  ilucb  13  at  S. 

BANKRUPTCIES  ANNULLED. 
FaioaT,  ICarch  t,  IWI. 
•mttu,  Am  Ba(l*T,  ComhiU,  Ship  Vainer.    Feb  IT. 
Hit,  *°><  Ninliead  creieent,  Packham  Rr»>  Builder.    Feb  27. 
'nut.  Chu,  New  Crou,  Kent,  Bailder.    Feb  34. 

TpnoAT,  Haich  T.  1870. 
irao,  Fucoart,  Gteamaor-M,  Gent.    lUreh  I. 
iita,  John  Howard,  Hanber.4t.  Stratford,  oat  of  employ.    March  3. 
•mJuDonald,  Teiiiple-K.Whitallrlar(,  Bootmakar.    Uneba. 

moidation  bj  AmaganMnt. 

rUST  MEETINOS  OF  CBEDETOES. 
FaisaT,  Hareh  8, 1871. 
kv,  Mepk,  Alrewaa,  Btafford,  Bntchar.     Harcb  IG  at  3,  at  offlca 
■fWUmn,  OalM-M,  Biutoii.on-Tienc 

flwite.  Jama.  Doraley  Farm,  WUts,  Farmer.    March  20  at  12,  at 
MTowahall.  Bndfind. 

kteos,  Jobn  ft  Wm  AtUnaon,  Leeda,  Bloa  Slata  Herdiaati.    Uareh 
t*u  II.  ilUia OiiBn  Botal,  Weat  Bar. Laeda.    Qarka,  Leadi. 
twti.Frtdk,  Fairaoath,  Ocnnrall,  Accoontant.    March  14  at  It,  at 
«a>ol  Jenklni,  Foat-otka  bMffa,  FMmeuth.    TTarana,  Traro. 
'i>rl(bi,  Jeraniah,  Weduatbarr,  StaObrd,  Pablican.    Mareh  It  at  12, 
<i  DiOca  «(  Sheldon,  Lower  Htgb^t,  Vadneebnry, 
rtnrtoM    Wm,  Hlgh^,  CambarwaU.  Baker.     Marah  IT  at  3,  at 
'ScetofEjei,  Com  Kzchaaga  Offlcea,Old  Com  Ezehange,  Mark- 
in. 

i;t,;olui,  KiiwHt,  Hammenmlth,  Dyer.    March  30  at  2,  at  offlcaa  of 
i^taatCa,  King.at,Cheap<ide.    Dobia,  Basinirhall-w. 
ftS  Had,  Pnaton ,  Iduoaater,  TaUor.   March  li  at  2,  at  office  of 
Indiflik  WitKo,  WiDOklejr-at,  Pnaton. 

"w,  Wn  OHrer,  Pat«hnll-rd,  Kenttab  Town,  Teacher  of  Music. 
»Bih  14  «t  1,  at  office  ot  Baaona  *  Parker,  Chancery.Une. 
tr,  br  Alho,  Tredegar-rd,  Bow.  Clack  In  Holy  Otd»ra.    March  16  at 
IBifltte  of  Hatob,  Jnn,  Klnc«,  Owapiide. 
•«■  Seo,    Cedan-row.   IjaTaiider.hlU,    Wandsworth,   Batcher. 
«""*  11  Mi,  at  office  of  Cbamberlain.  Baainxball.<t. 
"•T.  Ji-on  Joseph,  Newport  Pa^ell,  Bnclts,  Butcher.    March  17 
«».« the  Swan  Hotel,  Newport  caffnelU    Stimson.  Bedford. 
nS7^  ??****•  Bnlldar.    Hanh  17  at  13,  at  offlcaa  of  Conquaat, 
jaw  a»  Bed.'ord. 

"J^^*^  Meweaatla-tipon.Tjma.8hoaManufiictarer.    March  IT 

^yne. 
anoaatar,    Oom 


tofBcea 
Bartrnm, 


••]U*as  of  Joel,  Market^at,  Naircaatle-npon-Tyn 
"g«,Jshn  k   Robert   Fairhorat,   Ormakirk,  Lai 
WW   Hareh  24  at  2,  at  the  Llrerpool  Law  Aasoclatlon,  Cooi-»t. 
4M^ETaaaA  Lockett,  Lpool. 

"•m  Morrison,  KIrkdale,  Lpool.  Bailiff.     March  14  at  2,  ac  tha 
J*««i  Booms,  Sonth  JohnHt,  Lpool. 
*««s  John.  New  Oxford.at,  Draper.     Msrch  1$  at  12,  at 
ai^auykOo.Cha^Mide.    Daridaon  ft  Co,  BarinchaUnt. 
»»■.  8ath,  Farmar.     March  10  at  11,  at  offioe  of    Bai 

E™?  *•"'•  Norwich,  Timber  Merchant.    March    14  at  II,  at 

■w otvrto,„ 4  FrencU,  Ollaa'-»t, Norwich. 

■»i.*mM.  Sine's  Norton,  Worcester.  Lleenaed  VIctnaller.    March 

»« '!,  St  offloes  of  Pallowa,  Oharry-at,  Blrm. 

«a,  Oanlel  Edwd,  Binn,  Bnlldar.    March  17  at  10,  at  office  of 

"tBemetfa-hUl,  Birjn. 

JHy.ft  Jobn  Sbeldridi,  Uaneh,  Tailors.    March  17  at  3,  at  the 

■;«<  Botal.  SprlnK.«arden8,  Mwwb.    Peacock.  Maoeh. 

E...?"..'*""!*   Steeda.  Ly^ay,   Oloocaater,  Coal   Marohaot. 

^^^^j^* ''  X  oOsaa  of  Walosoou,  Unlon-at,  Ponses.    Wililame  ft 

n>Tlioi,  Sam  Bridge.  Flint,  CoDtraetor.    March  27  at  12,  at  the 

Touuj  Arns  Houl,  Hi(b  et,  Wrexham.    Pugh,  Wrexham. 

trf  iL*  *'*'T  '<»•»•  Holywell,  Fltot.    March  24  at  II,  at 

J^j  12.""!;?^  Markat-at,  Rhyl. 

J  .^TSl '?''**•  "'Stockton,  Dorbam,  Innkeeper.    March   19 

i,," i™  of  Ctemmet,  Jan,  Biahop-H,  Stockton, 

«:J2!?V*'*^"  ^—^>  Lincoln,  Bailder.    March  17  at  1,  at 

Mnoea  t  Head  Hotel.  Lincoln.    Hett  ft  Oo,  Bfin. 

W.  Am,  ft  AIM  Edwd  Kennedy.Tnsnmate,  Cheeter,ProTision 

Jjn-  llarch  is  at  2,  at  oOksa  of  Doimbam.  Karfcat-at,  Blrken- 

iSoil,  WUtehaien.  Cnraberland.  Draper.    March  It  at  10,  M. 

kw_ ^T"^-  Dewhlnii's-bldgs, Bradford.    Umb,  Whlteharen. 

^"a,  Sbrewabaiy,  Salop,  Maliaiar,    March  17  at  »,  at  the  Crown 

TtirL'V''^-    dATke.  Sbrawsboiy. 

fa?Bii?S^'  I-oeaMar.ABent.    March  15  at  ll.atoffioaaof 

J2*  ^  Commereial-yd,  WIgan. 

rr„  *i*  John  HaoEoighi.  CarlUle.  Woollen  Spinnaca.  March 

w  'i  ^'*  Wright,  Baiikat,  Carlisle. 

^,i*?>"r<Wleto»aq,01ertienwell,  Watch  Usnufactnrar.  March 

F^ii^jaaiian's  Hotel,  Crown.«t,  Cheapeide.  New,  Baainghall-at. 

^^5^JJ|0^o<i,  Tork.Pro*isioo  Dealer.  March  23  at  2,  at  offlcaa 

i  iiL?!?''*^^^-    *'"«'»  16  at  1,  at  office*  of  Broomhoad  ft 
>»s»k-«bMnbera,  Oooraa-at.  SbeffieU. 

tf  «£?- S!!  fl^oP  •  HnU.  Somanat.  Innkaeper.     March  16  at 
i"!»JJTmaehard  ft  Wslsh,  Registiy-pl,  Tsuntin. 
■V"«;Bath,  Ueanaed  Victualler.    Mareh  IT  at  1 1 ,  at  offices  of 
■wm.Konliafflberland-Mdgs,  Both. 

r:'*.QtatoD,  Darby,  Chemist.    March  17at3.atthe  Oarenee 
—  Maooh.    Baddish. 


F*!AlH,8eren8iats 


fci^lS!?",*'***^-'^'  Holloway,'  Ucenaed  VIctnaUer.  Match 

la  t^.  *"*  '>'  Oltto<>>  Irounonger-lana. 

EiK:^?"!?"'  '™'»'  ^*"on.   March  14  at  2,  at  offlcaa  of  Wit- 

J'«*»»<t,  Darlaea. 

SiT?'^!?'''  !-*««»««  Victualler.    March  IS  at  II,  at  offlcaa  of 

■a»  k  Bleimo,  Broad-at.  Briatol. 


>  Bawlsnd,  John,  Lpool,  Oroeer.    March  16  at  3,  at  offlees  of  Aapinall  ft 
I      Bird.  Union.ct,  Castle-st,  Lpool. 

<  Uichards,  Christopher  BeUew.  Phoonix-yd,  Ox(6rd.at,  Jobmaater.  Mareh 
'      IS  at  2,  at  the  Oolldhall  Tavern,  Qrasham.st.    Boise  K  Co,  Cheap, 
side.  ' 

Richards,  Bagh,  Mold,  Fitait,  Ironmonger.    March  12  at  2,  at  the  Woo'.* 

pack  Hate!,  Moor.tt,  Blrm.    Kelly  ft  Co,  Mold. 
Blohardson,  Frank  Waters,  Junction  Villai,  Sale  at,  Paddlngton,  Horse 

Dealer.    March  21  at  It,  at  offiea  of  Stratt,  Adelpbl-tar,  Strand. 
Roberts,  Huith,  Tue  Brooli,  Lsncaater,  Joiner.    March  28  at  2,  at  offlcaa 
of  Sheen  ft  Martin.  AdeiphI  Bank-diambera,  Sonth  John-at,  Lpool. 
Robbins.  Vincent,  ft  John  Kobblos,  Dorar,  Kent,  Engrarera.    Match  2L 

at  3,  at  the  Kuyal  Oak  Hotel,  Dover.    Minter,  Dover. 
Shepherd,  Wni,  HIeh-st,    Stoke  Newingion,  CoaohbaDdor.    ICarch  22 

at  3.  at  the  Oulldlioll  Tavern,  Gruiham-st.    Mercer  ft  Mercer. 
Shields,  Joseph  Wm,  Newport,  Aitorney'a  Clerk.    March  18  at  2,  at 

offices  of  Hooper.  Newport. 
Smith,  Frank,  ft  Chas  Ready,  Tnnbridge,  Kent,  Clothiera.    March  IT  at 

i.  at  the  Cathedral  Hotel,  St  Paura^cbarehyard.    stephanaon,  Cbat> 

ham. 
Spain. By,  Aahtos-nnder-Lyne,  Lancaster,  Toboceonlat.    Hareh  14  at 

3.30,  at  tha  Angel  Botel,  Market-st,  Maneh.    Chtyton,  Aabtonuadar' 

Lyne. 
Spratt,  Thoa  Banks,  Deal,  Kent,  GrDcer.    Maroh  16  at  U,  at  the  Boral 

Exchange  Botel,  Deal.    Dtaw,  Deal. 
Stokes,  nao  Ceriatopher,  EUxaVyd,  Old  Beihnal.green-id,  Ohamleal 

Light  Manoftctarer.  March  13  at  l.atofflceaof  ScolesfcPahi,  Rngby- 

chambera,  Ohapel^t,  Bedford-row. 
Tate,  Geo,  Appleton-le>Maor>,  York,  Miller.   Mareh  16  at  2,  At  offlcaa  ot 

Parkinson,  PIckarlng. 
Taylor.  Edwin  Hy,  LiohHeld-grove,  FInehlay,  Bailder.    March  16  at  2, 

a^  offices  of  Sannders  at  Uawksroid.'Carey.et,  UncolaVtnn. 
Varden,  Sarah  Eliz,  Nonh  Walsham,  Norfolk,  Ironmonger.    March  1 4 

at  12,  at  offices  of^  Emerson  ft  Sparrow,  Rampant  Borse-at,  Norwich. 
Verity,  Araham  John,  Bridgend,  Olamotgan,  Snigeon.  March  16  at  II, 

at  office  of  Stockwood,  Jan,  Bridgend. 
Walker,  Kobt  Daly,  Chntch-at,  Stoke  Nairington,  Snrgaon.    Mareh  16  at 

2,  at  30,  Castle-st  East,  Oxford. 
Ward,  John  Lynch,  Manob,  Bailder.   March  2*  at  8,  at  the  Clareace 

Hotel,  Spring-sardens,  Manoh.    Storer,  Manch. 
Wbincnp,  Oeo.  Mancb,  Joiner.    March  16  at  1 1,  at  offlcaa  of  Boote  ft 

Edgar,  Oaorge-sc,  Maneh. 
I  Wibberley,  Mary,  Lpool,  Plumber.    March  13  at  8,  at  o<Bcea  of  Dixon, 

Lard-st,  Lpool. 
Wllkins.  Wm,  Sutton  Coldfleld^  Warwick,  Chandler.    Match  IS  At  I,  at 

34,  Waterloo-st,  Birm.    Holbectae  ft  Co,  Sniton  Ooldfleld. 
roangmaa,  Jeaaa,  North  Walsham,  Norfolk,  Baker.    March  13  at  II,  at^ 

offloes  of  Ttllett,  St  Andrew'sat,  Norwich.    WIcki,  Norwich. 
ToasDAT.  March  7, 1871. 
Armstrong,  Bei^smin,  Sunderland,  Dnrham,  Ironfonndar.    Mareh  IT 

at  2,  at  offlcaa  of  Graham,  Jobn^at,  Sandarland. 
Aveni,  John  Ibos,  Exeter.  Opholaterer.    Jlaroh  22  at  12,  atoSoaaof 

Friend.  Pott  OlBce-cbambera,  Qneen-st,  Exetar. 
Aaaoni,  Fnooaaoo,  ft  Wm  Viletaaa,  Old  Bnad-aa,  Marchanta.    March  1.V 

at  I,  at  the  Oaildhall  Tavem,  Oraaham-st.    O'Sbaa,  King  WllUam-ei. 
Barraolaagb.  John.  Beeaton.  nr  Leads,  Innkeeper.    March  20  at  1 1,  at 

offlees  of  Terry  ft  Bobfaiaon,  Market-et,  Bradford. 
Baatin,  Sarah,  Bristol,  Orooer.    Mareh  20  at  It,  at  offlcaa  of  Ooiling, 

Jan,  Btoad^t,  Biislol. 
Bleasdale.  John,  Newport,  Monmonth,  Broker.  March  21  at  I,  at  offlees 

of  Williama  ft  Oo,  Clara-st ,  BristoL 
Campin,  Jobn,  Wet«esier,  Caipentet.    Match  7  at  11.30,  at  offices  ot 

MUler  ft  Corbet,  The  Ones,  Worceatar. 
Oarr,  John,  Bolton, Lancaster,  liuteher.    Match  18  at  10,ateacaaor 

Richardson  ft  Dowling,  Weod-st.  Bolton. 
Cbappell,  Wm,  Upper  Heeding,  Sussex,  Builder.    March  26  at  U,  at 

office  of  Lamb,  Ship-at,  Brlghtoo. 
Evans,  Robt.  Lpool,  Milliner.    March  23  at  2,  at  offlcaa  of  IveTt  Soatii 

John-st,  Lpool. 
Evans,  Tbos,  Moss,  Denbigh,  Innkeeper.    March  20at  II,  at  offlca  of 

Jamas,  Brynytiynnon,  Wrexham. 
Fahrbnrst,  Eliz,  Scholes  Wigan,  Lancaster,  InnkM{per.    March  23  at  3, 

at  officea  of  Mayhaw  ft  Sooa,  Standiabgate,  Wigan. 
Farrell,  By  Geo,  Llandaff,  Glamorgan,  Merchant's  Clerk.    Mareh  IR  at 

11,  at  otBees  of  Williams  ft  Oo,  St  Mary-st,  CatdUL  Morgan,  Cardiff. 
Baddow,  Joseph,  Clifton,  Bedlord,  Oroeer.    March  21atll.M,  atomce 

of  Wade,  Bneklerabury,  Uitchen. 
Bali,  Jobn,  Bloxwich,  tsufford.  Builder.    March  10  at  2,  at  office  et 

Baker,  WalaaU. 
Hodaon,  Cbas  By,  Old  Kent-rd,  Anttanooy  Refiner.     Maroh  17  at  II,  at 

offices  of  Bowell,  Cheapeide. 
Bollbt,  Sarah  Heaion  ft  Hannah  Beaton  BoUlst,  Blaakpool,  Laneashiie. 

Boarding-school  Proprietore.     March  21  at  II,  at  offloea  of  Cbamlejr 

ft  Co,  Cburcb-st,  Blackpool, 
Holmes,  Robert  Thoa,  Oommetciai-id,  East,  Brewer,    March  10  at  2, 

at  olBc?s  of  Blachford  ft  Kichet,  Ot  Swan-alley,  Moorgate-at. 
Jackson,  Harry,  bhauklin.  Isle  of  Wight,  Bailder.    March  20  at  >,  at  the 

Green  Dragon  Hotel,  Shanklln.    Hooper,  Newport. 
Kingswell.  James,  Isle  of  Wight,  Farmer.     March22att,atofllceof 

Hooper,  Newport. 
Knott,  John,  Whitefriars-st,  Baker.    March  22  at  1,  at  office  of  Hobbes, 

Nortb-bldgs,  Finsbnry. 
Lea,  Sarah,  Honlay,  StaSord,  Beersaller.    March  17  at  II,  at  office  of 

Tennant,  Cbeapstde,  Hanley. 
Leslie.  Hy,  East-st,  Bolbora,  Chas  Steele,  Featherstone-bldga,  Holbora, 

ft  WasUngton  Norton,  Cook's-ct,  Carey-st,  Lessees  of  the  Opera 

Comiqne  Theatre.     March  20  at  11.  at  the  O^era  Comiqne  Iheatte, 

2S9,  Strand.    Brandon,  aasax'^t.  Strand. 
Louch,  Chas.  Landport,  Hania,  Draper.    March  21  at  2,  at  offloes  ot 

Honey  ft  Co,  Kiug-st,  Cheapside.    Reed  ft  Co,  Orssham.st. 
Machen,  Sami,  LpooU  Export  Beer  Merchant.    March  17  at  8,  at  offlcaa 

of  Forshaw  ft  Hawkins.  Sweetlng-at,  Lpool. 
Maclaurine,  John,  ShefBeld,  Britannia  Meul  Manafhctorer.  Match  20  H 

4,  atafflcesof  Binney  a  Bon,  North  Church-st,  Sheflleld. 
Naylor,  Abraham,  Leeds,  ProrUion  Dealer.    March  21  at  2  at  offlca  at 

Emdey,  Wharton's  Hotel,  Park-Ume,  Leeda. 
Patriak,  Wnq,  Worceater.  Bricklajrar.   March  17  at  2,  at  offleea  et  Miller 

ft  Coibat,  Croes,  Woroeater. 
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Perkin>,  Albert.  Geo,  Stourport,  Worcester,  Orocer.    March  SI  at  U,  a 

odlce  of  Watson,  Black  Horse  Hotel,  KidderminsUr. 
Peteraon,  Peter  Talbot,  Lpool,   Printer.      March    17  at  3,    at  offlcea  of 

Bleaae,  Lord. at,  Lpool.    A>plnall  &  Bird,  Lpool. 
Pickin,  Geo,  Birm,  Lamp  Dealer,     ilaroh  18  at  2,  at  olBcei  iif  Hurtaon, 

Newhall  St,  Dirm. 
PiKgoit,  Key,  BilllnKhajr,  Lincoln,  Miller.    March  21  at  12,  at  offlce  of 

Snow,  Sleaford. 
Ree«,  MotKan,  Maeites,  nr  Bridgend,  Glamorgan,  Grocer.    March  20  at 

12,  at  offlcea  o<  Barnard  &  Co,  Crockherbtown,  Cardiff.   Morgan,  Car- 
diff. 
Bichard«,  John,  Lpool,  Importer  of  Cigara.     March  17  at  2,  at  14,  Cook- 

st.Lp<>ol.     Cotton,  Lpool. 
liagerii,  .Saml,  Bristol,  Chemist.    March    18  at  1 1 ,  at  offices  of  Hancock 

iCo,John-st,  Bristol.     Miller,  Bristol. 
Ruildock,  John.  Creechurch-lane,    Leadenhallst,  Licensed  Victualler. 

.March  13  at  2,  at  office  of  Nash  &  Go,  Suffolk-lane,  Cannon-st. 
Sandall,  Edwd,  Lincoln,  Saddler.   March  18  at  11,  at  offices  of  Toynbee 

k  Larkin,  Bank-st,  Lincoln. 
Setterington,  \Vm  Hy,  Bedford,  Plumber.    March  22  at;  1,  at  office  of 

Ley  &  Scott,  Carey-st,  Lincoln's  inn. 
Simpson.  Thos  Soars,   Willenhall,  Stafford,  Confectioner.      March  20  at 

3.  at  the  Talbot  Hotel,  King-at,  Wolverhampton.     Thurstans  &  Cart- 
wright,  WolverliamptoQ. 
Slemming,  Robt,  Portsea,  Southampton,  Bootmaker.    March  17  at  3,  at 

offlcas  of  King,  Union-sl,  Portsea. 
Smith,  Hy,  Bristol,  Builder,  March  15  at  11,  at  offices  of  Hancock  8c  Co, 

John.at,  Bri.'itol.     Salmon,  Bristol. 
Smith.  Joseph,  Blshopwearmouth,  Durham,  Painter.    March  18  at  2,  at 

cffice  of  Sell,  Lambton-st,  Sunderland. 
Spencer,  Jonnthan,  Trowse  Newton,  Norfolk,  Carrer.     March  23  at  12, 

at  office  of  Sadd,  jun,  Chnrch-st,  Thealre-st,  Norwich. 
Stockton,  Joseph,  Hanley,  Stafford,  Clothier.    March  17  at  3,  at  office  of 

Tennant,  Cheapside,  Uanley. 
Stott,  Jas  Wbitelieail,  Oldham,  Lancashire,  Licensed  Victualler.  March 

20 at  3,  at  the  Angel  Hotel.  Oldham.     Mellor. 
Sumerfield,  Wra,  Goldsmith's-row,  Hackney-rd,  Glaas  Merchant.  March 

16  at  1 1,  at  19,  Worsbip-st,  Finsbury.     Fenlon. 

Taylor,  Hy,  Preston,  Grocer.  March  22  at  2,  at  the  Caatle  Hotel,  Pres- 
ton.    Ascrolt,  Preston. 

Thomas,  Jos,  Cbniford,  Gloucester,  Grocer.  March  21  at  11.30,  at  offices 
of  Clark,  Southjiatc-at,  Gloucesier.    Witchell,  Stroud. 

Thomas.  Marv,  £  Danl  Thomas,  Abortaff,  Glamorgan,  Farmers.     March 

17  at  12,  at  "offices  of  Alexander,  Institute-chamberi,  Pontypridd.  Lin- 
ton &  Lewis,  Aberdare. 

Thome,  Jas,  Neath,  Glamorgan,  Licensed  Victualler.  March  24 at  12,  at 

office  of  Kempthorne,  Duffryn-cbambers,  Neath. 
Valters,  Wm,  Unsbnry-oircus,  Brewer's  Agent.  March  20  at  2  at  offices 

of  Dtlton,  Ironmonger-lane. 
Werner,  Alex,  St  Mary  Axe,  Comm  Merchant.    March  24  at  12,  at  the 

Guildhall  Tavern,  Gresham-st.    Spyer  fc  Son,  Winchester  House,  Old 

Broad -St. 


GRESHAM      LIFE     ASSURANCE     SOCIETY , 
37,  OLD  JEWItV,  LONDON,  £.C. 

SOLICITOUS  are  invited  to  introduce,  on  behalf  of  their  clients,  Pro- 
posal.^ for  T>oans  on  Freehold  or  Leasehold  Property,  Reversions,  Llla 
Interest*,  or  otlier  adeqaaU  fecurities. 

Proposals  may  be  mado  in  the  first  instance  ftccordlDg  to  the  following 
form  :— 

Proposal  for  JjOxs  on  Mortoaok3. 

Date 

Jntrodueed  by  {state  name  and  address  of  tolteitor) 

Amoant  required  £ 

Time  and  mode  of  repayment  (I.e.,  wAei/w  for  a  term  certain,  or  b^ 
annual  or  other  payments) 

Security  [stale  shortly  the  particulars  of  MeeurUy,  andy  %f  ia/*d  or  build- 
t>*ffi,  state  the  net  annualincome). 

State  wliat   Life   Policy  (if    any)  is  proposed   to  be  effected  w  th  the 
Grenham  Office  in  connection  with  the  security. 
By  order  of  the  Board, 

F.  ALLAN  CURTIS,  Actuary  and  Secretary. 

1\/IILNER*S   STEOXG   HOLDFAST  and  FIRE- 

itj  HESISTING  SAFES,  Strong  Uoom  Doors.  &c.,  with  all  the 
recent  improTementi.  Price  Lists,  Drawings,  and  Testimonials  free 
by  post.— Liverpool,  Manchester,  Shelfleld,  and  47a,  Moorgate-street, 
City,  London. 


The  Companies  Acts,  1862  & 

Every  requisite  under  the  Above  Acts  supplied  aa  Uw 

The  BODES  AND  FORMS  kept  in  itoek  fw  I 
MEMORANDA  and  ARTICLES  OF  A8SOCIAT10K  ^ 
in  the  proper  form  for  reffistration  and  diitribution. 
TIFICATES  engraved  and  printed.  OFFICIAL  SI 
and  executed.  Kn  charge  for  sketches.  Compani 
Railway  Hegistration  Forma. 

Solicitors'  Account  Books. 
ASH    &    FLINT, 

^tationer8,  Printers,  Enf^rarers,  KcgistratioD  AK^nts, 
street,  Londun.  E.C.  (comer  of  Serjean:!'-!! 

V'EW    EDITION    of    COX    and  SA 

1.11  CRIMIKAL  LAW  CONSOLIDATION  ACTS,  jus 
taining  all  the  subsei^uent  Criminal  Statutes,  the  Caa 
them,  and  Chapters  nn  the  Law  of  Attempt*  to  Cia 
C.  S.  (Greaves.  Esq  ,  Q.C. ,  and  on  PuRishmenta,  by 
Deputy  .\98istant  Judge  of  Middlesex.  Pries  ISs. 
i  OmcK,  10,  Welliogton-strMt.  Also  >  new  part  of  CC 
CASES. 


LOKDON   GAZETTt;  (published  by    authority)  and 

COUNTRV  ADVEKTISEMEST  OFl^ 

No.    117.  CHANCERY    LANE,   FLEET    SI 

HENRY  GREEN  (many  yearswith  tl; 
Reynell),  Advertisement  Agent,  begs  to  direc 
the  LeKdl  Professioa  to  the  advantaees  of  bis  loneexpi 
of  twenty-ftve  years,  in  the  special  insertion  of  alfpro  I 
and  hereby  solicits  their  eontinued  support. — N.B.  One 
ment  only  required,  and  the  strictes't  care  and  pnj 
File  of  •'  London  Gazette  *'  kept  for  reference. 


o 


SLER-S  CRYSTAL   GLASS  CHAl 

Tablr  OLasa  of  all  kinds, 

CHANDELIERS  IN  BRONZE  AND  0R5 

Moderator  Lamps,  and  Lamps  for  liidi 

LONDON-Show  Rooms,  43,  OXFORD-STREET, 

BIRMINGHAM— Manufactory  and  Show  Roonts, 


ITTNE  FLAVOURED  STRONG  BI 
'  about  2Jd.  a  pint.  ASK  FOR  LIEBIG  COM?J 
of  Meat,  requiring  Baron  Lieblg  the  Inrentor's  iSi 
jar,  being  the  only  guarantee  of  genuiaeaess. 


EAMFTTTLICON. 

THE 

BEST  FLOOR-COVERING  ior  PRIVATE 
Cleanliness^  Durability^  aud  Warmth  nr 
by  its  Use. 
Patterns  and  other  particulars  oa  appUcai 

E.    GOUGH    &    SON, 

ORIGINAL     PATENTEES     AND      M  A  N  C 
48,  CANNON  STREET,   LONI 

EaTaBU.«BKD  1843. 


E 


GRATEFUL-COMFORTING. 

P     P     S   '    S  C     0      c 

BUKAKFAST. 


0 


The  •'  Civil  Service  Gazette  "remarks:—*' By  a  thorough  knowledge 
of  the  natural  laws  which  govern  the  operations  of  digestion  and  nutri- 
tion, and  by  a  careful  application  of  Uie  fine  properties  of  well- 
Rplecicd  c(ico3,  Mr.  Epps  has  provided  our  breakfast-tables  with  a 
deiicattly- flavoured  beverage  which  may  save  us  many  heavj' doctors* 
bUls." 

Each  packet  is  labelled— 

JAMES  EPPS  &  CO.,  Homttopftthic  Chemists,  London. 

Also  makers  of  CACAOINE  for  EVENING  USE. 


ROYAL  POLYTECHNIC— ENTIRE  CHANGE 
of  ENTERTAINMENTS.— Professor  Pepper  on  Astronomy,  vrith 
Grand  Orrery  and  Sacred  Music,  on  Thursdays,  at  2.15— Collins'  Ode  to 
the  Passions,  illustrated  in  Livintf  Statuary,  rcaembling  White  Marble, 
by  Madame  Boustleld,  daily— Mr.  Grossmith,  .Inn.'s,  New  and  Humorous 
EntertHinment,  entitled  irnman  Oddities— Valentine  Vox  resascitated 
byMr.  Davies;  and  many  other  Entertainmenta.  Open  daily,  from 
12  to  5  and  7  to  10. 


A     SULPHUR  BATH    i  la  Turk^ 

J^  room  for  a  penny,  equal  to  what  you  most  ] 
for.  This  valuable  preparation  is  distilled  from  t)i 
Springs  of  TivoU.  Italy,  celebrated  tbroughoat  th 
marvellous  cures  of  all  Skin  Diseases,  ParalyaiSf  Rhi 
tlon»  Nervousness,  &c. 

The  Preparation,  or  the  Waters  it  Is  obtained  froi 
and  expense,  have  never  been  known  to  fail  in  reliei 
any  of  the  maladies  mentioned.  Persons  ot  wei 
from  all  countries  daily  visit  these  waters,  and  derii 
desire. 

The  manufacturers  of  this  marvellous  but  truly  ee 
however,  placed  the  same  t)ene&t5  before  the  zxiilUo 
the  same  relief  without  leavint;  their  hDa»e»or  jfOli 
The  celebrated  wat«r  of  Tivoli  can  be  used  in  your© 
more  effective  manner  than  bybnthing  in  the  watei 
Turkish  system  with  the  Concentrated  Essence.  Ii 
every  one,  for  the  cost  of  each  bath  is  only  one  penn 
bath  and  to  follow  the  instructions  contained  in  each 
implements  required.  Try  no  complicated  prepar 
Nature,  and  you  will  do  well.  A  qaantity  sufficjcot 
for  Tis.,  or  100  baths  for  8s.,  carriafre  paid  direct 
sifinees  in  Great  Britain,  Jackson,  Belvlew,  &  Ov 
South  Castle-street.  Liverpool,  or  most  Chemistt. 
prepared  by  Gulseppe  Martino,  Rue  de  Babeno,  La  O 

BILLS  OF  COMPLAINT. 

BILLS    of   COMPLAINT,  5/6    per 
copies,  &om  which  price  a  large  discount  wil 
is  paid  immediately  on  completion  of  order. 
Yates  &  Alkxandee,  Iaw  Printers,  Symonds-in 

PRINTING  of  EVERY  DESCBH 
Parliamentary  and  General- Newspajpers, 

Prospoctusos,    Circulars,    &c.— with    promptitude 

charges,  by 

Tatks  &  Alrxamdf.r,  S^inonds-iniL  (and  Oharch'P 
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\i(^  »f  thii  JovsKXL  ami  ef  th*  Wuklt  Biponma 
iimittli,  Ooek'i-eourt,  Cariftrttt,  JT.C. 

It  SulnriptitH  lo  tht  SoLicnoBs'  Jouutai.  it— Town,  26<., 

Omtrf  itt.;  uith  lh«  Wbsklt  RiPOSTas,  Sa«,    Paymm  t 

n  litmu  imMu  DmM*  Ifumitn  and  ?<utagt.  8ubteriber$ 

m  km  (Mr  Vobimn  iouml  at  tht  OJIei—tMA,  2$.  M., 

MfUw  nlf,  it.  dd. 

U  Utttn  itOmitdforpubKcatim  in  th»  "Solieitorf  Jvumal" 

mat  it  nthmtiemttd  »y  th*  nam  tftht  writer,  thtufh  not 

Bimnriftf  fff  pi^lio0tioHt 

Tun  VfaiUy  it  txptritntii  in  praanriHg  tht  Jtm-nal  with 

nfultritf  in  tht  Provineet,  it  it  rtqtuttid  that  apptitation  it 

mtit  iinet  to  tht  Puiliihtr. 


lOlTDOlf,  MARCH  18.  1871. 

— ♦ 

Taf  KiaraB  of  the  Bolls  decided  yesterday  no.  im- 
itut  oue  of  JUenzitt  t.  Lithtfoxt,  leUting  to  the 
iMMtions  which  ordinarily  take  plaoe  on  the  truufer 
t  pnUio-hooae.  It  aeeras  to  be  the  usual  praotioe  for 
«  bnwsr  to  make  an  advance  to  the  publican  either  in 
(Mj  or  in  kind,  and  to  take  as  his  security  a  legal 
ortgtge  of  the  pablic-houie,  framed  so  as  to  ooTer  not 
iJj  the  letaal  sdTanoe,  but  also  his  book  debts  from 
■e  to  time.  At  the  same  time  the  distiller  also 
unDy  makes  a  similar  adranoe  of  a  much  smaller 
aout,  tsUng  as  aeonrity  an  equitable  charge  on  the 
ikBc-hoose  subject  to  the  prior  mortgage.  The  distiller, 
feosoe,  gives  notio«  of  his  charge  to  the  brewer.  In 
K  pnaent  case  the  brewer  eventoally  sold  the  honse 
lia  the  power  in  hia  mortgage,  and  claimed  to  retain 
Mvt  the  pnrohase- money  a  sum  owing  to  him  for  goods 
■Rfied  to  the  pnUioan  after  the  receipt  by  him  of  the 
Hler'i  notioe.    The  grounds  on  which  he  sought  to 

eUs  rested  partly  on  the  oonstmotion  of  the  dooa- 
■d  partly  on  the  onstom  of  the  trade.  It  had 
fmhalj  been  held  that  where  two  such  loans  are  not 
llifnisneons,  the  first  mortgagee  is  not  entitled  to 
■i*%  in  respect  of  an  advance  made  after  receipt  of 
^  aotiee  of  the  second  mortgage  (JZstt  t.  HtpUn- 
•i }  W.  B.  909,  9  H.  L.  614),  and  that  the  general 
*  m  this  point  cannot  be  oTWOome  by  any  custom 
'  *  psitieolar  tr«da  {Daim  v.  CU]f  of  London  Brew- 
1  Ctyemi,  17  W.  B.  668,  L.  B.  8  Bq.  166).  But  the 
»  nronmstanoe  in  the  present  case  on  whloh  tha 
fc>dut  relied,  was  the  fact  that  the  two  loans  were 
*^  ktthe  same  time,  and  an  expression  naed  by  '^ce- 
aDcellor  James  in  the  last-mentioned  case  was  cited  as 
nortiiig  his  view.  The  Vaster  of  the  Bolls,  however, 
B  tbit  the  oonstmotion  of  the  documents  was  the  same, 
■^  the  second  charge  was  made  immediately  after 
t  Int  or  after  a  definite  interval,  and  that  no  custom 
■U  be  allowsd  to  alter  the  meaning  of  the  written 
l^uunts.  He  added,  however,  that  it  wonld  be  easy, 
■•ind,  to  frame  a  second  mortage  so  as  to  postpone 
b  labwqsent  advances  contemplated  by  the  first,   and 

s  form  which  he  considered  suiBoient  for  that  pur- 
It  diould  be  mentioned  that  his  Lordship  stated 

M  intended  to  read  through  the  papers  and  mention 

IS  igsin,  and  tiiat  until  he  did  so,  bis  decision  was 
be cmsidered  final;  but  be  did  not  hear  a  reply, 

)>«ra  can  be  little  doubt  that  he  will  adhere  to  the 

wion  he  has  indicated. 


BCAa  or  lbs.  Tobfkt  has  drawn  attention  to  the 
o<  as  law  as  to  the  UaUlity  of  married  women  for 
Mseommitted  by  them  in  the  preeenoe  of  their  bus- 
'*■  htitx  the  dJaoossion  in  the  House  of  Lords  it  is 
*'7  Moassaiy  for  oa  to  attempt  any  further  ezplana- 
<<U>s  legal  doctrine.  As  pointed  out  by  the  Lord 
'''^  the  miscarriage  of  justice  in  this  particular 
*M  rather  doe  to  the  fault  of  the  jury  than  of  the 
**  it  wss  dear  that  there  was  ample  evidence  to 
•  ^  presamption  that  the  wife  acted  solely  under 


theeoeroion  of  her  husband  There  can  be  no  doubt 
that  the  Beoorder  laid  down  the  law  aocuratoly,  and 
pointed  out  to  tba  jury  that  the  presumption  of  law  waa 
capable  of  being  rebutted.  At  the  same  time  we  have 
eome  doubt  whether  he  sneoeeded  in  getting  the  jury  to 
nndeiatand  what  the  true  question  was.  Juries  ara 
rather  apt  to  be  misled  by  being  told  of  legal  presump- 
tions, and  to  attribute  to  them  more  weight  than  they 
shoold  do.  Mr.  Bett,  in  hia  work  on  evidence,  pointa 
out  the  confusion  that  i*  apt  to  arise  from  the  use  of  the 
word  presumption,  the  different  meanings  of  which  he 
shows  are  no  less  than  seven.  The  most  common 
meaning  is  that  which  the  word  bears  when  used 
to  denote  an  inference  which  ought  to  be  drawn 
from  particular  faots  in  ths  absence  of  further  evi- 
dence. When  direot  evidence  is  given  such  a  presump- 
tion is  worth  little  or  nothing.  Thus,  in  the  present 
case,  even  if  the  jury  were  right  in  coming  to  the  oon* 
elusion  which  thsy  announoed  with  their  verdict,  that 
the  husband  had  plannsd  the  whole  affair,  yet  this  would 
not  be  inconsistent  with  the  wife  being  also  an  indepen- 
dent actor.  Although  the  husband  planned  the  robbery, 
his  wife  might  have  been  a  willing  and  active  actor, 
and  there  was  dear  evidenoe  that  she  was.  In  the 
face  of  direot  evidence,  a  bare  presumption,  only 
intended  to  supply  ths  place  of  evidence,  ought  to 
have  no  weight.  We  cannot  help  thinking  that  the  jury 
supposed  that  they  ought  not  to  find  Mrs.  Torpey  guil^ 
unless  they  came  to  the  oondlusion  that  she  was  tba 
principal  actor.  This  clearly  is  not  the  law.  She  should 
have  been  found  gnil^  unless  she  aoted  under  the  oo- 
eroion  of  her  hnsbud,  and  in  the  absence  of  any  other 
eridenoethe  faotof  the  crime  being  committed  in  her 
husband's  presence  would  give  rise  to  a  legal  preanmp- 
tion,  that  is  to  ssy,  would  afford  sufiloient  evidenoe  in 
the  eye  of  the  law  that  she  was  so  eoeroed.  Presumptions 
of  this  natOM  ara  extremely  usef  al  in  ordinary  practice, 
and  perhaps  in  former  times,  when  there  were  more  re- 
strictions on  the  evidenoe  which  was  admissible,  they  were 
still  more  so.  This  partionlar  presumption  was  probably 
introduoed  because,  in  many  oases,  the  only  persons  who 
could  know  whether  there  was  ooeroion  ot  not  would  be 
the  husband  and  wife,  who  could  not  be  witnesses.  If  it 
were  not  for  the  introduction  of  similar  principles  mo4t 
cases  would  require  an  amount  of  proof  that  It  would  be 
practically  impossible  to  give.  At  the  same  time  it  is 
not  easy  to  get  a  jury  to  understand  how  little  is  nsnslly 
meant  by  a  rebuttable  prasumptlon. 

Mk.  O.  Obbgobt  (who,  with  Mr.  Hinds  Palmer  and 
others,  is  the  introducer  of  a  bill  for  dealing  with  tba 
Middleaex  Begistxy)  brought  up  this  week  in  the  House 
of  Oommona  the  old  subject  of  Land  Transfer.  Mr. 
Gregory  moved  a  resolution  in  favour  of  increased 
facilities  for  dsolaration  of  title  through  the  Land  Begiatry 
Oflioe  established  under  Lord  Westbniy's  Aot|  he  with- 
drew his  motion  on  the  AttomeyOeneral  stating  that 
the  Government  had  prepared  a  bill  on  this  anbjeot, 
which  was  now  in  the  Lord  Chancellor's  hands,  and  wonld 
be  introduced  next  session  if  not  this.  Thwe  are  few 
■ttlgeots  which  need  reform  more  than  land  transfer,  and 
few  on  which  there  is  more  danger  of  the  reformers  going 
astray.  The  Act  of  1862  is  an  undeniable  failure.  As 
to  the  Government  measure  spoken  of  by  the  Attomey- 
Oeneral,  it  is  impossible,  of  course,  to  form  any  opinion 
until  its  provisions  are  known ;  but  we  must  confess 
that  so  far  as  any  ideas  of  it  are  held  out  to  us  in  the 
very  few  words  in  which  it  was  alluded  to  this  week  by 
the  Attorney-General,  we  are  not  led  to  be  sanguine. 
The  Land  Transfer  Bill  of  last  year  was  based,  sub- 
stantially, on  a  system  of  registration,  without  indefeasible 
tills  and  made  compulsory  npon  every  sale  of  the  fee- 
simple:  fortunately  that  bill  dropped,  for  it  oonld  only  have 
proved  an  Impediment  in  the  way.  The  fact  is,  that  suoh 
ragistration  does  not  meet  the  needs  af  the  subject  at  all, 
and  if  the  promised  bill  is  baaed  on  any  tinkering  of  the 
rejected  principle  of  the  Act  of  1862,  sooh  as  that  of  the 
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bill  of  last  year,  the  best  we  can  hope  for  it  is  that  it 
rany  share  the  same  fate.  There  are  several  points  at 
which  the  subject  may  be  attacked;  probably  it  is  im- 
possible to  take  them  all  at  once  ;  and  any  one  of  them, 
when  once  gained,  would  lead  on  to  the  others.  For 
instance,  a  vast  portion  of  the  difficulty  will  be  removed 
whenever  our  real  property  law  receives  the  re-adjust- 
tnent  which  it  needs  so  much.  No  good  can  be  hoped  for 
from  making  a  public  office  to  do  what  purchasers  now  do 
for  themselves.  But  if  the  Framers  of  the  bill,  which,  ac- 
cording to  Sir  R.  Collier,  the  Lord  Chancellor  now  has 
under  lock  and  key,  have  proceeded  upon  the  record  of 
title  principle  as  distinguished  from  that  of  registration, 
they  have  hit  on  a  road  out  of  the  maze.* 


In  a  case  of  Re  The  Lvndy  Granite  Company,  decided 
by  the  Master  of  the  Rolls  on  Monday  week,  his  Lordship 
held  that  a  landlord  who  levies  a  distress  for  rent  in  arrear 
has  no  right  to  seize  the  goods  of  a  company  in  liquidation, 
which  happen  to  be  upon  the  demised  premises.  His 
Lordship  came  to  this  conclusion  upon  the  words  of  sec- 
tion 163  of  the  Companies  Act,  1862,  which  provides  that 
where  any  company  is  being  wound  up  by  the  Court,  or 
ncder  supervision,  "  any  attachment,  sequestration,  dis- 
tress, or  execution  put  in  force  against  the  estate  or  effects 
of  the  company  after  the  commencement  of  the  winding 
np  shall  be  void  to  all  intents."  The  Lundy  Granite 
Company  had  been  in  possession  of  the  demised  property 
under  some  agreement  with  the  lessee  to  which  the  land- 
lord was  no  party.  The  company  was  ordered  to  be  wound 
up,  and  the  liquidator  remained  in  possession  of  the 
demised  property.  The  rent  for  which  the  distress  was 
levied  had  accrued  due  after  the  commencement  of  the 
winding  up.  Upon  appeal,  the  Lords  Justices,  on  the 
Friday  following,  reversed  the  decision  of  the  Master 
of  the  Rolls,  holding  that  section  163  must  be  confined 
to  proceedings  against  the  company  by  creditors  of  the 
company,  whereas  in  this  case  the  landlord  was  not  a 
creditor  of  the  company  at  all.  This  decision  appears 
to  be  in  accordance  with  the  general  principle  that  no 
one  is  to  be  deprived  of  his  legpal  rights,  unless  it  is  clear 
that  the  Legislature  has  so  intended.  Whatever  may  be  I 
thought  of  the  rule  of  English  law  that  a  landlord  is 
entitled,  under  a  distress  for  rent,  to  seize  the  goods  of  a 
stranger  found  upon  the  demised  premises,  still,  so  long 
ns  that  right  exists,  it  would  appear  very  strange  that  .i  | 
landlord  should  be  deprived  of  it  merely  becanse  the  ; 
stranger  whose  goods  he  finds  upon  the  premises  happens  ' 
to  be  a  company  in  liquidation.  The  Lords  Justices  were  i 
clearly  of  opinion  that  the  Act  of  1862  did  not,  looked  \ 
at  as  a  whole,  intend  to  interfere  with  the  rights  of 
strangers  to  the  company.  They  were  also  of  opinion  that 
even  if  a  company  were  direct  tenants  of  a  landlord,  and 
after  a  winding  up  order  was  made  the  liquidator, 
for  the  purpose  of  more  conveniently  realising  the  assets 
of  the  company,  continued  in  possession  of  the  demised 
property,  the  landlord  ought  to  be  paid  his  full  rent,  just 
as  any  person  who  was  employed  to  render  services  in 
the  liquidation  would  be  entitled  to  receive  his  proper 
salary  in  full.  This  also  appears  to  us  an  indisputably 
equitable  conclusion. 


prorided  for  by  the  bill,  since,  althotigh  the  ooi 
are  not  to  be  liable  (nnless  an  extra  paji 
made)  in  an  amount  exceeding  £1,000  U 
passenger,  yet  np  to  that  amount  they  ate  to 
surers  of  the  safety  of  the  passengers  during  tlie  j 
and  to  be  liable  not  only  as  now  for  their  negUgei 
alsofor  unavoidable  accident,  and  for  the  neglii 
other  persons,  and  even  of  the  injured  passenger 
unless  his  negligence  amounts  to  a  oontraTent 
bye-law,  or  of  an  Act  of  Parliament.  We  canm 
that  the  last  extension  of  liability  is  either  jm 
pedient.  It  might  be  right  that  in  a  case  of  cool 
negligence  of  the  passenger  the  company  shot 
partof  the  damages,  instead  of  none  as  they  done 
cannot  be  right  that  where  the  accident  iscaosed  ei 
the  passenger's  own  fault  the  company  should  p 
damage,  unless  it  exceed  £  1 ,000,  and,  nnless  t 
pen  to  have  foreseen  the  possibility  of  the  parti 
of  carelessness,  and  to  have  made  a  bye-law 
Not  only  is  this  not  just  to  the  companies,  but 
desirable  for  the  convenience  of  the  public,  ini 
the  inevitable  result  must  be  that  the  companies 
their  bye  laws,  most  inconveniently  restrict  thi 
of  action  of  passengers. 


We  have  so  often  expki:s3ei>  oub  views  on  the 
questions  dealt  with  by  Sir  H.  Selwin  Ibbotson's  bill  for 
amending  the  laws  as  to  railways,  that  it  is  unnecessary 
to  repeat  them  at  length.  The  debate  on  the  second 
rending,  as  our  readers  are  aware,  now  stands  adjourned. 
Although  we  do  not  approve  of  all  the  provisions  of  the 
bill  we  hope  that  it  will  obtain  a  second  reading.  It  seems 
furly  well  drawn.  The  provisions  for  the  public  safety 
and  for  inquiries  into  accident  are,  we  think,  good,  but 
we  still  retain  our  objection  to  the  special  tribunal  for 
deciding  on  the  compensation  for  accident  cases,  and  to 
the  limitation  of  liability.  Even  the  railway  companies 
will   probably    object     to    the    limitation    of    liability 

•  See  14  S.  J.  464. 


The  ibrepbessible  Mb.  Charley,  in  vri 
newspaper  a  letter  condemning  the  prosecati 
man  and  the  jury,  and  lauding  his  own  client 
secutingattomeye,certainlycommittedacontemi 
and  did  a  very  unseemly  thing  for  a  barrister  to 
ever,  since  Mr.  Charley  had  afterwards  the  gnoi 
good  taste  to  come  forward  in  court  and  ackno 
fault,  no  more  need  be  said  abont  the  affair 
Justice  Willes  kindly  observed  in  accepting  Mr 
apology,  the  next  best  thing  to  not  offending  a 
make  honourable  amends.  Mr.  Charley  has 
sibly  as  an  earnest  of  future  good  bebavii 
notice  in  the  House  of  Commons  of  a  motio 
existing  state  of  the  legal  profession  is  una 
and  needs  reform. 


Lord  Justice  Mellish  has  consented  to 
the  next  annual  festival  of  the  United  Law  Clerl 
to  be  held  in  June. 


THE  PROPOSED  TRADE  UNION  ACT, 

The  bill  lately  introduced  under  the  above  ti 
it  become  law  in  its  present  shape,  and  if  w< 
criminal  provisions,  give  effect  to  the  reoomi 
of  the  minority  of  the  commission  which  sat 
into  trade  unions,  and  to  the  opinions  of  the 
that  minority  represented,  and  so  far  it  may  be 
as  a  success  to  the  party  who  advocate  tb< 
societies  of  this  nature.  The  bill  is,  in  fact, : 
principle  with  that  introduced  last  session 
Hughes  and  Mundella.  There  have,  however,* 
indications  that  there  is  a  very  strong  feeling 
of  the  workmen  against  some  of  the  propoe 
provisions  of  the  bill,  and  it  may  be  expect 
masters,  whose  representatives  muster  pretty 
the  House  of  Commons,  will  either  directly  oi 
oppose  the  bill  from  another  quarter. 

The  changes  proposed  in  the  law  are  very  ci 
and  we  shall  consider  the  effects  of  some  of  1 
in  detail.  The  bill  itself  may  be  divided 
heads — (1)  The  criminal  provisions,  ss.  2, 
(2)  the  civil  status  of  unions,  ss.  4,  5,  and 
the  registration  of  unions,  ss.  7  to  the  end 
two  parts,  which  exhibit  considerable  ingenn 
of  their  provisions,  and  are  not  apparently  dr 
professional  draughtsman,  with  whose  style 
are  so  painfully  familiar,  contrast  somewba 
with  the  third  part,  which  is  chiefly  a  ruekat 
sections  of  the  Friendly  Societies  Act,  1855  (* 
20,  and  schedules  1  and  3  of  the  proposed  Ael 

By  the  criminal  provisione,  to  which  we  wool 
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IV  tMaatiao,tlie  oamMiMtion  Uws,  m  tbey  an  gmmilj 
M  (6  a«o.  4,  e.  139,  38  Yiot.  o.  31).  mn  entirely 
pttki;  (lie  4Is(8eotioaof  24  &  35  Yiot.  o.  100  (punish- 
(oaUwfol  MHMlta  made  in  pozsowioe  of  onUwfnl 
MatHoBt)  ia  also  repealed,  and  it  is  then  pioTided 
otioa  i)  that  the  pupoeea  of  any  tcade  onion  shall 
t.  bf  nmaa  merely  that  they  are  in  reatraint  of  trade, 
deemed  to  be  nnlawfol  so  as  to  render  any  member 
raeh  trade  nnion  liable  to  oriminal  proeeontion  for 
ofitiBj  or  otbwwiae.  By  the  repeal  of  the  Aots  we 
re  msatiooad  and  by  the  abore  aeotion  the  member  of 
tide  onion  is  left  in  exaotty  the  same  position  as  any- 
I  ela*  before  the  law — that  is,  he  will  not  be  punished 
doiof  say  aot  beoaose  he  does  it  as  belonging  to  a 
\j  not  Mtahlished  for  any  unlawful  purpose.  This  is 
position  whioh  the  extreme  adrooates  of  trade  unions 
in,  sad  nnqnestionaUy  there  is  mnoh  yriitd  faeit 
(ht  in  the  objeotion  whioh  they  entertain  to  the 
kiiif  certain  otherwise  lawful  aots  oriminal,  or  to  the 
liihing  oertain  oifeaoes  more  stringenUy  when  done 
'irtharsaoe  of  purpoaea  not  in  themselTes  unlawful — 
g^jeetion  briefly  snmmed  np  aa  made  against  offenoea 
'lied  at  a  speoial  olaai.  It  is,  howerer,  rather  an 
etioo  to  the  theory  of  legislation  than  to  praotioal 
Jti,  and  if  it  should  be  fonnd  that  there  are  a  olaaa 
faieea  which  the  law  does  not  at  present  reaoh,  and 
«k  it  is  desirable  should  he  punished,  suoh  a  faot 
lU,  we  think,  exoose  the  deriation  from  soientifio 
4atien  aooh  as  wa  might  desire.  The  onus,  howerer, 
pnriif  the  oooasion  for  ezoeptional  legislation  of 
itiadtaatson  thooe  who  propose  it,  and  it  is  tbere- 
tivdM  supporters  of  the  bill  ia  its  present  shape  to 
llMt  tbe  want  of  the  stringent  measures,  whioh  in  it 
IMltbe  old  eomUnation  laws,  and  they  must  show; 
l|ttittbe  aots  ahonld  be  punished;  and  seoondly, 
tfH%in  not  punished  already,  because  nothing  oan 
fMnnwiae  than  to  burden  a  measure  of  this  sort 
ihoaal  proTiaiona  irritating  to  a  large  olass  in  the 
fa,  >ad  only  after  all  dealing  with  offenoes  already 
*iU  foe.  In  sereral  instauoec,  thongh  not  in  erery 
kSN,  the  oriminal  proTisions  of  the  bill  are  either 
r  at  all,  txc  are  already  the  subjects  of  legisla- 


k  pnriaions  themselTes  are  all  oontained  in  section 
VA  giTss  to  ooaxts  of  summary  jurisdiction  the 
■  of  imprisooiag  for  three  months  irith  hard  labour 
inan  who,  niSi  a  vUit  U  eotre*  any  workman  or 
Ik  10  do  or  abstain  from  doing  certain  things  in  r^ 
•  to  their  tnde^  tua.,  does  one  of  the  following  aots: — 
Wvi(deaoe  to  any  person  or  proper^  ;  (2)  threatens 
iiai'lstei  any  person  so  as  to  render  himself  liable 
itoeadoTer  to  keep  the  peace;  (8)  molests  or  ob- 
*i(ss  sabssqoantly  defined)  any  person.  We  may 
in.  ^  the  wi^,  that  the  words  "  with  a  view  to 
%*  whieh  form  the  gist  of  all  the  proposed  offences, 
at  sppsar  at  all  mote  aiq^cit  than  the  **  molest 
ttnHt,"  whieh  haTe  eansed  so  much  difiSonlty  under 
H  Combination  Aot  as  to  require  a  new  interpreta- 
•teUi  as  we  shall  see,  not  rery  satisfactory, 
(tint division,  oonoeming  violence  to  person  or  pro- 
baaa  only  be  dire^ed  against  wilful,  as  opposed  to 
aatil,  tiolenoo  indeed,  the  term  Tiolenoe  almost  im- 
ttta,sad  Tiolenoe  to  person  or  property  may  be 
■ind  as  an  ezpreesiim  identical  with  assaults  on  the 
k  sad  aalioioas  injuries  to  property.  The  mere 
Im  oi  sooh  a  phrase  to  a  person  familiar  with  our 
ftallaw  issalBcient  proof  that  no  further  legislation 
■Und  before  us  on  this  subject  is  required,  and  any- 
SMaot  on  the  point  we  refer  to  34  X  26  Yiot.  c. 
I*.  42  and  47,  and  24  k.  25  Yiot.  o.  97,  bx  which 
pK  Sfsiast  the  person  and  ag^nst  property  are 
PUr  the  latter)  ssTerely  punished — ^indeed,  we  are 
ft  sasble  to  concave  the  object  of  this  proTision  :  ao 
P**  esa  sse  it  czeates  abaolntely  no  new  offenoes,  and 
i«lT  a&rd  another  means  of  pnnishing  those  si- 
P'*')*M,  in  some  oases  rather  more,  in  others  far  less, 
**1 ;  Uk  instanee,  a  murder  oommitted  "  with  a 


riew  to  ooeroe  "  might,  for  aught  this  seotion  says  to  the 
contrary,  be  punished  by  two  magistrates  with  three 
calendar  months'  hard  laboar  ! 

The  eecond  division  la  directed  against  anyone  who 
threatens  or  inttmidates  any  person  so  on  to  render  him- 
self liable  to  be  bound  OTer  to  keep  the  peace.  This  pro- 
vision, no  doubt,  deals  rery  ingenioaaly  with  a  Tery  dilB- 
cult  question,  aud  shows  oleariy  enongh  to  the  judge,  if 
not  to  the  olass  affected  by  the  letrislation,  for  what 
threats,  if  any,  a  man  should  be  liable  to  imprisonment, 
nere,  too,  the  remedy  already  proTided,  the  binding  oTor 
to  keep  the  peace  and  the  finding  sufficient  sureties,  may 
reasonably  he  oonsidsred  not  quite  suffloient.  It  may  be 
urged  that  it  is  not  the  reason  why  the  threat  was 
made,  so  mnoh  as  the  likelihood  of  its  being  carried 
into  exeontioo,  that  should  be  considered  in  estimating 
the  punishment;  but  that  is  not  quite  correct:  true,  it  is 
the  ohanoe  of  the  threat  being  carried  out  that  arms  it 
with  its  intimidating  effect,  but  the  threat  is  the  point 
of  contact  at  whioh  the  undesirable  foroe  begins  to  be 
exerted,  and  there  is  fair  reason  for  saying  that  the  law 
need  not  eontent  itself  vrith  merely  threatening  the 
threateners  in  its  turn. 

The  third  diTision  deals  with  persons  who  (of  course, 
witha"  viewtoaoeroe"*)  "moleet"  or  "  obstruct "  any- 
one (1)  by  persistently  following  him  about;  (2)  by 
hiding  his  tools;  (S)  \tf  watching  or  besetting  with  two 
or  more  others  his  house  or  the  plaoe  where  he  may  be, 
or  by  following  him  "  tnmnltuonsly  "  throngh  the  streets. 
To  the  second  of  these  two  snb-olanses  we  have  no 
objeotion  other  than  the  general  one  applying  to  all  speoial 
legislation  of  thia  sort  before  mentioned,  beoanse  the 
rattening  against  which  it  ia  direoted  ia  unquestionably 
of  common  ooonrrence  and  onght  to  be  pnt  down,  and 
there  is  no  law  at  present  to.  deal  with  it.  Again,  the 
last  part  of  tbe  8rd  suholaose,  which  deals  with  three 
persons  "  tumultuonsly  "  following  another  through  the 
streets,  seems  neoessary  to  ensure  due  order — thongh 
both  the  words  "  tumultuonsly  "  and  "  atreets  "  open  the 
door  to  great  variety  of  constmotion.  The  offence 
created,  though  very  similar  to  is  not  identical  with  a 
riot,  for  to  constitute  a  riot  aome  person  mgst  actually 
have  been  put  in  fear.  Snb-olanse  I,  and  the  first  part 
of  sub-claoae  2,  however,  appear  to  us  to  be  far  too 
loosely  drawn.  They  are  diteoted,  of  coarse,  against  the 
inoketting,  of  whioh  so  mnoh  was  heard  and  seen  in 
London  during  the  strike  of  the  tailors  •few  years  since, 
and  their  effect  will  be  not  only  entirely  to  set  at  rest 
any  question  as  to  Um  posaibiUty  of  legal  piokatting, 
but  further  to  withdraw  from  the  oognisanoe  of  the 
snperior  judges  and  to  entrust  to  the  magistrates  %t 
petty  sessions  the  consideration  of  a  great  part  of  the 
law  of  oonspiraqy.  A  great  authority  on  oriminal  law 
has  said — 

"Perhaps  few  things  are  left  so  donbtfnl  in  the  criminal 
l*w  as  the  point  at  which  a  combination  of  several  persons 
in  a  common  olyact  becomes  illegsl "  (1  Hawkins'  PL  Crown, 
bk.  1,  ch.  72,  s.  2) ; 

and  Hie  onoertainty  of  the  law  oa  this  subject  is  forcibly 
urged  in  Ohitty's  Orim.  Law,  vol.  1,  pp.  1139, 1440:— 

"  What  kind  of  agiesment  is  ille^  seems  not  Tet "  [nor, 
we  may  add,  np  to  the  preeent  time]  "  precisely  settled. 
The  decisions  do  not  appear  qnite  in  unison  even  with 
the  points  they  profess  to  settle.  .To  combine  in_  raising 
wages,  in  resigning  commissions,  or  in  expressing  disappro- 
hation  at  a  theatre,  appears  scarcely  so  detrimental  to  pahlic 
tranquillity  as  a  maucions  and  nocturnal  trespass,  and  yet 
the  former  hare  been  holden  to  be  indictable  and  tbe  latter 
a  mere  drQ  injury  (IS  Bast,  238).  .  .  .  Neither  haT* 
the  decisions  confined  the  offenee  to  cases  affseting  the 

*  The  writer  of  a  loading  aitiole  in  the  Ikuly  Nnoi  of  Uarch 
16th,  in  his  comments  on  this  clanse,  Mitirely  ignores  the 
«  vmo  toeorree,"  and  supposes  that  "some  idle  gentleman** 
persistently  following  "  a  yotmg  woman  "  ttom  place  to  place 
might  be  "  indiettd"  ondsr  this  provision.  Ia  it  too  mnish  te 
expect  from  joomaliats,  if  not  technical  aoctiraoj,  at  least  a 
reaaonably  careful  examination  of  tbe  subject  they  propose  ta 
discnssf 
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pnblic,  aa  haa  bean  shown  alraady.  It  mi^t  be  iafeirad 
bam  the  deciaioiM  that  to  conatitata  a  oooapratnr  it  ia  not 
naceaaary  that  tha  act  iatandad  ahould  ba  in  itaall  illagal,  or 
•van  inmoral,  that  it  ahoald  affeot  tha  public  at  Iatg^  or 
that  it  dioold  ba  accompliahcd  by  fiuaa  pratencaa,  and 
though  it  is  acread  that  tha  gist  of  the  offence  ia  the  anion 
of  persons,  it  is  impossible  to  concaira  a  oombinatioD  aa  such 
to  be  illegal.  We  can  rest  therefore  only  on  the  indiridnal 
caaea  decided,  which  depend  in  general  on  particnlar  at- 
anmstances,  and  which  are  not  to  oe  extended." 

W«  Tantnre  to  aseert  that  magiatratea  do  not,  either 
by  their  preriooa  training  or  their  poaition,  oonatitnte  a 
propar  tribunal  by  whioh  oases  inrolving  oonaidentiona 
autdi  aa  thoae  we  hare  mentioned  can  be  satisfaotorily 
detrrmined  ;  and  further,  Uint  some  of  the  expreadona 
made  use  of,  suoh  as  "  watoh,"  "  baaet,"  "  follow  per- 
aistently,"  are  (unleaa  moat  guardedly  oonatroed,  aa  they 
«an  only  be  oonatmed  by  properly  trained  and  nnbiaaaed 
judges)  open  to  be  abused  by  moat  improperly- made 
oonviotiona.  At  all  erenta,  they  aim  a  diraot  though 
insidious  blow  at  the  means  whioh  most  almost  be 
necessarily  taken  to  carry  out  the'  main  objeota  of 
aooietiea  declared  by  the  same  enaotment  not  to  ba 
illegal. 

We  hare  ooonpied  ao  mnoh  apaoa  with  our  remarka  on 
the  criminal  provisiona  of  the  bill,  that  we  ahall  be  able 
to  do  little  more  than  glance  cursorily  at  the  oiril  proTi- 
aions  (important  as  they  are).    Their  main  objeot  ia  to 
plaoe    agreements  directly   conceming   unirau  on   the 
same  footing  as  eontraota  of  imperfect  obligation  ;  that 
is,  they  are  to  be,  not  in  any  way  illegal,  but  not  enfone- 
able  by  any  Court — thus  reeembling,  for  inatance,  eon- 
traota Toid  for  want  of  oonaideration,  and  in  aome  poiata 
resembling  dlnbs.     This  scheme  aeems  to  ua  an  adranta- 
geous  one.    The  notion  of  a  court  of  equity  granting  an 
injnootion  to  prevent  a  master  employlog  men  beoauae 
he  had  entered  into  a  bond  not  to  open  hia  mill  except 
apon  certain  terms,  would  be  as  absurd  aa  that  the  fnnda 
of  uniona  should  not  be  proteoted  beoauae  their  roles 
oontemplate  the  pcaaibility  of  a  strike.    Tet  if  thsee  oon- 
traots  were  ralid  at  law  it  ia  diffloult  to  aee  how  such  a 
oonsequenoe  could  be  aroided.    The  6th  seetion  prorides 
that  the  Friendly  Societies  and  Oompaaies  Aota  ahall  not 
apply  to  uniona;  the  remainder  of  the  bill  ia  doToted,  aa 
we  hsTe  already  atated,  chiefly  to  the  meaaa  of  regis- 
tering unions,  and  the  results  of  suoh  registration.  There 
is,  howeTer,  a  prorision   in   the   8th  and  9th  sections 
which  shows  that  the  draughtsman  of  this  part  of  the 
bill  waa  not  rery  oonrersant  with  the  prindples  of  these 
aocietiea.    All  tradea  nnions  are  divided  into  iranchet, 
and  eaoh  branch   haa  the   control   orer  a  oertain  por- 
tion   of   the   fnnda,   haa    iCa    own    meetings,    books, 
Jco.,  bat  one  of  the  main  objects  of  these  sodetiee  ia  that 
all  the  property  belongs  to  the  union,  and  not  to  the 
branches,  which  are  not  independent  nnions,  but  local 
divisions  for  the  purposes  of  couTenienee.    In  faot,  to 
preveat  the  posaibUity  of  a  branoh  aeoeding  ia  one  of  the 
chief  deaires  of  the  onion.    The  bill,  however,  in  the  aeo- 
tions  we  have  mentioned  whioh  give  powers  to  pnrohaae 
land,  &c.,  and  veat  the  property  of  the  fnnda  in  trustees, 
gives  the  power  to  pnrohaae  and  vsata  the  property  in 
the  branch  tmateea  aa  well  as  in  the  general  tmsteaa. 
This,  however,  ia  a  miatake  which  can,  no  donbt,  easily 
be  corrected,  and  we  have  only  called  attention  to  it  to 
show  in  what  way  Acta  of  Parliament  are  aometimea 
prepared. 

The  Honae  of  Commons  haa,  aa  our  readers  will  re- 
member, decided  on  the  second  reading  of  the  bill  with- 
out a  division,  but  from  the  tmie  of  the  debate  it  seems 
probable  that  some  of  the  questions  to  whioh  we  have 
referred  will  be  rather  hotly  oonteated  in  oommittee; 
ind>>ed,  Mr.  Hondella  has  pledged  himself  to  move  that 
the  3rd  section  be  altogether  omitted.  The  Ull,  however, 
as  ii  stands  at  present — whatever  may  be  the  reanlt  ef 
ita  passage  through  committee  and  through  the  House  of 
Lords — aeems  to  ua  a  meritoriona  effort  towards  the  im- 
provement of  the  law  afleoting  trade  aooietiea,  whilat 


we  oottsider  it  a  valuable  prinoii^e  that  aons  eootaaetar 
though  perfectly  lawful,  and  entered  into  by  penom  nt 
^itrfs,  ahould  be  reoogniaed  aa  not  being  enforeeaUs  by 
onr  Conrta.  Still,  we  muat  admit  that  it  is,  as  «•> 
pointed  ont  by  Mr.  Jessel  in  the  course  of  the  dsbstt,  s 
principle  hitherto  nnknown  to  our  Legislature, 


THB  LOUTS  OF  BANKBUPTOY  JU&ISDICTIOK. 

The  question    over  whom  has  an  BogUsh  Ooott  of 
Bankruptcy  juriadietion  ? — ^is  one  of  great  importaige 
and  great  difBoolty.    In  Sir  Odman  O'Lgghlen's  osm  {St 
parte  (yLofUen,  Re  ffLtghUn,  19  W.  B.  459),  the  qm- 
tion  was  touched  but  not  decided.  The  ffeeta  were  that  Sir 
Odman  O'Loghlen,  a  gentleman  dMuioiled  and  Mdiasrilj 
residing  in  Ireland,  had  an  offloe  in  Bog^and  wktn  \» 
diaobarged  thedutieaof  Jndge  Advocate-OeneraL  H*wi» 
served  ta  Ireland  with  a  debtora  anmmons  issued  oat  o( 
the  English  Court  of  Bankruptcy;  he  disobeyed  the  m- 
mons,  and  on  the  ground  of   this  disobediuioe  wai  id- 
indicated  a  bankrupt  bj  one  of  the  regiatrara.    On  mail 
the  Lords  Juaticea  annulled   the  adjndioatfan  os  tki 
ground  that  the  aervioe  of  the  debtor  aummona  oat  d  tW 
joriadiotion,  though  made  in  pnrenanoe  of  an  cider  of  (ht 
Court,  waa  wholly  irregular;  that  the  debfanr  wai  naier 
no  obligation  to  obey  it,  but  might  wholly  diaregard  it  h 
a  mere  nullity;  and  that,  therefore,  no  aot  of  banknptq 
had  been  committed.    Thia  decision  ia  manifestly  taai. 
It  ia  dear  that  no  -Court  haa  any  power  to  iasus  proew 
beyond  the  local  limits  of  its  jurisdiotion  unless  speoUU; 
empowered  to  do  so.      And  while  aervioe  of  a  bankraptcf 
petition  out  of  Bn  gland,  in  oertain  caaea,  is  providsd  for  ^ 
the  Bankruptcy  Bnles,  there  is  nothing  dther  in  tbs  Actor 
the  rules  giving  any  power  to  serve  a  debtors  smnaos* 
abroad. 

But  a  question  of  much  more  diiBenlty  waa  diaeoMi 
in  the  case — vis.,  suppodng  the  service  to  be  witfaiii  th* 
jurisdiction,  what  other  conditions,  if  any,  are  neseiMil 
to  give  validly  to  the  summons  and  make  disobedisDiis 
to  it  an  aot  of  bankruptcy?  And  the  farther  qoeotioD, 
doeely  connected  with  this,  must  inevitably  oomT  t» 
everyone  who  reads  the  case — viz.,  what  are  the  boom- 
sary  conditions  to  give  jurisdiction  in  bsnkraptcf 
generally. 

From  the  days  of  Elizabeth  down  to  the  year  18C1  ttr 
bankrupt  laws  applied  only  to  traders;  and  theywo* 
held  to  apply  only  to  persons  who  traded  in  BoglsDd, 
that  is  to  say,  tradera  aome  part  of  whoae  trade— boTiif, 
eelling,  importing,  or  aome  other  auoh  aot     waa  in  thii 
country,  and,  therefore,  within  the  juriadiotioo  of  tb< 
Oonrt.    Secondly,  the  whole  bankrupt  laws  were  in  ssi^ 
times  (fiMui-oriminal  in  their  character.    And,  pieksbl; 
partly  for  this  reaaon,  and  partly  from  certain  pecoUaiitia* 
ia  the  wording  of  the  old  Aota,  it  becaoie  aettled  that  to 
give  jurisdiction  in  bankruptcy  the  ant  of  banknptV 
mutt  have  been  committed  in  England.    The  two  ocodi- 
tions,  therefore,  of  bankrupt^  jorisdiotion  in  old  tlws 
ware  that  the  bankrupt  shouldhave  traded  in  orto  Safhai^ 
andshould  have  committed  an  aetofbankraptoyin&i(liai>J 
No  other  qualifications  existed.    The  natiooalUy  c(  te 
bankrupt  never,  except  for  a  sh<Mrt  interval,  made  ur 
difference.     His  domicile,  residence,  and  plaoa  of  baiiBMS 
might  be  fordgn  or  Bngliah.    It  waa  not  eraa  naoeMiiJ 
that  he  ahould  be  in  Bngland  at  the  time  banknipi«r 
proceedings  were  taken.    One  of  the  moat  osdinai;  let^ 
of  bankruptcy  waa  departing  the  realm-     Indeed,  tW 
andent  idea  of   an    act  of  bankraptqy  was  aa  ss(  by 
which,  to  defeat  hU  creditors,  the  debtor  withdnv  hia* 
sdf  out  of  reach  of  the  ordinary  pronssses  of  the  !**■ 
The  fact  that  he  could  not  be  raaohed  hjr  thoae  otdiMqri 
prooeaaea  waa  the  very  ground  of  the  whole  proosedingi 

There  is  no  reaaon  that  we  can  see  for  suppoaing  tM 
in  the  oaae  of  tradera,  any  different  rule  will  ''"••''^ 
be  acted  upon  from  that  whioh  has  heretofbn  prevsiM 
except  where  statute  has  made  any  alteration.  It  a^ 
be  aaaomed,  we  think,  that  in  anch  caaea  there  BMt  su 
ordinarUy  be  a  trading  and  an  act  of  bankmptey  wiw 


Digitized  by 


Google 


ilar.18,1871.  THE  SOLICITORS'  JOURNAL  &  REPORTER. 


361 


ijuMietioo.  BntiinoB  1861  noo-traden  an  liable 
buknptoj.  Andwhctwetheliiniutionsof  jariadiotion 
itw  etM  f  It  may  iMbaUy  be  aaaamed  that,  aa  » 
Mitl  nl«(  to  gira  jmiadietioo  to  an  BngUah  Ooaxt 
n  M«t  ba  an  aot  of  bankraptoy  in  England.  But  ia 
ihing  man  nqoiied  ?  Is  aaama  a  harah  law  that  if  a 
eipiar,  vhile  for  one  moment  in  England,  doea  aome 
t  which  Bngliah  law  ealla  an  aot  of  bankroptoy — for 
suoe,  txesntea  an  aaaignment  for  the  benefit  of  eredi- 
h  or  abaenti  himaelf,  that  ia  to  aay,  avoida  meeting  a 
litM^-lie  ihonld  at  onoe  beoome  liable  to  be  made 
ikropt  by  an  Bngliah  Conrt.  Bnt,  farther,  bj  the 
mMWOrdaof  the  Act,  aome  acta  of  bankraptoy  may 
committed  abraad  aa  well  aa  in  Bngland.  Forinatanoe, 
I  an  act  of  bankniptoy  to  make,  "  in  Bngland  or  elae- 
en,"  either  an  aaaignment  for  the  benefit  of  oreditora, 
a  fraadnlant  cenTeyanee.  In  anoh  oaaea  it  aaama 
ia  that  iome  new  qnalifioation  moat  be  introdooed; 
nwiie  a  Sootohman,  a  Frenohman,  or  a  native  of 
til,  who  haa  nerer  been  in  Bngland  in  hia  life,majbe 
ie  baokmpt  here  for  an  aot  done  in  hia  own  ooontry. 
a  woold  be  ao  monationa  a  reanU  that  it  will  oer- 
oljr,  W6  think,  be  aToided  by  aome  method  of  interpre- 
ioa  or  other.  The  two  oonditioDa  or  limitationa  of 
iriietion  moat  likely  to  be  oonaidered,  aad  probably 
«al7  two  at  all  likely  to  be  ultimately  adopted,  are — 
l,naideneeof  thedebtorwitiiinthe  jnriadietioni  and. 
adlr,  pteaenoe  of  the  debtor  within  the  jnriadiotion 
tha  time  of  prooeedinga  inatitnted.  Bnt  laaidenoe 
lamrtobereqniaite  in  the  eaae  of  tiaden;  there 
■a  10  froand  for  M^ioK  that  the  law  ia  changed  in 
k  ana,  and  there  an  no  woida  in  the  Aot  expreealy 
iittiag  any  intention  to  eatabliah  diiferent  eonditiona 
;liadata  and  non-tradara.  And,  aoreoTcr,  aeotion  59  in 
■i|ti«a  the  London  Ootuct  jnriadiotion  OTer  peraona  not 
Mk  ia  England,  though  nothing  ia  aaid  as  to  the 
■Mmeea  nnder  which  it  can  be  ezeroiaed.  And  aa 
Vi"Min  Bngland  at  the  data  of  petition,  thia  need 
Umtdy  to  be  ncoeaaary,  aa  we  haTe  aeen,  in  the  caae 
INa;  and  mie  66  expreaily  providea  for  aertrice  of 
ifititian  where  the  debtor  ia  not  in  Bngland.  The 
Mam  ia  full  of  difBonlty,  and  it  ia  impoaaible  toforeaee 
keattaiaty  what  eolation  it  will  nltimatdy  receiTC. 
iitai^,  perhapa,  be  predicted  with  aome  oonfldenoe 
I  at  any  rate  in  the  caae  of  acta  of  bankraptcy  com- 
Wby  noa-traderaont  of  England,  the  Bngliah  Oourta 
Mly  aMome  jnriadiotion  where  ttie  debtor  reaidea  in 
iud;  and,  alao,  that  prooeedinga  againat  a  peraon  at 
(■me  oat  of  Englamd  will  only  be  allowed  when  he 
Hrily  naidee  in  England. 

la  foeation  of  jnriadiotion  to  iaane  a  debtor  sammona 
*  faaa  diiBonlt.  Preaenoe  of  the  debtor  in  Bngland  ia 
*Miy,  for  there  cam  be  no  good  aerrioe  abroad.  Bnt 
<a  ill  that  ia  reqoiaite,  as  in  the  caae  of  an  ordinary 
>«f  aamiiona,  or  ia  aomething  farther  needed  7  and, 
Kwhatr  Take  the  oaae  of  a  trader  flrat— moat  he 
M«nt  in  Bngbnd  ?  w  ia  it  enongh,  aa  in  bank- 
■r.  that  he  ahoold  have  teaded  to  England,  though 
mg  abroad  f  And,  in  the  caae  of  a  non-ttader,  Is 
MM  in  Bngland  neoeaaarjr  7  If  not,  what  ia  te- 
M  to  giTa  jviadietion  ?  It  may  be  ooUeeted  from 
ti^imeBt  a<  Jamea,  L.  J.,  in  Sir  Oolman  Otioghlan'a 
tttU  In  the  eaae  of  a  non-trader  that  learned  Jndge 
■Saad  to  hold  reaidenee  in  England  naaasaary. 
Ha  hawB  table  cardeaaneaa  to  leaTC  anoh  qnaatioaa 
klfil  m  framing  important  Aots  of  Parliament. 


^0M|aYoaBgao4  Hr.  Fme,  the  Royal  Commiaaionars 
^dtDaaaireinto  the  condition  of  the  cooUwof  Dametsra, 
I^WUttetd,  Barrister-at-law,  who  waa  engaged  on  tha 
',  ban  retained  to  England  from  Oniana. 

»Con»TT  TsiAauasB<Rip  ot  Dobsbt.— The  following 
■ca  v»  eandidatea  for  thia  dSocL  rendered  Taoant  by  the 
>«  Hr.  C.B.  Henning:— Mr.  Ouea  Symonda,  solicitor, 
tCWkof  Donihaatar ;  Hr.  George  J.  Andrews,  and  Mr. 
'BBinatt,Bolieitora,otI>ordieater;aiid  Mr.  C.  Keata. 


SECEHT  DECISIONS. 

EQTJITT. 

Will — SuBsnrnTBD  Gift  to  Issdx. 

Babfen  t.  JfaaU,  H.B.,  19  W.  B.  143,  L.  B.  11  Bq.  48. 

Deoiaiona  on  the  oonatmotion  of  willa  ate  not  worth 
comment  except  when,  aa  here,  they  mark  eome  of  the 
leading  canona  of  will  oonatmotion. 

There  is  no  tormnla  of  teatamentary  ditpoaition  of 
more  frequent  teoorrence  than  the  gift  to  A.  for  life,  and 
at  A.'s  death  for  distribntlon  among  a  number  of  other 
peraona,  with  a  direction  anbatitnting  their  "  iaaue  "  for 
anoh  of  theae  latter  aa  may  die  before  the  tenant  for  life. 
Some  of  theae  latter  peraona  pre-deoease  teatator,  leaving 
children  or  grwadohildren,  aad  then  ariae  qneationa,  can 
theae  children  on  grandchildren,  aa  the  caae  mqr  be,  take? 
Theae  are  among  the  oommoneat  will  questions  which 
lawyera  have  to  deal  with,  and  on  that  account  we  no- 
tice thia  case. 

In  Ivt  T.  Mnf  (16  BeavC  46)  Lord  BomfUy  laid  down 
the  role,  that  where  the  legacy  ia  given  after  the  death  of 
A.  to  a  class  of  peraons  with  anbstitutionary  gift  to  iaane, 
jco. — ^then,  since  it  ia  olear  that  the  issue  of  an  individnal 
cannot  ti^e  in  aabstttution  for  him  nnleaa  he  himaeU 
might  have  taken,  it  fdlowa  that  if  an  individnal  dice 
before  teetatw  hia  isaue  cannot  take.  The  class  ia  not 
ascertained  tiU  the  death  of  the  teatator,  and  oonaeqnentlj 
the  individnal  who  predeoeaaed  teatatw  never  lived  to 
rank  in  theolaaa.  Vioe-Ohaneellor  Wood,  in  endorsing 
LordBomilly's  deeiaioa  in  Ive  v.  linf,  explained  it  in  thia 
manner,  obaerving  that "  to  determine  whether  the  anb> 
stitutional  beqneat  ia  to  take  effect  npon  the  death  of  any 
particular  individual,  you  muat  first  inqnire  whether  he 
waa  a  member  of  the  elaaa  at  all "  (iZ«  Porttr't  Trutti, 
6  W.  B.]187,  4  K.  fc  J.  191).  Bat  where,  aa  the  fact 
waa  in  Ivt  v.  King,  and  in  the  preaent  caae,  the  legaqy 
ia  not  to  a  tU$$,  but  to  a  number  of  persona  n»minatim, 
there  the  teatator  haa  named  an  individnal  legatee, 
giving  him  an  Individual  legacy  with  a  anbetitutional 
gift  to  hia  iaaue,  and  oonaeqnently  the  iaane  take  when-  ' 
ever  he  dies,  or  elae  there  would  be  a  lapsed  legacy.  la 
the  preeent  caae  Lord  Bomilly  waaaaked,  bnt  of  ooazse  in 
vain,  to  re-oottsider  hia  deoiaion  in  itw  v.  K^. 

Another  point  on  whioh  we  may  note  the  preeent 
caae  ia  the  leaa  Important  queetion  whioh  aometimee 
ariaea  :  whether  the  pereons  who  take  under  the  aabsti- 
tnUonaty  gift  take  as  joint  tenants  or  tenants  in  common. 
The  word  «  recpeotively,"  like  "  equally,"  -  amongst,"  fto. 
ia  in  general  read  as  a  word  of  division,  creative  of  a 
tenancy  in  oommon  (Jb  Moanfi  Stttlewtent,  10  W.  B. 
816).  Bnt  in  S»  Bodfon'B  TnitU,  2  W.  B.  689, 1  K.  ie  J. 
178),  A^oeOhancellor  Wood  pointed  oat  that  in  theee  sub- 
stitutionary gifts  there  ia  reason  to  imagine  testators  as 
having  employed  the  word  "  respective "  in  an  ordinary 
senee  ("respMtive  parents"  to  mean  "own  parenU") 
without  implying  any  division.  Hits  dedston  is  now 
followed  by  Lord  Bomil^. 

A  third  question  whioh  ariaea  out  of  these  gifts  is  on 
the  meaning  to  be  asedgned  to  the  word  "  iaane."  Aa  to 
this. the  general  nile,«f  coatee,  ia  that"  issue"  is  to  ba 
taken  in  its  largest  sense  to  mean  "issue  <Miin>!aMiiM  ;" 
bnt  there  is  the  exoqition  of  a  numerous  dase  of  cases  in 
whioh  the  mentloa  of  "  issue"  is  oonpled  with  a  mention 
of  the  "  parent"  of  snob  "  issne  {  "  so  that  the  Oourt 
infers  the  testator  to  have  used  "  issne"  to  denote  merely 
•<  children,"  to  the  exolnaion  of  grandchildren  and  remoter 
descendants.  (See  SMty  v.  Ptny,  7  Tea.  523,  Pruen  v. 
Otbtnu,  11  Sim.  182,  and  for  a  case  in  whioh  this  signi- 
fication of  the  word  "  parent"  waa  regarded  as  exdnded 
by  the  context,  Ben  v.  Bots,  SO  Beav.  89). 

MONBT    LSHDKBa— Uhfaib    DiAUVa. 
3^Ur  V.  T»tM,  V.O.3.,  19  W.  B.  118. 
Ylce-Obanoellor  Stuart  aeems  to  have  a  monopoly  of  bOla 
filed  againat  professional  money  lenders,  and  it  ia  not  i 
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ptiain^  that  that  should  be  so,  since  the  first  cases  reported 
in  his  court  after  the  Salcsof  Reversions  Act,  1868  (31  &32 
Vict.  c.  4),  showed  that  the  Vice -Chancellor  had  entirely 
missed  an  important  question  on  the  operation  of  the  Act, 
and,  indeed,  on  the  general  policy  of  the  Conrt  of  Chancery 
in  such  matters.  The  Act  abolished  the  old  rule*  which 
threw  on  purchasers  of  reversiona  the  onus  of  proving 
that  they  had  not  given  undervalue,  even  though  the 
purchase  might  have  been  effected  in  the  most  open  and 
honest  manner  possible,  and  might  be  untainted  by  the 
remotest  suspicion  of  fraud — by  enacting  that  no  purchase 
of  a  reversion  made  bond  Jule  and  without  fraud  or  unfair 
dealing  should  be  set  aside  merely  on  the  ground  of 
undervalue.  The  question  which  Vioe-Chancellor  Stuart 
seems  unable  to  perceive,  is  whether  or  no  it  is  ''mala 
fides  or  fraud  or  unfair  dealing,"  within  the  meaning  of 
this  reservation,  to  take  advantage  of  a  man's  mere  im-  j 
providence?  No  doubt  it  is  fraud  to  take  advantage  of 
youth  and  inexperience  or  a,  fiduciary  character;  but 
suppose  a  middle-aged  roue,  experienced  enough  in  the 
ways  of  the  world,  comes  to  a  money-lender  and  says,  | 
"  I  must  have  money,"  and  the  usurer  takes  advantage  of  | 
the  wretch's  infatuation  to  exact  sixty  per  cent.,  which  the 
other  pays  rather  than  lack  the  means  of  prosecuting  his  | 
career,  is  that  fraud,  Sec,  within  the  meaning  of  the  Act  ? 
Scarcely,  on  the  general  principles  on  which  the  Court  ' 

decides  what  is  or  is  not  fraud.  Vice-ChnnceUor  Wood's  i  it  is  clear  that  there  was  a  rejoinder  intended 
remark  in  Tynte  v.  Beavan  (13  W.  R.  172,  2  H.  &  M.  295)  j  the  very  point,  and  Lush,  J.,  is  wrong  if  he  sail 
reads  as  though  he  wonid  have  considered  Colonel  Tynte's  ... 


have  been  common,  though  probably  thejr  will  be 
in  future.  The  Court  decided  that  by  the  oont 
question  the  plaintiff,  the  builder,  had  placed! 
entirely  at  the  mercy  of  the  other  patty  by  cont 
under  penalties  to  do  all  the  work,  together  wiUi 
ditions,  within  a  certain  time,  unless  the  atohit 
tended  the  time  ;  so  that,  although  it  was  imp(K 
complete  the  additions  in  the  time,  and  this  vra; 
when  the  additions  were  ordered,  yet  there  hari 
no  extension  of  time,  the  penalties  were  reoo 
In  a  previous  case  (  Westwood  v.  The  SeertUr^  i 
for  India,  11  W.  E.  261),  the  Court  nponfactsenti 
pleadings  almost  entirely,  identical  with  the  prea 
come  to  a  different  conclusion.  The  grounds 
former  decision  do  not,  however,  very  clearly  ap| 
the  Court  now  say  that  the  point  was  not  llui 
by  the  pleadings.  Whether  this  was  so  or  not 
more  than  doubtful.  Both  in  the  report,  in  1 
261,  and  in  7  L.  T.  N.  S.  730,  it  is  stated  thatt 
a  rejoinder  in  the  line  of  pleadings  relating  to  t 
for  penalties,  to  the  effect  that  no  extension  of 
been  granted.  It  may  be,  of  course,  that  this 
did  not,  by  reference  to  the  pleadings  in  the  oth( 
otherwise,  incorporate  the  clause  in  the  contrai 
provided  that  in  the  absence  of  an  extension  I 
tion  should  be  completed  within  the  original  tin 


age  and  experience  a  ground  for  refusing  him  relief  had 
not  his  interest  been  reversionary  (the  case  was  before 
the  Act).  Lord  Chelmsford,  in  Webster  v.  Cooke  (15 
W.  R.  1001),  decided  the  very  question  by  declining  to 
relieve  a  plaintiff  against  sixty  per  cent.,  because  he  was 
a  man  of  mature  age  and  well  acquainted  with  the 
ways  of  the  world,  especially  those  of  money-lenders. 
This  precise  question  has  never  yet  come  before  Vice- 
Chancellor  Stuart  ;  but  he  has  had  several  oases  in 
which  advantage  had  really  been  taken  of  the  plaintiff's  ] 
youth  and  inexperience,  and  which  were  undoubted  cases 
for  the  Court  to  relieve;  and  in  deciding  these  cases,  the 
Vice-Chancellor  seems  always  to  have  deemed  it  his 
duty  to  run  amuck  at  Lord  Chelmsford's  judgment  in 
Webster  v.  Q>oke,  pronouncing  it  a  decision  which  he 
cannot  accept  as  authoritative.  (See,  besides  the  present 
case.  Wyatt  r.  Cook,  16  W.  R.  502,  and  Miller  v.Cooi,  18 
W.  R.  lOGl.)  It  is  a  pity  that  Vice-Chanoellor  Stuart 
should  persist  in  tilting  at  Webtter  v.  Cooke,  because  the 
process  has  been  entirely  unnecessary  for  the  purposes  of 
the  cases  before  himself,  which  were  radically  different 
in  circumstances.  In  the  present  case  the  Vice  Chan- 
cellor finds  fault  with  M'ebster  v.  Cooke  on  the  question 
whether  or  not  the  interest  in  that  case  was  or  was  not 
a  reversion.  It  is  very  possible  that  Lord  Chelmsford 
may  have  erred  in  considering  that  the  increase  of  an 
existing  interest  by  the  falling  in  of  a  jointure  charge, 
was  not  a  reversionary  interest  within  the  policy  of  the 
general  rule,  but  since  the  Act  that  point  is  of  small  im- 
portance. What  we  have  again  been  at  the  pains  to 
point  out  is,  the  error  of  the  Vice-Chancellor  in  ignoring 
the  question  above  mentioned  in  his  quarrel  with  Webtter 
V.  Cooke,  an  error  which  is  all  the  more  likely  to  mislead 
because  the  decisions  in  which  it  is  displayed  are  un- 
doubtedly correct  in  result. 


COMMON  LAW. 
Impossibility  of  Perfobming  Contract— Penalties 

ON      NON-PeRFOBMANCE NON-EXTBNSION     OF    TiME 

Br  Architect. 
Junes  V.  St.  John's  College,  Oxford,  Q.B.,  19  W.  E.  270. 

If.  cannot  be  said  that  any  new  principle  of  law  of 
general  application  is  laid  down  in  this  case,  but  it  is 
worth  notice  as 


reported  to  have  done,  that  the  pleadings  in 
stopped  short  of  a  rejoinder. 

It  is  therefore  somewhat  qaestion&ble  wh 
Conrt  was  not,  in  the  present  case,  bound  b; 
authority.  On  the  assumption,  however,  thatt 
not  so  bound,  the  decision  is  probably  con* 
dear  law  that  a  man  may  bind  himself  by  a 
under  which  he  shall  be  at  the  mercy  of  the  ot] 
or  which  may  prove  impossible  to  perform. 

As  said  in  Robertt  v,  The  Bury  Improremrit 
lionerf  (L.  R.  5  C.  P.  326,  18  W.  E.  708),  by  I 
and  Mellor,  JJ.,  the  Courts  ought  not  to  give  a 
tion  to  a  contract  which  would  have  the  effect  < 
one  party  at  the  mercy  of  the  other,  unless  it 
clearly  expressed.  The  Courts  will  lean  to  a 
construction,  but  if  the  words  are  clear  then 
give  effect  to  them.  Where  an  absolute  obi 
imposed  on  a  party  by  his  own  contract,  impos 
performance  does  not  excuse  non-performanc< 
prevent  his  being  liable  to  damages.  It  is,  c 
otherwise  in  the  case  of  obligations  imposed  bj 
not  by  contract.  In  these  cases  imposeibilit, 
non- performance,  or  rather,  perhaps,  it  is  mo 
to  say  that  proof  of  impossibility  of  performance 
the  existence  of  the  obligation  which  otherwii 
under  the  circumstances,  have  been  imposed. 

The  only  case  in  which  impossibility  excuses 
formance  of  a  contract  is  where  it  can  be  establi 
the  contract  is  not  absolute,  but  made  upon  the  i 
express  or  implied,  that  the  performance  of  i 
possible.  Such  a  condition,  where  not  express* 
usually  implied,  but  in  some  cases,  a  conditio 
this  effect  may  be  implied;  as,  for  inataaoe,  » 
for  the  letting  of  a  music-hall  has  been  held  n 
the  implied  condition  that  the  hall  was  in  existe 
the  time  came  for  which  it  was  let  {TayUir  v. 
11  W.  R.  726,  3  B.  &  S.  826,  833;  see  also  J) 
Myert,  L.  E.  2  C.  P.  051;  Boast  v.  rtrth,  17  ' 
L.  R.  4C.  P.  1).  In  the  case  we  have  bosn  oo 
it  was  argued  on  the  part  of  the  plaintiff 
principle  of  these  latter  cases  (which,  hoi 
not  seem  to  have  been  quoted)  applied,  and 
contract  was  not  absolute,  but  subject  to  an  impl 
tion  that  no  orders  should  be  knowingly  gi' 
j  which  it  was  impossible  to  comply.    The  Court, 


a  decision   upon   the  construction  of  a  ,  -  .  ,  -        . 

building  contract  containing  stipulations  which  hitherto  !  ^^^  otherwise,  Hannen,  J.,  remarking  that  it 

.  ]  impossible  to  supply  words  to  bind  a  man  to  an 

*  f'itfe  12  S.  .r.  070.  ooDtraet  if  those  before  the  Conrt  did. not 
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BAXEBUPTCfY. 

Bm.  OP  SALK— Pbioeitt— Act  of  BiuNKSVProT. 
£e  parte  Allen  and  Page,  Re  JUiddUton,  Baoon,  C.J., 
19  W.  B.  274. 

Hw  matorUl  faota  of  this  ease  w«m  m  followa:— On 
the  lOUi  February,  1870,  Hiddleton  was  indebted  to 
Alien  In  the  inii^  of  £810,  as  aeonrity  for  whioh  he  held 
a  bill  of  aale  npon  Middieton'a  farming  stook,  hoosehold 
goods,  tm.  On  that  day  Middlaton  gare  him  a  fresh  bill 
of  sale  of  the  same  property  to  aeonte  the  old  debt  of 
£SiO  and  a  fresh  adTanoe  then  made  of  £60.  This  bill 
of  aale  was  duly  registered. 

On  the  28ih  Febroary,  1871,  Hiddleton  borrowed  £762 
rf  Page,  and  gara  him  a  bill  of  sale  of  the  same  property 
to  Hooie  this  advanee  of  £762  and  an  cHA  debt  of  £876. 
nda  bill  of  sale  was  daly  regristered,  and  on  the  21st 
tbiA  poaaession  was  taken  under  it. 

Oo  tiie  6th  April,  1870,  Middleton  was  adjndioated 
buknpt. 

Allen,  Page,  and  the  trustee  in  bankruptcy  all  olaimed 
ibegooda 

As  to  the  troatee's  olaim,  iaasmaoh  as  both  the  bills  of 
■le  had  been  registered,  and  under  one  of  them  posses- 
dcD  had  also  been  taken,  it  was  olear  that  he  oould 
iadre  no  beneBt  from  the  Billa  of  Sale  Aot  (17  &  18 
Tiet.  0.  36).  But  he  sought  to  set  aside  both  the  bills  of 
«le  as  sets  of  bankraptoy,  on  the  ground  that  they 
fatdided  anbatantially  the  whole  of  the  debtor's  property, 
ud  that  in  the  one  case  the  principal  consideration  was 
•D  old  debt,  the  fresh  adranoe  being  but  small,  and 
in  the  other  case  the  fresh  advance,  though  considerable, 
ni  made  only  to  pay  off  another  creditor.  The  general 
ideof  lair  on  this  subject  is  pretty  clear — viz.,  that  an 
-Miinment  even  of  the  whole  of  debtor's  property  to  a 
ih^  creditor  is  not  an  aot  of  bankruptcy,  if  a  snbatan- 

tulanr  advance  be  made  as  part  of  the  consideration 
for  its  Etaton  ▼.  CruttmU,  IE.  &  B.  16;  and 
tbn  oonld  not  be  much  donbt  that  the  present 
■wefell  within  the  role.  The  question,  in  fact,  in  it,  as 
A  Buy  other  oases,  was  probably  raised  in  consequence 
tt  the  unfortunate  decision  in  Graham  y.  Chapman  (12 
C.  B.  85],  a  case  whioh  may,  we  think,  now  be  regarded 
M  for  all  piaotioal  purposes  overruled  (see  Lonuus  v. 
Swosiie  W.  B.  441). 

Ai  to  the  priority  of  title  between  the  holders  of  the 
two  bills  of  sale,  Baoon,  0.  J.,  had  no  hesitation  in  deciding 
iii.  the  earlier  bill  of  sale  must  prevail.  That  bill  of 
■le  paased  the  legal  estate  to  the  holder  of  it.  And  the 
niMeqoent  seizure  nnder  tJie  later  bill  of  sale  oonld  not 
Knit  it. 

This  decision  wa«  dearly  right.  But  it  would  seem 
kat  if  the  first  bill  of  sale  had  not  been  registered,  the 
lecisioa  must  have  been  the  other  way.  It  is  true  that 
a  between  ilie  holders  of  successive  bills  of  sale  (so  long 
snotUid  persons  are  in  question)  neither  registration 
tt  aeiznie  is  neoeasary  to  complete  the  title.  The  Billa 
'  Sile  Aot  does  not  apply  to  such  a  case ;  and  as  at 
Mnmon  law  the  ezeontion  of  the  bill  of  sale  passes  the 
■dpetty,  the  earlier  title  must  in  snoh  a  case  prevail. 
^kBiehard  v.  Jamu  (IS  W.  R.  580)  decided  that  if 
iMre  be  two  bills  of  sale,  the  first  nnregistered  the  second 
ipstered,  and  afterwards  bankruptcy  or  an  exeoution 
War,  then  although  the  registration  of  the  seoond  bill  of 
•Is  prevents  the  olaim  of  the  trustee  or  ezeoation  oredi- 
or  from  taking  effect,  still  aa  the  first  bill  of  sale  is  by 
fee  Bills  of  Sale  Aot  void  as  against  the  trnstee  or  ezeon- 
■n  oraditor,  it  ia  void  for  all  purposes,  and  therefore  the 
1  Hll  of  sale  must  prevail. 


JJ«»d«ry  of  Mr.  Bnmton,  (solicitor),  Clerk  te  tho  West 
jBwiMal  ImpioTemsnt  ComrnlMJaners,  has  been  increased, 
aai  £IiO  to  £260  per  snnum. 

IJr.  J.  C.  Leach,  surgeon,  of  Starmhuter  Newton,  Dorset- 
"«.««•  bean  elected  Coroner  for  the  Shaftesbury  and  Stnr- 
"««  dirtrioto,  in  snooeasicm  to  Mr.  W.  H.  E.  Bennett 
*>(Md. 


SEVIEWS. 

A  Treatut  on  the  BtatHtf  of  EtizoMh  Againtt  IrauduUnt 
CoHvtyttnetM,  the  BilU  of  Sale  £egiitralion  Aett,  and  the 
Law  of  Voluntary  DUpotitiom  of  Property  Independently  of 
thoae  Statntee ;  with  an  Appendix,  containing  the  abeie 
AetM,  and  the  Married  Women's  Property  Act,  1870; 
aUo  tome  Uhpuiliihed  Ckue*  (1700—1733)  from  the  Cope 
■and  Mtlmoth  M.S.  Reporte.  By  Hksky  W.  May,  B.A., 
of  Lincoln'g-inn.  Barrister-at-Law.  London  :  Stevens  & 
Haynes. 

Questions  arising  out  of  the  matters  comprised  in  this 
title  are  a  class  among  the  very  commonest  with  which 
lawyers  are  conversant,  and  on  which,  therefore,  a  reliable 
tezt'book  most  be  heartily  welcomed.  Tl^ere  is  that,  too, 
which  renders  the  subject  one  on  whioh  students  are  es- 
pecially liable  to  go  astray,  and  necessitates  the  utmost 
intelligence  and  care  on  the  part  of  the  text-writer.  A  mere 
string  of  head-notes  is  a  very  low  form  of  a  law  book,  yet 
on  some  subjects  such  a  bools,  if  exhaustive  of  the  cases,  is 
most  useful  to  practitioners.  On  a  subject  like  that  treated 
in  this  volume  a  book  compiled  on  the  stringin{|-of-head- 
notes  principle  coold  not  fail  to  be  anything  but  misleading. 
Some  parts  of  the  salgect  overlap  each  other  ;  between  others 
there  are  distinctions,  sometimes  only  partial,  but  which 
must  be  marked  and  allowed  for.  Whether  a  particular 
document  or  transfer  of  property  is  a  fraudulent  preference 
or  not— or  whether  it  is  an  act  of  bankruptcy  or  not — or 
whether  or  not  it  is  characterised  by  actual  intentional  fraud, 
or  whether  or  not  by  technical  without  intentional  fraad — 
are  questions  which  must  not  be  confused  with  each  other  ; 
and  looseness  of  statement  or  want  of  precise  arrangement  in 
the  materials  to  which  the  inquirer  will  go  for  an  answer 
will  be  simply  fatal.  In  some  parts,  too,  of  the  subject,  sudi 
as  the  general  principles  applicable  to  voluntary  alienation*^ 
apart  from  the  statutes,  it  is  well  for  a  text  writer  to  with- 
stand the  temptation  of  endeavouring  to  screw  out  of  the 
decided  cases  tun  utmost  drop  of  narrowing  and  ruling  autho- 
rity, or  to  exti-act  definitions  from  dicta  which  were  never 
meant  to  do  more  than  enunciate  principles.  Examining 
Mr.  May's  book,  we  find  it  constructed  with  an  intelligence 
and  precision  which  render  it  entirely  worthy  of  being  ac- 
oepted  as  a  guide  in  this  confessedly  dii&cult  subject  The 
subject  is  an  involved  one,  but  with  clean  and  clear  handling 
it  is  here  presentod  as  clearly  as  it  could  be. 

In  the  table  of  cases  the  plan  is  adopted  of  printing  in 
bracketed  figures  of  a  distinctive  type  the  reference  to  the 
papie  at  which  a  case  is  fully  stated,  or  its  topic  receives  it 
prmcipal  discussion.  This  is  a  very  useful  method:  it  very 
often  happens  that  the  simplest  clue  to  the  part  of  the  text- 
bosk  which  the  practitioner  needs  is  the  name  of  some  case 
which  he  happens  to  remember  as  associated  with  that 
particular  part  of  the  subject ;  in  the  present  table  of  cases 
the  number  of  these  emphasised  references  might  have  been 
advantageously  augmented. 

A  reader  who  has  perused  our  late  article  on  Fraudulent 
Preference  will  probably  wonder  that  Ur.  Haj  does  not  dis- 
cuss the  questions  there  suggested  as  to  the  effect  of  the  new 
Bankruptcy  Acton  certain  questions  of  "intentional"  fraud 
and  the  contrary.  The  autnor  has  been  very  clear  in  dis- 
tingnishing  between  questions  of  "fraudulent  preference" 
and  qnestions  of  acts  of  bankruptcy:  as  to  the  latter  he  was 
perhaps  omitted  one  or  two  cases,  snch  as  Jonee  v.  Harber  (9 
W.  R.  248),  which  might  have  l>een  inserted.  On  the 
whole  he  has  produced  a  very  useful  book  of  an  exceptionally 
scientific  character. 

Was  Shahetptare  a  Lawyer  f  Being  a  Selection  of  Fatsagee 
from  "  Measure  for  Meature"  and  "  Alle  Well  that  Endi 
Well"  which  point  to  Vie  Conchuion  that  the  Author  must 
have  been  a  Practical  Lawyer^  and  in  which  maiiy 
Oieeuritiei  are  Made  Clear,  and  tome  Apparent  Corrup- 
tione  in  the  Text  are  attempted  to  ie  reelorml  hy  an  Appli- 
cation of  Knowledge  of  Englieh  Law.  By  H.  T.  London  : 
Longmans. 

Many  works  have  been  written  on  speculative  questions 
of  this  Kind,  attributing  various  specialities  to  Shakespeare; 
and  several  of  these  writers  have  addrused  themselves  te 
the  "  lawyer  "  controverrv.  The  beet-known  disquisition  on 
that  department  ia  Lord  Campbell's,  who,  after  examining 
many  plays  of  Shakespeare's,  comes  to  the  conclusion  that 
there  is  no  conclusion  to  come  to;  and  so,  as  far  as  Lord 
Campbell  is  concerned, tiie  chaige  is  "not  proven."    H.  T. 
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think*  tb»t  the  Uwyer  qoMtion  has  nerar  h«ai  properly 
attAcked,  and  that  he  [can  bring  formrd  from  two  plays  a 
quantity  of  fresh  internal  eridence  only  to  be  satisfiotorily 
accounted  for  on  the  hypothesis  that  Shakespeare  was  once 
clerk  to  an  attorney.  He  affects  to  diseorer  in  "Keasnie 
for  Heasore "  fifty-fiTS  and  in  the  other  play  forty- three 
passages  "which  sapply  evidence  more  or  less  sngeestiTe  of 
Shakespeare's  being  well  acquainted  with  Englishlaw;  and 
not  onlj  so,  but  tavf  prove  that  his  thought*  w«r«^  as  a 
practitioner's,  fnll  of  it. 

When  Olaudio  is  made  to  say, 

"  The  strength  of  our  most  mattul  entertainment 
With  ehwacter  too  grott  is  writ  on  Juliet," 

H.  T.  considers  that,  as  a  lawyer's  clerk,  Shakespeare  makes 
leferenee  to  "  engrossing." 

When  Escalos,  on  being  joined  with  Angelo  as  the  Duke's 
toeian  Unini  aaja, — 

"  I  shall  desire  yon,  sir,  ta  give  me  leave  to  have  free  speech 
with  yon ;  and  it  concerns  me  to  look  into  tht  tottem  of  my 
j^ae*  (the  italics  in  each  quotation  are  H.  T.'s)  ;  "a  power 
1  have,  but  of  what  strength  and  nature  I  am  not  yet  in- 
structed "— 

Few  Shakespeare  readers  find  an^  difficulty  in  com- 
prehending that  Escalns  is  intimating  the  necessity  of 
gauging  the  extent  of  his  entrusted  jurisdiction  before  ven- 
turing to  act  upon  it ;  but,  queries  H.  T. — "  Wss  the  poet 
thinking  of  the  mark  of  pre-eminence  enjoyed  by  the  Lord 
Chancellor  as  the  head  of  the  legal  body  in  that  he  rested  on 
tiie  UKW&oci  whilst  the  other  judges  sat  on  btneAetf  All 
H.  T.'s  suggestions  are  not  as  ridiculons  ss  these,  bat  for 
the  most  part  they  are  conjecture  eone  mad.  In  one 
or  two  instances  he  has  really  suggested  a  very  good  varia 
lectio,    though    not    bearing  any  reference   to  the  -legal 

aneation.  The  legal  suggestions  are  very  poor  stuff.  As  to 
lie  merits  of  the  question,  "wss  Shakespeare  a  lawyer," 
we  are  inclined  to  tiie  opinion  of  a  common  law  judge  at 
whose  table  we  once  heard  Lord  Campbell's  book  discussed 
short]y  after  its  appearance.  "All  I  can  say  is,  that  if 
Lord  uampbell  can  show  that  Shakespeare  was  a  lawyer,  I'll 
undertake  to  show  that  he  must  have  been  a  bishop." 
Shakespeare  seems  at  -home  in  eveiy  department  of  know- 
lodg*  

C0PBT8. 
ASSIZES. 

NoRTHXaW  ClBCTnT. 
lUKCHSSTBB. 

March  9. — Contmnpt  of  Court. 

On  the  opening  of  business  this  day  (Thursday)  one  of 
the  jury  oaUed  the  attention  of  his  Lordship  (Mr.  Jnstaoa 
WiUes)  to  the  following  letter  respecting  the  case  which 
had  appeared  in  that  morning's  Examiner  and  Timf$  news- 
paper: — 

"  Rtgina  v.  Quinn. 
"To  the  Editor  of  the  Examin*r  and  Timu. 

"  Sir, — ^WiU  you  allow  me  to  stats  with  referenoe  to  your 
nport  of  a  rarotte  case  at  Qie  assizes,  Stgina  v.  Quinn, 
headed  *  Neglect  in  a  Prosecution,'  that  If  r.  Justioe  Willes 
subsequently  decided  to  allow  '  the  costs  of  the  prosecution,' 
and  to  rescind  his  '  older  Uiat  the  witnesses  should  forfeit 
their  reoogniaemoes '  P  The  brief  in  the  case,  which  I  had  the 
honour  to  hold,  was  very  carefully  prepared.  Blame  attaches 
to  the  policeman  in  charge  of  the  witnesses,  Joseph  Thorpe, 
and  to  him  alone.  Although  he  knew  that  the  case  of 
Stgina  v.  Qmnn  would  next  be  called  on,  he  allowed  the 
witnesses  to  wander  away  from  the  assize  courts  during  the 
adjournment  for  luncheon.  As  stated  in  your  report,  the 
-witnesaes  were  in  waiting  prior  to  the  adjournment,  and,  as 
Hr.  Justioe  Willes  remarked,  that  only  made  the  matter 
'  worse '  for  the  policeman,  <  who  should  have  kept  the  wit- 
nesses together.'  His  neglect  of  duty  will  be 
brought  by  Mr.  Superintendent  Williams  under  the 
notice  of  the  Salford  Watch  Committee,  and  it  is  to  be 
hoped  that  they  will  impose  a  fine  sufficient  to  deter 
Salford  policemen  froiti  allowing  their  witnesses  to  escape. 
As  for  the  prosecuting  solicitors,  their  discharge  of  their 
onerous  and  ill-rewarded  duties  is  most  satisfactory,  and  Ur. 
Cawley  will  propose  an  amendment  to  the  Pnblio  Prose- 
cutors Bin  whidh  will  except  Salford  &om  its  provisions,  and 
obviate  the  necessity  of  appointing  any  other  public  prose- 
cutor* for  Salford  than  the  Messn.   Foyster.    I  cannot 


oonolnde  this  letter  without  expreanng  my  legist  tint  tin 
polioeman'a  neglect  of  duty  should  have  lea  to  a  vstdict  w 
contrary  to  the  evidence  as  that  which  the  jury  dsUrend. 
I  cannot  account  for  the  verdict  of  '  not  Kouty'— wliidi  nt 
loose  upon  society  a  notorious  offender,  who  had  jut  lond 
five  yean  in  a  rafonaatcry,  and  whcae  ^uilt  «u  cooib- 
sively  proved — except  on  the  hypothesis  that  tha  jmj 
deliliemted  under  a  feeling  of  irritation  at  their  baring  Dea 
locked  up  by  the  judge.  I  am  happy  to  say  that  nime  of 
the  jury  came  from  Salford  or  from  Qie  city  of  ynTiclwitiT. 
Their  addresses,  which  I  obtained  from  Hr.  Shattlemrtti, 
are  Tong-oum-Haulgh,  Denton,  Bury,  Little  Boltia, 
Withington,  Moss  Side,  and  Rnaholm*. — I  am,  sir,  jon 
faithful  servant.  Wn,LUK  Thokas  Chisut." 

His  Lordship,  after  reading  the  letter  attentively  tmot 
three  times,  asked  if  Mr.  Oharley  was  in  court,  and ontof 
the  bar  saying  he  belioTed  Mr.  Charley  was  in  the  Uhaiy, 
his  lordship  despatched  a  messenger  to  request  him  to  itttsd 
in  court ;  Uie  messenger  however  returned  withoat  hsfiit 
been  abU  to  find  Mr.  Chari^. 

His  Lordship,  after  waiting   some  time,  addreaed  &t 
baf  in  the  folU>wing  term* : — I  am  sorry  to  msntion  tliii 
matter.    I  address  the  bar,  and  I  make  no  obemtiaB 
except  of  a  neutral  character  at  preeent,  until  the  ^tieom 
to  whose  conduct  a  member  of  the  jury  ha*  just  direetednf 
attention  is  in  court,  and  has  an  opportunity  to  spesk  n 
himself;  but  I  deeply  regret  to  say  that  my  attentiente 
been  caUed  to  a  letter  in  <me  of  this  morning's  papan,  ;a> 
porting  to  come  from  a  mamber  of  the  Kortham  Citenit,  of 
which  at  present  I  shall  only  say  that  in  my  experianct,iKni 
rather  long,  it  is  wholly  unprecedented ;   and  I  shsttis 
from  any  nirther  remarks  at  preeent,  for  it  is  a  letter  of 
such  character,  that  I  cannot,  upon  the  bare  appetiasct 
of  it   in   the   paper,  without  having  an  ackaowledgoieDt 
i^m  the    gentleman   himself  from  whom  it    pnrporti  to 
oome,  believe  it  to  have  some  from  a  member  of  the  hasoiir- 
able  profession  to  which  we  all  belong ;  and  I  only  mmtioB  it 
now  tat  the  pnrpoM  of  saying  that  I  must  press  la  Oe 
attendance  in  court  of  the  gentleman  whose  name'pnipstt 
to  be  signed  to  that  lettei^Mr.  William  Thomas  Charley. 
Am  at  present  advised  it  ai^iears — and  it  is  right  that  I 
shonld  lay  so  at  once— that  Uiat  letter,  if  signed  by  Hut 
gentteman,  amounts — again  speaking  neutrally  in  lui  >!>' 
■enoe — ^to  a  groes  contempt  of  this  conrt,  and  this  is  oh 
of  the  very  painful  moments  one  has  to  undergoes  a  jodgt; 
and  I  shonld  trust  that  if  assured  by    some  genUemu 
present  that  it  is  hi*  letter,  he  may  be  indneed  to  offu 
each  explanation  and  retractation  of  the  letter  as  will  mib 
it  unnecessary  that  any  farther  notice  should  be  taken  of 
it  in  this  place.  ^^ 

Shntly  afterwards,  Mr.  Superintendent  Williams  attasft- 
ing  in  conrt. 

His  LoBDSBiP  said.— I  hope  that  it  is  not  true  that  you 
ai«  going  to  take  a  charge  against  a  policeman  who  vu 
here  the  other  day  in  the  case  of  The  Qium  v.  Qmno. 

Sapecintendent  Williams. — It  is  not  true,  my  lord.  1 
have  simply  named  it  to  the  chief  constable. 

His  LoBDSKiF. — Then  you  say  it  is  not  true  P 

Superintendent  Williams. — ^It  is  not  true,  my  lord. 

His  LoKiMKiP.— I  think  it  right  to  make  these  ^"^^ 
in  order  to  prevent,  a*  fiu  as  I  can,  the  gross  iiqustieewhies 
may  follow  firom  the  charges  "  sputtered  "  about  upon 
evsrybody  aonnected  with  this  case,  except  one  or  i*o- 
There  is  no  ground  for  prooeeding  against  that  poliossuB 
whatever.  He  was  here,  and  was  bound  to  do  his  bed, 
and  tried  to  do  his  beet  to  get  the  witnesses  into  court.  Be 
gave  an  ezcune,  upon  which  I  m«de  no  remark  at  the  tisit. 
He  looked  to  me  a  very  active  officer. 

Superintendent  Williams.— Mr.  Charley  named  »« 
matter  to  ma  yesterday,  and  I  said,  with  reference  to  «l>>t 
he  had  stated,  that  I  ^ould  feel  it  my  duty  to  name  what  he 
had  said  to  the  ohief  constable. 

His  LoKDSHtp. — Well,  give  my  compUmenta  to  ths  duaf 
constable,  and  say  that  uiere  is  no  groond  whatever  vx 
proceeding  against  that  man.  Itis  most  unwscrantablaiiid 
spiteftU. 

Later  in  the  day  hi*  Lordship  again  adverted  to  IM 
matter.  He  said.— I  think  it  right,  before  prooeeding  «>» 
the  next  case,  to  mention,  with  referenoe  to  what  I  »»• 
fioned  this  morning  respecting  the  letter  whitA  was  brcngu 
under  my  notice  by  one  of  the  jurymen,  that  I  propose  im 
to  make  any  remarks  upon  it  at  present  in  the  ahssaes  of 
Mr.  Oharley.  I  wa*  in  hopee  that  Mr.  CSiaxley  would  hsv* 
appeared  in  hi*  place  at  the  bar  in  conseqaenoe  of  whst  1 
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lid  this  morning,  ud  I  stall  hope  that  before  any  farther 
Btiee  ia  taken  of  the  matter  he  will  appear  in  hia  place  at 
ha  bir,  and  make  WDie  statement  which  will  render  anjr 
ortbr  notice  of  this  doonment  nnnecessary.  I  do  not 
Hdi  to  make  any  remark  upon  it  at  present  beyond  correct* 
ig,  ai  I  bare  already  done,  the  injastioe  vmich  &aa  been 
got  to  a  policeman.  That  Iwaaouicedto  do^  lest  the 
lu  ihoald  impia]>arly  suffer  br  say  duay  here  in  noticing 
lia  natter,  bat  this  iaalmostall  that  need  now  besaulof  i^ 
sjond  ttatiDg  that  that  letter  is  nnqnes&nablT  a  great 
ntempt  of  this  eoort,  and  that  the  letter  is  wholly  nnpre- 
idatM  as  coming  from  a  member  of  the  bar.  1  should 
ipe  that,  if  this  letter  really  be  Mr.  CharleVs— although  I 
onotaasama  it  at  present  until  Mr.  Charley  admits  him* 
If  die  anther  of  it— if  it,  howerer,  be  the  prodaction  of 
at  gentiaman,  I  should  hops  that  he  will  appear,  and 
^ear  as  speedily  as  possible,  in  court  to  make  some  state- 
art  which  will  render  any  farther  obserration  from  the 
oebnnnecessary. 

Befne  the  rising  of  the  court,  Mr.  C!harley,  accompanied 
rMr.  J.  &  Aspinall,  Q.C.,  and  Mr.  Hij^n,  Q.O.,  came 
to  court 

Mr.  Aminall  said— I  appear  before  yenr  Lurdahip  on 
ilialf  of  n»  bar,  who  hare  requested  me  to  make  a  state- 
eot  is  reftrence  to  a  matter  which  has  occurred  in  this  court 
umonung.  The  attention  of  most  ef  us  had  been  called 
dj  thii  morning  perhaps  before  your  Lordship's  attention 
IS  eaQed  to  it,  to  the  appearance  in  the  newspapers  of  a 
tt«,  akned  b^  Mr.  Charley,  a  member  of  the  oar  and  of 
e  Noruetn  Circuit  I  believe  there  waa  no  gentleman  at 
e  bar  who,  upon  reading  the  letter,  did  not  come  to  the 
lebiioo  that  it  was  unprecedented  in  its  character,  and 
it  it  was  an  unwarrantable  letter  for  a  member  of  the  bar 
bars  written ;  and,  moreover,  even  supposing  such  letter 
'We  been  written,  it  was  to  be  condemned  with  reference 
iiennl  axpreasioBa  which  were  contained  in  it :  and  in 
■It  of  fact  every  member  of  the  bar,  I  think,  had  anticipated 
Mibieh  your  Lordship  ia  understood  to  have  said  about 
L  IbiTesaid  so  much  because  I  have  been  requested  to 
yttbe  part  of  the  profession  to  which  I  belong.  It  is 
nmsiiy  that  I  should  say  more,  because  my  friend  Mr. 
"^■prepaied  to  say  to  your  Lordship  what  I  am  sure 
urfuvboknow  him  would  have  expected  him  to  say. 
wHseometo  the  conclusion  to  which  we  ourselves  have 
S^sad  I  have  no  doubt,  when  yon  have  hesfd  him,  vou 
u  md  it  was  an  act  done  by  him  not  without  consideration, 
< is  a  moment  of  excitement  and  without  investi^tion. 
SKgrets  on  his  own  part  as  much  as  the  bar  on  their  part 
V%  that  such  a  thing  should  have  happened, 
w.  Charley  then  came  forward,  and  said  that  he  felt,  upon 
Mtioa,  that  the  letter  couldnot  bejustified,  and  that  it  was 
Batiks  ;  and  he  asked  his  Lordship's  leave  in  the  most 
ail  manner  to  withdraw  it,  and  to  express  his  regret  at 
nog  written  it^  aud  trasted  his  Lordship  would  accept 

■  explanation  and  apology  in  the  spirit  in  which  it  was 
iRd. 

Bis  Lokdsbip.— When  that  letter  was  brought  under  my 
^  I  nsd  it  with  very  great  pain,  and  I  also  read  it  witn 
7£*at  ooneem.  I  need  not  give  reasons  for  the  former 
tnt,  but  my  reason  for  feeling  so  deep  concern  was  that  it 
ttdbe  impciuble  for  jnrie^  who  are  judges  of  matters 
wt  in  these  courts,  to  discharge  their  duty  if  they 
n  sabject  te  criticisms  of  the  description  contained 
tbe  letter.  For  myself,  sitting  here  as  a  indge,  and 
ng  a  pabUc  office,  I  hold  myseu  open  to  all  onticism, 

*  wall  ever  invite  it,  and  be  prepared  to  meet  it  as 
a  I  may.      But  with  respect  to  the  jury,   who  come 

*  lod  ^rt  their  nnbought  services — services  of  the  last 
jftmee,  and  without  which  the  government  of  the 
*J2  """^^  ""**  '"  <»nied  on — to  be  subject  to  such 
■ws  as  are  contained  in  that  letter  is  not  to  be 
M  ef  or  allowed  for  a  moment  I  abetain  bom  saying 
**  vith  lespeet  to  the  case  which  drew  forth  the  remarks 
li  to  lay  that  it  was  one  in  which,  in  mv  judgment  it 

■  ofaotothe  jwy,  upon  the  evidence,  to  form  an  honest 
jja^ignit  opinion  of  their  own,  and  to  deliver  the  verdict 
*™n^  did.  It  was  tor  them  to  say  what  they  thought, 
■tiey  aid  so,  I  believe,  with  perfect  honesty,  intelligence, 
N  Baaluieas.  I  deaire  to  abetain,  and  I  purposely  atetain, 
MMjug  anything  more  about  the  letter,  because  whatever 
■II  ^  have  felt  In  reading  it  is,  I  may  say,  entirely  die* 
■«  ^  the  aatiahetion  which  I  have  had  in  hearing  the 
"*"«  tbe  latter  in  court  do  that  which  is  the  next  best 


thing  to  not  making  a  blunder  or  doing  wrong — as  soon  as 
he  IS  satisfied  he  has  dune  one  or  the  other,  manfully  con- 
fess it,  and  admit  that  he  regrets  what  has  been  done.  I 
shall  only  add  that  Mr.  Charley  has  conducted  himself  as  I 
had  hoped  he  would,  and  as  becomes  a  member  of  an 
honourable  profession.  I  am  obliged  to  Mr.  Aspinall  and 
the  bar  for  making  the  statement  they  did  ;  it  waa  what  I 
expected  from  them ;  and  I  think  Mr.  Charley  has  done  a 
handsome  thing  in  admitting  that  that  which  he  wrote  in  a 
moment  of  spleen  was  wrong,  and  ought  not  to  have  ap- 
peared. 

00UET8  OF  BANKRUPTCY. 

LnrooLn's-Iinr  Fieldi. 

(Before  Hr.  Begistrar  Roche,  acting  as  Chief  Judge.) 

March  7. — Sergei  v.  Oerathaold, 

Debtor^!  Summtiit — £ond. 

In  this  case  a  debtor's  summons  had  been  issued,  and  the 
defendant  had  mode  an  affidavit  denying  the  debt.  He 
thereupon  applied  for  an  order  dismissing  the  summons, 
but  at  the  hauing  Mr.  B^sgistzar  Roche  ordered  him  to  find 
a  bond,  with  suretiee,  wiuin  21  days,  for  payment  of  th« 
amount  of  the  plaintiff's  claim. 

Inet  now  moved  upon  affidavit  to  restrain  further  pro- 
ceedings in  bankruptcy.  The  plaintiff's  claim  was  in  the 
nature  of  a  balance  on  certain  speculative  transactions  in 
stock,  and  it  appeared  that  since  the  order  for  security  the 
defendant  had  brought  an  action  for  breach  of  contract 
certain  stock  having  been  sold  mthout  his  authority.  All 
the  defendant  desired  wss  that  the  proceedings  should 
be  restrained  imtil  he  had  the  opportunity  of  trying  the 
action.  According  to  the  practice  in  equity  where  a  debt 
was  in  doubt,  the  Court  would  not  allow  a  winding-up  order 
to  go  against  a  company  until  the  result  of  proceedings 
to  try  tne  question  had  become  known.  The  defendrat 
here  was  a  foreigner,  and  could  not  find  the  desired  secu- 
rity. He  waa  willing  to  be  put  upon  any  terms  as  to  the 
trial  of  the  action.  He  submitted  that  the  proceedings 
which  had  been  taken  in  this  case  amounted  reiJly  to  an 
abuse  of  the  process  of  the  Court  He  cited  £e  Catholic 
Puiliihinf  and  Book—Uittg  Company,  2  De  6.  J.  &  8. 116,  12 
W.  R.  538  ;  Re  London  Wkarjing  and  Wanhoiuing  Company, 
86  Beav.  87  ;  Griffith  and  Holmes,  Bankrupt  Law,  p.  162. 

Seed,  for  the  plaintiff,  was  not  called  upon. 

Mr.  Registrar  RocHB.— I  must  consider  this  application 
as  au  ingenious  artifice  to  induce  me  to  vary  or  reacind  an 
order  which  I  made  now  nearly  three  weeks  since,  after 
hearing  all  the  facts  of  the  case,  and  after  considering  tbe 
law  as  applicable  to  those  facts.  It  then  appeared  that  the 
defendant  was  a  foreigner,  and  I  then  said  that  the  Court 
would  not  press  hardly  upon  him.  I  gave  him  twenty-one 
days  in  order  to  -  find  a  bond.  Since  then  an  action  has 
been  brought  of  an  entirely  different  description  against 
Mr.  Bergel,  and  now,  at  the  very  moment  when  the  order 
would  b«u>me  absolute,  I  am  asked  to  restrain  further  pro- 
ceedings.   I  refuse  the  application  with  costs. 

Solicitors  for  the  debtor,  Spyer  f  Son. 

Solicitors  for  the  creditor,  Aikurit  f  Co. 


COUNTY  COURTS. 

BBADrORS. 
(From  the  Bradford  Obstrver.) 
March  7. — T^  working  of  the  ntio  Bankruptcy  Act. 
Mr.  Dakul,  Q.C.,  Judge  of  the  Bradford  County  Court  on 
taking  his  seat  this  day  (Tuesday),  said  he  wished  to  call 
the  attention  of  those  practising  in  that  court,  ss  well  as  the 
officials,  to  a  report  of  an  intemew  which  a  deputation  in- 
augurated by  the  Manchester  Heme  Trade  Aasociation  had 
had  with  the  Lord  Chancellor  on  the  25th  of  February  last 
with  reference  to  certain  amendments  propesed  and  adopted 
at  a  conference  ef  chambers  of  commerce  and  trade  societies, 
held  at  the  Westminster  Palace  Hotel  respecting  the  opera- 
tion of  the  Bankruptcy  Act  of  1869.  He  had  not  seen  the 
report  at  the  time,  or  he  should  have  taken  the  opportunity 
of  alluding  to  the  matter  earlier,  but  he  had  mentioned  it  at 
Burnley  last  week,  and  felt  it  his  duty  to  say  sometiiing  here. 
The  deputation  was  introduced  by  Sir  Thomas  Bazley,  and 
professed  to  represent  the  northern  counties,  and,  there- 
fore, Bradford  and  Burnley,  and  he  supposed  his  dis- 
trict generally,  would  be  supposed  to  be  represented  by  the 
gentlemen  present  who  alludieu  to  certain  practices  which  had 
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spnaxg  np  in  the  courts  in  connection  with  bankruptcy 
brasinesi.  It  had  always  been  his  endeavour,  and  he  be- 
Uerrd  also  the  endearour  of  the  officials  in  the  courts  with 
which  he  was  connected,  to  administer  the  law  in  all  its 
parity,  and  he  had  always  striven  to  carry  out  as  far  as  he 
coald  the  72nd  section  of  the  Act  The  deputation  stated  to 
the  Lord  Chancellor  that  the  chief  clerks  of  the  registrars  of 
some  of  ths  courts  had  been  appointed  receivers  and  subse- 
qnently  trustees,  and  that  they  actually  taxed  bills  in  their 
own  cases,  thereby  enabling  them  to  connive  with  solicitors 
in  getting  their  bills  leniently  taxed,  to  the  detriment  of  the 
creditors  of  the  estate.  Further,  the  deputation  stated  that 
the  judges  of  the  county  courts,  in  some  instances,  though 
compelled  by  the  Act  to  sit  at  leant  once  a  month,  really 
only  sat  at  intervals  of  six  weeks,  by  fixing  their  courts  at 
ihe  end  of  one  month  and  the  beginning  of  another.  He 
would  leave  those  conversant  with  the  practice  in  that  eourt 
to  say  whether  that  could  apply  to  Bradford.  The  depu- 
tation in  question  no  doubt  had  good  reasons  for  stating 
what  they  did,  and  he  did  not  for  one  moment  wish  to  im- 
pugn their  veracity,  but  he  had  alwaj'S  desired  that  the  busi- 
ne.«s  in  his  district  should  be  conducted  in  a  legitimate  way, 
and  he  had  confidence  that  such  was  the  case.  In  an  ar- 
ticle which  appeared  in  the  Solicitors'  Journal  of  Saturday 
Inst  there  were  same  comments  on  the  practices  referred  to, 
acid  he  wished  to  draw  the  attention  of  the  profession  to 
them. 

Jlr.  Dawson  said  that,  on  his  own  behalf,  and  he  believed 
also  on  behalf  of  those  who  practised  in  that  court,  he  might 
Bay  that  the  abuses  complained  of  by  the  deputation  did  not 
exist  iu  that  court,  for  in  no  single  instance  that  he  knew 
had  any  clerk  of  the  registrar  been  appointed  as  receiver  or 
trustee,  nor  had  any  bill  of  costs  ever  been  taxed  by  a  clerk. 

Jlr.  Terry  said  he  fully  agreed  with  all  his  friend  Mr. 
DawsGn  had  said,  and  he  could  assure  his  Honour  that  the 
practice  of  his  court,  under  his  supervision  and  under  his 
direction,  had  given  universal  satisfaction.  He  wished  that 
those  who  complained  would  more  frequently  enter  the  court, 
and  see  for  themselves  the  working  of  the  business  transacted, 
and  the  frequent  attendance  of  his  Honour  during  each 
month,  as  shown  by  the  number  of  days  on  which  the  Court 
sat. 

The  Registrar  said  he  wished  to  state  in  confirmation  of 
what  had  fallen  from  Mr.  Dawson  and  Mr.  Terry,  that  in  no 
single  instance  since  the  Act  came  into  operation  had  his 
principal  clerk,  or  any  other  clerk  of  his,  been  appointed 
either  receiver  or  trustee  in  any  matter  of  bankruptcy  ;  and 
that  every  bill  of  costs  which  had  been  taxed  had  been  taxed 
by  himself. 


APPOINTMENTS. 


Mr.  EoBBRT  Kenton,  Q.C,  Recorder  of  Oswestry,  has 
hjen  elected  Chairman  of  the  Shropshire  Court  of  Quaiter 
Sessions,  in  succession  to  the  late  Sir  Baldwin  Leighton, 
Bart.  Mr.  Kenyon  was  the  third  son  of  the  late  Hon. 
Thomas  Kenyon,  of  Pradoe,  .Shropshire,  for  many  years 
Clerk  of  Outlawries  in  the  Court  of  King's  Bench  (who 
■was  the  third  ton  of  the  first  Lord  Kenyon,  the  Chief 
Justice),  by  Louisa  Charlotte,  second  daughter  of  the  late 
Eev.  John  Robert  Lloyd,  of  Aston  Hall,  near  Oswestry. 
He  was  born  on  the  13th  January,  1807,  and  received 
his  early  education  at  the  Charterhouse,  whence  he  proceeded 
to  Christchurch,  Oxford,  where  he  graduated  B.A.  in  1828. 
He  also  graduated  in  civil  law,  and  is  now  D.C.L.  In  No- 
vember, 1828,  he  was  elected  fellow  of  All  Souls'  College,  and 
wiis  called  to  the  bar  at  the  Middle  Temple  in  November, 
1834.  He  was  appointed,  in  November,  1840,  Judge  and  As- 
sessurof  the  Chancellor's  Court  of  the  University  of  Oxford, 
which  office  he  held  till  November,  1859,  when  he  was  suc- 
ceeded by  Mr.  Montague  Bernard,  and  has  been  Vinerian 
Professor  of  Common  Law  at  the  same  University  since  No- 
vember, 1843,  which  office  he  still  continues  to  hold.  In  June, 
1842,  he  was  nominated  to  the  Recordership  of  Oswestry, 
and  was  created  a  Queen's  Counsel,  and  became  a  Bencher  of 
the  Middle  Temple,  in  November,  1862.  Mr.  Kenyon  is  a 
justice  of  the  peace  for  Shropshire,  and  has  for  the  last  fifteen 
years  been  Vice-chairman  of  the  Shropshire  Court  of 
Qu.Titer  Sessions,  the  chair  of  which  court  he  has  now  been 
Ciilli  d  upon  to  occupy.  He  married,  in  August  1846,  Mary 
Eliza,  daughter  of  Edward  Hawkins,  Esq.,  F.R.S.,  F.S.A., 
for  some  time  Keeper  [of  Antiquities  in  the  British 
Idnseam,  by  which  lady  he  has  a  numerous  family. 


Mr.  Henky  Selfe  Paoe  Wixtebbothaii,  bi 
law,  and  M.P.  for  Stroud,  has  been  appointed  Um 
tary  of  State  for  the  Home  Department,  in  sue 
Mr.  G.  J.  Shaw  Lefevre,  who  has  become  Secrrti 
Admiralty.  Mr .  Winterbotham  is  the  second  son 
Winterhotham,  Esq.,  a  banker,  of  Stroud,by  Sa 
Selfe,  daughter  of  the  Rev.  Henry  Page.  He  wa: 
the  2nd  of  March,  1837,  and  has  therefore  onlj 
pleted  his  thirty-fourth  year.  He  was  ednaii 
Amersbam  Grammar-school,  Bucks,  and  tfte 
University  College,  London,  where  he  matricnW 
and  graduated  (with  honours)  as  B.A.  in  ISo6  an 
1859.  He  was  Hume  Scholar  in  jurisprudence  ir 
Hume  Scholar  in  political  economy  in  1859.  be 
University  iLaw  Scholar  in  the  same  year.  la  \ 
nations  for  the  LL.B.  degree  he  took  the  secoi 
conveyancing,  the  third  in  equity,  and  wns 
another  in  Roman  law.  In  1866  he  was  electe 
University  College,  and  in  November  of  the  san 
called  to  the  bar  at  Lincoln's-inn. 

Mr.  TuFNELL  Samuel  Southgate,  solidtor. 
Bench-walk,  Temple,  has  been  appointed 
Superintendent  Registrar  of  the  Gravaen^ 
Guardians,  in  succession  to  his  deceased  brother 
Southgate.  Mr.  Tufnell  Southgate,  who  was  c£ 
1858,  had  been  for  ten  years  previously  in  the 
father,  the  late  Mr.  Francis  Southgate  (who  \ 
ths  Gravesend  Guardians  for  a  great  nnmbei 
during  which  period  he  had  charge  of  the  poor 
He  has  for  some  years  practised  in  London 
mentary  agent,  and  is  a  member  of  the  Incor] 
Society. 

Mb.  Edwahd  Augustus  Hilder,  solicitor, 
street,  Gravesend,  has  been  appointed  Clerk  to 
end  and  Milton  Improvement  Commissioners, 
was  rendered  vacant  by  the  death  of  Mr.  F.  1 
The  salary  of  the  clerk  has  been  fixed  at  £15C 
with  such  extra  emoluments  as  may  arise  from 
tion  of  contracts,  &c.,  as  heretofore ;  but  it  has  I 
that  the  fees  derived  from  the  licensing  of  hackm 
drivers,  &c.,  shall  be  paid  into  the  town  revet 
Mr.  Hilder  was  certificated  in  1836,  and  holds 
replevey  clerk  for  the  county  of  Kent,  high  b 
county  courts  of  Gravesend  and  Dartford,  anc 
the  borough  of  Gravesend.  He  is  a  member 
Law  Society  and  of  the  Solicitors'  Benevolent  A 

Mr.  Fredewck  Fabkek  Mohhell,  M.A., 
Oxford,  has  been  appointed  Clerk  to  the  0: 
Board.  The  salary  of  the  office  has  been  fixed 
annum,  and  the  appointment  is  to  continue 
months.  Mr.  Morrell  is  a  son  of  Mr.  F.  Jo.s 
solicitor,  and  is  a  member  of  St.  John's  Coll 
where  he  graduated  B.A.  in  1861.  He  was  admi 
and  is  one  of  the  coroners  for  the  University  oi 

Mr.  John  Watson,  solicitor,  of  Nottinghai 
appointed  Clerk  to  the  School  Board  of  that  b< 
Watson  was  certificated  in  1851,  and  holds  t 
Registrar  of  the  Archdeaconry  court  of  NotI 
Deputy-Registrar  of  the  Diocese  of  Lincoln, 
ber  of  the  local  firm  of  Watson  &  Wadsworth. 

Mr.  Joseph  Gerbard,  of  Bolton,  Lancash 
appointed  a  Perpetual  Commissioner  for  taking 
lodgments  of  deeds  by  married  woman,  in  and  fo 
of  Lancaster. 


GENERAL  CORRESPONBENC 

Ektebino  Api-earamces. 
Sir, — We  may  give  a  suitable  caution  to 
titioners  in  common  law  against  a  very  commo 
delaying  to  enter  appearances  until  the  morning 
following  that  within  which  the  appearance  ma 
after  service  of  writ  or  order  to  proceed,  by  inf< 
that  Mr.  Justice  Lush  has  expressed  his  opinion 
ment  signed  concurrently  with  such  appeanuu 
vail,  and  of  eourse,  as  no  record  is  kept  of  the 
day  at  which  appearances  are  entered  or  jndga 
it  follows  that  a  judgment  signed  on  the  sam 
appearance  is  entered  must  be  deemed  to  be  ent< 
rently.  On  this  ground  he  refused  to  order  a  ; 
entered  up  to  be  set  aside,  notwithstanding  ti 
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attonuy  knew  that  appearance  was  aotnally  being  entered 
at  the  HSU  moment,  the  defendant  having  negleoted  to 
eiter  ippearance  within  the  time  limited  in  the  order  to  pro- 
aei,  ina  deognedly  entering  it  after  snoh  time  had  expired. 

38,  Bedford-row,  London,  March  U.  T.  &  Ck). 

[If  a  defendant  delaya  to  enter  his  appearance  nntil 
after  the  proper  day,  be  clearly  does  so  at  the  riak  of  not 
bdng  aU*  to  give  notice  of  the  appearance  to  the  plaintiff's 
ittoney  Inibre  jadgment  is  signed  (Common  Law  Froce- 
ime  Aol^  1852,  a  39).  In  the  oase  in  question,  clearly,  no 
wtice  ot  the  appearance  having  been  entered  could  have 
beengiTen,  bat  only  notioe  that  it  was  about  to  be  entered, 
rideh  wooid  not  be  auffioient.  Still,  if  the  delay  had  not 
Men  intaniianal,  no  doubt  the  judge  would  hare  let  in  the 
lafmdaut  to  defend. — £0.  8.  J.J 

Will.* 
Sir,— Perhaps  you  will  allow  me  to  state  my  opinion  on 
he  point  raised  by  "  P.  Q."  that  the  children  of  C.  D.,  who 
nre  limg  at  A.  B.'s  death,  and  those  (if  any)  afterwards 
on,  will  be  entitled  to  share  the  £900  legacy  between 
lien  in  exctusian  of  any  children  who  may  have  died  in 
.  B.'t  lifetime.  If  the  two  married  daughters  of  C.  D.  pre- 
tctaaed  the  testator,  neither  their  husbands  nor  their  <uul- 
ten  will  take  any  interest  in  the  fund  ;  but  if  they  snr- 
ned  the  testator,  then  their  shares  will  go  to  their  husbands 
d  not  to  their  children  {Oevitmt  r.  Mello,  1  Bro.  Ch.  Ga. 
tl;  Brtiume  v.  Sammond,  Johns.  212  n.  a. ;  Batemmt  T. 
«««, 2  Hod.  104 ;  EUiton  v.  Airey,  1  Yes.  Sen.  Ill ;  BM- 
WT.  Kaner,  Cowp.  309  ;  SaieKff*  v.  Buekkg,  10  Yes.  196 ; 
Kir.  Fooki,  7  W.  B.  109,  3  De  G.  ft  J.  2«2). 

A  CoUKTBT  SOLIOITOB. 


The  Stamp  Act,  1870. 
b,— A  power  of  attorney  for  general  purposes  is  executed 
lUit  in  December,  1870,  and  is  received  in  London  in 
iMWT,  1871,  after  the  new  Stamp  Act  has  come  into 

Eitn.  Having  regard  to  the  fact  that  by  the  Act 
>1S,  sab-wction  2a)  two  months'  time  is  allowed 
ttepoiod  of  the  arrival  of  a  deed  in  this  country  to 
Ihfi^  whereas  in  the  oase  of  a  deed  executed  here  the 
Maosthsmn  from  its  datt,  what  stamp  does  this  power  of 
fenrnvure — 30s.  under  the  old  law,  or  10s.  under  the 
V?  It  is  clear  that  it  could  not  be  stamped  nntil  the  new 
•  lad  come  into  force.  T.  C.  8. 

Much  16. 


PASUAMENT  AHO  LEOISLATIOIf. 

HOUSE  OP  LORDS, 
"wh  10.— The  Itcgal  Praumptioa  of  Htaband'a  Control 
'  WiU—Mr:  Ttrpep'a  ea*t. — Earl  Stanhope  drew  atten- 
1  to  this  ease.  Surely  if  the  principle  of  this  legal  pre- 
Iwon  was  a  sound  one,  it  ought  to  be  applied  to  all 
^es,  small  and  great,  but  the  truth  was  that  it  was 
id  w  repoguant  Ut  all  ideas  of  equity  and  justice  that 
na  ihoidd  escape  punishment  for  murder,  if  committed 
Be  presence  of  the  husband,  that  the  presumption  of  law 
itbete  axoloded  and  left  only  to  cases  of  this  Idnd.  If  a 
Ma  ooamitted  an  offence  under  the  control  of  her  hus- 
N,tiw  ftetooold  be  proved  in  evidence,  without  any  pre- 
ipwn  of  kwj  in  the  same  way  that  a  ohild  or  an  idiot 
iped  reraonattility.  A  flagrant  ■lisoarriaga  of  justice 
Icartiinly  ooonrred,  and  he  should  much  regret  it  if  any 
■■pt  were  made  to  defend  a  defective  law  by  tJleging 
imeoapetancy  of  the  jury,  for  the  jury  were  bound  to 
I  to  the  general  presumption  of  the  law  as  laid  down  by 
'•"""dBacorder.  There  had  been  similar  instances  of 
U^nrdities,  which,  on  the  ooonrrence  of  flagrant  cases, 
f  'i**B  set  aside.  For  instance,  flues  and  reoovetiee  t 
P**^ns  and  exactions  in  the  Eodssiastioal  Courts  prt 
F.'***'- .  Ha  lu^ed  to  hear  from  the  Lord  Chancellor 
litwas  hia  intention  to  apply  a  remedy  here.— Lord 
"^  isktd  if  it  was  true  that  Hartha  Torpey  made  a 
lent  when  appxebended  that  she  had  been  the  author 
iroVbeiT,  that  her  husband  had  acted  under  her 
F""*.  H  BO,  was  it  put  before  the  jury  on 
I  put  of  the  prosaention,  and  was  it  part  of 
iMideaee  m  which  they  acquitted  the  prisoner?— 
*  "«i  Oiaoodlor,  having  thanked  Earl  Stanhcqpe,  said 

•  JjiU,  p.  332. 


the  undoubted  miscarriage  of  justice  was  owing  not  to  a 
defeat  in  the  law,  but  solely  to  a  gross  miscarriage  on  the 
part  of  the  jury.  It  was  quite  true  that  the  law  presumed  in 
the  first  instance  that  when  a,\;ife  committed  crime  in  the- 
presence  of  the  husband,  she  was  to  be  taken  as  doing  so 
under  his  coercion  and  control.     Exceptions  had  been  made 
to  the  presumption  (tending  to  impugn  the  expediency  of 
the  law  itself)  in  the  case  of  manslaughter  and  murder,  and 
there  was  also  an  exception,  or,  rather,  an  explanation — viz., 
that  it  being  bntja  presumption,  and  presumption  being  a 
matter   for  the  jury    to  take  into  consideration    on  the 
evidence,  it  may  be  rebutted  by  evidence.    The  jary,  there- 
fore, in  cases  of  theft,  fraud,  and  robbery,  were  to  presume 
coercion  until  the  contrary  was  shown.    'The  contrary  might 
be  shown  by  proving,  as  was  clearly  proved  in  this  case, 
that  the  wife  had  acted  apart  from  her  husband,  and  had 
taken  part  in  the  crime  in  his  absence  and  free  from  his 
oontrot    It  was  distinctly  proved  that  Mrs.  Toipey  had 
written  the  fimndulent  letter  in  the  absence  of  her  husband 
and  without  the  possibility  of  his  control,  and  that  she  had 
sent  away  the  maidservant  lest  she  should  be  witness  of 
the  robbery,  also  in  the  absence  of  her    husband.    The 
Beoorder  (who  would  have  been  in  fault  if  he  had  put  the 
case  before  the  jury  in  the  bare  manner  reported)  told  the 
jury  distinctly  what  the  law  was ;  that  though  it  was  a 
presumption  of  law  that  the  wife  acted  under  her  husband's 
control,  it  might  be  rebutted  by  any  evidence  of  her  sepa- 
rate and  independent  action  in  the  matter ;  and  he  oaUed 
their  attention  pointedly  to  the  two  circumstances  of  her 
having  written  the  letter  and  turned  away  the  maidservant 
in  her  husband's  absence.    He  put  the  case,  indeed,  in  a 
way  which  made  it  impossible  for  the  jury,  if  they  exercised 
&ir  judgment,   to   acquit   the  prisoner.      The   woman's 
voluntary  statement  before  the  magistrate  that  she  had 
planned  the  whole  affitir,  was  never  brought  forward  in 
evidence,  never  having  been  communicated  to  the  counsel 
for  the  prosecation.    The  case  showed  a  very  great  failure 
of  justice  in  consequence  of  the  jury  neglecting  to  observe 
the  clear  and  precise  ruling  of  the  judge  with  reference  to 
the  rule  of  law  and  the  evidence  which  pointed  to  it.    As 
regards  the  law  itself.  Lord  Colonaay,  from  whom  he  had 
received  a  communication,  thought  tiie  Scotch  law  on  this 
matter  better  than  the  English.    In  Scotland  a  woman  may 
be  acquitted  on  the  ^und  of  her  husband's  coercion,  but 
there  is  no  presumption  one  way  or  the  other.    He,  himself, 
did  not  think  it  had  been  so  in  this  case,  but  a  presumption 
might  tend  to  mislead  a  jury  if  they  were  in  the  first  place 
told  that  there  was  a  presumption,  instead  of  it  being  left 
to  them  to  say  whether  the  woman  was  a  free  agent  or  was 
acting  under  oorcion.    He  thought  that  state  of  the  law 
preferable  to  the  English  ;  bntj  after  all,  the  question  in- 
volved a  large  department  of  the  law  as  to  husband  and 
wife — how  far  she  should  be  allowed  to  act  as  a  f^ree  agent 
in  the  disposal  of  her  property,  and  other  questions — and  it 
would  not  be  right  on  the  spar  of  the  moment,  and  on  a 
single  tase,  to  hurry  into  an  alteration  of  the  law.    It  was 
quite  right  that  the  matter  should  be  considered,  but  Ee 
could  not  at  present  give  any  pledge  on  the  subject. 

March  14. — The  Betufieet  JRttignatioH  Bill. — Committee.— 
In  clause  2  (Definitions)  which  proposed  {inter  alia)  that  when 
the  bishop  was  in  doubt  about  the  party  entitled  to  the 
patronage  of  a  living,  he  might  refer  the  question  to  the 
Governors  of  Queen  Anne's  bounty,  whose  certificate  should 
be  condusiva.  Lord  "Westbury  obtained  the  omission  of 
this  peul  of  the  clause. — Clause  3  (limitation  of  Act),  an 
amendment  by  Lord  Cairns,  excluding  benefices  under  £300 
annual  from  the  operation  of  the  Bill,  was  negatived.—' 
Clause  4  (Exemption  from  penalties)  was  amended  by  Lord 
Coims,  to  prevent  parsons  taking  advantage  of  the  Act 
from  coming  under  the  simony  law. — Clause  6  provided  for 
the  carrying  the  enactment  into  effect  in  each  cane  by  the 
appointment  of  five  commissioners,  all  of  whom  would  in 
some  cases  be  appointed  by  the  bishop. — Lord  Cairns  ob- 
tained an  amendment,  that  one  of  the  five  should  be  appointed 
by  the  chairman  of  quarter  sessions,  and  that  another 
should  be  the  iuoumbent  of  the  nearest  jiarish  church. — 
Clause  14  (effect  of  acceptance  of  other  preferment  on  the  pen* 
sion)  was  amended  so  as  to  empower  tiie  bishop  to  diminish 
the  retiring  pension  in  such  cases. — Clause  IS  (first  fr^ts 
not  to  be  due  by  new  incumbent  while  pension  to  retiring 
incumbent  lasts)  was  struck  out  Some  other  amendments 
were  mode  aiid  the  bill  was  reported. 

Manh  IS.— I^e  UntttriUf  Tttti  BiU  was  read  a  aeoond 
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HOUSE  OF  OOMKONS.  \ 

Maidi  10. — Tk*  Jmlitial  Commute*  «/  the  Pritf  Coimeil. 
— Mr.  Watkin  WOliuia  uked  the  Secretary  of  SUte  for  the 
Home  Department  whether  ha  ww  awmte  that  the  aacama- 
btion  of  anean  before  the  Judicial  Committee  of  the 
Ttrrf  Comicil  was  greatly  on  the  increase,  to  the  aerioos 
peemuarf  loaa  of  the  aoitora ;  and  whether  it  was  the  in- 
tentioo  of  the  Goremment  to  propoae  any  meaaore  in  the 
present  aeaaion  to  remedy  this  erierance. — Ur.  Bruce  said 
although  the  arrears  were  still  considerable,  they  had  re- 
cently rather  decreased  than  increaaed.  The  Ooremment 
iatfnnwi  to  introduce  a  bill  this  session. 

The  Marriage  uritA  Deeeated  Wife'*  Sitter  Bill  was  read  a 
tiiird  time  and  passed. 

March  13. — ^The  Army  Regulation  Bill. — A^joumeddebate 
en  the  sectmd  reatUng.    Again  a4jounied. 

The  Btemp  Act  (1870)  Amendment  JSOL— Committee.— 
Hr.  Crawford  moved  that  it  be  an  instruction  to  the  com- 
mittee that  they  have  the  power  further  to  amend  the  Stamp 
Act,  1870,  in  relation  to  bills  payable  at  sight  and  Toting 
Noxies.— Sir  J.  Lubbock  seconded. — ^Tha  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  could  not  consent.  It  would  be  highly  incon- 
Tenient  and  contrary  to  all  precedent  to  mdce  sueh  an 
alteration  or  declaration  of  the  present  law  in  a  Stamp  Act. 
He  had  had  no  opportunity  of  ascertaining  the  feeling  of 
commercial  men  upon  the  subject,  but  he  would  underUke 
to  make  inquiry,  and  if  he  found  the  feeling  of  the  City  aa 
it  had  been  represented  he  would  undertake  to  giTe  it  effect ; 
bat  he  protested  against  the  matter  being  mixed  np  with  the 
Stamp  Laws.  Hr.  Gladstone  moved  the  omission  from  the 
proposed  instructions  o(  the  words  "  bills  payable  at  sight," 
aa  a  means  ef  obviating  the  difficulty.  Mr.  Oladstooe'a 
amendment  was  carried  by  84  to  31,  and  the  bill  passed 
through  committee,  and  was  reported  with  amendmenta. 

March  14.-1116  Zand  Traiufer  Act.—iSx.  Q.  Gregory 
Moved  a  resolution  in  favour  of  increaaed  fiMilitiea  for  the 
declaration  of  title  from  the  office  of  Land  Registry.  He 
traced  the  coarse  of  inquiry  and  legislation  on  Uiis  subject, 
and  said  that  the  Act  of  186^  giving  the  Court  of  Chancery 
power  to  declare  a  title,  remained  a  dead  letter,  and  the 
other  Act  of  that  year,  which  established  a  registry  of 
titles,  made  registry  subject  to  conditions  which  were  fatal 
to  its  operation.  A  title  must  be  shown  to  be  indefeanble, 
and  the  boundaries  of  land  must  be  mathematically  de- 
fined. To  make  a  title  indefeasible  it  must  be  traced  back 
for  sixty  years,  and  it  must  be  shown  that  all  chaigas  on  the 
land  had  been  met  and  had  been  duly  and  legally  released, 
whereas  in  actual  practice  minute  defecte  in  title  were 
disregarded,  the  porchaiter  being  unwilling  to  go  to  the 
expense  of  clearing  them  up.  The  second  condition  of 
legistration  was  that  the  boundaries  of  estates  should  be 
clearly  defined,  and  notice  of  the  intention  to  register  was 
leqnired  to  be  given  to  all  adjoining  landowners  and  to  all 
•oonpying  tenants,  a  regnlation  that  frequently  entailed 
consideniDle  expense  and  trouble.  By  rendering  such  notice 
imperative  persons  were  encouraged  to  make  adverse  claims, 
and  to  revive  those  which  had  been  long  dormant  The 
third  requirement  was  that  all  subsequent  dealings  with  a 
registered  estate  should  be  registered,  which  in  the  case 
of  the  sub-division  of  land  for  building  purposes  was  a 
peat  hardship  upon  poor  people.  The  Eoyal  Commission, 
in  1867,  stated  in  their  report,  that  purohaseni  only  required 
a  marketable  and  not  an  indefeasible  title.  He  suggested 
toat  the  operation  of  the  present  maohinery  of  the  Land 
Transfer  Office,^  which  at  present  could  only  be  put  into 
motion  on  condition  that  an  indefeasible  title  could  be  shown, 
•hould  be  enlarged,  and  that  sartificates  should  be  granted 
m  cases  where  an  ordinary  marketable  title  waa  shown, 
which  should  bear  upon  their  faces  certain  reservations  ex- 
nibiting  whatever  defecte  in  the  title  might  exist.  He  was 
certain  that  in  most  oases  purchasers  would  be  satisfied  with 
•uch  certificates,  and  if  they  were  not,  they  would  be  able 
to  get  the  defecte  cleared  up  at  their  own  expense.  If  this 
poposal  were  adopted  the  large  sums  which  were  now  spent 
in  investigating  titles  would  be  saved,  and  the  transfer  of 
land  would  be  rendered  fer  easier  than  it  was  at  present — 
Mr.  Wren  Hoskyns  said  the  difficulty  was  really  in  conse- 
quence of  the  length  of  title  that  must  be  examined  into, 
and  so  long  as  the  title  must  be  of  that  length  it  was  almost 
impossible  to  place  on  the  register  a  title  which  could  be  a 
matter  of  easy  commercial  tnmsfer  between  man  and  man. 
It  waa  a  national  misfortune  that  there  were  so  few  owners 
of  land  in  England.    In  England  a  man  might  go  into  an 


•aetian.room  and  bid  for  a  piece  of  land,  and  tht ' 

he  had  done  so  he  found  himself   pledgad  to  so 

equivalent    to  a    positive    lawsuit,   whi(£  might 

over  six  months  or    two  years,  before  he  cobU 

actual  proprietorship.    It  was  a  disgrace  to  t  cirilii 

that  there  should  not  be  a  power  of  acquiring  a  p 

the  land  of  the  country  on  terms  a  little  easier  t 

the  case  here  at  present.     The  attempt  to  regiiter  t 

menta  of  title  to  land  could  only  have  the  effect  ol 

ing  the  register  and  making  it  more  difficult  to  ei 

What  waa  wanted  was  that  the  resulte  should  ben 

and  that  eoold  not  be  accomplished  unleM  thej 

their  minds  to  have  a  greater  number  of  fee  simpli 

land.    There  now  existed  so  many  estates  for  life,  i 

to  the  next  generation,  before  the  actual  ownenh 

land  waa  decided  by  the  fee-simple.  It  had  been  la 

ought  to  be  as  easy  to  buy  land  as  to  buy  a  horse ; 

would  it  be  poasible  to  buy  a  horse  if  the  ownership 

half  of  it  was  in  the  one  century  and  that  of  the 

waa  in  another  century,  as  was  the  case  with  lai 

real  impediment  to  the  transfer  of  land  was  the 

period  over  which  the  ownership  extended.     Tha 

of  the  transfer  of  land   was  made  too  much  of  i 

question.      They   ought    first  to   make  the  art 

transCsrable,    and    then    its    transfer    would  i 

difficult.      The     common     charge      against 

N^Mleoo    waa     that     it    subdivided    the   Ian 

ceaa,    prescribing   so    much   and    leaviag  so   li 

to    testamentary    power,    but     in     this    coantt 

most  imitated  the  mistakes  of  that  code  in  a 

dangerous  degree,  though  in  a  different  way,  1 

out   np  the  ownership  of   land    into  so    manj 

deferred  and  complicated  interests,   breaking  i 

interest  into  such  a  great  variety  of  small  esl 

wished  to  see  the  transfer  of  land   facilitated  ii 

and  the  great  sub-division  of  the  interest  in  land 

to  by  fee  simple  ownership  becoming  more  coi 

Denmark,  he  tiiought,  and  also  in  Russia,  there  ' 

tioe  of  retaining  under  the  system  of  entails  land 

longed   to  ancient  families  who   were  looked  i 

honour  by  the  State  ;  and  in  those  cases  exceptii 

were  made.    He  did  not  see  why  a  similar  m 

not  be  used  in  this  country  for  escaping  from  the 

culty  of  any  attempt  to  abolish  or  interfere  wit 

and  practice  of  entail. — The  Attorney -General  sa 

ject  was  under  the  consideration  of  the  Gover 

a  Bill  had  been  prepared  to  deal  with  it ;  but  it 

fnl  whether  the  state  of  public  business  wouli 

introduction  during  the  present  session.    Uowi 

BiD  were  not  brought  forward  this  session  it  st 

troduoed  early  in  the  next  one.      He  had  no 

transfer  of  land  could  be  dealt  with,  though  to  ' 

he  was  not  certain  ;  but  they  might  go  far  in  tl 

of  cheapening  and  simplification.      The  .\ct  o 

turned  oat  a  milnre,  mainly  because  it  dealt  onl) 

feasible  titles,  which  were  difScult  to  obtain. 

mission  had  suggested  that  the  existing  registi 

utilised,  and  that  by  the  establishment  of  an 

registry  the  transfer  of  land  with  an  ordinary  til 

Militated.     That  was  the  object  of  the  Bill  whic 

prepared  and  was  now  in  the  hands  of  the  Lord 

— Mr.  G.  Gregory  said  that  after  the  observai 

hadjust  been  made  he  would  withdraw  his  moti 

The  Tradee  TTaiont  Bill. — Mr.  Bruce  moved 

reading. — Mr.  Cave  said  that  trades  unions,  onat 

people  to  make  better  t«nn8  with  their  employ 

an  end  to  starving  wages  in  many  trades.     Bn 

sought  to  abolish  the  difierence  between  good  an 

men,  and  to  induce  people  who  were  perfectly  s" 

their  position  and  wages  te  join  in  strikes,  su 

ings  were  not  only  injurious  to  the  particular  en 

to  the  public.    He  instanced  several  cases  of  ai 

ridicaloua  rules,  and  said  he  should  be  sorry  tc 

any  encouragement,  however  indirect,  was  givei 

to  rules  so  arbitrary,  capricious,  and  mischievoui 

no  agreement  to  obey  such  rules  could  be  legal 

yet  he  feared  that  there  would  be  many  other 

forcing  them  within  the  letter  of  the  law,  which 

tinue  to  work  mischief  till  the  slow  progress  c 

cation  convinced    the  upholders  of  such  rule! 

were    running    in     the    very   teeth    of   theii 

interests. — Mr.    T.    Hughes  understood   that  tl 

the  bill  was  to   give    workmen  the    free  lig 

bine,    including     the     privilege    of   taking  a 

in  the  ahape   of  a  strike  so  long  as  the  roles 
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rtn  pnUidMd,  *ay  Qlagality  in  the  rnles,  of  eonne, 
«tliangNgHtar«d.  The  bill  wu  an  eztremely  good  one, 
ir  it  ibobkad  aU  th*  laws  which  had  produced  bad  resulU 
1  l;g«iM  timea,  and  it  Rare  to  aocietiea  that  right  of  com- 
imtioo  which  it  would  be  admitted  they  deeerrad  by  the 
user  m  whieh  they  had  behaved  for  many  years  past. 
.«M  ne  that  a  nw  aocietiea  had  done  acta  and  made 
iet  which  had  oaoaed  very  aeriona  eTila  to  arise  in 
liontpaita  of  the  country,  but  the  jraietal  effect  of  trade 
ikni  had  imdoabtedly  been  beneficial.  The  bill  dealt 
th  the  law  of  moleatation  and  obstruction  by  attempting 
ieBut  those  offencea  which  were  created  under  an  Act  of 
atgt  rV.,  and  in  so  far  aa  this  bill  perpetuated  that  law  it 
M  in  anor,  and  the  beat  policy  would  have  been  to  omit 
Ida  tliat  ware  difficult  of  definition.  If,  howerar,  those 
id>  w«n  to  he  retained,  the  3rd  olanae  waa  suoosaaful  in 
iiiag  them,  for  it  created  two  offences — those  of  picketing 
I  lattening.  These  were  the  two  offencee  dealt  with  by  the 
m.  Hiaobjeotiimto  it  waa  that  it  made  acts  penal  in  one 
twhidi  yon  oonld  not  suppress  in  the  other.  Mr.  Jessel 
i  (uynswJ  sn  opinion  that  words  might  be  inserted  en- 
iig  peulties  against  the  maaten  for  Uie  iaaue  ot  a  blade 
,  Ntthiawas  imponible  )  and,  therefore,  the  Bill  was  a 
-nled  enactment,  making  penal  on  the  aide  of  the  men 
Te7  act  which  could  not  be  made  penal  on  the  side  of 
tnplojwn.  This  clause  should  be  remored  from  it 
ilixr  objection  to  it  was  that  it  rerired  the  old  difficulty 

>  eoi^iney,  giving  to  ordinary  magistrates  a  difficult 
dietioa  which  had  never  before  been  confided  to  them, 
(tin  of  this  jorisdiction  ahould  be  confined  to  atipen- 
M.  igain,  it  was  introducing  into  a  special  Act  apply- 
to  ttius  unions  general  provisions,  which,  if  they  nad 
ttuiag  at  all,  affected  every  member  of  tiie  community, 
i*  daua  apjdied  to  "  every  person  "  oommitting  certain 
k  AD  the  best  members  of  trades  nnioas  agreed  that  rat- 
Mud  hostling  and  other  similar  offences  should  be  made 
liud  that  the  criminal  law  should  be  strengthened  in 
MNctioo.  The  proper  mode  of  ref^tering  tnesa  socie- 
IMlbe  under  the  Friendly  Societies  Act,  rather  than 

atW  machinery  of  the  Joint-Stock  Companies  Act 
_  .  w  a  great  advance  on  all  previous  legialation  in 
Ma  with  the  subject,  and  would  do  awav  with  almost 
w^alouies  and  heartbnminga  which  had  been  ao  pre- 
ft  B  past  years  in  consequence  of  enactmenta  which 
yty  the  members  of  tiudea  onioiu  to  be  one-sided, 
y^otee  of  these  tuiiona  rendered  poasible  the  aystam 
"■Intion,  wUeh  had  done  ao  much  to  settle  disputes 
M  the  employer  and  the  employed,  and,  reserving 
paian  on  the  third  clause,  ha  ahould  give  his  hear^ 
M  to  the  bill,  which,  he  believed,  would  work  ex- 
rif  will.— Sir  C.  Addeiiey  said  the  real  principle,  only 

*  amved  at,  was  tbia,  that,  for  the  porpoae  of  mutual 
— tanations  ahould  be  protected  by  law  on  condition 
NN  being  nothing  in  their  prooeedinga  involving 
M  or  frand,  or  contrary  to  the  interests  of  the  public 
^dion  to  the  bill  was  this — ^it  seemed  needlewly  to 
aate  the  law.  Recognising  this  olear,  sound,  general 
iple,  why  ahould  they  not  bring  everything  partaking 
I  Me  Maraoter  fairly  under  it  f  They  had  committed 
■lake  of  which  he  complained  in  the  Factory  Acts, 

*  eoDseqneooe  was  they  were  obliged  to  have  a  sepa- 
let  for  every  trade.  What  was  to  prevent  trades 
I  being  broi^t  under  the  Friendly  Societies  Act  ? 
aot  bring  under  one  Act  all  aocietiea  of  the  kind, 
«  frieodly  societies,  co-operative  societies,  or 
m  for  mutual   aid  t     They  only   wanted   the  pro- 

>  of    law     to     their    property ;     and    we    were 
tp    give_    tfaem     protection    *a^;ainst    any     evUs 

■ight  spring  out  of  the  organisation  partly  as  trade 
>^7  aa  ben^t  societies.  He  should  support  the  bill. 
<Mel  aaid  the  object  of  the  bill  was  simply  to  elimi- 
ae  nngle  element  of  illegality  from  the  constitotion 
■a  Bniaas-  The  bill  waa  not  Curly  obnozioas  to  the 
)  «f  daas  legislation.  The  complaints  of  the  working 
y  «a  the  groand  of  the  prohintory  enaotments  in- 
'  a  fits  Inll,  wem  not  well  founded.  They  had  cause 
Refill  to  the  Government  for  defining  the  offences 
>3i  th«y  ware  to  be  punished.  On  this  question  com- 
'![i°^8**  had  differed  in  opinion,  and  they  idways 
uTsr  wbSit  they  had  to  look  Dack  to  ancient  decisions 
M  dken  to  educe  principles  applioable  to  the  present 
f  Oungs.^  niongk  we  ought  be  agieed  aa  to  a  prin- 

*  Waa  diffleolt  to  agpaa  as  to  ita  application  to  a 
™>ant  state  of  cirmunitaiioes  from  that  which 


formerly  eziated.  If  we  aimply  aboliahed  the  oombinatioB 
lawa  and  left  the  matter  to  be  dealt  with  b^  the  common 
law,  wa  should  transfer  that  accurate  definition  of  crime, 
which  ought  to  be  the  province  of  legislation,  to  the  judges 
and  we  should  leave  whole  classes  in  utter  uncertainty  as  to 
what  their  duties  and  obligations  were.  Whether  the 
definitiona  given  in  the  bill  were  accurate  or  whether  they 
admitted  of  improvement  waa,  of  course,  a  question  for  com- 
mittee; but  the  working  daaaea  would  wish  to  see  the 
offences,  whatever  tiiey  might  be,  accurately  and  carefully 
defined.  He  wished  to  call  attention  to  the  fifth  clauae, 
which  introduced  a  new  principle  aa  regarded  contracts  ; 
for  this  was  the  first  attempt,  so  far  as  he  knew,  to  make  a 
so-called  contract  not  enforceable  by  law.  It  was  as  illo- 
gical proposition,  a  contradiction  in  terms,  to  oall  that  a 
contract  whidi  could  not  be  enforced  ;  there  waa  nothing  of 
the  kind  in  our  law  at  present,  and  it  would  be  extremely 
objectionable  to  enact  such  a  thing.  We  had  for  many  years 
prohibited  oertain  persona  from  making  certain  contnusta,  aa, 
for  instuioe,  women  and  children  under  the  Factory  Acta, 
and  last  session  we  extended  the  principle  to  oertain  tenant- 
formers  in  Ireland ;  but  this  waa  the  first  time  it  had  been 
proposed  that  men  fully  competent  to  enter  into  a  contract 
which  was  unobjeotioniible  should  not  be  allowed  to  do  so. 
It  would  be  better  to  declare  that  certain  oontraota  which  ' 
were  miachievona  in  themselves,  and  which  were  contrary 
to  the  general  policy  of  Qie  law,  should  be  invalid.  That 
was  a  well-known  principle,  and  such  invalidity  would  not 
draw  with  it  conseqences  whish  had  been  found  inconvenient. 
—The  Solicitor-Gtoeral  said  the  bill  was  not  a  measure 
whidi  dealt  with  trades  unions  only,  inasmuch  as  it  proposed 
to  deal  with  the  whole  law  of  combination,  whether  entered 
into  by  trades  unions  or  any  other  body  of  individuals. 
ComUnations  in  restraint  of  trade  were  rendered  lawful  by 
the  measure,  which,  however,  specified  certain  acts  by  which 
the  objects  of  such  combinations  might  be  sought  to  be  at- 
tained as  unlawful  in  themselves  and  provided  for  the  pan- 
lament  of  those  guilty  of  them.  A  good  deal  of  trouble 
had  bemi  incorred  in  endeavouring  to  make  intelligible  this 
bill,  which  ought  not  to  be  judged  of  on  logical  grounds.  It 
had  been  objected  that  while  making  these  combinations 
lawful  no  power  was  given  under  the  bill  to  enforce  at  law 
contracts  entered  with  tuder  them,  but  had  the  measure 
been  extended  to  that  length  the  Court  of  Chancery  might 
have  had  to  enforce  strikes,  and  actions  would  have  been 
maintainable  for  breach  of  contract  not  to  open  works  or  to 
resume  labour. — Mr.  Mundella  and  Mr.  A.  Herbert  objected 
to  the  third  clause,  which  waa  defended  by  Mr.  Bruce  aa  not 
being  exclusively  directed  againat  trade  unions,  and  on  ac- 
count of  the  inconvenience  that  would  have  attended  the 
attempt  to  legislate  on  that  question  by  introducing  tw« 
separate  bills  instead  of  one.— The  bill  was  read  a  second 
time. 

llie  Stamp  Aet  (1870)  Ameudaunt  Sill  was  considered,  as 
amended,  and  a  clause  by  Mr.  Cawley,  extending  the  exemp- 
tion from  stamp  duty  on  deeds  executed  by  IcNoal  boards  to 
M  documents  executed  by  municipal  corporationa  under 
these  Acts,  was  negatived. 

March  16.— The Sailtcay  OomptmitM Bill.— Sir.  H.  Selwin- 
Ibbetson  moved  the  second  reading.  The  object  was  to  give 
greater  powera  to  a  central  authority ;  but  if  the  fiseling  of 
hoatility  waa  too  atrong  on  the  aoore  of  centraliaation,  the 
dauaea  on  that  aubjeot  might  be  omitted.  The  fourth,  fifth 
and  nxth  dausea  would  be  advantageona  in  regard  to  im- 
provementa  in  tlia  working  of  railways.  The  seventh  clause 
enlarged  Uie  powers  of  inspection  which  the  Board  of  Trade 
already  possessed  in  a  qnaufied  form,  and  gave  authority  to 
enforce  peiulties  after  inspection,  wiUi  the  right  of  appeal, 
however,  on  the  part  of  the  railway  companies.  Power  was 
also  given  to  examine  into  the  question  of  long  houra,  but  in 
tiiat  particular  without  authority  to  enforce  penalties,  be- 
cause when  once  pnUic  opinion  was  brought  to  bear  on 
railway  companies  through  the  publication  of  the  resulta  of 
inapeotion,  these  companiea  would  he  unable  to  resist  its 
pressure.  He  had  altered  the  provision  with  regard  to  the 
tribunal  that  was  to  award  compensation  in  order  to  meet 
the  statements  made  before  the  committee  of  last  year,  that 
the  present  tribunal  s&bjeoted  oompaoias  to  grievous  frands, 
and  that  in  maay  cases  the  verdicts  were  anything  but  in 
aoeordaaee  with  the  justice  of  the  oase.  He  proposed, 
thorefiwe,  to  establish  a  court  of  arbitration  similar  to  that 
which  existed  with  respect  to  working  men's  trains  on  many 
lines,  and  he  veatorad  to  think  that  such  a  oonrt  would 
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ipiove  a  vary  snoceisfal  check  to  cases  of  fraud  and  injustioe 
against  railway  companiei. — Hr.  Leeman,  in  opposing  the  ee- 
•condieadin^iBTOwed  that  he  did  soas  representing  the  railway 
inteiest.  With  regard  to  the  third  head  of  the  bill,  relatingto 
compenaation,  the  railway  companies  were  perfectly  willing 
to  adopt  the  principle  of  the  report  of  the  committee  of  last 
year,  when  a  measure  embodying  it  was  brought  forward 
oy  a    responsible  minister. — Mr.   Dodson    said,  as   to  the 
firat  part,  relating  to  the  regulation  of  traffic,   the  Royal 
Comminionen  were  in  faTonr  of  leaving  to  companies  the 
veaponsibility  of  working  their  lines  in  their  own  way,  and 
the  committee  of  last  year  were  evidently  of  the  same 
opinion.     To  empower  the  Board  of  Trade  to  order  the 
adoption  of  the  contiaaoua  break,  or  any  other  machinery 
or  initmments  in  the  working  of  railways,  must  act  as  a 
-check  npon  invention,  besides  relieving  the  companies  &om 
responsibility  ;  and,  therefore,  he  was  opposed  to  the  first 
part  of  Qie  bill,  even  with  modifications.    With  regard  to 
the  system  of  inquiries  into  railway  accidents,  the  law  was 
mow  very  imperfect  and  unsatisfactory.   As  to  compensation, 
thongh  he  was  not  for  giving  to  railway  companies  the 
iMiefit  both  of  a  special  tribnnal  and  a  maximum  liability, 
he  approved  of  a  special  tribunal  without  a  jury.     Such  a 
court  would  diminish  the  expenses  of  litigation,  now  very 
heavy,  amounting  to  one-fifth  or  even  une-fourth  of  the 
amount  of  compensation  awarded.     But  he  would  not  limit 
the  amount  of  compensation  to  be  awarded,  because  the 
.unlimited  liability  of  railway  companies  afforded  a  whole- 
some protection  for  the  public,  and  kept  a  sword  over  the 
heads  of  the  companies  in  cases  of  accidents  a  rising  from 
their  own  carelessness.    Railway  companies  would  find  it 
oltimately  to  their  advantage  that  claims  for  compensa- 
tion should  be  settled  by  a  ccmrt  without  a  jury  and  without 
a  maximum,  rather  thsji  by  a  jury  with  a  maximum ;  for 
juries  would  probably  very  often  solve  the  difficulty  by 
awarding  the  maximum.     It  should  rest  with  the  Board  of 
Trade  to  propose  the  machinery  by  which   they  would 
give    effect    to    these    provisions.      But    if  '  the     Board 
of    Trade    declined,     he     sBonld    vote    for    the    second 
reading,  reserving  to  himself  the  right  of  opposing    in 
oommittee   the   parts  of  the  bill    to   which   he   objected. 
He  could  not  say  this  was  a  happy  moment  to  introduce  the 
subject  of  the  limitation  of  the  liability  cf  railway  companies. 
The  present  system  was  undoubtedly  not  satisfactory  ;  but 
railway  companies  would  be  in  a  better  position  to  urge 
their  claims  in  that  respect  upon  Parliament  and  the  public 
when  they  had  succeeded  in  providing  a  greater  amount  of 
safety  for  the  pablic.  As  to  the  liability  to  inspection  and  in- 
.quiry,  such  as  was  necessary  for  the  purpose  of  securing  full 
Mtd  immediate  publicity  as  to  the  condition  of  the  railway  and 
accidents  on  occurring  it,  the  present  state  of  the  law  and  the 
powers  possessed  by  the  Board  of  Trade  were  anything  but 
■atisfootory.    Companies  were  only  bound  to  report  accidents 
occurring  to  passengers,  and  not  accidents  occurring  to  their 
own  servants.      That  legal  obligation  should  be  largely  ex- 
tended, and  the  power  of  inspection  should  be  made  more 
extensive  for  the  production  of  evidence.     Then,  as  to  the 
system  of  inquiry  pursued  by  the  Board  of  Trade  when 
accidents   occurred,   there    was    no   legal    power    of     re- 
pairing the  production  of   witnesses,  books,  papers,  and 
material  objects  concerned  in  the  inquiry.    While  quite 
unable  to  agree  as  to    the  policy  of   Qovemment    and 
.State  interference  with  the   management  of  railways  and 
dictation   to  them,  he  was  able  to  agree  to    a    very  con- 
siderable extent  in  other  parts  of  the  bill,  and  would  give 
them  his  best  consideration. — Mr.  Cave  would  vote  for  the 
-second  reading,  bat  the  bill  must  necessarily  be  much  al- 
tered in  committee. — Debate  adjourned. 

The  Bank  Soliday  Bill  was  road  a  second  time. 

The  Stamp  Act   (1870)    Bill  was  read  a  third  time  and 
passed. 

March  16. — The  Army  Regulation  Bill. — Adjourned  de- 
bate on  second  reading. — Again  adjourned. 


OBITUAKY. 

MB.  K  G.  HERBEKT. 
Hr.  Edward  Gilbert  Herbert,  barriater-at-law,  died  at  his 
father's  residence  at  Nottingham  on  the  12th  of  Much,  at 
the  early  age  of  thirty- three  years.  The  deceased  gentleman 
was  the  son  of  Thomas  Herbert,  Esq.,  of  The  Park,  Notting- 
liam  ;  he  received  his  early  education  at  the  Lcatherhead 
Clnunmsr  School,  and   matriculated   at  the  University  of 


London  in  1854,  when  he  took  the  sixth  place 
After  undergoing  a  slLort  intermediate  traininj;  at 
College,  near  Birmingham,  he  passed  the  B.A.  e: 
in  1856,  when  he  was  fifth  in  classics.  Ou  gn 
LI1.B.  in  1858,  for  wliich  degree  he  was  al» 
Springhill,  he  achieved  the  third  place  in  &e  " 
Le^jislation,"  and  was  tlie  only  successful  Candida 
veyanoing."  Mr,  Herbert  was  called  to  the  bar  a 
inn  in  November,  1862,  wlieu  he  was  awaidedai 
He  practised  at  the  Chancury  bar  as  an  eqiit 
man  and  conveyanoer.  Mr.  Herbert  was  a  coi 
some  of  the  quarterly  and  other  reviews,  aud  ha 
sionally  contributed  to  the  SoUtilors  Journal. 


SOCIETIES  AND  INSTITUTM 

LAW  STUDENTS'  DEBATING  SOC 
At  the  meetisg  of  this  society,  held  on  Tae»i 
inst.,  the  question  discussed  was  No.  470,  ] 
mortgages  some  property  to  the  M.  Inanranc 
secure  repayment  of  £19,000  ;  and,  as  a  furtl 
insures  his  life  in  the  same  office  for  £21,000 
gage  deed  contains  a  covenant  to  re-assign  the 
payment  of  the  principal  and  interest.  Thi 
Becomes  amalgamated  with  the  A.  InsaranceS 
is  subsequently  wound  up.  The  trustees  of  tJ 
appointed  to  get  in  outstanding  securities  cal 
repay  the  principal.  Can  the  trustees  enloi 
without  re-assigning  the  policy,  or  paying  B. 
the  same  F  "  Mr.  Hills  opened  in  the  aflirma 
negative  view  of  the  question  was  ultimately  1 
slight  majority, 


INDORSEMENT  OF  PROMISSORY  X 
ILLINOIS. 

It  is  a  singular  fact  that  the  law  of  lUiuo 
indorsements  of  promissory  notes,  difTers  fton 
other  commercial  state   in  the  world. 

In  the  latter  part  of  the  last  century,  Virgin 
commercial  state,  fell  into  a  blunder  as  to  tbt 
an  assignment  and  indorsement  of  a  writti 
(see  6  Cranch,  £1),  and  that  blunder  became  i 
Kentucky,  an  oll'shoot  of  Virginia,  adopted  th 
Illinois  incorporated  it  into  her  statutes  »Ue; 
chant  was  unknown  iii  the  state,  and  its  popul 
fined  to  pastoral  pui-suits  in  the  southern  cou 

The  construction  of  the  statute,  by  Illinois,  a 
recent  decision  of  Mason  v.  Burton,  is  in  direi 
the  construction  of  Kentucky  (Britiker  v.  Pen 
and  makes  the  statute  more  odious  than  tba 
state.  Under  the  law,  as  settled,  the  assignor 
a  non-resident  becomes  at  once  the  absolnl 
the  payment,  and  is  stripped  of  every  safegaai 
under  every  other  circumstance,  the  law  has  ] 

In  Ma$o»  V.  Barton,  the  maker,  a  resident 
came  to  Illinois  more  than  thirty  times  after  t 
the  paper,  bought  goods  and  departed  with 
of  the  holder,  who  gave  no  notice  of  the  nou] 
notes  till  after  nine  months  ;  and  aft^r  revei 
rupted  the  maker,  he  sued  the  assignor  and  n 

It  was  undouhtodly  within  the  law-making 
an  absurd  and  ridiculous  law,  and  if  such  was 
of  the  law,  it  was  the  duty  of  the  court  so  to 
enforce  it ;  and  it  has  done  so.  The  spirit  oi 
to  divest  promissory  notes  of  their  chamcte 
cantile  paper,  and  drive  them  from  their  neoi 
commwce ;  and  it  is  so  enforced.  Th'>  reme 
legislature,  and  it  is  time  that  the  fourth  stat 
should  abandon  a  blunder,  made  and  followed 
era,  and  adopt  the  common  and  uniform  law 
civilised  world  with  which  her  commorce  is  co 
laws  of  trade  should  be,  as  far  as  possible,  oni 
out  all  the  states,  and  those  which  the  custon 
approved,  and,  assisted  by  almost  univeraJ  : 
found  most  convenient  for  the  prosecution  of 
the  protection  of  all  parties,  should  not  be  ij 
leading  mercantile  state  of  the  West. 

The  record  in  Mason  v.  Burton  was  made  n 
law,  and  it  has  done  it.  Till  the  legislatun 
relief,  citizens  of  Illinois  cannot  use  their  mei 
except  subject  to  the  most  onerous  conditioi 
will  discount  it  at  home,  and  no  one  out 
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ID  tonch  it  at  all,  except  with  a  oot'thtoat  goiaianty 
idaieleaseof  all  diligence ;  and,  if  the  paper  is  made  by 
m-nodents,  tliia  effect  is  reached  hj  a.  bunk  indorsement. 
most  monthly,  for  mx  years  pan,  some  victim,  whose 
lunimce  of  the  extreme  amctness  of  this  law  had  released 
;  indoner  by  a  day's  lenity  toward  the  debtor,  has  aaked 
r  adrice  for  his  leUef ;  and  quite  as  often  banks  and 
»ey  lenders  haTe  desired  drafts  of  stipulations  and  cut- 
mat  conditions  nuule  to  evade  and  nullify  its  action,  not 
came  of  any  desire  to  oppress  the  parties,  but  because  it 
abaolately  impossible  safely  to  conduct  business  under  its 
entioD.— Opinion  printed  by  Chicago  Ltgal  ffews. 


PUBLIC  COMPAiriSS. 
eoTuummrr  vaNoe. 

huit  QDOTATioir,  March  17, 1S7I. 
rnm  tin  OMM  Ut  «t  »> '  Mtiial  bmttnui  Irantaeud. 


v  Cent.  CooiOU,  91i 
k)  Itor  Aeeoont,  April  91| 
irOnt.KtdiMeil  M4  zd 
I*  per  cut..  Mild 
.tl|i*tC«nl.,JaB.'M 
ii  par  Oral.,  Jan. 'M 
«ptrOnt.,Jsn.'>t 
mtiat.Jin.'SO— 


AnimUiM,  April, '«« 
Do.(BadSeaT.)  Aa(.  isoa 
Ex  BUU,£1000.  —  par  Ct.5  p  n 
Ditto,  £iV),  Do  —  S  p  m 
IHt«o,AI«0  A  4tOO,  —  t  p  m 
Bank  of  Bngland  Stook.  4i  par 

Ct.  (last  hair-y«ar)  SM 
Ditto  for  Acooaat, 


IXSIAH  QOTERtTHKNT  SBOUBITIKa. 


k  Slk.,  10)  p  Ct.Apr.'7«,  109 

ubiAocoont 

B  Spar  Cent.  Jaly,  '«0  lOH 

talbiAceoaat,— 

lotparCaJt.,  Oct.  'M 100  zd 

u,<litio,CertifleatM,  — 

ui  bbcad  Ppr., «  par  OSBt.  »2 


Ind. Bof. Pr.,  5  pCina.'it  100 
Ditto.  64  per  Caac. ,  May, '7»  107 
Ditto  Dsoentarea,  par  Caoi., 

Anrll,'64  — 
D0.D0  ,i  perCaat..Aag.'73  103 
Do.BODda.  4porCt..Xl«00  iO  pm 
OUto.ditlo.andat  iTli'Utt,  20  pw 


RAILWAY  8T00K. 
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aittinx  at  Colchester,  BIr.  W.   Onrdon,  the  Jndae,  made   a 
valedictory  speech  to  the  officers  of  the  court  and  me  soUoitors 

Sraotiaing  therein.  He  stated  that,  owing  to  the  infirmity  of 
eaibsss  onder  which  he  had  lately  suffered,  and  also  weakness  of 
constitution  brought  on  by  the  amount  of  travelling  incidental  to 
his  office,  he  had  on  Saturday  last  sent  in  his  resignation,  which 
the  I^rd  Chancellor  had  been  pleased  to  accept,  to  take  elEKst  ' 
at  the  end  of  the  month.  Ha  expressed  his  ugh  sense  of  the 
many  acts  of  kindness  he  had  received,  not  only  at  Colohestar, 
where.  24  years  aso,  he  commeneed  his  arduous  duties  as  Judge, 
but  all  throng  the  circuit.  TheBbgistrar  (Mr.  J.  8.  Barnes)., 
the  high  bailitr  {Mr.  Godfrey),  and  Mr.  H.  Jones  (solicitor), 
each  addressed  hu  Honour  in  complimentary  terms,  and  wished 
him  many  yearn  of  happy  repose  in  his  retirement. — Vailf 
Netct. 

Tub  Bating  Qobstion. — On  Friday,  the  10th,  Mr.  Qosohsii» 
as  President  of  the  Poor  Law  Board,  received  a  deputation,  re- 

S resenting  different  municipalities  in  various  ports  of  the  king- 
om,  to  confer  with  him  respecting  exoeptionu  rating.  Among 
those  present  were  Lord  Sandon,  H.P.,  Mr.  Birlsy,  M.F.,  Mr. 
Bass,  M.F.,  and  Mr.  Cawlev,  M.P.  The  President  waa. 
addressed  by  Lord  Sandon,  Mr.  Picton,  of  Liverpool ;  Mr. 
Avery,  of  Birmingham  ;  and  Sir  Joamh  Heron,  of  Maochsatari 
The  object  of  the  deputation  was  in  the  first  place  to  point  oat 
the  unequal  pressure  of  rates  in  municipal  boroughs  by  certain 
ramisaions  in  the  exceptional  low  rating  of  raUway  companies, 
canal  companies,  arable  land.  Sec.,  and  it  was  stated  that  these 
wen  rated  in  only  a  small  proportion  of  their  value  to  the 
borough  rates.  It  was  aakad  that  this  exception  shonld  be 
abolished,  and  that  all  property  should  be  placed  upon  one  foot- 
ing in  the  assessment  for  municipal  borough  rating.  Mr. 
OoBchen  said  it  was  inevitable  that  the  question  should  eome- 
up  for  discussion  and  settlement  this  Session,  and  therefare- 
the  Oovamment  pixqwsed  to  deal  with  it,  but  in  what  war  it 
was  proposed  to  do  this  he  could  not  at  that  time  say.  The 
deputation  thanked  him  and  withdrew. — Time$. 


'  A  nceitaa  ao  diridand  until  •  par  oaoc.  !>••  Daea  piu-i  ti>  B. 

MosBT  Mabkbt  and  Cur  iNTBLtlOr-VUH. 
■1  veek  the  funds  dedinsd  a  little,  but  were  rallying  at 
°Me.  The  rally  was  maintained,  an  advance  hasbeen 
•  tttia  week  and  the  funds  are  now  firm.  The  recovery, 
H,ba«  this  week  been  general ;  ail  the  markets  are  now 
<<t;  bat  the  home  laUway  market  oontinnee  to  be  the 
|P^  and  a  farther  advance  has  been  established  in  the 
''Hd«aer^(ms.  The  fore^  market  is  active.  The 
•jOriaraiueed  Uailways  exhibit  no  recovery  from  the  un- 
M?  low  price  to  which  they  have  fallen. 
■e  diredon  of  the  Buenos  Ayree  National  Tramwmrs  Com- 
f^mitad),  invite  subsoripaons  for  £140.000.  in  ahares  of 
■  aao,  tor  the  purpose  of  establishing  in  the  city  of  Buenos 
Ra  the  beosfit  of  increased  tramway  accommodation  for 
"tfn,  and  conveyance  of  produce  from  the  marketa  and 
■>ta tha wharves  and  raUways.  The  list  for  aharea  closes 
■««7.  the  2ith,  for  London,  and  on  Saturday,  the  2dth, 
«•  country. 

Qa  lilt  of  applications  for  the  ahares  in  the  Dominion  of 

Ma  Oils  Refiioy  eloeee  on  Monday  for  London,  and  on 

paTtetheconntiy. 

at  aauBsl  general  meeting  of  the  Equit>-  and  Law  Life 

P«oe  Society  will  be  hdd  on  Tuesday  next  at  2  p.m. 


"•■•WBHT  OF  A  CouNTV  CooBi  JvDOB.— On  Wsdnes- 
7>Saaa(a,st  the  oa«dusiaa  of  the  business  of  the  Court's 


BIBTH8,  MASaiAaiB,  ARO  OK&THB. 

BIRTSS. 
Colls — On  March  IS,  at  Eastbourne,  the  wife  of  Mr.  J.  S; 

Campion  Colls,  solicitor,  of  a  son. 
DBBtNO — On  March  15,  at  3,  Ortnr's-inn-square,  the  wife  ef 

Oeorge  Dering,  Bsq.,  iiairister,  of  a  daughter,  stillborn. 
I,BWI8 — On  March   15,  at  20,  Tavistook-square,   the  wife  of 

Frederic  H.  Lewis,  Esq.,  baniater-at-law,  of  a  daughter. 
NixoH— On  March  11,  at  Bournemouth,  the  wife  of  Cbariea  J. 

Nixon,  barrister-at-Uw,  of  a  daughter. 
Smith— On  March  12,  at  No.    2.  Chaster-square,  the  wife  of 

A.  L.  Smith,  Esq.,  barrister-at-law,  of  a  daughter. 

.     DBATU8. 
Hbhuekt— On  March  12,  at  The  Park,  Nottingham,  Edward 

Gilbert  Herbert,  Esq.,  of  No.  7,  New-square,  Linooln's-ina, 

barrister-at-law,  in  the  33rd  year  of  his  age. 
Tbindbb — On  March  11,  at  3,  Alpha-place,  St.  John's-woad, 

Mr.  William  Trinder,  clerk  in  the  Master's-offlce,  Coort  of 

Bxehequer,  Lincoln's-inn,  aged  49. 
Whittinotox — On  March  12,  at  his    residence.  Park-road, 

West  Croydon,  Benjamin  Whittington,  late  of  2,  Daan-stieet, 

Finsbury-square,  solicitor,  in  the  73rd  ot  his  age. 


LOIDOI  OAZBTIK. 

PreCtiaiaul  PwtattaUpi  DiHOlnd. 
FuoAT,  Marah  10, 1171. 
KoblntOD,  Hy  Vhoa,  &  Bobt  Chapuuin,  Lejbom,  Tork,  Sollottora  and 
Attornejra-at-law.    Jan  M.  ' 

Windlng-np  of  Joist  Stoek  CompaBlai. 

PaiDAT,  March  10,  1871. 
DauuTSD  la  Caaaosai. 
Qnean's  Beaeflt  BuDdhit  Soeiaiy.— PetlUoa  for  wiodhig  ap,  presantsd 
Uaroh  9,  directed  to  be  heard  before  the  Master  of  the  Rolls  on  Msroh 
18,    Harper  k  Co,  Rood-Iaos,  aoUottora  for  the  patittoner. 

LmxaD  i«  CaAaoaar. 

Devon  and  Cornwall  New^aper  Company  (Umlted).— Vice  OkanoaUer 
Bacon  baa,  bjr  an  order  dated  Uarch  4,  ordered  that  the  voloatary 
winding  up  of  the  above  company  be  contlnned ;  and  tbat  H r.  Jamaa 
Edwin  Edwd  Dawe,  Flymonib,  be  appolDted  aole  liquidator.  Park  ft 
Nalaon,  Eaaez-at,  atraad ;  agenta  for  Beer  *  Rnndia,  Detenport,  soil- 
eitora  for  the  pettUoDer. 

Leigh  Oaa  Light  and  Coke  Company  (Limited.)— Petition  br  winding 
np,  pteaented  March  6,  directed  to  be  heard  before  Vice  Chancellor 
Uallnt  on  March  24.  Miirkby  &  Tarry,  Cjlaman-at,  soUdlors  for  the 
petttlaner. 

The  Engliah  Provident  Aacnranes  CoaaMoy  (LliBlted).-Vlae  Obaa- 
oellor  Btaart  baa,  by  an  order  dated  Feb  26,  ordered  that  the  above^ 
company  be  compnlaocUy  woond  ap  by  the  eooit.  BobacM,  Moorcala* 
at,  aoUcltor  for  the  petitloaer. 
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TsBDAT,  Hucii  14,  inri. 

nnuoTSD  nr  Chamcibt. 

Pree  Trade  Benefit  BniMIng  Society— A  diyidend  of  35.  63.  in  the  poaod 
is  p&yabic  to  the  persons  who  are  respectively  shareholders  and  credi- 
tors, other  than  thOEe  persons  whose  plots  of  land  hare  been  sold  and 
disposed  of  by  the  society,  and  whose  cliiimsare  allowed  and  directed 
to  be  paid  in  fall.  Vice  Chancellor  Malins  has  appointed  Thursday, 
April  13  at  I,  at  his  chambers,  finally  to  adjudicate  on  the  claims  of  the 
shareholders.  Shareholders  are,  by  themselves  or  their  solicitors,  to 
come  in  and  prove  the  amounts  claimed  by  them,  by  producing  their 
share  books,  to  Mr.  Fredk  Maynard.65,  Old  Broad'-st,  on  or  befon 
Wednesday,  April  12.  All  claims  not  then  brought  in  and  admitteA, 
will  be  peremtorily  and  finally  disallowed,  ani  the  names  of  such  per* 
sons  will  be  struck  out  of  the  list  of  shareholders. 
LnoTXD  n  Cbaiiomt. 

Anxlo-Seottish  PabUahins  Company  (Limited) — VIee  Cbanoallor  Mtliiu 
baa,  by  an  oidar  dated  Uareli  3,  orderad  Uiat  tile  abOTO  uompwif  bo 
wosnd  ap.  Edmanda  A  Uaytaow,  Foaltry,  •oliettm  ibr  tho  poU- 
tionar. 

London  Snbnrban  Bank  (Limltod).— Patitlon  Ibr  irindlnc  np,  pnnntgd 
March  18,  dlrectod  to  be  heard  before  Vice  ChancoUor  Kalina  on  Uareli 
14.  Choiehtll  fc  EUinlani,  DeTaraox-et,  Temple,  toUoiton  fbr  the 
petitioner. 

Nov  Howl  Oompaay  [DoTer]  (Umitad).— Vk*  Ohanetllor  IBaeon  haa,  I 
by  an  order  dated  ;Maroa  4,  oidand  tbat'  the  abore  company  b« 
ironnd  np.    Lanftar  Ic  Bleiran,  Abeboreh-lana,  aoBdton  Ibr  the  peti- 
tioner. 

Patent  Bread  Uaohinaiy  Company  (Limited).— The  Uaster  of  the  Rolla 
haa  fixed  March  23  at  18.30,  at  his  chambera,  (br  the  appointment  of 
an  official  Uqiddator. 

Weir  ft  Company  (Umitad).— Petition  for  windinc  ap,  preaented  March 
14,  dlteeted  to  be  beard  belbra  Vise  Chancellor  Malina  on  March  21. 
Toons  *  Co,  8t  l(ildrsd'e.eoart.  Poultry,  aolteiton  for  the  petlUoneri. 

STamaain  or  CotirwaLL. 
l^siT,  March  10, 1871. 
Uolmbnah  and  Kelly  Bray  United  Mlninx  Comoaay  (Umitad). — Petition 
for  windiac  ap,  preaented  March  3.  directed  to  be  heard  baibre  the 
Viea  Warden,  at  the  Princee  Hall.  Truro,  on  Friday,  April  21  at  It. 
AiBdaTlta  intended  to  be  need  at  the  bearinc,  is  oppMltlon  to  the  ftU- 
tlon,  moat  ba  filed  at  the  Regiairar'a  Omaa,  Tmro,  on  or  before  April 
18 ,  and  notice  thereof  moat,  at  the  lame  time,  be  glren  to  the  peti- 
tlonera,  their  iolicitore,  or  acenti.  Greicory  It  Co,  Bedford-row ;  aganta 
for  Hol(e  &  Co,  Tmro,  aoliciton  for  tho  petiUonen. 

Friendly  Soditiw  DiHolrad. 
PaioiT,  March  10,  1871. 

Bnnawiek  Friendly  Society,  Wheataheaf  Inn,  BMiley,  StaAnd. 
March  3. 

Nottingham  Oonatitntional  (Sab  and  Friendly  Society,  St  FaalV  School- 
room, Oraae-et,  Nottinnham.    March  I. 

Onditon  nadar  Kitattt  ia  Ohautrr. 

Xm<  Day  c/  rrotS. 

TuieDAT,  March  T,  1871. 

Bahra,  Theodor  Heinrich  Carl,  Paria.    April'l  aa  to  peraona  in  In«land, 

Oct  1  oot  of  England.  Brandta  v  Bahre,  M.R.  Oroee  ft  Co,  BllUter.at. 
Boiwell,  Samnel,  Hew-et,  Newington,  Plamber.    April  10.    Boawell  > 

Boairall,  T.C.  Malina.    Turner,  Bank-ebamben,  Cany-at. 
Cnrling,  Chaa,  Clapham-common.    April  S.    Cnrlhig  i>  Carling,  It.R. 

Whitehonae,  LIncoln'i-lnn-flelda. 
Ford,  Hester,  Bath.    April  12.    Ooieni  r  Home,  V.C.  Stnatt.    Stone  ft 

Qa,  Bath. 
Hartley,  Wm,  John-it,  Bedford-row,  SoUeltor.    April  18.    Hartley  v 

Manaell,  V.C.  Stoart.    Ungleton  k  TatietahaU,  Ot  Jamea-at,  Bedford- 
raw. 
Lloyd,  David,  Rathin,  Denbigh.    April  6. '  Uoyd  »  Uoyd,  V.C.  Stoart. 

Adaiae,  Rathin. 
Moeley,  Spencer  Leyton,  St  George'e-M),  Phnlico,  Wholeeal*  (Joldamith. 

April  18.    Leaden  e  Taylor,  V.C.  Malina.    Barber,  BIrm. 

FaiSAT,  March  10,  1871. 
Ager,<niaa,Oabome-Tlllas,  Strand  Qraen-lane,  Horoiey,  ijent.    April 

4.    Agar  e  Oa'.d,  M.R.    Taylor  ft  Jaqnet,  Soath-at,  Finabury-aq. 
Qreene,  Joan,  01  Berkbampatead,  HerU,  Widow.    April  19.    Oreene  * 

Greene,  V.U.  Stoart.    WoodrooOb  ft  Flaskitt,  New-aq,  Linooln'a-inn. 
Hall,  Jas,  Addiaon-rd,  Keniington,  BnlMer.    April  8.    ^oydell  r  Hart, 

Lacy,  Edward,  Poole,  Sorgeon.    April  IS.    Stnbbee  Lacy,  V.C.  Smart. 

Brin»,  Poole. 
MUla.  Wm  Jaa,  Ozford-at,  Jeweller.    April  20.    Snmmerford  r  MlUa, 

V.C.  Stnart.    Abarfaoma.  Edgware-rd. 
Parker,  Wm  Slade,  Leytonttone,  Enex,  Oent.     April  7.    Paiker  * 

Zimmer,  V.C.  Malina.    OIlTer  ft  Soiu,  Oarey'^t. 
Slade,  Joaeph,  Weymoath.  Doraet.  Eiq.    April  4.    Adanu*  Andrewa. 

M.R.    Rbodea  ft  Oo,  Cbaneery-laoe. 
Smiihe,  Wm   Foater,  StaplefleM-pl,  nrOnwley,  Snaiex,  Ba].    April  4. 

Smithe  e  Granville,  V.C.  Bacon.    Smith,  Northnmberland-at. 
Taylor,  Wm,  Carey-lanr,  Cbaapaide,  Linen  Factor.    Manh  27.    Hose  » 

Challia,  V.C.  Baoon.    Stnbbi,  Eaatcheap. 
Wyatt,  Thoa,  Coleford,  Oloncaater,  Grocer.    April    15.    Jewibury  * 

Wyatt,  V.C.  Stnart.    Fowles,  Monmanth. 

TuxanaT,  March  M,  1871. 
Alvea,  Duncan  Daridaon,  Hyde-eottage,  Shephard'i-boah.  <}ent.    April 

6.    Slattery  e  Alvea,  V.C.  Stoart.    Twaedie,  Linooln'a-inn-Oelda. 
Qilder,Fraa,Talbot-rd,  Nottlng-hill,Bnilder.    Aprils.    CHlderaOroM, 

V.C.  Malina.    Maaon,  Mewgate-et. 
Hailewood,  Lewie    Hacrop,    Fonnder'a-ct,  Lolbbary,    Stock    Broker. 

April  20.    Bowea  r  Haalewood,  V.C.  Bacoa.    Oattanu  ft  Co,  Mark- 
lane. 

NxsT  o*  Km. 
OaTiaa,Danl,  Cheltenham,  Oloncaater,  Esq.     Oblldren  or  iaeneofBen] 

and  Samnel  Saviaa,  brollien  of  Daniel  Daviea.  April  14.    Bnbb  « 

DaTin,  M.R 
Home,  Bdward,  Paliee  aT»niw,Kenalngton,  Ucenaed  VietnaUer.    April  i 

12.    WUlakereHoraa,V.C.liaUmk 
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Onditon  nnder  22  ft  23  Tict  cap.  8s. 
Last  Day  of  Claim. 
TnxSDaT,  March  7,  1871. 
Challand,   Joaeph,   East   Bridgeford,  MotUnghaa,  Fumci 

Baaiitt,  Wanfleet. 
Collings,  Wm,    Weitmlnster   Bridge-rd,  Dealer  in  Horse 

Potter,  King-et,  Chetpside. 
Oox,  Hephaibah  Hannah  Finch,  KiSK  Edward'a-rJ,  Bsctai 

April  2!.    WooUacett  ft  Leonard,  Gracechurch-it. 
Dehane,  Kdwd  Fraa,  Wolverhampton,  Surgeon.     April ». 

Dent,  Wolverhampton. 
Fraaka,  Moaea,  CaTeraham-rd,  Kentish-town-td,  Geot.   Ji: 

ft  Chapman,  Horbling. 
<]ardner,    Mary,    Chapel,    Omberaley,    Worcester,  Widn 

Fldcock  ft  Son,  Worcester. 
Oarforth,  Wm,  Wiganthorpe,  Tork,  Eaq.    Feb  31.    Gnr.l 
Harrison,  Matthew,  Cornhill.    May  I.    Barnes  &  Bernard, 

ebeeter-it. 
Hnanafield,  <3ee.  High  Hazlea,  Handsworth,  Tork,  Esq. 

Brown  ft  Son,  SheOeld. 
Hogbee,   Wm,  Sonth   Stockton,  Tork,  (}ent.    April  10. 

Stockton-on-Teea. 
Kay.  John,  Pontefraet,  Tork,  Veterinary  Sargeon.    ApiU  1 

Ponteft'aet. 
King,  Dame  Maria  Snaanna,  Madlngley hall,  Cambridge,  K 

18.    Dawei  ft  Sana,  Angel-ct,  Throgmorton-st. 
Peanon,  Hy  Robt,  Byde-pk-sq,  Esq.    April  20.     Cope 

Oeorge-at. 
Femberton.   Lydia.  Horseierry-rd    Westminster,  Widos 

Diaper,  Vincent-eq,  Westminster. 
Price.  Catherine  Hope,  Shrewsbury,  Salop,  Spinster. 

ft  Dent,  Wolverhampton. 
Price,    Ellaabeth,    Shrewsbury,    Salop.    April  30. 

Wolverbampton. 
Proctor,  Jane,  Stocktaa-on-Tees,  Durham,  VTidow. 

ft  Trotter,  Stockton-on-Teea. 
Beade,  John  Edmnnd,  Upper  Gloucesur-pl,  Dorset 44,  E 

Dryden,  Lincoln'a-4nn  fields. 
Robaon,  Wm.  Jamei  Bcnart,  Nynee  Tal  Kamdon  District, 

in  H.M.'s  17th  Reg  ef  Foot.    March  31.    Dodds  ft  Tro 

on-Teea. 
Rowland,  John,  Belmont,  South  Norwood-hill,  Esq.    Apt 

ft  Co  Bedford-row. 
Simpson,  John,  Horton,  Tork,  Architect.      Jane  I.    B 

Bradford. 
Stoekdala,  Jeremiah  Bex,  C^rdifT,  Glamorgan,  Chief  Snf 

Folioe.    March  27.    Morgan. 
Tomllnson,  Geo,  Harborne,  Stafford,  Gent.    May  1,    Dsnl 
Wataon,  Sophia,  Devonshire-ter,  Hyde-pk,  Spinster.    J  a 

Bolton,  Broad-aaoetaary,  Westminster. 

Fridit,  March  10,  1871. 
Ambroae,  Wm   Cole,  Stowcnm-Quy,  Cambridge,   Farm 

Francta  ft  Co,  Cambridge. 
Challand,  Joaaph,  Eaat    Bridgeford,   Nottingham,    Fan 

Baiaitt,  Wanfleet. 
ColUoott,  Loniia,  Brighton,  Sussex,  Widow.      April  \h. 

Nioholaa-lane,  Lombard-st. 
Q)wen,  Elisabeth,  Atkinaon-pl,  Brixton,   Spinster.    Api 

ft  Ade,  BloomabntT-pl. 
De  Vltre,  Matthew  Tbeodosins,  Formosa,  Berks,  Esq     M 

fielda,  Bank-bldga. 
Exiey,  John,  Rawdon,  Tark,  Teoman.    April  1.    Hartle 
Olll,  Robt,  Apps  Coart,  nr  Kingston,  Surrey,  Esq.    Ap: 

Fenohnnh-et. 
CHlea,  Edwd,  Worceater,  Hop  Merchant.    May  4.    Woof, 
(}race,  Patrick,  Lpool,  Packing  Case  Manufacturer.     Apr 

Co,  Lpool. 
HiUer,  Jane,  Robertabridge,  Sussex,  Spinster.     April  3. 

Battle. 
Jarvia,    Catherine    Agnes,    Brighton,  Sussex,    Spinatai 

Tathama  ft  Co,  Frederiok's-pl,  Old  Jewry. 
Lade,    Daniel,    WartUng,    Sussex,    Farmer.      ApiU 

Hailiham. 
McKellar,  Jaa,  Birkenhead,  Chester.  Shipbroker.    May  I 
Mlln,  Thoa,  Milnfleld,  Elgin,  North  Britain,   Esq.    Ua] 

Nephew,  NIeholaa-lane,  Lorabard-st. 
Oldaker,  Marie,  Orma-sq,  Palace-grdns,  Widow.  Wbitak 

LinoolnViim-flelda. 
Patry,  Sarah,  Denbigh,  Spinster.    April  28.    Foalkea,  8 
RIppin,  Wm,  Oxford-It,  Licensed  Victualler.     April  1. 

Clock-lane. 
Roberts,  John,  Brooklyn,  New  York,  (^mm  Agent.  Ap 

BUmer,  Manch. 
Rowland.  John,  Belmont,  Sonth  Norwood-hill,  Esq.    Ai 

ft  O,  Bedford-row, 
Scamp,  Robt,    llfraoombe,    Devon,    Timber    Merchani 

Chanter  ft  Pinch,  Barnstaple. 
Sherwaod,  Bev  Thoa  Moulden,  Canterbnry,  Clerk.    Apr 

ft  Go,  Lombard-at. 
Strand,  John,  Cambridge-at,   Pimlleo,  Licenaed  Viotn 

Whites  ft  (3o,  Badge-row,  Cannoa-st, 
Thomaon,  Jaa,  Noilblk-aq,  Hyde-pk,  Eaq.    April  10.    E 

Parilament-et. 
Upton,  John,  Boyal  Avenue,  Chelsea.    May  I.     Uptoa,  I 
Wall.    Ooilla,    Oraveaead,    Kent,    Widow.      April  t 

Oraveaend 
Ward,  Maaon,  Wen  Wltton,  York,  Teoman.    AprilJI .    H 

Burton,  Bedale. 
WUkina.   Amelia  Anrtol,   Dawaon.pl,    Bayswater,   Wid 

Wilklna,  KInga  Arms-yd. 
Willa,  Maty,  Briatol,  Spinster.    May  1.     Waltis,  BriatoL 

Ti'KSDiT,  Hatch  14,  I S70. 
Atkinson,  Mary  Azm  Gwaine,  Coniston,  l.aaoaster,  Wi^ 

Heelia,  Hawkahead,  Windermere. 
Back,  Decimus  Egerton,  Frome,  Someraet,  Eaq.     May  I. 

dmrcb-it. 
Sird,  Biohd,  UehSeld,  Gent.    Aprils.    Barnes,  LichSeli 
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n,  John.  Oubj,  CilHaKlav,  Ytootn.    Uuf  I.    T»lor,  Btkamll. 

Kb,  Md  ftta,  SriMol,  E«|.    AfrilM.    Bitttaln  k  8oiii,BtMol. 

■MH.TIm.OUttop,  UnnUiicdon,  Outl«  DmIv.    May  1.    Hanar- 

m,  Hiialiail^u- 

rr,Joki,ruk-Ull.C!tphiia-pk,  I«ad  Merchaat.    MajrU.    Wte*, 

Dutwilmjr. 

no,  Joba,  Tajgun  Udu.  CuiUgui,  Tirmar.    Uty  I.    Thorns, 

iOTltTtlll. 

■its,  Om,  Oniplej-Ki«Ta,  SaOOIk,  Eaq.    May  1 ,    EltolMaars  k  Fann, 

iflvaartet, 

enra,  Tboi,  Staahope,  Dai&am,  Farmar.     Majr  t.     Tbampaon, 

tulwpt. 

ili(ifil,WB,nnliaai.Soiitbampton,BDUdar.    May  10.    Kalaall. 

T,  FrucM  Btaett,   Ohaltanham,  GloooMtar.     Kay  6.     Helpi, 


Ana,  FtaiiOM,  Waat  Talcnmonth,  DaTon,  Widow.    April  M.    Nav  - 

an  k  Co,  OonihiU. 

M,  Boij  Worthy,  Koiatll-iq,  Eaq.    May  1.    Ford  k  Lloyd,  Blooma* 

baa,  Ht,  Uppar  Weatboorne-tar,  Eaq.    April  30.    Toau'    k  Go, 
■  liklnd'i  -  "    "^  .     -•-  — .  . 


dleton,  Wn,  Oaal, 


Kant, 


Mariner.    April  13.    Harcer  k  Edirardi, 


il,  ffn,  Pitiafca  at,  Kanajngton,  Oant.    April  M.    FallarkSalt- 

Klar^  Jala  hiTiai,Lpool,  Cooper.   March  tl.    Hotdan  k  Oleafar, 

pool. 

Mt,  Ju,  Bandey.  Tork,  lonkaapar.   May  U.   Femandea  k  001, 

tttStM 

emoD,  Tboa  Wm,  Eton-rd,  HaTantoek-hlU,  DramaUe  Anthor. 


prllll.  Draper,  Ylnceong,  Waatmlwter. 

alM.  Ju,  rsQiain .    AprO  IS.    Joaas,  Jon,  irew.inn.  Strand. 

hionJi,  Wn  Idwd,  Mottingbam,  Vietuallar.    JaBeS4.     BatUak 


irr,  HottJngbam. 

tn,2u  BuTUt,  Nottingham,  Wbie  UeidianL    May  I.    Bntlln  k 

»,  Houiuhain. 

t>.h«tt,EaiazHt,  Strand,  Cent.    Jane  24.    Smith  k  Co,  Eoez-at, 

tud, 

di,  Goo,  Daibam,  Oroeer,    April  10.    Mamhall  Jan,  Durham. 

i<nU,  John,  Bnckland,  Poilaaa,  Hanta,  Gent.     April  10.    Edg> 

•tiotCiil.l'ortaaa.  ■-  -• 


te.EUu.ThKcnt-aq,  Waatmioater,  Gent.    April  10.    Otagotyk 

^  niMiil-rov. 

i.U<ii,  WUlenball.   Stafbrd.   Ucenaed    Vlotaaller.     April    3. 

•WUI,  Wolnrhamplon. 

.Uicot  Dtttr,  Holbaaeh,  Uncohi,  Farmer.     April  IS.    Storton, 


i*«.Bet(eea,  OnlUted,  Sarrey,  Spinatar.    June  1.    Smith  k  Co, 

J»«.8uaad. 

".»TJkim,Torrlngtoi>-iq,  Spinatar.   April ».    Birt,  Soathamp- 

■►".inny^q. 

BKDMIVOtMt 

FaisAT,  Mareb  10, 1871. 

Under  tha  Bankmptcjr  Act,  1869. 

Mion  nut  torward  their  proob  of  debu  to  the  Kaglatrar . 

To  Barrender  in  London. 

fmu,  John,  Fenehareh.at,  CauTaa  Factor.  Pet  March  7.  Fapya. 
■Rt  II II II. 

To  Sarrender  in  the  Coontiy. 
>n^ilur.  Fuleteb,  Beaez,  Oarpeasar.     Pet  March  7.     Qepp. 
*™n,  March  II  at  1 1. 

••Tino  Witter.  Blim,  Jonmeyman  Metal  Chaaer.      Pet  March  7. 
anukr.   Blra,  March  37  at  la. 

<r.WnHr,CUHngtan,0>mwaU,  Draper.    Petliarch7.    Fearca. 
"Stowboaie,  March  31  at  II. 

IT.  Wa,  Bogaar,  Snaaax.  Grocar.  Pet  March  7.  Efnahed.  Brighton, 
ta  »  at  It. 

«.  Wm  Bokt,  Stalaton,  Tork,  rarmar.    Pet  March  S.  Wake.   Bhef- 
K.  March  a  at  1. 

ra,  Aatboay  John,  Snnderland,  Dnrbam,  Orocer.     Pet  March  7. 
*.  Seadatbni),  MarchMatll. 

•;Ciui»<l  Fredk.  Sw anoea,  Glamorgan, Clothier.    Pet  March  1. 
Cootr.    111111(11  Karch  10  at  i. 

too,  Joba,  k  iaa  WUkinaoa,  Sbefflald,  Joinen.     Fat  March  8. 
In.  SbadWd,Mareh3tail. 

ToaavAi,  March  14, 1871. 

Cinder  the  Bankniptcy  Act,  1869. 

Qottonaraatlbmrd  theirprookofdehtttothe  Kegiatrar. 

TO  Sarrender  in  London. 
S'.TlMa.Sl  Jimaa'a  aq,  Ueat  Indian  Amy.     Pet  Marvh  10. 
•a.  Marthttatll. 
t  ti  -    ' 
tan. 
ktr 
Mil  at  II. 


t  Fndk  Qee,  Aer)nm-id,  Fcekham,  BnUder.     Pet  March  >. 

*-  ^11  at  II. 

M  M    f"***^  Spa,  Belgtoa,  Gent.    Pet  March  10.    Mnmy. 


March  I.      Gaohea 
of  March  7)  at  l». 


To  Bnrrender  in  the  Country. 
;*5S*t,OBadrlng,  Lincoht. Orooer.      Pet 
>*«na^,  March  18  (not  18  aa  in  Oantte  of  _..w~  ., ,»  ... 
•  «ao,]a,DaTantry,  Northampton,  Innkeeper.      Fet  March  10. 
■>>•;  ■ortbaapUB,  March  ISat  II. 

S"  i"^  '•'*•'•  f^fomi  VIctnaUer.     Pot  March  10.    Watson. 
Ml  MaRb  17  at  S. 
J^otajCsrdHf,  Olamorgan,  Draper.     Pet  March  ».     Langley. 

^^"J'^'jmaanec  Coenwall,  Beecseller.   Pet  March  II.  ChU- 

J  'SfiS^'-  *"•». "  Hadderafleld.  Tork.  Pet  March  ».  Jonea, 

••  Hi4dsr*Wd.Mar»h30atll. 

SZ.^J'L*'"'''  S<*<*»^  Tobaeeooist.     Pet  Maroh  lU.    VUrke. 

K*""  ""*  **  •*  '*• 

£^^J«^0OMecehaat.     Pu)lacch7.     MarahalU      Leeds, 

[J;,*J|P*r,  Herts,  Baker.      Pet  Maroh  II.     Aaatin.     Luton, 


Boberta,  Abaolom,  Cleokbeaton,  Tork,  Blanket  MannAuturer.  Pet  March 

10.    Kobtason.    Bradford,  April  18  at  •. 
Sarage,  FMdk  By,  Southampton,  Innkeeper.  Pet  Maroh  8.  Thomdlka. 


Soathamptoo,  March  17  at  1. 
WUkina,  wm,  Sutton  Coldfleld,  Warwick,  Chandler. 


Pat  Mareh  8> 


Pet  March  >.     Waka 


Chaantler.    Birm,  Marchl7at  I. 
Woodnir.  Wm,  Mezbrougfa,  York,  Orocer, 
ShaOeld,  March  S3  at  11.30. 

BANKRUPTCIES  ANNULLED. 
FaroAT,  Maieh  10, 1881. 
Smith,  Wm  Brook,  Bnddersllold,  Tork,  Gent.    Mareb  8. 
Weld,  Joeepb,  Piccadilly,  Gent.    March  6. 

Uqoidation  by  Amagmuai. 

FIRST  MEEHNGS  OF  CREDITORS. 

FaiDAT,  March  10, 1871. 

Allen,  John,  Wye,  Kent,  Bricklayer.    March  37  at  t,  at  the  Guildhall-' 

Inn,  Oantetiinry.    Mhiter,  Folkeatona. 
Alliaon,  Anthony  Knowlee,Laneaater,  Agent.     Maroh  38  at  t,  at  oflkaa 

of  Johnaon  k  Tilly,  Snn-ot,  Laocaaier. 
AttU,  Stanon,  Oraceehureh-at,  Merchant.    March  27  at  I,  at  offlce*  of 

Cooper,  Brothers,  aeorge4t,Manslon-honae.    Thomas  k  Hollama. 
Bawdan,  Reginald  Green,  Bugle,  Cornwall,  Draper.    Marah  10  at  4,  at 

otDcee  of  Oslllna,  Fore-at,  Bodmin.    TieTana,  Truro. 
Berry,  Adam  John,  BelgranHrd,  Upper  HoUoway,   Articled  Clerk. 

March  M  at  3,  at  ofiloe  of  H^lei  k  Co,  Kiog-et,  Cbeapaide.    Lay  ton, 

Jan,  Bo«r-rd. 
Barterietle,  DanI,  Fadlham.  Lancashire^  lofaier.  Mareh  31  at  11,  atolDee- 

of  Baekhonoa  k  Whittam.  Onnend-et,  Burnley. 
Brwkeeltb,  By,  Bim,  Fish  Merchant.    March  30  at  3,  at  olBce  of  BnM> . 

Waterioo-at,  Birm. 
Bunny,  Wm,  Baldwhi-el,  Clty-rd,  Box  Maker.  MAdh  30  at  3,  at  offioea 

ofHeathdeld,  LIncoln's-tain-flelds. 
Byati,  John,  Longton,  BtaObrd,  Wner.     March  37  at  3,  at  the  Beatb- 

cole  Arms  Hotel,  Longton.    Jones,  New-inn,  Strand. 
Oain,Wm,  Hitohen,  Herllbrd,  Coach  Builder.    March  SO  at  I,  at  the 

Green  Dragon  Hotel,  Bishopagate.    Armstrong,  Hertford. 
Carrer,  Joa^  k  Fraods  Carrar,  Walaall,  Stafbrd,  Whip  Thong  Mann- 

tsccnrers.    March  31  at  13,  at  the  <)«aan'e  Hotel,  Birm.     GrUBn, 

Birm. 
Chatdald,  Amoa,  Brighton,  Saisez,  Watohmaker.     March  13  at  13,  ar 

34,  Old  Jewry.    Black  k  Co,  Brighton. 
Oollisa,  Biohd,  WbMheater,  Baker.    March  S3  at  3,  at  the  County  Court 

once,  St  Thomaa-aC,  Wlncbestar.    Godwin,  Winchester. 
Cooper,  Bdwd  Baines,  Ingatestone.  Xaeex,  Grocer.     March  17  at  3,  at: 

the  Bell-inn,  Ohelmafbtd.    Digby  k  Son,  Maldon. 
Sewling,  Jamee,  Steetoo,  nr  Leeds,  Orocer.     Mareh  34  at  2,  at  olBeag 

of  BoMnaon  k  BoMnaoa,  Ncrth-st.  Kaighley. 
Dewey,  Jenris  Wm,  Wood-st.     April  8  at  3,  at  offlcaa  of  Beed  k  OOt 

Gnsham-st. 
Dobaon,  Tom  Hy  k  Alice  Dobson,  Newoaatle-upon-Tyne,  Drapan. 

Maroh  13  at  3,  at  oOees  of  Bousflatd,  Market-at,  Newcastle-npon- 

Tyne. 
Dobson,  Wn  SamI,  St  Jamea's-al,  OUaa  Mannkctanr.    March  38  at  4, 

at  the  Oelldhall  TaTem,  Oreeham-et.    Jacobs,  Budge-row. 
DuflalL  £aml  k  Walter  DuiMI,  TIpion,  StaObrd,  Prorialon  Merchanta. 

Maroi  34  at  3,  at  offlce  of  CUrke,  Bojnl  Oak,  Dudley  Fort.    Jaequea, 

Bimi. 
DoneaUb,  Wm  Picken,  KbiTar,  StaflWd,  Chembt.     Mareb  31  at  1 1,  at 

offleasof  OolUs,  Market-at,  Stourbridge. 
Elliou,  Percival.  Oataebead,  Durham,  Draper'a  Aaaialant,    March  33  at 

3,  at  oBoee  of  Joel,  Markst^t,  Naweastio-npoo-Tyna. 
Ellison,  Robt,  York,  Cabinet  Maker.    March  33  at  10,  at  oOoaa  of  Crum- 
ble, Stonegate,  Tork. 
Famworth,  Robt,  Chorlay,  Lancanhlre,  Grocar,    March  13  at  3,  atoffleea 

of  Winder,  Bowker's-row,  Bolton. 
Ferens,  Jamea  Jackaon,  k  John  Fenns,  Brandon  OoUlaiT,  Durham, 

Ococera.     March  33  at  3,  at  oSlce  of  Marshall,  Jun,Claypani,  Dnrbam. 
FUntoA  Geo,  Qt  <)aeen-ot,  Weetmiuster.  Oaa  Bnipneer.    March  It  at  S, 

at  oflieea  <^  Onrant,  Guildhall-clMmbers,  Basingball-st. 
Fry,  WmSymae,  Southampton,  Baker.     March  II  at  13,  at  oBeeof 

KUIhy,  Fordand-et,  Southampton. 
Green,  Zachariah,  Shaffleld,  Steel  Merchant.     Marah  31  at  4,  at  offlcae 

of  Sugg,  Fig  Trae-cbambera,  ShelBeld. 
Hammerton,  Geo  DanI,  Lincoln,  Grocar.     Mareh  33  at  II,  at  offlcaa  of 

Toynbae  k  Larkln,  Bank-st,  Lincoln. 
Henwood,  Wm  Hy,  Lewlsham,  Kent,  Tug  Owner.     Mareh  33  at  13,  at 

offlce  of  Smith.  Chnrcb-ot,  Clemenre-lane. 
Hkkson,  Jamas,  Bootle.  Lanoasbira,  Coal  Merchant.    March  14  at  I,  at 

eOee  of  Gin.  Cook-et,  Lpool. 
HolUnga,  Jamas  k  Jobn  Alfked  ScottNalaon,  Leeds,  Cloth  ManufiKtorers. 

March  33  at  II,  at  offlceaof  Bond  k  Berwick,  AIMon-pl,  Laada. 
Holt,  Jamee,  Bury,  Lancashire.  WooUea  Printer.  Mareh  13  at  8,  at  offleea 

of  Grundy  k  Co,  Union-  st.  Bury. 
Hudson,  Joaeph,  lUwdoD,  Tork,  Cloth  Mannftcturer.  March  37  at  11» 

at  afflcM  of  Payne  k  Co,  Alblon^t,  Leeds. 
Humphnys,  Oanl.  AtMrdan,  Glamorgan,  Grocer.     March  IS  at  13.30^ 

at  oOees  of  Williams  k  Co,  St  Mary-st,  Caidlff.    Waldron,  Cardiff. 
Hydee,  Geo  Robt  k  SamI,  Torr  Hydea,  DronfleM,  Derby,  Farmers, 

March  S3  at  8,  at  the  Angel  Inn,  Obeatarfleld. 
Jackson,  Stephen,  Addlagton-sq,  Camberwell,  Brewer.    March  t7  at  S, 

at  offlce  of  Erans,  Colenian.at.     Young  k  Co,  Ftetelok'a-fl,  Old 

Jewry. 
Jeeks,  Chas,  Thorpe  St  Andrew,  McfiUk,  Farmer.      March  SO  at  3, 

at  offlea  of  Oddin  k  Co,  Old  Bank-bMga,  Kbig-at, 
Jones,  Uanl.  MonntalnAsh,  Glamorgan,  Groaar.     Mareh  SI  at  Lat 

offlceaof  Barnard  k  Co,  AlMonHshambara,  Briatol.    Grifflth.  Cardilt 
Jones,  BIchd  Bonlton,  a^-rd,  Telegraph  Engtateer.    March  St  at  1,  at 

offleea  of  Heath  Held,  LIncoln's-tam-flalds. 
Jones,  Wesson,  Tipton,  SttSbrd,  Orocer.     March  31  at  3,  at  cOeae  of 

Lowe,  Temple^t,  Bim. 
Snowies,  Geo  Wm,  York,  Conlbctlonar.     March  S3  at  II,  atedloaaat 

Mann  k  Son,  New-at,  York. 
Laseellca,  Obaa  Thoe  ETana,  Sallsbery-bue,  Soothwarfc,  Cooper.    Match 

33  at  3,  at  offloes  of  Blachford  k  RIohee,  Gt  Swan-allay,  ffoecgaie-sl. 
Lawrence,  Hy,  Nottingham,  Conm  Agent.    March  S3  at  IS,  at  offlce  09 

Rlehaida,  Weekday  Cieaa,  Nottingham. 
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Laycock,  Hy  John,  Eastbourne.  Sussex,  Watchmaker.  March  24  at  13, 
at  offices  of  Laurancefc  Co.  Old  Jewrychambers..Uuffham,  Haatinga. 

Lyons,  John,  Longton.  Stafford.  Beeraeller.  March  2i  at  4.  at  the  Heath- 
cote  Anns  Hotel-    Jones,  Now-inn,  Strand. 

Martindale.  Eliz.  Hythe,  Kent.  Dressmaker.  March  29  at  3,  at  the 
White  Hart  Hotel,  Hythe.    Mioter,  Folkestone.  ..v.„rniM 

Maxwell.  Kobinton,  Cambridge,  Grocer.  March  28  at  2,  at  the  Goild- 
hall  Coffee-house,  Gresham-st.     Day,  Gt  Knight  Rider-st,  Doctor  s- 

Millar.  Robt  llalgleisli,  Bllaton,  Sufford,  Draper.  March  23  at  12.  at 
offices  of  Bolton  S  Co,  Snow-hill.  Wolverhampton.  ,  „,    ,  ,„ 

Minikin,  Christopher,  Bradford,  York,  Whitesmith.  March  27  at  10,  at 
offices  of  Harnreftves,  Market-st,  Bradford.  ..  .^    .  „     * 

Mower.  Hy  Chas,  Marylebone-lane.  Glass  Merchant.  March  16  at  2,  at 
offices  of  Weaiherhead.  Arjiyle-st,  Regent-9t.  ... 

Needbam,  Geo,  Aspland-grove.  AmUerst-rd,  Hackney,  Builder.    March 

21  at  2,  at  offices  of  Brown,  BasinghaU-st. 

Nixon,  Joseph,  Gateshead.  Durham,  Tailor.     March  24  at  2,  at  offices 

of  Joel,  Market-Bt,  Newcastle-upon-Tyne.  ...»      „     ^ 

Obbard.  Robt  Hy,  Chiswell-st,  Plate  Glass  Merchant,      April  6  at  3,  at 

the  Guildhall  Tavern,  G'-esbam-at,    Chorley. 
Paine,  Tom,  Theale.  Berks,  BlackBmlth.    March  27  at  12,  at  oiflcca  of 

Smith.  Vachel-rd,  Reading.  _ 

Peto,  John,  Brighton,  Sussex,  Schoolmaster.    March  24  at  3.  at  office 

of  Stockey,  Old  Stein.  Brighton.  ,,      x.    «„    , 

Poole,  John  Jas,  St  Michael's-alley,  Comhill,  Jeweller.      March   22  at 

12,   at  offices  of   Harry  &  .Co,  Leadenhall-st.    Ncal,   Pinners'- hall, 

OldBroad-st.  „      ^  .       ^  ,, 

Railton,  Reuben.  Barnard  Castle,  York,  SilTcrsmith.    March  23   at  11, 

at  offices  of  Thompson,  Finkle-st,  Stockton-on-Tees. 
Rawland,  John,  Lpool,  Grocer.    March  23  at  3,  at  offices  of  Aspinall  A 

Bird,  Union-ct,  Castle-st.  Lpool. 
Rice,  Wm,  Brighton,  Sussex,  Builder.     March  24  at  3,  at  office  of 

Brandretb.  Middle-Bt,  Brighton. 
Ridsdale.  John.  Manningham.  York,  Roller  Coverer.  March  22  at  II,  at 

offices  of  Rhodes.  Duke-street,  Darley-st,  Bradford. 
Shackleton.Chns.  Bradford.  York,  Grocer.   March  18  at  10,  at  offices  of 

Green,  Aldermanbury,  Bradford. 
Stevens,  Geo  Hv,  Yictorifl-pk-rd,  Dealer  In  Citrars.    March  23  at  2,  at 

office  of  Dubo'is.  Greaham-bldg?*,  Basinghall  «t.    Maynard,  CltfCord's- 

inn. 
Stewart,   Wm,   &  Edwd   Chas  Moore.  Mark-lane,   Cornm  Merchants. 

March  23  at  2,  at  the  GaUdhall  Coffee  House,  Guildhall-yd.    Waltera 

&  Gush,  Finsbury-clrcna. 
Taylor,  John.  Longwrod,  Budderafteld,  Woollen  Spinner,    March  22  at 

3,  at  offices  of  linrasden,  John  William-st,  Huddersfleld. 
Temperton,  John,  Leicester.  Boot  Manufacturer.      March  24  at  3,  at 

offices  (if  Spooner,  Bank-bldgs,  Leicef^tcr, 
Thomas,  Wm,  Swunsca,  Glamorgan,  Cabinet  Maker.    March  22  at  II, 

at  offices  of  Clifton.  Wind  at,  Swansea. 
Tragunna,  John,  Truro,  Cornwall,  Travelling  Draper.    March  22  at  2, 

at  offices  of  Trevenna,  Princes-st,  Truro. 
Vaunbaa,  Jas,  Chester,  Tailor.    March  ',22  at  12,  at  offices  of  Taylor, 

Popperst,  Chester. 
Wade,  Wm,  Landport,  Southampton,  Licensed  Victualler.    March  22  at 

II.  at  18,  King-street.  Bedford-row.    King,  Portsea. 
Walsh.  Laurence.  Caledonian -ter.   King's-rd,  Chelsea.  Comm  Agent. 

March  20  at  11,  at  78.  Myddleton-st,  Clerkenwell.    Collett. 
Walton.  Emma,  Blrm,  Licensed  Victaalier.    March  24  at  12,  at  offices  of 

James  Sc  Oerton.  Bsnnett's  hill,  Birm. 
Weaver,  Ralph  Matthias,  Wolverhampton,   Stafford,  Provision  Dealer. 

March  25  at  12,  at  offices  of  Barrow,  Queen-st,  Wolverhampton. 
Wetherell,  Robt,   Cornsall,  Worceater,  Farmer.       March   27  at  13  at 

office  of  Marcy.  Lower-pk,  Bewdley. 
Wetton,  Hy  Devan.  Bristol.  Confectioner.    March  22  at  12,  at  offices  of 

Hancock  &  Co,  John-st.  Bristol.     Beckingham. 
Wheelband,  John,  TunslHll.  Stafford,  Draper.    March  22  at  U.at  the 

Treveiyan  Hoiel,  Corporation-.st.  Manch.    HoUinihead.  Tunstall. 
White.  Kichd,  &  Tbos  Danl  Barnard,  Wellington-st.  Woolwich ,  Wine 

Merchants.    March  23  at  12,  at  3S,  Green's-end,  Woolwich.    Hughes, 

Upper  Thames-5t. 
Wiggins,  Watt".  King-st,  Hammersmith,  Cheesemonger.    March  23   at 

3.  at  offices  of  I/.ard  &  Beets,  Eastcheap.  Carter  &  Bell.  Leadenball-st. 
Wilkes,  .toseph,  Leominster,  Hereford.  Grocer.     March  22  at  3,  at  the 

Royal  Oiik  Hotel,  South-st.  Leominster.    Andrews,  Leominster. 
WIlIiaMis,  Thos.  sen,  ThOR  Williams,  jun,     Gelyrbaidd,    Glamorgan,  k 

Jenkiii   Williams,  Pencoed,  Glamorgan,  Cattledealers.     March  23  at 

I.  at  the  Windsor  Arms  Hotel,  Llantrissant  Station.  Symons  &  Plews . 

Merthyr  Tydfil. 
Williams.  Wm  Hy,  Milton-next-Sittingbourne,  Kent, Coal  Dealer.  March 

22  at  1 1 ,  at  offices  of  Gibson,  Sittingbourne. 

ToEBDAT,  March  14.  1871. 
Aiken,  Wm.  Leadenhall-st,  Merchant.    March  22  at  1,  at  the  Guildhall 

Tavern,  Gresham-st.     Shea,  King  WilUam-st. 
Ambler.  Wm,  Ecclesfleld,  York,  Tailor.    March    25  at  11,  at  offices  of 

Dyson,  Bank-st,  Sheffield. 
Atkinson,  Thos  Robinson.  Kingston-upon-llull,  Tobacconist.     March  23 

at  12,  at  otiices  of  Stead  Sc  Sibree.  Bishnp-lane.  Kingston-upon-Hull. 
Balls,  Fredk.  and  Eras  Wm   Balls.  Norwich,  Builders.     March  27  at  13 

at  officesofTillett  &  Co,  St  Andrew's-at,  Norwich.     Wicks,  Norwich 
Barker.  Jas,  Halifax,  York,  Plumber.    March  27  at  II,  at  offices  of 

BoococU.  Silver-st.  Halifax. 
Barr.  John,  Newcnstle-upou-Tyne,  Solicitor. 

of  Jofcl.  Murket-st,  Ncwcaatle-upon-Tyno. 
Bartlelt,  Alfred.  Brighton,  Sussex,   Builder. 

of  Greaves,  Middle-Ht,  Brighton. 
Ikllaers,  Jas,  Oxford-st,  Stepney,  Surgeon. 

siughall-Bt.    Layton,  Jan.,  Borongh-rd. 
Brettel,  Benj  Carke.  Northampton,  Ironwjonger.    March  27   at  3,  at 

the    Chamber  of  Commerce,   Corn-exchange-parade,  Northampton. 

Jeffery,  Newland,  Northampton. 
Bright,    Geo,    Swandon-ter,  Alma-rd.  Wandsworth.  Cab    Proprietor. 

March  24  at  3,  at  the  Freemasons^  Hotel,  New  Wandsworth.     Pain, 

Battersea. 
Backland.  Caleb,  Leominster,   Hereford,  Painter.    March   27  at  4.  at 

the  Hen  and  Chickens*  Hotel,  Mo8eley*Bt»  Birm.    Andrews,  Leomins* 

ter. 


March  37  at  2,  at  offices 
March  24  at  3,  at  offices 
March  24  at  10,  at  43,  Ba- 


Binko,  Hy  Bock.  City-gardcns,  City-rd,  Cbemlcal  MaBaluti 

&  at  3,  at  the  Guildhall  Tavern.  Greaham-«t.    Chorley.  Ho 
Bootbby.  XiicharJ  Wm,  Wavertree.  nr  Lpool,  Licensed  Victa 

27  at  3,  at  offices  of  Gray,  Hoant  Pteahact.  Lpool. 
Chambers,   Uy  Thos,    Lincoln,  Solicitor.    March  "9  it  11, 

Toynbee  &  Larkin,  Lincoln. 
Cliffe,  Jas  Willington,  Weston-super-Mare,  Soowrset,  Hrim 

22  at  1,  at  offices  of  Stibbard  &  Beck,  Eaai  ladia-aTftDU. 

St.    Simmons  &  Clark,  Bath. 
Clough,  Jane,  Bowden,  Chester,  Widow,  Joiner.    Hirclil4 

Unicorn  Hotel.  Altrincham.    Lycett. 
Coleman.  Wm  Juby,   and  Alfred  Coleman,  St  Mary-at-Hill 

March  33  at  12,  at  the   Guildhall  Tavern,  Grestiam-st. 

India-avenne,  Lead  en  hal  1-st. 
Cook,  Sidney  Jas,  Wolverhampton,  Stafford,  Ironmongw. 

12,  at  offlcesof  Rutter  &  Co,  Darlington-st,  Wolverhao 

Wolverhampton. 
Dalby,  Wm  Turlay.  Little  Distaff-lane,  Woollen  Warehouse 

24  at  12,  at  offices  of  Nicholi»on,  Gresham-st.    Ploakett, 
DaviesjJohn,  Wrexham,  Denbigh,  Druggist.     March  2Sal 

of  Hughes,  Regent-st,  Wrexham. 
Day,  Hy  John.  Ebury-st,   Pimlico.    Teacher.    March  M  a 

of  Day.  Bedford-st,  Bedford-sq. 
Deane,  Wm  Thos.   Richmond,   Surrey,  Stationer.    Marcl; 

offices  of  Uaincs,  Weavers'-halt,  Bosinghall-st.    God^, 

St. 

Dickson,    Thos    Ashton  Hodgson,  Arthar  Muschamp  S 

Fredk  Cartwright  Dickson.  Lpool,  Merchants.    April  Si 

of  Harmoi^d  &  Co.  North  John-st.  Lpool.    Garuett,  Loo 
Dixon.  Hy.  lUckney-rd,  Grocer.    March  30  at  2,  at  of&a 

Je^aett,  St  Olement's-honse,  Clemen t's-lane,  Lombard-s 
Drake,  Arthur.  Sheffield,    Table-knife  Bafler.    March  3? 

of  Binney  Sl  Son,  North  Church-st,  Sheffield. 
Elliker,  Robert,  jun,  York .  out  of  business.     March  29  at  1 

Mann  &  Son,  New*st,  York. 
Flower,   Edward,  Aldgate,  Druggist.    March   29  at  12 

Nicholson,  Gresham-at.    Montagu,  Bncfclcrsbary. 
Free,  Robert,  Mlatley,  Essex.   Corn  Merchant.    March 

Loadon  Corn  Exchange  Hotel,  Mark-Une.     Philbrick  k 

ter. 
FultOB,  Peter,  and  Ebenezer  Walker  Henrv,  Manch,  Cora 

March  2S  at;  I ,  at  offices  of  Addleshaw,  King-st.  Manet 
Gale,  John,   Birkbeck-rd,  Dulwjch,   Licensed   Victualler 

1,  at  offices  of  Priest,  Buckingham-st,  Strand. 
Qaukroger,  Albert,   Leeds,  Innkeeper.    March  27  at  1 

Pullan,  Bank-chamtwrs,  Park-row,  Leedn. 
Gray,  Thos,  Sunderland,  Durham,  Merchant.      April  3  al 

Dixon.  High-«t.  West,  Sunderland. 
Grire,  Wm.  York,  Tailor.     March  2H  at  5,  at  the  Rojal 

York.    Rhodes,  Bradford. 
Handley,  John.  liochdale,  Lancaster,  Wnolstapler.     Ui 

the  Wellington  Hotel.  Rucbdala.      Standring,  jan. 
Hayward,  John,  Si  Martin's-laae,  Woollen  Draper.    Mn 

145,  Cbeapslde.    Gammon,  Barge-yd-K:hamt>er9,  Backl 
Heaver,  Alf  &  Edwd  Cpates,  Bolingbroke  Works,  Wandai 

Builders.    March  23  at  3,  at  offices  of  Dittoo,  Ironmon^ 
Hilditch,  John,  snr,  Cobrtdge,Sufford,  Shoe  Manafactu< 

at  11,  at  offices  of  Padd(>ck,  Old  Hall-st.  lUnley. 
Hildred,  Wm  &  Wm  Ashworth.    Barnstey,  York,  Clothie 

at  2,  at  offices  of  Lomas  &  Co,  York -pi,  Leeds.      Batm 
Holmes,  Thos,  Thornton,   Lancaster,    Farmer.       BUrc 

offices  of  Plant  &  Abbott.  Cannon-st.  Preston. 
Hoopel,  Wm,  Bolton-rd,  St  John's   Wood,    Builder.    Ma 

offices  of  Nisbet  &  Co,  Llocoln's-inn-fields. 
Hudson,  Wm,  Leeds,  Joiner.    March  29  at  3,  at  offices  of 

9t,  Leeds. 
Hamphrey,  Wm  Hy,  Bridlington-quay,  York,   Tobaccon 

at  3,  at  the  Britannia  Hotel.  Bridlington-quay.    Sumi 
Jackson,   Geo,  Btirslem,   Stafford,  News  Agent.     Marc 

offices  of  Tomkinson,  Hanover-st,  Burslem. 
Jones,     Fredk  Arthur,  Chorlton-upon-Medlock,    Mand 

Designer.    March  24  at  3,  at  office  of  Hardy.  St  Jame- 
Jones,  Isaac,  Carmarthen,  Butcher.      March  24  at  1,  ai 

Carmarthen.    Bishop,  Llandilo. 
Leslie,  Jamet*,  The  Credent,  Minories,  Wine  Herchaot.    '. 

at  office  of  Tindale,  Upper  Thames-st. 
Llewallyn,  David,  Treherbert,  Glamorgan,  Innkeeper.  9C 

at  offices  of  Rosser  &  Phillips,  Canon-st,  Aberdare. 
iiOdmore,  John,  Lpool,  Hosier.    March  28  at  3,  at  offlcei 

St.  Lpool. 
Mallinson,  Abraham,  Raven's  Thorpe,  York,  Jonmeymai 

24  at  3,  at  offices  of  Sykes,  Huddersfield. 
Mann,  Geo  &  John  Mann.  Leeds,  Woollen  Scribblers.    M 

offices  of  Snowdon.  East-parade,  Leeds. 
Morgan,  Wm,  Delwyn,  Hereford,   Blacksmith.      March 

Talbot-inn,  Bridge-st,  Kington.    Cheese,  Kington. 
Noble.  Mark,  jun,  Norwich.  Organ  Builder.    JIarch  39  a 

Francis,  St  Giles-st,  Norwich. 
Osborn,  Thos,  Northampton,   Publican.     March  31  at 

Jeffery  &  Spn,  Newland,  Northampton. 
Pace,    Annie    Eliz,    Guildford-st,    Russell-sq,    Lodging- 
March  23  ut  2,  at  office  Baxter,  Eing-st,  Ch&ipaido.  Du 

chambers,  Basinhall-st. 
Paddison,  Geo,  Abernant,  Glamorgan,  Farmer.  March  3 

of  Thomas,  Church-pl,  Neath.    John,  Neath. 
Paddison,  John,  Neath.  Glamorgan,  Potatoe  Merchant. 

at  offices  of  Thomas,  Chnrch-pl,  Noach.    John.  Neath. 
Piatt,  Thos,  Diggle-in-Saddleworth,  York,  out  of  buiinc 

3,  a  t  the  Railway-inn,  Greenfield,  Saddlewjrth.    Clar 
Playfoot.  Edwd,   Eastboumo,  Sussex,  Grocer.     March 

Guildhall  Tavern,  Graaham-st.     Monckton. 
Pickerdon.  Hy  Armitage,  Kew-rd,  Richmond,  AocUoneer' 

24  at  3,  at  the  Cricketcr'a-inn,  Richmond-green.    Man 

inn-fields. 
Plumridge.  Owen,  Bishopagate-st.  Watchmakar.    March  < 

Aldridge  &  Stenning,  Mark-lane. 
Price.  Wm.  Newport,  Monmouth,  Builder.     March  37  i 

of  Lloyd,  Bank-chamtwrs,  Newport. 
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aattnltt, Joki.  SoBdcrliaA.  Dnrban,  DmiMr,    Htreh  M  it  II,  at 
An  cf  S«>ctl,(}raT-Mi  Nltircastla-npon-'^e, 
ir, JM,  Mmf-ti,  Stodnrell,  Botcbar.    Uareii  18  at  II, at  tba  Bar- 
It;  Mnr  Ttnri,  Looc-laiw.  WMt  Smittaflald.    Hobbard,  Walbrook. 
iBon,  Vn  Edvd,  Rtdditeb,  Wonaater,  Attumay.    Marcb  S7  at  S, 
It  Hit  Gt  Wntcn  Hold,  MoBnion(h.at.  Blnn.    Rawtandi,  Blrai. 
■oi.Saiiil  Bnnkihaw,  Stockport,  Chcttar,  Soap  MaDnhciarar.  Uaroh 
»ul,u  aOea of  Bcoth,  BruaDDoaa-ft,  Haaeb. 


(Imi.  Saul  Gretnmr,  Bnxton,  Obealar,  Innkaapar.  April  S  at  t, 
ioOeef  of  Obnrton, EuCdtaMdgt,  Cbonar. 

in,  Jolm,'Ntir  SwlDdoo,  WilU,  Diapar.    Hareb  29  at  2,  at  offloat  of 
.onriDi  k  HlBtini,  Oreabam-at.    Jeimtiiga,  LradanbalMt. 
Itb,  John,  Hueb,  Drytaltar.    Mareh  SS  at  3,  at  offloea  of  Nattall, 
Mfer^l,  Siueb. 

!d«i,  Edird,  Uamlasbam,  York,  Sorgaon.  Marcb  29  at  3,  at  oBcai 
r  Tqrlor  fe  Co.  rkcaallly.  Bradfbid. 

DicUi,  Jobs,  Stockport.  Watebmakar.    Harab  27  at  I,  at  tba  Hod 
gl  Qilektni  Hotal,  Birm.    Jobnaton,  Stockport. 
foe,  Cbu  BoM,  Sydenbam-rd.  CrojrdoB,  Clark.    Kaicb  38  at  2,  at 
lea  of  Walter,  6raibam-«,    DoUe,  Baalnsball-at. 
aa>,Fniicia,  Btm,  Paper  Box  Manafactnrar.    Uareli  24  at  I,  at 
■cm  of  Bowlaadi,  Ann-it,  Blrm. 

■u,  Saari,  Sootbtmpfon,  Bootoakar.  March  2S  at  1,  at  oSeea  of 
Dbj,  FHtlaiiA.<t,  Soatbampton. 

mpioa,  Wm  Goraon,  Uaocb,  Drraaltar.  March  24  at  S,  at  ofBcea  of 
dllioai  ft  Bond,  OleUiiaaa-it,  Haneb. 

rattn,  Wn,  81  Jehn't-bUl,  Maw  Waadawartb,  BoOdar.    Xarob  2>  at 
1,  u  offloai  gf  BUdlea,  SootbamptOD-Mdsi,  ObaDOary-iaoa^ 
Ian,  Stall  Btoadkant,  k  Jaa  Broadbant  TofbaiB,  Maacb,  Paper 
iaabctarert.   March  M  at  S,  at  oOoca  of  Baker,  Jaokaoa'a-row, 
ucb. 

e,  Tbot  Cox,  Earra^trd,  Keiulngtan,  Batldar.  Mareb  24  at  2,  at 
tat  of  Ditok,  Gratbain-bidiia,  Bailaghal'^t.  Bnekiar,  Old  Jewrr. 
tar,  Wn  John  PUkliwtoa,  Stackvall-graaD,  Schoolmaiter.  March 
It  I,  tt  tbe  Bridca  Hoiae  HotaL  BaBnj  ft  Huntley,  Toolaj-tt, 
itAn-bridcb 

«■  Oto.  Haadtworth.  Staflptd,  cat  c<  bnilneea.  I(ucli2tat  II,  at 
la  of  Viltar,  Waainait-toir,  Bins. 

no,  Enni  (uid  oot  Walios,  ae  errcneoiuly  printed  In  laat  Oaeetle), 
la,  Ucfincd  Ttetaallar.  March  24  at  12,  at  oOoaa  of  Jamea  Jk 
srtia,  lamen'i-hUI,  Blrm. 

■w,  Wm  Biebd,  Chester,  Scedtman,    Marcb  80  at  12,  at  offlcai  of 
nith  k  Btaamoot,  Chaaoary-lane.   Cbnrton,  Cheater. 
Mo,  Wm  Sbaketpear,  Bmatwiek-tq,  SoUdtor.    March  27  at  1,  at 
tMol  VjMIt  k  Co,  MoorKale-it.    Hall,  Fenchnrcb-il. 
thBaJ.  MlCT-at,  Rnaaell-tt,  Bermondse  j,  Bnlldar.    April  •  at  2,  at 
■flnMhaUTmm,Oraaham-tt.     Jcnei  ft  Co,  Toolaj-it,  Hoath- 

«,Va,Bixler-haatb,  Kent,  Baker.'  March  27  at  4,  at  tba  Wheat- 
f  intTknni,  Erith.    Oli*ar,  Klo(-at,  Cheapalde. 

JBTHi  POLYTECHNIC— ENTIRE  CHANGE 

ll 'OBBTAINMBNTS.— Proleaicr  Pepper  on  AitronooiT,  with 
pranrand  Saerea  Mtulc,  on  Thnradayi,  at  2.15— OoUlna'  Oda  to 
iMoii  tlhntiatea  In  LlTin«r  St^nary,  reaemblta«  Whila  MarMa, 
■tat  leaafleld,  dailr — Mr.  Oroeaaittb,  Jnn.'i,  Mar  and  Hnmorou 
fcMtaiut.mtitlad  Haman  OddiUea— Valentlna  Vox  reeudtatad 
KAnitt;  and  manr  other  Entertatauaanta.  Open  daily,  from 
UariTtalO. 

SULPHUR  BATH   k  la  Turkey  in  yoar  own 

.  noB  fer  a  panigr,  equal  to  what  yon  matt  pay  In  London  8e. 
Ui  nliabla  preparation  It  dlitUlad  from  the  thmou  SnIphnr 
K  cf  TlteU.  Italy,  eelabiatad  tbrooKboat  the  world  for  their 
pnoint  of  all  Skia  Plieatet,  Paralyaia,  Bhamnatltni,  Indlgaa- 

tfieptntlait,  or  the  Watert  It  la  obMhied  f^om  by  meat  troabia 
■pem,  kannerer  been  known  to  tail  In  reliering  augerera  from 
M  ifct  latladltt  nentionad.  Panona  of  wealth  and  faiflneaee 
Hcaaatflta  dally  tWI  thate  watara,  and  derire  tba  beneSt  ihqr 

•  Btmftctnrtn  of  thia  nurrelloaa  bnt  traly  Keimlne  article  hate, 
Xr.plMidthe  atina  banellta  before  the  million,  who  may  obtain 
■H  itHtf  wMiont  laaTlDg  their  taoniea  or  going  to  any  ezpanae. 
Atnted  wttar  of  TItoII  can  be  naed  In  yonr  own  room  dally  In  a 
rffeUrt  Bunsar  than  by  batblng  in  the  watert,  by  adopUag  the 
IkiTiMi  with  tba  CoDcaotratad  Batenea.  It  it  In  the  reach  of 
'"titirtkaetatofaaeb  bath  la  only  ana  penny.  A  cannon  tixa 
M  IS  fcUow  tba  InatmctloDt  contaioad  In  aaoh  parcel  are  the  only 
Matt  Ronind.  Try  no  complicated  preparatlcoi  bnt  that  m 
>i,tii4  joa  will  do  well.  A  qnanticy  tniBcient  fcr  60  batht  aant 
<^  wIMbalhi  for  8a.,  cairla|ra  paid  direct  Itom  tbe  Sole  Coo> 

■  b  Great  Britain,  Jackion,  Belriaw,  ft  Co,  Cantral.«baoAera, 
»  Ctnlt  eiiaci.  Uiarpool,  or  mcetCbemlata.  Maanfaetuad  and 
M  tr  Golteppa  Xartino,  Roe  de  Babeoo,  La  Corto,  Borne. 

BILLS  OF  COMPLAINT. 

ttI5  of  COMPLAINT,  5/6    per  paee   for    20 
■lie*,  tnm  which  prioe  a  laiire  diaooont  will  be  allowad  if  cash 
P  ■mediately  on  oompletion  of  order, 
k  ft  AuxAXDiB,  Law  Printers,  Bynunda-bm,  Chaooeiy-Iaaa, 

Vmwa  of  EVERT  DESCRIPTION,  Legal, 

''"'■•'aentaiT  and  Qeneral — Newspapers,  Books,  Pampuets, 
P(^*>,  Cireuars,    ft;o. — with    promptitiuio  and    at   moderate 

■  ftAixuxDxa,  Symonds-inn  (and  Church-passage),  Ohaaoery 

lane. 

IBTHOES  ADVISED  WITH  aa  to  the  Cost  of 

MtialiBi  and  Publiahing,  and  the  Cheapest  Mode  of  Bringitig 
uoi  ft  Atnamxa,  Ftioters  7,  Sjmonds-inn,  Obancery-laoe. 


MESSRS.  DEBHNHAM, TE WSON  &  FARMER'S 
LIST  of  ESTATES  and  HOUSES  to  be  SOLD  or  LET,  ioctadtng- 
Landed  Estatat,  Town  and  Country  Reddenoas,  Hnntlnt  and  Sbootinc 
Qaartars,  Farms,  Ground  Bents,  Rant  Cbargea,  Hooaa  Property  and 
InTestmeata  ceneraHy,  it  pobiitbed  on  the  flrtt  day  of  each  month, 
and  may  be  obtained,  firea  of  chanie,  at  thiir  olBoes,  80,  ObaapaMe,  K.C.. 
or  will  be  sent  by  poet  In  return  for  two  stamps.— Partloulars  Ibr  Inser- 
Itoa  aboiild  be  raoetred  not  later  than  toar  days  ftetioat  to  tba  end 
of  the  preceding  mouth. 


CHAMBERS.— Gray's-inn.— FOR  SALE,  a  suite- 
of  three  rooms  on  the  Arst  floor  la  the  beat  part  of  Oray't-Inn, 
nerlonkinK  tba  gardens.  The  parehaaar  most  be  In  the  lanal  probation ,. 
and  will  bare  to  become  a  member  of  the  Hon.  Society  of  Oray^»4nii.— 
For  partienlarv,  apply  at  tbe  Steward's  Oflloa.  OrayVlon :  or  toMaiara. 
BAvairacaorr  ft  Hit4Ji,  Solidtoia,  80,  Great  Jamaa-atnet,  Badfbrd- 
row,  W.C. 


CHARGE  of  CHAMBERS.— Wanted,  by  a  Man. 
and  his  Wire,  the  charge  of  Buslneat  or  Retidential  Chambers. 
Moat  nnexoeptionable  references  can  be  ffivenby  their  present  employert. 
in  wboae  terrice  the  wife  has  Urad  npwardt  of  thirtaaa  laara.— Apply, 
B.  T.,  10,  Bed  Lton-streat,  Bolbon. 

TO  BE  LET  in  Lincoln's-inn  Chambers,  No.  40, 
Chanoery-lane.  On  the  second  floor,  one  Kood  room,  rent  £40' 
two  Urge  front  roomt  (may  be  altered  Into  three),  rent  £80,  On  hal^ 
baaement,  two  nomt  of  raodarata  sixa.  light  and  airy,  rent  410.— For 
fdither  partlcniara,  apply  of  the  PoaTia,  on  tbe  Premitae  s  or  of  lb. 
FlBDxaicK  CatrraaixL,  3i,  Curtltor-atreet,  Chancery-lane. 

DR.  EASTERBY,  B.A.  and  LL.D.  of  the  Univer- 
tity  of  London  (under  the  new  regnlationt).  Head  Matter  of  the 
St.  Asaph  Grammar  Sehod,  Is  ready  to  recelre  Oentlamea  to  read  with 
hhn  fbr  the  Firat  and  Second  LL.B.  Examinattons  of  the  Dnirersity  oT 
London.  Two  Oantlamen  who  hare  read  with  him  bare  paaaad  In 
honoort  at  the  recent  examinations. 

Candldatat  are  alto  prepared  for  Hatricalatlon,  and  tbe  Prdlmbiary 
Ezamlnationt  of  the  Inns  of  Court  and  the  Incorporated  Law  Soolety. 

LONDON  OAZETTK  (pabBtbed  by  aatborlty)  and  LONDON   and 
OOUNTRT  ADVEBTISBMBNT  OFFICE. 
No.  112,  CHANCERT   LANE,  FLEET    STREET. 

HENRY  GBEEN  (many  yearawith  the  late  Geor|(e 
Reynall),  Advertitemant  Agent,  beat  to  direct  the  attention  ol 
the  Legal  Profeaiion  to  the  adraataaes  of  blalongaxpaflanceofiipwacda 
of  twanty-llTa  years,  in  the  apedal  Insertion  of  all  pro  torma  netleaa.  fte.„ 
and  hereby  aoUdu  their  eaoHnaed  tnpport.— N 3.  One  oopy  of  adytrtaa- 
maot  only  required,  and  tba  strietaat  care  and  prcmptitado  aataradi. 
nia  af  "  London  Gaiatta  "  kqptfor  raiaranca. 


o 


SLER'S  CRYSTAL  GLASS  CHANDELIERSi 

Tabu  OLaaa  or  au.  aiasa, 

CHANDEUBRS  IN  BRONZE  AMD  ORMOLU. 

Koderator  Lamps,  and  Limpa  Ibr  India. 

LONDON— Show  Rooms,  4«,  OXFORD-STBEKT,  W. 

BIBUINOHAM— Hannfactory  and  ShowKoonu,  Broad-atrsat. 


IpiNE  FLAVOURED  STRONG  BEEF  TBA  atr 
'  aboat  24d.  a  pint.  ASK  FOR  UEBIO  COMPANY'S  EXTRACT^ 
of  Heat,  raquring  Baron  Lieblg  the  Inrentor'a  Signatnte  on  aTec7~ 
Jar,  being  the  only  gnarantae  of  genuineness. 

ASTRINGENT    LOZENGES    OF    THE    RED' 
OUII  OF  A08TRALIA.— ForBdaxad  Throat,  In  Bottles,  2t. 
MURIATE  OF  AMKONIA  LOZENGES. 
In  Bottlea,  2a.    UtefUl  Ibr  Bronchitis,  by  loostndng  tbe  phlegm  and< 
prereBUng  riolant  flta  ef  eooghing. 
P.  Jt  P.  W.  S<)UIBE, 
Cbemlata  an  the  EttabUabmant  in  OrdlnaiT  to 
THEQOEIN. 
(Oaaatted  Angntt  8lb,  1887— Dacamber  Slat,  1887.) 
377,  OXFORD  STREET.  LONDON. 

ESTABLISHED  A.D.  1700. 

FURNISH    YOUR   HOUSE  at  DEANB'S. 
ILLUSTRATED  CATALOGUE, 
With  Priced  Famishing  Llat,  Gratis  and  Poet  Free. 
DEANE'S— Celebrated  Table  Cntlary,  erery  rariety  of  ttyle  and  flnlth. 
DEANB'S— Electro- plated  Spoona  and  Korke,  beat  mannOictare. 
DEANE'S— Blectro-plated  Tea  ft  CcAa  Sets,  Uqoenr  Stands,  Omets,  fte. 
DEANB'S— Dlab  Corara  and  Hot  Water  Uishea,  Corers  in  Seta,  Anm  18a. 
DEANE'S— Papier-mache  Tea  Trays,  in  Sets,  from  21a.,  naweat  pattami. 
DEANE'S— Bronaed  Tea  and  Coffee  Uma,  with  Patent  ImprOTemanta. 
DEANK'S-Cwper  and  Brass  Goods,  KeUlas,Siaw  and  PreaerringPana. 
DEANVS— Moderator  and  Rock  Oil  Uimpa,  a  large  and  htndaomattock.. 
DEANE'S — Domeadc  Batht  tor  every  parpoee.  Bathrooms  fitted  compMe. . 
DEANE'S— Fenders  and  Fire-iroas,  Inallmo^m  and  approradpaltama.. 
DEANE'S— Bedsteads,  In  Iron  and  Brass.    Bedding  of  aapaitcrqnaUly.- 
DEANE'S— Begiater  Storea,  Loadon-made  Kitahanara,  Baagaa,  fte. 
DEANE'S— Comioea  and  Coraioa  Poles,  a  gnat  Tarle^  of  pattama. 
DEANE'S— Tin  and  Japan  Goods,  lion  Ware,  and  CnUnary  Utemila.. 
DEANE'S— Tamery,  Brashes.  Mats,  &c.,  strong  and  terrioaable. 
DEANE'S— Horticultural  Tools,  Lawn  Uowera,  Garden  Rallaca^  kc. 
DEANE'S— Oea  ChandeUers,  Newly  dedgned  Bttlaraa. 

A  disooant  of  Oto  per  cent,  fcr  cash  paymaala  of  Mt-tad  npwatda.. 
DEANE  ft  Co.,  40  (King  Williamttreet],  LONDON-BRIOOK.. 
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ISSUE     Of     14,000     SHASEB     OF    £10    EU 

BKHrO  THB  CAPITAL  OF  THE 

BXJENOB      A.YRE8 
NATIONAL     TRAMWAYS     COMPA 

LIMITED. 

INOOBPORATBD    UITOKE    THB   COMPANIES   ACTS   OF    1862  k    1867, 
By  which  the  liability  of  every  Shareholder   is  limited  to  the  amount  of  hia  Sharei. 

CAPITAL      £140,000, 

Ih  14,000  Sharks  or  £10  bach. 
Payable,  Depoiit  on  Application  £l  pec  Share,  and  upon  Allotment  £2  per  Share. 
The  Balanoe  to  be  payable  as  follows :— £2  on  1st  May,  1871 ;  £2  on  1st  July,  1871  ;  and  £3  oa 

September,  1871. 
With  option  to  Sabsoribeis  of  payingf  the  whole  amoont  of  the  Shares  on  Allotment,  in  which  c 
Interest  will  aoome  from  the  date  of  payment  thereof. 


Dirsetars. 
JOHN  CHAPMAN,  Esq.,  Chairman  of  the  Oreat  Southern  of  India  Railway  Company,  Chaibv 
CHARLES  J.  APPLEBT,  Esa.  (Messrs.  Afflebt  Brothers),  London.' 
CoL.  J.  A.  COLE,  Director  of  the  Bedford  and  Northampton  Bailway  Company,  London. 
J.  T.  EMERSON,  Eso.  (Messrs.  Emebson  &  MuaoxTsoYD),  Stockport  and  LiverpooL 
FRANCIS  TOTHILL,  Esa.,  Director  of  the  Monmouthshire  Rulway  Company,  Ewell,  Surra; 
Knginssi^-JAMES  LIYESET,  Esq.,  C.E.,  9,  Victoria  Chambers,  Westminst«r. 
Bankers— UNION  BANK  OF  LONDON,  2,  Princes-street,  E.C.,  London. 
Brokers— Messrs.  SUTTON,  MILLER  ft  Co.,  22,  Royal  Exchange,  E.C.,  London. 
SoUsiton— Messrs.  KIMBER  tc  ELLIS,  79,  Lombard-street,  London. 
Seerstaiy— EDWARD  SHUBERT,  Esq. 
Orricu:  23),  GRESHAM  HOUSE,  OLD  BROAD-STBEET,  E.G.,  LONDON. 


This  Compsny  has  bean  established  fer  the  purpose  of  giving  to  the  important  City  of  Buenoi  Ayr* 
inorssssd  Tramway  aeeommodatjen,  not  only  for  passengers,  but  also  »r  the  oonveyanoe  of  Produce  from  the  raric 
d^te  to  the  wharrea  and  railways. 

It  win  be  seen,  on  lefening  to  the  aceompanying  Map  and  Flan,  that  the  City  of  Buenos  Ayres,  by  reason  of  its  b 
model  of  Keometriotl  square  blocka,  Kiving  continnoua  and  perfectly  straight  streets  in  every  direction,  poasesseK  unu 
the  establishment  of  Tramways,  which  can  be  oonstructad  at  a  compantively  small  coat,  and  afford  an  «a.iv,  i 
msdinm  of  loeomstian — a  great  and  most  important  desideratum  in  so  popnlons  a  City. 

The  City  of  Buanos  Ayres  and  its  suburbs  oontains  a  population  of  over  200,000  persons,  and  covers  a  verv 
growth  during  the  last  ten  yaara  has  been  extraordinary,  ana  there  can  be  no  question  it  is  destined  to  still  farlhi 
owing  to  the  gnat  resources  of  the  oountry. 

As  sn  inmcatian  of  this,  the  following  details  from  the  "  Buenos  Ayres  Standard  "  may  be  given  : — 

"  Whereas  in  1860  the  total  railway  mileage  of  the  Argentine  Republic  was  only  Id  miles',  there  are  now  472  mi 
besides  746  miles  further  in  course  of  construction.  Similarly  flte  vslne  of  prodnoe  in  wool,  sheepskins,  and  tsl 
Ayres,  which  in  I860  was  onW  £1,156,000,  has  now  obtained  the  eoormotu  moraase  to  upwards  of  £^3,000,000." 

These  few  facts  will  suffice  to  show  uie  extraordinaiy  growth  of  Commaree  at  Buenos  Ayres,  and  the  ret 
from  the  same  authority)  of  the  Custom  House  Revenue,  wniui  haa  increaaed  in  ten  years  from  £600,000  per  annni 
still  further  indicate  the  progress  which  Iiaa  been  made. 

The  Tramways  already  existing  in  Buenos  Ayres  have  met  with  extraordinary  success  and  favour,  it  being  J 
te  run  the  cars  as  frequently  as  every  five  minutes,  and  even  then  they  are  quickly  filled.  They  traverse,  bowi 
of  the  streets  of  the  city,  and  a  large  number  of  additional  Lines  are  required  for  the  accommodation  not  onlj  i 
passenger  tratk,  but  for  the  carriage  of  the  meat,  sheep,  and  wool  from  the  slaughter  honsea  on  the  outskirts  oi 
warehouses,  wharves,  and  railways,  as  wsU  as  to  the  nublio  markets. 

Important  Cenceasiims,  granted  by  the  Provincial  Oovemment  of  Buenos  Ayres,  have  been  secured  by  this  ( 
Contiact  for  the  acquisition  of  the  Concessions,  the  construction  and  equipment  of  the  whole  of  the  proposed  Trum 
the  purdiase  of  land,  pavement  of  streets,  supply  of  the  necessary  rolling  stook,  horses,  &c.,  in  strict  accordance 
and  conditions  of  the  Concessions,  and  within  the  Capital  of  the  Company,  has  been  entered  into  with  Messrs.  '. 
PmiOKABD,  t(  Co.,  the  well-known  Engineers  and  Contractors,  and  the  same  is  to  be  completed,  and  the  sntire  Li 
by  tiie  30th  December  of  the  present  year. 

The  length  of  the  Tramways  included  in  the  Concessions  secured  to  this  Company,  including  sidings,  &c.,  i> 
and  aglanoe  at  the  accompanying  Map  will  show  their  position. 

This  Company  will  derive  its  business  from  two  great  sources : — 1.  From  the  passenger  traffic  throngrh  the 
the  City,  tibe  route  secured  to  it  by  the  concessions  being  marked  in  red  on  the  acoompanying  Flan ;  and,  2.  From 
thedieep,  meat,  and  wool  (being  the  chief  articles  of  commerce  of  the  oountry)  to  and  from  the  slaughter  hoa» 
markets  and  warehouses  of  the  City,  as  well  as  to  the  railways,  wharves,  snd  shipping — the  trafiSc  of  produce 
during  the  night  and  early  morning  by  special  waggons  constructed  for  the  purpose. 

Under  these  circumstanees  the  Direotota  feel  t&  utmost  confidence  in  the  success  awaiting  the  operations  of  th 
as  showing  the  satisfactory  results  already  obtained  by  existing  Tramway  Companies,  the  following  Extrnct  from  tl 
City  of  BnENOs  Atrbb  Tbahway  CoMPaxv,  Likitxd,  just  issued  (whose  £10  Shares  are  quoted  in  the  Land< 
per  Share  premium),  is  given — 

•<  The  traffic  from  Slst  December,  1870,  to  I2th  January,  1871— only  twelve  days— amounts  to  £l,99i 
rapid  increase  every  week  in  the  amount  of  the  receipts." 
->this  is  equal  to  £60,712  per  annum  on  less  than  ten  miles  of  Tramway ;  and  at  only  this  rate  of  traffic,  this  ( 
earn,  after  making  ample  allowanoe  for  workingexpanses,  net  profit  equal  to  about  20  per  cent,  per  annum. 

The  estimates  of  traffic  submitted  to  the  Directors  confirm  the  above  probable  receipts — indeed,  such  is  thi 
opened  to  the  operations  of  this  Company,  that  there  seems  every  reasonable  prospect  that  they  will  be  ei 
actual  results. 

As  a  proof  of  the  appreciation  in  which  the  Shares  of  the  existing  Tramway  Companies  are  held  in  Bi 
will  be  sufuaent  to  extract  tne  following  from  the  "Buenos  Ayres  Stan£ird"  of  recent  dates— I3th  December, 
January,  1871- 
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Til  OJki  if  this  JovBHAL  and  of  th*  Wbbklt  Bbportkr, 
u  Mw  •<  IS,  CooVi-eourt,  (Jany-ttrttt,  W.C. 

Tk  SuitcriptUn  to  th*  Souonoiu'  Journai.  it— Town,  Ui. 
Ctmtry  lit.;  leith  the  WuKLT  RBrosTllt,  58«,  Baymtnt 
mtdtmei  ittdudtt Doublt  Numbtn  andPoitofi.  8iAierihtr$ 
mi  htM  thrir  Vobinut  bound  at  th*  OJIee—^th,  2*.  M., 

h*i/itin*if,ii.ed. 

M  Utttn  tniuuUdfor  puilieation  in  th*  "  Solieiton^  /ottmat ' ' 

mM$t^l  mthmtieuttd  iy  th*  nam*  ofth*  torittr,  thei»fh  not 

mvmrilji  for  puUieation. 
Wlm  iifiaUf  it  txpiri*iuid  in  prooming  th*  Journal  with 

nfultrilf  in  th*  Provine**,  it  i*  r*qm*t*d  that  applitation  i* 

m*it  iirtet  to  th*  PutUihir. 

LONOOIT,  MARCa  36,  1871. 

♦ 

iTHis  Binr  ABitooiroBO  that  yio»4]lwiioellor  Stutt 
wiD  ntiN  from  the  bench  at  the  oonolnaion  of  the  pie* 
Mtiittingi,  whioh  terminate  thU  daj.  Batter  term 
bepni  oa  the  I5th  ot  April,  m  that  the  ohoioa  of  a  ano- 
tMoc  ahoold  be  aooa  anaounoad.  Among  the  member* 
«<  Uh  Aimauj  bar  the  name  of  Mr.  Wlokena  has  been 
intnl^  eoaidad  with  the  raoant  oSBoe.  Mr.  Wiokens 
btTaqrMond  lawyer,  nniuaaUy  versed  in  ohanneiy 
pleidinC,  and  ii  a  i^ntleman  deierTedly  popular  in  hia 
pnfwloa ;  moreorer,  he  haa  given  great  satisfaotion  aa 
mM^JhtoaellOT  of  the  Lanoaatar  Uhaneery  Ooart.  He 
vgold  osdoabtedly  make  a  ationg  Yioe^hanoellor  for 
Ike eoait  at  Unooln'a-inn.  For  oar  own  part  we  have 
ihtidj  lamadnd  how  appropriate  wonld  be  the  ae- 
Moaof  Mr.  Sonthgate,  Q.O.  We  do  not  anticipate 
ttitlb.  Soothgattt  wiU  be  ehoaen,  beoaoae  we  inoline  to 
npitUm  aa  one  of  thoae  exoeptionany  able  men  whoM 
M^n  v«i7  fnqoently  paased  over  for  leaa  enbetantial 
iNMona.  Boaidea  a  aonnd  knowledge  of  law 
mi  iWiog,  whioh  (thoagh  aurpaased  by  none)  he 
■Vihn  with .  many,  Mr.  Sonthgate  hat  in  a  pr»«mi- 
Mt  d«|ne  one  great  qnalifieation  for  a  Ohaneery 
i"i|»  -the  experience,  and  the  piactlaal  o^)ability 
ia<  jBdgnent  needed  for  the  anperlntendence  of  the 
evolntion  of  the  px«>oeediaga  la  anita  and 
I  before  the  Ooart  A  ranurar  ia  gaining  ground 
*al  Mr.  Bpeaoer  FoUett,  Q.O.,  tiie  Ohiat  Begiatiw 
ft  the  land  Bagiatcy,  U  to  be  the  new  ^oe-Ghaa- 
|MB«,  holding  both  ofEbea,  ao  long  at  leaal  aa  the  former 
■V  NiTive  ocmtemplated  refwma.  We  hope  there  ia 
MOtag  ia  tUa.  Mr.  FoUett  when  at  the  bar  waa 
pwfiaad  aa  aa  aMe  lawyer,  but  it  ia  no  disparage- 
PM  to  a  barriater  who  haa  been  for  yeara  removed 
bai  flbaaeeiy  oonrta  and  ohaneery  praiAice  to  aay 
Vm  nae  one  of  freaher  ezperienoe  ia  reqnired  for 
Mkaaoaty  jadge.  If  thia  i^tpointment  ha*  ever  been 
HM^y  WBteaaplatad,  it  ooa  only  have  beea  ao  from 
PitqMt  <rf  penny  wiae  eooaomy  which  indneed  the 
■xatUMat  to  oontrive  their  laat  appointment  "a 
Miedtbt  to  pay,"  the  reanlt  of  whioh  haa  been  (with- 
t  thai*  being  neoeaaarily  any  blame  to  Vioe-Ohanoellor 
Ohief  Judge,  for  a  judge  cannot  be  a  jndioial 
to  preaide  on  two  banohea  at  onoe)  that  the 
I  of  one  court  at  leaat  has  anftered  grievonaly  from 
[  handed  over  to  ita  registrara. 


i  BOX  n  ROW  BB70SE  THK  HOUSE  OF  LOBDS  "  tO 

k  •  lattlement  of  the  affairs  of  the  Albert  Life  Aasn- 
I  Ooaqiaay  by  arbitration,  and  for  other  pnrpoeea." 
*UD,«Uoh,  f<»  the  fliat  time,  onThnraday  laat  oame 
•  tteamlttee,  oonaiating  of  the  Duke  of  Bidhmond 
,  Am  Bada  of  Enniakillen  and  Damky,  and 
I  and  Lorgan,  ia  of  conaiderable  length. 
twmi^yKme  aeotiona,  and   the   preamble  i* 
JV  than   the  enacting  part.     The  bill  pro- 
>ttB  tnpaiatment  of  an  arbitrator  to  be  named  by 
\iriw  is  to  adjudicate  upon  the  relative  righta, 


liabilities,  and  interests  of  the  several  companies,  their 
oraditota  and  oontribatoriea,  and  the  settlement  of  a 
aoheme  "  for  the  reoontltmotion  or  arrangement  of  the 
Albert  Company  or  the  arrangement  or  final  winding  np 
of  ita  affairs,  inolndlng,  if  neoossary,  the  ooutinaance  and 
conduct  of  its  insnranoe  basiness  pending  at  the  date  of 
ita  liquidation  to  its  natural  termination,  and  for  the  final 
settlement  of  ita  affairs  and  of  the  affairs  of  all  the  other 
scheduled  companies."  The  arbitrator  is  to  bare  ample 
poweraof  assessing  liabilities,  andmayorderthe  winding  np 
of  tboee  companies  whioh  are  not  now  in  liquidation, 
"  or  deal  with  them  or  any  of  them  as  if  they  were  in 
Uqaidation  ;  "  and  he  is  to  have  all  sorts  of  chancery 
powers  of  discovery,  malting  orders,  &a,  inolnding  the 
powAr  of  settling  the  amount  of  oosta  and  how  to  be 
paid.  An  arbitration  like  that  in  the  London,  Chatham 
k  Dover  case  seems  the  only  way  oat  of  the  difficulty, 
and  has  certainly  snoceeded  in  that  case.  The  bill  is 
stoutly  opposed  by  nnmerons  representatives  of  all  kinds 
of  interestc,  corporate  and  individual. 

Wk  MonoBD  LAST  WBBK  a  daoialoa  of  the  Master  ot 
the  Bolla,  in  a  caae  of  JUenzie*  v.  Light/oot,  relating  to 
tranaaotions  customary  on  the  transfer  of  a  pnblio-honae. 
Hia  Lordahip  on  Monday  laat  mentioned  the  case  again, 
saying  that  he  had  read  through  tho  papers  and  adhered 
to  tiie  opinion  he  had  ezpremed.  The  decision,  it  may 
be  remembered,  waa  that  where  two  mortgages  are  given 
at  the  same  time  by  a  pablioan  to  a  brewer  and  distiller, 
the  first  mortgage  being  to  the  brewer  to  secure  a  loan 
and  further  advances  in  money  or  gooda  np  to  a  apeoi* 
fied  amount,  and  the  seoond  being  a  aimilar  mortgage 
to  the  distiller,  and  the  brewer  afterwarda  makea  an  ad 
vanoe  to  the  publican,  keeping  within  the  apeoified  limit, 
auch  advanoe  doea  net  U^»  preoedenoe  over  the  distUer'a 
loan.  Hia  Lordahip  stated  that  it  was  open  to  the 
parties  to  settle  by  their  contract  how  this  question  waa 
to  be  decided ;  and  the  only  thing  was  to  look  at  the 
documents  and  see  how  they  had  done  so.  On  referring 
to  the  seoond  charge  it  was  found  to  be  expressed  to  be 
made  "  subject  to  the  aecnrify  "  effected  by  the  first.  It 
was  decided  by  authorilj  (Boltr.  ffopUMM,  9  W.  B.  900, 
9  H.  L.  514),  that  that  meant — sabjeot  to  the  security 
as  then  existing,  and  not  sabjeot  to  any  farther  advances 
that  might  be  made.  The  plaintiifs  put  in  evidence  in 
support  of  thia  view,  a  form  which  was  aaid  to  be  some- 
timea  used  when  it  was  desired  to  make  the  seoond  se- 
curity subject  to  further  advances  to  be  made  by  the  first 
mortgagee.  Thia  form  was  in  the  worda  following: — 
"  subject  and  without  pr^ndioe  to  all  principal  money 
now  due  from  me  to  Misers.  A.  t  B.,  and  to  such  sums  aa 
I  may  hereafter  owe  them  for  gooda  aold  and  delivered  not 
exceeding,  with  the  sum  now  owing,  the  sum  of  £  ." 
These  words  would  clearly,  aa  indMd  the  Master  of  the 
Bolla  obaerved,  subordinate  the  second  charge  to  the 
farther  advanoea  added  to  the  firat. 


Thk  QirBBiioir  what  ia  the  exaot  poaition  of  a  class 
B  oontribatoiy  of  a  company  in  liquidation  involves 
considerabl*  difflcnlty.  It  has  been  before  the  Court  of 
Chancery  on  several  oocasions,  but  the  diScnlty  haa 
generally  been  evaded.  It  haa  lately  been  presented  in 
a  somewhat  novel  form,  and  the  Lords  Justioes  deemed 
it  to  be  a  matter  of  snoh  general  importance  that  they 
desired  to  have  the  question  reeerved  for  argument  before 
the  full  Oourt  of  AppeaL  The  38th  section  of  the  Com- 
panies Act,  1862,  provides  tiiat  every  present  and  past 
member  of  a  company  formed  under  that  Act  and  in 
liquidation  shall  be  liaUe  to  contribute .  to  pi^ 
the  debts  and  liabllitiea  of  the  oompany  and 
the  costs  of  the  winding  up,  sabjeot,  however, 
to  oertain  qnalifleationa,  of  whioh  the  moat  im- 
jiortant  for  our  present  purpose  are — ^"No  past  mem- 
ber shall  be  liaUe  to  contribute  in  respect  ot  any  debt 
or  liability  of  the  company  oontraoted  after  the  Ume  at 
which  he  eeassd  to  be  a  member ; "  and  that — No  past 
member  ahall  be  liable  to  contribute  unless  the  ezistinc 
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nembezs  are  anable  to  aatiafy  the  oontrlbationa  re- 
qniied  of  them.  A  difflonlty  aioM  upon  the  oon- 
sttnotion  of  the  flnt  of  the  abore  qnallfloations,  in 
connection  with  the  98th  aeotion  of  the  Act,  which  pto- 
▼ides  that  the  aweta  of  the  oompany  shall  be  applied  in 
the  dlMhaife  of  iti  UabUitiee.  With  regard  to  this 
qoettiMi,  tite  late  Lord  Jnstice  Oiifaxd,  in  JU  tht  Aeei- 
deiUal  and  Uarint  Inturanee  Corjmrttion,  18  W.  B.  717, 
L.  B.  5  Oh.  428,  decided  that  the  acntribntion  of  a  past 
member,  when  got  in,  is  to  be  applied  in  pajment  of  all 
the  debt*  of  the  oompany,  not  merely  of  thoee  debts 
which  were  contracted  before  he  ceased  to  be  a  member. 
Thia  question  has  lately  been  raised  again  in  a  acme- 
what  noTel  form,  and  the  correctneas  of  Lord  Jnatica 
Oiffsrd'a  decision  appears  to  be  challenged.  In  the  wind- 
ing up  of  the  Blalcely  Ordnance  Oompaoy  a  Mr.  Brett 
was  placed  on  the  B  list.  Binding  that  it  was  probable 
that  calls  might  be  made  on  him,  he  bought  ap  at  a 
discount  the  principal  debts  of  the  oompany  wliioh 
were  contracted  before  he  ceased  to  be  a  member,  and 
procured  from  the  creditors  to  whom  these  debts  were 
due  a  release  of  the  company  from  them.  Notwithstand- 
ing, it  was  sought  to  compel  Hr.  Brett  to  pay  calls,  and 
the  demand  was  supported  by  the  above-mentioned  de- 
cision of  Lord  Jnstice  Giffard.  The  Master  of  the  BoUs 
decided  (19  W.  B.  517)  that  Hr.  Brett  was  released  from 
bis  liability.  An  appeal  from  this  decision  was  opened 
beione  the  Lords  jnstioes  on  Monday  last,  and  their 
Lordships,  before  the  arguments  were  oocduded,  said 
that  the  case  involved  sudi  dilBcnlties  that  they  wished 
it  to  be  argued  before  the  Full  Court.  The  subjsct 
is  so  full  of  difScnlty  that  it  is  most  desirable  that  it 
should  be  fully  considered,  and  we  trust  that  the  full 
Court  of  Appeal  will  be  able  to  lay  down  a  clear  rule  for 
the  future. 


.  A  CASK  HAS  BEEN  DECIDED  this  month  at  Philadel- 
phia, which  reminds  one  of  the  old  case  of  the  Duke  of 
Somerset's  silver  altar-piece  (Dvke  «/  Somerut  v.  (hohion, 
3  P.  W.  889)  and  similar  cases.      The  plaintiffs  were 
"  Xh«  First  Troop  of  Philadelphia  City  Cavalry,"  and  they 
flied  a  bill  in  chancery  against  the  representative  of  a 
former  commander,  to  recover   possession    of   a   letter 
written  by  Oecrge  Washington  on  the  SSrd  of  January, 
1777,  thanking  the  regiment  for  their  aervicea  during 
the  campaign  of  1776-7,  and  discharging  them  from  fn^ 
ther  duty  for  the  present,  nie  Court  of  First  Instance  ap- 
pears to  have  ordered  this  relicto  be  given  np,  buton  appeal 
that  decision  was  reversed  and  the  bill  dismissed  nith 
costs.    The  paper  in  question  aeems  to  have  been  in  the 
nature  of  a  general  order  penned  by  Waahington  in  order 
that  it  might  be  transmitted  to  the  ofQeer  in  command, 
and  by  him  read  out  at  the  head  of  the  regiment.    The 
Court  remarked  that  the  ownership  of  such  a  paper 
might  be  a  ourionsand  difBonltqnestion— it  might,  indeed, 
be  that  "  the  gentlemen  composing  the  troop  would  be 
joint  owners,  and  then  it  would  seem  to  follow  that 
whoever  had  possession  might  hold  it  as  against  the 
other  proprietors,  but  that  on  his  death  it  would  go  to 
the  survivors,  anyone  obtaining  possession  having  a  right 
to  keep  it,  until  the  last  survivor,  who  could  make  what 
use  he  pleased  of  the  document,  being  accountable  to 
no  one."    But  by  an  Act  of  Assembly  passed  in  1812 
all  existing  joint  tenancies  were  converted  into  tenancies 
in  eommon.     However,  the  Court  were  spared  these 
curious  qneatioms,  because  it  appeared  that  £com  the  very, 
beginning  not  only  the  custody  of  the  letter  but  the  pro- 
perty in  it  hsd  been  treated  as  belonging  to  Captain 
Morris,  the    officer  in  command  when  the  letter  was 
written.     Captain    Morris    resigned   the  command   in 
1788,andasuccessor,  appointed  in  1794,  presented  him  with 
a  piece  of  silver  plate,  containing  a  portait  of  Washington 
•pd  a  leosss  in  whidh  the  letter  was  to  be  preserved.  Iliown 
to  1898  this,  which  must  have  been  known  to  the  troops  at 
large,  remained  nnqnestioned  by  any.     In  1823  the 
tcoop  was  incorporated  by  Act  of  Assembly  nnder  ita 
pnaeut  name,  and  on  this  occasion,  after  a  report  made 


by  a  committee  appointed  "to  search  for  the 
dooumenta  and  property  of  the  troop,"  a  reaoht 
passed  declaring  that  the  troop  had  no  claim  to  t 
vam^.  After  tttis  it  was,  of  course,  oat  of  the 
that  the  troop  should  in  1871  succeed  in  a  rail 
oorery  of  the  chattel  in  question .  The  caae  ia  re] 
VbnPMladtlpkia  Legal  Intelligencer  ol  thelOth 
far  as  jurisdiction  is  concerned  the  case  aeems 
been  identical  with  those  cases,  like  the  D\ikt  of  S 
eate,  above  mentioned,  of  which  there  are  mac 
Chancery  reports,  in  which  the  Court  of  Chan 
entertained  a  kind  of  bill  in  trover  or  detinu  fi 
covery  of  some  preoioits  curiosity. 

A  QtrESnON  as  to  the  restitution  of  stolen 
where  there  has  been  no  conviction  has  lat 
before  Brett,  J.,  at  the  Nottingham  Spring 
Four  gold  watches  were  sent  from  Lincoln  to 
hf  the  Midland  Bailway  Company.  The  watcl 
at  the  Nottingham  railway  station,  disappe 
shortly  afterwards  were  found  by  the  police  ic 
session  of  Uiree  pawnbrokers  living  in  the  neig 
of  the  station.  It  appeared  that  a  man  had 
few  days  of  the  watches  being  lost,  pawned 
broker  one  of  tlia  watches  in  question  for  thee 
Of  the  fourth  watch  all  trace  was  lost.  The  pa 
what  proved  to  be  a  false  name  and  address. 
in  the  emidqyment  of  the  company  at  their  ^ 
station  was  sworn  to  by  one  of  the  pawnbrok 
pawnor  of  one  of  the  watches.  Under  the 
stanoes,  the  railway  company  prosecuted  this 
he  was  acquitted.  No  evidence  was  given 
exact  value  of  the  watches,  though  they  appe 
of  coBsidaraMy  greater  value  than  the  amount 
thqr  had  been  pledged.  The  learned  judgi 
somewhat  disaatisfled  with  the  manner  in 
pawnhsolnrs  had  advanced  money  to  the  paw 
was  not  actnally  shown  that  they  had 
complying  with  any  of  their  duties  i 
Pawnbrokers  Acta.  The  watches,  after 
remained  in  the  custody  of  the  Court 
appUcaticn  was  made  for  their  restitution  to  t 
tors  under  24  ft  25  Viot.  o.  96,  s.  100.  The  i 
the  learned  judge  was  drawn  to  39  Jc  40  Geo.3, 
by  which  any  juttiee  is  empotrered  to  order  the 
to  tte  tme  owner  of  any  goods  unlawfully  p 
to  9  A  8  ^Ot.  a  71,  s*.  2T,  28,  29,  under  whi( 
poUtanpoHee  mofUtrate  may  on  proof  bein 
the  ownership  of  stolen  goods  which  have  b( 
order  the  same  to  be  delivered  np  to  the  owner, 
there  has  been  no  conviction. 

It  will  be  observed  that  the  first  part  of  sec 
the  Aet  of  94  <c  26  Vict,  refers  expressly 
which  a  oai|viotion  has  been  obtained,  and  : 
tended  that  in  such  cases  no  order  by  the  Court 
saiy,  but  that  the  words  which  immediat 
"  AxtA  in  every  case  in  this  section  aforesaic 
before  whom  any  person  shall  be  tried  for  an; 
or  misdeaseanour  shall  have  power  to  award  ii 
time  write  of  restitution  foe  the  said  properl 
the  restitntion  thereof  in  a  summary  manner 
cases  of  acquittal,  and  that  in  such  cases  an 
as  was  now  applied  for  was  in  the  discreticn  o 
for  if  this  were  not  the  case  a  curious  anomaly 
— 1.<.,  that  where  a  prisoner  is  discharged  by  a 
the  prosecutor  may,  under  2  &  3  Vict.  < 
back  his  goods,  but  if  he  be  acquitted  b 
the  owner  is  left  to  his  chance  of  reoovcring  t 
action.  The  learned  judge  acceded  to  the  i 
and  virtually  held  that  the  words  referred 
to  cases  of  acquittal.  This  ruling  appears  not  i: 
with  the  language  of  the  section,  and  cerl 
siistent  with  sound  sense.  It  does  not  seem 
that  the  framers  of  the  Act  meant  that  tli 
should  be  so  construed,  for  it  appears  that 
section  in  question  was  before  a  Committee  of 
an  express  provision  was  inserted  to  the  effec 
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)oiit  might,  ia  iti  diwiBtion,  restore  |>ropert7,  althongh 
btjmNsen  wen  aoqnitted,  if  the  Oonrt  want  wtiafied 
lit  it  had  been  stolen;  bnt  this  proTiaion  wmi  stmok  oat 
bM  the  bQl  ntarned  to  the  Commoiu;  and  from  le- 
trb  made  bj  Xr,  G-reares  in  his  book  on  tbe  OtlminBl 
Iff  Acti,  it  doai  not  appear  that  the  Commona  atmek 
It  the  pNpoaad  pniriaion  from  any  notion  of  ila  inten- 
n  IwiDg  ainady  met  by  the  words  we  lUTe  qaoted. 
II  thii,  of  oonrae,  ia  perfeotly  irrelevant  to  a  judicial 
Itrpntation  of  tbe  enaotment;  and  in  thia  oaae  forta- 
tt^  to,  ainoe  in  the  nanlt  the  Benob,  dealing  with 
»l»re  letter  of  the  Aot,  baa  been  able  to  oonatme  it  aa 
tta,  periiapa,  than  ita  makers  intended  it  to  be. 


m   iSnOUD    I^W    OLEBKB    OF   IiimtPOOL,   at  S 

stiflg  hdd  on  the  8tii  nit.,  passed  a  naanimona  reao- 

■Tbittbis  meeting  of  the  artibled  oleiks  of  lirerpool 
31,  witk  mtpiiaa^  that  in  the  bill  now  before  PaiUa- 
It  {at  the  regalation  of  the  army  the  proTiaion  for 
■ptioo  &em  aerrice  in  the  militia  doea  not  extend  to 
sbd  derki,  and  that,  if  the  bill  in  its  present  atate  be- 
lt Uw,  they,  in  common  with  all  other  articled 
k%  win  be  abeolutely  depiiTed  of  their  right  to 
iptim  from  aerrice  in  the  militia,  which  ia 
\tni  by  the  43rd  section  of  the  43  Geo.  S, 
1^  and  that  onleas  a  daose  be  inserted  in  the 
Irthe  axaaiptiMi  of  artioled  law  deria  horn  aarring  in 
•Qitia,  they  aabmit  that  thdr  liability  tot  aocfa  aervioe 
HodattbelOth  aeotion  of  the  Attotneya  Act— the  38 
tTtiL  t.  m—iammtin,  and,  in  oaaee  of  actual  aer- 
fctheiaili^  will  matenally  interfere  with  the  doe 
kmdei  their  artidea  re<}aiied  by  that  atatnte,  and 
Biimciat  eaaential  lor  acquring  a  proper  biowledge  of 
|i>&t  as  attorneys  and  solidtora." 

feMifaithai  xaaolTed, — 

llMMopy  of  the  leaohition  be  a«nt  to  the  LiToraooI 
■MilLMr  Sooisty.and  to  Mr.  Gtares,  iriio  haa 
mnued  to  repieaent  the  viewa  of  the  Society  in  the 
gaf  Commons,  aad  to  the  Taiiona  Articled  Clerka' 

^pwiaion  in  th*  Aat  of  4>  George  S  exempted, 
■inaay  ether  psraona,  all  "artiolea  olarka  and 
Meet."  We  do  not  think  that  artMed  law  clerka 
MUtd  to  any  azemptioa  whieh  tiie  new  Aot  maj 
Mk  fit  to  extend  to  other  artioled  pupils  or  to 
MNa,  or  persona  in  aimllar  ttaiu*  tn^iiUarts,  bnt 
■•  osilaiBly  entifeled  to  be  no  mote  atringently 
^aod  we  an  i^ad  that  there  ia  aome  one  to  aee  to 


t  MBnOFOLITAir  OOUHTT  OovsiB'  Olibkb  haTO 
iM  a  petition  to  tbe  Jndioatnre  Oommiasion, 
t  ioith  their  gtiernnoe  in  not  being  deemed  oiTil 
>i  ■)  aa  to  be  entitled  to  snperannnation  allowaneea, 
%iiif  that  the  eommiaaieners  will  embody  in  their 
)a  Noonaendation  that  the  aaaiatant  olerks  of  the 
laiitan  ooonty  eonrts  may  be  deemed  "  oItU  ser- 
«( the  down  "and  entitled  to  the  benefit  of  the 
innation  Act,  ISS9.  Upon  this  snbjeot  a  oarreqwn- 
Mda  na  the  ftdkmlng  i— 

b  London  eoimty  oonrt  clerka  hare  bad  sereral 
prNenUy  with  Uie  view  of  obtaining  recognition  aa 
■vnta  of  the  Chwwn,  wtdoh  would  entitle  them  to 
pwdar  the  ' Siqraiiumuation  Act,  1859.'  These 
jpMw  led  to  inquines  aa  to  the  aaliojea  paid  at  the 
R'°*[ta,  and  some  Tery  onrioos  fiwts  naTe  been 
[ttahght  At  one  court  the  chief  cashier  ia  paid 
m  aamm  while  the  same  aerricea  at  another  are 
ttvmthiSMper  annum.  Between  theae  extiemea 
Jr."*"'*  *">  peid.  At  gome  courts  a  scale  of  annual 
H  fcr  a  |ev  years  eziata ;  at  others  tbe  aaliuy  paid  on 
PMnaina  unchanged  for  an  indefinite  period.  Some 
Ujarta  hare  been  twenty  years  in  the  aerrice  with 
F'*'>^r.  The  appointment  of  the  work  alao  ahowa 
[•wafiaa,  aome  oleAa  being  g^Mtly  orer-worked 
Wen  are  exaetly  the  reverae.  The  general  rule  of 
^^Dyaaniatity  otMerred  in  most  public  offioeaisnearly 
"^nd  paoniotaon  by  juniority  proTaila  in  nnnwroos 


eases.  In  one  case  a  fortunate  young  gentleman,  a  minort 
haa  recently  been  appointed  to  a  mce  anag  easy  place  at 
<S00  per  annum,  over  the  heada  of  nnmeroua  experienced 
aeniora  who  do  the  work.  In  another  case  a  young  lady 
clerk  receivea  £fiO  per  annum,  her  work  consiating  of  what 
an  crdinuy  derk  at  £100  per  annum  considers  about  one- 
fifth  of  his  work.  The  derka  appear  to  consider  that  theae 
few  fitota  indicate  aetata  of  thii^  whbh  requitea  looking 
into.  They  are  aooocdingly  aakinj^  the  Treeanty  to  adopt  a 
uniform  prosreaaiTe  scale  of  aalanea  bearing  some  propor- 
tion to  the  dntiea  end  reqtondbilitiea  of  the  Tarious  posi- 
tiotts." 

There  i«  oertainly  no  primd  fatit  neoettity  that  the 
same  office  sfaonld  reoelTO  the  same  salary  in  different 
diatriote,  beoanse  the  amount  and  difficulty  of  the  work 
may  Taiy  oonddenhly  with  the  logality.  We  hofb,  how- 
erer,  that  the  ooaplaints  now  made  will  reoeiTO  a  thorough 
sift^g. 

POOB  LAW  OF  1870. 
No.  1. 
It  ia  a  singular  thing  that,  while  there  were  sereral 
leaiOTal  oases    aolaea  of  eases  which  haa  become  oompa- 
latively  nure  of  late — then  was  only  one  rating  oaae  in 
the  kit  legal  year.    Feasibly  qnestiona  of  rating  were  not 
raised,  beoanae  the  pnblio  were  aangnine  enough  to  anti- 
eipate  that  in  the  coatee  of  the  pieeent  seaaion  the 
L^ialature,  inatigated  by  Sir  H.  Lopes,  would  deal  witJi 
tiie  whole  subject  of  rating  in  sooMbold  and  omnprehenaive 
meaanrei  bnt,  if  eo,  we  fear  that  aocih  antidpations  are 
doomed  to  diat^pointment;  for,  with  the  exception  of  soma 
Tague  promises,  indnding  that  of  a  Miniatwial  measure  for 
rating  OoTcmment  propertj,  and  a  bill  bnnight  in  by  a 
private  member  for  exempthig  charitable  institntiona  f ram 
poor-rates,  we  an  not  awan  M  any  impending  legislation 
onthesubjeot.  Those  who  an  aoqaainted  with  districts  in 
which  cxtendTe  GoTemment  estabUshmenta  are  situate 
know  well  what  injnatiae  their  exemption  worka  ;  and, 
with  regard  to  the  exemption  of  charitable  inatitutioua, 
we  can  onlyaaj  that,U  the  Bill  paaaea, it  will  ondo  much 
of  the  good  done  b7  Jone$T.  XJk*  Umnty  J)tei*  (IS  W.  R. 
1069),  and,  for  the  benefit  of  seseiona  lawyers,  will  raise 
again  the  nnmeraua  qneationa  aa  to  what  doea  and  what 
doea  not  faU  witiiin  the  exemption. 

The  rating  oaae  we  have  alladed  to  ia  the  iKfie  StorfAom 
Sariour  OommiiiMun  v.  ZMoiaf  (18  W.  B.  0.  L.  Dig. 
76,  L.  B.  5  Q.  B.  489).    The  qneetloa  then  waa,  whether 
the  oommiaaionen  for  improving  Shoreham  Harbour  were 
rateable  for  the  piers  of  tiie  harboot  at  a  value  enhanced 
by  tiie  receipt  of  harbour  dnee.    In  former  days  tbe  duee 
thamsdveewoald  have  been  rateable;  bnt  it  has  now  been 
long  bdd  that  tiiey  an  not  so,  unleaa  thqr  are  oonneoted 
with  the  ceeiqiatlon  of  land,  or,  to  pat  it  perhaps  mon 
aoonratdy,  anlaae  they  aotoalfy  ariie  from  the  oooupatioa 
of  k)oal  visible  property  wiUiin  the  pariah.    The  piera  at 
Shmnbam,  and  the  aoilon  which  they  wen  built,  were  veated 
in  the  commiadonera,  and  witboat  tike  {dera  the  channel  at 
the  entranoe  of  the  harboar  wotdd  ptobaUy  have  become 
choked  np,  the  reealt  of  which  wonld  have  bean  that  the 
commissioners  wonld  have  earned  less  dues,  or  no  dnea  at 
all,  fram  veaaela  using  tJie  harbour.     Bat  though  Mm 
oommiaaionera  wen  required  by  their  Act  to  acoat  this 
channd,  it  waa   not  veeted  in  them;  and  thenfore, 
though  the  maintenance  of  the  pica  might  be  eeaential 
to  the  earning  of  tiie  dues,  yet  it  reenlted  in  preserving 
what  did  not  belong  to,  and  waa  not  oooapied  by,  the 
oommisdonen — ^via.,  the  channeL    Blaokbarn,  J.,  illus- 
trated the  podtion  of  things  hf  supposing  fen  land,  liable 
to  inondation,  being  protected  by  an  embankment  kept 
np  by  a  charge  on  the  land;  and  then  the  parish  in  whioh 
the  embankment  was  dtuate  rating  it  at  an  enhanced 
valne,  beeaase  without  it  the  fen  land  wonld  be  drowned. 
In  either  of  theee  casee  the  sabject  of  occupation,  vis.,  the 
pien  or  tbe  embankment,  would  be  of  valne  for  the  pre- 
servation of  remunerative  property  elsewben,  and  in  no 
other  sense ;  bnt  the  oonneotion  of  the  two  would  be  too 
remote  to  enhance  the  value  of  oocupation  of  the  piers  or 
the  embankment.    The  dues  coold  not  be  aaid  to  aria« 
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out  of  the  ooonpwtiai  of  the  pint,  though  they  oonld  not 
Iwre  beon  earned  withoat  them,  any  moie  than  the 
pioflta  of  a  mine  other  than  a  coal  mine  and  oonie- 
qaaotly,  like  mete  toUj,  not  rateable — conld  be  eaid  to 
ariae  oat  of  the  ooonpatton  of  a  sea-wall  wbioh  mif  ht  be 
neoessary  to  pnitaot  the  mine  from  innndatioo.  The 
tenant  of  thepien  nippoeed  by  the  Paroehial  Awiwiiiiiiiit 
Act  «onld  hare  got  no  part  of  the  dtiee ;  and  tU*  short 
groand  alone  seems  enough  to  warrant  the  deeision  of 
the  Court  that  tiie  dues  were  not  to  be  taken  into  Mooont 
in  rating  the  piera.  If  they  had  decided  otherwiae,  we 
imagine  the  Oonit  would  hare  been  pnnled  to  say  what 
proportion  of  them  onght  to  be  so  taken  into  aoeoont 
While,  howerer,  thoioaghly  agreeing  in  the  deeision,  we 
oonfesa  onraelres  unable  to  see  why,  in  the  nature  of 
tUngs,  and  apart  from  the  narrow  oonsti  action  of  the 
Statute  of  Blizabeth,  toUt  and  dues  should  not  be  sabjeot 
to  rates;  and  we  trust  we  may  yet  see  them,  and  a  good 
many  other  things,  brought  within  the  soope  of  rating 
law,  and  made  to  baar  their  share  of  what  should  be  a 
general  burden. 

Besides  the  remoyal  cases,  which  we  shall  deal  with  in 
our  next  number,  there  were  last  year  three  other  deoisiotta 
on  Poor  Law  questions— ris.,   Th«  Jfallint    Uititn  t. 
Graham  (18  W.  B,  674)  ;  £aive$  r.  Tht  Clntrehivardeiu, 
Jf'f.,    of  ArUef    (18    W.   B.   298);    and    TKemt  t. 
Altop  (18  W.  B.  454).    The  two  former  esses  mere^ 
deserve  a  passing  notice  at  our  hands.    In  the  first  (rf 
them  the  Court  of  Common  Pleas  held  that  an  appoint- 
ment by  guardians  to  the  office  of  poor-rate  o^eetor 
under  7  <c  8  ^ct.  o.  101,  s.  62,  was  ineonsistant  with 
aad  reToked  a  preTions  election  of  the  same  person  by  the 
parish    to  be    aasistant-orerseer  and  collect  poor-rates, 
under  67  Geo.  8,  o.  13,  s.  7;  and  in  the  second,  the  same 
Oonrt  held  that  the  failure  to  obtain  relief  from  an  aa- 
seesment  committee,  which  is  now  (by  27  ic  S8  Viot.  c.  39, 
e.  1)  a  condition  precedent  to  the  right  to  appeal  against 
a  rate,  is  the  teminvt  a  g%u>  iat  calculating  the  time  for 
appealing  to  the  quarter  seanons.    Thomat  r.  Altop,  how- 
eTer.deserres  a  fuller  notice.    There  the  question  was, 
under  what  dreumstanoes  a  husband  can  be  compelled  to 
contribute  to  the  maintenance  of  his  wife  when  she  is 
living  apart  from  him  ?     By  the  Poor  Law  Act  of 
Will.  4,  relief  given  to  the  wife  ia  to  be  ooneidered  aa 
relief  given  to  the  husband,  and  by  the  Amendment 
Act  of  1868  (81  ft  82  Vict  o.  122,  s.  88),  the  husband 
may  be  compelled  to  contribute  to  her  relief  whera 
she  requiree  it  without  him.    Before  this  salutary  prori- 
Mioo  the  husband  could  only  have  been  prooeeded  against 
under  the  Vagxant  Act  for  "  wilfully  refusing  or  ne- 
glecting "  to  Maintain  her;  and  in  lianagtm  v.  Biihtp- 
irearnumth  (6  W.  B.  88,  37  L.  J.  M.  C.  46),  it  was  decided 
that  a  husband  could  not  be  oonvioted  tmder  that  Act 
who  had  offered  to  take  his  wife  baok  and  treat  her 
kindly,  she  having  left  him,  and  being  afraid  to  return 
CO  him  on  account  of  his  violence.  In  the  preeent  ease  the 
facta   were  exactly  similar,    but    the  Aat,  which  said 
nothing  about  wilfally  refusing,  was  diHerent ;  and  the 
Court  of  Queen's  Bench  considered  that,  as  the  jtisticee 
had  found  upon  evidence  which  satisfied  them  that  it 
would  he  injiuions  to  the  wife's  health  to  return  to  oo- 
habitation,  they  had  jurisdiction  to  order  the  husband  to 
contribute  to  her  maintenance,  notwithstanding  his  offer 
to  take  her  back  and  treat  her  welL    The  wife,  it  may  be 
ol»«rved,  had  left  her  husband  no  less  than  sixteen  years, 
and  it  eertainly  does  seem  rather  difficult  to  imagine 
what  the  evidence  was  which  satisfied  the  justices  that  it 
would  be  dangerous  for  her  to  return  to  him.    But  stQl, 
justices  with  their  local  knowledge,  whioh  as  a  matter  of 
fact,  is  not,  and  indeed  cannot  be,  altogether  shut  out 
from  the  consideration  of  the  evidence  in  cases  like  the 
present,  are  far  the  best  judges  on  such  a  point.    If  the 
summons  oould  always  be  got  rid  of  h7  <tn  offer  of  main- 
tenance, many  a  woman  might  have  to  choose  between 
return  to  cohabitation  with  a  savage  and  starvation;  and 
in  snch  a  case  the  ordinary  rule  of  law,  that  a  wife 
-who  has  justifiably  left  her  husband  can  pledge  his  credit 


for  nsuBsuailes  would  not  avail  her,  for  the  mrsge  woitt 
probaUy  have  no  ot«Ut,  though  he  might  And  wi«»- 
withal  to  pay  under  pnasoie  of  an  order  of  pM^ 
sasslona. 


NOTES  OH    THB  MABBIED  WOMEK'S  FB0P£B1T 
ACT,  1870. 
No.  in. 
The  diaerepanqy  between  section  7  of  the  VuM 
Women's  Property  Act  and  its  marginal  not*  ii  t  nm^ 
pleoe  of  slovenly  drafting,  attributable,  wesappaH,totlie 
draftsman  employed  by  their  Lordships  who  Mttlid  tlw 
altered  bill.    The  marginal  note  says,  **  Psctooal  jm- 
party  ooming  to  a  married  woman  to  be  her  owe,"  vkile 
the  section  itself  falls  oonsiderably  sibort  of  so  SBinnd 
an  enactment.    It  enaots  that  where  a  womso,  tuiM 
after  the  9th  of  Augnst,1870,  ahall,dningherasnii|«. 
become  entiUed  to  any  perttnml  frtpertf  as  ntxtolia 
or  oB«  of  the  next  of  kin  of  an  intestate,  such  isopn^ 
ahidl,  subject,  <rf  course,  to  any  settlement,  belong  ti  htr 
for  her  separate  use;   bnt  where  she  beconus  edM 
under  any  deed  or  will  the  separate  tiae  enactment  iim- 
flned  to  "  any  «««i  of  moiuy  not  exceeding  £200."  b 
point  of  faot,  we  believe  that  the  intention  of  their  Imil- 
ships  (it  was  Ute  in  the  session,  and  the  OoBmooidii 
no  more  than  hand  bMk  the  bill  which  esms  dovs  I 
them)  was  that  if  a  ionar  meant  to  give  to  wpu* 
use   he  might  be  expected  to   say  ao,  and  U  he  Hii 
not   said   so,    then,    upon    a   premmptiott    thit   te 
did  not  mean  so,  the  Legidatare  ought  not  t«  iits- 
fere.  However,  Lord  Bomilly,  in  ordar  to  seenie  to  vim 
sums   which  would    be    too  amall  for  settlemeat,  ii- 
tioduced  this  proviso;  and  no  doubt  the  limit  of  ;£iOOv» 
selected  because  £200  is  the  smaUeatmun  wMah  the  Cost 
of  Ohanoery  will  pay  out  on  a  wife'a  watvii^  hat  e#T 
to  a  settiemeot,  withoat  requiring  bear  to  be  aeparst^ 
examined.    This  was  the  history  of  the  section,  bat,  > 
course,  in  interpreting  the  legal  effeot  of  its  pfaneeolic 
its  mere  Parliamentary  history  is  irrelevant. 

The  result  is  that  any  pwsonalty  whatsver,  moQ, 
jewels,  leasshdds,  or  anything  else,  oomfasg  to  the  wft 
under  an  intestacy,  will  beoome  her  aeparate  p«>r>9> 
bat  where  die  takee  ander  a  daed  or  will  the  Mpu*''* 
is  confined  within  the  narrow  limits  of  "a  son  « 
money  "  not  exceeding  £300.  ThxtM  it  ia  quite  oletttW 
a  bequest,  say  of  leaseholds  or  f  umitara,  would  net  ti* 
a  separate  property.and  we  take  it  th»t  no  alookerd^ 
of  any  kind  would  be  included.  It  haa  (rften  '>*^'Jn 
that  stocks  and  shares  are  not  comprehended  by  aiNilH 
of  "  money  "  (ace,  for  instanoe.  Bttkctm,  v.  Suttn,  IJ 
Yes.  827;  lane  v.  Tlunuu,  6  D.  U.  *  G.  815),  tad  W 
expreesion, "  a  sum  of  money,"  is  stQl  narrower.  I 

One  or  two  queations  have  ooouired  to  ns  (and  doa«^ 
lass  there  are  others  behind)  aa  ariaing  on  tfaa  coortiw 
tion  of  Lord  Bomilly's  proviso,  and  it  may  be  omM  « 
Mdl  thepraotitionar's  attention  to  thoee. 

In  the  first  plaoe,  taking  the  oase  of  a  lep^ 
£1,000,  the  £1,000  of  ooorae  does  not  beoome  the** 
separate  property;  but  we  have  heard  doubts  cxf^ 
whether  the  Act  is  not  to  be  tiAen  to  Iwve  iatarfendi 
such  a  case  with  the  old  rule  under  whioh  the  «< 
would  have  her  equity  to  a  settlement  out  of  tha  £l|W 
Waoertidnly  do  not  think  the  section  can  be  read  i 
enacting  that  £300  shall  be  carved  ont  of  the  £1.009 
separate  property,  or  as  impliedly  abolishing  the  eq« 
to  a  settlement  in  such  a  oase.  We  imagine  tiut,  <* 
this  £1,000,  the  old  rule  of  equity  ai>plies  piadit^ 
before,  and  that  the  £1,000  becomes  the  husba^e.  N 
ject  to  the  wife's  eqoity  to  a  settiement. 

Suppose,  however,  that,  in  oonsequenoe  of  large  di 
owing  by  testator,  the  £1,000  legaoy  is  in  faot  " 
£160  whioh  the  executor  isaoeoidinglycMMly  topay 
this  £160,  as  "  a  sum  of  money  under  £300  "  to 
the  wife  Is  "entitled  under  a  will,"  to  be  her 
property?    The  wife  b  "entitied,"  so  far  as  ths 
tor's  intentions  have  gone,  to  get  £1,000.  bat  the 


Digitized  by 


Google 


Mar.  26, 1871.  THE  SOLICITORS'  JOURNAL  &  REPORTER. 


S81 


f  bit  ftopmtf  >t  bb  dMth  prerin  tt  ber  gettiny  mm*  than 
itiliO.  CJribonld  we  not  mj,  the  testator  inttnded 
(ttobeentitlad  to  £1,000,  bat  she  U  Hot  entitled  to 
ion  thsn  £150.  It  ii  quite  open  to  the  Coart,  in  oon- 
mng  the  void*  of  the  Motion  "  entitled  to  any  mm  of 
lODt;  ander  4200,"  to  take  for  the  teat  of  amoant  the 
iUuliam  whieh  it  becomes  the  dnty  of  exeoator  or 
lutee  to  buid  orer  to  the  wife.  We  cannot  commit 
umItm  to  a  prediotion  that  the  Court  will  adopt  this 
«ir,  bnt  it  is  at  least  recommended  by  the  consideration 
at  it  leans  fewer  doubts  open  thsn  any  other.  This 
patting  a  legaqy  upon  the  same  footing  as  a  residue. 
Ve  molt  also  notice  a  farther  question  as  to  the  eon- 
metion  of  the  word  "  entitled,"  which  may  arise  in  the 
H  of  interests  which  are  rsTersionaiy,  or  at  any  rate  not 
nedistely  possessory.  Where,  for  instance,  some  deed 
viQ  has  been  madeprivr  to  the  marriage  under  which 
mm  of  monqr  under  jE200  becomes  payable  to  the 
nan  afler  the  marriage.  In  searching  for  someprincipls 
spplj  to  these  cases,  one  feels  a  natural  disposition  to 
ih  at  once  to  the  decisioas  which  hare  been  given  on 
lilatqaeationtarising  outof  settlement^joTenants  to  set- 
aitet-saqniied  property.  There  have  been  cases  (such  aa 
t/ttf  T.  Humpage,  1  Beav.  46,  and  Janet  t.  D*rtMt, 
lesT.  177)  which  have  gone  the  length  of  mHng  that 
m  a  woman  was  when  she  mwried  entitled  in  pcasea- 
i,tbat  property  was  oomprised  within  a  oorenant  for 
inent  of  property  to  which  she  should  become  entitled 
ia;  coTsrture ;  this  was  under  colour  that  the  hns- 
i  on  the  marriage  became  entitled  in  his  wife's  right; 
ithae  cases  are  iirelerant  to  the  construction  of  the  en- 
Mntnowbefdrana;  moreoverthey  are  notnow  followed. 
Jdisnoellor  Stuart,  indeed.in  ifcJ7«^*«'  ThuU  (4  Gift 
BiW'OTed  the  two  oases  just  mentioned,  bnt  there  is  aa 
P'iiniiig  arrsy  of  authority  the  other  way  (see,  for 
m»,OtUr  T.  MelviUe,  2  D.  G.  4c  Sm.  257 j  Areher 
*%.8W.  K.684,  lDr.*Sm.800jand.B«Jr(M»ii«'« 
Ri.  J.  7  Bq.  281, 17  W.  E.  Oh.  Dig.  6).  Coyenant 
■rein  probtkbly  be  largely  cited  in  questions  under 
'  "■''"wnt,  bnt  they  are  hardly  iit  pari  materiS; 
^wns  of  covenant  include  various  other  phrases 
In  the  bare  words  of  this  enactment;  the  recitals, 
iWighed  with  the  Court,  and  the  Court  could  specn- 
Ha  to  the  intentions  of  private  settlors  in  a  manner 
K  they  cannot  do  in  the  case  of  the  present  legisla- 
•ttlMMnt.  In  Sroei*  v.  Xeith  (1  Dr.  Sc  Sm.  462), 
"TV.  ibi^  (hH.  *up.),  and  Spring  v.  PHde  (12 
&  893),  eontingent  interests  existing  at  the  marriage 

Twting  subsequently,  and  reversionary  interests 
rag  at  the  marriage  and  falling  into  possession 
•IMntly,  were  held  to  be  within  the  covenant;  but 
lew  and  similar  oases  there  were  additional  words. 
'»'"*M*lw."  "oometo,"  "become  possessed  of," 
•aim  were  regarded  by  the  Court  as  contemplating 
K-nuptial  chang»  in  the  character  of  a  pre-existing 
■*  (see  Areltr  v.  J>Ky,  at  p.  805).  Speaking 
*w7>  one  may,  perhaps,  gather  from  these  oases  a 
■rtion  to  hold  that  property  to  which  a  wife  "  be- 
•  eotiUsd  during  coverture"  indndes  the  falUng 
iPMmsiou  of  an  interest  existing  previously  only  as 
**jm  or  «zpeot*noy.  But  Lord  BomiUy,  in  He 
•W*   nuit*   («M.    «9>),    distinguished    between 

"w  imvease  in  the  value  of  existing  pro- 
R  and  held  that  on  this  view  a  large  sum 
1^  in  subsequently  to  the  marriage  on  some  pre- 
fer tontine  debentures  was  not  included  in  a  settle- 
^•woant.  For  oar  own  port  it  appears  to  us  to  be 
west  oooatriMtian  of  the  present  enactment  to  hold 
I^Moadng  entitled  "  indndes  the  transmutation  of 
^P*°taat  interest  into  a  possessory  interest ;  in  this 
M  wwrsioo  dropping  in  after  marriage  would  create 
Pte  property  if  nnder  the  limit  of  value;  ifateeta- 
Pm  before  the  marriage  leaving  the  woman  an  im- 
'**  ^'fTy  that  wonU  be  a  sum  to  which  she  was 

"•  reeder  who  danree  a  larger  rafereooe  to  this  close  of 
•"•ytsmtoM  8.  J.  4. 


entitled  before  the  marriage,  though  the  bequest  might 
not  be  assented  to  till  afterwards. 

The  case  of  A«  SliMUton',  Will  (16  W.  R.  1107), 
suggests  another  question.  There  the  limit  in  a  settle- 
ment oovenant  was  £500,  and  the  wife  took  under  a  will 
a  legaqy  of  £200,  and  under  the  name  will  a  share  of 
residue  amountiog  to  more  than  £o00.  Yice-ClianceUor 
Giffard  held  that  since  these  two  sums,  thouxh  aeoming 
under  the  same  instrument,  name  by  different  titles, 
they  were  not  to  be  lumped  togrether  for  the  purpoees  of 
the  oovenant ;  and  consequently  the  legacy  escaped  - 
the  operation  of  the  oovenant.  This  is  a  qneetion  on 
which  much  might  be  urged  to  the  contrary,  bnt  should 
a  WHrresponding  ease  occur  under  the  Act  this  dedaioa 
would  be  genninely  in  pan  materid. 

We  have  thtu  discussed  some  more  doubts  under 
this  new  statute.  We  do  not  pretend  to  pronounce 
decisive  opinions  on  such  doubtful  paints,  but  practi- 
tioners whonwy  have  to  advise  on  caeea  under  the  Act 
may  be  glad  to  have  the  doubts  merely  pointed  out 


AECBNI  DECISIONS. 
EQUITY. 

JODOHBNTS  AOIS— DXLIVBBT  IK  EXSOUTIOX.* 

Okampnegs  v.  BurUmd,  YJO.S.,  19  W.  B.  148. 

Every  case  reported  under  the  Judgment  Acts  shows 
what  a  iKqpeless  and  disgraceful  mass  these  Acts  are. 
Judge  after  judge  has  wearily  remarked  on  the  utter 
impossibility  ot  making  any  sense  out  of  this  statute 
law  as  it  now  stands.  The  1st  section  of  the  last  Act 
(27  &  98  Vict.  0. 112)  enaots,  thi^  "  no  judgment  .... 
tk<M  affect  kOl-j  land  of  whatever  tenure  until  snob  land 
shall  have  been  aehuMif  delivered  in  exeeutien  by  virtue 
of  a  writ  of  elegit  or  other  lawful  antliority  in  pursuance 
of  such  judgment." 

What  Is  the  operation  of  27  &  28  Viet.  o.  112  in  those 
cases,  numerous  enough,  in  which  the  debtor's  interest 
is  not  one  which  oan  be  "  actually  deli  varied,"  a  mere 
equitable  interest,  for  instance  ?  As  Lord  Bomilly  said, 
in  Re  Vuie  of  WevecutU,  18  W.  B.  8,  L.  B.  8  Eq.  706: 
"  What  the  intention  of  the  Legislature  was,  in  intro- 
dooing  these  words,  and  making  the  aotoal  delivery  a 
condition  {Hwcedent  for  the  order  of  sale,  it  is  impossible 
to  surmise ;"  but  at  any  rate,  when  tlie  debtor's  interest 
is  of  such  a  nature,  the  creditor  is  debarred  from  the 
remedy  of  obtaining  a  sale  of  the  debtor's  interest  by 
petition  under  the  Act,  nor  has  he  any  charge  under  the 
Act  1  &  2  Viet.  o.  110  (s.  18).  Lord  BomiUy,  in  the 
Duie  of  NeweaetWe  eate,  declines  expressing  any  opinion 
as  to  the  extent  to  which  the  Court  of  Equity  can  >aid  the 
creditor  under  snchcircamstanoes.  But  there  is  a  remedy 
for  the  creditor  by  bill,  though  a  roondabont  one.  Vice- 
Chancellor  Wood  said,  in  Ouett  v.  Cmhridge  RaUway 
Gtmpang  (16  W.  B.  507),  that  one  really  could  not  read 
the  words  "  no  judgment  shall  aSsot  any  land,  ko.,"  as 
annulling  the  equity  jurisdiction  to  assist  on  bill  filed; 
bnt  in  the  same  case  the  Vice-Chancellor  observed  that 
there  was  no  help  for  it,  but  the  plaintiff  must  show  that 
he  has  complied  with  all  the  formalities  required  by  law, 
so  far  ae  he  possibly  can,  even  to  the  length  of  placing 
his  writ  in  the  sheriff's  hands,  though  it  is  a  mathe- 
matical certain^,  from  the  value  of  the  debtor's  intetest, 
that  the  return  will  be  "  nMa  tona." 

The  present  case  may  be  consnlted  as  a  preoedent,  by 
jndgment  creditors  placed  in  a  difSonlty  by  the  wretched 
condition  of  tiie  Acts,  becauss  the  judgment  creditor 
here  filed  his  UU,  and  obtained,  by  a  sale  of  the  debtor's 
interest,  the  relief  he  wanted.  The  debtor's  interest  in 
tihe  land  was  merely  a  mortgagor's  equity  of  redemption. 
The  land,  of  coarse,  could  not  be  deliveied  to  the  sheriff. 
Immediately  after  the  sheriff  had  made  his  return  to  tha 
wilt,  the  mortgagor  gave  to  the  mortgagee,  who  was  her 

•  See  also  13  S.  J.  811. 
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solicitor,  a  memorandam  directing  bim  to  sell,  and  oat 
of  the  proceeds  pay  htHself  his  mortgage  money  and  a 
rubsequejit  debt,  and  then  hand  the  balance  to  the  elegit 
creditor.  The  elegit  creditor  having,  as  we  hare  seen, 
complied  with  all  the  formalities,  filed  his  bill  to  redeem 
the  mortgagee,  and  foreclose  the  mortgagor,  and  resisted 
the  mortgagee's  claim  to  tack  the  subsequent  debt  secured 
by  the  memorandam.  Yice-Chancellor  Stuart  held  that 
the  elegit  creditor  was  clearly  entitled  to  the  whole  of 
the  debtor's  interest — viz.,  the  clear  balanoe  after  paying 
off  the  mortgage,  irrespective  of  the  subsequent  debt. 
This  decision  is  undoubtedly  correct.  Few,  however,  of 
the  Vice-Chancellor's  brethren  on  the  bench  will  agree 
with  him  in  thinking  that  the  Aot  has  been  "  carefully 
framed  "  in  its  reference  to  delivery  in  execution.  No 
thanks  to  the  Act,  the  old  remedial  doctrines  of  the 
Court  of  Equity  prove  elastic  enough  to  enable  the 
Court  to  pilot  the  creditor  past  this  bungling  mess  of 
legislation,  though  by  a  roundabout  way.  These  enact- 
ments are  simply  a  disgrace  to  the  Statute-book. 

Compensation    foe   Coals    improperly  taken    bt 

owneb  of  adjoining  mine. 

Ll^nvi    Company  t.   Brogden,  V.  C.  B.,  19  W.  E.  196  ; 

Jtgon  V.  Vivian,  L.  C.  ib.  365. 

Coal  improperly  taken,  like  timber  improperly  felled, 
belongs  to  the  owner  of  the  first  estate  of  inheritance, 
who  is  entitled  in  equity  to  an  inquiry  how  much  coal 
was  taken,  and  to  an  account  of  its  value.  Cases  of  this 
character,  from  the  nature  of  mining  operations,  are 
continually  occurring,  and  the  Court  deals  with  them 
whenever  they  come  before  it,  upon  a  different  principle 
when  the  coal  is  taken  ignorantly,  or  under  a  bond  fide 
belief  of  right,  and  when  it  is  taken  fraudulently,  with 
full  knowledge  on  the  taker's  part  that  he  is  doing  wrong 
or.  in  other  words,  committing  a  robbery. 

The  cases  illustrative  of  this  difference  of  principle 
will  be  found  collected  in  the  judgments  of  Vice-Chan- 
cellor Malina  in  Hilton  v.  Woods,  (15  W.  R.  1105,L.  R. 
4  Eq.  429,  440),  and  in  the  judgment  of  Vice-Chanoellor 
Bacon  in  Llynvi  Comnpany  v.  Brogden  (»«/>).  They  oon- 
sidered  that  when  coal  is  taken  under  a  supposed  right  the 
taker  will  be  liable,  at  the  suit  of  the  owner,  to  account  for 
the  value  of  the  coals  taken,  as  if  he  had  bought  them  in 
situ — I.e.,  at  their  market  value;  allowing,  however,  all 
expenses  of  winning,  getting,  and  bringing  it  to  bank.  In 
other  words,  while  he  cannot  be  allowed  to  retain  any  of 
the  property,  he  will  not  be  made  to  bear  any  loss,  as 
regards  the  coal  itself.  On  the  other  hand,  when  the  ooal 
has  been  improperly  taken,  the  only  allowance  will  be  the 
coat  of  bringing  it  to  bank.  The  cost  of  bringing  it  to 
bank  will  be  allowed,  because  that  is  an  expense  which 
the  owner  must  have  incurred  ;  but  the  cost  of  winning 
and  getting  it  will  not  be  allowed — a  most  important 
difference  to  the  pocket  of  the  wrong-doer.  Llynvi  Com- 
pany V.  Brogden  (tup.)  shows  what  the  power  of  the 
decree  will  be  in  such  a  case. 

In  Jegon  t.  Vivian  (rup.)  the  Lord  Chancellor  appears 
to  have  thought  the  above  rule,  in  the  case  of  ooal 
wrongfully  taken,  somewhat  illogical,  because  it  gives 
the  owner  not  only  the  value  of  the  ooal  in  titii,  but 
also  the  expense  of  winning  and  getting  it,  thus  putting 
bim  in  a  better  position  than  before  the  trespass.  The 
rule  may  not  be  equitable,  but  the  origin  of  it  is  to  be 
sought  in  the  intention  of  the  Court  to  punish  the 
wrong-doer,  by  leaving  him  to  bear  the  expense  of  the 
trespass.  The  Court,  however,  as  it  appears  from  Jegon 
V.  Vivia7i,  in  determining  whether  the  expenses  of 
winning  and  getting  the  coal  come  or  do  not  come  under 
the  head  of  such  allowances,  will  not  inquire  what  the 
taker's  motive  was,  and  whether  the  trespass  was  wilful 
or  not,  but  simply  whether  he  acted  under  a  reasonable 
olaim  of  title.  Of  course  no  empty  assertion  of  title 
will  suffice  ;  but  the  Court  is  not  disposed  to  deal  out 
to  the  trespasser  the  somewhat  hard  measure  of  dis- 
all'jwing  his  outlay  in  winning  and   getting  the  coal. 


unleas  it  appear  that  he  was  a  mere  trespaw 
bond  fide  question  as  to  title  was  pending,  ia  i 
he  will  only  be  allowed  the  expense  o!  laUioj 


Liquidator— Solicitor— Pakxh 

He  Unicerial  Private  Tflegraph  Compuny, 
19  W.  R.  297. 
It  is  as  well  that  there  should  be  a  reported 
even  for  a  self-evident  proposition.  Eor  w 
as  a  self-evident  proposition  that  a  soUcitoi 
partnership  with  the  liquidator,  or,  as  in 
instance,  with  one  of  the  liquidators,  should 
ployed  as  the  solicitor  for  the  winding  q{ 
consent  to  act  without  remuneration  for 
sional  services.  In  this  particular  case  tl 
ment  would  have  been  unobjectionable;  but 
policy  to  establish  an  invariable  rale  in  case 
admit  exceptions,  would  involve  inqiflries 
eonal  character.  Thus,  as  the  Master  of  t 
served,  the  Court  never  pays  out  money  to 
tee  ;  and  the  result  of  this  rule  being  ii 
that  it  is  no  imputation  on  the  cbaracte 
tmstee  when  the  Court  refuses  to  pay  on 
him.  The  above  rule  applies  where  the 
being  wound  up  by  the  Court,  or  under  the 
of  the  Court.  Where  a  company  ia  bein; 
voluntarily  the  liquidators  are  free  to  en 
they  will  for  their  solicitor  ;  but  any  oonti 
thought  the  arrangement  objectionable  migl 
bend,  apply  to  the  Court  under  section  138 
panies  Aot,  1862,  in  respect  of  it. 


COMMON  LAW. 


Metropolis  Management  Act,  1862 — Ge 

OF  BUILDINOS— EFFEOT  OF  ARCHITECT'S  Cf 

Simpion,  Appellant;  Smith,  RetponderU,  C.l 
355. 

This  case,  though  it  only  amounts  to  f  n  i 
of  a  single  section  of  an  Act  of  Parliam 
notice  from  the  frequent  occurrence  of  the  t 
it  is  applicable,  and  also  on  account  of  the 
opinion  which  appears  to  prevail  between  tl 
the  Queen's  Bench  and  of  the  Common  1 
point  decided. 

By  the  143rd  section  of  18  &  19  Vict,  c 
provided  that  no  building  in  the  metro] 
without  consent  of  the  board,  be  erected 
regular  line  of  buildings  ''  in  the  street, 
was  made  for  determining  what  was  the  re 
buildings.  This  section  was  repealed  by  th< 
of  25  &  26  Vict.  c.  102,  which  contained 
similar  enaotmentagainst  building  beyond  tl 
line  of  buildings;  "  such  general  line  to  be 
the  architect  of  the  board.  Upon  this,  qi 
arisen  whether  the  architect's  decision  n 
after  the  building  complained  of  has  beei 
also  whether,  when  given,  it  is  finaL  In 
upon  it  (St.  Oeorge't,  Hanover-squart,  v. 
W.  B.  832)  in  the  Common  Fleas,  one  of 
raised  by  the  magistrate  who  stated  the 
opinion  of  the  Court  was  whether  the  certi 
architect  was  final,  and  the  Court  held  it  ^ 
this  question  was  not  really  material  to  tl 
the  case,  as  the  magistrate  thought,  and 
held  rightly,  that  the  building  there  oomp 
not  a  building  within  the  meaning  of  the 
next  case  {Bauman  v.  The  Vestry  of  St.  Pan. 
904,  L.  R.  2  Q.  B.  528),  two  questions  were 
magistrate  for  the  opinion  of  the  Courl 
Bench — first,  whether  a  certificate  of  the  a: 
after  complaint  was  within  the  meaning 
and,  secondly,  whether  it  was  final.  It  d 
ever,  distinctly  appear  whether  the  magistrat 
the  architect  in  opinion  as  to  what  was  the 
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(  not,  but  it  rather  Menu  that  he  did.  The  Court  held 
tk(  ewtUtotte  a  good  imO)  and  expreaied  an  opinien  that 
k*M  flnal.  Hart  came  the  oaie  of  Th«  Wandinorth 
Jmi  of  Wtrki  v.  Batt  (17  W.  B.  856,  L.  B.  4  0.  P.  86), 
B  the  Ooort  of  Oommon  Pleaa,  wh«n,  afain,  the  aiehi- 
art  bad  not  deotded  any  line  till  after  oomplaint,  bnt  Che 
Mgiitiate  agreed  with  him  la  the  deoiaion  benltimately 
tn  «  to  what  waa  the  line.  The  Oonrt  then  ex- 
rawd  their  adherenoe  to  their  own  opinion  in  Sparram't 
t$t,  bot  they  pointed  oat  that  the  point  did  not  really 
riia,  inamnoh  as  the  magistrate  agreed  with  the  arohi* 
Mt,  K  that,  whether  the  deoiaion  of  the  arohiteot  waa 
lal  or  vot,  an  order  onght  to  be  made.  Then  oame  the 
HMnt  oaae,  where  the  point  waa  diafeinotly  raiaed 
liMtber  the  oertilleate,  made  after  the  boilding,  waa 
sal  or  not,  beeanae  the  maglatrate  deoided  the  oaae,  not 
ihiaown  jadgment,  bnt  on  the  ground  that  he  waa 
gond  by  tlie  deoiaion  of  the  arohiteot.  The  Coart  have 
tw  hdd  that  he  waa  not  lo  bonnd.  Whether  the  Coart 
IQoeen'a  Benoh  wonld  follow  tbia  deoiaion  or  their  own 
nriona  opinion  oannot,  of  ooarae,  be  prediotad;  bnt,  on 
k«  who1»,  it  may  be  assamed  that  the  true  atate  of  the 
nr  is  that,  upon  complaint  being  made  to  a  maglatrate, 
t  ii  his  doty  to  ascertain — first,  that  some  line  has  been 
dded  npon  by  the  aichiteot,  becanse  otherwise  he  haa 
a  jnrisdiotion  to  make  any  order;  in  the  next  plaoe, 
Bhoogh  he  nuy  aot  on  the  decision  of  the  arohiteot  as 
Aieat  eridenoe  of  what  the  general  line  ia,  he  ia,  at 
Ssreots  when  the  deeiaioa  haa  been  girea  after  the 
l!ldiB{,  not  boand  to  aot  npon  it,  but  mast  consider  the 
M  for  himself,  hewring  evidenoe  apon  the  point  if  ten- 
Mi,  sod  f«Hrm  ilia  own  judgment.  If  his  own  jndg- 
totapesa  with  the  arohiteot's  decision,  he  ia  bonnd  to 
Mb  die  order,  otherwise  not.  It  has,  howerer,  nerer 
fi  hen  deoided  whether  a  deoiaion  of  the  arohiteot, 

f«Woie  the  building  complained  of  waa  commenoed, , 
hil«  notk    The  greater  part  of  the  reaaoning  of  the 
Mpi  h  the  present  oeae  would  not  apply  to  thia  oaae. 


LlBCEHT  BT  SEBVAXT. 

Jteg.  ▼.  Oaoke,  O.C.B.,  19  W.  B.  889. 
Thia  oaae  ia  important  aa  orermllng  Beg.  t.  Th*mp*tii 
(11  W.  B.  41,  8t  L.  J.  M.  0.  67).  In  eaoh  oaae  the 
priaoner  being  aamnt  to  the  proaeontor,  and  employed 
aa  sooh  to  mite  pajmenta  on  hia  aooonnt,  had,  by  a  false 
repreawitation  ol  ihe  amoont  dae,  obtained  from  his 
employer  a  larger  anm  than  waa  actually  doe,  and  had 
appropriated  this  surplus.  In  eaoh  case  he  waa  convioted 
of  huoonyt  but  in  the  earlier  case  it  was  held  that  he 
waa  wioogly  oonrioted,  and  that  hia  offence  was  that  of 
falae  pietenaee;  in  the  case  now  noticed  the  oonTiotion 
was  held  ri^t,  and  that,  on  the  plain  and  well-estab- 
lished ground  that  the  poaaeaaion  ol  the  serrant  was  the 
poasoaaion  of  the  maater  (die  money  being  reealTed  by 
Urn  from  the  maater),  and  that  hia  appropriation  of  the 
money  waa  therefore  a  feloniona  taldng.  It  was,  indeed, 
ingeniooaly  anggeated  by  BorUl,  C.J.,  that  "  Bag.  v. 
Thamp$»n  tamed  on  the  question  whether  the  offence 
was  laroeny  in  the  firvt  instanoe;  and  the  point  whether 
the  money  waa  atiU  in  the  eonstraotire  poaaeasion  of  the 
maater,  or  whether  there  was  a  bailment,  was  not  die- 
ouaaedt "  bat  the  report  of  the  case  does  not  bear  out 
that  atatement,  for  the  point  waa  explicitly  stated  in  the 
oaae  submitted  to  the  Court,  and  waa  aotaally  diaoosaed 
in  the  argument.  The  -  overruled  case  in  substance 
amounted  to  saying  that  if  the  servant  obtains  goods 
from  his  master  by  a  fraadalent  representation  the  pos- 
session ia  no  longer  the  maater's  but  hia  own,  although 
the  goods  were  delivered  to  him  to  be  uaed  as  servant. 


BANKBUPTOY. 


Bm,  OF  SALB— HlBDBSCBIPTION   Dl  AFRDATIT. 

Bniriek  t.  8aaU,  O.P.,  19  W.  B.  886. 
lliii  osss  eoataina  a  eaution  as  to  the  sttiotnesa  re- 
Aid  ia  the  formalities  of  a  bill  of  sale.  The  instmment 
ii  held  faivalid  on  the  ground  that  the  atteating  witness, 
bf,  in  faet,  only  an  attomey'a  clerk,  waa  described  in 
•ifidavits  aa  a  "  gentleman."  Hath*  v.  Engligh  (7 
t  B,94)  had  uttUd  that  the  occapation  of  the  grantor 
,tte  bill  must  be  described  in  the  affidavit,  notwith- 
^diaK  he  is  already  described  in  the  bill.  In  Tutoti  r. 
•MT  (3  E.  ft  H.  280,  6  W.  B.  645),  it  had  been  deoided 
It  the  affidavit  mast  also  describe  the  occapation  of 
t  attesting  witness,  and  then  (at  p.  288),  the  diatino- 
*  attempted  to  be  taken  between  the  grantor  and  the 
Imm  wm  directly  negatived.  So  far,  therefore,  the 
tetaeemed  concluded  by  authority  ;  butthediatinction 
atttempted  to  be  set  np,  that  in  l\iton  v.  Sanoatr 
0twas  no  correct  description  any  where,  either  in  the 
Itf  sale  orin  the  affidavit,  whereas  in  the  present  case 
i  attMting  witness  was  rightly  described  in  the  bill, 
win  SanAury  v.  n'hite  (1 1 W.  B.  785, 3  H.  &  C.  300)  the 

Bption  in  the  affidavit  waa  allowed  to  be  good,  though 
n>ly  by  clear  reference  to  the  description  in  the  biUi 
4itwaa  oontended  that  here  a  sufficient  reference  waa 
(Wnedia  the  statement  that  deponents  saw  theezeou- 
Asf  the  bill  of  sale  of  which  the  copy  was  annexed, 
pftet  (he  signature  of  the  attesting  witness  was  his 
J^tare.  It  wae  held,  however,  that  this  not  amounting 
*  desetiption  by  reference  of  the  occapation  of  the 
••big  witness,  and  a  ttatetnent  of  the  truth  of  tuch 
*^i*a,''  it  was  not  snffioient  to  satisfy  the  statute. 
'  to  the  inoonaiatenoy  of  the  description,  after  the 
>  already  deoided  it  needa  no  farther  comment.  If 
ntaeas  has  an  occapation  he  most  state  it,  and  not  de- 
I  himdf  by  a  t«m  whioh  only  signiflea  that  he  haa 


{  fie  pmrte  WkUt,  Rt  Jfetill,  L.J.,  19  W.  B.  488. 

PsnrciPAi.  AND  AaEHT — Dkl  cbedbbe  AaEirr — Sale 
OF  Goods. 
Thia  case,  thongh  it  eatabliahea  no  new  prinoiple  of 
law,  is  instructive  as  illustrating  very  clearly  the  nature 
of  the  relation  of  principal  and  agent.  The  facta  were 
theae: — Towie    Ic  Co.    were   cotton  mannfactarers,   in 

i  DerbyaUre.  Nevill,  Jourdain,  Ic  Jourdain  were  wholesale 
hosiers,  in  London.  Towleft  Co.  had  for  many  years  been 
in  the  habitof  oonsig^ning  goods,  not  to  the  firm  of  Nevill, 
Jourdain,  ft  Jourdain,  but  to  Kevill  alone.  No  written 
agreement  existed  radiating  the  terma  of  thoae  consign- 
menta.  Bnt  the  course  of  businaaa  in  fact  pursued  waa 
that  Nevill,  at  tiie  end  of  eaoh  month,  made  a  return  of 
the  goodt  told  during  that  month,  but  without  any  men- 
tion of  the  persons  to  whom  or  the  terms  on  which  he 
sold.  He  paid  Towle  ft  Ca  for  all  goods  so  sold  a  fixed 
price,  and  at  a  fitted  KuM^that  ia  to  Bi(y,  at  the  end  of 
the  following  month  after  the  return  of  their  sale.  On 
the  other  hand,  he  dealt  with  the  goods  as  he  pleased, 
often  dyeing  them  or  otherwiae  changing  their  character 
before  aeUing;  he  aold  to  whom,  at  what  price,  and  for 
what  term  ci  credit  he  pleaaed.  The  moneya  received 
on  anoh  sales  were  credited  to  Nevill  in  his  general  ao- 
oount  with  hia  firm.  The  firm  of  Nevill,  Jourdain,  ft 
Jourdain  executed  a  deed  of  arrangement  with  their 
creditors  under  the  Bankruptcy  Act,  1861,  and  at  that 
time  the  balance  due  to  NeviU  from  the  firm  waa  £2,036. 
Towle  ft  Co.  claimed  to  prove  against  the  estate  of  the 
firm  for  thia  amount,  alleging  that  Nevill,  having 
leeeived  the  amount  aa  their  agent,  had  oommitted  a 
breach  of  truat  in  applying  it  to  tbepnrpoeaa  of  the 
firm,  and  that  the  firm,  having  reoeived  the  money  with 
notice  of  the  breach  of  truat,  were  in  equity  liable  to 
Towle  ft  Co.  for  the  amount. 

If  Nevill  had  really  reoeived  the  money  as  agent  and 
on  behalf  of  Towle  ft  Co.,  there  could  be  no  doubt  that 
the  teanlt  contended  for  woald  have  followed.  The  ques- 
tion, therefore,  was  this: — "  When  Nevill  sold  cotton 
goods  to  his  customers,  did  he  sell  them  as  the  agent  of 
Towle  ft  Co.,  so  as  to  make  Towle  ft  Co.  the  vandora,  and 
the  peraona  to  whom  he  aold  purohaaera  from  Towle 
ft  Co.,  or  did  he  aell  on  his  own  account,  ao  aa  to  create 
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the  relation  of  vendor  and  pnrdhaMr  between  hinueU 

and  the  peisona  to  whom  he  sold  ? "    The  Lords  Jna- 

tioee,  overmling  the  deoiaion  of  Baoon,  O.J.,  held  that 

Nevill  lold  on  hia  own  aoooant,  not  on  Towle  k  Oo.'i 

•oooont;  that  the  money  he  reoeiTed  waa  hUown  monegr, 

not  imprened   with  any  tnut  for  Towle  k  Co. ;  that, 

therefore,  it  was  no  breach  of  tnut  to  apply  it  to  the 

pnrposes  of  his  firm,  and  Towle  k  Oo.  hnd  no  claim 

agaiost  the  firm.    The  tme  teat  for  determining  whether 

in  any  snoh  case  the  alleged  agent  is  really  aoting  a* 

•gent  is  very  dearly  pointed  oat  in  the  judgment  of 

Uelliah,  J.— viz.,  to  see  whether  the  alleged  principal 

oonld  sne  and  be  sned  on  the  contracts  made  by  the 

alleged  agent.    "  The  contract  of  sale  which  the  alleged 

agent  makes  with  his  pandiasers  is  not  a  contract  made 

on  aooonnt  of  his  principal,  tor  he  is  to  pay  a  price  which 

may  be  different  from  that  which  ha  is  to  receive,  and  at 

a  time  which  may  be  different  from  that  at  which  he  is 

to  receive.    He  is  not  g^naranteelng  the  performance,  by 

the  peraoDs  to  whom  he  sells,  of  thdr  contract  with  him, 

which  is  the  proper  bnsiness  of  a  del  wtdtre  agent;  bnt 

he  nndertakes  to  pay  to  his  principal  a  certain  fixed 

price  for  the  goods  whioh  he  sella,  and  to  pay  at  a  certain 

fixed  time,  wholly  independently  of  what  the  contract 

nay  be  which  he  makes  with  the  persons  to  whom  he 

sells  ;  and  my  opinion  is,  that  in  point  of  law,  if  that  is 

the  real  relationship   between  the  parties,  the  alleged 

agent  is  making  hisuelf,  on  his  own  aoooant,  a  contract 

of  poichase  wiUi  bis  principal,  and  is  again  re-selling, 

Bnt  if  he  is  to  be  allowed  to  change  the  character  of  the 

goods — if  he  may  turn  wheat  into  flour,  or  grey  goods 

into  dyed  or  bleached  goods — if  he  is  at  liberty  to  do 

that,  and  to  sell  those  altered  goods  on  his  own  aoccnnt 

on  any  terms  and  at  any  price  he  pleases,  that  makes  it 

stiU  dearer  that  he  is  seUing,  not  on  aooonnt  of  his  prin- 

dpal,  bnt  on  hia  own  aooonnt,    Beoanae,  of  conrse,  it  is 

dear  that  if  he  is  selling  on  aocoant  of  hia  prindpal,  and 

the  principal  can  sue  upon  the  contracts  whioh  he  makes, 

the  principal  most  be  liable  to  be  sued  npon  them.    Can 

anything  be  more  absurd,  then,  than  to  say  in  this  case 

that  Towle  &  Co.  could  be  liable  to  be  sued  if  any  portion 

of  the  goods  had  been  badly  dyed  or  badly  bleached? 

And  yet,   if  the  contracts  for  the  sale  of  the  dyed  and 

bleached  goods,  as  goods  properly  dyed  and  bleached, 

■were  made  by  Nevill  on  account  of  Towle  &  Co.,  it  wonld 

follow  that  Towle  &  Co.  would  be  liable  to  be  ined  open 

those  contracts." 


8. 


TKe  AnurieoH  L*u>  Jtmtw.  Jaaoary,  1871.  Boston:  little, 
Brown,  Sc  Co. 
The  current  nnmber  of  the  AmtrieoH  tnuo  Stview  has 
four  articles  this  quarter,  in  addition  to  its  digests  of 
English  and  State  law  reports,  book  notices,  summary  of 
events,  and  correspondence.  The  snbieota  are^"The 
Bnrden  of  Proof  in  Cases  of  Negligenoe,"  "Expert  Testi- 
mony," "  Contraband  of  "War,"  and  "  Ultra  Viret"  The 
first  is  interesting  r.n  acconnt  both  of  the  great  frequency  of 
"  negligence  "  eases  in  America,  and  the  American  doctrine 
as  to  contrihntory  negligence,  which,  as  the  reader  knows, 
we  think  to  be  inaccnrate.  The  paper  on  "  Expert  Testi- 
mony" is  the  first  half  of  a  Harvard  Law  School  prize  essay. 
The  writer  starts  with  the  observation  that  since  the 
assistance  of  utUi  of  the  sort  which  &11  within  the  category 
of  experts  is  indispensable  to  the  administration  of  justice, 
the  small  esteem  in  which  this  class  of  evidence  is  hdd 
must  be  attributable  rather  to  the  method  in  which  it  ii 
obtained  than  to  the  evidence  itself.  Some  change  mutt 
therefore  be  made,  the  necessity  of  which  as  well  as  the  nature 
of  it,  he  thinks,  "can  be  in  no  way  more  briefly  demonstrated 
than  by  a  review  of  the  adjudications  upon  some  of  the 
doubtful  points  of  the  law  of  evidence,  as  it  present  exists." 
The  and  of  the  flrst  instalment  of  this  essay  leaves  the  writer 
in  the  middle  of  his  historical  account  of  the  authorities. 
There  ars  no  materials,  of  course,  whioh  are  not  to  be 
obtained  from  the  best  hooks  on  ibe  law  of  evidence,  hut 
the  essay  is  very  well  written.    We  do  not  know  what  con- 


dusions  the  writer  may  have  in  store,  bnt  the  miii 
the  matter  really  is — that  the  experts  »tS  ii 
advocate  into  the  witness ,  which  is  a  dafect  in  ^ 
the  evidence  itself,  and,  at  present,  no  sitcratioii 
divined  in  the  method  of  taking  it  which  could 
that  defect.  On  contraband  of  war  there  is  Ii 
said  which  has  not  been  said  over  and  orer  again 
beginning  of  the  Franco-FruBsian  war.  Afro\ 
Tnnt  case,  the  Law  Magazine  is  in  one  stnee  right 
that  case  as  having  settled  conclusiTely  that 
passage  of  contraband  persons  is  to  be  internipted 
course  is  to  bring  such  passengers  into  a  prize  i 
that  doctrine  required  no  proof.  The  writer  alf 
naturally,  avoids  mentioning  the  hitchinto  vhich 
got  himself,  sa  to  the  belligerency  of  the  Ck>nfede 
if  the  Sonthem  States  were  not  to  he  recognisi 
ge  rents,  which,  we  all  loiow,  was  maintaici 
N  ortham  States  to  rather  a  remarkable  length, 
have  no "  diplonatis  envoys,"  and  the  only 
seizing  Slidell  and  Mason  was  that  they  were  so 

Tht  Cityof  Lottdmi  Directory  for  1871.    Lcadoi 

ridge. 

This  is  the  first  issue  of  a  new  directory  whid 
very  excellent  map  of  London  showing  the  in 
and  alterationa  to  the  beginning  of  the  present  y 
streets  ^ide,  a  trades  guide,  a  conveyance  goi 
compamas  guide,  a  corporation  directory,  and 
panics  directory.  The  law  directory,  so  far  as  it  g 
to  have  been  prepared  with  care.  The  occupa 
ooln's-inn  and  tiie  Temple  have  their  floors 
Indeed  the  work  bears  evidence  throughout 
bestowed  en  its  production,  while  the  prophet 
above  seeking  for  suggestions  in  order  to  mal 
coming  issues  still  more  serviceable.  The  boo 
mirabfy  printed  and  bound. 


COURTS. 

COUNTY  COURTS. 
Lambeth. 
(Before  J.  Pitt  Taylor,  Esq.,  Jndgf 
March  8. — Chubb,  Carter,  and,  Radbiim  v.  1 
Apporticmmtnt  of  money  in  hands  of  garnishte  am 
claimants. 

These  were  three  separate  garnishee  Bumm 
several  plaintiffs,  Chubb,  Carter,  and  Ba 
each  obtained  a  judgment  in  this  court 
John  Smith,  and  all  of  them  remained  unsatia 
obtained  judgment  against  Harling  in  one  of 
courts,  and  the  tiiree  plaintiffs  thereupon  issnei 
calling  on  Harling  to  show  cause  why  he  sbo 
into  uiis  court  the  debt  and  costs  due  to  Smith 
tion  of  their  respective  claims  against  him. 

The  defendant  (garnishee),  who  appeared  in 
nitted  thata  sum  of  about  £42  was  dne  from  I 
en  a  judgment  of  a  Superior  Court,  and  he  had, 
to  summons  from  this  court,  refused  to  pay  ove 
to  Smith.  Exeontion  had,  however,  been  isjt 
Sheriff  of  Snrrey  had  levied  for  the  amount. 
paid  under  protest,  the  sheriff  refusing  to  take 
the  process  of  the  County  Court.  The  snmn 
him  not  to  pay  over  the  money,  but  he  had  be( 
to  do  so,  and  if  he  was  now  ordered  to  pay  the 
sonrt  he  would  like  to  know  how  he  wan  to  get 
the  sheriff. 

Mb.  Pitt  Taylor  said  he  had  nothing  to 
sheriff.  The  money  in  question  was  in  the  bands 
at  the  time  of  being  served  with  the  summoi 
ought  not  to  have  parted  with  it.  He  wonld 
the  £42  in  discharge  of  these  claims  as  far  a 
would  go.  The  claims  were  respectively  £11  ' 
and  £28  10s. ;  and  the  learned  gentlemen,  who 
the  plaintiffs,  oonld  settle  between  them  wlu 
bdonged  to  each. 

Mr.  Hicklin,  who  appeared  for  Carter  and  B 
gested  that  tiie  "  flrst  come  first  served  "  prin 
right  one. 

Mr.  Pitt  Tavioe  said  they  all  appeared  to 
ouce.  The  tummonses  were  all  served  on  th 
He  would  ask  the  officer  about  that. 
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Hm  Offleer  aaid  he  serred  aU  the  sammoiues  on  the  lame 
dtr.  The  flnt  tnd  leeaod  in  the  forenoon  and  the  third  in 
Ottfttnooii. 

lb.  Pnr  TAnon  «aid  that  altered  the  qneition  materially 
n  br  u  the  third  claimant  was  concer|>ea.  The  defendant 
mtpajChnbband  Carter  in  fall,  and  that  would  leave 
aoigh  to  pay  only  ahont  half  Radbom's  daim. 


Wubxham. 
(Before  B.  V.  Williams,  Eeq.) 
March  8. — Re  Maurice. 
Banknote!/  Act,  i.  16— JJufej  271,  216,— Froxiet—Pro- 

eetdings  at  amting. 
Ur.  Maurice  vms,  on  Deconber  the  24th,  adjudicated  a 
talarnpt,  on  the  petition  of  a  creditor.  On  the  same  day 
e  Ilea  a  petition  for  liquidation  hy  arrangement,  and 
B  DecembCT  26th  a  meeting  of  creditors  was  hdd  at 
ITrexluin,  when  resolutions  were  passed  sanctioning  such 
quida&m  by  private  arrangement,  under  the  liquidation 
Ivuea  of  the  Bankruptcy  Act.  Mr.  J.  D.  Pugh,  solicitor, 
ttended  the  meeting  as  the  proxy  of  the  petitioning  creditor 
I  the  bankruptcy,  and  aereial  other  large  creditors,  all 
f  idiom  objected  to  the  estate  being  liquidated  otherwise 
m  tmder  ue  bankruptcy  petition.  Sir.  Pugh  handed  his 
nob  of  debts  and  proxies  to  the  chairman  of  the  meeting, 
il  objected  to  the  proposed  liquidation,  inasmuch  as  the 
Ator  bad  been  already  adj  ndicated  a  banlmipt,  and  gazetted 
k  the  previous  day.  The  chairman  disregarded  Mr.  Pugh's 
A^eit,  and  the  proofs  and  proxies  h^ded  to  him,  and 
Itimately  the  meeting  passed  a  resolution  to  liquidate  by 
ante  anangement.  These  resolutions  having  been  brought 
tthengistisr  of  the  court  for  registration,  Mr.  Pugh  served 
K  neistrsr  with  a  notice  of  his  objections  as  to  the  validity 
I  nm  resolutions,  inasmuch  as  the  meeting  had  improperly 
■bded  all  the  proofs  and  proxies  of  the  creditors  re- 
nrated  at  the  meeting  by  Mr.  Pugh,  and  who  dissented 
Km  nch  resolutions.  The  point  was  argued  before  the 
*B^  on  January  the  4th,  or  Mr.  Passingham,  of  Bala, 
■llli.  'TOliam  Sherratt,  of  Wrexham,  in  support  of  such 
JJ^oj,  and  Mr.  Pugh  in  opposition.  Tne  registrar 
nnsad  Ip  register  the  resolutions,  on  the  ground  that  a 
i^iijhrin  number,  representing  three-fourths  in  value  of 
BCiMitotB  present  at  the  above  meeting,  including  the 
imfeuid  proxies  used  by  Mr.  Pugh  Qiereat,  did  not  vote 
i&nnio}  such  reooludons,  and  uiat  the  proxies  so  held 
rHr.  Pngh  had  been  improperly  excluded.  Against  this 
Kiion  Mr.  Sherratt's  clients  appealed  to  the  ju^e. 
(M»)ktm,  ioT  the  appellant. 
Vr.  1.  D.  Pugh,  in  support  of  the  registrar's  decision. 

Cur.  adv.  vmlt. 
Vtith  8. — Mr.  RV.  Williams  now  delivered  the  following 
^itia  judgment : — I  am  of  opinion  that  the  registrar  was 
^t  in  refusing  to  raster  the  resolution.  It  appean  to  be 
Bitted  ttiat  if  Ur.  Pugh,  who  was  the  proxy  for  several 
!diton,  is-  to  be  taken  as  having  voted,  or  done  what  is 
itunountto  voting,  against  the  resolution,  there  was  not 
litttoiorym^ority  of  votes  as  regards  value  in  favour  of 
) resolution.  Upon  the  evidence  biefore  me,  I  am  satisfied 
It  Mr.  Pugh  handed  to  the  chairman  lus  proofs  and 
torn  according  to  rale  271,  so  as  to  enable  him  to 
t^aadUiat  he  distinctly  expressed  his  dissent  from 
i  opposition  to  the  resolution  ;  and  I  am  of  opinion  that, 
the  abaenoe  of  any  directions  in  the  Act  or  the  rules  as  to 
•  votes  are  to  he  given,  such  expression  of  dissent 
toppoation  was  equivalent  to  a  vote  in  the  negative. 
Wwly,  I  am  of  opinion  that,  even  if  he  did  not  actually 
te,  nevertheless,  the  requirements  of  rule  275  were  not 
^^ied  with,  for  I  am  of  opinion  that  Mr.  Pugh  was  one 
^creditors  assembled  at  the  meeting;  and  that,  as 
Mot  his  signature  the  resolution  was  not  signed 
•flie  statutory  majority,  as  regards  value,  of  the 
•"ton  assembled,  the  resolution  cannot  be  taken  cog- 
■bm  of  by  the  Court.  There  may  be  some  difSculty 
'"^oncilin^  the  expression  in  rule  275  with  the  eighth 
l*K  of  section  16of  the  Act,  which  enacts  that  "a  special 
kdntion  shall  be  decided  by  a  majority  in  number  and 
|*'-'oaiUis  in  value  of  the  creditors  present,  personally  or 
V^T)  *t  the'meeting  and  voting  on  such  resolution ; ' '  but 
l*ever  that  may  he,  I  am  of  opinion  that  the  rule,  which 
Jjd^  »  part  of  the  Act,  has  not  been  complied  with,  the 
•"otion  not  having  been  signed  by  the  statutory  majority 
'  ^ilae  of  the  creditors  assembled  at  the  meeting. 


COURT  OF  THE  VICE.WAKDEN  OF  THE 

SfTAKKARIES. 

Wheal  Protper  Xming  Company,  Palmer'i  claim. 

Cost-took  mining  eoinpany — Rtlinquiihmutt  of  tharee. 

SemUe,  in  the  aieenee  of  epeeial  rulee  or  iridetiei  ^  emtom, 
thai  a  tharihoUer  icho  had  relinqaiehtd  hit  iharet  eouU  not 
tlaim  any  payment  in  retpeet  of  ehare  »f  plant,  the  com- 
pany going  into  winding  up,  with  a  deficiency  of  aueti,  within 
titm  yean  of  the  relinquiehment. 

Mr.  J.  B.  Palmer,  formerly  a  shareholder  in  the  J^roeper 
United  Milling  Company,  elaimed  to  be  admitted  a  credi- 
tor under  the  winding  up,  in  respect  of  his  interest  in  the 
machinery  and  materials  at  the  time  of  the  relinquishment. 
The  Prosper  United  was  an  unregistered  cost-lMok  mine 
without  special  roles.  Mr.  Palmer  relinquished  his  shares 
by  letter  on  the  29th  of  Jnly,  18S8,  when  he  asked  for  a 
valuation  of  the  plant.  Shortly  afterwards  the  plant,  fte., 
was  valued  by  Captain  Husband  on  behalf  of  Mr.  Wescomb, 
the  purser,  and  Captain  Paseoo  on  behalf  of  Mr.  Palmer. 
The  relinquishment  was  duly  entered  in  the  share  ledger, 
produced  at  a  genaral  meeting  I7th  of  December,  1868, 
when  only  one-fifth  of  the  shares  were  represented.  The 
oommny  was  ordered  to  be  wound  up  in  August,  1869,  and 
Mr.  Palmer  claimed  as  a  creditor,  in  reepeot  of  his  interest 
in  the  materials.  The  claim  was  allowed  by  the  registrar, 
and  came  before  the  Yice- Warden  for  confirmation. 

Mr.  FisHEB  V.W.,  said — As  there  were  no  special  rules 
the  case  rested  entirely  on  the  evidence.  The  result  ap- 
peared to  be  that  Mr.  Palmer  relinquished  his  shares,  leierr- 
ing  by  implication  his  interest  in  tne  i>lant ;  but  that  the^ 
was  no  trace  of  ratification  or  of  recognition  of  the  valuation 
agreed  upon  in  the  books  of  the  company.  Therefore  Mr. 
Palmer  had  to  rely  upon  the  authority  of  the  parser,  and  it 
would,  the  Vice- Warden  apprehended,  be  vain  to  contend 
that  tiiat  officer  had  authority  to  bind  the  adventurers  in 
such  a  matter.  The  puner  was  to  be  regarded  only  as  the 
servant  or  financial  manager  of  the  company.  His  Honour 
was  therefore  of  opinion  that  the  evidence  failed  to  prove 
any  contract  between  the  company  and  Mr.  Palmer  founded 
on  the  valuation.  But  the  question  then  remained,  whether 
the  claim  was  founded  npon  a  right  necessarily  incident  to  a 
cost-book  mining  partnership.  These  partnersmpa  resembled 
ordinary  partnenhipa  in  many  respects,  but  differed  in  this : 
that  the  members  had  an  unrestricted  right  of  timnsferring 
their  shares.  He  believed  it  had  never  before  been  con- 
tended that  the  relinc[ai*hment  of  shares  stood  upon  the 
same  ground  as  the  retuement  of  a  partner  from  an  ordinary 
finu.  The  right  to  suizender  cost-book  shares  depended 
npon  cnstom,  and  the  right  to  a  proportionate  share  on  the 
value  of  the  plant,  Ac.,  must  in  the  abaence  of  express  con- 
tract depend  upon  custom  likewise.  The  strict  onus  of 
proving  such  custom  lay  upon  the  j^aintiff,  but  he  had 
given  no  evidence  to  that  efitect.  The  authorities  were 
very  scanty.  In  an  MS.  report,  however,  WiUianu  v. 
Edward;  in  1791,  he  found  it  affirmed  that  an  adven- 
turer  was  absolutely  entitled  to  surrender  his  share 
without  payment  of  coata,  that  the  parser  mi^t  sue  for 
these,  but  that  he  had  a  present  setolf  against  these  costs 
in  his  interest  in  the  plant  and  materials,  and  was  entitled 
to  immediate  payment  unlesa  there  was  a  probability  that 
the  mine  woald  soon  be  diacontinned.  Ko  mention  was 
made  as  to  any  period  for  prepayment  being  fixed,  but  the 
piactiee  seemed  to  have  been  to  allow  two  or  three  years, 
in  order  that  it  might  be  ascertained  whether  the  mine  was 
likely  to  go  on  or  not  It  the  mine  ceased  opwations 
within  that  time  the  assets  were  the  only  fund  to  which  the 
adventurer  could  look.  If  this  view  proved  correct,  Mr. 
Palmer's  claim  was  disposed  of  by  the  fact  that  Wheal 
Proffiper  ceased  within  the  two  years,  and  the  plant  proved 
insomoient  to  pay  the  cnditors.  It  was  impoasibls,  how- 
ever to  aaoertain  with  aeearscy  what  the  allsgsd  custom  was, 
and  jadgmant  had  thsiefwe  to  be  (^vsn  iiis^sctivsly  of  it. 
He  should  decide  against  the  claim,  bat  if  desired  wonid 
grant  an  issue  for  triaL 


Paul  Morphy,  the  noted  chess  plajrer,  is  now  a  < 
lawyer  in  New  Orleana. — The  state  prisons  in  VLuat,  New 
Hampshire,  and  Massachusetts  more  than  pay  expenses,  and  it 
is  urged  that  it  would  be  no  more  than  just  to  credit  the  sur- 
plus to  the  prisoners,  to  be  paid  at  the  expiration  of  their  sen- 
tences or  to  their  dependent  families,  when  they  have  such  — 
jiltany  Law  Journal. 
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APPonnmrw. 

Mr.  JoBir  Qmat,  Q.C,  of  the  Ozfoid  dionit,  ha*  iMen 
•ppoiiited  Solicitor  to  the  Tnatary,  in  ■uoccew'on  to  the  Ute 
John  Oreenwood,  Q.C.  Hie  appointnseat  i*  worth  £2,fi00 
«  year.  Mr.  Qnj  WM  celled  to  the  Iwr  at  the  Middle 
Temple  in  .Jaanafy,  1838,  and  waa  appointed  a  Qoeen'i 
Cotuwel  in  1863. 

Mr.  Javes  Flexino,  Q.C.,  has  been  uipointed  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Covnty  Palatine  of  Durham,  in  the  room  of 
Oiristopher  Temple,  Esq.,  deoeaaed. 

Mr.  John  Thoilm  Abst,  LLJ).,  Baxriiter-at-Law,  and 
Becorder  of  Bedford,  haa  been  appointed  Jod^  of  the 
Essex  County  Conrta  (Circtdt  Ko.  38},  in  inooeeaion  to  Mr. 
'William  Oordon,  resigned.  Dr.  AJmV  ia  the  eldest  son  of 
the  late  lieatenant-Colonel  James  ifieholaa  Abdy,  of  the 
East  India  Company's  militan  service,  by  Charlotte 
Georgiana,  daoghtor  of  Thomas  King,  Esq,  He  is  a  cousin 
of  Sir  Thomas  Kerille  Abdy,  Bart,  of  AArns,  Essex ;  his 
grandfather  married  a  daughter  of  James  Hayes,  a  bencher 
of  the  Middle  Temple.  Dr.  Abdy  waa  bom  on  the  Sth 
Jaly,  1822.  He  was  educated  at  Triaitjr  Hall,  Cambridge, 
where,  in  184fi,he  waaat  the  head  of  theCivH Law  Tripos,  and 
afterwards  became  a  fellow  of  hia  college  ;  he  waa  called  to 
the  bar  at  the  Middle  Templein  Jannsry,  1860,  whenhe  joined 
the  Norfolk  Circuit.  On  the  resignation  of  Mr.  Maine,  in 
18fi4,  Mr.  Abdy  succeeded  him  as  Begins  Professor  of  Civil 
Law  in  the  University  of  Cambridge,  which  office  he  has 
since  held,  in  conjunction  with  the  Gresham  Professorship  of 
Law,  both  of  which  will  now  become  vacant.  He  received 
the  degree  of  Doctor  of  Laws  on  being  ai^iointed  to  the 
professorship,  and  has  been  for  many  years  one  of  the 
revising  banisters  on  the  Norfolk  Circuit.  Dr.  Abdy  is 
the  author  of  a  work  on  "  Civil  Prooedure  among  the 
Bomans  " ;  and  in  1869  he  published,  in  coijnnetiao  with 
Mr.  Bryan  Walker,  a  translation  of  "  GUns."  He  also 
contributed  the  articles  on  "Legal  Studies  "  to  the  "  Stu- 
dent's Gbide  to  the  University  of  Cambridge."  In  July 
last  year  he  was  appointed  Bewrder  of  Bedford,  in  succes- 
sion to  the  late  Mr.  D.  D.  Keane,  Q.C.  Dr.  Abdy  married, 
in  Julyi  1864,  Marian,  second  daughter  of  John  Hard- 
wick  Holloway,  Esq.,  by  which  ]»aj  he  has  a  numerous 
family 

Mr,  "W.  Con,  Barrister-at-Law,  haa  been  appnnted 
Becorder  of  the  boron^  of  Bridcscrth,  in  succession  to 
the  late  Mr.  U.  Corbett  Winder.  Mr.  Cope  was  called  to 
the  bar  at  the  Inner  Temple  in  November,  1840,  and  is  a 
member  of  the  Oxford  Circuit,  alao  attending  the  Shrews- 
tary  and  Stafford  Sessions. 

Mr.  Thoxas  Sibsell  Fbitceabi),  Barrister-at-Law,  o 
the  Oxford  Circuit,  has  been  appointed  Recorder  of  the 
Borough  of  Wenlock,  which  ofiSce  was  rendered  vacant  by 
the  death  of  Mr.  U.  Corbett  Winder.  Mr.  Pritchard  was 
educated  at  Brasenoee  Coll^&  Oxford,  where  he  graduated 
B.A.  in  1855.  He  was  mlled  to  the  bar  at  tue  Inner 
Temple  in  November,  1858,  and  is  a  member  of  the  Oxford 
Circuit,  attending  also  the  Hereford  and  Usk  sessions. 
He  was  one  of  Uie  editors  of  a  recent  edition  of  Bum's 
Justice. 

Mr.  William  SrBPHBirs,  Solicitor,  of  Presteign,  haa  been 
appointed  by  I^rd  Ormathwait^  Lord-Lientenant  of 
Bailnonhiie,  to  be  Clerk  of  the  Peace  for  that  county,  in 
auccession  to  thf  Ute  Mr.  Biobard  Banks,  of  Kington, 
Herefordshire.  Mr.  Stephens  was  certificated  in  1834,  and 
is  clerk  to  the  Lord- Lieutenant,  coroner  for  Badnondiire, 
county  treasurer,  and  clerk  to  the  justices  for  the  hundred 
of  Badnor. 

Mr.  Thomas  Sucpson,  of  Leeds,  has  been  appointed  a 
Perpetual  Commissioner  for  taking  the  aoknowledgments  of 
deeds  by  married  women  in  and  for  the  West  Bidug  of  the 
county  of  York. 

Mr.  Thomas  Hawdoh,  of  Selby,  Tork,  has  been  appointed 
a  Perpetual  Commissioner  for  taUng  the  acknowledgments 
of  deeds  by  married  women  in  and  for  the  West  Biding  of 
the  county  of  York. 


Mr.  Kenehn  E.  Bigby,  barrister-at-law,  of  Uneoln's-iim, 
baa  bean  re-elected  to  the  vinerlan  professonhip  of  law  in  the 
Vnivenityof  Oxford. 


OBHESAL  COSSESPOVBEIOS. 

TBI  Staicp  Aor,  1870.* 
Sir, — ^The  power  of  sttomey  had  became  liible  to  lot; 
when  it  was  executed  in  December,  1S70,  vnia  tiie  Aeti 
then  in  force  ;  and  33  &  34  Vict.  c.  99,  s.  2,  pioTidM  tint 
the  repeal  of  the  old  Stamp  Acts  shsll  not  aSeot  th<  put 
operation  of  any  enactment  ssftealed,  or  the  waSmaefix 
insuffidenojr  of  the  stamp  doty  upon  any  instilment  a^ 
cuted  or  suned,  or  the  validity  or  invaSdity  of  mjt^ 
done  or  suffered  before  the  1st  of  Jsnnary,  1871.  Thi 
being  so,  it  appears  to  me  the  power  slumd  htva  i  Mi 
stamp  impresMd.  A  Coustrt  SouawL 

Sir, — ^The  power  of  attorney  exeonted ,  in  India,  in  1171; 
to  which  "T.C.  S."  refers,  dioald  bear  a  30s.atsB9;ii 
every  insteument  is  presumed  to  be  stamped  a(  Mt  ton  of 
execution,  and  the  time  allowanoe-^br  staaipii|  Mi- 
aftar  execntioa,  is  merely  an  aot  of  grace  in  denram  to 
public  convenience.  Itm. 

March  18,  1871. 

Sir,— I  have  a  similar  case  to  that  of  your  coneipoiiat 
"T.  C.  S."  About  a f ortnif^t  ago  I  received  t  pono( 
attorney  from  AnstraUa,  which  was  dated  the  SOth  oi 
December,  1870,  and  the  question  whether  I  was  to  n 
30s.  or  10s.  for  the  stamp  naturally  occurred  to  me. 

I  tried  to  persuade  myself  in  the  ssme  miaser  s 
"  T.  C.  a,"  that  the  two  months'  grace  from  the  dstsinfti 
one  case,  sad  the  two  months'  pace  from  ree^t  is  tb 
other,  mads  (on  the  principle  of  Euclid,  that  "  thuici  eqol 
to  the  same  thing  are  equal  to  one  another"^  the  ute  mi 
receipt  identical  for  stamtdng  purposes  ;  and  that,  thertfbn, 
I  was  entitled  to  stamp  my  power  with  the  prsssnt  lOt  ditj. 

On,  however,  perusmg  we  Stamp  Act  fnither,  I  cue 
across  section  17,  to  which  I  reoosamend  "T.  C.  S/'torefe 

This  section,  enaoHng  that  "save  as  aforesaid "(vUi 
exception  does  not  affect  our  oaaea),  "  no  instiumeot  M«liiii|i 
wheresoever  executed,  to  anything  to  be  done  in  the  Uaiiti 
Kingdom  shall,  except  in  nriminal  matters,  be  plesdtd,  by 
or  available  at  law  or  in  e^ui^,  unless  it  is  duly  itSBfeiii 
accordance  with  the  law  in  force  at  the  time  it  vu>'^ 
exicHttd"  appeared  to  me  so  conclusive  that  I  to-day  ita^d 
my  power  with  the  old  30s.  stamp.  B.E 

March  18.        

POBUC  HaALTH. 

Sir,— I  am  anxious  to  gather  materials  for  some  iai- 
bills  enforcing  the  duty  of  taking  preeautians  for'  the F'' 
motion  of  public  health.  I  also  want  to  form  a  eoUeetioB 
of  books  of  bye-laws  witii  the  aid  of  which  to  fraste  i  cMi 
for  use  within  this  jurisdiction.  _ 

I  should  therefore  esteem  it  a  great  favour  to  reoMve  M 
any  of  your  readers  who  may  be  darks  of  local  boini 
copies  of  any  documents  coming  within  tlia  above  ottsgisu* 
which  may  be  in  circulation  in'  looalities  vrith  vhicb  ^^ 
have  to  do.  The  enlightenment  of  the  publie  as  iMU" 
precautions  against  disease  is  an  object  worthy  <»  '" 
possible  inteioommunication  of  ideas. 

a.  F.  Ckambexs,  Oainaanof  fl» 
Bromlsy  Local  Board. 

Bromley,  Kent,  March  20. 


PA&LIAMSHT  AVD  LEOISLATIOI. 

HOUSE  OP  LOBDS. 
March  17.— Obisrty  Property  Bill.— Th»  Duke  of  KohiM^ 
moved  the  second  reading  of  this  bill,  which  was  detigim 
to  focilitate  tjie  sols  and  transfer  of  property  bslos^  H 
counties.  The  bill  had  been  approvea  by  the  Hans  Omtt, 
and  had  passed  through  the  Houss  of  Oomninns  without  nwa 
discussion  ;  but  if  the  Lord  Chancellor  preferred  it,  h«  woon 
postpone  the  motion  for  a  second  reading. — ^Ths  Lord  Cto 
cellor  waa  obliged  for  this  offer,  as  the  bill  at  Gist  n^ 
appeared  to  contain  some  rather  startliiu;  provisions.  Bl 
would  examine  it  more  dcsely  before  t&  motion  wm  it 
peatsd. — ^Lord  Penzance  remarked  tiiat  some  clauses  «  » 
bill  were  rather  more  comprehenaivv  thsa  the  Don  <■ 
Kichmond  seemed  to  think,  and  joined  in  tiie  teiaeit  >" 


AHttt.i«f. 
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—The  Duke  of  Biohmond  Hua  withdrew  hii 


lotitai. 

ni/iutiai  Proainrt  {StiglaneTj  Sill, — Lord  Cairos  mored 
he  Kcosd  leading.  It*  object  was  to  oonaoUdate  the  exist- 
^  icti  which  r^joUted  the  procednre  and  pactiee  of  ma- 
ittntti'  and  petty  sessions  cosrts  in  En«aad.  There 
ren,  be  vu  told,  not  less  than  a  thousand  «  these  courts, 
sd  considering  tiie  number  of  persons  interested  in  them, 
gd  the  BiuDMr  of  eases,  small  in  themselves,  but  im- 
ortint  ai  regarded  their  consequences  decided  by  them, 
le  Honae  would  see  the  desirability  of  collecting  in  one 
itnte  the  whole  of  the  law  and  proeednr*  ajjpUcable  to 
!eh  tiibunab.  He  beUered  the  only  attempt  of  the  kind 
hidi  had  been  made  was  the  Acts  generally  known  as 
iiViiett,  which  were  passed  nearly  a  (quarter  of  a  century 
^  Those  Acts  were  incomplete  and  imperfect  in  many 
iiiti  of  detail,  and  Tarious  circumstances  had  since  neoes- 
ited  alterations  both  in  the  law  and  procedure  of  the 
BtL  In  recent  years  a  consolidation  of  the  law  in  this 
nctkm  had  been  accomplished  In  Ireland  and  Scotland, 
d  the  presint  bill  was  ori(pnalIy  introduced  into  the  other 
nieial86S,  but,  after  it  had  made  some  progress,  the 
it  of  psblie  bnsiness  necessitated  its  withdrawal.  Con- 
oaUe  attention  had  since  been  paid  to  it  With  a  view  of 
hing  it  more  perfect.  Their  lordships  woald  not  expect 
it  he  ihoold  claim  to  be  its  author,  but  it  might  be  sms- 
toiy  to  them  to  know  that  it  had  been  prepared  under 

mperintendence  of  Mr.  Oke,  chief  clerk  of  the  Lord 

rirsConrt,  who  was  well  versed  in  the  subject  and  had 
luge  experience  both  in  that  court  and  other  petty 
Boai  conrt*  in  the  conntir  in  matters  of  tUa  description. 
■honld  propose  its  committal  j>ro/mn^  on  Friday  March 
fa  the  pnrpoae  of  rectiMng  some  errors  ta  printing 
l^  in  the  arrangement  of  the  clausaa,  so  that  after 
'"  t  it  might  go  through  committee  in  the  regular  way. 
1  Chancdior  remarked  that  the  Bill  was  one  of  con- 
inu^tude,  and  that  the  measure  introduced  into 
a  House  .in  1865  was,  as  he  understood,  rejected 
lediacnssion^,  since  wliich  time  no  farther  proceedings 
ttiken.  Since  the  introduction  of  the  present  bul 
t  inquiries  at  the  Home  Office  and  of  sevsral 
I  as  to  the  necessity  of  such  a  measure,  the  result 
|Aat  no  complaint  had  been  made  by  any  magistrate 
•  sokui^of  the  Acts  passed  22  years  ago  by  Lort  C!hief 
we  Jerru,  which  consolidated  all  the  then  existing 
at«  respecting  magisterial  jurisdiction.  He  could  not 
1  Alt  ai^  serious  defect  or  impediment  had  arisen.  The 
caataiaed  one  new  provision  to  which  no  objection  could 
And,  especially  as  it  had  been  for  some  time  in  operation 
■riaad— viz.,  one  ^ving  police  magistratas  the  power  of 
jbg  order  in  thor  courts.  He  was  informed,  as  the 
it  of  a  cnrsorv  inspection  of  the  measure  by  a  competent 
luthoritv,  that  care  had  not  been  taken  to  preserve  the 
Me  of  the  old  Acts.  It  was  most  important  that  this 
Ube  dMie  in  a  consolidated  Act,  for  the  language  of 
f  Act  was  subject  to  criticism  and  legal  investigation, 
few  being  so  fortunate  as  not  to  require  jndiciu  con- 
■tioii.  when  sudi  a  construction  had  been  definitively 
ed,  it  was  very  undesirable  to  deviate  from  the  phrase- 
r,  aa  this  mij^t  necessitate  further  argument  and  decision . 
Mhi  soggest  the  reference  of  the  Bill  to  a  select  com- 
■^  as  a  committee  of  the  whole  House  was  hardly 
letent  to  discuss  a  bill  of  this  character.— The  bill  was 
aaecondtime. 

■Kh  20.— The  Btneficu  SeHgiutioo  -BiU.  Seport— 
Bail  of  HatTowby  moved  an  amendBMot  providing  tihat 
■teed  of  "  one  at  least,"  of  (he  ohntehwaidans  should 
n«d  with  notice  of  the  iisoe  of  a  Commission  to  inquire 
goffer  of  resignation.— The  Bishop  of  Winshsster 
1,bntti>e  amendment  was  ultimately  agreed  to. — 
''nmi  by  the  Duke  of  Biohmond,  provWng  tliat 
>of  the  oeunty,  instead  of  the  distoiot,  should  be 
r  of  Vb»  Oommission,  was  agreed  to.— Lord  Cairns 
itt  smendmesit  in  olaose  7  (whieh  empowers  the 
P>ioB  to  grant  a  pension  not  exceeding  one-third  of 
paaaanasT  valne  of  the  benefloe)  by  the  omission  of 
y  "gross."  He  urged  that  an  unndr  burden  might 
^s  be  cast  on  the  incoming  incumbent.— The  Bishops 
werter  and  London  obje^ed  on  the  ground  of  the 
w  ofasoeiiai&ingr  the  net  value,  and  pointed  out 
■*^<>Bmisai(niara  were  not  required  to  grant  as  mndi 
*H  their  disoretion  being  simply  limited  to  this  pro- 
».— The  amendment  was  agreed  to. — On  the  motion  of 


the  Bishop  of  Winchester,  a  new  olanse  was  insnted,  giving 
powerto  the  rmresentativee  of  a  olergymaa  found  Unatio 
oy  inquisition  to  aot  on  his  behalf — The  report  was  then 
zeoeived. 

Siqmttratitn  of  Smtfictt  Bill,— The  Bishop  of  Winchester 
intiodaeed  a  bill. 

Hareh  83.— The  Aonep  Act  (1870)  Amendment  SiU  was 
read  a  seoond  time. 

The  Btnejht*  St*ifnalioH  Bill  was  read  a  third  time  and 
passed. 

HOUSE  OF  COMMONS. 

March  17. — Counti/  Court  Judgu. — ^Mr.  G.  Oregory — who 
had  given  notice  of  his  intention  to  ask  the  Attorney- 
General  whether  his  attention  had  been  directed  to  a  return 
recently  issued  showing  the  number  of  davs  on  which 
judges  of  county  courts  sat  in  1869,  from  whion  it  appeared 
that  fifteen  of  snoh  judges,  receiving  salaries  of  fi«m  £1,500 
to  £1,800,  sat  for  perio£  amounting  in  the  whole  of  such  year 
to  from  six  to  twelve  days  onlv  :  and  whether  such  return 
was  a  correct  representraon  of  the  whole  of  the  work  per* 
formed  by  such  judges  respectively — said  that  since  he  luid 
given  notice  of  bis  questions  he  had  found  by  a  return  sup- 
plemental to  one  deUvered  last  Session  that  tbe  minimum  of 
sittings  was  88,  and  the  maximmn  216.  Therefore,  he 
would  not  trouble  the  Attorney-General  by  putting  the  first 
question  that  stood  in  his  name  on  the  paper.  But  he 
would  ask  whether  there  was  any  check  upon  or  control 
over  the  appointanent  of  deputies  by  connty  court  judges. 
— The  Attorney-General  said  the  9  and  10  Yiot.  o. 
95,  s.  20,  provided  that  a  deputy  might  be  appointed  in  case 
of  the  illness  or  unavoidable  absence  of  a  county  court  judge. 
The  cause  of  absence  was  to  be  entered  on  the  minutes  of 
the  court.  But  if  he  was  asked  who  was  to  determine 
whether  a  county  court  judge  was  ill  or  whether  his  absence 
was  unavoidable,  he  should  M  obliged  to  say  that  the  county 
conrt  judge  himself  was  the  judge  of  his  own  illneas.  There 
was  a  fniiher  power  undoubtedly,  with  the  approval  of  the 
Lord  Chancellor,  to  appoint  a  deputy,  for  a  psriod  not 
exceeding  two  months. 

ConvtntutU  and  Moruutic  liuiitutioiu.—tii.  KewdMfste, 
submitting  that  ihe  intention  of  the  majority  of  tiie  House 
must  be  defeated  unless  wider  powers  were  given  to  a  oom- 
mittee  than  were  poesessed  by  ike  committee  of  last  year, 
moved  that  a  select  committee  be  appointed  to  inquire  into 
the  existence,  number,  increase,  and  regulation  of  con- 
ventual and  monastic  institutions  in  Great  Britain ;  into 
the  income,  property,  and  estates  acquired,  received,  held, 
or  possessed  by  or  for  such  institutions,  or  by  or  for  mem- 
bers thereof;  and  whether  adequate  legal  securities  or 
means  existed  for  insuring  the  personal  freedom  of  the  in- 
mates thereof — Mr.  Villiers,  as  the  chairman  of  the  com- 
mittee of  last  year,  said  nothing  had  transpired  during  the 
in(}uiry  which  led  the  committee  to  think  that  they  re- 
quired farther  powers. — Mr.  Pemberton,  as  a  memMr  of 
last  year's  oommittee,  felt  unable  to  support  the  motion— 
Mr.  Greene  said  it  was  clear  that  the  powers  of  the  com- 
mittee were  not  extensive  enough. — The  motion  was  nega- 
tived by  196  to  79. 

The  Army  Setfulation  Bill. — ^AcQonmed  debate  on  seoond 
reading. — Second  reading  agreed  to  without  a  division. 

County  Juitieei  Quali/leation  Amendment  BilL—8it 
Roundel!  Palmer  introduced  a  bill  to  amend  the  law  dis^ 
qualifying  attorneys^  solicitors,  and  proctors  in  practice 
irom  being  justices  of  the  peace  for  oounties. 

Maioh  20.- The  Ititgitr  Inmatee  J>itei«rt*  and  BtguMioH 

Bin  was  read  a  second  time. 

■  "l%*Six  SA^"— Mr.  Ooldsmid  asked  the  Under-Secre- 
tary for  FoiMgnAfiaini  whether  the  owners  of  the  six  English 
venels  sunk  by  the  Prussians  in  the  Seine  had  reoaved 
ewnpensation  ;  and,  if  not,  what  farther  stops  the  Govern- 
itient  proposed  to  take  in  the  matter. — ^Lord  Enfield :  The 
owners  have  not  yet  received  compensation.  The  Board  of 
Trade  are  actively  engaged  in  investigating  the  claims. 
Soma  delay  has  arisen  owing  to  the  absence  on  leave  of  the 
German  Consul  at  Sunderland ;  but  as  soon  as  it  can  be  de- 
ddsd  what  is  ths  amonnt  of  indsmnity  that  can  fairly  be 
claimed  a  communication  will  be  made  to  ths  German  Am- 
bassador, ^rho  has  shown  the  greatest  readiness  to  settle  the 
claims  iritii  as  little  delay  as  possible. 

Stfuutratitn  of  BtntjUtt  SilL — Mr.  Bossell  Gumqr  intro. 
dneedabill. 
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March    22.— Sesistration    of  Trade    Por(ner»Aip».— Mr. 
Norwood  introduced  a  bill. 

March  23.— TAe  Sribery  AcIs.—Ut.  James  asked  the 
Attorney- General  whether,  in  the  event  of  the  Elections 
(Parliamentary  and  Municipal)  Bill  becoming  law,  the 
Government  was  prepared  at  the  earliest  opportunity  to 
introduce  a  measure  for  the  purpose  of  consolidating  and 
amending  the  Corrupt  Practices  Acts  now  existing  only  by 
virtue  of  a  continuance  Act. — The  Attorney -General  said 
the  Government  would  be  prepared  to  deal  with  the  subject 
if  the  Elections  (Parliamentary  and  Municipal)  Bill  should 
pass,  but  they  did  not  see  much  hope  of  being  able  to  do  so 
this  session. 


FOEEIGN  TRIBUNALS  &  JDHISPRUDENCE. 

AMERICA. 
Court  of  Appeals,  Kentucky. 
St.  Louis  Mutual  Life  Insurance  Company  T.  Grwts. 
Clause  in  a  life  policy  avoiding  the  policy   if  the  atturtd 
should  "  die  by  hit  otcn  hand." 

Meld,  by  two  judrjes,  that  an  act  of  self-destruction,  to  be 
within  this  condition,  mutt  be  "voluntary  ";  tliat,  if  com- 
mitted in  an  insane  state  of  mind,  it  is  not  "  voluntary,"  and 
that  the  lucre  act  of  self -destruction  creates  a  prima  facie  pie- 
sumpion  of  insanity. 

Dissentiente  <Ae  two  remaining  meiniirs  of  the  Court,  tcho 
held  that  self-destruction  is  within  such  a  condition,  if  com- 
mitted i>itentionally  by  a,  person  understanding  the  nature  and 
consequences  of  the  act,  though  labouring  under  an  insane  de- 
lusion rendering  him  legally  and  morally  irresponsible. 

Secus,  where  the  act  was  committed  whilst  the  will  was  over-  . 
mastered  by  a  blind,  violent  impulse  or  paroxysm. 

This  was  an  action  by  the  widow  of  one  Graves  against 
an  insurance  company  with  which  the  deceased  had  effected 
a  policy,  containing  a  condition  avoiding  the  policy  in  case 
the  assured   should  die  "  by  his  own  band,  by  delirium  | 
tremens,  or  the  use  of  opium."      The  deceased,  who  was  a  i 
livery-stable  keeper,  was  found  one  night  alone  in  his  stable 
shot  through  the  head  with  a  pistol,  which  he  had  borrowed 
from  a  friend  a  few  moments  before.      It  was  not  disputed 
that  the  deceased  fired  the  pistol  himself,  but  it  was  averred 
by  the  plaintiff  in  the  action  that  the  fatal  shot  was  fired  in 
a  momentary  paroxjam  of  moral  insanity,  which  subjugated  j 
his  will  and  impelled  him  beyond  the  power  of  self-control,  i 

It  was  proved  that  on  the  evening  of  the  act  Graves  was 
seen  drinking  copiously  by  himself,  and  that  he  was  in-  [ 
toxicated  when  he  obtained  the  pistol.    Evidence  was  also  ] 
admitted  (though   objected  to  by  the    defendants)   of   a  : 
rumour,  current  the  night  before,  that  deceased  had  burnt  i 
down  a  rival  livery  stable  belonging  to  his  brother.    The 
Court  instructed  the  jury  that  though  they  might  be  satis-  | 
fied  that  the  deceased  committed  suicide,  and  that  when  he 
did  the  act  his  intellect  was  unimpaired,  and  that  he  know 
that  it  was  forbidden  by  human  and  divine  law,  yet  if  they 
believed,  upon  the  evidence,  that  at  the  instant  of  the  com- 
mision  of  the  act  his  will  was  subordinated  by  an  uncon- 
trollable passion  of  emotion,  causing  him  to  do  the  act, 
they  must  find  it  to  have   been  an  act  of  moral  insanity, 
not  avoiding  the  policy.     The  company  appealed. 

KoBERTSON  and  Petehs,  JJ. — To  avoid  the  policy  the 
death  must  have  been  the  voluntary  act  of  the  assured,  and 
an  insane  act  is  no  more  voluntary  than  any  act  constrained 
by  extraneous  force.  There  is  in  the  decisions  on  the  construc- 
tion of  such  conditions  as  the  present  some  apparent  conflict, 
but  no  very  essential  diversity  of  principle.  All  the  cases  but 
oneconcurthat  to  avoid  the  policy  the  death  must  be  "volun- 
tary." Dean  v.  American  Insurance  Company  (4  Allen)  is 
an  elaborate,  self-contradictory,  and  inconclusive  opinion, 
which,  though  apparently  against  this  view,  becomes,  when 
examined,  corroborative.  In  Uartman  v.  Keystone  Insurcmce 
Company  (9  Harris,  479),  the  Supreme  Court  of  Pennsyl- 
vania held  that  "die  by  his  own  hand  "  included  any  kind 
of  suicide.  In  Breasted  v.  The  Fanners'  Loan  and  Trust 
Company  (i  Hill,  74)  the  Supreme  Court  of  New  York,  in 
a  powerful  opinion,  adjudged  that  "  suicide  "  and  "died  by 
his  own  hands,"  as  generally  used  in  policies,  were  synony- 
mous, and  that  •' die  by  his  own  hands"  means  voluntary 
self-destructioD  by  the  uee  will  of  a  sane  man  ("  self-destruc- 
tion by  a  fellow-being  bereft  of  reason  can  with  no  more  pro- 
priety be  ascribed  to  the  act  of  his  own  hand  than  to  the 
deadly  instrument    that    may    have    been    used    for  the 


purpose. "  .  .  .  "  Self-Blaught«r  by  aa  inaii 
lunatio  is  not  an  act  of  suicide  within  the  mei 
law  4  Black.  Com.  189,  1  Hale's  P.  C.  411.)" 
appeal  that  judgment  was  affirmed  (Seldoa'i  R 
The  Court  said  that  "  suicide  "  and  "  death  ly 
were  synonymous  in  policies,  and  in  each  the 
intentional,  and  therefore  criminal,  which  ecu 
case  if  the  mind  was  constrained  by  moral 
duress ;  and  said  also,  "  Can  it  make  any  differ 
this  coercion  come  from  the  hand  of  man  or  th! 
Providence  ?  " 

The  same  principle  was  recognised  by  the  St 
of  Maine,  in  Easterbrook  v.  The  Union  UtAual  1 
Company  (54  Maine  Eep.  225),  in  which  the  C 
criticise  the  British  cases  of  Borradaile  v.  JBTun 
Gra.  639),  and  Clift  v.  Sehwahe  (3  Man.  &  &r 

In  Sorrodaile  v.' Hunter  a  majority  of  the  C 
C  J.,  and  others  dissenting,  decided  that  th 
avoided  by  the  self-destruction  of  the  assure 
jury  found  that  the  act  was  voluntary  ;  thus 
unless  the  act  was  voluntary  the  policy  1 
avoided.  And  this,  so  far,  is  coincident  witl 
But  that  Court  seemed  to  think  that  know! 
and  wrong  may  make  an  insane  act  voluntary, 
sistency  of  the  past  generation  on  the  ; 
insanity  is  exploded  by  the  advancing  scienc 
rectified  age.  Moreover,  it  seems  that  not  oc 
Maule,  Pollock.  CressweU,  Tenterden,  and 
jurists  of  England,  disapproved  the  inoonsi£i 
Borradaile  v.  Hunter  and  Clift  v.  Schwabe,  1 
it,  and  that  Lord  St.  Leonards  says,  in  a  not* 
Insurance,  75,  "  8ed  quoeere  the  decision  ?  " 
therefore  not  fuU  and  unquestioned  aath( 
England,  except  so  far  as  they  support  our 
the  act  cannot  avoid  the  policy  unless  it  be  vi 
who  can  doubt  what,  in  its  legal  sense,  "  volt 

Hence,  referring  to  those  British  cases  a: 
reason  with  .B)fa«<erf  V.  Farmers  Loan  audi 
as  reported  in  Phillips  on  Insurance,  sectio 
effect,  that  any  mental  derangement  sufficiei 
a  party  from  a  contract  would  render  a  pers( 
occasioning  the  forfeiture  of  such  a  policy  as 
reason,  and  authority,  all  concurring,  show 
act  is  not  voluntary,  and  that  to  avoid  the 
case  the  act  of  self-destruction  must  have  I 
Every  self-destroyer  literally  dies  "  by  his  oi 
technical  suicide  implies  a  sane  and  com 
If  the  death  was  not  an  act  of  free  volition,  thi 
will  of  a  sane  and  self-poised  mind,  the  app( 
sible ;  otherwise  not. 

According  to  matured  philosophy,  and  th 
authority  of  elementary  writers,  such  as 
Esquirol  and  Ray  and  Taylor,  and  of  many 
cations,  both  British  and  American,  there  n 
well  as  intellectual  insanity,  and  essentiall 
guished  from  it.  When,  as  often  happens 
mal-org^isation  or  supervenient  disturbanc 
condition  of  a  sound  mind  in  a  sound  body, 
sent  false  images  which  are  accredited  necaB 
luded  victim  as  intuitive  certainties,  no  reu 
can  rectify  the  illusion  of  a  mind  in  such  abm 
and  consequently,  as  no  punitory  sanction  c 
effects  of  such  insane  delusion,  there  is  no 
bility.    This  is  called  intellectual  insanity. 

But,  while  the  senses  are  apparently  soui 
affections  may  be  perverted,  or  the  morsl 
hinged,  in  such  a  degree  as  to  subjugate  t 
morbid  appetite  or  ungovernable  passion,  si 
tate  against  the  will  insane  but  conscious  i 
contradistinctively  called  moral  insanity, 
forms  of  monomania  entitled  kleptomani 
nymphomania,  homicidal  mania,  &c.,  now  w 
recognised  as  irresponsible  insanity. 

Whether  and  how  far  these  two  distincti 
sanity  run  into  and  sympathise  with  each  otl 
But  generally  the  one  is  apparently  untiny 
and  in  moral  dethronement  by  insane  passu 
no  delusion,  but  the  will  is  overwhelmed  by  d 
which  it  can  neither  stifle  or  successfully  r 
The  Commonaealth,  1  Duvall,  is  Kentucky  au 
ingthis  theory. 

The  appellee  rests  her  case  on  the  pleathtt 
suicide  was  an  act  of  moral  insanity;  M 
assume  that  all  suicide  is  an  insane  act,  ' 
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ridesceofiiuanUyinKine  phase.  All  this  is  eontrorerted 
y  Uie  ippeBint ;  and  here  Ilea  the  iMne  diienaHd  and 
riei 

Ob  the  qoeetion  whether  a  sane  mind  oan  commit  volon- 
\tj  niidde  Hun  has  heen  some  conflict  of  opinion.  Some 
e^)c(wnriits  insist  that  snicide  is  neceasanly  an  insane 
it ;  otaei*  that  it  is  only  primd  fae%»  eridenee  of  insanity. 
It*  fiist  hypothesis  has  heen  generally  discredited,  and 
•  biter  mnch  donbted,  in  all  time  and  erety  forom,  ever 
leethe  inieides  of  Themistooles,  Demosthenes,  Hannibal, 
id  Gito  of  Utica.  Withont  &ith  in  a  fiitnre  state  of 
tnlnitioD,  the  historic  men  seemed,  each  and  all,  to  prefer, 
ntitiMl  calculation,  annihilation  to  hopeless  torture  or 
ITtdttisn.  ETen  assurance  of  immortality  might  not 
raji  itay  the  Toluntaiy  hand  of  the  reasoning  suicide, 
ufjndom  for  fiuth  or  principle,  or  opinion,  though  not  a 
ntiTe  act  of  suicide,  is  yet  rirtaally  self-immolation  on 
9  iltsr  of  truth  and  posthmaous  fame.  And  many  such 
f-Mcriitcts  illurtrate  the  middle  ages,  and  even  subsequent 
liodt  of  the  earth's  history,  without  the  imputation  or 
jridoD  of  impelling  insanity.  Still  self-destruction  is  so 
t  ind  swftd  as,  in  itself  and  by  itself  to  imply  insanity, 
the  ibsence  of  proof  of  motive  or  predisposing  causes. 
di  <n  our  judicial  theories  on  this  oooolt  subject. 
Ibsot  elaboration  of  the  elements  of  physiology  or 
(kology,  or  analysis  of  Ray  or  Esqnirol  or  Prichwd  or 
fJor,  all  substantially  ooncorrenK  or  of  British  and 
leiican  sdjudications,  in  some  respects  conflicting,  we  are 
itent  vith  the  conclusion  that  the  foregoing  outline 
ImsU^  defines  the  law  of  this  case. 
B  givug  and  mfnaing  instructions  on  the  trial,  the 
ait  judge,  with  one  exception,  substantially  applied  the 
'Mtsss  defined.  If  paroxysm  of  moral  insanity  caused 
death  of  the  assured,  the  suicidal  act  was  involunta^, 
t  tt  the  instant  unavoidable,  eren  if  he  then  knew  its 
priity  ud  all  its  oonsequenoee ;  for  snch  knowledge,  as 
■nnggtsted,  is  inconsistent  with  that  form  of  insanity, 
Iwttfore  the  Court  did  not  err  in  refusing  to  instruct 
kmr  otherwise,  and  of  which  the  appellant  most 
WM.  But  instruction  number  three  was  erroneous. 
Iw  nriewing  the  evidence : — ]  The  evidence  as  to  in- 
l^rilNnfiioting,  but  the  facts  conduce  to  the  conclusion 
loemicide  was  voluntary  and  premeditated,  and  was 

I  tie  ioeritable  result  of  moral  insanity.  On  the  other 
4  liii  apparent  fdioity  in  his  domestic  relations  and 
Vit,  the  monstrous  character  of  the  act  itself,  and  the 
» of  certain  proof  of  any  strong  motive  for  iti  fortify 
^UK>  /km  presamption  of  insanity,  which  is  still  more 
•gthaud  bv  the  testimony  of  medical  men,  who  both, 
t  heuing  the  evidence,  concurred  in  the  belief  that,  if 
TM  ahot  himself,  the  act  was  the  ofliq|>ring  of  moral  mania. 

ptobalnlities  (are  so  nearly  balanced  that  the  prepon- 
aes  would  not  allow  this  Court  to  set  aside  a  verdict 
■  »y  for  want  of  evidence  to  support  it.  But  the 
Msdmission  of  the  opinions  of  many  unprofessional 
MM*  eqiressed  on  a  long  hypothetical  question  as  to 
iser  they  thought  that,  under  all  the  circumstanoes, 
t*  if  sane  would  have  diot  himself  was  a  substantial 
'•  ptejudioial  to  the  q>pellant 

'that  error,  the  error  in  instruction  number  three,  and 
norm  adautting  evidence  of  monomania,  the  jndg- 
>»  tereised,  and  the  cause  remanded  fior  a  new  trial 
aJ-UMB,  C.J.,  delivered  a  separate  opinion,  in  which 
■w,  J;  concurred. — 

ms  suit  the  jury  have  found  for  plaintifT  under  the 
nag  mstraetion  of  the  Court :— "  "niat  before  the  jury 
■Hi  for  the  defendant  they  most  be  satisfied  item  the 
Bce  given  that  Leslie  C.  Oravei^  whose  life  was  insured 
M  defendant,  oommitted  sakade,  and  that  whan  he  did 
«1^  intellect  was  unimpaired,  and  that  he  knew  it 
*™dden  both  by  moral  and  human  law ;  yet  if  they 
Kfrom  the  evidence  that  at  the  instant  of  the  com- 
Mof  the  act  his  will  was  subordinated  by  anv  unoon- 
>*H  paaion  or  emotion  causing  him  to  do  the  act,  it 
»  set  of  moral  insanity;  and  they  oughts  if  they  so 
*«i  to  find  for  the  plaintiff." 

uw«  lie  now  asked  to  say  that  this  is  law.  Inallthe 
%  mweitain,  intangible,  and  undefined  theories  of  the 
'  iBpraetieaUe    metaphysiciaa    on   psyschology  and 

II  Qisntty,  no  court  of  last  resort  m  Enshimd  or 
ncs,  so  ar  ss  has  been  brought  to  our  knowleoge,  ever 
«  umonneed  such  a  startling,  iireeponaiDle,  and 
»?w  proposition  of  law.  Fw?this  be  law,  then  no 
*»  there  responsibility  fbr  homidde,  unless  it  be  per- 


pM^ated  in  calm,  cool,  considerate  condition  of  mind. 
What  is  this  proposition  when  compressed  into  a  single 
sentence  ?  That  if  his  "  intellect  was  unimpaired,  and 
that  he  knew  it  was  forbidden  both  by  moral  and  human 
law,  yet  if  «t  the  instant  of  the  act  his  will  was  subor- 
dinated by  any  nncentrollable  passion  or  emotion  causing 
him  to  do  the  act,  it  was  moral  insanity,  and  they  ought  to 
find  for  the  plaintiff."  Concede  that  it  was  through  either 
passion  or  mortification,  or  fear  of  disgrace  because  of  this 
rumour,  and  instead  of  killing  himself  he  had  killed  his 
brother,  or  some  one  else  whom  he  suspected  of  bein^  con- 
nected with  the  rumour,  should  this  transport  of  passion  or 
mortification  or  fear  of  disgrace  have  exempted  him  i^m 
criminal  responsibility  P  If  so,  then,  indeed,  the  more 
violent  the  passion  and  desperate  the  deed,  the  more  aecure 
fiom  punishment  will  be  the  perpetrator  of  homicide  or 
other  crime.  Had  Graves  killed  anotiier  under  the  oironm- 
stances  developed  in  this  case,  we  should  enter  our  most 
solemn  protest  against  his  exoneration  from  reeponsibili^. 
But  it  is  not  necessary  to  put  this  case  on  any  such  grouniu, 
for  this  is  a  civil  suit,  founded  on  a  civil  contract. 

The  doctrine  of  moral  insanity,  ever  dangerous  as  it  is  to 
the  security  of  the  citizen's  life,  and  pregnant  as  it  is  with 
evils  to  society,  has  but  little  or  no  application  to  this  case. 
Too  uncertain  and  intangible  for  the  practical  consideration 
of  juries,  and  unsafe  in  the  hands  of  even  the  most  learned 
Mia  astote  jurist,  it  should  never  be  resorted  to  for  exemp- 
tion from  responsibility  save  on  the  most  irrefragable 
evidence,    developing    unquestionable   testimony   of  that 

i'  morind  or  diseasoa  condition  of  the  affection  or  passions  so 
as  to  ooi^rol  and  overpower  or  subordinates  the  will  before 
the  act  complained  of ;  for  if  the  act  is  to  be  evidence  of 
moral  insamty  for  the  snicide,  so  it  will  be  for  the  homioide, 
the  parricide,  and  the  seducer,  and  the  raviaher. 

But  as  the  general  covenants  of  the  policy  assured  against 
all  deatha  by  disease,  whether  of  body  or  mind,  what  did 
the  parties  mean  by  inserting  the  proviso  that  the  company 
was  not  to  be  responsible  "  if  he  shall  die  by  his  own  hands"f 
These  are  impcn^t  and  pregnant  words,  full  of  meaning. 
In  natural  and  common  iNwlance  there  would  be  but  little 
difficulty  io  this  determination,  for  they  should  have  a 
rational  construetion,  to  be  derived  from  the  whole  con- 
tract and  the  objects  of  the  parties  as  therein  evidenced. 
But  the  n^ements  of  astute  and  metaphysical  minds  have 
re&ied  away  this  in  exploring  the  maay,  dark,  and  limitless 
region  of  psychology  and  moral  insanity,  and  herein  lies  the 
difficulty.  The  puty  did  not  intend  to  insure  a^;ainst  self- 
destruction;  yet,  says  the  refined  metaphysician,  this 
means  a  voluntary  self-destruction,  and  if  the  party  was 
morally  or  mentally  insane  he  did  not  destroy  himself, 
and  tliat  the  act  of  self-destruction  is  evidence  in  itself  of 
such  moral  insanity.  So  the  act  of  taking  his  own  life  dis- 
proves the  seU-deetruction.  Was  there  ever  a  more  self- 
destroying  argument  or  theory  P  And  if  this  theory  be  true 
that  the  act  of  suicide  evidences  insanity,  either  moral  or 
mental,  does  this  not  itself  establish  the  fact  that  it  was 
against  such  death  that  the  company  refused  to  insure,  and 
so  provided  for  its  exemption  nom  the  operation  of  the 
go^ral  covenants  of  the  policy.  If  moral  insanity,  when 
the  mind  is  left  unimpared,  is  to  be  substituted  for 
disease,  to  what  purpose  were  the  words  usedP  What 
kind  of  self-destruction  did  they  provide  against  P 
For  the  astute  metaphysicians  who  testified  in  this  case 
gave  it  as  their  (qji^ion  that  in  a  Christian  country  no 
sane  man  would  commit  suicide,  and  so  testified  nearly 
every  oth»  witness,  and  there  were  many  who  were  called 
to  t^e  point;  and  so,  it  is  presumed,  found  the  jury,  for 
this  is  the  sole  act  of  insanity  proved,  or  attempted  to  be 
proved,  in  the  case.  Now,  this  actual  practical  reductio  ad 
aittinhim  illustzates  the  uncertain  ana  intangible  inpalpa- 
biUty  of  such  a  theo^.  Here  the  insurance  company  does 
not  insure  against  sw-destruction.  This,  saj^  the  theorist, 
does  not  embrace  an  act  of  moral  or  mental  insanity,  and 
tke  act  of  self-destruction  evidences,  in  itself,  such  moral 
insamty;  the  inevitable  logical  result,  therefore,  is,  that  as 
self-destruction  testifies  to  moral  insanity,  which  is  not 
embraced  in  the  proviso,  so  self,  destruction  is  not  embraced 
in  the  words  "  if  he  die  by  his  own  hands."  If  this  be  so, 
what  do  they  mean  P  For  there  they  stand  as  part  of  the 
covenant,  and  as  a  qualification  to  the  pre\-ioudly  used 
general  terms  of  responsibility  by  the  company.  This,  in 
effect,  and  to  all  legu  and  practical  purposes,  nullifies  and 
abolidies  the  proviso  and  renders  it  a  mere  brutmit  fuUhtn, 
a  senseless,  imbecile  provision. 
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If  then  we  would  escape  this  illogical  absurdity,  and  at- 
tach  any  sensible  meaning  to  theaewords,  and  give  them  any 
effectiTe  operation,  we  most  find  a  more  practical  solu- 
tion than  the  theory  of  moral  insanity  has  or  can  present  to 
US.  It  is  remaitoible  that  all  the  decisions  which  have 
come  to  our  view  have  been  made  npoii  strongly  developed 
and  distinctly  marked  cases  of  prior  iatdleotiuil  insanity, 
and  do  not  embrace  a  single  case  of  moral  insanity.  In  Clifl 
T.  SchuKtie  the  Bnglish  Ojort,  npon  solemn  argument  and 
due  consideration,  afiSrmed  the  principles  announced  in 
BoiradaHe  -v.  Swiler,  and  held  the  policy  void  because  the 
said  Schwabe,  whose  life  was  insorea,  committed  suicide  by 
taking  sulphuric  acid  with  the  intent  to  kill  himself,  though 
then  of  unsound  mind.  The  reasoning  in  this  was  simibr 
to  the  other  case,  since  which  time  the  law  has  been  regarded 
as  so  settled  in  England.  In  1843  the  Senate  of  New  York, 
sitting  as  a  court  of  errors,  in  Breasted  ▼.  Farmers'  Loan 
and  Trust  Company  (4  Hill,  74),  held  that  "suicide  involves 
the  deliberate  termination  of  one's  existence  while  in  posses- 
sion and  enjoyment  of  his  mental  faculties.  Self-slaughter 
by  an  insane  man  or  lunatic  is  not  an  act  of  suicide  within 
the  meaning  of  law."  But  the  evidence  or  character  of  the 
insanity  in  that  case  is  not  given  in  the  short,  unphilo- 
Bophic,  and  weak  argumentation  of  tiiis  political  Dody, 
though  written  by  its  Chief  Justice.  "Hie  same  case  went 
np  to  the  Appellate  Court  in  18S3  (4  Selden,  303),  and  it  ap- 
pears therem  "  that  the  assured  threw  himself  into  the  Hnd- 
aon  river  from  the  steamboat  Erie,  while  insane,  for  the  pur- 
pose of  drowning  himself,  not  b^ng  capable  at  the  time  of 
distinguishing  between  right  and  wrong,  as  found  by  the  re- 
ferees. Here  was  evidenoe  of  insanity,  before  he  perpetrated 
the  deed,  to  such  an  extent  as  to  destroy  his  knowledge  and 
power  to  discriminate  between  right  and  wrong ;  and  what 
was  said  in  the  opinion  of  the  Court  much  more  arg^umenta- 
tive  than  the  other,  must  be  taken  in  reference  to  such 
character  of  mental  insanity.  And  while  a  majority  of  the 
Court  evidently  felt  the  cogency  of  the  reasoning  and  autho- 
rity of  the  Knglish  Courts,  still  it  drew  a  distinction  between 
the  facts,  insisting  that  in  the  English  oases  the  suicide  had 
acted  voluntarily,  but  not  so  with  the  assured  in  their  own 
case ;  so  that  they  wore  deciding  in  a  case  where  no  volition 
had  been  exercised,  nor  was  there  power  to  distinguish  be- 
tween right  and  wrong,  which  makes  out  a  case  of  bad 
Intellectual  lunacy;  yet  even  hero  was  a  nearly  equally 
divided  court,  or  a  majority  of  four  against  a  minor- 
ity of  three  on  such  a  case.  The  next  case  is  that  of 
Eaeterirook  v.  The  Union  Mutual  Life  Insurance  Company 
<fi4  Maine,  226),  in  which  the  Supreme  Court  of  Maine, 
by  a  divided  court  of  four  to  one,  upon  a  policy 
identical  in  language  to  the  one  in  this  case,  and  upon 
the  finding  of  the  jury  "that  the  self-destruction 
was  the  result  of  a  blind  and  irresistible  impulse  over  which 
the  will  had  no  control,  and  that  the  self-destruction  was 
not  an  act  of  volition,"  held  that  the  policy  was  not  void 
by  such  act  committed  by  one  labouring  under  such  insanity. 
But  in  Hartman  v.  Keystone  Intumnee  Company  (81  Penn. 
479)  the  Supreme  Court  of  Pennsylvania  held  that  "  the 
woras  *  die  by  his  own  hand,'  standing  alone,  mean  any  sort 
«f  suicide ;"  one  judge  dissenting,  one  absent,  and  three  con- 
curring. In  Sean  v.  American  Uutual  Life  Ineuranee  Com- 
pany (4  Allen,  96),  the  Supreme  Court  of  Massachusetts, 
by  unanimity  of  six  judges,  held  that  a  policy  containing 
the  words  in  the  proviso  that  if  the  assured  "  shall  die  by 
bis  own  hand  "  it  is  to  be  void,  means  to  exclude  risks  of 
"  the  destruction  of  life  by  the  voluntary  and  intentional 
act  of  the  party  assured.''  The  Court  said :  "  The  moral 
responsibility  for  the  act  does  not  affect  the  nature  of  the 
haztud.  The  object  is  to  g^uard  against  loss  arising  from  a 
particular  mode  of  death.  The  eauea  caueani,  the  motive  or 
influence  which  guided  or  controlled  the  will  of  the  partr 
committing  the  act,  is  immaterial  as  affecting  the  risk  which 
the  insurers  intended  to  except  from  the  policy.  .  .  . 
The  proviso  exempts  the  insurers  from  liabihty  when  life  is 
destrojred  by  the  act  of  the  party  insured,  alUiough  it  may 
be  distinctly  traced  as  the  result  of  a  diseased  mind." 

It  would  seem  reasonable  to  hold  that  the  proviso  was 
intended  to  except  from  the  policy  all  cases  of  death  caused 
ly  the  voluntary  act  of  the  assured,  when  his  deed  of  self- 
destruction  was  the  result  of  intention,  by  a  person  knowing 
the  nature  and  consequences  of  the  act,  although  it  may 
have  been  done  under  an  insane  delusion,  i^iicu  rendered 
the  party  morally  and  l^^y  irresponsible.  If  the  suicide 
was  an  act  of  volition,  however  excited  or  impelled,  it 
may  in  a  just  sense  be  said  that  he   died  by  his  own 


hand.  If  the  death  was  caused  by  accidenl 
or  overwhelming  force,  in  the  madness  oi  delir 
any  combination  <>{  riTCumgt.inces  from  wUi. 
fairly  infeorred  thit  the  act  of  self-destruction 
result  of  the  will,  or  intention  of  the  party  ad 
to  the  eod,  and  oontemplatin;^  the  physical  nat 
of  the  act,  then  it  may  be  justly  held  to  be  i 
oepted  within  the  moaning  of  the  proviso.  A 
be  said  to  die  by  his  own  lumd,  in  the  sense  ii 
words  are  used  in  the  policy,  whose  sclf-dei 
not  proceed  from  the  exercise  of  an  act  of  i 
tile  result  of  Mind  impulse,  of  mistake  or  a 
other  circnmilaiices  over  which  the  will  can  e: 
troL  This  ia  the  tangible,  practical  \-iew  of  tl 
witiiin  the  comprehension  of  plain,  sensible 
generally  make  contracts,  and  such  as  juries 
composed  of,  and  embraces  the  true  philosop 
viso  and  the  reascns  for  its  insertion,  rendeiioj 
and  valuable. 

It  is  remarkable  that  every  one  of  these 
England  and  America,  arose  out  of  intellecti 
disease  often,  if  not  universally,  produced  1> 
rangement— evidenced  before  the  act  of  self -d 
judges  oonld  differ  in  such  cases — and  a  great 
that  even  tbe  insanity  must  be  of  such  a  de^ 
dude  volition  and  a  comprehension  of  the  ph 
the  act  before  it  should  be  exonerated  from 
of  the  provision  in  the  jiolicy — could  it  no 
inferred  that  in  a  case  of  mere  moral  insai 
intellect  was  left  unimpaired,  with  a  full  coi 
the  act  and  physical  result  thereof,  and  studi 
the  means  to  the  end,  the  judges  would  hare  \ 
that  the  mere  impulse  of  passion  at  the  inst: 
however  strong  and  overwhelming  and  conti 
mind,  could  not  rescue  it  from  the  operation 

It  never  has  been  anticipated  by  any  hiw 
to  us  that  the  mere  transjiortB  of  passion  .i 
fatal  deed  is  done,  when  the  mind  remains  t 
in  the  exercise  of  its  intellectual  faculties,  1 
and  overwhelming,  shall  exonerate  from  eve 
sponsibiUty,  much  less  to  avoid  civil  contra 
proximity  of  the  words  "  shall  die  by  his  o«ti 
signifying  criminal  intent,  no  more  indicate 
tont  enters  into  their  meaning  than  does  their 
to  other  words  importing  no  such  intent,  b 
one,  show  that  they  should  be  construed  to  me 
innocent  action  ;  and  as  these  words  stand  ii 
tion  with  both  classes  of  words,  how  shall  C< 
that  they  are  to  be  construed  by  the  one  r 
other  P  Evidenfly  these  words,  as  held  b; 
Black,  in  the  Pennsylvania  case,  and  by  oth< 
be  construed  by  themselves,  and  in  their  « 
signification  hdd  to  mean  what  the  parties 
derived  from  the  whole  contract,  its  nature,  i 

The  opinions  of  witnesses,  not  founded  on 
a  mere  theory  of  morals  or  ethics,  whether  g; 
sional  or  unprofessional  men,  are  wholly  i 
evidence.  Hence  the  opinion  of  even  phy 
sane  man  in  a  Christian  country  would  comr 
being  founded  on  the  science  or  phenomen 
but  rather  a  theory  of  morals,  religion,  and 
bility,  is  not  evidence. 

Nor  should  the  Court  have  permitted  the  « 
about  the  city  to  be  proved  over  the  defends 
unless  it  had  been  carried  home  to  the 
deceased. 

We  therefore  concur  in  the  reversal,  but  ni 
expounded  by  Judges  Robertson  and  Peters. 

Abridged  nom  the  Kew  York  Daily  Transei 


AiiEKiCAX  Insuk-^nce  Legislation. — A  bi 
sented  in  the  New  York  Legislature,  which  hi 
its  object  the  making  life  policies  incontestible  • 
the  third  premium.  In  other  words  the  assu 
holden  for  fedse  statements  made  in  application 
ment  of  three  premiums.  The  bill  should  be  < 
to  cover  up  frauds  on  the  companies:"  In  tl 
body  Mr,  Dennis  Burns  has  introduced  a  bill  to  c 
companies  to  print  their  policies  in  legible  type, 
naked  eye,"  instead  of  putting  certain  clauw 
rights  of  the  insured,  in  such  small  and  obscure 
purport  is  never  discovered  till  pajinent  is  demi 
Mr.  Bums  should  also  enact  that  all  policrholdi 
to  read  their  policies.— iVwo  Yori  Unitnoriter. 
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OBITUARY 

MB.  F.  G.  WEST. 
Ur.  Fisncu  0«orge  West,  barruter-at-law,  died  at  hk 
It,  Horiiam  Hall,  Thaxted,  Eaaex,  on  the  15th  of  Hwch, 
the  sixty-dztb  year  of  his  age.  He  was  the  only  son  of 
e  late  Ber.  Geoige  West,  Bector  of  Stoke-nezt-Ghiildford, 
iirey,  by  Sanh,  only  danshter  and  hedr  of  Francis  Creuzi, 
I).,  of  Howfield  House,  Saaez,  and  was  bom  in  1806.  Mr. 
art  vas  called  to  the  har  at  Lincolu's-imi  in  Hay,  18fiO, 
d  inherited  the  Thaxted  estate  on  the  death  of  his  father 
1863,  aoon  after  which  he  was  appointed  a  Justice  of  the 
ace  uid  Deputy  Lieatenant  for  Essex.  He  married  in 
W,  Tnnoes,  yomvest  daughter  of  the  late  James  Green, 
ij.,  of  Faraham,  aamy,  by  whom  he  leaves  an  only  sur. 
ng  Km— the  Ber.  George  West,  of  Magdalen  Hall, 
fold,  who  is  ouiate  of  Byton,  in  Northumberland. 


LAW  BTUDSFTS'  JOUSITAL. 

LECTUBSS  AND  LAW  CLASSES. 
lie  lectnna  and  law  classes  for  the  year  1870-1  will  be 
tinned  after  the  Easter  Becass,  in  confomitj  with  the 
owing  taUe : — 

Equttt. 
Chiries  Septimus  Medd,  Esq.,  Lecturer  and  Beader. 


Ipril  U,  Friday  ... 

..    Lecture  . 

«to7 

„   17,  Monday 

...    Class  A 

„  18,  Tuesday 

..       „      B 

-  4.30  to  6 

„  19,  Wednesday     ... 

...       „      C 

„  28,  Friday 

by   l,Mottiby 

...    Lecture  .. 

6to7 

...    Class  A   ' 

„    2,  Tuesday 

4.30  to  6 

,    3,  Wednesday     ... 

•••     »»     c 

,  U,  Friday 

...    Lecture  .. 

.      6to7 

,  U,  Monday 

...    Class  A 

,  IS,  Tuesday 

...      „      B 

4.30  to  6 

,  n  17,  Wedneeday     ... 

„      C 

'  ,  K,  Friday 

...    Lecture  .. 

6to7 

1.  i9,  Monday 

...    Class  A 

„  80,  Tuesday 

...       „      B 

4.80  to  6 

,  31,  Wednesday     ... 

c 

'm«  9,  Friday 

.»    Lecture  .. 

6to7 

n   12,  Monday 

...    CLui  A 

,   13,  Tuesday 

...      „      B 

4.30  to  6 

„   U,  Wednesday     ... 

...       „      C 

„  23,  Friday 

...    Lecture  .. 

6to7 

„   26,  Monday 

...    Class  A  ) 

,   27,  Tuesday 

...      „      B 

4.30  to  6 

„   28,  Wednesday      ... 

...      „      C 

CoxMOM  Law. 

H.  M.  Bompaa,  Esq., 

Leetwer  and  Beader. 

I>ril21,  Friday 

...    Lecture  .. 

.      6t«7 

,   24,  Monday 

...     Class  A 

„    25,  Tuesday 

...      „      B 

4.30  to  6 

,    26,  Wednesday      ... 

...       „      C 

«T   S.Friday 

...    Lecture  .. 

6to7 

1,     8,  Monday 

...     Class  A    1 

„     9,  Tuesday 

B    f 

4.30  to  8 

„   10,  Wednesday       .. 

...     „     c  j 

-   19,  Friday 

...    liccture  .. 

6to7 

.   22,  Monday 

...    Class  A 

.  23,  Tuesday 

••      .,      B 

4.30  to  6 

V  24,  Wednesday      ... 

c 

me  2,  Friday 
.     S.Moniy 

...    Lecture  .. 

.      «to7 

...    Class  A 

...      „      B 

„      yj 

.     6,Tuead/y 

4.80  to  6 

,    7,  Wednesday      ... 

»  16,  Friday 

...    Lecture  .. 

6to7 

.   19,Mn>day 

...    Class  A  1 

..  20,  Tuesday 

...       „      B    . 

4.30  to  6 

.  21,  Wednesday      ... 

...      „    c  ) 

MCIBTIES  AlTD  IlfSTITimOMS. 

UW  STUDENTS'  DEBATING  SOCIETY. 
J*  the  meeting  of  the  society  on  Tuesday,  21st  inst..  the 
toon  diicnssed  was  No.  471,  Leeal :— "  A.  effected  an 
"wceonashipandoMgo  at  and  from  Buenos  Ayres, 


and  port  or  ports  of  loading  in  the  prorince  of  Buenos  Ayree, 
to  port  or  ports  of  call  and  discharge  in  the  United  ^g. 
dom.  A.  knew  the  ship  was  to  be  sent  to  L.,  a  roadstn^ 
wiUuB  the  prorince,  to  complete  her  cargo,  and  she  sailed 
there  accordingly ;  but,  on  her  return  vcyage  to  Buenos 
Ayres  to  obtain  a  clearance,  was  wrecked.  L.  was  unknown 
to  underwriters  as  a  place  of  loading,  and  had  defendant  a 
subscriber  to  the  pohoy,  been  informed  by  A.  that  the  Teael 
was  (^ing  to  load  there,  he  would  have  required  a  higher 
premium.  Can  A.  recover  on  the  policy  P  "  Sarrtteir  and 
<)M«r«  V.  Butehitifon.  Mr.  Dnpree  opened  the  debate  in  the 
affinnative,  and  the  question  was  decided  in  the  negatire  br 
the  Chairman's  casting  vote. 


CODBT  PAPSB8. 

QUEEN'S  BENCH. 
Sittinn  at  Nisi  Prins  in  Middlesex  and  Lendsn,  before  the- 
Eij^t  Hon.  Sir  A.  E.  Cockbhen,  Bart.,  Lord  Chief  Jus- 
toceof  her  Mi^eaty's  Court  of  Queen's  Bench,  in  Easter 
Teraif  1871. 

In  Term. 
Middlesex. 

Mon^y AprU  17  I  Monday May  1 

Monday  24  |  ' 

No  Londoa  sittings. 

AriEB   TCBM. 

Middlesex.                I                 London. 
Tuesday May  9  |  Friday May  1» 

COMMON  PLEAS. 

Sittuiss  at  Nisi  Prius  in  Middlesex  and  London,  before  the 
Bi^t  Hon.  Sir  William  Bovill,  Knt.,  Lord  Chief  Justice 
of  her  Majesty's  Court  of  Common  Pleas,  at  Westminster. 
Easter  Term,  1871. 

InTbbm. 

Middlesex. 

Monday April  17  I  Monday May  1 

Monday    ,    24 1 

No  London  sittings. 

AlTKB   TbBK. 

Middlesex.                I                  London. 
Tuesday May  9  |  Friday May  21 

EXCHEQUER  OF  PLEAS. 
Sittings  at  Nisi  Prius  in  Middlesex  and  London,  before  the 
Bight  Hon.  Sir  Fitzboy  Kblly,  Knt.,  Lord  Chief  Baron 
of  her  Majesty's  Court  of  Exchequer,  Easter  Term,  1871. 

In  Tibji. 

Middlesex. 

Monday April  17  I  Monday May  1 

Monday  24  I 

No  London  sittings. 

ArrsB  Tebit. 

Middlesex.  I  London. 

Tuesday May  9  |  Friday May  U 

COUKT  OF  BANKRUPTCY,  LINCOLN'S.INN- 
FIELDS. 
This  Court  will  be  closed  from  March  29  to  April  11,  both 
days  inclusive.  Applications  of  a  pressing  nature  may  b» 
made  during  that  time  to  th6  Senior  Begistrar  in  attendance 
at  the  Court  in  Basingball-street,  except  on  Grood  Friday, 
Saturday,  Easter  Monday  and  'Tuesday,  when  that  court 
will  also  be  closed. 


A  petition  by  Mr.  Purcbas,  for  a  rs-hearin«[  of  his  case,  is  to 
be  anaed  before  the  Judicial  Committee  of  the  Privy  Council 
this  «b.y  (Saturday).  Mr.  Furohaa  states  that  he  oonld  not  de- 
fend himaelf  at  the  hearing  for  want  of  pecuniary  means,  but 
is  now  able  to  do  so.  Ha  submits  also  that  the  dedsian  is 
wrong  and  in  eonfliot  with  WuttrtoH  v.  liddeli.  The  Solidtor- 
General  and  Mr.  C.  Bowen  appear  for  Mr.  Pnrohas,  to  argue 
the  simple  question  of  practice,  whether  the  committee  wQl  con- 
sent to  rs-hear  the  petition.  The  application  is  opposed  by  the 
Church  Association. 


Digitized  by 


Google 


S92 


THE  SOLICITORS'  JOURNAL  &  REPORTER.  Mar. 25, 


'nil 


li'i 


THE  METROPOLTTAX   COUNTY   COURT   CLEEKS 
AND  THE  JUDICATURE  COMMISSION. 

The  following  petition  has  been  presented  to  the  Judica- 
ture Commissioners,  and,  as  we  are  informed,  favourably 
received  : — 

To  the  Soyal  Commitsionera  on  Judieaturt. 
The  humble   petition  of  the  Metropolitan   County  Courts 

Clerks 

Sheweth, — That  your  petitioners  have  been  appointed 
assistant  clerks  of  the  Metropolitan  Countj^  Courts,  to  issue 
all  summonses,  warrants,  precepts,  and  writs  of  execution  ; 
and  to  register  all  orders  and  judgments  of  the  said  courts, 
and  to  keep  accounts  of  all  proceedings  of  the  courts,  and 
of  all  court  fees  and  fines  payable  or  paid  into  court,  and  of 
all  moneys  paid  into  and  out  of  court ;  and  to  enter  accounts 
of  all  such  fees,  fines,  and  moneys,  in  books  belonging  to 
and  kept  for  that  purpose  in  such  courti. 

That  increase  of  work,  arising  out  of  the  extension  and 
multiplication  of  county  court  jurisdiction,  has  not  been 
regarded  or  recompensed  in  the  salaries  of  your  petitioners, 
which,  as  at  present  allowed  and  paid  by  the  Treasury,  are 
inadequate  and  insufficient  to  admit  of  making  any  provi- 
sion tor  infirmity  and  old  age. 

That  your  petitioner's  salaries,  as  paid  and  allowed  by  the 
Treasury,  are  in  efi'ect  provided  for  out  of  the  Consolidated 
Fund  of  the  United  Kingdom,  or  out  of  moneys  voted  by 
Parliament,  within  the  qualification,  benefit,  intent,  and 
meaning  of  the  Superannuation  Act,  1859,  s.  17. 

That  the  ofiScers  of  all  the  courts  of  common  law  and 
equity,  with  the  exception  of  the  county  courts,  are  now 
civil  servants,  and  entitled  to  the  benefits  thereof. 

That  under  the  provisions  of  the  County  Court  Act,  1866, 
29  Vict.  c.  14,  s.  14,  it  is  enacted  that  if  the  commissioners 
the  Treasury  shall  think  fit  to  employ  in  ttie  examina- 
tion of  the  accounts  of  the  courts  any  person  on  account  of 
knowledge  acquired  by  him  as  clerk  to  any  treasurer,  such 
clerk  shall  (if  after  one  year  the  said  commissioners  shall 
continue  to  employ  him)  be  deemed  a  servant  in  the  per- 
manent civil  service  of  the  State  and  be  entitled  to  super- 
annuation. 

That  under  and  by  virtue  of  the  last -mentioned  Act,  a 
clerk  of  a  deceased  treasurer  isnow  employed  by  the  Treasury, 
and  so  becomes  entitled  to  all  the  benefits  arising  out  of  the 
•Superannuation  Act.  Wherefore  your  petitioners  conceive 
that  their  special  knowledge  and  many  years'  service  in  dis- 
charging the  ministerial  procedure  and  book-keeping  of  the 
courts  well  entitles  them  in  like  manner  to  be  deemed  ser- 
vants in  the  permanent  service  of  the  State,  and  to  be  entitled 
to  superannuation  and  all  other  benefits  of  the  Superannua- 
tion Act,  1859. 

That  about  three  years  since  a  deputation  of  your 
petitioners  waited  on  the  Lords  of  the  Treasury,  and  pre- 
ferred a  request  to  be  placed  on  the  list  of  civil  servants 
and  to  be  declared  entitled  to  superannuation,  when  an  in- 
timation was  received  that  the  commissioners  had  no  power 
to  comply  with  such  request  without  the  sanction  of  Par- 
liament. 

That  such  deputation  and  request  having  been  then 
graciously  responded  to  by  the  Right  Hon.  George  Ward 
Hunt,  heretofore  one  of  the  Lords  of  the  Treasury,  and  now 
a  member  of  your  honourable  commissson,  your  petitioners 
are  now  encouraged  to  hope  that  the  right  hon.  gentleman, 
with  his  co-commissioners,  may  be  graciously  disposed  to 
afford  the  requisite  aid  to  secure  the  sanction  of  Parliament 
by  including  in  or  supplementing  your  report  as  to  the 
future  position  and  procedure  of  the  county  courts  with  a 
recommendation  that  the  assistant  clerks  of  the  Metropolitan 
County  Courts  be  deemed  civil  servants  of  the  Crown,  and 
entitled  to  the  Superannuation  Act,  1859,  whereby  your 
petitioners  may  obtain  the  extension  of  the  desired  boon  in 
the  legislation  that  will  naturally  follow  on  the  publication 
of  the  report  by  your  honourable  commission. 


Phesxstation  TO  Mr.  C.  C.  Laws.— On  the  13th  of  March 
the  tenantry  of  the  Duku  of  Northumberland,  with  other  friends 
in  the  manor  of  Tynemouth,  entertained  Mr.  Cuthbert  U. 
Laws,  solicitor,  of  Prudhoe  Castle,  agent  to  the  Duke,  at  a  public 
dinner  at  the  Commercial  Hotel,  North  Shields,  and  also 
presented  him  with  a  testimonial,  consisting  of  a  valuable  tea 
and  cotfee  service,  kettle,  butter-cooler,  and  coffee-tray,  valued 
at  from  £300  to  £400,  as  a  token  of  their  sincere  regard  and 


esteem.  Mr.  Laws  had  for  forty  years  acted  u  \» 
manor  of  Tynemouth,  and  agent  to  the  Daks  of  S( 
land.  The  mayor  of  Tynemouth,  (Mr.  G.  Bell)  oe 
chair,  and  the  pr9«entation  was  accompanie<i  by 
address,  to  which  Mr.  Laws  responde'i.  Mr.  Lawi, 
remembcrftd,  has  been  appointed  Steward  of  tha  mint 
mouth,  insuccesdion  to  Sir  Walter  B.  RiJdell,Sact. 

Hon.  O.  A.  Cochrane  has  accepted  the  chief  joi 
Georgia,  only  on  condition  that  ne  shall  be  reUered 
day  by  the  appointment  of  another,  saying  that  the 
are  so  small  that  he  cannot,  in  justice  to  him 
family,  give  up  his  law  practice  for  the  positiaiL— ^ 
Joitmal. 

Hasty  Lboislatiok.— In  the  State  ef  W 
amendment  to  the  State  Constitution  abolishing 
Jury  system,  having  been  submitted  to  the  peoDle, 
No  law  could  be  passed  in  view  of  ratification  and  ] 
and  the  consequence  is  that  there  is  now  no  authoi 
which  persons  can  be  arraigned  before  the  highe 
trial.  A  person  may  be  arrested,  but  cannot  be 
after  hearing,  before  the  examining  magistrate,  f 
court  can  try  him  without  an  information  of  somalu 
The  prisoner  cannot  be  kept  in  jail  to  await  the  p 
law  to  fit  his  case,  for  that  would  b«  a  mockery, 
tried  by  the  common  law,  for  the  people  have 
Thus  complains  a  correspondent  in  the  Albany. 
and  piteoujUy  asks  the  editor  to  point  out  a  remedy, 
the  State  is  a  sanctuary,  indeed,  for  criminals,  mor 
the  churchly  lines  of  "  ancient."  The  Legislati 
convened  to  remedy  the  defect. — Patifie  Zaic  jSqii 

Lincoln's  Fbes. — The  largest  professional  fe< 
ever  received  was  five  thousand  dollars  paid  I 
arguing  the  case  of  the  County  of  McLean  v.  // 
Saitroad  Company,  reported  in  1/th  Illinois,  291. 
of  the  Court  sustained  bis  view  of  the  case,  holdinj 
vision  in  the  charter  of  the  company  by  which  its 
exempted  from  taxatien  on  the  payment  of  a  a 
tion  of  iti  earnings  was  constitutional.  The  cot 
nearly  two  millions  of  acres  of  land,  and  the  road  p: 
twenty-six  counties,  so  that,  had  the  decision  be 
the  company,  a  half  million  of  dollars  put  at  i 
scarcely  have  paid  the  taxes.  Fending  the  paymi 
Lincoln  wrote  the  following  query,  the  amnnal 
embodies  tho  practical  rule  which  governed  his  i 
"  Are  or  are  not  the  amotmt  of  labour,  the  dou 
difficulty  of  the  question,  the  degree  of  success 
and  the  amount  of  pecuniary  interest,  involved  i 
the  particular  case,  but  covered  by  tho  principle 
thereby  secured  to  the  client,  all  proper  elements,  1 
of  the  profession,  to  consider  in  determining  wl 
sonable  fee  in  a  given  case  ?  " — Chicago  Leyal  Seu 
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HAKRIAOES. 

Cbbtxb— SnuoK— Oa  March  20,  at  Si,  Northnmberlaad- 
ttraet,  EdJubaigh,  John  Chayne,  Eaq.,  advoeata,  to  Mar- 
teret  Simaon,  yoongeat  daofhtar  of  tha  late  Ajrchfliald 
Simaim,  of  CooMdpore,  and  27,  Bntland-aqnara,  Bdmborach. 

OsimTHS — Qabb— Oa  Fob.  20,  at  Calcutta,  W.  OrifllUis, 
Eaq;,  baniatar-at-Iaw,  to  Marj  Anna,  second  daofhter  (rf 
tlM  Rer.  J.  F.  8.  Oabb,  Charlton  Kinga,  near  Chdtenham. 
DBATHS. 

Coui— Ob  March  16th,  Maiy  Eliza,  wife  of  Jamaa  Samod 
Ceia,  of  Baanfart-att«at,  Chelaaa,  and  Northnmberlanl 
atnat.  Strand,  aolieitor,  in  her  33rd  year. 

Manclauu— On  March  SO,  at  Malrem,  William  Thomaa 
Mandatke,  aolieitor,  late  town  clerk  of  Barow-in-Fomeaa, 
aged  34. 

Pabkbb — On  March  23,  Jatne  Amelia,  wife  of  Franda  Parkor^ 
aolieitor,  Greenwich,  aged  32. 

WuT— On  March  15,  at  Horham  Hall,  Thazted,  Eisez, 
Francia  Geoixe  Weat,  Esq.,  of  Lincoln' a-ino,  barrister-at-law, 
J.F.  and  DSL  tor  the  oonnt^  of  BaMx,  in  iiia  66th  year. 


LOIBOI  eiZXTTZS. 


UOXBT  XAKKBT  AKO  CiTT  iNTBLLtOrNOR. 

Qi  tie  Ibst  news  that  Paris  waa  in  proceaa  of  being  con- 
tori  to  anarchy  and  mffianiam,  the  marketa  were  not  de- 

taightt  boaineaa  fell  into  a  state  of  aruspense.  Since  then 
iobbaTe  not  fallan  a  penny,  and  btuinew  seenu  in(^ed 
btaaimpeetiTe  of  what  is  happening  in  tha  Franoh  o^i* 
ja  it  the  leporta  came  wone  and  woim,  the  feeling  was 
#B|tia>ed  that  the  reipin  of  disorder  is  too  bad  to  laM,  and 
JBHeo  be  cmahed  either  by  Frenchmen  or  Pmsaiana. 
Imii  now  a  plentifnl  aappiy  of  money,  and  transactiona  aia 
^bnsk.  Tha  f orei^  market  ahows  scarcely  any  ehangM 
I  frina.  The  homa  lauwaya,  after  a  few  daya^  panae,  in  con- 
liaea,  peHiapa,  of  aalaa  tenptad  by  the  late  itmarkaMe  riae 
I<i<«a  M  seme  linea,  are  agam  in  strong  reqneat,  and  prioea 
OnatWeatema  and  a  few  others  aeon  again  on  the  npward 
n*. 

"»  aaansi  general  meeting  of  the  Equityand  Law  Life 
■raea  Socasty  was  held  on  Tnaaday.      The  laport  atatM 

*  tte  nnmber  of  policiaa  iaaoad  in  the  ooone  of  laat  year  was 
t, mjamigoqiital  aoma  of  £347,150 aad  •  reraniaaaty an- 
^  of  £3,000,  the  nawpreminma  amounting  to  £14,620 19a.  8d. 
■a^iog  la-aaamanoea,  the  net  aom  assured  was  £300,1M. 
I  tl»  set  new  nremioms  £12,543  10a.  Id.,  including  annual 
■ionu  af  £11,031  6a.  4d.,  and  sin^  prenuuma  of 
Hi  t».  9d.  The  amoonta  of  the  new  pramiuma,  both 
•■  sad  net,  are  considerably  in  axceas  of  those  of  any 
<"*  year.  The  aTatage  amotmt  of  the  new  polidea  oon- 
»  to  mcreaae,  being  now,  after  deduction  of  re-aasnr- 
■.£1,677. 

rka  aimnal  genand  meeting  of  the  Ijegal  and  General  Life 

Bwue  Ofioe  will  be  hdd  on  Tuesday,  the  28th  iasL,  at  one 

nek. 

It  tlu  aerenteenth  annual  meeting  of  the  Briton  Medioal 

•  Gtnetal  life  Association,  held  on  Thursday,  a  diridand 
'^'dated  of  8  per  cent,  on  the  paid-up  capital  aa  inct«aaed 
tbe  bonus,  makfng  a  total  distribntion  for  tha  year  equal  to 
rw  test,  cai  the  original   payment    per  share.    The  new 

Biama  had  amoonted  to  £17,473  Is.  lid.,  and  tha  total  in- 
"  to  £346,477  8e.  Id. 


UBTBt.  If  AKBUen.  4«0  DRATHS. 

BIBTas. 
uaearuT— On  Maidt  10,  at  Stoke  Nawington,  the  wife 
•I  }.  W.  Billin^nrat,  of  the  Poultry,  solicitor,  of  a  aon. 
us-On  Man£  15,  at  Eastbonine,  the  wife  of  Mr.  J.  H. 
wpioii  Cola^  aoUdttR-,  of  a  son. 

ta»-On   March    9,  at  6,  Albert-terrace,  Eegenf  a-paric, 
^.,  tha  wife  of  Charlea  E.  O.  Fisher,  Esq.,  barrister-at- 


h»,of 


[Use-On  March  30,  at  21,  Oakley-sqnare,  N.W., 
«  &.  D.  Stnmg,  Esq.,  solicitor,  of  a  son,  atillbor 


.  the  wife 
atillbom. 


PnlMdoBal  Fartaordiipi  Oindrod. 

FaiSAT,  March  17,  U71. 

LladssU,  Wm,  ft  Wm  KallT,  Uaeoln's-tna-flalda,  Attorana  and  SoUet* 

tots,   llanbia. 
SCspbens,  Wm  Hy,  Aittanr  Tkos  Stephana,  ft  Wm  AUrinawi  '— r'''t. 
Badf »d-row,  SaUetac*.    FabU. 


Vbidiag-iv  of  Joiat  Stack  Camptaiii. 

FsiBAT.  Maich  17, 1071. 

UauMnan  ut  CulMsbt. 

Deal  aad  Oeren  Sailway  OMapaay.— FetiCiao  for  viodlac  op,  praaanted 

Maroh  1 4 ,  dlrectad  tobe  beard  befixe  the  Haatar  of  tha  Bdls  on  March 

15.    Snttan  ft  Oiamanney.  Colamsn.a4,  aoUoitora  for  the  patltloasr. 

LnctTSB  la  CaAHCuT. 
Bheidol  United  SUrar  lead  Company  (United).— Craditon  sra  rsqnlrsd, 
oa  or  before  April  IT,  to  aead  ^eir  namaa  and  addreasea,  and  the 
psrtiealsra  of  Oialr  debts  or  daloas  to  Robt  Palmer  Hardlar,  8,  Old 
Jewry.  Tbnrsday,  April  S7  at  It,  is  appointed  for  taeariat  and  adjn- 
dieatmK  upon  the  deba  and  ciaima. 

TuaaoAT,  March  ai,  1071. 
Dauionn  la  Caaacan. 
wnta  and  Oleareatarahlre  Bailway  Coapaay.— Ties  Ohaneallor  Malins 
has,  by  an  order  dated  March  10,  ocdsrsd  tbat  tha  above  eoapany 
be  wonnd  ap  by  this  cooit.    Wood  ft  (3o,  Baym«ad4ddiia,  Otay'a  inn; 
acaata  for  Paal  ft  Rofeia,  Tatbaiy,  soUdtM*  for  the  patltloneri. 

LmiTtD  m  CBAaoaar. 
Ttaamaa  Icon  Works.  Ship  Bolldiiic,  Emineeriiuc,  aad  Dry  Deck  C^offl- 
saay  (Unritsd).— Vice  Chancellor  Malina  baa,  by  an  order  dated  March 
10,  oidared  that  the  Tolnntary  wtading  op  of  me  abor*  oompany  be 
eontiaBad,  bat  sabject  to  the  aoparrision  of  the  eonrt.  The  sppoint* 
aMBt  c(  wm  Kdwaida  ft  Fisdk  John  DItara  aa  Uqnidatots  of  the  eoai- 
Erana  ft  Co,  Nicholas-Una,  soUettora  Ite  tha 


m«d|y  SoeiotiM  UMolTod. 

ToiaOAT,  HsrehSl.im. 
Baawell  IMendly  Sodatj,  Ship  Hotel,  Banwall.  Someraet    March  1. 
BaaoUaa    Frieodly    Sooiety,    Parochial    Scboola,    Baaoliaa,  HantSt 

March  IS. 
Female  Fiindly  Sodaty,  Uwynisas,  Wrexham.  DeaUfh.    March  U. 

Cnditon  nndar  EatatH  ia  ChasMry. 

Last  Day  of  Proof. 

Famar,  Match  17,  18*1. 

Ccobea,  Mary,  Portiaad,  Dorset.    April  IS.   Lyabam  a  Cambao,  M.K 

Howard,  Wepnooth. 
Data,  Fraa,  Weatoo-aaper-Maia,  Ssmeraet,  BniUer.    April  IS.    PilM 

*  QMe.  V.C.  Haliaa.    Baker,  Weaton-aaper-Msia. 

Dawaoo,  4obn,  Bseop,  Lanoaablra,  Eaq.    April  14.    Aahworth  a  Mann, 

T.C.  Malina.    Wright,  Bacnp. 
De  Fonblawiiie,  Frank  Thoa,  Toronar,  Daraa,  <3eat    Asrfl  14.    Da 

Fonblaaqae  v  De  Fooblaojue,  M.B.  Allen  ft  Son.  OarUaia-at. 
Oynuaoek,  John,  gccleabali,  Stsflotd,  (hnt.   April  IS.    Orosraaor  e 

Baatler.  M.B.    Hand  Stafltord. 
Drmmoek,  Bicbd,  EcelasbaU.  Staflbcd,  (Sent.    April  11.    Hickman  • 

Bantlay.  MJt.    Hand,  Btaflbrd. 
Bak,tfae.     Peraooa  claiming  in  respeet  of  acollia>i]n,on  thelttbot 

Norambar,  1 869,  between  the  Eak ,  aad  the  Niord.    April  W.    Tboiaaa 

*  the  Banden  Steam  ShippinK  Company,  V.C.  Mallaa. 
Nairanore,  Wm  Daniel,  Habertoo,  Ford,  Deron,  Acaoaataat.    April 

10.    Narramare  »  Narrsmore,  T.C.  Matins.    Edmonds,  Flyniontli. 
Shsnard,  Hy  BIcbd,  Someitst,  Oent.    April  8.    Sheppard  «  Dna, 

'V^CTMaUns.Sheppardft  WollaatoD,  WeUs. 
Btringfield,  Joeapb,  Westoo-eoper-Mare,  Soaaerset,  Sarieoo.    April  It. 

"•-■ ^—  «  Jonee,  V.C.  Bacon.    (Supasan,  Weaton-amer-Mare. 
Wadeaon,  Ets  I^dia,  Tarlstock-aq,  Spinater.     April  II.     Wadeaoa  * 

Wadaaon,  V.C.  Staart.    Scalding,  Oordon-st,  Ooroon-aq. 

TcsaoAT,  March  11, 1870. 
Oala,  BMid  Chiis,  WinchasMr,  Hants,  Uud  Agent.   April  M.     Gala  * 

aale,M.B.    Edwards,  Wlnelieater. 
BIrat,  Ana,  8aethaaB,Haats,  Widow.    April  19.    Hint  t  Bortoa,  VX. 

Stoart.    Cooslas,  Portaaa. 
MaMmm,  Jsa.aan,  Xeadal,  Westmcralaod,  ITaraeryman.     April  IT. 

Msldram  V  Hayaa,  V.C.  Bacon.    Bolton,  EendaL 
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Oyler,  PolterSaml,  Commercial-it,  Spltilfleld9,FrnitSaleimRn.  April  U- 
Oy  ler  >  Fajrn*,  Y.C.  MiUns.    Prance,  LlDcoln's-inn-aelds. 

Crtditon  under  22  Jc  28  Tict  cap.  35. 

Lait  Day  of  Claim. 

FmoAT,  Marcli  17,  1871. 

Allen,  Robt,  Deal,  Kent,  Licensed  Victualler.    April  14.    Jcnkinion  & 

Son,  Corbet'Ct,  Gracechnrch-st. 
Answorth,  Robt   Ashbury,  ClHford'a-inn,  Law    Stationer.      April  30. 

Wade  Clifford'i-inn, 
B«ll,  Fanny,  Holywell,  Flint,  Innkeeper.    June  1.    Lowe,  Lpool. 
Bird,  Wm  Ireland,  Lpool,  Gent.    May  1 .    Blchardaon  *  Co,  Lpool. 
Briddon,  Thop.Monyash,  Derby.  Yeoman.    May  10.    Taylor. 
Butler,  Joseph,  Stannlngley,   York,  Gent.    July    1.    North    &  Soni, 

Leeds. 
Cartrlght,  Jaa,  Tarbock,  Lanoaster,  Farmer.      April  SI.    Tyrer  *  Co, 

Lpool. 
Cook,  John,  Glaish,  Glamorgan,  Surgeon.    June  1.    Norton,  Swansea. 
Daries,  Wm,  Ponyreithen,  Brecon,  Esq.    Uay3l.    Hevrellin,  Newport . 
Krans,  Joel, Oxford,  Brewer.    May  I.    Hawkins, Ozford. 
Gardner,  John  Hy,  Qonith-st  Korth,  Looking  Glass  Manufacturer.     May 

i^.    Miller,  Copthall-ct. 
Glasgow,  Peter,  Biihopwearmonth,  Saddler.    April  1.    Dixon,  Biihop- 

wearmouth. 
Grearee,  Wm,  New  Shoreliam,  Suasex,  Shipowner.    April  29.    Greares , 

New  Shoreham. 
Harwood,  Hy,  Boston,  Lincoln,  Gent.    April  20.    Wise,  Boeton. 
Hill,  Geo,  Bristol,  Gent.    May  I.    WhlttiuittoQ  &  Co,  Bristol. 
Holloway,     Horatio  Fras    Kingslord,    Marchwood-pk,  iHantj,    Esq. 

.May  1.    Field  A  Co,  Lincoln's-inn-flelds. 
Hurst.  Mary,  WcllinKton-rd,  St.  John's    Wood,  Spinster.     May  10. 

Willett,  Gray's-inn.s'). 
Ladbroke,  Selina  Caroline  Harriett,  Belgrave-rd,  Pimlico,  Widow.   May 

1.    Western  &  Sons,  Great  James-st,  Bedford-row. 
Peddle,   John,    Panhoroueh    Bow,    Somerset,    Innkeeper.     April  U. 

Sheppard  &  Wollaston,  Wella. 
RatclifT,  Jas  Rogerson,  Biahopwearmonth,  Durham,  Shipowner.    March 

31.     Bell,  Sundtrland. 
Scarlett,  Wm  Stanley,  Glaashouie-st,  St  James's.    April  29.    Pike   ft 

Son,  Old  Bnrlin|jton-6t. 
Satton,    Mary,    Birm,    Widow.      April  20.      Ewbank    &  Partington, 

Soutb-sq,  Gray's-inn. 
Taylor,  Alice,  Newcastlenpon-Tyne.  Northmberland,  Spinster.    April 

5.     RuBsell  4  Co,  Old  Jewry-chambers. 
Taylor,  Sidney,  Bridlington,    York,  Gent.    April  2S.     Shepherd  ft  Co. 

Beverley. 
Umbers,  Abraham,  Weston  Hall,  Warwick,  Farmer.    April    15.    Moore 

«  Co,  Warwick. 
Wolfe,  Mary  Ann,  Torrington-sq.  Spinster.    April  25.    Birt,  Southamp- 

ton-st,  Fitzroy-sq 
Woolley,  Joseph,  Slacelesflold,  Cheshire,  Yeoman.     May  13.    Higgin- 

bothami  Barclay,  MacolesSeld. 

Tc(n>aT,March2l,  1871. 

Anthony,  Thomaaine,  Darlington,  Devon,  Widow.    June  1.     Preawell, 

Totnes. 
Banncrman.  John,  Wyastone  Leys,  Hereford,  Esq.     May  31.    Cnnllffc 

&  Leaf,  Nfanch. 
Barham,  Fras,  Bath.  Somerset,  Gent.    May  3.    Carslake  ft  Barham, 

BridewMter. 
Branson,  Thos,  Olatton,  Huntingdon,  Cattle  Dealer.    May  1.    Himny- 

bnn,  Huntingdon. 
Buokton,  Jane,  Darlington,  Durham,  Widow.    May  13.    Hutchinson  ft 

Lucas,  Darlington. 
Buokton,  John,  Darlington.  Durham,  Gent.     May   13.    Hutchinson  ft 

Lucas,  Darlington. 
Cameron,  Ann,  Brighton,  Sussex,   Spinster.      April  20.    Pontifex,  St. 

Andrew's-ct,  Holborn. 
Comer,  Jas,  Gipecy-hill,  Upper  Norwood,  [Gent.    May  1.    Rowland, 

Croydon. 
Coxon,    Edwd,    Sunderland,  Durham,  Market   Gardener.     April   17. 

Ritson,  Sunderland. 
Crick,  John  Stringer,    Bishopwearmouth,  Durham,    Mister  Mariner. 

April  1.    Dixon,  Kishopwearmouth. 
Cost,  Elliabcth,  Cariisle,  Spinster.    March  25.    Nanson,  Cariiale- 
Ilindmarah,  Robt,  Harlow  Hill,  Northumberland,  Innkeeper.    May  1 

Kirsopp.  Hexham. 
Jarreti,  Margaret.  Leamington  Priors,  Warwick,  Licensed  Victualler. 

May  i     Overell,  Leamington. 
Lambert,    Elizabeth,   Lpool,    Gent.     April    17.     Simpson   S    North. 

Lpool. 
Lloyd.  Elizabeth,  Laquei,  Carmarthen,  Spinater.    May  1.     Burton  ft 

Co,  Chancery-lane. 
Miller,  Wm  Elvcn.   Lakenheath,  Suffolk.  Farmer.    April  29.    Isaacson 

ft  Son.  Mildenhall. 
Rippon,  Elizabeth  Harris,  New  Kent-rd,  Widow.    May  8.    Thompson  ft 

Groom,  Baymond-bldgs,  Gray's-lnn. 

Kothwell,     Edwd,     Bolton,     Lancashire,   Gent.       April    22.      Dodd. 

Preston.  * 

Rowland,  John  Hy,  Hatton-garden,   Esq.    AprU  27.     Sharpe  ft  Co. 

Bedford-row.  '  ' 

Turner,  Wm.  Wimbledon,  Surrey,  Lieut  Cnl.    May  19.    Martin,  CoUege- 

Bankmpta. 

FaiDiT,  March   17,  1871. 

Under  the  Bankruptcy  Act,  1869. 

Creditors  must  forward  their  proofs  of  debts  to  the  Registrar. 

To  Surrender  in  the  Country. 

Brindley,  John,  Birkenhead,  School  Proprietor.    Pet  March  '1     Wason 

Birkonhoad,  March  29at  10. 
Brindley,  Stephen,  Blackburn,  Lancashire,  Reed  Maker.    Pot  March  13 

Bolton.    Blackburn,  March  29  at  11. 
Cole,  Marthi,  Barrlnston,  Cambs,  Farmer.      Pet.  March   15.      Eaden 

Cambridge,  April  4  at  3. 
Cowley,  Hy,  Oxford,  BuUder.     Pet  March  13.     Dudley.      Oxford,  April 


Culshaw,  Geo,  Sonthport,  Lancashire,  Joiner.    Pet  Mirdi  I 

Lpool,  March  30  at  2.30. 
Garner,  Jas,  Lpool.  Painter.     Pet  March  14.     Wstsm.   L 

30  at  2. 
Gethlng,  Wm  Llewellyn.  Rhosweil  Lodge,  Silop,  Csrrisr.  f! 

Held.     Wrexham.  March  27  at  10. 
Holton,  John  Philip  Steeds,  Lydney,  Gloucester,  Cul  3C«rt 

March  19.    Roberta.    Newport,  March  30  at  I . 
Jeffery,  Jas  Reddecliffe,  Wm  Saml  JelTery,  Fredk  Joia  i 

Barnard,  Wm  Hy  Watts,  4  Wm  Heard,  Lpool,  Silk  lb 

March  15.    Watson.    Lpool,  April  13  at  II. 
Jefferies.  Joseph,  Ellesmere,  Salop.  Grocer.     Pet  Hardi 

Wre.xham,  March  30  at  12. 
Masters,  Jas,  Martock,  Somaraet,  Mason.     Pet  Mitcb  1 

TeoTil,  March  31  at  1. 
Naylor,  Hy  Todd,  Lpool,  Merchant    Pet  March  14.    Wii 

March  W  at  2. 
Phillips,  David.  Newport,  Monmouth,    Pawnbroker.     P< 

Roberts.    Newport,  March  31  at  1. 
Proctor,  Wm,  Ilkley,  York ,  Cabinet  Maker.    Pet  Match  1' 

Leeds,  March  30  at  1 1. 
Richardson,  Lot,  jon,  Shillinsfton,  Bedford,  Builder.     Ai 

Peane.    Bedford,  March  29  at  10.30. 
Waters,  Ann.  Dersingham.  Norfolk.  Victualler.    Pet  Man 

ridge.    King's  Lynn.  March  29  at  11. 
Whitby,  Wm,  Pendleton,  Lancashire,  Wlieelwright.  Pot  Mi 

ton.    S.ilford,  Mar<h29at  11. 

TosaDiT,  March  21,  1871. 
Under  the  Bankruptcy  Act,  1869. 
Creditors  must  forward  their  proofs  of  debts  to  the  Ki 
To  Surrender  in  London. 
Whltlock,  Augustus,  Lower  Marah,  Lambeth,  Uheeaemoni 
1.1.    Spring-Hice.    April  1 3  at  II. 

To  Surrender  in  the  Country. 
Bluck.Robt,  Birm,  Draper.     Pat  March  17.     Chauntlei. 

Sat  1. 
Dowsett,  Geo,  Haatingi,  Suasex,  Bootmaker.      Pet  Uaick 

Hastlngii,  April  1  at  12. 
Duke.  .Anthony.  Honghton-le-Spriug,  Durham,  Grocer.    I 

Groenwell.    Durham,  April  5  at  12.30. 
Hodges,  Allen,  Birm,  Grocer.    Pet  March  10. 

iat  I. 
Jackson,  Chas,  Birm,  Machinist.     Pet  March 

-ipril  3  at  1. 
Jones,  Ddvid,  New  Radnor,  Radnor,  Innkeeper.  Pet  Mard 

son.    Leominster,  April  5  at  1 1. 
Lobb,  Wm,  Bodmin,  Cornwall,  Hotel  Keeper.     Pel  Much 

Truro.  April  I  at  1 1 . 
Miller,  Stephen  Saml,  Margate,  Kent,  Lodging   Hoon  k 

March  19.    Callaway.    Camerbnry,  April  5  at  3. 
Richards,  Emmanuel,  Bristol,  Builder.   Pet  March  16.  Hi 

April  4  at  12. 
Sutherland,  Robt,  ft  Montgomerie  Gladstone,  Lpool,  Con 

Pet  March  17.    Watson.    Lpool,  April  J  at  2. 
Worthlngton,  Thos  Hy,  Mancb,  Baker.    Pet  March  18.    I 
April  C  al  9.30. 

BANKRUPTCIES  ANNULLED. 
Fbidat,  March  17,  1891. 
Maw,  Isaac  Tetley,  Fridaythorpe,  York,  Farmer.     March 
Willis,  Edwd,  Trinity-sq,  Brixton,  Lieut.     March  IS. 


Chauntier. 
Cbai 


TcESDiT,  March  21,  1871. 
Bertrand,  John,  Savllle-row,  Manager  of  the  Stafford  Club 
Redfera,  Jas,  Kingston-upon-Hull,  Fish  Dealer.    March  13 

LiqnidAtion  by  Arranfemaiit. 
FIRST  MEETINGS  OF  CP-EDITORS. 
FaiDAT,  March  17, 1871. 
Abrahams,  Abraham,  Bath.  Shoe  Manufiictarer.     Marc 

office  of  Wilton,  Princes-bldgs,  Bath, 
AlUs,  Saml,  Market  Itaaen,  Lincoln,  Printer.     April  4  at  i 

Poge  ft  Padley.  Market  Raaen. 
Angus,  Geo,  Middlesbrough,  York,  Innkeeper.      March  27 

of  Parrington.  Ranugate,  Stockton-on-Tee». 
Archard.  Eliz,  WeilB,  Somerset,  Cabinet  Maker.  Hareh  29 1 

of  Hobbs,  Chamberlain-st,  Wells. 
Barber,  Chas,  Edwd  Barber,  ft  Fredc    John   Barber   ( 

Brokers.    April  3  at  12,  at36,Fenchurch-»t.     Crump  PI 
Bamett,  Hy   Newth.  College-ter.Cambridge-rd,  Hammeni 

April  12  at  3,  at  otSce  of  Roberts,  Moorgat»-«t. 
Barrett.  Robt  Geo,  Otllyburgh,  Norftoik,  Qrooer.     Xireti 

office  of  County  Court.  liedwell-st,  Norwich.    Cates,  Fi 
Bateson.  Joseph,  Siockpirt,  Chester,  Manager.      April  3  ai 

of  Homer  ft  Son,  RidgeBeld,  Mancb.    Duckworth,  MascI 
Blackhurit.  Thos.  Birkenhead,  Chester,  Licensed  Victa*U* 

at  3,  at  office  of  Gibson  &  Bolland,  Sonth  John-at,  LsMi 
Booth,  Joseph,  Harpurhcy,  Lancashire,  oat  of  hnitnwa.    M 

at  offices  of  Grundy  i  Coulson,  Booth-st,  Uanch. 
Brooke,  Joseph,  Fashion-»t,  Spitalhelds,  Bag  MerchanL 

at  offices  of  Poole,  Bartholomew-close. 
Brunton,  Chas,  East  Dereham,  Norfolk,  Grocer.     Maid 

offices  of  Miller  &  Co.  Bank-chambers,  Norwidi. 
Burnett,  John,  Monkwearraouth,  Durham,  Grocer.      Harcl 

offices  of  Hoyle  ft  Co,  Mosley-st,  Newcastle-upon-Tyne. 
Carter,  Hy,  Batley,  York,  Rag  Merchant.    March  39  at  1. 1 

Station  Hotel,  Batley.    Soholefield. 
Clark,  Jas,  Newcastle-upon-Tyne,  Boot  Maker.     April  3.a 

of  Joel,  Market-st,  N'ewcastle-upon  Tync. 
Clarke,  Thos,  Bakewoll,  Derby,  Draper.     March  30  at 

Sheffield  ft  Rotherham  Bank,  BakewelL     Taylor. 
Coles,  Wm,  Upp«r-8t,  Islington,  Draper.    April  4  at  IS,  <1 

side.    Davidson  ft  Co,  Baainghali-st. 
Cowley,  Thos,  Worcester,  Beerhouse  Keeper.     April  3  at  I; 

Kea,  Faregate-9t,  Worcester. 
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i.Bin7,Tlui(boiina,Bfik«,  Ctrpentar.     April  10  MU,  MoOcM 

[SoUli,  Vubel-rd,  Saadlns. 

,  Jani,  k  JoliD  Smart,  undley,  WoroMtcr,  Iln  bon  Htkws. 

kftt »  •ni.  It  oOn  of  StokM,  Priory-at,  Dndltr. 

Ete.  mat  'aks,  SInnd,  Bookaaller.    Apcil  4  at  S,  at  oOm  of  Ug- 

u.Uocohi'Hnii-Maa. 

I,  Joriib  Tbanfan,  Kawton  Abbott,  Deroo,  Tailor.    UarchSOst 

,u  lU  Cmiiairlal  Hatal.  Qoeaa-tt,  wewton  Abbott  Flood,  Exatar. 

m,  Geo  Ahaer,  LcTflald  Faim,  FarlbHCtOD,  Tork,  Faimar,  April  4 

tiiioOcMofTDniar,  Eaat  Parade,  Laada. 

itaJehi,  Cirtiff,  OWuBomn,  Solpbroker.     Uarch  JS  at  II,  at 

leaa(lloisui,Blib4t.  OartUt. 

lta,Cbia,Brizton-pl,BrlztoD-id, Ctaaaaamooger.     Aprils  at  1^  at 

M  ori;iiaiton  A  Cmqnat,  KingU  Arma-Td. 

»,  M  On,  nr  Baitli«a,  Snasaz,  Bnlldar.    Uanh  U  at  U,  at  tbe 

grfadd  Hotel,  BaTaloek>rd,  Haatlnga.    Sarary. 

It,  Hufaial,  Bridiand,  Olamorgas,  Boot  Daalar.    April  S  at  1,  at 

icnof  Binard  A  Oo,  AlUoo-chambaia,  Small-at,  BriatoL    Stock> 

Ht,  Vm,  Mwood,  Ejmaliam,  Oxiwd,  Draper.     April  6  at  IS,  at 
M0<BMla7,BedftBd-row.   Daniel,  Cbancary-laoa. 
,TlKS,  Batter  Cur,  Toik.Oroear.    HarehStat  l.attiieHola^- 
hWtllliB.DewrimrT.    Ibkanoo,  DawakWT. 
.iVKatUiav,  AHaaaUah  Froat,  Blrm,  Watehiaakan.    Kareh  SO 
hatitfiiaBoritewlaiida,  Ana-at,  Blrm. 

R,  Jtteph,  lettering,  Northampton,  Com  Merahaat.    Mareh  SO  at 
■t  tiM  luijti  Houl,  Kettariog.   Becka,  Northampton. 
iiii,HD(li,Meirca<tl»«iider>L7na,8taffnd, Diaper.  KarehSiatll, 
cOcei  of  Cheioqr,  Dawhlnt-Udga,   XaDCheeter-rd,  Bradford. 

1^  Uwta,  Pofteballo-rd,  Nottiiig-bUl,  Ohaeaamonger.   April  S  at 
ttki imiaf  Omit  Hotd,  High  Holbom.     Clarke,  8t  Marr'a^q, 


mt,  Weirlagten,  Tianfaitiira,  Boot  Maantaatnrer.  XarehSOat 
atoOcetrOarieaA  Co,  ComiaanUl-cbamben,  Honamaiket-et, 
BBnftco. 

■a,  Wnllabaai,  Bolton.  TAiKaihlre,  Draper.  Uarch  30  at  S,  at 
>  of  Dattan,  Acreaflald,  Bolton. 

Vt  Wn  Ulrd.oadeiaome,  nr  Leada.  Oroear.    April  5  at  11,  at 
«ao(Pgllan,Baak-«liambeia,  Park-row,  Leeda. 
%  Joha  IdBODd,  Weatbonrne-groT*,  Bajawater,  SUk  Mertar. 
n  il  >t  It.  at  oOea  of  Allen.  Bet^rd-row. 
(not  Thoa  Jooea,  Cardigan,  Hatten.     Match  IS  at  I,  at  the 
Mall,Cnniartben.    Erana,  Cardigan. 

•■>na,IiiligKm,StaS'ord,  Grocer.    3Cateh  natS,8ttlMBoe> 
»B,Xi4wn»a.    Shenatt,Talk-o'-tbe-HUl. 
■^naBaOaU,  atMarTAze,oatorbnalaaea.    KatehSlat  II, 
•(EdinidaACo,KlnK4t,0taaapaida.    Hocria, 
Btwden,  Kingaion-npon-Hnll,  OhonlaL    Harch  SO  a  IS. 
(e  Hotel,  VhltelMargate,  Klngaton-npoo-Hnll .    Staicp  ft 

IAk  Elogaton-opon-Hall.  Grocer.   Uarch  S9  at  12,  at  offloaa 
Makree,  BlaboiKhuia,  Klngaton-npon-Hnll. 

\Lpool,Oartowner.    April  S  at  S,  at  offloaa  of  Duke  * 

aar<a.ahaaibera,  Loid-at,  I^hwI. 
I  Utell,  Hortbampion,  ont  ol  bnalnaae,    April  S  at  12,  at 


f  Mtn  k  San,  Rewlaod,  Norttaampton. 
"        \  SaflUk,  Dealer.    Marah  30 
Shafto. 


at  1,  at  the  Qcmm 


j_^^ilah,Lpaol,  Carrier.    HarchSO  at  S,at  Offlaeaof  Etty, 

Mar,  Arnold-Id,  Bow.  UTery-atable  Keeper.     March  a»  at 

Mkto(irood.Baai]ighaU-et. 

«t.  lobt,  ^Bonbnry-rd.  laUngtoa,  Cab  Proprietor.  April  4  at  3, 

■n  olJcaktait  k  Button.  Tariatock-at,  Strand. 

^Ma^PaddbigtoiHat,  St  Uarrlebeoa,  Oroeer.    AarO  4  at  IS,  at 

■  If  Wtlker,Qnildbidl.«haiDl)en,BadnghaU-at. 

a*B  Chaa, Jaa  Bbodaa,  ft  Thoa  Rb^  Shaflald,  Steel  Mer- 

ft   Hatch  SO  at  IS,  at  the  Caaet»hall,  ShafflaH.     BranlaT, 

^  Geo  Welaley.  ■nmnton,  Someraet,  Innkeeper.   April  1  at  IS. 

■«•  of  TrtMhaiaiTaf  nton. 

JWn, Dndhy, Worceater, Draper.    March  SO  at II, at oOeea 

*i^  ftiofjr^*,  JDodler. 

^Mjepli  Thoa,  SIreatham-pt,  Brixton.  Bootankar.    Maioh  SI 

'  oT?*  '*  Btnhall  &  Rogera,  SoothaiDplon-bldga,  Chancary- 

Mnaaa,  ramlralVlnn. 
f>By,KlhK-n  Weat,  Hammeramith,  Draper.    March  SSatlS. 
l,Cb«ii4e.    DaTidaon  ft  Co,  Baaiaghall-M. 
g  .**»!*  Vm  WIMblood,  noke-apOB>Trent,  EarUemrata 
■ftma.   UaichS0at3,aitbeaaracen*aHeadBotal,HaBlay, 
■ti  umley. 

KMm,*joaatbaaPearaon,Wyka,Tetk,StoiiemaainB.  Manh 

n^"?^  o*  ^•'^  *  BoUneon,  Market-al,  Biadted. 

|_HcH,  9ajford,  Uneaahire.Saleaman.    Uarch  SI  at  I,  at  offlea 

IJl'Sl'  Oxted-ebambeta,  Ozfotd-at,  Haaeh. 

Wgrn?<iheffleld.OU  Merchant.    Uarch  SO  at  S,  at  offloaa  of 

fcltattk-iow.SbeOeld. 

5  M«,  lerfleld-creecent,  CamberweU,  Anctkmaer^   CMe. 

B"  at  I,  at  olBce  if  Allen,  Branairiok-ai|aare. 

pa,  Lmer  Brongbton,  nr  Manch,  Conun  Agent.    April  S  at  S. 

■•Hot  Baapaon, St  Jamea'-ohambera, SonthElng-at,  Uanoh. 

!ivk^  Warrington,  Lancuhire,  Boatmaker.    March  S7  at  It, 

I"*  uaaiea  A  Co,   Commerdal-chambara,  HonamMkat.at, 

SETaaa  Fredk,  3allalrary,  WUta,  General  •ntfltter.    Maidl 
}*at  Gfflcaa  of  Uaocoek  ft  Co,  John^t,  Briatol. 
SiT'»???^  Wheelwright.    Uarch  SO  at  11,  at  offleea  of 
ft*  '•oyVpl,  StafTtord. 

IM.  AaMia-nadei>Lyne,  Lancaahire,  Draper.   Manh  SS  at  S. 
PSigel  Hotel, Uarket-at.  Manch.  Bocklay  ft  Son.  Aahtoa-nndar- 

yjia,  Famrorth,  Lancaahire,  PHe  Maker.    Uarch  SO  at  3,  at 
F,".«T,I«rd-«,  Liwol. 

sirS!It.l2'I^S?'  l«»caihire,  Shoe  Dealer.   March  29  at  2,  at 
S.lSS.'S  '  W**"".  Wlnckhy-at,  Preaton. 
tiaSV^"*"**"*-"!*"-*/"*-  B««  D"""-   March  S»  at 
>iati«t  ncUaaoo,  nigrinMi,  Neweaatle.npoD-Tme. 


White,  Geo,  Aah-mia,  Uara-at.  Haakaey,  Pianoforte  Uaaofactorer. 

April  S  at  S,  at  offleea  of  Boaooa  A  Co.  King.at,  FlDabnry-sq. 
Wlddieeaaba.  Wm  By,  Laool,  Watchmaker.   March  SO  at  S,  at  offloaa- 

of  Barren  ft  Bedway,  tord'at,  I«ool. 
inieock,11ioa,aateehead,  Durham,  aogManntaotnrer.  March  29  at  2, 

at  offleea  of  Garimtt,  CoUlngwood^t,  Nawcaatla-opon-TyDe. 
wniiama,  Ohaa,  Bmaawick-ai),  JoomallaL    April  4  at  1,  at  offloes  of 

Harrie,  Moorgata-at, 

TvMDAT,  March  SI,  1871. 
Aadaneo,  Thee,  Tynaaoath,  Morthnaberland,  Boat  Bnildor.    Uarch 

SI  at  IS.  at  offlaeeef  Kidd  ft  Co.  Boyal-arcade,  Neweaatle-apon-Tyne. 
Arklay.  John, Sooth SbiaUa,  Durham,  Ueeoaed  Victualler.    April  Sat 

IS,  at  offleea  of  Dunoon,  King.et.  Soach  SUelde. 
Badenech.  Jaa,  Leeda.  Coal  Uercbant.   April  10  at  II,  at  offlea  of  Pal* 

Ian,  Bank-chambera.  Park-row,  Leeds. 
Bailw.  Albert,  Eaat  Harttng,  Norfolk,  Baker.   April  1  at  1 . 1 S,  at  ofllaa 

of  Orerbory,  Upper  Ktng.u.'Northampton. 
Ball.  Geo,  Neath,  aUaargao,  Fainter.    March  SO  at  S,  at  olScaa  of  Mid- 

dlalon,Orehard-at,  Neatli. 
Bandy,  Jaa,  Bedford,  Ironraon«er.    April »  at  1 1  JO,  at  offloa  of  Carter - 

Ullcbell,  Oanldwell-it,  Bedford. 
Bartow.  Thoa,  Mtcoleaflald,  Cheshire,  Grooer.  April  3  at  Lattha  Water- 
loo Hotel,  riccadllly,  Manch.    Hand,  Uaoeleifiald. 
Barnleb.  Edwin  Howarth,  Wigaa,  Lancaahire,  Droggiit.    April  i  at  1, 

at  offleea  of  DarlingtMi  ft  Son,  King-st,  Wigan. 
Bairatt,  Thoa,  Lpeo',  Iroanonger.    April  1  at  12,  at  ofBcea  of  Barker. 

Clayton-iq.  Lpool. 
BaanUay,  laaae,  Ilkeaton,  Derby,  OrMor.   April  4  at  12,  at  offleea  of 

Keeley,  Old  Market-K,  Notttogbam. 
Ball,  Matthew,  Lancaater-rd,  Wastboante-pk,  Mercantile  Cleric    April 

SatS,ateaeeaof  HohneaftHoliaea,  Finabory-piSoath.  * 

Bingham,  Geo,  TIbahalf,  Darby.  Builder.    Ap.-U  a  at  S ,  at  offloa  of  Gee. 

High-at.  Cheaterdeld. 
Blakey,  Jaa,  Onaebom,  Neweaatle-apon-Tyne,  Painter.    Maieh  SO  at  2. 

at  offleea  of  Jehaatoo,  Uoalay-at,  Newoaetle-apou-Tyne. 
Bradley,  Saml,  Shepley,  nr  Hadderafleld,  Tork,  Batcher.    April  S  at  S. 

at  (be  Baoadaa'a  Anna  Inn,  Oroai  Chnrch-ai,  HuddentUtd.    Armi- 

tage. 
Btoira,  By  Bdvarda,  Paa-maU  Eaat,  SaUdtar.    April  5  at  S,  at  offleea. 

of  Lewla  ft  Co,  Old  Jewry. 
Bnwnaon,  Blehd.  Olarenee-lane,  Rotberfield-et,  laliagtoa.  Cab  Pro- 

prietcr.    April  S  at  S,  at  otBoaa  of  Jenkiaa  ft  Button,  liriataek-at.. 

Strand. 
Batcher,  John  Wm,  Leomlnetar,  Hereford,  Watchmaker.    April  I  at  I,. 

at  the   Han  ft  Chiokena    Hotel.   Uoaeley-at,    Blrm.     Andtawa, 


Charley,  nchd,  lUkaeomba,  De*on,  ontof  buaineaa.    April  SatS,at 

offleea  af  Corbet,  Charob-at,  KMdarmlnater. 
CUek,  Wm,  Croydon,  8iiiTey,0heiBiat.  April3atS,ataffleeao(Ntehol- 

eon,  Onalnna*at.   Mentaga.  Buckierabary. 
Dsw,  Biebd,  Taunton,  Someiaet,  Innkeeper.   April  3atU,atolBcaaot 

Tranehaid  ft  Walah,  Eadatry-pl,  Tanntoa. 
DawaoB,MaiTAnn,ftHyI>awaoa,UMda,rliimker8.   April  UatS,at 

affleee  of  Ttaier,  Eaat  Parade,  Leeda. 
Dow,  By,  et  CeUega-at,  Oamden-town,  BefiraahmantOatractor.  Match 

31  at  S.at  offloaa  of  ftigtaten,  Blabopagate-at  Without. 
Daarda^  Uy,  Aalaa  Bad,  Uartfecd.  Haycarter.    Mareh  31  at  IIJO,  at 

offlea  of  ArmalTong,  rore-at,  Hertford. 
BMia,  By  Jaha,  Maiior-rd,Wal«ortb,Praptlator  of  an  Hotel  in  Antwerp. 

Mlmh  II M  3.  at  offlee  of  KiaeL  Wellington^t,  Stiaad. 
Dowae,  Jaa,  Oafr,  Coedgoymmer,  vaynor,  Breeknook,  Brewer.    April 

Sat  ll.atlbeCoimty  Court  Offlee.  Bhrthyr  T^dU.  FUUtea^  Abariai*. 
Daan,  MUholaa  Alllaoo,  Birm,  Saddiera'  Iroamooger.    March  SI  at  3, 

•t  offleea  of  Wright  ft  Marakall,  TowBhaU<bamkera,  New-et,  Biim . 
Erringtoa,  Wm,  Haokney-rd,  Shoieditoh,  Oieengrooer.  March  SO  at  IS, 

atMlee  of  wehatar.  Baainghall-at 
XraiM,  Bkhd  Flaher.  Caatlekar'hiU,  EalUig,  Oaptaiu  hi  Ot  MlUtte. 

April  3  at  IS,  at  offleea  of  Plttman,  OuUdhall-ehambera. 
Faithom,  John  Ntcholaon,  Chureh-rd,  Batteraea,  Brioklayer.    Uardi  S9 

at  3,  at  offlee  of  Cendy,  Mapiar-tar,  Batte  raea. 
Firman,  UyBenJ,Waltan.Ott4he-Naae,Eaaez,BoteIkeeper.    March  SS 

at  a,  at  the  George  Betel,  Colaheeter. 
Freeman,  Jaa,  Bradford.  Tork,  linen  Draper.    April  S  at  2,  at  offloaa  of 

Butehiaaon,  Piccadilly,  Bradlhrd. 
Froet,  Chaa,  Bedmbutar,  Briatol,  Coach  Boilder.    April  1  at  IS,  at  offleea 

of  Oliflon,  Oom-at,  Briatol. 
Oibeon,  John,  Wigan,  Chemiat.    April  14  at  3,  at  offloa  of  Bamelt,  Ring- 

at,  Wigan. 
Bniaid.  Solomon.'ft'/u  Eliha  Barritt  Hilliard,  Street,  Someraet,  Drapert. 

April  3  at  IS,  at  cffloee  of  BolMd,  Glaatonbary. 
HopUaa,  John,  Tardloy,  Wereeeter,  Farmer.    Mareh  31  at  8,  at  offleea 

of  Perry,  Benaetf  a-lml,  Blrm. 
Jaaembe,FradkJonea,Terqnay,  Daron,  Oroear.     April  3  at  1,  at  tbe 

Qaeenat,  Bzeter.    Toy,  Exeter. 
Jenrya,  John.  Upper  Grange-rd,  Bermondaey,  Daliyman.     i^ril  3  at 

3,  at  the  Oaremont  Aima,  Upper  Qraage-io. 
taum,  Maty  Xatbbona,  Carnamn,  Dmar.    Mareh  31  at  12,  at  the 

Laool  Arma  Betel,  Brook-at,  Cheater.    Willlama,  Pertbyiawr. 
Dag,  Darid,ft  Franklin  Sydney  King,  MItra-et,  Aldgate,  BnUdera. 

Airil  3  at  12,  at  the  Oty  Termhoa  Hotel.  Oannon-at.    Ellis  ft  Crota- 

Seld,  Mark-lane. 
King,  Lnoy  Conatance,  BiekenhUl,  nr  Blrm.   March  SI  at  4,  at  olBeee  of 

FUlowa,  Cherry-et,  Blrm. 
Laaoelleld,  Stephen,  Malndee,  Monmonth,  Cnatom-boata  Offloer.    April 

3  at  3,  at  offlee  of  Oibba,  Commercial-at,  Newport. 
Lea,  Hy,  Strand,  Pabliahar.     March  S9  at  11,  at  offloaa  of  Watrand, 

Nawgata-at. 
Lewla,  Geo,  ETerton,  nr  Lpool,  Lloenaed  Victualler.     April  3  at  3,  at 

offlaaa  of  Forreat,  Fenwiok-cbambera,  Fenwiek-at,  Lpool. 
Lockwaod.  Alf,  Bedfbrd-hilMer,  Balham,  Builder.    AprU  3  at  3.  at  the 

GnUdhaU  Taram,  Oreahant-at    Ohorley,  Mooigata-at. 
MaaoB ,  Joeeph,  Bamaley,  Ooraet  Manufacturer.     AprU  4  at  IS,  at  tbe 

King'a  Head  Hotel,  Bamaley.    Fmdd. 
MeColbgh.  Saml,  Aabtoa-nader-Lyne,  Lancaahln,  Machlnlat.   April  6 

at  ll,atcaeeofBrooksftCo,  Stamford-at,  Aahteo-under-I^ne. 
KlUer,  Hy,  Bolton,  Lancashire,  Ironmonger,    April  3  at  11,  at  tba 

Olarence  Hotel,  Spring-gardena,  Uancb.     Richardaon  ft  Dowling,. 

Bolton. 
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Mitchell,  John,  Newcastle-upon-Tyne,  Grocer.  March  SO  at  11,  atofflcei 
of  Story,  Cro?8-housc,  Westcnte-Bt,  Newcastle-upon-Tyne. 

Morris,  Fanny  Harriet,  Upper  Holloway,  Proprietor  of  a  Ladles*  College. 
March  29  at  12,  at  ofllces  of  Beesley,  Bedford-row.  Daniel,  Chancery- 
lane. 

Murray,  Frank,  Lpool,  Draper.  April  3  at  12,  at  office  of  Richardson  & 
Co,  Cook-st.  Lpool. 

Orecden,  Geo,  Llncoln's-tnn-flclds,  Sarreyor.  April  5  at  2.  Darrille, 
Lime-st-chambers,  Lime-st. 

Pape,  Robt,  Beverley,  York,  Builder.  April  3  at  II,  at  offices  of  Shep- 
herd &  Co,  Beverley.    Roberts  &  Leak,  KlngHton-upon-HuIl. 

Pindor,  Thos,  Broomhill,  Sheffield,  Boilder.  April  4  at  IJ,  at  Tatter- 
shall.  Qiieen-st,  Sheffield, 

Badmall,  Thos  Geo,  Wine  Merchant.  March  30  at  4,  at  17  Gt  Western- 
ter,  Westboume-pk.    Pain. 

Boo  e,  Walter  Garrett,  Colchester,  Essiz,  Farmer.  March  28  at  4,  at 
the  \Vazgon  &  Horses-inn,  Colchester.     Jones,  Colchester. 

Sanders,  Chas,  Binn,  Grocer.  April  5  at  II,  at  office  of  Free,  Temple- 
row,  itirm. 

Sejfera,  Mary  Ann,  Little  Comard,  Suffolk,  Briokmaker.     March  29  at 

2,  at  the  Four  Swans  Hotel.  Sudbury. 

Shnttleworth,  Wm,  Birm,  Grocer.     April  1  at  12,  at  office  of  Joynt, 

Moor-8t,  Birm. 
Soper.Hy  Ebenezer,Gibson-sq,  Islington,  Warehotueman.     April  6  at 

3,  at  the  Guildhall  Coffee-house,  Gresham-st,    Snell. 

Sprinftall,  Fredk  Wm,  Norwich,  Grocer.     March  31  at  II,  at  office  of 

THlett  &  Co.  St  Androw's-st,  Norwich. 
SlanclilTe,  Arthur,   Kirkheatop,    Huddersfield,   York,   Comm   A|{ent. 

April  ID  at  II,  at  offices  of  Barker  fc  Sons,  Ramsden  EaUte-bldgt, 

Huddentield. 
Snmmerhays,  Wm  Murly,  Shanklin,  Isle  of  Wight,  Licensed  Victualler. 

April  4  at  12,  at  office  of  Eaglcton  &  Mason,  Newgate-st. 
Teitperley,  Geo,  Newcastle-upon-Tyne,  Draper.     April  4  at  12,  at 

offices  of  Hoyle  &  Co,  Mosley-st,  Newcastle-upon-Tyne, 
Thomas,  Geo,  Colchester,  Essex.    March  31  at  4,  at  the  George  Hotel , 

Colchester.    Jones,  Colchester. 
Tilston,  Wm,  Lpool,  Cheese  Factor.     April  4  at  13,  at  the  Clarendon 

Rooms,  South  John-st,  Lpool,    Priest,  Lpool. 
Trass,  Wm.  Lpool,  Umbrella  Manufacturer.      April  3  at  3,  at  offices  of 

Ponton,  YcTDon-chambers,  Vernon-st,  Lpool. 
Treen,  Wm,  East  Ilsley,  Berks,  Racehorse  Trainer.      April  3,  at  1,  at 

the  White  Hart-inn,  Newbury.    Cave,  Newbury. 
Cllathome,  Granville  Sharp,  Graflon-st,   Bond-st,  &  Albert  Douglas 

Moll,  Kutland-ter,  Hammersmith,  Club  Proprietors.    April  3  at  12,  at 

the  Guildhall  Coffee-house.    Miller  *  Miller. 
Vickere,  Thot,  Huddersfleld,  York,  Grocer.    April  5  at  3,  at  offices  of 

Addlesbaw,  KinK-st,  Mancb. 
Wakebam,  John  Wm,  East  Stonehouse,  Devon,  Tobacconist.    Aprils  at 

ll,at  offices  of  Curtis,  St  George's-hall,  Stonehouse. 
Walker,  Joseph,  Salford,  Grocer.     April  i  at  3,  at  offices  of  Sampson, 

St  James's-chambers,  South  King-at,  Mancb. 
Watson,  David  Soutar,  Hastings,  Sussex,  Brewer.    March  31  at  2.30,  at 

the  Provincial  Hotel,  Havelock-rd,  Uastinit^.    Philbrick. 
Wells,  Moees,  Speenhamland,  Berks,  Book  Hawker.      April  3   at  11,  at 

the  White  Hart-inn,  Market-pl,  Newbury.    Cave,  Newbury. 
White,  Rlcbd  Martin,  &  Clare  Arnold  Sewell,  Whitechapel-rd,  Stay 

Makers.    March  30  at  3,  at  the  Guildhall  Tavern,  Gresham-st.    Lam- 
ley  &  Lumtey,  Old  Jewry-chambers. 
Wilcox,  Hy  Zacariah,  Amersham-vale,  New  Cross,  Builder.    April  5  at 

12,  at  84,  London-st,  Greenwich.    Smith,  Chtirch-ct,  Clement's-lane 

GRESHAM     LIFE    ASSURANCE     SOCIETY, 
37,  OLD  JEWRY,  LONDON,  E.G. 

SOLICITORS  are  invited  to  introduce,  on  behalf  of  their  cllenta.  Pro- 
posals for  Unna  on  Freehold  or  Leasehold  Property,  Reversions,  Life 
Interests,  or  other  adequate  securities. 

Proposals  may  be  made  in  the  first  instance  according  to  the  following 
form  ; — 

PROroSAL  FOR  LOAS   ON  MoETOAOKS. 

Date 

Introduced  by  lilate  name  and  addreu  of  KMcUor) 

Amount  required  £ 

Time  and  mode  of  repayment  (I.e.,  ichelher  far  a  term  certain,  or  in 
annuator  other  paymentt) 

Security  {itau  shortly  the  particular)  of  lecurUn,  and,  if  land  or  build- 
tngi,  state  t/ie  net  annunt  income). 

State  what  Life  Policy  (if   any)  is  proposed  to  be  etfected  with  the 
Oresbam  Office  in  connection  with  the  security. 
By  order  of  tht  Board, 

F.  ALLAN  CURTIS,  Actuary  and  Secretary. 

E  GRATEFUL- COMFORTING. 

P     P     S   '    8  CO 

BRKAKFAST. 

The  Civil  Service  Gazette  "  remarks :— "  By  a  thorough  knowledge 
of  the  natural  laws  which  govern  the  operations  of  digestion  and  nutri- 
tion, and  by  a  careful  application  of  the  flue  properties  of  well- 
sclected  cocoa,  Mr.  Epps  has  provided  our  breakfast-tables  with  a 
dellcately-flavoared  beverage  which  may  save  us  many  heavy  doctors' 

Each  packet  is  labelled— 
JAMES  EPPS  &  CO.,  Homfflopathic  Chemists,  London. 
Also  makers  of  OACAOINE  for  EVENING  USE. 

T'HE    LAW    OF    TRADE    MARKS,    with    some 

-■-  account  of  its  Histoij  and  Development  in  the  Deoisions  of  lbs 
Courts  of  Law  and  Equity.  By  EDWARD  LLOYD,  Esq.,  of  Lincoln's- 
inn,  Barnster-at-L*w.    Price  3s. 

"  I  am  indebted  to  the  very  valnable  little  publlcaUon  of  Mr.  Lloyd, 
who  has  collected  all  the  authorities  on  this  subject."— V.C.  Wood,  in 
McAndrew  ..  Bassett,  March  4.  ' 

12,  Cook'M-conrt,  Carey-street,  Uncoln's-inn,  W.C. 


C     O     A 


The  Companies  Acts,  1862  &  1 

Every  requisite  under  the  above  Acts  supplied  on  tlie  m 

The  BOOKS  AND  FORMS  kept  In  nxt  for  a\ 
MEMORANDA  and  ARTICLES  OF  ASSOCIATIOK  l?« 
in  the  proper  form  for  registration  and  dlstribntjor.  i] 
TIFICATES  engraved  and  printed.  OFFICIAL  SEll 
and  executed.  No  charge  for  sketches.  Comptcia 
Railway  Registration  Forms. 

Solicitors'  Acconat  Books. 
ASH    &    FLINT, 

-tationeri,  Printers,  Engr&Tera.  RcgrUtration  Agents,  kz 
street,  London,  E.G.  (corner  of  Serje»"3'-'.aa 

MILNER'S  STRONG  HOLDFAST  ai 
RESISTING  SAFES,  SraoMa  RooK  Doon,  cc, 
recent  improvements.  Price  Lists,  Drawings,  ind  Tw 
by  post.— Liverpool,  Manchester,  Sheffield,  and  4;a  Ui 
City,  London. 


o 


SLER'S  CRYST.\L  GLASS  CHAXC 

Tabu  glass  or  all  aisbs, 

CHANDEUERS  IN  BRONZE  XSD  ORMOt 

Moderator  Lamps,  and  Lamps  for  ladia. 

LONDON— Show  Rooms,  45,  OXFORD-STREET,  W. 

BIRUINGHAM— Manufactory  and  Show  Rooms,  Bn 


IniNE  FLAVOURED  STRONG  BEE 
'  about  JJd.  a  pint.  ASK  FOR  LIEBIG  C0MP.1K1 
of  Meat,  requiring  Baron  Liebig  the  Inventor's  Si^ 
Jar,  being  the  only  guarantee  of  genuineness. 

SULPHUR  BAIH   k  la  Turkey  in 

room  for  a  penny,  equal  lo  vrhat  yon  mast  pa? 
for.  Tbia  Tslanblo  preparation  i.^  dUtillM.  from  the  b 
Springs  of  TivoU.  Italy,  celebrate  throughout  the  « 
marrelloas  cured  of  all  Skm  Dijeaaea,  FaralyaLs,  Eheam 
tioo,  NeiTotisnesSf  &c. 

The  Preparation,  or  the  Wutera  it  is  obtained  from  b 
and  expense,  have  never  been  known  to  fail  in  reUerin^ 
any  of  the  maladies  meutioned.  Persons  of  vnalih 
from  all  countries  daily  visit  these  waters,  and  derive  t 
desire. 

The  manufacturers  of  this  marvellous  but  troly  Renai 
however,  placed  the  same  benefits  before  the  milBoQ, 
the  same  relief  without  leaving  their  houses  or  going  I 
The  celebrated  water  of  Tivoli  can  be  used  in  yonr  own 
more  effective  manner  than  by  bathing  in  the  waten, 
Tnrkish  system  with  the  Concentrated  Essence.  It  is 
every  one,  for  the  cost  of  each  bath  is  only  one  penny. 
bath  and  to  follow  the  instructions  contained  in  eachpa 
implements  required.  Try  no  complicated  preparatl 
Nature,  and  yon  will  do  well.  A  quantity  anlBcient  fo 
for  5s,,  or  100  baths  for  Bs.,  carriage  paid  dire<:t  frv; 
Bignees  in  Great  Britain,  Jackson,  Belview.  &  Co,  Ce 
South  Castle-street.  Liverpool,  or  mMt  Chemists.  U 
prepared  by  Guiaeppe  Marbino,  Roe  de  Babeno,  La  Con 

THE    NEW    BANKRUPTCY    COC 
Is  only  a  few  minutes*  walk  firom 

CARR'S,  26  5,  STR 
*'If  I  desire  a  substantial  dinner  off  the  joint,' 
able  acoompanimont  of  light  wine,  both  cheap  and  goc 
of  one  house,  and  tliat  is  in  the  Strand,  doee  to  Danes 
may  wash  down  the  roast  beef  of  old  England  wid 
gundy,  at  two  shillings  a  bottle,  or  you  may  toe  son 
bottle  for  a  shilling."— All  the  Year  Kound,  June  19^ 
The  new  Hall  lately  added  is  one  of  the  baodsom^ 
London.    Dinners  [from  the  joint),  vegetables,  &c..  Is. 

BILLS  OF  COMPLAINT. 

BILLS    of   COMPLAINT,  5/6    per  ] 
copies,  from  which  price  a  large  discount  will  b 
is  paid  immediately  on  completion  of  orAer. 
Tat£3  &  Alexander,  Law  Printers,  Symonds-ion, 

PEINTINO  of  EVERY  DESCRIPT: 
Parliamentary  and  General — Newspapers,  Bo 
Prospectuses,  Circular?,  &c.— with  promptitude  ar 
charges,  by 

Yatks  &  ALEXA!iDKa,  Symonds-lnu  (and  Church-pasi 
laae. 

UTHORS  ADVISED  WITH  as  to 

Printing  and  Publishing,  and  the  Cheapen  1 
out  MSS. 

Tatis  &  Alkxamdis,  Printers,  ',  Sjtnonds-inn,  C 

ROYAL  POLYTECHNIC— ENTIRI 
of  ENTERTAINMENTS.— Professor  Pepper  ou 
Grand  Orrery  and  Sacred  Music,  on  Tharsdaja,  at  2-15- 
the  Passions,  illustrated  in  Living  StatoAry,  resemblis 
by  Madame  Bouslield,  daily — Mr.  Grossmith,  Jaa.*$,  Se 
Entertainment,  entitled  Hnmon  Oddiiiei — ValetttlM  ' 
byMr.  Daries;  and  many  ocber  Gotertaiaoieaa.  0 
13  t*  i  and  7  to  10. 
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mCffti  »f  il>**  JovBHAi.  and  of  tU  WnxLT  Bbpobtbb, 
w  M»  <<  IJ,  Mit-«»*rt,  C'arty-ttrttt,  W.C. 

lb  S»iurip(u»i  to  titt  SoLicrroB*'  Jovbxal  tt—Tbwn,  28>. 

CtnUry  28i.;  i»t<A  <**  Wbbklt  Rifobtbb,  5S«,     JPaymtnt 

if  fitmet  ituMt$  Deuil*  Nm^tn  and  Po$tag$,  Stibieribtrt 

m  kaM  thrir  VtUunn  bound  at  tht  Qfflet—eloth,  2$.  M., 

julflau  alf,  it.  M. 
UliUtniHtaiuhd/orpuilieation  in  the  "Solieitori'  Journal 

rnitttk  tatlimtieattd  bg  tht  name  oftht  uirittr,  though  not 

meitmrHy  for  jmilication. 
T\in  dijiaiUf  it  nptritniod  in  proeuring  the  Jowmal  with 

nfiikrUg  in  thi  Provinat,  it  it  rtjuitttd  that  application  be 

•ait  iirtet  to  tht  Publithtr. 


LONDON,  APRIL  1,  1871. 


Sib  Joax  Stuart  took  hU  leare  of  the  ChanoeTy 
ItBoh  oa  the  is$  oa  which  we  imaed  oar  lait  nnmber. 
b  did  not  alw^yi  pleaae  eretyone  whilst  on  the  Benoh 
rho  ooold  ?),  and  yet,  on  puting  with  him  m  an  equity 
idge.allmnstaoknowledge  thathehasdisohargedhiioffloa 
M7  ud  f uthfnlly.  He  followed  ont  widioat  •werring 
w  cooiM  whieh  he  considered  right;  he  waa  never  to 
i  ctjolsd  by  flattery  (whioh  oatinot  be  said  of  every 
lice)  DM  OTerbome  by  those  who  think  that  Uiey  shall 
•  heud  for  their  load  speaking.  And,  with  all  his 
intd  independence,  there  are  few  men  to  whom  one 
wld  moie  natural/  torn  for  an  example  of  an  English 
plwinn.  It  may  be  that,  as  the  Bar  aome- 
■M  tbooght,  the  Vioe^Ohanoellor  was  sometimea 
llMdibotn  in  adhering  to  his  first  notion  of  a  case,  and 
fcbf  Us  eara  against  argument,  or  not  snffioiently 
land  aooommodating  on  petitioB  and  motion  days. 
I  Tery  small  matters  when  placed  side  by  side 
I  merits.  He  was  the  most  Tigilaat  of  jodgee  in 
and  Tiaitiag  fraud  or  ohinineiy,  and  he  oer- 
r  ooold  give  an  excellent  judgment  on  a  dubious 
of  law.      His   judgmmts,  perhaps,  were   more 

.  atly  lerezaed  that  ti^oae  of  Sir  B.  Kindersley  and 
brment  Iiord  OhanoeUor,  who  were  for  many  yeaia 
■•^Siancellora  oontemporary  with  him,  bat  he  gave 
«V  dnnisions  whioh  are  now  accepted  as  settling  the 
««o  difficult  points.  In  (me  case,  which  will  be  in  the 
•oUeetionof  many  of  our  readers,  Vice- •OhanoeUor  Stuart 
kaed  to  bow  to  the  decision  of  Oonit  of  Appeal,  though 
Mooneed  by  no  smaller  authority  than  Lord  Weatbory, 
ri  oa  a  consideration  of  the  point  betore  the  Full  Court, 
idaciaioo  of  the  Vioe-Chanoellor  was  uphdd  (Jtntm- 
»iir.J)ru»m(md,  15  W.  B.  267).  He  oarriea  with 
■  ioto  his  retirement  the  esteem  wid  the  good  wishee 

tbe  legal  profession. 


ISi  KOBE  wx  HBAB  of  the  Ocurt  of  flustingB  Aboli- 
■  Bin  the  man  strange  does  the  whole  story  about  it 
•ome.  We  were  able  aome  time  ago  to  tell  our  readers 
let  this  bill  contained.  We  described  it  then  as  a  biU 
•  eopenede,  in  the  whole  metropolitan  district,  the 
Md's  courts  and  the  Qneen's  judges,  by  judges  ap- 
Ittsd  bf  the  Common  Council  of  London  and  a  court 
Ueh  is  a  mera  paonniaxy  speoulation  of  the  Corporation 
iMdan;  and  to  legalise  in  an  aggraTated  form,  over 
ttttaodsd  an*,  and  with  a  practical  immunity  from 
ttnsnal  contrd,  *  onatom  which  the  higheat  judicial 
Iborities  have  declared  to  be  unreasonable,  mischievous, 
ll  ispagnant  to  every  principle  of  justice."  That  any- 
feelMaU  have  impudence  enough  to  propose  such  a 
Bus  Sfwned  to  ns  startling  enough. 
At  that  time  the  bill  had  not  yet  been  actually  intro- 
Mi  Parliament  had  oi^  just  met.  But  soon  af  ter- 
p*  it  was  diaoovored  that  the  bill  had  not  only  been 
[tonesd,  but  had  been  introdnoed  as  a  private  bill. 
■Wbeea  suggested  of  late  that  this  was  an  accident, 
^b  the  inggtBtioa  has  not,  as  far  a*  we  know,  oome 


from  the  City  authorities.  We  hope,  however,  that  th« 
suggestion  may  be  true;  for  we  do  not  hesitate  to  say 
that,  if  what  was  done  was  done  deliberately,  it  was  an 
abaolnte  fraud,  on  somebody's  part,  upon  Parliament 
and  the  public. 

But,  really,  what  pewsed  in  the  House  of  Commons  on 
this  subject  a  few  days  ago  is  the  most  amasing  part  of 
the  whole  story.  Mr.  Smith,  the  member  for  West- 
minster, did  the  good  service  of  calling  attention  to  tho 
matter,  with  the  view  of  preventing  the  reourrenoe  of 
such  scandals  for  the  future. 

The  Attorney-General  is  reported  to  have  thereupon 
said  that— 

"  A  mystriy  hong  about  this  bill  which  he  had  vainlr 
endearoured  to  penetrate.  Hore  was  a  measure  introdaceo, 
under  the  guise  of  a  bill,  simply  for  the  abolition  of  the 
Court  of  Hustings ;  while  it  actually  {jroposed  to  create  a 
new  superior  Court,  with  unlimited  jurisdiction  in  the  City 
ef  London.  Its  provisions  appeared  to  derogate  from  the 
prerogatives  of  the  Crown.  He  had  endeavowed  to  ascer- 
tain how  the  objectionable  clauses  found  their  way  into  the 
bill,  but  he  had.  entirely  failed.  (A  laoj^.)  On  the  back 
of  the  bill  was  the  name  of  his  hon.  friend  ue  member  for 
the  city  of  London,  and  there  were  also  the  names  of 
several  iiorthy  aldermen ;  but  not  one  of  these  had  the  remo< 
test  idea  as  to  how  the  clauses  got  into  the  bilL  (Laughter). 
He  thought,  however,  that  the  City  Remembrancer  woald 
be  in  a  position  to  give  some  inrormation  on  the  subject ; 
but  that  gentleman  also  had  not  even  the  remotest  idee  of 
what  the  biU  contained  (renewed  laughter).  The  osten- 
sible object  of  the  hill  was  merely  for  the  abolition  of  the 
Court  of  Husti^ ;  but  by  some  process,  similar  to  tiiat 
set  forth  in  the  Darwinian  theory,  it  appeared  to  have  spon- 
taneously developed  itself  into  a  bill  for  the  creation  of  a 
snperior  court  of  law.  (I<aughter).  He  hoped  no  such 
attempt  would  be  made  again.  (Hear,  hear).  Whoever 
did  draw  up  these  clauses  made  a  gross  attempt  to  abuse  the 
procees  of  private  bill  l^islation. 

Are  we  to  believe  that  membeia  of  Parliament  are  in 
the  habit  of  lending  their  names  and  the  weight  of 
their  authority  to  biUs  of  whioh  they  know  absolutely 
nothing  ?  That  a  man  of  Mr.  Crawford's  position  and 
ezperienoe  (to  say  nothing  of  the  several  worthy  alder- 
aen)  ahonld  have  had  to  avow  that  he  had  done  this 
cannot  bat  give  rise  to  a  painful  suq>ioico  that  such  a 
oouise  is  not  nnoommon ;  and  we  can  hardly  imagine 
anything  more  calculated  to  lower  the  oiedit  of  Parlia- 
ment in  the  eyes  of  the  public.  But  farther,  this  bill 
purported  to  issue  from  tiie  offloe  of  the  City  B«nnem- 
brancer,  and  bore  that  gentleman's  name  indorsed  upon 
it.  Yet  we  learn  from  the'  Attomey-Oenaral  that  "  that 
gentlonan  also  had  not  man  the  remotett  idea  of  what  the 
Hit  eontained,''  If  this  be  so,  either  the  City  Bemem- 
brancer  has  recklessly  given  his  imprimatmr  to  that  of 
whioh  ha  knew  nothing,  or  some  one  else  has  im- 
properly used  his  name.  The  circumstances  imperatively 
call  for  an  investigation  into  the  condnot  of  Imsineia  in 
the  City  Bemembranoer's  office.  We  trust  the  citizens 
of  London  will  insist  on  such  an  investigation,  and  on 
the  adoption  of  such  precautions  as  may  prevent  what 
has  happened  in  this  case  happening  ag^n. 

That  the  real  authors  of  this  bill,  and  those  really 
responsible,  whether  through  design  or  thnogh  negli- 
gence, for  the  mode  of  its  introdnotion,  have  not  had  the 
courage  to  deolare  themselves  we  are  not  in  the  least 
sarprised.    It  is  a  safe  oourse  though  a  shabby  one. 


A  SOUKWHAT  X7irT7SUAI.  CIBCUH8TAKCK  took   place  at 

the  Uiddleaex  Sessions  the  other  day,  when  the  Deputy 
Assistant  Judge,  after  having  passed  sentence  on  a 
prisoner,  altered  the  eentence  and  impoaed  a  heavier  one 
on  the  snggeetion  of  the  jury  who  had  tried  the  ca»e. 
The  power  of  the  judge  to  d9  this  has  been  qaestioned, 
but  probably  there  is  no  doubt  upon  the  point.  The 
eentenoe  orally  passed  on  a  prisoner  can  always  be  re- 
called or  altered  until  it  has  been  formally  recorded, 
whioh  is  seldom  done  until  the  oonolnsion  of  the 
sittings.    We  believe  a  judge  now  on  the  benoh  was  ia 
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the  haUt  •kone  time  of  ooowicnally  pawing  heary  aem* 
tenoea  in  pnUie  on  pntonera  in  wbo«e  eaaea  be  oonaidered 
it  necemaiy  to  make  a  pnblio  example,  and  afterwarda 
privately  directing  a  lew  eentenoe  to  be  recorded.  This 
practice,  howeTer,  tbongh  no  donbt  perfectly  legal,  was 
not  approved  of  by  other  jadgei;  it  was,  in  fact,  but  a 
well-intended  fraud  npon  the  pnblio,  and  waa,  we  believe, 
sabeeqnently  diaoontinned.  It  has  been  less  nsnal  to 
increase  the  sentence  first  passed  tiian  to  remic  part  of  it. 
A  case,  however,  ocoarred  abont  a  year  or  two  ago,  on 
the  Home  Cironit,  in  which  the  judge  increased  a  sen- 
tence he  had  just  passed  on  a  prisoner,  who  was  guilty  of 
violeot  conduct  in  the  dock. 

With  r^ard  to  the  late  case  in  the  Middlesex  Sessions, 
it  is  certainly  to  be  regretted  that  the  Deputy  Assistant 
Judge  should  have  attended  to  the  recommendation  of 
the  jury.  He  should  have  r>*Md,  in  the  first  instance, 
the  eentence  he  thought  snfBcient  to  vindicate  the  law; 
and  although  he  might,  with  propriety,  attend  to  a 
subsequent  recommendation  in  favour  of  mercy,  we  can- 
not think  he  was  justified  in  acceding  to  the  wish  of  the 
jury  that  the  sentence  should  be  increased.  The  objections 
to  allowing  a  jnty  to  interfere  with  the  discretion  of  the 
judge  as  to  sentences  are  numerous  and  obvious.  Amongst 
minor  reasons  may  be  mentioned  this,  that  the  jurymen 
are  not  likely  to  know,  as  the  judge  ought,  what  is  the  real 
effect  of  the  various  sentences.  Thus,  two  years'  im- 
prisonment, the  sentence  passed  at  the  suggestion  of  the 
jury  in  this  case,  is,  owing  to  the  prison  regulations,  a 
very  severe  sentence  indeed.  It  is  the  utmost  period  of 
imprisonment,  as  distinguished  from  -  penal  servitude, 
which  the  law  allows;  and  we  believe  few  prisoners  can 
undergo  the  discipline  for  so  long  a  period  without  the 
most  serious  results  to  their  health,  and  even  to  their 
lives.  Many  judges  have  said  that  they  never  would 
psHB  the  sentence  at  all,  and  all  anthorities,  we  believe, 
agree  in  considering  it,  in  reality,  although  not  in  name, 
a  heavier  sentence  than  five  years'  penal  servitude. 


Thk  bbbvioe  of  BumiONSES  has  been  the  subject  of 
observation  by  two  of  the  metropolitan  county  court 
judgee  this  week.  In  one  court  a  travelling  draper,  or 
"tallyman"  had  m  long  list  of  oases,  and  in  many  of 
them  defendants  appeared  and  alleged  overcharge,  at  the 
same  time  producing  bills  which  diowed  from  ten  to 
thirty  per  cent,  leas  than  was  claimed.  The  judge 
inqnired  of  the  plaintiff's  agent  how  these  nnmerons 
overohargea  arose,  for  primS  faeie  they  looked  like  at- 
tempts at  fraud,  and  in  the  aggregate  to  a  seriona 
amount.  The  agent  said  he  took  the  amounts  correctly 
from  his  employer's  books,  and  he  often  found  on  the 
hearing  of  summonses  that  the  collectors  had  received 
money  for  which  they  had  given  receipts,  but  had  not 
aooonnted  for  it.  The  judge  said  that  was  not  saying  much 
for  the  proposal  recently  made  of  entnuting  plaintiffs 
with  the  service  of  their  own  summonses.  Persons  who 
oould  do  what  these  collectors  were  now  alleged  to  have 
done  were  certainly  not  fit  to  be  trusted  with  the  im- 
portant duty  of  serving  process. 

At  another  court  a  complaint  was  made  that  a  bailiff 
bad  made  a  return  to  a  service  of  a  summons,  to  the 
effect  that  he  had  given  it  to  the  defendant's  wife,  who 
promised  to  g^ive  it  to  her  husband  the  same  day,  when 
in  point  of  fact  the  husband  was  in  Australia,  and  the 
summons  had  never  been  served  at  all.  It  is  understood 
that  the  Jndicattue  Commission  incline  to  the  abolition 
of  baillff-aervioe. 


Wb  abb  vbbt  olas  to  ofaaerve  that  the  House  of 
Lords  have,  by  their  select  committee,  declared  the  pre- 
amble proved  of  the  Albert  .Insurance  Arbitration  Bill, 
and  to  learn  that  Lord  Cairns  is  intended  to  be  the  arbi- 
tratoi.  In  the  bill  the  arbitrator  is  only  referred  to  as 
"  a  panon  to  be  named  by  Parliament." 


THE  PUBLIC  PBOSECUnON  BILL,  1871. 

The  Public  Proeeoution  Bill  introdaoed  this  jf»t  it  s 
similar  measure  to  that  which  was  read  a  leoDnd  time 
last  session  and  referred  to  a  select  committee,  snd  npos 
which  we  then  commented  at  length  (14  S.  J.  569). 

There  are,  however,  some  alterations  of  oonsidenUa  im- 
portance. TTnderthebillof  lastyearthedntyof  t^Mpropoied 
public  prosecutor  was  to  examine  into  the  evidence  upon 
which  criminal  charges  had  been,  or  were  proposed  to  be, 
preferred,  and  to  take  up  the  prosecution  or  not  at  liii 
discretion.     He  bad  also  a  discretionary  power  of  vitb- 
drawing  from  any  prosecution  he  had  taken  np,  if  (tin; 
time  it  appeared  to  him    that   there   was  no  reMostble 
probability  of  the '  accused  person  being  oonvioted.  By 
the  bill  of  this  year  it  is  proposed  to  give  much  lea  dii- 
oretionary  power  to  the  publiiB  preaeoutor.  Ha  ii  nqniiel 
toprcaeoute  in  all  indictable  offenoes  (sxcept  oommoa 
assault,  defamation  or  non-repair  of  a  highway  or  bridge) 
when  Uie  accused  person  has  been  oommitted,  bsiled,  oc 
detained  in  custody  to  take  his  trial.    He  nay  alao  inter- 
fere at  an  earlier  stage  if  bethinks  fit,  and  is  to  be  boeid 
to  do  so  if  directed  by  a  judge  of  a  court  of  law  or  eqmtj, 
or    the    Attomey-Oenecal,  or  by  justioes   in   genenl, 
qtuutar,  or  petty  sessions.     He  U  not  to  withdraw  froa 
any  proaeonti<m  ezoept  vrith  the  consent  of  the  Attorse;- 
General  or  of  one  of  the  counsel  for  public  proseoatiooi, 
whom  it  is  proposed  to  appoint,  or  of  the  oonrt  befon 
which  the  trial  is  to  be  had.     Farther,  althcu^  he  bit 
power  to  commence  a  pccaeontiea  entirely  of  hii  ovn 
aooord,  yet  if  he  does  so  he  is,  as  soon  as  praotiesUe,  to 
infbrm    the    oonnad    for    pnUio   pioaeenticeu  of  the 
fact  and  of  the  ground  of  this  proceeding.    Thus  it  viU 
be  seen  that  the  office  now  proposed  to  be  created  is  oee 
of  oonaiderably  leas  responsibility  thao  that  {Kopoaed  bf 
last  ytttt's  bilL     On  the  whole,  the  ethange  is  perb^e 
for  tiie  better.    Under  the  bill  of  last  year  anyone  pron- 
onted  by  the  pnblio  proseoator  would  take  his  trial  vitb 
a  certain  amount  of  prejudice  agednst  him  in  oonaeqoeM 
of  the  preliminary  investigation  by  the  public  proaeeatt 
having  obviously  proved  adverse  to  him,  whfle,  on  tb 
othw  hand,  anyone  prosecuted  by  a  private  pioaeoitK 
might  have  em  imfair  advantage  from  the  circumMece 
of  the  public  prosecutor  having  declined  to  take  up  Uie 
case.    There  is,  therefore,  mndt  to  b«  said  infavcuof 
having  all  oetses  whioh  magistrates  have  thought  iit  t« 
commit  for  trial  prosecuted  by  the  pnblio  praaemtot  enb- 
ject  to  powers  of  withdrawing  with  the  consent  of  tbe- 
ooaasd  for  pnblio  proseontions.     The  counsel  for  pnblie 
proseontions,  who  appear  in  this  bill,  are  substituted  ior 
the  "  circuit  counsel "  of  last  year.    They  are  not  to  ex- 
ceed three  in  number,  and  this  probably  is  the  reaioo  for 
the  change  of  neune.     Aa  we  understand  the  bill  their 
duties  are  to  be  solely   to  advise  the  public  pmeoatar, 
emd,  therefore,  they  are  not  to  conduot  the  prasseatio» 
in  their  capacity  of  counsel.    This  must,  we  think,  be  in- 
tended, though  we  think  it  should  be  a  little  moredeulf 
expressed.    It  is  obviously  not  meant  that  it  is  to  hsA^ 
duty  to  prosecute,  for  it  would  be  absurd  to  give  the  con- 
duct of  all  criminal  proeeoationB  throngbont  the  conntT 
to  three  counsel  only.    The  only  duty  expressly  men&ned 
is  that  of  giving  aid  vice  ;  and  then,  without  forthet  de- 
fining the  counsel's  daties,  it  is  said  that  he  shall  not  be 
reteuned  or  eust  otherwise  than  in  the  performance  of  bii 
duties  as  counsel  for  public  prosecutions  in  any  caee  is 
which  he  has  e4Tiaed  or  interfered  as  suohoounsei  Tbiir 
we  presume,  is  equivalent  to  saying  that  he  shall  not  be 
prosecuting  counsel,  but  as  his  title  might  imply  theoon- 
traty,  it  would  be  well  to  have  a  distinct  staieicsnt  ia 
the  bill  as  to  whether  or  not  it  iameemt  Uiat  the  proeee*- 
tions  sheJl  be  or  may  be  oonduoted  by  the  counsel  rt» 
has  advised  npon  them.    The  etppointment  of  the  ooosid- 
and     the     rules    for    th^   and    the     pnUie    pm** 
cutor's  guidance,  are  to  be  made  by  the  Atsomey-O^x'*' 
and  not  by  the  Home  Secretary,  as  proposed  Isit  Tesr, 
which  is  em  undoubted  improvement. 
As  regards  the  method  of  appointing  pnblie  ^oMeft- 
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ton  it  it  the  mom  m  tbat  whioh  was  probably  intended 
lut  7e*r,  bnt  the  leotioni  of  the  bill  have  been  revised, 
iDd  iie  nov  more  accurately  drawn,  so  as  to  remove  the 
ioM»  which  might  bare  arisen.  It  is  as  follows: — The 
Sectetaiy  of  State  is  to  oonstitnte  districts  (and  may  alter 
ihem  from  time  to  time),  each  of  which  is  to  have,  as  a 
poblio  pioaeontor,  on  attorney  of  any  standing  (last 
jtu'i  bill  reqaited  a  standing  of  ten  years),  appointed 
i;  tbe  Secratary  of  State.  For  the  district  of  the  Central 
.rioiinal  Coart  the  Secretary  of  State  has  an  absolute 
over  of  selection,  but  in  all  other  cases  the  magistrates 
{ toy  jariidiction,  part  of  whioh  is  within  the  district 
»  whioh  a  public  prosecutor  is  to  be  appointed,  are  to 
ire  poirer  to  recommend  one  or  more  persons  not  ex- 
iediDg  three,  and  the  Secretary  or  State  is  to  be  bound 
)  appoint  one  of  the  persons  so  recommended.  A 
icommendation  by  justices  for  a  county  is  to  be  made  at 
a  snuusl  general,  general  or  quarter  sessions,  and  by 
Dtices  for  a  borough  at  a  special  sessions  summoned 
r  tbe  purposes.  Thus  it  follows  that  if  tbe  several  bodies 
ja-iices  within  the  district  are  unanimous  in  selecting 
le  poison  only,  they  have  an  absolute  power  of  appoint- 
m.  In  many  cases,  no  doubt,  the  district  of  the  public 
luecDtor  would  be  within  one  jurisdiction  only,  and 
m  the  power  of  the  magistrates  over  the  appointment 
mid  be  absolute,  unless  they  chose  to  give  it  up  to  the 
OMtsijr  of  State  by  recommending  more  than  one  per- 
il anii  leaving  him  to  select.  On  the  whole,  this 
Hem  of  making  the  appointment  seems  as  good  a  one 
ooolii  be  devised,  being  a  fair  compromise  between 

0  Bjetems,  to  either  of  which  objection  may  be  made. 
« remnneration  of  the  public  prosecutor  is  to  be  the 
M  as  proposed  last  year — that  is  to  say,  he  is  to  have 
Hiatj  fixed  by  the  Treasury,  and  an  allowance  for 
nand  clerks,  and  also  to  have  the  usual  costs  as 
ktid  to  any  other  prosecutor.  If  the  expenses  allowed 
■*q  vitnesses  are  not  sufBoient  to  cover  their  actual 
l*>M<.a  further  sum  may  be  allowed  apon  a  certificate 
fid  hj  the  public  prosecutor  and  ooonteraigned 
.Ae  jasiioes  or  the  clerk  of  the  court,  as  the  case 
t  te.  Tboa,  in  cases  which  oome  on  for  trial,  the 
<fe  prosecutor  will  seldom  be  out  of  pocket.  The 
•(.however,  to  whioh  we  drew  attention  last  year, 
i  in  esses  where  the  prosecution  is  dropped,  there  is 
pDviiton  for  payment  of  expenses  inoorred,  has  not 
t  attended  to.  This  is  not  of  so  great  importance  as 
viild  have  been  under  the  bill  of  last  year,  for  there 
■ore  restriction  plaoed  by  thia  year's  bill  on  the 
*t  to  withdraw.  It  is,  however,  a  point  whioh  ought 
t  provided  for,  since  it  is  certainly  not  desirable  that 

•  thoold  be  a  direct  peonniaiy  inducement  to  oon- 

•  toy  proeeontion  in  which  the  public  prosecutor  has 
'nd  any  expenae.  Further,  we  think  the  section 
■r  which  actoal  expenses  to  witnesses  may  be  allowed 
irtain  cases  though  beyond  the  usual  scale,  might, 

1  advantage,  be  extended  to  some  other  oases  such  as 
^  expenses  of  plans,  models,  analyses,  o«  the  like, 
xiiere  that  on  important  criminal  trials  a  fairly 
•1  allowanoe  is  osaiklly  made  by  olerks  of  assize  or 
.'  taxing  officers  for  snoh  expenses,  but  in  ordinary 
'they  are  not  allowed  at  alL  The  bill  contain*  a 
Uon  that  tbe  Sectetaiy  of  State  may,  with  the 
M  of  the  Treasury,  at  any  time  direct  that  pnblic 
intiona  shall  be  i>aid,  wholly  or  subject  to  any  ez- 
n>,  by  salary  in  lieu  of  costs  and  expenses.  As  to 
provision  It  is  perhaps  snfficient  to  say  that  we 
>t  coaoeive  any  Secretary  of  State  acting  npon  it 
PKttnt  system,  or  rather  want  of  system,  as  to  pro- 
^BD*  is  bad  eaongh,  but  it  is  not  half  so  bad  as  a 
M  wonld  be  under  which  prosecutions  were  farmed 
i>  poblio  proseoators  at  a  fixed  sum,  out  of  which 
■na  to  make  as  moch  as  they  could  by  doing 
|ttiag  as  cheaply  aa  possiUe. 

•  bill  on  the  whole  is  fairly  drafted,  but  there  are  a 
tipa.  Thus  section  28  refers  to  cironit  counsel,  an 
I  which  was  proposed  to  be  created  by  the  bill  of 
f**'ibot  of  which  no  other  mention  is  made  in  the 


present  bill,  in  which  the  cironit  oonnael  is  replaised  by 
the  counsel  for  pablio  prosecutions.  This  slip  is  this 
more  ourioua  because  section  28  is  a  new  section  and  not 
one  copied  from  last  year's  bill.  Again  section  9,  whioh 
is  one  of  tbe  sections  copied  from  last  year's  bill,  and 
which  provides  for  the  case  of  puvate  proseoators  taking 
up  oases  from  whioh  the  public  prosecutor  withdrunr". 
requires  some  verbal  amendment  to  bring  it  into  accor- 
danoe  with  tbe  other  provisions  of  this  bilL  There  is 
also  a  somewhat  curious  provision  in  the  8th  section, 
whioh  might  be  construed  as  making  it  unlawful  for  the 
Attorney-General  to  conduct  any  prosecution,  nnless  he 
was  directed  to  do  so  by  a  Seoretary  of  State.  Thia  would 
be  a  considerable  interference  with  the  present  privileges 
and  powers  of  the  Attorney-General,  and  is  probably  not 
intended. 

Some  amendment  has  been  made  on  moat  of  the  points 
npon  which  we  oriticiied  tbe  bill  of  last  year.  Upon  the 
question  of  the  liability  of  a  public  proeecutor  to  an  ac- 
tion for  malicious  prosecution  no  direct  proTision  is  in- . 
troduoed,  but  there  is  a  section  protecting  him  by  a  six 
months'  limitation  for  the  oommenoement  of  all  actions 
in  respeot  of  anything  done  in  pursuance  or  in  execution 
of  the  Act,  and  also  by  requiring  a  month's  notice  of 
action  to  be  given.  We  oonld  have  wished  that  our 
suggestion  had  been  adopted,  that  the  costs  of  a  public 
prosecutor  incurred  by  him  in  preving  sucoessfnlly  that 
he  had  reasonable  and  probable  cause  for  his  aota,  should 
be  treated  as  part  of  the  expenses  of  his  office,  and  l>e 
paid  to  him  as  such,  in  all  cases  where  the  plaintiff  who 
had  nnsuoceasfully  sued  him  oould  not  be  made  to  pay 
them.  Probably,  however,  the  risk  that  public  prose- 
cutors appointed  under  this  bill  will  run  of  having  suoh 
actions  bronght  against  them  will  not  be  large,  though 
under  last  year'a  bill,  which  gave  them  such  extensive 
discretionary  power,  it  might  have  been  oonsiderable. 
We  sincerely  trust  the  bill  will  pass. 


EXPORTS  TO  BELLIGEBBNTS. 

Bules  of  international  law,  strictly  so  called,  have 
grown  into  being  by  an  international  aoquiescence  of 
practice  or  tacit  consent.  Among  these  there  is  none 
more  undoubted  or  more  clearly  defined  than  that  whioh 
is  thus  expressed  in  the  often  cited  passage  in  Wbeaton:— 

"  There  is  nothing  ...  in  tbe  law  of  nations  whioh 
prohibits  our  citizens  firom  sending  armed  vessels  as  well 
as  mnnitions  of  war  to  foreign  porta  for  sale.  It  is  a  com- 
mercial venture  whioh  no  nation  is  bound  to  prohibit,  and 
which  only  exposes  the  persons  engaged  in  it  to  the  penalty 
of  oonflsoation." 

Of  late  years  it  has  become  the  fashion  among  the 
civilised  powers  for  neutrals  to  submit  to  the  creation 
of  the  exception  from  this  rule  of  the  "  armed  vessels." 
There  was  a  double  teason  in  favour  of  tbat  exception  ; 
the  magnitude  of  such  an  export  renders  it  really  an 
"  armament,"  and  also  offers  considerable  facility  for 
detection.  Subject  to  that  exception  the  rale  remains 
as  Wbeaton  and  Kent  entmciated  it. 

Perhaps  it  is  but  human  nature  to  assert  your  legal 
rights  when  the  law  happens  to  be  convenient  for  yon, 
and  to  try  and  get  other  people  to  forego  theirs  when  it 
does  not  At  any  rate  we  are  not  inclined  to  cherish  any 
ill  feeling  against  Prossia,  because,  after  taking  her 
stand  on  this  rule  during  the  Crimean  war,  among 
other  occasions,  she  tried  bard  during  her  own  late  war 
with  France  to  induce  England  to  forego  it.  Nor  do  we 
attach  any  significance  to  the  dissatisfaction  whioh  is 
stated  to  have  been  occasioned  in  Germany  by  our 
Government's  then  declining  to  do  more  than  abide  by 
tbe  international  rule  as  it  stands.  England  is  grumbled 
at  (the  common  lot  of  neutrals)  because  she  was  a 
neutral  and  not  an  ally ;  and  of  course  the  discontent 
at  having  tbe  cold  impartiality  of  neutrality  instead  of 
tbe  warm  support  of  alliance  finds  expression  in  im- 
peachment of  the  neutrality  itself,  which,  by  the  way. 
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hna  receiyed,  in  being'  abused   by  both  sides,  the  highest  t 
compliment  which  neutrality  can  be  paid. 

Last  Tuesday  Mr.  Lowthermadea  motion  in  the  House 
of  Commons,  calling  on  the  Government  to  "  endeavour 
to  arrive,  in  conjunction  with  foreign  PovFers,  at  a  settle- 
ment of  the  question  of  Bhe  export  of  arms  and  munitions 
of  war  from  neutral  to  belligerent  States."  Exception 
might  indeed  have  been  taken  to  the  terms  of  the  mo- 
tion. There  is  no  question  at  all  in  the  matter,  except 
the  question  which  3Ir.  Lowther  raises,  whether  the  de- 
finite rule  ought  not  to  be  abolished.  However,  it  is  just 
ai  well  that  the  subject  should  have  been  discussed,  and 
the  form  of  the  question  did  not  much  matter. 

The  point  is  one  which  seems  clear  enough,  and  yet  it 
is  one  npon  which  there  is  considerable  lack  of  full  ap- 
prehension. Even  the  largely  educated  Times  fell  on 
Wednesday  morning  into  the  error  of  treating  this  rule  of 
international  law  as  one  of  tho.se  relics  of  the  warfare  of 
harder  and  more  barbarous  ages,  which  yield  in  sucoea- 
sion  to  the  advance  of  modern  culture.  The  fact  is  pre- 
cisely the  reverse,  thi^  is  a  rule  adopted  and  engrafted  in 
modern  times,  because  it  was  found  to  be  convenient. 

No  doubt  it  would  be  much  better  if  private  subjects 
of  neutral  powers  would  content  themselves  without 
trying  to  make  a  trade  profit  out  of  foreign  wars. 
Those  who  engage  in  this  sort  of  commerce  are  entitled 
to  no  sympathy  whatever;  but  the  question  is, — would  it 
be  well  to  saddle  neutral  Governments  with  the  duty  of 
stopping  it  ?  Of  course  no  one  would  dream  of  imposing 
on  neutral  powers  a  duty  of  preventing  "  contraband  ex- 
ports "  generally,  and  thus  importing  into  international 
diplomacy  all  the  complicated  questions — as  to  things  an- 
eipitis  usiia,  port  of  destination,  &o.,&c., which  the  curious 
may  see  discussed  in  the  prize  cases  in  Robertson's  Keports. 
If  any  modification  were  to  be  resolved  and  agreed  on, it 
should  only  be  as  to  some  very  explicitly  defined  class 
(or  perhaps  even  list)  of  articles  such  as  arms,  powder, 
•  and  so  forth.  Would  it  be  well  that  neutral  Powers 
should  have  imposed  upon  them  the  duty  of  preventing 
export  to  that  extent  ? 

As  to  any  animosity  between  neutral  and  belligerent 
peoples,  such  as  that  lately  displayed  by  Prussian  sub- 
jects against  England,  the  imposition  of  this  responsi- 
bility on  neutrals  is  not  likely  to  diminish  that :  such  ani- 
mosity is  aimed,  as  we  have  said,  at  the  neutrality  itself; 
belligerents  will  always  be  disposed  to  "  call  names,"  and  if 
you  take  away  one  pretext  another  will  be  picked  up. 
As  long  as  the  complaints  made  of  a  neutral  Power  can 
find  no  more  solid  foundation  than  expatiations  about 
"benevolent  neutrality  "  and  so  forth,  they  are  not  likely  to 
be  more  than  temporary  disturbersof  national  equanimities, 
but  the  danger  of  saddling  neutrality  with  onerous  respon- 
sibilities is  that  every  failure  in  her  task,  however  inno- 
cent and  unavoidable,  makes  as  it  were  a  prima  facie 
case  against  her,  on  which  it  may  be  extremely  difficult 
to  satisfy  an  angry  complaint.  Now  the  responsibility 
under  which  a  neutral  Power  would  be  placed  if  she 
were  required  to  prevent  all  exports  of  arms  from  her 
shores,  is  nothing  short  of  fearful.     The  Times  says  ; — 

"  There  is  no  doubt  that  the  departure  of  cargoes  of  guns 
or  powder  could  be  easily  ascertained,  and  that  there  would 
be  no  more  trouble  in  stopping  them  than  in  stopping 
vessels  under  the  present  Foreign  Enlistment  Act." 
You  might  as  well  say  that  smuggling  is  as  "  easily 
ascertained  "  as  invasion.  The  keenest  vigilance  could 
not  prevent  the  escape — we  do  not  say  of  "  cargoes  of 
guns  or  powder,"  because  it  is  not  likely  that  exporters 
would  offer  a  larger  mark  to  detection  than  they  could 
help — but  of  very  numerous  consignments,  of  larger  and 
smaller  dimensions,  disguised  in  various  manners.  It 
is  perfectly  trae  that  the  difBoulty  of  enforcing  a  law 
and  detecting  infringements  is  not  always  a  reason 
against  enacting  it,  because,  in  the  general  case,  the 
evasions  do  no  more  harm  than  the  same  acts  did  before 
the  enactment,  while  the  prevented  cases  are  so  much 
gained.  But  here  the  case  is  the  very  reverse,  the  suc- 
cessful evasions    would   produce  incalculable  mischief. 


A  belligerent  discovers  that  a  quantity  of  >rm;  li 

smuggled  out  of  a  neutral  country  into  that  o( 

belligerent;   a  complaint  is    lodged,  and  com 

demanded.       The   neutral  replies,  through  he 

minister,   that  every  effort  was  honestlj  made 

all    evasions,    and     that     she     cannot   be  r 

for  not  having  effected  impossibilities.    The  ( 

however,  prefers  insisting  the  matter  as  a  case  o 

and  wilful  default   or    perhaps,  as    a  case  o 

negligence,  and  eo  the  foundations  are  laid 

promising    Alaiama    case.      The    responsibit 

great   for  any  neutral  Power  to    undertake, 

when  the  possible  consequences  of  failare  are 

consideration.     Again,  as  to  cordiality  or  an; 

tween  the  peoples,  the  alteration  of  the  preseni 

only   inflame   the  inevitable  ill-feelings  whi 

such  occasions.     Even  though  the  neutral  Po 

succeed   in  satisfying  a  belligerent  Governm 

propriety  of  her  conduct  in  the  matter  of  a 

complained  of,  or  at  any  rate,  tender  auoh  e 

as  they  njight  deem  it  politic  to  accept,  ther 

smallest  probability  that  the  people  of  the  be 

question  would  believe  in  a  single  ivord  of  thi 

The  position  of  a  neutral   Government  si 

such  a  responsibility  as  the  above  would  b< 

like  that  of  the  typical  railway  pointsman,  it 

ditional   circumstance    of    the   drivers   beir 

dodging  him  if  possible.     It  is  not  surprisin 

that  Mr.  Lowther's  motion   was   ultimately 

But  Sir  Roundell   Palmer,  who  pointed  out 

and  very  forcibly  the  inexpediency  of  ent« 

proposals,  made  a  suggestion  which,  to  say 

worthy  of  very   serious   consideration.      S: 

foreign   policy   is   concerned,    our    Governn 

ignores  the  trade  in  contraband.     It  is  unde 

tion  to  prevent  the  trade,  but  if  the  traders 

in  it,  and  suffer  capture,  the  GoTemment  < 

them.     But  the  trade  is  not  illegal  ;  and,  t 

municipal  law  takes  full  cognizance  of  it  a 

actions.     Such  a  contraband  adventure  "  is  i 

I  tract,  and  the  ordinary  rights  of  property  te 

!  (Lord  Westbury  in    Ckavaae  and   Grazthn 

W.  R.  C27,  6  N.  R.  6).      Why  should  not  tl 

law  also  ignore  this  commerce  and  all  cont 

out  of  it  ?     That  is  Sir  Roundell  Palmer's  su 

a  very  good  one  ic  is.     It  remains,  howevei 

sidered  whether,  before  England  adopts  ai 

of  that  kind,  there  should  not  be  an  agreeu 

Powers  to  do  the  same. 


REVIEWS. 


A  Treatise  on  the  Law  of  Discovery.  By  V 
LiAMsos  Kerr.  London  :  Maxwell  &  Son. 
This  book,  by  the  well-known  author  of  ' 
junctions,''  seems  to  us  to  present  all  the  ch: 
that  work.  To  those  of  our  readers  whose 
fortunes  take  them  much  into  courts  of  e 
hardly  be  necessary  to  add  anything  more,  bo 
of  those  not  so  situated  it  may  be  conveni 
that  the  present  work  has  all  the  same  excell 
stance,  together  with  the  peculiar  fault  of 
may,  we  think,  be  fairly  treated  as  charaO 
Kerr's  writings.  The  arrangement  of  the  bo 
ful,  logical,  and  exhaustive,  and  the  questioi 
with  a  fulness  and  accuracy  of  detail  which, 
refermce,  leaves  but  little  to  be  desired  ;  but 
the  book  is  rather  a  compendium  than  "  a  treat 
venturing  to  affirm  that  every  case  pertinent 
and  published  before  the  issue  of  the  book,  ii 
refeixed  to,  we  must  admit  that  we  hare  been 
our  hands  on  any  exception  to  this  mle,  a 
tioner,  who  desires  to  know  what  is  the  law 
by  authority,  will  be  certain  to  find  i 
priate  page  the  desired  reference,  which  wi 
to  discover  this.  But  this  is  all  that  he  wii 
look  in  vain  for  any  discussion  of  the  geners 
be  evolved  from  the  decisions  quoted ;  still  le* 
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to  find  anjr  duqaiaition  on  •ny  of  the  nnmeioiu  points  of 
Importtnce  not  yet  oloaed  by  decision.  Nay,  ao  anxioas 
diM  Ui.  EeiT  appear  to  he  not  to  let  himself  be  betrayed 
into  tinnjiag  an  opinion  of  hit  own,  that  he  frequently  oon- 
loM  hinielf  ia  reproducing  the  marginal  notes  of  the  cases 
jteJin  10  bald  a  form  as  to  render  large  portions  of  the 
Mok  man  or  less  "unreadable."*  This  course  also  fre- 
liKntly  giTea  rise  to  a  curious  sort  of  iteration,  which, 
hongli  not  perhaps  objectionable  in  substance,  greatly 
letmcts  from  the  pleaaur*  of  reading  the-  work.  As  an 
utiuice  of  this  peculiarity  we  may  quote  the  following 
«Mgo  (p.  134)  :— 

"Communiuttiona  made  before  litigation  but  in  contem- 
ktioa  of,  and  with  reference  to  a  litigation  which  was  ex- 
ected,  and  which  afterwards  arose,  are  as  privileged  as 
Mununications  after  litigation  commenced,  if  they  relate  to 
It  matters  in  dispute.  To  entitle  confidential  oommunioa- 
IID9  b«t«'a«  a  client  and  his  legal  adviser  to  protection  from 
aomy,  it  is  not  necessary  that  they  should  have  been 
•d«  in  contemplation  of  the  suit,  it  it  sofficient  if  they 
bt«  to,  and  were  made  in  the  course  of  the  dispute  which 
ihf  tobject  of  the  suit." 

Ill  this  sentence  the  latter  clause  clearly  includes  the 
muer,  and  the  actual  state  of  the  law  (which  is  given 
tuiately  at  page  liO)  is  somewhat  more  favourable  to  the 
ulection  than  either,  but  these  being  the  very  points  do- 
led in  the  cases  referred  to  in  be.,  Mr.  Kerr  simply  repeats 
am  aocoiately  in  hia  text.  This  comes  very  near  to  an 
nee  against  a  wholesome  rule  laid  down  bv  Ur.  Kerr 
nielf— "  Keedleas  nrolixity  is  impertinenoe,  althoogh  the 
ilierahoald  be  relevant.  The  repetition  of  a  material 
Memtnt  nay  amount  to  impertinence  "  (p.  218). 
iitiiking  instance  of  this  last  iaolt  oocnrs  in  the  very 
Vttrliom  which  this  rule  has  been  quoted.  A.t  p.  214 
1  Kerr  says,  quoting  Oen.  Ord.  xv.  r.  3,  "a  defen&nt  is 
tpnhibitM  m>m  answering  any  statement  or  charge  in 
I  Ml  which  he  may  consider  it  neoessary  to  his  defence 
■nrer,  subject  to  Uie  reetriction  that,  if  he  answer  any 
iBtot  m  charge  in  the  bill  to  which  he  is  not  interro. 
M<  adj  by  stating  his  ignorance  of  the  matter  so 
lk|ii«t  stated,  such  answer  is  deemed  impertinent." 
Hilnlly  afterwards  (at  p.  220)  we  flud,  ■ '  When  a  de- 
■iut  answers  any  statement  or  charge  in  a  bill  to  which 
til  sot  interrogated  only  by  stating  his  ignorance  of  the 
Mkw  stated  or  charged,  such  answer  ahall  be  deemed 
ItrtiDent."  .  j 

ft  will  be  gathered  from  what  we  have  said  that  we  con-  j 
ir  the  book  a  most  valuable  addition  to  the  library  of  a 
<liaiiig  lawyer,  though  we  should  be  inclined  to  place  it 
Kgit  our  "  hooka  of  reference  "  rather  than  to  rank  it  as 
treatise." 

fee  are  a  few  obvious  typographical  erron  of  no  im- 
*Bce,  which  any  reader  can  easily  correct  for  himself, 
there  is  aae  obvious  misprint  which  we  are  totally  nn. 
■to  oornct,  even  by  reference  to  the  authorities  cited  in 
nrt  of  the  proposition  intended  to  be  advanced.  Mr. 
taaya  (p.  17),  with  perfect  correctness,  "  If  the  defence 
'  plea,  the  pbdntifr  will  not  be  entitled,  until  the  ques- 
raised  by  the  plea  haa  been  determined,  to  any  discovery 
^  may  not  be  necessary  for  Uie  trial  of  the  plea  itselj, 
pka  will  arrest  the  progress  of  the  cause  until  the  plea 
'have been  argued  ;  and  if  the  bill  be  not  framed  so  as 
Iks  discovery  neoessary  for  the  trial  of  the  plea  itselJF, 
■Mvetycan  be  bad  until  after  the  trial  of  the  plea." 
•  10  good ;  but  then  comes  the  following  sentence  : — 
ioutttr,  (As  till  be  to  framtd  at  to  makt  aitcovtry  nioet- 
far  t)u  trial  of  the  pita,  the  plea  witt  arrest  the  progntt 
t  lauHtiU  the  plea  eheUl  have  been  tried."  Now  this  is 
Ally  not  true  in  any  other  sense  than  this,  that  every 
■eceasarily  arrests  the  progress  of  the  cause  till  it  n 
*d.  and  if  allowed  on  argument,  till  it  is  tried; 
■  the  particular  case  suggested  the  fact  is  that  the  plea 
M  postpone  the  disooverv  required  at  all.  The  oases 
\ut Sorrier.  Harrit(3  ita. 454),  which  only  decides 
Meh  a  plea  will  be  overruled  if  it  does  not  afford  the 
fjty  necessary  for  the  purpose  of  trying  it,  and 
Mv.  Boigton  (11  Beav.  368),  which  is  to  the  effect 
•"o'wj  not  neonssQty  for  this  purpose  will  be  post- 
It  faH  after  the  argument  of  the  plea.  Ws  are  quite 
Vtaarefore,  that  Mr.  Kerr  did  not  write  the  passage  we 
KHted  u  it  is  printed,  bat  what  he  did  write  we  are 

Vedonot  by  this  mean  to  imply  any  fault  other  than  of 
A  digest,  which  this  book  is  to  a  great  extent,  ia  neces- 
ble,  but  a  "  Treatise  "  ought  not  to  be  so. 


unable  to  discover,  and  we  beg  to  call  his  attention  to  the 
point  in  case  of  the  publication  of  a  list  of  errata  or  a  second 
edition. 


COURTS. 

COURT  OF  CHANCERY. 

Vicb-Chancbllor  Stvabt. 

betibement  of  thb  vioe-ohakcsllob. 

March  25. — The  business  before  the  Court  having  been 

disposed  of,  and,  as  the  Vice-Chancellor  was  about  to  leave 

the  Court,  Mr.  Greene,  Q.C.,  as  the  leader  of  the  Bar  in 

this  Court,  rose  and  addressed  the  Yioe-Chancellor,  the 

whole  bar  rising  and  standing  throughout  the  address. 

Greene,  Q.<7.,  then  said,  with  emotion  which  he  at  times 
could  hardly  suppress, — May  it  please  your  Honour,  the 
business  of  the  sittings  having  now  come  to  a  close,  and 
your  Honour  having  signified  your  intention  of  retiring, 
It  becomes  my  duty  and  privilegp,  on  behalf  of  the  Bar, 
and  especially  of  those  members  of  it  who  have  practised 
in  the  Court  over  which  you  have  so  long  presided,  to  ex. 
press  our  unfeigned  and  heartfelt  respect  for  your  Honour. 
and    our   deep   sorrow   at   the   loss    we   shall   now  sus- 
tain at  this  interruption — I  will  not  say  severance — of  oar 
connexion  here,  and  our  high  sense  of  the  friendship  and 
esteem  which  will  always  render  the  remembrance  of  our 
labours  here  light  and  easy  to  us.    Sir,  it  will  be  some  con- 
solation to  us  that  yon  are  retiring  in  the  full  enjoyment  of 
year  health  and  in  the  full  vigour  of  your  intellsct    Nor 
was  the  state  of  business  in  this  court  ever  in  a  mure  satis- 
factory condition.     The  cause  paper  which  was  placed 
before  your  Honour  at  the  commencement  of  the  sittings 
hss  beoi  entirely  disposed  of,  and  indeed  of  those  causes 
that  have  been  set  down  during  the  course  of  the  sittings, 
many,  even  if  not  most,  of  them  have  been  also  disposed  of. 
But  it  is  not  simply  the  energy  and  expedition  you  have 
dis])layed  ih  the  conduct  of  businesi  during  the  period  of 
nearly  20  years  that  you  have  occupied  that  chair  which 
claims  our  admiration,  there  are  ether  reasons  more  im- 
portant which  entitle  you  to  the  gratitude  of  the  bar,  as 
shown  by  this  day'H  attendance.      Many  important  qnes* 
tions.  involving  property  of  immense  amount  have  beta 
brought  before  your  Honour,  and  they  have  been  abjudi- 
cated upon  with  a  penpicnity  of  intellect,  an  accuracy  and 
extent  of  learning,  an  acnteness  of  thought,  a  ripeness  of 
experience,  and,  above  all,  with  a  steadfast  adherence  to 
those  sound  principles  and  decisions  which  were  laid  down 
by  the  Fathers  of  Equity — Lord  Hardwicke,   Lord  Eldpn, 
and  Sir  William  Oiant,  as  the  landmarks  of  equity  jurispru- 
dence.    It  is  this  circumstance  which  marks  the  character 
of  a  great  judge.     Again,    I  mnst   call   to    mind   the 
attention  which  your  Honour  has  ever  given  to  the  business 
of  the  Court,  given  alike  to  the  youngest  novice  in  the  same 
measure  and  degree  as  to  the  most  experienced  advocate, 
and  that  considerate  kindness  which  marks  the  character  of 
a  true  gentleman.     When  I  look  around  and  see  the  full 
attendimce  of  the  bar  on  this  occasion,  X  cannot  doubt  for 
a  moment  that  it  is  due  to  the  personal  as  well  as  to  the 
jndicial  character  of  your  Honour  (loud  cheering),  and  that 
the  crowded  condition  of  the  court  this  day  will  convey  to 
your  Honour's  mind  with  greater  force  and  eloquence  than 
1  can  in  words  express  our  best  wishes  for  your  undis- 
turbed happiness  in  your  retirement.      I  might  stop  here, 
and,  indeed.  I  have  only  one  farther  remark  to  make,  that, 
in  leaving  ns,  the  bar  offers  to  your  Honour  the  expression 
of  their  deep  gratitude  and  their  thanks  for  all  the  lundness 
they  have  received  at  your  hands,  and  with  these  words  I 
bid  your  Honour  farewell. 

The  Yice-Chanobllob,  who  was  himself  evidently  much 
affected,  said — I  am  obliged  to  jrou,  gentlemen,  and  to  you, 
Mr.  Greene.  In  this  oourt  wluch  I  am  now  leaving  my 
best  days  have  been  spent  among  yon  and  those  omamente 
of  the  Bar  before  your  time,  vrhose  worthy  successors  yon 
are.  You  have  made  me  proud  by  the  unusual  honour  you 
have  done  me  by  publicly  expressing  your  approbation  of 
my  conduct  The  remembrance  of  this  distinction  will 
bnj^ten  my  future  days.  My  wish  is  to  declare  here  my 
sense  of  the  extraerdinaiy  honour  and  ability  with  which 
yon  gentlemen  of  the  Bar  discharge  your  important  duties. 
But  fox  that  the  benefit  to  th*  public  of  the  satisfactory 
deapateh  of  business  in  this  CJourt  could  not  hare  been 
attained.      For  your   conduct  towards   myself  and   the 
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uniform  respect  and  consideration  which  I  have  received 
from  you,  I  am  deeply  grateful .  I  take  my  leave  of  this 
Court  with  my  kindest  and  best  wishes  for  your  welfare. 


COURTS  OF  BANKRUPTCY. 

Linxoln's-Inn  Fields. 

(Before  the  CniEy  Jr doe.) 

March  25. — He  Galehouae,  ex  parte  Poller, 

Tliis  waa  an  appeal  from  the  Birkenhead  County  Court. 
Gatehouse,  a  brewer  in  Birkenhead,  on  30th  November  last 
tilt d  a  petition  for  liquidation  by  arrangement.  He  was 
the  owner  of  five  licenped  public  houses  in  Birkenhead. 
Under  the  liquidation  petition  Mr.  Bolland  was  appointed 
receiver  and  ordered  to  take  possession  of  the  property. 
The  licenses  of  the  different  houses  were  in  the  hands  of 
men  employed  by  Jlr.  Gatehouse  (of  whom  Porter  was  one) 
at  wages  of  SOs.  per  week  :  their  re.spectivc  names  also 
being  over  the  doors  of  the  houses.  Possession  was  taken 
by  the  receiver  on  his  appointment,  the  mana^rers  in  several 
cases  beinfr  retained  as  his  representatives  at  the  same  wages 
as  ))reviou8ly  paid  to  them.  Matters  remained  in  that 
i;o8ition  for  a  fortnight,  the  managers  rendering  weekly 
Bccotints  to  the  receiver,  and  being  paid  their  weekly  wages 
as  his  servants,  when  Porter,  being  under  liabilities  on 
accommodation  bills  for  Mr.  Gatehouse,  filed  his  own 
petition  for  liquidation.  Under  this  petition  the  Court 
appointed  one  of  its  officers  receiver,  and  at  his  instance, 
made  an  rxyiar^f  order,  restraining  the  receiver  in  Gate- 
house's case  from  further  dealing  with  the  property  of 
■which  he  had  previously  been  ordered  to  take  possession. 
The  receiver  of  the  estate  of  Gatehouse  thereupon  moved 
the  Court  for  an  order  that  its  officer,  the  receiver,  should 
give  up  the  property  of  the  two  managers  to  him  as  repre- 
sentative of  the  estate  of  Gatehouse,  but  the  Court  decided 
in  favour  of  the  receiver  in  Porter's  case,  ruling  that  as  the 
managers  had  been  held  forth  by  Gatehouse  to  the  public  as 
principals,  their  names  being  over  the  doors,  and  the  licenses 
also  being  in  their  names,  the  property  passed  to  their 
creilitors  as  being  in  their  order  and  disposition  at  the  time 
of  filing  their  petitions.  From  that  decision  the  trustee  in 
Gatehouse's  case  has  appealed. 

■  WiuHluw  and  Wheler  for  the  appellant  contended  that 
the  manager  was  not  a  trader,  but  merelv  a  bailee  for  Gate- 
house, and  had  no  power  over  the  goods  in  the  house  to 
apply  them  to  his  own  use.  There  was  no  consent  on  the 
part  ef  the  trustees  in  Gatehoiue's  case  to  the  manager 
holding  possession  of  the  goods  in  his  own  right ;  he 
held  only  as  the  trustee's  servant.  The  trustee  had  adver- 
tised the  property  for  sale,  and  thus  excercised  his  right  of 
ownership. 

Bagley  rcUed  upon  the  fact  that  Gatehouse  had  held  out 
these  managers  as  principals,  and  was  bound  by  his  own  act 
80  to  regard  them. 

The  Chief  Jvdoe— Substantially,  the  facts  appear  not  to 
be  disputed.  The  whole  stress  of  the  argument  on  the  part 
of  the  respondent  has  been  to  make  out  that  the  chattels— 
the  moveable  chattels,  the  stock  and  things  which  could  not 
be  removed  without  interfering  with  the  fittings  and  fixtures 
— were  m  the  order  and  disposition  of  Mr.  Porter,  with  the 
consent  of  the  true  owner,  and  this  at  the  time  of  Mr. 
Porter's  bankruptcy.  Order  and  disposition  is  now,  as  it 
always  has  been,  a  question  of  faot.  Can  it  be  said  cither 
in  point  of  fact  or  in  point  of  law,  that  the  chattels  which 
are  alone  in  question— I  mean  the  moveable  chattels  were  in 
the  order  and  disposition  of  Mr.  Porter  ?  The  question  is 
whether  these  chattels  were  within  the  meaning  of  the  15th 
clause  of  the  Act,  in  the  order  and  disposition  of  the 
tankrupt;  that  he  having  taken  upon  himself  to  sell  and  dis- 
pose of  them  he  himself  became  bankrupt,  because  I  consider 
the  presentation  of  this  petition  to  be  in  itself  an  act  of  bank- 
ruptcy. ^Vhat  are  the  facts?  On  the  30th  November, 
Gatehouse  presents  a  petition,  upon  which  he  is  afterwards 
adjudicated  a  bankrupt.  The  presentation  of  the  petition 
was  an  act  of  bankruptcy.  Whether  he  has  been  adjudi- 
cated on  that  act  or  not  does  not  signify.  Adjudicated  he 
has  been.  I  am  aware  that  between  the  30th  November 
and  the  date  of  the  adjudication  there  had  been  an  attempt 
wu'^T  by  arrangement,  which  attempt    fell    through. 

\\  hether  the  adjudication  proceeded  upon  that  act  of  bank- 
ruptcy, which  I  fibd  to  bo  proved  as  having  been  committed 
on  the  30th  of  November  or  not,  makes  no  kind  of  differ- 
ence, because  from  that  30th  November  every  part  of 
Gatehouse's  estate  passed  not  to  the  receiver,   for  it  still 


remained  his  estate,  but  on  the  appointment  ol 
became  vested  in  the  trustee.  The  trustes's  til 
back  to  that  act  of  bankruptcy.  Then  the  reef 
that — an  officer  of  the  Court,  discharging  the  ( 
belong  to  his  position — goes  and  seizes  and  lays  h 
property,  not  then  the  property  of  the  bankrap 
property  of  the  debtor.  The  receiver  claims  thi 
of  his  office  of  receiver,  and  by  reason  o{  tliep( 
has  been  filed.  Can  it  be  said  that  there  mb 
consent  to  the  possession  by  Porter?  Whom 
consent  ?  Some  question  has  been  suggested  a 
house  being  the  true  owner.  But  who  was  to  coi 
receiver,  having  no  power  to  consent,  nor  to  do  aj 
to  discharge  his  duty,  goes  and  lays  hands  upon 
thatiscupable  of  possession.  He  is  met  by  Porter 
be  assumed,  up  to  that  time  had  been  the  ostensil 
Porter  relinquishes  all  claim,  and  undertakes  then 
serve  the  receiver  at  thirty  shillings  a  week,  ai 
possession,  not  by  any  right  he  possesses,  but 
rightof  Mr.  Bolland.  Now,  is  it  possible  to  argi 
that  there  is  any  case  of  any  order  or  dispoaitioi 
But  the  argument  is  based  upon  the  transactio 
Porter  was  held  out  to  the  world  as  being  the  t< 
property.  It  seems  that  he  so  imposed  upon  1 
magistrates  in  Cheshire.  There  is  no  snggei 
part  of  Gatehouse  for  rent,  nor  any  offer  by  1 
any.  Now,  that  is  all  that  has  g^ven  colour 
If  that  feature  had  not  existed,  I  cannot  conce 
a  decision  as  has  been  pronounced  could  have 
at.  But  I  must  deal  with  it  as  I  find  it.  Th 
having  committed  an  act  of  bankruptcy,  the 
court  whose  dut.v  it  is  thereupon  to  act  doe 
possession,  and  nothing  after  that  done  by  Po) 
inferred  from  anything  that  Porter  did,  could 
title  which,  by  the  filing  of  the  petition  of  thi 
vember,  had  been  created  in  favour  of  Gatehon 
I  think  the  property  in  the  chattels,  as  well  a 
would  be  in  the  order  and  disposition  of  the  1 
remain  as  they  were  on  the  30th  of  Noveml 
bankruptcy  was  committed,  the  estate  of  Oat 
distributed  among  his  creditors  ;  and  to  that 
that  manner  I  must  discharge  the  commissi 
and  I  must  declare  that  the  whole  of  that  pi 
forms  part  of  the  estate  of  Gatehouse,  and  ii 
ministered  and  distributed. 

The  Chief  Judge,  on  the  application  of 
granted  costs. 


vith  Mr.Bloxam, anii 


APPOINTMENTS. 

Mr.  Thomas  Postlethw.^ite,  solicitor,  ( 
Lancashire,  has  been  appointed  Registrar  ( 
ston  County  Court,  in  succession  to  his  dece 
Mr.  J.  P.  Postlethwaite.  Mr.  T.  Postlethwi 
ficated  in  1S41,  and  was  for  many  years  inpai 
his  late  brother. 

Mr.  Geokge   Mitchell  Seabboke,  solicil 
I  has  been  appointed  clerk  to  the  Rugby  Bench  < 
in  succession  to  Mr.  M.  H.  Bloxam,  who  has 
holding  the  office  for  more  than  twenty -yea 
broke  served  his  articles      '  ~" 
in  1870. 

Mi:.  Tdixell  Samdel  Southgate,  solicitc 
has  been  appointed  Vestry  Clerk  of  Northfleet 
of  Kent,  in  succession  to  his  deceased  brotl 
Southgate,  solicitor,  of  Gravesend.  We  ' 
recorded  other  appointments  in  which  Mr.  T 
has  succeeded  his  late  brother. 

Me.  NicH0L.\a  Marshall  Logois,  solicitoi 
Dorsetshire,  has  been  elected  secretary  to  the 
way  Company,  in  succession  to  Mr.  iE.  G.  Fl 
Mr.  Loggin  was  certificated. 

Mr.    John    T.    Godfhbv-Fatjssbtt,    of 
Registry  of  the  Court  of  Probate,  ha«  been  app 
Regi  strar  of  the  Court  of  Probate  at  Canterbi 
sion  to  Mr.  W.  H.  CuUen,  solicitor,  resigned. 


Mb.  Overknh,  Q.C— On  the  27th  of  Matvl 
Q.C.,  late  leader  of  the  Midland  Circuit,  was  a 
farewell  dinner  by  his  old  friends  of  the  Midbi 
mo3.s  at  the  Queen's  Hotel,  Leeds.  >tr.  B»den 
the  chair. 
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OEVEBAL  COSRBSPOKDEirCE. 

Mb.  Chaslst  ok  thb  Leoal  FBorsssioif. 

Sir,— The  following  appten  on  the  Notice-book  of  the 
)iiM  of  Commons  : — 

"  lir-  Charley  to  call  attention  to  the  existing  state  of 
!  legil  profession,  and  to  move  a  resolution  that  the  exist- 
;  state  of  the  l^al  profession  is  not  satisfactory,  and  needs 
crnL 

[  ihatl  be  happy  to  receive  any  snggeftions  'from  yonr 
dan  on  the  snbject.  Some  of  the  topics  which  seem  to 
tft  themselves  natoially  nnder  "  the  existing  state  of  the 
u  profe«ion  "  are— 

Hie  jniiadietion  of  the  benchers  orer  the  bar. 
the  oonse  of  preparation  for  the  bar. 
He  power  of  the  judges  orer  both  branches  of  the  pro- 
Bon. 

the  onwritten  rolee  of  professional  etiquette. 
Ite  matatl  relations  of  the  two  branches  of  the  profession. 
Wm.  Thos.  Chaslrt. 


PARLIAHEHT  AKD  LEGISLATION.     • 

HOUSE  OF  liOBDS. 
larch  24.— The  Stamp  .,<rt;(1870)  Amendment  .SiU  passed 
osgfa  committee. 

btArt.— Marriage  with  Dtceated  Wife'e  Sitter  BiU. 
rdPesstnce  proposed  the  second  readinig.  lluswasthe 
fttioie  the  question  had  coma  before  the  House,  and  the 
isrity  against  the  proposed  change  had  been  steadily 
mnig.  In  1851,  the  majority  was  34,  in  1868,  19; 
I «B  another  oooasion  shortly  afterwards,  21,  in  1859, 10  ; 
I  in  1870,  4.  There  was  an.  impression  that  the 
wn  was  directed  against  a  law  of  long-standing,  but 
I  «as  not  the  case.  Up  to  1835  marriages  with  a 
•■ed  wife's  sister  were  voidable  by  the  Ecclesiastical 

Sbiit  if  no  proceedings  were  taken  in  those  courts 
Ike  lifetime  of  both  the  parties  the  temporal  courts 
At  marriages  as  valid,  and  the  children  as  leoiti- 
M  Ml  suits  la  the  Ecclesiastical  Courts  being  from 
JOfsidvenoss,  absolutely  unknown  as  regarded  the 
l^'^ui,  and  infrequent  as  regarded  the  more  educated 
iMMat  classes,  these  marriages  were  practically  valid 
l^f^  great  mass  of  the  population.    It  was  generally 
WW  ftat   Lord  Lyndhurst's  object .  in    introducing 
nil  of   1835    was    to   invalidate    them,    but     this 
not  the  eass.      In  the   only   speech  of  which    he 
•  Sm  a  record.  Lord    Lyndhnrst  remarked  on  the 
naioty  in  which   children  remained   during  the  lives 
•vparsots  nnder  the  existing  law,  and  stated  his  pro- 
1  to  be  this — that  existing  marriages,  if  not  impugned 
n  nx  months  from   the  passing   of  the  Act,  should 
'  aSerwards  be  questioned,  and  that  future  maniaget, 
c  (jMstioned  witbin  two  years  from  the  date  of  their 
Wwn,  thoold  be  valid.    The  bill  was,  therefore,  in- 
B  to  validate  these  marriages.    When,  however,  the 
"~it  down  to  the  House  of  Commons  a   clause  was 
"T*^  rendering  all  future  marriages  of  this 
This  was  negatived  in  committee,  but  on  the 
'as  oserted,  it  being  suggested  that,  as  it  was  very 
"  session, -a  bill  should  be  introduced  to  omit  mar- 
»  deceased  wife's  sister  from  the  operation  of  the 
1  in  this  way  the  measure  passed.    The  trouble  on 
ject  began  from  that  time,  and  it  had   since   been 
""Cfeaung.     Six  or  eight  years  afterwards  a  com- 
pempoaed  of  persona  of  considerable  distinction, 
?omled  to  investigate  the  quostion.    They  reported 
wording  to  an  inquiry  set  on  foot  by  private  persons 
,  md  condncted  by  gentlemen  of  eminence  and  ioteg- 
m  marriages  within  the  prohibited  degrees  had  been 
W  smce  the  passing  of  the  Act  within   the  districts 
1  into,  upwards  of  nine-tenths  of  these  being  mar- 
■"lli  a   deceased  wife's    sister.     This  fact  should 
"dtted  by  those  who  feared  that  the  passing  of  the 
•Id  be  followed  by  an  agitation  for  other  changes 
■^w.    He  had  heard  this  described  sometimes  as  a 
I  <IQe8tion,  and  at  other   times  as   a  poor  man's 
I,  and  it  might  be  regarded  in  the  latter  light  in  this 
"'.  the  larger  part  of  the  population  were  poor  and 
uie   same    means    as    the    rich    of    procuring 
in  their  homes.    The  Commissioners  reported 
>oairiagee  were  contracted  by  persons  of  unim- 


peachable character  and  of  religions  principles,  that  the 
Act  of  1835  had  failed  to  attain  its  object,  that  when  a 
poor  man  lost  his  wife  some  assistance  was  indispensable, 
for  which  he  could  not  afford  to  pay,  that  all  the  circnm- 
stances  pointed  to  the  assistance  of  the  deceased  wife's 
sister,  and  that  when  she  once  became  an  inmate  of  the 
house,  cohabitation,  with  or  without  marriage,  was  almost 
inevitable.  The  tiien  Bishop  of  Lichfield,  Sir  Stuart 
Wortley,  and  Sir  S.  Lushington  were  among  the  persons 
who  signed  this  report  Turning  to  the  objections  to  these 
marriages,  he  should  doubtless  be  told  that  such  unions 
were  contrary  to  the  divine  law.  He  would  not  discuss  this 
point,  but  would  simply  remark  that  men  of  the  greatest 
Jearning  and  piety,  and  of  the  highest  position  in  the 
Church  held  an  opinion  not  ^infavoursble  to  the  bill.  The 
late  Archbishop  of  Yoric  did  not  believe  these  marriages 
were  forbidden  by  Scripture,  and  Archbishop  Whately  main- 
tained that  they  were  contrary  neither  to  Scripture  nor  to 
expedience.  The  present  Primate  hod  signed  a  petition 
which  affirmed  that,  whether  considered  in  a  religious, 
moral,  or  social  point  of  view,  they  were  unobjectionable, 
while  in  many  circumstances  they  contributed  to  the 
happiness  of  the  parties,  to  the  welfare  of  motherless 
children,  and  among  the  poor,  tended  to  prevent  immo- 
rality. Dr.  Chalmers,  Dr.  Adam  Clarke,  Dr.  Bunting 
(who  stated  that  Wesley  was  of  the  same  opinion),  and 
many  Dissenting  ministers  had  taken  the  same  view,  while 
all  Christian  communities  in  the  world  except  our  own,  and 
except  poesibly  some  Swiss  cantons,  permitted  these  mar- 
riages. It  woa  urged  that  a  man's  relation  to  his  sister-in- 
law  would  be  seriously  affected  if  the  bill  passed,  but  he 
had  never  heard  that  in  other  coontries  the  relation  was 
different  from  thHt  existing  here,  or  that  before  1835,  when 
these  marriages  were  frequent,  the  relation  was  different  in 
England  from  what  it  was  at  present  What,  on  the  other 
hand,  were  the  social  advantages  of  the  change  F  A  man  in 
humble  circumstances  whose  wife  died  was  obliged  to  have 
some  one  to  take  care  of  his  children,  and  the  wife's  sister 
was  the  natural  person  for  the  post,  as  she  might  be  sup- 
posed to  be  attached  to  those  children.  In  humble  dwellings , 
where  a  woman  took  up  that  position  cohabitation  was  in- 
evitable, and  the  only  question  was,  whether  a  man  should' 
have  the  power  of  making  her  his  lawful  wife  or  should 
have  the  power  after  living  with  her  some  years  of  throwing 
her  aside  if  his  fancy  chainged,  or  if  a  disagreement  arose, 
any  issue  of  the  union  being  illegitimate.  This  was  a 
cruel  position  in  which  to  place  a  woman,  and  he  would 
ask  whether,  in  the  face  of  such  consideration,  a  supposed 
difference  in  the  agreeableness  of  the  relation  between  a 
man  and  his  sister-in-law  was  a  proper  basis  for  le- 
^latiou  'i  Again,  it  was  urged  that  the  bill  would 
infringe  the  guiding  principle  of  the  marriage  law, 
that  we  relations  of  .the  wife  were  the  relations  of  the  hus- 
band, so  that  the  wife's  sister  was,  in  fact,  the  husband's 
sister.  It  would  be  impossible,  however,  to  carry  ont  that 
principle,  and  the  present  law  did  not  attempt  it.  If  the 
wife's  sister  were  the  husband's  sister,  the  husband's  brother 
should  be  the  wife's  brother,  and  the  law  ought  to  prohibit 
two  brothers  marrying  two  sisters.  So  also  with  the  father 
and  son.  The  law  did  not  recognise  this  misty  notion  that 
the  relations  of  the  husband  were  the  relations  of  the  wife 
and  vitc  acred. — ^The  Duke  of  Northumberland  opposed  the 
second  reading  and  the  bill  was  thrown  ont  by  97  to  71. 

The  Stamp  Act  (1870)   Amendment  Bill  was  read  a  third 
time  and  passed. 

March  30. — ^The  Panehial  Cotineilt  Sill  passed  through 
committee. 


HOUSE  OF  COMMONS. 
March  2i.— Private  BiU  Leyitlation. — The  Mayor' e  Court 
Bill. — Mr.  W.  H.  Smith,  in  calling  attention  to  the  cir- 
cumstances connected  with  what  he  regarded  as  an  abuse  of 
the  Private  Bill  system,  in  the  case  of  the  Mayor's  Court 
Bill,  withdrawn  only  a  day  or  two  ago,  said  he  had  no 
desire  to  reflect  on  the  conduct  of  any  officer  of  the  House, 
or  indeed  of  any  person  outside  the  House.  But  the  circum- 
stances themselves  were  such  as  to  demand  the  consideration 
of  the  House,  and  especially  of  the  Standing  Order  Com- 
mittee. The  bill,  introduced  upon  a  petition  presented  in 
the  ordinary  way  by  the  sheriffs  at  the  bar  of  the  House, 
was  called  the  Covat  of  Hustings  Abolition  Bill,  and  frxim 
its  title  any  hon.  member  might  naturally  have  conceived 
that  it  was  a  bill  proposing  merely  to  abolish  the  C^nrt  of 
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Hnstings  in  the  dty  of  London.  Bat,  upon  examinatioD, 
the  bill  turned  oot  to  be  one  for  the  accompliBhinent  of 
■evenkl  objects,  one  of  theae  being  the  eatabluhment  of  a 
new  oourt,  tritii  powers  extending;  over  the  whole  of  the 
metropolis.  Having  concurrent  jurisdiction  with  the  superior 
courts  of  law,  besides  further  powers.  Under  the  guise, 
therefore,  of  a  Private  Bill,  powers  of  the  most  extensive  and 
exceptional  character  were  sought  to  be  acquired  over  the 
-whole  of  tho  metropolis — powers  which  even  in  a  public 
Itill  would  be  open  to  very  grave  doubt  and  questioning,  and 
-which  in  a  Private  Bill  were  wholly  out  of  place.  The  most 
ringular  part  of  the  transaction,  however,  was  that  when 
in  the  first  inatance  he  drew  attention  to  this  bill  he  was 
informed  by  the  gentlemen  concerned  in  its  preparation 
that  they  were  as  greatly  amazed  and  as  much  alumed  at 
the  powers  sought  under  its  provisions  as  the  Attomey- 
Qeneral  himself  had  been  when  he  put  a  question  to  him 
upon  the  subject.  Not  a  single  person  directly  1 1-  indirectly 
connected  with  the  bill  would  avow  or  acknowledge  that 
these  proposals  were  in  any  way  sanctioned  or  proceeded 
-with  under  his  direction.  It  was  a  bill  which  had  grown 
np,  so  to  speak,  without  any  one  being  responsible  for  its 
paternity,  and  had  arrived  at  the  stage  of  committee  as  an 
unopposed  bill,  simply  from  the  fact  that,  being  introduced 
as  a  private  bill,  no  notice  had  been  given  of  its  contents  or 
of  th6  strange  powers  which  it  contained,  and  no  opportunity 
accordingly  had  been  afforded  to  those  who  would  be  in- 
ttrested  in  opposing  it  to  come  forward.  There  was  no 
doubt,  be  presumed,  that  the  customary  notices  in  the  case 
of  a  private  bill  had  been  given,  under  which,  in  an  ordi- 
nary case  individuals  interested  in  opposing  would  be  warned 
of  what  was  in  contemplation  and  entitled  to  appear. 
But  the  peculiar  feature  of  this  bill  was  that  there  was  no 
•int^Ie  person  who  could  be  served  with  notice  of  the  extra- 
Ordinary  powers  which  it  was  sought  under  these  provisions 
to  obtain.  He  refrained  from  speaking  of  the  City  as  the' 
promoters,  for  they,  he  believed,  disclaimed  all  intention  o 
asking  for  the  powers  which  were  sought  in  their  name.  He 
did  not  wish  to  make  matters  unpleasant  to  anybody  ;  he  ac- 
cepted in  perfect  good  faith  the  disclaimer  of  the  City  ;  but 
was  it  expedient  that  bills  containing  such  extraordinary 
po-wers  should  come  on  for  second  reading  without  notice  of 
their  contents,  and  be  sent  down  to  committee  as  unopposed 
bills  f  He  had  no  doubt  the  chairman  of  committees  would  ul- 
timately have  stopped  the  bill,  or  drawn  attention  to  its  pro- 
-visions  in  committee.  But  it  was  too  great  a  task  to  impose 
upon  any  member  of  that  House  without  the  aid  of  counsel 
to  discover  and  point  out  the  danger  and  impropriety  of 
proposals  like  these  in  private  bills,  and  it  would  be 
imposing  upon  the  chairman  of  committees  too  great  a 
responsibility  to  expect  that  he  would  check  matters  of 
principle  or  of  abuse  of  principle  sach  as  those  disclosed 
in  the  present  case.  What  affected  the  public  was 
that,  under  a  title  calculated  to  mislead,  an  entirely 
new  court  might  be  established,  with  powers  so  novd,  so 
extreme,  and  he  ventured  to  think  bo  unwise,  as  those  con- 
templated by  this  measure.  An  impression  appeared  to  exist 
on  the  part  of  gentlemen  promoting  private  bills  that  it 
was  perfectly  immaterial  what  was  put  into  those  bills  in 
the  first  instance  ;  for  when  they  came  into  committee  they 
could  put  them  into  such  a  shape  as  would  meet  the  views 
of  the  Chairman  of  Ways  and  Means.  That  was  the  state- 
ment made  to  him,  and  he  was  assured  that  a  similar  im- 
pression prevailed  in  the  mind  of  the  general  public  If 
there  were  any  such  impression,  it  was  most  desirable  that 
it  shonld  be  removed  at  once.  The  House,  he  thought, 
would  be  disposed  to  concur  in  this  general  principle — Uiat 
a  bill,  when  it  reached  its  final  stage,  should  at  least  re- 
semble the  shape  in  which  it  was  originally  introduced ; 
that  there  should  be  no  great  or  material  alterations  in  its 
framework,  and  that  the  promoters  should  be  bound  to  in- 
troduce and  conduct  the  bill  in  good  faith  from  beginning 
to  end.  It  would  be  a  great  disadvantage  if  the  public 
were  compelled  to  go  to  another  place  to  obtain  alteradons 
in  a  bill  of  the  real  nature  of  which  they  had  been  kept  in 
ignorance  while  the  bill  remained  in  the  House  of  Commons. 
Something  plainly  was  requisite  to  prevent  the  possibility 
in  fntnre  of  itroposals  being  made  in  a  private  bill,  which,  if 
c  irried  into  effect,  would  worjc  a  silent  but  no  less  radical 
oiiaoge  in  the  character  of  our  legal  system  and  of  the  powers 
of  th«  existing  law  courts.  He  therefore  begged  to  move 
that  it  be  referred  to  the  Select  Committee  on  Standing 
Orders  to  consider  and  report  whether  any  further  standing 
orders  were  necessary  to  protect  the  public  against  abuse  of 


the  Private  Bill  system. — The  AttomevGei 
obliged  to  his  hon.  friend  for  having  Iroug 
before  the  House.  The  bill  was  surrounded 
which  he  had  vainly  endeavoured  to  p«netra 
guise  of  a  measure  tor  the  abolition  of  the  Coti 
It  would  practically  oi«ato  a  superior  court  i 
jurisdiction,  while  it  also  proposed  to  ext^ 
foreign  attachment  beyond  its  original  and 
— a  provision  which  appeared  somewhat  to 
the  prerogative  of  the  Crown.  His  efforts  t< 
those  clauses  found  their  way  into  the  bill  1 
unsucoessfttl.  At  the  back  of  the  bills  wei 
his  hon.  friend  the  member  for  the  city 
several  worthy  aldermen,  but  none  of  tli 
motest  idea  how  the  bill  came  to  be  framed  i 
Bamembrancer  had  also  declared  he  bad  n 
idea  how  the  clauses  had  crept  into  the  I 
which  in  its  germinal  form  was  a  small  i 
abolition  of  the  Court  of  Hustings,  had 
Darwinian  theory,  and  spontaneously  develc 
bill  for  the  creation  of  a  superior  court  of  la- 
progress  had  been  stopped,  but  he  hoped  i 
wordd  be  made  again.  Whoever  drew  the 
just  referred  to  made  a  very  gross  attem] 
Private  Bill  Legislation  of  this  House ; 
as  to  the  amendment  of  the  standing  o 
course,  be  dealt  with  by  the  Chairman 
Orders  Committee,  but  he  certainly  thoughl 
guard  should  be  devised  to  prevent  proceed) 
It  might  be  desirable,  for  instance,  to  make 
the  effect  that  bills  of  this  sort  should  be  s 
consideration  of  the  Home  Office.  Fom 
the  courts  which  were  established  by  pri 
courts  with  very  limited  jurisdiction  ;  bat  i 
to  be  regarded  as  a  maxim  of  legal  reform 
istration  of  justice  shonld  be  regarded  as  a 
every  court  should  be  in  harmony  with  all 
in  the  kingdom.  He  could  not  help  thii 
that  the  establishment  of  any  court  of  j 
■mall,  was  a  matter  of  public  concern,  and 
should  be  taken  in  order  to  prevent  great  ii 
introduced  under  cover  of  a  private  bil 
thought  the  hon  member  for  Westminstf 
good  service  by  calling  attention  to  the  oir 
nected  with  this  bill.  Had  the  hon.  mei 
position  to  offer  to  the  House  on  a  seconi! 
marks  he  had  addressed  to  it  now,  he  belie 
would  not  have  passed  that  stage.  For  h 
time  he  had  been  acquainted  with  the  prov 
he  should  certainly  have  voted  against  the 
The  hon.  member  had  stated  that  a  belie 
among  some  persons  that  anythinp;  might 
private  biU.  and  that  amendments  to  any 
introduced  in  committee.  This,  however,  ' 
even  with  an  unopposed  bill.  Indeed,  the 
a  proof  of  his  assertion,  for  as  soon  as  he ' 
its  provisions  he  sent  for  the  gentlemen  wh( 
the  promoters,  and  having  informed  tb 
opinion,  it  would  not  have  passed  the  secot 
House  had  been  aware  of  its  nature,  he  i 
ought  to  be  withdrawn.  In  answer  to  thi 
the  bill  should  be  amended  in  committee,  ] 
not  be  so  amended  without  being  practic 
into  another  bill.  The  hon.  member  for  ^ 
ceeded  in  his  remarks  on  the  supposition  t 
had  an  easier  passage  through  this  House  tl 
but  this  was  just  the  reverse  of  the  fact.  A 
to  go  through  as  many  stages  in  the  H< 
one,  and  was  subjected  besides  to  peculiar  oi 
Notices  must  be  given  by  advertisements  ii 
papers  in  the  months  of  October  and  No- 
intended  provisions,  and  it  had  to  go  bcfor 
in  order  that  they  might  ascertain  wh^th 
orders  had  been  complied  with.  Even  if  it  w 
bill,  it  must  go,  after  the  second  reading,  be 
which  would  examine  it  dause  by  clause-  1 
had  stated  that  a  bill  of  this  character  could 
a  private  bill  meet  with  opponents  Th 
not  the  case.  It  was  true  that  private  bill 
ment  of  local  courts  were  not  of  verj-  freqi 
but  several  had  been  introduced  in  the  e>- 
few  years,  and  had  been  opposed  either  by 
bodies  of  praotitionan  -who  had  interest  in 
of  the  courts  sufficient  to  give  them  a  he 
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jRsmitazuiM  oonneeted  with  this  bill  had  drawn  his  atten- 
iaitoa(a'i<><»»t''(w  in  the  standing  orden  o£  the  Hoose. 
By  limdiiig  order  41  it  was  provided  that  printed  copies  of 
«rtain  killi  dkoold  be  depoaited  before  the  meeting  of 
>ijdiament,  not  only  in  the  Frirate  Bill  OCBce,  but  also  in 
he  depiitment  of  the  QoTemmeot  with  which  their  scope 
nd  ehancter  meet  naturally  connected  them.  But, 
unoDily  enongh,  there  was  no  provinon  that  bills  relating 
) local  courts  should  be  deposited  with  any  department. 
\e  would,  tbersfore,  venture  to  snggeit  that  as  an  amend- 
tat  to  this  itanding  order,  it  woold  be  provided  that 
ray  Inli  for  the  establishment  or  the  amendment  of  the 
ncediue  of  local  courts  should,  at  the  time  it  was  deposited 
the  Private  Bill  Office,  be  also  deposited  in  the  Home 
See.  If  the  member  for  Westminster  would  withdraw 
I  motion,  and  confer  with  him  and  the  Committee  on 
mding  Orders,  he  believed  they  would  be  able  to  amend 
le  ttanding  order  No.  41,  so  is  to  remove  the  blot  out 
lb.  Soonrfield,  as  the  only  member  of  the  Standing 
den  C(»nmittee  present,  was  not  at  all  surprised  at  cases 
Oil  kind  oeeuning,  when  he  thought  of  the  pressure  put 
lioo.  members  to  induce  them  to  a£Bx  their  names  to 
t  back  of  a  bill.  It  would  be  affording  a  necessary  pro- 
:|jon  to  hon,  gentlemen  if  the  House  were  to  put  a  stop 
the  efibits  being  continually  made  to  induce  members  to 
ttiieir  names  on  the  back  of  a  bill  on  the  statement  that 
fas  a  mere  formal  matter  involving  no  responsibility  what- 
T.— Mr.  H.  James  said  it  was  supposed  that  this  inferior 
at  was  leeking  to  obtain  the  power  of  one  of  the  superior 
its  with  extoisive  jurisdiction.  It  should  be  borne  in 
id,  however,  that  the  Lord  Mayor's  Court  was  abso- 
if  the  oldest  coort  in  this  country.  It  was  far  older 
I  flie  Court  of  Qoeen'a  Bench,  and  even  existed,  he 
wred,  before  the  time  of  the  Saxon  Heptarchy.  He 
ieredthat  by  inadvertence  hon.  members  were  asked 
fsk  their  names  oD  this  bill,  and  that  by  some  mistake 
■dken  introduced  as  a  private  instead  of  a  ptiblio  bill. 
By  one  connected  with  tlie  City  of  London  was  glad 
$te  mistake  faaid  been  discovered. — Mr.  ^Crawford,  as 
Haw  was  on  the  back  of  the  bill,  wished  to  say  that 
nht*  nothing  whatever  about  it  He  was  applied  to, 
MMiIb  his  colleague,  the  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty, 
Jttti  name  on  the  bill,  and  he  did  so.— Mr.  Cave 
>  ainHised  that  the  hon.  member  should  put  his 
ls<n  the  back  of  a  bill  without  knowing  anything 
■  it.  Be  wished  to  suggest  that  private  bills 
di  he  revised  after  they  had  passed  through  committee 
^  purpoee  of  ascertaining  whether  any  provisions 
(ting  the  pnblic  interests  had  been  slipped  in. — Mr.  W. 
iam  bolieTed  that  this  bill  was  nothing  leas  than  a  gross 
^  to  the  legislation  of  the  country.  The  attempt  to 
|[it  forward  as  a  private  bill  arose  from  the  conviction 
if  it  were  brought  forward  as  a  public  bill  it  would  be 
led.  The  attempt  was  to  confer  on  this  court  a  juriadic- 
iu  aceeding  any  that  existed  in  this  country  or  in  any 
i^  in  the  world.  There  had  been  an  attempt  to 
ad  the  process  of  foreign  attachment  for  many  years 
against  the  opinions  both  of  lawyers  and  politiciana 
the  attempt  was  pat  an  end  lo  by  the  judgment  of  the 
»  of  l.ords  in  Cox  v.  the  Lgrd  Mayor  of  London  (16  W. 
l)  Further,  this  jurisdiction  was  frequently  drawing 
country  into  serious  complications  with  foreign  powers, 
ign  potentates  were  sued  in  this  court,  and  the  Facha  of 
^  wss  recently  sned  there  under  a  process  of  foreign 
ament.  This  bill  would  reverse  the  decision  in  Cox  v. 
srrf  Moj/oi-  of  London,  and  it  would  give  a  jurisdiction 
iding  over  the  whole  world  wherever  they  could  bring 
toga  attachment.  There  was  also  this  extraordinary 
i«on,  »uch  as  no  civilised  country  in  the  world  had  ever 
M,  that  no  defendant  should  be  allowed  to  plead  to  the 
dictiou  of  the  conit.  He  might  obaerve  that  there  were 
tome  things  in  connection  with  the  passing  of  pnblic  bills 
A  were  scandaloas  and  astcnishing.  In  1869,  there 
ifublic  bill  bronffht  forward  which  he  was  requested 
fpoae,  and  having  intimated  that  intention  to  those  in 
|e  of  the  bill  it  was  withdrawn.  Yet,  towards  the  end 
H  ansion,  in  July,  whilst  the  parties  opposed  to  the 
were  passing  a  resolution  congratulating  themselvee 

I  its  rejection,  at  that  very  time  the  Boyal  assent  was 

II  given  to  a  bill  in  another  form,  which  carried  out  the 
ptt  of  the  original  bilL  Something  really  should  be 
}ia  prevent  bws  slipping  through  the  house  at  two  or 
tin  the  morning,  in  such  a  way  that  the  most  vigilant 
ns  might  be  deceived. — Mr.  Jessel  said  that  during  the 


short  time  he  had  been  a  member  of  the  House,  more  than 
one  public  bill  had  been  brought  in  by  private  members  to 
alter,  or,  as  it  was  called  by  t^e  promoters,  to  amend  the 
law.  He  was  astonished  to  find  that  no  means  were  pro- 
vided by  the  Oovemment  to  examine  bills  brought  in  by 
private  membors  affecting  the  law  and  jurisprudence  of  the 
country.  Any  private  member  might,  without  oheok.  intro- 
duce a  bill,  however  absurd,  making  the  largest  alterations  in 
the  law.  He  had  drawn  the  attention  of  the  law  officers  of 
the  Crown  to  bills  of  that  character,  and  they  interfered  and 
stopped  the  bills.  But  he  knew  the  law  officers  were  not 
appointed  for  that  purpose.  He  thought  that  every  bill 
brought  in  by  a  private  member  which  would  alter  the  law 
ought  to  be  examined,  and  that  a  report  upon  it  should  be 
miwe  to  the  Government,  so  that  the  law  officers  might  be 
able  to  advise  the  Oovemment  on  the  propriety  of  allowing 
the  bill  to  proceed.  He  could  mention  an  instance  similar 
to  that  just  stated  by  the  hon.  and  learned  member.  A 
bill  was  brought  in  to  effect  a  revolution  with  regard  to  tho 
law  of  mortgages.  He  mentioned  the  matter  to  the 
Solicitor-Oeneral,  who  stopped  the  bill.  A  very  short  time 
afterwards  a  bill  was  brought  in  under  another  name,  and 
in  the  same  session,  to  .effect  an  object  similar  to  that  aimed 
at  by  the  bill  whidi  had  been  stopped,  and  that  bill  also 
had  to  be  stopped. — Mr.  W.  H.  Smith  would  withdraw  his 
resolution,  on  the  understanding  that  the  course  suggested 
by  the  Chairman  of  Ways  and  Means  should  be  adopted, 
and  the  resolution  was  accordingly  withdrawn. 

March  28. — The  ExpoH  of  Amu  in  tim*  of  War. — Mr.  J. 
Lowther  moved  "  That,  in  the  opinion  of  vaa  House,  it  is 
the  duty  of  her  Majesty's  Oovemment  to  endeavour  to 
arrive,  in  oonjuncUon  with  foreign  Powers,  at  a  settlement 
of  the  question  of  the  export  of  arms  and  munitions  of  war 
from  neutral  to  belligerent  States."  Serioua  interna- 
tional oomplications  had  arisen  from  the  existing  state 
of  our  mnmcipal  law  relating  to  the  export  of  arms  and 
munitions 'of  war  to  belligerent  States.  The  change  of  the 
law  for  which  he  contended  could,  he  thoaght,  hardly  be 
seriously  objected  to  except  on  two  grounds.  One  of  those 
grounds  was  the  difficulty  of  enforcing  such  prohibition,  no 
moral  distinction  could  be  drawn  between  tiie  sending  out 
of  ships  and  arms  or  cartridges.  It  certainly  was  not  to  be 
expected  that  the  Oovemment  could  prevent  the  export  of 
an  infinitesimally  small  amount  of  ammunition  or  arms,  but 
they  might  easily  prohibit  wholesale  and  preconcerted  ship- 
ments of  such  articles.  The  trade  was  one  with  which  that 
House  should  have  no  sympathy.  Though  strictiy  legal,  it 
was  calculated  to  imperil  the  relations  of  England  with 
foreign  countries,  and,  therefore,  he  trusted  that  hon.  mem- 
bers would  support  the  resolution  he  now  moved. — 
Mr.  James  said  the  motion  was  entirely  without  foundation. 
By  general  international  law  there  was  entire  free  trade  in 
all  armaandmunitionsofwaranderen  vessels  of  war.  In  1713 
the  Judges,  on  a  question  put  to  them  by  the  House  of  Lords, 
determined  that  aU  sbipsoi  great  power,  armed  ships  and  fire- 
arms might  be  supplied  by  this  country  to  any  neutral  State, 
lliat  was  not  only  the  municipal  law  of  this  country,  but 
the  international  law;  and  so  it  remained  in  relation  to  every 
other  country  until  1793,  when  the  armed  vessels  excep- 
tion originated.  He  thought  it  a  pity  that  that  exception 
had  been  made. — Sir  Koundell  Palmer  had  no  sympathy 
with  this  trade.  It  was  not  sound  commercial  morality 
which  drove  a  trade  of  this  description  and  endeavoured  to  g^ 
profits  out  of  it.  But  it  ought  to  be  our  object  to  avoid 
increasing  to  a  dangerous  extent  our  responsibilities  as 
neutrals.  There  was  a  growing  tendency  on  the  part  of  all 
belligerent  powers  to  quarrel  with  nations  for  being 
sincerely  neutral.  There  can  be  littie  doubt  that  the  great 
grievance  of  the  United  States  in  regard  to  us  was  our 
want  of  sympathy  with  the  North.  From  beginning  to  end 
all  the  differences  between  this  country  and  the  people  of 
the  United  States  had,  to  say  the  least,  been  exaggerated 
to  a  great  extent  by  their  disappointment  at  the  existence 
of  a  considerable  amount  of  sympathy  among  a  portion  of 
the  people  of  this  country  with  those  who  were  unsuccess- 
ful m  the  contest.  It  was  precisely  the  same  in  regard  to 
the  recent  war  on  the  Continent.  He  would,  therefore, 
strongly  advise  the  Gk>vemment  to  steer  clear  of  those 
special  laws.  Our  main  object,  then,  in  dealing  with  this 
question  should  be  to  stand  within  those  limits  where  we 
^ould  undertake  nothing  which  we  could  not  perform,  and 
assume  no  obligations  which  at  present  everybody  knew 
were  not  laid  upon  us.  Was  it  to  be  imagined  that  when 
great  profits  were  to  be  made  by  blockade  running,   or 
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or  anything  else  that  vaa  not  carried  on  in 
pntfic,  people  would  not  engage  in  it  I  Nothing  would  be 
Boie  difficult  than  to  prevent  them.  Why,  we  found  it 
moat  diffienlt  in  things  ao  vimble  aa  ships.  What  waa  the 
(Ufficnlty  t  To  get  at  the  destination  of  the  ships  and  their 
warlike  purpose.  But  if  there  were  difficulties  in  that  case, 
how  great  would  they  be  with  regard  to  the  general  trade 
Jn  arms  and  munitions  of  war.  It  would  be  perfiactly  im- 
possible to  prerent  people  firom  engaging  in  an  export  trade 
of  arms,  and  then  it  would  be  held  uat  we  had  contracted 
obligations  and  had  not  fulfilled  them.  And  then  we  muat 
stop  the  export  of  arms  not  only  to  the  belligerent  nations 
but  to  every  other  part  of  the  world,  beoaoae  if  we  stopped 
the  trade  to  France  but  not  to  the  United  States,  the  arms 
irould  go  first  to  the  United  States  and  then  to  France. — 
Mi.  Cave  had  no  sympathy  with  those  who,  for  the  selfish 
purposes  of  gain,  ran  the  nak  of  embroiling  us  with  foreign 
oountriea.  Yet,  in  the  interest  of  the  peace  and  indepen- 
dence of  the  country,  we  ought  to  be  very  careful  before  we 
placed  upon  ourselves  bnrdena  which  might  be  too  heavy 
lor  us  to  bmr. — The  Attorney-General  objected  to  the 
motion,  because  it  tended  to  increase  the  obligationa  of 
neutrala,  and  to  make  more  burdensome  to  tiiem  that 
which  was  sufficiently  burdensome  te  them  already, 
bow  was  a  distinction  to  be  drawn  between  wholesale  and 
retail  exportation?  How  oould  we  expect  that  an  anpy 
belligerent  would  accept  an  excuse  founded  on  such  distinc- 
tion, t  The  result  of  the  adoption  of  the  course  advocated 
would  be  that  we  should  have  endleaa  complioationa  and 
ever  ao  many  daims  for  damages  because  we  happened 
to  have  failed  to  prevent  the  exportation  of  arms  from 
Liverpool  or  some  other  port.  The  diiitinction  between 
•hips  and  arms,  was  one  which  had  been  taken  a  very  long 
lime  ago. 

The  County  Juttiea  Qualifieation  Bill.  Committe. — 
Sir  Roundell  Palmor,  anticipating  an  amendment  which 
Mr.  Craufurd  had  placed  on  the  paper  to  remove  the  dis. 
(jOalification  of  solicitors  to  act  as  county  magistrates,  ex- 
pressed his  opinion  that  it  waa  in  reason  and  principle  a 
good  thing  that  solicitors  practising  in  counties  should  not, 
as  a  rule,  be  magistrates,  not  because  it  was  to  be  feared 
they  wonld  abuse  that  position,  but  because  it  was  deemed 
necessary  that  they  should  be  above  suspicion.  He,  there- 
fere,  asked  the  committee  to  depart  from  the  strict  prin- 
ciple only  to  the  extent  of  allowine  solicitors  to  become 
magistrates  in  counties  where  thoy  did  not  practice. — Mr. 
Craufurd  objected  to  the  statutory  disqualification  contained 
in  this  bill — a  disqualincatiou  by  wbiqh  solicitors  were 
precluded  from  acting  as  magistrates  in  the  counties  in 
which  they  practised.  No  8a<£  i^ulatiou  existed  in  other 
parts  of  the  kingdom,  and  he  therefore  moved  the  omission 
of  all  the  words  alter  the  word  "  repealed  "  in  line  9  to  the 
end  of  the  clause. — Mr.  Liddel  instanced,  in  aupport  of  the 
bill,  the  case  of  barristers  who,  however  emment,  were 
debarred  in  their  selection  as  chairmen  of  quarter  sessions 
from  practising  at  any  sesssons  in  the  county. — The  amend- 
ment was  withdrawn  on  the  suggestion  of  Mr.  Brace,  and 
the  bill  passed  through  committee. 

The  Tradtt'  Uniom  Bill  was  considered  in  committee, 
and  clause  3  postponed.— Mr.  Bruce  proposed  to  separate 
the  civil  and  criminal  portions,  and  to  make  two  bills  of  it. 
The  suggestion  was  agreed  to,  and  the  civil  clauses  were 
agreed  to  with  a  few  amendments,  chiefly  verbal. 

March  30. — The  Coroners  Bill  was  withdrawn. 


OBITUABT- 


MR.  E.  HOWSE,  M.P. 
Mr.  Edward  Howes,  Barrister-at-Law,  and  M.P.  for  South 
Norfolk,  died  at  his  seat,  Momingtliorpe  Manor,  near  Nor- 
wich, on  the  26th  March,  in  the  S8th  year  of  his  age.  The 
deceased  gentleman  waa  the  son  of  the  late  Rev.  George 
Howes,  Rector  of  Spixworth,  Norfolk,  by  Elizabeth,  daugh- 
ter of  the  late  Robert  Fellowes,  Esti.,  of  Shotesham  Park, 
Norwich.  Mr.  Howes  was  bom  at  Spixworth  on  the  7th  of 
July,  1813,  and  was  educated  at  St.  raul's  School,  London, 
•  nd  afterwardx  proceeded  to  Trinity  College,  Cambridge, 
wiiere  he  took  his  B.A.  degree  in  1S35  (25th  wrangler, 
2iul  classic,  and  2nd  chancellor's  medallist).  In  1S36 
he  was  elected  a  fellow  of  his  college,  and  held  the 
lellowship  till  his  marriage  in  1842.  In  June,  1839, 
he  waa  called  to  the  bar  at  lincoln's-inn,  and  for  some 
years  practised  at  the  Chancery  bar  aa   a  Conveyancer, 


but  ceased  practise  many  yeare  ago.  Hen 
Lieutenant  and  Justice  of  the  Peace  tor  the  cc 
folk,  and  since  1848  he  presided  at  the  Con 
Sessions  as  chairman.  Mr.  Howes  sat  in  I 
M.P.  for  East  Norfolk,  from  May  1859  till  Xc 
at  the  general  election  of  which  year  he  was 
present  the  new  division  of  South  Norfolk. 
was  nominated  a  Church  Estates  Corarausi 
October,  1868,  he  was  appointed  Chancellor 
of  Norwich.  He  was  twice  married — first,  in 
Maria,  daughter  of  Richard  Gwyn,  Esq.  (she 
secondly,  in  1851,  to  his  cousin  Fanny,  fourtl 
Robert  Fellowes,  Esq.,  of  Shotesham  Park 
leaves  a  son  and  a  daughter.  By  his  matri 
brother-in-law  of  General  Sir  William  Man 
just  been  created  a  peer  by  the  title  of  Lorj 


SOCIETIES  ABS  INSTITUTl 

INCORPORATED  LAW   SOCIETY  OF 

A  general  mooting  of  this  society  was  held 
10th  inst.,  to  present  to  Mr.  Scddon  Bowi 
Mr.  Lionel  B.  Mozley  the  gold  medals  fo 
Timpron-Martin  and  Mr.  John  Atkinson ; 
the  Liverpool  students  who  passed  the  best 
the  final  examination  for  the  year,  the  lat 
examination  in  the  law  of  real  property. 

The  President  (J.  H.  E.  Gill,  Esq.),  'in  the 
founder  of  the  Timpron-Martin  medal,  pres 
Seddon  Smith,  who  had  also  obtained  ih 
prize,  and  in  the  course  of  his  remarks  enl 
importance  of  a  thorough  system  of  cducal 
dents  being  established.  Those  students  wl 
neighbourhood  of  London  could  avail  tht 
excellent  series  of  lectures  provided  by  tl 
Law  Society.  The  students  in  the  provin 
sent  deprived  of  such  advantages.  He  etix 
the  establishment  of  Qie  proposed  Law  Univ 
a  proper  curriculum  of  study  would  have  to  b> 
to  obtain  a  degree,  and  by  means  of  whicl 
be  provided  for  the  students  at  local  provinc 

The  Atkinson  medal  was  then  presentt.*d  t 
the  president,  and  in  doing  so  annoimced 
son  had  intimated  his  intention  of  f  oundinir 
connection  with  the  Liverpool  Law  Stuc 
Society,  an  institution  which  has  now  fc 
been  at  work  in  connection  with  the  Incorj 
oiety  of  Liverpool. 


EQUITY  AND  LAW  LIFE   ASSURAN 

The  annual  general  meeting  of  this  sod 
the  temporary  offices,  linooln's-inn-fielJs,  ■ 
22nd  ult.,  John  Moxon  Clulion.  l^<q.,  depi 
tho  board  of  directois,  prof  iiiing. 

Mr.  T.  B.  Spbaoue,  the  .\ctiiary  and  .Se< 
notice  convening  the  meeting,  iind  tho  repor 
for  the  past  year. 

The  Chauuian  said  it  was  now  his  duty  1 
report  which  had  just  been  read  bo  adopted, 
press  his  regret  at  tho  absence  of  their  cha 
account  he  believed  the  meeting  had  bc^'n 
yesterday  until  that  day.  Ho  had  actod  a 
for  the  past  year,  and  he  did  not  think  tl 
better  chairman,  and  no  one  regretted  his  i 
more  than  ho  did.  There  wen;  three  or 
which  he  would  refer,  in  addition  to  these 
report.  The  first  portion  of  the  report  re 
quirements  of  the  Life  Assurance  Conipan 
which  operated  in  various  ways  on  different 
far  as  tneir  own  society  was  concerned  1 
given  the  fullest  information  to  tho  assured, 
and  the  public,  and  tho  fomi  of  their  accoiu 
owing  to  a  slight  alteration  in  the  arrangeni 
the  re-assurancos  being  deducted  from  thi 
not  placed  together,  so  th:it  now  they  got 
mium  income.  With  that  exception  the 
was  hardly  changed  at  all.  There  were  thn 
which  thoy  were  enabled  to  show  by  the 
the  Act,  one  of  which  waa  that  they  were  be 
sum  they  wauld  give  to  policyholders  on 
their  poUcies.  Formerly  difterent  practices  < 
offices — some  gave  more  and  some  less,  and 
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jnMidtT  of  accounts  would  te,  no  doubt,  that  now,  practi- 
caUy,  m  wonld  give  the  same.  All  offices,  too,  were  now 
boimil  to  print  the  deed  of  setOcment  under  which  they 
irere  conttitated.  He  could  not  help  reminding  them  of 
the  late  qninqaennial  division  of  profits  which  took  place 
lattjeir,  and  that  their  profits  for  the  last  fire  years  was 
M  len  s  aum  than  £144,933,  of  which  14,493  was  reserved 
lOr  future  division  and  to  meet  future  liahilities,  and 
(130,440  divided.  After  passing  a  high  enconium  upon  Mr. 
^pagae,  the  Chainnan  went  on  to  say  that  it  had  been  the 
nctice  of  tJie  chairman  from  year  to  year,  to  compare  the 
iresent  figores  with  those  of  past  years,  but  it  could  not 
ow  lie  drae  in  the  same  way,  because  we  now  state  our  in- 
due as  n«t  inoome,  and  not  as  gross  income.  On  former 
Etaaona,  the  chainnan  had  stated  tiie  expenses  of  manage- 
ent  to  tie  4  per  cent,  on  the  gross  income,  in  1868  3}  per 
at.  on  the  gross  income,  and  now  it  was  5|  per  cent,  on 
le  net  income.  He  believed  that  that  would  compare 
TOorably  withtiiose  of  anyotheroffice  in  London.  He  could 
ire  them  some  figores,  for  instance  ;  the  amount  of  assets 
.the  end  of  each  qninqnennial  period,  which  were  as  fol- 
n  .'—At  the  end  of  1854  the  assets  reached  £156,000 ;  at 
tend  of  1869,  £256,000;  at  the  end  of  1864,  £443,000;  at 
« rad  of  1869,  £73«,000 ;  and  at  the  end  of  last  ^ear  they 
lotmted  to  £793,000.  The  sums  assured  during  those 
riods  were:— At  the  end  of  1854,  £951,000;  1859, 
.403,000;  1864,  £2,178,000;  1869,  £3,217,600;  and  at 
;  end  of  the  year  1870,  £3,363,000  ;  a  mere  comparison 
wUch  figures  would  serve  to  shew  the  favourable  position 
the  society.  The  rato  of  interest  on  investments  m  1864 
I U  143.  per  cent.,  and  in  1868,  £5  per  cent.,  but  now 
)mt«rest  was  £5  4a.  Id.  per  cent,  per  annum,  and  the 
il  foods  at  an  average  rate  of  £5  6e.  Od.  They  had  large 
ittbaeota  in  landed  property,  reversions,  and  life  intercste, 
t  there  were  no  risks  although  the  rate  of  interest  was 
^  Daring  tho  past  year,  you  wil^  find  by  the  accounts, 
lli«Te  received  nearly  £20,000  for  the  grant  of  annuities. 
Rntiiig  our  money  as  we  do  at  that  hi^  rate  of  interest, 
•jiM  to  grant  tliesc  annuities,  because  that  £20,000gets 
■Mtst£54s.percent.,  whereas  the  offices  which  only  get 
■lat  cot  cannot  make  this  kind  of  business  profitable.  He 
MU  n^  one  word  about  the  building — they  all  saw  tho 
■nns  of  the  two  adjoining  houses  ;  they  arc  being  razed 
'ftfpoimd,  and  a  new  building  is  being  erected  in  their 
•ft;  ind  in  the  accounts  there  was  tho  balance  of  cost  of 
toiing  of  £11,000,  which  was  gradually  diminishing, 
tether  costs  connected  with  'the  new  building  would  no 
«k  raise  it  to  £22,000, or  £23,000.  The  directors,  how- 
s', hoped  to  get  a  handsome  rato  of  interest  on  that  in- 
itEent  when  completed,  for  they  did  not  intend  to  occupy 
■  »hole  of  it.  He  could  not  but  refer  to  their  gcKxi 
toe  in  securing  such  good  officers,  and  the  ability  and 
ontsa  habits  of  Air.  Spraguc,  enabling  them  to  dispense 
i  any  extra  nmnber  of  clerks.  Mr.  Downes  was  still 
b  them,  and  they  had  a  new  officer  in  Mr.  Bellamy,  and 
'piO^er  their  management  'was  most  efficient  and  ocono- 
»1.  The  Chairman  then  concluded,  by  moving  the  adop- 
I  of  the  rqxirt  and  accounts. 

n  answer  to  a  question  from  Mr.  Perring  respecting 
le  doubtful  investment,  mentionedinlast  year's  accounts, 
Ceaduun  said  that  now  the  whole  of  that  had  been 
ten  off.  It  'was  at  one  time  hoped  that  half  of  it  would 
[ecovoed,  but  now  all  was  lost,  iii  consequence  of  the 
inry  of  a  gentlenum,  who  could  not  be  proceed  against, 
«  had  made  his  -way  to  the  Continent. 
Ei-  PxAKB  seconded  the  motion  for  the  adoption  of  the 
)rt,  which  -was  pat  and  carried  unanimously. 
le  directors  retiring  by  rotation — Messrs.  Nelson,  Peake, 
Imgsworth.  and  Dimond  were  re-elected  without  opposi- 
i ;  ai  also  the  retiring  auditors,  Mr.  Dunster  for  the  pro- 
tots,  and  Mr.  Templer  for  the  assured. 
b.  PiTCAiHN  said  he  rose  to  thank  the  directors  on  tho 
t  of  the  shareholders,  for  their  able  conduct  of  the  busi- 
i  of  the  society  during  the  past  year  ;  in  fact,  ho  might 
for  the  whole  time  tlmt  they  had  been  in  office.  Ho  was 
7  to  see  so  few  members  present ;  but  that,  perhaps, 
^t  be  taken  as  a  good  omen,  for  it  was  the  tendency  af 
oa  nature  not  to  come  forward  and  give  those  thanks  to 
m  they  were  due.  It  was  a  sign,  howevei',  that  they 
e  satimed,  for  no  doubt  some  would  be  ready  to  attend 
complain  if  they  could.  The  main  characteristics  of 
(Wn  management  of  their  affiiirs  it  would  be  unneces- 
j  for  him  to  dilate  upon,  for  they  were  so  fuUy  shewn  in 
report,    and    turn   which    it    appeared    that    the 


directors  had  done  all  that  was  required  of  them  by  tho 
recent  Act  of  Parliament ;  and  ho  thought  they  wore  the 
first  that  had  scheduled  their  accounts,  and  he  might  say 
had  even  gone  beyond  tho  requirements  of  tho  Act  of  Par- 
liament, not  only  gi'ving  publicity  to  their  own  slmreholders, 
but  to  the  public  generally.  The  management  of  the  office 
showed  that  they  had  a-voided  all  extensive  liabilities.  The 
other  test  of  good  management  'was  the  smaUness  of  its  ex- 
pense, and  might  be  attributable  in  a  great  measure,  to  the 
work  done  by  the  directors  themselves.  All  knew  how  well 
their  interests  had  been  looked  after  by  those  gentlemen, 
and  he  begged  to  thank  them  on  behalf  of  the  shareholders, 
for  the  able  manner  in  which  they  had  conducted  their 
affitirs,  and  to  propose  that  £1,500  free  of  income  tax  be 
awarded  to  them  for  their  services  during  the  current  year. 

The  CHAirmAN  said  tho  remarks  of  the  last  speaker  re- 
minded him  that  he  had  neglected  to  mention  one  thing, 
and  that  'was  the  average  amount  of  their  policies.  At  the 
end  of  the  first  quinquennial  period  the  average  was  £903 ; 
at  the  end  of  the  second,  £964 ;  at  the  end  of  the  third, 
£1,093 ;  at  the  end  of  the  fourth,  £1,440 ;  and  at  the  end  of 
the  fifth  was  £1,777.  These  were  all  gross.  At  present  the 
gross  amoimt  'was  £1,939,  and  the  net  amount  was  £1,677. 

Mr.  Smith  seconded  the  vote  of  thanks  to  the  directors, 
which  'was  cordially  agreed  to,  as  'was  also  a  similar  vote 
to  the  auditors,  and  an  a'ward  of  forty  guineas  for  their  ser- 
vices. 

The  Chaikman  then  proposed  a  vote  of  thanks  to  Mr.  T. 
B.  Sprague,  tho  actuary  and  secretary,  for  the  able  manner 
in  which  he  had  managed  tho  afiairs  of  the  society,  which 
was  carried  'with  acclamation. 

Mr.  Speaouk  said  ho  thanked  tho  directors  for  the  great 
confidence  they  reposed  in  him,  and  could  assure  them  that 
he  felt  deeply  tho  manner  in  which  thoy  had  given  expres- 
sion as  to  his  services.  Ho  'was  glad  to  find  that  the 
directors  were  so  well  satisfied  with  him,  but  he  must  assure 
them  and  tho  proprietors  that  all  the  credit  was  not  due  to 
him.  On  every  occasion  he  had  been  very  ablv  seconded  by 
the  directors,  and  tiie  business  came  principally  through 
them,  his  duty  being  confined  to  managing  tke  business 
iriiich  they  brought.  The  success  of  the  office  was  greatly 
attributable  to  Sie  directors  themselves;  for  they  always 
took  an  active  part  in  the  management  of  the  business.  The 
credit  of  administering  the  affairs  of  the  society  also  was  in 
great  measure  duo  to  their  efficient  stafi'. 

A  vote  of  thanks  to  tho  Chairman,  for  tho  ability  and 
courtesy  with  which  he  had  conducted  the  meeting,  closed 
the  proceedings. 

LAW  STUDENTS'  DEBATING  SOCIETY. 
At  the  meeting  of  this  society  on  Thursday,  28th  March, 
1871,  the  question  discussed  was.  No.  cxcvi..  Jurispruden- 
tial : — "  Docs  the  policy  of  tho  Government  'with  regard  to 
America  deserve  the  support  of  the  countrj-  P  "  Mr.  Goody 
opened  the  debate  in  the  affirmative;  and  the  society,  'with 
one  dissentient,  adopted  this  view. 


RETIREMENT  OF  VICE-CHANCELLOR  STUART. 

Sir  John  Stuart,  the  late  Vice-Chancellor,  was  on  the  24th 
ult.  sworn  at  Windsor  as  a  member  of  the  Privy  Council. 
Sir  John  is  the  second  son  of  Dugald  Stuart,  Esq.,  of 
Ballachnlish,  Argyllshire,  and  was  bom  in  the  year  1793. 
He  was  ednoated  at  the  High  School,  and  afterwards  at  the 
University  of,  Edinburgh,  and  was  called  to  the  bar  at  Lin- 
coln's-inn  in  November,  1819.  Like  other  lawyers  who 
have  attained  to  eminence.  Sir  John  Stuart  has  been  in  his 
day  a  law  reporter  ;  he  began  reporting  about  three  years 
after  bis  call,  and  with  Mr.  Simons  produced  the  two 
volumes  of  Simon  and  Stuart's  Reports,  which  include  cases 
in  the  court  of  Vice-Chancellor  Leach  for  the  four  years 
1822-6.  He  became  a  Queen's  Counsel  in  1839, 
■with  Sir  James  (afterwards  Vioe-Chnncellor)  Wig- 
ram  ;  and  among  his  other  contemporaries  at  the 
bar  were  Mr.  Pepys  (afterwards  Lord  Cottenham),  Mr. 
Sngden  (now  Lord  St  Leonards),  Sir  Anthony  Hart 
(afterwards  Vice-Chancellor  of  England  and  Lord  Chancellor 
of  Ireland),  Mr.  Bethell  (now  Lord  Westbury),  Mr.  Knight 
(afterwards  Lord  Justice  Knight-Bmce).  Mr.  (afterwards 
Lord  Justice)  Rolt,  Mr.  Jacob  and  Mr.  Bell.  Mr.  Stuart 
became  a  member  of  his  Inn  a  few  weeks  after  receiving  hit 
silk  gown.  In  1832  and  1833  he  unsncoessfally  contested 
the  Parliamentarj  representation  of  the  Inverness  district ; 
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he  was  returned,  however,  in  184  6,  as  member  for  Newark. 
This  was  daring  the  a«;itation  which  ushered  in  the  repeal 
«f  the  Com  Laws,  and  the  seat  which  Mr.  Scnart  obtained 
hod  been  raoated  by  the  resignation  of  Mr.  W.  E.  Glad- 
stone, who  retired  in  consequence  of  the  Duke  of  Newcastle, 
who  was  the  patron  or  proprietor  of  the  representation  of 
Kewark,  disapproving  of  the  Free-Trade  measures  emanating 
from  the  party  which  Mr.  Gladstone  had  joined.  Mr.  Stuart's 
first  speech  was  delivered  shortly  after  his  return,  on  the  re- 
port of  the  bill  (which  became  law  that  session)  on  the  Customs 
and  Com  Importation  ;  he  continued  a  frequent  speaker,  and 
has  always  adhered  to  Conservative  politics.  At  the  general 
dection  of  July,  1847,  he  was  again  returned  for  Kewark, 
which  he  represented  till  1852.  In  that  year,  shortly  after 
liOrd  Derby  had  become  Prime  Minister,  Vioe-Cliancellor 
Parker  died,  rather  suddenly,  and  the  ofBce  was  conferred 
upon  Mr.  Stuart,  just  at  the  time  when  the  Court  of  Chan- 
cery was  undergoing  the  reforms  effected  by  the  Chancery 
Amendment  Act  (lo  &  16  Vict.  c.  86).  He  married,  in  1813, 
Jessie,  daughter  of  Duncan  Stewart,  Esq.,  of  Fort  William, 
by  which  lady  he  had  a  family  of  two  sons  and  a  daughter. 
His  eldest  son  is  Mr.  Dugaid  Stuart,  Barrister-at-Law,  who 
was  bom  in  1817,  and  was  called  to  the  bar  at  Lincoln 's-inn, 
in  1845.  Mr.  Dugaid  Stuart  has  been  secretary  to  his 
father  since  his  appointment  as  Vice-Cbancellor.  Sir  John  | 
Stuart,  who  is  a  Deputy-Lieutenant  and  J.P.  for  Bosshire, 
is  an  expert  salmon  fisher.  He  leaves  the  bench  in  vigorous 
health,  retiring  upon  a  pension  of  £3, 500  a-year.  His  great 
ability  as  a  judge  and  his  sterling  independence  were  such 
that,  whatever  may  be  the  eminence  of  his  successor,  the 
late  Vice-Chancellor  will  be  deeply  regretted  by  all  accus- 
tomed to  frequent  his  court. 


by  the  Reader  on  Hindu  Law,  &e.,  on  Sstniday,  the  Uthof 
April,  at  2  p.m. 

The  first  meeting  of  each  private  cUss  will  take  pUce  oa 
the  usual  morning  or  evening  of  meeting  after  the  irst 
public  lecture  OQ  the  same  subject,  and  the  sama  rale  will 
be  observed  after  the  recess. 

Students  who  have  been  unable  to  attend  a  lectnte  or 
class  of  either  of  the  Readers,  and  desire  dispensatioa  u  i 
qualification  for  call  to  the  Inr,  should  make  applicitioi, 
with  an  explanation  of  the  cause  of  such  absence,  la  wil- 
ting, to  ^e  Reader  daring  the  course,  or  immedistely  afur 
the  delivery  of  the  last  public  lecture  of  the  course ;  mi 
the  Header  s  report  thereon,  together  with  the  apptiati»ii, 
will  be  forwarded  to  the  Council  of  Legal  Elacatioa,  who 
alone  have  the  (Kiwer  of  granting  dispensation. 

The  Cooncil  have  resolved  that  In  no  case  shall  stadeaU 
be  allowed  to  change  from  the  elementary  to  the  adranced 
courses  of  lectures  and  classes,  or  viet  verta,  while  qnaUfyinj 
for  call  to  the  bar,  or  for  the  examinations  on  the  sabjects  of 
ths  lectures. 


LAW  STUDENTS'  JOXmSAL. 

TRINITY  EDUCATIONAL  TERM,  1871. 
Table  of  the  days  and  hours  for  the  delivery  of  the  public 
lectures  by  the  Readers  appointed  by  the  Inns  of  Court 
and  for  the  attendance  of  the  private  classes. 
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EXAMINATION  ON  THE  SUBJECTS  OF  LECTURES 
AND  CLASSES. 
The  Examinations  for  Exhibitions  o«  the  subjet!?  of 
Lectures  and  Classes  delivered  in  the  Three  EJaoliiiiiil 
Terms  1870-71,  will  commence  on  Saturday,  the  1st  oi 
July,  at  Lincoln's-inn  HalL 

Students  who  propose  offering  themselves  for  Ei&miM- 

tion  must  enter  their  names  on  or  before  Thursday,  the  is 

of  June  next,  at  the  Steward's  Office,  Lincoln's-inn ;  ul' 

Reader's  Certificate  of  having  duly  attended  ths  Lectin 

.  and  Classes  on  the  subjects  in  which  a  Student  offers  bis- 

self  for  Examination  must  be  sent  to  the  Council  of  U^ 

I  Education,  at  Lincoln's-inn,  on  or  before  Thorsdav,  the  iil 

I  of  Jane. 

I  Students  having  duly  attended  the  lectures  and  claaesa 
!  one  or  more  of  the  readers  from  the  Michaeliuas  Term  p* 
ceding  the  July  examination,  are  qualified  to  enter  fat 
exammation  on  such  subjects,  but  they  are  not  allowtdtt 
enter  for  the  elementary  and  advanced  examinations  on  the 
same  subject,  and  provided  that  the  terms  they  have  kept 
do  not  exceed  the  limits  proscribed  by  clause  39  of  the  (so- 
solidated  regulations  of  the  Inns  of  Court. 

Students  who  have  passed  an  examinatiou  under  the  440 
clause  are  not  eligible  to  outer  for  the  July  ciamiuMi 
under  the  38th  clause  of  the  consolidated  regulations. 

Students  who  have  obtained  exhibitions  under  clan* » 
are  not  eligible  to  enter  again  at  a  subsequent  examiMtion 
on  the  same  subjects. 

The  examinations  for  the  exhibitions  will  be  partly  or* 
and  partly  in  writing,  by  means  of  printed  papers  of  que- 
tions. 

The  following  days  and  hours  have  been  set  apart  for  w 
said  examination  : — 

Saturday  morning,  July  1,  10  to  1— Constitutional  Law 

and  Legal  History. 
Saturday  afternoon,  July  1,   2  to  5— Jurispndencs, 

Civil  and  International  Law. 
Monday  morning,  July  3, 10  to  1 — On  Equity. 
Monday  afternoon,  July  3,  2  to  5— On  the  Commoii 

Law. 
Tuesday  momiug,  July  4,  10  to  1— The  Law  of  m 

Property,  and 
Tuesday  afternoon,  July  4,  2  to  8— A  Paper  comp<«» 
of  three  Questions  on  each  of  the  foiegoiog  Sabjfit* 
of  Examinatiou. 


NoTKS. — The  Educational  Term  commences  on  the  15th 
April,  and  ends  on  the  31st  July.  The  lectures  and  classes 
will  be  suspended  after  Monday,  the  8th  of  May,  and  be  re- 
sumed at  the  appointed  days  and  houra  on  and  after  Fri- 
day, the  28th  of  May. 

The  first  public  lecture  of  this  course  will  be  delivered 


Thb  Fbobatb  Court  of  Castbbscrt^— Mr.  Willu" 
Henry  Cullen,  sen.,  solicitor,  has  just  resigned  the  offi«  » 
District  Registrar  of  H.M.'s  Court  of  Probate  at  CanttrtoT- 
Mr.  Cullen  was  certificated  in  1833,  and  had  for  neaHT '"^ 
years  been  registrar  of  the  Consistory  and  Arohdeanery  Coa™ 
of  Canterbury,  the  jurisdiction  uf  which  an  to  proof*  of  •t11*-*'i 
ceased  on  the  Probate  Act  of  1857  coming  into  operation,  wt^ 
Mr.  Cullen  was  appointed  registrar  of  thenew  court,  which  oW" 
he  has  just  reaignM,  in  consequence  of  his  great  age  and  inert  a^ 
ing  infirmities. 

An  address  was  delivered  in  New  York,  on  the  l*""  .'^*i' 
before  the  Association  for  the  Advancement  of  Sdenee  s™^^ 
by  David  Dudlev  Field,  Esq.,  upon  inteniatioaial  law,  in  ™™ 
the  speaker  touched  upon  the  subject  of  a  European  oonWa* 
tion,  organised  after  the  plan  of  the  Amorican  lysteo,  «' 
means  of  preserving  ft»ee.—Alianjf  Law  Journal. 
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COUST  PAPERS. 

COURT  OF  CHANCERY. 
Snnxog  at  Easter  Tbhh,  1871. 


LOSP  CHANCELLCm. 


It,  AprU  l>..Appnlmoliana. 
Uocoln'i  Inn. 

SS^;;::!?!*'^- 

Omit}  .l9..FatltlooiBipi». 
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n)i/....M) 

miij  ..IT' 

iSij  ....H..Atii>.mt>is.fcipp(. 

>taait}..  <..F«<iis.  tad  ipjf. 

«d>; ....  I..A|ip.nita(.(taiqw. 

ICASTEB  OF  THE  BOLLS. 

Wotmioster. 
.,  April  I5..11otion«. 

Ctuoeeor-Une. 
id.y....I71 
tlMf....l»  i  a«nenl  paper. 

ndijr  ..30..Mtni.&gen.  pa. 
kj  ....tl..0eii«nl  paper. 

(Fetns.,  tot.  eaoHM, 
mU.    snnu..    and 


Bdtf 

(general  puwr. 

ritr ....«) 

av....t6  >  General  p^nr. 

Mdar-M) 

ndt;  ..Xl..iltBt.  &  gen.  pa. 

k; 9<..QeDeral  paper. 

SFtnt.,  aht.  can*., 
ad),  aoma.,  and 
ceperal  paper 

' }  Oeoeral  paper. 


=.•*") 

&:•) 


Vtna.  k  gen.  pa. 
^ —  {..Oeiwral  paper. 
^^       (  Fttnt^  ibt.  cam., 
■■V~<{a4).    (nmt.,    and 

(geaeralpqier. 
■*r~..  •..Htaa.  fc  gen.  pa. 

LOEOS  JUSTICES. 
Wettnjaater. 
>  ipiil  15.. Appeal  mottaot. 
uncols'a  Ion. 


*.'.... in  ( 
n<«T  ..JO J 


Appeala. 


•^ -ll-Appeal  aotiooa. 

"•r  ..at bankrupt  anp... 
j_  ,  A*  appeal  p»ll5»ni. 
■;....M..AppeaIa. 

(Appa.    from    tba 

■•r— .U/Uaeaiter,    Appt. 
ifrom  the  Stannar- 

•toy  .  .»7  J  ■*»?«•»• 

» ».. Appeal  mottons. 

.  ( Petna.   in  InnacT. 

«•»  ..JSjblc.  appeal.,  uij 

gr:  .[Appeal.. 

r  ....  i) 

.  fPetna.  in  lunacy, 

•7  ..  tjbkrpt.  appc.  and 
,  (flipealpetnt 

•r ....  8..Appeal  motioa.. 


I  V.  C.  — : 

'  Wertoinrttr. 

Sat.,  April  l5..Motloof. 

Lincoln'.  Inn. 
Monday  ....17 
Tae.da]r....l8 
Wednealay  .19 
Thoraday  ..M.'.Utni.  k  cacwa. 

Friday tl..Ptn<.aiidcaaaea. 

Satnrday    ..Si..9ht.caiiM.fccaiif. 

Monday  ....34') 

Tae«Uy....«s{QattML 

Wedneaday  M} 

Thnrriay  ..a7..Mtn9.  fceaoiea. 

Friday a8..Fetitionifc  casie.. 

Saturday   ..S9..Sht.caaM.&can.. 
Monday. Hay  I) 
Taeaday....  *>CaiuM. 
Wedneiday  .  3 ) 

TkarMlay  ..  4..Mtiu.  and  canae.. 
Friday  ....  5..Petitian.&  caona. 
Satnrday  ..  6..Sht.-caaw.&caa.. 
Monday  ....  8..Motlona 

V.  C.  Sib  RICHAKD  MALINS. 

Wartmlniter. 
Sat.,  April  U..Uotlans. 

Lincoln's  Inn. 
Monday  ....l>) 
Tpeaday  ...  ,18  5  General  paper. 
Wedn«day..l9J 

Thnnday  ;..30..Hta».  *  g«n.  pa. 
Friday  ..SI..Petni.  kgeapaT 
Satnrday  ..aj(^'-  caniei,  adJ. 
„     ,  ( 'nms.,  ft  gen.  pa. 

Monday M)  *^ 

Twaday.  ...Ml  General  paper, 
fl^edneaday  .as)  ^^ 

Thnraday  ..il7..Mtna.  fcgen.  pa. 
Friday M..Fietni.  &  gen.  pa. 

Satniday   ..29(*'"-   "»"»•  »4f' 

'  (•am9.,ftgen.  pa. 

Monday,  May  n  »      •- 

Toeiday....  »  J  General  paper. 
WednewUy..  J) 

^mday  ..  4..Mtn8.fcg»n.papr. 
>riday    ....  »..Petu.»gen.  pa. 

Saturday  ..  8  { S""-  "i»«".  »<U- 

'  ( snnu.  *  Ken.  pa. 

Monday  ....  8..Mtos.&  gen.  pa. 

V.  C.  BACON. 

Weitminater. 
Sat.,    April  18.. Motion.. 

Lincoln'.  Inn. 
Mooday  ....I7..1n  Bankruptoy. 
Taeaday.. .. 18)  „ 
WednMday..l9i  °*"*'^ P*!'"- 
Thursday  ..M..Mtnt  ftadJ.mnu. 
Friday    ....2I..General paper. 

fPtns.  Sbt.   cans., 
sdj.    sums.,   and 
(teneral  paper. 
Monday  ....34. .In  Bankruptcy. 

^Sd;y"MlG«««'l»P«- 
Thnraday  ..27..Mtn..fca4).mm.. 
Friday    .... 38.. General  paper. 

(Ptns.,  sbt.  caus_ 
Saturday   ..29{adl.    snnu.,    and 

liooday.Kay  L.taBankraptcy. 
Tuesday  ....31... 
Wedneaday  .  $}  0«»fal  paper. 
Thursday  ..  4  .Mtns.&adJ.Ni]n.. 
Friday 8..0aneralpaper. 

(Ptn..,  tku  can.., 

}adi. 


Saturday 
Monday  , 


(general  paper. 
B..Mtn..  fta^f.snnis 


S2?5^S'  ""  "'•'^  "»«  '^•™^  C!hanoellor  shall  be  engaged  In  the 
Sf-^Tr*.;^.  ""^  *y"  <"*'>5')  ■>"  "'>'«'»  ">»  I^nl"  Jnstlcea  shall 
■^wtth  the  Lord  Chaaoallor  or  the  Judicial  Committee  of  the 
T  coancO.  ate  excepted. 

•  MMuicTOoaed  pettUona  mu.t  ha  preMnted  and  copies  left  with 
'MWMr.OT  or  be&ra  the  Thnnday  preceding  the  Saturday  on 
£i^  i*?*??^  *•'  •'«»'*  *•  '»«^!  "n*  »■>?  c»ow»  In- 
»5...lLrI?*  "  *"^  •»"«  °"^  •»  •«  "narked  at  least  one 
'«;  More  the  same  can  be  put  In  the  paper  to  be  so  beard. 
Ja^Chsncellor  Stuart's  Court  no  cause,  modon  fbr  decree, 
wther  conideratini,  except  by  order  of  the  Court,  may  be 
«dto  stand  orer  tfU  be  within  twelre  of  the  laM  cause  or  matta' 
"pifated  paper  of  the  day  fcr  hearing. 

^ss  Intended  to  be  heard  as  short  causes  before  either  of  the 
''^^MneeUocs  must  be  so  marked  at  least  one  clear  day  befora  tbe 
M  can  be  pat  in  tba  paper  to  be  so  heard. 


Notice  as  to  the  Ixlakd  Rbtbhob  Stamps,  to  be  impressed 
on  certain  orders  under  Trustee  Act,  1850. 
The  Commissioners  of  Inland  Rerenue  have  intimated  to 
the  Chancery  Registrars  that  in  their  opinion  the  following 
description  of  Orders,  made  under  the  Trustee  Act,  1850, 
are  chargeable,  under  the  Stamp  Act,  1870,  with  the  follow- 
ing duties,  viz,  : — 

1.  Order  appointing  new  trustee — One  Stamp  of  lOs. 

2.  Order  appointing  new  trustees  and  vesting  in  them  the 

right  to  transfer  stock — One  Stamp  of  10s. 

3.  Order  appointing  new  trustees  and  vesting  land  in 

them — Two  Stamps  of  10s.  each. 

4.  Order  appointing  new  trustees  and  vesting  in  them 

the  right  to  sue  for  choses  in  action — ^Two  Stamps 
of  IDs.  each. 

When  the  choses  in  action  are  in  tbe  nature  of  a  Mort- 
gage, Bond,  Debenture,  Covenant,  or  Foreign  Security,  or 
of  any  money  or  stock  secured  by  any  such  instrument,  or 
by  any  warrant  of  attorney  to  enter  up  judgment,  or  by  any 
judgment,  and  the  total  Amount  thereby  secured  is  under 
£2,000,  an  ad  valorem  stamp  at  the  rate  of  6d.  per  £100  is  to 
be  sulntituted  for  the  second  stamp  of  10s.  (Vide  Stamp 
Act,  1870,  Schedule,  title,  Mortgage,  Paragraph  3.) 

Note. — ^In  no  case  when  new  trustees  are  appointed  and 
a  new  vesting  order  made  are  more  than  two  lOs.  stamps 
required.  No  stamp  is  required  in  respect  of  any  order 
mwelv  vesting  the  right  to  call  for  a  transfer  of  and  to 
transfer  any  stock. 

During  the  Easter  vacation,  I87I — All  applications  to  tbe 
Court  of  Chancery  which  are  of  an  urgent  nature  are  to  be 
made  to  or  at  the  chambers  of  the  Vice-Chancellor  Sir 
James  Bacon. 

An  applications  ex  parte  are  to  be  sent  to  the  Vice-Chan- 
oellot  Bacon,  by  book-post  or  parcel,  prepaid,  accompanied 
with  the  brief  of  counsel,  indorsed  with  the  terms  of  the 
order  applied  for,  and  an  envelope  capable  of  receiving  the 
papers  to  be  returned,  with  sufficient  stamps  affixed  thereon, 
and  addressed  as  follows  : — "  To  the  Registrar  in  Vacation, 
Chancery  Registrar's  Office,  Chancery-lane,  London,  W.C." 

On  applications  for  injunctions  or  writs  of  ne  exeat  regno, 
there  must  be  sent,  in  addition  to  the  above,  a  copy  of  the 
bill,  a  certificate  of  bill  filed,  and  office  copies  of  the 
affidavits  in  support  of  the  application. 

The  papers  sent  to  the  Vice-Chancellor,  with  any  order 
his  Honour  may  make  thereon,  will  be  ret&med  direct  lo  the 
registrar. 

All  applications  for  leave  to  give  notice  of  motion  only, 
may  be  made  to  the  chief  clerk  at  chambers. 

The  Vice -Chancellor's  addrcMS  can  be  obtained  on  applica- 
tion at  his  Honour's  chambers,  11,  New-square,  Lincoln's- 
inn. 

The  chambers  of  the  Vice-Chancellor  Bacon  will  be  open 
Tuesday,  Wednesday,  Thursday,  and  Friday,  excepting 
Good  Friday,  in  each  week,  during  the  vacation,  from  11  till 
1  o'clock. 


PUBLIC  COMPANIES. 


RAILWAY  STOCK. 


Bailways. 


Paid.  Closing  prices 


Stock 
Stook 
Stock 
Stock 
Stock 
Stock 
Stock 
Stock 
8tock 
Stock 
Stook 
Stock 
Stock 
Stock 
Stock 
Stock 
Stock 
Stock 
Stock 
Stock 
Stock 
Stock 
Stock 
Stock 


Bristol  and  Kxatar 

Caledonian 

Glaagowand  South- Wastam  ..... 
Great  Baatern  Ordinary  Stook   „ 

Do.,  Bast  Anglian  Stook,  Ko.  3 
Qreat  Northern   

Do.,  A  Stook*    , 

Oreat  Southern  and  Waatem  of  Ireland 

Great  Western— Original 

LanoaahireandTorkahire  

London,  Brighton,  and  South  Coast. 

Laadoa,Chstham,  and  Dover...... 

London  and  Morth-Weatern i  100 

L-jndon  and  South-western    ,  100 

MaDOheater,Sheffleld,and  Linooln 100 

Metropolitan I  100 

Midland  „ I  100 

Do.,  Birmingham  and  Darby    ... ' i  '00 

North  BritUh    ,. 100 

NorthLondott  ,„ "" I  lOO 

North  Stallordahire '.  100 


88 

IIS 
44 
7 

189. 

ISM 

101 
88( 

"i 

ISOi 
93 

ISO 

96 
87 
117 
6$ 

s4 

__^  188  xd 

•  A  rsoelvss  no  dividsnd  nntil  8  pw  cent,  baa  been  paid  to  B.  ~' 


aoath  Devon ....'.       1*0 

Sooth-iiaatarn I  100 

TalTTale 100 
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ocTSioniaiiT  pumds. 

Lu<  Qootineir,  Uireh  *l,  U'l. 
rnmlhtC^kUUlMofthlvlual  tmiMM  (rauwMI. 


3  per  Cent.  Cooult.  MI 
Diito  for  Aoooont,  April  93 
'3  per  Cent.  Bednoed  «l  i 
New  I  per  Oent.,9ti 
Do.  31  percent., Jwi.'!i« 
Do.  2(per  Cent.,  Jan.  '»* 
Do.  i  per  Cent.,  Jan.  '78 
Annnities.  Jan.  '80  — 


Annoitlee,  April,  '•» 

Do.  ( Red  Sea  T.  i  Aa<.  I  una 

Ex  Billa.eiOOO.  —  par  Ct.5  p  n 

Ditto,  £«00,  Do  —  5  p  ra 

nitto,  £100  A  £100,  —  a  p  m 

Banlc  or  Eaglaad  Stock.  H  psr 
Ct.  (last  half-year)  <«0  x  d 
I  Ditto  for  Aoooaui, 


INDIAN   OOVEBNMBNT  SECDBITIES. 


India  Stk..  IO|p  Ct.Apr.'74,>09 

Ditto  for  Aoooont 

Ditto  »  per  Cent.^oly,  '80 11 1 

Ditto  for  Aoooont,  — 

Ditto  4  perCeat.,  Oat.  '88  100 

Ditto,  ditto, Certllleatea,  — 

Ditto  Knikced  Ppr., «  per  Cent.  924 


Ind.  Bof.  Pr.,  S  pC.Jan.'in  100 
Ditto,  64 per  Cent., May, '7»  1074 
Ditto  Uebenturee,  per  Cent., 

April, '64  — 
Do.Uo  ,S  per  Cent,,  Aag. '71  lOS 
Do.  Bonda,  4porCt.,XI»ua  30  pm 
Ditto,  dittu.ondei  XI  onti,  20  ?  ai 


MoNBT  Mabkbt  axo  City  ISTKLLiaSCr.. 
The    markets  have  been  increasingly  firm    this    week,   the 
strength  being  most  conspicuoos  in  the  home  descriptions,  more 
especially  the  home  railways. 

The  sixteenth  anntial  meeting  of  the  Law  Union  Fire 
and  Lifo  Insurance  Companv  was  held  at  the  Chief  Office, 
126,  Chancery-lane,  on  Thnraday  last,  the  Vico-Chair- 
man,  James  Cuddon,  Ksq.,  presiding.  The  directors  report, 
which  was  adopted  unanimously,  stated  that  in  the  fire 
department  6,116  new  policies  had  been  issued  during 
the  year  ended  the  30th  November  last,  yielding  in  premiums 
£6,019,  and  in  the  life  department  290  new  policies,  insuring 
£228,212,  yielding  in  premiums  £8,080,  and  that  the  assets  of  the 
company  amounted  te  £299,83S.  A  dividend  and  bonus  together 
of  12  per  cent,  on  the  paid  up  capital  was  declared.  The  revis- 
ing directors  and  auditors  were  re-elected,  and  the  meeting 
terminated  with  the  usual  vote  of  thanks  to  the  chairman  ana 
offlcem.  The  meeting  was  then  made  extraordinary  for  the  pur- 
pose of  altering  the  investment  clause  in  the  deed  of  settlement, 
and  the  new  clause  as  proposed  by  the  directors,  was  adopted 
.unanimously. 

The  annual  general  meeting  of  the  Legal  and  General  Life 
Assurance  Society  was  held  on  Tuesday.  Tbo  new  assurances 
for  1870  were  stated  at  £224,170,  yielding  in  premiums  £8,128. 
The  net  revenue  was — from  premiums,  £129,029 ;  from  interest 
£68,484,  and  the  total  funds  ore  £1,622,000. 

The  oimual  meeting  of  the  Alliance  British  and  Foreign  Life 
and  Fire  Assurance  Company  was  held  on  Wednesday,  Sir  A.  de 
Rothschild,  Bart.,  m  the  chmr.  Tbo  new  policies  for  the  post  year 
were  stated  to  have  been  367  for  an  aggregate  of  £202, 18U,  yield- 
ing in  premiums  £8,310.  The  total  income  was  £132,692,  and 
the  aocumulated  fmids  are  £899,481.  In  the  fire  department 
the  premiums  wero  £164,ld6,  and  the  net  profits  £28,419,  be- 
sides £5,116  for  interest.  The  usual  dividend  of  17s.  per 
share  was  declared  for  1871,  half  payable  on  the  10th  of  April 
And  half  on  the  10th  of  October. 

The  prospectus  of  the  Realm  Marino  Insurance  Company, 
Limited,  has  been  issued.  Capital,  £800,000  in  40,000 
shares  of  £20  each.  First  issue,  20,000 ;  second  issue,  20,000 
shares,  not  less  than  twelve  months  after  the  establishment  of 
the  eompany.  These  shares  to  bo  first  olfored  to  the  then  exist- 
ing proprietors.  The  company  is  established  for  the  purpose 
°  of  supplying  merchants  with  additional  facilities  for  efi'ecting 
marine  insurances. 

The  Union  Bank  of  London  are  authorised  by  the  directors  of 
the  NasHJo  Oscarshamn  (Swedish)  Railway  to  receive  subscrip- 
tions for  1,800  first  mortgage  debenttires  of  the  company  of  £100 
each,  bearing  interest  at  tie  rate  of  five  per  cent,  per  annum 
from  the  Ist  day  of  January,  1871.  The  price  of  issue  is  £78 
for  each  £100  debenture.  Principal  and  interest  payable  to 
bearer  in  sterling  in  London  at  me  Union  Bank  of  London. 
The  line,  which  is  ninety-four.  English  miles  in  length,  com- 
mences at  the  Port  of  Oscarshamn,  one  of  the  largest  and  best 
harbours  on  the  Baltic  Coast  of  Sweden,  and  terminates  at 
Nasgjo,  where  it  joins  the  state  line  of  Gothenburg,  thus  giving 
a  direct  railway  communication  between  the  Bailie  Sea  and  the 
North  Sea. 


solicitor  to  that  body :  —Mr.  GoorEe  L.  P.  Sjie;  M( 
&  John  Hopgood ;  Menrs.  Leigh,  Pembrrtat. 
Messrs.  Meyrick,  Gedge,  4  Loaden;  Mr.  William  C 
(firm,  Messrs.  Minet,  Smith,  Son,  &  Hairie) ;  i 
Uptons,  Johnson,  Upton,  &  Budd.  The  selecdn 
plaoe  at  the  next  meeting  of  the  Board. 

JmaEg"  Chambers.— Tho  Chief  ClerkainChaiK 
minated  thsir  sittings  until  Saturday  the  8th,  vbmi 
will  be  closed  from  that  day  until  Welnesday  in 
By  a  special  order  of  the  Lord  Chancellor  tha 
Aocountant-General   will  be    opened  ,on  Easier 
Tuesday  for  the  payment  of  the  April  diridendi. 
law  Mr.  Justice  Lush,  the  vacation  jud^,  will 
sittings  until  the  Thursday  before  Good  1' nd:iT,  a 
will  oe  closed  on  Easter  Mondajr  and  Tuesday. 
commences  on  Saturday,  the  loth,  when  the  Lo 
will  receive  the  judges,  uid  prooeea  in  processioi 
sidence  in  Great  George-stroet,  to  Westminstcr-h 


No  more  tribunals  or  courts  are  sitting  at  the  Palais  de  Jtis- 
tiec.  There  are  no  more  judges.  Business  of  every  kind  sufiers 
greatly  from  such  a  state  of  things.  Since  the  8th  of  September 
35,000  diflerent  law  cases  are  in  abeyance,  compriaing  questions 
of  inheritance,  dissolution  of  partnerships,  common  actions  at 
law,  divorce  cases,  and  a  thousand  other  interests  which  im- 

Serativoly   demand  the  return  of  tho  judges  to  their  seats.— 
''tinea. 

The  Solicitobship  to  the  LoxDoy  School  Boabd. — 
The  folkwing  six  names  of  gentlemen  and  legal  firms  have  been 
«nbmitted  to  the  I<ondon  Sotool  Board  for  the  appointment  of 


BIBTBS,  lUkBBIAGIS.  AHD  DE&TI 

BIBTBS. 
Fosteb — On  March  24,  at  55,  Belgravc-road,  S.T 

Edward  J.  Foster,  Esq.,  of  Linooln's-inn,  barri 

a  daughter. 
Philip — On  Mardi  26,  at  22,  Lauriston-gaidena, 

Edinburgh,  the  wife  of  David  Philip,  Esq.,  Sol 

Courts,  of  a  daughter. 
Temple — On  March  27.  at  No.   1,  Rose  Monii 

Surrey,  tho  wife  of  Mr.  John  Alfred  Temple. 

daughter. 

LOHDOH  GAZETTES. 
VijuUng.np  of  Joint  Stock  Compani 

FalOAT,  Haich  14,  1871. 
Uauiom  m  Chakcekt. 
Qaeen'a  Beneflt  BaUding  Sodetr.— The  Master  of  the 
order  dated  Uarch  30,  ordered  that  the  above  Socii 
bjr  thia  oonrt    Harper  &  Co,  Rood-lane,  Kolicitors  fi' 
Waterloo  tad  Whitehall  Bsliway  Company.— Petiii'in 
preaented  March  35,  directed  to  he  heard  before 
Mallnson  AprilSI.    Batten,  Gt  George-si,  Westoii 
I      the  petUoner. 

LuiTES  m  CaaMCEBT. 
Copper  Miners'  Cotapany  of  Sooth  Aoatraiu  (Liiitt 
winding  np,  presented  March  22,  directed  to  tie  1 
I       Chanoellor  Ualtna  on  Friday,  April  21.    Plant,  Crost 
I      BiahopaKatc-at,  aolicitor  for  the  petitioner. 
I  TciacAT,  March  M,  1971. 

liIHITao  m  CBAaCEKT. 

i  New  Hotel  Company  [Dover]  (Limited).— Vice  Chai 
I      flxed  April  U  at  is,  for  the  appointment  of  ui  offld! 

I  Friandly  Sodatisi  Dissolved. 

I  rusar,  March  34,  1871. 

I  rroTident  Society  of  Daneera  and  Teachers  of  Dancic 
Kingdom  of  Oreat  Britain  and  Ireland,  9S,  St^  Martin'i 
ToaaDaT.Marchtt,  1871. 
Independent  Modern  Order  of  Foresten,  George  Ii 
Hants.    March  18. 

Creditors  nndtr  Estata*  in  Chance 
La$t  Bay  of  Proo/, 
FaiDAT,  March  34,  1871. 
Bate,  John,  imi  Pool,  Worosster,  Farmer.     .April  24 

V.C.  Malina.    Perry,  Stourbridge 
Bailey,  SamI,  Norbnry,  SbeOeld,  Ea<|.    April  24.    \V 

M.R.    Watson,  Sheffleld. 
Crasa,  Wm,  Wlnitbrd,  Cheater,  Timber  Merchant.    A] 

f!CroBa,U.B.    Parry  fc  Gamon,  Chaster. 
Ctirry.  Geo.  Norman-rd,  Greenwich-rd,   Engineer,    i 

Carry,  V.C.  Malina.    Hairia,  Borough  High-at.  Sao 
Freeman,  Albert  Lamper,  Beta.    Creditors  io  Engla 

England   Dec  4.    Fteeman  «  Matbleaon,    V.C. 

Coleman-st. 
Hainea,  Job,  Tipton,  Stafford,  Coal  Master.    April 

Haines,  M.K.  Plaakitt,  Gainaboroogh. 
Hlnrichaen,  Hy,  Highbury  New-pk,  £aq.    Mar  1 .    Oi 

V.C.  Smart.    Moiria  &  Co.  Finabory-drtas. 
Johnaton,  Wm,    Standin^tone,  Cnmberland,    Innkf 

Archer  c  Johnaton,  V.C.  Smart.    Huthwaite,  Mary. 
Moore,  Thoa,    StJAlbana,  Hertford,  InrVecper.      Ap 

Moore.  V.C.  Malina      Hodding,  St.  Mildr«<l's-ct,  Poi 
Morris,  Kichd,  Haddcrafield.    Yora,   MercUdiit.     .Apr 

.Morris,  V.C.  Baoon.    Cloagh,  HuddersdelJ. 
Ofllsy,  Jas,CIUL  Pattingham,  Stafford,  Gent.  April  34. 

Wright,  M.K.  Hawlcsford,  WolTeraampton. 
liaynvr,  Wm,  Ely,  Cambridge,  Eaq.    May  I'.     Lees  » 

Tompaon,  tb  Co. 
Wood.  John,  Cocteabrooke,  Northampton,  Agent.    3 

Wood,  V.C.  Stuart.    Markh&m,  Northamptoa. 
TrssDAT,  March  38,  I^TO. 
Carter.  John,    Longhrigg   Hohne,    Graaamere,    We 

April  17.    Poole  s  Nicholson,  M.R.    May  «:  Co,  Ad 

Bridge. 
May,  FhlHp,  Moira  Honse,  Hampton  Wick.  Esq. 

May,  V.C.  Malina,    Horn,  Kin(-st,  St  James'. 
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ju,  Wm,.ComberUii4.  Gent.   April  SO.    Pmltwn  «  PatlwD,  V.C. 

mm.  McKelrtii,  WUtstaiiTm. 

kv,  Aogiutiu,  Bicknejr-rd,  Gant.    Arrtl  SI.    Whittioord  >  Otbiiton 

.C.  StMrt.   On;  *  Berrjr,  £d(««m-r<l 

iloeitj. "  (Steuuhlp).    April  17.    0«iwnl  Stum  NtTigktion  Com- 

iiirtEofnIlurdt.   V.C.  Malliu.    CMMrns,  Htrk.Uuw. 

\a,  XtnlMw  aeoMDi,  Heme  Park  Lodge,  Lever  Sydenlum.    April 

.  ftnh  f  (Talker,  U.  B.    Lett*.  Bartlett-bMgs,  Holbora-clrcus. 

Mm  o*  Kim. 

lull,  Wm,  CtrdUi;  Olimorgui,  Oent.    April  10.    V.C.  UallDS, 

Creditors  nndar  82  &  28  Tiet  Mp.  85. 
latt  Day  of  Claim. 
FuDiT.  Menli  IT,  1*71. 
iirm.Bedfoiit,  UldilleMX,  Ek).    Her  I.    NeliOD,  Emex-st.  Strand, 
liitbao,  Biehd  rreeton,  Carltoo-rd,  Malda  Vaie,  Eiq.    May  2». 
itter.  fljiifear]r.clrciu. 

tlud,  irin  Tboe,  New  Windaor,  Berke,  Sarreror.    Jaoe  1.  DarriU 
Co.  New  WlodMr. 

y,  Ann, Lpool,  Widov.    Marl.    LaceaftCo,  Lpool. 
',  WcM.Boddicott,  Oxford.  Cent.    Jane  I.    KInch,  Deddlngtnn. 
ie,  Joiutluii,  Maiypori,  Camberland,  Painter.    May  a».    Coltlo, 
iiyporl. 

t.  Jeremiah  WariDK,  Stainee,  Hiddleaex,  Ehi.    May  3.    Fialierk 
ittr,  Leuleiitiall-at. 

nmlil,  Hcleaa.  Dover,  Kent,  Splnater.    April  15.    Day  ft  Haaeard, 
«tt  GMrie-at,  Weetmtoater. 

Mm,  Joba,  Sontbaea,  Soothamptoa,  Eaq.    April  IS.    Oriffln,  Oreat 
ioc(»(,  WestmioiCer. 

a,  Bill,  St.  Oeorge'a-ter,  lalingtoa,  Widow.    May  10.    King  ft 
B,Briffhtoa. 
tr,  ladiella,  Fleetwood,  Lancashire,  Splnater-     ^X  *•    Winder, 

MDO. 

iviy,  Saa,  Stratford,  Eeaex,  Oent.    April  ao.    Marah,  BiUiter-«t. 

',  H;  Edwd,  Tokohama,  Japan.     April    I.     DaTldaons,  &  Co, 

doflullat. 

lal.  Wn,  Cbeltenbam,  Olonoester,  Brewer.    Uay  II.    Wheeler, 

tctleDham. 

Wt,  Suol,  Bromley,  Middleaex,  Gent.    April  Si.    Marab,  BUIIter.st. 

I.  Btiiiiab,  Beyal-eraeeot  Motting>bill,  Widow.    May  I.    Potter, 

•(«,Cheapride. 

^  Wilier,  Aatnaat-tinrgcon,  Army  Medical  Staff.   May  10,   Pearee 

Ihnlull.  Pottaea. 

Miha.BenweU-rd,Hlsbbnry-pk,  Oent.    April  ii.    Glynet  ft  Son, 

[Fmcts  Angnau,   Plymouth,  DeTon,   Spineter.     April    28. 
nk  t  Ommuney,  Norfalk-at,  Strand, 
t  lurie,  PwHypant,  Glamorgan,  Quarry  Manager.     May  J. 
dtaberiey,  Cardiff. 
~  ,  Darid,    Stockport,   Chester,    Gent.      Uay    10.     Smith, 

no,  Weetbnry,  Wilta,  Oordwalner.    April  1.    Plnnlger  ft  Son, 


I 


4b,  LTadfaont,  Soathampton,  Tailor.    Uay  I .     Stead  ft  Co 

IW,  IbM,  Borslam,   SuObrd,   Botcher.     April   16.     Walker, 

•r,  ><^,  FHxton,  Lancaihire,  EiUte  Broker.    April  SO.    LIvett, 

ft<^ 

Wi.  Sua), '  SImpeaa,   Kew-eq,  Liaeoln'a-tnn,   BarriaterHit-Law. 

ai.  34.   Walker  ft  Co,  Sonthampton-at,  Bloomabory. 

a,  no,  Pieeton,  Laneaabire,  Oent.    Hay  ».    Winder.  Proeton. 

t.Hoii.  Hofflble  Ondley,  Deal,  Kent,  May  10.    Barton  ft  Saltwell, 

■t-WP,  Uncoln'e-inn. 

■•.Ilichd  Waterman,  BniUngton,  8oathampton,0«nt.    April  29. 

l«T,«iiie*.iter. 

ToiaDAT,  March  28,1071. 
R.Wm.Nervicta,  Bricklayer.    May  8.    Coiliaa,  Norwicb. 
OHre,  Dorothy,  Bt  Peter'a^q,  Hammeramlth,  Spinster.    April  38. 
»«»Co,Bedlbidr<»w. 

Vne,  Hugh  Talkot,  Charing^roaa,  Weatminater,  Captain.  April  2*. 
""•aJ.fcCo. 

M,autley,Blahopweanuiath, Durham, Gent.    Aprils).    Bell 
lawlind. 

*°t  Merli,  Fenwiek  Stead,  Narthamberlaad,  Farmer.    May  2, 
mnm,  Renrlek-opon-Tweed. 

.  John.  EooU-it,  Spiulfieldi,  Dyer.    May  13.     Smith,  Mew^q, 
««la'i-inn. 

.Mitt.  Boolh^t,  Spitalflelda,  Widow.    May  IS.    Smith,  New-aq, 
■Bia*i.4Dii. 

tv,  Seal,  Serenoaka,  Kent.  Carpenter.    April  SI.    Holcrort  ft 
mer,  Serenoaks. 

Jm, Grore-pl, Liason'iirora,  Gent.    May  I.    Robinson  Jermyn-et 
'•aee'i. 

j^BaM  StiiUiBg.  Kxeur,  Snrreyor.     May   SO.    Cariyon,  St 

■^  iaihoBy,  Lpool,   Steredore.     April  20.     Teebay  ft  Lynch 

<^Mie,  Brighton,  Soiwx,  Splnater.    May  I.    Ktaig  ft  Son, 

"^Ilaril,  WeaaUt-ian,  Cardigan,  Farmer.    April  29.     Lloyd, 

■teier. 

J^  Bar.  Hoaalgnor  Vhioent  Wm,  Hnllv.pl,  Hampitead.    May  1 , 

?»»CaartK,8tlUchael's-alley,  Comblli. 

■■;<aat,BlandfonlFonim,  Dorset,  Banker.    April  SI,    Finchaa 

■■■>*,  Blaadfcrd. 

■a.  Jobs,  Foxley-rd,   West    Kensington,   Merchant.     May    I. 

■«*  Co,  tSag-lt,  Oheapelde. 

HjAlexaader,  Stanton,  Oloooeatar,  Eeq.    May  1.    Osborne  ft  Co, 

*IrJ«Mlot,  Old  Hartley,  Northnmberland,  Engineer.    April  27. 
gp ktewBt,  HewcaaUe-opon-iyne. 

T.'2T?'*»''**y-*'»J'land,  SoffoU,Gent.   Jonel.    Pbllbriek 
'■a,  Gdebaiter. 
JJJ*.  Oeo,  Nerwicb,   Collector  of  Itataa,     May  8.     Collins, 


Harington,  Anne  Spencer,  Harstmonoaaax,  Sossex,  Widow.    April  SO.. 

Baker  ft  Co,  Croaby-K]. 
Hoay,  Henry  Edward,  Tokohama,  Japan .    DaTldsons,  BasingbalUst 
Hornby,  Bicbd,  Tarleton,  Lancaster,  Innkeeper.     May  I,    Banka  ft 

Dean,  Preston. 
Lear,  Ohea,  Larerstoke,  Wilta,  Farmer.    April  22.    Bell  ft  Freame.. 

Gtlltngbam. 
Loveleaa,  Robert  Old,    Piddletreatblde,  Donet,  Yeoman.    April  12.. 

Andrews  ft  Pope,  Dorchester. 
Pinckney, .Madame, Bidftbrd.    Aprils.    Sookee ft Baxeley,  Bideiord. 
BaTenadale.Ttaos,  Holbeach  DroTa,  LlncoUi,  Farmer.    May  I.    Stnrton.. 

Holbeacb. 
Robertaon,  Alexanler,  Bory-si,  St  Jamea'a,  Gent.    May  I.    RaUnsao, 

Jermyn-st,  St  JamesV 
Rowland,  John  Uy,  Hattnn  garden,  Esq.    April  17.    Sharp*  ft  Co. 

Bedford-row. 
Sineleton,   Alloc.  Sleekbnm,   Nartliumberland,  Splnater.      April    I. 

Woodman,  Morpeth. 
Singleton,    Frances,    Morpeth,  Korthamberiand,    Spinster.     April    i. 

Woodman,  Morpeth. 
Stead,  John  Wm,  Gosport,  Sontbampton,  Oent.    April  SO.    Wllkinsoa, 

Gosport. 
Tower,  Harvey,  VIetoria-sq,  Pimlico,  Col.    Jnne  I.    Btrcbam  ft  Co,. 

Parliament-st. 
Tnmer,  Rot  John  Lamhig,  Napioter,  Dalston.    May  I.    Wordsworth 

ft  Co,  Soath  Sea  House. 
Wellingham,  Laslnia,  Vthitwell,  Herts.  Widow.     May  SI.   Uayhew, 

Uaxmnndham, 
White.  Thoa.  Kutergate,  Sossex,  Teoman.  April  21,  Johnaoa  ft  Raper, 

Chlcheaier. 
Young,  SamI,  Gillingham,  Dorset,  Gent.    April  22.    Bell  ft  Freame, 

Olliingbam. 

Bftokraptf. 

FaiDST,  March  S4,  1871. 

Under  the  Bankruptcy  Act,  1869. 

Creditors  must  forward  their  proofs  of  debts  to  the  Registrar. 

To  Surrender  in  London. 

Birks,  Ohaa,  ft  Hy  Geo  8tap,  WIncheatar-ct,  Monkwell-st,  Comm  Agents; 

Pet  Msreh  2S.    Kochs.    April  20  at  1 1 . 
Crawford,  Chaa  Geo,  Lsadeooall-at,  Merchant.  Pat  Feb  SO.  Brougham. 

April  21  at  II. 
Paxman,  Alld,  Seven  Sister'a-road.  Holloway,  Licensed  Victualler.  Pet 

March  U.    Spring-Rice.    April  13  at  12. 
Werner.  Alex,  Uiahopsgate-at,  Restaurant  Proprietor,      Pet  March  23. 

Murray.    April  18  at  II. 

To  Surrender  in  the  Country. 
GreaTsa,  Oeo,  Wetharby,  York,  Tailor.    Pet  March  13.  PerUns.  York. 

April  11  at  12. 
Gregory,  Chas,  Blnn,  Coal  Merchant.   Pet  March  23,  Obanntler.  Btrm, 

April  2S  at  10. 
Harris,  Bicbd,  Lpool,  Draper.    Fet  Hanh  28.     Hlme.    Lpool,  April  U 

at  2.38. 
Hemaley,  John  Draper,  Nottingham,  Colliery  Proprietor.  Pet  March  23  - 

Fatchitt.    KotUngliam,  Aptilll  at  12. 
Lnmley,  Jaa  Rutherford.  Northampton,  d^lor.    Pet  March  28.  Dennis. 

Northiampton,  April  It  at  3. 
Newbonld,  Fraa,  CUfton,  York,  Farmer.     Pet  March  21.     Marshall. 

Leeda,  April20at  II. 
Peel.  Wm,  Leeds,  Baker.    Pet  March  24.     Marahail.    Leeds,  April  20 

at  II. 
rhillipa,  Geo,  Manch,  Currier.    Pet  March  S3.     Kay.    Maneh,  April  IT 

at  12. 
Badeliffe,  Amelia,  Nevlanda  Orange  Farm,  Northumberland,  Spinster. 

Pet  March  24.    Mortimer.    Newcastle,  April  18  at  12. 
Smith,  Wm,  Uttletown.  York,  Card  Maker.     Pet  March  13.     Nelson. 

Dewsbury,  April  i3  at  3. 
Vernon,  Snaaunah,  Thos  Vernon,  Jas  Walter  Holden,  ft  Saml  Bnllas, 

Dudley  Port,  Staffbrd,  Ironmasera.    Pet  March  23.    Walker.    Dad- 
ley,  April  14  at  12. 
Wtllmot,  John  Peter.  Flymouih,  Devon,  Chemist.     Pet  March   18. 

Pearee.  East  Stonelioaae,  April  12  at  II. 

Tnaai^AT,  March  18, 1871. 

under  the  Bankniptcy  Act,  1869. 

Creditors  most  forward  ilieir  proob  of  debts  to  the  Registrar. 

To  Surrender  in  the  Country. 

Bnlmer,  Walter  Hy,  Dover,  Kent,  Vaterinary  Snneon.    Pet  March  22. 

Callaway.    Cancerbnry,  April  12  at  2. 
Cook,  Robt  Man  In,  Hadleign,  SulTolk,  Auctioneer.      Pet  March  21. 

Pretyman.    Ipswich,  April  >  at  II. 
Eton,  Hy  Edgar,  Seiby  Oak,  Worcester,  Chemist's  Assistant.  Fet  March 

20.    Cbanntler.    Ulrm,  April  8  at  3. 
Floteber,  Jas,  Bradford,  York,  Orooer.      Pet  March  SI.      Roblason. 

Bradford,  April  4  at  9. 
Hannan,  Oeo,  iSc  Timolhy  Harris  Adey,  Packsbole  Mill,  near  Stroud, 

GloDcnter,  Cloth  Mannbcrarer.    Pet  March  22.  Wilton.    Olonoeater, 

April  6  at  IS. 
Huntington,  Wm,  Blackburn,  Laneaabire,  Cotton  Mannikctnrcr.      Pet 

March  22.    Bolton.    Blackbnro,  April  8  at  I. 
Lewis,  Wm,  Shrewsbury,  Salop,  Malster.    Pet  March  21.  Peele.  Shrews- 
bury, April  6  at  11. 
Penny,  Alex.  Dover,  Kent,  Comm  Agent.     Pet  March  18.     Callaway. 

Cani«rbury,  April  8  at  3. 
Rotheram,  Philip,  West  Uesd,  nr  Ormskirk,  Lancashire,  Beeraeiler.    Pet 

March  12.    Hlme.    Lpool,  April  14  at  2. 
Sanderaon,  John  Harper,  Sunderland,  Durham,  Comm  Agent,     Pet 

March  zl.    Ellla.    Sunderiand,  April  ISat  II. 
Saunders,  Hugh  Ward,  Hove,  Sussex,  Oent.    Pet  March  21.  Everahed. 

Brighton,  April  I »  at  II. 
Seeker,  Robt,  Faversham,  Kent,  Coal  Merchant.     Fet  March  22.  .  Call- 
away.   Canterbury,  April  8  at  3. 

BANKRUPTCIES  ANNULLED. 

FsjSAT,  Kareb  24, 1891. 

BttUar,  Hy,  Gt  Castle-st,  Bec«>t'«,  Clerk  hi  the  Admiralty.  March  Si. 
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TunoAT,  Ku«b  24,  1871. 
Watdni,  Ju,  8t  AiuUU,  Cornwail,  HlUw.    Much  9. 


■^1 
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Liqaidktioii  by  imngtnual. 
FIliST  MEETINGS   OF  CREDITORS. 
Fkidit,  MircliS4. 1871. 
Ad«ai,  Ctaii  John,  Coatbut  Bcdcar,  Tork.  Arahltact,    April  (  «t )  I ,  *t 

tbe  Black  Lion  Uotal,  Hinb-it,  Stoekton-on-Tew.     Doddi  (t  Trotter. 
Adami,  Rokt  fc  Ju  Cbw  Clewlow,  Stafford,  Boot  llanafactaran.    April 

13  at  II.  at  oCBcesof  Brongh,  St  MaryVpl,  UtaBbrd. 
Baker,  Jobn.  Traro,  Cornwall,  IroninODger,     April  I*  at  II,  at  oOlc*  Of 

Carljon  &  Faall,  Qnay-n,  Troro. 
Barnett,  Oao,  Worceaiar,  Grocer.    April  10  at  ll,at  ofiksaof  Rea,  Fott- 

gate-Ht,  Worcester. 
Baas,  John,  Danburjr,  Enex,  Farmer,    April  6  at  i,  at  tbelniu  of  Conrt 

Hotel,  Uolborn.    Conquest,  Bedford. 
BAXter.Jolin.  Norwich,  LIcenaed  VIctnaller.     April  10  at  11,  at  Offloe 

of  Sadd,  Jr,  Charoh-sc,  Theatre-It,  Norwich. 
B  ell,  Wm.  Hanlejr,  Stafford,  Draper.    April  7  at  S,at  the  Saraoen't  Head 

Hotel,  Hauler.    TeniUkDt,  Hanlejr. 
£e.r,  Oeo,  Sedleacomb,  Sunex,  Grocer.     April  8  at  IS,  at  tbe  County 

C  ourt-offlce,  Bank-Udga,  Haatings.    Langham. 
Brooke,  Tbot,  Manrlebooe-lane,  Ale  Home  Keeper.    April  II  at  3,  at 

olBce  of  Taylor,  Old  Bttrlingtonst. 
(.larke,  Uj  Edwards  Snell,  qoeeast,  Webber-at,  Blackfriart-ri,  Baker. 

April  31  at3,  at  offices  of  billon,  Coleman-st. 
Clifford,  Catherine  J  ones,  Halnhill,  LaDcashire,  Grocer.    April  II  at  t, 

at  office!  of  Irejr,  Sooth  John-9t,  Lpool. 
ContUkle,  Joseph,  Lordikip-lane,  Dalwleh,  Farmer.     April  12  at  S.  at 

offloea  of  Kigby,  Bololph-lane. 
Comelloa,  Ueo,  Broke-rd,  Dalalon,  Boot  Manofaetuer.    April  U  at  S,  at 

offices  of  Thwaits,  Baalnghall-st.    Dobie,  Baiioghall-st. 
Cook,  John  Stephenson,  leeds,  Prorision  Dealer.    April  IS  at  11,  at 

(rfSces  of  North  &  Sona,  Eaat-parAde,  Leeds. 
Crawford,  Cba>  Geo  &  Wm  Cruickshank,  Lcadenball-st,  East  India 

Herchanti.    April  6  at  4,  at  offices  of  Hart  Brothers,  Moorgate-st. 

Rose  ft  Co. 
Dron&eld,  John,  Bolaterstonr,  York,  ruhlican.     April  7  at  3,  at  offices 

Parkio.  North  Chnrch-st,  Sheffield. 
Fawcett,  BenJ.  Lincoln,  out  of  business.    April  19  at  II,  at  oflica  of  Bex, 

Saltergate.  Lincoln. 
Flint,  Wm,  Bloiham,  Oxford,  Baker.     April  8  at  1,  at  tbe  White  Lion 

Hotel,  HIgh-at,  Banbury.    Hemlus. 
Flintoflf,  Geo,  Gt  Qaeen-at,  Westminster,  CItII  Engineer.    April  10  at «, 

at  othcea  of  Uurant,  Ouildhall-chamtiers,  Baalnghall-at. 
Freestooe,  John  ft  Jolin  Halter,  Wesibury,  WUta,  Labonreis.     April  II 

at  1,  at  the  Lores'  Arms  Hotel,  Westbnry.    Sbrapnell,  Bradfbrd, 
GUberc,  Thee  deld.  Strand,  Parliamentary  Agent.    April  i  at  i,  at 

offices  ofSmlth  ft  Co,  Bread-it,  Cheapsida. 
Oonrlev,  Wm,  Uigh-st.  Wapping,  Ship  Chtnller.     April  13  at  It,  at 

offices  of  Smart  ft  Oo,  Cheap^de.    Lowless&Co. 
QraTenor,  Wm  John,  Scrooby,  Nottingham,  Farmer.    April  1 1 ,  at  10,  at 

offices  of  Mewton  ft  Jones,  Tbe  Square,  East  Retfoid. 
Hall,  Chaa  ^affll,  Binu,  Saddler's  Factor.     April  12  at  12,  at  oOoes  of 

Parkes,  Ann-st,  Birm.    GrilBn,  Birm. 
Banning.  Jaa  ft  Wm  Worth  Rowe.  Manch,  Tailors.     April  It  at  11,  at 

offlors  of  Watia,  Cooper-st,  Hanch. 
Harding,  Jacob,  Cardiir,  Qlxmorgan,  Tailor.    April  12  at  2,  at  offloea  of 

Bidgood,  Arcade-chambers.  Cardiff.     Yorath,  Cardiff. 
Hargate,  Hicbd  ft  Jas  Uargate,  DarSeld,  Tork,  Bootmaker*.      April  U 

at  5,  at  the  Coach  and  Ilorses-inn,  Barnsley.    Sugg,  Sheffield* 
Hatton,  Geo,  Woodhatl-pl,  Brixton,  Ironmonger.  April  Vi  at  2,  at  offlcea 

of  iioin,  Grsccchurch-st. 
Hookway,  Jas  Wm,  Exeter,  Baker.    April  14  at  11,  at  the  Ooonty  Court- 

office,  Bedlord-clroue.  Exeter. 
Hopkins,  Loolaa.LeiglilonBnzzard. Bedford, Butcher.    April  18atl.30, 

at  offices  of  Fettit,  Leighton  Boiuid. 
Hyde,  Hy  ft  John  Sheldrick,  Manch, Tailors,    March  II  at  3,  at  offlcea 

of  Peacock,  Uanoh, 
Johnson,  Geo  Gee,  Leicester,  Corn  Dealer.   April  10  at  11,  at  offices  of 

Uarria  ft  Son,  Friar-lane,  Leicester. 
Jonea,  Mary  Ann,  Newport,  ilonmooth.  Innkeeper.     April  14  at  II,  at 

office  of  Uibba,  Commercial-at,  Newport. 
Joelin,  Wm,  Knighl's-hiil,  Lower  Nortrood,  Baker.      April  14  at  1,  at 

olBce  of  Walla,  Walbrook. 
Eiog,  Mary  Ada,  ft  Sarah  Emma  King.  t,asthonrae,  Snasex,  School 

Uisire.ses.    April  10  at  4,  at  offices  of  Stiff,  Comflald-rd,  Easthoome. 
Martin, Hy  Gto,Newcutle->ipon-Tyne,  Grocer.    ApiU  8  at  II,  atolBoea 

of  Seweil,  Grey-st,  Newcastle-upon-Tyne. 
Meadows,  Hackeu,  Kingaton-upon-Uali,  Fish  Salesman.    April  3  at  10, 

at  offices  of  Jacobs,  County-bidgs,  Laud  of  Green  Ginger,  Klngaton- 

npon-Uull. 
Morse,  John  Wm,  Cannon-st,  Reataorant  Keeper.  April  C  at  3,  at  oSoea 

Of  Thwaitar,  Ua>lnghall-s:.    Dobie,  Baahighall-st. 
Morton,  Uobert  Ajliton,  Beaton,  Uncoln,  Taihu-.    April  1 1  at  3,  at  offices 

of  Uoaey  &  Co,  Klng-at,  Oheapaide.    Greenfield,  Barioghall-at. 
Motherslll,  Itobt,  Lpool,  Sewing  .Machine  Dealer.    April  10  at  11,  at 

office  of  Barker,  dayton-st,  Ljiool. 
Mealen,  FuUeretia,  ft  Elix  Mealen,  Gt  Tarmontb,  Norfolk,  UUUnera. 

April  1 0  at  3,  at  office  of  Cnfhude,  KIng-st,  Gt  Yarmoolh. 
Merlll,  Joseph,   Uchfleld,  Plumber.      AprU  10  at  II,  at  the  Georg* 

Hotel,  Lichfield.    Glorer. 
Korria,  Jaa,  lpool,  Confeetiouec    April  11  at  3,  at  office  of  Uarrii, 

Union-cT.  Castle-st,  Lpool. 
Oelrlchs,  Guatare  Albert,  Uawkburst  Lodge,  Lower  Sydenham,  no  occu- 
pation.   April  I3at  I,  Wardrobe-terraoe,JDoetoni'-comii]ons.  Newbon. 
Patey,  John  Wells,  Colnbrook,  Books,  Orooer.    April  8  at  3,  at  oOleea  of 

HoUoway,  Balhi  Pond-rd,  lalingtoo.    Pope,  Fenchorch-st. 
Panll,John,  Langford,  Somenet,  Gent.    April  10  at  13,  at  offices  of 

Hancock  ft  Co,  JObnwn,  Bristol.    Benson  ft  EUetaon. 
Porter,  Geo,  Stdton,  HunUncdon,  Grocer,    April  6  at  II,  at  offices  of 

Oacbes,  Market,  pi,  Peterborough. 
Bhiharda,  RIctaacd,  Cambridge-rd,  Kilbarn,  Builder.    April  10  at  I,  at 

the  Inna  o<  Court  Hotel,  Bolbom.     Wilhama,  AUred-pl,  Bedford-sq. 
Salsbnry,  Jaa.  Scarborough,  York,  Hatter.    AprU  1 1  at  13,  at  offices  of 

Shnpson,  Alblon^t,  Leeds. 
Seldon,  Jaa  Fredk,  Trnro,  Cornwall,  PInmbar.    April  14  at  II,  at  offices 

of  Carlyoo  ft  Paull,  Qnay-it,  Truro. 


Semark,  Fredk,  Bedford,  Ironmonger,    .^pril  Id  it 

Court  Hotel,  Holbom.    Con  cKust,  Bedforil. 
Steele,  Geo,  Newoaatle-under-  L\  ne,  Stafford,  Draper. 

the  Crewe  Anna,  Crewe.    Tennant,  Uanley. 
Stodard,  Percy,  te  Hy  Cummins  Harrey,  Birm,  L« 

April  6  at  II,  Union-lit,  Birm.    Barber. 
Stnttard,  Matthew,  Bornley,  L.inca9liir?,  Tonkeeper. 

4,  Hargreaves-flt,  Burnley.    Uuadsley  &  .^rtinilale. 
Tarelli,  Geo  Holbom.  Newcastle-npon-Tyne,  Importf 

April  11  at  1 1,  at  oiBce  of  Falconer,  Cayton-st,  Hew 
Taylor,  Abraham,  Coventry,  Draper.  ApriI6ail!,i 

Bond-gate,  Corentry.    Davis,  Coventry. 
Taylor.  Hy.  Warwick,  Coachbuilder.    Aprfl  13  at  11, 

son,  Korthgate-st,  Warwick. 
Thuratan,  Joaiah,  Leek,  Stafford,  Grocer.    .April  II 

Hackey  ft  Allen,  St  Unard-at,  Leek. 
Torre,  I^  la,  Maouel  Garcia,  jan.  Lime-street.  Sberr 

17  at  13,  at  the  Ualldliall  LoSee  House,  Greaham-a 

Wolferaian,  lronmoni;er-lane,  Cheapside. 
Vooght,  Wm,  Palmersion-rd,  Kilbum-riae,  Baker. 

24,  Lower  Philllmore  pi,  Keunington.    Fation. 
Whittaker,  Robt,  Haocb,   Wine  Merchant.    April  I! 

Richanlaon,  Princeaa-^it,  Manch. 
Whitaker,  Thoa  Langdon,  Weatgate-bay,  nr  Marci 

Apnl  17  at  i,  at  office  of  Lawrance  &  Co,  Old  Je»i 
Wood,  Wm,  Birm,  Auctioneer'a  Clerk.    April  6 all 

ton,  Union-paaaage,  Birm. 

TcianaT,  March  35,  1571. 
Arnold,  Isaac,  Poachfleld,  lale  of  WiEbt,  Licensed  V 

at  4,  at  office  of  Hooper,  Newport,  Isle  of  Wijjht. 
Attwood,  Walter,  Weyhiil,  Southampton,  Tailor.     A 

Sun-inn.  Heyhill. 
Bagley,  Wm,  Qurdiff,  Glamorgan,  B.>ot  Maker.     Apr 

of  htephens,  Bute-orescent ,  Bute-docks,  CardifT. 
Bol«baw,Hy,  Holmea Chapel,  Sandbacta,  Cheater,  G 

13,  at  bonae  of  Bolshaw,  Holmes  Chapel,  Sandbach. 
Booth,  Geo,  Ootmaobay,  Derby,  Joiner.      April  10 

Aoton,  Imperial-bldga,  Victoria-al,  Nottingham. 
Boah,  Hy,  Alexander-rd,  Norwood,  liuilder.     April 

Brewer,  Mark-lane. 
Cannon,  Wm  Wllsber,  Uaulden,  Bedford,  Miner.    A{ 

of  Wade,  bhefford. 
ChadwicK.  BenJ,  Burnley,  Lancashire,  Wine  Dealei 

office  of  Nuwell.  Mancbester-rd,  Burnley. 
Chamberlain,  Wm  ft  Jns  Chamberlain,  Lancaster. 

April  Sat  I  l,atotBce  of  Hoiden,  Churchst,  Lanca 
Coleman.  Edwd,  South  Lambeth-rd,  Comm  AgenL 

Angel  Hotel,  Pentonrille-rd. 
Colley,  Thos,  StatEord,  Joiner.    April  4  at  3,  at  tl 

Hotel,  Haoley.    Sberratt,  Talk-on-the-Uill.  Lawto 
Cornell,  Thos  tlaom,  Hart-st,  .Usrk-laiie,  Wine  Merc 

t,at  offlcea  of  NictaolsOD.Gresham-at.    Monugo. 
Cowley,  John,  Norton-Jaita-Kempscy,  Worcester,  Fa 

II,  at  offices  of  Pitt,  Foregate-st,  Worcester. 
Dawson,  Robt,  Gt  Grimsby,  Conrectioner.     April  S 

Grange  ft  Wintringham,  West  St  Mary's-gate,  Gt  G 
Deighton,  John,  Undley,  York,  Provision  Dealer.    Ap 

01  Gnmger,  AJhion-at,  Leeds. 
Doughty,  Wm,  Rogeley,  Stafford,  Tailor.    April  10 

Crabb,  Talbot  ler,  Rogeley. 
Duddy,  Geo  Fredk,  Winaley-st,  Oxford-st.     April  tt 

Buchanan,  Baaingfaall-st. 
Durrant,  Thoa.  Wotoester,  Boot  Maker.   April  11  st  a 

Broad-at,  Worcester. 
ETans,Evan  Uarria,  Pontypridd,  Glamorgan, Draper 

tbeNeir-bm  Uotel,Pontypridd.    Thoma.s  Fontypr 
Fitt.  ThcaWm,  Bugton,  Norfolk,  Saddler.     Marct 

Sharpe,  Qneen-ei,  Nomich. 
Ford,  Beuben,  Birm,  Mill  Sawyer.      April  G  at  3,  at 

Temple-at,  Birm. 
Ford,  Ricbd,  Heaion  Norris,  Stockport,  Draper.     I 

Brunswick  Hotel,  Piccadilly,  Muncli.    Johnston,  St 
Oalpin,  Sidney,  Emanuel,  Honsrid^e,  Somerset,  Tailoi 

Wortby'sRoyalHotsI,  Temple  Combe,  Somerset.    C 
OoMsteln,  Martin,   Adolf,  Manch,  Clothier.     April  I 

Brown,  DIckinaon-at,  Manch. 
Gregory,  Thoa  Jas,  Newport,  Monmouth,  Comm  Age 

at  offlce  of  Catheart,  bridge-st,  Baneswell,  Newpoi 
Haieltine,  Richd,  Tettenliall,  Stafford,  Grocer.    Marc 

ofCrowtber  ft  Co,  Bath-cliambers,  York-et,  Maacb 
Haaeltlne,  RIchd,  Tettenhall,  Stafford,  Grocer.     A] 

Angel  Hotel,  Harket-at,  Manch.    Kennedy,  Birm. 
HoUand,  Joseph,  Gt  Barford,  Bedfbrd,  Saddler.    Apri 

Stimaon,  Mlll-et,  Bedford. 
Howard,  Chas,  Sheffield,  Joiner.    April  !>  at  4,  office 

North  Church-st,  Sheffield. 
Hughes,  Geo,  Romfbrd,  Essex,  Tailor.    April  6  at !,  al 

Biataopsgate-at,  Within . 
Hurlbrd,  DanI,  Branswick-pl,  City.rd,  Draper's  Ass 

13,  at  offlce  ot  VIning  &  Son,  Moorgate-st-bldgs. 
Johnson,  Geo  Wm  ft  Wm  Thos  Williams.  Ely-pl,  H< 

Jewellers.    April  6  at  2,  at  offlce  of  8alum.ic,  St  Sw 
Jonea, Darid,  Cardigan,  Saddler.    April  li  at  I,  at  I 

martben.    Erans,  Cardigan. 
Jonea,  Jobn,  Little  Wenluck,  Salop,  Farmer.    April 

of  Knowlee  ft  Son,  Church-st,  WellUiKton. 
Jukea,  Arthur,  Rock  Ferry,  Chester,  Merchant.  Apri 

of  ETani  dc  Lockett,  Commercc-cbambers,  L.ord-st, 
King,  Thos,  Hastings,  8ui<sex,  Innkeeper.    Apnl  9 

Philbrick,  Banlock-rd,  Hastings. 
Landon,  Jaa,  High-st,  Poplar,  Licensed  Victualler. 

offlcea  of  Roberts,  King  WilUam-st. 
Lewis,  Bichd  Edwd,  Weeton,  Salop,  Farmer.    Apiil  < 

Hotel,  Bndgenotth.    Clarke,  Shrewsbury-. 
Longbottom,  Joseph,  Scarborough,  York,  'House  Agm 

at  Hart's  Auotkm  Boom,  Huutrisa-row,  Scarborse 

borough. 
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ion.  Uorrii,  Bira,  SantMo-Dentist.  April  i  u  li,  U  it,  New  atieet, 
Bim.  KemiedT,  Binn. 

iiltT,  }u,  Smih  Buk,  Tork.  Innkeeper.  April  I  at  3.S0,  at  offleei  of 
Bni'tliviltc,  ADwrt-rd.  UliMleeboroogb.  Belnbridge,  Ulddleaboroogh. 
In,  Jnnh,  Uindnx-lane,  Bngmr  B  rokar.  April  1 2  at  S,  at  ollleee  of 
CmerkBell,  Leedenhall-it. 

>n.Stiiil,  PeotonfUle-rd,  Draper.  April  19  at  IS,  at  I4S,  CSieapctde. 
(TMston  k  Ouqaet,  Kind's  Arms-yd. 

itttU,  Cbu  lliehd,  Hark-lane,  Comm  Merchant,    April  17  at  3,  at 
lOcnof  BunHirt  A  McArthor,  Hooricate-it. 
rkau,  Wn  QoMop,  St  Neoi'a,  Hnntingdon,  Veterinary  Surgeon, 
kpril  6  It  1,  et  efflce  of  Stimpson,  UQI-et,  Bedford. 
nr.Thos,  TonyreAUl,  UantriMent,  Olamontan,  Shoemaker.      April 
11(2,  iielBee*  of  Thomaa,  Mill  gt,  Pontypridd, 
to^'ll,  fficbd,  Bamley,  I«iicashire,  Boot  Sealer.    April  6  at  It,  at 
Bet  of  Rook  k  MidxIeT.  Bank-bIdK$,  Boo>Iane,  l.eed<. 
n,  DsTid  Qiiffltb.  Cardur,  Glamorgan,  Bnilder.    April  4  at  II,  at 
Bm  of  Moriiao,  HlRb-ir,  Cardiff. 

iMi.  Cliai,  Binn,  Gnnmaker.  April  10  at  11.30,  at  offleei  of  Bnr- 
lu,  CaonoiMI,  Birm. 

t,  Wm,  HeddaadeU,  Tork,  Staopkeeper.    April  10  at  1 1 ,  at  office  of 
llbet,  Viouria-bldga,  New-st,  Hodder*fleld. 
JIbooe,  Saml,  Odlbam,  Southampton,  Baker,    April  9  at  I,  at  offlcea 
nuodler,  Chwch-et,  BailnKatoke. 

inr,  TIUM,  jon,  Oxford,  Batcher,    April  5  at  3,  at  offlce  of  Thomp- 
0,  Clitirch-tt,  St  Eliba.  Oxford. 
nm.  Bobt,  Newport,  Builder.    April  S  at  1,  at  ofBee  of  Hooper, 

!¥!««,  l.W. 

',Vn  Geo,  OrareeeDd,  Kent,  Tobaeeonlit.     April  C  at  1,  at  tlie 

llnjr  TiTem,  Grareeend.    Head  &  Coode,  Mariclane. 

J.  Felli  Hy,  Soalheea,  Hanu,  Pork  Batcher.    April  6  at  3,  at  oDlce 

Fort.  ()oeeo-et,  Portaea. 

n,  KIclid  Ward,  Leieeater,  Draper.    April  6  at  3,  at  offieee  of  Fow- 

tSnitli,  Hoiel-et,  Laieetter. 

«-,  Tbos,  Aston,  Birm,  Agent.    April  6  at  12,  at  office  of  Ladbnry, 

«kil|.st.  Birm. 

aek,  Jolui,  Lpool,  Qrocer.     April  <  at  3.  at  offlce  of  Pontoa, 

im.cfc«ml)en,  Temon-at,  Lpool. 

«dm.  Rokt,  Venmor,  Isle  of  Wight,  Bootmaker.     April  i  at  3,  at 

ao(  Hooper,  Newport.  l.W. 

■i,G«i,(.olcbeiter,  Euex,  Commercial  Trareller.    Ajsil  6  at  3,  at 

«(f  ofSraytliiea  &  Co,  North-hill.  Ck)lcliester. 

«,Ce«Dani,  Wxa  FrngsaUfe  Thoa  Brlxht  \VII<nn,  Craeebrook, 

dT,lhan«Ktaferi  of  Cotton.    April  i  at  3,  at  offlcea  of  Sale  k  Co, 

Out,  Manet. 

KBy.  Senthampton.  Oil  Merchant.     April  I  at  fi,  at  offlce  of 

awbiLeatherdate,  Old  Jenry-chamben. 

Klolu,  Bocheeter,  Kant,  CItII  Engineer.    April  24  at  4,  at  office 

ratmad.  High-!t,  Rochester. 

Mitt  HodKioa,  Banuley,  York,  Boot  Dealer.     April  6  at  2,  at 

■t^larle,  Markel-st,  SbefBeld.    Dyboa,  Sheffield. 


IHKHAM      LIFE     ASSURANCE     SOCIETY, 

I  37.  OLD  JEWRY,  LONDON,  E.G. 

IRITORA  are  terited  to  Introdnce,  on  behalf  of  their  clients.  Pro- 
ktir  Loans  on  Fraebold  or  Leaaehald  Property,  liarerdont.   Life 
m.  or  otiier  adeqnala  aeoarlties. 
>*ou:9  may  be  made  In  the  first  Instance  according  to  the  fallowing 

PaorosAL  poK  Loan  ox  Moktoaoks. 

1..... 

leliMd  by  Male  iMMW  ami  xfiirest^r  toHetor) 

«nt  required  £ 

Kwd  mode  of  repayment  (I.e.,  nMhar  for  a  ttrm  ctrtum,  or  bt 

■rilr  (lUU  ilmOf  Of  particulart  of  ittianif,  and,  if  load  or  6>iif<t> 
*«  (V  a«  aamof  fiKomO. 

obu  tilb  Policy  (If  any)  is  proposed  to  be  erected  «i:h  the 
•m  tifllce  in  connection  with  the  aecnrity. 
By  order  of  the  Board, 

F.  ALLAN  CURTIS,  Actuary  and  Secretnrr. 

!he  Companies  Acts,  1862  &  1867. 

'  requisite  nnder  tho  abore  Acta  sapplied  on  the  ahorteat  notice 

I  BOOirs  AND  FOK.MS  kept  in  stock  for  immediate  nee 
OBANDA  and  AB7ICLES  OF  ASSOCIATION  speedily  printed 
>  prvper  form  for  registration  and  distribution.  SHARK  OEK- 
UTiiS  engrared  and  printed.  OFFICIAL  SEALS  designed 
a«»e4.  No  charge  for  sketches.  Companies  Fee  Stamps 
V  ticgistratien  Forma. 

Solicitors'  Account  Books. 

ASH    &    rilKT, 

Qtn,  PrtDten,  Enffimnn,  Beffistntion  A«enta,  Jfcc,    49,  Fleet- 
•traet,  Loodun,  E.C.  (corner  of  Sarittknta'-fnni 


o 
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OYAL  POLYTECHNIC— ENTIRE  CHANGE 

of  ENTEBTAINMBNTS.— Prolessor  Pepper  on  Aatronomr,  with 
■Oinry  and  Saorad  Mnaic, on  Thursdays,  at  3.1  J— Collins'  Ode  to 
'■^ooi,  iilutratad  in  Llrins  liuinary,  resombilng  White  Marble , 
■dame  Uoaifleld,  daily— Mr.  Oit»smith,  Jnn.'s.  New  and  Hnmorons 
aimacst,  entitled  Hnmaa  Oddities— Valentine  Vox  resuscitated 
'UaTics;  and  many  other  Entertainments.  Open  dally, from 
Sud7ta  10. 


KE  FLAVOURED  STRONG  BEEF   TEA  at 

•bnt  Ht.  a  phit.  ASK  FOR  UEBIO  COMPANY'S  EXTRACT 
<K.  rnigliing  Baron  Liebig  the  Inrentor's  Bignatnre  on  erery 
^  the  only  gnaraotee  of  genabteneae. 


MXW  AND  CHEAFEB  EDITION,  CORRECTED  TO  THE  PRESENT 

TIME. 

In  One  Volome,  f^.  tro,  pp.  8(t,  price  7s.  6d., 

'^pHE  CABINET  LAWrER ;  s  Popular  Digest  of 

1  the  Laws  of  Ennland,  Oiril,  Criminal,  and  Oonstltntlonal :  in- 
tended for  Practical  Use  and  General  Information,  and  adapted  for  tb» 
ReAreoce  of  Solicitors,  Attorneys,  Magistratea,  jiutices  of  the  Peace, 
Members  of  Parliament,  and  Country  Gentlemen.  Twanty*thlrd  Edl* 
tion,  corrected  and  brooght  np  to  lIiu  Present  Date. 

London :  LonsHaits,  Gaiaa  3c  Co.,  Fatemoster-row. 

ESSRS.  DEBENHAM.TEWSON  &  FARMER'^ 

LIST  of  ESTATES  and  HOUSES  to  be  SOLD  or  LET,  inclodlng 
Landed  Estates,  Town  and  Cnnntry  Hesidences,  Huntlnit  and  Shooting 
Quarterit,  Fllrm^  Ground  llcnts,  llent  Charges,  House  P'operty  and 
Inrestments  Benerslly,  is  published  on  the  flrsc  day  of  eacli  month, 
and  may  be  obtained,  free  of  charge,  at  their  ofHoes,  80,  CIieap^id«,  E.C.,. 
or  will  be  sent  by  post  in  return  for  two  stamps.— Pariioulari  for  inser- 
tion should  be  reoeired  not  later  than  fonr  diys  prerloos  to  the  end 
of  the  preceding  month. 

SLER-S  CRYSTAL  GLASS  CHANDELIERST 

TABLI  OUASi  or  AIL  glSIM, 

CKANDEUEUS  IN  BRONZE  AND  ORMOLU. 
Moderator  Lamps,  and  Lamps  for  India. 
LONDON— Show  Rooms,  *i,  OXF0RI>-STREET,  W. 
BIRMINGHAM— Mannfactory  and  Show  Booma,  Broad-atreet. 

A  STRINGENT    LOZENGES    OP    THE    RE& 

iX.    GUM  OF  AUSTRALIA.-For  Relaxed  Throat,  In  Bottles,  is. 

MDRIATE  OF  AMMONIA  LOZENGES. 

In  Bottles,  2a,    Useful  for  Bronohltis,  by  looeenlng  the  phlegm  and^ 

preTcntlng  rlolent  fits  of  conghing. 

P.  k  P.  W.  SQUIRE, 

Chemiats  on  the  EstabliahiDent  in  Ordinary  to 

THE  QUEEN. 

(Gantted  Augnst  8th,  1837— December  3lat,  1*67.) 

377,  OXFORD  STREET.  LONDON. 

ESTABLISHED  A.D.  1700. 

FURNISH    YOUR    HOUSE  at  DEANE'S. 
ILLUSTIUTED  CATALOGUE, 
With  Prkied  Famlahlng  List,  Gratis  and  Post  Free. 
DEANE'S— Celebrated  Table  Ontlery,  erery  Tariety  of  style  and  finish. 
DEANE'S — Electro- plated  Spoons  and  Forka,  best  manulsctare. 
DEANE'S— Eleetro-platad  Tea  tt  Coffee  Sets,  Liqnenr  Stands,  Cruets,  ke. 
DEANE'S— Dish  Corers  and  Hot  Water  Dishes,  Corers  In  Sets,  from  i8s.. 
DEANE'S— Papier-maohe  Tea  Trays,  in  Seta,  from  2ls., newest  patterns. 
DEANE'S— Bronzed  Tea  and  Oolfee  Uma,  itith  Patent  Improvements. 
DEANE'S  -Copper  and  Braaa  Gooda,  Kettlea,Stew and  Ptaaerring Pans. 
DEANE'S — Moderator  and  Rock  Oil  Lamps,  a  large  and  handaooiestock 
DEANE'S- Domestic  Baths  for  every  purpose.  Bathrooms  fitted  complete.. 
DEANE'S — Fenders  and  Fire-irona,  in  all  modem  and  approred  patterns, 
DEANE'S— Bedsteads,  In  Iron  and  Brass.    Bedding  of  superior  qnaliiy. 
DEANE'S— Register  Stores,  London-made  Kitcheners,  Rangea,  fee. 
DEANE'S— Cornices  and  Cornice  Poles,  a  great  Tariety  of  patterns. 
DKANE'S— Tin  and  Japan  Qoods,  Iron  Ware,  and  Culinary  Utensils. 
DEANE'S— Turnery,  Bmabea,  Mau,  Sec.,  atron^  and  aerrlceable. 
DEANE'S— Hortiealtnral  Tools,  Lawn  Mowers.  Garden  HoUera,  fce. 
DEANE'S— Gi>s  Chandeliers,  Newly  designed  Patterns. 

A  discount  ol  fire  per  cent,  for  casli  paymenta  of  £l  and  npwarda. 
UEANE  fc  Co.,  48  (King  (VillUmstreet),  LONDO!<-BRIDaE. 

A  SULPHUR  BAl'H  h  la  Turkey  in  your  own^ 
room  for  a  penny,  eqoal  to  what  you  maat  pay  in  London  Ss. 
for.  This  Tainable  preparation  is  distilled  from  tbe  fiunons  Sulphur 
Springs  of  Tivoll.  Italy,  celebrated  thruuihoat  the  world  for  their 
marrellooa  cores  of  all  SUn  Oisaaaea,  Paralyala,  Bhenmatlsm,  Indiges- 
tion, Nerroosness,  &c. 

The  Preparation,  or  the  Waters  It  la  obtained  fh>m  by  great  trouble 
and  expense,  have  never  been  known  to  fail  in  reliCTlng  aofferers  from, 
any  of  the  maladies  mentioned.  Persona  of  wealth  and  Inflnenee 
from  all  countries  daily  visit  these  waters,  and  derive  the  benefit  they 
desire. 

The  mannfacturera  of  thia  marvelloas  bat  traly  ganoine  arttele  have, 
however,  placed  tbe  same  benefits  before  the  million,  who  may  obcahi 
the  eame  relief  witliout  leaving  their  booses  or  going  to  any  expense.' 
The  celebrated  water  of  Tlvoli  can  be  naed  in  your  own  room  daily  in  a 
mora  effecttve  manner  than  by  bathing  in  tbe  waters,  by  adopting  the 
Tnrkiah  ayatam  with  the  Coaoastrawd  Essence.  It  Is  in  the  reach  of 
every  one,  for  the  cost  of  each  bath  la  only  one  penny.  A  common  size 
bath  and  to  follow  the  Inatmctiona  contained  in  each  parcel  are  the  only 
implenwots  reqnired.  Try  no  oomplicated  preparations  but  that  of 
Natare,  and  yoa  will  do  welL  A  qnantl^  snfflclent  for  60  baths  sent 
fbr  6s..  or  100  baths  for  8s.,  carriage  paid  direct  flrem  the  Sole  Con— 
algnaea  in  Oreat  Britain,  Jackson,  Belview,  ft  Co,  Central-ohambera, 
South'  Caatle^treet,  Liverpool,  or  moat  Chemlsta,  Manufactured  end 
prepared  by  Gniaeppe  Martino,  Rne  de  Babeno,  La  Cono,  Rome. 

BILLS  OF  COMPLAINT. 

BILLS   of  COMPLAINT,  5/6   per  page  for   20 
copies,  from  which  price  a  large  discount  will  be  allowed  if  cask 
ispoid  immediately  on  completion  of  order. 
Yatks  Sc  Alxxaxoxb,  Law  Printers,  Symonds-inn,  Chancery-Uue. 

PEINTINa  of  EVERY  DESCRIPTION,  Legal, 
Porliamentarr  and  Oeneral— Newspaper^  Books,  Pamphlets. 
Prospeotnses,   Circulars,    &c.— with   promptitude  and   at  moderate, 
charges,  by 
Tatxs  &  AxjaxAMDKit,  Symonds-inn  (and  Church-paaaage),  Ohaneerx* 
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BON"CS    YEAR— SPECIAL    NOTICE. 


Cltrical,  pe&al,  ^  General  fife  |issHrancc 


Q 


ANNUAL  INCOME,  ateadUy  increasing 
ASSURANCE  FUND,  g»felj  inyested  ... 


£230,355 
£1,707,769 


The  Ninth  BomuwOI  be  dtcUnd  in  Janini7,  I87S,  tnd  all  MTitb-Proflt  Policies  ia  force  on  30th  Jane,  1871,  will  pirticignt 
0  complete  iiicb  Anantnces  before  Jone  JOth  next  will  share  in  th«t  Dirlsion,  althoush  one  Premium  on  y  will  haTe  beeu  p».i 
Sesntt  and  Ba>  tnoe  Sheets,  For.aa  of  Proposal, and  etery  information  can  be  obtainrl  of 

GEORGE  CUTCLIFFE,  Aciciai  iio)  Sicstm 
13,  St.  JamesVsqiui 


i 


AW   FIRE  INSURANCE 

i  OtBces,  CJiancerjr-lane,  London. 

Sabsdibed  CapiUl,  £1,000,000. 


TRUSTEES. 
The  Biglit  Hon.  Lord  Ohelmsford, 
The  Right  Hon.  Lord  Truro. 
The  BiKht  Hon.  Lord  Broofftuiin. 
The  Blgbt  Hon.  Sir  WiUiam  Borlll ,  the  Lord  Chief  Justice  of  the 

Common  Pleas. 
The  Bl(bt  Hon.  The  Recorder  of  Lendon,  M.P. 
The  Right  Hon.  John  liobert  Uowbiay,  M.P. 
The  Hod.  the  Vice-Chancellor  Sir  Richard  Malins. 
Insnraaces  expiring  at  ;L.ady  Day  shoald  be  renewed  within  li  days 
thereafter,  at  the  Offlcei  of  the  Society,  or  with  any  of  its  Agrats 
tbronchon*.  the  country. 

GEORGE  WILUAH  BELL,  SecreurT. 


SOCIETT.     rpHE   NATIONAL  REVERSIOXA! 

I     X  MENT  COMPANY. 

{  Instituted  I83T,  for  the  Purchase  of  Absoluts  or  ConI 

:  Life  Intere^ts.  and  Policies  of  AssursRce  ( 

'  Ornca— 63,  OLD  BROAD  STREET,  LOKE 

JoBH  Pembertos  Heywood,  Esq..Chai 

CHABLCit  N.  Wilde,  E*q.,  Depnty-Cbs 

Solicitors — Messrs.  iLirrE,  IUh^sell  &  iLirrc 

Actuary— RoBnaT  Tdceix,  E*^ 

Forms  for  snbmitting  Proposals  for  Sale  ma;  I 

OfSces  of  the  Company, 

G.  A.  RESi 


LAW  UNION  FIRE  and  LIFE  INSURANCE 
COMPANY.  Chief  OBIce— 126,  Chancery-lane,  London,  W.C. 
Capital,  One  Million  Sterling,  fully  sabscribed  by  upwards  of  4M  share- 
liolders,  nearly  all  of  whom  are  members  of  the  legal  profession. 

Chairman— Sir  Wiluik  Kostes,  Bart.,  Korwlcb. 
Oepnty-Chairman— jAMis  Cdddoh,  Esq.,  liarrisier-at-L>w,  Goldsmith- 
building.  Temple. 
The  Capital  sabscribed  and  Funds  in  liand  amonnt  to  upwards  of 
jEI,SA0,0OO,  affording  unquestionable  seourity. 

The  Directora  invite  particular  attention  to  the  new  form  of  Life 
Policy,  which  is  free  from  all  eonditious. 

Tlia  Company  adrancea  Money  on  Mortgage  of  Life  Intereata  and 
Reversiona,  whether  alnolate  or  contingent. 
Froapectnaes  and  erery  infonnatioD,  sant,  poat  dree,  on  application  to 
FBAMK  MoOEDT,  Aetaaiy  and  SeoreUiy. 

J  GUARDIAN     FIRE     AND     LIFE      OFFICE. 

VT        Established  1621.    Sabscribed  Capital,  Two  MUlioos. 

II,  Lombard-street,  London,  E.G. 

DIRECTORS. 

CHAiaiuii— Frederick  H.  Janson,  Esq. 

Dmrrr-CBsiaiUK— James  Goodson,  Esq. 


Henry  Hnlse  Bereus,  Esq, 
Hy.  Bonbam-Carter,  Esq. 
Charles  Wm.  Curtis,  Esq. 
Charles  F.  Octbs,  Esq. 
Francis  Hart  Dylie,  Esq. 
Sir  W.  R.  Farquhar,  Bart. 
Aiban  G.  H.  Gibbs,  Esq. 
Archibald  Hamilton,  Esq. 
Thomson  Hankey,  Esq. 
Sksxtabt— Thos.  Tallemacb,  Esq, 


Richard  M.  Harrey,  Esq. 
J.  Q.  Hubbard,  Esq. 
O.  J.  Shaw  Leferre,  Esq.,  M.F. 
John  Martin,  Esq. 
Augustus  Prevost,  Esq. 
Abraham  J.  Bobarts,  Esq. 
WiUiam  Steren,  Esq. 
John  O.  Talbot,  E(q.,M.P. 
Henry  VIgne,  Esq. 
AcTVABT— Saml.  Brown,  Esq. 


N.B.— Fire  Policies  which  expire  at  Lady-day  must  be  renewed  at 
the  Head  OfBce,  or  with  the  ikgenis,  on  or  before  the  8th  of  April. 

Prospectus  and  Forms  of  Propoaal,  with  the  Actuary's  Valnation  and 
SUtemeKt  of  the  Assets  and  Uabilitiea  in  the  Ltfb  Branch,  fk-ee  on  ap- 
plication to  the  Company's  Agentr,  or  to  the  SecreUry. 

ROCK    LIFE   ASSURANCE    COMPANY. 
Established  a.d.  1806. 
No.  16,  Niw  BaisaE-graxxT,  BLacxFaiABS,  Loxnoii,  E.C. 

ACCUMULATED  FUND  more  than  THREE  MILLIONS  STERLING, 
inrested  in  Mongsges  on  Land,  and  other  first  class  Securities :— ' 
Stim  Assured— InclQsire  of  Bonos  additions — on  the 

iiOtll  August,  lues ; £5,380,750     8  11 

Eetimated  Liability  thereon  1,481,569    0    4 

Being  less  than  one-half  the  Fund  inrested. 
Total  amount  of  Bonus  Additions  made  to  Policies 3,895,069  19    9 

NON-FORFEITURE  OK  POLICIBS. 

Full  rewrved  values  of  Policies  allowed  for  surrender,  less  10  per 

cent,  only,  in  addition  to  the  ralne  of  any  Bonus  allotted  to  the  I'olicy. 

In  Clues  In  which  the  assnred  elect  to  talia  an  irredeemable  policy, 

free  from  all  future  ordinary  premiums,  in  ilea  of  the  sarrender  ralne 

in  cash,  no  deduction  whaterer  is  made. 

Policies  at  an  increase  of  36  per  cent,  on  the  premlnra,  oonTerliblo 
Into  policies  (n»  from  all  fSture  ordinary  premiums,  for  the  full  amonnt 
of  the  premiums  paid  at  the  period  of  conTorsion. 

Copies  of  the  Annual  Reports  anil  Balance  Sheeu,  as  well  as  of  the 
Farfodlcal  Valuation  Accounts,  Tables  ol  Kates,  and  every  information 
to  be  obtained  on  application. 

JOHN  RAYDKN.  Actuary. 
H.  W.  PORTER,  Sub-Actuary. 


LONDON  and  NORTH  WESTERN 
COMPANY. 
FOUR  PER  CENT.  PERPETUAL  DEBENTl 

The  Directors  ate  PREPARED  to  receive  APPL 
issue,  at  psr,  of  portions  of  the  Company's  FOUR 
PETUAL  DEBENTCHE  STOCK,  to  be  inscribed  oi 
Company  in  the  names  of  applicants  free  of  all  expf 

A  commis-lon  of  one-half  per  cent,  is  allowed  to  i 

The  stock  thus  raised  will  be  entitled  to  the  same  i 
property  and  income  of  the  Company  as  the  DtU 
rankinK  before  the  Company's  stock  and  share  ca 
nearly  forty  millions (£l»,0O0.O0O).  and  will  be  the  fli 
income  now  amonntiug  to  upwards  of  three  mllliot 
naally. 

Any  amount  of  stock,  not  being  a  fraction  of  a  p 
serilwd  for  and  transferred. 

Tlie  stamp  duty  on  transfers  of  this  stock  is  -s.  C 
nominal  amonnt  of  stock  conveyed,  a  duty  coEi'tiden 
payable  on  the  transfer  of  other  stocks  and  shares. 

The  intereat  will  commence  from  the  date  when  the 
the  Company's  credit,  and  will  be  paid  half-yearly,  o 
and  15lh  July. 

Forma  of  application  may  be  obuined  bv  letter  ad 
deraigned.  STEPHEN  t 

Enaton  Station. 


rpH 


E 


AGRA     BANK      (L 

Established  in  1833.— Capital.  £1,000; 
HEAD  OFFICE— NICHOLAS-LANE,  LOMBARO-S: 

bankebs. 
.Messrs.  QLVN,  MILLS.  CURBIE,  fc  Co.,  The  NAT 
SCOTLAND,  and  the  BANK  OF  ENGL 
BmawcBsa  in  Edinburgh,  Calcutta,  Bomt>ay,  Madras 
Lahore,  Shani^hai,  Hong  Kong. 
CnaaiNT  Accotmrs  are  kept  at  the  Head  Office 
tomary  with  London  bankers,  and  interest  allowe 
balance  does  not  fall  below  £100. 

Detosits  received  for  tized  periods  on  the  followtQf 
At  5  per  cent,  per  annum,  subject  to  IS  months'  noi 
At  4  ditto  ditto  6  ditt( 

At  8  ditto  ditto  3  ditti 

BiLU  Issued  at  the  current  exchange  of  the  day  on  i 
of  the  Bank  free  of  extra  charge ;  and  approved  bills 
for  collection. 

Sales  amu  Pobgbasxs  effected  in  British  and  fc 

East  India  Stock  and  loans,  and  the  safe  custody  of  tht 

Intereat  drawn,  and  ai-my,  navy,  and  civil  pay  and  i 

Every  ottier  description   of  banking    business    ai 

British  and  Indian,  ^rausactcd. ' 

J.  THOM 


LONDON  GAZETTE  (published  by  sathoritv)  an 

CODNTRV  ADVERTISEMENT  Of 

No.   I  IT,  CHANCERY    LANE,  FLEET    £ 

HENRY  GREEN  (many  yearswith  t 
Be3rtiell),  Advertisement  .\gent,  b^^:^  :o  dire< 
ttie  Legal  Profesaion  to  the  advant.ii.-e-i  of  Ins  lon^exi 
of  twenty-five  years,  iu  tiic  ;>pecial  insertion  of  all  pro 
and  hereby  solicits  their  eantinued  support.— N.B.  on< 
ment  only  required,  and  the  strictest  care  and  pr^ 
File  of  "  London  Oasette  "  kept  for  reference. 

MESSRS.  CADLE  &  BUBBS 
ESTATE  REGISTER  of  town  and  country  r« 
and  fishing  quarters,  can  be  obtained  on  t'lc  ist  of  < 
plication  at  the  West  llidland  and  South  iVales  bind 
Agency  Offices,  53,  Cbancery-lane,  London,  E.C- .  as 
Oloacester. 
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(  opt  of  thil  JOUBHAL  »nd  qf  th»  WSBKiT  BirOBTSB, 

i$timat  12,  Cook'i'tomrt,  C'arey-itrut,  W.C. 

I  Suittription  to  tht  SoMCiToW  JocavAL  tt—Toian,  28#. 
imtrp  28».;  mth  tht  W«klt  Rbpoiwer,  52».  Payment 
J  idtaiut  includes  DoubU  Numbtra  and  Pottage.  Sttbtcribtrt 
m  Imt  their  roUmei  bound  at  the  OJiet—ehth,  2».  6d., 

rifU«ealf,i<..«d.  

lUtin  inttndtdfvr  jmblieaHon  in  the  "Soltmtort'  Jowrnal 
mtbe  aahmttieated  by  the  mm*  vfih*  writer,  thtmgh  not 
ttmrily  fer  jmblieation. 

ft  ajieully  it  *xp*riented  in  procuring  tht  Jomnutl  tiith 
lularitf  ia  th*  Provineet,  it  it  reguttted  that  igipliiation  bo 
lie  dirttt  to  the  Publither. 


LONDON,  APRIL  8,  1871. 

♦ 

I  otTB  LATE  ABTICLB  on  recent  Stock  Ezohaog^  deci- 
I  we  mentioned  a  cms  of  Ordbb  t.  Miller  (sinoo 
rted  19  W.  B.  519}  before  Vioe-Chanoellor  Staart. 
in  be  aeen  from  the  report  that  it  was  a  claim  by  the 
or  of  shares  to  be  indemnified  against  calls  by  the 
idaat,  a  person  whose  name  had  been  famished  to 
on  k  ticket  in  the  nsual  way,  and  to  whom  he  had 
ited  a  transfer,  for  which  he  had  been  paid  by  the 
idsnt's  broker,  bnt  which  the  defendant  refased  to 
It.  The  ground  of  the  defendant's  refusal  to  accept 
laiufer  was,  that  he  had  instructed  his  broker  to 
bus  for  one  aoooant,  and  that  the  transaction  had 
in  some  way  carried  over,  and  his  name  famished 
s  eabseqaent  aocunnt  without  his  authority.  The 
s^Jhanoellor  decided  in  favour  of  the  plaintiff,  on  the 
ud  tliBt;  the  defendant  was,  as  between  himself  and 
fUintiff,  bonnd  by  whatever  his  broker  did,  whether 
Us  actual  authority  or  not.  This  decision  is  clearly 
iraiy  to  Maxtted  v.  Paine  (1st  action)  (L.  R.  4  Ex. 
•  cue  which  the  Vice-Chanoellor  says  was  a  different 
u  it  certainly  was  in  one  sense,  because  it  was  an 
B  agtinst  a  jobber. 

M  same  point,  however,  was  involved,  for  the  jobber 
beld  liable,  on  the  groand  that  the  nominee  mat  not 
I,  under  oircamstances  precisely  similar  to  those 
r  which  the  Vioe-Chancellor  held  that  the  nominee 
liable.  The  oases  are  therefore  at  variance,  and 
agh  Maxtted  v.  Paine  (Ist  action),  is  a  case  which, 
Xr.  Justice  Blackburn's  judgment  in  Maxtted  r. 
)  (2nd  action)  (19  W.  R.  541),  may  /be  looked 
with  some  snspioion,  yet  we  certainly  think  it  rests 
tronger  groonds  than  the  decision  in  Crahh  t. 
r.  The  Vice-Chancellor  appears  to  have  overlooked 
cdnt  that  for  the  plaintiff  to  succeed  on  the  groand 
in  defendant  had  given  apparent  authority  to  the 
r  to  do  what  he  did,  the  plaintiff  must  show  that 
Dfendant  held  out  the  broker  to  him  as  agent, 
most  ahow  it  by  some  farther  proof  than  that 
ling  from  the  mere  acts  of  the  broker  in  the 
nlar  transaction.  Thus,  if  the  plaintiff  knew 
e  broker  being  broker  for  the  defendant  on  other 
Ions,  or  even  if  he  knew  from  the  statements  of 
efendant  of  his  being  broker  for  the  defendant  in 
utioular  tiansaotions,  there  would  be  an  appearance 
ithority  to  do  all  acts  which  a  broker  generally 
If,  howerer,  as  appears  to  be  the  case,  the  plaintiff 
nothing  abont  the  defendant  having  given  any 
trity  at  all  to  the  broker,  except  from  the  brokers 
I  to  him,  through  other  persons,  the  name  of  the 
daot  as  a  peraon.  willing  to  take  a  transfer  of  the 
I  on  the  16  th  of  May,  then  there  was  no  apparent 
Sensible  authority  within  the  rule,  for  the  plaintiff's 
knowledge  was  gained  from  the  broker  doing  an 
rhich  he  never  was  authorised  to  do.  If  Orahb  v. 
ir  is  rig^t  it  would  appear  that  if  a  person  employs 
Dket  to  buy  Consols  or  other  stock  or  paid  up  shares 
rhtiA  no  liability  attaches,  he  might,  if  the  broker 


instead  were  to  buy  such  shares  ae  those  in  Overend  ft 
Gamey,  be  made  liable  to  indemnify  the  transferor. 
This  at  onoe  shows  that  it  cannot  be  Uiat  the  mere  em- 
ploymentof  abrokeron  the  Stock  Exchange  gives  apparent 
anUiorilgr  for  everything  which  he  may  do  as  such  broker. 
In  the  case  of  buying  shares  a  man  does  not  entrust  hia 
broker  with  any  documents  or  anything  in  the  nature 
of  a  credential  calculated  to  enable  tiie  broker  to 
pfresant  to  others  an  appearance  of  authority  greater  than 
he  has.  Craib  v.  Miller  oannot,  therefore,  be  regarded  ■■ 
a  satisfactory  decision.  It  may  be  that  the  defendant 
was  really  liable,  but  his  case  was  not  capable  of  being 
t>Toperly  disposed  of  in  the  summary  way  which  the 
Vice-Chancellor  adopted.  In  a  still  more  recent  oaae 
Penwick  v.  Suek,  decided  on  March  the  S4th  by  the 
Master  of  the  Rolls,  a  similar  point  was  raised.  There, 
however,  the  transaction  had  not  been  carried  over  to  a 
snbseqaent  account,  hut  there  bad  been  a  delay  of  foor 
days  only.  Moreover  the  defendant,  instead  of  repudiat- 
ing the  transfer,  kept  it  and  the  certificates  apparently 
without  objection  at  the  time.  He  was  therefore,  for 
obvious  reasons,  held  liable.  The  Master  of  the  RoH^ 
howevw,  appears  to  have  assente4jU>^e  proposition  that 
a  broker  could  not  bind  BTs'pi'lnoipal  to  tbird  parties  }ff 
carrying  over  without  authority,  at  all  events  nnlMI 
something  further  had  taken  place.  Thus,  it  seetas  that 
he  would  disapprove  of  the  decision  in  Crabb  r.  Miiltn, 
though,  of  course,  his  own  decision  waa  ^nite  coniistwit 
with  it. 

Thb  Gbutd  Jubt  lately  sitting  at  the  Central  Crimbud 
Court,'  impressed    with   their   uselessness,  expressed   a 
wish  for  their  own  destrnotion.     They  made  a  present- 
ment to  the  eOeot  that  "  in  our  opinion  the  office  we  hare 
been  called  npon  to  ocoapy  is  useless,    and  ought  as 
speedily  as  possible  to  be  abolished.    We  consider  that 
the  ends  of  justice  sire  not  served  by  the  presentation  of 
indictments  before  us,  after  the  decision  of  the  magis- 
trates who  have  had  the  advantage  in  the  hearing  of  each 
case  of  the  legal  assistance  engaged  by  both  parties.    The 
evidence  adduced  ia  all  the  cases  shows  how  carefully  the 
matters  are  investigated,  and  the  necessary  endorsement 
of  a  grand  jury  under   the  present  system   appears  to 
involve  a  reflection   on  the  decision  of  the  magistrates, 
and  a  useless  sacrifice  of  valuable  time  on  the  part  of  the 
jniymen.     We,  tlierefore,  beg  reapeotf  ally  to  express  onr 
hope  that  steps  may  speedily  be  taJcen  to  abolish  altogether 
the  said  office.''    'There  can  t>e  very  little  doubt  that  when 
a  case  has  once  been  investigated  by  a  qualified  magis- 
trate, a  second  preliminary  examination  before  a  grand 
jury  is  not  much  better  than  a  waste  of  titre.    And  it 
probably  rarely  happens  in  oases   coming  before    the 
Central  Criminal  Court  that  an  innocent  man  is  com- 
mitted for  trial  through  any  incompetence  or  default  on 
the  part  of  the  committing  magistrate.    It  will  easily 
be  conceived  too  by  any   one   who  read  the  evidence 
taken  before  the  House  of  Commons  Select  Committee  on 
juries,  two  or  three  years  ago,  as  to  the  constitution 
of  Ijondon  grand  juries,  that  their  investigation  of  the 
charges  brought  before  them  has  not  always  been  of  the 
most    searching   or    intelligent    nature.      But    though 
we    are    not    disposed    to    quarrel    with    the    general 
estimate  which  the  late  grand  jury  form  of  the  valne 
of  their  own   services  in  reviewing   the  decisions    o^ 
magistrates,  and  though  we  quite  sympathise  in  their 
complaint  of  the  loss  of  time  which  they  have  themselves 
to  incur,  it  does  not  follow  that  the  case  is  to  be  met  by 
the  pure  and  simple  abolition  of  the  grand  jury  withont 
either  qualification  or  the  provision  of  a  substitute.     It 
must  be  remembered  that,  notwithstanding  the  Vexatious 
Indictments  Act,  indictments  may  still  in  many  oases  be 
preferred  without  any  preliminary  investigation  before  a 
magistrate.     There  are  many  offenoes,  for  instance,  to 
which  the  Act  does  not  apply  at  all.  and  of  which  an 
accusation  may  be  brought  without  any  previous  investi- 
gation t  and  An  such  oases  it  would,  we  think,  be  very 
nndesiraUe  that  a  prosecutor  should  be  able  to  call  upon 
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an  a'lcased  person  to  stand  his  trial  before  a  petty  jory 
'wlthonr,  aome  prerious  security  that  there  is  at  least  a 
prima  faeie  case  against  him.  Again,  prisoners  may  be 
and  are  committed  for  trial  on  the  verdict  of  •  coroner's 
jary.  And,  aasnming  a  coroner  and  his  joiy  to  be  as 
fiti  A  tribnnal  for  investigating  charges  of  crime  as  a 
uisgiscrate,  it  most  be  remembered  that  the  object  and 
charac'er  of  the  magistrate's  inquiry  and  the  coroner's 
are  wholly  different.  The  magistrate  examines  directly 
the  very  question  which  has  afterwards  to  be  tried  by 
the  petty  jury — the  guilt  or  innocence  of  the  accused 
person.  The  coroner  inquires  generally  into  the 
cau.ie  of  ilnath  of  the  person  on  whom  the  inqnest  is 
held;  tlie  question  of  gnilt  or  innocence  in  any  particular 
person  ariiie«  only  incidentally,  and  the  inquiry  into  the 
latter  question  is  oondnoted  under  manifest  disadvan- 
tBge!>.  In  case  of  a  oommittal  on  the  verdicc  of  a  ooro- 
ner's  jary  it  is  very  desirable  that  some  further  preliminary 
inquiry  should  intervene  before  the  accused  is  put  upon 
his  trial ;  and  other  examples  might  easily  be  cited  in 
which  something  of  the  kind  is  equally  desirable.  While 
therefore  we  in  the  main  agree  with  the  London  grand 
jury  in  their  complaints  of  the  existing  system,  we 
cannot  think  that  the  simple  abolition  of  grand  juries  is 
the  true  remedy.  The  grand  jury,  ai  at  present  consti- 
tuted, may  not  be  the  best  tribunal  for  the  purpose 
required  ;  but  that  in  many  classes  of  cases  such  work  as 
grand  juries  now  do  ought  to  be  done  by  some  tribunal 
we  cannot  doubt. 


form  or  other  a  hint  of  what  they  mean.  0 
pression  is  that  the  word  as  generally  used  me 
more  than  very  improper. 


The  ill  besults  of  the  ambiguous  use  of  legal  or 
semi-legal  terms  are  without  end.  But  there  is  hardly 
any  word  of  this  class  so  grievoosly  abused,  or  with  such 
'iooouvenient  oonKequenoes,  as  tbe  word  "  oonstitntiooal." 
For  instance,  Serjeant  Simon,  Mr.  T.  Chambers,  and  a 
number  of  other  gentlemen  are  of  opinion  that  it  is 
dreadfully  unoonstitational  for  the  House  of  Iiords  to 
continue  to  reject  a  measure  after  it  has  been  several 
times  approved  by  the  House  of  Commons.  Mr.  Charley 
thinks  it  quite  as  unconstitutional  for  members  of  the 
House  of  Commons  to  attack  the  House  of  Lords  for  doing 
EO.  But  what  does  the  word  oonstitntional  mean  when  su 
applied  ?  In  America  the  constitution  is  a  tangible 
thing,  a  document ;  and  the  question  of  constitutional 
or  unconstitutional  is  a  simple  question  of  the  oonstruo- 
tion  of  that  document.  In  England  the  same  terms  are 
sometimes  used  in  a  sense  equally  specific.  Constitu- 
tional sometimes  means  contrary  to  positive  law,  that 
branch  of  the  law  which  defines  the  powers  of  the  Sove- 
reign, of  the  exeontive  government,  and  so  on.  It  is  in 
this  sense  that  it  would  be  nnoonstitutional  for  the 
Crown  to  attempt  to  levy  taxes  without  the  assent  of 
Parliament.  Secondly,  the  word  constitutional  is  some- 
times used  with  reference  not  to  any  rule  of  law  in 
tbe  strict  sense  of  the  term,  bnt  to  rales  and 
doctrines  lying  beyond  the  range  of  law  proper, 
the  roles  which  define  the  peculiar  righta  and  privileges 
of  the  component  parte  of  the  Legislature.  It  is  in  this 
sense  that  it  would  be  called  unconstitutional  for  the 
House  of  Lords  to  originate  a  money  bill,  or  for  the 
Queen's  ministers  to  dissolve  Parliament  except  nnder 
oertaiti  circumstances.  Thirdly,  the  word  unoonstita- 
tional is  sometimes  used  to  describe  anything  which  is 
inconsistent  with  those  existing  rules  of  law,  relating 
to  subjects  of  general  concern,  to  which  the  person  using 
the  term  attaches  special  sanctity.  It  is  in  this  sense 
that  laws  duly  passed  are  sometimes  called  anoonstitu- 
tional  i  that  one  class  of  politioal  thinkers  would  call 
tbe  suspension  of  the  Habeas  Corpus  Act  nnoonstitu- 
tional, while  another  class  would  say  the  same  of  the 
Disestablishment  of  the  Irish  Church.  In  these  three 
senses  at  least,  totally  distinct  from  one  another,  and  pos- 
sibly in  other  senses  too,  the  words  constitutional  and  un- 
constitutional are  used.  Surely  it  is  not  too  maoh  to  ex- 
pect that  at  any  rate  those  who  place  solemn  resolutions 
on  the  papers  of  the  House  of  Commons  to  the  effect  that 
this  or  that  is  unoonstitational,  shonid  gira  ns  in  some 


NOTICE  BY  POST. 


The  recent  decision  of  the  Master  of  the  B 

path's  eate  (19  W.  B.  219,  L.  B.  11  Eq.87)t 

posting  of  a  letter  of  allotment  of  shares  i 

to  an  applicant  at  the  proper  address  is  not 

munication  of  the  allotment  as  to  bind  the  i 

duoas  OS  to  offer  a  few  remarks  on  the  SQbje< 

by  post  "  generally,  believing  as  we  do  that 

prehension  exists  as  to  what  the  law  is  npot 

owing  to  the  misleading  ohsraoter  of  the 

Sunlopr.  Higgim  (1  H.  L.  381),',which  is  thi 

In  Sunlop  r.  Biggint  it  was  laid  down  by 

Lords  that  if,  by  some  casualty  in  tbe  Post  OC 

accepting  an  offer  of  sale  does  not  arrive  i 

after  the  day  on  which,  in  the  usual  coarse  i 

meat,  It  ought  to  have  arrived,  the  acceptai 

the  posting  of  the  letter,  and  the  party  ma 

cannot  retract  it  and  repudiate  the  contra 

has  not  received  the  acceptance  by  return 

headnote,    however,  which  appears    to    i 

reotly  enough  the  language  of  Lord  Cot 

follows:— "A  oontract  is  accepted   by  the 

letter  declaring  its    acceptance."       This 

enough  where  there  is  delay  in  the  deliver; 

a  correct  statement  of  the  law  if  the  lette 

livered  ?     Let  us  now  proceed  to  SeidpatK 

The  cases  esteblish  that  unless  and  until 

is  communicated  to  the  applicant   for  sh 

constituted  a  member  of  the  company   {G 

W.  B.  97;  Rohinton't  eau,  17  W.  R.  454). 

for  and  allotments  of  shares  must  be  trei 

same  principles  as  ordinary  contracts  betwe 

(.Hebb't  eate,  16  W.  B.  754),  and  it   is  a  se 

a  contract  is  not  binding  until  the  party  v 

the  proposal  receives  from  the  other  party  i 

latter  has  aocepted  it  (,RoutUdge  v.   Oratit, 

In  Reidpath'i  can  there  was  an  applit 

an    allotment  of    shares,    but  the    letter 

though  correctly  addressed,  never  reach& 

who,  in  oonsequenoe,  had  no  notice  of  the 

least  until  long  after  the  winding:  up. 

circumttances  the  liquidator  contended  thi 

the    latter    of     allotment    wa')     eqaivale 

of    allotment,    so    as   to    render   Reidpal 

of  the  company.    The  liquidator  seems 

on    Dunlop    ▼.    Higgint   (1    H.     L.    38 

was    held     that    a    contract     for     the 

goods  was  complete  so  soon  as  the  letter, 

offer,  was  posted,  on  the  ground  that  the  1 

the  common  agent  of  both  parties.      Dun 

only  decides  that  where  an  offer  is   acc( 

the  acceptance  dates  from  the  posting  of  t 

not  from  the  delivery,  where  the  delivery 

any  casualty  in  the  Post-oflSce  (see  Duncm 

C.  B.  225),  yet  the  decision  seems  based  o 

principle  that  where  a  party  has  to  commi 

ceptance  of  an  offer  in  order  to  bind  tbe 

clinched  the  bargain  when  he  posts  his  letter 

which  would  include   a   case   like   Reidpa 

Jteidpath't  cate  the  post  failed  to  an  extei 

not  have  been  contemplated  in  Dunlop  r. 

letter  was  miscarried  altogether;  and  Lord 

that  he  was  not  bound  to  presume  that  tli 

lotment  reached  Beidpath,  in   the  face  of 

never  did.     There  seems  some  little  conSicI 

decision  and  the  principle  enanciatedioZ'ui 

But  this  conflict  ceases  if  we  choose  to  cot 

truth  of  the  proposition  laid  down  by  L< 

in  general  terms — viz.,  that  a  contract  i'j  at 

posting  of  a  letter  declaring  its   acceptani 

application  of  it  to  the  particalar  subject  ni 

ration  in  JDuniop  t.  Higgint,  which  was  a 
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It  it  be  the  praotioe  of  merohants  to  regard  the  post  tta 
the  proper  mediom  of  oommuDioation,  tbea  the  decision 
in  Dunlop  T.  Higgiai  is  ooasistent  with  Iiord  Bomilly'a 
deoiiioa,  becaow,  if  the  usage  of  trade  be  to  accept  aa 
offer  b;  means  of  the  post,  and  the  party  accepting  the 
offer  pats  bis  letter  into  the  post  on  the  correct  day,  he 
hii  done  eTerjthiog  he  was  boand  to  do  (1  H.  L.  Cas. 
398).     The  cases  in  which  it  has  been  held  that  notice 
of  dishononr  is  properly  given  if  the  letter  is  posted,  and 
not  tstnroed  by  the  Post>ofSoe  to  the  sender,  seem  to 
depend  on  a  similar  rule — i.e.,  that  sach  is  the  proper 
my  to  give  notioe  of  dishonour  by  the  oastom  of  mer- 
ebanto  (Staehm  t.  CtUim,  7  M.  &  W.  515).      But  in  the 
abtence  of  any  onstom  as  to  notioe  by  post,  thoogh  in 
general  it  will  be  preaamed  that  the  Post-office,  as  a  de- 
partment of  State,  has  done  its  daty,  yet  this  presamp- 
tioa  will  not,  according  to  Reidpath't  can,  be  suffered  to 
ogtweigh  the  oath  of  the  person  who  says  he  never  re- 
ceired  the  letters. 

There  is  certainly  a  difference  between  holding  a  posted 
aoceptanoe  delayed  in  the  poet  to  date  from  the  time  when 
ii  ongbt  to  hare  been  received,  and  holding  a  posted  ao- 
eeptanoe  which  never  was  delivered  at  all  to  take  effect  in 
the  same  manner,  thongh  the  principle  laid  down  in  Dun' 
Up  T.  Hiffins  may  seem  to  cover  both  oases.  Where  a 
kuer  arrives  late,  it  is  easily  shown  that  the  sender  did 
pott  it  when  he  says,  bat  if  it  were  an  established  rule  that 
all  lettera  of  allotment  bind  from  the  date  of  their  posting 
{K^ltker  delivered  or  no)  a  wide  door  would  be  opened  to 
Inad,snd  joint-stock  enterprise  is  not  of  such  scrupulous 
Doralicy  that  we  can  affocd  to  trust  it  with  opportunities 
ol  fraad.  Assaming  that  Lord  Bomilly's  decision  stands, 
*e  tike  it  that  if  the  letter  of  allotment  is  mereli/  delayed 
K<kep«$t  it  binds  the  applicant  from  the  time  of  posting 
—lA after  that  time  he  cannot  retract. 

la  a  itill  later  oase  (,  Srituh  and  American  Telegraph 
CiV*V  V.  CiiUoti,  Ii.  B.  6  Ex.  108),  the  facts  of  which 
•<•.  for  our  present  purpose,  identical  with  those  in 
Si-iJfttk'ieaie,  the  Court  of  Exchequer  came  to  the  same 
ent^oiion  as  the  Master  of  the  Bolls.  In  the  words  of 
te  Chief  Baroo,  "  if  one  person  p. eposes  to  another,  by  a 
Jester  through  the  post,  to  enter  into  a  ooiitraot  for  the 
•ale  or  purchase  of  things,  and  the  proposal  is  accepted 
^  tetter,  and  the  letter  put  into  the  post,  the  party 
kariog  proposed  the  contract  is  not  bound  by  the  aooep- 
Uoce  of  it  until  the  letier  of  acceptance  is  delivered  to 
Uffl  or  otherwise  brought  to  hia  knowledge,  unless  (in 
Kune  cases)  where  the  non-receipt  of  the  acoeptance  is 
owing  to  his  own  act  or  default."  This  expresses  what 
te  take  to  be  the  general  role.  The  mere  posting  of  a 
ktter  which  is  never  delivered  at  all  cannot  be  equivalent 
b  the  delivery  of  such  letter  to  the  party  addressed,  un- 
bu  there  be  seme  usage  or  agreement  that  the  mere 
^ting  shall  suffice.  As  to  the  case  of  notice  of  dis- 
knxiar  adverted  to  above,  it  is  the  practice  to  put 
■Dticesof  dishonoar  into  the  post ;  and  when  that  is  done 
■d  the  letter,  by  the  mistake  of  the  officials,  never 
taehes  ita  destination,  the  party  who  posts  it  does  not 
Mer ;  be  baa  done  all  that  is  usual  and  necessary,  and 
Im  not  guarantee  the .  correctness  of  the  Post  Office 
Uivery  {Woodcock  v.  Himldmorth.  16  M.  &  W.  124). 
^  who  ever  beard  of  a  practice  or  usage  to  send  notices 
I  allotment  by  poet  ? 

iTb«  oironmstanoe  that  no  payment  was  required  on 
piication  for  shares  rendered  JttidpatA'*  oa$«  possible, 
pe  question  in  £bbeU't  eaee  on  appeal  (18  W.  B.  202, 
^S.  6Ch.  302),  and  in  nnueane't  ease  (17  W.  B.  813), 
■■  whether  (he  Applicant's  denial  that  he  received  notice 
(■ilotaant  was  to  be  believed.  It  is  a  common  stipn- 
IImi  is  articles  of  association,  the  rules  of  olubs,  &o.. 
■tio  pioring  aerrice  of  any  notioe  it  shall  be  sufficient 
'Veva  that  th«  letter  was  properly  addressed  and  put 
■>  (he  post  office  (uo  the  Companies  Act,  1862,  e.  63, 

tUw  Sndowed  SohooU  Aot,  1869,  s.  67),  bnt  the 
t  «f  aiMdi  pxoTisions  is  merely  to  render  it  nnneoes- 
nr  is  pcova  deli*ery,  which,  except  in  the  oase  of  a 
"^ '     '  fatter,  ia  not  always  possible.    We  all  know 


that  almost  all  lettera  go  where  they  are  sent,  bitt  how 
was  the  Court  to  hold  that  every  letter  sent  by  post  is 
delivered  where  it  is  addressed  ?  Yet  this  would  have 
been  the  logical  consequence  of  a  decision  in  favour  of 
the  liquidator  in  Reidpath's  oate.  As  a  matter  of  fact, 
every  letter  that  is  not  delivered  in  the  usual  course  of 
the  post  is  either  delayed  in  transmission  by  accident  or 
otherwise,  or  is  lost  and  is  not  delivered  at  all. 

The  conclusion  we  venture  to  submit  is  that  Dunlop 
T.  Biggin;  so  far  as  it  establishes  a  general  rule,  applies 
only  where  the  letter  is  delayed  in  transmission,  and 
that  where  the  letter  is  never  delivered  at  all,  or,  as  in 
Brituk  and  American  Telegraph  Company  ▼.  Culton,  not 
delivered  within  a  reasonable  time,  the  person  to  whom 
it  was  addressed  is  not  bound,  unless  in  cases  where  the 
mere  posting,  by  stipulation  or  usage,  or  express  euaot- 
ment,  is  rendered  sufficient. 


POOB  LAW  OP   1870. 
No.  2. 

W£  now  pass  to  the  cases  connected  with  removal. 
The  law  of  settlement  by  payment  of  parochial  taxes 
varied  from  time  to  time  till,  in  1825,  it  was  provided 
that  euch  settlement  should  only  be  gained  by  paying 
"  parochial  rates  "  for  a  tenement  under  certain  condi- 
tions (6  Geo.  4,  o.  57,  s.  2) ;  and  the  words  "  paroobial 
rates  "  were  declared  to  be  equivalent  to  the  words  "  the 
public  taxes  or  levies  of  the  said  town  or  parish"  in  8  W. 
&  M.  c.  1 1 ,  s.  5.  Probably  this  latter  expression  was  origi- 
nally intended  to  apply  only  to  the  payment  of  paroohial 
taxes  strictly  so  called,whiob  payment  would  give  abundant) 
notice  to  the  parish  authorities  who  collected  the  money 
that  the  pernons  paying  were  permanently  resident  within 
their  juiisdiotiou.  But  it  was  long  ago  held  that  there 
was  as  equivalent  notoriety  of  inhabitancy  in  the  oase 
ot  the  payment  of  land  tax,  although  that  was  an  impe- 
rial and  not  a  parochial  tax,  and  consequently,  though 
levied  for  eaoh  parish,  was  not  collected  by  the  parish 
officers.  And  so  in  1867  it  was  held  that  the  payment 
of  property  tax  under  schedule  A.  had  the  same  effect, 
and  might  similarly  confer  the  nettlement  in  question. 
In  R.  V.  The  Union  of  Reeter  (18  W.  R.  997),  a  local 
Act  authorised  commissioners  to  levy  a  paving  and 
lighting  rate  in  Exeter,  and  under  it  they  might  require 
two  inhabitantii  of  each  parish  in  the  city  to  make  the 
rate,  and  might  appoint  (not  that  they  ''  were  to  appoint," 
OS  the  headnota  of  the  oase  in  L.  B.  5  Q.  B.  371,  has  it) 
the  parish  officers  of  eaoh  parish  to  ooUeot  it.  The 
oommissionera  thus  could  make  the  tax  a  paroohial  one, 
and  in  the  oase  in  question  they  had  done  so,  thoogh  i6 
was  not  collected  by  the  parish  officers.  The  Court  of 
Queen's  Bench  held  that  this  tax,  levied  as  it  was  in  eaoh 
parish,  had  a  sufficient  element  of  publicity  to  put  it  on 
the  same  footing  as  the  land  tax.  Indeed  it  is  not  easy 
to  see  what  tax  might  not  be  "  a  public  tax  of  the  parish  " 
within  the  Act  of  William  k.  Mary  now  that  the  land  tax 
precedent  has  been  so  often  acted  on  %  and  at  this  time 
of  day  it  would,  of  course,  be  impossible  to  get  rid  of 
that  precedent  in  the  Queen's  Bench,  whether  the  oase 
was  originally  well  decided  or  not. 

The  remaining  oases  all  torn  on  irremovability,  a 
statns  not  long  ago  only  to  be  acquired  by  five  years'  resi- 
dence in  a  parish,  but  now  made  to  depend  simply  on 
one  year's  residence  in  a  union;  in  fact,  it  is  now  so 
easily  acquired  that  removal  cases  have  happily  beooma 
not  very  common.  The  requisite  residence  must,  how- 
ever, be  continuous,  and  after  it  has  been  completed,  the 
irremovability  may  still  be  lost  by  the  person  volnntarily 
going  to  live  elsewhere.  But  a  lunatic  cannot  be  said 
voluntarily  to  do  anything,  and  therefore  (in  Beg.  v.  The 
Whithy  Union,  18  W.  B.  785)  it  was  held  that  there  was 
no  break  of  residence  where  a  woman  had  aoquired  ir- 
removability, and  afterwards  became  insane,  and,  in  that 
state,  was  removed  from  where  she  lived  to  another, 
union,  and  ultimately  lo  a  luoatio  asylum.  At  the  nam* 
time,  it  mast  not  be  supposed  that  a  lonatic  .can  nerer 
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loM  the  Rtettw  of  irremoT»biKtj  thct  attaeb«d  to  him 
when  he  became  loDatio  ;  for  it  mig^ht  be  held  that  his 
oommittee,  or,  if  the  Court  of  Chanoery  had  not  inter' 
fared,  perhaps  some  one  under  whose  oare  he  was,  might 
after  a  time  ezeroise  a  ohoioe  for  him.  Bat  even  Tolnn- 
tarily  goings  to  live  elsewhere  will  not  affect  the  status 
if  there  is  an  intention  to  retom  ;  and  so  (in  Reg.  y.  The 
Abingdon  Union.  18  W.  B.  981)  it  was  held  that  an 
illegitimate  son  who,  after  living  some  years  with  his 
mother,  went  to  an  institution  for  the  blind,  and  was 
maintained  solely  out  of  its  funds,  but  who,  in  his  holi- 
days, went  back  to  his  mother,  and  was  then  maintained 
by  her,  hsd  not  lost  bis  irremorability  from  the  place  of 
her  residence.  It  is  true  that  at  the  age  of  1 6,  when  he 
ceased  to  follow  his  mother's  settlement,  he  could  have 
chosen  his  own  residenoe,  and  he  did  remain  at  the  insti- 
tution till  21 ;  but  he  still  spent  his  annual  holidsys  with 
her,  and  at  21  returned  to  lier,  ao  that  in  contemplation 
of  law  he  had  never  ceased  to  be  resident  with  her. 

By  marriage  the  wife  immediately  acquires  the  set- 
tlement of  her  husband,  and  follows  it,  i.  c,  every  fresh 
settlement  he  gains  in  his  own  right  attaches  to  her. 
But  if  the  huKband  has  no  settlement,  which  is  often  the 
case  with  soldiers  and  sailors  as  well  as  foreigners,  she 
retains  her  ma'den  settlement  :  and  it  would  seem  that 
in  such  cage  the  wife's  status  ought  not  to  be  extin- 
guished, and  that,  as  bet  husband  has  no  settlement  for 
her  to  be  removed  to,  the  mere  fact  of  her  marriage  ought 
not  to  deprive  her  of  an  irremovability  previously  no- 
quired.  In  Brg.  v.  ,St.  Oforge'i  in  the  Eatt,  1 8  W.  B. 
787,  the  husband  lived  with  bis  wife  for  less  than  a  year 
at  a  place  from  which  she  had  become  irremovable  be- 
fore marriage,  and  then  wont  to  sea,  in  his  calling  as  a 
aailor,  intending  to  return.  The  principle  of  the  com- 
mon law  always  was  that  husband  and  wife  should  not 
be  separated,  and  the  Lef^islature  in  11  &  ]2  Vict.  c.  3, 
B.  I,  undertook  apparently  to  fortify  this  principle  with 
their  express  sanction  in  removal  law,  but  did  it  in  what 
Blackbnrn,  J.,  stigmatized  as  a  language  calculated  to 
conceal  their  intention."  However,  notwithstanding  the 
difficulty  caused  by  the  involved  wording  of  the  Act,  the 
Court  held,  iu  accordance  with  humanity  and  common 
sense,  that  the  woman  was  not  removable  daring  her 
husband's  absence,  and  it  is  to  bo  hoped  that  the  roving 
tar  found  his  wife  on  his  return  safe  where  he  had  left 
her.  Where,  however,  a  wife  has  acquired  no  status  of 
irremovability  before  marrisge  it  U  otherwise  ;  and  in 
Seg.  V.  The  Kingston  Union,  18  W.  B.  133,  the  Court 
determined  that  where  a  woman  so  circimftanoed  had 
married  a  soldier  without  a  settlement  she  did  not 
become  irremovable  by  residence  during  his  absence 
.  with  his  regiment,  for  after  her  marriage  her  status 
depended  on  that  of  the  hea-t  of  the  family — viz.,  the 
hiuband.  When  however  the  husband  not  merely  is 
absent  from,  but  has  actually  deserted,  his  wife,  a  different 
aet  of  considerations  arises  ;  and  accordingly  it  is  pro- 
vided by  24  &  26  Vict.  c.  55,  s.  3,  that  under  such  cir- 
cnmstancea  she  may  acquire  irremovability  as  if  she  were 
a  widow.  In  Reg.  v  St.  Mary  Itlington  ( 18  W.  B.  923), 
[«(&  nomine  Reg.  t^St.  Mary  Itlington)  v.  King$ton  Unioni 
the  husband  had  left  his  wife  under  circumstances  which 
would  constitute  desertion  ;  and  it  was  held  that  the  mere 
fact  of  his  paying  a  weekly  sum  for  her  maintenance  to 
avoid  legal  proceedings  threatened  by  the  parish  which 
had  to  maintain  her — in  fact  to  avoid  being  treated  as  a 
logne  and  vagabond — made  no  difference.  •  Unfortunately 
however  the  deserted  wife  oould  not  during  her  husband's 
life  become  the  head  of  the  family,  and  therefore  she  was 
Mparated  from  an  nnemanoipated  daughter  who 
was  living  with  her,  and  who  followed  her 
father's  settlement.  The  Legislature,  which  has  already 
made  desertion  equivalent  to  widowhood,  might  well,  we 
think,  go  a  step  further,  and  vest  somewhere  a  discre- 
tionary power  of  tneating  the  deserted  wife  in  such  a 
oua  as  the  above  as  the  head  of  the  family.  In  the  ease 
i)t  Irish  paupers  it  has  provided  that  an  Irishwoman 
dewrted   by  her  husband,  also  Irish,  shall  not  be  sent 


bade  to  Ireland  without  him  (iVor  X«»  Cna 
Ireland  v.  Uterpool,  18  W.  E.  876). 

The  only  two  Acts  of  last  session  on  poor- 
are  SS  k  84  Vict.  eo.  18  and  48.  Os  the 
which  provides  that  the  maintenance  of  the 
in  the  metropolis  over  sixteen  shall  be  chai 
Metropolitan  Common  Poor  Fund,  we  comn 
S.  J..  889.  The  other  Act,  o.  48,  simply  et 
Po3r-Law  Board  to  define  the  cases  in  whic 
may  pay  the  expenses  of  conveying  paapeis. 


•         RECENT  DECISIONS. 

COSIMON  LAW. 
Liability  of  Peiscipal,  Diaobosco  but  I 
THE  Contract — Bleotios— Admlssibil: 

En  DENCE. 

Calder  Y.  Dobell,  C.P.,  19  W.  R.  4 

This  case,  although  it  was  decided  on  a  i 
rule  ntjrt,  involved  some  qaestions  of  considi 
and  of  comparative  novelty  upon  the  law 
and  agent, the  most  important  of  which  re 
we  believe,  not  upon  any  actual  decision, 
single  diotum  of  Lord  Teaterden,  which  wa 
trary  to  to  the  dicta  of  other  judges,  i 
posed  to  make  a  contract  with  the  plaintiff, 
to  deal  with  him.  The  broker  then  menti 
defendant  was  his  principal,  and  the  plain 
sen  ted  to  deal.  A  contract  was  entered  i 
the  broker's  name  appeared  a^  principal,  at 
dant  was  not  named.  The  defendan  t  setlln 
tion  in  account  with  the  broker  (this,  how 
to  have  been  done  before  the  proper  time 
the  plaintiff  did  several  acts,  showing-  t 
considered  the  broker  liabU  to  him  apnn 
bat  he  did  nothing  to  show  that  he  did  not 
the  defendant  liable  also  if  he  could  do  so 
refused  to  disturb  a  verdict  for  the  plaii 
contended  on  behalf  of  the  defendant  that  i 
was  notadmi^tsible  to  oharge  him  under  the 
on  this  point  HiggiM  v.  Senior  (8  M.  x 
conclusive.  The  proposition  of  the  greate 
which  was  laid  down  definitely  by 
was,  that  on  such  a  contract  in  order 
the  principal  it  must  be  shown  thnt  the 
cepted  exrliiiirely  in  bis  place,  and  that 
having  a  right"  of  election  between  the 
the  principal,  did  not  necessarily  exerci* 
so  as  to  discharge  the  principal  by  act-i  done 
he  knew  who  the  principal  was,  showing  ar 
treat  the  agent  as  liable.  This  amounts,  < 
decision  that  h?  might  hold  both  liable  at  t' 
It  is  interesting  to  notice  the  growtli  of  o; 
question.  In  Patemna  -r.  Gandatrqui,  2  S 
the  plaintiff  sold  goods  to  L.  Ic  Co.  for  the  d 
he  clearly  treated  L.  &  Co.  a;i  liable  to  him  i 
stance,  and  in  all  the  writings  relating  tc 
L.  Ic  Co.'s  name  only  appeared.  Lord  Hller 
menced  bis  judgment  by  saying  "  The  Coat 
least  donbt  that  if  it  distinctly  appeared  t1 
dant  was  the  person  on  whose  account  tl 
bought,  and  that  the  plaintiffs  knew  th 
time  of  the  sale  there  would  not  be  the  ' 
for  charging  the  defendant  in  this  action. 
whether  that  does  appear."  Afterivards 
law  has  been  settled  that  an  unknown  p 
discovered  is  liable  on  the  contracts  which  h 
for  him,  but  that  must  be  taken  with  som 
and  a  party  may  preclude  himself  froi 
over  against  the  principal  by  knowii 
the  agent  his  debtor."  In  the  same  caj 
•ays:  "  I  agree  that  where  the  seller  kn 
oipal  at  the  time,  and  yet  elects  to  g 
the  agent,  he  must  be  taken  to  have  a 
right  to    resort   to    the    principal,  and    i 
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vud>  obargs  him."  AdtUtan  r.  GandoMQHi  ifmaofa  to 
tluisneeSeot;  aad,  thoa|rh  titere  i6  no  dUtinot  stkte- 
atat  npoa  the  point,  yet  the  report  oleuly  shows  that 
tite  jaigta  there  did  aot  think  that  tiie  teller  ooald  hold 
both  the  ageat  and  the  prinoipal  IlaMe  at  the  same  time. 
In  Tkomp$on  T.  Davenport,  Patteaon,  arf^ing'  for  tlie 
pUistiS,  admits  that  "  it  is  ondonbtedly  established  by 
the  oaies  that  if  the  seller  knows  that  thero  is  a  prin- 
cipal, and  also  who  that  principal  is,  and  afterwards 
gires  credit  to  the  agent,  he  thereby  makes  his  election, 
ssd  oannot  resort  to  the  prinoipal."  It  is  pretty  clear, 
therefore,  that,  np  to  IJiis  time,  the  opinion  generally  en- 
tertained was  that  the  selleris  right  was  a  right  to 
eJeot  between  the  liability  of  the  agent  and  the  pria- 
ei|Ml-,  that  he  ooold  not  hare  both,  and  that  any  act 
riiawiag  an  intention  to  debit  one,  after  knowledge  of 
til  poirsr  to  debit  the  other,  was  neoeasarily  an  election 
to  debit  tfaat  one  only.  It  was  in  the  jodgment  in 
Themfun  T.  Davenport  ,that  the  notion  was  first  sag- 
^ted  that  the  seller  might  hold  both  liable.  Lord 
bateiden  there  says: — '  If  the  seller,  at  the  time  of  the 
•le,  knows  not  only  that  the  person  who  is  nominally 
lealing  with  him  is  not  principal,  bat  agent,  and  also 
aiowj  1^0  &e  principal  is;  and,  notwithstanding  all 
htt  Icttowledge,  chooses  to  make  the  agent  his  debtor, 
«aUog  with  him,  and  him  atone,  then,  according  to 
UUum  V.  Oandatequi  and  Patertea  T.  Oandasequi,  the 
ilkr  cannot  afterwards,  on  the  failnre  of  the  agent,  tarn 
xmd  and  charge  the  principal,  having  once  made  his 
lectioa  at  the  time  when  he  had  the  power  of  choosing 
etweeo  the  one  and  the  other."  It  will  be  seen  that 
tee  word!!  snggest  that  there  may  be  a  dealing  with  the 
gnt  as  principal,  bat  not  with  him  alone,  and  not  there- 
in amoanting  to  an  election.  These  words  were,  how- 
Mi,  ambigaoa^  in  meaning;  they  may  have  meant 
"inliD)^  with  him  as  principal,  and  thereby  necessarily, 
—Billing  the  knowledge  he  bad,  dealing  with  him 
tmxfm  it  may  have  been  meant  to  saggest  that  an 
Itukn  to  oharg^e  the  agent  was  not  neoesnarily  an  eleo- 
ba  to  discharge  the  principal.  The  former  meaning  is 
ta  oae  most  consistent  with  the  previous  cases  and  with 
H  jodgmente  of  the  other  judges  in  the  same  oase,  espe- 
•Uy  of  Littledale,  J.,  who  says:  "  If  the  principal  be 
Mm  to  the  aeller  at  the  time  'When  he  makes  the  eon- 
■ot,  and  he,  with  a  fall  knowl«dge  of  the  principal, 
Msesto  debit  the  agent,  be  thereby  makes  his  election, 
i  oaaaot  afterwards  charge  the  principal ;  or  if  in  saeh 
Whe  debits  the  principal,  he  cannot  afterwards  charge 
I  agent."  Farther,  the  introdnotioa  of  the  words 
rith  him  aloae  "  by  Lord  Tenterden  was  clearly  nnne- 
■ary  for  the  decision  of  the  case  before  him,  in  whioh 
iqnestion  was  not  what  effect  was  to  be  attributed  to 
iltiog  the  agent  with  fall  knowledge  of  the  principal, 
twlnt  was  the  eEfsot  where  the  knowledge  was  only 
i  he  waa  aa  agent,  without  its  being  known  for 
am. 

Cbe  rale  to  be  dedaeed  from  these  oases  is  stated  in 
ith's  Laadiag  Oases  to  be  that  the  seller  may,  on  dis- 
viag  tbe  prinoipal,  elect  between  the  principal  and 
■1  In  tbe  preeent  oase,  however,  Brett,  J.,  had  laid 
m  the  law  to  tbe  jary  in  the  words  of  Lord  Ten- 
ien,  and  it  will  be  seen  from  the  (acts  that  here  the 
ids  "  with  him  alone "  were  the  most  important  of 
whole.  In  faot  it  amonnted,  under  the  circnm- 
Mas,  to  a  dtreefeion  that  the  seller  might  elect  to  have 
liability  of  both  agent  and  principal.  This  mling 
>Coait  Imve  aapported,  and  have  thus  laid  down  the 
VBol  perhaps  ooatrary  to  any  previoos  decision,  bat 
binly  at  variaaee  with  what  has  hitherto  been  oon- 
■«d  tiie  role.  We  ought  perhaps  not  to  omit  to  men- 
I  the  ease  of  SmathurU  v.  Mitehell  (7  W.  R.  226,  1  E. 
L  CS2),  in  which  the  rale  was  laid  down  by  Orompton 
1  HOI,  JJ.,  that  a  seller  might  on  discovery  of  the 
i  prinoipal  rteot  to  sue  him,  and  moreover  that  he 
tt  do  to  within  a  xeasooable  time.  This  again  clearly 
me*  Uiat  he  oannot  hold  both  liable,  and  it  is  qnes- 
uUe  wiiather  a  decision  to  that  effect  was  not  in- 


"▼otved  in  the  judgment  there  given  in  favour  of  .the 
d  ef endant. 

The  present  oase  will  be  seen  to  be  a  very  peculiar 
one.  There  was  really  evidence  of  two  contracts  having 
been  in  fact  made,  one  with  the  agent,  and  the  other 
with  the  prinoipal.  By  means  of  the  rule  in  Higgim  v. 
Senior  the  one  document  sufSoientlr  expressed  both 
these  contracts,  and  therefore  it  may  be  that  the  de- 
fendant was  rightly  held  liable.  It  is  not  unlikely,  how- 
ever, that  the  case  may  give  rise  to  some  coa  fusion  here- 
after as  to  what  the  real  state  of  the  law  is,  and  it  seems 
a  pity  that  the  Court  did  not  grant  a  rule  in  order  that 
the  questions  might  be  discussed. 

Probably  the  true  rule  will  eventually  be  held  to  be 
this,  that  a  seller  in  a  position  to  elect  betweea  taking 
the  liability  o(  an  agent  or  a  prinoipal,  will  be  deemed, 
unless  the  contrary  appears,  to  have  elected  10  take 
exclusively  the  liability  of  either  one  whom  ha  may 
debit  after  kuowledga  of  his  right  of  election,  but  that 
he  may  in  such  a  oase  by  express  agreement  reserve 
his  rights  against  both.  If  suoh  is  the  rule  there  is  no 
doubt  that  the  present  dectaion  in  favour  of  tbe  defea- 
dant  is  correct,  as  thero  was  clearly  evidence  of  sach  an 
express  agreement. 

It  must,  of  course,  be  borne  in  mind  that  in  all  theae 
cases  the  right  to  go  against  the  principal  is  snbjeot  to 
the  qualification  that  the  principal  has  not  iu  the  mean- 
time, in  fallowing  the  ordinary  course  of  business, 
altered  the  state  of  his  accounts  with  the  agent.  In  the 
present  case  the  defendant  had  settled  the  accjunt  with 
the  agent,  but  he  did  so  before  the  arrival  of  the  goods, 
and  therefore  no  doubt  before  the  usual  time  of  pay- 
ment. If  he  had  waited  until  the  proper  time  ha  would 
probably  have  been  protected  by  payment  to  the  agent. 


Compulsory  Repbrbxce-— Poweb  op  Jodog  at  Nisi 

Phi  us. 

Jfiriet  v.  Lnvell,  C.P.,  19  W.  R.  408. 

We  have  already  noticed  this  case  twice  {ante,  p.  266 

and  323),  and  have  pointed  out  what  was  really  decided 

by  it,  which  was  very  little  indeed.     We  notice  it  again 

as  a  recent  decision  merely  for  convemence  of  refecenoe 

and  indexing. 


Salb  op  Shares  on  the  Stock  Exchanoe — loBnen's 

CONTBAOT — ^XOUIifBE  NOT  A  BBAL  PUBCHASBB. 

ifaxtted  V.  Paine,  Ex.  Ch.  from  Ex.,  19  W.  R.  527. 
This  very  important  case  we  also  commented  upon  at 
length  in  onr  late  article  on  Itecent  Stock  Exchange 
Decisions,  ante,  p.  325,  and  me  need  now  only  call  atten- 
tion again  to  the  elaborate  judgment  of  Blaokburn,  J., 
which,  though  at  present  expres'<ing  only  his  iadividual 
opinion,  is,  we  think,  likely  ultimately  to  be  adapted  as 
correctly  explaining  the  true  legal  effect  of  a  sale  of 
shares  on  the  Stock  Exchange.  His  view  is,  that  by  the 
machinery  adopted  the  two  members  of  the  Stock  Ex- 
change who  are  brought  together  as  holder  and  issuer  of 
a  ticket  enter  into  a  contract  in  which  they  are  respon- 
sible as  principals,  Ihoagh,  if  they  are  really  agents  for 
other  persons,  the  latter  are  also  parties  in  the  ohacaotoc 
of  undisclosed  principals. 


ADMIRALTY. 

INTEBBOOATOBISS. 

The  Minn^aha,  19  W.  B.  804. 
Two  points  were  decided  in  this  oase  with  respect  to 
the  practice  of  the  Court  of  Admiralty  in  admitting  in- 
terrogatories. The  first  relates  to  the  interrogatiry  as  to 
documents.  By  section  50  of  the  Common  Law  Proce- 
dure Act,  1854,  either  party  may  obtain  a  disojvery  of 
documents,  or  an  affidavit  of  some  dooament  being  in 
the  possession  or  power  of  the  oppo^ite  party  from  which 
he  would  derive  assistance.  By  the  Slst  and  62nd  Keotions, 
on  an  affldavltof  benefit  and  of  merits, either  porty  may  in- 
terrogate theother.  Under  the  50th  Beotion,it  was  decided , 
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in  £eaiu  t.  Louis  (L.  R.  I C.  P.  656),  that  some  one  dooa- 
ment  most  be  ipeoified  in  the  affidavit  as  being  in  the  poe- 
E«ssion  or  power  of  the  opposite  party;  bat  that  condition 
being  satisfied  the  order  for  dieoovery  is  not  confined  to 
that  docnment,  bat  is  general.  On  the  Tieir  that  the 
diaoovery  of  documents  is  wholly  prorided  for  by  section 
50,  and  is  only  to  be  given  on  the  affidavit  mentioned 
in  that  section,  it  is  the  practice  with  some  jadgesof  the 
common  law  courts  to  disallow  an  interrogatory  directed 
to  each  discovery  ;  bat  it  is  notorious  that  other  (and  an 
increasing  number  of)  judges  are  in  the  habit  of  allow- 
ing it ;  and  no  decision  exists  iu  opposition  to  this  latter 
practice,  probably  for  the  reason  which  has  influenced 
those  judges  who  allow  it — namely,  that  the  defect  is 
one  so  easily  remedied,  and  that  the  affidavit  is  so  merely 
formal  in  its  character.  In  the  Minneha/ui,  decided  in 
the  Court  of  Admiralty  (to  which  these  sections  have 
been  extended  by  24  Vict.  o.  10,  a.  17)  a  general  interro- 
gatory as  to  documents  was  allowed  without  any  affidavit 
under  section  50  ;  the  learned  judge  electing,  in  the 
absence  of  any  common  law  decision  to  the  contrary,  to 
fallow  the  practice  of  the  Goart  of  Chancery.  The  prac- 
tice thns  sanctioned  in  truth  renders  the  SOth  section 
practically  inoperative,  except  where  discovery  only  is 
sought ;  and  even  if  no  other  question  is  asked  besides 
that  as  to  documents,  it  is  not  easy  to  see  why,  in  reason, 
it  should  not  be  allowed  by  itself,  if  it  is  allowed  in  con- 
junction with  others.  It  may  be  added  that  since  the 
Minnehtha  an  interrogatory  as  to  documents  has  re- 
ceived a  juaii-jndicial  sanction  from  the  Court  of 
Common  Pleas.  In  BechervaUe  r.  Oreat  Weitern  Rail- 
nay  (L.  E.  6  C.  P.  3G),  such  an  interrogatory  was 
allowed  by  the  judge  in  chambers,  and  was  not  quarrelled 
with  in  oonrt. 

The  second  point  relates  to  the  mode  of  answering 
which  may  be  required,  and  here  again  in  the  absence 
of  any  decision  in  the  common  law  courts,  the  practice 
in  chancery  was  followed.  The  plaintiffs  claimed  that 
the  defendant  should  answer,  as  in  chancery,  not  only  as 
to  personal  knowledge,  but  also  as  to  information  and 
belief.  No  decision  exists  in  the  common  law  courts  as  to 
the  admissibility  of  this  mode  of  interrogating,  which 
has,  however,  been  sometimes  practised  without  objec- 
tion. It  wonld  be  very  undesirable  to  allow  the  inquiry 
to  be  pushed  further  into  the  details  and  sources  of  mere 
hearsay  ;  but  in  this  general  form  no  solid  objection  can 
be  made  to  the  question;  it  can  never  embarrass  a  really 
honest  plaintiff  or  defendant;  and  though,  since  no  man 
ia  bound  to  believe  that  of  which  he  is  informed,  it 
might  seem  that  an  answer  as  to  information  and  belief 
could  not  furnish  much  evidence  of  value  to  the  other 
Bide,  yet  the  inquiry  may  certainly  be  useful  as  going  to 
the  bona  fidet  of  the  claim  or  defence. 


Salvaob  Sbbviobs  bt  a  Towino  Ship. 
Th«  J.  a  Potter,  19  W.  E.  835. 

In  this  case  the  question  arose  whether,  under  the 
circumstances,  a  vessel,  which  had  entered  into  a  contract 
of  towage,  but  had  rendered  to  the  vessel  in  tow  unusual 
services,  wasentitled  tosalvageremuneration.  The  learned 
judge  held  that  she  was.  The  particular  circumstances 
of  the  case  are  immaterial ;  it  is  enough  to  say  that,  in 
the  opinion  of  the  Court,  the  services  rendered  were  in 
their  nature  not  towage  but  salvage  services,  and  that  the 
tag  incurred  risk  in  rendering  them.  It  is  of  more  oon- 
sequence  to  consider  ihe  criterion  which  the  Court  laid 
down  for  determining  when  a  vessel  under  a  contract  of 
towage  is  entitled  to  maintain  a  salvage  claim  against 
the  vessel  in  tow.  The  true  criterion  of  whether  the 
tower  has  become  salvor  is  stated  to  be  "  whether  the 
.supervening  circnmstances  were  such  as  to  justify  her  in 
abandoning  her  contract."  If  she  would  not  have  been 
so  justified,  then  it  seems  she  can  claim  no  salvage  money; 
if  she  would,  she  may  maintain  her  claim. 

Now,  a  claim  of  salvage,  though  it  may  arise  out  of 
contract,  is  not  in  its  nature  a  claim  arising  out  of  con- 


tract at  all,  except  In  the  same  sense  in  vhic 

for  money  had  and  received  brought  to  rec 

paid  by  mistake,  &o.,  ia  said  to  be  founded  i 

but  the  claim  arises  by  mere  matter  of  t& 

that  in  oircumstanoes  of  peril,  saving  serrio 

rendered  by  persons  who  were  not  under  a 

to  render  them.      It  may  happen   that  t 

which   a   towage  contract   contemplates  an 

oircumstanoes    in    effect   salvage   services ; 

there    is    an  express  contract  which  is  car 

matters  very  little  what  name  it  bears;  that 

tract  determines  the  rights  of  the  parties,    i 

hand,  if  in  the  course  of  a  towage  service,  o 

are  rendered  which  are  not  within  the  tow: 

and  which  are  in  their  nature  salvage  servicer 

no  reason   why  these  services   which  are 

for    by  the    contract    at    all,    should   not 

in  precisely  the  same  way  in  which  they  wc 

deredby  a  stranger;  because  the  towage  c( 

like  that  of  the  crew,  a  contract  to  render  t 

the  service  they  can,  but  only   to  render  \ 

certain   description.      This  then  seems  tl 

simple  rule,  and  this  is  the  way  in  which  it 

Privy  Council  in   the    Minneliaha  1  Luah. 

Lordships,  after  saying  that  the  tug  "  may 

from  fulfilling  her  contract  by  vis  major, 

which   were  not   contemplated,  and  whici 

the  fulfilment  of  her  contract  impossible, 

cases,  by  the  general  rnle  of  law,  she  is  i 

her  obligation,"  but  that  she  is  not  reliei 

obligation     by     difficulties     or      interrup 

because  they  were  unforeseen ;  proceed  to  e 

the  ditchargt  of  the  task,  by  sudden  violt 

or  waves  or  other  accidents,  the  ship  in  toi 

danger,  and  the  towing  vessel  incurs  risks 

duties  which  were  not  within  the  scope  ol 

engagement,    she    is  entitled   to  additioi 

tion  for  additional  services  if  the  ship  be  a 

claim  as  a  salvor  instead  of  being   entitle 

stipulated  to  be  paid  for  mere  towage."     J 

"  the  tug  is  relieved  from  the  performance  c 

by  the  impossibility  of  performing  it;  but 

her  charge  is  exposed  by  unavoidable  accid 

which  requires  from  the  tug  services  of  a 

racter  and  bearing  a  higher  rate  of  paymeo 

be  implied  in  the  contract  that  she  shall  b 

higher  rate.      Lastly,  they  say  that   to  hoi 

is  bound   to    take  the   vei^sel   to   her  dest 

hazarda,  and  to  hold  that  the   moment  "  t 

of  the  contract  iu  the  mode  originally  inti 

impossible  the  tug  is  relieved  from   all 

would  be    alike    inconsistent  with   the  i 

That  is,  by  implication  of  law  the  tug  ia 

occasion   should    arise,    to    render    salva 

the  vessel  in  her  charge,   if  this  can  be 

imperilling  her    own    safety  ;     but    the 

this   duty,    implies    also   the    correspond 

be  paid,  aocordine  to  the  nature  of    those 

salvage   rate.      The  same    doctrine   was 

the  Periclet  (B.  <fc  L.  81),  where  it   was 

stated  that  risk  to  the  salvora  was  not  in 

than  in  other  oases  a  necessary  element  of  sa 

it  is  expressly  laid  down  that  the  tag  ma 

under  circumstances  where  she  is  still  noc 

tion  to  continue  the  performance  of  the  to 

provided,  in  the  course  of  that  performanct 

services  outside  the  towage  contract,  and 

standing  she  incurs  no  risk  in  doing  so.     1 

(L.  E.  1  Ad.  08),  however,  where  also  sain 

tion  was  claimed  by  a  tug  under  a  oontraol 

to  give  oolonr  to  another  rule.     There  D 

laid  down,  in  his  charge  to  the  assessors, 

a  contract  is  made,  in  order  to  justify  its  I 

be  shown  that  circnmatances  occurred  wti 

have  been  within  the  contemplation  of  tl 

that  such  is  the  state  of  circumstances  that 

the  contract  and  hold  it  binding  would 
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iprindplM  of  jtutioe  and  eqalty."  This  oertainly  M«mt 
lOfgMt  thst  the  right  to  demMid  Mdvage  remaneratioa 
ptndi  npon  the  rif  ht  of  the  towing  veiMl  to  break,  or 
;har,  luder  the  draamatMioee,  to  deoline  fnlfllment 
tbetoirkge  eontnct;  bat  theee  expremiom  matt  be 
[«n  with  refeienoe  to  the  oiranmitmnoei  of  the  oase, 
leie  *n  attempt  wai  made  to  let  up  a  repadiation  of 
>  towage  oontoaet  and  an  express  snbstitated  salvage 
tract  In  the  oaae,  however,  of  the  J.  C.  Potter,  the 
IV  sDggeated  in  the  PericUi  is  adopted  and  carried  for- 
ir  in  the  written  jadgment  of  the  Court,  and  it  Is  laid 
n  that  the  right  of  the  reseel  nnder  towage  contract  to 
im  aalrageremoneration  depends  on  his  right  to"  aban- 
a"  the  ooDtraot  of  towage.  How  if  this  onlj  means  that 
I  cannot  make  that  claim,  unless  she  has  under  the 
nuDstancea  a  right  to  say  she  is  not  limited  by  the 
rage  contract,  it  is  of  ooune  saying  nothing.  Bat  if 
aeuis,  that  she  oannot  make  that  claim  unless  oircum-  i 
acts  oooorred  which  wonld  have  made  the  performance 
tbe  original  towage  contract  impossible,  then  it  is  in 
eot  oontradiction  to  the  plain  rnle  laid  down  by  the 
Ivy  Council  in  the  Minnehaha,  that  she  may  claim 
rage  remuneration  for  services  rendered  in  the  per- 
mance  of  the  towage  contract,  bat  beyond  it,  although 
I  could  still  continue,  and  was,  therefore^  boand  to 
itJnoe  the  performanoe  of  her  towage  eontraot,  and  al- 
Ik  even  she  eonld  do  so  without  risk  to  herself. 
\  apart  from  its  inconsistenoy  with  the  rule  laid  down 
the  Privy  Oooncil,  what  is  the  stste  of  circumstances 
taiplated  in  the  present  judgment,  or  what  intelli> 
ik  Msae  can  be  given  to  the  phrase  used  7  It  is  clear 
smitanees  cannot  be  contemplated  which  make  the 
linmance  of  the  towage  contract  absolutely  impoasi- 
t  for  then  the  togr  wonld  be  relieved  altogether  of  her 
IBBubility.  But  it  may  be  suggested  that  circam- 
mi  may  arise  which  make  the  oontinned  perform- 
■I  a(  the  towage  contract  impossible,  vnleit    some 

fclwviaea  are  performed  ;  which  salvage  services 
it  may  be  sapposed,  be  rendered  by  some  third 
W^and,  if  so  rendered,  would  earn  salvage  remune- 
Is  fcr  the  salvors,  and  would  make  the  performance 
is  towage  eontraot  by  the  tug  possible.  Now  those 
rttcs  the  tag  not  only  has  the  opportunity,  but  is  (as 
I  down  by  tbe  Privy  Counoil,  and  admitted  by  the 
Md  admiralty    judge)    under    a    duty    to    render. 

whence  does  this  obligation  spring  but  from  the 
tbj  towage  contract  ?  The  tng  cannot  elect  to  say, 
I  will  leave  yoD."  Why  not,  but  for  the  subsiating 
tact  ?  I{  the  tag  does  her  duty  and  performs  those 
iees  is  some  further  state  of  circamstances  to  be 
innplated  half-way  between  the  conditions  of  the  case 
<*  tbe  duty  of  rendering  salvage  services  begins, 
vhere  the  absolute  impossibility  of  completing  the 
He  contract  disohargep  the  tng  from  all  responsibility; 
U  so  by  what  test  is  this  peculiar  point  to  be  asoer- 
M?  But  if  all  that  is  meant  is  that  the  towage 
Act  expires  oo  the  happening  of  circamstances 
A  teqaire  saltage  services,  but  in  expiring  gives 
k,  on  behalf  of  the  tug  who  performs  her  duty,  to  a 

•tltags  eontraot  or  salvage  right,  then  all  that  is 
tb;  that  method  of  expression  is  to  give  anetwand 
liieated  form  to  an  eetablisbed  lale. 


BEYIEWS. 


tw  «/  Keottmliftivn,  at  AmnuM  if  the  KalurttUta- 
AeU,  1870.  By  JoHH  CvTUMK,  B.A.,  of  Lincoln's 
.  B«rrwtar-at-Liew,  Professor  of  English  Law  and 
apndance,  and  Professor  of  Indian  Jurisprudenoe  at 
g'tCollege,  London.  London:  Butterworths.  1871. 
HtUebook  contains,  first,  a  short  statement  of  some  of 
ading  doctrinee  of  the  old  law  relating  to  aliens  ;  se- 
1,  a  iort  of  exposition  of  the  Act  of  last  session  ;  thirdly, 
r  of  the  Naturalization  Acts  of  last  session  and  tbe 
ianud  under  them  ;  and,  lastly,  a  very  short  index, 
ok  is  not  likely  to  convey  to  a  lawyer  mach  with 
ke  it  not  already  CuniUar,  oat  probably  this  was  not 


the  author's  aim,  and  to  anyone  not  having  much  previous 
acquaintance  with  the  subject  who  wishes  for  a  (;)n«ral 
sketch  of  the  law  affecting  aliens  as  it  was  a  year  ago  and 
as  it  is  now,  this  book  will  be  useful. 

-Mr.  Cutler,  however,  is  not  always  iMourate  in  his  law. 
For  example,  on  page  5,  he  states  quite  truly  that  an  alien 
"  can  sue  and  be  sued  in  any  court"  But  he  add^  a  foot- 
note in  the  following  terms  :— "  An  alien  plaintiff  may  be 
called  upon  to  give  security  for  costs,  and  an  alien  defen- 
dant, in  action  to  recover  £20  or  upwards,  may  be  nrrosted 
before  jadgment  if  there  is  reasonable  cause  to  believe  that 
he  is  about  to  quit  the  country."  Each  of  the  propositions 
contained  in  this  note  is  entirely  incorrect.  In  the  first 
place  it  is  not  true  that  any  plaintiff  can  be  called  epon  to 
give  security  for  costs  because  he  is  an  alien.  A  plaintiff 
rending  abroad,  whether  a  British  subject  or  an  niiin.  may 
be  so  called  upon.  A  plaintiff  residing  within  thn  jurisdic- 
tion, whether  a  British  subject  or  an  alien,  cim  not  be. 
Secondly,  as  to  arrest  npon  metne  process,  thtio  is  no 
difference  between  the  liability  of  a  British  lubject  and  that 
of  an  alien.  Mr.  Cutler's  statement,  though  nt  present 
true  of  nobody,  would,  before  1869,  have  been  a  correct 
enough  statement  of  the  law  as  to  British  sul'jocts  «nd 
sliena  alike.  At  present  the  liability  of  both  iilike  is 
governed  by  section  6  of  the  Debtor's  Act,  1869.  iiy  which 
a  defendant  can  only  be  arrested  when  the  ixtioii  is  for 
£50  or  upwards,  and  he  is  about  to  quit  England,  imd  his 
absence  will  materially  prejudice  the  plaintiff  in  Uio  prose- 
cution of  his  action.' 


COURTS. 

COUETS  OF  BANKRUPTCY. 

LiNcout'S'lNM  Fields. 

(Before  Mr.  Rsoistbak  Bochb,  sitting  as  Chief  Judge.) 

.\pril  1. — In  re  Ptumly  and  MeilicoU. 

The  debtors  in  this  case  were  picture  frame  makers  and 
manufacturers  of  mineral  waters,  tradicg  as  a  "Mineral 
Water  Company."  They  had  iiled  a  petition  for  arrangeinent 
by  way  of  composition. 

Mr.  Bobertson  Griffiths  on  the  part  of  the  debtors  applied 
that  a  second  meeting  of  creditors  might  be  considereit  as  a 
"  first  meeting,"  so  U)at  another  meeting  might  be  held  to 
confirm  the  resolution  of  the  previous  meeting,  in  order  to 
bring  the  case  within  the  Bankruptcy  Act  relating  to  liqni- 
dation  proceedings. 

Mr.  Registrar  Rochb  said  he  woald  not  hear  an  applica- 
tion on  the  part  of  the  debtors.  The  creditors  must  apply. 
He  pretnmed  the  learned  counsel  was  instructed  on  the  part 
•f  the  debtors. 

Mr.  Robertson  Griffiths  admitted  that  the  solicitor  for 
whom  he  appeared  was  foi  the  debtors,  but  also  for 
creditors,  and  he  begged  permission  to  read  sn  affidavit  iu 
support  of  his  application,  from  which  it  appeared  that  at  a 
meeting  of  creditors  in  February  a  proposition  was  mode  to 
pay  the  creditors  10s.  in  the  pound,  to  be  guaranteed,  but  at 
a  subsequent  meeting  another  proposition  was  made,  and  it 
was  to  consider  the  second  application  as  the  "  first  meet- 
ing" that  the  present  application  was  made. 

Registrar  Roche  required  an  affidavit  either  by  the  chair- 
man of  the  meeting  or  by  creditors.  He  (the  Kegistrsr) 
would  not  act  on  the  present  affidavit  The  attorney  he  knew 
to  be  a  respectable  nun,  but  he  wished  it  to  be  known  that 
tnchspplication,  wbenroadeonly  onthepartof  debtors,  would 
not  be  granted.  Tbe  Court  would  attend  to  the  application 
of  creditors,  and  they  must  apply,  or  their  solicitors. 

Mr.  R.  Oriffiths  suggested  the  importance  of  the  applica- 
tion, as  Monday  was  tbe  lost  day  to  register  the  resolutions 
of  creditors. 

The  CouBT  taid  if  an  affidavit  such  as  he  had  suggested 
were  made  the  application  would  be  granted  as  of  to-day. 
It  wa«  important  that  it  should  be  understood  that  creditors 
must  apply  to  show  that  it  was  for  their  benefit  that  appli- 
cations were  made,  and  that  neither  solicitors  nor  ac- 
countants, however  respectable,  would  be  permitted  to  take 
the  whole  of  the  cases  for  debtors  into  their  hands. 

The  order  was  made  subject  to  the  production  of  an  affi- 
davit as  stated  by  the  learned  Registrar,  and  which  it  was 
said  could  be  produced. 
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COUNTY  COCHTS. 
Habixebone. 
(Before  Sir  Eabolet  Wiuiot,  «u1  a  jury.) 
March  31. — Sietcn  aud  otiun  r.  Moore.  , 
jnood  (ingtmcted  by  Mr.  Jee,  aolicitor,  45,  Fenchnroh- 
street),  appeared  for  the  plaintiffs,  and  Montagu  WiUutm* 
(instmcted  by  Mr.  Sparham,  of  4,  St  Bealt-place),  for  the 
defendants. 

Witliamt  applied  for  an  adjonmment  on  the  f^nnd  that 
Mr.  Brine,  one  of  the  defendant's  principal  witnesses,  was 
absent,  bat  Mr.  James  Fendall  Vigne  swore  that  he  was 
Brine's  uncle,  and  that  he  bad  seen  him  close  to  the  court 
about  ten  minutes  before,  whereupon,  the  judge  ordered  the 
oaae  to  proceed.  The  plaintiffs  are  iron  casters,  at  52,  Upper 
Thames-street,  and  the  defendant  is  an  ironmonger,  at  187, 
Tottenham-court-road. 

It  appeared  that  in  September  last  the  plaintiffs'  trayeller, 
obsemng  the  name  of  Brine  ft  Co.  over  a  newly-opened 
ironmonger's  shop  at  187,  Tottenham  Court-road,  called  to 
solicit  an  order.  He'  saw  the  defendant,  who  represented 
himself  as  Brine  &  Co.  Business  was  done  on  that  and 
subsequent  occasions,  and  goods  of  the  total  Talue  of 
£88  18s.  6d.  were  ultimately  supplied.  About  October  10th 
the  defendant  called  at  the  plaintiffs'  place  of  business,  and 
introduced  himself  to  Mr.  James  Steven  (one  of  the  firm)  as 
Brine  £  Co.  Shortly  afterwards  the  name  of  Edward  Moore 
was  substituted  over  the  shop  for  that  of  Brine  4 
Co.  Mr.  James  Steven  and  Mr.  Jee  called  on  Moore  to  press 
for  payment  of  the  plaintiffs'  account,  when  he  denied  all 
liability,  and  said  that  ilr.  Brine  alone  was  responsible. 
Mr.  Jee  asked  for  Mr.  Brine's  address,  but  the  defendant 
said  ha  did  not  know  it.  Thereupon  a  writ  was  issued  in 
the  Queen's  Bench  against  the  defendant.  A  few  days  after- 
wards the  defendant  and  a  person  calling  himself  Mr.  Brine 
went  to  the  plaintiffs',  and  the  latter  offered  a  three  months' 
bill  for  the  amount  of  their  account,  but  it  wan  declined. 
The  cause  was,  on  the  application'  of  the  defendant,  re- 
moved, after  issue  joined,  for  trial  in  this  Court 

Mr.  H.  T.  Grainger,  the  plaintiffs'  traveller,  and  Mr. 
James  Steven,  proved  that  the  defendant  represented  him- 
self to  them  as  Brine  it,  Co.,  and  Mr.  James  Pennington  and 
Mr.  Matthew  Wallace  (the  manager  and  the  book-keeper  of 
Messrs.  William  Boyd  *  Co.,  of  26,  Upper  Thames-street, 
iron-casters)  swore  that  the  defendant  had  told  them  that  he 
alone  was  interested  in  the  business,  and  that  Brine  had  lent 
his  name,  as  he  (Moore)  did  not  wish  his  own  to  appear  on 
account  of  its  being  so  well  known  in  the  neighbourhood 
through  his  father,  an  ironmonger,  at  122,  Euston-road, 
being  in  pecuniary  difficulties.  Mr.  Williams  subjected 
these  witnesses  to  a  severe  cross-examination,  but  failed  to 
shake  their  evidence.  The  defendant  swore  that  when  the 
goods  in  question  were  supplied  he  was  Mr.  Brine's  manager, 
at  a  week  ly  salary  of  £2,  and  that  he  afterwards  purchased 
the  business  tor  £355,  which  was  paid  in  bills  not  yet  due  : 
and  that  he  never  represented  himself  as  the  owner  of  such 
business  until  after  he  bought  it. 

Wiliiamt  argued  that  the  plaintiffs  must,  on  their  evidence, 
be  non-suited,  but  the  judge  over- ruled  his  contention. 

His  Houour  summed  up  the  evidence,  and  the  jury,  after 
a  few  minutes'  consultation,  gave  a  verdict  for  the  plaintiff 
for  £33  183.  6d. 


Lahbeth. 

(Before  Pitt  Taylok,  Esq.,  Judge.) 

March  21. — ifhtppard  {married  woman)  v.  Sennettey. 

Marriiil  Tfomen't  Property  Ael,  1870 — Receipt  rigned  by 
htubandfor  earnini/t  of  wife  void. 

This  wns  an  action  by  a  married  woman  for  money  due 
for  the  care  and  maintenance  of  the  defendant's  child.  The 
plaintiff  had  made  the  contract  herself  with  the  defendant's 
wife,  and  llie  two  women  had  so  confused  the  account  of 
payments  that  they  could  not  settle  between  them  what  was 
due.  Tho  Court  found  that  the  amonnt  claimed  was  the 
right  amoun*'. 

Mr.  Elworthy,  for  the  defendant,  produced  a  receipt 
signed  by  plaintiff's  husband  for  part  of  the  money,  and 
claimed  a  dednction  accordingly. 

Mr.  I'lrr  Tatlob  said  the  husband's  receipt  was  of  no  oso 
now,  as  by  the  Ist  section  of  the  recent  Act  the  woman's 
"receipts  alone  shall,"  in  cases  of  this  kind,  "be  a  good 
discharge."  The  full  amount  must  be  paid,  although  that 
was,  in  effect,  payiaj^  pait  oi-it-twica  ov«c^ 


BlRMIKOHAK. 

April  3.— (Before  R.  G.  Welfobd,  Esq.,  Ji 
Case  of  Criniempt  of  Court. 

The  attention  of  tho  Judge  liaving  been  a 
practice  adopted  by  some  firms  of  issuing  notioei 
payment  of  debts  similar  in  form  to  the  CooDtr 
cesses,  his  Honour  directed  that  Messrs.  Fowle 
coal  merchants,  Bennett's  Hill,  one  of  vhose 

f reduced,  should  be  required  to  attend  befon 
any  said  he  had  given  notice,  by  his  Hpnoai 
to  Messrs.  Fowler  and  Bees  that  he  intended  to 
Court  to  inflict  a  fine  upen  them  for  issuing 
form  complainnl  of,  and  he  afterwards  sent 
ascertain  whether  they  would  save  kim  th 
preparing  affidavits,  .ind  .idniit  Ithat  the  docun 
by  them  or  bj-  some  one  connected  with  i 
solicitor  at  once  admitted  that  the  notice  did  e: 
them,  aud  that  was  the  reason  wliy  no  affidav 
filed.  He  (Mr.  Parrj')  did  not  want  toaggravat* 
all,  as  he  thought  that  the  person  who  printed  t 
more  to  blame  than  ^lessrs.  Fowler  and  Bees,  fc 
pushed  his  trade  to  the  best  of  his  ability  s 
forms,  but  also  hunf;  them  up  in  his  i 
Parry  then  read  the  57th  section  of  the  9 
the  latter  part  of  which  stated,  "Who 
profess  to  act  under  any  false  colour  or  preti 
processor  the  Court,  shall  be  guilty  of  felony. 
gave  notice  to  the  parties  to  bring  them  befo 
for  contempt  of  court,  and  if  his  friend  [Mr 
hiin  to  argue  the  point,  he  was  quite  preparec 
what  had  been  done  was  a  contempt  of  (Aurt 
think,  however,  that  his  friend  wished  hire 
trouble.  By  his  Honour's  direction,  notice  ha 
given  to  the  partie.i  that  they  could  not  nial 
documents,  which  were  a  great  nuisance  to  th 
county  court  office,  for  people  brought  the: 
money,  thinking  that  they  were  county  cou 
and  that  was  the  way  in  which  the  one  gotint 
hands  last  week.  The  practice  had  been  des 
and  it  ought  to  be  stopped. 

Mr.  East  said  he  was  instructed  in  the  1 
ignorance  aud  impuJenco  which  had  beeu  sen 
and  a  more  extraordinary  document  he  had  ne 
first  part  was  mild  enoui?li — "Notice  before 
the  county  court, "  and  then  came  the  royal  a 
they  were  put  in  for  he  could  not  imagine, 
were  the  little  malii,'nRnt  words,  '•  By  order,"  i 
lead  some  people  to  think  the  county  court  is 
to  frighten  tnem  into  paying  the  monej 
of  his  could  expres!  his  contempt  of  the  p: 
he  thought  his  Honour  had  acted  very  wi! 
this  course.  He  (Mr-  East)  was  aware  that 
and  other  printers  h.iil  issued  the  notices 
county  courts  had  beeu  in  e.visteuce,  but  hi 
nothing  about  the  couteuipt,  nor  the  is.sue 
They  employed  a  person  named  Brooks  to  ( 
counts  for  so  mucli  per  week,  and,  .is  he  hai 
Brooks  purchased  the  papers  of  one  of  the  oU 
Birmingham,  and  w^is  not  aware  that  he  was 
wrong.  Both  Brooks  and  his  clients  were 
his  Honour  that  the  summons,  if  summons 
out  without  their  knowledKe,  to  express  the 
impropriety  of  the  proceeding,  and  to  assure 
they  knew  nothing  whatever  about  the  mat 
not  have  allowed  it. 

His  Honour  said  tlie  explanation  wns  satt 
thought  notice  should  be  given  to  the  printsi 
Mr.  East. — I  think  so.     I  think  it  is  a  con 
in  publishing  these  things. 

Mr.  Parry  said  he   would  take  care  that 
given. 

His  HoNOtm  said  that  the  issue  of  a  notio 
one  complained  of,  to  debtors  in  that  c 
awumed  to  be,  and  accepted  by  them  as  a  proc 
Mr.  East  said  he  should  certainly  advise  hi 
the  costs,  with  which  hi;  hoped  hi.s  Ilonourwo 
His  HosouK  consented,  and  said  notice  shi 
the  printer  that  he  was  also  liable  to  the  s« 
for  printing  those  things.     It  ought  to  besto 

Costs  OH  the  hijher  scale. 
Shortly  after  tho  opening  of  the  Court.  1 
he  wished  to  make  a  slight  alteration  in  th 
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fti  to  coats.  It  had  been  nsaai  when  an  action  was 
mogbt  for  a  snm  over  £20,  and  a  verdict  waa  ^ven  for 
m  tliD  that  smn,  bnt  exceeding  £5,  for  the  plaintiff  to 
ppl^tlutthe  coats  shonid  be  on  the  higher  scale.  Hr. 
rimn,  the  judge  of  another  Conrt,  had  recently  directed 
ii  atttntioii  to  the  33rd  section  of  the  19  &  20  Vict.  c. 
M,  which  said  that  if  the  amount  of  a  valid  claim  ex- 
mied  £20,  the  County  Court  judges  shonid  make  a  scale 
lu'eii  was  to  be  enforced  in  every  Conrt ;  therefore,  the 
lie  wu  that  in  a  case  where  more  than  £20  was  recovered, 
a  higher  scale  of  costs  would  be  enforced.  The  129th 
'  the  Consolidated  Kules  laid  down  that  in  every  case 
liere  the  claim  was  for  more  than  £20,  and  less  than  that 
n,  but  orer  £5,  was  recovered,  the  scale  of  costs  should 
filed  at  the  discretion  of  the  judge.  His  rule  iu  such 
H  would  be  to  throw  apon  the  defendant  the  burden  of 
jilyiag  that  the  coats  should  be  upou  the  lower  scale. 


BlBKSNBBAO. 

(Before  —  Habdem,  Esq.,  Judge.) 
Batikrupie^. 
March  27.— J2e  Tho:  Wittiamt. 
fhe  question  raised  in  this  case  was  whether  or  no  a  re- 
DtioD  to  accept   h  compoMtion  ought  to  be  registered. 
e  facts  are  stated  in  the  jadgnMat. 
it,  AndeiaoD  lor  debtor  and  nomerous  creditors. 
<r.  Downham  for  creditors. 

it.  William  Sherrat,  for  the  execution  creditors,  ob- 
ki  to  the  registration  of  the  resolution,  and  cited  seo- 
1  \16  of  the  Banicraptcy  Act,  and  rales  273, 279,  and  299. 
fr.  Habobn.— The  registrar  was  called  upon  to  register 
(Mlation  of  creditors  nnder  the  following  circnmstanoea  : 
"h  the  16th  of  February,  1871,  Thomas  Williams  p»- 
iMed  in  liquidation,  and  on  the  same  day  an  injunotion 
•  {ranted  to  stay  an  execution  creditor,  who  bad  seized 
JB  in  execution,  and  a  receiver  was  appointed  and 
iaiwere  sent  to  thirty-two  creditors  to  attend  the  first 
Mii{,to  beheld  in  March,  and  an  adjoommenttothe  14th. 
tie  litter  ocoaaion  tea  creditors  who  had  proved  their 
H  laoontiag  to  £392  7s.  4d,  were  present  in  parson 
Wfnxy ;  bat  before  any  TSMtlntioD  was  arrived  at  a 
■MHn,  who  represented  four  of  the  creditors,  whose 
feaaoonted  to  XI 14  3s.  lOd.,  withdrew  from  the  meet- 

1  bnt  did  not  withdraw  his  proxy  as  he  might  have  done 
far  nile  273.  The  other  six  creditors  representing 
'13s.  6d.,  resolved  unanimously  to  accept  a  compoaitioa 
•■  in  the  pound,  and  signed  the  resolution.  The  execu- 
>  creditor  objected  to  the  resolution  being  registered, 
,  having  first  proved  bis  debt,  contended  that  tho  resolu- 
'  was  not  binding  upon  non-assenting  creditors,  inasmuch 
!2T3  3a,  Sd.  did  not  amount  to  three-fourths  ot  the  debts 
red .  and    represented     at     the      first    nkeeting — \iz., 

2  iS.  4d.  On  behalf  of  tho  debtor  it  was  contended  that 
ntirement  uf  the  gentleman  who  representud  the  four 
rtaot  creditors  made  it  as  though  he  hud  not  approved 
1,  and  tiien  the  resolution  wonld  be  unanimous.  He 
df,  after  full  consideration  and  with  some  reluctance. 
°ed  at  a  contrary  opinion,  and  advised  the  registrar  not 
igister  the  resolution,  thereby  giving  the  execution 
itor  the  benefit  of  his  execution. 


APPOINTJIUINTS. 


r.  Joux  Wakbfiblo  Buaacr,  solicitor,  of  Glonoeater, 
Men  appointed  Uiider-Sberiti'of  Olaiicestershire,  in  sue- 
n  to  hu  father,  Mr.  John  Uurrup,  deceased.  Mr.  J.  W. 
up  was  certiticated  in  1850,  and  is  also  registrar  of  the 
ty  court  at  Newnhiun. 

r.  WiujAjf  IjAWrkcce  Cookb,  of  Cirencester,  Olonces- 
^  been  appointed  a  Commissioner  to  adminster  Oaths 
■aaeery. 

r.  WauAX  Dalb  Tuottbb,  of  Bishop  Auckland,  has 
appuiuted  a  Forpetual  Commissioner  for  taking  the 
uwltdg^mcnts  of  deeds  by  married  women  in  and  fur  the 
ty  <A  Durham. 

<•  CuAKLBa  Lbttwich  OLorBLD  Baktlett,  of  Sher>. 
•-,  Dorset,  has   been  appointed  a  Perpetuid  Commis- 
t  fer  taking  the  acknowledgotents  of  deeds  by  ngtartied 
B  in  and  for  the  county  of  Dorset. 
'■  Sttdhouoi  Cabtkbll,  solicitor,  of  Wigton,  Cum- 


berland,   has    be.)n    elauted  C'urk   to   tho  Cirlisla  School 
Board,     Mr.  Cartmell  was  admitted  an  attorney  in  1836. 

Mr.  Thomas  Hustwick.  solicitor,  of  Soham,  Cambridge* 
shire,  has  been  appointed  Clerk  to  the  School  Board  of  that 
district.  Mr.  Uustwick  was  admitted  an  attorney  in  1836, 
and  is  also  registrar  of  the  Soham  Cjunty  Conrt. 


PABLIAMENT  AND  LEGISLATION. 

HOUSE  OF  LORDS. 

March  31.— The  -Albert  Lift  Asturanct  Bill  was  read  » 
third  time  and  passed. 

Bankrupt  Peert. — The  Lord  Chancellor's  bill  relating  to 
disqualification  by  bankruptcy  for  seats  in  this  House  was 
read  a  first  time. 

The  Juttieet'  Proceduri  (^England)  Bill  was  committed  pro 
forma,  for  the  purpose  of  inserting  amenduients. 

The  Ju4ji>u4nt*  {Inland)  Hill  was  read  a  second  time. 

HOUSE  OF  COMMONS. 

March  31. — Merchant  Shipping  Bill. — In  answer  to  Mr. 
Rathbone,  Mr.  Chichester  Fortescue  said  he  was  extremely 
anxious  to  press  the  bill  forward,  and  would  endeavour,  as 
far  as  lay  in  his  power,  to  do  so.  It  appeared  to  him,  how- 
ever, that  it  was  possible  to  pass  it  in  the  present,  or,  in- 
deed, in  any  session  only  by  the  attention  of  those  who  were 
interested  in  the  measure  being  given  to  its  provisions  so  as 
to  secure  a  complete  examination  of  them  outside  the  walls 
of  the  House  before  they  came  on  for  discussion.  If  that 
were  done,  he  entertained  very  sanguine  expectations  that 
by  means  of  the  saggostions  thus  made  its  progress  would  be 
very  much  facilitated.  He  hoped  that  during  the  recess 
hon.  members  wonld  use  theirtinflnence  to  this  end,  furnish- 
ing the  Board  of  Trade  with  the  result  of  their  deliberations, 
either  in  writing,  by  personal  interviews,  or  both  ;  and  the 
bill  might  thus  be  put  into  snsh  a  stage  that  widioat  anj 
great  loss  of  time  it  might  become  law. 

The  Pilotage  Abolition  Bill. — In  reply  to  Viscount  Sandon, 
Mr.  Chichester  Fortescue  said  he  hoped  to  take  the  second 
reading  of  this  bill  on  the  Thursday  after  Easter,  imme- 
diately after  the  Budget  had  been  moved. 

The  Cate  of  Martha  Torpey. — Mr.  0.  Morgan  rose  to  call 
the  attention  of  the  House  to  the  recent  acquittal  of  Mis. 
Martha  Torpey,  and  to  the  expediency  of  abo.ishingthe  rule 
of  law  which  in  certain  cases  exempts  married  women  front 
responsibility  for  their  own  criminal  acts.  Having  referred 
in  detail  to  the  facts  of  the  case,  he  proceeded  to  declare 
that  the  miscarriage  of  justice  in  the  matter  was  due  rather 
to  a  defect  in  the  law  than  to  any  fault  of  cither  the  judge 
or  the  jury.  According  to  the  opinion  of  Blackstone, 
Martha  Torpey  had  been  rightly  acquitted.  It  was  absurd 
that  the  presumption  of  coercion  should  bo  allowed  in  the 
case  of  a  wife  and  not  be  allowed  in  the  case  of  a  child  eight 
or  nine  years  old  committing  an  oBi-nce  in  company  with 
its  father.  Again,  a  man's  mistress  was  often  more  com- 
pletely under  his  control  than  his  wife,  and  yet,  if  by 
brutal  violence  on  the  part  of  her  paramour  a  woman  was 
induced  to  commit  forgery,  for  example.  She  would  be  con- 
victed, not  because  she  was  a  free  agent,  but  be- 
cause she  was  not  a  married  woman.  Our  law  did 
not  presume  that  the  wife  acted  under  coercion  in  a  case 
of  murder  in  which  she  was  implicated  along  with 
her  husband,  and  in  the  present  instance  if  the  shopman  had 
died  through  the  application  of  the  handkerchief  to  his  face, 
Mrs.  Torpey  would  have  been  held  resiionsible  for  her  acts  ; 
bnt  becante  she  had  not  succeeded  in  killing  him,  therefore 
she  was  presumed  to  be  irresponsible.  Such  a  distiuctioa 
Was  wholly  arbitrary  and  irrational.  '  The  true  account  of 
the  origin  of  that  legal  presumption  was  believed  by  Mr. 
Malcolm  Kerr,  the  learned  editor  of  Blackstoue,  to  be  found 
not  in  the  subjection  of  the  wife  to  her  husband,  but  in  the 
long  obsolete  doctrine  of  the  iienefit  of  clerg)'.  It  was, 
therefore,  an  illustration  of  bow,  in  this  highly  conservative 
country,  a  le^l  rule  remained  embedded  in  our  jurispru- 
dence long  after  the  reason  for  it  had  ceased  to  exist.  There 
was  nothing  in  the  present  relation  between  husband  and 
wife  to  justify  the  retention  of  that  presumption.  The 
presumption  he  was  condemning  might  perhaps  have  been 
all  very  well  in  times  when  women  and  children  were  hanged 
by  scores  for  petty  thefts;  butin  the  present  day,  injury  cases, 
above  all  in  criminal  cases,  it  operated  most  mischievously. 
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—Mr.  Straight,  harinj);  been  personalljr  engiged  in  the  cue, 
said  he  belipved  that  Martha  Torpey's  accqaittal  wu  owing 
to  her  diminntive  form  rather  than  anything  el«e,  because 
the  learned  counsel  for  the  defence  strongly  urged  to  the  jury 
that  it  was  scarcely  probably  a  young  woman  of  her  physirjue 
would,  from  her  own  free  nil),  hare  engai(rd  in  the  crime  of 
violence  charged  against  her.    He  largely  endor»ed  the  hon. 
and  learned  member's  coudemnation  of  this  presumption  of 
law.    He  joined  with  the  hon.  and  learned  member  there- 
fore in  asking  the  House  to  remove  a  great  defect  in  the  ad- 
ministration of  the  law,  and  prevent  the  recurrence  of  pro- 
ceedings scandalous  to  the  country.— Ur.  Jeasel  supported 
tho  same  view.— Mr.  M.  Cham)>ers  believed  that  the  two 
hranchrs  of  the  Legislature  had  been  going  beyond   their 
province.     Ho  protested  at  the  manner  in  which  ignorant 
members — by  the  nse  of  the  word  he  intended  no  offenes— 
were  in  the  habit  of  attacking  those  who  had  to  administer 
justice  either  in  tlie  civil  or  criminal  courts  of  the  kingdom. 
Xt  had  struck  him   uiany  times  that  this  presumption  of 
law  was  a  most  humane  law,  for  it  was  founded  upon  tlie 
well-known  submissiveness  of  a  tender  wife,  even  towardu 
tlie  worst  of  husbands.    And  an  affectionate,  domesticated 
wife,  they  knew,  was  bat  a  weak  instrument  in  the  hands, 
possibly,  of  a  weak  or  criminal  husband.    There  might  be, 
und  no  doubt  there  were,  occasional  and  exceptional  shrews  ; 
but  the  law  was  made  for  the  generality  of   wives,  and, 
according  to  hU  humble  judgment,  the  law  was  a  good  one 
and  ought  to  be  continued.     If  there  was  a  defect  in  the 
law,  let  hon.  gentlemen  who  thought  so  ask  the  Home 
Secretary  or  the  Attorney-General  to  take  the  matter  into 
consideration,  but  they  ought  not  to  come  forward  over  and 
over  again  and  occupy  the  time  of  the  House,  because,  on  a 
particular  occasion  they  had  read  in  the  newspapers  that 
there  was  some  error  in  the  administration  of  the  law.— Dr. 
Ball  said  the  alteration  of  the  bill  was  surrounded  with 
much  more  difficulty  than  was  supposed.    The  relation  of 
husband  and  wife  was  one  of  a  peculiar  character,  demand- 
ing the  most  perfect  confidence  between  the  two  parties. 
He  was  not  preparod,  therefore,  to  lay  down  the  doctrine 
fluit  _a  wife  was  to  be  answerable  in  every  case  in  which  the 
criminal  law  made  the  husband  liable.     He  was  not  pre- 
jnred,  in  the  first  place,  to  accept  the  proposition  that  the 
wife  was  to  be  answerable  for  complici^  or  mere  know- 
ledge—for  that   degree   of    guilt   whidii   was  created  in 
law  by  a  person  becoming  cognizant  of  or  in  some  manner 
connected  with    some    crime.       He   regarded    that   par- 
ticular offence   in   the  case  of  a  wife  towards    her  hus- 
band as  impossible.     For  was  the  wife  to  become  a  spy 
upon  her  husband  ?    If  that  were  to  be  so  they  woald  lay 
down  a  doctrine  incomparably  more  dangerous  than  the 
occasional  escape  of  a  criminal  could  be.     In  the  second 
place,  he  was  not  prepared  to  have  the  wife  punished  in  crimes 
of  an  extremely  light  or  trivial  description,  such  as  petty 
larceny.    The  doctrine  of  presumption,  as  it  existed  in  the 
law,   was  the  invention  of  wise  judges,  who,  finding  that 
public  feeling  in  the  coses  he  had  mentioned  would  revolt 
against  the  punishment  of  the  wife,  devised  this  ingenious 
subtlety  as  a  ground  of  distinction  to  save  her.     He  doubted 
Tery  much  whether  it  was  clear  that  the  law  was  confined  to 
cases  of  that  character.     He  should  wish  to  see  it  decided 
by  an  appellate  tribuunl  whether  there  were  not  crimes  ac- 
companied by  great  violence,  as  well  as  murder   or  high 
treason,  outside  of  the  doctrine,  and  whether  the  doctrine 
was  not  confined  to  its  original  application  to  cases  in  which 
oar  own  feelings  would  tell  us  that  it  would  not  be  expedient 
to  enforce  the  law  to  the  utmost.    The  doctrine  was,   he 
believed,  a  thousand  years  o!d,  and  after  the  repeated  re- 
visions of  our  criminal  law  which  had  been  made  without  its 
operation  having  been  referred  to  by  Royal  Commissions  or 
jjreat  legal  writers  as  a  grievance,   he  was  of  opinion  the 
House  ought  to  pause  before  proceeding  to  act  on  a  single 
i  istance  in  which  a  jury  may  have  happened  to  go  wrong. 
Uliesanction  of  judicial  authority,  or  the  recommendations 
of  a  commission  appointed  to  investigate  the  subject,  were, 
he  contended,  always  a  preliminary  to  sach  changes  as  that 
proposed,   and  he  doubted   very   much,    if  the  law  were 
altered,   when   a   line  of  distinction  came   to    be  drawn, 
if  it   would  be  a  better  one  than   that  which  was   now 
drawn  by  the  law  as  it  had  existed  for  so  lon^  a  period. 
— Mr.  T.  Chambers  expressed  his  concurrence  in  all  that 
had  fallen  from  the  previous  speaker,  and   maintained  that 
there  was  not  laid  the  smallest  foundation  for  an  alteration 
of  the  law.     In  what  did  the  present  case  consist  ?    In  a 
wrong  verdict  against  the  right  Uw  as  it  hod  bean  laid  down 


by  the  learned  Recorder.    Kow,  a  wrong   venlict  could  not 
be  changed  by  any  alteration   in   the  Taw.     Hit  hon. ud 
learned  friend  had   founded  his  argument  of  the  liv  ot  i 
ridiculons  presumption,  the  foundation  of  the  preiamptiis 
really  being  that  the  law  of  England  regarded  with  hna 
and  approval  the  affectionate  obedience  of  the  wifatoher 
husband,  and  recognised  the    marital  control  which,  u  i 
consequence,  he  was  enabled  to   exercise  as  excuing  hat 
from  the  consequences  of  minor  offences     Bat  the  hos.ind 
learned  gentleman  said  that  the  presumption  went  to  tht 
extent  of  including  highway  robbery,  but  he  must  miiitiii 
that  it  did  not  extend  to  crimes    of  violence  like  that 
in  which  the  wife  took  an  active  part  and  if  tht  hon. 
and  learned  gentleman  would  look  carefully  into  the  nuiui 
from  Blockstone  which  he  had  quoted  he  would  findthitm 
crime  of  murder  was  there  given  as  an  illtutratioD,  aid  b;i» 
means    as    an    exhaustive   description,    of    the   casei  to 
which    the    presumption    did     not    apply.      He  hoped, 
under  these  circumstances,    that    the    Attomey-Oeienl 
would    not    trouble    himself    about    the    matter.-The 
Attorney-General    said    it   •ppeored    to   him   that,  il- 
though,  as  a  general  rule,  the  House  of  ( Commons  onght  to 
be  very  careful  how  it  canvassed  the  verdicts  of  joriei,  yet 
that  when  great  pnblic  interests  were  involved,  and  »li(ii 
there  was  reason  to  suppose  there  had  been  a  miscarriiite  t( 
justice,  the  matter  was  one  which  it  was  fully  within  tke 
province  of  the  House  to  discuss  with  a  view  to  sec  whete 
the  law  stood  in  need  of  alteration.    Heqnite  conenmdvitk 
the  last  speaker  that  the  fact  that  a  wrong  Tetdiet  had  bm 
given  did  not  furnish  a  snfGeient  reawn  why  the  law  shod 
be  altered.    The  case,  however,  which  had  been  pot  by  tk 
hon.  and  learned  genUemen  who  bronght  forward  the  snbjR! 
was  not  one  of  a  wrong  verdict,  bnt  of  a  wrong  vtiditt  a 
consequence  of  a  strong  legal  presumption,  and  be  eoaldut 
help  tninking  that  if  there  had  been  no  such  prtsamiitioi 
there  might  have  been  no  such  votlict.    The  eridesn, 
so    far   as   he   was   enabled   to   form  a  judgment,  nit 
to    show    that    tho    woman,   in   the     present   instuo. 
hod    taken    an    active    part     in    the   robbery.      And  if 
the  verdict    was   wrong,  why   was  it    wrong  f   W»»  it 
not,  in  all  probability,  Mcause  of  the  presnmptioo  of  lev! 
"But,"  said  tho  Common  Serjeant,  "the  presumption  rf 
law  does  not  apply  to  cases  of  violence," — thus  going,  1» 
thonght,  too  far  ;  for,  although  he  was  aware  that  doctrine 
was  laid  down  in  some  text-books,  yet,  if  he  was  not  mii* 
token,  a  different  doctrine  was  laid  down  in  others.   The 
learned  Recorder,  at  all  events,  had  not,  he  beliertd,  taken 
that  view  ;  for,  so  far  as  he  could  learn,  he  bad  pat  it  to 
the  jnry  that  there  was  such  a  presumption,  althon^  he 
also  put  it  to  them  that  the  presumption  was  rebutted  by 
the  facts  of  the  case,  and  that  the  woman  was  a  free  agent 
He  understood  further  that  if  a  letter  written  by  her  hid 
found  its  way  to  the  jnry  it  wonld  have  placed  the  aurter 
beyond  all  question.    He  could  not  doubt,  he  might  idd, 
thatthe  verdict  was  one  which  the  learned  Recorder  cotM 
not  approve,  and  that  it  was  brought  about  in  a  gno 
measure  by  the  presumption  of  law.  That  led  him  to  inqniw 
whether  the  presumption  was  or  was  not  well-founded.   He 
had  no  doulit  it  was  originally  based  on  those  fandaroeotiil 
notions  of  justice  which  must  more  or  less  enter  in  the  codes  « 
allcivilized  nations.  The  principle  oflaw  was  that*  person «« 
not  answerable  criminally  for  an  act  committed  on  a  compu- 
sion  which  he  was  unable  to  resist  But  our  law  did  not  stop 
there.     It  laid  down  a  presumption  with  respect  to  a  p«rt> 
cular  class  of  felonies'Only,  where  the  husband  and  wife  wa« 
together,  and  there  the  law  assumed,  whether  the  fact  wu  » 
or  not,  that  the  wife  must  be  under  the  husband's  compulroa- 
Bnt  he  very  much  doubted  whether  this  legal  prewimpuw, 
even  if  originally  advantageous,  was   now    tenable.    T™ 
reason  for  the  presumption  was  given  by  given  by  Sir  B«bm 
Brooke,   who,   writing  in  the  time    of  Eliiabeth,  in  tlie 
carious  mixture  of  Norman  French  and  Latin  to  be  found  n 
the  law  books  of  that  day,  said  :— "Ratio  videtareo  qcj 
le  ley  entend  que  la  feme  ne  oaa  contradire  son  baroo,     u 
it  were  true  that  in  the  days  of  Elizabeth  no  wife  enr 
ventured  to  contradict  her  husband,  the  times  were  gre»tV 
changed.     Now  it  would  be  easy  to  point  to  husbands  v" 
did  not  dare  to  contradict  their  wives.  Blackstone  traced  tW 
presTunption  in  our  law  to  our  Anglo  Saxon  anc»t(W  * 
even  further  back  to  those  northern  nations  where  the  •»• 
rule  applied  both  to  wives  and  to  slaves.     Probably  tta 
condition  of  these  two  classes  was  not  then  very  differiBt ; 
and  in  those  time  the  presumption  might  have  been « '•» 
'  one.    But  it  was  entirely  inapplicable  to  the  present  tms 
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vim  tbe  porition  of  women  bad  been  altogether  altered,  and 
vomni  nnqneitionablT  thoagbt  for  themselvea.  Tbere  was 
10  better  grcnnd  for  the  preaumption  in  tbe  case  of  husband 
aai  wife  ttm  in  tbe  case  of  father  and  child  or  master  and 
Ntnat.  Instead  of  eetablisbing  an  arbitrary  presumption 
in  mt  jwrticalir  case,  the  better  plan  wonld  prolwbly  he  to 
pot  to  the  jury  in  all  cases  tbe  question,  was  tbe  prisoner  a 
tm  igeiit,  or  entirely  orerpowered  by  the  will  of  another? 

The  CoKtUj/  jHsticu  Qutlxfietttion  Amendment  BiU  was  read 
*  third  time  and  passed. 

Tritunals  of  Crnnmeret. — A  select  committee  was  appointed) 
«B  the  motion  of  Mr.  "Whitwell,  to  inquire  into  tbe  expe- 
diency of  estsbliDbin;;  tribunals  of  commerce,  or  of  otberwise 
inproTing  tbe  administration  of  justice  in  causes  relating 
to  commercial  disputes  in  England. 

April  3.— The  £leeliont  {Farliamtntary  and  Municipal) 
KEfwu  read  a  second  time. 

Stprufntatim  of  the  People  Acts  Amendment  Bill. — Mr. 
Hiidcaatle  obtained  leave  to  bring  in  a  bill  to  repeal  tbe 
minority  clauses  of  tbe  Representation  of  the  People  Acts. 

iocoi  Hating  and  Local  Goverumeiil. — Mr.  Goecben  ob- 
tiised  leave  to  bring  in  two  bills  to  amend  the  laws  relating 
to  rating  and  local  Kovemment,  and  to  make  better  provision 
nspecting  tbe  liability  of  property  to  Ice  il  taxation,  and  for 
other  pnrposes  connected  therewith. 

April  4.— Tbe  Bleetiom  (Parliamentary  and  Xunieipal) 
BiU  wu  ooDmitted  pro  Jorma. 

The  InttMurt  Land  Ametidment  Bill  was  referred  lo  a 
leleet  commiitee. 

Tr«(fc»  VMone  Bill.— On  the  order  of  the  day  for  con- 

Menog  the  ameodments  to  this  bill,  Sir  M.  Beach  expressed 

•»n  Iwt,  in  the  case  of  trades  unions,  registration  should 

jndaee  the  same  kind  of  finsndal  evils  as  it  bad  in  tbe  case 

A  ^^^^  societies,   and  suggested  as  an   amendment  in 

■eUl s  separation  of  tbe  funds  applied  for  strikes  from 

*«"  applied  for  relief.— Mr.   Bruce  said  the  amendment 

»«u«  entirely  defeat  the  object,  as  no  trades  union  would 

•«f*«ich  a  condition.    The  trades  unions  were  both  trade 

«M  laadly  societies,  and  it  was  impossible  to  apply  tbe 

*?«IWB  to  them  as  were  applied  to  other  societies. —Mr. 

Halertotham  proposed  an  amendment  providing  that  tbe 

f^t?  nunmary  jorisdiclion  should  be,  in  England,  jus- 

■"•"  *•  peace  or  stipendiary  magistrates  ;  in  Scotland, 

•M  ihenff  of  the  county  or  his  substitute ;  in  Ireland,  tbe 

"^i  magistrate ;  in  tbe  metropolitan  districU  a  stipen- 

™7  magistrate ;    and  in   the  Citv  of  London,  the  Lord 

asvoraod  other  aldermen.— Mr.  J.  H.  Palmer  renewed  the 

poposil  that  jurisdiction  should  be  given  to  the  county 

«?rtjiiJge8.— Mr.  S.  Morley  supported  tbe  proposal.— Mr. 

tVmUrbotham  opposed  tbe  amendment,  obtemng  that  it 

•»wa  not  be  fair  to  throw  upon  county  court  judges  tbe 

■^nr  of  sacb  extra  duties,  and  that  if  there  should  be  any 

**U^«Mion  with  tbe  judicial  conduct  of  the  justices,  it 

■jwld  be  open  to  the  workmen  to  ask  for  the  appointment 

««  Apendiary  magistrate.- Mr.  J.  H.   Palmer's  amend- 

■«t  hanng  been   withdrawn,  that  of  Mr.  Winterbotham 

■"••STsedto. 

Cni«»ol  lata  Ameiidmtitt  (MatUrt  and  Workmen)  Bill.— 
w  the  consideration  of  tbis  bill  as  amended,  Mr.  Wiuter- 
wh»m^  proposed  to  omit  from  tbe  bill  tbe  words  "  trades 
■owis"  in  the  two  cases  where  they  were  used,  and  to 
■hetitote  for  them  "  temporary  or  permanent  associ^.ion 
otcombinatirai ;  "  the  effect  of  which,  be  said,  wonld  be  to 
«Men  tbe  operation  of  the  bill  so  as  to  embrace  all  cases  in 
•bch  coercion  was  used  in  tbe  manner  described. — The 
■•endtnent  was  agreed  to.— Mr.  A.  Herbert  moved  an 
■jenament  defining  tbe  molestation  punishable  under  the 
«»«  follows:—"!.  If  be  (the  accused)  hide  any  tools, 
*«'«•,  or  other  property  owned  or  used  by  such  person, 
•tasprive  him  of  or  binder  him  in  the  use  thereof.  2.  If 
Wttwo  or  more  persons  he  shall  binder  any  such  person 
^  'ree  {tasaage  to  or  from  his  work  or  occnpa- 
"■i  or  shall  follow  him  about  with  abusive  Ian- 
[■•g^  Tbe  hon.  member  contended  that  tbe  words 
J^owsnily  follow"  were  too  vague,  and  might 
■  HBstimea  applied  to  cases  in  which  one  work- 
jjfc  followed  another  without  any  objection  simply  to 
y^g^ith  him.— 'The  Solicitor  General  protested  against 
■Mig attempted  to  place  tbe  Government  in  a  position  of 
j^W^.Hk*  antagonism  towards  those  large  bodies  of 
•J^jBwhos©  interests  in  all  legitimate  matters  it  had 
■■tbsfr  aameat  endeavour  to  promote.  There  were 
"wa  ipaoifio  acta,  wrong  in  themselves,  which  bad  been 


done,  which  probably  would  he  done  again,  and  which,  in 

the  interests  of  the  trades  unions  themselves,  it  was  most 
important  should  be  put  down.  What  was  desirable  was, 
that  these  acts  should  be  clearly  defined,  in  order  that 
people  should  know  what  they  might  do,  and  what  they 
might  not  do.  The  Government  had  endeavoured  in  the 
bill  to  make  out  clearly  what  were  tbe  offecces  pointed  at, 
and  which  every  reasonable  man  would  agree  were  aoto 
which  should  be  suppressed.  They  had  cut  dovm  the 
vague  word  "molest"  by  tbe  three  distinct  acts  of 
molestation  named  in  the  bill,  which  were  only  to  be  punish- 
able when  they  were  done  for  the  purpose  of  coercion.  He 
did  not  think  the  magistrates  would  be  inclined  to  strain  the 
law  in  the  way  the  hon  gentleman  had  suggested ;  but,  sup- 
posing they  did,  tbe  bon.  gentleman  forgot  tha^  under  a 
general  statute  any  person  who  was  tbe  subject  of  a  summary 
conviction  had  a  perfect  right  to  demand  from  the  maglstratM 
a  case  for  one  of  tbe  superior  courts  of  law,  who  would  adjudi- 
cate upon  tbe  matter. — The  amendment  was  negatived. — Mr. 
Melly  moved  an  amendment  giving  magistrates  tbe  alterna- 
tive of  inflicting  a  penalty  of  £50.  Mr.  Rathbone  seconded 
the  amendment — Mr.  Fletcher  took  a  similar  view. — Tlie 
Solicitor-General  opposed  the  amendment.  Tbe  offence 
dealt  with  was  ene  between  workman  and  workman,  and 
could  not  be  met  by  a  pecuniary  penalty. — Mr.  Mundella 
supported  the  amendment. — Mr.  Bruce  could  testily  from 
experience  that  the  pecnuiary  penalty  wonld  be  utterly 
nugatory. — The  amendment  was  withdrawn. — Mr.  Morley 
asked  whether  the  words  "  if  with  a  view  to  c«erce  "  might 
not  be  inserted  after  tbe  word  "  molest" — Mr.  Bruce  ex- 
plained that  tbe  desire  to  coerce  was  understood  by  tbe  tenor 
of  the  clause. — Mr.  E.  Potter  moved  in  p.  2,  line  9,  after 
"  if, ' '  to  leave  out ' '  watch,"  and  insert  "  he  alone,  or  together 
with  other  person  or  persons."  After  an.observation  from 
Mr.  Bruce,  Mr.  Potter  intimated  a  wish  to  withdraw  his 
amendment,  but  a  division  was  called. — Subsequently  the 
amendment  was  negatived  without  a  division. — Mr.  Winter- 
botham said  that  it  was  intended  to  omit  tbe  words  master 
and  workman  from  tlie  title,  and  to  call  the  bill  a  bill  for 
the  amendment  of  the  criminal  law. — ^The  bill  was  reported 
with  amendments.  Tbe  third  reading  was  fixed  for  17tb 
ApriL 


FOSEION  TBIBUKALS  &  JDllISFBUDENCB. 

AMERICA. 
Thiba  Distkict  CouttT,  Utah. 
Jan.  1871. — In  the  Matter  of  the  Applieationi  of  Jtiehard 
Dougltu,  Ralph  Louglat,  aiid  William  Kay,  for  Natural- 
ization. 

These  applicants  for  naturalization  being  sworu  on  their 
voir  dire,  each  admitted  that  he  has  two  wives  aud  children 
by  each  wife,  and  each  alleged  that  ho  was  married  to  the 
second  woman  prior  lo  tbe  Act  of  Congress  of  July  I,  1862, 
which  denounces  severe  penalties  against  those  who  shall 
be  convicted  ot  bigamy  or  polygamy.  On  being  further  in- 
terrogated by  the  Court,  they  all  admitted  that  they  are 
now  cohabiting  with  their  second  wives,  and  two  of  them 
urged,  as  an  excuse  for  doing  so,  that  their  first  wives  are 
now  old,  and  can  no  longer  bear  children.  The  applicants 
are  Englishmen. 

McKean,  C  J. — At  tbe  last  September  Term  of  this  court, 
Sandberj^  and  Horsley,  neither  of  whom  had  actually  com- 
mitted bigamy  or  polygamy,  applied  for  naturalization.  The 
former  said  "  that  he  regarded  it  as  in  accordance  with  the 
laws  of  God  for  a  man  tu  have  more  than  one  wife  at  the 
same  time,  and  that,  if  the  laws  of  the  country  forbade  it, 
he  regarded  it  ns  his  duty  to  obey  the  laws  of  God  rather 
than  the  laws  of  man."  Horsley  refused  to  answer,  and  by 
bis  manner  as  well  as  by  his  words  said,  in  substance,  that 
that  was  his  own  business  snd  not  tbe  business  of  the  Court. 
Their  applications  were  rejected.  The  applications  now  at 
bar  present  other  questions  than  those  then  considered. 
These  three  men  seem  to  think  that,  because  they  took 
plural  wives  prior  to  the  Act  of  Congress  of  July  1,  1868, 
they  violated  no  law  by  doing  so.  Let  us  first  consider  this 
qnestion,  and  afterwards  turn  our  attention  to  the  fact  that 
th^  are  still  all  cohabiting  with  their  so-called  second  wives. 
The  governmeiit  of  tbe  United  States  acquired  tbe  terri- 
tory of  Utah  from  the  Mexican  Republic,  whether  by  the 
treaty  of  Gaudalupe  Hidalgo  in  A.D.  1848,  or  by  previons 
conquest,  or  by  both,  is  for  our  present  purpose,  immaterial. 
And  it  is  a  familiar  i>rinciple  of  international  law  that  "  tbe 
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Inrs  whether  ia  writing  or  evidenced  by  the  ange  and 
cnctoins  of  the  conqnered  or  ceded  country  continno  in 
torn  n'ntil  altered  by  the  nsw  sovereign."  (.U/hi»h'$  Lntt* 
w.  JtelitUuh,  8  Wheat.  589  ;  Soulani  r.  VmUd  Btrntrt,  i 
Peters  512 ;  UnUrd  States  T.  Awedando,  6  id.  712  ; 
VitUed  Slateo  r.  Fereliman.  7  id.  86  ;  Vnited  Statu  v.  Clarke, 
8  id.  444  ;  D*lla$*u»  r.  United  SttUea,  9  id.  133  ;  MUehtlr. 
United  SloUs,  9  id.,  734  ;  United  Stairs  v.  Fernandez,  10  id. 
305  ;  Smith  v.  United  Vtate>,  10  id.,  330.  15  CaL  226,  18 
Oal.  11,  20  Cal.  387,  24  Cal.  644,  1  Op.  Atty.-Oen.  27, 
Wheatan's  Law  of  Nations  327.) 

The  Conrt  is  bound  to  take  judicial  notice  of  the  laws  in 
fMce  in  this  territory,  at  the  time  of  its  cession  to  tlie  United 
States,  not  inconsistent  with  the  public  policy  of  the  United 
States,  and  not  since  abrogated  by  the  nsw  sovereign. 
"  Those  laws  are  not  reganled  as  foreign  so  as  to  require 
proof  of  their  existence  "  (  WelU  y.  Stout,  9  CaL  494  ;  The 
People  V.  Folnom.  5  Cal.  380  ;  Fremont  v.  Tlie  Uinted  States, 
17  How.  542).  It  is  well  known  that  the  principles  of  the 
Boman  civil  law  prevail  in  Mexico.  But,  it  may  be  said, 
as  some  have  asserted,  that  the  pioneers  of  the  present  in- 
habitants of  this  territory  found  Utah  unoccupied  by  civilized 
man,  and  that,  therefore,  no  system  of  laws  prevailed  here 
when  those  pioneers  took  possession  of  the  territory,  and 
raised  the  flag  of  the  United  States.  Without,  at  present, 
eitker  conceding  or  controverting  this  position,  let  ns  iniiuire 
what,  in  case  it  were  true,  was  the'  status  of  the  settlers  be- 
fore Congress  had  legislated  for  the  territory. 

.  "In  the  absence  of  proof  to  the  contrary,  the  common 
law  is  presumed  to  exist  in  those  States  of  the  Union  which 
were  originally  colonies  of  England,  or  were  carved  ont  of 
B«ch  colonies."  The  same  piesnmption  prerails  as  to  the 
existence  of  the  common  law  in  those  States  which  have 
been  established  in  territory  acquired  since  the  Revolution, 
where  such  territory  was  not  at  the  time  of  its  acquisition, 
cecapied  by  an  organized  and  civilized  community,  hut 
where  the  population ;  upon  the  establishment  of  govern- 
ment, was  formed  b^  emigration  from  the  original  States. 
•  As  in  British  colonies,  established  in  uncultivated  regions 
by  emigretiuns  from  the  parent  country,  the  subjects  are 
considered  as  carrying  with  them  the  common  law,  so  far  as 
it  is  applicable  to  their  new  situation  ;  so,  when  American 
citizens  emigrate  into  territory  which  is  unoccupied  by 
civilized  men,  and  commence  the  formation  of  a  new  govern- 
ment, they  are  equally  considered  as  carrying  with 
them  the  same  law,  in  its  modified  and  improved  condition 
under  the  influence  of  modem  civilization  and  republican 
principles  "  (,Nomt  v.  Harris,  15  Cal.  226).  "  It  is  the  com- 
mon jurisprudence  of  the  United  States,  and  was  brought 
with  them  as  colonists  from  England"  (1  Kent's  Com. 
342-3).  "  Our  ancestors  brought  with  them  the  general 
principles  of  the  common  law  of  England,  and  claimed  it  as 
th«ir  birth-right."  "  It  ought  to  be  assumed  by  this  court 
as  a  part  of  the  jarispnidence  of  the  State  "  (Opinion  of  the 
Court  by  Story,  J.  in   Van  Xeas  v.  Pacard,  2  Peters.  144). 

The  federal  courts  will  administer  the  common  law,  the 
civil  law,  or  whatever  system  mav  prevKJl  in  a  particular 
slate  (The  People  v.  Pnhom,  H  Call.' 374;  ^V^eaton  v.  Peters, 
8  Peters,  591 ;  Kendall  v.  United  Statet,  12  id.  624 ;  Penn- 
s^Jvania  v.  Wheeling  Jiridge  Company,  13  How.  518, 
664). 

I*  Common  law  is  that  general  body  of  I4W,  those  general 
p^ciples  and  those  general  Uoages  which  nre  to  be  found, 
not  in  the  legislative  Acts  of  any  particular  state,  but  that 
geBerally  recognised  and  long  established  law  which  forms 
the  sohstratiim  of  the  laws  of  every  state"  (Forhet  v. 
SeannOl,  13  Cal.  285  ;  Fan  Voreo  v.  Johnson,  IS  Cal.  308  ; 
■»•«»  r.  EUi-idge,  27  Cal.  346).  "The  statutes  pa.«Bed  in 
England  before  the  emiRration  of  our  ancestors,  which  were 
in.  amendment  of  ihe  law.  and  which  are  applicable  to 
onr  situation,  constitute  a  part  of  our  common  law" 
{Patterson  v.  Ifinn,  5  Peters.  233  ;  Caihercart  v.  Robinson, 
id.  264,  280 ;  Taphr  v.  Thompson,  id.  3.58). 

Some  of  the  inhabitants  of  this  territory  came  hither 
feom  the  organised  States  of  the. Union,  but  a  large  pro- 
portion came  from  the  Britioh  Isles,  particularly  from 
England;  others  came  from  Grermany.  Holland.  Norway, 
Sweden,  and  Denmark  ;  a  large  majority  of  the  adults  are 
foreign  bom ;  all  came  from  countries  where  monogamy  is 
the  marital  rule,  and  where  polygamy  and  bigamy  are  de- 
sonnced  and  punished  as  monstrous  crimes ;  all  came  from 
countries  whose  law*,  like  the  Boman  civil  law  and  the 
English  common  law,  condemn  the  man  who  has  two  wives 
as  a  bigamist,  and  the  man  who  has  more  than  two  wives  as 


a  polygamist,  and  all  of  which   coontries  seretely  pmi^ 
sock  criainals. 

It  makes  no  dilFerenca  wbetlier  the  pieneen  who  letOel 
in   Utah  found  here  the  principles  of   the  Rooan  cii3 
law,    or    brought    here    the   principles  of  the  l&BfiA 
oonuBon  law  ;   tbow   two  great  systems  of  jnrapniltKe 
with    equal    eaphaiis    condemn   polygamy  and   \afmj 
which  are  regarded  as  practicaUy  VM  nme  erioie.    Bltd- 
stone      says:       "Polygamy      con     never    be   ratoed 
under  any  rational  civil  establishment,  whatever  Epeana 
reasoos  may  be  urged  for  it  by  the  Eastern  nationa,  tin  U- 
laeionsaeM  of  which  haa  been  fsUy  proved  by  oiany  Muiblt 
writers."    "  IthaaBweroManwdin  thispoitofthe  vorid, 
even   from  the  time  of  onr  German  anceston."    'Itii' 
therefore  punished   by  law*  both  of  ancient  and  wden 
Sweden  with  death.    And  with  us,  in  England,  it  iiesacttd 
by  statute  (1  Jac.  I.,  c.  11)  that  if  any  person,  bebgmiitiej, 
do  afterwards  marry  again,    the  former  husband  or  vife 
being  alive,  it  is  felony"    (Blackatone's  Commentarici, ml 
4,  p.  164,  mar.).     Chancellor  Kent  says,  "  No  penoe  cu 
marry  while  the  former  husband  or  wife  is  lirioi;."  "If 
ther*  be  no  statute  regulation  in  the  case,  the  priadple  d 
the  common  law,  and  not  only  of  England  but  generdlr  d 
the  Christian  world,  is  that  no  length  of  time  or  sbaocer 
and    nothing    but    death,  or  the  decreo    of  a  court  (» 
fessedly    competent    to     the     case,      can     dissoln  tlie 
marriage     tie"      (Kent's     Commentaries,     vol.   i,  jf. 
79,  80).    The   same  writer  says:  "  The  direct  sod  Ktioat 
prohibition  of  polygamy  contained  in  onr  laws  is  fooodcd  n 
the  principles   of  Christianity  and  the  laws  of  our  Kai 
nature,  and  it  is  supported  by  the  sense  and  practice  of  tk 
civilized  nations  of  Enropew    Though  the  AtheoiaaB  at  on 
time  permitted  polygamy,  yet,  generally,   it  was  not  tol^ 
rated  in  ancient  Greece,  but  was  regarded  as  the  ptactieaof 
barbarians.     It  was  also  forbidden  by  the  Bomans  thns^- 
out  the  whole  period  of  their  history,  and  the  prohiUUotis 
inserted  in  the  Institutes  of  Justinian.     Polygamy  nuj  b> 
regarded  as  exclusively  the   feature  of  Asiatic  numDenml 
of  half-civilized  life,  uid  to  be  incompatible  with  dvilia- 
tion,  refinement,  and  domestic  felicity  "  (Kent's  CDn..T!'- 
2,  p.  81 ;   see  1  Domot'a  Civil  Law,  13,  and  Chsabo^ 
Encyo.,  6th  vol.,  336). 

Emigrants  have  been  coming  into  this  territory  fnim  prior 
to  the  treaty  of  Guadalupe  Hidalgo,  which  was  prodiinej 
A.n.  1848,  to  the  present  time;  and  whether  theyfoiml 
here  the  principles  of  the  civil  law  or  brongfat  or  foand  im 
the  principles  of  the  common  law,  they  wen  ilib' 
forbidden  to  practise  the  crime  of  bigamy,  and  thtt, 
too,  without  any  Congresainnsl  l^^latioa  apop 
the  subject.  Bat  by  tiie  organic  act  for  tU> 
Territory,  approved  September  9,  a..o.  1850,  Congren. 
among  other  things,  prodded  a  snpreme  and  three  district 
courts  for  the  territory,  and  enacted  that  "the  isid 
supreme  and  district  courts  respectively  shall  posRas 
chancery  as  well  as  common  law  jurisdiotion,"  thos  oj 
statute  adopting  for  the  territory  the  system  of  joriapn- 
dence  whioh  the  emigrants  had  brought  hitherto.  And 
the  act  of  Congress  of  July  1,  a.d.  186S,  denooieiiir 
penalties  against  the  crime  of  bieamy,  waa  in  strict  bv- 
mony  with  the  prinoiples  of  both  the  civil  and  the  oommoD 
laws.  It  is  quite  time  that  certain  men  in  this  oommniiiiT 
who  mislead  the  people,  who  prate  about  their  loyaltj  10 
the  Constitution  while  they  denounce  every  law  thst 
opposes  their  lusts ;  it  is  quite  time  that  such  men  had 
learned  that  *- the  jurisdiction  of  a  nation,  within  its  ova 
territory,  is  exclusive  and  absolute.  It  is  susceptible  (f 
no  limitation  not  imposed  by  itself "  (The  Exehany  y- 
MeFiddon,  7  Cranoh,  II61.  Let  them  make  up  tkeir 
minds  that  this  nation  will  enforce  in  Utah  the  same  1>*> 
that  are  enforced  everywhere  else  in  the  civilised  world. 
Let  those  men  who  have  been  ignorantly  or  willingly  aui- 
led  into  bigamy,  make  provision  for  the  support  of  their 
illegitimate  children  and  the  mothers  ofthou  children,  aad 
then  let  them  cease  to  co-habit  with  their  coooabina. 
After  they  shall  have  done  and  persisted  in  such  "  wofis- 
meet  for  repentance,"  there  will  t>e  time  enough  for  tho 
to  apply  for  American  citizenship  on  the  gtvnnd  that  ikff 
are  men  "  of  good  moral  charaoter,  attached  to  the  prifr 
oiplea  of  the  C^nstitntion  of  the  United  States,  and  w«fl 
disposed  to  the  good  order  and  happiness  of  the  isiw.' 
Whatever  the  present  applicants  for  natoralixatioB  ui*J 
have  supposed  in  regard  to  tha  law  prior  to  I86S,  they 
now  know  that  the  law  condemns  their  conduct  If  tbef 
have   any  desire  ever  again    to  became  the  taw-obidinf 
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g  whjth  tha  court  presumes  they  onoa  were^  let  them 
once  begin  to  obey  the  laws — laws  in  harmunjr  with 
I  principles  and  practices  of  all  ciriliaed  natioos ;  lei 
lO  DO  longer  listen  to  the  precepts,  nu  longer  imitate 
exsmplea  of  false  teachers,  who  would  bare  them 
iere  that  the  man  who  turns  awajr  from  the  wife  of  his 
ith,  and  takes  to  his  bed  and  board  and  bosom  one  or 
re  jDiiDg  concubines,  does  a  deed  of  piety — a  deed, 
rerer,  miuch  nminda  oiniised  men  of  the  filial  piety 
A  prarails  among  certain  Afrioaa  tribes,  where 
diea  rid  thenuelvea  of  their  aged  parents  by  kuoolcing 
m  on  tbe  head  with  a  olub. 
hete  spplications  for  natnralization  must  be  rejected. 


OBtTUABT. 

MB.  J.  B0RRUP. 
'i.  John  Bormp,  solicitor,  and  °  UndersheriS'  of  the 
itj  of  Oloocestar,  died  at  Palace-yard,  Gloucester,  on 
ilst  of  March,  at  the  age  of  78  years.  Mr.  Burrup  was 
I  in  the  parish  of  Holy  Trinity,  Gloucester,  in  Septem- 
1792,  and  was  educated  at  the  Crypt  Grammar  School, 
uit  city.  He  served  his  articles  with  the  late  Robert 
dell  AVilton,  Esq.,  and  was  admitted  au  attorney  and 
itor  in  1815.  In  the  some  year  he  received  the  appoint- 
t  of  Clerk  of  Indictments  of  the  County  Quarter 
loos,  and  in  1817  he  was  nominated  honorary  secretary 
tmsonr  of  the  Gloucestershire  Law  Societr,  which 
t  he  filled  for  upwards  of  half  a  centnry.  From  this 
sty  he  received  two  presentations  of  plate,  and  at  the 
lu  meeting  in  June,  1869  his  long  services  were  acknow- 
ri  by  a  (jilt  of  £100.  Mr.  Burmp  was  first  appointed 
Mehff  of  Gloucestershire  in  1833,  and  bad  been  re- 
Inl  every  year  since,  except  on  one  occasion.  He  was 
it  many  years  registrar  of  the  Archdeaconry  of  Gloa- 
B.  Mr.  Barrup  likewise  took  an  active  part  in  the  civic 
nofhii  native  city,  being  elected  in  1835,  on  the  passing 
keUanicipal  Beform  Act,  to  represent  the  west  ward  in 
itnn  Council,  and  was  re-elected  on  many  subsequent 
■fioj,  In  1849  Mr.  Barrup  was  unanimously  elected  to 
Mtbc  oSice  of  mayor,  and  during  his  tenure  of  that 
Iffia  Gloucester  was  honoured  with  a  visit  from  her 
fetrtud  the-Prinoe  Coneort.  For  his  promptitude  and 
iutf  in  luppresaing  numerous  fires  during  his  mayoralty, 
iKune  known  as  the  '*  fire  mayor."  He  had  long  been 
•(  the  charity  tnuteesof  Gloucester,  holding  the  office  up 
be  time  of  his  death.  Mr.  Burrup  was  a  member  of  the 
»porated  Law  Society  and  of  the  Metropolitan  and  Pro- 
uil  Law  Association.  He  is  succeeded  in  the  business 
M  son,  Mr.  John  Wakefield  Burrup,  who  was  admitted 
licitor  in  I8S0,  and  has  taken  his  father's  place  as 
enheriff  of  Gloucestershire. 

MR.  J.  C.  GREGORY, 
r.  James  Christopher  Gregory,  solicitor,  of  Chertsey, 
tj,  and  registrar  of  the  county  court  of  that  district, 
niiideoly  on  the  29th  March.  The  deceased,  who  was 
i>  >ixty.second  year,  was  certificated  in  1835,  and  had 
liied  in  Chettsey  for  upwards  of  thirty  years.  He  was 
ected  with  the  Chertsey  County  Court  ever  .since  its 
ihshment,  being  formerly  deputy -registrar  to  the  late 
Bennett,  on  whose  decease  he  was  appointed  to  the 
barahip,  which  becomes  vacant  by  bis  death.  Mr. 
My  «as  also  deputy  steward  of  the  manor  of  Chertsey 
Bunt. 

MR  J.  C.  SHARP. 
r.  James  Chaldecolt  Sharp,  solicitor,  of  Southampton, 
there  on  the  30th  March,  at  the  nge  of  seventy-six 
«.  The  late  Mr.  Sharp,  who  was  certificated  in  1818, 
ftr  many  years  head  of  the  firm  of  Sharp,  Hnrrison,  & 
m  bnt  for  some  years  past  he  took  no  active  part  in  the 
biB,  as  he  had  not  recently  renewed  his  certificate, 
a  kmg  period  Mr.  Sharp  had  been  one  of  the  aldermen 
^e  Corporation  of  Southampton,  and  filled  the  office  of 
itor  to  the  Southampton  Dock  and  Steam  Bridge  Com- 
e>.  When  his  health  permitted  he  took  great  interest 
>•  aSiiis  of  the  South  Hants  Infirmary. 


^  V.  A.  Bsihcs,  B.A.,  of  Oriel  College,  Oxford,  has  been 
Ded  aa  an  advocate  of  the  High  Court  at  Allahabad,  in  the 
la  W«»t  Provinces  of  India. 


LAW  snrSElfTS'  JOVBH AL. 

GENERAL  EXAMINATION. 
TniNiTT  Tbbm,  1871. 

The  Council  of  Legal  Education  have  approved  of  Om 
following  rules  for  the  general  examination  of  the  students^ 

The  attention  of  the  students  is  requested  to  the  mlee  of 
the  Inns  of  Court  [see  14  S.  J.  841]. 

The  examination  will  commence  on  Wednesday,  the  17th 
day  of  Hay  next,  and  will  b«  continued  on  the  Thursday  and. 
Friday  following,  except  as  regards  Hindu  law,  &&,  which, 
will  be  held  on  Saturday,  the  20th  of  May. 

It  will  take  place  in  the  Hall  of  Lincoln's  Inn ;  and  the, 
doors  will  be  uosed  ten  minutes  after  the  time  appointed 
for  the  commencement  of  the  examination. 

The  examination  by  printed  questions  will  be  conducted 
in  the  following  order : — 

Wednesday  morning,  the  17th  of  May,  at  ten,  on  Const!- 
tntional  Law  and  Legal  History  ;  in  the  afternoon,  at  two>. 
on  Equity. 

Thursday  morning,  the  1 8th  of  May,  at  ten,  on  Common 
Law ;  in  the  afternoon,  at  two,  on  the  Law  of  Beal  Property,. 
&c. 

Friday  morning,  the  19th  of  May,  at  ten,  on  Jurispru- 
dence and  the  Civil  Law  ;  in  the  afternoon,  at  two,  a  paper 
will  be  given  to  the  students,  including  questions  bearing 
upon  all  the  foregoing  subjects  of  examination. 

Saturday  morning,  the  20th  of  May,  at  ten,  on  Hindu 
and  Mahommedan  Law,  and  on  the  Laws  in  force  in  British. 
India ;  in  Uie  afternoon,  at  two,  a  paper  upon  the  foregoing 
anhjects  of  Hindu  law,  &o. 

The  oral  examination  will  be  conducted   in  the   same 
or^er,  during  the  same  hours,  and  on  the  same  subjects,  as 
those  already  marked  out  for  the  examination  by  printed 
questions,   except   that  on  the  afternoons  of  Friday  and. 
Saturday  there  will  be  no  oral  examination. 

Tlie  oral  examination  of  each  student  will  be  conducted 
apart  from  the  other  students ;  and  the  character  of  that 
examination  will  vary  according  as  the  student  is  a  candidat» 
for  hononro,  the  studentship,  the  exhibition,  or  desires  sim- 
ply to  obtain  a  certificate  of  having  satisfactorily  passed  the 
general  examination. 

The  oral  examination  and  printed  questions  will  he 
founded  on  the  books  below-mentioned  ;  regard  being  had 
however  to  the  particular  object  with  a  view  to  which  the 
student  presents  himself  for  examination. 

In  determining  the  question  whether  a  student  has'  passed 
the  examination  in  such  a  manner  as  to  entitle  him  to  be 
called  to  the  bar,  the  examiners  will  principally  have  regard 
to  the  general  knowledge  of  law  and  jurisprudence  which 
he  has  displayed. 

A  student  may  present  himself  at  any  number  of  exami- 
nations, until  he  shall  have  obtained  a  certificate. 

Any  student  who  shall  obtain  a  certificate  may  present 
himself  a  second  time  for  examination,  as  a  candidate  for 
the  studentship  or  exhibition,  but  only  at  the  general  exa- 
mination immediately  aucceeding  that  at  which  he  shall 
have  obtained  such  certificate  ;  provided,  that  if  any  student 
so  presenting  himself  shall  not  succeed  in  obtaining  the 
studentship  or  exhibition,  his  name  shall  not  appear  m  the 
list. 

Students  who  have  kept  more  than  eleven  terms  shall  not 
be  admitted  to  an  examination  for  the  studentship. 

The  Reader  on  Constitutional  Law  and  I.iegal  History  pro- 
poses to  examine  in  the  following  books  and  subjects : — 

1.  Hallam's  History  of  the  Middle  Ages,  chap.  8. 

2.  Hallam'h  Constitutionul  History. 

3.  Broom's  Constitutional  Law. 

4.  The  concluding  chapter  of  Blackstoneon  "The  Pro- 
gress of  the  Laws  of  England." 

6.  The  principal  State  trials  of  the  Stuart  period. 
Candidates  for  a  pass  certificate  will  be  extmined  in  I  and 
3  only,  or  2  aad  3  only,  at  their  option. 

The  Render  on  Equity  proposes  to  examine  in  the  follow- 
ing books : — 

1.  Haynes's  Outlines  of  Equity,  or  Snell's  Principles  of 
Equity  ;    Smith's  Manual  of  Equity   Jurisprudence   (last 
edition)  ;  Hunter's  Elementary  View  of  tho  Proceedings  in 
a  Suit  in  Equity,  Part  I.  (last  edition). 

2.  The  Cases  and  Notes  contained  in  the  first  volume  of 
White  and  Tudor's  Leading  Coses.    The  Act  to  Amend  the^ 
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Law  Bdkting  to  Fataro  Judgments,  Statntes,  and  Reoogni- 
nnoee,  !7  &  28  Vict,  c.  112.  The  Act  to  Explain  the 
Operatioa  of  an  Act  passed  in  the  17th  k  18th  Yean  of 
BW  present  Majesty,  c.  113,  intituled,  An  Act  tn  Amend 
the  Law  Belating  to  the  Administration  of  Deceased  Persons, 
-90  &  31  Vict ,  c.  69.  The  Act  to  Remove  Doabts  as  to  the 
Power  of  Trustees,  Executors,  and  Administrators  to  [invest 
Tmst  Funds  in  certain  securities,  and  to  declare  and  amend 
the  Law  relating  to  such  Investments,  30  &  31  Vict,  c.  132. 
The  Act  to  Amend  the  Law  relating  to  Sales  of  Reversions, 
Sift  32  Vict,  C.4.  The  Act  to  Abolish  the  Distinction 
as  to  Priority  of  Payment  which  now  exists  between  the 
Specialty  and  Simple  Contract  Debts  of  Deceased  Persons, 
32  &  33  Vict,  c.  46  ;  and  the  Act  to  amend  the  Law  re- 
kting  to  the  Property  of  Married  Women,  33  &  34  Vict. 
0.93. 

Candidates  tor  certificates  oC  having  passed  a  satisfactory 
examination  will  be  expected  to  be  well  acquainted  with 
the  books  mentioned  in  the  first  of  the  above  classes. 

Candidates  for  the  studentship,  exhibition,  or  honoars, 
will  be  examined  in  the  books  mentioned  in  the  two  classes. 

' '  The  Reader  on  the  Law  of  Real  Property,  &c.,  proposes 
to  examine  in  the  following  books  and  subjects  : — 

1.  Joshua  Williams  on  the.  Law  of  Real  Property. 
(Eighth  edition.) 

2.  The  Dissertation  on  Purchase-Deeds  in  Prideaox's 
Precedents  in  Conveyancing.     Vol.  i.     (Sixth  edition.) 

3.  Dart's  Vendors  and  Purchasers.  Vol.  i.  pp.  460 — 
498.     (Fourth  edition.) 

4.  The  Extinguishment  and  Suspension  of  Powers: 
Edwards  v.  SlaUr,  Hardy,  410  ;  and  the  Notes  to  that  Case 
in  Tudor's  Leading  Cases  on  Real  Property  and  Convey- 
ancing, pp.  305 — 329.     (Second  edition.) 

6.  The  Married  Women's  Property  Act,  1870,  33  &  34 
Vict  c.  93. 

Candidates  for  the  studentship,  exhibition,  or  honoars, 
will  be  examined  in  all  the  above.mentioned  books  and  sub- 
jects ;  candidates  for  a  pass  certificate  in  those  under  heads, 
1,  2,  and  3. 

The  Reader  on  Jurisprudence,  Civil  and  Tntemational 
Law,  proposes  to  examine  in  the  following  books  and  sob- 
jects:— 

1.  Justinian,  Institutes.  Part  iL ,  with  the  notes  of  Orto- 
lan or  Sandars. 

2.  Lord  Mackenzie's  Studies  in  Roman  Law.  Part  ii.,  of 
the  Law  relating  to  Real  Riehts. 

3.  Demangeat  Cours  Elementaire  de  Droit  Remain. 
Tome  Premier.  Livre  Second.  Des  Droits  Reels  et  des 
Testaments. 

4.  Code  Civil.  Arts  fil6 — 636,  with  the  Commontary  of 
C.  Demolombe,  entitled,  "Traite  de  la  Distinction  des 
Biens,"  &c. 

5.  Sir  Robert  Phillimore's  Commentaries  upon  Interna- 
tional Law.  Vol.  iii.  Part  ii.  Chaps.  9,  10,  and  11. 
Part  X.    Part  xi. 

6.  A.  G.  Heffcer,  par  Bergson.  L*  Droit  International 
Public  de  I'Europe.  Livre  Deuxiiume.  Chap.  iii.  Des 
Droits  des  Keutres. 

Candidates  for  honours  wilt  be  examined  in  all  the  above 
«abiects,  but  candidates  for  a  pass  certificate  only  in  1,  2, 
and  6. 

The  Reader  on  Common  Law  proposes  to  examine  in  the 
following  books  and  subject) : — 
Candidates  for  a  pass  certificate  will  be  examined  in — 

1.  The  Ordinary  Steps  and  Coarse  of  Pleading  in  an 
action. 

2.  The  Law  of  Contracts,  as  considered  in  Broom's 
Commentaries.  (Fonrth  edition.)  Book  ii.  Chap.  1,  2, 
and  6. 

3.  The  following  C&net  concerning  Torts.  Smith's 
Leading  Cases.  (Last  edition.)  Vol.  i.  and  Notes  thereto. 
Armortf  v.  Detamiiie,  Athbi/  v.  While,  Cluindehr  v.  Loput, 
Cofjt  V.  Bernard,  and  Scolt  v.  Skeplierd. 

4.  The  Law  relating;  to  Simple  Larceny,  Embezzlement, 
False  Pretences,  ami  Chentinn;.  as  treated  under  those  titles 
in  Archbold's  Criminal  Pleading.    (Last  edition.) 

Candidates  for  the  studentship,  exhibition,  or  honoars 
will  be  examined  in  the  1st  2ad,  and  3rd  of  the  above  sab- 
jects,  and  as  to.— 

(.  The  Form  of  Indictment,    and  Proofs  to  snstain  a 


Conviction  for  Murder,  Manslaoghter,  Bd] 
Housebreaking."  See  Archbold's  Crumstl 
(Last  edition.)     Under  the  foref>oing  titles. 

6.  Contracts  of  Sale  and  of  Debt  Smttli'i 
Law.     Book  iii.     Chaps,  1 2  and  1 3. 

7.  The  Law  of  Evidence.  So  far  as  set  for 
on  Evidence.    (Last  edition.)    Part  ii.    Chap. : 

The  Reader  on  Hindu,  Mahommedas,  and 
proposes  to  examine  in  the  following  books  and 

I.  Hindu  Law — 

1.  Orady's  Hindu  Law  of  Inheritance. 

heritance,  chap,  ix.,  pages  219—311 

2.  Orady's  Manaal  of  Hindu  Law. 

3.  Menu's  Institntes,  by  Grady. 

II.  Mahommedan  Law — 

1.  Grady's  Mahommedan  Law. 

2.  Grady's  Hedayah.     Title    "  Shaffa 

tion,"  book  xxxviii,,  pages  547 — af 
m.  The  Laws  in  Force  in  British  India— 

1.  Intestacy  and  Testamentary  Act. 

2.  Civil  Procedure  Code.     Bv  Brought 
."».  Penal  Code.    By  Starling". 

4.  Code  of  Criminal  Procedure.     Br  S 
fi.  Field's  Law  of  Evidence. 

6,  Field's  Indian  Statute  Book.     Tit 
tion." 

TRINITY  EDUCATIONAL  TERM, 
Pkospectus  of  thk  Lbctures  to  be  delive 
ensuing  Educational  Term,   by  the   sever: 
pointed  by  the  Inns  of  Court 

LConbtitutionai.  Law  and  Lzgal  Hi 
The  Re-ider  on  Constitational  Law  and  Leg; 
poses  to  deliver,  during  the  ensuing  Educatio 
public  lectures  on — 

1.  Magna  Charta. 

2.  The  Early  History  of  the  House  of  Lo 

3.  The  Early  History  of  the  House  o{  Co 

4.  The  History  of  English   Law  and  o 
Constitution  in  the  Thirteenth  Centurj 

With  his  private  class  the  Reader  proposes  tc 

1.  Hallam's  Constitational  History,  chaps. 
and 

2.  Broom's  Constitational  Law,  from  "  Busj 
the  end  of  the  volume. 

Equitt. 
The  Reader  on  Equity  proposes  to  deliver, 
suing  Educational  Term,    two   courses   of  i 
(there  being  six  lectures  in  each  course)  on 
subjects: — 

uiii  EUnUKtury  Course. 

On  Suits  to  Compel  the  Performance  of  Ag 
An  Adranetd  Course. 

1.  On  the  Jurisdiction  of  the  Court  of  Chs 
fants. 

2.  On  Voluntary  Conveyances  and  Settlem 

3.  On  Donationes  Mortis  CausS.. 

In  the  Elementary  Private  Class  the  sub 
will  be — The  Doctrine  of  B/jnity  in  relation 
Suretyship;  Trusts  Charitable  and  .Superstit 

In  the  Advanced  Private  Class  the  Lect 
prebend — The  Rules  for  Determining  the  1' 
cumbrances  on  Property,  botli  Real  and  Persc 

The  Law  of  Real  PKOPEnrY,  i 

The  Reader  ou  the  Law  of  Ke.il  Property,  I 

deliver,  in  the  ensuing   Educational   Term, 

lectures  (there  being  six  lectures  in  each  com 

lowing  subjecU: — 

EUtneHtary  Courte. 

1.  On  Copyhold  Tenure. 

2.  On  Bilb  of  Sale. 

Advanced  Couru, 

1.  On  Voluntary  Settlements. 

2.  On  ■Tudsments  and  Crown  Debts  as  Cha: 
(1)  As  between  the  debtor  and  creditor  ;  ( 
the  creditor  and  third  parties. 

In  the  Elementary    Private  Classea    the 
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{OD&iiw  U*  course  of  Real  Property  Law,  using  as 
ttait-book  Williams'  "Principles  of  the  Law  of  Real 
fnptrty ; "  and  in  his  Advanced  Private  Classes  he 
will  diacuss  the  form,  construction,  and  operation  of  the 
documents  which  are  in  most  frequent  use  in  conveyancing 
pnetice,  continued  from  the  last  term's  classes  on  this 
abject. 

JVMSPKDDENCE,   CCTIL  AND   INTEKNATIOKAL   LiW. 

Th«  Beader  on  Jnrispmdence,  Civil  and  International 
Ltw  proposes  to  deliver,  during  the  ensuing  educational 
tenn,  nx  public  lectures  on — 

1.  The  Codes  contained  in  the  Corpss  Juris  Civilis,  and 
tte  oiumer  in  which  they  were  constructed. 

i.  Codification  and  the  Principal  Modem  Codes. 
9.  International  Law  relating  to  Neutrals. 

In  his  Private  Classes,  the  Reader  will  discuss  the  Roman 
law  relating  to  actions  and  interdicts,  and  compare  them 
with  the  proceedings  in  the  English  law.  He  will  use  as 
tot-books  Sanders'  Institutes,  and  the  Treatises  of  Maynz 
md  Demangeat  He  will  also  refer  to  the  Corpus  Juris 
Cirilii,  and  the  commentaries  of  the  French  and  German 
Jiritti. 

The  reader  will  also  discuss,  in  the  private  classes,  points 
of  international  law  relating  to  "  Knemies,"  using  Wheaton's 
BeDenta  of  Intematinnal  Law,  as  the  text  book,  and 
nfening  to  the  works  of  the  principal  modern  jurists,  the 
decisions  of  the  Admiralty  and  Prize  Courts  of  Eqgland 
md  America,  the  debates  in  Parliament,  and  State  papers 
TeUUsg  to  the  casea  under  discussion. 

Ihe  leader  will  especially  discuss  the  disputes  between 
filulind  and  America,  the  recent  treaties  of  peace  which 
hn  been  entered  into,  the  treaties  relating  to  Alsace  and 
limine,  and  the  international  questions  which  have  arisen 
iuuig  the  French  and  Prussian  war. 

Common  Law. 
Tbt  Beader  on  Common  Law  proposes  to  deliver,  during 
t^  Kning  Educational  Term,  two  courses  (of  six  public 
l«iiinieach)  on  the  following  subjects  ; — 
EUmetitary  Course, 
y  Iha  Natnre  of  and  Ingrnlients  in  Indictable  Offences. 
i  The  Outlines  of  Criminal  Procedure. 
i-  He  Rules  of  Evidence  Applied  in  Criminal  Enqniries. 

Adtancid  Course. 
!■  Proceedings  before  Commitment  on  a  Criminal  Charge. 

2.  The  Trial. 

_  J.  Competency  of  Witnesses  and  Admissibility  of  Proofs 
iaSopportof  an  Indictment 

^lih  his  Private  Classes  the  Reader  will  consider  in 
drtefl  the  above  subjects,  and  illnstrate  them  by  cases,  and 
hf  Rferenoe  to  the  following  books : — 

Beoentary  Class — Commentaries  on  the  Laws  of  Eng- 
■ai  by  &oom  and  Hadley,  Vol.  IV, ;  Archbold's  Criminal 
rWing  (Edition  by  Bruce). 

AdfiBced  Class — Taylor  on  Evidence  (last  Edition),  and 
Be  books  above  mentioned. 

Laws  in  Fobcb  in  Bbitish  India. 
The  Reader  on  Qinda  and  Mahommedan  law,  and  the 
■>•  in  force  in  British  India,  proposes  to  deliver,  in  the 
*Miiig  Edneational  Term,  a  coarse  of  six  pnblio  lectures 
•  the  Sowing  subjects,  viz.  : — 

MAaoMKXDAit  Law. 

I.  Introdnetory  Lectnre. 

1  Intfstacy  and  Testamentary  Act. 

I.  To  Cnnclnde  the  Subject. 

*•  Civil  Procedure  Code. 

«•  Penal  Code. 

••  Hi*  Code  of  Criminal  Procedure. 
;    lathe  Private  Clatses  the  Reader  will  discuss  minutely 
:  ad  in  detail  the  snhjects  embraced  in  his  public  lectures. 


Ths  regiitratahip  of  the  Chertsey  County  Court  has  become 
Wot  by  the  death  of  Mr.  J.  C.  Gregoir,  solicitor.  The  ap- 
j™'"'!!  baa  been  provisionally  conferred  on  Mr.  H.  E.  Paine, 
■■elm  ofOrazebrook,  Paine,  tc  Brettell. 

^B»  Tfrni*  of  India  says :— "  Mr.  T.  Cowie  finally  retires 
**  tt»  Advocate-Generalship,  Calcutta,  on  the  31st  March, 
gyMt*  snoceeded  by  Mr.  Graham.  It  is  probable  that  Mr. 
win  snoeeed  Mr,  Graham  as  Standing  Counsel  to  the 
of  India." 


SOCIETIES  AND  INSTITUTIONS. 

SOLICITORS'  BENEVOLENT  ASSOCIATION. 
The  usual  monthly  meeting  of  the  board  of  directors  of 
this  association,  was  held  at  the  Law  Institution,  Chancery- 
lane,  London,  on  Wednesday  last,  the  5lh  inst.,  Mr.  Park 
Nelson  in  the  chair.  The  other  directors  present  being 
Messrs.  Hedger,  Rickman,  and  Shaen  (Mr.  Eiffe,  secretary). 
A  sum  of  £87  was  granted  in  relief  of  applicants  for  assist- 
ance. Three  new  life  and  twenty  new  annual  members 
were  admitted  to  the  association,  and  other  general  business 
transacted. 


LAW  STUDENTS'  DEBATING  SOCIETY. 
At  the  quarterly  meeting  of  this  society  held  on  Tuesday, 

April  4,  1871,  the  question  discussed  was  No,  472,  Legal : 

"  Does  the  alteration  by  a  stranger  of  the  signals  on  a  rail- 
way-station constitute  an  obstruction  within  the  meaning 
of  section  36  of  24  &  25  Vict.  c.  97."  Mr.  Hunter  opened 
the  debate  in  the  affirmative,  and  was  supported  in  this 
view  by  a  large  majority. 


LIFE  ASSURANCE  :  THE  REGISTRY  SYSTEM. 

The  great  advantage  possessed  bv  life  insurance  in 
America  over  life  insurance  In  Great  Britain  is  that  money 
on  the  best  security  in  the  former  commands  from  6  to  8 
per  cent.,  and  in  the  latter  from  3J  to  4  ;  the  return,  there- 
fore, being  nearly  double.  No  regulation,  no  financial 
ability,  no  manipulation  of  figures,  can  compensate  for  a 
difference  so  vast,  which  means  that  £100,  at  compound 
interest  at  4  per  cent,  for  30  years  will  amount  to  £334, 
while  at  8  per  cent,  it  will  amount  to  £1,000.  That  is  the 
grand  advantage  of  life  insurance  has  in  America  over  life 
assurance  in  Europe  ;  and  it  is  this  which  accounts  for  the 
figures  which  surprise  the  unitiated  in  England,  leading  to 
the  belief  they  are  not  genuine,  but  put  forth  by 
speculative  companies  which  gamble  with  the  money 
entrusted  to  their  care,  and  are  consequently  essen- 
tially insecure.  Two  American  life  insurance  companies 
have  been  established  in  London  ;  the  one  the  New  York 
life,  and  the  other  the  North  America.  Each  invites 
attention  to  the  improved  methods  it  has  adopted,  and 
both  .are  worth  the  careful  inquiry  of  English  insurers, 
and  insurance  companies.  The  former  we  have  already  dis- 
cussed, but  the  latter  has  been  the  means  of  introducing  so 
valuable  a  system  into  life  assurance  iu  New  York  State 
that  it  is  peculiarly  worthy  of  stud;.  Large  gains  and 
alluring  reports  warn  while  they  attract,  and  as  men  who 
insure  seek  security  as  the  very  essence  of  the  business  on 
which  they  have  entered,  these  big  figures  have  a  deterrent 
influence  for  high  interest  is  to  the  English  mind  inseparable 
from  risk.  The  peculiarity  of  the  North  America  system  is 
not  that  it  offers  advantages  which  surprise  the  English 
policy-holder  (other  American  companies  do  so  also,  and 
safely  too,  for  the  reason  we  have  above  given) ;  but  that  its 
syst^  guarantees  an  absolute  security,  so  far  as  anything 
here  below  can  be  thus  secured,  through  what  it  denomi- 
nates "The  Registry  System."  This  works  on  the 
basis  that  the  measure  of  an  insurance  company's 
solvency  is  in  the  reserve,  which  enables  it  to  have  in  band 
sufficient  assets  to  reinsure  all  its  risks,  which  in  America 
are  taken  at  4^  per  cent.  For  instance,  the  assets  of  the 
life  insurance  companies  in  the  United  States  amounted  at 
the  close  of  1869  to  234,000,000  dols.,  while  the  risks  in 
force  were  1.945,000,000  dols.  Hence,  on  the  total,  if  the 
assets  are  genuine,  the  companies  are  solvent;  but  this  is  a 
question  which  depends  on  the  nature  of  the  lives.  That  is 
ascertained  by  bringing  in  the  policies  for  re-inaurance,  when 
the  character  of  each  is  ascertained  and  the  sum  for  the  whole 
signified  ;  and  if  the  assets  of  the  company  are  sufficient  to 
reinsure  all.  it  can  liquidate  its  liabilities.  The  difficulty 
rests  in  ascertaining  whether  the  company  really  possesses 
that  sum,  which  is  the  minimum,  or  not.  Inspectors 
can  be  deluded  by  securities,  which  are  there  for 
his  inspection,  but  away  when  be  has  left;  and  it 
is  surprising  with  how  little  an  insurance  company  may 
start,  and  how  long  it  can  contipue  to  rob  its  deluded  vic- 
tims with  impunity.  The  danger  of  insurance  is,  that  the 
money  at  first  comes  pouring  in,  and  if  not  honestly  and 
skilfully  handled  it  may  vanish  little  by  little,  yet  the 
company  may  keep  up  all  the  appearance  of  prosperity  for 
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many  yean,  till  the  risks  incurred  are  realised  when  the 
drain  proves  that  the  coneem  is  hollow,  the  management 
having  heen  corrupt.  Recognizing  this  danger,  which 
is  never  absent  from  the  roind  of  the  insurer,  the  North 
America  hit  on  its  systwn  of  registry,  whereby  it  got 
the  State  of  New  York  to  accept  its  secnrities  in  de- 
posit on  the  lives  insured  giving  its  guarantee.  The 
Statn  limits  these  securities  to  three — U.S.  Bonds, 
N.  Y.  State  Stocks,  and  bonds  and  mortgages  on  New  York 
property.  AH  these  are  registered,  which  secures  them 
against  loss  either  by  theft  or  fire  ;  and  they  may  be  con- 
sidered absolutely  safe,  for  the  only  one  of  the  three  which 
can  fluctuate  to  any  extent  is  the  last,  and  the  land  on 
which  the  mortgage  is  made  must  be  unencumbered,  and  is 
not  appraised  at  more  than  half  its  market  value  in  gold  at 
the  time.  Its  policies  thus  registered  exceed  7,600, 
and  the  reserve  deposited  with  the  State  to  guarantee 
these  is  over  1  250,000  dols.,  suflicient  to  reinsure  thfem 
«ll,  and  leave  a  fair  balance.  The  insurer,  then, 
-vho  adopts  the  registry  has  the  State  guarantee,  and 
once  on  it,  he  looks  beyond  the  company  which  cannot 
«ven  handle  the  property  whereon  the  insurer  has  to  rely, 
for  it  must  be  paid  into  tho  .'I'reaniry  of  the  State,  in  ad- 
vance, for  the  specific  end  of  satisfying  his  claim,  and  there 
accumulate  for  his  benc^flt.  Nearly  all  authorities  on  lile 
insurance  matters — and  a  very  intricate  and  difficult 
business  it  is — agree  in  placing  the  registry  system  for 
safety  at  tho  had  of  all  yet  adopted,  and  to  the  North 
America  is  due  its  introduction.  That  company  was  or- 
ganised in  18C2,  on  a  capital  of  100,000  dols.,  which,  in 
process  of  time,  was  paid  off.  leaving  tho  policyholders 
the  propiietors,  under  the  purely  mutual  system.  Its  pro- 
gress up  to  this  time  leaves  it  as  follows  : — 

Number  of  policies  in  force  31st  Dec,  1869 12,000 

Amount  of  insurance  in  force  at  same  date    £7,000,000 

Number  of  policies  issued  in  1869 4,112 

Amount  issued  thereby  £2.250,000 

■Gross  assets  (December,  1870),  about £1,200,000 

Annual  income  from  premiums,  interest,  &c.,  about  £600,000 
The  subject  of  life  insurance  has  received  much  attention 
in  New  York,  both  from  the  people  and  the  Legislature, 
«nd  a  stringent  supervision  has  been  introduced  to  protect 
the  paterfamilias  in  his  endeavour  to  save  his  family  from 
want.  The  tendency  of  the  Legislation  favours  the 
object  of  the  insurer  against  almost  any  contingsncy. 
For  instance,  the  other  day  a  gentleman  in  LottisviUe 
became  embarassed,  and  being  harassed  by  creditors  took  out 
policies  in  his  wife's  favour  for  40,000  dols.  Next  day  he 
went  to  Cincinnati  ou  board  a  steamboat,  locked  in  a  state- 
room, whence  he  was  taken  in  a  dying  condition,  though  in 
good  health  when  he  embarked,  and  a  pott  mortem  examina- 
"tiou  displayed  morphia  in  his  stomach  and  tissues.  The 
Insurance  Companies  contested  a  case  so  clear  of  suicide  and 
iraud  ;  but  the  Judge  charged  the  jury,  that  if  the  deceased 
had  died  from  morphia  the  presumption  was  he  was  insane 
.on  committing  snicide,  and  the  burden  of  proof  to  the 
contrary  rested  with  the  defendant.  A  recent  Act 
of  the  Albany.  Legislature  protects  the  policy  taken 
ont  for  a  marned  woman  against  the  claims  of  the  repre- 
sentatives of  her  husband  or  of  any  of  his  creditors  up 
to  a  liberal  point,  and  then  permits  the  balance  to  be  divided 
among  the  creditors.  We  quote  these  instances  to  show  the 
design  of  legislation  on  insurance  in  New  York  clearly 
points  to  the  protection  of  the  people  against  the  Insniance 
Companies,  with  the  evident  object  of  encouraging,  by  all 
legal  means,  a  sj-stem  held  to  be  so  beneficial  to  the  most 
lielpless  portion  of  a  family,  and  we  may  point  to  the  registry 
system  introduced  by  the  North  America  as  a  further  in- 
«tance  of  this  design. — Angh-Amtriaan  Timu. 

THE  LEGAL  PROFESSION  IN  AUSTRALIA. 
The  ignorance  which  is  displayed  in  England  with  regard 
to  Australia  and  her  manners  and  customs  would  be  amusing 
if  it  were  not  at  the  same  time  mischievous.  That  such 
misconceptions  should  exist,  as  that  Melbourne  is  the  capital 
of  South  Australia,  or  that  the  interior  of  the  great  Aostra- 
lian  continent  is  nothing  but  a  stony,  trackless,  and  water- 
less desert,  are  errors  which  wo  can  understand  and 
pardon.  They  are  mere  geographical  fallacies,  and 
it  needs  but  a  glance  at  the  map  to  set  them 
right.  But  there  are  others  which  it  would  be 
well  for  us,  and  for  those  who  misjadge  us,  that  they 
'Should   be  fully  explained.     It   is  not  our  province   to 


explode  all  the  ridicaloas  notions  which  obt 
in  the  old  world  with  regard  to  our  msnnen 
but  we  may  fairiy  say  a  lew  words  iu  expUi 
position  which  tiie  legal  profession  occup;  i 
lian  colonies.  One  of  the  most  popular  deln 
land  with  regard  to  the  practice  of  the  pro 
law  here  is,  that  it  is  a  rich  and  unexplorni 
adventurous  and  enterprising  lawyers  ;  a  la 
ing  with  retainers  and  fat  fees ;  where  mone; 
and  easily  to  be  obtained  by  any  one  who  has 
the  bar,  or  admitted  a  solicitor.  Given  ^  lett 
tion  to  some  colonial  dignitary,  and  the  ro.|u 
to  secure  an  audience  in  the  courts  of  Uk 
is  certain.  No  matter  how  inexperienced 
aspirant  for  forensic  honours,  so  long  as  he  can 
and  Leake,  or  at  need  hold  his  own  in  a  del 
he  is  supposed  to  be  good  enough  for  the  c 
not  so  long  since  a  gentleman  was  starte 
bourne  wiUi  his  commission,  and  a  few  Iptte 
tion  in  his  pocket,  and  an  iron  hnu^e  piclc- 
{  meuts  as  portion  of  his  luggage,  to  fill 
I  vacancy    which     took    place    on     the    Vi( 

Younger  and  less  fortunate  lawyers  start 
I  this  legal  Eldorailo  with  wilder,  becmse 
I  ndtions  as  to  their  future  career.  Nor 
that  this  is  altogether  a  misfortune  fo) 
but  rather  for  the  greater  proportion  of  th 
I  in  search  of  fcrtuni.  Althou!»h  our  field  i 
I  confined  ono,  yet  there  are  prizes  to  be  w.i 
where  ;  and  among;  these  legal  pioneers  h 
who  were  well  qualified  to  grasp  them  Ii 
withstanding  her  vast  commercial  relations  « 
population,  the  legal  arena  is  somewhat  sli 
batants,  and  amongst  those  who,  "cdw,!! 
an  American  expression,  have  sought  our  sh 
some  who,  by  their  nhiliti's  or  iittainmi 
opportunity  had  been  afforded  them,  have 
for  themselves  there.  In  Australia,  as  in  An 
ranpro  of  attainmente  is  required  in  th 
in  England.  The  practice  of  the  pn 
Vrtrted  into  a  number  of  different  channe 
ries  of  tho  same  stream,  it  is  true,  yet  .ill  f 
Once  in  the  current  of  ono  of  these  strean 
rarely  that  the  practitioner  leaves  it.  I 
groove,  and  never  attempts  to  escape  fron 
a  position  in  the  paradlel  ones  occupiei 
brethren.  Each  man  has  his  allotted  post 
which  grinds  justice  alike  for  rich  and  p 
works  with  an  evenness  and  regularity  ua 
munities  of  more  recent  growth.  Here,  ; 
things  are  widely  different  The  practice 
quires  a  more  varied,  and  it  may  be  a  more 
ing.  A  man  must  not  confine  himself  a1 
particular  branch.  He  must  be  willing,  an 
aible,  competent,  to  undertake  business 
varied  description.  It  may  be  easily  cone 
state  of  things  tends  rather  to  produce 
and  Patrick  Henries,  than  Sugdens  o 
Everetts  and  Evarts,  than  a  Bethel  or  Cairn 
the  lawyer  is  the  creature  of  routine,  his  in 
and  constrained  to  the  study  of  his  one  s| 
Here,  he  is  at  once  counsellor,  advocate,  poli 
of  the  world.  Many  only  enter  the  law  as 
to  political  life,  and  use  BUckstone  as  a 
to  the  senate.  Others  again  thus  qualify 
places  of  profit  under  the  crown,  and  ha 
beyond  a  Crown  prosecutorship  or  chairmar 
sessions.  Apart  from  these  hangers-on  to  t 
tice,  some  of  whom  become  useful  servants 
select  few  statesmen,  and  the  great  majority 
and  placemen,  we  hare  some  who  rely  i 
profession  for  their  advancement.  Th 
these  pertain  rather  to  the  claa'  "f  ndr 
jurists.  They  may  lack  the  t  linical 
profound  erudition  of  the  English  lawyers 
play  to  a  greater  extent  tho  i>ower 
fluency  of  speech,  and  readiness  of  wit, 
Irish  bar  is  especially  famous.  The  p< 
ments,  the  patient  study,  the  complete  1 
are  the  characteristics  of  the  lawyers  of 
replaced  here  by  common  sense  reasoning, 
quent  language,  and  relieved  by  humour.  1 
to  the  strong,  but  rather  to  the  light,  the 
adventurous.     The  procedure  is   confused 
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id  tie  regnlai  and  graduated  scale  of  preferment  in  force 
EngUiid  U  unknown  here.  Seniors  do  not  hesitate  to 
eept  junior  bnginesB,  and  we  see  junior*  usurping  the 
ites  of  their  leaders.  Kothing  is  settled,  nothing  ie  cer> 
I.  Success  depends  upon  many  collateral  circum- 
osei.tBi  may  be  oo-exiatent  with  them.  It  is  more  easy 
j  mors  ^ndden  thtin  iu  the  older  country,  hut  at  the  same 
le  it  is  Ie«s  secu^  and  more  transient.  Popularity  has 
m  to  do  with  it  than  merit,  and  popular  friendship  is  as 
Aig  as  popolar  jud^rment  is  fallible.  The  successful 
rjer  walks  as  if  on  stilts.  It  is  tme  that  he  is  suddenly 
rated,  that  hia  stature  is  more  than  that  of  ordinary  men, 
ithereis  an  uneasy  feeling  of  insecurity  pervading  the 
se  of  his  eleration,  and  a  direful  consciousness  that,  even 
the  exaltment  was  rapid,  so  also  may  the  ahasement 
nidden.  This  must  always  be  the  case  in  oew  and 
ettled  commanities,  where  the  slow  bat  certain  advance- 
it  of  the  old  world  is  impossible.  Having  thus  briefly 
Idled  oat  the  snrroandings  of  Australian  lawyers,  we 
r,  at  iome  futore  time,  refer  more  nearly  to  them  as  a 
resentative  class. — Auitralian  Jurist. 


THE  ALBERT  EECONSTEUCTIOlf. 
be  atatenients  made  bef<ire  the  Committee  of  the  Honse 
ardi  in  support  of  tbo  hill  for  reconstructing  the  Albert 
•r  to  raske  out  «n  nnansweraWe  case  for  Parliamentary 
[ference,  not  ojily  in  this  affair  but  in  many  others. 
oScial  liquidator,  it  appears,  had  admitted  "  that  he 
aot  rememtMr  a  single  case  of  an  insurance  company 
iqgidation  being  finally  wound-up.  There  were  nfty- 
t  of  such  companies  in  Chancery,  and  some  of  them  had 
i there  for  fifteen  years  and  upwards;  but  in  no  one 
ocehad  the  winding-up  been  completed."  When  to 
t  conrideiationi  is  added  the  enormous  expense  of 
iitmg,  amountins;.  it  is  said,  in  the  Albert  to  £30,000 
sr,  it  becomes  evident  that  the  work  of  disentangling 
lilScnlties  is  unsuited  for  a  jud!;e.  The  exact  adjust- 
It  of  legal  rights,  which  a  judge  attempts,  becomes 
ten  if  many  private  interests  are  kept  for  years  in 
Mm. Creditors  would  all  prainhyobtaininj;  leas  than  their 
■nowm  place  of  their  full  rights  many  years  afterwardii, 
(■itonK'ouldalaogrtinhy  the  affair  being  quickly  closed. 
Hpod  sense  and  equity  therefore  to  cut  all  such  knots,  as 
faein  the  case  of  the  Chatham  &  Dover  Kailway  by 
lAittaton.  Whether  this  could  not  best  ho  done  by  a 
Bieiit  administrative  tribunal,  working  under  Ute 
irisoa  of  Parliament,  instead  of  by  the  cumbrous  pro- 
»f  a  private  Act.  is  a  different  and  most  important 
tioo.  Why  should  not  a  judge  when  he  finds  a  litiga- 
(nocnmhrons  have  the  power  of  making  a  special  report 
*  lei>islatat«  that  the  intervention  of  a  tribunal  with 
luite  powerafis  necessary,  and  permanent  arbitrators  be 
•alledin  to  do  the  work  which  Lord  Salisbury  and  Cairns 
^Kcially  appointed  to  do  ?  Of  course  the  working  of 
*Jrinery  would  require  to  be  carefully  watched,  out 
•Id  he  better  to  have  some  such  machinery  in  plaoe  of 
i^loi  liqoid'itions  now  cumbering  the  courts.  There 
*her  queation  here — whether  the  special  reconstruction 
H  no<r  promoted  is  the  best  mode  of  cutting  the  knot 
;siirh  a  question  could  ho  more  suitably  considered  by 
Kent  arbitrators  than  by  special  eommittes  of  both 
«  of  Parliament. — Economial. 


«  Cttt  or  Loxnox  Counx. — ^Wo  nnderstand  that  the 
'Of  the  City  ofXondon  Court  will  shortly  oease  to  ezeroiae 
■Detions  of  an  Admiralty  Judge.  It  is  mid  that  the 
■oe  jmisdiotion  of  the  Thames  will  be  transferred  to  the 
•^pcl  County  Court.  It  is  no  secret  that  Mr.  Commis- 
'Kerr  received  no  remuneration  for  his  services  in  trying 
wtj'  causes,  and  this,  it  is  whispered,  is  at  the  bottom  of 
Boosed  change. — Standard. 

O  DcTTEs  or  Counsel. — If  there  is  any  principle  of  le^ 
>  ihat  is  firmly  established,  and  that  is  hased  on  reason 
jutiee,  it  is  that  the  good  and  bad  have  rights,  and  are 
!  «h_(liid  to  the  protection  of  the  law ;  and  that  it  is  the 
'****  conrta  and  of  lawyers  to  see  that  this  protection  is 
""held.  It  is  a  very  fortunate  thing  for  sonic  editors,  as 
•  othetn,  that  this  is  so.  The  gravamen  of  Mr.  Bowles' 
£•  «^aak  Mr.  Field  is,  that  he  has  aided  "  notorious 
MreU  in  carrying  out  corrupt  sohemes. "  The  facts  ap- 
■•raplylobc,  that  Mr.  Field  has  given  Mca-srs.  Fi«k  Gould 
»"?al  advice  touching  pending  or  impending  litigations, 
|!"  *ctei  as  their  counsel  iu  several  causes.  It  npjiears 
)«  has  acted  in  their  case  precisely  as  he  has  acted  iu  other 


cases,  precisely  as  it  was  his  duty  under  his  oath  to  act.  With 
the  general  charaoter  end  practices  of  his  clients  a  lawyer  has 
nothing  to  do.  His  duty  is  limited  to  the  (riving  of  legal  advice 
in  particular  cases,  and  to  the  prosecution  or  defence  of  par- 
ticular suits.  If  he  does  this  honestly  and  to  the  best  of  his 
abiUty,  using  no  trick  or  device,  but  availing  himself  of  all 
lawful  means  to.  protect  his  client's  rights,  he  does  his  duty, 
his  whole  duty,  and  nothing  but  his  duty.  There  is  no  rule, 
moral  or  legal,  that  requires  him  to  make'  himself  the  judf<e  of 
the  merits  of  a  case  laid  before  him,  ex  parif,  one  side  of  which 
only  he  is  required  to  advocate,  and  that  consistently  with  the 
rules  of  law.  To  do  so  would  be  to  usurp  the  functions  of  both 
judgo  and  jury.  Measured  by  these  niles,  or  oven  by  much 
stricter  rules,  the  conduct  of  Mr.  Field,  so  far  as  it  appears 
from  this  correspondence,  has  been  that  of  a  conscientious.  Up- 
right and  honourable  lawyer.— .^/ierny  Law  Journal. 


PUBLIC  COMPANIES. 

OOVBRNMRNT  PITHDS. 
Last  Qdotatios.  April  6.  laTt. 
From  tht  Ogldat  Lift  nftli  i  vluat  b»*t'i»»*  trimm'^itd. 


i  per  Cetri.  Consoln.  92} 
DUto  for  Aoeoiint,  M  ly  4,  tl} 
S  per  Cent  Kadncen  'Jl| 
Maw  8  per  Cent.,  >)  i 
Do.  H  per  Cent.,  -fan.  *!*4 
Do.  H  per  Coll.,  Jan.  '94 
Do.  6  ricr  Cent.,  .Ian.  '78 
Aimnittea,Jan. 'SO  — 


I  Annuities,  Aoril,  'S5 
{  Do.  ( Kdil  .Hoii  T. )  Aii<.  inoa 
I  fSz  Dills.eiooa.  —  tnr  Cc.3  p  a 
Uitco,  £^ou,  D  >  —  5  p  IB 
nilto,  £I0J  A  £i\«t.  —  &  p  m 
I  Batilc   of  lSiii;i)iii-l   Stocic.  4i  per 
I      Ct.  (IftKt  hall'.yeHr)  240  X  a 
\  Ditto  for  Aocoaui, 


RAILWAY  STOCK. 


Kailways. 


Pdid.  CIoAin!;  prices 


Stock 
Stock! 
Stock! 
Stock 
Stock 
Slock 
Stock 
Stock 
Slock 
Stock 
Stock 
Stock 
Stock 
Stock 
Stock 
Stock 
Stock 
Slock 
Stock 
Stock 
Stock 
Stook 
Stock 
Stock 


Bristol  and  Kxeler ,  loo 

Caledouian *  lOJ 

GlaSKow  and  SoQth-Westeru j  too 

Great  KiiACern  Ordinary  Stock    '  ino 

Do.,  Kant  Anirllau  Stock,  No.  :< '  luo 

Great  Nortbern    '.  lOU 

Do.,  A  Stock'    Iiio 

Great  S'Hiiiiiirii  and  Waatern  of  Irolanil;  lOu 

Qront  WiiHCorn— Orlitinal '  luo 

l.aiica»liire  and  Yorkaliire   '  100 

London,  Itrii^liton,  and  rtoatli  Coast lOO 

Loi^don.Ctuitliitm,  and  Dover , i  100 

Lo.idou  and  Mortli-Wetiterri '  100 

Ljnduuaud  S>>utii-\V«sboni    j  I'M) 

Maucho-iter.slieiHeld.aud  Linoolu '  lOO 

Uelropulitaii 100 

Midland  lOi) 

Do.,  Uiruua^jiiiiia  and  Deroy    |  luo 

North  Uritisli    i  100 

North  London  loo 

NortUSiitilurdsuire ■  100 

South  Devon r  luO 

Souttl-£iiBl^urn  |  100 

'lull  Vale „ 100 


91 

89 

lUxd 

*? 

'  lv«i 

101 
139} 

.^3 


IU4 
Uli 
9.i 

ml 

!»» 
37 

iia 

63i 

Mi 

16S 


*  A  receives  no  (livtdeiid  until  S  per  oeub.  Uaa  beea  paid  to  ts. 


INSURANCE  COUPANIRR. 


' 

I'rtcj 

Ma  of 

Dividend 

1 

per 

Bhsraa 

per  aTinum 

Names.                 Shares 

Paid 

aharo. 

1 

£ 

e  9. 

d. 

e   ^   « 

SOOC 

!k  no  k  b- 

Clerteat, Med. fc  Gen. Life 

100 

10    0 

0 

13    0    0 

4000 

4«pok  bi. 

County     

luo 

10    0 

II 

>5    0    0 

34440 

ft  pc  fe  bs 

Kagle         ; 

60 

»    0 

0 

$    0   « 

10000 

10  per  cent 

Eqnitjrand  Law 

100 

6    0 

0 

9    S    0 

WOOO 

71  Vs  6d  pc 

Enrclisli  fc  Soot.  Law  Lift 

SO 

3  10 

c 

S  13    < 

1700 

b  per  cam 

Eiiaiiable  Ueverslonarr...' 

106 

... 

)4  10    0 

MOO 

9  percent 

Do.  New 1 

*0 

so    0 

* 

IS  10    0 

sooo 

tfcSpahb 

Orestiam  Life     1 

3U 

S    0 

0 

iflOOfl 

5  per  ceut 

Guardiaa 

100 

to   0 

0 

>t  10    0 

MOOO 

C  per  cent 

Hume  &  Cul .  Aaa.,  Llmtd. 

»0 

S    0 

0 

4  IS     0 

7S00 

10  per  cent 

Imperial  Life      i 

100 

10    0 

0 

IU  K    « 

HOOO 

12  percent 

LawJTire 

100 

i  10 

0 

«  10    0 

lOOOO 

tl  U  pr  8h 

Law  Lile 1 

lOU 

;!'>     S 

u 

lli    0    0 

100000 

12  per  cent 

Law  Union          , 

10 

0  10 

0 

0  17    • 

aoooo 

61i7a6dp<; 

LtiKttl  &  General  Life    ... ' 

so 

»  « 

i- 

»    0    • 

20000 

4n2stidpc 

Lunduu&  Provincial  Law 

so 

1  u 

e 

4  IS    0 

40000 

:b  per  cent 

Nurili  Brit,  at  MarcanUte 

so 

6    i 

u 

iS  10    0 

SMO 

ISi  tt  bn> 

ITuVideut  Ltite     

loo 

IU   0 

1 

iS     0    0 

f  »mo 

%i  per  ceui 

Uv>'sl  ilixulisuKe._ 

tiuick 

All 

£141 

MoMBT  Market  and  City  iNiBLLiorscR. 
Little  business  has  been  transacted  in  the  public  funds  during 

the  past  week,  as  is  usually  the  case  in  the  week  before  Easter. 
Foreign  securities  especially  those  of  Franoe,  while  subject  to 
some  fluctuations  have  tended  towards  an  improved  tone,  and 
as  the  prospects  of  order  improve  may  be  expected  to  continue 
to  rise  In  railway  securities  little  has  been  done,  but  price* 
have  risen  slightly. 
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BIBTH8,  KABKIA0K8,  AHO  DBATHt. 

BIRTHS. 
Clakb — On  Sandar,  April  2,  at  Eaat  Sheen,  Snirejr,  the  wife 
of  Octanus  Leigh  Cure,  Esq.,  barriiter-at-law,  of  a  son. 

UARRIAQES. 

Powell — 6bdtb — On  April  4,  at  St.  Mark's,  Kensington, 
Alfred  Fowell,  of  28,  Queen-street,  City,  solicitor,  to  Frances 
Constance,  youngest  daughter  of  Nicholas  Oedye,  of  18,  Bed- 
ford-square, solicitor. 

D  BATHS. 

FooLE — On  Friday,  March  31,  at  16,  Eastboumc-terraoe,  Eliza 
Martha,  wife  of  David  Charles  Poole,  Eoq.,  barrister-at-law. 

Shasp — On  Thursday,  March  30,  at  3,  Cumberland-terrace, 
Southampton,  James  Chaldecott  Sharp,  Esq.,  solicitor, 
aged  76. 

Mr.  Julian  Goldsmid  (M.P.,  for  Rochester),  who  is  a  Master 
of  Arts  of  the  University  of  London,  has  just  made  his  University 

a  handsome  present  of  £1,000,  to  be  paid  in  annual  instalments 
distributed  over  ten  years,  towards  the  formation  of  a  good 
Classical  Library  in  the  new  building.  The  Senate  have  ac- 
cepted the  offer,  with  a  hearty  acknowledgment  of  its  generosity; 
and  a  committee  has  already  been  appointed  to  begin  the  agree- 
able task  of  forming  a  Classical  liibrary.  Wo  trust  Mr. 
Ooldsmid's  generosity  may  be  infectious.  Would  it  be  im- 
possible, by  the  way,  to  secure  for  the  University  the  late 
Professor  De  Morgan's  unique  Mathematical  Library,  which 
probably  contains  the  most  curious  collection  of  books  on  the 
History  of  Mathematics  to  bo  found  in  England  ?  The  value 
of  this  collection  is  besides  greatly  enhanced  by  Mr.  De 
Morgan's  own  numerous  and  eharncteristic  annotations. 
Whether  the  library  is  to  be  disposed  of  or  not,  we  do  not  at 
present  know;  but  if  it  could  be  obtained,  there  would  be  a 
special  fitness  in  securing  it  for  the  University  of  London, 
which  would  then  have  a  really  good  start  towards  tho  formation 
of  a  fine  Classical  and  Scientific  Library. — Spectator. 


LOHDOK  GAZETTES. 


Professional  Partaerihips  SissolTsd. 

FaiDAT,  Msrch  31,  1871. 
Jones,  Thai,  A  John  JUngston  Jones,  Alcuter,  Warwick,   SoUcitort. 
MaithaO. 

Tindiog-np  of  Joint  Stock  Compaiiies. 
FsiDix,  Uaich  SI,  1871. 

LlHITEO  IM  CUAMCIaT. 

Conatantlnople  and  Alexandi  la  Hotels  Company  (Limited).— Tlie  Master 
of  ttie  Itolls  lias,  by  nn  nrcJer  (iMted  March  Ttl,  sppulntcU  Fredo  Algsr, 
8,  Clement's-Uiic,  lo  t)e  olUciiil  liquidator. 

Finance  Company  (LImlied).— Vine  Clianccllor  Stuart  has.  by  an  order 
dsied  March  3,  appointed  .Mr.  Wm  Brooks,  Old  Jewry-chambers,  Old 
Jewry,  to  be  otBcial  Mqniclator. 

Lisbon  Oil  Mills  Company  (Umlled).— Vice  Chancellor  Bacon  has,  by 
an  order  dated  March  ^7,  appointed  Francis  Cooper,  14,  Qeorge-SK, 
Mansion  House,  to  be  liquidator,  in  lieu  of  Wm  Cooper,  deceaied. 

Leigh  Oas  Liffht  and  Coke  Uompiiny(Limitcd1.— ViceCnancsllor  Malins 
has,  by  an  order  dated  Marsti  24,  ordered  that  the  abore  company  be 
wound  up  by  tlie  court.  Markby  &  Tarry,  Coleman-at,  aolioitors  foe 
the  petitioner. 

London  Snburbin  Bank  (Limited).— Petition  for  windiiiK  np,  presented 
Harch  39,  directed  to  ba  heard  before  Vice  Chanoellor  Malina.  on  Fri- 
day, April  II.  Cburchill  %  Hordery,  Davereux-cc,  Temple,  ioiieltars 
for  the  petitioner. 

Wier  &  Company  (Limited).— Vice  Ohanoellor  Malins  has,  by  an  order 
dated  March  24,  ordered  that  the  voluntary  winding  up  of  the  above 
oompaoy  be  continued,  but  subject  to  the  superrtiion  of  the  Court  of 
Chancery.  Yonagft  Co,  St  Mlidred's-ct,  Poullr)-,  solicitors  for  (be 
petitioners, 

TOCSDAT.ADtiU.UTI. 
LlHITID  IM  CBAKOtaT. 

Belgian  Public  Works  Company  (Limited) Vice  (Sianeelior  Malins 

.  has,  by  an  order  dated  March  35,  ordered  that  the  rolontary  winding 

np  uf  the  abore  company  be  coutinued,  but  auifjeet  to  bhe  supervision 

of  this  court.    Heritage,  solicitor  for  ilia  liquiiltLora. 

Sanderson's  Patents  AsvKiaiioa  (Limited).— Petition  for  winding   up, 

presented  Uaroh  30,  directed  to  be  heard  before  Vioe  Chancellor 

'     llaUns,  oa  April  31.    Rotbn,  Old  Jewry,  solicitor  for  tue  peUtloaer. 

FHandly  Sodeties  DinoWed. 
FaiDiT,  Manhai,  l$7l. 
Ivy  Lodge  of  the  Grand  National  Order  of  Ancient  Free  Gardeners,  Fox 
and  Doga  Inn,  Uunel-at,  liirm.    March  37. 


Trsfhant  Irorlta  Beoefll 
March  30. 


TossDAT.  April  4,  1871. 

Friendly  Society,  Trefoant  Inn,  near  Denbigh. 


Creditors  under  Eiutss  in  CltuieM7. 

Liut  Day  of  Proo}, 
FaiSAX,  Marcb,  31  1871. 
Cox,  Ells,  Bas)lnii8,9nssez.    May  J.    Corton  «  Towndrow,  V.C.  Stuart. 
Foster,  New  Barllogton-st,  Regent-st. 


(Janter.  Mary  Ann,  Hnddersfleld.  Tork.  mdo*.  \bi 

Wilde,  V.C.  Btnart.    Milnes,  audde^^aeld. 
Jearrsd,  Chaa  Abel,  Croydon,  Sent.     Mar  ■-    Creditor 

Lake  »  Jearrad,  V.C.  Btoon.    Tocker,  3erl»-st,  Line 
Lamb,  Wm,  Howdeu.  York,  Gent.    May  U.   V.(X  : 

Onodworth.  Green,  Howden. 
Latimer,  Frrdk,  ileadingtun.  Oxford,  Wine  Sfsrehtot,  II 

Latimer,  V.C.  Ktnart.    Austin,  Oxioid. 
Laarence,    Matilda,    Southamptun  at.    Strand,   Wid 

Lanrence  v  Bickerton,  V.C,  Maluu.    Ilumphnis,  Ki 

Inner  Temple. 
Paulet,    Lord    Fredk.   Albany,   Piccadilly  Lieat-Gti 

Roasseaa  r  Smith,  V.C  Stuart.    Hemsley.  • 
Fllcher,  Wm  Hampbrey,  N«w  Brnad-tt.  Gent.    Ape 

Pilcber,  M.R  rilcher,  8oaib-at  Finsbury. 
Purser,  SamI,  Moreton-in-ihe- Harsh.  Ul 'Uonter,  C 

filsyt  V  Shepard,  V  0.  Malins.     FrAOCi>,  Stow-on  tk 
Reea,  Mary,    TruwHridice,  Wilu.    April  1'.     Dana 

Malina.     Merriman,  Queen-st.  Cheapsde. 
Smyth.  By,  Sai  down,  Inle  of    Wight.  Major  In  H.)l 

April  30.    Atherton  «  Merriman.  .V.B.  Vincent,  B) 
Sptinceley,    John,    Wnodhouse,    York,     Coach  Propr 

Petty  s  Sp'nceley,  V.C.  Ua:ins.     Hartley,  Ollcy. 
Thompson.  John  Hy,  Penola,  South   Aoatralia,  Stoti 

Thnmpaon   s   Kynaitoa,   V.C.    Stoart.      Kiool  i 

Cheapside. 
Waten,   Luke,  Hildertboi-pe,  York,  Farmer.     Apr 

Waters,  V.C.  Bacon.    Jirralt,  DriSeld. 
Wigsell,  John.  O.Yfurd,  Gent.     May  1.     Cowderoy 

Siaarl.     Holland,  Great  Knight  KIder-st,  Doctois'- 
Wranhmore,  Chan  Glyde,  New   Shoreham,  Sosass, 

Wrankmore  t  Wrankmnre,  V.C.  Stuart.    Uaot,  Le< 

TocsDAX,  April  4. 1871. 
Glares,  Cornelias  Pickup,  Scarboroogh,  Tork,  Iro 

Glares  *  Olarea,  M.B.    Beddooe.  Nictml >s-laae.  I 
Hathaway,  Arthur,  Bellary,  Eail  InUlei.  Esq.    Jnli 

Maltby,  M.R.    Cope  &  Co,  Gt  (>eotge-st,  Westmiu 

Creditors  nndar  28  ft  83  ^et.  ca 

Aofl  Day  of  Claim. 
FaiDAX,  Marcb  31,  I8TI. 
Chapman,  Wm,  Sborcditcb,  Publicao.    May  1.    Vu 

gate-st-bldga. 
Claytleid,  Maria  Vangtaan,  CliftoD,  Bristol,  Spinster. 

son.  Bristol. 
Collin, Geo,  Bedfnrd-sq.  Gent.    Msy  I.    Davey  ft  Se 
Cotterill,  Wm,  The  Mill,  Walcot,  Salop,    Farmer. 

Sliewebury. 
Craik,  Julia,   VTeymouth-ter,   Ddronahire-rd,    For 

May  1.    Vlning  St  Son,  Movrgate.st-bldg«. 
Dexter,  Jas,  Huntingdon,  Orsper.    Mar  ift.    Hunaj 
Elkington,  .lacob,  Broadway,  Ueptfonl,  Chemist. 

Cliffurd's-inn. 
Evani,    lidwd,    Woicester,   Esq.      June     I.      Blal 

Shelton. 
Farnell,    Ann,   Stralford-upou-ATon,   Widow.      Ma 

Oxford. 
(3ordon,  Hon  Lewis,  Sub- Lieut,  H.M.'s  Slilp  Captai 

cham,  &  Co,  Parliament-st,  Westminster . 
Hindmarsh.  Tbos,  Uariow-hiM,  Northumb-.Tlaod,  1 

Kirsopp,  Hexham. 
Holding,  liar  John,  Ashampstead,  Berks.     Hay 

King's-bencli-walk. 
Eearsley,  Kdwd  Xoctius,  Algbartb,  l^xul,  Esq.    M 

Lpool. 
Keating,  W m  Cooper,  Bath,  Esq.    May  12.    Booty 

bidga,  Gray'a-in  n. 
Kilby,  Hy,  (^lion,  Tork,  Farmer.    April  U,     Bicker 
Lacy.  Edwd,    Rarenacourt-pk,    Uammersmith,    Li 

May  1.    Tyrrell,  liray'S'inn-sq. 
Lee,  John,  I>erb)r,  Engineer.    June  31.    Robotham, 
Lewis.  Richd,  Brookhoase,  Salop,  Gent,    April  19. 
Lowe,    Cliaa    Mattliew,  North    Malrern,    Worceat 

Hnbbiud,  Walbrook. 
tiosf,  Elis,  Upper  Kenntngtoa-lane,  MTidow.    May  31 

Dean'»-ot,  Doctors'-oommens. 
NOrria,  Frances.  Wanaey-at,  Walworth-rd,  Spinster. 

son  &  Cobbold. 
Odpil,    John,    Biggleswade,  Bedford,  Fanner.     J 

Biggleswade. 
Paterson,  John  Carrathera,  Uancb,  Presbyterian  1 

Bantlogft  Bingham,  Mansh. 
Prarce,  Thoa,  Weatbury,  Wilts,  Cordwaiaer.    Apr 

Son,  Westbury. 
Bawling,  Suml  Usrtlett,  Sloke  Damerel,  Devon,  Cen 

Devon port 
RedmokJ,  Francis,  West  Abbey-rd,  St  John's-woo 

Palmer  ft  Co,  Trafalgar-aq,  Cbatlag-cross. 
Roe,  Peter  Fiurobert.  Uuke-at,  St  James's,  Esq,    J 

Co,  New-sq,  Lincoln'i-inn. 
Butter,  Stepheu,  Uolden-iq,  Jeweller.     May    SO. 

Inn-llelds. 
Ssrgesnt,  Thos,  Knighton  Leicester,  Gent.    May  5. 
Smith,  John,  Msrkei  Uatborough,  Leioester,  Batet 

Market  Uarborungb. 
Snow,   David,    Clifton,  Bristol,    Mao's    MMcar. 

Cheltenham. 
Thomas,  Sarah,  Bedford.    May  15.    Leach,  Lancaat 
TrilBtt,  Joseph,  Tockwiib,  Toik,  Common  Brewer. 

Tadcsster. 
Waller,  Rebecca,  Brighton,  Sossex,  Widow.    Jgne  I 

Brighton. 
Wataon,  Mary,  Famwortb,  Lancaster,  WUow.     I 

Dawson,  liolton, 
Woolley.  Geo,    Cutham,  Bristol,  Silversmith.     Mi 

Bristol. 
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TtnooAT,  A|irU  4, 1870. 
irter,  Fredk,  LMdi,  Plamb«r.    April  ii.    Polltn,  LaadJ. 
h«  Zdwd,  wumoo,  SomanM,  B«kar.     lUj  U.     WUte  &  Son, 

wiatM.  _ 

iUkU,  Hj  Wn,  OtonoMter,  Ship  CbMdlar.    May  IS.    Bnthtrtoa, 

eioomlar. 

riBMl,  Jo,  01oaeeit«r,  Ship  Chaadler.     lUr   Is.     BreUwrton, 

GtmMtw. 

rm,  IMi,  Ifool,  Mwshsat.    Uar  !•    PMcoek  &  Co,  IpooL 

mn,  Wm,  EMMring,  NorUiMDptoa,   Uc«aa«d  ViMoaller.  April  M. 

Ijmb,  Eetterlii(. 

iiipi.Crlqli.Bartaa-apon-Irw(U,Luc«it«r,JolQW.    Ma;  6.    Tlndall 

tTirqr,  Kuoh. 

»<M,  ;u,  Chsltenham,  QloaeeiUr,  JeweUar.    Jao*   1.    WlUoo, 

Etani,  Stnh,  EeIUi«ton,  Tork,  Widav.    May  * .   Carter,  Ponlefraet. 
inr,Jonpli,)lorlej;  York,aotliMaaatiotar<r.    May  10.    Snowdoo, 

Iter,  no,  Lpool,  Leather  Merchant     Hit    1.    Feasock    fe   Go, 

iwn,  Vn,  Meweodan,  Kent,  Orasler.    May  II.     Mana  It  Mace, 

tatenlm. 

ritw.  Sir  John  Domer,  BochOald,  Uoomoath,  Knight  Q.C.    April 

S.  Vlnrd  ft  Oe,  Dutley. 

tira,Joha,Maaeb.    Linen  Merohaot.    Jona  1.    Allen  ftPreataca, 

laxli. 

Ita,  John,  Lueaner,  Chemlet.    May  12.    Tayler,  Winn, 

■Ut,  Mirthi,  Cheltenham,  Widow.    April  M.    Hall  ft  Co,  Lpool. 

ibcrt,Artliiir,Ocldiam, Surrey,  Farmer.    Hay  SI.   Cartia,  OaildCocd. 

ih,  Ftter,  Lpool,  Linen  Draper.    May  I .     Paacocic  It  Go.  Lpool , 

lb.  ITai,  Wonley,  Lanoaater,  Joiner.    Kay  1.    Welah,  Manoh. 

l,Jiiha  Eheaeier,  Neaton,  Cbeiter,  Pablioan.    April  39.    Parry  k 

mOiCheeter, 

V,  Stnb,  Hnddersfletd,  Tork,  WMow.    May  IS.     Hasp  h  Co, 


ibi,  Sir  Anthony  ConinKham,  Sooth  Lodge,  Knighttbrtdge.    May 

WtrrytCo,  Lincoln'a-inn'fieidi. 
li,Jobii,PriD<«-ee.  Mile  Sod,  Farrier.    Hay  10.    Mitahail,  Oraat 
nM-<t,  WUiechapal. 

Btnkrapts. 

FBtslT,  March  SI,  IS7I. 

Under  the  Bankruptcy  Act,  1869. 

Otdilon  mut  forward  their  proob  of  debts  to  the  ReKiatrar . 

To  Snrrender  in  London. 

aim  Artbar,  St  Paul'e-rd,  Bigbbury,  Contractor.  Pet  Maieb  31. 
h  April  IS  at  II. 

fcH;,  Korth-at,  Whiteehapal-rd,  Horae  Meat  Salesman.      Pet 
0.   Uulitt.    April  Hat  IS. 
■kMk,  Walworth-rd,  out  of  boaineaa.     Pet  March  St.     liocha. 

IMumi. 

EMaal,Bedfotd-pl.Commerciel-rd  East,  Pianoforte  Seller.  Pet 
f.  Unrray.    April  21  at  1. 
IMf m  Hy,  ClUppenham-rd,  Harrow-rd,  Bnildar.    Pet  March  2S. 
*Ra  April  IS  at  12. 

»Ll.  w.,  SaTaae-Kardana,  Tower-bill,  General  Merchant.       Pat 
httlT,    BnnKham.    April  U  at  II. 

To  Sortandar  in  the  Conntry, 
•.Wai,  Tork,  Tailor.      Pet  March  S9.      Perkins.     Tork,  April  18 
II. 

,  Hirkhsm  Dererill,  Long  Clawaon,  Leioester,  Farmer.    Pet  March 
•  linim.    Leicester,  April  SO  et  12. 

^  Solx,  Bristol,  Baker,    Pet  March  27.    Harley.    Bristol,  April  17 
H. 

r,G«e,EalinK,Middz,  Builder.    Pet  Feb  25.    Rnaton.    Brentford, 
ifliist  It. 

k,  Wm,  Chepstow,  Monmooth.    Pet  March  27.   Roberts.  Newport, 
lilUatl. 

h,  Joke,  Oldham,  Lancaabire,  Innkeeper.  Pet  March  37.  Bnekley, 
tt«n,Apmitatl2. 

nek,  Uuthew,  Deronpoit,  Devon,  TmrelUng  Draper.    Pet  March 
ftarcs.   East  Stonehonaa,  April  14  at  1 1 . 

ToasOAI,  April  4, 1871. 
Under  the  Bankruptcy  Act,  1869. 
Oidltocs  most  forward  their  prooh  of  debts  to  the  Registrar. 

To  Surrender  in  London, 
r,  Edwd,  Aldgate,  DmggUt.    Pet  March  97.    Murray.     April   21 

tso. 

i*nd.  Clement  AIM,  Mniwell-hill,  Hornaey,  Stockbroker'a  Clerk. 
iMatchSI.    Murray.    April  3S  at  12. 

To  SorraniUr  in  the  Country. 
JtMpb.Jna,  Wiltarsliam,  Kent,  Licensed  Vletoaller. 

><»<«.    Hastings,  April  IS  at  1 1 
Ml,  Tm,  Upper  Seeding,  Sussex, 
<4   Bcifhton,  April  isat  II. 
^WiD,Biim,  Builder.     Pet  March  30.     Channtlar.     Birm,  April 

^Edird,  Camner'a.green,  Woreaater,  Farmer.     Pet  March  SO. 

^   Vsrcaster,  April  17  at  12. 

pm,  Jas  Duncan,  Lander-ter,  Wood  Oreen ,  QenL    Pet  March  24. 

■•T'   Edmonton,  April  20  at  1 1 . 

■Woaeph,  Woodiillo,  Stafford,  Wood  Salesman.     Pet  March  31 . 

"car.   Bnrton-opoD-Trent,  April  19  at  2. 

Maoa,  Harold  SUngaby  Duncombe,  Maoch,  Barriater4t-Law.    Pat 

Mi  >•  Kay.    Maoch,  April  20  st  13. 

"MjtU,  Fradk,  I«ool.  Boiler  Maker.    Pet  April  1.  Watson.  Lpool, 

■a  II  u  2. 

BANKBUrrCIES  ANNULLED. 
TinssAT,  April  4, 1871. 
T.Oaa,  Ot  CambridKa.tt,  Hackney-road,  Bootmaker.    March  SI. 
*.Tku,WhitwoodMaTe,  Caatlefoid,  Tork,  Orocer.    March  17.        I 
a,  «B,8allabnry4t,  Strand,  JonAiailat.    Aprils. 
'■•.JataUoyd.BTerua.nr  Lpool.    Match  27.  I 


Pet  March 
,  Builder.    Pet  March  29.    Brer. 


Uqnidation  by  Amagtmmt. 

FIRST  MEETINGS  OF  CREDITORS. 
FSDAT,  March  SI,  1871. 

Ainga,  Thoa,  Tranmere,  Chester,  Hatter.  April  10  at  2,  at  offlo*  of 
Downham,  Market.su  Birkenhead. 

Bailey,  Matthew.  Trowbridae,  WUts,  Bmshmaker.  April  12  at  I,  at 
otBce  of  the  Registrar  of  Oonrt,  Abbey-at,  Bath.  Shmpoell,  Brad- 
ford. 

Baker,  Cbaa  Meaaent,  Rookery,  Clapham-oommon,  Tateriaary  Surgeon. 
April  IS  at  I,  at  the  Rcotery  Hoosa,  Martin'».lana,  Oannoo-si.  Ban- 
rkHobini 


Berwick,  Wm  Sampaon,  St  Peter,  Kent,  Builder.    April  II  at  It,  at 

oOoaa  of  Sankay  *  Co,  Caeil-aq,  Margate. 
Ball,  Hannah,  Bedale,  York,  Printer.     April  19  at  II,  at  the  Blaok 

Swan  Hotel,  Bedale.    Swarbrack,  Bedala. 
Blabey,  Thoa  Crawe.  Cbeaur,  Beeraallar.     April  21  at  S,  at  Temple. 

chambers,  Oak-at,  Crawa.    Cooke, 
Bowden,  Geo,  Oi<brd.et.  Artists'  Colanrman.    April  IS  at  2,  at  the 

OnlMball  Ooata.bonia,  Oreaham.«t.    Barnard  tt  Norria,  Oreaham* 

bidga,  Basinghall.et. 
Boxall,  Jas,  Brighton,  Coachbnnder.    April  IS  at  2,  at  offlce  of  Clenneir, 

Gt  Kni«htridor.st,  Dootors'-commona.    Brsndretn,  Brighton. 
Brewer,  Roht,  Exminster,  Daron,  Tailor.    April  12  at  12,  at  ii9,  Faal- 

st,  Exeter.    Hngglna.  ' 

Brawn,  Jas  Anthony,  Sandgata,  Kant,  Schoolmaatar.    April  12  at  I  JO, 

at  the  Caatle  Hotel,  Haatlnsa.    Langham,  Jan,  Uokdald. 
Brown,  Wm,  Winton-pl,  Biackheath'rd,  Qreenwich,  Oomdealer.    Aprit 

17  at  1 1 ,  at  offlce  of  Norton  lb  Co.  Walbrooit. 
Oann,  Jaa Glonie.SnawSelds,  Bermondsey,  Blacksmith.    April  19  at  S, 

at  offlcea  of  Rlgby,  Botolph-Iaue,  Eastcheap. 
Clack.  Charles  Hy,  D*rtrooath.ter,  Fot«st-hiil,  Grocer.    April  14  at  12, 

attheGaildhallCoabe-hoase.    Angell. 
Collins,  Kobt  Geo,  Lpool,  Painter.    April  IS  at  3,  at  offices  of  WiUlams^ 

Moorfleld.,  Lpool, 
Cottam.  Harv,  &  Agnes  Cnttam,  Manch,  Conbctionen.    April  IS  at  19, 

at  oOces  of  Sale  t  Go,  Booih-st,  Usnoh. 
Crsndon,  Geo,  Epsom,  Sorrsy,  Victualler.     April  IS  at  S.SO,  at  the 

King's  Bead  Hotel,  Higb-st,  Epeom.    Appa,  SoaU|.eq,  OrsyVinn. 
Gralghton,  Wm.Jun,  Morpeth,  Northumberland,  Painter.     April  14  at 

12.  at  offloea  of  Allan  ft  Danes,  Grainger-n,  Newcastle-apon-Tyne, 
Cross,  Thos  Joiin,  Idsl  lanr,  Oi  Tower-st,  Comm  Asent.    April  17  at 

IS,  at  offlcea  of  Cnurtenay  a  Craome,  OraeecUuroh'St.  ^ 

Dories,  Thos,  Chester,  Draper.    April  10  at   12,  at  the  Home  Trade 

AsMwiatiou  Knoms,  York-it,  Manch.    Massey. 
Dearille.  Thos  RoMnson,  Maision-apnn-DoTe,  Derby,  Bnilder.    April 

ISat  1 1,  at  the  Midland  Hotel,  StatioD*st,  Burton.npon-Trent.    Dun- 

notl. 
Debenham,  Jss.  Little  Manor-st,  Clapham,  Cattle  Dealer.  April  IS  at  12, 

at  olBca  of  Haynes,  Serle-st.  Linouln'a-inn. 
De  Is  Ti>rre,  Manuel  Garcia,  Jan,  Limo-sl,  Sherry  Shipper.    April  17  at 

12,  at  the  Guildhall  Giiffee.house,  Ureabam-at.  Treheme  ft  Wulferatan, 

Ironmo.iger-Inne,  Ohespslde. 
DInsdale,  Geo  Whl(e,  Fraed^t,  Paddlngton,  Plumber.    April  17  at  2,  at 

the  Inns  of  Court  Hotel,  High  Uulbum.    Clarke,  St  Mary'a-aq,  Pad- 
dlngton. 
Donaldaon,  RobI,  Araagh>rd,  North  Bow,  Hardware  Dealer.    April  I> 

at  S.  at  olBcea  of  Orean,  Cannon-et. 
Edward*,  Jss,  Aahfmd,  Kent,  Coniraclor.    April  24  at  I, at  the  Royal 

Oak  Hotel,  Aahfurd.    Minter,  Folkestone. 
Ellis,  John,  Lpool,  Joiner.    April  14  at  2,  at  the  Law  Aasooiation-bldgs, 

Cook-st,  Lpool.    Laces  &  Go,  Lpool. 
Erana,  Janet,  k  Mary  Jane  Vessey.  Lpool,  Restaurant  Proprietors. 

April  II  st  S,  at  offlcea  of  Reynolda  &  Lyon,  Lord-st.  Lpoul. 
Faloonar.Hobt  White.  Newcastls-opon-Tyne,  Ircnfounder.    April  12  at 

2,  at  ofHcf^s  of  Gillespie  ft  Co,  Ruyal*arcade,  Newcasile-upon.Tyne. 
Gibson,  Neweascle-upon  Tyne. 

Goldhawk,  Wm,  Uttle  Uarlow,  Backs,  Baker.    April  IS  at  12,  at  offlcea 

of  Spteer,  Hiah-st,  Gt  .Msrlow. 
Gordon,  John,  ShefSeld,  Draper.    April  12  at  11,  at  offlce  of  Binney  4k 

Son,  North  Charoh.st,Sheaia  d. 
Hatton,  Wm  Bedaes,  Chesterfield,  Derby,  out  of  bnainess.    April  14  at 

3,  at  offlcea  of  Gee,  Hixh-st,  Chesterfleld. 

Bodgee,  John  Foater,  Plaixa,  GoTcnt-giirden,  Hosier.     April  14  at  S,at 

offlcea  of  Powell,  KIng.et,  Chespilde. 
Bodgea,  Sainl,  Kini's-ter,  Mansion-honse-it,  Harameramitii,  Pianoforte 

Manafacturer'a  Aaalalant.    April  10  at  12,  at  offlcea  of  Bocsley,  Bed- 
ford-row.   Daniel. 
Jenking,  Fredk  Augnataa  Dillon,  Banbury,  Oxford,  Grocer.    April  17  at 

12,  at  the  Goildhall  Oofree-house,  Oreiham-st.    Lowe,  Binn. 
Jerona,  By,  Bridgnorth,  8«lop,  Groc«r.    April  10  at  12,  at  the  Crowa 

Hotel,  Bridgnorth,    Backhouse,  Bridgoortli. 
Kilbam,  Amoa,  Lirersedge,  Tork,  Tailor.     April  14  at  3,  at  offlces  of 

Terry  &  Oo,  Cicckheaton. 
Kinggett,  John  Jas,  Kedhill-st.  Aloany-st,  Licensed  Victualler,    April 

IS,  at  S,  at  offlcea  of  :later  &  Paunell,  Guildball.chambers,  Basina- 

hallet. 
Knight,  Crawford  ft  John  Knight,  Egbam-bythe,  Surrey,  Bailden. 

April  12  at  S,  at  offloea  of  Canrin,  Hinh-st,  Suines.  Ashey,  Clement's- 

lane. 
Ladd, John Ohas, Sutton.  Surrer,  Grocer.    April  Sat  3,  atoOcaa  of 

Mardon  k  Mosley,  Chspel-pl,  Poultry.    Msrdon,  Newgate-st. 
Lewis,  Wm,  Jr  a  Wm  Stephen  Hool3,  Implement  Makera.    April  II  at 

S,  at  the  Lion  Hotel,  Shewsbnry.    Clarke,  Shrewabury, 
Lloyd,  Aaron,  Merthyr  Tydfti,  Glamorgan,  Greengrocer.    April  IS  at 

II,  at  offlcea  of  Harria  k  Taylor,  Merthyr  Tydfil. 
Hartorell,  Chat  Ramon,  Lpool,  Restaurant  Keeper.    April  17atS,  at 

cffloea  of  Biggs,  Oastla>st,  Lpool. 
Mettietoo,  John  Pierce,  Lpool,  Gent,    April  17  at  12,  at  offlces  of  Payne 
'  k  Son,  Harringlon-si,  Lpool. 
Olney,  Wm  Robt.  Sontbampton,  Ironmonger.     April  13  at  12,  at  the 

OuUdhall  Taram,  Oresham^t.    Hiekman,  Southampton, 
PatcbeU,  BoMnson  Kitchtng,  Halifax,  Tork,  Cabinet  Maker.    April  14 

at  II,  at  offloee  of  Norria  ft  Foster,  OroHleyat,  Halifax, 
Pearson,  Rich,  Preston,  Lancashire,  Plasterer.    April  IS  at  2,  at  offloa 

of  CunelUte  ft  Watson,  Wlackleyst.  Preston.    Wataon,  Preston. 
Pope,  John,  Tewkeebary,  Olonoester,  Drsper,     April  IS. at  2,  at  offlcea 

of  Barnard  ft  Co,  Albian.chambers,  BrialoL    Prea  ft  Inakip,  BrtatoU 
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■<tiumt.  John,  Enter,  Bottor.    ityrO  tl  M  11, «( lOn  of  Bogtint,  Faol- 

tt,  Exeter, 
BtwII,  neo  John,  Leeda,  Froriilon  Herohiuit.    April  13  at  II,  tt  the 

OrilBn  HotBl,  West  Bir.    01»rkB. 
Bleherdeon.  Frank  Watera,  Jaactlon-nisw*,  8tle-at.  PeMtnrrton,  Oem- 

mUtioo  Harae'4e*ler.    April  17  at  It,  at  eOcea  of  Stmtt,  AdelplU>lar, 

Strand. 
Bowley,  Oeo,  Hoxlon-et,  Hozten.  Painter.    Apifl  I*  at  S,  att  oflteee  of 

E«es,  Com  Excbance-effleaa,  Mark-lane. 
Sherbonw.  Wm.  OM  Swindon,  Wilta,  Plumber.     ApHI  It  at  I,  at  16 

Oarey.*t,  Mneotn'a-tnn.    Bartmai,  Bath. 
'Blade,  Geo,  Bath,  Batcher.   April  11  at  II,  at  office  of  Wilton,  Old  Klng- 

Bt,Ba»b. 
-Spenee,  John  Cbaa,  Halton,  Torfc,  Innkeeper.    April  19  at  3,  at  DaTl- 

aon'aOennn  Hotel, Torkena(r«te,Malton.    McLaren, York, 
Slanileld,  Geo  Clarkaon,  Belslte-aq,  8enth  Hampatead,  Artlat.    April  II 

at  a,  tt  offlcea  or  Lawrance  Ic  Co,  Old  Jewry-ehaoiben. 
Stevens,  Jna  Cba^  John.  Ledbary,  Herernrd,  Hotelkeeper.     April  14  at 

1 '.',  at  offloee  or  Piper,  Coan-tiooae.  Ler!baT7. 
Sonman,  Chai.  John,  Uasne-at,  Bethnal-ireen,  Carman.    April  It  at 

13,  at  31  Wor>bip-at.  FInsbury.    Abbott,  Gt  Pmeoit-at,  Whitechapel. 
Taylor,  Rnbt,  Rerwlck.apon-T«eed,  Blaekamlth.    April  Utt  II,  at 

ofBoe  o<  Danlup,  Qaay-walls,  BerwIck-npon-Tweed. 
Tnrpin,  Thoa,  Newport,  lale  of  Wight,  Oorerament  Clerk.    April  IS  at 

4.  at  office  of  Hooper  Hixh-at,  Newport. 
Blatter,  Cbaa,  )r,  Hore,  Soaaez,  Grocer.  April  IS  tt  >,tt  olBeea  of  Weoll 

&  Dempoter.  Shln-at,  HrtKtaton. 
Sttn.  Frcdk  Van,  Teeterton-st.  KotHntt-hlll,  Detler  In  Fancy  Ckndt. 

April  SI  at3,  at  office  ofSolomon,  Flnsbary-pl. 
Vlck.  Uriah  Chriatopher.  PrntonT<i;e-rd,  Islington,  Boote    Deeorater. 

April  Is  at  12,  at  office  of  Tiller.  Finabnry-pl,  Soalh. 
Warwick,  By.  Htrrmr-rd,  PaddinKton,  Boot  Maker.     April  19  at  1.  at 

the  Gaildhall  Tarern,  Ore^ham^t.    Welmtn,  Qt  George-at,  Weat- 

ninater. 
Welch.  Hy.  Hinton  Parra,   Dorset.  Mealman.    April  11  at  II,  at  the 

Kevr-lnn,  Wimbome  Minster.    Moore.  Wimbome  Minster. 
WellH,  Wm,  l-'iirnham,  Surrey,  Bootmaker.    April  11  at 2,  attheLlon 

and  Lamb  Hotel,  ^mliam.    Holiest  k  Maaon. 
White,  Wm  Herbert,  Kalr  Oak,  nr  Rishnpitoke,  HanU,  Farmer.    April 

17  St  3,  at    Loiian's  Buiel,    Terminna^er.    Sonthampton.      Pope, 

Fencharch*flt. 
miyment,  chas,  Halifax,  York.  Innkeeper,     April  U  at  12,  at  offlce  of 

Norria  &  Fmier,  Cmasley.st,  Halifax. 
Willlaras,  Benj,  Cvmbwria,  nr  Swansea.  Lieenaed  Yictiullar.     April  II 

at  2.  Ht  nttlce  of  Morris,  Riitland-st,  Saranoea. 
Wood,  John,  Blrm,  one  of  business.    April  11  at  II,  at  offieea  of  Burton, 

UQion<H:faamb«r«,  Union-paaaaKe,  Btrm. 
"Wontton,  ChHS.  West  Bromoirli,  Siatfird,  Aaotianeer.     April  It  at  II, 

at  office*  of  Wright,  Chorch-sl,  Oldbary. 

TvnnaT,  April  4,  l«;i. 

Adtms,  John  RIchil  Iloppln,   I.ittio  Knightrldcr-st,  Doctor's-commona, 

Licensed  Victualler.    April  19  at  3,  at  offlce*  of  Tatham,  Gt    Knight- 

rlder-Pt.  Poctor'e.commons. 
Askew,  Josepli,  Barrow-in-Furness,  Ltnoashlre,  Printer.     April  17  at 

IJ,  tt  40  Ciinnon-lt,  Manch. 
Barnes,  Chas  Rr,  N'nrthiam,  Sossex,  Comm  Agent.    April  19  at  3,  at  the 

Beli  ino.  MountSeid. 
Bell,  John  Lockey,  CleckheAtnn,  York,  Farnitare  Dealer.    April  It  at  3, 

at  offices  of  llarcresvei,  Market-st,  Bradford. 
Benboir,  Itichd,  Hnybon,  nr  Luool.  Grocer.      ApriP  IB  at  3,  at  offlce  Of 

Hani!!,  Union-ct.  (;astle-Bt,    Lpool. 
Bloomer,  Darid,  Aston  New  Town.nr  BIrm,  Grocer.    April  13  at  10,  at 

office  of  Eaden,  Kennett's-liill,  Birm. 
iBooker,  Gen,  Wood-wharf,  West  Greenwich.  Barge  Builder.    April  16 

ai  3,  at  the  San,  Wood-wharf,  West  Greenwich.    Wright,  Chancery- 
lane. 
Boorchier,  RIchd,  Cotl-aldings,  Gt  Northern  Railway,  Kin(c*i.erots, 

Coal  Merchant.     April  14  tt  11,  tt  offices  of  Johnson,  Soathtmpton- 

b\iiu»,  Chancery-ltne. 
Soyd,  Wm  &  VivlA  Scobie  McLtren,Easton.rd,  Mechtnlctl  Kngineera. 

April  :4at  t.at  theOolidhtll  Ttrern,  Greshtm-at.     Herbert  fc  Go, 

GresliambldEs,  G-jildhall. 
Srslthvaite,  Wm  Hy  fc  Chaa  Darley  Clarke.  Btackbam,   Lancathirt, 

lea  Dealers.    April  14  at  3,  at  office*  of  Packwood,   Riehmond-ter 

BInckburn. 
•Brine.  JoKiahStuhblnflrs,  Plckerlnif,  York,  Qrooer.      April   IS  at  1,  tt 

office*  of  Parkinson.  Pickerinir. 
Brown,  Joliu,  Watrenree.  nr  Lpool,  Cowkeeper.    April  18  at  3,  at  olSce 

of  Cuishaw,  Castle-st,  Lpool. 
Srowninn.  Saml  Wm,  WolTerhamptnn,  Jupaansr.     April  IS  at  I,  at 

oBlce  of  Stratton,  67  Q>ieen-st,  Wolrerhtrnpton. 
Bnry,  Albert,  Wrctliara.  D.-nbigh,  Auctioneer,    April  16  at  11,  at  the 

Wynnstay  Arms  Hotel,  Wrexbam. 
Cantlow,  Jolm  Wfirne  &  Hy  S.indprs,  Shtnklin,  Isle  of  Wight,  Boilden. 

April  13  ai  13.30,  at  Wadham's  Hotel.  Kli«nklin.     Hooper,  Newport. 
■Carter,  Robt,  Arthnr-ter,  DiilwlcU-rd.  House  Airent.     April  10  tt  1,  at 

1.  at  office  of  Dubois,  Greshtm-bldgs,    Baslagball-st.      Utynard. 

Cliff  ird'a-inn.  «  i  e  i         , 

Crooiirabo,  Rnbt  Wm.  Newport,  Monmouth.  Oommereial  Trareller. 

April  16  tt  1 3,  tt  officei  of  Uoyd,  Bank-chambera,  Newport. 
DaTla.Sttml,  Swintnn,  Lancaahire,  Draper.     April  10  at  3,  at  office  of 

Storer.  Fountain  st.  Mtnch. 
Eaton,  Edmund,  Kiciiardson-st,  Long-lane.  Bermondaey,  Egg  Dealer. 

April  19  nt  3,  Ht  nfflce  of  Allen,  Brunswick-sq, 
Eld,  Thos  Wm,  The  Hop  and  Malt  Gxchtniie,  Sonthwark,  Hop  Factor. 

April  35  ai  ■},  at  oiHccs  of  Gold  &  !ion,  Sorjetnt'i-inn,  Chancery-lane. 
Galloway,  Alexander  Hair.  Lpool,  Doctor.     April  17  ttt,at  olBce  of 

Gibson  ft  Bolland.  South  John-st,  Lpool. 
Gardner.  Hy,  Ntllston.  Leicester.  Ctrpenter.     April  10  tt  8,  at  the  Stag 

and  Pheasant  Hotel,  Humboraton-gate,  Leiceetsr.     LoaebT,  Market 

Botworth. 
-Gowing,  Wm,  Lpool,  Clothier.     April  1«  at  3,  at  offloei  of  Etty,  LorA- 

at,  Lpool. 
Green,  Peter,  Warrington,  Lancaahire,  Pablloan,    April  IT  at  II,  at 
offlce  tS  DaTie*  fe  Co,  Commercial-chamben,  Honemarket-tt,  War- 
rington. 


April  II,  it  II,  It  tte 


Ifrin* 
AprUllat3,*taaii4 


Oreniback,  Joseph.  Settle,  York,  Bootmaker. 

Red  Lion  Hotel,  Burnley.     Htrgrecree. 
Amblln.  John,  Newbury,  Berca,  Tin  Plate  Worker.    April  KitlLg 

the  White  Hirt  llolel,  Newburjr. 
Bardstoff,  John,  Lpool.  rttatkMier.     April  16  at  I.  at  nth*  tl  Bidft. 

waile,  Alhert-bldxs,  Preeson'srow,  Lnool.    Vordoo, Lpool 
Bonala,  Richd  A  Jtt  Htrgate.  Darlleld.  Bvit  Waken.  AnilH* 

S.30,  at  the  Coach  and  Hortea-inn.  Bvnaley.    Sagg.SkMm. 
HIbbs,  Cbaa,  Dorehetler,  Denet,  Pmrltien  raeter.  April  n*li,tf 

the  White  Hart-Inn,  D-trehaaler.    Weeton,  PorateJilu. 
HIrat,  Geo  Jonta,  Birkenhead,  Chatter,    Stoneoaioa,  Apriin<l,tt 

office  of  Uoiraham,  Harket-st,  Birkenhead. 
Holt.  Thoa.  Blackburn,  Lancaahire,  Printer.     April  Uit'll,««aai 

of  Radcliffe.  Clayion-at,  Bkwkbum. 
HopklT.aon,  Edwin,  Bowling,  Bradlbrd,  Tork,  Gkoear.     AprSnttn, 

tt  the  Q  teen  Hotel,  Bridis-at.  Bradlbrd.    Browaisi. 
Horton,  BamI,  Wtrrlngton,  Laneathire,  Cbamiat.    April  Utf  ILa 

office  of  DtTle*  k  Co,  Commerciai-chtmbera,  Horjenuikstai,  Vc- 

rlngton. 
Hnntley.  Edwd,  Georte-at,  Croydon,  Rairentler.    April  U  tt  t,  it  *i 

of  Kerly,  Landon-wtll. 
Hyde,  Hy,  A  John  Sbeldriek,  Hancb.  Tailor*.    April  ftiul  out  Knit,  v 

erroneooaiT printed  in  laat  Oatette)  11  at  3,  at  effloat  othaotk, 

Croas-st.  Htneh. 
Kelghley,  Ben).  Pndeey,  Torfc,  Diaper.    April  I7a*3,atoaciigfCta, 

Albion -Ht,  Leeds. 
Keighley,  John,  Bradlbrd.  Mtofabae  Mtker.     April  It  at  11,  M  tbilU- 

hot  Hotel,  Brtdforil.    WtreU  tt  Co,  Htllfax. 
Leslie,  Jas,  The  Crescent,  MInorles,  Wine  MerdMOt.    April  Italia 

office  of  Tindale,  Upper  TtuHoee^t. 
Lorelady,  Lawrence,  Lpool,  Wine  Dealer.    April  n  at  >,  tt  itat 

Bnlthwaite,  Albert-Md^a.  Pree*ea'*-row,  LpooL  Hiadle,  LpasL 
Lyons,  Gertrnde,  St  .Stephen's-rd,  Westboarne-pk,  Widow.   AprBUs 

3,  tt  offieea  of  Taylor  k  Jaquet,  Bonlh-it,  Pln*bary-*4. 
Mtniflo'.d,  Tbo*.  Bromley,  Kent,  Ftrmer.    April  IS  tt  lt,*taBia< 

Utrsden  It  Chubb,  Priday-*t,  Cbeapalde. 
Hawby,  Stephen  Alfred,  Ea*t-rd.  City-rd.  . 

1,  at  offices  of  irioker*oo.  King  WIIHtB-at. 
Nichols,  Hark,  Gray's-lnn-rd,  Cheeaemonger. 
•  Wilding.  TItchborne-st,  Edgwtro-rl. 
Feel.  Birtholomew,  Brtdford,  York,  Grocer.    April  IS  tt  10,  •teSoit 

HarKreares,  Market-st,  Brtdft>rd. 
PenninRton,  SamI,  Stockport,  Ch«thii«,  QIasa  Dealer.   April  I7«i,it 

offices  ol  Brown,  Itank-cbambert,  Stockport. 
Phillips,  Tho«  H-idzen,  Lpool,  Plumber.    A.pril  14  at  4,  tteOeti^ 

Ktty,  Lord-at,  Lpool. 
Ponltnn,  Chns,  lllgh-st,  Peckham,  Stationer.    April  10  at  3,  (t  sSeitt 

Haitfh,  inn.  King  st,  Cheapaide. 
Prtcnrll,  Wm,  Drummond-rd,  Bermosdsey,  Qrooer.    April  I4ttli,u 

offices  of  Geanssent,  New  Brotd-st. 
Pnrtor,  Thos,  RIrm,  Batcher.    April  13  tt  II,  at  offise  of  Eatlea,  ita- 

nett'a  hill,  Birm. 
Ram,  Stephen,  Htis-pl.  Slotne-at,  no  ocenpatlon.    Aprl  SO  alt,it 

offlce  of  Dirls,  C  irk.st,  fi'irlintcton-gtrdens. 
Raw,  Wm,  k  Joseph  Hunter,  Klngston-upon-Hall.  Bnllden.  ApHind 

2,  at  nffic-  of  liullit  Jt  Son,  Trinity  House-lane.  KIOKStoo-iqKKi-flal. 
Robinson,  Arthur,  Mtnch,  out  of  business.     April  21  tt  3,  at  dot' 

Sudlow  ft  On,  Mount-It,  Manch. 
Seymonr,  John,  Bheffleid,  Bootmaker.     April  14  at  13,  at  oHlai' 

Tattershall.tjiioen-at.  Sheffield. 
Shaw.  Wm,  LeaiUate,  Durham,  Orocer.  April  13  at  I,  at  oOeas  of  Bat, 

St  Nlctaolts-bldga,  Kewctstle-npon-Tyne. 
SimpRon,  Francis,  NewinKton-traLis.  Ouiot  Deolar.    April  11  at  !,■' 

offlce  of  Morley  k  Sliirreff,  Mark-lane.  i 

Stock,  BenJ,  sen,  Ramsgate,  Kont,  Builder.    April  17  ttl.aloana: 

Etlwtrds.  York-tt,  Htmsfftfie.  ' 

Stone,  Chts,  k  Wm  Mace,  Lias,  Sonthtmpton.  Bnillen,     AptH  f<1\\ 

tt  the  Dolpbin  Hotel,  Peieradald.    Ford,  Portaea.  i 

Thomlinson,  Kobt,  Lpool,  Batcher.    April  II  at  i,  at  oSoM  at  l<e> 

South  Joho-at,  Lpool.    Bellringer,  Lpool.  I 

Thomson,  Wm,  Pembroke  Dock,  Pembroke,  Travelling  Draper,  i^, 

1 6  at  10.30,  at  the  Townhali,  Onildtaall-aq,  Oanaorthen.   fuij,  O* 
broke-dock. 

lilley,  Wm  Erans,  Kirby-st,  Hatton-garden,  Electro  PUts  HinfK- 
tnrer.  April  13  at  1,  at  6,  Eirby-*t,  Uatton-garden.  CattUn,  GtDcar- 
hall-ct.  Poultry. 

Tomer,  Chas  AlfVed.  Tottenhsm-court-rd    Oilman's  Awimut     ^ 

17  at  13,  at  offlce  of  Wadbam,  Esaex-st.  Strand. 

Walker,  Wm,  Leeds,  Grocer.  April  17  at  3,  at  Sutherland's  Gt  Kurtita 
Hotel.  Weiliogton-st,  Leeds.    Wtaltaley.  J 

Wbale,  John,  South  Shields,  Durham.  Innkeeper.  April  1?  U  *<■■ 
offices  ol  Mabane,  Barrington-at,  South  Shlelda.  ^ 

Wheatley,  Robt,  Tonlaw,  Durham,  Furniture  Dealer.  April  19  at  S,  • 
the  King's  Head  Hotel.  Darllngtoa. 


GRESHAM     LTPB    ASSUEANCB    SOCBTt, 
37,  OLD  JEtfRY,  LONDON,  E.a 
SOLICrrORS  tre  invited  to  Introduce,  on  behalf  of  their  diaoli,  <^ 
peaala  for  Loana  on  Freehold  or  Leaathuld  Proper^,  Hennioei,  IM 
Interests,  or  other  adequate  securities. 

Propottls  may  be  made  in  the  first  biatance  teeordlng  to  tb*  i>ll**M 
form  I — 

PmorotAL  rot  Loair  ox  UoaTaAoa*. 

Date 

Introdnoed  by  (ttale  name  and  addreu  tf  seHtdfor) 
Amount  required  £ 

lime  and  mode  of  repayment  (l.e.,  tihtthtr  far  «  (arm  MStois,  <ri 
aiusaaf  or  vUiitr  pafmmh) 

Security  litaU  ikorO)  the parHaUar$  ef  mearlCf,  ami, iflnirim 
iatt,  Male  (Ae  ■•(  oonaaf  {omom). 

Sute  what  Ufe  Policy  (if  any)  U  prepeeed  »  be  lOtHl  eKk  '^ 
OrMham  Offlce  in  connection  with  the  aeculty. 
By  order  of  the  Board, 

F.  ALLAN  COBTtS,  AettaqroidSKntBr. 
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!0Jic4  of  thit  JouBNAi.  and  of  tht  Wbbklt  Rbpobtbb, 
I  M»»<  12,  Coek's-eourt,  Carey -itrtet,  W.C. 

■  S»hscriftim  to  tht  SoMorrons'  Jocunai,  tit— Town,  26«. 

Wi<ry  2S«.;  with  the  Webklt  Repoutbr,  52».     Payment 

tiituut  ineluJei  DoitUe  Number!  and  Postage,  Bubter there 

i»  Kete  their  Volumee  bound  at  tht  Offiet — etoth,  2e.  6d., 

tlfltie  itlf,  it.  M. 

lettiri  inlmdtdforptitlieation  in  the  "Solieitore'  Journal " 

lulie  mthtntieattd  by  the  name  of  tht  writtr,  thottfh  not 

tmerily  for  publication. 

n  difituHy  it  experieteed  in  proeuriny  tht  Journal  taith 

piUmly  in  the  Provinctt,  it  it  rtquttttd  that  application  bi 

til  iireet  to  the  Publie/ter. 

i/h^t  Salicitars'  i^jaitntal. 

LONDON,  APRIL  16,  1871. 

♦ 

L  WicxBHS  ia  to  be  the  new  Yioe-Ohanoenor,  and 
be  sworn  in  on  Monday.  Like  Mr.  Jnstios  Hannea, 
fiokeo*  has  nerer  "  takeu  silk."  0(  hU  appoint- 
there  it  little  mora  to  be  said  than  that  it  will 
general  tatisfaotion,  except  perhaps  to  a  few 
I't  Coanael  who  would  hare  preferred  a  selection 
among  the  silk-^ownamen,  beoaaw  it  matt  hare  set 
i  I  certain  amoant  of  senior  baainesa.  Mr.  Wiuhens 
)of  the  Bonndest  lawyers  at  either  bar,bfwideg  being 
uillj  versed  in  equity  pleading,  and  he  cannot  fail 
ak<  an  ezoelleat  Vioe-Chanoellor.  Like  Sir  W.  M. 
>,  be  gave  great  satisfaction  as  jadge  of  the  Lan- 
rCliaaoeiyOoart. 


B  QUESTION  of  the  re-hearing  of  the  Pnrchas  ap- 
«iU  oome  before  the  Jndioial  Oommittee  on  the 
ibttant.  There  has  been  so  mnoh  misapprehension 
Ivbt  has  aotoally  taken  place  in  the  case,  that  oar 
In  my  be  glad  to  know  exactly  how  the  matter 
k  Oa  the  23rd  February  last  the  Oommittee  gave 
IpMAt"  against  Mr.  Pnrchas,  declaring  it  to  be 
ll  for  him  to  wear  the  alb,  &0.,  at  the  oommaoion 
l^or  to  stand  daring  the  prayer  of  consecration 
hi)  back  to  the  people.  But  this  so-called  jadg- 
oomisted — as  is  always  the  case  with  the  Jadioial 
dttee — merely  of  the  reasons  in  detail  for  the  report 
\  the  Committee  were  about  to  make  to  her  Majesty 
nooil,  and  for  the  adrioe  they  were  prepared  to 
her.  Before,  however,  they  made  their  report 
ill  events  before  her  Majesty  had  acted  npon  it  by 
;  an  Order  in  Coancil,  admonishing  Mr.  Purohas  to 
a  from  the  praotioes  declared  to  be  illegal;  he 
ted  a  petition  not  to  the  Committee  but  to  the 
^  for  a  rehearing  of  the  appeal ;  alleging,  among 
grounds,  that  the  "  judgment "  was  wrong  in 
of  law.  On  this  petition  the  parties  were 
1  to  attend  before  the  Committee  last  Saturday 
^t,  and  ont  of  reapeot  for  the  tribunal  they  did 
.  Bat  when  the  matter  was  looked  into  it  turned 
hat  the  Committee  had  nothing  before  them 
ioh  thqr  ooold  take  cognizance.  For  Mr.  Pnrchas' 
a  was  not  to  them  bat  to  the  Queen,  and  nntil 
toght  fit  to  refer  it  back  to  the  Committee,  they 
>thing  whatever  to  do  with  it.  She  has  now  re- 
it  back,  under  the  advice,  it  may  be  presumed,  of 
misters  ;  and  in  yesterday's  Timet  a  correipondent 
a  pardonable  cariosity  as  to  which  minister  it  is 
advice  has  prevailed  against  the  considered  jndg- 
if  Lord  Chancellor  Hatherley.  Her  Majesty,  might, 
ise,  have  simply  refused  to  listen  to  Mr.  Pur- 
wtition  at  all,  but  she  has  taken  the  more  generous 
itire.  Still,  even  now  it  by  no  means  follows 
>y  rehearini;  upon  the  legal  merits  of  the  recent 
ent  will  be  permitted,  although,  inasmuch  ai  one 
grounds  alleged  in  the  petition  for  rehearing  is 
>e  former  jadgmeot  is  erroneous,  it  may  be  diflionlt 
rent  Mr.   Parohns' oonnsel  fr  ira   ru  opi-nlng  the 


whole  controversy.  So  far,  therefore,  as  matters  have 
gone  as  yet,  there  can  be  no  doubt  that  Mr.  Pnrchas  has 
"  scored  "  against  his  opponents. 


When  oomuentino,  a  few  weeks  ago  {ante  p.  285) 
upon  some  of  the  oddities  of  the  Married  Women's  Pro- 
perty Act,  1870,  we  observed  that  if  judges  are  to  award 
the  nearest  approach  to  justice  which  the  Act  allows, 
they  mast  in  oases  arising  ander  section  1  beitow  some 
pains  on  the  question  whether  or  no  the  words  "  sepa- 
ratelyfromher  husband  "  apply  to  theoircumstanoaa  before 
them.  Whether  or  no  a  particular  occupation  in  which  the 
wife  engages  is  carried  on  by  her  "  separately  from  her 
husband,"  is  a  question  of  fact  to  be  decided  in  each  case; 
but  if  judges  decline  the  labour  of  weighing  it,  and 
merely  rush  to  the  afBimative  oonolusion,  they  vrill  do  a 
good  deal  of  injustice  and  facilitate  a  good  deal  of  con- 
nubial swindling.  The  wife  can  never  be  sued  in  the 
county  court,  and  the  husband  can  only  be  sued  where 
the  occupation  in  which  her  obligation  arose  was  not 
"  separately  "  carried  on.  A  ease  which  we  reported  last 
week  from  the  Lambeth  County  Court  illustrates  the 
matter,  though  the  point  arose  on  a  different  plea.  A 
wife  sued  claiming  a  certain  sum  for  keep  and  mainte- 
nance of  the  defendant's  child,  which  she  had  been 
nursing.  It  appeared  that  the  defendant  had  been  in  the 
habit  of  paying  the  money  for  this  service  sometimes  to 
the  plaintiff  and  sometimes  to  her  husband  ;  and  the 
defendant  produced  the  husband's  receipt  for  part  of  the 
amount  claimed.  On  these  fasts  the  judge  seems  to  have 
jumped  at  onoe  to  the  oonolasion  that  this  was  a  case 
within  aeotion  1  of  the  Act :  he  ruled  that  the  husband'* 
receipt  was  of  no  nte,  and  gave  judgment  for  the  whole 
amount  claimed.  It  seems  very  probable  that  this  ser- 
vice, being  rendered  in  what  was  primd  faeie  at  any  rata 
the  hosband's  establishment  and  maintained  by  him, 
would  not  be  fairly  deaoribed  as  a  transaction  "  separate 
from  the  hoaband  " :  the  result  would  very  likely  have 
been  reversed  if  the  ^'udge  had  taken  the  same  pains 
over  the  "  separation  "  question  as  he  seems  to  have  taken 
in  another  case  reported  this  week.  However,  we  have 
noted  the  case,  not  op  aoconnt  of  its  own  merits,  but  for 
the  sake  of  drawing  attention  again  to  the  vital  impor- 
tance of  a  point  which  seems  in  danger  of  being  ne- 
glected. This  question  of  separation  is  the  important 
question  under  the  Act,  and  judges  mtut  not  charge  it 
blindfold. 


The  BKVSBBin>  Mb.  Pubchas  is  much  exercised  ia 
spirit  by  the  circumstance  that  the  Dean  of  Westminster 
ventured  last  week  to  sanction  the  performance  of  Bach'a 
Passion  music  at  evening  prayer  in  Westminster  Abbey. 
How  comas  it,  be  asks  in  a  letter  to  the  Times,  that  Dean 
Stanley  may  do  this,  and  yet  that  he,  Mr.  Pnrchas,  has 
been  heavily  mulcted  in  costs  for  causing  the  Ta  Deun, 
the  Litany  of  our  Lord,  and  the  Litany  of  tlte  Patiion  to 
be  sung  on  a  similar  oocasion  in  bis  own  "freehold 
chapel "  at  Brighton  ?  And  if  he  hod  been  heavily 
mnlcted  in  the  manner  and  for  the  reason  he  supposes  we 
should  have  re-echoed  his  inquiry.  But  in  truth  neither 
the  Dean  of  the  Arches  nor  the  Judicial  Committee  had 
any  such  charge  before  them.  The  only  articles  which 
can  give  the  least  ooloar  to  Mr.  Purohas'  complaint  ars 
as  follows : — 

1.  "That  on  a  oertain  oooasion  (to  wit  on  Sunday 
morning  November  1,  1868).  yon,  the  said  Bev.  John 
Pnrchas,  caused  a  group  of  acolytes  to  atand  or  kneel 
aronnd  you,  and  a  person  called  the  crnoifer  to  stand 
by,the  side  of  you  bearing  a  orooifix  or  gilt  cross  with 
the  figure  of  tiie  Saviour  thereon,  as  a  matter  of  cere- 
mony, daring  the  reading  by  yon,  of  the  Gospel  in  the 
Commnnion  Service;  that  on  certain  occasions  (to  wit 
on  Easter  Eve,  1869,  Saturday  evening,  May  15,  1869, 
and  on  Whit  Sunday  evening,  May  IG,  1869),  the  "7* 
Deum"  being  on  each  of  nush  occationi  tungaiapart 
of  the  evening  lerviee  immediately  after  the  evening 
prayers,    the    congregation    remaining  in    the   Church. 
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during  the  singingr  thereof,  jom  the  Mid  Ber.  John 
Parohas  dnringr  the  aioging  thereof,  canaed  the  said 
oruoifer  with  his  said  oruciBx  and  the  bearers  and 
banners  to  stand  holding'  the  same,  aa  a  matter  of  cere- 
non/j  near  to  yon,  the  said  BeT.  John  Pnrohas,  and  in 
front  of  the  holy  table." 

2.  A  similar  charge  of  sanctioning  an  illegal  ptooeasion 
while  a  hymn  was  being  snng  after  evening  prayer  and 
as  part  of  the  Bervioe. 

It  will  be  observed  that  the  charges  are  not  that 
Mr.  Purchas  caused  the  Td  Deum  and  the  hymn 
to  be  sung  after  evening  prayer,  as  he  lawfully 
might  have  done,  but  that,  while  the  singing  was 
going  on  and  the  servioe  was  not  concluded,  he  per- 
formed, or  permitted  to  be  performed,  certain  ceremonial 
acts  which  Sir  Bobert  Phiilimore  rightly,  we  doubt  not, 
considered  illegal  under  (he  rules  laid  down  in  Weiterton 
T.  Liddell  and  Martin  T.  Maekonoehie. 

It  is  to  be  lamented  that  Mr.  Pnrohas  did  not  take 
the  trouble  to  find  out  of  what  offences  he  had  really 
been  convicted  before  he  sent  bis  letter  to  the  Timet. 
Hymns  of  all  kinds,  so  long  aa  they  oonvey  no  doctrine 
contrary  to  the  Articles,  are  perfectly  l^al — at  all  events, 
at  the  beginning  and  at  the  close  of  our  obnrch  services, 
as  w«ll  as  during  the  interval  where  the  Bnbrio  pre- 
scribes the  antliem.  Dean  Stanley  may  therefore  repeat 
his  last  week's  servioe,  if  he  pleases,  without  any  fear  of 
penal  consequences. 


TlMK  O0K8  ON,  and  thongh  various  rumblings  reach 
the  outer  world  of  what  goes  on  within  the  Judicature 
Commission,  there  are  no  further  signs  of  the  looked-for 
report.  The  truth  probably  is,  that  the  Commission  is 
too  big.  If  we  mistake  not  most,  if  not  all,  of  the  Com- 
mi^ions  which  have  really  done  anything  have  been 
Commissions  of  five  members  or  thereabouts.  One  of  the 
Juiiicature  Commissioners  has  been  heard  to  say  that  the 
best  thing  to  be  done  would  be,  th^  the  Commission 
should  he  dissolved  and  re-appointed  with  half  its  preaent 
cumber  of  members. 


SUSPEKDma  A  BiaHT  OF  ACTION. 

Few  thingrs  in  the  history  of  onr  law  are  more  curions 
than  the  manner  in  which  legal  doctrine*,  the  dearest, 
the  most  time-honoured,  the  most  unquestioned  doctrines, 
seemingly  as  firm  and  unyielding  aa  a  rook,  are  in  pro- 
cess o[  time  destroyed  by  a  sort  of  gradual  erosion,  till 
little  is  left  of  them  but  a  name. 

No  rule  of  law  has  ever  been  more  firmly  established 
than  the  rule  that  a  right  of  action  cannot,  by  the  act  of 
the  parties,  be  suspended,  but  that  once  taken  away,  even 
for  a  moment,  it  is  gone  for  ever.  Estates,  rights  of  pro- 
perty, things  in  possession,  may  be  transferred,  divided, 
modified,  and  qualified  in  a  thousand  ways.  But  a  thing 
purely  personal,  such  as  a  right  of  action,  is  one  and  indi- 
visiblt-,  can  neither  be  aliened  nor  altered.  Bvery  attempt 
to  deal  with  a  thing  in  action  in  any  way  contravening 
thi'i  rule  ended  in  defeat.  The  act  done  was  always  held 
to  do  le«s  than  it  was  intended  to  do,  held  simply  inopera- 
tive; or  to  do  more  than  it  was  intended  to  do,  held  to 
destroy  the  right  of  action  absolutely  and  for  ever.  This 
doctrine  was  a  very  arbitrary  one,  worked  much  injustice, 
and  cansed  mnoh  dissatisfaction.  Bnt  it  nevertheless  re- 
ceived what  is  after  all  the  strongest  of  all  testimonies  to 
its  validity  as  law,  the  unwilling  obedienoe  of  the  Courts. 
Let  us  see  now  how  far  the  rule  remains  in  actual 
operation. 

It  may  be  well  first  to  notice  one  or  two  dootrinea  of 
law,  connected  with  the  one  of  which  we  speak,  which 
are  not  really  exceptions  to  it.  In  the  first  place  the 
lale  applied  only  to  the  suspension  of  rights  of  action  by 
act  of  the  parties  ;  suspension  by  act  of  the  law  was 
always  recognised  aa  admissible.  For  example,  if  war 
were  to  breaK  out  tu-morrow  between  England  and  France 
Skll  righta  of  action  now  vested  in  French  subjects  against 


Englishmen  would  be  anapended  during  the  war,  aaft 
wonld  revive  with  the  return  of  peace. 

Again,  the  onrionaly  anbUe  and  ingenious  distisatiaes' 
drawn  by  the  oourta  with  regard  to  what  are  and  That 
are  not  reloaaoa,  between  covenants  not  to  ana  ooacbed 
in  one  form  of  worda  and  thoae  oondhed  in  another,  us 
no  exceptions  to  the  rule  of  which  we  speak,  but,  on  tba 
contrary,  took  their  rise  from  that  rule,  and  were,  is  iaot, 
efforts  to  mitigate  its  harahneaa  without  infringing  it. 
A  covenant  not  to  ane  for  a  debt  for  a  limited  time  «r 
till  the  happening  of  a  given  event  was  no  aaawer  (o  la 
action  forthwith  brought  for  the  debt  ;  for  to  hare 
allowed  it  as  an  answer  would  have  been  to  allow  tbe 
debt  to  be  suspended,  and,  therefore,  exttngoiriMd: 
TkinbUby  t.  Barron  (8  M.  &  W.  269).  A  ooTenutnot 
to  ane  for  a  debt  for  a  limited  time,  followed  by  &  pia- 
viao  that,  if  an  action  be  brought  the  covenant  msj  be 
pleaded  in  bar,  ia  an  anawer  to  an  action.  Why  ?  Be- 
cause, as  conatmed  by  the  oourta,  the  proviso  from  the 
moment  it  comes  into  operation,  that  is  to  say  from  the 
moment  an  action  is  brought  in  contravention  of  tbe 
covenant,  is  a  releaae  of  the  debt  absolutely  and  for  em 
ieibbom  V.  VouiUoH  8  C.  P.  483).  An  absolute  tndm- 
qnalifled  covenant  not  to  aue,  not  limited  either  in  reiped 
of  time  or  otherwise,  might  always  be  pleaded  in  Iw, 
either  (as  it  was  said  in  some  of  the  older  cases)  beesoa 
it  was  to  be  oonstmed  as  a  release,  or  (aa  it  is  alwajs  pti 
in  the  later  oases)  to  avoid  oirooity  of  action,  beouH 
if  the  creditor  after  entering  into  such  a  covenant  ven 
allowed  to  sue  his  debtor  and  recover  the  amount  of  hii 
debt,  the  debtor  would  be  entitled  to  sua  his  creditor  ml 
recover  back  predaely  the  aame  amount  aa  damagea  for 
breach  of  the  covenant  not  to  sue.  All  these  distiactlau 
hare  been  drawn  with  a  full  regard  to,  and  indeed  ia 
consequence  of  the  strict  rule  of  lav  which  pcoUbite  tbe 
aaapenaion  of  a  right  of  aotion  by  the  act  of  the  paitiei 

The  earlieet  real  exception,  and  until  very  lately  tb» 
only  eatabliabed  exception  to  this  rule,  was  that  b;  if 
ceiving  a  bill  nr  other  negotiable  instrument  on  aaooant 
of  a  debt,  the  right  to  aue  for  the  debt  was  snipended 
during  the  ourrenoy  of  the  bill.  At  the  maturity  of  tb» 
bill,  it  it  was  duly  paid,  the  debt  waa  eztingniahed  bf 
payment ;  if  the  bill  was  dishonoured,  the  right  to  ne 
for  the  original  debt  revived.  Thia  rule  ia  plainly  inose- 
aiatent  with  tbe  general  doctrine  of  which  we  are 
apeaking.  Ita  introduction  dates  from  the  period  when  tbe 
law  merchant  was  commonly  regarded  as  being,  and  to  \ 
certain  extent,  from  the  mode  in  whioh  the  Courts  dealt 
with  it,  really  was,  something  quite  apart  from  the  com- 
mon law,  the  ordinary  law  of  the  land-  At  that  time 
a  rule  prevalent  among  mercantile  men  as  to  billi  of 
exchange  or  other  matters  specially  belonging  to  tke 
domain  of  the  law  merchant  often  received  veiyesij 
recognition  from  our  courts,  however  repugnant  it  migbt 
be tothemostcherishedprinciplesoftheoommonlaw.  The  j 
courts  whioh  in  deference  to  the  law  merchant  bad  ad- 
mitted that  a  right  of  action  might  be  assigned  by  tbe  i 
mngic  of  a  bill  of  exchange,  might  well  allow  it  to  be  ' 
anapended  by  the  same  means. 

But  the  recent  case  of  Nemington  v.  Leey  (18  W.  B-  | 
1198;  in  Ex.  Ch.  19  W.  B.  473)  has  introduced  another 
and  muoh  wider  exception  to  the  general  rule  of  law. , 
One  of  the  questions  considered  in  that  case,  was  whether 
a  release  of  a  debt  might  be  made  subject  to  a  oondi&o 
subsequent  so  as  to  be  a  bar  to  an  action  for  the  debt  j 
until  the  happening  of  the  condition,  and  to  cease  to  be 
any  auoh  bar  on  the  happening  of  the  condition.  In  that 
caae  a  deed  of  arrangement  between  a  debtor  and  hia 
creditors  provided  for  the  payment  of  aoompositionnp(mU>e 
debts  ;  it  contained  a  release  of  the  debtor;  and  it  fnrthO'J 
contained  a  proviso  that  if  default  should  lie  made  i 
payment  of  tbe  composition  the  deed  should  become  toi 
Tbe  question  to  be  considered  was  whether  on  the  ool 
hand  the  release,  and  on  the  other  the  proviso  avoidni| 
it  was  to  have  full  affect  given  to  it,  whether  the  '  ' 
were  barred  so  long  as  the  composition  was  duly  paid.' 
whether  they  revived  when  default  waa-madei  The  C 
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I  Common  PleM  deoided  that  both  the  rekaae  and  the 
loriao  were  operatire.  WiUes,  <J.,  in  deliverioK  jndg- 
unt,  said,  "  We  see  no  difBoolty  in  upholding  a  release 
ritb  a  oonditloa  rabaaqoent,  in  aocordanee  with  the  ang- 
Mtion  of  Manle,  J.,  in  QiHont  t.  VouUlon  (8  0.  B. 
87).  It  moat  have  often  happened  that  a  Tolantary 
■jment,  good  at  the  time  aa  eztingniahing  the  debt,  has 
een  tendered  Toid  by  mattei  anbeeqnent,  aa  in  the  erent 
f  bankmptc;  of  the  debtor,  and  an  election  by  hia 
■igneee  to  treat  the  payment  as  a  fraudulent  preference; 
nd  it  baa  never' been  snoceaafoUy  oontended  that  the 
ebt  did  not  thereby  revive.  Indeed,  the  contrary  is 
ivolved  in  the  decision  of  Pritrhar'd  r.  Hitehcoek  (6 
L  it  6.  MX).  'We  can  see  no  substantial  distinction  be- 
nen  the  ease  of  a  payment  aToided  by  subsequent 
rtBts  and  a  release  so  avoided.  This  ia  not  a  oaae 
Itempotary  intpension  like  Fori  v.  Beteh  (1 1  Q.  B.  862); 
it  a  ease  in  which  the  release  will  he  for  ever  opera-  I 
ve,  nnleae  itself  anbseqnently  avoided.  The  distinction 
iflne,  but  it  is  supported  by  analogy,  and  it  givea  effect 
I  the  clear  intention  of  the  parties."  This  judgment 
at  affirmed  in  the  Exchequer  Chamber;  and  though,  in 
I*  view  taken  by  some  members  of  tiie  Court,  it  was 
robably  nnnecessaiy  to  decide  whether  a  release  may  be 
lade  labject  to  a  condition  anbsequent,  none  of  the 
id(et  expressed  any  dissent  from  the  doctrine  of  the 
oonnoDi  Pleas.  Blackburn,  J. ,  who  diaouaaed  the  matter 
t  tome  length,  arrives  at  his  conclusion' by  a  somewhat 
iftrent  prooeaa  from  Willes,  J.  He  says  that  a  release 
iltject  to  a  condition  subsequent  ia  really  a  covenant 
ot  to  sue,  anbjeot  to  a  defeasance,  wbioh,  till  defeated, 
pleadable  in  I>ar  to  avoid  circuity  of  action.  But  hia 
notictl  conclusion  is  the  same — that  a  right  of  action 
IV,  I7  the  act  of  the  parties,  be  so  dealt  with  aa  to  be 
Knd  to-day  and  revived  to-morrow.  Willes,  J.,  is  oer- 
pialT  light  in  saying  that  the  distinction  now  drawn  ia 
liaeoDe.  It  ia  simply  this: — ^You  cannot  suspend  your 
t|^  to  sue  till  the  happening  of  'an  event  (,l!'ori  v.  1 
Am^  II'.Q.  B.  853),  but  you  can  release  it  on  the 
Ini  that  the  release  shall  cease  to  operate  on  the 
■fpoiiog  of  the  event.  A  covenant  not  to  aae  onleaa 
■daatil  a  given  event  shall  happen  is  no  bar  to  an  ac- 
ta (ft.y  V.  Jotut,  18  W.  R.  10>8, 1«  0.  B.  N.  S.  416).  A 
HMsl  oovenant  not  to  sue,  with  a  proviao  that  the 
>niuuit  shall  beoome  void  on  the  happening  of  the 
tat,  is  a  bM. 

We  are  now  in  a  position  to  see  how^  lar  the  old  dao- 
iae  of  law  which  forbids  the  suspension  of  a  right  of 
tioa  lemaina  in  force.  The  only  waya  in  which  we  can 
>*g>ne  anybody  wishing  to  suspend  a  right  of  action 
•  either  nntil  the  lapse  of  a  certain  time  or  until  the 
tppening  of  an  uncertain  event.  With  regard  to  the 
tt«t  case  it  may  fairly  be  said  that  the  case  of  Nem^- 
s  r.  Lety  baa  practically 'abcdished  the  aid  rule  altoge- 
*r.  For  the  future,  by  using  appropriate  words  and 
Ittog  care  to  avoid  the  use  of  dangerous  ones,  a  man  may 
prire  himself  of  the  power  of  enforcing  a  right  of  action 
lieu  and  until  any  event  which  he  chooses  to  name  shall 
Vpea.  In  other  words,  he  may  suspend  his  right  of 
tioD  till  the  happening  of  that  event.  As  to  suspension 
a  right  of  action  for  a  time  certain,  this  may  al  waya  be 
!teted  by  receiving  a  bill  of  ezohange  in  respeot  of  it. 
■•piDbably  still  law  that  a  right  of  action  cannot  b« 
■PMded  for  a  time  certain  without  the  intervention  of 
bin  of  ezchaage.  But  this  is  about  the  only  fragment 
tt  of  the  old  law. 

Hie  aooient  doctrine  that  yon  cannot  anq;)end  «  right 
•etion  will  no  doubt  continue  to '  be  found,  as  brmSUy 
ted  at  ever  in  thoee  oemeteriea  for  dead  law,  the  text 
«b.  But  aa  a  living  and  active,  poriioa  ef  the  law  it 
"  ohnott  oeaaed  to  exist 


hisSta  Fianoiseo  land  case  over  one  thonsanddefandanis  and 
nbaadied  and  savemty  lawyara  appear. —  TJ.S.ijMriit. 
^^nTiCKBosm  CAaa.— It  has  been  arranged   that  the 
^am»  Iwooetcy  case  shall  oome  before  Locd  Chief  Justioe 
"ul  ia  the  Court  of  Common  Pleas  on  Tuesday,  tha  9th  of  May . 


PBINCIPLBS  TTFON  WHICH  THE  COURT  OF  CHAN- 
CERY INTERFERES  BETWEEN  PARENT  AND 
CHILD. 

L 

It  matters  little  how  the  jurisdiction  of  the  Court  of 
Chancery  to  control  the  common  law  rights  of  parents 
over  their  ehildren  originated.  As  some  have  supposed, 
upon  the  abolition  of  the  Court  of  Wards  it  devolved 
upon  the  Great  Seal,  though  Lord  Bldon  considered  this 
solution  impossible,  having  regard  to  what  the  functions 
of  that  Conrt  were  {De  MannnUU  v.  J)«  .Uanneville,  10 
Yes.  62).  Probably,  in  the  language  of  Lord  Cottenham 
(,Be  Spenee,  2  Ph.  247),  it  exists  by  virtue  of  the  prero- 
gative which  belongs  to  the  Sovereign  as  parent  patri<e, 
and  the  exereiae  of  which  is  delegated  to  the  Great  Seal. 
At  all  events,  it  is  founded  on  the  obvious  necessity  that 
the  law  should  place  somewhere  the  care  of  persoas  who 
cannot  take  care  of  themselves,  particularly  in  cases 
where  it  is  clear  that  acme  authori^  ahonld  be  thrown 
around  them  ( WettetU^  r.  Duke  of  Beaufort,  2  Rnss.  1), 
and  thus  it  seems  to  be  cue  of  thoee  subjects  which,  un- 
provided for  by  the  common  law,  the  Conrt  of  Chancery 
assumes  the  cognisance  of,  under  a  sort  of  "  title  by  com- 
mon occupancy." 

It  ia  now  established  that  the  jurisdiction  of  the  Conrt 
to  interfere  between  parent  and  child  where  the  parent 
is  not  doing  his  duty  by  the  child  is  not  confined  to  oasea 
whore  there  is  property  {Re  Spenee,  *uj>.).  If,  however, 
there  be  no  property,  there  must  be  some  provision  for 
the  child  from  an  external  source,  or  the  Court  cannot 
act.  It  is  not  from  any  want  of  ability  that  the  Court 
doea  not  act  where  there  is  neither  property  nor  provision, 
bat  from  want  of  means  to  exeroise  ite  jurisdiction.  The 
Ooort  cannot  take  on  itself  the  maintenance  of  all  the 
children  in  the  kingdom.  It  can  exercise  this  jurisdic- 
tion usefully  and  profitably  only  where  it  has  the  means 
of  doing  so;  that  is  to  say,  applying  property  for  the  use 
and  mafntenanoe  of  the  child  {WelleeUj/  v.  Duke  of 
Beaufort,  tup.).  It  is  enough  if  it  be  certain  or  probable 
that  a  auffioient  provision  for  the  maintenance  of  the 
ohild  ia  or  can  and  will  be  made  {Thamae  v.  Rohertt.  8 
Se-G.  ft  Sm.  771).  But  the  provision  must  be  some  solid 
irrevocable  proTiaion,  by  which  the  child  can  be  brought  up 
in  a  manner  suitable  to  ita  future  prospects  {Jaoiion  v. 
Bankey,  Jac.  264  n.).  In  Be  Fgnn  (3  De  G.  &  Sm.  457)  a 
deed  of  covenant  by  tSu  infant's  mother-in-law  to  provide 
during  her  life  for  the  maintenance  and  education  of  the 
child  was  thought  to  be  iiuuffioient  to  justify  the  Conrt  in 
interfering.  In  CruUe  r.  Orby  Hunter  (2  Bro.  C.  0. 
.500  n.)  a  peraonal  undertaking  only  was  required,  ac- 
cording to  the  report,  but  it  would  seeiu  that  in  that  case 
the  infant  had  aome  property  of  his  own  {Re  Fyn»,  tup.). 
If  it  appeared  that  a  child  was  wholly  dependent  on  its 
parent  for  support^  the  Court,  on  a  case  being  made  out 
for  ita  tnterferenoe,  would  find  itself  placed  in  a  painful  and 
dilBoidt  position,  as  it  possesses  no  jnrisdiction  to  compel 
the  parent  to  maintain  (he  ohild  if  taken  out  of  his  cus- 
<tad|y.  Where,  however,  the  question  is  as  to  the  particular 
teneta  of  religion  in  which  a  ohild  ought  to  be  brought 
np,  the  apirit  of  religiona  partisanship  will  always  induce 
atrangers  to  make  an  ample  provision  for  the  education  of 
the  ohild  in  the  particular  form  of  faith  in  which  the 
Court  deeidea  it  ought  to  bt  reared. 

We  kave  hitherto  spoken  of  the  original  jurisdiction 
as  to  parent  and  ohild.  It  will  be  remembered,  however, 
thattheHJaatt  now  poaaeeses,  by  virtue  of  Talfourd's  Act 
(2  &  8  Vict.  0.  54),  an  absolute  authority  over  children 
under  aeven  years  of  age,  and  a  larger  power  than  it  bad 
before  the  passing  of  that  Act  with  regard  to  children 
above  that  age.  (Warde  v.  Warde,  2  Ph.  787.)  On 
■the  other  hand,  the  juriadiotion  conferred  on  the 
Court  of  Divone  and  Matrimonial  Causes  by  recent 
legislation  doea  not  in  the  smallest  degree  affect  the 
jurisdiction  ot  the  Conrt  of  Ohanoery.  {Be  Curtit,  7 
W.  B.  464.) 

We  propose  in  the  first  instanoe  to  ennmerate  the  casea 
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in  'wbich  a  fatber  has  been  deprived  of,  or  held  to  be  dis- 
entitled to,  the  cnstody  of  his  own  children  upon  grounds 
pfnional  to  himself.  It  is  a  very  serioQs  thing  indeed  to 
interfere  with  the  common  law  rights  of  a  father  over 
l:if>  children.  But  it  mnst  be  remembered  that  these 
rights  are  conferred  by  the  law  with  a  view  to  the 
lerformance  by  the  fatber  of  his  dnties  towards 
tLem,  and  in  a  sense,  on  condition  of  performing  those 
dotiec.  Accordingly,  the  Court  cannot,  in  the 
InogDsge  of  Tice-Chancellor  Kindersley  in  Jle  Curtis 
(svp.)  interfere  with  a  father's  oostody  of  his  own 
children,  simply  upon  the  ground  that  it  wonld 
le  most  for  their  benefit  to  interfere.  To  warrant  the  re- 
moval of  children  from  the  custody  of  the  father,  a  case 
mnst  be  made  out  either  of  moral  turpitude,  or  snob  a 
degree  of  cruelty,  as  to  render  him  unfit  to  have  the 
management.  Or  as  Vioe-Cbancellor  Knight-Bruce  put 
it  in  He  Fynn  (<»;>.)  the  Court  mnst  be  satisfied  tiiat 
the  fatber  has  so  conducted  himself,  or  placed  himself  in 
eoch  a  position  as  to  render  it  not  merely  better  for  his 
children,  but  essential  to  their  safety  or  welfare  that  the 
father's  rights  should  be  controlled.  It  is  not  the  degree 
of  guilt  in  the  father  which  the  Court  looks  at,  so  much 
ss  the  risk  of  contamination.  Thus,  in  Ball  v.  JBall 
(2  Sim.  85)  the  Court  declined  to  take  children  out  of 
the  custody  of  their  father,  who  was  separated  from  his 
wife  and  living  in  adultery,  it  not  appearing  that  they 
were  exposed  to  contamination,  or  beingeducated  otherwise 
tban  properly.  It  has  beensaid  that  the  oases  in  which  the 
Ccnrtdoes  intervene  are  chose  in  which  the  father'smind 
aad  moral  views  have  become  so  perverted  that,  by  in- 
culcating them,  the  children  would  be  serionsly  and 
detrimentally  affected  as  members  of  society  {Jit  CurtU, 
sttj/.).  The  leading  case  in  this  branch  of  ooi  subject  is 
Helletley  r.  JhiJte  of  Beavfort  {.iup,\  where  profligacy, 
adultery,  and  profanity  were  held  to  disentitle  a  father 
to  the  custody  of  his  children.  Warde  t.  yVarit  (sup.)  is 
B.  similar  case.  In  Shelley  T.  Wetlhrooke  (Jao.  266)  the 
ground  was  the  impiety  and  irreligion  of  the  fatber,  an 
avowed  Atheist  (the  Poet  Shelley),  and  in  An»n.  (2  Sim. 
^.  S.  69)  the  imputation  of  an  abominable  offence.  In 
each  cases  an  inquiry  will  be  directed  to  what  person  or 
persons,  other  than  the  father,  willing  to  undertake  the 
same,  the  custody  of  the  children,  and  the  care  of  their 
maintenance  and  education,  shoald  be  oommitted,  and  the 
fatber  will  be  restrained  from  applying  for  the  writ  of 
habeat  eoTpui  (  Warde  T.  Warde,  np.). 

Again,  a  fatber  may  be  deprived  of  the  custody  of  his 
children,  althoogb  not  in  the  least  degree  immoral,  be- 
cause he  is  in  the  habit  of  treating  them  with  cruelty, 
or  with  an  habitual  harshoesa  which  amounts  to  cruelty 
(/?«  CurtU,  tup.).  In  Be  Fynn  (.np.),  the  Court  ex- 
pressed a  determination  to  refer  it  to  tJie  master  to  ap- 
prove of  a  scheme  for  the  custody,  residence,  maintenance, 
aad  education  of  the  children,  providing  for  a  limited 
access  of  the  father,  because  upon  the  whole  of  the  evi- 
dence before  the  court  be  appeared  to  be  a  person  to 
whose  guardianship  or  care  every  reasonable  man  having 
an  option  would  strongly  object  to  entrust  a  child.  This 
determination  was  arrived  atapart  from  any  question  as  to 
the  pecuniary  means  of  the  father,  whioh  were  apparently 
insufficient  for  the  purpose  of  maintaining  his  children 
suitably  to  their  expectations. 

The  Court  will  not  appoint  a  guardian  as  against  the 
fatber  merely  because  the  father  is  too  poor  to  bring  up 
his  child  suitably,  nor,  as  we  have  already  seen,  because 
the  removal  would  be  for  its  general  benefit  (_Be  Curtis 
sup.).  But  in  a  case  where  the  father,  who  was  a  man 
of  small  means,  had  allowed  his  children  to  live  with 
and  be  brought  up  by  their  aunt,  who  was  the  trustee  of 
their  fortunes,  bequeathed  to  them  by  her  mother,  and 
had  a  discretionary  power  for  their  maintenance,  the 
Court,  on  his  presenting  a  petition  praying  that  the 
children  might  be  restored  to  him,  directed  a  reference  to 
inquire  by  whom,  and  by  what  expense  they  had,  until 
then,  been  maintained  and  educated,  and  whether  the 
father  was  of  sufficient  ability  to  educate  them  in  as 


beneficial  a  manner ;  and  if  not,  to  appioi 
for  their  eduxution  daring  their  minoriti 
Slenkin,  Jac,  245).  The  ratio  drcideiK 
have  been,  that  after  allowing  the  cl 
brought  np  with  expectations  founded  npc 
species  of  maintenance  and  education  vk 
could  not  afford  to  give  them,  the  father  i 
ing  to  the  principles  of  the  Court,  at  libert 
from  the  coarse  of  education  which  they  I 
pursued.  It  would  seem  as  if  a  father  wo 
mitted  capriciously  to  deprive  his  children 
fits  which  be  had  previously  acquiesced  in 
So  in  Fonell  v.  Cleaver  (2  Bro.  499),  wher 
given  to  a  child  on  condition  that  it  shot 
in  a  particular  manner,  the  father  was 
defeat  the  gift  (see  ITtgnaui  v.  Selityn 
And  it  baa  been  laid  down  that,  where  a  ( 
tune  independent  of  its  father,  it  shall  re 
education  ;  and  the  prejudice  or  c 
parent  or  (J&  parte  Warner,  4  Br 
mere  poverty,  as  we  have  seen,  of  th 
ground  for  the  appointment  of  a  guardi 
V.  Braie  (2  Diok.  631),  reported  thus,  "T 
insolvent,  it  was  referred  to  the  master 
person  to  have  the  care  of  his  infant  i 
(Jao.  250  n.),  that  the  order  was  mi 
Where,  however,  the  father  bad  long  re 
embarrassed  circumstances,  being,  in  fi 
and  threatened  to  take  his  son  away  froi 
whioh  he  had  been  put  by  his 
and  carry  him  abroad,  upon  some  st 
respecting  the  circumstances  and  a 
father  the  Court  ordered  that  the  child  s 
under  the  oare  of  two  gentlemen,  who  nn 
of  his  person  and  education,  and  restrai 
from  removing  his  son  out  of  the  jurisdi< 
Orbtf  Bunter,  2  Bro.  C.  C.  600  n.,  2  Cox, 
We  come  next  to  the  coses  in  whieh 
interfered  between  parent  and  child 
grounds,  or  with  reference  to  the  particu] 
ligion  in  whioh  the  child  ought  under  th 
to  be  brought  up.  Bat  here  it  is  proper 
pause. 


BECENT  DECISIONS 
EQUITY. 

ASSIGNHEMT  OF  CHOSE  IK  ACTION — I 

Be  Sevtk  Esiea  Estway  and  ReelameUim 
parte  Charley,  V.O.M.,  19  W.  R 

A  oontract  not  originally  binding  ma; 
eqnity,  by  judgment  suffered  in  an  action 
it,  because  the  party  to  be  charged  is  < 
adopted  the  oontract  by  suffering  jndgme 
Williatns  v.  St.  Oeorge's  Barbour  Comf 
609),  the  promoters  of  an  undertaking 
landowner  that  in  consideration  of  the  wi 
opposition  to  a  bill  then  pending,  they  i 
of  him  upon  certain  terms.  The  bill  pass 
the  landowner  brought  an  action  agains 
for  breach  of  the  agreement.  By  an 
company  suffered  judgment,  and  it  wa< 
company  thereby  recognised  the  validity 
the  agreement,  whether  it  was  binding  oi 

Again,  in  Bulett'i  case  (10  W.  B.  ii 
were  issued  by  a  company  to  one  who  wi 
director,  in  payment  for  work  done.  1 
debentures  for  valuable  consideration  to 
who  had  no  notice  that  the  assigsor  ws 
director.  The  assignee  brought  an  action 
the  assignor  for  arrear  of  interest,  and 
suffered  judgment  to  pan  without  dispnti 
of  the  debentures  on  the  ground  that  I 
issued  to  a  director  and  were  oonsequei 
the  Joint-Stock  Companies  Act,  184*,  s.  S! 
in  the  winding  up  Aat  the  liquidator  aoal 
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tatvtlukt  the  debentaieB  were  void,  after  thejhad  tfben 
recogaued  bj  the  oompaay  in  nunners  aforesaid. 

Bx  parte  ChorUy  oloeely  resembles  BuUtt'g  com. 
AuDiaiae:  that  the  Lloyd's  bonds  issued  to  the  contrMtor 
is  £x  parte  Charley  were  originally  Toid,  the  oompany 
had  conaented  to  the  entering  up  of  judgment  for  prin- 
cipal and  interest  parporting  to  be  seoured  by  them,  at 
the  «ttic  of  an  assignee  for  value  without  notioe,  and 
tlist  factestopped  the  liquidator  from  afterwards  disputing 
their  Tslldity  in  the  hands  of  the  assignee. 

The  application  of  the  general  rule  of  equity  that  the 
anigaee  of  any  ehote  in  action  shall  be  in  no  better  poai- 
tiou  than  the  original  holder,  beoanse  he  who  takes  a 
tioie  in  action  takes  it  subject  to  the  equities,  if  any, 
tffectiog  it  (i2«  Natal  Invettment  Company,  16  W.  B. 
63'},  was,  therefore,  excluded  in  Ex  parte  ChorUy,  as  it 
*uin  Uifjt  T.  JVorthtra  Ataam  Tea  Company  (17  W.  B. 
Uii;  tee  Jit  Northern  Atutm  Tea  Company,  M.  B.  18 
W.  E.  1162),  owing  to  the  way  in  which  the  company 
had  oondncted  themselves  in  relation  to  the  securities. 


Bills  TO  Pbbpetuate  Testimont. 

Re  TayUur,  t.  J.,  19  W.  R.  462. 

The  Act  for  Perpetuating  Testimony  in  Certain  Cases 

(J  J:  C  Vict.  o.  69)  enacts  (section   1)  that  any  person 

«ho  would,  under  the  circumstances  alleged  by  him  to 

exiat,  become  entitled,  upon  the  happening  of  any  fatnre 

enut,  to  any  honour,  dignity,  title,  or  ofBoe,  or  to  any 

estate  or  interest  in  any  property,  real  or  personal,  the 

rifht  or  claim  to  which  cannot  by  him  be  brought  to 

trill  before  the  happening  of  such  event,  shall  be  entitled 

to  file  a  bill  to  perpetuate  any  testimony  which  may  be 

oueriil  for  estal>lishing  such  claim  or  right.    Before  the 

(Wing  of  this  A.ct  it  was  held  that  the  party  filing  such 

t  bill  must  have  a  present  estate  or  interest.    The  small 

nlu  of  the  intareat,  or  the  remoteness  of  the  possibility 

oitDj^ffleat,  waa  not  a  sufficient  objection  to  the  Court's 

iuMtrence,  neither  was  it  material  whether  the  estate 

« interest  open  which  the  interference  of   the  Court 

■u  tODgbt,  was,  in  it*  legal  character,  vested  or  oon- 

tiigtat,  (Lord  J)ur$ley  v.  Fitzhardinge,  6  Yes.  25 1).     But 

u  expectation,  however  proximate  and  valnable,  by  virtue 

of  «hich  the  plaintiff  had  not  a  present  interest,  did  not 

pre  s  title  to  the  Court's  assistance.     Thus,  it  was  held 

that  the  next  of  bin  of  a  lunatic  could  not  maintain  such 

a  bill  in  the  lifetime  of  the  lunatic,  for  that  they  had  no 

interest  in  the  property  {Smith  v.  Attorney -General,  cited 

C  Vet.  260),  UiODgh  the  lunatic  might  be  intestate  and 

in  the  most  hopeless  condition  mentally  and  pbysioaUy, 

for  ihe  faot  that  the  Court  requires  them  to  object  or 

cocieDt  in  the  application  of  the  property  does  not  confer 

OS  them  an  interest  in  it.    By  a  sort  of  analogy  an  heir- 

tppereot  cannot  have  the  writ  d«  ventre  inepiciendo  in 

the  lifetime  of  his  ancestor.   But  it  seems  that  persons  so 

:  litaated  may  contract  upon  their  expectations,  and  may 

I  perpetuate  testimony  with   reference  to  the  interest  so 

I  Mated,  though  they   cannot  qualify  themselves  as  to 

I  «J  intarert  in  the  subject  itself  (Lord  Dureley  t.  FUt- 

I  mriiHfe,  tup,). 

k  the  last-mentioned  case  it  was  held  that  any  intenst, 
kwerer  alight,  was  snffloient.  But  the  interest,  besidee 
Ming  preaent,  must  also  be  incapable  of  being  destroyed 
Vithont  the  consent  of  the  person  interested.  In  AUan 
rjUlan  (16  Vea.  130),  a  demurrer  was  aUowed  to  a  bill 
V^iwne  inheritable  under  an  entail,  on  the  ground 
■at  they  were  at  the  mercy  of  the  tenant  in  tail  in 

raion;  and  in  the  leading  oaae  of  Harl  of  Btl- 
'•  Chielke$ter  (2  Jao.  k  W.  439),   a   demurier 
aSowad  to  a  bill  by  the  eldest  son   of   a    peer 
■fcft*  yorpoae  of  perpetuating  evidenoe  of  his  father's 
iy'l*t»,  on  the  ground  that  a  peerage  is  capable  of 
by  forfeiture,  and  that,  althongh  virtually 
ia  nmainder,  the  person  in  remainder  is  never 
~  to  have  any  present  interest.    Lord  Eldon  sog- 
•  doabt  whether  the  Court  had  jurisdiction  to 
a  biU  filed  to  perpetuate  testimony  in  support 


of  a  claim  to  a  dignity,  and  advised  an  appeal  to  the 
House  of  Lords  from  his  decision  allowing  the  demurrer. 
It  appears  (Hubbaok  on  Successions,  p.  110  n.)  that  the 
plaintiff  never  did  appeal,  bat  obtained  a  private  act  to 
remove  the  doubt  as  to  his  legitimacy.  The  doubt  as  to 
the  competenoy  of  the  Court  to  entertain  the  bill  when 
the  question  was  aa  to  the  right  to  suceed  to  a  dignity 
was  remaved  by  statute  5  &  6  Vict.  c.  69. 

In  Jte  Tayleur  it  was  in  contemplation  to  institute  a 
suit  to  perpetuate  testimony  as  to  the  validity  of  two 
wills  made  by  the  lunatic.  The  Lord  Justices,  in  ordering 
that  such  costs  as  the  Master  in  Lunacy  might  thiok 
proper  of  the  suit,  if  instituted,  might  be  paid  out  of  the 
lunatic's  estate,  avoided  expressing  any  opinion  as  to 
whether  the  bill,  if  filed,  would  be  demurable.  Before 
the  passing  of  the  act  such  a  bill  would  have  been  clearly 
demurrable,  for  the  devisee  under  the  will  of  a  living 
person  can  be  no  better  off  as  to  present  interest  than  the 
nextof  kin  of  an  inteatateliviog  person  (Smith  v.  Attornei,  ■ 
Oeneral,  mp.).  Whether,  siaoe  the  passing  of  the  Act 
such  a  bill  will  lie  has  not  been  decided.  The  Act  is 
intended  to  extend  the  means  of  perpetuating  testimony 
in  certain  cases  (in  what  cases  is  not  stated).  Remedial 
Acts  are  in  general  to  be  construed  liberally ;  yet  we 
have  it  on  the  authority  of  the  Lord  Chancellor  (Camp- 
iell  V.  Earl  of  J)atJu>mie,  L.  B.  1  Sc.  app.  162.)  that  pro- 
ceedings under  this  act  ought  to  be  jealously  watched. 
Upon  the  whole,  it  seems  very  doubtful  whether  such  a 
bill  would  lie  as  it  was  proposed  to  file  in  Re  Tayleur. 
Before  the  Act  the  bill  would  not  have  been  demurrable. 


COMMON  LAW. 
Appbenticeship  Deed — Retubn  of  Pbbiui7M  w 
Masteb's  Dbath. 
WMneup  t.  Huyhet,  O.P.,  19  W.  B.  489. 
The  rule  of  law  has  usually  been  considered  dear  that 
an  action  for  money  had  and  received  will  not  lie  to  re- 
cover back  money  paid  for  a  consideration  which  has 
partially  failed,  except  in  cases  where  the  consideration 
was  in  its  nature  divisible,  and  some  part  of  the  con- 
sideration has  wholly  failed.  In  a  case  of  Biret  v. 
TolioH  (2  Mao  N.  &  G.  134),  Lord  Chancellor  Cottenham, 
upon  a  question  arising  in  an  administration  suit,  ex- 
pressed an  opinion  (on  which  he  acted)  that  an  action 
at  law  for  money  had  and  received  might  be  maintained 
to  recover  back  part  of  the  premium  paid  by  an  articled 
otetk  to  an  attorney  who  had  died  before  the  articles 
expired.  This  opinion  he  based  upon  a  mistaken  view  of 
aoaseof  Stokeir.  Trntehem,  8  Taunt.  492.  Such  doubt 
as  this  decision  of  the  Lord  Chancellor  might  have 
thrown  upon  the  rule  usually  laid  down  has  been 
removed  by  the  decision  in  Whinevp  v.  Uvghei,  to  the 
effeot  that  the  action  will  not  lie  to  recover  back  a 
part  of  the  premium  paid  by  an  apprentioe  to  a  master 
who  died  after  the  service  had  commenced,  but  before  it 
was  completed.  It  ia  perhaps,  moreover,  worth  notice 
that  the  courts  have  power  to  assist  articled  clerks  by 
virtue  of  their  summary  jurisdiction  over  attorneys,  see 
E*  parte  Bayley,  9  B.  <c  0.  69. 

Bakkbuftcy — Fbaudulent  Contetakce. 
Lomam  v.  Buxton,  C.P.,  19  W.  B.  441. 
This  is  a  case  of  acme  importance,  though  the  points 
on  which  it  bears  were  not  directly  decided  by  it.  The 
plaintiff,  a  trustee  in  bankruptcy,  questioned  a  bill  of 
sale  under  which  the  defendant  had  sold  the  greater 
part  of  the  bankrupt's  property.  The  bill  of  sale  was 
given  in  January,  1870,  for  £460,  that  sum  including  an 
dd  debt  to  defendant  of  £161,  a  anm  of  £250  advanced 
to  the  bankrupt  to  pay  off  a  pressing  creditor  who  then 
held  a  bill  of  sale,  wid  a  margin  for  expenses,  &o.  The 
bankrupt's  premises  consisted  of  a  brick-making  estab- 
lishment and  a  farm,  and  the  bill  of  sate  included  and 
gave  powers  to  seize  property  afterwards  brought  on  the 
briok-making  premises,  but  not  farm-stock  subsequently 
acquired.    It  was  impeached,  on  the  anthotity  of  Oraham 
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T.  Chapman  (12  C.B.  846),  where,  m  In  the  present  cue, 
a  bill  of  Mkle  was  given  to  seonre  both  an  old  debt  and  an 
advance,  and  inolnded  after-aoqnired  property.  There 
the  qnestion  being  whether  the  bill  of  sale  was  an  aot  of 
bankmptor,  it  wa^  held  that  it  was,  inasmnoh  a*  the 
advance,  which  alone  wonld  have  made  the  tranaaotiim 
valid,  was  deprived  of  its  beneficial  effect  in  regard  to 
the  creditors  in  general,  b^  reason  of  the  assignment 
inolnding  the  very  proceeds  of  the  advance  itself.  In 
Mutton  T.  Cruttwell  (1  E.  k  B.  16),  however,  this  reason- 
ing was,  iu  subetanoe,  dissented  from,  and  a  general  assign- 
ment, whioh  included  after-acquired  property,  made  to 
Monre,  not  an  old  debt,  bat  an  advance  simply,  waa 
upheld;  Cfraham  v.  Chapman  being  distinguished  on  thia 
difference  of  facts  and  also  on  the  gronnd  that  the  benefit 
of  the  advance  was  actually  enjoyed  bj  the  bankrupt. 
In  the  present  case  the  Oouxt  of  Oommon  Pleas  followed 
the  lead  of  Sutton  t.  Omttnell  rather  than  of  Oraham 
T.  Chapman,  and  held  the  bill  of  sale  valid;  Willea,  J., 
obeerring,  "There  was  a  present  advance,  whioh  the 
debtor  applied  to  relieve  himself  from  a  creditor  who 
ma  pressing;  but  it  waa  an  advance  whioh  the  defendant 
had  no  power  to  resume,  and  there  was  a  substantial  ex- 
ception "  (viz.,  of  the  future  farming-stock).  Then 
being,  therefore,  in  this  case  a  "  substantial  exoeptiso," 
It  cannot  be  said  that  the  decision  is  inconsistent  with 
Oraham  v.  Chapman;  but  the  expressions  used  by  Willes, 
J.,  in  notioiBg  that  case  certainly  tend  to  throw  doubt 
upon  it,  and  to  show  that  a  bill  of  sale  which  included 
all  future  acquired  property  would  be  valid,  although 
made  ti  secure  an  old  debt  as  well  •■  a  present  advance, 
provided  the  present  advance,  taken  by  itself,  were  sub^ 
■tentiaL 

The  second  point  in  the  case  requiring  notice  is,  that 
it  pnta  a  oonstmctlon  on  sub-section  2  of  section  6  of 
.  the  Bankruptcy  Act,  1869,  and  shows  that  a  deed  whioh, 
under  the  earlier  Acts,  wonld  have  been  an  act  of  bank- 
ruptcy on  a  frandulent  conveyance,  is  so  still,  notwith- 
standing that  from  sub-section  I,  making  that  in  exptuM 
terms  an  aot  of  bankruptcy  whioh  formerly  was  «iudi  as 
being  oonstmotiTely  a  fraudulent  oonveyanoe  (namdy, 
an  arrangement  of  all  a  debtor's  property  on  trust  for 
his  creditors),  there  was  some  reason  to  infer  an  inten- 
tion that  sub-seotion  2  should  only  inelade  acts  whioh 
were  really,  and  not  only  by  conatmotion  of  law,  fcaodn- 
lent.  It  must  be  added,  however,  that  this  point  was 
not  argued,  but  that  it  appears  to  have  been  assumed 
that  no  diilerenoe  was  made  in  this  respect  by  the  new 
law.  The  same  view  of  the  statute  was  taken  in  the 
case  of  Re  Orayitone,  Ex  parte  Bakor,  decided  in  the 
Tarmouth  Oonnty  Court  and  reported  in  this  joomal, 
aiHte  p.  846. 


tories  applicable  to  the  damages  as  well  as 
of  documents.  Hitherto,  as  far  sa  we  a 
eases  upon  the  question  of  the  admitsibi 
rogatoriee  going  to  the  damages  hare 
where  there  has  been  a  payment  into  coai 
"issue,"  in  the  strict  secae,  has  be«n 
damages  ultra.  See  Jourdain  v.  I'almer, 
L.  B.  I  Ex.  102;  Jhb$o%  v.  Richardto*,  1 
L.  B.  8  Q.  B.  776. 


iKSPBOnON    OF    DOCUHENTS — LKmiS    HATEBIAL    TO 

THK  QUBSnOR  OF  DAXAOBS. 

Pape  V.  Litter,  B.C.,  19  W.  B.  446. 

In  this  case  it  was  held  that  a  defendant  in  an  action 
for  breach  of  promise  might  inspect  letters  which  he  had 
written  to  the  plaintiff  during  the  engagement.  It 
might  have  been  thought  there  could  be  little  doubt 
about  this,  had  not  Oleasby,  B.,  at  ohambera,  refused 
the  inspection.  The  peonliarity  in  the  case,  however, 
waa  this,  that  the  promise  having  been  admitted,  the 
ground  on  whioh  the  inspection  was  asked  for  was,  that 
the  letters  were  material  upon  the  question  of  damages. 
Inasmuch  as  damages  cannot  be  pleaded  to,  and  no  pay- 
ment into  court  had  been  made,  of  ooone  there  was  no 
"  issue,"  in  the  strict  sense,  raised  upon  the  qnealton  of 
damages,  and  therefore  it  was  niged  that  tiie  letteze  wen 
aot  material  to  any  iame. 

This  deoision,  thenfore,  may  be  useful  ae  showing 
that  when  the  amount  of  damages  is  a  substantial  ques- 
tion in  dispute  between  the  parties,  this  may  be  treated 
an  an  "  issue  "  in  the  cause  within  the  meaning  of  the 
ezpressioB  "  material  to  an  issue."  The  principle  of  this 
deoisioa  wonkl  appear  to  apply  to  the  oaae  of  intemga- 


OoiKAOB— "  Lawful  AirrHOKm  oe 
Ret-  T.  Harvey,  C.C.E.,  19  W.  R 
In  this  case  the  prisoner  was  convicted  i 
Vict.  c.  99,  s.  24,  for  baring;  in  his  pm 
dies  without  lawful  excuse.  He  had  gin 
an  order  for  the  manufacture  of  the  dies. 
mnnioated  the  fact  to  the  police,  and  by  t1 
(acting  under  the  direction  of  the  Mint; 
dies  to  the  prisoner,  in  whose  poeaesa 
found.  The  principal  qneetioa  was  whett 
had  a  lawful  excuse  for  their  possession. 
he  had  not.  "  The  only  evidence,"  says  I 
that  point  is  that  the  die-sinker  had  the  ( 
authorities  to  give  the  dies  to  the  prise 
wdered  them  and  desiring  to  obtain  posa 
but  the  authority  which  was  given  wss  < 
rity  to  the  die-sinker  to  permit  the  prisom 
his  original  intention,  and  no  exoase  to  tl 
having  pcasession  of  the  dies."  This,  if  \ 
phrase,  expresses  the  plain  sense  of  the 
opposite  contention  proceeded  on  a  faU 
it  proceeded  on  the  assumption  that  the  i 
dies  was  an  indivisible  transaction,  incli 
giving  and  the  receiving;  that,  as  the  deli 
rised,  therefore  the  receipt  was  authoris« 
it  was  inferred,  as  it  perhaps  reason ab 
the  continued  poesession  thence  resnltii 
rised  also.  But  authority  is  not 
aot,  but  is  given  to  a  person  to  do 
only  person  to  whom  any  authorit 
was  Barham,  and  the  act  which  h( 
rised  to  do  was  to  let  the  prisoner  obta 
the  diea.  The  prisoner,  on  the  contrary, 
lised  by  any  one  else  to  receive  them,  noi 
to  be  ;  he  acted  in  furtherance  of  hia  ow 
his  own  authority.  It  may  be  added  t 
aoner  could  be  said,  under  these  ciroam 
acted  by  the  authority  of  the  mint,  it  is 
how,  in  snch  a  case  as  Rem  v.  Efington  (2 
the  prisoners  oonld  have  been  held  gailtj 
how  the  frequent  cases  in  which  lette 
been  convicted  of  stealing  letters,  made  i 
the  very  purpose  of  being  stolen,  coold  i 
other  hand,  the  cases  of  Reg.  v.  Dolan  (E 
and  Reg.  v.  Solmidt  (L.  B.  1  C.C.  15,  14 
dded  that  where  the  owner  has  reooverei 
stolen  goods,  and  then  consented  to  theii 
over  by  the  thief  to  the  receiver,  the  rece 
be  convicted.  Now,  aocording  to  the  viei 
B.,  and  Oreeawell  and  Williams,  J.,  the 
decision  in  R.  v.  Dolan,  was  that  the  goo 
over  to  the  reoeiver  by  the  thief  or  th( 
owner,  or  as  Williams,  J.,  expressed  it,  t 
not  "a  receipt  without  the  autl 
owner."  This  reasoning,  and  especial 
quoted,  bring  the  case  very  near  to  the  c 
oonaideration.  If  the  receiver  took  the  i 
anUiority  of  the  owner,  why  did  not  Hi 
diea  with  the  authority  of  the  mint  P  and 
of  (undefined)  mischievous  consequences 
the  learned  judge  in  R.  v.  Dolan,  ought  ec 
alarmed  them  in  R.  v.  Harvey.  The  groni 
the  judgments  of  Campbell.  C.  J.,  and  C 
R.  V.  Dolan  and  of  Martin,  B.,  and  Keatii 
Sehmid,  was  that  the  goods  had  returned  i 
■ion  of  the  owner,  and  could,  therefore. 
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eaOtd  italan  goodi.  This  ptinoipla  seems  aDfioient  for 
lite  purpose ;  and,  when  it  is  looked  at  oarelally  in  its 
bearing  upon  probable  oiroamstanoes,  it  will  be  fonad  to 
introdoee,  not  a  merely  tecbnioal,  bat  a  seoaible  praotisal 
iiaiiwtinn  to  criminal  liability. 

AsoUisr  point  taken  in  the  oaae  now  nnder  review 
*M,  that  the  iadtotment  did  not  expreaslj  nega- 
tire  both  "  lawful  antbority  and  ezoose,"  the  words  of 
tbestatate  being  "  without  lawful  authority  or  excuse," 
bat  it  was  held  that  the  excuse  was  negatired,  and  as  any 
lawful  authority  would  necessarily  be  an  excuse,  the 
KJietment  was  sufficient. 

Jl  third  point  was  that  the  felonious  character  of  the 
Ki  was  not  piOTed  ;  but  Inasmuch  as  the  act  which  was 
nond  was  made  a  felony  by  the  statute,  it  la  not  easy  to 
vDow  thii  reaioaing,  and  the  objection  waa  orerraled. 


BEYIEWS. 

)»ltiaUlim  at  to  lifi  Iiuurmnee  and  Lifi  Iiuurane*  Com- 
pa»m.  By  T.  B.  Spkaoux,  Yioe-Presideot  of  the  Insti- 
tntsof  Aetnariea. 

The  resent  Life  Assurance  Companies  Act  has  been  a 
wd  ded  censnrod  by  writers  officially  connected  with  life 
■innoe  companies,  which  has  been  r^TO'dBil  by  very  many 
tople  as  a  fiur  reason  for  thinking  that  the  Act  must  be 
ilittry.  Mr.  Spragne  in  his  pamphlet  discusses  the  Ameri- 
a  mnianoe  legislation,  the  English  Act,  and  the  principles 
(mtnnuioe  legislation  in  general.     His  two  first  propesi- 


"Fintly,  That  no  l^^Iative  enactments  whatever  can 
vaeA  in  absolutely  securing  the  solvency  of  Life  Insur- 
aee  Companies; 

Seoondly,  Tbat  even  if  this  could  he  done,  it  would  be 
^U;  undesirable  that  it  should  be  attempted." 

wilt  Mr.  Spra^e  means  is  that  in  the  process  of 
Vafiw  iasnrance  companies  by  regulations  conducive 
ti  Mtaey  and  oalouhited  to  assist  inquirers  in  test- 
otHliaoy  or  inaolvenoy,  there  is  a  risk  of  check- 
%  ■fnvements  and  cramping  salutary  developments. 
St  n^irds  the  American  durance  fiegislataon  as 
tMfatog  veiT  anfiavoiirably  with  the  English  Act, 
■Meb  be  eonsiaers  to  have  hit  the  happy  means  of  facili- 
MBg  exposure  and  suppression  of  unsound  companies  to 
ka  itmost,  and  yet  throwing  the  fewest  impediments  in  the 
isf  of  lantimate  enterprise.  Mr.  Spragne  necessarily, 
••e'er,  &approve8  of  the  £20,000  deposit  required  by  the 
iitlah  Aot  He  says,  in  effect,  that  this  requirement  will 
rtpreveatthe  class  of  firsnds  at  which  it  is  aimed,  but 
*f  nmidy  augment  the  scale.  We  are  not  disposed  to 
pee  with  thM ;  and,  indeed,  Hr.  Spragne,  to  our  eyes, 
MH  on  the  whole  too  much  a&aid  of  restrit^ons  aimed  in 
)»  direcSoo  of  solvency.  His  pamphlet,  however,  is  very 
sO  worttk  leadbig. 

IKrwiX  «/  He  JudieUU  Otmmittt  of  the  Frivu  Council  in 
U<  Cam  of  Hebbert  v.  Pnrchas.  Edited  by  Edwaxd 
Bcuacx,bq.,  Bsrrister-at>Law,  Beportar  for  the  ■■  Law 
''midsI Reports"  in  the  Jndicial  Committee.  London: 
Bstterworths.    1871. 

jVds  is  a  simple  reprint  of  the  Pnrohaa  judgment^  very 
■xeeoted,  with  marginal  abstract-notes. 
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COUBTS. 


COI7BT8  OP  BANKRUPTCY. 
Lincolm's-Imk  Fiblm. 
(Beibn  Mr.  Registrar  Uvmut,  acting  as  Chief  Judge.) 
I  Mardi  31.— A  C0mpML 

Wtoiia  pttUimt—Notiet  of  /Uint—Aet  of  hmtkruptty. 
fflh  was  a  motion  on  bdudf  of  the  trustee  of  the  liqui- 
'^faan  Oder  requiring  the  Sheriff  of  Middlesex  to 
iMreaitain  moneys  realised  by  him  under  a  writ  of 
imd  against  the  debtor  at  the  suit  of  a  Ur.  ITOor- 
Ai  tMts  and  dates  were  these : — 
tfts  ftid  of  November  the  writ  waa  issued  in  the 
■i  on  As  22nd  judgment  was  recovered  against  the 
Ob  tile  24th  Om  levy  was  made ;  on  nie  29th  a 
■■ads  to  the  chattels  seized  by  one  Baughan,  but 
■"vashaRadontheSndof  December,  and  on  theSrd 
"  I  petition  to  liquidation  was  filed.  Attwoo'dook 


in  the  afternoon  of  the  latter  day  notice  waa  given  of  the  act  of 
bankruptcy  to  the  sheriff,  and  at  six  o'clock  the  sale  took 
place.  No  notice  of  the  filing  of  the  petition  waa  given  to 
the  execution  creditor  or  Us  attorney  until  ihe  5th  of 
December.  On  the  19th  January  a  resolution  was  passed 
to  liquidate  by  arrangement,  and  a  trustee  was  appointed. 

The  question  before  the  Court  was,  whether  the  moneys 
referrea  to  belonged  to  the  trustee,  or  whether  they  lie- 
longed  to  the  execution  creditor,  as  coming  within  the  pro. 
tectxon  of  the  95th  section  of  the.  Bankruptcy  Act,  1S69, 
sub-section  3. 

S»*d,  for  the  trustee. 

SagUy,  for  the  execution  creditor. 

Oases  cited  :  Ramuy  v.  Eaton,  10  M.  &  W.  22  ;  Ex  parte 
Toihunter,  St  Norton,  18  W.  R.  890,  L.  R.  10  Ch.  485  ;  Ex 
party  Keg,  Be  Bkinner,  18  W.  R.  918,  L.  R.  10  Ch.  432  ;  Ex 
parte  Venet;  Be  Ovynne,  18  W.  R.  979,  L.  R.  10  Oh.  419 ; 
Ex  part*  Jhiignan,  Be  Bietell  (not  yet  reported) ;  Stone  ▼. 
Thomat,  18  W.  B.  385,  L.  R.  5  Ob.  219 ;  Ediemrde  T. 
SoarOrook,  10  W.  B.  33. 

Mr.  Registrar  Mubbay. — In  oU  these  cases  the  point 
must  turn  on  the  (question  of  dates.    The  dates  in  this  case 
are  as  follows  ^his  Honour  recapitulated  them}.     Now, 
referring  to  section  95,  sub-section  3,   the  first  question  is, 
was  this  an  execution  executed  (in  good  faith)  b^  seizure 
and  sale  "  before  the  date  of  the  order  of  a4}ndication," 
bearing  in  mind  that  this  is  a  liquidation  by  arrangement, 
and  not  a  bankruptcy  f    This  is  a  point  which  seems  to  me 
scarcely  to  admit  of  argument  [the  Rboistrah  read  section 
125,  snb-sections  4,  7}    Then,  had  the  execution  creditor  at 
the  time  of  the  execution  being  completed  by  seizure  and  sale 
notice  of  any  act  of  bankruptcy  f     Several  cases  were  cited 
during  the  argument,  some  under  the  old  statutes,  some 
decided  by  the  Chief  Judge  nnder  the  present  Act ;  but  the 
only  cases  to  which  it  seems  to  be  necesanry  to  refer  are 
(1)  the  recent  oase  of  Ex  parte  Duignan,  Be  Bitsell,  decided 
by  the  Chief  Judge,  and  not  yet  reported,  and  (2^  Bamtey  v. 
Eaton,  10  H.  jc  W.  23.    The  case  of  Dnignan  turned— 1. 
Upon  the  question  whether  the  filing  by  a  debtor  of  a  peti- 
tion for  liquidation  was  per  m  an  act  of  bankruptcy  avail- 
able against  him  for  adjudication.    2.  Whethar,  assuming 
that  to  be  BO,  there  was  sufficient  evidence  to  show  that  the 
person  on  whose  loconnt  the  execution  in  that  case  had 
issued,  had  had  notice,  before  the  com^etion  by  seizure  and 
sale,  of  the  filing  of  the  petition.    His  Loniship  decided 
both  points   in  the  affirmative.    Although  the  elaborate 
jud^ent  ha*  not  yet  been  reported,  I  hare  had  the  oppor- 
tunity of  reading  it,  and,  as  regards  the  question  of  law  as 
interpreted  by  his  Lordship's  careful  and  ddiberate  ex- 
posibon  of  the  provisions  of  the  statute  of  1869,  on  which 
alone  the  judgment  is  based,  it  is  a  binding  authority 
that  the   filing   of  a   petition  for  liquidation  is  per  u 
an   act   of    bankruptcy.      As   regards    the   question   of 
feet,  in  that  oase  his  Lordship   considered  that  although 
the  execution  creditor  had  not  had  positive   and  direct 
notice  that    a  petition   had    actually  been    filed,    there 
had  been  suffidaot  notice  to  put  him  on  inquiry,  and  that 
therefore  he  held  the  trustee  entitled.    Now,  m  the  case 
before  me,  it  appears  Uiat  the  act  of  bankruptcy,  t.>.,  the 
filing  cf  the  petition,  was  committed  by  the  debtor  on  the 
morning  of  uie  same  day  on  which  the  sale  took  place  in 
the  evening,  and  therefore  if  it  be  shown  that  the  execution 
creditor  had  received  notice  of  this  fact  before  the  sale,  it 
would  follow  that  he  would  not  oome  within  the  protection 
clause  of  the  95th  section.     [The  RioisnuB  then  read  the 
evidence  upon  this  head  and  remarked  that  the  notice  of 
the  3rd  of  December  was  given  to  Mr.  Nathan,  the  bailiff 
of  the  Kieriff  of  Middlesex,  entrusted  with  the  exeontion 
of  the^.  fa.,  and  then  in  possession  of  the  goods  seized.] 
On  this  part  of  the  case,  the  case  of  Bameey  v.  Soton,  cited 
by  Hr.  Bagley,  is  a  distinct  authority  to  show  that  a  notice 
so  given  is  not  a  notice  to  the  person  "  on  whose  account " 
the  execution  had  issued.    The  application  must,  therefiatre, 
be  refused ;  the  costs  of  execution  creditors  to  be  paid  out 
of  the  estate  in  priority  to  those  of  the  trustee. 
Solicitors,  W.  C.  ClentUU;  J.  B.  Lay  ;  Uaynard. 


COUNTY  COURTS. 

LiilCBBTH. 

(Before  J.  Pitt  Tatlob,  Esq.,  Judge.) 

April  ^.—BvOrte*  r  Beaker. 

ilarrxed  Kornan — "  Separately  from  her  huetand." 

Thsse  were  two  summonses  between  the  same  parties,  and 

the  claims  were  for  goods  sold  and  delivered.  The  defendant 
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admitted  both  claims  ;  and  the  judge  enqnired  hov  it  iraa 
that  two  snmmonses  had  been  issued  when  one  wonld  have 
been  sofficieat. 

The  plaintiff  said  he  carried  on  the  business  of  a  tailor, 
and  one  bill  was  for  clothes ;  while  his  wife  carried  on  a 
grocery  business,  and  the  second  bill  was  for  goods  ^e  had 
supplied. 

Mr.  Pitt  Tatlok  said  in  that  case  the  wife  should  bare 
sued  for  the  money  due  to  her. 

The  wife,  on  being  examined,  said  she  carried  on  the 
grocery  business  separately  from  her  husband.  He  nerer 
iuterfered  in  it  lie  did  not  know  of  the  summons  for 
grocery  until  after  it  was  taken  out,  and  knew  nothing  of 
the  transaction.  As  to  what  became  of  the  proceeds  of  the 
grocery  business,  she  said  they  were  as  mnch  her  husband's 
as  her  own.  She  had  no  idea  of  any  interest  separate  from 
that  of  her  husband.  The  two  businesses  were  kept  on  out 
of  a  common  purse,  although  at  a  distance  from  each  other, 
and  she  had  no  thought  of  using  any  name  in  her  business 
but  that  of  her  husband.  She  looked  to  him  for  adrice  and 
assistance  when  necessary. 

Mr.  Pitt  Taylor.—  There  was  no  separation  of  interests 
in  this  case,  and  the  husband  was  the  proper  person  to  bring 
the  actions.  Instead  of  this  being  a  business  carried  on 
separately  from  the  husband,  it  was,  according  to  the  wife's 
statement,  entirely  under  his  control  so  far  as  money  mat- 
ters were  concerned.  The  judgment  would  be  entered  for 
him  in  hb  own  name  in  both  cases. 


e£N£RAL  CORRESPONDENCS. 

"  ExQUiBER  "  and  several  others  are  reminded  that  wo  do 
not'  notice  anonymous  correspondence. 
"  A  Cor.NTBT  Solicitor." — Scarcely  likely  to  snit  n«. 


BOCLTOK  AND  PaSK. 

Sir, — None  are  so  well  able  as  some  of  your  talented  and 
influential  readers  to  answer  the  following  questions — 

1.  If  these  offenders  are  only  silly  young  men,  who  have 
violated  all  the  requirements  of  propriety  and  good  man- 
ners, why,  in  that  case,  the  solemn  mockery  of  a  Treasury 
prosecution ;  and  why  are  they  not  reprimanded  and  dis- 
missed? 

2.  If  they  are  repulsive  criminab,  why  are  they  not 
brought  to  justice  ? 

8.  What  has  the  "Treasury  mouse,"  who  wrote  to  the 
leading  Conservative  jourual  to  toll  us  on  the  subject  note  f 
Trusting  to  see  these  queries  in  your  next  issue,  I  am,  &c , 
April  8,  1871.  Ajrn-TcrrT-HUJrrBB. 


AFPOINTUENTS. 


Mr.  John  Wickexs,  Barrister-at-Law,  and  Vice-chan- 
cellor of  the  County  Palatine  of  Lancaster,  has  been  ap- 
iwinted  a  Vice-Chancellor  of  the  Court  of  Chancery,  in  suc- 
cession to  the  Right  Hon.  Sir  John  Stuart.  Tie  new  Vioe- 
Chancellor  is  the  second  son  of  the  late  James  Stephens 
Wickens,  Esq.,  of  Mortimer-street,  London,  by  Ann  Good- 
enough,  daughter  of  Mr.  John  Hayter,  of  Winterbomo 
Stoke,  Wilts,  and  sister  of  the  Rt.  Hon.  Sir  Wm.|G«odenoDgh 
Hayter,  Bart.  He  was  born  in  1815,  and  was  educated  at 
Eton,  and  Balliol  College,  Oxford,  where  he  graduated 
B.A.  in  1836  (a  double  first  class).  He  was  called  to  the 
bar  at  Linooln's-inn  iu  1840.  On  Lord  Justice  James 
being  apjrainted  a  Vice-Chancellor  in  1868.  Mr.  Wickens 
was  appointed  to  succeed  him  as  Vice-Chancellor  of  the 
County  Palatine  of  Lancaster.  Mr.  Wickens  married,  in 
1845,  Harriet  Frances,  daughter  of  Mr.  William  Davy, 
of  Cowley  House,  Gloucestershire,  by  which  lady  he  has  a 
family.  He  is  the  proprietor  of  the  Chilgrove  Estate,  near 
Chichester,  which  he  purchased  ft^>m  the  Pilkington  Family 
in  1864. 

Mr.  Thoxas  Lbtt  Wood,  barrister- at-law,  has  been 
gazetted  as  Chief  Justice  of  the  Bermudas  or  Somers 
Islands.  Mr.  Wood  was  educated  at  Trinity  College,  Cam- 
bridge, where  he  graduated  B.A.  in  184S.  He  was  called  to 
the  bar  at  the  Inner  Temple  in  June,  1851,  and  has  for 
soma  years  practised  on  the  Home  Circuit,  and  at  the  Surrev 
sessions.  Ihe  aalaiy  of  the  Chief  Justice  of  Bermuda,  with 
which   office   is   included   the    Judgeship    of    the    Vice- 


Admiralty  Court,  is  £800  per  annum,  and  feet.  ^  litte 
of  his  office,  he  is  also  a  member  of  the  Privy  Conacil  4 
Bermuda. 

Mr.  Stdnst  Gkdos,  M.A.,  solicitor,  of  Old  PilK«-;iii 
Westminster,  has  been  elected  Solicits  to  tiu  bratln 
School  Board.  Mr.  Gedge,  who  was  certificated  ia  liX, 
is  a  member  of  the  firm  of  Meyrick,  Gedge,  k  Loadtn;  hiu 
also  a  member  of  the  Incorporated  Law  Society,  the  Su- 
citors'  Benevolent  Association,  and  of  the  Law  Aaocii:lsi 
for  the  Benefit  of  Widows,  Ac. 

Mr.  Alfred  Howard  Bijrobss,  solicitor,  of  Nointot 
Warwickshire,  has  been  elected  Clerk  to  the  Leicaki 
School  Board,  on  a  salary  of  £130  per  annum.  Mr.Bc- 
gess  was  certificated  in  1867. 


OBirUAST- 

MB.  R.  COOTE. 

Mr.  Richard  Coote,  LL.D.,  barrister-at-ltw,  died  it  Va 
residence  in  Brunswick  Square  on  the  Sth  April,  in  Atf^tli 
year  of  his  age.  He  was  the  eldest  son  of  the  lite  Bidarf 
Holmes  Coote,  Esq.,  Barrister-at-law,  of  Stone-lniUap, 
Lincoln's-inn,  and  was  educated  at  Trinity  Hall  Cnliidp, 
where  he  graduated  LL.B.  in  1843.  He  wuoMa 
the  Bar  at  Lincoln's-inn  in  1841. 


MR.  T.  THOMPSON. 
Mr.  Thomas  Thompson,  solicitor,  of  Durham,  Hi* 
the  Ist  of  April,  after  a  long  illness,  at  the  f^l'ti 
of  24  years.  He  was  the  son  of  the  late  Ur.  Bidu 
TliompBon,  senior  partner  in  the  firm  of  Thsmpnt^ 
Lisle,  solicitors,  of  which  firm  Mr.  T.  ThompsoawMieJ 
partner  on  his  father's  death  in  1869,  having  beenidiitlB 
an  attorney  in  the  previous  ytar.  He  was  the  ttgistna* 
agent  of  the  liberal  party  iu  the  city  of  Dnrium. 

MR.  E.  BANBURY. 
Mr.  Edmund  Banbury,   barrister-at-law,  died  it  Tiii|; 
Park,  Herts,  on  the  8th  of  April,  at  the  age  of  Sfty-S* 
years.     He  was  the  second  son  of  the  lats  William  B«Bisij| 


January,  1843,  and  had  been  for  many  years  «  membal 
the  Home  Circuit,  practising  also  at  the  Hertfrad  Sessiat 

MR.  G.  MILWARD. 
Mr.  George  Milward,  barrister-at-law,  of  Lechlide 
Gloncestenhire,  died  at  his  seat  on  the  26th  ilaich,  luX. 
the  64th  year  of  his  age.  He  was  the  only  sob  of  thtl 
George  Milward,  Esq.,  of  Lechlade  Manor,  bv  Uir;  Ai 
daughter  of  the  late  John  Atkins,  Esq.,  M.P.,  who 
Lord  Mayor  of  London  in  1802.  Mr.  Milward  was  a 
to  the  bar  at  Lincoln's-inn  in  November,  1SS8,  and  it 
following  year,  on  the  death  of  his  father,  he  ctmt  I 
the  famuy  estates.  For  many  years  he  ptactiaed  oa^ 
Oxford  Cuouit.  In  the  Bedfordshire  and  Gloncestirt 
county  courts  he  sometimes  sat  as  deputy -judge  for  thil 
Judge  Francillon,  the  late  Judge  Smith,  and  tfae|rt 
Judge  Parry.  Mr.  Milward  was  for  many  yean  la** 
magistrate  for  the  coimty  of  Gloucester,  and  minM 
1836,  Sarah,  third  daughter  of  Henry  Grace,  Esa„«{S* 
well-common,  and  J.  P.  for  Surrey,  by  which  lady  h<  I 
a  family.  His  eldest  son,  Mr.  George  Milwara,  of 
dalen  College,  Oxford,  will  succeed  him  in  the  family  o 


SOCIETIES  AVD  INSTITUTIOITS. 

JURIDICAL  SOCIETY. 

The  next  meeting  will  be  held  on  Wednesday,  the  iM 
Arail,  at  eight  o'clock,  when  Mr.  Droop  will  iwui  a  p«< 
"Proportional  Representation  as  applied  to  the  EIe«B 
Local  Governing  Bodies." 

The  conncil  will  meet  at  half-past  seven  to  maka 
ments  for  the  anniversary  meeting.  ^^  I 

The  aimiveraaiy  meeting  will  be  held  on  ^*''°''^M 
2nd  of  May,  on  which  occasion  the  Lord  ChaacelWI 
undertaken  to  preside.  i 
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rOSEiair  TRIBXnfALS  &  JTmiSFBTJDENCE. 

AMERICA. 

SrPBESTE  Court  op  Illikois. 

Jan.  25.— ifeOoon  v.  Shirk. 
Pnmisscri/  note  payable  in  gold — not  satisfied  by  tender  in 

greenbaeit. 
I.  H«M,  that  a  promissory  note  payaiU  in  terms,  in 
mritm  gold,  cannot  be  diaeharged  by  a  tender  of  United 
Utet  trtatury  notes,  such  promissory  not*  havinj  been  exe- 
ted  n^seqtunt  to  the  j)assage  of  the  act  oj  Feb.  25,  1862, 
M  the  Lejal  Tender  Act. 

i  Beriew  of  Former  Decisions. — The  Court  reviews  all 
fftrimu  decisioris  under  the  Legal  Tender  Act.  and  finds 
•M  ill  eonjiiet  tcith  two  recent  opinions  of  the  Supreme  Court 
Ihe  titited  Slates,  and  holds  that  these  opinions  must  be  re- 
rdcil  St  declaring  the  late  of  this  ease. 
5.  tifect  of  Contract  to  Pay  in  Gteld. — That  under  the 
itimt  of  the  Supreme  Court  of  the  United  States,  damages 
fk  properly  assessed,  and  judgment  rendered  so  as  to  give 
I  ffect  to  the  intention  of  the  parties  as  to  the  medium  of 
neiit,  and  when  it  appears  to  the  dear  intent  of  a  contract 
tpuj/ment  shall  be  made  in  gold  and  silver,  damages  should 
messed,  and  judgment  rendered  accordingly,  and  no  dis- 
tioii  is  made  as  to  the  time  when  such  eonlraets  may  have 
niertd  into. 

■pinion  of  the  Court  by  Bbbese,  J. 
ne  qufstion  presented  by  this  record  is,  can  a  promissory 
!,  payable  in  terms  in  American  gold,  be  discharged  by  a 
\a  of  United  States  treasury  notes,  such  promissory  note 
iDg  been  executed  subsequent  to  thejmssago  of  the  Act 
'ebnury  28,  1862,  called  the  Legal  Tender  Act  ?  This 
It  ktd  occasion,  so  far  back  as  1864,  to  examine  this 
Am- 

k  fiikt  case  was  that  of  Hall  v.  Kohlsaat,  88  111.,  130, 
iins  «n  action  at  law  on  a  note  of  this  tenor  :  "  Six 
A  liter  date  I  promise  to  pay  to  Alfred  Hall,  or  order, 
«lj-fiTe  dollars,  with  ten  per  cent  interest,  without  de- 
Wiui,far  value  received  in  American  gold,"  and  dated 
Ml,  1862.  It  was  then  held  the  note  was  not  specifi- 
f  pjable  in  American  gold,  but,  if  the  words  "in 
■nan  gold,"  had  immediately  followed  the  word  "  dol- 
i  in  the  note,  then  it  might  have  been  payable  in 
•ictn  gold  or  its  equivalent,  but  being  connected  with, 
nllowuig  immediately  after  the  words  "  value  receiveid, " 
•relite  to  these  latter  words — they  point  out  what  was 
lilne  which  the  maker  had  received  from  the  payee. 
tt  next  case  was  that  of  Whetstone  v.  Colley,  lb.  328. 
e  tile  note  was  as  follows  :  "  On  or  before  the  first  of 
k  next,  for  value  received,  I  promise  to  pay  Thomas 
J,  one  hundred  and  fifty  dollats  with  ten  per  cent. 
Bt  from  date  in  gold,  July  17, 1862."  This  note  was 
ed  on,  as  a  contract  to  deliver  one  hundred  and  fifty 
lolUrsand  interest,  avering  that  they  were  of  the  value 
>  hundred  dollar:).  There  was  also  a  count  on  the  note 
romusory  note  avering  the  value  of  the  one  hundred  and 
loUara  in  gold  and  interest,  to  have  been  five  hundred 
8  at  tho  maturity  of  the  note.  There  was  also  a  coant 
leittatas  assumpsit  for  (jold  sold  and  delivered  ;  gold 
old  and  delivered  ;  bullion,  sold  and  delivered  ;  money 
Bd  interest. 
'as  prov^  on  the  trial,  that  gold  was  loaned  to  the 

■  of  the  note,  and  that  at  the  date  of  the  transaction,  j 
fM  at  a  premium  of  sixty-seven  cents  over  United 

le»l  tender  notes.  On  this  evidence  the  court 
d  the  damages  of  the  plaintiff  at  two  hundred  and 
■in  dollars,  and  fifty  cents.     On  appeal  to  this  court 

held  the  court  erred  in  the  measure  of  damages,  and 

judgment  on  a  promissory  note  payable  in  gold  in 
I  terms,  coald  be  entered  no  for  the  face  of  the  note 
terest  in  dollars  only,  and  tiiat  the  value  of  gold  over 
*ader  notes  was  not  a  subject  for  consideration  in  an 
broDghc  on  sach  a  note. 

next  case  waa  Tlumphrey  v.  Clement  44  lb.  299,  in 
ry,  for  the  specific  performance  of  a  contract  for  the 
d  conveyance  of  a  tract  of  land,  in  which  by  its  terms 
rchase  money  was  to  be  paid  in  gold.  It  was  held, 
itr«t  could  be  diachai-ged  by  the  payment  of  the  price 
npon  in  l^al  tender  notes,  and  a  specific  performance 
creed,  such  notes  having  been  tendered  in  perfor- 

■  These  cases  announced  the  views  this  court  enter- 
suul  endeavoored  to  enforce  by  snch  arguments  as 


were  deemed  sound  and  applicable.  The  record  before  us, 
shows  an  application  by  the  debtor  party  to  chancery  to 
relieve  him  from  paying  a  note,  tho  consideration  of  which 
was  American  gold  loaned  to  him  by  the  apellant  ou  his 
written  promise  to  pay  the  same  in  like  coin,  and  to  compel 
appellant  to  receive  legal  tender  notes  in  discharge  thereof. 

On  the  authority  of  the  cases  cited,  we  should  have  been 
compelled  to  hold  that  the  maker  of  the  note,  had  this  right, 
and  that  he  might  come  into  a  court  of  equity  to  enforce  it. 
That  a  party  who  has  placed  an  incumbrance  on  his  property, 
as  in  this  case  by  a  deed  of  trust,  may  come  into  a  court  of 
equity  to  obtain  the  removal  of  the  incumbrance  will  not  be 
denied,  and  so  coming,  he  must  have  the  principles  of  law, 
when  they  apply,  administered  to  him.  Since  the  decision 
of  these  cases,  the  questions  involved  in  them,  have  been 
considered  and  determined  by  the  Supreme  Court  of  tho 
United  States  in  two  cases,  the  conclusions  in  which  are 
directly  opposed  to  the  views  we  have  expressed  in  the  cases 
cited.  The  first  case  is  Bronson  v.  Rodes,  7  Wallace,  229, 
and  the  other  Butler  v.  Borwit:,  lb.,  258.  In  the  case  first 
named,  the  contract  was  entered  into  previous  to  the  passage 
of  the  Legal  Tender  Act  of  February  25,  1862,  and  was  for 
the  payment  of  a  certain  sum  in  gold  and  silver  coin,  lawful 
money,  of  the  United  States,  and  the  question  was,  was 
Bronson  bound  by  law  to  accept  from  Rodes  United  States 
notes  equal  in  nominal  amount  to  the  sum  due  him  as 
full  performance  and  satisfaction  of  a  contract  which  stipu- 
lated for  the  payment  of  that  sum  in  gold  and  silver  coin, 
lawful  money  of  the  United  States?  This  question  was 
fully  argued  by  the  Chief  Justice  in  delivering  the  opinion 
of  the  majority  of  the  court,  and  was  answered  by 
saying,  that  upon  a  reasonable  construction  of  the  Legal 
Tender  Act,  compai-ed  with  other  acts  of  Congress,  it  must 
be  held  to  sustain  the  proposition,  that  express  contracts  to 
pay  coined  dollars,  can  only  be  satisfied  by  the  payment  of 
coined  dollars.  They  are  not  "  debts"  which  may  be  satis- 
fied by  the  tender  of  United  States  notes. 

In  the  subsequent  case  of  Butler  v,  Hor'joitz,  supra,  which 
was  an  action  upon  a  contract  payable  in  gold  and  silver, 
entered  into  prior  to  the  passage  of  the  Legal  Tender  Act, 
the  majority  of  the  court  say,  referring  to  the  case  of  Bronson 
T.  Kodts,  supra,  that  under  the  existing  laws  of  which  in  re- 
spect to  legal  tender,  the  constitutionality  is  assumed, 
damages  may  be  properly  assessed  and  judgments  rendered, 
so  as  to  give  full  effect  to  the  intention  of  parties  as  to  the 
medium  of  payment,  and  when  it  appears  to  be  the  clear 
intent  of  a  contract  that  payment  or  satisfaction  shall  be 
made  in  gold  and  silver,  damages  should  be  assessed  and 
judgment  rendered  accordingly.  No  distinction  is  made,  as 
to  the  time  when  such  contracts  may  have  been  entered 
into.  The  intent  of  the  parties  is  to  govern,  and  if  it 
clearly  appears  the  intention  was  to  pay  in  gol4  the  court 
will  so  enforce  the  contract. 

In  construing  an  act  of  Congress,  its  force  and  effect,  the 
Supreme  Court  of  the  United  States  is  the  highest  and  most 
authoritative  tribunal  known  to  our  laws  and  to  which  other 
courts  habitually  defer.  Decisions  of  that  court,  on  the 
meaning  of  an  act  of  Congress,  mnst  override  those  of  tho 
Supreme  Court  of  a  State  on  the  same  subject,  and  the  de- 
cisions cited  overrule  those  of  this  court,  in  Hall  v.  Kohlsaat 
and  Whetstone  v.  CoUey  and  Humphrey  v.  Clement,  supra, 
and  must  be  regarded  as  declaring  the  law  of  this  case.  The 
note  was  payable  in  American  gold,  and  in  that  medium 
alone,  without  the  consent  of  the  payee,  could  it  be  paid  and 
satisfied.  The  court  erred  in  holding  the  tender  of  treasury 
notes  sufficient,  and  a  compliance  with  the  contract,  and,  for 
this  error,  the  decree  must  be  reversed. 

As  the  bill  contains  no  equity,  it  must  be  dismissed,  and 
appellant  remitted  to  his  rights  under  the  deed  of  trust. 
Appellant  will  recover  his  costs. — Chicago  ZegalJoumal. 


Thb  Easl  op  Miixtown. — ^The  Hon.  Edward  Nugent 
Leoson,  batrister-at-Uw,  sf  the  Inner  Temple,  has  succeeded  to 
tho  Earldom  of  Milltown,  in  tho  peerage  of  Ireland,  by  the  de- 
mise of  his  elder  brother,  tho  fifth  earl.  The  now  peer  is  the 
second  son  of  Joseph,  fourth  Earl  of  Milltown,  K.F.,  by  Barbara, 
second  daughter  of  Sir  Joshua  Colles  Merodyth,  Bart.,  and  re- 
lict of  the  third  and  Inst  Baron  Castlecoote.  He  was  bom  in 
October,  183-5,  and  was  educated  at  Trinity  CoUego,  Dublin.  He 
was  called  t«  tho  bar  at  the  Inner  Temple,  in  November,  1862, 
and  for  some  timo  practised  on  the  Home  Circuit,  and  at  the 
Surrey  Sessions.  His  next  brother,  who  now  becomes  heir-pre- 
sumptive to  the  title,  is  the  Hon.  Henry  Leeson,  of  the  Irish 
bar,  late  chamberlain  to  the  Lord-Lieutenant  of  Ireland. 
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THE  PROSPECTS  OF  EASTER  TERM. 
The  number  of  Chtncery  appeals  set  down  for  hearing  for 
this  term  before  the  Lord  Chancellor  and  Lords  Justices  is 
46,  with  18  appeal  motions.  There  are  91  canses  at  the 
Rolls  Court.  In  Vice  Chancellor  Stuart's  Court  there  are 
56  cause*  entered,  128  at  Vice  Chancellor  Malins',  and  178 
before  Tice  Chancellor  Bacon. 

In  the  Common  Law  Courts— Of  120  matters  in  the 
Court  of  Queen's  Bench  37  rules  are  for  new  trials  to  be 
argued,  76  demurrers  and  appeals  from  county  courts,  &c., 
in  the  special  paper,  and  seven  enlarged  rules.  Of  85  rules, 
&c.,  in  the  Common  Pleas,  13  are  for  new  trials,  and  there 
are  three  enlarged  rules,  and  66  special  cases,  including  the 
large  number  of  18  appeals  from  county  courts,  besides 
three  registration  appeals,  and  one  county  court  appeal  for 
judgment.  The  number  of  rules,  kc.  in  the  Exchequer  is 
64,  comprisiDg  one  error  and  appeal  for  judgment,  and  ten 
■for  argument.  There  are  three  cases  in  the  peremptory 
paper,  one  of  which  relates  to  the  Jersey  mail  packet  which 
■was  lost — the  Normandy.  Of  new  trials  there  are  two  for 
judgment  and  19  for  argument,  and  in  the  special  paper 
four  lor  judgment  and  25  for  ailment,  not  including  the 
case  of  Oladatone  v.  Padieick,  set  down  for  next  term.  The 
three  courts  already  entered  number  269  rules,  &c.,  and  the 
number  will  be  increased  by  applications  for  new  trials 
arising  out  of  the  recent  circuits. 

The  number  of  cases  in  the  Probate  Court  for  Saster 
Term,  without  juries,  is  25,  and  six  special  jury  and  two 
common  jury  causes.  The  list  in  the  Divorce  Court  num- 
•bers  180,  nine  for  special  juries,  22  for  common  juries,  and 
149  without  juries.  There  are,  besides,  17  cases  standing 
over  by  arrangement. 


PUBLIC  COMPANIES. 


QOVXBHMIIirT  FUNDS. 


<  per  Cent.  Cousolt,  931 
Ditto  (br  Aocoant,  Xiijr  4,  9t% 
3  per  Cent.  Redaced  91 1 
'  Mow  a  per  Osnl.,  91 1 
Do.  31  percent.,  Jan. '94 
Do.  H  per  Cent.,  Jan.  '94 
Do.  t  per  Cent.,  Jnn.  ';S 
AnnniUai,  Jan.  '80  — 


Annuities,  April,  '86 
Do.  (Red  Aea  T.)  Aof;.  liint 
Bx  Billa.fioao,  —  per  Ct.J  p    n 
Ditto,  £ma.  Da  —  9  p  m 
Ditto,  £100  A  £-iUO,  —  »  p  m 
Bank  of  Btiglsud  Scook,  4t  per 
Ct.  (last  )iair-year)  918  z  d 
I  Ditto  for  Aocoant, 


RAILWAY  STOCK. 


Rallwsxi. 


Paid.  (Tlosini;  price< 


Stock 
Stook 
Stock 
Stock 
Stock 
Stock 
Stock 
Stuck 
Stock 
Stock 
Stock 
Stock 
Stock 
Stock 
Stock 
Stock 
Stock 
Stock 
stock 
-  Stock 
Stock 
Stock 
Stock 
Stock 


Briatoland  Eixetor !  too 

Caledonian ,  loo 

Glasgow  and  Soutlt'Western loo 

Great  Eiwtern  Ordinary  Stock    '  loo 

DcBast  AnKllnuStook,  No.9  !  loo 

100 
iOO 
100 
100 
100 
100 

too 

100 
100 
100 
100 
100 
100 
100 
lOV 
100 
160 

too 

100 


Qreat  Northern 

Do.,  A  Stock"    

Qreat  Southern  and  Western  of  Ireland 

OreaC  Western— Original 

Lancashire  and  Turkshire   

London,  Brighton,  and  South  Coast 

London, Chatham,  and  Dover 

London  and  North- Western 

L'jndonand  South-Western    

l(auctiast«r,8heineid,and  Lincoln.. 

UetropoUtan 

Uidland  

Do.,  Birmingham  and  DerDy    

North  British   „ 

North  Loudon 

North  Stattonlsh  ire '..^". 

South  Ueron ',, 

South-Eaatern  '.  "" 

1"»H  Vale 


89 
11* 
43, 

l>6 
lUi 

99 

90 
I49{ 

84 

I34I 

98 

84 

69i 
132 
100 

37 
lit 


168 


•  A  reoelres  no  dividend  until «  per  cent,  has  bsen  i<ald  to  B. 
HONBT  UaSKBT  and  CiTY  lNTBLI.IOr..VCR. 

The  large  amount  of  Continental  money  now  in  England  has 
occasioned  the  lowering  of  the  Bank  rate  from  3  to  2  ^  per  cent. 
Consols  experienced  a  slight  rise  in  consequenoe.  Foreign  secu- 
rities are  almost  without  variation.  The  Home  Railway  Market 
continues  extremely  strong. 


The  JVi{{  Mall  Oaeette  of  last  night  announces  the  death  of 
Sir  Madere  Brady,  Bart.,  who  was  Selicitor-Qaneral  for  Ire- 
land in  1837,  Attorney-General  for  Ireland  in  1839,  and  Chief 
Baron  of  the  Exchequer  in  1840.  He  was  also  three  times 
Lord  Chancellor  of  Ireland— in  1846,  1853,  and  1859,  and  re- 
signed the  office  in  1866.  He  was  Vioe-Chancellor  of  the 
Queen's  University  in  Ireland. 


BIBTHI.  llABBIAaiS.AIDDt 

BIBTBS. 
Chebsb— On  Tuesday,  April  11,  the  wifeot  X 

solicitor,  Amsraham,  of  a  son. 
HoKNB— On  April  8,  at  No.  19,  Walker-ttn 

wife  of  Thomas  Elliot  Ogilvie  Home,  vii 

of  a  son,  stillbom. 
Laixo — On  April  10,  at  56,  Addison-road,  S< 

of  John  6.  Laing,  of  lancoln's-inn,  Esq.,  1 

a  son. 
THOMAa— On  April  13,  at  18,  St.  Fonl's-nia 

the  wife  of  Edmima  Thomas,  of  the  Hid 

barrister-at-law,  of  a  dasghter. 

UASRUGES. 

McKbnzh — Hackblook — On  April  12,  1 
East  Sheen,  by  the  Rev.  E.  H.  M.  Slsden, 
the  Rev.  A.  S.  Shutte^car  of  the  parish, 
of  Parliament-street,  Westminster,  eoliciti 
daughter  of  John  Haokblock,  of  Fcsto 
Sheen,  Esq  ,  and  J.P.  for  the  ooonty  of  S 
DBATHS. 

Bakbvkt— On  April  8,  at  Tring  Park,  Edn 
of  44,  Linooln's-inn-flelds,  barrister-at-lai 

CoLi^-On  April  9,  O.  N.  Colt,  Esq.,  bar 
shopwood  House,  Highgate,  and  16,  Old-1 
inn,  aged  47- 

Ransom — On  April  11,  at  Wellington,  So 
Maria,  wife  of  Thomas  Bayley  Ransom, 
year. 

IiOIOOH  OAZEIXES. 

frotesional  Partnanhipa  Dii 
TuiSDAT,  April  II,  I8TI. 
Ra«UiiB,Thos,  *  Arthu  WUtebesd,  Wimbon 
toraeya,  fee.    April  I. 

TjadiBg-ap  of  Joint  Stadi  Ooi 

FaxDAT,  April  7, 1811. 

ijinxED  la  Cbahobbt. 

Witt  ft  Wlilismt's  Brewery  (Limited).— Petitioi 

seated  Msrch  18,  directed  to  be  beu-il  before  tt 

on  April  SS.    DoBinett,  Gatter-lane,  Chsapaidi 

tloaer. 

TcisDiT,  April  II,  ItTI. 
LutiTCD  t>  Chancsst. 
Devonshire  Sllkstone  0>al  Company  (Umitsd).— 
the  volnotary  winding  up.  presented  April  8 
befcte  r^ice  Chancellor  Uallni,  ou   April  ]l. 
Oray's-inn-iqiure ;  agents  far  Watson,  Bury, 
tioners. 
Jersey  Wsterworks  Compsny  (Limited).— Fatitto 
lented  April  4,  directed  to  be  heard  before  V 
on  April  il.      Bvaos  >>    (^  Nicholas-lane. 
tioners. 

friendly  Sodstiea  DissolT 

TmsDAT.  April  II,  1871. 

Lpoel  TTpOEraphlcal  Sick  and  Benefit  Fond,  0 

Dnke^t,  Lpool.    April  6. 
Millbrmk  United   Fermanent  Annuitant  Sodel 

Mlllbrook,  Corntrall.    April  S. 
Omnibus  ServanU  Friendly  Sodaty,  Vother  Shtj 
•tock-hill.    ApHl  8. 

Orsditon  ondar  Bstaita  in  Q 
Latt  Day  of  Proof. 
Faioar.  April  7,  1871. 
Bromley,  Osra  Fiaroy,  Pan,  France.      April  >4 
y.C.  Sliurt.    Hodfson.  Saliabnry-st,  Strand. 
OorinK,  Thos,  New  Kaat-rd,  (lent.      May  I. 
Bseon.    Maneell,  Lsarenoe  Pountuey-hUI. 
Ssnieant,  Wm  Hy,  Iirrscombe,  Deron,  Builder. 
Snrgeant,  V.C.  Stusri.    Wsller,  Dake-st,  Ada 

Creditors  under  82  ft  aS  Tiel 
Latt  Day  0/  date. 
Fricit,  April  7,  1871. 
Bsrton,  Wni,  Hawdsley,  Lancashire,  Teomai 

Baokes,  Lpool. 
Bargwyn,  Ellen,  Bath,  Somerset.  Widew.    Ma 

Uncoln's-ian.flelds. 
Clarke.  Edmand  Horablower,   Exeter.  Derc 

Boathgste,  King's-Beaoh-walk,  Tsmpta. 
Omnel,  Abraham  James  Niibet,  St  (j«org«'».rd, 

June  I .  Undsworth  ft  (3o,  South  Sea  Hooss, 
Corles,  Edwd.  Worcester.  Osnt.  llsy  T.  0)rbe 
Dempsey,  (Hiarlotta,  Sallbrd,  Lancashire,  Widei 

ft  Bond,  Maneh. 
Eddlion,  Wm,  Hnddersfisld,  York,  AoetiaaeBr. 

Htiddersfleld. 
Ellmsn.  Frede,  Battle,  Be  seer,  Attoraey-at-lai 

Co.  Battle. 
Foletti,  Michael,  Old-st-rd,  Looklnc   Olaa  1 

Rosooe  It  Go,  Klng-st,  nDSbary-sq. 
Freeman,  Wm,  Barnslay,  Tork,  Ale  Meccbaat. 


Hslftoenay,  John,  Bishop  AnolElaad,Darham,  Lab 
&  jlartlD.  LpooL 
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'  Hr  Cdum,  Toit,  Finner.    April  2S.    BIcken,  Tadeuter. 

,'  imftL  Cbu,  QeDentVliia,  Grat.     Mt7   1.     Ltka   ft   Co, 

loC  Bin,  Sldmouth,  D«Ton,  Splatter.    Hay  10.    nndnrorth  It 
Soilli  8«  HoiM,  Tbmdneedltt-at. 

'a,  Sinti,  Liipi»->t,  Ftmlloo.  Spliistar.    Jane  6.    Bogen,  West- 
aier<liuiben,  Victorl»-it,  Wastminster. 
rnDca,  MtirboId-on-Stasr,  Worcattar,  Wldov.    Majr  1,    Han- 
It  t  HInn,  Sliipston-on-Stoiir. 
'.Hr.Docton'.coniiBoiu.EH.    Jans  5.    Hin,  Bath, 
rdsoii,  Etta,  Stanhope-st,  Momingtan-ement,  Widow .    Max  T. 
isije  &  Co,  Leadentiall'St. 

I,  EdTd,  The  Lye.  nr  Stourbridge,  Woreaeter,  Nai!  Uanatketnrer. 
lis.  Hirmrd. Stonrtirldcs. 
at,  Haoiiali.  Tooge,  Uaeaahire,  Widow.     Hay  iS.     Brookes, 

I,  Wm  H;,  WendOTsr,  Bnekiagliam,  Esq.    Jane  10.    Sottoa  It 

iUKT,  ColamiiHSt, 

k^,  VUtlsr  Bead,  Steetoo,  York,  Farmer.   UarSO.   BAbiraon, 

ton. 

l,Jo«ph,Toeltwllh,  Toik,  Common  Brewer.    Bickers,  Tadeaster. 

r,Br,  AUotalbtd,  Hlgiibory  Mew-pk,  Oant.    tlay  15.    Danby, 

laldVpl,  Old  Jtwry. 

,  fun,  Dodley,  Woiaaeter,  Widow.    May  10.    Lowe,  Dadiey. 

^  By,  fieter  Merit Aorg,  Soatb  A<rioa,Qea(.    MaytS.    Monte, 

au.it,  Oifordat. 

TonnaT,  April  II,  ini. 
G«,  Bsmley,  Tork,  Batcher.     May  0.     Kewmao   ft  Soni> 
•ley- 

T,  Wilter,  Uanybri,  Carmartben,  Farmer.    Jnna  10.    Barker, 
anhgo. 

I,  Eil«d  Btrriion,  Banie(.eommon,  tlonqr.  Iron  Founder.    Hay 
Beeka  k  Qraen,  Northampton. 

taiai,  CMpping,  Lancashire,  Cotton  Spinner,    Jane  I .    Cotman, 
n. 

Tins  Stoekton,  Dartaam,  HerObant.    JnneaO.    Mawby  ft  Co, 
m. 

BaekiuU,  London^t.    Oreenwlch,  Qent.     May    SI.     Saw, 
iiieh. 

Cha,  Winchester,    Flax   Mannbctarer.     Hay   I.     Warner, 
taur. 

tn,  aoofh  End  nr  Hasllngden,  Lancaabire,  Coal  Merebaat. 
L  WMdcock  ft  Son»,  Haallogden. 
>Bi«h,  Sherwood  Blse,  {(otttnglum.    Hay  9.    Clarke  ft  Co, 

Mi  B«f istered  under  tho  Baaknpttjr  let,  UAl. 

Tdzsdat,  April  II,  1«71. 
|Va,Ulil)iiry-n,  Strand,  ClTil  Engineer.  Oomp.  Uaicht.  Beg 

Baakmpti. 
FMDiT,  April  1,  1871. 
Under  the  Bankruptcy  Act,  1869. 
•Ban  Boat  forward  their  proo  b  of  debts  to  the  Bagtatrar . 

To  Surrender  in  London. 
i^Ai.Jiin.KiiiKVroad,  Bedford-row,  Contraetor.     Pet  Hkreh 
■nglum.    Apnl  3a  at  IK. 

i.Ciu  John,  Norfalk-«),  Faddlngton,  Attorney's  Clark.     Fat 
i  Homy.    April  2a  at  19. 

Cto  Lais,  Bardwtck-pl,  Oommerdal-rd  East,  Snrgeon.     Pet 
>■  Eodw.    April  Siatll. 

To  Surrender  in  the  Country. 
Ilia,  Lpool,  Chemical  HannHactarar.    Pat  Haith  37.    HIme. 
.A|iril  IS  at  2. 

la  Btachejr,  Blackpool,  Lancaahire,  Hotel  Keeper.    Fat  April  4. 
.  Pmtsn,  April  19  at  II. 

Mo,  k  Ju  Holmes,  Brut  Oowton,  Tork,  Farmers.    Fat,    Jef- 
.  HoRhallertoii,  A|iril  18  at  II. 

km,  Smm,  nr  Chester,  Auctioneer.     Pat  April  S.     Wasim. 
iliesd.  April  19  at  11. 

'•,'n)osAihenit('n«.  Hedon,  Tork.  Tailor.  Pet  April  4.  PblUlps. 
■•spoB-Hu'l,  April  i9at  IJ. 

I.  By,  Modbnrr.  ueron,    Ucenssd  Tletnaller.     Pat  April  5. 
■  EistStoiicbon^.  April38at 
ii,  lit,  Detuu,  Innkeeper.    Pat  April  S.  Daw.  Xzeter,  April 

not,Laeds,(v>mm  Agent.    PetAprU  1.     Maribtll,     I<eads, 

•sill. 

*m,  Lnili.  Liucoin,  OosI  Merchant.    Pet  April  1.   Dtnboay. 

■*T.ApnliOat  1. 

Tic'DsT,  April  II,  IS7I. 
Unrfor  the  Bankruptcy  Act,  1869. 
ftsn  mail  forward  their  piooh  of  debts  to  the  Beglstrar, 

T-j  Surrender  In  London. 
Mui,Sliai.k'in,  I  or  W,  Lieat-ColH.U.^Army.    PetApiilS. 
H,OldjFwry,  Mut  i  at  18.30. 

Tri  Siirr'Tidtr  in  the  Goantry. 
SVni,  Bcl-.un.  I.jncjshire,  Tailor.     Pet  April  S.     Bdlden. 
jAprilMat  iu. 
m,  Sooih,-a^ ,  Mi.:<lx,  Builder.  Pet  April  4.   Pnlley.  Edmon- 

•  Cmd,  ^J^vbor^■•».^dd,  Mertbyr  Tydlll,  Olamomn,  Con- 
t  Pet  Apf.i  .     u-  -.(11.    Mertbyr  Tydlll,  April  24  at  II. 
ley, BliUi^Na/.  l.uKubi,  Miller,     ftt  April  «.     Stanlland. 
I  April  »Ht  4. 
BuaXueh,  V.eix.ir.t.    Pet  April  6.     Kay.    Haoch,  April  27 

BANKlflTCIES  ANNULLED. 

I    ii.»T,  April  7, 1891. 

^  Va,  Sittoa  Cf   '.'!  : .!,  Warwick,  Chandler.    Haiota  8. 


Uqnidatian  by  AmncaiiMiit. 

HBST  MEETINGS  OF  CREDITORS. 

FaiDAT,  April  7, 1871. 

Barnes,  SamI  King,  Hackford-nezt-Reepham,  Norfolk,  Orooer.    April 

la  at  II,  ai  offices  of  Miller  ft  Co,Banks:liambera,  Norwich.  Bircham, 

Beepbam. 
Baus,  John,  Nortbampton,  Newavendor.    April  21  at  ll,atOlHces  of* 

Jeifery  ft  Son,  Newlaud,  Northampton. 
Bell,  John,  ScarborouKh,  York,  Arii»t.    April  SI  at  2,  at  offices  of 

DrawbridKeft  Itowntree,  Newborouith-st,  ScarborooKh. 
Betts.  Ohas  Dankin,  St  Leonard'a-ter,  Chelsea,  Musician.  April  26  at  13, 

at  offlcea  of  Pawie  &  Feame,  New-ino,  Stmnd. 
Briilcen,  John,  Ryde,  Iile  of  Wight,  Talor.    April  21  at  12,  at  offlcea  of 

Hesrn  ft  Fardeil,  Kyda. 
Briaht,  Wm,  Stnpleliurst.  Kent,  Bootmaker.    April  20  at  12,  at  ofBcea - 

of  the  Town  Clerk,  KinK-at,  Maidstone.    Monckton,  Haidatone. 
Bruce.  Chas,  Hall-at,  OKnwell-rd,  Working  Goldsmith.    April  96  at  12, 

at  office  of  Greaves,  £Max-at,  Strand. 
Bnckatone.  John  Ualdwin,  Theatre  Ro.val,  Haymarkel,  Luaee.    May  S 

at  3,  at  offices  of  Lawrance  ft  Co,  Old  Jewrj-cliombera. 
Bullock,  Thos,  Wolverhampton,  Stafford,  Corndealer.    April  24  at  II, 

at  offices  of  Oresswell,  Biiaton.«t,  Woiverhampton. 
Bnah,  Eliz,  Reading,  Berks,  Draper.    April  It)  at  II,  at  offices  of  Bu- 

ciiaoan,  Baainghali>at, 
Carter,  John,  Eaaibuume,  Suaaex,  Artist's  Golonrman.    April  21  at  19, . 

at  offices  of  Sarr  ft  GribMe,  Abobarcb-lane.    Siiff,  Eastbourne. 
CUuk,  Bw]  Peragrlne  BoslIng,  a  John  Staaiar,  Stalybrldga,  Laa- 

casbire.  Millers.    April  20  at  3,  at  offices  of  Earla  ft  Co,  Browu'^t, 

Manob. 
Clay,  Sam,  Dawsbnry,  Tork,  Woollen  Hannfacturer.    April  24  at  2,  at 

the  Royal  Hotel,  Dewsbury.    Wstta  ft  Son. 
Cliff,  Joseph,  ft  Harry  OliO;  Bradford,  Tork,  Ironibnnders.    April  19  at 

12,  at  tna  Qnaen's  Hotel,  Welllngton-st,  Iieeds.    Terry  ft  Robinson. 
Clineb,  By  John,  BIrm,  Builder.    April  20  at  12,  at  71,  Newhall-at, 

Birm.    Ladbury. 
Copaoo,  Arthur,  BIrm,  Builder.    April  IS  at  10,  at  office  of  Ealan,  Ban- 

nett's-hill,  BIrm. 
Critchar.  Wm,  Approaoh-rd,  Tnlse-Ull  Station,  Lower  Norwood,  Builder. 

April  17  at  13,  at  offioea  of  Chatteris  ft  Co,  Baainghall-«t.    Oarid- 

sona  ft  Co,  Baalnghall-st. 
Danka,  Wm,  Bbrm,  out  of  business.    April  13  at  3,  at  cOce  cf  Parry. 

Bannatt's-hiU,  BIrm. 
Dean,  Wm  Hy,  Lpool,  Ironmonger.    April  20  at  3,  at  office  of  Dixon, 

Lord'St,  Lpool. 
Depper,  Hy  Cheater,  Orocar.    April  18  at  2,  at  the  Hop  Pole  Hotel, 

Cheater. 
De  Temant,  Victor,  Ranugate,  Kent,  Profeasor  of  Chemistry.   April  19- 

at  S,  at  I,  York-at,  RanisKate.    Edwards. 
Doowra,  Bicbd,  WhitehaTen,  Cumberland,  Contractor.    April  21  at  II, 

at  office  of  Webater,  Qoeen-st,  Wbitehaven. 
Eraoa,  Edwd,  Llanfsir,  Montgomery,  Orooer.    April  21  at  Ii,  at  effic* 

of  Jones,  welcbpool. 
ETans,  Thos,  Welcbpool,  Montgomery.  Grocer.    April  24  at  3,  at  olBcea 

of  Harrison,  Barriew-at,  Welchpool. 
Farrell,  Uy  Geo,  CardiS;  Glamorgan,  Merchant's  Clark.    April  IB  at  1 1, 

at  80,  St  Mary-street,  Cardiff.    Morgan. 
Ferris,  Thos,  Wootton  Bssaett,  Wilts,  Grocer.    April  19  at  13,  at  officaa- 

of  KInneIr  &  Tombs,  Wootton  Bassett. 
Foot,  Blobd,  Condean,  Dorset,  Farmer,    April  17  at  II,  at  tbe  New  Inn, 

Wimbome  Minster.    Moore,  Wimbome  Minater. 
Garslde,  Wm,  Worksop,  Nottingham,  Timber  Merebaat.  April  20  at  12, 

at  office  of  Wball,  Brid^hst,  Worksop. 
Glaaler,  Jas,  HastbigB,  Sussex,  Draper.    April  19  at  1,  at  12,  Souttaamp- 

ton-bldga,  Chanoeiy-lane.    Lydall. 
Olorer,  John,  Ear'stown,  Lancaster,  Chemist.    April  19  at  II,  at  tbe 

Old  Fox  Inn,  Victoria-at^Manoh.    Leigh  ft  Ellis,  Wigan. 
Greenwood,  John,  Broadway,  South  Hackney,  Grocer.    April  27  at  2,  at 

offioeof  TtUey,  Fbisbury-pl  South. 
Guest,  Fredk  Wm,  Hunter  at,  Branswiok-sq,  out  of  businees.    April  37 

at  2,  at  offlcea  of  Blachford  ft  Riches,  Gt  Swan-alley,  Uoorgate-sl. 
Hall,  Sarah  Ann,  ft  Wm  Powell,  Onosall,  Stafford,  Groeara.    April  22 

at  1 1 ,  at  offloes  of  Brongh,  St  Mary's-placa.  Stafford. 
Hallllsy,  Jaf ,  Eatlsbaaton,  Tork,  Blanket  Hanalkctarer.    April  19  at  3, 

at  offices  of  Scholes  ft  Brearey,  Leeds-rd,.Dewabaty, 
Handlay,  Joseph,  Wbaley  Bridge,  Derby,  Orocar.    April  IS  at  12,  at 

olBoa  of  Clayton,  George-st,  Asbton-under-Lyne. 
Beam,  Lawis  Jas,  Lntoo,  Bedford,  Grocer's  Assistant.    April  20  at  I,  at 

tbe  GuildbaU  TsTora,  Khig-st,  Onlldhall. 
Hide,  Hy,  Maasteg,  Glamorgan,  Draper,    .\pril  18  at  12,  at  effleea  of 

Ladbtunr  ft  Co,  Cbeapaide.    Parker  ft  Co,  St  Faul's-chnrohyard. 
Hill,  WiB,Ohislehnrst,  Kent,  Builder.    April  20  at  12,  at  the  Innaot 

Court  Hotel,  High  Uolbom.    Peacock  ft  Ooddard,  Soutb.sq,  Oray'a- 
rinn. 
HIncUiffe,  John,  Fartown.  In  Pndsey,  Tork,  Cloth  Mannlketurer.  April 

24  at  3,  at  offices  of  Hutchinson,  PIccadilly-chambera,  Fiooadllbr. 
Jackson,  Jane,  Thomley,  Durham,  Grocer.    April  21  at  II,  at  olBceof 

Marsball,  Market.pl,  Durliaoi. 
Lamb,  Hy,  Bishop's-rd,  Uaysvater,  Watchmaker.    April  17  at  3,  at 

offloes  of  Macmullcn,  Talbot-rd,  Westbourne-pk. 
Lae,  Wm,  Wolverhampton,  StatTunl,  Baker.    April  21  at  II, at  offlcos  of 

DaUow.  Queen-sq,  Wolverhampton. 
Lemmon,  Edwd  Bin,  Dracer-st,  Walworth-rd,  Ironmonger.   April  24  at 

2.atofBceof  Siicbael,  G^e^llam-bl<lc9,  Basinghall-st. 
Major,  Pryce  Attaawas,  Rdgate,  Surrey,  Schooimasier.    April  IS  at  I2„ 

at  office  of  Hanson,  lieigate. 
Matthews,  Hy,  Heme  Bay,  Kent,  Grocer.    April  20  at  S,  at  the  Gnlld- 

halt  Tavern,  Oresham-st.    Lumley  ft  Lumley,  Old  Jewry -cbambera. 
Uaand,  Wm  Cope,  Bromyard,  Hereford,  Qrocer.    April  20  at  I,  at  the- 

Star  Hotel,  Forevate-st,  Worcester.    Andrewtt,  Leominster. 
Uteklethnalie,  Edwd,  Ackworth,   Ynrk,  Draper.     April  20  at  12,  at 

oflDoea  of  Rooke  ft  Midglcy,  Bank-bliigs,  ttoar-lane,  Leeds. 
Mllbank,  Wm  Harry  Vane,  Griioge-ter,  Brompton-creacent,  no  trade. 

May  4  at  2,  at  office  of  Duvia,  Cork-*t,  BurllDgiton-gardens. 
Hinahall  Thee,  Lpool,  Boot  Dealer.    April  2»  at  II,  at  offices  of  Peel  ft 

Hagbes,  HsrrinKton.et,  Lpool. 
MInter,  Wm,  EsrI'a  Court  rd,  Kensington,  Ironmonger.    April  18  at  2, 

at  offices  of  Hand,  Colemanst. 
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Mocno.  Wm  Ht,  FlTmontb,  Deron,  Cork  Muinfuturer.    April  16  at 

11,  u  the  Odd  Fellom'-ball,  Ker-tl,  Deronport.     B«er  &  Rnndle, 

DeTonport. 
'Nawall,  Wm,  Tluzted,  EMez,  Innkeeper.    April  Xt  at  13,  at  the  White 

lion-inn,  Ot  Dnnmov. 
Onion*,  Feter,  Walnll,  Sttllbrd,  Snaffle  Bit  Uaker.    April  19  at  I,  at 

offlcetof  Glorer,  P«rle-it,  WaltaU. 
'Owen.Thna  Lewia,  Carnarron,  Draper.    April  17  at  II,  at  the  Prince 

Albert  Hotel,  Rlirh-et,  Bangor.    Williams,  Portb-rr-Aar,  Camarron. 
Palaoln,  Ys'doro,  Haekner-rd,  Oil  Dealer.    April  IS  at  i,  at  offlea  of 

Dobic,  Ba«lnB;halI->t. 
Fallett.  Geo  Michael.  Esienden,  Hertford,  Lieennd  Vietoaller.     April 

19  at  1 3.  at  offlees  of  Beealer,  Bedford-mw.    Daniel. 
Fanona,  Joseph,  Birm,  Sutloner.    April  18  at  II,  at  olHsea  of  Fallows, 

Cherry -St.  Birm. 
FojMr.  Joseph,  Wirksirortii,  Derby,  Anotloneer.    April  3fi  atl.  at  offloe 

of  Brlggs.  Fnll-tt,  Derbr. 
Priest.  John  Wm,  Strand,  Keeper  of  Dining-rooms.    April  M  at  t,  at 

office  of  Uanton,  Hontagoe-st,  Rnssel1-si|. 
Fring,  Robt.  Newport.  Honmnaih,  Tag  Owuer.    April  26  at  II,  atofflees 

of Batchelor, Commraercialst,  Newport. 
Polling.  Philip  John,  Csk,  Monmonth,  Ironmonger.    April  31  at  13,  at 

the  Salmon's  Hotel.  Uik.    Lloyd. 
Bsweon,  Wm,  Uarket  Sasen,  Lincoln,  Coal  Dealer,     April  II  at  11,  at 

offlees  of  Safbry  ft  Chambers,  Market  Rseen. 
Bea.  Tboa,  Glonccster,  Botcher.    April  24  at  11.30,  at  oOce  of  Oooke, 

Fitt-st,  Oloaoester. 
Senior,  Joseph,  Esrisheeton,  Tork,  Blanket  Manaflutnrer.    April  31  at 

3.  at  ofilce!  of  Cbadwlck  A  Son,  DewiburT. 
Sbattleworth,  David,  Warwick.  Grocer.    April  30  a:  13,  at  oBoes   of 

Lomas  fc  Co,  Cannon-st,Binn.    Wardon,  Sbalford-npon-ATon. 
Smart,  Wm  tc  Saml  Smart,  Dadlej,   Worcester,  Shoe  Uannfaotaren. 

April  18  at  II,  at  offices  of  Stokes.  Prior]r-st,Dnd1ey. 
Smith,  Saml,  Fedmore,  nr  Stonrbridre,  Worcester,  Farmer.    April  19  at 

11,  at  offices  of  CoUis,  Market-st,  Sworbridge. 
Stabb,  Wm,  Torquay.  OeTon,  Bnilder.    April  30  at  I,  at  Mogridge's 

Union  Hotel,  Torquy.    Searle. 
Stanier,  Wm,  Aadley,  Stafford,  Innkeeper.    April  33  at  10,  at  oOee*  o( 

Cooper,  Lawton-st,  Cnngleton. 
^toplbrd,  Cbas,  Bristol,  Hat  Mann&etnrer.    April  19  at  It,  at  offleee  ot 

Barnard  ft  Co,  Albion-chambers,   Small-M.      Beuaon  &  Elletaon, 

Bristol. 
Stringer,  John,  Kidderminster,  Woroeiter,  Win  Drawer.    April  84  at 

U,  at  offloe  of  Whltaboose,  Castle-st,  Dudley, 
Sntellfls,  Edwin,  Msnch,  Frorision  Dealer.     April  10  at  4,  at  oflioea  of 

Addleahaw,  King-st,  Manch. 
Sntcliffe,  nil,  HHUIkx.Tork,  Hardware  Dealer.  April  19  at  S,  St  offloea  of 

Jnbb,  Banim  Top,  Halifax. 
-Swaine,  Wm  Edwd,  Bradiord,  Tork,  Joinar.    April  11  at  S,  at  offlcea  of 

Browning,  Qnaenagate,  Bradford, 
laylor,  John,  Newton  Heath,  Manch,  Oomm  Ajcent.    April  30  at  >,  at 

offlcea  or  Hardy,  St  JameaVsq,  Mancb. 
Thornton,  Abrabam,  Bradfbrd,  Tork,  Carrier.    April  11  at  1 1,  at  offices 

of  Rhodaa,  Darley-st,  Bradfbrd. 
Tigar,  Cbas,  Bercriey,  Tork,  Hatter.     April  16  M  11,39,  at  the  George- 

Inn,  Whitefriar-gate,  KIngston-npon-Hnll.    Shepherd  ft  Co. 
miite.Oeo,  Birkenhead,  Chester,  Tailor.    April  19  at  3,  at  offlcea  o 

Bellringer,  North  Jobn.st,  Lpool.  ■ 

WilUne,  Walter,  Derby,  ont  of  business.    April  35  at  3,  at  office  of 

Heatb,  Amen-alley,  Derby 

TmOAT,  April  II,  1871. 
Amei,  Oeo,  Braboame,  Kent,  Brloklsyer.     April  M  at  1,  at  the  Boyal 

Oak  Hotel,  Aahford.    MInter,  Folkestone. 
Arnott,  Wm,  BIrm,  Bellows  Maker.    April  II  at  II,  at  offieea  of  Rooke, 

Argyle-chambers,  Colmore-row.  Birm. 
Barnes,  David,  StemAeld-hall,  Snflblk,  Farmer.    April  38  at  1,  at  offioea 

of  Uoalton,  New-st,  Woodbridge. 
Sates,  Ellen  Maria  it  Emily  Bates,  Bnxton,  Dsrby,  Sehoolmistreeies. 

April  37  at  3,  St  office  of  Taylor,  Hardwiok-ter,  Buzlon, 
Sratt,  All,  Wolrerhampton,  Susord,  Orocer.    April  24  at  II,  atoBcea 

of  Dallow,  <)neen-tqaare,  Wolverhampton. 
Briatol,  Tboa,  Bradford,  Tork,  Coal  Merchant.    April  11,  at  1,  at  offieea 

Of  Watson  h  Dickons,  Market-st,  Bradford. 
CoIHns,  Edwin,  Wolverhampton,  Stafford,  Beer  Betailer.    April  33  at  IX, 

et  offices  of  Barrow,  Qneen«,  Wolverhampton. 
Coombs,  Hillary,  Crewkeme,  Somerset,  Implement  Agent.    April  36  at 

3,  at  the  Queen's  Hotel,  St  MarllnVle-grand.    Sparks,  Crewkeme. 
Cordery.  David,  Tidal  Basin-station,  Victoria-docks,  Licensed  Victualler. 

April  211  at  3,  at  offlcea  of  Blacbford  ft  Kichea,  Gt  Swan-alley,  Moor- 

gate-st. 
Dowler,  Geo,  Aston-Joxta-BIrm,  Ammoniiion  Mannfaotnrer.    April  21 

at  13,  at  the  <lneen's  Hotel,  Birm.    Oriffln,  Birm. 
Elliott,  Jaa  Hy,  Kentish  Town-id,  Cora  Merchant.    April  31  st  i,  st 

office  of  Freeman,  Bedford-row. 
Xtheridge,  Tboe  Robt,  Norwich,  Jeweller.    April  31  at  2,  at  the  Inns  of 

Conrt  Uoiel,  High  Hnlbom. 
Farrar,  Oeo  Francis,  CamberweU-grove,  Merchant.    April30at  II,  at 

offlceo  of  Chldlej,  Old  Jewry. 
<3reen.  Wm  ft  WmGreen.  jr,  Birm,  Timber  MerehanU.    April  28  at  13, 

at  offl.es  of  Griffin,  Bennett's- bill,  Birm. 
-Qrindell,  Wm,  Bristol,  Accountant.    Aprill2atll,at  offlcesof  Paraone, 

Nlchol»s-9t,  Bristol. 
Harvey,  Peter,  Newcastle-npon-iyne,  Innkeeper.     April  34  at  I,  at 

offlcea  of  Unsb,  St  Nlcholas-bldgs,  Newcaatle-on-Tyne. 
EiBgiobottom,  Geo  Josiah,  Rancorn,  Cheater,  Uotelkeeper.    April  26  at 

II,  at  offlcea  of  Hooro,  Warrington. 
Bill.  John  &  Juhn  Hy  Sollitt,  Upper  Nortb-st,  Poplar,  Saw  Hill  Proprie- 
tors.   April  m  at  i,  at  offices  of  Jones  ft  Co,  Moorgate-st.    Hudson  ft 

Co,  Hncklcrabury, 
Eubbard,  John,  Iligb-green,  Ecclesfield,  Tork,  Orocer.    April  32  at  11, 

at  office  of  Fernell,  st  Jsmes'i-st.  Sheffield. 
Hunter,  John,  (Jiiebec,  Dirbau),  Joiner.    April  37  at  2,  at  the  Three 

Tuns-inn,  New  Elvet,  Unrham.    Patrick,  Dnrhom. 
Huntley,  Geo,  Nevcxsile-upon-Tyne,  Grocer's  Aisistant.    April  II  at  3, 

at  offlees  of  Joel,  Msrket-st,  Newcastle-upon-Tyne, 
Jones.  John.   Fortdinorwic,  Cwnarvon,  Draper.    M«y  1  at  12,  at  the 

L-vcrpool  Arms  Hotel,  Brook-tt,  Chester.    Williams,  Porth-yr-Aur, 
■Caraarron. 


Kerr,  Alex,  Gloucester,  TravelUug  Draper.    A;riliei 

of  Cuoke.  Pittst,  Gloucester. 
Leighton,  Richd,  Lowestoft,  SatTolk,  Tailor.   April » 

WUIIams,  Ssijeant's.tnn,  Fleat-st.    Kent.  Konricti. 
Lewis,  Geo,  Pontypridd,  Glamorgan,  Biildcr.    .^pii 

Angel  Hotel,  Cardiff. 
Lortmier,  Anthony,  John.«t,  Bedfbrd-*q,  Bockbtii!<r. 

offieea  of  Mayhew,  Poultry. 
Hanbre,  Alexander,  Booth-st,  Spitalflelds,  8ii|ir  Mmi 

14  at  II,  at  the  OoUdball  CoffM-bonse,  Gresluio.| 

Wollbnton,  IronoMnger-lane,  Cheapslde. 
Mazfield  Metcalfe,  Orasslngton,  York.  Inukteper.  i 

oOoes  of  Robinson  ft  Robinson,  Skipton. 
Mllner,  Robt,  York,  Hay  Dealer.     April  24  st  II,  at  « 

Jr.  Tork. 
Merpbett,  Oeo  Everard.  St  Leonard's-on-Ses,  Snst 

April  18  at  3,30,  at  the    Provincial  Hotel,  Hinb 

Philbriok. 
Newton,  Thos,  Worksop,  Notts,  Veterinary  Sar^eon. 

office  of  Appleton,  Worksop.    Bnrdekin  ft  Cj,  SlislI 
Fape,  Wm,  Keswick,  Cumberland,  Butcher.    April  1{  i 

House,  Cockermouth.    Lowthlan,  Keswick. 
Preston,  Robt,  Little  Bolton,  Lancaster.  Flour  Dealer. 

office  of  Daw»on,  Exchaage-at  East,  Bolton. 
Randall,  Geo,  Ssacombe,  Chester.    April  24  at  i,  at 

Union-ct.  Castle-st,  Lpool. 
Biohards,  Morgan,  Dinas,  Glamorgan,  Licensed  Vieto 

I,  at  the  New  Inn  Hotel,  Pontypridd.    Thomas,  to 
Richarda,  Wm,  Cardiff,  Glamorgan,  Cardiff  Pilot.  Apr 

of  BIdgood,  Arcade-chamber*.  Cardiff.    Yoraih. 
Robertson,  John,  Mancb,  Joiner.    April  34  at  3.  at  c 

ft  HUne,  Norfolk-st.  Manch.     Walmsly,  Msnch. 
Rogers,  Hy,  Chester,  Csrrer.    April  33  ai  II,  at  o( 

Co,  St  Jnbn-st,  Cheater. 
Stafford,  Thos,  Birm,  Grocer.    April  27  at  13,  at  oiBo 

Cannon-st,  Birm.    Griffin,  Birm. 
Swslea,  Robt,  Leeds,  Engineer.    April  31  at  10,  st  of 

Market-st,  Bradiord. 
Thomaon,  Joa  Sword.  Lixnl,  General  Broker.    April 

of  Kemp  ft  Co.  The  Temple,  Dale-st,  LpoOl. 
Tlmmins,  Saml  John,  Penanett,  Stafford,  Butty  CoUli 

at  offlcea  of  CoUls,  Market-st,  Stourbridge. 
Vine,  AMred,  Eastbourne,  Sussex,  Grocer.    April  31 

Carter  ft  Bell,  Leadenhall-st. 
Vlnnell,  Giles,  Shepton  Mallett,  Somerset,  Stonemsao 

at  office  of  Hobbs,  Chamberlain-st,  Wells. 
Watson,  Eliz,  Cbeetham,  Msnch,  Grocer.    April  36  a 

Hotel,  Spring-fardens,  Manch.    Lelgfa,  Manch. 
Webster,  Joshua,  Gaytboro,  Manch,  Fellmouger.    t 

Clarence  Hotel,  Spring-gardens,  Manch.    Cooper  I 
Weateott.  Philip,  Cavendish-sii,  Morylebone,  Artii 

at  offlees  of  Satchell  ft  Chappie,  Queen's-st,  Cheap 
WhitUker,  Wm,  New-st,  Dorset-sq,  Orocer.    April 

Izard  ft  Batts,  Eaatebeap.    Carter  ft  Bell,  Leadenb 
Wildman,  Jaa,  Bedford,  Tailor.    April  34  at  3,  a) 

MUI<«t.  Bedford. 
Wilson,  ThaeWm,Bingin«r,  Sussex,  Grocer.    April 

of  Smith  ft  Oo,  Bread-st,  Cbeadsida.    Lamb,  Biigl 
Wire,  John,  Stratford,  Essex,  Builder.    April  34  at 

sey,  Bedfbid-row,  Holbom. 
Wright,  Wm,  Penanett,  Stafford,  Miner.    April  34 

Oollis,  Market-«t,  Stourbridge. 
Tonngr,  Wm  Dhnsdale,  Birm,  Conmi  Agent    April 

Jaqoes,  Cherry  st,  Birm. 


GRESHAM     LIFE    ASSURAXCI 
37,  OLD  JEWRY,  LONDON,  E.C 

SOLICITORS  are  invited  to  introduce,  on  behalf  a 
posals  for  Loans  on  Freehold  or  Leasehuld  Propen 
Interests,  or  other  adequate  securities. 

Propoeala  may  be  mads  in  the  first  inatanca  accord 
fOrmi— 

PaoposAi.  roB  Loam  0!r  Moa-reAi 

Date 

Introdneed  by  (itate  namt  and  adJna  qf  solMlor) 

Amount  required  £ 

Time  and  mode  of  repayment  (Le.,  vfutktr  for  a 
mnnalor  other  paymnti) 

Security  (sto/e  ihoriij/  tht  partiadart  tf  secartfy,  ai 
iaff$,  ttaU  the  net  annual  income). 

State  what  Lift;  Policy  (if   any)  Is  proposed  u  I 
Gresham  Office  in  connection  with  the  eecority. 
By  order  of  the  Beard, 

F.  ALLAN  CURTIS,  Actni 

UNPRECEDENTED  EASTER 
at  the  ROTAL  POLTTECHNIC.-"  Snow, 
with  Wondrous  and  Experimental  Illustrations,  int 
Pepper's  New  Entertainment. — Huaical  Conablnat 
sixteen  drums,  played  by  Uerr  Jolins  Weiffenbach  ( 
costume)  unaided,  and  showinjt  bis  command  over 
—A  Life-like  Figure,  a  14  "  Lulu,"  springs  tliirty  fe< 
Valentine  performs  his  evolutions  on  the  Slack  V 
Mr.  J.  L.  King's  discourse  on  the  ''  Art  o(  BAIaocIni 
Facia)  Entertainment,  By  George  Grossmttb,  £s^ 
Bottsfleld's  Life-like  Illosirationa  of  Collins*  Ode  to 
the  other  Entertainments.— One  Shilling. 

BILLS  OF  COMPLAINT. 

BILLS    of   COMPLAINT,  5/0    per 
copies,  from  which,  price  a  hirfrc  disoount  vi 
ia  paid  immediatoly  on  completion  of  onler. 
Yates  &  Allsanabs,  Law  Printers,  SymoadsMi 
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TU  Cf  */*  '^*'  Joxnsu.  mtd  of  th$  Wbbxlt  Bipobtbb 
i>  M»  i(  IS,  Oock't-taurt,  Carty.iirttt,  W.C. 

TU  Snitcription  to  tht  Solicitors'  Joubnal  i> — Tota  n,  26f. 

Ctntty  28>./  tnth  tht  Wuclt  Rbpostbb,  SSf     Pai/mtnt 

n  nfeMM  ineludet  Doublt  Numitri  and  Poilag*.  Buiteribtr* 

n*  itM  thtir  Tolnmei  itund  at  the  Offlet — <bM,  2(.  M., 

MfUw  calf,  4<.  id. 
All  UUrt  iniatdtdfor  puiliealhii  in  tht  "SoUeitorf  Journal " 

mutht  mthmtuatid  hy  tht  naau  of  tht  tcrittr,  though  not 

nmuarify  for  puilication. 
mm  itfimUi/  it  txpiriinetd  in  procuring  tht  Journal  with 

npdtrity  in  tht  Provineet,  it  it  rtqutUid  that  applitatioa  it 

mfa  dirtel  to  tht  Publithtr. 


^^e  ^clidtars'  laitntjrl. 


LONDON,  APRIL  22,  1871. 


Kb.  Little,  Q.C,  of  the  Ohaneety  Bar,  saooeeds  Hr. 
IHekeiu  M  Tio»-Chanoellor  for  the  Conat;  Palatine  of 
laMMter.  Mr.  Little,  thoagh  not  so  strong  as  either  of 
Ui  two  immediate  predecessors,  will  probably  disoharge 
Ibdoties  of  the  office  well.  He  is  familiar  with  the 
bniiusa  of  the  court  and  of  the  district  generally.  Mr. 
6.  W.  Hemming  sacoeeds  Mr.  Wiokens  as  "  Attorney- 
Ctstnl't Chancery  Devil." 


Tfli  AiUBiCAN  OOBBKSPONDKNT  of  the  Timt*  states 

ttit  the  Joint  High  Commission  hare  agreed  upon  a  rule 

"tkst  a  nsntral  is  responsible  for  depredations  committed 

»p«»  friendly  Power  by  a  vessel  fitted  ont  and  manned 

•tMvbal  port;"  whioh  rnle  is  also  to  be  recommended 

Jft^r  great  Powers.     If  this  U  to  be  understood  as 

*'|"''«7  merely,  it  is  incorrect.     It  lacks  two  limita- 

■<■•:  lot,  the  nentral  is  not  responsible  aniess  the  de- 

J«toof  the  vessel  was  preventible  by  what  a  common 

■•jWBighteaU  "  reasonable  diligence  ":  secondly,  there 

>M  wHaiitation  uialogooa  to  the  common  law  principles 

Jf    tosge  too  remote,"  "  oontribntory  negUgenoe," 

■*•»  foith,  on  the  responsibility  for  the  injuries  in- 

■M I7  the  vessel ;  for  instance,  if  she  were  to  engage 

■je  •nemy's  vessels  of  her  own  size  and  armament, 

j*  *^y  were  to  hanl  down  their  flags  after  firing 

MU^doMB  tonnds   (we    are    patting   an    improbable 

**  ^7  way  of   illustration )  the   loss  of   these  three 

^^  wooM  certainly  not   be    a    legitimate    oonse- 

•■«  of  the  equipment  of  the  other.     If,  however,  the 

*»  fflgh  Commission  have  proposed  this  as  the  rule  for 

Uratoie,  th^  have  proposed  a  very  imperfect  one.    It 

I  BBgolar   also,    but    it    is    the    fact,    that    under 

•  rnle   such    a    case    as    that    of    the     Alahama 

•jM  entail  no   liability  on  the  nentral,  becanse  the 

•"<*»  was   not   "fitted  out  and   manned"  at  the 

JP"h  port.    There  must  surely  be  some  mistake  about 

Pwported  "  rule."    The  truth  is  that  if  the  Joint  High 

y*w°  0M»  only  manage  to  dispose  of  the  individual 

■••«•  eaie,  the  general  principles  of   international 

j^«  what  is  so  termed,  whioh  are  applicable  to  the 

Jwt.  can  very  well  take  care  of  themselves,  and  had 

^  h»ve  been  let  alone.     There  is  not  the  smallest 

'  M  to  the  principles  of  international  comity  which 

■*  noh  questions;  this  particalar  qneation  has  been 

fM  10  long,  not  by  any  obscurity  of  general  prln- 

jbot  \ij  Uie  treatment  which  it  has  received  in 

■^  from  those  who  have  made  political  capital  of 


'  noposAU  of  the  Land  Tenure  Reform  Asaooia> 
'2~V^  '^^'^  *^  '*8f"'  •■"*  ^""^  impedimente  to 
^■*»  Of  land  be  removed.  (2)  The  abolition 
am  of  primogeniture.  (8)  To  restrict,  within 
IJiJ'y*"*  limits,  the  power  of  tying  up  land, 
^^^ytopriate  to  the  State,  by  means  of  an  increased 
,  Um  f  Btnie  unearned  increase  in  the  value 


of  land;  allowing  owners,  however,  to  sell  to  the  Stats 
at  whatever  may  be  the  market  value  of  the  land  at  the 
date  when  this  prinoiple  may  have  been  adopted  by  the 
Legislature.  (6)  The  development  of  co-operative  agri- 
culture, by  the  letting  to  co-operative  cultivation  associa- 
tions of  lands  purchased  by  the  State.  (6)  The 
encouragement  of  small  colttvators  by  similar  lettinga 
from  the  Stats.  (7)  The  applioation  to  similar  purposes 
of  orown  lands,  and  Isnda  belonging  to  charitable 
endowments  or  pnblic  bodies.  (8  k,  9)  Waste  lands  to 
be  retained  to  national  uses,  the  wilder  and  less  profitable 
portions  being  kept  in  their  present  picturesque  statu. 
(10)  Legislative  restraint  on  landowners  (accompanied 
by  proper  compensation)  prohibiting  the  destrnction  of 
natural  objects  or  artifioial  ooastruoiions  attaohed  to  the 
soil,  and  which  are  of  historical  or  ucientific  interest. 

The  first  three  of  these  proposals  are  aimed  at  secur- 
ing what  is  popularly  termed  Free  Tragic  in  Land.    The 
term,  when  thus  used,  has  been  objected  to  on  the  ground 
that "  Free  Trade,"  from  its  derivation  in  times  of  "  Pro- 
tection "  and  "  anti- Protection  ''  agitation,  has  been  appro- 
priated to  mean  freedom  from  fiscal  prohibitions  on  aliena- 
tion :  so  far  as  anything  of  that  kind  is  concerned  there 
is  now  Free  Trade  in  Land,  and  no  special  case  has  been 
made  out  for  relieving  land  purchases  from  contribution 
to  the  State  Ezohequer;  indeed,  the  desire  which  actuates 
a  certain  class  of  political  eoonomists,  of  assimilating  Inad 
tenure  to  the  possession  ol  personal  property,  seemt  by 
analogy  to  bind  them  to  a  contrary  opinion.    Snbstaa- 
tially,  however,  the  term  "  Free  Trade  in  Land  "  is  a  fair 
one,  since  the  trade  in  land  is  not  properly  free  as  long 
as  it  is  hampered  by  the  legal  difficulties  and  compliua- 
tions  which  still  beset  the  question  of  title.    No  reason- 
able man  imagines  that  any  legislation  can  ever  render 
the  transfer  of  a  close  of  land  as  simple  as  that  of  a 
horse  or  a   watch.     A  question  of  title  there  always 
must  be,  concerning  an  immovable  suob  as  land,  in  con- 
tradistinction to  a  question  of   possession  concemior 
moveables.    But  these  questions  of  title  are  far  too  com- 
plicated and  abetrnae  ;   our  land   law  needs  extensive 
aimplication.      An  immense  boon  was  oonferred  when 
"satisfied   terms"  were  abolished,   but  the  Act  whioh 
effected  that  reform  was  a  mere  drop  in  the  bucket. 
The  law  is  complicated  by  innumerable  growths  which 
had  their  roots  far  back  in  obsolete  principles  of  feudal  i«m. 
things  whioh  have  ceased  to  have  any  articulate  meaning 
and  live  only  to  hamper  alike  the  statutes  and  the  jo<lge. 
made  law.    To  all  this  is  added  the  complications  arising 
out  of  clumsy  legislative  cobbling  like  the  Judgment 
Acts  and  many  others.      When  all  this  is  to  be  swept 
away,  is  merely  a  question  of  time.     And  when  all  this 
has  been  swept  away,  when  our  land  law  with  its  infini- 
ties of  doubt,  difflonlty,  and  oomplioation   has  been  cast 
into  the  furnace  and  hammered  out  as  smooth  as  can  be, 
it  will  remain  to  be  seen,  whether  the  sub-division  of 
land  will  have  been  promoted  by  facilitating  its  trans- 
fer, or  the  central^.     The  unequal  distribution  of  laud 
ia  promoted    by    the    unequal    distribation    of    other 
property,  and  also  by  that  high  farming  whioh  Mr.  Wren 
Hoskyns,  who  desires  the  sub-division,  has  advocated  so 
pleasantly  in  his  "  Chronicles  of  a  Clay  Farm." 

The  proposal,  to  restrict  within  the  narrowest  limits  the 
tying  up  of  land,  is  so  broad  that  it  may  mean  almost  any- 
thing. The  Qovemment,  as  the  Attorney-General  reoentiy 
stated,  have  prepared  a  bill  relating  to  this  matter,  which, 
however,  they  are  doubtful  of  being  able  to  introduce  this 
session  :  we  do  not  know  whether  the  bill  deals  with 
primogeniture  or  entails  or  both.  Absolute  prohibition 
of  testamentary  dispositions  of  land  the  country  certainly 
does  not  desire,  and  we  hope  and  believe  that  it  never 
will. 

The  fourth  proposal  of  the  Land  Tenure  Reform  Asso- 
ciation is  Communism :  it  is  also  confiscation,  a  term 
which  has  often  been  employed  very  inappropriatelv 
within  the  last  two  years,  but  is  certainly  appropriate 
to  this  proposal.  The  ambition  of  owning  land  is  a 
powettol  incentive  to  thrift  and  indoatiy,  and  iu  i^ratifi- 
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there  will  b«  no  enbetantial  alteration  of  the 
of  tbe  l»v,  and  the  Tarioaa  benefiu  will  not 
which  we  agree  with  the  adrooatea  of  the 
anticipating  as  the  result  of  its  adoption. 


eation  confers  a  very  wholesome  responsibility  and,  as  a 
ooiitemporary  has  well  pat  it,  has  a  "  steadying  effect  as 
a  political  agency."  This  ambition  is  widely  diffused 
aiftong  all  claises ;  land  associations  and  bnilding  socie- 
ties attest  its  existence  among  the  lower  middle,  and  poorer 
elssses.  Up  to  the  present  time  Oommnnism  in  land  is 
not  an  idea  oaloulsted  to  find  maoh  favour  in  England. 

A  SPECIAL  CASE  of  Hutchiton  ▼.  Huteh'uon  was 
heard  before  the  Master  of  the  Bolls  last  Wednesday, 
calling  for  a  deoiaion  on  the  constractioa  of  a  will. 
The  testator  first  "  gave  derised  and  bequeathed  "  to  his 
wife  "  all  moneys  shares  of  ships  and  other  properties  of 
any  description,"  and  then  .proceeded  to  dispose  of  "  all 
the  rest  residae  and  remainder  of  his  estate  and  effects 
whatsoever  and  whereeoerer  both  real  and  personal 
whether  in  possession  reversion  remainder  or  expectancy," 
giving  it  to  his  wife  on  trust  for  herself  for  life,  and  after 
her  death  to  his  children  living  at  her  death  and  the 
issue  of  snoh  as  should  be  dead,  saoh  issae  talcing  their 
deceased  parent's  share.  It  appeared  difficnlt  to  account 
for  a  man's  having  made  such  a  will,  displaying  as  it  did 
a  curious  mixture  of  knowledge  and  ignorance,  bat  the 
phenomenon  was  shortly  explained  by  the  Court  being 
informed  that  the  will  consisted  of  a  lithographed  form 
filled  up.  A  precedent  was  then  cited  of  JUanning  v. 
Pureell  (8  W.  R.  273,  7  De  G.  M.  &  G.  65),  in  which  a 
similsr  lithographed  form  was  filled  up  in  a  similarly  un- 
intelligible manner.  Tbe  Master  of  the  Rolls  then  de- 
sired the  case  to  stand  over,  in  order  that  the  original  will 
might  be  prodnced,  in  hopes  th'at  the  testator's  intention 
mightappearmore  clearly  when  itwasseenwhat  parts  were 
lu  his  own  handwriting.  The  original  will  was  accordingly 
produced  tbe  next  day,  bat  it  did  not  do  much  to  clear 
np  matters,  and  the  Court  took  another  day  to  consider 
its  judgment.  We  cannot  allow  this  case  to  pass  without 
calling  attention  to  it  as  showing  whac  must  often  be 
the  result,  when  unprofessional  people  make  use  of 
lithographed  forma.  In  the  first  place,  this  testator,  in 
saving  himself  the  very  slight  expense  of  having  his 
will  profeasionally  prepared,  involved  the  persons  he  in- 
tended to  benefit  in  the  very  considerable  expense  of  a 
special  case;  and  in  the  next  place  he  left  his  intentions 
ao  badly  expressed  that  it  was  quite  impossible  to  die* 
cover  them,  and  the  probability  is  that  his  property  was 
divided  In  a  very  different  way  from  that  which  lin 
wished.  Moreover,  we  may  observe  that  the  form  itself 
gave  the  residua  to  the  children  who  survived  the  tes- 
tator's widow  and  the  issue  of  snoh  as  died  in  her  lifetime. 
We  can  hardly  think  the  testator  would  have  preferred 
this  to  giving  the  children  vested  interests  at  twenty- 
one,  if  tbe  matter  had  been  explained  to  him.  We  fear 
that  our  remarks  are  not  likely  to  reach  the  ears  of 
many  of  the  people  for  whom  they  are  intended,  and 
that  even  if  they  do  so  they  may  only  expose  us  to  the 
suspicion  of  giving  advice  from  interestud  motives.  Still 
we  feel  it  our  dnty  to  note  this  case  as  a  warning  :  con- 
veyancing of  this  description  only  makes  costs  foi 
lawyers. 

Wb  notice  a  letter  fbom  Mb.  Habdcastle,  M.P., 
pablisbed  in  the  Timta  yesterday,  from  which  it  appears 
that  that  gentleman  is  of  opinion  that  his  Bill  for  the 
Amendment  of  the  Game  Laws  involves  the  principle 
that  game  sbonid  be  made  property.  The  readers  of  the 
remarks  which  we  published  on  the  hill  a  month  or  so 
ago  will  remember  that,  as  drawn  at  present,  it  by  no 
means  carries  out  this  general  principle.  It  merely  pro- 
vides for  a  property  in  game  reduoed  into  possession — 
that  is,  in  dead  or  captnred  game.  This  scarcely,  if  at 
all,  alters  the  preeent  state  of  the  law  as  laid  down  by 
the  Houae  of  Lorda  in  JBladetY.  Biggs  (13  W.  R.  927). 
Something  more  than  this  is  wanted  to  carry  out  the 
general  principle  which  Mr.  Haidoastle  desires  to  advo- 
cate, and  which  has  recently  been  powerfully  advocated 
in  leading  articles  in  the  Tinei.  There  must  be  some 
enactment  piovidiog  for  property  in  /irogame,  otherwise 


THE  RATING  AND  LOCAL  GOVEBNM] 

The  bill  introduced  by  Mr.  Goachen  for  s 
law  relating  to  Bating  and  Local  Gorenim 
in  a  very  considerable  degree  all  the  ohsr 
most  repulsive  features  of  the  varioos  Loosl 
Acts,  which  the  Court  of  Queen's  Bench  oi 
paper  days  is  eni;aged  in  endeavouring  to  in 
find  long  aeotions  (one  of  which,  in  the 
occupies  about  four  pages  of  the  print),  diri 
lectiOQS  and  sub-diviaiona.  When  theae  an 
first  two  or  three  times,  they  usually  fail  entii 
any  definite  meaning  whatever  to  the  reac 
while  some  slight  glimmering  of  senae  sppe 
after  the  most  careful  study  some  points  of 
always  remain.  It  is  not  quite  obvioaa  wl 
should  be  incapable  of  simple  and  man 
treatment,  bnt  powibly  one  who  has 
self  attempted  the  task  of  dealing  with  i 
a  subject,  cannot  form  a  fair  estimate  of  t 
really  involved.  The  result,  however,  oerti 
that  the  acts  on  the  subject  have  almost  wi 
tion  been  complained  of  by  all  who  have 
them,  and  we  fear  that  if  the  present  bill  i 
an  act,  it  would  not  form  an  exception, 
tains  101  sections,  and  oooupies  o2  pages 
a  detailed  criticism  of  it  would  occupy  fa 
than  we  could  give  to  it.  Moreover  there  ia 
ment  to  attempt  such  a  criticism,  for  we 
ourselves  to  contemplate  the  passing  of  I 
early  date  as  a  possible  event.  Its  very  b 
show  it  to  be  meant  more  as  a  demonstral 
non-legislation,  than  as  an  attempt  for  wh 
at  all  anticipated.  Besides  which  thi 
introduced,  at  the  same  time,  a  short  li 
the  liability  of  property  to  local  taxation 
matter  of  which  is  so  nearly  conneote( 
that  is  dealt  with  in  the  larger  bill, 
to  discover  any  object  in  dividing  them,  i 
facilitate  the  passing  of  the  smaller  mes 
intended  to  dispose  of  those  points  upon 
tion  is  most  urgently  required.  We  propi 
shortly  to  call  attention  to  the  main  poinb 
bill,  regarding  them  as  proposals  for  legisl 
future  time,  and  without  criticising  in  detai 
by  which  the  varioua  objects  are  sought  to  I 

The  first  part  of  the  bill  relates  to  rating, 
is  to  consolidate  all  charges  for  local  taxi 
impost  to  be  called  the  consolidated  rate, 
made  annually,  bnt  payable  by  iostalmen 
now  raised  by  rates  are  to  be  included  in  tl 
rities  having  pbwer  to  rai^  them  Ijeii 
send  at  a  certain  time  a  precept  for  th 
quired  by  them  to  the  parochial  chai 
to  make  the  rate.  The  provisions  as  to  ^ 
included  in  this  rate  are  somewhat  oomp 
the  proposal  is  to  be  carried  out,  will  reqa 
vision.  As  we  understand  the  bill  as 
which  local  authorities  may  raise  and  obarg 
or  occupiers  as  the  case  may  be.  of  partic 
streets,  for  such  matters  as  paving  new  str< 
new  drains,  would  be  inclnded,  since  there  ii 
to  include  sums  payable  only  by  part  of  a 
were  not  for  the  aubeequent  arbitrary  app 
the  conaolidated  rate  equally  between  tl 
occupier,  there  would  be  no  objection  to 
being  included  in  tbe  rate,  but  if  that  api 
to  atand,  it  ought  to  be  confined  to  oases 
wjiioh  the  owner  and  occupier  had  a  oorrei 
rest,  otherwise  an  occupier  for  a  few  mont 
have  to  pay  half  the  expense  of  new  drains 
permanent  benefit  and-  improvement  of 
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mtf.  It  is  trae  that  th«  o1«iim  in  the  bill  Kstrioting 
fnedom  of  oontrsot  on  this  point  does  not  extend  to 
est  the  laodlord  egreeing  to  pay  more  than  halt,  bat 
funidm  that  an  agreement  that  he  should  bear  len 
htU,  if  made  after  the  passing  of  the  Aot,  shall  be 
il  Slid  void.  It  wonld,  therefore,  be  open  to  the 
iat  to  piDTide  for  the  case  applicable  to  the  owner's 
Mt,  bnt  not  for  those  applicable  speoially  to  the  occn- 


le  appeal  against  the  insertion  in  the  rate  of  the 
mt  teqoirsd  by  any  precept  is  to  be  to  a  ooort  of 
laiy  jnrisdiotion,  as  it  is  oalled,  which  appears 
I  two  jostioee  in  petty  sessions,  or  a  stipendiary 
itrato  if  there  be  one  in  the  district.    This  is  hardly 
totoiy;  and  farther,  as  it  is  not  provided  that  the 
il  il  to  be  either  by  "  information  or  complaint,"  it 
no  means  clear  that  the  jnstloes  woald  hare  the 
c  to  state  a  case  under  20  &  21  Tict.  o.  43.     One 
B  of  the  bill  provides  for  appeal  to  the  quarter  ses- 
in  certain  cases,  bat  this  again  depends  on  there 
aoomplaiot,    Aa  regards  the  Apportionment  of  the 
bstwesn  owner  and  occupier,  tiiere  are  doubtless 
lenooDs    which    woald    tender   each    a  oonttol 
y.    We  doubt,  however,  whether  it  is  reasonably 
uble.  Of  sourae  the  provisions  of  existing  oontraots 
en  landlord  and  tenant  are  preserved.     The  obvious 
in  of  doing  otherwise  seems  to  be  substantially 
U  against.    The  result,  however,  will  of  course  be 
il  the  case  of  long  leases,  which  are  suCBoiently 
niu  all  over  the  oonntiy,  the  Act  cannot  oome  into 
Motion  for  many  yean.     The  result  will  be  that 
and  nniformity  cannot  be  attained  at  present,  and 
Mriiooable  whrtber,that  being  so,  it  is  desirable  to 
IpenoDS  renewing  leases  or  re-letting  property  to 
■Ah  and  inconvecienoe  of  altering  all  the  terms 
Miiioas  of  the  letting,  as  they  will  have  to  do. 
li^llthongh  there  can  be  no  injustice  done  by  pro- 
ktbt  henceforth  all  houses  and  lands  shall  be  let 

RImns  of  such  hardens  aa  the  poor-rate  being 
tided  between  the  owner  and  ooeupier,  yet  if 
ptm  to  be  so  oompnlsorily  equally  divided  include 
•  in  natters  only  of  occasional  occurrence,  some 
•benefit  of  the  owner  and  some  of  the  occupier,  in- 
iwoild  oertainly  be  done  in  partionlar  cases. 
%now  to  the  point  whioh  has  been,  perhaps,  most 
Med  on  by  our  oontemporaries,  but  which  does 
B  to  na  of  very  great  praotieal  importance,  the 
il  taken  for  the  nnit  in  the  system  of  local  govem- 

It  has  been  said  that  this  is  reversing  the  policy 
1*»n,  which  has  been  to  spread  the  burden  of 
targes  as  mnofa  aa  possible  over  larger  districts, 
I  onions.  If  the  bill  is  stadied,  we  scarcely  think 
il  eiitieiim  is  weU  founded.  Although  a  separate 
'■ted  rate  is  to  be  made  in  each  parish,  and 
•eparately  collected,  yet  the  amount  of  the  rate 
e  determined  not  so  much  by  the  amount  of 
•inonired  within  the  parish  itself  aa  by  the 
t  teqaisitioaed  by  the  precepts  of  the  an- 
il «(  larger  distriots  within  which  the  pariah 
iM.  ^  The  system  is  similar  to  that  by  whioh  a 
oteii  now  made.  Each  parish  is  to  contribnte 
(a  to  the  amount  required  for  the  county  generally. 
1^  grievances  whioh  were  attributed  to  confining 
■V  expenses  to  too  small  areas  would  not  arise, 
td  not  notice  the  details  of  the  proposed  scheme. 
■tially  the  duties  now  vested  in  overseers  are  to 
■t  to  an  elected  officer  called  the  parochial  ohair- 
•^W  by  a  board. 

>Mit  matter  dealt  with  by  the  bill  is  that  of  the 
IMent  of  county  expenditnre.  It  has  been  agreed 
■etime  put  that  it  is  desirable  that  some  elected 
Jj^w  of  ratepayers  should  be  joined  in  the 
pentol  the  connty;,funds  with  the  justices.  The 
P^thebiUis  that  such  representative  shall  be 

bom  the  parochial  chairmen.    If    the  latter 


the  joint  management,  with  the  justices,  of  the  county 
funds. 

The  bill  next  deals  with  the  question  of  sanitary  au- 
thority. In  this  matter,  however,  the  proposed  altera- 
tions are  not  so  sweeping  as  on  other  matters.  Tiia 
proposals  relate  more  to  details,  and  wotild,  no  doubt, 
require  careful  oonsideration ;  in  the  main  they  would 
probably  be  improvements. 

The  next  most  important  matter  is  that  the  present 
Poor  Law  Board  is  to  be  converted  into  a  Local  Govern- 
ment Board,  with  the  same  power  as  it  has  at  present, 
and  also  with  considerable  new  powers  of  a  similarnatnre 
in  other  kindred  matters. 

The  bill  on  looal  taxation  alone  is,  perhaps,  more  im- 
portant than  the  other,  because  more  likely  to  pass.    It 
gives  over  to  the  local  authorities  for  looal  purposes  the 
inhabited  house  duty.    This  will  to  some  extent  relieve 
the  pressnre  of  local  burden^,  but,  of  course,  the  diSerence 
must  be  made  up  in  eome  form  or  another  by  taxation 
for  imperial  purposes.      The  further  provisions  relate 
mainly     to     making     property     rateable     whioh     is 
not  so  now.    Government  property  is  to  be  rateable.    Thia 
propositiou  will  doubtless  be  carried.    Also  it  is  proposed 
that    all   hereditaments  rateable,  whether  corporeal  or 
incorporeal,  except  rent  (other  than  tithe  rent-charge), 
and  except  casual  profits  of  a  manor,  or  offioes,  dignities, 
advowson,  pensions,  annuities,  or  heirloom.     The  result 
of  this  would  be  to  make  right  of  common  rateable,  and 
possibly  a  few  other  incorporeal  hereditaments,  bnt  pro- 
bably not  many.      A  subsequent  section  shows  that  ita 
author  thinks  it  wonld  also  make  mines  rateable  whioh 
now  are  not.      Probably  it  would,  but  the  point  is  not 
so  dear  as  it  might  be. 

As  tills  latter  bill  seems  likely  to  pass,  we  shall  probably 
recur  to  it  again,  and  note  a  few  more  points  in  it  for 
whioh  we  now  have  not  space. 


PRINCIPLBS  UPON  WHICH  THE  OOUBT  OP  OHAN- 
OEBY  INTERFERES  BETV7EEN  PARENT  AND 
CHILD.  jj 


We  referred  last  week  to  some  oasea  in  whioh  fha 
Oonit  has  deprived  parents  of  the  custody  of  their  ohil- 
dren,  on  the  ground  of  personal  miscondoot.    We  sow 
oome  to  the  cases  which  bear  on  the  question,  how  fat 
the  Court  will  interfere  between  parent  and  ohild  on  ac- 
count of  the  religions  opinions  of  the  parent.    It  may 
be  premised  that  the  Court  knows  no  religious  distino- 
tlons  {^ourtoH  v.  Stourton,  8  D.  M.  &  G.  768),  except  so 
far  as  the  law  of  the  country  calls  on  the  Court  to  look 
on  some  religious  opinions  as  dangerooa  to  society  {Lyont 
V.  EUnhin,  Jac  266).     Thus  in  the  poet  Shelley's  case 
iSkeUey  v.  Weftbrookt,  Jao.  266),  Lord  Eldon  restrained 
the  father  and  his  agents  from  tikking  possession  of  the 
persons  of  his  children, '  ohiefly  on   the  ground  of  the 
avowed  infidel  opinions  of  the  father,  and  referred  it  to 
the  master  to  inquire  what  would  be  a  proper  plan  for 
their  maintenance  and  education,  and  under  whose  care 
they  ought  to  remain  during  their  minority. 

Again,  in  the  Agaptmone  ease  (7%am<M  v.  Roberti,  8 
De  O.  k  Sm.  7SS),  a  member  of  a  partionlar  sect,  who 
avowed  and  carried  into  practice  opinians  whioh  in  the 
judgment  of  ViceChanoellor  Knight  Bruce,  disqualified 
him  for  the  education  and  guardianship  of  an  Engliah 
child,  whether  his  own  son,  or  any  other,  was  restrained 
from  acquiring  possession  of  his  ohild,  who  was  under 
the  care  of  his  mother  and  maternal  grandmother,  by 
whom  his  maintenance  and  education  were  being  properly 
provided  for. 

A  noteworthy  feature  in  TKomai  v.  Jtebertt  was  that 
the  father  deserted  the  child's  mother  before  the  birth  of 
the  child  and  never  contributed  to  its  maintenance,  nor 
had  he  a  proper,  or,  indeed,  any  home  to  take  it  to.  This 
brought  the  case  somewhat  within  the  principle  noticed 
in  Zyoiu  v.  £lenkin  (Jac.  2S7) — namely,  that  the  Ooaxt 


»  ee  created  it  is  obvions  that  the  services  of     reserves  power  over  a  father  if  he  avails  himself  <rf  • 
'■'{entlemaa  may  be  conveniently  devoted  also  to  '  bounty  given  for  the  maintenance  of  his  child,  whioh  he 
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must  otherwiM  hare  prorided  at  hU  own  expenie — i.e.,  i 
if  he  iMtvea  it  to  othen  to  do,  in  the  first  instance,  that  ] 
wfaioh  it  was  his  duty  to  do  by  the  child,  the  Oonrt  will 
not  only  not  assist  him  to  reoorer  possession  of  it,  but  will 
«ren  lestrain  him  from  reooveriag  possession  of  it,  unless 
he  can  show  that  he  is  of  ability  to  maintain  it  as  well  as 
it  is  being  maintained.  He  will  not  be  allowed  to 
caprioionsly  interfere  in  what  is  dearly  for  their  benefit 
{Powel  T.  Cleaver,  2  Bro.  C.  C.  499). 

In  another  oase,  where  the  children  of  a  clergyman 
deceased  were  being  brought  up  by  their  mother,  who 
was  one  of  their  testamentary  gnudians,  as  Plymouth 
Brethren,  ▼loe-Ohanoellor  Stuart,  on  the  application  of 
the  other  testamentary  guardian,  made  a  declaration 
that  the  children  ought  to  be  educated  in  the  doctrines 
of  the  Church  of  England;  and  restrained  the  mother 
from  taking  the  children  to  the  meetings  of  the  Ply- 
mouth Brethren  (Re  Nenhery,  14  W.  E.  173,  L.  E.  1  Eq. 
431),  and  on  appeal  to  the  Lords  Justices  the  abore 
order  was  afSrmed,  the  Lord  Justice  Knight  Bruce  ob- 
serving that  the  proposal  of  the  mother  amounted  to 
nothiug  more  than  the  bringing  up  of  the  children  to  no 
leligion  at  all  (S.C,  14  W.  B.  360,  L.  K.  1  Cb.  263).  We 
regard  these  words  as  the  key  to  the  decision.  The 
children  were  respectively  in  their  fifteenth  and  twelfth 
years.  In  an  ordinary  case,  at  such  an  age  as  this,  the 
Court  would  have  seen  them,  and  ascertained  what  their 
views  were,  and  would  not  have  made  any  order  which 
would  have  the  tendency  to  nnsettle  their  religions  faith. 
But  owing  to  the  unsettled  character  of  the  doctrines  of 
the  community,  and  the  want  of  persons  entrusted  to 
teach  those  doctrines,  the  court  deemed  it  right  to  inter- 
fere. 

In  the  above  case  the  Court  interfered  with  the 
mother's  control  over  her  children,  partly  oat  of  regard 
to  the  presumed  wishes  of  their  deceased  father.  The 
cases  establish  that,  while  the  father  may  not  strictly  have 
power  to  dictate  the  treatment  of  his  children  after  his 
death,  his  indication  of  purpose,  either  by  declaration  in 
his  will  or  appointment  of  a  guardian  of  pronounced 
bpinions,  or  his  own  profession  of  a  particular  religion, 
founding  the  fair  presumption  that  he  must,  as  an  honest 
and  loving  parent,  have  desired  his  children  to  hold  by 
the  principles  he  had  adopted  as  the  best,  will  induce  the 
Court  to  bring  them  up  acoording  to  the  wishes,  expressed 
or  implied,  of  the  father  {Re  Meade,  19  W.  B.  812),  and, 
consequently,  will  induce  the  Oonrt  to  restrain  the  mother, 
if  surviving,  from  bringing  them  up  in  any  other  manner. 
The  mother  of  a  child  has  no  right,  in  point  of  law,  to  con- 
trol the  power  of  the  testamentary  guardian;  and  the 
Court  will  not,  on  behalf  of  the  mother,  interfere  with  the 
discretion  of  a  testamentary  guardian  as  to  the  faith  in 
which  he  educates  his  ward,  where  that  faith  is  the  faith 
which  the  father  professed  {Talbot  v.  Earl  ef  Shrenttmry, 
4  My.  &  Or.  678).  And,  where  the  mother  is  sole  testa- 
mentery  guardian,  or  one  of  the  testamentary  guardians, 
fhe  is  equally  bonnd  to  respect  the  wishes  of  the  father. 
Ic  is,  of  course,  open  to  the  parties  before  marriage  to 
stipulate,  either  in  the  marriage  settlement  or  in  acme 
otiier  manner,  bow  the  children  of  the  marriage  shall  be 
educated;  but  a  verbal  agreement  before  marriage  that 
the  children  shall  be  bronght  up  in  %  partioular  form  of 
religion  is  not,  it  seems,  binding  on  the  husbaad,  and 
cannot  be  enforced  is  equity  (Re  Srovine,  2  Ir.  Oh.  Bep. 
161). 

The  paramount  object  of  the  Court  in  these  cases  is  the 
welfare  of  the  child.  Nor  does  the  Court,  as  we  have  seen, 
lean  to  one  form  of  belief  more  than  another.  Accordingly, 
while  it  recognises  the  principle  that  the  wishes  expressed 
or  implied  of  the  father  are  to  be  obeyed,  yet  it  always 
declines  to  interfere,  where  there  is  any  risk  of  unsettling 
the  religious  impressions  already  produced.  In  Witty -7. 
JUarikall  (I  Y.&  0.  0.  0.  68),  where  a  Boman  Oatholic 
father  in  his  will  expressly  directed  that  his  son  should  be 
educated  in  the  Boman  Catholio  faith,  and  it  appeared 
that  the  child  had  received  Protestant  impressions  through, 
his  mother,  who  was  one  of  the  testamentary  guardians. 


Vice-Ohancellcr  Knight-Bmce  said— "With  trttj  n. 
speot  for  what  may  be  allowed  to  the  feelings  ud  wiAei 
of  the  father  on  so  imjrartant  a  subject,  it  ii  iopoaAlt 
not  to  see  that  great  danger  to  the  spiritual  welfus  ul 
to  the  moral  character  of  the  infant  maj/  arise  (I  do  not 
say  will  arise)  from  a  change  of  religious  edwatiw. 
On  this  ground,  and  this  ground  only,  it  is  the  do^  of 
the  Court  to  pause  "  before  making  an  order  which  wogU 
have  the  effect  of  his  being  bronght  up  ss  sBomu 
Catholic.  Again,  in  Sttntrton  v.  Stourton  (8D.  M.G. 
768,  6  W.  B.  418),  the  Oonrt  declined  to  intsthi«,inthe 
sole  ground  that  FtotestMit  impressions  had  been  Dad» 
by  a  course  of  religious  teaohing,  which  had  been  pa- 
mitted  without  remonstrance,  and  it  might  be  diagmiB 
to  nnsettle.  Be  Datiii  (10  W.  B.  246),  a  deeiiian  of 
Vice-Chancellor  Wood,  shows  a  very  strnig  view  indeed 
to  have  been  entertained  by  that  learned  judge  ti  to "  tbe 
high  and  sacred  rights  "  of  the  father  to  direct  theedo- 
cation  of  his  child.  Where,  on  the  other  hand,  the  htks 
has  shown  a  degree  of  indifferenceon  the  subject,  the  Cmt 
will  be  apt  to  be  guided  by  the  wishes  of  the  motterii 
the  matter  (£«  (TMaVeyt,  8  Ir.Ch.  Bep.  161) ;  aadem 
where  the  mother  is  of  a  different  faith  from  theiiAer 
the  Court,  out  of  regard  to  the  physioal  wel&re  of  i  Ui- 
oate  diild,  of  tender  years,  appointed  the  mother  gnnfiu 
jointly  with  relatives  of  Uie  same  religious  permseioaif 
herself,  until  the  child  attained  the  age  of  seven  yeii^ 
with  a  declaration  that  the  child  shonld  be  braoght  q 
when  capable  of  religions  instruction,  in  the  fsitli  a 
which  itsfather  belonged  (Auttin  v.  Atatin,  18  W.B.  ;81> 

Wherever  there  is  a  suggestion  that  the  child  hu  in- 
bibed  the  principles  of  a  particular  faith,  it  is  the  jno- 
tice  for  the  Court  to  see  the  infant,  in  order  to  saoertiii 
whether  or  not  such  is  the  case.  The  reason  «hj  tb» 
Court  declined  to  see  the  children  in  Be  Jfewterf  (if.\ 
was  that  the  Court  considered  the  partionlarreligiosit 
that  oase  to  amount,  in  fact,  to  no  religion  at  all. 

It  only  remains  for  us  to  refer  to  a  recent  deena 
which,  in  some  respects,  is  one  of  the  first  impreews 
(Be  Meade,  tup.).  It  was  a  petition  which  prsjed  b 
effect  that  a  father  might  be  restrained  from  intsrterii; 
with  the  education  of  his  children  by  causing  them  t> 
be  educated  as  Protestants,  after  they  had  received  nm 
preliminary  education  as  Boman  OaUioUas  in  ooDlonutf 
with  an  agreement  or  understanding  between  the  liSis 
and  his  deceased  wife.  The  eloquent  judgment  of  Lni 
O'Hagan  will  folly  repay  pemsaL  The  oase  foUowi  tbt 
conclusions  in  Be  Browne  (.tup,),  that  a  father  bv  * 
paramount  right  to  direct  and  regulate  the  leligioi* 
faith  in  which  his  children  shall  be  bronght  up,  sod  tM 
Court  will  not  interfere  with  that  right,  unless  then  a 
an  abuse  of  parental  authority;  and  that  promises  be- 
fore marriage  that  the  children  shall  be  eduooted  is  » 
particular  form  of  faith  ate  not  in  equity  binding  spia 
the  husband.  Hence,  where  a  father  has  allowed  in* 
children  to  be  educated  in  the  tenets  of  a  partioolai  »- 
ligions  body,  and  afterwards  seeks  to  enforce  a  ndiol 
change  of  instruction,  then,  if  it  appear  that  the  eiriiet 
instmction  has  produced  such  impressions,  thst  ^ 
highest  intereati  of  the  children  will  be  imperilled  >>} 
the  attempt  to  sabatitnte  others  in  their  stead,  it  i>  * 
oase  of  abuse  of  parental  authority  which  wamnte  i>' 
terventioD  by  the  Court. 


BECEVT  DECISIONS. 


EQUITY. 
Amaloamation— Assent  of  Shabkholokbs. 
The  Empire  Aituranee  Corporation,  L.O.,  19  W.  K.  «*■ 
A  shareholder  in  a  company  which  amalgamstee  wilk 
another  company  is  placed  Gi  a  very  diffionU  pontic 
In  the  event  of  subsequent  iailore,  to  have  done  M 
much  is  as  ruinous  as  to  have  done  too  little.  Tht 
amalgamation  in  the  present  instance  took  effect,  if  >t 
all,  under  a  power  contained  in  the  articles,  sod  ^ 
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mode  of  tmalftunation  nader  the  I61at  leotion  of  the 
CospuiM  Act,  1862,  whioh  the  Master  of  the  'BaOa  de- 
eitiiaSntUU  T.  Sritith  Mutual  A$iumnet  Saeietj/  (19 
W.  B.  236)  to  be  a  legitimate  mode  of  offeocing  an  amal- 
piutuHi,  ma  not  adopted.  But,  aasuming  the  amnge- 
mtat  for  the  amalgamaHon  to  be  intra  virtt,  the  diffioaIt7 
of  miking  it  ont  beoomes  manifest  wh^n  we  ooasidei 
cbit  tmalgamatioii  really  ii.  Aa  amalgamatioa  is  the 
tenlt  of  sn  amagement  by  whioh  one  company  agrees 
to  fflike  orer  its  property  to  another  company,  and  the 
\tua  eoapany  agrees,  in  consideration  of  the  property 
Bide  orer,  to  indemnify  the  former  company  against  its 
)(bti  ud  liabilities.  In  the  case  of  the  Empire  Asiia- 
tuM  Corporation  the  arrangement  was  constrned  as 
{iriof  sn  opportunity  to  the  members  of  the  one 
napsny  to  take  shares  in  the  other  company.  It 
itl  sot  bind  them  to  take  shares  in  the  other  company, 
at  left  them  at  liberty  either  to  accept  shares  in  the 
ther  company  in  exchange  for  those  they  already  held, 
treUia  Uiose  th«y  already  held  and  hold  aloof  from  the 
^oompany  altogether.  Apt  words  might  perhaps  be 
II  into  Uie  articles  for  giving  the  directors  power  to 
like  the  shareholders  sabecribe  to  another  company,  bat 
■  the  ibienoe  of  express  words  to  that  effect,  the  exercise 
I  ilie  po ver  to  amalgamate  can  only  give  the  shareholders 
« option  whether  or  not  they  will  become  shareholders 
'Ike company  amalgamated  with  {Bagshaw'i  ease,  15 
'.R.889). 

Is  tbt&tfire  Ai$urane*  Company' t  ease  the  directors 
We  down  all  the  persons  who  were  shareholders  in  the 
■fsaj  u  shareholders  in  the  other  company,  and  sent 
)«Mk  of  them  the  certificate  for  the  shares  in  the  other 
■|tt]r  to  which  he  was  entitled  nnder  the  arrange- 
WL  Tkis  alone,  aa  we  have  seen,  did  not  make  these 
■OM  itarsholders  in  the  other  company.  Two  of  these 
fSmn  retained  the  share  certificates  sent  to  them  and 
%Mdisdietomed  the  form  of  receipt  XTpon  this  it  was 
liMttitiaTing  thiu  agreed  to  take  the  shares,  they 
^tobeiettledon  the  list  of  contributories,  outof  regard 
'Asiiibti  of  the  creditors,  npon  the  principle  of  Oaiei 
ftrfioad  (15  W.  B.  1201)  apart  from  any  qaestionas 
Ikt  raUdi^  of  the  amalgamation.  On  the  other 
l^agotber  shareholder,  who  retained  his  share  oerti- 
ll^  bat  did  not  sigu  the  receipt,  escaped  a  similar  fate, 
(I  being  no  groond  ai<on  which  to  assume  that  he  had 
Wad  to  the  arrangement. 

Be  oaas  of  the  two  shareholders  resembles  Bare'*  eate 
W.  R.  628),  whioh  may  he  viewed  aa  the  leading  case 
•  this  anbjeot.  In  Eart'i  eate  the  amalgamation  was 
i  Bat  Kr.  Hare  had  applied  for  shares  under  it, 
ittia  omt  act  of  his  rendered  him,  after  the  winding 
«d«r,  liable  to  be  retained  on  the  list. 


■Rakt  Wihddio-up — Sttmhabt  JoBiaoiCTiON  or 

Cian  or  Bx>aoh  of  Tbitst  bt  Dibbotobs. 
tOnaty  Marine  Jiuuranee  Company,  Ranee' i  eau, 
I..J.,  19W.  R.  291. 

■  **•  aa  expreas  deoision  that  the  Coort  has  aom- 
fffswer  nader  the  16Sth  section  of  the  Oompanies 
•Un,  ia  a  Tolantary  winding-up,  as  well  as  where 
**>pany  ia  being  wound  up  by  the  Court,  or  under 
■porriaion  of  tb«  Court,  to  order  a  director  to  repay 
■•i  improperly  dedaied  and  paid  on  his  sharee.  The 

■  Justices  held  withont  hesitation  that  under  the 

■  •action, — whioh  provides  that,  when  a  company  is 
"(■wind  up  Tolnntarily,  the  liquidators  or  any  con- 

Hy  may  apply  to  the  Court  to  determine  any  ques- 
[liiiiag  ia  the  matter  of    such  winding  up,  or  to 
\  as  n^eots  the  enforcing  of  calls,  or  in  respect  of 
t  matter,  all  or  any  of  the  powers  which  the 
l^k  exerdae, — if  the  company  were  being  wonnd 
)  Oonn,  ox  under  the  supervision  of  the  Oourt, 
■aiy  powers  of  the  165th  section  might  be  exer- 
IVsQ  in  a  Tolnntary  winding-up  aa  in  a  winding- 
1 0nrli  or  under  the  supervision  of  the  Court.     [ 
I  ii  of  the  greatest  importance,  owing  to  I 


its  deciding  that  the  proper  way  to  compel  a  director 
to  repay  monies  improperly  received  or  misapplied  by 
him  is  in  general  by  a  summary  proceeding  without  bill 
filed  under  the  165th  section  {Stnnger'g  can,  17  W.  B. 
694,  L.  B.  4Ch.  476),  overruling  the  former  doctrine  tliat 
the  snmmaiy  power  was  exerciseable  by  the  Court  only 
in  plain  and  straightforward  cases,  where  there  is  no 
point  of  law  to  be  dotermlned  {Royal  Hotel  Compani/  nf 
Great  Yarmouth,  15  W.  B.  953,  h.  B.  4  Eq.  249,  and  mo 
18  a  J.  277), 

As  to  the  advantage  or  disadvantage  of  the  summary 
procedure  by  summons  adjourned  into  court  when  com- 
pared with  procedure  on  bill  and  answer,  we  offer  no 
opinion.  Stringer't  eate  establishes  that  the  jurisdiction 
in  cases  of  breaches  of  trust  by  directors,  under  the  165th 
section,  is  of  the  most  extensive  character,  and  Ranae'i 
eate  establishes  that  tihe  jurisdiction  extends  to  cases 
under  a  voluntary  winding  np. 

It  should  be  generally  knotvn  that,  as  Lord  Justice 
James  pointed  oat  in  Ranee'i  caie,  the  188th  section 
gives  liquidators  nnder  a  voluntary  winding-up,  as  well 
as  contributories,  a  meana  of  access  to  the  Court  when- 
ever any  question  of  dilflcalty  arises,  and  so  far  there  is 
no  advantage  in  a  winding-up  under  supervision.  The 
reason  why  a  winding-up  nnder  supervision  is  often  pre> 
ferable  is  that  creditors  not  proving  within  a  certain 
time  may  he  excluded  (section  107),  for  whioh  there  is 
no  provi^on  in  the  case  of  a  voluntary  winding-up. 

The  lOlst  section  enables  the  Court,  without  bill  filed, 
to  order  the  return  of  money  improperly  received  by  any 
oontributory,  such  being  money  "  owing  from  the  contri- 
butory," in  the  words  of  the  section  {Stringer't  eate, 
lup.).  It  is,  however,  a  condition  precedent  that  the 
person  npon  whom  such  order  is  made  should  have  been 
settled  on  the  list  of  contributories  {Ranee't  eate,  np.), 
but  this  is  not  so  in  the  case  of  a  director  under  the 
166th  section. 


COMMON  LAW. 
PosBBasioN  07  Mnraa. 


£arl  of  Dartmouth  v.  Spittle,  Ex.,  19  W.  B.  444. 
The  plaintiff  in  this  action  sought  to  recover  a  coal 
mine  in  ejectment.  The  defendant  claimed  to  have  had 
possession  of  it  for  more  than  twenty  years  by  virtue  of 
having,  aa  a  trespasser,  got  a  portion  of  it  at  a  more  re- 
mote period,  and  relied  upon  the  statute  to  protect  him. 
The  contention  was  held  abaurd;  fpr,  though  an  actual 
wrongful  possession,  even  underground  and  wholly  au- 
known  to  the  owner,  may  be  a  possession  such  aa  will 
defeat  the  owner's  right  when  the  statutory  time  has 
elapsed,  yet  the  taking  away  of  a  email  portion  of  a  mine 
can  never  in  reason  be  held  to  prove  a  possession  of  the 
whole.  To  constitate  actual  possession,  both  the  fact  and 
the  intention,  both  the  power  and  the  will,  mnstoononr; 
and  though  in  English  law  title  is  often  allowed  to  be 
a  substitute  for  both,  and  to  make  a  constructive  or 
fictitious  posaeaaion  whioh  haa  all  the  operation  of  an 
actual  one,  yet,  when  there  ia  in  fact  no  title  and  the 
possession  is  the  thing  relied  on,  the  possession  must  be 
proved  aa  a  fact.  Even  above  ground,  there  is  no  autho- 
rity for  saying  that  quietly  stewing  into  the  corner  of  an 
estate  will  give  a  man  possession  of  the  whole,  but  such 
a  proposition  beoomes  much  more  ridiculous  when  every- 
thing takes  place  below  the  surface,  where  no  point  is 
actually  accessible  unless  the  soil  is  pieroed  with  adits, 
galleries,  &o.  If,  however,  practically  the  whole  extent 
of  the  mine  were  in  this  way  pieroed  and  rendered  acces- 
sible, that  power  of  dealing  with  it  might  then  be  said 
to  have  commenced  which  is  essential  to  actual  posses- 
sion. 


Mr.  Jnatioe  Lush  has  appointed  Monday  the  8th  of  May  for 
the  hearing  of  the  Brecknock  election  petition. 

Mr.  W.  H.  Marshall,  solicitor,  son  of  the  Town  Clerk  of 
Dniham,  haa  been  appointed  sfent  for  the  Liberal  Begistration 
Associationinthatcity,in  the  j^aceof  the  late  Mr.T.  llAomp^Mh 
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BEVIEWS. 

Trauitetiom  ofth»  National  Astociation  for  th$  Promotion  of 
Social  Seima.    Nnceattle-on-Tynt  Meeting,  XVIO.    Edited 
by  Edwin  Feass,  LL.B.,  general  aecreta^  of  the  aisooU- 
tion.    London:  LongmanB.     IS 71. 
A  neat  octavo  volnme  of  565  pages,  inelading  index,  com- 
prites  the  transactions  of  last  year's  meeting.    These  volumes 
contain,  with  a  certain  amount  of  matter  that  is  not  of 
much  value,  many  very  excellent  papers  read  at  the  meetings 
of  the  association.     I'he  present  volume,  like  its  predeces- 
sors, is  decidedly  entitled  to  a  place  on  the  shelves  of  all  who 
interest  themselves  in  speculations  on  social  questions.    The 
jurisprudence  and  law  amendment  section  containa  many 
papers  interesting  to  load  and  useful  to  have  near  at  hand. 
Hr.  'Westlake's   paper    on  the  export-of-contrahand  topic 
strikes  us  as  remarkably  well  reasoned. 


,  and 


COURTS. 

COURT  OF  COMMON  PLEAS 
(Sittings  in  fianoo,  Kaster  Term,  before  Botill,  C.J. 
Byles,  Shith,  and  Brett,  JJ.)' 
Apiil  if>.—Al»op  V.  Bacon, 

This  was  an  action  for  libel,  in  which  the  plaintiff  had 
obtained  a  verdict  with  one  farthing  damages. 

Diffit/  Seymour,  Q.C.,  now  moved  on  behalf  of  the 
plaintiff  to  set  aside  the  verdict  on  the  ground  that  the 
damages  ought  to  have  been  more  substantial.  The  plain- 
tiff, Mr.  J.  A.  Alsop,  is  a  solicitor  residing  at  Bromley,  and 
the  defendant  is  the  proprietor  of  a  Bromley  newspaper. 
The  libel  complained  of  was  an  exaggerated  accoont  of  a 
circumstance  in  which  a  beggar  was  bitten  by  the  plaintiff's 
dog.  This  acccount  had  been  copied  into  other  papers,  and 
Mr.  Alsop  had  recovered  £60  dJamages  against  one  news- 
paper, and  an  apology  and  his  costs  from  another,  and  had 
written  in  this  case  offering  to  take  his  costs,  as  the  matter 
had  passed  over  some  time.  The  libel,  counsel  submitted, 
was  a  very  gross  one,  and  a  verdict  of  u  farthing  damages 
was  an  insult. 

BoriLL,  C.J.,  said  the  Court  never  granted  a  new  trial  in 
a  case  of  this  description  unless  for  some  mistake  of  law  on 
the  part  of  the  judges  or  of  facts  on  the  part  of  the  jniy. 
An  action  of  libel  was  essentially  one  for  a  jury,  and  the 
Court  ought  not  to  interfere  iu  a  matter  which  was  so 
entirely  within  the  province  of  the  jury.  If  this  had  been 
the  first  case  tried  there  could  have  been  little  doubt  but 
that  the  damages  would  have  been  different.  But  it  was 
suggested  that  the  plaintiff  had  in  one  action  recovered  £50, 
and  in  another  an  apology  and  his  costs,  and  under  these 
circumstances  the  case  presented  a  different  aspect  to  what 
it  would  have  done.  It  seemed  to  him  that  there  was  no 
just  ground  for  the  imputations  cast  upon  the  plaintiff,  but 
the  question  of  damages  must  depena  on  all  the  circum- 
stances. The  jury  could  not  for  a  long  time  agree.  They 
were  all  for  the  plaintiff,  but  could  not  agree  upon  the 
damages,  eleven  being  for  one  sum  and  one  for  auother. 
The  counsel  agreed  that  he  should  decide  between  them,  and 
oa  the  two  amounts  being  handed  to  him  he  found  eleven 
were  for  one  farthing  and  oae  for  Is.  He  told  the  jary 
there  was  no  substantial  difference,  and  decided  for  the 
opinion  of  the  majority.  All  the  jury  were  unanimous  that 
substantial  damages  were  not  called  for,  and  that  the  action 
was  brought  for  costs.  He,  therefore,  thought  there  ought 
to  be  no  rule. 

The  other  learned  Judges  were  of  the  same  opinion,  Mr. 
Justice  Bbett  thinking  Uie  libel  an  outrageous  one,  and  one 
for  substantial  damages,  but  taking  into  consideration  the 
other  cases  he  did  not  feel  at  liberty  to  interfere  with  th» 
verdict  of  the  jury. 

Bnle  nfnsed. 


MIDDLESEX  SESSIONS. 
Edward  Oeorge  Ayliffe,  a  solicitor  practising  at  Holbcach, 
in  Lincolnshire,  surrendered  to  his  bail  on  a  charge  of  un- 
lawfully wounding  and  assaulting  Thos  Farries,   of   50,. 
Cbanceiy-lane,  bill  of  costs  draughtsman. 
Jtetley  for  the  prosecution. 
Metcalfe  for  the  defence. 

In  the  course  of  last  year  Mr.  Ayliffe  employed  theprosecn- 
tor  to  make  oat  bills  of  costs.  Those  bills  were  for  coMiderabb 


amounts,  the  transactions  to  which  they  lefa 
over  several  years,  and  the  prasecutor's  cWgR 
came  to  a  large  sum  of  money.  For  the  services 
Mr.  Ayliffe  gave  bills,  and  shortly  aftenraidt 
were  made  for  a  liquidation  of  his  affain  in  bu 
prosecutor,  believing  this  to  be  a  family  anu{ 
ueving  Mr.  Ayliffe  from  his  liabilities,  oppa 
he  possibly  could,  and  a  letter  was  wiitten,  i 
of  which  Hit.  Ayliffe  took  criminal  proceed 
against  him.  These  proceedings  resulted  in  a 
trial.  The  parties  do  not  appear  to  have  mel 
23rd  of  February,  the  day  of  the  assault, 
secutor  received  a  letter,  requesting  him  to 
citor  from  Dorchester,  named  Stone,  at  the 
Hotel.  He  kept  the  appointment,  and  wi 
bed-room,  when  he  found  Mr.  Ayliffe.  On 
endeavoured  to  escape,  but  was  caught  by  Ml 
corridor,  and  violently  assaulted.  A  servai 
assistance,  and  these  proceedings  were  at  on 
Since  then  the  charge  of  libel  was  tried  at 
at  Lincoln,  before  Mr.  Justice  Brett,  when  ti 
this  case  was  convicted,  but  was  dischaig 
recognizances  without  any  punishment, 
was  subjected  to  a  severe  cross-exaraiuation, 
of  showing  that  he  was  a  person  against  w 
several  judgments  outstanding,  and  that  it 
to  find  him  when  wanted  tor  the  purpose 
with  any  process  ;  that  it  was  with  a  view 
with  a  summons  for  examination  in  the  B< 
that  Mr.  Ayliffe  had  adopted  the  above  rvu 
to  the  Inns  of  Court  Hotel,  and  that  no  mi 
used  than  was  necessary  to  detain  him.  A 
exchange  of  recriminations  between  the  ] 
defence,  and  at  the  close  of  Mr.  Fnrries'  evii 
The  Assist ANT-JtTDGE. — (Sir  W.  H.  Bodl 
assault  was  proved,  and  no  facts  amounting 
fication  disclosed.  Under  these  circumsta: 
Guilty  of  common  assault  was  returned, 
discharged  on  entering  into  bis  own  recogi 
to  come  up  for  judgment  if  called  upon. 
Solicitor  for  the  prosecution,  Siekard  Jom 
Solicitors  for  the  defence,  Lewit  ^  Lewie. 


COUNTY  COURTS. 
Clebkekwkll. 
(Before  G.  WhitbrkaI),  Esq.,  Ji 
April  15. — Tuekey  v.  Hurford  and ., 

An  action  for  tcork  and  labour  will  lie 
eheriff's  officer  ayaintt  an  attorney  who  iu 
though  no  lery  it  made. 

This  was  an  action  for  work  and  labour 
officer  of  the  sheriff  of  Berkshire  against  the 
are  attorneys,  for  his  expenses  in  an  aborl 
writ  of  feri  faeiat  which  had  been  issued  b 
as  attorneys  for  a  plaintiff  in  an  action  in  t 
chequer. 

The  facts  were  as  follows : — On  the  12th 
a  writ  of  execution  was  issued  by  the  defenda 
Hooper,  directed  to  the  sheriff  of  Berkshire, 
which  a  warrant  was  granted  to  the  plaii 
Be  thereupon,  in  order  to  execute  the  wri 
from  Beading  to  the  residence  of  Hooper, 
the  above-mentioned  action.  The  officer  d 
levying,  there  being  no  goods  upon  which  1 
sought  to  recover  from  the  defendants  the 
journey,  notwithstanding  his  failure  in  n 
nnder  the  writ. 

A.  B.  Carpenter  tea  the  plaintiff  eoDt 
defendants,  who  were  the  aUomeya  issnin, 
were  liable  for  work  and  labour  done  by  th< 
defendants.  The  sheriff's  officer  was  a  pu1 
compelled  to  endeavour  to  issue  every  n 
which  is  lodged  with  him,  and  it  seemed 
precedent  thata  person  who  was  compelled  it. 
not  bo  paid  for  his  work  and  labour.  If  tl 
issded  tiie  execution  were  not  liable,  in  i 
officer  would  be  out  of  pocket,  instead  of  m 
his  duty,  as  actions  were  frequently  bioi 
unable  to  pay  the  sheriffs  officera'  expem 
from  Chitty's  Archbold  Queens'  Bench  Fia 
"'The  attorney  in  an  action  who  Iodg«s  a 
sheriff  is  liable  to  the  bailiff  by  whom  it  is 
fees- due  to  him,  although  no  directions,  we 
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ittoseytotheiheriff  as  to  the  person  by  whom  the  wnt 
iionld  be  executed."  He  also  cited  Brtuxir  t.  Jotta,  10  Ex. 
S^ ;  Viriit  V.  Hm*,  2  Ex.  608,  wheru  it  was  held  that  the 
ittcmsf  who  iisaes  an  execution  either  fi.  fa.  or  ca.  sa.  is 
iiUe  to  the  officer  for  his  fees  in  execatin^  it,  even  thoaeh 
10  apeciil  agreement  had  been  made  between  them.  He 
bo  referred  to  Wdlbank  r.  Quartermaine,  3  C.  B.  94,  where 
^bdal,  C.  J.,  held  that  the  attorney  who  engages  the 
DTJeea  of  the  officer,  and  not  the  client  is  the  party  liable 
ir&e  fees  usaally  allowed  on  taxation  for  the  execution  of 
rocen,  tisa  Ambler  v.  BulU*  (14  S.  J.,Oct.  29th,  1870)Qpon 
heie  and  wrersl  other  authoritiea  he  submitted  that  the 
£cer  fraa  entitled  to  recover  for  his  work  and  labour 
jaiiutthe  attorney  who  had  issued  the  writ,  even  though 
uie  were  no  goods  upon  which  he  could  levy.  There 
u  no  chaise  for  levy  fee  claims. 

The  defendants  submitted  that  the  plaintiff  could  not  re- 
tret  fees  for  that  wbiek  be  had  not  done.  If  he  had  made 
levy  he  woold  have  obeyed  the  writ,  and  could  then  have 
covered,  but  as  he  bad  failed  to  do  ko,  he  could  only  re> 
rrer  against  his  master,  the  sheriff,  certainly  not  against 
«  defendants.  They  referred  to  Ambltr  v.  PhUo  and 
•lifer  V.  SttlUn,  cited  by  Carpenter,  and  remarked  that  in 
lit  caae  there  was  a  levy,  although  no  realisation  under 
,  and  in  that  was  the  (^t  of  the  action,  it  was,  therefore, 
otesded  that  the  pUuntiff  should  be  nonsuited.  Beference 
u  ilio  msde  to  the  schedule  of  fees  to  the  Act  of  I  Vict. 
^,  sod  to  Atkinson  on  Sheriff  Law,  341. 
Mr.  WuiTBKSAD  delivered  the  following  considered  judg- 
nt:—"  The  plaintiff  in  this  case  is  a  sheriff's  officer  for 
ecoanty  of  Berks,  and  he  sues  the  defendant  for  £1  4s. 
r  worif  done  under  the  following  circumstances.  — In 
iggit,  1870,  the  plaintiff  received  a  warrant  oljifa.  issued 
rthedefsndant  as  the  plaintiff's  attorney  in  an  action  of 
iAtrit  T.  Hooper,  and  tor  the  purposes  of  executing  that 
riltbe  plaintiff  went  from  Beading  to  Upton,  a  distance 
(tvmty  miles,  taking  a  man  with  him,  which  seems  to 
Mbetn  necessary,  but  the  writ  was  never  executed,  inas- 
■An there  were  no  goods,  and  no  levy  could  be  made. 
B(il4s.  is  merely  official  mileage  and  out  of  pocket  ex. 
)«««•,  md,  in  fact,  agrees  with  the  statutory  charges.  In 
|W»tof  his  claim  the  plahitiff  relied  on  ^mWer  v.  PhUp, 
m»i  by  Mr.  Anderson,  Q C,  sitting  as  deputy  judge  for 
11.  Commissioner  Kerr,  and  reported  in  the  Solieilor$' 
»ni<I  of  the  22nd  of  October,  1 870.  The  defendant  cited 
id  nlied  on  Oah  v.  Terry,  but  Cole  v.  Terry  is  not  applic- 
•e  to  the  present  case,  inasmuch  as  in  that  case,  as  also  in 
'Jfev.  Ho»«foci  (3  Camp.  374),  on  the  authority  of  which 
»T.  Terrjf  was  decided,  goods  had  been  seized  which  were 
J>^y  held  to  belong  to  a  stranger,  and  there 
i  ieen,  in  £ict,  no  improper  seizure.  The  de- 
uant  farther  contended,  on  the  authority  of  Maierrg 
^mifiOi  (9  Q.  B.  764),  that  he  was  not  liable 
toe  plaintiff  because  there  were  not  in  this  case  any 
KuJ  circumstances  from  which  nn  undertaking  on  his 
*to  pay  the  bailiff  can  be  inferred  but  on  the  authority 
Walhaiik  v.  Quttrtermaine  (3  0.  B.  94),  Maile  ▼.  A/onn 
Ei.  608),  and  Bretcer  v.  Jonen  (10  Ex.  608).  I  hold  that 
le  ia  an  implied  contract  on  the  part  of  the  attorney  who 
M  the  writ  to  pay  the  bailiff,  and,  that  he  is  liable  to 
_  bailiff,  though  there  are  no  special  circumstances  by 
"*  *n  undertaking  to  pay  the  bailiff  may  be  inferred, 
ns  (further  contended  by  the  defendant  that^miferv. 
»">,  being  a  case  of  a  writ  of  capiat  which  had  been 
It  sxecutM,  was  not  applicable ;  and,  further,  that,  in 
«wr  v.  Buikn,  the  writ  had  been  executed  though  the 
fiff  withdrew  under  a  judge's  order,  and  that  conse- 
wy  that  case  did  not  apply,  and  that  inasmuch  as  there 

•  in  the  present  case  no  levy,  the  whole  proceeding  was 
■tire,  and  that  the  plaintiff  could  not  recover  the  ex- 
M  of  such  an  abortive  proceeding.  I  do  not  agree 
■  thisargutaoDt;  the  plaintiff  did  all  in  his  power  to 
*8t«  the  writ  which  was  issued  by  the  defendant,  and  I 
U  it  only  fur  that  he  should  recover,  and  I  hold  that 
>>  entitled  to  recover  &om  the  defendant  the  above  sum 
'I  4g.,  and  judgment  must  be  given  for  the  plaintiff 
"tdinjjy  with  costa." 

'tijmtnt  for  the  plaintiff. 

Tutker  ▼.  SouUon  and  Others. 
^  wti'm  i»  mainUtinahle  hy  a  theriff't  officer  against  the 
bnxy  i—uiMg  a  writ  of  fi  fa.,  noticilhitanding  there  it  no 

*  mier  the  execution,  and  nolhinf  it  rtalieed  therefrom. 
The  plaintiff,  the  same  officer  here,  sued  the  defendants, 
M  ue  also  attorneys,  for  liia   fees   in    the  execution 


of  Jl.  fa.  issued  in  a  cause  of  Boultoii  v.  Thatcher.  A. 
warrant  ha4  been  issnnd  by  the  sheriff  directed  to  'the 
plaintiff,  on  an  execution  issued  by  the  defendants  as  the 
attorneys  of  Boulton,  under  similar  circumsc-mcea  as  detailed 
in  the  fast  caae,  and  the  plaintiff  had  entered  tho  premises 
of  Thatcher,  and  had  remained  in  possession  until  ordered 
to  withdraw. 

It  appeared  that  the  plaintiff  did  not  sell  at  once,  as  he 
believed  the  execution  debtor  had  entered  into  a  codtposi- 
tion  with  his  creditors.  He  now  sought  t'>  recover  his  fees 
for  levy,  possession-money,  and  mileage,  &o. 

A.  B.  Carpenter,  for  the  plaintiff,  argued  that,  as  the 
officer  bad  done  all  that  he  was  able  to  do,  be  was  entitled 
to  recover  his  fees,  there  being  a  previous  charge  on  the 
property,  whereby  be  was  unable  to  proceed  further  nith 
the  execution.  The  fact  of  a  previous  charge  could  not 
bar  the  plaintiff's  right  to  recover  those  fees  which  were 
allowed  him  by  the  statute. 

Boulton,  for  the  defendant,  submitted  that  as  nothing  had 
been  realbed,  the  plaintiffs  could  not  recover.  He  cited 
Cok  r.  Terry  (6  L.  T.  X.  S.  347),  where  it  was  held  that  a 
sheriff's  officer  having  made  an  effectual  levy  under  a  fi.  fa. 
upon  the  goods  of  the  defendant  by  reason  of  a  claim  by  an 
assignee,  upon  which  the  officer  was  obliged  to  abandon 
possession,  was  not  entitled  to  sue  the  attorneys  for  the 
plaintiff  who  sent  the  writ  to  the  sheriff  for  execution,  for  his 
charges. 

Carpenter,  in  reply,  argued  that  Gtle  v.  Terry  had  been 
decided  solely  upon  the  authority  of  B{He  T.  jlaeiloek  (3 
Camp.  374),  which  was  an  action  by  the  sheriff  himself ; 
this  distinction  wns  not  pointed  out,  and,  therefore,  the 
question  wbether  the  offioer  himself  could  recover,  was  not 
in  reality  considered. 

Mr.  Whitbreab. — ^The  plaintiff  in  this  case  is  the  same 
plaintiff  as  in  the  preceding  one,  and  the  defendants  are  the 
attorneys  of  the  plaintiff  in  an  action  of  Boulton  v.  Fletcher. 
The  defendants,  as  such  attorneys,  issued  a  writ  of/,  fa.  in 
July,  1869,  and  the  plaintiff  executed  that  writ  on  the  16th 
of  the  same  month,  and  he  remained  in  .possession  five  days, 
and  then  withdrew  on  receiving  a  commnaication  from  the 
defendants  which  amounted  to  an  authority  to  withdraw. 
It  seems  to  be  admitted  that  the  plaintiff  did  all  that  he  was 
required  to  do,  and  he  now  sues  for  £Z  2s.  6d.,  made  up  thus  : 
£1  service,  mileage  13s.  6d.,  man  in  possession  £1  8s.  The 
same  cases  and  arguments  were  used  on  the  part  of  the 
defendants  in  this  case  as  in  the  preceding  one.  If  the 
plaintiff  in  the  preceding  caae  was  entitled  to  recover  a 
fortiori  he  must  be  so  entitled  in  this  case,  and  I  give  judg- 
ment accordingly,  with  costs. 

Judgment  for  the  plaintiff. 


AFPOIHTMEKTS. 


Mr.  Geokgr  Little,  Q-Chas  been  appointed  by  Lord 
Dufferin,  Chancellor  of  the  Duchy  of  Lancaster,  to  be  Vice- 
Chancellor  of  the  County  Palatine,  in  succession  to  Vice- 
Chancellor  Wickens,  promoted  to  the  judgeship  vacated  by 
Sir  John  Stuart  Mr.  Little  was  called  to  the  bar  at  the 
Middle  Temple  in  >tay,  1840,  and  was  appointed  a  Queen's 
Counsel  in  1866,  being  soon  after  elected  a  bencher  of  his 
inn.  He  has  for  some  time  been  the  leader  of  the  bar  in  the 
Lancaster  Chancery  Couirt. 

Mr.  G-.  Vf.  HnvMiNO.  barristor-at-law,  has  been  appointed 
Counsel  in  Equity  to  the  Attorney-General,  in  the  place  of 
Mr.  Wickens.  Mr.  Hemming  is  of  St.  John's  College, 
Cambridge,  and  was  senior  wranj^er  in  1844.  He  afterwards 
became  a  fellow  of  his  college,  and  published  a  treatise  on 
the  Differentdal  and  Integnu  Calculus.  He  was  called  to 
the  bar  at  Lincoln's-inn  in  May,  1860,  and  has  been  editor 
of  the  Equity  series  of  the  Zaw  Seporti  issued  by  the  Conneil 
of  Law  Reporting  since  the  institution  of  that  body.  He  is 
an  officer  of  the  Inns  of  Court  Volunteers. 

The  Right  Hon.  John  Robert  Mowbrat,  M.P.,  for  the 
University  of  Oxford,  has  been  appointed  by  the  Archbishop 
of  Canterbury,  to  be  a  Church  Estates  Commissioner,  in 
succession  to  the  late  Mr.  Edward  Howes,  M.P.  The 
salary  of  the  office  is  £1,000  per  annum.  Mr.  Mowbray  is 
the  son  of  the  late  Robert  Stribling  Cornish,  Esq.,  of  Hills 
Court,  Exeter,  and  an  alderman  of  that  ci^,  wnose  death 
took  place  only  a  few  months  a^.  He  was  Mm  on  the  3rd 
of  June,  1815,  and  received  his  early  education  at  West- 
minster School,  and  Christ  Chnrcb,  Oxford.     He  was  a 
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stQilent  of  his  college,  and  obtained  a  1st  dais  literu  Su- 
matuoriiiu  in  1837  ;  he  afterwards  became  a  fellow  of  Oriel 
College.  He  was  called  to  the  bar  at  the  Inner  Temple  on 
the  llth  November,  1841,  and  soon  after  joined  the  Western 
Circuit,  practising  also  at  the  DeTon,  Exeter,  and  Plymouth 
sessions.  In  June,  1853,  he  was  elected  M.P.  for  the  city 
of  Darham,  which  he  continned  to  represent  till  November, 
1868,  when  he  was  returned  for  the  University  of  Oxford. 
Id  March,  1858,  he  was  appointed  Judge  Advocate- General, 
and  Judge  Marshal,  in  the  late  Earl  of'  Derby's  second  ad- 
ministration, and  filled  the  same  office  from  July,  1866,  till 
December,  1868,  during  the  Derby-Disraeli  reginu.  He 
-nas  sworn  a  Privy  Councillor  on  his  first  appointment  to  the 
office.  Mr.  Mowbray  l<i  a  depnty-lientenant  and  J.P.  for 
Durham,  a  J.P.  for  Berkshire,  and  is  treasurer  to  the  Society 
for  the  Propagation  of  the  Gospel  in  Foreign  Parts.  The 
right  hon.  gentleman  married  in  1847,  Elizabeth  Gray,  only 
child  of  G.  J.  Mowbray,  Ksq.,  of  Bishopwearmouth,  co. 
Durham,  and  of  Mortimer,  near  Reading,  and  on  his  mar- 
riage he  assumed  the  name  of  Mowbray,  in  lieu  of  his  pat- 
ronymic Curnish.  Mr.  Mowbray  formerly  filled  the  office  of 
second  Church  Estates  Commissioner  for  several  years. 

Mr.  JoHK  WoBLLEDOE,  Judge  of  the  Suffolk  County 
Courts,  (Circuit  No.  88),  has  been  appointed  by  the  Lora 
Bit-hop  of  Norwich,  to  be  Chancellor  of  that  diocese,  in  sne- 
ces«iou  to  the  late  Mr.  Edward  Bowes,  M.P.  Mr.  Worlledge 
is  the  son  of  the  late  John  Worlledge,  Esq.  of  Chevington,  a 
J.P.  for  Suffolk,  and  was  bom  on  the  2nd  of  June,  1809. 
He  was  educated  at  Felstead  School,  Essex,  and  afterwards 
became  a  student  at  Trinity  College,  Cambridge,  where  he 
graduated  B.A.  (fourth  wrangler,  and  a  second  class  claosic) 
in  1831,  in  which  year  he  was  elected  Fellow  of  his  College. 
He  was  called  to  the  Bar  at  the  Middle  Temple  on  the  23rd 
November  1838,  after  which  he  joined  the  Norfolk  Circuit. 
In  June  1866  he  was  appointed  a  Judge  of  County  Courts 
Circuit  No.  33,  which  embraces  the  principal  towns  in  the 
county  of  Suffolk.  Mr.  Worlledge  is  a  J.  P.  for  that 
county,  and  is  one  of  the  Standing  Committee  for  framing 
the  rules  of  County  Courts.  In  1843  he  married  Maty, 
daughter  of  the  Bev.  John  Wastell,  of  Bisby,  near  Buiy  St 
Edmunds ;  he  became  a  widower  in  1863.  Mr.  Worlledge 
presided  for  the  first  time  in  the  Episcopal  Consistonal 
Court  of  Norwich  Cathedral  on  the  15th  of  ApriL  Some  of 
the  surrogates  of  the  diocese  and  most  of  the  proctors  of  the 
Court  were  present  on  the  occasion,  and  were  introduced  to 
the  new  Chancellor.  Before  the  business  of  the  court  com- 
menced Mr.  Henry  Hansell,  as  the  senior  proctor  present, 
aildrtssed  a  few  words  of  congratulation  to  the  judge  on  his 
» :  pointment  to  the  office.  The  Rev.  Precentor  Symonds,  on 
behalf  of  the  surrogates,  also  congratulated  Hr.  Worlledge. 


GENERAL  C0BRE8F0NDENCE. 

Sir, — The  proposal,  discussed  at  the  meeting  of  attorneys 
and  solicitors  at  the  Idw  Institution  on  Friday,  to  establish 
an  English  Law  University  with  the  power  to  grant  degrees 
in  law,  has  Buggested  a  few  thoughts  which,  for  what  they 
are  vorth,  I  ask  leave  to  lay  before  the  profession  in  your 
columns. 

It  is,  on  its  surface,  a  very  taking  idea,  hut  does  it  not 
give  rise  to  the  very  important  question  whether  our  Eng- 
lish law  in  its  existing  state  is  either  worthy  or  capable  of 
thHt  scientifio  study  which  is  implied  in  the  idea  of  an 
University  for  it,  and  the  granting  of  degrees  in  it  F  From 
which  question  would  flow  another  and  very  practical  one — 
viz.,  whether  a  serious  movement  to  put  our  laws  on  some 
acknowledged  basis  of  principle  in  their  various  departments 
should  not,  if  not  precede,  at  least  go  hand  in  hand  with  that 
for  the  establishment  of  the  propoaed  University. 

Let  us  glance  for  a  moment,  by  way  of  illustration,  at 
the  poaition,  in  this  country,  of  a  few  branches  of  law  which 
would  be  necessarily  the  subject  of  study  at  as  English  Law 
University. 

Our  law  of  real  property,  for  instance.  Some  idea  of  what 
this  is,  as  a  subject  for  scientific  study,  may  be  formed  from 
the  fact  that  Mr.  Joshua  Williams  in  his  well-known  work 
on  it*  "principles"  merely  (comprised  in  a  single  octavo 
Toliime)  finds  its  necessary  to  refer  to  more  than  300  Acts 
c  f  Parliament  (no  less  than  180  of  which  have  been  passed 
daring  the  present  reign),  and  more  than  600  decided  cases. 
It  is  not,  I  think,  too  much  to  say  that  the  history  of  this 
branch  of  oar  law  is  the  history  of  a  system  founded  upon 
principles  in  themselves  so  faue  and  untenable  that  the 


public,  the  oonrts  of  justice,  and  the  Legidi 
generations  been  engaged,  by  one  or  anoSer 
arrangement,  in  undermining  them,  at  the  i 
they  nave  held  the  originally  false  principles 
so  holy  or  eo  true  as  that  they  ooght  not  on 
be  denied  or  ioipupied. 

The  starting  point  of  the  law  of  real  propc 
is  that  it  belongs  to  somebody  else  than  the  i 
is,  therefore,  inalienable  by  him.  The  statu 
passed  to  make  alienation  by  such  owne 
begun  to  creep  in  and  be  recognised)  no 
The  statute  quia  tmptorti,  however  is  pu 
years  afterwards  to  make  alienations,  under 
tions,  possible.  But  this  being  inadeqnal 
public  need,  there  follows  before  lone  tbi 
sanction,  both  by  the  courts  of  law  ana  eqo 
recoveries  for  the  purpose  of  accomplishin| 
that  alienation  which  was  still,  as  a  role, 
These  ingenious  devices  are  commonly  deac 
euphemism  of  "fictitious  proceedings." 
faot^  fraudulent  ones  to  which  the  courts 
in  order  to  defekt  the  law,  whidi  it  was  on] 
to  interpret.  But  this  fraud  was  thought  ] 
at  least  was  found  more  feasible  than — { 
itself  upon  a  basis  of  sound  and  workable 
scandal,  inconvenience,  and  expense  of  tilt 
the  fulness  of  time  (when  the  English  \^ 
slightly  to  expand  at  the  great  reform 
elaborate  act  for  the  abolition  of  fines  and  re 
excellent  act  indeed  for  the  mere  attainraei 
in  hand,  yet  designed  firom  the  Conservatii 
which  would  have  deemed  the  abrogation  ol 
principle  a  sacrilege,  a  breach  (in  its  wel 
cant  war-cry)  of  "  Our  glorious  constitutioi 
State."  Of  this  act,  containing  nearly  100 
meritorious  as  it  is  for  its  own  narrow  purp 
say  that  it  is,  with  all  that  it  involves,  a  m 
and  cruel  infliction  upon  a  law  student. 

The  grand  results  which  now  snrviv 
system,  of  the  principle  of  non-alienation, 
our  real  property  law — but  thoroughly  o< 
witted — ^ia  seen  m  our  days,  so  far  as  I  nni 
the  capability  of  creating  what  we  call  an 
lands.  What  is  this  "  estate  tail,"  about ' 
quantity  of  complex  and  artifldal  law  has 
the  unhappy  student  in  order  to  its  oomprel 
aotnality  in  the  ownership  of  lands  do 
Supposing,  for  example,  one  of  us  is  oi 
owner  (in  popular  phraseology)  of  a  landei 
advantage  would  he  or  the  community  derit 
oapaUli^  to  create  an  "  estate  tail "  in  it !" 
than  this,  vis.,  that  he  would  be  able  to  ooi 
bom  person  of  the  next  greneration  an  es< 
than  such  person's  very  own,  as  that  it  w 
stroke  of  the  pen  and  a  lawyer's  bill  to  i 
estates  tail,  in  fact,  exist  for  any  other  sul 
than  that  of  being  barr«d  P  How  much  m( 
an  abstract  idea,  dwelling  in  a  lawyer's  bra 
else,  and  with  difficulty  attaining  even  a 
Did  any  of  us  aver  have  a  client  whom,  wi< 
nations,  we  could  enable  to  make  head  or  t 

Well  then,  to  apply  the  thought  to  the  Ui 
Supposing  a  German  or  Hindoo  were  to  oo 
at  our  intended  University,  not  with  a  oo 
jurisprudential  motive,  would  any  profiaaaoi 
propose  to  drag  the  poor  fellow  through  tl 
with  the  result  of  landing  him  only  in  tl 
entity? 

This  is,  of  course,  a  mere  sketch,  founded 
which  underlies  our  real  proper^  law. 
into  all  the  legal  oddities  that  have  sprung 
with  it,  from  the  invention  of  uses  and  thet 
and  the  doctrine  of  trusts,  as  refused  by  ou 
but  recognised  by  our  courts  of  equity,  o 
say  with  one  of  old  that  the  world  would  i 
the  books  that  might  be  written.  But  I  ti 
pose  the  dilemma  of  having  to  impart  thei 
teries  for  any  other  purpose  than  that  < 
student  to  get  his  living  by  them  beouise  i 
Who  could  with  a  grave  nee  impart  to  a  i 
simply  to  become  a  jurist,  the  ration*  titrt  o 
lease  and  release  f 

On  the  important  subject  of  reg;istratio 
happily,  reduced  to  a  non-entity,  but  very  c 
agine  the  unfortunate  student  having  to  loot 
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foUowio;  rarietiea,  each  differing  in  practice,  and  moat  of 
them  sin  in  principle  bom  its  fellows,  vis. : — 

1.  Regiitntion  of  conveyances  of  real  property  in  Middle- 

-081* 

2.  Begiitntiaa  of  cooTeyances  of  real  property  in  York- 
ihire. 

3.  Ho  registration  in  remaining  thirty-eigbt  oonntiet. 

4.  Registry  of  bills  of  sale  of  famitore. 
i.  Rcgiitry  of  bills  of  sale  of  shipping. 
6.  Registry  of  title. 

Stb,  sod  Isstly,  (pr<A  pudorf)  general  registry  of  common 
pless. 

Agsin,  Choatt  in  Action.  Assignable  in  equity,  bat  not 
aaignable  at  law,  except  in  the  case  of  policies  of  insurance 
mder  a  special  Act  of  Parliament  of  the  year  of  grace  1869 ! 

Sanknptcj/,  Uio,  of  which  I  have  seen  no  leas  than  four 
firiinet  systems  (each  embodied  in  Acts  of  Parliament, 
«hieh  count  their  sections  by  hundreds)  in  operation,  and 
It  to  which  it  seems  never  to  have  struck  anybody  toin- 
quiie  what  is  the  equity  which  a  bankrupt  has  to  IiaTe  a  re- 
base  and  perpetual  injunction  against  his  creditors,  on 
^doning  to  tbem  the  fag-end  of  his  property,  or  rather 
Out  which  remains  of  it  after  payment  of  his  (the  bank- 
npt'i]  costs  of  suit. 

Then  there  is  the  Zatc  of  Dower  with  its  recognised  con- 
rejaneiiig  and  statntory  devices  for  depriving  women  of 
&st  whidi  the  law  affects  to  regard  as  their  right. 

Is  it  not  necessary,  then,  I  ask,  before  English  law  can  be 
Mtlsthe  subject  of  scientific  study,  that  its  anomalies  and 
mentridties  should  be  corrected  by  some  method  or  process 
shioh  involves  a  definitive  selection  between  principles 
ihich  are  tme  and  principles  which  are  not  true  on  the 
btaii  of  its  different  departments  ? 

It  may  possibly  be  the  case  that  no  more  efficacious  step  can 
ta  tiken  &an  tiie  establishment  of  an  University  towards  the 
rttuuent  of  this  end.  The  attempt  to  study  scientifically 
ikioch  of  knowledge  unscientifically  constatnted,  must,  it 
mU  seem,  end  either  in  the  failure  of  the  attempt  on  the 
Hlhud,  or  in  the  development  in  a  scientific  direction  of 
fctdject  of  study  on  the  other.  The  study  of  astronomy, 
fciMhnce,  on  tiie  principle  of  the  sun's  going  round  the 
1M^  Bodified  and  counteracted  by  Galileo's  contrary  notion 
iffttesttb  going  round  the  sun,  would  probably  end  before 
k^  in  its  investigation  on  the  principle  of  the  truer  hypo- 
IsH,  If  this  should  be  the  result  to  any  extent  of  the 
Itililiihinent  of  a  law  University,  its  promoters  will  cer- 
uslj  have  not  laboored  in  vain. 

A  SOUCITOB. 


iJHxiiiiTs'  Fexs  roR  Abobtive  Lrvx. 

Sir,— I  shall  feel  obliged  if  you  can  inform  me  if  the 
Uatifs  attorney  is  liable  to  the  sheriff's  officer  for  tihe 
let  of  Uie  latter  under  the  following  circumstances : — 

Awrit  of  fi  fa.  is  lodged  with  the  sherifiTs  agent  in  tswn, 
<^  is  porsnance  of  the  fi  Jo.  the  sheriff's  officer  takes  pos- 
WOD  of  the  furniture  of  the  defendant  at  the  address 
ulotied  on  the  back  of  the  /  fa.  But  the  officer  is  then 
>Ted  with  a  notice  by  "A."  that  the  goods  belong  to  him 
Oder  a  bill  of  sale.  Upon  this  the  sheriff  interplends,  and 
pon  the  return  of  the  interpleader  summons  "  A. "  shows, 
■  the  satis&ction  of  the  judge  and  of  the  plaintiff  that  the 
in  of  sale  is  a  valid  document  and  that  the  goods  seized 
te  those  covered  by  the  bill  of  sale.  The  judge  thereupon 
oka  an  Older  that  the  sheriff  withdraw  from  posses- 
en. 

I  was  always  under  the  impression  that  when  the  sheriff 
Bed  goods  which  did  not,  in  fact,  belong  to  the  defendant 
sst  neither  the  sheriff  nor  his  officer  were  entitled  to  their 
W  from  eith^  the  plaintiff  or  his  attorney, 
^s  recent  case  nnder  the  above  circumstances  the 
wnSTt  officer  sent  in  his  acconnt  of  fees  for  payment  and 

"Aised  to  pay,  but  the  officer  insists  he  is  entitled  to  his 
M,  and  (quotes  a  case  of  AmbUr  v.  I'Mlp,  which,  he  informs 
*(|VU  tried  before  M'.  Commissioner  Kerr,  and  reported 
1  MS  late  Tbnet  of  November  19,  1871.* 

However,  before  paying  his  account  I  should  like  to  have 
jMr  oinnioD  or  that  of  some  of  your  sabscribeis,  with  many 
iThom  the  point  must  be  of  every-day  occurrence,  as  to 
«» le«Kty  of  the  claim. 

^l™  19-  A  Makaoino  Clkbk. 

'  Exported  also  in  S.  J .,  same  date.  Two  cases  on  this  subj  ect 
"  BjKBted  in  another  column. 


PABLIAMENT  AlTD  LBOISLATION. 

HOUSE  OF  COMMONS. 

April  17-— The  Tratht  Xlmion  Bill  was  read  a  third  tame 
and  passed. 

The  CriHonal  Late  Amtnimtnt  {Jiaileri  and  Worimn) 
Sill  was  read  a  third  time  and  passed. 

The  BiUt  of  Exchange  and  Promiaory  Note)  Bill  second 
reading. — ^Mr.  Morley  expressed  a  hope  that  the  bill  would 
be  extended  so  as  to  get  rid  of  the  three  days  of  grace  upon 
all  bills. — Mr.  Crawford  concurred.  fie  should  be  very 
glad  if  days  of  grace  were  done  away  with  altogether. — Sir 
J.  Lubbock  said  the  suggestion  was  one  of  very  considerable 
importance  to  the  traSng  community,  and  should  not  be 
adopted  without  consideration. — Mr.  Alderman  Losk 
thought  the  proper  course  would  be  to  make  every  bill  pay- 
able at  the  time  stated  on  the  face  of  it — at  sight,  or  30  or 
SO  days — without  any  days  of  grace. — Mr.  Alderman  Law. 
rence  agreed  with  Sir  John  Lubbock. — ^The  bill  was  read  a 
second  time. 

April  19.— Game  Laws  AboHtioa  Bttf.— Mr.  P.  A.  Taylor 
moved  the  second  reading  of  his  Game  Bill.  The  bill, 
which  was  opposed  by  Mr.  Hardcastle,  was  thrown  out  by 
172  to  49. 

April  20.— The  Budget.— ^r.  Lowe  stated  that  the 
revenue  of  lastyear  had  exceeded  the  estimate  by  £2,31 1,000, 
but  the  expenditure  had  exceeded  its  estimates,  thus  re- 
ducing the  surplus  to  £397,000.  The  increased  charge 
which  the  abolition  of  army  purchase  would  entail,  together 
with  increased  education  expenditure  and  other  charzes, 
left  a  deficiency  of  £2,713,000  to  be  met.  He  proposed  to 
raise  £550,000  by  a  tax  on  matches,  £1,9.'S0,000  by  altering 
the  income  tax  from  fourpence  in  tiie  pound,  (£1  13b.  id. 
per  cent.),  to  £2  48.  per  cent.  ;  and  £300,000  more 
from  the  Probate,  Legacy,  aitd  Sueceteion  Dfitiee  in 
the  following  manner : — The  right  hon.  gentleman  said — 
"  I  will,  in  the  first  place,  speak  of  the  probate  duty.  The 
probate  duty  at  the  present  time  has  many  faults.  In  the 
first  place,  probate  duty  is  paid  on  personal  property  be- 
queathed by  will,  and  a  duty  is  also  paid  on  the  property  of 
intestates.  But,  strangely  enough,  the  amount  paid  in  the 
case  of  intestacy  is  in  t^e  ratio  of  three  to  two  as  compared 
with  the  case  of  persons  who  have  made  a  will.  It  is  said 
that  the  law  is  made  for  la  wyers,  and  I  suppose  they  thought 
it  necessary  to  punish  the  enoimity  of  going  out  of  the 
world  without  providing  oneself  with  that  legal  instrument, 
I,  however,  hold  that  it  is  no  business  of  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  or  of  Parliament  to  interfere  with  a  msa 
whether  he  likes  to  make  a  will  or  to  take  the  will  which 
the  law  has  already  made  for  him  by  the  Statute  of  Dis- 
tributions, and  I  therefore  propose  to  sweep  away  the  dis- 
tinction to  which  I  have  referrM.  Then  the  scale  on  which, 
the  probate  du^  is  paid  is  exceedingly  troublesome  and 
objectionable.  It  is  founded  on  no  comprehensive  principle, 
and  contains  some  extraordinary  jumps  and  divei^ences.  A 
great  deal  may,  in  my  opinion,  he  done  to  simplify  it  with 
great  advantage  to  the  public  The  subject  is  a 
technical  one,  and  I  will  not  dwell  on  it,  bat 
what  we  propose  is  to  place  all  personal  property, 
whether  testate  or  intestate,  on  a  scale  based  on  the 
principle  of  a  two  per  cent.  duty.  It  is  pretty  much  a  scale 
like  that  of  the  existing  probate  dutr,  rising  at  intervals  by 
£60  up  to  £600,  by  £100  up  to  £2,000,  by  £200  up  to  £3,000 
by  £600  up  to  £5,000,  by  £1.000  up  to  £10,000,  by  £2,000  up 
£20,000,  by  £5,000  up  to  £50,000,  and  by  £10,000  to  any 
sum  whatever.  At  present  the  scale  is  capricious  when  it 
gets  above  £1,000,000,  and  jumps  by  £100,000.  The 
change  which  I  propose,  will  practically,  I  believe,  be  one 
of  considerable  value,  but  it  will  not  make  much  difference 
so  far  as  the  revenue  is  concerned.  There  is,  however,  an 
alteration  which  we  propose  which  will,  I  think,  make  some 
difference  to  the  revenue.  As  things  at  raesent  stand, 
many  estates  pay  Legacy  which  do  not  pay  Probate  Duty. 
The  Probate  Duty  depends  on  the  situs,  or  the  place  where 
the  property  is  situated.  T'he  Legacy  Da^  is  levied  on  the 
prineiple  of  moit'lta  etguunttir  pereottam.  The  law  is  this : — 
If  an  Englishman  dies  in  France,  being  domiciled  there, 
and  has  property  in  England,  that  property  will  pay 
Probate  Duty,  but  the  legacies  which  he  may  leave  would 
not  pay  Legacy  Duty,  because  they  are  considered  to 
follow  his  person,  and  the  law  looks  upon  his  property  for 
that  purpose,  though  situated  in  England  as  being  situated 
in  France.    Again,  if  an  Englishman,  domioiled  in  England 
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happens  to  have  property  in  France,  that  property  will  pay 
Legacy    but  not    Probate   Duty,   because   the   situs   is    not 
in    this    country.      Now,  I    propose    to  deal    with    the 
matter  hy   sweeping  away  all  those    cobwebs   and    laying 
down   the    simple    rule    that    whenever    property     pays 
Legacy   Duty  it     shall  pay     Probate  Duty,    and    when- 
ever   it    pays    Probate   Duty   it  shall  pay    Lesfacy   Duty. 
I  now  come  to  a  more  important  subject— I   allude  to  the 
Bucceesiou  and  legacy  duties.     The  committee  are  aware 
that  those  duties-  are  paid  according  to  a  scale,  and  that  scale 
is  of  this  nature : — The    lineal  descendant  or  ascendant, 
the  son  inheriting  from  the   father  or  the  father  from  the 
son,  pays  1  per  cent.     In  the  case  of   succession  between 
brothers  the  duty  is  3  per  cent.;  between  children  of  the 
same  grandfather,  5  per  cent.;  of  the  same  great-grandfather. 
7  per  cent.;  all  other  persons  in  a  more  remote  degree  of 
consanguinity,  or  having  no  claims  of  consanguinity  at  all, 
paying  10  per  cent.     Now  I  am  not  myself  a  great  admirer 
of  this  scale  in  the  abstract.     The   true  basis  of  taxation  is 
equality,  because  it  in  the  first  place  renders  its  incidence 
more  just,    and  in  the  second  place  lighter.     I  am,  how- 
ever, well  aware  that  the  feeling  in  favour  of  this  scale  is 
thoroughly    incurable    in    the    case  of  the  people  of  this 
country,  and  that  it  would  be  in  vain  to  seek  to   alter 
it.      1    think,    at   the  same  time,  almost  every  one  will 
admit  that  it  is  a  very  extreme  scale,  and  that  it  works  out 
the  principle  on  which  it  is  based  almost  ad  absuidum.       I 
am  further  of  opinion  that  there  is  a  fair  case  for  increasing 
certain  of  the  succession  duties  by  means  of  some  alterations 
in  the  scale.     I  am  of  this  opinion    because    I    recollect 
that  in  18.53  my  right  hon.  friend  at  the  head  of  the  Govern- 
ment, who  was  then  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  making 
what  at  the  time  was  considered  a  very  moderate  estimate — 
indeed,  he  was  abused  hy  many  hon.  members  for  its  mode- 
ration— stated  that  he  thought  this  duty  would  in  a  few 
years  reach  the  sum  of  £2,000,000.    The  Parliament  of  1853, 
however,    having   heard  the  estimate   of    my    right    hon. 
friend,  gave  its  assent  to  the  proposal,  and  legalised  a  duty 
which  was  estimated  to  yield  £2,000,000,  and  which  Lord 
Cairns,  who  was  then  a  member  of  the  House  of  Commons, 
estimated  at  £4,000,000,  it  being  the  opinion  of  another  hon. 
and  learned  gentleman,  the  present  Vice-Chancellor  JIalins, 
that  it  would  reach  the  large  sum  of  £8,000,000.    All  this 
occurred  eighteen  years  ago,  and  the  Succession  Duty  now 
amounts  to  only  £732,000.      A  moderate  increase  of  that 
duty  can  hardly,  therefore,  be  regarded  as  an  unreasonable 
proposal  when  accompanied  with  exactly  the  same  increase 
in  the  case  of  personal  property.     I  do  not  propose  to  make 
STiy  difference  in  this  respect  between  personalty  and  realty. 
1    alty  has  the  disadvantage,  which  it  appears  to  me  it  must 
always  have,  of  paying  loeal  rates,  but  it  has  some  compen- 
sation in  the  freedom  from  probate  duty  and  in  the  circum- 
stance that  the  succession  duty  is  calculated  not  on  the  value 
of  the  property,  but  on  the  value  of  the  annuity.     I  am  of 
opinion,    therrfore,  that    we  need  not  shrink    when    we 
really  want  money  for  a  great  national  purpose — a  purpose, 
too,  which  recommends  itself  strongly  to  the  minds  of  those 
very  gentlemen  who  are  most  interested  in  this  question 
from    making  a    moderate     increase    in    the    Succession 
Duty.       What   I  propose    to    do,    therefore,  is    to  raise 
the  1  per  cent,  paid  by  the  lineal  descendants  to  2  per  cent, 
the  effect  of  which  will  be,  so  far  as  personalty  is  concerned, 
to  increase  the  tax  by  £496,000,  and  in  the  case  of  realty 
and  settled  personalty,  which,  being  the  object  'of  settle- 
ment, comes  under  the  head  of  real  estate,  by  £250,000.     I 
also  propose  to  raise  the  second  head  of  the  scale^that  is, 
the  3  per  cent,  as  between  brothers  to  Sh  per  cent.,  so  that 
then  the  scale  will  po!iymmetri<!allyfrom  2  to  3  J  percent.,  and 
from  SJ  to  5  for  cousins.     The  effect  of  these  changes  will  be 
to  give  an  incressed  revenue  from   personal  property  of 
£630,000,  and  from  real  estate  and  settled  personalty  of 
£292,000.  making  a  total  of  £920,000.    I   estimate  that  the 
alteration  with  regard  to  the  incidence  of  the  Probate  and 
Legacy  Duties  will   produce  altogether  about  £100,000, 
and  this  gives  a  total  of  £1,020,000  from  these  sources,  of 
•which  £300,000  will  fall  within  the  present  year.     There 
is  no  attempt  whatever  to  put  any  particular  tax  on  realty. 
Legacy  and  succession  are  subject  exactly  to  the  same  rule. 
It  being  necessary  to  find  some  money,  I  have  placed  them 
pari  paisu  with  each  other.     I  hope  hon.  gentlemen  oppo- 
site  won't  think   that  in   doing   this   I   am  making  any 
attack  on  the  land,  or  doing  anything  unfair  towards  them, 
since  personal  property  will  contribute  twice  as  much  as  real.' ' 
In  another  part  of  his  speech  the  right  hon.  gentleman  an- 
nounced the  following  scheme  relative  to  the  Chancery  fundt. 


"  I  may  be  allowed  to  make  a  statement  with 
measure  we  are  taking  which  I  hope  may  hiiv 
effect  in  enabling  us  to  reduce  the  public  debt 
signed  to  carry  out  our  object  is  now  before  i 
as  it  is  german  to  the  subject  before  the  com 
I  may  be  allowed  to  allude  to  it.  The  comm 
that  the  funds  of  the  Court  of  Chancery  are  i 
department  of  the  Accountant- General,  and 
not  prepared  to  find  any  fault  with  the  ad 
these  funds  I  must  say  it  is  certainly  condu 
antiquated  principles  as  compared  with  modei 
instance,  I  find  it  is  characterised  hy  a  svi 
accounts,  one  set  being  carried  ou  in  the  i 
the  other  in  the  Bank  of  England,  but  this  t 
ing  double  accounts  is  compensated  hy  there 
at  all.  I  cannot  blame  anyone  for  this  extrioi 
things  ;  it  has  come  down  to  us  from  the  eat 
Court  of  Chancery.  But  besides  this  there 
delay  in  getting  money  out  of  the  hands 
Chancery,  not  only  as  the  consequence  of  th( 
eery  procedure,  but  even  when  the  suitor  I 
end  of  the  formalities  prescribed  by  that  s 
has  to  exercise  patience  for  another  fortnigl 
get  possession  of  the  moneys  awarded  him. 
office,  too,  it  has  its  vacation,  and  for  two  n: 
end  of  August  to  the  beginning  of  Novem 
sible  to  draw  any  money  out  of  the  Com 
Consequently  there  is  a  great  rush  at  times 
and  .13  much  as  £300,000  was  drawn  out 
year.  These  are  considerable  inconvenieno 
but  he  has  others.  If  he  has  money  in  ( 
choice  of  two  modes  of  dealing  with 
can  leave  it  in  the  hands  of  the  Account 
tirely  improductive,  or  of  having  it  invest 
taking  upon  himself  the  risk  of  loss  which 
the  time  of  subsequent  sale  there  shoald  h 
in  the  value  of  the  securities.  It  has  occurr* 
Lord  Chancellor  has  consented  to  the  arrai 
may  be  beneficial  to  suitors  if  we  were  to  t 
out  of  the  control  of  the  Paymaster-Get 
double  system  of  accounts,  and  institute  ai 
The  suitor  would  then  have  what  he  has  n 
the  security  of  the  Government  for  his  fund; 
pose  in  addition  that  the  Court  shall  he  all 
suitor  object  to  lend  the  money  to  Govemm 
at  £2  per  cent.,  to  receive  interest  upon  it 
of  the  suit  to  receive  his  money  as  deposite 
this  way  to  consult  the  convenience  of  ti 
will  of  course  be  necessary  to  the  success  of 
to  form  a  powerful  engine  in  the  hands  of 
to  reduce  the  debt.  The  fund  formed  by 
suitors,  unlike  the  fund  obtained  from  Sa 
positors,  would  not  he  run  upon  in  bad  tii 
would  be  paid  out  only  when  the  decree  o 
been  issued ;  there  would  therefore,  he  a  sfa 
fund  which  does  not  belong  to  ordinary  dep 
pose  to  invest  this  money  in  the  purchase  c 
convert  that  stock  into  terminable  aunuiti( 
same  value.  The  surplus  of  the  yearly  anni 
ment  of  the  interest  due  to  suitors,  will  b< 
fresh  stock,  which  will  again  be  converted 
annuities.  By  this  means  we  hope  to  com 
value  a  large  portion  of  stock  into  terminahl 
thus  in  time  make  a  sensible  impression  u] 
debt." 


OBITUAKY. 

RIGHT  HON.  J.  R.  DAVISON,  Q. 
The  death  of  the  Right  Hon.  John  Robert 
Judge  Advocate-General,  and  M.  P.  for  the 
took  place  suddenly  ou  the  15th  April  (his 
day),  at  the  seat  of  Mr.  J.  St.  George  B 
Auberies,  Sudbury,  Suffolk — where  he  had  a 
the  evening  before,  apparently  in  good  hea 
ease  is  supposed  to  have  been  the  cause  of  hi 
He  was  the  second  son  of  the  late  Rev.  E 
rector  of  Harlingtou,  Middlesex,  who  had 
years  vicar  of  St.  Nicholas,  in  the  cit3'  of  t 
previously  held  by  Mr.  Davison's  grandfi 
Judge  Advocate-General  was  bom  at 
Durham,  on  the  15th  of  April,  1836, 
his  early  education  at  the  Houghton 
Grammar    School ;     he    afterwards     proc 
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ITDiTRiityof  Durham.  He  was  callad  to  the  bar  at  the 
MidJIe  Temple  on  tbe  2nd  of  November,  1849,  and  prao- 
ited  on  the  Xorthem  Circuit,  attending  also  the  Durnam, 
^'ncutle,  and  Northumberland  sessions.  He  became  a 
jaeen'i  Cannsel  in  1866,  since  which  time  be  chiefly  devoted 
omself  tOMrliamentaiy  business,  and  had  a  very  IncratiTe 
nctice.  Soon  after  becoming  a  Q.C.  he  was  appointed  a 
ugUnta  for  the  county  of  Durham,  and  on  the  retirement 
fSi.  Scurfield  Grey,  in  1867,  he  was  unanimously  diosen 
tiinnan  of  the  Durham  Court  of  Quarter  Sessions.  At  the 
at  general  election,  in  November,  1868,  he  came  forward 
It  candidate  for  the  representation  of  his  native  city,  on 
« retirement  of  the  Right  Hon.  J.  E.  Mowbray,  who  was 
eeled  member  for  the  University  of  Oxford  ;  and  after  a 
Dtest  with  Mr.  J.  L.  Wharton,  barrister-at-law,  of  the 
orthem  Circuit,  Mr.  Davison  was  returned  as  M.P.  for 
nrhini.  M  the  end  of  last  year  the  office  of  Judge  Advo- 
fe-G«ne™l  and  Judge  Marshal  became  vacant  by  the 
ngMtion  of  Sir  Colman  O'Lofthleu,  and  Mr.  Davison  was 
letted  his  saa:essor  on  the  28th  December,  1870,  being 
m  sworn  in  as  a  member  of  the  Privy  ConnciL  On 
tepting  the  office,  he  was  re-elected  for  Durham  without 
rontien-  He  married,  in  1860,  Jane  Anna,  eldest 
i«lit«  of  Nicholas  Wood,  Esq.,  of  Hatton  Hall,  President 
the  Northern  Institute  of  Mining  Engineers.  By  this 
It,  who  died  in  November,  1869,  he  had  a  family  of  four 
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LOED  PLUNKET,  Q.O. 
tte  Kght  Hon.  Lord  Plunket,  aC,  of  the  Iiish  Bar, 

?™  at  St.   Valerie,  near  Dublin,   on  the  l^th  April. 

•  n«  the  second  son  of  the  first  Lord  Plunket,  the  famous 
*»,  who,  having  attained  the  highest  eminence  at  the 
t«nd  filled  successively  the  offices  of  Isolicitor-genorwl, 
i  Utomey-gcneral  in  Ireland,  was  created  a  peer  of 
llmted  Kingdom,  by  patent  on  the  1st  of  Juno,  1827. 
■wll,  the  first  Lord  Kunket  was  appointed  Lord  CKancel- 
JJHitod,  which  officehe  held  tiU  1841,  with  the  exception 
'*  *«t  interval  of  Sir  Robert  Peel's  administration 
■Iwto  1835.  By  his  marriage  with  Catherine,  only 
2»r  of  John  M'Causland,  Esq.,  M.P.  for  the  county 
Jpt  he  had  a  family  of  ten  children,  of  whom  the  noble- 
•jBt  deceased  was  the  second  son.  The  lato  Lord  Plun- 
•nj  called  to  the  Irish  Bar  in  1817,  and  was  created  a 
»«  Counsel  in  1837;  he  long  held  the  office  of 
•"n-barrister  for  the  county  of  Meath,  which  he  re- 
«  on  succeeding  to  the  peerage  in  1866,  on  the  death  of 

«d«r  brother,  the  Lord  Bishop  of  Tuam.  He 
■"Mm  1824,  Charlotte,  daughter  of  the  late lUght  Hon. 
m  Kendal  Bnshe,Lord  Chief  Justice  of  the  Court  of 
rs  Bench  in  Ireland,  and  had  a  familyof  five  sons  and 
"  *^l»ters.  His  eldeet  son,  the  Rev.  William  Conyng- 
■"nnket.  Chancellor  of  St.  Patrick's  Cathedral,  Dublin, 
•MS  to  flie  title  as  fourth  peer,  being  the  first  clergyman 
»  disestablished  Irish  Church,  who  will  be  entitled  to 
'fflsseatm  the  House  of  Lords.  His  second  son,  the 
I.  Charles  Bushe  Plunket,  holds  an  official  appointment 
™?ng,  in  the  East  Indies ;  while  the  third  son  is  the 

•  IHvid  Robert  Plunket,  aC,  M.P.,  for  the  University 
w>Bn.  One  of  his  daughters  is  married  to  Mr.  Richard 
•eae,  a  member  of  the  Irish  Bar,  second  son  of  the 

Sight  Hon.  Baron  Greene,  of  the  Irish  Court  of 
"qner.  The  late  Lord  Plunket  was  the  last  survivor 
"OM  aoaa  of  the  first  peer,  and  two  of  his  brothers 
Wdtothe  Irish  branch  of  the  legal  profession,  viz., 
MO.  David  Plunket,  banister-at-law,  protho-notary  to 
*oit  of  Common  Pleas  in  Ireland,  who  died  in  1868 ; 
ITO  Hon.  Patrick  Plunket,  a  judge  of  the  Court  of 
"nptcyin  Ireland,  who  died  in  1859. 


MB.  0.  N.  COLT. 

''^u!?  ^*tliamel  Colt,  barrister-at-law,  of  Bishopwood 
*^  Hiaieate,  died  on  the  9th  of  April,  aged  forW-seven 
^Kr.  Colt,  as  a  Utv-studenti  gaineda  certificate  of  honour 
V.  1857,  and  astadentsbip  in  January,  1868.  In  Kovem- 
*■  the  latter  year,  he  was  called  to  the  bar  at  Lincoln's- 
^ttdhad  since  practised  at  the  Chancery  bar  as  an  equity 
■pUfflan  and  conweyaocer. 


W  Cnadu  Laa  Journal  urges  the  neoemHj  of  •  Coart  of 
<inlt7,idr  tha  Canadian  LUand  Seas. 


METROPOUTAN  AND  PROVINCIAL  LAW  ASSO- 
CIATION. 
Proceedings  at  the  twenty-fourth  Annual  General  Meeting, 

held    at   the    Incorporated     Law    Society's    Hall,    on 

Wednesday,  April  19th,   1871.     Mr.    Benham,   in  the 

Chair. 

The  Secretary  read  the  report  and  the  annual  balance- 
sheet. 

Resolved, — 1  on  the  motion  of  the  Chairman,  "That 
the  report  of  the  committee  of  managemeut  be  adopted,  and 
that  it  be  printed  and  circulated  in  tne  usual  way. 

Resolved, — 2  on  the  motion  of  Mr.  John  Turner,  seconded 
byMr.  Keene,  of  Mold,  "That  the  cordial  thanks  of  the 
association  be  presented  to  the  committee  of  management 
for  their  labours  during  the  past  year." 

Resolved, — 3  on  the  motion  of  Mr.  Devonshire,  seconded 
by  Mr.  E.  Eimber,  "  That  the  members  of  the  association 
(p.  3  of  the  report)  be  elected  chairman,  deputy  chairmen, 
and  members  of  the  committee  of  management  for  the  ensu- 
ingyear." 

Resolved, — 4  on  the  motion  of  Mr.  Burton,  seconded  by 
Mr.  E.  W.  Field,  "That  the  best  thanks  of  the  association 
be  presented  to  Mr.  J.  Morris,  for  his  services  as  auditor, 
and  that  he  be  requested  to  accept  the  same  office  for  the  en- 
suing year." 

Resolved, — 5  on  the  motion  of  Mr.  E.  W.  Field,  seconded 
by  Mr.  Tagart,  "That  the  best  thanks  of  the  association  be 
presented  to  tJie  council  of  the  Incorporated  Law  Society, 
for  the  cordial  co-operation  they  have  afibrded  to  the  com- 
mittee of  management  during  the  past  year,  and  for  their 
courtesy  in  lenmng  one  of  their  rooms  for  the  purpose  of  this 
meeting." 

Resolved, — 8  on  the  motion  of  Mr.  Francis,  seconded  by 
Mr.  Tamer,  "  That  the  best  thanks  of  this  meeting  be  pre- 
sented to  Mr.  Jas.  Fred.  Beever,  for  his  services  daring  the 
past  year,  and  to  Mr.  Benham,  for  his  able  conduct  in  the 
chair  this  day." 

The  meeting  concluded  with  a  vote  of  thanks  to  the  secre- 
tiivy,  which  was  moved  by  Mr.  Tagart,  and  seconded  by  Mr 
Benham. 

MANCHESTER   INCORPORATED    LAW 
ASSOCIATION. 

The  aimnal  dinner  of  this  association  was  held  at  the 
Albion  Hotel,  Piccadilly,  Manchester,  on  Thursday  evening. 
The  President  (Mr.  J.  Cooper)  was  in  the  chair,  and  about 
forty  members  and  guests  were  present.  Amongst  the  guests 
were  Mr.  J.A.Russell,  Q.C,  Judge  of  the  Manchester  County 
Court,  and  Mr.  Gill,  the  President,  and  Mr.  Lowndes,  the 
Vice-President,  of  the  Liverpool  Incorporated  Law  Society. 

Mr.  RussBLL,  Q.C,  in  proposing  the  toast  of  the  evening, 
"  Prosperity  to  the  Manchester  Incorporated  Law  Associa- 
tion," said  it  was  of  the  greatest  importance,  next  to  the 
malring  of  the  laws,  that  there  should  be  an  efficient  body  to 
administer  them.  The  profession  to  which  they  belonged 
were  by  law  recognised  as  officers  of  the  courts  of  justice, 
whose  province  it  was  to  assist  in  the  administration  of  the 
laws,  and  everything  which  aimed  at  the  efficiency  of  that 
body  would  aia  of  course  in  the  proper  administration  of  the 
laws.  He  could  not  help  thinking  that  in  these  days  of  co- 
operation the  co-operation  of  the  officers  of  the  superior 
courts  for  the  purpose  of  administering  the  laws  most  be  one 
of  the  most  important  co  operations  that  could  be  possibly 
conceived,  because  gentlemen  associated  as  they  were  had 
a  sort  of  double  aspect.  Internally  they  had  discipline  to 
exercise,  uid  externally  they  had  a  voice  which  it  was  their 
duty  and  their  privilege  to  give  forth,  in  all  matters  relating 
to  the  administration  of  the  law  ;  and  except  as  a  united 
body  they  could  neither  exercise  that  discipline  nor  give 
forth  that  voice  as  they  ought  to  be  exercised  and  given 
forth.  He  was  most  happy,  therefore  to  find  that  there  was 
in  Manchester  not  only  a  law  association,  but  an  incor- 
porated law  association.  The  Association  had  now  an 
existence  which,  in  the  strict  letter  of  the  law,  could  never 
die.  Already  there  was  a  great  work  for  the  Association  to 
dp,  and  before  long,  there  would  be  a  greater  work  before 
t£em.  Without  flattery  he  might  say  that  they  were  com- 
petent to  do  that  work.    (Applause.) 

Mr.  Habpek  (the  vice  president  of  the  Association),  who 
responded  to  the  toast,  said  that  in  all  legal  reforms  which 
had  been  attempted  in  the  House  of  Commons  for  twenty 
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years  past  the  Manchester  Law  Society  had  taken  the  deepest 
interest.  The  committee  had  examined  rarioiu  bills  which 
had  been  broaght  before  Parliament  from  year  to  year,  and 
the  society  claimed  the  credit  of  having  from  the  tirst  sup- 
ported the  establishment  of  coanty  courts,  which  had  been 
Srodnctive  of  an  immense  deal  of  good  to  the  community. 
[e  thought  that  in  re^rd  to  the  judges  of  county  courts  no 
county  had  been  so  highly  favoared  as  Lancashire  had  been. 
(Hear,  hear.)  That  society  had  paid  a  great  deal  of  atten- 
tion to  the  improvement  of  the  bankruptcy  laws,  whether 
with  any  success  or  not  he  would  leave  to  the  judgment  of 
those  who  were  more  experienced  than  himself  in  bankruptcy 
proceedings.  (Laoghter.)  He  must,  however,  claim  credit 
to  the  society  for  having  achieved  a  great  reform  in  the  amal- 
gamation of  the  Courts  of  Record  of  Manchester  and  Solford. 
(Applause.)  That  movement  cost  the  society  a  great  deal 
of  trouble,  but  they  might  console  themselves  with  the  fact 
that  a  good  Act  had  been  passed.     (Applause.) 

The  toast  of  the  Mayor  and  Corporation  of  Manchester 
was  proposed  by  Mr.  R.  B.  B.  Cobbett. 

Mr.  Petty  proposed  the  toast  of  tho  Mayor  and  Corpor- 
ation of  Salford,  to  which  Mr.  Alderman  Radford  res- 
ponded. 

Mr.  Heelis  proposed  "The  Lord  Chancellor  and  the 
judges,  including  the  local  judges." 

Mr.  Rl'suell,  in  responding,  said  he  could  not  resist  the 
temptation  of  saj-ing  a  vroii  of  an  old  friend — ^namely,  the 
new  Vieo  Chancellor  of  the  county  palatine  of  Lancaster. 
He  could' not  tell  them  how  many  years  it  was  since  he  first 
met  Mr.  Little  professionally.  They  had  been  friends  ever 
mnco,  and  he  rejoiced  at  his  appointment  for  two  reasons, 
first,  because  he  was  a  very  competent  man,  and,  secondly, 
because  he  was  a  Lancashire  man.  (Applause )  If  there 
was  one  principle  that  ought  to  bo  kept  cardinally  in  view, 
eceteri*  paribiu,  in  the  appointments  of  this  county,  it  waa 
this,  that  men  who  had  gone  the  northern  circuit,  cither  to 
the  Court  of  Chancery  or  other  Courts,  were  men  who 
ought  to  be  preferred.  (Applause  ^  Ho  rejoiced  that  that 
canon  had  oeen  followed  on  this  occasion,  and  ho  was 
happy  that  the  canon  had  been  so  constructed  as  to  include 
his  friend  Mr.  Little.     (.-Vpplause.) 

Mr.  Alderman  Raofohd  proposed  "  Tho  Liverpool  Law 
Society,"  to  which  Mr.  Gill  and  Mr.  Lowndes  responded. 

Other  toasts  of  a  complimentary  character  were  proposed 
and  responded  to. 


THE  SOLICITORS'  BENEVOLENT  ASSOCIATION. 

The  twenty-sixth  half-yearly  general  meeting  of  tho 
members  of  this  awiociation  was  hold  at  the  Law  Institution, 
diancery-lane,  on  AVcdncsday  last,  the  9th  inst.,  in  presence 
of  a  largo  attendance  of  members  of  tho  profession,  princi- 
pally, of  tho  Metroi>olis.  Pahk  Nelsox,  Esq.,  was  called 
to  tho  chair. 

The  proceedings  of  the  meeting  commenced  by  the 
secretary  Mr.  Eiffe,  reading  the  notice,  and  tiio  previous 
minutes  ;  followed  by  tho  twenty-sixth  half  .yearly  report  of 
the  Board  of  Directors.  The  report  proceeded  to  say  that 
since  October  last,  tho  association  has  received  an  accession 
of  69  additional  members,  increasing  tho  aggregate  number 
to  2161,  of  whom  710  ore  life,  and  1421  "tithihI  subscribers. 

From  the  audited  abstract  of  tho  accounts  which  is 
appended,  it  will  bo  seen  that  the  receipts  during  the  same 
period,  including  the  balance  of  £1169  16s.  4d.  remaining 
from  the  previous  account,  have  amounted  to  £2411  12s.  6d. 

Of  this,  tho  sum  of  £41 5  has  been  expended  in  grants  of 
relief,  £285  in  amounts  varying  from  £15  to  £50,  to  the 
necc^<8itous  widows  and  families  of  ten  deceased  members  of 
the  association,  and  £130  in  smaller  grants  among  tho 
families  of  fifteen  deceased  non-members. 

A  sum  of  £1603  Ss.  has  been  expended  in  the  purchase  of 
London  and  North- Western  four  per  cent,  debenture  stock, 
and  the  total  invested  capital  is  now  £19,794  os.  2d.,  consist- 
ing of  £5071  6s.  4d.  Three  per  cent,  consols,  £7803  17s. 
8d.  India  five  per  cents.,  £5016  ls.2d.  India  four  per 
cents.,  and  £1903  London  and  North- Western  four  per 
cent,  debenture  stock.  Tho  dividends  on  these  investments 
amount  to  £804  per  annum,  and,  under  a  resolution  passed 
at  the  general  meeting  in  April,  1861,  and  afSnned  at  a 
subsequent  one  in  October,  1862,  constitute  the  fund  which 
the  Ixmrd  is  at  liberty  to  deal  with  for  purposes  of  relief. 

A  balance  of  £172  18s.  Sd.  remains  to  the  credit  of  the 
association  with  the  Union  Bank  of  London,  and  a  stun  of 
jE  IS  is  in  the  secretary's  hands. 


The  general  circulation  of  the  societjr'irep 
year  has  been  carried  into  effect  within  t^ 
copy  having  been  transmitted  to  nery  loUc 
England  and  Walea.  The  directon  beliere  1 
kindly  and  promptly  followed  up  by  penou 
members  and  friends  of  the  associatian  in 
localities,  important  benefit  to  the  interesti  i 
might  be  attained. 

In  oonulosion,  the  directon  have  much 
noundng' that  the  Right  Hon.  SirFitzroyK 
Baron  of  her  Hajeety's  Exchequer,  hu  i 
sented  to  preside  (for  the  second  time)  tt  tl 
of  the  association,  which  will  take  plso 
Tavern,  London,  on  Tnesday,  the  13th  of  Jr 
six  gentlemen  have  already  consented  to 
and  the  secretary  will  be  happy  to  reoei 
others." 

The  Cbaibman  moved,  and  Mr.  K  F.  ] 
the  adoption  of  the  report  and  balanoe-il 
nnanimously  agreed  to. 

Mr.  H.  T.  YovNQ  then  moved,  in  pnnoa 
"  That  the  resolutions  passed  at  the  gen 
April,  1861,  and  October,  1862,  Umitinf 
relief  to  the  annual  dividend  arising  fr 
capital  be  reaoinded ;  and  that  the  direett 
authorised  to  grant  relief  in  adcordaaoe  «i 
of  rule  2,  to  the  extent  of  the  dividend) 
invested  capital  of  the  society,  and  the  am 
for  the  current  year," 

He  observed  that  by  the  original  coi 
society  the  directon  had  full  discretion  as 
of  all  the  funds,  but  that  in  the  infuc 
reeolationa  were  passed  restricting  them  fin 
than  the  dividends  on  the  invested  funds  I 
the  charity,  the  result  of  which  has  beei 
£20,000  has  been  accumulated,  and  the  di 
the  dividends  too  little  to  meet  all  applical 
the  time  had,  he  conceived,  arrired  for  tfa 
plication  of  the  funds  in  charity.  Tbi 
society  by  continuing  to  amass  fonds  for  t 
generations,  in  lien  of  relieving  present  net 
only  be  neglecting  their  duty,  but  wooli 
losing  the  general  support  to  which  they  mi 
forward.  It  had  been  observed  by  soi 
when  presiding  at  the  annual  dinners,  thai 
was  below  what  might  be  expected  of  the 

Mr.  K  F.  BuRTOK,  who  seconded  the 
that  the  restriction  of  the  charities  of  the 
income  of  its  capital  was  a  verv  proper  ( 
dation  was  in  its  infancy,  bnt  now 
amounted  to  a  respectable  sum  the  time 
should  be  removed.  The  association  A 
this  generation  and  attend  to  the  urge 
surround  us  and  leave  poaterity  to  do  th( 
He  urged  that  the  association  should  foil 
the  great  London  Hospitals,  where  they  d 
only  to  expend  all  their  aocmed  subscrij 
anticipate  and  encroach  on  the  aabacripti 
ing  year.  As  a  director  it  was  always  a  i 
him  that  they  could  onl^  dole  out  small  ■ 
of  soliciton  often  left  with  large  families 
daughten  totally  unprovided  for. 

An  amendment  upon  this,  to  the  effect 
of  the  annual  subscriptions  for  the  cum 
given  away,  having  been  moved  by  Mi 
seconded  by  Mr.  E.  Hedger,  a  good  deal 
pUoe  thereon.  Ultimately  the  amendn 
from  the  chair,  was  lost  by  a  show  of  ham 
resolution  of  Mr.  Young  was  agreed  to 
those  voting. 

The  nsuiU  oomplimentary  resolutions,  4 
ton  and  auditon,  the  Council  of  the 
Society  for  the  use  of  their  hall,  and  the 
kindness  in  presiding,  brought  the  prooee 
ing  to  a  close. 


LAW  STUDENTS'  DEBATING 

On  Tuesday,  the  18th  April  inst.,  the  ( 
was  No.  473  Legal : — '-  Were  the  plaintifl 
ceed  in  the  action  of  MoUttt  v.  Jtotin* 
opened  in  the  affirmative,  in  which  wmy  tl 
tne  question  by  a  slight  nugority. 
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FEE  lODDLESEX  BENCH.— PRESEKTATION  OF  A 

nSTIMONIAL  TO  ME.  H.  POWNALL, 
liitt  Satniday  afternoon  above  eighty  of  the  Middlesex 
ra^atnUa  aasembled  at  the  Sessiona-house,  ClerkenwelU 
ireen,  for  the  purpose  of  presenting  a  very  well-earned  testi- 
iKmialt  0  their  late  chairman  Mr.  H.  Fownoll. 
Lord  Ebury,  having  been  called  to  the  chair,  said  that 
he  siduaaa  duties  of  chairman  of  the  Court  of  Middle- 
ex  Seuiona,  which  transcended  any  other  counties  in 
y  importeuice  of  its  duties,  taxed  most  severely  the 
itergies  of  him  who  had  to  preside  over  them,  but  under 
be  auspices  of  Mr.  Fownall  the  business  of  the  county  had 
em  transacted  in  a  way  that  might  challenge  comparison 
ith  any  other  bench  or  body  in  ^is  country,  and  although 
;  was  all  transacted  in  open  court,  with  all  the  vigilance  of 
le  press  brought  to  bear  npon  it,  their  proceedings  had 
nwn  forth  a  smaller  amount  of  criticism  than  those  of 
ijr  other  public  body.  After  some  other  observations, 
Old  Ebory  said,  all  that  remained  for  him  to  do  was  to 
fe  on  the  part  of  two-hundred  magistrates  of  the  county, 
lose  vho  had  known  him  the  longest  and  the  best,  that 
itimanial  of  their  esteem,  regard,  and  attachment.  He 
ifA  that  the  recollection  of  that  day  would  always  be 
uisuiaUe  to  him,  and  in  some  degree  compensate  him  for 
e  labour  he  had  bestowed  in  the  entire  devotion  of  his 
K  to  the  interests  of  this  great  county  for  nearly  thirty 
ais,  and  he  trusted  that  his  health  would  continue  as  they 
r  it,  ao  that  he  might  be  enabled  to  enjoy  his  dignified 
mre,  and  not  forget  the  Court  over  which  he  had  so  long 
aided. 

Hie  teetimonial  consists  of  a  dessert  service  in  bright 
i  (rotted  silver,  the  value  of  which  is  five-hundred 
inaii,  engraved  with  the  arms  of  Mr.  Pownall,  the  city  of 
ertmmiter,  and  the  county  of  Middlesex.  A  large  and 
rare  silver  tea-tray,  engraved  with  the  arms  as  on  the 
rin  piece,  and  the  following  inscription  : — 
•Bus  salver,  together  with  other  pieces  of  ornamental 
IfcuM  subscribed  for  by  his  Grsu»  the  Duke  of  'Welling- 
&K.6.,  the  Lord  Lieutenant ;  H.  M.  Kemshead,  Esq., 
■CUiman  of  the  Conrt,  and  209  of  the  magistrates  of 
unaif  of  Middlesex  and  Liberty  of  Westminster,  and 
••^  to  Henry  Pownall,  Esq.,  D.L.,  J.  P.,  on  his  re- 
MHit&om  the  Chairmanship  of  the  Court  of  Quarter 
■ioiB  of  that  county,  on  the  14th  of  July,  1870,  as  a 
Vt «{ esteem,  and  In  recognition  of  his  ablo,  zealous,  and 
vteoiu  discharge  of  the  duties  of  that  office  during  the 
ig  period  of  twenty-six  years." 

«r.  Pownall  said, — My  Lord  and  Gentlemen, — I  am  sure 
n  is  no  one  present  who  will  not  admit  that  it  is  far 
te  easy  to  listen  to  the  kind  observations  of  our  noble 
stma  than  for  any  individual  to  return  t.banlni  for  them, 
oloidship  has  been  pleased  to  allude  to  my  services, 
ito reodl  to  our  minds  periods  long  passed  away.  It  is 
Kat  satisfaction  in  reviewiiw;  the  work  of  more  than  a 
liter  of  a  century  in  which  I  have  been  engaged,  more 
less  for  the  benefit  of  the  county,  to  receive  this  splendid 
rk  of  your. esteem  and  approval.  Your  approval  of  the 
oner  in  which  I  have  aided  you  in  effecting  highly  important 
aations  in  voui  county  establishments  is  very  gratifying 
Jp,  and  will,  I  trust,  continue  to  aSord  you  and  the 
sic  satisfaction  long  after  I  have  passed  away.  To 
■""srsto  the  various  works  in  which  we  have  co-operated 
Hher  would  occupy  more  time  than  is  expedient  on  this 
toaa,  and  I  will  on}j  allude  to  the  silent  system  in  your 
«na,  the  amelioration  of  the  condition  of  the  poor 
™»,  and  the  separation  of  the  male  and  female 
Mushments  of  your  prisons,  by  which  many  thousands 
»Ty»r  have  been  saved  to  the  county.  Not  the  least  of 
"^^Mvolent  efforts  has  been  the  extension  of  the  term 
tke  repayment  of  borrowed  money  from  fourteen  to  thirty 
Bjby  waoh  a  saving  has  been  effected  of  upwards  of 
WW  a  year,  tlins  far  Hi'nu'niiiyiiTig  the  burdens  of  the 
Vyen  of  the  county.  These  and  other  measures  I 
^Ba^ate  with  the  greatest  satisfaction,  nor  can  I  on 
*  ^occasion  forget  the  explosion  at  Clerkenwell, 
a  from  the  directions  I  gave  the  escape  of  Burke  was 
i^ented,  and  the  mutilation  of  sixty  or  seventy  prisoners 
savctded.  These  and  other  labours  I  contemplate  with 
"i  pleasure,  but  whatever  pleasure  your  approval  of  my 
'*^  may  afford  me,  the  assurance  of  your  personid 
^ia  the  most  welcome  of  all.  To  have  worked  with 
|>io  c(ButantIy  and  so  long,  and  still  retain  ^our  esteem 
■  ngud,  will  afford  me  satisfoction  and  gratification  for 
t  Rst  of  my  days,  whfle  the  magnificent  testimonial 


which  you  now  present  records  your  sentiments  of  esteem 
and  appreciation  of  my  services,  and  will  remind  my 
children  and  my  children's  children  of  the  kind  feeling 
with  which  for  so  many  years  I  was  associated  with  the 
magistrates  of  this  great  county. 


COUBT  FAFEBS. 

COURT  OF  CHANCERY. 

CAUSE  LIST. 

£asUr  Term,  1871. 

Before  the  Lobd  Chavcbllob  and  the  Loans  Justices. 

Appealt. 


1870. 

Boreham  t  HaU  pt  hd  (S.— 
June  21) 

■Warrick  v  The  Provost  and 
Scholars  of  Queen's  College, 
Oxford  (R.— July  11) 

Greenhow  v  Price  (B. — July 

U) 
Betts  V  Thompson  (B.— Deo. 

3) 

Hood  V  North  Eastern  By.  Co. 
pt  hd    (M.— Dec.  8) 

Crook  T  Corperation  of  Sea- 
ford  (8.— Dec  17) 

Mackie  v  Darling  (S.— Dec.  17) 
1871. 

Consens  v  Cousena  (1867. — 
C— 297    B.— Jon.  13) 

Lee  V  Lancashire  and  York- 
shire By.  Co.  (M.— Jan.  14) 

Upporton  v  Nickolson  (B. — 
Jan.  17) 

XAdyman  v  Grave  (S. — Jan.  19) 

Westmoteland  v  Holland  (S. 
—Jan.  3U) 

Tyler  v  Yates  appeal  of  deft 
J.  C.  Dicker    (S.— Feb.  1) 

The  Llynvi  Coal  and  Iron  Co. 
(Limited)  v  Broaden  (B.— 
Feb.  2] 

Tyler  v  Yates  appeal  of  deft. 
F.Yates    (S.— Feb.3) 

Clark  V  Henry     (M.— Fsb.  6) 

The  Imperial  Mercantile  Credit 
Asso^ation,  (Limited)  v 
Chapman     (M.— Feb.  13) 

BatcliSev  Barnard    (R.— Feb. 

") 
Sawyer  v  Petarborongh   Gas 

Co    (B.— Feb.  14) 
SouthaU  v  The  British  Mutual 

Life  Assurance  Society    (R. 

-Feb.  16) 
Conservatories   of    the   River 

Thames  v  South-Eastem  By. 

Co    (B Feb.  16) 

Burton  v   Burton      appl.    of 

deft  M.  E.   Burton    (M.— 

Feb.  18) 
Haywaid  v  Neate    (B — Feb. 

21) 
MoEuen    v     West     London 


Crabb  T  Miller    (S.— Feb.  23) 
Champney  v  Burland     (S. — 

Feb.2o) 
The  Potteries,  Shrewsbury  and 

North- Walw  By.  Co  v  Minor 

(M.— March  2) 
Burton  v  Burton     appeal  of 

defendants     J.   Burton  and 

S.  Cartwright    (M.— March 

3) 
Peter  v  Nicolls     (S.— March 

3) 
The  Oriental  Inland  Steam  Co. 

(Limited)  v  The  Seoretanr  of 

State  in  Council  (appeal  of 

Secretary  of   SUte)      (M.— 

March  4) 
Same  v  Same    appeal  of  the 

Scinde  By.  Co    (M.— March 

14) 
Mosey  v  Squire     (R. — March 

6) 
Boyd  v  Petrie    (R.— March,  6) 
Bahre  V  Murrieta   (R. — March 

Phillips  V  Homfray,  Fothergill 

TPbiUips    (S.— March  9) 
Touohe    V   The   Metropolitan 

Ry.       Warehousing       Co. 

(Limited)      (S.— March  13) 
Tomkins    v    Coltbunt      (M. 

MaIt^hl6) 
Pilcher  v  Ilawlins     appeal  of 

defendant     Lamb        (R. — 

March  17) 
Wright  V  Pitt     (M.— * 

Stedman   v    Stedman     (R.— 

March  20) 
Pilcher  v  Rawlins     affeel  of 

defendant     Ward        (R.— 

March  23) 
White  V  Simmons  (S.— March 

25) 
White  T  Simmons  (S.— March 

2fi) 
Barker  v  Barker    (R. — March 

26) 
Burton  v  Burton    appeal  of  J . 

Harris,      official      assignee 

(M.— Match  31) 
BoskeU  V  Whitworth     (B.— 

Aprils) 


(M ^Maich 


Wharves   and    Warehouses 
Co.  (Limited)    (8.— Feb.  23) 

Before  the  Mastbb  op  thb  Rolls. 
Count,  fe. 


Carter  r  Robinson  exons  for 
insuffldency 

The  Msrchanta'  Trading  Co. 
(Limited)  v  Banner    &m 

Peiroe  v  The  Watford  and 
Rickmansworth  Ry  Co.    f  c 

Moontford  v  Keeno    m  d 

Bragg  V  Bell    f  c 

Lloyd  V  Thomas  m  d,  wit- 
nesses before  examiner 

Barrett  v  Mulberry  f  c  (April 
20) 

Watkins  t  Thomas  m  d,  wit- 
nesses before  examiner 

Jarvuv  Allen    f  c  (S.O.) 

Bristowe  v  Tweed  c,  wit  (day 
to  be  fixed) 

Slater  v  Worthington  f  c  &  s 
tovary 


Moore-Stevens    v    Braginton 

(1867.— M.— 12)  opthd 
Moore-Stevens    v    Braginton 

(1867.— M.— 11)  0 
Moore- Stevens    v    Braginton 

(1867.— M.— 13)    c 
Moore-Stevens    v    Braginton 

(1867.— M.— 14)    0 

(wit,  April  18) 
Tanner  v  Mason    m   d  (wit 

before  examr) 
The  Imperial  Mercantile  Credit 

Association      (Limited)     v 

Whitham    o,  wit  (April  17) 
Kaye,  Bart,  v  The  Lcmdon  & 

North  Westr  Ry.    Co.     c. 

with  wito  (VC  B.)  26  April 
Desks  V  Bayley    o,  with  wits 

(VCB.)  day  to  be  fixed 
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Simon  v  Owon    m  d  (V  C  M.) 
The  Agra  Bulk   (Limited)  v 

Martyn    c,  with  wits  (VC 

B.)  dayto  be  fixed 
Young  V  The  London,  Brighton 

&  South  CoMt  Ry.  Co.    m  d 

(V  C  M.)  23  AprU 
The  Corporation  of  London  t 

Simdon      c.  with   wits   (24 

April) 
Tower  v  Tower    £  c 
Mortimer  v  Mortimer    m  f  d 

(17  April) 
Hutchinson  v  Hutchinson  sp  c 
Hobson  7  Jones    f  c  &  sums  to 

vary 
Skinner  v  The  Sittingbonme  & 

Sheemess  Ry.  Co.    f  c  (17 

April) 
Pike  V  Dickinson    c 
Hiatt  T  Hillman    f  c  &  sums 

to  vary 
Edwards  v  Brown  m  f  d 
Bigg  T  Cox    m  f  d 
Lewis  V  Whitaker    c 
Smith  T  Guire    f  c  &  sums  to 

vary 
Finch  V  Westropo    c 
Hay  V  Bates    c,  with  wits  (day 

to  bo  fixed) 
Haines  v  Gaunt    m  f  d 
Shaw  V  Tnthill    f  c 
In   re   Susannah    Langford'a 

Estate,  and  BuxtonvPeUatt 

f  c 
Wilson  V  Stockdale    m  f  d 
The  First  National    Bank    of 

New  Orleans  v  Simpson  f  c 
Pride  V  Bubb    m  f  d 
Bear  v  Bear    f  c 
Boddy  v  Hay    m  f  d  (wits  be- 
fore exam^ 


Bachaiian  v  Home    f  c  (short) 
Thomson  v  Procter    cause  set 

down  at  request  of  defendant 
Grayson  v  MuUineux,  Mulli- 

neux  T  Lawrence,  f  c 
Pearce  v  Fawcett  f  0 
Bolding  V  Harrison  f  c 
Hill  V  Nichols  fc 
Salter  v  Cox  f  c  &  somns  to 

vary 
Bark^  v  Adshead  m  d 
Solly  v  Osborne  m  d 
Kaino  v  Rainc  c 
Heane  v  Evans  f  c 
Rapson  v  Rapson  f  c 
Angas  V  Angus  m  d 
Caton  V  Baker  sp  c 
Griffith  V  Lord  Mostyn  c 
Skiller  v  Haisman  f  c 
Aldridge  v  Ormiston  m  d 
Frogatt  v  Woodrow  f  e 
Attomoy-General   v    Pattrick 

m  d 
Bird  V  Grout  m  d 
Watts  V  Watte  m  d 
Crabtree  v  Poole  m  d  pro  con- 

fesso  against  Deft.    Samuel 

Mortimer 
Neave  t  Neave,  Bart,  c 
Sperling  v  Morley  c  pro  oon- 

feseo  against  sole  Defendant 
Elmhirst  v  Rawlinson  f  o 
Tyrer  v  Rimmer   f  c 
Elgood  V  Cates  m  d 
Bllis  T  Eade  f  c 
Cawlcy  V  Bird  m  d 
Evans  v  Phillips  f  o 
Evans  v  Mcndham  f  c 
Styles  V  Guest  m  d  (short) 
Calisher  ▼  Forbes  m  d 
Whitmoro  v  Whitmore  f  c 


Before  the  Vioe-Chancellor  Sir  Richard  MALn«8. 


Cregory  v  Gregory    dem 

Piercy  v  Fynney    dem 

Korthcote  v  Northooto 

SoUory  v  Leaver    c 

Skinner  v  The  Plumstead  Dis- 
trict Board  of  Works    m  d 

ArkcoU  V  Sears    m  d 

Tamerv  Collins  c,  wit  (AprU 
18) 

The  Imperial  Mercantile  Credit 
Association  (Limited)  v  Wil- 
son   m  d 

Young  V  Ix)ng    o  (April  18) 

De  Montigny  v  Schmidt  c, 
wit  (May  2) 

Vander  Byl  v  Austin    m  d 

Wainewright  v  Patten  m  d 
(April  ii) 

Dence  v  Dixon  c,  wit  (day  to 
be  fixed) 

The  Oriental  Financial  Corpo- 
ration (Limited)  v  Overend, 
Gumey  &  Co.  (Limited)  m  d 

Pemberton  v  Bamea  m  d  (re- 
transferred  from  Rolls) 

Gwilt  v  Kerr    f  c 

Hilton  V  Hilton  m  d  (re-tzons- 
ferred  from  the  RoUs) 

Oibbins  v  Bascley    f  c 

The  London  &  S.>uth  Westam 
Bank  (Limited)  v  Fairlie, 
Bart,    f  0 

Wooldridge  v  Edgell    f  c 

Haybow  v  George    f  o 

ShoUess  T  Woolmer    f  c 

Sparrow  v  Wilson    f  c 

Lines  V  Tucker    c 

Pegg  V  Pegg    m  d 

Nixon  V  Oarstin    f  c 

Crossley  v  Elworthy    m  d 

Hendriks  v  Curtis    f  c 

Allan  V  The  United  Kingdom 
ElectricTelegiaph  Co.  (Limi- 
ted)   c,  wit  (day  to  be  fixed) 

The  Landed  Estate*  Co.  (Limi- 
ted) V  Weeding    m  d 

Bratton  V  the  Parish  of  St. 
George,  Honover-sq    m  d 


The  Belgian  Public  Works  Co., 

(Limited)  v  Grant   o  with 

witns  (day  to  be  fixed.) 
Dent  V  The  Ottoman  Ry.  Co. 

m  d 
Price  V  Price  c  with  witn*  (day 

to  be  fixed. 
Caino  v  The  Cumberland  Iron 

Mining    and  Smeltiiu;    Co. 

(Limited)    m  d  pt  hd  (S.  0.) 
Coventry  v  Morris  f  c 
Wood  V  Meroer  m  d 
Bailey  v  Rolland  m  d 
Lewis  T  Lewis  m  d 
Feteradorff  v  Cook  m  d 
Fraser  v  The  Ottoman  By.  Co. 

md 
Scnlthoinpe  v  Tipper  m  d 
Rodd  v  Fascoe  sp  c 
Dumford  v  Dumford  f  cons. 

(1868.— D.— 146} 
Dumford  v  Dumford  f  cons. 

(1888.— D.— 142) 
Cruikshank  v  Duffin  m  d 
Raithby  v  HaU  c  with  witna. 

(day  to  be  fixwl) 
The  Official  Liquidator  of  the 

Birmingham  Banking  Co.  t 

Carter  spc 
Deakins  v  Andrews  m  d 
Gray  v  Gray  c 
Norfolk  V  liangley  f  c  &  sumns 

to  vary 
Pemberton  v  Neill  m  d 
Pemberton  v  Marriott    m  f  d 
Hale  V  Hale    m  f  d 
Watt  V  Muirhead    f  c  &  sums ' 


Caiuei,  ^c. 

Powell  V  Riley    f  c 
Abbott  V  the  Bakers  and  Con- 
fectioners'  Tea   Association 
(Limited)     m  d 
Asnton  v  Hattersley    m  d 
The    Sheffield    Improved   In- 
dustrial and  Provident  So- 
ciety (Limited)  v  Jarvis    c 
Lamb  v  Meryweather    f  c  and 

sums  to  vary 
Earl  of  Cork  v  Russell,  Bart. 

m  d 
Francklin  v  Bacon    c 
Elliot  V  Knuckcr    m  d 
Whitby  V  Farmer    f  o 
Cullen  V  Cullen    f  o 
Homewood  v  Lamb    m  d 
Carter  v  Smith    sp  c 
Sterry  v  Combs    m  d 
Britnell  v  Walton    m  d 
Pennington  v  Pennington    f  c 
Whitiii  V  Glading    f  c 
Wills  V  Bourne    ra  d 
Finlay  v  Kemp     c,  wft  (day 

to  be  fixed) 
Hooper  v  Pearson    m  d 
Weston  V  Ligertwood    m  d 
Sleeman  v  Sleeman    f  c 
Aicedeckne  v  Lord  Howard    c 
Wall  V  De  Grachy    m  d 
Richardson  v  Pottrell    o 
Grech  v  Oram    m  d 
Chabord  v   The  New  Russia 

Co.  (Limited)    c 
The   Preston  Banking  Co.   v 
Watson    c,  wit  (day  to  be 
fixed) 
Bbunt  V  The  Conservators  of 

the  River  Thames    m  d 
Mather  v  Mather    sp  c 
Gibbs  v  Mackintosh    m  d 
Ba^hott  V  Watson     m  d 
Haigh  V  Kaye    m  d 
Simoox  V  Parker    m  d 
Price  V  Edwards    m  d 
ToothvMort    md 
Whelan  v  Whelan    f  c 
Sutton  v  Wilders  m  d 


Stocey  V  Simmoni  f  c 
Hill  V  Wostmoirissd  c,villi 

wits  (day  to  b«  bed) 
Allen  V  Morgsn   m  { i 
Tirupp  V  Scratan  c 
Richanlson  T  Hosghtini  (c 
Falkner  v  Crattvell  m  d 
Mayar  v  Mercer   m  d 
Rodwell  V  Turner   f  c 
Squires  v  Walker  n  d 
Walker  V  BecUer  md 
GillcttvOan*   it 
Sadler  v  Msoghsn  f  e 
Roberts  v  Thomat  (aid  tx, 

other  cases)    { c 
Vives  V  The  Ottomu  Ej.  Co, 

c(transferred  franVC  Bus, 

bv  order) 
Chillingworth  v  CMin^onb 

Last  V  Drake    m  i 
Hosford  V  Sngdes   m  i 
Kingdon  v  Dsan   m  d 
Redpath  v  Pettis   m  d 
Attwood  V  Brown  e;  t 
Jackson  v  The  Nocta-Eusn 

Ry.  Co.    m  d 
Price  V  Hutchinsoa  e 
Dooner  v  ToUey   m  d 
Lloyd  V  Lloyd   m  d  (ibrf] 
Lean  v  Carrick    e 
Andrews  v  Woodward  c 
Wilson  v  Wilson  (P.O.)  sJ 
Jones  V  Jones   m  d 
Rodgers T  Curtis   md 
Brooke  v  Ellis   f  c 
Wilkinsoo  v  Fooock  c 


to  vary 

Beforo  the  Vioe-Chancdlor  Sik  Jaxbs  Baco.v. 
CauHS,  ic. 
Rees  V  Engelback    demr  Ford  v  Foster    m  d 

Clifton  v  Pigeon     exons  for    Ridler  v  Dunn   m  i 

insufficiency 
Comer  v  Graham    exons  for 

insufficient 
Williams  t  The  Llaaelly  Ry. 

&  Dock  Co.    md 
Thompson  v  Williams    m  d 
Knapp  V  Knapp    m  d 
Robertshaw  v  rirth    m  d 
Brunei  v  Brunei    m  d 
Fearoe  v  Scudds    m  d 
Wedgwood  v  Denton    m  d 
Lycett  V  The  Stafford  and  Ut- 

toxeter  Ry.  Co.    m  d 
Highett  V  Dampier    m  d 
Ingram  v   Upperton     o,  wit, 

pt  hd  (AprU  18) 
Measer    v    Stacey,    Staoey  v 

Messer    c  (May  2) 
Bleackley  v  Hall    m  d 
Greene  v  The  West  Cheshire 

Ry.  Co.    m  d         • 
Dawson  v  Robinson    sp  o 
Murray  v  Clojrton  m  d  &sams 
Phipps  V  Berridgo    m  d 
Heyman  v  Dubios    m  d 
Murchison  v  Batters    m  d 
Smith  V  Gibson    sp  c 
Hall  V  Hargreave    c,  wit  (day 

to  be  fixed} 
Earle  v  Appleyard    m  d 


iACO.V. 

ad  I 

m  d  pv^^ 
dftfMwWiTn 


jiiinnriW 
ad      J 


ppU. 
Kemp  V  The  South  Eastern 

Ry.  Co.    m  d 
Carter  v  Earl  Ducie    m  d 
Palmer  v  Flower    sp  c 
Savage  v  Snell  sp  c  as  amended 
Wade-Gery  v  Hondley    m  d 
Charlton  v  Charlton    m  d 
Bond  v  Milboum    m  d 
Ramsey  v  Hooper .  m  d 
Sinnett  v  Herbert    f  o 
Maurice  v  Pugh    f  c 
The  London  &  Paris  Hotel  Co. 
(Ltmited)^v  Mainwaring  m  d 
Johnson  v  The  Dudley  ft  West 
Bromwich  Banking  Co.  m  d 
Hayward  v  Penny    m  d 
Pitte  V  The  Kingsbridge  High- 
way Bourd    m  d 
Hooper  v  Webb    c,  wit  [day 
to  DO  fixed) 


fesao  against 
Dunn  (wit  befon 
Cadman  v  Cadman 
IJpmann  v  Elksn  m 
Allones  v  Elkon   m  d 
Hunt  V  Sidney    f  c 
Wilson  V  Tucker   m  d 
Chester  v  Chester   i  « 
Gilbert  v  Bowcn  c,  wit 

to  be  fixed) 
Paul  T  Children   m  d 
Rennie  T  Morris   c,  wit  ^ 

to  be  fixed) 
Anderson  v  Andecna 
Williams  v  Peam   f  e 
AUan  V  Gott    f  c 
Collins  V  Collins    f  c 
Thompson  v  Hewltjoa  f  e_ 
In  re  woronoow  Greig'»M 

Somervillo  v  Grrig  f  c 
Williams  T.  Stangw  ft 
Whitney  t  SmitK   f  e 
Cabobe  ▼  Cobabe   c,vit( 

to  be  fixed) 
Wood  V  Hosford    1 1 
Bigg   ▼    The    Coipsnoot 

I«ndon    m  d 
Wilson  V  The  FumesiKy. 

m  d 
Beattie  v  Lord  Ebmj  ti 

(day  to  be  fixed) 
Pidiett  V  Packham    f  « 
Hargreavee  v  HsU   m  d 
Imray  ▼  Imascai    sp  c 
Kimberley  v  Di<i   e,  »it 

to  be  fixed) 
WiiTiTiiTig  Y  Gill    f  s 
Wight  v  Wight   f  c 
Jarvis  v  MitcheU   f  e 
Longworth  v  Bdlamy  s 
In  re  D.  Nutf  s  Estste, " 

V  Lone    f  c 

Ellis  V  Barker    md 

Cook  V  Hart    f  c        __ 

McUwTOith    T    Tbs   D 

Trunk  Connecting  t-f 

md 

Miller  v  Miller   sp  c 

In  re  Andrew  Marmn's  £< 

Finoh  T  Maroon   f  c 
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)e  T  Mans   f  0 
xfm  V  BurgeM    m  d 
nperti  t  Kensit    m  i 
t  Btmaden   H3I    Co.     v 
Kamiden   i  ok  nuns 
idimxth  T  Jofanjon  f  o  & 
lum 

ij  T  Secklum   n>  o 
iaiag  v  Minto  I  c  &  nuns 
coQ  r  Lamare      m  d  wit, 
don  exunr 

Jam  T  Word    c,  wit  (d«y 
gbe  fixed) 
kr  Ooiaey   c 
■tmtn  T  Becksn    m  d 
IdtTT  Untoiir   m  d 
t^TFInkcr    o 
iea  T  Sortees    m  d 
path  T  Morehesd    f  c 
mejr-Oenanl      t       The 
lavnEh  of  Cambridge    m  d 
IT  T  Ridgway    c 
i  r  Smith    {  c 
gre  T  Harper,   Harper   v 
Inper   (  e 
nam  T  Fisher   m  d 
itmrBrogden    fo& stuns 
ctman  r  Bentlsy    m  d 
nr  T  SaTile   m  d 
UrTMalludind 
it  T  Smith  f  0 
df  T  Jonas  f  0 
oa  T  Marks  c 
Mt English  f  c 
>'(irth  StaiTordshin  By. 
«.  T  The  Timstall    Local 
Inid  of  Health  md 
fTKippiiigdalem  d 
tConnation  of  London  t 
^  Metropoh'tan  Board  of 
lobmd 

4M  T  Cotihhard  m  d 
Mt  Smith  m  d 
■•Tfflk  (1868.— S.  263) 
ft 

WTfilk  (1869.— 8.— 140) 
'e 

Iflananrnd 

u  T  Boffen  c 

oettTBameft  c 

■i^T  Ransom  m  d 

*  ?  Parker  m  d 

» t  Wlckam  m  d 

•«»a  T  Matthews,  Gover 

Matthewaf  0 

ockrClaTeymd 


Goods  T  Sod  m  d 

Oladston*  t  The  Dnke  M  New- 

castle  md 
Littlewood  t  Ownswoithm  d 
Thorpe  T  East  md 
Christie  v  Chvistie  m  d 
Brign  T  Hay  m  d 
Mituielson  v  Thompson  m  d 
Chsllis  y  SteTens  c 
Lane  t  Brown  f  c 
Hudson  V  Johnson  f  c 
Monk  T  The  Northampton  Im- 
provement     Commissioners, 

md 
Oillman  y  Bish  m  d 
Clement  t  Smyth  m  d  (April 

18) 
Mellor  T  Uanley  m  d 
Jones  T  Longford  m  d 
May  V  Stevens  m  d 
Lingen  v  Burnley  m  d 
Hardy    v    The    Metropolitan 

Land  and  Finance  Co.  (Li- 
mited) md 
Howell  V  Broad  m  d 
Newbold  vEllis  c 
GleavevWilks    fc 
Attonwy-Oenerol  t  CleoMnts 

m  d,  short  (April  18) 
Stedman  v  Cocbill    m  d 
WiUiamsoo  v  Barros    m  d, 

(short) 
Cuthrop  V  Buckston    m  d 
Suffden  v  Olding    m  d 
Wilson  vO'L«iry     fc 
Jones  V  Oonldin^    m  d 
Gatty  V  Pawson    c 
Tumbridge  v  Core    c 
Wells vSUU    fc 
Wakeford  v  Jay    c  wit  (day  to 

be  fixed) 
Hickman  v  Plowright     m  d 

(short) 
Toeslsy  t  Jones    f  o 
Bovill    V   Frost     c,  evidence 

viva  voce  at  hearbig 
Brandon  v  Coleman     c,  pro 

confeaso 
Sehofield  V  Sohofield  fo  (short) 
The  Corporation  of  London  v 

The  Metropolitan  Ry.  Co    o 
The  Metropolitan  By.  Co    v 
The  Corporation  of  London  o 
Brow^john  v  Gale    f  c 
Teung  V  Naish    f  o 


Before  the  Vice-Chancellor  Wickbhs. 


bri  T  Tarrant    ezons.  for 

nSaney 

ardaoovOibb    demr 

apaon  t  Morgan    c,  with 

ta 

aaeU  t  Jiaansell  (1867.— 

-104)    fc 

w  T  Bailey    m    d    (17 

d) 

*jrT  Morgan  m  d  (8.0.) 

TBegbie    fc(S.O.) 

■on  T  Johnson    f  c 

ardson  v  Hodgetts    m  d 

(nth  T  Wearing    c,  with 

£(8.00 

^  T  Donglas    in  d  (3rd 

Kelaon  v  Agar    m  d 

•»Jamr    md 

M  T  Lake    o  (2nd  cause 

y) 

wa  T  Incle   e,  with  wits 

Mcanse  day) 

^  y  Satmders    m  d 

riatavAIlai    md 

jahfortvDawee     fcand 

n 

*  r  Craven    o  wit 

''Toarle    c  wit 

Pu  T  Webstar    m  d  (3rd 

*6day) 


Count,  fe. 


Bossell  V  Martin    m  d 
Armstrong V Armstrong    fc 
Haidyment  v  Hardyment    f  c 
Pearce  v  Corrington    m  d 
Dalton  T  DaltoD   m  d 
Baker  T  Booth    f  c  and  sumns 
In  re  Coragio's  Estate,  Baker 

vCoragio    f c 
Boys  V  Jones    f  c 
MaonsellvMannsell    (1867. — 

M.— 23)    f  c 
Walker  v  Houghton    f  c 
Brodrick  t  Hewby    c 
MiUer  v  Campbell    m  d 
Fowler v  Scott    fc 
Lamb  t  Lamb    f  c  (short) 
Taylor  v  Miller    m  d 
Fry  V  Fry    f  c 
Impoy  V  Jiayne    f  o 
Black  V  Slack    m  d  . 
Bass  V  Adams    m  d 
Siui^  V  Slater    m  d 
Davis  V  Grimes    m  d 
Ayre  v  Eager    m  d 
Griffiths  V  Oakley    e  wit 
Veley  Wells    m  d 
Ashton  T  Corrigan    m  d 
Cobbold  V  O'Malley    fc 
Consitt  V  Darrell    f  c 
Jenkinson  v  Jenkinson    f  o 


EXCHEQUER  CHAUBEB. 
(Sittiiigs  in  Error.) 

April  17.— The  Lord  Chief  Jastica  of  the  Common  Pleas 
announced  that  the  Court  would  tiJce  errors  from  the 
different  Conrti  on  the  following  days  : 

From  the  Court  of  Queen's  Bench  on  Tneaday,  the  8th  of 
Mot,  and  Wednesday,  the  10th  of  Hay. 

From  the  Court  of  Common  Pleas  on  T  hnrsday,  the  Ilth 
of  May,  and  Friday,  the  I2th  of  May.  , 

From  the  Court  of  Exchequer  on  Saturday,  the  13th  of 
May,  and  Monday,  the  15th  of  May. 


PUBLIC  COMPANIES. 


OOTBBNIIKHT  rUBTDS. 


S  per  Cent.  Consola,  93) 
Ottto  tbr  Aoooont,  Majr  4,  m 
S  per  Cent.  Kednoed  >■} 
New  1  per  Cent.,  91) 
Do.  SI  percent.,  Jan.  '94 
Do.  1{  par  Cent.,  Jan.  >94 
Do.  t  per  Cent.,  Jan.  '7S 
Annnlties,  Jan.  '80— 


I  Annuities,  April,  't$ 
Do.  (  Red  Sea  T. )  Aaqr.  1 90S 
BzBiUs.CIOM,  —  per  Ct.Sp   a 

I  DUto.^MO,  Do  —  »  p  m 
Ditto,  eioo  A  XWO,  —  t  p  m 

iBank  of  Bogland  Stook,  4i  per 
Ct.  (last  hair-year)  9*7 

I  Ditto  for  Aoooont. 


IKDIAK  aOVBBNlIBNT  BEOUBITIKS. 


India  Slk..  10)  p  Ct.Apr.'74, 909 

Ditto  for  Aoooont 

Ditto  tper  Cent.,jBl7,  'so  U3) 

Ditto  R>r  Aoooont.  — 

Ditto  4  perCaat.,  Got.  'M 100) 

Ditto,  ditto,Csrttfloa(es, 


Ind.Bnr.Pr.,S  pC.,Jan.'79  100 
Ditto, M per  Cent.,Uay,'79  107^ 
Ditto   Debentores,  per  Cent.. 

April, '«4  — 
D0.D0  ,t  per  Cent,,  AoB. '71  loa 
Da.Bonds.4porCt.,£IO«0  90  iioa 


Ditto  Bnikoed  Ppr.,  4  per Cent.9])l  Ditto,  ditto,  ondei  «IO0».  10  7  u 


RAILWAY  STOCK. 


Railwars. 


Stock 
Stock 
Stock 
Stock 
Stock 
Stock 
Slock 
Stock 
Stock 
Stock 
Stook 
Stock 
Stock 
Stock 
Stock 
Stock 
Stook 
Stock 
Stock 
Stock 
Slock I 
Stcekl 
Stock 
Stock 


BrlBtolaad  Bxeter 

Calsdonian m v 

Olaagow  and  Sooth- WesMrn  .......... 

OreatBastern  Ordinary  Stook  

Do.,  Bast  Anglian  Stook,  Mo. 1 ...., 
Orsat  Northern   

Do.,  A  Stock* 

Great  Sootbern  and  Western  of  Ireland 

Great  Western— Original 

Laocoshtre  and  Yorkshire  

London,  Brighton,  and  Sootb  Coast.. 

London, Chatham,  and  Dover 

London  and  Horlh- Western 

L'jndon  amd  Sooth- Western    

Maiiobaster,SbelBeld,and  Linooln..... 

Metropolitan. 

Midland  

Do.,  Birmingham  and  Derby    

North BritUh   '.,.„ 

North  London 

North  SMdordsbice „... 

Soalh  Devon 

Soath-Kasiern 

Taa  Vale , 


Paid.  Closisg  prices 


100 
100 
100 
100 
100 
100 
100 
100 
100 
100 
100 
100 
100 
100 
100 
100 

too 
too 

100 
100 
100 
100 
100 
100 


'4 

iia 

4.1 
IMi 

imX 

100 

891 
141 

Ml 

i$4 

98 

»$ 

68) 
130i 
100 

37) 
118 

6S) 

M 

85) 
168 


•  A  receives  no  iiivideod  ontU  •  per  oeot.  lias  Im«ii  paM  to  B. 


MOHBY  MARKBT  and  ClTY  Intclliorxck  . 

The  funds  have  been  rather  flat  this  week.  Foreign  securi- 
ties have  been  firm,  and  in  many  cases  have  established  a  small 
advance.  Home  railways  are  firm  at  last  week's  prioes.  Some 
of  the  Indian  guaranteed  railways  show  nmptoms  of  recovery 
from  their  fall  at  the  time  of  the  Bnssian  Note. 

The  prospectus  of  the  Merehants  Marine  Insurano  Company 
Limited  has  been  issued.  Capital  £1,000,000  in  100,000  shares 
of  £10  each.  The  great  change  which  has  been  afiectedinthe 
oondnct  of  mercantila  business,  consequent  upon  the  opening  of 
the  Suez  Canal,  affords  occasion  for  me  establishment  of  a  well 
organised  Marine  Insurance  Company.  During  each  ]rear  it  is 
propoeed  to  pay  the  Shareholders  naif-yearly,  upon  their  paid- 
up  capital,  interest  at  the  rate  of  6  per  cent,  per  annum ;  and^ 
so  seen  as  practicable,  after  the  expiration  of  each  year,  a  profit 
and  loss  account  will  be  made  up,  showing  the  results  of  the 
business,  due  provision  being  made  for  all  outstanding  risks. 

The  twenty-second  annual  meeting  of  the  Prudential  Assu- 
rance Company  was  held  on  Friday,  the  14th  inst.  The  directors* 
in  their  report,  give  a  detailed  list  of  the  assets  of  every  descrip- 
tion. 

TheZ>KrAam.<l<fv«r(u<r  says  that  Mr.   WQliom  Blanshard, 

judge  of  the  Newcastle  County  Court,  and  of  several  other 
County  Courts  in  ihe  Northern  districts  (Circuit  No.  1),  haa 
been  compelled  to  resign  lus  office  t  hrough  ill-health. 

The  Supreme  Court  of  Illinois,  in  a  case  of  DueaU  v.  Tht 
aty  »f  CMcago,  has  dedded  that  a  local  act  (Illinois)  requiring: 
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foreign  initiTanoe  oompaniea  to  comply  with  oertein  conditioiu, 
and  to  pay  a  tax  of  2  per  cent,  on  every  inauranoe,  was  not  ultra 
virea  tlu  powers  of  state  lanalature.  A  corresponding  decision 
had  just  Deen  given  in  the  State  of  Virginia  {Paul  v.  Virginia 
State,  3  Wall.  162).  In  the  Chicago  case  the  court  say  that  the 
power  of  any  of  the  States  to  "  discriminate  "  between  home 
companies  and  foreign  companiea  desirons  of  transacting  busi- 
ness in  her  territory  is  clearly  established. — Ntw  York  Daily 
Transcript. 

BIBTHt.  KABBIAOKS.  AMD  DBATBS. 

BIRTHS. 
Bagsha-wi — On  April  17,  at  41,  Fellows-road,  Haverstock-hill, 

the  wife  of  Frederic  O.  Bagshawe,  of  the  Middle  Temple, 

barriater-at-law,  of  a  daughter. 
Blackmoke — On  April  16,  at  12,  Beaoon-hill,  HoUoway,  N., 

the  wife  of  Samuel  Haywood  Blackmore,  of  the  Inner  Temple, 

borrister-at-law,  of  a  daughter. 
Gkunst — On  April  16,  the  wife  of  Edmund  Atkinson  Omndy, 

of  Hill  End,  Holcombe,  near  Manchester,  of  a  daughter. 
Kelly— On  April  18,  at  Torquay,  the  wife  of  Fitzroy  Kelly, 

Kaq.,  of  Lincoln' s-inn,  of  a  daughter. 

MASRIAOES. 

Grees— Curtis— On  April  19,  at  the  Friends'  Meeting-house, 
Alton,  Hants,  Frederic  Green,  M.A.,  of  the  Inner  TempU 
and  Lincoln' s-inn,  to  Maria  Heath,  youngest  daughter  of 
Willm.  Curtis,  of  Alton,  Hants. 

HuGUBS— Gii,BBKT80N— On  April  13,  at  St.  Michael's,  Abery- 
stwith,  Arthur  J.  Hughes,  solicitor,  Aberystwith,  to  Mary 
Elizabeth,  eldest  daughter  of  Riohd.  Gilbertson,  Esq.,  Sur- 
geon. 

Farsons— MooBB— On  April  10,  at  the  parish  church,  More- 
ton-in-Marsh,  Gloucestershire,  Mr.  R.  H.  B.  Parsons,  of 
Stroud,  solicitor,  to  Norah,  daughter  of  Mr  George  Moore, 
M.R.C.8.E.,  Moreton-in-Marsh. 

DEATHS. 

Davisox — On  April  15,  suddenly,  at  the  Anbaries,  Sudbury, 
Suffolk,  the  Right  Hon.  John  Robert  Davison,  Q.C.,  M.P., 
Judge-Advocate-General,  aged  46. 

Skinner— On  April  19,  at  his  residence.  No,  17,  Upper  Bed- 
ford-place, Russell-square,  Fitzowen  Skinner,  of  flnooln's- 
lan,  Esq.,  barrister-at-Uw. 


LONDON   OAZETTES. 


Proftuional  Fartaerahipg  DiasolTed. 
TSESOAT,  April  18, 1871. 

Kidd,  MarUn.  &  Walter  Armltage,  Hnddenfleld,  Attorcen  and   Solici- 

tora.    April  1 1. 
Patten,  Ja«,^&  Robt  John  Pstten,  Vemlam-bldgt,  Orav's-ina,  Attoraen 

and  Sollcilon.     April  13. 
Trenchard,  Hy  Chu,  ft  Herbert  Walsh,  TaonMo,  Somerset,  Attomers 

and  Solicitors,     April  IS. 

Winding-np  of  Joint  Stock  Conpaiiies. 

FsiDAT,  April  U,  1871. 
LiinTEO  IK  CHAMCIaT. 

Elliott  Brothers  Company  {Limited).— Petition  for  winding  np,  pre- 
sented April  12,  diracted  to  be  hesrd  before  the  Master  of  the  Kolls  on 
April  M.  Ttialriwall,  Old  Bnrllngton-it ;  agent  for  Honton,  Rich- 
mond, Yorkshire,  •oliaitora  for  the  petitioners. 

Kurd  Brothers  Gloncester  Enamelled  Slste  and  Msrhle  Works  Company 
(Limited).— Petition  tor  winding  np,  presented  April  IS,  directed  to 
be  heard  before  Vice  Chancellor  Halics  on  April  18.  Clarke  *  Co, 
Lliicoln's-lnn-flelds;  agents  for  Fussell  &  Co,  Bristol,  solidtori  for 
the  petitioner. 

Sliidmore's  Art  Manofictnres  and  Conttracilre  Iron  Company 
(Limited).— Petition  torwindinn  np,  presented  Aprtt  11,  directed  to 
be  heard  before  the  Master  of  the  Kolls  on  April  »a.  Sykes,  St 
bwithia's-lane ;  agent  for  Sharman,  Welllngboroogh,  aolieitor  for  the 
petitioner. 

TviSDAT,  April  18, 1871. 

LlHITID  IS  CHAKOiaT. 

Devonsliire  Siikatone  Coal  Companr  (Limited), -PetiUon  for  winding 
up,  presented  April  IS,  directed  to  be  heard  before  Vice  CbSBceUtn 
Mulms,  April  !8.  Henderson  fc  Redhead,  Fenohardh-st :  agents  for 
Barrow,  MaUock,  solicitoni  for  the  petitioner. 

Home  AJanrance  Aasoclailon  (Limited).— Petition  for  winding  np,  pre- 
sented April  18,  directed  to  be  heard  before  Vice  Chancellor  WIekens 
on  April  i».    Freabflelds,  Bank-Dldgs,  aolieltors  for  the  petitioner. 

Friendly  Sooietiea  DissolTed. 

TrasDAT,  April  18,  1871. 

Headington  Benefit  Society,  BritannU  Fabllc-hoose,  Hesdiogton.  Oxon. 
April  12,  ,  «      , 

Craditort  imdar  Zstatas  in  Cbaaeery. 

La$t  Day  of  Proof. 

TouDAT,  April  IB,  1871. 

Bonty.  Wm,  laell  Old  Park,  Cnmberland,  Farmer.    May  1».    Beatr  » 

Biaiy.    M.R.  Tyson  &  Hobaon,  Jlaryport.  '  ^ 


DizOD,  Thee.  Dirah,  Cnmberland,  Teomaa.    Mty  n. 

M.R.  Amison.  Penrith. 
Fell,  Wm  Edwin  Cotton,  Loehrin  House,  Edisbugli. 

Fell.    M.K.  FresbHelds  it  Co,  Bank-bldga. 
Phillips,  Wra,  Leek,  StaSbrd,  Esq.    Hay  U.    FUSta) 

Hand,  Uttoxeter. 
Tomlinson,  Fredk  Wright,  Laamiogton,    Warwidi, 

Stamer  >  Wright    M.R.  Wright,  Lpool. 
Tomer,  Thoa,  Hastings,  Soasex,  Innkeeper.  ~  Msytt. 

M.R.  PhUbrick,  Bastings. 

Cnditon  oador  92  Jt  2S  ^ot  «q. 
Laa  Dat  of  CMm. 
Fbisat,  April  U,  1171. 
Allbery,  Hy,  Horsham,  Unsasx,  Miller.  July  14.  Bell 
Athertoa,  Eleanors, Manch.  Jnne  I.  SlatvfcOo,Ki 
Bsrtlett,  Wm,  Bath,  Somenet.  Gent.  May  I.  Payne, 
Bntler,Jas,Birm,  Scabbard  Fnmltnre  Maker.  Hay  IS 
Colver, Edwd,  Foreat-hiU,  Gent.  June  I.  Baddelsy.C 
CnlTsr,   Thot,   Statnsby-rd,    limehoase,    Qeni.     M 

Billiter-st. 
Eden,  Jane,  North  Shields,  NorthnmbarlSBd,  Widow. 

North  Shields. 
Fielder,  Chas,  Winchester,   Flax   Mannfsctarar.     M 

Winchester. 
Garrard,  Hatsel!,  Framlingham,   Snflblk,  Ont  of  bi 

Phillips  &  Willicombe,  Mark-Une. 
Oarrard,   Old    Kent-rd,   Widow.     May  31.     FhlUlpi 

Mark-lane. 
Hale,   Ven  Wm,  Charteitaoose,   Archdeacon.     May 

Charterbonae. 
Haywood,  Robt,  Notts,  Genu    May  31.    HtmtASon, 
Hewsen   John,  Gayton-le-Uarsh,  Lincoln.   Farmer. 

Louth. 
Heyworth,  Thoe,  Bacap,  Lancaster,  Warper.     Jol; 

Lancaster-pl,  Strand. 
Hicks,  Chas,  Sonthsea,  Hants,  IPrinter,    Jnne  1.    H 

Wakefield. 
Humpston,  Oerraa,  Vicarage -gdns,  Kensington,  Qent. 

ft  Co,  Lincoln's  inn. 
Hyatt,  Thos,  Wormlngton  Grange  Farm,  Olouoester, ' 

Wood,  WIncbcomb. 
Hyatt,  Wm.Wincheomb,Glnnoester,  Gent.  Jnnal.   ^ 
Johnson,  Wm,  Lime-cottages,  Bordett-rd,  Stepney,  B 

BeU,  Mlle-eno-rd. 
Kelk,  Wm,  Woodthorpe,  Lincoln,  Farmer.    Jime  I 

Lincoln's-lnn-flelds. 
Knowles,  Fredk,    Wrington,   Somerset,  Oent.     Apt 

Wrington. 
Last,  Fredk,  Huntingdon.  Mnalc  Master,    July  I. 

Bontingden. 
Last,  Martha,  Huntingdon,  Widow.    July  I.    Margel 

ingdon. 
Osborne,  Job,  Merriott,  Somerset,  Teoman.  Jane  IS.  J 
Petrie,  SamI,  Ebary-st,  PImlico,    l£sq.     Jane   I.     ' 

Bedford-row. 
Heed,  Edwd,  Hastings,  SnaBex,Wstah&Clock  Maker.  J 

A  Elliott,  Hsstings. 
Reese,  Ebenexer,  Itoaa,  Hereford.    Jane  1.    tUHb,  Bo 
Robinson,  Stephen,  Kingston-upon-Hall,  Oeat.    Jidy  I. 

miss,  Hnll. 
Selby,  EiU,  Bandolph-rd,  Kiibora,  Widow.    May  3 

James's-aq,  Pall  Mall. 
Tmssell,  Geo,  Hill  Ton,  Castle  Donlngton,  Leioaster 

Towle  Junr,  Oastis  Doningtoo. 
Taplin,  Fras,  Cotterells,  Hemel  Hempstead,  Hertfoid,  ! 

Hbbbs  &  Peters,  Bristol. 
Taplin,  Joseph,  senior,  Cotterells,  Hemel  Hempstead 

Jnne  I .    Hobbs  &  Peters,  BristoL 
Thomuon,  Isabella,  High  Wkikham,  Hastings,  Sassex. 

I.    Tonng,  Hastings. 
Walsaby,  Joebua,  West  Asbby,  Lincoln,  Attamsy-«t-la< 

Loath. 
Wells,  Mary,  Clifton,  Oloncaster,  Widow.    May  17. 

LIncoIn's-inn-flelds. 

Tuesday  April  18, 
Ainsl«,Wm,  Rhydypenns,  Olsmorgan,  Fainter.    Ju 

Auger,  Alfred  Crush,  Bnmham,  Kssex,  Oyster  Mai 

Johnson,  Lincoln's-lnn-Helds. 
Bsrtbolomew,  Joseph,  Odiham,  Southampton,  Qrooer. 

*  Co,  Odiham. 
Butler,  John  Collis,  Chlnoor,  Oxfbrd,  Gent.    May  9i, 
Chorcbes,   Thos,    Oodney,  Meare,    Teoman.     May   X 

Wollaaton,  Wells, 
Corbin,  Ann  Martin,  Ubristchorch,  Hants,  Bpinstar.    1 

Wimbome  Minster. 
Crowther,  PhlHpWyatt,  Resritree,  Devon,  Esq.  Jane  I. 

Uncoln's-lnn-flelds. 
Davys.  Sstah  W1lli^  HIghfield.  Leioester,  Widow.    . 

Ashby-de-la-Zoacb, 
Elliott,  Oee  Lettsom,  Hyde-pk  Gate  Sooth,  Esq.    Ma 

Brownlow,  Bedford-row. 
Farmer,   Ueo,  Cardiff,   Glamorgan,  Qtinsaiith*     Jim 

Cardiir. 
Guy,  Jss,  Tork.  Gent.    June  30.    Ware,  York. 
Humberstone,  Geo.  Newton  Abbot,  Devon,  Proprietor 

Rooms.    May  31.    King,  Bristol. 
Jsckson,  Chsrles  Forbes,  Uahogany  Vale,  Kingston,  Jam 

Aug  1.    Hunter,  Lincoln *ft-inn. 
Jarris,  Eesta,  Ashby-de-la-Zouch,  Leioester,  WMow.    . 

Ashby-de-la-Zoudi. 
Jones,  Jane.  Wrextiam,  Denbigh,  Widow.    Jnne  S.    Ja 
Medcalf,  BenJ.  Enfield  Lock,  MIddleeex,  Uoeasod  Victi 

Cole.  Waltham  Croas, 
Money,  Rowland,  St  Servan,  France,  Esq.    Jana  i.    Ve\ 

ampton-st,  Htrand. 
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HnmiM,  Jowpb,  Ezeto:,  SoUdtor,    11*7   »■     Mosntford  A  Co. 

Entir. 
!lairii,Frii,Wiiaqr->t,  Wilwortb-rd,Spliuter.    April  SO.    Tatteun  ft 

Cb»W<l,''e»Bri<l«»-st.  l«»«kM«r».  ^  k-uu  » 

lYlMtgiu.  JtiM,  norkisgton,  CofflberUnd,  Widow.  June  7.   Thompnn, 

fforklBjttoo. 
edbm,  TlKH,  WhitebSTan,  CumlMrUDd,  retired  Farmer.    Jdm  1 

Faditlinlla,  Vhttebmren. 

ErtoUum,  RoKDilUi,  Ley  Hill,  Derby,  SpiMier.    Key  18.    Dumett. 
DIMater.  ' 

SiKplwnl,  Tboe,  St  Andrew's  Hill,  Dootora'momiiioiu,  Chemist.    Jnna 
It  Gtnsubire,  Frederlck's-pl,  Old  Jewry.  ""«""<•    '<«>» 

&m«4,  Ibet  Bail«y,  BerlKley,  OlOQoeiter,  Regietrtr  of  Birtbi .   June 

li.  Oslrfordj,  Berkeley. 
SmIMI,  Cbis  Heywood,  St  Leonird's-on-Ses,  Snteez,  <3«nt.   Jane  SO 

Wirt,  Bsodolpb^d,  Ikidi^UU. 
Wiiii,ffm,M»iicb,  Kency  SteUoner,    M»y  13.    Bemrood  ft  IImIow, 

W«^Tb«.  a»t  Budleigh,  Devon.  Oent    UaySI.    UooDtford  *  Co. 

'•''".  *^Si««  Badleigh,  Deron,  Teomw.    May  31.    Uoaatbrd, 

Banknipts. 

TUDAr,  April  14,  l«T). 
Under  the  Banimiptcy  Act,  1869. 
Cnditorsmiut  forward  their  proofs  of  debts  to  the  Reglatrar. 
To  Snrrender  in  London, 
C«,Cliu,Briaah-st,Bow-rd  East,  Farmer.  Pet  April  U.  Spring-Rloe. 

apru  77  At  I  z. 

f«tbi'd,RoW  Fawoett,  Stratford,  Essex,  Wine  Merchant.    Pet  Aniil 
IJ.  Pepjs.   April  3S  at  11. 

iS^^  ^l^'H  u"*'  ^»**^e*»'''  =»«"»«•     P«'  April  12. 
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To  Sanender  In  the  Conntiy. 
Btjtj,  ftr  Wm  Bolmar,  Azminster,  Deroo.     Pet  April  12.      Daw 

tiocr.Haylat  IS. 
Bjlix,  Wsi,  Dsii,  Honmoatb,  Ooal  Merchant.    Pet  AprU  10.    Koberu 

Mniictiiiayiat  1. 
lw.nia<,ATCt<aGlflbrd.DeTon,  Butcher.     Pet  April  8.     Pearee 

t«suwbimae,April28at  11.  *^  »>»™>. 

Wtai.  Wb,  fc  wm  Jarria,  Wednesbnry.  Stafford,  Sorew  Bolt  Mann- 

Haaeii,  Pet  AprU  is.    Clarke.    Walsall,  April  aa  at  12. 
IK 6«  Warwick,  Heytesbnry.WUts.    Pet  April  8.  Measiter.  Frome, 

T?;'**-  Wewiaalle-iiponTyne,  Brewer.  Pet  AprU  5.  Mortimer. 

^ •^■w, April 26 at  II . 

'wn.Uwd,  Leeds.  Boot  Dealer.    Pet  April  9.    MarshaU.     Leeds, 

"Li^j^m^'S^-^T"'  *°"»5''  "e«>««d  Vlotnaller,     Pet 
^a  WlUonghby.    Wandsworth,  April  J8  at  II. 
■Mj,  tm  Chas,  Jas  Bhodes,  ft  Thoe  Rhodes,  Sheffield,  Steel  Uer> 
*«Ki.  PetApril  U.    Kodgers.    Sheffield,  April  SJi  at  11. 

fcS^i?*7"''-"P»°"'''"'"'  ^'''"•>  Butcher.     Pet  AprU  ». 
^tft.  .■'MtliiRhani.May  I  ata. 

w  ia"  5'j  ■*""'"  C°t»««.  Forest-hUl,  C  ommerdal  Clet*.     Pet 
ipaio.  Bishop.    Greenwich,  May  1  al  12. 

TosaDir,  April  18,  isn. 
Under  the  Bankruptcy  Act,  1869. 
<*<*«•»  most  forward  their  prooft  of  debts  to  the  Keglatrar. 
To  Sorrender  in  London. 
"»«.  Mirio,  Port<*ello-rd,  NotUng-hiU,  Cbeesemoncer.     Pet  April 
J*  ""n^y-    HaySatll. 

K'l^w.""™*"'  *  Herman  Van  Raalte,  Fenchnrch^t.  Merchants. 
"wrtlls.    Boebe.    May(2atl2. 
*,Wa,Kaiji,t'e.hiU,Low»Iforwood.Baker.  Pet  AprU  l».  Boche. 

*.Hj.&oiooth^t,Clerkonwell,  Baker.     Pet  AprU  l».     Roche. 

To  Sorrender  In  the  Coontry. 
Cf'fff?*'  C***"*!  Stafford.  Seed  Merchant.     Pet  April  16. 
C7 (L.?**""'"'""'''""''  April  29  at  1 . 
n  jS     '  *■"*''•  Merohant.    Pet  April  13.    Kay.    Maneh,  May 

Z':,  *!**!?"•'  To'k.  Stiiff  Mannftctarer.  Pet  AprU  14.  Bobtauon. 
^™,  April  sa  at  9. 
Wljfwcy,  Lpool,  Aactloneer.    Pet  April  is.    Watson.    Lpool. 

■*Sed''l2?*i^*77'  *^'"^'"'  Merchant.    Pet  April  15.  WaaoB. 
;'^U^«^.  ^W,  Glamorgan,  Builder.  Pet  AprU  IS.  Lang- 

Ut'l?*  ^'°'  *'"'^''''  ^roctt.  Pet  April  IS.  Palmer.  Norwich, 

b*"!?^  "*!"??  ^"•'''' ""'''■  B**««»  Keeper.     Pet  April 
».  Xaaeh,  May  4  at  9  30. 
"JWa,  St  JoboVUll, Wandsworth,  Builder.     Pet  April  14 
'"*•*-    Wandsworth,  May  8  at  10.30. 
^li'elir''  •"•  '""kin  Williams,  ft  Ihos  wmiams,  Jan,  rJeUy- 
JJ^««»nim,  Cattle  Dealers.    Pot  April  12.    Splctett.  P«n^. 

BAHKRtJFrCIES  ANNTTLtED. 
,  FniBiT,  April  14, 1871. 

•"r.^Wm  Hy  Attwood,  Eastbourne, Snasex,  BaUdera.    Aprl  U, 
,  TraaoAT,  April  18, 1871. 

^'■.Oltbeaiar,  Snaaex, BnUder.    Aprils. 


Uqnidation  by  Airuirameat. 

FIBST  MEETINGS  OF  CBKDIT0B3. 
FaiDAT,  April  14,  IS71. 
Abrahart,  Edwd,  Longbborongh,  Loicaster.  Tailor     Anril  *7  •»  i<  mt 
oiBcea  of  Ooode,  Loughborough.  ''"™'"'  *»""•    April  27  at  12,  at 

^«i^^''^55;2?J:X^T;;^-ir.''m^i''««-^- «'^»«».« 
;;<g;^??ihlSor^?rptn?rd2.%?^^        »  " '. »' 


»nop,  <.-naa,  Bristol,  Umbrella  Maouhictii 
FlDrnmer,  Bristol  chambers,  Nicholaa-st 

"Sofo'w's'tojf.'tr.r^'u^rii^ic^r'"'  °"^'-  -^■"^ « « •• « 
''™t'Li5Su!'i''a^lT.n^;^'ll.r'""'■  ''•"" » "  "• "'  "«'- 

^HoZ^  pjiib's^itL  ^^  *'*"^"^-  ^''  ""■  -  •»"•  <" 

Cheiham.Jlohn,  Salfcrd,  Lancashire,  Ironworker.  April 2S at  12  at 
office  ofCrowther,  Booth-st,  Cooper-st.  Manob.    Smith,  ' 

*^*r.2'  *^'.2.»!?*'^*°  P*™-  Sbipton,  Hants,  Farmer.  May  3 at  11. 
at  the  White  Hart-Inn,  Salisbury.    Lamb  '"yoaiii, 

'^h.%12'db?n'Si,'i:!SSSSr^~'  ^'"■■■'«'»'~-    "V.  at  2,  at 

?.Ti:irj<ils^v»o{?y.'bSirf4ar/"'»~-  ^p'" " 

'^Z^j'i^^A  Newcastle-npoii.Tyne,  Builder.    April  24  at  1.  at  offices 

of  Legge,  Oiey-st,  Mewoastle-upon-Tyne. 
OrimshaWjJonatban.  CalTerley,  York,  Ooth  Manufactuiw.    April  2T 

at  4,  at  oOoea  of  Watson  ft  Dickons,  Mafket-st,  Biadfortl. 
HaU.John  HardeuUe.  Lpool,  Chair  Uanulaoturer.    April  28  at  2,  at 

the  Law  Aasoclation-rooms,  Cook-at,  LpooL    OakeftOoflby. 
Hanieon,  Edwd  Marmadnke  Clarke,    Bochdale,   Lancashire,  Flannel 

&'^  We'-ft  C^iiL'nc'b  '•  •'  *"  '='•"""  "»""•  SP'»»«-e««'ea.. 

"ra;  Syrz-^i^io^tr-vrgt;.  *""' ' "  "•  •*  *^' ""'" 

Holland,  Wm.Westonsaper-Mare,  Somerset,  Builder.    April  21  at  12. 

at  Daries,  Carlton-Tlllas,  Carlton-st,  Weeton^per-Mare. 
^g'^^^^^'JJJ.  Hanta,  BuUder.  April  27 at  3,  at  offices  of  Harvey, 

KltaoB,  Joae^  "o"*"-  Yorit,  Wheelwright.    April  26  at  4,  at  office  of 

Holroyde  ft  Smith,  Cheapside,  HalUkx7  "^"^w 

*'!.'"249''.^y.°  ^^'  B<»rtoa-npon-Tr«)t,  Staffottl,  out  of  business. 

April26at  11.  at  the  MidUnd  Hotel,  Statioa-et,  Burton-on-Trent. 

Moody,  Derby. 
Lock,  Jofan  Jas,  Hlgh-it,  Woolwich,  AssUtant  to  a  Bootmaker.    AprU 

20  at  12.  at  offlcea  of  Cooke,  Qreaham-bldn,  OnUdhall. 
Lumb.  Matthew,  Oxenhope,  Bradfbid,  fork.  Wire  Diawer.     April  2S 

at  1 1,  at  offloes  of  Norrb  ft  Foster,  Croealey-si,  Halifax. 

"I^^'.'i*'?. "£""?!;  ®'f°K'?''S"'  West  Smtthfleld.  Hay  Salesman. 

'''5'.2"^''t' !''*''•*»  •■''»"  Tarem,  MasoB's.aTentte,  Baslughall- 

»t.    Taylor  ft  Jaquet.  Sonth.st,  Flnebnry-M]. 
Mercer,  Chas  Cnllen,  Tetgnmouth,  Devon,  Builder.     April  27  at  II   at 

the  Boyal  Hotel,  Telgamontb.   Flond,  Exeter. 
Herchanr,  Jas  Adums,  Ladyraoor,  Staflbnl,  Journeyman  Iron  BoUer 

May  6  at  3,  at  office  of  RatclifTo.  Qaeen-st,  Wolverhampton. 
Miller,  Jas  Hy,  Cambridge,  Plumber.   April  28  at  12,  atofficee  of  Ellison. 

Alavandra-st,  Petty  Cury,  Cambridge. 
Mills,  Geo  Jonathan  Jr  ft  Fredk  Witt.  Lower  Thame»4t,Flah  Salesman. 

April  28  at  2,  at  office  of  Oordwell,  Colle«e.blU. 
Morgan,  John,  Swansea,  Glamorgan,  Butcher.    AprU  21  at  2,  at  office 

of  Morris,  Rutland^t.  Swanaea. 
Mortimer.  Harry,  Exeter,  Printer.   April  29  at  12,  at  offices  of  Harris  ft 

Co,  Gandy>st-chambeni,  Exeter. 
Jforthall,  John,  ft  Stephen  Smart,  Netlierton,  Worcester,  Qaa  Tube 

Manufkoturera.    April  27  at  1 1 ,  at  office  of  Stokes,  Priory.st,  Dudley. 
Orroole,  Oanatt,  Lpoo',  Provision  Merchant.    AprU  27  at  3.  at  office  » 

of  Barrel!  ft  Kndvay,  Lordst,  Lpool. 
Potts,  Frank,  Red  Hill,  Surrey,  Outfitter.     April  20  at  12,  at  offices  of 

Kent  ft  Steonine,  Gannon-sc. 
Phear,  James,  Bratton  Clovelly,  Devon,  Saddler.    May  4  at  1 1,  St  offio*- 

of  Burd,  Okeharopton. 
Pickering,  Thoe,  Batley.  Tork,  Tailor.    AprU  26  at  3,  at  offlcea  of  Ibber  - 

son,  Dewabuty, 
RolMria,  Hugh,  Lpool,  Painter.    April  27  at  2,  at  offices  of  Holdeu. 

Rnmford-pl,  Lpool. 
Bobert^  Tboa,  Robert  Town,  BinUlJTork,  Shoemaker.    April  27  at  3. 

at  offlcee  of  Craven  ft  Studerland,  Klng-st,  Huddendeld. 
Sannden.  Godfrey,  ft  Godfrey  Sam)  Saunden,  Potter'a.flalda,  Tooley-et, 

Ivor}-  Merchants.     April  2»  at  2,  at  officea  of  Reed  A  Co,  Qresham-st. 
Sawyer,  Wm  Stevens,  Totnes.  Devon,  Brewer.    AorU  28  at  4,  at  offlcs 

of  Harris  ft  Co,  Oandy-at-chambaas,  Kxeter.    Terrell  ft  Petherick. 

Exeter. 
Shore,  John,  Rochdale,  laocashira.  Woollen  Waste  Dealer.    April  26  at 

3,  at  office  of  HoUand,  Baillle-et,  Rochdale. 
Skelding,  Eira,  Brisrley-hUl.  Stafford,  Engineer.    AprU  27  at  3    at 

offlcea  of  Addlaon,  Brierley-hill. 
Smith,  John,  Colne,  Laneaabire.  Tea  Dealer.    May  2  at  3,  at  offloes  of 

Backhouse  ft  Wbittam,  Ormerod^t,  Burnley. 
Suveley,  By,  Kottingham.  Dealer  in  Bay.     AprU  34  at  12,  at  office  at 

Belk.  High-pavement,  Nottingham. 
Steel,  Geo,    Hillhouse,  HnddersHcld,  Tork,  Grocer.     April  16  at  3,  a 

offlcen  of  Learoyd  ft  Learoyd,  Baxton-rd,  Uuddattllela. 
Tartiath,  Gen,  Bromyard,  Herelbrd,  out  of  business.     May  4  at  1,  i 
offlcea  of  Clutterbnek,  Uigh-st,  Woieeeter.  ^~ 
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Tarring,  Ann  So^la,  Mu»^  Haekser,  BookMller.     April  M  at  1,  at 

tb«  GaUdtaaU  TkTsni,  Greiluun-st     CUrk,  Daa&'i^t,  St.  Fanl'i- 

cbaroh-]rd. 
Tarlor,  Semn.  EtMwood.  Nottiiighain.  Orooer.    May  1  at  11)  M  the 

Brttiaiuila-ctaambsn,  FtUuua-tt,  KotUnghaii.    Vella  k  Hint,  Mot- 

ttngbam. 
Tlbbetts,  Thoi,  Upper  Soathampton-it,  FeDtonTille,  ft  Htnry  Oonoh- 

laan,  Delhi-it,  Bamaburr,  Prlaten.    April  35  at  13,  at  oOeaa  of  Beat- 

leT,  Bedford-raw.    DanleL 
Walker,  Thoi,  York,  Draper.  April  36  at  1 ,  at  offlcet  of  ITLaren,  Cooajr- 

•t,  York. 
WaUlf,  Tboi,  Freaton,  Broker.     April  IT  at  3,  at  otSce  of  Edelatoo, 

Wlnckley-at,  Freaton. 
WUllarae,  Edwd,  Blandrord  Fonun,  Domt,  Baker.    April  29  at  II,  at 

olBca  of  AtktniOD,  Bladlbrd  Fomm. 
WUllami,  Thos,  Lpool,  Befrethment-honae  Keeper.     April  38  at  IS  JO, 

at  offlces  of  XUj,  Onltj-bldga,  Lotd-at,  Lpool. 
TonSAT,  April  18,  1871. 
Allan,  Robt,  BIthopwearmooth,  Darbam,  Draper.    May  S  at  12,  at  the 

Crown  ft  Sceptre  Hotel,  Bigh-«t  (Weet),  fiiihopweamumth.     Bell, 

Sunderland. 
AnutronK,  Thoe,  Nether  Enntaford,  Obeiter,  Grocer.    May  4  at  II,  at 

etOce  of  Green,  Caitle-et,  Nortbwich. 
Balnea,  Thoa,    Farswortb,  Bolton-le-Uoora,    Laneaatar,   Commercial 

Trarellcr.  May  4  at  8,  at  offlcee  of  Sattou  ft  Elliott,  Brown-at,  Manch. 
Bataett,  Geo,  Little  Bowden,  Northampton,  Builder.    Hay  I  at  ll,lal 

the  Com  Exchaniie,  Market  Harboron(b.  Waitnaby  ft  Qilbart,  Mar- 
ket Harboroogh. 
Bell.  Andrew,  Sonth  CroeUnd,  Tork,  EoKlneer.    May  1  at  It,  at  oOeea 

of  Sykei,  New-at,  Hodderafleld. 
Blllingham,  Hy,  Cardiff,  Glamorgan,  Pmlterer.    April  27  at  3,  at  offleea 

of  Btdgood.Arcade-chambera,  Cardiff. 
Backley,  Thoa,  Holme.  Maneh,  BlaeluBltb.    Hay  4  at  3,  at  cOee  of 

Storer  ft  Oo.  Foootain-at,  Manch. 
Cawa,  Wm,  West  Cowea,  Iile  of  Wight,  Draper.    May  t  at  3,  at  33, 

Qotter-lane.    Sole  ft  Co,  Aldermanhary. 
Chambers.  Ihos,  Northampton,  Baker.  May  3  at  11,  at  offlcee  of  JafCtiy 

ft  Son,  Newland,  Northampton. 
Cbeterton,  Edwin,  Cariabrooke,  ble  of  Wight,  Clothier.    May  3  at  3,  at 

office  ot  Sole  ft  Co,  Aldermanbury.    Hooper,  Newport. 
Conry,  Thos.  Long  Eaton,  Derby,  Medical  Practitioner.    Hay  3  at  12,  at 

ofliccaof  Keclv,  Old  Harket-ac,  Nottingham. 
Cooper,  Saml,  sen,  Colcbeater,  Eaaez,  Coal  Merohant.    Ajril  28  at  3,  at 

the  George  Inn,  Uigb-at,  Colchester.    Laing,  Colcheiter. 
Croea,  Ja«,  Lpool,  Grocer.    May  I  at  2,  at  offloee  of  Bellringar,  North 

John-st,  Lpool. 
Uariea,  Darld.  Ysiradyfodwg,  Glamorgan,  Ucraaed  Vlctnaller.   April 

37  at  4,  ac  offleea  of  Alexander,  Inatlcaie-chambari,  Pontypridd,  dla- 

morgan.    Thomaa,  Pontypridd. 
Elay,  John,  Derby,  Builder.    May  2  at  1 1 ,  at  effloe  of  Hacriaoa,  Becket 

Well-lane,  Derby.    Brigge,  Dart>y. 
Elltott,  By,  ft  Alex  Morriaon,  Newcaitle-apon-Tyne,  I<eath«r  Cottan. 

April  28  at  2,  at  offleea  of  Greener,  Orey-at,  Newcaatle-npen-Tyne. 

Sewell,  Newcaatle-npon-Tyne. 
Etberidge,  Geo.  Fteemaotle,  Sonthampton,  Baker.  May  9  at  I,  at  offlcat 

of  Killby,  Fortland-at,  Southampton. 
Erana,  Eran,  Owyiyd,  Oamarron,  Grocer.    May  »  at  3,  at  the  Britlak 

Hotel,  Bangor,    jooea,  PwlUieU. 
Femeyhongh.  Geo  Taylor,  Derby,  Merchant  Tailor.     April  29  at  11  JO, 

at  offleea  of  Cooke,  Baymond-bldgs,  Gray'a-inn. 
Fleming,  Francis.  Birkenhead,  Cheeter.    April  39  at  II,  at  offloe  of 

Downham,  Market-st,  Blrkenliead. 
Gemaon,  Lawrence,  ETerton,  nr  Lpool,  Bootmaker.  May  >  at  3,  at  Offlce 

of  Hindle,  Fekin-bldgs,  Uarringlon-st,  Lpool. 
Oodbehere.  Joaeph,  Sllrordale,  Stafford,  Grocer.    April  36  at  2,  at  ofleea' 

of  Holllngshead,  Tunatall,  Stafford. 
Oolding,  John,  Marchmooi-st,  Bloomsbnry,  Tailor.  May  4  at  3,  at  offloea 

of  Cooper  ft  Hinde,  Moorgate-at.   Blackford  ft  Bicbea,  6t  Swan-aUey> 

Moorgate-st. 
GreaTca,  Joaeph,  Inn,  Horton.  Bradford,  York,  Boltmaker.     April  29  at 

12,  at  office  of  Hossman,  Bond-st,  Bradford. 
Haigh,  Natlian,  Uudderafleld,  York,  Fancy  SUrt  Manafacturer.    May  3 

at  4,  at  ofllcrs  of  Barker  ft  Sons,  Rimsden  Eatate-bldgs,  Bailway-it, 

Hnddenfleld. 
Hallam.  John  Webater,  Crlckbowell,  Brecon.  Innkeeper.    Hay  2  at  3,  at 

the  Angel  Hotel,  Abergarenny.    Lewis,  Criokhowell. 
Hicks.  Anihony  Deane,  Ot  Benny,  Essex,  Farmer.     May  3  at  2,  at  the 

HoK  h  Crown  Hotel,  Sudbury,    PhUbrick  ft  Son.  Colcbeater. 
Bcffiuann,  Geo  Fredk,  Artbnr-at  West,  Merchant.    May  1  at  12,  at 

offlce  uf  Cnimp.  Philpot  lane. 
Howard,  Jks  Walker,  Leeds,  Wholesale  Druggist.    April  38  at  12,  at 

offlces  cf  Dunning  ft  Kay,  8utt'a-ct,  Leeds. 
Hoylaiid.  Joseph,  Bleckley,  Lancastrr,  File  Manufacturer,     April  26  at 

2,  ac  ofBcea  of  Hulton  at  Lister,  New  Bajley -st,  Salford. 

Hughes,  Robert,  Olanmenal,  Fenmaenmawr,  Camarron,  Labourer, 
May  33  at  II,  at  the  Erakine  Arms  Hotel,  Conway.    Jonea,  Conway. 

Jackaon,  Thoa,  Oldbnry,  Worcester,  Licensed  Victualler.  May  3 at  II, 
at  offlces  of  Ferrest,  Chnrcb-at,  Oldbury. 

James,  Wm,  Hanley,  Stafford,  Bntcber.  April  29  at  11,  at  offices  of 
the  Registrar,  Cheapslde,  Hanler.    Hallinshead.  Tunatall. 

Jeflkrya.  John,  Upper  Orange-rd,  Bcrmondsey,  Dairyman.     April  39  at 

3,  at  the  Claremont  Arms,  Upper  Grange  -rd,  Bermondaey. 
Jenkina,  Thoa,  Tycros,  Llanellr,  Carmarthen,  Grocer.    April  19  at  1,  at 

tbeTownhall,  Carmarthen.    Snesd. 
Johnson,  John,  Llandudno,  Camarron,  Lodging-house  Keeper.    April  29  | 

at  12.  at  offleea  of  Reeee  ft'Farrant,  Moatyn-st,  Llandudno.    Cham- 

berla'ii. 
Jones,  John,  Little  Wenlock,  Salop,  Farmer.    May  4<it  II,  at  offices  of 

Knovita  t  Son,  Charch-st,  Wellington. 
JoBe«,  John,  Fenmaenmawr,  Camarroo,  Lodging-house  Keeper.    Hay 

3  at  12,  at  the  Erakiae  Arms  Hotel,  Conway.    Jonea,  Conway. 
Jones,  Robt,  Fenmaenmawr,  Camarron,  Lodgiag-honae  Keeper.    May 

3  at  II,  at  the  Erakloe  Arma  Hotel,  Conway.    Jones,  Conway. 
King,  Thoa  Kkhd,  Yonge-pk,  Uolloway,  Anist.      Hay  8  at  12,  at  offlces 

cf   Brett  ft   Co,   Leadenhall-st.      Briaut,   Wincheater-boose,   Old 

Broad-sl. 
Lees,  llarcoort  Alfd,  I«ool,  Cottan  Merchant.  May  3  at  3,  at  the  White 

Bear  Hotel,  Dale-at,  Lpool.    Sempaon,  Manch. 


Leonard,  John,  Klngaton-npon-Thamea,  Surrey,  NSDer.  inl  t>  ttt, 

at  offlce  of  Rasttiek,  Queen' s-rd,  KlBgatoa-upoe-TtaoM. 
Lightoldar,  Hy,  Accrtogton,  Lancaabtre.  Screw  Belt  Haker.  lb;  i  a 
3,  at  Oommercial  Hotel,  Aecrington.    Barnwell  k  taaii|M,  Uia. 
Lore,  Wm,  Middlesborough,  York,  Boot  Hannftetimr.  Kqlttllgit 

offleea  of  Greener  ft  Co,  Station-et,  Hiddleabanngh. 
Lyon.  Edmund  Darid,  Pall-mall,  Photographer.     Hay  4  itl,il  aOca 

of  Solomon,  nnabury-pl. 
Maddtson,  John,  Roacoe-st, Oaanlng-town,  UobM  YkSuIhc.  Iql 

at  3,  at  offlcee  of  Buckler,  Fenchnreb-et. 
Marriott,  Joaq>bFtaik,Biim,  Baker.    HaylatSiSteOisofiBeiisk, 

Birm. 
Marttn,  Jaa  Wm  Alma-Tilhu.  Hoaamore-rd,  East  Dsliiak,  BaHk. 

Hay  II  at  4.at  offloeaofETanaft  Co.John-st,Badlord-ioi. 
Merrall,  By.  Maidstone,  Kent.  Dentist's  Assistant.  MiylltMa 

offleea  of  Goodwhi,  HUl-at,  Maidstone. 
HUla,  Tbos,Jr.  Rochdale,  Lancashire,  Ironmoili«i   Hsy>ltl,ltift> 

of  Lawton,  Old  MUlgata,  Haneh. 
Mcnk,  Sarah.  St  John-at,  Clerkenwell,  Wholesale  Coniictioocr  Kft 

at  3,  at  offlces  of  Harecurt  ft  Macartbu,  Moorgate^t 
Newby,  Geo  Hy,  Ayton,  Tork,  Outatiar.    Mqr  I  atll,  aXBsaii 

Dodds  ft  Trotter,  Finkie-at,  Stocktoo-oa-Taea. 
Norman,  Hy  Geo.  Gower-st,  Cabinet  Maker.     Maytstll.itiSei^ 

Hacmallen,  Tubot-rd,  Weetbonnie-pk. 
Norria,John  Woods,  Bristol,  Hill  Sawyer.    Hay  I  atli,ilila:l 

Hancock  ft  Co,  John-st,  Bristol. 
Packman,  Chas  John,  Metropolitan  Heat  Market,  Meat  Sakaaoi.  Ii; 

1  at  II,  at  the  Chamber  of  Commerce,  Cheapslde.    Oamp,P<inKi- 

row, 
Faolaon,  Joeeph,  Edward-at,  Kingsland-rd,  Cabinet  Maisbcnn.  If 

8  at  I,  at  offlcee  of  Heathfield,  Lincoln's-lim.fields. 
Payne,  Wm,  Kettering,  Ncetbampton,  Grocer.    Hay  1  at  U  ttAa 

of  Harrcy,  Pocklington's-walk,  Leicester,  ^  . 

Fhlllipa,  Jas  Geo,  New  Kent-rd,  Fruiterer.    Hay  2  at  3,  at  <ftsr 

Lewis  ft  Lewis,  Biy-pl,  Holborn. 
PUIIng,  Jaa,  Altrincham,  Cheater,  Boot  Maker.    April  2>  tt  Vtiia 

of  Stead,  Bank.ehamben,  Essex-et,  King-at,  Manch. 
Porter,  Geo,  Chepstow-pt.  Bayawater,  Wtaie  Merchant.   ApdU^ 

at  oBee  or  WIekene,  PaliDeraton.bld«s,  Broad-et. 
Richards,   Hy,  Chrlstchurch,  Haou,  Grocer.    Hay3ati,i: 

Sharp,  Hllltaiama-st,  Chriatchuich. 
RIchmcDd,  Thos,  Lpool,  Tailor.    Hay  I  at  II,  at  oOeasif.Tm 

Martin,  Water-st,  Lneol. 
Roberts,  Joaeph,  BbceUanerchrigog,  Denbigh,  Grocer.  Afrt  Bo 

at  the  Hope-et,  Assembly-rooms,  Wrexbam. 
Smith,  John,  Ilkley,  Tork,  AccounUnt.    May  3  at  1 1,  atoOaaiaf^ 

ft  Smith,  East-parade,  Leeda.  ^ 

Smith,  Jeeeph,  LattendeaFarm,  Ashbumham,  Soaan,  Fimir.  I| 

Sat  2.30,  at  effloe  of  Norria,  Norman-rd,  St  Lsoaard'aoa-SeL  ^ 
Somen,  Judab  Geo  ft  Lewis  John  Somera,  Hoondsdkek,  VMM 

StaUonen.    May3at2,  atoOceaof  Dobois,  GredisiB-Wii, Mf 

hall-at. 
Starboek,  Maria,  Sbeffleld,  General  Dealer.    April  13  at  4,  al 

Cletg,  Bask-at,  Sbeffleld. 
Ststt,  Ely  Smith  ft  Wm  Stott,  Oreetlaad.  Halifax.  York,  Wodail^ 

ftetoran.    May  I  at  II,  at  the  White  Swan  Hotel,  Halite,  XaM 

Foster,  HaU&x, 
Stretton,  Bksbi,  Maneh,   Beer-house  Keeper.     May  I  at  S,  at  ■ 

Clarence  Hotel,  Spitag-gardena.  Manch.    Snttea  ft  EUoU,  Xoik, 
Sngden,  Edwd,  Manaiogbam,  York,  Surgeon.    April  MatSaiott 

of  Tayh>r  ft  Co,  PleeadlUy,  Bradfbrd. 
Sykea,  Wm,  Jr.  Leeda,  Beerhouse,  keeper.    Hay  I  at  II,  atoioaj 

Hick  ft  Jones,  Bond-st,  Leeds. 
Tennent,  Wm  Middleleo  ft  Hector  Normen  Teonent,  LpooLKecti 

May  I  at  1,'  at  offleea  of  Haimood  Banner  ft  Sim,  N0tt  Jii 

I^ool.    Laoea  ft  Co. 
Tomkya,  Joaaph.  aen  ft  Joaeph  Tomliys,  Jan,  Nesrohapd,  StsSn, 

neers.    April  24  at  2,  at  offlcee  of  Holunabead,  TnoatalL 
Traris,  Thoa,  Newton,  Uanch,  Coram  Agent.     May  I  at  3,  at  •■ 

St<nerftOo,Fenntaln-et.  Maneh. 
Walker,  Sarah,  Derby,  Innkeeper.    May  4  at  3,  at  offleea  at  JlotdT. 

market,  Derby. 
Warren,  Wm,  Northampton,  Shoe  Manoflaetiirar.    May  istU 

offlce  of  Becka,  Market-sq,  NorthamptOD. 
Watson,  Sarah,  Middlesborough,  York,  Beerboue  Keeiw.  wj 

13,  at  offlce  of  Belk,  Corporation-ball,  North-el.  Middtaabefsask. 
Wtalaton,  Fredk  Wm,  Birm,  Chemist.     May  I  at  3,atoacaofJ> 

Cberry-at,  Birm. 
Wbltthigfaam,  I,ower-Broaghton.  Lancaahlre,  Commenlal  7h< 

Hay  I  at  3,  at  offloe  of  Hlnor,  Haach. 
Wlnterbottom,  Jas,  Birkenhead,  Chester,  White  Cooper.   Msylit 

offlce  of  Thompson,  Cbester-et,  Birkenhead.    Downbaa,  Hnaa 
Wood,  Jane  ft  Geo  Wm  Doeg,  Broadheath,  Chaster,  Inaloaiilen. 

I  at  3,  at  offlces  of  Sndlow  ft  Oo,  MountH*,  Manch. 


GRESHAM     LIFE    ASSURANCE    SOCIE 
37,  OLD  JEWRY,  LONDON,  E.a 

SOUCtTORS  are  inrited  to  introduce,  on  bebaU  of  their  chsslt 
poaala  for  Loana  on  Freehold  or  Leaaahold  Propetty,  Benraasa 
Iniereata,  or  other  adequate  seourities. 

Proposals  may  be  made  In  the  flist  instance  aceordlof  Is  tbaiC4 
form  i^ 

PaorosAL  roa  Loax  oic  IIobtoaov. 

Date . 

Introdnoed  by  (jMs  isaiM  oad  aiUrsaf  9f  toUettr) 

Amoimt  reqidred  £ 

Time  and  mode  of  rapeyment  (l.e.,  wtaMsr  for  m  (eras  arts*, 
niunmler  dker  peirawiifa) 

Security  (atafe  akort^  Ms  yorMuiiars  y  aacacntr,  Md;  4^ 'w" 
<n«s,  sMt  AfnH  oisaeai  income). 

State  what  Ulb  Policy  (If  any)  la  propoeed  to  be  eAel:'  *i^ 
Giesham  Offlce  In  connection  with  the  aeeuilty. 
By  order  ot  the  Board, 

F.  ALLAN  COBTIS.  Actuary  sad  Ssenc^ 
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4  Cfiet  of  tkit  JoDBHAL  and  tf  th$  Wbbklt  Sifobtbr, 
if  iMW  (<  1!,  QxA'i-tourt,  Cany-ttrttt,  W.C. 

I  Sniitriptim  (« th4  SoLiorroM'  Joubmai.  it — Tbien,  26<. 

Cmilrf  28(.;  nn'M  th»  Wbbu,t  Rbpobtbr,  Sit-.    JPaymtnt 

»  (^TMM  intludet  Doublt  Numbtrt  and  Pottag$.  Si^ieriitri 

m  htM  thtir  Vobun—  bound  at  the  OJk«-—tloth,  i$.  6d., 

\ilfl»«t<ilf,*'-6d. 

1  IttUri  itOmMfor  puilieation  t'n  th*  "  Solieitorf  Jommal " 

ttuth  mtimtieatid  by  tht  namt  oftht  ioritmr,  thoytjh  not 

mtmtrilj/  for  pnilication. 

\m  i\gUtiUy  if  txptritnetd  in  proouring  the  Journal  tnth 

ifvlinty  in  the  Provineti,  it  it  nqutitid  that  application  it 

udi  iirut  to  tht  Fublithir. , 


LONDON,  APRIL  29,  1871. 


fB.  PUBCHAs'  APPEAi,  to  the  Jodieisl  Committee 
t  re-hearing  of  his  case  has  been  refused,  and  pro- 
Ij  none  of  oar  legal  readers  will  dissent  from  as  when 
vr  that  on  l^al  gronnds  it  has  been  properly  refosed. 
t  resaona  on  which  the  appellant  based  his  application 
«  in  fact  three,  and  when  the  matter  came  to  be 
wd  oat,  it  is  diffionlt  to  saj  w]f  ich  of  the  three  was 
anit  natenable.  First  it  waa  urged  by  the  Solicitor- 
lenl  (to  whose  dexterity  it  is  owing  tiiat  Mr.  Par- 
I  mailKed  to  get  a  hearing  at  all)  that  the  decision 
idinetlyat  rariaaoe  with  previooa  decialona  at  the 
M  tiibnnal.  This  position  is  one  which  ooold  not 
n  been  established,  but  supposing  that  it  could,  it 
SfiDnisbes  no  ground  whatever  for  a  re-hearing.  It 
(^fsbape  supply  any  clergyman  hereafter  accused 
wiiig  illegal  Taatments  or  standing  in  an  illegal 
tlhikiing  the  prayer  of  consecration  with  a  power- 
'■Vnent,  but  TSx.  Purohas  by  his  own  condnot  lost 
linlt  to  whioh.  If  he  had  appeared,  he  would  haT8 
■•titled.  Seocmdly,  it  is  pleaded  that  TSx.  Porchai 
■cslj  now  found  funds  to  appear  by  counsel.  Sooh  a 
*fot  a  te-liearing  is  incapable  of  being  supported  hy 
nient;  it  is  indeed  quite  absurd,  and  if  it  had  been 
HioMd  would  haTO  caused  interminable  difBoul- 
AjqpeHants  or  respondents  who  had  feara 
*  the  result  of  an  appeal  would  reserve 
Mlns  at  ilrat,  and  afterwards  would  p«ti- 
to  eooe  in,  and  thus,  if  snocensfnl,  saddle  their 
a*nt  with  a  doable  set  of  costs.  Thirdly,  the 
itor^Oeneral  urged  that  it  would  be  "  expedient "  to 
Mt  the  ease,  as  so  many  clergy  and  laymen  were  dis- 
ced with  the  decision.  It  is  to  be  lamented  that  the 
Uidied  Church  is  so  divided  that  what  gives  plea- 
toone  section  should  give  pain  to  another.  But  the 
^pdntment  of  the  Hitualistic  party  does  not  furnish 
ronnd  whatever  for  fighting  oat  the  quarrel  over 
B.  The  decision  originally  arrived  at,  though  «« 
*.  was,  BO  doubt,  fair  and  honest,  and  certainly  oon- 
Ations  of  policy  or  expediency  ought  not  to  weigh, 
wt  are  glad  they  did  not  weigh  with  the  Judicial 
aittse. 

ken  is  no  doubt  that  until  the  present  Committee 
iWshHshed,  the  Grown  might  issue  commissions  of 
nr  from  the  jndgments  of  the  Ooart  of  Delegates — 
■her  words,  there  might  be  an  appeal  upon  an  appeal; 
^  delegates  themselves  were  the  persons  to  whom  an 
Bl  from  any  judgment  of  the  Court  of  Arches  was 
■1^  These  oommissions  of  review  became  very 
ilemne,  and  aooordingly  they  were  abolished  when 
Jgdieiat  Committee  was  established.  The  Solicitor- 
■*!  would  seek  to  revive  them.  Portuoately  for 
n  he  lias  failed.  His  suooess  would  have  been 
'(7>i>g  to  Mr.  Pondiaa's  friends,  but  would  have  been 
"AUal  to  the  reputation  of  the  Judicial  Committee 
biuions  to  tha  pubUc  interest.  "  Interttt  rtipub- 
**t  tU  fimit  liHun "  is  a  sound  and  wholesome 
"■•  If  parties,  on  the  plea  of  poverty  or  dirinoHna- 


tion,  were  to  be  allowed  to  lie  by,  and  then,  witeit 
through  their  own  carelessness  the  cause  was  lost,  were 
permitted  to  appear  and  have  it  tried  over  again,  the 
result  would  be  a  double  hearing  in  nearly  every  case; 
and,  as  Mr.  Stephens  showed,  often  a  third  trial  would 
be  necessary.  The  tribunal  which  sanotioned  such  a 
mode  of  prooedare  would  soon  he  swept  away,  and  would 
deserve  its  fate. 


Thb  FOLLOWuia  LKTTEB  appeared  recently  in  the 
Timet: — 

"  The  Bankruptcy  Act. 
To  the  Editor  of^tbe  Titna. 

Sir, — ^The  £2nd  section  of  the  recent  Bankruptcy  Act 
directs  tmstees  to  pay  unclaimed  dividends,  or  other  moneys 
remaining  in  their  hands  at  the  dose  of  a  bankruptcy,  to 
such  an  account  aa  may  be  directed  hy  Boles  of  Court,  to 
be  made  with  the  sanction  of  the  Treasury. 

Will  it  he  credited  that,  although  the  Act  has  how  been 
in  operation  for  over  a  year  and  a  quarter,  no  such  Rules  of 
Court  liave  ever  been  made,  and  that  trustees  with  moneys 
in  their  hands  which  they  desire  to  pay  over  to  the  Treasury 
cannot  do  so,  and  are  in  consequence  subjected  to  the  annoy- 
anoe  of  being  unable  to  obtain  thoir  release  P 

Comment  on  such  a  state  of  matters  is  needless,  hot  it 
would  be  satisfactory  to  Icnow  who  is  responsible  for  creating 
this  dead  lock  in  the  working  of  the  Act. 

We  are.  Sir,  your  obedient  servants, 

SOLICITOBS.' 

As  regards  the  alleged  "  dead  look,"  we  venture  to 
suggest  not  only  that  it  d  oes  not  exist  but  that  the  f  rameiB 
of  the  rules  adopted  a  very  simple  method  of  avoiding  its 
occurrence.  If  a  trustee  resigns  before  a  bankruptcy  is 
dosed,  unclaimed  dividends,  as  well  as  all  other  property 
of  the  bankrupt's  in  his  hands,  would  pass  over  to  his 
fuooessor.  The  88rd  section,  sub-section  6,  provides  that 
"  the  property  of  the  bankrupt  shall  pass  from  trustee  to 
trustee,  inoladlng,  under  that  term,  the  registrar  when 
he  fills  the  office  of  trustee."  Amongst  the  rules  dealing 
with  the  close  of  a  bankruptcy  is  found  the  following:— 
"  Bnle  131. — ^The  release  of  a  trustee  aliaU  operate  as  a 
removal  of  the  trustee,  and  thereupon  the  registrar  shall 
be  the  trustee."  Thus,  on  the  dose  of  a  bankruptcy  and 
release  of  the  trustee  the  office  of  trustee  does  not  cease  to 
exist,  but  another,  a  quasi  offioial  trustee  is  appointed 
The  sub-section  of  seotion  88,  above  referred  to, 
then  comes  into  operation,  and  unclaimed  dividends  nre 
to  be  passed  over  to  the  registrar  trustee  In  like  manner 
as  if  one  creditor's  trustee  had  died  and  another  had 
been  app<dnted  in  his  place.  Seotion  6S,  it  may  be  re- 
marked, applies,  not  only  to  "  unolalmed  dividend^''  but 
to  "  any  other  monies  arising  from  the  property  of  tho 
bankrupt  remaining  under  the  control  of  the  trustee  at  the 
oloee  of  the  bankruptcy  ;  "  and  creditors  will  certainly 
more  readily  get  their  own  from  the  registrar  trustee 
than  from  the  Treasury.  Seotion  116  provides  that 
"  Where  any  dividends  remain  unclaimed  for  five  y<>ars, 
then,  and  iba  every  such  case,  the  same  shall  be  deuiued 
vested  in  the  Crown,  and  shall  be  disposed  of  as  the 
Government  of  her  Majesty's  Treasury  direct ; "  and, 
until  the  five  years  have  elapsed,  it  is  manifestly  better 
that  nnolaimed  dividends  and  other  outstanding  ptopurty 
should  be  witliin  reach  of  the  creditors  than  Icdced  up  in 
the  Treasury,  whence  they  could  hardly  lie  regained,  if 
at  all,  without  much  "  oiroumlocntion." 

Two  DK0IBI0M8  or  BOMB  iKPOBTANOB  under  the  law 
of  winding-up  have  lately  been  given  at  the  Bolls.  In 
the  first  of  these.  Re  Ihmtttek  Iron  Workt  OMipanff, 
whioh  was  a  creditors'  summons  for  the  purpose  of  remov- 
ing the  official  liquidator,  the  Master  of  the  Bolls,  afte< 
defining  the  duty  of  an  official  liquidator  to  be  to  gei 
in  the  assets  and  pay  the  debts,  taking  the  direction  or 
the  Court  where  necessary,  added  that  when  an  application 
was  made  for  his  removal,  it  was  his  duty  to  submit  to 
act  as  the  Court  should  direct.  Mid  not  enter  into  evidence, 
unless  imputations  had  been  made  against  him.  In  the 
present  oase  imputations  had  been,  and  the  Uqaidatot 
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bad  filed  »  man  of  eTidenoe  in  uiiwer ;  but,  aa  the 
impatationa  were  made,  not  by  the  parties  who  took  ont 
the  summons,  bat  by  a  oontribatory  who  was  not  a  party 
to  the  prooeeding,  and  who  had,  in  the  words  of  the 
Blaster  of  the  Bolls,  moet  improperly  interrened, 
the  ofBcial  liquidator  was  refoaed  his  oosts,  on  the 
ground,  as  it  wonld  seem,  that  he  had  erred  in  answering 
the  oontribntory's  affidayit.  Had  the  imputation  been 
made  by  the  parties  who  took  out  the  snmmons,  he  would, 
no  doubt,  hare  got  his  costs  of  refuting  it.  The  Master 
of  the  Rolls  remored  the  official  liquidator  solely  on  the 
ground  that  in  what  is  commonly  called  a  creditor's 
wiuding-up — >.e.,  where  it  is  certain  that  there  will  be 
nothing  left  for  the  shareholders — the  creditors  are 
entitled  to  say  how  they  will  have  the  winding-^p  con- 
ducted. The  official  liquidator  then,  if  he  is,  in  one 
sense,  the  officer  of  the  Court,  is  in  another  sense,  the 
officer  of  the  creditors,  and  must  carry  their  direotiona 
into  effect,  subject  to  his  right  to  obtain  the  direction 
of  the  Court,  where  necessary,  as  to  what  he  is  to  do. 

In  the  other  case,  He  Serlin  Oreat  Market  and 
Ahattoirt  Company  (April  24),  a  petition  had  been 
presented  by  a  creditor  for  winding-np  by  the  Court.  At 
the  hearing,  the  petitioner  asked  that  the  petition  might 
stand  over  to  enable  arrangements  to  be  made  for 
winding  up  Tolnntarily,  and  declined  to  take  the  order  as 
prayed  ;  but  the  Master  of  the  Bolls,  considering  that  a 
ease  was  made  upon  the  petition  for  winding-up,  and 
that  the  conduct  of  the  petitioner  in  opposing  the  order 
led  to  the  inference  of  collusion  with  the  company,  made 
%  compulsory  order,  and  gare  the  conduct  of  it  to  the 
ahareholders,  who  appeared  in  support  of  the  petition  ; 
adding  that,  in  a  proper  case  for  winding-up,  if  the  peti- 
tioner back  oat,  any  other  shareholder  may  take  it  ap,  and 
hare  the  conduct  of  the  order  ;  of  course  he  must  take  ic 
np  as  it  stands,  for  he  cannot  be  allowed  to  make  a  fresh 
case  of  his  own  {JOe  Spenee'i  Patent  Oon^any,  18  W.  B.82), 
at  all  erents,  without  notice  to  the  respondents. 


Tbb  deoision  given  by  the  Master  of  the  Bolls  this 
week,  on  the  effect  of  the  12th  section  of  the  Married 
Women's  Property  Act  1870,  should  be  noted.  The  section 
enacts  that  aa  to  couples  married  after  the  1st  of  Angnst, 
1870,  the  hnsband  shall  not  be  liable  for  the  wife's  debts 
oontraeted  before  marriage,  but  the  wife  shall  be  suable 
for  and  "  any  pn^ierty  belonging  to  her  for  her  separate 
use,  shall  ,be  liable  to  satisfy  such  debts  a$  if  the  hud 
eontinued  immarrieH."  Now  the  ordinary  "  restraint  on 
antioipation  "  does  not  operate  on  proper^  settled  to  a 
iroman's  separate  nae,  nnUl  she  becomes  eevert,  but  it  takes 
effect  immediately  on  her  marriage.  The  question,  which 
arose  for  the  first  time  in  the  case  at  the  Bolls  was,  whether 
the  words  "  aa  if  she  had  continued  unmarried  "  are  to 
be  oonstraed  to  the  length  of  enaoting  that  the  restraint 
on  antioipation  shall  oontinne  inoperatiTe,  q%uad  debts 
oontraeted  before  the  marriage.  Lord  BomiUy  said  the 
qneatian  had  been  foreseen  by  the  Legislature,  and  decided 
•gainBt  the  operation  of  the  restraint.  The  case 
(,8anger  t.  &iii;er)  is  reported  below. 


SniOB  WB  OVFKBBD  some  obeerrations  upon  the  prin- 
oiples  upon  which  the  Court  interferes  between  parent 
and  child  (oTite  p.  449)  the  Lords  Justices  hare  decided 
the  case  of  Bamkmorth  r.  BawJutvorth,  on  appeal  from 
the  Vice-Ohanoellor  of  the  Duchy  of  Lancaster.  The 
question  was  ons  of  the  simplest — namely,  whether  a 
ward  of  the  Court,  aged  eight  years  and  a-half,  was  to 
be  educated  as  a  Boman  Catholic,  in  the  religion  of  her 
deceased  father,  or  aa  a  Protestant,  in  the  religion  of  her 
mother.  The  rule  is  perfectly  well  settled  that  the  child 
is  to  be  brought  up  aocoiding  to  the  faith  which  the 
father  professed;  though  if  the  Court  should  find,  on 
■eeing  tiie  child,  that  it  has  imbibed  impressions  in  f  aTonr 
of  any  other  faith,  which  it  would  be  dangerons  to  on- 
aettle,  the  Court  will  decline  to  interfere  {StourUm  r. 
StourUm,  6  W.  B.  418,  8  D.  M.  G.  768).  The  Court,  in 
the  piaaent  instanoe,  only  followed  the  settled  znle;  and 


we  should  not  call  attention  to  the  oase  Int  for  mm 
obserrationB  which  appear  to  hare  fallaa  fma  the  Coot 
aa  to  the  propriety  of  the  rule  of  law.  The  Tue.Clita. 
cellor,  aooording  to  the  report  of  the  oiss  in  its  nws, 
appears  to  haTe  said^— 

"  Were  I  at  libert;^  to  follow  my  own  opaiaB  I  And 
have  no  hesitation  m  acceding  to  Mr.  Jukaoa'i  eanat 
argument.  To  direct  that  the  ward  should  be  lamiiitii;  a 
the  Roman  Catholic  faith  will  he  to  create  a  htnier  letiae 
a  widowed  mother  and  her  only  child,  to  smul  tbe  mSa'i 
influence  over  her  daughter  on  the  most  impartut  d  ill 
the  subjects  on  wliich  it  can  be  exercised,  with  tbe  iboa 
ineyitablo  effect  of  weakening  it  in  all  others,  to  istn^ 
a  disturbing  element  into  a  union  wliidi  onglit  to  h  a ' 
close,  as  warm,  and  as  absolute  as  any  known  to  mm;  Bi< 
lastly,  to  inflict  the  meet  serere  pain  on  both  sutis  si 
child.  But  it  is  dear  that  no  aignmeot  which  mU  r- 
oognize  any  right  in  the  widowed  mother  to  bisg  qlia. 
child  in  a  religion  different  from  the  fitther's  csn  be 
to  weigh  with  me  at  all.  According  to  the  hv  o( 
Court  the  mother  has  no  such  right.  The  duty  li 
widowed  mother  is  in  general  to  bring  sp  tke 
aooording  to  the  faith  wmch  the  father  piotaid, 
thoughue  utterly  disapproves  it,  and  feels  that  to  i)^ 
will  diminiijh  ber  influence  over  the  ohild,  and  cU ' 
relation  between  them." 

With  this  reaaoning  we  cannot  bot  agree,  aollil 
seems  greater  in  a  oase  like  the  present,  when  tba*' 
haa  always  been  of  a  different  faith,  than  in  thee 
cases  where  the  mother  has  changed  her  faith  i 
father'a  death.    In  cases  of  tbe  Utter  kind  to  I 
the  child  in  tbe  new  faith  would  b«  a  sort  of  fini  t 
tatiier ;  an  atgoment  which  doea  not  apply  to  j 
fwrth  V.  Bankttvorth.      It  is  alwaya  diffiooU  to  jri 
to  the  unlearned  reader  the  application  of  pmsMI 
hard  case,  which  this  undoubtedly  was.    It  i 
decision  of  the  House  of  Lords,  howsTCr,  to  tltoj 
law  of  the  Court.    Bnt  after  all  tbe  father  haetf' 
regulating  the  maintenance  and  ednoatioa  oti»<i 
edao  other  matters  connected  with  their  temponli 
and  why  should  he  not  have  a  voioe  in  matteae 
with  their  apiritnal  training  ?    The  opposits  nl*  t 
of  couse  reduce  the  qnea^m  to  one  solely  of  i 
diip. 

Thk  fboposau  fob  taxation  oontaiosd  it 
Lowe's  Budget  are  withdrawn.  The  Match  Tsz  a 
up;  the  proposed  augmentations  of  Probata,  t*0^ 
Staocession  Duties  are  abandoned;  and  the  ieSem 
all  to  be  made  up  out  of  the  income  tax  by  tutiH 
from  f ourpenoe  in  the  pound  to  sixpence,  Tha  pit* 
computing  the  Income  Tax  by  a  percentage  '^ 
over,"  aa  Mr.  Gladstone  pnt  it,  "  for  an  impartial  q 
sion  of  public  opinion."  It  is  not  necessary  t»  fr 
the  merits  of  proposals  which  are  now  abaadosedK 
regard  to  the  computation  of  Income  Tax,  va  ■ 
that  the  more  impartial  public  opinion  ma;  he, 
more  strongly  it  will  prefer  the  present  eompd 
to  that  by  percentage.  As  long  as  the  tax  iswl 
pence  in  the  pound,  ita  computation  is  aa  simple  a  ■ 
as  can  be,  and  it  comes  to  an  exact  sum.  Theta  ais 
essential  advantages  in  an  impost  which,  lihs  la 
Tax  and  Property  Tax,  many  people  have  to  oompsli 
pay  on  behalf  of  others.  As  between  landloi* 
tenants,  mortgagees  and  mortgagors.  Ice.,  it  vosid 
been  a  most  serious  inconvenience  to  saddle  tm} 
transaction  with  the  calculation  of  a  peiaenta|a 
deed,  we  think,  that  there  was  more  to  be  Hid  afl 
this  than  against  any  other  of  the  original  pn^ 
the  Budget. 

Mr.  Wbkn  HosKiras  thinks  that,  in  order  to  i 
amd  facilitate  the  transfer  of  land,  OonTe; 
Title  must  be  relieved  of  the  great  mass  of  thato  j 
complications.    This  is  tme,  and  we  should  be  r 
to  see  the  work  of  revising  real  propotT  1*' ' 
once.    But  Mr.  Wren  Hoekyns'  panacea  for  the  i 
is  to  cut  down  the  power  of  tying-np  laad.    2e« 
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nr  tUfe  eitete;  bat,  snlqeot  to  that,  he  would  hare  fee 
ip|«theonl.TowneidiiptenoTe.  The  resolntion  whioh 
'.  Wnn  HoekTiu  proposed  this  week  was  too  wide  and 
ftt  to  hwe  ttaj  ohanoe  of  being  adopted,  and  eTerj 
tion  of  this  kind  is  merely  attaoking  the  matter  at 
I  vrong  end.  There  may  be  different  opinions  abont 
I  probable  effeot  of  dheapening  and  facilitating  land 
aifei',  so  fu  as  oonoema  the  distribntion  of  land,  bnt 
to  the  expedient^  of  simplifying  the  details  of  law 
distinguished  from  tenure  tiiere  oan  be  only  one 
nioD.  If  the  well-meaning,  clerer,  and  energetic 
1  who  are  oonstantly  nibbling  at  this  sabjecc  woald 
St  their  efforts  to  tlukt  end,  they  would  be  hammering 
be  right  sail. 


FOEHIQN  JUDGMENTS. 


h  bare  written  somewhat  recently  upon  this  snbjeot,* 
the  important  prinoiples  established  in  the  recent 
3  of  Soiard  r.  Gray  (19  W.  B.  348),  and  SaMbtby  ▼. 
tnhh  (18  W.  B.  587}  indnoe  us  to  return  to  it. 
1  Gfiari  j.  Qray  no  question  was  raised  as  to  the 
idictioD  of  the  foreign  Court,  bnt  the  defence  set  up 
be  plea  was  that  the  parties  to  the  charter-party  sued 
1  is  the  foreign  action  were  domiciled  and  resident 
iih  subjects,  that  the  contract  was  made  in  England, 
(bat,  bj  English  law,  the  plaintiff  had  no  right  to 
itiio  soy  action  against  the  defendant  for  breach  of 
ibirter-party.  The  plea  showed  that  jadgment  was 
»  £;8t  instance  giren  against  the  defendant,  he  not 
•Dag;  that  the  case  was  afterwards  re-heard  on  the 
llast'a  application,  and  the  original  decision  varied; 
•tkedtfendant  then  appealed  against  the  decision 
iM,  fJaimiTig  to  have  the  damages  reduced,  and  on 
liwcceeded  in  reducing  the  amount.  This  plea  was 
■Bri  to,  and  the  C!onrt  allowed  the  demurrer.  It 
MtMdtd  that  the  oontraot  sued  upon  was  gOTemed 
UfUi  law,  and  that,  according  to  English  law,  the 
Vm  of  damage  adopted  by  the  French  Court  was  in- 
lit  Bat  it  also  appeared  that  the  French  Court 
kitr  informed  of  what  the  English  law  was,  and 
the  defendant  was  therefore  guilty  of  Uohea  in 
ug  the  Court  to  fall  into  the  error  now  oomplained 
id  apon  this  ground  alone  Hannen,  J.,  oononrred  in 
oving  the  plea,  thinking  it  nnneoeasary  to  deoide 
<g«rqa«stion.  Bnt,  as  that  learned  jndg^e  after* 
I  conoorred  in  the  judgement  in  SoMhtby  r.  Wetten- 
wbich  adopted  the  prinoiples  laid  down  by  the 
1^  of  the  Court  in  Oodard  y.  Gray,  his  qualified 
io  the  latter  case  does  not  imply  a  difference  of 
s. 

principles  goTeming  the  question  are  thus  laid 
ij  Blackburn,  J.,  delirering  the  jadgment  of  the 
iij.in  Ovdmrd  r.  Oray  : — 

if  not  an  admitted  principle  of  the  law  of  nations  that 
1 19  boimd  to  enforce  within  its  territories  the  jndg- 
i(  a  foreign  tribnnaL  SeTeral  of  the  continental 
i  (indnding  France)  do  not  enforce  the  judgments  of 
tratries,  imleas  where  there  are  redprooal  treaties  to 
m.  But  in  England,  and  in  those  states  whi(^  are 
w  by  the  eommon  law,  snoh  jndgmenta  are  enforced, 
virtue  of  any  trea^,  nor  by  virtue  of  any  statute,  hut 
(nndple  rery  weU  stated  hy  Parke.  B.,  in  WiUimnt 
■i  'where  a  competent  jurisdiction  has  adladioated  a 
inm  to  be  due  from  one  person  to  another  a  legal 
m  aiiaea  to  pay  that  sum,  on  which  an  action  of  debt 
Me  the  judgment  may  he  maintained.  It  is  in  tiiis 
rt  ths  jo^pneuta  of  foreign  and  colonial  courts  are 
^  and  tn&roed.'  And  twng  this  as  the  principle, 
<>  to  follow  that  anything  which  negative*  the  exis- 
*^  legal  obligation,  or  ezcntea  the  defendant  from 
»n>aaoe  of  it,  most  form  a  good  defence  to  the  aotion. 
Km  open,  therefore,  to  the  defendant  to  show  tiiat 
n  which  prwuninced  the  jadgment  had  not  juris- 
wptMonnoe  it,  either  beeaase  they  exceeded  the 
•BOB  given  to  them  by  the  foreign  uiw,  or  because 
idefeodant,  was  not  subject  to  that  jurisdiction ;  and 
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same  learned  judge 
the  Court,  puts  the 


so  fiff  the  foreign  judgment  must  be  examinable.  ProbcMy 
the  defendant  may  show  that  the  jadgment  was  obtained 
by  the  fraud  of  the  plaintiff,  for  that  would  show  that  the 
defendant  was  exeased  from  the  performance  of  °an  obliga- 
tion thus  obtained  :  and  it  may  be  that  where  the  foreign 
Court  has  knowingly  and  perversely  disregarded  the  rights 
given  to  an  English  subject  by  ^igliah  law,  that  forms  t 
valid  excuse  for  disregaroing  the  obligation  thus  imposed 
on  him ;  but  we  prefer  to  imitate  the  caution  of  the  present 
Lord  Chancellor  m  Cattriqut  v.  Imria  (19  W.  B.  1,  L.  R.  4 
App.  445),  and  to  leave  those  questions  to  be  decided  when 
they  rise,  onlv  observing  that  m  the  present  case,  as  in  that, 
"  the  whole  of  the  faots  appear  to  have  been  inquired  into 
by  the  French  Court,  judicially,  honestly,  and  with  the 
intention  to  arrive  at  the  right  conclusion;  and,  having 
heard  the  facts  as  stated  before  them,  they  came  to  a  con- 
clusion which  justified  them  in  France  in  deciding  as  they 
did  decide."  . 

In  Sohihthy  r.  W«$t»nhelt  the 
again  delivering  the  judgment  of 
thing  upon  the  same  gronnd. 

"Itisunneoessarytorepeat  again  what  we  have  already 
said  in  Oodard  v.  Oray.  We  think  th^t,  for  the  reasons 
there  given,  the  true  principle  on  whioh  the  judgments  of 
foreign  tribunab  are  miforced  in  England  is  that  stated  by 
Parke,  B.,  in  fiustell  v.  Smyth,  and  again  repeated  by  him 
in  Jmiiamt  v.  Jona,  that  the  jud^ent  of  a  court  of  competent 
jurisdiction  over  the  defendant  imposes  a  duty  on  the  defen- 
dant to  pay  the  sum  for  which  jadgment  is  given,  vihiah  thf 
courts  in  this  country  are  bound  to  ttifore*,  and  consequently 
that  anything  which  negatives  that  da^  or  forms  a  legal 
excuse  for  not  performing  it,  is  a  defence  to  the  action." 

The  view  to  whioh  this  doctrine  is  opposed  is,  that  a 
foreign  jadgment  is  only  evidence  of  an  existing  obligar 
tion,  but  does  not  itself  create  one  ;  that  view  is  explicitly 
reprobated,  and  the  proposition  is  here  laid  down  that 
a  new  and  substantive  obligation  is  created  by  the 
judgment  itself,  whioh  the  English  common  law  recog- 
nises as  an  obligation  enforceable  in  its  own  courts,  and 
thus  legally  binding,  and  which,  as  a  consequence,  the 
Courts  administering  the  law  aro  by  law  bound  to 
enforce  and  give  effect  to  at  the  request  of  the  person 
entitled  to  the  benefit  of  the  obligation.  In  fact,  the 
obligation  created  by  a  foreign  judgment  is  put  upon  the 
same  footing  as  the  obligation  created  by  a  oontraot  or  a 
wrong,  which,  whererer  incurred,  may  be  sued  upon  in 
the  English  oonrta;  the  difference  between  the  cases  is, 
that  a  jadgment,  being  a  proceeding  in  invitum,  and  not, 
like  a  oontraot  or  a  tort,  arising  out  of  any  act  of  the  de- 
fendant, it  is  necessary  to  show  something  establishing 
between  the  defendant  and  the  tribunal  pronounoingp  the 
the  decision  that  nexus  or  relation,  whioh  makes  it  fit 
that  the  Courts  here  should  recognise  the  decision  as 
binding.  In  other  words,  it  is  necessary  to  ascertain 
what  are  the  ciroumstanoes  whioh  our  Courts  will  recog- 
nise as  giving  to  the  tribunals  of  a  foreign  State  juris- 
diotion  over  the  person  against  whom  the  decree  is  pro- 
ttonnoed. 

"  Now  on  this  (says  Blackburn,  J.,  in  Bchibtby  v.  Ww- 
ton^lz)  we  think  some  things  are  quite  dear  on  prtndple. 
If  the  defendants  had  been  at  the  time  of  the  jadgment 
subjects  of  the  country  whose  judgment  is  songht  to  be 
enforced  against  them,  we  think  that  its  laws  would  have 
bound  them.  Again,  if  the  defendaoto  had  been  at  the 
time  where  the  suit  was  commenced  resident  in  the  country, 
so  as  to  have  the  benefit  of  its  laws  proteoting  them,  or  as 
it  is  sometimes  expressed,  owing  temporary  allegiance  to 
that  country,  we  think  its  laws  would  have  bound  them. 
If,  at  the  time  when  the  obligation  [t.*.,  the  original 
obligation]  was  contracted  the  defendeoits  were  within  the 
foreign  ooontry,  but  left  it  before  the  suit  was  instituted, 
we  should  be  inclined  to  think  the  laws  of  that  country 
bound  them ;  though  before  finally  deciding  this  we  should 
like  to  hear  the  question  argued." 

This,  then,  is  the  first  gronnd  of  jurisdiction,  whioh  may 
be  oalled  that  of  the  involuntary  subjeotion  of  the  defen- 
dant to  the  tribunal — a  subjection  created  by  his  positlaB 
as  a  oitisen  or  a  resident  of  the  State,  either  at  the  time  of 
action  brought  or  (in  the  oase  spoken  of  hesitatingly)  at 
the  time  of  obligation  contracted.    One  ground,  howaver. 
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OB  which  jnriadiotion  is  often  aMiuned  by  tribaiialB  U 
afcerxards  diaallowed  as  snffioieDt  for  this  purpose;  "We 
doubt  Tery  maoh  whether  the  poRseaeion  of  property 
locally  aitoated  in  that  oonntiy,  and  protected  by  its 
laws,  does  afFord  snch  a  gronnd." 

Such  being  the  nature  of  the  oironmstances  which 
create  an  iuToIuntary  subjection  to  a  foreign  tribunal, 
the  eeoond  ground  of  jurisdiction  is  consent  or  volnntary 
sobjection.  "  We  think  it  dear,  upon  principle,  that  if 
a  (erson  selected,  as  plaintiff,  the  tribunal  of  a  foreign 
country  as  the  one  in  which  he  would  sue,  he  oonld  not 
afterwards  say  that  the  judgment  of  that  tribunal  waa 
not  binding  on  him;"  and  again,  "the  decision  in  Z>« 
Coite  Br'u$ac  ▼.  Bathbone  is  an  authority  that  where  the 
defendant  Tolnntarily  appears  and  takes  the  chance  of  a 
judgment  in  his  farour,  he  is  bound."  But,  upon  the 
other  hand,  in  accordance  with  the  doubt  whether  the 
possession  of  property  within  the  foreign  country  is 
sufficient  to  ground  inToIuntary  subjection  to  its  tribu- 
nals, the  Court  "  express  no  opinion  as  to  the  effect  of 
the  appearance  of  a  defendant  where  it  is  so  far  not 
Toluntary  that  he  only  oomes  in  to  try  to  sstc  some  pro- 
perty in  the  hands  of  a  foreign  tribunal."  But  where 
none  of  these  grounds  of  involuntary  subjection  exist, 
and  the  defendant;  has  never,  by  voluntary  appearance, 
subjected  himself  to  the  jarisdiolion  of  the  foreign  tribn- 
nsJ,  then  (it  was  decided  in  Schxbtby  v.  We$tenholz')  a 
decision  pronounced  against  (lim  abroad  will  not  be 
enforced  in  the  English  courts. 

In  that  case  the  Court  was  pressed  with  the  analogy 
of  the  Common  Law  Procedure  Act,  1852,  section  19, 
which  in  similar   cases  gives    a    jurisdiction    to    the 
English  Courts  against  foreigners.      The  Court  admitted 
that  if  "  comity "  were  the  ground  on  which  foreign 
jndgmeHts  were  enforeed  the  argument  would  be  almost 
irresistible;  but  the  oase  was  said  to  be  "  quite  different 
if  the  principle  be  that  which  we  have  just  laid  down." 
The  question  of  good  manners  or  deference  being  out  of 
the  way,  the  foreign  judgment  not  being  enforced  here 
out  of  a  polite  regard  to    the  dignity  of   the   foreign 
tribunal,  the  question  (they  say)  arises  whether  the  de- 
fendant was  under  any  obligation  to  the  foreign  tribunal 
which  the  English  Courts  "  could  recognise."    Now  as 
"  comity  "  was  never  thought  to  require  that  the  decision 
of  the  foreign  tribunal  should  not  in  any  way  be  examin- 
nble,  not  even  as  to  the  propriety  of  its  taking  oognisanoe 
of  the  cause  of  action,  that  question  would  equally  arise 
it'  -  oomity "  were  held  to  be    the  ground  on   wfaioh 
English  tribunals   acted.      The   principle  of  "  oomity " 
oould  only  require  that  effect  should  be  given  to  foreign 
judgments  in  cases  where  the  foreign  tribunals  would  do 
the  like  by  English  judgments,  or  where,  on  general 
grounds,  it  was  not  unreasonable  that  effect  should  be 
given  to  them.    The  principle  was  oertainly  never  car- 
ried further  than  this,  nor  is  there  anything  in  the  prin- 
ciple which  requires  that  it  should  be.    Now  it  may  be 
that  it  is  reasonable  that  a  tribunal  of  one  country  should 
assume  jurisdiction  in  cases  where  it  is  not  reasonable 
that  the  tribunal  of  another  country  should  enforce  its 
decrees.     If  so,  the  fact  that  English  Courts  exeroise 
jurisdiotioD  in  certain  oases  does  not  prove  that  they  ought 
to  enforce  the  decisions  of  foreign  tribtmals  prononnoed  in 
the  like  cases,  whether  "  oomity  "  or  any  other  prinoiple  be 
that   on   which  they    act.      But    if,    wherever    it   is 
reasonable  for  a  tribunal  to  exercise  jurisdiction  it  is  also 
reasonable  for  a  foreign  tribunal  to  enforce  its  decrees,  it 
is  hard  to  show  that  in  any  particular  oase  a  foreign 
decree  ought  not  to  be  enforced  without  saying  that  its 
exercise  of  jurisdiction,  and,  therefore,  also  an  exerdae  of 
jnrisdiotion  by  a  home  tribunal  in  Vba  like  case,  is  un- 
reasonable.   Now  oertainly  the  English  oonita  do  (by 
statute)    in  certain    oases    assume  a  jnrisdiotion  over 
foreigners,  not  reaident,  and  not  appearing,  that  is  they  do, 
or  the  law  does,  impose  on  such  defendants  "  a  duty  or 
obligation  to  fulfil  dte  judgment ;"  they  can,  therefore, 
scarcely  say  that  it  is  unreasonable  that  foreign  tribunals 
should  do  the  like.    Befoaing,  however,  to  enforoe  such 


foreign  judgments,  they  must  adopt  the  first  iKematiTa, 
and  say  that  though  the  jurisdiction  may  be  tetNuUe, 
it  is  not  reasonable  that  they  should  reoognixe  it ;  bit 
this  they  may  equally  do  whether  they  adopt  the  pria- 
dple  of  "  comity"  and  give  it  a  reasonable  Umita&ii,ot 
whether  they  treat  the  foreign  judgments  aieieatiii{i 
"  legal  obligation,"  but  put  reasonable  limits  of  tiieii 
own  on  the  cases  in  which  they  will  recognise  and  gire 
effect  to  an  obligation,  whioh,aooording  to  the  foteigit  Itv, 
was  oertainly  a  legal  one. 

In  truth  the  discussion  as  to  "  oomity  "  aeema  beade 
the  mark  ;  and  the  worda  "  legal  obligation  "  in  u 
equivocal  as  the  word  "comity"  is  vague.  The  iorajii 
judgment  creates  a  legal  obligation  there,  whatever  ebot 
may  be  given  to  it  here  ;  it  only  oreatea  a  legal  obligitiaD 
here  in  cases  where  the  C!onrts  think  it  reasonable  to  n- 
oogniae  the  jurisdiction.  What  theaa  casea  m  ther 
themselves  determine  ;  not  by  international  law,  for  tht 
existenoe  of  any  obligation  by  international  law  toenkne 
foreign  judgments  is  denied  ;  not  by  its  appeaiin;  in- 
sonable  to  the  foreign  tribunals  or  the  foreign  Strie  to 
exercise  jurisdiction  in  the  particular  oase,  for  the  aatad 
exercise  of  jurisdiction  shows  they  think  it  ieatositle; 
not  even  by  their  own  praotioe,  since  they  refuse  to  eaten 
foreign  judgments  in  oases  where  they  exeroise  a  noik 
jurisdiction  themselves  ;  but  by  their  view  as  to  whethr 
there  is  snoh  a  relation  between  the  defendant  and  tki 
foreign  tribunal  as  to  make  it  reasonable  for  then  to 
hold  that  he  is  subject  here  to  a  duty  to  fulfil  the  i«l|- 
ment  In  other  words,  they  determine  whether  thelegil 
duty,  which  he  is  unquestionably  subject  to  then,  >■ 
(grounded  on  dronmstanoea  which  make  it  fit  for  thta 
to  hold  it  legally  enforoeable  here.  In  determining;  t^ 
which  is  the  condition  precedent  of  the  "  legal  oblifatiot,' 
it  matters  little  what  they  call  the  prinoiple  on  vlut^ 
they  proceed  ;  in  substance  the  consideratkni  the^  P^* 
ceed  upon  is,  that  they  concede  a  certain  authority  todn 
regular  courts  of  an  established  Oovemment,  bnt  tttf 
themselves  determine  the  limits  wiUiin  which  the;  will 
oonoede  it,  or  within  which  they  will  give  to  thedsoM 
of  thoee  Courts  the  effect  of  a  "  legal  obligation."  ! 

The  points  really  decided  by  the  two  oases  in  qoeatioa 
are,  first  {Schibiby  v.  Wutanhoh),  that  tbe  Conrtt  lia*l 
will  not  recognise  the  foreign  jurisdiction  where  the  de-| 
fendant  owed  neither  general  nor  temporaiy  aUegaoM**! 
the  foreigrn  State,  nor  baa  by  voluntary  appaanneeeoa- 
sen  ted  to  its  jurisdiction;  secondly  (^CMari' ^^  Bf^K 
that  if  circumstances  exist  under  whioh  they  will  iwpl 
nise  the  jurisdiction  of  the  foreigrn  tribunal,  they  will  m^ 
examine  into  the  correctness  of  its  judgement,  u'l*'*'™^ 
plaintiff  has  been  guilty  of  fraud  in  obtaining  it,  w^ 
disqualifies  him  from  claiming  their  assistanae  to  eniwj 
it,  or  unless,  where  the  English  law  was  applicaUti' 
incorrect  view  of  this  law  has  been  perversely  or  kai) 
ingly  acted  upon. 

Upon  this  last  exception,  whioh ,  though  not  eitaUid) 
is  at  least  countenanced  in  Oodard  v.  Oraf,  it  '"f 
observed  that  it  assnmes  the  foreign  Court  not  to  Iv 
acted  bond  fide.  Now  in  that  oase  it  was  f Moibl;  * 
"  In  no  oase  that  we  know  of  is  it  ever  said  tbd 
defence  shall  be  admitted  if  it  is  eaaily  proved,  and 
jected  if  it  would  give  the  Court  moolt  tn>nUe  to  is'' 
tigate  it."  Thia  was  said  to  show  that  if  a  '"^'" 
,the  foreign  tribunal  in  English  law  waa  examii 
iniTt^'^''  in  foreign  law  must  be  examinable  also. 
by  the  same  reasoning,  if  a  oonsoions  and  perrene 
in  English  law  will  prevent  the  English  Ooort 
enfoioing  the  jndgment,  a  oonaoioos  and  parvsn* 
in  any  other  law  must  have  the  sane  effset.  The 
jUUt  may  be  more  diffionlt  to  prove,  beeanse  the 
which  is  part  of  the  evidence  of  it  is  no 
prove;  bnt,  if  proved,  the  effect  must  be  the  mm  i> 
oases. 


We  are  ^lad  to  learn  that  Lord  Eapnnos  has  Aoorenill 


his  recent  mdispositioa. 
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IK  A  STKANGBE  PAY  ANOTHEB  MAN'S  DEBT  ? 
nil  qoestioD,  tbongh  to  the  popalar  mind  it  may 
pnr  Tef7  simple,  yet,  legally  considered,  is  a  very 
mn  tod  diflUnlt  one.  Important  jorUtioal  oonse- 
ncw  may  depend  on  a  tight  apprehension  of  the 
irer  of  a  pemm,  between  whom  and  the  debtor 
m  u  na  legal  pririty  of  estate  or  interest,  to  discharge 
^obligation  of  sach  debtor. 

In  general,  it  is  a  matter  of  indifference  to  the  oredi- 
bj  whom  his  debt  may  be  paid,  and  the  debtor,  as  a 
t,  would  be  only  too  happy  if  a  stranger  wonld  take 
n  bimnlf  the  discharge  of  his  obligations.  This 
pie  state  of  things,  where  the  creditor,  on  his  part, 
lid  willingly  recetTe  payment  of  his  debt,  and  the 
tor,  on  the  other  band,  wonld  gladly  get  a  gratnitons 
tse  from  his  obligation,  through  the  kindness  of  a 
■i  peraon,  may  not  inrariably  obtain.  And  oircnm- 
Mea  coold  be  easily  suggested  where  it  might  be  to 
interest  of  the  creditor  not  to  reoeire  payment,  and 
g*7  even  be  that  for  some  reason,  snfBoient  to  his 
I  mind,  a  man  may  wish  to  oontinae  indebted  to  a 
icalar  peraon.  However  this  maj  be,  it  is  certain 
;  tbe  power  of  a  third  person  to  efteotnally  discharge 
obligation  of  a  debtor,  does  not  nnfrequently  become 
iHtion  of  legal  interest. 

7001  law  it  appears  that  any  person  haTing  an  in- 
it,  teoognised  by  law,  in  the  payment,  as  the  heir, 
ator,  surety,  las.,  of  the  debtor,  may  make  an  effeo- 
psjment  which  the  creditor  is  bound  to  accept, 
creditor,  however,  is  not  bound  to  receive  payment 
'tonger's  hand.  But  if  any  stranger  in  ike  name 
is  debtor  or  his  representative,  without  his  coissent 
|t%,  tender  the  money  and  the  creditor  aooepta  it, 
tfct|W)d  satisfaction,  for  omnii  ratihabitio  rttrotra- 
tr  t  mtndato  aquiparatur.  But  the  debtor  may 
V«  thereto  if  he  will  (Co.  Litt.  206b).  This  rule 
pmiA  on  the  doctrine  of  conditions,  and  the  pro- 
Hn  before  stated  are  advanced  by  Lord  Coke  ia 
(ace  to  the  payment  of  money  to  save  the  condition 
k  M  form  of  mortgage,  but  the  dootrine,  aa  applio- 
to  payments  generally,  seems  to  have  been  dnwn 
itUi  sonroe  (see  Jonet  t.  Sroadhunt,  9  C.  B.  194; 
*i»T.  .ffw*,  110.  B.  191). 

le  Soman  law  and  those  leg^al  systems  that  are  more 
^  allied  to  it  than  ours,  start  from  a  different  point 
Ic^.  They  regard  the  paymeht  of  a  debt  as  all  that 
ditoi  oan  require,  and  that  being  made,  whether  by 
•Motor  a  stranger  is  a  point  ef  ^difference  to  him: 
ftrtfTo  ifnorante  et  inviU  euique  lieet:  eitm  tit  jure 
■ctnkittitum  lietre  etiam  ignoranti*  invitiquemeliorem 
'Gotten  faeert"  (Dig.  Lib.  46,  Tit.  3,  L.  53).  The 
■liog  opinion  seems  also  to  be  that  the  creditor  oan- 
•fnie  to  aooept  payment  from  a  stranger  (see  Pothler 
afa'ons,  464). 

e  dootrine  of  the  Boman  law,  that  a  stranger  may 
>the  payment  whether  the  debtor  has  authorised  him 
^and  without  his  knowledge,  and  even  against  his 
is  oettainly  adopted  in  Oontinei^l  oodes.  A  oom- 
•tot  on  the  French  Code  says  on  this  subject :  "  U 
nvw  d  toutt  pertonne  par  une  tertt  d»  mandat 
<«»it«  tt  d»  /rattmitt,  iarneliorer,  i  ton  intu,  et 
tntri  ion  gre,  la  petition  d'nne  autre  pertonne.  The 
Is  1236  of  the  Code  OivUe  is  dearly  framed  in  this 
I,  and  the  text  of  the  Prussian  Landteoht  is  express: 
>t  whoever  pays  the  debt  of  another,  either  with  or 
Nt  oonunission  to  do  so,  liberates  that  person  from 
•WHy  "  (Theil,  1  Tit  16,  sec.  48). 
>  tu  aa  any  anthority  on  this  subject  is  to  be  found 
"  Isw,  it  seems  dear  that  with  us  the  creditor 
A  be  compelled  to  accept  payment  from  a  mere 
V*.  Vac  does  it  appear  that  any  person  oan  inde* 
aitly  of  the  debtor,  legally  discharge  the  debt  of 
latter.  Out  law,  paying  snch  regaid  to  individual 
^  that  it  will  not  compel  a  man  against  his  will  to 
^  from  a  condition  of  indebtedneas.  The  modem 
uu  ol  ow  oonrta  seem  to  establish  that  a  payment 


by  a  stranger,  to  operate  as  a  legal  payment,  must  bo 
made  by  the  stranger  as  agent  for  and  on  scoount  of  the 
debtor,  but  that  this  agency  may  appear  either  from 
prior  authority  or  subsequent  adoption,  and  snch  adoption 
may  be  made  at  tbe  last  moment,  as  by  rdying  on  the 
payment  in  a  plea  (Belihan  v.  Suth  ubi  tup. ;  Simpton 
V.  l^;inton,10Ezoh.845;  Cook  v.  Litter,  11  W.  B.  369; 
Jamet  v.  Jtaae,  22  L.  J.  C.  P.  78.) 

A  recent  case  in  the  Exchequer  ( Walter  v.  Jamet,  19 
W.  B.  472)  shows  how  the  question  may  become  of 
juristical  importance.  In  that  case  an  agent  for  the 
debtor  had  made  an  offer,  by  direction  of  the  latter,  to 
his  creditor  to  pay  a  sum  of  £60  in  discharge  of  a 
larger  sum  due  from  the  debtor  to  the  creditor.  This 
offer  was  eventually  accepted,  bnt  in  tbe  meantime  the 
debtor  had  withdrawn  his  authority  from  the  agent  ;  the 
latter,  however,  feeling  under  some  moral  obligation  in 
consequence  of  his  offer  to  the  creditor,  paid  the  latter 
the  £60  out  of  his  own  funds,  not  informing  the 
creditor  of  any  change  of  relation  between  him  and 
the  debtor.  Finding  afterwards  that  he  could  not 
get  from  the  debtor  the  money  be  had  paid,  he 
informed  the  creditor  of  his  position  who  returned  him 
the  X60,  and  sued  tbe  debtor  for  payment  of  tbe  original 
debt.  The  latter  sought  to  shelter  himself  from  this 
claim  on  the  ground  that  by  the  original  payment,  by  the 
agent,  the  debt  had  been  discharged,  and  having  once 
been  extinguished,  it  could  not  be  again  tevived.  The 
Chief  Baron  held  the  law  on  the  subject  to  be  to  the  effect 
above  stated,  and  that  the  subsequent  ratification  of  the 
agent's  payment,  even  if  made,  as  in  this  case,  at  the  last 
moment,  by  plea,  would  be  sufficient,  but  that  these 
principles  could  not,  in  this  case,  be  api^ed  in  favour  of 
the  defendant,  because,  here,  it  was  plain  that  the  agent, 
when  he  made  the  payment,  was  supposed  by  the  credi- 
tor to  be  acting  for  and  on  behalf  of  the  debtor,  and  the 
creditor  beUeved  that  by  accepting  the  payment  be  was 
liberating  the  debtor  from  his  obligation,  at  the  latter's 
instance,  when,  in  fact,  the  debtor  did  not  intend  to  be 
so  liberated  ;  and  that  this  mistake  on  the  part  of  the 
creditor,  and  the  return  of  the  money  by  him  to  the  agent, 
prevented  the  application  of  the  ratiKabitio  dootrine,  and 
the  original  debt  was,  therefore,  unaffected  and  subsist- 
ing. Mr.  Baron  Martin  agreed  in  the  result,  bnt  arrived 
at  it  upon  a  totally  different  principle.  Rejecting  alto- 
gether  the  element  of  mistake,  he  held  the  correct  prin- 
ciple to  be  that  whenever  a  third  person,  not  by  way  of 
gift,  makes  a  payment  on  behalf  of  another,  witiiont  his 
authority,  but  intending  to  look  to  the  debtor  for  reim- 
bursement, the  creditor  and  the  person  making  the  pay- 
ment, may,  by  agreement,  at  any  time  before  the  debtor 
has  ratified  the  payment  resoind  the  transaction  and 
restore  the  original  obligation  to  its  pristine  force. 

^e  judicial  divergence  in  the  ratio  decidendi  here 
indicated  is  not  hopeful  for  the  oanse  of  legal  sdeno^ 
and  this  question  seems  destined  to  swell  the  category 
whioh  may  furnish  copious  materials  for  a  treatise  dt 
vmflictu  legum  Anglice. 


BECEHT  DECISIONS. 

EQUITY. 
MAWBHAr.LIMO. 

JDolphin  V.  Aytward,  H.L.,  19  W.  B.  49,  L.  B.  4  Oh.  487. 
The  question  in  this  suit  was,  whether  the  Oonrt  will 
apply  the  doctrine  of  marshalling  as  between  the  peisons 
claiming  the  remainder-  under  a  voluntary  settlement^ 
and  a  judgment-creditor  of  the  settlor,  who  reserved  to 
himsdf  a  life  estate;  so  as  to  throw  upon  the  inherltanoa 
the  burden  of  a  mortgage,  created  by  the  settlor  after  the 
settlement,  and  subsequently  repaid  out  of  Us  life  estate. 
As  the  oironmstances  were  very  complicated,  we  must 
state  shortly  the  material  parts  of  them.  In  1803  J.  M. 
Aylward  was  seized  in  fee  of  certain  lands,  subject  to  a 
oharge  of  £2,000,  for  whioh,  in  oonsideration  probably 
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of  its  being  left  ODtatanding,  he  made  himaelf  personally 
liable.  In  1809,  he  exeentod  «  Tolontary  lettlement  of 
the  land*,  xeeeiring:  to  himaelf  an  estate  for  life,  and 
giving  divers  remainders  orer.  In  1818  and  1819  be 
executed  two  mortgages  in  fee  of  the  same  lands  subject 
to  the  charge  for  £2,000.  Varions  jodgments  were  then 
recorded  against  him,  several  of  which  became  vested  in 
tbe  plaintiff.  The  voluntary  settlement  was  not  tainted 
with  fraud,  so  that  the  plaintiff  had  only  a  charge  npon 
biH  debtors  life  estate  under  it,  while  the  mortgagees  got, 
of  uoorse,  a  good  seonrity  upon  the  inheritance.  Various 
ptuceedings  were  then  taken  by  the  different  incum- 
brancers, in  the  conrse  of  which  the  charge  of  £2,000 
and  the  two  mortgages  ware  paid  off  out  of  the  rents  and 
profits  during  J.  H.  Aylward's  life.  The  plaintiff's  jndg- 
mentH  were  left  unsatisfied  at  J.  M.  Aylward's  death.  The 
plaintiff  then  took  prooeedinge  to  obtain  a  declaration 
that  he  was  entitled  to  a  charge  on  the  inheritance  in 
the  plaoe  of  the  persons  entitled  to  the  £2,000  and  the 
two  mortgages;  and,  only  obtaining  the  first  part  of  this 
relief  from  the  Irish  Court  of  Chancery,  he  appealed  to 
the  House  of  Lords.  The  principle,  on  which  be  relied, 
was  that,  as  the  mortgagees  might  have  resorted  either 
to  the  life  estate  or  inheritance,  they  ought  to  have 
exacted  payment  out  of  the  inheritance,  and  not  have 
oonsnmed  entirely  the  life  estate,  which  was  his  sole 
fund;  and,  as  they  had  done  so,  he  was  entitled  to  stand 
in  their  plaoe. 

The  doctrine  of  marshalling  is,  as  Lord  Westbnry  puts 
it  in  the  present  case,  "  that  where  one  person  has  a  dear 
r^ght  to  resort  to  two  funds,  and  another  person  baa  a 
right  to  resort  to  one  only  of  those  fnnds,  the  latter  may 
ray  that  as  between  himself  and  the  double  creditor  that 
double  creditor  shall  be  put  to  ezhaost  the  security  npon 
which  the  single  creditor  has  no  claim."  It  has  been 
settled,  however,  that  where  there  is  a  third  incumbrancer, 
'who  on  bis  side  would  be  injured  by  such  marshalliitg, 
and  who,  therefore,  objects,  the  Court  will  not  interfere 
to  marshall :  it  will  not  favour  one  puisne  charge  at  the 
expense  of  the  other,  but  will  simply  decline  to  interfere: 
Murnet  v.  Raetter,  1  Y.  &  C.  C.  C.  377;  y^elletUy  v.  Lard 
Mornington,  17  W.  B.  365.  The  Court  now  refused  to 
marshall  aa  against  the  volunteers,  on  behalf  of  the  judg- 
ment-creditor of  the  settlor.  The  principle  is  that  the 
judgment-creditor  stands  merely  in  the  shoes  of  hia 
judgment-debtor.  The  settlor,  who  is  the  judgment- 
debtor,  may  confer  upon  an  alienee,  a  mortgagee  for  in- 
f  tance,  an  interest  for  value  which  would  override  that 
of  the  volunteers,  yet  as  between  the  settlor  himself  and 
the  volunteers,  he  cannot  impeach  their  interest ;  and 
his  judgment-creditor  is  in  no  better  position. 

Yalioitt  of  Chaboe  upon  Uncalled  Capital. 
lAthman't  cau,  V.C.S.,  19  W.  E.  844. 

The  Vice-Chancellor  in  Hihmtm't  eat»  went  very  far 
iu  holding  that  debentures  which  purported  to  charge 
the  land,  property,  and  effects  of  the  company,  of  what 
nature  or  kind  soever,  which  the  company  then  held  or 
were  possessed  of,  constituted  a  charge  upon  the  uncalled 
capital.  We  do  not  see  how  the  deoiaion  can  stand 
against  £x  parte  Stanley  (12  W.  B.  894),  which  was 
an  express  decision  of  Lords  Justices  Knight  Bruce  and 
Turner,  that  the  subscribed  capital  not  paid  up  did  not 
constitute  "  funds  and  property  "  of  a  company  within 
the  charging  power  of  the  directors.  Only  last  June 
Vice-chancellor  James  held,  that  power  to  pledge,  mort- 
gage, or  oharge  the  works,  hereditaments,  plant,  pro- 
perty, and  effects  of  a  companyi  by  way  of  security  for 
muuey  borrowed,  did  not  authorise  the  lUreotors  to  mort- 
gage future  calls  {Re  Sankti/  Brook  Coal  Omnpany,  18  W. 
B.  914),  following  Em  parU  Stanley.  Xing  r.  Marshall 
( 1 2  W.  B.  971 ),  where  the  words  were  "  estate  and  luder- 
taking,  is  to  the  same  effect."  A  call  when  actually  made 
may  be  mortgaged,  though  the  time  for  payment  has  not 
cume  Clle  Sankey  Brook  Coal  Company,  18  W.  B.  427), 
bat  the  objection  to  mortgaging  future  oaUs  generally  Is 


pointed  out  in  Ba  parte  Stanley — namely,  that  tke  & 
cretion  of  the  directors  as  to  making  calls  is  thenlij  ez- 
eluded,  and  the  receiver  appointed  by  the  noi^mw 
cannot  represent  the  direotois  for  the  purpose  oi  oilSiig 
up  the  capital  remaining  uncalled.  TbeYioe-Gluaodlii, 
as  will  be  seen  by  ZUhman'i  eate,  felt  no  difliei%  ii 
saying  that  sulMOribed,  but  uncalled,  capital  ini^ be  midt 
the  subject  of  an  equitable  charge  aa  pnq)erty  of  the 
company;  some  oolonr  ia  given  to  this  view  by  the  oit- 
servations  of  Lord  Justice  Oiflard  in  Se  iVnuw  Stu 
Zealand  and  AiutraUan  Beyal  Mail  CoB^any  (18  H.  B. 
441),  where  it  ma  held  that  the  debentore-holden  lo- 
quired  a  oharge  upon  all  the  assets  of  the  eoB;iaf 
present  and  future,  by  the  word  "  nndertakiiig;"  M 
"  property  "  according  to  Lord  ffiutioe  Turner  in  Mtptrti 
Stanley  means  in  these  cases  property  which  oan  be  it- 
signed  or  disposed  of.  Upon  the  whole,  having  legidto 
the  authorities,  the  deoiaion  appears  questionable. 


FiDUCIABT  Belation — BcnSBaAL  OF  Decrei- 
Iktebest. 
Imperial  Mereantile  Credit  Auoeiation  v.  CblenaiiLC, 
19  W.  E.  481. 
This  case  will  be  read  with  interest  as  an  expnaie- 
oisiou  that  the  members  of  a  oompany  may,  by  the  irticlei 
of  association,  contract  themselves  out  of  tiie  beneb  i 
the  established  rule  that  a  director  shall  not  make  ipiA 
out  of  transactions  with  the  company.    See,  as  to  A 
rule,  Bemon  v.    Beathom  (1  Y.  ft  0.  C.  C.  273).  ft 
articles  of  asaooiation  of  the  Imperial  Mercantile  Cieii 
Association  provided  that  the  offioe  of  a  diieotor  iboold 
be  vacated  in  certain  events,  one  of  which  was," U^ 
oontraots  with  the  company,  or  is  oonoemed  ia,ot  jaitici- 
pates  in  the  profits  of  any  contract  with,  or  woikto 
for  the  company,  without  declaring  his  intereet"  ^ 
appeared  that  the  defendant  had  entered  into  a  ttuM- 
tion,  the  character  of  which  is  folly  stated  in  the  ttfott, 
the  effect  of  which  was  to  earn  a  small  profit  htit 
oompany,  and  a  large  profit  for  the  firm  of  which  he  « 
a  member.     Vic»<}hanceUor  Malins  held  (18  W.  K.  m 
that  the  clause  in  question  did  not  exclude  the  ^iplic^ 
tion  of  the  general  rule  to  the  partionlar  case,  ai  °>' 
creed  the  defendant  to  pay  to  the  oompany  a  sum  lein- 
aenting  the  profit  so  niade,  with  interest  and  ooats.  'Ibt 
Lord  Chauoellor  dUmissed  the  bill  with  oosto,  ooniideraf 
that  the  clause  in  the  articles  did  superaede  the  gentw 
rale,  and  likened  the  case  to  that  of  a  solicitor  tiiiM 
who  is  commonly  permitted  to  make  his  luoal  profeeaoov 
charges  by  the  instrument  creating  the  tmst,  whidi tie 
person  in  a  fiduciary  capacity  he  ooold  not  otharwiM» 
There  was  one  feature  of  novelty  about  the  case,  u* 
reversal  of  the  decree  involved  repayin«it  of  the  wMJi 
which  had  been  paid  under  the  deoree  of  the  ^>°*r^^ 
oellor.     The  Lord  Chanoellor  ordered  it  to  be  repwd  «• 
interest  on  the  whole  sum  paid,  interest  as  well »  ^ 
cipal.     When  a  deoree  under  which  numey  has  •**'I^ 
is  reversed,  the  money  is,  in  gen«al,  ordered  to  be  njd 
wUhout  interest  [Parker  ▼.  MorreU,  2  Ph.  453),-tlu''( 
to  say,  it  will  be  repaid  without  interest  in  the  abM 
of  a  special  direction  to  the  contrary.    The  same  ^ 
was   done    by     the    Judicial   Oommittee    io  Stift 
T.      Omptoir    XEteompU      dt     Paris     (19    ^-j 
449),     where     the     point    was     elabMately  aigfM 
An ;  unreported  case  of   Blake   t.  Mowatt  was  ttsl 
referred  to  in  which  money  which  had  been  paid  una 
a  decree — ^money  consisting  itself  of  principal  wd  inter* 
—was  ordered  by  the  Master  of  the  Bolls  to  be  vH^ 
with  interest,  on  hia  deoree  being  reversed  by  the  H«i 
of  Lnds.  ^  „ 

The  decision  that  the  sum  paid  was  to  bantanm*^ 
intereit  aeema  of  importance  when  we  oonsider  wb»» 
theory  has  hitherto  been  as  to  interest,  both  at  !•' **^ 
eqnity.  Both  at  law  and  in  equity  interest  ia  "o^^'f 
as  incident  to  the  pooeesion  of  money,  which  ni  p^ 
and  from  aoommercial  point  of  view,  it  undoubtwlj 
If  the  decision  In  Jnyienal  MereantOe  CreJM  4«*«Wi 
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r.CW^wM  ahoald  ocaao  to  be  Kgstded  m  Mtabli«hinir  that 
jntatMt  ought  in  genend  to  be  giren  m  an  inoideat  of  the 
judfrnant  oIf  leTenal  ik  will  be  mi  important  etep.  The 
oU  doetrine  u  to  intereat  being  payable  for  forbearanoe, 
fnd,  (haiefoie  only  after  demand  of  the  principal  is 
whiOj  ont  of  date.  Interest  ia  really,  ai  we  have  aaid. 
iieident  to  the  potsession  of  money  ;  and  how  is  th» 
taeoMBfol  party  on  appeal  to  be  restored  to  all  that  he 
lott  by  reason  of  the  rerersed  decree,  unless  he  be 
<Btitl«l  to  interest  on  reversal  ?  Interest  on  his  money 
for  the  time  daring  which  he  was  kept  ont  of  it  is 
own  till  to  rertitutut  i»  integrum  Both  in  Rodger  t. 
<kM/toir  t  Etampte  de  Parii,  and  in  Imptrial  Mtrean- 
tib  Oreiit  Auoeiation  v.  CoUman,  interest  was  given 
qmthe  whole  sum  paid  by  way  of  principal  and 
iitenst  ander  the  decree  of  Uie  Ooort  below,  bat  not 
ijion  the  costs,  that  never  having  been  the  practice, 
•oootdisg  to  Lord  Cairns,  in  any  proceeding  known  to  the 
Jndioial  Committee. 


DIVORCK 
DivoBOE — Costs  Against  Win. 
MUiu  V.  Milne,  19  W.  B.  423. 
Tliii  oaae  m^  be  noticed  as  giving  its  natural  effect  to 
tka  ownenhip  by  a  married  woman  of  separate  property. 
Tke  diroroed  wife  was  condemned  in  costs  ;  the  old  rule 
bauied  on  the  fact  that  the  common  law  vested  the 
vhols  of  the  wife's  personal  estate  in  the  husband,  being 
keld  not  ^pUoable  where  a  separate  property  in  her 
vMitoogaised  and  protected  by  the  courts  of  equity 
Dwsitsnt  to  which  a  married  woman's  separate  pro- 
futj  is  now  recognised  even  in  oonrts  of  common  laW| 
■Vbe  illastrated  by  the  recent  case  of  AUen  v.  Walier, 
iLLtEz.  187. 


BEVIEWS. 

Tk  SutHit  Index.  By  H.  "WAVm.  Ibbotsok,  Solicitor 
niid  Edition.  liondon :  Longman  &  Co.  Price  7b.  6d. 
The  compiler  of  this  little  pooket  volume  intends  it  to 
fnnuh  "  a  ready  reference  to  statutes  of  practical  utility," 
not  indeed  exhausting  all  the  Acts,  but  indexing  all  the 
am  important  ones.  On  some  subjects — the  law  of  evi- 
iauxt,  tar  instance,  a  book  of  reference,  of  pocket  size,  is 
otRoely  useful,  because  it  can  be  earned  into  court  and  is 
MvItUe  to  hand  where  a  bigger  yolume  could  not  be  taken. 
Ttiii,  however,  hardly  applies  to  such  a  matter  as  an  index 
^Irtitates.  ^hen  in  court  or  elsewhere  away  from  his 
okttf,  the  practitioner,  if  he  wants  anything,  will  want 
sum  than  Uie  mere  references  to  title,  year,  and  cap., 
■id  when  searchizig  for  the  statute  law  in  his 
>*n  duunbers  or  office  the  size  of  a  bulkier  but  ex- 
ktmiiTe  volume,  such  as  the  Chronological  Table 
■d  Index  lately  published  by  Authority,  will  not  be  objec- 
faiible.  Moreover,  the  larger  volume  points  out  what 
ptions  of  the  Acts  have  been  repealed,  a  subject  on  which 
pUr.  Ibbotson's  work  information  is  only  partially 
mlied  by  means  of  a  schedule  of  Acts  repealed  by  the 
mt  Statute  Bevision  Acts.  However,  as  a  matter  of  fact, 
fc  Ibbotacn's  little  pocket  volume  seems  to  have  been 
Kid  osefhl,  since  it  is  now  in  its  third  edition  ;  it  embraces 
I*  ititiites  up  to  the  end  of  1870,  and  may  certainly  be 
MoeaUe.  The  arrangement  is  in  triple  column,  the  first 
Man  eootaining^  the  catch-word,  the  second  the  descrip- 
Mofthe  l^islation,  and  the  third  the  reference  to  the 
thus : — 

iO»  I  Of  Legacy     .    . 
.  I  As  to  Consignees 
I     of  Ooods  I 

Us  selection  of  catchwords  and  descriptions  might  have 
•  better  done.  Thus,  the  Bread  Act  (6  &  7  WilL  4, 
iIT)  is  indexed  only  under  the  title  "  Bread— Adultera- 
mii,"  though  adulteration  is  only  one  part  of  its  subject- 
■tter.  In  another  page  we  actually  nnd  the  singular 
■NBOS— 

k  .   .    .  I  FrarogativftBegii  1 17  Ed.  2,  st.  1 

I     Statute  I 

^wlMTe,  «•  for  instance,  in  the  case  of  "pablic-hoose," 


7  Wilt  4  &  1  Vict,  c  29,  s.  33 
6  Geo.  4,  0. 94,  as.  1,  7 


"wine,"  "beer,"  "spirits,"  and  "  excise  "—or  "  attorney  ■* 
and  "solicitor,"  there  are  several  catehwords,  under  each  of 
which  the  same  group  of  statutes  might  be  indexed,  we  some- 
times  find  the  Acts  arbitrarily  dirtribnted  about  between 
various  catchwords,  no  one  of  which  comprises  all  the  re- 
ferences which  reslly  belong  to  it. 


consTs. 

COURT  OF  CHANCERY. 

llASrEK  OF  THK  ROLLS. 
April  24.— JI«  St.  Pierre  Butler  Book  (o  tolieitor). 

This  was  a  petition  to  strike  Mr.  Hook  off  the  roll.  The 
petitioner  was  Mr.  Money,  the  Lieutenant-Colonel  of  the 
6th  Tower  Hamlets  Rifle  volunteers.  The  respondeat  did 
not  appear.  The  corps  had  been  involved  in  a  good  deal  of 
litigation  with  respect  to  their  drill-hall  at  Hoztoo,  and  Mr. 
Hook,  who  was  one  of  the  captains  of  the  regiment,  bad 
agreed  to  conduct  the  litigation  on  behalf  of  the  corps,  on 
terms  of  being  paid  coats  out  of  pocket  only.  Owing  to  the 
Xargenes  of  the  sums  for  which  Mr.  Hook  made  requisitions 
in  respect  of  this  litigation,  an  inquiry  was  made,  when  it  ap- 
peared, as  the  petitioner  alleged,  that  Mr.  Hook  had  charged 
the  corps  with  £323  for  fees  paid  to  counsel  in  the  various 
suits,  whereas,  in  fact,  the  fees  endorsed  were  £110  only,  out 
of  which  £85  had  been  actually  paid.  It  was  also  alleged  that 
he  had  received  £175  in  respect  of  a  compromise,  whereas 
£125  only  was  due,  and  that  he  had  drawn  a  sum  in  respect 
of  his  remaining  costs  exceeding  by  £85  the  sum  actually 
dae.  The  last  received  sum  he  had  been  directed  by  a 
judge's  order  to  refund  forthwith,  but  he  had  not  done  so. 

Jsttel,  Q.C.,  in  support  of  the  petition. 

Lord  RoKiLLY,  M!.R.,  said  that  it  was  impossible  to  get 
over  the  fact,  among  others,  of  his  having  received  £85 
above  what  was  due  to  him,  as  proved  by  the  order  of  a 
common  law  judge,  and  ordered  the  name  of  Mr.  Hook  to 
be  removed  from  the  roll  of  solicitors. 

April  24. — Sanger  v.  Sanger. 
Separate    ettate—Seetraint  on  anticipation — Debt  contract  it- 
fore  marriage — Married   Women'i  Property  Act,  1870  (33 

4-  34  Viet.  e.  93). 

Property  iehngmg  to  a  married  woman  for  her  separate 
uee  is  liable  to  eatiefy  debts  contracted  before  marriage,  not' 
ujithUanding  a  reetraint  upon  untieipation. 

Under  the  will  of  the  testator  in  the  cause  the  dividends 
of  a  fund  in  coart  were  made  payable  to  his  widow,  Mrs. 
Sanger,  during  her  life,  for  her  separate  use,  with  a  restraint 
on  anticipation. 

On  the  10th  of  March,  1871,  Mrs.  Sanger  married  Mr. 
Hntehinson.  At  a  later  hour  of  the  same  day  a  creditor  of 
Mrs.  Uutehinson  obtained  a  charging  order  at  law  upon  her 
interest  in  the  fund  in  court. 

This  was  a  ^tition  presented  by  the  creditor  for  a  stop 
order  on  the  dividend  of  the  fund  in  court  in  aid  of  his 
chaiging  order. 

Sir  Siehard  BaggaUay,  Q.C.,  and  Ellie,  in  support  of  the 
petition. 

Charles  Browne,  for  Mr.  and  Mrs.  Hutehinson,  the  re- 
spondents. Stat.  3  &  4  Vict,  c  82,  which  was  passed 
for  the  purpose  of  defining  and  extending  the  provi- 
sions of  1  &  2  Vict  c.  110,  enacts  (s.  1)  that  no  order 
as  to  any  tund  standing  in  the  name  of  the  Accountant- 
Oemeral  shall  have  any  greater  effect  than  if  the  debtor 
had  charged  the  fund  in  favour  of  the  judgment  creditor 
witii  the  sum  received  on  the  order.  At  the  time  when  the 
charging  order  at  law  was  obtained  the  restraint  on  autici- 
pation  attached  to  the  fund,  bv  reason  of  Mrs.  Hutehinson's 
marriage ;  and  consequentiy  she  could  not  have  charged  the 
fund  in  favour  of  the  creditor,  so  that  the  charging  order  is 
a  nullity.  It  cannot  be  suimosed  that  the  Legislature  can 
have  intended  in  enacting  that  any  property  belonging  to 
the  wife  for  her  separate  use  shall  be  liable  to  satis^  debts 
contracted  before  marriage,  as  if  she  had  continued  unmar- 
ried (Married  Women's  Property  Act,  1870,  s.  12)  that 
property  to  which  the  restraint  on  anticipation  attached 
should  be  liable  to  satisfy  such  debts. 

Xo  reply. 

Lord  RoiciLLT,  M.R.— I  am  sure  that  this  point  did  not 
escape  the  attention  of  the  Legislature.  The  policy  of  the 
Act  was  to  take  away  the  husband's  liability  for  the  debts 
of  his  wife  contracts  before  marriage,  when  the  reetraint 
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on  anticipatioa  did  not  attach,  and  substitute  the  liability 
of  the  wife.  Besides  this  I  think  the  charging  order  and 
the  marriage  were  practically  simultaneoos,  as  they  took 
effect  upon  the  same  day.  I  am  of  opinion  that  the  stop 
order  most  go,  notwithstanding  the  restraint  upon  anticipa- 
tion. 
Solicitors,  Lydall  ^  Sioeeting ;  Sutehituon. 

April  26.— JSc  Swuptr'a  Trmt: 

Tractict — Trmttt  Relief  Act—  Cottt  of  payment  into  eourt — 

Taxotion. 

Truettu,  on  payment  of  a  fund  into  eourt  under  the  TruttH 
JitUef  Act,  retained  JUi  Hi.  6d.  in  retptet  of  their  eoete, 
ehargei,  andexpmeet  in  relation  to  the  fund  in  eourt. 

Upon  a  petition  by  the  tenant  for  life  praying  that  the 
dividendt  might  be  paid  to  her,  and  that  the  easts  of  the  petitioner 
and  <tf  the  trusteee,  who  appeared  on  the  petition,  might  be 
taxed  and  paid, 

Seld,  that  the  trueteet'  eoete  of  appearance,  and  their  eoete, 
ehargee,  and  expemee,  properly  incurred  in  relation  to  the 
fund,  ought  be  taxed  and  paid,  and  that  the  trueteee  ought  to 
be  charged  with  the  eum  dedueted  by  them  on  payment  into 
court. 

On  paying  a  fund  into  eourt  the  trueteee  deducted  £44  14«.  M. 
in  retpect  ofthar  coite  of  paying  it  in. 

This  was  a  petition  for  payment  of  the  dividends  of  the 
fiind  in  court  to  the  tenant  for  life. 

Graham  Saetinge,  for  the  petition,  submitted  that  the 
sum  deducted  in  respect  of  costs  was  ezcessiTe,  and  asked 
that  the  trustees'  costs  of  appearance,  and  their  costs, 
charges,  and  expenses  properly  incurred  in  paving  the  fund 
into  coon  might  be  taxed,  and  that  they  mignt  be  chai^^ 
with  the  sum  deducted  by  them  (Se  Sue's  Estate,  7  VT.  B. 
662,  27  Beav.  3S7}. 

^.  N.  Lawion,  for  the  trustees,  contended  that  the  Court 
bad  no  jurisdiction  as  to  the  sum  deducted  (Re  Barber's 
Witt,  11  W.  B.  1056,  9  Jur.  N.  S.  1098 ;  Re  Shye's  Trusts, 
1  McN.  &  6.  488). 

Lord  RoHiLLT,  M.K. — These  trustees  have  retained  a 
larger  sum  than  tJiey  ought  to  have  retained.  Let  the  coats 
of  appearance  be  taxed  and  paid,  and  their  costs,  charges, 
and  expenses  properly  incurred  in  relation  to  the  ftind  in 
court,  and  let  them  be  charged,  with  the  sum  retained  by 
them,  on  account  of  their  costs,  charges,  and  expenses. 

Solicitors,  Heather  i  Co.;  While  ;  Renard  jr  fhyd. 

The  Master  of  the  Bolls  this  week  intimated  that  he  should 
in  fature  follow  the  practice  of  Lord  Laagdale,  utd  rise  at 
three  o'dook  during  the  sitting  of  Parliament. 

COUBT  OF  QUEEN'S     BENCH, 
(fn  Banco,  before  Cockbukn,  C.J.,  and  Blackbcbn  and 
Lush,  JJ). 
The  Queen  r.  the  Commieeionere  of  the  Treasury, 
JSzpensee  of  Proseeutions. 
April  27. — ^This  case  raised  the  question  as  to  the  right  of 
thu  Treasury  to  disallow  the  expenses  of  criminal  prosecu- 
tions <Urected  by  the  Courts  and  taxed  by  their  officers. 
The  question  arose  in  this  way  : — ^At  the  Quarter  Sessions 
of  one  of  the  divisions  of  Lancashire  counsel  had  been  re- 
tained on  prosecutions,  in  some  of  which  on  account  of  the 
nature  of  the  facts  the  Court  directed  two  counsel  to  be  re- 
tained.    After  the  trials  were  over,  the  costs  of  the  prosecu- 
tion were  taxed  and  allowed  in  the  usual  way ;  but  the 
officers  of  the  Treasury  took  upon  themselves  to  re-tax  the 
bill  and  disallow  certain  of  the  items,  chiefly  the  fees  of 
second  counsel  in  several  of  the  cases — one  or  two  (rninsas  in 
each  case.  Thereupon  there  was  an  application  to  this  Court 
for  a  mandamus  directing  them  to  pay  the  sums  disallowed, 
and  this  application  came  on  to  be  heard  and  argued. 
Hanisty,  Q.C„  and  Oortt,  for  the  applicants. 
The  Attomey-Oeneral  and  ArehibaM  for  the  Lords  of  the 
Treasury. 

On  the  case  being  called  on  it  was  intimated  that  it  was 
arranged  that  the  snma  disputed  should  be  paid,  and  that 
the  matter  should  drop. 

The  Aitomey-Oeneral  felt  bound  to  say  that  on  looking 
at  the  items  of  this  account,  which  were  small  in 
amount,  his  opinion  was  that  they  ought  to  be  paid.  The 
system  of  economy  would  be  carried  too  far  if  they  were  not 
paid.  At  the  same  time,  if  the  information  contained  in 
affidavits  had  been  brought  before  the  Treasury  these  items 
wanld  probably  not  have  been  disallowed.     Under  these 


circumstances  he  would  not  oppose  the  nile;ittkBii 
time  he  wished  it  to  be  understood  that  he  did  sot  idaii 
the  principle  that  a  mandtnnue  lay  to  th«  Lordi  of  Hit 
Treasury,  requiring  them  to  appropriate,  in  uy  (titudit 
manner  sxuna  voted  by  Parliament  to  the  Qim  foitk 
public  service. 

CocKBiraii  C.J. — It  is  a  pity  it  is  not  discaatd  vi  it 
earliest  occasion,  because,  as  I  nnderstsnd,  tlieu  •« 
prosecutions  ordered  by  the  Court,  or  in  which  conid  mt 
directed  to  be  employed  for  the  purpose  of  c()iidiictii{& 
prosecution,  in  which  the  fees  were  by  no  means  (&pn{n- 
tionate  to  the  importance  of  the  ease,  on  which  some  fkt 
man  at  the  Treacory— I  know  not  who,  or  by  whitudnct; 
— stakes  upon  himsdf  to  disallow  these  items  iitraria- 
portant  prosecution ;  and  I  think  that  the  soons  itiidK 
bjr  what  authority  this  is  done  the  better.  Hoviteak 
said  that  it  can  be  for  the  due  administratioaof  ft&jit' 
tice  that  what  a  judge  orders  to  be  done  inthemittitfi 
prosecution,  and  the  expenses  incidental  thereto,  Aggll  h 
revised  by  a  gentleman  at  the  Treasury,  knowis;  lu&Jaf  . 
of  the  facts  except  so  far  as  appears  &om  the  bill  of  ea<k>I: 
cannot  see.  The  sooner  it  is  decided  the  better,  i  ML, 
came  to  my  knowledge  the  other  day  of  a  ]proseaiti(t 
ducted  by  the  Solicitor  of  the  Treasury  in  which  dit ' 
counsel  and  other  costs  were  disallowed,  and  tks 
amotmt  reduced  by  a  very  lai^e  percentage.  Bf 
authority  all  that  is  done  I  am  ignorant. 

tha  Attomey-Oeneral. — There  is  no  Actwhidiqi 
the  expenses  of  prosecntions  shall  be  paid  oat  of  tli 
funds ;  the  whole  question  rests  on  a  claoie  in  tiil| 
priation  Act,  which  votes  so  much  money  to  the  (M 
defiraying  costs  of  prosecutions.  The  Lords  of  tlu  1^ 
hold  that  they,  being  as  it  were  trustees  for  FufiM 
this  mone^,  have  some  power  of  supervision  OTet  tko 
diture.  I  am  bound  to  say  I  think  tiie  point  ieoM 
ought  to  be  considered  with  reference  to  Ac  qa 
whether  tiie  mode  of  supervision  is  satis&ctarf. 

CocKBlTSN  C.J. — It  cannot  be  desirable  that  a  _ 
who  has  nothing  before  him  but  the  panen  ii  tk 
should  take  upon  himself  to  tax  the  costs  taat  htR  tl 
ready  taxed  by  the  proper  officer. 
•  The  Attomey-Oeneral— 1  feel  that  At  the  suki 
believe  that  when  Parliament  first  voted  a  snia  i 
annually  for  the  expenses  of  proeecutions,  at  the  ncti 
dationofSir  Bobert  Feel,  it  was  said  by  him,  mil 
stood  by  the  House  of  Commons,  that  some  contnii 
be  held  over  it.  But,  whether  that  control  is  exnal 
the  best  manner  is  another  question.  I  do  not  bn 
discuss  it  more,  because  I  concede  that  my  learned  ^ 
right  as  to  the  particular  items  now  in  questiaB. 

CocKBUBH,  C.J. — I  am  glad  to  hear  it  And  afto 
yon  said  last  nidit  in  the  House  of  Commons  1  W 
may  look  forward  to  having  a  system  ofpabUc  yM 
adopted;  and  I  hope  the  whole  system  will  tw  ^ 
raxiet  proper  supervision. 

The  Attomey-Oeneral. — I  am  glad  to  hear  thatj 
expressed  by  your  Lordship,  which  has  been  «i^ 
your  Lordship's  predecessors  on  the  Bench,  ^oa 
ship's  observations  shall  be  brought  to  the  attentioa^ 
Government,  and  the  whole  matter  will  be  conada* 

CocKBuaN,  C.J. — It  is  almost  impossible  that  i| 
man,  simply  by  going  throush  the  items  of  a  bill  of  a 
the  case  of  a  prosecution,  should  be  able  to  form  i 
judgment  than  ths  taxing  officer  who  has  gape  thM 
papers,  and  probably  was  present  at  the  trial,  wu 
what  witnesses  were  examined  and  how  fiir  the  eip« 
counsel  ought  to  have  been  incurred. 

The  Attorney- Oeneral  quite  agreed  in  that 

The  matter  then  dropped. 


C0UBT8  OF  BANKBUPTCT. 

Lincoln's.  Inn  Fields. 

(Before  Mr.  Begistrar  Spbino  Bicb,  acting  uOiirf  J' 

April  22.— Re  Norman. 

The  debtor  had  filed,   in  the  name  of  HauT  * 

Norman,  a  petition  for  liquidation  by  anangeaeat* 

position  under  sections  125  and  126  of  the  Baabs||^ 

1889.    A  receiver  had  been  appointed  and  aa  i^^ 

granted  by  the  Court  to  restrain  further  ■potM&ef^ 

action  by  a  creditor  named  Harris. 

Mr.  McMullen  (solieitor)  now  applied  for  u 
the  injunction  until  after  the  fitit  meeting.     ■ 
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HiRU,  the  onditor,  raised  the  objection  that  the  debtor 
litl  traded  u  "Qeorge  Korman."  In  that  name  he  had 
itai  sued  and  mdgment  recoreied,  and  the  sheriff  was  now 
is poMiaion  or  the  chattels  of  "George  Korman."  It  was 
nboitted  that  nnder  a  petition  filed  by  ■<  Henry  George 
Nonnin,"  the  Court  woold  not  restrain  proceedings  against 
"Oeoige  Norman." 

Hr.  itegistrar  Sfbiho  Ricb. — The  petition  in  this  case 
binng  been  filed  by  "  Henry  Oeorge  Korman,"  and  an  in- 
jise&n  granted  in  that  name,  all  the  Coort  can  do  is  to 
amtinae  the  injonction  as  to  proceedings  against  "  Henry 
George  Noimsn." 

Orier  atcordinghj. 

(Before  Mr.  Begiatiar  :Bochx,  acting  as  Chief  Judge.) 

April  24.— JJo  T.  B.  Darcillt. 
Ur.  H.  Mootagn,  solicitor,  applied  for  the  appointment 
of  a  reseiTer  and  for  an  order  restraining  procee^nga  taken 
ij  the  City  Bank  and  other  creditors.  ThedeWr  is 
UKiiked  ai  an  attorney  and  solicitor,  and  was  until 
TMsntly  a  member  of  the  firm  of  Dowse  &  Darrille,  of  Lime- 
itrat-obambers,  KC.  It  was  stated  that  bis  liabilities  were 
abont  MMO,  and  some  arrangement  would  be  suggested 
to  hia  crediton  under  which  twenty  shillings  in  the  pound 
dunld  be  paid  out  of  the  assets  and  future  earnings  of  the 
debtee  A  reodver  was  appointed  and  the  pending  action 
Mtnissd. 


APPOnrTMEHTS. 


Ur.  OiLAiiSBB  BoBBBT  Blains,  barrister-at-law,  of  the 
Hone  Ocnit,  has  been  appointed  by  the  Lord  Chancellor 
kbe  Jndnof  CoBntr  Courts,  Cironit  No.  1,  in  succession 
k  Ur.  William  Blaaahard,  who  has  resigned  on  account  of 
X-hilth.  Mr.  Blaine  was  called  to  the  bar  at  the  Middle 
Imfia  in  May,  1846,  and  has  practised  on  the  Boms 
Cmit  and  at  Uie  Surrey  Sessions.  Although  his  name 
f  "*  wry  widely  known,  he  has  frequently  acted  as  a 
tato  county  court  judge.  As  Judge  of  Circuit  No.  1,  he 
^Ud  courts  at  Alnwick,  Belfoid,  Bellingham,  Berwick, 
o*4«ri,  Hexham,  Moipeth,  Newcastle-on-Tjiie,  North 
Sidi^  Rothbury,  and  VVooler.  With  the  exception  of 
otaieid,  in  Durham,  the  above  courts  are  all  situated  in 
Be  ooonty  of  Nortlinmberland. 

It  Edwabo  WtLMOT  Skalb,  of  2,  Boscobel-plaoe,  Alpha- 
>Md,  St  John's- wood,  has  been  appointed  a  London  Com- 
■aoooer  to  administer  oaths  in  Chancery. 


OSNEBAL  COSEESFOHDENCB. 

,  E.  and  Q. — The  Incorporated  Law  Society  are  powerless 
a  sadi  a  matter  as  this. 


Favsixokt  n«  Jvdioal  Force. 

Sr,— An  instance  of  the  evils  arising  from  the  condition 
D  which  the  Court  of  Appeal  in  Chancery  was  for  some 
bie  left  by  the  peddling  parsimony  of  the  present  Gorem- 
Bat  has  jnat  come  prominently  into  public  notice. 

Uuy  of  your  readers  will  be  familiar  with  the  case  of 
ni ieeidtittai  and  Marine  Insurance  Corporation  ;  Exparte 
»iUM  Ifedieal  and  General  Lift  Ateoeialion  (18  W.  K.  717, 
U  B.  Cb.  428,  which   deoic(ed  that  Oie  contributions  of 

6  the  members  (the  B  list,  as  they  are  called  in 
ilane^  of  a  company  in  liquidation  are  general  assests, 
ad  dirisible  among  all  the  creditors.  The  Vice-Chancellor 
itsarf  and  the  Lord  Justice  Gtifiard  decided  this  point  witii 
waatksble  confidence  and  self-reliance,  which  did  not 
lemoTe  doubts  in  my  mind  occasioned  by  the  arguments  of 
«  aae,  and  by  a  series  of  opinions  of  men  eminent  at  the 
■t;  which  I  had  occasion  to  take,  to  assist  in  a  dis- 
Mnoo  and  development  of  this  important  question. 
Ml  knew  that  the  subject  was  wholly  boiren  of  au- 
wit^,  and  was  of  vast  importance,  I,  when  the  case  reached 
y  Comt  of  Api>eal,  then  consisting  of  the  present  Lord 
^aoeHar  sittii^  in  the  House  of  Lords  four  days  a  week, 
'  the  Load  Jostioe  GKffiud  sitting  alone  and  deoiding 
Untly  in  a  remarkably  off-hand  way,  motions  which 
Itte destiny  of  many  thousands  of  pounds  in  an  in- 
ol  caw  (though  he  could  not  alone  review  a  decree  in 
t  inrolving  but  £500),  asked  that  he  wotdd  sit  with  the 
1  (Sumoellor  to  hwr  it.    The  application  was  summarily 


regected,  the  case  was  heard  and  the  appeal  dismissed.  In 
the  cases  of  BamecTe  Bank — The  Blakely  Ordnance  Com- 
pany and  Vii6  Accidental  and  Marine  Inruranee  Corporation, 
the  decision  was  followed,  and  a  large  amount  of  money  has 
found  its  way  into  the  pockets  of  creditors  who  had  no  right 
to  it^  to  the  prejudice  of  other  creditors  who  had. 

In  Bretta'  eate,  Btakely  Ordnance  Company,  heard  before  the 
full  Court  of  Appeal  on  Wednesday  last,  that  decision  of 
Lord  Justice  Oiffard  is  given  the  go-by.  The  fall  Court  of 
Appeal  in  Chancery  has  (oontrwry  to  what  I  have  always 
nnderstood  to  be  the  prevailing  rule)  disregarded  its  own 
decision  and  acted  upon  a  totaUy  opposite  conclusion.  The 
question  involved  was  not  identical,  but  in  the  judgment  they 
^ve  the  full  Court  admitted  that  they  could  not  nave  given 
It,  bad  the  decision  of  the  Lord  Justice  Giffard  been  right 
and  recognised. 

It  is  a  great  consolation  to  know  that  the  British  rate- 
payer has,  under  the  benign  rule  of  an  economical  and 
paternal  government,  saved  in  1869-70  one  year's  full 
salary  of  a  Lord  Justice.  I  have  exactly  calculated  that  it 
made  a  difference  of  four  pence  to  every  man  paying  income 
tax  on  one  thousand  pounds  a  year ;  but  I  confess  it  appear* 
to  me  that  playing  such  tricks  as  these  witii  the  judicial 
forces  of  the  oonntey  is  simply  disgraceful. 

It  is  impossible  to  see  the  extent  of  wrong  that  may  be 
done  by  the  hasty  and  ill-considered  deeisions  of  an  appeUate 
jud^e  sitting  alone.  The  Act  enabling  ^wo  Lords  Justices 
to  divide  themselves  into  separate  courts  on  the  hearing  of 
motions  was  bad  enough  of  itself^  but  it  was  further  made 
an  excuse,  by  the  present  Government,  for  not  filling  up 
the  appointment  vacated  by  the  lamented  death  of  the  Lord 
Justice  Selwyir.  Ckaklss  £.  Liwis. 

8,  Old  Jewry,  E.C.,  April  22. 


FABLIAMEHT  AHD  LEOISLATI05. 

HOUSE  OF  LOEDS. 
April  24. — ^The  Bankruptcy  (Peeri)  DieguaUjIeation  Sill, 
— "nta  Lord-Chancellor  moved  the  second  reading.  The 
principle  of  the  bill  was  founded  simply  on  the  consideration 
that  whereas  by  recent  legislation  members  of  their  lord- 
ships' House  had  been  made  amendable  to  the  laws  of 
bankruptcy,  and  had  been  adjudicated  bankrupts,  it  waa 
desirable  that  that  assembly  should  not  show  itsdf  lea* 
mindful  of  its  dignity  than  the  other  branch  of  the  Legis- 
lature, with  respect  to  which  an  Act  had  been  passed  in 
1812,  reciting  that  it  was  highly  necessary,  fjor  the  preser- 
vation of  the  dignity  and  independence  of  Parliament,  that 
members  of  the  House  of  Commons  who  became  bankrupt 
and  did  not  pay  their  debts  in  full  should  not  retain  their 
seats  as  members  of  that  House.  Provision  was  made  in 
that  Act  that  a  year  should  be  given  to  a  member  to  dispute 
his  bankruptcy,  or  to  make  satisfitotion  to  his  creditors,  at 
the  expiration  of  whidh  period,  if  he  had  done  neither  of 
those  things,  his  seat  was  declared  to  be  vacant.  Notwith- 
standing, however,  the  vacation  of  his  seat,  he  was  capable 
of  bein^  re-elected  by  his  constituents,  who  were  tiius 
placed  m  a  position  to  say  whethey  they  regarded  him  as  fit 
or  unfit  to  be  returned  to  the  Legislature.  In  the  case  of  their 
lordships'  House,  however,he  believed  it  would  be  the  opinion 
of  almost  every  noble  lord  that  it  would  not  be  consistent 
with  its  dignity  that  one  of  its  members  should  continue  to 
retain  his  seat  in  it  while  his  debts  remained  unsatisfied. 
The  repute  in  which  the  Bouse  of  Lords  was  held  in  this 
country  was  due  to  a  variety  of  causes,  some  affecting  por- 
tion of  its  members  and  some  others.  There  was  the  effect 
produced  by  long  hereditary  descent  &om  distinguished 
ancestors  and  the  transmission  of  those  qualities  to  those 
who  succeeded  them — a  title  to  respect  of  which  he  was  far 
from  wishing  to  deny  the  validity,  as,  indeed,  few  could  be 
who  reoolle(^ed  that  celebrated  speech  of  Chief  Justice  Crewe 
in  the  De  Vete  peerage  case  in  the  time  of  James  I.  Again, 
the  possession  of  large  landed  estates  by  so  many  of  it* 
members  gave  to  the  Bouse  ot  Lords  additional  dignity  and 
stabiUty.  Those  remarks  applied,  however,  to  only  a  portion 
of  it*  members,  for  in  every  generation  men  were  admitted 
within  its  walls  who  had  no  long  line  of  historic  ances- 
tors and  no  large  landed  estates,  but  who  owed  the 
honour  which  waa  done  to  some  service  which  they 
had  rendered  the  State.  But  all  the  members  of 
the  HoQse  of  Lords,  whatever  their  position  might 
be,  were,  he  was  sure,  equally  anxious  that  it  should 
enjoy  the  respect  of  the  country,  and  in  order  to  do  that 
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it  was  necessary  that  a  high  principle  of  honour  shoold  be 
maintained,  for  they  coiJd  hardly  hope  to  obtain  respect 
for  honourable  conduct  if  thny  were  to  look  lightly  on 
the  circumstance  of  lar^e  debts  being  contracted  with- 
out the  means  of  paying  them,  so  uiat  a  man  might 
be  able  to  point  to  a  member  of  their  Lordships'  Hooss 
and  say,  "  There  is  a  man  who  owed  me  a  large  sum 
of  money,  and  although  he  occupies  a  place  in  the  Legisla- 
ture of  Uie  country  he  leaves  my  just  claims  unsatisfied." 
There  might  be  some  cases  in  whioh  the  adjudication  of 
bankmptcy  might  be  reversed,  and  there  might  be  others 
in  whitui  the  btmkraptcr  might  arise  from  accidental  mis- 
fbrtnnes ;  bat  one  could  not  distinguish  nicely  iu  such 
matters.  It  was  required  by  the  digmty  of  that  House  that 
•ome  protection  should  be  thrown  round  the  character  of  its 
members,  such  as  the  Commons  had  Uionght  fit  in  1812  to 
throw  round  the  members  of  their  assembly.  It  was  pro- 
Tided,  therefore,  in  the  bill  that  in  the  case  of  the  bank- 
ruptcy of  a  peer  he  shoold  be  incapable  of  sitting  and  voting 
in  that  House  or  on  committees  of  that  House  after  the  ex- 
piration of  a  year  from  the  adjudication.  That  period  was 
conceded  for  the  purpose  of  enabling  the  peer  in  one  or  two 
ways  to  get  rid  o^hu  bonkruptoy— either  by  having.tiie  ad- 
judication reversed,  in  which  case  he  onght  never  to  have 
been  made  bankrupt.or  by  satiefyiiw  his  ciiditorsand  obtain- 
ing his  discharge.  The  bill  provided  that  notioa  should  be 
given  by  the  judge  who  adjudicated  the  bankmptcy,  and 
then  provision  was  made  as  to  the  course  which  should  he 
taken  in  the  event  of  a  peer  sitting  and  voting  after  having 
ieea  so  disqualified.  It  would  be  a  contempt  of  the  House, 
to  be  dealt  with  as  the  House  might  think  nt  It  was  also 
provided  that  in  any  Parliament  summoned  after  the  date 
of  the  bankruptcy  no  writ  of  summons  should  be  issued  to 
fk»  bankrupt  peer  until  the  bankruptcy  was  disposed  of. 
There  was  a  similar  provision  with  regard  to  Scotch  and 
Irish  peers,  and  if  at  the  end  of  the  year  the  bankruptcy 
was  not  got  rid  of  there  would  be  a  new  election.  The  biU 
was  retrospective  with  regard  to  those  who  had  become 
bankrupt,  and  was  also  applicable  to  those  who,  having 
become  bankrupt,  might  afterwards  succeed  to  a  peerag[e, 
because  one  in  that  position  ought  not  to  sit  and  vote  m 
that  House.  A  question  had  arisen  as  to  how  fiir  the  action 
of  the  bill  should  extend — whether  the  full  payment  of  the 
debts  should  be  required  or  the  discharge  of  the  bankrupt 
^ould  be  suf&cient  to  enable  him  to  sit  and  vote  in  that  Hoiue. 
By  the  Act  of  1812  a  member  of  the  House  of  Commons 
was  required  to  make  full  payment  or  "  satisfaction." 
Of  course  "  satisfaction  "  might  be  made  by  the  creditors 
agreeing  to  take  less  than  the  full  payment.  But  the  differ- 
ence between  the  case  of  a  bankrupt  member  of  that  House 
and  a  bankrupt  member  of  the  House  of  Commons  was  that 
the  latter  conid  be  afterwards  re-elected  by  his  constituents 
if  they  thought  fit.  But  in  the  case  of  a  peer,  supposing 
him  to  satisfy  his  creditors  in  the  sense  wmch  the  Act  of 
J  869  required,  on  his  paying  ten  shillings  in  the  pound,  and 
obtsining  a  release  by  general  consent,  if  their  lordships 
wei  u  to  say  that  would  not  be  sufficient  they  would  enable 
tL.ce  or  four  creditors  who  had  not  been  satisfied  to  say 
they  would  accept  nothing  short  of  a  iiill  payment,  and  he 
would  or  would  not  act  as  a  peer  according  to  their  arbitra- 
ment. He  thonght  on  the  whole  that  to  leave  such  a  power 
to  a  few  creditors  would  not  be  desirable.  Such  were  the 
main  provisions  of  the  bilL  The  Duke  of  Richmond 
said  it  must  be  the  unanimous  feeling  of  their  lordships 
that  it  was  eoentially  necessary,  after  the  legislation  of 
1869,  that  some  such  measure  as  tiiat  now  before  the  House 
should  be  passed.  He  concurred  as  to  the  period  at  which 
the  bankruptcy  should  cease,  and  also  as  to  the  inadvisa- 
bilit^  of  enabling  a  few  creditors  unwilling  to  accept  ten 
shillmgs  in  the  pound  to  stand  out  and  prevent  a  peer  from 
sitting  in  that  House. 
The  bill  was  read  a  second  time. 


HOUSE  OF  COMMOK& 
AptHiL—Th* dtelartaion of Farit,  18fi6.— Mr.  Bentinok 
moved  that — "  The  maintenance  of  British  maritime  rights 
being  essential  to  the  power,  prosperity,  and  independence  of 
the  Bmpire,  this  House  is  of  opinion  that  Her  Majesty's 
Government  should  forthwith  withdraw  from  the  articles  of 
'nteDedaration  of  Paris,  1856,'  which  are  numbered  le- 
apectively  1  and  2.  and  which  are  expressed  in  the  terms 
following  : — 1.  Privateering  is  and  remains  abolished.  2. 
nie  neutral  flag  covers  enemy's  goods,  with  the  exception 


epn(niil 
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of  contraband  of  war." — Sergeant  Snmn  nconded  the  & 
solution. — Mr.  Bonrke  disliked  the  obligstion»  ve  bid  mia- 
taken  in  regard  to  neutral  ships,  but  did  not  wislitktvc 
should  follow  the  Bussian  lead  of  repudiation.— SbBomid 
Palmer  said  that  to  recede  from  the  enjo^nU  vinlilt 
simple  repudiation ;  complaints  too  were  idle  aal  » 
dignified,  unless  we  had  reason  to  bdieve  fiiaX  vemld 
induce  the  other  powers  to  release  ut.  Hie  (olin  dit 
Declaration  on  our  part  was  open  to  controTeisy,  tx^iaii; 
case  the  thing  was  now  irrevocable. — Mr.  Disadi  us- 
demned  the  Declaration  as  a  disgrace  to  T.nglinii,  ml 
regretted  that  the  recent  Conference  had  not  been  tiii:«^ 
as  an  opportimity  for  effecting  our  release.— Mt.  GliMi« 
defended  Lord  Clarendon's  reasons  for  agie«iiig  to  At 
Declaration,  and  denied  that  the  late  ConferenM  afoUa 
occasion  for  reopening  the  question. 

April  H.—Seal  EttaU  InUttacy.—TSi.  Locke  £ji;aM 
the  Attomey-Cteneral  to  name  an  early  day  ior  ta  oIbk  ] 
duction  of  tiie  Real  Estate  Intestacy  BiU— Ur.  GUte  ! 
said  it  was  not  in  his  power  to  name  an  early  (itjr,  i^  ^ 
this  reason,  that  it  would  be  prejudicial  to  the; 
the  measure.    Noadvantage  wasgot,  sofursshii 
gave  him  the  means  of  judging,  by  laying  bilU  i 
an  indefinite  time  before  there  was  a  reasonable 
going  forward  to  their  ulterior  stages.    On  that 
could  not  name  a  day  for  the  introduction  of  this  bill, 
he  should  be  very  happy  if  he  could  do  so. 

April    i6.  —  L»nd    Settlnunt  and  £nUul.—1t 
Hoskyns  called   the  attention  of   the  Houas  to  h' 
jurious  effect  of  the  existing  practice  of  land  lettl*^ 
entail  in  diminishing  the  permaneat  investment  of  < 
the  soil  and  obstructing  the  freedom  of  the  iai 
There  was  litde  difference  of  opinion  about  the  aim 
difficulty  and  anoartainty  there  was  in  the  tnudeKl 
and  liie  expense  and  difficulty  of  the  transfer  «f  M 
the  effect  of  ^^i^^litl^^^^ing  the  purchase  of  land  by  As  ■ 
and  poorer  daases  of  the  country,  and  of  plsein;  tteaj 

Purchased  on  a  large  scale  in  a  position  of  peouhir  liir 
t  was  now  neany  forty  years  sinoe  an  Actra. 
to  make  tiUes  indefeasible  after  a  possesaon  of  twsi^; 
and  there  was  still  the  same  difficulty  in  dealing  via' 
the  same  neseaaify  for  gomg  back  sixty  yean  in 
obtain  a  titie ;  and  during  the  forty  years  we  lud ' 
missions,    committees,    and  Blue-books  withosS 
The  last  attempt  was  made  by  Lord  Westbury,  vho 
bill  for  the  establishment  of  a  registry,  bat  that 
did  not  produce  any  satisfactory  rosults.    The 
sionen  stated  that  no  fewer  than  twenty  UUi  W 
introduoed  into  Parliament  in  as  many  years  .to  <iB| ''' 
transfer  of  land,  but  not  one  them  had  suooeedei 
was  tiie  difficulty  which  stood  in  the  way  of  these 
He  believed  the  &ct  was  that  English  estatn  wen 
capable  of  easy  transfer,  as,  in  consequence  of  theleor 
the  setUements  and  the  entails,  it  was  not  postihU  to 
them  within  sneh  a  compass  that  they  could  be  i>i^ 
on  a  register.    This,  he  thought,  was  the  cause  of  '^ 
suoceas  of  Lord  Westbury's  measure,  and  he  wsi  j< 
in  that  ooodoaion  by  the  opinions  of  two  of  the  v 
examined  by  the  CommissioB,  Mr.  Christie  and  Hi. 
denKsrr;   and,  indeed,  the  commissioners  tbenuui 
their  report  stated  their  opinion  that  it  was  ii°F°'''' 
discuss  any   system  for  the  more   ready  traoafer  u 
without  feeling  that  an  impediment  was  caused  tj 
and  settiements.  This  difficulty  had  been  previonilx 
out  by  Lord  John  Russell,   who,  at  the  maitias 
Social  Science  Asaodation  at  Liverpool,  in  ISSSjAw 
our  law    of   real   property    was    mvolved   in  a  P" 
technical  difficulties ;  tiiat  it  was  the  most  abstraH 
of    English   jurisprudence,    and   that,    undK  Ot 
law,    tte   regulations   conoeming    the  _  trsnam" 
real  estate  were  nmthar  numerous  nor  difltout  to 
stand.    His   Lordship  added  that  in  the  State  ol 
York  it  was  the  law  tiiat  no  settlement  or  entsil  i 
tend  beyond  the  lives  of  two  persons  living  at  the 
the  creation  of  the  estate.    It  must  be  clear  to  uf 
had  studied  this  question  that  the  difficulty  of  ^ 
arising  from  the  necessity  of  going  back  to  «*•■■] 
investigate  tities  must  be  correlative  to  the  po»»*^ 
by  ourlandowners  to  charge  thrar  estates  ana  "^^ 
to aetOemenU  for  a  long  period.    Now, »4st  wMfliai 
of  the  modem  settlement  whioh  extended  to  nM<B 
Kothing  of  the  kind  existed  in  the  Roman  a™'*'^, 
the  Anglo-Saxon  laws,  nor  was  there  anything^"  " 
feudal  syrtem  under  the  two  greatUws  "  o-^-«** 
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•XnDaut."  The  ordinary  iamQy  settlemeatii  dated  from 
ifn  later  jieriod.  'So  instance  of  anything  like  it  wai 
bioil  prior  to  the  3rd  &  4th  of  Philip  and  Hary,  but  it  wai 
itoaj^t  into  general  nae  at  the  time  of  the  usurpation  in 
ijer  to  pronde  against  forfeiture  for  treason.  The  period 
rbm  it  originated  was  very  different  from  the  present 
iord  Uuanlay  informed  us  that  in  the  middle  of  the  aeven- 
seDth  eentory  the  arable  and  pasture  lands  in  England 
roe  not  lappoted  to  amount  to  much  more  than  half  the 
naof  dxe  kingdom,  the  remainder  being  moor,  forest,  and 
a;  while  the  population  at  that  period  was  only  estimated 
ti|jOO,000.  Again,  those  who  farmed  tiieir  own  lands  were 
ore  anmeioni  than  those  who  farmed  the  lands  of  others. 
isce  that  time  the  number  of  landowners  had  considwably 
immiihed.  The  last  Teton  gave  the  nnmber  at  30,700.  It 
u  difSoolt  to  beUeve  that  the  nnmber  was  so  small,  and 
ingnited  that  we  did  not  possess  any  trustworthy  statis- 
:)  on  the  tnbjeot  People  lamented  the  decline  in  this 
mtrjr  of  the  class  of  yeomen  who  at  one  time  formed  a  valn- 
le  eonnecting  link  between  the  large  and  small  landowners, 
4  Tarioiu  recondite  reasons  were  assigned  for  the  foot, 
lich  wu,  in  his  opinion,  due  simply  to  the  uncertainty 
i  the  enormous  cost  and  delay  attending  the  transfer  of 
id.  If  this,  which  might  be  called  the  merely  mechanical 
It  of  the  English  land  question,  were  put  on  a  proper 
ting  ha  felt  convinced  that  a  great  and  salutwy  change 
old  ipeedily  follow.  In  every  European  country,  even 
toding  Russia  and  Austria,  the  ownership  of  land  had 
t  been  rendered  as  simple  and  easy  as  possible,  and  what 
dtrind  was  that  England  should  imitate  the  good 
mple  ut  her.     Ther«  could  be  no  reason  why  land,  if 

Stnnsferable,  should  not  be  as  eagerly  sought  after  by 
fioprietors  in  England  as  it  was  upon  the  Continent, 
imared  to  be  a  natural  thing  that  a  man's  power  over 
■  thoald  end  with  with  the  lives  of  those  in  being  at  the 
»tf  the  disposition  of  his   property  ;  but  by  the  law 
Jttul  as  it    now   existed  in  this   country  a  man  was 
t\i>  wttle  his  land  for  any  nnmber  of  lives  in  being 
%  twenhr-one  years  afterwards.    How,  he  would  ask, 
like  right  for  a  man  to  be  able  to  control  the  disposi- 
"^  land  for  twentyone  years  after  the  death  of  those 
g-ti   If  we  conid  only  consent  to  abandon  the  fag- 
Wftte  right  of  settlement,  and  bar  that  portion  of  the 
■■»hidi  was  included  in  the  twenty-one  years  after 
Hnth  of  living  representatives,    we  should   then,  he 
■wd,  be  able  to  have  an  effective  register  such  as  that 
<  ffl  other  countries  where  rights  like  those  conferred 
It  landed  proprietors  by  the  U»w  of  entail  had  been 
™d.   The  effect  would  probably  be  to  remove  the 
[Jn^  now  reeted  upon  the  country,  as  possessing  laws 
«  dryorced  the  tiller  from  the  soil.    He  moved,  "  That 
at  opfamn  of  this  House  the  present  law  of  land  settle- 
» a  opposed  to  public  poliey,  by  diminishing  the  invest- 
Bof  capital  in  ttie  soil  and  preventing  the  freedom  sf 
■md  purchase."— Mr.  W.  Fowler  seconded  the  motion. 
<«•  «ttly  required  that  the  law  should  be  made  to  accord 
kutore,  and  interfere  less  with  the  distribution  of  land 
*jrt  present.    The  law  tied  up  the  land  in  tiie  hands  of 
•jwahed  holders,  and  at  the  same  time  did  not  give- 
™7  to  the   tenant   for     capital    expended    on    the 
«•     The  oVect    of  the   law   of   settlement   was   to 
w  a  landholder  'who    had    become    impoverished 
I  aelling   his    land    out    of    the    ftunily,    althon^ 
poverty    prevented     him     from     doing    his    duty 
t  laodlord.      The  holder  of  entailed  land  had  neither 
Wbvenor  the  power  to  spend  money  on  the  land. — 
:  fiereaford  Hope  opposed  Uie  motion — cheapening  of 
F^jjonld  not  bo  for  the  benefit  of  the  poor,  but  for  the 
w^e  of  rich  speenlators.    Ciommunism  was  what  hon. 
Mown  were  really  driving  at,  perhaps  nnconaoiously. 
'^"o  there  had  been  forgotten  one  important  element, 
dMte  to  found  a  fomily,  which  underlay  the  desire  on 
Ijrt  of  men  with  money  to  possess  land.    That  feeling, 
■able  and  useful  one  to  a  certain  extent,  was  met  by 
fVMot  law  of  mtail,  and  the  change  which  the  hon. 
^  poposed  would  materially  interfere  with  that  senti- 
»«nd  increase  the  tendency,  which  he  should  be  sorry 
M  mmased,  to  invest  money  in  personal  securities 
•  carried  with  them  no  personal   responsibilities. — 
*mA  dei^  that  ihe  existing  law  of  settlement  and 
O  did  diminish  the  permanent  investment  of  capital  in 
^  uid  obstruct  tha  freedom  of  the  land  market.    If 
*«  net  get  permanent  investments  of  capital  in  the  soil 
■•not  on  aooon&t  of  tiu  system  of  land  setQemeati  bat 


because  the  owners  of  land  in  this  country,  for  reasons  not 
at  all  unknown,  were  unwilling  to  grant  long  leases  to  their 
tenants.     Every  tenant  for  life  had  a  right  to  grant  a  lease 
for  twenty-one  years  ;  he  was  not  prevented  from  doing  so 
by  the  law  of  settlement,  but  by  his  own  will,  and  if  he 
were  made  owner  in  fee  to-morrow  that  would  not  alter  his 
disinclination  to  grant  long  leasra.    When  tenants  for  life 
were  convinced  ttiat  it  was  desirable  to  abolish  the  game 
laws  and  give  up  their  political  influence,  then  they  might 
be  persuaded  that  it  was  for  their  interest  to  grant  long 
leases  ;  but  they  did  not  choose  to  do  so  now,  because  they 
liked  to  enjoy  meir  own  property  in  their  own  way,  and 
preferred  it  to  the  benefit  which  would  accrue  to  them  from 
an  increased  amount  of  rent     That  was  the  true  answer  to 
the  objections  made  to  the  law  of  settlement.      Then  it  was 
said  tnat  the  law  of  settlement  and  entail  obstructed  the 
freedom  of  the  land  market    Now,  he  had  had  a  quarter  of 
a  century's  experience  of  the  worMng  of  this  law,  and  his 
experience  was  that  in  every  well-drawn  settlement  a  power 
of  sale  was  given  to  the  tenant  for  life.     Then  why  did  he 
not  sell  f    Simply  because  he  did  not  choose.    Becaosa  he 
wished  to  retain  the  estate  for  himself  and  have  it  descend 
to  his  son,  his  grandson,  and  his  great  grandson.     If  he  was 
made   a  tenant   in    fee   to-morrow   he   would   not   sell. 
This   was   a    question  of  sentiment   and  not  merely   of 
law.      They  were  told  that  the  law  of  settlement  pre- 
vented  the   transfer   of    land.     It  did   not,  but   to   a 
certain  extent  it  increased  the  cost  of  transfer.    It  was  not 
true  that  the  costs  of  transfer  were  anything  like  one  year's 
rental  of  the  estate.    Take  away  the  stamp  duties,  which 
were  of  course  payable  to  the  Government,  and  the  costs 
of  transfer  were  almost  a  fixed  quantity.    They  bad  no  re- 
lation whatever  to  the  value  of  the  estate.    They  depended 
a  great  deal  upon  the  way  in  which  the  parts  of  the  estate 
had  been  got  together.    If  you  had  an  estate  which  had 
been  formed  by  the  acquisition  of  a  large  number  of  small 
properties,  tka  lowing  of  the  title  to  them  would  very 
much  increase  the  cost  of  transfer  of  the  estate.    But  in 
ordinary  cases  it  did  not  matter  whether  the  estate  was 
worth  £10,000  or  £100,000,  irrespective  of  the  stamps,  the 
cost  of  transfer  would  be  exactly  the  same.    And  more  than 
that,  inasmuch  as  great  care  was  taken  to  avoid  difficulties 
in  Uie  title  to  large  estates,  tha  coats  of  transfer,  as  a 
genond  rule,  were  proportionably  less  with  regard  to  the 
estates  of  wealthy  men  than  they  were  with  regard  to  tho 
estates  of  smaller  men,  the  title  to  which  had  not  been  so 
well  drawn  or  so  well  taken  care  of.     He  denied  that  by  the 
abolition  of  the  law  of  settlement  the  number  of  properties 
separately  held  in  this  country  would  be  increased.    There 
were  several  instances  in  this  country  in  which,  by  cutting 
off  the  entail,  a  person  who  had  only  a  limited  interest  in  a 
large  estate  became  the  absolute  owner  of  the  fee  simple. 
What  became  of  the  estate  then  ?    With  only  one  excep- 
tion, in  every  such  case  that  he  was  acquainted  with  the    ' 
owner  of  the  estate  left  it  to  the  next  heir  exactly  in  the 
same  way  as  it  would  have  gone  if  it  had  been  settled 
in  the  ordinary   manner.      Men  did  not  act  altogether 
upon  their  own  fi«e  vrill  in  matters  of  that  kind.     They 
were    influenced    by    their    friends    and    relatives    and 
by   the    usages   of  society.    Our    present    system    was 
not    so    much    the    result    of    the   law   of    settlement 
as   of  the   usage   which   prevailed   among    ns,   and   in- 
duced landed  proprietors  to    look  to  their  property,  not 
merely  as  a  means  of  putting  money  in  their  pocket,  bat  as 
a  means  of  holding  and  retaming  a  social  position  which  no 
other  kind  of  property  gave  to  a  man. — 'Mr.  Q.  Gregory 
begged  to  endorse  almost  every  word  that  had  fallen  from 
Mr.  JesseL    Ever  since  he  had  been  connected  with  the 
legal  profession  there  had  been  ample  opportunity  for  those 
who  were  in  search  of  landed  investments  to  purchatia  such 
propwty.  Mr,  Wren  Hoskyns  appeared  to  think  that  the 
praotioe  of  settlement  was  peculiar   to  real  property ;  but 
that  was  not  t^e  foot     By  marriage  settlements  every  de- 
scription of  property  was  vested  in  trustees  for  husband  and 
wife  and  the  children  of  the  marriage,  and  until  the  children 
attained  twenty-one  any  personal  property  held  in  trust  for 
them  was  as  inalienable  as  real  property.     He  knew  of  no 
estates  which  were  so  well  managed  as  those  belonging  to 
minors,  which  were  administered  by  trustees. — Sir  Roundell 
Palmer  said  that  to  diminish  the  cost  of  the  transfer  of 
estates,  to  simplify  titles,  to  make  conveyancing  cheaper, 
and  even,  perlups,  to  reduce  the  period  daring  which  land 
could  be  entailed^  might  be  very  rational  propositions,  and 
if  they  were  pnt  in  the  form  of  a  bill  they  m^ht  deaerre  a 
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good  deal  of  enpport ;  bnt  tliat  famished  no  good  reaaon  for 
tibe  Hoaae  pledging  itself  to  this  wide^  yague,  and  larg^  ab- 
stract resolution,  which  mi^ht  appear  to  the  minds  of  some 
men  to  denounce  the  existence  of  the  landed  interest  in 
this  country,  and   to   assert  dogmatically  that  the  time 
had    arrived    when     it     ought    to    be    abolished.      Of 
coarse   it    was    not    in    that  sense    that  the  resolution 
was  understood  by  the  hon.  member  and  by  the  House,  bat 
it  was  impossible  for  hon.  members  to  shut  their  eyes  to 
the  fact  that  extremely  strong  notions  had  been  put  for- 
ward of  late,  such  as  made  them  open  their  eyes  and  their 
ears  with  astonishment,  and  ask  themselves  whether,  in  a 
short  time,  there  would  be  any  sort  of  property  in  existence 
in  which  a  man  could  invest  his  money,  landowners  having 
been  told  that  unless  they  were  on  their  good  behaviour  the 
time  was  coming  when    the  question  whether  they   were 
entitled  to  have  any  property  in  land  would  have  to  be  dis- 
cussed.    Under  these  circumstances  it  was  important,  before 
they  passed  such  a  resolution  as  that  now  before  the  House, 
that  ihej  should  know  its  precise  meaning  and  the  meaning 
likely  to  be  put  upon  it  out  of  doors.    For  these  reasons, 
while  agreeing  that  it  would  be  an  exceedingly  good  thing 
to  simplify  titles  and  to  get  rid  of  the  encumbrances   of 
our  present  conveyancing  system,  and  while  not   refusing 
to  consider  on  the  proper  occasion  tho  question  whether 
the  diminution  of  the  length  of  time  daring  which  settle- 
ments could  endure  might  not  be  salutary,  he  must  decline 
to  support  the  present  resolution.     The  House  would  legis- 
late more  wisely  upon  this  subject  if  they  abstained  from 
committing  themselves  to  a  resolution  calculated  to  excite 
different  expectations  in  the  minds  uf  different  men.    He 
was  inclined  to  believe  that  all  classes  in  this  country  de- 
rived  substantial   benefit  from   the  graduated  system  of 
society  under  which  we  lived,   and  that  the  poor  agricul- 
tural  classes  as  much  as  any  derived  benefit  from  the 
permanent  character  of  landed  estates  and  from  the  feelings 
engendered  by  the  wish  to  continue  those  estates  in  particular 
families.    Under  the  present  system  the  poor  were  dealt  with 
more  liberally,  more  EiffectionatelT,  and  with  more  personal 
regard  than  they  would  be  if  land  were  looked  upon  as  mere 

firoperty  for  the  investment  of  money.  He  trusted,  there- 
ore,  that  nothing  would  be  done  by  that  House  which  would 
take  from  land  its  present  character  and  reduce  it  to  the 
position  of  mere  property  for  speculative  investment. — The 
Attomey-GenerEU  said  the  Government  were  quite  sensible 
of  the  extreme  importance  of  as  far  as  possible  facilitating 
ihe  transfer  of  hmd,  and  a  very  elaborate  and  carefully- 
considered  Bill  hod  been  prepared,  chiefly  imder  the  direction 
of  the  Lord  Chancellor,  which  nothing  but  the  pressure  of 
business  prevented  their  introducing  this  Session.  They 
hoped,  however,  to  be  able  to  introduce  it  early  next  Sesdon. 
The  Government  had  also  expressed  their  intention  of 
bringing  in  a  Bill  much  the  same  in  effect  as  that  once  or 
twice  proposed  by  Mr.  Locke  King,  to  regulate  the  descent 
of  land  in  cases  of  intestacy  upon  the  same  principles  as 
now  applied  to  personal  proper^.  The  present  motion,  no 
doubt,  opened  a  wide  and  interesting  fiofd  of  inquiry  as  to 
how  far  the  present  law  of  settlement  and  entail  interfered 
with  the  free  circulation  of  land,  prevented  its  coming  into 
market,  and  discouraged  the  application  of  capital  and 
industry  to  its  cultivation.  That  subject  had  already  been 
discussed  at  considorable  length,  and  he  would  only  say 
that,  although  to  some  extent  the  law  of  settlement  and 
entail  might  interfere  with  the  transfer  of  land,  there  were 
undoubtedly  other  considerations,  which  had  been  indicated, 
that  possibly,  on  a  survey  of  the  whole  circumstances  of  tho 
case,  might  tend  to  counterbalance  any  inconvenience  re- 
sulting from  that.  But,  be  that  as  it  might,  he  thought 
that  if  that  most  important  question  was  to  be  dealt  with  at 
all,  it  ought  to  be  by  careful  and  well-considered  legislation. 
A  further  difficulty,  itself  insuperable  to  the  adoption  of 
the  resolution,  was  tirnt  it  related  to  land  only,  although  the 
law  with  respect  to  the  settlement  of  personal  property 
was  very  similar,  or,  at  all  events,  analogous  to  the  law  with 
respect  to  the  settlement  of  real  estate.  By  the  intervention 
of  trustees  they  could  settle  personal  property  on  a  number 
of  tenants  for  life  and  twenty-one  years  afterwards,  just  as 
they  could  do  with  land  ;  so  that  if  they  passed  that  resolu- 
tion they  would  affect  land  with  a  disability  which  did  not 
apply  to  personalty.  But,  after  all,  what  was  meant  by  the 
resolution  ?  They  heard  from  tho  mover  that  he  would 
prevent  land  being  settled  upon  persons  unborn,  and  allow 
it  only  to  be  settled  on  lives  m  being ;  while  from  the 
seconder  they  heard  that  there  was  to  be  no  settlement  at 
all ;  that  every  holder  of  land  must  bold  in  fee  simple ;  and 


he  had  even  spoken  of  it  as  a  grievance  tint  t  su 
should  be  in  possession  of  land  who  was  not  the  owm. 
He  did  not  know  whether  the  hon.  membei  vmUkn 
every  man  farm  his  own  land;  but  that  would  briii|t^ 
back  to  a  very  primitive  state  of  society  indeed.  aI  tbs, 
however,illustratedtheinconvenicnceofab9tTactilliiitiitica, 
and,  in  conclusion,  he  would  only  say  that  the  aib)«tni 
one  of  great  importance,  and  one  which  might,  p^i^ 
hereafter  require  to  be  dealt  with  by  matoray ^msdgs! 
legislation. — Mr.  Wren  Hoskyns  declining  to  withdisTbii 
resolution,  it  was  n^atived  by  79  to  49. 

April  26. — The  Sunday  Trading  Bill  was  thrown  <tt,m 
the  second  reading,  by  80  to  47. 

The  I'liilie  ProMeutari  B{U.—Mx.  Buissll  OitnsrDond  , 
the  second  reading. — ^Mr.  West  opposed  the  bOL  ikai  i 
all   the  cause*  which   made  people  in  &vaiir  d  ^)k  ; 
prosecutors  were  now  removed.    The  bill  would  tMi  'it  > 
country  with  an  enormous  expense,  place  a  vairt  amnai  if 
patronage  in  the  hands  of  the  Crown,  and  make  <m*iik 
criminal  system  dependent  on  the  Attomey-Genenltxfht 
day.     If   all   prosecutions    were    entrusted  to  the  M 
practitioners  at  the  Assize   and  Sessions  bar  hiwnrii 
young  barrilt3r8  learn  their  profession  ;  and  if,  vUdi  HI 
more  likely  to  be  the  case,  the  patronage  was  diitribiiai 
political  or  personal  reasons  how   was  the  abme ' 
remedied  P    At  the  present  moment  appointments  to 
Court  judgeships  were  mainly  the  result  of  peooail 
political  bias,  and,  feeling  warmly  for  the  honooi  t^i 
pendenoe  of  the  biar,  he  diould  strongly  oppose  aaji^ 
which  like  the  present,  could  lead  to  a  farther  extoa 
viciooB  system,  and  go  &r  to  oorrupt  and  destroy  tti 
pendence  of  the  bar. — >Sir  J.  Fakuigton  said  that 
on  title  general  question,  as  an  old  chairman  of 
Sessions,  he  must  say  that  he  had  known  minf 
of  justice  from  the    want   of    an    official  tuh  u 
proposed  to  be  appointed  by  the  present  bilL     He 
prepared  to  say  that  we  ought  to  copy  the  Scotch  sj 
was  he  prepared  to  pledge  himself  to  the  detii 
system ;  but  he  thought  that  its  results  were  in  tMtl 
rather  than  in  ours.     They  had  been  told  that  tkif^ 
not  to  palter  with  justice,  but  he  would  suggtst 
that  was  not  exaotiy  what  we  were  now  doing,  o«iD{J 
not  possessing  some  such  officers  as  those 
this  bilL      No  one  desired  less  than  he  did  toini 
the  independence  of  the  English  bar,  but  he  did  not 
that  that  would  be  the  result  of  this  measure— a  i 
wUch  he,  for  one,  should  be  glad  to  find  adopted  bj 
ment. — Mr.  Bathbone  supported  the  bilL    The  esf 
working  the  measure  would,  be  believed  on  good  uti 
not   exceed    ^£29,000,   and  in    retom  for  thii  ~ 
they  would  obtain   better   supenrision   and  gn 
tainty  in  the  administration  of  justice,     l^e 
devolving  upon  the  Attorney-General  would  be  verf 
because  the  pnblio  prosecutors   would   be  leeoo 
by   the    magistrates.— Mr.    Straight   bdiaved  thit 
number  of  criminals  who  escaped  on  thor  tiiil  > 
the  present  system  had  been  the  subject  of  peat  engl 
tion.    Although  he  agreed  that  the  priniaple  of  >  p 
prosecutor  was  an  ext^mely  good  one|,  he  could  Mt_ 
believing  that  the  present  system  might  be  aaaa 
and  made  use  of  for  the  purpose  of  introdudng  t  ^ 
which  would  be  satis&ctory  to   all.    He   thought 
by  utilizing  existing  institutions   and   enlarging  Ihi 
thority  of  3ie  magistrates'  clerks  we  should  obtaia 
reform  in  the  conduct  of  criminal  proaecoUons  «hKh 
desirable,  without  at  the  same  time  causing  that  distoi 
which  must  inevitably  result  from  the  adoption  sfr^ 
measure  as  that  under  consideratloii.      Failures  of 
did  occasioniJIy  occur,  but  those  mistakes  were  reij  i 
far  between  indeed.    Under  the  present  system  the  K« 
ting  solicitor  was  allowed  at  Assizes  and  at  die  " 
Criminal  Court  £2  4s.  6d.  for  the  services  of  the  a" 
engaged,  and  the  private  prosecutor  was  permitted,  va 
his  solicitor,  to  select  his  own  counsel  and  piy  oat  rfw 
pocket  the  heavier  fee  which  would  be  required  by  »  »r 
of  any  eminence.    Bnt  this  power  would  be  tstea  o* 
hands  by  this  bill,  and  they  would  either  have  ia^ 
cases    conducted     by    inexperienced    barrirtos,   * 
country  would  be  saddled  with  a  heavy  additioiui  ««t.„ 
tore.     He  did  not  go  so  far  as  to  believe  that  that  e4 
tare  would  amount  to  £750,000,  but  he  believed  «* 
be  (brtunate  if  it  were  covered  by  £160,000.    U^ 
willing  to  spend  an  additional  iESOO^ODO  a-yeir  it 
better  to  revise  the  whole  of  our  criminal  ij*tt^ 
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ippoint  a  Minister  of  Justice,  instead  of  saddling  the 
Ittomey-General  with  this  increased  responsibilitj.  He 
rtuted  that  the  bill  would  not  become  law.  At  the  same 
ime  be  heartily  joined  in  the  recommendation  that  the 
Lttomey-Oenenl  should  consider  this  question,  and,  with 
ome  modifications,  deal  with  it  in  a  manner  satisfac- 
»ry  at  once  to  the  prefeasion  and  to  the  public  at  large. 
-The  Attorney-General  would  oppose  this  bill  if  he 
insnlted  his  personal  feelings,  because  he  was  extremely 
»th  to  undertake  the  additio^  duties,  but  he  felt  bound  to 
ly  that  the  Ooremment  were  in  favour  of  the  principle  of 
lis  measure.  As  to'  as  he  knew,  we  were  the  only  civilised 
>tin^  in  the  world  where  prosecutions  were  not  considered 
le  office  of  the  Execntive  Ooremment.  The  evidence  and 
le  authority  in  favour  of  tjte  adoption  of  a  rpitem  of  pub- 
c  prosecutors  were  overwhelming,  and  Lord  Denman,  Lord 
ampbell,  and  the  present  Lord  Ciiief  Justice,  Sir  Alexander 
ockbum,  had  all  expressed  opinions  in  its  favour.  The  bill, 
>  far  &om  increasing  his  patronage,  would  take  it  away ; 
id  an  excellent  thing  that  would  be.  The  Treasury  had 
camined  the  provisions  of  the  bUl,  and  thought  the  addi- 
onal  public  expenditure  it  would  cause  would  be  very 
n«n.  It  wonld  oe  a  great  improvement  in  the  administia- 
on  of  justice  if  a  public  prosecutor  were  appointed,  and, 
ithont  committing  himself  to  all  the  details  of  that 
U,  which  had  bean  carefully  considered  by  a  Sdect 
mmittee,  he  was  prepared  to  give  his  hearty  to  its 
•in  provisions.— Hj.  Staveley  Hill  maintained  that 
a  measure  would  do  nothing  to  prevent  the 
ilnre  of  justice  wliich  was  not  amply  provided  for  by 
«  exiating  system. — Mr.  Downing  t^tined  to  the  good 
scking  of  the  system  of  public  prosecutors  in  Ireland,  and 
-dd  that  the  ExecutiveGovemmentonghttobeasresponsible 
r  the  administration  of  justice  iil  England  as  the^  now 
tn  in  that  country  and  also  in  Scotland. — Mr.  Bristowe 
ii  the  duties  of  the  public  prosecutors  of  counties  in  Ire- 
ad  were  practically  ministerial,  the  depositions  in  every 
te■lof  committal  being  sent  to  the  Attorney-General,  who 
■nuned  whether  the  prosecution  should  ^  forward.  The 
^Lkowever,  proposed  to  give  to  pnbbc  prosecutors — 
■hMfa  nominated  by  the  Home  Secretary— powers  that 
■t  ministerial,  but  judicial  He  protested  against  the 
fltat  when  a  bench  of  magistrates  had  committed  an 
■■ed  person  for  trial  it  should  be  within  the  competence 
r  •  ooontiy  attorney  to  say  that  the  case  should  not  pro- 
id  further.  That  would  practically  take  away  from  a 
Irate  prosecutor  the  right  which  the  Constitution  now 
are  him.  This  was  a  case  in  which  the  details  of  the  bill 
mt  to  the  root  of  the  whole  measure,  and,  therefore, 
!  opposed  the  second  reading.  —  Mr.  Henley  thou^t 
•t  if  the  bill  as  it  stood  were  to  become  law,  a  very 
tensive  and  most  uijjust  system  of  remands  would 
ow  up  under  it,  which  would  involve  great  hardship 
on  nnoonvicted  prisoners,  who  were  treated  more 
actlj  in  prison  than  those  who  were  convicted.  The 
U  leil  them  in  perfect  ignorance  as  to  the  class  of  persona 
to  were  to  be  appointed  under  it,  although  it  was  most 
iential  that  the  calibre  of  those  who  were  to  carry  it  into 
eet  aboidd  be  known.  The  bill  was  also  obscure  on  the 
int  whether  the  public  prosecutor  was  to  oonduot  the 
oaecotion  personally  or  was  to  be  at  Uberf? 
employ  counsel,  and  as  to  how  he  was  to  be  paid, 
hat  the  public  required  was  that  in  great  criminal  cases 
e  Attorney-General  should  be  antiiorised  to  give  his 
aatance  on  behalf  of  the  prosecution  when  necessary.  The 
oonreniences  of  the  measure  would  be  found  to  outweigh 
I  eonreniences,  and,  therefore,  he  opposed  it — Mr.  Leeman 
id  the  petty  sessions  had  rendered  the  appointment  of 
iblic  proeecntors  unnecessaiy.  He  suggested  that  power 
ould  be  j^ven  to  the  justices  at  petty  sessions  to  appoint 
eir  own  clerks  to  conduct  prosecutions. — Mr.  Bruce  sup- 
cted  the  bill,  and  the  second  reading  was  carried  by  129 
89. 

April  27. — ^The  Budget.— iix.  Gladstone  announced  that 
kile  the  Cabinet  adhered  to  their  estimates  of  revenue 
id  ezpenditare,  they  were  willing  to  modify  their  pro- 
aala  •■  to  the  mode  in  which  the  inquiry  should  be  met. 
hay  were  resolved  that  that  should  not  be  by  taxing 
tielea  o£ great  oonanmption  or  by  borrowing ;  and  the  in- 
■e  tax  most  continae  to  be  the  chief  basis  of  increased 
xation.  OChe  match  tax  wonld  be  given  up.  The  proposals 
so  as  to  the  iffohato  and  succession  duties  wonld  be  with- 
tawn ;  the  Cabinet  had  not  changed  their  opinions  on  that 


point,  but  the  oombination  of  those  who  thought  that  a 
transition  expenditure  should  not  be  met  from  permanent 
sources  of  revenues  rendered  it  impossible  that  the  proposals 
as  to  these  items  should  obtain  a  fair  judgment  on  their 
merits.  The  proposal  also  for  computing  the  income  tax  by 
a  percentage  woiud  stand  over,  and  instead  the  Government 
would  propose  to  add  twopence  in  the  pound  to  the  tax. 

The  BiUt  of  Exchange  and  Promiitory  Note*  (Solidag$) 
Bill  passed  through  committee. 


OBITUAST- 

RIGHT  HON.  SIR  M.  BRADY,  BART. 

The  Right  Hon.  Sir  Maziere  Brady,  Bart.,  who  was  thrioe 
Lord  Chmoellor  of  Ireland,  died  on  the  13th  of  April,  at 
his  residenee  in  Upper  Pembroke-street,  Dublin,  at  the  age 
of  seventy-five  years.  He  was  bom  on  the  20th  of  July, 
1796,  and  was  the  second  son  of  the  lato  Francis  Tempest 
Brady,  Bsq.,  of  Willow  Park,  co.  Dublin,  by  Mary,  daugh- 
ter of  William  Hodgson,  Esq .  ;  he  was  the  great-grandson 
of  Dr.  Nicholas  Brady,  the  joint  author,  with  Dr.  Nahnm 
Tate,  of  the  metrical  versions  of  the  Psalms  of  David  now 
in  use  in  the  Church  of  England,  Maziere  Brady  was 
educated  at  Trinity  College,  Dublin,  where  he  obtamed  a 
soholuahip  in  1814,  and  graduated  B.A.  in  1816.  He  was 
called  to  the  bar  in  Ireland  in  1819,  and  soon  after  oom- 
menoed  piaotioe.  In  1833  he  was  appointed  one  of  t)ie 
oommisaioneis  to  conduct  an  inquiry  under  Government 
into  the  Irish  municipal  corporations.  On  the  3rd  February, 
1837,  on  Mr.  Stephen  Woulfe  becoming  Attornoy-Genenil, 
Brady  was  appointad  to  suooeed  him  as  Solicitor-Gtoneral 
for  Ireland ;  in  the  same  year  he  became  a  bencher  of  Kinx 's 
Inns,  Dublin ;  and  on  the  23rd  of  February,  1839,  on  the 
promotion  of  Mr.  Nicholas  Ball  to  a  justioesbip,  Brady 
Deoame  Attorney-General,  and  was  then  sworn  a  Privy 
Councillor.  Though  appointed  to  the  highest  law  ofSoes 
under  the  Crown,  Mr.  Brady  had  never  held  a  seat  in  Par- 
liament. On  the  Uth  of  February,  1840,  be  succeeded  Mr. 
Stephen  Woulfe  as  Chief  Baron  of  the  Irish  Court  of  Ex- 
chequer ;  and  on  the  16th  of  July,  1846,  he  was  appointed 
Lord  Chancellor  of  Ireland  in  the  first  administration 
of  Lord  John  Russell,  succeeding  Sir  Edward  Sugden  (now 
Lord  St.  Leonards).  He  retired  £rom  office  with  the 
Liberal  party,  in  February,  1852 ;  but  was  re-appointed 
on  the  13th  January,  1853,  on  the  formation  of  the 
Earl  of  Aberdeen's  ministry.  He  also  continued  in  office 
during  Lord  Palmerston's  first  administration,  his  second 
Chancellorship  terminating  in  February,  18S8,  on  the  advent 
of  the  Conservatives  to  power.  On  the  27th  of  June,  18S9, 
he  was  re-appointed  Lord  Chancellor  of  Ireland  for  the  third 
time,  on  the  return  of  Lord  Palmerston  to  office,  con- 
tinuing to  serve  under  Earl  Russell,  and  <nily  going  out 
on  the  resignation  of  that  nobleman  in  June,  1866.  He 
had  ^ns  hud  the  Irish  Chancellorship  for  a  total  period  of 
eighteen  years.  On  the  Liberal  party  returning  to  power 
in  December,  1868,  he  was  not  again  entrusted  wiux  tiie 
Great  Seal  of  Ireland,  Lord  O'Hagan  being  selected  by  Ur. 
Gladstone  as  his  Chancellor ;  but  Brady's  long  services  were 
rewarded  with  a  baronetcy,  to  which  he  was  gazetted  eariy 
in  1869.  Sir  Maziere  Brady  was  also  Vice-Chancellor  of  the 
Queen's  Univanity  in  Ireland,  and  a  Commixsioner  of  Na- 
tional education.  He  was  twice  married— first,  in  1828,  to 
Elizabeth  Anne,  daughter  of  Bever  Buchanan,  Esq.,  which 
lady  diedin  1868  ;  and,  secondly,  in  1860,  to  Mary,  second 
daughterof  the  lato  Right  Hon.  John  Hatehell,  then  Attor- 
ney-General for  Ireland.  By  his  first  marriage  he  has  left  two 
sons,  the  eldest  of  whom  succeeds  him  in  the  baronetoy,  and 
is  now  Sir  Francis  William  Brady,  Q.C.  The  new  baronet 
was  bom  in  Dublin  in  1824,  and  was  educated  at  Stony- 
hurst,  and  at  University  College,  London ;  he  matricidated 
at  London  University  in  1841,  and  graduated  B.A.  in  1843. 
He  was  called  to  the  bar  in  Ireland  in  1846,  and  created  a 
Queen's  oonnael  there  in  1860.  He  has  for  some  yean  yean 
been  chairman  of  Quarter  Sessions  for  the  county  of  Roscom- 
mon. His  younger  brother  is  Mr.  Maziere  John  Brady, 
barrister-at-law,  who  holds  the  office  of  Clerk  of  Affidavits 
in  the  Irish  Court  of  Chancery.  Mr.  Maiiere  Bradf  is  also 
a  member  of  the  London  Univenity,  where  he  matriculated 
in  1844,  and  graduated  B.A.  in  1847 ;  he  was  called  to  the 
bar  in  Ireland  in  Michaelmas  term,  1848. 
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MB.  B.  S.  SOWIxEE,  Q.C. 
The  death  of  Robert  Scan  Sowler,  Esq.,  Q.O.,  of  the 
Northern  Circuit,  took  place  at  Clarkihill,  Stand,  near  Han- 
cbMtor  (the  residence  of  hie  sister-in-law),  on  the  April  23, 
in  the  S6th  year  of  his  age.  He  was  the  eldest  son  of  the  late 
Thomas  Sowler,  Esq.,  of  Motley  Bank,  Bowden,  Cheshire 
(the  fonader  of  the  Manehttter  Courier  newspaper),  by 
Helen,  daughter  of  John  Slack,  Esq.,  of  Salford.  Mr.  R. 
B.  Sowler  was  bom  on  the  19th  September  1815,  and  received 
the  greater  part  of  his  education  at  the  Manchester  Free 
Oiammar  School,  of  which  the  Ber.  Jeremiah  Smith,  D.D,, 
was  at  the  time  head  master.  He  waa  in  early  life  employed 
in  the  office  of  his  father's  newn>aper,  bat  showing  a 
decided  inclination  for  the  legal  prorasston,  he  entered  as  a 
student  of  the  Middle  Temple,  and  was  called  to  the  bar  by 
that  society  in  Michaelmas  term,  1842.  He  joined  the 
Northern  Circuit,  and  at  the  same  time  undertook  tiie 
editorship  of  the  ifanehettn  Courier,  then  a  weekly  journal. 
He  soon  achieved  a  position  at  the  bar,  and  after  a  short 
time  acquired  an  extensive  and  lucrative  practice.  At  the 
«ummer  'assizes  of  18S8  he  was  called  within  the  bar 
of  the  County  Palatine  of  Lancaster,  and  wem  created 
a  full  Queen's  Counsel  in  July  1866,  and  in  Michaelmas 
Term  of  the  same  year  he  became  a  Bencher  of  the 
Middle  Temple.  Li  1867,  in  consequenee  of  his 
professional  engagements  demanding  the  whole  of  his 
attention,  he  relinquished  his  editoritu  connection  with  the 
MancheUtr  Courier,  which  had  continued  for  about  twenty- 
eight  years.  He  was  one  of  the  counsel  retained  by  the 
Crown  for  the  prosecution  of  the  Fenian  prisoners  at  the 
special  assize  held  at  Manchester  in  October,  1867.  For 
several  years  past  he  had  acted  as  Judge  of  the  Salford 
County  Court  Circuit,  as  deputy  to  the  late  Mr.  C.  Temple, 
'Q.C.,  and  for  some  time  previous  to  that  gentleman's  death 
the  whole  of  the  duties  of  that  office  devolved  upon  him. 
About  twelve  months  ago  Mr.  Sowler  met  with  a  serious 
Accident  in  the  Lake  district,  and  before  his  health  was  fully 
is-established,  he  resumed  )axt  duties  as  Deputy  Judge,  and 
at  the  dose  of  one  of  the  sittings  he  succumbed  to  the  disease 
which  eventually  proved  fataL  Mr.  Sowler  had  been 
prominently  engaged  in  political  agitation  between  1840 
and  1850  as  an  advocate  of  the  Conservative  cause,  and  was 
one  of  the  chief  promoters  of  "  Constitntional  Associations  " 
among  the  operative  classes.  In  Febmary,  1845,  he  married 
his  cousin  Frances,  daughter  of  Qeorge  Sowler,  Esq.,  of 
liOndon ;  she  survives  him,  but  he  has  had  no  &mily.  His 
&ther  died  in  I8S7,  when  Mr.  Sowler  came  into  possession 
of  the  estate  of  Sawroy  Knotts,  near  Lake  Windermere,  in 
Westmoreland. 


ME.  B.  G.  NORTON. 
Mr.  Bernard  Gastavns  Norton,  late  first  Puisne  Judge  of 
fbe  colony  of  British  Guiana,  died  at  Norwood  on  the  ISth  of 
April  of  consumption.  The  late  Mr.  Norton  was  eddcated 
at  Queen's  University,  Ireland,  whero  he  graduated  B.A., 
and  was  called  to  the  bar  at  the  Inner  Temple  in  June, 
1855.  In  December,  1860,  he  was  admitted  to  practise  at 
the  bar  of  the  Supreme  Court  of  British  Guiana,  and  in 
Maroh,  1863,  was  appointed  Solicitor-General  of  that  colony, 
and  Judge- Advocate  of  the  Militia.  He  was  soon  after 
nominated  to  act  as  second  Puisne  Judge  at  Berbice,  and  in 
1865  was  confirmed  in  that  appointment.  In  1868  he  beeame 
fitst  Puisne  Jud^  of  the  Supreme  Court  of  British  Guiana, 
the  salary  of  which  office  is  £1,500  per  annum.  For  some 
time  Mr.  Norton  has  been  in  England  on  leave,  and  during 
his  absence  Mr.  James  Crosby,  a  barrister  of  the  Middle 
Temple,  who  has  been  for  many  years  in  the  colonial  ser- 
vice in  the  West  Indies  and  British  Guiana,  has  been  acting 
as  first  Puisne  Judge. 

MB.  WILLIAM  ALEXANDER  WALLER. 
Mr.  William  Alexander  Wallpr,  solicitor,  of  London,  died 
on  the  29th  of  March,  of  rheumatic  fever.  Mr.  W.  A. 
Waller,  who  was  bom  in  1831,  was  the  son  of  Mr.  William 
Waller  (who  was  formerly  in  the  house  of  Messrs.  Ashnrst, 
Morris,  &  Co.)  for  many  years.  He  practised  in  partnership 
with  his  father  under  the  name  of  W.  &  W.  A.  Waller. 
This  partnership  was,  however,  terminated  at  the  close  of 
last  year,  when  his  father  retired,  and,  from  the  let  of 
January  to  the  date  of  his  death,  Mr.  W,  A.  Waller  carried 
on  his  practice  alone.  He  was  known  as  a  good  lawyer  and 
a  hard-working  practitioner  of  scrupulous  honour  and  in. 
egrity.    He  leaves  a  wife  and  three  children. 


SOCISTISS  AHD  INSTITDTIOn. 

METROPOLITAN   AND  PROVEJCUL  UW 
ASSOCIA-nON. 

At  a  meeting  of  the  managing  committee  an  tlielU 
inst,  Mr.  Benham  in  the  chair — ConsideTed,  the  mbjot  i 
the  Legal  Education  Association's  propoaal  fm  eitilWi{ 
a  Law  Univeisity,  and  resolved,  on  the  motiu  o(  Hi, 
Edwin  W.  Field,  seconded  by  Mr.  Tagart  :— 

"That  the  principle  of  requiring  exanumtiQii  bin 
admission  to  piaotise  having  been  first  iniisted^npslifflr 
branch  of  the  ^ofeasion,  it  is  gratifying  to  us  ss  lolidinti 
find  that  the  great  TsJue  of  this  principle  hu  beaprndlr 
experience,  and  that  its  importanee  is  now  w  gatniir 
acknowledged. 

'*  "Fhat  the  committee  earnestly  desires  tin  Mhhlijiiwi 
under  the  control  ef  Government,  of  an  ezuniiiii^b^at 
facollnr  of  law,  whose  certificate  ef  fitnen  duB  bt  ofrl 
pensable  to  admission  te  the  practise  of  the  pnMii  it 
either  of  the  branches  into  which  it  is  now  dividid.i^'^ 
such  examination  should  be  the  same  for  all  ttntei, 
out  reference  to  the  branch  of  the  professiwiitli 
they  may  ultimately  connect  themselves. 

"  That  while  the  body  of  solicitors  would  he 
leave  to  any  legal  examining  body  the  detetminatiim 
subjects,  and  amount  of  general  and  professioiul  bi 
to  be  required  from  all  who  desire  to  practise  & 
would  not,  in  the  opinion  of  the  committee,  be ' 
that  such  faculty  or  body  should  have  power  to  ii 
the  candidate  for  examination  having  been  edoettti 
particular  college  or  school,  or  on  any  partietilir 
instruction. 

"That  while,  in  the  opinion  of  the  oommtte^, 
should  be  only  one  examining  body  or  faculty  whii 
be  under  control  of  Government,  it  may  be  foa&d  iq 
to  establish  one  or  moro  public  schools  of  edutiiiot 
law,  but  such  public  schools  should  be  open  to  iDM 
without  distinction  in  the  course  of  instractioo  betxM 
branches  of  the  profession  which  the  students  mtf  pi 
to  enter.  And  the  committee  is  farther  of  opimcall 
would  not  be  right  that  any  faculty  cotistitatolfott 
amination  of  candidates  should  have  the  charge  of  ufl 
or  classes  intended  to  preparo  students  for  nul 
tion. 

■'  That  BO  far  as  the  objects  of  the  Legal  Bdacs&s 
ciation  accord  with  the  foregoing  resolutions,  thee»> 
tenders  its  cordial  support. 

"That  these  resolutions  be  communicated  to  tin C 
cil  of  the  Incorporated  Law  Society  of  the  ITnited  Eiq 
and  to  the  Executive  Committee  of  the  Legal  Eiid 
Association." 

The  above  resolutions  were  roported  to,  and  cob&w 
the  general  meeting  of  the  association  h^d  on  the '" 
day. 

JURIDICAL  SOCIETY. 
The  anniversary  meeting  for  the  election  of  offioa 
the  transaction  of  other  business,  will  be  held  os  Wi 
day,  the  8rd  of  May  at  8  p.m.  preciaely.  The  Bijit 
the  Lord  Chancellor,  President  of  the  Socie^  will  til 
chair,  and  will  deliver  the  annual  address.  iIk  eeua 
meet  at  half-past  7. 


LAW  STUDENTS'  DEBATING  SOdBTT. 

On  Tuesday,  2Sth  April,  1871,  the  queation  ii* 
was  No.  cxcvi.  Jurisprudential : — "  la  it  deniable  tli 
Contagious  Diseases  Act  should  be  repealed  ?  "       ^  ^ 

Mr.  Gordon  opened  the  debate,  tiie  society  snppoita 
negative  with  one  dissentient. 


Among  the  congratulations  extended  to  Judge  P«i»e^^ 
land,  for  refusing,  in  his  charge  to  a  jury  in  a  mroer 
to  leoognise  the  plea  of  momentaiy  insanity,  was  »  kor 
Gen.  Garfield,  saying :  "  The  whole  cosntty  owee  poj^ 
gratitude  for  brushing  away  the  wicked  aosoidity  ^■' 
Utely  been  palmed  oft  on  the  oountiy  as  law  on  the  nlgm 
sani^.  If  the  thing  had  gone  much  fnrthra',  iH  ihc^ 
would  need  to  secure  himself  from  murder  woiud  be  to  ts 
hair  and  rave  a  little,  and  then  kill  his  num.    \^^]^ 

Srint  your  opinion  in  pamphlet  form,  and  sent  it  taieaoiK 
le  judges  of  the  ltaii!"—Anttriten  ftptr. 
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ffi  EFFECT  OF  THE  AMERICAN  CIVIL  WAR  ON 
STATUTE  OF  LIMITATION. 

)im  of  tk«  moet  important  qnertiona  growing  out  of  the 
1  dril  mr  is  M  to  its  effect  upon  pie-ezisting  oontracta 
weea  paitiw  rapectively  rendent  in  the  two  ho«tile 
lions,  particnlarly  as  regards  state  statutes  of  limitation. 
!  Sapieme  Conrt  of  the  United  States  has  settled  one 
Mof  this  question  in  the  case  of  Hanger  t.  Ahbott,  6 
Q.  532.  It  was  therein  held  that  where  a  creditor, 
ig  I  dtisen  of  a  loyal  state,  brings  an  action  on  a  contract 
istt  his  debtor,  a  citizen  of,  and  residing  in  a  state  which 
it  into  the  rebellion,  the  period  daring  which  the  credi- 
was  prerented  by  the  war  from  asserting  his  rights  is 
to  be  included  in  the  compntatioD  of  time  fixed  by 
jitet  of  limitation.  Bat  sappoae  the  condition  of  the 
ties  he  rereised ;  that  the  creditor  has  been  the  resident 
I  (tate  in  rebellion  and  the  debtor  a  citizen  of  a  loyal 
e,  does  the  doctrine  of  Hanger  v.  Abbott  apply  P 
Us  question  was  directly  presented  in  a  case  (Brown  t. 
Ill)  recently  before  the  United  States  Cirooit  Conrt,  and 
)  inirered  in  the  affirmative.  The  opinion  of  Judge 
Ion  in  tlie  ease  is  a  very  able  and  elaborate  ezaaination 
he  question.  The  action  was  to  foreclose  a  mortgage  on 
;ierty  in  Kansas,  given  in  May,  1861,  by  the  defendant, 
lizen  of  Kansas,  to  the  complaanant,  then  and  ever  since 
tidentin  Virginia.  The  principal  defence  interposed 
the  Statute  of  Limitationa  of  the  state  of  Kansas,  which 
lire^  an  action  of  the  kind  to  be  bronght  within  three 
n  from  the  time  it  accmed.  Jodge  Diuon  says : — 
iDuriTing  at  this  oondnsion— viz.,  that  unlicensed  ia- 
miBe  during  the  war  was  unlawful,  and  that  pre-existing 
buta  are  omy  suspended  by  it,  the  supreme  court  has 
pmtlT  had  occasion  to  refer  to  toe  isj^slation  ot  Con- 
■,  and  particularly  to  the  important  Act  of  July  18, 
i,  the  essential  prohibitions  of  which  continued  in  force 
i(  the  whole  period  of  the  rebellion, 
^nthorises  the  president  to  proclaim  and  declare  '  the 
Mitiiili '  of  certoin  states,  '  or  any  section  or  part 
Hi,  to  be  in  a  state  of  insurrection  against  the  United 
ik^  ai  thereupon  all  commercial  intercourse  by  and  be- 
■  &e  same  and  the  citisens  thereof,  and  the  citizens  of 
<fert  of  (he  United  States,  shall  cease  and  be  unlaw^  so 
fuiuch  condition  of  hostility  shall  continue;  and  all 
b,  etc.,  coming  from  said  state  or  section  into  the  other 
hof  the  United  States,  and  all  prooeediag  to  such  state 
«c&n,  hy  land  or  water,  shall,  together  with  the  vessel 
shicle  conveying  the  same,  or  conveying  persons  to  or 
>  >Mh  state  or  section,  be  forfeited  to  the  United 
ifa'  Then  follows  a  proviso  authorising  the  president,' 
» discretion  and  for  the  public  interert,  to  permit  in- 
line, under  regulations  to  be  prescribed^by  the  secretary 
■straasury. 

This  statute  is  a  vaUd  exercise  of  legislative  power,  for 
^>ogns8of  the  United  States,  was  not,  by  the  rebellion, 
ived  of  the  power  to  legislate  in  this  manner  with  a 
'  to  its  suppression.  Its  prohibition  of  intercourse  is  as 
■i  as  the  prohibition  by  Uie  laws  of  nations  in  the  case 
var  between  independent  states.  It  admits  of  no  ex- 
lons  as  to  persons. 

It  it  obvious  that  this  actlcontomplatee  a  condition  of 
n  non-interconiae  of  a  pacific  character  between  the  two 
*tt>g  sections,  except  snoh  as  should  be  authorised  by 
^ident  for '  the  public  interest.' 
What  is  the  neossary  effect  and  consequence  of  this 
^n  ?  It  is  the  same  as  when  a  war  exists  between 
^dent  nations. 

An  existing  contracts  between  citizens  of  the  different 
>OQa  are  suspended.  This  from  necessity,  because  the 
SttUds  all  intercourse,  and  intercourse  is  essential  in 
^to  fulfil  or  perform  or  enforce  contracts.  The  courts 
«  one  section  are  shut  by  the  Act  of  ConpesS  to  the 
w  of  the  other,  for  citizens  of  the  insurrectionary  states 
Madden  to  come  into  the  other  stetes  or  hold  any  in- 
MiH  with  their  people,  and  without  this  suits  cannot 
■xtituttd  or  carried  on,  and  the  same  is  true  as  to  citi- 
•  of  the  loyal  states. 

It  is  manifest  from  the  foregoing  that  the  complainant, 
iMnevar  so  lo^^Uy  disposed  toward  the  Union,  had,  by 
"^  of  hia  domicQe  in  a  state  declared  to  be  in  insnrrec- 
kiio  right  to  institute  or  maintein,  during  the  war,  a  suit 
<«  courts  of  the  United  States  or  of  Kansas  for  the  re- 
^  of  his  debt  against  the  respondent.  In  a  proceeding 
fu  natoie  tiis  courts  cannot,  under  the  Act  of  July  13, 


1861,  inquire  whether  the  puticular  plaintiff  was  loyal  to 
the  Union  or  aided  the  rebdlion ;  for  if  he  was  a  citizen  of 
a  rebellious  stete  he  is  regarded  as  an  enemy,  irrespective  of 
his  personal  sentiments,  sympathies  or  acts.  Mrs.  Altx- 
ander'i  Cotton  (2  Wall);  Tht  TmiM  (8  Cranch,  263) ;  Tit* 
Indian  Chief  (3  Uob.  26)  ;  The  FrUndthip  (4  Wheaton,  105). 
We  may  observe  that  it  has  been  accordingly  held  by  courts 
and  judges  of  great  respectability  that  citizens  of  rebellious 
stetes  eoald  not,  during  tho  recent  war,  maintain  suits  in 
the  courts  of  the  other  portions  of  the  United  States. 
Narris  ▼.  Domiphan  (a.d.  1863)  ;  Conrt  of  AppeiJs  of  Ken- 
tucky ;  U.  S.  Circuit  Court  for  Missouri ;  3  Arn.  Law  Reg. 
fN.  S.)  736,  by  Treat,  J.,  in  Vnittd  States  v.  100  barreh  tU. 
(U.  S.  Circuit  Court  for  Connecticut)  ;  Semmet  v.  Int.  Co. 
8  Am.  Law  Reg.,  N.  S.,  673,  2  Chicago  Legal  News,  17  : 
Life  In:  Co.  v.  Hall  (7  Am.  Law  Reg.,  N.8.,  606) ;  Jack$on 
▼.  Int.  Co.  (8  Am.  Law  Reg.,  N.S.,  673). 

"  Whether  we  apply  to  the  question  before  us  the  legis- 
lation of  congress  or  the  general  mle  of  public  law,  the 
conclusion  is  the  same,  viz.  :  that  during  the  war  the  com- 
plainant was,  as  a  necessary  conse(juence  of  it,  disabled  to 
institute  or  maintain  the  present  suit,  and  was  so  by  reason 
of  his  citizenship  or  domicile  alone,  though  ever  so  friendly 
to  the  government  of  the  United  States.  It  seems  to  follow 
from  these  considerations  that  the  rule  settled  by  the  supreme 
court  in  Hanger  v.  Abbott  is  equally  applicable,  whether  the 
creditor  who  brings  suit  was,  during  the  war,  a  citizen  of  a 
state  which  engaged  in  the  rebellion,  or  of  a  state  which 
adhered  to  the  Union,  and  in  either  case  the  period  covered 
by  the  war,  during  which  the  inability  to  sue  continued,  is 
not  to  be  included  in  the  computation  of  the  time  within 
which  actions  are,  by  the  stetute  of  limitations,  required  to 
be  bronght. 

"  The  principle  of  that  case  was  adhered  to,  and  applied 
in  the  subsequent  case  of  The  Probator  (9  Wall.),  which 
holds  that  the  period  during  which  the  war  continued  is  not 
to  be  included  in  the  computation  of  the  five  years'  tim» 
allowed  by  the  judiciary  act  for  bringing  writs  of  error  ;  but 
in  this  case,  also,  the  creditor  was  a  resident  in  a  stete  which 
did  not  enm;e  in  the  rebellion. 

"The  decisions  of  other  courts  tend  to  support  the 
correctness  of  the  views  above  expressed." — Abridged  from 
the  Albany  Law  Journal. 


DIVORCE  LAWS. 
Indiana  and  Massachnsette  are  both  revising  their  divorce 
laws.  In  the  former  State,  the  Governor,  in  his  annual 
message,  called  the  attention  of  the  Legislature  to  the  con- 
sequences that  follow  from  the  exceedingly  loose  and  easy 
system  of  divorce  which  prevails,  there,  and  especially  to 
the  use  that  is  made  of  it  by  people  from  other  States,  who 
resort  thither  in  order  to  procure  a  divorce  on  the  easiestpos- 
sible  terms.  The  Legislature  appears  to  have  taken  up 
the  matter  in  earnest,  and  a  bill  has  been  prepared  that  is 
designed  to  surround  the  marriage  contract  with  some  surer 
safeguards  than  it  has  hitherto  known  in  that  State.  Should 
the  Dill  pa.s3,  an  "  Indiana  divorce  "  will  no  longer  be  al- 
together tiie  by-word  it  has  so  long  been  over  the  whole 
country.  In  Massachusetts  the  su^'ect  is  also  before  the 
L^islatnre,  and  a  bill  has  been  prepared  which  provides,  a» 
we  understand  it,  among  other  restnctions,  that  no  divorced 
person  shall  be  at  liberty  to  marry  again  till  after  the  lapse 
of  three  years  tiom  the  date  of  the  divorce.  This  strikes  at 
the  very  root  of  a  large  proportion  of  all  the  applications 
that  are  made.  The  person  making  the  application  almost 
always  has  another  marriage  in  view,  and  cases  are 
not  very  unfrequent  in  which  a  pecuniary  considers* 
tien  is"  offered  to  the  other  party  as  an  in- 
ducement to  consent  to  the  separation.  The  laws  on 
this  subject  in  Massachnsette  have  never  been 
especially  loose,  but  divorces  are  understood  to  be  greatly 
on  the  increase  there,  as  indeed  they  are  in  nearly  aU  parte 
of  the  country.  The  Legislature  of  that  State,  however,  is 
evidently  disposed  to  interpose  as  many  wholesome  checks 
as  possible  to  this  increase.  In  New  Hampshire  it  is  stated 
that  the  applicanto  for  divorce  during  the  past  year  were 
813,  of  which  about  one-half  were  granted.  This  number  is 
not  so  large,  in  proportion  to  the  population  of  the  State,_  as 
as  is  found  in  many  other  States.  But  it  is  large  enough  to  in- 
dicate the  tendency  of  the  times.  There  is  no  doubt  that  the 
marriage  bond  is  growing  fearfully  loose  among  our  people, 
and  tiie  fact  is  suggestive  of  a  social  and  moral  decline  which 
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irill  become  more  and  more  rapid.  There  is  searcely  to  be 
found  any  larg^  community  which  does  not  present  con- 
spicuous instances.  The  law  has  long  been  lax,  and  the 
public  consdenoe  does  not  long  remain  above  the  law.  It 
is  fast  ceasing  to  be  a  matter  of  much  social,  or  eron  re- 
ligious reproach,  that  a  man  or  woman  has  been  divorced  for 
any  cause  which  the  law  will  allow.  The  facility  for  re- 
marriage, iJso,  is  pretty  sure  to  correspond  to  the  fodlity  of 
divorce. — Bench  and  Bar. 


PUBLIC  COMPANIES. 

aOVBBHMKNT  FDNOB. 
lUST  QOOTATIOV,  April  U,  U7I. 
/Vom  thi  0/leiat  Utt  aflht  Kiual  ftiutiWM  lrai>$acHal. 

Annaities,  April,  'I& 
Do.  (Red  Sea  T.)  Augr.  I90S 
BzBiUB,£l(K)0,  —  per  Ot.Sp   ■ 
Ditto,  £J00,  Do  —  5  p  m 
Ditto,  £100  A  £100,  —  S  p  m 
Bank  or  Bagland  Stook,  4i  par 

Gt.  (lut  hsir-year)  137 
Ditto  for  Aoooau, 


3  per  Cent.  Consols,  93l 
Ditto  for  Acooant,  M»y  4,  9SJ 
S  per  Cent.  Rednoed  911 
New  3  per  Cent.,  91 1 
Do.  3i  per  Cent.,  Jan. '94 
Do.  3i  per  Cent.,  Jan.  '94 
Do.  5  per  Cent.,  Jan.  '7S 
Annaitiee,  Jan.  '80  — 


brightened  up,  and  a  brisk  enquiry  set  in  tor  all  dMontioaa. 
The  funds  have  had  a  slight  advance  on  ucoimt  of  GoTe:ii- 
mental  purchases  on  behalf  of  the  national  debt  iediicK(»i.  Tlu 
foreign  market  has  been  more  buoyant  than  it  has  been  for  tome 
weeks.  The  railway  market  has  continued  vwy  Btetdj,  vitli 
the  exception  of  a  temporary  depression  occasioned  by  •  repot 
that  the  Oovemment  were  about  to  tax  paasengerB'  tioeb. 

At  the  annual  and  extraordinary  general  meetiBn,  of  the 
London  and  Provincial  Law  Assurance  Society,  held  on  the 
26th  inst.,  the  reports,  which  were  adopted,  showei  the  (oUoviiit; 
results : — The  premiums  on  the  new  assurances  darinz  the  ^ 
year  amounted  to  £11,401 ;  the  total  funds  of  the  sodelj 
represent  £618,405,  invested  at  an  average  rate  of  intowot 
£4  16b.  8d.  per  cent. ;  after  providing  a  reserve  upon  the  buisot 
a  net  premium  experience  3  per  cent,  valuation,  thesnipliuipn 
the  assurance  fund  was  £100,000;  and  the  additions  nude  to 
the  sums  assured  averaged  5S  per  cent,  upon  the  pemiomiptid 
since  the  last  declaration  of  profits. 


nrDIAH  OOVERNMBNT   SECURITIES. 


India  Stk. ,  1 OJ  p  Ct.  Apr.'T4 ,  909 

Ditto  for  Account 

Ditto  Sper  Cent.,Jal7,  '10 1121 

Ditto  for  Aoooont.— 

Ditto  4  perCe.it.,  Oct.  '88 101) 

Ditto,  ditto, Certlfloates,— 

Ditto  Bnfaoed  Ppr.,  4per  Cent.92i 


Ind.  Eaf.  Pr.,  5  pC.Jan.'T*  100 
Ditto,  5i per  Cent., Uay, '79 107) 
Ditto  Debentares,  per  Cent., 

.\pril,'M  — 
Do.  Do  ,  5  per  Cent.,  Aug.  '73  lOS 
Do.  Bonds,  4por  Ct.,£IO00  30  pm 
Ditto.ditto,  under  ^1006,  20  pu 


KAILWAT  STOOK. 


Stock 
Stook 
Stook 
Stock 
Stock 
Stock 
Stock 
Stock 
Stock 
Slock 
Stock 
Stock 
Stock 
Stock 
Stock 
Stock 
Stock 
Stock 
Stock 
Stock 
Stock 
Stock 
Slock 
Stock 


Railways. 


Paid.  Cloalng  prices 


Bristol  and  Exeter 

Caledonian 

Olasgow  and  Soath-Western 

aieatEastern  Ordinary  Stook   

Do., Bast  Anglian  Stook,  No.  t 

Qreat  Northern    

Do.,  A  Stock*    

Qreat  Soathern  and  Western  of  Iralaad 

Great  Western— Original 

Lancashire  and  Yorkshire  

London,  Brighton,  and  South  Coast.. 

London.Chatham,  and  Dover 

London  and  Nortb-Western 

I/indon  and  Soath-Western    

Hanohester,3heilleld,and  Lincoln 

Metropolitan 

Midland  , 

Do.,  Birmingham  and  Derby 

North  British    

North  London  

North  Sta&ordshire 

Soatb  Devon 

South-Kastern 

TstrVale 


93 

90* 
115 

4t 
7 
USi 
I3« 
100 

89) 
141 

in 

184 

98 

6S 

89 
129 
»9 

87| 
118 

64 

38 

84 
168 


The  Pittsburgh  Paper  advocates  the  regulation  of  dinm 
laws  by  Congress,  claiming  that  under  the  present  syttaniiii 
useless  for  the  State  to  pass  wholesome  laws  upon  this  rabjec. 
while  an  adjoining  State  grants  divorce  upon  the  most  fiiroliss 

Eretexts.  It  is  urged  that  the  only  security  against  mfn^ 
iw»  upon  this  subject  is  for  Congress  to  take  liaip  d  lh< 
whole  matter  and  make  suitable  regulations  for  the  goTonsfflt 
of  the  courts  in  all  the  States.  This  would  insure  nnifoimiy, 
and  prevent  the  practice  adopted  by  some  States  of  inviting  k;:! 
business  to  their  courts  by  advertising  "divorces  made  essy." 

The  Aliaay  Lata  Journal  has  the  following :— "  The  Em 
Counsel  Fees.  The  list  of  cotmsel  fees,  etc.,  paid  by  the  Era 
Railroad  Company  may  be  of  interest,  now  that  the  picas  hit 
settled  it  that  it  is  disreputable  to  act  as  counsel  for  tbit  axpo- 
ration.  It  is  taken  from  a  sworn  statement  made  by  the  prnidat, 
Mr.  Jay  Oould,  in  the  action  of  Thomptony.  TAe  Srie  itHrtei" 
Then  follows  a  list  of  40  firms  with  the  sums  received  by  etd, 
the  aggregate  being  335,090  dols.,  in  sums  vaiyisg  bm 
6,000  dels,  to  30,000  dols. 


*  A  raceives  no  dividend  until  S  per  cent,  has  been  paid  to  B. 


INSURANOB  COMPANIES. 


Price 

Ma  of 

Dividend 

inare. 

barei 

per  annnm 

Names. 

Shares, 

Paid. 

£ 

£  •.  d. 

«  a.    d 

(000 

N  PC  fe  bf 

Clerteal,Med.k  Oen.Uft 

100 

10    0    0 

S3   0    0 

4000 

40pcfc  bs 

Coonty     

100 

10   0    0 

83    0     0 

84440 

Spc&be 

Eagle        

80 

8    0    0 

6    0    0 

10000 

10  per  cent 

Equity  and  Law 

100 

6    0    0 

9    3    0 

MOOO 

71 2l  6d  pc 

English  k  Scot.  Law  Ufe 

30 

3  to    0 

5  12    6 

i;o< 

i per  cent 

108 

.*  "1    ^ 

94  10    0 

«60( 

S  percent 

Do.  New 

80 

80    0    0 

48  10    0 

wm 

»k2pibb 

Oreiham  Life     

30 

8    0    0 

tooot 

8  per  cent 

Guardian 

100 

80    0    0 

33  1*    0 

sooot 

6  per  cent 

Home  fc  Col.  Ass.,  Llmtd. 

SO 

BOO 

4  15     0 

7800 

10  per  cent 

Imperial  Life     

100 

10    0    0 

16  13    6 

MOOO 

12  percent 

UwFlre 

100 

1  10    0 

3   10    0 

lOOOO 

4Mspr  sh 

Law  Lite 

100 

K    8    0 

96    0    0 

lOOOOO 

12  percent 

Law  Union         

10 

0  10    0 

0  17     6 

MOOO 

MI7s6dpc 

Legal  kOeneral  Ufe  .„ 

60 

8    0    0 

9     0     0 

30000 

4ills6dpc 

Londonfc  Provincial  Law 

»v 

1  17     8 

4  16    0 

40000 

:6  per  cent 
l»i  fe  bns 

Morm  Brit,  fc  UercantUe 

bO 

6    8    0 

28  10    0 

1500 

Provident  Life    

lou 

10    0    U 

35    0    0 

89220 

25  per  cent 

Bcyal  Exchange 

1    Stock 

1 

All 

£341 

MoMBT  Maxkbt  and  Citt  Intblliobnob. 
Up  to  Wednesday  the  markets  remained  without  much  altats- 
tion;  being  if  amythisg  rathar  duller.    They  then  suddenly 


BIBTHS.  M&BBIAQBS.  AHD  DK&Tas. 

BIRTHS. 
Jambs— On  April  24,  at  Bock  Park,  Rock  Ferry,  Ch6aliire,tlis 

wife  of  H.  James,  Esq.,  barrister-at-law,  of  a  son. 
Mai,iic— On  April  19,  at  Chichester,  the  vrife  of  Frederiii  J- 

Halim,  solicitor,  of  a  daughter. 
Melville— On  AprQ  25,  at  6,  Wilton-terrace,  Eensiiigtoii,  the 
wife  of  Robert  Melville,  Esq.,  of  Lincoln' s-inn,  bern»ter-»^ 
law,  of  a  daughter. 
Stirling— On  April  26.  at  3,  Hanover -terrace,  Nottiiif-hill. 
the  wife  of  James  Stirling,  Esq.,  barrister-at-law,  of  ^ 
I      daughter. 

MABRUOBS. 
i  ASHMOBE- Bailbt — On  April  19,  at  the  Pariah  Chtmi  »f 
j  Little  Hereford,  Fitsroy  Paley  Ashmore,  Esq.,  of  the  IsM 
I  Temple,  barrister-at-law,  to  Marian,  only  daughter  of  the 
late  Joseph  Bailey,  Esq.,  of  Easton  Court,  M.P.  tor  am 
I      coimty  of  Hereford. 

I  Jackson- Frost— On  April  26,  at  St.   George's,  Htnonr- 
I       square,  Albert  Francis  Jackson,  Esq.,  M.A.,barrist«r'^-l>Vi 
of  Putney,  Surrey,  to  Sarah  Jane  Frost,  relict  of  J.  J.  ''**> 
Esq.,  late  of  Wafmer,  Kent.  _ 

LBW18— Whitb— On  April  20,  at  AH  Sainti^  Chnrd^  Of 
ham,   Thomas  Hanson  Lewis,  B.A.,  LL.B.,  of  the  ub* 
Temple,  barrister-at-law,  to  Lydia  Catherine  Blissbrth,  •f 
chad  of  Richard  White,  Esq.,  of  StockwaU-perit-road,  Bw 
ton. 
Tatham— Ceosbkak— On  April  27,  at  St.  Mark's,  Surtntl)I^ 
Alfred  Charles  Tatham,  of  Surbiton-hill,  and  of  StapU-aOi 
London,  to  Mary  Douglas,  eldest  daughter  of  Bobwt  Cms- 
man,  Esq.,  of  Surbiton-hill,  and  of  Choswick,  Northumber- 
land. 
ToCLKiN— BoKHBLL— On  April  20,  at  St.  Matthew's,  Ur« 
Clapton,  William  Calvert,  younger  son  of  Frauds  ToMiu* 
Esq.,  of  Upper  CUpton,  to  Helen  Eliza,  daoghttr  of  Bho- 
fidd  Bumell,  Esq.,  of  Upper  Clapton,  Middlenz. 
D  BATHS. 
Bassbtt— On  April  18,  at  the  Hollies,  Oswestry,  JoeejliB^ 
sett,  solicitor,  aged  73.  _. 

Bbbwbr— On  April  17,  Mary  Anne,  wife  of  WUliam  Hi»- 
herd  Brewer,  barrister-at-law,  aged  27.  _., 

Bbooxs— On  April  24,  at  St  James's-teRaee,  Orias»y,  wii 

liam  Brooks,  Esq.,  aoliaitor,  aged  72. 
RowLBT— On  Apnl  22,  at  Chdtenham,  John  Oaoige  Eo^i 
of  Linooki's-inn,  and  Bookstowes,  Uley,  Glonosstsnhne,  E^ 
Sowlbb— On  April  23,  at  ClarkshiU,  Stand,  near  Msocbesu) 
Robert  S.  Sowlee,  Esq.,  aC,  of  Sawi^Knotts,  Whufermon 
aged  66. 
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Itiun—Oa  Simday,  A^il  9.  William  Alexander  Waller, 
rf  Wiltabire  Cottage,  WtltaluTe-r«ad,  Briztoo,  and  No.  27, 
liifftnet,  Chmpeide,  aged  39. 

tuxt-Oa  April  13,  WiHiam  Walnr,  Esq.,  of  Brixton  tad 
OU  Jewry,  City,  eoUcitor. 


LOIDOI  QAZEITZS. 

Frotaaonal  Futaenhips  DiiMlved. 
FaisAT,  April  11,  isn. 
pgo.Uchd  WtKer,  fc  8«ml  Btoombead  Ward,  BrWol,  SoUotton  and 
UuratTHt-law.    Apiil  i. 

1fiBdia(>iip  of  Joint  Stock  CompanieB. 

PaiDAT.  April  21,  1871. 
DnURTtD  IK  Cbahoux. 
Sti ltd OlonMatenbire  Railway  Company.— Crcditon  are  required, 
ncr  bdbre  May  19,  to  send  their  namea  and  addreaies,  and  tbe  par- 
naUn  of  their  debta  or  daima  to  Chas  Fredk  Hart,  DeTizea.  Friday, 
Jim  3  it  11,1a  appointed  for  beariog  and  adjadlcatiog  apon  the 
Mttudolalma. 

Lmras  m  CaAaosaT. 
■kI  Oallieiy  Company  (United).— Fetitloo  for  winding  np,preiented 
April  19,  dineted  to  be  heard  bettare  Vice  Chancellor  Wiekena  on  May 
i.  Oititer  k  Urqohart,  Staple-Inn ;  agents  (or  Crowther,  Manch, 
<.::dior  bt  the  petiticner. 

tcb  Gm  Ui!ht  and  Coke  Company  (Lfanlted;.— Vice  Chancellor  Mallna 
ku  tui  Tbonday,  May  d  at  3,  at  Us  cbambera,  for  the  appointment 
of  a  cfidal  liquidator. 

^iiriin  IQilnir  Company  (Limited).— Petition  for  winding  np,  pre- 
HEKd  April  10,  directed  to  be  beard  before  Vice  Chancellor  Vlckens 
«  Hi;  i.  Clement,  Tbreadneedls-tt|  agent  for  Bircbara  &  (^, 
Hlidlm  fcr  the  petitioner, 

tdit  Fluael  aad  Tweed  Company  (Limited).— Vice  Chancellor  Matins 
l»v  br  aa  order  dated  April  U,  ordered  that  the  rolnntary  winding 
op  tf  tbe  above  company  be  contlnoed;  and  chat  all  persons  inte- 
rnal rat  to  be  at  liberty  to  apply  to  the  judge  in  chambers  for  the 
VPtiatmnt  of  a  liquidator  in  the  place  of  John  Morrt«,  who  has 
Kinil,  ud  ai  to  the  appointment  of  a  solioitor  to  asslat  the  Uqnlda- 
xn.  i>  eaie  tber  differ  as  to  the  appointment  of  snob  aolioitor.  Til  - 
M  k  Co,  Klicitors  fbr  the  petitioners. 

TcisnaT,  April  25, 1871. 
LinraD  la  (^hadoxbt. 
CukiaSuam  Packet  Company  (Limited).— Petition  for  winding  np, 
(raeM  April  20,  directed  to  be  heard  heton  Vice  Cbancellor  Ualins 
»JUH.    neld  fc  Co,  Lincoln'a-innflelda ;  agents  for  Lowndes, 
l;«;«Utor  for  the  petitioner. 
'OiMilliaiag  Company  (Umited).—Ch«ditora  an  required,  on  or 
*><!>•  ioae  9,  to  send  tbdr  namea  and  addresses,  and  the  particnUrs 
f'Ow  debta  sr  daima,  to  Hy  CroyadUl,  li,  Old  Jewry-chambers. 
ha<ir,Jane20at   13,  is  appointed  for  hearing  and  adjndicating 
Jft  the  debts  and  claims. 

i'KKMCknaalsMbilng  Company  (Limited).— The  Master  of  the  BoUa 
tK.  I?  BD  order  dated  Feb  I S,  appointed  Hy  Enfield  Taylor,  Aberyat- 
la.tobeoacial  llgoldator.  Creditors  are  required,  on  or  before 
X>r  SI,  10  send  tbeir  namea  and  addresses,  and  the  particulars  of  their 
^tci  or  elaiois,  to  Hy  Endeld  Taylor,  Aberyatwith.  Ratarday,  Jane 
>  a  11  Is  sppototed  lor  hearing  and  adJndioiting  npon  the  debts  and 
tsjat. 

'ami  Widowa  Life  Assotsnce  Fand  (Limited).— Petition  for  winding 
•P,  pnsested  April  24,  directed  to  be  heard  before  Viee  Chancellor 
Xiliu,  on  May  6.  Radoliffs,  Adam-et,  Adelpbt,  solicitor  for  the 
jwisifflier. 

Sramiaaus  or  C^iurwaLL. 
FaiDST,  AprU  21,  1871. 
cs:  Wbaal  Fortone  Mining  Company.— Tbe  Vice  Warden  has,  by  an 
ate  dated  April  19,  ordered  that  the  abore  oompaoy  be  wound  np 
■rilHeoart.   Hodce  &  Co,  Solicitors.  Tmro. 
>>r  Flrk  Mining  Company.— Petition  for  winding  np,  presented  April 
n,  dltacted  to  be  heard  before  the  Vies  Warden,  at  tbe  Princes  Hall, 
««n»,  oa  Monday,  May  1  at  11.    AfBdaTita  intended  to  be  used  at  tbe 


k  Co.Traro;  agents  for  Ixiwning,  Redruth,  solicitor  fbr  the  pe3- 

BBtr. 

Cnditon  under  EcUtas  in  Chaaeery. 
Xost  itoy  0/  Prot/. 
FaiDAT,  AprU  21, 1871. 
^' Haiy,  Cliflon,  Bedfbrd,  Spinster.    May  22.    Otton  «  White  ker 
UL  Waisaery,  abeltud,  Biggleswade. 
"•}<a,Bamabary-sq.    Msy  2.    Barr  v  WUlis,  T.C.  Wicksna.  Blake 

M,  gickdForster,Braddan.IsleofHan,  Esq.    Hay  II.    Harrison  e 

I'OT,  T.C.  Bacon.    Johnston,  Raymond-bldga,  Oray's-inn. 

"■*.  Joeph  Rylands,  8onthport,  Laneaahire,  Qenc,    May  16.    Man- 

£"«kUTCrpoolI)latTtetBaDkhigCotCtoaa,M.R.    LeIghfeEllis, 

"itss. 

'■^  Jobs,  Great  Bolton,  Lancashire,  Cent.    May  8.  Barton  t  Barton, 

/~;  otant.  Jackson,  Roohdale. 

^  Karr,  Berersbam,  Weetmoreland,  Spinster.    May  8.    Barton 

'*"«■,  V.C.  Btoart.   Jackson,  Rochdale. 


TInaDAT,  AprU  2S.  1871. 

Eh,  Tork,  Wine  and  Spirit  Merebant.    Hay 

^C.  WIekena.  Belk,  Middkaboroath. 

r-rd.  Keatiah  Town,  Oent.    Avers  •  Gaunt, 

_ »    Child,  Panl's  Bakehoate-ct,  Doctor's-cammoos. 

Vkr.Ma  By,  Manue,  Kent,  Oent.    Msy  24.    Elpbiek  f  Oaylar, 

Vfl.in*eas.  Aii«eOr5iiidhaU.yard. 


g-arsssTTc. 

9>i«aB,  Bartholcaew-rd 
T'S.VMeas.    Child.  Pant' 


Jarris,  Catherine  Agnea,  Brighton,  Snsaex,  Hptanter.    May  20.    Jarrla  • 

Stephoaa.  HJt.  Tathams,  ft  Q),  Fredk's-pl,  Old  Jewry. 
McAUey,  John,  Bermondaey  New-rd,  Foreman,    May  26.    McAlley  • 

Bourdon,  V.C.  Wickena .  Shaw  &  Fraser,  FamlTalVian. 
MscDoweli.  Patrick,  Wood-hue,  Higbgate,  Royal  Aeademician.    May 

IS.    Ford  •MacDowell,V.C.  Malina.    Combs,  Bockiersbnry. 
Tiyon,  Ttaos,  London,  Merchant.    May  18.     Newton  v  Bennett,  V.C. 

Malina.    Ewbank  k  Partington,  Soath-aq,  Gray's,  inn. 
Wells,  Robt,  Kingston-npon-Hull,  Solidtor.    Hay  20.    Wells  e  Wells, 

V.C.  Malina.    OetUng,  Ktngaton-upon-Hall. 

Cnditon  under  82  ft  8S  Viet   cap.  83. 

tatt  Day  of  CIMm. 

Fbidat,  April  21,  1871. 

Biggs,  Mary  Angtista,  IMory-rd,  Wandsworth-rd,  Spinster.    Jane  20. 

Wright,  A  Co,  Lonrton-st,  Fenchnrch-st. 
Brown,   Csiberine,   Arrow,    Warwick,    Widow.     May    13.      Jones, 

Aicester. 
Crowttier,  Philip  Wyatt.  Hearltree,  Deron,  Esq.     June  1.     Dyne  ft 

Harrey,  Lincoln'e-lnn-fidds. 
Darison,  Wm   Aahlin,   Loath,   Lincoln.    Bntcher.    Oct    II.    AIUsod, 

Loath. 
Fairbanks,  Chss.  Bill  Chorlton,  Stafford,  Gardener.    June  2t.    Slaney, 

Newcaalle. 
(3allowar,  Wm,  Nottingham,  Lace  Manafacturer.    Jane  IB.    Maples, 

Nottingham. 
Jones,  John,  Llangollen.  Denbigh,  Retired  Draper.    Jane  1,    Minsball, 

Osweatry. 
Lea,  Thoa,  Canon-bridge,  Hereiord,  Qvat,    Jane  I .    Hnmfiys  ft  Son, 

Hereford. 
Llewellyn,  Eliia,  Conbrtdj;e,  Glamorgan,  Spinster.      Hay  30.    Bees, 

Cowbridge. 
Miller,  John,  Bestwood-pk,  Nottingham,  Farmer.    Jane   1.    Browne, 

Nottingham. 
Money,  RowUnd,  St  Serran,  France,  Esq.   June  I.    Lewin  ft  Co,  Sooth- 

ampton-at.  Strand. 
Parker,  Jolm  Chas,  Topsham.  DeTon,  Shipmaster.    May  24.    Eaatley, 

Faington. 
Pearce,  John,    Middleton-ter,  South    Fields,   Wandsworth,  Solicitor. 

June  10.    Easton,  CUfford's-inn,  Fleet-st. 
Bidden,  Edwd  Widdrington,  Bootliam  House,  Tork,  Esq.     May  19. 

Sraithson  ft  Son.  York. 
Sharpe,  Wm  Lister,  Morton,  Lincoln,  Oent.    May  20,    Lister,  Salford. 
SiTler,  Bichd.  Ryde,  Isle  of  Wight,  Hotel  Keeper.    April  29.    Frondfoot, 

John-st,  Bedford.row, 
Stocklry,  Ann,  Eden-grore,  Holloway,  Splnater.    May  20.     Morris  Sc  Co, 

Flnsbary-drcna. 
Taylor,  Fraa,  Romsey,  Southampton,  Surgeon.     June  1 .      Stead  ft  Co, 

Romsey. 
Tbelwall,  Ber  Edwd,  Keyharen,  Soathampton.    June  I.    Hardiaty  ft 

Rhodes,  Great  Marlborough-et. 
Turner,  Wm,    Wimbledon,   Suney,   Lieut   Col.     May    19.     Martin, 

CoU^hill. 
WBrd,HatthewAdcock,SaSi«aWalden,  Essex,  Gent.    Jane  2.    CoUin, 

SafTroa  Walden. 
Wood,  John  Bill,  Whitfield  House,  Oiossop,  Derby,  Esq.   Jane  24. 

OonlifEt  ft  Leaf,  Mancb. 

TnianAT,  AprU  2«,  1871. 
Amos,  Wm,  CUpaton,  Nottingbam,  Fanner.     Jane   1.     Woodcock, 

Uanslield. 
Bayley,  Tbos,  Black  Bhrchea,  Salop,  Es}.    June  1;    Barker,  Wem. 
Blsslcto,Fras,Brlatol,aent,    June  2«.    Olllard,  BriatoL 
Bondfleid,  John.  Cattefbrda  Door,  Somerset,  Yeoman.    Jane  28.    Dom- 

mett  ft  Canning,  Chard. 
Cheetham,  Mary,  Nottingham,  Widow.    May  25.    Heath,  KotUngbsm. 
Oommtng,  Hy  Wedderbam,  Dorer,  Lieut   Q)l,    May  31.    Farrar  ftCo, 

LhKoln'a-inn-fieida. 
Fryer,  Ann.  Kirkby,  Fleetbam,  Tork,  Spinster.    June  30.    Williamaon. 

ft  (^,  Great  James-st,  Bedlbrd-row. 
Hassell,  Eicbd,  Bedford-pl,  Commerdal'rd,  April  30.   Owen,  St  Helen's 

ter,  MUe  End-rd 
Howard,  John  Janson,  Shirley,  Southampton  Esq.    June  17.    Green  ft 

Moberly,  Southampton 
Hyde,  Joseph,  Blakenall,  Wolrerbampton,  Gent.     Hay  18.    Bolton  ft 

Co,  Wolrerhamptou 
Johneon,  Thoa,  Chnrcta.«t,  Lisson-grore,  PnbUcaa.     Hay  18.    Sadler, 

Moorgate-et 
Jones,  Thee  Terrett,  Stocking,  Hereford,  Fanner,    Jane   1.    C(dllns, 

Rosa 
tane,  Harnr  Tboa  Fowler,  Hdloway-rd,  Esq.  May  31.    Prideaox  ft  Son, 

Goldamitha'  Hall,  Foster-lanx 
Marston,  Asbworth,  (Tadley,  Preston,  Laneaahire,  Fsnaer.    May  10. 

Bsnks  ft  Dean,  Preston 
Matthews,  Jss  Bogls  Denton  Orahsm,  Esssx-st,  Strsnd,  Solidtor. 

Jane  It.    Stephens,  Eseez-et,  Strand 
Menet,  Lonlsa,  fiiahops  Stortfurd,  Widow.    June  I.    WllUns,  King's 

Amu-yard 
Mitchell,  Bo«!and,Nottinghain-pl,Marylebone,  Esq.    Hay  27.  Cookaon 

ft  C^  New  sq,  Lincob>'s-tnn 
Smith,  Rnasell  CrawfOrtta,  Litae  Tower-st,  Cotton  Dealer.    June  12. 

Bam,  (}arter-lue,  Docters'-commo  ns. 
Sykee,  Joeepb,  Oolesr,  nr  Haddenfteld,  Tork,  Hsnafaetorer.     June  1. 

aoagh,  Hodderalleld 
Wsnulsy,  Serali,  Leek,  StaSbrd,  Widow.    Jane  1.    Downet,  Cbeapside. 
Waring,  Wm,  Isleworth,  MUdlesex,  Nurserymsn.    June  fi.     Keal  ft- 

Phllpot,  Gt  Knightrlder-st.  Doctors'-eommons 
Wsteoo,  John,  Ols{duun-rd,  Esq.    Msy  24.    Scott,  King  WUiiam-st 

Baakmpta. 

Fbdat,  April  21,  1871. 

Under  the  Bankruptcy  Act,  1869. 

Creditors  mustibrward  their  proott  of  debu  to  the  Registrar . 

To  Surrender  in  London. 

Harks,  Nathaniel,  Englefleld-rd,  Kbigaland,  Merchant.     P«t  Aftil  14. 

Brougham.    Hay  i  at  11. 
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To  Snnvnder  in  tbe  Conntrr. 

Bnukeyith,  Hr,  Blrm,  Flih  Uerchant.  Pet  April  19.  duantler.  Blnn 
May  4  at  I. 

Delwnham,  Fanny  Cecilia  Sparke,  Llandndno,  Ounarron,  Wla«  Mer- 
oliant.    Pet  April  II.    Jones.    Bangor,  May  I  at  IS. 

Dnyton,  Jobn  Wesley,  YeoTll,  Somenet,  Plamber.  Fet  April  18. 
Batten.    Yeovil.  Hay  3  at  1 1 . 

Green,  Jobn  Edwd,  Enfield,  Mlddx,  Brewer.  Pet  April  17.  PnUey. 
Edmonton,  Hay  1 1  at  1 1 . 

Holliea,  Hy,  Haleaoven,  Worcester,  Cattle  SalaBDao.  Pet  April  17. 
Harward.    Stoarl}rld((e,  May  5  at  11. 

Huntington,  Wn,  tc  Mary  Ann  Wilkinson,  Fieston,  Lancaahirv,  Mann- 
fiictarers.    Pet  April  18.    Myrei.    Preton,  May  3  at  11. 

Sheimerdine,  Joseph  Caton,  Maach,  Gent.  Pet  April  19.  Hnlton.  Sal- 
ford,  May  3  at  II. 

Tanner.  Hy,  Hainbiil,  Lancashire,  Manafactnring  OhemlM.  Fet  April 
16.    Hime.    Lpool,  May  4  at  2. 

Tliompson,  Richd,  Scarborough,  York,  Qraoer.  Pet  April  II.  WoodalU 
Scarboroagh,  Msy  3  at  i. 

Watkinton,  Thos,  Bradford,  York,  Linen  Draper.  Pet  April  U.  BoUn- 
•on.    Bradford.  May  i  at  9. 

Wellesley,  Oecil,  Thames  Ditton,  Surrey.  Pet  April  14.  Bell.  King- 
ston, May  1 1  at  3. 

Weatmaoott,  Joseph  Vaoghan  Lascellea,  Ardwiek,  Manch,  Surgeon. 
Pet  April  19.    Kay.    Manoh,  May  4  at  9.30. 

Tdisdat,  April  25,  U?l. 

Under  the  Bankruptcy  Act,  1869. 

Creditoi*  must  forward  Ibeir  proolk  of  debu  to  the  Kaglstrai. 

To  Surrender  in  London. 

Kemp,  Wm;  Saliabnry-ter,  Kilbam,  Batcher.      Pet  April  20.      Pepjn. 

May  6  at  11. 

To  Surrender  in  the  Conntry. 
Booth,  Jas,  Geo  Booth,  ft  Joseph  Booth,  Oharleawonli,  Darby,  Iron 

Founders.    Pet  April  21.    Hall.    Aahton-nnder-Lyne,  Hay  II  at  11. 
Duller,  Chas  Fru,  Windsor.  Berks,  Lieut  2nd  Life   Guards.     Pet  April 

20.    Sarvlll.    Windsor,  Mav  18  at  II. 
Hall,  Wm,  Hartlepool,  Durham,  Wine  Merchant.     Fet  April  20.    Ellli, 

SunderUnd,  May  10  at  12. 
Hawkins,  Fras,  Tregoney,  Cornwall,  Batcher.    Pet  April  22.    OhUeott. 

Truro,  May  10  at  II. 
Hanwood,  Wm  Hy,  Lewisham,  Kent,  Tug  Owner.  Pet  AprUSI.  Bishop. 

Qreenwlch,  May  12  at  12. 
Lee,  Thos  Wilton,  Manch,  Comm  Agent.    Fet  April  20,    Kay.   Hanch, 

Mar  1 1  at  12. 
IJoyd,John,  Pontyclerk,  Carmarthen,  Brick  Maker,     Fet  AprO  22. 

Uqyd,  Carmarthen,  May  17  at  I. 
HcGrath,  Michael.  HuddersSeld,  York,  Tea  Dealer.      Fet  April  20. 

Jones,  jun.    Huddensfied.  May  8  at  II. 
Woolsey,  Harry  Brown,  Norwich,  Dealer.     Pet  April  30.     Pataner. 

Norwich,  May  8  at  12. 

Under  the  BanJtraptcy  Aot,  1861. 
To  Surrender  In  the  Conntry. 
Hart,  John  Lloyd,  Prisoner  for  Debt,  Dolgelley.      A4j  Sept  10, 1(68. 
Jones.    Bangor,  May  9  at  II.    Uoberts&  Dixon,  Chester. 

BANKRUPTCIES  ANNULLED. 
TuraoAT,  April  25,  1871. 
Diaper,  Wm  Clabon,  Bory  St  Edmund's,  Suffolk,  Inokeeper.     April  21. 
Traris,  John,  Oldham,  Lancashire,  Innl^eoper.    April  29. 

Liquidation  by  Arrangement. 

,  FIRST  MEETINGS  OF  CREDITORS. 

FamiT,  April  21, 1871. 
Andrews,  Alfd,  Northampton,  Shoe  Hannfitetaier.    May  S  at  12,  at 

office  of  Shoosmith,  Newland,  Northampton, 
Bailey.  Arthnr  Berrlsford,   Fulshaw,  Cheater,   Ueenaed  Viotoallm:. 

May  9  at  2,  at  offlcea  of  Brown,  Dickinson-st,  Manch. 
Ball,  Edwd,  Wigan,  Lancaster,  Butler.    May  8  at  3,  at  offlea  of  France, 

Chnroh-gate,  Market-pl,  Wigan. 
Bayley,  Hamlet  Alfd,  Walsall,  Stallbrd,  Sehootanaatar.    May  4  at  IS, 

at  the  New  Inn,  Park-st,  Walsall.    Adams,  Walsall. 
Becklev.  Geo,  Kidderminster,  Worcester,  Drapar.    May  4  at  3,  at  the 

Gt  Western  Hotel,  Snow-hill,  Blrm.    TraTis,  West  Bremwich. 
Bernstein,  Alld,  Eostoa-rd,  Hairdresser.    Mayt  at  2,  at  89,  Eoston- 

rd.    Kimber,  Gt  Winohester-st-bldgs. 
Bland,  John,  Qlentham,  Lincoln,  Farmer.    May  4  at  II,  at  offlcea  of 

Toynbee  &  Larken,  Uncoln. 
Bott,  Thos,  LpooL  Watchmaker.    May  3  at  12,  at  offlce  of  Bichardaon 

ft  Co,  Cook-st,  Lpool. 
Bnar, Sarah,  Hore,  Snssez,  Hosier.    May  8  at  3,  at  offloa  of  Chalk, 

Sbip-at,  Brighton. 
Chester,  Edwd,  Coombs-st,  City-rd,  Sewing-Maehlna  Hannteetnrer. 

May  4  at  3,  at  oIBoes  of  Brsond,  Famlrara-inn. 
Clode,  Francis  John  Anning,  Axmlnster,  Deron,  Innkeeper.     May  10 

at  2,  at  the  Dolphin  Hotel,  Honiton.   Every. 
Coleman,  Wm  Juby,  ft  Alfd  Coleman,  St  Mary-at-HUl,  Uerohanta. 

May  1  at  12,  at  the  Gaildhall  Tarem,  Greaham-at.    Flnx  ft  Co,  East 

India-avenne,  Leadenkall-st. 
Coombe.  John,  Plymonih,  Deron,  Confectioner.    May  8  at  II.  at  offloes 

of  Elworthy  ft  Co,  Oonrtenay-st,  FIrmoath. 
Cnnninglmm.JaaOlencaim,  Ramagaie,  Kent,  Chemist.    May  4  at  12, 

at  office  9  of  Bridges,  West  Cliff,  Ramsgate.    Crosaman. 
Daaca,  Alfd  Jas,  Oateahead,  Durham,  oat  of  baslnesa.     Hay  4  at  2,  at 

oiHces  of  Boosfleld,  Market-st,  Newcutle-apon-Tyna. 
Day,  Jas,  BIythe  Bridge,  Stafford,  Shopkeeper.     May  3  at  S,  at  the 

Union  Hotel,  Longton.    Tonng,  Longton. 
Donbleday,  Montagn  Watts,  Lancaster,  Seedsman.     May  2  at  2,  at 

offlce  of  Thompaon,  King-st,  Lancaster. 
Ellis,  John,  Bangor,  Camarron,  Bootmaker.    Hay  8  at  8,  at  the  Oak 

Farm  Inn,  Oak-st,  Crewe.    Fonlkea,  Bangor. 
Erana,  Jas  Hy,  Ayleabary,  Backs,  Inmmonger.    May  9  at  13,  at  offloes 

ol  Fen,  Bonrbon-st,  Aylesbnry. 


May  3  at  3,  at  oOn  e(  iaali,lia. 
Msy  lut,ttaaca«! 


Erans,  John,  Blrm,  BelUbnnder. 

ple-st,  Blrm. 
Ewing,  J<Ab  Leekie.  Manch,  Coom  Agent. 

Leigh,  Brown-st,  Manch. 
Field,  Rkdid  Noakee,  Cheaeside,  Electro  Flats  Manfsetmr.  Tl^tt 

12,  at  office  of  Sonthall,  Newhall-st,  Birm. 
Fletcher,  Rowland,  Dlrea  Holes  Dale,  Derby,  Limsbone.  Mirti: 

3,  at  the  Royal  Oak  Inn,  Chapel-en-le-Fritb.    Ward,  Ku*. 
Freisse,  John  Noble  Arbathnot,  Axmlnster,  Derso,  RetiRi  X^ 

General.    Hay  4  at  IS,  at  offlcea  of  Hirtzel,  Qusen-st,  EisUl 
Gibson,  Adam.  Morpeth,  Northnmberland,  Imiksaper.  lbTl<U,s 

oSca  of  Bash,  St.  Nicholas-bldga,  Newcaatle-npoft-TTM. 
Olbaon,  Jobn,  Wigan,  Lancaster,  Cheaiat.    May  4  it  1,  s  gOaif 

Hawett,  King-st,  Wigan. 
Gill,  Mary  Ann,  UndercUfle,  York,  Widow.    May  9  at  II,  tt  tieatf 

Mnmford,  Piece  Hall-yd.  Bradford. 
Oilman,  Blohd,  Tnnatali,  Stafford,  Smatlwoie  Dealer.  Karl  a  U, a 

offices  of  Mayer,  Fnrlong-pl,  Burstan. 
Green.  Wm  John,  Newcastle-upon-Tyne,  oat  of  busingis.  Xsjjtc, 

at  offices  of  Faloonar,  Ciayion-st,  Newcaatle-iipon-TyDe. 
Handcoek,  Jane  Elix,  Princas-eq,  Bayswater,  Spinster.    ll«D,a 

WUlU's  Rooms,  Kinjr-st,  St.  James's.    Lewis  ftUwis,  BrA^ 

bom. 
Handley,  Geo,  Wednesbory,  SiaObrd,  Draper.    May  t  at  l.ttiiaitf 

Breritt,  Chnrch-st,  Dariaston. 
Harray,  Sarah,  Hungerford-rd,  Tork-rd,  Ialii«ton,  Wtdea-.   t^lt 

2,  at  olBces  of  Edwards,  Boah-lanQ,  Oannon-st.  m 

Haynee,  Thos,  Cardiff,  Ghunotcan,  Builder.     May  J  stl,itiAa4 

Barnard  ft  Co,  Croekerbtowu,  OanlilT.    Waldron,  CaidB. 
Hooken,  Wm.  Wm  Candler  Bird,  and  Chas  Cole,  ElufH,  Qav4 

MerohantB.      May  9  at  3,  at  the  Clarenca  Boiai,  Spitcifiii 

Manch.    Sale  ft  Co,  Manch.  ^ 

Hughes,  Kobt,  Penmaenmawr,  Camatron,  Laboorer.    Hsy  3 

23,  as  enoneonaly  printed  in  last  Gazette]  at  II,  at  the  ~  ' 

Hotel,  Conway.    Jonea,  Conway. 
Hunter,  John,  South  Shields,  Durham,  Shipowner.    Ms;<  atftV 

Central  Hall,  Chapter-row,  South  Shields.     Wswn  t  Farm 
Ingram,  Mallard,  WalTorliampton,  Stafford.  Ironmonger.    Sif  il 

at  the  Peacock  Hotel,  8now-hiII,  WolTerhamplon.    Oallsr.t 

hampton. 

Johnson,  BenJ,  Jun,  Carthusian- st.  Ostrich  Feather  Manateoat 

11  at  2,  at  offices  of  Easton,  Clifford's-inn,  Fleet-st. 
Jones,  John,  West  Bromwich,  Stafford,  Fornaoe-lwilder.  Hv)  ti 

at  offices  of  Topbom,  Hlgh-st,  Weal  Bromwich. 
Eelley,  Hy,  Sonth  Stockton.  York,  Plater.    May  6  at  It,  il 

Clemmet,  Bishop-et,  Stockton. 
Kbig,  Sidney,  Weatbury,  Wilte.  Tailor.    Hay  4  at  2,  at  Abot'iII 

Market-pl,  Bath.    Dunn,  Ftoma. 
Kitcbhier,  Jas,  Bmnawiek j>l,  City-rd,  Baker.     May  t  at  1,  iS  i 

Etcs,  Com  Exchange  OBloes,  Old  Con  Exohaage,  Ksik-loa. 
Knee,  Enoch,  MincUnhamplon,  Oloncester,  Oncer.    Msf  i  <t 

office  of  Witchell,  Lansdown,  Stroud. 

Lister,  Edwd  Geo   ft   Jaa  Greenwood,  HodderafiaU,  ltit,t 
Merchanta.    April  28  at  II,  at  offices  of  Heap  ft  Co,  Locknsnf 

Huddersfleld. 
Marriott,  Joseph  Fredk,  Birm,  Baker.    May  3  at  3,  at  sBeei  M 

Unda.  Ana-st,  Birm. 
Haaiers,  Wm  Geo,  Bilstoo,  Stafford,  no  ocenpatioi.   Miyfst 

offloes  of  Barrow,  Qoeen-et,  Wolrerhampton.  _ 

May,  John  Kidgeil,  Beenham,  Berka,  Sleam  Ploogta  Prsprieltt.  I 

4  at  10,  at  the  White  Hart-ian,  Market-fd,  Newboty.  Cm,* 

hnry. 
MoKellen,  Wm  Hy  ft  Geo  Steele,  Manoh,  Merchanta. 

offices  of  Satton  ft  ElUott,  Sutton-st,  Manch. 
Nicholson,  Joseph,  Newcastle-npoa-Tyne,  Cart  Protnetor.  Ms;  I  i 

at  offices  of  Hoyle  ft  Co,  Mosley-at,  Newesstle-apon-Tyae. 
Parr,  Jas, Jan.  Manch,  Upholsterer.    Hay  4  at  3,  at  oOess  atSlBtl 

Oonlson,  Booth-st,  Manch. 
Phelps,  AIM,  Gloaosster,  Gardener,    Hay  4  at  2,  at  sOee  of  laill 

Aahmeade  Hoose,  Olouoeater. 
Poole,  Berbert  Oomlsh,  Taunton,  Somenet,  Innkeeper.    Xty  t  si  I, 

offloes  of  Trenchard  ft  Walah,  Seglstiy-pl,  Tauatoo. 
Bobson,  Bobt  Dain,  Birm, Draper.    Hay  8  at  13,  atcOceofFMl 

Clarendon-chambers,  Temple-st,  Birm. 
Rogers,  By,  Leeds,  Outfitter.    Hay  3  atS^atoOeeef  8inapsoB,iM 

at,  Leeds. 
Bocae,  GnsUms  Kdwd,  St  Danstan's-hm,  Cobib  Harokast.  Kv* 

I,  at  officea  of  Dmce  ft  Co,  BilUter-sq. 
Sargent  Wm,  Bath,  Saddler.    May  1  at  2,  at  oOeei  of  Stifi 

Nortkgata-st,  Bath. 
SUngshy,  Bobt,  Lincoln,  Bnilder.     Hay  6  at  1 1 ,  at  offieas  of  Tt^iM 

Larken,  Uncobi. 
Sponse,  John  Thee,  Derer,  Kent,  Batcher.    May  4  at  4,  st 

Minter,  Castle-st,  Dorer. 
Stanley,  Herbert,  Burton-npon-Trant,  StaObrd,  Fainter.   Xty  4  st  t 

offices  of  Bass  ft  Jennings,  Bridga-st,  Bortoa-npoa-TreaL 
Stakes,  Ja^  Bath,  Butcher.      AprU  29  at  II,  at  oOoe  of  Bata 

Northnmheriand-bldgs,  Bath. 
Summers,  John  Hy,  Wellington,  Salop,  Boot  Makar.    Haytit  >k 

at  office  of  NswiU,  Wellington. 
Swire,  Saml,  Rook  Ferry,  Chester,  Ckrthler.    May  10  at  12,  tf 

Oibecn, North  John-at,  Lpool,   Ryawr  ft  Horgaa,  LpsoL 
Tompsett,  Tboa,  Tabemaele-eq,  Fhisbay,  Hamcas  Msker.    W 

12,  at  olBcea  of  Brett  ft  Co,  lifedenhall-et.    Briant,~    ' 

Old  Broad-at. 
Whitely, J<flm,IUppoaden,  York,  Bntebar.     Mays  at  >,ak 


Mayltf 


Thomas,  Crossley-et,  Halifax. 
Whitley,  Fredk,  Bradford,  1 


.  York,  Woolstaidar.  Hay  IT  at  >,  sta* 

Berry,  Charlea-st,  Bradfbrd. 
WilUns,  Jas.  Tanntan,  Somenet,  Innkeeper.     May  4  atH,  * 

Place-Inn,  Sosth-st,  Taonton.  ^ 

Willlama,  John,  Brynoalyn,  Dtaias,  Glamorgan,  Groor.  Mir  4*1 

at  the  Queen's  Hotel,  OardiO.    Morgan.  , 

Williams,  Wm,  Neath,  Glamoixan,  Bearhonss  Keaper.     MT'"^ 

offlce  of  Middletott,  Neath. 
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TniDiT,  April  IS,  I8T1. 
cer,  Om*  Mewent,  Rookery.  OUpham-common,  VeterinuySnrgaon. 
Imj  $  at  3,  at  ufflce*    of  Banniater  ft  RoblnwD,  Rectoty-boQM, 
EartiaVlane,  Cumoa-tt. 

»r,  Hy.  HadMch.  Snilblk,  Cora  Dealer.    May  16  at  12,  at  oflloe  of 
ollard,  St  Lawrence-It,  Ipawioh. 

ilaley,  David  Rathbone,  Tottenham  Coart-rd,  Grocer.    Hay  gat  I, 
L  GaUdball  CoOto-honae,  Qietbam-at.     Valker,  Fitzroy-et,  Fltiroy- 

i«nl.  Artbnr,  Flnabnry-pl,  Aoctleoeer,     Hay  8  at  3,  at  offloei  of 
irlee.  Old  Broad-at 

Day,  Theophllna,  Pin«n-ct,  Old  Broad-at,  Iron  Hereliant.     Hay  9 
S.  at  oOcae  ofBlaehbtd  k  Bichea,  Gt  S«an-aU«y,  Hooisate-at. 
isley.  Joeerh  Hy  *  Tboe  Caitwright,  Old-hUI,  Stafford,  Oaa  Tube 
unifiutarcre.    May  9  at  11,  at  AOee  of  Stokea,  Priory-st,  Dodley. 
,  Hy  Win,  WallMnd,Northnmberland,  Uoenied  Beerboaae  Keeper. 
■X  8  at  2,  at  offlcea  of  Joel,  Market-it,  Nemastle-npon-Tyoe. 
IboiT,  John,  Saddleworth,  York,  Store  Manager.    May  5  at  8,  at 
iSel-inn,  Oldham.    Koberti,  UppermiU,  Manch. 
rsn.  Wm  Ford,  Ironbridge,  Salop,  Qrocer.    May  6  at  1 1 .30,  at  oOce 
i:.<9tka,  Rlsh-st,  Shlfnal. 

k.  BenJ  PenRrine  Koiliag  jfe  John  Stanlar,  Stalybridge,  Lancaahire, 
Iten.    1^  4  at  8  u  offleea  of  Earle,  fe  Co,  Bnmn-at,  Manoh. 
k,  JohB,  Wigan,  I.anoaalilre,  Grocer.    May  9  at  8,  at  otBce  of  Leigh 
EIUs.  Ccmmercial-yard,  Wigan. 

ma.  Wm,  Lpool,  Merchant     May   16  at  3,  at  ofBce  of  Shiramln, 
ffd-«t,  Lpool. 

un,  Edwd.  Blaokbam,  Lancaahire,  Reed  Maker.     May  5  at  II,  at 
Ijttcmr  Hotel,  BUeklmra.    Paekwood,  Blaekbnra. 
w.  Jaa  Fraada,  Cnerdeo,  Lancaahire.  Bleaehworka  Manager.    May 
II 1,  at  oOee  of  CmUfD)  tk  Wataoa,  Vlnokley-at,  Preaton. 
rille,  Thoa  Hy,  Ltana-et,  Attorney.    May  9  at  II  at  offleea  of  NleAol- 
B.  Qresbain-it.    Montagn,  BncUerabory. 

•xm,  John.  Oali&z,  York,  Qrocer.  May  11  at  S,  at  offleea  of  Leeming, 
ietira-«t,  Balitlkz. 

n,  Feter  ft  Bill  Get  rtrinda  Catberina  Krelnachnlten,  Lpool,  Drapera. 
ty  s  at  S,  at  offlcee  ofltordon,  Cook-at,  LpooL 
'.  Wm.  Banley,  Stafflnd,  Boot  Maker.     May  10  at  8,  at  Saracen's 
ad  Hotel,  Hanlay.    Tmnant,  Hanley. 

n.  Flraneia,  Laeda,  Leather  Seller.     May  8  at  3,  at  office  of  Simp- 
>.  Alblon-at.  Leeds. 

■MO.  Tbm,  Gloaeaater,  Baker.    May  t  at  11.80,  at  oOeea  of  Oooke, 
n-^  Olooceetar, 

larB,  Jaa,  Haiborne,  nr  Blrm,  3amm  Agent.    May  5  at  8,  at  office 
■tiasB,  PtiBdiae-at,  Blnn. 

■■(.Hr.  Sala  Mocr,  Chaster,  Agent.     May  16  at  II,  at  offleea  tl 
taaa,  JohnDalton-st,  Manch. 

•bHrTlHM,  Hlgh-st,  WhUeebapel,  Oroeer.    May  lOatt.at  offlcee 
nkn  ft  Betta,  Baiteheap.    Tbomaon  ft  Son,  CornhiU. 
m— riMiT.  °* — "■ —   Snrrey,  Baker.    May  II  at  8,  at  offleea  of 
iRBaftOe.  john-at,  Bedfbrd-row. 

tariMta^  Hoc^ihrey,  Leadgata,  Oniham,  Boot  Maker.    Hay  9  at 
,tf  affiBeot  AJlan  ft  DaTlaa,  Oningei^4t,  17e«caatlfrnpon>Tyna. 
HZkea,  Gainaboroogh,  Lincoln,  Curler.    May  9  at   1,  at  office  of 
pf,  flaiaaborongh 

X  Abralain.  Newport,  Monmonth,  Tailor.     May  8  at  3,  at  Onlld- 
lOaCta-hoaae.    oraham.Newport. 

ack,  Wm,  Sbeffleld,  File  Qiinder.    May  6  at  II,  at  offlce  of  Tatter- 
dl,  Qaeoii  at,  Sheffield. 

len,  (Toah,  Mook'a  Coppenball,  Chester,  Jotaer.     May  18  at  8,  at 
fax  Hotel,  Orewe.    Sheppard,  Crawe 

3i«f,  SbeiBeld,  Tobacconist.     May  8  at  IS,  at  office  of  Femell ,  8t 
laaVot,  Sbeffleld. 

paal  Solomon,  Hanley,  StafRnd,  Wholesale  Grocer.    May  i  at  8, 
goyal  Hotel,  Crewe.    Tannant,  Hanley. 

tag.  Predc,  Worcester,  Jeweller.     May  9  at  12,  at  offioes  of  Webb 
MDear,  New^t,  Birm.    Qoarrell. 

tar.  Pater,  Lpool,  Hardware  Merchant.     May  9  at  8,  at  offleea  of 
I  H.  Qninn.  Lord-at,  Lpool. 

ram .  Bdwd,  Lowestoft,  Ssfflflk,  Batcher.    May  lOat  8,  at  offlce  of 
m,  Hicti-at.  Lowestoft. 

ews,  Wm  Boratie,  Norwich,  Grocer.     May  6  at  II,  at  oOoe  a  of 
gler.  Bank-plaio,  Norwich. 

',  Hy,  L.poal,  Mnaieal  InatrBment  Maker.  May  6  at  lOJO,  at  offlce 
(k^  ft  Copeman,  Comberland-at.  Lpool. 
.  Jobs    Geo  Martin,  Oracachnroh-et,  Ship  Broker.    May  8  at  13, 
■ee  of  Gnaeotte,  Easex-ac,  Strand 

g,   tlioa,  Bt  Oainge's,  Oloaeeater,  Oroeer.    May  6  at  13.  at  offleea 
M  8  iMlwr  I  AlMoo-ehambera,  Bristol 

lett    Qeo   Ererard,  St  Leonard'»<m-Sea,  Snasex,  Schotinutster. 
.  3  Bt  X.30,  at  ProTindal  Hotel.  Uarelock-rd,  Basttnga 
gwr,  Jaa  Joaeph,  Kewbary,  Berks,  ont  of  bnslnesa    Hay  8  at  10, 
rbite  Bart-4iin,  Maiket-pl,  Newbury.    Cave, 
jobn.  Goadhiuat,  Kent,  Grocer.    Hay  13  at  II,  at  Onildball 
,m,  Gi«abam-at.    Hinds 

»«_  Hy.  Lat(a,Bedtoid,  Wine  Merchant.     May  9  at  13,  at  offleea 
(cLeod  ft  Watney,  London-at,  Fenchorch-st 
0,  Bailer,  Newbary,  Berks,  Mall  Contractor.     May  6  at  It,  at 
a  of  TmitioL,  Newbury 

la,  Jobn  Fredk,  Shoreditch  HIgh-at,  China  Waiahonseman.    May 
ill,  at    the  Chamber  of  Commerce,  Cheapalde.    Maisden,  Wal- 
Ik. 
idacm,  Jobn,  Birm,  Boolinaker.  May  6  at  3,  at  ofBees  o(  Bowlandi, 

at. 
Cbaa.  Goole,  Tork.  Licented  Vlotnaller.     May  9  at  1,  at  the 
»  B/v^a  ^""t  Booth  Ferry-rd,  Ooole.    Summers,  Hall. 
ag  Tboa,  Manch,  Joiner.    May  11  at  S,  at  offlce  of  Leigh,  Brown- 


r  Geo.  Tanntcn,  Somersetshire,  Builder.  May  6  at  11,  al  offlcea  of 

Ice,  Horth-at,  Tanntoa. 

t  Riebd,   Hioatock,  Salop,  Fanner.     May  6  at  8,  at  the  Corbet 

H  Inn.  Market  Drayton,    lecnant,  Hanley. 

ter  JdiB,  Wolrerliafflpton,  Staffiird,  Manure  Dealer.  May  13  at  13, 

«tea  at  Barrow,  Qaeen-at,  WolTerhampton, 

M.  Bewi,  WiDdhill.  Shipley,  Tork,  WooMapler.    Hay  10  at  3,  at 

Itan  Boiol,  abipley.    Alhui. 


Timers,  The  Hon.  Robt  Fredk.  Ltmmer*a  Hotel,  Condoit-st,  no  occn- 

patian.    Hay  17  at  3,  at  offlce  of  Davis,  Cork-it,  Burlington-gardens . 
Walter,  Edwin  Saml,  SJogaton-upon-Tliames,  Surrey,  Bootmaker.  May 

18  at  13,  at  offlcea  of  Snenard,  Clffltrd'a-isn. 
Warren,  Hy,  Bishop  Stortford.  Hartford,  Grooar.    May  5  at  2,  at  the 

Guildhall  TaTern,  OuUdball-yd.    Harriaon,  FnmlTal'a-ion,  Holborn. 
Watklua,  John,  AbergaTenny,  Monmonth,  Butcher.    May  9  at  3,  at 

offloe  of  Jmes,  Fngmore-it,  AbergaTenny. 
Wataon,  Joseph,  WolTerhampton,  Stailbrd,  Baker.    Hay  8  at  II,  at. 

offloes  of  CressweIl,Bllaton-et,  WolTerhampton. 
Weatwick,  John,  Lpool,  Bootmaker.    Hay  6  at  3,  at  offleea  of  ATiaon 

ft  Co,  Cook-st,  Lpool. 
WlddaU,  Thoa,  Little  Btarchall,  Stafford,  BUk  Manntacturar.    May  8  at 

8,  at  offices  of  Hacker  ft  Allen,  St.  Xdwaid-st,  Leek. 
Wills,  Wm,  jnn,  Richmond,  Surrey,  Upholsterer's  Salesman.     May  10 

at  a,  at  the  Crioketera'  Ian,  Fairfield,  fflngaton.    Marshall,  Uncolna*- 

Inn-Belds. 
Wlnnard,  Jas,  Pemberton,  nr  Wigan,  Lancashire,  Jotnar.   May  12  at  3, 

at  offlce  of  Hawett,  King-at,  Wigan. 
Woodboase,  Arthur,  Ualitex,  Tork,  Hotel  Keeper.   Hay  8  at  13,  at  the 

White  Swan  Hotel,  HaUfaa.    WaTell  ft  Co,  Halifax. 
Tabaley,  Jas,  Brighton,  Sussex,  Jeweller.    May  8  at  13,  at  officii  of 

Clennell,  Gt  Knighirider-at,  Doetora'-commons.  Ontteridge,  Brighton. 


GBESHAM     LIFE    ASSURANCE     SOCa^lTY, 
87,  OLD  JEWRY,  LONDON,  E.C. 
SOLICITORS  are  Invited  to  introduce,  on  behalf  of  their  cllenta.  Pro- 
posals for  Loans  on  Freehold'  or  Leasehold  Property,  ReTorsions,  Life 
Interests,  or  other  adequate  aeourities. 

Proposals  may  be  made  In  the  first  instance  according  to  tba  lUiowing 
form : — 

PaorosAi.  roa  Loiiit  ox  MoaTOAoaa. 

Date 

Introduced  by  (<(a<<  aaoM  aad  oddrsu  </  aoUettor) 
Amount  required  £ 

Time  and  mode  of  repayment  (i.e.,  wMAar  f»r  a  (ana  etrt0t»,  or  bf 
mmuaior  othtr  pttirmentt) 

Security  (afote  Aonig  On  parUcubtrt  tf  asorify,  ami,  if  load  or  iuM' 
fn^,  aCaU  Uu  nM  annual  ineomeh 

Bute  what  Ulb  Policy  (if  any)  la  propoaed  to  be  eObcted  with  the 
Gresham  Offlce  in  coimection  with  the  aecurfty. 
By  order  of  tbe  Board, 

F.  ALLAN  CURTIS,  Actuary  and  Secretary. 

EQUITABLE     REVERSIONARY    INTEREST 
SOCIETT,   10,  LANCASTER-PLACE,  STRAND. 
EsUbliabed  1886.    Capital  paid-up,  XUO.OOt. 
This  Society  purchases  reTersiooary  property,  lifk  intereats,  and  Itfk 
policies  of  assurance,  and  grants  loans  on  these  securities.^ 
Forms  of  proposal  may  be  obtained  at  the  offlce. 

F.  R.  CLATTON,  )        Joint 
O.  U.  CLAYTON,)  Secretaries. 


LAW  UNION  FIRE  and    LIFE  INSURANCE 
COUPANT.     Chief  Offlce— 126,  Chancery-Une,  Londoii,  W.C. 

Gaaital,  One  Milllcn  Sterling,  iUly  aubacribed  by  tipwarda  «f  460  ahar»- 
holdera,  nearly  all  of  whom  are  members  of  the  legal  proftssfam. 

Chairman— Sir  Wouak  Foaxxa,  Bart,  Norwich. 

Deputy-Chairman— jAMis  Ctodos,  Esq.,  Barrlster-at-Law,  Goldsmith- 

building.  Temple. 

The  Capital  subaeribed  and  Funds  in  hand  amount  to  npwaida  o  f 
41j360,000,  affording  nnqneatiaDable  seenrlty. 

The  Directors  Inyite  particular  attantkin  to  the  new  form  of  Lift 
PoU^,  whioh  la  free  from  all  oondltiona. 

The  Company  adTances  Money  on  Mortgage  of  Lifb  Interests  andi 
BsTsrstons,  whether  abeotate  or  contiDgent. 

Prospectuses  and  ereiy  infoimatioD,  sent,  poet  tree,  on  applieatian  to 

FBANK  HoOEDT,  Aetoaiy  and  Seerettry. 


AUTHORS  ADVISED  WITH  as  to  the  Cost  of 
Ptintiug  and  Publiahing,  and  the  Cheapest  Mode  of  Bringing 
outHSa. 

Tatis  ft  AuxAicDiB,  Piintem,  7,  Symonds-inn,  Ghanoary-lane. 


BILLS  OF  COMPLAINT. 

BILLS   of  COMPLAINT,  6/6   per  pace  for   20 
copies,  from  which  price  a  large  discount  will  M  aUowed  if  cash 
is  paid  immediately  on  completion  of  order. 
TsTCS  ft  Ar.«TiHi»«»,  Law  Printers,  Symonds-inn,  Chancery-lane. 


PRINTING  of  EVERY  DESOEIPTIGN,  Leeal, 
ParUamentary  and  General — Newspapers,  Books,  Pamphlets, 
Prospectuses,   Circulars,    &c.— with   promptitude  and    at  moderate 
charges,  by 
Tiins  ft  ALxxAHDxa,  Symonds-inn  (and  Church-passage),  Chancery- 


W ANTED,  an  Engagement  as  Laundress,  or  as 
Laundrcsa  and  Housekae  per  i  n  Chambers.  Llneoln'a-tain  or 
Llncoln'>-inn<  fields  would  be  preferred.  Good  relbienoes  can  be  giren. 
—Address  with  partienlais  and  terms,  Urs.  Hius,  3,  Rshen^treet, 
Goswell-road,  E.C. 


Digitized  by 


Google 


484 


THE  SOLICITORS'  JOURNAL  &  REPORTER.  Apta  29,  wn. 


NEW  AND  CHIAPER  EDITION,  CORRECTED  TO  THE  PRESENT 

TIME. 

In  One yolame,  fcp.  8ro,  pp.  882, price  7i. 6d., 

THE  CABINET  LAWYER  ;  a  Popular  Digest  of 
the  htm  of  EngUnd,  OItII,  Crimtral,  ud  Conmtatkmal :  la- 
tended  for  Frmctieal  Dae  and  Oenerel  InfttmMtioa,  and  adapted  for  the 
Reference  of  SoUcitora,  Attonieyi,  Haglstrates,  joitieet  of  the  Peace, 
Ifemben  of  Parliamenr,  and  Country  Oeattemen.  Twentf-tUrd  Edi- 
tion, corrected  and  brought  np  to  the  Preient  Date- 
London  :  LoHsifAKS,  OaEin  &  Co.,  Fateraoeter-rov. 


BANKRUPTCY   ARBAKOEHENTS. 
Now  ready,  in  fcp.  8ro,  price  One  SUlHng, 

A  CONCISE  VIEW  of  all  PROCEEDINGS  in 
LIQUIDATIOKS  nd  COMPOSITIONS  ;  with  Marginal  Refer- 
ences to  all  Rnlei  and  Formi  and  fal]  Scalee  of  Coeta.  By  G.  U. 
WETHERFIELD.  Solicitor,  Aothor  of "  A  Manual  of  Bankroptcy,"  fce- 

Alao,  by  the  Hme  Anthor,  nnifonn  with  the  abore,  price  le.  6d„ 

NOTES    on    LIQUIDATIONS    and   COMPOSI- 
TIONS I  with  all  the  necesMiy  Seetloni  of  the  Act,  Rnlea,  aad 
Forms,  fhll  Marginal  Notes  and  References  tbrongboat,  and  an  Index. 
London :  Loiraiuas,  Gana  k  Co.,  Fatemoster-row. 


Jut  published,  Sto,  price  £1  I6e.,  cloth, 
TATE  LEE'S  LAW  AND  PRACTICE  OF  BANKRCPTCT. 

THE  LAW  and  PRACTICE  of  BANKRUPTCY 
and  IMPRISONMENT  for  DEBT,  comprising  the  SUtatea,  Gene- 
ral Rules,  and  Forms,  and  Ineorporatins  such  portion  of  the  Third 
Edition  of  the  late  Mr.  SRELFORD'S  TREATISE  on  BANKEUPTCY 
as  is  applicable  to  the  present  Law,  and  the  IhaolTency,  Bills  of  Sale, 
and  'Warrants  of  Attorney  Acts.  By  LAWFORD  TATE  LEE,  </  Lln- 
eoln's-inn,  Bsq.,  Barrister-at-Law. 

W.  MarwiLL  fc  SoK,  M,  Fleet-street,  K.C. 

RAOEOFrS     BANK     DIVIDEND     OHAET, 

1870-71.— Showing  the  Half-yearly  Rates  of  DlTMend  declared  by 
0T«r  One  Hnndred  and  Sixty  Joint  Stock  Banks,  United  Khigdom  and 
Colonial;  with  Nominal  and  Paid-up  Capital,  Number  and  Amomt 
IPaid  of  81iaras,I>ste  of  Payment  of  Diyidends,  Baserre  Fond,  LiaMliUes, 
Market  Price  of  Shares,  January,  1871,  and  Yield  per  cent,  on  Purchase 
Price. 

London ;  EniaoHAH  Wilsoii.  Publisher,  Royal  Exchange. 
Fries  Is.  U. ;  or,  monnled  on  roller,  IDs.  6d, 

wni  shortly  be  ready,  the  Second  Edition  of 

CEACEOFT'S  INVESTORS'  EECOED  of  FUB- 
CHASES  and  SALES,  with  CALCULATIONS  Adnted  to 
Vrery  Inrestment.  An  additional  portion  sspedaUr  adapted  tor  the 
Legal  FroiSasion ,  e(intalntaig  Forms  of  Entry  tor  Freehold  sod  Copyhold 
Property;  Leasehold, Lst  and  Held;  Mortgsges, Held  and  EStetedi 
msoraaoes;  Bills  and  Fromiasory  Notes;  Honeys  Adraneed  or 
Borrowed. 

"  The  objeot  at  this  Memorandnm  Book  is  to  enable  erery  Investor  to 
keep  a  systomatie  Rscord,  producible  In  a  Court  of  Law,  of  erery  in- 
Tesimant  trsnsaetkm  entered  into.  No  snoh  record  was  in  axlsteaee 
prcTions  to  the  first  edition. 

Also, 

CEACEOFTS  CONSOL  DIAGRAM,  showing  the 
Highest  and  Lowest  Prioes  of  Three  per  Cent.  Consols  sach  year 
ttvm  the  French  Rerolntion  of  1IR9  to  the  Franco-German  War  of  1870 
with  the  Growth  and  Decline  cf  the  National  Fnnded  Debt  of  Great 
Britain  s  the  Teariy  Ayerage  of  the  Bank  Rate  of  Discount,  and  Tabu- 
lated Statement  of  tbe  Prlndpal  Brents  AITeoting  the  PHoes  of  Stocks. 
BERNARD  CBACROFT,  Sworn  Broker,  4,  Anstin-friars,  E.a 


DE.  EASTEEBT,  B.A.  and  LLJ).  of  ike  UiuTer- 
sltyof  London  (imderthenewr«gnlationB).Htallliiiar«(tts 
St,  Asaph  Grammar  School,  is  ready  to  reeeire  Gentlsocnto  nii«itii 
him  for  the  Firstand  Second  LL.B.  Examinations  et  ths  UnirMirgl 
Lofcdmi.  Two  Gentlemen  who  hare  read  with  him  hm  jmH  ti 
honours  at  the  recent  exanUnatlons. 

Candidates  sre  also  prepared  for  Matriculation,  and  the  FnUaiuiT 
Examinations  of  the  Inns  of  Court  end  the  Incorporated  lav  Beeki). 

LONDON  GAZETTE  (published  by  authority)  anl  LOXDOX  u4 
COUNTEY  ADVERTISEMENT  OFnCE. 
No.  IIT.  CHANCERY  LANE,  FLEET   STREET. 

HENRY  GREEN  (many  yeaiswith  the  lateGMiJie 
Reynell),  AdTertiiement  Agent,  begs  to  direct  tke  ittwiiiiitl 
the  Legs!  ProfMsion  to  the  adTantaies  of  his  longszpeitena(ii|nrKii 
of  twenty-flre  years,  in  the  special  insertioD  of  all  pro  fbna  atSta.  b^ 
end  hereby  solicits  their  csntlnued  support.— N.B.  One  copjt  of  ilnniit- 
ment  only  required,  end  the  strictest  care  and  pnmpUtiida  usmt. 
File  of  *  London  Oasette  "  kept  for  reference. 

MILNER'S  STRONG  HOLDFAST  and  FIRE- 
RESISTINO  SAFES,  Snoao  Rook  Dooas.  kc,  wift  iS  tt« 
leoent  Improyements,  Price  Usta,  Drawings,  and  TesHnoilik  Ine 
by  post— LiTerpool,  Manchester,  Sheffleld,  and  47a,  Umpotnt, 
City,  London. 


THE  LAW  MAGAZINE  and  LAW  REVIEW 
tor  MAY,  bdng  No.  61  of  ths  United  New  Series,  is  this  dsy 
Snblished,  price  Is.,  snd  contains :— I.  Estates  Tsil  in  India— n.  Lent 
irougham's  Autobiography- IIL  Lenl  reporting  and  Jndidal  LegiaU- 
tion— IV.  The  Law  of  Fixtures :  iu  Historical  Derelcvment  snd  Pre- 
sent State.  Part  I.  -V.  The  Reform  of  tbe  Procedure  of  the  English 
Courts— VL  Novation  of  Obligations,  aocordlUK  to  the  Modem  Roman 
Law— VII.  DIcey's  Parties  to  an  Action— Till.  Ur.  Dudley  Field  oo  tbe 
New  York  Oo  dea— IX.  Justice's  Procednre  (Enaland)  BIU— X  Ilieery 
of  Appellate  Jurlsdlotiott— XI.  Mettray  snd  M.  Dsmeti— Events,  fte. 
London:  BoiraawoaTHS,  7,  Fleet-street,  Her  Msjssty's  Law  Pnbllsheia. 

The  Companies  Acts.  1862  &  1867. 

Every  requisite  under  the  above  Acts  sapplled  on   the  shortest  notiee. 

The  BOOKS  AND  FORMS  kept  In  stock  for  immediate  use 
MEMORANDA  snd  ARTICLES  OF  ASSOCIATION  speedUy  printed 
in  the  proper  form  for  registration  and  distribution.  SHARE  OEIi- 
TIFICATES  engraved  and  printed.  OFFICIAL  SEALS  designed 
aad  execBted.  No  charge  for  sketches.  Companies  Fee  Stampa 
Railway  Registration  Forms. 


IpiNE  FLAVOURED  STRONG  BEEF  TEAtt 
^  about  Ud.  a  pint.  ASK  FOR  LIESIQ  COMPANY'S  UIUCI 
o(  Meat,  requring  Baron  Liebig  the  Inventor's  Blgntsrs  a  tmr 
ar,  being  tbe  only  guarantee  of  genuineness. 

OSLER'S  CRYSTAL  GLASS  CHANDELIE&S. 
TaBLi  OLASs  or  au.  ansa, 
CHANDELIERS  IN  BRONZE  AND  ORMOLD. 
Moderator  Lamps,  and  Lamps  for  India. 
IXINDON— Show  Rooms,  U,  OXFORD-STREET,  W. 
BIBIONOHAM— Msnnfsetory  aad  Show  Booms,  Bnad-Met. 


Solioitor»*  Account  Book*. 
ASH    &   FLIHT, 

stationers.  Printers,  Engravers,  Registration  Agents,  &&,   49,  Fleet- 
street,  London,  E.C.  (comer  of  Seijeanta'-inni 

WRITING  WANTED,  by  a  neat  Copyist. 
Work  turned  out  promptly.  Twelve  months  experience  in  a 
Solicitor's  ofBce.  Would  have  no  objeotlon  to  a  Re-engigenunt  tai  an 
office  In  town,— Addreas,  A.  M.  S.,  130,  Ci^ham-road.] 


ASTRINGENT    LOZENGES    OF   THE  BED 
GUM  OF  AUSTRALIA.— For  Relaxed  Throat,  la  Boaki,^ 
MURIATE  OF  AMMONIA  LOZENGES. 
In  Bottles,  Js.    Useful  tor  Bronchitis,  tr  loosenfaig  ths  pUsp  ■■< 
preventing  vi<dent  fits  of  eoogbiag. 
P.  k  P.  W.  SQUIRE, 
Chemists  on  tbe  Establishmsnt  In  Ordinary  to 
THE  ()OEBN. 
(Qaaetted  August  8th,  1817— Decenaber  list,  18(1.) 
277,  OXFORD  STREET.  LONDON. 
ESTABLISHES  A.D.  1700. 


F 


ORNISH    YOUR   HOUSE  at  DBANES 

ILLUSTRATED  CATALOGUE. 
With  Prioed  Famishing  List,  OratU  and  Post  Frss. 
DEANE'S— Celebrated  Tsble  Cutlery,  erery  variety  c(  styls  aad  Ut. 
DEANB'S— Electro-plated  Spoons  and  Forks,  best  maoateton.       . 
DEANE'S— ElaetnKplated  Tea  feCoOee  Sete,  LiquearStaad<,aua,h 
DEANB'S— Dish  Covers  snd  Hot  Water  Oletaea,  Covers  In  Sets,  fra  I* 
DEANE'S— Papier-maobe  Tea  Trays,  In  Sets,  from  lis., nsnilpttiB> 
DEANE'S— Bronaed  Tea  and  OalI»»  Urns,  with  Patent  Jm^imaBa. 
DEANB'S  -Copper  and  Brass  Goods,  Kettles,  Stew  and  PrsserrisfM 
DXANVS-Mothrator  and  Rock  OU  taunpe,  a  Urge  aad  baadaii«M 
DEANE'S— Domesile  Baths  fbr  every  purpose.  Batbroems  ll(ti<  wiy* 
DEANE'S— Fenders  and  Fire-iroDS,  in  all  modem  aad  apptendpitin 
DE ANE^S— Bedstsads,  In  Iron  and  Brass.    Bedding  of  sipvicr  V>lf 
DEANE'S— Register  Stoves,  London-made  Kitcheners,  Baigai,  ac 
DEANE'S— Oonloea  and  (>>raioe  Polea,  a  great  variety  of  pattint. 
DEANE'S— Tin  aad  Japan  (Jocda,  Iron  Ware, aad  Calinary  OnSli. 
DEANE'S— Tnmery,  Braabea,  Mats,  ftc,  strong  sod  ssirtoa'ii'i 
DEANB'S— Hortioaltnial  Tools,  Lawn  Mowers.  Garden  RoDac^K. 
DEANE'S— Oas  Chandeliers,  Newly  designed  Fatteraa. 

A  discount  of  live  per  eent.  for  cash  payments  of  £l  aad  ipvirli. 
DEANE  fe  Co.,  4S  (King  Wllliam-street},  LONDON-BBISOE. 


A  SULPHUR  BATH  k  U  Turkey  in  your  oi 
room  fbr  a  penny,  equal  to  what  yon  moat  pay  ia  Lm^ 
for.  TbU  valuable  preparation  ia  distilled  from  the  kasosi  SsP 
Springs  of  Tivoll.  Italy,  celebrated  tbrongboat  the  wmU  t*  P 
marvellous  cures  of  all  Slidn  Diseases,  Faralyala,  BhesmatiB,  l»* 
tion,  Nervopsness,  ftc 

The  Preparation,  or  the  Watera  it  is  obtahied  ikvm  1*7  F*^^ 
and  expense,  have  never  been  known  to  (all  In  relieving  saSiim  ■< 
any  of  the  maladies  mentioned.  Persons  of  weslth  snd  WM 
tram  all  countries  daily  viait  these  waters,  end  derive  ths  taaot  a 
desire. 

The  mshnraetunn  of  this  marvellona  but  traly  genulse  srtitia  ka 
however,  placed  the  same  benefits  befbre  the  milUoo,  wboaayM 
tbe  aame  relief  without  leaving  their  houaes  or  going  to  "f^^ 
Tbe  celebrated  water  of  Tivoll  can  be  naed  in  your  own  >oo<a^Wi 
more  eflbetlve  manner  than  by  bstbing  in  the  wateti,  by adofM' 
TorUsh  system  with  the  Concentrated  Essence.  It  is  inthtriw 
every  one,  for  the  cost  of  esch  bsth  is  only  one  penny.  A  a"!'!?! 
bath  and  to  fidlow  the  taotmctioos  conuined  In  eaoh  penal  an  aM 
implements  required.  Try  no  oompUcaied  preperalfeas  h«B> 
Natnre,andyon  will  do  well.  A  quantity  snflleieiit  far  M  MW  < 
fbr  SB.,  or  100  baths  Ibr  8s.,  carriage  paid  direct  fifom  the  We* 
signees  In  Great  Britain,  Jackson,  BeMew,  &  Oo^  Oentnl-choa 
South  Castle-Street,  liverpool,  or  noat  Chnnieta.  ManslsnnfM 
prepared  bj  Qolseppe  Martino,  Roe  de  Babeno,  Lm  Oono, 
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liiOJiM  of  i^'  Journal  and  of  the  Wbbklt  Rbfobtisb 
M  WW  «<  13)  CioVt-  court,  Carty-ttrett,  W.C, 

ru  S^ieriptim  to  t/i4  Solioitobs'  Jovbnaii  u — Toiaii,  26<. 
Omlri/  28>.;  mlh  tht  Wbbklt  Rbpobtbb,  52*  ^aymtnt 
inuhmee  ineludea  Doiiblt  A'umiert  and  Postage.  Subteriberi 
en  hati  thtir  Volumes  bound  at  the  OJiee — eloth,  2>.  6d., 
helfhw  ulf,  4<.  M. 

(S  iitten  intended  for  pubUeation  in  the  "  Solieitore'  Journal " 
mtttit  mtthentieated  hy  tht  name  of  the  xeriter,  though  not 
mctuarily  for  puilieation. 

ntn  ajbvlty  i«  experienced  in  procuring  the  Journal  teith 
nftlarity  in  the  Provineee,  it  ie  requested  that  application  he 
»sdt  iirMt  to  the  Publisher. 


%\t  Salidtars'  laitntitL 

LONDOy,  MAT  6,  1871. 
» 
Tk£  block  in  Vioe-ChaDoallor  Ualin's  ooart  got  into 
trliament  this  week.  Mr.  Samnelsoa  asked  a  question 
OB  tbe  sabjeot,  and  the  Attorney-Qeneral  ia  reply  pat 
a  mstter  very  mildly  :  "  He  anderstood  there  had  been 
oe  Moomolation  of  oaases,  but  he  anderstood  also 
it  it  aiue  in  a  great  degree  from  exceptional  oaases." 
lliefiiotis  that  this  ooart  is  week  by  week  getting  through 
null  amount  of  work,  in  oonsequenoe  of  which  business 
Uling  into  arrears,  and  suitors  and  lawyers  grumble. 
« Qoeen's  Oounael  who  practise  in  Vioe-Chanoellor 
MD'aoonrt  most  be  making  small  inoomes  jnst  now. 
tB.  Collier  is  in  duty  bound  to  stand  up  for  what  his 
nemment  has  brought  about;  but  the  "  ezoeptional 
MS,"  are  that  the  Goremment  have  ^ved  money 
'UUng  one  judg^  preside  over  two  oourts,  in  oonse- 
■w  of  whioh  jnstioe  suffers  in  each  court.  Yioe- 
knceUor  Bacon,  like  Vioe -Chancellor  Kindersley  in 
klittar  years,  is  not  in  any  oase  a  quick  judge, 
><l  U  cannot,  on  aooonnt  of  his  Bankruptcy  duties, 
^  am  than  fire  days  in  Chancery,  where  the 
fe  rne-Ohancellors  sit  six  ;  and  consequently  the 
Moeiy  business  falls  into  airear.  In  Bankruptcy,  on 
tatherhand,  the  Chief  JudgCi  sitting  only  one  day  in 
9  week,  is  obliged  to  be  represented  on  other  days  by  bis 
tcidiaateai,  the  Begistrars,  who  are  thus  entrusted 
ik  the  deoiaion  of  queations  too  important  to  be 
(to  anyone  but  the  Chief  Judge  himself,  Beoently 
i  Lords  Jnstioee,  in  reversing  one  of  the  Begia- 
a  deeiiions,  remarked  that  it  was  much  to  be  re- 
^M  that  such  questions  should  be  left  to  offioeia 
nded  to  discharge  merely  ministerial  duties  ;  but, 
Muae,  the  judge  oannot  be  in  two  places  at  once. 
I  mmt  guard  onrselves  against  being  supposed  to 
*<H  any  diseatisfaction  with  the  judge  himself. 
>U  we  do  complain  of  is,  that  the  Government  should 
i>t  on  his  performing  as  a  judicial  Dnorow. 


)tix  BiADBBS  will  remember  the  oase  of  Bubh  ▼. 
fewton  (18  W.  R.  512),  decided  by  the  Master  of  the 
I*  last  year,  in  which  his  Lordship  admitted  a  claim 
uut  the  estate  of  the  late  Marquis  of  Hastings  on  a 
n  whioh  was  given  in  consideration  of  the  Marquis's 
I  onditors  forbearing  to  turn  him  out  of  the  Jockey 
*.  A  somewhat  similar  oase  came  before  his  Lordship 
iborsday  last,  on  a  claim  by  Lord  Oharlea  Ker,  in  the 
M  administration,  for  £850,  being  a  sum  whioh  he 
l^id  in  diaoharge  of  some  beta,  whioh  he  had  made 
"■e  nqnest  of  the  Marquis.  In  commenting  on  the 
*»  ease  (14  S.  J.  608),  we  mentioned  that  it  had 
»  held  in  Xnight  T.  Camber$  (16  C.  B.  562)  that 
M  a  ^n  has  lost  a  bet  to  another,  and  he  requests  a 
Mperson  to  pay  it  for  him,  and  the  third  person  dbes 
"*  puty  BO  paying  oan  sue  for  the  money.  That 
•  of  coarae  virtaally  governed  the  present,  for  as  the 
■fo^  gave  the  claimant  anthority  to  make  bets  for 
l>  Uxt  neoaaaarily  gave  him  authority  to  pay  them. 
**  WM,  howerer,  evidence  that  the  Marquis  had 


given  the  claimant  express  authority  to  pay  the  bets, 
both  before  and  after  they  became  due,  so  that  the  oase 
decided  no  new  point  of  law.  Still  it  is  one  that  de- 
serves attention,  as  it  is  oalonlated  to  bring  into  public 
notice  the  faot  that  beta  are  not  quite  such  illegal 
transactions  are  they  are  commonly  supposed  to  be. 


Tbb  Saturday  Rnien  has  been  writing  artioles,  a 
little  rank,  on  what  it  calls  "  alcoholism  "  in  various  de- 
partments of  English  sooiety.  First  came  "Drawing- 
room  Alooholism,"  on  lajy-tipplers;  while  a  few  weeks 
ago,  in  a  paper  entitled  "  Counting-house  Alohoholism," 
it  was  alleged  that  City  men,  as  a  class,  are  succumblDg 
to  a  confirmed  habit  of  tippling  during  business  hours. 
On  these  hints,  our  contemporary,  the  Law  Timet,  took 
occasion  to  publish  some  odd  remarks  of  its  own.  Lawyers , 
it  seems,  are  tipplers.  The  uncontradicted  statements 
of  the  Saturday  Reciem  ''  would  in  many  oases  apply  with 
considerable  force  to  the  solicitor's  office,  and  may  we  not 
add,  to  soma  barrister's  oh  ambers  ?"  ''It  is  rather  diffloult 
to  know  to*what  to  attribute  the  increased  frequency 
with  whioh  the  sherry  bottle  becomes  tbe  object  or  int,- 
rost  in  legal  business  j"  and  there  are  barristers  in  whose 
chambers  "  the  sherry  bottle,  and  the  beer  barrel,  play  an 
important  part,  the  beer  barrel  being  reserved  for  attorney's 
clerks  in  criminal  cases."  These  practices,  the  Laiv 
Times  believes  "  to  be  too  deeply  rooted  to  be  effected  by 
disonssion."  "  Perhaps,  if  the  bar  took  the  initiative  in 
this  respect,  gave  up  alcoholism  itself,  and  discouraged  it 
in  clients,  something  might  be  done.  We  feel,  however, 
that  this  is  asking  more  than  we  expect." 

These  singular  observations  aotnally  appeared  in  print, 
and  the  incredulous  reader  will  find  them  in  the  Law 
nmei  of  April  22.  But  this  is  not  all.  The  Lam 
Journal,  in  its  issue  of  the  week  following,  treats  this 
view  of  the  legal  profession  as  a  real  live  foe  to  be  com- 
batted  and  disproved,  and  gravely  addresses  itself  in 
turn  to  show  that  lawyers  are  not  tipplers  in  ohambers, 
in  fact,  if  they  were  they  could  not  do  their  busines". 
Finally,  the  Olofe  of  Wednesday  last  got  hold  of  tlie 
matter,  and  after  citing  the  remarks  of  oar  two  contem- 
poraries, observed — "  When  doctors  of  suoh  experience 
differ  so  widely,  who  ia  to  decide  ?  Perhaps  the  one  re- 
maining organ  of  the  profession,  the  SoHoitort'  Journal, 
may  he  able  to  throw  some  light  upon  the  subject." 
We  oannot  throw  any  light  upon  the  subject.  It  is  new 
to  us.  

An  bx-dibbotob  of  the  Contract  Corporation  this 
week  followed  Mr.  Hakin's  example  in  Jte  S-nith,  Knight 
J'  Cb.  (17  W.  R.  758,  L.  R.  8  Bq.  23),  in  refusing  to 
attend  and  be  examined  before  the  speoial  examiner  in 
the  winding  up,  upon  the  ground  that  he  had  not  oon- 
aented  to  the  appointment,  and  was  entitled  to  be 
examined,  either  before  thq  regular  examiner,  or  bbfure 
some  special  examiner  upon  whom  he  and  the  liquidators 
could  agree*  The  only  distinction  between  the  two  cases 
was,  that  Mr.  Hakin  was  summoned  to  be  cross-examined 
upon  an  affidavit  filed  by  him  in  the  matter  of  the  wind- 
ing up,  and  Mr.  Bateman  was  summoned  to  be  examined 
as  a  person  deemed  aapable  of  giving  information  re- 
specting the  affairs  of  the  oompany,  under  section  115  of 
th«  Companies  Act,  1862.  This  was  a  distinction  with- 
out a  difference,  and  the  Master  of  the  Rolls  directed  tbe 
summons  to  stand  over  to  enable  the  liquidator  and  Mr. 
Bateman  to  agree  upon  a  special  examiner;  adding,  as 
he  did  in  Hakin't  ease,  that  if  the  parties  did  not  agree, 
he  would  appoint  a  speoial  examiner  himself. 

It  seems  to  have  been  admitted  on  both  sides  that  for 
Mr.  Bateman  to  attend  and  be  examined  before  the 
regular  examiner  was  out  of  the  question,  on  the  ground 
that  his  evidence  could  not  be  taken  within  a  reasonable 
time.  Tbe  Master  of  the  Rolls,  as  will  be  seen  by  the 
report  of  the  case  below,  recognised  the  fact,  whiou  the 
profession  has  long  ago  recognised,  that  the  regular  exa- 
miners are  not  enongb  to  do  the  bosiness.  We  of  course 
are  to  be  understood  not  as  imputing  any  blame  to  the 
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present  examiaera  of  the  oooit,  bat  to  the  ayatem  which 
deliberately  providea  an  inadequate  staff  for  the  parpoaes 
of  joatice.  The  reenlt  ia,  that  in  erery  heaTy  windinj^- 
np,  a  apedal  examiner  ia  appointed,  almoat  of  ooane, 
npon  eTidenoe  that  the  regalar  examiner  cannot  take  the 
eridence  within  a  reaaonable  time.  Then  oomes  the 
diffionlty,  that  any  witness  ia  entitled  to  refose  to  go  and 
be  examined  before  a  special  examiner  to  whose  appoint- 
ment he  has  not  consented,  which  most  lead  to  the  ap- 
pointment of  another  special  examiner  for  the  witness 
who  refoses  to  attend  :  since  yon  cannot,  at  the  oom- 
mencement  of  the  winding-ap,  when  the  special  exa- 
miner is  appointed,  ascertain  whom  it  will  be  necessary 
to  examine. 


Wbbk  the  United  States  Supbehb  Oouet  gave 
their  decision  in  the  Legal  Tender  case,  it  was  said  that 
the  Government  made  no  secret  of  their  intention  to 
piOTide  for  future  occasions  some  more  subfwrTient  judges 
than  Chief  Jastice  Chase  and  those  whose  who  followed 
-htm.  The  Sapreme  Court  was  induced  last  year  to  con- 
sent to  rehear  the  matter,  and  the  Xlmet  correspondent 
informs  ns  this  week  that  the  argument  has  taken  place 
and  the  Sapreme  Court,  by  a  majority  of  fiTe  to  fotu  has 
reyersed  its  former  decision.  Chief  Justice  Chase  Toting 
in  the  minority. 


THE  BANKBITPT  PEEBS  ACT. 

The  Lord-Chancellor's  bill  for  disqualifying  bankrupts 
from  sitting  in  the  House  of  Lords  has  now  been  printed. 
That  the  character  and  credit  of  that  House  required 
some  anch  protection  as  this  bill  is  intended  to  afford  will 
hardly  be  doubted  ;  and  many  will  probably  be  inclined 
to  think  that  the  bill  might  well  have  gone  a  step 
farther  than  it  does  go.  In  substance  what  it  does 
provide  is  simply  that  no  one  shall  be  able  to  ait  in  the 
House  of  Lords  while  proceedings  in  bankruptcy  are 
pending  against  him  ;  but  that  on  the  termination  of  the 
proceeding,  his  privilege  shall  revive. 

The  bill  purports  to  apply  the  same  rule  to  all  peers 
entitled  to  (it  in  Parliament,  Irish  and  Scotch  repre- 
sentative peers  aa  well  as  peers  of  the  United  Kingd')m. 
But,  owing  to  the  difference  in  the  bankrupt  lawn  in  the 
several  parts  of  the  United  Kingdom,  it  seems  clear  tliat 
very  different  results  must  really  follow.  A  peer  is  to  be 
deemed  to  have  become  bankrupt,  as  to  England,  when  he 
has  been  adjudged  bankrupt,  or  a  special  i«solntion  of 
his  creditors  for  the  liquidation  of  bis  affairs  by  arrange- 
ment has  been  passed  ;  as  to  Scotland,  when  a  decree 
for  seqnestration  has  been  prononnoed ;  as  to  Ireland,  when 
be  has  been  adjudged  bankrupt,  or  has  filed  a  petition  for 
arrangement  under  the  superintendence  of  the  Court. 
In  England  and  in  Scotland  the  lawa  of  bankruptcy  apply 
both  to  tradera  and  non-tradera  ;  and  therefore  any 
Engliah  or  Scotch  peer  committing  an  act  of  bankruptcy 
may,  at  the  instance  of  a  creditor,  be  made  bankrupt, 
and  eo  incur  the  disabilities  impoaed  by  the  Act.  But 
the  Irish  bankrupt  law  applies  only  to  traders.  It  follows 
therefore  that  an  Irish  peer  cannot  be  brought  within  the 
operation  of  the  Act  nnless  he  ia  a  trader,  or  chooeas  to 
expose  himself  to  its  penalties  by  filing  a  petition  for 
arrangement,  or  by  reason  of  residence  or  otherwise  is 
anbjeot  to  the  operation  of  the  Englidi  or  Scotch  law  of 
bankruptcy.  And  as  to  the  English  Court,  at  least,  we 
have  before  pointed  out  in  these  columns  how  diffioalt  it 
ia  to  say  what  conditions  are  neoessaiy  to  give  jurisdio- 
tion.  The  result  ia  that  an  impecunious  Iriah  peer,  who 
can  neither  pay  his  debts  nor  induce  his  creditora  to 
accept  a  composition  upon  them,  may,  subject  only  to  the 
qaalifioations  of  which  we  have  spoken,  retain  his  seat  in 
Parliament  in  defiance  of  hia  creditors.  An  Engliah  or 
Sootoh  peer  in  tfae  aame  unfortnnate  condition  may  be 
made  bankrupt,  and  ao  deprived  of  hia  aeat. 

This  bill,  if  we  may  judge  from  the  disonaaion  upon  its 
•eeond  reading,  was  intended  by  ita  framers  anbatanttally 


to  assimilate  the  law  afleoting  a  peer  to  thtli*i8tetii{ 
a  member  of  the  House  of  Commons;  bvi  is  iicttk 
tales  which  it  proposes  to  introdaoe  diftar  in  oan;  iii» 
rial  particulars  from  those  applicable  to  the  Hmh  i 
Commons.     In  each  case  the  member  adjadgti  abut 
rupt  would  be  by  express  enactment  prohibited  fiaj 
sitting  or  roling.    In  this  bill  it  is  propoaed  toaib 
attempt  to  ait  or  vote  in  disobedience  to  this  pnriss 
contempt  to  be  dealt  with  as  the  House  laaf  thioli 
Thei«  is  no  express  provision   to  this  effsct  u  to 
House  of  Commons;  bat  it  moat,  we  ahoold  UM, 
contempt  of  that  House  for  anyone  to  ait  and  Tote 
not  entitled  to   do   ao.       And,  it   so,  thii 
ia  not  material.     Again,  the  Coart  of 
not,  in  the  case  of  a  member  of  the  Oommau 
bound  to  certify  his  baakraploy  to  the  Speifar 
twelve  months  have  elapsed  without  hia  bavin; 
the  bankruptcy  or  fully  paid  or  aatisfled  hiicnfia 
to  a  peer  it  ia  propoaed  that  the  coart  ahall  oei^ 
bankruptcy  immediately  upon  adjndicatiwi.  Tliil 
enoe  alao  ia  probably  not  a  very  material  one.  It  ii 
likely  that  the  bankruptcy  of   a  member  of  Pub 
could  at  all  often  eaoape  notice  and  the  law  be  tiah 
hia  sitting  or  voting  ;  though,  in  one  instuc^  I 
tainly  did  happen  that  a  bankrupt  sat  and  votel  I 
House  of  Commons  for  aeveral  months,    lb 
dtocedure  nnder  the  bill  is,  however,  an  impmreai 

The  most  material  differenoea  between  the  n 
to  the  House  of  Commons  and  the  proposed  nli 
the  Honse  of  Lords  are  aa  to  the  tetau  vfm 
tfae  disabilities  of  bankraptoy  may  be  remored,* 
to  the  ultimate  conseqaenoea  if  those  temu  in  ul 
plied  with.  A  member  of  the  House  of  Otoa 
does  not,  within  twelve  months  of  the  adjei 
either  annul  hia  bankruptcy  or  fuUf  paj  tr  m 
creditora,  vacates  his  seat,  and  •  new  writ  iaraei 
to  a  peer  of  the  United  Kingdom,  it  is  propoeed 
shall  regain  his  right  to  ait  and  vote  if  Ui 
is  annulled  or  be  is  duly  diteharged  from  hia  deik 
in  England  (as  to  which  it  ia  moat  important  k  ^ 
the  propoaed  law)  a  bankmpt  obtaina  his 
paying  ten  shilling  a  in  the  poand,  or  on  a 
his  creditora  granting  him  his  diach«{e 
a  less  payment  than  ten  ahillings  ia  tk  ] 
As  to  a  representative  peer  it  is  pnfM' 
be  shall  forfeit  his  seat,  and  a  new  elseiioi  i 
held  unless  within  twelve  months,  he  annnl  hit 
mptoy  or  obtain  his  discharge.  Aoooidinf  I 
Lord  Chancellor's  view,  therefore,  a  payneat 
ahillings  in  the  pound  ia  enoogh  to  purge  the 
of  bankruptcy  in  a  peer,  though  it  takes  tveatf  i 
in  a  member  of  the  Common's  Honse.  This  it  d 
in  the  bill  which  seems  to  us  most  open  to  ot) 
On  the  other  hand  (and  this  was  probably 
the  mind  of  the  Chancellor  when  he  adopted  tbe 
of  which  we  have  just  spoken),  when  a  memlxi 
Honse  of  Commona  who  haa  failed  to  purge  Ui 
mptoy  within  twelve  months  forfeits  his  seat  at  tht 
that  time,  his  punishment  is  completed,  ai 
disabilities  are  at  an  end  ;  he  is  eligible  for  le-dA 
any  oonstitnenqy  chooses  to  elect  him.  Bat  ia  < 
of  a  peer  it  is  proposed  that  his  disability  shall  oi 
aa  long  aa  hia  bankruptcy,  however  long  that  ■) 
And  in  the  oaae  of  an  Iriah  or  Scotch  pear  baal 
ia  to  diaqualify  for  election  as  a  representative  peK 
again  an  adjudication  of  bankraptoy  against  ansa 
he  became  a  peer  ia  to  diaqualify  him  fromaittin(« 
if  he  become  a  peer  pending  his  bankruptcy  ^^ 
is  otherwise,  as  we  have  seen,  in  the  Hosse  <^  Ca 

One  remarkable  featnre  in  the  bill  ia,  that  il 
posed  to  make  it  retrcapeotive  in  ita  opantie% 
eluding  from  the  House  of  Lord*  bankrupt  ftM 
bankruptcy  haa  oocarred  before  the  paaiinf  of  ' 
Under  most  airaumstanoea  retrospective  li 
highly  objeotionaUe.    Bat  a  voioe  in  Parliawet 
right  of  ptoperty,  hot  a  pablie  tmat    Iw)  >'  *" 
the  paUio  thitt  a  tniatee  who  haa  becoM  vaSt  » 
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cite  bis  tnut  should  be  remored.    This  pablio  intenst 
ffloit  OTeiride  all  prirate  oonsiderationa. 

Ths  Act  is,  we  snppoae,  aaie  to  pass,  and  with  but 
litU*  tlteration.  It  is  not  p«r(«ct,  and  we  hare  pointed 
Mt  aome  of  its  shortoomings.  Bnt  it  will  probably,  in 
ubtUnoe,  aeonre  the  objeot  for  whioh  it  is  intended,  and 
pnTent  the  reoorrenoe  of  a  scandal  whioh  might  hare 
beooffle  serions. 


THE  LAW  AS  TO  ABTIFICIAL  WATEBOOUBSBS. 

it  Sir  John  Leaoh  explained  in  Wright  r.  Howatd 
(1 S.  Ic  S.  203),  the  proprietor  of  each  bank  of  a  natural 
itieun  is  the  proprietor  of  halt  the  land  ooTered  by  the 
itream,  bnt  there  is  no  property  in  the  water.  ETery 
proprietor  has  an  equal  right  to  use  the  water  whioh 
ftiwi  in  the  stream,  and,  oonseqnently,  no  proprietor  oan 
bsTe  the  right  to  use  the  water  to  the  prejndioe  of  any 
otiier  proprietor,  Withont  the  oonaent  of  the  other  pro- 
prietors who  may  be  affected  by  his  operations,  no  pro- 
prietor can  either  diminish  the  quantity  of  water  Vhioh 
would  otherwise  descend  to  the  proprietors  below,  or 
tXrow  the  water  back  upon  the  proprietors  aboye. 
Sre7  proprietor  who  claims  a  right  either  to  throw  the 
nter  bask  above  or  to  diminish  the  quantity  of  water 
vhioh  is  to  descend  below,  mast,  in  order  to  maintain 
bit  oUim,  either  proTC  an  actual  grant  or  lioenoe  from 
tile  proprietors  affected  by  hia  operations,  or  must  prore 
u  BBtDtemipted  enjoyment  for  twenty  years. 

Totally  different  from  this  is  the  law  as  to  artifloial 
•beuu.  The  water  of  a  natural  stream  belongs  to  no 
ou;  tbe  right  of  using  it,  subject  to  the  right  of  other 
poptieton  to  nee  it,  and  subject  to  any  easements  in  the 
ntci,  ii,  in  the  language  of  Hr.  Justice  Story,  an  in- 
tint  annexed  by  operation  of  law  to  the  land  itaelf , 
taotid  as  arising  e»  jure  natura  {I^Ur  r.  WiOtinton,  i 
Ism  U.  S.  Bep.  397),  as  Chief  Justice  Whitlocke  laid 

don  ia  the  leading  case  of  Suryj.  Pigot  (Poph.  169). 

tetkt  water  of  an  artifloial  stream,  flowing  over  the 

haj  of  tbe  person  by  whom  it  is  caused  to  flow,  is  the  pro- 
ft^ti  that  person,  and  is  not  subject  to  rights  or  11a- 
Ufties  in  respect  of  any  other  persons  whatsocTer  (Sanp- 
iff,Ei)diim*t,5Vl.'&. 280,1  C. B.N.S.690.).  Itoannot, 
•(course,  be  mside  to  flow  upon  the  land  of  a  neighbour 
sithoat  bis  consent  in  the  flrst  iiutanoe  ;  bnt  a  right  so 
b  Dike  it  flow  may  be  acquired  by  prescription  as  well 
■  b;  agreement  (/rrm^y  ▼.  Stoeh»r,  14  W.  B.  748,  L.  B. 
1  Ch.  396).  Where  water  is  so  made  to  flow  upon  the  land 
lloUien  the  rights  of  parties  in  it  depend  on  whether 
lilt  stream  was  originally  meant  to  be  of  a  permanent 
ibaraoter  or  depends  upon  temporary  oironmatancea. 

A  right  to  the  flow  of  water  along  an  artifloial  channel 
■soot  be  acquired  by  presoripticn,  unless  circumstances 
kow  it  was  intended  to  be  of  a  permanent  character. 
Fbere  the  flow  of  water  is  intended  to  be  of  a  permanent 
Ittneter,  it  becomes  subject  to  tbe  law  of  prescription  in 
be  same  manner  as  a  natural  waterooursa  ;  and  enjoy- 
■(lit  and  acts,  which,  without  the  existence  of  an  ease- 
unt,  would  be  tortious,  may  be  CTidenoe  of  the  right  to 
b<  use  of  water,  although  it  flows  through  an  artificial 
iaonel  {Beaton  r.  Weate,  5  El.  &  BL  986).  In  Xofor 
^  fW/nfl*  (11  A.  &  E.  571)  the  law  was  taken  to  be 
m  tame  as  regards  all  wateroonraes,  artificial  as  well  as 
Mural,  apart  from  special  custom  ;  as  if  a  right  to  the 
*)ojment  of  water  in  an  artificial  ohannel  might  be  got 
i  twenty  years  user,  irrespective  of  the  oironmatances 
■dn  which  the  channel  was  made.  This  is  itaoonsistent 
rilb  Arkmrigkt  r.  0tU  (6  M.  ft  W.  203)  and  the  recent 
[<^a  in  Ootid  r.  Martyn  (19  0.  B.  N.  S.  782)  re- 
F*>*the  old  doctrine  as  to  the  distinction  between 
|bta  in  natural  and  artificial  streams. 
^Arhnifhtx.  Sell  a  millowner  claimed  a  right  to  the 
fV'  vtsr  diaoharged  from  a  mill.  The  claim  was 
pdad  on  alleged  user,  and  it  was  held  that  the  mining 
NM|  who,  for  upwards  of  twenty  years,  had  discharged 
P  vstsr  from  his  mine  into  the  stream  upon  which  tho 
■>  Mood  mif  ht   nevertheless  divert  it  when  deeper 


draining  was  required;  for  that  the  millowner  could  not 
have  acquired  a  prescriptive  right  to  the  flow  of  the  water, 
it  appearing  that  the  original  user  of  the  water  was 
with  notice  that  the  supply  might  be  discontinued.  It 
is  to  be  observed  thai  the  sole  object  of  the  watercourse 
was  to  nnwater  the  mine  and  thus  get  rid  of  a  nuisance; 
and  if  the  millowner  availed  himself  of  it,  he  could  only 
in  reason  expect  to  do  so  while  the  oonvenienee  of  the 
mineowner  required  it.  Kezt  to  this  oomes  the  leading 
case  Wood  v.  Watid  (8  Ex.  748),  whioh  contains  a  full 
exposition  of  the  law  on  this  subject,  and  eetabliahes  that 
no  aotion  will  lie  for  the  diversion  of  an  artificial  stream 
where  it  is  obvious  that  the  enjoyment  depends  upon 
temporary  droumstancea,  and  the  interruption  is  by  a 
person  who  stands  in  the  position  of  a  grantor. 

The  decisions  as  to  agricultural  drainage  rest  on  the 
same  foundation  and  are  to  the  same  effect.  In  Oreatrtm 
V.  Baynard  (6  Ex.  291),  whioh  was  decided  on  the  au- 
thority of  the  two  last-mentioned  cases,  it  was  held  that 
a  person  who  for  upwards  of  twenty  years  had  used  the 
water  discharged  by  a  drain  from  his  neighbour's  land 
had  not  acquired  a  prescriptive  right  to  the  water,  so  as 
to  preclude  his  neighbour  from  altering  the  level  of  the 
drain  for  the  benefit  of  his  own  land.  As  Baron  Parke 
said  in  that  case,  the  right  of  the  plaintiff  to  an  artificial 
watercourse,  as  against  the  party  making  it,  depends  on 
the  character  of  the  watercourse  and  the  oircnmstanoes 
under  whioh  it  was  made;  and  in  this  case  it  was  ap- 
parent, that  the  maker  of  the  wateroourse  never  intended 
to  give  the  other  the  use  of  it  as  a  matter  of  right.  As 
Sir  WUliam  Erie  explained  in  Oavtd  v.  Martyn,  the  nser 
of  the  easement  of  sending  on  the  water  of  an  artificial 
stream  is  of  itself  alone  no  evidence  that  the  land,  from 
which  the  water  is  sent,  has  become  snl^ect  to  the  ser- 
vitude of  being  bound  to  send  on  the  water  to  the  land 
of  the  neightenr  below  .  *  .  .  A  party,  by  the  mere 
exercise  of  a  right  to  make  an  artificial  dr^n  into  his 
neighboar's  land,  either  from  mine  or  surface,  does  not 
raise  any  presumption  that  he  is  subject  to  any  duty  to 
continue  his  artifloial  drain  by  twenty  years  user. 
Although  there  may  be  additional  oircnmstanoes,  by 
which  that  presumption  would  be  raised  or  the  right 
proved ;  if  it  be  proved  that  the  stream  was 
originally  intended  to  hare  a  permanent  flow,  or  if  the 
party  by  whom,  or  in  whose  behalf,  the  artifloial  stream 
was  caused  to  flow,  is  shown  to  have  abandoned  perma- 
nently, without  intention  to  resume,  the  works,  by  whioh 
the  flow  was  caused,  and  given  up  all  control  over  the 
stream,  such  stream  may  become  subject  to  the  laws  re- 
lating to  natural  streams;  as  was  held  in  Ivimoj/  v.  Stockgr 
where  the  stream,  if  originally  artificial,  had  been  per- 
manently abandoned  by  the  tin-bonnders.  A  custom, 
however,  to  renew  original  rights  whioh  appear  to  have 
been  abandoned  may  be  set  np  {Magnr  v.  ChadtcieV). 

Such  are  the  rights  and  liabilities  of  the  person  by 
whom  the  stream  is  made  to  flow  with  respect  to  the 
owners  of  the  land  over  whioh  it  is  sent.  As  between 
suoh  owners,  it  appears  that  the  proper  owner  may  at 
firit  divert  the  water,  bat  after  twenty  years  user  the 
lower  owners  acquire  a  prescriptive  right  as  against  the 
upper  owners  to  the  nse  of  the  water,  subjeot  to  such 
right  as  the  maker  of  the  stream  may  possess  to  divert  oc 
stop  it  {Arkmright  v.  Oelt) 

We  have  hitherto  spoken  of  streams  which  have  au 
artificial  origin,  whether  from  mining  operations,  or  sur- 
face drainage.  We  have  dwelt  on  this  branch  of  the 
subject,  whioh  is  an  important  one,  owing  to  the  exten- 
sive rights  and  interests  connected  with  it,  which  would 
be  imperilled  if  persons  could  claim  in  such  watercourses 
the  same  rights  as  the  law  recognises  in  the  case  of 
natural  streams.  Oanals,  however,  as  artiiloial  streamy 
claim  a  share  of  our  attention.  Tlte  water  in  a  canal  is 
the  property  of  the  owners  of  the  canal,  that  is  .to  saj, 
in  the  language  of  Sir  William  Erie,  they  have  property 
in  the  ftumen  ajuot  if  not  in  the  identioal  passing  atoms 
of  water  {Boehdale  CUimI  Company  r.  King,  14  Q.  B. 
129).    Accordingly  it  was  held  in  the  last  mentioned 
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oam  that  an  aotion  would  He  for  the  abatraoUon  of 
water  for  another  parpose,  the  act  being  an  inyasion  of 
a  private  right.  Had  the  oanal  been  a  natural  stream 
the  infiingement  wonid  hare  been  of  a  pablic  right,  and 
the  remedj,  if  any,  by  information  (leeAttomtf- General 
T.  Great  Ea^tm  Bailway  Company,  IS  yf.'R.  118-7).  Nor 
do  the  ordinary  dootrinee  aa  to  the  permissiTe  nse  of 
water  apply  where  a  oanal  oompany  has  for  a  series  of 
years  suffered  another  canal  oompany  at  a  lower  leyel 
tu  avail  themselTes  of  the  sarplns  water  which  flowed 
over  the  looks  and  descended  to  the  lower  leTel,  bat  the 
company  have  a  riirht  to  pamp  it  up  again  {Stafordthire 
and  M'oreetierihire  Canal  Companyv.  Birmingham  Canal 
(Company,  16  W.  B.  H.  L.  Dig.  22,  L.  B.  1  E.  Jc  I.  App.  2S4) 
owingr  to  the  water  in  the  canal  being  water  aoonmolated 
nnder  the  authority  of  the  Legislature  in  a  species  of 
renervoir,  which  the  company  were  bound  to  use  use- 
fully and  eoonomically,  and  might  use  over  again,  if  they 
pleased,  but  could  not  give  away. 

As  regards  pollution,  the  law  as  to  artificial  streams 
stands  on  a  different  footing.  The  maker  of  an  artifieial 
stream  may  stop  it,  if  he  pleases,  unless  it  be  of  a  per- 
manent character;  bat  he  may  not  foal  it  while  it  con- 
tinues to  mn  (  Wood  r.  Waud),  though  the  right  of  foul- 
ing an  artificial,  as  a  natural,  stream  may  be  acquired  by 
use  [lUagor  r.  Chadmek).  In  this  respeot  persons  on 
the  banks  of  an  artificial  stream  stand  in  the  position  of 
ordinary  riparian  proprietors,  niialey  t.  Laing  (8  H.  tc 
N.  675)  shows  it  to  be  at  least  doabtf  ul  whether  a  person 
wlio  takes  water  from  a  stream  nnder  a  bare  licence  to 
do  so,  can  maintain  an  action  for  fooling  the  stream 
higher  up.  The  opinion  expressed  in  Gale  on  Easements 
(p.  298  n)  is  that  he  oannot. 

Where  the  right  to  water  flowing  in  an  artiflcial 
channel  exists,  it  passes  upon  a  severance  of  the  heritage 
by  implication  of  law  without  any  words  of  grant  ( Watt$ 
r.  Kelson,  19  W.  B.  338),  aa  an  easement  in  its  natoro 
continuous,  aooording  to  the  well-known  definition  in 
Polden.  V.  Battard  (14  W.  K.  198).  But  in  this  respect 
there  is  no  difference  between  natural  and  artificial 
waterooarses. 


LAW  BEFOBUS:  SOUE  BECENT  AHEBIOAN 
DECISIONS. 

The  latest  volnme  of  Beporta  of  the  New  York  Ooart 
of  Appeals  (4-2  N.  T.  Bep.  Srd  Hand.),  oontaina  aeveral 
cases  on  points  of  considerable  inteieat  now  oooapyiug 
public  attention  in  England.  We  propose  briefly  to  lay 
before  onr  readers  some  of  the  novel  and  interesting  qaea- 
tions  there  discussed  and  decided. 

1.  In  1869  the  New  York  Legislature  entered  upon  the 
experimanc  of  allowing  the  accused  in  a  criminal  prose- 
cution to  give  evidence  in  his  own  behalf.  The  Act  is  in 
the^e few  words, ''In  the  trial  of  all  indictments,  com- 
plaints, and  other  proceedings  against  persons  charged 
with  the  commission  of  crimes  or  offences,  and  in  all  pro- 
ceedings in  the  nature  of  criminal  proceedings  in  any 
and  all  Courts,  and  before  any  and  all  officers  acting  judi- 
cially, the  person  so  charged  shall,  at  his  own  request, 
but  not  otherwise,  be  deemed  a  competent  witness.  Bat 
tlie  neglect  or  refusal  of  any  such  person  to  testify  shall 
not  create  any  prejudice  against  him." 

It  will  be  observed  how  carefully  the  language  of  the 
Act  is  framed  with  the  parpose  of  avoiding  the  chief 
objections  usually  urged  against  rendering  the  accused  a 
oompe'tent  witness.  The  old  tenderness  of  the  common 
law  with  its  presumption  of  innocence  till  guilt  is  proved, 
and  our  ancestral  horror  of  forcing  a  man  to  give  evidence 
against  himself  are  treated  with  the  ntmost  consideration. 
The  prisoner  is  to  be  a  oompetent  witness  at  his  own 
request,  "  but  not  otliermite."  And  he  is  not  to  be  injured, 
because  he  does  not  make  the  request :  sooh  neglect  or 
refosal  "  ihall  not  create  any  prejudice  again$t  kim." 

Now,  let  us  see  the  operation  of  this  statate  iu  the 
first  reported  case  under  it  that  has  met  our  observation. 
In  Bramhm  v.  The  People,  the  prisoner,  a  woman,  was 
tried  oa  an  indiotment  for  larceny.    Bvidenoe  was  given. 


"  tending  to  prove  the  commission  of  the  oSenoe,"  lal 
the  case  for  the  prosecution  was  dosed.  The  primer 
was  then  offered  as  a  witness  in  her  own  defence,  ul  ibi 
denied  the  commission  of  the  larceny.  She  vu  ona- 
examined  by  the  State  district  attorney,  and  Uiii  qsotioii 
put  to  her,  "  Have  you  ever  been  arrested  betoit  {a 
theft  ?  "  The  question  was  objected  to,  on  tlu  wu! 
ground,  that  as  the  accused  had  not  pat  her  chanotet  ii 
iasae,  the  proaeontor  had  no  right  to  attick  il.  The 
question  was  allowed,  vae  antnered  in  the  a^EraM(ire,i(i 
the  meman  teat  aonvieted. 

On  error  it  was  held  by  the  Coart  of  Ippeil  thtt 
although  the  character  of  the  woman,  qua  arxnued,  ns 
not  in  issue  and  could  not  be  attacked,  yet  her  aedibilit; 
gud  witness,  might  be  impugned  like  that  of  ererj  other 
witness  on  cross-examination.  The  Court  declarai  that 
she  was  not  compelled  to  become  a  witness,  bit  hirii; 
elected  to  do  so,  "  she  left  her  position  aa  a  deieadut" 
.  .  .  she  "cannot  claim  the  ad  vantages  of  the  poa&n 
of  a  witness  and  at  the  same  time  avoid  its  dntia  ud 
responsibilities."  The  ruling  of  the  Court  it  obnoDilf 
correct,  and  the  case  is  of  interest  only  aa  an  nimtntioa 
of  the  practical  operation  of  the  proposed  relom  a  ooi 
own  law.  We  need  not  pause  to  inqnire  whetls  it 
affords  an  argument  in  favour  of  the  advooatei « the 
opponents  of  the  reform. 

2.  The  case  of  Burtit  v.  Tkompun  was  antctiwiv 
breach  of  promise  of  marriage.  The  detendtut  hii 
agreed  to  marry  the  plaintiff  <'  in  the  faU."  He  \M 
her  in  October  that  he  would  not  perform  hia  ooolacl, 
and  her  aotion  was  commenced  immediately.  TheCai 
held  that  the  action  was  not  brought  prematarelj.iil 
that  the  plaintiff  was  not  bound  to  await  till  the  "el 
of  the  fall "  before  suing.  Our  readers  will  noesia 
that  this  very  point  was  decided  to  the  contratj  bf  tie 
Bzoheqaer  <A  Pleas  in  July  last.  In  /Voitv.  £>i)^ 
(19  W.  B.  77,  L.  B.  6  Ex.  322),  it  was  held  b;  Kelt;, 
C.B.,  and  Ghannell,  B,  that  the  doctrine  of  RteU«  ^ 
Delattur  (1  W.  B.  469,  2  E.  &B.G78),wasnotM>i)&ui 
to  promises  of  marriage,  and  in  the  powerful  aigoao 
of  the  Lord  Chief  Baron  the  principle  of  the  dadnai  i 
Hoehtter  v.  Belatonr  was  strongly  attacked  upon grooj 
which  it  seems  very  difficult  to  answer.  The  prii«(l 
of  that  case — namely,  that  an  absolute  refosal  to  peit« 
a  oontraot,  made  in  advance  of  the  time  fixed  ta  pt 
formanoe,  is  in  itself  a  breach  of  oontraot,  does  not  M 
even  to  have  met  the  oonourrence  of  Martin,  B.,  «^o^ 
sented  from  the  judgment  in  Frott  v.  Knifht  aoUlf  op 
the  authority  of  Hoehtter  v.  Delatour,  which  he  thoiil 
binding  until  reversed  in  a  court  of  error.*  It  iaiinp 
that  in  the  New  York  case,  the  Court,  while  giving  jn 
ment  in  acoordanoe  with  the  principle  supposed  tt 
established  by  Hoehtter  v.  Delatour,  declared  thit  d 
were  "  not  fully  prepared  to  concur  in  the  jodpnent 
that  case  without  farther  oonsideratioa." 

3.  What  is  pamengers  luggage?  In  oar  railway  I 
"  personal  or  ordinary  luggage  "  is  said  by  the  Qm 
Bench  to  meaa  that  class  of  articles  whioh  are  oi^u 
or  nsnally  carried  by  passengers  as  their  luggage,  i 
iton  V.  Midland  Railway  Otmpany  (17  W.  B.  705,  I» 
4  Q.  B.  366).  In  that  case  a  "  Spring  Horse"  wl 
the  traveller  had  with  him  as  a  toy  he  was  taking  to 
child,  was  held  not  to  be  ordinary  or  personal  loggt 
and  sketohes  and  drawings  carried  by  an  artist  wen 
held  to  be  ezoloded  by  the  Exchequer  ( Uytten  v.  i 
land  Jtailnay  Oompany,  7  W.  B.  737,  4  H.  lcK.( 
while  title  deeds  carried  by  an  attorney  shared 
same  fate  in  the  Common  Pleas  {Phelfi  v.  I* 
and  North  nettem  Raibvay  Company,  13  W.  B. 
19  0.  B.  N.  S.  821.)  In  the  volume  before  oi 
case  of  Bemter  v.  The  Syraeute,  Binghcmpto*  a*4 
York  Bailway  Oompany  is  reported,  and  the  he*J 
grives  as  the  decision,  that  oommon  earriersarsl 
for  the  loss  as  baggage,  "  of  articles  deaigned  for  th 
sonal  use  of  the  passenger  and  members  of  his  <k 


*  Fdr  an  extended  comment  on  Frott  v.  Knifht,  see  tatf  | 
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1MB  they  are  of  a  kind  oostomarily  oarried  as  baggage, 
«ogh  not  intended  to  be  need  land  not  neoeesary /or  «m« 
,  tiejoHme}."  In  this  case  the  defendant  who  lived  in 
wontr;  town  pat  into  his  trunk  at  New  York  as  his 
ggtge  on  his  letnm  home  artiolee  of  wearing  apparel  not 
Ijr  for  himaelf ,  bat  for  his  wife  and  other  members  of  his 
lily,  iiiolading  the  materials  for  two  dresses  for  his 
fe,  and  also  the  materials  for  a  drees  for  his  landlady. 
e  Court  held  all  the  artielee  to  be  his  "  baggage,"  ex- 
it the  diess  purchased  for  the  landlady. 
I.  The  last  case  whioh  weoan  notice  in  this  volome  is 
orted  in  the  appendix,  and  is  interesting  with  refer- 
)eto  recent  and  to  prospeotive  legislation  upon  the 
rjeot  of  married  women's  property.  In  New  York  the 
fried  Women's  Aot  of  1862,  prorides  "That  any 
rried  woman  may  enter  into  any  contract  in  refer- 
« to  her  neparate  property,  and  while  married  may  sne 
I  be  aned  in  all  matters  having  relation  thereto,  in 
r  of  the  ooorts  of  this  State,  in  the  same  manner  as 
he  neie  aole."  The  oonstmotion  of  thisstatnte  was  the 
ject  in  controversy  in  the  case  of  the  Com  Exchange, 
ipany  v.  Babeock.  The  defendant,  a  married  woman 
IM  hoab&nd  and  son  were  both  insolvent,  endorsed  on 
Dte  giren  by  them  these  words,  "  for  value  received  I 
tby  charge  my  individual  property  with  the  payment 
ibis  note."  She  received  personally  no  consideration 
rigning  this  agreement.  The  Coart  held  that  she 
liable  in  an  action  on  the  note,  and  that  an  ordinary 
(oent  for  the  amount  of  the  note  was 'proper. 
I  principles  established  are  that  when  a  married 
iiD  ccntraols  in  New  York,  she  becomes  liable  ipto 
i>  if  the  debt  is  for  the  benefit  of  her  estate.  If  she 
n  liability  for  another,  it  is  required  as  a  farther 
Btion  that  in  the  oontraot  oreating  the  debt  she 
dd  declare  the  intent  to  charge  her  leparate  estate,  as 
I  done  in  this  case  by  the  language  of  the  endorsement. 
Caterer  may  be  the  advantages  secnred  to  married 
■n  by  the  modern  reforms  and  proposed  reforms 
i<Hdto  render  their  property  subject  to  their  exolu- 
•wotnl,  nothing  oan  be  plainer  than  that  these  reforms 
'kfdy  misunderstood  and  overrated  as  a  safeguard 
ixt  the  chief  danger  to  whioh  a  woman's  property  is 
Mdin  ordinary  life,  the  danger  that  it  will  be 
Wieied  by  those  under  whose  influence  she  lives,  and 
'ptactiae  npon  her  weakness,  or  win  their  objects  by 
!*lt  U>  her  sympathies  and  affections. 


!  EFFECT  OF  LEGITIMATION  « PUR  SUBSE- 
(TENS  MATRIUONIVM"  ON  LEaACY  DUTY 
lYABLE  BY  ENGLISH  LAW. 
I  iateieating  principle  was  involved  in  a  recent  case 
«  Vice-Chanoellor  Stnart  in  regard  to  the  rate 
«acy  duty  payable  by  persons  who,  as  legittmati, 
<iing  to  the  law  of  their  domioil,  claimed  to  be  liable 
iUrea  of  the  testator,  to  the  duty  of  one  per  oent. 
{Shtt«>te  T.  Young,  19  W.  E.  588). 
e  testator  in  this  case  was  domiciled  in  France,  and 
i«  will,  whioh  operated  on  real  estate  in  England, 
^  it  converted  into  personal  estate  in  equity,  he  gave 
wdnce  of  such  converted  realty  to  his  children  in 
I  which  Bufi^ently  defined  them  aaperiona  detignata 
It  no  question  arose  as  to  the  capacity  of  the  ohil- 
to  take  the  gift,  although  they  were,  in  fact,  ante 
>od  had  been  legitimated  by  a  subsequent  marriage 
)ir  parents  in  accordance  with  the  law  of  Fiance, 
ia  ease  fell  dear  of  the  now  well  established  princi- 
"list  liability  to  the  payment  of  legacy  duty  is 
Wd-by  the  domioil  of  the  testator  or  intestate,  and 
*  he  abroad  ho  duty  will  be  payable  even  on  legacies 
Sons  in  England  ( Thompton  v.  Advocate'  Beneral,  1 2 
iJ.  1)  as  the  will  acted  on  real  property,  the  titv* 
■sh  was  in  this  ootintiy,  and  notionally  converted 
*f  the  dtatk,  into  personal  property,  the  doctrine  of 
MaUty  of  personal  property  being  identical  with 
iotatar'B  domioil,  and  the  role  esUblished  by  the 
■Me,  did  not  ^ply,  and  the  Orown  therefore  claimed 


to  be  entitled  to  legacy  duty  on  the  real  eatate 
■o  notionally  converted.  This,  right  was  not  dispated. 
Bat  the  Orown  also  claimed  to  be  entitled  to  the  highest 
r»te  of  duty,  £10  per  cent.;  the  legacies  being  to  petaona 
who  by  the  law  of  England,  it  was'  alleged,  were  strangers 
in  blood.  The  claim  of  the  Crown  was  rested  on  ths 
ground  that  as  the  Court  was  adjudicating  on  the  right 
to  real  eatate,  the  claimants  must  be  regarded  in  the  same 
light  as  if  they  were  seeking  to  make  ont  their  title  by 
heirship,  in  which  oase  BirtnhUtle  v.  VardiU  (7  CL  A: 
F.  89S),  and  Re  Don't  TntiU  (6  W.  B.  86,  4  Drew 
194),  showed  that  no  legal  relationship  quoad  hoe  sub- 
sists in  our  law  between  a  child  legitimated pn-  eubieqvent 
matrimonium  and  his  parents.  The  case  of  Boyet  v. 
Bedale  {12  W.  B.  232, 1  H.  &  H.  799),  is,  also,  it  was  said, 
an  authority  to  show  that  in  a  will  of  a  domiciled  Eng- 
lishman, under  a  gift  of  a  money  fund  (after  a  life  estate 
to  the  father)  to  children  of  a  person  whose  domioil,  at 
the  time  of  the  gift,  was  English,  but  afterwards  became 
French,  and  to  whom  a  child  was  born,  oat  of  wedlock, 
during  his  French  domicii,  and  was  afterwards  legiti* 
mated  by  subsequent  matrimony  of  the  parents  in  France; 
such  child  could  not  take  by  purchase  under  the  name  of 
"  child,"  for  the  term  children  in  the  will  of  an  English 
testator  must  be  intended  to  mean  such  persons  as  the 
law  of  England  regards  as  children — viz.,  such  as  are 
bom  in  wedlock,  and  that  "the  testator  cannot  be 
assumed  to  know  there  is  any  other  kind  of  child  ex- 
tant" In  this  case  the  Vice-Ohancellor  intimated,  as 
consistency  we  think  required,  that  in  his  opinion  the 
language  of  the  Statute'  tit  Distributions  would  be  dealt 
with  in  the  same  way  ;  and  if  an  intestate  died  domiciled 
in  England  the  division  of  his  property  must  be  governed 
throughout  by  English  law,  and  no  person  could  take  by 
representation  nnder  that  statute  unless  legitimated  by  the 
law  of  England. 

This  oase  of  Boyet  v.  Bedale  appears  to  be  irreooncile- 
able  with  a  prior  decision  of  Vioe-OhanoeUor  Stuart  in 
ffoodman  v.  Goodman  (8  Qiff.  648),  and  to  be  opposed 
to  the  inolination  of  the  opinions  of  tiie  judges  and  lords 
who  argued  in  BirtnhUtle  t.  Vardill ;  those  opinions 
having  been  generally  thought  to  import  that  for  pur- 
poses other  than  succession  to  real  eatate,  for  pnrpoees 
nnaflected  by  the  Statute  of  Merton — the  law  of  the 
domioil  woald  decide  the  question  of  etatui,  and  that 
the  question  of  ittttut  most,  for  all  purposes  unaffected 
by  the  feudal  law,  as  adopted  and  acted  upon  in  this 
ooantry,  be  decided  by  the  law  of  the  domicii  (see  obeer- 
rations  of  Lord  Cranworth  in  Share  r.  Oould,  L.  B.  8  E. 
ft  I.  App.  p.  70. 

In  the  oase  of  Skottone  ▼.  Toung  Vice-Chancellor 
Stnart  seems  to  have  thought  that  the  prinoiplcg 
enonoiated  in  BirtmhUtle  v.  Vardill  authorised  him  to 
hold  that  the  domioil  regulates  the  personal  ttatut,  so  as 
to  enable  him  to  declare  that  a  person  who  is  a  child  by 
the  law  of  the  domicii  ia  entitled,  in  an  English  Coart, 
to  the  benefit  of  that  character  in  exonerating  him  from 
a  fiscal  burden,  and  he  held  that  the  duty  payable  was  only 
£l  per  oent. 

It  was,  we  think,  properly  urged  by  the  counsel  for  the 
Crown  that,  in  such  a  question,  it  is  immaterial  whether 
the  testator  thoaght  of  and  named  the  donees  as  his 
children,  however  important  it  might  be  as  showing, 
their  title  to  the  fund  as  periona  detignata;  the  only 
question  here  being  whether  the  law  of  England  can 
regard  them  as  clothed  with  the  legal  status  of  children. 
Indeed,  if  the  case  be  rightly  decided,  it  must,  we  think 
be  held  to  rest  npon  and  be  in  affirmance  of  the  doctrine 
that  the  status  of  legitimacy  is  governed  by  the  domioil 
and  it  is  difDonlt  to  see  how  a  person  oan,  by  the  same 
law,  be  l^ally  a  "  child  "  for  fiscal  purposes,  and  not  a 
child  to  take  as  a  pertona  detignata,  in  a  gift  to  children, 
aooording  to  the  ruling  in  Bofei  v.  Bedale. 

The  coemopolitan  spirit  of  our  recent  legidatton  may 
extend  the  practical  importance  of  the  doctrine  affirmed 
by  Vice-Ohancellor  Stuart's  decision,  for  under  the  2nd 
section  of  "  the  Natnialiiation  Aot,  1870,"  real  property 
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of  eTery  deaoription  within  the  United  Kingdom  may 
now  be  held  *nd  dispoaed  of  by  aliena,  in  the  same 
manner  ai  by  natoial-bom  Bubjeots.  The  nnirMMd^ 
principle  in  regaid  to  immoTeables  that  the  lex  loci  rei 
»ita  Korema  the  derolntion  of  leal  eetate  by  will  or 
intestaoy,  will,  of  oonree,  pierail  and  bring  tite  trans- 
miiaion  of  property  by  death  within  the  graap  of  onr 
figoal  regolationR,  and  lo  snbjeot  it  to  the  payment  of 
legacy  or  saooeeaion  da  ty,  as  tiie  case  may  be  ;  and  the 
Tery  general  prevalence  thronghont  the  Continent  of 
Eorape  of  tiie  law  of  legitimation  ptr  ruitequent 
m4ttrimoniu»i ,  may  glT  e  the  principle  a  considerable  opera- 
tion as  well  in  its  fiscal  aspect,  as  in  questions  of  title, 
the  decision  of  which  latter  mnst,  we  think,  depend 
upon  the  same  doctrine. 


KECEST  SECISIOHS. 


BQiriTY. 
MoBTOAOE  OF  Pension. 
Jtme$T.  Ellis,  V.O.S.,  19  W.  B.  319. 
Aoy  aasignment  of  a   pension,  the   grant  of  whioh 
implies  the  performance  of  f  atore  serrices  to  the  State, 
ia  Told  on  obTions  grounds    of  public    policy ;    besides 
whioh  there  are  seTcral  statntes   enacting    tiie    same 
thing  in  specific  terms  as  to  military  and  other  payments. 
An  officer  in  the  army  cannot  paae  to  an  assignee  any 
right  OTer  hia  commission  or  his  future  pay  ;    though  be 
can  create  an  equitable  incumbrance  on  the  proceeds  of 
sale  of  the  commission  ;  and  where  military  full  pay  has 
aolaalty  accrued  due  in  the  hands  of  the  officers  army 
agent,  the  Oonrt  of  Chancery  can  obviously  give  effect  to 
an   assignment  of  it,  as  indeed  was  done  in  Spenctr  t. 
Cox,    2  Anst.   535  n.    Under  the   89th   section  of  the 
Bankruptcy  Act,  1869,  the  Court  is  empowered  to  assign 
a  quota  of  the  pension  or  pay  of  an  officer  or  pensioner 
of    the  Crown,  to  be  pidd   to   the    trustee  under  hia 
bankruptcy.      A  pension    not    granted    with   an    im- 
plication of  future  serrices  to  be  rendered  to  the  State  may 
be  encumbered  (J)af)U$r.  Dukt  0/ Marlborough,  1  Swanst. 
79),  but  nothing  granted  especially  in  order  that  the 
dignity  of  the  grantee's  family  might  be  sustained  (Davies 
T.  Duke  of  Marlborough).    So  in  litnitall  y.  BootKby,  10 
Sim.  549,  where  the  person  in  the  enjoyment  of  an 
annual  payment  made  to  him  in  consideration  of  an 
abolished    office     had    enonmbered,    Lord    Oottenham, 
affirming  Vice-chancellor  Shadwell,  considered  that  the 
Court  ought  to  give  effect  to  the  charge,  and  granted  an 
injunction  restraining  the  Beoeiver- General  from  paying 
to  the  pensioner  moneys  which  were  then  in  his  hands 
on   the  pensioner's  acconnt ;    in  this  case  the  annual 
payment  was  for  no  specified  dnration,  and  oonseqaently 
the  injunobion  was  restricted   to   the   amount  already 
held  by  the  Beceiver-G^neral  on  trust  for  the  pensioner. 
Military  pensions  granted  to  officers  in  the  British  army 
are  expressly  rendered  nnassignable  by  1  Geo.  2,  0.  14, 46 
Geo.    3,  o.  69,   and   47   Geo.  4  c.  26;    otherwise,  in- 
deed, as  being  made  in  consideration  of  past  serrioea 
only,  and  not  in  prospect  of  services  to  be  rendered  in 
the  future,  incumbranoea  upon  them  would  have  been 
validt   and,  in   fact,  in   a  oaae  of  Knight  ▼.  Bulklty 
(1868,  not  reported),  the   attention  of  the  Court  not 
having  been  called  to  the  atatutes,  an  injunction  waa 
granted  in  favour  of  the  assignee  of  an  officer's  pension ; 
however,  in  a  subsequent  case  of  Zlopd  v.  Cheetham  (8 
Giff.    171),  the  statute  of  George  II.  being  mentioned, 
the  Court  an  once  observed  that  no  effect  could  be  given 
to  such  an  assignment — or  rather,  ineffectual  attempt  at 
asaignment.    As  to  half -pay,  it  is  at  onoe  obvious  that 
that  implies  a  probability  or  a  possibility  of  future  service, 
and   is  therefore  unalienable  {Harty  r.  Odlam,  8  T.  B. 
681).     With  regard  to  a  pension  granted  by  the  old  East 
India  Company  prior  to  the  abolition  of  the  company  in 
1$S8,  Vioe-Chanoellor  Stuart  held  (in  1868)  in  Heali  v. 
Say  (10  W.  B.  264,  3  Giff.  471),  that  the  Act  of  George 


III.  oould  not  be  r^arded  as  having  sa;  ipplJailHB 
(either  before  or  since  the  transfer  of  the  lodiunilitB; 
forces  to  the  Crown)  to  pensions  granted  bj  tlw  old  S» 
India  Company,  and  consequently  that  th«  poaot  m 
assignable.    There  aeems  some  doubt  u  to  pesatH 
granted  to  the  transferred  officers  sinoe  tlw  touta. 
In  a  case  of  Cartm  v.  Cooper  (12  W.  R.  198,  i  &iS.62>) 
the  same  Vice-Chanoellor,  after  an  eTsmiailiDi  oi  di 
enactments  relating  to  the    transfer,  and  ifta  ladii{_ 
that    these  officers  are  not  paid  by  the  PiiaMts-' 
General,  but  out  of  the  revenues  of  thsOoT«mKit(t, 
India,, held  that  they  had  not  been  bronght  villiiii  Ak 
operation  of  the  Aot  of  Geo.  IIL    The  aaBe,lio««Rt,  fa( 
oompromised  on  appeal  (11  Jar.  N.  S).   His  praeit  w' 
was  similar  to  JSmM  t.  Hay.    In  general  it  it  ra;  •■ 
to  ascertain  whether  or  not  a  case  falls  withii  Ibi  iid 
of  Ed.   6  (6  ft  6  Ed.  6,  0.   16)  or  the  likt  wi» 
and  further,   as  to   cases  not  within  the  itsWa,  tia 
principle  of  publio  policy,  that  State  granti  aidi  m 
implication    of    future   service    shall    be  iuu£ 
ia    very   easy   of    application.      The   priaoipil 
to  be    noted    in    such    oases    is  the   proaedan, 
regular  course  where  the  pension  haa  been 
seems  to  be  to  file  a  f  orecloenre  bill  praying  iht 
injunction  restraining  defendant  from  gettiaf 
to  himself  or  his  agents;  the  decree  on  whieh  «ili 
a  direction  to  the  mortgagor,in  the  eventof  the ' 
becoming  absolute,  to  ezeonte  a  power  of  attonq, 
nish  the  plaintiff  from  time  to  time  with  all 
evidence  of  his  being  alive.    In  BeaU  v.  Btf 
fendant  did  not  appear,  and  the  bill  aUegad  tU' 
keeping  out  of  the  way  to  avoid  service  oi 
that  suit  the  plaintiff  obtained  a  simple  deeM 
injunction  and  a  reoeiver,  with  a  direction  ttal 
fendant  should    specifically  perform  hia 
further  assurance  and  execute  the  power  of 


Ybmdob  not  nakbd — Statute  or  Fum 
BourdOUm  v.  CoUitu,  M.B.,  19  W.  B.  Ut. 

This  was  an  nnsuooeaafnl  attempt  to  take  the  ' 
of  the  Statute  of  Frauda  to  a  contract  for  tlu 
of  land  at  a  sale  by  auction,  on  the  groaad 
vendors  were  not  named  in  the  oontraot.  0«ii| 
ordinary  practice  of  agents  signing  the  coatitct 
half  of  undisolosed  principals,  it  occaaiooillf ' 
that  the  oontraot  for  sale  doea  not  contain  tke 
the  vendor,  aa  in  the  preaent  instance, 
vendor's  name  does  not  appear,  the  objeotiaa  ai 
vail  on  the  ground  that,  in  order  to  have  a « 
agreement,  a  memorandum,  or  note,  it  ii  >ti 
essential  that  the  name  of  both  parties  should  ■ 
(.Wheeler  v.  AirA,  1  M.  &  M.  123).  Itiaositaia 
necessary  that  there  should  be  the  signatnM  of 
parties,  but  their  names  mnat  be  given  (P«t  Cot) 
CJ.,in  William  r.  Lake,  8  W.  B.  41).  Instead,  Jta 
of  signing  the  aoknowledgpmant  confirming  (he  ■ 
agent  for  "  the  vendor,"  the  auctioneer  wooU  do  t 
sign  as  agent  for  "  J.  S.  the  vendor,"  sad  tkoi " 
the  objection  impossible. 

Where  the  vendors  are  named  in  the  paiS 
and  oonditionB  of  sale,  to  aign  aa  agent  te 
vendor,"  without  naming  him,  is  enoagli  ti  1 
the  statute,  because  the  particular8*and  eoodiM 
sale  are  connected  with  the  memorandum  I7  ^f" 
rence;  but  in  Bourdillon  v.  Collini,  oddly  soMf 
vendors  were  not  named  in  the  partioulan  or  eod 
of  sale,  but  were  simply  described  as  "  tru*««i  ^ 
aaying  for  whom.  Had  the  objeetion  been  tabs 
delivery  of  the  abstract,  it  could  not  but  bayc  M* 
but  the  purchaser  accepted  the  abstrwit,  »^'**/ 
disclosed  the  vendors'  names,  and  delivtnd  nt* 
thereon,  before  he  bethought  himself  of  tewj 
jeotion,  whioh,  in  fact,  was  not  taken  until  tbeH 
Accordingly,  the  Master  of  the  BoUa,  foUowuf  ^ 
V.  Waiington  (4  W.  E.  681,  8  Drew.  SS"^*^ 
abstract  was  a  document  sufficiently  eoiuMatad 
contract  to  be  referred  to  for  the  purpose  of  ~ 
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io(;  or,  rather,  that  after  aooepting  the  abetraot 
led  with  ihe  veadora'  namea,  as  an  abetraot  of  the 
im'  title,  it  did  not  lie  ia  the  parobuer's  month  to 
tktt  the  Tenders  were  not  rafflciently  deeoribed  in 
cootnot.  In  Hood  r.  Lord  Barrington  (17  W.  R.  Oh. 
ISl,  L.  B.  6  Eq.  218),  the  memorandam  of  the  sale 
dgsed  t^  the  anotioneers  aa  agents  for  "  the  Tendon," 
dun  there  the  Tenders  were  described  in  the  partioa- 
of  tale  IS  "  exeoators  of  Admiral  F.,"  whioh  was 
to  satisfy  the  reqairements  of  the  statute,  althongh 
ezeoatora  of  Admiral  F.,  who  was  a  domiciled 
okmu,  had  not  at  the  date  of  the  oontraot  completed 
t  title  in  this  ooontry;  so  that,  in  fact,  it  was  not 
asoertained  who  *'  the  vendors  "  were. 
■tiracuare  now  so  often  signed  by  agents  on  behalf 
idiKloaed  principals  that  the  reader  will  do  well  to 
this  case. 


BtOFjOBIT  LlQUIDATOBS — BILLS  AOCBPTED  BT  A 

SnieLK  LiquiDATOB. 
Mm  and  Medittrraneati  Bank,  L.J.  19  W.B.  487. 
here  a  eompany  is  wound  np  Tulnntarily,  and  sereral 
Won  ate  appointed,  the  powers  oonferred  on  them, 
Sag  the  power  given  by  section  95  to  accept  bills 
ihalf  of  the  company,  moat  be  exercised  by  two  at 
of  their  nnmber— that  is  to  say,  nnleis  the  share- 
it  have  otherwise  resolTed,  the  liquidators  are  noc 
atent  to  aocept  bills  on  behalf  of  the  company,  unless 
i^  the  medium  of  two  at  least  of  them  (Companies' 
U6ii.  133,  rule  6). 

a  former  case  in  the  same  matter  (Ae  London  and 
ifamnMa  Bank,  16  W.B.  lOOS.  L.B.  8  Ch.  661)  the 
ChiBoellor,  then  a  Lord  Justice,  appears  to  have 
iMd  that  liquidators  may  authorise  any  one  of 
ttnbertosign  a  particular  bill  as  a  ministerial  act, 
l^theyoaanot  delegate  to  a  single  liquidator  their 
Mi*  as  to  Moepting  bills  generally.  Upon  the 
•ftiik  there  oan  be  no  question,  seeing  that  the  Act 
■Nrnquires  the  signature  of  two,  at  least,  of  the 
■fcn ;  but  the  former  question  is  one  of  .  some 
if.  It  may  be  said  that  liquidators  may  authorise 
Mo(  their  nnmber  to  sign  a  bill  as  an  agent- 
ym  jast  as  a  merchant  may  authoriae  a  clerk  or 
<Hit  to  sign  his  name,  and  that  bills  so  signed  shall 
■ding  on  the  oompany,  which  was  the  Tiew  taken 
t  laid  Ohancellor  in  the  earlier  case.  But  it  must 
aembered  that  the  liquidators  are  themselree  the 
(o(  the  oompany,  and  that  the  maxim  delegatut  non 
ititgan  ought  to  apply  to  such  a  case,  especially 
we  ooasider  that  the  Act  requires  that  the  bill  shall 
(Bed  by  two  at  least  TTpon  the  whole,  therefore, 
e  not  at  all  surprised  to  find  the  Lords  Justices  ex- 
ag  their  disapproTal  of  the  view  taken  by  the  Lord 
Mllor  ss  to  the  competency  of  liquidators  to  delegate 
uk  of  signing  a  particular  bill  to  one  of  their 
tt.  This  expression  of  opinion  by  the  Lords  Jua- 
(for  it  does  not  amount  to  a  judicial  dedaion) 
a  it  extremely  doubtful  whether,  in  the  teeth  of 
?Ms  words  of  the  Act,  liquidators  can,  under  any 
Maaces,  authorise  one  of  their  number  to  accept  a 
kongh  the  company  may,  if  they  please,  do  so. 
) only  point  aotnally  decided  waa  substantially  the 
M  that  decided  in  the  earlier  case — tIx.,  assuming 
it  was  oompeteut  to  the  liquidator*  to  meet  and 
tiM  one  of  their  body  to  aocept  a  specific  bill,  yet 
laotoompetent  to  them  to  authorise  him  to  aocept 
■  of  renewed  bills  upon  terms  as  to  their  respeotiTe 
«f»  and  dates  whioh  were  left  Tery  much  to  his 
itioa. 


being  demanded,  the  defendant  denied  his  signature,  but 
on  the  plaintiff's  threatening  to  take  criminal  proceed- 
ings against  the  brother,  he  signed  a  memorandum  that 
he  "  held  himself  responsible  "  for  the  note  described 
as  bearing  his  signature.  The  present  action  was  broaght 
upon  the  note,  and  the  qneation  was,  whether  the  memo- 
randum amounted  to  a  ratification  by  the  defendant  of 
the  contract  made  in  his  name  on  the  face  of  the  note, 
or  estopped  him  from  denying  that  it  was  his  note  ? 
Martin,  B.,  held  that  it  was  a  Talid  ratification  ;  but  the 
rest  of  the  Court  were  of  a  contrary  opinion.  One  objec- 
tion to  the  notion  of  ratification  was,  that  the  signature 
being  a  mere  forgery,  and  not  an  act  for  the  doing  of 
which  the  authority  of  the  defendant  was  CTer  pretended, 
the  doctrine  of  ratification  was  inapplicable  ;  bat  the 
more  serious  objection,  and  one  which  owerrides  all  ques- 
tions of  ratification  or  estoppel,  waa  that  the  memorandum 
I  waa  really  a  transaction  between  the  parties,  entered  into 
for  the  pnrpoee  and  on  the  consideration  of  stifling  a 
prosecution.  This  objection  lies  so  much  upon  the  sur- 
face, that  it  is  a  little  surprising  so  much  donbtshonld  bare 
been  entertained  upon  the  case  ;  nor  does  Martin,  B., 
really  attempt  to  deal  with  this  part  of  the  question, 
which  is  quite  distinct  from  the  question  he  does  discuss, 
whether  what  is  in  ita  inception  a  forgery,  ia  under  any 
circumatanoea  capable  of  ratification.  In  one  part  of  his 
judgment,  indeed,  he  seeks  to  CTade  the  foroe  of  the 
objection  by  saying  that  a  ratification  is  no  contract, 
and  needs  no  consideration  ;  but  (assuming  his  Tiew  on 
this  part  of  the  case  to  be  correct)  it  would  be  trifling 
with  the  principle  to  say  that,  though  a  contract  cannot 
be  made  upon  such  a  consideration,  a  forged  oontraot 
may  be  ratified  with  that  very  same  object,  purpose,  and 
reason,  or,  in  other  words,  upon  that  same  ooiuideration. 
The  recent  caae  in  the  Eonae  of  Lorda  of  Williamt  r. 
Barley  (L.  B.  1  H.  L.  200),  seems  not  to  haTO 
been  oited ;  there  a  father  made  a  mortgage  to  secure  the 
amount  of  bills  forged  by  his  son,  whioh  were  then 
giTen  up  to  him.  It  was  there  held  that  the  transaotion 
was  one  in  substance  made  with  a  view  of  stifling  the 
prosecution,  and  was  iuTalid.  If  the  present  case  were 
decided  aooording  to  the  opinion  of  Martin,  B.,  all  that 
need  be  done  in  anch  a  case  ia  to  obtain  a  memorandum 
that)  the  forger  was  agent  of  the  apparent  acceptor  to 
aign  the  bill,  and  then  the  liability  of  the  peraon  giving 
the  memorandum  being  thus  established,  the  mortgage 
might  be  securely  taken. 


COMMON  LAW. 

OlCAnOX— FOBOKBT — SnFLIKO  PSOaECUTIOH. 

Broth  T.  Book,  Bxoh^  19  W.  B.  508. 
•  lefandant's  brother  had  forged  his  signature  to 
•iamy  note  made  to  the  pltOntiif.    On  payment 


C0UBT8. 

COURT  OF  CHANOEEY. 

Mabtbb  of  the  Boli.8. 

May  1. — Se  Contraet  Corporation,  Bal«man' tease. 

Proeticf — Spoeial  txamuur — Companiu  Act,  1862,  (.  115. 

A  person,  who  is  deemed  eapaile  of  giving  information  r<- 
tpeeting  the  affaire  of  a  eompany  which  ie  being  wound  up, 
and  who  has  not  etnuented  to  the  appointment  of  the  special 
examiner,  eannot  be  required  to  attend  and  be  examined  before 
him. 

Mr.  Bateman,  an  ex-director,  was  summoned  aa  a  person 
deemed  capable  of  giving  information  respecting  the  affairs 
of  the  odmpany,  under  section  116  of  the  Companies  Act, 
1862.  He  appeared  before  the  Chief  Clerk  and  was  told 
that  he  was  required  to  attend  and  he  examined  before  the 
special  examiner  who  was  appointed  at  the  commencement 
of  the  winding  np.  This  ha  refbsed  to  do,  alleging  that  he 
had  not  consented  to  the  appointment  of  that  gentieman, 
and  that  he  was  entitied  to  haTC  his  examination  taken  by 
the  examiner  of  tiie  court  The  question  upon  tiie  present 
summons  was  whether  Mr.  Bateivan  was  justified  in  this 
refosal. 

Sir  B.  BoggaUafi,  Q.C.,  and  Siggins  for  the  liquidator. 

A.  O.  Marten,  tot  Mr.  Bateman,  relied  on  Ex  petrie Saitiu 
I7W.  B.  76«,  L.B.8Eq.23. 

Lord  BoKiLLT,  M.R.— ^reat  inoonvenienoe  arises  from 
the  want  of  a  snfSdent  number  of  regular  examiners,  and 
great  enpenso  is  tikerehy  incurred  by  the  suitors.  But  the 
statute  does  not  say  that  persons  who  are  deemed  capable  of 
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giTiDK  information  respecting  the  affair*  of  the  company 
ahall  oe  examined  before  a  special  examiner  to  whose  ap- 
pointment they  have  not  consented.  The  proper  coarse  will 
be  to  take  ont  a  summons  for  appointment  of  a  special 
examiner,  to  take  the  examination  of  Mr.  Bateman.  I  think 
he  ia  entitled  to  snggest  the  name  of  the  person  to  be  ap« 
pointed.  If  he  and  the  liquidator  cannot  agree  upon  a 
special  examiner,  the  Court  wUl  appoint  one  ;  at  all  events 
the  Coort  will  take  care  that  Mr.  Bateman  shall  be 
examined.  Let  this  summons  stand  OTSr  for  the  present, 
and  let  an  application  be  made  in  chambers  respecting  the 
appointment  of  a  special  examiner. 

iHnj  4. — Canueto  r.  Canune ;  In  rt  Cartmw. 
This  was  a  petition  by  Henry  Camsew  praying  that  his 
daoghter,  who  is  six  years  of  age  and  a  ward  of  Comi,  might 
be  oeliTered  over  to  his  care  and  gnidanee  as  hor  natiual 
guardian  by  Mr.  Doonithome,  her  maternal  grandfathw, 
with  whom  she  had  for  some  time  past  resided.    It  ap- 

Ced  that  Mr.  Carnsew,  who  is  a  solicitor,  some  time  ago 
me  inTolved  in  financial  difficulties  which  caused  him 
to  leave  England  for  the  Continent,  where  he  now  resides. 
Hr.  Donni^ome  had  maintained  and  edacated  the  child 
since  her  father  left  the  country.  The  mother  of  ttie  child 
was  (lead,  and  Mr.  Camsew  had  married  again. 

Waller  in  support  of  the  petition. 

Steaiuton,  Q.C.,  and  XatcUtuon,  ««n<nk,  argnod  that  it 
was  contrary  to  the  practice  to  allow  a  ward  to  be  taken 
permanently  abroad,  and  that  Mr.  Cantsew  was  not  able  to 
maintain  and  educate  the  child  as  well  as  she  was  bdng 
edncated  at  present. 

Lord  Rouni.1,  M.B.,  said  that  it  was  a  painful  case, 
which  ought  to  have  been  arranged  out  of  court.  In  decid- 
ing on  applications  as  to  the  custody  of  wards  the  Court 
looked  solely  to  the  benefit  of  the  ward,  as  a  ground  for  con- 
trolling the  legal  right  of  the  father.  Thatwaaths  principle 
eatablidied  in  Lyons  v.  Blmkin  (Jac.  245,  236/,  where  a 
father  applied  that  his  children  might  be  delivered  up  to 
him  by  uieir  aunt,  who  was  guardian  of  their  fbrtnnes,  and 
with  whom  he  had  permitted  them  to  reside  for  a  long  tii^e, 
and  Lord  Eldon  directed  a  reference  to  the  Master  to  inquire 
by  whom,  and  at  what  expense,  the  children  had  been  edn- 
cated, and  whether  the  father  was  of  sufficient  ability  to 
edacate  them  in  as  beneficial  a  manner ;  and,  if  not, 
to  approve  a  scheme  for  their  education  during  their 
minorities.  Besides  this,  it  was  the  practice  not  to  allow 
wards  to  be  removed  ont  of  the  jurisdiction,  unless  for 
their  health,  and  then  with  security  for  their  returning 
to  this  country ;  but  in  the  present  instance  there  was  no 
evidence  that  the  health  of  the  infant  required  her  removal 
abroad,  and  no  prospect  of  her  return,  as  her  father  could 
not  retnm.  After  hearing  the  evidence  as  to  Mr.  Camsew's 
circumstances  he  could  not  but  doubt  the  possibility  of  Mr. 
Caniaew  and  his  present  wife  maintaining  the  child  as  well 
asMr.Donnithome  could  and  did  maintain  her.  Upon  the 
whole,  therefore,  he  thought  it  would  be  most  for  the  bene- 
fit of  the  child  to  leave  her  with  Mr.  Bonnithome  ;  and  he 
•  should  make  an  order  to  that  effect  on  Mr.  Donuithome  un- 
dertaking to  maintain  the  child  in  the  same  manner  as  he 
'  had  hitherto  done,  Mr.  Camsew  to  have  liberty  to  apply  in 
Chambers  respecting  aocess  to  the  child. 


not  to  be  drawn  until  after  seven  days'  notice  to  ths  Incor- 
porated Law  Society. 

HAmmr,  J.,  said  that  as  much  publicity  ss  possible  ihoald 
be  given  where  attomejrs  wished  to  change  their  saaea 


BAIL  COITET. 

(In  Banco,  before  Bi.ackbvbn  and  Hunmi,  JJ.) 

May  A.— Ex  part*  Zanveme. 

Sullen  moved  to  altar  the  name  of  Mr.  Laawame,  an 
attorney  of  this  court,  as  entered  on  the  rolls,  from  "  Lan- 
warne  "  to  "  Llanwame."  It  appeared  that  the  applicant's 
father  had  spelt  his  name  with  one  "  I "  only,  and  that  the 
applicant  had  been  articled  and  admitted  a*  a  solicitor  in 
1869  and  his  name  spelt  in  the  same  way  as  his  &ther's ; 
but  for  the  last  seven  years  the  applicant  had  apelt  his  name 
"Ltanwame,"  and  intended  to  do  so  for  the  fbtnre,  be- 
lieving that  it  was  the  correct  way  of  spelling  the  family 
name.  He  wished  to  have  his  name  properly  spelt  on  the 
rolls  of  the  court,  as  he  was  about  to  apply  for  some  ap- 
pointoMnt* 

BUOKIVRX,  J.,  said  that  no  doubt  this  was  a  harmless 
application,  and  the  applicant  a  very  respoctable  person, 
and  that  he  had  no  improper  motive  for  wishing  to  alter  his 
name ;  but  with  a  view  to  poaaible  cases  that  might  arise,  it 
was  a  aensible  precaution  not  to  allow  such  change  of  name 
without  notice,  and  in  this  case  a  rule  might  be  taken,  but 


CENTRAL  CRIMINAL  COUBT. 
(Before  Btlbs,  J.) 

May  4. — The  only  remaining  indictment  of  the 
to-day  was  a  charge  of  perjury  against  Mr.  Ihomas  Jtteili 
Qeorge,  a  solicitor. 

Oiffard,  Q.C..  for'  the  defendant  applied  to  hsTe  ttt 
trial  postponed,  on  the  ground  principally  that  the  diom- 
stances  were  the  subject-matter  of  a  prooeeding  in  Chsaoeij, 
still  pending. 

Metealfe  and  Straight,  for  the  prosecation. 

Btlbs,  J.,  said,  in  a  most  emphatic  manner,  that  in  it- 
dictment  for  perjury  ought  never  to  be  prelemd  lAib  i 
civil  proceeding  was  pending.  He  added  that  thosm  ■ 
standing  rule  of  the  Court  that  an  indictment  ihaald  sot 
be  tried  in  such  a  case,  and  that  the  attempt  in  Qui  or 
to  force  on  the  trial  was  a  flagrant  breach  of  it    ' 

The  trial  was  postponed  tul  the  next  sessions,  inl^to 
a  further  postponement  if  then  necessary. 

The  Court  now  stands  adjourned  till  Jane  S. 


COUNTY  COUKTS. 


Lambbtk. 
(Before  J.  PrrrTxTioa,  Esq.,  Judge.) 
May  2. — Dunn  v.  Rigby. 
Xarried  woman  —"  Married   Women' e  Property  Aet,  INl' 

Committal  of  married  woman  for  non-paymmt ;  ktr  uUHIj 
to  pay  presumed  on  ground  of  her  refueeU  to  pnduee  mKMfi 
setlltmtnt  -made  prior  to  former  marriage. 

This  was  an  application  under  a  jodgnent  sanaosi  tt 
oemmit  the  defendant  to  priacm  for  non-compliance  irift  u 
order  of  the  Court  on  the  22nd  of  Febitlary  last  (nA  t^ 
828).  The  judgment  summons  was  returnable  m  Apnl, 
when  the  defendant  appeared  in  person  and  denied  tint  ibt 
had  any  means  of  her  own  to  pay  the  debt,  aboit  t\i 
On  examination  by  the  judge  she  admitted  that  she  had i 
life  interest  in  the  household  furniture  which  had  belm^il 
to  her  former  husband.  The  deed  provided,  she  said,  !<* 
the  property  reverting  to  her  childron  on  her  decease,  isd 
it  was  therefore  not  available  for  the  payment  of  her  dttte- 
She  had  two  children  whose  interests  would  be  injuied  U 
the  property  were  dealt  with  otherwise  than  as  her  fonaet 
husband  had  provided.  She  had,  however,  a  strong  objec- 
tion to  the  production  of  the  deed.  The  judge  said  he  Dirt 
see  the  deed,  and  adjourned  the  case  to  enable  the  defanibat 
to  procure  it    ' 

On  the  case  ooming  on  to-day  the  defendant  did  not  sppu 
but  sent  an  agent,  who  declared  that  she  was  unable  to  par- 
The  deed  was  not  produced.  .  i 

Mr.  Pm  Tatu>b,  in  making  an  order  of  oonmiittal.  Mil' 
the  refhml  to  produce  the  marriage  settlement  raised  a  rtroef  | 
presumption  that  it  represented  more  property  than  dete-' 
dant  admitted.     He  should  act  <ai  that  presumption.  Ha 
had  told  the  defendant,  when  present  in  person,  that  ii  i^ 
did  not  produce  the  deed  he  ahould  believe  ah*  had  not  td 
the  whole  truth,  and  her  committal  would  be  the  oou 
quenoe.    The  order  would  therefore  be  that  the  deteda 
be  committed  for  non-payment,  having  had  ths  measi 
pacing  out  of  her  own  property  since  the  jutlpaeot  * 
obtained  against  her.    llie  plaintiff,  however,  did  not  *> 
to  send  her  to  prison,  and  the  order  would  therefore  not 
executed  so  long  as  defendant  paid  £1  per  month. 


SiRiocs  AcoisBXT  TO  Mb.  Bkistows,  O.C.— a  teoM 
ago  Mr.  H.  F.  Bristowe  met  with  an  aocideat  la  waftiagw 
stairs,  he  fell  and  sustained  some  iinories,  but  he  ia  |)ngn| 
ing  nvourably,  and  we  are  glad  to  learn  that  he  antid{ialw 
return  to  his  professional  dutiea  in  the  course  of  a  few  da^i. 

Thb  Town  Clbbkship  of  Rsadino.— The  Town  Court 
of  Reading  has  accepted  the  resignation  of  Mr.  Thomas  Roc^ 
•olicitor,  town  clerk  of  that  borough ;  but  he  has  be<Breq«f  * 
to  continue  to  discharge  his  duties  till  tiie  SIst  Ootobo'  < 
when  arrangements  will  be  mads  for  oondnoliag  ths  fUK 
sinees  ef  the  boroush.    At  the  same  time,  ^  ooaadl  hii 
corded  its  sense  of  the  great  and  important  servioes  he  ha*  r 
deied  to  the  Counon  and  th*  Loeal  Board  ef  Health,  n 
dischsige  of  his  public  duties. 
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APPOmTKEKTS. 

\j.  Pbiuf  Fsnniuc  OtASMm,  solioitw,  of  LiTerpooI, 
Uen  tppointed  Law  Clerk  to  the  .Commianonen  of 
d,  Awased,  Praperty,  and  Income  Taxea  at  Lirerpool, 
Hceaion  to  the  late  Mr.  T.  F.  Andenon.  Kr.  Oarnett 
idmitted  in  1844,  and  for  tome  yean  practiaed  at 
jUgj,  in  Staffordahire,  bnt  lettled  in  Laverpool  about' the 
:  1U3,  being  soon  afterwaida  appointed  dnk  to  the  ma- 
ttn  of  that  borough.  He  is  a  partner  in  the  firm  of 
B.  Uoyd,  Qamett,  &  Llo^d,"  and  a  member  of  the 
■jool  Law  Society,  the  Metropolitan  and  Proyinoial 
iaociation,  and  of  the  Solicitor!'  Benerolent  Aiaooia- 
Tbe  office  of  Clerk  to  the  Liverpool  Commissioners  of 
■,  to  which  he  has  now  been  appointed,  it  worth  £1,280 
Bniam,  sabject  to  a  deduction  for  expense. 

r.  JoHX  FoBTBB  DoLFHis,  Solicitor,  of  Woliingiiam,  in 
Domty  of  Durham,  has  been  appointed  Clerk  to  the 
toes  of  the  Lobley  Hall  Tompike  Boad,  at  a  meeting  of 
natsts  held  on  the  25tb  April.  Mr.  Dolphin  was  oerti- 
ilin  1844,  and  holds  the  office  of  Clerk  to  the  Justices 
«  WoUo^iam  Dirition. 

r.  Otosat  FaiDuuoK  Cxbnbll,  solicitor,  of  Seveaoaki, 
I,  hit  been  elected  Veatry  Clerk  of  the  parish  of 
Umn,  in  tacoaation  to  the  late  Kr.  (George  Knight, 
liad  held  the  office  for  thirty-three  y  nart.  Mr.  Camell 
eattificated  in  1852. 

r.KicHABMON  PBU.B,  loUcitor,  of  Durham,  has  been 
td  Clerk  to  the  Dorham  School  Board.  '  He  ia  a  aon  ef 
Xdwnd  Paele,  solicitor,  the  Chairman  of  the  School 
ti,  and  was  admitted  in  1866.  He  is  a  membw  of  tiie 
•pouted  Law  Society. 

I.UirwiLL  Meltili,,  of  the  Bombay  Ciril  Service, 
tten  appointed  a  Puisne  Judge  of  the  High  Court  of 
kttne  at  Bombay.  Mr.  MelTiU  is  a  son  of  the  late 
•lanry  Melyill,  canon  of  St.  Paul's,  and  formerly  prin- 
ttlis East  India  Company's  College  at  Haileybnry, 
** '.  H.  Melyill  passed  a  few  yeara  preTioua  to  going 
At  the  examination  for  the  Indian  Civil  Service 
la*Ughly  dittinguiahed  "  place,  and  waaawarded  medals 
jie^  mathematics,  political  economy  and  hiatorr,  and 
1^,'  it  alao  received  prizes  for  his  knowledge  of  tertian 
pMnl  proficiency.  He  entered  the  Bombay  Civil 
Mia  18^5,  and,  sifter  serving  in  various  offices,  he  waa 
■ted  judicial  commiasioner  and  a  judge  of  the  Sudder 
totSeinde.  A  few  yeara  ago  he  waa  a  member  of  the 
■■nan,  of  which  Sir  Charles  Jackson  waa  preaident, 
kt«d  to  inquire  into  the  fiulnre  of  the  Bank  of  Bombay. 

'•  WiLLux  BuNTiNo,  of  Cheaterfield,  Derby,  haa 
>|>IioiDted  a  Commiadoner  to  administer  oaths  in  Chan- 

fXoBKBT  Hbhst  Pabsoks  Bmt,  of  Stroud,  Oloacetter, 
Kn  appointed  a  Commissioner  to  administer  oatha  in 
lety. 


GBfERAL  COBSESPONDENOB. 

nru. — If  yon  will  authorise  us  to  append- your  name 
I  letter  we  will  print  it,  but  not  otherwise. 


%sjL3a  Dbty  upon  Articlbs  or  Clebkship. 

t>-By  the  new  Stamp  Act,  section  43,   it  is  provided 
rticles  of  clerkship  are  not  to  be  stamped  after  the 
>a  of  six  mouths  from  the  date  thereof^  except  upon 
tt  of  penalties,"  &c. 

■iai;  from  these  words  that  if  "brought"  within 
mths  "  they  woold  be  atamped  without  penalty,  I 
mine  before  stamping  bat  upon  applying  at  the 
ffice  I  learn  that  the  rule  still  prevails  that  "  tiie 
S  mast  precede  the  execution. " 
ran,  by  insertiiig  this,  prevent  others  being  misled, 
laps  aome  one  will  explain  the  naa  and  meaning  of 
km  quoted.  E.  Smith. 


Ludlow,  of  the  Court  of  Common  Fleas  of  Philadel- 
lely  fined  a  white  man  200  dole,  for  refusing  to  aerre 
Dy  with  a  coloured  man. 

■UKhtly  newspaper  is  published  in  New  York,  entitled 
•tional  Bukntptey  Bister :  a  Baoord  of  Law  B^rarta 
leediDgt  in  Baakraptoy  in  all  the  States." 


PABLIAMEHT  AND  LEGISLATION. 

HOUSE  OF  LORDS. 
April  28. — The   EeeUiiastieal  DUapidtUion*  Bill  passed 
through  committee. 

May  1. — The  Tradu  Uniont  Bill  and  Criminal  Lata 
AmtndtiwHt  {Violtnet,  ThreaU,  ^e.)  Bill. — ^Theae  bills  were 
read  a  second  time  on  the  motion  of  EarlMorley. 

May  2. — The  Bankruptcy  (P»«-<)  Oiigualijteation  Bill  was 
read  a  third  time  and  passed. 

May  4.— The  Bank  Holiiaj/t  (BOU  and  Notu)  Bill  waa 
read  a  second  time,  the  Marquis  of  Salisbury  undertaking, 
befere  the  next  stage,  to  communicate  with  the  promoters  of 
the  bill  on  a  point  nused  by  Viscount  Halifax — viz.,  that 
bills  falling  due  on  Sundays  or  Christmas  day  are  now 
payable  on  the  preceding  day;  whereas,  under  the  bill, 
those  falling  due  on  the  additional  holidays  would  be 
payable  Uie  day  after  ;  and  that  there  should  be  noiformity 
in  the  matter. 

HOUSE  OF  COMMONS. 
April  38. — Bpping  Forett.—Hr.  Cowper-Temple  moved 
that  it  was  expedient  that  measures  be  adopted,  in  aooord- 
ance  with  the  humble  addreat  presented  to  her  Majesty  in 
.Febmary,  1870,  for  preserving  as  an  open  space,  acoetsible 
to  her  Majesty's  subjects  for  purposes  of  health  aal  re- 
creation, those  parts  of  Epping  Forest  which  had  not  been 
enclosed  with  the  aasent  of  the  Crown  or  by  legal  autho- 
rity. He  criticised  severely  the  action  of  the  Government, 
particularly  in  the  sale  of  the  forettal  rights  and  their  pro. 
posed  legislation  of  last  year.  Nearly^  £16,000  had  been 
obtained  for  these  forestal  rights,  and  thia  ought  to  beyoted 
back  for  purchasing  the  rights  of  the  lords  of  the  manor 
and  for  other  expenses,  the  remainder  to  be  famished  by 
the  City  of  London,  the  Metropolitan  Board  of  Works,  and 
the  adjoining  parishes. — The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
said  that  five  years  ago  the  Crown  rights  over  and  the  care 
of  thit  forest  had  been  transferred  from  the  Commissioners 
of  Woods  and  Forests  to  the  Board  of  Works.  After  the 
resolution  of  1870  the  Government  seriously  considered  the 
matter,  and  the  bill  which  they  then  prepared  would  have 
done  much  more  than  what  waa  now  aaked,  for  while  Mr. 
Cowper-'Temple  only  asked  for  £19,000  to  be  paid  back, 
the  bill  would  have  secured  for  ever  600  acres,  which  had 
been  valued  at  £100  per  acre.  The  rest  of  the  country 
would  hardly  consent  to  Desrtheexpense  of  recreation  grounds 
which  London  coold  well  afford  to  pay  for.  It  was  impossible 
to  asaent  to  a  motion  which  catlled  for  tiiepreservation  of  3,500 
acres. — Mr.  Gladstone  also  opposed  the  motion.  It  threw  on  the 
Government  the  responsibility,  either  by''itself  or  by  putting 
in  motion  other  parties  over  whom  it  had  no  control  what- 
ever, of  attaining  the  end  that  all  rights  shoold  be  bought 
up  and  disposed  of  which  prevented  ue  abablute  enjoyment 
01  tiie  remaining  3,d00  acres  of  Epping  Forest.  He  did 
not  know  how  to  a«t  upon  a  resolution  of  this  character. 
It  involved  a  gr^it  expenditure  of  public  money. — The  re- 
solution .was  carried  by  197  to  96. 

May  1.— The  Budj^.—Vx.  W.  H.  Smith  moved,  that  it 
is  inexpedient  that  the  inoome-tax  should  be  increased  to  the 
extent  contemplated  in  the  financial  proposals  of  hor  Ma- 
jesty's Government. — After  a  lengthy  debate  the  motion  was 
negatived  by  336  to  250. 

May  2.— The  Cowrt  o/Cluuieerf  (Fuiida)  Bttf.— In  answer 
to  Mr,  Salt,  the  Chancellor  of  tiie  Exchequer  said  if  this 
bill  becune  law  economy  would  be  effected  in  the  office  of 
the  Accountant- General,  but,  until  the  House  had  assented 
to  the  bill,  it  would,  perhaps,  be  wiser  that  he  should  not 
go  more  into  detail. 

TheArrtanin  Viet- Chancellor  Bactm'i  Court. — In  answer 
to  Mr.  Samnelton,  the  Attorney- (General  said  he  understood 
there  had  been  some  accumulation  of  oases  in  this  court,  but 
he  also  understood  that  it  arose  in  a  great  degree  from 
exertional  oauset.  There  wat  power  to  trantfer  causes 
from  one  court  to  another,  and  he  nndentood  that  some  of 
the  cantee  which  now  stood  in  Yice-Cbanoellor  Bacon's  list 
would  be  transferred  either  to  the  Master  «f  the  Bolls  or  to 
one  of  the  other  Vice-Chaiicellora ;  and  in  this  way  a 
remedy  would  be  provided.  With  respect  to  the  divided 
jurisdiction  of  the  learned  judge,  he  was  informed  that  it  waa 
sufficient  for  him  to  dt  one  day  a  week  to  hear  bankruptoy 
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May  3.— The  Woaun't  Ditabilitiei  {Franehite)  Bill. — Mr. 
Jacob  Bright  moved  the  second  reading.— The  hill  waa 
thrown  oat  by  220  to  lol. 

The  Bexe/UM  Retignation  Bill  was  read  the  aeoond  time 
and  the  diaous<rion  on  it  postponed  to  the  next  stage. 

Invettmtnt  of  Trwt  Funds  Bill. — A  bill  by  Mr.  Cave  to 
remove  doubts  as  to  the  power  of  trustees  and  others  to  in- 
vest fonds  in  debentore  stock  was  read  a  first  time. 

May  4. — The  Budget. — Mr.  Torrens  moved  a  resolution 
fixing  the  income-tax  at  fivepence  instead  of  sixpence  in  the 
pound  OS  proposed  by  the  Government. — The  motion  waa 
negatived  by  294  to  248.  and  the  reaolntion  fixing  the 
income-tax  at  sixpence  was  then  agreed  to. 


lEELAKD. 


COURT  OF  CHANCERY  APPEAL. 

(Before  the  Lobd  Ciuncbu.ob  and  Chkistiak,  L,  J.) 

C'Mi$Uan  L.J,  upon  Chief  Cltrkt  and  the  iijftrtnee  httoetn 

Englith  and  Irith  Court  of  Equity. 

The  Compirnie$  Aett  and  the   BaltingloM  Junction  Saihoay 

Company. 

This  was  an  appeal  from  a  decision  of  the  Vioc-Chancellor, 
to  the  effect  that  the  name  of  Mr.  Fitzwilliam  Dick;  should 
bo  retained  on  the  list  of  contiibutories  of  the  Baltinglass 
Junction  Railway.  The  case  had  been  argued  on  former 
days. 

The  Lord  Chancellor  now  pronounced  judgment.  His 
lordship  was  clearly  of  opinion  that  Mr.  Dick  had  contracted 
to  become  a  shareholder  of  the  Baltinglass  Junction  Com- 
pany, and  that  he  had  no  title,  either  upon  the  facts  or  on 
any  ground  of  law  or  equity,  to  be  released  from  his  liability. 
Therefore,  the  order  of  the  Vice-Chancellor  should  be 
affirmed. 

The  Lord  Justice  of  Appeal  was  also  of  opinion  that 
Mr.  Dick  was  a  contributory.  The  order  of  "Vice-Chancellor 
was  right  in  substance.  He  could  not  say  the  same  of  the 
form  of  procedure  relating  to  the  Vice-Chancellor's  order. 
The  matter  came  before  tiie  Vice-Chancellor,  on  a  motion 
to  review  the  certificate  of  his  chief  clerk  with  respect  to 
the  inclusion  in  the  list  of  contributories  of  the  name  of  Mr. 
Fitzwilliam  Dick.  That  certificate  was  now  before  the 
Court  of  Appeal,  and  it  certified  that  upon  the  evidence 
which  it  set  forth,  consisting  of  a  \ons(  string  of  affidavits, 
the  Chief  Clerk  had  come  to  the  conclusion  that  Mr.  Dick 
was  a  contributory.  The  order,  as  drawn  up,  puroorted  to 
show  that  this  nice  and  difficult  question  as  to  Mr.  Dick's 
liability  was  considered  in  the  first  instance  by  the  Chief 
Clerk  without  tho  aid  of  counsel  at  aU.  and  that  he  made  a 
decision  on  the  subject,  and  embodied  it  in  his  certificate  to 
his  judge.  From  explanations  which  counsel  had  given  it 
had  appeared  that  what  took  place  was  erroneous  in  form 
rather  than  in  substance,  but  the  error  of  form  was,  in  his 
opinion,  eminently  calculated  to  mislead  and  to  be  mis- 
chievous. [After  referring  more  at  length  to  the  proceedings 
in  this  case,  the  Lord  Justice  proceeded  to  the  general 
topic]  What  he  (the  Lord  Justice)  asserted  was,  that  to 
initanti,  upon  a  dispute  arising,  the  Chief  Clerk,  as  a  separ- 
ate officer,  was  deprived  of  the  right  of  interfering,  and  the 
judge  of  first  instimco  bimiiHlf  should  have  taken  Uie  matter 
up.  The  proceeding  which  had  taken  place  was  a  flagrant 
violation  of  the  directions  of  the  Act  of  1867.  Thus,  they 
had  again  before  them  the  same  subject  that  was  recentiy 
under  the  consideration  of  the  Court  of  Appesd  in  the  cases 
of  Coetello  v.  ffSorie  and  Makolmion't  minort,  although  in  the 
present  instance  under  circumstances  comparatively  in- 
nocuous, because  matters  had  gone  right  in  substance; 
nevertheless,  displaying  the  curious  inveteracy  with  which, 
in  spite  of  the  special  clauses  of  the  Act  of  Parliament,  an 
erroneous  practice  was  fastening  itself — aa  it  did  in  England 
— upon  tho  procedure  of  the  Irish  court.  The  question  was, 
what  were  they  to  do  P  What  was  he,  holding  the  opinion 
he  did  on  the  subject,  to  do  P  If  this  matter  had  not  come 
up  again,  it  was  his  intention  to  have  made  an  opportunity 
of  rdFerring  to  it,  because,  unfortunately,  the  course  which 
he  thought  it  his  duty  to  take  in  reference  to  the  matter 
had  been  made  the  occasion  of  misunderstanding  and  of 
vciy  great  misrepresentation.  He  had  reason  to  complain 
that  not  only  had  his  language  been  misunderstood,  but  his 
motives  had  ben  misrepresented.  The  idea  had  been  circu- 
lated that  in  the  course  which  he  took  he  had  not  been 
actuated  by  a  sense  of  duty  at  all,  but  that  his  remarks 


were  a  cloak  for  the  very  noble  .and  magnanimous  object  ill 
making  a  personal  attack  upon  certain  officers  of  ik  mat 
The  mode  in   which   he  had  been  attacked  cihilitod  tlie 
vitality  of  detraction  when  it  was  once  set  goin^.  Tit 
subject  had  been  so  treated  that  an  impression  )ai  bta 
produced  in  quarters  that  ought  to  know  better-onr 
judges  on  the  bench — that  in  the  course  he  h.!  J  taken  hew 
been  actuated  not  by  duty,  but  by  the  most  loateiLf :i'  I. 
motives.     Of  all  the  questions  which  had  ariien  siix.  th- 
passing  of  the  Chancery  Reform  Act,  1867,  this  vas  tli   l 
that  appeared  above  all  others  to  involve  the  qaesti  s  : 
the  success  or  failure  of  that  gfreat  experiment.    Tha  lurs 
he  had  thought  it  his  duty  to  make  this  apportumt)o:;': 
for  all — and  he  hoped  it  would  be  the  la.st  time  he  m-i.i 
ever  have  occasion  to  refer  to  it — of  stating  his  ^denx 
the  important  subject  of  the  relation  which  the  ncT  «3>c- 
tution  given  to  the  Irish  Court  of  Chancery  by  the  A  j  rf 
1867  had  created  between  the  judge  in  Chancerr  Ji]  kii 
chief  clerk.      In   the  new  constitution  which  the  .>..-  if 
1867  had   given  to    the    Court    of    Chancery,   ihe  lerr 
keystone  might  be  said  to  be   the   obligation  cu' 
the  judge  to  take  on  himself  in  person,  not  at  secoi 
the  whole  judicial  business  of  each  cause  from  its  ai 
ment  to  its  close.    The  Irish  Act  had  been  drawn  r: 
strictness,  "i  order  to  prevent  evils  which  had  crept 
tho  new  English  system.     In  Ireland  the  adjonmmL. 
case  from  open  oonrt  to  chambers  must  be  the  ad':ur 
of  the  judge  himself.      In  taking  accounts   he  m-j 
himself  of  the  assistance  of  his  chief  clerk  ;  but  ic :: 
gnage  of  the  statute  business  of  a  judicial  ch&ract  : 
be  transacted  only  by  the  judge  himself.    Whatei  r^j 
be  its  nature— however  irksome  to  self-esteem,  how,;-»« 
jnrious  to  avocations  elsewhere— he  asserted  with  w:;;;^^ 
that  where  any  business  had  even    a  tincture  of  -dJ 
character,  whoever  suffered  his  chief  clerk  to  touch  i;  - 
abdicate  his  own  functions,  and  reluse  obedience  to  tie 
sent  law.      The  certificate  of  a  chief  clerk  on  any  sai 
jecthe  held  to  be  essentially  an  illegal  documeni.     OfJ 
the  disparities  which  the  legal  transactions  of  Eng.itij 
Ireland  displayed,  there  was  not  one  more  humiliiiiiiigr 
that  which  resulted  from  a  comparison  of  the  unc* 
equity  business  done  in  the  two  countries,  and  of  ftt 
cial  strength  provided  in   each   case.      He  would  tibj 
business  in  the  two  oountries  for  the  last  two  yairs. 
spoke  only  of  causes  set  down  for  hearing,  exclusive  Jt 
tions,  motions,  and  appeals.    In  1869  the  total  of  auai 
with  in  the  four  English   equity    courts  of  fint 
—vis.,    those    of    the    Master    of    tho    Eolis   ml 
three    Vice-Chancellors.    during     the    four   terns 
1,509.      In    Ireland     the     corresponding    number 
273.    In  1870  the    number    in    England    was  1,370, 
in  Ireland  310.    Taking  the  two  years  together,  the 
bers  were,  for  England  2,879,  and  for  Ireland  oSS,  Oal 
portion  being  exactly  fi  to  1.  These  numbera  did  not  a  il 
list  oonnst  altogether  of  new   entries,    but  """""J 
manets.     Moreover,  it  appeared  that  the  English  latr 
largely  added  to  during    term,    so   that   the  niimfc« 
had   read   did   not  fully   represent    the  Engluh  b^ 
while  the  Irish  numbers  did  practically  represent  tMj 
business.      What    were   the   judicial    staffii   prarjilr 
the  respective   oountries  ?      In   Ireland  there  wen  I 
courts  of  fint  instance — vis.,  those  of  the  Lord  Cli 
Master  of  the  Rolls,  and  the  Vice-ChanceUor. 
to  the  ratio  of    business  there    should    be   filleen 
of  first  instance  in  England— at  any  raU,  not  w| 
fourteen.     But  even  this  disparity  in  the  number  ol  i 
did  not  represent  the   disparity  in  the  whole  eoui^J 
ness  of  the  two  countries,  because  a_  oonside«»W« 
what  in  England  was  done  by  the  equity  courts 
Ireland  by  the  I^anded  EsUtes  Court.    That  oob} 
to  take  into  the  calculation  two  more  judges  for 
that  the  comparison  would  then  stand  in  this 
whole  equity  business  of  England,  including  the  t«' 
tributions  poured  into  it  by  the  affairs  of  jointiW^ 
panies,    was  performed  by  four  courts  of  fin' 
while  in  Ireland,  where  the  commercial  bnsme* 
all  but  eliminated,  the  business  was  done  by  n^J 
each  having  a  separate  and  costly  staff  of  offioen. 
taken  no  aoconnt  of  the  fact  that  a  great  deal  "'K, 
business  was  performed  in  England  by  one  «  "■. 
Chancellors.     He  laid  no  stress  on  that,  ^ '"  „ 
arrangements  were  of  a  temporeu^'  character.    He 
finduat  a  similar  contrast  was  presented  ^7  "'* 
business  of  the  two  countries.     In  Englscd  U^ 
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mCmirti  of  Appeal,  for  the  Lord  Chancellor  and  the 
jgM  of  Appeal  often  sat  separately.  Here  there  was  only 
t  Court  <rf  Appeal,  the  members  of  which  ooald  not  sit 
lit  Then  as  to  cases,  he  found  that  the  total  of  English 
Mb  for  the  time  he  had  mentioned  amoonted  to  246  ; 

I  tbe  total  of  Irish  to  108.  B<it  what  was  the  bearing 
thcw  appalling  contrasts  upon  the  subject  in 
d?  Why,  it  was  this.  It  suggested  at  once  the  rea- 
ai  the  Tindication  of  the  sudden  dirergence  of  the 
h  itttate  from  its  English  model.  It  was  surely  not  too 
i  to  credit  the  Legisutnre  with  a  knowledge  of  the  point 
rliich  the  English  Act  failed,  and  of  the  fact  that  tbe 
nmt  of  Chancery  business  in  Ireland  was  not  suoh  as  to 
rd  iny  justificatim  for  a  similar  raisoarriage  here.  Could 
5  iroodered  at  then  that  when  introducing  the  new  con- 
to  of  the  Irish  Court,  and  strengUiening  it  with  the 
tioD  of  a  new  iadge,  they  should  haye  insiated  that  the 
iul  idea  should  be  realised,  and  that  the  modicum  of 
neat  in  the  country  ahould  be  transacted  by  the  judge 
lelf  in  person,  and  not  by  way  of  retnrenoe  to  the  chief 
[!  Iwni  that  reason,  ana  in  the  fond  hope  of  making  any 
km  of  the  inhibition  impossible,  the  Act  prorided  that  the 
[  clerks  dionld  neither  themselves  be  barristers  nor  have 
laittanoe  of  barristers.  The  Act  came  into  foroe  in  1867, 

Dtny  months  had  not  elapsed  when  ugly  rumours 
a  to  oiroalate.  It  was  said  that  things  were  beginning 
g  tbe  way  they  hid  gone  in  England  ;  that  the  proyi- 
sof  the  Irish  statute  had  been  treated  as  a  mere  bruUm 
m,  tnd  that  their  was  danger  that  the  chief  clerks' 
»  wnild  issue  in  a  spurious  mutation  of  the  abolished 
wa.  Iliere  was  a  yaat  deal  of  exaggeration  no  doubt ; 
itill  then  was  a  substratum  of  trouk  in  it.  At  last  the 
Is  came  np  judicially  in  what  occurred  in  OoidUo  v. 
kie  lad  Maleolmton,  Mittor;  in  the  last  of  which  the 
Mou  practice  to  whicji  he  referred  was  exemplified  in  a 
kd  degree.    What  was  the  duty  of  the  Court  in  such  a 

II  And  here  it  would  appear  thai  he  was  put  on  hie  own 
tisd  had  to  defend  himself.    It  was  considered  that  in 

t  which  he  took  in  connection  with  that  case  he 
lioto  irreyelant  matter,  and  exceeded  what  the  oc- 
ifn  the  Court  called  for.  Therefore  it  was  necessary 
•kak  what  was  the  duty  of  the  Court  of  Appeal  when 
9  mil  as  that  of  Maleobnnm  Minor;  came  before  it  ? 
•8 merely  to  make  whatever  rulings  the  case  required  P 
I  i  Court  like  that  ait  for  nothmg  better  than  to 
1^  loaehow  or  anyhow,  the  whole  court  business  f  Was 
*J»A  of  its  duty  when  mischievous  abuses  in  the  courts 
« and  in  chambers  passed  before  its  eyes,  to  criticise, 
■n,  or  rebuke  ?  The  Court  of  Chancery  Appeal  in 
i«d  ws(  curiously  aud  not  happily  constituted.  One  of 
•mien  was  permanent ;  one  was  transient,  who  went 
«  OBt  with  the  Government ;  and  the  third  was  only 
■fansL  One  would  say,  prima  facie,  that  the  holder  of 
ofics  which  represented  whatever  of  fixity  and  stability 
Court  possessed  ought  to  be  most  familiar  with  its  pro- 
ire,  »Jia  most  interested  in  the  welfare  of  the  court,  and 
me  to  whom  the  public  had  a  right  to  look  for  the 
imaon  of  the  entire  of  the  abuses  that  might  come 
re  th«  court  Therefore  it  occurred  to  him  that  he 
Mat  least  be  allowed  to  state  his  views  and  discharge 
™«.withont  haying  vile  motives  attributed  to  him.  It 
Hbe  Vnt  a  poor  and  perfunctory  estimate  of  his  duty  to 
art  hiauelf  with  simply  making  a  rule  in  each  case 
M  expressing  his  opinion  on  abuses.  The  manner  in 
B,^  performed  his  duty  might  be  complained  of.  There 
U  have  been  tropdtstle  ;  he  might  have  laid  hinuelf 
ito^dtar^.  But  he  made  no  attack  on  the  chief 
h^,  disdamed  the  imputation  of  having  done  so. 
gM did  was  to  attack  a  system  ;  to  censure  a  mal- 
we  which  he  considered  haid  an  evil  tendency  in  the 
■>%  of  a  great  measure  as  yet  on  its  trial  Whydidhe 
|»  B»e conduct  of  the  chief  clerks f  Was  it  for  any 
"wnotiyesP  Was  it  to  satisfy  any  personal  dislike F 
*<  gaitlemen  were  absolutely  unknown  to  him.  No 
TrJ^S^foi^  to  than  in  the  perfnmanoe  of  the  duties 
™j^jnthm  their  legal  spheres  had  follen  from  him. 
?>«  did  point  out  was,  that  they  were  incompetent  to 
«■  cvtam  duties,  which  the  Act  of  Parliament 
l*!^?  vitfaeld  from  them.  It  was  not  too  much  to 
;™»  "bSst  the  Act  the  very  qualification  for  holding 
™c«  Mchief  clerk  was  his  incapacity  to  perform  judicial 
"^  He  anstnot  be  a  barrister,  or  avail  himself  of  the 
^oe  of  those  who  were  of  that  profession.  He  never 
^•"•d  the  fall  and  perfect  competence  of  the  chief 


O'Sourke    and    Maleolnuvn, 

he    did    not   stand    alone 

then     expressed.      In    a 

which  he   need   not   more 


clerks  to  perform  all  their  legitimate  functions.  In  the  case 
of  Castillo  y.  O'Sourke  he  stated  that  he  had  notice  that 
when  the  chief  equity  judge  was  out  of  the  country  his 
chambers  remained  open  for  the  discharge  of  judicial 
business.  That  statement  had  been  given  by  the  press,  in 
its  usual  happy  way,  as  haying  reference  to  the  three 
equity  courts.  He  had  to  express  his  conyiotion  that  the 
departure  from  the  country  of  the  judge  ought  to  he  the 
signal  for  the  instant  donng  of  his  chamben.  The  clerk 
sitting  in  chambers  should  be  under  the  daily — ^the  honrly 
— supervision  of  the  judge.  Now,  the  clerk  to  go  on 
sitting  while  the  judge  was  beyond  the  seas,  he  held  to  be 
repugnant  to  the  spirit  of  the  Act,  and  fraught  with  disas- 
trous consequences  to  suitors.  The  clerk  should  sit  ever 
under  tiie  shadow  of  the  judge.  The  departure  of  the 
latter  dosed  in  law — for  the  fact  that  he  eould  not  answer 
— the  chamber  sitting  as  efiisctively  as  the  open  court  sittj^ 
of  his  branch  of  the  court  He  had  the  satisfaction  of 
finding  that  since  CotttUo  v. 
Minors,  had  been  disposed, 
in  the  views  which  he 
recent  deplorable  case,  to 
particularly  refer,  which  came  before  the  Court  of  Appeal 
in  England,  'the  Lord  Justice  severely  censured  the 
registrar — who  was  a  barrister,  and  whose  office,  by  Act  of 
Parliament,  was  a  judicial  one—for  assnming  to  decide  a 
question  which  did  not  foil  within  his  province.  The  case 
he  referred  to  presented  in  its  eonsequences  a  warning  to 
the  deplorable  disasters  that  might  at  any  moment  be  pro- 
duced by  a  subordinate  official  being  allowed  to  meddle 
with  judicial  functions,  and  which  disasters  the  reversal 
of  bis  order  might  prove  utterly  powerless  to  remedy.  He 
desired  now  to  add  a  vindication  of  himself,  and  of  an  emi- 
nent person  who  needed  no  vindication  from  him,  that 
nothing  that  he  had  new  or  heretofore  said  on  this  subject 
vras  caUed  forth  by  anything  which  came  to  his  knowledge 
as  having  ever  occurred  in  ue  Chamber  of  the  Bolls ;  and, 
if  such  a  case  did  occur,  it  would  caune  him  equal  surprise 
and  disappointment.  Furthermore,  he  desired  to  guard 
himself  mim  being  supposed  to  affirm  that  in  any  of  the 
chambers  the  restrictions  of  the  statute  were  altogether 
disregarded.  So  far  from  that,  he  belived  that  as  yet,  as 
a  rule,  they  were  observed  in  all.  He  was  convinced 
that  the  Master  of  the  Rolls  and  the  Yice-Chancellor  dis- 
charged in  person  a  much  larger  share  of  the  business  of 
their  courts,  and  their  chief  clerks  a  much  leas  share,  than 
was  done  in  England ;  for  he  could  not  otherwise  account 
for  the  enormous  disparity  in  the  numbers  of  cases  which, 
within  sittings  of  a  given  length,  were  disposed  of  in  the 
two  countries  respectively.  But  what  he  bad  raised  his 
voice  against,  while  others  were  persistenUy  silent  on  the 
subject,  was  the  retrograde  movement  whicn  came  to  such 
a  head  in  England  ;  which  the  Legislature,  when  passing 
the  Irish  statute,  strove  anxiously  to  moke  impossible  here 
but  which  had  already  begun  here  just  as  in  England.  If 
it  should  be  sufiiered  to  run  the  course  here  which  it  had 
run  there,  it  would  be  foUowed  here  by  far  other  conse- 
quences, and  would  end  by  one  day  exhibiting  the  judges 
here  in  that  condition  of  non-occupation  which  would  hasten 
another  movement  that  would  assuredly  have  one  day  to  he 
foced,  for  the  abolition  of  all  superior  court  jurisdiction  in 
this  part  of  the  empire. 

The  LoKS  Chakcellor  said  he  did  not  mean  to  say  uiv 
thing  with  reference  to  the  extraordinary  judgment  which 
had  just  been  pronoonoed.  The  bar  would  be  able  to  dis- 
tinguish between  what  related  to  tiie  case  before  them  and 
what  was  personal.  He  would  only  say,  in  justice  to  the 
Court  below,  repeating  substantially  what  the  Lord 
Justice  had  said,  that,  so  for  as  the  foot  was  concerned,  the 
Vice-Chancellor  did  himself  abjudicate,  and  no  one  else. 
So  far  as  the  form  was  concerned— if  there  were  a  fault 
about  the  form — it  seemed  to  come  from  a  general  order 
which  might  require  to  be  reformed  hereafter. 

The  LoBD  JusTicB  of  Apfeai.  said  that  as  to  what  was 
material  in  his  judgment,  and  what  was  not,  the  Lord 
Chancellor  and  he  took  different  views  as  to  what  the  duty 
of  a  Judge  of  Appeal  was.  He  regarded  those  duties  as  more 
extensive  than  the  Lord  Chancellor  did.  He  held  the 
opinion  that,  when  relevant  to  and  growing  out  of  a  case 
under  appeal  before  the  Court  a  course  of  aouie  existing  in 
the  Court  below  was  disclosed,  the  Court  of  Appeal  would 
foil  short  of  ito  duty,  if  it  passed  it  over  in  silence.  The 
particular  subject  was  sodrcumstaneed  that,  in  consequence 
of  its  evident  nnpalatability  to  the  judges  of  first  instance, 
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unless  the  Judge  of  Appeal  took  notice  of  it  it  must  remain 
unnoticed.  But  was  it  not  of  importance  that  the  provi- 
sions of  the  Irish  Act,  to  which  he  had  called  attention 
should  be  observed  ?  If  it  was  any  departure  from  them  it 
should  be  noticed  by  somebody.  Unless  noticed  by  him  it 
would  remain  for  ever  unnoticed.  He  had  acted  according 
to  his  own  sense  of  his  own  duty.  Of  coarse  the  Lord  Chan  - 
cellor  was  as  much  entitled  to  his  opinion  as  he  was  to  his. 
The  Loud  Chancelloe. — I  repeat  that  I  decline  a  con- 
troversy in  this  place  on  the  subject. 


FOREIGN  TRIBUNALS  &   JDRISPRUDENC£. 

AMERICA. 
Lawybr»'  Lien  in  the  United  States. 

The  New  York  Daihi  Transcript  reports  a  case  of  The 
State  of  Texat,  complainant  v.  John  W.  White,  Jito. 
Chiles,  el  al,  decided  by  Bradley,  .T.,  in  the  United 
States  Supreme  Court.  The  judgment  comprises  an 
account  of  the  position  of  lawyers  in  the  United  States,  re- 
latively to  their  clients,  as  regards  fees  and  costs.  Some 
extracts  from  this  may  be  of  interest  to  our  readers. 

Mr.  Justice  Bradley  lays  it  down  that  : — "  The  attorney 
or  solicitor,  who  is  also  counsel  in  a  cause,  has  a  lien  on 
moneys  collected  therein  for  liis  fees  and  disbursements  in 
the  canse,  and  in  any  suit  or  proceeding  brought  to  recover 
other  moneys  covei-cd  by  the  same  retainer. 

A  motion  to  pay  into  court  the  moneys  collected  will  not 
be  granted,  but  the  parties  will  be  left  to  their  action,  if  the 
attorney  is  guilty  of  no  bad  faith  or  improper  conduct,  and 
has  a  fair  set-oli' against  his  client,  which  the  latter  refuses  to 
allow. 

A  party  has  a  general  right  to  change  his  attorney,  and  a 
rule  for  that  purpose  will  be  granted,  leaving  to  the  attorney 
the  advantage  of  any  lien  he  may  have  on  papers  or  moneys 
in  his  hands  as  security  for  his  fees  and  disbursements." 

Further  on  he  says,  -'In  England,  and  in  several  of  the 
States,  it  is  held  that  an  attorney  or  solicitor's  lien  on  papers 
or  money  of  his  client  in  possession  extends  to  the  whole 
balance  of  his  account  for  professional  services.  But  whe- 
ther that  be  or  be  not  the  better  rule,  it  can  hardly  be  con- 
tended that,  in  this  case,  it  does  not  extend  to  all  the  fees 
and  disbursements  incurred  in  relation  to  all  of  these  indem- 
nity bonds  (the  subject-matter  of  the  litigation).  And, 
in  this  country,  the  distinction  between  attorney  or  soli- 
citor and  counsel  is  practically  abolished  in  nearly  all 
the  States.  The  lawyer  in  charge  of  a  case  acts  both 
as  solicitor  and  counsel.  His  ser\'ices  in  the  one 
capacity  and  the  other  cannot  be  well  distinguished.  And, 
as  a  general  rule,  coun.sel  fees,  as  well  as  those  of  attorney 
or  solicitor,  constitute  a  legal  demand  for  which  an  action 
will  lie.  And,  whilst,  as  between  party  and  party  in  a  cause, 
the  statutory  fee  bill  fixes  the  amount  of  costs  to  be  recovered, 
as  between  attorney  or  solicitor  and  client  a  difl'erent  rule 
obtains.  The  claim  of  the  attorney  or  solicitor  in  the  latter 
case,  even  in  England,  extends  to  all  proper  disbursements 
made  in  the  litigation,  and  to  the  customary  and  usual  fees 
for  the  services  rendered. 

"  The  fee  bill  adopted  by  Congress  in  1853  recognises  this 
general  rule,  and,  in  fact,  adopts  it.  By  the  first  section  of 
that  act  it  is  expressly  declared  that  notting  therein  shall  be 
construed  to  prohibit  attorneys,  solicitors,  and  proctors  from 
charging  to,  and  receiving  from,  their  clients,  other  than  the 
government,  such  reasonable  compensation  for  their  .ser- 
vices, in  addition  to  the  taxable  costs,  as  may  be  in  accor- 
dance with  general  usage  in  their  respective  States,  or  may 
be  agreed  upon  between  the  parties. 

"  The  change  in  the  rule  relative  to  fees  and  costs  has  been 
gradually  going  on  for  a  long  period.  In  Pennsylvania, 
counsel  fees  could  not  be  recovered  in  an  action  so  late  as 
1819,  when  the  case  of  Mooruy  v.  Lhyd,  reported  in  5  Ser- 
geant &  Rawle,  411,  was  decided.  But  in  the  subsequent 
case  ol  Foster  V.  Jack,  decided  in  1835  (4  Watts,  334),  the 
contrary  was  held  in  a  very  able  opinion  delivered  by  Chief 
Justice  Gibson.  And  in  JialsiatH/h  v.  Praser  (19  Pennsyl- 
vania, 95)  Chief  Justice  Black  delivered  the  opinion  of  the 
court  in  a  series  of  propositions  which  strongly  commend 
themselves  for  their  good  .souse  aud  j  ust  discrimination.  The 
court  there  held  that  in  Peunsylvania  an  attorney  or  coun- 
sellor may  recover  whatever  his  services  are  reasonably 
worth  ;  that  such  claim,  like  any  other  which  arises  out  of  a 
contract,  express  or  implied,  may  be  defalked  against  an 


adverse  demand  ;  that  an  attorney  1 
hands  which  he  has  recovered  for  hi* 
fees  from  the  amount ;  that  if  he  x* 
fraudulent  intent  the  court  will  inflia 
upon  him ;  but  if  his  answer  to  a  mil 
the  court  that  it  was  held  back  in  g 
not  to  be  more  than  an  honest  comj 
be  dismissed  and  the  client  remitted 

"In  New  York  counsel  fees  have  I 
on  a  qttantum  meiuit  {Stevens  ^  Cag/i 
57  ;  S.  C,  26  Wend.,  451).  In  this 
three  hundred  dollars  for  counsel  fe 
maps  made  to  be  used  in  a  cause.  I( 
that  the  fee  bill,  which  declares  it  i 
chargemore  thanthereialimited,haa|i 
tion  of  costs  as  between  party  and  pa 
counsel  and  client.  The  arguments  c 
and  Senators  Lee  and  Verplank,  in 
the  general  subject,  were  exceedingl] 
to  show  that  in  this  country  the  ei 
entitled  to  a  fair  remuneration  for  hit 
the  same  in  an  action  either  upon  an 
tract.  The  code  has  since  abolished 
tomeys  and  solicitors  to  make  their 
clients.  But  the  courts  have  held  t 
affected  the  attorney's  lien,  even  on  1 
for  the  amount  which  it  has  been  agre 
one  case  he  was  to  receive  one-half  thi 
Judgment  was  obtained  for  one  tho 
seventy-nine  dollars,  and  the  court 
had  a  lien  on  this  judgment  for  his 
defendant  could  not  safely  settle  wil 
paying  him  [Rooney  v.  Second  Aiem 
Rep.,  368). 

"  In  Texas  the  law  has  been  held 
In  the  case  of  Casey  v.  March  (30 
cided  that  an  attorney  has  a  lien  o 
ments  received  from  his  client,  and 
him  in  the  course  of  his  profession,  f 
ments  on  account  of  such  claims  an 
for  his  services  in  the  collection  of 
respondent  contends,  this  ease  is  to 
of  Texas,  it  is  decidedly  in  favour  o( 
extent  of  his  services  and  disburseu 
indemnity  bonds  (see  the  cases  of 
Texas,  457  ;  Myers  v  Crocket,  ditto,  i 
do.,  43  ;  Hill  x.  CiinniiHjham,  25  Tes 
retainer  was  made  in  Texas  we  are 
that  the  respondent  has  a  lien  on  tl 
his  disbursements  and  professional  ft 
gation  in  question,  and  that  in  reti 
tne  purpose  of  procuring  a  settlen 
done  nothing  to  call  for  the  summa 
court." 


OBITUARY 

ME.  R.  w.  au 

The  Hon.  Richard  Weston  Mara,  t 
of  Antigua,  in  the  West  Indies,  die4 
4th  of  April.  Mr.  Mara  was  educi 
Dublin,  where  he  gained  honours  ini 
graduated  B.A.  in  1836,  M.A.  in  181 
He  was  called  to  the  bar  in  Irelanj 
and  was  appointed  counsel  to  the  A 
land  in  1845.  In  1859  ho  was  app« 
and  Judge-Advocate  of  the  island  o^ 
was  nominated  Advocate-General  ai 
virtue  of  his  office  he  has  been  a  lok 
Council,  and  also  of  the  House  of  Ai 
as  a  Queen's  Counsel  in  the  island  q| 
as  Chief  Justice  of  Antigua  in  1868j 
of  Sir  William  Snagg. 

MR.  T.  BROOKffl 

Mr.  Theodore  Brooksbank,  barrii^ 
gan-place  on  the  28th  of  April,  in  ti 
Mr.  Brooksbank  was  educated  at' 
bridge,  and  was  called  to  the  bar  at ' 
29th  April,  1836.  He  went  the  fl 
years,  also  attending  the  Oxford  anJ 
for  some  years  past  does  not  appear 
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MK.  T.  F.  ANDERSON. 
Kr- Thomas  Francis  AndenoD,  solicitor,  of  liverpool,  died 
Giofoid,  ne«r  'Wrexham,  on  the  6th  of  April,  in  the  66th 
ir  »r  hii  ige.  Mr.  Anderson  was  admitted  in  1889,  and 
i  for  naatj  years  held  the  office  of  Law  Clerk  to  the 
aninionen  of  Taxes  for  the  borough  of  LiTerpooL  He 
J  i  member  of  the  Metropolitan  and  Prorincial  Law 
MciitioD. 


SOCIETIES  AND  nrSTITTTFIONS. 

SOLICITORS'  BENEVOLENT  ASSOCIATION. 
lie  assal  moBthlr  meetins  of  the  board  of  directors  of 
iiaoeiation  was  held  at  ue  Law  InatitntiDn,  Chanoeiy- 
1,  London,  on  Wednesday  last,  May  Srd>  Mr.  J.  S.  Torr 
tke  chiir.  The  other  directors  present  were  Messrs. 
Id,  Eedger,  Park  Nelson,  Payne  (of  LiTerpool),  Rickman, 

Smith  (Mr.  Eiffe,  Secretary). 

I  giuit  of  £30  was  made  to  a  member's  widow,  and  a  som 
:15  was  diatribnted  in  relief  of  four  necesaitoos  families 
maaed  uon-members.  Two  new  members  were  admitted 
ht  aasociation,  and  other  general  business  transacted. 


U.W  STUDENTS'  DEBATING  SOCIETY. 
I  Tntsdar,  the  2nd  inst,  the  question  discussed  was 
41i  Legal  :-^"  A.  boards  and  clothes  the  illegitimate 
1  of  B. ;  of  this  fact  B.  is  cognisant,  and  has  acknow- 
fi  tbi  child  as  his  offspring,  but  neither  expresses  his 
BtaorremoTes  the  child  from  A.'s  custody.  Is  there 
mplied  contract  on  the  part  of  B.  to  pay  the  expenses 
intd  by  A  on  behalf  of  the  child  t"  Mjr.Qordon  opened 
debite,  and  the  quextion  was  decided  in  the  negatiTe. 


LAW  STUDENTS'  JOVENAL. 

CALLS  TO  THE  BAR. 
h  uiermentioned  gentleman  hare  been  called  to  the 

J*«i'i-iioc. — William  Frederic  Lawrence,  Oxford; 
jMarnte  Robertson,  B.A.,  Oxford;  John  Chaigneaa 
4  B.A.  and  Scholar,  Cambridge  ;  Michael 
■  i^;  Wniiam  Angostus  Harris,  B.A..  Oxford; 
triHaitin,  jnn.,  LL.B.,  Cambridge  ;  Frederic PoUook, 
.lad  Fellow,  Cambridge  ;  Edward  Chitty,  Jnn.,  M.A., 
n;  Hanij  Bailey  Rowan,  B.A.  and  Fellow,  Cam- 
f,  William  Leatham  Barclay,  B.A.,  Cambridge; 
U  inmtus  Robert  Fitz-Qerald,  MJL.  and  Fellow, 
A:  sad 'William  Walker,  Esqs. 

inTnin.B.-~John  Wilson  Moore,  Oxford ;  Reginald 
«  WBberforce;  Arthur  Frederick  'Vincent,  LL.B., 
Kdgt;  Artbor  Bott  Cook,  LLM.,  Cambridge;  Alex- 
r  wniiam  Mowbray  Baillie,  B.A.,  Oxford ;  Edward 
Oj,  BX,  Oxford ;  Mark  Arthur  Irving,  LL.B.,  Cam- 
•  ;  Thoaas  Edwin  Peel,  B.A.,  Cambridge;  Edward 
•ley  Owen,  B.A.,  Cambridge ;  Qeorge  Deas  Inglis  ; 
muGardew  Hasten,  B.A.  LL.B.,  Cambridge ;  Ed> 
William  Tritton,  B.A..  Oxford ;  Frederick  Revans 
**"'  ^SmF^  John  Donnington  Jefferson,  M.A., 
iUge;  'William  EUarker  Hart,  B.A.,  Cambridge; 
■dvU^borgh,  LL.B.,  Cambridge;  Riehard  Luck, 
,  Cambridge  ;  and  Martin  Chapman,  Esqs. 

•buTbmplb. — Thomas  Jones,  of  the  'Dnireraity  of 
%  iisistant-Seoretary  to  the  Goremment  of  Bengal ; 
M  John  Caimter  Roes;  Henry  Wilson  Wordev, 
'  Oxford;  Horace  Langton  Daris,  M.A.,  Oxford; 
rt  Alexander  Gillespie,  B.A.,  Cambridge;  Bethnne 
■ngh;  Frederick  John  Fergnsson  ;  and  Thomas 
*»».Bsqs. 
itT't-nm. — Redmond  Uniacke  Steele,  Cambridge;  Esq. 


COURT  PAPERS. 


QUEEN'S  BENCH. 

■t  Coort  win  on  Tnesdajr,  the  9th,  and  Wednesday,  the 
"  Xay  next,  hold  sittings,  and  will  proceed  in  dis- 
l«f  the  cases  in  the  New  Trial,  Spemal,  and  Crown 
>>>aiid  any  other  matters  then  pending,  and  will  give 
■(Bt  in  cases  then  standing  for  judgment 


THE  PROPOSED  LAW  UNIVERSITY. 

A  reiy  crowded  meeting  of  the  members  of  the  Incor- 
porated Law  Society  of  the  United  Eingdom  was  held  on 
Friday  last  at  their  Hall,  Chancery-lane,  by  adjournment 
from  the  14th  of  April,  for  the  further  consideration  of  the 
amendments  which  had  been  carried, to  the  resolutions 
respecting  a  proposed  Law  UniTersity. 

Mr.  Ford,  of  Oray'sinn,  the  President  of  the  society,  took 
the  chair,  and  there  was  a  very  numerous  attendance,  in  • 
eluding  members  of  most  of  the  leading  London  firms  of 
solicitors  and  representatiTes  from  Birmingham,  Liverpool, 
Newcastle-npon-'Tyne,  and  other  provincial  towns. 

The  amendments  which  were  carried  at  the  previous 
meeting,  on  the  motion  of  Mr.  J.  M.  Clabon,  seconded  by 
Mr.  Jevons,  were  as  follow  : — 

"  That  this  society  approves  generally  of  the  proposals  of 
the  Legal  Education  .Ajsociation  for  a  University  or  School 
of  Law,  undentanding — 

1.  That  the  scheme  is  based  upon  the  principle  that  all 
the  several  branches  of  l^al  study  will  be  open  to  all  who 
may  become  students,  wiuiout  distinction  or  claaaiflcation, 
leaving  them  to  determine  with  which  branch  of  the  pro- 
fession they  will  ultimately  connect  themselves  ;  and  tbat 
the  course  of  instruction  and  examination  of  all  members  of 
the  University  intending  to  be  barristers  shall  not  be  distinct 
and  separate  rrora  the  course  of  instruction  and  examination 
of  those  intending  to  be  attorneys  or  solicitors. 

2.  That  attorneys  and  solicitors  are  to  have  a  full  repre- 
sentation on  the  governing  body. 

3.  That  it  is  not  propoMd  to  interfere  with  thepractical 
training  by  service  under  articles  of  those  who  intend  to 
practise  as  attorneys  or  solicitors. 

4.  That  the  society  reserves  to  itself  the  fullest  right  to 
deal  hereafter  with  the  attendance  of  country  articled  clerics 
in  London  with  all  questions  relating  to  fees,  and  generally 
with  all  questions  of  detail ;  and 

5.  That  the  Council  be  requested  to  communicate  this 
resolution  to  the  chairman  of  the  joint  committee  of  the 
Inns  of  Court  and  the  executive  committee  of  the  Legal 
Education  Association." 

Upon  these  amendments  being  put  as  a  substantive  reso- 
Intion, 

Mr.  Eraser  (London)  moved  and  Mr.  Benjamin  Lake 
(London)  seconded  the  following  amendments : — 

That  this  society  will  approve  generally  of  the  proposals 
of  the  Legal  Education  Association  for  a  school  of  law  if  the 
following  conditions  are  embodied  therein  : 

1.  That  the  scheme  is  based  on  the  principle  that  all  the 
several  branchoe  of  legal  study  will  be  open  to  all  who  may 
become  students  without  distinction  or  classification,  leaving 
them  to  determine  with  which  branch  of  the  profession  thoy 
will  ultimately  connect  themselves,  and  that  the  course  of 
instruction  and  examination  will  in  like  manner  be  common 
to  all  students. 

2.  That  attorneys  and  solicitors  are  to  have  an  equal 
representation  with  the  bar  on  the  governing  body. 

3.  That  it  is  not  proposed  to  interfere  with  the  practical 
training  by  service  under  articles  of  those  who  intend  to 
practice  as  attome}s  or  solicitors,  nor  with  testing  the 
knowledge  of  articled  clerks  on  the  practical  duties  ox  their 
profession  by  examination  under  the  direction  of  the  judges 
•aat  wesemt. 

4.  "rhat  no  one  be  permitted  to  enter  the  school  of  law  till 
he  has  passed  a  suitable  examination  in  general  knowledge. 

6.  That  it  shall  not  be  compulsory  for  young  men  intoid- 
ing  to  become  attorneys  and  solicitors  to  enter  such  school 
oflaw,  but,  if  tiiey  do  enter,  and  shall  pass  the  required 
examinations,  a  certificate  of  their  having  so  passed  shall 
exempt  them  from  the  existing  examination  in  general 
knowledge,  and  from  the  intermediate  and  final  examin- 
ations, except  so  far  as  such  final  examination  relates  to  the 
practical  duties  of  their  branch  of  the  profession. 

6.  That  candidates  may  go  up  for  examination  and  obtain 
a  certificate  without  attai£ng  lectures  or  studying  in  the 
school  of  law. 

These  amendments  wero  opposed  by  Messrs.  Clabon 
(London),  Jevona  (Liverpool),  Freshfleld  (London),  Saunders 
(Birmingham),  and  other  gaitlemen,  and  supported  by  Mr. 
Rose  (London),  and  others. 

Upon  being  put  to  the  vote,  the  amendments  of  Mr. 
Eraser  were  lost,  the  voting  Ix^ng  132  for,  and  23.3  against. 

Two  motions  for  adjoumnMnt  were  then  proposed,  but 
were  defeated  by  overwhelming  mi^oritiee. 
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Mr.  Turner  (Iiondon)  proposed  as  a  further  amendment : — 

That  this  society  is  of  opinion  th;it  the  conversion  of  the 
Inns  of  Court  into  colleges  or  schools  of  law,  to  be  open  to 
students  of  both  branches  of  the  profession  is  desirable,  and 
«o  far  as  this  is  the  object  of  the  legal  education  association, 
this  society  approves  of  the  same. 

That  the  society  is  also  of  opinion  that  the  institution  of 
a  coUege  of  law,  under  the  government  of  this  society,  open 
to  students  of  both  branches  of  the  profession  is  desirable, 
but  the  society  have  no  sufficient  information  to  enable  them 
to  decide  whether  a  legal  univei-sity  should  be  established 
to  supersede  the  present  Inns  of  Court — and  this  society  in 
the  duties  now  performed  by  them. 

That  the  council  of  the  society  with  the  view  of  promot- 
ing the  study  of  the  law,  be  authorised  to  take  steps  for  the 
formation  and  sub-incorporation  of  the  members  of  the 
society  as  a  college  of  law,  and  that  the  law-classes,  and 
lectures  of  such  college,  if  established,  be  open  to  all  law 
students  without  distinction. 

That  the  council  be  requested  to  communicate  these  reso- 
lution to  the  chairman  of  the  joint  committee  of  the  Inns  of 
Court,  and  the  executive  committee  of  the  Legal  Educjition 
Association. 

The  amendment  was  moved  amid  loud  cries  of  "  with- 
draw" and  "divide,"  and  ultimately  the  meeting  was 
adjourned  by  the  chairman  until  that  day  fortnight. 


THE  LORD  CHANCELLOR  OX  LAW  REFORM. 

The  Lord  Chiincillorpresided  on  Wednesday  at  the  annual 
general  meeting  of  the  Juridical  .Society,  and  delivered  an 
address  upon  the  present  state  of  the  law,  and  the  prospect 
of  import£mt  refonns  being  canied  into  effect.  We  had,  he 
said,  gone  through  two  stages  since  people  began  to  think 
seriuosly  of  making  alterations  in  our  legal  system.  There  was 
a  time  when  sages  of  the  law  like  Su-  Edwaid  Coke  took  an 
optimist  view,  and  held  that  nothing  could  bo  better  than 
the  then  existing  system.  The  period  during  which  our 
b&st  jurists  held  such  an  opinion  lasted  down  to  Blackstono's 
time,  but  we  had  now  another  set  who  took  a  pessimist 
view,  and  thought  nothing  ever  was  so  bad.  He  could  not 
agree  with  the  latter  any  more  than  with  the  fonner.  He 
had  been  very  much  struck  with  some  remarks  made  at  a 
meeting  of  the  society  by  Professor  Katchenovsky,  who,  in 
speaking  on  international  jm-isprudence,  said,  "  We  have  no 
sufficient  grounds  for  adopting  the  opinion  that  the  non- 
existence of  a  code  is  a  great  evil  in  itself.  The  Roman  law, 
in  its  best  times,  consisted  of  incoherent  rules  and  customs, 
but  was  administered  more  successfully  than  in  the  period 
of  its  codification.  This  free  country  also  has  no  code ;  its 
constitution  is  established  on  the  basis  of  the  common  law  ; 
but  there  is  no  doubt  that  the  law  is  more  solid,  more  res- 
pected, and  better  administered  here  thsn  elsewhere. ' '  He  was 
not  endorsing  all  this.  It  was  far  from  being  his  aim  to 
throw  out  any  suggestions  against  codification.  Much  has 
been  done  by  the  strong  good  sense  of  our  Judges,  but  much 
still  remained  to  be  done,  and  might,  by  well  applied  labour, 
be  effected  in  bringing  the  valuable  body  of  our  law  into  a 
complete,  solid,  and  uniformed  .•^liape.  Tracing  back  some 
of  the  defects  in  our  law  to  the  period  intervening  between 
the  reign  of  Edwaid  III.  and  the  time  of  Lord  Coke,  he 
attributed  these  defects  to  defects  in  the  minds  of  the 
lawyers  of  that  period,  who  in  law  were  doing  just  what 
Bacon  found  the  philosophers  doing  in  .science.  A  certain 
course  of  law  had  been  entered  on  and  thereupon 
an  immense  amount  of  logiciil  acumen  wa.s  bestowed 
upon  things  as  they  e.visted  without  considering 
the  state  of  society  at  the  time  when  those  in- 
genious lawyers  were  drawing  out  their  de\'ices. 
Noticing  briefly  the  growth  of  the  laws  relating  to  real  pro- 
perty, he  alluded  to  the  genius  of  Lord  Mansfield,  who  had 
constructed  a  63'stem  of  mercantile  law,  and  brought 
forward  a  code  which  almost  sufficiency  served  the  purpose 
of  the  mercantile  world  to  this  day.  A  good  deal,  however, 
still  remained  to  be  done  with  regard  to  the  law  of  partner- 
«hip,  particularly  as  it  concerned  joint-stock  companies.  It 
seemed  impossible  that  the  present  system  of  monstrous 
conveyances  should  continue  to  exist,  requiring  six, 
seven,  or  eight  skins  to  effect  the  transfer  of  a  title 
to  property.  He  remembered  when  a  student  in  chambers 
to  have  seen  two  of  these  immense  documents,  one 
of  which,  although  containing  everything  essential,  while 
only  a  tenth  part  of  the  length  of  the  other.     On  asking 


the  reason  he  was  told  that  one  was 
for  those  who  only  wanted  that  whU 
the  other  was  wanted  for  very  wai 
veyance  could  not  be  effected  with 
least  one  skin  of  parchment  might 
was  need  for  a  complete  system  ol 
Coming  to  the  administration  of  ji 
the  system  of  having  two  classes  a 
resulted  frequently  in  a  failure  of  ja 
cases  in  which  suitors  clearly  in  the 
causes  and  had  to  pay  costs  bccaus 
brought  in  the  wrong  court.  It  wo 
apply  a  remedy,  for  the  more  emini 
succeeding  to  the  common  Law  Bei 
much  practice  in  equity,  and  had  b 
the  procedure  of  the  Equity  Court* 
there  had  been  an  influx  of  Commo 
Courts  of  Equity.  It  seemed  to  hir 
satisfactory  code  of  law,  a  permanent 
least  three  members,  with  other  ade< 
to  assist  them,  should  be  formed,  ant 
every  public  Act  of  Parliament  just  l 
and  report  to  Parliament  how  far  t 
did  not  harmonize  with  other  Acb 
([uately  expressed  its  own  intention, 
jections  to  the  creation  of  a  Minister 
Minister  and  probably  having  a  seat 
necessarily  have  many  other  calls  on 
would  be  displaced  whenever  his  ■ 
thrown  out  of  office.  In  conclusion 
tion  that  we  were  in  a  ripe  state  for 
lating  to  real  property  and  in  the  ac 
and  for  an  improvement  of  internati 
The  lion,  secretaries.  Mr.  H.  R. 
Humphreys,  read  the  names  of  vario 
for  election.  A  vote  of  thanks  was  ] 
and  the  proceedings  terminated. 


The  University  of  Edinburgh  has  con 
on  Mr.  William  Forsyth,  Ci.t".,8tandinj 
of  State  for  India  ;  and  on  the  Right  H 
M.P.,  the  Lord  Advocate  for  Scotland. 

Mr.  Ralph  .\ugustus  Benson,  barr 
trato  of  the  Southwark  police  court 
possession  of  the  estate  of  Lutwyche 
the  county  of  Salop,  by  the  recent  di 
Moses  G.  Benson.  Mr.  R.  A.  Bensoi^ 
Riou,  only  dauj^hter  of  the  late  Colon 
the  21st  Fusiliers,  who  fell  at  the  he 
suppressing  Emmctt's  rebellion  in  JH 
bom  in  1828,  and  was  educated  at  Wini 
Oxford,  and  was  called  to  the  bar  at  t 
26th  of  January,  1854.  He  was  for  D 
the  Oxford  Circuit,  also  practising  at 
In  1867,  ho  was  appointed  oue  of  tile  p 
metropolitan  district,  being  originally  a 
court ;  but  on  the  death  of  Mr.  Burcl 
he  was  soon  after  transferred  to  the 
Benson  mairied,  in  1860,  Henrietta  S 
the  late  Charles  Robert  Cockarell,  R.A 
he  has  a  family. 

TiibOfficeoi'Undersherii'fov  L 
special  meeting  of  the  Lancaster  Law  1 
communication  received  from  the  Munc 
Association,  the  follo«ang  resolution  w 
meeting  unanimously  agrees  with  the 
the  Manchester  Law  A.ssociatiou  in  tlu 
ence  to  the  impropriety  of  any  solicitaf 
sheriff ;  and  inasmuch  as  the  office  of  u] 
within  the  last  seven  years  been  held  by 
and  the  Manchester  Law  Association  Of 
of  their  resolution  to  the  secretary,  thi^ 
to  add  to  this  resolution  tliat  if  any  me 
been  guilty  of  the  unprofessional  OQ 
proof  of  the  fact,  this  society  would  vi 
severest  censure."  The  resolution  of  i 
tion  was  as  follows; — **That  the  offioi 
county  palatine  of  Lancaster  is  one  not  i 
conferring  professional  status  on  its  h<M 
course  it  is  filled  by  the  private  solid 
that  for  any  solicitor  not  occupying  tb 
appointment  of  undersheritf  is  an  ol 
with  a  party  whose  legitimate  claims  ll 
be  superseded ;  and  that  any  such  apl 
countenanced  by  the  general  body  9 
county."  ' 
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PUBLIC  COHPAJSriES. 

OOVKBiniBNT  VDNDS. 
IiAn  QnoiAXiov.  Uv  it  U"' 
ffm  tM  0/lttal  Urt  tftlu  atdul  tiu<iMM  trantatui. 
lDerCeii>.Coiisali,93|  i  AnnaitiM.  April, 'St 

l)So(l)rAeeoiuit,Jaiie,«3|         Do.(R«d8e*T.)  Aa;.  I90« 


lmO»t.Badiiead  tl} 

Itoirlper0ni(..9jlt    . 
do.  U  per  Cent.,  Jul. '9« 
l)o.JJiierOeiit.,J«ii.'M 
llg.»wrCnt.,Ju.'7l 

luoitiM.Ju.'ao— 


■z  BUU,£IOOO,  —  per  Ct.  ft  p    n 
Ditto,  £»00,  Do  —  5  p  m 
Pltto,£IOO  k  4aoo,  —  5pm 
Bsnk  of  KngUpd  Scook,  ^^  par 

Ot.(lMttiaU'year)a37 
Ditto  for  Aooonnt. 


BAILWAT  8T00K. 


RtUwajl. 


Paid.  Clmlnx  pricM 


w|[  BritiolaadBxeter 100 

Kt  CtMoaikn 100 

K<  Glasgow  >ndSoath.  Western loo 

Rt  OmtKutem  Ordinary  Stoek too 

ock     Oa.,Kasc  Anglian  Stook,  Mo.  8 100 

ock  QrtatNortharo 100 

ort     Do.,  A  Stock*    100 

odi  QreatSoathem  and  Weitem  of  Ireland   too 

«1  OnU  Veatem— Original 100 

Kk' UniiaahireandTorlcshire  100 

x^  Uodon,  Brighton,  and  Sontb  Coast 100 

xk  L(ndon,Cliatham,  and  Dorer 100 

Ki  LondonaadNorth'Westem 100 

x'  London  and  Soath- Western    ,.,„ 100 

^  itiiiiihiwter,8heaeld,and  Lincoln 100 

«»  HetropoUtan 100 

*  Itidlud iOO 

■k    90.,  Birmingham  and  Derby   100 

«»|  north  British   100 

*  MortbUndon i  10« 

5  North  StaHordshire 1«* 

>*  Soath  Devon IW 

"  Sonlh-Essteru 100 

*»  Taff7ale I  100 

'AnosirsaaodiTidandnntllS  peroent.  baa  iiaen  paid  to  B, 
HoNBT  UABXBT  and  CiTT  iNTBLLlOr.XCF  . 

iJI  tlu  markets  are  firm,  and  Consols  have  advauoed  during 
hvA.  An  influx  of  bullion,  which  has  continued  for  some 
fai,tendj,  of  course,  to  support  the  price  of  Consols. 

MtSL  Field,  Wood,  &  Hsynes  have  issued  the  prospectus 
if  it  Southem  Railway  Company  of  Ireland.  SubacnptioDS 
witritBd  for  16,700  six  per  cent  Preferred  Shares  of  SS  each 
iSSctrtiflcates  of  20  shares  each  equal  to  £100  stock  each 
otiliate,  with  interest  during  two  years,  the  time  fixed  for 
astniaion,  and  for  six  moths  afterwards  gmtranteed  by  in- 
stmcnts  in  Consols.  The  Oreat  Southern  and  Western  Railway 
in  proTide  the  roUing  sh>ck,  maintain  the  permanent  way, 
id  vork  the  line  at  a  maximum  charge  for  the  main  railway  of 

per  cent,  on  the  gross  receipts,  to  be  gradually  reduced  to 
JKr  cent,  as  the  traffic  is  developed. 

Tbe  sew  policies  issued  by  the  Reliance  Mutual  Life  Assurance 
■panv  daring  tiie  post  year  were  734,  assuring  £243,322, 
d  prodocing  in  annual  premining  £8,836.    The  total  income 

*  £77,523;  the  claims  by  death,  with  bonus  additions,  were 
7,633 ;  and  the  accumulated  fund  now  amounts  to  £280,029. 


BIBTHS.   MASBlAeil,  AND  DKATBS. 

BIBTHS. 
oiKisox— On  May  2,  at  2,  Kensington- cresoent,  Kensington, 
ie  wife  of  Octavian  B.  C.  Harrison,  Esq.,  barrister-at-law, 
)f  a  daughter. 

Diu— On  May  2,  at  Go,  Ladbroke-grove,  Notting-hill,  the 
kife  of  John  H.  Lydall,  Esq.,  of  a  son. 

nws — On  April    29,    at    Momington    Lodge,  Snaresbrook, 
Basex,  the  wife  of  Arnold  S.  Munns,  Esq..  of  a  son. 
M>ZB»— (hi  May  2,  at  2^,  Lowndes-street,  Belgrave-square, 
Ibe  wife  of  Arundel  Rogers,  Esq.,  of  the  Inner  Temple,  bar- 
liiter-Bt-Iaw,  of  a  son. 

ios-Chisbolm — On  April  23,  at  13,  Gloucester-orescent, 
Byde-park,  the  wife  of  J.  F.  Seton-Cbisbolm,  Esq.,  of  Lin- 
im's-mn,  of  a  son. 

mox— On  May  3,  at  24,  Lower  Phillimore-place,  Kensington, 
Die  wife  of  Walter  Tatton,  Esq.,  solicitor,  of  a  daughter. 

HABBIAQES. 
ttiEKsO!! — Clctsak — On  April  11,  at  the  Cathedral,  Nassau, 
''''■'iiitu,  Willijim  John  Anderson,  of  Lincolns-inn,  barrister- 
it-law,  to  Mary  Dora  Somberville,  youngest  daughter  of  the 
l>te  8.  J.  Clutaam,  M.D. 

ttr— Sharps — On  April  27,  at  Market  Deeping,  by  the  Rev. 
ITilliam  mHjuxA,  I^A.,  reotor,  William  Thomas  West,  of 
Market  Deling,  solicitor,  late  of  Lawrence  Pountney-hill, 
London,  to  Geoi^ana,  only  daughter  of  Samuel  Jolmson 
ifcatpc^  of  Market  Deeping,  solicitor. 

OLLASTOK— Wakb— On  Mav  2,  at  the  parish  ohuroh.  Hove, 
!lnght<m,  Joha  Hammoad  WoUaston,  solicitor,  to  Charlotte 


Henrietta,  widow  of  Richard  Wake,  Esq.,  of  Saodridge  Park 

and  EUiocombe,  Exeter. 

DEATHS. 
Bbnhaic — On    April  30,  at  Syom   Lodge,  Isleworth,  Edward 

Benham,  Esq.,  of  Ideworth,  and  18,  Essez-Btreet,  Strand, 

aged  48.  . 
BR0OC8BANK — On  April  28,  at  39,  Cadogan-place,  Theodore 

Brooksbank,  Esq.,  barrister-at-law,  in  his  67ta  year. 
Clowes— On  April  24,  at  the  Elms,  Iver.  Sophia  Ann,  wife  of 

John  Ellis  Clowes,  Esq.,  of  Iver,  and  formerly  of  the  Inner 

Temple,  and  of  Brunswiok-square,  London,  solicitor,  aged  74. 
Maonaohtbn— On  May  1,  at  84,  Eooleston-square,  Isabella, 

the  beloved  wife  of  Elliot  Macnaghten,  Esq. 
Haha — On  April  4,  at  Antigua,  West  Indies,  the  Hon.  Richard 

Weston  Mara,  LL.D.,  Attomey-Oeoeral  of  that  island. 

Sir  John  Pepys  Kaye,  who  has  just  succeeded  to  a  baronetey, 
in  consequence  of  the  death  of  bis  grandfather.  Sir  John  L. 
Lister-Kaye,  is  a  maternal  grandson  of  the  late  Lord  Chancellor 
Cottenham. 

The  Attomey-OeoMral  and  his  brother,  Mr.  Arthur  B.  Collier, 
are  among  the  exhibitors  at  the  Rojal  Aoademy  this  year.  Sir 
Robert  P.  Collier's  picture  is  a  view  of  Mont  Blanc,  and  hi* 
brother's  is  a  Welsh  winter  soene. 


ESTATE  EXCHANGE  REPORT. 

AT  THE  ^ABT. 

May  3.— By  Messrs.  Hahdb,  Vaoohan,  and  Lbxfchilo. 

Dominica,  Sugar  Estate  of  699  acres,  together  with  the  valuable 

works  thereon.    Sold  £5,600. 
Jamaica,  Two  valuable  Sugar  Estates,  known  as  Hopewell  and 

Biddefoid,  containing  2,182  acres,  with  thej^ant,  machinery, 

&c.,  and  the  dead  and  hve  stock.    Sold  £4,700. 
By  Messrs.  Eswnc  Fox  &  BotrsriBLO. 
Winchester,  Freehold  Residence  and  3  acres,  situate  at  the  foot 

of  St.  Giles's-hiU.    Sold  £1,200. 
Brixton,  No.  I,  Ampthill-place,  term  30  years,  net  rental  £40 

10s.    Sold  £616. 
No  8,  Kensington-park-mews,  a  set  of  Stabling,  held  for  93  year* 

at  a  gnmnd'rent  of  £6.    Sold  £316. 
No.  13,  adjoining,  held  for  same  term  at  a  net  rental  of  £37  per 

annum.    Sold  £316. 


LOHDOH  GAZETTES. 


Froltesiooal  PartaanUpt  DiaiolTCd. 
Toeadar  May  J,  1871. 
Woolf,  David,  fc  SIdaey  Woolf,  KioK-at,  Oheapiide,  AttomeTS,  ke. 
Mayl. 

Wiadlng-iQ  of  Joint  Stock  Compiaias. 

VttDAT,  April  38,1871. 
UsLiHrrsD  IK  Cbahciri. 

Eait  of  Esgland  Bank.— Vice  Ohaneellor  Halina  has,  by  an  order  dated, 
April  13,  appointed  Jacob  Uy  TUlett,  Axas  Goose,  and  John  Orfsnrs 
all  of  Norwicli,  to  bo  the  liQnldatora.  in  the  place  and  atead  of  Jas 
Boatwright  Gibbona  and  Jacob  Uy  Tillett,  who  have  respectively  re- 
signed the  onoe. 

LunriD  iH  CuAiicsaT. 

Belgian  Pnbllc  Worka  Company  (Umitedj.-Vlce  Ohancellor  Malina 
haa,  by  an  order  dated  April  SI.  ordered  that  the  voluntary  winding 
ap  of  the  the  above  company  be  continued,  but  aubject  ths  aupervition 
of  the  court.    HetiUgs,  solicitor  for  the  liquidators.         

Cambrian  Steam  Packet  Company  (Limited).— Vice  Chsnoellor  Malliu 
haa,  by  an  order  dated  April  90.  appointed  Peter  Le  Halstre,  Fenwiek 
St,  Lpool,  to  be  provtjional  ofllclal  liquidator,  for  the  exprea  purpose 
of  continuing  the  businesa  of  the  company.  Field  fc  Co,  Lincoln  »- 
Jnn-flelds;  agontefor  Lowndes,  Lpool,  aollcitor  for  the  proviaionat 
offlcial  liquidator.  ,.     „,      _^ 

Copper  Miners  Company  of  Sooth  AostralU  (Umited).— Vice  OhanceUor 
Ualins  haa,  by  an  order  dated  April  21,  ordered  that  the  above  com- 
pany be  wound  up  by  this  court.  Plant,  Croaby-hall-chambera, 
BiBbapsKSte-st,  solicitor  for  the  petitioaer. 

Beaton's  Steel  and  Iron  Company  (Limited).— Vice  ChanoeUor  Wlckona 
haa,  by  an  order  dated  April  a  I,  ordered  that  the  above  company  be 
wound  up  by  the  court.  Johnson,  Linooln's-lnn-Delda,  aollcitor  for 
the  petitinner. 

ToEsniT.  MayJ,  1871. 
Umluutid  is  Chancest. 

Deal  and  Dover  Railway  Company.— The  Master  of  the  Rolla  haa,  by  an 
order  dated  Ai«il  M,  ordered  that  the  above  company  be  wound  np 
by  this  court.  Sutton  &  Onunannsy,  Ooleman-st,  soUsitora  for  the 
petitioner.  _^ 

LiMraxD  IN  CBtxcm. 

Berlin  Great  Market  and  Abattoirs  Company  (Limited).- The  Master  of 
the  BoUa  baa  fixed  May  10  at  11,  at  his  chambers,  for  the  appoinunent 
of  an  offlcial  llqoUator.  ,„.„..        „     „  „ 

Devonahlte  silkstonsOoal  Company  (Umllad).-Vlce  Chancellor  MaUna 
has,  by  an  order  dated  April  »l,  ordered  that  the  voloatar^  windhig 
up  of  the  above  company  be  continood,  botanbject  to  the  anper- 
vlalon  of  the  Court  of  Chancery.  Shaw  ft  Tremellen.  Oray'a-Um-sq  t 
agents  for  WaUons,  Bury,  aolicitors  lor  the  petitioner*, 
rriandl^r  Sooiotiw  UnolTed. 

TtmsBAT,  May  t,  U71.  .  ^,  .« 

Eeenomle  Friendly  Society,  Market  Hall,  Brynmawr,  Brecon.    April ». 

Female  Friendly  Society,  Qriffln  Inn,  Ueston  Norris,  Uooaahlre. 
ApiUM. 
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Foxt  Mkto  Frissdly  Sodetr,  Fox  aid  Goon  Inn,  Foxt,    Sttfford. 
April  n. 

Cnditon  nnder  Eatatts  in  Chueery. 

Latt  Doff  0/  ProB}. 
FuDAT,  AptUa8,lg7l. 

Child,  Jaa  Uuk, 'Bigelley,  Fembroke,  Eiq.     M»y  1.    Book  v  Dariei, 

M.B.  Jtmn,  EtTedbTdweit 
Traon.  Thoa,  En<ton-*q,  E«q.    May  at.    Tyaon  s  Tynn,  V.C.  Mallna, 

Pawle  ft  Faaron,  New-Inn 
Fradrioks,  Jolm  Jestyn  WtlUama,  North-bank,  Bagent'i-pk,  retired  Offleer . 

May  31.    V.C.  Wiokeaa,  Gregory.  ClementVInn 

TDiaDAT,  HayS,l8TI. 
Barlow,  J>9,  baoldrk.nrOheaterton,  Stafford,  Farmer.    May  80.  Heath 

«  Barlew,  V.C.  Wickena. 
Barkill,  John  Hy,   Band  GranKe,  York,  Fanner.    Hay  10.    Godfrey  « 

Bnrkiil,  V.C.  Halins.    Barkill,  Wlnterton. 
Dudley,  jnlia  Ann,  Nelson-ter,   Stoke  Newington,  Widow.    May  31. 

WUlats  r  Tanner,  V.C.  Wiokeoa.    HcLeod  &   WaCney,  London-at 

Fenchnrch'Si.  , 

Garmeran,  Emma,  Hlldrop -crescent,  Oamden-rd,  May  15,    Qarmeson  v 

Sbarrod,  V.C.  Mnlina.    Wedlake,  Mitre-ct,  Temple 
Gery,  Wm  Uagb  Wade,  Boshmead  Priory,  Baton  Socon,  Eaq.    May  31. 

Ctery  v  Oery,  V.C.  Wickeni.    Parker  &  Go,  Bedford-row 
Hawks,  Stephen  Wright,  Tynemoath,   Northumberland.  Ironmaster. 

Jane.  14  Hatrks  t>  Cnwahay,  V.C.  Wickena.  Clayton  fc  Walnewright, 

Newcastle-npon-Tyne. 
Italfe,  John  Eaton,  Charlton,  Kent,  Esq.    May  tS,     Balfe  »  Hawthorne 
^M.R.    Snrman  k  Son,  Uneoln'a-inn-llelda 
Hood,  Ann  Williams,  Marledge,  Fembroke,  Widow.    May  22.    Raisin  v 

Hood,  M  R.    Powell  k  Co,  Harerfordwest 
HoRhes,  Mary,  Llanhes,  Brecon,  Widow.    May  45.    Williams «  Hughes, 

V.G.Malini.    Bishop,  Brecon 
LandOD,  Chss  KIcbd.    June  2.    Re  Landon,  M.B.    Flux  i.  Co,  East 

India-avenue 
LiTioKStone,  Cbas  Husband,  Buckhntst-hlll,  Essex,  Surgeon.    Jane  2. 

Grant  >  LiTingstone,  V.C.  '.Vickcns.    Clapham  &  Fit£h,  Blshopsgate- 

st,  Withoat 
Martin,  Eliz.  Illkacombe,  Devon,  Widow.    May  IT.    Cropton  *  Day 

V.C.  Malins.    Palmer,  Barnstaple 
Morgell,  Mary,  Tnnbridge  Wells,  Kent,  Spinster.    May  SI.    Re  Morgell 

V.C.  Bacon.    Bnekston,  Whitehall-pl 
Sager,  E'.lz,  Holly  House,  nr  Todmorden  York,   Spinster.    May  26. 

Sager  e  Ormerod,  U.R.  .Stansfieid,  Todmorden 
Sager,  Wm,  Todmordea,  York,  Tsllow  Chandler.    May  26.    Sager  » 

Onnerod,  JI.B.    Stansfield.  Todmorden 
Steel,  Joseph,  Manley  House,  Kennlngton-pk,  QuartermaaSer.    May  3) . 

Steel  r  Steel,  V.C.  Wickena.    Yeo  &  Warner,  Hart-st,  Bloomsbury 
Stenteford,  John,  King    Henry's-rd,  Hegent's-pk,  Builder.    June    12. 

Uindley  v  Stenteford,  V.C.  Wickens.    Ollyer,  Lhicoln's-inn-fields 
Wataou,  David,  Moulton,  Lincoln,  Farmer.    May  29.    Sbelton  >  Aahby, 

M.R.    Bonner  4t  Calthrop,  Spalding 
Wlnterborn,  Jaa,  Brighton,  Saaaex.    May  29.    Comey  e  Winterbom, 

V.C.  Malins,    Monckton,  Raymond-bldgs,  Qray's-inn 

Next  u*  Km. 

Agar,  Ohas,  Siroud-green -lane,  Hornsey,  Gent.    May  25.    Agere  Ould, 

Selby,   Catherine,  Illaton-on-the-hill,  Leiceater.    June  I.    Simpson  e 
Parr,  V.C.  Malina. 

Credivm  ocder  22  &  23  Tict  «ap.  Zi. 

Latt  Day  of  Claim. 
Fridat.  April  38,  1871. 
Beane,  Geo,  Haiitex,  York,  Sergeant.    May  IS.    Jobb  &  Co,  Halifax . 
Bethel,  Urenia,  Kellawayi,  Wilts,  Widow.    June  1.    Little  &  Little, 

Bath 
Bowers,  Kobt  Arnold,  Romford,  Essex,  Surgeon.    June  9.    MInet  &  Co, 

New  Broad-st 
Bracher,  -las,  Berrybrook,  Wilts,  Gent.     June  1.     Bell   k,  Freame, 

GUlingham 
Brett,  John,  Buckland,  Sootbampton,  Gent.    Jane  24.    Moore  (c  Co, 

LymingCfin 
Chalmers,  Fanny  Jane,  Redcllffe-st,  West  Brompton.  Hay  24 ,  Hoosman, 

Bromsgrove 
Davies,    David,    Plasynglyn,    Denbigh,   Gent.      Jnly    1.      Minshall, 

Oswestr.v  , 

Drape,  I»ac,  QoImeCnltram.Caraberland.    May  27.    Donald,  Carlisle 
Kinney,  Kichd,  .Monyash,  Derby,  Gent.    June  1.    Stone,  Wirksworth 
Garside,  Wm,    Worksop,    Nottingham,  Timber    Merchant,     June   1. 

Whall 
Godrall,  Wm,  Hereford,  Gent.    July  I.    Jamea  ft  Bodenbam,  Hereford 
Line,  Tho».  Uxbridge,  Middlesex,  Licensed  Victualler,  Jane  29.    Woolls, 

&  Co,  Uxbridge 
Manley,  Kobt,  Bamsbury-rd,  Islington,  Gent.    May  19.      Noton,  Gt 

Swan-Blley,  Moorgate-st 
MarUn,   Isadc,   Whitehaven,   Cumberland,   Gent.     Jane    I.     Mason, 

Whitehaven 
Merwood,  (ieo.  West  Oowes,  Isle  of  Wight,  MaaUr  Mariner.    June  I. 

Damant.  Cowea 
Morris.  Ricbd  Stephen,  GnUdford,  Surrey,  Batcher.  Jane  10.  Cbamock, 

Gray's  iiin-><| 
Perceval  Hy,  L«gge,  Commander  B.N.    June  6.    Boodle  (c  Partington, 

Davies-at,  Berkeley- sq 
Pollard,  Wm,  Herlbrd,  Qeat.    Jane  22.    Spenee  <c  Hanks,  Hertford 
Price,  BIchd,  Wbartoo,  Cheater,  Stone  Mason.     April  21.     Cooke 

Winsford. 
Prior  Lanra  Morray,  Bath,  Somerset,  Widow.     June  5.    Benbowfc 

Saltwell,  Stone-bldga,  LIncoln'a-inn 
Richmond.  Saml  Ooodlifib,  Bexley  Heath,  Kent,  Gent.  May  31.  Rnasell 

Co,  Old  Jewry-chambers 
Selby,  Edwd,  Stoke  Newlngton-rd,  Eaq.    June  21.    Clark*,  Fisabary<i>l 
Shenton,  Geo,  LUleabail  nr  N  ewport,  Salop,  Yeoman.   Ang  1.    Fisher 

fc  Hodgea.  Newport 


Shenton,  Sarah,  LUIeshall  nr  Newport,  Salop,  Widow,  L^  \.  rs^ 

Newport. 
Bmale,  Hy  Lewla,  Brighton,  Sussex,  Esq.  Jane  10.  lack  k  bo, 

Dean'a-ct,  Doctor'a-commons 
Smith,  Thoa,  Tnnbridge-wells,  Kent,  Brewer.  Jans  1.  ttn  k  0, 

Tanbridge  Wells 
Tonka,  Thoa,  Hands  wortb,  Stafford,  Meidisat,  Aai  K.  D9M7, 

Birm 
Walker,  Alfred,  Margate,  Kent,  Eaq.  Jnnel.  Gellatly  kCti,liat«i«. 

Oraceebnrcb-st 
Walkley,  Jonathan,  Lower  Withington,  Chaster,  Fuois.  lut  I 

Hand,  Macclesfield 
Walbice.  Rev  Arthur  Oapel  Job,  Monks  Eleigh,8ii)Mli, Utttw.  !b-l. 

Eiwes,  Fornivars-inn ,  Holborn 
West,  Nathaniel,  Iver,  Bucks.   Batcher,    Jose  29.   Vodi  t  Ci, 

Oxbridge 
Wortley,  Jaa  Fredk  Hy  Stuart,  Wortley  Hall,  Tetk.  Jmt  U  tax 

ft  Co,  New-aq,  Lincoln'a-inn. 

TDEasax,  May  2, 1871 
Babies,  Mary,  Belgrave-ter,  StockwBllt  Widow.  Kay 21.  ff«il!,Ee:-!< 

Dnctor's-commons 
Bennett,  Wm  Helling,  Camden-bi]l<rd,  Kenaingtaa,  Gait,  lata 

Rooker  &  Co,  Plymouth 
Brett,  John,  Buckland,  Sontbampton,  Gent.    Jane  IL  Tiim,tCa, 

Lymington 
Broughton,  John,  Lpooi  Joiner.    May  15.    Aspinall  k  Bit4,l^ 
Cave,  Hy,  York,  Engraver.    July  1.    Dale,  York 
Darby,  Ann.  Spring  Villa,  Halesowen,    Wotestter,  WUoi.  Jattl. 

James  ft  Oercon,  Birm 
Edgar,  Elii.  Springfield,    Eaaex,  Widow.    July  I.    Willaxtl(i^ 

Diss 
Eland,  Geo,  Thrapston  Honse,  Northampton,  Banker.  Sat  It  PiM 

Eland  «c  Nettleship,  Traialgar-sq,  Charing-eross 
Faith,  Geo,  Talae-hill,  Sarrey.    June  10.    Clarke  &  Oo  CtfaaM 
Greenongh,  Mary,  Southport,  Lancaater,  Widow.    Jnae  U.  m 

Wlitan  ^ 

Harfleld,  Thos,  Birm.Pnbllcan.    Jnnel.    Baker,  Birm 
Haycock,  Edwd,  Shrewsbury,  Salop,  Aichilect.   Jsne  1  icsla 

Sprott,  Shrewsbury 
Horwood,  Matthew,  Brasted,    Kent,  Esq.    Septl.  WsbakM 

WIncbester-st 
Jones,  Wm    Beale,  Kingston-on-Thames,   Sarrey,  CkestaL  14 

Morrison,  Kelgate 
Landon,  Wm,  New-Burlington-at,    Woollen  WarehooKaa  H 

RIchardwn  k.  Sadler,  Golden-sq 
LansdowD,  Tbos,  Baker-st,  Qerkenwell,  Gent.    HajJI.  I'M 

Co,  Charterbouse-9q 
Leech,  Hichd,  Bartonwood,  Lancashire,  Yeoman.   Jone  i.  CM 

North  wich. 
Marshall,  John,  Horafortb  Hail,  York,  Eaq.    June  ID.  ?»<■*< 


Kt.  Ijaairf 

1.     »Mt4 


MacLaren,  Jas,  Manch,  Merchant  June  30.  Conlifie  kMK^^ 
Morley.  Wm,  Garforth,  nr  Leeds  Land  Agent.  May  30.  nbkkOOM 
Olveraon,  Ifory,  West  Derby  nr  Lpool,  Spinster.   Ha;  W-  Ml 

Lpool 
Osbom,  John,  St  Felix  Daly,  Loudonn-rd,  St  Jeha's-««od,  tit  ■ 

I.    Wilkinson,  Joba-st,  Bedltard-row  ^ 

Pennington,  Alfred,  Hindley,  Lancaahire,  Cotton  Spiaacf.  i*w 

Taylor,  Wigan 
Bicbardaon,  Wm  Westbrook,  Brighton   Esq.    May  SI.  FiItsKt 

Bedford-row 
Rnhin^n,  Sarah,  Gmndlsburgb,  Snilblk,  Widow.   Janet 

Ipswich 
Sadler,  Wm,  Mansfield,  NotUngham,  Qraoer.     Jnly  ' 

Mansfield  a 

Thomas,   Fras,   Bedford,  Widow,     June   24.     Leseh.  LsgoMSf 

Strand  1 

Travers,  Kobt  Wilaon,  Laarel-pl,  Wella-st,  Hackaey,  Seal.  M| 

Maisb,  High-st,  Poplar  J 

Walker,  Saml,  Northampton,  Eaq.  Aug  I.  Walker,  KoRta^iBl 
Yoong,  Jaoe,  Biahopwearmoath,  Durham,  Vndow.    May  iX  ■ 

SaaderUmd  \ 

Bankrnpta.  j 

PaiDAT,  April  28,  1*71.  ] 

Under  the  Bankruptcy  Act,  1869.  ' 

Creditors  mast  forward  their  proofi  of  debts  to  the  Kefistai,^ 

To  Surrender  In  London.  ' 

Attta,  Simon,  Gracecharcb-st,  Merchant.     Pet  April  21.   HasBit.  I 

10  at  11.30  J 

Brooke,  Joaeph,  Fashlon-st,  Spilalfields,  Rag  Merchant.    ftlAM 

Pepys.    May  9  at  18  1 

Burton,  Fredk,  Tottenham.  Grocer.     Pet  April  25.    Hsiim.   MR 

at  II  J 

Lyons,  Hy  Julius,  Oxford-st,  Dealer  in  Fancy  Goods.     Pet  iM 

HazUtt.    Hay  10  at  II  j 

Tooth,  Alfd,  St.  Tbomaa's-st,  Borongh,  Beer  Mercbaat.    M  i^ 

Murray.    May  23  at  12  . 

To  Surrender  in  the  Coootry.  ^ 

Brown,  Joseph,  Stockport,  Chester,  Wsste  Dealer.    Ftt  Aprfi  21  % 

Stockport,  May  12  at  12  ^ 

Browing,  Eliz  Ann,  Meopham,  Kent,  Spinster.    Pel  April  >t-  ^^ 

Rochester,  May  12  at  2  ^ 

Daniel,  John,  Elms  Farm,  Bread  Heath,  Woroeeter,  Famr.  f»  4 

2S.    Crisp.    Worceeter,  May  lOalll  ._ 

Daris,  Richd,  Hagley,  Worcester,  Coal  Dealer.   Pat  April  II    H>« 

Stourbridge,  May  12  at  1 1 
Jonas,  John,  Uannrst,  Denbigh,  Batcher.  Pet  April  22.  JwM- 

Mayl0atl2  .^^ 

Joyce,  Wm,  Birm,  Bailder.    Pet  April  2S,    CbauOa.  *i»,^ 

at  11 
Holeombe,  Wm,  Bzeter,  Boot  Maker.     Pet  April  14.    Da* 

May  Rat  II 
Hoeklii,  Wm,  Landraka,  ConnraU,  Canto.      Pet  A((il  <*- 

EaM  Stonetaoase,  May  II at  II 
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friiibBobl,tByBiufO]n)a  Pring,  Newport,  UomnODtli,  Statin  Tog 

Onm.  Ftt  April  18.    Roqerts.    Newport,  May  It  at  1 
rtM.  Jotm.  Clmter,  Hey  Dealer.     Pet  ApiU  M.     Porter.     Cheater, 

Mi;  10  It  II 
MKO.  ThK,  Toxteth-pk,  Ship  Owner.    Pet  April  14.  WatMO.    Lpool, 

Kirllatl 
Sauli,  Sy,  Sootli  Ockenden,  Eieex,  Fanner.      Pet  April  IS.     Oepp. 

rktionlori,  H>7lJ*tll 
rc(i,J(ilii.gtiA>rd,J]uikeeper.     Pet  April  11.     SpUibtury.     Stafford, 

Mn  IS  till 
hpni.Jolm,  Troro,  Comwell,  TraTelUng  Draper.     Pet  April  2S. 

Quintt.  Traro,  HejIOatll 

TDiaDAT,  Uar  2,  U71. 
Under  the  Bankruptcy  Act,  1869. 
Cnditm  moft  forward  their  proore  of  debti  to  the  Kegiitrar. 
To  SorroDder  in  LODdop. 

nell,ThMEl«>Di.Hart-*t,Harl[-laae,  Wine  Broker.     Pet  April  17. 

Fcpri.   }ltJ»Ui 

ntford,  ChM  Geo,  ft  William  Craickihink,  I>adeiiball'>t,  East  India 

Veidunli.   Pet  April  24.    firongham.    May  26  at  1 

Mt.  By  Jat,  Kentish  Town-rd,  Com  Merchant.      Pet  April  2S. 

Unillll.    HiyliBtll 

■nil,  Ja>  Wm,  Alma-Tillas,  East  Dnlwlch,  Bnllder.      Pat  April  29. 

ixbt.   >iiy39atl 

To  Sorrender  in  the  Country. 

ilDiUi,  Siml,  Cleekbeaton,  York,  Fiahmosger. .  Pet  April  18,    Robin- 

m.    Bridford,  Ut;  16  at  9 

illt.Wflliim.  Exeter,  Printer.    Pet  Hay  I.    Daw.    Exeter,  Ma7  1» 

itil 

»<!:,  John,  Uucb,  Merchant.     Pet  April  27.     Kay.     Manch,  Uar 

r  •.!).» 

wUi  Wm  Walter,  Colcheeter.  Lient  H.M.'a  60th  Rifles.    Pet  April 

!t  Barntt.    Colchester,  May  13  at  II 

fMd,  Cliaa  Wm,  King»ton-npon-Hull,  Oil  Merchant.      Pel  April  28. 

ni'tir'.   linrston-npon-Holl,  May  16at  11 

at.)obn,IIajl9,  Cornwall,  Shoe   Warehooaenuui.      Pet  April  27. 

^eou.   Truro,  May  13  at  II- 

nr,  au  Cnllen,  Teignmoath,  Deron,  Bnilder.   Pet  April  21,    Daw. 

JHw.Mayltat  II 

irthall.Jobn,  A  Stephen  Smart.  Netberton,  Worceeter,  Gae  Tobe 

Bjnnhciurera.    Fet  April  29.    Walker.    Dudley,  May  16  at  II 

•ne.  John,  Torqnay,  Deron,  Bnilder.    Pet  April  27.    Daw.    Exeter. 

I*.' Hat  12 

»l-i«i,  Wat"on,    Blyth,  Northnmberland,  Newapaper  Proprietor. 

fftlprilM.    Mort:nier.    Newcaatle,  May  13at  U.SO 

«.  H.r,  Birienbead,  Cheahire.  Upholsterer.    Pet  April  27.    Waion. 

Birknbad,  May  13  at  10 

X;lts.  Siockwell,  West  AWington,  Devon,  Maobinlat.    Pet  April 

1.  fnrce.  East  Stonehonse,     May  20  at  11 

BANKItnPTCIES  ANNITLLED. 
FaiSAT,  April  28, 1871, 
y»«,IUibt,  Ashton-nnder-Lvne,  ontof  boslnesi.    April  13 
Met,  n'm,  PInmatead,  ICent.    April  It 
'•»,  Wm,  Lpool,  Draper.    April  24 

ToiacaT,  May  2,  1871. 
w,  Gadirey  Joachun,  Lpool,  Cotton  Broker.    March  18 
tkn.  Wm.  Gt  Tarmooth,  Norfolk,  Draper.    April  26 
T,  Itffl  rhiiip,  AndoTer-rd,  Homaey,  Tailor,    April  la 

Iiiqnidatlon  by  Amngemant. 
FIRST  MEETINQS  OF  CREDITORS. 
Fbibit,  April  W,  1871, 
^rja,  Lee,  Kent,  Builder.    May  II  at  l,at  oBoeof  Pook.  Qneen 
■ial»ib.row,  Greenwich 

anp,  Chai,  nnddersfield,  Tork,  Ladlea*  Ontflttsr.    May  17  at  4,  at 
■»  •>(  Barker  &  Snna,  Ramsden  Estate-bnildlngs,  Bnddenaeld. 
I.,  Wm  blwd,  and  John  Beal,  Mile  Town,  Sheemeas,  Kent,  Milkmen. 
<>r  II  at  II,  at  office  of  Mole,  Edward-et,  Sheemeas 
I,  Jas,  Derby,  Tobacconist.    May  1»  at  12,  at  offless  of  Leech,  Fnll- 
I.  Derby 

Cb,  Edwd,  Morton,  Derby,  Miner.  May  11  at  8,  at  oCDlee  of  Qee, 
m^.  Chesterfield 

mf.Tlioa,  Shirley,  Derby,  May  IS  at  »,  at  the  Oraen  Man  Hotel, 
*bi)rae.    Holland,  Aaliborne 

dley,  Richd,  St  JobnVrd,  Hoxton,  Tailor.  May  IS  at  1,  at  offlce  of 
IW,  BajiDghall-$t 

e*,  Frank,  Newport,  Isle  of  Wight,  Canrer.  May  II  at  S,  at  War- 
mon-i  Hotel,  Newport.    Urry,  Ventnor 

wii.]ohn,Tolpaddle.  Dorset,  urewer.  May  10  at  II, at  the  Ante- 
«a  Hotel,  Dorchester.    Howard ,  Weymontb 

•ala(,  Chaa,  North  Fetherton,  Someraet,  Blackamith.    May  II  at 
^u offleee  of  Reed  &  Cook,  King's-aq,  Bridgwater 
"■"■aw,  John,  Market  Drayton.  Salop,  Agricultural  Engineer.    May 
iat  11,  at  the  Corbet  Arms  Hotel,  .Market  Drayton 
dt,B]i,  Alexandra-road,  Norwood,  Builder.    May  10  at  2,  at  olBce  of 
•ner,  Mark-lane 

Pwcn,  Alex,  Cardiff,  Glamorgan,  Draper.  May  10  at  I,  at  offlces  of 
■uloghaa,  BrIstdL    Morgan 

Ki.Thos.FelbaA-pl,  South  Kenaington,  Wine  Merchant,    May  12 
|<>.at  oOces  of  Hodgson,  Salisbur;-st,  Strand 
■sail,  Anhnr,  Bedford,  Builder.    May  12  at  12,  at  oCBce  of  Con- 
P>«.Oake.et,B«diard 

ne,  Edith  Maria.  01  Tamouth,  tlorfoik,  Schoolmiatreaa.  May  II 
'  "i^  <ba  Star  bn,  Gt  Taraonth.  Eoenon  *  Sparrow,  Norwlcb. 
ri  S*^.'<*»  Anning,  Azminater,  Deron,  Innkeeper.  May  1 0  at 
l.«ttbe  Dolphin  Hotel.  Houiton.    Erery 

",  rrtdk,  Croas-st,  Islington,  Earthenware  Dealer.  May  i  at  II,  at 
•tt  of  DsTies,  Blonlleld-^t 

«,  Wm,  Middleham,Tork,  CoMbbailder.     Hay  10  at  I,  at  the 
itUenUon  Hotel,  Northallerton.    Teale.Uybnm 
">aa,  Chsa,  Hart-at,  Wood-at,  Fancy  Warebooaeman,    May  II  at 
0,  It  oOce  gf  Nicholson,  Onsbam-at.    Montagn,  Bocklanbary 


Coloy,  Thos  Wm  By,  Cradley-heath,  StaObrd,  Chain   Manofkctniar. 

May  10  at  II,  at  oaees  of  Homfray  *  HolbertMi,  Higk-st,  Brteley. 

bill 
Commtnada,  Jean  Baptiate,  Newcastle-nnder-Iiyne,  Patent  Medicine 

Vendor.    May  11  at  3,  at  offloea  of  LltcbOald,  Bagnall^l,  NawoaaUe- 

nndar-Lyne 
Dalton,  Saml,  Mayfleld-rd,  Dalaton,  Commercial  Traealler.      May  17  at 

3,  at  olBcea  of  lieaae  tt  Son,  Old  Jewry-chambei* 
Downham,  Thos,  Preston.  Lancashire,  Boot  Dvsler.     May  10  at  1 1,  at 

effioes  of  Foisbsw,  Cannon-st,  Preston 
Edwards,  Hy,  WhitehaTen,  Cumberland,  Bollder,     May  10  at  II,  at 

office  of  Alter,  New  L^iwther-at,  Whiteharen 
Elliott,  Maraaret,  Bridisend,  Glamorgan,  Boot  Dealer.    May  10  at  l,at 

ottcee  of  Barnard  &  Co,  Albion-ctiambera,  Bristol.    Stockwood,  jim 
Fenn,  Saml,  Birm,  Tailor.    Msy  10  at  I,  at  oSees  of  SouthaU  ft  Son, 

Newhall-st,  Birm 
Galloway,  John,  Stockton-on-Te«a.  I.ime  Merchant.    Hay  11  at  II. at 

ofllcea  of  TbompsoQ,  Ftnkte-sc,  Stooktou-on-Teea 
Gerrard,  John,  Ijoltun,  Lanoasbire,  Ironmonger.    May  15  at  8,  at  the 

Clarence  Hotel,  Spring.gardcna,  Manch 
Gill,  iilchd  John,  Derenport,  IJeron.  Plumber.      May  18   at  12,    at 

ofiacea  of  Gilbard,  Obapel-at,  Deronport 
Hall,  John,  Brownhtlls,  Stafford,  Beer  Retailer.    May  12  at  2,  at  offlee 

or  Glover,  Park-et,  Walsall 
Hammond,  John,  Manch,  Paper  Hanging  Manufacturer.     May  11  at 

II,  at  ofBoe  of  Walmaley,  Uidgefield,  Manch 
Barbridge,  Isabella,  Lpool,  Cartowner.    May  22  at  S,  at  oOces  of  Btty, 

Lpool 
Harrisson,  Thos  Norman,  Guildford-at,  St  Paneraa,  ont  of  bnaineas. 

Hay  8  at  12,  at  the  Loidon  Tarem,  Btabopagate-et.      Smith,  Gt 

James-«t,  Bedford-row 
Hemsoll,  Joseph  Vincent,  and  Wm  Fredk  Hemaoll,  SbelDald,  Printer!. 

May  9  at  4,  atolBce  of  Simpaoa,  North  Chaiob-st,  ShelBeld 
Hill.  John,  Upper  North  at.  Poplar,  and  Jtdin  Hy  SoUitt,  Perryt-close, 

East  In^a-td,  Saw  Mill  Proprietors.    May  II  at  *,  at  olBeea  of  Somes 

&  Co,  Moorgate-st.    Hudson  &  Co,  Buoklsrsbory 
Uollins,  Jaa,  Hanley.  SUCfurd,  Draper,    May  II  at  3,  at  the  Maccles- 

fleld  Arms  Hotel,  Macclesdeld,    Tennant.  Hsnley 
Holllnson,  Wm  Joshua,  Bunlem,  Stafford,  Orooer.     May  4  at  3,  at 

offlcea  of  Lees,  Waterltjo-rd,  Burslem 
Hoyland,  Joseph,  BUcklcy,  Lancashire,  File  Manufactorer.  May  9  as  2, 

at  offlces  of  Uultou  &  Lister,  New  Balley-at,  Salford 
Jelley,  Uy  Albert,  Grantham,  Lincoln,  Draper.    May  H  at  2,  at'6lBoes 

of  Foreman  k  Cooper,  Urenhitm-at.    Heed  <t  Co,  Gresham-st 
Keeping,  Wm,  Bristol,  T<;bnoconist.    May  12  at  12,  at  offlces  of  Bar- 
nard &  Co,  Albion-cbambcrs,  Bristol.    Salman.  Briatol 
Kellond,  Edwin,  Warwick-rd  West,  faddlngton.  Builder.   May  II  at  12, 

atoflloesof  NistKt  k  Co,  Uncoln's-lnn-flelda 
LUiyd,  Wm,  Milford  Haeen,  Pembroke,  Orecer,    May  18  at  lO.i,  at  the 

Tewnhall,  Guildford-sq,  Carmarthen.    Parry,  Pembroke  Dock. 
Mattbewa,  Geo,  Hanley,  Stafford,  Bstober,     May  16  at  II,  at  the 

Saracen'a  Head  Hotel,  Usnley,    Jones,  New-inn,  Strand:  Agent  for 

Welch,  Hanley. 
McAdam,  Christ.ipher,  Swansea,  Glamorgan,  Saddler.     May  9  at  2,  at 

ofBns  of  Barnard  &  Co,  Albion  chambers,  Bristol.    Brown  t:  Darlea, 

Swansea. 
Murphy,  Jeremiah,  Dewabnry,  York,  Grocer.    May  1 1  at  S,  at  oSces  of 

Schoies  fc  Breary,  Leeds-rd,  Dewsbory. 
NeiU,  Jas,  Normanby,  York,  Brewer.     May  12  at  11,  at  oSce  of  Belk, 

North-at,  Middleaburough. 
Newton,  laaac,  Lpool,  Carrer.     May  16  at  3,  at  offlces  of  Trey,  South 

John-st,I,peol. 
Nichols,  Thos,  Crewe,  Cheater,  Coal  Merchant.     May  It  at  2,  at  the 

Royal  Hotel,  Crewe.    Sbenatt,  lalk-oa-the-Hill 
Nonbmore,  Walter,  Uarerigg,  Cumberland,  Butcher.    May  13  at  2,  at 

the  btatkin  Hotel,  Holboni-niil,  MlUom.    Webater 
Partington,  DaTld,  Lpool,  Hat  Manulacturer.     May  12  at  3,  at  office 

of  Sarrer,  Whiiecbapel,  Lpuol 
Pemberioo,  Anthony,  Lpooi.  Painter.     May  9  at  3,  at  oflloe  of  Smith, 

Cork-bldgs,  Preeaon''-row,  Lpool 
Perks,  Feargna,  Birm,  Bedstead  .Manufacturer.    May  12  at  8,  at  offlee 

of  JaqOMj  Oherry-at,  Birm 
Pogmore,Wm  Joeepb,  Doncaster,  York,  Butcher,    May  10  at  II,  at  the 

Old  George  Hotel,  Market-pl,  Doncaster,    Peagram,  Doncaster 
Roberts,  John  Wall,  Roman-rd,01d  Ford,  Olbnan.    May  6atI2,at  offlee 

of  Carr,  Rood-lane 
Rolfe,  Harry,  Cliepping  Wycombe,  BuckUigbam,  Innkeeper.    May  13  at 

II,  at  90.  Easion-st,  Hl(ih  Wycombe 
Rcllings,  John,  Tanntun,  Somerset,  Co^l  Merchant.    May  II  at  II,  at 

offloea  of  Trenchard,  Upp-r  Uigb-at,  Taunton 
Sawyer,  Wm  Walter,  Manob,  Carver.    May  16  at  3,  at  offleee  of  Haidy, 

St  James*a-aq,  Manch 
Sears,  Jas,  Northampton,  Shoe  MannCaotorer.    May  12  at  3,  at  offices 

of  Jeflery  &  Son,  Mewland,  Northampton 
Sharrad,  Thos,  Hanley,  Stafford,  smallware  Dealer.     May  12  at  8,  at 

the  Saracen's  Head  Hotel,  Hanley.    Tennant,  Hanley 
Simpwn,  Geo  Kobt,  Colchester,  iCssex,  Baker.    May  10  at  4,  at  the  Fleece 

Hotel,  Head-st,  Colchester.    Philbrick  &  Son,  Colchester 
Smith,  DaTid,  Marten,  York,  ont  of  baslness.     May  II  at  I,  at  offlces  of 

UobsoB,  Gaafurd-st,  Middlesborougb 
Smith,  John,  Ne.-tsn,  Chester,  Draper.     May  10  at  1,  at  offlcea  of 

Roberts  at  Dickson,  Newgate-st,  Chester, 
Smith,  Wm,£ye,  Snffolk,  Brasler,    May  17  at  1 1,  at  offlees  ofGodgeon, 

BiU7-st,  Stonnnsrket 
Stsfford,  John,  Dots  Holes  Dale,  Chapel-en-le-Frith,  Derby,  Beer  Retailer, 

May  10  at  4,  at  the  Grapet-inn,  Stockport,    Ward,  Manch. 
Suniar,  Wm,  Butt-lane,  Audley,  Sufford,  Innkeeper.    May  2  at  10,  at 

offloea  of  Cooper,  Lawton  at,  Congleton 
Stenning,  Geo,  Haslemere,  Surrey,  Carpenter.    May  IS  at  1,  at  offlee  of 

Cortis,  High-at,  Guildford 
Swales,  Robt  Myeia,  Leeds,  Engineer,    Msy  16  at  I,  at  effloes  of  Hsr- 

greaves,  Market-st,  Bradford 
Talbot,  Fredk  Thos  Cooper,  Sbepherd's-bnsh  Station,  Timber  Merchant. 

May  17  at  U,  at  offlees  of  Watson  k  Sons,  Bonrerle-st,  Fleet.st 
Tarrant,  Wm  Uy,  Swindon,  WUte,  Mason.    May  It  at  12,  at  offloaa  of 

KinneirltTomba,  Hiuh  St,  Swindon 
Thomas,  Wm,  Ystiad  Rbondds-valley,  Glamorgan,  Timber  Marahaat. 

May  II  at  ll,atoaceo(Daltoas&Co,  Worklng-«t,Oanliff. 
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Tbonpioa,  Jai  Jolu,  St  JokOM-nui,  Hoztoo,  Oon  Dodir.  Hay  9  «t  It, 

at  offlcM  of  BeMlejr,  Bedford-row.    Daniel 
Thempeon,  Blcbd  BUiop,  Ezmontb,  Deron,  Bekar.    May  S  at  lit  at 

oOoa  ofOonld,  Exa  Vlew-tar,  Bxmontli 
Tyer*,  Vm,  Jan,  Nottingham.  Joiaer.    Ma;  t  at  II,  at  oOaea  of  Cranch 

ft  Bowe,  Lov-paTement,  Notttasgham 
Unltt,  John,  BUMm,  Siaflord,  Tobaseonlat.     Mar  II  it  11,  at  aaoaa  of 

Whltebooie,  Queen  at,  Welverhaaipton 
Walker,  Edwd,  Eaat  Betlbrd,  Notta,  Ooofaetioner.    Ma;  M  at  1 1,  at  the 

Pbeaeant-lna,  Carol-gate.    Mee  It  Co.  Kait  Betf(vd 
Whincopp,  Wm,  Woodbridge,  Soflblk,  Wine  Merchant.  Ma;  19  at  g,  at 

offlee  ot  Moalton,  New-ic,  Woodbrldge 
Whinw,  Arthnr,  Towceatar,  Northampton,  Oraoer.    Mar   H   at  I,  at 

the  Bear4nn,  HIgk-it,  Toweeeter.    White,  Northampton 
Williamt,  John,  Uaofalrfachan,  Camarron,  Slater.     Maj  II  at  1,  at  the 

Britiih  Hotel,  Bangor.    Lnek,  UaniUrftehan 
Williams,  John,  jnn,  Birm,  Chandelier  Minnikctarer.    Nay  It  at  12,  at 

ofBceaof  Beale  &  Oo,  Waterloo-et,  Birm 
Wilson,  BenJ,  Hanningbam  Tork,  Staff  Merchant.    Ha;  19  at  10,  at 

ofScei  of  HargreaTss,  Markct-it,  Bradford 
WiUon,  Thos,  Red  Lkm-tt,  Clerkenwell,  Rafknhmant  House  Keeper. 

Ma;  12  at  2,  at  eOca  of  Mason,  Sjrmond's-inn,  Chancai7-laDe 
Wood,  FhlUp,  Charoh  Hnlme,  Chester,  Orocar.    Ma;  13  at  U,  at  onoa 

of  Fletcher,  Northwloh 

TraSDAT,  Ma;  2, 1871. 
Base,  Jaoob,  Jon,  Weat-st,  MlleZnd  Oldtomi,  Carman.    Ma;  It  at  4,  at 

olBeea  of  Hllkai;  &  Tanatall.  Fenohnrch-bMga 
Bennett,  Thoa,  Lpool.    Ma;  1 6  at  3,  at  office  ofSamnell,  Cook-st,  iJiaol 
BIrkle;,  Joeeph,  Tork,  Watchmaker.     Ma;  IV  at  1 1 ,  at  offloea  of  Mum 

ft  Son,  New-u,  Tork 
Black,  Alexander,  NewpoR,  Ucnmonth,  Draper.  Ma;  17  at  12,  at  offleaa 

of  Batohelor,  Conmeroial-at,  Newport 
Bliss,  Thos,  Ross,  Hereford,  Mercer.    Ma;  IS  at  12,  at  oaces  of  Darles, 

Chnrctajrard,  Roes 
Broadbent,  Edwd  Kisiack,  Leeds,  Qrooer.    Ma;  II  at  S,  at  ofBoe  of 

Simpson,  Alblon*st,  Leeds 
Brown,  Sidne;,  Saltebnr;,  Wilu,  Bnilder.    Ha;  17  at  2,  at  the  Three 

Swans  Hotel,  SsUsbnr; 
Browne.  Jeremiah  Thoa,  Lpool,  Hatter.    Ha;  IS  at  2,  at  oaces  of 

l^rrer  ft  Co,  North  John-st,  Lpool 
Bull,  Rlcbd,  Stafford,  Ballder.     Ma;  22  at  12,  M  office  of  Morgan, 

Martln-st,  Stafibrd 
Cane,  Wm.  Beckington,  Somerset,  Saddler.     Ha;  17  at  4,  at  oOoes  of 

McCarth;,King-at,  Frome 
Cann,  Geo,  WeetHiq,  Lambeth,  oat  ol  fenaiosaa.     Ma;  II  at  S,  at  offioe 

of  Hanhall,  Lineoln's-lnn-flelda 
Clark,  H;,  Ipewteh,  Snflolk,  Tailor.     Ma;  M  at  12,  at  offloea  of  Pollaid, 

St  Lawnnoe-st.  Ipesrich 
Clark,  Jai  Bnohanan,  Catherine-ct,  Tower-hill,  Commisaion  Harehant. 

Ma;  28  at  12,  at  the  Goildhall  Coffee-booae,  Qrasham-st.     Cramp, 

Phllpot-lane 
CU;pole,  Joeiah,  Bristol,  Hosier.    Mi;  IS  at  I,  at  offices  of  Cover, 

Cheapside 
Conltbard,  Jas,  Hanch,  Wheelwright.    Ms;  16  it  3,  at  office  of  Shippe;, 

Cooper-st,  Manch 
Denton,  Ann  Frances  V  Chu  Hnitbes  Denton,  UalUkz,  Tork,  Chemists. 

Ua;  11  It  9,  St  offlcu  of  Jubb  &  Co,  Halifax 
Doel,  Wm, Row  Farm,  Hemlncton,  Somerset,  Fanner.    Ma;    19  at  II, 

atofllceof  Bartrom,  Norihnmberlind-bldgi,  Bith 
Earnibaw,  Cbas.  Haddenfleld,  Tork.  Grocer.     Ma;  13  at  3,  at  offices 

Honefall,  Victoria TiTom,  Bbamblei,  Hodderefleld 
Fleunr,  Cbaa,  Chriatehnrch-id,  Streitham,  Qent,    Ma;  13  at  3,  at  offices 

of  Channtler  fe  Cn,  OnyVinn-nq 
Frrer,  Thoa,  Talk-on-the-UlII,  Stufford,  Joiner.     Ma;  13  at  U,  at  the 

Ro;al  Hotel,  Crewe.    Sherratt,  Talk-on-the-Hlll 
Oial,  Edwd,  John,  Norwich,  Fubllcaa.    Ma;  12  at  II,  at  oOoeof  Clab- 

bom,  London  st,  Norwkh 
Gear,  Jai,  Cranbrcok,  Kent,  Tanner.    Ma;  12  at  2.30,  at  the  Boll-inn, 

Cranbrook,  Langbam,  Hiitlngs 
Gilbert,  Jeffcr;,  Tenderden,  Kent,  Cittle  Salesman.     Ma;  I6at3,  at 

the  Bo;al  Oik  Hotel,  Aaliford.    llinter,  Folkestone 
Giles,  Job,  Southwick,  Wilts,  Baker.    Ma;  12  at  3,  at  offlces  of  Fole; 

The  Parade.  Trowbridge 
Goldsnortby,  Jesse,  Pitmlnster,  Somerset,  Carpenter.    Ma;  It  at  12,  at 

oOces  of  Budge,  North-st,  Tannton 
Grant,  Ann,  Cblgwell-row,  Essex.    Ma;  16at  I2,at  offleeaof  Poneoine, 

Jan,  Raymond's-bldgf,  Gray's-ion 
Gray.  John,  Leicester,  Grocer.    Ma;  12  at  I,  at  offloea  of  Owston,  Frlar- 

lane.  Leicester 
Oriffltlis.  John  k  Thos  Thomas,  Newport,  Monmouth,  Contractors,    Ma; 

I&  at  II,  at  offlces  of  Willinns  It  Co,  Exchange,  Bristol.    Graham, 

Newport 
Banning,  Jas  ft  Wm  Worth  Rowe,  Manch,  Tailors.     Ha;  13  at  II,  at 

office  of  Watts,  Cooper  at,  Manch 
Harpur,  Joseph,  Cheltenhitn,  out  of  business.     Ma;  15  at  Sat  offices  of 

Ridjce,  Promenade  bidgs,  Colonnade,  Cheltenham 
Harrison,  J  :,8epb,King8tOD-upon-Hull  ProTlslon  Merchant.    Ua;13at 

13,  It  offleeaof  Lee  ft  Tboriiey,  Parliament  st,  Kingston-upoo-Hall 
Hawkins,  John  Tanner,  Lee-st,  Kingaland ,  Ale  Merchant.    Ma;  16  at 

12,  st  the  Law  Institution,  Chancerjr-Iane.    Burton  &  Co 
Ha;ward,  Owen,  Tunbridjie  Well',  Kent,  Botcher.    May  li  at  11, at 

office  of  .\ndrew5,  Calverley  Mount,  Tunbridge  Wella 
EedR<<9,  Cm.  0.\furd,  Paper  Hanger.     May  IG  at  1,  at  21  Commercial 

st,  Lur.dun 
Hiddleston,  Wm,  Lpool,  Draper.      May  16  at  3,  at  offices  of  Barrell  ft 

Rodway,  Lord  st,  Lpool 
Hinder,  Isaac,  Caerleon,  Monmouth,  Smith,    Ha;  16  at  V,  at  offlcea  of 

Graham,  Commercial  st,  Newport 
Howe,  Wm,  Carlisle,  Coach  Builder.    May  13  at  1 1,  at  office  of  Wannop, 

Carruther's  ct,  Scotch  st,  Carlisle 
Hobbs,  trances.  West  End,  Wickwsr,  Qlonoener.    May  13  at  11,  at 

ofMcts  of  Wright,  Wotton-undcr-Edge.    Preea  k  loskip,  Bristol 
Howies,  Hy  Fleming,  SutTord,  Bricklnycr.    Ua;  13  at  10,  at  offices  of 

Brouah,  St  Mary's  pi,  Stafford 
Johnson,  Joeeph,  Jaiiminc  grove,  Fengo,  BaiUer.    Ua;  12  at  11,   at 

offlces  ot  Hayles  &  Co,  King-st,  Cheapside.     Wild  ft  Co,  Ironmonger 

lane 


Jonea.  Thoa,  Ererton,  Lpool,  Fhunber.     Ma;  13  it  1,  ataOes  a  aaea 

fc  Harthi,  Sooth  John-st,  Looot.     Jamlsson 
Jones,  Thos  Frands,  Jnn  ft  Wm  Latwyehe  Jooia,  Irmlwsliii.  Kit 

17  at  12,  at  offlees  of  Beale,  Waterloo  St.  Btm 
Kay,  Jane,  Stockton.  Dmham.  Whitesmith.    Hsgr  13  at  II,  it  rib*  of 

Dodda  ft  Trotter,  FInkle  st,  Stoektoo-on-Tsea 
Knight,  Wm,  Stafford,  ont  of  bosinesa.     Ha;  It  at  II,  it  Ae  < 

Brongb,  St  Har;'s  pl,8taflted 
La;.  John,  Aston,  Birm.  Edge  Tool  Uaker.    HajI2  atl,  atdkeo* 

of  Part;,  Bennett's  hill,Birm 
Lindie;,  Jaa  Wm.  Aldermanbnr;,  General  Winhooaeman.   KiyUit 

II,  at  cOen  of Bochaoan,  Bssinghsll-«t 
Lloyd,  Wm,  Ne;land,  Pembnike,  Bnilder.    Ha;  It  at  lU.attkeTim. 

hall,  Gnlldball  sq,  Camartheo.    Finr;,  Penbioke  Dock 
Lomax.  John.  Fatnworth,  Lancaahire,  Bnginesr.    Ma;  U  itt,£ 

the  Swan  Hotel,  Chnrehgate,  Bolton.    Winder,  Belten 
Miller,  Wm  H;,  Lpool,  Tailor.    Ha;  16  at  2,  at  lAce  otHitmlkCc, 

North  John-st,  Lpool.    I^oea  ft  Co,  Lpool 
Moffat,  Bobt  John.  Arthnr  Caae  ft  John  Hoflkt,  Wistoa-at,  Bet-eta- 

mon.  Paraffin  Wax  BeSoers.     Ha;  Kat  12,  at  offlee  of  laebaE. 

Baainghall-<t 
Horgan,  Chai,  Newport.  Honmonth,  AoetiODeer.    Miy  II  B 11,  C 

offlces  of  Williams,  Dock-it,  Newport 
Horgan ,  Edwd ,  Qoeen-st,  Cheapeide,  Stationer.    Ha;  10  ttl, « *:• 

of  Slacken  ft  Jupp,  Leadenhall-sc 
Horris,  John  H;,  Tenterden,  Kent,  Grocer.    Ua;  IS  at  l2,itolai<' 

Lawrence  ft  Co,  Old  JawrT'Cbambera 
Nelson,  Michael,  Bradford,  Tork,  Printer.    Ua;  It  at  It,  st  olca  cf 

Green,  Aldermanbnr; 
NoTille,  Hannah,  Bnrion-apon-Trent,  Grocer.    Ma;  13  at  ll,it  ace 

of  Stevenson,  Horalnglow-et.  Borton-npon-Trent 
Newiome,  Geo  Tboe,  New  Morth-rd.  Bakw.    Ma;  10  at  11,  «*■  a! 

Brett  ft  Oo,  Leadenball-st    Bilant,  Wlndheatez^haase,  M  tmtr. 
Peacock,  Chaa,  Baoghton.  Salop,  Farmer.    Ma;  16  at  3,  si  tttM^' 

hall,  Oswesti;.    Hontfoid,  Oawcstr; 
Oxle;.  Ju,  Comleton,  Cheater, Trimming  Hanoftotonr.  Xtfltit"- 

at  offices  of  Cooper,  Lawtoa-at,  Oongleton 
Pearmin,  Frede,  Ajrlesbur;.  Bneka,  oot  of  butneas.   HsrliaVc 

ofBces  of  Oanielsft  Umbert,  Ponltr; 
Pipe,  A'm,  Euiton-td,  Upholsterer.    Ua;  9  at  II,  at  offlaes  of  WtitBi 

Nawgata-st 
Price,  Thoa.  Monka  Coppenhall,  Cheiter,  Innkeeper.   Ki;l)ttll,> 

office  of  Cooper,  Uill-st,  Crewe 
Prince,  Wm  Wood,  Bradford,  Tork,  Comdealar.     Ma;  It  at  11  < 

olBces  of  Green,  Aldermanbor;,  Bradlbrd 
Pr;or,  Wm,  Hoddasdon.  Herta,  Dpholaterer.    Ha;  IS  at  It,  itwn- 

wa;'s  Coffee-honie,  Change  alia;,  GomhllL    Spaiham,  SI.  Bwn  r- 

Gracechnrch  st 
Rosa.  Jis  Augustus,  Taunton,  Somerset,  Gent.    H^  10  at  11,  u  •■« 
,      of  Trenohard,  Upper  High  at,  Taunton 

Boae,  Geo,  Tdgnmonth,  DeToo,  Grocer.    Ha;  IS  at  4,  at  oc  ' 
I      Barria  ft  Co.  Gaad;  st  chambera.  Exeter 
Stembridre,  Wm  Sparkea.  Gracechnrch  at.Gnm  HerchaaL  uylic 

13,  at  offices  of  Bwann  ft  Co,  Chancer;  lane 
Stevens,  WmDixon,  Khigston  upon  Hull,  Joiner.    Ma;  lialt,slS' 

at  Bnmmeia,  Hanor  at,  Kingston  npon  Hull  .     ,. 

Sjkee,  Bet^,  Hoipeth  st,  Bethnal  green,  Butcher.    Ua;  3  at  t, «  w 

of  Hicka,  Berols  et,  Basingball  st  „   ,. , 

Ts;lor,  R;,  Caisier,  naxt  Gt  Tarmonth,  Norfolk,  Butcher.   KsF"" 

II,aionceof  Wiltdiii»,Be(entst,atTarmooth 
Taylour,  John  Fitagerald, Cbigwen  row,  Essex,  Qeut.    Hay  K  iti.c 

offlces  of  Foncione,  Jnn,  Baymood  bIdgs,  Qny't  inn 
Tliomaa,  Ctaas  Johnaon,  Worthing,  Snasex,  Dn^er.    Ma;  It  stM*.* 
I      OfBoe  of  WUIatt,  Grar'a  ion  sq 

Thomas,  Geo,  Colchester,  Essex ,  Manager.    Ha;  IS  at  4,  al  the  BMP 
I      Hotel,  Colchester.    Jonee,  Colohealer  , 

I  Tbompaon.  John,  Appleb;,  Lincoln.  Tailor.    May  li  at  I,  atooa* 

Kollit  ft  Son,  TiinIt;  house  lane,  KingatoQ  upon  Hull  ^^ 

Tboraber,  Bmj,  Bedford,  Chembt.    Ma;  16  at  a,  at  cOcs  of  Sbasv 

Mill  st,  Bellbrd  ,  _    _„ 

Tidman,  Eaao,  Bristol,  Grocer.    Ma;  12  at  11,  at  offlces  of  Flaws"- 

Brlstol  chambers,  Nkhalea  at,  Bristol  . 

Tlnle;,  FrancU  Jai,  Wigan,  Lancashire,  Tailor.  Ha;  II  at  U.sn*" 

of  Leigh  ft  ElUa,  Commercial  yd,  Wigan 
Von  Erek,  EmU,  Warwick.  Artiat.     Ha;  16  at  II,  at  the  G»e  But, 

Market  pi,  Warwick.    Saape  .__  j 

Walters,  Thos,  Sale,  Cheater,  StaUoner.    Ua;  l«att,at*»^ 

Gardner  ft  Homer,  Ctoea  st,  Manoh  J 

Watson,  Edwd  Cowham,  Kingston  upon  HnU,  Oroesr.   UmjU* 

at  offlee  of  Snmmen,  Hanor  at,  Klngatoa  npon  HuH  j 
-       — *  Grocer.    Ma;  10  at  IJ,  at  <«rt^ 


White,  Rkhd,  Box  hill.  Box,  Wilts. 

Simmona  ft  Clark,  HaoTers  at,  Bath 
Wille;.  H;,  Tannton,  Somerset,  Dair;man.     Ha;  13  at  II,  at 

Budge,  North  at,  Taunton 
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GRESHAM     LIFE    ASSURANCE    SOCIEl 
37,  OLD  JEWRT,  LONDON,  E.a 
SOLICITORS  are  iurlted  to  introduce,  on  behalf  of  their  cUsatt, 
poaab  for  Loana  on  Freehold  or  Leasehold  Pnpert;,  tltnalo"^ 
interests,  or  other  adequate  eeearitlea. 

Proposals  may  be  made  in  the  flret  instance  aoconllng  to  lbs  bCsl 
(brm  :— 

Paoroeju.  roa  Loak  ok  UorraAacs. 

Date 

Introduced  by  {datt  namt  and  wUrcti  q^  ssNeKer) 
Amount  required  X  ^ 

Time  and  mode  of  repayment  (i.e.,  isMAir  /W-  a  (arm  sxen,  • 
anaaoi  or  Mar  jsagWiafO 

Secarit; MoM  OarOt  tin partlaiUn  tf  mcurttr, mii,Vtmi» I 
<r.«i,  jfofe  Me  iMf  oiHwaf  teeomO. 

Suta  what  Life  Poliqr  (U  an;)  Is  .prapoael  to  be  eMMsd  aim 
Gresham  Office  in  conoectkm  with  the  laeult;. 
B;  order  of  the  Beard, 

F.  ALLAN  CnBTIS,Actimr;aadSaaMl 


Digitized  by 


Google 


Mayl3,18n.  THE  SOLICITORS'  JOURNAL  &  REPORTER. 


503 


•hf  Ofit*  »f  till  JovaxAL  »nd  of  the  Wbsklt  RBPoana, 
14  ktieat  12,  Cook's^eourt,  Carei/'tlrttt,  W.C. 

U  Suixriptwii  to  the  SoLiorroas'  Joubnai.  m — Touni,  26»., 

CiHiitrf  'iHi.;  tcith  tht  Wbbklt  Rbpobteb,  52»,     JPayinent 

intitena  inolades  VouiU  Numbtn  and  Postage.  Suitcriiert 

HI  huM  their  Volumtt  hound  at  the  Office — eloth,  2s.  6d., 

ielflnw  ealf,  4<.  td, 

P,  I/lltri  inleitdtdfor  puhlieation  in  the  "Solleitore'  Journal " 

«».({«  autkmtieated  by  the  nanu  of  the  teriier,  thvrtfh  not 

wimbj  for  puhlieation 

i/iv  difieiiltji  is  experisneed  in  procuring  the  Journal  viilh 

njnlerily  in  the  Provinces,  it  is  requested  that  application  be 

Miie  direct  to  the  Publisher. 


l\)t  ^alicitars'  lauritatl. 


LONDON,  MA  T  13,  1871. 


Cee  TiCBBoaxB  Casb  •fforda  a  onrioaa  oommeat 
n  tbe  fact  that  »  Jury  Aot  was  paned  last  Seaaion 
icb  iras  sapftosed  to  remedy  all  the  defeota  of  the 
iting  •jitem.  That  the  most  important  caae  whioh 
come  on  for  trial  for  many  years  past,  after  a  day 
been  appoiated  for  its  trial  for  some  months  before- 
d,  ehoold  be  postponed  for  a  day  and  a  half,  and  be 
liin  an  aoe  of  being  postponed  tine  die,  for  want  of  a 
.'  to  try  it,  would  be  a  scandal  at  any  time,  bat  is  es- 
itlly  so  when  the  whole  jury  system  is  supposed  to 
edeen  teoeotly  revised  and  set  in  order, 
ke  faot  is,  ar  we  hare  often  pointed  ont,  that  the 
adj  has  not  been  applied  in  the  proper  place.  It  is 
Qatcmof  snmmoning'  jurors  that  requires  rerision. 
ieSehbome  oase  it  seema  that,  on  the  panel  being 
KttiBDirh,  it  appeared  that  only  eleven  jurymen  out 
lietinity-fouron  the  panel  could  hare  been  expected 
lltid.and  oould  have  been  fined  for  non-attendanoe. 
'Uinst  tare  that  if  attention  bad  been  drawn  to  the 
ri^ioas  of  last  year's  Aot,  requiring  six  day's  actnal 
« to  each  juryman  before  he  would  be  liable  to  pay 
penalty  for  non-attendanoe,  even  so  many  wonld  really 
:  bwa  found  liable.  In  faot,  as  ia  not  at  all  uncom- 
,  theia  was  at  least  one  dead  man  on  the  panel. 
vtt  that  may  be,  it  is,  of  course,  absurd  that  not 
a  foQ  jury  should  be  bound  to  attend.  That  some 
^  bound  to  oome  will  be  sure  to  fail,  must  be 
Bt  to  everyone,  and  therefore  twenty-four  would  be 
Iterly  iosuffioienc  number  to  have  on  the  list,  unless 
trouble  had  been  taken  to  asoertain  that  the  whole 
>er  are  really  liable  and  reasonably  likely  to  oome. 
I  know  nothing  of  the  facts  as  to  the  Tiohbome  oase 
t  irhat  appeared  in  the  newspapers.  Probably  there 
special  panel,  struck,  in  the  old  fashioned  manner, 
t  parties  to  the  cause.  Indeed,  it  seems  no  one's 
^  to  ascertain  whether  a  jnzor  snmmoned  is  dead 
t,and  to  isano  an  additional  summons  in  snob  a 
His  truth  is  that  the  whole  system  as  regards 
I  i>  faulty.  It  is  worse  than  lueleas  to  pass  enaot- 
'  that  no  one  shall  be  liable  to  serve  till  every  one 
H  aerved,  or  without  at  least  six  days'  notice, — un- 
>m«  praetical  means  are  provided  for  distinguishing 
«ho  really  are  liable  to  serve  on  any  particular 
n  from  those  who  are  not. 

vidi  to  make  no  imputations  on  the  partionlar 
)  by  whom  these  datiea  are  now  performed.  In- 
r«  have  every  reMon  to  believe  that  they  oontinne 
7  ont,  as  far  aa  it  is  possible  to  do  so,  the  system 
^  they  hara  always  been  accustomed  and  in  which 
otioal  change  has  yet  been  made  by  authority. 
ne,  however,  ought  to  be  held  responsible,  not  of 
iorthe  attendance  of  a  full  jury,  which  may  fail 
Iw  fault  af  the  individuals,  but  at  least  for  this, 
lore  tlian  a  anffioient  number  of  individuals  to 
ioU  jury  shall    be  liable  to  fine  if  they  do  not 
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effectually  in  this  question  we  may  make  a  snggeatioa 
whioh  we  think  is  a  practical  one.  Why  should  not  a 
Middlesex  Juror's  Registration  Awooiation  be  started,  to 
attend  to  the  revision  of  the  jury  lists  in  the  same  manner 
that  political  sooleties  attend  to  the  registration  of  voters. 
If  this  were  done  there  can  be  no  doubt  that  numerous 
persona  who  now  escape  altogether  would  have  to  take 
tiieir  turn,  and  we  should  thiak  that  there  would  be  no 
difflcnlty  in  raising  amongst  those  who  suffer  nnder  tbe 
{ureaent  system  a  suffioient  subsociption  to  cover  the 
expense.  Such  an  assooiation  might  also  reasonably  ex- 
pect some  support  from  tbe  legal  profession,  which  as  a 
body  highly  valaea  the  system  of  trial  by  jury,  and  is  also 
conaciotu  of  the  annoyance  and  injustice  wliich  under  it 
is  now  oooasionaUy  inflicted  on  individuals. 

Moca  aUBPBlSE,  if  not  something  stronger  than 
surprise,  has  been  aroused  by  the  course  whioh  the  Chief 
Justice  of  the  Common  Pleas  has  ta!<ea  with  respeot  to 
admission  to  his  Court  during  the  trial  of  the  oase  of 
TUehborne  v.  Luthingtoa.  The  facts  appear  to  be 
these.  The  oase  is  one  which  excites  a  ^ooA  deal  of  public 
interest,  and  wonld  be  likely  to  attract  many  listeners. 
The  Chief  Justice,  antiuipating  this,  has  issued  orders  to 
thedoor-keepersof  thecoart,that  with  theexieption of  those 
aotnally  eng^ed  in  the  oanae,  and  as  many  barristers  as 
can  find  room  in  one  of  the  benches  in  tlie  court  (some 
ten  or  dozen  perhaps),  no  person  is  to  be  admitted  except  . 
the  bearers  of  pink  tickets,  and  blue  tickets,  and  we 
know  not  what  other  sorts  of  tickets,  issued  by  himself 
or  his  clerk.  This  rule  has  l>een  carried  out,  and  the 
public,  including  the  bar,  have  been  shut  out  of  the  court, 
the  space  being  reserved  for  the  ticket  holders. 

This  is  not  only  a  startling  novelty  ;  it  seems  to  us  to  be 
a  precedent  so  dangerous,  that  we  feel  bound  to  call 
attention  to  it.  It  is  perfectly  dear  law  that  our  courts 
of  juntioe  oan  only  sit  in  pnblio.  The  Court  of  Common 
Fleas  has  no  more  power  to  exulnde  tbe  public  from  its 
sittings  than  it  has  to  transfer  its  sittings  to  York.  And 
this  is  a  right  of  the  public  not  of  the  parties  only,  and 
therefore  the  content  of  tbe  parlies  could  not  alter  the 
oase.  So  jealously  indeed  has  this  constitutional  prin- 
ciple been  guarded  that  when  it  was  proposed  a  few 
years  ago,  on  grounds  of  public  morality,  to  give  the 
Divorce  Court  the  power  of  excluding  the  public  from 
its  sittinga,  the  proposal  was  strongly  opposed  in  tbe 
House  of  Lords  and  altogether  rejected  by  the  House  of 
Commons.  On  the  other  hand  erery  judge  has  the 
amplest  powers  of  controlling  the  condaot  of  business 
in  bis  oourt  and  making  such  arrangements  as  are  neces- 
sary for  keeping  order.  He  may  assign  such  parts  of  the 
oourt  as  he  thinks  fit  to  the  jury,  the  bar,  the  attorneys, 
and  the  public.  He  may  punish  or  expel  any  person  who 
misconducts  himself  in  oourt,  or  expel  the  whole  audi- 
ence if  there  is  any  general  misbehaviour.  He  may  pre- 
vent overcrowding,  and  for  this  purpose  control  ingress 
into  the  court.  He  may,  very  probably,  be  at  liberty  to 
impose  any  forms  he  pleases  before  admission,  provided 
the  broad  principle  of  publicity  be  adhered  to,  the  prin- 
ciple that,  whatever  be  the  form  of  admission,  all  pro- 
perly conducted  persons  alike,  without  favour  or  prefer- 
ence, are  entitled,  as  of  right,  to  be  admitted,  so  far  aa 
there  is  room  for  them.  What  a  judge  has  not  a  right 
to  do,  and  what  no  judge  has  ever  thought  of  doing  be- 
fore, is  to  select  his  own  audienoe.  Yet  this  is  what  a 
judge  does  who  admits  only  by  tickets  of  his  own  issoing. 
No  one  oonld  imagine  that  in  the  hands  of  Sir  William 
Bovill  the  practice  of  aeleotion  would  ever  be  need  for 
any  improper  purpose.  But  constitutional  prinoiplea 
are  maintained  not  because  a  departure  from  them  wonld 
ganerally  lead  to  harm,  but  becanse  it  might  do  so 
in  some  exceptional  case.  Unscmpulous  people  have 
existed  in  England  in  times  past,  and  might  exist  again. 
Moreover  there  might  well  be  oases  in  whioh  with  tua 
best  intentions  this  practice  of  aeleotion  might  lead  M 
grave  injiutioe.  In  a  case  exciting  mnoh  popular  * 
intereet  in  which  the  parties  of  one  side  were  rich  aud 
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inflaential  and  those  on  the  other  poor  and  friendleae,  ad- 
mission by  ticket  would  seceaBarily  fill  the  conrt  with  the 
friends  and  STsapathlBera  of  one  sidejand  ezclade  thoae  of 
the  other  ;  and  nothing  oonld  be  more  nnjust  than  that. 

The  Chief  Jnstioe  has  ezolnded  not  only  the  general 
public  from  hU  oonrt,  but  the  bar  ako.  Thia  is,  we  be- 
lieTe,  the  first  time  that  any  judge  has  erer  placed  the 
slightest  reatriotion  upon  the  presence  of  the  bar  in  his 
court ;  and  we  hope  no  judge  will  ever  follow  so  bad  an 
example.  It  is  a  singularly  ungracious  thing  when  a 
judge  eeema  in  any  degree  to  forget  the  rook  from  which 
he  was  hewn,  and  cast  any  slight  upon  the  profession 
through  which  he  rose  to  the  bench.  But  we  would 
speak  of  something  more  serious  than  a  good  taste.  It 
is  of  great  public  concern  that  the  bar  should  attend  all 
courts  of  justice  freely,  and  in  as  large  numbers  as  possible; 
and  it  is  so  for  two  reasons.  First,  the  presence  of  the  bar 
is  one  of  the  greatest  safeguards  for  the  due  administra- 
tion of  justice  ;  it  strengthens  the  hands  of  the  judge 
who  does  right ;  it  unconsciously  controls  the  judge 
who     is     tempted  either   to    arrogance    or    weakness. 

econdly,  it  is  of  extreme  importance  that  the  younger 
members  of  the  bar  should  learn  their  work  thoroughly 
and  in  the  best  school,  which  they  can  only  do  by  setting 
before  themselves  the  example  of  the  ablest  judges  and 
the  ablest  adTooates  in  those  cases  which  test  the  capa- 
bilities of  both  to  the  utmost  extent.  This  can  soarely  be 
attained  if,  during  the  most  instructive  trials,  the  bar  are 
excluded  from  the  court  to  make  room  for  well-dressed 
ladies  who  have  been  favoured  with  pink  tickets  and 
blue  tickets  by  the  presiding  judge. 


A  FEW  WXBKB  ago  the  TtTius  printed  a  paragraph  on 
pending  appeals,  in  which  occurred  the  phrase — "  the 
number  of  IS  from  the  county  courts."  Thereupon  a 
county  conrt  judge  wrote  complaining  that  such  an  ob- 
servation was  calculated  to  convey  an  unjust  impression 
against  the  County  Courts,  seeing  that  these  18  appeals 
were  from  the  decisions  of  60  judges,  while  the  Lord 
Chancellor  and  Lord  Justices'  had  pending  before  them 
no  less  than  46  appeals  from  the  four  Chancery  Judges 
of  first  instance.  The  topic  then  dropped  for  a  while,  so 
far  as  the  public  prints  are  concerned.  It  has,  however, 
been  resuscitated  again. 

Not  very  long  ago,  an  ez-councy  oonrt  judge  devoted 
a  portion  of  a  pamphlet  to  an  expatiation  on  the  superior 
manner  in  which  judicial  work  is  got  through  in  the 
county  courts,  laying  particular  stress  on  the  small 
number  of  appeals.  If  the  mere  phrase  "  the  large  num- 
ber of  18  appeals  from  county  courts  "  was  calciUated  to 
convey  too  unfavourable  an  impression  of  county  courts 
decisions,  the  bare  contrast  of  the  number  of  county  court 
appeals  with  that  of  the  Chancery  appeals  errs  on  the 
other  side.  It  must  be  remembered  that  only  one  case  in 
80,  or  thereabouts,  of  thoae  entered  in  county  oonrts 
(cases  above  £20)  is  appealable  unless  by  the  special 
leave  of  the  judge  whose  decision  is  challenged.  It 
should  be  born  in  mind  also  that  suitors  in  the  superior 
courts  are  a  much  wealthier  class,  more  especially  in  the 
equity  courts,  and  can  indulge  hi  the  luxury  of  pro- 
tracted litigation ;  while,  generally  speaking,  a  dis- 
satisfied oonnty  court   suitor  will  put  up   with  the  first 

lOM. 

The  2t«M(  last  week  contained  a  somewhat  plaintive 
letter  from  Hull,  signed  "  Country  Solicitors,"  in  which 
the  writers  complain  of  the  closing  of  the  Chancery  and 
Louacy  offices  for  "  Trinity  Vacation,"  to  "  the  great  loss 
and  inconvenience  "  of  various  parties  therein  mentioned. 
The  writers  ask,  with  considerable  force,  why  the  Chan- 
cery offices  should  be  closed  while  the  common  law  and 
Bankruptcy  offices  remain  open,  and  somewhat  natvely 
add  "  why  do  the  Chancery  officers  (either  lO-to-4  or  11- 
to-3  men)  require  holydays  any  more  than  barristers  or 
attorneys  ?  "  The  answer  to  this  is  obvious — You  can- 
not expect  any  workman  paid  by  time  to  be  as  careless  of 
holydays  as  one  who  is  paid  by  the  job. 


But  upon  the  main  question— if  tie  facti  «a> 
stated — we  think  that  the  count ry  Eolicitors  nciid  ::i 
serious  ground  of  complaint  :  but  thefscteuttct 
so.    True,  the  Chancery  cfficesha^e  ttdtinUj  :«i 
for  the  vacation,"  that  it  they  are  not  clweibv-:) 
open  to  the  more  Umitcd  extent  vhidi  tie  ilick;::^ 
business  would  seem  to  warrant.     In  fact  loie  t 
Chancery  offices  (excpt  the  AccouL'sct-Geienr- 
are  closed  during  this  vacoticn,  thcu.  h  theTtxiu  : . 
offices  and  the  Vice-Chancellors'  cliambets  tic  ■. 
presented  by  one  of  their  number  cnly. 

Without  attempting  to  determine  wbetlct  A- 
amount  of  vacation  at  the  Accountant-Gettt^: 
or  not  excessive,  it  is  at  least  obvioDS  that  sen. 
of  business  there,  more  freqnent  than  at  Ihecti : 
are  requisite,  since  during  mnch  of  the  tine  i:-: 
office  is  closed  it  is  still  nececsary  that  tie  ixii-  u 
should  be  in  attendance  to  perfect  the  bccb,  a 
though  "  vacation  "  as  against  the  outer  «oild,itkJ 
working  time  as  to  the  officials  themsehet.   Bit 
Taxing-masters  should  enjoy  more  leisure  this 
officials  is  not  to  clear.     The  advantage  cltuni 
Chief  Clerks  seems  to  depend  on  the  idti- 
alas  I  only  too  much  of  the  natnre  of  a  fictiu- 
do  not  act  independently  of  the  ViceCbaiAj 
therefore  when  the  Judge  rises  for  the  vaoiia 
chambers  are  closed  and  all  the  business  it 
the  chambers  of  the  Vacation  Judge.    As  ttpA' 
oretionaiy  "  applications  this  in  perhaps  alio' 
least  recognising  the  theory  of  chamber  b< 
regards  applications  purely  adminietialiTe— til 
numerous — we  see  no  reason  why  any  diSmi^' 
exist  in  the  practices  which  prevail  at  chaicei?  •:' 
mon  law  or  between  the  Vice-Chancellorii'  chut-cil 
the  Begistrars'  offices.    But   all  that  seems  to 
required  might  easily  be  done  by  a  simple  gem.'s^ 
without  any  such  sweeping  Act  as  is  prop(£: 
country  solicitors. 


The  Match's  Court  is  utterly  iireprewil 
being  smitten  by  sncceasive  decisions  cf  thi  0 
Exchequer,  the  Exchequer  Chamber,  and  th  I 
Lords — in  which  judges  and  lords  alike  com 
nonncing,  not  only  that  its  pretended  foreifng* 
jurisdiction  had  no  existence,  bnt  that  it  tu  tco 
lous  and  unjust  to  be  possible — the  Hsyor'i  Ca 
on  attempting  to  enforce  this  jnrisdictioa  (M' 
before.  Not  content  with  this,  an  endeaTOui 
undercover  of  a  private'  bill,  to  f  moggie  thiw^ 
ment  a  bill  conferring  on  the  Court  (in  an  if| 
form)  this  ridiculous  pretended  jurisdictioa. 
detected  and  exposed,  the  bill  is  promptly  tai 
the  head,  its  sponsors  vieing  with  each  otks 
claiming  any  knowledge  of  its  porpctt.  Aad  i 
Mayor's  Court  goes  on  asserting  this  jurisdirtt'^ 
it  has  not,  and  making  orders  which  it  has  no  a 
to  make  Uian  a  county  conrt  jndge  has  a  right 
the  Lord  Chancellor  against  sitting  in  Linools'° 


FOREIGN  BANKBUPTCT. 


Some  oases  relating  to  foreign  judgments  ba<«^ 
been  noticed  in  this  Journal   {ante  pp.  5-7); 
case  of  miU  v.  3P Henry  (19   W.  R  503),  ttlshij 
analogous  sahject  of  foreign  bankruptcy.     In  i 
the  question  is  as  to   the  effect  to  be  gim  '• 
country,  to  an  exercise  of  sovereign  pon-er  )i]  ' 
and  it  would  be  reasonabls  to  snppos'e,  that,  ia< 
the   test     for  ascertaining    whether    the 
bound   the    person   against    whom    it    va< 
would  be  similar.     A  question   mar  arise  viA.| 
to     the     bankrupt     himself,      whether    be 
related  to  the  foreign  atate  as  to  give  jori^ic 
him.     But  the  question  more  frequently  antes,  ^ 
here,  with  respeot  to  the  creditors,  the 
bankruptcy  being  admitted  to  hare   bees  pn 
menoed  and  carried  on  j  but  the  question  btici: 
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I  creditor  ie  boand  here  by  the  disoharge  girea  to  the 
ilonpt  by  the  foreig;n  ]»n.  The  question  then  ia, 
vlut  oases  U  a  oieditoi  lo  bonnd  ?  And,  in  the  case 
ruder  consideration,  the  following  propoeitions  are 
I  down  as  established  by  proTions  oases.  First,  every 
i  or  liability  arising  in  any  oonntry  may  be  discharged 
the  laws  of  that  oonntry,  so  as  to  make  the  disoharge 
ctasl  erery  where.  Secondly,  a  debt  or  liability  cannot 
discharged  by  the  laws  of  a  country  where  it  did  not 
e.  This  is  e'ated  to  be  true  as  a  "  general  proposition  " ; 
it  is  afterwards  noticed  that  nice  distinctions  may 
e,  where,  though  a  oontraot  is  made  in  one  oonntry,  it 
g  be  performed  or  take  effect  in  another  ;  or  is  made 
ler  oiroamitanoea  which  show  that  it  was  intended 
Msabjeot  to  some  law  other  than  that  of  the  place  In 
ich  it  is  made.  The  first  proposition  is  in  accordance 
iithe  principle  loeta  regit  actum.  Erery  contract 
Bt  be  regulated  in  its  condition,  incidents,  and  oon- 
MDoes  by  some  law,  and  that  law  is  assumed  to  be  the 
'  of  the  place  where  it  is  made.  And  this  rule, 
t  the  oontraot  is  subject  to  the  law  of  the 
se,  is  to  be  taken  in  a  general  sense,  and 
^plying  to  the  oontraot,  not  only  laws  then  existing 
n,  bat  also  saoh  laws  as  may  afterwards  be  made. 
3  brsnoh  of  the  subject  corresponds  to  that  part  of 
Uw  relating  to  foreign  judgments,  which  turns  upon 
dontary  sobjection  to  the  tribunal  pronouncing  them. 
I  legal  character  and  consequences  of  the  act  are  de- 
oined  by  the  law  of  the  place  where  it  is  done,  al- 
a{k  the  oboosiDg  to  do  it  there  m^y  be  the  act  of  the 
tits.  The  second  proposition  is  only  the  couTerse  of 
fast.  If  the  contract  is  wholly  regolated  by  the  law 
tie  ooaatry  where  it  does  arise,  it  is  not  regulated  by 
ihv  of  the  oonntry  where  it  does  not  arise.  The 
ttortion  wMch  is  added,  refers  to  a  Tolnntary  sub- 
in  to  the  foreign  law.  A  contract  being  a  roluntary 
•>|,te  parties  may  make  what  terms  they  please.  The 
rdtle  place  of  the  oontraot  is  attumed  to  be  the  law 
)BiM  to  goTcm  it }  but  if  the  place  of  performanoe  or 
r  other  eiraamstanoe  show  that  it  is  intended  to  be 
)NtM  another  law  that  intention  governs.  This 
tes  directly  to  the  making  of  the  contract,  and  only 
mteqaanoe  to  ito  disoharge  ;  bat  another  form  of 
mtary  labjeotion  to  the  foreign  law  relates  directly 
kediidiarge  of  it,  and  occurs  where  the  creditor 
■tots  to  take  those  advantages,  which  the  foreign  Uw 
^wiOi  the  discharge.  "If'saysBayley,  J.,  speaking 
'Sootch  bankraptoy,  pleaded  in  answer  to  an  English 
t,  "the plaintiff  had  aaked  to  have  the  benefit  of  the 
^  law,  and  to  receive  a  share  of  the  defendante  pro* 
J,  there  might  have  been  ground  for  saying  that 
■id  ooDssnted  to  become  bound  by  the  law,  and  by 
judgment  of  the  Scotch  oonrt ;"  and  the  other  learned 
(w  say  the  same  {PhUUps  r.  AUan,  8,  B.  0.  477.) 
•t  the  proposition  imder  which  the  present  case  was 
ally  decided,  was  a  third  one  ;  that  "  when  the  dis- 
|e  is  oaosed  by  the  Legialatnre  or  laws  of  a  country 
A  has  a  paiamonnt  joiisdiction  over  another  country 
tUcb  tjie  debt  or  liability  arose,  ortythe  LegUlature 
^nMok govern  the  triiunaliftwkieK  the  question  i$ 
K  ieeiied,  such  a  disoharge  may  be  effectual  in  botii 
Jttiee  in  the  one  case,  or  in  proceedings  before  the 
n»l  in  the  other  case."  The  debt  being  here  a 
tdian  one,  and  the  bankraptoy  (or  rather  the  arrange- 
itdeed)  being  an  English  one,  the  case  did  not  fall 
Jia  the  first  proposition,  but  did  primi  faeie  fall 
Un  the  second  ;  so  that  the  defence  would  have 
Id  if  it  had  rested  on  those  two  alone  ;  but  the 
f  put  of  the  third  proposition  whioh  was  necessary 
&»  decision  of  the  case  ia  the  latter  part,  whioh  is  also 
■Oit  indisputable.  If  the  Legislature  governing  the 
W^  whioh  ia  appealed  to,  says  that  a  certain  prooeed- 
*»11  be  a  discharge  of  adebt,  the  tribunal  haanooption 
<o  ^ve  effect  to  it.  Now,  there  was  in  this  case  no- 
"t  whatever  to  prevent  the  operation  of  the  discharge 
ae  English  oonito,  for  the  sUtute  speaks  of  all  creditors 
wtt  distinotiOD,  and  the  debt  could  unquestionably 


have  been  proved  under  the  deed.  This  was  the  reasoning 
adopted  in  Sidaway  v.  Hay,  3  B.  ScC.  12  with,  respect 
to  Uie  statute  of  the  Imperial  Legislature  relating  to  the 
Scotoh  bankruptcy  there  in  question,  to  show  that  the 
disoharge  intended  by  it  was  not  limited  to  Scotland 
or  Scotoh  debts.  For  this  part  therefore  of  the  present 
case,  it  was  unnecessary  to  go  further,  or  to  decide  that 
the  English  Bankraptoy  would  have  been  a  defence  in 
Canada  {  nor  do  the  oases  cited  to  prove  that  position, 
and  to  establish  what  is  called  in  the  judgment  the 
"paramount  eileot  of  Imperial  legislation,"  appear  to 
support  the  propoeitioa  in  its  relation  to  the  present 
case.  They  are  all  cases  in  whioh  the  Courts  obeyed  tbe 
nnmistekable  intontioa  of  an  Act  of  Parliament,  passed 
by  the  Legislatare  to  which  they  were  subject,  one  of 
them  even  (,Philpott  r.  Heed,  1  B.  &  B.  294)  being  decided 
upon  expreta  nordt  of  the  Imperial  statute,  extending  to 
Great  Britain  the  effect  of  the  disoharge  in  Newfound- 
land. One  case,  which  seems  opposed  to  the  view  {^Bo*$  t« 
U'Leod),  is  very  nnsatiafaotorily  and  inconolosively 
distinguished ;  and  another  {Leviit  ▼.  Owen  4 
B  k  Aid.  654),  is  distiognisbed  in  a  manner, 
not  favourable  to  the  soundness  of  the  present  deoiaion. 
For  there  an  Irish  certificate  was  held  not  to  bar  an 
English  debt  sued  for  in  England  ;  and  the  case  ia  dis- 
tinguished on  the  ground  that  the  disoharge  was  under 
an  Irish  statute  made  before  the  ITnion,  and  inoperative 
in  England.  Now  for  the  same  reason  for  whioh  the 
Irish  certificate  did  not  discharge  in  the  Eaglish  Oourta 
before  the  Union,  an  Eoglish  certificate  would  not  have 
discharged  in  Ireland.  But  the  position  of  Canada  now, 
endowed  with  a  separate  Legislature,  is  the  same  aa  that 
of  Ireland  was  before  the  Union  ;  Eaglish  statutes  though 
passed  by  the  Imperial  Legislature  do  not  bind  in 
Canada  any  more  than  Canadian  statutes,  though  duly 
ratified  here,  bind  the  English  courts.  How  then  ooald 
a  Canadian  certificate  bind  Eaglish  sabjects,  or  how  can 
an  English  certificate  bind  Canadian  sabjects  ? 

Bat  if,  as  has  been  already  said,  it  was  unnecessary  to 
oonsider  this  point  for  the  purpose  of  showing  that  the 
plaintiff  could  not  sue  in  the  English  Courte  upon  the 
debt  in  question,  was  it  necessary  for  any  purpose  in  the 
case  to  decide  it  ?  The  doubt  arises  with  respect  to 
the  second  action,  which  was  npon  a  judgment  recovered 
in  Canada,  in  an  action  in  whioh  the  Eaglish  deed  had 
not  been  pleaded.  The  Court  held  (ia  conformity  with 
now  established  rules)  that,  however  good  the  defence, 
yet  as  it  was  not  pleaded  in  the  Canadian  conrc,  it 
could  not  now  be  taken  advantage  of,  no  fraud  being 
imputed.  But  if  we  suppose  that  the  defence  would 
not  have  been  a  good  one  in  Canada,  so  that  the  defen- 
dant had  no  opportunity,  that  is  no  profitable  opportunity, 
of  pleading  it,  would  tbe  Courte  here  have  enforced  a 
judgment  recovered  abroad,  on  a  claim  which  was  dis- 
ohwged  here  but  was  not  discharged  there,  and  to  whioh 
therefore  no  defence  could  there  be  made?  Ctstante 
ratione  cetsat  lea ;  as  the  defendant  could  not  have 
raised  the  defence  before,  it  would  seem  he  ought  to  be 
allowed  to  raise  it  now.  In  this  view  then,  (though  the 
judgment  does  not  present  the  matter  in  this  way)  it 
may  have  been  necessary  to  decide  whether  the  English 
deed  was  available  as  a  defence  in  Canada  ;  but,  con- 
sidering that  this  view  was  not  presented,  and  that  for 
the  other  part  of  the  case  the  decision  was  unneoessaty, 
and  considering  the  state  of  the  authorities,  it  may 
perhaps  be  well  not  to  rely  too  muoh  on  the  present  case 
as  any  authority  npon  the  first  part  of  the  third  proposi- 
tion steted  in  it. 


SiK  J.  H.  Bamsat.— By  the  death  of  Sir  Oeorga  Bamsay,  of 
Banff  House,  Perthshire,  the  baronetcy  has  devolved  on  his 
eldest  son,  now  Sir  James  Henry  Ramsay,  bam'ster-at-law,  of 
the  Northern  Circuit.  The  new  baronet  was  bom  in  1832,  a..d 
was  educated  at  Christ  Church,  Oxford ;  he  was  called  to  the 
bar  at  Lincoln'a-imi  in  1863,  and  has  been  a  member  of  the 
Northern  Circuit.  He  mftrried  on  the  24th  July,  1861,  E.  H. 
Charlotte,  eldest  datishtcr  of  William  Scott  Kerr,  Esq.,  of 
Chatto  and  Sunlaws,  Boxburghahire. 
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BECENI  DECISIONS. 

COMMON  LAW. 

Stamps — Transfer  of  Sharks. 

Freetaan  r.  Oammittiontrt  of  Inland  Jlmenue,  Ex., 

19  W.  B.  691. 

This  case,  thongfh  decided  ander  the  now  repealed  Act 
of  55  Qeo.  3,  c.  184,  will  probably  be  found  to  be  equally 
applicable  nnder  the  new  Stamp  Act.  Shares  in  nine 
compnnies  were  inolnded  in  a  residnary  bequest  to  four 
p<:i>'oiiH,  two  of  whom  were  exeontors.  The  residnary 
legatees,  after  the  executors  had  been  regristered  as 
oncera  of  the  shares  nnder  section  18  of  the  Companies 
0Utu8es  Act,  ezeonted  a  deed,  by  which  they  divided  the 
shares  among  themselves  in  such  a  way  that  each  one 
took  shares  in  each  of  eight  companies,  the  shares  in  the 
ninth  company  being  all  appropriated  to  one  only  of  the 
nnmber.  The  Crown  claimed  thirty-three  thirty  shilling 
stamps  nnder  55  Oeo.  3,  o.  184.  The  executors  denied 
that  they  were  bound  to  pay  more  than  one  stamp  of 
thirty  shiUtngs,  and  rested  their  contention  on  the  ground 
that  the  whole  thing  was  one  tranoaotion,  being  only  a 
deed  for  dividing  amongst  them  that  to  which  they  were 
already  entitled  ;  and  that,  therefore,  they  were  within 
the  authority  of  many  case)*,  in  which,  notwithstanding 
the  express  words  of  1 2  Ann.  st.  2.  o.  24,  s.  9,  only  one 
stamp  had  been  charged  upon  instruments  containing 
many  distinct  matters,  alt  tending  to  effect  one  common 
o)>jeot.  They  contended,  fnrther,  upon  the  authority  of 
I!  ilh  V.  Bridge  (4  Ex.  193),  that  at  any  rate,  no  more 
than  font  stamps  could  be  demanded,  one  in  respect  of 
the  whole  several  interest  created  in  each  party  to  the 
dvei,  though  made  up  out  of  the  interests  in  the  shares 
allittod  to  him  of  the  other  three  added  to  his  own. 
Thi-<  last  view  was  the  one  adopted  by  the  Court,  who 
.'"'judged  four  stamps  to  be  neoessary.  The  claim  of  the 
CiMwu  was  based  upon  a  narrow  and  harsh  literal  read- 
in?  of  the  schedule  to  the  Act  of  G«o.  3;  bnt,  on  the 
•vher  hand,  it  cannot  be  denied  that  none  of  the  antho- 
rities  cited  by  the  executors  quite  supported  their  claim 
to  pay  no  more  than  one  stamp,  all  the  cases  they  relied 
o  I  relating  to  a  consolidation  of  several  interests  in  one 
i'<;rson,  or  a  union  of  several  acts  for  a  common  pnr- 
p  »<e,  not  to  the  creation  of  several  distinct  intereeta  out 
of  a  previous  joint  interest.  Jttuhbrook  v.  Sood  (17  L.  J. 
C.  P.  58}  is  the  nearest ;  for  certainly,  the  interests  of 
the  purchaser  and  the  mortgagee  must  be  said  to  have 
been  distinct ;  it  cannot  be  fairly  said  that  they  had  a 
cnmmon  object,  for  the  object  of  a  purchaser  is  to  obtain 
the  land,  the  object  of  a  mortgagee  is  to  obtain  a  good 
nnd  secure  investment  for  his  money.  That  case  is  not 
satisfactory,  and  the  present  decision  must,  we  think,  be 
c  )nsidered  more  in  accordance  with  principle. 

AVith  respect  to  the  bye-point  raised  in  the  case, 
whether,  namely,  a  deed  comprising  a  transfer  of  shares 
in  several  companies  is  one  under  which  each  company 
can  be  oompelled  to  register  the  transferee  nnder  seo- 
tion!<  14  and  16  of  the  Companies  Clauses  Act,  1846,  it 
H  better  perhaps  to  say  nothing.  It  is  certain  that 
(bpeland  v.  yorth  Eattem  Bailttay  Company  (6  E.  k  B. 
L'77)  is  no  authority  against  the  right  of  the  transferree 
to  call  upon  the  company  to  register  him  upon  such  a 
deed  ;  indirectly,  it  is  rather  in  his  favour.  The  pre- 
F«nt  case  adds  nothing  to  the  authority  either  way. 


Mr.  John  W.  Sparrow,  solicitor,  of  Norwich,  has  been  nomin- 
ated solicitor  to  the  ConservatiTe  Registration  Sodety  of  that 
city. 

The  Attomey-OeDerabhip  of  the  island  of  Anttena,  in  the 
West  Indies,  has  become  vacant  by  the  death  of  Mr.  R.  W. 
Maru,  who  was  a  member  of  the  Irish  Bar.  The  appointment 
is  worth  £400  per  annum,  but  in  conscqiience  of  the  approach- 
ing federation  of  the  IxH!ward  Islands,  the  separate  office  for 
Antigua  is  not  likely  to  be  filled  up,  as  under  the  new  constitu- 
tion, there  will  l>e  only  one  Attomey-Oeneral  for  the  whole 
eroup  nf  iiilands,  instead  of,  as  now,  a  separate  law  officer  for 
Ant'sua,  St.  Christopher,  Jfevis.  &o. 


COXJSTS. 

COURT  OF  CHANCEBY. 

Mastkb  of  thb  Bolls. 
MayS.— StowMrv.  Wrigkl. 
Tnuteet—  libtrty  to  bid  «<  tuition  uiU—BeitTiAm  tmdiHm. 

JB.  C.  Batten  asked  that  the  trustees  of  a  settltd  Mil, 
situate  in  Wales,  might  have  leave  to  bid  at  the  nle  bjmc- 
tion,  on  May  9,  of  a  freehold  property,  wiuch  then  ns 
evidence  to  shew  would  form  an  extremely  deonUe  »di- 
tion  to  the  estate,  as  it  was  completely  surrounded  kj it; 
he  added,  that  the  conditions  of  sale  could  not  be  produced 
in  chambers  for  approval,  as  they  would  not  be  pibliahed 
until  the  morning  of  the  day  of  sale. 

Lord  RoMiLLY,  M.R.— 1  cannot  give  you  leare  to  bid 
unless  the  conditions  of  sale  are  produced  and  apprered. 
The  conditions  may  be  such  as  to  bind  yoa  to  t>ie  u 
estate  with  no  title  at  all,  as  conditionfl  often  do  »t  tin  pis- 
sent  day.  You  may  buy  the  estate  on  your  own  nspoa- 
sibility,  and  come  to  me  to  sanction  the  punlme  u  i 
proper  investment  afterwards,  if  you  like,  out  I  cuiut 
give  you  leave  to  bid  now. 

May  6.— Walker  v.  BtaueUrk. 

Fetititm—  Costt  ofpartitt  tervtd  but  who  hate  no  inUKt. 

The  petition  in  this  case  raised  a  question  «« to  the  «* 
of  parties  served  with  the  petition  and  appearing  by  corais^ 
although  having  no  interest  in  the  question  at  issac 

Lord  RoMnxT,  M.R.,  observed  that  the  old  pn* 
of  the  Court  had  been  to  allow  their  costs  to  «Up"jJ 
served  with  the  petition  who  should  choose  to  appear  itH 
proceedings.  When  Lord  St.  Leonards  became  Loi^^J 
cellor,  he  determined  to  alter  the  practice  ts  &r  aa  regW 
parties  not  interested  in  the  matter  in  dispute ;  ud  K 
some  time  subsequent  to  his  appointment,  sudi  jnutiaTSt 
always  refused  their  costs  of  appearance.  The  inttn- 
veniences  of  the  new  rule  were  considerable,  «nd  smfl 
months  ago  the  Vice-Chancellor  Malins,  departing  {rem  tW 
practice  introduced  by  Lord  St.  Leonards,  returned  to  tie 
old  rule.  The  case  then  came  before  the  present  Im 
Chancellor,  by  whose  decision  it  was  detemuned  ttnt  W 
petitioner  shall  offer  to  all  such  parties  served  by  himalj 
believes  to  have  no  interest  in  the  subjeet  of  the  petioM 
sum  of  408.,  to  enable  them  to  bo  advised  ute  theail 
terest.*  Lord  Romilly,  M.B.,  intended  to  fono^; 
practice,  and  as  the  required  offer  had  not  been  nu» 
this  petitioner,  he  must  give  all  the  parties  who  m 
peered  their  costs. 

JT7DQES'  CHAMBBRS. 

(Before  LtTSH,  J.) 

May  5. — Tht  Brecon  XUetion  fttiHtn. 

Partieulan. 

This  was  an  application  b^  the  respondent,  that  the  p« 
tioners  should,  to  the  particulars  already  given  imd« 
judge's  order,  add  the  names  of  perwms  who  had  bribed  I 
treated. 
Montagu  Williamt  for  the  respondent. 
Zt  Merchant,  for  the  petitioners,  opposed  on  the  |iol 
of  the  lateness  of  the  application,  and  of  the  special 
stances  of  the  case,  under  the  authority  of  Mol  v, ' 
L.  B.  C.  P.  14S.  . 

Ldsh,  J.,  however,  amended  the  origfinal  ord< 
accordance  with  the  more  recent  procedure  of  the  '" 
Judges. 

COTJBT  OF  COMMON  PLEAa 

Wbstmihstbx. 

(In  Banco,  Easter  Term,  before  Bovnx,  C.J.,  and  KbI 

Smith,  and  Bhbtt,  J.J.) 

May  6. — Mayor  v.  Cannot,  ViUiamt,  Oarmthv, 

I^  Mafor't  Court  Again. 

This  case,  in  which  a  rule  niti  had  bean  obtained, 

rule  for  a  prohibition  to  the  Lord  Mayor's  Court  to  p 

that  court  from  pruceeding  to  attack  the  goods  of  the  < 

dant's  garnishee,  which  were  at  his  wharf  in  South' 

being  out  of  the  limits  and  jurisdiction  of  the  dty. 

Kemp  showed  cause  against  the  rule,  and  contende 


•  ffWf  V.  AwA/r,  19  W.  B.  234. 
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tkelofllUjroi'aCoarthadjorigdiotion,  beeansethegamuhee 
bid  t  ooanbof-lioiiae  witiun  the  limito  of  the  city. 
retao-  tppeaied  in  support  of  the  rale. 

Bonu,  C  J.,  nid  there  was  dear  gronnd  for  makiiig  the 
nb  ibiolnte.  None  of  the  goods  sought  to  be  attached 
wen  within  the  jmiadiation  of  the  Lord  Mayor's  Court. 
.Itnaeasmiial  to  the  jurisdiction  of  all  inferior  Courts. 
Hot  ttu  goods  sought  to  be  attached  should  be  within  their 
jnridi^n. 

Hie  other  Iraraed  judges  were  of  the  same  opinion, 

BiCTT,  J.,  observing  that  the  admission  of  the  learned 
coonMl  that  the  Lord  Mayor's  Court  claimed  joriadiotionin 
linrpool,  snd  even  in  Australia,  need  only  be  oonaidered  to 
ndnce  the  claim  of  the  Lord  Mayor's  Court  to  such  a  j  uris- 
dietim  to  an  absurdity. 

tMtnitoluU/or  »  prohibition,  with  eo$t*. 

BAIL  COUET. 
(In  Banco,  before  Blackbubn,  J.) 
May  8.— Reg.  v.  Shuttleworth. 
Costs  of  bankruptcy  prosecution, 
iy«Mi<4  Q.C.,  showed  cause  against  a  role  nisi,  calling 
a  Mr.  Shuttleworth  to  tax  the  oosts  of  the  prosecutors, 
ta^  in  bankruptcy,  incurred  in  the  prosecution  under 
wBirtniptcy  Act,  insUtnted  by  order  of  the  county  court 
jite,Mr.  Seijeant  Wheeler,  of  a  person  named  Cherry. 
Ihmlf  ground  alleged  in  opposition  to  the  rule  was  that 
wnhad  been  an  arrangement  of  some  ten  years'  standing 
sweenthe  Treasury  and  the  Corporation  of  Liverpool  th^ 
jDjraecntums  shonld  be   conducted  by  the  Corporation 
■"*"  ™  town  derlc,  and  that  the  prosecutors  might  have 
pwated  through  the  town  clerk  instead  of  throuirh  his 
■••ttomeys. 

^sehett  appeared  to  support  the  rule, 
fticuniuf.  J.,  said  this  arbitrary  arrangement  was  no 
■>a,  and  the  mJa  would  be  absolute . 


THE   BRECOK   ELECnON   PETITION. 
Bkbcon. 
(Before  Losh,  J.,) 
May,  8 — Watkins  et.  al.  v.  Hol/ord. 
iZ!*^*?,  ■««>°d  petiUon  in  respect  of  the   same 
WB.  Mr.  Owynne  Holford  the  succeasful  candidate. 
•ttuged  m  the  present  petition  with  having,  by  himself 
■Magant^  conrapUy  provided  an  entertainment  for  the 
pn  titer  the  election. 

t^tu,  Sefyt..  ani  the  Son.  Chandot  Leigh,  for  the 
Fsws,  said  that  Mr.  Holford  was  a  gentleman  of  poai- 
■  ffld  honour  and  had  the  good  fortune  to  have  for^ 
^aUdy  of  great  wealth  and  influence,  and  who  was 
■moteiUy  a  great  politician.  She  issued  circulars  to 
^whohad  ^ted  for  Mr  Holford,  inviting  them  to 
Waod  (where  Mr.  Qwynne  Holford  resided  with  her)  and 
mgUiat  a  special  train  from  Brecon  to  Talybont  would 
K  «„  ^^"  """'enience.  Invitations  were  issued 
l(»  or  380  persons,  and  the  dinner  was  presided  over  by 
fc^j5""^*K®.  ■''Jo"""?  parishes.  Bier  and  spirite 
^jronded  ad  libitum,  and  two  barrels  of  sherry  were 

fc  Owynne  Holford,  who  was  examined,  said  he  was 
F|  at  the  entertainment.  There  were  about  500 
■"preaont.  It  was  a  dinner  given  to  friends  and  sup- 
C  ^  "fgn^urs.  None  were  invited  who  had  voted 
■attain  that  he  knew  of.  He  beUeved  Mrs.  Owynne 
m  paid  for  the  special  train.     He  paid  for  one  of  the 

C.?T'°°*  Holford,  examined,  admitted  that  she  can- 

P  00  her  son's  behalf  to  the  best  of  her  power,  but  she 

Mt.accOTipamed  by  her  secretary  bat  by  her  maid. 

"J?nated  the  breakfast  or  dinner  at  Buckland,  which 

»  -elation  whatever  to  the  canvassing,  and  was  in- 

r.ILt"'''""",^^  "'  ^"  '°°"*  snocess  and  at  the  failure 
^tion  on  the  14th. 

riS.?f7u"'^x^'""''*'*  '*'''*■'"»».  for  the  respondent, 
"Mthat  the  whole  case  rested  on  whether  this  enter- 
~M  wag  corruptly  given,  and  submitted  that  it  was 

tfl;  decided  that  the  dinner  given  by  Mrs.  Holford 
l^fupt  treating  within  the  meaning  of  the  Act,  and 
■J  »Ten  with  innocent  motives  to  celebrate  the 
^WMtte  sitting  member  had  gained.  He  shonld, 
"%  otrtify  to  the  Speaker  that  Mr.  Holford  was  duly 


COUNTY  COURTS. 

Manchestee. 

(Before  J.  A.  Russel,  Q.C.,  Jndge.) 

Se  J.  O.  Vmilohe. 

Bankruptey — Payment  made  by  debtor  to  parties  other  than 

than  the  trustee — Contempt. 

Mr.  Chorlton,  on  behalf  the  trustee  in  this  bankruptcy, 
applied  for  an  order  to  commit  the  bankrupt  to  prison  for 
contempt  of  court.  He  said  that  on  the  2nd  February  an 
order  was  made  by  Mr.  Reglatrar  Kay,  directing  the  bank- 
rupt to  pay  to  the  trustee  the  sum  of  £176,  which  he  had 
received  since  his  adjudication ;  on  the  13th  March  the  whole 
matter  was  again  gone  into,  and  the  Registrar  confirmed  the 
order  which  he  had  previously  made  for  the  payment  of  the 
money  to  the  trustee.  Notice  of  appeal  was  given,  but  it 
had  not  been  proceeded  with,  and  the  order  of  the  Registrar 
had  not  been  obeyed. 

Mr.  J.  Leigh,  for  the  bankrupt,  said  that  after  the  adju- 
dication the  bankrupt  entered  into  the  service  of  a  Mr. 
Bosden,  but,  in  conseciuence  of  certain  rumours  which  were 
afloat  in  connection  with  the  bankruptcy,  Mr.  Rosden  wished 
to  terminate  the  engagement,  and  he  gave  the  bankrupt 
£175  to  cancel  the  contract.  Before  the  application  m 
question  was  made  to  the  Registrar,  the  bankrupt  paid  this 
money  to  various  people.  He  waa  nnable  to  obey  the 
R^^trar's  order,  and  he  had  not  the  money  to  proeecute 
the  appeal  of  which  notice  had  been  given. 

_Mr.  Chorlton  said  the  money  was  received  by  the  bankrupt 
within  a  week  of  the  application  being  made,  and  he  xxud 
£130  of  it  for  six  montns  rent  in  advance  of  a  house  in 
Broughton. 

Mr.  Russell  said  he  could  not  commit  the  bankrupt  for 
not  doing  that  which  he  wa.s  not  able  to  do.  He  was  not, 
however,  at  all  prepared  to  say  that  he  might  not  deal  with 
him  as  he  was  asked  to  do,  supposing  he  was  of  opinion  that 
before  the  2_nd  February  the  bankrupt,  knowing  his  liability, 
had  dealt  with  the  money  for  the  purpose  of  defeating  the 
claim  of  the  trustee. 

Mr.  Chorlton  said  it  could  not  be  denied  that  the  bankrupt 
had  notice  of  his  own  bankruptcy.  He  had  no  right  to 
pledge  the  money,  which  did  not  legally  belong  to  him,  for 
any  purpose  whatever. 

Mr.  RvssBLL — I  have  no  doubt  that  this  is  money  to  which 
the  trustee  is  entitled,  but  that  is  not  the  question  which  I 
am  asked  to  decide  to-day. 
Mr.  Chorlton — Then  how  are  we  to  get  the  money  ? 
Mr.  Russell  said  he  could  not  make  the  law.  He  was 
not  aware  of  any  case  in  which  a  man  ?va8  committed  for 
contempt  of  court  for  not  doing  that  which  he  had  not  tiie 
ability  to  do.  If  the  bankrupt  had  paid  away  the  money 
not  knowing  at  the  time  that  the  tnistee  had  a  valid  claim 
upon  him,  and  not  intending  to  defeat  the  claim  of  the 
trustee,  he  could  not  be  held  to  be  guilty  of  contempt  of 
court. 

lie  Thomas  Broadbent. 
Mr.  Storer  applied  that  this  bankrupt  should  be  com- 
mitted for  contempt  of  court,  because  he  had  tailed  to  obey 
an  order  of  the  Registrar  to  pay  to  the  trustee   £1  9s.  8d. 
which  he  had  received  from  a  debtor  since  his  bankruptcy. 

The  bankrupt  said  he  had  paid  the  money  to  his  accountant 
for  filing  his  accounts. 

Mr.  Russell— In  this  case  I  can  make  an  order  to  pay 
within  a  certain  time. 

Mr.  Storer — That  order  has  been  twice  made  by  the  Regis- 
trar. We  ask  that  he  may  be  committed  for  contempt.  He 
has  not  made  the  least  efibrt  to  pay  the  money. 

Mr.  Russell  ordered  the  banJcnipt  to  be  committed  for 
seven  days. 


Call  TO  ihb  Bar.— Inner  Temple,  May  8.-Cuddalore 
Futtah  Lutchmeepathy  Naidoo,  Esq. 

Mr.  Henry  Foxton  Pain,  solicitor,  of  York-chambera,AdeIphi, 
and  resi^ngat  Lady  Margaret^road,  Highgate,  committed  sui- 
cide on  the  2nd  May,  by  cutting  his  throat  while  sufferinir  from 
temporary  inMnity.  Mr.  Pain,  who  was  in  his  fortySourfh 
year,  was  certificated  in  1860. 

The  rwistrwahip  of  the  Newtown  County  Court,  in  Mont- 
gomeryshiregias  become  vacant  in  consequence  of  the  death  of 
Mr.  Ueorge  Woomam,  soKdtor.  Mr.  John  Jenkins,  solicitor, 
of  Uanldloesj  m  the  same  county,  has  been  temporarily  apnointed 
^!!^r^i?^<M  "">«  Newtown  County  Court  {»  ii*cipeuit 
1*0. 38,  of  which  Mr.  A,  J.  Johnee  is  jndge. 
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APPOINTMENTS. 

Mr.  HcoH  Lloyd  Roberts,  barrister-at  law,  has  been 
Kppomted  by  the  Poor  Law  Board  (under  the  proviaionR  of 
31  &  32  Vict.  c.  122)  to  be  auditor  of  the  Metropolitan 
Audit  District,  constituted  by  an  order  of  the  said  board, 
dated  27th  April,  1871.  Mr.  Roberts  was  called  to  the  bar 
at  the  Middle  Temple  in  November,  1866,  and  has  been  a 
member  of  the  North  Wales  and  Chester  Circuit. 

Mr.  CuAniES  EwENS  Deacok,  solicitor,  of  Southampton, 
has  been  appointed  deputy  town  clerk  of  that  city.  Mr. 
Deacon  was  admitted  in  1825,  and  for  many  years  filled  the 
office  of  town  clerk  of  Southampton  ;  but  inconsequence  of 
failing  health,  he,  last  year,  resigned  the  office,  when  his 
nartner,  Mr.  E.  S.  Pearce,  was  appointed  to  succeed  him. 
Baving,  after  a  short  interval  of  relaxation,  recovered  Lis 
health  and  strength,  Mr.  Deacon  has  now  returned  to  his 
former  duties,)  but,  in  the  position  of  deputy  town  clerk,  to 
tvhich  he  has  been  nominated  by  his  junior  partner. 


GENERAL  CORRESPONDENCE. 

Counsel's  Clbbk's  Fees. 
Sir, — By  direction  to   Common   Law  taxing-masters,  of 
Hilary  Term,  1853,  coHnsel's  clerk's  fees  are  fixed  as  under 


On  Counsel's  fee 

£    s. 

d. 

Under  5  guineas           

Five  and  under  ten      

0  2 
0     5 

6 
0 

Ten  and  under  twenty 

Twenty  and  under  thirty 

Thirty  and  under  fifty 

Fifty  and  upwards.. .per  cent.... 

0  10 

0  15 

1  0 

2  10 

0 
0 
0 
0 

I  have  frequently  given  briefs  marked,  say  25,  or  15 
caineas.  Some  counsel's  clerks  thereupon  have  objected  to 
tneir  fee-s  being  paid  according  to  the  above  scale.  They 
put  it  that  '•  all  but  shabby  people  pay  the  clerk  5  per  cent, 
on  counsel's  fee."  Now  I  know  that  some  barrister'.s  clerks 
charge  according  to  the  scale — and  it  seems  to  me  that  as 
the  scale  exists,  it  should  be  adhered  to.  Solicitors  have 
plenty  to  pay  out  of  their  own  pockets  without  adding  any- 
thing to  their  burdens — and  I  imagine  the  taxing-masters 
would  only  allow  fees  on  the  scale. 

Will  any  of  your  readers  more  experienced  than  myself 
favour  the  profession  with  their  opinions  ?         iNQtJiBER. 


IiOKD  Justice  Giffard  v.  the  Fun  Court  op  Appeal. — 
Bbett's  Case. 
Sir, — In  Brett's  case,  the  Full  Court  of  Appeal  have  ex- 
pressed very  strongly  their  disapproval  of  the  decision  of 
Gifi'ard,  L.J.,  in  Jie  Accidental  and  Marvie  Insurmice  Com- 
pany (18  W.  R.  717,  L.  R.  G  Ch.  428).  This  expression  of 
opinion  is  valuable  as  au  authoritative  exposition  of  the 
law  in  a  possible  contingency,  but  was,  I  believe,  un- 
necessary for  the  decision  of  the  case  before  the  Court  on 
the  facts  as  reported.  The  actual  decision  in  Brett's  case 
was  inevitable,  and  I  submit  that  the  late  Lord  Justice  him- 
self would  have  considered  it  a  clear  case,  and  endorsed 
without  hesitation  the  decree,  however  much  he  might  have 
disagreed  with  the  dicta.  Lord  Justice  Gitfai'd's  decision  is 
this — "If  you  say  that  no  past  member  shall  be  liable 
to  contribute  to  the  assets  of  the  company  to  an 
amount  more  than  sufficient  to  answer  the  past  debts,  you 
arrive  clearly  at  what  was  pointed  out  by  the  Act."  That  is 
to  sny,  in  the  words  of  the  Lord  Chancellor,  (19  W.  R. 
689)  "  That  if  past  debts  for  which  past  members  were  liable, 
existed  to  the  amount  of  £3,000,  and  eighteen  shillings 
in  the  pound  had  been  paid  up  by  the  existing  shareholders, 
there  would  be  a  right  to  call  upon  the  past  members  to  pay 
up  the  whole  £3,000,  and  not  merely  the  balance  of  two 
shillings  in  the  pound  on  the  £3,000.  In  other  words,  that 
past  members  must  bear  the  company  harmless  in  respect 
of  debts  to  which  they  are  liable  to  contribute,  and  cannot 
be  permitted  to  diminish  the  fund  available  for  the  payment 
of  debts  to  which  they  are  not  liable  to  contribute,  by 
crediting  themselves  with  payments  made  out  of  such  funds. 
Supposing  this  to  be  so,  how  does  it  aBFcct  Brett's  liability  ? 
True,  if  Brett  had  let  the  shareholders  in  class  A.  pay  up 
tiftoen  shillings  in  thepcundall  round,  and  had  then  tried  to 
escape  further  liability  by  paying  the  balance  of  five  shil- 
lings in  the  pound,  the  case  would  have  been  brought  with- 
in file  decision  of  Lord  Justice  Giffard,  because  Brett  would 


not  then  have  satisfied  the  debts  J 
liable  ;  they  would,  it  is  true,  1 
chiefly  at  the  expense  of  creditoi 
however,  necessarily  follow  thai 
his  debts  at  the  expense  of  A.,  i 
tors,  he  may  not  make  any  compo! 
that  they  may  choose  to  accept, 
upon  A.  to  assist  him.  Brett  b 
creditors  entirely  at  his  own  exp 
to  get  him  settled  on  the  list  of 
made  out — not  only  that  he  was 
creditors  all  they  demanded,  up 
pound,  without  crediting  himsel; 
out  of  a  fund  available  to  meet  oti 
the  fact  of  the  winding  up  pred' 
arrangement  whatever  with  his  c 
a  man  is  precluded  from  compel 
of  which  he  is  liable,  because  ot 
spect  of  which  he  is  not  liable, 
of  Lord  Justice  Giffard  sanctions 
to  be  observed  that  he  takes  the 
member  shall  be  liable  to  contril 
answer  the  past  debts,"  not  "  mo 
full  the  past  debts,"  and  surely  ■ 
pounded  for  and  the  compositio: 
swered  for.  The  limit  there  laid  d 
I  take  to  be  as  many  shillings  in 
class  B.  are  willing  to  accept. 

The  mode  in  which  the  asset 
separate  question,  the  collection 
are  two  distinct  processes,  on  thi 
process  the  Act  is  silent,  except 
doubtful  application,  whereas  t 
made  the  subject  of  express  en 
the  amount  of  liability  may  de 
tribution,  the  mode  of  distribntii 
trol  the  liability,  the  liability  bei 
distribution  must  be  in  accorda 
vena.  On  the  whole,  then,  I  si 
Lord  Justice  Giffard  was  no  autl 
the  official  liquidator  in  Brett's  « 

May  10. 


PARLIAMENT  AND 

HOUSE  OF 

May  5. — The  Cminty  Jmticts 
Bill. — The  Lord  Chancellor,  in 
explained  that  this  was  a  meason 
remove  the  disqualification  undd 
with  regard  to  acting  as  justices 
he  added,  a  provision  disqualil 
pointed  justices  in  the  place  w 
the  transaction  of  their  busim 
pressed  his  approval  of  the  bill  ai 
duction  of  such  a  measure  having 
The  bill  was  read  a  second  time. 

May  8.— The  University  Tett, 
mittoe. 

The  Eccltaiattical  Dilapidalioi 
mitteo  with  verbal  amendments 

May  9. —  Works/top  lUgulatk 
Bill— The  Earl  of  Airlie  moved 
bill,  explaining  that  its  object  ' 
ployers  and  children  from  the  p 
labour,  on  condition  that  the  wo 
day  until  sunset.  The  oxemptioa 
— The  bill  was  read  a  second  tim 

May  11. — The  Sequestration  . 
cheater  moved  the  second  readin 
object  as  the  bill  which  passed  1 
which  reached  the  other  House  I 
of  its  becoming  law.  Its  scope) 
more  limited,  but  it  steered  deal 
which  attended  its  predecessor, 
event  of  any  clergyman  being  in 
necessary  for  the  spiritual  wan! 
first  charge  on  the  income  of  tho 
of  the  claims  of  the  creditors, 
small  livings  have  the  same  efSt 
which  proposed  to  void  the  liviii| 
so  as  to  restrain  creditors  from  1 
man,   and  to  make    it  their   ia 
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inugement  with  Mm,  instead  of  taking  proceedings. 
Tha;  would  know  that  the  incomes  of  small  livings  womd 
it  nqaiied  for  the  discharge  of  the  daties,  and  that,  if  they 
(Donmigsd  a  clergyman  to  ran  into  debt,  there  was  nothing 
tlw/  ooold  tnut  to  for  payment.  In  larger  benefices  the 
<fiict  would  be  partially  the  same,  and  as  an  instalment  he 
Miered  the  opoation  of  the  bill  would  be  almost  as  great 
n  that  of  the  former  one.  He  had  now  the  support  of 
bgrd  Cains  who  olrjected  to  a  gioat  part  of  the  fionaer  bill, 
a),  tboogh  a  similar  tnll  was  befaro  the  Hoose  of  Commons, 
it  *M  not  likely  to  reach  fhetr  lordships'  House.  He,  there- 
fon^  law  no  reason  for  withdrawing  his  own  bill,  being 
oxioas  that  another  session  should  not  pass  without  a 
■itigatiiHi  of  the  evils  of  tiie  present  state  of  the  law. 
—Lord  Caima  believed  the  prMent  bill  would  accom- 
pliih  the  object  in  view,  and  remedy  evils  whioh  were  uni- 
TVnUy  admitted,  without  inflicting  injustice  on  any 
tenon.  It  was,  ^erefore,  free  from  the  objections  which 
he  entertained  to  the  measure  of  last  session. — The  bill  was 
nid  « leoond  time. 
TbaPnmitnri/  Oatht  BUlpumei  through  committee. 

HOUSE  OF  coif  UONS. 
Un  10, — Btgistrtttion  and  ParUamtntory   Votert  Bill. — 
Mr.  H.  ^and  moved  the  second  reading.    The  measure 
ntfoanded  on  the  reports  of  two  select  committees  and 
(turned  at  ameliorating,   if  possible,  the  present  unsatis- 
futory  state  of  the  law.    Its  framers  had  endeavoured  to 
oab  the  machinery  of  registration  more,  simple,  to  make 
the  process  of  registration  leas  annoying  and  vexatious,  and 
toiedice,  if  possible,  the  expenses  of  registration  to  candi- 
ditea  and  to  sitting  membem.      Oiving   a  Parliamentary 
Miarf  of  the  question,  the  hon.  member  stated  the  new 
desiaita  iatroduoed  by  the  last  Reform  Act  and  tiie  defl- 
Mocies  of  the  subsequent  Be^[istration  Act.     The  lodger 
bnchise,  he  said,    was   praotically  inoperative ;    and  he 
Med  *  letter  from  fhe  vestry  clerk  of  Chorlton,  a  town- 
ii;  of  Uanchester,  stating  that  only^  two  lodgers  out  of  a 
mud  were  registered.     The  Begistration  Act  did  not 
imiie  for  a  new   dass  of  voters,  inhabitant  occupiers, 
*l8n^  it  was  clearly  intended  that  they  should  be  put  on 
ftilih  by_  the  overseers.     The  existing  registration  law, 
^tttrn  suited  to  the  old  franchise,  was  totally  inadequate  to 
art  present  circnmatanees,  for  it  was  based  on  the  strange 
/  inidpla  Qkat  any  single  voter  had  the  right  to  put  a  voter  to 
'  &  ezpeoae  and  trouble  of  proving  his  right  to  be  en  the 
I^     The  result  in   Liverpool   was  tha^    out  of  40,060 
yea,  15,000  claims  had  to  be  separately  considered  by 
Wnriaiiig  barristers,  who  were  occnpiea  tluree  weeks  in 
■•  ivA  of  revision.    There  were  9,000  objections,  of  whioh 
mOO  fiuled ;  fines  were  imposed  in  at  least  500  cases,  and 
y  wonld  have  been  imposed  in  1,809  other  cases  if  ttie 
Htetians  had  not  been  withdrawn.     The  figures  proved 
pit  tome  better  check  upon  factious  objection  was  required, 
Hdthe  opportunities  for  disfranchisement  were  so  great 
fct  eleetKm  agents   were  unable  to  resist  them.      The 
MivoD  from  the  overseers'  lists  of  so  many  psrsons  en- 
wed  to  vote  proved  that  the  qrstem  of  registration  required 
HOroogUy  overhauling ;  for,  jf  a  working  man  had  to  snp- 
)irt  a  clium  or  to  answer  an  objection,  the  securing  of  his 
We  involved  the  loss  of  a  day  s  wages.     He  i)roposed  to 
Miedy  ezieting  evils — as  to  objections,  by  throwing  greater 
Vosibility  on  the  registration  officers,  and  by  providing 
rtkeotBcial  correction  of  the  lists  prior  to  revision ;  as  to 
Us  in  coonties,  by  simplifying  the  forms  and  the  lists; 
dinboKHtths  by  making  provision  for  the  continuous  re- 
Ihitioa  of  lodgers,  requiring  formal  notice  in  case  of 
■gs  <^  tesidenoe.    It  was  possible  to  devise  systems  of 
ptntion  theoretically  more  perfect  than  that  which  this 
■  would  Sktablish ;  but  he  had  only  striven  to  make  that 
■n  existed  as  pierfeot  as  possible.    The  Scotch  system 
not  be  adopted  in  this  country  because  we  had  not 
ooding   nlnation  lists.    The   hon.    member   pro- 
to  explain  the  provisiona  of  the  bill.     The  second 
Aortoted  the  period  between  the  commencement  of 
ifialifioation  and  the  ascertainment  of  the  right  to  vote. 
'  wockiag  of  the  bill  necessitated  the  appointment  of  a 
■*      of  voters,  which  was  provided  for  by  the  third 
It  was  necessary  that  the  lists  should  be  in  charge 
itsnt  and  trustworthy  officials,  whereas  hitherto  in 
Its  the  officers  had  been  incompetent  to  perform 
•Btias  properly ;  and  henoe  the  work  had  &llen  into 
luds  of  third  parties — ^namely,  political  associations. 
'Wmittee  of  last  year  reported  in  &voar  of  appointing 


paid  assistant  overseers  as  registrars  for  districts,  if  tho 
appointment  of  such  officials  should  become  regular  and  com- 
pulsory ;  but  their  appointment  had  not  become  general,  nor 
ooold  the  Poor  Law  Board  issue  compulsory  orders  for  their 
appointment.  Again,  the  Petty  Sessional  divisions  might  have 
been  taken  as  the  area  for  registration   purposes,  and  the 
clerks  to  the  magistrates  nominated   as  registrars,  but  the 
objection  to  this  plan  was  that  the  clerks  to  the  magistrates 
could  not  possibly  have  the  same  amount  of  knowledge 
with  regfard  to  occupation  as  the  Poor  Law  officials.    It  had 
therefore  been  determined  to  select  the  Poor  Liw  Union  us 
the  area  for  reg^tration  purposes,  and  to  make  the  clerk  to 
the  Assessment  Board  the  registration  official.     In  order  to 
prevent  that  functionary  from  acting  in  a  party  spirit,  the 
Revising  Barrister  would  be  empowered  to  fine  him  heavily 
in  the  event  of  his  neglecting  bis  duty,  and  the  Board  which 
appointed  him  might,  if  it  thought  fit,  dismiss  him  without 
compensation.    With  respect    to  polling  places,   the   bill 
allowed  the  magistrates  to  arran^  for  as  many  as  they 
pleased,  provided  the  polling  distncts  did  not  overlap  the 
boundaries  of  the  unions.    It  had  been  found  impossible  to 
establish  a  self-acting  system  of  registration  with  regard  to 
owners  as  well  as  occupiers.    It  had,  however,  been  deemed 
expedient  to  alter  that  provision  in  the  Reform  Act  which 
required  the  overseers  to  make  out  in  each  year  a  list  of  the 
persons   entitled   to  vote.    The  list  included  all  owners 
occupying  their  own  freaholds,  and  all  occupiers  under  the 
Chandos  clau3e,  so  that  in  districts  where  the  majority  of 
voters  belonged  to  these  classes  the  lists  had  to  be  made  out 
only  to   be   erased.     This   might  indeed  be  remedied  to 
a  oertain  extent  by    repealing    the  Chandos   clause,  but 
unfortunately  such  a  course  of  procedure  would  have   a 
disfranchising  eflfect  in  certain  cases.    A  clause  had  there- 
fore been  inserted  in  the  bill  confining  this  list  to  persons 
who  were  not  already  on  the  rate  books.     At  present  there 
were  five  complicated  county  lists  put  before  the  Revising 
Barrister,  but  the  bill  proposed  that  henceforth  the  regis- 
tration   officer  should  make  out  only  three  lists,  which 
would  be  consolidated  into  two  by  the  clerk  of  the  peace. 
There  would  be,   first,  a  list   of  all   occupiers   qualified 
on    the    Slat    of    May ;    secondly,   a    correction    of    the 
previous   list,    published    on   the   10th  of  August ;    and, 
thirdly,   a  Ust    of  the   claims  and  objeotioos  to  be  al- 
lowed or  disallowed  by  the  Revising  Barrister.    These  lista 
would  be  consolidated  by  the  olerk  of  the  peace  into  two 
lists.    By  olausea  3S  and  36  it  was  provided  that  where  a 
borough  was    a  municipal  as  well  as  a  Parliamentaty 
borough  the  two  lists  should  be  consolidated,  although  it 
had  been  found  impossible  to  make  them  completely  identi- 
oal.    If  a  voter  had  more  than  one  qnalifloation,  and  did 
not  select  one  of  them,  the  Revising  Barrister  would  be 
empowered  to  put  him  down  for  the  ownership,  and  ex- 
punge the  other  qualifications.     It  was  intended  to  retain 
the  whole  maohinery  of  revirion  courts,  as  being  positively 
ewential  to  a  aystem  of  registration,  but  it  was  proposed 
that  in  future  the  appointment  of  the  Revising  Banister 
should  be  vested  in  the  Court  of  Common  Pleas,  whioh 
would  probably  exercise  its  patronage  more  impartially 
than  a  single  judge.    Then  the  Revising  Barristers  must  be 
of  seven  yean' standing  at  Uie  bar,  instead  of  three,  as  at 
present,  and  they  would  be  paid  according  to  the  amount 
of  work  they  performed,   in  lieu  of  a  fixed  payment  of 
200  guineas.— Ur.  Pell  opposed  the  Bill.     He  denied  that 
the  prooess  of  county  registration  would  be  greatly  simpli- 
fied by  the  Bitl,  and  he  disputed  the  statement  that  the 
present  measure  was  founded  on  the  reports  of  the  two 
Select  Committees  whioh  investigated  the  subject  of  regis- 
tration.   The  Committee  of  1870  reported  that  the  system 
of  making  claims  on  the  score  of  property  must  continue. 
They  were  also  unanimously  of  opinion  that  unqualified 
persons  did  oome  on  the  register  witii  andne  facility,  and 
they  expressed  their  belief  that  that  evil  would  be  checked, 
not  by  such  a  scheme  as  was  embodied  in  this  Bill,  but  by 
the  operation  of  party  registration  societies.    The  same 
committee  came  to  the  conclusion  that  a  self-acting  regis- 
tration of  votes  was  not  possible  for  those  voten  whose 
qualifications  depended  on  proper^,  and    that  it  woold 
not  be  worth  while  to  attempt  to  establish  a  scheme  whioh 
would  deal   with    only  one  portion  of  the  voten  for  a 
county — viz.,   the  £13  ocoupien.       Speaking  generally, 
there  was  nothing  in  the  report  of  the  Select  Committee  of 
last  year  that  would  justify  the  House  in  passing  this  Bill, 
which  would  neither  simplify  matters    in  any  way,  nor 
tend  to  diminish  the  expense  of  registration.  The  ohaoges 
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propoaed  by  the  Bill  wonid  inrolre  great  cost  to  the  rate- 
payers, many  of  whom  were  not  voters,  but  all  of  whom 
would  have  to  bear  their  proportion  of  the  cost.  This  waa 
nojost  to  the  minority.  The  important  matters  dealt  with 
by  the  Bill,  t.he  namber  of  its  olaoses  and  its  repealing 
schedules,  all  show  that  ic  was  a  measnre  far  too  complex 
to  be  dealt  with  by  any  other  than  the  Government,  more- 
over the  inconveniences  oi  the  proposed  changes  would  be 
great,  and  the  labonrs  of  registration  societies  would  be 
increased  by  the  Bill. — Mr.  Head  also  opposed  the  Bill. 
If  it  had  merely  embodied  the  recommendations  of  the 
committee,  he  would  have  supported  it.  It  was,  however, 
ft  new  Keform  Bill,  a  subject  of  such  magnitude  that  the 
Government  alone  should  deal  with  it.  It  sought  to  simplify 
tiiat  which  it  was  impossible  to  simplify.  It  was  easy  for 
the  £12  householder  to  find  his  way  on  the  register  ;  and 
it  was  not  supremely  difSonlt  for  one  having  an  eztraordi- 
naiy  qualification  to  make  his  claim  and  prove  it.  The  pro- 
posal to  change  the  registrar  was  objectionable,  because 
it  was  desirable  to  keep  the  administration  of  justice  entirely 
severed  from  politics ;  and  no  better  court  of  appeal  could  be 
conceived  than  the  present,  because  it  was  presided  over  by 
oiBcsrs  free  from  local  influence.  Under  the  Bill  the  whole 
work  of  disputing  and  defending  claims  would  have  to  be 
done  twice  over  ;  and  the  Bevising  Barrister,  who  was  now 
well  paid  for  doing  very  little,  would  receive  his  salary 
for  duing  almost  nothing. — Mr.  CoUius  said  no  one  conver- 
sant with  the  registration  of  voters  wonid  deny  that  a  new 
Registration  Bill  was  needed.  The  first  principle  to  be  in- 
sisted on  was  that  the  registration  of  properly-qualified  voters 
should  be  made  easy.  At  present  the  overseers  were  reqaired 
.to  perform  impouibilities  ;  they  were  required  to  produce  on 
the  1st  of  August  a  list  of  all  occupiers  resident  on  the  31st  of 
July  ;  but  every  one  knew  occupiers  were  constantly  changing 
their  abode,  and,  consequently,  their  qualification.  The 
proper  unit  of  registration  should  be  the  Union ;  and  the 
proper  registrar  was  the  Clerk  to  the  Union,  who  was 
appointed,  not  on  accomit  of  political  considerations,  who 
would  have  the  names  of  voters  constantly  before  him,  and 
whose  misconduct  would  cost  him  his  position.  Huw  could 
duplicate  registration  be  prevented  if  the  lists  were  made 
out  by  each  separate  parish  ?  Parliament  should  assert, 
by  reading  this  Bill  a  second  time,  that  our  registration 
laws  required  amendment,  and  he  hoped  the  Govemment 
would,  upon  the  basis  of  that  assertion,  take  up  the  matter  as 
soon  as  possible. — Mr.  Henley  said  although  the  overseer  waa 
not  the  most  desirable  official,  he  was  preferable  to  the  clerk 
to  the  Union,  and  he  objeotcl  to  giving  the  registrar  the 
power  of  striking  off  duplicate  insertions  on  the  register, 
because  an  occupier  who  was  a  freeholder  might  sell  his 
freehold  after  the  lists  were  completed,  and  if  his  occupation 
<lualifiaation  was  struck  off  ha  would  have  no  right  to  vote 
itoless  he  strained  the  law,  and  voted  as  a  freeholder. — Mr. 
Wheelhonse  said  that  particular  measure  should  be  in- 
troduced by  the  Government  on  their  own  responubiiity. 
Tbase  Bills  involved  the  entire  reversal  of  the  whole 
policy  of  this  country  for  years  past  as  regarded  the 
regutraticn  of  voters.  They  would,  moreover,  throw  a  very 
large  additional  expense  on  the  local  rates  of  every  coun^  and 
borough,  while  they  would  also  place  ihe  registratioo  of  voters 
in  boroughs  in  the  hands  of  one  man— a  salaried  officer,  the 
nominee  of  the  Town  Council  or  some  other  local  body,  in 
which  party  feeling  often  ran  high  j  an  officer,  too,  who  might 
be  swayed  by  political  bios,  and  who  would  be  practically 
responsible  to  nobody  but  the  revising  barrister. — Mr. 
Bristowe's  experience  as  a  revising  barrister  convinced  him 
that  under  that  measure  the  cost  of  county  registration  would 
be  at  least  trebled.  Another  strong  objection  to  the  Bill  was 
•  that  it  conferred  on  the  registrars  not  only  ministerial  but 
other  judicial  functions.  Again,  it  waa  proposed  that  the 
nvisiog  barrister,  who  was  to  be  appointed  in  Marcb,  should 
act  as  a  sort  of  assessor  to  the  registrar,  and  afterwards  sit  as 
ft  Judge  of  Appeal  from  that  very  registrar's  decisions.  The 
duties  of  the  registrars  ought  to  be  merely  ministerial,  like 
toose  of  the  present  overseera  The  courts  of  tixe  revising 
terristers  were  now  tribunals  entirely  above  suspicion;  and  be 
did  not  think  it  would  be  expedient  that  the  revising 
barristers  should  be  appointed  by  the  Court  of  Common 
Fleas,  instead  of  by  the  senior  Judge  going  circuit  at  the 
Summer  Assizes,  as  at  present.  He  should  be  sony  to  see 
the  power  of  appointment  transferred  to  the  Court  of  Common 
Pleas. — Sir  C-  Dilke  supported  the  Bill.  The  provision  for 
the  printing  of  Union  lists  instead  of  parish  lists  of  voters 
wonid  economise  expense.    The  part  of  the  measure  which 


dealt  with  boroughs  was  founded  on  thd  munimoi!  re;ia- 
mendation  of  the  Select  Committee,  and  some  of  the  dif 
ties  stated  by  that  hon.  gentleman  in  the  preieii:  dlscj" 
had  been  carefully  met  by  the  proTisions  eoiboditd  -. 
Bill.     He  denied  that  under  this  Bill  there  woaJi  be  a: 
increase  in  the  cost  of  registration.    The  number  of  kpri 
in   London    was   200,000,    but  owing  to  the  defecb  u  >: 
system  of  registration  only  1,000  out  of  that  nnmba  t^. 
upon  the  register  for  London,  and  only  3,000  (or  >U  EuL}, 
The  Bill  proposed  to  remedy  this  state  of  things  bj  pd :.. 
the  lodger  in  the  same  position  as  the  househdde:  §3  in  i 
registration  was  concerned. — Mr.  Bruce  said  the  impert^:..;^ 
in  the  present  system  were  admitteJ,  and  th«  Bill  de«l:  -a 
those  defects  in  an  admirable  manner.    Uanr  of  the  deuij 
of  the  measure  had  doubtless  been  successfully  itnpsgiii,  :s 
those  could  be  considered  and  put  right  in  committs!.   'ii 
main   provisions  of  the  Bill  were  excellent,   kein;  tjsdd 
upon  principles  which  had  worked  successfallr  io  SoShti. 
Under  these  circumstances  he  was  prepared  on  the  ^.t'-ix 
Crovemment  to  assent  to  the  second  reading  of  ti  it 
— Mr.    Hardy  could  not  vote  for  the  second  resdiajs;'.! 
Bill,  because  it  would  transfer  to  the  Clerks  of  thel\<;'j- 
persons  who  were  usually  appointed  for  political  xwes,  ni 
who  were  frequently  political  agents — the  daties  vtsi 'c 
now    performed  by   the  overseers,    who  were  iiM-[<i  ;J. 
officers.     Moreover,  the  Bill  proposed  to  give  an  appsl :« 
the    decision    of  the   Clerk,  of  the  Union  to  the  'M 
Barrister,  the  very  person  who  was  to  advise  the  Ci:  ' 
Union  as  to  tbe  course  he  was  to  take  in  the  mu:? 
House  divided,  when  the  second  reading  was  carrif.  f  ii 
to  lSS.—£tgittration  of  Voter*  {Xo.  2)  Bill.—Oa  ti(«s 
of  Sir  C.  Dilke  this  Bill  was  read  a  second  time. 

May  6. —  Ukion  Attettment  CommitUes. — Inansstiri- 
Keimaway,  Mr.  Goschen  said :  It  is  not  intended  ts  r.» 
sede  by  the  Bating  and  Local  Government  Bill  :3ep  •< 
and  functions  of  the  Union  Assessment  Commitei  ;) 
only  powers  transferred  to  the  Parochial  Board  if'.ii '-  "^ 
to  we  valuation  lists  are  those  now  posseiised  by  :ii  '^ 
seers  as  to  the  preparation  of  the  lists  in  tbe  fits: 
before  they  are  submitted  to  the  Asaesnment  ComBt.v*' 
their  approvaL  It  may  be  found  necessary  to  ins  -  * 
words  in  the  bill  providing  more  clearly  that  tte"viiBl 
lists  shall  he  conclusive  for  the  purpose  of  the  ccs.' 
rate,  as  they  are  at  present  for  the  poor  and  other  n 

Engluh  Claim  on   tht  United  States.— iU.  Kra  »''* 
Under-Secretary  of  State   for  Foreign  Affiira  whS- '  '^ 
mixed  commission  about  to  be  appointed  under  the '  -^ 
tion  with  tha  United  States   wiU  be  authorised  to  .  sa 
and  adjudicate    on   the  daims   of   British  mereii>'U 
the    losses    sustained    by    them    by    the   destn: 
their    property  by  citizens  of   the    Unit«d  Su: 
the  late  civil  war  in    America.— Lord    Enfidi 
vention    has    as    yet    been   concluded    with    t-;' 
States,  but  if  it  is  determined  eventually  to  estath;!:  ■.  a 
commission    for  the  settlement   of  British  and   v 
daims,  arising  out  of  the  civil  war,  due  notice  »■■ 
80  that  all  parties  may  bring  their  claims  ft.rw,ird. 

XUSelief  ojT  the  Poor.— Mx.   W.    H.  Smith  mojedfc 
Royal   Commission  to  enquire  into   the  policy  and  »3 
Btration  of  the  Poor  Law  in  the  metropolis.    He  s^-' 
by  miataken  kindness  and  charity,  we  had  demori^  i 
poor,  and  had  permitted  an  evil  to  grow  up  "'■=   ' 
sapping  the  foundations  of  otur  prosperity.     He  d«  y 
under  its  different  beads  the  administration  of  the  Yos  l 
in  London,  dwelling  on  its  want  of  uniformity,  t  a-.' j 
ties  it  gave  for  imposture,  its  oost,  and  the  i  norease  o  i  -! 
ism  which  had  occurred  under  it.  For  children  he  pr 
the  Scotch  boarding-out  system,  and  strongly  adv 
system  of  medical  relief  whioh  would  enable  poo 
to  obtain  medical  aasistanoe  without  the  neces^^n." 
pauperised.       This  inquiry  would    facilitate  r-'  ' 
iw^lring  the  publid  acquainted  with  the  extent  c.  i 
and  he  hopeid  that  it  would  result  iaest.t' '  ' 
areas  for  indoor  relief,  and  a  more   minui 
districts  for  outdoor  relief. — Mr.  Rathboi.:  ;. 
motion.    It  would  assist  in  solving  the  problem  o:  o. 
ing  legal  and  voluntary  relief.       He   hoped  the  ' 
woidd  embrace  the  oonstitation  of  the  Poor  Law 
Mr.  Fawcett  said  the  history  of  the  Fc-ot  Law  show 
pauperism  was  entirely  under  legislative  control;" 
cribed  the  origin  of  the  evil  to  the  reckless  admuuiW 
of  outdoor  relief.     He   would  extend  the  inqairy  l« 
whole  oonntiy.— Mr.    Stansfeld    argued   tl«"  •'^ 
expensee  might  bare  increased  in  the  metrot"^  '*- 
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toniiDber  of  paupers  had  not  baen  inonaaed  bjr  reoent 
■giditiao.  He  deaied  that  there  was  any  olaahiag  of 
ulioritj,  and  promiied  to  ooniider  all  the  suggestiona 
aietohim.  He  ogreed  that  outdoor  relief  ahoald  be 
gsimised  ti  mndi  as  possible ;  the  Poor  Law  Board  was 
lontiing  the  nnmber  of  relieving  officers  and  their  pay, 
id  iM  aetarmined  to  apply  the  workhouse  teat,  to  give 
Ooiant  relief  when  it  was  given,  but  always  with  snffi> 
est  isqoiry.  The  cost  was  doe,  not  to  oansea  whioh  in- 
taw  panjwriim,  bat  to  better  organisation  and  kinder 
atmentofthepoor.  He  thought  a  Royal  Commission 
awewaiT;  the  Poor  Law  Board  itself  wa«  quite  com. 
tait  to  OMerre  and  collate  the  facts,  and  make  necea- 
■7  (oqairias.— Sir  H.  H.  Beaoh  did  not  wish  outdoor 
M  tolM  btongfat  to  too  low  a  point,  bat  thought  that 
(hod  iboold  be  brought  in  this  respeot  more  to  the 
nl  of  Ireland.  It  was  worth  while  eoquiring  why  this 
Sefwas  10  muoh  l(ss  costly  in  Ireland,  but  fa«  was  not 
'sBojal  Commission:  the  evil  was  in  the  adminislra- 
aotthe  Lav  rather  than  in  the  law  itself  or  its  policy. — 
'•  M.  Chambers  could  not  understand  why  there  should 
<|i|iositiaa  to  this  simple  motion. — After  some  further 
bate  the  motion  waa  withdrawn. 

itif  Firming. — Mr.  Charley  obtained  a  Select  Committee 
aqoire  u  to  the  best  means  of  preventing  the  destmc- 
1  (i  the  lives  of  infants  put  out  to  nurse  for  hire  by  their 
«iti.— Ur.  Bruce  sud  the  Government  after  seriously 
Utting  that  anbjeot,  and  preparing  several  sketches  of 
man  for  dealing  with  it,  had  not  been  able  to  frame 
1  a  measure  upon  it  as  they  could  venture  with  any  con- 
soe  to  offer  to  the  House  as  furnishing  a  satisfactory 
itkm  of  the  question.  The  subject  was  therefore  one 
A  Toy  hirly  demanded  inquiry,  beoaune,  although  the 
itie  ponisbment  which  lately  overtook  one  unhappy 
unengaged  in  that  nefarious  trade  in  the  lives  of  in- 
kniKlit  tend  for  a  time  to  check  the  evil,  yet  the  traffic 
^•peedilv  revive ;  and,  moreover,  the  moitality  among 
"^ate  children  put  out  to  nurse  was  very  great,  even 
~i>g  thtt  no  violence  or  deliberate  cruelty  was  exer- 
li|ndaoe  it.  An  enquiry,  therefore,  into  the  whole 
tai((ht  advant^reonsly  be  instituted;  and  he  was 
Uhi  that  experienced  members  of  the  Honse  were 
,X to  serve  on  the  committee,  to  the  appointment  of 
Ala  had  much  pleasure  in  assenting  on  the  part  of  the 
noent 

iiiStibMyt. — Hr.  Heron  moved  that  legislative  facili- 
IM^  to  be  afforded  to  the  Treasury  in  order  that  an 
inal  gnaiantee  may  in  proper  cases  by  given  for  the 
«i  00  capital  to  be  provided  for  the  purpose  of  com- 
•Kthe  raflways  of  Ireland  already  authorised  by  Aots 
B^iaBCDt. — The  motion  was  negatived  by  76  to  14. 
liBiUiof  Exchang$  and  Promiatory  Notet  Bill  was  read 
Mad  time. 

»  8.— The  lietiaing  BUl.—tSx.  Oladatone  said  this  bitt 
wuible  into  two  ptuis.  The  Licensing  part  (relating 
•  granting  of  licences)  and  the  Regulation  (on  jurisdic- 
fsrt;  the  former  the  Government  would  withdraw; 
ftar  they  would  introduce  as  a  new  bill,  which  he  hoped 
iMeome  law  this  seasion. 
s  Itcal  Sating  Bill  was  withdrawn. 

r  9.— The  Conlraetors  Aet.—Ur.  Mitchell  Heniy  asked 
ttomey-General  whether,  having  regard  to  the  Act  22 
f  III.,  c  45,  commonly  called  the  "  Contractors  Act," 
>  a  correspondence  in  the  Times  newspaper  of  May  6, 
r(  toAdmiralhr  contracts,  by  which  it  appeared  that  a 
'  in  a  firm  which  included  a  member  of  Parliament 
jhke  a  contract  in  the  way  of  the  firm's  regular  busi- 
nt  not  on  his  own  account  and  in  his  own  name,  he  was 
ophiion  that  such  a  state  of  things,  if  le^,  formed  a 
!  armament  for  a  re-consideration  oy  the  Qoremment 
poueyefthat  Act— TheAttomey-Oeneral :  As  regards 
It  pot  of  the  qnestion,  it  seems  to  me  that  we  diould 
"ily  extending  the  operations  of  the  Contractors  Act  if 
R  to  pat  so  wide  a  construction  upon  it  that  no  mem- 
afinninfrhich  a  member  of  Parliament  was  a  partner 
Wee  a  contract  entirely  in  his  own  name  without 
g  that  Member  of  Parliament  to  vacate  his  seat.  With 
'  to  the  second  part  of  the  question,  which  is  one  of 
nther  than  law,  that  would  nave  heea  more  satisfac- 
■aswared  by  some  member  of  the  Cabinet;  bnt, 
^f<v  myself,  I  must  say  that,  although  I  doubt  not 
vej  which  dictated  the  Contractors  Act  was  sound  at 
■»  it  WM  paaaed,  I  ^sestion  whetiier  it  iineeeMaiy 


now,  and  I  do  not  doubt  that  in  many  respects  it  is  incon* 
venient. 

Tkt  Ohtreh  of  England. — Mr.  Miall  moved  *'  that  it  is  ex- 
pedient, at  the  earliest  practicable  period,  to  apply  this 
policT  initiated  by  the  disestablishment  of  the  Iriah  Church, 
by  tfie  Act  of  1869,  to  the  other  churches  established  by 
law  in  the  United  Kiiuidoro."-  Mr.  J.  D.  Lewis,  Mr. 
Watkin-WilUams,  and  Mr.  Leatham  supported  the  motion. 
Mr.  Bruce,  Mr.  Richard,  Sir  R.  Palmer,  Mr.  Disraeli,  and 
Mr.  Gladstone  opposed  it. — Dr.  Ball  censured  the  Homo 
Secretary's  half-hearted  opposition  to  the  motion. — The 
motion  was  negatived  by  374  to  89. 

The  Tnttt  Fundt  Itwutment  Bill  was  read  a  second  time. 

May  11.— /noMne  Tax'and  Inhabited  Hotm  Dutia  BilL— 
The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  in  consequence  ot  some 
technical  qnestion,  which  had  been  started  upon  the  proce- 
dure of  this  measure,  withdrew  it,  with  the  view  of  in- 
troducing a  new  bill. 


OBITUARY- 

MB.  JULIUS  ALEXAKDEE  PEARSON. 
Mr.  Julius  A.  Pearson,  the  jtmior  partner  of  the  firm 
of,  Cope,  Rose  &  Pearson,  died  at  Suroiton  on  April  29th, 
at  the  early  age  of  thirty-two,  much  deplored  by  his  private 
as  well  as  his  professional  friends,  in  whose  esteem  and  re- 
spect hehadwonahigh  place  by  his  ability  and  energy  coupled 
with  his  kindlinesH  of  disposition  and  courtesy  of  maimer. 
Mr.  Pearson,  who  was  theflith  surviving  son  of  ue late  Henry 
Robert  Pearson,  of  46,  Hyde  Park  hquaro,  by  Charlotte, 
daughter  of  John  Cousena,  Esq. ,  of  I'unslead  Lodge,  Sussex, 
was  educated  at  Kings  College  London,  of  which  body  he 
was  afterwards  elected  an  associate.  Ho  was  ai-ticled  to 
Messrs.  Bell.  Stewart  &  Lloyd,  of  Lincoln's  Inn  Fields,  and 
was  admitted  in  1866.  lu:  subsequently  filled  posts  of 
confidence  in  the  firms  of  Bircham  &  Co.,  and  Baxter, 
Hose  &  Korton,  from  which  last  he  went  to  join  the  firm  of 
which  he  was  a  member  at  the  time  of  his  death.  Mr.  Pear- 
son ^v^s  a  Fellow  of  the  Society  of  Antiquaries.  He  was  a 
contii'jutor  to  the  OmUtman't  Magazine,  and  to  Notes  and 
Queries,  chiefly  upon  heraldic  matters,  of  which  he  had  n 
profound  knowledge, 

ME.  GEO.  WOOSNAM. 
Mr.  George  Woosnam,  solicitor,  of  "  The  Crescent 
House,"  Newtown,  Montgomety^ire,  expired  at  his  re- 
sidence on  the  23rd  of  April.  lu.  Woosnam  was  admitted 
in  1867,  and  in  1869  was  appointed  registrar  of  the  New- 
town County  Court,  in  succession  to  tiie  late  Mr.  Charles 
T.  Woosnam,  with  whom  he  had  served  for  many  years 
previous  to  becoming  a  solicitor.  At  the  same  time  he  was 
nominated  to  the  office  of  clerk  to  the  magistrates  of  New- 
town and  Caersws,  which  had  also  been  previously  held  by 
Mr.  C.  T.  Woosnam.  Mr.  Woosnam's  remains  were  in- 
terred on  the  28th  of  April,  in  the  burial-groimd  of  the 
Wesleyan  Chapel  at  Ncvrtown.  Having  been  a  member  of 
the  local  board,  his  funeral  was  attended  by  l^e  members  of 
that  body  in  thoir  corporate  capacity,  and  also  by  the 
ministers  of  various  denoniinations,  gentlemen  of  the  legal 
profession,  and  tradesmen  of  the  town,  most  of  the  latter 
evincing  fiieir  respect  for  the  deceased  by  closing  their  shops 
on  the  oooasian. 


MR.  W.  BROOKS. 
Mr.  William  Brooks,  solicitor,  of  Grimsby,  Lincolnshire, 
died  at  that  place  on  the  24th  of  April,  in  the  seventy-second 
year  of  his  age.  Mr.  Brooks,  who  was  certificated  in  1831, 
had  been  for  many  years  in  practice  at  Grimsby,  where 
he  held  several  legal  appointments.  He  was  Deputy  High 
Steward  of  the  borough,  a  notary  public,  receiver  of  Ad- 
miralty droits,  and  Admiralty  agent  For  some  yean  he 
had  also  held  the  office  of  clerk  to  the  borough  magistrates, 
in  conjunction  with  Mr.  W.  H.  Danbney.  He  was  likewise 
a  member  of  the  Grimsby  Corporation  in  former  years,  and 
had  been  twice  mayor  of  the  Dorongh.  Mr.  Brooks  was  a 
subscriber  to  the  Justices'  Clerks  Society,  and  a  member 
of  the  Metropolitan  and  Provincial  Law  Association. 

MR.  W.  F.  8EGAR. 

Mr.  William  Francis  Segar,  barrister-at-Iaw,  died  at  his 
residence,  Westfield  House,  Preston,  on  the  28th  of  April, 
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ia  the  forty-sixtli  year  of  hi*  age.  He  was  tbe  ddert  eon  of 
the  lata  Bobert  Segar,  Esq.,  Q.C.,  who  was  recorder  of 
Wigan,  and  afterwards  jadge  of  the  Pteston  County  Court. 
Mr.  W.  F.  Semr  was  called  to  the  bar  at  the  Middle  Temple 
in  January,  1851,  and  has  practised  in  the  Lancaster  Cluui- 
cery  Conit,  as  an  equity  dranghtaman  and  conveyancer. 


SOCIETIES  AKD  DrSTITITTIONS. 

LAW  ASSOCIATION. 
At  the  tMual  monthly  meeting  of  the  directors  held  on 
Thorsday,  the  4th  inst.,  tiie  following  directors  being  pre. 
sent — viz  ,  Mr.  Desboroagh  (ohiurman),  Mr.  Harding,  Mr. 
BsuimonL  Mr.  Barges,  Mr.  Carpenter,  Mr.  CoUiMon,  Mr. 
Drew,  Mr.  H.  R.  Freshfield,  Mr.  KeUy,  Mr.  Sawtell,  Mr. 
Sidney  Smith,  Mr.  Steward,  and  Mr.  Boodle  ^secretary),  a 
srant  to  the  largest  amount  allowed  b;^  the  rales  was  made 
to  a  lady,  with  deven  children,  who  is  in  great  distress. 
The  draft  of  a  report  to  be  made  to  the  annual  general 
court  on  the  25th  iost.  was  considered  and  approved,  and 
the  ordinary  bosiness  was  transacted. 

LAW  STUDENTS-  DEBATING  SOCIETY. 
On  Tuesday,  the  9th  inst.,  the  question  discussed  was 
No.  475  legal :  "  A.  insures  his  life  by  a  policy  which  pro- 
rides  for  payment  if  his  death  result  solely  from  certain 
specified  accidents  or  causes  but  not  from  others  which  the 
policy  excepts,  A.  dies  from  one  of  the  excepted  causes, 
whiuk  originates,  however,  in  an  aoddsut  withm  the  scope 
of  the  policy.  Can  his  executors  recover  the  insurance 
money  r'  Mr.  Nicholls  opened  the  debate  and  the  question 
was  decided  in  the  affirmative. 


LIVERPOOL  LAW  STUDENTS'  SOCIETY. 

At  a  meeting  of  this  society  held  on  the '4th  inst,  at  the 
Law  Library,  Cook-street,  Mr.  James  Lloyd  in  the  chair, 
the  subject  for  discussion  was  "  ought  the  goods  of  lodgers 
to  be  exempt  from  distress  1 "  The  debate  was  opened  by 
Mr.  Lomax,  solicitor,  who  was  followed  by  several  of  the 
members.  Upon  the  votes  being  taken,  the  affirmative  was 
4)aTried  by  a  m^ority  of  three. 


COURT  PAFESS. 


COURT  OF  CHANCERY. 
I.  the  Ri^t.  Hon.  William  Page,  Baron  Hatherley, 
Lord  High  Chancellor  of  Great  Britain,  do  hereby,  in 
porsuanoa  and  ezeoation  of  the  powers  given  by  the 
■tatate  28  &  29  Vio.,  99,  order  thftt  any  suit  or  matter 
transferred  from  any  County  Court  to  the  Court  of 
Chanoeiy,  under  the  provisions  of  section  9  of  the  said 
itatuto,  shall  proceed  in  the  Court  of  the  Vice-Chancellor 
Sir  Riohard  Matin*.  Hatkkrlbi,  C. 

During  the  Whitsnn  Vacation,  1871,  all  applications 
to  the  Court  of  Chancery  which  are  of  an  urgent  nature 
are  to  be  made  at  the  chambers  of  the  Vioe-Chanoellor 
Sir  James  Baoon. 

All  applications  ex  parte  are  to  be  sent  to  the  Vice. 
Chanoellor  Baoon,  by  book-post  or  parcel,  prepaid,  aocom- 
panied  with  the  brief  of  counsel,  endorsed  with  the  terms 
of  Uie  order  applied  for,  and  an  envelope  capable  of  re- 
ceiving the  papers  to  be  returned,  with  saffioient  stamps 
affixed  thereon,  and  addressed  as  follows :  "  To  Uie  Regis* 
trar  in  Vacation,  Chancery  R^ristrar's  Office,  Chanoery- 
lane,  London,  W.C." 

On  applications  for  injanotions  or  writs  of  ne  extat  regno, 
there  must  be  sent,  in  addition  to  the  above,  a  copy  of  the 
bill,  a  certificate  of  bill  filed,  and  office  copies  of  the 
affidavits  in  support  of  the  application. 

The  papers  sent  to  the  Vioe-Chanoellor,  with  any  order 
his  Honour  may  make  thereon,  will  be  returned  dinct  to 
the  registrar. 

All  applioations  for  leave  to  give  notice  of  motion  only, 
mvr  be  made  to  the  chief  clerk  at  chambers. 

The  Vioe-Cbaooellor's  address  can  be  obtained  on  appli- 
oation  at  his  Honour's  ohambers,  11,  New^quare,  Linoolnt- 
inn. 

The  ohambers  of  the  Vice-Chanoellor  Baoon  will  be  open 
Taeeday,  Wednesday,  Thursday,  and  Friday  in  each 
week,  dnring  the  Vacation,  from  eleven  till  one  o'clock. 


Sirmcos  or  TnimTT  Taui,  U7I. 

T.  C.  Sis  nCHAKD  ItUlt 
UaMifm. 

Moiid<]r.lI«ra..)tlaili|n.M 
Tiie.4«y  ....Ml 
Wednod*;.  .M  J  """^  l^- 
Tbundajr  ..li..Mlii.i  ^  gi. 
Fiidajr      ..lt..?iat.t|n.|L 


LORD  CHANCELLOR. 
Unooln'B  Inn. 
Uonds]r,lta]rlt..Appasl  mstlont. 
TnHdajr. . .  .tt. .  Appesb. 
WedncHtajr  .M..Petltion«  ft  spp*. 
Tbnradsir  ..tS..Appeals. 
Friday    ....t6..App.mtns.fcapp«. 
UamUr....l9] 

WedmwUr  .SI (Appeal... 

Than.,  Jane  1.* 

Friday    ....  l..App. mtn«.fcappi. 

5»::;:S}AFpe.... 

Wednesday..  T..Batiia.  and  apps. 

Friday......  95  ^^""^ 

Mcnday  ....ll,.App.mtiii.fcappi. 

LORDS  JUSTICES. 
Linooln'a  Ian. 
Monday,Htyt<. .  Appeal  mMlims. 
Tne<day....U) 
Wadneiday  .14  >  Appeals. 
Thnnday  ..») 
Friday .M..  Appeal  moUooa. 

iPetna.  in  lonaey, 
banknpt  appa., 
ft  appeal  peHUoni. 

Monday  ....!}..  Appetls. 

>'Appi.    from    the 
iCooniyPalallDeof 

Tneiday ...  .30  <  Lancaster,  Appa 
J  from  tbe  Stannar- 
\iet  Conrt,  ft  appa. 

Wednesday  .31  )  .  _-e»,. 

Than.,  Jane  I  J  APP**"- 

Friday 3.. Appeal  moUona. 

(FMns.   in  lanacy, 

Saturday  ..  SIbk.  qipeala,  awl 
lan>.  ptoa. 

Monday....  »-\ 

Tneidiqr..,.  6/ 

Wednesday..  7  >  Appeals. 

Thnnday  . .  8  & 

Friday   ....  ») 

IPetas.  in  lanacy, 
bkipt.  appa..  and 
appeal  petoa. 
Monday  ....l3..AppealnuMons. 

MASTER  OF  THE  ROLLS, 
giinciery-lane. 
Monday  .May  33.  .Motiona. 
Taeaday. . .  .33 )  /jener.!  naner 
W«dneaday..S4j  "«""»'P»P«f- 
Thureday  ..3J,.Mtns.ft  gen.  pa. 
Friday  ....36..Generslpaper. 

(  Pttaa.,  ant.  eaaiea, 
Satuday   ..3T<a4|,    soma.,    and 

(g«oaral  paper. 
Monday  ....39) 
Taeaday  ....30  >  Oenersl  pqwr. 

WedBeaday..Sl3 

Tlian.,  Jane  l..Mtas.  ft  gen.  pa. 

Friday......  3,.<]eneralpaper. 

(Ptna.,  int.  cans., 
Saturday  ..  3<adJ.    annu.,    and 

^general  paper 
Monday....  «) 

Taeaday....  SyOenenl   paper. 
Wedneaday     Tj 

Thnnday  ..  8..Mtns.ftgeo.pa. 
~  "  ,  9..0eneralpaper. 

fFetna.,  aht.  earn., 
ad),    asms.,    and 
general  pqwr. 
13..Mtns.  ftgen.  pa. 


Friday. 
Satnrday 
Monday  . 


Monday.. ..») 
Taeaday. .  ..N )  Gcmnlp^. 
Wedneiday  Jl ) 
Than.,  June  l..UtBLfccei.^(, 
Friday >.,Faa.t(e>.;i 

^^'^  ■■ '  SLTis;^ 

Monday  ....  t) 

Toeaday....  <  Gepnili^c. 
Wedneaday..  T 
Thnnday  ..  t..Um.t^!a. 
Friday   ....  S..Fau.t!ai>. 

Monday.... II.. Kti>.<:p>.^. 

V.C.SuJAKISBiai 
UncdB'iIaii. 
Manday,May«..XBB.ti(Aa 
Taeaday. ...33..1a  tukt:» 
Wednaalay.  Jt..Gegenl  ina. 
Thnnday  ..3i..Hu.k4N 
Friday    ....3I..G<DenlHS 

(Flm.sa« 
Satniday  ..nitdl.  !«■ 

Monday  ....»..Id  ButaiN( 

Wedneaday  .31 )  ""*"• 
Thara..  Jaae  L.Htai.tit'' 
Friday   ....  t..Ge»en.««, 
(Iaa,»-.« 
Saturday  ..  3]a4.  m>. 

Uooday  ... 
Taeaday... 
Wedneaday 
Tbnraday  . 
Friday 

Saturday    . 

Monday  ....li.'.Ma-ki 

y.C.WICEEfi 
Uacola'ilu. 
Monday,May  33.  .Hot  kM 

Wedneaday  J«  I  , 

Thuaday  ..3J..]ltiis.t^ 
Fridav .36..Prt«itt«^ 


FMdoy 

Satnrday 


..36..PrtBi 

Shart 

jeaenlW* 


j  Sun  c"—: 


..39)  _^ 

Taeaday ...  .30  )  OesenI  K< 
Wedneaday  Jl) 
Thurs..Jnne  l.-Vit-f^, 
Friday 3..Plii»P* 


Monday  ....  t1 
....  6  > 


OCMIII^ 


Tneaday 

Wedneaday  .  T)  .  _^ 
Thursday  ..  (..Haa-tp* 
Friday  ....  9..PB»*t* 

Monday  ....13..Mtas.*«* 


The  daya  (Uany)  on  which  ths  Lord  ChaoreOor  •halUMOitVi 

■■ —      -     iwbiehthelionUJMK* 

or  the  Jodidal  Ooaunixl 


House  of  Lorda,  sad  tbe  dMa(trany)on  wfaidi  the  UnUJixia 
CnanoeUor      ""^ 


be  aitttng  with  the  Lord 

Priry  Council,  are  excepted.  ^ 

At  the  BoUa,  unoppoaed  petitiona  mnat  be  preaeated  and  copa* 
the  Secretary.on  or  beftne  the  Thuraday  preceding  the  iui^ 
which  it  Is  Intended  they  should  be  heard;  and  uy  » 
tended  to  be  heard  as  short  causes  mnat  be  so  marked  st  x> 
dear  day  before  the  same  can  be  put  in  the  paper  to  be  » IW; 

In  Tioe-ChanoeUor  Wiesens*  Court  no  eanaa,  maciM  f  J 
or  .further  consideration,  except  by  order  of  the  Owt,  ■ 
marked  to  stand  over  If  itbewnhiatwelnofthelaatcaaii*' 
In  the  printed  paper  of  the  day  forbearing. 

Any  causes  Intended  to  be  heard aa  abort canaas  betes  <^*'' 
Vloe-CtaaneeUon  must  be  so  marked  at  least  one  cletr  <1<J  •<" 
same  can  be  put  In  the  paper  to  be  so  heard. 

TRAXsran  or  Causbs. 
The  Lord  Chanoellor  has  radersd  that  the  aswnl* 
in  the  first  schedule  andermentioaed  be  tm^o^, 
the  book  of  causes  standing  for  hearing  brfxe  tw 
Chancellor  Sir  Richard  Malins  to  tiie  vxk  of  etsM 


hearing  before  the  Master  of  the  Rolls ;  aui  m 


several  causes  in  the  second  sdtednle 
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tnmfencd  from  the  book  of  causes  standing  for  hearing 
lefiin  Vice-Chanoellor  Sir  James  Bacon  to  the  book  of 
cnaet  for  beariog  before  the  Master  of  the  Bolls. 


THE  FIRST  SCHEDCU. 


From  the  Tioe-ChaaceUor 
Elliott  T  Ksoeker 
Homewood  vLambe 
SioijTT  Combs 
Britndl  t  Walton 
WilbTB<inrne 
Waton  V  Ligertwood 
WillTDeOmehy 
Siebaidson  V  Fottrell 
GrecfaTOmn 

Clubord  T  New  Rnssia  Com 
pmy  (United) 


Sib  Richasd  Matins'  Book. 
Oibbs  V  Mackintosh 
Ba^hott  T  Watson 
Haigh  T  Kaye 
Simcock  t  Parker 
Price  T  Edirards 
Tooth  V  Mort 
Sutton  T  Wilders 
The  Belgian  PnbUc  Works  Co. 

(Limited)  t  Grant 
Pnoer  Price 
Wood  T  Mercer 


THB  SBCOm  SCRBDVLE. 

;Fn>m  the  Vice-Chanoellor  Sir  Jaxbs  Bacon's  Book. 
Km  T  Kisgsbridge  Highway    The  Mayor  Commonalty,  and 
Board  Citizens  of  the  City  of  Lon- 


CpmamiT  Elkan 
AQonesTElkan 
Gilliat  T  Bowen 
Pnl  y  Childi«n 
Bennie  T  Morris 


den    V     The    Metropolitan 

Board  of  Works 
Peek  T  Laraen 
Evans  v  Buffen 
Dennett  T  Burnett 


Wibon   T    Fomess   Railway  Hawkins  t  Ransom 

Conpany  Lovell  y  Parker 

Kimbmey  t  Dick  Crips  v  Wickham 

Ixngvorui  V  Bellamy  Hancock  t  Clavay 

ESt  T  Barker  Gladstone  t  Doke  of  Newcastle 

XcDwiaitb  t  Dublin   Tnmk  Littlewood  t  Ownswertb 

Comaeting  Railway  Co.  Thorpe  v  East 

BofieiB  T  Burgess  Christie  v  Christie 

SiioD  T  limuure  BrigKS  t  Hay 

JickioD  T  Ward  Mitchelson  v  Thompson 

Peek  V  Oomey  Challis  v  Steyens 

Yettman  t  Beeken  Monk  y  Northampton  Improy*- 
Silder  T  Lantour  ment  Commissioners 

Soly  T  Floker  MeUor  v  Manley 

tatw  y  Snrtees  Jones  y  Langford 

iAney-General  v  The  Mayor  May  y  Stevens 

AHomaa,  and  Burgesses  of  Lingen  t  Bumsy 

AeBorongh  of  Cambri^  Hardy  v    Metropolitan   Land 

Snjtaidgway  and      Finance       Company 

Hmai  T  Fisher  (Limited) 

S«etoan  y  Bentley  Howell  y  Broad 

runr  y  Sayile  Newbold  y  Ellis 

Pmtet  y  Mallard  Stedman  v  Cockrill 

W^  T  Marks  Calthrop  t  Buckston 

Sis\h  Staflordshire    Railway  Sngden  y  Olding 

Co.  y  Tonstall  Local  Boaid  Jones  y  Gonlding 

of  HesMi  Gatty  y  Pawson 

•iig  T  Rippingdale  Tumbridge  v  Care 

Cawliaidy  Coulthard  Wakefield  y  Jay 
&>tity  Smith 

N.B.— The  Master  of  the  Rolls  will  not  hear  any  of  the 
•bore  causes  before  the  first  cause  day  in  Trinify  Term. 

ALBERT  LIFE  ASSURANCE  COMPANY 
ARBITRATION  ACT,  1871. 

1.  The  arbitrator  appointed  by  the  Act  will  hold  the 
aat  meeting  in  the  arbitration  on  Thniaday,  25  Hayin- 
*>^  at  10  30  X.M.,  at  the  late  offioe  of  the  Albert  Com- 
(■By,  Waterloo-plaoe,  Regent-street,  or  at  another  place  to 
lie  designated  in  a  fnrther  notice. 

2.  The  arbitrator  yrill,  in  the  first  inatanoe,  heur  the 
<°B>inittee  known  aa  the  Reoonstruotion  Committee  in 
*>n>crtofany  Boheme  for  the  reoonatmction  or  reoonsti- 
MiOD  of  the  Albert  Company  proposed  by  them. 

3.  The  arbitrator  will  also  hear  any  creditor  or  share- 
bolder  of  the  Albert  Company,  or  of  any  of  the  oUier  oom- 
Puies  scheduled  to  the  Act,  m  support  of  any  other  scheme 
"  that  poipoaa  pmpoaeA  by  him:. 

*.  Every  scheme  proposed  is  to  be  printed  as  a  bill  in 
^cery  and  to  be  filed  on  or  before  Thnmday,  18  May 
»*ot,  with  the  secretary  to  the  arbitradon,  at  the  late 
*»  of  the  Albert  Company,  the  temporary  oflioe  of  arbi- 
**""» :  100  copies  in  print  being  deUvered  to  the  secre- 
^^. 

!)•  Hm  aiWtrator  will  also  hear  any  person  interested  in 
^PW(  of  any  dgections  made  by  him  to  any  scheme  filed, 
•iw  Sling  with  the  secretary  to  the  arbitration,  at  the 
y^y  sbora  mentioned,  on  or  before  Monday,  22  May  in- 
*'*i  *  notioe  specifying  the  objections,  printed  as  a 
•■'■iij  100  copies  in  print  being  delivered  to  the  secretary. 

'•  Erery  scheme  or  notioe  of  objections  filed  is  to  hare 


indorsed  the  name  and  address  of  the  peraon  or  body  filing 
it. 

7.  Any  creditor  or  shareholder  of  the  Albert  Company, 
or  of  any  of  the  other  companies  scheduled  to  the  Act,  or 
other  person  interested,  may  purchase  at  the  ofBoe  above 
mentioned,  copies  of  any  scheme  or  notioe  of  objeotionii 
filed. 

8.  The  arbitar*tor  will  hear  one  counsel  or  solicitor  only 
in  support  of  any  soheme  or  olijections. 

By  order  of  the  Arbitrator, 

Thomas  Pkeston,  Secretary. 


THE  AMERICAN  LIFE  ASSURANCE  SYSTEM. 

A  statute  of  the  State  of  Illinois  forbids  agents  of  insurance 
companies  incorporated  by  foreign  States  to  directly  or  indi- 
rectly take  risks  or  do  or  transact  any  business  of  insurance 
in  the  State  without  first  procuring  a  certificate  of  authority 
from  the  Anditor  of  State ;  and  before  obtaining  such  cer- 
tificate such  agent  is  required  to  furnish  the  auditor  with  a 
statement  under  oath  of  the  president  or  the  secretary  of  the 
company,  which  shall  show,  first,  the  name  and  locality  of 
the  company ;  second,  the  amount  of  its  capital  stock ; 
third,  the  amount  paid  up ;  fourth,  the  assets  of  the  com- 
pany,  and  of  what  they  consist ;  fifth,  the  amount  of  liabili- 
ties, &c  ;  sixth,  losses  adjusted,  due,  &c. — ^which  is  rK[nired 
to  be  filed  with  the  auditor,  together  with  a  written  instru- 
ment under  the  seal  of  the  company,  signed  by  the  president 
and  secretary,  anthorisiiig  such  agent  to  acknowledge  service 
of  ijrocess  on  behalf  of  the  company,  and  consenting  that 
service  of  process  upon  him  shall  be  hedd  valid,  and  waiving 
all  error  by  reason  of  such  service. 

The  Act  then  requires  as  a  condition  precedent  that  the 
company  shall  possess  a  capital  of  at  least  100,000  dollars  of 
actual  capital  invested  in  stocks  at  par  or  upwards,  or  is 
bonds  or  mortgages  of  real  estate  worth  double  the  amount 
for  which  it  is  mortga^,  as  a  condition  to  its  doing  business 
in  the  State  of  Illinois. 

In  a  case  reported  in  the  Chicago  Legal  News  of  April  8th 
an  Ohio  insurance  compa^,  which  laid  itself  out  for  the 
transiiction  of  business  in  Illinois,  had  taken  a  sum  of  cash 
and  a  promissoiy  note  iix)m  an  Illinois  man,  in  consideration 
of  an  insurance  limited  for  the  next  five  years.  The  com- 
pany suing  the  assured  upon  the  note,  ho  pleaded  that  the 
note  was  void  by  reason  that  the  company  had  not  complied 
with  the  requirements  of  the  above  statute  :  to  this  plea  the 
company  demurred,  but  the  Illinois  Supreme  Court,  affirm- 
ing a  decision  of  the  Court  below,  overruled  the  demuirer, 
aiM  held  that  the  non-compliance  with  the  statutoiy  require- 
ments rendwed  void  the  contract  contained  in  the  note. 


Ma.  John  Lambbrt,  C.B. — The  Queen  has  appointed  Mr. 
John  Lambert,  a  poor  law  inspector,  to  be  an  ordinary  member 
of  the  Civil  Division  of  the  third  class  (or  Companions)  of  the 
Order  of  the  Bath.  Mr.  Lambert  was  formerly  a  sobcitor,  of 
Salisbury,  and  afterwards  settled  in  London  as  a  patent  and 
Parliamentary  agent,  but  several  years  ago  quitted  the  legal 
profession  in  order  to  enter  the  service  of  the  Government  in 
the  department  of  the  Treasury,  and  about  two  years  ago  was 
appointed  an  inspector  under  Uie  Poor  Xiaw  Board.  For  his 
varied  services  in  these  capacities,  which  were  of  more  than 
average  public  importance,  £e  has  now  been  awarded  the  dis- 
tinotion  of  C.B.  A  short  epitome  of  these  servioes  may  be  in- 
teresting to  our  readers.  In  the  preparation  of  the  several  bills 
which  signalised  Mr.  YiUiers'  rule  at  the  Poor  Law  Board,  Mr. 
Lambert  sustained  a  weighty  share  of  subordinate  labour. 
Subsequently,  he  was  entrusted  with  Uie  ooUeotion  of  the  sta~ 
tistics  on  whidi  Mr.  Gladstone's  Reform  Bill  of  1866,  and  Mr. 
Disraeli's  subsequent  measure  in  1867,  were  founded,  and  he 
was  more  recently  engaged,  both  in  Ireland  and  in  London,  in 
a  similar  service  with  respect  to  the  Irish  Church  and  Land 
Bills.  In  oonseqnence  of  Mr.  Lambert's  knowledge  of  sanitary 
matters,  and  the  laws  of  rating,  he  was  placed  by  Oovemment 
on  the  Royal  Sanitary  Commission,  which  has  recently  pre- 
sented its  report ;  and  he  was  latterly  engaged  in  arranging  and 
maturing  Mr.  Gosohen's  soheme  of  kioal  taxation  and  local 

?}yemment  as  embodied  in  the  bills  recently  introduced  into 
arliament,  though  since  withdrawn. 

The  Ohio  Legislature  has  passed  a  law,  requiring  that  one 
hundred  days  shall  intervene  between  sentence  of  death  and 
executioiL — Paeifie  Zaw  Seporter. 

The  Kansas  Senate,  on  February  11,  passed  a  bill  giving  par- 
sons tiie  right  to  sue  any  one  who  has  sold  them  liquor,  and  also 
the  right  to  sue  the  owner  of  the  building  in  which  the  Uquor 
was  »oli.—PaeiJle  Law  R^forter. 
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PUBLIC  COMPAfTIES. 

oovKBKUKHT  ratma. 

IiA(T  Qdotatiov,  M*t  II,  U7I. 
mm  M<  OtUml  IM  tfthi  atutl  tiu<M<i  ImuMU*. 


i  per  Cent.  ConaoU,  93) 
Ditto  for  Aoooant,  June, »} 
3  par  Osnt.  Rednoed  til 
News  par  0>ttt.,»l| 
Do.  81  percent..  Jan. '94 
Do.3{perOeat.,Jan. '>« 
Do.  t  per  Cent.,  Jan.  'TS 
ADnnltiei.Jui.'tO— 


I  Annattiea,  April,  '(^ 
Do. (Red  Sea T.)  Aai.  i«n» 
BxBilli.ClMO.  —  per  Ct.}  p   ni 
Ditto,  <VM,  Da  —  S  p  m 
mtto.eiM  A  £100.  —  »  p  m 
Bank  of  Baglaad  Stook.  4t  per 
Ct.  (hut  hair-year)  336 

I  Ditto  for  Aoooant. 


Iin>IAB  QOTBaMKBMT  BBOOBmKS. 


tndU  Stk. ,  10)  p  Ct.  Apr.'n,  M9 

Ditto  for  Aocoont 

Ditto  tper  Cant.4aly,  '80  111 

Ditto  for  Aoooant.  — 

Ditto  4  perCeat.,  Oot.  '88  iOO) 

Ditto.ditto.Cerlifleaiea,  — 

Ditto  Bafltoed  Ppr.,  4  per  Cent.  9!) 


Iiid.Bar.Pr.,i  pC.,Jan.''l  110 
Ditto,  81  per  Cent.,  May. '79  107) 
Ditto  Denentnrea,  per  Cent.. 

April,'64  — 
Do.  Do  .8  per  Cent.,  Aag. '78  108 
Do.  Booda,  4porCI.,£IO(IO  >0  piu 
Ditto,  ditto,  nnder  iSIOOk,  20  p  m 


BAILWAT  STOCK. 


Raitwaye. 


Paid.  Closinir  prices 


Stock 
l9toak 
-Stock, 
Stock 
Stock 
Stock 
Stock 
Stock 
Stock 
Stock 
Stock 
Stock 
Stock 
Stoek 
Stock 
Stock 
Stook 
Stock 
Stock 
Stock 
Stoek 
Slock 
Stock 
Stoek 


Briatoland  Bzeler 

Caledonian 

Olaagoir  and  goath-Weatern , 

Great  Eastern  Ordinary  Btook    , 

Do..Ba«t  Anglian  Stook,  No.  8 

Qreat  Northern   

Do.,  A  Stock*    

Qreat  Southern  and  Western  of  Ireland 

Oreat  Weatern— Original 

I^anoaablre  and  Torkahire  

I>ondon,  Brighton,  and  South  Coast.. 

Loadon.Chatham.and  Dover 

London  and  North-Westem 

L'jndon  and  Sonth- Western    

lIanohester,8hellIeld,aad  Linoolu 

Metropolitan 

Midland  

Do.,  Birmingham  and  Derby   , 

North  BritUh   

North  London 

North  StaOordshire 

South  UeTOn 

South'ltaatern 

XairVale 


iOO 
100 
100 
100 
100 
100 
100 
100 
100 
100 
100 

100 

100 
100 
100 
100 
100 

too 
too 

100 
100 
180 
100 
100 


«I) 

92 
119 

1* 

188 
188 
100 

.?!* 

M 

184 
M 
88 

iH 

129a 
99 

80) 
118 

«4 

88 

84} 


*  A  receiTea  no  dirldend  antll  8  par  cent,  has  been  paid  to  B. 


MowET  Mabkbt  and  Citt  Intklliofscf. 

The  funds  are  less  firm  than  last  week.  The  home  railways 
'keep  im  their  high  prices  and  Oreat  Westema  have  established 
a  farther  advance.  The  high  price  of  these  investments  has 
had  the  effect  of  directing  investors  to  the  foreign  market,  and 
foreign  securities,  acoordingljr  are  very  firm,  and  in  many  cases 
ahow  an  advance. 

The  Whitby,  Bedcar  &  Middlesborough  Union  Railway  Com- 
pany invite  subscriptions^  respect  of  20,000  shares  of  £10 
each.  The  price  of  issue  is  to  be  £6  17b.  6d.  per  share,  or  £68 
ISs.  for  each  £100  capital  payable  by  instalments.  The  applica- 
tion list  for  shares  closes  to-day,  and  on  Monday  for  the  country. 


Thb  Nbw  M.P.  for  Durham.— Mr.  John  Lloyd  Wharton, 
harristsr-at-law,  of  the  Northern  Circuit — who  has' been  elected 
■to  represent  the  a.ty  of  Durham  in  Parliament,  in  succession 
to  the  late  Right  Hon.  J.  B.  Davison,  Q.C.,  Judge  Advocate- 
■General — is  the  only  son  of  the  late  John  Thomas  Wharton, 
Esq ,  of  Drybum,  near  Durham,  and  of  Aberford,  Yorkshire 
by  Mary,  second  daughter  of  the  Bev.  Henry  Jacob,  of  Balis- 
bniy.  He  was  bom  in  1837,  and  was  educated  at  Eton  and 
Trinity  College,  Cambridge,  He  was  called  to  the  bar  at  the 
Inner  Temple  in  1862,  and  is  a  member  of  the  Northern  Circuit, 
attendingalsotheDurham  and  Northumberland  Sessions.  At  the 
genaral  Section  in  December,  1868,  he  was  an  unsnccessful  can- 
didate for  the  representation  of  Durham.  Mr.  Wharton,  who 
now  enters  Pariiament  for  the  first  time,  is  a  magistrate  for  the 
country  of  Durham.  He  married,  in  1870,  Susan  Frances, 
eldest  daughter  of  the  Bev.  A.  Dunoombe  Shafto,  ractor  of 
Brancepeth,  near  Durham.  Mr,  YHiarton  has  been  returned  in 
the  Conservative  interest. 

FvBLic  Bills  in  Pabliambnt.— In  the  Session  of  1870, 126 
public  bills  received  the  Boyal  Assent,  and  became  law.  Ninety- 
six  were  Oovenunent  bills,  and  thirty  were  introduced  by  pri- 
vate members;  119  were  introduced  into  the  House  of  Com- 
mons, and  seven  into  the  House  of  Lords.  Seventy-four  bills 
introduced  into  the  Commons  were  not  passed  by  that  House, 
twenty  being  Qovemment  bills  and  fifty-four  other  bills. 
Twelve  bills  Drought  from  the  Lords  were  not  pasaed  by  the 
Commons,  three  being  Oovemment  bills— viz.,  the  Lord  Chan- 


cellor's Courts  of  Justice  and  Appeal  bills :  and  six  UHj  paaed 
by  the  Commons  were  not  passed  by  the  Lords,  three  leiiii 
Qovemment  bills,  but  the  aeoond  reading  of  two  of  than  ni 
not  moved.  One  Government  bill — the  Eoclesiaitical  Titl» 
Act  Bepeal — ^passed  both  Houses,  but  the  Lordi  diaduind 
their  oraer  for  considering  the  Commons'  amendments.  TV 
University  Teats  Bill  (a  (£>vemment  bill)  was  unoox  die  bill- 
passed  by  the  Commons  but  rqected  in  the  Lords.— Itaui. 

The  New  York  Dailp  Trameript  reports  a  reiaaikable  eaae  ii 
which  the  Supreme  Court  of  Pennsylvania  affirmsd  t  deoiioa  of 
an  inferior  Court,  ordering  the  striking  off  the  roll  of  ok 
Dickens,  an  attorney.  Di<^enahad  been  struck  off  the  nO  npa 
the  petition  of  members  of  the  bar  charging  him  "  «itii  nis- 
behavioor  in  his  oflce^  as  an  attorney,  upon  these  ipedloi&B, 
to  wit :  partie^fatfaig  in  the  exhibition  ol  '  Bnsadl  s  Fmenmi 
of  the  Bebellion,'aBd  making  pret«ided  gift*,  atthsckMeofeai 
exhibition,  of  vatuables,  as  an  inducement  to  draw  fill  hmes: 
.  .  .  and  soliciting  a  member  of  the  bar  to  make  aatkr 
member  dmnk,  for  Qm  purpose  of  obtaining  an  unfair  adrai:i^ 
in  the  postpoosment  of  a  cause  in  which  Dickens  wai  attonej. " 
Dickens'  conduct  in  the  panoramic  busineas  the  Court  hddtobe 
unprofessional  and  indefensible,  but,  as  an  act  done  on  t,  m(fe 
occasion  insufficient  groimd  for  expuhsicm.  The  last  chute  &r 
considered  proved,  and  affirmed  the  ordo'  for  expnUon  oatbii 
ground. 

Chief  Jtutiee  M'Kean,  of  the  Supreme  Court  of  Vtti,  ttu 
signalised  his  brief  fsnure  of  that  position  by  several  deciatBs  of 
an  important  and  somewhat  radical  character.  One  c»«e 
that  of  Sandberg,  a  Swede,  and  Horsley,  an  Englishmm,itc 
applied  to  be  naturalised.  When  asked  whether  or  not  tin 
beUeved  the  Act  of  Congress  prohibiting  polygamy  to  be  bindii; 
upon  them,  Sandberg  answered  that  he  r»afded  polyKam;  as  a 
accordance  with  the  laws  of  God,  and  if  the  laws  of  the  eoasj 
forbade  it  it  wss  his  duty  to  obey  the  laws  of  Ood  rather  than  tb* 
of  man.  Horsley  refused  to  answer,  saying  it  was  hia  ia-'m». 
and  not  the  Court's.  It  was  held  that  as  Smdberg  satisfied  tk 
Court  that  he  is  ntt,  and  Horsley  failed  to  satisfy  ttui  Cout  M 
he  it,  "a,  man  of  good  moral  charai^er,  attached  to  the  priiirifjn 
of  the  oonstltation  of  the  United  States,  and  well  disposdti& 
good  order  of  the  same,"  their  applications  for  nntiuvlizatia 
must  be  rqected. — Albany  Late  Journal. 

An  American  dentist  recently  sued  the  Liverpool,  N(*  1<A, 
and  Philadelphia  Steam-ship  Company,  at  Chinigo,C.S.,&r 
damages  in  respect  of  ii^'ories  sustained  by  tailing  down  anofa 
hatchway  while  on  a  return  voyage  froiu  Kurope.  Tba  JBT 
awarded  30,000  dollars. 

The  North  Carolina  Legislature  has  passed  a  bill  to  mW 
the  Act  making  arson  and  burglary  a4>ital  oSeooes.— i^ 
Zatc  Srporter. 


BIBTH8,  KA&iUAaBS,  AND  OSATB8. 

BIRTHS. 
Barhon— On  April  30,  at  27,  OuOford-Btreet,  Bnaeell-^iun. 

the  wife  of  E.  Jackson  Barron,  Esq.,  of  a  daughter. 
Pain — On  May  6,  at  Bournemouth,  Uie  wife  of  Tbomat  Fsic, 

of   No.  1,    Argyll-road,  Kensington,  and  of  LincobVim, 

barrister,  of  a  son. 
BoMER— On  May  9,  at  123^  Ladbroke-grove,  W.,  the  wife  "f 

Bobert  Romer,  Esq.,  of  Lincoln' s-inn,  of  a  son. 
Tahourdin — On  May  10,  at  Cambridge-park,  Twickenhu". 

the  wife  of  Harry  'Tahonrdin,  Esq.,  of  a  aon. 

MASRIAQES. 
Jones— HicKSON — On  May  9,  at  the  pariah  church,  Higbgiie, 
Daniel  Jones,  of  Lincoln' s-inn,  barrister-at-law,  to  Je>^ 
eldest  daughter  of  James  Hickson,  Esq.,  of  Hertford  Ui'i*, 
Highgate. 

DEATHS. 
Pain — On  May  2,  Henry  Foxton  Pain,   solicitor,  of  Tort- 
buildings,  fomierly  of  Snirey-sbeet,  Strand,  aged  U. 


LOHDOH  GAZETTES. 


Windiag-iQ  of  Joiat  Stock  0oiBpaai88. 
PaiDAT,  Msy  8,  I871. 
UaumTsn  in  CaairaniT. 
Zara  Baths  Company.— Vice  Chancellor  Bacon  haa  appointed  Tliar»l»'- 
June  1  at  12,  at  hia  obambsra,  to  aetUe  the  list  of  emtibetsnaiv 
members  of  the  aboTs  company,  and  all  peraons  claiming  lo  Im  «a«>! 
to  participate  In  the  ftinda  and  assets  of  the  company,  ai«  '<<F'* 
to  send  the  partieolara  of  their  claims  to  Ohas  Tatiershall,   8<«<a' 
at,  ICanoh,  on  or  before  Hay  88.  p 

Durham  County  Permanent  Beneflt  Baildinc  Sodety.— Vk»  0>"»;3 
Bacon  has,  by  an  order  dated  Feb  IT,  appoiateil  Ooo  WMOs, «.  w" 
Jewry,  to  be  officiil  liqaidator. 

LtKITXD  la  CaMOBBT. 

Berlin  Great  Market  and  Abattoln  Company  {Umited).-T»«  """"f 
the  Rolls  has,  by  an  order  dated  April  84,  ordarsd  Out  tto  aMW 
oompany  be  wound  up  by  this  court.    Elmands  ft  M v^**'  fo'''^- 
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litHRID  U  CHAKOUT. 

««r  Uiiwn  OoanMoy  of  Sonth  AusuBUa  (Umited).— Vln  C}>ui- 

iMor  Mslins  hi*  <Ucd  May  S9  at  lli  at  liU  ohambera,  (oi  Uw  ayintnt- 

nm  of  *a  official  Hqaidator. 

i!!^  ProTideot  AMonnee  Company  (Uml ted).— Vice   Chancellor 

nckna  bu,  bj  an  order  dated  Uareb  iS,  appelated  Fradk  Bertram 

mart,  »;,  Cheapeide,  to  be  official  liquidator. 

es  RiillinR  Ullla  Companr  (Umited).— Petition  (or  triodlng  np,  pre- 

tcted  Mav  i,  directed  to  be  heard  beliue  the  Master  of  the  BoUi,  on 

itr.rJev,  Miy  37.    Maade,  Gt  Wtaohestenl-bldg* ;  agent  (or  Broom- 

ead  &  Co.  Sbeffleld.  petitioners'  solicitor. 

a:i>r*iid  Salman  Flsbinir  Company  (Limited).— Petition  for  winding 

!>.  pioentcd  May  4,  directed  to  be  heard  before  Vice  Chancellor 

ajQS  on  May  26.    Blake,  LIncolnVinn.fields;  agent  for  Uosa  fc  Co, 

iDE-lon-npon-Hall,  solicitors  lor  the  petiUonera. 

imnre's  Art  Msnufactares  and  CODStruetiTelron  Company  (UmUed). 

The  .Master  of  the  Rolls  has,  by  an  order  dated  April  'i»,  ordered 

at  the  Toiiutary  winding  up  of  the  abore  company  be  conthiued. 

It  aabjeet  to  the  mperririoii  of  this  court.    Sykee,  St  Swithia's-lane ; 

nnt  fur  Sharmaa,  WeUingbofOOgh,  petitioners'  solicitor. 

STamaaus  or  CoufWiiLt. 
Faisai,  Hay6,  1871. 
r  '^rk  Mining  Company.— The  TIce  Warden  has,  by  an  order  dated 
>.r  I .  ordered  that  the  aiwre  company  be  wonnd  np.     Downing, 

;  .inlh. 

Cnditon  nndar  Estatn  in  Cliueary. 

Latt  Day  of  Prooj. 
FsnsT,  May  5,  1S7I. 

,  >  athanlel.  Ctaeltenhara,  Qloneester,  Lieat  Col.    Jane  I.    Carthew 

fCniasbt,  V.r.  Wickena 

lie,  Geo  Anson.  Ot  Yarmooth,  Norfolk.    Hay  17.    Blyth  v  Clarke, 

C'.  klalins.    Clarke,  Ot  Tarmonth 

n-j,   Cbandos  Fredk,  Uyiim,  Brecon,  Esq.    Hay  VI.    Dorant  » 

iriis.  .M.K.  Lsnsley  &  Gibbon,  <3t  Jamea-st,  Bedford-row 

.T.Orerille,  BriKhtoD, Snssw.    KiaUmark  v  Bowling,  V.C.  Wlckeos, 

r.i-w  &  Co,  £si*ex-9i,  Strand 

srnl,    llarophrey,  Lonston,  Stafford,  Dealer  in  China.    May  Si. 

-['  -efd  s  Loni^ratin,  M.li.    Yoniig,  Longton 

i-ciie,  I'raa  Th»<,  Graresend,  Kent.    June  14.    Woodford  e  South- 

■X.  \'.C.  Wickens,    Harris  ft  Morton,  Halstead 

ToESDAT,  May  9, 1871 . 
iTTil,  Jonalhan,  Lane  Bead,  Halifax,  York,  Yeoman.     Ma7  H. 
Mahotae  r  Ajrton,  V.C.  WIckens.    Bantow  b  Son,  HalUkx 
gmaixlvo  of  the  American  Baptist  Missionary  Union.    July  17, 
lima  r  Mathieson.  V.C.  Malins. 

^h  Saariiah.  Tandridge,  Sturey,  Widov.    Jane  17.    Newiagtoo  * 
Vm,r.C.  Wickens.    Brown.  Westerham 

,  Jtariaaiin,  Weatboame-ter,  if yde-pk.  Merchant.    Jnne  7.  Fompe  * 
«,V.C    Bacon.     Fry,  Mark-lane 

xell,   Jas,    HndderaAeld,    York,    Smallwsre   Dealer.      Jane    2. 
dUrr  Hellavreil,  V.C.  Bacon.    Learoyd,  Undderseeld 
Chss.Iieighani,  Norwich,  Fishmonger.    Jcme  6.    Grand  e  Free- 
G,  M  ft.    Winter  ft  Francis.  Norwich 

,.  Walter  Ray.  Cannon-st  West,  Tailor.    May  <i4.    Jones  e  Steel, 
'.  WielLem.     Lewis  k.  Watson,  Qraceohnrch-st 
r.  John,  eimfleld,  Bramley,  Leeds,  Esq.    May  31.    Batlers  Onbitt, 
X  Wickena.     Snowdoii,  L.eeds 

•uo.  JohnnLelcester,  Innkeeper.    Jnne  6,    Challis  e  Slawson,  V.C. 
Ins.    BerridRe  fc  Morris,  L«ioeetar 

'  Fradk,  Dudley,  Worcester,  Solicitor.    Jnne  I .    Jordan  «  Tandy, 
.  .Matins.    Neal  t,  PbUpot,  Ot  Knightrider.«t,  Doctor'a-commons 

Next  ui  Km. 
.  Thos.  Biek-hlll,  CotUge,  nr  Blaoknell,  Berks.    Joly  3L    T.C. 

tens 

Craditors  iud«r  82  ft  28  Vict  cap.  Ss. 
Latt  Day  of  daim. 
FniDAT,  May  6,  1871. 
ek.  Tboa,  Caoleston,  Deron,  Bear  Admiral.    Jane  l9.\Western  ft 
s,  Gt  James-st,  Bedford-row 

try,  Edmond,    Uncoln's-inn-fields,  Esq.    Jane  15.    Wordsworth 
4,  Thre«dneedit-»t 

a.  John,  Poole,  Dorset.  Gent.    June  10.    Blake,  Newport 
.John,  Bncskland,  Soathampion,  Gent.    June  24.    Moore  ft  Co, 
ahigtnn 

bell,  Edmund,  St  StephenVrd,  Waatboorae-pk,  Lieut  Col.  Jane  4. 
Bbs,  BacUersbuiy 

r,  Jaa,  Bristol,  Manck,  WarehouiemaD.    July  I.    Press  A  Insklp 
itol 

ler.  Catbertne  Rosa,  Qt  Rnssell->t,  Bloorasbnry,  Spinster.    June  9. 
briel,  UncolnVino-fieUs 

y,  Blehd.  Bath,  Usnt  Col.    Jnne  10.    Keys,  Lombard-it 
se,  John  Alfred,  Weitbonme-ter,  Hyde-pk,  Esq.  June  U.  Tamplin 
fkjier,  Fenehoroh  st 

tfacr.  John  Hy.  Alnwadlrary,  York,  Woollen  Cloth  Minnbetnrer. 
yl.    Heap  and  Co,  HaddenOaM 

T,  Isaac,  BelgrareHit,  Eoaton-rd,  Gent.    June  IC.    Hill  ft  Son, 
Bgmorton*st 

Mlb.  tnm,  '^althamstow,  Essex.  Spinstar.    June     I.    Houghton, 
B^anVpl 
icnz,  Ataiaail,  Oppar  Kenolngtmi-hme.    Jane  IS.    Sampaon  ft  Co, 


lie,  Elix,  Bishop  Auckland,  Durham,  Spinster.    July  1.    Proud, 
Aop  Aneklaod 

^•,  Robt,  Worcester,  Gent.    Jaly  5.    Baylis,  Worcester 
wood,  Jsaboa,  Jamea-st,  Bnfkingham-gate,  Gent.    July  1.    Bart 
Co.  Gray*a*iDn.cliambers 

«*y.  Mary.  JoUiaaa' Farm,  Isle  of  Wight,  Widow.    May  30.    Uaara 
FstdeO,  Brde 
«,  Xary,  BIandli»d.aq,  SpinMer.     July  9.     Hayes  [ft  Co,  Bnasell- 


Hulden,  Joseph  Doaglaa,  Brighten,  Snssex,  Esq.    Jnne  I.    Wood  ft  Co, 

Baymond-bldga,  liray's-inn 
Holland,  John,  Newport,  Salop,  Gent.    June    22.    Fisher  ft  Hodgea, 

Xowport 
Holmes,  Susanna,  Worthing.  Snasei,    Splnater.    Jnne  20.    Arnndel, 


Jackson,  Jas  de  Carle,  Soarborongh,  York,  Chemist.    Jnna  12.    Moody 

ft  Co,  Soartaorough 
Jamieson,  Eleanor.  Rothbury.  Northumberland,   Spinster.      May  19. 

Woodman,  Morpeth 
King,   Thos,   Great   Parndon,   Essex,    Farmer.     Jnne    10.     KUaby, 

Chenpside 
Losnnontb,  Jihn  Livinsstme,  aioucoster-gdns,    Paddington,   M.D. 

Jnne  30.    Whitakers  and  Woolbert,  Uneotai'a.iim-flelds 
Msckie,  Alex,  Dudley,  Worcjaler,  Warehouseman.      June  34.    Stokes, 

Dudley 
Michel,   Margarelta,  Whatoombe  House,  Dorset,  Widow.     June  24. 

Johns  ft  Traill,  Blandford  Fomm 
Monian,  Owen,  Cardigan,  Farmer.    June    10,    ETans.Oardima 
Newbold,  Thos,  Cliff.  Warwick,  Farmer.    June  24.    Powell,  Birm 
Nicholson,  John  Jun,  ShefBeld,  Merchant.     June  10.     Webeters  & 

ricard,  Sheffield 
Noel-Hill,  Hon    Harriet    Aon,    Montague-aq.     June    10,     Barker, 

Badibrd-TOW 
Pennell,  Geo,  Sonthport,  Gent.    July  19.    Foeter  ft  Boo,  Lpool 
Phillips,  Mary  Soj^la,  Bristol,  Widow.     Jnly  I.     Press  ft  InsUp, 

Bristol 
Pollard,  Wm,  Hertford,  Oent.    June  29.    Spenee  ft  Hawks,  Hertford; 
Randall,  Richd,  Great  Dunmow,  Essex,   Brewer.      June  24,     Wade  ft 

Knocker,  Great  Dunmow 
Richardson,  John  Passingham,  Colnbrook,  Buckingham,  Gent.    Ang.1,. 

Darrill  ft  Co,  Windsor 
Roae,  Aon,  Kettering,  Northampton,  Common  Brawar.    Jaly  I.    Oar* 

rard,  Kettering  _  _  ... 

Rose,  Wm  Jan.  Kettering,   Northampton,  Common  Brewer.    Jnne  U,. 

Oarnid,  Kettailng  _    ^ 

Bowse,  Nicholas,  Plymouth,  Deron,  Esq.    June  2S.    uard,  Deronport 
Saul,    Caroline.    Basholme,    Manch,    Spsnstcr.     Jnne  26.     Wood,. 

Mancu 
Sanl,  Chis  John,  Cartmel,  Lancashire,  Gent.    Jane  24.    Wood,  Hanch 
Simpson,    Cbaa.    Bowdon,    Chester,     Merohant.      June    30.      Wood,. 

Manch 
Solllti,  Scarborough,  York,  Widow.  Jane;  12,  Moody  ft  Co,  Scarborough 
Tkylor,  Alfred,  Smat,  Uriatol,  Linen  Draper.    July  1.     Press  ft  Insklp, 

UrUtot 
Walmsley,  Jannett,  Wldnes,  Lancaster,  Widow.    Jnne  8.    Dsries  ft 

Brook 

ToisDAT,  May  9, 1(71 
Alexander,  Jaa,  Bradford.  York,  MerchaaU    Jane  30.    CanlUb  ft  Laa^ 

Manch 
Baldwin,  Rlcbi^  Horsmonden,  The  Albany,  Piccadilly,  Lieut  Col.    Jiioe 

30.    Sweetlsnd,Llncoln't-inn-lleldB 
Baylis,  Wm,  Bomford,  Es^ex,  Printer.    Jane  h.    Laa,  Fomiral's-lno, 

Holborn  _  _  ,         ,. 

Beetlestone,  Wm  Moore,  Cheltenham,  Olouceeter,   Esq,     Jnne    10. 
I      Hughee,  Worcettar. 

Cayley,  Edwd,  Ostiofi;  Russia,  Esq.    Aug  12.    Fearless  ft  Sons,  East 
I      Grinstead 
Cbnbb,  Saml,  Banow-ln-fameas, Lancashire, Chemist.    Jnne  I.    Butler 

ft  Son,  Dalton-in  Fnmess 
Daniel,  Thos,  Blpon,  York,  Gent.   Jnna  17.    Heslq),  Bipon 
Direr,  Wm  Holmes,  Ot  Yarmouth,  Morfolk,  Gent.    Jnne  IS.    CbatBher- 

lin.Gt  Yarmoolb 
DowliuK,  Joseph,  Winchester,  Sootbampton,  Draper.    Jnne  10.    Bailey, 

Winchester 
Duncombe,   Martha,  Surbiton,  Surrey,  Widow,    Jnly   1.    Sladen  ft 

Mackenzie,  Parliaa>ent-s( 
Ellis,  Kichd,  Hamhead,  Devon,  Yeoman.    July  I .    Whidbome  ft  Tnar, 

Telgnmonth 
Ellis,  Welbore,  The  Albany,  Piccadilly,  Esq.     June   1.    Lee  ft  Co, 

Llnooln's4nn-fields 
Lachlan,  Robt,  Grosrenor-pl,  Brixton,  Gent.    Jaly  S4.    Blekards  ft 

Walker,  Uncolu'e-tno-flelds 
Leea,  Edwd,  Bonlay.  York.  Surgeon.    Jane  14.    Bat^e,  Hoddeisfleld 
LleweUla,  Kichd,  Holm  Wood,  Gloucester,  Esq.    June  24.     Wansey^ 

Brhtal 
Lockwood,  John  Wm,  Knowles,  FOcklington,    York,  Bactor.    Jona  6- 

Powell  ft  Whitehead,  Pookllngton 
Norton,  Wm,  VIcloria-rd,  Kentish-town,  Mer  oantile  Olerk.    Jona  lOw 

Milne,  ft  Co,  Harconrt-bldgs,  Temple 
Bstberam,  Edwd,  Qt  Malrem,  Worcester,  Gent     July  I.     Bartleat,. 

Bhrm 
Balharam,  Harriet  Fras,  Gt  Malrera,  Worcettar,.  Spinster.    Jnly  I. 

Bartleet,  Birm 
Rtddla,Hy,CUftoa,  Bri<tol,Oent.    Julys.    Brittan,  Bristol 
Sogers,  Edwd  Mtchadl,  Ixworth,  6u)K>lk,    Esq.    Jn^  I.    LaGriea,Bniy 

Salm  Edmonds 
Symonds,John  Addington,  Clifton,  Bristol.    Jona  30.    Ffy  ft  Otter, 

Bristol 

Dasds  Segiitared  under  the  Bankr  aptey  Act,  1861.. 
Tdissat,  May  S,  1(71. 
King,  Wm  Wilson,  Parcy-st,  Tottenbam-ct-road,   Beetor.     Fab  23- 
Comp.    Reg  Hay  A  ' 

BMtkrniti. 

FaiDAT,  May  3,  I3TI. 

Under  the  Bankrnptoy  itot,  1869. 

Creditors  mast  forward  their  proofs  of  debts  to  the  Regiatrar. 

To  Surrender  in  London. 

Obadwiek,  Fredk,  Selwood-ter,  Fulham-roaii^  Sarreyor.    Pet  Mareh  *; 

HazUlt.    May  24  at  12 

To  Surrender  In  the  Conntry. 
Bowler,  Jas,  Alton,  StalTocd,  Grocer.    Pet  May  S.    Kaary.  Stokenipon' 

Trent,  Ma^  18  at  U 
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Carter.  Tho*.  Laverack  Hall,  Torii,  Fwintr.     F«t  Kuj  3.     JeSenan. 

Nortballerton,  Mar  H  at  4 
Fonntain,  Ells,  Searborongh,  Tork,  Innkcepar.    Fat  May  a.    Woodall. 

Searboronffb,  Majr  24  at  S 
Hardy,  Sqnin,  Bradford,  Tork,  Wool  Cleanar.    Pel  May  I.    Bobtauon. 

Bradford,  Kay  19  at  9 
Harrey,  Wm,  Plymoutb,  Deron,  Bnilder.     Fet  Hay  8.     Fearca.     Kut 

StoseboiuK,  May  19  at  II 
Farfltt,  John,  LpooU  Matter  Mariner.     Pet  May  4.     Wataon.     Lpool, 

May  l«  at  2 
Stennliur,  Tbos,  Twineham,  Snsaex,  MUler.      Fet  May  2.     Ererahed. 

Brigtat0D,May23at  II 
Vye,  Albert,  Warebam,  Donet,  Grooer.    Fet  May  1.  DfafldsMii.  Foole, 

May  17  at  2 

ToaaDAT,  Hay  9, 1971. 

Under  the  Banbaptcj  Act,  1869. 

Craditora  mait  forward  tbeir  proob  of  debts  to  the  Registrar, 

To  Sarrender  in  Iiondon. 

Sbalders,  Walter,  Ooleman-at,  Tailor.    Pet  May  8.    Spring-Rloe.    Hay 

3Satl 
Trott,  Jobn,  Oibaon-aqnare,  lalington.  Contractor.  Pet  Hay  6.  Unrray. 
May  30  at  II 

To  Sanender  In  the  Ooantry. 
Allison,  Jai  Norrii,  Wellington,  Salop,  Hereer.      Pet  Hay  3.     Potts. 

Madeley,  June  3  ^t  2 
Cheetbam,  Saml  Hy,  Manch,  Printer.     Fet  May  4.    Kay.    Manch,  May 
.    2»  at  9.80 
Hopkins,  Louisa,  lelKblon  Bnuard,  Bedford,  ont  of  bnaineas.  Pet  Hay  6. 

Austin.    Lnton,  May  !6  at  1 1 
Leytbon,  Hopkin,  Tstrad  Rhondda  Valley,  Glamorgan,  Builder.      Pet 

Hay  6.    Spiokett.    Poolyprtdd,  May  21  at  2 
WilloaKhby,  Jat,  Guitoley,  Tork,  Cloth  Mannbetnrer.     Pet  Hay  4. 
MarshaU.    Laed^  May  U  at  11 

BANKRtrPTOIES  ANNULLED. 
FaiDaT,  Mays,  1S71. 
Savey,  Wm,  BoKCor,  Snssez,  Grooer.    April  27 
Jackson,  Wm  Tarlcton,  Unlon-st.  Sonthwark,  Druggiat.    Hay  1 
TIbbtts,  Jas,  Walsall,  Stalloid,  Saddlers'  Ironmonger.    April  29 

TnsDAT,  May  9,  1871. 
Heyeoek,  Edwin,  Pendleton,  Lancashire,  Managing    Watahonaeaian. 

May  3 
Blcbardson,  Lot, jan,  SbitUngton,  Beds,  Bailder.    April  14 

Uqnidatioii  bj  ImagMMBt. 

FIRST  MEETINGS  OF  CREDITORS. 

FaisiT,  May  3, 1871. 

Adama,  'Geo,  Colcbeater,  Easez,  Bnilder.     May  17  at  S,  meeting  of 

Joint  Crediwra  of  G.  Adama  and  Thoa  Boofb  Naylor,  his  deceased 

partner ;  at  3.  meeting  of  the  separate  oredltors  of  O.  Adanu,  at  t  he 

Fleeoe  inn,  Ooleberter.    Goody,  Colchester 
AUisoo,  Jas  Norrls,  Wellington,  Salop,  Meroer.    May  19  at  1 1,  ai  oSeea 

of  Taylor,  KIng-et,  Wellington 
Barker,  Joeeph,  Stafford,  Tailor.    Hay  18  at  11,  at  office  of  Bowen, 

Martin's  ot,  Stafford 
Beaver,  Thoi>,Jennyn  st,  St  James's,  Bookseller,    May  17  at  11,  at 

oflloesofEarle,  Bedford  roar 
Bell,  Tbos,  Mewcaatle-opon-Tynr,  Grocer.    May  17  at  2,  at  ofBces  of 

Sontfleld,  Harket  st,  Newcastle-npon-Tyne 
Benstead,  JObn,  Doddlnxton.  Kent,  Farrier.    May  23  at  I,  at  the  Ship 

Hotel  Farersbam.    Wild  A  Co,  Ironmonger  lane,  Cheapdde 
Bibby.  Tbos,  Wballey,  Lancashire,   Butcher.     May  16  at  U,  at  the 

County  Oonrt  borne,  Clitheroe.    Eostbam,  Clltheroe 
Brashier,  By  Jas,  Flazman  rd,  Cold-harbonr  lane,  OambenreO,  Bnilder. 

Hay  19  at  12,  at  offices  of  Wade,  Clifford's  inn.  Fleet  st 
Brennan,  Michael,  Bolton,  Lancashire,  Froririon  Dealer.    May  24  at  10 

at  offices  of  Ricbardson  A  Dowliog,  Wood  st,  Bolton 
Brown,  Jas,  Metropolitan  Meat  Market,  Meat  Salesman.     May  23  at  1 1 

at  tbe  Barley  How  TaTem,  Long  Une,  West  Smitbfleld.     Hnbbard, 

Walbrook 
Burt,  Wm  Chai,  Torquay,  Deron,  Auctioneer.    Hay  22  at  It,  at  the 

Gnildhall  Coffee  houir,  Gteabam  st.    Allen,  Bmnswick  aq 
Butler,  Wm,  WcatSeld,  Iile  of  Wight,  Bailder.     May  19  at  11,  at  the 

Crown  Hotel,  Ryde.    Hooper,  Newport 
Chalmers,  Eliia  Crichton,   Windsor  st,  Ealing.    May  17  at  2,  at  133 

Qresbam  honse.  Old  Broad  st.    Tatham,  Gt  Knightrider  st.  Doctor's 

commons 
Clayton,  Thos,  Halme,  Laneashira,  Uechanic.      May  26  at  3,  at  offieaa  of 

Atkinson  A  Co,  Norfolk  st,  Manoh 
Conltbard,  Jas,  Hanch,  Wbe<  Iwrlght.    May  16  at  8,  at  oflloes  of  Shlppey, 

Cooper«t,  Maneb 
Daries,  John  Hart,  Gisbum,  York,  Clerk  in  Holy  Orders.     Hay  17  at  3, 

at  oSees  of  Farrington,  Hosley  st,  Maneh  ' 

DaTics.  Noah,  Stockton.on-Tees,  Dnrham,  Ironworker.    Hay  20  at  U, 

at  offices  of  Hnnton  ft  Bolsorer,  FInkle  st,  Stockton 
Drake,  Richd  Lottaerington.  West  Hartlepool,  Dnrham,  Grocer.     Hay 

17  at  3.  at  offlceaof  Bell,  Cbnrch  st.  West  UarUepool 
Draper,  Jesse,  Newbnry,  Berks,  Hameaa  Maker.     Hay  16  at  11,  at  tbe 

White  Hart,  Newbury.    Lncaa,  Newbniy 
Ensor,  Francis,  West  Bromwieh,  StalRnd,  Engineer.    Hay  17  at  11,  at 

the  Dertmouth,  Hotel,  Weet  Bromwieh.    Jackson 
Falsfaaw,  Wm,  Searboroogh,  Tork,  Lodging  Hooaa-keeper.     Hay  16  at 

2,  a(  offices  of  Williamson,  Newborongh  st,  Soarborongh 
Flncher,  Joseph  Gnillemard,  Sea  View,  Isle  of  Wight,  Clerk  In  Holy 

Orders.    May  20  at  3,  at  office  of  Hooper.  Newport 
Fowler,  Chas,  Uzbridge,  Hiddz,  Oncer.    Hay  17  at  3,  at  office  Of  Iiard 

ft  Betts,  Eastebeap.    Carter  ft  Bell,  Leadenhall  st 
Geake,  Wm  Venning  Sandercock,  West  Plymonth,  Oroeer.     May  IB  at 

I ,  at  offie  es  of  Square,  Geoige^t,  Plymonth 
Gladwin,  Benj,  Sheffield,  Paper  Uerchant.    May  17  at  12,  at  the  Cntler'a 

ball.  Church  st,  Sheffield.    Hellor,  Sheffield 
Gray,  Fredk  Jobn,  Rniely,  Stafford,  Apothecary,    May  20  at  II,  at  the 

Sbrewsbuiy  Arms,  Bugeley.    Flint,  tTttoxetsr 


Gray,  Thos  Wood,  Margaret  st,  Limeboose,  Eggumr.  Ilirilitl2,s 

the  Guildhall  Colhe  honse,  Gnildhall  yd.    FamflaM 
Halley,  Fredk,  Lady  Somaraet  rd,  Kentish  tows,  BgiUK.  KqStL 

at  38  Chancery  lane,    TiUey,  Flnabory  pi.  Sooth 
Handcock,  Jane  Elix,  Princea  sq,  Bayiwater.   May  I*  it  t,  it  lUi 

rooms,  Klng-et,  St  James's.    Lewis  ft  Lewii,  Ely  jil,  Bobn 
Banning,  Jaa  ft  Wm  Worth  Rowe,  Manch,  Tiiloit.    HsyKitll.s 

offices  of  Wntts,  Cooper-st,  Manch 
Hanson,  Rtobd,  Famworth,  Lancashire,  Oaider.    lU;llttS,ute 

Barnwell  ft  Psnningtan,  Mawdsley  at,  Boltn 
HargreaTOS,  John  ft  Joseph  Hargreares,  Lpool,  Jawelkn.  Xar  H  c  1. 

at  office  Qulnn,  Lord  it,  Lpool 
Hartley,  Walter,  Hainhill,  Lancashir^  Grocer. Hsy  IT ttt,a(Ax  d 

Harris,  Union  et,  Oastle  st,  Lpool 
Hewlett,  Jas,  Northampton,  Shoe  MannCsctonr.   lUjS3Ull,Bfe 

of  White,  Demgate,  Northampton 
Hioks,  Philemon,  Oiltbrook,  Notta,  Ooahnaiter.  Uty  li  it  il,it 

tbe  George  Hotel,  Notta 
Hillstead,  Wm  Jobn,  DeTonahirg-rd,  Foraat-bill,  AaoUiMB^  OeL 

Hay  10  at  4,  at  offlcea  of  Chidley,  Vietaria.chambeii,()giaiTia9a< 
Humphreys,  Wm,  Uaaftlrfcchan,  Camarron,  Joiner.  Mirllslta 

offlcea  of  Lnpton,  Harrington  it,  Lpool 
Jenkins,  Jas,  East  Greenwich,  Kent,  Dairyman.    May  17  il  S,  t*a 

of  Bristow,  London  st,  Greenwich 
Jenkins,  Tbos,  LIsnedy,  Carmarthen,  Grocer.   May  ITatl.ciH 

Onildhsll,  Carmarthen.    Snead 
Johnson,  Jai,  Fletton,  Bnntingdon,  Mattress  Haker.   Hi;  i:  lU,4 

the  Wentwnrth  Hotel,  Peterborough.    Deacon,  FetettaaaS 
Jones,  DanI,  Cwmbacta,  Glamorgan.  Butcher.    Ma?  17  r.  i:,  :  1 

County  Court  offices,  Aberdare.    Iteddoe,  AbenUre 
Jones,  Thos  Closs,  Llangollen,  Denbinth,  Stationer.    Mij-.lcil 

office  of  Sherratt,  Brynyifynnon  lodfi^e,  Hope  st,  Wrexham 
Judge,  Thos  Oolllss  ft  DanI  Benj  GalJafent.  Caiiterburr,  «::» 

Hay  17 at  2,  at  office  of  Flummar  <c  FUlding,  Burets  it 
Keeble.  Jas,  East  Barling,  Norfolk,  Carrier.     Marl7i:!.ci 

Orerbury,  Upper  Klng-et,  Norwich 
Sng,  Thos,  New  Hampton,  Hiddi,  Bailder.    MayI2  tt2,i:4B' 

Kimber,  Ot  Winchester  st  bidgs 
Kirkhlde,  Tbos,  Leeds,  Warehooseman.    May  18  at  12.  i:  ^ 

Atkinson,  Bond  st,  Leeds 
Lacy,  Lawrence,  LpooL  Baker.    Uay  16  at  3,  at  the  Lst  ia  - 

rooms.  Cook  at,  Lpool.    Teebay  &  Lynch,  Lpool 
Lang.Joha,  ClCTCdon,  Somenet,  Grocer.      Mty  17  at  II,  ttofc^i 

Plnmmer,  Briatol  chambers,  Nicholaa  at,  Briatol 
Lawaon,  Matthew,  Leeds,  Tailor.    Hay   17  at  3,  at  offin     '-^ 

Kaat  parade,  Leeds 
Lenbam,  Chaa,  Bath,  Oroeer.    May   16  at  10,  at  oJSceafim 

Northumberland  bldgs,  Bath 
Lnckin,  Edwd.  Lnrgaahall,  Sussex,  no  business.    Ma;  19 1:  1, 

Swan  inn,  Petworth.    Mant,  Stcmngton 
Maekay,  Thos  Hillcr,  Jaa  Bainea  ft  John  Taylor.  Lea<l«e!a[ !'  ^ 

ownera.     May  18  at    It,  at  the  London  Tavern,  BoiiiiE-' 

Wealall,  Leadenhall  at 
Manners,  Robt  Dyet,  Manoh,  Oil  Merchant.     May  IS  at  1,1:  CJt 

Cobbett  ft  Co,  Brown  st,  Manch 
Meaohen,  Geo,  Nmrlch,  Bnilder.     May  19  at  II,  at  offlc:'^:-** 

ft  Co,  Bank  ehamben,  Norwich  < 

HMgley,  John,  Kelgbley,  York,  Blacksmith.    May  17  at  i,(M| 

RoUnson  ft  RoUnsoo,  North,  st,  Keighley 
Miles,  Thos.  Chsgford,  Deron,  Grocer.    May  SO  at  11,  at  dEte^O 

pion,  Bedford  cirras,  Exeter 
Miles,  Wm,  Bridgnorth,  Salop,  Shoemaker.      May  17  u  1^  a 

Crown  Hotel,  Bridgnorth.    Backhouse 
Mould,  John,  Birm.     Hay  S3  at  3,  at  offices  of  ruber,  Bosks 

Blrm 
NIeld.  Jas,  Bolton,  Lancashire,  Grocer.      May  19  at  3.  at  oOa 

ft  Bntter,  Aereafleld,  BOIton 
Parkhurat,  Joeeph,  Sonthport,  Lancashire,  Grocer.     3li.r  U 

offices  of  Fonhaw  ft  HawUns.  Sweeting  at.  Lpool 
PhiUins,  Geo,  Btav,  PloTislea  Dealer,      ilny  I T  at  3,  at  (dca  ^ 

laoda,  Ann  at.  Birm 
FhllUps,  Mary.  Stratford  pi,  Osmden  rd.  Music  Printer.    .Vi' ' 

at  offlfDO  of  Lewis,  FnmlTal's  inn 
PllUngton,  Esekiel  ft  Oswald  M'Cardell,  Manch.  Prictcfs.    Hf 

4,  at  officea  of  Addleshaw,  King  it,  Manch  , 

Plant,  Hy,  Derby,  Hotel  Keeper.     May  17  at   I,  at  the  Der«»;l 

London  at,  Derby.    Oorliet  . 

Powell,  Hy,  Sheffield,  Cutlery  Manufaoturer.     May  16  at «,  aid 

Clegx,  Bank  st,  Sheffield  ^ 

Roby,  John  Boyles,  Lefcrre  rd.  Old  Ford,  SUy  Hanuiactiir?r    I 

at  2,  at  offices  of  Arnold  ft  Co,  Aostinfriars.     Htm.  S;^-'*' 

Chancery  lane 
Roea,  Wm,  Aberdare,  Glamorgan,  Draper.    May  19at  11, 1:  ;3g 

Resser  ft  PbilUps,  Cannon  st,  Aberdare.     Phmipi.  AWnbr 
Roes,  Joeeph  Robt,  Throgmorton  st,  Wine  Merchant,     llar''^ 

the  Gnildhall  Coflte  house,  Qre^am  st.     Gregaon,  Aacel  et  I 

m.Ttaa  st  , 

flannden,  Fredk,  Gloaceeter  rd,  Soath  Kensinitton,  Bailder.  *H 

3,  at  offloes  of  Lanrance  ft  Co,  Old  Jewry  chambers 
Scctaon,  Geo,  Leeds,  Pawnbroker.    May  18  at  11,  at  cffir^  «  ■ 

Berwick,  Albion  pi,  Leeda  ; 

Seowby,  Rlohd,  Wakefield.  Tork,  Wine  Merchant.     MiyM*" 

offices  Brown  ft  Co,  Wood  st,  Wakefield  ^ 

Slate,  Tbos  Edwd,  Oxfbrd  st,  Tottenham  Court  rd,  UxkhMtr.  M 

at  3,  at  office  of  Ricketts,  Frederick  at.  tiray's  inn  id  . 

Smith,  Chas,  Here,  Snaaez,  HaJor-GeneraL     Ma;  7$  it  i.  >>  ' 

Stuckey,  Old  Staine,  Brighton  ^ 

Smith,  Edwd  Tyrrell,  Highbury  Bam.  Itlington,  Tbeatriril  >• 

May  18  at  11,  at  the  Gnildhall  Coffee  house,  Graahant.  <^ 

Old  Jewry  ,.    ., 

Smith,  Matthew,  Hagley,  Wonesttr,  Saddler.    May  17  st  11  << 

of  Homflray  ft  Holberton,  Upper  High  n,  3taarhri<l«e  ^ 

Speight.  Oarid,  Adel-cnm-Eocnp,  Tork.  Lin-ju  Tani  BIei^'^'    ■ 

at3,at  offices  of  Feme,  Bank  st,  Leeds  .. 

Steveos,  SsmI,  Bicester,  Ozftird,  Grocer.    May  17  at  J,  «:  :=*  '" 

Tavern,  London.     Ingle  ft  Co.  ThrEadnci-dlc  .«t  , 

Stock,  Lttke,  Shepton  Mallet,  Sorairwt.  Otbioel  Maker.   Hsy  >■ 

at  offlcea  of  Nalder,  High  at,  Sheptoa  Mallet 
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niu,  Geo  Wm,  Wwt  Cowei,  Ills  of  Wight,  BoOder.     Ma;  18  tt  S, 

loam  of  Uoo|»r,  High  Bt,  Newport 

lo,Mo  Ftrqulur,  NotU,  Dta|ier.     Usy  19  at  U,  *t  10  Dewhbst'l 

MiLBniUord.   ETcnU,  MottiiiRtuun 

Hen,  FbUlp,  BInn.  Commaiclal  Clok.    Hay  U  >t  IS,  at  oflloea  of 

MiHQ  k  Son,  Watorloo  at,  BIrm 

nlen,  Joba,  Lpool,  Watabmakar.     Kay  10  at  S,  at  offlea  of  SUmmin, 

adii,Lpo<il.    BMmo,  Lpool 

lie,  fleo,  Jah  fion,  Man  at,  Haeknejr,  Fiaaotbrta  Uannfwstnnr. 

^I9>t3,>t  tbeAnctioa  Mart,  TokcmbooM  yd.     Boaooe  at  Co, 

lag  n,  nnsbary  Ki 

nuM,  Jobo,  I^MOl,  Bootmakar.     Hay  19  at  S,  at  otBea  ot  Hlndle, 

eUii.bid(i,  Hwrington  at,  Lnxd 

no,  Jnbo,  Btfnaley,  Tork,  Coach  Builder.     Hay  18  at  3,  at  offlcea 

I  Xewman  ft  Sona,  duueh  at,  Barnaloy 

m.  Gao  Fitdk,  Hnddaraflald,  Tork.  FUh  Daalar.     Kay  17  at  1 1,  at 

lee  of  Bottomlay,  New  at,  Hoddenflald 

Dd,  Jtoe  ft  Geo  Wm  Doer,  Attriocham,  Chaster,  Iranftosden.    May 

)tiS,atoffleaaor  Sudloirk  Co,HoDiit  at,  Manoh 

iilBu,Wm,  Spanoarat,  Clerkaowell,  Uoenaed  VIetaaUar.     May 

I  it  ti,  at  oOcea  of  LoTerlof  ft  lOntoa,  Oreaham  at,    Vandarpamp, 

nf9  fam 

er,  Jowph,  Bri«hlan.  Soaaas,  Dairymao.    May  S*  at  >,  at  oOees  of 

nndntii,  Ukldla  st,  Brighton 

TnaoAi,  May  a,  1871. 
cDston,  Joaapb  Tboa,;stein  honaa,  ISaren  Slater^  rd,  Uiiper  Hollo- 
itr.  Boflder.  Hay  17  at  1.  at  ofl)ce  of  DoUa,  Baalngball  at 
ktraof,  Beo],  Jon,  Sheffield,  Farmer.     May  19  at  4,  at  offloaa  Sogg, 
tg  Tree  cbambara,  Shefflald 

Htroiii!,  Jobn,  Sbeffleld,  Farmer.    May  l9at4.S0,  at  offleea  of  Sogg, 
It  Tfte  ehambets,  Sheffield 

k;,  Jobs,  Sbeffleld,  Haaler.    Hay  U  at  4,  at  oOoea  of  Sugg,  Fig  Tree 
btatan,  Stiedlald 

LJobnOopeftWrnBaath,  Leek,  Stafford.  Silk  Masufaetntera.    Hay 
t  It  i,  at  offlcea  of  Backer  ft  Allen,  St  Edward  at,  Leek 
non,  G«o,  Beabam  Harbour,  Darham,  Printer.     Hay  91  at  U,°at 
&aef  Wriabt,  John  at,  Soadertand 

tarn,  John,  Walton,  Derby, Labourer.    May  2t  at  3,  at  offlMaofOee, 
licbi>,Cbeaterll«!d 

OEoley,  Geo,  Hnddenfleld,  Tork,  Cabinet  Maker.    May  U  at  11,  at 
lie  C<im,tf  Court,  UodderafleM.   Jonea,Jan,  Bexiatrar 
«.  Joaepb,  Hadley,  Middx.  BniUer.     May  18  at  8,  at  offleea  of 
litiie,  Benogh  High  at,  Sonthwark 

brier,  By,  Freaton,  Lanoaahlte,  Inakaaper.    Hay  nat  ll.atofBcaa 
Bel  a  Abbott,  Cannon  at,  Piaeton 

Uer,  Blehd  ft  Biehd  Batcher,  Jnn,  Bmy  8t  Bdmnnd^  Snfldk, 
Beixn.   MaySSat  II,  atlticnieatpelda.    Woolf,Kingat,OheapakU 
m,  Cbaa,  ShdBeM,  Grucer.    May  94  at  8,  at  the  Oatlars'  hall, 
«Bkil,ShelDeld,    Mellor,  Sbeffleld 
>l>,1«n,  BenJ  Carter  k  John  '.Uala,  Bnldartfald.  Tork,  Maehine 

!■■■.    Hay  mat  II, at  ofBceaof  Hasp  &  Oo,  Loakwood'a  yd, 

kMnteld 

^  B;,  Honndaditcb,  Fancy  Warehoaaamao.     Mar  91  at  1,  at 

te  of  Hurray,  Qt  St  Helena 

•it!,  Ibcbd.  Wetberby,  Tork,  Grooer.     May  94  at  1.30,  at  tha  Three 

((liao,  Wetherby.    Coatea,  Watherhy 

ilK,  DtTld.  Swanaaa,  Wearer.    Hay  99  at  9,  at  office  of  Horrts, 

Sleiid  It,  Swanaea 

"ei,  Joaaph  Vincent,  Chriatehareh,  Haota,   BnUdar.    May  35  at  3, 

I  tlicDake  of  Wellington  Inn,  Chriatoboich.     Sharp,  Cbriatohorch 

i^Jti,  Maneb, Pawnbroker.     Hay  34  atS,  at  cffioea  of  Atkinaoo 

Co,  Korfblk  at,  Manoh 

■.Ttot,  HtTcaatle-npon-Tyna,  Aaotloneer.    Hay  IB  at  I8,at  ofBcaa 

lleeilnide  ft  roater,  St  Johifa  ehambera,  Oralnger  at,  Weat,  New- 

>«l«-Bpoo-TyDe 

m,  Edwin  Moray,  Bath,  Somaraet,  Boot  Haonbetuer.     Hay  33 

tuoOtoeaorBeckingham,  Albion  ehambera,  Briatol 

T,  ioaaph,  Edwd,  Clarence  rd,  HoUoway,  Chancery  Clerk.    Hay  94 

aitoOoeofDoble,  Baalngball  at 

Mjr,  Naamen,  Shanklin,  lale  of  Wight,  Ironmonger,    May  30  at  13, 

i  wubartaa'a  Hotel,  Newport.     tJrry,  Ventnor 

a^  Pamaaanmawr,  Camarron,  Qnartyman.    Hay  99  at  II,  at  tha 

ntiaa  Anna  Hotel,  Conway.    Jonea,  Conway 

:<r,Ju,Uiddlesborongb,  Tork,  JeweUer.     Hay  Uat  13,  atolBcaa 
udy  ft  BellrUger,  High  at,  Stockton-on-Feai.    Fawcatt  ft  Co, 

aettoo-oa-Teea 

teee,  Wm,  Benenden,  Kent,  Farmer.     May  98  at  3,  at  the  White 

u  Ino,  Tendarden.    Laagham 

Ml,  :Br,  HtaKklcy,  Leiceater,  out  of  biuiaeaa.     May  .99  at  13,  at 

n>  orfreatoo,Cbnrcta  at,  Hinckley 

■aMobn  Wm,  Walter  Danl  Freeman  ft  Hy  Chaa  Freeman,  Broad- 

t7,  Depifon),  Srapera.    May  1 9  at  1 1 ,  at  ofBce  of  Oolman,  Moorgate 

-  Oodd,  New  Broad  at       "^  • 

Mi>t,  Uy  Wm,  Lpool,  Charcoal  Dealer.    Stay  3«  at  3,  at  ofBcea  of 

nxMi  ft  Browne,  Hanover  at,  Lpool 

£,  Wn,  Handaworth  Woodhooae,  nr  Sheffield,  Beerhonae  Keeper. 

■ay  St  at  4,  at  oOees  of  Blnney  ft  Son,  North  Church  at,  Sheffield 

*Mea),  Woolwlcb  oommoD,  Kent,  Clerk.     May  34  at  4,  at  Lord 

■Bwt  Tarera,  Herbert  rd,  Flomaiead.     Bochanan,  Baainghall  at 

m^n  John,  Neweaatla-opoD-'I^yne,  Snrreyor.     May  IS  at  13,  at 

■»  of  Falconar,  Oayloo  at,  Mewoaatle-npon-Tyne 

■u^  TkaeDaal  Bdwd,  Upvar  at,  lallngtoo,  Olieeaamonoar.    Hay 

««ll,atolBcaeofPrioa,SaiJeanuMniirFleitat 

•no.  Pater  Angnatoa,  Moont  at,  Oroaranar  aq,  EaUte  Agent.    May 

J"  10,  at  offloee  of  Hope.  Ely  pi,  Bolhom 

IV,Siliitra,Bo«Ung,nr Bradford, Tork, out  of bnahieaa.    UaylSat 

IB  Ike  Tieunte  Uoiel.  Bradfoed 

Vwna,  Artbnr,  tawten.  Cheater,  Innkaeper.     Hay  33,  at  3.80,  at 

■A«*nian,Lawtoii«,Coogleton.    Sbecratt,  TaUc-on-the-HiU 

"»«U,  By,  Uichmond,  Tork,  Cattle  Dealer.    Hay  3S  at  13,  at  ofBoea 

t^xA,  Market  pL  Riohmond 

■■'  Geo,  Blim,  Coal  Dealer,    Hay  34  at  II,  at  offlea  of  Beaton, 

■w™  bUga,  Temple  row,  BIrm 

Si^?*^  Oerdur  Glamorgan,  Haberdaaher.    Hay  30  at  3,  at 

■C.r4i«Aiaa  Hotel,Cardlff 

PU.  Ga^  Utda,  Greengrooer.     May  2S  at  10  at  offloaa  of  Bhodaa, 

■■**  at,  Bradford 


Jonea,  John,  Trawatyndd,  Herfamath ,  Draper.    Hay  34  at  3,  atthe  Home 

Trade  Aaaodatiim  rooma,  Tork  at,  Manch.    Sale  ft  Co,  Haach 
Jones,  Margaret,  Llandadno,  Garnar  von.  Lodging  booae Keeper.    Hay 

30  at  11,  at  Erakine  Anna,  Oonwa  y.    Jonea,  Cooway 
Ijeighton,  John  Hy,  Haekford  rd;  0  lapham  rd.  Cab  Froprlctor.     Hay 

38  at  11,  at  offlcea  ofPittmaa.  Sta  mford  at,  BlaokfHara  id 
Unaley,  Geo  Atka,  Leeda,  Paw  nbrok  er.     Hay  IT  at  13,  at  offlcea  of  Booth 

ft  Co,  Baat-parada,  Leeds 
Litchfield,  Jae,  Bedford,  Carpenter.      Hay  23  at  13,  at  ofBca  of  Conqoeat, 

Duke  at,  Bedford 
Little,  Herbert  Weal,  Bradford,  Tork,   Traaelllng  Draper.    Hay  34  at  4, 

atolBcesof  Brownlnir,  Qneenagate,  Bradford 
IJttlewood,  Wm,  Sbeffleld,  Wholeaale  Drnggiat.  Hay  30  at  13,  at  offloaa 

of  TatterabaU,  t)neen  at,  Sheffield 
Uoyd.  Edwd  Wm,  Tipton,  Staffer  d,  FVying-nm  Uasnitetnrer.    May 

33  at  13,  at  the  Star  Hotel,   Boraley-heatb,  Tipton.     TraTia,  Weat 

Bromwieta 
Lore,  Thoa,  Trowbridge,  Wilts,  B  oot  Hanutacturer.     May  33  at  13,  at 

offlcea  of  Abbot  ft  Leonard,  Albi  on  ehambera,  Briatol 
Lyona,BeiO  Barnard,  Hatton  gar  den.  Dealer  in  Jewellery.     Hay  26  at 

8,  at  the  Qnlldhall  TaTan,  Ores  bam  at.    SokmH»,  Fhuhnry  pi 
Hay,  Hy  Benl.  Edmonton.  HMdz,  Mtiraerymaa.     May  19  at  13,  at  office 

of  Angell,  King  at,  anildhall  yd 
HcHillan,  Robt,  Newport,  Honmonth,  Draper.    Mey  19  at  1,  atthe 

White  Lion  Bolal,  Brtatol.    Oatheart,  Newport 
Uedland,  John,  Weatwood,  Wtlta,  Flo  ck  Hannfaetniar.    Hay  23at  3,  at 

offloaa  of  Shi«pnal],  Tow  nball,  B  radford 
Milla,  John,  Bath,  Harkat,  Gardener.    Hay  30  at  3,  at  ofBcaof Shiapnall, 

Northgate  at,  Bath 
Neaat,  Bobt,  Bllaton,  Stafford,  Co  m  Dealer.    Hay  19  at  3,  at  offlcea  of 

Bowen,  Mount  Pleaaaat,  Bllatoa 
NIeholaon,  Wm  By,  Mancb,  Portmantaan  Maker.    May  36  at  3,at 

offlcea  of  Marriott  ft  Woodhall,  Norfolk  at.  Manch 
(yLeary,  John,  Lpool,  Grocer.       Hay  33  at  3 ,  at  olBcea  of  Sheen  ft  Mar- 
tin, South  John  at,  Lpool.    Cropper ,  Lpool 
Paine,  Edwd,  Petersham,  Surrey,  Batcher.     Hay  34  at  3,  at  offlcea  of 

Sherrard,  Cllfford'ainn,  Fleet  at 
Parry,  Thoa  Roberta,  Oefh  Mawr,    Bnabon,  Denbigh,  Grocer.    May  94  at 

l9,attheWynnaUy  Arms  Hotel,  Wrexham.    Adama, BatUn 
Pike,  Wm  Thoe,  Brighton, Mewapapar  PabUshar.     Hay  31  at  3,  atolBca 

of  Brandretta,  Middle  at,  Brighton 
Pllklngton,  EsekielftOawald  U-Cardell.Hanch,  Priatera.     Hay  33  at 

4.30,  at  offlcea  of  Addleabaw,  K  in  g  at,  Uaoch 
Rellly,  Edmd  Wm,  Weatbary,  Wllta,  Licensed  Vktoaller.    Hay  93  at  3, 

at  offlcea  of  Shrapnell.  Northgate  at,  Bath 
Bing,  Jas  Chas,  Brooklyn  Tlllas,  Kl  n  g  's  rd,  Fackham,  Builder.     Hay  33 

at  8,  at  office  of  Lindas,  Cbeapaide 
Boberts,  Catherine,  Penmaanmawr,   CatnarTon.    Hay  33  at  II,  at  tha 

Erakine  Anna  Bolal,  Conway.    Jonee,  Conway 
RoberU,  Hy,  Bewdley,  Worcester,  Draper.      Hay  19  at  2,  at  the  Qiaat 

Weatem  Hotel,  Snow  hill,  Birm.    Corbet 
Shorthonae,  HarU,  Weat  Bromwiob.  oat  of  bnaineae.    Hay  30  at  3,  at 

offlcea  of  Dariee,  Horseley  heath,  TIpto  n.      Sinbha  ft  Fowke,  blim 
Sinayberger,  Adolph,  Lpool.     Hay  19  at  13,  at  ofBcea  of  <)nhm.  Lord  at 

Lpool 
Smart,  Alf,  Fenohnrch  at,  Tobacconlat.      Hay  18  at  3,  at  offlcasiof  Stib- 

bard  ft  Beck,  East  India  sTenoe,  Tieadenball  at 
Smith,  Wm  ftJoa  BUnd,  Lpool,  Proriakm  Dealers.    May  33  st3,  at 

offloe  oTBeUringer,  North  John  at,  Lpool 
Sqnibb,  Jamee,  Bontbamptoo,  Grocer.     Hay  IS  at  3,  at  offlce  of  Eillby, 

Portland  st,  Southampton 
Thoopaon,  Thoa,  Dolgelley,  Merioneth,  Hotel  keeper.    Hay  IT  at  11,  at 

the  Court  honse,  Aberyatwith 
Thompeon,  Wm  Uy,  Brighton,  Gent.  Hay  36  at  3,  atoffloa  of  Brandreth, 

Middle  at,  Brighton 
Thornton,  Joaeph  ft  Thoe  Tbomton,  Golear,  York,  Jobiera.  May  17  at  II 

at  offioea  of  Sykea,  Market  walk,  HnddeieSeld 
Thorpe,  Geo,  Manch,  Cloth  Agent.      May  39  at  3,  at  offlce  of  Lel^, 

Brown  at,  Manoh 
TUley,  Geo,  Amberler  wbar^  Paddlngten.     Hey  35  at  13,  at  office  of 

Roche  ft  Gorer,  Old  Jewry 
Trehame,  Blehd  ft  Wm  Irehame,  Pentra  ,  Glamorgan,  Hanlian.    Hay 

30  at  11,  at  otBee  of  SInona  ft  Plows,  C  bnrcb  st,  Methyr  TydlU 
Tainea,  John,  Shaephrldge,  Derby,  Bear  bonae  Keeper.    Hay  S3  at  4,  at 

office  of  Gee,  High  at,  Cheaterfield 
Ward,  Joaeph  ft  John  Appleyard  Ward,  ProTision  Dealera.    Hay 33  at 

13,  at  offlcee  of  Hoolea  ft  TatterabaU ,   Heating  Hooae  lane,  ShdBeld 
Walta,Bkd,8tonahonae,DeToa,  Bears eUer.    May34atl,  atofficea  of 

Boyas  ft  Co,  Frankfort  st,  Flymont  h 
Webb.  Blehd,  Birm,  TaUor.     Hay  35  a  1 3,  at  offlcea  of  Haber,  Cppar 


May  93  at  13,  at  offlce  of  WaU 
May  35  at  11,  at  offloaa  of 


Temple  at,  tUrm 
White,Thoa  Isaao,  Kingsbury,  MIddz. 

Bter,  BasinghaW  at 
Whiteley.  John  Sorman,  Leeda,  Cooper. 

Pallan.  Bank  ehambera.  Park  row,  Iioeda 
Williams,  Jane,  LUndndno,  CamarT  on.  Lodging  hooae  Kaapar.    May 

30  at  3,  at  the  Brakbie  Arms  Hotel,  Conway 
Wright,  iTrancIa,  CUy  Croaa,  Derby,  Grocer.    May  13  at  3,  at  offlea  of 

Gee.  High  at,  Cheaterfield 
Wright,  Jaa,  Jan,  New  paaaage,  Olonoa  ater,  ont  of  bnaloeaa.     Hay  £0  at 

13,  at  offlcea  of  Barnard  ft  Co,  AlUon  ehambera,  Briatol 
Wyer,  Joaeph,  Brighton,  Dair  yman.  May  33  at  8,  at  office  of  Brandreth, 

Mhldle-at,  Brighton 
Wynne,  Ebeneser,  Llandudno,  Oaraarron,  Bailway  Porter.     Hay3t-at 

1 1,  at  the  Erakine  Arma  Hotel,  Conway.   Jones,  Conway 


IpiNE  FLAVOURED  STRONG  BEEF  TEA  at 
'  about  3id.  a  pint.  ASK  FOR  UBBIG  COMPANY'S  EXTBACF 
of  Heat,  requiring  Baron  Uebig  the  Inventor's  Signature  on  OTery 
ar,  being  the  only  goarantee  of  genataMneea. 


WRITING  WANTED,  by  a  neat  Copyist. 
Work  tamed  out  promptly.  Twelre  montba  ezperieneeina 
SoUdtor'a  office.  Woald  bare  no  ohieotian  to  a  Be-eng«geaent  in  an 
offlce  in  town.— Address,  A.  M.  S.,  130,  Clapbam-read. 


Digitized  by 


Google 


518 


THE  SOLICITORS'  JOURNAL  &  REPORTER.  Mayl3.Wi. 


THE   EAST   ARGENTINE    RAILWAY  COMPANY 

(LIMITED). 

Incorporated  under  "  The  Companies  Acts,  1862  and  1867,"  and  hereafter  to  be  constitnted  as  a  Societi;  Ahjeti!, 

in  accordance  with  the  Argentine  Law. 

•      Capital  £960,000,  in  48,000  Shares  of  £20  each,  ' 

Of  which  46,500  are  now  offered  for  Suhacription  at  £18  per  £20  Share,  equal  to  90  per  Cent, 
DEPOSIT  ON  APPLICATION,  £1  PER  SHAKE  ;  ON  ALLOTMENT,  £2  PER  SHARE. 
:Subsequent  calls  for  the  balance  of  £16  per  Share  payable  hy  the  Subscribers  not  to  exceed  £3  per  Share,  at  ai-wii  d 

not  less  than  three  months. 
Interest  at  7  per  cent,  per  annum  is  guaranteed  by  tho  Argrentino  Ooremment  under  the  terms  of  the  coDCesion. 

Direetors. 
Hieht  Hon.  W.  N.  MASSEY,  Chairman.  I     CHARLES  JOHN  BOYLE,  Ksq.  J 

.TOHN  BR  AMLEY-MOORE,  Esq.,  Deputy-Chairman.  DONALD  DAYEYMPLE,  Eeq.,  MP.  I 

Hon.  ROBERT  BOURKE,  M.P.  |      ROBERT  WILFRID  GRAHAM,  Esq.  ' 

Engineer.— GEORGE  BARCLAY  BRUCE.  Esq.,  C.E.,  2,  'Westminster-chambers. 
Baokeia.— Messrs.  GLYN,  MILLS,  CURRIE  &  Co.,  67,  Lombard  street. 
SoUeitors. — Messrs.  BIRCHAM  &  Co..  Parliament -street. 

Seorstary  (pro  tsm).— Mr.  HENRY  B.  T.  POWELL. 
Temporary  Offices— 43,  LOTHBURY,  LONDON. 


This  Company  is  formed  for  the  purpose  of  constructing  and 
working  a  Railway,  in  the  Argentiue  Republic,  from  tho  City 
of  Concordia  to  the  City  of  Mercedes  near  die  Brazilian  frontier, 
a  distance  of  about  181  miles,  nndcr  Concessions  granted  by  the 
Government  of  the  Argentine  Republic. 

The  principal  terms  of  the  Concessions  are : — 

1.  The  (,Tant  of  tho  Railway  in  perpetuity. 

2.  The  Government  giiarantee  interest  "at  7  per  cent,  per 
aiinum  for  tho  term  of  40  years,  upon  a  fixed  cost  of  £10,000  per 
mile  of  railway  opened  for  trafSc.  Pajrments  by  the  Govern- 
ment under  the  guarantee  to  be  refunded  out  of  subsequent 
sm-plus  profit's  above  7  per  cent,  but  without  interest. 

3.  The  Railway  is  divided  into  two  sections.  The  first  section, 
from  Concordia  to  Montecaseros,  abont  9d  miles  in  length  is  to 
be  commenced  as  soon  us  possible,  and  to  be  constructed  within 
three  years  from  the  commencement  of  the  works.  The  con- 
cession authorises  an  extension  obout  fifteen  miles  in  length  from 
Concordia  to  a  point  below  Hervidero,  but  which  it  is  not  now 
proposed  to  construct.  The  Company  has  the  right  to  construct 
the  second  section,  viz.,  from  Montecaseros  to  Mercedes,  about 
85  miles  in  length,  as  soon  as  the  first  section  has  yielded  3i 
per  cent,  on  its  cost. 

4.  Tho  whole  of  the  land  required  for  the  railway,  and 
stations,  and  works  is  frfvcn  free  of  cost. 

0.  The  property,  of  the  Railway  is  exempt  from  all  duties  or 
taxes,  during  the  term  of  the  guarantee. 

A  contract  has  been  entered  into  with  the  Public  Works  Con- 
struction Company  (Limited)  for  tho  construction  and  equipment 
of  the  first  section  nf  the  Ime,  inrluding  stations,  workshops, 
and  rolling  stock,  for  the  sum  of  £10,000  per  mile.  The  con- 
tractors engage  to  pay  the  amount  of  the  discount  of  £2  per 
share  as  the  lost  instalment  on  all  the  shares  now  ofiered  for 
subscription,  also  tho  consideration  to  be  now  paid  for  the  con- 
cession and  other  expenses,  and  a  sum  of  £2d,000  to  cover  the 
expenses  of  tho  formation  of  tho  Company  and  its  administra- 
tion until  the  completion  and  opening  of  the  line. 

The  contractors  also  engage,  under  the  terms  of  the  con- 
tract, to  pay  during  construction  meh  amounts  as,  with  accruing 
income,  will  make  up  interest  at  the  rate  of  £7  per  cent,  per 
annum  on  this  Company's  share  capital  (including  the  discount) 
from  time  to  time  paid  up. 

The  Contract  provides  conditionally  for  the  construction  of 
the  second  section  of  the  Railway  on  equivalent  terms,  but  that 
section  is  not  to  be  begun  until  required  by  tho  Company. 

The  provinces  of  Entre  Rios  and  Corrientes,  through  which 
this  Railway  will  run,  are  amongst  the  most  fertile  of  the 
Argentine  Republic,  and  are  rapidly  developing.  In  addition 
to  the  passenger  traffic  and  a  large  goods  traffic  in  tallow,  wool, 
salt  beef,  hides,  timber,  &c.,  which  will  accrue  immediately,  the 
revenue  of  tho  Railway  will  be  considerably  b«ieftted  by  the 
produce  of  tho  Brazilian  and  Banda  Oriental  Provinces,  which, 
for  a  distance  of  about  90  miles,  where  the  navigation  of  the 
River  Uruguay  is  difficult  and  in  some  places  impossible,  wiU 
pass  over  the  Railway. 

These  circumstances  justify  the  belief  that  from  the  first  the 
line  will  eum  a  considerable  dividend,  and  judging  from  the  i 
results  which  have  followed  the  construction  of  every  railway 
in  the  Republic,  the  revenna  will  after  a  few  years  be  in  excess  I 
of  the  guaranteed  interest. 

Tho  Buenoa  Ayres  Gt  Southern   Railway  yields  a  revenne  | 
sufficient  to  pay  9  per  cent  to  the  Shareholders,  with  the  prospect 
of  a  large  further  increase.     Its  £20  shares  are  quoted  at  £26. 

The  Northern   Railway  of  Buenos  Ayres   and   the  Central  I 
Areentine  Rnilw.iy  are  also  making  satisfactory  progress.  I 

The  Arseotine  (joveroment  have  always  shown  the  greatest 
solicitude  fortheinterests  of  the  Railway  dompaniea,  and  its  good 
faith  Is  acknowledged  by  the  high  price  of^ths  Bends  of  the  i 
Repablic  on  the  Stock  Exchange. 


Copies  iif  the  Memorandum  and  .Articles  of  Aaocis! 
the  Concessions,  and  the  transfer  thereof  to  the  Ccri 
the  Contracts,  can  be  inspected  at  the  olfices  of  tbe  ' 
the  Company. 

The  Contract  for  construction  of  the  Railway,Tnin  i 
cession,  and  Statutes  of  the  intended  Societc  .\noii' 
submitted  for  the  approval  of  the  Argentine  Govemn. 
such  approval  (with  or  without  any  reasonable  n. 
approved  by  the  Directors)  is  obtained  the  worbi 
commenced,  nor  any  part  of  the  capital  be  expendoi. 

Application  for  shares  should  be  made  in  the  as-- 
and  left  at  tho  Company's  bankers,  Mesi^rs.  Glyo,  M 
and  Co. 

The  deposits  will  be  returned  in  full  if  no  allolir.! 
to  tho  applicant.  If  an  alloitment  is  made,  the  d> 
per  share  will  be  applied  towards  the  amount  psy» 
shares  allotted. 

The  deposit  and  subsequent  payments  will  btlUkitV  ■ 
feitnre  if  aay  instalment  or  call  be  not  duly  met. 

The  following  is  a  copy  of  theMemoran<lamof.*swjMi 

1.  The  name  of  the  Company  is  the  Kast  Argentine  S" 
Company  (Limited). 

2.  The  registered  Office  of  the  Company  is  to  be  in  Es.'* 

3.  The  obiccts  for  which  tho  Company  is  ostabIi«W  w  ■ 
(a.)  The  construction  and  the  working  of  a  R.iil» 

Argentine  Republic  from  the  city  of  Concordii, « 
below  Hervidero  on  the  River  Uruguay,  in  tbi  pr' 
of  Entro  Rios,  to  the  city  of  Mcrceilc-S  in  the  prois 
Corrientes,  and  all  or  any  Branch  or  Exteiuioa  K« 
in  oonneetion  therewith  authorised  by  a  ('oncrasos 
the  12th  Au«:nst,  1869,  granted  by  tbeGoveiaantI 
Argentine  Republic,  and  a  supplemental  Cob<w»«i 
the  20th  September,  1869,  and  m  respect  wherw^tH 
Government  liave  granted  Decrees  dated  27th  Jniy, 
and  22nd  October,  1870;  ami  all  or  any  modifieati 
those  works  and  all  audi  further  works  as  mar  be  a 
ised  by  those  Concessions,  or  by  any  CopceasJafl 
of  the  said  Government,  supplemental  to  nr  ezladil 
said  Concession,  or  authorising  the  executisn  ef  nr] 
works  in  the  said  Republic : — 

(b.)  "The  purohaso  and  taking  of  a  transfer  or  owiite 
the  Conoeaaions  above  mentioned,  or  any  or  them.* 
others  for  a  like  purpose  which  tho  Company  nay  • 
to  accept. 

(cO  l^e  formation  of  a  Societc  .\nonyme  in  th 
Republic  in  accordance  with  the  first  abov- 
Concession  or  any  modification  thereof,  and  tl>' 
of  all  or  any  of  toe  aharos  in  the  Comp-my  i  : 
such  Sooiete  Anonymo,  when  coustiiutal,  «dJ  tis 
to  such  Societe  of  all  or  any  of  tbe  property,  %siM, 
debts,  and  obligations  of  the  Couipany. 

And  the  doing  of  all  such  things  us  are  incid«a>t»l  or 
cive  to  the  attainment  of  the  above  objects. 

4.  The  liability  of  the  Memben  is  limited. 
6.  The  capital  of  the  Company  is  £9t;o,tiOO  in  48,«» 

£20  each.  , 

The  following  Deeds  have  been  executed  or«gn« 
lOth  May,  1871.— Transfer  between  Don  Pablo  de  » 
fthe  Concessionaire)  of  the  one  p*" ' 
Company  of  the  other  part. 
lOth  May,  1871.— AHicles  of  CoBlract  between  Dk 
Works  Construction  Company  CLin" 
the  one  part  and  the  Compsnr  «  U" 

10th  May,  1871.— Kntract  between  tho  CoiBfi«T.  •' 
part  the  Public  Workj  Cffluft*""'* 
(Limited)  of  the  s<-cond  part,  aM 
Biroham  (Trustee)  of  the  thini  i«t 
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U  Ofa  tf  Mt>  JovKWAi,  (UMf  of  tht  Wbbklt  Rbportkb, 

II  )Mif  tt  12,  CaoVt-coHTt,  Carty-itrMt,  W.C. 

U  Sniteriptitn  to  th*  SoLioiTOiu'  JouHNAL  u—Town,  26*., 
Cm»try  iSt.;  mth  tht  Wbiklt  Rbpoutbr,  $84     Faytmoat 

III  titaiet  inditiu  Douilt  Nttmlurt  and  Pottagt.  Subterihtrt 
an  hon  thtir  Volumu  bound  at  tht  Offict—thth,  %t.  8d. , 
Ulflta  etlf,  44.  9d. 

V Ltlliri  inttniii for puhlieation  in  tht  "Solieiton'  Journal" 
mutbe  tuthmlieattd  hu  tht  namt  of  tht  tcnttr,  though'  not 
uetuaril)  for  ptitlieation. 

Im  iijiadtf  it  Ktp*ri»iu»d  in  protwring  tht  Journal  with 
nflmty  in  tht  Provineti,  it  it  rtquttttd  that  apptioation  it 
utdt  dirtet  to  tht  FtAlitktr. 


Cjyc  Sfflkitars'  launt^il. 


LOITDON,  MAY  20,  1871. 


VS    CILLBD   ▲TTBHTION,  I»<lt   WMk,    tO  th«    ajlttm 

idBJMioa  to,  or  more  prop«rIy  exolnaion  from,  the 
Dt  of  Commoo  PIom  daring  tha  trial  of  the 
ikboine  cue.  After  what  we  then  itated,  oar  readara 
re  probably  been  as  maoh  pazzled  as  we  have  been  by 
iMUft  in  the  7imm'  report  of  -Monday's  prtxModiDgs 
tht  cue.  The  passage  we  refer  to,  which  appeared 
Toeaday'a  Tlmtt,  is  as  follows  :— 

'Before  the  case  proceeded,  his  Lordship  stated  that 
■eroiis  applications  had  been  made  to  him  for  orders  for 
iiinon  to  the  Conrt,  a  report  haring  been  spread  abroad 
tlienonswoald  not  be  admitted  nnlees  by  orders  from 
t  He  desired  to  say  that  a  complete  misappr«hension 
ifed  in  this  matter.  The  bar  would  be  admitted  without 
an  or  passes,  as  far  as  the  seats  would  permit,  before  the 
ft|  of  the  Court.  Upon  the  sitting  of  the  court  both  the 
taithe  public  would  be  admitted  to  such  seats  as  were 
JM^  without  crowding  those  engaged  in  the  case  or 
■9'iog  the  bosiness.  The  fact  was,  however,  that  the 
^ns  quite  inadequate  for  the  purposes  of  the  trial,  and, 
vcfoimdthatapon  the  first  day,  he  had  written  to  the 

•  mtt  Justice  of  England  to  request  tbe  use  of  the 
H  of  Queen's  Bench  after  to^y,  which  was  at  once 
^  It  will  still  be  necessary  to  secure  accommodation 
note  connected  with  the  trial,  and  this  will  be  done  as 
went 

ke  SoUdtor-Oeneral  stated  that  the  arrangements  for  ad- 
im  hiid  been  made  upon  the  strong  representation  of 
K  interested  in  the  trial 

B>  Lordship  said  tiiat  he  had  thought  it  desirable  to 
nt  from  the  Commissioners  of  Police  a  staff  of  police  to 
"(Te  the  arrangements,  which  had  been  grantea  ;  other- 
)  ladies  and  others  connected  with  the  trial  would  have 
i'  it  impossible  to  gain  an  entrance." 

low  abont  the  facts  during  the  early  days  of  the  trial 
« ii  no  doubt  whaterer.  It  is  a  fact  that  the  door- 
^  had  written  orders,  supposed  by  them  to  oobm 
I  the  Chief  Jnatioe,  to  admit  only  the  bearers  of  pink, 
>i  sod  other  tioketa.  It  is  a  faot  that  these  orders 
•obeyed.  Itia  a  fact  that  after  the  sitting  of  the 
K,  and  while  there  was  room  inside,  those  of  the 
^  who  presented  themselTOs  without  tiokets  were 
>ed  admittance.  It  is  a  faot  that  this  exclusion  was 
*^  to  the  bar,  eTen  Queen's  Counsel  being  turned 
>  the  doors.  A  letter  too  from  "  a  barrister "  in 
''X'day's  Times  seems  to  show  that  the  doorkeepers 
''udly  hare  been  wrong  ia  thinking  that  their 
»  v«re  derired  from  the  Chief  Justice.  "  A  barrister  " 

rernit  me  to  say  that  upon  the  first  day  of  the  Tich- 

•  trial  (Wednesday  last)  I  heard  with  astonishment  that 
'■embers  of  the  bar  would  not  be  admitted  without 
N.  I  waa  incrednlous  and  I  accordingly  went  to  the 
■Joatioe's  elerk,  whom  I  found  in  his  room  at  Weit- 
wHall.  I  aakedhim  if  it  was  true  that  baniaters 
■sot  to  be  admitted  without  ordera.  He  replied  that 
'  «ee  the  directions  of  the  Chief  Justice.  I  then  said, 
*f?(«e  I  may  give  up  all  hope  of  hearing  any  of  the  case 


if  I  do  not  procure  an  order  of  admission  f '    He  'replied, 
'  You  may,'" 

It  is  evident,  therefore,  that  the  Chief  Justice  baa  been 
mlnreported;  that  he  must  have  limited  his  statement  a< 
to  the  rules  of  admission  to  the  future,  and  guarded 
himaelf  against  being  thought  to  speak  of  the  past ;  and 
that  the  "misapprehension"  to  which  be  refers  is  that 
of  supposing  that  the  rules  laid  down  and  acted  ou  during 
the  earlier  days  of  the  trial  would  be  adhered  to  through- 
out. It  is  chiefly  because  the  Timet,  report  of  his  words 
might  easily  mislead  tbat  we  refer  to  this  matter  again. 

The  statement  attributed  to  6ix  John  Coleridge.however, 
ought  not  to  pass  unnoticed.  He  is  reported  to  hare 
aaid  that  "the  arrangements  for  admission  had  be>n 
made  upon  the  strong  representation  of  those  intetest«<l 
in  the  trial."  We  preeume  that  by  thi«  he  meant  tlie 
joint  representation  of  ,both  partiea  to  the  cauM.  Ho 
does  not  seem  to  have  aaid  so  in  express  terms,  and 
Serjeant  Ballantine  is  not  reported  to  hare  said  a  word 
on  the  occasion,  but  as  it  is,  of  course,  impossible  that 
snob  arrangementa  conld  hare  been  made  by  the 
jadge  to  please  one  party,  we  must  assume  the 
facts  to  be,  that  the  arrangements  in  question  were 
made  on  the  joint  application  of  Sir  John  Cole- 
ridge and  Serjeant  Ballantine,  or  their  olients.  Now, 
we  spoke  last  week  upon  the  aasumption  that  these 
arrangements  had  been  made  by  the  judge,  solely  upon 
his  own  judgment ;  and  we  gave  our  reasons  for 
thinking  the  preoedent  a  dangerous  one.  But  the  evils  of 
such  a  system  would  be  at  their  minimum  so  long  as  it 
was  direoted  only  by  an  absolutely  impartial  person  like 
the  judge.  They  woald  be  infinitely  inoreased  if  the 
parties  bad  anything  to  do  with  the  matter.  We  can 
imagine  few  things  more  dangerous  in  the  long  run  than 
to  allow  the  parties  to  causes  to  hare  any  roioe  in  decid- 
ing bow  the  audience  in  court  during  their  trial  should 
be  Qomposed. 

It  is  a  matter  of  congratulation  that  an  objectionable 
praotioe  has  been  so  quickly  abandoned.  The  fact  that 
it  has  been  so  is  the  best  justifloation  of  ourselres,  and 
those  of  our  oontemporaries  who,  like  us,  hare  called 
attention  to  the  subject. 


In  OUB  roBHEB  bkuabks  upon  the  Trade  ITaions 
Bill,  we  stated  that  it  oonaiated  of  two  parts, 
one  oiril  and  the  other  criminal,  and  at  the  same 
time  we  expressed  an  opinion  that  considerable 
opposition  to  the  latter  would  be  manifested 
by  the  workmen  outaide  Parliament,  and  by  their 
supporters  within.  The  goremmant  was  apparently 
of  the  same  opinion,  for  as  our  readers  will  remem- 
ber, when  the  House  of  Commons  went  into  oom- 
mittee  on  the  Bill,  it  was  found  that  Uie  government  had 
split  it  up  into  two  bills,  the  ctril  part  forming  tht 
Trade  Unions  Act,  1871,  whilst  the  criminal  part  or  8rd 
seotion  waa  made  into  a  separate  bill.  Mr.  Bruoe  seems 
to  hare  fancied  that  the  only  ground  for  the  workmen's 
opposition  was,  that  their  amour  propre  was  hurt  by 
having  the  regulations  of  their  unions  mixed  np  with 
criminal  offences,  and  that  if  the  latter  were  only  put 
in  a  bill  by  themselves,  all  would  be  smooth  sailing.  This 
artifice  was  sanctioned  by  the  House,  and  in  spite  of 
some  opposition  the  braoe  of  bills  went  up  nearly  in 
their  original  shape  to  the  House  of  Lards,  whence,  al- 
though they  have  already  been  twice  the  subject  of  dis- 
cussion, and  some  amendments  have  been  made  in  them 
on  unimportant  matters,  they  will  probably  issne  withont 
any  very  considerable  change,  indeed  we  beliere  that  at 
the  time  of  writing  this  article,  the  first  of  the  two  has 
been  passed  through  committee  without  any  impor- 
tant alteration. 

We  may  therefore  consider  the  main  prineiplea  inrol- 
red  in  tha  two  bills  as  actually  law  and  we  propose  to 
add  a  few  words  to  what  we  hare  sj)ready  said  ou  their 
general  tendency. 

In  the  first  place,  objection  has  been  taken  to  the  flrat 
nmark,  which  we  had  oooasion  to  make,  namely  that  the 
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oriminal  legUlation  wu  ■paoial,  and  m  looh  obj«ctioaabl«. 
3fr.  Brim  mmtU  that  tbaae  offenoM  are  no  mors 
■peciall7  diraoted  against  a  olaia  than  are  the  lawt 
relatiogr  to  embaxzlement  by  clerks  and  bailees.  Btat 
those  laws  only  make  the  position  of  a  olerk  or  bulee  no 
protection  to  persons  who  woald  otherwise  from  their 
poaition  escape  oonring  within  the  operation  of  the  Taw. 
If  a  workman  following  a  person  about  persistently"  with 
a  view  to  ooerce "  that  person  in  his  relationship  as 
master  or  servant  conld,  bat  for  the  fact  of  that  relation- 
ship, be  oonr  ioted  of  some  other  oSenoe,  the  oases  wonld  be 
analogcD?,  bnt  so  far  is  this  from  being  the  oase  that  if 
the  persistent  following  was  with  a  riew  to  commit  a 
mnrder  he  oonld  be  only  bound  over  to  keep  the  peace. 
It  woald  have  been  far  more  candid — if  snch  a  qaiJity  is 
allowed  a  place  in  politics — to  hare  confessed  that  the 
case  was  exceptional,  and  have  jostified  it  on  the  groand 
of  its  necessity.  On  the  whole,  the  government  in  steer- 
ing its  tortnoas  course  between  the  Soylla  of  the  masters 
and  the  Oharybdis  of  the  men,  haa  not  by  any  means 
relaxed  the  strictness  of  our  law  towards  trade 
combinations.  As  an  instance  of  the  truth  of  this  re- 
nsrk  we  may  state  that  the  judges  have  hitherto  recog- 
nised the  possibility  of  "  pioketting,"  or  watching  on 
employers'  premises,  being  carried  on  in  snoh  a  manner 
aa  not  to  riolate  the  law,  bnt  henceforward  we  belieTe 
that  all  picketting,  howerer  peacably  carried  out,  will 
be  illegal.  It  seems  to  us,  therefore,  that  the  operations 
of  the  trade  societies  will  either  haTe  to  be  sensibly  nar- 
rowed, or  else  that  the  nnfortnnate  contests  so  often  ocoar- 
ling  between  the  classes  of  employers  and  employed  will 
only  haTe  been  increased  in  frequency,  and  in  bitterness 
of  feeling.  It  it  is  almost  impossible  to  regard  the 
present  measure  as  even  a  temporary  solution  of  the  ques- 
tion with  which  it  attempts  to  grapple.  We  hare  al*- 
ready  briefly  alluded  to  the  important  principle  introduced 
in  the  Civil  Bill,  namely  that  societies  legal  in  them- 
aelves,  and  established  for  legal  pnrpcaee  are  preoladed 
from  enforcing  themselves,  or  having  enforced  against 
them  the  contracts  made  between  members  and  the 
whole  society.  The  principle  is,  we  believe,  entirely 
novel.  It  has  been  quaintly  enough  compared  to  the 
oases  of  agreements  void  by  reason  of  the  Statute  of 
Frauds,  bat  such  cases  are  of  an  entirely  different  nature. 
There  the  contract  itself  is  not  declared  incapable  of 
being  enforced,  bat  is  only  directed  to  be  made  in  a 
particular  way,  just  as  a  corporation  is  in  general  able 
only  to  contract  under  seal.  Again  it  has  been  compared 
to  the  case  of  the  contract  for  marriage,  because  no  suit 
for  specific  performance  of  such  contract  has  ever  been 
entertained.  This  however  of  course  only  depends  on 
the  particular  circumstances  attending  this  contract  as 
does  the  proposal  to  abolish  the  notorious  aotion  for  its 
breach.  The  case  that  at  first  sight  bears  most  analogy 
is  that  of  a  universal  covenant  not  to  carry  on  a  partionlaor 
trade :  bat  the  real  reason  that  this  covenant  is  not  en- 
forceable is,  that  it  is  from  a  legal  standpoint  illegal — 
not  perhaps  that  two  men  entering  into  such  a  covenant 
are  liable  to  an  indictment  for  conspiracy,  but  illegal  in 
the  sense  that  the  effects  of  the  performance  of  such 
contracts  are  considered  by  the  courts  to  be  deleterioiu 
to  the  public.  *  But  the  peculiarity  of  the  measure  whioh 
we  are  discussing  is,  that  the  Legislature  does  not  base  it  on 
the  snpposition  that  the  fulfilment  of  the  oontracte  would 
be  anything  bnt  beneficial,  it  merely  provides  that  their 
performance  should  be  left  to  the  sense  of  morality,  or  of 
honour  actuating  the  parties  who  have  entered  into  them. 
It  is  a  principle  which  we  think  might  with  advantage  be 
extended  to  some  other  societies,  and  at  all  events  is 


wmarkabls  aa  beinf  the  only  check  of  this  ustme  mr 
•a  y«t  attempted  to  be  imposed  on  the  Oourti  of  Chiius;. 

In  M  lionoir  made  before  Vioe-Chaoodlor  Vrickgoi 
last  sittings,  in  a  ease  of  lioteoe  v.  TV  Ifm  Drit 
Mine  Otttnpany,  the  qupation  was  raised,  whether  ti» 
Court  of  Ohanoery  can  punish  as  a  contempt  of  itiovi 
joriadiotion  an  attempt  to  intimidate  or  tamper  vitt 
persons  whose  evidence  is  material  to  a  sait,  bat  v)i» 
have  not  yet  been  clothed  with  tiie  ohaiaetei  of  "  vit- 
nsasss  " — who  are  only  prospective  witnesses  ?  Of  oonit, 
it  is  a  contempt  to  intimidate  persons  who  have  ilnslj 
given  evideaoe,  or  have  been  sabpcensed  to  do  n ;  b«t 
thara  is  ao  cspoctad  case  in  Chanoary  by  which  it  ba 
been  daoided  that  it  is  a  contempt  to  attempt  to  iotiffli- 
date  persons,  who,  although  not  alrisady  witnessH  is  i  aiit, 
are  about  to  beoomeso.  However,  there  is  a  piecaint  is 
the  Court  of  Probata  and  Divoroe  ;  Sitan  v.  Sktti  (!  S.  fc 
T.  617).  The  Vioe-Ohanoellor,  in  Uie  present  one,  tot- 
sidered  that  no  interference  had  been  establishsi  bjrtlit 
evidence;  he  said,  however,  said  that  he  reoogniad tbt 
importaaoe  of  pnvmtinf  any  interference  or  tsiyisiif 
vrith  peraoDS  wlw  might  bs  called  upon  to  disehap  tk> 
duty  of  giving  evidence  in  OOnrt,  and  that  vliiuw 
iMMha  oase  was  eatablidied,  he  should  be  prepaied  total 
with  it,  and  to  punish  it  with  all  poaaible  severity.  Tte 
matter  aeama  one  of  oommon  senae. .  If  a  suitor  osdd  iv 
that  acme  on*  is  taking  steps  to  deal  with  a  pmapwliii 
witness,  with  the  expteaa  view  of  falsifying  or  gsttiiifiii 
of  hia  evidence,  the  Court  oonld  not  refuse  to  iatarfn 
Bnt,  of  course,  a  party  who  so  invokes  the  Omrt  ii 
nndor  the  »nm  pr«ia*di  of  showing  the  sets  to  htTC  IM 
done  with  that  iatenUmi,  which  may  be  diflloolt. 


*  It  shonld  be  remembered  that  this  is  the  position  claimed 
1>y  Sir  W.  Erie  as  the  real  position  of  oombinstions  of  workmen 
in  ^restrain  of  trade,  &c.  at  common  law,  (see  his  judgment  in 
Millon  V.  Eiierdti/,  4  W.  B.  636,  6  £.  &  B.  47, 58,  andhia  work 
OS  Trade  Unions  p.  p.  19.  23.  40.  et,  uq.,  see  contra  jod^pnent  of 
Crompton,  J.,ln  Htitonv.  Ecktrtley,  he.  eit.  Wabbyv.  A>iky,0 
yv.  R.  271, 30,  L.  J.  M.  C.  121  j  S.  v.  Journei/men  of  0am- 
briilgt,  8  Mod.  10. ;    B.  v.  Mawbeg,  6  T.  R.  st  p.  636.) 


Tbs  Bilui  dealing  with  the  Begistration  of  Pitiitaa- 
tary  TOteiahave  paseed  asecond  reading  by  a  oompsattnil 
small  majority,  but  we  do  not  expect  that  will  thej  mini 
the  criticism  with  whioh  they  will  meet  in  oomaittet 
Their  advooatee  mainly  oonfioed  their  argomenti  '•"  < 
atatement  that  acme  change  was  required,  and  tkit  tU 
bills  oarrisd  out  the  recommendation  of  two  oomaiMa 
This,  however,  is  scarcely  oorreot,.for  we  certaitt;  a 
deistood  the  committee  of  last  year  to  dealins  to  i^ 
tha  MOoaiBiendati(m  of  the  committee  of  the  ptev» 
year.  The  opponenta  of  the  bills  on  the  othtr  W 
pointed  ont  objections  to  them,  wl)ich,  as  coofew^j 
the  Homo  Beeietaiy  who  supported  the  seoosd  retdia 
were  not  antweied.  J 

We  were  aurprised,  however,  to  see  that  no  one  dim 
what  we  oonaider  one  of  the  greatest  objetitiooi  toj 
proposed  system — the  increase  of  the  Interrsl  betsu 
the  end  of  the  period  of  qualification  and  the  oooij 
into  operation  of  the  register,,  and  the  conseqaent  nw 
that  all  elections  must  take  place  upon  an  old  and,  tbd 
fore,  necessarily  defective  register. 

In  commenting  on  these  bills  the  Timfi  msdesnM 
remark,  to  the  effect  that  if  the  Ballot  Bill  f» 
the  necessity  for  a  Begistration  Bill  might  dinppa 
This  may  have  been  intended  as  a  covert  at^ase 
against  the  Ballot  Bill.  It  is  clear,  however,  thtt  I 
passing  of  the  Ballot  Bill  will  require  more  and  not* 
attention  to  be  paid  to  reiristration.  When  icratis 
are  abolished,  the  revision  courts  will  need  Atill  moreoi 
ful  attention,  since  there  will  be  no  Bubeeqoeat  ow< 
tnnity  of  rectifying  the  register,  and  thoagh  scroM 
are  now  very  rare,  the  possibility  of  their  occurra 
doubtless  stops  wholesale  frauds  upon  the  register. 


Tbb  I>aw  RBPOBis^Coviioii.have  just  iitued,  fat" 
year  1870,  their  annual  financial  statement.  Th<  ' 
pendUnre  for  1870  was  about  Xl.SOO  less  than  tb^ 
18S8, "  which  ia  to  be  accounted  for  by  there  li*n 
been  no  digeat  in  1870,  and  by  atrioter  care  havisf  M 
taken  to  prevent  any  more  oopiea  of  the  I«*  ^f~ 
being  printed  than  were  reyiiied  to  answer  the  oan« 
deoand."    The  "^  back  stock  "  of  copies  have  bo»  <*• 
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Mted  of  to  Kann  Clowes,  »t  the  prioe  of  A4,960.  Upon 
"^anl  operetioDS "  of  1S70,  after  v»9iag  ttie 
liaan  on  gtunnteed  Mtoriee  toedilon  aad  reportan, 
ptkjiag  the  priatei'i  bilU  and  other  ezpeaaei, 
a  ix  a  rarplaa  of  inoome  oTer  expendi- 
I,  to  the  emoant  «t  ^,167  le.  5d. ;  adding  to 
the  pniohue  money  of  tJie  bnok  etook,  the  ooonoil 
lose  to  dUtriboto  the  whole  (£7,417  le.  6d)  among 
(ditora  and  leportert.  The  reader  will  reooUeot  that 
n  the  baw  Beporta  were  Arab  aet  on  foot,  the 
irten'  Hlariee  were  fixed  at  the  nominal  amoont  of 
0,  of  whidi  ASOO  was  goaranteed  to  them.  Ae  a 
tei  of  fact  th«y  have,  we  believe,  been  reoeiTing 
It  £250,  or  the  ainimnm  gaannteed  ealarj  doting 
(  quarters  of  the  year,  and  the  fall  nominal  amoont 
Bg  the  remaining  qaarter.  A  re-anaagement  ia 
made  npon  an  "  improred  ayatem  "  onder  which 
ittff  are  in  fotare  to  reoeire  aaUriea  of  three- foortba 
h*  old  nooiinal  amoont  (i.e.,  ;£300  a-jrear  for  re- 
in) in  addition  to  whioh  the  oonnoil  antioipate  that 
will  aUe  from  time  to  time  to  award  them  bonoaea 
9t  iarplni  profits, 

Nre  hare  been  few  changes  among  the  membera  of 
Mooil.  Kr.  Daniel,  Q.C.,  the  father  of  the  eoheme, 
)1  aariy  in  1870,  hie  appointment  to  a  Northern 
*j  Court  Oironit  rendering  it  impoaaible  for  him  to 
id  the  meetinga.  Mr.  Amphlett,  Q.O.,  ILP.,  the 
inaa  of  (he  Bar  Committee  which  framed  tlie  adieme, 
«la  Ur.  Daniel  as  repreeentatlTC  of  Linooln'a-inn. 
Bttatow,  one  of  the  repreaentatlTee  of  Ori^r's-inn, 
iMigoed  on  the  groond  of  iU-health,  and  ia 
«i6d  hj  Hr.  W.  C.  Fooks,  Q.O. 
■•  a  matter  of  joint-atook  praotice  information,  we 
■■  tkat  the  Consoil  has  been  incorporated  onder  the 

Ks  Aot,  1867,  and  all  (except  tiie  corporate  aeal) 
uOl  charge  of  £44. 


b 


STTLB    AOAIMST    PBRPETUITIES 
AFFSCTED  BT  BSTATBS  TAIL. 


AS 


h  ooa  of  the  peooliar  principles  of  onr  law  of  real 
vtj,  the  historical  dsrelopment  of  whieh  moat  be 
Md  eliewhere,  that  the  owner  of  real  eetate  by 
lac  an  aatate  tail  therein— althoogh  as  to  qoaaUty 
i  na  snob  estate  is  only  a  partioolar  and  partial 
and  may  be  of  very  limited  doration — thereby 
>  it  io  the  power  of  the  tenant  in  taU  to  dispcee  of 
'raperfy  to  the  extent  of  the  eetate  oomprised  in  the 
nhip  of  the  donor  of  the  estate-tail,  so  as  |to  disre- 
aod  fniatrate  any  dispoeitiona  or  restrietiona  whioh 
latter  may  have  made  or  intended  to  aftaot  the 
irtr  by  way  of  sequence  to  the  estate  tail  (aee 
Man's  Oon.  1  «t  teq.,  3  &  4,  Will.  4  e.  74  s.  IS.) 
i>  power  of  tenant  ia  tail,  l^  ezecoting  a  disentailing 
•DM,  to  bat  all  remainders  and  reretsions  as  well  as 
>toiy  limltaOons  charges  and  conditions  affecting 
ladi  entaited,  and  t»h$equent  to  the  estate  taU,  has 
bMtt  admitted,  and  ia  the  foundation  of  the  impor- 
nile  that  any  limitation  whioh  cornea  (^ter  an  eatata 

*  not  obnoxions  to  the  rule  againat  perpetniMee, 
M  it  is  in  the  power  of  the  flrat  tenant  in  tail  in 
Mion,  who  maiy  be  personally  competent  to  perform 
id  aot  of  alienation,  to  take  the  estate  to  market 
from  the  butdena  whieh  the  terms  of  the  settlement 
appended  to  it.  This  rule  appUea  equally  in  the 
>f  a  preaent  Tested  eatate  tail,  and  in  that  of  one 
i  most  of  neceaeity  veet  within  the  legal  limits, 
WW  immediately  after  that  resting  happens  the 

•  tail  and  all  the  ulterior  limitations  are  as  mnch  in 
uwtr  of  the  tenant  in  tail,  as  if  the  entail  Tested 
"ith"  (Lewis  on  Perpetni^,  chapter  32).  The 
•Vmee  of  Ola  is  that  it  the  tight  of  alienation 
Id,  from  sesideatal  eiionmstanoea,  not  be  exercised 
V  the  eontiananoe  of  the  eeUte  tail,  and  this  estate 
■  wentoaOy  expire,  no  length  of  time  which  it  may 
•ndared  will  prevent  the  subsequent  limitations  or 
P*  from  ooming  into  efleotnal   operation,  though 


the  limits  of  Uie  perpetoity  rale  may  have  been  far  ex- 


A  reatrialion  to  which  this  rale  is  thought  to  be  anb- 
ject  has  been  stated  by  a  late  eminent  writer  in  the 
following  terms.  After  stating  that  "  It  is  material  to 
obeerTC  that  exeontoty  interests  limited  in  defyaianee  vt 
an  estate  tail  are  not  within  the  general  role  against 
perpetuities,  for  as  they,  in  common  with  all  other  limi- 
tations oltatior  to  such  an  estate,  are  liable  to  be  destroyed 
by  the  common  recorery  of  the  tenant  in  tail,  they  are 
ciMuly  not  within  the  mischief."  He  prooeeda:  "  But  it  is 
material  to  obsenre  that  in  order  to  Iwing  the  executory 
limitation  or  gift  within  jthe  protection  of  this  prburiple 
It  most  be  coimeeted  immediately  with  the  determinaUen 
of  the  estate  tail,  and  not  arise  npon  any  more  remote  or 
collateral  etent.  It  is  true  indeed  that  the  rule  is  some- 
times laid  down  in  terms  so  general  as  may  seem  to 
include  eases  of  the  latter  description,  and  thia  mode  of 
stating  it,  has  some  plaasibiUI;y,  inasmuch  as  snoh 
interesto  are  equally  deebrnctible  by  the  recovery  of  the 
tenant  in  tail  nhil*  theettate  tubtUte  %  but  the  material 
distinotion  is  that  when  the  executory  deTise  is  intme- 
iiatelfi  dependent  on  the  eeUte  tail,  the  power  of  de- 
feating it  by  a  common  recovery  anbeists  dating 
the  whole  period  that  the  devise  continues  in 
ita  executory  state,  so  that  at  no  period  unless  from 
the  personal  inoapikcity  of  the  tenants  in  tail,  on  ao- 
count  of  minority  or  otherwise,  does  the  executory 
devise  exist  In  an  indestraotible  state  ;  bat  on  the 
other  hand  where  there  is  an  intermediate  period, 
however  sheet,  between  tlie  determination  of  the  estate 
tail  and  the  Testing  of  the  execatory  devise,  for  that 
period  the  execatory  devise  is  incapable  of  being  des- 
troyed, and  is  therefore,  expoeed  to  all  the  mischiefs  of 
perpetuities  (1  Jatm.  Pow.  Der.  409  n.).  There  is  not, 
it  is  believed,  any  decided  case  in  which  the  exception 
indicated  by  the  last  quotation  has  been  distinctiy 
admitted,  but  there  would  seem  to  be  strong  grounds  for 
considering  that  it  will  meet  with  )adloial  recognition 
whenever  the  qoestion  may  arise.  One  obvioas  difloulty 
to  be  met,  if  the  ptinoiple  be  not  admitted,  ia  that  thete 
must  of  neoessii^  be  tfSM  limit,  after  the  determination 
of  the  estate  tail^  within  which  the  supposed  limitations 
or  gifto  mast  veet,  in  the  event  of  their  having  sorvived 
their  period  of  jeopardy  daring  the  continuanoe  of  the 
estate  talL  Otherwise,  a  door  would  be  opened  for  the 
foondation  of  fotare  and  oontingMit  perpetuities  which, 
if  th«y  shoold  ootlive  their  first  period  of  precarionsneM, 
might  af terwatds  flourish  forth  indefiniteIy,indestniotibIe. 
As  this  of  cooise  eould  not  be  permitted,  and  the  prindplee 
of  our  law  against  perpetoity,  as  hitherto  defined,  do  uot 
seem  to  famish  any  temedy  for  this  kind  of  mischief,  the 
necessity  of  denying  validilgr  to  any  limitation  that  may 
not  be  vested  at  the  expiration  of  the  preceding  eetate 
tail,  appears  to  be  dearly  indicated. 

With  regard  to  limitations,  which,  may  or  not,  accord- 
ing to  the  terms  of  their  creation,  vest  during  the  con> 
tinuance,  or  immediately  upon  the  determination  of  the 
eetate  taU,  the  author  of  the  treatise  on  perpetuity 
inclines  to  the  opinion,  that  their  ultimate  validity  must 
be  held  to  depend  upon  the  event,  uo  that  it  they  vested 
before  or  npon  the  expiration  of  the  estate  tail,  they  would 
be  valid,  otiierwise  not  (Lewis  on  Perpetuityi  P-  672). 
Some  countenance  is  afforded  to  this  visw  by  the  langaage 
of  the  jndgmenta  io  Tregvi»eell  v.  SydeAhajn,  8  Dow.  194. 

In  a  recent  case,  the  dootrine  of  how  far  a  prior  estate 
tail  protecto  subasqent  dispositions  of  the  property  from 
the  objection  of  remotenees,  was  considered  in,  we  believe, 
a  new  phase. 

In  the  case  of  BeMwtan  v.  Aorse,  19  W.  B.  678,  before 
Vioe-Ohanoellor  Malios,  the  qneetion  aroee  under  a  devise 
whioh,  in  effect,  was,  after  deviees  of  certain  life  estates 
with  remainders  in  tail  and  in  default  of  issue,  a  devise 
to  trustees  to  sell  the  property  and  to  hold  the  proceeds  as 
to  one  third,  (whioh  sufficiently  illnstrates  our  point  of 
inquiry),  for  the  benefit  of  testator's  sister  for  life,  and 
after  her  deceaae,  to  divide  the  same  among  all  and  every 


Digitized  by 


Google 


522 


THE  SOLICITORS'  JOURNAL  &  REPORTER.  May20.Wl. 


ber  children  who  sbonld  be  then  liTing,  and  the  Iibm  of 
Roch  aa  should  be  then  dead,  the  inne  to  take  only  the  share 
of  their  parents.  The  Vioe-Chanoellor  held  the  eSeot  of 
this  clause  to  be,  that  there  would  be  no  divesting  of  the 
gifts  to  parents  beyond  the  first  degree  or  children.  The 
children  woald  take  the  shareawhioh  their  parents  would 
hare  taken.  There  was,  howeTer,  a  proviso  at  the  end 
u(  the  will,  directing  that  if  the  estate  shonld  be  sold 
nnder  the  limitations  of  the  will,  and  the  money  beoome 
payable  to  the  issue  of  testator**  sister,  and  any  one  or 
more  of  snoh  issue  should  be  then  dead,  leaving  lawful 
issue,  then  the  issue  of  such  issue  so  dead  shonld  receive 
the  part  or  share  to  which  their,  his,  or  her  parent  would 
hove  been  entitled  it  living.  It  seems  to  have  been  ad- 
mitted that  the  effect  of  this  clause,  if  valid,  would  be 
to  divest  the  interest  of  parents  in  favour  of  their  children 
from  time  to  time,  so  as  to  substitute  living  issue  for 
dead  parents,  as  long  as  the  estates  for  life  or  in  tail, 
which  preceded  the  trusts  for  sale  should  endure. 

The  Vice-Chanoellor  held  the  trust  for  sale  to  be  per- 
fectly good  oil  the  well-established  ground,  that  being  im- 
mediately expectant  on  estates  tail,it  could  be  barred  if  the 
entails  took  effect,  or  if  they  failed  (aa  in  this  case  they 
did),  the  trust  for  sale  arose  immediately  after  the  determi- 
nation of  the  life  estates.  But,  as  to  the  clause  at  the  end  of 
the  will,  which  affected  the  diaposition  of  the  proceeds  of 
the  sale,  the  Yioe-Chanoellor  held  it  to  be  void  for  remote- 
ness. "  He  thought  every  limitation  after  an  estate  tail 
must  be  good  in  itself,  unless  it  be  by  way  of  contingent 
remainder,  which  must  then  take  effect  during  the  con- 
tinuance of  the  estate  tail,  or  at  the  moment  of  its  de- 
termination.  He  oould  see  no  ground  for  exempting  the 
trusts  affecting  the  money  to  be  produced  by  sale  from 
the  rule,  which  requires  that  ihe  interests  should  be 
abiolotely  vested  in  some  person  or  persona  within  a 
life,  in  being  at  the  death  of  the  testator,  or  21  years 
afterwards.  It  was  not  desirable  to  extend  the  rales  for 
suspending  the  vesting  of  property." 

We  have,  therefore,  evolved  from  this  case  the  ques- 
tion, whether  if  there  be  a  disposition  for  the  oenversion 
of  property  valid  quoad  the  perpetuity  rule  from  being 
posterior  to  an  estate  tail,  hut  the  proceeds  of  such 
property  are  g^ven  to  persons  who  are  to  be  ascertained 
contemporaneously  with  the  period  for  conversion,  but 
tinder  a  direction  which  standing  per  u  and  abstracted 
from  that  disposition  which  is  to  furnish  the  subject- 
matter  of  division,  would  be  too  remote,  the  direction  for 
the  ascertainment  of  the  recipients  will  be  tainted  with 
the  vice,  which,  in  the  abstract  attaches  to  it,  and  so  be 
invalid.  This  question,  we  believe,  has  never  before  been 
presented  for  decision. 

If  we  are  to  accept  literally  some  of  the  expressions 
found  in  the  early  oases  on  this  subject,  m  to  the  odious 
nature  of  a  perpetuity,  we  may,  perhaps,  regard  every- 
thing tending  in  any  possible  way  to  this  object,  as  a 
nniaanoe  to  be  everywhere  suppressed  if  possible,  and  we 
may  be  disposed  to  think  that  the  Vioe-Ohanoellor  has  well 
interpreted  the  general  spirit  of  the  law  in  his  view  of 
this  case,  and  that  judges  will  do  well  in  every  case,  not 
already  covered  by  decision,  not  only  to  mark  their 
hostility  to  the  postponement,  hut  also  to  favour  the 
acceleration  of  the  period  for  vesting  of  all  future 
interests  in  property. 

We  are  not  disposed  to  deny  that  if  the  matter  be  open 
to  t>e  considered  a  priori  there  is  much  to  be  said,  on  the 
score  of  public  convenience  in  favour  of  the  view  taken 
by  the  Vice-Chancellor.  It  may  well  be  urged  that 
oitliough  we  are  bound  by  the  settled  law  to  admit  the 
validity  of  a  disposition  of  property  subseqnent  to  an 
estate  tail,  which  may  possibly  take  effect  by  accident,  a 
century  after  the  date  of  the  deed  or  will  centaining  it, 
yet  we  are  not  bound  unless  the  law  has  spoken  clearly  in 
that  sense,  to  admit  of  a  direction  by  which  the  ascer- 
tainment of  the  persons  to  be  benefited  may  be  suspen- 
ded, and  the  class  made  liable  to  fluctuation  till  the  same 
remote  period.  An  enquiry  which  would  be  easy  at  a 
recent  period,   might  increase   greatly  in  difficulty   by 


lapse  of  time.  The  oiroiimstaBoea  of  the  cue  ve  ut  m 
diaonssing  illnstnite,  we  believe,  some  of  th^  inran- 
niences. 

Admitting  this,  we  have  difficnlty,  honefei,  in  t'ii^ 
ing  that  the  grounds  of  the  '^ce-Chancelior'a  d^-: 
are  reooncileable  with  the  principles  and  apihi  of  dec  -  . 
of   undisputed   authority,  or  with   inferences  dec:: 
therefrom,  too  clear  to  be  disregarded. 

It  must  be  remembered  that  the  whole  of  tbij  dec..-:!! 
is  potititi  jwrit,  and  that  in  discussing  snch  qot.-tKE-r 
are  compelled,  to  some  extent,  according  to  Btc>::^i: 
pression, "  sermteinari  tanqwm  e  vineulU."  Positirtn 
of  law  have  been  gradually  formed  and  dispell ! : 
property  been  made  in  accordance,  and  the  is;  :'•: 
enoe  of  rejecting  an  obvious  corollary  from  127  -i. 
established  principle  may  be  greater  than  sst?:- 
vailing  advantage  from  the  adoption  of  a  le*  r^ 
clearly  in  accordance  with  established  autbodn.  1:1 
ever  desirable  it  may  appear  a  priori. 

In  Gate  v.  Drotier,  2  Keen,  764,  Lord  Lsnriil'  ;■* 
that  where  a  term  was  precedent  to  an  esiiUt  .  :> 
therefore  not  barraWe,  and  the  trusts  of  the  terEi  ; 
pay  portions  in  case  of  failnro  of  issue  under  tfciil 
the  trusts  of  the  term  were  void,  as  being  to  ks  >:  • 
remote  a  period,  and  there  was  no  means  bj  it  * 
eharget  could  be  barred,  as  they  depended  00  s  aai 
that  term  was  precedent  to  the  estate  tail.  1st 
recovery  there  would  remain  a  term  and  it; 
performed:  a  trust  which  could  not  be  defcitoi, 
term  which  could  not  be  destroyed.  Inthii 
see,  the  subject-matter  was  well  provided,  but  ths 
oould  not  be  called  to  the  enjoyment  of  it  till  i;a>i' 
remote.  In  cases  like  that  nnder  discussion,  oc  ^ ' 
trary,  the  danger  of  perpetuity  is  avoided  by  die  st* 
matter  itself  being  in  the  power  of  the  tent;  ;  » 
and,  if  this  power  should  be  exercised  to  tbe  w  ::* 
of  the  subjectmatter,  it  is  useless  to  enn:>  * 
process  the  recipients  are  to  be  ascerta;!.  -j 
pahdum  is  not  forthcoming,  there  is  no  objec-.;!  ^ 
for  those  who  would  be  entitled  to  partake  of  ii     J 

In  OurtU  V.  Lukin  (6  Beav.  147)  there  was  1  ci« 
tiou  which  could  only  have  been  free  of  the  ra  -i} 
moteness  by  assuming  the  parties  entitled  we. 
had  it  in  their  power  to  put  a  stop  to  the  acccs 
directed;  and,  as  there  were  no  means  of  i-«» 
the  share  and  interest  of  each  individual  within 
of  the  perpetuity  rule.  Lord  Langdale,  on  li: 
held  the  disposition  void  for  remoteness. 

These  oases  are  both  distinguishable  in  imp 
speots  from  the  esse  before  Vice-Chancellor  JW 
the  case  of  Bartopp  v.  Carbery  (sUted  in  I  fa- 
Uses,  5  ed.  206)  to  which  the  Vice-Chancellcr  kJ 
is  not  reported  in  a  way  to  afford  any  reliable  im 
on  this  question,  but  the  case  of  TTtgonrteli'!.  ^.« 
(8  Dow.  174)  appears  to  have  an  important  beaiJt/ 
that  case  there  was  a  devise  by  A.  to  his  son  B.  " 
with  remainder  to  B.'s  first  and  other  sons  in  tt  ' 
with  remainder  to  the  second  and  other  sons  of  > 
tator  in  tail  male,  and  in  case  of  failure  of  isae  o 
A.'s  body  to  trustees  for  a  term  of  sixty  pear?. '  ' 
mnlate  rents  and  apply  same  in  purchase  of  ]a^ 
settled  on  such  person  as  shonld  then  be  in  P'^*^ 
certain  other  estates  of  testator  therein  ment;:3^ 
life  with  remainders  over,  and  the  truiti  01  " 
were  held  void  because  the  person  in  possc"  cc 
time  when  the  conveyance  could  have  been  oisde 
lands  to  be  purohased,  was  not  in  existence  at 
of  A„  the  testator's  death.  It  was  held  thai 
itself  was  free  from  objection,  as  arisiBf 
estate  tail,  the  vice  consisted  in  the  applii 
money  to  be  raised  which,  in  the  event,  tvi' 
directing  a  Ji/^9  ertoife  to  a  person  not  ic  being  i' 
tor's  decease,  with  remainders  to  his  iao«  j^ 
settlement.  But  Lord  Eldon  pointedly  inqi'^™ 
the  argument — "  Do  yon  mean  to  conte»d  't»-^; 
circumstance  of  uneertaintf  nho  it  f*  "''.T 
,^_i_  .!_.■,   _i •_  K..  mnffoifi.  aM  •■ 
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estate  tail,  when  a  recovery  may  be  soffeieJ,  »** ' 
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h»i  it  faa,  renders  the  limiUtions  TOid  ?  (8  Dow.  102) 
U  vbioh  00  direct  answer  was  given.  The  same  learned 
Lord  in  bis  judgment  (p.  215)  says — "There  oan  be  no 
doabt  bat  in  this  case  (he  term  was  well  created  ;"  "  and 
here  I  nlast  intimate  that  thoagh  these  tmsts  have  been 
raiuidered  ss  too  remote  it  is  diffionlt  to  say  that  they 
were  ao  in  all  event*."  The  obeerration  of  Lord  Bedes- 
dale  (p.  207)  im]^7S  also  that  it  an  aiM/nto,  instead  of  a 
lift  «atat«  bad  been  given  to  the  petaon  in  possession  the 
trnat  iroald  have  beem  good. 

It  most  be  observed  that  in  the  case  of  Heatman 
T.  Ptarw,  there  was  no  poetponement  of  the  time  for 
iKertainment  of  the  parties  entitled  beyond  the  period 
when  the  trnat  for  sale  woold  come  into  operation,  viz., 
the  expiration  of  the  pievioos  estates  tail;  and  absalnte 
iottrests  are  given  to  the  persons  then  aaoertained;  no 
mm  aettlement  dincted,  as  in  T^egonKell  v.  Sydenhmn. 
Tbe  only  diiBcolfy  seems  to  consist  in  what  is  indicated 
b7  Lord  lldon's  qneetioo,  that  till  the  trast  aroee  there 
would  be  an  uncertainty  in  the  persona  who  wonld  be 
entitled ;  bat  tiiis  nncectainty  wonld  have  no  inflnenoe 
in  keeping  the  property  ont  of  commerae,  as  that  would 
depend  on  the  exeroise  or  not  of  the  powers  of  alienation 
eooferred  by  the  estate  tall ;  and  we  fail  to  see  Oiat  the 
mere  anoertainty  of  Ae  ofajeots  of  the  gift,  in  a  limita- 
tton  ao  ciroumstanoed,  was  snfloient  to  invalidate  the 
djapgeition. 

We  think  the  language  attributed  to  the  Yioe^Chan- 
oellor/'tfaat  every  limitation  after  an  estate  tail  must 
te  good  in  itself  nnless  it  be  by  way  of  contingent  re- 
Bsinder "  is  too  general,  if  it  import  that  every  Umita> 
tion  not  taking  effect  as  a  proper  remainder,  but  in  defea- 
iasce  of  an  estate  tail,  must,  in  the  terms  of  its  creation, 
be  confined  within  the  limits  of  the  perpetuity  rule.  But 
If  it  be  intended  to  alBrm  that  every  disposition  wliioh  a 
(lior  estate  tail  will  protect  from.tiie  vice  of  remoteness, 
■Mt.  in  ettnt,  actually  vest  either  during  the  oontinuance, 
ff  inmediately  after  the  expiration,  of  the  estate  tail,  we 
ttiolc,  though  unable  to  vouch  a  decided  case  in  support 
of  the  opinion,  that  such  a  rule  may  be  a  sound  one. 


LAW  OF  SUBTEBBANBAN  WATEB. 
The  rales  of  law  which  govern  the  enjoyment  of  a 
itrum,  flowing  in  its  natural  course  over  the  surface  of 
land  belonging  to  diffeieut  pfoprietois,  are  well  established 
[fnirey  v.  Owen,  6  Bz.  8S8).  Bvety  proprietor  has  a 
right  to  the  enjoyment  of  the  stream  flowing  in  its  natural 
eoorae  over  hia  land,  to  use  the  same,  as  he  pleases,  for 
any  parpoee  of  his  own,  not  inoonsistent  with  a  similar 
right  in  the  proprietors  of  the  land  above  and  below  ;  so 
that  neither  can  any  proprietor  above  diminish  the 
qaantity,  or  injure  the  quality,  of  the  water  which 
woold  otherwise  naturally  descend  ;  nor  oan  any  pro- 
prietor below  throw  back  the  water  witliont  the  lioenoe 
or  oooaent  of  the  owners  above  {Maeen  r.  Sill,  6  B.  It 
Al). 

It  was  hdd  in  Weed  r.  Ward  (8  Bz.  772),  that  the 
MBe  roles  apply  to  streams  of  water  flowing  onder 
poaad  in  a  defined  channel.  Some  streams,  the  river 
Hole,  for  instance,  flow  underground  during  part  of  their 
Mone ;  but  as  questions  respecting  right  in  snoh  streams 
'Will  not  often  occur,  we  may  pass  on  at  once  to  the  other 
fonion  of  our  subject,  which  ia  really  one  of  importance, 
^i..  the  rights  of  persons  with  respect  to  water  which 
does  not  flow  in  any  defined  channel,  but  perccdates  and 
ooiea  through  the  earth.  The  law  as  laid  down  in 
IMrty  V.  Owen  (.tup.),  with  respect  to  water  flowing  in 
*  defiiied  channel,  whether  upon  or  below  the  anrface, 
doea  not  apply  to  subterranean  water,  whiob  merely 
fctoolates  through  the  sou  and  has  found  no  defined 
Asaoel.  Such  water  is  the  property  of  the  owner  of  the 
'  MB,  «f  which  it  may  be  said  to  form  a  part.  As  it  was 
'  maim  Arttnr.BlwuUa  (13  M.  ft  W.  325),  aU  below 
fctarface  ia  the  property  of  the  owner  of  the  inher- 
tees,  whether  solid  rock  or  porous  ground,  or  venons 
**Rh,.or  part  aoU^  part  water.    Now,  as  everybody  has  a 


right  to  use  bis  own  soil  in  hia  own  wajr,  it  followii  that, 
if  the  owner  of  the  soil,  in  the  «zerci«e  of  t\xi»  right,  and 
with  no  Improper  inteatioo,  diys  a  well  and  taps  the 
springs  which  supply  his  neighbour's  well,  that  is  damnum 
ahsgrue  injurid,  for  which  his  neighbour  has  no  right  of 
notion  {Aeton  .t  Slundell,  tup.). 

Ia  the  recent  case  of  Grand  Junction  Canal  Company 
V.  Shvgar  (19  W.  R.  669)  the  Lord  Chancellor  aptly  com- 
pared such  water  to  an  animal  /era  naturte,  which  be- 
longs to  its  captor  only  so  long  as  he  can  keep  it.  If  a 
msn  diga  a  well,  and  the  water  comes  into  it,  he  may 
make  what  use  he  pleases  of  it,  so  long  as  it  is  there  ;  bat 
if  his  neighbour,  in  the  exercise  of  his  right  to  nse  his 
own  soil  in  his  own  way,  digs  another  well  and  draws  off 
the  water  from  the  former  well,  the  owner  of  the  former 
well  has  no  course  of  action,  as  we  shall  presently  see, 
and  his  only  remedy  is  to  dig  deeper. 

In  the  leading  case  on  this  subject  (Chatemore  v. 
Xiehardi,  5  W.  B.  780)  afSrmed  in  the  House  of  Lords 
(7  W.  B.  685,  7  H.  L.  Cas.  349),  it  was  decided  that  the 
owner  of  an  ancient  well  on  the  banlcs  of  the  Wandle 
could  not  maintain  an  action  against  an  adjoining  laud- 
owner  who  sank  a  deep  well  on  hia  own  land,  and  by 
pumps  and  steam-engines  diverted  the  water,  which 
would  otherwise  have  percolated  the  soil,  and  flowed  into 
the  river  above  the  mill.  We  said  "  which  would  other- 
wise have  percolated  the  soil,''  but  the  theory  of  thia 
class  of  dedsions  is,  that  because  there  is  no  conttat  as  to 
where  this  water  comes  from,  or  whither  it  goee,  or  whe-. 
ther  it  goes  at  all  to  the  person  who  complaiaa  of  ita 
being  abstracted,  there  is  no  certainty  about  a  claim 
founded  on  an  alleged  abstraction  of  such  water  on  which 
to  ground  an  action  :  and,  as  Wightman,  J.,  observed  in 
delivering  the  opinion  of  the  judges  in  Chatemore  v. 
Riohardt  (.tup.}  it  was  impossible  to  reconcile  such  a 
right  with  the  natural  and  ordinary  rights  of  landowners, 
or  to  fix  any  reasonable  limits  to  the  ezereise  of  snoh  a 
right. 

Chatemere  v.  Richard*  (tup.),  then,  is  an  authority 
to  show  tliat  the  abstraction  of  water  which  only  oocea 
through  the  soil  is  not  a  cause  of  action.  This  is  the 
case  as  regards  wells,  whether  the  water  abstracted  be 
water  that  otherwise  woald  have  reached  the  well,  or 
water  that  liaa  actually  reached  the  well;  in  neither  case 
has  the  owner  a  right  of  action  (A^  Jtiver  CaApany  v. 
Johnton,  8  W.  B.  179,  2  El.  &  CL  i35),  though  in  the 
Utter  case  it  had  been  reduced  into  possession  by  the 
owner  of  the  well  (see  Anton  v.  Blundell  (.tup.). 

JHekenmm  v.  Orand  Junetion  Canal  Company  (7  Bz. 
282),  where  it  was  lield  that  an  action  wonld  lie  agai'ist. 
a  company  who  had  pumped  out  of  their  well  a  quantity 
of  nhderground  water,  which  wonld  otherwise  have  goue 
into  the  river  and  found  its  way  to  the  plaintiff's  mill, 
and  BalitoH  v.  Bentted  (1  Camp.  463),  where  Lord  Ellen- 
borough  thought  that  the  owner  of  a  oloae  was  liable  for 
vaVtiag  a  drain,  whereby  a  spring  in  the  plaintiff's  cloae 
adjoining  was  diminished,  are  virtually  overruled  by 
Chatemore  v.  Richard*  and  Aaten  t.  Blundell,  which  es- 
tablish the  absolnte  right  of  the  owner  of  soil  through 
which  water  oozes  to  use  that  water  as  he  likes,  in  ao* 
cordance  with  the  doctrine  of  the  Digest  (lib.  39,  tit  3, 
s.  12),  in  a  passage  which  implies  that,  if  a  man  dig  a 
well  in  his  own  oloae,  and  thereby  drain  his  neighbour'a 
well,  he  may  do  so,  nnless  he  does  it  maliciously.  He 
ought,  however,  in  doing  so,  to  bear  in  mind  the  mazim, 
tic  utere  tuo  ut  alienum  non  Utdat.  It  seems  singular 
that  the  question  whether  the  owner  of  an  ancient  well 
can  prevent  his  neighbour  from  sinking  another  well 
should  have  been  considered  a  moot  question  so  recently 
as  Hammond  v.  Hall  (10  Sim.  531). 

Springs  and  wells  are  on  the  same  footing.  In  a  hard 
oase  (Reg  v.  Metropolitan  Board  of  Works,  11  W.B.  222, 
3  B.  &  S.  710)  an  anoient  pond  which  was  supplied  by 
springs  though  the  gravel  was  rendered  completely  dry 
by  the  operation  of  the  Metropolitan  Board  of  Workx, 
who  dug  a  sewer  in  the  vicinity,  which  tapped  the  springs 
that  would  otherwise  have  risen  in  the  pond,  yet  the 
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C!oQrt  ooold  not  bnt  follow  Chasemore  t.  MiehareU,  and 
Acton  T.  Blundell,  in  holding  that  there  wm  no  remecly. 
In  the  latest  case  on  this  rabjeet  {Orand  Junetum  Cknal 
Company  y.  Shngar)  oonnsel  for  the  plaiatilfs  admitted 
that  there  oonld  be  no  remedy  in  respect  of  the  lose  of 
water  occasioned  bj  the  defendants  haying  tapped  the 
pprings  which  fed  the  canal;  bnt  as  in  tapping  these 
springs  the  defendants  abstracted  a  qnantity  of  water 
from  a  defined  channel,  to  the  nsnfmot  of  which  the 
plaintiffs  were  entitled,  the  Court,  in  protecting  the  latter 
water  by  injnnotion,  inoidentally'proteoted  the  former 
water  aleo. 

Another  section  of  the  law  of  anbterranean  water  is 
that  relating  to  mines.  It  woold  aeem  to  be  the  natural 
right  of  each  of  the  owners  of  two  adjoining  mines — 
neither  being  snbject  to  any  (erritnde  to  the  other — to 
work  his  own  in  a  manner  most  oonvenient  and  benefi- 
cial to  himself,  althongh  the  natnral  consequence  may  be 
that  some  prejudice  will  acome  to  the  owner  of  the  ad- 
joining mine,  so  long  as  that  does  not  arise  from  the 
negligence  or  malicious  act  of  the  party.  (StaitA  ▼. 
Kenrieh,  7  C.B.  615,  664.)  Hence  it  follows  that,  so  long 
as  the  owner  of  a  mine  works  it  in  the  usual  and  proper 
manner,  he  ia  not  liable  for  water  which  flows  from  his 
mine  into  an  adjoining  mine  at  a  lower  level  by  grayi- 
tation,  though  he  has  no  right,  by  pumping  or  otherwise, 
to  rend  water  artificially  into  it.  {Saird  y.  WHliam$on, 
12  W.  R.  60,  15  C.  B.,  N.  8.,  876)  In  Baird  y.  TFiZHom- 
tim  the  mine  owner  purposely  caused  the  water  to  flow 
into  the  adjoining  mine  ;  in  Smith  y.  Zvnrirk,  {tup.)  the 
defendant  removed  the  barrier  of  coal  which  retained  a 
large  body  of  water  behind  it.  The  coaseguenoe  was, 
that  the  plaintiff's  mine  which  lay  lower  than  the  defen- 
dant's was  inundated,  but  for  this  the  defendant  was  not 
responsible,  as  he  had  remoyed  the  barrier  for  the  Inti- 
mate purpose  of  obtaining  the  coal,  and  so  working  his 
mine  in  a  manner  most  advantageous  to  himself. 
In  fact  the  plaintiff,  by  working  to  the  external 
edge  of  his  land,  had  subjected  himself  to  the 
natnral  flow  of  water  into  his  mine,  which  was  ooca- 
sioned  by  the  removal  of  the  defendants  barrier,  and 
the  argument  did  not  apply  that  the  defendant  was 
bound  to  prevent  the  water  in  his  mine  from  escaping 
into  bis  neighboar's  mine,  just  as  the  owner  of  cattle  is 
bound  to  keep  them  from  straying  on  to  his  neighbour's 
field.  Booh  an  argnment  would  apply  to  the  percolation 
of  dirty  water  in  a  state  of  pollution  {Sodgkiiuen  r. 
£!nner  11  W.  B.  776,  4  B.  &  S,-22»)  bnt  not  to  water 
seeking  it»  own  level  by  the  operation  of  natnral  causes, 
for  which  the  higher  mine  owner  ia  not  responsible. 
The  oondosion  in  Fleteher  v.  SylaiuU  (14  IT.B.  799,  L.  E. 
1  Ex.  266)  that  one  who  for  his  own  purposes  brings 
upon  his  land,  and  collects  and  keeps  there,  anything 
likely  to  do  mischief  if  it  escapes,  is  prima  faaie 
auHwerable  for  all  the  damage  which  is  the  natural  con- 
sequences of  its  escape,  is  not  applicable  to  damage 
caused  by  an  accumulation  of  water  in  a  mine  behind  a 
natnral  barrier.  If  the  barrier  in  Smith  v.  Kenriek  bad 
been  artiflcial,  and  the  accumulation  of  water  behind  it 
artificial,  the  defendant  in  Smith  y.  Kenrick  would  have 
been  made  liable  for  the  damage  caused  by  the  escape  of 
the  water,  as  in  Fletcher  v.  Rglands,  instead  of  being 
excused  on  the  ground  that  be  did  the  act  which  led  to 
the  injury  in  exercise  of  his  right  to  work  his  own  pro- 
perty as  he  pli 
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Mr.  Butterworth,  the  eminent  law  publisher,  is  about  to  pre- 
sent to  St  Paul's  Cathedral  a  magniScent  alms-dish  in  suver 
gAt,  two  feet  in  diameter.  It  is  to  be  similar  in  design  to.  the 
altar  plate  alresdy  presented  to  the  Cathedral  by  Mr.  S.  Simpscn. 

Mr.  William  Eastlake,  aoUdtor,  of  Plymeuth,  law  Adviser 
fe  the  Admiralty  at  that  port,  haa  been  awarded  the  sum  of 
.£aO(>  by  the  Oovemment,  for  the  serriets  rendered  by  him  in 
craiiectiso  with  the  late  prosecution  of  ships'  stewards. 


BECEHT  DECISIONS. 

BQUITT. 
POSCHASE   OF   SHJLBKS  IN   THE  KlME  0?  1  HoiuSS, 

R»  Great  Wheal  Bvtf  Mining  Ompau,  Shi'i  'm 
LJJ.,  19  W.  R  549. 

The  shareholder  who  transfers  sbues  inte  tlie  iwii  j 
a  nominee  for  the  purpose  of  escaping  liabilit;  «iil,  t:  j 
the  company  being  wound  up,  be  settled  on  tin  Ik  ji 
contribntorifla.      He  has  contracted  to  become  itlwi 
holder,  and  he  will  not  be  suffered  to  escape  the  WM\ 
under  his  contract,  by  any  means  which  the  CooneiM: 
siders  fraudulent.     But  the  person  who  bujs  iht«i  iii 
the  name  of  a  nominee,  who  Is  iegi8tetedaBtbeb:&-.t 
stands  in  a  totally  different  position  from  the lejis-^l 
holder  of  shares,  who  transfers  them  to  a  iiomii»Cti.< 
own.    According  to  the  decision  in  King't  ciiu,<iiy.- 
son  who  buys  the  shares  in  the  name  of  another.  inW 
name  he  gets  them  registered  for  the  purpose  oi  e.<ca{>.{t 
liability  cannot,  under  any  circumstances,  be  pje-i  i 
the  list  of  oontribntories  ;  and  why  ?     Because  b  .j 
never  become  a  shareholder,  or  agreed  to  becoice  lio 
holder ;  and  the  Court  cannot  treat  him  as  a  ekieW< 
for  that  would  be  to  make  a  new  contract  for  ibefi  i 
This  decision,  as  will  be  seen,  depends  solely  on-ittet 
of  priority  between  the  company  and  the  tea.  pab^ 
who  is  not  the  registered  holder,  and  is  Tibcl];  ic^ 
tive  of  the  question  whether   the  transutloi:  u  kt 
frandulent  complexion,  which  is  the  test  in  tte  as  I 
shareholders  who  transfer  their  shares  to  mr:  t  'i 
for  the  purpose  of  eecaping  liability. 

luBagg'teau  (13  W.  E.  911),  which  is  rini 
overruled  by  the  present  decision,  Tice-Cbmcello:  'iA\ 
dersley  considered  that  the  presence  or  abseooe  of  -!^\ 
was  the  test,  as  in  the  case  of  the  shareholder  xho  itf 
fers  to  a  man  of  straw;  bnt  the  Lords  Justice apia-:^ 
decline  to  recognise  any  such  distinction,  and  r::!  ^ 
decision  on  the  broad  ground  already  stated  that  ti  -  i 
no  contract  to  hold  the  shares,  which  theccDr~'4 
enforce  against  the  real  purchaser. 

In  Cox'i  cate  (12  W.  R.  92),  which  waarelS'i 
argnment,  there  was  an  express  agreement  to  ub 
shares,  which  distinguishes  it  from  King'teate.  Co^ 
a  promoter,  who  had  agreed  to  take  a  nambe:  «1 
in  a  company  which  was  forming,  and  it  vu 
that  moat  of  the  shares  he  had  agreed  to  take 
put  into  the  names  of  nominees,  so  as  to  mislead  ii 
ing  applicants  for  shares;  and  it  was  held  that  bt 
ocBtribntory.  Bnt  when  a  man  bays  shares  ia  ciu 
.ket,  and  by  his  direction  the  vendors  transfer  thes 
the  name  of  a  nominee,  who  is  afterwards 
the  holder,  it  is  Immatwial  what  the  object  o^  thi- 
chaser  was  in  having  them  placed  in  the  nu* 
nominee,  since  there  is  no  contract  on  the  part  ■-!  I 
original  purchaser  to  take  the  shares  nhich  the  C< 
can  enforce  by  making  him  a  contributory.  It  io  i)!*)! 
that  the  dedsion  gives  purchasers  a  great  facilT 
speculation,  at  all  events  where  the  companie!  (.« 
no  power  to  refuse  to  register  transfers,  since  porcJi 
of  shares  can  put  them  in  the  names  of  oomiiieej.  ^ ) 
so  doing  escape  all  liability  to  the  companr.  ^'<^- 1 
liability  to  indemnify  the  nominal  owner,  if  he  li  J 
gether  a  man  of  straw,  and  pays  uothing  to  theoocp 
for  calls,  is  obviously  inconsiderable.  Bat  all  veli^'' 
articles  of  aaaooiation  give  a  discretionary  power  to  i^ 
to  register  transfers. 


COMMON  LAW. 

AlilKN — NATCaLL-BOBK   SlTBJCCr. 

BatUt  y.  CBoghtrty,  Bx.  Oh.  (Ir.),  19  W.  f 
The  real  question  in  this  case  was,  whether  -  - 
tions  of  the  13  Ceo.  2,  a  21,  relating  to  alies^.-c  «  ' 
be  read  in  oonjanotion  or  separately,  and  the  di'ciucs 
the  Irish  Exoheqner  Chamber,  affirming  the  <i«>*°f 
the  Irish  Qaaen's  Bench,  is  in  favour  of  tbe  f onasr » 


Digitized  by 


Google 


hy  20, 1871.  THE  SOLICITORS'  JOURNAL  4b  REPORTER. 


525 


hi  nbjeot »  one  sot  often  illiutntod  It  will  be  well 
ytiet  tit  out  briefly.  An  Iriehmao,  ewain^  Imnd  in 
od,  west  ibroed,  and  had  born  to  him  abroad  ioni, 
iiMt  of  whom  died  in  hit  father's  lifetime,  learinr 
«lw  bom  abroad.  By  virtue  of  7  Ann,  o.  5  and 
ti  i,  e.  21,  tb«  aoni,  tboogh  bora  abroad,  were  on 
Doting  of  nataral-bom  inbjeeta  ;  for  it  waa  oonoeded 
ilthoDgh  theee  atatntea  were  Kngllah  and  before 
JaioD,  jret  ai  thegr  gave  to  the  penona,  in  whose 
a  the;  were  made,  the  ttatnt  of  natotal-born  iab> 
of  the  down,  that  ttatM*  was  aTailabl*  in  Ireland 
lU  ta  in  Eoghnd.  For  the  same  nason  it  was  eon- 
I  Ihet  the  eon  of  the  eldest  son  had,  by  Tirtoe  of  18 
t,  e.  21,  alio  the  ttatut  of  a  natnral-bom  snl^eat  in 
id ;  bat  the  4th  section  of  that  statute  prevents  the 
t  w  fsronred  from  making  the  privilege  conferred 
Itiffl  STsilable  in  a  claim  to  inherit  land,  nnless  he 
SI  his  claim  within  five  years  of  the  death  of  his 
tor.  A  mtaority  of  ja^;es  both  in  the  Qaeen's 
t  ud  in  the  Excheqaet  Chamber,  held  that 
■etion  was  only  a  dUtinot  Statute  of  Limits- 
sod,  being  an  Engliih  statute  pasMd  before  the 
i,inoperatire  in  Ireland.  The  majority  held  that 
tttther  to  be  taken  u  a  qnalillaatioB  of  the  rigfata 
Did  bj  the  l8t  Motion,  and  that  the  effect  of  the 
notions  taken  together  was,  not  that  the  right  to 
a«l  retted  in  the  foreign  born  grandson  subject  to 
■ooe  in  the  event  of  his  not  daiming  within  five 
bot  that  it  remained  in  those  who,  bat  for  section 
>U  hare  been  entitled,  sabjeot  to  a  right  in  the 
91  bom  grandson  to  aoqniie  it  by  making  his  olaim 
)  (be  fire  yeara.  In  the  present  aotion,  therefore, 
ieb  the  deviaeea  of  the  second  son  of  the  original 
Idtimed  the  land,  as  against  the  son  of  the  eldest 
tekadnotcUimed  within  the  five  yeara,  the  re> 
Ml  that  the  devisees  of  the  seoond  son  were  held 
fkinoceed.  It  is  to  be  observed  that  this  ded- 
pitDthority  npon  the  constraction  of  the  statute, 
lliiequsl  importance  in  England  and  in  Ireland, 
Im  10  treated  by  the  Court.  If  the  opinion  of  the 
%  were  right,  the  effect  would  be  that,  by  virtue 
In  1,  the  land  would  desoend  to  the  foreign  bom 
|i*adioa,  tlras  oosiing  the  title  of  the  foreign  bom 
•on,  who,  but  f  oi  that  seotion  would  have  (akan. 
ithe  grandson  did  not  olaim  for  five  years,  his  title 
WdMtr^yed,  but  there  would  be  nothing  to  restore 
tl*  to  the  son  ;  so  tiiat  the  latter  would 
■ired  of  the  right  which  the  former  statutea  con- 
apon  him  without  any  oorreapondiog  advantage, 
« family  in  favour  of  which  the  latter  statute  was 
il  to  operate  would  be  placed  by  it  In  a  worse 
n  than  before.  The  chief  diffionlby  lies  in  the 
of  the  HCtion — "Provided  always,  &c.,  that  no 
•ImU  be  enabled  hereby  to  defeat  any  eatate  right 
>Mt  which  upon  the  last  day  of  this  session  shall  be 
l7  Tested  in  any  other  peraon,  or  toclaim  or  demand 
ite  or  interest,  whieh  shall  hereafter  aoerM,  nnleas 
Xn  or  demand  be  made  within  five  yeara  next  aftw 
M  shall  aoerae."  The  question  is,  what  does  the 
•P«*k  of  as  aooming?  Is  it  the  title  to  the  estate 
jiniM  of  the  vesting  of  the  estate  in  the  claimant? 
>a  light  to  make  a  claim  to  the  estate,  which, 
lifhtfolly  made,  has  the  effect  of  vesting  the 
'  What  is  held  in  sabstance  is,  that  what  accrues 
I*  light  to  make  the  claim  ;  which  right,  till  ex- 
'  dosB  not  affect  the  estate  of  those  who  would  be 
Me  entitled. 


REVIEWS. 

Tht  late  and  Praeliee  of  Bankrupt*;/  and  Iinpruonment  ftr 
MfL,  ounpriting  the  Statute*,  General  Suits,  and  Form*, 
and  incorporating  such  portioni  of  the  third  edition  of  the 
late  Mr.  Sheffnd'i  Trtatiee  on  Bankrupted  as  in  applieable 
to  the  pretent  law,  and  the  Innlvency,  Billt  of  Sale,  and 
Warrant*  of'AUomeif  Act*.  By  Lawfokd  Yk-n  Lbb, 
of  Linoolh's  Inn,  Esq ,  Barrlster-at-Law.  London :  Max- 
well dt  Son,  1871. 

It  would  he  no  easy  task  in  any  ease  to  produce  a  book  on 
bankruptcy  at  the  preeent  moment,  when  a  great  chan;;^ 
has  just  been  made  in  the  law,  no  one  can  aay  exactly  how 
great,  for  npon  many  points  of  extreme  importance  it  still 
remains  to  m  decided  whether  novelty  of  language  in  the  pre- 
sent enactment  does  or  doee  not  mean  new  Uw,  whether  the 
old  prinei^es  of  bankraptoy  remain  in  fall  force  or  have  been 
entnely  subverted.  We  are  inclined  to  think,  also,  that  Mr. 
Lee's  labours  mnst  have  been  greatly  increased  by  the  form 
into  whidi  his  boiA  is  cast  It  afiat  have  been  a  singalarly 
diSloalt  task  to  take  Mr.  Shdford's  notes  upon  old  Acts,  now 
repealed,  to  work  them  up  with  new  matter,  and  then 
apply  titem  as  notes  to  sections  wholly  differently  framed  in 
the  new  Act.  Moreover  the  arrangement  of  the  book,  if  a 
troublesome  one  for  the  writer,  is  a  troublesome  one  for  the 
reader  also.  Notes  upon  an  Act  of  Parliament  are  extremely 
convenient  where  they  are  short  in  proportion  to  the  Act 
itself  and  ehiely  explaaatory  of  the  words  of  the  Act  itself. 
Bat  a  long  treatise  thrown  into  the  form  of  notes  to  a  com- 
pazatiTely  short  Act  of  Pariiament  is  an  unwieldy  thing  to 
dealwith.  Oneneverknowsexactly  what  part  of  the  book  to 
search  for  anything  in,  and  unless  theiodex  is  nnuusally  full 
and  aoenrate  (in  the  preeent  case  the  index,as  &r  as  we  oan 
judge  seems  good)  one  is  tempted  to  give  up  the  attempt  in 
despair.  For  example,  section  15  of  the  Bankruptcy  Act, 
defining  the  proporty  divisible  among  the  lutnkrapt's 
creditors,  fills  nearly  a  page.  The  notes  of  tiie  seotion  fill 
.112  pages,  and  they  include  treatises,  in  some  cases  pretty 
full  treatises,  on  such  subjects  as  a  wile's  equity  to  a  settle- 
meat,  lumarried  woman's  separate  estate,  and  stoppage  m 
traimtu. 

Bat  irinle  we  feel  boond  tlius  to  express  our  objection  to 
the  fonn  of  Mr.  Lee's  book,  we  have  no  hesitation  in  ex- 
pressing our  high  ^>preciation  of  its  sabetanoe.  It  is  in 
every  respect  the  most  important  work  on  bankruptcy, 
whidi  has  sppeued  since  the  legidation  of  1869 ;  ana  the 
most  scFviceable  text  book  for  practical  use  at  present  to  be 
found.  Hie  areater  part  of  the  book  is  necessarily  devoted 
to  the  discusdon  of  doctrines  of  law  by  no  means  new;  and 
these  are  treated  fnlly  and  very  clcaiiy.  Indeed  the 
fault  we  havo'to  find  is,  that  the  writer  gives  us  rather  too 
much.  law.  He  is  too  often  tempted  to  diKuss  in  some  detail 
branches  of  law  only  incidentally  coimected  with  bankruptcy, 
such  for  instSBoe  as  the  doctrine  of  a  wife's  equity  to  a 
settlement. 

Witfa  the  new  law  Mr.  Lee  bos  dealt  judiciously.  Where 
it  is  dear  and  simple  he  states  it  plainly.  Where 
it  is  doubtful,  he  pomts  the  doubt,  without  indulging 
in  too  nmch  speculation  as  to  the  solution  they  may 
ultimately^  receive.  As  an  instance  of  tliis  we  may  refer  to 
the  mode  in  which  he  deals  with  the  very  difficult  questions 
arising  under  section  6  of  the  Bankruptcy  Act,  as  to  wliat 
are.fiaudulent  conveyances  in  such  a  sense  as  to  moko  them 
Acts  of  Bankruptcy. 


APPOnrTMSNTS- 


^  of  Secondary  of  the  City  of  London  ha*  become 
«?  the  demits  of  Mr.  O.  W.  K.  Potter,  who  had  held  th* 
■».Uk  year  1831.  It  it  in  the  gift  of  the  Court  of  Com- 
ical, who  have  nominated  Mr.  W.  Corrie,  the  remem- 
'W  the  aty,  to  carry  on  the  daties  until  a  permament 
■ent  c»n  be  made.  Mr.  Alexander  Crottley,  aolidtor, 
^  [■''Knt  andersherif&  of  Lendon  and  Middlesex,  an 
wh  he  held  tiz  timet  ander  difflirent  mayoralties,  is  a 
« for  the  post  of  Swxindsry.  Mr.  William  Oreshsm, 
',  -A  Ugh  bidiff  of  Soathwark,  u  alto  a  candidate. 


Mr.  iinmrn  OauaM,  barrister-at-law,  of  the  Calcutta 
Bar,  has  been  appointed  Advooate-Gkmeral  to  the  (}ovem- 
ment  of  Bengal,  in  succession  to  Mr.  T.  H.  Oowie,  resigned. 
Mr.  Orsham  was  called  to  the  bar  at  the  Middle  Temple  in 
November,  'I'efi2,  and  has  been  for  some  years  standing 
coonsel  to  the  Government  of  Bengal,  which  office  hod  been 
previously  held  by  Mr.  Oowie,  imom  he  now  succeeds  as 
Advocate-G«neraL 

Mr.  J<»ac  Put  Kbnnedt,  barrister-at-law,  of  Calcutta, 
has  been  appointed  Standing  Counsel  for  the  presidency^f i 
Fort  William,  in  Bengal,  succeeding  Mr.  J.  Qraham,  who 
has  become  Advooate-OeneraL  Mr.  Kennedy  was  called 
to  the  bar  in  Ireland  in  1845,  and  was  formerly  Recorder 
of  Bangoon,  in  British  Bnrmah. 

Mr.  Chabixs  EmwAnn  Howbll,  solintor,  of  Welchpool, 
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UontBoineryBfaiTe,  has  been  appointed  Clerk  to  the  Magis- 
trates for  the  dirision  of  Hathrafsl,  Deythur,  and  Pool 
Upper,  in  succession  to  his  father,  Mr.  Abraham  Howell, 
who  has  resigned  after  having  held  the  office  for  a  period  of 
tbirty-eight  years.    Mr.  0.  E.  Howell  was  admitted  in  1868. 


FA£LIAM£NT  AND  LEGISLATION. 

HOUSE  OF  LORDS. 
May  12. — The  Alabama  Claims. — Lord  Redesdole  asked  the 
'ibvenunent  if  the  qnestion  whether  the  United  States  could, 
Hjcording  to  the  principles  of  international  law,  persevere  in 
the  Alabama  claims  since  the  reconciliation  of  the  Soathem 
with  the  Northern  States  had  been  brought  before  the  Joint 
Commission,  or  would  come  before  those  who  were  finally  to 
determine  those  claims.  He  was  anxious  that  an  important 
point  of  international  law  should  receive  fall  consideration, 
which  he  believed  hod  not  yet  been  the  case,  before  this 
matter  was  settled — viz.,  the  great  part  which  the  Southern 
States  had  in  the  building  and  fitting  out  of  the  Alabama 
and  other  vessels.  They  ordered  and  paid  for  the  ships,  and 
the  injuty  to  the  trade  of  the  North  wa*  committed  by  them; 
yet  they  wftre  now  represented  by  President  Grant's  Oovern- 
ment,  which  made  the  claim  for  compensation.  Thiu  Vir- 
ginia and  the  other  Sonthem  States  were  asking  ns  to  give 
an  indemnity  for  the  injury  committed  by  themselves.  This 
in  private  lir^  would  be  unjust,  and  he  contended  that  the 
American  Government  were  barred  by  the  coarse  they  had 
taken  towards  the  Sonthem  States  from  prosecuting  the 
claim.  Had  the  South  achieved  its  independence,  and  had 
the  claim  of  the  North  against  this  country  been  substan- 
tiated, we  should  certainly  have  asked  the  South  to  reimburse 
OS  for  the  damages  awarded,  the  ii^'ury  having  been  com- 
mitted by  and  for  it.  The  North  could  have  required  the 
South,  as  a  condition  of  peace,  to  give  compensation  for  that 
i^jnry ;  but,  it  having  thought  proper  to  forgive  the  principal, 
how  could  a  daim  be  made  against  the  agent  F  A  man  who 
had  received  a  sound  thrashing  might  as  well,  after  foi^ving 
his  opponent,  proceed  against  the  man  who  lent  hun  the 
stick,  and  he  did  not  believe  that  in  such  a  case  an  action 
would  lie.  He  was  not  aware  of  any  precisely  analogona 
case,  for  such  an  occurrence  was  necessarily  rare.  The 
Soathem  States  were  treated,  not  as  rebels,  but  as  bellige- 
rents by  the  North,  and  so  far  as  warlike  operations  were 
concerned  they  were  clearly  an  independent  country.  They 
had,  therefore,  all  the  responsibilitiea  of  that  position.  If  A 
ordered.  B  to  do  something  whereby  he  was  benefited,  but 
which  exposed  B  to  a  severe  penalty,  it  would  be  thought 
very  unhandsome  for  A  to  file  an  information  against  his  own 
agpnt  in  order  to  obtain  damages  ;  and  the  case  was  little 
altered  if  A,  while  not  bringing  the  action  himself,  allowed 
bis  brother  or  partner  to  do  so.  Now,  the  law  of  nations 
ought  to  agree  with  the  law  as  between  man  and  man,  and  he 
coald  not  see  how  a  claim  could  fairly  be  preferred  under  sach 
Txrculiar  circumstanoes  as  existed  in  this  case. — ^The  Earl  of 
Laaderdale  remarked  that  during  the  Crimean  war  the 
Americans  allowed  a  man-of-war  to  be  fitted  out  in  one  of 
their  ports  with  gnns  and  warlike  stores,  which  was  nltt- 
jnatly  handed  over  to  a  Russian  agent  and  taken  to  a  Russian 
port. — Earl  Granville  thought  tnat,  as  the  question  was 
likely  to  be  referred  to  arbitrators,  it  would  not  be  well  at 
the  present  stage  to  enter  into  any  argument  on  the  subject. 
The  point  raised  by  Lard  Redesdale,  had  not,  that  he  was 
aware,  been  previously  raised.  It  certainly  had  not  sugges- 
ted itself  to  the  legal  advisers  of  the  successive  Governments 
which  had  had  to  deal  with  the  question,  and  it  had  not 
formed  a  portion  of  the  instmctions  given  to  our  Commis- 
sioners. Whether  it  was  a  good  or  a  bad  one  he  woold  not 
say,  but  it  might  no  doabt-mtve  been  a  proper  point  to  refer 
to  the  Commissioners  in  settling,  not  the  claims,  but  the 
iii'ide  in  which  they  should  be  adjusted.  Without  giving 
..i.y  opinion  on  the  matter,  he  would  only  add  that  it  wonld 
be  the  duty  of  the  Government  to  consider  every  possible 
point  which  could  honourably  and  fairly  be  urged  against 
the  claims  of  the  United  States. 

May  15. — The  Tradti  Uniont  Bill  passed  through  oom- 
B.itM. 

j.'ho  Criminal  Law  AmenAmeht  {Violence,  Thread,  ^r.) 
Bil.  Committee.  Clauiie  1. — Lord  Cairns  remarked  tiiat 
the  Trades  Unieu  Bill  had  given  considerable  advan- 
tages to  trades'  unions,  and  had  removed  their  com- 
plafaiti  that  they  had  not  the  protection  of  the  law  and 


were  under  the  ban  of  illogalitr.  This  hul  be«s  dais  a 
the  understanding  that  correlative  protection  sboild  V 
given  to  persons  not  members  of  trades'  umons  ajxK 
improper  molestation.  At  present  such  proteotioa  vu  gjiji 
onfy  under  the  6th  George  IV.,  which  proTided  tk;  m 
molest  or  obstruct  any  person  in  going  to  or  retiming  fns 
work  should  be  a  misdemeanoar.  N"  definitioii  u 
given  of  molestation,  and  ha  nnderstood  Xha  empk  ^ 
and  non-memben  of  anions  wonld  be  willing  to  naixi  m  ■ 
the  operation  of  that  Act  The  present  bill,  bowcn:,  r-- 
pealed  it,  and  this  claase  provided  that  tbe  persi$teiitlv.'^- 
lowing  a  person  from  place  to  place,  the  hiding  of  lus  •.•a% 
clothes,  or  other  property,  and  the  watching  or  'wst:-^  [ 
with  two  or  more  other  peraons,  the  tilace  itlien  \i 
resided  or  worked  should  be  deemed  i^olesution  t;  <:• 
struction.  The  daase  also  provided  that  '•  no  ota^r  o-'.:' 
should  be  construed  as  molestation  or  obstracioa  :> 
purposes  of  the  Act,  and  he  feared  that  by  thi<  de£n:t;3  ci 
limitation  persons  would  be  able  to  devise  and  prictis  v.:; 
impunity  other  kinds  of  molestation.  He  propoHiiffl- 
fore,  the  omission  of  the  words  "and  in  no  other »«' al 
as  picketing,  wil^  a  view  of  moral  intimidation.  K<i!i  if 
and,  indeed,  was  usually  carried  on  by  less  than  three  less^ 
he  also  proposed  the  ominion  of  the  words,  "  wi'.i: .« 
more  other  persona." — ^The  Earl  of  Horley  said  ii;  i4 
tation  aud  oMruction  had  been  so  vaguelj  and  aa:m:: 
defined — black  looks  and  rough  wordsliaving  been  ».i!' : 
incladed — tJhat  it  was  necessary  to  give  them  a  athoi*.'!-'' 
pretation.  Picketing  was  to  some  e.^tent  nectsfij  :' 
unless  the  men  entering  or  leaving  a  factory  wer?  njJ 
and  their  names  taken  down  they  might  pretend 'ii  =1 
were  on  strike  and  draw  pay  on  this  plea  from  ttiVJ 
Unless  accompanied  by  such  threats  or  intimid«Mic 
would  reasonably  prevent  persons  from  going  to  or  i^ 
ing  work,  it  was  not  illegal  It  was  impossible,  mw« 
for  lees  than  three  persons  to  watch  works  of  laigf  e3« 
sevaral  entrances.  It  might  be  well  to  lay  down  do  t^ 
numbers  with  regard  to  watching  or  besetting  a  wAi' 
residence,  as  this  was  a  different  thing  to  watching  ii<^^ 
but  he  objected  to  the  second  amendment  as  one  irhidi  «i 
create  a  new  offence. — Lord  Chelmsford  pointed  oita 
whether  the  words  "  and  in  no  other  case  "  were  r?t«i«« 
not,  the  operation  of  the  clause  would  be  restricted* 
three  cases  specified  therein.  Expraiio  luiitt!,  f/rinsi  i 
riui. — The  Earl  of  Derby  reminded  the  commiSfl 
Lord  Cairns'  amendment  wotild  not  make  the  raw'i 
ing  or  besetting  illegal,  the  whole  clause  \fi^ 
vemed  by  words  which  provided  that  there  'ihouli  * 
intent  to  coerce.  It  woold  have  been  desirable »' 
fine  this  intent,  but  the  bill  would  leave  this  to  tit  il 
nistrators  of  the  law,  and  it  was  obvious  that  the  whm 
persons  was  no  test  at  alL  Half  a  dozen  persosi  a 
cany  on  a  watch  very  quietly,  while  one  or  two  p<* 
migut  so  conduct  themselves  as  to  produce  tsrror  an!  i 
midation.— The  Lord  Chancellor,  after  admitting  tilt 
omission  or  retention  of  the  words  first  objected  to  wi 
material,  defended  the  test  of  number,  on  the  gronill 
one  person  could  not  be  supposed  to  exercise  w«l 
whereas  the  assemblage  of  three  persons  gave  a  prtris; 
of  coercion  being  intended.  Moreover,  though  'hf  ■*' 
George  IV.,  which  had  led  to  considerable  diScol:^ 
repeued,  other  Acts  would  remain  in  force  which  ^ 
cover  offences  not  incladed  in  this  bilL— The  omisuosti 
words,  "  and  in  no  other  cases.'*  was  then  sgr??  i  te 
omission  in  the  sub-section  defining  picketing  of  tie » 
"  with  two  or  more  other  persona,'  Wii5  carried  by  Ji » 
— Earl  Grey  proposed  an  amendment  iutendeu  '•'• 
a  very  serious  form  of  intimidation — vii.,  the  '^•'  ^ 
by  assembling  before  a  factory,  to  prevent  new  hands  1 
entering  it  This  was  not  at  present  provided  f«. 
amendment  was  accepted,  and  the  clause  as  amended 
to. 

May  16.— The  Baiik  Hotidoft  Bills.    Oommittse.' 
Marquis  of  Salisbury  proposed  an  instruction  esa 
the  committee  to  extent  the  Bill  to  payments  and  »;t< 
than  the   payment  of  bills  of  exchange  and  ppJ" 
notes. — Ixnd  Overstone  approved  and  suggested  thtf 
era!  holidays  "  should  be  substituted  for  "  bank 
Lords  Cainu  and  Chelmsford  thought  the  ii 
necessary,   as  the  committeo  had  enough  poww 
it ;  and  the  instruction  was  withdrawiL— On  the  r 
Lord  Colonsay  the  Bill  was  extended  to  Scotland.  : 
a  separate  schedule  of  days  was  to  be  proridei  I'"'  •  ~r^ 
say  stating,  in  reply  to  the  Manjois  of  Silisbur.i .  U^  "^ 
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Itch  holidsTS  could  not  be  made  idantical  with,  the 
tbh  and  Irish ;  in  Scotland,  "  Whit  Sanday,"  which 
i;s  fell  on  the  I5th  of  Hay,  no  matter  what  day  of  the 
i,  wai  Uie  most  important  huaineag  day  of  the  year. — 
iDoke  of  Richmona  moved,  on  the  score  of  uniformity, 
mesdment  providing  that  Bills  fallings  due  on  these 
iip  shoold  be  payable  on  the  day  preceding,  or,  if 
t  dsT  were  a  Sanday,  on  the  Saturday  previous,  lliis 
t  4e  kw  with  regard  to  «xi sting  holidays.  There 
li  o&ermse  bo  this  anomaly — Qood  Friday  bills  would 
•;FabIe  oa  tho  preceding  Thursday,  and  Easter  Sunday 
on  the  Saturday,  while  the  Easter  Monday  bills  would 
be  payable  till  Tuesday. — The  Marquis  of  Salisbury 
,tlie  opinion  of  the  London  banks  connected  with  the 
■mg-bouse  had  been  taken  on  this  jpoint.  None  of 
iveie  in  {aroar  of  the  amendment,  in  five  the  partners 
jirided,  and  the  remainder,  more  than  a  dozen,  were 
■t  it.  The  Liverpool  Chamber  of  Conmierce  also 
led  it,  as  a  hardship  to  small  traders. — Lord  Overstone 
^  the  amendment  would  create  an  injustice,  for 
09  abroad,  holding  bills  on  London,  and  knowing 
gg  of  the^  holidays,  might  present  their  bills  too  late, 
ne  their  remedy.  If  the  law  interposed  an  obstacle 
I  performance  of  an  engagement  on  a  given  day,  it 
'to  be  performed  on  the  first  subsequent  opportunity 
,  on  the  following  day.  The  amendment  would  also 
«d  the  Saturday  with  the  business  of  the  following 
tj  and  Monday. — Viscount  Halifax  thought  it  desire- 
loakebills&liing  due  on  existing  holidays  Decome  pay- 
boon  the  following  day,  and  to  abolish  days  of  grace, 
vere  in  in  a  very  anomalous  condition. — Lord  Cairns 
aended  the  withdrawal  of  the  amendment,  believing 
a  effort  would  hereafter  be  made  to  attain  uniformity 
ther  manner.  A  holiday  might  be  proclaimed  by  the 
I,  in  which  cases  persons  abroad  could  not  be  expected 
twaie  of  it,  and  to  sand  in  their  bills  for  oc^bction 
>  pcTious  day.  He  concurred  in  the  propriety  of 
mg  days  of  grace.  Clauses  1  and  2  were  then 
1  to.  The  Haxqnis  of  Salisbury  then  moved  the 
ndoch  he  had  in  view  in'  proposiog  aa  instruction  to 
pBttee.  It  provided, — "No  person  shall  be  com- 
p  to  take  any  payment  or  to  do  any  act  upoa  such  holi- 
Ml  he  would  not  be  compellable  to  £>  or  nudce  on 
■•Hiay  or  Good  Friday,  and  that  such  obligation 
•  fniisferred  to  the  following  day." — ^A  proposal 
^  Beauchamp,  to  include  Ascension  day  in  the 
lie,  was  withdrawn  on  the  suggestion  of  the  Bishop 
ichester. — On  the  motion  of  the  Marquis  of  Salisbury, 
agned  to  make  the  26th  of  December  always  a  hoU- 
X  only  on  "  Monday,"  which  word  was  struck  out, 
uy  "  week-day,"  which  word  was  substituted. 

HOUSE  OP  COMMONS. 
11— The  Arm^  Segulation  Bill  was  considered  in 

17.— The  Fermitivi  Prohibitcrg  Liquor  BilL — Sir 
I  Lawson  piopoeed  the  second  reading. — The  bill  was 
led  by  Sir  B.  Hoare,  Mr.  K.  Smith,  and  Mr.  Cado- 
e  latter  of  whom  thought  its  principle  sound,  though 
isred  the  bill  itself  would  be  inoperative. — Mr. 
Knue,  Lord  G.  Haoilton,  Mr.  Pim,  Sir  H.  Selwin. 
n,  Ur.  Locke,  Sir  D.  Corrigan,  Mr.  MnndeHs,  and 
ace  opposed  the  bill. — Lord  Sandon  could  not  snp- 
)  bill,  bnt  he  must  say  Uiat  every  friend  of  the  work- 
its  most  fieel  greatly  indebted  to  the  Home  Secre- 
'  having  attempted  to  deal  with  the  liqnor  trade  in  a 
ieame  spirit.  Yet  he  believed  the  right  hon. 
an,  by  withdrawing  the  bill  at  an  nnfbrtnnate 
it  had  most  unwillingly  dons  a  serious  iojory  to 
'ho  were  trying  to  settle  the  qnestion.  The  ten 
lanse  aiade  it  hopeless  to  try  to  carry  the  bill.  He 
i  that  the  right  hon.  gentleman,  having  abandoned 
years'  daaae,  had  not  come  forward  resolutely  and 
t  be  would  proceed  with  the  bill.  He  would  sng- 
tit  woold  b«  welt  to  introduce  a  Suspensory  Bill,  to 
be  granting  of  any  further  lioecoes,  for  every  fresh 
oeant  fresh  oonpensation.  It  would  be  no  hardship 
ody  to  introdaoe  such  a  bill,  and  titereby  a  pledge 
« given  both  to  the  Permissive  Bill  orgsnisation 
he  country  that  the  Oovemment  would  next  year 
h  this  important  question. 

BtTie/fttf'  Btsiffnation  Bill  was  read  a  second  time 
n«d  to  a  select  committee. 


The  Burial  Lata  Amendment  £Ul ,  was  read  a  third  time 
and  passed. 

The  Btqutttratitn  «/  Btmefieti  Bill  was  read  a  second  time 
and  referred  to  a  select  committee. 

May  18. — The  Budget  Bill  was  considered  in  committee, 
a  clause,  proposed  by  Mr.  Heron,  providing  for  the  collection 
of  the  income  tax  in  two  instalments,  b«ng  negatived  by 
76  to  37. 

The  Oami  late  Billt. — Mr.  Bruce  suggested  chat  the 
three  Oame  Law  Amendment  Bills  on  the  paper  sbonid  be 
read  a  second  time  and  referred  to  a  select  eommitee. — Mr. 
P.  A  Taylor  objected,  and  the  bills  were  postponed. — Sir 
H.  Selwyn-Ibbetson  introdneed  a  bill  to  amend  the  law  as 
to  game  and  trespass  on  land. 

Witnes$t»—HoMe  of  Oommont. — The  Attomey-Gkneral 
introdnced  a  bill  to  enable  the  House  of  Commoos  and  any 
committee  thereof  to  administer  oaths  to  witnesses. 


OBITUAKY- 

BIB.  SECONDAHY  POTTER. 
Mr.  (George  William  Killett  Potter,  solicitor,  and  Second- 
ary of  tho  (^ty  of  London,  died  at  his  residence  in  Russell 
Square,  on  the  12th  of  May,  after  a  long  and  painful  illness, 
at  the  age  of  73  years.  Mr.  Potter  was  admitted  in  1819, 
and  was  elected  to  the  office  of  secondary  in  1831,  by  the 
Court  of  Common  Council,  in  succession  to  Mr.  Philip 
Wj'att  Ciowther.  Mr.  Potter  had  previously  paid  the  sum 
of  £6,000  for  the  of&ce,  which  was  at  that  time  purchasable, 
and  it  was  agreed  by  the  corporation  that  his  emoluments 
should  never  be  less  than  £1,000  per  annum,  though  the 
fees  might  not  reach  that  amount.  As  secondary,  he 
presided  over  one  of  the  City  Courts,  and  also  had  the  duty 
of  providing  juries  for  the  Courts  sitting  at  Guildhall,  and 
at  the  Central  Criminal  Count.  His  position  required  him 
to  act  as  legal  adviser  to  the  sheriffs,  and  he  conducted  for 
them  all  the  elections  in  which  they  were  retiiming-officers. 
One  of  his  last  official  acta  was,  presiding  at  the  election  of 
members  of  the  School  Board  for  the  City.  By  Mr.  Potter's 
death,  the  clerkslup  of  the  Coachmakers  Company  has  also 
become  vacant.  He  was  a  member  of  the  .Incorpoated  Law 
Society,  and  of  the  Solicitors'  Benevolent  Association,  and 
generally  attended  the  annual  dinners  of  the  latter  institu- 
tion, which  losee  in  him  a  liberal  contributor.  Ho  was  a 
Freemason. 


MR.  0.  HINNELL. 
Mr.  Charles  Hinnell,  solicitor.  Bury  St.  Edmunds,  Suffolk, 
died  at  that  place  on  ths  fith  of  May,  at  the  age  of  75  years. 
Mr.  Hinnell  was  admitted  in  1829,  and  had  been  in  practice 
at  Bury  St.  Edmunds  for  upwards  of  forty  years.  For 
many  years  he  filled  the  office  of  vestry  clerk  of  the  jiarish 
of  St.  .Tames,  in  Bury.  He  had  been  for  some  tune  in 
failing  health,  bo&  mentally  and  physically.  He  was  a 
commissioner  for  taking  affidavits,  and  for  administering 
oaths,  and  was  a  member  of  the  Solicitors'  Benevolent  As- 
sociation. 

SOCIETIES  AHOJNSTITITTIONS. 

LAW  STUDENTS'  DEBATING  SOCIETY. 
On  Tuesday,  the  16th  of  May,  1871,  the  qnestion  was  No. 
cxcviiL  Jurisprudential : — "  Should  the  Budget  of  the  pre- 
sent session  be  adopted  P "  Mr.  Herbert  opened  the  de- 
bate in  the  affirmative,  and  an  active  discussion  ensued. 
The  society  ultimstely  decided  in  the  negative  by  a  small 
majority. 


THE  LAND  TENURE  REFORM  LEAGUE. 

The  first  public  meeting  of  the  "  Land  Tenure  Reform 
Association"  was  hdd  at  the  Freemasons' -hall,  Great 
Queen-street,  on  Monday  eveniiu;  under  the  presidency  of 
its  chairman,  Mr.  John  Stuart  lull.  Among  uiose  present 
were  the  Hon.  Anbsron  Herbert,  M.P.,  Sir  Charles  Dilke, 
M.P.,  Sir  Charles  Trevelyan,  KC.B.,  the  Hon.  E.  Lyulph 
Stanley,  Mr.  Andrew  Johnston,  M.P.,  Captain  Maxse,  R.N., 
Colonel  Ouvry,  O.B.,  Mr.  George  Odger,  Mr.  W.  R.  Cremer, 
and  Mr.  Weston,  of  the  Land  and  Labour  League. 

Mr.  Mill  said  that  after  the  great  changes  which  had  been 
made  in  our  political  constitution  it  was  impossible  that  the 
laws  relating  to  landed  property  should  not  come  up  for  revi- 
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Bon.  It  was  A  role,  to  which  history  fnmished  few  exoeptions, 
that  natkma  were  goTemed  bj  their  lauded  proprieton.  At 
•11  erenta,  the;  hM  ruled  this  oonntrr,  not  deapotically,  for 
the  people  in  tiie  last  five  oenturi^  had  always  had  soma 
•hare  in  tiie  goToinBent ;  bat  the  landlords,  and  those  who 
looked  forward  to  becoming  landlords,  had  bad  the  oommand 
of  Parliament,  and  still  wielded  enormous  power.  He  did 
sot  charge  the  landlords  with  having  wielded  this  power 
with  any  special  perrersity,  or  with  being  worse  in  any 
respect  than  people  usually  were.  He  owned  that  they  did 
not  make  those  selfish  lawsi  bat  inherited  them ;  and  their 
inds,  he  said,  enslaved  by  traditional  notions  handed 
I  own  ftom  ancestors  more  overbearing  than  tyrannical,  were 
.am  capable  of  imderstanding  the  rights  of  other  people 
than  any  one  was  now.  There  ought  to  be,  he  said,  Uie 
matest  indulgence  felt  for  the  difficulty  landlords  luid  in 
freeing  themselves  from  these  mental  trammels,  and  the 
people  should  make  their  appeal  not  only  to  the  pojdic,  but 
to  the  high-minded  and  o]^n-minded  of  the  landowners 
themselve*,  of  whom,  he  said,  there  were  a  great  number, 
so  as  to  help  in  g^etting  rid  of  a  great  injustioe.  The  injnstice,~ 
truly,  was  great.  I  pass  over,  he  proceeded  to  say,  the  origin 
of  the  title  by  which  landed  property  was  acquired,  which  we 
know  in  this  country  was  for  the  most  part  foreign  conquest. 
Ker  need  I  expatiate  on  the  slavery  or  serfdom  in  which 
the  rural  population  were  kept  for  so  many  centuries ;  for 
that  has  lonfc  been  at  an  end.  I  confine  myself  to  evils 
which  are  stfll  unremedied,  and  I  remark  that  the  land  was 
formerly  held  subject  to  the  obligation  of  peraonal  service  in 
time  of  war,  and  many  burdensome  dues  of  the  Crown  in 
time  of  peace,  from  aU  of  which  in  the  reign  of  Charles 
U.  the  landlords  relieved  themselves.  And  what  did  they 
grant  to  the  Crown  instead  P  An  excise  on  beer.  Soon 
after  this  came  the  Bevolution  of  1688,  which,  among  other 
characteristics,  had  one  not  sufficiently  noticed  by  historians ; 
it  was  a  revolution  made  by  the  towns  against  the  country 
gentlemen.  One  of  the  fruits  of  it  was  a  tax  on  the  land  of 
4*.  in  the  pound,  which  at  that  time  may  have  been  con- 
sidered an  equivalent  for  the  burdens  which  had  been  taken 
off  the  landlords.  But  the  lands  were  rated  to  the  tax  at  a 
fixed  yaltiation,  made  by  the  landlords,  to  begin  with,  and 
which  in  spite  of  the  enormous  increase  in  the  value  of  land 
has  never  since  been  raised ;  so  that  the  nominal  48.  does 
not  now  exceed  a  real  is.,  while  on  the  vast  town  properties 
which  have  been  created  by  the  extension  of  building  it  is 
often  only  a  fraction  of  a  penny.  That  is  the  first  great 
wron^  done  to  the  nation  by  the  land  interest.  The  second 
is  this : — The  rights  of  landed  proprietors  were  in  many 
cases  legally  limited  by  rights  of  common  enjoyed  by  the 
neighbouring  inhabitants.  These  rights  the  landlords  have 
been  gradually  absorbing;  formerly,  often  hj  downright 
usurpation  ;  latterly,  by  the  machinery  of  pnvate  Acts  of 
Parliament  and  the  Enclosure  Commissionars ;  and  they 
are  even  now  pursuing  the  same  course,  dividing  among 
themselves  every  year  thousands  of  acres  which  eught  to  be 
lett  open  for  the  enjoyment  or  cultivated  for  the  benefit  of 
the  people.  While  this  process  of  absorption  has  been 
going  on,  a  set  of  laws  have  been  in  force,  made  by  the 
Uncords,  and  inlended  to  piake  sure  that  no  land  which 
once  got  within  their  grip  should  ever  get  out  of 
it.  The  laws  of  landed  tenure  have  been  contrived  for 
the  purpose  of  keeping  tosether  the  largest  possible 
landed  possessions  in  tne  families  which  already  hold  t^e 
land  ;  and  though  these  laws  have  been  considerably  relaxed 
in  the  progress  of  improvement,  such  is  still  their  practical 
efiect.  So  much  are  the  power  and  dignity  of  this  class  ihe 
first  object,  that  to  it  are  sacrificed  the  interests  and  wishes 
of  the  verv  persons  who  for  the  time  being  represent  the 
dassL  Wnen  land  is  in  settlement,  as  most  land  is,  the 
landowner  has  onl^  a  life  interest  in  what  is  called  his  pro- 
perty ;  he  can  neither  sell  it  nor  bequeath  it,  nor  even 
i-rant  leases  exceeding,  I  believe,  twenty-one  years.  The 
landlord  himtelf  is  denied  the  full  use  of  the  land,  for  fear 
that  some  of  it  shoold  go  out  of  the  &mily  into  other  hands. 
It  is  time  that  this  mode  of  dealing  with  landed  property, 
•s  if  it  existed  for  the  power  and  dignity  of  the  propnetuy 
class  and  not  for  the  general  good,  should  henceforth  cease. 
Tl'is  association  acknowledge  no  other  legitimate  end  of 
1  I  'led  property  than  the  interest  we  all  have  in  the  proper 
ak,<lication  of  the  land  to  the  wants  of  the  human  race. 
The  asaooiation  recognize  no  rights  to  land  that  are  not 
subordinate  to  this,  and  they  have  inscribed  in  their  pro- 
gramme a  series  of  measures  intended  to  bring  back  landed 
property  to  this  its  rightful  purpose.   Some  of  the  articles 


of  our  programme  it  it  sufficient  just  to  mentioo,  tiecm, 
though  very  important,  they  are  of  bo  modeitte  a  duncts 
that  they  hardly  need  any  jastification.    For  example, Ha ' 
quite  nnneoessar^  that  I  'should  say  anything  tgaiiit  tta/ 
law  of  primogeniture,  for  that  is  pore  to  go.   lie  pn^ 
Oovemment  have  taken  the  task  upon  themuliee.  $<a^ 
thinf;   must   be   said   about    the  laws  of  Kttlemem  i^ 
entail,  by  which  land  can  be  settled  on  a  seriet  ot  ptncB 
one  after  another,  ending  with  one  who  is  pArhipi  mloi, 
and  tuitU  tUa  unborn  child  comee  of  age  the  laid  cam! 
be  sold,  nor  any  change  be  made  in  the  order  of  doci 
Now,  whether  any  other  kind  of  property,  in  the  fj 
for  instance,  should  be  allowed  to  Ira  bequeathed  it 
maimer  need  not  sow  be  considered  ;  bat  the  laad  it 
predoas  to  the  whole  community  to  be  detained  bf  _ 
fetters  in  the  hands  of  those  who  cannot  make  the  M 
of  it.     Land    tied    np    from  alienation  stagnatea  ia 
hands    of     the    idler,  .  the     spendthrift,     the 
ble.       Allow   it   to  be  sold,  and  they    are   soon 
to    pert    with    it    to    the    skilful,    the    eueig^ 
enterprising.      If   the    law    allows     land   to  Iw 
property,  it  should  be  as   marketable  a   commodity, 
and  bought  with  as  little  restriction,    as    any  andi 
commerce.    This  was  an  object  very  dear  to  ili. 
who  thought  that  fi«e  trade  in  land  would  end  by  In 
a  greet  put  of  the  land  into  the  bands  of  the  ped;^ 
many  excellent  persons,  of  strong   popular  sympat" 
thtu  far  who  have  not  yet  been  able  to  reconcile  th 
to  going  with  us  any  further.     I  will  say  uo  mow 
point,  as  I  have  to  speak  of  others  which  reqeire 
tion  much  more.     We  hold  that  all  property  is 
subject  to  the  will  of  the  State.     This  is  the  broad  i 
on  which  our  claims  are  founded,  and  which,  as  Ion;  a 
confined  to  theory,  few  will  dispute.     Land— and  by' 
mean  the  whole  material  of  the  earth,  undergionid  ■ 
as  above^not  having  been  made  by  man  but  being  ftt| 
of  nature  to  the  whole  human  race  can  only  be  apfi<| 
ted  by  the  consent,  either  express  or  tacit,  of  kkm^, 
society  remains  the  interpreter  of  its  own  periuieinll' 
power  to  make  condittons,  with  power  even  to  iff' 
consent,  on  giving  due  compensation  to  the  iutenih 
has  allowed  to  grow  up.     There  is  an   association " 
the  Land  and  Labour  League,  which  maintains  that 
ought  to  exert  this  extreme  right.     According  ' 
all  the  land  of  the  country  should  be  nationalized 
rents  paid  into  the  Exchequer,  compensation  bein.' 
the  proprietors.    This  opinion  the  Land  Tenure  F, 
aooiation  does  not  as  a  body  adopt.     Many  meni> 
Land  and  Labour  League,  waiving  differences  ■'■ 
are  members  also  of  this  association,  but  it  cocr.. 
other  members  who  are  of  a  contrary  opinion.    Sp 
myself,  individually,  I  should   say  that   the  tii:: 
rightfiilly  be  done,   if  it  were  expedient  to  do  it,  i=;  1 
not  know  that  it  may  not  be  removed  for  us  in  the  faa 
but  at  present  I  decidedly  do  not  think  it  expedient  Ili 
so  poor  an  opinion  of  State  management,  or  municir'ilM 
agement  either,  that  I  am  afraid  many  years  voold  <li| 
before  the  revenae  realised  for  the  State  would  be  su2s 
to  pay  the  indemnity  which  would  be  justly  claimed  by  I 
dispossessed  proprietors.     It  requires,  I  fear,  a  grei» 
gree  of  public  virtae  and  public  intelligence  than  aa 
been  attained  to  administer  all  the  land  of  a  ccunayl 
this  on  the  public  account .    The  administratioo  of  ti.<  <* 
landais  as  much,  I  think,   as  we  are  at  present  t^iill 
At  all  events,  I  think  we  had  better  make  a  beginnis;^ 
that,  and  give  a  thorough  trial  to  collective  before  *c  * 
stitute  it  for  individtwl  management ;  and  since  I  bar^  ts 
led  to  speak  of  the  waste  lands,  I  will  next  explain  that  p 
of  the  society's  progxunme  which  concerns  them.  Tbe$M 
est  stickler  for  the  rights  of  property  will  hardly  dery  d 
if  land,  the  gift  of  nature  to  us  all,  is  allowed  to  U  ue|l 
vate  property  of  some  of  us,  it  is  in  order  that  itoayi 
•ultivatea.    Every  defence   of   the   inatitutioB  nf  ^ 
property  that  I  have  net  with  declares  that  to  br 
Why,  then,  should  any  land  be  appropristediUu: 
tivataidf   -Obawve,  by  cultiTated,  T  do  not  mean  ;.  -f' 
up.    Pasturage  is  as  necessary  in  this  coantrr.  eves  at 
necessary  than  com  laud,  and    woodland  is  nrresr^" 
I  do  not  make  war  against  parks ;  they  are  almdr  M 
productive  pasturage,  almost  the  best  sheep  pasters  * 
nave;  and  the  extreme  benuty  of  many  of  tbess,  a  tirfl 
beauty  found  in   no  country  but  this,   and  whidi  is  • 
chief  compensation  for  the  paleness  of  our  son  acd  tt 
should  make  us  prise  them  as  a  national  benefit    I  atra 
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iicnj  to  see  die  trees  cut  down  sod  the  ground  laid  out 
!  funi  u*.  laid  ont  sow  in  ugly  aqnarea  of  com  fieldii, 
ittoit  tno  bedgnowc  to  sepanite  them.  I  own,  howerer, 
lit  I  do  act  tbisk  the  posBe««on  ihoQld  h&re  power  to  liar 
ittkt  pnUio  from  the  right  and  enjoyment  of  thii  beauty. 
riimtoniUe  reeervation  for  privacy,  I  think  that  parka 
«o]d  Iw  open  to  the  public,  is,  to  the  credit  of  the  owners, 
aj  lie  sow.  But  what  we  an  at  present  ooncetned 
ib  it  the  wattes, — the  really  wild  lands,  with  are  still 
sitim  left  thea,  producing  nothing  except  wild  snimals 
d  ipoBtaneous  vegetation.  Now,  I  don't  say  that  it  was 
tag  not  to  eoltiTate  these  lands.  I  dont  say  that  all  of 
n  ought  to  be  cnltiTated  now ;  but  I  say  that,  cultivated 
got,  thfj  ought  to  belong  to  the  nation.  If  a  coounon 
Mtto  M  euKivated,  why  should  any  man  be  allowed 
puts  fence  ronad  it  and  exclude  the  rest  of  the  world? 
tiito  becaUivated,  what  excuse  is  theie  for  dividing 
Kioag  the  landowners,  instead  of  keeping  it  for  the 
1^^  Even  if  some  landlord  had  a  legal  right  to  culti- 
tit, aright  not  used  for  so  many  eoDtnrias  has  fiurly 
Nd  Vf  disuse.  But  in  general  nobody  has  the  right,  and 
teret  wishes  to  cultivate  mutt  ask  permission  from  Par- 
test.  What  has  kept  tome  good  lands  uncultivated  is 
tt  gteat  many  persons  have  rights  of  common,  entitling 
itotbeussofthespontaneoiuproduce.  When  the  lord  of 
minor  and  all  the  commoners  agree,  they  can  divide 
bod  tfflODg  themselves  and  enclose  it.  Fortunately,  a 
it  public-spirited  commMier,  refiisin^  his  assent,  can 
kite  this  beautiful  arrangement ;  and  m  this  way,  quite 
ttly,  Berkhampetead,  and  Floautead,  and  other  com- 
luvebeen  saved.  When  the  commonera  do  not  all 
art,  or  when  there  are  too  many  of  them  to  be  bought 
tae  by  one,  applioation  is  made  to  the  Endosnre  Com- 
kcmt,  who  put  the  common  into  their  annual  bill  and 
It  it  among  the  landholders.  As  the  30,000  families 
■^aretmong  them  the  cultivated  soil  of  this  island 
'  not  yet,  as  it  appears,  got  land  enough.  Parliament 
M  in  every  year  many  thousand  acres  more,  to 
jl^it  is  not  even  pretended  that  thOT'  have  a  right 
Hhwe  at  whose  cost  tiiis  has  been  done.     The  rural 

6 had  once  (it  was  a  long  time  ago)  a  vary  sabstan- 
I  from  the  waste  lands.  Most  of  tliem  ooonpied 
(its  or  near  some  common  or  green,  and  could  feed 
ff«  t  &w  geeee  upon  it.  The  cottager  had  tiien  some- 
iftoa^  it  was  but  little,  that  he  could  call  his  own;  be 
tttnolntely  depend  for  daily  food  on  daily  wages  or 
kuBitanoe.  When  the  common  was  taken  away  he 
>kI1  his  cow  or  his  ffeese,  and  sink  into  the  dependent 
dfd  eonditioD  of  an  En^Uh  agricultural  labourer.  He 

St  no  compensation.    When  ne  did,  if.  it  wss  even  a 
of  the  land  he  was  soon  cheated  out  of  it  or  per- 

*  to  sell  it,  the  money  was  qmckly  spent,  and  his 
en  were  no  better  for  it.  Xhey  would  have  been  much 
far  the  cow  and  the  geese.  In  modem  Enelosnie 
there  are  sometimes,  though  by  no  means  always,  a 
"etched  acre*  reserved  for  recreation  ground  and 
a  allotments,  by  which  last  phrase  are  meant  small 
»  of  around,  not  given  to  the  labourers,  but  which 
le  allowed  to  hire  at  enormous  rents.  There  is  now 
'  the  House  of  Commons  a  bill  brought  in  by  tiie 
■nwnt  which  ptofeaea  to  be  a  reCgna  of  this  system, 
'hat  does  the  bill  say  P  It  says  that  in  fntnr«k  when  a 
>B  is  enclosed,  a  tenth  part  of  it  shall  be  reserved  for 
tiw  and  allotments,  provided  that  this  tenth  does  not 
i^  acres.  Mate  than  fifty  acres  are  not  to  here- 
on any  account,  not  even  if  the  Enclosure  Com* 

lert  diould  do  so  unheard-of  a  thing  as  to  pro- 
t.  Fifty  acres  out  of  sometimes  I,SOO  or  2,000  I 
Ures  for  the  people ;  all  the  rest  for  the  30,000  ! 

•  state  of  things  it  must  be  when  sndi  a  propond 
>  it  called,  and  really  is,  an  impcovement  I  The 
Tenure  Befonn  Association  invite  the  public  to  join 
Twmising  opposition  to  this  system.  We  demand, 
■er  enclosures  or  larger  reservations,  but  no  mora 
Bes  at  all  oaleaa  for  tiie  benefit  of  the  people, 
ids  of  manora  and  commoners  receive  a  money  equi> 
^  the  profita  they  now  derive  from  their  rights  in  the 
nd  let  ttie  land  itself  be  vested  in  some  pi^o  antho- 
tnist  for  the  nation.  The  first  thing  to  be  done  is 
'»  proposed  in  the  House  of  Commons  by  Mr.  Win- 
i*in,  tad  let  us  hope  that  now,  when  he  is  in  the 
meat,  he  will  endeavour  to  obtain  it  for  ns— a  seneral 
of  &e  waste  luida.  When  it  has  been  made  uown 
^  are,  their  quantity,  their  qnality,  and  their  situa- 


tion, then  appoint  a  Commissions  to  cousider  and  report 
what  portion  of  them  should  be  kept  open  for  the  enjoyment 
of  the  lovers  of  natural  freedom  and  beauty,  and  what  part 
should  be  cultivated  for  the  benefit  not  of  the  rich,  but  of  the 
poor,  and  let  the  first  thoQ|dit  be  fbi  the  most  depressed  part 
of  our  working  population,  the  wretchedly  paid,  downtrodden , 
semi-panpnind,  agricultural  labourers.    The  experience  of 
allotments  has  shown  how  much  the  occupation  of  land,  even 
on  the  most  extortionate  terms,  can  do  tor  these  n^Iected 
creatures.    The  allotments  are  generally  the  worst  land  in 
the  parish,  but  the  produce  they  raise  from  it  is  prodigious, 
and  enables  them  to  pay  exorbitant  rents.    Let  them  have  it 
at  rents  that  are  not  exorbitant,  and  when  they  have  had 
it  long  enough  to  show  that  they  are  capable  of  managing 
it  properly,  let  them  have  long  leases  at  fixed  rents ;  and 
when  a  labourer  has  shown  that  he  knows  how  to  make 
good  use  of  a  little  land  give  him  more.     When  possible, 
make    the    engagements   with   associations    of   laoourera, 
combining  their  Ubour,  that  the  ^eat  principle  of  co-opera- 
tive industry  may  have  a  fair  tnal  on  the  land.     By  these 
improvements,  honestly  conducted  by  persons  who  desire 
their  success,  a  new  life  may  be  breathed  into  our  unfor- 
tunate agricultural  population,   while  a  fair  share  of  the 
value  given  to  the  lands  by  reclamation  would  go  in  relief  of 
the  general  taxation  of  the  country.     But  the  commons  are 
not  the  only  lands  in  the  kingdom  which  have  as  yet  been 
kept  out  of  private  hands.    There  are  also  the  great  estates 
of  public  bodies  and  endowed  institutions.   Of  aU  the  abuses 
and  malversations  in  the  management  of  public  matters  in 
this  country  the  abuses  of  endowments  are  the  most  flagrant. 
It  begins  to  be  felt  that  the  whole  of  them  ought  to  be  taken 
in  hand  by  the  nation  and  thoroughly  reformed  ;  and  a 
thorough  reform  meant  that  their  landt  should  either  be 
managed  for  them  by  the  State,  or  taken  away  altogether, 
such  of  them  as  are  fit  to  be  continued  receiving  money  en- 
'  Jowments  instead.    If  this  were  done,  a  great  extent  of 
I  landed  possessions  would  be  at  the  disposal  of  the  nation  ; 
!  'and  with  all  the  defect  of  State  management,  management 
I  by  endowed  institntions  is  generally  so  much  worse  that  even 
;  after  giving  them  full  compensation,  to  which  many  of  them 
are  by  no  means  entitled,  a  conaiderable  surplus  would  pro- 
bably be  realized  for  the  State.     Much  of  this  is  town  pro- 
perty.    X  distinguished  member  of  this  associstion,  who 
knows  the'subject  officially,  can  tell  you,  that  one  ma^  walk 
for  several  miles  across  London  without  once  taking  his  foot 
off  the  property  of  some  endowed  institution.    I  have  seen  it 
estimated  that  a  fifth  part  of  London  belongs  to  them.     It  is 
well  known  how  great  a  hindrance  the  obstinate  selfishness 
of  the  owners  of  house  property  opposes  to  that  most  urgent 
reform  the  improvement  of  tne  dwellings  of  the  working 
classes.    If  those  lands  were  assumed,  what  facilities  would 
be  afforded  for  that,  as  well  as  for  open  spaces,  public  gar- 
dens, co-operative  buildings,  useful  public  institntions,  and 
sanitary  measures  generally,    for  all  improvements    that 
are  beneficial  to  the  poorer  classet  I    Mr.  Mill  resumed  his 
seat  at  the  conclusion  of  his  address  amid  great  cheering. 

The  Hon.  E.  Lyulph  Stanliy  moved  the  following 
resolution :— "  That  the  rights  of  landed  proprietors,  which 
being  the  creation  of  law,  can  only  be  sustained  as  means 
to  the  general  good,  are  so  intorpreted  in  existing  legislation 
that  this  object  is  groaUy  sacrificed  to  the  wealth  and  im- 
portance of  a  class,  and  that  the  law  of  landed  tenure  and 
the  practice  of  Parliament  with  respect  to  the  land  require 
such  alterations  aa  may  bring  them  oack  to  their  legitimate 
purpose."  He  said  this  movement,  which  was  for  the 
purpose  of  removing  the  unequal  laws  which  affected 
Iinaed  property,  was,  in  its  present  form,  in  its  infancy. 
He  referred  to  speeches  of  tb.  Cobden  and  Mr.  Bright  to 
show  that  they  had  often  touched  upon  this  question ;  and 
if  Mr.  Cobden  was  accused  of  a  desire  to  carry  out  a.  system 
of  spoliation  even  on  his  moderate  programme,  then  this 
movement  must  expect  to  be  so  met.  He  expressed  him- 
self as  amased  at  the  evils  which  had  grown  up  in  town  and 
countey  through  the  land  laws,  and,  after  entering  upon  a 
history  of  these  evils,  he  said  the  people  were  experiencing 
all  tlie  injuries  resulting  from  these  wrongs,  and  soon  there 
would  not  be  wanting  a  phalanx  to  carry  out  the  principles 
that  might  be  advocated. 

Sir  C.  DiLKB,  M.P.,  seconded  the  motion,  which  was- 
supported  by  Mr.  Avbesox  HntaBRT,  M.P.  An  amend- 
ment was  proposed  by  a  member  of  the  Lend  and  Labour 
League.  The  ameniunent  went  to  the  extent  of  proposing 
that,  in  the  opinion  of  the  meeting,  all  the  land  should  be 
nationalized,  and  that  the  Land  Tenure  Keform  Association 
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tras  not  worthy  of  the  woxkiiur  clam's  support,  as  its  prin- 
-ciples  wont  to  increase  the  lan£oid  class.  The  amendment 
<was  rejected  and  the  original  motion  waa  earned. 


LAW  8TUDEHTB'  JOUBSAL. 

CANDIDATES  WHO  PA8SKD  THE  FINAL  EXAMI- 
NATION. 
■  Batttr  Term,  1871. 

Bopldns,  Thomas  Cdrnal 


Amos,  George 
Attwater,  Charles 
Bagiter,  Basil  Birch 
BartliC  Robert  Henry 
Bird,  Yorke  Harper 
Booty,  William  Henry  M. 
Brighonse,  Samnel 
Carlyon,  Clement  Carpenter 
Cheesman,  Qeorge 
Clongh,  James  Ibeson 
Cole,  Edward  Field 
Copeman,  Edward  Stephens 
Cowdell,  Al&ed  William 
Cox,  Thomas  Alfred 
Crang,  William  Brown 
Davies,  William  Rnes 
Deacon,  Victor  Hobart 
Drummond,  Arthur  Wm.  B. 
Erans,  William  Edward 
Faber,  Thomas  Stanley 
Fen  wick,  Hy.  Colling  wood 
Fielding,  Matthew 
Cibaon,  Wilfrid 
Grant,  Thomas  Alexander 
Oray,  James 
Gregory,  Frederick 
Out,  Joseph  Carr 
Hall,  Austin  Ferretti 
Hamp,  Edward  Henry 
Hawkins,  George  Ernest 
Herbert,  John 
Hobbe,  George  John 


Jones,  John  Parry  J  un. 
Kingsford,  James  Henry 
Lane,  Alfred 

Lydall,  William  Hawthorrke 
Hackrell,  Henry  PeroeTal 
Marples,  George  Jobson 
Mason,  Charles 
Mills,  Thomas  Gale 
Nicholson,  Robert  Beattie 
Nixon,  John 
Parker,  Edward 
Pearson,  Hugh  William 
Phillips,  Claude,  B.  A. 
Pybns,  Robert,  jnn.  M. A. 
Ransom,  Robert,  jnn. 
Roberts,  Thomas 
Robins,  Charles  Thomas 
Routh,  Charles  Samnel 
Rtttter,  Frederick 
Saxelbye,  Henry 
Scott,  Charles  George 
Spencer,  Charles  Grainger 
Stollard,  WiUiam 
Walton,  Henry  Haynes,  jon. 
Wells,  Henry  Halli&x 
White,  Henry  Lindley 
Wilkins,  Henry  Cromwell 
Wilkins,  WilUam 
Williams,  William  David 
Wilson,  Charles  William 
Wright,  Charles  Edward 


COUST  FAPEBS. 

COURT  OF  CHANCERY. 

CAUSE  LIST. 

Trinity  Term,  1871. 

Before  the  Lord  Cuancbllob  and  the  Lokds  Justices. 

ApptaU. 

187j. 
Boreham  t  Hall    pt  hd  (S.— 

June  21) 
Warrick  v  The  Provost  and 

Scholars  of  Queen's  College, 

Oxford  pt  hd  (R.— July  11) 
Betta  T  iVmpson  (B.— Dec 

3) 
Hood  T  North  Eastern  Ry.  Co. 

pt  hd    (M.— Dec.  8) 


Crook  T  Corporation  of  Sea- 
ford  (S.— ifec.  17) 

Mackie  v  Darling  (8.— Dec.  17) 
1871. 

Ladyman  v  Grave  (S. — Jan.  10) 

Westmoreland  v  Holland  (5. 
—Jan.  3U) 

Tyler  v  Yates  appeal  of  deft 
J.  C.  Dicker    (S.— Feb.  1) 

Tyler  v  Yates  appeal  of  deft 
F.  Yates    (S.— Feb.  3) 

The  Imperial  Mercantile  Credit 
Association,  (Limited)  v 
Chapman  appl  of  deft  Kel- 
son from  order  on  demr  pt 
hd    (M.— Feb.  13) 

Sonthall  v  The  British  Mutual 
Life  Assurance  Society  (R. 
—Feb.  16) 

'Conservatories  of  the  River 
Thames  v  South-Eastcm  Ry . 
Co    (R.— Feb.  16) 

Hayward  v  Neate  appl  of  defts 
from  order  on  demr  (B. — 
Fob.  21) 


Boyd  T  Petrie    (R — ^Mareh  6) 
PhiUips  V  Hemfray.  Fothsrgill 

vPbfllipa    (S.— Maniha) 
Touch*   V   Th«   MetropoUtao 

By.       Warehousing      Co. 

(Limited)      (S.— March  13) 
Tomkins    t    Colthurst      (H. 

March  IS) 
Filcherv  Rawlins     appeal  of 

defendant     Lamb       (R. — 

Mardiin 
Wrijdit  V  Pitt     (M.— Maieh 

Stednan   v   Stsdman     (R.— 

Mardh20) 
Pilcher  v  Rawlina     appeal  of 

defendant     Wud       (R.— 

March  23) 
'White  V  Simmons   q)pl  of  pltlT 

tram  order  on  demr  of  deft 

Henry  Simmons  (S. — March 

26) 
Whiter  Simmons    applofpltff 

tma  order  on  demr  of  daft 

W.  T.  Cooke     (S.— March 

26) 
Barker  v  Bartsr    (B — March 

Breaiey  v  Steuart    (R.— April 
20 


Sawyer  v  Peterborough    Gas 

Co    pthd    (R.— Feb.  14) 
McEuen     v     West     London 

Wharves   and    Warehouses 

Co.  (Limited)  (8.— Feb.  28) 
Crabb  v  Millar  (S.— Feb.  23) 
Cbampney  v  Burland     (S. — 

Feb.  2ii) 
The  Potteries,  Shrewsbury  and 

North- Wales  Ry.  Cot  Minor 

(M.— March  2) 
Burton  v  Burton    appl  of  deft 

M.  E.  Burton  (M.  Feb.  18) 
Burton  v   Burton      appeal  of 

defendants     J.   Burton  and 

8.  Cartwright    (M.— March 

3) 
Burton  v  Burton    appeal  of  J. 

Harris     (M.— March  31) 
Peter  v  Nioolls     appl  of  deft 

from  order  on  demr     (S.— 

March  3) 
The  Oriental  Inland  Steam  Co. 

(Limited)  v  The  Secretary  of 

State  in  Councfl      appl  of 

Secretary  of  Stat*  from  order 

on  demr    (M. — March  4) 
Same  v   Same    appeal  of  the 

Scinde  Ry.  Co.  from  order  on 

demr     (M.— March  14) 
Mosey  v  Squire     appl  of  pltfls 

from  oraer  on  sp  c      (R. — 

March  6) 
Bahre  V  Murrieta   (R.— Maich 

6) 


Osbom  V  Osbont  (8.— Avril 
24)  ^ 

Bate  V  Robins    (a.-i4iri]ie) 

Holland  T  Hart  (&.-Aiid 
27) 

In  re  the  Prosper  Uuted  Mia- 
ing  CompanvaiuKkn^f'i 
Act,  1862  appl  pels  of  Jau 
Palmer,  executrix,  boo  ibt 
Vice- Warden  of  the  Stimt- 
ries    (28  April) 

In  re  the  Same  i^  peia  d 
Jas.  B.  Palmer  fma  tW 
Vice  Warden  of  tht  Stegu- 
ries    (April  28) 

Payne  v  Dicker  appl  of  itia 
w.  Justice  and  C.  Fmbet 
fS.— May  1) 

Robertson  v  Fraaer  tppi  of 
pltS)    (8.— MayS) 

Robertson  v  Fnuer  anliif 
defU  W.  J.  Frsser  tid  }. 
Waneo    (8.— May4) 

WOliama  v  Haythine  Wil- 
liams v  Williams    (&-lUj 

fi) 

Pemberton  t  Banes  (M.- 
May 10) 

Ward  T  Ward    (M.-iUjl8; 


Before  the  Masteb  op  tub  Rolu. 
Cttuie;%e. 


Uoyd  T   Thomas     m   d,  wit 

bef or*  examiner 
Watkhis  T  Thomaa    md 
Tanner  v  Mason    m   d  (wit 

befsre  examr) 
Simon  v  Owen    m  d  (VCM.) 
The  Agra  Bank   (Limited  v 

Martyn    c,  with  wits  (VC 

B.)    May  23 
Deeks  t  Bayley    e,  with  wits 

(VCB.)  day  to  be  fixed 
The  Mayor,  &c,  of  London  t 

Sandon  c,  with  wiU  (May  24) 
Bigg  T  Cox    m  f  d 
Hay  V  Bates    c,  with  wits  (day 

to  be  fixed) 
Heane  v  Evans  f  c 
Elgood  T  Catea  m  d 
Evans  v  Phillips  f  c  (S  0) 
Henry  v  Lowman    c  set  oown 

at  reqst  of  defts  Dear,  Low- 
man  &  Low 
Cottam  V  The  Official  Liquida- 
tors   of    the    Birmingham 

Banking  Co.    m  f  d  (1  Jime) 
The  Mayor,  &o.,  of  Lmidon  t 

The  Metropolitan   Ry.  Co. 

e    (transferred   from    V  C 

Bacon  by  special  order)   24 

May 

Causes  transferred  bom  the  Books  of  the  Vioe-Chaaoellori  S 

R.  Malins  and  Sir  J.  Baook,  by  Order  dated  3rd  Ms;  1871' 

1870. 

Pitts  T  The  Kingsbridge  Highway  Board 
July  9 

Upmann  t  Blkan    m  f  d— V  C  B    July  23 

AUonesTElkan    mfd— VCB    July 23 

Gilbert  T  Bowan    o  with  wit— V  C  B    Aug  3 

Paul  V  Children    m  f  d— V  C  B    Ang  13 

Bennie  v  Morris    c  with  wit — V  C  B    Aug  31 

Wilson  T  The  Fumoss  Railway  Co    m  f  d— V  C  B     Sor  1! 

Kimberley  v  Dick    c  with  wit— V  C  B    Nov  24 

Longworth  v  Bellamy    c— V  C  B    Dec  6 

Elliav Barker    mfd— VCB    Dec 8 

McDwraith  v  The  Dublin  Trunk  Connsoting  Ry  Oe    m  i  d- 
VCB    Dec  10 

Elliot  T  Knocker    mfd— VCM    Dec  17 

Homewood  v  Lamb    ra  f  d— V  C  M    Dee  21 

Burgess  V  Burgess    mfd— VCB    Dec  22 

Sterry  v  Combs    m  f  d— V  C  M    Dec  30 

1871. 
BritnsU  V  Wslton    mfd— VCM    Jan  2 
WiUsvBoume    mfd— VCM    Jan  10 
Weston  T  Ligertwood    mfd— VCM    Jan  12 
Wall  V  De  Gmchy    mfd— VCM    Jan  12 
Richardson  v  Pottrell    o— V  C  M    Jan  13 

(oompramised  Ksy  'vi 
GredtvOram    mfd— VCM    Janl6 


Home  V  Hickman    mfd 
Wilhelms  v  Peart*   o 
WilsonvPitt    mfd 
The  M^ropolitan  By.  C<i.  < 
The  Mayor,  &&,  of  Uada 
c   (tnuuferred   from   V  C 
Bacon   by  special  onlcr)  SI 
May 
Robinson  v  Walker   mfd 
Foy  T  Smith    mfd 
Connop  T  Hodgson   c 
Munn  V  Smith*    f  e  (Atst) 
In  re  Thcxton's  Eattte,Saa 
V   Edmondson,  Tloda  i 
Edmondson    f  e  ft  mm* 
vary 
CattrllT  Davis    tcktm* 

UaIl&«T Marsh    mfd 
Fisher  t  Melles    f  c 
Poole vWaUey    mfd 
In  re  Joseph  HaD,  deoMsd, 

HaUvHall    fc 
Jetfries  T  Meredith    Iti". 

sums  to  vary 
BichvOale    mfd 
CaideU  V  CardeU    fc 
Chittenden  v  Kjngsbod   f  c 
Parkea  v  Homer    f  e 
Cunningham  v  Moqjes   f  c 
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Mud  TTb«  New  RnwU  Company  (Limited)    o— V  C  M 
lali 

)ixm-'Uaan  mfd— YCB    Jm  17 
HUaTMukiiitoah    mfd— VCM    Jan23 
uinsTVud    e  with  wit— YCB    Jan  23 
wbottTWttMa   mfd— VCM    Jan 26 
l^vKtye  mfd— VCM    Jan26 
eek?  Omney   o— V  C  B    Jan  25 
etiman  r  Beeken    m  f  d— V  C  B    Jan  26 
mm  T  Pariter   m  f  d— V  CM    Jan  27 
ticeTEdwudi    mfd— VCM    Jan  27 
iliiarrLaiitonr   mfd— VCB    Jan  27 
Klf  T  Ftaker    e  widi  wit— V  C  B    Jan  28 
iten  T  Surteea    m  f  d— V  C  B    Jan  28 
tomeT-Oeneral  t  The  Borough  of  Cambridge  m  f  d — Y  C  B 
Ju2S 

othrMort   mfd— YCM    Jan  31 
tyTMjpiay   0— VCB    Jan 31 
lucin  T  Fuher    m  f  d— V  C  B    Feb  8 
eetmaB  t  Bentley    m  f  d— Y  C  B    Feb  3 
mr  T  SaTiie    m  f  d— V  C  B   Feb  3 
ttcBT  waders    mfd— VCM    Feb  6       i 
HcTTHaUatd    m  f  d— Y  C  B    Feb  6 
ftluTHa^    o— YCB    F^  7 

•  Bdfian  Public  Worka  Co.  (Limited)  v  Grant  c  with  wit 
rCjf   Feb8 

«T Price    cwitkwit— YCM    Feb 9 

tdTMener    mfd— VCM    Feb  11 

I  North  Staffordahira  Bailway  Company  r  The    Tmutall 

«al  Board  of  Health    mfd— VCBFdtU 

fTRinibigdale    m  f  d— Y  C  B    Feb  16 

iGo?eniora  of  St  Tfaomas'a  Hoapital  t  The  Metropolitan 

end  of  Worki    m  f  d— Y  C  B    Feb  16 

UianlT  CoDlthard    m  f  d— V  C  B    Feb  16 

tbTSmith   mfd— YCB    Feb  16 

kTLanen    mfd— YCB    Feb  17 

UTBulTen    cana»— V  C  B    Feb  18 

ntt  T  Burnett    canae— Y  C  B    Feb  18 

Ams  T  Ranaom    m  f  d— Y  C  B    Feb  18 

iDt  Parker    m  f  d— Y  C  B    Feb  18 

•  rWickham    mfd— YCB    Feb  18 
•ickTCIaTey    m  t  i—V  C  B    Feb  23 
iatmevTheDakeof  Newoaatle    m  f  d— Y  C  B    Feb  27 
l««od  T  Ownaworth    m  f  d— V  C  B    Feb  2  8 
^TEaat    mfd— YCB    Fd>28 

AieiChiistie    mfd— YCB    March  1 

StEay    mfd— VCB    March  1 
.■■TThompson    mfd— YCB    MaichS 
■rSterena    canae— V  C  B    March  6 
tT  The  Northampton  Improvement  Commiadonera    mfd 
TCB    MarchS 

»vManley    mfd— VCB    March  16 
ifUngford    mfd— VCB    Mar  16 
rSteplHau    mfd— YCB    Mar  16 

•  rfimn^    m  f  d— Y  C  B    March  17 

fT  The  Metropolitan  Land  and  Finance  Company  (Limited) 
:4-VCB    fiarch20 
JlTBroad    mfd— VCB    Mar  20 
nMvEnia    caiia»-V  C  B    Mar  20 
an  »  Cockrill    m  f  d— V  C  B    Mar  22 
topTBncbiton    mfd— YCB    Mar  23 
iDTOMing    mfd— YCB    Mar  24 
TGonUing    m  f  d— Y  C  B    Mar24 
▼  Pawwn    canae— Y  C  B    Mar  24 
(idge  T  Care    canae— Y  C  B    Mar  28 
fcra  T  Jay    cause  with  wit— V  C  B  Mar  29 

Canaea  set  down  since  the  Transfer. 


lUyvTyrie    f  c  (short) 
is  V  Braithwaite    mfd 
tST  Blair    pro  eonfeeao 
■It  dafendant     'William 
r 


Croaaby  t  Croaaby    mfd 
Haywood  T  OstoUilb    mfd 
In   re   Carlton's   Estate,   and 

Yaughan  ▼  Shailer    f  o 
Woolsqr  y  Deavin    mfd 
Keyee  t  Crofta    f  c 
Roper  r  Holloway    mfd 
Neate  t  Beamea    mfd 
BluckTBlnck    fc 
FoweU  T  Dewing    sp  e 
Leea  v  Olivaat    f  o 
Cardinall  T  The  Miatley  Thorpe 

&  Walton  By.  Co.    mfd 
Cowles  V  Gale    mfd 
JelTerson  ▼  De  BoaaE    f  c 


STOriiila    f  c 

DTGoanell    f o 

It.  Bart.T  The  Boroogh  of 

Is   fe 

■on  T  Francis      mfd 

•9 

»Wood    apo 
«ad  T  Morrdl    f  c 
lis  T  Boberts    mfd 

Before  the  Yioe-Chaaoellor  Sir  RicKAsn  MALllfS. 

Catuet,  fe. 
I  T  Pengilley    m  d  Vander  Byl  v  Austin    m  d 

y  Cocdce    e  Denoe  T  Dixon    c,  wit  (day  to 

S  T  Long     c,  with  wit       be  fixed) 
a  SO)  Hemming  t  Maddicfc     m  d 

unttgny  V    Schskidt    o,       wit  before  exmr 
>>  vit  (Hay  23)  Gwflt  T  Kerr    f  c  (short) 


lines  T  Tucker    c 
Pegg  V  Pegg    m  d 
Nixon  V  Garsrin    f  o 
Croesley  v  Elworthy  m  d  (May 

23) 
Hendriks  t  Cnrtia    f  c 
Powell  T  Riley    f  c 
Allan  T  The  tnited  Kingdom 
Electric  Telegraph  Co.  (Limi- 
ted)   c,  wit  (day  to  be  fixed) 
The  Landed  Estates  Co.  (Limi- 
ted) T  Weeding    m  d 
Brutton  t  the  Parish  of  St. 

George,  Hanover-sq    m  d 
Abbott  T  the  Bakers  and  Con- 
feation«rs'  Tea   Association 
(Limited)    m  d 
Ashton  T  Hattersley    m  d 
The    Sheffield    Improved  In- 
dustrial and  iSovident  So- 
ciety (Limited)  v  Jarvia    o 
Lunb  v  Meryweather   f  c  and 

sums  to  vary 
Earl  ef  Cork  v  RnsaeU,  Bart. 

m  d 
Whitby  V  Farmer    f  o 
Cnllen  v  Cnllen    f  c 
Carter  v  Smith    sp  c 
Pennington  v  Pennington    f  c 
Whiting  V  Olading    f  c 
Finlay  t  Kemp     c,  wit  (day 

to  be  fixed) 
Sleeman  v  Sleeman    f  o 
Aroedeekne  v  Lord  Howard    o 
Blount  V  The  Conservators  of 

the  River  Thamea    m  d 
Mather  v  Mather    sp  o 
Whelan  v  Whelan    f  o 
Bent  V  The  Ottoman  Ry.  Co. 

md 
Coventry  v  Morris  f  c 
Bailey  v  RoUand  m  d 
Lewis  V  Lewis  m  d 
Petersdorfi'  v  Cook  m  d 
Fraser  v  The  Ottoman  Ry.  Co. 

m  d 
Sonlthorpe  v  Tipper  m  d 
Rodd  V  Paaeoa  sp  o 
Dumford  t  Dwnford  f  oims. 

(1868.— D.— 146} 
Dumford  v  Dnmiord  f  coos. 

(1868.— D.— 142) 
Crnikshank  v  Dnffin  m  d 
Raithby  T  Hall  c  with  witns. 

(day  to  be  fixed) 
The  Official  Licraidator  of  the 
Birmingham  Banking  Co.  v 
Carter  spo 
Deakins  v  Andnwa  m  d 
Gray  v  Gray  c 
Norfolk  V  Langley  f  c  &  sumns 

to  vary 
Pemberton  v  Neill  m  d 
Pemberton  v  Marriott    mfd 
Hale  V  Hale    mfd 
Watt  V  Muirhead    f  o  &  sums 

to  vary 
Stacey  v  Simmons  f  c 
Hill  V  Westmorelaod    c,  with 

wits  (day  to  be  fixed) 
Allen  V  Morgan    mfd 
Thmpp  V  Scmton    o 
Richu^son  V  Houghton    f  c 
Falkner  v  CruttweU    m  d 
Mayar  v  Mercer    m  d 


Squires  v  Walker'  m  d 
Walker  v  Beckley  m  d 
Yives  V  The  Ottoman  Ry.  Co. 

c(tran8feiTed  fromVC  Bacon, 

by  order) 
Chillingwerth  v  Chillingworth 

Last  vDrake    md 
Hosford  V  Sngden    m  d 
Kingdon  v  Dean    m  d 
Redpathv  Pettis-  m4 
Attwood  V  Brown    sp  c 
The  North-Eastera  By.  Co.  v 
Watson  c  (restored  by  order) 
Jackeon  v  The  North-Eaatem 

Ry.  Co.     m  d 
Price  V  Hutchinson    o 
Dooner  v  Tolley    m  d 
Lean  v  Carrick    c 
Andrews  v  Woodward    c 
Wilson  V  Wilson  (P.O.)  m  d 
Jones  V  Jones    m  d 
Wilkinson  v  Pooook     c,  with 

wit  (dayto  be  fixed) 
Massie  v  Ray    m  d 
Vint  V  Constable    m  d 
Edwards    v    Stuart- Wortley 
motion   for   decree,    pt   h(l 
(S.O.  May  29) 
The  Stafibrdshire  Joint  Stock 
Bank,  (Limited)  vSmith  sp  c 
Swales  V  Kirk    m  d 
Peakman  v  Harrison     case  on 
appeal    bom    the    DtuUcy 
County  Court 
May  V  Constable    m  d 
Tomlinson  v  Kirkham    f  c 
Gimblett  v  Perton    re-heoring 

e  f  c 
Daltsn  V  Hodgson    m  d 
Hiles  V  Agar    m  d 
Melsome  v  Pinniger    m  d 
Quick  V  Quick    m  d 
Thirkill  V  Hamilton    md 
Smith  V  Farrah    m  d 
Holmes  v  Dudley,  Holmes  v 

Swinson    f  c 
Houghton  V  Day    f  o 
Freebury  v  Freebury    m  d 
In  re  Moore's  Estate,  Eland  v 

Moore     f  c,  sums  to  vary 
Hayne  v  Harvey    m  d 
Hoekenhnll  v  Ray    c 
Philippe  V  Evans    f  o 
Niool  V  Chavasse    m  d 
Badddey  v  Vallanee    f  c 
Bower  v  Bower    m  d 
Newbolt  T  Wright    m  d 
Viokers  v  MoEwen    c 
Greenwood  v  Ripley    o 
Godson  V  Pitman    c 
Cree  v  Foakes    m  d 
Stevens  v  Bourn    m  d 
Little  V  Moore    m  d 
Birks  V    Silverwood    case  on 
appeal  from  The  Doncaster 
County  Court 
Williams  v  Reea    m  d 
Thickett  v  Shaw    f  o 
Frith  V  Cameron    m  d 
Grace  v  Dutton    m  d 
Champion  v  The  Conservators 

of  the  River  Thames  c 
Scholefield  V  Redfem   fc 
Leader  v  Pemberton    m  d 


Before  the  Yioe-Chaneollor  Sik  Jambb  Bacox. 
Ctuiet,  fc. 


Hntchinson  v  Baaham     demr 

of  deft  Howard 
Tongham  v  Freeth    exceptions 

for  insufficiency 
Robertshaw  v  Firth    m  d 
Brunei  v  Brunei    m  d 
Pearce  v  Soudds    m  d 
Wedgwood  v  Denton    md 
Lycett  V  The  Stafford  and  TJt- 

toxeter  Ry.  Co.    m  d 
Highett  V  Uampier    m  d 
Messer    v    Stacey,    Stacey   v 

Mesaer    e,  pt  hd  (May  2() 
BleacUey  y  Hall    m  d 
Dawson  v  Robinson    sp  c 


Greene  v  The  West  Cheshlro 

Ry.  Co.    m  d 
Murray  v  Claytoh  m  d  &  sums 
Phipps  V  Berridge    m  d 
Heyman  v  Dnbios    m  d 
Mujchison  v  Batters    m  d 
Smith  V  Gibson    sp  c 
Hall  V  Harzreave    c,  wit  (day 

to  be  fixed) 
Earle  v  Appleyard    m  d 
Kemp  v  The   South  Eastern 

Ry.  Co.     m  d 
Carter  v  Earl  Ducie    m  d 
Palmer  v  Flower    sp  c 
Savage  v  Snell  sp  c  as  amended 
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Witde-Oery  t  Handley    m  d 
Charlton  t  Charlton    m  d 
Bond  V  MOboom    m  d 
Ramaey  v  Hoopet'    m  d 
Sinnett  t  Herbert    f  o 
Maurice  t  Piuh    f  c 
The  London  £  Paris  Hotel  Co. 

(LimitedW  Mainwaring  md 
Johnson  v  The  Dodler  ft  Wect 

Bromwich  Banking  Co.  m  d 
Hsyward  v  Penney    m  d 
Fora  V  Foater    m  d 
Hooper  v  Webb    c,  wit  (day 

to  be  fixed) 
Ridler  v  Diuin    m  d  pro  con- 

fesso  against  defendant,  P. 

Dnnn  (wit  before  examiner) 
Cadman  v  Cadman    sp  c 
Hunt  V  Sidney    f  o 
Wilson  T  Tncjcer    m  d 
Chester  v  Chester    f  • 
Anderson  t  Anderson    m  d 
Williams  v  Peam    f  c 
Allan  T  Gott    f  c 
Collins  y  Collin*    f  c 
Thoi^on  V  Hewitson    f  o 
In  reWoronzow  Oroig's  Estate, 

Someryille  v  Oreig  f  c 
Williams'y  Stanger    f  c 
Whitney  y  Smith    f  c 
Wood  V  Hosford    f  c 
Bigg  y    The    Corporation  of 

London    m  d 
Beattie  v  Lord  Ebory    c,  wit 

(day  to  be  fixed) 
Pickett  V  Fackham    f  c 
Hargreayes  y  Hall    m  d 
Imray  y  Imeson    sp  c 
Manning  v  Gill    f  c 
Wight  y  Wight    f  c 
Jaryis  y  Mitchell    f  c 
In  re  D.  Nutt's  Estate,  Nutt 

y  Logie    f  c 
Cook  y  Hart    f  c 
Miller  y  Miller    spc 
In  re  Andrew  Maroon's  Estate, 

FinchyMarcon  fcandsoms 
Cole  y  Mann    f  o 
Oompertz  y  Kensit    m  d 
The    Kamsden    Mill     Co.    y 

Ramsdan    f o&samstoyaiy 
Wadsworth  y  Johnson  f  c  & 

sums 
Gray  y  Seckham    sp  c 
Pickering  y  Minto  f  o  &  sums 

toyary 
Magrath  y  Moiehead    f  c 
Rolf  y  Smith    f  c 
Moore  y   Harper,    Harper   y 

Harper    f  c 


Merton  y  Brogden    tot  rams 

to  yary 
Clarke  y  Smith  t  c 
Thody  y  Jones  f  c 
Engbsh  y  English  f  c 
Mathews    y    Mathews,   Goyer 

y  Mathews  f  c 
Lane  y  Brown  f  c 
Hudson  y  Johnson  t  o 
OiUman  v  Bish  m  d 
Williamson  y    Bairas     m   d, 

(short) 
Wilson  y  O'Leaiy     f  o 
Wells  y  Hall    fc 
Tuesley  y  Jones    f  c 
Boyill    y   Frost     e,  eyidence 

yiva  ysoe  at  hearing 
Brandon  y  Coleman     c,  pro 

conlesso 
Schofield  y  Schofield  f  o  (short) 
Brownjohn  y  Gale    f  c 
Bemish  y  Hare    m  d 
Preston  v  Mayor,  &c,  of  Gt. 

Yarmouth,  c 
Mitchinson  y  NeaJe    f  o 
Macdonald  y  Maodonald    f  c 
Spilling  y  Skoyles    m  d 
Tie  Leicester  Waterworks  Co. 

y  Gimson    m  d 
Watson  y  Hasler    f  c 
Fiddey  y  Gibbon    f  o 
Vortue  y  Miller    m  d 
Grove  v  Marshall    m  d 
Somers  y  Alexander    m  d 
Meredith  y  Rose    m  d 
Bown  y  Stroad    f  o 
Dixie  y  Dixie    f  o 
Adnntt  v  Button    f  c 
Mackechnie  y  Migoiibaiiks  f  c 
Sladen  y  Olliver    f  c 
Savile  y  Kilner    m  d 
Wilson  V  Uoyd    m  f  d 
Levick  v  Xoble    m  f  d 
Harrop  v  Hirst    m  f  d 
Thomas  y  Caddick    m  f  d 
Constable  v  Turner    m  f  d 
Kelson  y  Watts    o 
Breton  t  Gassiot    m  f  d 
Weller  y  Hatherly    f  c 
Lake  v  Lake    m  f  d 
Forbes  y  Willliams    c 
The  Agra  Bank   (Limited)  y 

Northcott    mfd 
Martin  y  Martin    mfd 
Spencer  v  Spencer    f  c 
Wat«:s  V  Black    mfd 
Lloyd  y  Phillips    mfd  (short) 
Cameron  y  Someryille    c 
Kingston  v  The  Cowbridge  Ry. 

Co.     mfd 


Before  the  Yioe-Chancellor  Wickens, 
(Uttuet,  4^. 
The  Credit  Foneier  &  Mobilier    Douglas  y  Webster 
of  England    (Limited)      (in 
liquidation)  y  Lord  Sondai 


y 

and  others  pt  hd 
Same  v  Same  demr  of  Fiesh- 

fields  Xewman    pt  hd 
Same  y  Same  demr  of  G  F  Hol- 

royd  pt  hd 
Same  v  Same  d^mr  of  R«y  G  J 

Hilton  pt  hd 
Bosquet  y  Bent  exons  to  affi- 

dayit  for  scandal 
Radford  y  Willis    demr 
The  Managers  of  The  Metro- 

politen  Asylum   District  y 

Ounter  demr 
Maunsell  y  Maonsell  (1867.— 

M.— 104)    f  c 
MaunseUv  Maunsell    (1867.— 

M.— 23)    fc 
Johnson  y  Johnson    f  c 
Re  Joseph  Thompson's  Estat*, 

Stockdale  y  Thompson     f  c 

(June  3) 
Haygarth  T  Wearing    c,  with 

wits 
Douglas  y  Donglas    m  d  (May 

24) 
Earl  Nelson  y  Agar    m  d 


m  d  (May 

24y 
Orchard  y  IJake    c,  with  witt 
Mawson  v  Ingle    c,  with  wits 
Martin  y  Saunders    m  d 
Harrison  y  Allen    m  d 
De  Rochefort  y  Dawes    f  c  and 

petn 
Moore  y  Crayen     c,  with  wit 

(May  SO) 
Catt  V  Tourle    c,  eyidence  yiva 

yoca  at  hearing  (June  5) 
Russell  V  Martin    m  d 
Armstroiury Armstrong    fc 
Pearoe  v  Caningtan    m  d 
Dalton  y  Dalton    m  d 
Baker  y  Booth    f  o  and  sumns 
In  re  Coragio's  Estate,  Baker 

y  Coragio    f  c 
Boys  y  Jones    f  e 
Walker  y  Houghton    f  c 
Brodrick  v  Hewby    o 
Miller  v  Campbell    m  d 
Fowler  y  Scott    fo 
Taylor  v  Miller    m  d 
Fiy  V  Fry    f  o 
Impey  v  Mayne    f  e 
Black  y  Black    m  d  (short) 
Bass  y  Adams    m  d 


Sun^  y  Slater    m  d 
Davis  V  Grimes    m  d 
Avre  y  Eager    m  d 
(^iffiths  V  Oakley    o  wit 
Veleyy Wells    md 
Ashton  y  Corrigio    m  d 
Cobbold  y  O'Mslley    fc 
Heam  y  Chidley    m  d 
Faith  y  Emsley    m  d 
Wild  man  v  Newby    m  d 
The  Hampshire  Banking  Co  y 

Moody    m  d 
Wright  y  Ross,  Ross  T  Archer 

fc 
Roras  V  £lllis    f  c 
Parkin  y  Parkin    m  d 
Bourdin  v  Greenwood     m  d 
French  y  Mayhew    m  d 
Atkinson    y    Robinson     f  c, 

&  sums  to  vary 
The  London  &  South  Western 
Ry  Co  y  The  Somerset  & 
Dorset  Co    f  c 
Bond  y  Farmer    m  d 
Qnaife  y  Qoaife    f  o 
Pratt  v  Harvey    f  o 
Torr  y  Thomas    c,  with  wit 
Vaughan  y  Boteherby  re-hear- 
ing 


Alexander  y  Shorliad  e) 
Savage  v  Tyen   n  e 
HextyOiU    mfl 
SoffiB  T  Prince   e 
Kerry vClstka   nil 
Mttckalt  y  Hucbtt  fe 
Martin  y  Royle   f  e 
France  y  Webb    f  c  (tbrt) 
Jackson  y  Jackson  (1)69.-1. 

— 70),  Jackson  t  Jackn 

(1866.— J.-67)    fc 
Fisher  v  Johnsoa   f  c 
Hamilton  v  Dixoa   mfd 
Wingfield  v  Yonag    a  f  < 

(short) 
Rolph  y  Rolph    n  f  d 
Sanll  y  Saull    e 
Villareal  v  XHithof    n  f  I 

(short) 
Jacnbs  y  Rylance   e 
Walker  v  Jersey  Watemb 

Co.  (Limited)  c 
Alexander  v  Palna   a  i 
Theakstone  v  Theskstsu  f : 

(short) 
Chapman  v  Chapmsa  (e 
Lovegroye  y  Wdch   f  e 
Fawcett  y  Billingt    m  d 


PUBLIC  C0MPAKIS8. 

OOVBBNMBNT  FUNDS. 

(jiiT  QuoTiTioit,  May  19,  \^^t. 
rrom  the  0/letat  LUt  nfUit  attuat  tiuiiHU  trvumatt. 


3  per  Ceot.  Consols.  9S| 
Ditto  for  Aoeount,  Jans  I,  »3| 
3  per  Cent.  Kednoed  9I| 
(fe«r  >  per  Cent.,  91| 
Do.  Si  percent.,  Jau.'!i4 
Do.  2(  per  Cent.,  Jan.  '94 
Do.  i  per  Cent.,  Jan.  '7S 
*nnnftlos,Jan.'»0— 


Annaitiea,  April,  '(i 
Do.  (RedSeaT.)  Anc.iMi 
Bx  Bills.  £1000.  —  par  O  >« 
Ditto,  £«00,  Do  —  S  p  a 
mtio, £1 00  «  £90.1.  -%fK 
Bank  of  Knglan4  St^<.  *1 
Ct.  (last  hair-rear)  ilt 

1  Ditto  for  Aoconint. 


INDIAV  OOVEBNMBNT   SEODBITIKa. 
India  8tk.,  10ipCt.Apr.*T4,«09     |  Ind.  Knf.  Pr..  S  p  C.  Ja«.'2 
Ditto  for  Aoeoont 


Ditto  Sper  Cent.,Jal7, '»•  112 
Ditto  for  Aoeoont,  — 
Ditto  4  per  Coat.,  Oct.  '88  I00| 
Ditto,  ditto ,  CertlfloawB,  — 


Ditto,  &i per  Ceat.,Uif,1l 
Ditto  Debentaras,  ptr  Oa 

April,'64  — 
Do.  Do  ,i  per  Cent.,  AC(.  11 
Do.  Bonds,  4  per  CI.,X10Mli 


Ditto  Rnfaoed  Ppr.,  «  per  C«nt.9a|l  Ditto,  ditto,  nndei  <IM^  ■ 


RAILWAT  8T00K. 


Stock 
Stock 
Stock 
Stock 
Stock 
Stock 
Stock 
Stock 
Stock 
Stock 
Stook 
Stock 
Stock 
Stock 
Stack 
Stock 
Stock 
Stock 
Stock 
Stock 
Stock 
Stock 
Stock 
Stock 


Railtrajs. 


iP*id.  Omus  i^a 


Bristoland  Kxeter IM 

Caledonian 100 

Olaagow  and  Soath.neaMrn IM 

Qreat  Eastern  Ordinary  Stook   too 

Do.,EastAngllan8took,  No.  9 „  lo* 

Qreat  Northern    —..  100 

Do.,  A  Stock* 100 

Qreat  Soathern  and  Western  of  Iraland  100 

Great  Western— Original 100 

Lanoaablre  and  Yorkshire  100 

London,  Brighton,  and  Sontb  Coast 100 

LoBdon,CI>atham,  and  Dover |  100 

London  and  Horth-Westem lOO 

London  and  South- Wealarn 1*0 

UaB0hester,8k*iaald,and  Lincoln {  lOO 

Uetropolitan „ ~ >  "0 

Uidland  ~ "" 

Do.,  Birmingham  and  Derby   '"O 

North  British "» 

NorthLondott "** 

North  StaOoidablra : 1^ 

Soath  Devon  ....„ >«0 

Soatb-Eaatern '00 

Tan  Vale '<» 


Ml 
US 

1' 

l«i 

>*» 
IM 

^ 

"1 
IS4 

97 
M 

» 
ii» 

S4 
j» 
M 

1« 


*  A  reooiyes  no  dlTtdcnd  antll  (  per  cent,  lias  beeo  pud  t 


MoXST  MaBKBT  and  CiTT  iNTELLiar.SCK. 

The  favds  are  now  pretty  steady.    The  Englisli  Eiii*-: 
have  experienced,  just  at  the  last,  a  reaction  from  thf  l^^M* 
tinuation  of  the  advance  in  prices.    The  fortnightly  «f ' 
however,  which  fbU  this  week,  seemed  to  indicate  as  . 
tion  on  tiie  part  of  the  public  of  farther  a  iv-}TiL«s. 

Thedireotoraof  the  South  Aurora  Silv.r   Mining 
(Limited),  have  issued  a  report  ahowingUiat  the  baluce^f 
up  to  the  end  of  Decembo-  last  was  £21,079.,  »n<i  oa  n^l 
February  tiie  directors  declared  a  dividend  at  tht'  r»t«  of  »1 
cent,  on  the  allotted  stock,  with  interest  at  the  rsie  "'*P^*.] 
per  aonana  on  »'iM»if"*»  fully  paid  op  in  advance  oi  tit  KfsmA 
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iQ,  A  fartlur  dividend  «t  the  same  rate  of  20  per  cent  per 
oogm  lu<  liMD  declared  payable  on  the  lit  Jane  next. 
Atth«  ttoteenth  annual  meaClnK  of  ttieQ—««In«iirai>ee  Com- 
ay,iM  at  Liraipeolon  Thanday.tlia  ureetora*  raport  stated 
liit  thtiiie  piemnms  for  1870 — less  re-insaraiioea — amoutad 
i£13S,80$;  while  in.the  life  dmrtmant  276  new  policies  ware 
n«i,  iofluisg  £182,805.  A  diridend  of  tea  per  cent  was 
tdind,  tht  ISreresanra  hud  waa  increased  to  £90,0M.aad  a 
ilaiee  of  £10,468  carried  forward  to  next  years'  acoouats. 
Mcttn.  Jajr,  Cooke,  M'CiilIoeh,  &  Co.'a  "  Weekly  Circnlar," 
ijji  gun  datea  to  Hay  2,  and  oaUe  advioea  to  Hay  17,  aays : — 
Caited  States  bonds  have  been  qnite  aeti-re,  and  hig^her.  The 
nun  bankers  have  been  free  bnyera  to  int>Tide  for  the  demand 
bjcfi  uflially  occurs  in  oonneotion  wiih  the  payment  of  the  May 
Ismt  on  tlie  jmblle  debt  The  home  inreatment  demand  also 
DTB  some  improvement. 


LAW  SALARIES. 


EflTATE  EXCHAKOZ  BBPOBX. 


AT  THE  UART. 
May  16. — By  Messrs.  Dsitzb. 
lold.  No.  3,  Great  Quccn-atreet,  Linooln's-inn-flelds,  at 
».    Sold  £3,260. 
bU  building  land,  Harefidd,  containing  13a.  Or.  lip.  Sold 

t  of  freehold  bnildinfr-land,  ndjoinind;  the  Railway  Station, 
nbledon,  containing  13a.  2r.  32p.    Sold  dG600. 

By  Messrs.  Debexham,  Tetvsox,   &  Fakxir. 
■>ld,  with  poesoaaion,  No.   6,   Kensington-park-gardens. 
i£4,800.  -e        r-     » 

■''•-park.  No  73,  Avenae-road,  term  65  yeara,  gnmnd  rent 

'•   S5d  £2,900. 

>of  fteehold  bnflding  land,  KnighVa-hill,  Sorrer,  contain- 

&.0r.9p.    8old£2,900. 

t  of  fiediold  building  land,  New  Eltham,  Kent,  containing 

Or.  9b.    Sold  £1,790. 

M,  Sidcnp  near  the  station,  Longland's-oottage  and  7a.  2r. 

2*1  ^6 per aimnm.    Sold  £1,726. 

MioU  semi-detached  houses,  Brookly-lane,    Lewisham, 

itsoa. 

By  Pricb  *  Clabk. 
nd.  The  Hollies,  Lower  Clapton,  with  large  gardens, 
mg,  &c.,  at  £109  par  annum.    Sold  £2,360. 
*»y  17. — Br  Messrs.  Edwin  Fox  t  BouiriBU>. 
«d,  Oiree  cottages.  Wood-street,  ^eemess,  at  £27  10s. 
l£220. 


The  House  of  Commons  Conunittee  of  Public  Accounts 
ii  in  their  third  report  that  the  Controller  and  Auditor- 
oenl  observes  that  the  salaiiet  of  the  jonior  chief  clerks 
two  of  the  Vice-chancellors  have  been  raised  to  the 
nnm  without  the  consent  of  the  Treasury  bemg 
lined,  and  before  the  required  probationary  period  had 
psed.  By  an  Act  of  1852  the  Lord  Chancellor  is  em- 
T(Ted  to  direct  an  increase  of  the  salaij  from  time  to 
e  up  to  a  certain  iin»Twmnn,  but  no  such  increase  is  to  be 
ie  until  the  cleA  haa  been  in  office  for  three  years,  nor 
bout  a  certificate  from  the  jndge  to  whose  court  he  is 
ichedthat  he  haa  conducted  himself  to  that  judge's 
irr  aatis&ction ;  but  it  is  proTided  that  the  increase  shall 
ty  annual  sums  of  £100.  By  a  subsequent  statute  of 
4  the  Lord  Chancellor  is  empowered,  upon  such  rertifl- 
*.  to  direct  (he  salaries  to  be  increased  to  the  full  amount 
Inrised  by  the  Act  at  any  one  period.  It  appecurs  that 
3r1  Lord  Chancellors  hare  dii«eted  increase  of  salary  to 
if  clerks  without  their  having  served  for  three  years,  and 
is»isitance  after  only  a  fortnight's  service  ;  and  the 
'Chancellor  states  that  in  hia  view  the  condition  of 
''^]«trg'  service  had  not  been  required  since  the  passing 
ttkt  of  1860.  The  Controller  and  Auditor-Qenerd 
Mm  that  the  second  Act  only  allows  that  the  maximum 
nut  may  be  reached  by  one  step  instead  of  three.  The 
■Bittee  of  Public  Acoounta  have  no  heaitation  in  pre- 
kt  this  view,  and  they  remark  that  no  value  can 
iUy  ba  attached  to  a  certificate  of  satisfactory  conduct 
a  fortnight.  The  Treasury  aaaotion  to  the  inereaae 
an,  from  a  further  examination  of  all  the  statnte*,  to 
^  rfqoired ;  but  the  House  of  C6mmona  Committee 
4  opinion  that  the  Treasury  shoold  be  a  party  to  all 
wes  of  salary  or  office  expenses  in  the  establishments  of 
taofLaw  which  have  been  taken  upon  the  Estimates. 
r  recommend  that  the  Treasury  should  institute  an 
ity  with  a  view  to  ascertain  what  farther  legialation  is 
ixd  to  gire  the  Treaaniy  the  proper  conteol. — Civil 
Wf  Oazette. 


Freehold,  No.  23,  High-street  at  £15  12s.    Sold  £200. 
Nos.  6,  8,  and  10  VicAory-street,  at  £88  16s.    Sold  £260. 
Freehold,  No.  M,  Victory-stieet,  at  £20  par  annum.    Sold  £176. 
Freehold,  No.  4&  Y ietory-strest,  a  t  £24  14s.    Sold  £190. 
Freehold,  Nos.  36,  37,  and  39,   Victory-street,  at  £38.    Sold 

£300. 
Freehold  house,  known  aa  Highway  House,  between  Minsteraad 

Shoscneas,  at  £  14.    Sold  £160. 

May  18.— By  Mr.  H.  W.  SAPnix. 
Fre^old  grotmd  rant  of  £22  per  annum,  secured  on  Nos.  1  to  6. 

Knott-stieet.    Sold  £350. 
No.  2,  Walmar-oottages,  Notting-hill,  term  78  years,  sround 

rent  £6.    Sold  £2*). 

By  Messrs.  E.  and  H.  Lcklbt. 
Freehold,  Nos.  2  to  U,  and  84,  Waterloo-place,  Clerkenwell. 

Sold  £2i20. 
Freehold,  Noa  49  and  40),  Camaby-attast,  Golden-squaiv.    Sold 

£800.  

BtBTHS,  KASBI&SIS,  AIIO  OKATHS. 

BIRTHS. 
Baow — On  Hay  8,  at  Lyddington,  the  wife  of  William  Htnry 

Brow,  solicitor,  Uppingham,  of  a  son. 
Cotton — On  May  17,  at  10,  Sussex-square,  the  wife  of  Henry 

Cotton,.  Esq.,  Q.C.,  of  a  son. 
CuTBiU/— On  May  10,  at  Lawrie  House,  Bladheath,  the  wife 

of  Alfred  Cutbill,  Esq.,  barrister.at-law,  of  a  daughter. 
HABDeASTLB — On  Saturday,  May  13,  at  Nether  HiSl,  Bury  St. 

Edmund's,  the  wife  of  Henry  Haracastla,  barrister-at-law,  of 

a  daughter. 
Paimb— On  May  16,  at  Kensington,  the  wife  of  E.  Alfred  Paine, 

Esq.,  attomev-«t-law,  of  a  son. 
WIUOM— On  Mar  16,  at  13,  St.   Oeerge's-aqnare,  Regent*  s- 

park,  the  wife  of  Arthur  Wilson,  Esq.,  barrister-at-law,  of  a 

aon. 

MARRUOXS. 
Bloxak— PuBBiXK— At    St    Martin's-in-the-Fields,    Henry 

Edward  Bloxam ,  of  laleworth,  to  Haroourt  Margaret,  daughter 

of  Thomas  Furrier,  Esq.,  of  Chiswick. 

DBATH8. 

PoTTBBr-.On  May  12,  at  70,  Russell-square,  0«o.  W.  K.  Pot- 
ter, Esq.,  aged  73. 

WiLLAOiM— On  May  18,  at  9,  Queensborouj^terraoe,  Kan- 
sington-garlans,  Thomas  Butts  TanquerayWiUanme,  Esq., 
in  the  64th  year  of  his  age. 


IiOIOOH  OAZITTES. 

ynaUag-mf  of  Joint  Stack  Oompnisi. 
FusAT,  May  IS,  1871. 

I  tjHLIiaTII)   IH  CHAaOZST. 

Deal  and  Dsver  Railwij  GompaBT.— The  Maatar  of  the  Bella  has  flxsd 
Msr  11  at  II,  at  Us  ebamban,  for  the  appoiatmaot  of  aa  oScial 
U«Dldater. 

Qoeeo's  Beae&t  Bolldliig  Soetotjr.— The  I£iater  of  the  Rolla  has  (U«d 
Satarday,  HaylT  al  i.lt,  at  Ills  cliambera,  (or  the  appolnUMDt  of  an 
ofllctal  Ikiaidator. 

Waterloo  aod  Whitehall  Rsilwa/Conipsny.— Vloe  Chancellor  Msllns  has 
I      by  aa  orter  dated  Haj  i,  ordered  that  the  above  oompasy  be  weond 
np  b/ thU  Ooart     Batten,  Qt  Oeorge-et,  Westsnlnater,  loUeitor  for 
the  peUttoner. 

LnnTiD  IH  CaAaoiaT. 

Anclo-Scottlab  PahUahliut  Company  (Umltad).— Vice  Chancellor  Uallas 
has,  by  an  order  dated  April  11.  appointad  Wm  Brooks,  1 1,  CM  Jewry- 
chamhen,  to  be  official  ll^dator. 

Eze  BiRht  Oyetar  Fishery  and  Pier  Oompaoy  (Umitad).— The  Uaater 
of  the  Rolls  haa,  by  an  order  dated  March  18,  appointed  Hy  Biowo,  T, 
Westmlaster-diambera,  Victoria- at,  Weatmlnater,  to  be  oOdal 
llqoidator.  Credltora  are  repaired,  on  or  befbre  Jnne  9,  to  aead  their 
namea  and  addraaaea.  and  the  partionlart  of  their  dekta  or  olabas  to 
tbeabore.  Friday,  JoneUat  II, i*  appobitad  for  hearing  and  adin- 
dicatlnc  upon  the  debts  or  claims. 

San  FMro  del  Monte  Silver  Mining  Company.— Petition  for  winding  np 
preaented  May  6.  directed  to  be  heard  before  the  Maatar  of  the  BolU, 
on  May  37.  Conrtenay  k  Croome,  Graoechurch-at,  aollcttora  for  the 
petttionere. 

Tavarone  Mining  Company  (Limited),— Vice  Chancsllor  Wlckena  has, 
by  an  order  dated  May  s,  ordered  that  the  above  company  be  woood 
np  by  the  Conrt.  Clementa,  Threadneedle-et;  agent  (Or  Blrcham  * 
Co,  solkitors  for  the  petltiooera. 

TmsDAT,  May  l«,  KTl. 
CKumm  n  CiAHCiaT. 

Britannia  Permanent  Baneflt  Building  Society.— Petltiaa  for  winding 
up, preaented  3Cay8,  diiaeted  to  be  heard  before  Vice  Chancellor 
luJins  on  May  16.  Cleobnrey,  jnn,  Cheapelde,  aoUcitor  for  .the  pad- 
tloner. 

Darfaam  Oooaty  Fanny  Bank.— Vice  Chancellor  Malins  has,  by  an  order 
dated  May  «,  ordered  that  the  above  bank  ahonld  ba  wound  np  by 
this  ooort  Sole,  Tnmar  k  Tan  er,  Aldarmanbuy,  solicitors  for  the 
petltieoers. 

Favarshsm  PnUle  Rooma  Company.- Petition  ibr  winding  op,  presented 
May  6,  directsd  to  be  heard  before  Vice  Chancellor  Wickena  on  Hay 
M.  Xbigsfbrd  k  Dorman  Esaez-st,  Strao  d ;  agenU  (or  TasaeU,  Fa- 
varaham,  aoUoitar  for  the  petitioneis. 
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limrtD  n  Chahout. 

EUiott  Brotboi  Compuy  (Umtted).— PetiUoB  tor  winding  np,  pn- 
MMrt  M»  1 1,  dire^  to  be  baud  baton  Vic«  Chracellor  Ibltni  on 
Mar  aTauit  ft  Co,  Ltneola'a-bm-field* ;  acenu  for  Stanlrlng,  Jon , 
Kochiale,  aolloltor  tor  tba  paOtionar.  ,       .   ,. 

Enm'a.  CoTont  Garden  (Limited).— PetJUan  tor  irmding  ap,  prnented 
May  5,  dinotad  to  be  haaid  before  Tioa  Ctaanoellor  Xalini  on  Friday, 
May  26.     t4ndo,  Klng'i  Arou-yard,  Moorgate-st,  aoliciton  tor  ttia 

n^tiiinff  Miiilns  Company  (Limited).— Vice  Cliancallor  Bacon  liu,by 
an  order  dated  May  8,  ordered  that  tlie  Tolnntary jrindlng  up  of  tba 
abore  company  be  continued,  aabjeot  to  tbe  mperrtaion  of  thU  Court. 
The  Judge  alao  appointed  Arthur  Co<^>er,  George-it,  Manaton  Honie, 
tn  be  ofBciat  Uquldator.  Tbomaa  ft  Hollanu,  Mincmg-lane,  aoUcltora 
<or  the  pttitioners. 

Friendly  Sodities  Diimlrad. 

TruDAT,  May  IS,  1871. 

Friendly  and  UnUad  Society,  Saren  Stars  Inn,  Newton  Bnslul,  Daron. 

Lmtf  Britona  Proridence,  Lodge  No.  1.  Friendly  Society,  WIndaor 

Oreen  T«»em.  Lodge-rd,  Birm.    May  13. 
Tradesmen's  Friendly  Society,  Hatherlelgh,  Deron.    May  IS. 

Onditon  under  EsWm  In  Cbweery. 

Zatt  Day  of  Prao/. 

Faroax,  May  H,  U71. 

BomaDje*  Fran^ee  Cama  ft  Co,  Oreaham  Hooae.    Oct  1«.    Nansgay  t 

Beattie,  V.C.  MaUna.    Uptens  ft  Co,  Austin-Wars 
Brandon.  Wm,  Soital-sQ,  Norton  Folgate,  Sim  Manufacturer.    June  10. 

Chancellor  v    Casey,   M.R.     WIthaU   ft    Compton,  Gt   Qeorge-at, 

Westminster  _  .         „        «       ., 

Carter,  Wm  MarUn,  Mill  Pond  Bridge,   Bermoudsey,  Esq.    May  *1 . 

Carter  i  Drew,  M.B.    Wilkinson,  Bennondsey  st,  Sonthwark 
Dinorben.  Bt  Hon  Gertrude  Baroness,  Lejrsdulaa,  Anglesey,  Widow.  June 

!4.    Hughes*  Mitchell,  V.C. Malins.    Walker&MartiDeau,Kings-rd, 

Gray*8-tnn 
Dowse, John  Edwd,  Anerley-p*,  Surrey,  Gent.    Jane  12.    Dowse  •  Hoff, 

V.O.  Wlekens.    Toy,  A»hton-under.Lyne  ,         .. 

Forrest,   John,  Myddleton-st,  Clerkenwell,   Watchmaker.     Jnpe  »1. 

Osbom  *  Leiich,  V.C.  Wlekens.    Hopwood  ft  Sons,  Ohanosry-  lane 
Garmeson,  John,  Tottenham-ct-rd,  Mercer.     June  20.     Garmeaon  a 

Sbairod,  V.C.  Matins.    Dent,  Wolrerliampton 
Groom,  8aml  Robt,  Bath,  WllU,  Esq.    June  17.     Groom  •  Oroom,  V.C . 

Wiekens.    Webb,  Gresham-at. 
Bardlnge,  Wm,  Newport,  Isle  of  Wight,  Captain.    June  8.    Mayer  r 

Ayerot.  V.C.  MaUna.    Wright,  Bedford-row  .     „  ,^ 

Holdsworth,  Geo,  Halifax,  York,  Wonted  Spinner.      June  8.    Holda- 

worth  r  Holdsworth,  V.C.  MaUns.    Smith,  HalUkx 
Hulme,  Geo,  Chorley,  Chester,  Labourer.    June  12.    Bargees  a  Hnlme, 

M.B.    Hand,  Macclesfield  «.,„,. 

'Keates,  Geo.  Wallwood  Farm,  Leytoo,  Essex. Block  Maker,    June  10. 

Keatee  t  Keates,  M.B.    llillearys  ft  Tunstall,  Fenchnreh-blgs 
Kamp.  Abraham,  Handsworth,  Stafford.    May  81.    Wilooxe  Kemp,  V.C. 

Bacon.    Walker,  Woleerhampton  .    .  ,.  _ 

OrtoB,  Theodore,  Friabad,  East  Indies,  Assistant-Surgeon  In  Tth  Bengal 

Cavalry.    Sept  4.    Keglstrar,  Lpool 
Penman,  Wm  Boyd,  Dundee,  Forfar,  Commission  Merchant.    Jnne  24. 

Re  Penman,  VX.  Wiekens.    Ward  &  Son,  Leeds 
Bembaw.  Jaa,  Bronghtoo,  Lancashire.  Flax  Spinner.  June  24.  Bcusbaw 

r  Higglns,  V.C.  MaUna .    Cbarlewood  ft  Onneiod,  Manch 
Bobotbui,  Wm,  Newark-npon-Trent.  Nottlngkam,  Gent.    June  10. 

Bowbotham  v  Qiorer,  V.C.  Matins.    HodgUnson,  ft  Co,  Newark- 

upon-Trent 
BowUs,  Chas,  Kinmtonupon-Thame«,  Surrey,  Esq.    June  »4.    BowUa 

e  Bebb,  V.C.  Wfokena.    Bailey  ft  Cu,  Bersers-st^ 
TtrtaDAT.  May  16, 16T1 
Onue,  Jas,Mait1and.  N.  Sontb  Wales,  Gent.  Not  2.  Bees  t  Draoe,  M.R 

Haxard,  Harleaton  „  _„ 

Wheatland.  Harriett  Eliz,  Alktaam,  Kent.    Junes.    Mortimer  *  Wkeat- 

land,  M.R. 
Wood,  John,   Cotteabrooke,  Northampton,  Agent.    Ang  1.    Kline   a 

Wood,  V.C.  Wiekens 

NiXT  u>  Kin. 
Harrison,  John  Pritcbard,  Chester.     June  18.    Harrison  »  Bagnall, 

M.R. 

Creditors  ludor  S3  ft  2S  Tiet  eap.  SS. 

Latt  Day  of  Claim. 

FnoAT,  May  13, 1871. 

Bargb,  Kits,  Hancb,  Widow.    June  10.    Banting  &  Blngbsm  Haneb, 

Bayley.   Edwd,   Wolverhampton,  Stafford,  out  of  boslneaa.     June   1. 

Uoderliill,  Wolverhampton 
Bertram.  Geo,  Aberftrd,  York,  Labourer.    June  8.    Bickers,  Tadoaster 
Blow,  Sev  Wm,   Cleetborpea,  Lincoln,  Rector.     Jnne  20.     Russell. 

York 
Bnrdekin,  BenJ,  Sheffield,  York,  Esq.     Jane   16.     Bnrdekin   ft  Co, 

Sheffield 
Clar,  Jas,  Dewsbury,  York,  Draper.    July  1,  Scholefleld  ft  Oldroyd, 

Dewsbury 
Cranage.  Wm.  Westbromwlcb, Stafford,  Ironmonger.  May  29.  Coldtoott 
&  Caoning,  Dudley  _     ^ 

Dobson.  Wm  Geo  Knaggs,  Polllngton,  York,  Farmer.    Jnne  1.   Clark, 

Snaith 
Eastland,  John,   Saint  Albans.  Hertford,  Gent.    Nor  1,    Annealay, 

Saint  Aibana 
Haffenden,  Alfred,  WapUngton  Manor,  York,  Eaq.    July  1.    Bniaell 

York 
Hambrongb,  Charlotte  Anne,  Steephill  Oa<tle,Isle  of  Wight,  Spinater. 

July  I .    Domvilie  &  Co,  New-sq,  Unoolo's-lnn 
Hickman,  John  Joseph.  Little  Qneen-ac  Uneoln's-lnu-flelds,  Licensed 

Victnaller.    June  24.    Rivolta,  Lincoln's-lna-aetds 
Bowartb,  Jas,  Bury  New-rd,  nr  Heywood,  Lauoashire,  Shopkeeper. 
July  4.    Watson,  Bury 


Jaokaoa,  Wm,  Leadenball-st,  Eaq.    June  24.  FUet  kKte.Uita- 

hall-at 
Jamaa,  EU,  Reading ,  fieika,  Gent.     June  II   Xtaner  k  Pinai 

Stroud 
Kenn«ly,Wm,  Weston-at,  Bermondaey.   Jane  it.  Catiiil,Ci£k||, 

hill,  CannoD-at 
Martin,  John,  senior,  Crtch  Oair,  Derby,  Gent.  Igsi  M.  fitih 

Belper 
Martin,     Wm,  Bamaey  Hontingdoo,  Gant  JaneS.  hqaskSf 

Ramsey 
Bock,  John,  North  Bank,  MmsreU  BOl,  Isq.  tat  >.  >n^ 

Finsbnry-sq  I 

Schuster,  Leo,  Boehampton,  Surrey,  Merobsnt   Jute ».  Eo^ 

Fencbnrcb-st  . 

Smith,  Geo,  Oolehester,  Essex,  Bruah  Hanalsctom.  Xir>l  M 

ft  Donaldson,  Colcbeater  • 

Stephana,  Wm,  Bedftsd-row,  Esq.    Ang  1.    Fkiwer,  Bcdbifli 
Swaetman,  Elii,  Brigtaton,  Sussex,  Widow.   JoljS.  WoobtBll 

star,  Brbhton  . ,  .  ,_ 

Ttmiope,  Geo,  Parllameat-at,   Weatmiaater,  Esq.  Jill  ^  ^*^, 

ft  Co,  Ablngdon-at,  Weatminstar  ' 

WaUer.  Ann,  Heage,  Derby,  Widow-    JumK.    Wslte,l*B 
Walaen,  Eliza,  Loaghtoa,  Easex,  Widow.   July  20.  imlbtllq 

Feachurcb-ai  ,^ 

White,  Wm  Marriott,  Batb,  Esq.    Aug  I.    Feck,  Soattaavn^ 
WUIiams,  Hev  Jas.  Trlng-px,  Uertfacd.    July  i.   Bo8iiii«ria 

East  India  Avenue 
Wright,  Wm,  Woolmore-st,  Tumer'a-rd,  Bow,llasur  Hnac.  l^ 

Stocken  ft  Jnpp,  Leatlenball  st 

TcuDAT,  May  l«.  1*71. 
Biggin,  Joeeph,  Coal    Aston,   Derby,   Gent.     Jut  I.  Ti| 

Sheffield  _■ 

Clinton,  Rt  Hon  Ells  Oeorglna,  Dnwager,  Baionaa,  rtt»^4 

pk.    JoBOM,   CnrrteftWIlUama,  Lineoln'a-hm.fieKi 
FneUng,  Sir  Hy  HiU  Bart,  Barnstaple,  Devon.  Jane  8  » 

Sprlng-gdna  ; 

Freeman,  John,  Gt  Wakerlng,  Easex,  Wheelwright.  Jmi-i 

Maldon  , 

dUford,  John,  High  Beach,  Essex,  Esq.    Jnns  20.  Ssfl 

House,  Old  Broad-st  . 

Ooodbody,  Walter  Jas,  Edgwan-rd,  Tobaceonlit.  >•.<> 

Stenniog,  Cannoo-st  , 

Ooode,  Simeon,  Yeovil,  Somstaet,  Grocer.    July  20.  Vits,ii 
Hares,  Wm,  New-sq,  UDCOln'a-inn.Baq.    June  24.  (tekSl 

Llncoln's-lnn  _    ,    „ 

Banning,  Alex,  OnMtt-ter,  Hyde-pk,  Comtnanler  R.H.  JO!" 

son,  LIncoln's-lnn-llelds  ^ 

JenUnson,  Fredk  Chas,   Sheffield,  Ohymlac.    Jons  I.   "i 

Sheffield  .         -y 

Johneon,  Rebecca,  Cambridge,  Widow.    Aug  I.   Pal«i««.™ 

buildings  ,     ,  I 

Jones,  Cbas,  Blrm,  Musical  String  Maaibetnrar.  Jsatl-l 

Birm  ,■" 

Lang    Eras,    Barnstaple,  Devon,    Spinater.     Just  ».  ■ 

Sprtng-gdni 
Lswton.  Jeaeph,  Harleyftord-rd,  Keanington,  Gaet  >a!> 

HudderaflaM 
Lazonby,    Wm  Hutahkison,    Bampton,  Ncttingbaia,  t^ 

Wood,  Manch  __  i 

Plpee,   Wm,  Beverley,   York,   Gent.    June  30.    B**"' 

Bereriey  .    . 

PrlM,  Edwd,  Bnad  Baoctaary,  Waatminatar,  Eaq.  Stfi*. 

Broad  Sanctuary,  WestminsUr 
Bayner,  Wai,  Jobn-st,  Cambridge  Heatb,  Hackney,  BaiKK' 

Pienttca,  Wbileobapel-rd     '  .- 

Rogera,  Fru  Maria,  Lpool,  Stdnster.    Ang  81.    WUdB,SiqM 
SehoAeld,  Harriett,    Raaheliffe,    Hndderaflald,    rds*-    ■ 

Learoyd,  Huddersfield  j 

Shaw,  John,  Salford,  Almondbury,  York,  Farmer.   »!»!>•-• 

Hndderafield  _      ■ 

Strickland.   Walter,   Cokethorp-pk,    Witaey,  Oxon,  Ei)    < 

Valpy  ft  Chaplin,  Ltaicoln's-tain-flelds  ,    ,    , 

WaUer,Wm  Alex,  King-at,  Cheapside,  SaUeitar.   Jalf  >   ' 

ft  Herbert.  Sprlng-gdna 

Bantoopo. 
FanaT,  Hay  18, 1871. 
Under  the  Bankraptcf  Act,  1868. 
Creditors  muattorward  their  proob  of  debts  mttelWI 
To  Surrender  in  Loaidon, 
Oronae,  Emanuel,  South-row,  Golden-Bq.WsaUaBDiarar  ■ 
Brougham.    June  1  at  II  _^ 

MltcheU,  Wm  Hy.  Chlppenham-rd,  Hamw-rd,  BaSdar.  » 
Pepya.    May  28  at  II  „^ 

Pearce,  Albert,  Holbora,  Hosier.    Pet  May*.    «««"»J:  r^ 
Van  Stan,  Fredk,  Taaterton-st,  Notting-blll,  Desler  a  ri 
Fet  May  4.    Hazlitt.    May  24  at  1 1 

To  Surrender  In  tbe  Ooaacy-  ^ 

Barrett,  Bobt  Barber,  Lowaatoft,  SnOblk.  Flnaber.  I»  »J  ■ 
berlln.    Gt  Yarmouth,  May  30  at  12  ,^„,mi 

Evana,  Edmund,  Weateriesgh,  Gloacaater,  Orocar.   FatXV*- 

Bristol,  May  82  at  18  «_„... 

Evans,  Edwin,  Westerlelgb,aioacester,G»eer.    PstHsJ*- 

Bristol,  May  22  at  12  , 

Gledhlll,  John  Fras,  Aimley,  nr  Leeds,  Boot  Wm^a*^ 

MarshaU.    Leeds,  May  28  at  II  _      ^ 

Haoobe,  Thca,  Swansea,  Glamorgan,  Ucanaad  Vienaaat. 

Morria.    Swanaea,  Hay  22  at  2Jt  ^«„ia.1 

HaU,John  Uardcaatle,  Lpool,  Ohatr  Mannhctaiar.  fa«Jsa.»>«.^ 

Lpool,  May  24  at  3  ,^-^, 

Hawkea,  John.Oherington,  Snllolk,  Oraoer.     Pi*  M?  • 

Bury'St  Edmnnd'e,  May  80  at  2  , 

Lewis,  Bicbd  Edwd,  Weston,  Salop,  Fanaer.     I»  »»»  "• 

Madeley,  May  24  at  12. 
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mvu,  Wn,  Vrtlnkoi,  Notfolk,  Balebar.     IM  Hij  10.     PwttMf*' 

CIM^  L;nD,  MiyM  at  II 

tfom,  Iftft,  Jut,  Unatoo-npon-Hall,  Sbipwrigtat.     FetUayt. 

nllttM.    Diigitan-opoo-HnU,HsyM«t  II 
SMI,  wo,  TyldMlejr,  tancaihire.  Carrier.  Ftt  May  8.  Holden.  Boltoo, 

MtyMatlA 
iniii«lwa4,B*TEdwd,  BtiWham,  SiuMZ.    Pat  May  10.  Blakar.  Lawas, 

lit;  Mat  10 

Tnasir,  31ay  16, 1871. 

Under  the  Bankruptcy  Act,  1869. 

OndiMn  man  forward  their  proofk  of  debti  to  the  Kectotrar. 

To  Sarrendar  in  London. 

Puller,  Jolin,  Sontlianiptan-row,  Bloomabnry,  Watchmaker.    Bet  May 

|].   Ptpya.    May  30  at  II. 

To  Surrender  in  the  Oonntiy. 
Brack,  Sunl,  Deron  County  Gaol,  Exeter  Farmer.  Fet  Uay  IS.  Fearee. 

Zttt  Sunehoow,  Hay  31  at  li 
CleiuuOeo,We<icrhani,  Rent,  Butcher.    Fet  Hay  II.  Alleyse.  Tun- 

Wid(e  WeUi,  June  1  at  U.IO 
Uwaids,  AIM,  WelUnRton,  Somerset,  Draper.     Fet  May  IS.      Ueyler. 

Tnnuoa,  May  10  at  t.SO 
Itrcck.  John,  Leada,  Cloth  FinUber.    Fet  Mar  It.    Marriudl.    Leeda, 

inwSatll 
>U-m,  Ber  John,  Stake  Lodge,  BUhonatoke,  Haota.     Fet  May  9. 

TnondUte.    Seuthamptott,  i&j  .11  at  12 
HcCtrmlek,  Wm,  Koyal  Oryual  Palace  Hotel,  Norwood,  no  oconpatlon. 

fctUaylJ.    Bowlaod.    CrOTdon, Jane 3 alls 
toie.  Tho<,  GniMley.  Tork.  Woollen  Cloth  Manufketnrer.  Fet  Hay  IS. 

thnhtll.    Laeda,Jiine»atll 
vnii),  Siaieon,  Meanwood,  cr  Leedi,  Stone  Merchant.     Fet  Hay  13. 

Ilir>luu.    Leedi,  JnneSat  II. 
Wii.>m,  Wm,  Clown,  Derby  Grocer.     Fet  May  13.     Wake.     Sheffleld, 

»«(Ttiid.  Arthur  Wellealer.  Weethorpe.  Notta,  Ute  Lieut  H.M.'j  42nd 
Jix.   Pet  May  11.    Patchitt.    NotUnaham,  Jane  IS  at  13 
«■:  ii'U,  Edwd,  Jon,  Blandtord  Eoruis,  Donet,  Grocer.      Fet  May  11. 
Sjaioodi.   Dorchetter,  May  27  at  I 

BAMKIiUPTCIES  ANNULLED. 
FaioiT,  May  12, 1871. 

U!'.  Ttua  Fitt,  Colder  Boum,  Brixton-hill,  no  oooapaMon.    May  le 
iK^MB,  Wm  Tarleton,  Union-et,  Southwark,  Drniniit    -May  I 
wu.ii,  Chaaay.Blaekbam,Laocaahira.    Mays 

UqnidMioD  hj  Arraacemeiit. 

FIRST  MKETINQS  OF  CaEDlTORS: 
FaiDiT,  May  IS,  1871. 
i^rai<,  Walter,  Mn  *  Wm  Adams,  Bins,  Gun  ManoAetoren.    Mav  30 

u  ooce  of  Dariet,  Bennett'a  hiU.  Blrm 
iaoni,  Thoe  Walter,  Hanch,  Flombar.    May  3S  at  S,  at  offieeaor  Qard- 

w  a  Homer,  Crou  »t,  M»nch 
Wlwt,  Ceo,  Honuay  lU,  IsHnmon,  Bootmaker.     May  34  at  3.  at 

?r?  "^  *'>«'>«1I  »  Kogere,  Sontbampton  bldm.  Chancery  lane. 

HKci»n,Foml»al'»ln».Holbom  u«»wry  iMie. 

•"MJ.  Alf  John,  Canterbuiy  ter,  Stanlw  rd,  Dalatoo,  Printer.    May 

>  <  u  J.  at  offlcea  of  Oodflrey,  BaalnchaU  at 

n^  5"J.  KentUhlown  rd.  Chemiat.    BlaySO  at  2,  at  offlcea  of 

DiUon  k  Jettett,  St  Clement's  house,  Clement's  lane 
^'rT7  *  J**,*^'"'  ^'"-  Hndderrtleld.  Tork.    June  I  at  1 1,  at 

^CuMen  Hotel,  Argyle  st,  Glaagow.    Learoyd  &  Loatoyd,  Haddert- 

*«t;-John.  Haaley,  SiaJfonLBearaeller.    May  31  at  10,  at  offlcea  of 
»S?^"  '*"'"»  *^  Coogleton 

«»jr,  Jeranlah,  Manch,  General  Warehousemu).    May  »»  at  3,  at 
Ik^  '^••S  *  *""•  Swan  at.  Manch 

•Tn^iJ'^^"''"""*'.^'''*'"''  8«wlDg  Machine  Manntwtarer.     May 

"MIS,  at  offlcea  of  Jackson,  Broad  at,  QulidhaU  chambeca,  Brlatol. 
a  nS?       EUetaon,  Bristol 

c™,L  ni' .*'.""''''°^'  r-wcashire.  Jeweller.    May  36  at  S.30,  at 
CmS^  .*?"■  i"°»  "'•  '•P""'-    Thomas,  Sonthport 

«  «  ?:  "r?l.^'"'*'™'8li,  Northampton,   Potato  Merchant.     May 
ciU  !?'  •J.?""."'  Gachea,  Market  pi,  Peierboroogh 

««|il*dl     Piekh^*"*'  *'""**'  *""*"•    •*•'  **  •'  "•  •*  "* 
^■^•.Thoa.Petetrteld,  Hants,  Diaper.     May  3fi  at  13,  atoffloa  of 

*mw.  New  Inn,  Strand 
^3£.V?Sy''S?' ^'»°'»">' *^^».  ""oe  Merchant.    May  33 at  I, at 
CawSf  fJ?^*"  *  *""?•  "'«"  "•  Chelnutord 

rfSi!r2  ?°^>1>°»''  Tlie«irkal  Manager.    May  2S  at  S,  at  offlcea 
ttm^TSi*!""""'' *>'""'•''''"' ".Lpool.    Laces  fc  Co 

iSSL^J*!."""!*"""'''  CamarTon,  Labourtr.     May  2«  at  12,  at 

Ko(£L)^*"      Tarrant,  Moa^yn  at,  Llandudno.    Chamberlain, 

^■"jB^i'S"  <'""«>en,  Canterbury,  Kent,  Draper.     May  36  at  13. 
(^J^wor  Foreman  ft  Cooper,  Qreaham  at.    Plummer  ft  Kieldlng, 

"Si^lJ^"*****^  •t"*'  Builder.    May  29  at  II,  at  the  Angel 

■"J5j«;w^ateakead.  Durham,  Licensed  Victualler.    May  23  at  13, 
^?««a  of  Woolatoo,  Walla  at,  Gateahead 

onf.niJLrl?"'"™"''  Cumberland,  Farmer.    May  26  at  13,  at  offlce 
,;;T»«ep,CarrQthar'act,  Sooteh  at.Carllale 
-Twuni,Wm,  Bolton,  Laneaahire,  Builder.    May  29  at  S,  at  offlcea  of 
j2»»«llft Pennington, Mawdaley at,  Bolton 

«ci rfSSil?^'"^'*  •"••  t-imehooie,  Grocer.     May  36  at  3,  at 
fc^aSLiiS?^  ."'•■••»•  St  Clement's  hooie.  Clement'a  lane 

mioi.rW'  "O'wrhamBtan.  Staflbrd.  Comm  Agent.    Jane  Sat  13, 
fc^i?n2;^?°^'*»"  at,  WolTerhampton 
^^T'jwo,  Yozall,  Staflbrd,  Droggist.    June  3  at  I,  at  the  White 
,«nB«W.Bnrtoo.Bpon-TieBt 

Oau^  •?•■  """uea,  Hants,  Butcher.     May  19  at  3,  at  offloe  o(  Klu(t, 
'  Imm*,?*;  Portsea 

«».'?!?'.*"''"*•  Stalybrldge,  Chester,  Waste  Dealer.    M»y3» 
>  u  the  Star  inn,  Stamford  at,  8taUbrld(e.    finokley,  Stalybrldge 
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Oriffltha,  John,  Lpool,  Builder.    May  36  atS,  at  offleeofSheen  ft  Martin, 

So«h  John  at,  Lpool.    Fowler,  Lpool 
Uampeon,  Joehaa.  Droylsden,  Lancashire,  Ococar.    June  6  at  3,  at 

offlcea  of  Bampaon,  SouUi  King  at,  Manch 
Hayes,  Jane,  Warrington,  Lancaahtre.    May  36  at  11,  at  office  of  Sutton, 

Oommerdal  chambers,  Warrington.    Darles  ft  Brook 
Bill,  Aaron,  Bury,  Laaoaahire,  Woolleo  Hannlkctarer.  May  3i  at  4,  at 

offices  of  Grundy  ft  Co,  Colon  at.  Bury 
Hillam,  joiepb  Oarslde.  Bradford,  York,  Worsted  Manufacturer.    May 

3S  at  B,  at  the  Victoria  Hotel,  Bradford.      Uolroyde  ft  Smith,  HaUlkx 
Hornby.  William  Bennet,  Willingtou  Qnay-on-Tyoe,  Iron  Ship  Builder. 

June  2  at  1 1,  at  ofiloea  of  Ingledew  ft  Daggett,  Dean  st,  Naweaatla- 

upon-Tyne 
Hull,  Chas,  Sinn,  Steel  Toy  Manufacturer.    May  34  at  S,  at  offlcea  of 

Smith,  Ann  st,  Blrm 
Hnmdall,  Joha  Salciiffe  ft  Tbos  Hnmdall,  Bristol,  Wine  Merohant«> 

May  33  at  3,  at  offlcea  of  Wotton   ft  Co,  Whit*  Lion  bidga.  Broad  at, 

Bziatol.    Mnrly,  Bristol 
Jacks,  Tbos,  Bloxwioh,  StaSbrd,  Miner.     May  27  at  II,stofflces  of 

Sheldon,  Lower  High  s^  Wedneabuiy 
James,  Tbos,  Stoke-opon-Trent,  SteHord ,  Beerhonae  Keeper.    May  34  at 

3,  at  olBcesof  Sterenaon  ft  Datlea,  Brook  st,  Stoke-upon-Trent 
Jester,  Wm,  Blrm,  Batcher.     May  3i  at  S,  at  offloe  of  Rowland,  Birm 
Kay,  Jas  ft  Aaron  Hill,  Bory,  Laneaahire,  Woollen  Manufkctorars. 

Uay  34  at  3,  at  offlce*  of  Grandy  ft  Co,, Union  at.  Burr 
Kennlmore,  Geo,  Bllston,   Stafford,  Fruit  Salesman.    May  33  at  2,  at 

offices  of  Creswell,  Bilatan  st,  WoWerhampton 
Kldd,  John,  Jun,  Lpool,  Frorendar  Dealer.     May  29  at  S,  at  offlcea  of 

Gibson  ft  Collaod.  South  John  st,  Lpool.    Dixon,  Lpool 
Knowles,  John,  Sheffleld,  Silrer  Plater.  May  3S  at  I ,  at  offleea  of  Broom- 
bead  ft  Co,  Bank  chambers,  Heorge  st,  Sheffleld 
Kom,  Philip,  Lawrence  lane.  Agent.    Hay  33  at  S,  at  offioes  of  Holmes, 

Flnsbury  pi.  South 
Lanadale.JohnKlehd,  Trowbridge.  Wiltt,  Chemist.     May  2S  at  12,  at 

offlce  of  Rodway  ft  Mann,  Union  at,  Trowbridge 
Lees.  Thos  Waller,  Wolverhampton,  Stafford,  out  of  business.    May  35 

at  II.  at  office  of  Green,  Darlington  st,  Wolrerhampton 
Le  Geyt,  Carolina,  Lower  Morton,  Surrey.    May  34  at  IS,  at  otBcea  of 

Cogswell,  Coleman  st 
Hacanley,  Geo  Gibson,  Birkby.  HuddetaSell.  Tork,  Brewer.    May  36  at 

1 1 ,  at  offlcea  of  Learoyd  *  Learord,  Baxton  rd,  Unddersfleid 
Uacauley,  Tbos  Frith,  Birkby,  Uuddetefleld,  Vork,  out  of  business. 

Hay  S6  at  3,  at  office*  at  Learof  d  ft  Learoyd,  Baxton  rd,  HaldersHeld 
HcCIement,  Jaa,Fenmaenmawr,  Carnsrron,  Qoarryman.     May  23  at 

II,  at  the  Erskioe  Aims  Hotel,  Oonmay.    Jones,  Conway 
HcCtymonl,  GaTin,  Bradford,  York,  Draper.    May  23  at  11,  at  offlcea 

of  Cbeaney,  Dewbunt  bldgs,  Maooheatar  rd,  Bradford 
MoSbane,  Angaslin,  Lowir  Seymour  st.  Jeweller.    May  31  at  1  ,at  oflka 

of  Biohardaon,  George  st,  Maosiou  hooae 
Meadows,  John,  Upper  Thames  st,  Wine  Merchant.     June  1  at  1,  at 

offices  of  Bailey,  Tokenhooae  yd,  Lothbury 
Miller,  Thos,  Bitteswell,  Leicester,  Lime  Manubctnrer.     Jane  I  at  I,  at 

the  Inna  of  Cktnrt  Hotel,  Udboni.    Tbompanna  !t  Oo,  Stamford 
Monday,  Wm,  Nallaaa,  Somerset,  Surreyor  of  Beads.     May  19  at  12,  at 

oCBcea  of  Clifton,  Oom  at,  Briatol 
Moorlsy,  Tbos,  Swinton,  Lancashire,  Tobacconist.    Uay  26  at  13,  at 

offloe  of  Bideal,  Bidgefleld,  Hanch 
Morrison,  Hy  lohn,  HeaTltra*.  Deron,  Scboolmaatar.     June  3  at  10,  at 

the  Bode  Hotel,  St  Sklwells,  Exeter.    Burrow,  Callompion 
Nye,  Chas,  Fowls  st,  Woolwich,  LInendnper.    May  24  at  II,  atofficea 

of  Buchanan,  Baslnghall  st 
Ogdeo,  Jolin,  Salf^sd.  Lancashire,  Manufacturer  of  Fancy  Goods.     Hay 

33  at  4,  at  offlce  of  Addleshaw,  King  st,  Manch 
Oldham,  David,  Hyde,  Chester,  Hatter.     May  34  at  3,  at  offlce  of  Sut- 
ton ft  BUkttt.  Brown  at,  Hanoh 
Oiwald,  Chaa,  George  yd,  Lombard  st.  Ship  Broker.     May  24  at  II,  at 

offloe  of  Brookji,  Old  Jewry  chambers 
Parry,  Thoe,  Stoke-upon-Trent,  Stafford,  Watchmaker.    Mar  23  at  3J0 

at  the  Copeland  Arma  Hotel,  Stoke-upon-Tkent.    DaTiaa,  Stoke-upon- 
Trent 
Fedwell,  Ellas  Henry,  Landport,  Hants,  Confectioner,    May  33  at  12.30, 

at  oBca  of  Ford,  Fratton  at,  Landport,  Porlamouth 
riggott.  Lake,  sen,  Wauuge,  Berks,  Cordwainer.    May  30  at  3,  at  offloe 

of  Ormond,  Wantage 
Beddron,  Thoe,  Foultoo,   Bradtbrd-on-Aroa,    Wilt*.  Woollen   Ware- 
houseman.   Hay  23 at  12,  at  the  waiehousa,  Trawhridg*.    Bearen, 

Bradford-on-ATon 
Blder,  Thos,  Dewabnry.  York,  no  occupatian.    May  39  at  1 1,  at  the  Han 

and  Saddle  Hotel,  Market  pi.  Dewabnry.    Walker,  Dawabary 
Bodgers,  Jaa  Pringie,  Newcaatle-upon-'^ne,  Draper.    May  23  at  IS,  at 

oAet  of  HoyI*  ft  Co.  Hoaley  st,  Newcaatle-npon-Tyne 
Sal*,  Hary  Elixa, Brumbam,  Bedford.    Hay39at  ll.atofficesofWhylay. 

ft  Piper,  Dame  Alk»  st,  Bedford 
Sanderson,  John,  Chotcli   >t,    Roth^rbithe,    Kngging   Mannfactnter. 

May  39  at  I,  at  oIBcesof  Wright  ft  Co,  London  at,  Fenchnicb  st 
Sawyer,  Frank  Harcourt,  West  Croydon,  Surrey,  Licensed  Victualler. 

June  1  at  2,  at  the  Guildhall  Tarem,  Guildhall  yd.    Harriaon,  Fuml- 

val's  inn,  Holbom 
Seoltock,  SamI,  West  Bromwich,  Stsffard,  Plumber.     May  26  at  11,  at 

office*  of  Jackson,  Lombard  st.'West  Brumwich 
Scruton,  Jas,  Bererley  Tork,  Grocer.    May  34  at  1,  at  offices  of  Rakfal- 

sou  ft  Son,  North  Bar  st,  Bererley.    Koberts  ft  Leak,  Kingston-upon- 

Hull 
Shepherd,  Wm,  Manningbam,  York,  Merchant's  Clerk,     May  17  at  11, 

at  offices  of  Berry,  Bradford 
Stubba,  Thos.  Allonby.  Cumberland,  Common  Brewer.     May  34  at  IS, 

at  1 16  Crosby  at,  Marypott.    Collin,  Maryport 
Stnrley,  Thoe,  Harbnry,  Warwick,  Innkeeper.    May  33  at  3,  at  offlce  of 

Wright,  Dormer  pi,  Leamington 
Tsaaley,  John  Jonea  ft  Jas  Bodgaon,  Lpool,  Builders.    May  30  at  13,  at 

offlce  of  Gregory,  Tork  bldgs,  Ddle  st,  Lpool 
Taylder,  Wm  Potter.  Fenryn,  Cornwall,  Tailor.     May  3»  at  II,  at 

aOo**  of  Carlyon  ft  Paull,  Quay  at,  Truro 
Taylor,  Geo  Francia,  Jun,  Bllcke  ter.  South  Lambeth  rd.  Com  D**l*r. 

May  20  at  2,  at  offices  of  Charlton,  Philpot  lane.    Goatly,  Sow  st, 

Covent  garden 
Vemell,  John,  Fenwick  rd,  East  Dulwich,  Mercantile  Clerk.    May  S3  at 

3,  at  offlce  of  TiUey,  Flnsbury  pi,  South 
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W«U,  JM.  Hanley  Quiy,  Worcester,  Bnilder.     M»y  SO  at  2,  at  the  Swan 

HoteU  Tewkeebnry.    Taynton  ^  ^ 

Wamnaton,  Ja«,  St  Bartholomew's  rd,  Holloway,  Brick  Mannfeetdrar. 

Mar  n  at  i,  »t  offlco  o(  BUke  k  Hoahea,  lothDnty        ,  „    ^.  ,^ 
Ward    Robt,  Thorpe  I<oe,  E«bam.  Surrey,    A«r<ealtaral  Machinist. 

Hay  SO  at  I .  at  the  Katberine  Wheel  Inn,  High  st,  Egham.     Roberta, 

Kim  'WHIiam  >t  .  _    ^  ,        .    . 

Welch.  John,  Klmfa  Bench  walk.  Temple,  Special  Pleader.     Jnne  t  at 

12.  at  offloes  of  Chester  fc  Urqnhart,  Staple  Inn,  Holbam 
Wllkinwn.  Walker.  Batley.  Tork,  Wheelwright.    May  t4  at  ».»0,  at 

omcesofSeholefleM,  Batley  „     -.      ,.     ..v. 

Williams.  Wm,  Llanrwst,  Denbigh,  Ironmonsar.     May  «  st  18,  at  tB» 

Liverpool  Anna  Hotel,  Brook  st,  Chester.    Williams,  Portbyianr,  Car- 

Wood,  Jas,  Bear  alloy,  Farrlngdon  st.  Typo  Founder.     May  IS  at  *,  at 

the  Inns  of  Court  Hotel,  Holbom       .     ._  „'...... 

Wriuht,  Frank,  Wallaend,  Northomberland,  Draper.     May  U  at  ».  at 

omcee  of  Hoa«e  &  Harle,  Wellington  pi,  Fligrim  st,  Newoa«tle-npon- 

Trent 

Tdisdat,  May  16,1871. 
Andrew,  Tho«,  Skelton.  York,  Innkeeper.      May  a i  at  11,  at  offleas  of 

nobMH  Gosford  et,  Middlesborough  „    ,  . 

Atktnv.n.  Samt  May,  Bradford,  York,  Merchant's  Clork.     May  SO  at  3. 

at  o9ice  of  Richardson,  Townhall  chambem.  New  Uarket  at,  Bradiorl 
BjrraclouBh.  Jolin,  Leed?,  Coal  Owner.     Jano  3  at  U,  at  olBce  of 

Clarke.  Bank  st,  Leeds 
Beeton,  Christopher  Joseph,  Queen  st,  Cheapside,  Accountant,    May  31 

at  4.  at  office  of  Burn,  Gresham  at 
Bell.  Thos,  Newca»tle.npon-Tyne,  Grocer.     May  25  at  I!,  at  offlces  of 

Bou«fleld,  Market  st,  Newciistle-upon-Tyre 
Hi^htnn,  Dar.l  Wm.    WolTerhampton.   Stafford,   Licensed  Vfctaaller. 

Mav  29  at  12,  at  office  of  Green.  Darlington  st,  Wolverhampton 
DHihton.  Wm,  Wolverhampton,  Stafford,  Timber  Merchant.    Kay  »9  at 

1 1 .  at  office  of  Green,  DarlinRton  st,  WolrerhamptflU 
Blansbard.  Wm,  Redcar.  York,   E?(julr».      June  sat  3,  at  the   Station 

Hotel,  York.    Snowdon.  Leeds 
bomford,  Anne  Mary,  HItohin,  Hertford,  Milliner.     May  30  st  II,  St 

olBcaa  of  Wade,  Bncklersbnry,  Hitchin 
Borgen,  Adolph,  New  Bond  Ft,  Meicbant.    June  1  at  I,  at  offlce  of  Bot- 

hamleys  tc  Freeman,  Coleman  at 
Bottomley.  Geo.  Baddeiaaeld,  York,  CaUnat  Maker.    May  S9  at  II,  at 

the  County  Court,  Hadiendeld 
Bo'cher,  Fradk  Geo,  Oreenham.  Berks,  Jonmeyman  Blacksmith.    Hay 

37  at  II.  at  the  White  Hart.  Mewboiy.    Lucas,  Newbury 
Cliallaoomtie,  John,  Swansea,  Qlamotgan,  Grocer.     Hay  S4  at  It,  at  1 

Somerset  pi,  Swansea.    Smith  ft  Co,  Swansea. 
Clelsnd,  Andrew.  Wellington  OolleKe,  Sandhurst,  Berks,  Bnilder.    May 

31  at  II.  at  offlce  of  Soamee,  New  inn.  Strand.     Cooke,  Wokingham 
CowgUl,  Wm.  Shelf.  Tork,  Farmer.    May  It  at  1 1,  at  oSeea  of  Bhodes, 

Dulra  St.  Bradftnd 
Dawson,  Alex  Angnstns,  Lit  Jamee  st,  Hoxton,  Druggist.     May  23  at 

S,  at  offlcea  of  Thwaites,  Basinghall  st.    Dobie,  Baainghall  St 
Dennis,  Hy,  BeaconsfleU,  Budts,  Miller.    Jnne  I    at  18,  at  offlcea  of 

Woadbttdge  ft  Sons,  High  st,  Uxbrtdire 
French,  Uy.  Tbeophilns.  Old  Chanse.'Warebonseman.    May  31  atl,  at 

offlcea  of  LOTerisgft  Mlntoa,  Oreaham  at.    Books  ft  Co,  King  at. 

Cheapside 
Gansden,  Ohas  Jones,  Battle,  SnMex,  Bateber.    May  16  at  2,  at  the  Star 

ion.  High  et,  Battle.    Sheppord  „  _  _ 

Goodaore.  Emily,  Tarintook  8<i.     May  SO  at  2,  at  the  GnUdhall  Coffee 

house,  Oreaham  st.    Buckler,  Fenchurch  st  „     .    _       . 

Guy,  Geo.  BIrm,  Grocer.    May  26  at  18.  at  the  Acorn  Hotel,  Temple  at, 

Birm.    Rowlands,  Birm 
Hadlev.  Wm,  Smethwkik.  Stsflbrd,  Greengrooer.    May  »C  at  II,  st 

oOces  of  Burton,  Onion  chambers.  Union  paassge,  Birm 
Harrison, Tboe.  Old  Ooole,  York,  Shoemaker.     May  26  at  11,  at  the 

Station  Hotel,  Paragon  st,  Hnll.    Rhode* 
Hicks.  Thoo  Jone«,  Birm.  Builder.    Jnne  7  stofflces  ofColeman  ft  Cole- 
man, Osnnon  st,  Birm  .,*.«..,.« 
Bodges.  Joseph.  Carmarthen.  Bootmaker.     May  87  at  2,  at  the  Town- 
hall,  Carmarthen.    Lloyd.  Carmarthen  .  „     , 
Hnnt,  Thoo.  Luton,  Bedford,  Tailor.    May  2»  at  4,  at  the  Queen's  Hotel, 

Chapel  st,  Lnton  ...»,. 

Hotchlnsrn.  Wm.  Old  Gooie.  York,  Wheelwright.     May  86  at  2,  at  the 

Station  Hntel.  Paragon  St.  Hnll 
Ivans.  Geo  Chas,  Birm.  Grocer.    Msy  26  at  3,  at  offloe  of  Jsqnes,  Cherry 

Keene,  Hy.  sen,  Richmond.  Snrrey,  Plumber.     May  29  at  8,  at  offlce  of 

Marsha'I,  Lincoln's-inn-ll»ld«  „     .        .     . 

Le  Doox.  John  Ferdinand.  HanlCT,  Stafftird,  Mner.     May  80  at  3,  at 

offlce  of  SLerratt,  T«lk-on-the-Hill 
Lepla,  Wm,  Burwell,  Cambridge,  Grocer.    June*  at  11,  at  offlce  Of 

Ellison,  Alexandra  St.  Petty  Cnry,  Cambridge  .    „„ 

Lester, Abraham*  Wm  Hlggius,  Hurst  hill.  Sedgley,  Staflord.  Nail 

Manufacturers.     May  30  at  11,  at  offloes  of  Lowe,  Wolverhampton  st, 

Dodlev  .        ^    „ 

Lynas.  Wm.  South  Stockton.  York,  Innkeeoer.     Jnne  3  at  2,  at  the  Bon 

Lea  Hote:,  South  Stockton.    Dobson,  Middlesborongh 
Mills.  Alf,  nigh  st,  St  John's  wood  Upholsterer .     Jnne  2  at  3,  at  offlces 

of  Bitehall  ft  Rogers,  Southampton  bldgs.  Chancery  lane.    Harrison, 

Fumivsrs  inn  »  ..      .^ 

Nicholson,  .inhn.  Sheffield,  Cutlery  Manufactnrer.    Hay  27  at  18,  at 

officer  of  Chambers  ft  Son.  Bank  st,  Sheffield 
Osborn.  Ht.  '•mallthom,  Suflbrd,  Grocer.     May  29  at  8,  at  offices  of 

Hollinahead.  Market  st,  Tnnstall 
Parker,  F.ichd,  Souihsmpton  st.  Strand,  Bootmaker.    June  I  at  2,  at 

offices  of  Lovett,  New  Inn,  Strand 
Pearson.  Edwd,  Cobridge.  Stallbrd,  Coal  and  Iromnastar.    Hay  31  st  11, 

at  offlces  of  Suttoo,  Bnrslem 
Pascre.  Wm,  Wilton ,  Wilts,  Baker.     May  31  st  2,  at  offlce  of  Tylee,  St 

Thomas'  Churchyard,  Salisbury.    Kelsey 
Pearcy.  John.  Poliimore,  Devon,  Farmer.    May  29  at  11,  atomceof 

Hogsins.  Paul  st,  Eieter 
Peat.  Enoch,  Harthlll.  York.  Butcher.     May  26  at  1.  at  offlces  of  Bur- 

dekln  ft  Co,  Norfolk  at,  Sheffield 

Vs.  Isaac,  Wormwood  st,  Sutloner.    Hay  30  at  3,  at  offlces  of 
>es  Basinghall  St.    SoMe,  Baainghall  at 


Bichaids,  Arthur  Bobt,  Queen's  crescent,  HaTeratMkliill,Da|ir.  Mn 

86  at  3,  at  offlces  of  Slater  ft  Fsnnell.  GtdUhaDdwribn.  Wm>. 
Roberta,  John  Walker.  Sbrewsbnry,  Salop.  Halrdraner    ltt;K  t    . 

st  the  Uon  Hotel.  Wyle  Cop,  Shrewsbary.    Morris,  Shrmton 
Bodan,  Archibald  ft  Hy  Sweeney,  Lpool.  Hosiers.    Kt;Uu],>tri:> 

of  QninD,  Load  at,  Lpool 
Bowe,  Jidin,  WIgan,  Lancashire,  Grocer.    Msy  !9uU,  itaEait 

Aihton,  King  st,  Wigsn 
Brsn,  Bartholomew  John,  Ironmonger.     June  7  ttS,  it  ttaCima 

Hotel,  Spring  gardens,  Mancb.    Sale  ft  Co,  Much 
Sbtpway,  Hy,  Birm,  Timber  Merchai^t    May  30at  12.  ttiAaitfK' 

ft  Oonle,  Newham  st,  Birm 
Stowe.  John  Chas,  Blackburn,  Lancashire,  Batcher.  Ms;  littlU 

the  St  Leger  Hotel,  Blackburn.    Packwood.  B'.ackbiir& 
Summers,  Thos,  Bamsley,  Rope   Manufacturer.    Jar.t  I  it  H.  l -i 

Dug's  Bead  Hotel,  Bamsley 
Taylor,  Kobt,  Hiddlesbtongb,  York,  Grocer's  Assiitsil  )tij    ' 

at   offices  of  Braithwaite,    Albert  rd,  Middlestirosgti.  Etr  '.^, 

Ulddleabrongb 
Taylor,  Wm,  Sonthport,  Lancashire,  Grocer.    May  26»1  lS,it(!n2t^ 

Grapes  Hotel,  Lime  at,  Lpool,    Thomas,  Sonthport 
Thirktll,  Bobt,  HnddersdlFld,  York,  Ironmonger.     JunelKlLs '-' 

Oounty  Conrt,  Hudderafield.     Freeman 
Trass,  Thos.jun.  Lpool,  Cmbrella  Manntactiirer.  Jime  1  ttl,i:>!^< 

Fenton,  Vernon  chambers,  Vernon  st,  Lpool 
Walker,  Thee,  Pendleton,  Lancashire,  Fish  Salesman.    Xtf  JiKl.  S 

officas  of  Marriott  ft  Woodall,  King  sc.  Manch 
Waltho,  Peter  ft  Richd  Moody  Lord,  Wolrerhainpton.  Sa;  <  M 

Mannbcturers.     May  96  at  II.  at  offlce  ol  Green,  Dujspid 

Wolverhampton 
Warren.  Selioa,  Handswortta,  Stafford,  Baker.    Mar  2S  st  Il.uda' 

Harrison   Edmund  st,  Birm 
Weightman,  EobtThos,  Bridlington,  York,  Qrocer.    IbjlHS* 

the  Crown  Hotel.  Bridlington  Quay.    Spurr 
Westmoreland,  Joseph,  Gaiseley,  York,  Builder.    3mi  I  st  itri*, 

of  Bond  ft  Berwick,  Albion  pi.  Leeds 
Whalley,  David,  Yaadon,  York.  Cloth  Manufacturer.    Mit :  £'  * 

office  of  Hargreaves,  Csll  lane,  Leeds 
Whitehead,  John,  Holloway  rd.  General  Draper.    Miy  It  s:  1.  £  ■* 

of  Uedcalf,  Giesham  bld^a,  Basinghall  at 
Williams,  John,  Lawrence  lane.  Linen   Factor,    Jane  1  «  li'" 

Chamber  cf  Commerce,  Cheapside.     Sawbridge  fc  ^r(:;;r:^ 
Wilson,  Jas.  Thorpe  St  Andrew,  Norfolk,  Butcher.   Miy^t  ■" 

Offlces  of  Stanley,  Bank  plain.  Norwich 
Wren,  Wm,  Tunbrldge  Wells,  Kant ,  Builder.     Mar  30  »t  t.  e  m 

Stone  ft  C>,  Tunbrldge  Wells 


SOiTiT 


GRESHAM     LIFE    ASSURANCE 
37.  OLD  JEWRY,  LONDON.  E.G. 
SOLICrrOBS  are  Invited  to  introduce,  on  behalf  of  tow . ;:  '- 
posals  for  Loana  on  Freehold  or  Leasehold  Projwrt-,  Rjra:«a 
Interests,  or  other  adequate  securities. 

Proposals  may  be  made  in  the  first  instance  accord inf  total 
form  1— 

FxOPOSXt  FOR  LO.^N   ON   MonTOAOSa. 

Date 

Introduced  by  (stats  tiamt  and  addrtis  of  tolmlor) 

Amount  requirnl  £ 

Time  and  mode  of  repayment  (i.e.,  ahtther  for  a  (r^i  a^' 
amualor  elher  pajmcitfil 

Security  Mate  sAordy  tht  partkiilari  of  ttcitrt:i,  and,  if  Im  i 
invi ,  i<aM  Me  net  asmul  income) . 

SUte  what  Ute  Policy  (if   any)  is  proposed  t)  be  eficiM ' 
Oresham  Offlce  in  connection  with  the  security. 
By  order  of  the  Board. 

F.  ALLAN  CL'BTIS,  Actuary  ati! 


LONDON  GAZETTE  (published  by  authority)  scd  in>0 
COUNTRY  ADVERTISEMENT  OFFICE. 
No.   III.  CHANCERY    LANE,   FLEET    STaEi.. 

HENRY  GREEN  (many  yearawith  the  UMj 
Beynell),  Advertisement  Agent,  begs  to  direct  ths  * 
the  Legal  Profcasion  to  the  advantaues  of  his  loogexpenETrf^ 
of  twenty-five  years.  In  the  special  insertion  of  all  pro  fonin  :  ■ 
and  hereby  solicits  their  continued  support.— N.B.  Ore  cop;  , 
ment  only  required,  and  the  strictest  care  and  pton^:"M 
File  of  "  London  Gazette  "  kept  for  reference. 


0 


SLER'S  CRYSTAL  GLASS  CRAXDEl 

Table  olsss  or  all  Ki5nfi, 
CHANDEUERS  IN  BRONZE  AND  ORJiOLr- 
Moderator  Lamps,  and  Lamps  for  India. 
LONDON-Show  Rooms,  45,  OXFORD-STREET.*. 
BfKMINGH AM  —Manufactory  and  Show  KcoaB,  Btasd'l 

A  TJTHORS  ADVISED  WITH  as  to  the 

i\.    Printing  and  Publishing,  and  the  Cheapest  Mode  « I 
Tatss  ft  Alsxaicser,  Prmters,  7,  Symond5-uin,C!u-a 

BILLS    of  COMPLAINT,  .5/6   per 
copies,  from  which  price  a  lurze  diwjunt  will  I 
is  paid  immediately  on  completion  of  orler. 
Tatks  ft  AutxAitDia,  Law  Printers,  Syinoni=-iiu>.  i 

PRINTING  of  EVEFT  DESCBIPTION. 
Partiamentary  and  (3eneral— Nev^papeiv,  SoMs-  " 
Prospectuses,    Circulars,    ftc— with    promptttui  fi 
oharges,  by 

Yates  ft  Alsxakoes,  Symonds-inn  (and  Churck-pa»s?'  • 
laae. 
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U  OJiet  of  Mi  JouKHAi.  and  «/  tht  WaiKLT  Bspomx, 
II  Mw  at  II,  Cock'$-c»iirt,  Cartf'ttrttt,  W.C. 

II  SuiuriplioH  It  tht  SouoiTOBs'  JouHKAL  It — Thwn,  28*., 

Ctmlrji  28t.;  with  th*  WiBiLT  Rvpobtbr,  58*      Payment 

w  ttltana  ineludei  DouiU  Numieri  and  Pottag*.  Suiuriiert 

an  kne  thnr  Votum—  homidat  tht  OJt«t—-tl»th,  3*.  6d., 

Mflaw  ealf,  it.  6d. 

I  LetUri  iitlmdtd/trpuiliaatitn  in  the  "Sofiot <«»■«*  Journal " 

imlie  authtHiumttd  by  tht  ttami  of  tht  writtr,  thauyh  net 

ueuurilf  for  piMieatiOH. 

krt  diJUulty  it  txptritnttd  in  proeuring  tht  Journal  with 

ifuliiritj/  in  tht  Provinett,  it  it  rejutitid  that  appliealion  it 

nttti  dirett  to  tht  PutUthtr. 


LONDON,  MAT%7,  1871. 


)x  Wedscsdat,  the  24th  of  May,  it  carioasly 
ipeDed  tbftt  the  ooonael  initraoted  in  lereral  oasee  in 
Bolli  Court  did  not  appear.  When  the  first  of  thete 
!i  wu  called  and  prodnoed  no  rexponse,  the  Maitor  of 
KtUa  ordered  it  to  be  straok  oat,  adding  that  if  ooantel 
ured  before  the  rising  of  the  Court,  it  might  be  re- 
ed to  iti  place.  Another  oaee  was  then  dispoeed  of, 
tbt  rest  of  the  paper  was  then  called,  bat  none  of 
pirties  «rera  present,  and  his  Lordship  straok  them 
got,  sod  left  the  Court  at  about  two  o'clock,  an  hoar 
n  the  time  limited  for  the  Court  to  rire.  Sabee- 
>Uj  st  about  a  qoarter  to  three  the  rarioos  oounael 
»  do»a  to  the  Court,  and  finding  the  Begistrar  in 
'adtooe,  prooored  the  causes  that  had  been  straok  out 
H  tettorad  to  their  places.  The  next  day,  shortly  after 
itot  of  these  causes  was  opened,  the  Master  of  the 
AiKitioed  that  it  was  one  which  he  had  straok  out  the 
I  befite,  and  asked  for  an  explanation  of  how  it  had 
■  mtored  to  the  paper.  On  being  informed  of  the 
!liu  Lordship  said  (hat  as  the  Begistrar  and  ooansel 
<*ied  to  hare  understood  him  to  si^  that  the  causes 
it  be  restored  at  any  time  before  the  hour  limited 
lbs  rising  of  the  Court,  he  would  allow  them  to  re- 
n,  bat  that  the  rule  was  that  they  could  only  be  re- 
•d  before  the  Court  actually  rose.  The  reason  of  the 
>  wu  that  as  the  time  of  the  Court  was  wasted,  the 
its  who  eaoaed  the  loas  of  time  should  bear  the  oon- 
uoees  of  their  default,  and  the  suitors  whose  causes 
t  next  on  the  list  should  be  put  in  the  same  position 
'  tli«  parties  to  the  preceding  suits  had  appeared  and 
Uictr  oases  decided.  If  ooansel  appeared  before  the 
It  actaally  rose,  the  case  coald  be  restored  and  heard 
loe,  bot  if  the  Court  had  actaally  risen  the  sabee- 
>t  attendance  of  counsel  ooald  not  make  good  the  lost 


Ik.  Wiluax  Bbaoh  Lawbbhok,  best  known  in  this 
Jtiy  as  the  editor  of  the  later  editions  of  «  Wheaton's 
Mats  of  International  Law,"  a  short  time  since 
»««««d  a  letter  to  -QoTemor  Hoffman,  of  New  York, 
thich  he  deals  with  the  disability  of  aliens  to  hold 
estates,  stiU  subsiating  in  the  sUte  of  New  Tork, 
with  collateral  snbjeota  at  oonaideraUe  length. 
•  letter  was  drawn  forth  by  the  failure  of  a  bill  in- 
Inoed  into  the  Legislature  of  the  state  of  New  York 
xmore  the  disabilities  of  aliens.  It  appeara  that 
aoDgh  Congress  alone  has  the  power  to  decide  who  are 
■^ud  to  pass  Naturalisation  Acta,  the  Hunicipal 
^l*ti>re  of  each  State  determines  the  position  and 
ra  of  aliens  in  suoh  states.  In  the  states  of  Bhode 
«d,  Maine,  Hassaohasetta,  New  Jersey,  Ohio,  Hinne- 
•i  Nebraska,  Wisconsin,  Kansas,  Florida,  and 
^n>i>a,aliens  can  take,  hold,  and  alienate  land  as  freely 
^liteas ;  and  in  Pennsylrania  they  can  do  so  as  to  a 
Kri  qoantity  and  quality  of  land;  but  in  New  Tork  | 
dtb«  other  states  the  law  is  sabsUntially  the  xame  as 
"KinBogland  before  the  passing  of  the  Naturali- 


tadon  Aota,  18T0.  Mr.  Lawrence  points  out  how  liardly 
this  (qMxatea  cpon  the  ohildren  of  a  woman,  a  oitiseu  of 
the  state  of  New  Tork,  but  married  to  an  alien,  and 
that,  indeed,  it  is  questionable  whether,  if  the  husband 
is  a  subject  of  one  of  the  countries  with  which  the 
United  States  hare  noenUy  made  Natnrmlintioa 
Treaties,  and  whose  laws  ttgnA  the  marriage  of  a 
woman  aa  a  mode  of  natoraliiation,  the  wife  does  not 
by  marriage  loee  "  her  oapaeity  as  an  American  citizen 
to  take  and  hold  real  property  within  the  state  of  New 
Tork. 

A  great  portion  of  Mr.  Lawrence'*  letter  is  taken  up 
by  a  diaenaston  of  the  dootrinea  of  double  allegiance  and 
expatriation.  The  American  Oongraas  and  BxeoutiTe  has 
long  taken  a  deeided  line  on  l^ese  two  aul^eots,  and 
since  1 869,  when  Secretary  Cass  issned  his  well-known 
instructions  to  Mr.  Wright,  it  is  no  longer  optional,  ao- 
cording  to  Mr.  Lawrence,  to  recognise  a  doable  allegiance. 
The  principle  of  Mr.  Case'  instructions  was  embodied  i  i 
the  OonTention  of  1868,  between  the  XTnited  States  ai.  I 
the  North  German  Confederation.  Shortly  afterwaru>< 
Mr.  Thornton,  on  the  instrnetions  of  Lord  Stanley,  com- 
mnnioated  to  Mr.  Seward  the  regret  of  her  Majeety'a 
Gorernment  at  not  being  able  to  adopt  the  prorisions  of 
this  treaty.  Then  came,  in  order  of  time,  the  Naturaliza- 
tion Commission,  which  was  appointed  in  May  1868,  and 
reported  in  February,  1869.  This  led  to  the  passing  of 
the  Naturalization  Aet,  1870,  and  thus  the  way  r/a^  pared 
for  the  Conrentioa  of  Mi^,  1870,  between  this  coontry 
and  the  United  States,  which  proridea  that  British 
aabjecta  who  hare  become,  or  shall  become,  natnraliaeJ 
in  the  United  Statee  shall  (subject  to  a  limitation  of  a 
temporary  and  transitory  nature)  be  held  and  treated  by 
Great  Britian  as  citizens  of  the  United  States,  and  vUx 
vena.  All  these  matters  are  dealt  with  by  Mr.  Lawrence 
at  great  length  in  his  letter,  but  we  must  point  out  that 
Mr.  Lawrence  speaks  of  the  Conrentioa  between  this 
country  and  the  United  States  in  a  manner  oalonlated  t» 
conrey  an  erroneoas  imprexsion.  After  alluding  to  the 
Oonrention  between  the  United  States  and  the  North 
Gtorman  Confederation,  he  says  that "  similar  conrentiona 
were  made  with  Mexioo,  July  lOth  1868;  Belgium,  Nor. 
16th  1868;  and  with  Great  Britain,  May  13th  187'\ 
.  .  These  treaties  raoiprooally  stipulate  that  the 
oiticena  of  the  one  oonntry  who  are  nataralized  citizens 
of  the  other,  and  hare  resided  nninterroptediy  within  the 
ooantry  in  which  they  are  naturalized  fire  years,  shall 
be  held  by  the  country  of  which  they  were  citizens 
to  be  citiaens  of  the  country  in  which  they  are  natural- 
ized, and  shall  be  treated  as  snob."  Althongh  this  state- 
ment is  true  of  the  oonrention  between  the  United  States 
and  the  North  German  Confederation,  it  is  not  trae  nf 
the  oonrention  between  the  United  States  and  Bnglanl, 
which  oontaina  nothing  about  five  years'  residenoe.  A 
British  subject  natnraliaed  in  the  United  States  is,  by  tka 
Oonrention  to  become  a  dtiseaof  the  United  States  nod 
to  cease  to  be  a  British  subject  at  the  moment  of  na..u- 
ralfzation,  ri/xesrM.  It  is  true  that  by  the  Naturaliza- 
tion Acts,  1870,  fire  years'  antecedent  residence  in  the 
United  Kingdom  in  serrioe  of  the  Crown  are  conditions 
'precedent  to  naturalisation  in  th*  United  Kingdom.  But 
'  this  fact  is  not  eren  alluded  to  in  the  Oonrention.  Thia 
inaoouraoy,  howerer,  detract*  rery  slightly  from  ilia 
merit  of  the  letter,  which  in  all  other  respects  is  worthy 
of  the  reputation  of  its  author. 

The  **  Six  Ships  oabi,"  which  at  one  time  looked  oo 
unpleasant,  and  whioh  proroked  so  much  discussion,  and 
■o  many  erroneous  arguments  on  the  dootrine  of 
"  Angaria,"  has  now  l>een  finally  dispoeed  of,  and  it  is 
gratifying  to  look  back  on  the  manner  in  which  this 
matter  has  been  arranged  between  the  two  Garernmenta. 
If  indiridnals  had  been  concerned,  we  sboald  hare  ("aid 
that  the  affair  had  been  settled  in  a  rery  gentlemanly 
manner  on  both  sidss.  The  Prussian  Oorernmant  liariae 
immediately  on  reoeiring  Btrl  Granrille's  mesaage 
apologised,  offered  reparation,  nothing  remained  to  d:?- 
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pate  abont,  and  the  only  point  left  wm  th*  MMMit «( 
the  compenaaliOD,  whioh  was  atterwaicU  aettled  by  naort 
to  an  eziMrt  from  Lloyds'. 

Whut  thb  Amkkic*k  oobbbspohdkmt  of  a  ooatem 
porary  telegraphed  home  that  the  Joint  Hig^h  Obmmis- 
sion  bad  agreed  npon  a  rale—"  that  a  neutral  is  leepon- 
sible  for  depredations  oommitted  npon  a  friendly  power 
by  a  Teasel  fitted  oat  and  manned  at  a  nentral  port,"  we 
pcinted  ont  that  there  mast  be  tome  mistake  in  snoh  a 
report  of  the  prodnot  of  the  Commission  ;  indeed  it  was 
impoKsible  that  the  Oommission  should  have  agreed  to 
an^tbiog  so  sbsnrd.  The  extended  text  of  the  draft 
Treaty  now  pablished  pnts  the  matter  oa  a  better  foot- 
iog.  After,  in  the  first  fire  arUoles,  proriding  the  arbi- 
tralioo,  article  6  goes  on  : — 

"  In  deciding  the  matters  snbmitted  to  the  arbitrator  they 
shall  be  governed  by  the  following  three  mles,  which  are 
asreed  upon  by  the  high  contracting  parties  as  nilee  to  be 
taken  as  applicable  to  the  case,  and  by  each  principles  of 
international  law  not  inconsistent  therewith  as  the  arbitra- 
tors shall  determine  to  hsve  been  applicable  to  the  case  F— 
Rules. — A  neutral  Oovemment  is  bonnd — -First. — To  use 
due  diligence  to  prevent  the  fitting  out,  arming,  or  equipping, 
within  its  jurisdiction,  of  any  vessel  which  it  has  reason- 
able ground  to  believe  U  intended  to  cruise  or  to  carry  on 
war  ai^oinst  a  Power  with  which  it  is  at  peace  ;  and  also  to 
use  like  diligence  to  prevent  the  departure  from  its  jorisdio- 
tion  of  any  yersel  intended  to  cmite  or  carry  on  war  as 
above,  such  vessel  having  been  specially  adopted,  in  whole 
or  in  part,  within  such  jurisdi(^on,  to  warlike  use.  Se- 
condly. Kot  to  permit  or  suffer  either  belligerent  to  make 
use  of  its  ports  or  waters  as  the  base  of  naval  operations 
ngninst  the  other,  or  for  the  purpose  of  the  renewal  or  aug- 
muQtation  of  militi^  supplies  or  anns,  or  the  recruitment 
of  men.  Thirdly.  To  exercise  due  diligence  in  its  own  ports 
and  waters  and,  as  to  all  persons  witlin  its  jnrisdietion  to 
prfvent,  any  violation  of  the  foregoing  obligations  anddntiee. 
H>'r  Britannic  Majesty  has  commsnded  her  High  Commis- 
sioners and  Plenipotentiaries  to  declare  that  her  Majesty's 
ijovemment  cannot  assent  to  the  foregoing  rules  as  a  state- 
ment of  principles  of  international  law  which  were  in  force 
lit  the  time  when  the  claims  mentioned  in  Article  1  aroae ; 
but  that  her  Majesty's  Government,  in  order  to  evince  it* 
desire  of  strengthenmg  the  friendly  relations  between  the 
two  countries  and  of  makins  satismctory  provision,  for  the 
future,  agrees  that,  in  deciding  the  questions  between  the 
two  countries  arising  out  of  &ose  claims,  the  arbitrators 
tihould  assume  that  her  Majesty's  Government  had  under- 
tnkeu  to  act  upon  the  principles  set  forth  in  these  mlee. 
And  the  high  contracting  parties  agree  to  observe  these 
rules  as  between  themselves  m  future,  and  to  bring  them  to 
the  knowledge  of  other  maritime  Powen  and  to  invite  them 
to  accede  to  them." 

The  phrases  "  dne  diligenoe  "  and  "  reasonable  gronnd," 
supply  what  was  wanting.  It  will  be,  assuming  that  the 
treaty  will  be  ratified,  for  the  arbitrators  to  say  how 
the  faots  stand  these  tests,  and  the  Commissioners 
have  not  forgotten  a  point  generally  lost  sight  of, 
npon  which  we  have  before  now  insisted'viz: — the  ne- 
cessity of  separating  from  eaoh  other  the  several  oases  of 
lie  Alabama,  the  Shenandeak,  the  Florida  and  the 
Oeiirgim.  Assomingthat  Great  Britain  haa  inonrred  a 
liability  in  the  Alabama  ease,  it  wonld  by  no  means  f(d- 
low  that  there  was  also  a  liability  in  the  other  three 
easfB.  If  the  arbitrators  ahonld  oonsider  that  in  any  of  the 
oasea  there  has  been  any  failure  on  the  part  of  this  oountry 
in  exercise  of  due  diligenoe  on  reasonable  warning, 
it  will  then  be  for  them  to  determine  the  measure  of 
dnmagea.  In  this  respect  the  draft  treaty  lakvea  the 
arbitrators  unfettered  by  any  Instrnotiona,  the  resnlt  of 
which,  of  course,  must  be  that  the  arbitrators  are  expected 
to  look  to  the  "  reasonable  oonseqaenoes  "  ofanohdeieUo- 
tions  (if  any)  as  they  may  find;  and  it  by  no  meana  followa 
that  Uie  total  amount  of  damage  wMoh  a  Confederate 
cruiser  actually  snooeeded  in  inflioting  oa  ita  enemy's 
commerce  could  be  fairly  set  down  as  the  reasonable  con- 
sequence of  her  being  suffered  to  escape. 

•  AnUf.  132. 


CLASS  B.  COimtlBVTOBnSS. 

The  great  bulk  of  reported  decisions,  with  whiek  u 
enormous  quantity  of  expensive  litigation  hu  filed  sir 
shelves,  haa  giathuUlyalMred  away,  one  after  uafhei,s 
large  number  of  doabts  aa  to  the  effect  of  the  pnmiinH 
of  the  Companies  Act,  1862, doubts  arising  ptrtljindetl 
from  oiroamstanaea  of  oompUeation  in  the  trsnartioni 
of  joint  stook  enterprise,  for  which  a  legidatot  oosld  sot 
fairly  be  expected  prospectively  to  provide,  battriBii 
also  in  great  part  from  the  remarkably  bugliif 
phraseology  of  the  enaetment  itself.  However,  bj  diat 
of  all  this  mass  of  interpretation,  for  which  theoosti!- 
bntories  and  creditors  of  oompanies  havs  ptid,aaH 
whose  business  it  is  to  interpret  and  administer  the  pirn- 
sions  of  the  Act  and  advise  the  public  thereon,  ma;  Ma 
themselves  that  on  most  points  its  effect  is  now  MtU. 
The  Chancery  reports  for  the  last  few  months  niie  one 
more  very  important  dbnbt,  in  oonnection  withtkiNk- 
division  of  the  subject  with  whioh  we  have  eotitleitliii 
paper.  "  Class  B  ""  oases  are  uncommon  in  the  Chanoe; 
Courts,  a  state  of  things  which  may  be  oonaidereieoB- 
plimentary  to  the  peouniosity  of  joint  stock  ahstehoUai 
in  general. 

To  pray  the  erdinaty  partnership  law  in  aid,  for  the 
interpretation  of  a  clause  of  joint  stock  legidatiaa,  h  t 
dangerous  thing  to  do.  Ton  must  be  abla  to  hit  to  a 
hair  the  point  in  the  joint  stock  * ystem  st  wUok  tki 
analogy  to  the  old  private  system  ends  and  the  dlTcrgan 
begins,  and  to  appreciate  rightly  the  amount  of  tb 
divergenoe  and  its  ration  <f<*r«,  or  you  will  run  the  ri* 
of  being  led  astray. 

It  a  partner  retiree  from  a  partnership,  and  his  iitin- 
ment  is  properly  notified,  he  ceases  to  be  liabls  for  tkt 
current  tranaaotions  of  the  firm ;  creditors  on  cootnili 
made  snbeeqaentiy  hare  no  claim  on  him,  nnhss  it  eaa  ti 
shown  that  he  has  allowed  himself  to  be  held  out  m  a 
person  still  responsible,     its  to- the  previously  coital 
and  existing  liabilities,  his  retirement  is  primi  jui » 
discontinuance  of  those.     It  may  be,  and  very  eoniateir 
is,  the  case,  that  as  between  himself  and  the  oonliBnif 
partners  there  is  an  agreement  that  he  shall  beelearoi  tie 
existing  liabBitiee ;  but  that  acrangvment  does  not  ilbet 
an  existing  creditor,  though  if  the  creditor  were  t»  m 
and  recover  from  him  it  wonld  entitie  him  to  be  isdnu^ 
fled  by  the  continuing  fitm.    The  creditor  maj,  aol 
sometimes  does,  abandon  his  right  against  the  rttiriaf 
partner,  accepting  the  responsibility  of  the  oontinmei 
firm  instead  of  ft;  whether  or  not  he  has  dose  an  b  > 
question  of  fact  in  eaoh  case.    These  are  (he  bnal 
rules    governing    the   liabilities  of    past  membsa  is 
ordinary  partnershtpe;  we  reoite  them  because  thejli><* 
been  imported  into  the  decision  of  a  reoent  can  wkick 
we  shall  presentiy  notice,  but  we  db  not  r^ard  then  » 
supplying  any  analogy  for  the  decision  of  qusstioasMt* 
the  liability  of  past  members  in  joint  stock  oompsui^ 
In   the    ordinary   partnership    caaes    the   queetiai  >■ 
one  of  oredit,  and  the   main    principle    upoa  wn 
snoh  cases  are  decided  is,  that  of  retaining  nntil  dw 
ohaxged  eaoh  man's  liability  In  respect  of  obUfatusi 
oontraoted  in  part  on  his  oredit.     The  joint  stock  tj*m 
lumps  the  partners  together  as  "  the  compaoy,1  >( 
pudlates  the  mutual  relations  of  the  partners  by  tl>< 
uniform  rales,  provides  its  own  uniform  rules  ts  to 
ingress  and  egress  of  partners,  and  for  tiis  indirid 
action  of  creditors  against  the  partners  it  snbstitstM 
uniform  maohineiy  of  winding  up  in  oharge  of  sn  oo 
liquidator.    As  to  the  liability  of  past  membsis,  the  U 
paniee  Act,  1862,  instead  of  the  old  questiona  ci  c**^ 
separate  questions  of  faot  in  eaoh  case,  subjeet  to 
broad  prinoiples  just  now  mentioned — leys  down  cMt 
rigid  rules;  the  retiring  shareholder  is  to  be  litw 
pay  (through  Che  official  liquidator)  the  pre-exlatini  « 
—if  the  preeent  members  appear  unable  to  diaebs 
them :  but  this  liability  is  only  to  endure  one  jtu  iK» 
date  of  his  retirement,  and  he  is  not  in  limited  oooipai 


to  be  called  t^wn  to  pay  more  than  the  amoant 
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mptld  apon  hia  aharea.  In  ahort,  the  enaotment  aaboti- 
talM  for  the  dootrinea  of  putnecahip  law  attiflciki  mlea  of 
iliowD— rnies  baaed  indeed  npoa  the  aamo  prinoipla  wUoh 
Miinatea  tb«  old  dootrinea,  and  intended  to  adjoat,  aa 
neadj  a*  the  different  state  of  oironmatanoes  will  admit, 
tbi  matoal  lighta  of  ereditors  and  ahareholdera  to  the 
aotoal  rifbta  of  oreditora  and  partnera — bat  atiU  rolae 
which  are  rigid  and  artifloiaL  Tbia  ia,  no  doubt,  what 
Lofd  Jaatioe  Giffaid  meant  when,  in  Tht  Aeoidental 
KariM  Inturanee  Company'i  eatt  {JMfra),  he  apoke  of 
'imflAmta  in  aeotion  88  of  the  Oompaniea  Aot,  1862,  aa 
'utiSeial  ralea,''  and  Lord  Hatherley,  in  BretVt  oatt 
[Ufra),  leema  to  hare  miaonderatood  the  Lord  Joatioe'a 

(JMitiOD. 

i  petaoo  whoee  aharea  hare  been  forfeited  ia  in  the  aame 
position  aa  a  peraon  who  haa  tranaferred  hia  aharea  ;  he 
eunot  be  plaoed  on  the  flr»t  liat  of  oontribntoriea,  bat  he 
majr  labeeqaentl  J  be  pisoed  on  the  B  liat  aa  a  past  member. 
luifU'ieaie, (16  W.  B.  294, L.  B.  2  Oh.  826);  Ntedkam'i 
M»-,(L.B.4Eq.  186;)  Cz-iiyiot'edfe  (IS  W.B.  lOS.L.  B. 
i  Cb.  £8);  miherU'  eaie,  (16  W.  B.  1075,  L.  B.  6  Eq.  609) 
liMidei  what  aoaroely  needed  a  deoiaion ,  that  the  liability 
of  a  put  member  inolndea  liabilitea  oootraoted  before  he 
becaae  a  member.  The  deoiaion  in  Helbert't  eatt,  on 
ippcal  to  the  Hooae  of  Lorda  (L.  B.  6,  H.  L.  28)  ia  im> 
portant.  It  was  there  decided  Uiat  the  official  liquidator 
B*r  aeleot  a  liat  of  paat  membera  and  make  oalU  on 
tbem,  npon  reasonable  groand  for  belieTing  that  the  oalla 
OQ  preaant  membera  will  not  realise  aafficient  to  olear  the 
liabilitiaa  of  the  oompany  within  a  reasonable  time  ;  he 
i>  sot  boand  to  keep  the  oreditora  waiting  till  ererj  pos- 
a'ble  aaaet  from  other  aoaroea  haa  been  aotnally  realised. 
It  »aa  held  alao  in  the  aame  oaae  that  the  relation  of  the 
eU«  B  oontribntoriea  to  thoae  of  olasa  A  ia  not  that  of 
priiioipala  and  anretiea,  and  therefore  that  the  official 
liqaidator  does  not  by  oompromiaing  under  the  power 
lirto  him  by  a.  160,  oalla  on  A  oontribntoriea  or  olaima 
tf  creditors,  release  the  liability  of  B  ahareholdera. 

Ia  Be  £amed't  Banking  Company,  Andrew's  eate  (16 
IT.  B.  1080,  L.  B.  4  Eq.  468).  Lord  Bomilly  disoaased  the 
lUMion  how  the  oontribntiona  of  B  oontribntoriea  shoald 
»  applied,  and  he  thought  they  ahonld  be  maraballed  by 
ippl/JDg  them  firat  in  payment  of  the  debta  aubsisting 
rhenthe  reapeotire  oontribntoriea  oaaaed  memberahip;  he 
ippeared  to  think  thia  wonld  be  a  aimple  prooeaa;  on  the 
ostraiy  it  aeema  to  na  that  it  might  be  very  oomplioated. 
^a  ease  waa  appealed,  and  Iiord  Jnatioe  Bolt  declined 
iprtwing  any  opinion  on  that  point,  thinking  it  unne- 
Ksuy  to  tiie  deoiaioD.  In  £e  Aeeidtntal  and  Marine 
kimranee  Carptration,  Sa  parte  Briton,  Medical  and 
hiural  Life  Ateoeiatitn  (18  W.  B.  717,L.  B.  6  Ch.  431), 
>«  qoeation  earned ireotly  before  Lord  Joattoe  GiSard,  who 
teliled,  witboat  heaitation,  that  the  aeoond  plaoitun  in 
ntion  88  is  merely  a  teat  of  the  liability  of  paat  membera, 
id  doea  not  gorem  the  diatribution  of  prooeeda  aa  be- 
reen  oreditora— in  other  worda,  that  a  9  contributory 
not  to  be  liable  to  pi^  anything  nnleaa  there  are 
aims  unpaid  which  were  in  exiatence  when  he  ceased 
embecship,  bat  that  when  hia  oontribution  haa  got 
to  the  hands  of  the  offloial  liquidator  that  official  ia  to 
atributa  it  among  all  the  oreditora  ;  the  opposite  riaw 
I  that  of  the  Master  of  the  Bolla.  Next  oomea  Se 
Ululeg  Ordmatue  Compang,  Brett' t  eate  (19  W.  B.  687) 
lioTe  Lord  Hatherley  and  Lord  Jnatioe  Jamea.  Brett 
■a  aettled  on  the  B  liat  of  oontribotoriea  to  the  Blake- 
Ordn  oitet  Company  {^IMnited)  there  being  at  the  date 
'  the  winding  np  nnpaid  debta,  oontraoted  while  he  was 
in  a  member.  He  afterwards  bought  up  these  debts 
ueoosiclBrable  diaeonnt,  and  got  a  releaae  from  the 
iditofB^  and  when  the  dBoisl  liquidator  made  a  call  upon 
SI  reristed  the  call,  on  the  ground  that  there  was  now 
>dabt  is  x«speet  of  whioh  a  call  on  him  oonld  be  made, 
ks  Lord  Ohanoellor  and  Lord  Jnatioe  Jamea,  affirming 
■  Haatnr  of  tlie  BoUa,  held  that  it  waa  quite  competent 
iBnttto  do  what  he  had  done,  and  allowed  hia  conten- 
n.  Now,  there  ia  nothing  in  thia  decision  inconsistent 
iHt  that  o(  Jjocd  Jostioe  Cliflard  in  the  Accidental  eatt. 


Brttie  cate  rules  thus  : — Thepwt  member  may  be  called, 
to  the  extent  of  hia  unpaid  capital,  to  pay  a  certain  debt, 
through  the  medium  of  the  official  liqnidator,  but 
if  he  goes  quickly  and  agrees  with  the  creditor  per 
direotmn,  satisfies  him  and  gets  a  releaae  of  the  debt', 
the  debt  is  at  an  end,  and  nothing  remains  in  reapeot  of 
which  he  can  be  called  on  to  pay  anything.  All  that  the 
Accidental  oaie  rales  is,  that  thongh  the  past  member 
cannot  be  called  on  aa  between  him  and  the  offloial  liquida- 
tor  to  pay  more  than  the  exiating  debt,  yet  aa  between  the 
official  liquidator  and  the  outside  creditors,  themonej  whta 
paid  shall  be  diatributed  among  all  the  creditors.  One 
decision  rules  when  the  man  shall  or  ahall  not  bo  made 
liable  to  pay;  the  other  direota  how  hia  money  ahall 
be  applied  when  he  doea  pay.  These  two  resnlta 
are  not  inoouMstent  one  with  another;  and  it  wa", 
therefore,  unnecessary  for  the  Oonrt  of  Appeal  to 
traverse  in  Brett's  eate  the  decision  of  Lord  JuaticA 
OiSard  in  the  Aeoidental  ease.  But  unfortunately  Lo'  I 
Hatherley  in  Brett's  eate  aeema  to  hare  quite  mianndt-  • 
stood  Sir  O.  M.  Oiffard'a  deoiaion;  he  apeaka  of  "ti.4 
monstrous  in  jnatioe  of  making  a  man  liable  to  all  that 
haa  taken  place  after  he  haa  left  the  firm,  and  making 
him  liable  to  perrons  with  whom  he  haa  had  no  dealinga 
whaterer,  and  for  the  benefit  of  persona  to  whom  he  ia 
under  no  obligations."  Bat  by  distribating  the  paat 
member'a  money  among  all  Che  oreditora,  yon  are  not 
injuring  him  to  the  extent  of  one  penny.  As  long  as 
yon  do  not  require  him  to  pay  more  than  the  pre-existing 
debt  or  the  nnpaid  amount  on  his  shares,  it  makea  no 
difference  to  him  what  you  do  with  the  money,  whether 
yon  give  it  all  to  the  pre-existing  creditor,  or  apread  it 
oTer  the  olaima  of  the  whole  body  of  oreditora.  HoweTer, 
be  that  aa  it  may,  the  Lord  Ohancellor  and  Lord  Juatioa 
Jamea  have  diabinotly  ezpreaaed  their  diaapproral  of  Lord 
Justice  Oiffard'a  deoiaion.  This  leares  t^e  ooint  in  a 
▼ery  unaatiafaotory  atate,  and  it  ia  to  be  wished  that  the 
House  of  Lorda  might  settle  it. 

Suppoaing  the  two  rales  in  the  Aeoidental  ccue  and 
Brett'i  cote  to  be  both  affirmed  ;  there  would  indeed  he 
thia  odd  consequence,  that  olasa  B.  oontribntoriea  wonld 
be  able  to  offer  considerable  inducements  to  the  pra- 
exiatiog  oreditora  to  compound  with  them  for  theii 
claims  :  the  olass  B.  man  would  aay  :  "  It  is  true  that  so 
far  as  my  shares  are  nnpaid  I  am  liable  to  pay  the  official 
liquidator  the  whole  of  your  claim,  bat  y«ii  will  not  get 
all  the  money  ;  yon  will  only  get  your  share  of  it  wiiH 
the  other  creditors  :  wiU  yon  take  (say)  half  from  me, 
and  give  a  release,  that  is  more  that  yon  would  get  by 
leaving  me  to  the  official  liquidator."  Bat,  if  it  ia  con- 
aidered  that  there  ia  anything  wrong  in  that,  it  ia  to  our 
thinking,  the  unavoidable  reault  of  the  awkward  framing 
of  the  Act. 

Though  we  have  ventured  to  expreas  our  diaaent  from 
the  observations  of  the  Lord  Ohancellor  in  Brett't  oatt, 
endorsed  as  it  is  by  Lord  Jnatioe  Jamea  in  the  aame  caaa, 
we  certainly  coincide  with  hia  remarka  on  the  oluuisy 
and  ambignooa  pbraaeology  of  the  88th  section  of  the 
Act.  If  it  waa  intended  that  the  auma  receivable  from 
the  clasa  B.  oontribntoriea  ahonld  be  handed  entire  to  the 
pre-exiating  creditors,  it  is  unfoi^tunate  that  by  attempt- 
ing to  deal  with  all  claaaea  of  oreditora  in  one  section, 
the  matter  should  have  been  left  ao  doubtful.  In  puint 
of  fact,  it  aeema  probable  that  the  point  was  not  con- 
templated when  the  bill  waa  framed.  The  88th  aeotion 
oontaina  nothing  directly  declaratory  on  the  point.  The 
188rd  section  enaota  that  in  a  voluntary  winding  np 
"the  property  of  the  company  ahall  be  applied  in  satis- 
faction  ol  its  liabilities,  pari  pattu."  It  might  be  argued 
that  this  affords  an  argtunent  in  favour  of  Lord 
Justice  Oiffard'a  view  aa  to  the  case  of  a  winding-up  by 
the  Ooort;  but  Lord  Juatice  James,  if  we  rightly  under* 
stand  his  remarks,  thinks  that  the  phrase  "  the  property 
of  the  company  "  is  here  used  to  sigoif  r  the  aaaeta  of 
the  company  at  the  date  of  the  winding-np,  exdnaive  of 
calls.  We  may  suggest,  in  oonclnaion,  a  point  for  the 
consideration  of  tboae  who  may  be  interoated  in  the 
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topic;  Til.,  whethOT  the  principle  recently  disooMed  In 
WoUer  T.  Jamet,  (19  W.  E.  472)  reepeoting  the  effect  of 
the  payment  of  •  crediloi'e  oUimi  by  •.atnnger,  is  at  all 
in  pari  mattrid,  to  the  point  actually  decided  in  Brett's 
rate.  A.,  aa  a  past  member,  is  on  the  B.  list  of  a  com- 
pany, there  being  a  debt  doe  to  B.,  a  creditor,  which 
wan  contracted  before  A.  ceased  to  be  a  member.  Might 
it,"  or  not,  be  argued,  that  aa  B's  debt  is  owed  to  him  by 
the  company  and  not  by  A.,  a  pajment  made  by  A.  to  B. 
IK  a  payment  in  the  natnre  of  a  payment  by  a  stranger, 
which  the  company,  as  between  itself  and  A.,  is  not 
bound  to  adopt? 


ILLEaAL  CONDITIONS. 
Oar  law  of  conditions  mnst  he  referred  in  part  to  roles 
fram<>d  to  meet  the  ppcnliarities  of  the  tennre  and  transfer 
of  Isn~l  nnder  the  feudal  system,  as  anderstood  with  as, 
and  partly  to  maxims  which  have  been  drawn  through 
rarioas  channels,  from  time  to  time,  with  more  or  less 
accuracy,  from  the  civil  law.  Doubtless  some  of  the 
maxims  of  the  older  system  entered  as  factors  into  the 
formation  of  the  rales  which  we  find  in  Littleton  Oolce, 
and  the  early  text  writers,  and  which  may,  in  most  cases, 
be  traced  through  the  Year  Books  up  to  Brocton.  How- 
ever this  may  be,  the  law  of  conditions  was  evidently 
framed,  like  most  of  our  legal  rules  of  early  standing, 
principally  with  an  aspect  to  the  land,  and  the  distinctive 
nn>1  peculiar  characters  of  the  system  are  attributable  to 
till!)  cause  ;  such  parts  as  have  been  supplemented,  from 
time  to  time,  to  meet  cases  arising  independent  of  the 
lund  and  its  tennre,  and  particularly  in  testamentary 
dispositions,  betray  a  more  direct  afBnity  to  the  civil 
law,  thongh  sometimes  differing  materially  from  that 
latr  in  practical  application. 

The  most  important  distinction  which  has  grown  up  in 
our  law,  is  that  between  conditions  precedent  and  snbae- 
qaent,  to  which  the  terms  ttupentive  and  reioliaiv*  of  the 
Roman  law  have  a  corresponding  significance,  thongh  as  in 
the  Boman  law  all  conditions  wereriewed  as  suspensive  in 
fnct  either  in  regard  to  the  first  acquisition  of  the  right 
by  one  party  or  its  re-acquisition  by  the  other,  this  dis- 
tinction did  not  acquire  the  same  importance  in  the 
latter  system  as  in  ours.  Neither  the  terms  precedent  and 
subsequent  or  their  equivalents  are,  however,  to  be  fonnd 
in  Littleton's  Chapter  on  conditions. 

The  nature  of  the  feoffment  at  common  law  was  such 
that  conditions  attached  to  the  estate  immediately  con- 
ferred by  it,  conld  not  well  have  been  otherwise  than 
mbtequent  beokose  of  the  transfer  of  seisin  which  was 
worked  by  the  livery ;    the    instance    given    by    Coke 
(Co.  Litt.  206  b)    of    a  condition    precedent   upon  the 
feoffment  at  common  law,  was  by  way  of  enlargement  of 
estate,  as  where  a  feoffment  was  made  for  life  on  oondi- 
tion  to  have  a  fee,  on  the  feoffee  performing  a  condition 
which  performance  mnst,  of  course,  have  been  precedent 
to  the  inortaie  of  the  estate.    It  is  to  be,  remembered  that 
'renditions  subsequent  might,  if  taken  conversely  and 
iio;;atively  be  conditions  precedent,  e.g.,  a  feoffment  upon 
condition  that  the  feoffee  paid  a  sum  of  money  to  the 
feoffor  on  a  certain  day,  the  payment  of  the  money  Is, 
quoad  the  feoffee,  a  condition  subsequent  by  performing 
which  he  would  not  lose  the  estate,  but,  quoad  the  feoffor, 
the  Tun  payment  would  be  a  condition  precedent  to 
entitle  him  to  re-enter.    Host  conditions  conld,  therefore, 
have   been  framed  in  two  ways  with  the  same  result. 
Under  the  doctrine  of  usee  and  devises  the  performance 
of  any  condition  can  be  made  to  precede  the  vesting  of 
an  pstate  so  that  until  the  condition  be  performed  no  use 
eliall  arise  or  estate  pass  under  a  conditional  devise. 

Considering  conditions  in  reference  to  the  objects  they 
aro  designed  to  attain,  the  leading  rules  of  our  common 
law  are,  that  conditions  which  are  impossible  at  the  time 
of  making  them,  or  illegal  (which  quoad  hoe  are  juris- 
ticnily  impossible),  if  the  condition  be  precedent,  the 
oo'  dition  and  estate  both  are  void,  for  an  estate  can 
'either  commence  or  increase  upon  an  impossible  or  un- 


lawful condition  ;  but  If  the  oonditiea  be  taWqsnktt 
the  estate  theoondition  only  is  void  and  the  tttsto  |nl 
and  ahsolale.    Conditions  which  at  the  time  of  wian 
them  are  possible  but  become  afterwards  impoailibbir 
the  act  of  God,  become  veid,  and  the  esUtsi  to  vkitk 
they    are    attached     are     absolute    (Shepiid    toacL 
p.  182,138.)    With   regard   to  obligationi,  the  too  n 
which  the  contract  is  shaped  a^ots  the  legal  resatt,  be- 
cause the  obligatory  part  of  a  bond  vests  iathtoUifee 
a  right,  somewhat  similar  to  the  esUte  gained  b;  tli» 
foeffment,  which  is  afterwards  to  he  diiplsood  b;  tb> 
defeasance  or  condition.    Thus  wa  find  thst  it  s  eai£- 
tion  be  impossible  at  the  time  of  making  it,  the  »a£ta 
would  be  void,  and  the  obligation  remain  siogls  ud  ii 
force.     So,  if  the  oondition  were  iUegal,  if  the  !Ile|i% 
were  only  malum  prohibititm,  the   ci»i<f«i»«  oslj  m 
void,   and    the    obUgation    single    and  good.     Bail 
the  illegality  of  the  condition  consisted  in  a  crime,  io«- 
thing  which  was  malnm  in  te,  then  not  only  the  oa* 
tion  but  the  obligation   also,— the  whole  traniietiiiii- 
was  void  :  a  legal  right  could  not  be  fmrraed  nadec  mk 
circumstances  (Shepherd,  Touch.  371.  372).    Tliet^ 
dency  in  modern  times  seems  to  be  to  consider  oonfiM 
which  are  contrary  to  the  policy  of  the  law  in  tbtMl 
way  as  those  whose  illegaUty  is  malum  tn  le,  sil 
treat  the  whole  obligation  as  void  {Mitehett  v.  "-'" 
1  Peere  Wms.  181.) 

The  identity  of  legal  effect  in  the  case  of  the 
of  the  bond  being  impossible  at  the  time  of  buUbc 
and  of  a  feoffment   in   fee  with  a  oondition  inbieqi 
that  is  impossible,  is  expressly  stated  by  Lorf  Cob;i 
Litt.  206  a.  b.),  the  obligation  being  single  in  ttai 
case,  and  the  estate  of  the  feoffee  absolute  in  the  d' 
There  is  a  difference,  however,  between  oUigotiiai 
feoffments  in  the  case  of  a  oondition  pcaaiUs  at  thetii 
making  it,  but  afterward*  beooming  impossible  by  tel 
of    €k)d,    for  in    such    case   Cok«    teUs   us  ttat  I 
obligation  is  saved,  which  mnst  mean  that  the  obHjti 
liberated,  for  he  explains  this  by  saying  that  the 
recognisance  is  a  thing  in  action  and  exoontorj, 
no  advantage  can  be  taken  nnta  there  be  a  dsfoiiltn' 
obligor  (Co.  Litt.  206  a).    In  case  of  a  feoffment,  «• 
contrary,  nnder  like  oironmstanoes  the  estate  m^ 
absolute  (Oo.  Litt.  206).    These  distinctions  are  m«i 
to  be  kept  in  view,  for  the  sabject  has  been  wmeM 
perplexed  by  a  laxity  of  statement  in  the  tnawol 
questions  arising  on  this  branch  of  law.  ^j 

We  shall  find  that  in  modem  times  there  hs«  bii 
tendency  to  approximate  more  to  the  doetriMsofl 
civil  law.  at  least  in  questions  not  coming  ands' 
rules  of  the  common  law  as  direoOy  affecting  tis" 
In  these  the  strict  doctrines  of  our  early  ssthed 
appear  to  have  loet  none  of  thohr  ftKoe  iSfertim  v  Bi* 

^ffw,  4  H.  L.  1).  »„ou 

Inareoentoa8e(WiJ*»»u(mv.  TF«*»(m»i»,19W.B.« 

where  a  legacy  wss  given  to  a  married  woman,  the « 

of  a  miller  residing  at  S.,  and  by  a  oodioil  the  Ii* 

directed  that  this   legacy  should   paaa  away  ft<«^ 

legatee,  "  should  she  not  oeaee  to  reaide  m  a  «J 

eighteen  months  of  testator's  death,"  It  was  hdd  by  K 

Chancellor  Stuart  that  such  a  condition  tended  te « 

the  wife  to  live  apart  from  her  husband,  who  co^ 

leave  the  plaoe  of  his  businese,  and  was  theiefofe  na 

contrary  to  the  policy  of  the  law,  and  the  tepw' 

entitled  to  the  legacy  freed  from  the  oondltioe-   1«J 

legal  effect  of  such  a  oondition  in  regard  »o  Ms  ks* 

be  as  assumed  by  the  Vioe-Ohanoellor,  a  P<»»' ^ 

not  now  discuss— see  Ba*ne  v.  Du»%e  (S  W.  iw 

D.  Or.  M.  &  Or.  207), — the  decision  is  oertaialj  »■ 

by  authority.  .   _. 

Here,  we  observe,  the  oondition  was  dsariy  vMm 

for  it,  in  terms  recognises  the  vesting  of  the  l*|»*j 

its  patting  anay,  on  non-performance  of  tiie  «»•■ 

But  oases  are  to  be  found  which  import  that  era  »  • 

dition  precedent,  if  contrary  to  the  policy  of  the  l»».  ^ 

be  disregarded,  at  least  in  cose  of  t^tameotory  p».  ^^ 

the  legatees  become  unconditionally  entittei. 


Digitized  by 


Google 


Mays?,  1871.  THE  SOLICITORS'  JOURNAL  &  REPORTER. 


541 


In  Wrm  r.  BraJUey  (3  D.  O.  &  S.  49),  testator  be- 
intbed  an  Muiiiity  to  his  dkoghter,  "  in  case  «he  shonld 
ilinng  iptrt  from  her  hasbaod  and  shoald  ao  oontinne 
ido''diuing  the  life  of  teatator'a  widow;  with  a  direo- 
m  that  if,  at  anj  time,  the  annnitant  should  oohabit 
ith  her  hwband,  the  annuity  shoald  cease.  At  the  date 
lb«  will  the  daughter  and  her  husband  were  living 
irt,  bat  before,  and  at  the  time  of,  the  testator's  death 
ij  were  reoonoiled  and  living  together,  and  sooontinued 
fire.  Tiie  Tioe-Ohanoellor  Knight-Bruoe  was  pressed 
Ih  the  roles  of  the  civil  law  and  with  the  oases  of 
wra  V.  Ptek  and  Tennant  ▼.  Braie  (after  stated),  and 
Ih  some  heaitation  he  concluded  against  the  validity  of 
I  eon ditioD  and  upheld  the  gift  discharged  therefrom, 
iwejghtof  authority  and  the  principles  of  the  civil 
',  as  far  as  he  considered  them  applicable,  seemed  to 
I  to  render  a  decision  in  the  wife's  favour  oonsistent 
moe  with  technical  equity  and  moral  justice.  The 
Uffii  was,  perhaps,  aided  in  this  caw  by  the  oironm- 
He  of  the  wife  and  her  husband  having  been  recon- 
1  sod  cohabiting  at  the  time  of  testator's  death,  and 
doctrine  of  implied  waiver,  as  found  in  Smith  v. 
^  (2  S.  ft  a  858),  and  that  class  of  cases,  was 
A  as  having  some  application,  but  the  decision  would 
•Uj  have  been  the  same  without  this  element. 
IS  V.  Peek  (1  Ed.  140)  was  a  case  in  which  the  pre- 
tej  of  the  cdttdition  was  equally  clear.  The  testator 
ad  that  if  his  niece  lived  with  her  hnsband  his 
Oton  shoald  pay  her  £2  a-month  and  no  more,  but, 

*  lived  from  him  and  with  her  mother  Sparks,  thsn 
■boold  allow  her  £6  per  month.  The  Lord  Keeper 
kf  held  the  wife  entitled  to  the  £6  per  month,  the 
&ioa  annexed  being  both  inpessible  at  the  time  of 
thfUva  A  contra  bono*  maret — thel^;aoy  was  simple 
|«ie.  Tennant  ▼.  Braie  (Toth.  141)  was  the  case 
tderiae  made  to  the  daughter  to  pay  her  a  sum  of 
IVVthe  wonld  be  divorced  from  her  husband;  the 
iVanada  good,  though  the  condition  void.'' 
Iwvere  all  oases  of  testamentary  gifts,  as  to  which 
tht  been  a  tendency,  not  always  avowed,  but 
V  perceivable,  to  give  the  prescribed  benefit  to  the 
Wed  individual,  notwithstanding  the  irreconoila- 
'  of  Mich  a  result  with  the  logioal  nature  of  a  oon- 
1  which  requires  the  formation  of  the  legal  right 
itrii^y  dependent  on  the  happening  or  not  of  the 
iioniag  faot.  Notably  this  tendency  prevails  where 
tions  have  r«acrioted  the  freedom  of  marriage, 
vinglaigely,  or  intending  so  to  do,  herein,  from 
lbs  of  the  civil  law;  see  Scott  v.  Tj/Ur  (2  W.  &  T.  L. 
i  notes  thereto).     In  some  of  these  cases  the  judges 

*  to  have  been  astute  to  find  reasons  for  upholding 
ifts  and  disregarding  the  condition  (see  R'uktan  v. 
S  Vy.  ft  Cr.  145  ;  MarpUi  v.  Balnhridge,  1  Madd. 
Biri  V.  Bunodon,  2  Swanst.  842). 

la  difference  of  treatment  in  the  case  of  testaments 
Hitnots,  in  regard  to  impossible  and  illegal  oondi- 
iWas  more  olearly  defined  in  the  Roman  law  though, 
■ell  known,  it  was  not  established  without  strenu- 
n>osition.  The  two  great  schools  were  divided  in 
n.  The  Proooleians,  holding  to  the  strict  logical 
Oation  in  both  oases,  while  the  Sabinians,  of  which 
fiaios  was  a  sectary,  followed  the  opposite  view, 
^  Gains  himself ,  while  remaining  true  to  his  sect, 
Mitwaadifflealt,  logically,  to  justify  the  opinion  of 
■a  party  in  opposition  to  that  of  the  divtrice  saola 
m  ^Oaius  Lib.  8  s.  98).  However,  the  opinion 
iSaUnians  was  ultimately  formally  sanctioned  by 
■iao,  probably,  after  it  had  long  ceased,  in  praotioe, 
tgarded  asdoobtful. 

leaosea  of  this  difference  have  been  investigated 
^  usual  learning  and  depth  of  view  by  Jbhe 
■tpUoal  jurist  of  Oermany,  Savigny,  We  can  only 
r  refer  to  bis  reasoning.  After  showing  that  illegal 
^^oi  are  necessarily  immoral,  and  as  immoral-oon- 
isaie,  for  the  better  class  of  persons,  the  same  as 
sit-  -  >>i(>j  oMne  all  to  be  juristically  included  under 
*■>«:    Miegory-,  and    after    tiadng  Uie    order   of 


thoughts  by  which  it  is  probable  that  such  conditions 
came  to  be  regarded  as  nullifying  the  whole  transaction, 
he  neks  for  the  reawns  why  such  a  result  should  have 
been  unhesitatingly  admitted  in  the  ease  of  contracts, 
but  should  have  been  denied  in  the  case  of  testaments 
by  an  ioflnantial  school  of  jurists  whose  views  on  this 
head,  after  acquiring  the  gradual  adhesion  of  opinion, 
received  the  formal  sanotion  of  the  Legislature. 

The  effect  of  his  reasoning  may  be  thus  succinctly 
stated.  In  contracts,  to  separate  the  condition  from 
the  promise  would  generally  be  plainly  agaiiut  the 
intention  of  the  parties.  If  one  promise  a  sum  of 
money  for  a  crime,  and  we  exclude  the  commission 
of  the  crime  from  the  contract,  we  undoubtedly  chanjire 
the  whole  oontraot,  against  the  intention  of  the  parcisR, 
into  a  pure  gift.  Not  only  is  this  against  the  will  of  the 
parties,  but  is  in  Itself  offensive,  ai  we  shoald  be  arbi- 
trarily giving  a  permanent  advantage  to  one  who  was  a 
participator  in  the  same  evil  design.  In  testaments,  on 
the  other  hand,  we  find  the  entire  opposite  to  this.  Who- 
ever makes  a  testament  has  the  undoubted  intention  of 
dealing  with  his  property,  and  every  institution  of  am 
heir  or  gift  of  a  leg^y  falls  in  with  this  general  inten- 
tion of  a  voluntary  dealing  with  property.  If  then  we 
find  a  disposition  under  an  immoral  condition,  there  is  much 
probability  in  the  supposition  that, while  really  wishing  to 
carry  out  the  immoral  intention,  yet  apart  from  this,  the 
testator  would  have  named  the  same  person  heir  or  legatary, 
because  he  was  engaged  in  the  matter  of  naming  heirs  or 
legataries  ;  but  in  the  case  of  contracts  there  is  no  other 
motive  to  a  promise  supposable,  than  the  promotion  of 
the  immoral  act.  At  any  rate  it  is  doubtful  whether  the 
testator  had  these  thoughts,  or  whether  if  he  nould  not 
reach  the  immoral  end,  he  would  rather  omit  the  legacy 
entirely  ;  but  in  such  a  doubtful  case  the  rule  prevails 
that  tends  to  uphold  the  last  will  (,Dig.  Lib.  84  Tit.  5  X. 
24  de  reh  dub.)  Cum  in  Testamento  ambigne  aut  etiam 
perperam  loriptun  ttt ;  benigne  interpretari,  et  seeunduni 
id  quod  eredibilt  ett  cogitotum,  eredtndum  ert.)  Savigny 
system  Bk.  ii.  s.  124. 

Though  it  would  be  the  shallowest  pedantry  to  affect 
an  absolute  similarity  between  the  civil  law  and  our 
own,  on  this  or  any  other  subject,  it  is  well  to  fix  atten- 
tion on  any  elucidation  of  the  grounds  and  rationality  of 
principles,  which  both  indirectly  and  directly  have 
have  exercised,  and  oontinne  to  exercise,  a  weighty  influ- 
ence on  our  own  rules  of  property. 


BECENT  DECISIONS. 


EQUITY. 
Abtivicial  Watebcourse — Easembkt  of  Neoessitt. 
Wattt  V.  KeUan,  L.J.,  19  W.  B.  888. 
Upon  the  severance  of  two  tenements  easements  of 
necessity  or,  as  they  are  called,  continuous  easements, 
pass  by  implicatiou  of  law,  without  any  words  of  grant, 
■nlike  easements  which  are  used  from  time  to  time  only, 
which  do  not  pass  unless  the  grantor,  by  appropriate  lan- 
guage, shows  an  intention  that  they  shoald  pass  (,Poldea 
V.  Bastard,  14  W.  R.  198,  L.  B.  1  Q.  B.  156).  The 
question  in  Watt$  v.  KoUon  was,  whether  an  olrtifioial 
wateroourse  made  through  one  tenement,  prior  to  the 
severance,  for  the  purpose  of  supplying  with  water  the 
cattle  sheds  on  the  other  tenement,  was  an  easement 
necessary  for  the  enjoyment  of  the  second  tenement  or 
not.  The  Lords  Justices,  reversing  on  this  point  the 
Master  of  the  Bolls,  held  that  it  was,  and  aooordingly, 
that  it  passed  by  implication  of  law,  without  express 
grant,  on  the  severance  taking  place.  The  raloable  part 
of  the  case  is  the  decision  that  the  plaintilTs  right  (o  the 
water  was  not  affected  by  the  faot  of  his  having  pulled 
down  the  cattle  shed  and  erected  cottages  in  their  place. 
He  could  no  longer  use  the  water  for  the  purpose  for 
which  the  original  owner  had  laid  the  pipes  ;  but  that 
did  4>ot  affect  his  position,  as  what  passed  to  him  was 


Digitized  by 


Google 


542 


THE  SOLICITORS'  JOURNAL  &  REPORTER.  May 27, 1871. 


th«  right  to  hara  the  water  flow  io  tb«  MCOslooMd 
manner  to  his  pmmUes,  and  when  it  arrired  at  hU  pre- 
miaea,  it  was  his  own  property  to  do  as  he  liked  with. 
The  principle  is  the  tame  as  that  on  whioh  WardU  ▼. 
BneUehurtt  (8  W.  B.  241, 1  B.  &  E.  1058),  was  decided, 
where  the  plaintiff  had  the  right  to  the  water  as  incident 
to  the  enjoyment  of  the  farm,  and  it  was  held  that  he 
might  t^e  it  through  his  own  farm  to  a  dye-hoose  be- 
yond it.  The  tight  whioh  passes  nnder  saoh  oircnm- 
■tanoes  is  the  right  to  the  flow  of  water  along  a  partioa- 
lar  channel,  and  what  differenoe  can  it  make  to  the 
owner  of  the  servient  tenement  if  the  water  is  used  for  a 
different  purpose  ? 

There  is,  however,  all  the  differenoe  in  the  world  be- 
tween an  easement  and  a  mere  lioenoe.  In  Ruuell  r. 
MarUrd,  (14  W.  R.  982),  the  owner  of  two  adjacent 
hoosea  had  permitted  No.  5  to  hare  a  water  snpply  from 
a  pipe  oommnnicsting  with  a  well  in  No.  6;  Yioe-Chan- 
oellor  Kindersley  said  that  this  was  a  mere  temporary 
lioenoe,  and  not  an  easement  capable  of  binding  as  between 
Tender  and  parohaser. 


COMMON  LAW. 
Detuiue — Statutk  of  Limitation. 
mikinton  T,  Verit]/,C.V.,  19  W.  E.  604. 

This  case  decides  a  carious  point  with  respect  to  the 
Statnte  of  Limitations.  The  defendant,  baring  in  his 
possession,  for  the  use  of  the  ohnroh  of  which  he  was  in- 
onmbent,  certain  pieces  of  silver  plate,  sold  them  and  sub- 
Btitnted  brass,  his  idea  apparently  being  that  they  were  the 
property orthe  incumbent.  Morethansixyearsaflerthesale 
the  oharchwardens,  disoovering  what  had  been  done,  de- 
manded the  silrer  plate  of  the  defendant,  and,  on  hia 
being  unable  to  produce  it,  commenced  an  action  of 
detinne  for  its  recorery.  He  pleaded  the  sUtute.  It  was 
clear  that  the  aot  of  sale  was  a  cause  of  action  ;  it  was 
olear  also,  that  if  the  sale  was  the  only  cause  of  action, 
the  plaintiffs  were  out  of  time.  But,  relying  upon  the 
tact  that  the  defendant  had  the  tUnga  aa  coatodian  for 
the  parish,  and  therefore  under  a  contract  of  bailment, 
•Dd  nrailing  themselves  also  of  the  doctrine  that  an  ao- 
Monable  breach  of  contract  may  be  committed  by  refnsal 
befom  the  day  of  performance,  but  that  (the  refusal  not 
h»ving  been  sued  upon)  a  fresh  cause  of  action  arisea 
wliuu  the  time  for  the  performance  of  the  contract  cornea, 
and  default  is  made  in  performing  it,  the  Court  held  that 
here  a  new  canse  of  action  arose  when  the  churchwardens 
demanded  the  plate  of  the  defendant.  The  point  decided 
is  not  perhaps  snbstantially  different  from  that  decided  in 
Hfeve  V.  Palnur,  6  C.  B.  N.  S.  84. 

It  scarcely  needs  to  be  observed  that  the  decision  turns 
not  so  much  upon  the  form  of  the  action,  as  upon  the 
relation  of  the  parties.  It  is  true  that  if  the  plaintiffs 
had  sued  in  trover,  they  would  not  have  reooved  without 
amenrlment.  But  on  Uia  other  hand,  if  there  had  been 
no  relation  of  contract  between  the  parties,  the  plaintiffs 
would  not  hare  bettered  themselves  by  suing  in  detinue, 
and  giving  the  demand  and  refusal  aa  evidence  of  the 
detention  ;  there,  as  is  pointed  out  by  the  Court,  the  flrst 
wrongful  dealing  with  the  property  wonld  have  bean  the 
only  canse  of  action. 

Sdbsoribbk— Shabbholokb. 
Surtt  T.  Leehmtre,  Q.B.,  19  W.  R.  S6S. 
In  this  case  a  jndgment-creditwr  of  a  raflway  eompaay; 
incorporated  by  Act  of  Parliament,  sought  to  make  hia 
judgmentavailableby  teirefaoiat  against  a  peraon  whohad 
signed  the  subscription  oontraot  for  50  shaiea,  and  had 
been  afterwards  registered  as  a  shareholder.  It  waa 
held,  in  accordance  with  prerions  decisions,  that  tiie  de> 
fendimt  was  by  virtue  of  section  8  of  the  Companies 
Clanaea  Consolidation  Aot,  1846,  a  ahat^older,  and, 
thanfbie,  liable  to  the  extent  of  the  unpaid  calla  upon 
the  60  shaiea  snbaeribed  for.  The  defence  was  that  he 
had  TCoeived  no  notice  of  allotment  i  but  this  defence  waa 
plain^   inapplicable    to    the   case   ia  qneition.      The 


nomerona  decisions  whioh  require  that,  to  make  s  mil  i 
shareholder  under  the  Companies  Act,  1862  (otuder  tiie 
prerious   Joint-Stock   Companies  Aot),  ha  saA  htn 
received  notice  of  allotment,  deola^  nothint  but  tke 
neoessary  oonsequenee  of  the  ordinary  lav  of  ooDtnek 
A  man  applies  for  an  allotment  of  thucii  wketlitt  \k 
oSei  or  application  will  be  aooepted  or  not  hs  oannot  tidl; 
that  shana  ahoold  be  allotted  to  him,  and  that  he  ikooid 
receive  notice  of  that  allotment,  is  (as  in  uj  other  ont 
of  contract)  necessary  to  constitute  aa  ogretMtiit  to  ie- 
oome  a  member  of  the  company;  for  to  eonititatt  la 
agreement  there  must  be  two  sides,  and  the  ptitatiiua   ' 
be  ad  ideni.    Even  here,  however,  there  are  caaei  vkete 
without  any  notice  of  allotment  persons  hsTS  bees  iM 
llab^  as  shareholders,  where  they  have  sabsctiM  tki    : 
memorandum  of  association,  or  allowed  their  naaii  tt    ; 
appear  as  directors,  with  the  knowledga  that  the  poaa-    , 
sion   of   a    certain  namt>er  of    shares  wu  a  mmaarj 
qnaliflcation  for  a  director  (^Eocuu'  eaie,  L.  B.  1  Ch-UT, 
Palmer's  eiu*,  L  L.  B.  2  Bq.  673). 

The  present  case  was  a  clear  one.    The  geseod  Act 
says  that  every  person  who  has  subscribed  the  preaoiliei 
sam,  or  who  shall  otherwiee  have  become  aatitlcdto  i 
share,  and  whose  name  shall  be  entered  on  the  refuta, 
ahall  ha  a  ahaieholder.     The  Incorporating  Aot  dedinl 
expressly  that  aU  persona  "  who  have  already  aitaid  . 
or  shall  henafter  subscribe  to  the  andertakiif"  iluS 
constitute  the  company.    As  soon  then  a«  it  ie  "^ . 
that  a  subscriber  is  not  one  who  has  aotaaUjmileil 
payment,  but  one  who  has  stipulated  that  he  will  oiki  i  j 
payment  (.Thawut  Tunnel  Qnnpanjf  v.  ShdioK,  6  B.t! 
0.  841),  the  vrords  of  the  Aoto  directly  apply;  the  pewa 
who  has  signed  tiie  snbscripUoa  contract  beoomee  b;  w  J 
entry  on  the  register  ipto  ftttto  a  ahareholdet  Oa» 
each  a  person  possibly  ooatMid  that  he  had  aot  "  beonat 
entitled  to  a  ahare  ?" 

EZBCITTOB  SOIKO. 

MouUy  V.  ReniiM,  Q.B,  18  W.  B.  819. 
XhUtt  T.  Parfitt,  Q3.,  19  W.  B.  718. 
What  is  the  Una    which  separates  theeaaasekai 
an  executor  may,  and    the  caaea  when  he  may  ^ 
maintain  an  action  as  executor  ?     With  respeet  »y^ 
of    action    upon    contract,  which  actually  sesnw  M 
the  teatator  during  his  lifetime,   the  case   '^'^^fS 
admit  of  donbt ;  with  respect  alao  to  righta  of  a««« 
whioh  at  his  death  require  only   the  lapse  of  tiatil 
mature  them,  itbiivm  in  prmienti  tolvendrnm  i»/ia<»r»,ii| 
even  with  respect  to  such  as  were  only  ^''"''''•''JvJ 
death,  and  are  completed  afterwards  (aa  by  the  P"™ 
anoe  of  his  part  of  the  oontraot)  no  conaidanble  *• 
onlty  seems  to  arise  either  in  the  role  or  its  sppiiMw^ 
In  all  such  ca«ea  the  executor  not  only  may,  bet  (a- 
cept  in  the  last)    most   aue  aa    executor,   sad  bM 
submit  to  the  conaequent  liability  of  having  op| 
his  claim  a  set  off  due  from  the  testator  to  (be 
dant,  but  oannot  be  met  by  any  anawer  which  af|*J 
to  himself  personally.      But  it  is  with  re^eet  to  e 
tracts  made  by  the    executor   himself   that  th« 
onlty  arises.    That  he  is,  in  fact,  a  pai^  to  the  e 
tract,  ia  a  sufficient  reaaon  why  h«  should  ks  sU 
sue  in  his  own  name.    But  it  he  oould  see  enlr" 
own  name,  he  would,  with  respect  to  every  eost 
made  by  him  in  the  course  of  winding  up  the  teatal 
eatate,  heUable  to  be  met  by  d^enoea,  for  imtassa 
Oft,  applicable  to  himself  personally,  whioh  woaU  be 
convenient,  both  to  him,  and  to  thoaa  intsrsitsd  ia 
•state  whioh  he  is  administering,  aad  foe  wbote  M 
he  in  fact  sues.    He  is  therefore  allowed  to  saasa  oi 
tor  ;  and  the  rule  laid  down  ia,  that  ha  mayaosDS« 
ever    the    money,    if  leooversd,    will   bs  staeia 
Btlinfirtke  et.  vx.  v.  Xerr,  14  W.  B.  637,  LB] 
168,  an  attempt  waa  made  nnsneeassfnlly  ta  ait«M 
rule  to  acase,  where  all  that  appeared  wa%  that  mm 
plaintiff  had  married  the  dangkt«r  at  Aa  <l<x>*^ 
having  taken  oat  administratiai)  and  had  baia  m 
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tfm  tot  two  years  the  basinets  of  the  deoeased  with 
ndi  derired  from  the  estate.  In  MuteUy  at  tui. 
•.Sndall  (uii.  tub.),  this  case  was  cited  to  show  that  the 
liiatiA  ooald  not  sue  on  the  wife's  title  as  admiois- 
ntriz  dt  ksM  noH  for  goods  supplied  by  the  original 
Jminiatratriz,  within  two  months  of  the  intestates's 
jHtw,  oat  of  materials  which  had  formed  part  of  the 
ileiUte's  estate.  It  was  held  however  that  the  action 
V  rightly  boaght,  and,  the  difference  in  the  facts  being 
I  great,  there  was  no  difflonlty  in  .disttngaishing  the 
Mof  BoUngbroke  y.  Kerr.  Bat  in  the  case  of  Abhott 
Pirfitt,  [ubi.$uj>.)  where  the  plaintiffs  sned  as  exeontors 
r  goods  supplied  by  them  in  the  condnot  of  the  testa- 
te bntinesa,  which  was  being  carried  on  under  the 
netioiu  of  his  will,  the  same  case  was  again  cited ,  and 
m  Ae  statement  imported  into  the  report  of  that 
w  in  the  Lam  Journal  (35  L.  J.  Bs.  187),  that  the  bosi- 
■  wss  being  carried  on  "  for  the  benefit  of  the  estate," 
appealed  to  be  in  point.  If  that  sutement,  \;hich 
a  not  appear  in  the  other  reports,  were  true,  the  deoi- 
a  woold  have  contravened  the  mle  that  the  ezecator 
y  me  as  ezecator  wherever  the  money  lecoTered  woald 
BMts ;  bat  the  Conrt  regarded  that  statement  as  an 
s,  and  treated  the  case  as  one  in  which  the  bnsiaess 
I  being  carried  on,  not  for  the  benefit  of  the  estate,  bat 
&»  beoeflc  of  the  intestate's  daughter,  the  co-plain- 
Vu  role,  therefore,  which  was  thought  to  be  shaken 
Belinfbroie  T.  Xerr,  has  l>eea  re-established,  but' 
A,  if  any,  is  the  inference  to  be  drawn  from  that 
I  ?  The  argnment  there  was  that  the  proceeds  of  the 
ln«  would  be  assets  in  equity  ;  and  no  doabt  upon 
iditor's  suit,  the  ezecator  could  be  compelled  to  ac- 
it  for  all  profits  made  by  him  directly  or  indirectly  by 
■>  of  the  fnnda  of  the  estate  -,  that  he  has  or  has 
(•tried  on  the  business  as  ezeontor  makes  no  differ- 
a  What  the  Court  therefore  decided  was,  that  this 
nlKt  was  not  enough  to  bring  the  case  within  the 
bit&ed  on  ;  and  this  decision  is  entirely  in  conformity 
*tiat  was  said  by  Blackburn,  J.,  in  Abbott  r.  Par- 
~'Ia  the  present  oase,  it  is  oonoeded  that  the  good- 
iof  Uie  boainasa  would  have  been  entirely  lost  if  the 
Hioosof  the  trade  had  been  stopped  on  the  death  of 
htaitate,  and  to  avoid  this  it  was  carried  on,  bat  for 
lyshort  time,  on  the  intestate's  premises,  and  with 
m*,  and  that  is  strong  evidence  that  the  adminis- 
« in  so  carrying  it  on  did  so  in  her  eapaoity  at  per- 
I  npretentative.  It  might  be  right  in  one  case  so 
nyoo  bnBine8a,and  wrong  in  another.  All  depends 
ithe  tune  for  which  the  business  is  carried  on,  and 
Mjaiy  would  be  told."  From  these  observations  it 
Ms  that  the  question  is,  did  the  executor  or  adminis- 
(eaiiyon  the  business  or  make  the  dealing  in  qnes- 
—  nek.  If  he  did  he -may  aoe  in  that  oharaoter  ; 
>did  not  he  most  sue  personally. 


BANKBUPTOY, 

■IBATIOH    OF     RB80LUTI0K     FOE     COUPOSITIOH — 

tUHHATios  OF  Dbbtob— Power  and  Duty  of 

MnCTKAB. 

ttifrey  Davit ;  Cornferth  v.  Davit,  Bkoy.,  19  W.  R. 

524. 
tf'rte  Levy  ;  Re  Varietian,  Bk(^.,  19  W.  R.  686. 
t*  method  of  prooeedtnga  nnder  the  126th  of  the 
tnptoy  Act  1869,  is  doubtless  becoming  better 
Mood  than  it  was  when  the  Act  first  came  into 
>t>on,  bat  it  would  seem  that  until  the  present  cases, 
td  not  been  decided  at  what  t«riod  and  in  what 
Or  a  creditor  might  take  objection  to  the  aocoonts 

hy  the  debtor.  In  JBe  Varbetian,  a  creditor 
1^  at  the  first  meeting,  at  which  a  resolntion  was 
>d,  and  objected  to  the  resolution,  but  it  did  not 
*r  that  be  pnt  any  qaestions  to  the  debtor,  and 
^  by  iaadvertenoe  not  proved  his  debt,  he  was  not 
■U  as  dissenting  to  the  resolatioD.  At  the  second 
"H  he  attended,  again  objected  to  the  lesolation, 

*^  objected  to  several  proofs,  bat  these  proof* 


having  been  admitted  at  the  first  meeting,  the  chairman 
did  not  mark  the  objection  on  the  proofs.  Then  the 
creditor  went  before  the  registrar  and  opposed  the 
registration  of  the  resolutions,  and  he  then  demanded  that 
the  debtor  shoald  be  ezamined  on  oath.  This  the  regis- 
trar refused  to  do,  and  he  accordingly  registered  the 
resolution.  This  decision  was  affirmed  by  the  Chief 
Judge  on  appeaL  In  the  other  case.  He  Dxvis,  the 
application  to  examine  the  debtor  was  not  made  until 
after  the  registration  of  the  resolatioo,  and  it  was  like- 
wise refused,  on  the  gronnd  apparently  that  there  was  no 
jurisdiction  to  make  the  order  unless  a  primdfaeie  case 
of  fraud  had  l>een  made  out.  It  is  of  course  unneoessarjr 
to  detail  the  ciroumstances  which  the  Chief  Judge  oon- 
sidered  not  to  make  out  a  primd/aeie  case  of  fraud.  It 
is  sufficient  to  say  that  there  were  circumstanoej,  whioh 
appear  considerably  suapicions,  and  that  an  ordinary 
creditor  without  special  information  as  to  the  debtor's 
affairs,  would  seldom  be  ablc^  to  state  mnch  more.  The 
rasalt,  therefore,  clearly  is,  that  ezamination  of  the 
debtor  oannot  be  made  use  of  nnder  the  present  system 
as  a  means  of  detecting  fraud,  whioh  is  merely  suspected, 
though  if  fraud  has  Iwen  detected,  the  debtor  may 
afterwards  be  ezamined  by  any  creditor  who  cares  to 
ask  for  the  privilege.  Upon  the  main  point  noticed  by 
the  Chief  Judge  in  his  judgment,  in  Re  Varbetian,  whioh 
related  to  the  power  of  the  registrar  to  order  an  exam- 
ination of  the  debtor  on  oath  on  the  particular  occasion 
when  it  was  requested,  the  decision  is  probably  correct. 
Some  propositiona  however  appear  to  be  involved,  whioh 
are  at  least  questionable,  and,  at  all  events,  the  result 
shews  that  the  present  system  is  open  to  objections, 
which  did  not  even  arise  under  the  former  system  of 
composition  deeds.  In  Re  FaehiH,  15  W.  B.  472,  L.  B. 
2  Ch.  868,  it  was  held  that  a  debtor  who  had  executed 
a  composition  deed  might  be  ezamined  on  behalf  of  a 
creditor  with  a  view  of  impeaching  the  deed.  Under 
that  system,  there  is  no  doubt,  that  an  ezamination  of 
the  debtor  could  have  been  obtained,  if  not  as  a  matter 
of  course,  at  all  events,  by  suggesting  on  some  plausible 
grounds  that  fraud  might  be  proved,  without  making 
ttprindfaeie  oase  in  the  sense  in  whioh  the  Chief  Judge 
appears  to  use  the  ezpression.  The  ground  on  which  it 
is  said  that  there  should  be  a  differenoe  nnder  the  present 
system,  is  that  the  creditors  have  an  opportunity  of  asking 
qoestions  at  the  meeting  of  the  debtor.  The  debtor^  how- 
ever, is  not  on  oath,  and  the  creditors  oannot  have  tjfae 
assistance  of  counsel  to  oross-ezamine.  Probably  they 
may  attend  the  meeting  with  their  solicitor,  and  of 
course  may  be  represented  by  him  as  their  prozy,  but 
even  if  this  precaution  is  taken,  we  doubt  whether 
there  can  ever  be  any  opportunity  of  an  effective  cross- 
ezamination.  It  is  of  coarse  far  more  common  for  the 
debtor  to  be  the  only  penon  who  has  professional  as- 
sistance at  the  time  of  the  meeting. 

There  is  another  point  which  seems  involved  in  this 
decision  whioh  is  of  some  importance,  and  that  is  that  it 
would  appear  to  be  decided  that  the  registrar  oannot 
entertain  an  objection  to  any  proof  unless  the  objection 
is  marked  on  the  book  of  it.  We  find  nothing  in  the 
Act  or  rules  to  authorise  this.  Bule  271  certainly  says 
that  any  objection  to  proof  shall  be  marked  thereon  and 
shall  be  dealt  with  by  the  registrar.bat  this  is  we  appre- 
hend directory,  and  for  the  purpose  of  bringing  the 
objection  before  the  registrar  so  as  to  compel  him  to  deal 
with  it.  If  the  ohairman  improperly  omits  to  mark  the 
objections,  and  it  is  nevertheleas  brought  in  some  other 
fray  to  the  notice  of  the  registrar  he  ought  certainly  to 
entertain  it.  Purther  we  think  the  chairman  ought  to 
mark  an  objection  made  at  either  of  the  meetings 
although  the  proof  in  question  may  have  been  already 
admitted.  These  points  however  although  apparently 
involved  in  the  decision,  are  not  expressly  noticed  by  the 
Chief  Judge,  and  it  m^y  be  that  if  they  arise  again,  they 
may  Im  decided  in  accordance  with  the  view  we  have 
taken,  and  that  (his  case  may  l>e  ezplained  by  sayings 
that  tlie  objeoUona  made  to  the  proofs  even  if  entertained. 
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were  admittedly  not  Bastaioable  except  by  an  ezaminv 
tion  of  the  debtor  which  was  refased  oa  other  grrouods. 

Theae  oases  show  the  imperatiTe  necessity  for  • 
creditor,  nnder  the  law  as  at  present  administered,  to 
attend  any  meeting  to  which  he  is  sommoned,  and  do 
his  best  to  cross-examine  bis  debtor,  and  elioit  the  real 
truth  as  to  his  affairs.  If  he  does  not  do  so,  he  will  not 
afterwards  have  any  opportunity  of  qaestioniog  the 
debtor's  accounts  or  the  regnlsrity  of  Uie  prooeedinga, 
nnless  he  can  show  fraud  by  pHmS  facie  CTidenoe  amount- 
ing to  more  than  mere  sospiolon. 


EEVIEW8. 

Tht  Late  MagaHne  and  Za\B  Xevine.    Ko.  LXI.  New  Series. 

May,  1871.    I>>ndon  :  Batterworths. 
Tit  American  Lav  Bttiew.    April,  1871.    Boston :  Little, 

Brown,  &  Co. ;  London  :  Stevens  k  Haynes. 

The  coDtribntions  to  the  Late  Magazine  this  quarter  are 
dryer  in  matter  and  less  readable  in  point  of  style  than  is 
generally  the  case  in  this  periodicaL  A  notice  of  Lord 
JBrouf^ham's  Autobiography  is  a  fair  and  welt-written  review. 
"Tbe  Law  of  Fixtures"  is  the  first  instalment  of  an  ex- 
haustive iuTestigation  of  the  historical  development  and 
present  state  of  the  law  on  this  subject.  There  are  three 
papers  on  Judicature  ;  one  on  "  The  fieform  of  the  Pro- 
cedure of  the  English  Conrts,"  in  which  the  need  of  such  a 
reform  is  pressed,  though  not  at  all  too  strongly.  A  paper 
entitled  "  The  Jnsticer  Procednre  Bill "  (ot  the  present 
session)  consists  of  a  reprint  of  the  bill,  with  a  very  brief 
mumi  of  the  history  of  its  subject  matter.  There  is  also  a 
rather  inconclusive,  though  otherwise  unobjectionable  paper 
on  "  The  Theory  of  Appellate  Jurisdiction."  A  paper  on 
Mr.  Dudley  Field's  defence  of  the  New  York  Codes  points 
out  successfully  but  fairly  the  failures  in  Mr.  Field's  argu- 
ments. Under  the  title  "  Mettray  "  is  an  appeal  for  pecn- 
niaryh^lp  to  a  reformatory  eohnie  established  near  Touts, 
and  now  In  danger  of  being  lost  from  the  failure  of 
its  fands  since  the  trottbles  of  France  began.  The  most 
noteworthy  paper  in  the  number  is  one  on  "Legal  Be- 
porting  and  Judicial  Legislation."  The  writer  of  this, 
premising  that  the  virtue  of  judge-made  law  consists  in 
i<8  snrelj  making  known  the  principles  of  law  by  their 
applications,  and  that  reports  should  make  known  this 
juilge  made  law  as  speedily  as  possible,  he  argues  that 
for  tbe  sake  of  uniformity  and  consistency  our  judicial 
Ltw- iiokers  should  be  as  few  as  the  exigencies  of 
society  and  tbe  press  of  business  will  allow.  He  would, 
therefore,  restrict  the  authoritative  effect  of  reported  judg- 
ments to  appellate  decisions,  thus  reducing  (if  possible) 
reports  of  cases  before  tribunals  of  first  instance  to  a  level 
like  that  of  the  Law  Seportt  Wetktg  Notei,  to  be  read  for  pri- 
vate instruction  but  not  to  be  citable.  It  will  at  once  occur  to 
tile  reader  that  the  great  proportion  of  practice  points  ne- 
cessarily come  before  the  primary  courts,  and  that  it  is  most 
imjiortant  to  preserve  some  authority  on  these  points.  The 
writer  in  the  LatB  Magatine  would  provide  for  this  by  "a 
sort  of  standing  commission,  charged  to  watch  the  practice 
and  revise  it  authoritatively  at  short  intervals."  He  con- 
cludes— "it  only  remains  to  show  that  it  would  be  possible 
\>y  any  enactment  to  prevent  the  counsel  and  judges  from 
cuing  and  reiving  on  the  decisions  of  the  lower  courts,"  and 
admits  that  there  are  difficulties  in  the  way  of  that,  which 
it  would  be  hard  to  gainsay.  This  paper  is  well  worth 
reading ;  the  number  strikes  us  on  the  wnole  as  below  the 
average  in  strength  and  originalitv. 

The  Amtrican  Law  Seview,  like  most  of  the  American 
law  serials,  occupies  bnt  a  small  proportion  of  its  space  with 
original  articles.  In  the  present  nnmber  a  very  lengthy 
paper  is  devoted  to  an  advocacy  of  an  American  view  of 
the  North  Eastern  Fisheries  question.  An  article  on  "  Ex- 
pert Testimony  "  concludes  a  paper  on  the  subject  begun 
last  qnarter.  If  tbe  reader  should  not  be  of  opinion  Oiat 
the  aothor  makes  out  his  case  for  tbe  institution  of  a  species 
of  "  a^KTt  amid  curia"  he  will  at  least  have  found  the  paper 
entertaining  and  instructive.  The  remaining  article  is  an  ac- 
count of  the  recently  instituted  Bar  Association  of  New  York, 
designed  as  a  means  of  reviving  the  lost  honour  of  the  New 
York  bench  and  lawyer  profession,  and  the  abuses  it  aims 
at  correoting.  In  answer  to  the  question  why  the  notori- 
ous  judges,  the  "Erie"  judges  for  instance,  are  not  im- 
peached by  the  association,  the  writer  seems  to  say  that  the 


new  movement  is  not  strong  enough  yet— impeickmest 
always  has  •  political  character,  and  at  present "  tlit  mnt 
nprobate  that  eoold  disgrace  the  bench  wonld  be  (tneatd 
from  poniahmeDt  by  the  same  oonstitoency  that  elicttd  lii. 
The  editors  of  the  Ameriean  Law  Bevieie,  boweTsr,  in&ist 
"  sammary  of  events,"  seem  to  think  that  the  Bir  Aaoeii. 
tion  is  not  doing  enoogh  to  take  the  bull  by  the  horn;  it 
appears  that  very  serious  charges  have  been  broo^U,  ud 
pablioly  repeated,  against  Mr.  DAdlejr  Field,  sod  it  ii  it- 
marked  that  tho  Bar  Association,  whichbasnowacliitta, 
ooght  to  take  the  matter  up  and  either  expti  or  icii«it  St. 
Field. 


COURTS. 

COUETS  Of'baNKEUPTCY. 
LmcoLM's-IyM  Fiklds. 
Feb.  2,  8 ;  Mar.  8 ;  April  13 ;  May  U.—Es  ftrti  PWifi, 
rt  Binfkam, 
Evidmet  of  proper  exeeution  of  inepeetonkif  ieA 
In  iefauU  of  talUUtf  ae  a  properlg  exectUed  iiii  ude  <k 
Bankripte)  Act,  1869. 

Held,  that  tkeprovitiom*  of  the  deed  uer*  not  atk  u  awtf 
U  carried  into  effect  iy  a  eourt  of  egnitf,  aad  eumfmil 
that  the  deed  had  entirelif /alien  through. 

This  case  came  before  the  Court  on  an  applicttioa  ^  tb 
inspectors  under  a  deed  of  inspectorship  executed  b;  Jok 
Bingham  in  1866,  claiming  to  be  entitled  as  tgtniit  tki 
assignee  nnder  tbe  subsequent  bankruptcy  of  Binghu  ii 
1867  to  a  snm  of  money  in  the  hands  of  the  aanitaae,  it- 
presenting  the  proceeds  of  certain  frimitare  and  eff«bt^ 
longing  to  the  debtor  at  the  date  of  his  deed. 

By  deed  of  inspectorship  dated  the  31st  of  Jalr,  1K(, 
and  made  bstween  John  Bingham  (the  debtor),  of  the  fim 
part,  J.  Cooper  and  T.  H.  Wintle  (the  inspeoton)  (^  th 
second  part,  and  the  creditors  of  Bingham,  of  the  tliiii 
part,  Bingham  covenanted  to  ddiver  seoonati  to 
and  to  wind  up  his  estate  under  the  discretiw  a 
the  inspectors;  and  he  covenanted  that  the  uid  eiUti  j 
should  be  administered  in  accordance  with  the  piiadpH 
rales,  and  practice  of  the  then  English  Bankrapt  f<^*°''' 
near  hereto  as  drcnmstanoea  womd  permit,  having  np" 
to  the  terms  of  the  deed,  that  the  debtor  would,  ifA> 
inspectors  should  by  writing  so  require,  effectually  ceWT 
and  assign  all  hi*  estate  and  effeots  lemajning  out"  "^ 
to  the  inspeotors  in  trust  to  be  forthwith  revised 
minirtered  and  divided  according  to  the  law  of 
among  the  creditors  of  the  debtor,  according  to  the  ami 
of  the  respective  debts  which  should  then  remain  aii|itiil 
The  deed  was  executed  by  the  debtor  and  by  the  in 
tors  and  purported  to  be  executed  or  assented  to  br  a 
dent  majority  in  number  and  value  of  the  creditor!  o( 
debtor  so  as  to  be  a  valid  deed  under  the  Bankraptcf^ 
of  1861 ;  and  on  the  38th  of  August,  1866,  it  wu  di 
registered.  .  . 

On  the  S3rd  of  Febroary,  1867,  the  inspecton  pnxw" 
to  serve  a  notioe  on  the  debtor  leqairing  him  to  i*^! 
his  outstanding  estate  and  effects,  bnt  this  service  was  » 
poted. 

The  principal  part  of  the  estate  of  the  debtor 
of  furniture;  and  on     the  6th   of   Jane,    1867, 
Fnrber,  acting  under  the  powers  of  an  assign  msnt  mat 
him  by  wav  of  mortg^ige  on  the  11th  of  Manh,  1867,  b;' 
debtor,  sold  this  furniture. 

On  the  6th  of  November,  1867,tthe  debtor  wu  sdjadical 
bankrupt,  and  T.  B.  Sohweitser  was  appointed  aasi^K 
the  banxruptoy. 

Notioe  of  the  inspeetorship  deed  had  been  givea  br 
inspeotors  to  Fnrber,  bnt  nothing  eke  i^peared  to  h« 
been  done  nnder  that  deed  nntil  the  18th  of  March.  ISA 
when  W.  P.  Phillips  and  Q.  PhiUips  wops  appointed  « 
specters  in  the  place  of  Cooper  and  Wintle  ;  and  is  U 
1868,  the  new  inspectors  filed  a  bill  against  ^i*^ 
Schweitzer   and  another   mortgagee  of  Bingham,  cU 
ing  the  proceeds  of  the  sale  of  the  fiimitare  after  sHo* 
Furber  to  deduct  what  was  due  to  him.    SchwsitMr  ffl  ^ 
answer  said  that  he  was  informed  and  believed  that  the 
spectorship  deed  was  not  executed  or  asssnted  to  by  a" 
oient  majority  in  nnmber  and  value  of  theorsditooM 
was  advised  that  it  was  invalid  and  an  aot  of  baaknq* 
and  ha  olaimad  the  proceeds  of  the  sala  of  Os  (ormtan 

""^^use  was  heard  before  the  Master  of  the  BoDsi 
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odwUthrfFebroary,  1870  («*>  report,  18  W.  R.  479), 
JjmuiedUie  bill  with  costs,  but  apoa  sppetil(18  W.  B.  986, 
..  R.  J  Ch.  746),  the  Lord  ChanoeUor  (  Uatherley)  varied  the 
nfer  by  directmc  that  the  sum  paid  into  Court  by  Farber, 
gd  u  additional  sam  to  be  paid  by  him,  should  be  paid  to 
chweitzer,  he  undertaking  to  deal  with  it  aa  the  Court 
loald  direct,  without  prejudice  to  any  application  to  be 
sde  by  the  plaintiffii  to  the  Court  of  Bankruptcy  within  a 
cntli. 

The  inspectors  in  support  of  their  claim  produced  the 
iginal  affidavit  of  the  debtor  with  the  list  of  creditors 
meied  delivered  to  the  Chief  Bf^^ictrar  at  the  time  of 
ptratioD,  also  the  certificate  of  registration  itself  endorsed 
I  the  deed ;  and  they  produced  certain  papers  purporting 
be  aaents  to  ths  deed  given  by  certain  persons  whose 
sie>  appeared  to  be  subscribed,  but  no  evidence  was  given 
ihow  that  these  persons  were  identical  with  tticse  whose 
ma  appeared  in  the  list  of  creditors. 
RieatiiTiieeinsapport  of  his  claim  relied  upon  certain 
tmisatiuQi  of  creditors  taken  in  1867  under  the  deed  at 
lingtanceof  the  present  inspectors  who  were  two  of  the 
pet  creditors.  He  also  relied  on  certain  examinations  of 
bankrupt  recently  taken  in  his  bankruptcy,  which 
vnI  that  at  the  date  of  the  deed  there  were  some  eighteen 
tranty  creditors  more  than  those  which  the  bankrupt 
iwom  to  in  1866,  as  forming  the  correct  list — the  effect 
ka  omiaaion  being  to  reduce  the  number  and  value  of 
debta  of  aasentiDg  creditors  below  the  necessary  majority. 
I  bankrupt  was  brought  up  by  warrant,  but  was  not  crass- 
mined. 

IfUi/iod  Sobnn  for  the  inspectors.— By  the  terms  of 
deed  the  debtor  was  bound  to  assign  his  outstanding 
te  when  required  to  do  so,  and  it  was  asked  that  the 
seeds  ahonld  be  paid  over.  The  inspectors  were  assignees 
ant  of  fact  and  entitled  to  distribute  the  assets.  The 
tor  hating  obtained  all  the  benefit  of  the  deed  could  not 
Idijpnte  it.  Even  if  the  deed  could  be  impeached  under 
i»  192,  it  would  stiU  be  good  under  section  194, 
lifon  the  notice  being  served  the  property  vested  in 
i^^ectors.  But  the  assignees  could  not  impeach  it 
Mftey  showed  fraud  ;  and  registration  was  piimA  &eie 
PM  that  all  the  requisitions  of  the  Act  of  Parliament 
(seen  complied  with.  An  assignment  in  equity  oould  not 
Me  ai  an  act  of  bankruptcy. 

itckiuiU  and  Brough,  for  the  assignee The  deed  must 

Imted  as  a  deed  intended  to  opei«te  under  section  192, 
leqniring  all  the  conditions  imposed  by  that  section  to 
Knplied  with.  Registration  was  prim&  facie  evidence 
t the  necessary  majority  of  creditors  had  assented,  but 
^mote,  and  when  the  deed  was  impeached  the  in- 
tora  were  bound  to  prove  it.  But  the  assignee  was 
llted  to  prove  affirmatively  that  those  conditions  had  not 
ioompUed  with  ;  and  if  it  were  shown  that  the  deed  was 
^  nnder  section  192,  ths  title  of  the  inspectors  wholly 
d. 

'■.  W.  Coeptr,  for  T.  H.  Smith,'  a  mortgagee. 
'■i^lty,  in  reply. 

be  following  authorities  were  cited :  JSe  part*  Atkauon, 
BrnkAank,  18  W.  B.  777,  L.  B.  9  Eq.  736  ;  Ex  parti 
•K<>7',  11  W.  R.  157,  1  De  Or.  J.  &  H.  225 ;  Waddington 
UcrU,  16  W.  R.  1040,  li.  B.  3  Q.  B.  679  ;  Brambla  v. 
«.  16  W.  R.  649,  L.  R  3  a  P.  468  ;  BiJdatlT.  Kiiig,  17 
&  614,  L.  R.  4  0.  P.  649  ;  Smoiu  r.  Otorg;  12  W.  B. 
'  >nd  13  W.  R.  922,  3  Hurl  Sc  0. 996 ;  Jthtuon  t.  Otenton, 
ff-  R.  675,  li.  B.  4  Exch.  107  ;  AUen  v.  Bgnntt.  18  W. 
•74,  L  E.  6  Ch.  677  ;  Maretr  x.  Ftttrum,  15  W.  E. 
>.Ii.  R.  2  Exch.  304;  Aaby  r.  ^ur3$,  16  W.  B.  831, 
L  SCh.  515  ;  JHekard  r.  Sian,  6  Ad.  &  El.  469  ;  Oregg 
•to,  10  Ad.  *  El.  90  ;  jro*s<na  v.  Jonet,  18  W.  E.  477  ; 
fjfmiu,  17  W.  R.  1040;  Tue&tr  r.  Semaman,  1  W.  R. 
i>4D«Q.MoN.  ft  a.  895;  J»n4$  v.  Mari*r,  19  W.  R. 
t;  Mx  part*  Hannington,  St  Stafford,  18  W.  R.  969 ; 
<*<<v.  Own,  16  W.  R.  1072,  L.  R.  3  Cb.  366;  Broom's 
^Boa-f' Omnia  pra  prcenmwttur  riti  tut  acta,"  and  cases 
id  luidsr  that  hMd ;  Otneral  Fumithing  Company  v.  Venn, 
»^  153 ;  Oitugh  y.  Svtrard,  2  Exch.  1. 

Cur.  ada,  vuU. 

|hy  leth,  Mr.  Registrar  Mubbat. — In  this  case  I  am  of 
■ion  that  while  on  the  one  hand  the  inspectors  desiring 
Kly  on  registration  ander  section  192  are  bound  to  prove 
^  title,  it  is  on  ^e  other  hand  clearly  competent  for  the 
•pats  to  impeach   the  validity  of  that  registration. 


Xumerons  authorities  have  been  cited  on  the  question  aa  to 
the  necessity  of  proof,  or  perhaps  I  should  say  the  extent  of 
proof  in  these  caaea,  and  I  entertain  no  doubt  as  to  the 
effect  of  those  dedaiona.  [His  Honour  then  noticed 
specifically  the  authoritieii  cited  npon  that  point.]  What 
extent  of  proof  the  Court  might  require,  whether  strict 
evidence  of  the  handwriting  of  each  alleged  assenting  party, 
it  is  not  necesanry  now  to  consider,  for  here  there  is  not 
even  any  prim&  facie  evidence  g^ven  that  the  parties  whose 
names  are  attached  to  these  papers  were  the  same  parties  aa 
those  whose  names  appear  in  the  list  of  creditors.  There 
ought  to  have  heen  no  difficulty  in  procuring  such  evidence 
if  it  existed,  and  in  such  a  case  as  this,  where,  to  use  the 
words  of  the  Lord  Chancellor,  "  there  is  very  good  ground 
for  doubting  the  bona  Jidta  of  the  deed,"  it  was  especially 
necessary,  and  I  think  that  the  inspectors  have  failed  to 
show  affirmatively  that  the  deed  has  been  duly  registered 
nnder  section  192. 

Having  referred  to  the  evidence  upon  this  subject,  his 
Honour  proceeded  : — Mr.  Bagley  has  urged  that  the 
Court  ought  to  respect  the  debtor's  evidence  on  the 
ground  that  he  could  not  be  heard  against  his  own  deed, 
but  the  examinations  on  which  the  assignee  relied  have  been 
taken  on  oath  before  a  t!ourt  of  competent  authority  ;  and 
the  debtor  has  been  present  on  every  occasion  and  not  oross- 
txamined. 

Again,  it  may  be  said  that  at  this,  distance  of  time 
it  would  not  be  competent  for  the  dissentient  creditors 
to  dispute  the  validity.of  the  deed  as  not  having  been  duly 
registered  under  section  192,  and  that,  bein^  therefore 
binding  on  them,  the  Court  would  have  no  difficulty  in 
carrying  out  the  trusts.  This  would  he  a  legitimate  argu- 
ment if  nothing  had  taken  place  in  the  interval.  But  bank- 
ruptcy has  supervened,  and  not  only  so,  but  at  the  time  of 
the  adjudication  th<re  was  actually  pending  in  this  Court 
an  application  by  the  now  inspectors  for  leave  to  issue 
execution  on  the  ground  of  iis  not  being  a  valid  deed  under 
that  sectinn,  and  that  application  only  fell  to  the  gronnd  by 
reason  of  that  adjudication.  I  am  of  opinion  that  this  deed 
cannot  be  supported  as  a  valid  deed  under  section  192  and 
it  therefore  becomes  necessary  to  consider  the  arguments 
which  have  been  urged  in  support  of  its  being  a  good  deed 
at  common  law,  and  of  the  trusts  being  capable  of  execution 
by  this  Court. 

Now  in  Sgtmms  v.  Qtwgt  it  is  to  be  observed  that 
there  was  an  actual  immediate  asaigiunent  of  all  the 
debtor's  property  to  trustees  upon  trust  for  distribution 
among  the  creditors,  by  virtue  of  which  assignment  the 
trustees  were  entitled  to  seize,  and  this  was  also  the  case  in 
the  next  case  of  Johnton  ▼.  Otinton.  The  effect  of  the 
deed  in  these  ttvo  cases  was  to  divest  ths  grantor  of,  and  to 
vest  in  the  grantee,  all  the  property  in  the  goods  comprised 
in  it  by  virtue  of  its  delivery,  that  is,  the  delivery  of  the 
d£ed,  and  bearing  this  in  mind,  the  decisions  in  these 
casoa  are  perfectly  uear  and  intelligible.  Ex  parte  Atkin- 
ton  V.  Brookibank  was  again  a  case  of  a  deed  of  assignment 
by  which  the  debtor  conveyed  and  assigned  all  his  eatate  to 
the  respondent  to  be  distributed  among  all  his  creditors  ac- 
cording to  the  law  of  bankruptcy,  and  a  release  by  creditors. 
Upon  reading  the  elaborate  judgment  of  the  Chief  Judge  in 
that  case  Uie  decision  amounts  to  this,  that  with 
respect  to  deeds  registered  under  the  194th  section 
the  jurisdiction  of  the  Court  of  Bankruptcy  at  onee  at- 
taches, and  that  the  creditors  are  already  entitled  to  invoke 
the  aid  of  that  jurisdiction  for  the  purposes  of  enforcing  its 
provisions  and  of  giving  it  full  effect  by  such  metms  as  are 
wiibin  the  administration  of  the  Conrt,  and  therefore  his 
Lordship  dismissed  the  appeal,  thereby  deciding  that  the 
appellant  was  bound  to  submit  herself  to  examination  under 
the  deed.  But  it  is  clear  that  although  coming  within  the 
terms  of  the  197^  section  for  some  purposes,  a  deed  regis- 
tered nnder  the  194th  section  does  not  carry  with  it  all  the 
rights  and  privileges  conferred  by  section  197.  This  au- 
thority is  only  of  importance  on  the  present  application  as 
showing  that  in  the  case  of  a  deed  registered  under  section 
194,  this  Court  will  assist  in  carrying  out  the  trusts  so  far 
as  they  are  capable  of  execution.  "The  cases  of  Symoiu  v. 
George  and  Jonet  v.  Otenton  are  both  authorities  for  ths 
further  proposition  that  the  fact  of  a  deed  having  been 
mads  with  the  intention  that  it  should  operate  under  the 
I92nd  section  is  no  bar  to  its  being  a  good  deed  at  common 
law  where  there  has  been  an  absolute  assignment  made  by 
the  deed  and  the  trusts  are  not  impossible  of  execution.  If, 
thetafore,  the  inspectors  are  able  to  show  that  the  deed  in 


Digitized  by 


Google 


546 


THE  SOLICITORS'  JOURNAL  &  REPORTER.  May27,iS7l. 


this  case  possenea  'both  these  ingredientf,  they  would  be 
'entitled  to  succeed,  subject,  of  course,  to  the  consideration 
of  the  other  objections  which  have  been  raised  by  the 
assignee  under  the  bankruptcy.  [His  Honour  then  referred 
to  the  terms  of  the  deed].  Now  there  is  no  immediate  as- 
signment ;  nothing,  therefore,  in  the  shape  of  property  upon 
which  the  trusts  for  distribution  declared  by  the  deed  oonid 
immediately  fasten.  In  that  respect  it  is  a  mere  covenant 
and  nothing  more,  and  one  which  up  to  this  moment  has 
nerer  been  performed.  As  regards  a  covenant  to  assign 
being  eqniralent  in  equity  to  actual  assignment  and  owner- 
•hip,  that  is  a  proposition  which  is  familiar  enough,  but  it 
means  nothing  more  than  this,  that  in  a  proper  case  the 
coTenantee  may  invoke  the  assistance  of  a  court  of  equity 
to  give  him  actual  possession  of  the  subject-matter  ot  the 
covenant,  or  compel  the  covenantor  to  take  snch  steps  as 
will  give  the  covenantee  a  legal  title  and  enable  him  to 
obtain  possession.  Many  illustrations  might  be  given  of 
this  proposition.  One  peculiarly  apposite  is  to  be  found 
in  Rieh«$  v.  Owtn,  one  of  the  cases  cited,  and  on  which  the 
inspectors  rely.  In  that  case  the  deed  was  very  similar  in 
its  provisions  to  the  one  now  before  the  Court,  and  contained 
a  similar  covenant  to  assign;  and  it  was  to  protect  the 
property  comprised  in  that  covenant  that  the  inspentors 
snocessfnlly  invoked  the  aid  of  a  court  of  equity  to  appoint 
a  receiver.  But  that  deed  had  been  duly  registered  under 
Motion  192,  and  was  therefore  a  valid  binding  deed  on  all 
the  creditors.  But  Rickei  v.  Owen  is  no  authority  for  ^hn 
interference  of  a  court  of  equity  where  the  deed  has  not  been 
registered  (or  duly  registered)  under '  section  192,  and  is 
therefore  not  a  deed  binding  upon  any  creditor  who  has  not 
exeoated  or  assented  to  it.  Would  the  Court  interlfere  in 
sodl  a  cose,  and  if  so  to  what  extent  P  This  really  appears 
to  be  the  whole  point  in  the  case.  Could  the  inspectors,  on 
de&ult  made  by  the  debtor  under  his  covenant,  have  applied 
to  a  court  of  equity  to  assist  them,  and  what  relief  could 
they  have  asked  F  That  the  debtor  should  be  decreed  to 
execute  an  assignment  pursuant  to  his  covenant 
and,  as  ancillary  to  that,  a  receiver  in  the  meantime 
and  an  injunction  against  the  debtor  to  restrain  him  from 
making  away  with  his  j>roperty.  As  regards  the  injunction, 
the  Court  might  possibly  find  little  difficulty  in  granting  it. 
But  as  regards  the  appointment  of  a  receiver,  the  case  would 
be  one  of  extreme  difficulty.  The  interference  of  the  Court 
by  appointing  a  receiver  in  a  case  of  mere  covenant  would, 
'  of  co.nrse,  depend  upon  whether  the  covenant  was  prim4 
&oie  one  which  a  Court  of  Equity  would  enforce.  No  case 
has  been  cited  in  which  such  a  covenant  in  an  inspectorship 
deed  has  ever  been  ordered  to  be  specifically  performed,  nor 
am  I  aware  of  any  snch  case.  The  mere  covenant  or  agree- 
ment to  assign  is  clearly  not  an  act  of  bankruptcy.  The 
effisot  of  an  order  enforcing  such  a  covenant  would,  in  fact, 
be  to  compel  the  debtor  to  commit  an  act  of  bankruptcy  of 
which  any  one  of  the  dissentient  creditors  might  at  once  take 
advantage,  and  that  on  a  covenant  containod  in  a  deed  by 
the  very  nature  and  provisions  of  which  it  is  clear  that  the 
debtor  desired  and  intended  to  avoid  bankruptcy.  As  re- 
gards the  creditors,  it  would  at  once  alter  the  entire  relative 
positions  existing  between  themselves  and  the  debtor 
by  enabling  not  only  those  who  were  creditors  dis- 
senting at  the  date  of  the  deed,  but  any  creditor 
-who  had  become  so  since,  to  procure  him  to  be 
adjudicated  bankrupt  and  thus  come  in  and  share  in  the 
distribution  of  his  estate.  The  conclusion  to  which  I  have 
arrived  is  that  the  deed  is  one  which  as  regards  the  property 
of  the  debtor  rests  upon  mere  contract,  and  has  in  fact 
failed  of  its  purpose  and  fallen  through.  I  will  only  refer 
to  the  observations  of  two  learned  judges — the  Master  of 
the  Rolls,  and  the  Chief  Judge — as  to  the  nature  of  these 
inspectorship  deeds  and  which  seem  to  me  to  go  farto  support 
the  views  on  which  my  conclusion  is  based.  [His  Honour 
then  referred  to  Phillipt  v.  Furber,  and  He  Si/mons, 
■  viiiup.'] 

I  am  of  opinion,  therefore,  that  the  case  of  the  inspectors 
has  failed,  and  that  the  moneys  in  the  hands  of  the  assignee 
must  be  held  to  form  part  of  the  estate  to  be  administered 
in  the  bankruptcy,    l^e  costs  will  come  out  of  the  estate, 
but  there  will  be  no  costs  to  T.  H.  Smith.    I  have  not  ad- 
verted to  other  points  which  have  been  argued,  these  being 
points  which,  upon  the  condosion  I  have  come  to,  do  not 
now  arise. 
Solicitors  for  the  inspectors,  C.  ^  C.  A.  Cuff. 
Solicitors  for  other  parties,  IiigXef[  Co. 
■Solicitor  for  the  assignee,  J.  R  Chidley. 


COUNTY  COURTS. 
Bloomsburt. 
(Before  G.  L.  RtrssBLL,  Esq.,  Jnigt.) 
April  27  ;  May  5  —Speneer  v.  Smtt. 

BiOt  of  tttU  Act  (17  *  18  Vict.  e.  36)— ?««(  n^i^  utit. 
ment. 

This  was  an  interpleader  issue,  and  the  foctt  of  tbecas 
were  as  follows  :  An  action  was  originally  broagkt  b?  Itii 
plaintiff  against  the  defendant,  a  married  woaiin,  toneoia 
the  sum  of  £l\  8s.  6d.  Defendant  tlloired  juigiiat 
to  go  by  default.  The  goods  upon  her  premises  v«  sak- 
qnently  seized  Tajfifa,  and  they  were  thereapon  d^mtd  t; 
the  tmatees,  under  a  post  nuptial  settlement  made  bttseti 
the  drfendant's  hvsMnd,  the  defendant  and  the  tnKnv 
whereby  the  defendant's  husband  covenanted  tops;  to :ii 
trustees  an  annuity  of  £400  for  her  sole  aud  a^uitt  la 
with  restraint  on  anticipation;  tht  settlement  tboaci' 
prised  the  furnitute  which  was  the  subject  of  tliis  isne.  1°. 
appeared  that  the  house  where  the  seizure  took  pUctii'Js 
residence  of  Mr.  and  Mrs.  Scott,  in  this  soise  ou;,  tktki 
defendant  resides  there  and  keeps  up  the  establi>haait,ul 
her  husband  is  now  d  (veiling  at  his  country  seat,  lad  ^ 
in  fitct,  never  lived  in  his  town  house.  It  also  ajifeni 
that  previously  to  the  execution  the  fumitare  liMbiti::il< 
moved,  by  order  of  the  defendant's  husband,  ts  it 
Pantechnicon,  but  on  the  request  of  the  trustee  it  biat 
conveyed  to  the  defendant's  present  residence.  Tht  id^ 
ment  was  never  registered  under  the  Bills  of  Sale  id  \ 
section  1  of  that  statute  it  is  enacted,  inter  alit,m 
unless  a  bUl  of  sale  be  registered  within  twenty-oMtf 
after  the  making  thereof,  it  shall  be  null  and  ^di 
against  execution  creditors  and  others,  so  far  as  KffK\^ 
property  of  any  personal  chattels  comprised  insndUli 
sale  which  at  or  after  such' execution,  &c.,  sliall  ^  i'H 
possession  or  apparent  possession  of  the  person  malaag  H 
bill  of  sale,  or  of  any  person  against  whom  tlie  pnieti  A 
have  issued  under  or  in  the  execution  of  wliich  such  bill 
sale  shall  have  been  made  or  given  as  the  case  may  be.     i 

Harmtworih  for  the  claimant,  having  opened  the  ok  ai 
stated  the  foregoing  facts, 

Willianu  for  the  execution  creditor,  contended  tluJ4 
settlement  was  null  and  void,  as  it  was  not  regitttRdiiM 
cordance  with  the  Bills  of  Sale  Act;  he  cited  FoitUrt.M 
28  L.  J.  Q.  B.  210,  where  it  was  held,  that  a  post  rati 
settiement  is  uot  excepted  from  the  operation  of  tlte  lOM 
and  should  be  filed  as  required  by  that  Act 

Harnuicorth  contended  that  Foteler  T.  Fo^eriii  not  i^ 
to  the  present  case.  Pnoler  v.  FaOtr  established  that  ■m 
nuptial  settlements  of  goods  and  chattels  utiretf,  nqmin  i 
gistration,  this  was  not  only  a  settlement  of  the  finurJl 
but  also  of  an  annuity,  the  object  of  the  Legislaton  vis  I 
prevent  fraud,  whereas  here  the  iwd.^  nature  of  the  * 
tlement  was  apparent.  The  maker  of  the  settleoeut  M 
been  and  was  at  the  present  time  perfectly  solTent.  t 
1st  section  of  the  the  Act  showed  clearly  that  legbir^ni 
was  only  necessary  where  the  process  was  issued  again 't  ■ 
maker  of  the  bill  of  sale,  and  did  not  apply  as  in  the  \*f^ 
case,  where  it  is  issued  against  a  third  party.  The  f*  t  'J 
the  defendant  was  a  married  lady  was  for  the  purpose  c-fi 
argument  unimportant,  the  execution  creditor  might  li* 
commenced  proceedings  against  Mr.  Scott,  but  had  chow' 
rely  upon  the  defendant's  separate  estate,  and  his  renedjl 
inequity.  The  evidence,  as  regards  the  deposit  at.  and  5<li 
quent  removal  from  the  Pantcdinicon,  by  the  tmstees,  sh^ 
Uiat  the  trustees  had  something  more  than  that  K« 
possession  referred  to  in  the  interin«tation  classes  of  th(i 
of  Parliament,  and  as  a  feet  these  goods  were  not  eitlser 
the  real  or  apparent  possession  of  the  maker  of  settktif! 
but  were  bona  fide  the  property  of  the  trustees  :  anJer  !-_* 
circumstances  he  submitted  that  it  was  clear  that  'I 
registration  of  the  deed  was  unnecessary.  He  dted  (?»«.." 
"Everard.n  W.  H.  702,  cited  in  Re  ViMng,  18  W.  R  M 
to  the  "apparent  possession,"  and  Simimmt  v.  Eiitiit,  I 
M.  &  W.  838. 

fVilliamt,  in  reply,  submitted  that  the  latto-  put" 
section  1  of  the  Act  made  registration  of  a  MD  «i  ■ 
necessary,  although  process  had  not  issued  against  tiie  &■■ 
he  cited  the  following  words  :  "  or  of  anv  persoa  «^ 
whom  the  process  shall  have  been  issnea  under  or  ii>' 
execution  of  which  such  bill  of  sale  shall  have  bets  n*^< 
given  as  the  case  may  be." 

Judgment  reserved. 
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)iiyi.—Ut.  BrssBLU — Thii  is  an  interpleader  inmmons 
tilting  to  the  repairs  of  pictures  and  fornitare  for  Mrs. 
icott,  and  she  not  payine  the  bill  of  £9  is  sued.  She  was,  it 
waa,  g  married  lady,  out  she  did  not  plead  her  coverture, 
DdtheplsintiffrecoTered  judgment  against  her.  He  issued 
lecotion  thereunder,  and  these  pictures  aud  furniture, 
Mogit  othen  were  seized.  The  present  claimants  made 
MT  claim,  the  money  was  paid  into  court,  and  the  pictures 
idfiiniitare  were  then  released.  The  claimants  are  the 
issues  under  a  deed  of  settlement,  by  which  Mr.  Sco^t,  the 
■bud,  assigned  to  them  these  things  amongst  other 
itnitnie  npon  trust  for  Hrs.  Scott,  that  they  should  be  for 
•r  life  Slid  for  her  snrriTor  absolutely,  and  agreed  to  pay 
I  umnal  sum  for  her  expenses,  &o.  They  were  together 
riome  time,  I  know  not  when,  nor  how  long,  after  the 
itiement,  hot  they  then  separated.  Mr.  Scott  broke  up 
ioUbliiliment,  and  sent  tiie  furniture  to  the  Panteohni- 
a,  and  gave  notice  of  the  removal. 
Cnder  the  anthority  of  the  18th  Norember,  1870,  the 
Httes  obtained  the  goods  and  put  them  into  another  house 
eapied  by  the  lady.  Under  these  circnmstauoes  the 
uteti  all^  that  the  chattels  are  theirs,  and  not  the 
iff.  The  answer  of  the  execution  creditor  is  that  the 
<t  Mptial  settlement  is  a  bill  of  sale,  and  requires  regis- 
itiw,  and  as  it  has  never  been  registered  is  Void.  Mr. 
Oliaou  referred  me  to  Fowler  T.  F<ut»r,  28  L.  J.  Q.  B.  210, 
lera  it  WIS  decided  that  a  post  nuptial  settlemeut  is  not 
tUn  the  exception  of  the  Bills  of  Sale  Act,  aud  that  such 
iKiment  as  this  required  registration.  But,  as  between 
iptrties  now  before  me,  that  decision  and  the  non-regis- 
hon  of  this  deed  does  not  avail  with  the  plaintiff.  In 
ukr  V.  Fotler  the  judgment  was  against  the  bosband,  the 
lotion  was  against  him,  and  it  was  the  husband  by  whom 
)  bill  of  sale  was  execnted  for  the  benefit  of  bis  wife  and 
Unn.  But  here  thejudgmentis  not,  noris  the  execution 
iut  the  hnsbend,  and  the  bill  of  sale  is  void  only  against 
oeention  by  the  vendor  of  goods  to  the  husband.  The 
111  of  the  Act  are  :  ' '  The  person  by  whom  the  bill  of  sale 
l&lie  made,"  and  as  against  this  claim  and  this  execution 
•lad  is  valid  and  proper  to  pass. 
Qtcase,  however,  ia  one  of  great  hardship.  The  money 
ihliour  of  the  plaintiff  have  been  expended  on  the  very 
Utt  which  have  been  seized,  and  have  added  greatly  to 
s  nine,  and  I  shall,  therefore,  give  no  costs  against  the 
■ntion  creditor,  the  claimants  must  look  to  the  lady  for 
Bcotta,  for  whom  they  are  trustees. 
U;nMt/or  the  clnmaat,  with  eoils. 
wanuy  for  the  claimant,  J.  X.  Uaton. 

BisxiiiORaM. 
(Before  Mr.  R.  O.  Wblpovd,  Judge.) 
May  17. — Etut  v.  Uuudy. 
Qua  wu  an  action  broaght  by  Mr.  Al&ed  East,  solicitor, 
out  James  Hnndy,  timber  merchant,  to  recover  X15  for 
fasional  servicea. 
|ir.  Duke  for  the  plaintiff. 
(r-  Bowlsnds  for  the  defendant 

*  appeared  that  a  short  while  ago  the  defendant  wished 
[■e  a  man  named  Bates,  and  placed  the  matter  in  the 
Btifi's  hands.  Plaintiff  commenced  proceedings  in  a 
erior  court,  but  npon  the  day  befori  the  trial  defendant 
Med  to  find  money  to  go  on,  as  he  meant  the  action  to 
!•  been  taken  in  the  county  court.  The  defence  was 
i  plaintiff  was  only  authorised  to  take  proceedings  in  the 
■ity  court  This,  however,  was  not  made  out,  and,  the 
i™ffs  charge*  having  been  shown  to  be  reasonable,  a 
liet  was  given  for  the  amount  claimed. 


QENEBAL  CORRESPONDEHCB. 

Pafbb  Practiob. 
lir,— One  of  your  daily  contemporaries  latel;^  published 
ifoUowiog  : — ^A  correspondent  sends  the  following  account 
a  itnage  new  practice  in  Chancery :  "  My  gnevance  is 
i  I  have  been  '  weighed  in  the  balance  and  found  want- 
^'  Somebody  made  me  (a  solicitor  myself)  defendant  in 
uancery  suit,  and  I  had  to  put  in  an  answer.  This  precious 
Ament  was  settled  by  counsel,  engrossed  b^  a  law 
tioner,  sworn  to  by  myselt,  and  then  sent  for  fiUng.  The 
<ials  noted  the  stamps,  counted  the  words,  counted  sgain 
>  lines  on  the  paper, .  then  actually  measured 
Ikaportianofa  yard  measure  the  size  of  the  paper,  the 


width  of  the  margin.  AH  turned  out  right ;  and  then  they 
actually  weighed  my  answer,  as  if  it  were  sugar  !  and  I  was 
found  to  be  a  drachm  short ;  one  ounce  one  drachm,  and  not 
one  ounce  two  drachms.  Therefore  my  answer  is  returned  to 
me  unfiled.  Thus  I  am  in  contempt  because  my  stationer, 
like  other  tradesmen,  has  given  me  light  weight.  I  cannot 
apply  for  protection  to  a  judge  because  it  is  '  vacation '  (no 
one  knows  why  Uhancery  great  men  have  vacations  when  no 
one  else  does),  and  I  am  at  the  mercy  of  the  other  side  to 
lock  me  up  when  and  as  they  choose,  for  want  of  weight. 
It  is  needless  to  say  that  no  one  read  the  document.  Suffi- 
ciency is  judged  of  by  size,  weight,  and  measure." 

This  seems  to  disclose  an  unfortunate  state  of  the  CHiancery 
practice  for  us :  but  surely  there  must  be  a  ptr  contra.  I 
should  like  very  much  to  know  the  rights  of  the  matter,  for 
the  point  seems  to  be  one  of  great  importance  to  solicitors, 
especially  where  concerned,  as  in  £amily  matters  so  often 
happens,  as  principals  in  Chancery  litigation. 

Aboal. 

[If  "  Argal "  will  consult  the  Chancery  Orders,  in  what- 
ever may  be  the  practice  book  he  uses,  he  will  find  that  the 
"strange  practice"  referred  to  is  not  new.  It  will 
hardly  be  disputed  that  documenta  intended  for  filing  should 
be  on  good  paper.  The  requirement  that  the  substance  em- 
ployed should  be  paper  weighing  "  19  lb.  per  mill  ream,"  is  as 
old  as  the  order  of  March  6,  1880,  and  see  also  the  order  of 
April  29, 1869.  No  doubt  the  mysterious  phraseology  used 
is  well  understood  by  printers  and  law  stationeTS,^  and  a 
precise  and  sharp  description  seems  the  best  definition  that 
could  be  used  ;  it  must  be  always  easy  for  law  stationers  to 
comply  with  it,  while  a  vague  one  might  give  rise  to 
much  conftasion,  and  perhap.'i  nardship,  near  the  debateable 
medium.  A  decision  of  Lord  Bomilly's  on  the  subject  was 
reported  as  far  back  as  1862  {Horvty  v.  Brtidlty,  10  W.  R. 
784),  and  a  few  months  ago  the  Clerks  of  records  and  writs 
issued  a  notice,*  calling  attention  to  the  frequent  practice  of 
using  paper  *•  of  much  less  weight  and  inferior  quality,"  and 
notify iii^  that  after  the  1st  of  January,  1871,  no  document 
would  be  filed  if  printed  or  written  on  paper  deficient  in  any 
particular.  Very  shortly  afterwards  'Vice-Chancellor  Bacon 
observed,  upon  a  special  application  for  indulgence  made 
before  him,  that  "  there  could  be  no  difficulty  in  complying 
with  the  order,  and  there  was  no  good  reason  why  it  should 
be  departed  from, '  and  refused  the  application,  t  The  Lord 
Chancellor,  however,  on  the  matter  bein^  brought  before 
him,  said  he  thought  it  would  be  enough  if  the  quality  of 
the  paper  was  judged  by  OTe,  without  weighing,  and  allowed 
the  document  to  be  filed  (.Calthorpe  v.  Rummcnt,  19  W.  R. 
337).— Ed.  S.  /.] 


PABLIAHEST  AND  LEGISLATION. 

HOUSE  OF  LORDS. 
May  28.—''  Th*  Six  SAt/w."— Earl  SUnhope  asked  the 
Foreign  Secretary  what  progress  had  been  made  in  the 
settlement  of  the  claims  for  compensation  to  the  Englixh 
colliers  sunk  in  the  Seine. — Earl  Granville  <isid  that  on  the 
Ist  of  February  Count  Bemstorff  communicated  to  him  a 
despatch  from  Count  Bismarck,  enclosing  a  report  of  the 
military  authorities  of  Rouen.  That  report  shewed  that 
the  seizure  was  instituted  for  military  reasons,  and  that 
there  was  no  reason,  as  had  been  at  first  stated,  for  accusing 
the  authorities  of  ill-treating  the  crew.  The  Board  of 
Trade  about  that  time  made  a  careful  examination  of  the 
claims,  with  the  concurrence  of  Count  Bemstorff,  and  they 
had  the  assistance  of  the  able  Surveyor  of  Lloyd's.    They 

Xrted  on  the  15th  of  April,  assessing  the  oomfensation 
ih  ought  to  be  awarded  at  £7,078.  This  was  commu- 
nicated to  Count  Bemstorff,  who,  on  the  9th  of  May,  stated 
his  entire  concurrence  with  it  and  on  Friday  last  he 
handed  over  a  cheque  for  the  amount.  Count  Bemstorff, 
on  paying  the  cheque,  expressed  the  thanks  of  his  Govern- 
ment for  the  trouble  we  had  taken  in  investigating  the 
claims,  which  would  have  been  rather  an  invidious  task  had 
they  themselves  undertaken  it  Earl  Uranville  had  the 
pleasure  of  expressing  the  sense  of  her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment of  the  straightforward  and  friendly  manner  shown  by 
the  Grerman  Government  and  of  the  promptitude  with 
which  the  claim  had  been  settled.  He  had  no  doubt  Earl ' 
Stanhope  would  agree  with  him  in  thinking  that  the  bnsi- 


•  Ant4,  p.  146. 


t  Ante,  p.  197. 
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nets  of  the  Foreign  Office  would  l>e  materially  lightened  if 
all  claims  were  settled  in  so  satiafactory  and  prompt  a 
manner. 

HOUSE  OF  COMMONS. 

May  22. — The  Oanu  Zawt. — The  orders  for  the  second 
reading  of  the  three  Game  Laws  Bills  were  postponed,  Mr. 
Bruce  stating  that  he  intended,  on  Thursday,  the  5th  of 
June,  to  move  for  the  appointment  of  a  Select  Committee 
on  the  snbjeet. 

The  House  of  Commant  [Witnettf)  Bill  was  read  a  second 
time. 

The  Marriage  Law  (Ireland)  Amenduunt  Bill  was  read  a 
third  time  and  passed. 

May  25.— The  Eeel**iattical  Dilapidatiom  and  Sequtetra- 
tion  BilU  were  referred  to  the  Committee  on  the  Bentfieei 
Kegyiiation  Bill. 


FOREIGN  TBIBUVAL8  «  JDHISFAUDENCf. 

AMERICA. 
In  a  California  appeal.  The  Ship  Sapphire,  etc.,  G.  C. 
True/ant  and  J.  R.  Tibiett;  claimant;  r.  S'apoUon  III.,  Em- 
peror of  the  French,  appelianl,  the  United  States  Supreme 
Court  hold  that  the  suit,  which  was  one  for  damages,  on 
account  of  a  collision  with  a  French  man-of-war  £uryale,  is 
not  to  be  considered  as  having  abated,  by  reason  of  the  de- 
position of  the  Emperor  Napoleoa.  The  Court  say  : — "  The 
question  is,  whether  the  suit  has  become  abated  by  the  recent 
deposition  of  the  Emperor  Napoleon.  We  think  it  has  not. 
The  reigning  sovereign  represents  the  national  sovereignty, 
and  that  sovereignty  is  continuous  and  perpetual,  residing 
in  the  proper  successors  of  the  sovereign  for  the  time  being. 
Napaleon  was  the  owner  of  the  Euryale,  not  as  an  individuu, 
but  as  sovereign  of  France.  This  is  substantially  averred  in 
the  libeL  On  his  deposition  the  sovereignty  does  not 
change,  bat  merely  the  person  or  persons  in  whom  it 
resides.  The  foreign  state  is  the  true  and  real  owner  of  its 
public  vessels  of  war.  The  reigning  Emperor,  or  National 
Assembly,  or  other  actual  person  or  party  in  power,  ia 
but  the  agent  and  representative  of  the  national  sovereignty. 
A  change  in  such  representative  work's  no  change  in  the 
aational  sovereignty  or  its  rights.  The  next  successor 
reco^pised  by  our  government  is  competent  to  carry  on 
a  smt  already  commenced  and  receive  the  Truits  of  it.  A  deed 
to  or  treaty  with  a  sovereign  as  such  enures  to  his  sacces- 
•ors  in  the  government  of  the  country.  If  a  substitution  of 
names  is  necessary  or  proper  it  is  a  formal  matter,  and  can 
be  made  by  the  court  under  its  general  power  to  preserve 
due  symmetry  in  its  forms  of  proceeding.  No  allegation 
has  been  mode  that  any  change  in  the  real  and  substantial 
ownership  of  the  EiiryaU  has  occurred  by  the  recent  devolu- 
tion of  the  sovereign  owner.  The  vessel  has  always  belonged 
and  still  belongs  to  the  French  nation." 


OBITUAST. 


MR.  C.  METCALFE,  J.P. 

Mr,  Charles  Metcalfe,  J.P.  of  Inglethorpe-hall,  Norfolk, 
formerly  a  solicitor  of  Wisbeach,  died  at  his  residence,  on 
the  9th  of  May  at  the  age  of  75  years.  He  was  the  eldest 
son  of  the  lato  Charles  Metcalfe,  Esq.,  J.P.,  of  Wisbeach, 
by  Elizabeth,  daughter  of  William  Skrimshire,  Esq.,  a 
Deputy  Lieutenant  of  the  same  place,  and  was  bom  on  the 
9th  of  November,  1796.  He  was  admitted  in  1818,  and 
practised  at  Wisbeach  for  about  half  a  century.  He  took 
an  active  part  in  the  pnblio  affairs  of  that  town,  and  on  the 
first  election  under  the  Mnnicipal  Act,  183S,  he  was  returned 
as  a  member  of  the  Town  Council  for  the  North  Ward. 
Three  years  afterwards  he  was  elected  an  alderman,  and 
served  the  office  of  mayor  in  1843.  His  connection  with 
the  Town  Council  ceased  in  1858,soon  after  his  appointment 
to  the  office  of  Clerk  of  the  Peace  for  the  Isle  of  Ely,  which 
had  become  vacant  by  the  death  of  Hugh  Jackson,  Esq. 
Mr.  Metcalfe  had  also  been  Registrar  of  the  old  Court  of 
Requests,  Wisbeach,  and  was  re-appointed  on  the  form- 
ation of  the  present  County  Court  districts.  About  four 
years  ago,  he  resigned  these  appointments,  and  retired 


from  practice,  when  he  was  placed  on  the  Commioiooartlit 
Peacofor  the  Isleof  Ely.  He  was  sacoeededuaOltirkaftlie 
Peace  by  his  eldest  son,  Mr.  Frederick  Morehooae  Heteslh, 
solicitor ;  and  as  registrar  of  the  Wisbeaoh  Conaty  Court  bjr 
another  son,  Mr.  Frank  Metcalfe,  also  a  soUdtor.  The  d«. 
ceased  genUemen,  who  was  lord  of  the  manott  of  Wtlnkao, 
Metcalfe,  andlnglethorpe  in  Enneth,  succeeded  to  the&aDf 
estates  on  the  death  of  his  father  in  18i3.  He  w 
married  in  1826,  to  Mary,  daughter  of  Morehooae  Metailf^ 
Esq.,  of  Gainsborough,  by  which  lady  he  leaves  a  mmemu 
family,  two  of  his  sons  being  clergymen  of  the  Choidiof 
England — the  Rev.  William  Metcalfe,  and  the  B«v.  Qeop^ 
M.  Metcalfe — and  two  solicitors,  as  already  mentioosi 


MB.  J.  BROTHEBTON. 
Mr.  James  Brotfaarton,  Barristar-at-Law,  and  R«eeinr. 
General  of  Her  Majaaty'a  Inland  Bovenu^  died  at  hiiioi. 
dence  at  Highgsta^  on  the  17th  of  May,  after  a  ■h(at  iUiea. 
Mr.  Brotherton,  who  was  in  his  66th  year,  was  the  ool;  m 
of  the  late  Joseph  Brotherton,  Esq. ,  a  cotton  manobotua, 
and  M.P.  for  Salford.  from  1832  tiU  his  death  in  18M,  ud 
well  known  for  the  pertinacity  and  eamestneas  with  whkX 
he  endeavooiad  to  introduce  an  "  early  dosing  "  moreaai 
into  (he  House  of  Commons.  Mr.  James  Brotherton  wis  etUed 
to  the  bar  at  the  Middle  Temple  on  the  llth  of  Jane,184',ul 
was  formerly  a  member  of  the  Northern  Circait,  practiiiB; 
also  at  the  Manohester  seesiona    About  the  year  18S1,  hov- 
ever,  he  was  appointed  by  Lord  John  Bunell,  theo  Priea 
Minister,  to  the  poet  of  Receiver-General  of  Inland  ReTesu, 
in  acknowledgment  both  of  his  own  merits  and  thow  <A  lue 
father.  He  married  the  eldest  daughter  of  Idaotenant  Kobem, 
R.N.,  of  Chestarficdd,  and  leaves  a  nuaeroas  familj.  Tm 
Brothertons  were  settled  in  Derbyshire  previous  to  ih*  te. 
moval  of  the  last  generation  to  the  neighbourhood  of  Mtc- 
cheater. 


MB.  J.  G.  PEARSE. 
Mr.  John  Gibberd  Pearse,  formerly  a  solicitor  of  fiostk- 
molton,  Devonshire,  died  at  that  plaoe  on  i  he  14th  of  Uij,  • 
at  an  advanced  age.     He   was  admitted  ia   Trinity  Teim, 
1813,  and  was  for  many  yean  town-clerk  of  the  Mroijii,  ) 
clerk  to  the  county  and  boroogh  magistrates,  and  dot  M 
the  Lord-Lieutenant  of  the  county  of  Devon,    Mr.  PesM 
was  formerly  in  partnership  vrith  Mr.  Robert  J.  Cto«e,W 
does  not  appear  to  have  renewed  his    certificate  duii^ 
the  last  few  years.  Mr.  Crosse  succeeded  him  as  magiitnta 
clerk  and  olerk  to  the  Lord- Lieutenant,  and  Mr.  RoawU  M.  ; 
Riccard  became  Town-olerk  of  Sonthmolton  on  his  retin-  .■ 
ment.  j 

.  I 

SOCIETIES  AND  INSTITUTIONS. 

LIVERPOOL  LAW  STUDENTS'  SOCIETY. 
At  a  meeting  of  this  Society  held  at  the  Law  Library,  oo 
the  18th  Inst.,  Mr.  T.  £.  Stephens  in  the  chair,  the  ul)- 
ject  for  discussion  was — "Does  demurrage  run  whik  » 
vessel  is  under  arrest  by  the  Admiralty  Court!"  ^'' 
Hannan,  solicitor,  opened  the  debate  ia  the  a6irmatir«,  'O'l 
was  followed  by  Mr.  Bowman,  solicitor,  in  the  nepti". 
and  Mr.  Holden  in  the  affirmative.  Several  of  the  oibtr 
members  present  also  took  part  in  the  debate.  Mr.  H«ai«> 
then  replied,  and  upon  the  votes  being  taken  the  affiiaatin 
was  declared  carried  by  a  majority  of  8.  This  was  the  h* 
meeting  of  the  society  for  the  session  1870 — 71. 


\ 


LAW  STUDENTS'  DEBATING  SOCIETy. 
On  Tuesday,  the  23rd  inst,  the  question  disdUKd  *^ 
No.  476,  legal :— "  A  sella  thirty  shares  in  a  limited  liabilitr 
company  through  B.,  his  broker,  to  C,  a  jobber,  »ho  pS 
from  Am  principal,  and  on  the  "  name  day  "  fomiahM  to  B-i 
the  name  of  D.  as  transferee,  and  A.  executes  the  tnatw 
accordingly.  The  company  is  ordered  to  be  wound  ap  •»• 
fore  registration  of  the  transfer.  A.  is  settled  on  the  list « 
contributories  and  compelled  to  pay  several  calls.  Os  o- 
quiry  he  finds  that  D.  is  a  minor.  Has  A.  a  right  to  reeo'* 
against  C.  the  calls  he  has  paid  P  "  Mr.  Hargreaves  open** 
the  debate  in  the  affirmative  and  Mr.  G.  P.  Amos  in  tie 
negative.  The  question  was  dodded  ultimately  <o  ">* 
negative. 
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COURT  PAPERS. 

ADMIRALTY  luRISDICTION. 

Utli«Coart  at  Windsor,  the  ISth  May,  1871,  present 
Queen'i  Most  Excellent  Hajeety  in  Conncil. 
rbcreis  by  the  County  Courts  Admiralty  Jorisdiction 
;  1868,  it  is,  among  other  things,  enacted,  that  if  at  any 
t  ifter  the  passing  of  that  Act  it  appears  to  her  Majesty 
Cornell,  on  the  representation  of  the  Ix>rd  Chancellor 
«Jiertthat  any  County  Court  should  have  Admimlty 
UictioD,  it  shul  be  lawful  for  her  Majeaty,  by  order  in 
inril,  to  appoint  that  court  to  have  Admiralty  jurisdiction 
grdioi;Iy  and  to  assign  to  that  court,  as  its  district  for 
ninltj  purposes,  any  part  or  parts  of  any  one  or  more 
net  or  £strict8  of  County  Courts ;  and  further,  that  any 
1  orders  may  be  f^om  time  to  time  Turied  ■■  seems 
riient: 

nd  wbsnas  her  Majesty  was  pleased,  by  an  order  in 
ncil  oftiie  14th  Jan.  1869,  to  order  that  certain  County 
(U  ibonld  have  Admiralty  ^nrisdictioa  : 
nd  whereas  a  representation  has  been  mkde  by  the 
d  Cbaocellor  that  it  is  expedient  that  the  said  order 
ili  he  Tuied,  and  that  the  Whiteohapel  County  Court 
(iddletex  should  have  Admiralty  jurisdiction,  and  that 
>M  court  should  have  Hssigned  to  it,  as  its  district  for 
iraltjr  purposes,  the  districts  of  the  County  Court  of 
X,  holden  at  Roohford,  Brentwood,  and  Romford  ; 
f  Coonty  Court  of  Kent,  holden  at  Dartford,  Graresend 
■nvich,  and  Woolwich ;  of  the  South  wark  County 
ft  of  Surrey,  and  of  the  Bow  and  ^hitechapel  County 
rta  of  Middlesex  ;  and  that  the  City  of  London  Court, 
Jnted  by  such  order  to  hare  Admiralty  jurisdiction, 
iM  coiae  to  have  such  jurisdiction : 
«*,  therefore,  her  Majertty  having  taken  the  said  repre- 
ition  into  consideration,  is  pleased,  by  and  with  the  advice 
ler  Privy  Conncil,  to  order  and  appoint,  and  it  is  hereby 
nd  tnd  appointed,  that  from  and  atter  the  thirtieth  day  of 
tOHitbousand  eight  hundred  and  seventy  one,  theWhite- 
ti  Cocnty  Court  of  Middlesex  shall  have  Admiralty 
Miction,  and  shall  have  assigned  to  it,  as  its  district  for 
iMty  purposes,  the  districts  of  the  County  Court  of 
ftiolden  at  Rochford,  Brentwood,  and  Romford ;  of  the 
Ur  Court  of  Kent,  holden  at  Dartford,  Gravesend, 
~*ich,  and  Woolwich ;  of  the  Southwark  County 
It  of  Surrey,  and  of  the  Bow  and  Whitecbapel  Connty 
lb  of  Middlesex  ;  and  that  the  City  of  London  Court, 
Joted  by  such  Order  to  have  Admiralty  jurisdiction 
1  ceate  to  have  such  jurisdiction. 
ad  her  Majesty  is  further  pleased,  by  and  with  the 
t«  aforesaid,  to  order  that  the  said  Order  of  the 
twath  day  of  Januury,  one  thousand  eight  hundred 
•ixty  nine,  shall  be  varied  or  rescinded,  so  far  as  it 
*  from  tliis  Order. 

EmicND  Habbisox. 


the  trustees  received  £22,660,  paid  £3,653  in  dividends,  and 
had  £16,830  of  balances  in  hand ;  tho  law  charges,  court 
fees,  trustees'  remuneration,  and  incidental  expenses  am- 
ounted to  £1,233.  In  the  £1,228  estates  pending  the 
trustees  received  £1,082,639,  paid  £670,264  in  dividends, 
and  had  £282,716  in  hand ;  the  law  chargee,  &c.  (as  above), 
amounted  to  £40,322.  Much  of  the  receipts  went  to  secured 
and  preferential  creditors,  and  for  extraordinary  outlay. 
There  wore  24  applications  for  discharges  in  the  year,  one 
was  withheld  and  23  granted — four  where  a  lOs.  dividend 
had  been  or  might  have  been  paid,  and  19  on  a  special 
resolution  of  criklitois  in  favour  of  tho  bankrupt.  The 
return  relating  to  cases  of  liquidation  by  arrangement  shows 
4,288  petitions  filed,  but  only  2,036  resolutions  of  creditors 
registered ;  the  gross  amount  of  debts  was  £6,230,287  and 
of  assets  £2,23f  491 ;  there  were  631  resolutions  for  dis- 
charge of  tho  debtor.  The  return  of  oompoaitians  with 
creditors  dxows  1,616  resolutions  r^jisterod;  the  gross 
amount  of  the  debts  was  £3.293,622,  and  of  the  compositions 
£1,180,753.  In  772  cases  the  composition  did  not  exceed  6s. 
in  the  ponnd ;  in  other  668  did  not  exceed  lOs. ;  in  46  it  was 
208.  The  totals  of  these  bankruptcies,  liquidations,  and 
compositions  in  1870  show  £17,466,429  liabilities,  and 
£6,381,533  assets.  The  taxing  master  taxed  in  the  year 
4,353  bills  of  costs,  amotmting  to  £83,294,  from  which  he 
struck  off  £10,140.  In  bankruptcy  there  were  48  appeals 
presented  to  the  Chief  Judge  in  1870,  and  he  reversed  or 
varied  19  judgments,  and  affirmed  14 ;  there  were  59  appeals 
to  the  Court  of  Appeal  in  Chancery,  and  30  judgments  wer& 
reversed  or  varied,  and  20  afSrmed. — Timtt. 


BANKRUPTCY. 


be  report  of  the  Controller  in  Bankruptcy  presents  an 
mt  M  the  business  done  in  the  year  1870,  tho  first  yoar 
vthc  new  Act.  The  number  of  debtors  adjudicated 
Bupt  was  only  1,361 ;  319  in  the  London  Court,  and 
> in  the  Connty  Courts  of  England  and  Wales;  1,162 
tn,  and  189  non-traders ;  898  adjudicated  on  debtors' 
nons,  Sll  on  declaration  of  inability,  and  442  on  other 
of  bankruptcy.  The  total  number  in  recent  years, 
» the  old  system,-  has  been  nine  or  ten  thousand.  In 
USI  bankruptcies  of  1870  the  liabilities  were  estimated 
'4)32,620,  and  the  assets  were  estimated  (by  the  trustees) 
l.%5,589 ;  the  assets  realized  in  the  year  nmounted  to 
10,449.  The  gross  produce  realized  m  1869  was  only 
\Mi,  Almost  all  the  bankruptcies  of  1S70  were  still 
bf;  at  tho  close  of  that  year,  but  103  hnd  been  aimulled, 
t  of  them  on  the  acceptance  of  a  composition,  and  18 
keen  dosed.  These  18  were  in  the  County  Courts,  and 
t  cither  estates  speedily  realized  or  small  estates  soon 
•bed  in  costs.  In  nine  cases  the  receipts  by  the  trustees 
t  only  £502  in  the  aggregate,  and  after  paying  prefcr- 
<i  creditors,  and  costs  and  expenses,  there  was  no  fund 
>  ilividend.  In  the  other  nine  tho  rccciptH  amounted  to 
^;  £416  went  to  preferential  creditors,  £417  in  law 
R!«  (including  court  fees),  and  trustees'  remuneration, 
*■  m  mcidental  expenses,  and  £3,667  was  paid  in  divi- 
da  ranging  from  9d.  to  8s.  6d.  In  the  106  estates  annulled 


PUBLIC  COMPANIES. 

OOTBBNMBMT  rOllDS. 
Lm  QvoTiTiow,  Mar  >B,  isri. 
mm  M(  O0eM  IM  tfitu  aUaal  »«itwn  tniuaeud. 


r  OsnS.ConaoU,91i 


Sparc .     . 

Ditw  for  Aooonnt,  Jana  I,  M) 
s  pet  Cent.  Bednoad  tl} 
Neiv  Spar  Cant.,  91} 
Do.  S4  per  Cant.,  Jau.  '»4 
Do.  H  per  Cant.,  Jan.  '•4 
Do.  h  per  Cent.,  Jan.  '18 
Aniinlties.Jan.'SO— 


AnanUiss,  April,  's& 

Do. (Red  Sea T.)  Anz.  ioaii 

Bx  BilU.einoo,  —  par  Ct.>  p  ■ 

Ditto,  gym.  Do  —  »  p  m 

t>itto,£ioo  A  *im,  —  ft  p  m 

Bank  or  BoKlanil  Stock.  4i  par 

Ct.  (Ian  hair.yenr)  116 
Ditto  for  Aoooa'ni. 


niDIAH  OOTKBNMBHT   SKCUBITIB8. 


India  Stk.,  IOtpCt.Apr.*74,W9 

Ditto  for  Account 

Ditto  »  per  C*nt.,Jaly,  'M 1  IS 

Ditto  for  Aoooonl,  — 

Ditto  4  perCaat.,  Get.  '8t  101 

mtto.dftto.CertUloataa,  — 

Ditto  Bnraoed  Ppr..  4  par  Cant.  92] 


Ind.  Knr.  Pr.,  t  pC.Jan.'T*  MO 
Ditto,  »i per  Ceni.,May,'7!>107i 
Ditto  DabentDras,  par  Cant., 

April, '8«  — 
Do.  Do  ,  S  p«r  Coat. ,  Aog.  '78  IDS 
Do.  Bonii>,  4porCt.,4in00  30  pB 
Ditto, liittn.nndoi  .#ino»,  10 pm 


RAILWAY  STOCK. 


itsllw»X(. 


P«id.  CiMinit  pricea 


Stock! 
Stock 
Stock 
Slock 
Stock 
Stock 
Stock 
Stoek 
titock 
Stock 
Stock 
Stock  I 
Stock 
Stock 
Stock 
Stuck, 
Stock  j 
Stockl 
Stock  I 
Stockl 
Stock 
Slock! 
Stuck 
Stock  I 


Bristoland  Bzattr „ „....   loO 

Caladoulaa »i  100 

OUMgowaadSoath.Waatern I  im 

QreatEastern  Ordinary  Stook   |  loo 

Do., Bast AUKllsn Stoek, Mo.* loO 

Great  Northern    I  100 

Do.,  A  Stock*    „ ~. 1  100 

Qreat  Soiitliern  and  Western  of  Ireland    loo 

Oreat  Western — Original 

Xjanoanhireand  Yorksliirs  

liODdon,  BriKhton,  and  South  Coast 

LoBdoo,ChHtliani,  and  Dover 

Lioadou  and  North.  Wastsrit 

L jndon  and  Sonth'Weatern    

MauohMter,Sliain«ld,  and  Lincoln... 

Uetropolitao 

UidlMid  

Do.,  BirmlugUam  and  Darby    

Nortb  British    

North  LiOndou  

North  StaUonlabire....„ 

south  Uevou 

Soath.£asterii  

'l-airVale 


lift 
42 

7 
1*7 

1882 
87 

??♦ 
ISM 
99 

»l 

lis 

64 

SI 

16S 


•  A  raoalvaa  no  dividend  nntil  <  par  osnt.  has  beeft  paid  to  B. 


MONBY  MaKKST  and  CITY  iNTSLLtarMCK. 

But  little  business  wus  done  during  the  first  part  of  the  week, 
and  "VVednesday  was  almost  a  blank  day.  Consols  then  became 
somewhat  flat,  upon  the  expectation  that  the  restoration  of 
order  in  Paris  would  be  foUowcd  by  the  introduction  of  loans. 
Since  then  a  slight  rise  has  taken  place,  probably  owing  to  spe- 
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cnl&tiTe  purohaaes  made  npon  the  belief  that  the  diaasten  with 
which  the  overthrow  of  tlw  Commune  had  been  attended,  mnat 
involve  the  snspenaion  fm  acme  time  of  any  arnmgemant  for 
loans  in  proviaion  for  payments  to  be  made  to  Pmasia.  There  is 
also  a  steady  influx  of  money  jost  now.  The  home  railways  are 
firm,  on  the  whole,  tmd  the  same  may  be  said  of  foreign  seoui* 
ties,  except  French. 

The  proapectns  of  the  Oreat  Western  Silver  Mining  Company 
(Limited),  capital  £30,000  in  6,000  shares  of  £5  each  has  been 
issued.  The  company  has  been  formed  to  purchase  and  work 
the  mineral  proper^  known  as  the  Oreat  Western  Silver 
Mine  situated  in  the  White  Pine  District,  Nevada,  United 
States. 

Messrs.  Barclay  Brothers  invite  subscriptions  for  £20,000 
fully  paid  shares  in  the  South  Aurora  Silver  Mining  Company 
(Limited)  at  the  price  of  £10,  being  £5  per  share  ana  £o 
premium.  The  snares  now  issued  are  those  originally  issued 
to  the  vendors  of  the  mine  in  pert  parent  of  the  purchase- 
money,  they  will  carry  the  quarterly  dividend,  at  the  rate  of  20 
per  ctnt.  last  declared  and  payable  next  week.  The  mines  are 
m  the  state  of  Nevada. 

The  prospectus  of  the  Imperial  Anglo-German  Bank  has  been 
issued.  Capital  £460,000.  Subscriptions  for  7,d00  shares  of 
£30  or  £2!»,000  nominal  capital  have  been  reserved  for  issue  in 
London.  Tba  bank  is  established  with  the  view  of  taking  ad- 
vantage of  the  extensive  banking  business  now  developing 
between  Germany,  England,  and  the  East.  The  list  of  appli- 
cations for  shares  closes  this  day  for  London  and  on  Tuesday 
for  the  country. 

Whkn  JuDOsa  Differ. — A  quarrel  occurred  between  two 
judges  on  the  29th  of  April  in  the  Hull  of  the  Supreme  Court 
at  Havannah,  and  Judge  Sitjar  slapped  the  face  of  Judge  Vas- 
nuez  Qniepo.  The  result  was  that  in  the  morning  of  May-day 
the  two  judges  fought  a  duel  with  swords.  Both  received 
slight  wounds  ;  they  then  adjourned  and  took  breakfast  together,  { 
— Civil Srniee  Oazettt.  I 

"  Gentlemen  of  the  jury,"  charged  an  American  judge,  "  in  I 
this  case  counsel  on  both  sides  are  unintelligible,  the  witnesses  ' 
on  both  sides  are  incredible,  and  the  plaintiff  and  defendant  are 
both  such  bad  characters,  that  to  me  it  is  indiffertrat  which  way 
yon  give  a  verdict." 


StTTREHLAND — On  May  23,  at  66,  Ttviatoek-oMMit,  Tat- 
boume-park,  London,  the  wife  of  David  SutMal,  Is^ 
bariister-at-Uw,  of  Calcutta,  of  a  daughter. 

MABBUaES. 
Bbos — ^WiLKmsoN — On  May  23,  at   ChiiitCboii,Is>c» 
ter-gate,  James  B.  W.  Bros,  Esq.,  bairister-st-liv,  t»  Mj 
Spearman,  younger  daughter  of  the  late  Aathooy  wSkraa, 
of  Coxhoe,  county  Durham,  Esq. 

DEATHS. 
Bbotkbktom— On  Mi^  17,  at  hi*  reaideooe,  Hi(liptE,Jiai 
Brotherton,  Esq.,  of  the  Bliddle    Tenqils,  Ivniiter^atln,. 
Beoeiver-Oeneru  of  H.M.'a  Inland  Beveotia,a(«di& 


LOHDOT  OIZERES. 


ESTATE  EXCHANGE  BEPOBT. 

AT  THE  MABT. 

May  16. — By  Messrs.  Dbiteb. 

A  pair  of  freehold  houses.  Brockly-lane,  Lewisham,  with  about 

one  acre  of  land.     Sold  £500. 
Freehold,  No.  149,  Church-road,  Batteneo,  at  14  g;uinea8  per 

annum.    Sold  £200. 
Freehold,  Bolin^hroke-road,  Ground-rent  of  £30  per  annum, 

secnrea  on  14'  hounes.     Sold  £695. 
Pimlico,  No.  1,  Bossborough-gardens,  term  72  years,  net  rental 

£66.    Sold  £700. 
Stoekwell,  Binfield  Lodge,  term  67  years,  net  rental  £62  10s. ; 

also  an  improved  ground  rent  of  £11  per  annum,  receivable  on 

death  of  a  lady  aged  78  years.    Sold  £820. 

May  17. — By  Messrs.  Edwin  Fox  k  Bodsfiild. 
Nos.  lis  and  120,  Hope-street,  term  48  years,  net  rental  £20. 

Sold  £100. 
Long  lensphold,  Nos.  6,  and  7,  New  Wood-street,  net  rental 

£13  18s.    Sold  £80. 
Nos.  9  end  11,  adjoining,  net  rental  £22.    Sold  £120. 
The  cutter  yacht  Amazon,  copper  fastened,  with  fittings.    Sold 

£420. 
New  River  Company.  ■  Four  £100  ;new  shares  (£20  paid  per 

share) — sold  for  £61  per  share ;  four  ditto— sola  for  £63  per 

share ;  and  another  four— sold  for  £66  per  share. 


BIBTH8.   UABB1A0K8,  ANODSATHS. 

BIRTHS. 
Athawes— On  May  23,  at  Bartonville,  Beckenham,  Kent,  the 

wifo  of  Edward  J.  Athawes,  Esq.,   barrister-at-law,  of  a 

daughter. 
Bbandon— On  May  21,  at  Oakbrook,  Hammersmith,  the  wife 

of  Gabriel  S.  Brandon,  Esq.,  of  a  daughter. 
Bt;iiBBLi/— On  May  23,  at  Wimbledon,  the  wife  of  Charles  Bur- 

rell,  Esq.,  barristdr-at-law,  of  a  daughter. 
Cbowthku— On  May  23,  at  94,  Stockwell-park-road,  the  wife 

of  Alfred  H.  Crowther,  solicitor,  of  a  son. 
Fekoi'sok— On  Ma^  16,  at  Malabar  Hill,  Bombay,  the  wife  of 

T.  R.  Ferguson,  Esq.,  barrister-at-law,  prematurely,  of  a  son, 

who  lived  hut  a  few  hours. 


PioiMiiaoal  Partaerddps  Dinoinl 

FamiT,  May  19,  1871. 

Batt,  Hr,  A  Hy  Edwd  Batt,  Dowtats-biU,  Attonq*  Md  ttifiB. 
Mays. 

Winding-op  of  Joiat  St*A  Compote. 
TcisDiT,  Mar  2*.  mi. 
Diiuiinsp  ■*  Caancxax. 
yest  Bmmwich  an!  Wa]M||  RaUwsjr  Compaar. -PatUtm  kr 
up,  preMnied  May  2.',  directed  to  he  heard  baton  Vice  Q 
WIckens  oo  June  >.  Baxier  A  Co,  Tietoria-ac,  Wsttmiaur.sli 
for  the  petitioner. 

Orsditon  loidtr  S2  ft  8S  Tlot  tMf.  SS. 
Latt  Day  of  CtMm. 
FaiDAT.  May  19,  1*11. 
Annstronc,  Woi.  Alvsrstoke,  Haats,  Captaia.  Jalj  I.  Hibvl 

coin's  Inn.fleldA 
Aahfey.  Hy,  Wsiford,  Hettlbrt,  Oent.    Jane  94.    MoK,  Mm* 

OrsyVInn 
Ashworih,  Usry  Ann,  Psndletoo,  Lancashirs,  Widow.  A>|l.  I 

ACo.Usiieh 
Aihvorth,  Thos,  PeDdleton,  Lancasbire,  MaaattctBcer.  Jatl  I 

fc  Co,  Mancb 

Bertram,  lira,  Abarford.  Tork,  LsbonrsT.    Janes.    Bld»>,1M 
BinRley,   Martha  Mesnard,  Oosleihwaita,    Tork,  WUov.  Ji 

UptODO  A  Co,  Anatin-frlara 
Bridces,  Ells,  Newsrk-nDon-Trent,  MotUngliam.   Wldoe.  M 

Ashl^,  Newsrk-opoD-Trenc 
Colllo,  Ttaos,  Lewertar,  Gent.    Jana  10.    Toller,  Lslosanr 
Eckersley,  EHen,  Sosthport.    Lsacsahin,  VMow.   Jsly  II. 

Ellis,  WIgsa 
Edney,Oeo,Wsterloo-rd,Tabacoonlst.   Jane  17.    TalliaMtVtf 

Emci  at.  Strand 
OilM,  Uy  Horatio,  Briatol,  Innkeepar.     Jane  94.    HaMt  * 

Briatol 
Uaioher,  Thoa,  WIgaa,  Laneaablra,  Tailor.   Jaly  10. 

Wlgmn 
lod,  Edmand  VIpan,  Bonsford,  RsiSX,  Baq.    Joly  1.    CItfM, 
Irvine,  Chrlatlns  Oliss,  Esham,  Sarrey,  Splaatar.   Joly 

Old  Br«ad-at 
JcbnKm,  FMar  Halcrow,  Lpool,  Hoater  Mariner.    Joaa  M. 

Maddoek,  Lpool  ^ 

Jonea,  SamI,  Tardley,  WorceKtar,  Oent.    Joly  I.   BrU^  t  C 

Blnn 
Kant,    Thoa,    Beading,     Berks,    Daiiyman.     Jana   L    IM 

Chlcheatsr 
Soasell,  Thos,  BIrm.    Jnly  I.    Bridces  A  Clarke,  Bbn 
';falkar.JaaOnehtarloay,Cambrid(a.aq,Byd»-pk,Eaq.  JoaeM. 

*  Holman,  Anatin  Frian  j 
WatkiDt,  Reliecca,  Westboanie-pk-rd,  EptnsMr.    Jane  K.  Cad 

Beaumont,  Chancary-lana 
Woollam,  Bar  Wm,  Leeds.    July  91.    Stmpsen,  Laadi 

TinaD*T,  May  91,1871. 

Bell,  Adam,  Msneh.Solleitar.    Jaly  1.    Qmndv  A  Caa— i,  ■■■ 
Bray,  Blebd.  Cherlton-npan-Medlaek,  Haneh.  SloM  liaaa.  M 

Hewitt,  Msnch 
Bandey,  Jaa,  Rowledve  nr  Famham,  Sorrsy,  Bandar.  Jaly  I.  M 

Henrietta>at,  Caveadiah-«i 
Bnria,  Jas,   Maonden,  Eaaas,   Farmer.     Aog   l>     Taylw. 

Stortfont 
Clark,  Wm,'Slengb,  Bnoka.    Joly  17.    Barrett,  8kn(h    ^___ 
Coll,  Geo  Nathanlal,  Blahopwood  Heiu*  Higtafata,  BanMM 

July  1.    Oanater,  llearieita-at,  Canndlab-oq 
Fonblanqne.  Jsne  Oathertne,  Waynwotii,  Donst,  WMa*.  << 

VsUaaesA  Vailaaes,Eaaex->t,Seraad  .  . 

Evana,  Alfred  Smith,  Gd«lMS(oa,  trarwtsk,  Esq.  Jaly*^  Ul* 

Co.  BIrm  ^^  , 

Evana,  Brooke,  Edgbaaton,  nr  Bba,  Esq.    Jaly  18.  ls|Mf< 

Blnn 
Evans,  Dooglas,  Edgbaaton  nr  Blnn,  Metal  BaOoer.  Jalr  U, 

*  Co,  Blnn  ^ 
FItcb,   Robi,  Tbaxtad,  Eaaaz,  Maltstar.    Aag  1.    Tts^,  ■ 

Stortford  ,_j 

Floyd,  Mary,  Sanda  in  Rdrnflrtta,  To^  Widow.  Jana  I.  >^ 

Learoyd,  HadderaSeld  ^ 

Glfford,  John,  High  Beach,  Esiax,  Eaq.    Jaaa  K.   Satp,  ^ 

Uouite,  Old  Broad  St  ^ 

Hawkina,  Geo  Wm,  Mortlmer-at,  OsT«ndisb.«i,  (Mm  Bum  — 

July  1,  Miller,  Ooptball.et  ^ 

Jonea,  Kdwd,  Newport,  Salop.  Ironnoagar.    Jnly  L    '""t. 
Lawrence,  Fraa,  Alvenloke,  Souibampton,  Ueaasrd  TA**" 

19.    Johnaon  A  Ilaper,  Chichester 
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m.  lolin  Snwlt,  Lpool,   Win*   k  Spirit    Morclunt.     JnM  tO. 

tuivon  t  Co,  Lpcol 

nl,  Wm,  Adh,  Llinwjrddflu,  Hontgoacrr.    Jnne  M.    Howell  ft 

■.VelilipMl 

uii,;««pk.D<>iiomi,Arg7ll,  Gnat.   JaljSl.   Bafibtw  kWlfgl**- 

onh.Xtneli 

idT,B<il>t.]tet4<Dt,  Berk*. Gent.    Aogl.    Watti.TeaTll 

un,  Fiu,  Tubrldge  Weill,   Kent,  B<q.     Aw  >!•     Brooke, 

Ktlft 

>«r.  CulKriiM,  CbetwTiid  Knd,  Newport,  Salop.    Joljr  I,   Beuw, 

■vfort 

iiuni,  Ju,  Ipplepen,  Seron,  Teomen.   Ja\j  I.    Whldboma  ft 

vT,  Tftgnnwoth 

ii,C!»,MlliraEinw«t,  Bedftird.    JvXjW.    Jeeeopp,  Bcdfind 

a,  Wilier  While,  Lewisbea.  Oeot.     J11I7   I.    Wracf,   Ot   St 

•Vb's 

In,  Hr.  Bina,  Oent.   JoM  19.    Willlains,  Blrm 

li;i.The9,Silliith.CniDberlaiul,  Strip  CtuuuUer.  JnoelS.  Wtnaop, 

-J>le 

Btskniptf. 

FusAT,  Ha7l9,  1871. 
Under  the  Baakraptej  Aci,  1869. 
Milon  muttormrd  their  proob  of  debts  to  the  Registrar . 

To  Sanrander  ia  Loodoo. 
«•.  San',  Tower-it,  London-Oelda.     PetVarlS.    Hailitt.    Jane 
II 

.  BeoJ'  Ewt  ladlaanoDe,  LaadeohaU-et,  Eait  India  Broker.  Pat 
I}.   Uttlllt.    Mayaiat  11 

To  Somnder  In  the  Conntry. 
nn,  Gw,  Surfleet,  Lincoln,  Blaekenith.      Pet  May  15.     Oaohea. 
ft'inw^b,  Jose  *  at  1 1 

•,  Eilad,  Biaekbam,  Laneuhire,  Reed  Maker.  Pet  Maj  li. 
•.   Blicktnm,  Jana  1  at  10. St 

Ftu,  Weat  Bramwich,  Stafliicd,  Eocioeer.  Pet  May  It.  Wataoo. 
VT.June  ISat  U 

I.  Wm,  Downton,  Wilta,  Coal  Merchant.  Pet  May  16.  Wilton. 
torr,  Janf  I  at  1 1 

.Joiiii.  UKoier,  Bearhonia  Keeper.      Pet  May  17.     Ingram. 
!a(r.Juiie6at  10 
R  Uml,  UaiU,  Boot  Dealer,    Pet  April  S.    Marahail.     Ueda, 

lull 
U.Xetcallfe,  OnealnKlon,  Tcrk.Iankeaper.   Pel  May  U.  Robin> 

Bndfonl,  Jane  13  at  9 

k,Jt>.  Barton  MUl«,Snllb(k.PabUean.  Pel  May  It.  Collina. 
rSlEdmond'i,  May  Mat  II 

iBT.Hanch,  Primer.  Pet  Hay  IS.  Kay.  Manch,  Jane  t  at  It 
i,Uwd,  Wbeaton  Aaton,  StaObrd,  Innkeeper.  Pel  May  17.  Brown. 
Mampton,  Jona  2  at  It 

.n«Jiin,  Brandon,  Snffolk,  Wine  Merchant.  Pet  May  17.  Palmar. 
ittt,lla7SI  ail 

■.•a DItnn,  KInxatnnnpon-Hnll,  Joiner.  FetMayl7.  Pblllipa. 
tM-uiwn-Unll.Msy  29  11 II 

Man.  Chat,  Childer  Tboniton,  Ckeahire,  Lkented  Tictotlier. 
id;  It.    WaaiM.    Birkenhead,  Ma;  SI  at  10 

Toaaoal,  May  tt,  1971. 
Under  the  Bankruptcy  Aet,  1869, 
uliun  moat  forward  their  proolk  of  debta  to  the  Iteflatrar.- 

To  Surrender  In  London. 
,Fn9  Sophia,  Cunduit-at,  Begantit,  no  ocenpatlon.  Pet  May  10, 
K.  JnoeOat  II 

To  Sarnnder  In  the  Conntry. 

.Uwio,fibin,  Retail  Brewer.  Pet  Hay  It.  ChaooUer.  Blrm, 
U  ai  11 

iChas,  Lnool.  Broker.  Pet  May  It.  Hlme.  Lpool,  Jana  t  at  9 
Jas,  lliddleiborooKh,  Tork,  Jeweller.  Pet  May  19.  Cneby. 
tM-on  Taea,  Jnne  »  at  II 

legion,  Joa-pli,  WorklnKton,  CombarUnd,  Oncer.  Pet  Hay  It. 
Ik.  Cwkermoolh,  June  11  at  9 

IfeM,  UaniMinnan,  Denbigh,  Draper.  Pet  May  18.  Jonea. 
«,  Jane  3  at  2 

Ichn.  MMdieiborooah,  Tork,  Carrier.  Pet  May  It.  Croaby. 
•aa-oB-Teei,  Jane  9  at  1 1 

loaeph  Bernard,  Ik  John  Bernard  Lerie,  Maneb,  Ciotbiera.  Pat 
•■   Kay.    Uanch,  May  lA  at  D.ao 

Ibihb  Boberuan,  Binii,  Hay  Faotn.  Pet  Uay  19.  Channtlar. 
iJone  It  at  12 

■•I.  I'pper  Bapgnr,  Gamarron,  Taait  Dealer.  Pet  M«y  19. 
'  l>an(or,  Jane  <  at  9 

BANKRCPTCIF.8  AMHVLLED. 
FuDAT,  May  It,  1871. 
H.  Wic  Hy,  Eaatdown-pk,  Lewlabam,  Tag  Owner. 
UqnidatiOB  by  Arntngtmant. 
FIRST  MEET1N03  OP  CREDITORS. 
FusiT,  May  19,  II7I. 
Uvia,  Park  at,  lallnctoB,  Oomneroial  Trareller.    Jane  1  at  1^ 
«n  of  Herbert  *  Co.  Greaham  bidga,  Gnildliall 
w Frith,  ShtOald,  Briunnia  Haul  Manuraciurer.    May  31  at 
tScea  Df  Vioker*  *  Son,  Bank  at,  Sbeffleld 
0,  Tbos  Chat,  Union  «,  Woolwicb,  OhlnH  Dealer.     Jane  6  at  9, 
•laof  Fctry,  Oalldhail  ehambwi.  Baalngbail  it 
Aittaw  John  Jordan,  Hendale,  Someraet,  Commeroiol  TmTaller. 
9  at  II,  at  ofBeee  ot  Reed  &  Cook,  PanI  at,  Taonton 
Joiiah.  Ozrbrd,  Coaleetioner.    Jana  1  at  19,  at  offloa  of  Morford 
;lv.  8t  Hkbael't  ehambara,  Ship  at,  Oxford 
ubp,  Moamontb.  Baker,     May  31  at  1,  at  offlcet  of  WilUame, 
'^ew  It,  Monnonth 

S<o  Chaj,  Waat  Bromwich,  Stallbrd.  Coach  Ballder.    Hay  S\  at 
gBtfc*  of  Topham,  High  at,  Weit  Bromwich 
BTkJaaBeale,  Litehfleld  at.  Soho.  Timber  Marehanta.     Jane 
> «  IM  York  rd,  Lambeth.    Barnard 


Ballon,  Tboa,  Nieholaa  lane.  King  WllUam  tt,  Aaetioneer.     Jon*  7  at 

12,  at  the  Maaont'  hall  TaYcm,  Maaona'  areooe.    Godfrey 
Bennett,  Jaa,  Briatol,  Ballder.    May  10  at  19,  at  oaoea  of  Haoeook  &  Co 

John  at,  tSrUtol 
liland,  Dartd ,  Snnflalda,  BteeUwath.     MaF  11  at  19,  at  office  of  Mottt 

Walbrook 
Briatow,  Wm  Edwd,  Navarino  rd,  Dalitoo, 'Waretaoaaeman.    Jane  1  at 

It,  at  offlcea  ofBeaeley,  Bedford  row.    DaTie,  Bedford  row 
BoeklnRbam,  Ely,  Oxfgcd,  Box  Manabwtnnr.     Jnna  1  at  I,  at  oOco  ot 

Oalpb.  New  rd,  Oxtod 
Cetaon.  Cbaa.  Hy,  Maoch.  Wboleaale  OonfeeUoaer.     Jane  <  «t  II,  at 

oOcea  of  Mann,  Maraden  at,  Maneb 
Clay,  Jnnph .  Badcliffe,  Lancattairr,  Clogger.    May  31  tt  1,  at  the  Royal 

Hotel,  Barjr.    Wauun,  Bury 
Clajtoo,  Leonard,  Laurrnoe  Clayton  &  Ja<  Smith,  Boiler  Makera.    Jnno 

I  at  It,  ai  Satherlind's  Great  Morihem  Uatei,  Welltaigtoa  it.  Leeda. 

Spiratt 
Coalihart,  John,  Lpool,  Draper.     Jnna  I M  t.  at  oOco  of  Btty,  Lord  tt, 

Lpiiol 
Crawley,  John,  Jan,  Lnton,  Badfbrd,  Bntdiar.  Jane  1  at  1 1 ,  at  thd  Oeocge 

Hotel,  Lntoo.    Shepberd,  Loton 
Creieen.  RoM  Edwd.  Dorking.  Sorroy,  Tailor.     Jona  1  at  I,  at  ofltat 

of  Pondona,  Jan,  Moorgate  at 
Crome,  Saml.  Hantkola,  Norfolk,  Batcher.    JanaSat  II,  atoOoaao 

Foatera  fc  Co,  Bank  pi,  Norwich  f 

DoTlea,  John,  Llaaatepban,  Caraiarthan,  Oiceor.     Hay  It  at  I,  at  oBca 

of  IJoyd,  Carmarthen 
SaTlaon,  Saml,  Tewkeabary,  Oloaeaator.  Batcbar.    Hay  M  at  11.10,  at 

the  Swan  Hotel,  Jewkeabnry.    Taynton 
Dowaer,  Edmd,  Londptrt,  Uaata,  Draper.     May  11  at  3,  at  oOco  ol 

Kbig,  Onion  it,  Portaea 
Edaon  Anthony,  Barneley,  Tork,  Steam  Power  Loom  Wearer.    Jane  3 

»'.  i,  at  ofllcea  of  lyat  fc  Harrison,  Regent  at,  Bamilay 
Elaom,  Martin  Thoa.  Notlingbam,  Leather  Seller.    May  II  at  II,  at 

offlea  of  Sheltoo,  Britanaia  chambers,  Pelham  at,  NotUngham 
Erana,  Wm,  Bnwioy  Regit,  StaOord,  Coaehbollder.    May  II  at  II,  at 

olBcca  of  Staakeapeare,  Obareh  at,  Oldbory 
Fanfamt,  Mariano,    Maneb,   Merobant,    Jane  9  at  1,  at  oBoea  ot 

Kearal«7,  Braaanaoae  at,  Maneh 
FiaM,  Hy,  Glonetater  tor,  Kentlngtoo,  Iroomoogar.     Jane  2  at  1,  at 

16  Gloooaater  ler,  KenstaiKtoo.    Edwards,  Bnah  lane.  Cannon  st 
Frandi,  Chat  Larkin  k  Hy  Krancit,  Qraceobareb  tt.  Cement  ManulM- 

torert.    Janet  at  K,  at  office*  of  Tingle,  Cannon  at.    Plewa  t  Irrine, 

Mark  lane 
Freaktey,  John,  Wolrerhampton,    Staflbrd,  Blacking  Manalietaiwr. 

May  >9  at  1 1 ,  at  offloat  of  Oreawell,  Biistoi  at,  Wolrerhampton 
German,  Jaa,  Soatfaaea,  Honia,  Grocer.     Miyp  24  at  1,  at  oOoea  of  Klng^ 

Dnioa  St,  T 


Gladwin,  Ann.  Warwick  at.  Regent  st,  Taller.    Jona  1  at  12,  at  office  o 

Niebolson  Greaham  at.    Parker  ft  Co 
Gnthrte,  John,  Leicester,  Shoe  Manofactonr,   Jane  t  at  12,  at  office  of 

Haxby,  BelToir  at,  Leicester 
Hammond,  Ella  Hary,  Bed  Cross  tt.  Milliner.     Jnae  S  at  12,  at  offloe  ot 

Maidon,  Ntwgnte  st 
Harper,  John  ft  Hatthew  Tldesley,  Willenhall.  Stafford.    Malleable  Iron 

Fonndere,  Jane  t  at  11,  at  tlie  Qaeen's  Hotel,  Blrm.  Slater,  Uarlaatoo 
Hewitt,  Francia  Uy,Jan,  Stock  Green,  Worcfrter,  Lieenaed  Vietualler. 

Jona  I  at  It,  at  office  of  Hodgson  &  Sons,  Watarhw  st,  Birm 
Hewlett,  Jss,  LInley,  Salop,  no  occapatloa.     May  31  at  2,  at  office  of 

Clarke,  Swan  hill,  shrewabory 
Holt,  Wm,  Leeds,  Orgaa  Ballder.     Jane  I  at  1,  at  offices  of  Rooke  ft 

Midgley,  Bank  bld)^.  Boar  lane,  Leeds 
Inwards,  Jss.  Bartholomew  TlUas,  Keatiah  town,  Olerk.    Jona  7  at  19, 

at  oOteca  of  Cattlln,  Baatnghall  st 
Jones,  Llewelyn  Foolkes,  Baglilt,  Flint,  Chemist.     Jane  i  st  13,  at 

efficea  of  Taylor,  Pepper  et,  Ohoter 
Leoch,  John,  Darentry,  Nortbaapton,  Carrier,     May  33  at  1,  at  oBco 

of  Barrett,  Bell  yd,  DoctOTV-commotis 
Littlewood,  John.  Halifax,  York,  Tobacco  Manoftctarer.     Jane  3  at  II, 

at  lOCbeapeUe.Haliltx.    Uolrojrde  *  smiih,  UallCax 
Lornine,  Pickering  Rippon,  Lpool,  Crooer.    May  SI  at  3,  at  offlea  Ot 

HaiTia,  Dnkm  cv,  Caatle  stl  Lpool 
Lnff,  Geo,  TItobtleid,  Hants,  Baitdcr.     May  90  at  12,  at  the  InsUtatlon, 

Farebam.    Gobie,  Fareham 
Malcolm.  John,  Halifax,  York,  Draper.     May  31  at  13,  at  officaa  ot 

Cbisney,  Dewblrsis  bidgs,  Muohester  td,  Bradford.   Terry  ft  Robtai- 

son,  Bradford 
Mssoo,  John  Wm,  Haneh,  Printer.    Jane6at4,atoaoe;a(Addleihaw, 

King  at.  Uanch 
MiUt,  Emannal.  Nympsfleld,  Glonoeater,  Baker.     Jane  2  at  4,  at  olBots 

of  Witchell,  Lanadown,  Strond 
Milton,  Geo,  Clifton,  Bristol,  Hstter.     Jane  I  at  3,  at  offices  of  Thick, 

Small  at,  Bristol 
Myers.  Sanl,  Vale  ter,  Satharland  gardana,  Malda  Vala,  Commiaaioa 

Merchant.    Jane  5  at  3,  at  offlcot  of  Birchall  ft  Rogers,  Soalbampton 

Udga,  Cbsncery  lane.    Banisou,  Fnmlral's  inn 
Normanton,  Bei)),  Ripponden,  Zork,  Beereeller.     Jane  2  at  10,  at  tho 

Royal  Hotel,  Sowerby  Bridge.    Boberte  ft  Sona,  Rochdela 
Pearsvn.  WmMBrewood,  Stalllnd,  Soboolnuuter.   May  31  at  12,  at  efficea 

of  Smith,  Old  Chnrch  yd,  WolTerhampton 
Peat,  John  Wm,  Wales.  York,  General  Dealer.    May  W  at  1,  at  office  Of 

Broomhead  ft  Co,  Bank  chambers,  George  et,  Sbeffleld 
Preece,  Geo,  Ledbnry,  Hereford,  Innkeeper.     Hay  SI  at  II,  at  offioaa  ot 

PIpar,  Coiirt  honse,  Ledbary 
Prom,  Hy  Ebeneaer,  Ptymoatb,  Deroo,  Matte  Seller.     Jane  3  at  3,  at 

26  Maddox  st,  Regeat  at.    Orasnway  ft  Adams,  f  lymonth 
Roberta,  Ricbd  Jonse,  Oamarron,  Foric  Batcher.     Jane  8  at  2,  at  the 

Caatle  Hotel,  Bangor.    Jonee,  Oarnarron 
Shaw,  John.  Hnnsbary  bill,  Northampton,  Farmer.    Jane  I  at  1,  at 

offioes  of  Jeflbi7  ft  Son,  Newland,  Northampton 
ShMk,  Wm,  Qnamford,  Stafford,  Farmer.    Iby  10  et  11,  at  the  BaUt. 

Head  Hotel,  Market  st,  Maccleafleld 
Smith.  Thai,  Bradforil,  York,  Waato  Dealer.     Jane  1  at  10,  at  offleee  ot 

HargreaTcs,  Market  at,  Brsdford 
Soowflen,  Wm,  Coal  Exchange,  Coal  Mcrebant.     Jane  1  at  3,  at  offlea 

ofDoble,  Baelnghallst 
Stead,  Saml.  New  Wonley,  Tork,  Stay  Manabctarer.    May  11  at  II,  at 

offices  of  Fallen,  Bank  chambers,  Park  row,  Leeda 
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Stooar,  John  WilkinMn,  Laads,  InnkMpar.     Jon*  t*t  S,  kt  oOoei  of 

Upton.  Eut  panda,  Lesda 
Straat.  Oao,  Birm,  Licaiued  Vlotoallar.     Janalatli,  at  ofllcaofCot- 

trell,  Newhall  >t.  Blrm 
SollaT,  JobD,  tan,  Markat  Htrborouih,  I.«ioaatar,  Booloakar.     JoM  I 

at  1 1,  at  offloa  of  Cava,  Shaap  market,  Harket  Harborongb 
TbaniMo,  Andrew,  Walaall,  Staffird,  Habardaabar.     Mar  SO  at  1,  at 

offlcea  of  Ok>TCr.  Park  at,  Walaall 
Warrenar,  Jobs,  Jon,  East  Orinataad,  nabmoniar.    Jooa  9  at  S,  at 

otBoe  of  Maraball,  LiocolnVinn-fielda 
Webster,  John,  BonhlU,  Working  Cntlar.     May  SI  at  It,  at  offlca  of 

Beealey.  Bedford  row.    Daria,  Bedfbrd  row 
Wild,  Ju.  Priorjr  at,  Camden  town,  Ballder.     May  SI  at  S,  at  offloea  of 

Yeo  <t  Warner,  Hart  at,  Bloomibory  aq 
William',  DaTid,  St  Jamea'e  at,  Ullogton,  and  John  Jonea,  Saadrtngbam 

rd.  Klnaaland.  Hatldera.    Jane  S  at  S,  at  oflleaa  of  Dalton  ft  Jeaaett, 

St  Clemeat'e  houae,  Clement'a  lane 
Wood,  Thoa  Jaa,  London  rd.  Lower  Clapton,  Bnilder.     If  ay  SI  at  1,  at 

ofllce  of  Banea,  BaiioghaU  st 

TtnasAT,  May  U,  1871 

Ad<baad,  Jas,  Walaall,  Staflbrd,  Flaatarer.     JonaT  atS,  st  cffieeaof 

of  Cramp.  Bridie  st,  Walull 
Allwi«d,  Jobo,  DeTiaaa,  Willi,  Draper.     Hay  SI  at  3.  at  offloea  of 

Williams  tt  Co,  EzchanKe,  Bristol.    Press  k  Inaklp,  Bristol 
Aspinall,  Wm.   Lower  Bebington,  Cbester.    June  3  at  S,  at  office  of 

Downbam,  Maikat  st,  Birkenhead 
Atkiaa,  Wm,  Lpool.  Bodar,     Jnna  6  at  S,  at  ofllee  of  Gower,  Cheapatde, 

LoDdon.    Tyrer  k  Co,  Lpool 
Ayre,  Jaa,  Sonderland.  Dorbam,  Shipowner.     Jmie  S  at  19,  at  ofllce  of 

Moore.  John  st.  Sunderland 
Baker,  Eiohd  Dearie,  Cambridge  town.  Frimln.  Surrey,   Batoher. 

Juno  5  at  ],  at  the  Duke  of  York,  York  town,  Frlmley.    En,  Alder- 

■bat 
Bsmford,  Tbos.  Rocbdale,  Laneaabire,  Sbopkaaper.     June  5  at  S,  at 

ufllce  of  Strandring,  The  Bntta.  Rocbdale 
Barnati,  John.  Saint  Day,  Cornwall,  Draper.    Jane  S  at  8,  at  the  Public 

rooms,  Truro.    Hodge  &  Co.  Trnro 
Batemau.  Pergua  Jaa,  Bristol,    Bnilder.    June  <  at  19.  at  oOcaa  ot 

Marly  k  Sons,  Old  Post  (MBce  chamber.  Com  st,  Bristol 
Bailey.  Jas  Lorell,  Hoxtoo  st,  Hoxton,  Corn  Merebant.     Jane  IS  at  3, 

at  offlcea  of  Buffen  k  Chandler.  Colemsn  at.    Aahurat  k  Co,  Old  Jewry 
Beala,  DaTM.  Dudley.  Woroeater,  Tailor.     Jane  7  at  II,  at  offloea  of 

Stokea,  Priory  st,  Dadley. 
BIckersiaff,  Jan,  Hancb,  Porter.     June  T  at  13,  at  offloea  of  Taylor,  St 

Jamea's  ebaiobera.  South  King  at.  Maneb.    Kearaley,  Uaoeb 
Bridgwood,  Sampaon.  Longlon,  StaiRird.  Ucaostd  Victualler.    Jnae  7  at 

2.30.  at  offlcea  of  SlOTenson  &  Dariee.  Brook  at,  StokeHipon-Trant 
Borgeas,  Wm  Valenttae,  Noblest,  Straw  Hat  HaoDfactm^r.     June  19 

at  3.  at  offlcea  of  LoTerIng  k  Minton,  Oreaham  at.    Sola  k  Co,  Alder- 

maobory 
Cass,  Wm,  Northampton,  Shopkeeper.     Jam  9  at  U.  at  offlcea  of 

Jeffery  *8on,Newland,  Northampton 
Chidlow,  Thoa,  Walaall,  Suflord,  Licanaad  Viatnaller.    Jnna  7  at  1  i,  at 

the  Bradford  Arms  Inn,  Lower  Ruaball  at.  WalaalL     Adams.  Walsall 
Cnlllnce,  Jas,  Manch,  Orocer.  Jane  9  at  4,  at  offlcea  of  Addlesbaw,  King 

at,  Manch 
Cowper,  Jaa,  Biitlesea  Fam,  Wilts,  Farmer.   June  Sat  II,  at  tba  Bear 

Inn,  Chippenham,    nanlaer  k  Wood,  Cbippenham 
Dando,  Horace,  Bromley,  Kent,  Clerk.    Jui.e  »  atl,  at  offlceorWalla, 

Walbrook 
Davits,  Timothy,  Mertbyr  TydSI,  Olamorgan,  Butcbar.    Jane  S  at  II,  at 

the  Connty  Court  offltie*,  Victoria  at,  Metbyr  Tydfll.    Lewia 
Foster,  Wm,  HnddersUeid.  York,  Draper.     June  6  at  11,  at  offlcea  of 

Uaroyd,  Baxton  rd.  Huddenfleld 
Gray,  Edwd,  Sheffleld,  Steel  Reflner.    June  9  at  13,  at  the  Cutlers*  hall, 

Shaffleld.    Smitb  k  HInde,  Sheffleld 
Griffltbs.  Eran  k  Jubn  Fraocia  Jone-,  Warwick  st,  Ptanlleo,  Drapera. 

June  3  at  3,  at  ufflcfs  of  Bead  k  Ca,  Milk  st.    Maaon 
Handle/,  Win,  Newiibam,  Cambridge,   Bricklayer.     Jane  9  at  11,  at 

offlca  of  ElliKon.  Alexanura  st.  Petty  Cnry 
Hardy. Tbos,  WoWerbamiiton. Stafford, Grocer.    JnneSat  ll.ataffleea 

of  Mratto.i,  Queen  at.  Wnlrerbamptoii 
Hargicaraa,  Hy,  HuddervBeld,  York,  Wblteamitta.     JnaeS  at  11,  at 

olBces  i>r  Sykea,  New  at,  Hudderslleld 
llarwond,  JoHiih.  Stockport,  Oheabire,  Aecoontaat.    June  i  at  9,  at  the 

White  Liun  Hotel,  Broad  at,  Bristol.    Johnston,  Stockport 
Bkks.  i.ichd  Wm,  Deal,  Kent,  Tailor.     Jona  IS  at  II,  at  the  Royal 

K>cliRii|je  Hulil,  Deal.    Drew,  Deal 
Hoare,  Hy,  Chertiey.  Surrey,  Coal  Merchant.     Jane  U  at  13,  at  offloa 

ot  Hn)  hri,  Serle  tt,  Lincoln's-inn 
Bockinp,  Wm,  Luton,  Bedford,  Straw  Hat  Uannbctnicr.    Jane  6  at  13, 

at  uitiui-s  of  Scargill.  King  st,  Lutuii 
Hogg.  Wm,  Skelton,  York,  Grocer.    Jane  S  at  10,  at  offlcea  ofCmmbte, 

Stonegate 
Uosking,  Jubn  Woolcnek.  Trnro.  Cornwall,  Printer.     June  S  at  II,  at 

offlce>  nf  Carljon.  k  Hanll,  Quay  st,  Trnro 
Jono.  Kees,  Carditr,  Oiamorgsn ,  Carpenter.     June  6  at  1 1,  at  offlcea  of 

Morssn,  High  st,  Cardiff 
Knight,    Jas,  Warminster,  Wilts,  Publican.     Jane  S  at  I,  at  the 

CaMie  inn,  Warminster.    McCarthy,  Frome 
Kniebt.  John.  Landport,  Hants,  Boot  Mannlketnrer.     Jane  S  at  11,  at 

offlca  of  Walker,  Union  st,  Ponsea 
Lewis.  DsTid,  Brynmawr,  Brecon.  Qrocer.     June  7  at  3,  at  the  King's 

Ueail  Hotel,  Newport.    Harris,  Tredegar 
Lewis,  Krrdk.  WoiTcrbampton,  Stafford,  Oil  Merchant.     JnneSat  11, 

at  the  Great  Western  Hotel,  Monmonth  st,  Snow  hill,  Blrm.     Thor- 

sianv  k  Cartwright.  WoiTerbampton 
Lewia  Hy,  High  green,  EctleaOeld,  York,  Miner.    Jane  6  at  I,  at  the 

King's  Head  Hotel,  Change  alley,  Staeffleld.    Willis,  Rotherbam 
Listrr,  John  Hall.  Newcastle-upon-Tyne,  Boot  Dealer.    June  i  at  li,  at 

efflcea  of  Hoyle  h  Co,  Uosley  st,  Newoastle-npon-Tyne 
Lister,  Cnml,  .Morlej,  York,  Cloth   Uannliicturer.     June  A  at  II,  at 

oBlre*  or  Middleton,  Park  row,  I«eds 
Mcllwsine.  Wm  John,  WbliehsTen.Cnmberland,  Baker.     JnneSat  II, 

at  oINci:  of  Alter,  New  Lowtber  st,  WhitehaTen 
Mills,  Wm,  Birm,  no  occupation.     June  7  at  3,  at  offloea  of  Lowe, 

Temple  st,  Birm 


Hnsaey,  Wm,  Lane  End,  Bimtal,  York,  Grocer.  JoDttitll,i>oCxi 

of  Pnilan,  Bank  chambers.  Park  row,  Leeds 
Payne,  Pbilip,  Worcester.  Mannlaetikrar  of  Pouad  Bnl.   Igai  I  ill,  c 

offlces  of  Tree,  Broad  st.  Worcester 
Plaekett,  Tboa  k  Bail)  Alt  Moody,  St  Bride's  STtaat,  yi«a,Nan 

June  IS  at  9,  at  oSeea  of  Johnatona  k   Co,  Oalsnai  n  Mi^lUr' 

gata  at.    Paekbam,  Gt  Knight  Rider  st,  Docton^  eaaoa 
Powell,  n«o.  West  Bromwioh, Staflbid,  Qisttengaiter.  Jaslat,!: 

offlceaof  Sheldon,  Lower  High  at,  Wedneabury 
Quick, Geo,  Leadenball  st, Ship  Broker.    June!  at  l.iteaeastSn. 

boo.  Wardrobe  pi.  Doctors'  commons 
Beany,  Wm,  Sheffleld,  Edge  Tool  Mauobctarar.  Jus  i  st ll,it*a 

of  Taakar  &  Son^  North  Church  at,  Shefflsld.   KslAr.  asbll 


Redfem,  Edwd,  Manch,  Coal  Merobanc 
Mann,  Maraden  at,  Manoh 


JuneU  atil,  siiilKil 


in 


Russell,  Geo,  Mitebam,  Surrey,  Carrier'a  Cleik.  Jans  till!,  a  **  ] 

of  Harrison,  FnmiTal'e  inn  i 

Simmons,  Abraham,  Tariitock  mews,  TsTMock  iq,  Cwt  tufe.  ; 

Jone  I  at  a.  at  the  Bell  OofTee  hoaae,  Eustoo  rd.  King  cm.  S^, 

Botolphlane 
Slvell,  By  Simeon,  Brittol,  Grocer.     June  3  at  13,  at  gfSctKfCimv  > 

NiobolaasI,  BrIstoL    Becklngbam 
Smith.  Wm,  St  Swithin,  Norwkdi,  Ironmonger.    Jnae  I  si  iU  ^ 

or  Winter  k  Francis,  St  Qilesf  st,  Narwicb 
Snttaby.  Conatantine  Foater,  Helton  Mowbray,  Lstcestar.tsito.  h>. 

3  at  I ,  at  offlca  of  Owston,  Friar  lane,  Leicaatar 
Swonnall,  Edmd,  Oakfleld  ter,  Denmao  rd,  Camberwall,  JtaitiM 

glaas.    JuneilatS.atoneeofParkes.  Beaufort  bUgi,8insl       ■ 
Sykea.  Sqnira.  Lane  Head,  BrUihonaa.  York,  Innkaeier.  Jiai  uai| 

at  the  Snn  Hotel,  Linhtcliffe,  Halifax 
Tatam.Simi  llirpniiin,  Kin<su>nnixia-'Iull,  Boot  Hake*.    I«  I 

2,  at  olfices  of  summers,  Manor  st.  Klngsun-apon-Hall 
Vernon,  Wm,  Burslem.   SUfflinl.  Attorney's  Oeffc.  JiatK 

offices  of  Hollinsbead,  Market  at,  Tooatall 
Viner,  John  Joseph.  Briglitaa.  Snseex,  Flamber.   Jai)i  '•  al 

offlces  of  Clenneli,  Gt  Knight  Rider  at,  Dodbia'  wmmsni   "-" 

Brighton 
Wardle.  John,  Middleaborongb,  York,  Eartheawsn  Dsalar. 

S,  at  offlcea  of  Biaithwalte,  Albert  rd,  MiddleAanngk.  I 

Uiddleaboronih 
Weaton,  Thos  Bond.  Tramnera,  Cheater,  Bakar.     JaaeiaiM 

of  Downliam,  Birkenhead 
Williamson,  Jas,  Klngston-npon-HuU,  Tailor.     Jnna  I  a  Ul 

Trerellyan  Hotel,  Leeda.    Elton 
Wilson,  John  Jordan,  WhitehaTen,  Cnmbarlsnd,  TIaamitk.  Ji 

10,  at  otBce  of  Mason,  Doke  at,  Wbitehaeea 
Wing,  Wm,  Folkingbam,  Uneoln,  OrocOT.     Jane  7  al  II,  a  ( 

Lion  Hotel,  Grantham.     Deacon,  Petarboraotft  ^ 

Woods.  John, Lpool, out  of  baalaesa.    Jana  Sat  tUattOesaOi 

Csstle  st,  LpoM 
Wood  ward,  Jobn,  Sheffield,  Balldar.     Jona  S  at  9,  at  oOa  if  M 

Change  alley,  Sheffleld  , 

Yates,  Geo,  Derby,  Grooer.     June  S  at  1 1 ,  at  offlca*  of  Hamut  1 

Becket  Well  lane.  Darby.    Moody.  Dei«y 


GRESHAM     LIFE    ASSURANCE    SOCD 
S7.  OLD  JEWRY,  LOMDUN,  E.a 
SO  LIcrrORS  ar«  inTilad  to  bUrednee,  on  behalf  ct  laair 
poaals  lor  Loanaon  Freehold  or  Leasehold  Propert;,  ikrena^ 
Interests,  oc  other  adequate  aacunties. 

Proposals  may  be  made  in  the  first  Instance  aceording  to  disal 
form  s^ 

PBoroaAL  ro%  Loax  ox  Koaraiaaa. 

Date 

Introduced  by  {$lal€  aone  and  ixidrsss  4^  ssWrttw) 
Amount  required  £ 
Time  and  mode  ot  npayment  (La.,  wMAar  ^  a  (ara  iwW^ 
awaaaror  otAsr  yaymsmj) 

Security  Mote  s*ar«y  the  farticulart  if  temriti,  ud,  i/'^tir 
ioft,  tlaf  Ute  Ml  aaaaal  iMOOM). 

State  what  Ulb  Policy  (if  any)  is  propoaed  to  be  ef^rf 
Onabam  Office  In  coimeetion  with  the  aaenitty. 
By  order  of  the  Board, 

F.  ALLAN  CURTIS.  Actuary  Bad  Sa 

ipiNE  FLAVOURED  STRONG  BEEi'  Tl 
'  about  JJd.  a  pint.  ASK  FOR  UEBIG  COMPANY'S  til 
of  Heat,  requiring  Baron  LieMg  the  Innnlor's  Sigaatais « 
ar,  being  the  only  guarantee  of  gennineneaa. 

ROYAL  POLYTECHNIC— WHITSOX 
DAYS.— ProfMaor  Feppei's  ■>  Trip  to  the  W«at«ra  Bgi 
Ireland;  '  Grand  Soanenand  Irish  Songs  by  Mia  Butt-Oj 
Tiral  of  Henry  RnaaaH'a  Songa.  under  bia  ueraoiial  Wad  soi 
with  grand  Scenic  and  Optical  Efhcte.  Vocaliat,  Mr.  Pii 
King,  Eaq.,  on  "  Moaele  and  Mnseolar  Power,"  iUsatrst^  J 
Wililo,  the  wonderful  Contortioniat  and  Imitator  of  tMtjuit* 
—Re-engagement  of  E.  D.  Dariea,  the  Premier  V<*^^^ 
Oboat  and  other  Entertalniseots  as  naoal — , 
Open  from  13  to  5  and  7  to  10. 


Oat  < 


BILLS   of  COMPLAINT,  5/6  per  . 
copies,  frmn  which  price  a  Intge  disooont  will  be 
i5  paid  immediately  on  oompletiiHi  of  order. 
YiTKs  k  AutxAMDia,  Law  Ptintera,  Symanda-mn, 


PRINTINO  of  EVERY  Dl^CBIPTIOX 
ParUamentarv  and  General— New»pay«»,  Boob.  • 
Pnapectuaes,   Ciiculan,   kc— with   pronvBtade  and  st 
'  charges,  by  ___■  t^ 

.  Yatxs  &  ALEXAXDia,  Symonds-inn  (and  amicb-iassifi  >^ 
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h  Opt  of  thii  JovBHAL  and  of  thi  Wbbklt  Biportbr, 
u  nnett  12,  CooVt-court,  Carty-ttrttt,  W.C. 

U  Stiteriftion  to  tht  SoucRoas'  Jooknal  i$—Toie»,  26<., 

Ct—try  28».;  vith  tht  WiBKLT  Rbpobtbb,  iit.     J'aymtnt 

in  tdvaaet  ineluda  DoubU  Numbtri  and  Poitagt,  Suitaribtrt 

«n  kait  their  Volumu  bound  at  tlu  Qflct — eloth,  2<.  6d., 

Ulfha  ealf,  it.  Od. 

U  Letttrt  irOmdtd/or  publication  intho"  Solid  tort'  Journal ' ' 

ttuttbe  authmtiealed  hy  tht  namt  of  tht  tcriter,  thovgh  not 

Mcatarilj/  for  publication. 

T»ri  iifieuUy  it  exptritnetd  in  proeurinf  tht  Journal  laitH 

npJarity  in  tht  Provineii,  it  it  rtqutitti  that  applitation  bi 

tUii  Urttt  to  tht  Fublithtr. 


%^t  ^0li!citar3'  lorwnxal. 

LONDON,  JUNE  3,  1871. 


TTndoubtbdlt  the  qaestion  of  the  hoar  is  that  of  tb« 
tndition  of  Freoch  Commanista  who  vatkj  esoape 
ther.  Tbe  topio  has  already  been  ventilated  freely  ia 
I poblic  prints  and  in  certain  pnblio  meetings,  and  aa 
bgs  DOW  go  it  is  scarcely  sarprising  that  it  has  been 
aated  ai  a  shibboleth.  Kewspapers  to  whiob  the  red 
tibol  of  Bepnblioanism  is  as  a  red  rag  to  a  baited  bull 
idl;  olamoar  for  the  extradition  as  a  matter  of  right 
jood  dispute  ;  while  there  are  again  other  personages, 
ffiridoal  as  well  as  typographical,  who  seem  to  have 
idtlumwlTes  to  a  support  through  thiok  and  thin  of 
}  morements  of  the  same  ooloar—deeper  shades  of  the 
1  to  bare  the  preference  over  the  lighter — and  who 
at  the  matter  as  equally  clear  the  other  way.  Happily, 
•Soremment  ate  liltely  to  treat  the  question  impar- 
Mr^n  its  merita.  Let  us  examine,  then,  the  task 
Utbey  will,  or  very  probably  may,  hare  before  them. 
In  ia  an  extraordinary  diveniity  among  the  authorities 
tfatemational  law  upon  the  question  whether  or  do 
n  it  any  extradition  obligation  independently  of  treaty, 
tetton  enumerates  Grotius,  Heiueooins,  Burlamaqni, 
It  and  others  as  in  farour  of  an  obligation,  and  Puffen- 
i,  Voet,  Martens,  Hittermeier  and  HeSter,  as  holding, 
h  others,  that  the  extradition  of  criminals  is  a  matter 
imperfect  obligation  only,  and  requiring  to  be  sapple- 
ated  and  regulated  by  spflcial  oompaot,  to  raise  it  to 
level  of  an  in  temational  rule.  Sir  Robert  Phillimore, 
,  aeema  of  the  latter  opinion.  However,  we  need  not 
Kua  that  cnrioos  question  ;  few,  we  imagine,  will  dis- 
e  tliat,  where  there  is  an  obligation  by  treaty,  the  ob- 
ition  should  be  performed.  Treaties  of  extradition 
•  been  made  between  England  and  most'of  the  prin- 
d  Continenal  nations  :  that  with  France  was  signed 
1(43,  and  an  Aot  of  Parliament  in  accordance  with  its 
ritioDs  was  passed  during  the  same  year  (U  &  7  Vict. 
I).  A  disoossion  of  some  of  the  difficulties  connected 
^its  execution  led  to  the  passing  of  29  k  80  Vict.  o. 
(See  correspondence  affecting  the  Extradition  Treaty 
jPrance,  1866,  p.  27).  And  it  was  again  reoogoised 
sting  by  the  27th  section  of  the  Extradition  Aot, 
[(33  k.  34  Viot  o.  62)  by  which  the  two  Aota  we  have 
Iwtre  repealed.  IHiere  can,  therefore,  be  no  doubt 
[Uy  appUoation  for  extradition  will  be  made  under 
'  «md  will  be  answered  by  reference  to  the  pto- 
^a  of  the  Extradition  Act,  1870  (made  applicable  to 
'  by  section  27). 
:  this  Aot  a  fugitive  criminal  is  not  to  be  snr- 
1  if  the  offence  in  respect  of  which  his  sorrender 
is  one  of  a  political  character,  or  if  he 
the  police  magistrate  or  the  Court  before  which 
;ht  on  JMheai  omyut,  or  the  Secretary  of  State, 
requisition  for  his  surrender  has,  in  fact,  been 
rith  a  Tiew  to  try  or  punish  him  for  an  offence  of 
obaraotet;  and  evidence  may  be  received  to 
i  the  crima  alleged  ia  an  offence  of  a  politioal 
■nd  not  an  extradition  crime.      There  ia  no 


deSnition  of  "  an  offence  of  a  politioal  character."  Mrt 
,  J.  S.  Hill,  indeed,  in  the  course  of  the  passage  of  the 
Extradition  Bill  through  the  Commons,  attempted  a 
deSnition:  he  proposed  to  define  it  as  "any  offence 
committed  in  Uie  course  of  or  furthering  of  civil  war, 
insurrection  or  politioal  commotions."  This  definition, 
which  was  obviously  too  wide,  found  no  favour.  In 
truth,  it  is  as  impossible,  and  if  it  were  possible  would 
be  as  inexpedient,  to  prescribe  a  hard  and  faot  definition 
of  a  political  offence  as  to  bind  the  court  of  equity  by 
any  rigid  definition  of  what  is  "fraud "or  " undue  in- 
flnenoe."  The  qaestion  in  the  present  case  muat  be  in- 
vestigated by  the  light  of  its  own  circamstsnces  only. 

If  the  Commune  had  been  regarded  by  the  British 
Government  as  belligents,  it  might  bo  argued  that  the 
fact  of  belligerency  put  an  end  to  the  question,  since 
belligerents  may  be  left  by  neutrals  to  decide  for  them- 
selves how  they  will  wage  their  warfare  at  the  seat  of 
war.  Our  Government,  however,  though  holding  cer- 
tain communications  with  the  Commune  in  reference  to 
the  safety  of  British  subjects,  never  recognised  them  as 
belligerents.  Rebellion  is  a  political  crime,  and  though 
the  Versailles  Government  may  desire  to  treat 
every  insargent  taken  in  arms,  or  proved  to 
have  fired  a  fatal  shot  from  n  barricade,  as  guilty 
of  murder,  our  Government  would  certainly  be 
wrong  in  delivering  up  any  insurgents  accused  merely  of 
acts,  which  however,  to  be  deprecated,  were  acts  of  war-' 
fare.  Thus  far  the  question  seems  to  admit  of  no  doubt, 
but  it  becomes  difficult  when  we  turn  to  acta  like  the 
wanton  destruction  of  the  Tuileries,  and  of  whole  streets  of 
houses  by  petroleum  fires,  and  the  butchery  of  the  Aroh- 
bishop  of  Paris  and  hundreds  of  other  innocent  persona. 
Here,  again,  no  rigid  a  priori  test  can  be  laid  down  any 
more  than  on  the  general  question,  bat  the  principle 
seems  to  be  this  ;  Primd  facie  every  icsurgpent  engaged  in 
rebellion  warfare,  which  is  a  merely  politioal  offanoe, 
hat  committed  no  extradition  crime  ;  and  any  aeta, 
though  shocking  in  themselves,  which  were  done  in  the 
bond  fide  prosecution  of  suoh  warfare,  aota  which  were 
(allowing  for  the  inherent  unreason  of  all  warfare) 
reasonable  means  towards  the  snoceas  of  the  rebellion,  do 
not  deprive  the  insurgent  of  his  character  of  a  politioal 
offender.  Even  the  shooting  of  hostages,  or  the 
homing  of  boUdings,  and  even  whole  quartets  of  a 
oity,  might  fall  within  this  category  of  acts  of  legiti* 
mate  warfare,  the  one  being  done  by  way  of  reprisal, 
and  the  other  for  strategical  purposes.  But  it  nnnmn 
to  us  that  the  late  horrible  deatmotion  of  life  and 
buildings  by  bullets  and  fire  in  Paria  cannot  be  so  identl* 
fled  :  these  horrid  acts  appear  to  have  been  the  off- 
spring of  mad,  besotted  rage  and  despair  ;  they  were 
not  strategic  aota  in  any  way,  and  the  aixta  of  their  per- 
petrators seem  to  have  reached  no  farther  than  the 
immediate  bloodshed  and  destruction.  Viewed  in  this 
manner,  the  firing  of  Paris  and  the  slaughter  of  so  many 
individuals  were  crimes  and  not  political  offences.  But  even 
then  a  question  remains  behind.  A  fugitive  criminal  ia 
not  to  be  given  up  if  it  appear  that  the  requisition  has  been 
made  in  order  to  try  or  puniah  him  for  a  politioal  offence. 
These  criminals,  for  as  snob  our  course  of  reasoning  haa 
stamped  them,  were  politioal  offenders  as  well,  and  If  the 
intention  of  M.  Thiers'  Government  ia  to  puniah  them 
aa  political  offenders  and  not  as  oriminals  guilty  of  aiaon 
or  murder,  they  ought  not,  on  the  terms  of  the  Act,  to  be 
given  up.  It  is  not  every  insurgent' who  has  been  gnilty, 
even  by  agency  or  implication,  of  these  murdeta  and 
arsons,  but  supposing  such  an  offender  to  be  delivered  up 
to  the  French  Government,  is  it  probable  for  one  moment 
that  he  would  be  permitted  to  escape  the  penalty  of  Us 
politioal  offence  ? 

The  difficulty  of  the  case  presents  itself  to  us  from  an 
entirely  different  point  to  that  from  wbioh  it  has  been 
approached  by  our  contemporaries.  The  queition  whether 
or  not  certain  acta  have  constituted  a  politioal  offence 
will  not,  to  our  tiiinking,  be  difficult ;  but  the  really 
diffionlt  qoeation  will  be — would  the  Britiah  Government, 
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by  delivoring  up  rooh  and  snoh  an  indiridaal,  be  in  fact 
deli7ering  him  np  to  be  tried  or  punished  for  the  political 
offence  of  rebellion  ?  And  if  the  answer  be  made  in  the 
affirmative  the  extradition  should  not  be  made. 

Is  AKOTHKK  COLUMN  we  bare  extracted  from  an 
American  law  paper,  the  Philadelphia  Legal  Intelligeneer, 
a  carious  case,  in  which  Atc  colliery  companies  possessing 
between  them  the  entire  coal  supply  of  a  large  dUtrict 
bad  appointed  a  joint  committee  to  adjust  the  price 
of  coal,  regulate  and  eren  suspend  the  shipments  ;  and 
all  the  companies  bound  themselves  not  to  sell  or  ship 
any  coal  except  upon  the  terms  determined  by  the  oom- 
roittee.  The  Supreme  Court  of  Pennsylvania  held  that 
this  was  an  illegal  contract,  aa  contrary  to  public  policy. 

The  Lam  Timet  publiBbes  Ihia  week  what  purports  to 
be  ftn  original  article  on  the  subject,  headed  "  Combina- 
tions to  Control  Prices,"  but  consisting,  with  the  exception 
of  a  very  few  lines,  of  unacknowledged  extraote  from  the 
decision  in  this  American  case.  Our  contemporary  must 
surely  have  been  victimised  by  some  hoaxing  oontri- 
bnlor,  for  we  cannot  imagine  that  any  English  law 
journal,  much  less  one  with  the  position  oocupied  by  the 
Lan  Times,  would  wUfnUy  publish  an  American  judge'e 
decision,  pretending  it  to  be  original  editorial  matter. 


Thb  case  of  AthiMon  T.  The  Queen't  Prietor,  recently 
decided  by  Lord  Penzance  in  the  Probate  Court,  shows 
thot  in  one  respect,  the  Probate  Act  requires  immediate 
amendment.    The  plaintiff  was  the  executor  of  Mary 
Henderson,  a  bastard,  whose  will  he  proponnded.    The 
testatrix  had  executed  it  nine  years  before  her  decease, 
and  there  was  no  pretence,  therefore,  that  it  had  been 
procured  by  undue  influence.     But  one  of  the  attesting 
witnesses  had  made  a  statement  (which  he  afterwards 
entirely  retracted),  as  to  the  circumstances  which  aocom- 
paoied  the  signature  of  the  will ;  a  statement   which, 
M  it  had  been  accurate,  tended  to  show  that  the  formalities 
prescribed  by  the  Wills  Act  had  not  been  dnly  observed. 
Upon   this  shadowy  information,  the  Queen's   Proctor 
thought  it  proper  to  intervene  to  defeat  what  was  nn- 
qnestionably  the   real  intention  of  the    testatrix.    He 
contested  the  will,  and  three  learned  oonnsel  appeared  to 
support  his  case  ;   the  trial  ended  in  the   will    being 
established  beyond  all  doubt.    Indeed,  it  would  be  hardly 
too  much  to  say  that  the  contest  wa«  unreal  from  the 
beginning.    The  will  represented— upon  the  admission  of 
tie  Attrrnej  General,  who  withdrew  at  the  laat  moment 
the  charges  which  were  formallypleaded  of  undue  influence 
and  unsoundness  of  mind — the  deliberate  wishes  of  the  tes- 
tatrix, and  the  alleged  informality  in  the  execution  turned 
«at  to  be  moonshine.  But  the  plaintiff  has,  nevertheless,  by 
the  oppceition  of  the  Queen's  Proctor,  and  especially  by  his 
not  withdrawing  all  the  pleas  except  the  traverse  of  the 
due  execution  of  the  will,  been  subjected  to  heavy  oosta. 
These  would  have  been  borne  by  the  nnenocessful  defen- 
dant,  as  a  matter  of  course,  had  he  been   a  private 
individual.     An  absurd  old  rule,  however,  was  invoked 
by  the  Queen's  Proctor,  to  protect  himself  from  the  con- 
sequences  of  his  nnfortunate  and  too  hasty  interference. 
The  dignity  of  the  Crown  is  such  that  it "  can  neither  pay 
nor   receive   costs  ;"    and    as   no  statute  exists   which 
mitigates  the  consequences  of  this  fine  old  constitutional 
regulation  except  in  revenue  oases,  the  caprice  of  the 
Queen's  Proctor  has  cost  the  plaintiff  a  considerable  sum 
«{  money.    He  bad  to  propound  the  will  of  the  testatrix 
in  aolemn  form,  and  call  several  witnesses  from  distant 
paria  of  tiie  country  to  establish  ite  validity,  and  to  nega- 
tive'the  allegations  of  undue  infinenoe  and  incapacity. 
The  expebse  of  this  proceeding  h»^abaolntely  blameless 
as  he  is — has  to  pay.     The  Queen's  Proctor's  own  ex- 
penses,  the    public   pay.    And    with    the    income-tax 
at   sixpence    in    the    pound,    it    is    not    unreasonable 
to  ask  that  some  precautions  should  be  taken  in  future 
against  inch  expense*  being  seedleasly  incurred.     Itmay 
tliat  the    power    of  iaterrentitm  is  neoeasarj  and 


valuable,  but  aa  Lord  Pensaaoe  himself  has  reesatly  ob- 
serred,    it  is  a  power  which  should  only  be  exstoiatd 
after  careful  U^^estigation.    It  is  hard  on  the  tax  psysr 
that  he  should  have  to  pay  the  cost  of  reaUr  idk  iatsr- 
ference.    It  is  still  more  hard  upon  tiie  parly  intsrveseft 
against  that  he  should  be  compelled  to  ^y  the  gum  of 
"  heads    I  lose,  taUs  you    win  "  with  an  irrtspoBslUe 
official.    Lord  Penzance  emphatically  intimated  in  the 
case  we  are  commenting  on  that,  had  the  defendsstbeea 
a  private  person,  he  would  have  oondemned  him  in  eMte> 
Surely  the  same  result  should  follow  when  the  Ctewn  is 
the   nominal    defendant;    and    an   Act  of  FaiUsmeBt 
rendering    the    Queen's    Proctor    liable   to  pay  coiU 
when  he  intervenes  without  cause  would  be  benefkaal 
in  two  ways.    It   would  prevmt  injustice   to  penons 
intervened    against  without  due  reason,  and  it  wtmld 
save  the  public  money.     For  the  Queen's  Proctor  wonM 
exercise  his  powers  more  sparingly  or  with  more  diiorimi- 
nation  than  at  present,  if  failure  was  in  his  esse  TJutd 
with  the  same  consequences  as  in  the  case  of  a  priTsts 
individual.     It  is  true  that  when  he  did  faU  the  pnWic 
would  have  to  pay  the  ccata  of  both  sides.    Butitii 
just  that  they  should  do  so  ;  and  with  thu  check  npoa 
his  zeal,  we  may  be  confident  there  would  be  few  troitl» 
interventions. 

It  has  bkcektly  bewj  khactw>  in  the  8t»t»  «f 
New  York  that  a  woman  may  maintain  an  actim  tot 
words  imputing  nnchastity  to  her,  wiUiont  proof  of  spsott 
damage,  and  that  in  case  of  her  being  a  married  won«a 
she  may  sue  alone,  and  In  such  cases  anydamsjeiw- 
covered  are  to  be  her  separate  property. 

Our  own  law  on  the  subject  is  still  nnidtered,  notwitt- 

standing  the  recommendation  of  the  committee  of  tl» 

House  of  Lords  in  1843,  and  the  observations  of  L«* 

Campbell  and  Brougham  in  Lyneh  t.  Knight  (9  H.  U 

593,  594),  and  of   Cookbnm,  C.  J.  and  Crompton  ti 

Blackburn,  JJ..  in  Robertt  v.  RohtrU  (12  W.  E.  909). 

The  real  reason  why  no  alteration  has  been  made  in  « 

own  law  obviously  is,  not  that  there  is  any  difference  a 

opinion    upon    the  question  whether  a  woman  wtae 

chastity  is  impugned  ought  not  to  have  an  opportnnitj* 

vindicating  it,  but  rather  that  the  grievance  being  one* 

few  individuals  only  and  not  of  a  class,  no  agitatim  • 

the  subject  is  possible.    The  origin  of  the  rule  is  of  oon» 

to  be  found  in  the  different  views  current  in  sooiet;* 

the  time  when  it  arose.     Damage  U  an  essential  part  of » 

cause  of   action    for  defamation,    and    the  dittincti* 

between  words  actionable  in  themselves  and  words  m 

actionable  when  special  damage  foUows,  is  ""PllrJ 

that  in  the  former  class  of  cases  the  courts  take  jodic* 

notice    of    the    fact  that   such    imputations  4<"»^ 

damage,  whUe  in  the  other  class  of  oases  they  do  «» 

take    such    notice.    The  consequence   is  that  wmU« 

words  conveying  particular  imputations  faU  within  » 

olass    or   the  other,  depends  simply  upon  the  notwsi 

entertained  when  our  law  on  the  subject  bscsms  8t«te»- 

typed.     It  was  then  thought  that,  while  to  '"P"!*  " 

a  person  any  indictable  offence  or  any  misconduot  m  m 

or  her  business  must  necessarily  cause  damage,  jet  m» 

to  impute  nnchastity   to  a  woman   would  by  no  aim 

necessarily  have  the  same  effect.    It  is  almost  a  piW  »■ 

judges  have  not,  from  time  to  time,  felt  themselves  »<■ 

gradually  to  alter  the  law  on  this  point,  as  they  M" 

done  in  others.    Probably  the  reason  is  that,  the  r» 

being  clear  and  simple,  no  one  has  been  able  to  ro^ 

a  method  of  gradnaUy  frittaring  it  away  witbootaiww 

overruling  the  old  authoritiee. 


Wk  van  our  readers  will  bear  in  mind  to*  fl| 
anniversaries  are  approaohingof  two  excellent  b«m«ir 
institutions  of  the  profession.  The  winnal  ««»«■ 
United  Law  Clerks' Society  takes  ?>«»  ""..''rTji 
next,  the  7th  of  June,  at  the  Freemasons  HsU,  «»-" 
Queen-street,  Linooln's-inn-fields,  under  the  P'T^Z, 
of  Lord  Justice  Hellish.  The  Solioitor'B  ^""^  .Z, 
oiety's  dinner  is  fixed  for  the  tollowtog  Ta^V.  ■•"• 
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13tb,  it  the  Albion  Tarern,  Aldengate-street,  the  Lord 
Chief  Bann  in  the  obair.  ;  We  tnut  that  onr  xeaden 
will  iopport  theae  exoellent  aooietiea  with  liberal  oentii- 
batioai. 


DEBTS  FOITNOEO  ON  WAOEBS. 
The  reoenC  deoieion  of  the  Master  of  the  Bella  in  Bubb 
T.  YelwTtm  (19  W.  R.  789)  *£Brma  the  propoeition  that,  •■ 
the  lav  now  itanda,  a  pereon  who  ia  oommiaaioned  by 
another  to  enter  into  bettings  trknaactiona  on  the  torf 
for  him,  and  does  so,  and  pays  money  in  diaoharge  of 
debia  ao  inoorred,  although  the  debts  themselves  are 
made  null  and  roid  by  the  8  &  9  Viot.  o.  109.8. 18,  oan, 
MTerthelen,  reooTer  against  his  principal,  or  claim  nnder 
the  idmiaistration  of  his  estate,  aa  for  a  valid  debt  in 
napeot  of  the  money  so  paid  to  the  nse  of  the  prinoipaL 
la  this  ease  the  claimant  depoaed  to  having  been  re- 
qosrted  by  his  principal,  the  late  Harqais  of  Hastings,  to 
pay  the  sums  in  question  after  the  events,  bnt  the  Master 
of  the  Bolls  intimated  that  he  considerad  the  original 
■andate  or  commission  jwr  tt  oomprshended  such  an  aa- 
tkotity  and  request. 

This  deddion  is  an  advance  npon  a  former  one  in  the 
aiaeoaase:  Suib  ▼.  Telverton  (18  W.  B.  612)  which 
*u  the  ease  of  a  bond,  and  therefore^m<2/aci«  required 
no  oonsidaratioa  to  sappitt  it  nnleas  impngned  ab  ewtra 
(t)  in  fsot  it  wm),  vhile,  in  this  case,  the  oonsidermtion 
wtt  the  primary  and  essential  point  for  ioqniry,  as  the 
debt  was  of  coarse  a  simple  contract  one,  and  indeed  was, 
il  appears,  wholly  eatablished  by  the  evidence  of  the 
daimant  Lord  O.  Ker,  the  oredibilitj  of  whoee  testimony, 
to  which  the  Maater  of  the  Bolls  gave  fnll  oiedence,  was 
eoBtidsied  by  him  to  be  the  vital  qoestbn  in  the  case. 

The  bond  referred  to  had  been  given  by  the  late  Mar- 
qaia  of  Hastings  in  satisfaction  of  heavy  betting  debia, 
kit  npon  the  evidence  the  Ooart  oonoloded  that  the  im- 
■«diate  motive  for  the  bond  was  to  avert  proceedings 
vhich  were  threatened  before  the  Jockey  Olub,  the  effect 
•f  wbioh  would  have  been  the  expulsion  of  the  Marquis 
horn  the  dob  aa  a  defaalter,  and  would  have  been  detri- 
■ental  to  hie  intereets,  and  this  was  held  by  the  Master 
•(  the  Bolls  to  be  a  snOoient  consideration  to  uphold  the 
toad  ;  which,  we  presume,  must  mean  that,  by  averring 
■eh  a  oonsidezation  the  averment  was  repelled,  that  the 
Motiaot  for  seonring  the  money  fell  within  the  purview 
if  (he  18th  section  of  the  8  &  9  Viot.  c.  109.  This  sec- 
lion  enacta — 

'That  all  contracts  or  agreements,  whether  bv  parole  or  in 
"nting,  bj  way  of  ganung  or  wagering;  shall  be  nail  and 
KM  ;  and  that  no  suit  shall  be  bronght  or  maintained  in 
•sy  conrt  of  law  or  equity  for  reoovering  any  aum  of  money 

*  Tsloable  thing  alleged  to  be  won  npon  any  wager,  or 
■iucb  ihall  havo  been  deposited  in  the  hands  of  any  person 
to  abide  the  event  on  which  any  wager  shall  have  been 
ude.  Provided  always,  that  this  enactment  shall  not  be 
■toed  to  apply  to  any  sabacription  or  contribution  or 
^eement  to  subscribe  or  oontnbute  fbr  or  towards  any 
we,  priae,  or  sum  cf  money  to  be  awarded  to  the  winner 
r  winners  of  any  lawiiil  game,  qwrt,  pastime^  or  ezerdss." 

It  was  argaed  that  a  bond,  if  given  directly  for  money 
>K  in  a  wager  on  a  race,  wonld,  nnder  the  conjoint 
lect  of  thU  stetnte  and  theS  &  8  Will.  4,  c.  41,  not  be 
tvtitd.  The  latter  statute,  as  is  known,  was  passed  to 
ttke  negotiable  instruments  in  the  hands  of  bond  fide 
oUen  without  notice,  valid,  altbongh  they  had  been 
Wen  for  gnming  and  wagering  debts,  prior  Acts  having 
nde  sndh  aeoorities  null  and  void.  The  Act  of  Will.  4 
edsred  they  ahoald  only  be  deemed  to  have  been  given 
1  u  illegal  oottsideration,  the  effect  of  wbioh  was  that 
^nA  M«  holder  for  valne,  without  notice  of  the  ille- 
ility,  oonid  recover  unless  he  obtained  the  bill  after  it 
Msste  due  (Chitty  on  Bills  of  Exchange,  p.  69),    By  the 

*  Aaoe^  o.  14,  s.  I,  all  notes,  bills,  bond*,  judgments, 
Brtgafea,  «r  other  seoarities  given  for  money  lost  at 
»  gnus  there  ennmerated,  which,  by  conHCrnction, 
■biMad  hoae-racing,  and,  it  is  believed,  every  known 
ott,  wen  made    void.      In    applying    the    intended  | 


remedy,  the  statute  of  Will.  4  only,  in  terms,  enacts 
that  so  mnch   of  the    Act  of  Anne  shall   be  repealed 
as   enacts    that    such    natet,     bills,     and     martfoget 
shall    be    void,    and  that  snoh  notet,  biU$,  and    mort- 
gaget    shall    bo    deemed    to  have    been  given  on   an 
illegal  consideration  only.     By  the  statute  of  8  &  9  Yict 
o.  109  8.  15,  all  anch  parts  of  the  statute  of  Anne  are  re- 
pealed   as    are    not    repealed    by  the  statute  of  Will. 
4,  so  that  it  is  open  to  contend  that  bondt  not  being 
named  in  the  Act  of  Will.  4,  and  the    Act  of  Anne 
that  made  them  illegal  being  gone,  they  are  now,  by 
being  remitted  to  the  common  law,  exactly  in  the  same 
position  as  a  volnntary  bond  wbioh  baa  been  given  on  no 
legally  binding  consideration.    The  Muter  of  the  Bella 
avoided  deciding  this  question  as  be  felt  olear  on  the 
point  of  the  legal  validity  of  the  bond,  as  having  been 
given  with  a  view  to  avert  the  aotion  of  the- Jockey  Olub. 
Taking,  however,  the  present  state  of  the  law,  in  regard 
to  a  wagering  contract,  as  laid  down  by  the  Oonrt  of 
Queen's  Benoh,  that  snoh  contracts  are  not  illegal,  unless 
they  be  in  relation  to  some  unlawful  object,   bnt  are 
simply  void,  and  equivalent  in  law  to  acta  resting  on  no 
consideration,  so  that  a  bill  given  in  payment  of  such  a 
wager  in  the  hands  of  a  third  party,  does  not  cast  on  the 
plaintiff  the  proof  that  he  g^ve  oonrideration:  FUokw 
JoAtt  (8  W.  B.  607,  6  Ell.  and  Bl.  688):  and  considering 
that  a  bond  is  (unless  in  competition  with  other  credi- 
tors) as  valid  without  a  consideration  as  with  it,  it  is 
diflBonIt  to  say  why  snoh  a  bond,  even  as  between  the 
immediate  parties  to  a  lawfnl  wager,  snoh  as  that  on  a 
horse  race,  should  not  be  valid  though  nnsupported  by 
any  further  consideration.    V.  0.  Stuart,  has  ezoressed 
hia  opinion,  though  his  dedsion  was  independent  of  this, 
that  there  ia  atrong  ground  for  considering  that  the  boiui 
fide  assignee  of  a  bond  without  notice  of  the  illegal  con  - 
lideration     is      within    the    equity    of    the    statute. 
5  &  6  Will.  4,0.  41,  and  he  snggestK  the  reason  of  the  exola- 
sion  of  this  case  in  terms  from  that  statute,  was  because 
that  Act  was  mainly  aimed  at  remedying  the  evils  to 
which  transferees  of  legally  tranoferable  seoarities,  were 
exposed    in    the   prior  stHte  of    the    law  {Banker    r. 
Sallewea,  4  W.  B.  584,  3  Sm.  k  G.  94.).     Of  course,  if 
the  bond  would  be  valid  between  the  immediate  parties 
it  wonld  a  fortiori  be  equitably  valid  in  the  bands  of  a 
bond  fide  transferee  for  value;  but  even  it  the  bond,  a« 
between  the  immediate  parties  to  the  wager  wonld,  from 
the  nature  of  the  event  betted   upon,  be   illegal,   the 
statnteof  Will.  4  might,  if  Vioe-Chanoellor  Stasrt's  view 
be  correct,  still  reader  it  valid  in  the  hands  of  the  band 
fide  tmnsferee. 

The  restrictions  on  time  bargains  in  the  Government 
funds  of  the  country  being  now  removed  (23  Viot.  c.  28), 
there  is  no  longer  any  other  test  by  wh  ioh  to  try  the  legality 
of  baigainson  theStook  Exchange,  than  by  asoertainiDg,by 
the  drcnmstances  of  the  oases,  and  the  relation  of  the  parti  <<, 
whether  they  are  to  be  referred  to  the  category  of  wagera 
or  contracts.  As  to  this  we  may  bear  in  mind  thitt, 
though  it  was  settled  that  even  in  a  case  of  sale  of  G->- 
Tcmment  stock  while  Sir  John  Barnard's  Act  was  in 
force,  it  was  no  objection  to  the  validity  of  the  contract, 
that  the  vendor,  at  the  time  of  contract  for  sale,  was  not 
actually  possessed  of  the  stock  {MeCallan  v.  Mortimer,  9 
Mee.  &  W.  636),  yet  it  has  been  clearly  held  that  in  an 
agreement  for  biiying  and  selling  t\arei  (which  was  never 
within  the  Act  against  time  bargains)  if  the  jury  find 
that  neither  party  really  intended  to  buy  or  to  sell  specific 
shares  bnt  each[mean  t  to  break  the  contract,  and  to  give  the 
other  a  remedy  against  him  for  difference  of  prioe  aooord- 
ing  as  the  market  rose  or  fell,  snoh  a  transaction  is  a  bet 
and  no  contract  (Orisewood  v.  Blaru,  II  0.  B,  566). 

The  principle  that  the  agent  for  another  in  a  transac- 
tion, which  amounts  in  law  to  a  wager,  does,  by  paying 
the  loss  incurred  at  the  request  of  his  prinoipal  constitute 
himself  a  legal  creditor  of  the  other,  though  the  lattsr 
was  under  no  legal  obligation  to  pay  it,  has  been  f  ally 
established  in  oases  between  prinoipal  and  agent  in  stock- 
jobbing   transactions    {Roeeviarne  v.  Billing,  12  W.  B. 
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104  ;  Xnight  T.  Camhert,  15  Com.  B.  666),  and  the  last 
deoiaion  of  the  Master  of  the  Bolls  appears  to  be  only  a 
legitimate  application  of  the  same  dootrine  to  the  ease  of 
a  wager  on  the  event  of  a  lawful  sport.  Saoh  pay- 
ments, if  the  agency  be  onoe  established,  seem  to  be  pro- 
perly assimilated  to  the  case  of  one  person  re«[ae*ting 
another  to  pay  money  to  a  charity — a  payment  which 
oonld  not  be  enforced  by  law — but  on  which  an  action 
for  money  paid  would  undonbtedly  lie  :  per  Tindal,  0.  J.  in 
Panle  r.  Sunn  (i  Bing.  N.  C,  p.  449.) 

It  should  be  borne  in  mind  that  the  oonstrnction  put 
on  the  Statute  of  Anne  made  many  wagers  unlawful  that 
were  not  so  at  common  law— tnt<r  alia  those  on  horse- 
racing,— consequently  all  securities  given  for  such  wagers 
were,  by  the  terms  of  that  Act,  null  and  void.  The  6  &  6 
Will.  4,  c.  41,  s.  1,  declares  that  every  note,  bill,  or  mort- 
gage, which,  if  that  Act  had  not  been  pasoed,  would  by 
virtue  of  the  Acts  recited  (infer  alia  the  Act  of  Anne) 
have  been  absolutely  void,  shall  be  presumed  to  have  been 
given  on  an  illegal  consideration,  and  the  recited  Acts 
shall  have  the  same  effect  which  they  would  have  had  if 
instead  of  enacting  chat  such  note,  bill,  or  mortgage 
should  be  absolutely  void,  they  had  provided  that  they 
should  have  been  deemed  to  have  been  given  on  an 
illegal  consideration.  The  2nd  section  of  this  Act 
provides  that  the  maker  of  any  such  note,  bill,  or 
mortgage  who  shall  pay  the  amount  shall  be  deemed 
to  pay  it  on  the  account  of  the  person  to  whom  the 
instrument  was  originally  given  and  the  amount  shall 
be  recoverable  at  law  from  such  person.  The  8  &  9 
Vict.  c.  109,  s.  15,  repeals  such  parte  of  the  repealed 
Acts  as  were  not  repealed  by  the  6  &  6  Will.  4,  o.  41, 
and  therefore  might  seem  to  remit  to  the  common  law 
the  legally  or  illegality  of  all  wagers.    However,  the 

,  illegality  of  notes,  bills,  and  mortgages,  which  by  the 
removal  of  the  statutory  illegality  would  not  be  illegal  at 
common  law,  still,  it  would  seem,  adheres  to  them  in  con- 
sequence of  the  language  of  the  S  k  6  Will.  4,  o.  41, 
s.  1  (see  Say  v.  Ayling,  16  Q.  B.  431).  There  seems  to 
be  nothing  in  the  Act  8  &  9  Yiot.  o.  109,  to  alter  the 
position 'of  the  immediate  parties  to  the  transaotion,  in 
the  case  of  the  note,  bill,  or  mortgage  being  paid  by  the 
maker,  as  provided  by  the  2nd  section  of  5  &  6  Will.  4, 
o  41.  The  maker  could  therefore  recover  the  money 
from  the  person  to  whom  he  originally  gave  the  seonritiy 
vo  snoh  oonsidetatioD. 


'  BEHOTENESS  OF  DAHAGB. 
The  meaning  of  the  maxim  In  jure  eatua  proteima  mm 
remota  ipectatur  is,  that  unless  the  injury  be  the  fair 
and  natural  result  of  the  act  complained  of,  damages  will 
not  be  reooverable.  The  diffionlty  lies  in  the  application 
of  the  general  principle  to  the  particular  case.  Take  as 
HI)  illustration  the  well-known  squib  case  {Scntt  v.  Shep- 
ierd,  2  W.  BL  892).  Oae  Shepherd  threw  a  lighted 
squib  into  a  market  house.  The  squib  fell  on  a  ginger- 
bread stall,  which  was  kept  by  one  Yates.  A  bystander 
!<iiaiched  it  up,  and  to  preveut  injury  to  himself  and  to 
Yates'  wares,  flung  ic  down  the  market  house.  It  fell 
upon  another  stall,  the  keeper  of  which,  also  to  protect 
himself  and  his  wares,  flung  it  to  another  part  of  the 
market  house,  and  in  its  oourse  it  hit  the  plaintiff,  and 
put  out  his  eye.  The  question  was,  whether  Shepherd, 
the  original  thrower,  was  responsible  for  the  injury — in 
other  words,  was  the  act  of  Shepherd,  in  throwing  the 
squib  the  proximate  or  the  remote  cause  of  the  injury  t 
The  judges  differed  in  opinion.  Orey,  C.J.,  held  that  the 
injury  was  the  direct  and  immediate  consequence  of  the 
act  of  the  original  thrower.  Blackstone,  J.,  held  that  the 
injury  was  conseqnential,  but  not  immediate  ;  and  that 
trespass  would  not  lie.  Nares  and  Gonld,  JJ.,  held  that 
trcitpass  did  lie,  for  that  the  natural  and  probable  conse- 
quence of  the  act  of  the  original  thrower  was  injury  to 
somebody,  so  that  the  act  was  unlawful  ;  and  as  the  act 
was  nnlawfnl,  the  defendant  must  answer  for  the  conse- 
quences of  it,  whether  mediate  or  immediate.    It  is  dear 


that  Orey,  O.J.,  gronsded  hi*  opinion  on  the  ImI,  » 
proved  in  evidence,  that  the  intermediate  thnvaeltki 
tqnib  had  no  intent  except  to  protect  theoKbti  nl 
their  property  which  was  exposed  to  daogv.  Thu,  tkif 
were  simply  links  in  the  chain  of  cause  and  shot  D 
either  of  tiiem  had  had  any  mischievous  ioteat,  In,  HlHt 
the  original  thrower,  would  presumably  have  tan  n- 
garded  as  the  immediate  an^or  of  the  iaJDij.  Ihtk- 
stone,  J.,  differed  in  opinion  only  as  to  theforarftb 
action;  while  Nates  and  Oonld,  JJ.,  took  (lu  view  tbt 
the  nnlawfnlness  of  the  original  aot  made  thedtCToiit 
liable  (or  the  consequences,  in  any  event.  Th*  (riaefil 
question,  of  oourse,  was  as  to  the  form  of  aetian,  vhetht 
trespass  or  case  onght  to  have  been  broocht  Weesl; 
refer  to  the  case  as  a  well-known  illustratiia  d  Ikl 
maxim. 

The  view  taken  bgr  the  last-named  jodgsi  easb  , 
this,  that  the  law  is  not  so  strict  in  its  dafinitiaBtiiht  , 
are  the  fair  and  proximate  consequence  of  aa  *gt,ilM  i 
the  aot  is  in  itself  unlawful  -,  or,  as  it  is  pat  ia>  til- 
known  Amerlban  work  (Sedgewiok  "  On  ths  Mwaa< , 
Damages,"  p.  126)  the  law  will  go  furthsr  ia^i 
conseqoenoes  to  punish  a  wrong-doer,  than  tSMtaKJ 
act  of  pardonable  negUgenoe. 

The  attempt  to  lay  down  any  gmeial  ralsaitt 

moteness  and, proximity  is  apt  to  land  us  in  a 

casuistry  xeepeoting  oanse  and  eSeoL    The  beit 

that  the  damage  must  be  the  natoral  ooonqniM 

the  act,  or  it  will  be  too  remote.      Ficors  v.  Itiia  ' 

Bastl)willBerTe  to  explain  what  we  mean.    The 

dant  had  nttned  a  dander  respecting  the  plainliS, 

consequence  of  the  dander,  as  he  alleged,  was  i' 

from  his  dtnation.    He  accordingly  brooght  hii 

claiming  qieoial  damages  for  his  discharge,  nl 

EUenborongh  held,  that  the  disduurge  of  the  pUiril' 

a  mere  wrongpful  aot  on  the  part  of  Us  '■f^''' 

the  legal  and  natural  oaaaeqnence  of  the  nttanietw 

slander  (  so  that  the  plaintiff  took  nothing  ijVf^ 

against  the  original  attaier  of  the  alander.    b  a 

action  for  sUnder,Tanntoo,  J.,  held  thatin  oidnts 

words  (of  amUgaon*  import,  howevet),  attiosshlsi  ■ 

i^nstbe  snoh  that  the  special;  damage  allsgad  «* 

the  fdr  and  natnrd  result  of  thdr  being  nttsied  (mf 

PaHington,  5  B.  &  Ad.  646).     In  yet  another  en^rt 

B.  had  repeated  a  dander  respecting  the  pUiatif « 

he  heard  from  A.,  it  was  held  that  no  aotJoo  en* 

against  A.  for  special  damages,  oooasiooed  by  thsanl 

by  him  oommnnioated  to,  and  repeated  by,  B.,  <<»■< 

the  repetition  of  the  alaadar  by  B.  was  not  tbs  oaeM 

consequence  of  th«  oommanieation  to  B.  (  Wtnii.  M 

7  Bing.  211.  „   _. 

Our  readers  will  remember  the  reowit  case  *  »■ 

Serviee  Company,  JohnttoH'i  claim  (I»  W.  B.  151) 

which  this  subject  was  very  fully  oonsldsitd  tf 

Lord  Justice  James.     We  noticed  some  weeks  a(0  (I 

p.    112)  the   principal  question   in  the  otm  ■!* 

whether  the  United  Service  Campwy,  as  (bs  bssM 

the  daimant,  had  been  guilty  of  eolpable  BSgUgnfl 

keeping  his  seoaritiaa.    The  Lord  Justics  aflmN 

judgment  of  the  Master  of  the  Bolls  in  this  ra^set, 

he  reversed  his  Lordship's  order,  on  the  grooad  tM 

loss  in  respect  of  whidi  the  daim  was  made,  wmM 

mote  a  conseqnenoe  of   that  negUgmice  to  satilli  I 

daimant  to  the  right  to  prove.    It  will  be 

that  the  manager  of  the  bank  fraudulently  kU 

Johnston's  railway  shares,  and  forged  the  naaeof 

Johnston  to  the  transfer.    On  bills  filed  sgaiait  tksl 

way  companies    and  the  transferees,  Ibjoc  J<AM 

recovered  his  sharee,  but  was  refused  hi*  oosti        ^ 

he  had  contributed  by  his  own  negllgeaestoAs 

The  amonnt  of  these  costs  he  now  sought  to  jxanw 

the  estete  of  the  United  Service  Oompaay,  s*  « 

sustained  by  reason  of  the  company's  nafflgsseii 

Lord  Justice,  differing  from  the  Master  of  the  BA 

that  the  loss  of  these  costs  was  too  remote  •  o*"*J 

of  the  negligence  of  the  company  for  thsn*"" 

liable  for  su)£  costs  or  any  part  of  them. 
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Tba  gioand  of  this  deoUion,  which  wm  Tirbaally  that 
of  both  Lords  Jastiaes,  is  easy  to  disoorer.     The  negli- 
gvnoe  of  the  oompany  was,  in  point  of  faot,  not  the  sole 
oiius  of  what  ooonrred.    The  negUgenoe  of  the  oom- 
pinj  only  enabled  the  manager  to  get  the  oertifioates  of 
tha  oUimant's  shares  into  his  own  bands;  bat  it  was  the 
imsgfal  aoc  of  the  manager  in  forging  the  claimant's 
ntoe  to  the  transfers  which,  oonpled  with  a  certain 
anoantof  negligence  on  the  (daimant'a  own  part*ooca- 
aloaad  the  loss,  and  rendered  the  salts  necessary.     It  the 
ooata  in  leapeet  of  which  the  claim  was  made  had  been 
the  coata  of  an  action  of  detinne  for  the  reatoration  of 
tht  oertifioates    against  the  manager,   or  against   an 
ianooent  holder  nnder  him,  the  claim  woald  no  donbt 
hsTa  been  admitted;  bat  the  object  of  the  anit  was  to 
leplaoe  the  claimant  in  the  poaition  from  which  he  had 
been  ooated,  partly  throngb  the  negligence  of  the  com- 
pany, bat  principally  through  the  forgery  which  was 
effected  by  the  manager,  which,  as  was  said  in  Vioart  v. 
WiUvclti  (jnipj),  was  a  mere  wrongful  act,  and  not  the 
legal  sad  natural  conseqnenoe  of  the  original  n^ligence. 
We  hare  ftow  got  a  cine  to  what  appears  to  be  the  real 
diitinetion    between    proximate    and    remote    damage. 
Where  the  act  complained  of  is  the  sole,  or  the  sub- 
itaatial  cause  of  the  injury,  it  may  be  any  number  of 
icmoTss  from  the  injury,  as  the  sqnib  case  shews,  and 
yet  be  die  proximate  cause  of   it,  provided  the  effect 
be  simply  transmitted;  just  as  a  ball  set  rolling  may 
oofflmnnioate  the  impulse  through  aay  number  of  other 
balls  to  the  last  in  the  series,  when  the  original  impulse 
Tin  be  the  proximate  cause  of  the  last  in  the  series 
being  set  rolling.    It  is  where  the  ball  receives  a  sub- 
Kqoent  impulse  from  another  source,  where  a  variety  of 
eaaaee  combine  to  produce  tho  result,  and  the  result  oan- 
lot  be  said  to  have  followed  naturally  and  directly  from 
the  one  of  them  to  which  it  is  attributed,  that  a  case  of 
remoteness  arises.     It  will  be  found,  as  a  general  rule, 
that  tbe  damage  has  been  regarded  as  remote  or  proxi- 
mate, according  as  the  result  of  the  act  of  the  person  in- 
eolpated  was  or  was  not,  varied  by  the  wrongful  act  of 
lome  other  person. 


BECEHT  DECISIONS. 


BQUITT. 

OopTBioHT  nr  Maps. 
Stannard't,  Lte,  L.J.,  19  W.  H.,  615. 

It  appears  that  maps,  charts,  and  plans,  were  first  pro- 
eetai  by  the  Legislatare  in  1787,  under  the  description 
)f  "priats,"  by  7  Oeo.  8  o.  81  (extended  by  7  Geo.  S  o. 
>7),  the  Aot  which  secured  to  Hogarth's  widow  the  sole 
igbt  for  printing  her  husband's  works  for  twenty  years. 
!hia  Aat  does  not,  like  the  Aot  to  amend  the  law  of 
opyrigbt  (6  &  6  Vict.  c.  46),  make  registration  a  oondi- 
bn  eoential  to  protection.  The  Aot  5  ft  6  Vict.  o.  46, 
tys  in  the  interpretation  clause  (62)  that  the  word 
book "  shall  be  construed  to  mean  and  include  every 
.  .  .  map,  chart,  or  plan,  uparateiy  published.  As 
tgarda  maps  which  are  aeparately  published  it  would 
em  as  it  there  were  two  concurrent  statutes  of  copyright, 
»  earlier  of  which  vests  th^  exclusive  right  in  the 
Boprietor  of  the  "prints"  for  twenty  years,  without 
giatration,  and  the  latter  of  which  for  the  life  of  the 
ithor  and  seven  years  over,  or  a  term  absolute  of  f orty- 
R>/aaz*,4Ui  the  case  may  be,  conditionally  on  registra- 
m.     The  ^rlier  Act  is  not  referred  to  in  the  praamble 

5  ft  6  Viotk  c.  46,  and  it  is  treated  as  a  subsisting  Aot 
'  15  A  16  Vict.  c.  12,  s.  14,  which  extends  its  pro- 
doaa  to  poblioations  by  lithography,  or  any  other 
■««»««'itr»i  prooeas  by  which  prints,  or  impressions  of 
twiBflpB  OK  prints,  are  capable  of  being  multiplied 
tefialfesly.  In  Stannari  v.  Zee,  which  was  a  suit  to 
train  an  alleged  infringement,  brought  by  the  proprie- 
of  A  map  aeparately  pnbliahed  who  had  not  registered 
I  map  afe  StaUoner's  Hall,  as  provided  by  5  fc  6  Viot  c. 


46,  tha  Lords  Justices  were  of  opinioa  that  the  earlier 
Act  is  virtually  repealed  by  5  &  (i  Yiot.  o.  45,  and  that 
registration  is  therefore  a  necessary  preliminary  to  a  anit 
for  an  Infringment  of  copyright  in  the  case  of  a  map 
separately  published.  Haps  published  together  or  in 
oonneotion  with  letterpress,  obviously  came  under  the 
head  of  "  books." 

The  deoision  in  Btannard  ▼.  Lee  is  a  rather  strong  in- 
stance of  the  application  of  the  argument  ab  inaonveaieiiti. 
To  hold  that  the  earlier  statute  is  virtually  repealed 
because  it  is,  or  is  supposed  to  be,  inconvenient  that  there 
ahonld  be  two  concurrent  Acts  relating  to  the  same 
thing  is,  to  say  the  least  of  it,  rather  nnsatisfactory,  what- 
ever the  force  of  the  argument  ab  ineonvenieMi  may  be 
in  general.  It  may  be  inoonvenient  that  there  shoald  be 
two  concurrent  Acts,  the  one  requiring  registration  and 
the  other  not,  but  why  did  not  the  Legislature  repeal  7 
Qeo.  8  o.  81,  and  17  Geo.  3  c.  67,  when  they  were  repeal- 
ing 8  Anne  o.  19,  and  the  other  Acts  repealed  by  6  & 
6  Vict.  0.  46  7  We  welcome  the  decision  as  it  tends  to 
simplify  the  law  by  asserting  the  necessity  of  registra- 
tion in  every  case  ;  but  as  a  matter  of  law,  we  cannot 
but  regard  it  as  questionable. 


Bakk  Tbcstkes— BiaHT  of  Skpabatb  Appbabanob. 
SeinrieK  v.  Sutton,  LJ.,  1 9  W.  B.  616,  L.  B.  6  Oh.  220. 

We  need  scarcely  say  that  for  a  solicitor  to  enter  an 
appearance  in  a  defendants  name  without  authority  from 
him  is  as  culpable  as  to  file  a  bill  in  the  name  of  a  person 
without  his  authority;  and  in  the  latter  case  the  bill  will 
be  taken  off  the  file  with  costs  as  botween  solicitor  and 
client,  upon  proof  of  no  authority  {AUen  v.  Bane,  4  Beav 
449). 

In  Eeinrieh  v.  Sutton  a  bank  trnstee  moved  to  ex- 
punge an  appearance  entered  for  him  by  the  solicitor  of 
the  bank,  on  tbe  groand  of  no  authority.  The  suit  was 
against  the  bank,  and  tbe  trustee  had  been  made  a  defen- 
dant,  together  with  his  co-trostees,  in  the  character  of 
trustee  for  the  bank.  The  deed  of  settlement  of  the  bank, 
which  had  been  executed  by  the  trustee,  contained  the 
common  /proviso  that  where  the  property  was  vested  in 
trustees,  the  board  should  have  power  to  direct  any  actiuni 
or  suits  to  be  prosecuted  or  defended  on  account  of  the 
property  of  the  bank,  and  to  direct  the  necessary  parties 
to  snoh  suits  to  carry  them  on  or  defend  them,  and  that 
such  parties  should  be  indemnified  out  of  the  funds  nf 
the  bank.  The  suit  in  Henrieh  v.  SiMon  was  on  acoonut 
of  the  property  of  tbe  bank,  and  the  solicitor  of  the  bink 
entered  an  appearance  to  the  trustee's  name  as  of  courae, 
and,  as  it  happened,  without  bis  knowledge.  Tbe  Lords 
Justices,  affirming  Vice-Ohancellor  Malins,  refused  to 
expunge  the  appearance  as  irregular,  holding  that  the 
above  proviso  operated  as  a  contract  by  the  trnstee  to  let; 
his  name  be  used  as  plaintiff  or  defendant  in  any  suit 
which  the  board  might  in  their  discretion  think  fit  to 
proseonte  or  defend  in  his  name,  adding  that  he  was  en> 
titled  to  an  indemnity  ont  of  the  funds  of  the  bank,  and 
might  file  a  bill  for  the  purpose  of  being  indemnified,  it 
so  advised.  If  he  was  called  upon  to  put  in  an  answer, 
or  to  make  any  personal  statement  npon  oath  he  wonid, 
the  Lord  Jnstioes  added,  be  entitled  to  independent  advios, 
but  not  while  acting  in  the  ministerial  oapaoitjr  of  a 
trustee. 

Tbe  decision  shows  the  true  poeition  of  such  tmstees. 
The  tmstees  for  banks,  olnba,  and  similar  unincorporated 
institutions  are  persons  in  whom  the  property  of  tha  in- 
stitution is  vested  for  obvious  legal  reasons.  They  have 
in  general  no  active  duties  to  perform,  and  are  bound  to 
act  in  every  respect  under  tha  direction  of  the  board  or 
committee  of  management,  who  are  the  active  trustees  of 
the  interest  of  the  institution.  It  would  lead  to  great 
inconvenience  if  a  person  who  has  nothing  whatever  to 
do  with  the  property  exoept  as  representing  the  interests 
of  the  real  owners,  should  be  entitled  to  take  npon  him- 
self the  conduct  of  litigation  respecting  it,  seeing  that  ho 
is  entitlad  to  an  indemnity  where  bis  name  is  oaed. 
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Trass  Uabk — ^Tbbm  "  Orioikajl." 
Oiieks  V.  Chandler,  U.B.,  19  W.B.  £90. 
The  tight  to  the  exoIiuiTa  nae  of  a  putioulM  trad«- 
markmaj,  of  oonne,  be  lost  by  MqaioaoeDoe  in  the  um  of 
it  by  othem;  bat  irhen  inoh  right  faai  thna  been  lost,  the 
original  manafaotacer  of  the  article  is  entitled,  aooording 
to  Oi>eli$  T.  Chandler,  to  the  exolasire  nse  of  the  epithet 
"original,"  in  order  to  denote  that  he,  and  he  alone,  is 
the  original  mannfaotarer.  In  Ckickt  r.  ChaniUr  the 
soooenor  to  the  original  inventor  appears  to  hare  begun 
to  use  the  epithet  only  when  he  had  reasdn  to  believe 
that  his  property  in  the  term  '*  Reading  Sance"  rimpliei- 
ter  iras  gone  by  aoqniesoenoe  in  the  nse  of  the  term  by 
other  traders.  The  oase  was  deoided,  be  it  observed,  not 
An  the  ground  of  imitation,  bat  oo  the  broad  groand  that 
no  trader  has  a  right  to  mislead  the  pablio  into  sappoeing 
that  the  goods  he  sells  are  the  goods  of  another  trader.  J 
In  Bronne  r.  Freeman  (1 2  W.  R.  806)  the  Ohlorodyne  oase, 
the  pmaent  Lord  Chanoellor  seems  to  have  thought  it 
was  necessary  to  show  that  some  one  had  been  deoeived 
before  an  injanction  conld  be  granted  on  motion,  bnt 
that,  aooording  to  the  Master  of  the  Rolls,  is  nnneoeaaaiy, 
becanse  the  word  "  original "  implies,  without  more,  that 
the  article  in  oonneotion  with  which  it  is  used,  is  the 
article  manufactured  by  the  first  inventor  or  his  aucoes- 
«or  in  title,andthat  the  mannfaotarer  is  the  proprietor  of 
the  original  recipe  or  process  for  manufaotaring  it.  The 
use  of  the  term  then  by  any  other  person  involves  a 
palpable  untruth,  whether  the  first  inventor  naea  it 
( Oafke  ▼.  Chandler)  or  uses  it  not  {Brenne  v.  lyeeman) 
which  the  Court  will  deal  with. 


Court.  On  the  other  hand  it  is  certainly  alittls  doplit 
that  a  person  misnamed  should  only  have  to  fq  om 
year's  rates,  and  that  a  person  properly  deioriM  nsit 
pay  all.  The  reason,  however,  for  this,  if  then  ii  t  its- 
son,  probably  is,  that  a  person  misnamed  mty  htrt  twH 
in  no  default  in  not  paying. 


COMMON  LAW. 


Pabuaxutcabt  Vote — ^Nohpatiiiuit  of  Batks  dux 
birore  thb  ookkehokmeht  of  the  quauftiho 

YKAR— EXCVSAL. 

AM  ▼.  Let,  C  J.,  19  W.  B.  626. 

The  principal  peculiarity  in  this  oase  is  that  the  main 
point  raised  by  it  has  been  open  ever  since  the  Beform 
Aot  of  1882,  but  has  never  until  now  been  brought 
direotly  befbre  the  Conrt.  The  question  thus  raised  was 
whether  the  non-payment  by  a  borough  voter  of  a  rate 
doe  before  the  oommencement  of  the  qualifying  year 
amounted  to  a  disqnalifloation,  and  the  Court  held  that 
it  did.  There  oan  be  no  doubt  of  the  oorrectness  of  the 
deoision,  bnt  it  is  notioeaUe  that  the  case  does  not 
amount  to  an  absolute  authority  applicaUe  to  the  oase  of 
all  rates  payable  before  the  oommenoemeut  of  the  qualify- 
ing year,  because  the  rate  in  question  did  remain  payable 
within  the  qualifying  year,  the  voter  not  having  been 
excused  by  the  Justices  until  after  the  commencement 
of  the  year.  Thia  was  pointed  out  by  some  of  the  judges. 
At  the  same  time  we  think  there  oan  be  little  doubt 
that  the  result  would  have  been  the  same  if  the  ezousal 
had  been  before.  It  ia  true  that  the  result  in  many 
oases  would  be  cuiions.  Thus  the  voter  in  question  (at 
all  events  unless  he  tenders  to  the  overseer,  the  amount 
of  the  rate  for  which  he  was  excused)  can  never  vote 
/or  the  borough  in  respect  of  his  oecnpation  of  the  same 
house.  It  he  removes  to  another  honse,  and  occupies  it 
for  a  BufBoient  time  he  could  vote,  but  if  he  were  to  re- 
turn to  the  former  house  the  disqualification  would  ap- 
parently revive.  This  wonld  certainly  be  peonliar,  but 
as  pointed  out  by  the  Court,  the  principle  of  legislation 
is  to  meet  oases  that  most  frequently  arise,  and  to  pro- 
vide for  generals  and  not  for  particulars.  It  is  remark- 
able that  the  7Sth  section  of  the  R^gpistration  Aot,  S 
Vict.  0. 18,  was  not  noticed  either  in  the  argnment  or  in 
the  judgments.  That  relates  to  oases  of  miMomer  in  the 
r»te,  and  shows  that  a  person  misnamed  in  the  rate,  may 
be  registered  if  he  has  paid  all  the  rates  for  one  year 
fiotwlthstanding  the  misnomer.  This  shows  on  the  one 
hand  that  there  is  at  least  one  oase  in  which  payment  of 
irateH  due  before  the  qualifying  year  is  reqaired,  and  thus 
affords  nn  argnmant  in  support  of  the  judgment  of  the 


Carbikb  or  PAfluxeKU — ^Liaaiutt  or  on  Rulvat 

OOMPAXT  FOB  IHJTTBT  TO  A  PABSKHOIB  OiTOD  IT 
THB  KBOUOEHOB  Or  AHOTHKB  OOKrAIT  OTB 
WHOBB  LiNB  THBT  HATB  RUNHniO  FOWUt. 

Thomat  ▼.  Rhynney  Bailfvug  Comptmn,  Ez.Oh. 
19  W.  R.  477. 
This  case  was  deoided  in  the  Queen's  Bench  by  Kdlat, 
Lush,  and  Hannen,  JJ.,  who  all  agreed  thst  the  owi 
of  Blake  v.  The  Great  We$tem  Batimaif  (10  W.  K.  S88) 
and  Bumton  v.   The  North  Eattem  /taUwqr  (U  f ■  B. 
1124),  must  he  held  to  govern  the  case.    Atthesae 
time  Uellor  and  Lush,  JJ.,  expressed  an  opinioa  tbit 
even   if  those  oases  were  not  wrongly  decided,  tt  iS 
events  the  law  was  laid  down  by  them  ip  temi  niiN- 
oessarily  broad,  and  that  the  liability  of  a  rsUvsjooa- 
pany  to  the  passengers  to  whom  it  issues  tioketa  oa^l 
to  he  limited  to  liability  for  their  own  negUgesee  led 
for  the  negligence  of  other  oompaniea  whom  thej  obooa 
to  make  their  agenta,  and  not  extended,  so  ss  to  mkt 
them  responsible  for  the  oonduct  of  other  oomptuei 
with  whom  their  oonneotion  was  a  compulsory  ooeute 
an  Act  of   Parliament  giving  running  powers  bat  so 
oontroL    With  this  opinion    of    two  judges  is  tbor 
favour  on  the  general  merits  of  the  ease,  thc«|h  «i& 
the  judgment  against  them,  the  defendants  wsat  to  At 
Court  of   Error.    Id  oommenttng  upon  the  csm  belov 
(14  S.  J.  731)  we  pointed  oat  several  reasons  fn  Oil- 
ing that  the  judgment  should  he  afflrmed  on  the  aeii^ 
and  not  merely  on  the  ground  that  it  was  goremtd  If 
former  oases.     This  has  now  been  done  by  (he  leeot 
decision  of  the  Exchequer  Chamber.    The  donbt  Qirt 
was  thrown  npon  the  accuracy  of  the  previous  osm  Im 
therefore  been  removed,  and  further,  the  law  hsalM 
laid  down  authoritatively  in  aooordaaoe  with  the  ofinios 
expressed  by  some  of  the  judges  in  Blake's  earn.  Its 
law   may  therefore  now   be  considend  setUel  tksti 
railway   passenger   meeting   with  wn   aooideot  dunif 
his  journey  for  which  he  is  entitled  to  oompeaMtiM. 
may  safely  bring  his  action  against  the  oom|iaaj  fcea 
whom  he  took  hU  ticket,  and  that  it  will  be  imnstecnl 
whether  the  negligence  was  that  of    the  oompaaj  it 
question,  or  of  some  other  company  over  whoM  lie' 
they  had  running  powers  either  by  agreement  oc  b;  A4 
of  Parliament. 

COMPBMBATIOH. 

2bdd  T.  MetrtpoUtan  JMetriet  SaUvmf  Cft^anf.Cf-i 
19  W.  B.  720. 
The  plaintiff  having,  by  agreement,  sold  oertsin  j» 
mises  to  the  defendants  for  the  purpose  of  their  sad*- 
taking,  for  a  sum  which  was  to  indnde  compsuMtiM 
for  injury  to  adjoining  land,  afterwards  oUiasd  t» 
pensation  for  the  subsideuee  of  an  adjoining  hooM,  m 
obtained  from  a  compensation  jury  a  verdict  for  £llf' 
In  an  action  for  the  amount,  he  was  held  not  eotitlslii 
recover,  on  the  groand  Uiat  (even  independently  of  iki 
peculiar  terms  of  the  agreement,  which  need  no(J 
stated)  compensation  was  to  he  assessed  once  for  all,** 
that  it  was  assessed  by  the  agreement  whioh  hen  MB 
the  place  of  the  verdict  of  a  jury.    This  is  the  reMit  ll 


jury.     

of  thelMidsOlaMMM 


place 
deoided  under  section 
the  Aot  whioh  was  in  tliis  esse  appUoable;  and  ths 
is  supported  by  a  case  not  cited  of  WkUeiem*  v.  Vii 
hampten  iZailiray  Company,  L.  B.  6  Bz.  6,  wbtM 
the  81st  section  of  the  Bail  way  Clauses  Aot,  wWoh 
vides  for  compensation  being  paid  **  from  time  te  & 
WHS  held  to  refer  to  the  damages  whioh  could  ^_^ 
once  ascertained  and   the  mine  owner  was. 
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dd  entitled  to  reoeira  oompeoMtioa  at  oooe  for  pro- 
Hotirt  loaMi  which  he  woald  neoeMftrily  siutoiD. 
In  tbe  pntNit  oMe  a  doubt  is  expreoed  by  the  Ooort, 
ktbtr  a  aeeond  Mseatment  oan  be  made  under  leotion 
i,  enn  in  respect  of  damage  which  ooold  not  be 
msen,  or  rather  which  oonM  not  be  calculated  when 
«  orifinsl  assessment  was  made.  That  it  can, 
itsopoo  what  is  said  by  PoUoolc,  0.  B.,  in  delirer- 
f  tli«  jndgment  of  the  Ooort  in  Ware  ▼.  RegtiU'i 
udt  Compahy,  9  Ex.  402,  where  the  claimants 
dtsTonred  aaiuooessfnlly  to  set  aside  an  award  on  the 
«iud  thst  no  snm  had  been  awarded  for  certain  pros- 
«tin  damage.  It  is  dilBanIt  to  treat  what  was  said 
this  point  as  only  a  diotam  ;  for  in  deciding  againat 

•  okJMtion,  the  Coart  was  put  to  decide  whether  such 
■sg*  eonid  hare  formed  part  of  the  compensation  thos 
limed,  and  was  therefore  compelled  to  consider  the 
eatioawhether  it  could  be  claimed  afterwards.  There, 
werer,  the  damage  referred  to  was  saoh  as,  it  was 
Id,  wcold  "  necessarily  "  result  from  the  execution  of 
fondants'  works.     In  that  case,  therefore,  the  damage 

•  capable  of  being  both  foreMen  and  estimated,  and 
old  aooording  to  the  current  of  authorities,  be  matter 
!  compensation  at  the  outset.  It  is  scarcely  fit,  there- 
«,  to  atttoh  maoh  weight  to  this  authority. 

&e  qoestion  seems  to  turn  on  the  words  at  the  com- 
Meoent  of  section  68.  "  If  any  party  shall  be  entitled 
•sj  oompensation  in  respect  of  any  land,  or  of  any 
KM  therein,  nhioh  shall  have  been  taken  for,  or 
vioasly  affected  by,  the  execution  of  the  worlcs,  and 
■wkieh  the  promoters  of  the  ondertalcing  shall  not 
N  made  satisfaction,  &o."  To  entitle  the  claimant  to 
tpenaation  it  appears  that  he  must  claim  in  respect  of 
■  interest  in  land,  and  that  that  interest  mnst  not 
n  been  already  tatUfied  /or,  or  in  other  words  that 
w  t*  retpest  of  that  interest  satisfaction  has  not  been 
It.  If  tjien  a  man  who  has  been  once  compensated 
Mnrer  a  second  oompensation  in  respect  of  the  same 
M  must  be  by  treating  the  particular  beneficial  use 
m  land  which  is  afterwards  interfered  with  as  a 
Matire  interest  in  land,  distinct  from  the  interest 
I*  has  been  already  compensated  for.  This  would 
^^^  be  a  great  straining  of  language  ;  the  more  so 
le  only  particularity  is,  not  in  the  use  interfered 
>)bat  in  the  mode  of  interference  (e.g.,  ai  by  the 
^tf  of  lands,  as  in  Ware't  ea$e).  It  would  be  possi- 
■owever  (thoogh  not  consistently  with  grammar),  to 

•  the  second  roUtion  (•'and  for  tehieh,  #».)  as 
(ring,  not  to  the  land  or  interest,  but  to  the  talcing  or 
oioas  affection.     This  oonstmotion  would   establish 

nght  to  a  second  compensation;  and  it  seems  so 
t  thst  there  wai  some  confusion  in  the  minds  of  the 
xn  of  the  clause  between  the  two  sets  of  ideas,  that 
'ooU  appear  not  unreasonable  to  adopt  it. 
1  the  case  now  observed  npon,  a  noTel,  perhaps  it  might 
*>^  an  audacious  olaim,  was  made  by  the  plaintiff  to 
costs  of  the  inqniry,  on  the  ground  that,  although  the 
otiS  had  really  no  rightful  claim  at  all,  the  jury  had 
l*t  given  more  than  the  defendants  offered  (they 
Nd  DotliiBg.)  This  was  founded  npon  a  very  dry 
Kng  of  section  51  of  the  Lands  Clauses  Act,  and  was 
«M  by  the  Court. 


SBVIEW8. 

JjwfiM/  latroduetioH  to  CoHmytmeuig.  Coiitaimiig  the 
'taiue  of  Two  Omrwt  of  Lteturee  delivered  before  the 
^fmaled  Law  Soeietg  in  1869,  1870,  aitd  1871.  By 
towARD  Wabbcktox  Elphinstonb,  of  Lincoln's -inn, 
"ri«ter-at-law.    London:  Maxwell  &  Son. 

^  saiall  volume  comprises  a  valuable  work,  and  one 
>■>  may  be  used  to  greit  advantage  by  students  and 
f^g  practitioners  of  both  branches  of  the  profes> 
^  lodsed  as  the  book  is  very  thorough,  it  is  calculated 
je  lerTiccahle  in  the  Ubrariee  of  older  lawyers.  Mr. 
^^toae  has  been  very  snooessfhl  in  the  manner  and 
Bed  by  which  he  has  gfot  out  and  digested  the  essential 


prinoiplea  of  conveyancing  into  one  small  volume  of  seme 
460  pages  (inoln^g  index)  printed  in  large,  clear  type.  The 
eesenttal  prinoiptes  wliioh  have  to  be  bid  before  the  student 
comprise  of  oonne  an  acooant  of  the  many  branches  and 
doctrines  of  the  law  of  property  ;  accordingly^  we  have  hete 
the  law  very  clearly  and  suoomctly  summarised,  including, 
in  the  real  property  department,  a  very  good  epitome  of  the 
Itistory  of  tenure.  Then  there  is  also  a  great  amount  of  ad- 
vice to  be  given  to  the  tyro,  more  especially  the  young  so- 
licitor, npon  practioal  matters  connected  with  the  conduct  of 
conveyancing  transactions ;  advice  too,  as  to  the  draftsman's 
method  and  so  fbrth ;  and  it  seems  to  us  the  peculiarly 
happy  feature  of  Kr.  Elphinstone's  work  that  all  this,  to- 
getlier  with  the  leading  prineiplee  of  the  law  of  mortgages, 
wills,  &c.,  &c,  which  of  course  occupy  the  great  bulk  ot 
of  the  book,  is  brought  into  one  volume  in  a  perfectly  clear 
and  orderly  fashion. 

In  pointwg  out,  apropos  of  a  mortgage  consolidation  derd, 
the  difference  between  the  equity  doctrines  of  tacking  and 
consolidation  of  mortgages,  the  anthor  has  hardly  been 
clear  enough  in  explaining  that  the  absence  of  notice  is  not 
a  necessary  ingredient  of  the  right  to  consoiidate,  as  it  is  of 
the  right  to  tack.  It  shonid  have  been  added,  too,  that  a 
seoond  mortgagee  is  liable  to  have  consolidated  against  him 
mortgages  on  other  property  by  tke  mortgagor  made  after 
his  own  charge  (I'lUuU  v.  Smith,  2Xi.Q.&  J.  717). 

The  boolc,  however,  is  a  very  good  one,  and  we  hare 
much  pleasure  in  recommending  it. 


COURTS. 

COUKT  OF  QUEEN'S  BENCH. 

(Before  CocKBVRN,  C.J.,  and  Blackbvrn,  Hbllob,  and 

Lush,  JJ.) 

June  1. — Cttteh  v.  Bhaen. 

In  the  course  of  the  day  it  was  announced  that  this  case, 
in  which  the  jury  gave  a  verdict  for  £600,  to  which,  of 
course,  the  costs  would  have  to  be  added,  and  in  which 
an  application  to  set  aside  the  verdict  was  pending,  had 
been  settleJ  by  arrangement  for  payment  of  £1,300,  in  satis- 
faction of  damages  and  costs.  The  announcement  of  the 
arrangement  was  now  made  iu  Court 

Willie  and  Thomaa  appeared  for  the  plaintiff;  Bere,  Q.C., 
PhUbriek,  and  G.  Howard  for  the  defendant. 

Willie,  in  stating  the  arrangement,  said  it  was  to  be  under- 
stood that,  on  the  one  hand,  the  plaintiff  did  not  admit  that 
upon  the  evidence  any  of  the  charges  against  him  were  true, 
and  that,  on  the  other  hand,  Mr.  Shaen  did  not  admit  that 
any  of  the  charges  were  false. 

COCKBUB.N,  CTJ.— And  it  must  not  he  understood  tli.it  I 
am  satisfied  with  the  verdict. 


COURT  OF  EXCHEQUER. 

(At  Nisi  Prius,  before  Pigott,  B.) 

May  31. — Salter  v.  Letcia. 

This  was  an  action  brought  against  Mr.  Edward  Dillon 
Lewis,  an  attorney,  carrying  on  business  in  Marlborough- 
street,  for  alleged  negligence  in  his  professional  capacity. 
The  defendant  paid  403.  into  court  in  satisfaction  of  the 
plaintiff's  claims. 

JParry,  Herjt,  and  Bealey,  for  the  plaintiff. 

Digby  Seymour,  Q.C.,  and  Murphy,  for  the  defendant. 

It  appeared  that  the  plaintiff  was  the  proprietor  of  a  go- 
vernesses' registration  institution,  and  that  having  in  De- 
cember last  preferred  a  charge  of  felony  against  a  servant 
who  had  been  in  her  employ,  she  bad  retained  the  defendant 
to  conduct  the  proaecution  on  her  behalf.  According  to  the 
plaintiff's  case,  in  consecjueuce  of  the  failure  of  the  defen- 
dant to  attend  at  the  pohce-court  when  the  ease  was  to  be 
tried,  the  person  against  whom  the  charge  was  brought,  was 
discharged,  and  an  action  for  false  imprisonment  was  brought 
against  theplaintiff,  which  resulted  m  a  verdict  against  her 
for  £20.  The  defendant,  who  was  engaged  in  the  latter 
action  for  the  plaintiff,  then  put  in  an  execution  npon  the 
goods  of  the  plaintiff  to  recover  the  amount  of  his  costs. 

After  the  case  had  proceeded  some  length, 

PiooTT,  B.,  having  expressed  an  opinion  adverse  to  hur 
right  to  recover  anyUiing  beyond  tlie  amount  of  the  retainer 
8&  had  paid  the  defendant,  which  snm  had  been  paid  into 
court, 

A  stet  proceeetu  was  entered  by  consent^  the  parties  paying 
their  own  costs. 
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COUNTY  COURTS. 

Lambeth. 

(BefoM  J.  Pitt  Taylob,  E«q.,  Jadgs.) 

Hay  SO. —  Chuib,  CarUr,  and  Radium  ▼.  Harling. 

Judgment  debt  not  attachable  under  "  Common  Late  Pro- 
cedure Act,  1854,"  s.  61,  until  after  Judgment  tijned — Oar- 
nithee  order  set  aside  on  that  ground. 

These  were  three  cases,  reported  ante  381,  in  which  the 
defendant  had  been  ordered  to  pay  over  a  sum  of  about  ^£42 
to  the  three  plaintiffs,  ak  creditors  of  one  John  Smith,  who 
liad  recovered  judgment  to  the  amount  mentioned  aninst 
Harling,  in  one  of  the  superior  courts.  The  sheriff  had 
levied  on  Harling  for  Smith's  debt  and  costs,  and  bad 
leloaed  to  recognise  the  County  Conrt  process,  so  that 
Harling  was  in  danger  of  having  to  pay  the  amount  of 
Smith's  jndgment  twice  over. 

in  this  state  of  the  case,  an  application  was  made  to  Mr. 
Justice  Blackburn,  to  make  an  order  as  to  the  money  in  the 
hands  of  the  sheriff,  to  decide  whether  the  money  was  to  be 
returned  to  Harling  as  having  been  wrongfully  obtained 
from  him,  or  paid  to  Smith,  as  the  result  of  his  judgment 
•gainst  Harling.  In  accordance  with  the  ruling  of  the  Cnnrt 
of  Common  Pleas  in  Druser  v.  Johnt  (28  L.  J.  283)  his 
Lordship  held  that  a  mere  verdict  for  a  sum  of  money  was 
not  "  a  debt  owing  or  accruing,"  within  the  meaning  of  the 
statute.  The  connty-conrt  proceedings  had  been  taken  im- 
mediately after  the  verdict  against  I&rling,  and  before  the 
taxation  of  costs ;  it  was  therefore  unknown  what  ho  would 
have  to  pay.  The  proceedings  had  been  taken  prematurely, 
•nd  were  consequently  of  ho  value.  The  sheriff  must  there- 
fore pay  the  money  to  Smith. 

_  Harling  now  applied  to  have  a  rvie  niri,  granted  a  fort- 
night ago,  made  absolute  to  set  aside  the  three  orders  against 
him. 

Hr.  Gammon,  for  Harling,  tjuoted  Dreuer  v.  Johm,  as 
conclusive  evidence  on  the  point,  and  fours  with  the  present 
case,  aud,  in  fact,  the  only  way  of  doing  justice  to  Harling 
was  to  set  aside  these  orders. 

Mr.  Hicklin,  for  the  jilaintiffs,  said  he  was  entirely  in  the 
hands  of  the  Court,  but  if  an  injustice  was  done  to  Harling, 
he  had  brought  it  upon  himself,  in  admitting  on  the  original 
hearing  that  he  had  these  moneys  belonging  to  Smith  in  his 
hands. 

Mr.  Pitt  Taylok  said,  ii  the  fact  now  brought  out,  as  to 
the  proceedings  in  this  Court  having  been  taken  before  judg- 
ment was  entered  up  by  Smith  against  Harling  had  been 
before  him  on  the  original  hearing  of  the  garnishee  sum- 
monses, he  should  certainly  not  nave  made  these  orders. 
There  was  not  the  slightest  doubt  about  the  law  being  as 
laid  down  in  Dretser  v.  John*,  and  followed  by  Mr.  Justice 
Blackburn.  The  orders  would,  therefore,  be  set  aside,  but 
no  costs  to  Harling  would  be  allowed. 

LiVERPUOl. 

(Before  Serjeant  Wubblbb,  Judge.) 

April  22,  May  2i.—St  Cherry. 

Fraudvlent  preference. 

Bereehel!  for  the  trustee  under  the  Bankruptcy. 

Charlee  Suesell,  for  Mr.  Matthews. 

In  this  case,  argued  a  short  time  ago,  the  following  judg- 
ment was  now  delivered : 

Mr.  Serjeant  Wherleil — This  was  a  motion  on  behalf  of 
Mr.  BoUand,  the  trustee  of  the  estate  of  Mr.  Pim  Cherry, 
a  bankrupt,  for  an  order  upon  Mr.  Patrick  Matthews,  to  re- 
fund to  the  trustee  the  sum  of  £1,076  10s.,  received  bj 
him  on  the  28th  July  last,  nnder  circumstances  which  it  is 
alleged  amount  to  a  fraudulent  preference  under  the  92nd 
section  of  the  present  Bankruptcy  Act.  The  case  was 
heard  with  the  aid  of  a  jury  on  the  22nd  of  April,  the 
pities  having  themselves  agreed  upon  the  form  of  issue. 
The  issue  is  in  this  form— "The  questions  of  fact  for  the 
opinion  of  the  jury  are  whether  or  not  a  certain  payment  of 
a  sum  of  £1,072  10s.,  part  of  a  sum  of '£1,672  10a.,  made 
by  the  above  named  bankrupt,  to  the  said  Patrick 
Matthews,  on  or  about  the  28th  day  of  July  last,  was  made 
at  a  time  when  hH  was  unable  to  pay  his  debts  as  they  be- 
came due  from  hi.s  own  moneys,  with  a  view  of  giving  the 
said  Patrick  Matthews  a  preference  over  his  other  creditors  ; 
and  whether  the  payment  was  voluntary  and  without  real 
pressure  from  the  said  Patrick  Matthews."  The  issue 
neitbar  follows  th«  definition  of  fraudulent  preference  as 


settled  by  jndicial  decision  before  the  statnt^  not  iteftc 
words  of  the  statute  adopted.  The  questions  I  uked  tie 
jury  were—"  Whether  the  bankrupt,  when  he  nide  Ae 
payment  to  Mr.  Matthews,  was  nnanle  to  pay  liii  detrti  n 
they  became  due  from  his  own  moneys,  and  mode  it  with  > 
view  to  give  that  gentleman  a  preference  orer  hii  other  cn- 
ditors.  "Whether  the  payment  was  nude  voluntaiyud 
without  real  presauie,  bankruptcy  being  reasoniUy  imni- 
nent."  The  jury  answered  that  at  the  time  the  ptyment 
was  made  tiie  bankrupt  urat  unable  to  pay  his  debti  u  tlu; 
became  doe  from  his  own  moneys,  and  that  the  papiat 
was  voluntary  and  without  real  presstue,  bankruptcy  beiiij 
reasonably  imminent.  But  the  jury  found  also  that  & 
bankrupt  did  not  make  the  payment  with  a  view  to  gin 
the  crraitor  a  preference  over  his  other  crediton— a  eoa- 
elusion  for  which  I  certainly  was  unprepared,  and  irtudi 
seems  to  be  inconsistent  with  the  premises  they  hive  fbud. 
I  may  mention  that  the  question  about  the  imminocj  of 
bankruptcy  forms  no  part  of  the  terms  of  the  i<snt,biitl 
thought  it  right  to  ask  it  in  anticipation  of  a  possible  iliS- 
culty  in  connection  with  the  statutable  words. 

Since  the  trial  I  have  heard  counsel  upon  the  subject  of  Ski 
effect  of  the  finding,  and  that  finding  is  undoubtedly— it il 
events,   on  a  first   view — somewhat  embairasong.   I  m 
asked,  on  the  one  hand,  to  make  the  order  prayed  fat,  m 
the  grriund  that  the  jury  have  found  all  the  ingredients  of  s 
fraudulent  preference,  and  that,  though   in  point  of  fan 
they  negative  the  alleged  intent,  that  intent  is  inrdnd  is 
and  affirmed  by  what  they  have  found,  and,  if  otberviff, 
that  it  was  not  competent  to  them  to  negative  the  iatot, 
which  was  the  natural  and  necessary  consequence  of  the  set 
done,  and  which  must  therefore  be  held  to  have  been  in  em- 
templation  of  the  bankrupt  when  doing  it.    The  case  of 
HcUe  and  othert  v.  Allnutt  4  W.  R.  637,  25  L.  J.  0.  P.  87; 
was  cited,  in  which  Chief  Justice  Jervis  says,  with  refereoce 
to  the  question  of  intent,  which  in  that  case  was  charged  to 
be  to  defeat  or  delay  creditors,  that  where  the  uevilible 
consequence  of  the  act  done  was  to  defeat  or  deUj,  tia 
jury  must  find  the  intent,  but  where  the  act  might  or  migbt 
not  prodooe  the  result,   then  the  jury  most  look  at  tkt 
oironmstanoes  to  ascertain  what  was  the  intent.  Mr.  BaMlTi 
contenticHi  in  opposition  to  Mr.  Herschel  was  that  it  wasq 
dnty  to  dismiss  the  motion  with  costs.    He  argued  that  it  ii 
necessary  that  the  payment  impeached  should  be  is  ooiite» 
plation  of  bankruptcy,  for  that  although  those  words  do  ttt 
occur  in  the  present  statute  in  the  sectioa  relating  to  feindoltit 
preferences,  yet  that  the  words  '•  with  a  view  "  imply  the 
same  thing  ;  and  that  the  finding  of  the  jury,  to  be  o><»c''^ 
must  be  (what  he  says  it  is  not)  equivalent  to  a  BnimfM^ 
the  act  done  was  in  oootemplation  of  bankruptcy.   It  hM: 
been  decided  by  the  Lords  Justices  in  the  oass  of  ex  fo*] 
Tnnpett  re  Craveu,19,W.  R.  lS7,that  the  fraudulent  pnrfenoc* 
which  has  been  made  void  nnder  the  present  banboftey 
statute  (iheretofore  it    was   voidable   only)  is  the  Mat 
fraudulent  preference  which  was  invalid  before  the  tfatat^ 
and  there  can  be  no  doubt  that  from  the  days  of  Lord  Vi» 
field,  when  the  doctrine  of  voluntary  preference  first  reoeiTM 
judicial  sanction,    that  contemplation  of   bankruptcy  tin 
always  been  a  necessary  ingredient  of  the  offence.   Ber* 
so  before  the  statute  it  is  so  still,  under  whatever  fom 
words.    And  in  that  view  the  language  of  the  ststats 
the  payment,  in  order  to  be  void,  must  be  made  with 
view  of  giving  a  preference  to  the  particular  creditor,  «< 
seem  to  be,  a  substituted  mode  of  saying  that  it  mmt  < 
made  in  contemplation  of  bankruptcy,     "what  then  it  i^ 
by  the  expression  m  contemplation  of  bankrnptcy  ?   IdII 
course  of  the  judgment  of  Lord  Justice  James  in  the  csR/ 
ex  part*  Ttmpeet,  to  which  I  have  referred,  his  lo(dsh| 
commenting  upon  the  doctrine  of  fraudulent  preference,  fl 
ferred  to.Mrouin  v.  Kimptan  (19  L.  J.  C.  P.  169),  «hichi 
said  had  been  recognised  in  several  subsequent  i^*^^ 
had  established  a  rule  that  could  be  acted  upon  «i») 
trying  the  question  so  difficult  to  try,  namdy,  "hat 
actudly  passing  in  the  debtor's  mind  at  the  time  he  °i<^^ 
the  deed,  the  rule  being  that  a  oonveyance,  to  amoont  to 
fraudulent  preference,  must  be  tile  spontaneons  rolo^ 
act  of  the  debtor  himself,  and  most  not  have  originated 
some  step  taken  by  the  creditor.     Upon  turning^  to  the  a 
Brown  v.  Kia^ttu  it  appeus  that  the  direoooa  ot  t 
learned  judge  to  the  jury  to  which  exoeptian  was  t»k«M 
which  was  held  by  the  Exchequer  Chamber  to  be  a  n| 
direction,  was  in  effect,  so  far  as  is  material,  this— Tbt 
the  bankiupta  acted  volnntsiilf  and  with  a  ^<*J°/^ 
preference  to  the  defendant  m  case  of  bankr^^itW 
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Todict  ahonld  be  for  the  plaiatiiEi ;  and  Auiher  in  explana- 
niiian  Uiereof,  that  if  the  payment  wa*  made  in  oontempla> 
tion  that  a  bankrnptoy  might  take  place,  and  with  the  in> 
tntioaaiid  porpoae  of  giving  a  preference  to  the  defendant 
nfcUdMiK,  and  of  preTenting  a  distribution  of  the  efifecta 
leeoi^oc  to  the  bankmpt  laws  by  securing  the  defendant, 
flat  woBid  be  the  contemplation  of  bankmptcy  referred  to, 
i]tli«iif(h  the  bankmpta  might  hope  and  expect  that  they 
■kbt  be  able  to  prevent  a  bankraptoy  takmg  place ;  and 
^l(r.  Yate  Lee's  recent  very  ralnable  work  on  Mmkroptoy 
I  find  a  terse  and — as  I  think  apoQ  the  cases— an  accurate 
leftiition  of  the  expreeaion  "  contemplation  of  bankruptcy." 
[til, be  says,  where  the  debtor  doea  the  act  impeached, 
kunring  hi«  drcnmstancea  to  be  sach  as  that  bankruptcy 
mt  or  woald  be  the  probable,  though  it  might  not  be  the 
Mvitable  resolL  Now,  have  the  jury  affirmed  in  this  case 
kt  ezistenee  of  all  the  facts  necessary  to  coastitute  a 
mdolent  preference  P  It  appears  to  me  that  they  have. 
^y  have  found  that  the  payment  was  voluntary,  that  it 
na  made  without  real  pressure,  and  that  it  was  made  when 
Iw  bankrupt  was  unable  to  pay  his  debts  as  they  became 
St  out  of  his  own  moneys,  and  when  bankruptcy  was 
■Hmably  imminent — in  other  words,  as  it  seems  to  me,  in 
ntempUmon  of  bankruptcy  construing  those  words  in  ao< 
ndaace  with  judicial  decisions.  Under  the  drcumstanoes, 
jciefore,  and  after  the  best  consideration  I  can  give  to  the 
ibject,  I  have  arrived  at  the  conclusion,  but  not  without 
me  anxiety,  that,  taking  the  findings  of  the  jury  as  my 
vie,  it  is  my  duty  to  say  that  the  payment  in  question 
u  a  volantaiy  preference  within  the  meaning  of  the 
■tnte,  and  that  the  trustee  is  entitled  to  the  order  asked 
r. 

Kr.  Bufhby,  on  behalf  of  the  tmrtee,  applied  for 
ito,  which  were  granted. 


AFPOnrTHZNTS. 


Lord  Alfbbd  Hervzy,  LL.D.,  batrister-at-law,  has  been 
fasted  ReceiTer-General  of  Inland  Revenue,  in  succession 
iftt  late  Hr.  James  Brotberton.  The  salary  of  the  office 
>il,0OO  per  annnm. 


OEHBBAL  CORBESPONDEHCS. 

CoiCPUI.SOkT  RSFBRBKCES. 

Si,— Very  many  actions  are  now  referred  to  the  masters, 
1  my  many  more  would  be  sent  to  them,  instead  of  to 
nte  arbitrators,  if  the  tribunal  were  of  a  more  satisfactory 
tne. 

It  present,  owing  to  the  very  short  hours  the  masters 
■id,  there  ia  the  greatest  difficulty  in  getting  appoint- 
it  sad  dispatching  bosiness.  By  the  way  why  is  it 
X  mastors,  who  draw  pretty  much  the  same  salaries  as 
ef  clerks,  do  work  of  so  much  easier  a  nature,  and  so  much 
lofit? 

^'liave  toaoggaet  that  all  causes  referred  to  the  masters 
«ld  be  entwed  in  a  cause  list,  at  the  masters  office,  that 
'  days  notice  of  trial  should  be  given,  and  that  one 
lt*r  should  rit  dt  die  in  diem  from  10  to  4,  and  try  them. 
Rs  might  be  a  fresh  sitting  every  week  for  which  causes 
(bt  be  entered,  and  the  masters  might  take  it  in  turns  to 
Will  they  try  this  ?  Hope  DsnesBBD. 


JinsoBS'  Chambibs. 
lir, — Some  public  notice  ought  to  be  taken  of  the  mode 
soodacting  business  at  common  law  judges'  chambers, 
b  a  view  to  improvement. 

bad  to  attend  •  summons  before  the  Exchequer  Master 
lay.  It  was  returnable  at  II  a.m ,  and  my  opponent  and 
idf  were  in  attendance  at  the  hour  named.  There  were 
« thirty  to  fifty  others  in  attendance  with  an  object 
Oar  to  oars.  We  waited  till  11.45 — when  finding  ne 
ttr  in  attendance,  we  were  compelled  to  compromise  the 
i«r,  to  the  diaadvantajte  of  one  of  the  parties  and  to  the 
atiifaction  .of  both.  The  masters  take  counsel  at  12 
>  as  far  as  my  experience  goes,  they  are  seldom,  if  ever, 
■selves  in  attendance  at  11  a.m.  Attorneys  and  their 
ks  are  nevertheless  obliged  to  be  in  attendance  at  1 1,  and 
the  course  of  a  year  many  thousand  potmds  worth 
nloable   time   is   wasted.      I  never   found  »  judge 


nnpnnctnal,  bat  the  judge  taking  counsel  at  12.30  (if  he  has 
one  or  two  acknowledgments,  one  interpleader,  and  two  or 
three  summonses  to  commit,  as  is  generally  the  case)  leads 
to  almost  as  much  inconvenience  as  the  master's  sluggish- 
ness. 

Why  cannot  the  chancery  system  be  adopted  ?  It  works 
admirably,  and  avoids  all  Uie  pushing  and  shouting  which 
constitate  at  present  the  only  safe  mode  of  proceeding,  it  one 
wants  to  get  tbroogh  one's  bosineas  at  common  law  chambers. 

A  list  of  all  summonsee  issued,  with  a  separate  time  named 
for  each  batch  according  to  the  time  they  might  be  expected 
to  occupy,  would,  I  bekeve,  lead  to  the  discovery  that  one 
master  oonld  do  quite  well  the  work  at  present  done  by 
three.  iin  Attobmby. 

June  1, 1871. 


FOBEIGK  TBIBUHALS  ft  JTrBISFBUDENCS. 

AMERICA. 

SUPBBMB  COCBT  OP  PUNNSVLVASIA. 

Morris  Sun  Coal  Company  v.  Barclay  Coal  Company, 

A  contract  between  five  coal  companies,  by  which 
the  amount  and  kind-  of  coal  each  snoold  supply  the 
markets,  and  the  prices  thereof,  was  controlled  and  regulated, 
was  held  to  be  invalid  as  against  public  policy,  as  beiag  a 
combination  injurious  to  the  public  interests,  the  result 
being  that  a  bill  drawn  pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  such  a 
contract  was  tainted  with  illegality,  and  no  recovery  could 
be  had  on  it. 

Error  to  the  Court  of  Common  Pleas  of  Bradford  county. 

Opinion  by  Aonew,  J.  (May  8,  1871.) 

This  was  an  action  on  a.  bill  drawn  upon  one  party  in 
favour  of  another  party  to  a  contract  between  five  coal  com> 
panics,  for  a  sum  found  due  in  the  equalization  of  prices 
under  the  contract.  It  raises  a  question  of  great  imiiort- 
ance,  viz.  : — Whether  the  contract  wan  ill^al,  as  being 
contrary  to  the  statute  of  New  York,  or  at  common  law,  or 
against  public  policy.  The  instrument  bears  date  the  15th 
dAy  of  FebrUBiy,  1866.  The  parties  are  five  coal  companies 
incorporated  under  the  laws  of  Fenuaylvanis,  to  wit :  The 
Fall  Brook  Coal  Company,  and  the  Morris  Run  Coal  Com- 
pany, of  the  Blossbuig  coal  region ;  and  the  Barclay  Coal 
Company,  Fall  Creek  Bitununoufc  Coal  Company,  and 
Towanda  Coal  Company  or  the  Barclay  coal  rwion.  By  the 
agreement  the  marlcet  for  the  bituminous  coal  mm  these  two 
regions  is  divided  among  these  parties  in  certain  proportions, 
A  committee  of  three  is  appointed  to  take  charge  and  cod> 
trol  of  the  business  of  all  these  companies,  to  decide  all 
questions  by  a  certain  vote,  and  to  appoint  a  general  sales 
agent  to  be  stationed  at  Watkins,  New  York.  Provision  is 
made  for  the  mining  and  delivery  of  coal,  its  kinds,  and  for 
its  sale  through  the  agent,  subject,  however,  to  this  impor- 
tant restriction  ;  that  each  purty  shall,  at  its  own  cost  and 
expense,  deliver  its  proportion  of  the  different  kinds  of 
coal  in  the  different  markets,  at  such  times  and  to  such 
parties  as  the  committee  shall  from  time  to  time  direct. 
The  committee  is  authorised  to  adjust  the  price  of 
coal  in  the  different  markets,  and  the  rates  of  freight, 
and  also  to  enter  into  such  an  agreement  with  the 
anthracite  coal  companies  as  will  promote  the  interest  of 
these  parties.  Then  comes  an  important  provision  that  the 
companies  may  sell  the  coal  themselves,  but  only  to  the  ex- 
tent of  their  proportion,  and  only  at  the  prices  adjusted  by 
the  committee.  It  is  also  provided  that  the  general  sales 
agent  shall  direct  a  suspension  of  shipment  or  deliveries  of 
coal  by  any  party  making  sales  or  deliveries  beyond  its  pro- 
portion, and  thereupon  such  party  shall  suspend  shipment 
until  the  committee  shall  direct  a  resumption.  Detailed  re- 
ports of  the  business  are  to  be  made  by  the  companies  to 
the  general  sales  agent,  at  fixed  and  short  intervals;  and 
settlements  are  to  be  made  by  the  committee  monthly,  prices 
averaged,  and  payments  made  by  the  companies,  in  excess 
to  those  in  arrear;  and  finally,  each  party  binds  itself  not 
to  cause  or  permit  any  coal  to  be  shipped  or  sold  otherwise 
than  as  the  same  has  been  agreed  upon,  and  that  all  rules 
and  re^plations  by  the  executive  committee  in  relation  to 
the  business  shall  be  faithfully  carried  out. 

In  regard  to  the  relation  these  companies  hold  to  the 
public,  the  field  of  thrir  mining  operations,  the  markets 
they  supply,  the  extent  of  their  coal  fields,  and  the  general 
supply  of  'coal,  the  distinguished  referee.  Judge  Elwell 
finds  as  follows : — "  The  Banlay  and  Bloasboig  coal  mine* 
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sie  the  only  coal  minM  furnishing  the  kind  of  coal  mined 
:md  shipped  by  these  companies,  except  the  Coniberlaad 
•  •>al,  which  latter,  in  order  to  reach  the  same  mailcets  north, 
>  oold  hare  to  be  shipped  by  tidewater.  There  was  some  of 
1  'te  same  kind  of  coal  mined  in  M'Kean  and  Elk  counties, 
iu  this  State,  but  in  qaantitiea  so  small  as  that  it  was  not 
considered  by  these  companies  as  coming  into  competition 
with  them.  The  coal  of  the  Blossbnrg  and  Barclay  re- 
gions is  adapted  to  mechanical  purposes  and  for  generating 
steam.  Wherever  sold  it  comes  into  competition  with 
anthracite  coal,  and  also  with  the  Cumberland  coal  sent  by 
tidewater  to  Troy,  N.  Y.,  to  which  point  both  kinds  of 
Utaminons  coals  are  shipped." 

"During  the  season  of  1866  these  companies  made 
aales  of  coal  at  Oswego  and  Baffalo  to  parties  who  shipped 
to  Chicago,  Hilwaokee,  and  other  Western  cities.  It  there 
came  into  competition  to  some  extent,  with  Pittsbnig  coaL 
The  latter  is  used  for  making  gas,  but  the  soal  of  these 
companies  cannot  be  used  for  that  purpose." 

The  referee  found  that  the  SUtnte  of  New  York  is—"  If 
two  or  more  persons  shall  conspire,"  first,  "  to  commit  any 
offence ; "  second,  "  to  commit  any  act  injurious  to  the 
pnWc  health,  to  public  morals  or  to  trade  or  commerce,  they 
shall  be  deemed  guilty  of  a  misdemeanor." 

The  referee  found,  as  his  conclusion  upon  the  whole  case, 
that  the  contract  was  void  by  the  statute,  and  Toid  at 
common  law.  as  against  public  policy.  The  restraint  of  the 
contract  npon  trade  and  its  injury  to  the  public  is  thus 
clearly  set  forth  by  the  referee.  "  These  corporations  (he 
■ays)  represented  almost  the  entire  body  of  bitnminons  coal 
in  the  northern  part  of  the  state.  By  combination  between 
themselves  they  had  the  power  to  control  the  entire  market 
in  that  district  And  they  did  control  it  by  a  contract  not 
to  ship  and  sell  coal  otherwise  than  as  therein  provided. 
And  in  order  to  destroy  competition  they  provided  for  an 
•rrangement  with  dealers  and  shippers  of  anthracite  coal. 
They  were  thereby  prohibited  from  selling  under  prices  to 
he.fixed  by  a  commiliee  representing  each  company.  And 
they  were  obliged  to  suspend  shipments  upon  notice  from  an 
•gent  that  their  allotted  share  of  the  market  had  been  for- 
warded or  sold.  Instead  of  regulating  the  business  by  the 
natural  laws  of  trade,  to  wit,  those  of  demand  and  snpply, 
these  companies  entered  into  a  league  by  which  they  oould 
limit  the  supply  below  the  demand  in  order  to  enhance  the 
price.  Or  if  the  supply  was  greater  than  the  demand,  they 
oould  nevertheless  compel  the  payment  of  the  price  arbi- 
trarily fixed  by  the  joint  committee.  The  restraint  on  the 
trade  in  bituminous  coal  was  by  this  contract  as  wide  and 
extensive  as  the  market  for  the  article.  It  already  embraced 
the  state  of  New  York,  and  was  intended  and  no  doubt  did 
affect  the  market  in  the  Western  states.  It  is  expressly 
stipulated  that  the  parties  to  this  contract  shall  not  be  con- 
sidered as  partners.  The  agreement  was  not  entered  into 
for  the  purpose  of  aggregating  the  capital  of  the  several 
companies,  nor  for  greater  facilities  for  the  transaction  of 
their  business,  nor  for  the  protection  of  themselves  by  a 
reasonable  restraint,  as  to  a  limited  time  and  space,  npon 
others  who  might  interfere  with  their  business." 

The  plaintiff  in  error,  in  reply  to  the  defendants'  state- 
ment of  the  purpose  of  the  contract  and  its  effect  npon  tiie 
public  interest,  alleges  that  its  true  object  was  to  lessen  ex- 
penses, to  sdvaoce  uie  quality  of  the  coal,  and  to  deliver  it 
in  the  markets  it  was  to  supply,  iu  the  best  order  to  the 
consumer.  This  is  denied  by  the  defendants  ;  but  it  seems 
to  us  it  is  immaterial  whether  these  positions  are  sustained 
or  not.  Admitting  their  correctness,  it  does  not  follow  that 
these  advantages  redeem  the  contraict  &om  the  obnMCious 
effects  so  strikingly  presented  by  the  referee.  The  important 
fact  is  that  these  companies  control  this  immense  coal  field ; 
thai  it  is  the  great  source  of  supply  of  bituminous  coal  to  the 
State  of  New  York  and  large  territories  westward ;  that  by 
tills  contract  they  control  the  price  of  coal  in  this  extensive 
naiket'  and  make  it  bring  sums  it  would  not  command  if 
left  to  the  natural  laws  of  trade  ;  that  it  concerns  an  article 
of  prime  necessity  ior  many  uses;  that  its  operation  is 
general  in  this  large  region,  and  affects  all  who  use  coal  as 
fuel :  iud  this  is  accomplished  by  a  combination  of  all  the 
companies  engaged  in  this  branch  of  business  in  the  large 
region  where  they  operate.  The  combination  is  wide  in 
scope,  general  in  its  influence,  and  injurious  in  its  effects. 
These  being  its  features,  the  contract  is  against '  public 
policy,  ille^,  and  therefore  void. 

The  illegality  of  contracts  affecting  public  trade  appears 
in  the  boMcs  under  many  forms.     The  most  frequent  u  that 


of  contracts  between  individuals  to  constrain  one  of  them 
from  performing  a  business  or  employment.    The  nlqect 
was  elaborately  discussed  in  the  lesding  case  of  MittUl^. 
StfnoU*  1  Peere  Wnis.  181,  to  be  found  also  in  1  Smitli'i 
Lead.  Gas.  172.      The  distinction  is  there  taken  vbichie* 
marks  the  cnrrent  of  judicial  decision  ever;«heK;  thiti 
restraint  lipon  a  trade  or  employment  which  is  general,  ii 
void,  being  contrary  to  public  interest,  really  bene£d>l  to 
neither  puty,  and  opprrasive  at  least  to  one.   "Gcienl 
lestrainU,"  says  Parker,  J.,  "  are  all  void,  whether  by  bomi, 
covenant,  or  promise,  with  or  without  consideration,  and 
whether  it  be  of  the  party's  own  trade  or  not,"  dting  Coke 
Jam.  696  ;    2  Bnlstrode,  136  ;  ■  Allen.  67-    To  obtiiii,  he 
says,  the  sole  exercise  of  any  known  bade  throughoat  Eu- 
land,  is  a  complete  monopoly,  and  against  the  policy  ol  t£t 
law.     A  reason  given  is^  "  the  great  abuses  these  volontaiy 
restraints   are    nable    to — as,    for    instance,    from   en- 
porations    who    were    perpetually   labouring  for   «ak- 
sive    advantages    in    trade,    and    to     reduce    it    iitt 
as  few  hands  as  possible.."     In  reference  to  a  costnct 
not   to    trade    in    any   port   of    England,  it    is  wd, 
there  is  something  more  than  a  presumption  against  it,  be- 
cause it  never  can  be  useful  to  any  man  to  restrain  lat^ 
from  trading  in  all  places,  though  it  Aiay  be  to  restrain  bim 
from  trading  in  some,  unless  he  intends  a  monopoly,  wbid 
u  a  crime.    These  principles  have  been  sustained  in  maiy 
cases  which  need  not  be  cited,  as  most  of  them  will  be  fomi 
in  Mr.  Smith's  note  to  the  leading  Ckses.  The  result  of  those 
in  which  particular  restraints  npon  trade  have  been  held  to 
be  valid  between  individnals  ia,  that  the  restraint  must  be 
partial  only,  the  consideration  adequate,  and  not  colourable, 
and  the  restriction  reasonable.     Upon  the  last  reqointe, 
Tindsl,  C.J.,  remarks,  in  Bomer  v.  Oraves,  7  Bing.  74S  :— 
"  We  do  net  see  how  a  better  test  can  be  applied  to  the 
question  whether  reasonable  or  not,  than  by  consideiiiig 
whether  the  restraint  is  snch  only  as  to  afford  a  fair  pntec- 
tion  as  to  the  interests  of  the  party  in  favour  of  whom  it  ii 
given,  and  not  so  large  as  to  interfere  with  the  interests  of 
tiie  public.     Whatsoever  restraint  is  larger  than  the  neco- 
sary  protection  of  the  party  can  be  of  no  benefit  to  either; 
it  can  only  be  oppresrave.  and  if  oppressive  it  is  in  the  m 
of  the  law  unreasonable.    What  is  injurious  to  the  mVk 
interest  is  void  on  the  ground  of  public  policy."    3liny 
cases  have  been  decided  as  to  what  is  a  reasonable  restlt^ 
tion  and  what  is  not,  and  is  therefore  void,  but  two  only 
may  be  referred  to  as  illustratioos.     In  MuIUh  v.  Maf,  11 
M.  ft  W.  653,  a  covenant  not  to  practice  aa  a  dentist  in 
London,  or   in    any  of    the  places  in   England   or  Scot- 
land,   where     the     plaintiff     might   have    been    prac- 
tising  before   the   expiration   of  the    the    term  of  aa- 
vice    with    them,  was  held  to  be  reasonable   as   to  the 
limit  of   London,  but  unreasonable  and  void  as  to  the 
remainder  of  the  restriction.    So  in  Orem  v.  Price,  13  Hi 
W.  696,  a  covenant  not  to  follow  the  perfumery  businos  is 
the  cities  of  London  and  Westminster,  or  within  tiie  distance 
of  six  hundred  miles  therefrom,  was  good  as  to  cities  and 
void  as  to  the  limit  of  six  hundred  mues  ;  see  also  Pum  r. 
FitUer,  8  Mass  223  ;  and  Chappel  v.  Brocinaty,  31  Watdel! 
168.    An  important  principle  stated  in  these  cases,  it  tht: 
as  to  contracts  for  a  binited  restraint,  the  courts  start  vicb 
a  presumption  that  they  are  illegal  unless  shown  to  have  bees 
made  upon  adequate  consideration  and  upon  circnmstssces 
both  reasonable  and  useful.    This  presumption  is  a  neceesaiy 
consequence  of  the  general  principle  that  the  public  interest 
is  superior  to  private  and  that  all  restraints  on  trade  sr  in- 
jurious to  the  public  in  some  degree.    The  general  mle  (saiil 
Woodward,  C.J.)  is  that  all  restraints  of  trade,  it  nothing 
more  appear,  are  bad :  K$eler  v.  Taylor,  3  P.  F.  Smith,  46». 
That  case  may  be  instanced  as  a  attoag  illustration  of  tibe  rale 
as  to  what  is  not  a  reasonable  rratriction  ;  and  the  principle 
I  have  been  stating  are  recognised  in  the  opinion.    Eeelu 
agreed  to  instruct  Taylor  in  the  art  of  making  pUtiixm 
scales,  and  to  employ  nim  in  that  business  at  1.S0  dols.  per 
day.    Taylor  engaged  to  pay  Keeler  or  his  legal  represent*-^ 
tions  SO  dols.  for  each  and  every  scale  he  should  thetesft^ 
make  for  any  other  person  than  Eeeler,  or  which  sbooU  bt 
made  by  imparting  his  infoimation  to  others.     This  *u 
held  to  be  an  unreasonable  restriction  upon  Taylor's  Isboai^ 
and  therefore  void  as  in  restraint  of  trade.    Testing  tinf^ 
sent  contracts  by  these  principles  the  restrictions  1^  ^™ 
the  production  and  price   of  ooal  cannot  ba  sanctioBeiai 
reasonable,  in  view  of  tbeir  intimate  relation  to  the  palva 
interests.     The  field  of  oparatiwi  is  too  vide  and  m  »- 
flnenoe  too  g«ieial. 
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Tht  effects  produced  on  the  public  interetts  lead  to  the 
(maideratioii  of  another  feature  of  great  weight  in  deter- 
jiniog  the  OlegaUty  of  the  contract,  to  wit,  the  combination 
tMiUdtohy  theie  five  companies.  Singly  each  might 
aro  mapenaed  delireries  and  sales  of  coal  to  suit  their  own 
iteretts  and  might  have  raised  the  prioe,  even  tiiongh  this 
light  bare  been  detrimeatal  to  the  public  interest.  There 
:  a  certain  freedom  which  must  be  allowed  to  every  one  in 
ic maiugement  of  his  own  affairs.  When  competition  is 
ft  free,  individual  error  or  folly  will  generally  find  a 
mectiaa  in  the  conduct  of  others.    Bat  here  is  a  combina- 

00  to  all  the  companies  operating  in  the  Bloasburg  and 
uclay  mming  regions,  and  controlling  their  entire  pro- 
ution.  They  hare  combined  together  to  gOTem  the 
pply  and  the  price  of  coal  in  all  the  markets  firom  the 
adion  ^to  the  Mississippi  rivers,  and  from  PennayWania 
tie  lakes.  This  combination  has  a  power  in  its  oonfeder- 
ed  fonn  which  no  individual  action  can  confer.  The 
tWc  interest  must  succumb  to  it,  for  it  has  left  no  com- 
b'tion  free  to  correct  its  baleful  influence.  When  the 
yfij  of  coal  is  suspended,  the  demand  for  it  becomes 
portooste,  snd  prices  must  rise.  Or  if  the  supply  goes 
nid  the  price  fixed  by  the  confederates  must  accompany 

Tie  domestic  hearth,  the  furnaces  of  the  iron  master, 

1  the  fires  of  the  manufacturer,  all  feel  the  restraint,  while 
ay  dependent  hands  are  paralyzed,  and  hungry  months  are 
ited.  The  influence  of  a  lack  of  supply,  or  a  rise  in  the 
ce  of  an  article  of  such  prime  necessity  cannot  be  measured, 
fennestes  the  entire  mass  of  commonity,  and  leaves  few 
itt  members  untouched  by  its  withering  blight. 
h  a  combination  is  more  than  a  contract,  it  is  an 
■Me.  "I  take  it,"  said  Gibson,  J.,  " a  combination  is 
nial  whenever  the  act  to  be  done  has  a  necessary 
tocy  to  prejudice  the  public  or  to  oppress  indi- 
gala,  by  nnjnatly    subjecting  them  to  the   power  of 

cmifederates,  and  giving  effect  to  the  purpose 
lie  latter,  whether  of  extortion  or  of  mischief:"  Com- 
ttiUi  V.  CTlitU,  Brightly's  Reports,  40.  In  all  such 
Usations  where  the  purpose  is  ii^arions  or  unlawful, 
^  of  the  offence  is  the  conspiracy.  Men  can  often  do 
It  combination  of  many,  what  severally  no  one  cotUd 
(■(Eih,  and  even  what  when  done  by  one  would  be 
Mat  It  was  held  in  the  Commonwatlth  v.  Eberk, 
■H.9,  that  it  was  an  indictable  conspiracy  for  a  portian 

*  German      Jjutheran     congregation,      to    combine 
agree    toother    to    prevent    another    portion    of 

ooogregation    by     force      of     arms,      from    using 

English  language  in  the  worship  of  God  among 
xngregation.  So  a  confederacy  to  assist  a  female  infant 
espe  from  her  father's  control  with  a  view  to  marry 
•gainst  his  will  is  indictable  as  a  conspiracy  at   eom- 

law,  while  it  would  have  been  no  criminal  offence  if 

alone  had  induced  her  to  elope  with  and 
7  him:   Uuffin  v.   Common letalth,    5    W.   &  S.  461. 

man  or  many  may  hiss  an  actor,  but  if  they 
nte  to  doit  they  may  be  punished:  Per  Gibson,  C.J. 
I  V.  Palm.  8  Barr.  260,  2  Russ.  on  Crimes,  556.  And 
ction  for  a  conspiracy  to  defame  will  be  supported, 
lb  the  words  be  not  actionable  if  spoken  by  one : 
tv.  Palm,  tupra.  "Defamation  by  the  outcry  of 
ben,"  says  Gibson,  C.J.,  "is  as  resistless  as  defama- 
by  the  written  act  of  an  indiridnaL"  And  says  Coulter, 
"The  concentrated  energy  of  several  combined  wills, 
iting  simultaneously  and  by  concert  upon  one  individual 
■Bgenras    even    to    the    cautions    and   circumspect,. 

*hen  bron^t  to  bear  upon  the  unwary  and 
Vecting  it  is  fatal : "  TwitentU  v.  CommonictaUk, 
HT,  211.  There  is  a  potency  in  numbers  when 
^■ned,  which  the  law  sannot  overlook,  where 
■7  is  the  consequence.  If  the  conspiracy  be  to  commit 
■e  or  an  unlawful  act,  it  is  easy  to  determine  its  indict- 
cbatacter.  It  is  more  difficult  when  the  act  to  be  done 
■pose  to  be  accomplished  is  innocent  in  itself.  Then  the 
ce  takes  its  hue  from  the  motives,  the  means,  or  the  con- 
■iceiL  If  the  motives  of  the  confederates  be  to  oppress. 
Beans  they  use  unlawful,  or  the  conaequences  to  others 
was,  their  confederation  will  become  a  conspiracy, 
laees  are  given  in  the  Commonuxallh  v.  Carlule, 
^y's  Rep,  40.  Among  those  mentioned  as  criminal  is 
abinatiou  of  employers  to  depress  the  wages  of  jonmey- 
Ulow  what  they  would  be,  if  there  were  no  resort  to 
<°sl  means,  and  a  combination  of  the  bakers  of  a  town 
i*ld  op  the  article  of  bread,  and  by  means  of  the 
ity  this  ptodooad,  to  extort  aa  exorbitant  price  for  it. 


The  latter  instance  is  precisely  parallel  with  the  present 
case.  It  is  the  effect  ot  the  act  upon  the  public  which 
gives  that  case  and  this  its  evil  aspect  as  the  result  of  con- 
iMeration ;  for  any  baker  might  choose  to  hold  up  his  own 
bread,  or  coal  operator  his  coal,  rather  than  to  sell  at  ruling 
prices  ;  but  when  he  destroys  competition  by  a  combination 
with  others,  the  public  can  boy  of  no  one. 

In  Stx  V.  De  Berenqatntal,  3  M.  &  S.  (!7,  it  was  held  to 
be  a  conspiracy  to  combine  to  raise  the  public  funds   on  a 
particular  day  by  false  rumours.    The  purpose  itself  (said 
Lord  Ellenborough)  is  miechievous — it  strikes  at  the  prico 
of  a  valuable  commodity  in  the  market,  and  if  it  gives  a 
fictitious  price   by  means   of  false  rumours,  it  is  a  fraud 
levelled  against  the  public,  for  it  is  against  all  such  as  may 
possibly  have  anything  to  do  with  uie  funds  in  that  par- 
tionlar.     Every   "  corner,"  in  the  language  of  the  day, 
whether  it  be  to  affect  the  price  of  the  articles  of  commerce, 
such  as  breadstufb,  or  the  price  of  vendible  stocks,  when 
accomplished  by  confederation  to  raise  or  depress  the  prioe, 
and  operate  on  the  markets,  is  a  conspiracy.    The  ruin, 
often  spread  abroad  by  these  heartless  conspiraciea,  is  in- 
describable ;  frequently  filling  the  land   with  starvation, 
poverty  and  woe.     Every  association  is  criminal  whose  ob- 
ject is  to  raise  or  depress  the  price  of  labour  beyond  what 
it  would  bring  if  it  were  left  without   artificial  aid  or 
stimulus.     Itee  v.  Bytrdilu,  1  M.  &  8.   197.    In  the  case 
of  such  associations  the  illegality  consists  most    frequently 
in  the  means  employed  to  carry  out  the  object.     To   fix  a 
standard  of  prices  among  men  in  the  same  employment,  as 
a  fee  bill,  is  not  in  itself  criminal ;  but  may  become  so  when 
the  parties  resort  to  coercion,  restraint,   or  penalties  upon 
the  employed  or  employers;  or  what  is  worse,  to  force  of 
arms.    If  the  means  be  unlawful  the  combination  is  indict- 
able.     Commontcealth  v.  Sunt,  4  Mttcalf,   111.     A  con- 
spiracy of  journeymen  of  any  trade  or  handicraft  to  raises 
the  wages  by  entering  into  combination  to  coerce  journey- 
men and  master  workmen  employed  in  the  same  branch  of 
industry  to  conform  to  rules   adopted  by  such  combination 
for  the  purpose  of  regulating  the  price  of  labour,  and  carry- 
ing such  rules  into  effect  by  overt  acts,   is  indictable  as  a 
misdemeanour,  3  Wharton,  L.,  citing  the  PtopU  v.  Pitbe* 
14  Wendell,  9.       Without    multiplying  examples  these 
are  sufficient  to  illustrate  the  true  aspect  of  the  case  before 
us ;  and  to  show  that  a  combination  such  as  these  companies 
entered  into  to  control  the  supply  <i>>d  price  of  the  Bloss- 
burg  and  Barclay  regions  is  illegal,  and  the  contract  void. 

A  second  question  is  whether  the  bill  drawn  in  this  case 
by  the  general  sales  agent  on  the  Barclay  ooal  company  in 
favonrof  the  Morris  ooal  company  to  equalise  the  price  upon 
a  settlement  under  the  oontraot  is  such  an  independenC 
cause  of  action  as  will  support  the  suit.  When  a  bill,  note, 
or  bond,  is  but  an  instrument  to  exeoute  an  illegal  contract, 
it  is  tainted  by  the  illegality  and  cannot  be  recovered.  The 
illegal  oonsideration  enters  direotly  into  the  instrument, 
and  is  followed  up  beoaoao  the  law  will  not  permit  itself  to 
bei  violated  by  mere  indirection.  This  is  the  principle 
sustained  in  the  oases  of  SteasT.  Lathly,  6  Term.  Rep.,  61  ; 
Swann  v.  Scott,  11  S.  &  R.  164  ;  Stanton  v.  AlUn,  5  Denio. 
434  :  Norton  v.  Bridgu,  3  S.  &  R.  624 ;  Lettapien  v.  Ingra- 
ham,  5  Barr,  82.  In  the  last  case  Gibson,  C.J.,  says,  the 
solemnity  of  the  security  would  not  preclude  an  inquiry  into 
the  consideration  of  it,  had  it  been  illegal,  and  in  Saann  v. 
Scott,  Doncan,  J.  said  of  a  bond  the  consideration  of  which 
grew  out  of  an  illegal  transaction,  "  there  the  illegal  con- 
sideration is  the  sole  basis  of  the  bond,  and  there  can  be 
no  reoovery.  In  the  present  case  the  bill  itself  refers 
directly  to  the  equalization  account,  and  was  given  in  im- 
mediate execution  of  the  oontraot.  This  being  the  case,  it 
is  distinguishable  from  Macknty  v,  Reynoni,  4  Burrows, 
20es ;  PetrU  v.  Hmney,  8  Term  R.  418 ;  Warner  v.  Ruttett, 
1  Bosanqnet  &  Puller,  295  ;  LettapUt  v.  Ingraham,  supra ; 
Thomas  v.  Baney,  10  Barr,  l6i.  Cases  where  the  action 
was  not  upon  the  legal  contract,  or  upon  an  instrument  in 
exeontion  of  it,  but  was  founded  upon  a  new  consideration. 
The  distinction  is  well  stated  by  Judge  Washington,  in 
Toie  V.  Aruutrong,  3  Wash.  C.  C.  R.  299  affirmed  in  the  Su- 
preme Court  V.  S.  1  Wheatoo,  258.  The  present  case  is 
free  of  difficulty,  the  money  represented  by  the  bill  arising 
direotly  upon  the  oontraot  to  be  paid  by  one  party  of  the 
contract  to  another  party  of  it,  in  execution  of  its  terms. 
The  bill  is  therefore  tainted  by  the  illegality,  and  no  re- 
oovery can  be  had  upon  it. 

The  judgment  is  therefore  conflrmed. — ^Firom  the  PMla- 
delplua  Ltffdl  IntMigtnetr, 
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OBITVAKT- 

DR.  JESSE  ADOAMS,  Q.C. 
We  have  to  record  the  death  of  Dr.  Jesse  Addams,  Q.C. , 
-which  took  place  at  hU  residence  in  the  Marylebone-road  on 
the  2Sth  of  May,  in  the  86th  year  of  hia  afe.  Dr.  Addams 
iras  educated  at  St.  John's  College,  Oxford,  where  he  gra- 
dnated  as  B.A.  in  1810,  and  afterwards  D.C.L.  He  was 
admitted  an  advocate  of  Doctors'  Commons  on  the  3rd  of 
November,  1814,  and  was  created  a  Queen's  Counsel  in  1858. 
He  reported  cases  in  the  Ecclesiastical  Court  from  1823  to 
1825.  

MR.  T.  L.  NELSON. 
Mr.  Thomas  Lamplngh  Nelson,  M.A.,  barrister-at-law, 
died  on  the  28th  of  May,  at  the  age  of  thirty-three  years. 
Mr.  Nelson  was  the  second  son  of  George  Brooke  Nelson 
Esq.,  solicitor,  of  Leeds,  and  registrar  of  the  Dewsbary 
County  Court.  He  was  called  to  the  bar  at  Lincoln's-inn  in 
June,  1862,  and  practised  on  the  Midland' Circuit,  attending 
also  the  West  Riding  of  York  and  Leeds  Borough  Sessions. 


SOCIETIES  AND  INSTITimONS. 

JURIDICAL  SOCIE'TY. 
The  next  meeting  will  be  held  on  Wednesday,  the  7th  of 
Jnne,'  at  8  p.m.  precisely,  when  Mr.  H.  W.  Elphinstona 
will  read  a  paper  on  "  Settlements  of  Personal  Estate."    Mr. 
T.  Yanghan  Hawkins  will  preside. 


LAW  ASSOCIATION 


FOS  THB  BbNBPTT  OP  WiDOWS  AXD  FaXILIES  OF  AtTOBNBYS  I 
SOUCITOBS,  AND  PkOCTOBS  IN  THB  MeTBOPOLIS 

AND  Vicinity. 
The  annnal  general  court  was  hold  at  the  HaU  of  the  In- 
<Xirporated  Law  Society  on  Thursday,  the  25  ih  ult.,  Mr. 
Deaborough  (chairman)  Messrs.  Harding,  Burton,  Drew, 
Keighlev,  W.  S.  Masterman,  Stewbrd,  Styan,  Sidney 
Smith,  Whyte,  Boodle  (secretary)  and  others  being  pre- 
sent. It  appeared  by  the  report  that  twenty-seven  cases  of 
widows  and  children  of  deceased  members  had,  during  the 
past  year,  been  relieved  by  the  distribution  among  them  of 
£1,847  lbs.  ;  that,  during  the  same  period,  twenty-four 
«asee  of  non-memberg'  widows  and  children  had  received 
the  sum  of  £249  ;  and  that  the  association  possessed  a  capi- 
tal stock  of  £33,190  ;  also,  that  fifteen  members,  during 
the  past  year,  had  died,  of  whom  nine  were  life  members 
and  six  were  annual  members,  while  only  four  new  members 
had  joined  the  association.  The  report  also  alluded  to  the 
adoption  by  an  extraordinary  general  court,  held  on  the 
2nd  of  February  last,  of  the  revised  rules  and  regulations. 
A  vote  of  thanks  to  the  chairman,  directors,  and  auditors 
terminated  the  proceedings. 


LAW  STUDENTS'  DEBATING  SOCIETY. 
On  Tuesday,  the  30th  of  May,  1871,  the  motion  of  Mr. 
Warmington,  that  the  society  should  adjourn  for  that  even- 
ing, was  unanimously  adopted. 


CovxTY-CoVBT  JcDOBS. — A  parliamentary  return  shows  the 
number  of  days  in  1869  and  1870  on  which  oounty-oonrt  judges 
held  their  sittings  by  deputy.  Three  of  the  Judges  sat  by  de- 
puty, respectively,  on  52,  70,  and  99  days  in  the  two  years,  but 
all  three  have  now  died  or  retired.  Of  the  other  judges,  Mr. 
Seijeant  Peteradorff  was  obliged  by  illness  to  sit  by  deputy  on 
94  days  in  the  course  of  the  two  years.  Mr.  J.  Pitt  Taylor  sat 
by  deputy  en  85  dajrs,  but  on  78  occasions  he  was  absent  m  order 
to  attend  the  Judicature  Commission.  Mr.  W.  Raines  sat  by 
deputy  on  77  davs;  Mr.  C.  J.  Gale,  on  67  days ;  Sir  J.  £.  £. 
Wilmot  on  64,  "under  medical  advice,  from  ill-nealth,  owing  to 
overwork;"  Sir  W.  B.  Riddell  on  50,  " by  leave  of  the  Lord 
Chancellor: "  Mr.  F.  Dmsdale  on  39  days;  Mr.  W.  H.  Cooke  on 
34,  Mr.  J.  K.  Blau-  on  34,  Mr.  H.J.  Stoner  on  28,  Mr.  J.  O.  Teed 
on  24  days.  Mr.  J.  B.  Daaent  sat  by  deputy  on  61  days,  but  on 
28  oocaslona  he  was  attending  the  Lord  Chancellor's  committee. 
Several  judges  were  absent  for  a  few  days,  not  exceeding  ^  in 
the  two  years.  Twenty  judges  did  not  sit  1^  deputy  at  all. — 
Tint*: 


LAW  STUDENTS'  JOUMAL 

GENERAL  EXAMINATION  OF  THE  INSS  OF 
COURT. 
General  Kxamination  of  students  of  the  Inns  of  Coait  Iti 

at  Lincoln's-inn  HaU,  on  the  17th,  18th,  l»th,mdi» 

May,  1871. 

The  Council  of  Legal  Education  have  awarded  toTli't- 
dore  Eibton,  Esq.,  Inner  Temple,    a  stadentihip  of  Si; 
guineas  per  annum,  to  continue  for  a  period  of  three  jeia ; 
Hugh  Francis  McDermott,  Esq.,  Inner  Temple,  in  oUtt- 
tion  of  twenty-five  guineas  per  annum,  to  cootiiiae  It  > 
period  of  three  years  ;  John  Watt  Smytii,  Esq.,  LiscohV 
inn ;  Daniel  O'Cionnell  French,  Esq.,  James  Dyer Ttacl<$t, 
Esq. ,  Middle  Temple,  certificates  of  honour  of  (ba  fintcia; 
Thomas  Allen  Holme,  Esq.,  John  Frederic  Lowda,  £i^, 
Edmund  Robertson,  Esq.,  Lincoln's-inn ;  Nichoiss  Ok-a 
Lawrence  Biale,  Esq.,  Anumdoiam  Borooah,  £iq.,  Eisf  ' 
Whiteside  Cook,  Esq.,  William  Dedmus  Inglett  FaH  ' 
Esq.,  Richard  Hewlett,   Esq.,  Robert  Alfred  UcCiI..  u;., 
Robert  Parry  Nisbet,  Esq.,  John  Charles  PritchuiE^i 
Henry  Watts  Rooke,  Esq.,   Hiram  Shaw  Wilkiiuaa.Eii,  | 
Middle  Temple;  Edward    Bayfield,   Esq.,  George  V^i;*] 
Gregorie,  Esq.,   Sherlock    Hare,   Esq.,    Robert  Asdoli 
Mowat,  Esq.,  William    Justin    O'DnacoU,   E*).,  Oad 
Frederic    Tobias,  Esq.,  and  Charles   Henri  Looii  \Vilsi 
Esq.,  certificates  that  they  hare  satisfactorily  passed  >  pi 
lie  examination. 


COURT  PAPERS. 


SUMMER  CIRCUIT. 
NoBFOix. — ^The  Lord  Chief  Justice  and  Mr.  JmtirtBjl 
NoBTR  Walbs. — Lord  Chief  Justice  Bovill. 
South  Walbs. — Mr.  Justice  Montague  Smith. 
Nobthbbn.— The  Lord  Chief  Baron  and  Mr.  BMiVifr 


tin. 


HoKB. — Mr.  Baron  Bramwell  and  Mr.  Justice  BladdMi 
Midland. — Mr.  Justice  Mellor  and  Mr.  Jostioe  His>B. 
WisTEKN. — Mr.  Justice  WiUea  and  Mr.  Joitios  Bnit 
Oxford. — Mr.  Baron  Pigotc  and  Mr.  Justice  laA. 
Mr.  Baron  Cleasby  remains  in  town. 


COURT  OF  QUEEN'S  BENCH. 
Trinity  T*nn,  1871. 
This  Court  will,  on  Tuesday,  the  13th,  Wednetdir. 
14th,  Thursday,  the  16th,  Thursday,  the  22nd.  Fridir, 
23rd,  Saturday,  the  24th,  and  Monday,  the  26th  iif 
June  instant,  nold  sittings,  and  will  proceed  in  dispoa 
the  cases  in  the  new  truil,  special,  and  Crown  f*pa% 
any  other  matters  then  pending,  and  will  give  jadjofl 
cases  standing  for  j  udgment. 

The  Court  will  also  hold  a  sitting  on  Tbuisdij,  tbt 
day  of  July  next,  for  the  purpose  of  giving  judgoKsts' 

Byt^Cr 

SITTINGS  IN  ERROR.  . 
Q.ubbk's  Bbncb. 
Tuesday,  June  13;  Wednesday,Jnne  14;  Thntsdsy,') 

Coxxox  Plba*. 
Friday,  June  10. 

ExCHBaUEB. 

Saturday,  June  17  ;  Monday,  June  19 ;  Tuesday,  Jne 
Wednesday,  June  21. 

HIGH  COURT  OF  ADMIRALTY  OF  ENGLAXI 

AODmONAL  RlTLKS. 

The  Right  Honorable  Sir  iiobert  Joseph  PhilSa 
Knight,  the  Judge  of  the  High  Court  of  Adminlly  of  I 
land,  doth  hereby,  in  pursuance  of  the  provisioiu  of » 
passed  in  the  Session  of  Parliament  held  in  the  thin 
fourth  ;^ears  of  Her  Majesty's  reign,  intitnled  (c-  •*) : 
Act  to  improve  the  Practice  and  extend  the  Joriaiidil 
the  High  Court  of  Admiralty  of  Enf^and,"  aid  nql 
the  approval  of  Her  M^esty  in  Council,  inake  tfat  foO* 
rules  for  the  said  Court : — 

1.  The  following  Rules  of  the  Rulss,  Otden,  sad  ■ 
lationt,  establiabad  by  Her  Kqesty's  Ordsr  in  Onbci]  tl 
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StiiofNoTember,  1869,  are  hereby  repealed,  riz,  SqIm  14 
5,  16,  17,  18,  19,  20,  21,  22,  23,  24,  25,  and  26,  38 
id  34. 

i.  If  the  property  to  be  arrested  be  situate  within  the 
drt  of  liODdoa  the  warrant  shall  be  ezecated  by  tbe 
urehtl. 

3.  If  the  property  to  be  arrested  be  sitnate  elsewhere  than 
I  tbe  pott  of  London,  the  warrant  shall  be  ezecated  either, 
J  the  marshal  or  by  the  collector  of  the  cnstoms  for  the 
atrict  vithin  which  the  property  happens  to  be. 

4.  If  within  twtlvi  days  after  semce  of  a  warrant  or 
tition,  no  appearance  shall  have  been  entered  in  the 
OK,  Ou  proctor  for  the  plaintiff  may  file  his  petition. 
ti  if  within  twelvt  days  from  the  filing  of  the  petition  no 
ipeannce  shall  have  been  entered,  the  plaintiff's  proctor 
ij,  on  bringing  in  his  proofs,  set  the  cause  down  for 
iring. 

i.  It,  when  the  caose  comes  before  the  judge,  he  is  satis- 
d  tbat  the  plaintiff's  claim  is  well  founded,  he  may 
ooosnce  for  the  olaim  with  or  without  a  reference  to  the 
pitrar,  or  to  the  registrar  assisted  by  merchants,  and  may 
the  same  time  order  the  property  to  be  appraised  and  sold 
Ui  or  without  prerions  notice,  and  the  proceeds  to  be 
id  into  Court,  or  may  make  such  order  in  the  premises  as 
Urn  shall  seem  jnst. 

i.  The  forms  annexed  to  the  Rules,  Orders,  and  Regula- 
(Heetablished  by  Her  Majesty's  Order  in  Council  of  the 
aofNorember,  1859,  and  which  are  nnmbered  as  follows 
ibereby  repealed,  viz :  Forms  Nob.  6, 7,  8, 9,  10,  and  30  ; 
Idle  Form  annexed  to  these  additional  Rules  shall  be 
JititDted  for  Form  Ko.  30. 

f.  These  additional  Rules  shall  come  into  operation  on 
'lit  of  April,  1871,  if  the  same  shall  have  been  pre- 
•It  approred  by  Her  Maiesty  in  Council,  and  if  not, 
ame  day  on  which  they  shall  be  so  approTed,  and  shall 
If  to  all  causes  instituted  on  or  after  that  date. 

RoBKXT  J.  PhILLIXOBE, 

Judge  of  the  High  Court  of  Admiralty. 
\XtrtA,  1871.        -"  ■» 

Rektue. 
In  the  High  Court  of  Admiralty  of  England. 

Victoria,  by  the  Grace  of  Qoi  of  the  United 
»  Kingdom  of  Great  Britain  and  Ireland  Queen, 

Defender  of  the  Faith.  To  the  Marshal  of 
High  Court  of  Our  Admiralty  of  England,  and  to  dl 
iagaUi  his  substitntrs.  Greeting.  Whereas  in  a  cause 
—  instituted  in   Our  said   Court  on  behalf  of  ^.— 

1*  — — ,  We  did  command  you  to  arrest  the  said 

tojkeep  the  same  under  safe  arrest  until  yon  should 
ire  further  orders  from  Us.  Now  We  do  hereby  com- 
d  joa  to  release  the  said  ^^  from  t^e  arrest  effected 
was  of  Our  Warrant  in  the  said  cause  upon  payment 
(made  to  yon  of  all  costs,  charges,  and  expenses 
olmg  the  care  and  custody  of  the  property  whilst  under 
it  in  that  cause. 
divan  at  London,  under  the  Seal  of  Our  said  Court, 

the day  of in  the  year  of  our  Lord  18 . 

H.F.. 
•w  Registrar 

iken  out  by 

mioHs  nc  RsoAXD  to   Prihtiko  thk  Frocbbdinos 

Ik  In8T.iMca  CAinxs. 
Weas  by  the  96th  of  the  Rules,  Orders,  and  BeguU- 
I  for  the  High  Court  of  Admiralty  of  England,  which 
teonflrmed  by  Her  Majesty's  Order  in  Council  bearing 
the  29th  of  NoTember,  1859,  it  is  ordered,  that  "  in  aU 
*ted  causes  the  whole  of  the  pleadings  and  written 
B  on  which  the  parties  intend  to  rely  at  the  hearing 
Moless  the  judge  shall  otherwise  order,  be  printed  be- 
ne hearing  ;  and  the  printing  thereof  shall  be  in  such 
Mr  and  form  as  the  judge  shall  from  time  to  time 
*:" 

Mr  I,  Boheit  Joseph  FhilUmore,  Knight,  Doctor  of 
<^  Judge  of  the  High  Court  of  Admiralty  of  England, 
B'nitaeof  the  powers  Tested  in  me,  direct  that  in  all 
*•  in  which  the  pleadings  and  written  proofs  are  required 
ipiinted,  the  manner  and  form,  of  printing  the  same 
■hettafter  be  as  foUows  :— 

In  a  damage  cause  the  preliminary  acts  shall  be  printed, 
'  vith  the  pleadings  or  proob,  so  separately,  or  may 
1^  most  cottTeDient 

Words  shall  be  printed  in  oonspionons  type  on  the  re- 
m  p<9aa  to  denote  whether  they  an  the  "  pleadings," 


or  the   "plaintiff's"  or  "  defendant's"  proofr,  or  their 
"  preliminary  acts." 

3.  The  printing  shall  he  in  the  form  known  as  demy 
quarto,  and  shall  be  in  pica  type. 

4.  The  paper  on  which  the  proceedings  are  printed  shall 
be  fine  "demy,  weighing  not  less  than  21  lbs.  per  ream,  and 
its  size  shall  be  such  th«t  each  cut  leaf  of  the  folded  sheet 
shall  be  eleven  inches  in  height  and  eight  inches  and  a  half 
in  width. 

5.  The  number  of  lines  in  each  page  of  pica  type  shall  be 
forty-seven,  each  line  being  five  inches  and  three  quarters, 
or  146  millimetres  in  length. 

6.  One  hundred  and  fifty  copies  of  the  papers  shall  be 
printed,  and  the  charges  to  be  allowed  on  taxation  for  each 
sheet  of  eight  pages  shall  be  44s.,  to  include  inside  marginal 
figures  to  every  tenth  line  ;  and  no  extra  charge  shall  be 
allowed  for  the  marginal  notes. 

7.  There  shall  be  allowed  for  table-work  the  following 
additional  charges : — 

If  in  pica  type    .       .       .       .2s.  6d.  per  page. 

small  pica  .       .       .       .     3s.  6d.      „ 

long  primer       .       .       .    5s.  Od.      „ 

But  in  all  cases,  where  pica  or  small  pica  can  be  used  for 

table-work,  an  extra  charge  for  smaller  type  shall  not  be 

allowed  on  taxation, 

8.  The  prices  mentioned  above  shall  include  all  charges 
for  printing,  paper,  folding,  stitching,  and  cutting ;  and  if  a 
wrapper  is  required  it  shul  be  charged  for  as  a  quarter- 
sheet.    No  charge  shall  be  allowed  on  taxation  for  corree- 

tiODS. 

9.  In  printing  any  document  which  is  divided  into  para- 
graphs, lines  shall  not  be  dropped  nor  shall  a  space  be  left 
between  the  consecutive  paragraphs;  and  if  any  such  lines  are 
dropped  or  spaces  left,  a  deduction  shall  be  mftde  on  taxation 
as  well  in  the  printer's  charges  for  printing  as  in  the  allow- 
ance to  the  prectors  for  correcting  the  press.  In  printing 
depositions  the  answer  shall  immediately  follow  the  question, 
so  that  the  question  and  answer  together  may  form  a  single 
paragraph. 

10.  In  case  of  any  material*  error  in  the  printing,  or  in 
case  the  printing  shall  not  be  done  in  the  form  and  manner 
prescribed,  either  the  parties  shall  be  bound  to  reprint 
the  proceedings,  or  a  deduction  shall  be  made  on  taxation 
from  the  cost  of  printing,  and  no  allowance  shall  be  made 
to  the  proctor  by  whom  such  printed  papers  are  brought  in 
for  correcting  the  press. 

11.  These  directions  shall  apiply  to  all  cases,  in  which  the 
printing  has  not  been  begun  pnor  to  the  18th  day  of  April, 
1871. 

ROBBBT  J.  PhILLIMORB, 

Jadge  of  the  High  Court  of  Admiralty. 
Dated  the  7th  day  of  April,  1871. 


COUNTY  COURT— ADMIRALTY  JURISDICTION. 

The  following  Order  in  Counoil  has  been  issued: 

1871.  May  16.  Whereas  by  the  County  Courts  Admiralty 
Jarisdiction  Aot,  1868,  it  is,  among  other  things,  enacted, 
that  if  at  any  time  after  the  passing  of  that  Aot  it  appears 
to  Her  Majesty  in  Council,  on  the  representation  of  the 
Lord  Chanoellor,  expedient  that  any  County  Court  should 
have  Admiralty  jurisdiction,  it  shall  be  lawful  for  Her 
Majesty,  by  Order  in  Counoil,  to  appoint  that  Court  to 
have  Admiralty  jurisdiction  aooordingly,  and  to  assign  to 
that  Court,  as  its  district  for  Admiralty  purposes,  any  part 
or  parts  of  any  one  or  more  district  or  districts  of  Oonnty 
Courts  :  And  further,  that  any  snoh  Orders  may  be  firom 
time  to  time  varied  as  seems  expedient. 

And  whereas  Her  Majesty  was  pleased,  by  an  Order  in 
Council  of  the  14th  day  of  January,  1869,  to  order  that 
certain  County  Courts  should  have  AdminJty  jurisdiction. 

And  whereas  a  representation  has  been  made  by  the 
Lord  Chancellor  that  it  is  expedient  that  the  said  Order 
should  be  varied,  and  that  the  Whiteohapel  County  Court 
of  Middlesex  should  have  Admiralty  jurisdiction,  and  tbat 
the  said  Court  should  have  assigned  to  it,  as  its  district  for 
Admiralty  purposes,  the  districts  of  the  County  Court  of 
Essex,  holden  at  Rochford,  Brentwood,  and  Romford ;  of 
the  County  Court  of  Kant,  holden  at  Dartford,  Oravesend, 
Greenwich,  and  Woolwich ;  of  the  Southwark  County 
Court  of  Surrey ;  and  of  the  Bow  and  Whiteohapel  County 
Courts  of  Middlesex ;  and  that  the  City  of  London  Court 
appointed  by  such  Order  to  have  Admiral^  jurisdiotion , 
■hould  cease  to  have  such  jurisdiotion. 
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Now,  tbsrefore.  Her  Mi^esty  baring  taken  the  eaid 
repreeentation  into  oonaideration,  is  pleased,  by  and  with 
the  advioe  of  Her  Privy  Coanoil,  to  Order  and  appoint,  and 
it  is  hereby  ordered  and  appointed,  that  from  and  after  the 
30thdayof  Jane,  1871,  the  Whiteohi^l  County  Court  of 
ifiddleaez  ahall  have  Admiralty  jarisdiction,  and  shall 
have  assigned  to  it,  as  its  district  for  Admiralty  porposes, 
the  districts  of  the  Coonty  Conrt  of  Essex,  holden  at  Booh- 
ford,  Brentwood,  and  Romford;  of  the  Connty  Court  of 
Kent,  holden  at  Dartfotd,  Gravesend,  Greenwich,  and 
Woolwich;  of  the  Sonthwark  County  Court  of  Surrey, 
and  of  the  Bow  and  Whiteohapel  County  Court  of  Middle- 
sex ;  and  that  the  City  of  London  Courts,  appointed  by 
snoh  Order  to  have  Admiralty  jurisdiotion,  shall  cease  to 
have  snoh  jurisdiotioti. 

And  Her  Majesty  is  further  pleased,  by  and  with  the 
advice  aforesaid,  to  order  that  the  said  Order  of  the  14th 
day  of  January,  1869,  shall  be  varied  or  rescinded,  so  far 
as  it  varies  irom  this  Order. 


TOLZEY  COUET  AND  PIE  POUDRE  COURT, 
BRISTOL, 
ExTBHTioir  OF  UomcoK  Law  Procbddbb  Acts,  ice.,  to. 
The  following  Order  in  Council  has  been  issued : — 
1871.  May  16.  Whereas  by  the  Common  Law  Pro- 
cedure Act,  1852,  it  is  enacted  tliat  it  shall  be  lawful  for  her 
Majesty  from  time  to  time  by  an  Order  in  Council  to  direct 
that  all  or  any  part  of  the  provisions  of  the  said  Act,  or  of 
the  rules  to  be  made  in  pursuance  thereof,  shall  apply  to  all 
or  any  Court  or  Courts  of  Record  in  England  or  'Wales,  and 
that  within  one  month  after  such  Order  shall  luive  been 
made  and  pabliehed  in  the  Loiubm  Oezettt,  suoh  provisions 
and  rules  respectively  shall  extend  and  apply  in  manner 
directed  by  such  Order,  and  that  any  such  Order  may  be  in 
like  manner  from  time  to  time  altered  or  annulled  ;  and  by 
the  Common  Law  Procedure  Act,  1854,  it  is  enacted  that  it 
shall  be  lawful  for  her  Majesty  from  time  to  tinie,  by  an 
Order  in  Connd),  to  direct  that  all  or  any  part  of  the 
provision^  of  tiiat  Act  shall  apply  to  all  or  any  Court  or 
Courts  of  Record  in  England  and  Wales,  and  that  within 
one  month  after  >uch  Order  shall  have  been  made  and 
published  in  the  Londan  Otueitt,  such  provisions  shall  extend 
and  apply  in  n^anner  directed  by  such  Order,  and  that  any 
such  Order  may  be  in  like  manner  from  time  to  time  altered 
and  annulled,  and  that  in  and  by  such  Order  her  Majesty 
may  direct  by  whom  any  powers  or  duties  incident  to  the 
provisions  applied  under  the  said  Act  shall  and  may  be 
exercised  with  respect  to  matters  in  such  Court  or  Court), 
and  may  make  any  orders  or  regulation  <  which  may  be 
deemed  requisite  for  carrying  into  operation  in  such  Cooit 
or  Courts  me  provisions  so  applied ;  and  by  the  Snmmarv 
Procedure  on  Bills  of  Exchange  Act,  18SS,  it  is  enacted  that 
it  shall  be  lawful  for  her  Migesty  from  time  to  time  by  an 
Order  in  Council  to  direct  that  all  or  any  part  of  the  pro- 
visions of  that  Act  shall  apply  to  all  or  any  Court  or  Courts 
of  Record  in  England  and  Wales,  and  that  within  one 
month  after  suoh  Order  shall  have  been  made  and  published 
in  the  London  Ocutttt,  such  provisions  shall  extend  and  apply 
in  manner  directed  by  such  Order  and  any  such  Order  may 
be  in  like  manner  from  time  to  time  altered  and  annulled, 
and  in  and  by  such  Order  her  Majesty  may  direct  by  whom 
any  powers  or  duties  incident  to  the  provisions  applied  under 
the  said  Act  shall  and  may  be  exercised  with  respect  to 
matters  in  such  Court  or  Courts,  and  may  make  any 
orders  or  regulations  which  may  be  deemed  requisite  for 
carrying  into  operation  in  suoh  Conrt  or  Courts  the  provisions 
so  applied  ;  and  by  the  Common  Law  Procedure  Act,  1860, 
it  is  enacted  that  it  shall  be  lawful  for  her  Majesty  from 
time  to  time  by  any  Order  in  Conncil  to  direct  that  all  or 
any  part  of  the  provisions  of  the  said  Act,  or  of  the  rales  to 
be  made  in  pursuance  thereof,  shall  apply  to  all  or  any 
Court  or  Courts  of  Record  in  England  and  Wales,  and  that 
within  one  month  after  such  Order  shall  have  been  made 
and  published  in  the  London  Oasttle  such  provisions  and 
rules  respectively  shall  extend  and  apply  in  manner  directed 
by  such  Order,  and  any  such  Order  may  be  in  like  manner 
from  time  to  time  altered  and  annulled,  and  in  and  by  such 
Order  her  Majesty  may  direct  by  whom  any  powers  or 
duties  incident  to  the  provisions  applied  under  the  said  Act 
■hall  and  may  be  exercised  with  respect  to  matters  in  suoh 
Court  or  Courts,  and  may  make  any  order  or  regulations 
which  may  be  deemed  reqm'site  for  carrying  into  operation 
in  such  Court  or  Courts  the  proviaons  so  applied : 


And  whereas  it  has  seemed  fit  to  her  lUjestj.  liy  iid 
with  the  advice  of  her  Privy  Council,  that  cettiin  ol  tLi 
provisions  of  the  said  several  Acts  should  be  exteoded  ui 
applied  to  the  Tolzey  Conrt  of  the  dty  sad  comt;  d 
Bristol  and  also  to  the  Pie  Poudre  Court  of  the  wm  ct; 
and  county : 

Now,  therefore,  her  Majesty,  by   and  with  the  sine* 
aforesaid,  is  pleased  to  order,  and  it  is  hereby  ordeRd,tU 
the  provisions  contained  in  sections  2  to  8  (both  indnitii, 
11,  13,  16, 16,  17,  20,  2S  to  40  (both  incluaire),  41  {oaf. 
so  much  thereof  as  relates  to  causes  of  action  is  Mme 
counties),  42  to  68  (both  inclusive],  69  (except  the  vx* 
"  and  such   plea  may  when  necessary  be  pleadal  it  iii 
Prius  between  the  10th  of  August  and  24th  of  Ootobet'!, 
70  to  96  (both  inclusive),    116.  U7,  118,  119,  1»,  12i,!ii, 
129,  130,  131  (so  &r  as  and  inclusive  of  the  voidi  "at) 
the  like  effeot  **  in  that  section),  133  to  138  (both  iadsirc,, 
139  (except  the  words  "  two  terms"  whiah  shall  biej 
as  if  they  were   "three  months"),  140,  141,  14j;  ItS 
(except  so  much  thereof  as  relates  to  a  motion  in  tiat  i 
judgment  pursuant  td  1  Wm.  4,  c.  7),  144, 14{,  l(S.tclM 
(boUi  inclusive),    178  (except  the  word   "shoiCtM 
shall  be  read  to  mean  the  proper  oflicer  of  tbe  Co(iit].13 
180,  181,  183,184,  185,186,  (except  the  worda  in  ixte 
tions  185,  186,  "not  exceeding  the  fifth  daj  intemi 
the  verdict "  and  "  then  on  the  fifth  day  in  tern  iftar 
verdict,"  and  the  words   "  whichever  shall  first  bappoi' 
187  to  201   (both  inclusive),  303  to  207  (both  indasn),'' 
to  214   (both  inclusive)  and    218   to  222  (both  tnda 
andsection  226  of  the  Common  Law  Procedure  Act,  18i! 
the  schedules  thereto  and  the  provisionscontaiaedii 
1,  3, 4, 6,  (except^e  words  "  or  upon  any  refeieoce  by 
sent  of  parties  where  the  sabmission  is  or  ma;  ha  in 
rule  or  order  of  any  of  the  Superior  Courts  of  Law  or  E^i 
at  Westminster,  if  he  shsll  tlunk  fit,  and  if  it  is  notpmi 
to  the  contrary"),  6,   7,  8,   10  to  16  (both  melosin. I! 
31  (both  inclusive),  50  to  68  (both  inclusive)  60  to  6;  (I 
inclusive)  78  to  86  (both  inclusive),   89, 92,  93,  sad  Nl 
the  Common  Law  Procedure  Act,  1854,  and  the  pmf ' 
of  the  Summary  Procedure  on  Bills  of  Exchang*  Act 
excepting  those  contained  in  sections  8,  9,  and  10,  ml 
provisions  contained  in  sections  19  to  21,  (bothiodad 
and  sectioiu  25,  28,  29,  30,  31,  32,  33.  and  36  of  the  Q 
mon  Law  Procedure  Act,   I860,  shall    apply  to  thi 
Tolzey  Conrt  and  Pie  Poudre  Court  of  the  city  tod  a 
of  Bristol. 

_  And  Her  Majesty  is  farther  pleased  by  and  with  lis 
vice  aforesaid  to  direct  that  the  powers  and  datiet  iad 
to  the  above-mentioned  provisions  of  the  Comntal 
Procedure  Act,  1852,  the  Common  Law  Procedure  i 
1854,  the  Sam.uary  Procedure  on  Bills  of  Exchange  Act,  I 
and  the  Common  Law  Procedure  Aot,  I860,  wtuohueS 
oiseable  under  the  paid  Acts  respectively  by  the  Ooaitt 
judge  thereof,  shall  and  may  be  with  respect  to  mUlt 
the  said  Tolzey  Court  and  Pie  Poudre  Court  be  eiM 
by  the  recorder  or  his  duly  appointed  deputy,  sod  (tail 
powers  and  duties  which  are  exeroiseable  under  thf  I 
Acts  respectively  by  the  master  thall  and  may  with  nA; 
to  matters  in  the  said  Tolzey  Court  and  Pis  Pooilnfl; 
be  exercised  by  the  registrar  or  his  doly  appointed  dqA 


INCOME-TAX  OP  THE  ENGLISH  OOrST® 


A  Parliamentary  return  shows  the  amount  of  ii 
charged  in  each  county  of  England  and  Wilis  is 
financial  year  1868-60,  Under  Schedule  A,  is  ra^* 
the  property  in  land  and  houses,  the  inoome-tax  chut* 
the  annual  value  v^as  £443,080  in  Middlesex;  in  Itxtd 
£282,825;  in  Yorkshire,  £244,796;  in  Surrey,  £132.^1 
Kent,  £108,677.  In  nc  other  county  did  the  taeai 
£100,000;  but  Lincoln  slighUy  exoeedsd  £80,000:  Wr 
approached  £73,000;  and  Somerset  reached  £71.71!-_ 
Schedule  B,  on  flie  occupation  of  land,  til,'S 
charged  in  Yorkshire;  24.891  in  Linoohahin ;  li 
in  Norfolk ;  16,235  in  Essex ;  15,187  in 
12,066  in  Sufiblk.  The  amount  in  the  other  oossiiM 
lower.  Under  Schedule  C,  annuities  and  diridndi, 
out  of  public  revenue,  £841,664  was  charged,  sBia ' 
sex.  Under  Schedule  D,  on  trades,  profgaaoas,  ai)^^ 
ways,  &c.,  £1,370,036  was  charged  in  Middlesej:,  ^ 
in  Lancashire,  £338,496  in  Yorkshir»-£3U.18S  of  Sa 
West  Riding,  £162,953  in  Surrey,  £85,436  a  ▼•/»«■ 
£84,268  in  Staffordshire,  £71,888  in  Dnhso,  H^i" 
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lerbyshire,  £S7,656  in  Somonetohire,  £65,881  in  Kent 
be  other  oonntins  are  below  £50,000,  bat  Northumberland 
uu  witllio  £80  of  that  amonnt.  Under  Schedule  E.  on 
gUic  offioea,  £398,538  was  cfaaiKed  in  Middlesex,  and 
12,803  in  Lancashire,  £10,946  in  Yorlnhiie,  smallur 
nonntt  in  other  conntiri.  The  total  araonnt  of  income- 
ichugad  under  all  aohednles  was  £3,358,093  in  Mid- 
ItKX,  £891,712  in  Lancashire.  £626,034  in  York- 
iire-£41l.768  in  the  West  Kiding;  £309,627  in 
mty,  £194.374  in  Kent,  £171,279  in  Warwickshire. 
1(4,770  in  Staffordshire,  £157.645,  in  Somerset,  £132,687 

Liocoliuhii«,  £120,789  in  Devon,  £119,275  in  Dar- 
in, £114,428  in  Derbyshire,  £111.563  in  Cheshire, 
I07,i08  in  Glouoesterahire  £106,571  in  Essex,  £106,255 

Noifoll^  £106,680  in  Hampshire,  £103,479  in  Sussex, 
01,718  in  Morthnmberland,  £77,350  in  SuiTolk,  £76.426 

Worcestershire,  £72,453  in  Nottinghamshire.  £69,067 

GUmoTganshire,  £65.782  in  Shropshire,  £65,069,  in 
icttteishire,  £64,498  in  Wiltshire,  £110,846  in  Northamp- 
uhire,  £53,187  in  Cambridgeshire,  £50,891  in  Berkshire, 
9,677  in  Camberland,  £49,657  in  Cornwall,  £48,291  in 
■itrordihire,  £47,536  in  Oxfordshire,  £42,288  in  Dorset, 
1,969  in  Baokinghamshire ;  £33,622  in  Herefordshire, 
I,«IS  in  Honmontbshire,  £30.700  in  Bedfordshire,  £19.329 
Denbighshire,  £18,526  in  Hnntingdonshire,  £16,476  in 
rmartbenshiie,  £15,386  in  Westmoreland.  In  Katland 
i  in  each  of  the  nine  Welsh  connties  not  already  named, 
I  toUl  inoometax  charged  was  below  £15,000.  The  total 
eunt  of  income-tax  charged  in  England  and  Wales  in 
liiatncial  year  1868-69  was  £2,701,763  nnder  Schedule 
£379,959  under  Schedole  B,  £841,664  nnder  Schedule  C, 
490,308  Doder  Schedule  D,  £489,601  nnder  Schedule  £, 
lii]i|;tORether  £7, 903,285— viz.,  £7,705,671  in  England 
I  £197,614  in  Wales.    The  rate  was  6d.  in  the  poand.— 


AlEBICAK  VIEW  OF  THE  BANKEUPTCY 
ACT  (1869). 
tatefal  perusal  of  its  sections  by  a  thoaghtfol  reader 
lAav  how  thoroughly  a  judidous  bankruptcy  practice 
Wiles  the  present  system  of  English  jarispriidence. 
Im  5  and  6  of  Part  4,  which  may  be  found  on  page  144 
k  present  Tolume,  are  deserring  of  special  notice, 
tttion  6  proTidea  that  where  the  creditors  determine  by  a 
itlnsolation  that  it  will  be  more  oonTenient  that  the  pro- 
iigi  shdl  be  transferred  from  one  court  in  bankruptcy 
nCier,  that  the  same  shall  be  done,  thus  obmting  the 
■ity  of  carrying  on  a  legal  prcoaeding  in  a  remote  part 
eooontry.  when  the  parties  mostly  in  interest  reside  at 
Boercial  or  bnsineas  centre. 

■ppoee  a  debtor  in  this  country  residing  at  some  Tillage 
<«n  in  the  fitr  West  or  South,  knew  that  his  creditors  at 
jotth  or  East,  who  were  the  he«Tiast  losers  by  his  biluie 
I  oblige  him  to  appear  at  a  court  most  suitable  to  their 
■ueaoe,  is  it  not  probable  that  he  would  be  more  than 
luilj  careful  how  he  squandered  his  means,  continued 
{ b<uine«  subject  to  ruinous  losses,  or  fraudulently  oon- 
i  or  disposed  of  his  property  ?  We  really  think  so  ; 
Ml  the  other  hand,  .creditors  would  be  more  eager  to 

themselTes  of  the  bankrupt  law  if  they  felt  assured  that 
lid  be  appealed  to  in  their  own  dty  or  district,  and  that 
old  not  subject  them  to  the  expense  and  inconrenience 
iltition  oarried  on  at  a  great  dutance  from  their  place 
■iness.  The  objection  may  be  urged  bjr  some  that  it  is 
n  uoordance  with  the  spirit  and  true  intent  of  either 
rian  or  English  law  to  compel  litigation  at  a  distance 
Uu  reaidanoe  of  the  defendant.  This  is  undonbtedly 
Me  where  the  offence  has  been  committed  near  the 
d  of  the  defendant  or  criminal,  but  if  the  debtor  (as  is 
Uj  the  case),  can  traTel  a  long  distance  and  sojonm  in  a 
I  axzoBetcial  metropolis  to  obtain  credit,  it  does  not 
lonasonabk  that  when  be  is  onable  to  meet  his  bnsi- 
«bligsii«ts  and  pay  for  the  property  he  purchased  on 
it,Qitthe  should  lie  compelled  to  return  to  the  place 
I*  the  credit  was  obtained  and  whence  that  property  was 
B,  aad  aeeount  to  his  creditors  for  his  mismanagement  of 
iw  committed  to  his  keeping. 

!<tion  6  nttles  in  England  a  question  that  we  haTO  fore- 
.  voald  in  time  create  oonfusion  in  our  own  country,  if 
■■>  hct,  a  conflict  of  jurisdiction  in  bankruptcy  matters, 
ji^ea  that  erery  court  having  original  jurisdiction 
9Wt  to  the  provisions  of  the  act),  shall  be  deemed  to  be 
«ae  oout  and  to  have  jurisdictitni  Uuroogbont  the  realm, 


and  that  cases  may  be  transferred  from  one  ooott  to  ^nothfr 
as  may  be  prescribed. 

Many  oases  are  continoally  arising  in  this  eountry  whsre 
a  debtor  in  the  West  or  South  owes  a  fisw  hundred  dollars 
in  his  own  nrighbonrbood,  and  that  the  great  majority  of 
his  debts  is  due  to  New  York,  Philadelphia,  and  Boston 
houses.  If  the  New  York,  Philadelphia,  and  Boston  creditors 
could  compel  the  transfer  of  the  prooeedings  to  one  of  these 
cities,  it  would,  we  believe,  greatly  fiiicilitate  the  settlement 
of  the  case,  and  especially  the  proper  investigation  of  prefer- 
encee  which  other  creditors  had  obtained  in  fraud  of  ue  act, 
and  by  the  adoption  of  sujh  a  system  as  is  contemplated  in 
these  section*,  5  and  6,  there  is  no  reason  why  tiie  orders  of 
the  court  to  which  the  prooeedings  should  be  transferred 
should  not  be  as  obligatory  on  a  United  States  Marshal  in  a 
remote  district  as  are  those  of  the  court  of  the  district  in 
which  he  resides. 

The  present  year  is  one  which  is  particularly  severe  on  the 
business  commnnity,  and  very  many  houses  already  count 
their  losses  by  the  thousands  instead  of  by  the  hundreds  as  in 
years  gone  by.  Ourgreatcommeroialcenb«saresufferingmost 
severely,  therefore  some  adequate  relief  is  demanded  by  them , 
and  unless  this  demand  is  promptly  met  in  the  proper  maimer, 
a  financial  crush  will  east  its  gloom  over  the  entire  country, 
unequalled  in  its  proportions  and  dire  results.  Those  of  our 
merchants  who  have  been  able  to  see  the  working  of  the 
Unjted  States  Bankmpty  Act  in  its  true  light,  do  not  desire 
their  colleotions  made  in  any  other  way  tlum  by  the  provi- 
sions it  has  provided  for  their  use,  atttoan^  it  is  not  yet  » 
perfect  sjrstem,  and  requires  many  amendments  to  nuuce  it 
equal  to  the  English  law.  Jfatitjutl  {CS.)  Sankruptey 
Rcgittir. 


PUBLIC  COMPANIES, 
aovmmf  miT  rovos. 

Lin  QsoTuioa,  Jnos  S.  ISTI. 
mm  t)t$  Oftlal  uu  (ir(*<  Mlaol  tmttmu  trmme$t4. 


t  per  Cent.  Coosolt,  91}  a  d 
Ditto  for  Aooonnl.  ia\j,  *t  z  d 
S  par  Oank.  Bsdaeed  «l  | 
New  I  per  Cent.,  9I| 
Do.  ti percent., Jan.  '»4 
Do.  ({percent.,  Jan.  '94 
Do.  S  per  Cent..  Jan.  '7B 
AnnuUlea,  Jan.  'SO — 


anoulUss,  April, 'St 
Do.CRedSesT.i  Aair.  ims 
■z  Bills, £1000,  —  per  Ct.»'p 
Ditto,  £U0,  Do  —  S  p  m 
mtto,£IOO  k  £100,  —  S  p  m 
Bank  of  Boglaad  Stock,  4i  i 

Ct.  (last  hair>.Te«r)  IK 
IMtto  for  Aoeonnt. 


INDIAV  OOVlBKUIUrr  8K0OBITIE8. 


India  8tk.,  ie)p  Ct.Apr.T4,t09 

Ditto  Ibt  Aoooont 

Ditto  »  per  Cent.,4Bl7,'tS  109)  x  d 

Ditto  for  Aeconnt,  — 

Ditto  4  pttCtai.,  Get.  '88  101 

Ditto,  dltio.CsrUfioatas,— 

Ditto  Rnlkesd  Ppr.,  <  per  Cent.  9S 


Ind.lnf.Pr.,»  pCJan.'Ts  lOO 
Ditto. »i per  Cent.. May. '7*  tOTt 
Ditto  Dsbentures.  per  Ceat., 

April, 'S4  — 
Do.Do  ,S  per  Cent.,  Aac. '78  to* 
Do.  Boiuls,4porCI.,jeiSoo  SO  pB 
Ditto, ditto.andsi  £ioo«,  Upm 


RAILWAT  STOCK. 


Stook 
Sloek 
StoeK 
Stock 
Stock 
Stock 
Slock 
Stock 
Stock 
Stock 

Rsllwsye. 

Paid. 

100 
100 
100 
100 
100 
100 
100 
100 
100 
100 
100 
ISO 
100 
100 

too 

100 
100 
100 
100 
100 
100 

ISO 

100 
100 

Closing  prlcea 

Bristol  and  Bxeter  „ 

2* 

lit 

101 
96 
I41« 

SI 

\» 

44 

IM 

iS? 

Caledonian....^ 

Glasgow  and  Soath-Wastern  .,..„..„.._. 
Great  Eastern  Ordinary  Stook   ..,.,.....„ 

Do.,  Bast  Anglian  Slook.  Mo.  S 

Great  Northern    

Do.,  A  Stock*    

Great  Southern  and  Western  of  Ireland 
Great  VTestern— Original  .................. 

Lanoa«blre  and  Torkshire  

Stock 
Stock 
Stock 
Stock 
Slock 
Stock 
Stook 
Slock 
Slock 
Stock 
Stock 
Slock 
Stock 
Stock 

London,  BriKhton,  and  South  Coast...... 

London.Chatham,  and  Dorer...... m.. 

Loadon  and  Horth-Western 

London  and  South- Western    

Uauohester,8hemsld,aud  Llnooln 

SfflS"'" 

«o^.h  svah''!:5.Ef f '*''""'"""^ 

North  London  .„ „... 

North  SMUardsbira " 

south  Devon „ 

SoQih-Bastern...... .... ...     r... 

T»ff  Vale 

*  A  (soaivsa  no  dividend  aatU  8  per  oent.  has  been  paid  to  B. 

MOKBT  MaKXBT  AKD  CiTT  iKTVLLIO'^irOII . 

Consols,  which  are  now  quoted  tx  the  Jnly  dividend,  remaia 
unaltered  from  last  week.  Forei^  securities  are  quite  firm, 
with  a  trifling  rise  in  a  few  dssonptions.  The  home  nilwsya 
also  are  Arm,  although  realisations  at  one  time  rendered  theiii 
rather  faaavy. . 
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aiBTHS.  mBBIAOSS,  AITD  DK4TH«. 

BIRTHS. 

Dalst— On  May  27,  (t  11,  Strathmore-gsrdeiii,  Kennngtoii, 
tha  wife  of  R.  D.  Ualby.  of  Liiiooln'i-mn,  of  a  non. 

Fbbkch— On  Monday,  May  29,  at  Yapton,  Monkstown,  the 
wife  of  W.  M.  French,  E«q.,  barri«t«r-at-law,  of  a  danffhtar. 

Poole— On  May  26,  at  24,  Neville-street,  Sonth  Kenaington, 

•  •  the  wife  of  Arthur  R.  Poole,  Esq.,  barrister-st-law,  of  a  son. 

Saundir*  -On  May  27,  at  Finohley,  the  wife  of  Albert  Sann- 
Jers,  of  Doctors' -commons,  solicitor,  of  a  son. 

Shaepb— On  May  31,  at  36,  Qaeensboroui;h-terrace,  Hyde- 
park,  the  wife  of  Joseph  Sharpe,  Esq.,  LL.D.,  bairuter-at- 
Uw,  of  a  dausrhter. 

Stbatbnboh— On  May  25,  at  Highfield,  I>arIing:ton,  the  wife  of 
F.  T.  Steavenson,  Esq.,  solicitor,  of  a  daughter. 

UARRIAOE3. 
Thompson— Bbacmomt— On  May  17,  at  St.  Oswald's  Church 

Filey,  Peile  Thompson,  B.  A.,  burister-at-law,  to  Jessie  Clare, 

danghterof  Josh;  Beaumont,  Esq.,  of  Hnddersfleld  io  the 

Crescent,  Filey. 
TrKXBH— BiRK«-T— On  May  26,  at  the  Chnrch  of  St.  Mary 

the  Vinrin,  Kingston,  Henry  Morton  Tnmer,  solicitor,  to 

Edith,  eldest  daughter  of  Edmund  Uoyd  Birkett,  M.D. 
DBATR8. 
PncBKO— On  May  27,  at   329,  High   Holbom,  John  Daniel 

PInero,  Esq.,  solicitor,  atred  73. 
Salmon— On  May  29.  suddenly,  Thomas  Salmon,  Esq.,  loliei* 

tor  and  town  clerk  of  South  Shields,  aged  77. 


ESTATE  EXCHANGE  SEFOST. 

AT  THE  UART. 
May  19.— By  Messrs.  I^obton,  Teist,  'Watnbt  ft  Co. 
Herts,  near  Hemel  Hempstead— the  Cherry  Trees,  with  farm- 
house uid  148  acres,  freehold  and  copyhold.    Sold  £5,180. 
Mav  22.— By  Mr.  P.  D.  Tttcibtt. 
HaTerstocV-hill,  No.  47,  Park-rotul,  term  80  years,  net    rental 
£78.    Sold  £1,060. 
May  23 —Messrs.  Cnixxocx,  Qalswobtkt  &  CHnncocK. 
Fitiroy-sqnaro,  Nos.  72,  73,  and  75,  'Warren-street,  freehold, 

let  at  £152  lOt.  per  annum.    Sold  £3,000. 
No.  74,  same  stroet,  freehold,  and  293,  Euston-road,  term  4) 

years,  let  at  £1.50  per  annum.     Sold  £1,950. 
No.  9,  Devonshire-square,  E.C  ,  freehold,  let  at  £70  per  annnm. 

Sold  £1,860. 
Maida-hilt,  No.  4,  Blomfleld-road,  term  66  years,  net  rental  £50; 
also  a  leasehold  irronnd  rent  of  £2  10s.  per  annum,  seonrad  on 
a  pieoe  of  ground  rent  used  as  a  nursery.    Sold  £4^50. 

May  31. — ^By  Messrs.  Edwin  Fox  ft  BocinsLD. 
Pimlico,  leasehold  gronnd  rent  of  £6  per  annum,  seonred  on 
three  houses  in  Retsrave-stroot,  No.    15,  Belgravo-street,  and 
the  Prince  of  Wales  Tavern  at  the  comer  of  Ebtny-streot, 
term  46)  years,  ground  rent  £58.    Said  £1,100. 


Lboal  Aphokisms. — The  defendant's  counsel,  in  a  breach  o' 
promise  suit,  having  argued  that  the  woman  had  a  lucky  escape 
from  one  who  had  proved  so  inconsistent,  the  judge  remarked 
that  "  what  the  woman  loses  is  the  man  as  ha  ought  to  be." 
Afterward,  when  there  was  a  debate  as  to  the  advisability  of  a 
marriage  between  a  man  of  49  and  a  girl  of  20  bis  lordship  re- 
marked that  "  a  man  is  as  old  as  he  feels ;  a  woman  aa  old  as  she 
looks." — Sench  and  Bar. 


LOHSOV  OAZETTBB. 
mnding-np  of  Joint  Stack  Oompaaiaf . 

FniDiT.  May  26, 1871. 
nnuwrrsD  im  CaAHCsaT, 

BeoUli  P«rk  Estate.— Petition  for  vlndiat  np,  presented  May  IT. 
diractad  (o  be  hnnl  before  Vice  Chancellor  Baoon  on  Satn  rday ,  Jane 
8.  Lawrance  ft  Co,  Old  .Tewrv-ohsmbera.  soHoltors  for  the  petitioner. 

Imperial  Gnarcllan  Asunntnco  C^mpanv. — Petition  tor  winding  np,  pre- 
sented May  33  AlrectH  ti  Im  heard  belbrs  the  Master  of  the  Rolls  on 
Satantar.  Jane  s.  Bamsrd  Sc  Co.,  Lancaatar-pl,  Strand,  solicitors  Ibr 
the  p<»titlon»r<. 

Profes^nnal,  Grnnmerdal,  and  Indnstrlal  Benefit  Balldlng  Society. — 
Petition  tor  wliidin?  np,  presented  May  12.  directed  to  be  beard  before 
Vice  Chaneallnr  Wlekens  on  Friday,  Jane  a.  Lewis  t  Co,  Old  Jewry, 
soUoitors  tor  the  petlUonen. 

Ltmns  1*  OsAvouT. 

Anilo-Scotnah  PabllahlnK  Company  (limited).— Creditors  are  required 
on  or  before  Jane  M.  to  send  their  names  and  nddrasses,  aal  the 
partleolars  of  their  debts  or  olatms.  to  Wm  Brooks.  Old  Jewry-ehan- 
bers.    Monday,  Inlv  S  at  IS  Is  appolntad  (or  baarini  and  adiadloaUng, 
upon  the  debts  and  claims. 

Castle  Tavern  Company  (Limited).— Petition  for  wlndlni  np,  presented 
May  S*,  directed  to  be  heard  before  Vire  Cbsneellor  Mnlhis  on  Jane 
i.    Edmands  *  Haybew,  Ponltiy,  solicitors  tor  the  pettttoaar. 


City  Ttamans  Hotel  Company  (Umlted).— P^MoalireostlaiSiftke 
volimtary  wlndlnE  np.  pnssntrd  Mst  14,  directad  ts  tt  heiK  bam 
Tloe  Onaeellor  Hallaa  «■  Jnae  t.  toofood,  PirganesHnii,  ni. 
dtor  to  the  petitioosra. 

Econamie  Disconnt  and  Loan  Company  (Umitad).— FatitialirtW. 
ins  ap,  presented  Hay  13,  directed  to  be  heard  befatTtaCtaiedt 
'Wiekens,  on  June  •.  FUpos,  Farriufdon-et,  aoVdw  kr  tte  isi. 
tloners. 

Home  Aisoraaee  AssoeiatloadJmitsd).— Fetitiaaigr *lni&K ■>.)»■ 
aented  May  n,  dh-ected  to  he  beard  hefere  Viee  CkaacBBorliiSiia 
Friday.  Jnne  «.  Roberta  ft  Simpson,  Xoergate-abtat,  nleitiin  k 
the  petitioner. 

Mdodly  Soditiai  StacelTed. 

FxiSAT,  May  M,  1871. 
Loyal  Lodn  of  Friendship  Friendly  Society  of  UwXaral  ut  Ui- 
pendant  Modem  Order  of  Fctasters,  SalMmry  Uaity,  Thm  Caa  ta^ 
Bath.    MayM 
Mntnal  Benefit  Friendly  Soeiety,  Norwood  Inatitnta,Cb>faM,l>m 

Horwood.    Msy  S4 
Tyre  HOI  Inn  Friendly  Soeiety,  Tyre  HID  lnB,Wsll«<,V«tiat. 
MsyU 

Oraditen  vtte  IMMm  im  OhiaMiy. 
Zat  Sat  tf  Pr—f. 
Fatsar,  May  M.  1*71. 
FerciTsI.  Jsa.  Wildenipeod  within  Appl'tno,  Ohaster,  (3aaL  }ai> 

Knewlea  *  Warbnrton,  M.R.    (Copper,  Lpool 
(}arrard.  Arnold  FInehelt,  Ararat.  TIetorIa,   Aoatralls,  SMtanft 
VoT  i.     (Jarrsrd  •  Elgood,  V.C.    Wiekns.    Elpod.  liiokV 
inn-flelda 
Vlnce,  Joseph,  Frederiok-at,  Rampstead-rd.  ghomttar.   Jot  9 
Hadway  *  Fnracss,  T.C.'Wekens.    Stronghin,  Garter-lsat 

TnisDlT,  May  M,  1(71 
Ancler,  Samael  Haynea,  Q>mhni,  Merchant.    Jane  8.   WSiei  t  li(k 

T.C.  Wlduns.    (3ioriay,  HonrRste-at 
Carrick,  Andrew,  Briatol.  Eaq  M.D.    Joly  1.    Ba!ph  t  CM*,  T j 

Wiekaat.    Owke  *  Sons,  Bristol 
Parry,  Aognata  Bertie.  Paris,  Splnstw.   Jnne  30.  Msitiain  tKaUl 

T.C.  Maltae.    Walters,  New-aq,Linraln*s-lnn 
PhilUpa,  Jaa,  Lpool,  Harehaat.    Jnne  M.    Pottsr  v  Hantti,  Bt|M> 

Ibr  the  Uverpool  DIatrtet 

Oraditon  nadar  88  ft  SS  yuit,  Mp.  It. 

Lait  Lag  of  (Halm. 
FaisAT,  May  M,  ItTI. 
Andrews,  Wm,  Mariiat  Harboroacfa,  Leioastar,  (lent.   Jaly  I.  M 

Market  Ranoroagh 
Bsgahaw.  Sarah  Renriatta,  Addlsna-rd,  Ksnainiitoa,  SpioMt.  W" 

Jones  k  Sons,  MIUmaD-pl,  Bedford-row 
Berrlnger.  John  Hy,  London-wall,  Silk  Uerebant.    Jans  M.  W 

Wlnehealsr-hldgs,  (H  Winahastar-st 
Bockland,  Edmond,  Xatutoa,  Somsraat,  Baker.    Jooall 

Tannton 
Ball,  Rev  Edwd,  Psntlow.  Esaez.    Jnly  t.    Rsnaoa,  andbot; 
(Aapman,  Bdgar,  Chepstow,  Moamoath,  Banker.    Joly  L 

0>1einan,  Oloaoaatsr 
Day,  ThoB,  Oxford.  Oatiar.    Jaly  tl.    RoUnsoa.  Ozfixd 
Ferry,  Wm,  Oataahaad,  Dorhaa,  «}laas  Hanataetarer.   Jaly  1' 

son,  Sanderlsnd 
Fletcher,  Thea,  (sad  not  Hstehar  as  atconsausly  printsd  la  OMdr 

I9eh  Instant),  Wliaa,  Laneashlrs,  Tailor.    Jnly  10.   Lei|k  t  U 

Wlgan  I 

Han,  Tbos  Hy,  Norftdk-creseent,  Hyda-pk,  Esq.   Jane  30.   rm 

MuutBOatn  a_M 

Henderson,  HaiT,  Radear,  York,  Splaslar.    Jane  10.   Dedla  t  M* 

Stoektoa-oo-Tsas 
Ireland.  Wm,  Elm  Field,  tTppsr  Claptao,  Esq.    Aa(  10.  wiM 

Onah,  Ftnabary-dreos  . . 

Lanrle.Rlehd,Bowood,AMiotabam,  DaroB.    Jaly'l.   BaoketM 

ley,  Bldeford 
Leea  John  Wm,  Oldham,  Lancashire,  Cotton  Spinoer.  Jsif  > 

fern  ft  Son,  Oldham  j 

MseViear,  Joseph  Dmean,  8nsasz-pl,  Rageat's-pk,  Eiq.    '•■' 

Markhy  ft  Tarry,  Cotemaa-at  _   ^« 

Molyneax,  Oiilehlow,  Qlaagow,  Sootlaad,  Qant.    JoasM,  lOkrtil 

Miool  ,^ 

Mlllsr,  John,  Mewtea  ITettsce,  Olamoivin.  Oaot.    Jsly  I.  "^ 

Bridgead  , , 

F»waoabr,Jas,OMibanrall-tar,  Peekham-rl.OaBt.  Joly  II.  bsM 

Qradan-ehambers,  Devereaz<t,  Tamole  ..  _, 

RevtIl.John,  Khigalaod-rd.Orooer.    Jaly  1.    Bohm.Newtm,sn 
BIchardaon,  Geo,   Ot  St  Helen's,  Oent.     Joly  10.   Wrw,  61  < 

Helen's  

Seymoor,  Fredk  Spencer,  Montmse-ter,  Roman-id,  Hslle*sr>  >"" 

Jaly  IS.    Cattal,  Bedford  row 
Sharp,  Wm,  Woolwich,  Inspector  of  Shipwrights.    Jaly  *>■  '*■* 

Bectory-pl,  Woolwich 
Simpson,  Thos,Sbeaeld.(3eat.    Jaly  I.    Braalay,  ShaMl      -^ 
Stone,  Ells,  Wsrwick-st,  Plmlleo.  Splniter.    Ja]y  t.  Boin  *< 

minstar-ehambers,  V1ctorla-at,  Westminster  ^^ 

Bprod,  Thoe,  CSevedon,  Soaeraet,  Parmw.    Aag  1.    WoaHet*.   j 
Thompaen,    Wm,    Bangor,    Saasaz,     Ooetor.     Jaaa  M,    9"^ 

Chichester.  ' 

Tnton,  Rlchd,  Edge-laae  nr  Lpool,  Cent    Aag  I.    WooOorts 

bertott,  Lpool  __ 

Wilkinson,  Abraham.  Fartswa.  RoddarsOsId,  Tork,  ScriMB* 

Jaly  I.    Brook  ft  do,  BoddsnAaM 
Wilktasoo,  Wm,  Aslaekby,   Uacoln,   OraAr.    Jsly  «• 

Chapman 
Winiams.  Thoa,  BryamyA',   DsaUth.  TestasD.    Jaly  I*- 

LIsnrwat 

TmaoAT,  May  S«,  IWI.  ^ 

Abbisa,  Joseph  WUUey,  StaSord,  Paiatsr.    Cat  1    VnoMS  t  «■ 

pie,  Wslaall  .,    -^ 

Arehdekhi.  Blisa,  Wasthonrae-pk,  SehoslaMraai.  Jass  K.  »■ 

COb  Sniltalk-lane,  OsaaoaMt 
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■da,  fredk.  Slwffncd,  Bedfbrd,  Win*  Uercluat.    Jalj'  1.    Hoopar  ft 
itjMt,  Binlcmde 


na.TtKimaFrTCr.  Fnrtbiiid-ter,  St  John'i-iroad.Oeiit.    JonaSO. 

lUn  *  Sod,  Car(bl*-K  Sobo-M 

uM,  fiMck.  Brlttol,  Cttne  Ouler,   Jn)7  II.   LMehim,  Briitol 

ila,  not,  Cnettmrj-Ur,   Ctaovbarj-ti.     Jmne  30.     HoUand, 

Mlbri-nnr 

I,  Gto  ISppiw,  Wetl«T  Bocki,  nr  Cheddletos,  Utaflbrd,  NarwTTnuB . 
Iitfi.  CMIiwr  *  Co,  liMk 

M.  JokB,  ai(l>  Btaeb,  Eiwx,  Eiq.  Jane  SO.  Sharp,  Qmbam 
loiw,OldBro*d'W 

amnt,  Ju,  Sawlcjr,  Tork.  Teoauii.  Jatr  I*-  Manb  ft  Oo, 
rirriortoi 

idbrt,  MM  Boo  Thoo,  MiriiMM  of.  Aog  I.  Tonngft  Co,  St  Idldrad- 
l,Pwliijr 

■t,JoliD  Siimrd,St  Jobo'o-«t-rd,G«nL  JonaSO.  Uoiup,  boo- 
UKtr-lllw 

tl»,  ffn,  HgilMwtde,  BadAnd,  Gaat.  Jolj  1.  Hoopar  ft  Baynaa, 
KBl«mJa 

■■.Ily.MaMh,  Plastarar.  Jolyl.  Trappaa  ft  Lancaahira,  Maoch 
iTIor,  Joaiph  Daneao,  Soaaax-pl,  Bacaott-pk,  Esq.  Jam  30. 
iitbj  k  Tury,  Colemac-it 

tolt,  Biphaai,  Appraach-rd,  Vlctoria-pk,  Sorgaon.  July  SO.  Samael 
Imaaatt,  riiiabar7.ctroaa 

ilqt.  BoM.  Salterlaa.  HolUkx,  Tark,  Wacatad  Spbmar.    Aog  !■ 
Aho  k  Sottr,  Halifta 
al.Gw,  Blgh-at,  lIai7ld>oie,  Gant.    Janatt.    Walknr,  Linooln'a* 

r,  OU«i,  Aitafcid-hlll,  Southampton,    Sent.     Jnljr    I.      CaTO, 

labory 

Innbi,  TbosOttarr  St  IUi7,Denn,  Tailor.    JonaSt.    MaUnaon 

Cir^eon,  Elm<t,  Templa 

It,  Cliirlotw.  Doraei-ai,  PortmaO'^q,  WMow.    Jolf  T.    Booty  ft 

a,  BayoMad-Mdffa,  Ony'a-lnn 

•M,  RIelid,  STdanhaa-liUl,  Sorr«y,  Oant.     Joly    I.     Bannatt, 

nJnl'i^na,  Holkora 

bn,JghD.Norttiowmi,Hallftz,  TorkiDjar.   Aogl.    Bobioa  ft 

ir,  BaKlkx 

I*,  >l«7,  Batabam,  Oamteldga,  widow.   Joly  1.    Kitchanen  ft 

II,  Smnarkat 

BsBknipts. 

FaiDAT,  ICay  M,  1871. 

TJniler  the  Bankruptcy  Act,  1869. 

Mitora  moitluvmrd  thair  proob  of  dabti  to  ttaa  Baglatrar. 

ToSomndarin  London. 

tn,  Bobt  WOaoo,  Dnnfordpid,  HaUoway,  Floor  Dealar.     Pat  Ifay 

BuUtt.   Jane  Oat  It 

To  Sumndar  io  tba  Cosntiy. 
■,Jy  Narrla.  Wellin(ton,  Salop,  Uaroar.     Fat  May  I.     Potta. 
Mr.JoaaTatl. 

kMii.Canilirid(e,IraofDnndar.  Pat  May  S3.  Baden,  Caobrldfa, 
»tui2 

,fl;.BUektwton,  DcTon,  Cattle  Dealer.  Pet  Hay  S3.  Paaica. 
tStooebnuae,  June  IS  at  II 

hnt,  Bora,  Soaaes,  Uoifar.  Pet  Hay  U.  Erarahad.  Brichton, 
illttll 

•.Ms,  Lydnay,  Oloncaater,  Merobaot.  Pat  May  U.  Boberta. 
ipd,  Jam  9  Ht  1 

a^Tbn,  WiDdhUI,  Shipley,  Tork,  Orooar.  Fat  May  16.  RoklMon. 
ir«4,jaDal3ai9 

Tb«  Basley,   ft  Bean  BaU,  Stalybrldge,   Lanca>blia.  Cotton 
fin.   Pat  May  10.    HalL    Aahtos-onder-Lyne.  JanaOatll 
I,  Jbttkew,  Leeda,  Tailor.    PMMaySO.    Dawaon.    Leeda,Jane 

Jneph  Barnard,  ft  John  Bamafd  Larle,  Maneh,  Olotbiara.    Pat 

Si.    by.    Manch.JanelSatO.SO 

Hdid,  Sotton,  Sarray,  Comm  Agent.     Pet  May  19.      Bowland, 

«»,Jue9at  2 

»•,  Mary,  Redwlok,  Monmonth.  Pet  May  S3.  Boberla.  Newport, 

l9ul> 

',  Sobt,  Sinn.  Whip  Tbooc  Maker.      Pet  Kay  S3.     Obanntlar. 

■.JiaaUatlS 

TotaoiT,  May  30, 1*71. 
Under  the  Bankruptcy  Act,  1869. 
tadltan  mait  Itarward  iheir  prooh  of  dabti  to  the  Beglatrar. 

To  Sarrander  In  Loodon. 
*,  Geo.  OrayVtam-aq,  Retired  Captain.      Pet  Hay  27.     Boche. 
•  IS  at  IS 
m  Wm,  Badhin,  Sarrey,  Hop  Foetor.     Pat  May  S6.     Monay. 

Xdwd  Btdid,  Oow^oiaaa  at,  Smlthflald,  Com  Dealer.  Pet  May  U 
«.  Jane  IS  at  II 

^  Uwt,  Manokm  Hooae-it,  Kenniagtoa,  LIcanaed  Yietnaller.  Pet 
M.  BaxUtt.    Jane  9  at  i 

To  Snnender  In  the  Ooantry. 

>>  Mi,  FaMsM,  near  Lpiiol,  Cabinet  Maker,  Pet  Mar  S7 

■a.  Lpaot.JoMlOatt  "y  a/. 

a-Tbea  Walter,  Kaoeh,Fhmiber.     Pat  May  SS.  Kay.     Maneh 

>lttt9.30  — ~n»i, 
UoAea,  Maneh,  Hoalar.  Pet  May  U.  Kay.  Much,  Jane  IS 
'J0 

■,Jotaph  Oaraide,  Bradford,  Tork,  Wonted  Mannftctaiw.    Pat 

rM.  RoMaaon.    Bradford,  Jane  1 8  at  I 

i.Ju,  W<  terloo,  Laacaiter,  Bolldar.  Pet  Kay  S7.  Wataoa.  Ijpool, 

i.Wm  By,  Ldceater,  Boot  MannfKtnrer,  Pet  May  S6.  locnm. 
iMar.Jone  I3at  IS 

■a^ BarBiiat,  WaUa.  Norttalk,  OonfeotiOBtr.  Pat  May  J7.  Pataaer. 
akh.Joaeirat  IS 

'S^*^  ?"•  ''«»tt»'Tt  Wllta,  Uctnaed  Tlctoaller.  Pat  May 
XaMiar.   Vtoow.  Jnoa  »  at  1  ' 


Beynolda,  Mary  Ann,  Cardiff,  GlaoorgaD,  Innkeeper.     Pet  May  M. 

Lanaley.    CardUf,  Jnne7  atS 
Boblnson.  Arthur,  Oraenheya,  Maneh,  Gent.  Vvt  May  SS.  Kay.  Maneh. 

Jona9Sat930  j.  .-"-an 

Snmmera,  Obaa.  Croaaeombe,  Someraet,  Baker.    Fet  May  S7.    Foatar. 

Walla,  Jane  10  at  2 
Thoaaa,  Geo,  Cotebeater,  Kaaex,  lata  Managar  of  Loadon  and  Coon^ 

Bank.    Pet  May  27.    Bamea,    Colebaatar,  Jane  17  at  IS 

BANKRUPTCIES  ANNULLED. 
FaisaT,  May  SO,  1871. 
Meaibret.By,  Uodbury,  Deroa.LkwnaadTletaaller.    MaySt 

TnaasAT,  Hay  30, 1871. 
Jonee,  Thoe,  Nealon,  near  Ohaatar,  Anetioaeer.    May  0 
Wnkinaon,  John,  ft  Jaa  Wllklnaon,  Sbeflleld,  Bolldeia.    May  3 

Liquidation  by  Amnfsmtnt. 

FIBST  MEETIMOS  OF  CRKDITOKS. 

FaistT,  Hay  S8, 1871. 

Ackland.  Wm  By,  Tannlon,  Bomanel,  Draper,    June  10  at  12,  at  ofleaa 

of  Read  ft  Oook,  Paul  at,  Tauntan 
Barlow.  All,  Ttaoaaaa  at.  Water  lane,  Hamerton,  Beddhwr  Hanaiwtanr. 

Juoe  14  at  3.  at  oOee  of  Brlchien.  Blabopgata  at,  Wlthoot 
Baraeford,  Wm  ft  Jaa  Baaeedell,  Aahbome,  Derby,  Ueenaed  Maltltara. 

Jane  7  at  1.80,  ai  the  Midland  Hotel,  Derby.    HoUaad,  Aabbome 
BiUlnR,  Wm,  Sand«D(d,  Deron,  HaeUne  Maker.     Jone  9  at  10 ,  at  oOoa 

of  HoKKine,  Paul  at,  Exeter 
Brayataaw,  Joaeph, Jon,  Falcon  it,  Falcon  aq,  Warahoaaamaa.    Jane  10 

at  2,  at  Mnlleo'e  Hotel,  ImoiBonKer  lane,  Cheapalda 
Byerley,  Geo  Ebeneier,  Laaaanne  rd.  Faekham,  Printer.    May  ST  at  18, 

at  offlcee  of  Biddlea,  Soaibampton  bldga.  Chancery  lane 
Candler,  Bobt  Campbell,  Keppel  at,  Chelaea,  Prtailer.     Jane  8  at  I,  at 

offlce  of  Smyth,  Roeheeier  row,  Weetalaatar 
Cbaplln,  Ihne,  Baltic  pi,  Lower  rd,  Botherblthe,  BoUder.     Jane  6  at  8, 

at  offlce  of  Hkkliu  *  Waabinitoa,  Trinity  aq,  Sonthwark 
Clifton.  E  dmd,  Watling  at,  OlotUar.    Jane  18  at  8,  at  office  of  Parker  ft 

Oa,Bedhwdn>w 
OolliDi,  John,  Rood  End  Farm,  Oldbary,  Worceeter,  Fanner.     Jone  6  at 

8,  at  oOcea  of  Wrigbt,  Chnroh  it,  Oidbury 
Cdllna,  Hark,  Broad  at,  Bloomabary,  Hatter.    Jane  8  at  8,  at  ttaa  City 

Anne  Tavern.  Uomfleld  at,  Flnabary.    Padmore 
Cowling.  Wm,  Charnoek  Rlcliard,nr  Cborley,  Lancaahira,  eat  ofbaai- 

neaa.    Jane  9  at  S,  at  oOoae  of  Morrla,  Market  at,  Charley 
Cotbbart,  John.  MMdIaaboroogh,  Tork,  Uoenaed  Vhitnallar.    Jone  6  at 

ll,at<4BoeofCleaMnt,Jan,  Blahop  a,S(ock(oo 
DaTiaa.  John,  Llanataphan,  Carmarthen,  Oieoar.     U»j  30  at  8,  at  the 

TownhalL  Caimanhan.    Lloyd,  Camarthaa 
Dixon,  DanI,  Newport,  Monnwolh,  Newa  Afant.    Jone  IS  at  II,  at  office 

of  ETaaa,  Dock  at,  Newport 
FUiley.  Fraa  Jaa,  WIgaa,  Laneaahlre,  Tailor.    Jone  7  at  11,  at  otRca  of 

Lalgb  ft  Ellia,  Oommerelal  yd,  WIgan 
Fuller,  Bayley.  Tavlatock  at.  Corent  garden,  Dreaaing  Oaaa  Manafke- 

torer.    June  I S  at  8,  at  office  of  Hay,  Rnaaall  aq 
Gann,  Joaeph  Horlock,  Claranee  rd,  Weet  Croydon,  ont  of  boaineaa. 

June  9  at  1 1,  at  the  Fiinee  of  Walae  Hotel,  Weet  Oreydon 
Gaake.  Thoa,  Plymeatb,  Deron,  Hat  Maanueiortr.     June  10  at  12,  at 

officaa  of  Brian,  Preemaaoola  ball,  Plymonth 
aiew,  Jaa,  StoeklDn.4a-Taae,Dnrham,Bandar.    Jone  Sat  1 1,  at  office* 

of  Draper,  Sioekion-OB-Teee 
Ooodall,  Canllne,  Maneh,  Hoaler.    June  IS  at  8,  at  office  of  Leigh, 

Brown  et.  Menah 
Oeodridge,  Jaa  FTadc,  Bath,  Attorney.    Jona  14  at  I,  at  offiee  of  WUtoo, 

Hanrlatia  at,  Bath  _ 

Gow.  Darld,  Mancb.  Paper  Merchant.     JaiieSat8,atoOoeaofBU*<a, 

Jiihn  Dalton  at,  Maneh  _ 
OrMltb.  Joaeph,  Baokley,  Flint,  Grocer.     Jane  9  at  11,  at  the  Oreen 

Dragon  Hotel,  Eaatgaia  at,  Oheeter,    Martin,  Cheater 
Oroand,  Joahna.  Catarbam,  Surrey,  Chaplain.     Jane  7  at  IS.  at  offioes 

of  BIrehall  ft  Rogara,  Sontbampton  bldga.  Chancery  lano.    Haniaon, 

FomlTal'a  Inn  ....»_ 

Guy.  Bobt,  Nottingham,  Lace  Warehonaeman.    Jona  12  at  12,  at  cffieea 

of  Heath,  8t  Pater*!  Obarehwalk,  Nottinaham 
Hankinaon,  John  Hope,  Cheater,  Ueeoaed  TietoaUer.     Jone  IS  at  8,  at 

the  Bloaaoroa  Hotel.  Foregat*  at.  Cheater.    Hanl^  Lpool 
Hawea,  Jnhn,  New  Hendon,  Sunderland.  Bolldar.    Jon*  7  at  s,  at  offiee* 

of  Fairolongh,  Norfolk  at,  Snnderbmd 
Blgley,  John,  Tealon,  Salop.  Carpenter.     June  8  at  11,  at  cffieea  of 

Brougball  ft  Son,  St  John'a  hill,  Shrewabury 
Hoolon.  Lrdla,  Notthiihani,  Aaaiataat  tea  Grooer.    Jone  Sat  IS,  at 

offlce  of  Cowley,  St  Peter'a  Cborchwalk,  Nottlngbam 
Horaftll,Wm,  Lpool,  General  Bioker.    Jon*  9  at  8,  at  affiee  of  Hannood 

ft  Co,  North  John  at,  Lpool.    Norrlt  ft  Sooa,  Lpool 
Baweid,  John  Wheeler,  Aylwbory,  Boekingham,  Coal  Merchant.    Jon* 

IS  at  IS,  at  nfflce  of  Jonea.  New  Inn,  Strand.    Clarke,  Ayleabury 
Hoyle.  RIchd  Cleere,  Btdeford.  Deran,   Fbyaieian.    Jon*  8  at  IS,  at 

offlcea  of  Hole  ft  Peard,  Wlllett  at,  Bideford 
Irrlng,  Wm,  Lawrence  lane,  Cheapalda,  Warehonaeman.    Jane  18  at  12, 

at  officea  of  Smith  ft  Co,  Bread  at,  Cbeapaid* 
Jtnkina.  Jaa,  Gloaceater,  Sutioner.    Jane  7  at  U,  at  offleea  of  J«M*. 

Berkeley  cbambera,  Qlcnceater 
Jonea.  laaae,  Carmarthen,  Botcher.    Jone  9  at  1,  at  the  TOwnhaU,  Oar> 

marthen.    Blahop,  Llandtio 
Jona*.  Wm  Hamlet,  Newport,  Moomooth,  Groeer.    Jnne  9  at  S,  at 

offlcea  of  Hancock  ft  Oo,  John  BVBrlatol.    Ll*w*lUn,  Newport 
Jowen,  Nathan,  Laeda,  TobMCoaItt,     Jane  7  at  4,  at  offiee  of  Bptrett, 

Beat  parade,  f  nfda 
Kimpton,  Darid,  aen,  SylTan  CTore,  Old  Kent  rd,  n*  oeeopatlon.    Jon* 

S  at  8.  at  nfltoee  of  RIgby,  Botolph  lane,  Eaeteheap 
Kneebone,  John,  Plymouth,  Deron,  Carpet  Waiehooaaman.     Jnoa  7  at 

1 1,  at  St  George'a  ball.  Eaat  Stonehooae 
Loader,  John,  Northampton,  Broah  Uannhetaiar.     Jnne  12  at  12,  at 

oOceeof  Harmer,  Newhind,  Northampton 
Looergan.  Wm,  Hodaack,  Notta,  Commercial  Trareller,     June  8  at  IS, 

at  offiee  of  TatteiabaU,  <)ae*n  at,  Sheffield 
Loogh,  John,  Honacaby,  Cnfflberlaad,  Teaman.    Jnne  lSatll,atoae* 

BoUmod  ft  Wataco,  Bank  at,  Oarlltl* 
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Marten.  JOMph  Maris.  SnDderknd.  Dnrhan.  Sblpowaer.     Jane  T  st  IJ^ 

■t  eOcn  of  Piion,  Bleh  •*.  Weat  Snnderlaad 
Maakew,  Wm.  Bci.ffonl,Fi  amber.    Jane  14  at  II.  at  offlces  of  Cooper. 

John  u,  Tnnaull 
MKtcbi  II,  Geo  Br,  Swaton  rd.  Bow,  Bolller,     Jane  9  at »,  at  offlces  of 

Templeman,  AMermanonrr  poatern 
Monan,  John.  Penrtiyndandraeth,  Merioneth,  Oroeer.     Jane  7  at  t,  at 

the  OoramerrUI  Hotel,  Portmodoc.    Baeeae,  Fortmadoo 
Moteley,  John  Edoid,  Uaoeb,  Cirrer.     Jane  M  at  3,  >t  oOees  of  Crow. 

ther  «  Oo,  Butb  ehamben,  Vot  k  at,  Manch.    Sale  ft  Go,  Maneh 
CDohertr,  Chaa  Rechda'e,  Lancashire,  Engine  Packing  Mannfaetorcr. 

Jnne  9  at  S.  at  oScea  at  HulUod,  BaliUe  at,  Roobdale 
Peacock,  Jouathan.Zkarlington,  Dnrham, Oroeer.    Janatat  ll.ataffleea 

of  Sti^aTCwnn,  Chancery  lane,  DarllnKiaa 
Fooeck,  Saml,  InTomeat  ter,  Bayawatfr,  Briekmaker.     Jane  8  at  9,  at 

the  Inni  orconrt  Hotel,  BIgh  Holbom.  FordftUojd.Bloonisbarraq 
Rerill,  Saml,  llkeaton,  Derby,  Veterinary  Snrgeoa.     Jane  I*  at  S,  at 

ofSce  of  Bplk,  HiRh  paTcmenl,  Nottlnttham 
RiebardB,  Eran,  Lpool,  Unen  Draper.     Jane  9  at  1,  at  offlee  of  Dixon, 

lf<ti  at,  Lpool 
RoMnaon,  John.  Leeda,  Coal  Merchant    Jane  3  at  11,  at  offloea  of 

Piillan,  Bank  chamber*.  Park  row,  Leeda 
Raaaall,  Thoa.  Royal  VIotor  pi.  Old  Ford  rd,  Oerman  Sauaffe  Mannfkc- 

tarer.    Jane 6 at  11, atofflda of  Beeoiey.  Bedford  row 
Saloon.  Vm.  Ot  8t  Belea'a.  Merchant.     Jnne  i  at  10,  at  office  of  I'ob- 

aon.  Chancery  chambers,  Qnalliy  et.  Chancery  lane 
EcMt,  Wn.  Gelarley,  Tork.  Woollen  ManoActorer.     Jane  12  at  II,  at 

offlcea  of  Bond  *  Berwick,  Albion  pi,  Leeda 
Solomon.  Eiiiha,  St  Oenrm'a  pi,  Knlicht<brldge,Flraiterer.     Jane  IS  at 

3,  at  office*  of  Lewis  ft  Lewis,  Sly  pi.  Bolbora 
Spink,  Wm,  BartcgiHm>Hamber,  Lincoln,  Grocer.    Jane  6  at  3,  at  oMaes 

ofJacnba,  County  bldas,  Land  of  Orten  Oinger,  Klngston-npoa-Hnll 
Sttdman.  RIehd  ProomBilii,  Weat  Mailing.  Kent,  Ctaemiit.     Jnne  14 at 

3,  at  offloea  of  Hubbard  ft  Son,  Backlersbnry 
Tajriur.  Joaeph  Cox,  High  at.  nr  Sheffleld,  Draper.    JaneT  at  2,  atofflcea 

of  !>mhb  ft  Uliide.  Bank  at,  Sheffleld 
Tilley,  Wbi  Erans,  Kirby  at,   Hauon  garden.  Electro  Plate  Manofke- 

tnrcr.     Jane  8  at  It,  at  offices  of  Antl-Hankniptcy  Aaaoda'Joa, 

WeaTar"!  hall,  BaaJnghall  st.    Cattlln,  Basingball  at 
Trnnan,  Chas,  PoDtypool,  Monmnnth,  Saddler,     Jnne  9  at  I,  lU  offlcea 

of  Hancock  ft  Co,  John  at,  Briatnl.    Lloyd,  Fotitypool 
Tneker,  Fraa  Edwd,  Clifton  rd,  Peckham,ontorbaaineas.    Jane  Mat  11, 

atelBceofChidley  Old  Jewry 
Webaer,  Aaguatua,  Liine  at,  Uercliant.    Jane  93  at  12,  at  (he  (tandhall 

CoOn  liooae,  Orealiam  at.    Cmmp,  Fhllpol  lane 
Weat,  Jaa,  High  at,  poflar.  Brewer.    Jane  t  at  t,  at  oOeea  of  Blackford 

ft  Kichea.  Ot  Swan  alley.  Moorgate  st 
Westmore,  RIehd  Gibbon,  Norwich,  FnbUean.    Jooe  3  at  11,  at  oOee  of 

Oabbam,  Lnndon  st,  Norwich 
Willlamaon,  Thea,  Mewceatle-apon-Tyne,  Boot  Dealer.     Jane  Uat  t,  at 

offlces  of  Joel,  Market  at,  Newraatle-  npon-Tyne 
Wilaon,  Fma  Stow,  Ilowden,  York,  Innkeeper.    Jane  Sat  11,  at  office  of 

Often,  Howden 
Wyatt,  John  GraTee.  Plunutead  rd.  Auctioneer.    Jnae  SO  at  I,  at  offlcea 

of  Cooke,  Oreihan  bidgs,  Onlldhalt 
Yates, 'niaa,Chorlton  upon.Medtoet,  Maneh,  Prorialoa  Dealer.    Jane 

7  al  3,  at  offlcea  of  Taylor,  South  King  s(,  Maaeb.    Keaisley,  Maneh 
Yiiung,  Fredk,  Landport.  Hants,  Grocer.    Jane  7  at  3,  at  the  Chamber 

of  Coonnrroe,  Cbeapaide 
IToxall.  Kdwd,  Alaagrr.  Chaster,  Coam  Agent.     Jaoe  IS  at  9,  at  the 

Ree  Back  inn,  KMagrore.    Sherratt 

'niisoaT,  MayS3,IS7l. 
.ftllttt,  Jorcph,  I!aslrlck  Green,  Ba'llax,  Tofk,  Onoer.     Jane  9  at  S,  at 

offlcw  of  Jnbb,  Barnm  Top,  Halifax 
Ashdswn.  Fredk,  Aihibn),  Kent,  Grocer.     Jane  IS  at  1,  at  the  Royal 

Oak  Hotel,  Aahford.    MInter,  Folkeotooe 
Back,  Geo.  Berwick-upoD-Tweed.  Ironmooger.     JooalS  atll,  atilic 

Bed  Uon  Hotel,  High  at,  Bernick-apoa-Tweed.    Dooftlae,  Berwick- 

apon-Tweed 
Bahnbith,  Joseph,  Eaat  Moor.  York,  Bttekoakar.   Jiuie  14  at  II,  at 

office  ot  Barratt,  Barstow  aq.  Wakeflakl 
Banka,  Chaa,  Handawotth.  Staflbrd,  Painter.    Jane  13  at  1 1 ,  at  olHcea  et 

Harrlwin,  Mcwhall  at,  Blm 
Bevias,  Wm,  KiuMil  >t,  Cbelaea,  oat  of  baslaeas.    Jane  19  at  3,  at  offices 

of  BiicKier,  Peneharehst 
Bigwuod,  John  Thos,  King's  rd.  West  Chelsea,  Bnlldsr.     Jane  33  at  IS, 

al  oaices  of  Newmaa.  ClUlbrd's  inn.  Fleet  st 
Uootli,  All,  Sheffield,  Printer.    Jane  13  et  9,  at  offloes  o<  Simpson,  North 

Cbarcta  st,  Shsffleld 
Bowcra,  Fredk  Tun,  Brownhllls,  nr  Tnnatall,  Stafflird,  Earthenware 

Manofactonr,    June  10 at  II,  at  the  Copeland  Amu  Hotel,  Stoka- 

npon-Trent.    Holliuahead,  Tnnatall 
Brawn,  John  Oeo,  Blm,  Batcher.    Jane  7  at  3,  at  offloe  of  Parry,  Ben- 
nett's hill,  BIrm 
Bollock.  Kdmd.  Hsnch,  Confectioner,    June  U  at  3,  al  offlcea  of  Lei^, 

Brown  at.  Manch 
Burrowa, Jeremiah, Ftautnn, Derby, Chemist.   Jnne9atl,a(theWhite 

Hart  lull,  ManaHeld.    Walkden 
Carpenter,  Wm,  Ounbridge,  Butcher.    Joae  10  at  1 1,  at  offlee  ot  Foster, 

Green  st,  Cambridge 
Church,  Geo,  Csmbridga  Town,  Frimley,  Barrey,  Baker.      Jane  19  at  3, 

at  the  Duke  of  York  Hotel,  York  town,  Frimiey.    Ere,  AldefShot 
Charcb.  Uen  Fredk,  Glenerm  rd.  Lower  Clapton,   Solicitor's   Clerk. 

June  10  at  9,  at  olUce  of  Tatham,  Ot  Knight  Bider  at,  Doctor'a  eom. 


Cooper.  Hy,  Alheny  at.  Regent's  pk,  Taltor.     Jnne  19  at  I,  at  the  Law 

Inai  Itntloa,  Chancery  lane.    Feisdagr,  Bedfcrd  row 
Coucbinan,Edwd,  Strood,  Kent,  Printer.  Jnne9atl3,atoffloaao(Hay- 

ward.  High  it,  Rochester 
Cnrtia,  Albert,  Bridport,  Oonet,  OatStter.     Jane  IS  at  9,  at  the  Ball 

inn,  BridpcrL    Weston,  Doiohcster 
Erana.  Tbcs,  WolTeriumpton,  SUOofd,  oat  of  bosiness.     June  8  st  3, 

at  aOcaa  ofTharaions  ft  CSrtwrlght,  <)aeeD  it,  Woirerhsmpton 
Fickling,  Robt,  Norwich,  Batehar.     Jons  10  at  U,  at  offloe  of  Stanley, 

Bank-plabi,  Norwich 
Forbes,  Ohas.  Sheppey  Conrt,  Kent,  StalT  Surgeon.    Jane  20  at  3,  at 

ufflees  U  Copland,  Edward  st,  Shaemaia 


Oain,  Angtislns,  Sallibarr  ter,  Kilbam,Or«cer.  Jsai ltttll,aifc> 

of  Itsrd  ft  Betim  Eaaiebrap.    Noton,  Ot  Swaa  aler, Mriaidi  t 
Halgb.  John, Sheffleld,  FiM  Dealer.    June  Hat  lt,u  aOnidii^ 

Pradeanx  chambera.  Sheffleld 
Hanson,  EUx  ft  Hy  Iiaae  Hanson,  Hnddendald,  Tak,Tn  Mata 

Jane7at  ll,atoffleeiof  UiiIs,Newst,  HaddanUd 
Hart,  Herbert  Wm,  Albert  Mansions,  Viotiria  M,  Wgd^Ms.Mi 

June  13  at  3,  at  oiOren  of  Lewli  a  Co,  OU  Jewry 
Hnghes,    Ben}   ft   Ricbd    White,  BartoaH>s-Tnal,  ftaiiil,  Cu 

Boildera.    Jane  Ilat9.  aiofflceof  WUana.0aU4it,>gni»»lK 
Htighee,  E«wd.  Rhosymedre,  Oenbigfa,  Csiriar.    Jima  IT  aiU,**i 

of  Sherratt,  Br>n-y-f(ynnon  lodge.  Hopeat.  Wrsihaa 
Hnghes,  Kobt,  Fooierones,  Merioneth,  Tailsr.   JaasS  ■tll.cli 

Commercial  Hotel,  Fortmadoo.    Jooei  ft  Jooaa,  Fortaalai 
Hunt,  Wm,  Hinckley.  liOicetter,  Innkeeper.    Jans  II all,  it<ta< 

Preatou,  Chnrch  at,  Hinckley 
Kenhaw,  John,  Manninsham,  Ti'rk,  Joiner.   Jeas  It  siM,K*ai 

of  Hsrgraam.  Market  et,  Kradfbrd 
Klrklay,  Oeo,  Sallbrd,  Manch,  Slater.     Jnne  li  at  1,  al  ■SceufBa-: 

wood  ft  Marlow,  Croaa  at,  M  inch  J 

Lieelt,  Riebd.  Balham  pi.  Balham,  Carpentar.    Jsaa  11  it  I,  a  itoid 

Wright  ft  Co,  London  at,  Fencharehat  J 

Loagsisif,  Geo,  Coshoe,  Darbam,  Grooer.     Jane  II  at  1^  a*>i( 

Hoyle  ft  Co,  Moeley  st,  Newoatle  on  Tyne 
LoTeridge.  Jaa  Gill,  Poltlmere  Farm,  Usfsa,  Fsimr.  JiaU;^ 

the  Star  inn.  New  st.  Honilon.    Tweed 
Lnpior,  Wm,  Shipley,  York,  Painter.    Jane9 et  10^  st  An <M 

greaTea,  Market  »t,  Bradford 
Manniug,  Hy,  York,  Jeweller.     June  IS  at  1.30,  at  tOen  dM 

Cannon  sr,  Blrin  J 

Newling,  John  Button.  High  at,  St  John'a  Weed,  Ontir. 

S.90,  at  offlces  of  laard  ft  Belts,  Baateheap.     Oapp,EHaS,a) 
Palmer,  Joaeph  Edwd,  Whitchurch,  Oaftifd,  Batehar.    JsKltil 

offlcea  of  Smith,  Vaefaal  rd.  Keadinic 
Pamell,  Aon, Strand,  Irocmooger.    June  Oat  l,ata<kaal 

bary  at.  Strand  _ 

Panoaa,  By,  Farkgate,  Cheater,  Coma  Agent.    Jam  13  K 1,  al 

of  Tyrer  ft  Co,  North  John  at,  Lpaei 
Parsons,  Jss,  Saliabory.  Wilts,  Tm.nao.     Jane  I  at  i,  it  (On  d 

ding.  Market  house,  halisbary 
Pepper,  Thee,  Arerington,  Lancaahire,  Watohmaker.  JiMtttf 

the  Mitre  Hotel,  Cathedral  uatea,  Maneh.    BocUay,  OUua 
Pngh.  Wm  Thoa,  Birm.  Builder,    Jane  14  at  II,  at  ths  Cdal 

Unkw  at,  Btrm.    Shakespea'O.  Oldbory 
Bemer.  Margaret,  Lpool,  8  nallware  Dealer.     Jaae  U  *1,t 

Tfnr  ft  Co,  North  John  at,  Lpool 
Boberta,  Chas,  York  rd,  i.ambeth,  Mndcal  Agart.  JaiH 

offlcea  of  Duboli,  Greaham  bidgs,  Baaiaghall  at.     Uy.OV^ 
Boberta,  Thos,  Oastell  Xaiybont,  Camarroo,  Qreear.    Mm  Ri 

the  Eraktne  Arma  Hotel,  Conway.    Jooea.  Cuoway  _ 

Rogers,  Wm,  Margate,  Kent,  Bookseller.     June  U  st  UttM 

Hotel,  Fleet  St.    Oib«in.  Margate  , 

Rnaaell,  Hy, Bradford. York, Oabioet Maker.    Jaoefati^a^ 

Horgreatea,  Market  at.  Bradbrd 
Scbleahiger.  Hy,  bailnghall  at.  Faooy  Paper  Dealer.    JnUt 

offices  of  Lawrence  ft  Co,  Old  Jewry  ehiuaben 
Shaw,  Wm  Oeo,  Bradbrd,  York.    Jaae  Oat  10, at  oOnitfl 

Dakest,  Bradlbrd 
Shsoek,  Joeeph,  Halms,  Maaeh.  ProsUloii  Hershaat.    Jaa  Bl 

eOce  of  Rodgiera,  Oiektnaoa  at.  Maneh 
Sntth.  Mary  Anne,  Barboame,  Woroester,  ajMNilishtit.  M 

II,  at eOcasef  Bedford,  Senaomest,  Worcertar 
Smith, Thea'AU;  KanaiBgtoo,  Kent,  Miller.    Jane  I3atl,d 

Oak  Halal,  Aahlbrd.    Miaier.  Folkeeione 
Standley,  Hy,  Oxford  rd.  Ealing,  Mineral  Walar  MaasbctnE, 

16  et  ll.atoareefOroyadlllft  Saflbray,  OldJewiyitaair~ 

ft  Co,  Ironmonaer  lane,  Cheapiitfe 
Stepheoa.  Wm  Tkoa,  Merooaiit  at.  Bow  rd,  not  ia  teteai 

13,  at  offlces  of  Johoaon,  Soathamptoo  Mdgs,Cbaaoiry  Ma 
StrOiher,  Fredk  Robt,  Camberwell  rd,  Oheeaemai^er.    Jairt 

effloea  el  Plaakett.  Gutter  lane,  Cheapalde 
Taylor,  Joeepb  Cox,  High  green,  (not  Hi(b  at.asemamai^f' 

laat  Oaxette.)  nr  Sheffleld,  Draper.    Jaaa7atS,aioae«'l 

mode.  Bank  at,  Sheffleld 
Thompaua.  Edwd,  Rae«uet  ci.  Fleet  st,  PoMUker.  Jot  • 

oOcaa  of  Aloock.  Ot  Junea  ai  Bedford  row 
ThMont,  Alt.  tpawlch,  Suffolk,  Bnilder.     Joae  I*  at  tlt^  il 

TalUamy,  Tower  ft,  Ipewleh  ^ 

Wadeiey,  John,  KMderminster,  Woreeater,  Sheaatkar.  ia>< 

office  of  Saaoden,  Hill  at.  Kiddermhietar 
Walker,  Geo  Jaa,  Nottingham.  Upbobtarsr.     Jaae  UitUi* 

Faraona,  Eldon  chambera,  Wheeler-gata 
Wood.  Fh  Up,  Cbaroh  Holme,  Cheater,  Ofoosr.   JaatllMiU 

of  Fletcher,  Kerttawieh 
Worth,  Fredk  Gonner,  Oannoo  at.  Merchant.     Jnaa  13  SI  M 

Lawranee  ft  Co,  Okl  Jewry  chambera 


GRESHAM     LIFE    ASSURANCE    SOC 
S7,  OLD  JEWRY,  UXtOOH,  LC. 
SOUCrrOBS  era  inrlted  to  intradace.  oa  behalf  a(  laiir   ^ 
peaala  for  Loana  on  Fraehold  or  Leasehold  Ptefsrty,  *'«■ 
Intereata,  or  other  adequate  aeouritiea.  ^ 

Fropcula  may  be  made  In  the  first  instanesaccordtaga  if' 


Faorosai.  rem  Loan  on  Maaiaisia 

Date 

Introdnced  by  (aM«  MMM  aul  oddraas  4^  aalMSr} 

Amount  required  £ 

Time  and  mode  of  repayment  (Le.,  is»i»*»'  /br  a  fw  a 

Security  Male  atordF  Ma  portfcaten  4r  aaaaiV,  nn^  <^  *** 

State  what  Ufc  Policy  (If   any)  it  propeaed  la  ba  ^=>^* 
Oreaham  Ufflca  in  eonaeetiea  with  the  ssonlty. 

By  order  ot  the  Board,  .  „_. 

F.  ALLAN  Ctntna.  Jmmji^^m 
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]4  Qfa  tf  Ml  Jowsa.  and  of  tht  "Wsbklt  Bvfokteb, 
ii  iMW«<  12,  Ctdk'i^taurt,  C'artjf-ttrtrt,  W.C. 

4  Micriptun  t»  tht  SouoiTOBs'  JovkXAL  u^TnfH,  26*., 

Omtiy  2Si.;  with  tht  Wbbklt  Rbpoktib,  i%t:    A^mtnt 

iniimet  itulndei  Doublt  Ifumitn  and  ftttagt.  Suitoriitrt 

M  <i«i»  tiiir  VatHmu  ioundat  tht  OJIet—tMH,  it.  id., 

Ulf>ti>ttUf,t4.9d. 

MMminimiidftrpuiKcatioH  in  tht"Solieit»r^  Journal " 

mil  It  tnUhtatumttd  ip  tht  namt  of  tht  wriltr,  though  not 

wmttrilji  for  pMieatitn. 

y$  iificuUf  it  ttptritnttd  in  proaurinf  tht  Jowmal  with 

ifubrUf  in  tht  ProWnoM,  it  i>  nqiutttd  that  applitation  it 

nil  iinel  It  tht  PuUithtr. 


^alicitars  ^ffitriTJil. 


LONDOIf,  JVNB  XO,  1871. 


iKORO  THI  MiKOB  OUBTABOCS  <A  auiton  and  the 
lanon  may  be  olasaed  the  blook  of  bnsinen  before  the 
aainen  in  Cbanoeiy.  In  theory  all  vivSi  toot  eridenoe 
i  taken  before  the  Conrt  at  the  hearing,  and  not  taken 
oonuniaaion,  is  to  be  taken  before  one  of  the  two 
eial  examiners,  and  it  ia  only  under  any  special  ciroam- 
ms  that  a  special  examiner  is  to  be  appointed.  In 
«iice  special  examiners  are  oonatantly  appointed  upon 
Wliootioa  baaed  on  the  faot  that  it  ia  impoMible  to 
•in  an  appointment  before  the  offloial  examiner  within 
Hoessary  time.  For  example,  a  defendant  ia  served 
k  sotiae  of  motion  for  decree.  He  mnst  then  oomplete 
ntienee  within  foorteen  days.  It  ia  neoeaaary  for  him 
Uain  the  %iv&  voce  eridenoe  of,  a  witness,  who  d»- 
■  to  make  an  affidavit.  If  he  goes  to  the  examiner's 
«,  he  will  possibly  find  that  he  cannot  obtain  an 
liitineot  for,  perhaps,  a  month  or  five  weeks.  He 
Atten  either  take  oat  a  summons  to  obtain  farther 
•iir  filing  his  evidence,  which  he  will  not  get  as  a 
krof  oonrse,  and  which  will  have  the  effect  of  need- 
^pndongiDg  the  litigation,  or  he  mnst  obtain  the 
intment  of  a  special  examiner,  and  thos  the  prooaring 
dtpodtion  wiU  cost  him  aboat  six  times  what  it 
U  cost  if  taken  before  an  ofBoial  examiner.  Here  ia 
iBf  which  calls  for  an  immediate  remedy. 


<■  Truck  ComaasiOK  has  just  issned  an  elaborate 
faloabla  report  which  will  no  donbt  furnish  materials 
Ifislative  action.  With  most  of  the  reoommenda- 
imade  by  the  oommissioners  a  legal  janmal  has  no 
MO.  They  are  matters  not  of  law  bat  of  policy.  But 

>  is  one  passage  in  the  report  which  does  require  the 
U  attention  of  lawyers.  "  By  an  ordinary  rule  of 
uoe "  write  the  Oommissioners  "  acts  done  or 
ia  used  in  order  to  inflaenoe  a  workman  in  the  dis- 
of  his  wages  by  an  overman  or  other  servant,  who 
*  shown  to  have  authority  from  the  employer  to 
t  the  disposal  of  wages,  cannot  be  given  in  evidence 
•t  the  employer.   This  rule  is  not  properly  applicable 

>  case*  in  which  inflaenoe  is  brought  to  bear  in 
I  of  a  eompany's  shop  and  leads  to  a  failure  of 
••  We  think  that  in  civil  as  diatingaished  from 
■>!  proceedings  in  respect  of  truck,  the  words  and 
'  any  servant  of  the  employer  with  reference  to  a 
l>  which  the  employer  is  interested,  may  without 
fae  be  prima  facie  evidence  that  they  were 
pM  hy  him." 

tlaw.aa  it  at  present  stands,  ia  correctly  stated  by 

jiamiaaioners,  and  their  proposition  ia  entirely  anp- 

by  the  case  they  cite  as  an  authority — the  case  of 

V.  SmUh   (16  Jar.  497.)     There  the  plaintiff 

thf  shop  of  •  company  of  which  the  defendant 

ireotor.     He  sued  for  wages  alleged  to  have  been 

him  in  goods.     It  appeared  upon  the   trial  that 

I  under  an  overman  who  himaelf  waa  under  a 

■Kent.     Neither   overman    nor    coal   agent  had 

1^  to  diamiw  the  plaintiff,  but  simply  to  dlreot 


and  measure  work.  In  order  to  show  that  the  plaintiff 
wai  under  constraint  to  deal  at  the  shop,  evidence 
was  admitted  to  the  effect  that  the  overman  had  shown 
the  plaintiff  a  list  purporting  to  have  been  received  by 
him  from  the  real  agent,  of  the  names  of  persons  who  did 
not  deal  at  the  shop,  and  had  remonstrated  with  the 
plaintiff  for  not  dealing,  saying  it  would  be  the  worae  for 
him.  Upon  motion  for  a  new  trial  pn  the  ground  of  the 
misreoeptton  of  eridenoe  it  waa  held  by  the  Oonrt  of 
Queens's  Bench  (Erie  and  Coleridge,  JJ.)  that  the 
evidence  was  not  admissible,  inasmuch  as  there  waa  no 
proof  that  either  the  overman  or  the  coal  agent  had 
authority  to  bind  the  defendant  by  any  aot  or  declaration 
as  to  the  disposal  of  wages.  * 

There  can  be  little  doubt  of  the  correctness  of  this 
decision.  It  is  in  accordance  with  the  rule  that  in 
order  to  make  an  agent's  repreaentationa  binding  on 
a  principal  it  muat  be  proved,  not  merely  that  he  was 
an  agent,  but  an  agent  clothed  with  authority  to  make 
the  repreaentationa  in  question.  As  we  understand  the 
Commiasionera'  recommendation  it  amounts  to  this:— that 
a  servant  in  a  truok-shop  kept  by  an  employer  should  be 
declared  by  law  to  be  the  employer's  agent  for  all  pur- 
poses, and  ahoald  be  able  to  bind  the  employer  and  make 
him  responsible  for  menacing  language  or  acts  used  by 
him  in  the  shop  towarda  the  workmen.  Thia  ia  a 
formidable  extenaion  in  the  law  of  agency.  But,  liaving 
regard  to  the  peculiar  ciroumatances  of  the  oaae,  it  does 
not  seem  to  us  an  unreasonable  extension.  The  resnlt 
would  probably  be  an  increased  oare  in  the  selection  of 
overmen  and  a  diminution  of  petty  tyrannies.  The  ar- 
rogance of  middlemen  is  proverbial  and  anything  which 
is  likely  to  limit  it  should  be  welcome.  The  readers  of 
SyhU  may  remember  the  horrors  of  Mr.  Diggs*  tommy- 
shop.  Any  legislation  whioh  can  diminish  the  class  to 
which  Diggs  belongs  will  be  beneficial  alike  to  employer 
and  employed. 


Thk  QUBSTloir  conoeiming  the  religious  education  of 
infant  wards  of  the  Court  of  Chancery,  which  has  been 
so  often  disonssed  of  late,  has  lately  been  further  eluci- 
dated in  the  case  of  Ha  Kiamtyi'  Minori,  which  came 
before  the  Lord  Chancellor  of  Ireland  yesterday  week, 
and  for  the  second  time  thoae  aealoua  religionists — on 
either  side— who  reapeotively  hoped  and  feared  so  much 
from  Lord  CHagan'a  known  strong  religious  sympathies, 
have  been  disappointed.  The  present  case  ia  chiefly 
noticeable  from  the  faot  that  it  illustrates  both  the 
general  rule  of  the  Court  and  its  principal  exception,  and 
affords  an  exoellent  example  of  the  use  of  that  caJMfnl 
disorimination  whioh  ia  neoeaaary  to  the  beneficial  ezar- 
ciae  of  ao  large  a  diaoretion  aa  that  veated  in  the  Oonrt  of 
Ohanoery  in  the  matter  of  infanta.  The  case  arose,  as 
most  of  such  oasea  do,  from  one  of  thoae  so-called  "  mixed 
marriages,"  where  the  father  having  died  without  having 
given  any  explicit  directions  conoeming  the  guardianship 
and  education  of  hia  children,  the  anrriving  mother  haa 
taken  the  opportunity  of  inouloating,  or  endeavouring  to 
incnlcate,  her  own  religioua  faith.  It  ia  unnecessary  for 
us  to  recapitulate  the  principles  on  whioh  the  Court  acts 
in  these  coses;  they  have  already  been  abandantly  dis* 
ooased  in  our  remarks  on  the  cases  of  Miade  Minori'  and 
Hansktmorth  v.  HarchtKorth,^  where  the  abaolate  natoxe  of 
the  paternal  right,  qnalifled  only  by  oonaiderstions  of  the 
olearinterest  of  the  infants  themselves,  were  clearly  shown. 
We  are,  indeed,  inclined  to  agree  with  what  we  nnderatand 
from  the  judgment  in  HaKktworth  v.  Hankmorth  to  be 
the  opinion  of  Yice-CbanoellorWiokens,  that  this  rightoften 
works  a  grievons  hardship  on  a  surviving  mother,  whose 
righta  in  her  own  children  and  interest  in  their  welfare 
are  thus  wholly  ignored  ;  and  we  are  disposed  to  think 
that  the  law  which  has  lately,  aa  we  understand,  been 
adopted  by  the  State  of  Illinois,  vesting  in  the  surviving 
parent  the  right  to  direct  the  religions  education  of  the 
children — sobjeot,  of  course,  to  the  aame  considerations 


•  19  W.  B.  318. 
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•gainit  dittnibing  principles  already  aetUed  aa  now  aotoate 
the  Ooort — might,  on  the  whole,  be  advantageoulj  ao- 
oepted  in  this  ooontiy.  We  are  not  blind  to  the  risks  to 
which,  in  the  case  of  orphansentitled  to  property  derived  ea 
parte  patemd,  the  proTerbial  snsoeptibili^  of  the  female 
mind  to  eodesiastioal  inflaenoe  might  gire  riae,  and 
we  tfainlc  that  oases  in  whioh  the  heirs  to  large  poeses- 
sioDS  or  ancient  names  are  exposed  at  an  early  age  to 
inflnenoes  oalonlated  to  alienate  them  from  their  paternal 
faith  ought  to  be  watched  with  extreme  jaaloasyi  bnt, 
npon  the  whole,  and  with  reference  to  oases  not  pre- 
senting any  snoh  temptation  to  undue  influence  or  un- 
fair practice  (and  these  must  always  be  the  great  ma- 
jority), rr$  think  that  the  surriTing  mother  is  likely  to 
prore  a  better  religions  guide  than  the  Court  of  Chan- 
cery. 

Id  the  case  whioh  has  given  rise  to  these  remarks, 
the  father,  who  was  by  faith  and  education  a  Boman 
Catholic,  had  emigrated  to  Australia,  and  there  married 
a  Protestant  wife.  He  appeared,  to  use  the  words  of  the 
Lord  Chancellor,  "  being  in  a  remote  port  of  Australia,  and 
not  within  reaoh  of  religions  discipline,  to  bare  forgotten 
the  faith  of  his  fathers,  and  permitted  the  children  to  be 
brought  np  by  their  mother,  and  taught  Protestant 
habits."  A  year  before  his  death,  however,  be  came  to 
Ireland,  and  when  he  oame  baok  his  religious  feelings 
became  strong  again,  but,  in  the  meantime,  three  of  the 
children  had  reached  such  ages  as  to  have  imbibed  strong 
religions  principles,  and  these  distinctly  Protestant.  The 
Protestantism  of  these  children,  therefore,  the  Lord 
Chanoellor  refused  to  disturb.  "It  would,"  said  his 
Lordship,  "under  the  oironmstanoes,  be  improper  in 
•very  way,  and  would  endanger  the  religions  conviction 
of  those  children,  who  were  of  age  and  capacity  to  have 
religions  conviotions,  if  they  were  now  to  be  ednoated  in  a 
manner  different  from  that  in  which  they  had  hitherto 
been  educated  ;  to  do  so  wonld,  perhaps,  be  to  leave  them 
without  any  fixed  religious  opinions  whatever."  The 
two  yonnger  ohildren,  were,  however,  in  a  different 
position  ;  they  were,  at  the  death  of  their  father,  of 
the  age  of  one  and  three  years  respectively,  and  are 
even  now  respectively  but  seven  and  nine,  and  it 
appeared  to  his  Lordship  that  they  had  not  as 
yet  formed  any  distinctive  religious  opinions,  and  he 
therefore  directed  that  they  should  be  educated  in  tlie 
religion  of  their  father.  "It  had  been  said,"  he  ob- 
aerved,  "  that  it  wonld  be  a  hardship  to  separate  those 
ohildren  ;  bnt  all  ho  eonld  say  upon  that  was — the 
Court  had  no  discretion.  The  law  was  imperative, 
and  it  was  the  duty  of  the  judge  of  the  court  to  en- 
force the  law  of  the  land.  It  was  impossible  that  he 
could  do  anything  bnt  obey  the  law.  The  two  younger 
ohildren  were  delicate,  and  would  require  to  be  looked 
carefully  after  ;  and  as  to  them,  he  would  be  governed 
very  much  by  the  opinions  of  the  two  eminent  medical 
gentlemen  who  were  attending  them  aa  to  the  course  to 
be  adopted." 


An  odd  QUEsnoM  of  Criminal  Law  Praotioe  recently 
came  before  an  Illinois  judge.  A  statute  of  that  state 
provides  that  convicts  in  the  state  prisons  may,  by  good 
conduct,  entitle  themselves  as  of  absolute  right  to 
"  credits  "  of  time,  to  be  deducted  from  their  reopeotive 
terms  of  imprisonment.  On  May  6,  1S69,  a  prisoner 
was  convicted  on  three  separate  indictments,  and 
aentenced  to  one  years'  impiisoumeot  upon  eaoh,  the 
sentence  prescribing  that  the  first  year's  imprisonment 
should  begin  on  May  6,  1869,  the  second  on  May  6,  1870, 
and  the  third  on  Hay  6,  1871.  The  convict  during 
his  aeoond  year  of  imprisonment  earned,  under  the 
statute  above  mentioned,  a  "credit "  of  twenty -six  days, 
and  aooordingly  claimed  to  be  let  out  of  prison  on  the 
10th  of  April,  1871 — twenty-six  days  before  the  expira- 
tion of  his  second  year  of  incarceration.  The  governor  of 
the  gaol,  on  ihe  contrary,  inclined  to  keep  him  in  the 
prison,  to  be  in  readiness  to  commence  his  third  year  of 
poniahBient  on  May  9,  1871.    The  priaoner  then  sued 


oat  hia  hMiea$  eorptu,  and  a  jndge  in  ohamboi  dseiM 
that,  the  terma  of  the  atatate  being  imperatirt  u  to  the 
convicts'  right  to  the  "  credit "  of  time,  he  wsi  sntiUed 
to  his  discharge;  thus  he  wonld  obtain  a  little  neatiaa 
in  the  midst  of  his  penitentiary  sojourn.  The  Ouufi 
Legal  Neni,  in  giving  an  account  of  the  judge's  decjiiin, 
does  not  mention  whether  or  not  the  priaoner  subseqwitif 
tendered  himself  in  due  time  to  nndergo  hit  third  jvu. 
The  judge  recommended  that  in  future,  anooeaiTS  tsnu 
of  imprisonment  should  be  limited  to  oonunenoe  ««A 
npon  the  expiration  of  the  preceding  one. 


WAIVEB  OF  OBJECTIONS  TO   TITLE  ON  SALES. 

In  contracts  for  estates  in  land  the  Court  of  Chaaeetj 
has  been  in  the  habit  of  looking  to  the  substance  of  tk 
transaction,  whioh  is  the  intended  alienation  by  one  pti^, 
and  the  acquisition  by  the  other,  of  property  as  to  wUob, 
the  nature  of  titlee  according  to  onr  institntiona,  iuk» 
it  extremely  difficult,  with  perfectly  hand  fide  intentiogi 
on  both  sides,  to  fix  on  and  adhere  to  any  definite  tine 
for  the  completion  of  the  contract.  It  is  only  by  keepii{ 
this  in  view  that  we  can  account  for  the  anomaloas  treat- 
ment to  whioh  oontraots  in  relation  to  land  are  sntijicted 
under  the  dootrine  of  specific  perforiMUioe,  in  whioh  Ispae 
of  time,  unless  specially  made  of  the  eoaenoe  of  the  agree- 
ment, is  not  considered  to  be  a  reason  against  oanyin;  s 
contract  of  this  kind  into  effect.  Speaking  of  these  ooa- 
traots,  Lord  Bedesdale  has  observed  that  Uonrts  of  eqiitf 
dispense  with  that  whioh  wonld  make  oomplianoe  with 
what  the  law  requires,  oppressive  ;  and  in  varioos  onei 
of  snob  contracts  they  are  in  the  constant  habit  of  rdier- 
ing  the  man  who  has  acted  fairly,  though  negUgeatlf. 
Thns,  in  the  ease  of  an  estate  sold  by  auction,  if  there  ii 
a  condition  to  forfeit  the  depoeit,  if  the  purchase  be  not 
oompleted  within  a  certain  time  ;  yet  the  Court  is  ui  tb 
constant  habit  of  relieving  against  the  lapse  of  time  :  tin! 
as  in  the  oase  of  mortgages,  and  in  many  instancae,  re- 
lief is  so  given  against  mere  lapse  of  time,  where  lapieef 
time  is  not  essential  to  the  substance  of  the  oontta^ 
{Lennon  v.  Napper,  2  Soho.  &  Lef.  p.  684). 

Other  reasons  have  been  suggested  for  this  depaitait 
by  Oonrts  of  equity  from  the  primd  facie  import  of  tlit 
terms  of  the  agreement  Lord  Eldon  thought  the  diSersit 
elfeot  of  a  oontraot  for  purchase  at  law  and  in  eqiu^  as 
important  oironmstanoe.  As  the  property  is  not  ehaogei 
by  the  oontraot  at  lam,  bnt  on  the  other  hand,  in  «}i>^> 
from  the  signing  of  the  oontraot  the  land  beoomei  tkt- 
real  property  of  the  vendee  ;  and  aa  it  may,  thetefoce, 
become  of  great  importance  in  disousaiens  between  tiie  re- 
presentatives of  the  vendee,  to  take  into  oonsidsration  lie 
cendtiet  between  the  vendor  and  vendee,  as  evidesong 
their  intention,  hia  Lordahip  waa  of  opinion  tbsttkia 
element  was  involved  in  a  due  consideration  of  the  nb- 
jeot  (7  Vee.  274). 

The  mle,  however,  has  become  firmly  estaUished  flat, 
in  eqaity,  time  is  not  generally  of  the  essence  of  the  oon- 
traot {Soberts  V.  JJerry,  8  D.  O.  M.  &  G,  284) ;  bat  not- 
withstanding adverse  expressions  of  high  anthori^ 
iOregton  T.  JRiddte,  cited  7  Ves.  268),  it  is  nowetearlr 
aettled  that  it  may  be  made  so  by  express  stipslslin 
(Sngd.  V.  ft  P.  268,  14  ed.),  and  every  day's  ptactioe 
conforms  to  this  principle,  thongh  the  condoot  of  tks 
parties  may,  in.  spite  of  the  atipnltttion,  iodoce  tlie 
Court  to  act  upon  the  aaaumption  of  a  waiver  of  ^ 
term. 

Thongh  the  contracts  of  the  parties  are  modified  tf 
Conrta  of  equity,  under  the  oironmstanoes  above  iafr 
oated,  they  will  not,  however,  permit  one  pa;^  to  4» 
agreement  to  neglect  his  peurt  of  the  stipulation  and  ^ 
sist,  as  against  the  other  parfy,  npon  the  strict  Av- 
ment  of  the  letter  of  the  contract.  Thus  it  was  eWT 
the  opinion  of  Lord  Oottenham  that  a  vendor  *''>^jr' 
under  an  obligation  to  deliver  his  abstraot  by  a  eettaa 
day,  oonld  not,  after  he  had  neglected  so  to  ddiver  3, 
insisc  npon  the  purchaser  being  bound  to  mske  Ui  O"* 
jeotiona  within   the  time  Umited  origiaaUy  ty  the  «»■ 
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tnat  for  that  pnrpoM,  ndkoning  from  the  time  when 
the  abitraot  waa,  In  fact,  delirered  {Southby  t.  Butt,  2 
Mf.&Cr.ZOT  ;  and  see  I>tVinu  r.  DeVivne,  1  Mao.  & 
Qori.  3S6).  The  striot  oontraot  haring  been  onoe  in- 
fringed by  one  party  oonld  not  be  appealed  to  by  the 
Hone  pertTi  aa  famiahing  a  rale  to  bind  the  other  in  a 
partioalar  whieh  rappoaed  the  petformanoe  of  a  preoa- 
dent  oonditioit  on  the  other  ride.  The  party  agtdn.it 
whom  the  defaolt  was  first  made  when  aonght  to  be 
boand  by  the  dependent  conditions  might  well  say  no» 
hie  in  fadtra  veni.  In  snoh  oases  of  infringement  of 
th«  terms  originally  stipulated  for,  eqnity  seems  to  act 
upon  the  ptinoiple  that,  regarding  the  snbstanoe  more 
than  the  nodui  or  form,  the  oontraot  shall  not  fall  to  the 
gioniid  becaose  of  the  breaoh  of  snoh  terms  of  the 
ctipnlation  as  do  not  go  to  the  esaeaoe  of  the  oontraot, 
but  SQoh  non-essential  terms  of  the  original  oontraot 
liull  not  famish  a  weapon  of  offenoe  against  either 
party,  bat  the  Court  will  mould  the  oontraot  in  these 
particfolars,  seeundum  aquum  »t  bonum,  so  that  the  pre- 
lomed  originally  boni  fide  intention  of  the  parties  may 
he  iobstantially  zeaohed. 

A  teoent  case  (  Upperton  ▼.  NiehoUtm,  19  W.  B.  734) 
on  appeal  before  the  Lords  Justioes,  shows  that  eqnity 
will  not  strain  its  principles  or  procedure  for  the  indul- 
gesce  of  a  party  to  the  contract  who  is  himself  in  default, 
10  u  to  deprire  the  opposite  party  of  the  benefit  of  an 
objection  which,  bnt  for  such  default,  the  terms  of  the 
orijtinal  agreement  would  have  estopped  him  from 
lukisg.  The  contract  in  question  was  dated  the  5th 
May,  1868,  and  the  abstract  was  to  hare  been  delivered 
within  twenty-one  days,  and  the  purchaser  was,  within 
twenty-eight  days  of  snoh  delirery,  to  send  in  writing  all 
obfeotions  and  reqniritions  as  to  the  title.  Time  to  be 
of  the  essence  of  the  oontraot  as  to  the  making  objections 
ud  lequisitions.  In  default  of  such  objeotions  and 
■object  only  to  snoh,  the  purchaser  was  to  be  deemed 
to  bare  accepted  the  title.  The  vendor  did  not 
deliier  an  abetract  till  28th  July,  1868,  and  snoh 
ibetraot  disoloeed  the  fact  that  the  property  which  had 
beea  purchased  generally,  as  freehold,  had,  in  fact,  been 
Eabsoohised  onder  the  Copyhold  Enfranchisement  Acts 
rhich  leserre  to  the  lord  the  right  to  the  mines  and 
nhieials.  This  circumstance  was  not  made  an  object- 
tion  on  the  part  of  the  purchaser,  but  other  reqnisidons 
rete  nude  on  his  behalf,  and  on  the  18th  September  his 
Kdicitor  sent  the  draft  oonreyance  (subject  to  such 
tqairitions  being  cleared  up).  Differences  arose,  hawing 
10  teference  to  the  oopyhold  enfranchisement,  and  the 
reodor  Sled  his  bill  for  specifio  perfbrmanoe  which  resnlted 
»  0  general  deoree  for  specific  perfozmanoe,  and  the  usual 
iquity  if  a  good  title  oould  be  shown.  In  the  inquiry 
1  chambers  the  defendant,  for  the  first  time,  took  the 
bjection  to  the  title  on  aooonnt  of  the  restricted 
wnenhip  resulting  from  the  land  having  formerly  been 
ipfhold  and  enfranohised  under  the  statutes.  The 
Utter  of  the  Bolls  held  that  though  this  objection 
'oold  have  been  fatal  to  the  plaintiff's  claim  if 
ude  in  proper  time,  it  was  now  too  late,  and 
■at  the  defendant  having  omitted  to  set  it  up  in 
M  time  was  precluded  from  availing  himself  of  it 
ultr  the  decree.  The  Lord  Justices,  however,  held  that 
*  decree,  being  general,  the  whole  qneetion  of  the  title 
*•  open,  and  although  they  rejected  the  inference 
*>{ht  to  be  drawn  from  Yioe-Chanoellor  Kindersley's 
Kision  in  Curling  v.  Austin,  (10  W.  R.  682,  2  Drew  & 
129)  that  on  •  general  reference  as  to  a  good  title  an 
■tolately  good  title  is  meant,  and  not  a  good  title 
Mootding  to  the  oontraot ;  "  yet  assuming  that  every 
ch  dlieotion  imports,  without  expressing  it,  that  the 
^  proposed,  ia  a  good  title  "  according  to  the  oontraot," 
70i)j«ation  which  might  have  been  made  under  the  oon- 
■tin  ita  original  terms  by  the  defendant,  grounded  oni 
a  vaat  of  title  to  the  entire  fee,  on  aooonnt  of  the 
MpUon  of  mines  and  minerals,  was  open  to  the  de- 
nditnt  under  the  enquiry.  The  neglect  of  the  plainUft 
fulfil  bis  part  of  the  stipulation  as  to  the  delivery  of 


the  abstraot  precluded  him,  according  to  the  doctrine 
enunciated  by  Lord  Cottenham  (Southby  v.  Butt,  D» 
Vitme  V.  De  Vitme,  ubi.  ntp.)  from  insisting,  as  against 
the  defendant,  upon  the  estoppel,  under  the  oonditions,  for 
not  taking  this  objection  within  23  days.  The  Lord 
Justice  James,  who  delivered  the  judgment,  said  ha 
found  it  imporaible  to  fix  on  any  point  of  time  prior  to 
the  opening  of  the  enquiry  in  chambers,  from  whence  the 
currency  of  the  28  days  necessary  to  found  the  estoppel 
could  be  said  to  begin.  There  was  no  complete  abstract', 
as  to  form,  delivered  till  after  the  reference  to  chambers, 
the  vendors  who  were  mortgagees,  never  hawing  till 
then  disclosed  their  interest  on  the  abstract,  bat  as  the 
fscts  were  known  to  the  purchaser,  and  no  objection  on 
this  ground  appears  ever  to  have  been  made,  which,  more- 
over, would  be  only  a  difficulty  of  eonveyanee,  the  ratin 
decidendi  of  the  case  must  be  referred  to  the  snbatantial 
objection  of  the  exclusion  of  the  mines  and  minerals. 

The  conduct  of  a  party  to  the  contract  may  no  donbt 
be  such  as  to  induce  a  Court  of  eqnity  to  infer  a  waiver 
of  any  particular  oonditions,  and  if  this  case  be  made  at 
the  hearing,  and  a  special  decree  be  obtained  confining 
the  enquiry  to  certain  points  only,  it  will  not  be  open 
to  object  beyond  these  limits.    Such  a  form  of  deoree  is 
to  be  found  in  Seton  p.  698.     This  of  course  will  require 
a  si>eoial  case  to  be  made.     Bnt  the  decision  in  Vpperton 
V.  NiehoUon,  (u&t.  tup.)  shows  that,  under  a  general 
decree  and   reference,  if  a    vendor   fail  to  deUwer  hit 
abstraot  within  the  period  appointed,  or  (we  presume)  if 
the  abstraot  delivered  l>e  very  imperfect,  any  condition 
binding  the  purchaser  to  make  his  objeotions  within  a 
specified  time,  will    fail  of  effect  (Dart.  V.  ft  P.   last 
edition,  p.  114. 


DEBKNTUBES  TO  BEABEB. 
No.  I. 

Beoent  deeisions  of  the  Court  of  Chauoeiy  have  recog- 
nised a  nondescript  form  of  commercial  paper,  which  is 
now  oommonly  known  under  the  above  name.  The 
bearing  of  the  decisions  here  referred  to,  however,  upon 
what  were  formerly  supposed  to  be  the  principles  of 
law  and  equity  relating  to  commercial  transactions  is 
not  very  generally  understood.  To  point  out  this,  is  the 
object  of  the  present  paper. 

The  ffdlowing  maxims: — "Anignatu*  utitur  jum 
auetorit,"  "  Nema  plmjuri*  alieui  trantferre  potest  quani 
ipse  habet,"  "  The  assignee  of  a  ehote  iH  action  takes 
subject  to  the  equltiet  of  the  assignor  " — are  three  forms 
of  a  legal  proposition  which  in  modem  practice  is  sub- 
ject to  numerous  exceptions.  To  mark  the  ezoeptioual 
oases  the  word  "  negotiable  "  has  been  very  oommonly 
employed;  and  is  properly  used  to  indicate  that  the  iu- 
strament  so  termed  has  been  allowed,  owing  to  the 
emigenciet  of  busineit,  or  the  general  custom  of  trade, 
to  possess  the  privilege  of  enabling  the  obligee  to  trans- 
mit the  right  thereby  constituted  free  from  the  eguitv  ■ 
(as  they  are  termed)  attaching  to  the  original  obligatioi 
Thus  the  holder  of  a  bill  of  exchange  which  has  n< 
arrived  at  maturity,  or  of  a  promissory  note  payable  to 
bearer  or  to  order  on  demand,  transmits  the  right  con- 
stituted by  the  instrament  to  a  band  fide  purchaser  for 
valuable  consideration,  free  from  all  equities  or  counter 
claims  by  the  original  debtor,  unless  reserved  by  special 
indorsement  likewise  the  legal  holder  of  a  bill  of 
lading  transmits  the  right  tea  purchaser  for  value,  free 
from  the  right  of  the  original  owner  of  the  goods  to  stop 
in  tramitu;  and  to  that  extent  (and  no  more)  a  hill  of 
lading  is,  properly  speaking,  a  negooiable  instrument. 
The  older  aathorities  whi(di  laid  down  these  now 
familiar  doctrines  based  them  on  the  principle  that  the 
privileges  in  question  were  by  the  custom  and  general 
understanding  of  merchants  allowed  to  these  respective 
documents;  and  the  Courts  have  oommonly  intimated  an 
opinion,  that  to  any  other  dooument  which,  by  verdict  of 
a  jury  proceeding  on  evidence  of  a  general  custom  or 
understanding  of  trade,  shall   be    found  to  possess  a 
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privilege  of  the  like  nature,  the  I»w  will  award  ineh 
-privilege  aoooTdingljr. 

We  have  naed  the  word  "  negooiable "  as  abore  de- 
■&aod  in  a  somewhat  wider  sense  than  that  in  which  it 
has  been  nsnallj  employed  in  English  oonrte  of  law. 
As  there  osed,  the  term  generally  implies  that  the  in- 
•tniment,  besides  conferring  a  right  free  from  the  equitiet 
between  the  original  parties,  confers  on  the  assignee  the 
right  to  sue  in  his  own  name.  But  this  is  a  mere  inci- 
dent of  the  teohnioal  rales  of  procedure  in  this  country, 
and  has  no  necessary  connection  with  the  pririlege  of 
transmitting  a  right  free  from  equitable  defences  or 
counter  claims.  Nor  until  very  recent  deoisions  should 
we  hare  thought  thac  there  was  aoy  reason  why  a 
Court  of  equity  should  have  conferred  a  substantial 
privilege  of  the  above  nature  upon  instruments  to  which 
a  Court  of  law  would  have  denied  such  pririlege. 

Recent  deoisions  of  the  Court  of  Chancery,  however, 
have  introduced  a  doctrine  which  for  the  purposes 
of  this  paper  we  shall  diitinguish  by  the  term  "  equitable 
negooiability,"  and  for  the  definition  of  which  we  shall 
cite  some  recent  cases  of  the  equity  oonrcs  the  principles 
of  which  are  somewhat  noveL 

We  introduce  the  subjeot  by  citing  the  case  of  the  Agra 
and  JUatterman'i  Bank  (decided  by  the  Lords  Justices, 
February,  1867,  L.  R.  2  Ch.  391).  A  bank  gave  to  a 
mercantile  firm  a  letter  addressed  to  them  in  these  terms: 
"  Yon  are  hereby  authorised  to  draw  upon  this  bank  to 
the  extent  of  £15,000,  and  such  drafts  I  undertake  duly 
to  honour  on  praeentation.  This  credit  will  remain  in 
force  for  twelve  months  from  its  date,  and  parties 
negociating  bills  under  it  are  requested  to  indorse  particu- 
lars on  the  back  hereof."  The  firm  having  shown  thia 
letter  to  a  third  party  (say  X.)  drew  bills  on  the  bank  in 
pursuance  of  the  letter,  and  indorsed  them  to  X.  for  valu- 
able consideration,  and  X.,  in  pursuance  of  the  request 
contained  in  the  letter,  indorsed  particulars  thereon.  The 
bank  having  commenced  winding  up  before  the  bills  were 
presented  for  acceptance,  X.,  as  holder  of  the  bills, 
oarried  in  a  claim  for  their  amount  under  the  winding 
up.  This  was  opposed  on  the  ground  that  the  firm  were 
indebted  to  the  bank  to  an  amount  exceeding  the  credit 
Of  £15,000. 

X.  was  held  entitled  to  recover  the  whole  amount  from 
the  bank,  and  on  this  simple  ground,  that  having  armed 
the  firm  with  a  letter  of  credit  intended  to  be  shown  to 
other  parties  (such  as  X),  the  moment  X.  acted  on  it 
by  advancing  money  to  the  firm  the  bank,  at  whose  re- 
quest, in  truth,  X.  had  so  advanced  the  money,  became 
oontracting  parties  in  privity  with  him,  and  liable  to 
him  upon  their  contract  both  at  law  and  in  equity. 
Lord  Justice  Sir  O.  J.  Turner  decided  the  case  on  the 
above  simple  ground.  Lord  Cairns,  however  (then  Sir 
H.  M.  Cairns,  L.J.),  after  clearly  showing  that  there 
was  privity  of  contract  between  the  bank  and  X.,  pro- 
ceeded further  to  argue  that  even  on  the  assumption  that 
the  contract  was  at  law  a  contract  with  the  firm  and  no 
other,  yet  the  contract  was  in  equity  assignable,  and 
that  the  firm  must  be  taken  to  have  assigned  to  X.,  and 
to  have  been  by  the  aritert  of  the  letter  (the  bank)  inr 
tended  to  auign  to  them,  the  engagement  in  the  letter 
providing  for  the  acceptance  of  the  bills.  "  Generally 
speaking,"  he  continues,  "tt  ehoie  in  action  assignable 
only  in  equity  must  be  assigned  subjeot  to  the  equities 
existing  between  the  original  parties  to  the  contract ; 
but  this  is  a  rule  which  must  yield  when  it  appears  from 
the  nature  or  terms  of  the  contract  that  it  must  have 
been  intended  to  be  assignable  free  from  and  unaffected 
by  such  equities.*'  This  dictum,  which  was  not  necessary 
for  the  disposal  of  the  case  in  point,  but  which  coming 
from  so  strong  a  judge  could  not  easily  he  disregarded, 
has  undoubtedly  given  colour  to  the  new  doctrines  about 
debentures  to  be  immediately  stated. 

We  shall  now  cite  the  case  of  Re  Blahely  Ordnanee 
Oompany,  £e  parte  2fen  Zealand  Banking  Corporation 
(L.  B.  8  Cb.  164,  16  W.  B.  633),  the  first  which  by  ez- 
f  resB  decision  seems  to   have  established  the  doctrine 


here  termed  "equitable    negociability."     On  tha  Sth 
of    June,    186S,    an   agreement  in    writing  ¥m  «• 
tered  into  between  Blakely  and  Dent  on  the  oae  put, 
and  B.  Hardwiok  on  the  other,  reciting  the  intntioa  of 
forming  a  limited  company  for  carrying  on  the  ImiaMi 
of  manufacturing  ordnance  formeriy  oanried  on  ^  tin 
former.     Blakely  and  Dent  thereby  agreed  to  nQ  to  tie 
company  to  be  established  the  goodwill  sod  eieab  of 
their  business  for  £876,000,  whereof  £150,000  initobt 
pafd  by  the  issue  and  delivery  to  Blakely  and  Sent,  boiM- 
diately  on  the  establishment  of  the  company,  of  deben- 
tures to  that  amount,  payable  to  bearer,  the  ctpUl  of 
which  should  be  repayable  at  Uie  end  of  three  yean  fna 
the  date  thereof,  and  bearing  interest  in  the  meuliae 
at  £G  per  cent.    The  company  was  registered  nndgr  iIk 
name  of  the  Blakely  Ordnance  Company  (Limited)  lads 
a  memorandum  and  articles  dated  10th  of  Jane,  lUi. 
The  articles  briefly  recited  the  agreement,  and  deduei 
the  same   to  be  binding  on  the  company,  and  Uut  U 
should  be  carried  into  effect.     Debentmee  ware  i»iid 
according  to  the  agreement,  and  in  the  winding  op  ol 
the    Blakely    Ordnance  Company,     the  question  ma 
whether  the  debentures  in  the  hands  of  certain  hoUcn 
for  value  were  free  from  the  equitiet  which  the  oompuv 
had,  or  for  the  purposes  of  the  argament  were  airamed 
to  have,  against  Blakely  and  Dent. 

In  deciding  this  question,  which  was  heard  on  motni 
by  Lord  Justice  Bolt  sitting  alone,  that  auAority  echoed 
the  dictum  of  Lord  Justice  Cairns  above  mentioned.   He 
says,  "  Though  X  do  not  doubt  that  the  debtor  in  an  obli- 
gation may,  for  the  reasons  to  be  presently  assigned,  if 
)m  powers  of  oontracting  are  unlimited,  contract  binielf   j 
out  of  the  right  of  resorting,  as  against  the  aangaee  of 
the  creditor,  to  his  equities  against  the  creditor  himelf,   : 
yet  I  am  not  satisfied  that  the  mere  power  of  iooisi   ^ 
debentures  would  authorise  the  directors  of  a  campse;to   j 
bind  the  company  at  large  by  any  such  contrtct.''   E<    . 
then  goes  on  to  discuss  the  agreement  and  the  iMoe  ot  ' 
the  debentures.    He  continued,  "  They  are  payaU*  to  ■ 
bearer,  and  the  object  and  intention  of  the  partita  n  . 
making  them  so  payable  was,  no  doubt,  to  give  to  u;  '. 
person  taking  them  the  right  of  resorting  for  pajmal 
directly  to  the  obligors,  without  regard  to  any  eqiiitin  • 
that  might  exist  between  them  and  the  original  obliges-' 
After  thus  intimating  bis  opinion  that  there  waanoltfC 
privity  except  between  the  oompimy  and  Messrs.  BlabI; 
and  Dent,  and  that  qM&  bond  or  debenture  to  bearat  the  ; 
instrument  was  wholly  void  at  law,  yet  even  oa  thii  j 
assumption  he  held  that  the  right  to  this  mon^yns  \ 
assignable  in  equity;  "and  though,"  he  said,  "in  the  . 
absence  of  anything  more  than  a  mere  assignment,  the 
assignee  would   take  subject  to  the  equities  eziiSiD; 
between  the  original  parties,  I  am  of  opinion  ihstthete 
is  nothing  inequitable  in  allowing  the  debtor  in  an  obli- 
gation to  contract  with  his   creditor  that  he  will  not 
avail  himself  of  any  such  equities,  that  he  will  paj  the 
amount  due  on  the  obligation  to  the  assignee  of  the  c»- 
ditor  (whether  he  be  such  assignee  by  instmmeat  ia 
writing  or  by  mere  delivery  of  Ute  obligation)  without 
regard  to  any  such  equities;  and  I  have  already  said  tbtt. 
in  my  opinion,  the  Blakely  Ordnance  Company  hare  » 
oonkraoted."    With  deference  to  the  grreat  auth(Hi^  jart 
cited  we  must  confess  our  belief  that  this  decision  intio- 
dnced  a  novel  and  very  strange  doctrine  into  the  courts 
of  equity  ;  and  we  oannot  help  observing  tliat  there  is 
some  confusion  of  thought,  between  the  undoubted  r>(b( 
of  A.,  being  «ui  jurii  and  competent  to  contract,  to  tslesM 
B.  and  his  assigns  from  any  equitable  daims  B.  may  han 
in  respect  of  a  certain  matter,  and  the  mnoh  more  q*** 
tionable  proposition  that  B.  may  in  equity  atipnbta  ia 
favour  of  his  unnamed  auignt  for  a  privilege  whiek  h» 
does  not  olaim   himself,  and  carry  this  stipnlataoe  iai* 
effect  by  an  iaatrament  ■'  to  bearer"  which  is  mrtbyaoy 
general  custom  of  merchants  deemed  negotiable.     We  eoa- 
fess  that  nothing  but  the  very  high  authority  by  whiA 
this  decision  was  pronounced,  and  supportedas  ic  is  b7  ^^ 
dictum  of  the  other  very  high  authority  abore  mentioaed^ 
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in  He  Agra  and  2t(Uterma*'»  Baiih  eaie,  could  indaoe  aa 
to  belitTe  that  the  dootrine  in  qaeation  is  oonaJatant  with 
the  ettablished  prinoiples  of  mercantile  law,  by  which 
Cborta  of  Equity  no  leaa  than  Ooorta  of  Law  are  in  the 
btbit  of  being  goreined. 

Sinoe  the  deoiaion  In  H»  Blakely  Ordnanet  Company 
it  tppeua  to  hare  been  assumed  by  the  Equity  Oonits  that 
1  oompsny  aimed  by  its  constitution  with  special  powers 
for  that  purpose  may  issue  these  new-fangled  instruments 
ailed  dtitnturei  to  hearer,  so  as  in  the  hands  of  bond 
Ue  holders  for  ralne  to  be  free  from  what  are  called  the 
qoities  between  the  oompanyandthe  parties  to  whom  these 
Dstmmenta  were  in  the  first  instance  issued,  and  the  only 
olita  which  hare  been  serionsly  debated  in  the  later  cases 
are  related  to  the  question  whether  or  not  the  intention 
jeonfer  such  special  power  on  the  company  is  expressed 
rith  rafBoient  oleamess  in  the  constitution  of  the  com- 
tsy— that  is  to  say,  in  the  memorandnm  and  articles  of 
isociation.  It  seems  necessarily  to  follow  that  any 
idiridaal  being  of  full  capacity  to  contract  may  issue  a 
miiar  document  so  as  to  hare  in  equity  the  like  privi- 
ge;  since  it  cannot  be  supposed  that  a  company,  by 
rtoe  merely  of  its  having  been  constituted  under  the 
impaniea  Act  (which  contains  no  special  provision  on 
e  sabject  in  question)  can  either  legally  or  equitably 
I  that  which  an  individual  of  full  capacity  could  not 
.  For  it  has  never  been  suggested  that  the  novel  kind 
Mcurity  in  question,  when  issued  by  a  company,  has 
yldnd  of  sanction  in  the  general  nsage  of  merchants; 
d  indeed  we  conceive  that  those  who  are  accustomed  to 
>1  in  the  best  class  of  commercial  paper  know  very 
Ue  about  the  securities  we  are  writing  of. 
This  logical  consequence  was,  however,  evaded  in  the 
w  of  Graham  t.  Johnion  (L.  B.  8  Bq.  86,  17  W.  R. 
}),  on  the  ground  that  the  intention  was  not  expressed 
:tbe  face  of  the  bond  or  debenture  iteelf.  The  further 
ftlopmeut  of  the  doctrine  of  '*  equitable  negociability," 
tlie  privileges  which,  according  to  the  Blaheley 
■iMnee  eau,  may  be  conferred  upon  debentures  payable 
bearer,  and  the  more  recent  cases  bearing  on  the  point 
1  be  considered  in  our  next. 


RECENT  DECISIONS. 


EQUITY. 

'tsxm  TO  Settlb  aftbb-aoquibbdFbopebty  ovub 
Specified  Amoust. — Sums  sktkballt  less,  but 
i  the  aoobboate  aubateb  than  the  specified 

MOnilT. 

Bower  t.  Smith,  M.  B.,  19  W.  B.  399. 
pvenants  to  settle  after-acquired  property  are  capable 
inag  rise  to  many  difficult  qneeUons,  most  of  which 
t  discussed  in  a  ooaple  of  articles  in  our  columns  (14 
i  4, 24).  It  is  advisable  in  framing  covenants  of 
kind  to  insert  tome  limit  of  amount,  below  which  the 
nant  is  not  to  take  effect ;  the  effect  of  omitting  this 
t  might  be  awkward.  In  Fyfe  v.  Arbuthnot,  (6  W. 
93 ;  1  D.  O.  &  J.,  406)  the  blank  after  the  £  had 
lieen  filled  in,  and  Lord  Cranworth  held  the  conse- 
loe  to  be  that  every  eapital  sum,  not  to  be  enjoyed  as 
ne,  wonld  be  bound  by  the  covenant  to  settle.  One 
l>e  questions  which  arise  under  these  covenants  is,  in 
we  of  more  than  one  sum  falling  in  at  the  same  time, 
« the  aggregate  exceeds  the  settlement  limit,  though 
Huns  individually  are  below  it;  so  that  the  doubt  ia 
i — whether  or  no  the  sums  are  fur  the  purposes  of  the 
lant,  to  be  reckoned  i  n  the  aggregate,  so  as  to  attach  to 
I  the  obligation  of  settlement.  Ia  Jia  Hoopen'  Trutti, 
'.  B.  710)  the  covenant  was  as  to  property  to  which 
or  husband  in  her  right  should  "  at  anytime  during 
overture"  become  entitled:  the  limit  was  ^£600:  the 
1  mother  dy  in  g  dnrin  g  the  coverture,  the  wife  thereupon 
ne  entitled  to  receive,  besides  a  legacy  over  £600  be- 
^ed  by  her  mother,  a  sum  of  £200  stock  of  which  the 
erfaadbeen  life-tenant  under  a  settlementmade  before 
Bansge.    Vice-Chancellor  Stuart  held  tbnt  the  words 


"  at  any  time  "  clearly  meant, "  at  any  one  time,  and  from 
any  one  source  ;*  and  therefore  as  the  £500  and  the  £200 
stock  did  not  proceed  from  the  same  source,  they  were 
not  to  be  aggregated  ;  and  coitsequently  the  iE200  stock 
escaped  settlement.    In  R»  Middleton'i  Will  (16  W.  B. 

1107)  the  description  was  "  all  property which 

should  at  the  time  when  the  same  should  re3i>eotivoV 
devolve  npon  or  vest,  ka.,  exceed  the  amount  or  value  ot' 
j^SOO."  The  wife  took  a  legacy  of  £200  under  a  will, 
and  under  the  same  will  a  share  of  residue  of  more  than 
£500.  Vice-Obancellor  CKffard  held  that  the  £200  legacy 
was  not  to  be  settled  ;  he  considered  that  the  legacy  and 
the  share  of  residue,  though  vested  at  the  same  time 
and  under  the  same  instrument,  were  held  by  different 
titles. 

In  the  present  case,  the  wording  of  the  covenant 
was  practically  for  this  purpose  tiie  same  as  in  the 
last  cane,  the  limits  being  ;£500  ;  and  here  the  parties 
expressly  endeavoured,  and  upon  Lord  Bomilly's  decision 
successfully,  to  evade  the  covenant.  The  wife's  father 
by  his  will,  after  reciting  that  he  wished  to  g^ve  to  his 
daughter  without  the  obligation  of  settlement  attaching, 
gave  her  an  absolute  power  of  appointment  over  a  sum 
of  more  than  £5,500.  The  wife  then,  by  eleven  separate 
deeds,  appointed  in  her  own  favour  eleven  separate  sums 
of  £499  198.  lid.  a-pieoe.  The  Master  of  the  BolUi, 
going  a  little  further  than  yice-Chanoellor  Stuart  in 
Re  Hooper'i  Tnati  [vbi  tup,)  held  that  the  words  "  nt 
one  and  the  same  time  and  from  one  and  the  same 
source"  must  be  supplied;  and  the  several  sums,  he  said, 
conld  not  be  considered  as  aooming  at  the  same  time, 
though  some  of  the  deeds  were  executed  on  the  same 
day.  The  case  was  not  argued;  the  parties  only  desiring, 
in  order  to  secure  the  trustees,  to  take  the  opinion  of  the 
Court  on  the  validity  of  this  piece  of  conveyancing. 

It  is  as  well,  however,  to  bear  in  mind  that  as  to  sums 
accmed  before  the  marriage  when,  as  is  generally  the 
case,  the  covenant  embraces  such,  there  is  much  more 
reason  in  favour  of  the  aggregation.  Although  there 
might  be  an  inconvenience  in  aggregating  smaU  sums 
aooming  after  ihe  marriage,  it  is  perfectly  reasonable 
to  assume  the  intention  to  have  been  that,  as  to  sums 
actually  existing  at  the  date  of  the  marriage,  their  sum 
total  at  that  date  should  be  the  test.  In  fact,  in  Re 
Machenzie'e  Settlement  (15  W.  B.  662,  L.  B.  2  Oh.  845), 
the  Lords  Justices  inclined  to  hold  that  in  such  a  case 
sums  accrued  at  the  same  time,  through  the  same  in- 
strument, but  under  different  titles,  ought  to  be  aggre- 
gated. ^___ 

Adyebse  Posbubiok  of  Vaoaiit  Lahd,  taken  by 

Bailwat  Coupant. 

Re  BolHnticorth,  V.O.S.  19  W.E.  581. 

During  nineteen  years  the  petitioner  had  been  in  pos- 
session of  a  vacant  plot  ot  ground,  and  he  was  in  the  wav 
to  acquire  a  title  by  adverse  possession  when  his  posaessiou 
was  interrupted  by  a  railway  company,  who  took  the  plot  ot 
ground  under  their  compulsory  powers,  and  paid  the  pur- 
chase money  into  Court.  After  the  purchase  money  had  lam 
a  year  in  Court,  unclaimed  by  anybody  else,  HoIlinawortU 
petitioned  that  it  might  be  paid  ont  to  him  as  entitled 
thereto  by  adverse  possession.  Upon  principle  we  shimld 
shonld  have  thought  that  he  was  entitled  to  it,  for 
that  if  the  railway  company  had  not  taken  the  land,  hia 
title  wonld  by  that  time  have  become  complete  by  ad- 
verse possession,  and  the  Lands  Clanaes  Act  throughout 
regards  as  entitled  to  the  purchase  money  the  person 
who  wonld  have  been  entitled  to  the  land.  Bat 
the  Vice-Cbauoellor  held  that  the  taking  by  the  company 
operated  as  a  disoontinuanoe  of  his  inchoate  title,  and 
that  as  be  had  no  title  at  all  to  the  land  at  the  time 
when  it  was  taken,  he  had  no  title  to  the  purchase 
money,  though  the  time  limited  by  statute  3  jc  4  Will 
4.  c,  27,  s.  2,  had  run  in  the  meantime.  His  Honour  also 
held  that  upon  the  true  construction  of  section  79  of  the 
Lands  Clauses  Act,  the  petitioner  was  not  in  the  possession 
of  the  lands  as  the  owner  thereof,  or  in  receipt  of   the 


Digitized  by 


Google 


576 


THE  SOLICITORS'  JOURNAL  &  REPORTER.  June  10,  im. 


rent  of  snoh  lands  as  being  entitled  thereto  at  the 
timn  of  xnoh  lands  being  pnrohased  or  taken.  The 
petitioner,  aoooiding  to  His  Hononr,  had  nothing  bat  a 
bare  possession  at  the  time  of  the  land  being  taken, 
and  therefore  he  was  not  in  possession  as  owner.  Bnt 
snrely  the  person  who  is  in  receipt  of  the  rents  and 
profits  of  land  without  paying  rent  for  it  to  any  other 
person  is  in  possession  "  as  owner  "  or  "  as  being  en- 
titled thereto  "  ?  The  possession  meant  by  the  Act  seems 
to  ns  to  be  a  possession  de  facto.  The  person  in  posses- 
sion as  owner  is  to  be  treated  aooording  to  the  statnte, 
as  being  the  person  entitled  to  land  until  the  contrary 
be  shewn.  Bat  who  is  to  shew  the  contrary  ?  The 
real  owner,  if  he  comes  forward.  Bat  if  he  does  not 
come  forward,  is  the  Court  to  interfere  and  refuse  to 
pay  the  purchase  money  to  the  person  who  wonid,  by 
adverse  possession,  hare  become  entitled  to  the  land, 
if  it  had  not  been  taken  ?  The  decision  seems  to  ns 
questionable. 


COMMON  LAW. 


Patueki  of  Debt  bt  Stbanoeb. 
Walter  r.  Jamet,  Ex.,  19  W.  E.  472. 

The  general  aspect  of  the  question — can  a  stranger 
pay  another  man  debt  ?  has  recently  been  exhibited  in 
this  journal  (at  p.  469),  and  the  view  taken  by  our  own 
law  contrasted  with  that  of  foreign  systems.  Here  we 
only  deal  with  the  ease  cited  in  its  practical  bearings. 
The  deoision  is  not  a  dear  one;  being  oompUoated  by 
the  question  of  mistake,  and  obscnred  by  some  donbt  as 
to  the  facts  relatiog  to  the  payment.  What  is  dear 
however,  is,  that  a  person  whose  authority  had  been  to 
his  knowledge  revoked  by  the  defendant  (the  debtor)  | 
paid  the  debt,  but  afterwards,  and  before  any  adoption 
of  his  act  by  the  debtor  obtained  repayment  from  the 
creditor,  who  now  brought  the  action  against  the  debtor, 
treating  the  debt  as  still  due.  The  Conrt  was  to  be  at 
liberty  to  draw  infemnoes  of  fact,  and  the  Chief  Baron 
drew  the  inference  that,  although  the  stranger  who  in 
this  case  paid  the  debt  knew  that  he  had  not  the  defen- 
dants antiiority  to  make  the  payment,  yet  he  assumed, 
and  the  plaintiff  (the  creditor),  supposed  him  to  hare 
suoh  authority. 

He  grounded  his  dedsion  that  the  plaintiff  oould  re- 
cover in  part,  at  least,  upon  this  mistake  of  the  creditor, 
holding  Uiat  the  plaintiff  on  disoorering  this  error  was 
entitled  to  return  the  money  and  apply  to  the  debtor  for 
payment,  and  holding  further,  tiiat  on  repudiation  by 
the  debtor  of  the  stranger's  act  (whioh  was  nerer,  in 
fact,  made),  the  stranger  would  hare  been  entitled  to 
recorer  bade  the  money  from  the  creditor.  The  first  part 
of  this  holding  amounts  to  saying,  that  the  creditor — who 
had  received  the  money  and  thereby  accepted  performance 
of  the  obligation  under  a  mistaken  belief  that  the  money 
came  from  his  debtor — was  not  bonnd  by  his  acceptance, 
or  more  properly  that  he  had  not  made  any  acceptance 
at  all.  The  second  part  of  the  holding  appears  to  give 
the  go-by  to  the  question  of  mistake,  and  to  lay  down 
that  if  the  debtor  repudiates  the  payment,  the  stranger 
can  at  onoe  recorer  back  the  money  from  the  creditor, 
notwithstanding  that  the  creditor  received  it  in  perfect 
good  faith,  that  he  makes  no  attempt  to  sne  the  debtor, 
and  that  the  stranger  was  himself  nnder  no  mistake  of 
fact  at  all,  but  only  entertained  a  mistaken  anticipation, 
Keither  holding  is  necessary  if  the  case  is  put  on  the 
simple  ground  stated  by  Baron  Martin,  that  if  a  stranger 
pay  the  debt  at  agent  for  the  debtor,  and  intending  to 
be  repaid,  bnt  without  any  actual  authority,  nothing  is 
effected  by  the  operation,  bnt  it  is  competent  to  the  credi- 
tor and  the  stranger  to  nndo  the  inchoate  transaction  by  a 
return  of  the  money  at  any  time  before  ratifieation  hy  the 
debtor.  This  last  proposition  is  entirely  in  accordance 
with  the  principle  of  contract  and  agency  law,  and  with 
common  sense.  To  hold  the  contrary  would  be  to  say 
that  the  debtor,  without  any  consideration  moving  from 
him  either  to  the  stranger  or  to  his  creditor,  without  any 


oontraot,  agreement  or  power  made  or  gins  ^  Uats 
or  with  either  of  them,  and  withoathiipoeitionleiiijii 
any  way  altered,  obtains  by  the  mere  act  <A  pijneatt 
rested  right  to  adopt  it,  whioh  cannot  be  deieriidlijttt 
subsequent  acts  of  the  stranger  and  the  oteditK  vk 
were  the  only  parties  to  the  transaction.  TheasljotlKt 
way  of  arguing  the  case  is  to  say,  that  I7  t  kinl  t! 
magical  operation,  the  money  croesing  the  cnditoi^pilB 
works  a  discharge,  or  that  it  was  so  held  in  BsduIit. 

Now,  if  the  Roman  law  averted  a  haidihip  itiiii 
English  law    and  the  logic  of  oontraots  iiifiiet,ti(K 
would  be  some  reason  to  adopt  it.    Bat  Uiii  canotk 
shown ;  the  debtor,  who  either  is  ignorant  or  repidia^ 
is  not  hurt;  the  stranger  who  knowingly  paji  rSkt, 
authority  is  not  hurt;  for  if  the  debtor  repadittai  nl 
the  creditor  will  not  rettim  the  money,  either  tbeitoafs 
oan  sne  the  creditor  for  it  (as  the  Chief  BaroDtluib|«, 
if  not,  he  oan  sne  the  debtor  in  the  creditor*!  iuiie,ai 
the  debtor  cannot  set  up  as  against  him  a  payment  lUi 
he  has  repudiated,  or,  if  he  does,  he  will  latil;  tkt  ict 
and  thereby  make  himself  liable  directly  to  tbe  statio. 
The  creditor  is  not  hurt,  if  (as  seems  the  mm  k{ial 
conclusion)  he  is  entitled  to  keep  the  moa^  vUi  It 
has  reoeired  in  good  faith  from  the  stranger,  v^  pd 
it  under  no  mistake,  and  performs  the  oonsidentinhr 
whioh  the  stranger  paid  it  by  not  suing  the  debtor,  (k 
the  other  hand  there  certainly  would  be  a  hardship,  ii  !< 
if  the  opposite  rule  were  adopted ;  for  then  th«  itcup, 
who  paid  in  the  expeotation  of  repayment,  would  hin  M 
means  at  all  of  recouping  himself,  since  the  pafmeitl^ 
ing  roluntary  he  could  not  sue  the  debtor  for  vte 
benefit  it  was  done,  but  who  might  now  repadiite  tl' 
agency  while  he  kept  the  benefit;  nor  oaaldbiin(j 
himself  of  the  creditor's  name,  since  the  debt  bdif  A>| 
charged  no  cause  of  action  wotild  remain. 

The  question  has  been  treated,  and  it  was  tn*'*^ 
the  Conrt,  as  one  of  agency.    If,  howerer,  the  |itj^ 
were  by  way  of  gift  what  oonseqoence  sroold  foflo'l 
Even  here  it  wonld  be  hard  to  show  that  withostik 
tion  by  the  debtor,  the  payment  wonld  disdutgeU 
No  man  can  be  compelled  to  accept  a  gift;  and  iltkn 
the  presumption  of  acceptance   of  a   benefit  i>  km 
made,  it  can  soarody  be  made  if  the  pema  boi^ 
does  not  know  of  its  existence.     As  long  then  u  • 
debtor  is  ignorant  of  the  payment,  the  gift  it  ^'"'"^ 
incomplete,  for  it  cannot  be  said  that  the  oredito  ii 
agent  to   accept  it.       So  long,  therefore,  it  weal  \ 
partiM  to  the  transaction  oan  undo  it^  though  tin  te 
oannot  reclaim  the  money.     When  known  to  tba  M 
he  may  well  be  held  to  hare  aooepted  unless  he  be 
to  hare  repudiated  it.    If  he  repudiates  it,  the  H 
are  in  the  same  position  as  in  the  oase  first  euppoMJ; 
creditor  may  sue,  bnt,   if  he  sues,  the  oonsidentits  I 
which,  as  between  them,  the  stntnger  paid  it  hit  tf 
and  the  stranger  may  recorer  baok  the  money.   1M 
least,  seems  in  accordance  with  the  principles  of  ii',i 
produces  no  hardship  on  any  one.     It  may  be  sdMi 
the  case  contemplated  by  the  Bonum  law  in  tk«  pi* 
relied  on  is  that  of  grift  and  not  of  assumed  agas7,l 
they  hare,  therefore,  no  application  to  the  case  apa 
riew  of  the  facts  taken  by  the  Onort. 


Bakkeuptct  op  the  late  Cotmrr  Cocw  Jc«« 
Nbwoastlb. — Tne  first  meeting  of  creditors  <rf  the  » 
William  Blanshard,  Esq.,  late  County  Oomt  JWf«* 
Newcastle-on-Tyne,  district,  was  hdd  at  York  »■• 
of  June,  when  it  was  agreed  to  accept  a  tiuiii|i<wh'iTrt«fl 
in  the  pound,  to  be  paid  out  of  the  retiiiiig  *11<'*^'!'{ 
receired  by  the  bankrupt,  there  being  nomiaaBy  n*'' 
Bankruptcy  Act  no  assets. 

A  baznar  in  aid  of  the  funds  of  the  Nattgnal  OdM 
Hospital  Qreat  Portland-street  and  BolsoveMtrsA  ^ 
most  of  the  committee  of  which  are  la»y*i  J 
be  held  at  the  Hanover-square  Rooms  on  tbe  IJth  ai-  M 
proximo,  nnder  the  patronage  of  the  Prince*  Lmis'.  ] 
Duchess  of  Cambridge,  the  Princen  and  Friace  Xect. 
&c. 
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KEVIEWS. 

i  Cm/rnidiuin  of  tht  Law  of  Landlord  and  Ttntnt.  By 
WauAX  MrroHin  Fawcstt,  B&rrister-at-Law. 
London :  Batterworthi.    1871.    Prioe  l^i. 

I  Xmml  of  tht  Law  of  Landlord  and  Tenant.  Bf  Hoiud 
Smith  and  Thoilu  Spooxer  Sodbn,  Baurriaten -at-Law. 
Edited  by  Lewis  W.  Cavb,  Barri«ter-at-Law,  editor  of 
"Bom's  Justice,"  &c  London :  DaTis  ft  Son.  1871. 
FHcel^s. 

The  tppearanee  of  these  two  works  on  the  same  snbjeot, 

0  Bsirly  limaltaDeoasIy,  has  oonsiderabhr  added  to  the 
ifficalty  of  the  task  of  reriewing  them.  The  aims  of  the 
Npectire  anthers  seem  identicia,  and  the  modes  in  which 
bqr  hsre  carried  them  oat  are  very  similar.  The  size  and 
lioe  of  the  books  sM  die  same ;  they  each  meet  an  admitted 
rut^Tiz,  of  a  work  on  the  subject  more  complete  for 
nctical  purposes  than  Smith,  and  less  eUib<»ate  and  ex- 
ennre  (we  might,  perhaps,  add,  less  oonfased  in  its  arrange- 
Mot)  than  WoodfaE  On  the  whole  the  work  in  each  is 
rdl  sxecnted.  Under  these  cironmstancas,  probably,  if 
iSier  work  hod  been  issued  before  the  otiier  had  been 
ntten,  it  wonld  have  made  a  reputation,  which  would  not 
tre  been  challenged  by  so  direct  a  competitor  as  it  has  now 
Mt  with.  As  it  is,  however,  Mr.  Fawcetfs  work  was  only 
ned  a  fortnight  or  so  before  the  other,  which  had  then 
eoi  for  some  time  advertised  ;  thus  neither  had  a  sub- 
antial  advantage  over  the  other,  and  they  start  fairly  in 
IS  competition  which  has  become  inevitable  between  them, 
fe  ahould  be  glad  to  recommend  each  of  them  to  our 
•den,  and  we  do  now  recommend  both  to  all  who  wish 
tUvea  very  complete  library.  We  are  bound,  however, 
icsndoor  to  say  that  they  are  so  very  similar  that  very 

•  penoDs  are  likely  to  care  to  possess  both.  Under  these 
Ruiistances,  notwithstanding  the  proverbial  odium  of 
■jurisoos,  we  ate  compelled  to  review  the  two  together, 
ub^  so  doing  we  hope  that— although  we  ourselves  have 
«  inaUa  to  come  to  the  conolnsion  that  eiUier  is 
■tied  to  any  decided  preference  over  the  other— yet  we 
ffte  able  to  assist  oar  readers  in  deciding  which  of  the 
Mb  most  likely  to  meet  their  own  particular  wants, 
wihertness  we  shall  speak  of  the  second  work  in  dato 

1  publication  as  Mr.  Cave's,  as  it  appears  from  tho  preface 
•tthe  scheme  and  design  of  the  work  are  his,  although 
«n  prataire  of  other  business  he  was  nnable  to  carry  it 
(entirely  himself. 

^  prmdra^  thing  that  strikes  ns  with  regard  to  Mr. 
••Mtf  s  book  IS  the  extreme  terseness  and  verbal  accuracy 

ttelanguajte  employed.  It  would  seem  that  the  author 
w  have  revised  it  prob«bly  more  than  once,  striking;  out  all 
MSI  words,  and  wherever  possible  making  one  do  t£e  work 
AwL  ^  '.*""  '^■P*''*  ^°  •«'»  *  °"»'  laudable  example  to 
»Dook  writers  ;  at  the  same  time,  brevity  may  become 
Watf.  We  have  not  found  any  passages'  in  Mr.  Faw. 
*•  look  which  oonld  be  misonderstood  by  anyone  who 
4«OT  reasonable  knowledge  of  the  subject,  or  which  can 
ny  oe  said  to  bo  obscure ;  but  there  are  piigaages  which,  we 
ak,  to  anyone  who  knew  little  of  the  matter  on  which  he 
•webng  fpr  information,  and  read  them  at  all  hastily, 
pit  conv^  an  impression  contrarv  to,  or  at  least  diflFerent 
■.what  Mr.  Fawcett  means  to  state  as  the  law.  The 
•"I'yning  of  the  words  used  by  him  must  dways  be 
Jned,  and  the  whole  carefully  attributed  to  them,  or  the 
wrmayloee  something  which  is  meant  to  be  conveyed, 
1  will  be  apt  afterwards  on  ascertaining  his  mistake  to 
1^  Mr.  Fawcett  of  doing  what  in  a  witn<ws  would  be 
W  swearing  by  the  card.  Another  respect  in  which 
°«>hJiig  seems  to  have  been  lost  by  the  desire  for  brevity 
tut  what  the  author  calls  matters  of  merely  historical 
■"^rt  have  been  systematically  omitted.  Here  again  wo 
••We  the  author's  intention  and  object,  but  fancy  that  he 
ffflsome  cases  treated  matters  as  being  merely  of  idistorical 
■Wst  which  really  are  extremely  valuable  as  elucidating 
'present  law.  Bepealed  statutes  and  feudal  doctrines 
"oed  obsolete  by  statute  or  otherwise  cannot  even  now 

entirely  disregarded  without  a  risk  of  causiog,  if  not  a 
*>PpRhension  of  the  present  law.  at  all  events  such  a 
"ondentsnding  of  its  reasons  and  foundation  as  to  make 

*  »eiy  likdy  to  misapply  it.  To  take  an  illustration ;  Mr. 
wcett  no  where  we  believe  states  the  common  law  doctrine 
I*  *  distress  is  a  insre_  pledge,  and  that  it  could  not  be 
^^  disposed  of.  It  is  true  that  in  stating  the  manner  in 
"^  it  may  now  he  sold,  he  discloses  that  the  power  to  do 


this  is  oonfiemd  hy  statate,  and  probably  a  reader  might 
draw  the  right  inwenoe  flmn  this  fact.  It  is^  however,  not 
impoaaible  that  he  might  infer  that  the  statute  merely 
imposed  restrictions  on  the  powers  which  the  Umdlord  pre- 
viously had  of  disposing  of  the  distress,  by  requiring 
appraisement,  fto.  Tliis  qaestion  of  the  landlord's  position 
independently  of  the  statnto  it  oertainly  not  a  matter  of 
m«r»  historical  interest,  inasmuch  as  the  decision  of  cases  in 
which  the  statate  has  not  been  complied  with  is  governed' 
by  it  We  give  this  as  an  instance  of  an  omission  by  Mr. 
Fawcett  to  state  distinctly  an  elementary  proposition, 
and  probably  other  similar  omiwions  might  be  fonnd. 
We  believe,  however,  that  if  there  axe  any  other  oases 
they  are  all  of  a  similar  kind,  that  is  to  say,  they  oonld 
midead  no  one  who  had  any  knowledge  at  sil  upon  the 
snbjeot.  Inasmuch,  however,  as  the  greatest  complaint  we 
have  to  make  against  the  book  is  vaak  brevity  has  been 
rather  too  mneh  studied,  our  readers  will  gather  that  the 
amount  of  information  compressed  into  the  book  is  very 
large.  The  plan  of  the  book  is  extremely  good,  and  the 
arrangement  adopted  has  enabled  the  author  to  put  together 
in  one  place  the  whole  of  the  law  on  any  particular  branch 
of  the  subject,  and  ^to  avoid  repetitions.  Thus,  not  only 
is  it  easy  to  find  what  the  aathor  has  to  say  on  any  por- 
ticular  point,  but  when  we  have  found  a  reference  to  it  in 
one  place  we  may  be  satisfied  that  we  have  found  all  the 
book  oontains  upon  the  point.  In  this  respect,  though 
probably  from  its  smaller  size  it  must  contain  less  informal 
tion  than  Woodfall,  it  will  he  found  far  more  convenient  for 
ordinary  use  than  that  treatise,  in  which  repetitions  are  so 
frequent  that  a  hasty  searcher  osually  fails  to  find  anything 
like  all  that  is  contained  in  it  upon  his  point.  The  excel- 
lence of  the  work  in  this  respect  will  make  it  most  conve- 
nient for  noting  new  cases,  as  the  right  place  for  inserting 
them  will  be  found  without  difficulty.  Moreover,  every 
possible  assistance  by  marginal  notes,  index,  headings  of 
chapters,  &&,  is  given  for  finding  the  contents  of  the  book. 

Mr,  Cave's  book  is  also  well  arranged  and  well  indexed  ; 
and  it  is  probably  owing  to  the  fact  of  the  joint  authorship 
rather  than  to  any  defect  in  the  plan  that  we  find  far  more 
repetitions  than  in  Mr.  Fawcett  s  work,  and  more  oases  in 
which  the  whole  law  on  any  one  point  has  to  be  looked  for, 
not  in  one  place,  but  in  several.  In  this  respect,  therefore, 
Mr.  Fawcetfs  book  has  an  advantage ;  but  there  are  others 
in  which  Mr.  Cave's  tekes  the  lead.  Thus,  certainly  more 
explanation  is  given  of  the  reasons  of  the  law,  thereby  mate- 
rially assisting  the  reader  in  its  appUoatien  to  cases  not  ex- 
pressly referred  to,  and  the  medium  between  giving  too  much 
and  too  little  history  seems  happily  hit  off.  Again,  we 
think  the  references  to  the  recent  cases  of  the  last  few  months 
iu^  rather  more  complete,  as  we  have  noticed  one 
or  two  given  by  Mr.  Cave  but  not  given  by  Mr.  Fawcett. 
It  so  happens,  however,  that  there  are  no  cases  on  the  sub- 
ject during  this  period  of  any  considerable  importance. 
Ag^n,  Mr.  Cave  givea  reference  to  some  2,000  as  against 
1,600  or  so,  referred  to  by  Mr.  Fawcett.  As  against  this, 
however,  it  is  only  fair  to  say  that  Mr.  Fawcett  probably 
gives  the  efiect  of  more  decisions,  as  ho  seldom  gives  in  his 
notes  long  strings  of  cases,  but  gives  only  those  which  really 
support  the  proposition  in  his  text,  occasionally  saying  ' '  see 
also  "  other  cases,  and  then  giving  reference  ta  cases  merely 
illnstrating  the  doctrine  stated.  In  Mr.  Cave's  book,  how- 
ever, we  find  many  instances  of  notes  containing  ten  to 
twenty  coses,  referred  to  as  authorities  for  some  complox 
proposition  in  the  text,  without  anything  to  point  out 
which  coses  prove  one  port  of  the  proposition  and  which 
another,  while  sometimes  the  whole  of  the  cases  will  be 
merely  illustrative  of  the  text,  and  not  direct  authorities  on 
the  point  at  all.  We  are  far  from  saying  that  such  references 
are  of  no  use,  but  it  is  certainly  more  convenient  to  distin- 
gniish  direct  authorities  and  cases  useful  as  illustrations. 

Mr.  Fawcett,  who  is  described  in  the  Law  Liit  as  a  con- 
veyancer, appears  to  have  tumod  his  attention  to  what  may 
bo  called  the  conveyancing  branch  of  the  subject  rather 
more  than  Mr.  Cavo  and  his  colleagues  have  done.  He 
gives  a  few  simple  forms,  both  at  the  end  of  his  book,  and 
in  the  notes  passim,  and  he  also  ^ves  in  an  extiWoly 
useful  and  convenient  way  tho  decisions  which  hava  been 
given  upon  particolar  clauses  in  leases  and  agreemente  (see 
pa^  195,  226, 233,  236).  Thus  there  is  some  giouad  for 
saying  that  Mr.  Fawoett's  book  would  be  more  uselul  to 
solicitors  and  others  who  have  to  prepare  leases  or  advise 
upon  their  effect ;  while  Mr.  Cave's  book  treate  rather  bettor, 
some  pointe  more  likely  to  arise  in  the  Common  Law  Courts 
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(notably  the  snlgect  of  distress),  and  therefore  might 
piohably  be  rather  the  better  suited  to  the  wants  of  practi- 
tionen  m  those  Courts.  On  the  whole  however,  as  we  hare 
said,  we  hare  been  unable  to  give  to  either  a  decided  pre- 
lereoee  over  the  other,  ALnost  everything  contained  in  the 
one  is  also  oontaioed  in  the  other,  and  both  are  as  fairly 
complete  as  their  size  and  space  admits  of.  If  Mr. 
Fawctttt  is  ever  found  to  mislead  it  will  be  by  his  too  great 
concitieaess,  or  iiorhaps  by  his  stating  too  positively  the  law 
on  a  point  on  which  there  is  really  some  doubt.  If  Mr. 
Cave  and  his  colleagues  are  found  to  mislead  it  will  most 
likely  be  by  the  way  in  whioh  they  refer  somewhat  at 
random  to  long  strings  of  cas?^.  as  authorities  for  the  pro- 
positions in  their  text,  or  bv  <u  Uicing  the  reader  of  some 
liassage  to  suppose  that  nothin;;  :nore  has  been  decided  than 
tt  there  stated  upon  the  subject  on  which  he  seeks  informa- 
tion, when  in  truth  not  only  have  there  been  other  decisions 
at  least  as  much  in  point,  but  other  decisions  which  are 
quoted  elsewhere  in  the  same  work. 

We  may  add  that  Mr.  Fawcett's  references  are  lumally 
fprea  to  two  sets  of  reports,  while  Mr.  Cave's  are  to  one 
only. 

Z*eturu  on  Hindu  Law.  By  Hbkbbbt  Cowsll,  harrister-at- 

law,  and  Tagore  Law  Professor.    Thaoker  &  Co. 
A»  Introduction  to  th»  Duties  of  Magiatratet  and  Jtuticet  of 

tlu  Feme  by  Sir  P.  Bensox  M^xwzll,  edited  by  J.  B. 

Dblvhs  Bbovorton,  Administrator-G^etal  of  Bengal. 

Thaoker  ft  Co. 

f  he  niton  d'etre  of  the  first  of  the  above  works  is  explained 
in  the  pre&ce.  Bahoo  Prosonoooomar  Tagore,  au  eminent 
Hindu  lawyer,  of  Calcutta,  who  died  a  short  time  since,  by  his 
will  made  provisions  for  the  appointment  of  a  law  professor, 
to  be  elected  by  the  Senate  of  the  University  of  Calcutta,  and 
to  be  called  the  "  Tagore  Law  Professor  "  who  "shdl  read 
or  deliver  yearly,  at  some  place  within  the  town  of  Calcutta, 
one  complete  course  of  law  lectures,  without  charge  to  the 
students  and  other  persons  who  may  attend  such  lectures." 
The  will  directed  the  lectures  to  be  printed  and  not 
less  than  SOO  copies  to  be  distributed  gratuitously.  Mr. 
Cowell  was  elected  the  first  professor,  and  the  Senate  to 
whom  the  duty  of  regulating  "  the  Idnd  of  law "  to  be 
taught  was  confided  by  the  testator,  selected  for  the  first 
year  the  Hindu  Law.  When  the  coarse  had  been  delivered  it 
was  published,  and  hence  the  work  under  notice.  The 
method  of  treatment  which  Mr.  Cowell  prescribed  for  him-, 
self  is  to  "  endeavour  in  the  first  place,  to  point  out  to  whom 
the  Hindu  law  applies,  and  under  what  circumstances  a 
man  ceases  to  be  amenable  to  it ;  then  to  look  at  the  general 
characteristics  of  the  community  which  is  governed  by  it ; 
and,  lastly,  to  trace  the  steps  by  which  that  law,  as  it  is  ad- 
ministered at  the  present  day,  has  been  developied  irom  the 
primeval  code."  The  lectures  contained  in  the  work  under 
notice,  deal  chiefly  with  two  important  questions — the  Hindu 
family  and  adoption. 

The  second  course  will,  it  is  announced,  be  devoted  to  the 
Hindu  law  of  inheritance  and  saccession.  The  work  under 
notice  is  a  model  of  what  a  treatise  on  Hindu  law  should  be, 
for  it  is  readable  in  style,  exhaustive  in  treatment,  and,  so 
far  as  we  have  tested,  correct  in  its  le^  propositions.  We 
can  cordially  recommend  it,  especially  to  those  oom- 
meacing  the  study  of  the  subject.  It  is  impossible  in  the 
limited  space  at  our  disposal  to  attempt  oven  to  sketch  out 
tbc  mode  of  treatment  of  any  one  subject.  The  Hinda 
family  system,  to  which  much  attention  has  been  drawn  by 
Mr.  Mame'a  recent  writings,  is  treated  of  in  six  chapters,  the 
last  of  which  is  devoted  to  the  Hindu  widow.  Here  is 
pointed  out  the  change  efiiected  in  the  position  of  a  Hindu 
'vidow  by  the  altered  form  in  which  the  Hindu  law  is  ad- 

linistered  by  the  Anglo-Indian  Court.  Not  only  is  the 
i>  :cond  marriage  of  a  Hindu  widow  expressly  legalized  by 
■ '  n  act  of  the  Indian  Legislative  Council,  but  it  has  been 
t'le  tendency  of  the  Anglo-Indian  Courts  to  protect  the  in- 
ilividnal  freedom  of  Hindu  widows  instead  of  enforcing  that 
dependence  upon  their  relatives  which  was  of  the  essence  of 
the  old  Hindu  law. 

Sir.  P.  B.  Maxwell's  book,  which  has  been  ably  edited 
by  Ifr.  Broughton,  is  one  which  must  be  found 
most  useAil  by  every  magistrate  in  India,  and  should, 
thet«foT«,  form  a  component  part  of  his  law  library.  To 
English  readers  it  is  only  interesting  as  enabling  them  to 
ascertain  what  are  the  difierenoes  between  tiie  powers  and 
duties  of  Indian  magistrates  and  those  of  English  magistrates, 
and  alao  to  a  certain  extent  the  difference  between  th« 


Indian  Criminal  Law  and  the  Knglish  Criminal  lav.  ^gt 
the  least  interesting  portion  of  the  book  from  thia  he  (got 
of  view  at  the  present  time  is,  that  treating  of  Um  tootiig  ■ 
which  extradition  stands  in  India.  Extnditionii  gunned  ii 
India  by  Act  VII.  of  1851,  which,  among  other  tiiiofi, 
gives  to  all  foreign  governments  tiie  right  of  deanfiii 
the  extradition  of  a  criminal  charged  with  i  "iaxm 
offence."  A  catalogne  of  "heinous  offences"  ii  ginsii 
the  21st  section  of  the  Act,  and  then  the  22adsediaoa}i 
that  the  term  "  heinous  offence  "  shall  inclade  ia  Mim 
to  the  crimes  enumerated  in  section  21  "any  offon en- 
prised  in  the  extradition  treaty  between  the  Cnvn  i 
Indian  Qovemment,  and  the  foreign  Pover  m^ing  b 
requisition,  and  any  other  offenses,  which,  in  thg  jodpa! 
of  the  Local  Oovemment  which  receives  thereqiiiiila,ii 
serious  or  aggravated,  and  foe  whioh  the  aocoud  oooUact 
be  tried  in  Indi»  under  Act  1  of  1849,  •.  2S." 

La  Sevue  Legale,  Recueil  de  Jnrispradence  et  d'imli.  T4 

2.     Fevrier,  1871.    Ko.  9.     Editeurs  proprietaim  1 

Mathieu,  Sh6rif ;  A.  Germain,  Avocat     Atdiet  T^^ 

graphique  de  la  Revue  Legale.  Sorel. 

We  have  received  the  February  number  of  tiuiCusbi 

law  magazine.     It  contains  about  one  hundred  smaDodtn 

pages,  and  comprises  an  instalment  ota  commentaijiuitk 

code  civil  of  Lower  Canada,  by  Judge  Loranger;  u  iisal- 

ment  of  a  tract  on  the  duties  of  sheriffs,  by  U.  UatUn, 

who  is  sheriff  of  Richelieu  •,  and  some  decisions  o(  theki 

courts,  the  principal  of  which,  a  tithe  case^  we  htRfwl 

interesting. 

A  Oonciee  ViexB  of  the  Law,  connected  uiitk  LtUtn  /iM; 
for  InvnUione.  By  James  JOHNSoy,  of  the  Midill 
Temple,  Barrister-at-Law,  and  J.  Henb;  Jossios.im. 
Inst  C.E.,  Solicitor  and  Patent  Agent,  Lincok's-iB- 
fields,  and  Glasgow,  Authors  of  "  The  Patentee's  KbbI* 
London :  Longmans  &  Co. 

This  is  a  " concise  view  "  intended  not  for  kwwM 
for  the  public.  No  citations  are  made  from  legal  t^ 
rities,  but  explanations  and  illustrations  are  girei,  doiw 
from  those  sources.  This  was  the  plan  adopted  bj  \m 
St.  Leonards  ia  his  "  Handy-book  on  the  Law  cf  Pnjatfc 
and  it  u  ondonbtedly  the  best  The  little  book  befonM 
well  done,  and  the  price  is  only  a  shilling. 


COURTS. 

COMMON  LAW  JUDGES'  CHAMBEBa 

(Before  Willes,  J.) 

June  i.—The  Debtors  Act. 

In  the  course  of  the  transaction  of  the  busineo  oa  t  j« 
ment  summons,  the  debtor  was  being  examioed  at  ta ! 
affairs  by  counsel  for  a  large  creditor.  Ur.  Jo4 
Willes,  auer  patiently  listening  to  the  examination  forM 
time,  said  such  a  system  could  not  be  permitted,  and  cei 
was  intended  by  the  Legislature.  The  judges  wen  not  taj 
turned  into  accountants.  The  Act  could  not  )an  bM 
that  a  judge  sitting  at  chambers  was  to  enter  iitvtkl 
counts  of  a  debtor  to  ascertain  whether  he  was  Mt  tc  |i 
Counsel  said,  unfortunately  the  investigation  that  (mM 
was  made  at  an  attorney's  office  was  now  to  be  made  Mi 
a  judge.  His  Lordship  said  it  was  a  bad  Actaadiii' 
respects  mischievous  to  creditors.  There  should  be  >  r(^ 
sioa introduced  to  enable  acreditortotakeajudgmcntoetl 
before  one  of  the  masters  and  examine  into  his  ifftin- J 
could  not  listen  to  such  matters,  for,  if  he  did,  ailed 
business  would  be  delayed ;  indeed,  it  could  not  behal 
Counsel  urged  the  case  on  bis  Lordshii*,  aad  said  if  the  n 
was  adhered  to,  creditors  would  be  without  remeiij.  I 
Justice  Willes  said  a  provision  could  be  prepaitd  to  li 
matters  of  account  as  to  a  debtor's  affairs  to  one  «■ 
masters.  Ultimately  an  order  waa  made  in  the  caie  td 
the  Court. 

(Before  Btles,  J.) 
June  Z.—Thc  Stafford  Bleetion  AMmm. 

Application  was  made  to  Mr.  Justice  Byles  to  it 
the  recognizance  on  the  petition  in  this  case.     It  •« 
that  some  costs  were  to  be  pcdd,  and  that  his  lordinf 
jurisdiction  to    hear  the  matter,  although  at  the  r* 
period  not  one  of  the  election  petition  judges.    Hm 
ship  declined  to  hear 


period  not  one  of  the  election  petition  judges.    Hi< 
the  application,    lb.  J»««k«  m 
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nj  Hr.  Jnttice  Lnsh  ooold  take  the  gummona,  and  appU- 
«ttioD  mut  be  nuide  to  one  or  both  of  them  as   eleenon 

CENTRAL  CKmiNAL  COUBT. 

(Befot«  the  Reookdbb.) 

Forging  lA*  Ac«(miUmU-6murat t  rteeipt. 

Serumt  charge  agaimt  a  tolieitor'i  elerk. 

Alfred  Ward  Oalloway,  ■olidtor'B  olerk,  pleaded  gnilt^r  to 

foigmg  an  Accountant-General's   receipt  for  £17S    and 

empeuling  that  amoont. 

Polaiii  and  Btasltf  proaecated  on  behalf  of  the  Treosiuy. 

P.  B.  Ltteit  appeared  for  the  prisoner. 

When  the  case  was  before  the  magistrate  (Sir  Thomas 

Henrj)  at  Bow-street,  it  appeared  that  the^riaoner  was 

fonnarjy  a  clerk  in  the  employ  of  Messrs.  W.  &  W.  H. 

Kennolb,  aolicitora,  in   Lincoln's-inn-fields,  who  were  the 

London  agents  of  Messrs.  Oram  &  Dockor,  soUcitors,  of  Birm- 

iDgham,  uid  these  gentlemen  were  concerned  in  a  suit  of 

slurp  T.  Btmntr.      ay  an   order  of  the  Court  the  estate 

ondar  administration  in  the  suit  was  sold,  and  Hr.  Edward 

Qmb,  of  Birmingham,  became   the  purchaser  of  a  small 

Utseltold  property  for  the  snm  of  £17S.     A  banker's  draft 

for  flie  amoont  of  purchase  money  was  sent  by  Messrs.  Qem 

A  DoAa  to  Messrs.  BennoUs,  and  paid  by  those  gentleman 

to  their  bankingaoooontatthe  London  and  Westminster  Bank, 

tftsr  which  the  prisoner  was  entrusted  with  a  cheque  drawn  by 

MeMii.  BennoUs  for  the  same  amount,  and  directed  by  them 

to  pay  it  into  Court  to  the  credit  of  the  Acoonntant-Oeneral, 

•t  the  Bank  of  England.    The  prisoner  represented  that  he 

lud  done  so,  that  he  had  filed  the  Accountant-Gteneral's 

nceipt  for  the  amount  at  the  Report  Office,  and  bespoken  an 

offioe  copy,  which  would  be  ready  in  due  course.    He  alter- 

niii  produced    to  Messrs.  R(mnoUs,  who   forwarded  to 

Ueaars.  Gem  &  Docker,  a  document  which  purported  to  be 

u  office  copy  from  the  Accountant-General's  Office,  of  the 

offioisl  receipt  for  the  £176.    This  document  constituted  the 

•Hejjed  forgery,  and  several  witnesses  were  called  before  the 

ugubate  to  proTe  the  facts  above  stated  and  the  non- 

psyment  of  tiie  money  into  Court.    It  also  appeared  that 

tin  prisoner  opened  an  account  at  the  Birkbeck  Deposit 

fiuk,  and  paid  in,  the  day  after  cashing  Messrs.  Rennolls's 

dieqne,  £161  in  Bank  notes  and  gold,  that  he  obtained  two 

PoM-«ffice  orders  for  £5  8b.  6d.  and  £2  7b.  6d.,  for  which  he 

tendered  a  £20  note,  and  received  the  change,  having  first 

adoned  the  note  wiUi  his  own  name.  It  was  also  shown  that 

the  £175  cheque  drawn  by  Messrs,  RennoUa  was  paid  in 

Bask  of  England  notes,  by  the  London  and  Westminster 

Biak,  and  the  numbers  retained,  thereby  at  once  identifv- 

isf  them  as  the  same  notes  traced  to  the  possession  of  tLe 

DTuoner.    The  notes  paid  into  the  Birkbeck  Bank  were 

perforated  with  the  stcunp  of  the  bank,  but  no  record  of  the 

Bnmben  was  kept  by  that  establishment ;  the  indentifica- 

tmi,  however,  was  dear,  though  Sir  T.  Henry  observed  that 

Site  practice  of  keeping  the  numbers  of  notes  was  far  better 

'at  the  purpose  of  identity. 

^e  fraud  was  ingenious.  The  document  in  question  was 
engrossed  in  a  bold  band-writing  upon  the  Chancery  official 
>iper  bearing  the  impression  of  the  stamp  of  the  Court  in 
tbe  cenier  of  each  sheet,  viz.,  "  Court  of  Chancery."  The 
'ay  in  which  the  prisoner  had  contrived  to  obt^n  this 
^per  was  easily  seen  when  the  fraud  was  discovered, 
Ixngh  until  th^  so  perfect  was  the  resemblance  of  the 
■Ited  docnment  to  an  ori^nal  office  copy,  that  not  only 
lad  Messrs.  BennoUs  and  Messrs.  Qem  ft  Docker  been  de> 
ored,  bnt  the  officials  of  the  Court  itself  did  not  untU  the 
lad  was  pointed  ont  detect  it.  It  was  engroBsed  on  two 
*lf  aheeta  of  foolscap  paper,  which  had  evidently  been  torn 
nm  two  original  docaments  issued  from  the  Court,  such 
•If  sheets havingno  doubts  formed  the  back  sheet  of  origi- 
■1  office  copies.  These  sheets  were  tied  together  with  green 
3k;  tbe  one-and-fourpenny  stamp,  being  the  fee  pay- 
&  for  such  a  document,  was  affixed  and  ooUterated  with 
>p  or  three  fictitious  initials,  and  tbe  Seal  of  the  Report 
'  )  imitated  snffidenUy  weU  to  deter  any  ordinary  obser- 
Ifrom  detecting  it  lliis  docnment  has  been  in  existence 
1  in  use  for  upwards  of  two  years  and  a-half  ;  and  the 
'1  was  only  brought  to  light  by  reason  of  the  suit  in 
^on  having  arrived  at  snoh  a  stage  when  it  become  ne- 
'  to  procnre  a  transcript  of  the  Accountant  General's 
t  <rf  aU  the  fnnds  paid  into  Court  and  standing  to  his 
C  in  the  cause,  when  for  the  first  time  it  was  discovered 
(the  £176  was  not  there,  and  that  the  document  in 


qneatiott  was  a  fiction  and  a  forgery.  The  matter,  was  then 
taken  np  by  the  authorities,  and  a  statement  of  the  whole 
case  submitted  by  the  solidtor  to  the  Suitor's  Fee  Fund 
(Mr.  J.  J.  Johnson)  to  the  Lord  ChanceUor,  who  directed  the 
present  prosecution. 

The  prisoner  now  pleaded  guUty,  and  was  sentenced  by 
the  recorder  to  five  years  penu  servitude. 


OBHE&AL  C0SBE8P0NDENCK. 

AcCOUIfTAHTS. 

Sir, — ^Your  readers  wiU  find  from  the  endosed  that  how- 
ever  much  banter  the  profession  may  undergo  on  the  score 
of  "  costs  "  it  has  Uttle  or  no  effect  on  our  friends  the 
accountants.  Thirty  per  cent,  of  course  may  be  a  mere 
song,  but  if  we  are  to  ineur  "  reeponaibility  "  by  demands 
for  payment  of  what  is  due  to  our  cUents  they  had  better 
coUect  their  own  debts.  A  Lwb  or  tub  Law. 


The- 


[Copy.] 
'EstabUshed  1862. 


A.B. 


Mr.. 
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Mercantile  Offices. 

Memorandum. 

C.  ft  Co.,  Commercial  Acoountanto.        To. 

The  — — ^  Mercantile  Offices. 

Dehto  in  all  parts  of  the  United  Kingdom  reoovered  on 

oommisdon — Bunneases  disposed  of — ^Trade 

estates  wound  np. 

Mr. .  To  A.  B.  C.  ft  Co., 

Commercial  Accountants. 
1871.  Dr. 

May  3.  To  paid  postages  of  219  letters  and  fur- 
nishing printed   forms   and  envdopes 

therefor 

To  commisnon  on  amount  paid  to  us,  as 

stiKtedbdow       

To  ditto,  on  following  debts,  arranged  in 
consequence  of  our  applications  to  be 
paid  to  yoursdf,  as  per  notice  sent  us, 

by  you— viz..  T 37/7,  R 11/6, 

H 16/,  F 10/9,  E 2J/9. 

C 3/2,  H S/3,  8 12/6      ... 

To  trouble  writing  to  and  searching  for 
the  fdlowing  debtors  ;  none  of  whom 
can  be  found,  at  tiie  addresses  given  by 
yon,  viz. :  (None) 

£2  13    i 
Particulars  of  cash  received. 

L 16/,  A 8/10,  B.  L 9/.  A.  L 9/,  H 

11/6,  W 9/,  B 7/,  0 5/.  L 4/6,  H 6/, 

Hi 15/,  D- 4/,  T 6/6.  M 86/6,  W 3/, 

W 3/,  H 13/6. 

Total,  £8  3s.  lOd. 

Cr. 

Cash  recdved,  as  per  particulars 8    3  10 

Due  Mr. 6  10    6 

Dear  sir, — As  above,  wo  beg  to  hand  you  stetement  of 
account,  shewing  balance  due  you  of  £6  10s.  6d.,  for  which 
amount  we  will  forward  yon  Post-office  order  on  Saturday, 
20th  May,  1871,  being  our  next  periodical  settlement  day. 
Furtiier  commands  wiU  oblige. 
Dear  Sir,  yours  truly, 

A.  B.  C.  &  Co.,  Accountants. 
26th  May,  1871. 
Sir,— A  lawyer's  derk  called  here  this  afternoon  for  vonr 
balance,  but  could  shew  no  authority  to  recdve  it.  Please 
send  us  a  letter  authorising  us  to  pay  tbe,  parties.  The 
derk  who  caUed  did  not  mention  the  name  of  those  he  came 
from  suffidently  plain  for  us  to  catch  it.  As  your  money  u 
ready  ice  have  retained  a  copy  of  this  letter  in  ease  we  are 
annoyed  unneceuarily,  in  tehieh  eate  you  will  incur  reapoiuiii- 
lity.  We  are  surprised  at  your  not  dropping  us  a  note 
reminding  us  of  your  payment.  A.  B.  C.  &  Co." 

PvBCHASE  or  FosTAOE  STAMPS. — The  notice  of  the  1st 
ult,  No.  23,  intimating  that  the  purchase  of  postage  stamps 
from  the  pubUc  by  the  Post  Office  would  be  disoontinned 
after  the  30th  inst  is  rescinded.  The  arrangement  nnder 
which  such  purchases  have  been  hitherto  mMe  wiU,  there- 
fore, remain  undisturbed. 


Digitized  by 


Google 


580 


THE  SOLICITORS'  JOURNAL  &  REPORTER.  JunelO,l8?l. 


pa&ltahent  and  legisl&tioh. 

HOUSE  OF  COMMONS. 

Jnne  5. — Lau>  Reform  Sill: — In  answer  to  Mr.  Denman, 
the  Attomev-General  said  that  letter*  had  been  received  by 
the  Lord  Chancellor  from  judges  of  the  superior  law  and 
equity  courts  during  the  present  session,  with  reference  to 
the  Goremment  Law  Reform  Bills,  but  they  could  not  be 
published  without  the  consent  of  the  writers.  He  would 
ascertain  whether  there  was  any  objection  to  the  publica- 
tion of  these  letters.  As  to  the  bringing  in  of  the  Oovem- 
nent  Law  Reform  Bills,  that  would  in  some  measure  de- 
pend on  the  state  of  the  business  of  the  House. 

BtvtrUy,  Bridgwater,  and  yoricieh  Blteticm. — In  answer 
to  Mr.  Broadley,  Mr.  Gladstone  said  that,  with  reference  to 
the  inquiries  into  the  elections  at  Bridgwater,  Beyerley, 
and  Norwich,  a  local  application  had  been  made  to  the 
Treasury  for  an  account  in  detail  of  the  sums  expended; 
bot  the  Treasury  had  thought  it  its  duty,  and  had  been  ad- 
vised, if  correctly  understood,  net  to  comply  with  that 
appUcation,  because  the  carr^g  through  certain  proceed- 
ings, the  responsibility  of  which  was  intrusted  to  the  Trea- 
sarr,  was  a  final  proceeding  on  the  part  of  the  Treasury, 
and  was  not  open  to  reconsideration  by  a  local  community. 
The  production  of  an  account  of  these  expenses  on  the  de- 
mand of  a  local  community,  would  appear  to  be  a  recog- 
nition of  its  title  to  question  them,  and  raise  the  contention 
that  it  ought  not  to  have  been  charged  with  them.  If,  how- 
ever, there  should  appear  to  be  a  general  desire  on  the  part 
of  the  House  that  the  particulars  of  these  expenses  should 
be  published,  they  would  be  at  the  command  of  the  House. 

The  A  rmy  Regulation  Bill  was  again  considered  in  com- 
mittee, and  the  debate  adjourned. 

June  7. — The  Burials  Bill. — The  motion  to  go  into  com- 
mittee was  opposed  by  Mr.  Cawley,  who  had  introduced  a 
measure  of  ms  own  upon  the  subject.  As  long  as  the 
Church  of  England  existed  he  could  not  recognise  as  a  right 
the  claim  of  Nonconformist  parishioners  to  be  buried  in  the 
parish  churchyard  by  their  own  ministers. — Mr.  Beresford 
Hope  urged  the  inexpediency  of  compelling  the  Church  of 
England  to  allow  services  of  dissenting  denominations  to  be 
performed  within  her  churchyards.  If  the  present  bill 
and  Mr.  Cawley's  were  both  read  the  second  time,  they  had 
bettor  be  referred  to  a  select  committee,  for  the  purpose  of 
framing  some  measure  out  of  the  two  and  considering  what 
points  might  be  fairly  conceded  on  both  sides. — Mr.  Hardy, 
Mr.  Newdegato,  Sir  L.  Palk,  Mr.  Scourfield,  and  Mr. 
Corranoe  also  opposed  the  bill,  which  was  supported  by  Mr. 
Richard,  Mr.  0.  Morgan,  and  Mr.  Russell  Gumey.  On  a 
division  the  motion  to  go  into  committee  was  carried  by 
170  to  100. — In  committee,  on  clause  1,  a  proposal  by  Mr. 
Cawley,  to  omit  the  words  sanctioning  the  performtmce  by 
Dissenters  of  their  own  religious  services  within  the  church- 
yards, was  objected  to  by  Mr.  O.  Morgan  and  Lord  John 
Mnnnen  as  fatal  to  the  object  of  the  biU,  and  supported  by 
Mr.  Heygato,  Sir  H.  Selwin  Ibbetaon,  and  others.  Sir  (J. 
Grey  would  have  thought  it  well  to  permit  the  per- 
formance of  religious  services  by  ministers  of  Noncon- 
formist "bodies,  bnt  could  not  extend  the  permission  to 
more  members.  The  amendment  was  rejected  by  182  to  141. 
— ^Mr.  Cowper-Temple  moved  the  omission  of  tiie  words  re- 
quiring the  use  by  clergymen  of  the  Church  of  England 
bnrial  servioo. — Mr.  Hughes  thought  the  liberty  extended 
to  ministers  of  other  denominations  should  be  extended  to 
the  clergy,— Negatived  by  IBS  to  141.— Mr.  J.  G.  Talbot 
proposed  to  restrict  such  of  the  Dissenters'  services  as  should 
not  be  according  to  a  published  ritnal  to  prayers,  hymns, 
and  extracts  from  Scripture. — Mr.  Bussell-Gumey  had 
!titherto  gone  with  the  supporters  of  the  bill,  but  could  not 
,.oin  them  in  oppoaing  this  amendment. — Negatived  by  146 
•o  142.— CoL  Barttollot  then  moved  to  reject  the  whole 
clause.— Majority  for  the  clause  149  to  127. 

The  Public  PmuiMtori  Bill. — On  the  order  for  commit- 
tee, l(r.  Russell  Gumey  said  he  found  he  should  not  be 
able  to  proceed  with  the  measure  daring  the  present  ses- 
sion, but  he  would  take  the  earliest  opportuni^  of  intro- 
daomft  a  similar  bill  next  session.  As  illustrating  the  neces- 
sity m  passing  some  such  measure,  be  stated  that  only 
yeat«day  he  was  trying  a  case  in  which  he  was  obliged  to 
direot  an  acquittal  on  account  of  some  defect  on  the  part  of 
tho  proseeation,  when  a  paper  was  afterwards  found  on  the 
floor  where  the  attorneys  in  the  case  had  been  standing,  and 
•n  tite  paper  was  written :— "  This  case  has  arrived  at  this 


point :  the  parties  have  arranged  for  £160 ;  jntml  — 
(another  peiaon  being  named)  moat  p^  it  in  tht  bat  «^ 
yon  can,  it  beinar  a  case  so  closely  touching  the  line  dividiq 
debt  from  crime." — The  ordar  wai  -ttun  -disriurgsd  lod  the 
bill  withdrawn. 

June  8.— The  Armp  B^ulatian  BiU  again  ooonlend  is 
committee,  and  debate  adjourned.. 

The  Bankruptcy  {Petri)  J)itqualiJleaiion  BiU  tu  read  t 
second  time. 

The  Ben^fiete  Ruifiuttion  BiU  passed  through  comnitiee. 

BUle  of  Exchange  and  Promitiory  Notci. — Mr.  Vitkis 
Williams  introdnced  a  Bill  to  amend  the  law  of  Wt  of 
exchange  and  promissory  notes,  by  making  the  lav  nni&ra 
as  to  the  time  when  bills  and  notes  fiUlmg  due  on  kolj. 
days  shall  be  payable. 

Life  Aetitranee  Ootnpaniei  Ael  (1870)  Amendmsi.—lb. 
Chichester  Forteecne  introduced  a  Bill  to  amend  neliai  S 
of  this  Act. 


OBITUABT. 


SIR  JOHN  BOLT. 
.  It  is  now  close  upon  four  years  since  we  recordtd  vitl 
pleasure  the  well-esrned  elevation  of  Sir  John  Kolttotk! 
Chancery  Bench.     Scarcely  dx  months  had  dapsed  ina 
his  taking  his  seat  in  the  Lords  Justices  Court  wbrnlm 
health  suddenly  gave  way,  and  he  never  reappeind  ipia 
the  Bench.    It  was  hoped,  as  he  appeared  alovly  ts  {»■ 
gress  towards  recovery,  that  he  might  at  any  nte  livt  long 
to  eigoy  his  hard-earned  leisure,  if  not  to  afford  hii  oouti; 
the  benefit  of  his  services  upon  the  Judicial  Committee  of 
the  Privy  Council.     Sir  John  Bolt  himself  appeus  of  kte 
to  have  considered  his  health  almost  re-established,  mi 
spoke  of  himself  as  able  to  resume  work.     Ei>  fiwids, 
however,  feared  the  consequences,  and  dissuaded  him  fnx 
making  the  attempt.     He  died  suddenly  on  Tuesdij  hst, 
at   his   residenoe,    Ozleworth-park,    near    Wotton-indff- 
Edge,  Gloncestersbire,  at  the  age  of  67.    It  his  been  «?I! 
remarked  in  the  obituary  notice  published  in  one  of  or 
leading  journals  that  few  successful  lawyers  have  fongtit 
their  way  to  honour  with  leas  of  adventitioni  aatiituct 
than  Sir  John  Rolt.    His  success  was  attained  by  hii  on 
abilities  and  his  own  perseverance  and  enet^gy.    He  n' 
bom  in  1804,  his  father  being  a  Calcutta  mercbutu 
respectability,  bnt  in  no  very  large  way  of  busineas,  ipdiiis 
motbeTthedaughterofaGlonoeatershiro yeoman,  Mr.Rickiri 
Harris,  of  Fairford,  in  that  county.   "When  still  very  yonnj 
he  was  sent  to  England  with  his  mother.    Soon  afterwil< 
his  father  fiailed  in  business.    For  some  time  after  tbii  Tomi; 
Rolt  was  placed  under  the  care  of  Mr.  Thomas,  s  Baptin 
minister,  at  Fairford ;  afterwards  he  was  apprenticed  to  s  fia 
of  London  linendrapen.    After  gaining  the  esteeai  of  ia 
employers  for  his  capacity  and  integrity  he  left  them  uf 
took  a  situation  as  clerk  to  a  dissenting  institotian  at  )IM 
Hill,  near  London ;  and  again,  not  long  after  thiahe  becBJ 
a  clerk  to  a  firm  of  proctors  in  Doctors  Commons.  Hie  me, 
career  may  be  taken  for  an  encouragement  by  mei  vi 
have  been  forced,  for  no  fault  of  their  own,  to  b»  "loffi^ 
stones."    After  first  connecting  himself  with  the  lav » 
mere  clerk,  he  steadfastly  clung  to  the  idea  of  foUovm;  ■ 
the  law  as  a  profeasion.    Eventually  he  entered  hisiaelf  w 
student  of  the  Inner  Temple  ;  he  held  at  this  timo  the 
of  secrutary  to  a  religious  institution,  this  he  was  fen 
to  retain,  and  on  this  ho  supported  himself,  worldaj  ■> 
indefiitigablo  application  to  qualify  himself  for  the  ami 
profession  of  the  bar  in  spite  of  the  deficiencies  of  hie  «■■ 
education.    AVhon  he  was  called  to  the  bar  in  1837  he  ■ 
33  years  old.     As  a  member  of  the  junior  bar  he  «•  »< 
and  largely  employed  by  the   firm  of  Sharpe,  Field,  «l 
Parkers,  of  Bedford  Row,  one  of  the  partners  of  whichftj 
Mr.  EWwin  Field,  now  of  Field  and  Co.,LiDColn's  Inn  W 
had  been  his  friend  through  early  life,  and  ti  whom  he  «j 
ever  much  attached  in  after  years.     He  rose  spe«dil,v«l 
large  and  lucrative  practice,  and  "  took  silk  "  in  1S**-^J 
year  ho  contested  unsuccessfully  the  borough  of  StaaW 
and  that  of  Bridport  in  1852.     He  sabeequently  pan*" 
the  Otleworth  park  Estate,  not  far  from  the  resd**' 
Lord  ]>ucie,  at  Wotton-under-Ed(re,  in  Gloucestail"*'* 
in  1867  contested  in  the  Conservative  interest  the  ""^ 
Division  of  that  county.     This  time  he  was  returned  to  W 
liament.      In    1862   ho  introduced  and  passed  the  B**» 
measnre  known  as  "  Eolfs  Act "  (25  &  26  Viot.  c.ii)M'- 
wUch  the  Court  of  Chancery  tries  issues  of  fret,  uut"" " 
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toding  them  to  law.  In  1866,  the  yeur  of  Mr.  Disraeli's 
Sebim  Bill,  Lord  Derby,  on  retarning  to  office,  made  him 
Attoiwy-OeneraL  In  1867,  on  the  death  of  Sir  J.  L. 
^^bt-Bmoe,  be  became  one  of  the  Lord  Jostices  of  the 
Cbait  of  Appod  in  Chancery,  a  post  which  he  had  scaroely 
jlled  tiz  months  when  his  health  broke  down;  he  was 
niiei  )iy  a  paralytio  attack,  and  never  re- appeared  upon 
the  bench.  As  an  excellent  jadge,  particniarly  upon  matters 
of  commereial  law,  in  which  respect  he  was  pecaliarly 
nluable  as  a  Chancery  judge,  he  was  mnch  regretted. 
Tknng  a  great  portion  of  his  short  stay  npon  the  bench  he 
at  alone,  and  his  judgments,  thongh  few,  of  course,  in 
number,  hare  been  regarded  by  the  Bar  with  satisfaction. 
ia  an  adrocate  he  was  pre-eminently  distinguished  by 
bowledgeoflawand  his  clearness  in  argument.  It  was 
also  remarked  of  him  that,  though  he  never  transgressed 
^e  limits  of  fair  and  proper  advocacy,  he  never  relaxed  his 
iffotts  over  a  weak  case,  but  fought  it  alwavs  to  the  last. 
Sir  John  Bolt  was  twice  married,  once  in  early  life  and  once 
ifter  bii  entry  into  Parliament.  By  his  first  wife  he  left 
bsr  dsaghters  and  a  son.  He  had  also  a  son  by  bis  second 
life. 

MB.  W.  P.  KEARY. 
Mr.  WiUiam  Plnmer  Eeary,  solicitor,  of  Stoke-npon-!I^rent, 
iufibidskire,  expired  at  Bandoram.  in  the  county  of 
[)one)!al,  on  the  Slat  of  Uay,  in  the  29th  year  of  his  age. 
Vr.  Eeary,  was  the  eldest  son  of  Mr.  Williun  Eeary,  solict- 
or, of  Stoke-npon-Trent,  and  was  admitted  in  1865.  He 
ras  in  Dartnership  with  his  father,  under  the  style  of  "  Keary 
i  Son,  and  was  a  member  of  the  Solicitors  Benevolent 
utociition. 

MR.  T.  SALMON. 
Hr.  Thomas  Salmon,  solicitor,  and  town  clerk  of  South 
ibields,  died  very  saddenly  on  the  29th  of  May,  aged  77 
tm.  He  was  the  eldest  solicitor  of  South  Shields,  of  which 
ovn  he  was  a  native,  and  there  he  served  his  articles  of 
larkahip.  He  was  appointed  Town  Clerk  of  South  Shields 
D  tlie  incorporation  of  the  borough  in  18S0;  and  held  the 
See  np  to  tbe  time  of  his  death.  He  was  also  clerk  to  the 
inth  Shields  Board  of  Guardians,  which  office  has  now 
Kome  vacant.  Mr.  Salmon's  funeral  took  place  on  the  2nd 
f  June,  in  the  Weatoe  Cemetery.  The  hearse  was  pre- 
aitd  by  a  detachment  of  the  23rd  Durham  Artillery  Volun- 
(ti,  and  was  followed  by  the  five  sons  of  the  deceased,  the 
lifor  tnd  Corporation  of  the  borough,  the  members  of  the 
wd  of  Quardians  and  of  the  Pilotage  Board,  and  repre- 
itatives  of  the  local  masonic  and  other  societies. 

MR.  F.  S.  WILMOT. 

llr.  Francis  Stewart  Wilmot,  solicitor,  of  Chippenham, 
ilta,  died  at  that  place  on  the  29  th  of  May,  at  tiie  age  of 
'jeais.  Ho  was  admitted  in  1856,  and  was  a  member  of 
e  Solicitors'  Benevolent  Association.  At  the  time  of  his 
ath  he  held  the  rank  of  lieutenant  in  the  4th  AVilts  Rifle 
ilanteen,  of  which  corps  he  had  been  a  commissioned 
leer  since  its  formation. 


CwroDT  OP  Chtldbev  in  Ahbrica. — The  State  of  Illinois 
>jiut  passed  a  bill  enacting  that  the  right  of  parents  to 
It  minor  children  shall  be  equal.  Neitiier  parent  shall 
p«e  of  the  cnstody  of  a  minor  child,  withont  the  consent 
■e  other ;  and  in  all  cases  the  surviving  parent,  being  a 
*Bd  competent  person,  shall  be  entitled  to  the  guardian- 
9^  his  or  her  minor  child.  The  surviving  parent,  of 
■0  mmd  and  memory,  may,  by  last  will  duly  execnted, 
Pow  of  the  cnstody  and  tnition  of  his  or  her  minor  child, 
^■■■rried,  until  the  child  shall  be  over  fourteen  years  of 
t  or  lor  any  leas  time,  to  any  person  or  persons  in  posses- 
k « remainder ;  and  may  give  the  guardianship  of  the 
IM  to  coe,  and  the  guardianship  of  the  estate  to  another. 
■B  the  parents  live  separate  or  are  divoroed,  and  cannot 
Mu  to  tiie  cnstody  and  maintenance  of  their  minor 
jwn,  or  where  one  or  both  parents,  by  reason  of  insanity, 
■M  cruelty,  conviction  of  infamous  crime,  drunken- 
Mebcgdiery,  lewd  associations,  or  other  evil  and  per- 
PB  habiti,  Mcome  improper  persons  to  have  the  onstody 
pm  minor  efaildren,  on  application  the  Circuit  Court 
'''^e  saoh  order  in  the  premises  as  may  be  equitable 
*'  flia  bert  intereits  of  luoh  minors. 


fi 


SOCIETIES  AND  INSTIXITTIONS. 

UNITED  LAW  CLERKS'  SOCIETY. 
The  thirty-ninth  anniversary  of  this  society  was  held  on 
Wednesday'last  at  the  Freemasons'  TsTem,  abont  300  being 
present.  The  chair  was  occupied  by  Lord  Justice  Mellish, 
who  was  supported  by  the  Hon.  Geo.  Denman,  Q.C.,  M.P., 
H.  Manisty,  Esq.,  Q.C,  Dr.  Swabey,  Messrs.  F.  J.  Bir- 
cbam.  Arnold  White,  F.  Gregory,  Ince,  Thompson,  Tracey 
Gould  (of  the  American  bar),  Herschels  Crompton,  Rawle, 
Baylis,  Wakon,  J.  Edwards,  J.  Lewis,  G.  Lewis,  Eeele, 
Mounsey,  J.  liavton,  Riddle,  Mellor,  Dr.  Stallard,  &c.  It 
will  be  noticed  that  tiie  list  of  visitors  is  dot  quite  so  nume- 
rous as  on  some  previous  occasions,  but  an  explanation  of 
this  may  be  found  in  the  fact  that  on  the  same  evening 
there  was  a  dinner  to  the  Judges  at  the  Mansion-house  and 
it  was  also  the  grand  night  at  the  Middle  Temple.  The 
dinner  was  served  in  capital  style,  and  the  proceedings  wwe 
enlivened  by  some  good  songs  and  glees,  given  under  the 
direction  of  Mr.  Chaplin  Henry,  Mr.  Kingsbury  presiding 
at  the  pianoforte. 

The  Chjubhan  proposed  "  The  Queen,  and  the  Prince  and 
Princess  of  Wales,  and  the  rest  of  tiie  Boyal  family,"  which 
were  received  in  the  usual  loyal  manner. 

The  Army,  Navy,  and  Yolunteers  was  the  next  toast, 
coupled  with  the  name  of  Captain  Baylis  of  the  36tb  Mid- 
dlesex. 

Captain  Baylis  in  responding  said  these  were  days  when 
wars  lasted,  not  for  years,  but  for  days,  weeks,  or  months, 
and  when,  therefore,  preparation  for  such  emergencies  was 
more  than  ever  required.  Whatever  might  be  done  in  the 
House  of  Commons  he  was  quite  sure  that  the  British  army 
would  always  be  ready  when  called  upon,  and  the  navy  and 
Tolunteei*  ukewise.  As  for  the  latter,  they  were  now  all 
armed  with  the  most  serviceable  weapon  of  modem  timea, 
the  Snider  rifle,  but  they  muet  not  depend  wholly  upon  that, 
for  in  the  late  war  on  the  Continent  the  Prussinns  had  a 
mnch  inferior  arm  to  the  French,  but  they  had  superior 
discipline  and  calmness  in  action,  and  to  the  want  of  these 
qualities  General  Trochu  imputed  a  ^reat  portion  of  the 
French  defeats.  These  were  the  main  requisites  for  an 
efficient  volunteer  force,  and  he  hoped  they  would  be  in- 
sisted upon.  In  conclusion  he  said  he  should  like  to  see  a 
XTnited  Law  Clerks  Corps. 

The  CHAiBMAir  then  rose  and  said — Gentlemen,  I  have 
now  to  propose  to  you  the  toast  of  the  evening,  viz.,  "  Pros- 
perity to  the  United  Law  Clerks'  Society."  Before  going 
into  the  merits  of  such  a  society,  and  I  am  almost  asluimed 
to  speak  of  it  amongst  such  a  number  who  have  been  long 
members,  and  who,  therefore,  know  its  merits  so  much 
better  than  I  can,  I  should  wish  to  say  how  pleased  I  am  to 
be  present  and  meet  you  all  here  to-day,  because,  I  think,  it 
is  a  very  satis&otory  thing  indeed  to  all  the  members  of  our 
great  and  glorious  profession — a  profession  which  I  have 
been  proud  of  ever  since  I  first  entered  it — should  meet 
together,  including  judges.  Queen's  Counsel,  barristers, 
solicitors,  and  clerk;,  and  thus  show  to  me  the  common 
interests,  and  common  wishes  for  our  mutual  welfare, 
(Cheers.)  With  respect  to  the  law  clerks  I  have  had  occa- 
sions for  a  great  many  years  to  notice  how  they  perform  the 
duties  of  their  profession.  In  the  position  I  now  hold. 
having  no  chamber  business,  I  have  not  the  pleasure  of 
seeing  them  as  many  of  the  judges  do,  but  during  the 
thirty  years  that  I  practised  as  a  pleader  and  barrister,  par- 
ticularly in  the  earber  part  of  that  time,  before  I  whs  a 
Queen's  Counsel,  I  was  constantly  in  the  habit  of  seeing  law 
clerks  almost  every  day  in  the  week,  and  I  could  then  judge 
— as  all  who  knew  the  profession  can  judge — how  much  the 
success  of  litigation,  and  what  is,  perhaps,  of  more  impor- 
tance than  the  success  of  litigation,  the  settlement  of  the 
parties  may  depend  on  the  way  in  which  the  duties  of  the 
law  clerks  are  performed.   Those  who  are  at  the  head  of  the 

Eofeasion  get  the  honour  and  glory  of  it,  their  names  get 
lown  to  the  public,  their  eloquence,  if  they  are  eloquent, 
and  their  learning,  if  they  have  learning,  bring  them  fame 
and  promotion,  but  there  are  at  the  very  bottom  of  the  pro- 
fession, as  we  all  know,  numbers  of  clerks  on  whom  a  great 
portion  of  the  work  devolves,  who  may  have  as  much 
intelligence  as  those  who  succeed  in  the  higher  branches  of 
the  profession,  and  who  go  on  year  after  year  toiling  and 
learning ;  and  upon  these  men  it  is  that  .the  success  of  those 
higher  m  the  profession  to  a  great  extent  depends.  (Hear, 
hear.)  It  is  a  great  thing  if  we  can  to  save  men  from  temp- 
taticm.    We  know  that  the  judges  of  thia  oonntiy  have  the 
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repatation,  and  the  just  repatation,  of  Mne  inoorruptible. 
Bat  thon  who  roally  naderstaad  the  mattsr  Icaow  that  this 
is  not  becanse  the  jadgei  of  England  are  greater  and  better 
than  other  men,  bat  becauso  the  iostitationg  of  thii  country 
are  soch  that  there  is  no  temptation  to  a  jadge  to  be  oorrapt ; 
and  leall^  if  he  wanted  to  be  so,  I  do  not  Icnow  how  he  ooold 
manage  it.    That   shows  the   great  adrantage  there  is  in 
having  soch  institutions  as  save  men  from  temptation,  and  I 
take  it  one  of  the  great  objects  of  this  society  is,  as  far  as 
may  be,  to  save  the  law  clerks  from  temptation.     Poverty  is 
a  great  temptation.    If  men   hare  no  provision  made  for 
them,  if  when  they  fall  into  siokneas,  and  when  they  come 
to  ola  age  or  when  their  wives  are  taken  from  them,  they 
have  no  provision,  it  is  only  natural  that  they  should  become 
reckless,  and  there  are  then  great  temptations  to  dishonesty 
and  misbehaviour.    I  take  it  therefore  that  the  fundamen- 
tal object  of  this  society  is  to  save  them  from  such  temptations ; 
(tnd  this,  therefore,  is  for  the  benefit  of  all  branches  of  the 
profession,  whether  solicitors,  barristers,  or  judges,  for  they 
sdl  find  the  benoflt  of  having  a  honest  body  of  clerks.    You 
all  know  perhaps  better  uan  I  do  how  this  society  was 
founded.    In  the  year  1832  some  law  clerks  at  the  head  of 
their  profession  were  struck  with  tite  miaery  that  followed 
when  men  in  the  humble  branches  of  it  were  afflicted  with 
sickness  and  old  age,  being  totally  unprovided  for ;  and  they 
founded  this  society  for  the  purpose  of  enabling  law  clerks  to 
furnish  a  provision  for  themselves,  and  they  called  upon — 
and  justly  and  rightly  called   upon — ^the  higher  branches 
to    assist     in      promoting     that    great    o^ect.       From 
that    day    to    this    the     society     has     gone     on     and 
j»rosp«^ea.    I  have  to  propose  its  prosperity,  but  really  I 
think  it  is  prosperous,  and  that  we  may  all  rejoice  at  this 
report,  which  may  be  taken  as  read.    When  I  was  asked  to 
oome  here — although  I  was  very  glad  to  do  so — ^before  I  felt 
that  I  could  advocate  the  merits  of  this  society  before  a  num- 
ber of  the  profession  here  assembled,  I  thought  it  my  duty 
to  first  look  into  the  accounts  and  see  whether  one  could 
safely  sajr  that  a  man  who  becomes  a  member  of  this  society 
when  he  is  young,  who  subscribes  to  it  when  he  is  eighteen 
or  twenty,  and  goes  on  until  he  is  fifty,  sixty,  or  seventy, 
has  a  prospect  before  him  that  he  really  will  be  certain  of 
getting  the  benefits  which  he  expects.    One  thing  which  I 
have  learnt  in  the  course  of  my  professional  life  is  that 
unfortunately  it  frequently  happens  that  men  who  have 
subscribed  to  benefit  societies  of  various  kinds  have  found 
that  their  snbscriptions  have  been  thrown  away,  and  they 
have  not  received  the  benefits  which  they  expected.  I  think, 
therefore,  it  would  be  ver^  wrong  to  advise  any  one  to  sub- 
scribe to  a  society  of  this  kind  unless  one  felt  positively 
certain  that  however  long  it  might  be  before  they  required 
the  benefits  of  it,  when  the  proper  time  came  they  would 
receive  those  benefits.    From  what  I  have  seeo,  however,  of 
the  affairs  of  this  >ociety,  and  from  what  I  have  known  of 
the  distinguished  actuary  who  Hcts  for  it,  it  appears  to  me 
that  acybody  who  subscribes  to-day  may  feel   perfectly 
satisfied  that  however  long  it  may  be  before  he  requires  the 
society's  assistance,  when  the  time  comes  he  will  receive  it. 
I  observe  that  there  is  a  reserve  fund  laid  up  this  year  of 
upwards  of  £47,000,  which  is  invested  in  the  fimds  or  on 
mortgage  for  the  purpose  of  producing  an  income  for  the 
Bociety.    I  observe,  also,  that  the  receipts   for  this  year 
amountto  £4,270,  and  that  the  expenditure  was  only  £2,192, 
80  that  thero  is  still  upwards  of  £2,000  invested  to  increase 
the  reserve  of  the  society.     That  gives  me  confidence  that 
this  society  is  founded  on  a  soimd  basis.    Indeed,  if  anybody 
were  disposed  to  make  an  objection,  looking  merely  at  the 
figures,  one  might  suppose  that  too  mnoh  was  laid  by  ;  but 
I  am  certainly  not  of  that  opinion.    I  have  no  doubt  that, 
in  the  course  of  time,  the  calls  on  this  society  will  be  more 
numerous  than  they  are  at  present.    It  is  perfectly  obvious 
that,  being  founded  in  the  year  1832  by  a  comparatively 
small  number  of  members,  and  gradually  increasing,  by  far 
the  greater  number  of  the  members  must  still  be  young 
men,  and  that  as  they  grow  older  the  numbers  of  the  sick, 
of  those  who  are  permanently  disabled,  of  the  aged,  and  of 
those  otherwise  entitled  to  receive  benefit  from  the  society, 
will  considerably  increase.    I  see  this  last  year  not  a  very 
large  increase,  but  still  an  increase  of  upwards  of  £100  in 
the  expenditure  over  that  of  the  year  before,  and  you  must 
expect  that  that  will  go  on  increasing,  and  therefore  I  think 
it  is  quite  right  and  proper  at  the  present  moment  to  lay 
by  the  sum  of  upwardi  of  £2,000  towards  increasing  the 
permanent  funds  of  the  society.    Bnt  I  antidpato  that  every 
year  there  will  be  larger  demands  on  the  society.  This  society 


has  great  advantages  over  many  of  the  otduuty  lieaeii  » 
oieties.  In  the  first  place,  it  is  increased  to  a  oettuneiiait  I; 
the  donations  of  members  of  tiie  higher  brandies  of  fte  pn- 
fession ;  and,  in  the  next  place,  I  was  very  moehnjoioedto 
learn,  when  I  made  enquiries,  that  tiisre  areamcogitSieliv 
clerks  themselves  many  who,  getting  high  salaries,  indbaiij 
at  the  top  of  their  profession,  are  not  itriri  in  re- 
quiring the  assistance  of  the  society  if  they  ihoold  be 
temporarily  ilL  In  this  way,  therefore,  the  fdodt  of  the 
society  are,  of  course,  saved  to  a  eoniiderabls  eiteatbfthis 
very  proper  conduct  on  the  part  of  those  who  are  bettic  of 
than  some  of  their  fellows.  I  think  there  are  mint  faxt- 
able  prospects  for  the  future,  and  therefore  it  rssUy  tppoa 
to  me  that  every  member  who  chooses  to  nlioibt 
may  feel  quite  certain  that  he  will  reap  the  beneSti  vU 
are  held  out  to  him.  I  do  not  think  it  becamea  oe  to  n- 
commend  it  more  than  that.  I  think  the  lav  deita,  Hln 
other  men,  when  they  have  got  to  a  certain  age,  cu  befl 
judge  for  themselves  what  is  really  for  their  own  ksefit, 
and  whether  it  is  more  to  their  interest,  as  I  beUeie  it  ts  be, 
toput  theirmoney  in  this  society — or  to  invest  iu  KWiioltet 
way.  That  it  ia'to  their  benefit  to  save  a  oeitain  portia  i 
their  money  when  young,  is  obvious  to  everyone  for  so  ooe 
can  suppose  that  it  is  to  anyone's  ben^t  to  wsite  ill  hi) 
motley  in  his  youth  and  lay  up  nothing  for  old  age.  Hx 
that  is  to  be  done,  is  for  every  man  to  determine  for  lumA 
I  dof  not  know  that  I  can  luia  anything  more,  except  to  s^ 
that  I  have  been  very  much  delighted  to  oome  bete  Wl 
evening;  and,  in  the  words  of  the  toast,  Imosthsattiljnk 
"Prosperity  to  the  United  Law  Clerks'  Society." 

The  Hon.  G.  Db-vxan,  Q.C..  then  proposed  the  halti  i 
the  Lord  Chancellor  and  the  other  patrons  of  tka  tod;'.;. 
He  had  noticed  that  this  toast  always  occupied  the  tat 
position  as  on  the  present  occasion,  and  he'  sanposed  it  t« 
because  it  illustrated  the  principle  which  haa  keen  »  va 
aUaded  to  by  the  chairman  when  he  spoke  of  the  mios 
which  existed,  and  which  ought  to  exist,  amnngst  alt  tkt 
members  of  their  noble  profession,  from  the  higheit  wit 
lowest.  He  believed  that  almost  from  the  very  iniu^ 
the  society  the  Lord  Chancellor,  for  tho  time  b«ii|, ' 
idways  been  at  the  head  of  the  list  of  patnni.  He 
had  placed  in  his  hands  a  little  book  «nvins  *°  '''^^ 
the  proceedings  of  the  society  and  of  its  objecti  and  fr 
and  in  looking  over  these  pages  he  found  that  not  mi} 
tiie  Lord  Chancellor  of  the  day  alwajrs  been  one  (dm 
patrons,  but  he  tdso  found  this  remarkable  (set,  that*^ 
was  not  a  single  judge  upon  the  bendi,  either  in  the 
of  Appeal  or  of  First  instance,  at  common  1»»  or  eqi 
who  had  not  been  oonspicuous  as  a  willinf?,  Icini 
liberal,  benefactor  to  the  society.  This  could  onlj 
from  one  eause — namely,  that  those  who  h»d  pw" 
through  a  successful  career  at  the  bar  until  they  unrm 
the  dignity  of  the  bench  appreciatod,and  appreciated  heui^ 
that  feeUng  of  sympathy  and  union  between  the  wn« 
branches  of  the  profession,  and  they  alio  felt  it  to  be  "■ 
duty,  knowing  what  the  profeeaion  gained  from  **'  °*f' 
and  earnest  labours  of  the  clerks  in  both  brfncka,  I 
recognize  those  labours  and  so  do  what  they  could  to  u* 
any  society  which  had  for  its  object  the  promotion  oia 
comfort,  prosperity,  and  welfare  of  that  most  usefol  a 
honourable  class.  Coming  as  he  generally  did  .ve^ 
to  this  annual  festival,  he  could  not  but  notice  theljeJM 
caused  in  their  ranks  by  death  at  each  successive  githei^ 
In  looking  over  the  list  of  those  present  on  the  hsl  ocoBi 
he  found  there  were  two  gentlemen  then  present  'l"  *! 
now  no  more.  Mr.  Secondary  Potter  was  a membarol 
profession  of  solicitors,  a  highly  honoured  and  ""^y  "J 
well  known  to  almost  every  one  by  repatation,  and  to  M 
personalljr.  On  the  other  hand,  ho  saw  the  name  »'*  J^ 
and  promising  friend  of  his  own,  Mr.  Butler  Bigby,  «■ 
year  ago  addressed  the  meeting-  There  wse,  ho*e«'». 
still  greater  gap  left  in  the  profeseio 
tho  loss  of  one  \vhose  name  was  more  uiim< 
associated  with  the  toast,  having  been  in  the 
sense  a  patron  of  the  society.  He  refe 
one  of  exalted  name  and  character,  Ugh  in  the 
of  the  law,  who  had  gone  through  all  its  ranks,  ew^ 
loss  if  he  had  now  been  in  the  active  exeroiie  "'■••fl 
would  have  been  felt  still  more  deeply  '''*°'''^*j5 
to  whom  he  had  already  alluded.  Siux  he  had  «•*"■ 
room  he  had  heard  that  the  late  Lord  Justice  B<a>»" 
of  the  highest  possible  repatation  and  the  greatest  wM 
had  died  almost  within  the  last  few  hoars.  He  ^''J*'^ 
of  the  society,  and  iu  the  book  to  which  he  h«d  staaHJ  ■ 
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ted  there  ippeared  a  letter  from  him  which  no  doabt  ipoke 
Bientiaentoof  his  heart  aa  genuinely  as  he  always  spoke 
im.Itwuwiittenintheyear  1867toamemherof  thecom- 
itee^  aod  stated  that  no  fear  of  inoorring  responsibility 
lold  prevent  him  from  accepting  the  office  of  steward  to 
iioaety— so  entirtly  did  he  sympathise  with  it — bat  being 
tbst  tioa  Attorney-General  his  ofBcial  engagements  made 
Decenan  for  him  to  decline  almost  all  inritations  to  dine 
pabfio  that  year :  he  requested  that  his  name  might  be 
I  down  tor  a  donation  of  twenty  guineas.  That  was  an 
mple  which  he  was  happy  to  say  was  followed  by  men  of 
aliepntation  and  similar  calibre,  and  it  was  in  that  way, 
ongat  othen,  that  this  society  had  attained  its  present 
merity.  Bnt  it  most  not  be  forgotten,  on  the  other 
n,  that  tlus  assistance  would  not  be  so  freely  given  if  it 
«  not  Mt  that  the  society  was  in  the  main  a  aelfsnpport- 
one.  Bat  for  this  belief  he  did  not  suppose  it  would 
in  the  support  it  did  from  the  patrons,  iNiose  health  he 
DOW  to  propose,  coapling  with  the  toast  the  name  of 
Swabey. 

T.  SwiBiT  briefly  returned  thanks.' 
[r.UAnsTT,  Q.C., proposed  the  heitlth  of  the  Chairman. 
Hid  it  was  most  gratifying  to  him  to  bare  the  honour 
pririlsge  of  proposing  the  health  of  the  right  honor- 
I  and  learned  gentleman  who  ooonpied  the  cliair,  and 
■iag  this  ordinary  phrase,  he  begged  leave  to  say  that 
J  word  of  it  was  particularly  applicable  and  well  ez- 
ndtbeoharaoter  of  Lord  Justioe  Mellish.  They  had  been 
oded  already  that  the  time  might  come  when  the 
a  wonld  require  the  aosistanoe  of  the  army,  navy,  and 
iteen,  and  no  doubt  if  such  a  lamentable  oooaaion 
itooccnr,  gentlemen  like  Captain  Bay  lis  would  rise 
isombers  to  defend  their  ooontry.  England  owed 
1  to  the  Sovereign,  muoh  to  the  nukken  of  her  laws, 
aaoh  to  the  defenders  of  her  shores,  but  the  oonstitn- 
the  welUbdng,  even  the  ezistonoe  of  this  country 
ided  on  the  pure  honest  and  right  administration  of 
M>.  It  was  one  of  the  greatest  bulwarks,  in  his 
•I,  npon  whioh  the  grand  institution  of  monarohioal 
wneDt  rested.  He  did  not  hesitate  to  say  that  daring 
W7  yean  he  had  the  honour  of  meeting,  sometimes 
fiaaciated  with,  and  sometimes  being  opposed  to 
)^ed  friend  (if  he  might  still  call  him  so)  who  now 
fed  the  chair,  he  always  looked  forward  to  the  day 
:  he  would  be  called  to  administer  the  laws  of  this 
^  as  they  oaght  to  be  administered.  He  did  not 
n  that  in  their  time  there  had  been  witnessed  a  finer 
Hie  than  was  now  to  be  seen  in  the  Lords  Jostioes' 
^udhe  was  speaking  what  were  his  real  feelings 
lie  said  that  it  was  one  of  the  greatest  comforts  of 
b  that  he  had  been  permitted  to  see  it.  One  might 
if  the  fnsion  of  law  and  equity,  bat  what  was  wanted 
to  Bee  jostioe  properly  administered,  and  if  the  Lord 
*  was  spared,  justice  would  be  properly  administered. 
» toast  having  been  drunk, 

>  Chaibkan  said  he  had  only  to  return  his  most  hearty 
a  for  the  kind  manner  in  whioh  his  health  had  been 
;  and  onoe  again  to  express  the  great  pleasure  it 
him  to  be  present  that  evening.  With  respect  to 
I'd  expressions  of  his  friend  Mr.  Manigty,  it  would  be 
;  to  say  that  he  deserved  them,  but  he  oonld  only 
e  was  much  gratified  that  such  an  assembly  should 
to  such  observations  with  anything  like  approval, 
pi  be  could  not  feel  that  he  deserved  such  encomiums, 
nU  do  his  best  to  deserve  them  as  far  as  his  abilities 
allow. 

Isci  proposed  *'  The  Bench,  the  Bar,  and  the  Pro- 
1,°  saying,  that  this  toast  went  over  ground  whioh  had 
17  been  covered  to  a  considerable  extent  by  speakers 
lad  {nreceded  him,  but  fortunately  it  required  nothing 
unds  to  recommend  it.  The  Bench  in  England 
deservedly  high  :  indeed  if  there  was  one  olasa  in  the 
7  of  which  the  nation  had  more  reason  to  be  proud 
pother,  it  was  the  judicial  bench,  but  with  all  the 
>d  ability  and  energy  which  those  high  lominaries 
I  law  displayed,  their  efforts  in  the  administration  of 
e  would  t>e  of  littie  avail  unless  they  were  well  se- 
d  by  the  other  branches  of  the  profession.  Everything 
ded  upon  the  way  in  whioh  a  case  was  first  started, 
poncoonael  being  properly  supplied  with  materials 
l^iiistnicted.  This  belonged  to  the  department  of 
m  and  their  olerka,  and  therefore  even  the  humblest 
Mr  of  the  profession  might  feel  that  on  his  exertions 
"^rtain  extent  depended  tiie  due  administration  of 


justiee.  As  for  the  Bar,  he  wonld  not  say  uything 
beyond  this,  that  no  doubt  its  members  deserved  everthing 
whioh  could  be  said  in  their  praise. 

Mr.  Hbbscbel,  in  responding  to  the  toast,  remarked 
that  in  this  country  all  branches  of  the  profession  were 
closely  linked  together,  and  were  therefore  very  properly 
united  in  one  toast.  There  was  not  here,  as  in  some 
countries,  quite  a  chasm  fixed,  across  whioh  no  one  oonld 
pass,  bnt  in  England,  as  had  been  seen  before  now,  the 
humblest  member  might,  by  his  own  energy  and  abilify, 
win  his  way  to  the  topmost  place. 

Mr.  Sb  Tbacbt  Gocij)  proposed  the  health  of  the 
honorary  stewards.  He  said  he  had  unfortunately  very 
little  personal  knowledge  of  these  gentlemen,  but  amongst 
their  names  were  those  who  were  all  well  known  to  every 
English'Speaking  race.  To  him,  as  an  American,  they 
were  known,  beoaase  the  systems  of  English  and  Amerioan 
jarispmdenoe  were  identical,  lawyers  in  both  countries 
drawing  their  nutriment  from  the  same  mighty  mother, 
the  Common  Law  of  England,  that  wonderful  epitome  of 
learning  and  wisdom  of  successive  generations,  whioh 
fbrmed  the  basis  on  which  all  modem  legislations  depended. 
From  this  cause  it  was  that  the  names  of  many  Amerioan 
jurists  were  familiar  to  Eoglish'ears  at  the  same  time  that 
English  decisions  were  followed  in  American  Courts  of 
Justioe. 

Mr.  Addison,  in  responding  to  the  toast,  said  among  the 
stewards  would  be  found  representatives  of  every  grsAe  of 
the  profession,  from  those  oooupying  the  highest  pinnacle 
to  those  who  like  himself  were  npon  the  very  threshold, 
and  this  was  not  to  be  wondered  at^  when  it  was  ooa> 
sidered  that  the  object  of  the  society  found  an  eoho 
everywhere.  He  also  believed  it  would  l>e  found  that 
the  honorary  stewards  were  always  ready  and  willing  to 
aid  the  society  in  every  possible  way. 

Mr.  Bawlinboh  proposed  the  health  of  the  trustee*, 
saying  that  in  such  an  assembly  as  that  it  was  hardly 
necessary  to  say  that  no  such  society  could  get  on  without 
trustees,  but  nevertheless  he  must  congratcjate  them  on 
having  gentlemen  of  such  standing,  and  bearing  names  so 
well  known  in  the  profession  as  those  whose  health  he 
was  now  proposing.  He  was  sure  they  would  not  only  do 
their  duty,  as  well  as  all  trustees  ought,  in  preserving 
the  funds  entrusted  to  them,  but  they  would  also  give  the 
society  the  benefit  of  their  advioe  and  large  legal  experience. 
In  Mr.  Arnold  White  and  Mr.  Onvry  they  had  two 
worthy  snooessora  to  Mr.  Bigg  and  Mr.  Milne,  whose 
death  was  alladed  to  in  the  report. 

Mr.  BiBCRUf  having  responded,  the  proceedings  were 
concluded  with  the  health  of  the  ladies. 

In  the  oourse  of  the  evening  donations  to  the  amount 
of  about  £450  were  announced. 


SOLIOITOBS'  BENEVOLEST  ASSOCIATION. 

The  usual  monthly  meeting  of  the  board  of  directors  of 
this  association  was  held  at  the  Law  Institution,  London, 
en  Wednesday  last,  June  7,  Mr.  Park  Nelson  in  the  chau'. 
The  other  directors  present  were  Messrs.  Blandy  (of  Read- 
ing), Clabon,  Hodger,  Rickman,  and  Shaen  (Mr.  Eiffo, 
secretary).  A  grant  of  £50  was  made  to  the  wife  and 
family  01  a  member  incapacitated  for  business  through 
mental  infirmity,  and  a  sam  of  £45  was  divided  in  grants 
among  five  necessitons  families  of  deceased  non-members. 
Fourteen  new  members  were  admitted  to  the  association, 
and  other  general  business  transacted. 

LAW.  STUDENTS*  DEBATING  SOCIETY. 

On  Tuesday,  the  6th  of  June,  1871,  tte  society  adopted 
the  secretary  s  motion  that  the  annual  dinner  should  take 
place  in  July,  and  appointed  the  acting  committee  to  make 
the  necessary  arrangements.  It  was  also  determined  that 
out  of  the  society's  funds  £25  should  be  applied  to  the  pur- 
poses of  the  dinner. 

The  discussion  of  the  question  npon  the  paper  was  ad- 
jonmed. 

BIRMINGHAM  LAW  STUDENTS'  SOCIETY. 
On  Tuesday  evening,  the  members  of  the  above  society  met 
for  the  discussion  of  the  following  question : — "  Is  a  husband 
liable  for  necessaries  supplied  to  his  wife  during  separation  by 
mutual  consent"  Mr.  Maokey,  LL.B.,  opened  the  debate  with 
a  speech  in  the  affirmative,  and  was  followed  by  Mr.  Yaa 
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^art  on  the  aame  tide.  The  negative  was  led  hj  tiie 
•eoretaty,  Mr.  Bishton,  and  snpported  by  Mx.  Johnson. 
The  Chairman,  Mr.  T.  Smith,  hanng  summed  np  the  arga* 
ments,  pnt  the  question  to  the  meetmg,  and  the  TOting  was 
declared  to  he  in  Vxe  affirmatire  by  a  minority  of  one. 


LAW  STUDENTS'  JOUSNAL. 

CALLS  TO  THE  BAR. 

June  6. — The  following  gentlemen  were  this  day  called  to 
the  Bar:— 

Ldccoln's-ikii. —  Thomas  Archer  Nightingale;  Archi- 
bald Henry  Blount,  Cambridge;  Francis  Porten  Beach- 
croft,  BA.,  Oxford;  Bitchard  Henry  Manners  Verity, 
B.A.,  Oxford;  Frederick  Cku'ke,  B.A.,  Oxford;  George 
Hudson  Palmer,  B.A.,  Oxford;  Edward  FitzGerald; 
Arthur  Cowper  Ranyard,  B.A.,  Cambridge ;  Robert  In^uun 
Tidswell,  B.A.,  Oxford;  Bazett  Michael  Haggard,  B.A., 
dambridge;  Robert  Braithwaite,  B.A.,  Oxford;  Henry 
Paul  Hawkshaw,  B.A.,  Cambridge;  William  Hatfield 
<}reen,  M.A.,  Cambridge ;  Bdward  Symonds,  B.A.,  Oxford  ; 
"William  King,  University  of  London;  Henry  Dalsell 
Konrae,  M.A.,  Oxford ;  Edward  Piercy  Henderson ;  George 
TlieophJlns  Spankie;  James  Benjamin  Scott;  Hugh 
Wilkinson ;  Alexander  CahiU  Maberly,  MA.,  Ozfonl ; 
Bichaid  Randall,  B.A.,  Oxford;  and  Richard  Holmden 
AmpUett,  BjL,  Cambridge,,  Esqs. 

Innkr  Tsmplb. — Archibald  Carrie,  M.A.,  Cambridge ; 
Herbert  Addington  Bigg,  B.A.,  Cambridge ;  Richard 
Greenhalgh,  B.A.,  LL.B.,  Cambridge;  Murray  Spenser 
Wchardson,  M.A.,  Oxford  ;  William  John  Dixon,  B.A., 
Cambridge  ;  Walton  Lockyer  Merewether,  B.A.,  Oxford  ; 
Charles  Francis  Egerton  Allen,  B.A^  Cambridge;  John 
William  Cole ;  James  Stuart  Laurie ;  William  Justin 
O'DriscoU,  Jnn.,  B.A.,  Oxford ;  Charles  Thomas  Part,  B.A., 
Cambridge  ;  the  Hon.  Thomas  Henry  William  Felham, 
B.A.,  Cambridge;  Robert  Theshie  Beid,  B.A..  Oxford; 
Edwin  Purvis  Boper-Cursson,  Cambridge ;  Horace  James 
Scovell,  B.A.,  Oxford ;  Henry  Thomas  Banning,  M.A., 
Oxford ;  Sherlock  Hare ;  Francis  William  Davenport, 
Oxford ;  Richard  William  Key  ;  Arthur  Roope  Hunt,  M.A., 
Cambridge ;  Christian  George  Miasdorp ;  Charles  Frederick 
Neal,  B.A.,  Cambridge;  William  Tudor  Prere;  William 
Appleton  ;  John  Douglas  Forster,  M.A.,  Durham ;  Robert 
Arthur  Valpy,  B.A.,  Oxford ;  Woomesh  Chunder  Mazum- 
der ;  David  Joseph  Kennelly ;  and  Robert  Anderson  Mowat, 
London,  Esqs. 

MiODLB  TsMPLB. — Bichard  Hewlett,  late  of  Cambridge  ; 
William  Lechmere  Lechmere,  B.A. ,  Oxford;  Ebeneser 
Erskine  Harper,  Edinburgh  and  of  the  Scotch  Bar;  Bichard 
Edward  Couch,  LL.M.,  Cambridge ;  Angaste  Oscar  Desenne; 
James  Campbell  Bruce,  B.A.,  Cambridge  ;  Henry  Q^skell 
(3ose,  M.A.,  Cambridge ;  Charles  Wo^ward  Wallis,  Ox- 
ford; !Bobert  Alfred  M'Call.  BA.,  Queen's  University, 
Ireland :  William  Decimus  Inglett  Foulkes  ;  Henry  Arthur 
Stewart;  James  Henry  Harmer  Moxon.  LL.B.,  Cambridge  ; 
John  Augustus  Harwood ;  Henry  Emmanuel  Cohen ; 
Henry  Anselm  de  Colyar  ;  Ernest  Montagu  Money ;  James 
BroughtoQ  Edge ;  Gavin  Parker  Ness,  University  of  Aber- 
deen ;  Samuel  Sydney  Lnderbay, B.A.,  University  of  Lon- 
don ;  Bomesh  (Sunder  Dntt ;  Bihari  Lai  Gupta  ;  Joseph 
Victor Edgard  Oallet,  B.A.,  B.L.,M.L.,  Paris  University; 
Louis  Arthur  Boucherat,  ML., Paris  University ;  and  Geoige 
Duncan  Ghiodricke,  Esqs. 

Guay's-inn. — George  William  Carter,  M.A.,  Cambridge, 
Esq.  

EXAMINATIONS  AT  THE  INCORPORATED  LAW 

SOCIETY. 

Batter  Term,  1871. 

Final    Examination. 

At  the  examination  of  candidates  for  admission  on  the 

roll  of  attorneys  and  solicitors  of  the  superior  courts,  the 

Examiners  rcconrmended  the  following  gentlemen,  under  the 

age  of  26,  as  being  entitled  to  honorary  distinction  : — 

William  David  Williams,  who  served  his  clerkship  to 
Messrs,  Lnard  &  Sherley,  of  Cardiff ;  and  F.  S.  Gosling,  of 
London. 

John  Nixon,  who  served  his  clerkship  to  Mr.  William 
Smith,  of  Sheffield }  and  Messrs.  Church,  Sons,  &,  Clarke,  of 
London. 


Charles  Edward  Wright,   who  senel  His  ckik^  % 
Messrs.  Pr«ss  &  Inskip,  of  Bristol. 

The  Council   of  the  Incorporated  Law  Sodetf  Im 
accordingly  awarded  the  following  prins  of  Vnb:-  ^ 

Mr.  WiUiams,  the  prize  of  Uie  HonoisUt  Soeit» 
Clifford's-inn. 

Mr.  Nixon,  and  Mr.  Wright,  prizes  of  the  Iuiit;iii4 
Law  Society. 

The  Examiners  have  also  certified  that  Ac  ioCn 
candidates,  under  the  age  of  26.  pasMd  enmintHau 
entitle  them  to  commendations : — 

Edward  Field  Cole,  who  served  his  detk^p  to  in 
Ellis,  Field,  k  Moss,  of  Liverpool ;  and  Meisn.  f  i^ 
Sons,  of  London. 

Hugh  William  Pearson,  who  served  his  cledutiiiii) 
Simpson,  of  New  Malton  ;  and  Messrs.  'WllUuHn,  Hi 
WilUamaon,  of  London. 

Henry  Saxelbye,  who  served  his  derkiliip  lolli 
Saxelbyes  i.  Sharp,  of  Hall ;  and  Xr.  Fruoi  TE 
Blake,  of  London. 

The  Council  have  accordingly  awarded  tliem  Cent: 
of  Merit 

Tne  number  of  candidates  examined  in  tkii  Ton. 
94 ;  of  these,  64  passed,  and  80  ware  postponed. 


AN  AMERICAN   EX-JUDGE  ON  THK  Lffiil 

PROFESSION. 
The  American  Lata  Segitttr  for  May  contuns  n 
on  "  The  Proper  Limits  of  Professional  KesponslJli! 
Duty,"  initiaUed  "  J.  F.  R."  (J.  P.  RedfieU,  fiCbii 
tice  of  Vermont),  from  which  we  extract  the  (bllotit; 
"  As  we  may  be  tolerably  certain  that  all  oomsd!" 
be  able  to  convince  themselves  of  the  jostictoftKtr 
cause,  since  they  will  naturally  accept  his  Teniae 
facts,  it  is  perhaps  safe  to  affirm  that  more  i:jt^ 
courts  is  probably  produced  by  the  agency  of  e:3B 
are  both  able  and  conscientious,  and  who  arc  mMl 
unscmpulona  misrepresentation  of  their  owl  dio^l 
any  other  one  mode.  For  clients  of  this  character,  if  tij 
sagacious  and  far-seeing  as  they  are  unscrupalois,ra 
(Jly  comprehend  the  importsmee  of  having  wuaa 
character  is  above  suspicion,  and  who  have  also  tif^ 
to  comprehend,  and  the  adroitness  to  preaent  »t  tb 
time  and  in  the  most  acceptable  form,  some  plmaUe 
for  any  apparent  short-comings  Trtiich  msy  pis' 
I  developed  m  the  course  of  the  trial  So  that  m  aj 
conclude,  that  if  any  great  iniquity  is  perpetntfl 
conduct  of  the  trial  of  civil  actions,  it  wtll  m^it  1^ 
done  either  by  reckless  counsellors  who  have  no  « 
appreciation  of  the  necessity  of  avoiding  the  app(«i 
evU,  and  no  very  delicate  sense  of  the  )a\^^  * 
professional  honour,  or  else  through  the  ageacv  o.'  * 
accomplished  members  of  the  professiini.  l)ctn  in  F 
ability  and  culture  as  well  as  of  professional  pi-" 
honour,  who  have  been  made  to  believe  their  cliei 
sessed  of  tha  same  high  sense  of  morality  and  j:^^ 
themselves,  and  who  are  never  able  to  disabnse  tha 
of  this  impression  until  the  evil  purpose  of  the  clifj; 
trievably  accomplished. 

We  do  not  suppose  there  is  any  possible  reiii«.f 
unfortunate  liability  to  the  miscarriaze  of  juJtiK,  •' 
we  live  under  a  free  government.  Tne  main  eat 
plaint  against  counsel,  so  far  as  others  besides  :i« 
are  concerned,  is  then,  not  because  they  snffer  \-^ 
to  be  retained  by  unworthy  clients,  or  in  behalf  oi  •. 
or  dishononrable  claims  or  defences,  but  becaos;  tt 
duct  cases  dishonourably  after  they  are  retaioei  i" 
evil  in  our  country,  we  are  persuaded,  so  far  as  t«f 
concerned  in  the  conduct  of  counsel,  is  not  that  w; 
times  have  dishonourable  clients  or  hopeless  canse,  ■■ 
they  submit  themselves  to  be  dictated  to  bif  sa«  n-<^ 
matters  where  they  are  bound  by  every  priaapl'  -^ 
and  self-respect  to  dictate  to  the  cUent— that  i* 
standing  before  the  court  as  the  representatiTS  o(«  lu^ 
tured  and  honourable  profession,  to  present  such  Wj 
and  such  views  of  the  law  as  they  know,  or  '"""^ 
and  just,  they  condescend  to  offer  eridence,  BOtMj 
in  which  they  have  not  the  slightest  """^'^'''''jJi 
perhaps,  either  in  its  tmth  or  it«  relevancy,  °"'!^ 
the  responsibility  &om  their  own  shoulders  to  iM" 
court  And  it  is  most  unquestionable  lh»*  f  ff?V 
what  may  feirly  be  regarded  as  sheer  pattifiW*" 
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mstl  of  Mosidanble  practice  and  comprehension,  merely 
igtatify^ei^  clients,  and  because  it  will  count  on  the 
on  of  compensation.  It  wonld  be  disgusting  to  all  refined 
stes,  >nd  scarcely  less  than  sickening,  to  enter  into^tha 
itaS  of  practices  which  occupy  the  time  and  wear  out  the 
itiaice  of  our  courts  ;  all  of  which  comes  in  a  very  large 
gne&om  this  very  eril,  than  which  nothing  can  be  less 
Snlated  to  improve  and  elerate  the  character  of  the  pro- 
non. 

We  hsTf  sometimM  felt  'disposed  to  question  the  wisdom 
juitice  of  that  rigid  exclusion  of  attorneys  and  solioitom 
the  isglidi  practice  from  all  intimacy  with  the  barristers 
sTeiyotde ;  and  which  absolutely  cuts  off  the  client  from 
possiUe  consultation  or  communication  with  his  counsel 
1^^  circamstances.  To  an  American  almost  nothing 
Id  appear  more  unreasonable,  or  less  calculated  to  bring 
ses  to  speedy  trial  upon  their  actual  and  exact  merits. 
Jure  sometimes  been  amazed  that  solicitors,  of  more 
lity  and  legal  learning  than  the  counsel  employed  in  a 
w,  would  tamely  submit  to  all  this  formality  and  often 
urijfht  disrespect  at  their  hands.  Bat  it  must  be  con- 
d,  the  system  is  not  altogether  without  its  compensatory 
utages,  in  giving  an  air  of  decency  and  dignify 
hegoisg  forward  of  trials  in  court.  The  client  there 
trallyf^thnt  hehas  no  more  rightto  dictate  to  his  counsel 
I  be  has  to  the  court;  that  the  members  of  the  bar,  from 
highest  to  the  lowest  grade,  are  veritable  officers  of  the 
t  and  such  officers  as  hare  duties  to  the  court  of  a 
r  and  holier  obligation  than  any  which  they  can  assume 
irds  their  clients — not  that  such  higher  obligations 
irds  the  purity  of  the  administration  of  justice  have 
tendency  to  lessen  the  ardour  of  counsel  in  the  vin- 
aon  of  the  just  rights  of  their  clients ;  or  in  any 
ner  to  interfere  with  the  most  exclusive  devotion  to 
interests,  within  the  proper  sphere  of  what  clients 
the  right  to  expect  of  every  counsel — very  far  from  it. 
d,  it  may  truly  be  said,  that  counsel  who  are  pro- 
'  imbued  with  the  deep  sense  of  their  duties  to  the 
1^  and  to  the  purity  of^  the  administration  of  justice, 
Uk  the  last  men  to  shrink  from  the  fullest  perform- 
'  of  their  duties  to  their  clients,  however  difficult  and 
folar  they  mixht  become.  The  man  who  is  true  to 
(U  and  to  the  higher  duties  of  conscience  and  justice, 
only  be  suspected  of  falsehood  towards  any  man. 

'  This  nbove  all — to  thine  own  self  be  true ; 
And  it  mu«t  follow  as  the  night  the  day. 
Thou  canst  not  then  be  false  to  any  man.' 

id  in  this  particular  it  mnst  be  confesstd,  for  some 
0,  the  English  bar  possesses  very  decided  advantages 
our  otrn.  It  may  not  be  altogether  owing  to  the  sepa- 
1  of  the  counsel  from  the  attorneys  and  solicitors,  and 
iall;  from  the  clients— but  we  have  no  doubt  this  mav 
something  to  do  with  it.  The  manner  in  which  rich 
ts  in  oar  country  too  often  assume  to  treat  a  dependent 
«ellor,  or  indeed  all  counsel,  must  go  far  to  convince  any 
hit  there  is  little  chance  to  vindicate  the  purity  of  the 
nistration  of  justice  through  the  bar,  among  us.  It  re- 
),  sometimes,  all  the  dignity  and  self-respect  which 
el  can  sununon  to  their  aid,  to  save  themselves  from 
ire  insult  at  the  hands  of  purm-prond  clients.  They 
to  sqppoee  that  counsel  are  their  merest  tools  ;  to  un- 
keall  the  dirty  work  on  their  behalf  which  their  desperate 
aes  may  demand,  whether  it  may  consist  in  shaping 
nony  to  meet  the  emergencies  of  the  cause,  or  in 
Mcmog  the  jury,  and  possibly  the  court  even,  through 
iaitmmentiuities  as  these  men  hope,  and  sometimes 
n,  influence  and  even  money  will  procure.  If  connsel 
ite,  they  are  admonished  of  what  other  distinguished 
bers  of  the  bar  stand  ready  to  undertake,  and  to  accom- 
;  and  if  this  admonition  fails  to  lead  them  into  the 
It  imminent  breach  demanded,  their  places  are  soon  filled 
loeis,  and  they  are  informed  that  nothing  more  will  be 
led  of  them  uian  to  send  in  their  bills,  which,  ten  to 
ire  never  paid — or,  if  paid  at  all,  it  is  only  after  much 
iing  and  many  deductions. 

B  do  not  intend  to  represent  that  all  this  occurs  in  the 
ary  routine  of  practice  at  our  bar.  But  something  very 
1  akin  to  this  is  most  undeniable,  in  a  largo  amount  of 
Kst  paying  practice,  in  the  American  courts,  at  the 
IX  day.  Most  of  the  work  is  done  indeed  out  of  court, 
sore  commonly  by  a  very  subordinate  grade  of  the  pro- 
n,  in  point  of  culture  and  character  ;  much  of  it  is  mere 
te  and  does  not  require  the  higher  order  of  talent ;  and 


mora  of  it,  perhaps,  is  of  so  qnestionsble  and  unprofisssional 
a  character,  that  the  most  sensitive  moral  perceptions  would 
be  liable  to  prove  more  an  embarrassment  man  a  help.  Able 
and  upright  counsel  are  sometimes  consulted  in  advance,  in 
order  to  know  what  the  law  is  ;  and  when  the  cause  comes  ta 
a  hearing,  sonnsellors  of  good  character  and  comely  attire^ 
both  inwardly  and  outwardly,  are  imperiously  demanded,  in 
order  to  make  the  fairest  show  in  court.  And  we  can  well 
suppose,  that,  on  such  occasions,  many  of  the  most  hononr- 
able  members  of  the  profesaion  may  be,  more  or  leas,  connected 
with  causes  in  the  most  honourable  manner,  which  in  the 
course  of  their  progress  from  inception  to  maturity,  may 
have  passed  through  very  naiTow  straits.  They  may  have  been 
compelled  to  do  so,  in  order  to  escape  piratical  craft  sailing, 
in  an  opposite  direction." 


DEMOCRACY  AND  THE  LEGAL  PROFESSION  IN 
AMERICA. 

"  If  men,"  says  De  Toequeville,  "  are  to  remain  civilized,. 
or  to  become  so,  the  art  of  assooiating  together  must  grow 
and  improve  in  the  tame  ratio  in  which  the  equality  of  con- 
ditions  is  increased,"  a  truth  which  lawyers  in  America 
have  strangely  overlooked.  It  may  be  a  question  indeed 
whether  the  legal  profession  and  the  community  both  have 
not  lost  more  than  they  have  gained  by  the  application  of 
modem  theories  of  equality,  which  strip  that  calling  of  the 
character  of  a  guild.  It  might  be  better  for  itself  and  con- 
sequently for  society,  that  ttie  bar  should  retain  something 
of  the  corporation  form  it  preserves  under  older  govern- 
ments, with  clearly  defined  obligations,  and  with  enough  of 
privilege  for  its  due  protection  ag^ainst  attacks  from  without 
and  decay  within.  No  order  that  has  ever  existed  ha» 
made  a  leas  aggressive  use  of  such  privileges.  When  Coke 
of  England  asserted  the  lawful  authority  of  the  courts 
against  the  pretensions  of  the  prince,  and  when  the  robe 
demanded  and  enforced  justice  against  the  member  of  the 
proud  Erench  nobility  who  had  wronged  one  of  their  rank, 
they  were  defending  popular  liberty  in  their  own  cause.  In 
other  countries  the  lawyer  still  feels  himself  surrounded  by 
a  powerful  body  which  guards  his  rights,  and  holds  him 
responsible  for  his  conduct.  In  America,  tile  legal  profes- 
sion is  less  protected  by  statutes  and  customs  than  by  the 
traditional  respect  which  yet  lingers  about  it ;  and  its 
separate  members  are  bat  little  more  controlled  for  good  or 
ill  by  the  force  of  its  authority  as  a  body,  than  laymen  in 
general  are. 

Lawyers  are  rightly  called  the  most  conservative  daas  in  a 
democracy,  and  their  influence  in  the  government  pro- 
nounced to  be  the  most  powerful  existing  security  against 
its  excises.  ,  It  follows  that  the  class  of  politicians  who 
profit  by  those  excesses  must  be  hostile  to  the  legal  profes- 
sion, and  the  antagonism  is  none  the  less  real  for  being 
nnavowed.  The  people  are  never  jealous  of  the  lawyers  ; 
they  trust  the  legal  profession ,  because  its  interest  is  really 
the  same  with  their  own,  and  because  its  intelligence  guides 
them  best  in  pursuing  that  interest.  In  so  doing  it  thwarts 
the  demagogue,  whose  interest  it  is  to  flatter  passion  or 
vanity.  The  i^ench  publicist  held  the  opinion  that  lawyers 
would  always  maintain  the  lead  in  a  democracy.  He  eotdd 
not  forecast  the  influences  which  in  the  last  quarter  of  a 
century  have  so  enormously  increased  the  contzol  of  met* 
politicians ;  he  did  not  foresee  that  they  would  master  the  art  of 
association  more  thoroughly  than  any  other  class  in  the 
community,  and  turn  their  power  of  combination  to  the 
worst  account :  that  they  would  crawl  up  from  bein^  the 
flatterers  of  the  people  to  being  its  leaders  ;  imd  that  within, 
a  very  few  years  from  the  date  of  his  studies  they  would 
have  moulded  the  brute  force  of  numbers  by  the  aid  of 
general  suffrage,  and  raising  association  to  the  height  of 
conspiracy,  would  have  nsuiped  the  legislation  of  the  coun- 
try. And  holding  that  power,  the  secret  instinct  of  anta- 
gonism impels  them  to  use  it  against  the  legal  profession, 
by  taking  advantage  of  popular  distrust  of  aU  class  dis- 
tinctions. 

The  democratic  principle  is  a  slow,  strong  solvent  of 
forms  and  symbols, — so  strong,  that  it  may  even  be  artfully 
misdirected  to  attack  the  substance  and  weaken  the  reality 
of  the  thing  symbolized.  Therefore  much  of  the  democrano 
teaching  of  the  day  encourages  a  sort  of  unformed  notion 
that  the  destruction  of  class  peculiarities  will  have  a  magical 
power  to  efface  differences  of  nature,  and  make  all  men 
alike  wise,  good,  and  happy.  Such  a  notion  easily  breeds 
the  mistake  of  regarding  superior  morality  and  intelligence 
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•8  an  nnwsrnuited  ^xrrUege.  Any  eminenoe  ii  nndemooiatiot 
the  Cleon  of  the  hour  ezeUims ;  mperioritj  of  any  kind  ia 
treason  to  the  greet  Deelatation  ;  uid  any  calling  or  pto- 
fastion  that  reate  upon  laoh  superiority,  and  maintaina  and 
protects  itself  by  cherishing  it,  is  nnconstitntional,  or  we 
irill  speedily  nu^e  it  so.  And  as  a  ranilt,  so  &r  as  legisla- 
tion can  effect  it,  the  mere  fact  of  baring  been  bom  twenty- 
one  years  ag^,  gives  a  man  a  right  to  demand  admission  to  a 
learned  profession.  Is  the  bogtrotter  or  the  Fire-Pointer 
raised  by  that  to  the  level  of  wortii,  or  is  the  profession  dis- 
honored by  being  compelled  to  stoop  to  his? — American 
Law  Rniea. 


PUBLIC  COMPANIES. 

oovsRNMnrr  funds. 

Lin  QDOTATioir,  Jnse  9,  1871. 
fnm  tht  OHelal  lAtt  t/lhi  aclual  tiu<iM»  tranuuM. 


S  per  Cant.  ConaoU,  91(  z  d 
Ditto  for  Aooonnt,  Jal;,  91}  x  d 
S  per  Cent.  Radnoed  91 1 
New  Spar  Cent..  91| 
Do.  H  perCant.,  Jan.  '9« 
Do.  2}  per  Cant.,  Jan.  '94 
Do.  i  par  Cent,,  Jan.  '78 
Annmtiaa.Jan.'SO— 


Annnities,  April,  *S6 
Do.(RadSeaT.)  Aii«.  isoii 
Bx  Bills, £1000,  —  par  Ot.>  p  m 
Ditto,  £tW>,  Do  —  S  p  m 

nitto,£ioo  a  £100.  —  s  p  m 

Bank  of  Kngland  Stock,  4i  par 

Ct.  (last  half-year)  236 
Ditto  for  Aooonnt. 


niDIAH  CWVBBNXBNT  BKOTTBITIKS. 


India  Stk.,  10)p  Ct.Apr.'T«,109 

Ditto  for  Aoeonst 

Ditto  S  par  Cent.4Bl7,'80  109}  x  d 

Ditto  for  Acnonnt, — 

Ditto«perCiut.,  Oot. '88  101 

Ditto,ditto,CertUloatea,— 

Ditto  BnfBced  Ppr.,  4  per  Cent. 93 


Ind.Knr.Pr.,  5  pC.Jan.'Ti  too 
Ditto,  o)par  Cant., May, '79  107} 
Ditto   Dabentarea,  per  Cent., 

April, '64  — 
Do.  Do  ,6  perCent.,Aag;.'73  tCS 
Do.  Bonds,  4porCt.,£IO«0  30  pu 
Ditto, ditto,  nnderXinOd.  20  pm 


RAILWAY  STOCK. 


Railway!. 


Stook 
Stock 
Stocit 
Stock; 
Stock 
Stock 
Stock 
Stock 
Stock 
Stock 
Stock 
Slock 
Stock 
Slock 
Stock 
Stock 
Stock: 
Stock 
Stock 
Stock 
Stock 
Stock 
Stock 
Stock 


Paid.  ClostoK  prices 


Briatoland  Kxatar loo 

Caledonian „    iqo 

Olaagow  and  South- Waatarn igo 

Great  Eastern  Ordinary  Stook    |oo 

Do., Bast  Ani^lian  Stook,  Mo.  9 lOO 

Groat  Northern    lOO 

Do.,  A  Stock"    ,  100 

Great  Southern  and  Waatarn  of  Ireland,'  loo 

Great  Western— Original loO 

Iduioaahire  and  Yorkahire  i  100 

London,  Brighton,  and  South  Coast......   100 

Lonaon.Chatham,  and  Dorar ;  100 

London  and  North- Waatarn '  100 

L-jndon  and  South- Wastern    '  100 

Manohaatar,Shafflald,and  Linooln 100 

Uetropolltan !  lOO 

Midland  loO 


Do.,  Birmingham  and  Ueriiy 

North  Britiah    

North  London 

North  Stattordthiro 

South  Devon 

South-Eaatern  ...„.'" !  100 

'rairvale .' '■ "■  ..;  100 


•2 

9>* 
116 
41 

IIM 

isr 

lot 

94 
■«)» 

M 

17 
IStt 

«[ 

130^ 
100 

««« 

120 

6Si 

g% 

86} 
168 


*  A  raoeivaa  no  dividend  niitU  6  par  cent,  baa  been  paid  to  B. 

MoNBi  Mabjcbt  and  City  iNTSLLtaRNCii . 
All  the  markets  have  been  flat  this  week,  and  prices,  on 
the  whole,  dull.  In  Home  Railways  some  disposition  has 
been  shown  to  invest  in  Qreat  Northern  and  Midlands,  the 
latter  especially,  upon  the  prospect  of  a  settlement  of  their 
great  dispute  about  coal  rates.  South  Easterns  have  been 
active,  in  consequence  of  their  excellent  traffic  returns, 
though  tho  unuBiully  good  returns  of  the  Great  Western 
have  not  brought  up  that  description  from  the  point  to 
which  it  recently  receded.  On  the  whole  the  Home 
Bailway  market  is  heavy,  upon  realisations.  In  foreign  secu- 
rities very  little  is  doing. 


The  EcoaomUt,  apropot  of  the  recent  aoandalouB  attempt 
to  secare  for  the  Mayor's  Court  that  absurd  foreign 
garnishee  jurisdiction  which  the  Houae  of  Lords  finally 
disposed  of  in  the  case  of  Cox  r.  Mayor  of  London,  Bays 
it  is  apparent  that :—"  Certain  parties  in  the  City  are 
making  a  desperate  effort  to  extend  and  confirm  an 
ooomalons  jurisdiction  whioh  ought  not  to  exist  at  all. 
There  can  obviously  be  no  pretence  that  the  Lord 
Mayor's  Court  distnbntes  a  superior  sort  of  justice  to 
that  of  the  ordinary  courts  of  the  country.  The  suspicion 
is  unavoidable  that  the  Court  is  maintained  for  the  sake 
of  the  fees,  not  for  the  beneftt  of  litigants,  and  that  these 


tempti 

oted  ^ 


extend  the  jurisdiction  in  aoBewlat  en 
neoted  with  a  motive  which  has  long  BBNoeastt 
influence  our  superior  courts  of  law  and  eipiitf.  TWni 
a  snspioion  shoold  hare  any  otdoor  would  bet  {oodiiM 
not  only  for  limiting  the  aggisMive  ocmt,  mbtfi 
ting  an  end  to  it  altogether.*' 

County  Court  Jdsoes  (FT*  oufcp.  664).— Ht  Siea 
Judge  of  Circuit  No.  45  (Surrey  and  Beria)  vrita  u  l 
Times  to  say  that  in  boUi  the  Jtfn  1869  and  18701s  a:  i 
additional  day  in  every  month  (including  tiie  natigiEf^ 
at  Croydon  and  at  Wandsworth,  beyond  what  hii[iRdKa] 
Mr.  Frazer,  sat,  and  beyond  whathe  himself  attinltSltis 
first  appointedjadgeofthfcircuit),orthetwof(dlofi^Tag 
and  that  he  also  sat  on  several  oUier  additioml  dijts  sM 
years,  as  appears  by  other  Parliamentatyietnni.  Sitli 
that  in  conseqaence  of  recent  legislation  and  the  ixnc  g 
population  in  the  circuit,  the  business  upon  it  bsi  ixk 
since  1866.  both  in  the  number  of  cases  and  in  nsri^ 
point  of  view. 


ESTATE  EXCH&KOE  BEPOBT- 


AT  THE  MART. 
May  31. — By  Messrs.  Debexham,  Tbwsos  i  FiBOi., 
Essex. — Orays— The  Elms,  with  gardens,  cottige,«i^ 
and  about  8   acres,  term  71    years,  groond  to:  I 
Sold  for  £2,500.  I 

Upper   Norwood. — ^Villa  resideooe,    known  •>  Sed 
House,  with  gardens,  stabling,    ftc,  and  abovt  i  M 
term  52  years,  ground  rent  £80.    Sold  for  £1,620. 
June  1. — By  Heasrs.  Fakbbkothsb,  Lte,  t  Wsnui 
Queen's-gate-torrace,  No.  9,  a  lecuehold  improTedpS 
rent  of  £15  per  aimum,  well  seeorad.    Sold  far  £<!)• 
June  2.— By  Messrs.  Noetox,  Tbist,  Watxit  t  Ct. 
Great  Tower-street,  E.C. ,  at  the  comer  of  Hiri>  ui  Ci 
lanes,  a  freehold  warehouse,  containing  4,SiOfL^ 
Sold  for  £13,100. 

By  Messrs.  Rushwobth.  Abbott,  &  Co. 
Bishopsgate-street,  No.   109,  E.C.,  freehold  ImsiusI 

mises,  let  at  £300  per  annum.     Sold  for  £8,804. 
Clapham-common,  Ko.  23  Pavement,  freehold,  let  <t  ■ 
peraimnm.    Sold  for  £3,000. 

June  5.— By  Messrs.  D.  Smith,  Sox,  &  Oixin 
The  life  interest  in  tiie  sum  of  £3,799  7s.  ii.  TbI 
Cent.  Consolidated  Bank  Annuities  ;  a  policy  is  &•' 
Life  Assurance  for  £360,  and  a  ditto  in  the  A^ 
Assurance  for  £300,  on  the  life  of  a  gentleauntH 
Sold  for  £970. 
The  absolute  reversion  to  £1,000  Three  perCaitl 
Annuities,  payable  on  death  of  a  lady  aged  79.   SoM 
£670. 
▲  ditto  to  £350  Three  per  Cent.  Bank  Annuitie(.|9 

on  death  of  a  female  aged  67.  Sold  for  £150. 
June  5.— By  Messrs.  Canxooc.  Oalswoktkt  i-  CidS 
In  Chancery.—"  Pennington  v.  Dalbiac." — (Sale  S^' 
Freeholds :  Bermondsey,  a  freehold  ground  rent  of  d 
annum,  secured  on  premises  in  King-street.  Sold  tal 
A  ditto  of  £50,  secured  upon  ditto adjoming.  Soldfdil 
Nos.  25  to  20,  King-street,  fceehold,  let  at  £70  te 

£640. 
Nos.  31  to  35,  adjoining,  let  at  £63  14a.    Sold  for  tS* 
Nos.  80  and  81,  Bermondsey  New-road,  and  Nos  1 

Biandon-street,  let  at  £69  ISs.     Sold  for  £730. 
A  house  and  outbuildings.  Sec,  situate  in  Swan-sMl, 

£C0.    Sold  for  £730. 
A  ditto,  adjoining,  let  at  £30.    Sold  tot  £730. 
A  freehold  ground-ient  of  £18  per  annum,  smplf 
premises  in  Brandon-plaoe  and  Swan-meal 
£440. 
A  ditto  of  £4,  secured  on  premises  in  Swaa-meai' 

for  £60. 
A  ditto  of  £4 10s.,  secured  on  premises  and  Itid  is 

Sold  for  £350. 
A  ditto  of  20,  secured  upon  houses  in  Swan-mead. 

£400. 

In  Chancery.— Leaseholds  (Sale  No.  «>.— Vihra* 
leasehold  improved  ground-rent  of  £35  per  ibih»»_ 
18  years,  with  reversion  for  11  years,  secnrod  on  f 
in  Providence- row  and  Brandon-street  Sold  bs  i^ 
A  ditto  of  £35  per  annum,  term  18  years,  itftmab 
secured  on  premises  in  Brandon  street  lad  Slcrt' 
Sold  for  £800. 
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littoof£60,8ime  term,  roveision  for  10|  years,  aecored 

0  piemues  in  wme  street  and  Rodney-road.  Sold  for 
!720. 

littoof  £23  and  £22,  term  18  ^eais,  reversion  for  11^  and 

^jeas,  aecored  on  premises  in  Rodney-street,  &c.;  also 

re  lioiues  in  Rodney-street  and  Sarah  Ann-street,  term 

S  years,  and  let  at  £110.    Sold  for  £970. 

ittoof  i22  and  £18,  term  18  years,  with  reversion  to  the 

ick  rentals  of  the  latter  for  10|  years,  secured  on  houses 

inme  streeti ;  also  five  houses  in  Sarah  Ann-street,  term 

;  years,  let  at  £81  5s.     Sold  for  £940. 

46.  Brandon-street,  and  Nos.  48  and  60  ;  also  Nos.  1  to 

Sarah  .inn-street,  term  9  years,  net  rental  £130.     Sold 

t£6aO. 

cbold  improved  ground-rents  of  £26  and  £10  10s.  with 

1  houses  in  Nursery-row,  Bedford  Cottages,  and  Friendly- 
ace,  let  at  £120,  term  18  years,  with  reversion  to  the 
hole  for  9^  years.     Sold  for  £1,320. 

tto  of  £20  and  £25,  term  13  years,  with  reversions  for  4} 

id  4t  years,  secured  upon  premises  in  Rodney-road, 

orthampton-street  and  place.    Sold  for  £8d0. 

tto  of  £70,  term  13  years,  with  reversion  for  4^  years, 

cured  on  premises  in  Erstead-street,  CSottage-square  and 

*.   Sold  for  £496. 

Ho  of  £12,  term  15  years,  reversion  for  7f,  secured  on 

tmises  in  Barlow-street  and  Darwin-street.     Sold  for 

85. 

to  of  £IOper  annnm,  with  reversion  for  SJ  years ;  also 

lee  honses  in  Barlow-street,  term,  for  the  whole,  15 

lis.  producing  £31  I2s.    Sold  for  £480. 

itto  of  11 1(S.,  term  18  years,  with  reversion  for  84 

as,  secured  on   premises  in   Rodney -road  and   Dale- 

eet.    Sold  for  £165. 

io  of  £49,  with  reversion  to  the  rack  rentals  of  the 

lies  let  on  lease  ;  also  five  houses  in  Paragon-row,  let 

<58  IDs.,  term  for  the  whole,  18  years.    Sold  for  £540, 

SI,  53, 55,  and  57,  Rodney-street,  and  No.  I,  Chatham- 

»t,tennllyear8,  letat  £56.    Sold  for  £300. 

S9, 61,  ond  63,  Rodney-street,  and  a  plot  of  gronnd, 

« n  years,  let  at  £48  6s.     Sold  for  £190. 

iriuld  improved  ground  rent  of  £66,   term  11  years 

and  on  premises  in  Rodney-road.    Sold  for  £330. 

June  7.— By  Messrs.  Edwin  Fox  &  Boubfielo. 

I,  freehold  villa,  known  as  Lowther  Lodge,  with  plot 

mildiiig  land.     Sold  for  £1,000. 

«th,  Nos.  95,  96,  and  97,  Regent-street,  and  Nos.  1  to 

■arden-place,  copyhold,  with  reversion  in  14  years,  net 

til  £174.    Sold  for  £485. 

By  Messrs.  Fakebkothbb,  Clabk.  &  Co. 
Itsei,  Banwell,  a  plot  of  freehold  buil(Ung  land,  con- 
ling  3ii.  Ir.  86  p,     Sold  for  £360. 
to  of  38.  Or.  4p.    Sold  for  £300. 
!»  of  5a.  Ir.  lOp.     Sold  for  £620. 
to  of  3a.    Sold  for  £300. 

(Iota  of  ditto,  of  about  la.  each— reaUsed  about  £100 
acre. 

plots  of  recommodation  land,  containing  62a.  Or.  38p 
Ifor  £5,625. 


OBATU8. 

RoLT — On  June  6,  at  Ozleworth,  Wotton-under-Gdge,  the 

Right  Hon.  Sir  John  Rolt,  aged  66. 
SciTLLY— On  June  4,  at  No.  6,  Orove-end-road,  London, 

Vincent  Scully,  Esq.,  Q.C.,  aged60. 


SIKTHS.  MABBtAOKS,  AMD  DEATHS. 

BIRTHS. 

err— On  June  3,  at  the  Grove  Lodge,  Slough,  Buckb, 
wife  of  Mr.  Richard  Henry  Barrett,  solicitor,  of  a  son 

ihtjr. 

B-^On  June  4,  at  8,  Hanover-terrace,  RegentVpark, 
wife  of  J.  H.  Gough,  Esq.,  barrister-at-law,  of  a  son. 

issos — On  June  6,  at  Formby,  near  Liverpool,  the  wife 

'.  R.  Stevenson,  Esq,  solicitor,  of  a  daughter,  stillborn. 

UABRIAOES. 
-HnrotET — On  June  1,  at  St.  Magr  of  the  Angels, 
jwater,  Francis  Thornley  King,  of  Bath,  solicitor,  to 
motte  Mary,  widow  of  the  late  Uiarles  Edwin  Hindley, 

"s-Bajtwell — On  June  1,  at  Hampton  Church,  Mid- 
^  William  Hughes  Morris,  Esq.,  of  Swansea,  solicitor, 
Ellen  Lavinia  Elizabeth,  only  daughter  of  the  late 
nles  BanwelL  Esq.,  of  Chelsea. 
jW— SwujsoN — On  June  1,  at  Mickleton,  Gloucester- 
IK,  Richard  Peele  Moasop,  solicitor,  to  Clara,  youngest 
"gater  of  the  late  George  Newton  Swinson,  Esq.,  of 
Hnington. 


LOHOOH   aAZETI£S. 

Professional  Partnerships  Dissohred. 

ToisDAT,  Jane  6,  1871. 

Lewis,  Cbaa  Edwd,  Arnold  Snmraers  Uaaiu,  John  Bridges  Nanu,  Sr 

John  Spencer  Lonidcn,  Old  Jenrry,  Attornefi  and  SoUelton.  June  1. 

Lnxton.  Kobt,k  H7  Loxton.TaTUtock,  Deran,  Attoraeyasnd  SoUelton. 

tujrsi. 

Wiadiiig-tqp  of  Joint  Stock  Oomptalas. 
FiisiT,  Jane  2, 1871. 
Umuiotid  1»  CRASOnT. 
Agricnltnrist  Ctttle  Inioranoe  Company. — The  Maiter  of    the  Kollt 
pnrposea  on  Taeedajr,  Jnna  13  at  1.30,  at  his  chambere,  to  proceed 
to  make  a  call  on  all  the  oontribatorias  of  the  aboTS  Companr  wboia 
namea  are  incloded  tn  the  list  ol  ooolribatorlea,  except  tboae  who, 
with  the  aanctioD  of  the  Jadge,  have  comaromited  thetr  UabiUtiea  la 
respect  of  the  debt  of  the  company  t  and  Che  Jndge  porpoaea  that 
snob  call  aboU  be  for  £380  per  ahare  of  JUO,  and  fbr  £70  per  ihara 
of  £5. 

LiinTao  m  CBAiranT, 
Elltott  Brothera  Company  (Limited).— Vioe  Chancellor  Mallna  has,  by 
an  order  dated  Hay  S6,  ordered  that  the  abore  company  be  woosd  an. 
Clarke  It  Co,  Lincoln's-inn-fieldi ;  agenta  for  Standrlng,  jan,  Roen- 
dale,  solicitor  for  the  petitioner. 
London  and  Devon  Biaealt  Company  (Umited).—Petitian  for  winding 
no,  preaented  Jane  I.  directed  to  be  beard  before  Vice  Gtianeellor 
Uallns  on  Jose  S3.    Clarke  ft  Oo.,  LiacoM'a-inn-flelds ;  agents  for 
Fniaell  fe  Co,  Brlatol,  K>Ucltart  for  the  petitioner. 
Witt  ft  WlUiams'a  Brewery  (Limited).— The  Uaater  of  the  Rolls  has,  by 
an  order  dated  Hay  23,  ordered  ihat  the  above  company  be  wound  ap. 
Doomett,  Gatter-lane,  Cheapalde,  loUcitor  for  the  psUtiODOr. 

TciSDAT,  Jane  8,  1871. 
UiiuianD  M  Cbaiicbit. 

Waterloo  and  Whitehall  Bailway  Company.— Vioa  Chanoellor  Hsiins 
baa  fixed  Jane  16  at  IS,  at  bis  ohambera,  ft>r  the  appointment  of  an 
olBclalliqaidator. 

Lnmio  n  Cbahcibt. 

London  Sabarban  Bank  (Limited).  -Petition  for  wlBdIng  op,  pceientad 
May  39,  directed  to  be  heard  before  Vice  Chancellor  wlckens  on 
Jane  33.    Uontagn,  Baeklenbary,  sollciwr  for  the  petitioners. 

Mlllwall  Ironworka,  ShIpbnUdiaK,  and  Oraitng  Socka  Oompany 
(Limltad). — Petition  for  winding  ap,  pieasoted  Jane  3,  directed  to  be 
heard  before  Vioe  Ohaacallor  Malina  on  Friday,  Jane  33,  Tonng  & 
Co,  St.  Hlldred'a-ot,  Fonltiy,  aoUdtora  for  the  petlltoiMrs. 

San  Pedro  del  Honte  Silrer  Mining  Company  (Limited).— The  Master 
of  the  Bolls  haa,  by  an  order  dated  May  37,  ordered  that  the  volantary 
winding  ap  of  the  above  company  be  coniinned,  aabject  to  the  snper- 
Tltlon  of  the  coart.  Conrtenay  ft  Croome,  Qraoechnrch-at,  aoUcitera 
for  tbepetltioaerB. 

Witt  ft  Williams's  Brewery  (Limited).— Tho  Master  of  the  Bolls  has 
fixed  Jane  IS  at  13.30,  at  hia  chambers,  for  the  appointment  of  an 
ofllcial  liqaldator.  ^ 

Friendly  Sodstiss  DlssidTed. 
ToisDAT,  Jons  6, 1871. 
Heath  Friendly  Society,  Whltmore  Anna  Inn,  Heath,  Oxford.    Jane  1 
Loyal  Albion  Society,  Talbot  Inn,  Halifax,  Tork.    Jane  3. 

Orsditors  nnder  EatatM  in  Ohuetry. 

Zait  Day  of  Proo}, 

FaiDAX,  Jane  3, 1871. 

Denbam,  Qeo  Bonlton,  Gt  Dorer-at,  Fin  &  Needle  Manafaetnrer.    Jan» 

16.    Hart »  Denbam,  M.R.    DItton,  Ironmonger-hme 
DIzon,  Angnstlna  Irera  Mary,  Stanstead,  Snaaex,  Widow.    Jnly  10. 

Wilder  f  WUder,  V.O.  Wickena.    Wadeaon  ft  Ualleaon,  Anatln-Miara 
Doxat,    Lewis.  <)aeen'B-creacent,    HaTerstock-blll,    Esq.     Jone    31. 

Oarllck  «    Lealie,     V.O.    Malina.       Lydall,    Sonthamptoa-bldgs, 

Ohancery-Iane 
Farqahanon,  Jas  John,  Langton  Long,  Dorset,  Esq.    Jnlyl,    Far- 

qabarson  «  Floyer,  V.C.  Wlekeos,     Here,  Linotdn'a-ian-flelda 
Fielder,   Jane,  Poand-oommoa,  Snaaex,  Widow.    Joae  27.    Osliyn  e 

Caliyo,  V.C.  Wickena.    Datntiey,  Fetworth 
Hodges,    Charlotte    Eliz,   Moorlanda   Hoase,   MIddleaoy,    Somerset, 

Spinster.    July  I.    Symonds  >  Moncktoo,  V.O.  Malina.  Keed  ft  Cook, 

Bridgwater 
Meera,  Faltb,  Bearatead,  Kent,  Farmer.    Jane  39.    Harvey  *  Meets, 

V.O.  Uallns.    Sankey,  Canterbary 
Pargitter,  Daniel,  Tannton,  Somerset,  Snrgeon.  Jane  IT.    Smith  *  Wll- 

kinaon,  M.R.    Boasiter,  Taunton 
Rlchardaon,JasMallcatt.Comhlll,  Bookseller.    Joly  I.    Richardson* 

Richaidson,  V.C.  Wlckens.    Talbot  &  Tasker,  Bedford-row 
Roberli,  Richd,  Wilaford,  Lincoln,  Farmer.    Jane  30.    Rodgsrs  •  Car- 

tls,  V.C.  Halint.    Foster  b  Bodgars,  Sleaford 
Wanon,  Cbas,  Bnrwasb,  Sosiex,  Esq.   Jane  30.    Wartoa  •  Bishop,  M.R. 

Yards,  Bmnswick-aq 
Wilson,  Alex,  Carlisle,  Camberland,  Tbos  Wilsoa,  Carllals,  Joha  Wilson. 

Lpool,  and  Jane  Byrne.    Jane  30.    Wilson  •  Campbell,  V.C.  Mallns. 

Tdssdat,  June  6, 1871 
Adams,  Blohd,  Blrm.  Ucensed  Vlctaaller.    Jane  30.    Styles  «  Onest, 
M.E.    Balden.  Birm 


Digitized  by 


Google 


588 


THE  SOLICITORS'  JOURNAL  &  REPORTER.  JtmelO.Wl 


Lord,Win,  Hnddanflald,  Toik,  Joliisr.    July  3.    Helm  v  Lord,  V.C. 

Bacon.    Milli,  Buddmfiald  _ 

Pitts.  Jo«ph,8t«nntogtoy,Tork,Iroiift>ander.    Jnne  S9.    FlttsvPltU, 

M.R.    Simiwon,  L««d*  

The  Sheffleld  Collefflate  Bobool.    Julyl.    Sale  •  WUjon.V.O.XtUu, 

Bmitb  &  Son,  Sheffield 

Crsditon  nndar  Sa  ft  S8  Tiet  eap.  39. 

Lail  Day  of  Claim. 

Fridat,  Jnne  t,  1871. 

Bailey,  Rot  By  Ires,  North  LeTerton,  Nottingham.    Aug  I.    Marshall 

&  Son,  Eait  Retlbrd 
Biggs,  Jemima,  Lower  Garth,  Montgomery,  Widow.    Jnly  IS.    Howell 

%  Co,  Welshpool 
Boswell,  Martin.  Irer,  Bnckingham.  Gent.    Jnly  1.    Lydall  fc  Sweeting 

Soutbampton-bldga ,  Chancery-lane 
Bright,  Jerome  Denny,  Saxmondham,  Snffolk,  Gent.    Ang  1.    Sonth- 

well,  Saxmnndham  .   _     _    ^ 

Brown,  Isabella,  lincohi.  Spinster.    July  6.    Newton  It  Co,  Tork 
Carr,   Mary,  Bradley  Elms,   Stafford,  Widow.     Juno  30.     Thacker, 

Cbeadle 
arUBth.  Thos,  Cheiter,  Uvery  Suble   Keeper.      Jnly    1.     Massey, 

Chester. 
Hand,  Jos,  Attleboroagh,  Warwiok,  Farmer.    Jnne  19.      Dewes  &  Son, 

Nuneaton 
Idea,  Bobt,  Stratton,  Gloucester,  Farmer.    Jnne  30.     Mailings  s  Co, 

Cirencester 
Levy.  John  Lewis,  Rochester,  Kent.    Ang  2S;    John  Lery,  VletaaUlng 

Office  Whari,  Rocliester 
Untott,Thos,Wakeham,  Sussex,  Farmer.    June  30.    Soames,  Feters- 

flelds  „     ^ 

Mackay,  Robt  Brown,  Edinboro',  Merchant.   July  1.    Lattey,  Oreeljam 

Bonse,  Old  Broad-street 
Martinez,  Sebastian  Gonzalez,  Belslze-park,  Hempstead,  Esq.     Jnly  1 . 

Hume  ft  Bird,  Gt  James-st.  Bedford-row 
Payne.  Thoa,  Oitord.    July  JS.    Hurford  &  Taylor,  Oxford 
Feberdy.  Robt,  Leictster,  Victoaller.    July  10.    Walts,  Leicester 
SImond,    Wm.  Cambrldge-Ur,   Edgware-rd,   Esq.     Jnly    I.    Lattey, 

Grestaam  Honse,  Old  Brosd-st 
Steward,  liobt.Cambrldga,  Esq,    Ang  1.    Tebbs,  Bedford 
Tarpley,  Thos,  Shefford,  Bedford,  Broker.    Jan*  30.    Oery ,  ShelSbrd 
Thompson,  Jas,  Kiagston-npon-UnU,  Stock  ft  Share  Broker.    Ang  1 , 

Holden  *  Sons,  Hall 
yiTian,  Emma  Jane,  Eccleston-sq,    July  3.     Seweli  &  Edwards,  Gr«t- 

ham  House,  Old  Broad'^t 
WilUnson,  Abraham,  Fartown,  Haddersaeld,  Scribbling  Miller.    Jaly  1. 

Freeman,  HudderaSeld 

TnnBAT.Jaoe  S,  1371. 
Arnold,  Wm,  WInterborne,  Dorset,  Yeoman.     Jnly  1.     Marsh  field. 

Ware  ham 
Beddard,  Fraa,  Dudley,  Worcester,  Wholeiale  Orooer.    July  13.    Lowe, 

Dudley 
Bedford,  Jas,  TIdenbam,  Gloucester,  Esq.    Jnly  3.    Vincent.  Byde 
Capell.  Hy,  Floore,  Northampton,  Gent.    July  1.    Boche,  Darantry 
CieUingworth,  Wallwyn,  Qrendon  Court,  Hereford,  Baq.    Jnly  SI. 

Collins,  Boss 
Cooke,  Geo,   Priors    Marston,    Warwiok,  Gent.     Jnly   1.     Boohe, 

Daren  try 
Coombe.   Rer    John    Adams.  Albnrgk,  Norfolk.     Aug   1.     Asker, 

Norwich 
Danwell,  Edwd,  Market    Weighton,  York,  Gent.    Ang  1.    Powell  ft 

Whitehead,  Pocklington  , 

Ferrall,  Catherine  Csrmichael,  Brompton-rd,    July  8.    Pateraon  &  Co. 

Chancery-lane 
Fladgate,  Arthur,  Woking,  Surrey,  Qeat.    July  3.    Capron  ft  Sparkes, 

Guildford  . 

Guthrie,  Bugh;  «Jranger-rd,  Vpper  Norwood,  Esq.    July  20.    Lewis  ft 

Co,  Old  Jewry 
Herbert,  John,   Whitehoose,    Garwsy,  Hereford,  Fanner.    Jnne  38. 

Davies,  Ross 
Jones,  Tbos,  East  Dnlwich  House.  Meichaot.    Jnly  31.   James  ft  Co, 

Ely-pl.Holborn 
Keane,  Siisan,  BItteme,  Southampton,  Spinster.  Jaly  10.   Toaog  &  Co, 

EsKX'St,  Strand 
Lee,  John  the  elder,  Queenhill,  Worcester,  Fanner.  Jnne  24.  Gregory, 

UptDii-upon-Sevem 
Limond,  Wm,  (and  not  Simond,  as  erroneotuly  printed  In  last  Gazette) 

Cambrldge-ter,  Edgware-rd,  Esq,    Jnly  1.     Lattey,  Gresham  Uonse, 

Old  Broad-st 
Myers,  Robt,  SiUoth,  Cnmberland.    Jnly  U.    MeAlpin,  Carlisle 
Cre,  Jane,  Carlisle,  Widow.    Jnly  14.    McAlpin,  Carlisle 
Newman.  Ann,  Albany-st,  Regent's-pk,  Dsirywoman,    Jaly  14.  Wilkin, 

FomWal's-inn,  Holbom 
Peel.  Boulton  Lennox,  Baledmnnd,  Perth,  Esq.    Jnly  19.    Beanmont, 

Coleman-st 
Pratt,  Japcz,  Bocbester-row,  Pbnileo,  Ham  ft  Beef  Dealer.   June  37. 

Bolton,  Eim-ct,  Temple 
Piattlnton,  Ellen  Brook,  Sapey,  Herelbrd,  Wklow.    July  15.    Taeker 

ft  Lake,  Serle-et,  Lineoln's-lna 
Shouer,  Fredk,  Midbnrat,  Sussex,  Gent.    July  30.    Johnson,  Midbnrst 
Stanbaw,  Geo,  Hethersett,  Norfolk,  Farmer.  July  1.    Emerson  ft  Spar- 
row, Norwich 
Wedge,  Juhn  Jaques  the  yonnger,  H.M'a  10th  Foot,  July  13.  Seymour, 

Coventry 

Bukntpti. 

FaiDAT,  June  2,  1871. 

XTn()eT  the  Bankruptoy  Act,  1869. 

Creditors  must  (brward  their  proofs  of  debts  to  the  Regiatrar . 

To  Surrender  in  London, 

Glbbs,  Thos,  &  Thos  Glbbs,]un,New  Church-rd,Camberwell,  Builders. 

Pet  Jnce  1.    Pepys.    JonelAatU 
Hesse,  David  Herman,  ft  Herman  Von  Rsalts,  Fencburch-st,  Merchants. 

Pet  April  15.    Roche.    Jnne  13  at  13 
Miller,  John,  Hop  Exchange,  Sonthwark-st,  Seed  Merchant.    Pet  May 
31.    Spring-Bice.    June  13  at  I 


To  Samoder  in  the  CoutiT. 
Ouy,  Hon  Idielus,  Tanbridge  Wells,  Kent.     Pet  Xi^  B.   Ufa. 

Tnsbridge  Wells,  Jona  13  at  3 
Claric.  Jowpb,  Btleby,  LeiosatBr,  Shoe  Mann&ctanr.    M  Vi;  n. 

Ingram.    Leicester,  Jiua  13  at  10 
DnvU,  Wm  Hy,  Bast  Btonehoose,  Devon,  Boot  MsniilWCf,  Ftikr 

3i.    Ptarce.    East  Stonehoaae,  JonelSat  U 
Flenry,  Cbaa,  Christebarcli-rd,  Stzeatham,  Msnnhctarkc  Qac. 

Pet  May  SO.    Wllloiigbby.    Wandsworth,  June  II  at ) 
Martoram,  Edwd,  Lowestoft,  Sutrolk,  Batcher.   PatlisrlL  Oads- 

lin.    Gt  Yarmonth,  Jane  U  at  3 
Park,  SsmI,  Brighton,  Sussex,  Draper.  Pet  May  SO.  EveiAri.  Bil|l-a, 

Jnne  20  at  1 1 
Bichardson,  Lot.  jnn.  Shitlingtoa,  Bedlbrd,  BaBder.     MXiil.. 

Fearae.    Bedford,  Jnne  37  at  3 
Wilkes,  DanI  Alfd,  Cinderford,  Gloocester, Draper.  ftt)b;]l.  ria. 

Olonoester,  Jane  14  at  12 

TossDAT,  June  6,  I3?l. 
Under  the  Bankrnptcf  Act,  18fi9. 
Creditors  most  forward  their  proolk  of  debts  to  tba  lt|!SnL     J 
To  Snrrender  la  London.  ■) 

Grantham,  Joseph,  Eastbonme-ter,  Paddinglon,  ns  oec^aaa  I«< 

Jnne  3.    Murray.    June  37  at  II  * 

Wild,  Alfd.  Providence-row.  Shepherd's  Bosh,  Carpsntar.   rit<oiV' 

Bronghsm.    Jnne  16  at  12  i 

To  Surrender  In  the  Ooantry. 
Blanck,  Angnst  Friedrioh,  Olonoester,  Comm  AgsnL    M  Ivt 

Wilton.    Gloucester,  June  17  at  13 
DennistoD,  John,  Halifax,  York,  Upholsterer.     Ftt  JsnS- 

Halifax,  Jnne  16  at  10 
Fairhead,  Wm,  Grove-ter,  Tottenham,  BoOder.     Pet  Jsae  1. 

Edmonton,  June  33  at  3  ^  ^ 

Msthewe,  Benj,  ft  JiOin  Rees  Msthaws,  Bedwas,  Htmaae^M 

Proprietors.    PetMsySI.    Roberts,    Newport, Juas Jl it II 
Stuart,  John,  Lpool,  Watch  Manoliwtarer.    Fat  Joss  9.  Bin.  4 

Jnna3l  at  3  '  .    „  •_■ 

Vrigley,  SamI,  Oldbam,  Lancaahire,  Builder.   PetBsyM.  7>a 

Oldham,  Jane  10  at  II 

Uqnidatioii  by  AiraogaBant. 

FIRST  MEETINGS  OF  CBEDITtnS. 

FaniAT,  June  2,  1871.  _  ^ 

Appleby,  Frss,8carborongh,  Innkeeper.    JnnelSatMA^tSil 

Arms  Hotel,  Caatle  rd,  Scarborough 
Asbcroft,  Ricbd  Dawber,  Maneh,  Bastsarant  Ksspsr. 

offlcee  of  Sampson,  South  King  St,  Manch  ^ 

Birch,  Elli,  Coton,  Stafford,  Beerhouse  Keeper,    i***^^ 

Queen's  Head  inn,  Liebfleld  St.  Tamwortb.    Adams,  U^*** 
Blears,  Jas.  Ecclea,  Lancashire,  GrtMer.     Jnne  19  at  S, it  »■ 

ft  Co,  Booth  St,  Manch 
Brewster,  Robt,  Fumlval's  Inn,  no  occupation.     Jus*  2  si  U.< 

of  Bnflsn  ft  Chandler.  Oaleman  st.    Aahnnt  ft  Co,  CM  JcSTi 
Brttner,  Bernard,  Hyde,  Chester,  Grocer.     Joae  M  at  UftO 

Damtoa,  Stamfbrd  st,  Ashton-aoder-LyiM 
Brodle,  Wm,  Barmonth,  Meriooath,  Innkeeper.    JaasKuU 

ofPugh,  IMgelley 
CoUbis,  Sarah,  St  John  at,  Betbnal  green.  Timber  MciebiM- 

at  3,  at  offlees  of  Stocken  &  Tripp,  Leadeoball  st        ...  n 
Crabb,  Gee  ft  KdwdVanghan.  Devoiahire  lar,  Kin*><>*^ 

Jnne  19at3,attb«GairdhaUCoiIeehonse.GnUdbsU.    DM 
Crooks,  Jas,  Lexden,  Colchester,  Essex.  Baker.    JnnsUtf^ 

George  Hotel,  Colebestar,    Jones,  Colcheeler 
Dw,  Wm  Hy,  Aston,  Warwick,  Lk^ensed  Vlotuallar.     Jo«»  U 

liiBees  of  Barton,  Cnkin  chambers.  Union  pasaage,  ^'™  __^ 
Edwardf,  Geo,  Malpas,  Chester,  Grocer.    June  14  st  S,  st«3»< 

Wright,  Bridge  st  row  East,  Chester 
Farrant,  Alf  Bobt,  Haggeraton  rd,  Qrooar.     Jane  l«st  !,■> 

Isard  ft  Betts,  Eastcheap 
Greenwood,  Bobt  Bw|,  UetropoUUn  Meat  Market,  Sslesass. 

at  3.  at  offlce  of  Dubois,  Gresham  bldgs,  Baslnghall  si.   i 

Oliffoid'a  inn  ^  ,_^ 

Hart,  Hy  Abraham,  Elgin  rd.  Grocer.  Jane  33  at3,uiasuai 

Hotel,  High  Holbora.    Oarke,  St  Mary's  *q.  Psddiiga|a 
Henderson, Adam, Manch, Bulkier.    Jane  Uat3.stt'' 

Spring  gardens,  Manch.     Hilton  ft  Liatar,  Salted 
Hill,  Thoo,  Peck,  Bedfbrd,  Oraoer.     June  15  at  3,  st  oSss  « «■ 

Dake  st,  Bedford  ,     _, 

Hudson,  Wm,  Leambigton  Priors,  Warwiok,  Cbemiit  lias  »^ 

the  Bath  Hotel,  Bath  at,  Leamington  Fitora.   Sndsna.  ™ 
Jaqnes,  Richd  ft  Edwd  Jaques,  Scartwroagb,  York,  IBllin. 

8,  at  ofBoes  of  Richaidsoo,  Queen  st,  8eattoioat<>  i, 

Johnson,  Wm,  Hornesatle,  Uncoln,  Printer.  Jass  23st «,•><■ 

house,  Horncastle.    CUtherow,  Homcastle 
Jones,  John.  Portmadoc,  Carnarvon,  Coal  Dealer.    Joae  U» ". 

Commertial  Hotel,  Portmadoc.    Jones  ft  Jonas,  Fortaaw 
Lsmpler,  John,  New  King's  rd,Caulsea,Bailder.   Jnasl^MM 
of  Venn,  New  in,  Strand  ^ 

Lancaster,  Thoa,  Hockley  Heath,  Warwkdc,  Bone  Worksr.   tm 

3,  at  ofllce  of  East,  Colmore  row,  Birm 
Lay,  John,  Aston,  Birra,  Edge  Tool  Maker.     Jans  13  at  I.  ■ 
Parry,  Bennett's  hUl,  Birm  ,     .__ji 

Leedle,  Wm,  Guiseley,  York,  Saddler.  Jaoe  30  at  I,  sttM" 

ft  Malcolm,  Park  row.  Leeds 
Lesiter,  Peter,  WaU  st.  Ball's  Fond.  Glaaa  Merchant.    Jsss 

ofBce  of  Doboia,  Gresham  -Udgs,  Bssingbsll  st  ^^ 

Levin,  Alex,  Newport  Pagnell,  Buckingham,  Ginger  Rer  B^ 

June  14  at  3,  at  the  Swan  Hotel,  Newport  Pagnell  ., 

Uoyd.  Wm,  Swansea,  Glamorgan,  Vlctnallar.    Ja»  U siJ, ■' 

Morris,  Bntland st, Swsnsea  „  .„  ^t 

Miller,  Alf,  Brighton,  Suseex,  Watchmaker.    Joae  13  at ",  s»  • 

Smith  ft  Co,  Bread  st,  Cbeapside  „j 

Moore,  Wm  Thos,  Exeter,  Coal  Merchsnt.     June  14  tl  11. "" 

of  Friend,  Post  Offlce  obambors.  Queen  st.  Enter  ,l.(^ 

Nicholas,  Bichd,  Bridgnorth,  Salop,  Painter.  June  Mat  II,  a  ""^ 

Hotel,  Bridgnorth.    Backhouse,  Bridgnurtk 
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KT,  Wm,  BlesMm  id,  Vmt  BoDinray,  ont  of  bniineu,    Jana  U  at 

L  tf  oOea  o<  Wetlwrlald,  Greaham  bldra,  Oolldhill 

nton,  Jw,  Hiwfonl  Mil,  'Worcoter,  Mffler.    Jane  17  >t  13,  at  office 

BfTne,  Broad  tt 

rem,  Jolui  Hill>  Slopaon  A  Owen  Owens,  City  id,  Drapen.     Jona  20 

It  II,  >t  oSoa  or  Halgh.  Kin«  at,  CiiMiiaide 

tkEf.ficdk  e«o,  HamlUon  at,  uuaden  Town,  oat  of  ImiliMaa.    Jane 

lo>tl,atoac80flluiaMnl,Baaiiigludlat.    Aeks, Saroli et,  8aaUi(- 

oliit 

ttrti,  Ed*l  Llojd,  St  Fetei'i  at,  lallmitaa.  Bonnet  Shape  Mannbc- 

mr.  Jaae  16  at  a,  at  offleea  of  Stater  £  Pannall,  Gnlldtiall  cbamban, 

IWiilball  M.    Fitunto,  Gnildball  obamlwra,  Baalngball  at 

tou,6a«,  Lpool,  oat  of  bnaineai.    Jane  16  at  3,  at  ofllceaof  Ponton, 

ronoB  ehtmben.  Vanioa  at,  Lpool 

mtr,  Wo.  Canliff.  Glamorvan,  Oonmaker,     June  SO  at  1 1,  at  offleea 

iBak,  Cneklwtlitoao.  Canliff 

M,JuHattliew,UttleBentlar,  Enex,  Cattle  Dealer.    Jane  14  at 

,  ttilxnceoe  Hotel,  Colebeater.    White,  Coleheater 

j^  Fladk,  Koith  Woolwieb  id,  Weet  Ham,  Bnwer.     Jane  13  at 

,it  oOee  of  KIpptnc,  Ema  at.  Strand 

It,  Tim  Aoann,  Ooiehrane  at,  St  John's  wood,  Boot  Uaimfkctarcr. 

'laeWak  lt,atiiacr  of  TlUer,  FInabnry  pi,  Soath 

na,  Nathaniel  Hr,  Cnnbrook,  Kent,  Upholaterer.     Jane  19  at  II, 

I  tte  QilMhaD  Tavem,  Greaham  st.    Hinds 

ict«r,Js>,ETe9ham,  Worcester,  Tailor.     June  20  at  II,  at  offleea  of 

In  k  Co,  Bridge  st,  EToeham 

til,  Oeo,  Notiincham.  Carrier.    Jane  23  at  12,  at  olBee  of  Enfield  & 

mat,  Urn  paTemeot,  Notttfutham 

ker,  John,  JiridUninon  Qaay,  Torlt,  T«gr  Dealer.     Jane  19  at  1 0,  at 

BtnotCniraHe,  Stsnegate 

bk.  Vm,  AdUnfton,  Lancashire,  Ororer.     Jnoe  14  at  3,  at  offlce  of 

knli,  Uarket  el,  Oborler 

M,  John  Wm,  folkaatoae.      Jane  15  at  8,  at  oOoe  of  WIghtwiU, 

■mils  sq,  Folkestone 

Miht,WmChas,  Portsmonth,  Hants,  Printer.     Jane  Sat  II, at 

toafWtlker.  Union  at,  Fnrtaea 

ili.Bsliseca,  WoodbiUce,  Suffolk,  Boot  Kaker.     June  16  at  3.  at 

e  BoU  Hotel,  Weodbridge 

TuaasAT,  Jane  6, 1871. 
HI,  Wo  Hjr,  Compton  Gitbrd,  Deron,  Lioensed  Tiotnaller.     Jane 
itt.sto(Bceor8()eare,Oear(test,  Pljrmoath 
lta,Danl,8aireodalepl,Sntl)erlaiidKardens,  BoOder.     Jane  10  at 
It  tOca  of  Kjnaaton  &  Gaaqnet,  KinR's  Anna  jd,  Mooncate  at 
B^,  Ellen  Rliaa,  Jarmjn  st,   St  Jaiaea>a,  Lioensed  Victoaller. 
M  It  u  1.  st  the  Law  Inatitntion,  Chancery  lane.    Fatenon 
,Mb,  lady  if iUa,  Moantalo,  Uonmoatta,  Paper  Hanntietnrer. 
ise  Kst  11)0,  it  offices  of  Grlfflths  ft  Son,  Beaofbrt  sq,  Chepstow. 
dbtsit,  Newport 

liUdidBaker,  Lpool,  Watchmaker.  Jane  >l  at  3,  at  office  of  Har- 
r  k  Altop,  Castle  at,  Lpool 

Hir,  John  ManbalLPenaaBce,  Corawall,  Merehaot.  Jose  IS  at  1 1, 
loaetsotliTttaal],  Clarence  Bt,  Pensaace 

IWI,  Jss  Darid  Leigliton,  M/rtle  Tillas,  Woodside,  Sooth  Norwood, 
Hcr.RtiRdon  haU  pay.  Jane  31  at  18,  at  office  of  Pamphilon, 
ba>t.AMphi 

i,a>tw.Halllax.  3rork,Bair  Dreaeer.  Jane  18  at  ll.atofflces  of 
Dk  A  roster,  Oroasley  st,  HallEax 

■tort,  Hy,  sen,  Xacdeafield,  Chester,  Silk  Tiimmlnff  Uannfae- 
Kr.  June  l(  at  3,atcfficeof  Hand. Chnrchslde,  Hacdoifield 
b,;<«eTh,  Cwmbwria  Caetoieks,  Swansea,  Glamorgan,  Laboonr. 
IS  U  st  13,  at  office  of  Smith,  Somerset  pi,  Bwaaaaa 
nask,  Hi(h  Ctosa  laoe,  Tottenham,  Acconntant.     Jane  18  st  3,  U 
Nsif  Hawkiaa,  Cbanoeiy  lane 

■i,  Jss,  Porton,  WUta,  BaerseDer.  Jane  31  at  3,  at  the  BaOwsy 
iFBton.    Bollock 

>v,  Wm,  ScatbmeaRb.  Terk,  Lodging  hoose  Keeper.     Jane  19  at 
taOces  of  WUiicmaaa,  Hewboraogb  st,  Seartwrootih 
n,  John  k  Alex  Toraton,  Tipton,  Slafbid,  Imamaatara.    Jane  1 9 
I,  at  Mtt»  of  Footer  ft  Fowler,  Darlington  st,  WalT<  rtaampton 
■  iMsc.  Maeeleafleld.  Clieater,  Chemist.     Jane  IS  st  3,  at  offlce  of 
kMB,Oiaasat,>laDeh 

itni,  fit  Ckml>rldge  at,  Haokney  rd,  Boot  Mannfactarer.  Jnne 
*  I),  at  sOlcea  of  Hicholaoa,  Graebam  st.  Mootagn,  Baoklersbaiy 
g,  Frsa, IstoB, Teifc,  Deeilionae  Keeper.  Jane  19  at  II,  at  office 
■dy  k  Benrinmr,  Hign  at,  Stockton-on-Tees 
•<HirTy,  Gt  Roiton,  York,  StniT  Uaniifactorer.  Jnne  16  at  II,  at 
aofWood  fcXiUick,  Commercial  Bank  Udgs,  Piece  BaU  yd. 
■rd 
\  Chts,  Tideawell,  Derby,  Coal  Dealer.     Jane  31  at  1,  at  office  Of 

fas.  High  at,  Tideawell 
Joseph,  Newcaalle-npoa-1>ne,  Innkeeper.     Jaoel9atll,  at 
Hof  Sewcil,  Qnj  at,  Neweaatle>apon-Tyiie 
liMn,  Bedford,  Stone  Mason.     Jnae  19at  3,  at  office  of  Tomley 
Iktaikelane,  Bedford 

<.  Wei.  Norton,  or  Doncaster,  York,  Boot  Maker.  Jane  18  at  II. 
■<*  or  Fcagram,  Baxter  gale.  Doncaster 

t  Fin  Sarah,  Clifton,  nr  Brislol.     Jane  31  at  II,  at  office  of 
lud,  Brirol  cbambera,  Nicholas  at,  Bristol 
•t,  Fru,  NotUnRbam,  Boeier.     Jane  10  at  13,  at  ofBce  of  Bdk, 
'PtitiMU,  Nottingham 
■,Jaa,Stono,Staahtd,BalUer.    JnneUat  II,atofflceolSaben, 

.Jan,  Kidderminster,  Worceater,  Bnilder.     Jane  16  at  3,  at  the 
IBote Hotel.  Kiddennlnater.    Saandera,  Kidderminater 
^  Bowland,  Birkenhead,  Cheater,  Bootmaker.     Jane  30  at  3, 
KssfDiion.Lardat,  Lpool 

ri. John,  Cletkbcatoa,  York,  Grocer.    Jane  19  at  8.  attbe  Bojal 
Qttkbtatoa.    Ferry  &  Co,  Cleckheaton 
H  L|Kol,  Licensed  Vlctnaller.     Jane  33  at  3,  at  office  of  Oobb  ft 
■iCalett,  Lpool 

t  Alt  Bta),  Clilttm,  Briatol,  Coralisctor.     Jane  IB  at  18,  at  offleea 
■ran  ft  Co,  Exchange,  Briatol.    Preae  ft  Inakip,  Bristol 
I V  m,  Eiecmb,  Dorbam,  Innkeeper.     Jnae  32at3,atUieCom- 
U  Betel,  Market  pi.  BIsbop  Anckland 

iMspk.  SeaibOToagh,  Bcokieller.  Jane  19  at  3,  at  (be  Victoria 
^wsatbncagli,  Scaibonmgh 


Uoore,  Maiy  Ann,  Qnomdon,  Leiceatar,  Hoaiery  Uanulkotorer.    Jans 

90  at  II,  at  offlce  of  Deane,  Charch-gate,  Loosbbcrough 
Morgan,  By,  Cardl4  Glamorgan,  Boot  Blaker.     Jane  19  at  3,  at  offleea 

of  Bidgoiod,  Arcade-chambers,  Cardiff 
Moea,  Jaa,  Beckiogbam,  Eaaex,  Farmer.     Jane  19  at  3,  at  the  Green 

Dragon  Hotel,  Biahopagate-at  Within.     Woodard,  Ingram-et,  Fen- 

chnreh-st 
Neltborpe,  Jaa,  Aldermanbary,  Bestaarant  Keeper.    Jose  16  at  11,  at 

offloo  of  Cbidiey,  Old  Jewry 
Noble,  Jaa,  South  Anaton,  York,  Lbne  Bamer.     Jane  19  at  13.80,  at 

offlcee  of  Wing,  Prideaax-ohambera,  Chaage-alley,  Sbeffleld.  Broom- 
head  ft  Co 
Remington,  Jaa,  Springfield,  Esesx,  Batcher.     Jnne  16  at  II,  attlw 

Saiaoen'a  Head  Hotel,  Chelmsford.     Brown,  Baalngball  st 
Ritchie,  Edwd,  Lpool,  Grocer.     Jane  30  at  8,  at  office  of  Masters  ft 

Fletcher,  North  John  st,  Lpool 
Sooit.  Robt  Wm,  Donoajter,  York,  Bootmaker.     Jane  IS  at  13,  at  offleea 

of  Feagram,  Baxter  gate,  Doncaster 
Skinner,  Wm,  ijoaih  Care,  Yurli,  Grocer.     Jone  IS  at  3,  at  offleea  of 

Roberta  ft  Leak,  liowlalley  lane.  Ktaigaton-apon-Boll 
Teer,  DanI,  Salford.  Lancushire,  Bricklayer,     Jane  13  at  8,  atoffleea  of 

Hardy,  Sc  Jsroea's  sq,  Ibnch 
Templecon,  Hy,  Uampatead  rd.  Comedian.     Jane  19  at  13,  at  offlce  of 

Blaekbnm,  Bow  at,  Corant  garden 
Tbomaa,  Re«k  Llandeble,  Carmarthen,  Innkeeper.     Jane  16  at  I,  at  the- 

Townhall,  Carmarthen.    Bishop,  LUndilo 
Tyaon,  John,  Tealby,  Lincoln,  Grocer.     June  17  at  11,  at  offleea  of  Saf- 

fery  ft  Chambers,  Market  Rasen 
Wakeman,  Beq],  Birm,  Piotnre  Frame  Maanfkctarer.    Jnne  16  at  13,  at 

offlce  of  Beaton,  Victoria  bidgs.  Temple  row,  Birm 
Whiocap,  John,  Wm  ft  Thoa  Wetberell,  Mare  at,  HaeknOT,  Dpholateraib 

Jane  SO  at  3,  at  offleea  of  Honey  ft  Co,  King  at,  Obeapalde.    Asbarat  k 

C->,  Old  Jewry 
Williaias,Iaaae,Abardare,lankaeper.  JaBe89atH,attheTeuipei'aue» 

ball,  Aberdare.    Linton 
Wragg,  Emma,  Oldham,  l«ncashlre,  ConlectioneT.    Jnne  18  at  3,  at  the 

Mttie  Hotel,  Maneh.    Clark,  Oldham 


GRESHAM     LIFE    ASSURANCE     SOCIETY, 
37,  OLD  JEWRY,  LONDON,  B.a 
SOLICITORS  are  inritad  to  Introduce,  on  behalf  of  their  dlenla,  Pro- 
poaala  for  Loans  on  Freehold  or  Leasehold  Property,  Renrslons,  Llfb 
Intezeets,  or  other  adequate  aecarities. 

Propoaala  may  be  made  In  the  flrat  instance  according  to  the  tbUowius 
fonn  ;— 

Pso?oaAL  roB  Loak  ok  MoBTOAoas. 

Date 

Introduced  by  (jMa  immm  oad  oddrssi  y  soNeHor) 
Amount  required  £ 

Time  and  mode  of  repayment  (I.e.,  wAeMsr  An*  <>  ttrm  uriain,  or  if 
smMual or  other  pofmenU) 

Security  Mate  t/urtlf  lite  partieulart  tf  tearitf,  md,  if  land  or  MU^ 
itifft,  itate  the  net  oaniMf  fneome). 

State  what  Lift  Policy  (If  any)  is  propoaed  to  be  eSbcted  with  the 
Greaiiam  OfBce  in  connection  with  the  aecoiity. 
By  order  of  the  Board, 

F.  ALLAN  CDBTIS,  Aetnary  and  Secietaiy. 

ROYAL  POLTTECHNICI^WHITSUN  HOU. 
DAT&— Profaaaor  Pepper'a  ■•  Trip  to  the  Weatam  Hlgtilanda  et 
Ireland ;  '*  Grand  Scenar  and  Iriab  Sooga  by  Miaa  Berth— Great  Ba- 
Tleal  of  Heni7  Rnsaell'a  Soaga,  under  his  personal  kind  snperiutandenee^ 
with  grand  Scenic  and  Opiical  Effects.  Vocallat,  Mr.  Plampton— J.  L. 
King,  Eaq.,  on  "  Maaole  and  Mascalar  Power,"  lllnstnted  by  Hatr 
WUIle,  the  wonderial  Contortionist  aod  Imitator  of  Birds  and  A.ntmalt 
—Re-engagement  of  E.  D.  Dariaa,  the  Premier  Ventriloqalai— Tlie 
Obeet  and  other  Entertainments  as  tisaal— Admlsakm  One  Shilling. 
Open  from  12  to  8  and  7  to  10. 


ESTABLISHED  A.D.  1700. 

FURNISH    YOUR   UOUSE  at  DBANE'S. 
ILLUSTRATED  CATALOOnE, 
With  Priced  Famishing  List,  Gratis  and  Poet  Flee. 
DKANX'8— Celebrated  Table  Cutlery,  every  variety  of  style  and  InWi. 
DBANE'S— Electro  plated  Spoona  and  Forks,  best  manntKtare. 
DBAHE'S— Electro-plated  Tea  ft  Coffee  Sets,  Liqnear  Stands,  Oroets,  ke. 
DBANB'S— Dish  Coven  and  Hot  Water  DIsbea,  Cotoi*  In  Seta,  Drom  IBs. 
OEANE'S— Papier-inaebeTeaTtaya,in  8ete,fh>m3le.,neweatpattema. 
DEANE'S— Bronxed  Tea  and  Ouffee  Uma,  with  Patent  Improrementa. 
DEAN  B'S  -  Copper  and  Brasa  Goods,  Kettlea,  Slew  and  Preserring  Pans. 
DEA.HC'8— Moderator  and  Rock  Oil  Uimpa,  a  large  and  handaemeatock. 
DEANE'S— Domeeilc  Batha  for  erery  parpoee.  Batbrooma  llttad  complete. 
DEAHE'S— Fendera  and  r'ire-irooa.  In  all  modem  and  approred  pattama. 
DEANPS— Bedtteada,  In  Iron  and  Brass.    Bedding  of  superior  qaality. 
DEANE'S— Register  Stores,  London-made  Kitcheners,  Bangsa,  ftc 
DEAN  K'S— Cornices  and  Cornice  Poles,  a  great  variety  of  pattema. 
DKAKE'S— Tin  and  Japan  (Soods,  Iron  Ware, and  Colinary  UienMla. 
DEANE'S— Turnery,  Bmsbee,  Mais,  ftc.,  strong  and  serriceable. 
DEANE'S— BorUcnlianl  Tools,  Lawn  Mowers.  Garden  BoUers,  ftc. 
DEANE'S— Gas  Chandelieis.  Newly  deelgned  Patterns. 

A  disconnt  ol  fire  per  cent,  for  cssh  psymenta  of  £8  and  upwards. 
DEAME  ft  Co.,  46  (King  WiUUm-street),  LONOON-BBIDQE. 


AUTHORS  ADVISED  WITH  as  to  the  Cost  of 
Printing  and  Publishing,  and  the  Cheapest  Mode  of  Biinging 
outMSS. 
.  Yatis  ft  AutxAnnxB,  Frintere,  7,  Symonds-inn,  Ohanoeiy-laiie. 

BILLS  OF  COMPLAINT. 

BILLS   of  COMPLAINT,  6/6   per  paee   for   99- 
copiea,  flom  which  price  a  large  disoonnt  will  be  allowed  if  cosli 
is  paid  immediately  on  completion  of  order. 
Tatxs  ft  AutxAKBxa,  Law  Printers,  Symonds-iim,  Chanoeiy-Uuie. 
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LEGAL  AND  GENERAL  LIFE  ASSURANCE  SOCIETI. 

10,   FLEET    ST&EET,    TEMPLE   BAB 
(FOTTKBEB      1886). 


THE  PABUAMENTARY  ACCOUNTS  REQUIRED  BY  THE  "LIFE  ASSURANCE  COHPANIES  ACI.lKt;' 

MAY  BE  OBTAINED  ON  APPLICATION. 


This  Society  has  taken  a  leading  part  in  freeing  Life  Assurance  Companies  from  all  needless  testnttiou. 
The  "Proposal  Form  "  is  most  simple  in  its  terms. 
Tha  Policies  are  "  Indisputable,"  that  is,  free  from  future  challenge. 
The  Invested  Funds  bear  an  unusually  high  proportion  to  the  Liabilities. 

The  Guaranteeing  Share  Capital  of  One  Million  (£160,000  paid  up)  is  folly  subscribed  by  300  Haimi 
the  hegal  Professioa. 

Nine-tenths  of  the  Profits  belong  to  the  Assured. 

Settlement  Policies  in  fiiTOur  of  Wife  and  Children  are  granted  in  terms  of  the  "Manied  Wonsil 
Property  Act,  1870." 

R  A,  NEWTON,  Actuary  cmd  Umoje. 


T  EGAL 


and   GENERAL   HFE    ASSURANCE 

SOCIETY. 

No,  10,  FlMt-ttrMt,  Iiondon,  E.C. 

Tbe  Fnprieton  of  this  SoeiatT  in  raqnatted  to  uke  notice  that  tlia 

DiTldaBd  for  the  oarrant  jmr  oa  the  Fropiletot'i  Fond  -will  te  pa^ble 

at  thit  offlne  on  SttonUr  tile  lit  itiy  ot  Jaly  next  aiid  following  dajn, 

between  tlia  honn  of  elerea  and  two  o'eloek. 

Tke  Tranafer  Booka  of  the  Sodatr  will  ba  cloMd  (torn  Thandar,  tlie 
IStli  loitaiit,  to  Ftldar,  the  Wth  letuot,  both  days  indaalTe. 
B  J  order  o(  the  Board, 

E.  A.  NB  WTOM,  Aetnary  ud  Hsnage  r. 


SOVEEEIGN         LIFE         OFFICE, 
4(,  St.  lames'i-stnet,  S.W.,  and  110,  Oannon^traet,  E.C. 
Ooe  foerth  of  the  Income  was  added  to  the  Fnnds  In  1870. 
Fnll  Statements  of  Acconnt  can  be  had  on  appIicaUon. 
Adrancaa  are  made  on  flrst-dass  seenrltiea,  «nd  also,  to  a  limited 
extant,  on  Pertonal  Seeority,  In  connection  with  policies  effected  bi  tha 


THE     AGRA     BANK     a^IMITED). 
Xetablishedin  ISSS.— Capital,  £1,000.000. 
HEAD  OTOCE— NICHOtAS-LANE,  LOHBAIU>.STREET,  LONDON. 

BAinwas. 
llaaBt.OLTl(,  KILLS,  CITRRIE,kOo.,  Tha  NATIONAL  BANK  OF 

SCOTLAND,  and  tha  BANK  OF  ENGLAND. 

BBAlMMn  la  Edinburgh,  Calcutta,  Bombay,  Madras,  Knrrachee,  Agr*, 

Lahore,  Shanghai,  HonK  Kong. 

Omusirr  Aococim  are  kept  at  the  Head  OfDce  on  the  terms  ena. 

ternary  with  London  bankers,  and  Interest  allowed  when  the  credit 

balance  does  not  foil  below  £100. 

Daroena  received  for  fixed  periods  on  the  foUowInit  terms,  viz.:— 
At f  percent,  par  annum,  sabjeot  to  It  months'  notice  of  withdrawal. 
At  4  ditto  ditto  0  ditto  ditto 

At  I  ditto  ditto  i  ditto  ditto 

Biua  Issued  at  the  current  exchange  of  the  day  on  any  of  tbe  Branches 
ot  the  Bank  lyee  of  extra  charge;  and  approved  biila  purchased  or  mbi 
(or  collection. 

Saias  AMD  PoaoHASxs  effected  in  Britlab  and  foreign  securities,  in 
Eaat  India  Stock  and  loans,  and  tha  aafo  custody  of  tha  same  undertaken. 
Interest  drawn,  and  army,  navy,  and  eiril  pay  and  pensions  realised. 
Erery  other  description  of  banking    business   and   monoy  agency. 
British  and  Indian,  Vanaacted. 

J.  TH0U30N,  Chairman. 


qiHE    LONDON    JOINT    STOCK    BANK. 

G,  Princes  street,  Usnsion-bonaa, 
gth  Jane,  1871. 
NOTICE  is  hereby  GIVEN,  that  the  next  HALF-rEARLTSENER^L 
HEBTING  of  tbe  Shareholders  of  THE  LONDON  JOINT  STOCK  BANK 
Wlli  be  held  In  the  BoAao  Room  of  the  Bank,  No.  S,  Hrinces-rtreet, 
IdBdon,  on  TRuaaoAT,  the  SOth  dsy  of  JoiT  next,  at  Tweivk  o'clock 
predsely,  to  receive  the  Report  of  the  Directors  and  announcemeat  of 
Dividend,  and  that  immediately  after  the  concluiinn  of  the  bosineas  of 
mch  General  Meetinc,  an  ExTRAoaDiaART  OimaAL  MsiTixe  of  aucb 
Shareholders  will  be  held  for  tbe  purpose  of  elecUnK  a  Director  of  the 
•aid  Bank  In  the  place  of  Frederick  John  Jonrdain,  Giq ,  deceased. 

And  NOTIOR  is  FURTHER  GIVEN,  that  the  TaAKsxa  Boou  of  the 
Bank  will  be  Clisid  on  FaiDAT.  the  «0th  instant,  and  will  remain  ao 
mml  SATtaoAT,  the  ath  day  of  JoiT. 

By  order  of  the  Board, 

THOMAS  BDKROWES,  Secretary. 


Jnst  published,  Itmo,  ptSoe  I6a.,aki(h, 
DAVIDSOira  CONCISE  PEBCBDEirr.Blithft 

CONCISE  PRECEDENTS  in  CONVETASCIH 
adapted  to  tbe  Act  to  amend  tha  Law  of  Real  Ptopetlr.tl 
Vict.  c.  106  i  with  Practieal  Notes  and  Observatians  on  iha  Mnlr 
tha  Act  for  tha  Cesser  of  Attendant  Tenna.  By  CH*S  LU  DA*™' 
Esq.,  of  UneOlD's-fau,  Barrister«t-Law,  and  late  FelloT 
Collega,  Cambridge, 

W.  Kazwiu.  &  Sow,  39,  Fleet-atreeL 
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CBACROFTS  BANK  DIVIDEND  (M 
1870-71.— Showing  the  Half-yearly  Ratea  of  Divideadteb 
over  One  Hundred  and  Sixty  Joint  Stock  Banka,  UaUsd  Kaalaa 
Colonial ;  with  Nominal  and  Paid-up  CapitaL  Namksr  it  U 
Paid  of  Shares,  Date  of  Payment  of  DivMenda,  Baaerva  Fsal,  UN 
Market  Prtee  of  Shares,  January,  1871,  and  TWd  per  aeol.aaral 
Frtoe. 

London  i  ETmaBAM  Wiuoa,  PnbUsliar,  Soyal  lutap 
Frioa  Sa.  6d. ;  or,  mountad  on  roller,  10a.  td. 

Wni  rhottly  be  ready,  tbe  Saeond  EditlOBsf 

CEACEOPrS  INVBSTOES*  EEOOKD  of! 
CHASES  and  SALES,  with  CALCOLATKHfS  Una 
Every  Inreatment.  An  addlttooal  portloa  eapedallr  sdsm*  ■ 
Legal  Profession ,  containing  Forms  of  Batiy  fur  TnbM  asd  Of 
Property ;  Leasehold,  Let  and  Held ;  Mortgages,  Held  aa<  m 
Insuranoes;  Bills  and  FromlMory  Motes;  Maaays  AtnaB 
Eiorrowed. 

"  The  object  of  this  Hemorandnm  Book  is  to  aasUe  enrjlml 
keep  a  syatematic  Raeord,  producible  in  a  Court  of  Law,  of  M 
vestment  tranaactlou  eniared  into.  No  anoh  reeord  was  Is  iM 
previous  to  the  first  edition.  | 

Also, 

CEACEOFT  8  CONSOL  DIAGEAM,  showiiii 
B  iRheat  and  Lowcet  Prices  of  Three  per  Osat  Coaali  ad 
Irum  the  French  Revelation  of  1780  to  the  Franee-Qcrmia  Wird 
with  the  Growth  and  Decline  of  tbe  National  Funded  i)*ttfj 
Britain ;  the  Tearly  Average  of  tha  Bank  Rate  of  DIscsinmaall 
ated  Statement  of  the  Priadpal  Eventa  Affectinc  tha  Fticai  •( » 
BERNARD  CBACROFT,  Sworn  Broker,  4,  Anslin-Msn,U 


THE   LAWr   OF   TRADE    MARKS,  witk 
account  of  its  History  and  Davelapaient  ia  tbe 
Courts  of  Law  and  Equity.     By  EDWARD  LLOTD^  ttt,  of 
inn,  Barrister-at-Law.    Price  (a. 

« I  am  indebted  to  the  very  valuable  llMe  pnblieatin  if 
who  baa  cdleotrd  all  the  authoritiee  ontbia  subject.'' -VX. 
McAndrew  t.  Baaaett,  March  4. 

l3,Caok'a.oourt,  Carey'^tieet,  UDOoln'a.iaa.T.C. 
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The  Companies  Acts.  1862  ft  188% 

Every  leqnlslta  under  the  above  Acts  supplied  on  the  Aorn*' 

The  B00E3  AND  FORMS  kept  in  stock  for  ii«-M«*J 
MEMORANDA  and  ARTICLES  OF  ASSOCIATIOK  f^Jji 
In  the  proper  form  for  reglstratlan  and  diatntatiM.  .^Aul 
TIFICATBS  engraved  and  printed.  OFFIQAL  SEAL!  M 
and  executed.  No  charge  for  aketehea.  Ooapasiai  M^ 
Railway  Registration  Forma. 


WEITING    WANTED,    by    a    neat    Copyist. 
Work  lumed  out  promptly.    Twelve  roontha  experience  in  a 
BoUdtor'a  oBoe.    Woald  have  no  objection  to  a  Ka-engegement  in  an 
>  bi  town,— Address,  A.  U.  S.,  IW,  CUpham-road. 


Solicitors'  Acconnt  Books. 
ASH    &   FLIHT, 

SUtloners,  Printers,  Engravers,  Ragistratiaa  Ataot^ 

street,  London,  E.C.  (comer  of  Sacjaasa  ■**)• 


te.  «W 


Digitized  by 


Google 


ihmeiy.lSTl.  THE  SOLICITORS'  JOURNAL  &  REPORTER. 


591 


Tki  OfM  of  tlUt  JoosNAL  »tui  oj  tht  WmcLT  Rik>*teb, 
Unimftli,  Otek't-eourt,  Varty-trttl,  W.C. 

Ri  SuiteriptiM  t»  tht  Solicitobs'  Jovkhal  tt—Town,  26>., 
OomUry  iSt.;  ttith  tht  Wixklt  RiFOkTlB,  ii*%  ^aym$>U 
in  titmet  iiieludu  JhubU  Numitri  and  Ftttagt.  Suiteriieri 
mn  hat*  thtir  Volumu  bound  at  tht  Offiot—tloth,  2«.  6d., 
itifltw  ealf,  4<.  6d. 

JU  Uttm  ittttudtd/or  puilieation  in  tht  "Stlieitori'  Journal " 
muth  tuthtntieated  by  tht  namt  of  tht  writtr,  thtujh  not 
luemtrify  for  puhlieation. 

Wtmt  iiJiitMy  it  txprritneed  in  procuring  tht  Journal  with 
rfulmity  in  tht  frennett,  it  it  rtquttttd  that  apptitation  bt 
mtit  iirtet  ta  tht  Puilithtr. 


LONDON,  JVNB  17,  1871. 


Ods  R«A1>bb8  will  Uke  notice  that  the  Court  ot 
Appeal  in  Obuioery  will  in  fa  tare  take  baakruptcy 
tppeili  OB  Thnisdayi  instead  of  Saturdays. 


TnWoniroTONOoKTBNTiONbas  undergone  a  aevere 
sitieinn  in  the  Honae  of  Lords  this  week,  upon  Earl 
RosmU's  motion.  Barl  Russell's  motion,  wUoh  was  for 
«n  aUiess  to  the  Orown  against  the  ratification  of  the  Con- 
THtioD,  was  a  protest  against  that  part  of  the  draft  Treaty 
in  whioh  tor  the  purposes  of  the  arbitration  a  letroapec- 
Uts  rule  of  international  law  is  assumed.  As  Lord 
(Una  painted  out,  it  would  be  impossible  for  this 
oooati^,  in  honour  and  honesty,  to  refuse  now  to  ratify 
tka  Orntventiim,  negotiated  as  it  has  been  by  Plenipotan- 
(iuiss  armed  with  powers  suoh  as  those  whieh  were 
Mdiaitted  to  the  English  members  of  the  Joint  High 
ftwmimion.  The  nu^on,  howerer,  serred  to  draw  on 
ta  szluHutiTe  disensaion  on  the  Convention  as  a  matter 
<(  poUoy,  of  international  law,  and  as  aftsoting  intema- 
tioaal  relations,  as  afleoting  also  our  nationid  dignity. 
Ws  sboold  perha|M  be  traTslling  out  of  our  provfatoe  if 
«t  sateied  upon  oiitioism  from  the  first  and  last  of  these 
fciats  of  Tiew.  We  have  thought,  however,  and  see  no 
nsm  to  ohanre  our  opinion,  tiMt  this  ooantry  did  owe 
tsthsbflUgerents  at  the  time  of  the  American  Civil  War 
•  datgr  of  using  reasonable  diligenee  to  prevent  our  ports 
hon  being  need  by  either  belligerent  as  bases  from  whieh 
t«  IsBBoh  armed  and  equipped  war  vessels  at  the  other, 
tad  from  thia  point  of  view,  it  is  reasonable  that  the 
stUtrstion  shoidd  prooeed  on  tliat  assumption.  But  Lord 
Ckiras  Mngs  »  serious  charge  against  the  phraseology  of 
tks  arbitration  danse.*  The  arbitrators  are  to  assume 
ttst  a  neutral  Government  is  bound — First,  to  use  "  dae 
'ilicsnoe''  to  prevent  the  fitting  out,  ka.,  within  its  juris- 
'istfon  ot  any  vessel  whioh  it  has  reasonable  ground  to 
Miere  is  intended  to  cruise  against  a  friendly  power. 
SMoadly,  not  to  permit  or  suffer  either  belligerent  to  use 
W  portly  Ac,  as  abase  ot  naval  operations,  &c.  Thirdly, 
(>  use  due  diligence  within  her  own  ports,  tea.,  to  prevent 
violation  of  the  loregoing.  Lord  Cairns  says  the  Con- 
nntlon  ought  to  have  added  some  test  of  what  is  due 
'SifSBea,  and  seems  to  think  that  in  the  absence  ot  any 
Usd  of  deflnitiott  it  will  not  be  open  to  Great  Britain 
to  *rgne,  before  the  arbitrators,  that  she  did  all  that  her 
«*B  mnnioipal  law  would  allow  her  to  do,  though  that 
kw  forbad  her  to  act  on  mere  presamptions  in  the  absence 
ittridenoQ.  But  it  seems  to  as  that  doe  diligence  and 
— "wnWa  diligence  must  mean  the  same  thing,  and 
ikst  the  words  "  reasonable  ground  to  suppose "  also 
■■■Si  thia  objection  in  the  negative.  Another  objeo- 
Hn  to  this  oUoae  was  that  the  words  "due  diligence" 
(■•  omitted  in  the  second  of  the  rules  above  cited.  We 
<<rtain]y  do  not  see  why  they  should  have  been  so  omitted, 
upon  the  supposition  that  "  permit  or  suffer " 
"permit  or  suffer  by  failate  of  due  diligence;" 

*  The  text  ia  quoted,  ante  p.  581. 


moreover  both   the  first  and  second  rules  appear  to  be 
governed  by  the  third. 

Sir  Boundell  Palmer  elicited  from  the  Oovernment,  ia 
Uie  Lower  House,  tliat  ic  is  admitted  and  acknowledged 
as  between  the  Oovernment  of  the  Uaited  States  and 
our  own,  that  the  second  rule  is  not  to  be  taken  as  cor- 
prehanding  the  export  of  contraband  of  war  in  ordinary 
coarse  of  commerce.  This  indeed  must  in  common 
sense  and  justice  have  been  clear,  but  the  assurance 
removes  a  doubt  which  appears  to  have  been  raised  in  the 
minds  of  some. 


Whbm  Lord  Hathxrlbt's  Appellate  Jurisdiction 
Bills  of  last  year  were  before  the  Leg^ature,  we  offered 
in  these  columns  our  own  suggestions  as  to  the  best 
method  of  securing  fitting  courts,  capable  of  deciding 
with  adequate' promptitude  the  increasing  multitude  of 
colonial  appeals.  At  the  present  moment  we  desire 
merely  to  notice  the  magnitude  of  the  evil  whioh  is  de- 
manding redress.  Lord  Westbury,  on  Monday,  attacked 
the  Ch>varnment  for  allowing  thia  important  subject  to 
remain  unprovided  for  until  the  arrears  of  Judicial  Com- 
mittee appeals  had  reached  the  enormous  amount  o(  400 
and  upwards.  Lord  Westbury's  language  ia  not  a  whit 
too  strong.  It  is  simply  a  scandalous  thing  that  the 
inhabitants  of  Canada  or  Australia,  who  ate  as  mooh  a 
part  of  the  nation  as  if  they  dwelt  in  Devonshire  or  Cum- 
berland,  should  be  driven,  through  the  neglect  of  the 
home  Oovernment  to  provide  an  efficient  appellate  tribu- 
nal, to  consider  whether  they  cannot  dispose  of  their 
appellate  business  better  for  themselves. 


Mb.  Jubticb  Willks,  sitting  atchambers,  has  stronglj 
expressed  his  disinclination  to  undertake  the  necessary 
investigations  in  order  to  determine  whether  a  judgment 
debtor  should  be  committed  to  prison  under  section  6  ot 
the  Debtors  Act,  1869.  Lideed,  it  would  appear  as  if 
he  had  almost  gone  so  far  as  to  refuse  to  enter  upo.n 
such  enquiries. 

Nothing,  no  doubt,  can  lie  muoh  more  inconvenient 
than  for  a  judge  to  have  to  conduct  suoh  examinations  at 
chambers.  It  takes  up  an  immense  time,  and  is  extremely 
annoying  to  those  whose  oases  are  delayed  thereby.  And 
as  far  as  the  parties  are  concerned,  the  inquiry  is  neces- 
aarily  somewhat  unsatisfactory.  But  the  power  of  im- 
prisonment can  only  be  exercised  "  when  it  is  proved  to 
the  satisfaction  of  the  Canrt  that  the  person  making 
default  either  has,  or  lias  had  since  the  date  of  the  order 
or  judgment  the  means  to  pay  the  sum,  in  respect  of 
which  he  has  made  default,  and  has  refased  or  neg- 
lected, or  refuses  or  neglects  to  pay  the  same,  A  judge 
can  only  be  satisfied  of  these  things  by  evidence  ;  and 
therefore,  as  long  as  the  Act  is  iu  force,  we  fear  that 
the  judges  will  have  to  hear  evidence  in  support  of 
appUoationa  for  oommittal. 


Skvxbal  Nbwbfapkbs  have  been  during  the  last  few 
days  indulging  in  some  choice  vituperation  agninst  the 
judge  of  the  Lambeth  County  Court  for  having  com- 
mitted a  debtor  to  prison  for  forty  days  for  non-payment 
of  a  debt  of  a  few  shillings,  the  oasts  being  represented 
as  considerably  more  than  the  debt.  The  case  is  put 
forward  as  one  of  an  oppressive  landlord  using  the 
machinery  of  the  county  court  for  the  parpose  of  punish- 
ing an  innocent  man,  and  the  judge  leading  his  authority 
to  the  rich  man  to  enable  him  to  gratify  his  vindictive- 
ness  against  a  tenant  who  was  too  poor  to  raise  a  few 
shillings.  The  imprababilities  of  the  case  thus  stated 
seemed  so  ffcetA,  that  we  have  caused  inquiries  to  be 
made  into  the  exact  facte,  and  we  find  that  tbey 
are  as  follows:— The  case  was  that  of  Boute  v.  x'lke, 
heard  in  the  Lambeth  Court  on  the  22nd  of  De- 
cember, 1869.  The  parties  are  in  the  same  position 
in  lite,  earning,  as  labourers,  from  £1  to  £1  4s.  per 
week.  The  plaintiff  had  let  a  room  to  the  defendant, 
and  the  action  was  brought  for  12s.  3d.  rent  in  arreac 
when  the  defendant  gave  up  poasession.     The  dete:  dant 
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appeuwd  and  pletded  that  he  bad  noeiyad  notiee  to  quit, 
raid  he  wae  not  liable  for  rent  after  that  notiee,  althongh 
he  ooonpied  more  than  a  fortnight  afterwards,  ^e 
jndge  told  him  that  waa  all  nonsense,  be  mnat  pay  rent 
for  the  whole  of  the  time,  and  then,  after  inquiring 
abont  hii  means  to  pay,  made  an  order  for  payment  at 
4s.  per  month.  The  defendant  declared  that  he  only 
owed  six  or  seren  shillings,  and  would  pay  no  more.  In 
Uaroh,  Jnne,  and  July  in  the  following  year,  judgment 
anmmonses  were  issued,  none  of  which  this  plaintiff  waa 
able  to  serTe,  and  the  plaintiff  had  to  loae  the  oosts  in 
each  case.  ITltimately,  in  April  this  year,  a  judgment 
summons  was  served,  and  came  on  for  hearing  on  March  8, 
when  the  defendant  not  appearing  the  plaintiff's  wife 
gave  evidence  as  to  defendant's  means  of  payment.  The 
judge  said  it  was  quite  clear  he  could  have  paid  the  som 
of  15b.  Sd.,  the  original  debt  and  oostA,  in  a  period  of 
nearly  a  year  and  a  half.  It  waa  a  case  of  mere  obstinacy, 
apparently  because  the  defendant  was  not  allowed  to  be 
judge  in  his  own  case,  and  he  should  mark  his  senee  of 
the  defendant's  oondnot  by  committing  him  for  forty 
days.  Probably  most  readers  will  think  that  considerable 
ingenuity  waa  required  to  make  out  of  these  facts  a' case 
of  "  landlord's  oppression  "  and  "  county  court  tyranny." 


It  hat  mow  be  taken  as  decided,  by  the  decisions  of 
the  Oonrt  of  Queen's  Bench  in  Clarke  y.  Stanford,  and  of 
the  Common  Pleas  in  Allen  r.  Tunbridgt  (reported  in 
this  week's  number  of  the  Weelily  Jtepertar),  that  car- 
riages standing  for  hire  at  railway  stations  are  hackney 
carriages  within  the  meaning  of  the  last  Metropolitan 
Public  Carriage  Act.  This  decision  may  perhapa  benefit 
the  ordinary  oab  driyers  by  doing  away  with  a  small 
amount  of  not  yery  formidable  opposition,  but  it  can  do 
little  good  to  the  public.  It  is,  we  think,  suffloiently 
shown  that  the  judges  in  the  Common  Pleas  did  not 
quite  agree  with  the  Queen's  Bench,  but  thought  it 
desirable  to  follow  the  former  decision.  In  fact,  however, 
by  so  doing  they  were  really  deciding  between  the  Courts 
of  Exchequer  and  Queen's  Bench  ;  for  One  r.  Story,  in 
'  the  Exchequer,  was  certainly  more  in  point  than  was 
supposed.  The  words  in  one  statute  are,  "  in  any  public 
street  or  road,  at  any  place  within  a  certain  distance  of," 
etc.  In  the  other  they  are,  "  in  any  public  street,  road, 
or  plaoe  within  the  limita  of,"  etc.  It  is  difficult  to  see 
why  a  railway  station  should  be  included  within  the 
latter  expression  and  not  within  the  former. 


THE  HUSH   LAin)  ACT   AND  THE    ULSTER 
CUSTOM. 

While  the  Irish  Land  Act  was  still  before  Parliament 
we  ventured  to  point  out  that  its  first  and  second  clauses 
must  inevitably  give  rise  to  extreme  difficnlties,  diffl- 
culties,  not  only  of  detail,  but  affecting  the  very  essence 
and  first  principles  of  the  enactments  in  question  ;  and, 
after  the  Act  had  become  law,  we  further  explained  the 
reasons  for  which  we  thought  the  effect  of  these  sections 
matter  of  grave  doubt.  Onr  anticipations  have  been 
very  quickly  fulfilled.  In  a  late  case,  which  has  excited 
muoh  attention,  relating  to  certain  estates  of  the  Marquis 
of  Waterford,  the  oonstmotion  of  the  first  section  of  the 
Act  had  to  be  considered  first  in  the  Irish  Landed 
Estatea  Court,  and  secondly,  in  the  Court  of  Appeal  in 
Ohanoeiy. 

The  form  in  which  the  question  arose  in  that  case  was 
this  : — The  eetates  were  about  to  be  sold  in  the  Landed 
Estates  Oonrt.  There  were  a  number  of  tenants  from 
year  to  year  upon  the  estates,  who  okimed  to  be  entitled 
to  the  benefit  of  the  tenant  right  custom.  These  tenants 
demanded  that  the  Landed  Estates  Court's  conveyance 
ahonld  not  only  shew  them  to  be  tenants  from  year  to 
year,  but  should  further  show  that  they  held  under  the 
oostom,  contending  that  this  was  necessary  in  order  to 
secure  to  them  the  benefit  for  the  cu'tom  of  the  future. 

Section  61  of  the  Landed  Estates  Cuort  Act  enacts,  that 
ft  eonr^anoe  nnder  the  Court  shall  pass  the  property. 


(iatm*l 


'"Shbjeot  tn  nnnh  nhnrgnn.tnnanfrfnn. rlnjitn  if  tiMniii 
other  easements,  leasee  and  underleases,  as  aaj  be  n- 
;  pressed  or  referred  to  therein;  but  save  as  aiucsiil . . . 
discharged  from  all  formw  and   other  estatei,  ii|lk, 
titles,  charges,  and  inonmbrancM  whatsoever.  .  .  ."  8» 
tion  1  of  the  Irish  Land*  Act  enacts  that "  the  aB|» 
prevalent  in  the  province  of  Ulster,  whioh  snlmsnii 
.  .  .  the  Ulster  Tenant  Right  Custom,  an  herabrdediBi 
to  he  legal,  and  shall  in  the  case  of  any  bedding  is  tte 
province    of    Ulster,   proved   to   be   sobjeet  tktota, 
be    enforced     in    manner     provided    hj  this  ioL* 
Section  16  of  the  same  Act  says  that  "  every  ttuit 
entitled  under  the  Act  to  make  any  claim  in  mpett  if 
any  right,  or  for  payment  of  any  aams  dne  to  telf 
way  of  compensation,  and  about  to  quit  his  holdii|,'aif 
make  a  claim  in  a  certain  form;  uid  the  fdlowiic» 
tions  provide  for  the  decision  of  such  claims.  Nov.iiit 
is  Ulster  Tenant  Bight  1  Much  as  it  varies  fraaplMb 
plaoe,  it  always  is,  or  was,  a  custom  aoonding  to  iU 
the  landlord' waa  bound  to  hold  hia  hand,  and  sibvti 
tenant,  as  Ibng  as  he  paid  his  rent  and  otiierwiie  filHi 
duty  as  tenant,  to  hold  the  land  faimadf  or  aril  it  li 
another..    Vb  turned  a  tenancy  for  years  into  s  md€ 
customary  perpetuity.    It  created,  aa  was  nii  tj  • 
eminent  writer  many  yean  ago,  an  emfaiya  uuyjM 
tenure,  a  copyhold  tenure  not  reoojsfniaed  aa  aaidi  Iv  hv. 

Such  being  the  facts  and  the  sections  of  the  Astiaa* 
aary  to  be  c<>naideied,.it  was  argued  in  the  ess*  to 
we  refer,  on  the  part  of  the  tenanta,  that  their ' 
the  laud  nnder  the  custom  was  an  "  eatate  "  <« 
quite  apart  from  their  tenancy  from  year  to  yesr,aid 
tiieref  ore  be  bamd  by  the  Landed  Estates  Coeit 
anoe,  unless  expressly  mentioned.     It  was  aigaed 
other  side  titat  the  Tenant  Bight  waa  a  mwe 
the  tenancy  from  year  to  year  like  a  right  to  en 
any  right  of  the  same  kind  so  often  aanesed  toa 
by  custom.    Lynch,  J.,  in  the  Landed  Batatas  Om^ 
Lord  O'Hagan  in  the  Oooit  of  Appeal,  adopted  tkji' 
view,  and  according  rejected  the  i^pUoatiaa  «f 
tenants  to  have  their  rights  under  the  onatMa  sot 
the  conveyance^,  on  the  ground  that  auoh  a 
wholly  nnnecessaiy.    Christian,  L.  J.,  agreed  in 
the  application  d  the  tenants,  bat  upon  wy 
grounds..  So  tax  from  thinking  that  the  Teuat 
the  tenants  would  survive  the  oonveyanoe,  whete 
tioned  therein  or  not,  his  view  (so  far  aa  we  eu 
from  the  newap^ier  reports)  seems  to  be  that  th« 
relating  to  THster  Tenant  Bight  ara  sheer 
therefore  wholly  in<^rative. 

If  a  strictly  literal  oontmotion  be  placed  i^wo 
and  nponseotionl6and'those  that  foUow  it,.weai* 
to  think  that  the  Lord  Justice  is  right,  for  those 
legalixeTtaantBight,and  then  providn  for  its< 
in  a  manner  quite  inoonsistenc  wiUi-  ita  existeai*. 
Acts  of  Pkrliament  are  never  consteoed  in  sock  a 
now-a  days ;  nor  can  they  be,  for  not  one  ssetisa  is 
if  construed  with  the  same  strictness  which 
to  other  documents,  would  bew  any  meaning  whattnt 
think  it  probable  tiiat  the  meaning  which  LynGh,J< 
Lord  O^Hogan,  put  upon  the  Act  will  ultimately 
They  seem  to  say  that  the  right  acquired  kj  sa 
tenant  nnder  the  itot  ia  a  right  to  be 
evicted  in  a   manner  inoonsirtent    with  the 
And  they,  not  nnreasonaldy,  bold  this  right  to  fees 
Incident  of  the  tenanoy,  not  an  estate  or  right 
to  it. 

This  interpretation  of  the  Act,  we  say,  wiU 
prevail.    At  any  rate,  by  the  bill  whioh  Lord  ' 
just  bronght  in,  the  infarenoe  drawn  from  it  with 
to  the  effect  of  a    Landed  Estatea  Oonrt 
seems  about  to  receive  legislative  sanotioD.    B 
plain  that,  so  interpreted,  the  A«t  is  an  Art 
abolition  of  the  Ulster  Tenant  BSghtoastosL 
said — the  landlord  shall  not  evict    Ite  Aot 
may  if  be  pleasesv  provided  he  make  aompsnsstiwi 

The  Lord  Justice  baa  disavowed  the  newspsp« 
of  his  judgment^  and  therefore  we  oiftwit  bi  h 
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tn  h«Te  oomotly  ooBTeyad  the  gronnda  of  his  jtidgment. 
For  tbe  «una  roMoa  we  feel  bonnd  to  abstain  from  enjr 
ooonwot  apon  the  langiuge  in  which  hie  views  were 
oonTeyed,  or  the  obserratiMU  wliioh  he  is  reported  to 
bsre  mide  npMi  many  topics  not  necessary  to  the  deci- 
•km  of  tiie  point  before  him.  We  sinoerely  hope  that 
wbra  we  have  an  opportanity  of  reading  a  fall  report  of 
hii  jadgment,  the  very  painfnl  impression  whJish  the 
newipaper  rsporta  of  it  have  prodaoed  may  be  removed. 


EFTECT  OF  WINDma  UP  ON  LANDLORD'S  RIGHT 
TO  DISTRAIN. 
The  two  sectiona  of  the  Companies  Aet,  1862, 
goreniing  this  qneetion  are  ss.  87  &  163.  By  s.  87, 
when  an  order  has  been  made  for  winding  up  a  oompany 
no  aetioD,  suit,  or  other  prooeeding  shall  be  proceeded 
with  or  commenced  against  the  oompany,  ezoept  with 
the  leave  of  the  Oenrt,  and  subjeot  to  snoh  terms  as  the 
Gmnt  may  impose.  By  s.  168,  where  a  company  is  being 
womd  op  by  the  Court,  or  subject  to  the  supervision  of 
the  Ooort,  any  attaehment,  sequestration,  distress,  or 
oaoation  pnt  in  force  against  the  estate  or  effects  of  the 
eompany,  after  the  commencement  of  tbe  winding  np, 
ihsll  be  void  to  all  intents. 

Asootding  to  Lord  Hatherley  in  lie  London  Cotton 
Ctnpany  (14  W.  R.  578,  L.  R.  2  Eq.  63)  the  two  sections 
tn  perfiotiy  consistent,  and  may  be  read  together.  The 
ISSrd  section  is  controUed  by  the  87th  section,  and  the 
eoajoint  operation  of  the  two  seotions,  where  a  distress 
or  sxeontkm  w^  issued  against  the  effects  of  a  company, 
either  before  »  petition  for  winding  np,  or  between  a 
petition  and  the  winding-up  order,  is  to  put  the  creditor 
to  the  neeeaaity  of  coming  to  the  Court  for  leave  to 
>  proceed. 

la  the  oase  of  the  JbtMl  GocA  ifitttng  Oompany  (12 

W.  B.  797,  oa  appeal,  4  N.  R.  127),  leave  was  given  to 

the  landlord  to  proceed  to  realise  a  distress  pnt  in  after 

tiie  presentation  of  the  winding  np  petition,  yet  before 

tte  making  of  the  winding  np  order,  notwithstanding 

Mction  168,  and  there  are  several  cases  whitdi  arose  on 

aisentica,  bat  are,  of  course,  equally  applieable  to  dis- 

tiese.    In  Jtt  London  Gotten  Company  (nip.)  leave  was 

liven  to  a  creditor  to  prooeed  with  an  execution,  though 

file  winding-up  order  had  been  made  :  but  then  the  writ 

visiatliAhaDdsofUieaberiff,  who  wonld  have  been  in 

,  pesRsrion  at  tbe  date  of  the  winding  up  order,  but  for  the 

dsor  having  been  shut  in  the  face  of  lils  ofltoer,  so  tbat 

tiia  deeiakm  proceeds  upon  the  same  ground  as  if  the 

cCeer  had  been  aetnaUy  in  possession  at  the  date  of  the 

winding  Bp  ovder.     In  ib   Oroat  SMp   Company  (12 

W.  B.  189)  the  sheriff's  officer  was  aotoally  in  pcasea- 

•ioo  at  the  date  of  the  winding  up  order,  and  the  Lorda 

Jaatioea  eoaaldMed  that  the  creditor  was  entMed  to 

nalise  the  fraita  of  his  execution  by  a  sale  of  the  goods, 

Botwithstaitding  the  winding  np  had  commenced  before 

(he  sale  oosdd  be  had,  and  ref  need  to  stay  the  sale.    And 

ia  So  Smtttm  4  Ompany  (14  W.  R.  1088,  L.  R.  4  Eq. 

ttl),  wliere  azeention  issn^  after  the  preeentotion  of 

Im  petltfam,  bnt  before  the  order  was  made,  Yloe-Ohan- 

■Dor  Malias  sef  used  to  stay  proceedings  under  the  ex- 

Intioa,  ft  being  a  ease  in  which  the  discretion  of  the 

Iract  Might  properly  be  ezeroieed  by  giving  leave  to 


'  The  objeet  of  Ote  leSxd  section,  as  we  collect  from  the 
fasrvatkma  of  the  Vioe-Ohancellor  in  He  London  Cotton 
%mpmmt,  wm  to  protect  the  general  body  of  creditors 

But  aeta  of  frimdnlent  prrference,  not  to  deprive  a 
JWW  judgment  oredftor  of  the  fruits  of  his  dfligenoe, 
i  fee  iHt  Miaoeededin  Issuing  exeoution  before  the  making 
f  tta  Older  toT  winding  np,  bnt  owing  to  cironmstanoea 
tm  lAieh  he  has  no  control  has  not  sold  the  property 
fltm  fat  eOBeoatlon.  From  the  moment  when  the  order 
laiada  ha  eaonot  proceed  without  leave,  and  it  is  a  mat- 
irtetba  diaoretion  of  the  Court  whether  or  not  leave 
S  ha  gtran.  If  leave  be  given  the  Conrt  may,  as  in 
h  BrntfErm  Jf*  Oo.  (tup.),  put  him  on  terms  with  respect 


to  the  particular  description  of  property  to  be  taken  ia 
aseoatien ;  or  the  Conrt  mi^  direct  the  sheriff  to  deliver 
the  goods  seised  to  the  Uqnidator,  to  be  sold  in  the  wind- 
ing up,  reserving  to  the  execution  creditors  the  same 
priori^  against  tiie  proceeds  of  sale  as  if  the  sale  had 
been  made  by  the  sheriff  under  the  distress  in  the  usual 
way  (Be  Plat  yn  Mhotvyt  Mininf  Ompany,  L.  R.  4  Eq. 
659). 

We  have  seen  onder  what  circumstances  the  Court  will 
allow  a  distress  or  an  execntion  taken  or  issued  before 
the  date  of  the  winding-up  order  to  be  proceeded  with 
after  the  date  of  the  order.  A  distress  taken  after  the 
date  of  the  winding  np  order  will  only  be  allowed,  where 
the  Company  have  retained,  not  merely  formal,  bnt 
actual  possession  of  the  proper^  for  carrying  on  the 
bnsinesB  of  the  liquidation  (per  Lord  Romilly  H.  R.  in 
JSe  Progreu  Auuranee  Company'),  (18  W.  R.  Ch.  dig.  67, 
L.  R.  9  eq.  870).  This  is  a  point  whioh  was  a  good  deal 
elucidated  the  other  day  in  Be  Lundy  Granite  Companf/ 
(19  W.  R.  609).  As  a  creditor  for  rent  due  at  the  data 
of  the  winding  up  the  landlord  is  in  exactly  the  same 
position  as  any  other  unsecured  creditor,  and  can  only 
prove  in  the  winding  up  for  the  amount  due,  unless  he 
has  levied  before  the  niaking  of  the  order,  in  whioh  case, 
as  we  have  already  seen,  he  may  obtain  leave  to  pro- 
oeed to  a  sale.  But  if  after  the  oommencement  of  the 
winding  np,  the  liquidator  oontinue  in  posseasion  for  his 
own  pazpoees,  he  is  liable  to  pay  for  occupation,  and 
to  be  distrained  cm  for  rent  aoomed  due  sabseqnentiy  to 
the  winding  up,  exactly  like  any  other  tenant.  As 
Lord  Justice  Hellish  explained  in  Be  Lundy  Oranito 
Company  Qmp,'),  if  the  liquidator  for  convenience  ohoosea 
not  to  surrender  the  lease,  bnt  to  oontinue  in  possession, 
the  landlord  ought  to  be  paid  his  full  rent  from  the  oom- 
manoement  of  tiie  winding  up.  If  so,  then  die  landlord 
has  his  ordinary  common  law  right,  without'  the  leave 
of  the  Court  first  obtained,  to  distnin  for  rent  aoomed 
due  after  the  commencement  of  the  winding  np.  On  the 
other  hand,  where  the  premises  have  been  retained,  not 
for  the  pnrpcaee  of  the  liquidator,  but  for  benefit  of  all 
parties,  the  diatress  will  be  a  void  proceeding  under  e. 
168,  and  the  landlord  will  be  pat  to  hia  proof  as 
an  ordinary  creditor  (.Be  Proyreta  Auuranee  Oimpani/, 
tup,). 

We  have  seen  what  are  the  rights  of  a  landlord  with 
regard  to  distress,  where  a  company  are  his  tenants,  both 
before  and  after  the  winding  np.  In  Be  Lundy  Granite 
Gempany,  (np.)  the  company  were  not  the  tenants  of  the 
landlord,  bnt  tiieir  goods  happened  to  be  on  the  demised 
premises  at  the  time  when  the  landlord  distrained  for 
rent :  and  the  question  was — the  winding  np  order  having 
been  made — whether  the  leave  of  the  Court  was  required 
under  section  87,  as  a  condition  precedent  to  the  exercise 
of  his  lagal  right  to  distrain  anid  sell  their  goods.  Id 
other  words,  does  the  section  168  apply  where  the  distress 
is  not  a  prooeeding  against  the  oompany,  but  a  prooeed- 
ing agsinst  a  third  person.  In  the  oouxse  of  which 
tbe  goods  of  the  oompany,  whioh  happen  to  be  lying 
on  the  property  demited  to  that  person,  oome  to  be 
arisad  r  The  Vaster  of  the  Rolls,  whose  judgment  will 
be  found  ia  extento  in  a  note  to  tiie  report  of  Be  Lundy 
ffranite  Oompany  {ubi  tup.),  held  that  the  distreu  waa  in 
anbatance  "  a  proceeding  against  tho  estate  or  effeeta  " 
of  the  oompany  within  tiie  168id.  section,  and,  therefore^ 
that  it  could  not  issue  or  be  pnt  in  force  without  the 
leave  of  the  Court.  His  Lordship  accordingly  decided 
that  the  distress  ought  not  to  issue,  bnt  gave  leave  to 
the  landlord  to  inove  for  the  amount  due  to  him,  not  as 
a  eraditor  of  the  oompany,  which  he  was  not,  bnt  as  a 
person  who,  by  reason  of  the  righta  against  the  oom- 
pany's  propsrty,  whioh  the  law  of  distraaa  gives  him 
onght  to  be  placed  in  the  same  situation  aa  if  he  were 
a  creditor  of  the  company. 

The  fallacy  of  this  reasoning  becomes  apparent, 
if  we  oonsider  that  the  winding  np  sections  of  the 
Companies  Act  1862  relate  only  to  creditors  and 
conMbntories  of  companies.     Third  parties^  aneh   aa 
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the  landlord  in  thia  instanoe,  are  not  within  their 
mope.  The  operation  of  the  168rd  aeotion  of  the  Aot  is 
confined,  according  to  Lord  Jostice  James  (19  W.  B. 
611}  to  proceedings  taken  by  a  creditor  of  the  oompany 
against  property  of  tbe  company.  Nor  was  it,  aooor- 
ding  to  Lord  Jastioe  Hellish,  the  intention  of  the  Legis- 
lature to  deal  in  any  way  with  the  rights  of  a  landlord 
who  is  a  total  stranger  to  the  company.  The  landlord 
distrains  for  rent  dne  npon  property  found  on  the  de- 
mised premises,  and  happening  to  belong  to  a  third  party, 
with  whom  he  has  no  pririty  whaterer.  That  third 
party  proves  to  be  a  company  which  is  being  woand  np  ; 
bat  that  oironmstanoe  does  not  affect  tbe  right  of  the 
landlord  to  seize  it  under  the  distress.  Tbe  168rd 
section,  then,  is  (lonfined  to  tbe  case  of  a  distress  levied 
against  the  company  as  debtor,  and  does  not  ex- 
tend to  every  distress  ander  which  property  of  the  com- 
pany may  be  taken  by  the  common  law  of  England. 
This  is  a  conolasion  which  should  be  noted. 

The  sole  object  of  the  Aot,  in  the  language  of  Lord 
Justice  James,  was  to  make  a  kind  of  equitable  bank- 
ruptcy for  the  benefit  of  the  creditors  or  oontribntotiea. 
If  tbe  liquidator  leaves  goods  of  the  company  in  the 
order  and  disposition  of  a  trader  who  becomes  bankrupt, 
there  is  nothing  in  the  Companies  Aot  to  protect  the 
goods,  and  so,  by  a  parity  of  reasoning,  if  he  leaves 
goods  In  a  place  where  they  are  liable  to  be  distrained  on 
by  the  landlord.  In  Re  Aundy  ffrattite  Ounpomy  (lup.) 
the  liquidator's  counsel  offered  to  allow  the  landlord  to 
prove  in  the  winding  up  for  the  value  of  the  goods  seised, 
and  the  Master  of  the  Bolls  made  his  order  on  that 
footing.  But  in  what  oharaoter  was  the  landlord  to 
prove  ?  Not  as  a  creditor  of  the  company,  for  he  was 
not  one,  as  the  Master  of  the  Bolls  acknowledged  ;  yet 
his  Lordship  appears  to  have  regarded  him  as  a  person, 
who  by  virtue  of  his  right  to  distrain,  had  a  sort  of  claim 
upon  the  property  of  the  company  without  being  m 
creditor  of  that  company  — an  anomalous  pcsitiott  enoogh. 
It  is  not  easy,  indeed,  to  see  how  his  Lordship  oooldhaTe 
felt  himself  at  liberty  to  allow  the  claim,  nnlesB  with  the 
consent  of  the  liquidator,  to  whom,  of  oonne,  the  ad- 
mittance of  the  proof  would  have  been  a  preferable 
alternative  to  the  goods  themselves  being  taken. 

Hie  short  effect  of  the  168rd  seetion,  as  qualified  by  the 
decision  in  Re  Lundy  Granite  Ckmpany,  is  as  fidlowa: — 
"  ^ere  a  company  is  being  wound  up  by  the  Court, 
or  subject  to  the  supervision  of  the  Oonrt,  any  attaoh- 
ment,  sequestration,  distress,  or  execution,  put  in  force 
by  a  creditor  of  the  company  against  the  estate  at 
eSeoto  of  tbe  company,  after  the  commencement  of  the 
winding  np  shall  be  void  to  all  intent,  uhUu  ptit  tn 
feree  urith  the  leave  ef  the  Court,  and  ntbjeet  to  nteh  term* 
at  the  Court  may  impoie."  Both  the  leave  and  the  terms 
are  matters  for  the  discretion  of  the  Court,  but  the  reader 
will  be  able  to  form  from  the  cases  referred  to,  a  good 
general  idea  as  to  t^e  class  of  oases  in  whiob  leave 
will  be  griven.  Perhaps  the  most  noteworldiy  point  in 
Jie  Lundy  Granite  Cbmpany  is  the  decision  that,  tHiere 
a  company  by  their  liquidator  oontinne  after  the  wind- 
ing np  to  occupy  land  of  which  they  are  the  tonante, 
the  landlord  is  entitled  to  receive  the  full  rent  aooming 
dne  from  the  commencement  of  tbe  winding  up,  and 
presumably  to  distrain  for  such  rent,  if  need  be.  Vac  it 
mn»t  be  inferred  from  (he  observations  of  the  Lords 
Justices  in  Be  Lundy  (tranite  Company,  that  if  a  land- 
lord come  to  the  Court  for  leave  to  distrain  on  the  pro- 
perty of  a  company  in  liquidation,  for  rent  accrued  due 
since  the  commencement  of  the  winding  up,  the  Court 
will  give  him  leave  to  distrain,  unless,  »b  in  Me 
Progress  Insurance  Company  {tup.)  the  liquidators  were 
retaining  possession  for  the  benefit  of  all  parties,  and 
not  for  the  benefit  of  the  company's  estote. 


Lieutenant  Kenneth  M.  E.  Kerr,  of  the  96th  Begiment, 
eldest  son  of  Bobert  Malcolm  Kerr,  Esq.,  Judge  of  we  City 
of  London  Court,  died  at  Meerut,  in  India,  on  the  15th  of 
Hay 


RECK3IT  DECISIOWS. 

EQUITT. 

PvBUO  Body — Excess  of  Statvtoet  Aciutm- 

iNJUKCnON. 
Grand  Junction  Canal  Company  v.  Skygir, 
L.a,  19  W.  B.  569. 

This  decision  involves  a  principle  whidt  we  kiR  3 
keep  in  sight  whenever  we  consider  a  case  of  intofnu 
by  a  public  body  with  private  rights.  In  tfat  oos** 
tion  of  their  works.  Local  Boards  o{  Health,  liktidiq 
oompanisa,  canal  companies,  and  oUtsr  bodiss  inooqsMri 
by  Acts  of  Parliament,  are  bound  to  keep  vitUi  it 
powers  conferred  on  them  by  the  Iiegislatan.  fta 
damage  resulto  from  the  aot  of  such  a  body,  tbe  qalia 
is,  whether  snoh  act  was  authorised  or  not.  If  im, 
the  sanction  oi  the  Legislature  takes  away  the  stkiii 
chaiaotor  of  the  act,  and  consequently,  no  aotiiBotsi 
will  lie  ( JZ.  V.  Pease,  4  B.  &  A.  30),  but  the  oalj  nad 
is  under  the  compensation  clauses  which  ate  inNfltdi 
order  to  protect  private  rights  ;  so  Uiat,  if  tlisia  be) 
proviso  for  compensation  applicable  to  tlx  fsitid 
case,  the  injured  person  is  altogether  remcdileai  (ft 
Pease,  tup.),  that  is  to  say,  in  a  case  where  tlie  a)i 
might  have  been  contemplated  by  the  Legiilstgn ; 
where  new  and  unforeseen  circumstanoea  ariu, 
which  the  power  which  sould  originally  be 
without  oanaing  any  injury,  can  no  longer  ben 
oised,  an  action  will  lie  {Reg.  v.  Bradford  Xi 
IS  W.  B.  892,  6  B.  &  S.  G31). 

When  these  public  bodies  go  beyond  ilieliiulitfj 
authority,  and  infringe  or  vioUte  the  righl*  of  ' 
they  become,  like  individuals,  amenable  to  the 
tion  of  the  Court  by  injonctioa.     (^Vwow  v. 
Vj.  ft  Or.  249).      This  may  be,  either  \tj  tke 
naaaUioriaed  acta,  oi  by  the  doing  of  antbodied 
an  nnanthorised  manner;   for,  although  the 
pnbUc  body  is  in  general  the  proper  judge  oi 
of  eseonting  ite  own  works  {London  and  Hi 
BoUnay  Company  v.  Grand  Junotien  Qiiial 
1  By.   Cas.  22S),  and  the  provision  in  seetifla  1(1 
Bailwaya  Clauses  Consolidation  Act,  1845,  that  ' 
pauay  shall  do  as  little  damage  as  may  be  is  tbi 
tion  of  their  works,  relates  to  the  mode  of  (buif 
anthoriaed  to  be  done,  but  does  not  regulate 
are  to  be  (^Reg.  v.  JBast  and  West  IndU  Jkda 
Company,  2  EI.  tt  B.  466,  1  W.  B.  409),  y«t  tbj 
will  interfere,  if  there  is  reason  to  consider  tbe 
of  the  public  body  inconsistent  with  good  faitb  (l 
Clarenee  RaUmay  Company,  1  B.  ft  U.  181.) 

In  Grand  Jwntiion  Oanal  Oempen^  v.  Shif^, 
Ohaaoellor  drew  the  distinction  between 
compensation,  to  which  we  have  adverted.   Qa 
dante,  the  Watford  Local  Board  of   Health, 
preaaly  forbidden,    under  the    Local  Ootscbi 
1868  (SI  ft  22  Vict.  c.  98),  a.  73.  to  do  aay  set 
shonid  interfere  with  the  flow  of  water,  to 
plaintiifB  were  entitled  as  suppiyiag  their  ssnaL 
sewer,  construoted  in  pursuance  of  their  ~ 
powers,  the  Local  Board  did  interfere  with  tb« 
water,  and  the  Lord  Chancellor   held  it  a  < 
straint  and  not  for  compensation,  on  the 
the  defendants,  had  deliberately  over  stepped 
of  thbir   authority.       The  case   is  not  oslil 
DarUmgton  Beard  of  HeaUh  (18  W.  B.  m,«^ 
563),  where  a  Local  Board,  in  execatioo  of  Aet '' 
made  a  sewer  which  injuriously  aSeoted  the 
water  to  the  plaintiff's  mill,  withoat  the 
plaintiff  first  obtained,  and  it  was  held  that,  is 
qnenoe  of  the  express   proviaioa  in  tbe  I«aii 
ment  Act  that  nothing  in  the  Act  ahoold 
Local  Board  to  injuriously  affect  tbe  atresia,  tbe 
claim  was  the  ground  of  an  actioo,  aad  not  titl 
of  compensation. 

In  the  case  of  a  public  body,  sa  in  tbe  oaai 
individual  offender,  the  plaintiff,  most  ;esenL> 
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jDf,  tttidj  the  Oonit  that  he  haa  mutained  material 
dunige  by  the  violation  of  a  leeral  right,  in  order  to  en- 
tiUs  UfliMlf  toan  injonotion  {Holifoakt  t.  Shrembwy  J^ 
Biminfian  SaQitaf  Company,  6  Ry.  Cas.  421)  ao- 
ooidiiig  to  the  law  laid  down  ia  S^tttturamde  t.  Clarke 
[i  Ph.  166).  Where,  however,  the  aot  prohibited  is 
obnoasly  prohibited  for  the  protection  of  a  partioolar 
peraon  or  bodj,  it  is  not  neoesaary  to  allege  apeoial 
damage  {Chamberlaine  r.  Chetter  and  Birkenhead  Rail- 
nail  Gmpany  1  Ex.  877)  or  as  the  Lord  Chancellor  said 
in  Gra»i  Junction  Canal  Company  v,  Shugar,  when  the 
LegUIatare  has  expressly  said  that  the  pablio  body  shall 
not  oTsrstep  their  power  in  a  partioalar  direction,  the 
amoimt  of  damage,  unless  it  be  so  trivial  as  to  show  that 
(he  aoit  is  parely  of  a  vexations  oharaoter,  will  not  be 
taken  into  consideration  at  all,  bat  an  injonotion  will 
be  granted. 


PhIOBITT — OONTEXPOBAKEOUS  NOTICE. 
Rt  Metropolitan  JRailnay  Company,  Ibner  Sill  Bxten- 
(im  Aet,  and  Jte  Jiatvlino'  ^tate,  Ex  parti  Kent, 
H.  S.,  19  W.  R.  696. 

This  decision  may  naef  ally  be  noted,  that  the  priori^ 
o(  incombranoers  upon  a  fnnd  in  Court  is  regulated  by 
the  dates  of  their  stop  orders  ;  though  the  aim  of  the 
Court  seems  to  have  beisn  rather  to  do  substantial  justice 
in  a  very  oloee  run  case,  than  to  eatablish  a  general 
principle.  It  ao  happened  that  both  orders  were  ob- 
tained on  the  same  day,  one  later  than  the  other  ;  and 
the  Haater  of  the  Rolls  accordingly  allowed  botii  inoum- 
hnuioen  to  rank  pari  pj$iu  with  each  other  and  divide 
the  fond  rateably,  being  of  opinion  that  he  ooald  not 
jodioially  regard  divisions  of  time  less  than  a  day  in  such 
a  case  (see  Sanger  r.  Sanger,  19  W.  R.  792,  L.  R.  11  Eq. 
470). 

The  following  are  the  general  roles  with  regard  to 
aotioe.  No  notice  is  available  until  the  fund  has  come 
into  the  hands  of  the  person  to  whom  the  notice  is  given 
iatroat  for  the  owner  {Yateir.  Coo;,  17  W.  R.  20). 
Sobjeot  to  this  universal  rule  the  priority  of  inoum- 
btancets  ia  regnlated,  in  the  first  instance,  by  the  ordw  in 
which  they  give  notice  to  the  holder  of  the  fund.  Where 
two  or  more  Inoumbranoers  give  notioe  simoltaneously, 
their  priorities,  inter  le,  are  regulated  by  the  order  of  date 
ef  their  reapeotive  securities.  And  in  such  a  case  it  may 
te  taken  for  granted  that  the  Court  will  regard  as  simul- 
taaeons  all  notioee  given  on  the  same  day  at  whatever 
hoars  on  that  day  Utey  may  have  been  given.  In  an 
urepmted  oaae  of  dm  w.  Ctmierlamd,  last  term,  in 
whidi  the  qoeetion  was  as  to  the  priority  of  a  swarm  of 
ieonabraacers  upon  the  proceeds  of  sale  of  an  officer's 
eommisdon,  the  Uaster  of  the  Rolls  treated  as  simul- 
ttneoas  notices  served  on  the  army  agent  at  tea  o'clock 
in  the  morning  and  half-past  one  o'clock  in  the  afternoon 
of  the  dVi  upon  which  Ute  proceeds  of  sale  of  the  com- 
)>iaaion  were  carried  to  the  officer's  separate  aooount  in 
th«  army  agent'e  books.  The  r«ader  who  is  curious  in 
tlUM  matters  may  refer  to  Tatet  v.  Com  {vibi  tup,),  and  to 
^—  v.  Hopkinton,  (18  W.  R.  725),  and  to  our  remarks  on 
|ttase  oases  (13  S.  J.  105,  and  14  S.  J.  730).  Then  when 
two  or  more  incumbrancers  are  simaltaneoas  in  point  of 
flus,  as  well  as  of  notice,  as  in  the  case  we  are  now  oom- 
,**ntiog  apon,  there  is  nothing  for  it  but  to  let  them 
bke  rateably  inter  $e. 


COMMON  LAW. 

lOGAI.  BOABD. — LlABIUTT  FOB  NBOUOHNOB. 
Teremanand  Wife  r.  Mayor  of  Canterbury,  Q.B.,  19  W.  R. 
719. 
The  plaintilEs  sued  the  defendants  in  respect  of  injaries 
Mtaiaed  by  them  through  the  overturning  of  their  cart 
ly  a  heap  of  stones,  left  at  night  on  the  road,  nngaarded 
■ad  unlighted,  by  men  employed  by  the  defendants 
U**hig  as  a  Local  Board  of  Health)  to  repair  the  road, 
oaoe  the  decision  in  the  Money  Doehi  v.  Oibhi,  (14  W. 


R.  873,  L.  R.  1  H.  L.  93),  it  would  seem  that  the  lia- 
bility of  the  defendants  was  clear  ;  and  in  faot  the  only 
point  raised  was,  that  the  defendants  must  be  taken 
to  have  acted  not  as  a  Local  Board,  bat  as  surveyors 
nnder  s.  117  of  the  Pablio  Health  Act,  1848,  and  that  as 
such  they  were  not  liable.  This  was  a  transparent 
abaurdify  ;  and  the  case  of  Tomtg  v.  Dacieet,  (10  W.  B. 
634,  which  waa  cited  in  support  of  it,  was  wholly  in- 
applieable,  for  it  decided  nothing  bat  that  a  surveyor  was 
not  liable  to  an  aotion  for  damage  caused  by  non-repair. 
No  one  ever  suggested,  and  certainly  no  case  hai 
decided,  that  if  a  sarveyor  himself  employed  servants  to 
do  work,  whet]>«r  on  a  public  road  or  elsewhere,  he 
could  not  be  liable  for  their  negligent  acts.  The  utility 
of  the  present  oaae  is  periiapa  confined  to  the  exprees  dia- 
crediting  of  the  decision  in  HoUiday  v.  St.  Zeonari't,  SMore- 
dilch  (9  W.  R.  694)  ;  there  ooald  be  no  donbt  that  that 
case  was  in  effect  overtarned  by  Mertey  Dookg  v.  €Hbbe, 
but  so  apt  are  lawyers  to  cite  cases  already  dead  and  twioe 
killed,  that  it  ia  useful  to  have  the  distinct  declaration 
of  an  authoritative  tribunal  upon  any  such  case,  that  it 
is  dead  indeed. 


Nbgugeiicb  — Tkbspass — Lasdu>bd — ^Tenantb. 
Carttaira  v.  Taylor,  Ex.,  19  W.  R.  723. 

In  thia  oaae  the  attempt  was  made  to  push  the  rule 
laid  down  in  JOylandt  v.  metcher  (14  W.  R.  799,  L.  R.  S 
H.  L.  830),  to  an  nnwartantable  length.  The  plaintiff  had 
hired  of  the  defendant  the  ground,  floor  of  a  warehouse  ; 
the  defendant  himself  oconpying  the  upper  part  of  the 
premisee.  A  rat  gnawed  a  hole  in  a  box  into  whioh  the 
gutters  of  the  roof  collected  the  rainwater,  and  from 
which  it  waa  discharged  into  the  drains  ;  and  throagh 
this  hole  the  rainwater  entered  the  warehouse,  and 
penetrated  to  and  damaged  the  plaintiff's  goods.  The 
contention  that  there  was  any  obligation  on  the  defendant, 
as  landlord,  to  keep  the  premises  water-tight  in  all  events, 
was  not  very  strenaoosly  arged,aad  there  was  no  ground  to 
impute  negligence  ;  but  the  principal  argument  used  for 
the  plaintiff  was  that  the  defendant  had  oolleoted  the 
water  in  an  artiflcial  mode,  and  that  it  was  by  reason  of 
his  so  collecting  it  that  the  mischief  had  happened.  It 
was  in  this  way  that  the  plaintiff  sought  to  taka  ad- 
vantage of  Rylandi  v.  Fletcher  ;  but  an  obvious  dis- 
tinction waa  pointed  ont  by  Bramwell,  B.,  namely,  that 
in  that  case  the  defendants  had  done  what  they  did  for 
their  own  purposee  entirely,  whereas,  here,  the  collection 
of  the  rainwater  by  the  ouatomaiy  apparatos  was 
for  the  benefit  of  the  plaintiff  as  moah  as  of  the 
defendant.  Much  reliance  was  placed  on  BeU  v. 
Titentyman  (1  Q.  B.  766),  and  partionlarly  on  some  ex- 
pressions used  by  the  Court  in  delivering  judgment.  But 
it  seems  not  to  have  been  noticed  that  in  that  case  the 
declaration  averred,  and  the  plea  did  not  deny,  the  exis- 
tence of  a  duty  on  the  defendant  to  cleanse  the  water- 
oonrse  the  obstruction  of  which  was  complained  of,  and 
this  was  the  basis  of  the  whole  of  the  plaintifra  argument. 
Tbe  only  point  for  the  decision  of  the  Court  (besides  one 
which  does  not  concern  us)  was,  whether  the  allegation 
in  tbe  plea  that  defendant  cleansed  within  a  reasonable 
time  after  notice  was  an  answer.  The  Court  woald  have 
been  going  very  much  out  of  their  way  if  they  had  ooa- 
aideied  and  decided  the  question  of  whether  the  alleged 
dnty  did  or  did  not  exist;  indeed  there  were  no  materials 
before  them  for  doing  so.  Tet  this  is  what  they  are  sup- 
poeed  to  have  done  at  p.  774.  If,  however,  the  passage 
about  the  middle  of  that  page  ie  examined,  it  will,  we 
think,  be  evident  that  the  whole  difficolty  arises  from 
an  error  of  panotuation.  The  Court  having  disposed 
of  an  argument  by  which  the  defendant  attempted  to 
throw  the  burden  of  the  obstruction  upon  the  plaintiff, 
and  ao  escape  from  the  liability  which  tbe  admitted  duty 
would  have  oast  upon  him,  said,  "  If  the  defendant  waa 
liable,  on  general  principles  he  was  bound  to  cleanse  and 
keep  open  the  watercourse  at  all  events."  By  tbe 
omission  of  the  comma  after  "  liable  "  and  its  inaertion 
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after  "  prinoiple*,"  the  Coart  is  made  by  the  report  to 
intimate]  an  opinion  that  the  owner  of  a  waterooone  is 
at  oommon  law  bound  to  Iceep  it  olear  at  all  erents;  a 
proposition  olearly  untme,  and  so  startling  that  it  ought 
at  onoe  to  ezoite  sospiolon. 

IiABCKrr — AnIX ALB  FE&S  KATURiE. 
ihe  Queen  t.  TrwnU^,  COB.,  19  W.  B.  736. 
This  ease  is  of  some  Tslne  as  illostrating  the  distiao- 
tioD  between  what  will  be  regarded  as  one  ooatinnoos 
act,  and)  what  as  two  distinct  aots.    The  {Mcisoner  was 
indicted  for  a  laraeny  of  rabbits.    He  oame  in  a  cab  and 
removed  rabbits  which  liad  been  hidden  nnder  ahedg«,and  it 
was  found  \tj  the  jury  Uiat  they  had  been  plaoed  there 
by  poachers,  who  had  killed  them  on  land  in  the  same 
occapation  as  the  place  where  they  were  found  ;  it  was 
also  to  be  taken  as  a  fact  that  the  poachers  had  not  in- 
tended to  abandon  possession  of  them.    It  was  not  found 
by  the  jury,  or  stated  in  the  oase  as  assumed,  but  it  nmw 
tutumed  by  tbe  Oeurt  that  the  prisoner  was  himself  one 
of  the  poachers.     The  Ooart  held  that  the  whole  was 
one  oontinaous  act,  and  that,  therefore,  although  the 
rabbits  did  according  to  Blade*  r.  Higgt  (18  W.  B.  727), 
become  the  property   of   the  landowner  on  whose  land 
they  were  killed,  the  prisoner  was  not  gailty  of  larceny. 
This  seems  more  in  accordance  with  oommon  sense,  tluui 
the  refinement  as  to  an  act  **  not  oontinnated  but  inter- 
polated,'* which  seems   sanctioned  by  the  passage    in 
1  Hale  P.  0.  610,  commented  on  by  Use  Oourt,  and  ex- 
plained away  in  a  manner  which  Lord  Hale  would  pro- 
bably not  hare  appiOTcd.    The  lapse  of  time  between 
one  partionlar  act  and  another,  or  even  the  temporary 
absence  of  the  perpetrator  from  the  spot  where  the  goods 
lie,  may    be   etidtnae  of    whether   the  whole  is  one 
thing,  or  whether  the  acts  are  to  be  taken   as  dis- 
tinct;   but    it    can    be    no    mcce.      The   oontintted> 
intent  seems  to  be   the   distinguishing    test.      If,    to 
n«e    the    illustntion   of   orchard    loUeiy   quoted-   by 
Blaokbum,  J.,  from  Lord  Cranworth's  judgment  in  JBIadm 
T.  Higft,  the  thief  after  picking  the  apples  found  them' 
more  than  he  oonid  oarry,  and  went  home  for  a  truok, 
would  the  continuity  of  the  aot  hare  been  broken  t    It 
would  seem  not.    But  if  from  the  lapse  of  time  or  from 
other  oironmstancas  it  could  be  inferred  that  the  thief 
had  given  up  his  intention  to  remove  the  goods,  but  after- 
wards resumed  it  and  removed  them,  it  oonld  no  longer 
fce  said  that  the  act  was  a  continuous  one. 

The  oase  might  be  noted  by  game  law  leformers  as 
illastrative  of  the  anomalies  resulting  from  the  present 
state  of  the  law. 


OOVKTS. 

OOUBT  OF  EXCHEQUER. 

(In  Banco,  before  the  Loan  Cniar  Babon,  and  Mabttk, 

Bkamwsll,  and  Cuusbt,  BB.) 

June  9. — Johneon  v.  Enurmm  and  Sparrow. 

It  will  be  remembered  that  this  was  an  action  against  a 
firm  of  Norwich  attorneys  for  malidonsly  obtaining  an  ad- 
judication in  bankruptcy  sgainst  the  plamtiff.  The  action 
was  tried  in  December  last,  and  the  jnry  returned  a  verdict 
for  the  plaintiff  for  £I,S60.  (The  facts  are  stated  in  our 
report  of  the  cose,  ante  p.  160.) 

A  rule  niti  for  a  new  trial  was  afterwards  moved  for  and 
obtained,  on  the  grounds — ^flrst,  that  there  was  reaaenable 
and  probable  cause  for  the  proceedings  in  bankruptcy; 
secondly,  that  the  verdict  was  against  ttie  evidence  upon 
the  facts  having  reference  to  the  presence  or  absence  of  rea- 
sonnble  and  probable  cause,  and  also  on  the  question  of 
malice.    It  was  urged  that  there  was  no  evidence  of  malice. 

Parry,  SerjL,  flsnry  James,  Q.C.,  and  Tapping,  showed 
cause  against  the  role. 

Huddluton,  Q.C.,  Field,  Q.  C,  and  Xtrevnther,  supported  it. 

After  two  days  argument  tbeir  Lordships  reserved  judg- 
ment, and  now  proceeded  to  deliver  their  judgments  aeriatim. 

Martik  and  Bxamwbll,  BB.,  were  of  opinion  that  the 
rule  ought  to  be  made  absolute  to  sater  the  verdict  for  the 
defendant. 


BlxLLT,  O.B.,  and  OnaAaaT.  B.,  thought  tint  the  itttd 
oughtnot  to  be  disturbed  and  the  rule  ^schaiged. 

June  10. — (In  Banco,  be&n  the  Loa*  Canv  Btios,  lad 
Hajmiv  aad  Cuuaar,  BB.) 

Field,  Q.  C,  now  ap^iadttiat  the  jnnior  judge,  iaiOMii- 
ance  with  the  custom  in  similar  cases,  shonld  vUkdnwUi 
judgment,  so  that  the  defendant  might  appeal  b  emc. 

KniiT,  O.B.,  said  neither  he  nor  his  leamtd  tntlier 
Cleosby  was  at  gressnt  disposed  to  withdraw  his  jidgMsi, 
but  the  application  might  oe  renewed  on  Konday. 

June  IS. — SuddltitoH,  Q.C.,  now  renewed  the  tpplici&ii, 
and  Bramwell,  B.,  having  withdrawn  his  jadgiuot,  tk 
application  was  grantsd. 


COITNTY  COURTSj 


liAMBKra. 
(Before  Ji  Pnr  Tatlok,  Esq.,  Judge.)  . 
June  14. — Stmtton  r.  Jeknim. 
The  meminf  of  "■fartheeiUt "  in  ait  order  far  feywmL 
Ktemtiou  eatmot  ieetu  «m  tm  order  ej  tke  Cmrt  wM  Ik 
retard  it  eou^flete — i.e.,  ligned  by  the  regiitrar. 

Mr.  Fnllager,.fli)r  the  plaintiff;  after  proving  his  ew,  osi 
of  no  interest  except  for  what  followed,  asked  for  isd  oW 
tained  an  order  for  payment  forthwith,  sndshoitlri&er- 
wards  returned  into  court  to  make  an  application.  Ht«i^ 
acting  on  hia-Honour't  ocder  he  had  applied  in  tiis  ianaf 
department  for  an  executioa  against  the  goods  of  tbeUn. 
dantv  but  the  registrar's  clerk  bad  reftised  to  grant  it,ma» 

Sotmd  that  "  forthwith  "  did  not  mean  the  same  d^,  nl 
e  execution  could  not  issue  until  tiie  next  mauBf.  B^ 
lieving  the  clerk  to  be  wron^  he  begged  to  ssk  faisBiaiB' 
to  sllow  the  proosss  to  issue  immediately.  Then  ni  icm 
in  point  hsurd  befue  the  Exchequer  CSuimber  on  vfiii, 
Siy\.MMde>mdTembt,7a'L.i,%x,i9.  The  esse aroH i« 
of  an  action  in  the  Droitwiah  County  Court,  when  s  Mk- 
with  order  had  been  made  Mid.  an  executioa  lerisd  «b  ttf 
goods  of  the  defendant  the  same  day.  The  dafenduit  (8^ 
wen  brought  an  action  against  the  plaintiff  and  the  ng>M 
(pionle  and  Tombs)  ibr  trespass,  when  the  Court  fomu  M 
the  proceedings  in  the  county  court  were  ragnlsr,  and  tkoii 
ibre  no  trespass  had  been  committed.  The  Exthe^a 
Chamber  afflnned  this  decision,  and  he  (Mr..Falh«r)M> 
asked  his  Honour  to  aet  upon  Oat  precedent,  and  sQovfl* 
execution  to  issue. 

Mr.  Pitt  Taiixmi  said  in  the  case  quoted  the  Cent 
not  asked  to  decide  the  point  now  raised.  The  plaislif 
that  cose  contended  that  he  ought  to  have  been  aemd 
an  Older  before  his  goods  were  seised,  and  the  Comtii* 
that  was  not  necessary  according  to  Oe  Aots  and  Bala 
gulating  county  conrta,  and  the  proceedings  weie  ttr' 
regnlsx.  Tlhe  acint  now  raissd  wsa  a  verydifoest 
The  record  of  toe  ooart  was  not  coaqdete  until  agsri  i| 
the  registrar,  aad'pnoeediags  eoald  not  be  tsken  iw*" 
complraao..  That  ofllaar  did  not  sign  each  jodgeiea^  M 
as  provided  bv  the  Ao(^  only  everr  page,  sad  it  «••  ■** 
saryhs  should  have  time  to  make  his  reootd  complete  M* 
allowing  process  to  issue, 
berefwed. 


The  applioatioowaiiUtki 


APPOniTMBVTS. 


Mr.  ALBXAifDBB:  OnADwxu.  Baootv  Pbabsox,  loEdq 
of  Eirkby  Tonsdale,  Westmoreland  (firm,  Pesisca trw 
son),  has  been  appointed  Begistrar  of  the  EiAby  I<silg 
County  Court,  in  succession  to  Mr.  Richard  Roper,  ria* 
Mr.  Gradwell  Pearson  was  admitted  in  13C4. 
■  Mr,  David  Puohi  solicitor,  of  DoIgelly,.Xariaa«CMsJ 
has  been  appointed  Registrar  of  the  Kewtowa  CiM^ 
Court  (Circuit  No.  28^  in  succession  to  ths  Iste  Xr.  (M 


I  was  certificated  in.  1843,sali 


Woosnsm.    Mr.  -  _o-  — — ■  —     .^ 

the  offtoes  of  Deputy  Cleric  of  the  Peace  foe  thi  MHj 
and  Clerk  to  the  Commissioners  of  Taxes-  for  ths  1)4^ 
district 


Sir  John  William  Kaye.  of  the  Indian  (MBC^  «*• 
recently  created  a  Eiugfat  of  Uie  order  of  the  ov  I 
India,  is  a  son  of  the  late  Charles  Kay^  It^M^'Sti  I 
the  Bank  of  England, 
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FASLIAMEHT  AXD  LSOISL&TIOH. 

H0X7SE  OF  LORDS. 

Jau  9.— The  Seelttiattieal  Court*  SiU.— The  Earl  of 
kiftaibiiiy  moved  the  second  reading.  The  Inll,  with  reiy 
*  txoeptunu  indeed,  wae  almoat  the  identical  hill  that 
m>  down  from  the  eelect  committee.  The  oppoiition 
leoBitored  from  the  hiahope  placed  him  in  a  great  difficnlly, 
id  be  voald,  tiierefore,  surrender  one  part  of  the  measure 
rtticprsseot,  with  the  view  of  seonnng  fhe  remainder. 
ibad  Bt  sll  times  been  far  more  anxiooa  to  secure  dae  re. 
nw  of  the  Ecdesiatical  Ooorts  in  thdr  oonttmction  and 
adoct  than  to  carry  any  of  those  oUnaes  relating  in  some 
itnis  to  doctrine  or  discipline.  He  had  been  more  anxioos 
Mcore  cheaper  and  more  ezpeditioiu  trihnnala  than  to 
17  snr  of  those  proposals  which  raise  so  much  opposition. 
I  vosld,  therefore,  withdraw  the  fiunooa  33ra  claose, 
idi  gtTe  power  to  the  laity  to  pomote  the  office  of  the 
Ifsud  to  constitate  suits  witnout  the  oonoorrence  or 
^bation  of  the  bishop,  with  all  the  clauses  connected 
ii  it  It  was  to  that  that  the  greatest  opposition  had  ap- 
ntly  been  directed,  and  he  proposed  to  bring  it  forward 
iMpsnte  bill  next  ^ear.  He  did  not  attaw  any  great 
u  to  it,  for  wore  it  carried  it  would  very  seldom  be 
triit  into  operation,  and  he  believed,  moreover,  that  the 
jum never  lost  the  power  which  they  formerly  possessed 
pnooting  the  office  of  the  judge.  It  was  not  taken  from 
■  bf  the  Discipline  Act  of  1840,  and  an  opportnnity 
■Id  BO  doubt  arise  of  testing  that  in  the  Superior  Cooita, 
I  o{  doming  to  a  conclusion  upon  it  without  the  neoessify 
■acting  it  anew.  He  most  remind  their  Lordships  of 
jadjjnient  pronoaaoed  on  the  Eodesiastioal  Courts  by  high 
booties  who  had  maintained  the  absolute  necessity  of  a 
rm^  leferm  in  them.  His  Lordship  then  cited  the  re- 
taf  a  committee  of  the  Upper  House  of  Convocation  of 
tebnry  in  1863,  the  ar{^ent  of  Lord  Oranworth  in 

Lin  inttodndng  his  Bin  on  the  subject,  and  the 
It  of  the  Bishop  of  Killaloe  and  the  Arohbiahop 
JcA  m  1865.  The  latter  auth(mty  concluded  "  One 
iwiy  provision  would  be,  in  any  alteration  of  the 
kaiitical  Conrta,  that  the  rules  and  course  of  prooe- 
llbcald  be  assimilated  to  the  Common  Law  Courts, 
K  worked  lo  well."  Now,  that  was  predsely  the  object 
^Ul— to  asaissilate  these  Courts  to  the  Common  Law 
f^  to  make  tits  process  cheaper  and  mor«  expeditious, 
flu*  to  make  them  accessible  to  the  community  at  large, 
f»  had  been  munerous  instances  of  the  heavy  costs  in- 
Md  in  some  of  the  suits.     The  Porchas  case  took  nearly 

en,  and  oost  almost  £8,000  to  one  side.  This  state 
•demanded  some  remedy,  and  when  be  showed  the 
Hof  providing  for  it,  and  the  large  resouroes  at  oom- 
i  ttey  wonld  see  that  it  was  still  more  necessary  that 
penhonld  be  lost.  In  1869,  when  he  first  brought  the 
loBfcrward.he  was  told  that  his  financial  scheme  rested 
binseeore  baais,  and  that  the  ftinds  were  not  so  great 
i  dssnibed  them.  He  afterwards,  however,  movM  tor 
tas  i^om  the  various  dioceses  of  all  the  fees,  expenditure, 
Wooroes,  by  which  the  whole  of  tiliis  system  might  be 
ifained.  He  had  put  the  receipt)  l^  about  £SO,000  per 
an,  bat  the  retoms,  though  not  compete,  showed  that 
amounted  to  £71,794.  The  Begistrar-Oeneral 
■mti  him  that  the  average  of  the  marriage  licence  fees 
the  last  11  yean  gave  19^620  marriages  b^  licence 
•Oy,  and  18  by  special  licence.  The  fees  derived  from 
tfieeoaes  amounted  to  £39,639 ;  from  institutions,  ordi- 
M^  ftc,  to  iei3,773 ;  from  visitations,  procurations,  &c.', 
%I05;  from  oonseArations  and  faculties  to  £3,317, 
{■faetUaneona  diocesan  business  to  £1,820,  and  from 
■Boos  suita  to  £  UO,  making  a  total  of  £71 ,  794,  although 
tens  had  been  made  from  Hampshire  and  from  32 
hynrios,  while  very  incomplete  returns  had  been 
WMBtogates  in  17  dioceses.  It  might  be  taken  as 
■Bally  correct  th«t  £880  was  received  annually  by 
to  for  visitation  fees.  Now  he  ceuld  not  see  why  the 
PlJboiild  take  this  sum  from  the  parishioners.  The 
Im  in  the  retains  was  £10,648  receivod  by  bishop's 
■nea.  Now  it  was  only  within  the  last  twenty  years 
bUiop's  secxetanes  had  appeared  in  the  list  of  ecclesi- 
>1  officiarB  and  have  received  salaries.  Then  came  the 
xOors,  who  divided  among  themselves  £8,600.  The 
"Wore  were  -worthy  and  good  men,  bat  their  appoint- 
fneeeded  on  an  altog^etber  wrong  principle.  There 
t«b«  a  vicar-g;eneral  and  a  chancellor,  the  former  being 
Soer  to  advise  the  bishop  and  the  latter  the  judge  to 


-ait  on  all  cassa  bmog^t  before  him,  but  &e  offioes  were  now 
united  in  every  diocese  but  Canterbury,  so  that  in  any  legal 
matter  the  bishop  eonsnlted  his  vicar-genetal,  and  if  he  waa 
advised  that  the  suit  should  proceed  the  same  gentleman 
appears  afterwards  as  chancellor,  to  try  the  very  cause  on 
wluoh  he  had  advised.  That  was  altogether  wrong  in  prin- 
ciple. The  office,  moreover,  is  in  almost  every  instance  an 
absdate  lineoure.  Take,  as  an  illustration,  the  chancellor  of 
the  diocese  of  Chester — a  very  excellent  person,  a  de^yman 
appointed  under  the  old  system,  combimn|r  the  offices  of 
chancellor,  vicar-general,  and  official  piinotpaL  The  re- 
'turn  gave  a  nnmbor  ci  oases  in  which  fees  were  payable  to 
him  for  the  consecratiau  of  churches  and  collations  to 
benefices,  and  honorary  canonries,  institutions  to  benefices, 
and  licences  to  perpetual  curacies,  the  duties  to  be  per- 
formed being  in  each  case  described  as  "  none."  He  alio 
received  fees  for  faculties  for  restoring  or  altering  churches, 
and  for  the  removal  of  corpses,  and  from  marriage  licences 
alone  he  reomved  £603  a  year.  The  duty  performed  waa 
none,  exoept  that  the  lioeoicea  ws  issued  in  his  name  and 
under  his  seal,  and  that  all  matters  connected  with  the 
issue  of  them  were  under  his  regulation.  He  also  received 
£104  from  <aii>ooi«l  visitations,  his  duty  being  to  attend 
the  triennial  visitation  courts,  to  examine  the  presentments 
of  the  onteoing  churchwardens,  and  to  admit  their  suc- 
oesson.  Tnat  was  a  very  &ir  statement  of  the  duties  of  the 
cbanoellors.  They  had  not  all  the  same  emoluments.  There 
was  one  case  in  which  £704  was  paid  to  a  chancellor,  for 
which  no  duties  whatever  were  piarformed.  He  did  not 
wonder  that  the  following  formula  was  almost  universally 
adapted  in  the  retnnis :  —  "  Although  certain  of 
the  above  fees  are  allowed  to  the  chancellor 
without  any  duty  being  required  of  him,  it  is  right  to 
add  that  they  are  regarded  as  an  indirect  way  of 
remunerating  him  for  learned  opinions  and  assistance  given 
from  time  to  time  to  the  bishop  and  clergy,  and  atteniling 
the  bishop's  visitations."  But  what  assistance  did  the 
chancellorB  give  to  the  bishops  ?  One  bishop  said  he  did  not 
consult  the  chancellor  five  times  in  the  year,  and  only  two 
days  ago  the  chancellor  of  one  of  the  lai^est  dioceses  in  thi» 
kingdom  told  him  he  received  perhaps  three  letters  and 
gave  as  many  signatures.  For  tms  he  received  a  salary  of 
t£460  a-yaar.  What  was  the  business  transacted  by  the 
chancellors  for  the  sum  of  money  which  they  received  f  Com- 
pare that  business  with  the  business  transacted  by  the  Com- 
mon Law  Courts,  as  shown  by  the  judicial  statistics  for 
1869,  the  last  year  for  which  we  have  returns.  The  pro- 
ceedings in  the  Ecclesiastical  Courts  related  to  dilapidations, 
church-rates  (now  abolished),  pew  rightcL  forcibly  entering 
churches,  snd  other  simple  matters,  and  the  number  of  suita 
of  that  kind  in  1869  was  38.  Suits  for  faculties,  150  for 
erecting  or  altering  churches,  and  24  for  erecting  a  school, 
removing  buildings,  &c.,  the  total  number  of  suits  which 
came  before  the  87  chancellors  being  212,  the  greater  num> 
ber  of  which  were  for  unopposed  faculties,  whiui  in  all  pro- 
bability' were  settled  in  a  quarter  of  an  hour.  Indeed,  a 
person  of  authority  stated  that  one  gentleman  could  dischai^ 
m  six  weeks  the  whole  duties  performed  by  those  27  jud^ 
in  the  course  of  a  whole  year.  The  Courts  were  prin- 
cipally engaged  in  sequestrations  now  that  church-rates 
were  aboliahea.  Kow,  take  the  amount  of  work  performed 
by  her  Majesty's  judges  in  the  three  Common  Law  Courts. 
In  1869  the  suite  bied  in  town  and  country  were — at 
Westminster,  1,423 ;  at  Nisi  Prius,  1,421 ;  and  trials  in 
Error,  40,  making  a  total  of  2,884 ;  add  criminal  trials, 
3,546,  and  the  totu  number  of  suits  and  trials  was  6,430. 
They  must,  however,  add  the  business  in  Judges'  Chambers 
being  194,110  cases,  so  that  the  grand  total  of  casns  was 
200,540.  It  thus  appeared  that  the  civil  and  criminal  pro- 
ceedings in  the  three  superior  courts  of  common  law  in  town 
and  circuit  aad  in  the  Judges'  Chambers,  exclusive  of 
election  business  and  attenduice  in  the  House  of  Lords 
(according  to  the  returns),  number  more  than  200^000. 
These  duties  were  performed  by  18  common  law  judges,  while 
27  ecclesiastical  judges,  at  an  expense  of  nearly  £9,000  a 
^ear,  were  ooonpied  with  the  despatch  of  38  suits  and  the 
issue  of  174  faculties  chiefly  unopposed  Here  was  a  great 
waste  of  judicial  power,  and  another  Session  ought  not  to 

C  without  some  limit  being  put  to  such  enormous  abuse, 
r  turn  to  the  registrars.  They  divided  no  less  than 
£21,500 ;  but  what  were  the  dutieo  ?  Why  they  were  often 
performed  by  deputy,  the  deputy  paying  the  registrar  a 
fixed  sum  of  £360  a  year  out  of  the  fees.  Generall|r 
speaking  the  business  of  the  registrar  might  be  discharged 
in  a  few  hours  a  week,  in  any  case  they  might  be  performed 
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in  eight  hours  a  week.  Then  the  appariton  teoeived  £1,166, 
deriTed  entirely  from  the  dergy  for  Timtaiioni,  proonrations 
and  indnciiona,  the  dntie*  being  merely  the  bearing  of  the 
mace  before  the  bishop  at  -visitationa,  which  was  oone  by 
deputy.  Inthearchdeaoonties  the  tame  thing  was  repeated. 
The  iirchdeaoona  receiTed  a  certain  som,  while  their  offidala 
received  £800  a  year,  their   registrare  £6,041,  and  their 
appataitors    £1,656.      The   bishops'    surrogates   teoeiTed 
£14,500,  and  there  was  £2,500  paid  as  compensation  to 
the    proctors  in   the  probate    conrts,  which   wonld  ex- 
pire  in    1872.      He   wished   to    sn^^  a   scheme   to 
show  how  the  ftuids  might  be  apportioned,  and  what  a 
large  sorplns  wonld  Temain,  though,  of  conise,  it  was  not 
embodied  in  the  bill,  as  the  qnestion  woald  be  settled  by  the 
persons  deputed  to  draw  np  the  rules  and  regulations,  sub- 
ject to  the  approval   of  the  Judicial  Committee  of  the 
Privy  Council.     In  the  first  place,  the  authority  of  the 
bishop  wonld  be  in  no  wry  interfered  with,  and  aU  vested 
interests  were  respected,  all  persons  in  the  receipt  of  in- 
comes coutinning  to  receive  them  dnring  ther  bfe.      He 
proposed  at  first  to  leave  the  chancellor  as  an  honorary 
officer,  and  eventually  to  take  away  his  salary,  but  he  now 
proposed  to  assign  a  salary.    There  must  be  a  new  jndge  at 
about  £3,000  a  year,  and  about  £1,000  a  year  for  a  clerk  ; 
but  the  £2,500   of  the  proctors  wonld   go  a  good  way 
towards  this,  and  about  £1,200  more  would  enable  the 
judge  to  cury  out  his  duties ;  and  so  small  a  sum  could 
easiljr  be  raised  by  mortgaging  the  fees  until  vacancies  occur 
sufficient  to  pay  off  such  mortgage  and  provide  for  all 
future  expenses.    He  wonld  retam  the  bishops'  secretaries 
two  (Canterbury  and  York)  at  £500,  and  twenty-five  at 
£300  each,  the  salaries  in  every  instance  being  substituted 
for  fees,  on  the  principal  adopted  in  the  common  law  conrts. 
The  chancellors  would  be  two  at  £800,  and  twenty-five  at 
£100 ;  and  the  registrars,  one  at  £800,  one  at  £600,  and 
twenty-five  at  £300.    At  Canterbury,  a  chief  clerk  at  £200, 
and  other  clerks  at  £100,  £100,  and  £80  respectively  ;  in 
the  registries  of  York.  London,  Chester,  and  Manchester, 
four  chief  clerks  at  £150,  four  at  £100,  and  four  at  £80, 
and  in  the  remaining  twenty-two  registries,  a  chief  clerk  at 
£160,  and  another  at  £100.    There  would  be  one  provincial 
judge  appointed.  The  Courts  of  Canterbury  and  York  wonld 
be  retained  with  one  jud^  for  both.    He  could  not  in  any 
way  interfere  with  the  bishops'  courts.    The  bishop,  if  he 
chose,  could  have  cases  tried  by  his  chancellor,  but  if  he 
preferred  it  he  could,  by  sending  letters  of  req^uest  to  the 
Archbishop,  obtain   the  services  of  the  provincial  jndge, 
who  would  go  down  to  the  spot  and  tiiere  try  the  case. 
Thtis  the  appeals  would  be  lessened,  for  the  appeal  from 
the  provincial  judge  wonld  go  straight  to  the  Judicial  Com- 
mittee, whereas  there  was  now  an  appeal  from  the  Episcopal 
Court  to  the  Archiepiscopal,  and  thence  to  die  Judicial  Com- 
mittee.   This  estimate  had  been  submitted  to  Dr.  Bayford, 
tile  chief  Registrar  of  the  Court  of  Probate,  who  approved 
it  as  in  every  way  adequate.     However,  tie  scheme  was 
only  a  suggestion,  and  the  matter  would  be  for  those  who 
would  prepare  the  rules  and  orders.    It  had  been  said  that 
the  financial  basis  of  this  scheme  was  insecure,  as  resting 
on  the  marriage  licence  fees,  and  that  the  marriage  com- 
missioners had  reported  in  favour  of  abolishing  such  licences; 
bat  all  that  the  commissioners  now  proposed  was  that  the 
fees  should  be  on  a  moderate  scale,  and  he  believed  that  in 
that  case  the  receipts  would  be  considerably  augmented,  as 
many  persons  would  prefer  to  be  married  by  licence.    "The 
CSovemment  derived  £12,500  per  annum  mm  stamps  on 
these  licences,  and  it  was  clear  that  licences  would  continue 
to  be  needed.     On  an  average  the  ecclesiastical  fees  might 
be  reckoned  as  amounting  to  at  least  £71,000,  and  the  whole 
expense  of  the  courts  proposed  might  rest  either  upon  the 
fees  from  marriage  licences,  or  upon  those  fees.    Either  was 
abl<<  to  bear  the  whole  weight.    In  conclusion,  he  was  ready 
to  accept  an^  echem'e  that  would  effect  the  object  in  view. 
His  only  desire  was  to  make  the  ecclesiastical  courts  acces- 
sible to  the  community  and  to  prevent  this  intolerable  mis- 
use of   public    money. —The    Archbishop    of    Canterbury 
inconded  to  vote  for  the  second  reading,  and  he  believed  that 
in  taat  ccutsp,  he  should  be  supported  by  a  large  part  of  the 
Episcopal  bench.     Before  explaining  any  reasions  for  sup- 
porting it,  he  brggod  to   correct  one  or  two  mistakes  into 
which  Lord  Sliafiesbury  had  fallen.    He  stated  that  there 
were  a  great  number  of  sinecure  offices,  and  urged  that  this 
\v,n  an  intolerable  state  of  things,  but  at  the  close  of  his 
Hj,pechhe  propcsfd  a  salary  for  every  one  of  those  persons. 
>'ow, though  that  salary  was  a  smaller  one  than  theyreceived 


at  present,  if  their  salarie*  wei«  a  waste  of  tfepibBe  Biin, 

ana  if  they  were  such  a  nuisance  to  sodetj,  tliey  mrI; 

ought  to  be  allowed  none  at  alL    Therdbre,  tlin  aat 

be  a  slight  mistake  in  the  noble  earl's  view  of  tluai  perm. 

With  r«;aid  to  the  chancellors,  an  office  held  by  Lord  StonB, 

by  Dr.  Lnshington,  and  by  Dr.  Twiss,  withcmt  itsdnfr 

charge  the  episcopal  office  could  not  be  prapaly  cmied  ■, 

While  holding  the  see  of  London,  he  wit  in  conlianl  ea- 

mnnication  with  Dr.   Lnshington,  and  ifterwtrdivitilli 

Twiss,  on  important  legal  matters  connected  villi  &nt 

of  the  diocese,  and  it  wonld  have  been  impooible  forUah 

dispense  with  their   services.      Appariton  woe  nteoM 

officers  of  every  court    After  all,  too,  the  aluislfH 

were  apparentty  very  small.      Still,  he  perfeedjiprf 

that  all  such  officers  should  be  paid  l^  aslanes,  ui  MM^ 

laries  should  be  as  moderate  as  the  circunutsDcei  Ji^Wi 

admit  The  scale  which  the  noble  earl  had  propoaeiiein 

very  fair  one.    Were  all  these  persons  paid  sccoriiiigliM 

was  (»lled  in  the  legal  profession  fees  for  woA  ^""^^ 

wonld  probably  receive  a  great  deal  more  thas  the  dU 

now  proposed.     They  were  legal  gentlemen,  tIiom  tia  l 

extremely  valnable,  and  they  should  be  paid,  not  b  I 

length  of  time  they  gave  to  a  case,  but  for  the  nbe  d 

opinions  they  gave,  which  opinions  were  Asolntdj  seea 

for  the  business  of  the  diocese.   As  to  vintation  tea,  kl 

never  received  such  fees,  nor  had  the  Archbisbop  oJ  T 

Whether  it  was  right  that  they  should  be  reoowdoc 

would  very  fairly  oome  under  oonsidetation  when  tM  I 

ter  was  carried  mlly  into  operation.    As  to  flie  perw 

vidiously  called  biwiope'  secretaries,  in  no  senuvmt 

simply  bishops'  secretaries.    They  were  peisoju  «4o,  id 

for  the  bishops,  performed  some  pablic  acts  for  vUd  I 

were  paid  by  those  for  whose  benefit  the  acts  wotwrkB 

and  were  they,  like  attorneys,  to  send  in  their  bila  S»( 

transaction  the  clergy  would  not  be  likely  tobeafl 

with  the  change.     Having  corrected    these  .P«fti<'^ 

expressed    his    hearty    approval    of  the  prinriplt « 

measure.    It  was  now  two  years  since  a  sdeet  com 

was  appointed  to  consider  this  subject    It  wis  tva. 

one,  consisUng  of  the  highest  legal  and  some  of  U»  i^ 

ecclesiastaoal  authorities,  quite  competent  to  prodaeei 

bill  on  a  very  difficult  and  intricate  subject    Tilt 

into  the  matter  with  the  ntmost  care,  they  cooada^ 

the  noble  earl's  bill  and  his  own,  and  the  preiert 

is  substantially  the  result  of  their  delibeiationt. 

mittee   itself  was  the  result   of   a    great  manj 

attempts  to  cure  the  evils  complained  of.  The  mitt* 

fore,  had  been  well  ventilated.     Looking  at  the  «M 

ter,  he  thought  this  bill  did  contain  a  satishetory  i 

of  the  great   number  of  difficulties   to  be  atH 

in    dealing    with     these     courts.      "These   ooirti 

tedious    and    expensive,    and    according    to   th 

sent  arrangements,  there  was  not  sufficient  proriiw 

to  secure  tne  services  of  the  judges.    When  it  wu  "" 

some  years  ago  to  abolish  the  jurisdiction  of  _th«e 

matrimonial  and  probate  matters,  it  was  objected  H 

result  of  such  an  arrangement  would  be  to  tike « 

chief  means  for  the  payment  of  the  jndge  of  tbe  Ci 

Arches,  and  it  was  then  said  in  answer  tint  the « 

could  always  afford  to  remunerate  iti  offidals  mpj 

as  a  matter  of  fact  tbe  salaiyof  that  official  is  m 

believed,  about  £40  a  year.    Whether  the  bill  pro™ 

the  payment  of  too  large  a  salary  was  a  matter  wha 

be  considered  later,  but  there  was  no  doubt  that  h 

great  deal  to  do,  and  was  entitled  to  a  fair  saUir-  "i 

gard  to  the  payment  of  those  fees,  the  bill  had  bm* 

precedent  of  the  Court  of  Chancery.    Then  came  t* 

tion  whether  it  was  right  that  there  should  be  om  ;■ 

the  two  provinces.    The  plan  proposed  was  thJ 

Archbishops  should  concur  in  the  nomination  to  Ut 

of  a  fit  person  to  fill  the  office,  and  not  that  these  ' 

Courts  should  be  abolished.     The  question  too,  of 

arose  whether  this  judge  did  supersede  the  Dioeeot* 

There  was  nothing  in  the  Wll  to  that  effect    A  oK 

ecclesiastical  courts  could  pass  through  four  ^*S^ 

there  was  the  commission,  then  the  Diocesan  Cosri" 

appeal  to  the  Court  of  Arches,  and  finally  tk«„*I'|*^ 

Pnvy  Council.    But  four  trials  would  genenU..-  M 

to  DO  too  many,   and  the  bill  provided  t*'  ••■ 

four.    It     was   proposed   to   abolish   the  on^* 

mission,    but    the    Diocesan    Court    remiinw  _» 

vigour,   and   if  all   parties  concnned,  an  «rr* 


be   carried  direct 
■first   decided    by 


to  the  Privy  Council  ia''*' '*, 
the  Court   of   Arches.     Bj  "" 
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1^  the  ptsTincial  jadge  was  authorized  to  ko  down  into 
t  diitrict  uid  hold  nil  court  there,  thereoy,  of  coane, 
]Sag  greatly  to  a  dimonition  of  expense.    It  alio  pro- 
led  that  the  scale  of  fees  should  he  entirely  T«OMt,  and 
it  fieeh  roles  and  orders  should  be  framed  for  the  aimpli- 
jon  of  ttie  practice  in  these  courts,  and  this  was  the  moi« 
penary  inasmuch  as  there  was  {preat  waste  of  time  and 
oey  arisiDg  through  the  mode  in  which  matters  were  now 
idoeted  in  these  courts. — The  Bishop  of  Peterborough 
1  that  after  the  witlidrawal  of  the  33rd  olaose  he  would 
more  the  rejection  of  the  bill.    It  had  seemed  to  him 
t  the  3Sid  clause,  and  those  depending  upon  it,  raised  a 
it  important  question  of  principle  never  yet  ftiUy  argued 
in  tneir  lordships'  House — the  question  whether  the 
gy  treie  to  hare   that   protection   against   friToIoas 
1  Tsntious  prosecution   whieh  were  granted   to   tiie 
aban  of   other   professions    in   this    country. — Earl 
nehunp  thought   the   proposal   in  the  bill  to  repeal 
leatarictions  in  the  Church  Discipline  Act  as  to  the  right 
ml^tmff  prosecutions  against  clerg^ymen  would  aggra- 
idiaooraand  promote  ill  feeling  in  many  quarters.     He 
ratted  that  in  several  important  points  the  reoommen- 
ona  of  the  select  committee  were  not  followed  in  the 
now  before  the  House.    The  financial  bans  of  the  pre- 
tbOlwu  in  hb  opinion  utterly  nnsonnd,  and  he,  for 
■honld  strongly  resist  any  proposal  to  appl]^  the  funds, 
A  were  held  by  the  Ecclesiastical  Commissioners  for 
itml  pmposes  to*  the  support  of  ecclesiastical  courts  as 
XDsd  by  the  noble  earl.    It  was  wildly  ohimerioal  to 
nee  that  the  sums  received  for  marriage  licenoea  would 
n  Uie  commissioners  for  the  money  they  would  be 
n  upon  to  advance.    He  objected  fiirther  to  the  pro- 
1  that  persons  nominated   as  bishops  by  the  Crown 
t  of  neceamty  be  consecrated  by  the  arohoiahop  of  the 
inee,  without  the  laity  having  any  right  to  raise  ob- 
901  to  them  on  grounds  affecting  their  &ith  or  morals. 
that  it  was  proposed  to  reform  the  ecdesiaatioal  oourts, 
N  but  £ur  that  some  assurance  should  be  giv«n  tiut 
iwhopreode  over  the  Church  should  be  as  amenable 
^  laws  of  the  Church  as  the  humblest   clergyman 
ii  her  pale. — The  Lord  Chancellor  was  not  prepared 
file  Bishop  of  Peterborough  to  go  the  length  of  saying 
ke  laity  on^ht  not  to  possess  Ute  right  of  initii^ing 
tSagi  against  the  cle^.    On  the  contrary  oooasions 
tiieo  in  which  the  laity  might  have  been  submitted  to 
(Vpreasion  if  such  a  remedy  were  not  prtivided  for  them. 
pi  be  said  that  there  was  a  special  remedy  provided 
Mat,  but  such  remedy  seemed  oalonlated  to  prodnoe 
iOD,  instead  of  promoting  harmony  aDdjieaoe.    The 
had  of  late  been  greatly  grieved  l^  altemtiona  made 
I  node  of  condnoting  the  services  to  which  Uiey  had 
■ccmtomed.    Some  meems  ought  to  be  provided  by 
>  such  a  state  of  things  could  be  easily  and  promptly 
lied.    I«at  year  the  noble  earl  introduced  a  Bill  ou 
ibject,  and  at  the  same  time  another  Bill  waa  bronght 
tibjtbe  Arohbishap  of  Canterbury.      Both  thoM 
Q^  were  referred  to  a  Select  Committee,  which  re- 
Imr&Tonrof  a  Bill  vary  similar  to  thftt  now  intro- 
;  the  financial  question  will  probably  oonatitnte  Uie 
diSoolty.    Hsregoioedto  see  that  effioient  Courts 
to  be  established,  because  great  difficulties  aoristed  at 
It  in  antering  the  affairs  of  the  Church,  which  ought 
Mndncted  on  legal  and  ooDstitntioniJ  principles. 
<tmae  of  removing  a  olert  in  Holy  Orders  was  enor- 
fle  could  reooUeot  the  case  of  a  olerk  who  shut 
'Choroh  and  stuck  a  dunghill  in  the  poroh  in  order 
<rent  any  other  person  from  offloiating.     It  took 
'  six  years  to   remove  him,  at  the   expense  of 
W  «  £13,000.     Such  an  offence  as  that  would  by 
bQI  be   settled  in   two  days    at    least,  if  not  in 
"on.    He  believed,  too,  that  the  course  pursued  by 
able  earl  in  giving  facilities  for  hearing  case*  t^ 
>twu  a  most  valuable  part  of  the  Bill,  and  onght  to 
*e  completely  developed.     The  Bill  however  was  not 
'  iwh  a  state  that  a  great  deal  of  alteration  would  not 
loired  in  Committee,  and  he  thought  there  would  be 
Teat  difficulty  in  passing  it  through  the  other  House  of 
mentthis  session  ooosidering  the  state  of  public  bnsi- 
''^re.    As  regards  the  question  of  finance,  it  would 
"lly  possible  to  maintain  the  marriage  licence  fees 
'present  figure,  but  at  the  same  time  it  should  be 
m  mind  that  £12,000  were  now  paid  for  stamps,  and 
OTemment  would  probably  not  be  willing  to  relin- 
thii  mm.    It  was,  at  all  events,  desirable  that  we 


should  endeavour  to  promote  this  soheme  of  reform  by 
assenting  to  the  second  reading  of  the  bill. — ^The  E^rl  of 
Hartowby  thoaght  that  if  any  tluree  parishioners  were  to 
be  empowered  to  institute  a  prosecution  the  profession  of 
a  clergyman  would  be  the  only  one  in  the  country  which 
would  be  derived  of  protection.    Moreover,  the  clergy 
would  be  placed  in  an  entirely  new  position.    Their  I/>rd« 
■hips  ought  not  to  lose  right  of  this  very  important  point. 
— The  Biihop  of  Cariisle  said  the  clauses  which  were 
withdrawn,  had  proposed  in  faot,  that  any  three  house- 
holden  in  a  diocese  should  have  the  opportunity  of  prose- 
cuting any  clergyman  they  pleased.    A  power  of  the  kind 
pr<yosod  to  be  given  might  affect  the  poaoe  of  half  the 
dtooeses  in  the  kingdom.    There  was  one  important  omis- 
sion from  the  bill;  it  left  untouched  the  position  of  the 
Judicial  Committee  of  the  Privy  Council.    Any  bill  which 
altered  the  rest  of  the  Ecclesiastical  Court  system  and  left 
altogether  nntoaohed  and  unimproved  the  present  ooadi- 
tion  of  the  Judi<rial  Committee  of  the  Privy  Council,  would 
not  give  satisflMrtion  to  the  country. — The  Bishop  of  Win- 
che^er  felt  it  ■  wonld  be  very  difficult  for  any  bishop  to 
introduce  wiUi  any  hope  of  success  a  satisfactory  measure 
of  reform,  and  he  was  therefore  delighted  to  see  a  layman 
making  Uborioos  endeavours  to  remedy  the  evils  that 
exited.     In  stating  his  case,  however,  the  noble  lord  in 
several  mattsia  exaggerated  to  a  very  great  degree  the 
existing  amount  of  evil.    The  chancellor  was  a  legal  ad- 
viser upon  a  multitude  of  questions  which  were  continually 
srisiug  in  a  diocese,  and  it  was  a  matter  of  the  utmost 
powible  importance  tlmt  there  should  be  some  one  of  high 
ebaiMster  and  aoquirements  who  oould  be  consulted  pri- 
vately, not  by  the  bishop  only,  but  also  by  others.    With 
respect  to  what  were  called  the  visitation  fees  received  by 
the  bishop,  properly  speaking  no  bishop  received  any  fee  at 
all  for  a  ^sitation  ;  but  there  were  certain  procurations  and 
synodals,  not  at  all  in  the  nature  of  fees,  but  fixed  charges 
upon  different  benefices  in  a  diocese,  which  the  holders  of 
those  benefices  had  to  pay  in  the  year  of  the  bishop's  vist- 
tKtiao,  and  which  came  down  from  old  times  when  the  ex. 
pensesof  the  visitation  were  verylarge  ;  and  when  the  bishop, 
instead  of  going  with  his  followers  to  the  houses  of  the  clergy, 
received  a  composition  for  his  travelling  expenses,  aSi 
whioh  formed  what  was  called  the  visitation  fees.  Instead 
of  being  a  valuable  receipt  to  the  bishop,  they  were,  at 
the  most,  only  an  ancient  payment  from  certain  benefices 
in  mitiga^on  of  the  large  expenses  which  the  binhop  in- 
curred  in   visitations.    The  work  of  the  secretary  was  not 
new,  but  it  was  part  of  the  woi^  formerly  performed  by 
the  registrar.    The  other  officer  was^a  public  officer  of  the 
diooese,  the  main  part  of  whose  work  was  to  help  the 
clergy  in  different  forms  whioh  they  had   to  go  through, 
and  if  they  had  to  employ  a  solicitor  for  the  services  ren- 
dered by  die  secretary  the  expenses  wonld  amount  to  six 
times  as  much  as  the  fees  received  by  the  secretary,  while, 
without  assistance,  clergymen  not  acquainted   with   the 
law  would  oontinnaily  be  involving  themselves  in  trouble. 
It  was  important  that  these  matters  should  be  understood 
and  duly  considered  before  the  Bill  was  discussed  in  Com- 
mittee.     The  proposed  allotment  of  revenue  between  the 
registrar  of  a  diooese  and  the  chancellor  of  a  diocese  was 
qmte  a  mistake.     The  Bill  wonld  largely  increase  the  sum 
received  by  (he  registrar  of  the  dioceee  of  London.      The 
office  of  r^^rar  was  very  important  in  one  way,  and  it 
was  necessary  that  some  one  should  be  responsible   for 
rightly  registering  the  acts  done,  but  the  office  was  not 
one  requiring  a  high  degree  of  proreesional  attainment. 
On  the  other  hand,  it  was  essential  to  make  the  office  of 
chancellor  such  that  it  wonld  attract  a  man  of  good  ability, 
for  the  securing  of  a  good  chancellor  was  a  matter  of  the 
first  importance  to  diocesan  administration.      There  was 
also    another    delicate    point.       One    of   the    difficulties 
they    had    in    dealing    with    those    most    painful    cases 
of   breaches   of   the   moral   law    among  the  clergy  was 
the  low  scale  of  punishment  which  they  were  empowered 
to  award.     They  were  now  tied  up   in  the  administration 
of  the  moral   discipline  of  a  diocoae  by  the   traditional 
system  of  far  too  lenient  sentences.      A   man   might  be 
guilty  of  repeated  aota  of  adultery  with  his  parishioners  $ 
he  might  be  convicted ;  bat  the  highest  penalty  it  had 
been  held  a  bishop  could  inflict  was  Huspeneion  for  a  certain 
number  of  years.    Such  a  clergyman,  he  said,  should  never 
be  allowed  to  go  baok  to  his   parish.      He  complained  of 
the  whole  system  of  considering  the  endowments  of  the 
Church  as  bogig  made  for  the  benefit  of  the  clergy  instead 
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or  for  the  benaBt  of  the  pariahioneit.— The  llHaoie  of 
Skliabary  Hud  the  greet  evil  oomplainecl  of  we*  thet  in 
crimioal  mettera  eooleeiaetiaal  jnnadiotioii  wee  eo  tardy 
aod  eapeneiTe  thet  no  b!sh(^  or  Uymen,  withoot  expoaisc 
fthemMlTee  to  eeriooa  loea  ei^  eotael  peanniery  rain,  ooola 
eenie  joetioe  to  be  done,  or  remore  great  eoandala  from 
the  centre  of  a  perish.  It  wee  moet  Tital  to  remore  that 
eril.  Batitwonld  lie  most  miaohievoua  to  ooaple  with 
that  the  facilitating  of  ecoleaiaetiaal  eoitt  againet  peraona 
thought  gnilty  of  holding  nnaoond  doctrine.  They  knew 
what  was  the  etate  of  mattera  in  the  Chnreh  of  England 
at  the  preeent  moment.  Bnt  for  the  preTentive  of  e^woeaa, 
the  two  partiea  in  the  Chnroh  of  Bngland  would  fly  at  eaoh 
othei's  throats.  Ha  would  rather  go  on  with  any  mH— 
he  would  rather  auSisr  any  aoandal  they  had  now  to 
lament,  than  gire  anch  fatal  facility  of  eooleaiaatioal  Uti. 
gation.  The  Church  of  England  was  in  that  condition 
that  made  it  most  eeaential  tiiey  ahoold  lose  no  power  of 
Mstraining  hostility  from  breaking  oat.  By  merely  making 
litigation  cheaper  the  noble  earl  would  render  his  legjsla- 
tire  effieots  abortive.  Hewoaldpntit  to  him  If  facilitat- 
ing litigation  was  a  great  object,  yet  CMility  to  retain  ori- 
nmals  was  a  far  greater  object,  and  he  on^t  to  punoe 
those  two  objeots  separately.  One  he  could  attain  certainly 
easily  and  immediately,  the  other  could  only  be  attained 
after  long  and  most  determined  resistance.  If  he  separated 
the  two  olrieots,  his  belief  was  he  would  speedily  attain 
great  and  important  reaolta. 
The  Bill  waa  then  read  aaeoond  time. 

June  12. — LuHO^  Regulation  Aett  Ammdmmt. — K  bill  by 
the  Lmd  CSiancellor  waa  lead  a  first  time. 

Tht  Trtati/of  ff^asUn^ton.— Earl  Bnsaell  moved  an  ad- 
di«ai  praying  her  Migea^  not  to  ratify  any  oonTention  for 
the  aettiement  of  the  Alabama  claima  on  the  baaia  of  any 
other  rolea  iban  the  rulea  of  international  law  in  force  ik 
the  time  of  the  late  dvil  war  in  America.  He  argued  that 
by  the  recent  Treaty  with  the  United  Statea  EngUnd  paid 
tribute  in  order  to  aeoure  peace.  After  entering  at  length 
ii^  a  detailed  narrative  of  the  ciicnmstanoea  under  which 
the  Alabama  eacaped  from  Liverpool,  the  opinion  of  Sir  B. 
P^mer  and  other  law  officeia  of  the  Orown,  and  the  diplo- 
matio  oorreapondenoe  which,  as  Foreign  Secretary,  he  con- 
ducted with  Mr.  Adama  and  the  American  Government,  he 
contended  that  there  had  been  no  want  of  due  diligmce  on 
the  part  of  the  Gk>vemment  of  that  day,  and  that  nothing 
had  oeen  done  by  Oreat  Britain  in  contraTantion  of  muni- 
cipal and  international  law.  He  cited  the  opinions  of  Lords 
Palmerston,  Clarendon,  and  other  anthoritias,  in  legard  to 
the  American  claims  to  compensation.— Earl  GranviUe  vin- 
•  lidded  the  ooane  adopted  in  the  matter  of  this  Treaty.  The 
Government  had  alwavs  conaisteatly  refused  to  admit  the 
liability  to  the  "Alabama"  claima,  but  had  as  ateadily 
offered  to  refer  the  qneetion  to  arbitration. — ^Lord  Derby 
hoped  Earl  Runell  would  be  satisfied  without  pressing  hu 
motaott  to  a  division :  the  bargain  waa  not  wholly  satisfiu!- 
tory,  bnt  it  would  not  do  at  this  stage  to  break  off  the 
Treaty. — Earl  Be  Orey,  as  one  of  the  High  Oomminioners 
who  had  negotiated  the  convention,  vindicated  the  Treaty 
and  the  course  pursued  by  the  Commiasionen.  He  believed 
the  result  would  be  that  other  (Governments  woidd  bind 
themselves  by  the  rules  there  laid  down,  a  result  which 
would  benefit  nopowermorethan  Great  Britain. — Lord  Cairns 
said  the  motion  could  not  possibly  be  assented  to;  the  Treaty 
having  been  signed  by  Plenipotentiaries  poaseaaing  the  powera 
entrurted  to  the  High  Commiaslonera  of  this  country,  waa 
now,  in  honour  ana  honesty,  as  binding  as  if  the  ratifica- 
tion had  been  actually  diaoharged.  He  then  proceeded  to 
criticise  the  wording  of  the  arbitration  clause  in  the  Treaty. 
Who  was  to  say  what  was  "  due  diligence  ? "  "  doe  dili- 
genrp  "  itaelf  meant  nothing.  What  was  "  due  diligence  f" 
as  between  man  and  man  waa  not  "due  diligence  aa be- 
tween power  and  power.  The  rule  was  to  be  a  rale  of  in- 
ternational law,  and  if  there  was  one  thing  more  clear  than 
snnther  in  international  law,  it  was  this,  that  as  between 
twu  oountries,  it  is  no  excuse  where  an  international  obliga- 
tion has  been  broken  for  one  country  to  say  to  another  that 
its  municipal  law  did  not  confer  npon  its  executive 
(uffident  power  to  enable  it  to  fulfil  its  international  duty. 
Suppose  tiie  TTnited  States,  in  applying  this  retrospective 
law,  should  say  that  the  Government  of  1863  or  1864  were 
>>ound  to  nse  due  diligence  to  prevent  the  fitting  out,  the 
arming,  or  equipment  of  any  vessel  of  this  kind,  they  might 
also  say,  "  Do  net  tell  us  what  the  law  of  your  country  was. 


Do  not  tell  us  that  you  requre  dear  evidamtahtbroo^ 
before  you  of  the  olnect  for  which  the  ahip  niiilaU 
before  you  could  detau  her.    Yon  have  adsiitted  tbt  fK 
ware   required   to    maintain     due  diligenot,  tod  bf  Ibt 
atandard,  and  that  atandaid  alone,  you  nnut  k  jaM." 
Here  waa  a  serious  blot  in  these  termi  of  aibitotiaa.  Wb; 
again   was    "  due    diligence  "    spoken  of  ta  tb  1« 
rule   but  not  in  the    2nd  ?     This  was  not  the  tim  k 
Parliament  to  pronounce   on  the  merits  or  damrita  i 
thia  Treaty,  but  it  had  been  most  carelealy  lal  » 
gfuardedly  entered  on. — ^The  Lord  Chaneellor  in  fiu  «a» 
of  a  apeech  in  vin^cation  of  the  Treaty,  and  Uu  leagd 
dause  could  not  be  understood  otherwise  this  u  niKBt 
t*  belUgeTent  vessels  cmiiing  against  a  faiendlv  lUti^at 
not  to  anyfliing  like  the  export  of  arms,  so  modi  taJUtf 
lately,  and  aboat  which  there  could  be  no  doaU  MM 
it  was  not  a  breadx  of  neutrality.— Laid  Saliibaij  will 
Tteaiy  seemed  to  have  been  a  ccmoewoa  by  thuMrif 
expressly  made  to  calm  down  "the  snseeptibiUtiai  «(• 
Ameican   people."      The   calming   those  ni9«|itSiBii 
(vaZaot  quaMtum)  was  all  we  had  got  by  it,  vbik  n  li 
other  hand,  we  had  aaorifieed  our  own  dignity  ud  W 
righta  of  neutrals.— The  Duke  of   Argyll  ngntted  M 
Lord  Cairns  had  rapfdied  his  high  authority  for  nt  tmt 
OS   in    the   Arbitntion  Court  under  the  Tnity.--^i 
Bussdl  observed  that  if  we  went  oa  inoressiDg  oir  otm 
obligations  in  this  way,  it  would  become  sa&r  tobeVS- 
gerent  than  neatraL  —Earl  Bosadl'a  motion  wu  that  h(i- 
tived  without  a  diviaicii.  . 

The  TrutFuiuU  Itnettnunt  BUI  was  read  the  tkudtBi 
and  passed. 

Jane  IS.— The  Jrith  load  Aet,  ami  Lord  Jtutitt  Ori^a^ 
—Lord  Greville  called  attention  to  the  judgment  icco^ 
delivered  in  the  Court  of  Appeal  in  Irdssd  by  im 
Justice  Christian,  involving  a  point  of  great  impotttwii 
connection  with  the  Act  of  last  year.  After  qi«n|  i 
newspwer  report  of  the  Lord  Justice's  obserrrtKM,  i 


said— llie  first  dense  of  the  Act  passed  laat  vetr 
that  the  Ulater  tenant  right  customs  shcmld  be  lenl.a 
now  the  Court  of  tiie  highest  Court  of  Appeal  is  Inia 
had  declared  they  were  not  legaL— The  Laid  Ouci 
had  now  received  a  letter  fixnn  the  learned  liSidJaAi 
who,  speaking  of  the  report  of  his  rtmaik*  ssid:— "B 
not  a  repor^but  lathrr  a  travesty  of  what  I  m  aiffl 
to  have  said.    The  strong  expreaaions  iriiich  I J^* 
used  with  reference  to  one  subject  have  beea  tnnrietnil 
carried  to  a  totally  different  aubject,  and  thewheki^ 
as  it  appears  in  the  uewspapers,  is  onintelli^Us,  ud> 
not  contain  a  aingle  word  Uiat  I  expreased.'  ^  Uad*  ■< 
circnmstances,  it  would,  of  course,  be  in^MSsiblafKbai 
express  an  opinion  on  the  remarks  stated  to  have  btcsal 
by  the  learned  judge.    With  regard  to  the  solqeet^dl 
itaelf  he  must  observe  that  no  deoisioa  had  beta  gin* 
the  effect  that  the  Ulater  custom  was  not  piwlectedMB* 
dered  valid  by  the  Act  of  last  year.    Indeed,  npptmi  ■ 
learned  Judge  to  have  expreaaed  such  an  opinioB  m  «»■■ 
cribed  by  the  noUe  lord,  it  would  simply  amcaat  to  ov 
that  thne  was  a  difference  of  opinion  between  him  •«• 
Loid  Chancellor  of  Ireland.     Unleaa  the  tmanby  on 
the  case  farther,  there  would  be  no  meana  of  obtusnT 
legal  decision  aa  to  the  consti^ction  to  be  placed  (a  <■ 
Act,  and  until  the  Government  knew  what  bw  aetuljs 
stmctioB  was,  he  did  not  see  how  any  Isgislatiw  ■■* 
could  be  bront^t  forward  with  rrfermoe  to  the  "^^^^ 
The  Arrtari  of  Prity  CotmeU  Apptalt.—'iJKi^/f^ 
again  called  attention  to  the  arrears  of  a^ieals  bafc"  ■ 
Privy  Council,  the  state  of  busineai  amountiag  t»  »  "■" 
of  juatioo  in  the  final  Court  of  Appeal  to  many  »i"|"^- 
her  Majesty's  subjects.    A  positive  pledge  was  hj*  •>■ 
given  on  the  part  of  the  Government  that  a  resaiay  <«■ 
be  applied,  but  nothing  had  been  dona— why,  no  ass  a" 
tdl.    The  foreign  and  colonial  appeola  had  now  ib«J 
from  300  to  386,  exduriveof  patent,  ecelsaiastiral.  aid.'"' 
business.    He  hoped  the  Lord  Chancellor  would. «w*" 
days,  bring  in  a  bill  to  constitute  a  new  tiibaiial  a" 
maimer  proposed  last  year,  by  sdding  two  j*otM  J"gl 
from  Westminster-hall  to  the  appellate  tritaiul.  nm 
might  then  sit  continuously  until  the  presaat  hasp  of  >^f^ 
was  reduced  to  manageable  limits,    if  he  eoold  "^f^' 
what  he  sooj^t  firom  the  justice  of  the  Goteraaesfc  ■ 
shmOd,  like  the  widow  in  Scripture,  seek  *»o«im  <^ 
importunity.— The   Lord    Chanodlor  admitted  ft«"^ 
coloniata  had  just  reaaon  to  complain  of  tiie  *»"'?'' '_ 
organised  Court  of  Appeal,  that  the  QovenuMot  bad 
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nr  belt ;  bat  that  the  state  of  public  bnsineM  laat  year 
greaied  the  pusing  of  the  BiUa  brought  in  for  the  reform 
die  Appellate  Court  and  the  judioatare.  This  year  a 
1  for  the  general  reform  of  the  appellate  jnriadiction  wai 
the  handi  of  the  Attomey-Oeneral,  and  until  it  paoed 
ns  intended  to  continne  the  sittiun  of  the  Judicial 
mmittee.  At  the  aame  time  the  appelate  jurisdiction  of 
I  How  of  Lords  did  not  give  entire  satisfiuition,  and  he 
(t«l  to  be  able  to  carry  some  measure  by  which  tiiese  two 
Ht  Coorti  of  Appeal  should  render  each  other  mutual 
Manoe,  and  giro  uniformity  to  the  law.  The 
Tenunmt  had  not  been  behind  hand  in  law  reform  i 
n  had  been  the  Bankruptcy  Bill,  which  had  effected  a 
tt  impoTement,ihe  Irish  Land  Bill,  and  the  Education 
L  The  necessity  for  legislation  had  grown  up  nnex- 
tedly,  the  Indian  appeals  had  increased  suddenlj|r,and  the 
ititotioa-  of  the  courts  which  had  worked  for  thirty  years 
wholly  broken  down,  five  of  its  best  members  were 
ble  fitiin  age  so  to  rit.  In  conclusion,  he  indicated  that 
mponiy  measure  was  !n  preparation  enabling  two 
(w  to  nt  ccmtinnonsly  on  Indian  appeals  until  the 
sn  weie  rednoed<—  Lora  Oaims  ooaU  not  agree  in  the 
Action  incidentally  enwessed  by  the  Lord  Chancellor 
>  tike  working  of  the  ^glish  Bankruptcy  Bill.  The 
•mment  measures  promised  in  the  Queen's  Speech  had 
ftt  been  presented.  If  the  Appellate  Tribunal  were  to 
xstmaonsly  for  the  whole  ot  a  judicial  year,  it  was 
icfiil  whether  the  eighty-siz  causes  now  set  down  for 
log  could  be  disposed  of.  It  was  now  so  late  in 
■Mriott  that  nnless  the  Goremment  brought  in  a 
within  ten  days  it  would  be  tantamount  to  saying 
weie  indifferent  to  the  subject — Lord  Bomilly  said 
if  tiie  reform  of  the  Jwuoial  Committee  was  to 
iwtecned   until  the  passing  of  a  general  measure  as 

•  whole  appellate  jurisdiction  of  this  country,  the  sub- 
would  ouUire  many  of  their  lordships. —  The  Lord 
letllor  promised  thiat  he  would  alter  the  judicial 
M  itself,  so  as  to  enable  it  to  sit  continuously.  Some 
iPiary  measure  was  required  for  enabling  the  Judicial 
feittee  to  dispose  of  that  business  which  was  essential 
M  administration  of  justice  over  a  large  part  of  the 
I— He  would  take  care  that  steps  should  be  taken 
Itilitate  the  hearing  of  the  Indian  appeals.  How  the 
tihonld  be  constituted  was  a  matter  that  would  re- 
i  consideration. — Lord  Westbnry  gare  notice  that  if 
;lMasnre  were  not  soon  taken  he  would  more  an  ad- 
to  the  Crown  on  the  subject 

•  Iri*k  Land  Act — VUttr  TtntmWRight. — Lord  Cairns 
kced  a  bill  enacting  that  in  the  case  of  any  proceed- 
under  the  Landed  Estates  Court  Act  the  rights  of 
iti  under  the  Act  of  last  session  should  remain  valid, 
9gh  they  might  not  be  specified  or  referred  to  in  the 
yanoe. — The  Lord  Chancellor  thanked  Lord  Caims 
ittodneing  the  bill.  After  what  had  occurred  it  was 
Ue  that  ul  doubt  should  be  removed,  and  the  sooner 
nu  done  the  bettor.  On  the  part  of  the  Gorernment 
raid  be  happy  to  assist  in  passing  the  bill. 

)  V»vm  of  Bmtfiee$  Bill. — The  Bishop  of  Exeter 
I  the  second  reading.  Earl  Powis  opposed  the  bill, 
I  was  tiuown  oat  without  a  division. 

HOUSE  OF  COMMONS. 
b9.— The  Arn^  StfuUUim  jBiU.— Committee.— Con- 
Ition  again  adjourned. 

'  Tnnbf  of  Wtuhington. — Sir  Boondell  Palmer  asked  the 
-Old  A  the  Treasury  whether  th^  Second  Bule  in 
e  VX  of  the  Treaty  of  Washington  was  understood  by 
lunent  as  prcdiibiting  the  use  of  neutral  porta  or 
I  for  the  renewal  or  augmentation  of  military  supplies 
■8  to  a  belligerent  only  when  those  acts  are  done  for 
irrice  of  a  vessel  cmising  or  earring  on  war,  or  in- 
1  to  cruise  or  carry  on  war,  against  another  belligerent ; 
ot  when  military  supplies  or  arms  are  exported  for  the 
'  s  beOigerent  Power  from  neutral  porta  or  waters  in 
■diiiary  ooTme  of  commerce ;  whether  any  steps  had 
iSken  by  the  Ghrvemment  to  ascertain  that  the  rule  in 
<a  is  understood  by  the  Qovemment  of  the  United 
I  m  tiie  same  limited  sense,  and,  if  so,  with  what 
;  and  whether  it  is  intended,  in  any  communications 
'  nay  be  addressed  to  foreign  Qovemmento  with  a 
<o  the  general  adoptaon  of  this  rule,  to  guard  against 
ng  accepted  or  understood  ui  any  larger  sense. — Mr. 
t(me  was  in  a  position  to  answer  the  first  part  of  the 
oa  in  the  afBrmative.    In  answer  to  the  second  part. 


the  Government  had  an  opportunity  of  communicating  ^th 
Lord  De  Grey,  and  with  the  right  hon.  gentleman  opponte, 
and  with  Professor  Bomord  on  tho  subject,  who  haid  all  of 
them  given  tho  fullest  assurance  that  the  understanding  re- 
ferred to  in  tiie  first  part  of  the  question  is  that  of  the 
United  States  in  reference  to  this  matter ;  and,  further, 
that  the  Government  had  been  able  to  oommunicate  with 
Gmeral  Schenck  who  had  arrived  in  this  country  as  the 
representative  of  the  United  States,  who  was  a  member 
of  the  Joint  High  CommisaitMi — and  who  had  informed 
the  Government  that  such  was  Us  understanding  also  of 
the  meaning  of  the  rule  in  question;  and,  indacd,  they 
had  been  told  by  that  gentleman  that  the  President  of 
the  United  States  himself  understood  the  rule  in  that 
seiue,  and  that  the  latter  would  himself  be  the  first  not 
only  to  admit  and  allow,  but  to  contend  for  that  construction 
of  the  rule  in  question.  With  regard  to  the  third  part  of 
the  question,  Mr.  Fish,  the  United  States'  Secretary  of 
State  for  Foreign  Afiiairs,  who  was  also  one  of  the  Commis- 
sioners, had  expressed  an  opinion  that  it  would  be  advan- 
tageous if  the  two  Govemmenta  were  to  make  a  joint 
declaration  which  should  place  the  meaning  of  this  rule 
beyond  all  chance  of  misconstruction.  Communicatioiis  had 
been  entered  into  between  some  of  the  British  Commissioners 
and  some  of  the  United  States'  Commissionera  and  other 
distinguished  authorities  in  America  on  the  subject,  and 
they  had  como  to  the  conclusion  that  it  is  impossible  to 
entertsin  the  s%htMt  doubt  but  that  the  meaning  to  be 
attached  to  the  terms  of  the  Treaty  is  that  which  the  con- 
tracting parties  themselves  attach  to  them. 

The  Oana  Zoioi.— Mr.  Bruce,  owing  to  the  lateness  of  the 
time,  and  press  of  business,  withdrew  the  Government  Bill, 
and  wonla  move  next  session  for  a  select  oommitto. 

The  Army  Regulation  Bill — Committee. — Mr.  Cardwell 
stated  that  the  Government  would  not  insist  on  any  part  of 
the  Bill  except  the  abolition  of  purchase  and  the  transfer  of 
the  militia  and  volunteers  from  the  lords  lieutenant  to  the 
Crown.  The  Bill  was  subsequently  considered  further  in 
oommittee. 

The  EeeltHattieal  Titles  Act  Septal  £(U>— The  motion  for 
committee  was  opposed  by  Mr.  Xewdegate,  but  carried  by 
176  to  91.  An  adverse  motion  by  Mr.  Charley  having  then 
been  negatived,  Mr.  Charley  proposed  that  in  lieu  of  the 
Bill  as  it  stood  the  24th  section  of  tne  Catholic  Emancipation 
Act  shonld  be  repealed  and  the  operation  of  the  Bill  confined 
to  Ireland.  The  Attorney  General  and  Dr.  Ball  argued 
against  this  proposal  which  was  rejected  by  124  to  45.  The 
preamble  was  then  agreed  to,  and  the  Honse  resumed. 

The  Corrupt  Praetieu  Att  Amendment  Bill  was  read  the 
third  time  and  passed. 

The  Court!  ofJnetict  {Aiditioiutl  SiU)  MU  passed  through 
committee. 

Lord,  J^iet  Chrittian  and  the  Irieh  Land  Act. — Sir  J. 
Gray,  Mr.  Magnire,  and  Mr.  Pim,  asked  if  the  Govenmient 
meant  to  bring  in  a  bill  to  give  legal  effect  to  the  intention 
of  the  measure. — Mr.  Gladstone  said  he  had  seen  a  letter 
from  the  Lord  Justice  in  which  he  denied  that  the  reporta 
represented  truly  what  he  had  really  said.  The  Solicitor- 
General  for  Ireland  thought  there  was  no  short-hand  note, 
but  the  Government  woidd  endeavour  so  far  as  the^  could  ' 
with  propriety  to  ascertain  the  precise  decisions  gfiven  by 
the  Lora  Justice.  The  opinions  attributed  to  the  Lord 
Justice  were  at  variance  with  the  other  decisions  on  the 
matter,  and  with  the  opinions  of  the  best  commentators  on 
the  Act  It  would  have  been  strange  if  a  Legislature 
possessing  so  much  legal  talent  had  made  such  a  blunder. 
He  was  not  convinced  that  there  was  anything  to  be 
remedied ;  but  he  would  say,  that  the  Government  would 
not  fail  to  do  anything  that  might  be  requisite  to  give 
effect  to  the  intentions  of  Parliament  in  passing  the  Bill. 

The  Am^  S^ulation  Bill — Committee. — Consideration 
again  atijoumed. 

June  15<— The  Life  Atsuranee  Companiet  Aet  (1870) 
Amendment  Bill  was  read  a  second  time. 


Mr.  William  H.  Marshall,  solicitor,  of  Durham,  has 
been  appointed  agent  to  the  Korth  Dui^m  Liberal  Associa- 
tion. 

A  paper  will  we  reed  at  a  meeting  of  the  Law  Amend- 
ment Society  in  the  Adelphi,  on  Monday  evening  next,  at 
8 o'clock,  by  John  Weatlake,  Esq.,  "  on  the  interpretation 
of  the  Extradition  Aota  as  a^eoting  political  crime."  W. 
Vernon  Haroonrt,  Esq.,  Q.C.,  M.F.  will  take  the  oluur. 
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OBITUAHT. 

UR.  W.  P.  HALE. 
Hr.  William  Palmer  Hale,  barrister-at-law,  died  at  West- 
twame  Park-road  on  the  4th  of  June,  at  the  age  of  47  years. 
He  was  the  eldest  son  of  the  late  Yea.  W.  H.  Hale,  Areh- 
deaoon  of  London,  who  died  on  the  28th  Norember,  1870. 
Mr.  W.  P.  H^e,  was  of  Trinity-hall,  Cambridge,  where  he 
graduated  B.A.  in  1848,  and  was  called  to  the  bar  at  the 
Inner  Ttaiple  on  the  7tii  Jane,  1852.  He  was  a  member  of 
the  Home  Circnit,  and  attended  the  Herts  and  St.  Alban's 
aoMions.  He  also  jiractised  for  a  few  yean  at  the  Bombay 
Bar. 


MR.  E.  EASTWOOD. 
Mr.  Eiohaid  Eastwood,  solicitor,  of  Bamley,  Lancashire, 
died  at  Moreoambe,  where  he  had  been  residing  for  the 
benefit  of  seo-ur,  on  the  29th  of  May.  Mr.  Eaatwo3d  was 
a  native  of  Bnmley,  and  was  the  son  of  Mr.  Henry  East- 
wood, bead-keeper  to  the  late  Peregrine  Edward  Towneley, 
En.,  of  Towneley,  Lancashire.  He  studied  law  with  Mr. 
Anuiony  Bnok,  a  solicitor  in  Burnley,  and  after  passing  his 
examination  and  being  admitted  an  attorney  in  1824,  he 
heoame  a  partner  with  Mr.  Buck,  and  the  firm  of  *'  Back  & 
Eastwood"  was  one  of  the  best-known  legal  firms  of 
Bamley  for  some  thirty  or  forty  years.  Messrs,  Back  & 
Eastwood  jointly  filled  the  offices  of  Clerk  to  the  Magistrates 
of  Boxnley,  and  clerk  to  the  local  gas  and  water  companies. 
Mr.  Back  died  about  ten  years  ago,  and  after  some  time 
Mr.  Eastwood  entered  into  partnership  with  Messrs.  A.  B. 
Oreeke  and  J.  B.  Sandy,  which  continued  till  his  death. 
Ewly  in  his  career,  Mr.  Eastwood  was  appointed  legal 
adviser  and  agent  to  the  Towneley  estates,  an  office  which 
he  held  for  many  years,  both  under  P.  E.  Towneley,  Esq. 
and  his  son  Colonel  Charles  Towneley,  the  present  owner. 
Mr.  Eastwood  was  well  known  in  the  sporting  world,  in 
oo^jonction  with  his  principal,  Mr.  Towneley,  as  a  breeder 
of  nigh-class  horses  for  the  turf,  and  his  horse  Butterfly  won 
the  Oaks  sereral  years  ago,  His  name  is  also  identified  in 
acricnltoial  circles  with  the  rearing  of  the  eelebrated  stock 
of  shorthorns  of  the  •'  Butterfly  "  breed.  Mr.  Eastwood 
was  twice  married — first  to  a  Miss  Russell,  by  whom  he 
leaves  a  surviving  daughter,  who  is  married ;  and  secondly 
to  Vin  Ann  Ghimshaw,  sister  of  Thomas  Grimshaw,  Esq., 
of  Piers  Cloagfa.  Roasendale,  by  whom  he  had  one  child. 
The  remains  of  the  deceased  gentleman  were  interred  at 
Thomleyholme,  in  the  burial-ground  of  the  Roman  Catholic 
Chapel,  on  the  2nd  of  June. 


SOCIEtlBS  AITD  nrSTITVIIONii. 

SOLICITORS'  BENEVOLENT  ASSOCIATION. 

The  eleventh  annual  festival  of  this  society  was  held  on 
Tuesday  evening,  at  the  Albion,  Aldersgate-street,  the 
chair  being  occupied  (for  the  second  time)  by  the  Lord  Chief 
Baron  Kelly.  Amongst  the  visitors  present  were  :— Mr. 
Wm.  Digby  Seymour,  Q.C.  ;  Mr.  Serjeant  Parry ;  Mr.  L. 
B.  Clarence  (bar) ;  Mr..  M.  C.  Buszard  (bar)  ;  Mr.  J.  S. 
Torr,  London ;  Mr.  E.  F.  Barton ;  Rev.  John  Thain 
Davidson  ;  Mr.  J.  H  Mackenzie,  London  ;  Mr.  £.  Banner, 
liveriwol;  Mr.  W.  H.  Guest,  Manchester  ;  Mr.  H.  A.  Deane, 
London ;  Mr.  E.  Bromley,  London  ;  Mr.  Sidney  Smith  ; 
Mr.  E.  Hodger  :  Mr.  J.  W.  Baillie,  Edinbur^jh;  Mr.  J.  D. 
Thomson,  London ;  Mr.  T.  Hamlin,  Wrington ;  Mr.  J.  B. 
Monckton,  London ;  Mr.  C.  H.  Gates,  Lutterworth  ;  Mr. 
W.  Hine-Haycook  ;  Mr.  J.  Fluker,  London;  Mr.  J.  M. 
Shugar,  Tring  j  Mr.  A.  W.  Sadgrove.  London  ;  Mr.  C.  F. 
Tagart,  London  ;  Mr.  Rowland,  Croydon ;  Mr.  F.  Buckknd, 
Mr.  J.  J.  Memman,  &o.,  &c. 

Grace  having  been  sung  by  Miss  Banks,  Madame  Osborne 
Williams,  Mr.  Nordblom,  and  Mr.  F.  Bevan,  Mr.  W.  Ganz, 
presiding  at  the  pianoforte. 

The  Chairman  gave  the  usual  loyal  toasts,  which  were 
received  in  the  accustomed  manner. 

"  The  Army,  Navy,  and  Volunteers."  was  the  next  toast, 
in  proposing  which,  the  Chairman  said  that  he  himself  came 
of  a  race  of  soldiers,  although  he  had  followed  a  peaceful  oc- 
cupation ;  he  Wdii  not  sure,  however,  whether  some  raifjht 
not  demur  at  the  law  being  a  peaceful  occupation.  He  was 
old  enough,  he  said,  to  recollect  the  time  when  Europe  was 
convulsed  with  war  from  Scandinavia  to  the  Pillars  of 
Hercules,  but  through  all  those  troubles  the  British  amy 


and  the  British  fleet  had  preserved  their  cooatiy  in  botoir 
and  in  safety,  by  their  nnoroken  series  of  gloriouvietiines. 
He  believed  the  same  thing  would  happen  again  ifooasn 
should  arise,  which,  he  sincerely  hopM,  wonld  not  be  tit 
case,  and  he  was  confldcnt  that  not  only  the  annjud  uij, 
but  the  volunteers,  would  distinguish  themielTeL  ui 
obtain  the  applause  of  all  foreign  nations,  as  they  hid  alrad; 
won  the  respect  and  confidence  of  their  coaatrynei.  H; 
regretted  to  find  that  no  representatives  of  the  armj  and  U7 
were  present ;  he  called  on  Mr.  L.  B.  Clarence  to  topolc 
behalf  of  the  volnnteers. 

Mr.  Clarsnce  said  the  Lord  Chief  Baron,  in  eilliiij  t 
him  to  respond  to  that  toast,  had  called  up  a  voice  boo  ht 
ranks.    He  did  not  know  how  it  could  be  that  no  oa  i 
higher  rank  in  the  volunteer  army  was  called  upon  tsipil 
for  the  volunteers.     One  of  his  neighbours  had  jgtf  kj- 
gested  that  it  might  be  because  the  rank  and  file  ven  & 
substance  of  every  army  and  the  officers  a  mere  laba&ij 
fringe :  however  that  might  be,  he  found  himself  oUijsJs 
speak  de  profundis,  a  phrase  which  was  the  more  ap])ro{ait 
because  the  corps  to  which  he  had  the  honour  to  belosf  ni 
sometimes  oall^  the  "  Devil's  Own  "  (a  laugh).    Wt  Un- 
ship had  done  the  volunteers  the  honour  of  ooopling  tig* 
with  that  regular  army  and  navy  which  had  foajht  }h 
oonntry's  bottlee  with  such  glorious  success.    It  wu  uit  fx 
him  to  say  whether  the  volunteers  deserved  the  honou.  'X 
late  it  had  been  the  fashion  to  disparage  the  volanteer*,  iid 
to  say  that  they  were  merely  playing  at  soldian.   Ttt'i 
i  might  be  some  truth  in  that,  but  though  it  woald  notWiu 
him  to  boast,  this  he  might  say,  that  he  believed  t  tt>n)]|k 
revivsil  was  taking  place  among  them.    They  ware  rx:^; 
nising  that-sunless  they  did  retdly  maintain  tbei]i!dTea,bi^ 
did  not  say  in  as  efficient  a  condition  as  the  regolu  uif, 
but  in  such  a  condition  of  efficiency  that  in  case  of  inraiit 
they  might  be  depended  upon  as  a  reliable  sapport  t)  '.U 
regular  army — they  were  tiUowing  the  oountry  to  leu  s;  « 
a  broken  reed.  (Hear).    Speaking  for  his  own  corps (udki^ 
believed  he  might  speak  for  the  whole  force),  h«  iik' 
that  the  volunteers  were  desirous  to  spare  nothin;,  i*i 
readiness  to  subject    themselves  to  strict   discipline  <* 
foregoing  their  personal  convenience  in  any  other  nf, 
order  to   render   themselves  what   they  professed  to  ' 
(Hear,  hear).    It  was  to  be  hoped  that  they  woold  M 
be  actually  called  on,  but  should  that  o.-nergeacy  ariM 
confidently  hoped  they  would  be  found  prepared.    He  1 
lieved  the  date  of  the  battle  of  Dorking  wa*  not  txtA; 
if  an  enemy  shonld  attack  our  shores,  and  the  Ckia 
fleet  should  foil  to  stop  them  t'l  traiultu,  thevoIiiiiM 
would  not  be  found  wanting.  ^ 

Mr.  Seiut.  Parrt  proposed  the  health  of  "  EerMtM 
Judges."  He  remarked  that  in  the  presence  of  so  dia 
guiwed  a  member  of  the  bench  he  had  a  eoatti 
difficult  task  to  perform,  especially  when  he  oooiideral  t 
at  this  time  of  day  there  was  no  need  to  talk  of  the  inUfi 
and  purity  of  the  English  bench,  or  of  its  learning  ud  • 
dom,  for  these  were  well  known  facts.  (Hear.)  Perhi|S 
was  not  always  sufficiently  remembered,  was  the  ( 
which  the  administration  of  justice  by  our  saperiotjod 
had  upon  the  social  life  of  the  country.  He  kne*  of 
grander  sight  than  that  of  a  great  trial,  presided  or^  ti 
great  judge,  in  the  presence  of  counsel,  of  the  other  bcv 
of  the  profession,  solicitors  and  attorneys,  and  in  tht  | 
sence  of  the  public  and  of  the  press.  Wherever  one  of  ■ 
Msjesty's  judges  went,  there  travelled  with  him  iapartiiii 
a  strong  sense  of  justice,  and  a  desire  to  arrive  at  the  tn 
and  the  peculiar  institution  of  circuits  which  pnr^ti 
this  country  (and  which  he  heard  there  was  soa«  tilk 
abolishing  in  order  to  create  a  totally  difi°erent  ipeei* 
tribunal)  had  always  seemed  to  him  of  the  highest  adn 
tage  to  the  nation.  The  consequence  wa»,  thi:  i: 
every  part  of  the  country  the  principles  and  practice  of » 
justice  and  rigid  impartiality,  were  brought  hometi)' 
classes  of  society,  and  thus  he  believed  that  th«  j>4 
were  as  much  educators  of  the  peopio  as  the  sehot^n** 
himself.  He  should  bo  sorry  to  speak  ill  of  otbet  coas^ 
particularly  at  a  time  of  foreign  distress  hke  the'pr»« 
but  if  there  was  one  difference  between  EnjUol 
foreign  countries  more  marked  than  another,  it  « 
complete  confidence  which  was  here  felt  in  the  iiJaiiBi*a 
tioa  of  justice.  On  the  part  of  the  bar  he  wished  U>  of* 
how  extremely  sensible  they  were  of  the  unifotai  eosin 
of  the  judges.  He  well  recollected  many  years  f  ' 
first  nonsuit,  which  occasioned  him  a  sleepless  ni^ht,  <»)  | 
could  not  help  thinking  he  had  been  very  hardly  trestoi  | 
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b«|raidiiig Jndge^  he  even  &noi«d  thatiodge  mast  hare  a 
owiul  botfifity  to  him.  (Laughter.)  HoweTer,  after  some 
Mif  interral  (for  brie&  were  then  to  him  like  angels  visiM) 
»iiA  another  brief,  a  thing  which  after  that  nonsuit  he 
id  ieaxti  woold  nerar  oome  to  him  again,  and  this  time  the 
use  learned  judge  directed  a  verdict  m  his  faroor.  There- 
pon  his  feelings  were  entirely  altered.  Since  that  time  he 
ad  more  experience  of  her  Majesty's  judges,  and  sU  that 
e  had  seen  had  onl^  served  to  convince  him  that,  whatever 
uty  oonclasiona  might  be  pronounced,  the  more  intimate 
ayooe's  experience  of  the  bench,  the  more  strongly  he  most 
scome  convinced  of  the  impartUJity  and  conrteBy,  which 
rery  one  met  at  their  hands,  even  down  to  the  lowest  or 
oongest  member  of  the  profession.  (Hear,  hear.)  He 
)apled  the  toast  with  the  name  of  their  ohakaan,  the  Lord 
hief  Baron. 

The  Chaooum,  in  retnming  thanks,  sdd,  tiiat,  speak- 
ig  of  oooise  impersonally,  the  enooniunu  passed  upon  her 
[sjeaty'a  judges  were  by  no  means  undeserved.  They 
eie  tsady  to  bestow  the  labours  of  a  lifetime  upon  the  dis- 
isige  of  their  duty,  and  that  at  a  period  of  life  when  some- 
mea  they  might  Udnk  themselves  entitled  to  enjoy  repose. 
le  oonld  assure  his  aadience  that  their  days,  aye,  and 
metiinea  most  of  their  nights,  were  passed  in  toil  and 
iiiety  in  order  to  enable  them  to  do  justice  to  those 
litore  who  came  before  them.  For  himself  he  had  gone 
irongh  a  longer  career  at  the  bar  than  any  man  now 
mg,  although  he  had  been  but  a  short  time  a  judge,  but 
■  labours  and  anxieties  at  the  bar,  and  they  had  been  not 
few,  were  as  nothing  compared  with  those  which 
id  oome  upon  him  since  he  had  had  the 
nonr  of  a  seat  upon  the  bench.  It  must  be 
■OS  in  mmd  that  their  labonrs  were  not  confined  to  the 
tministration  of  jnstioe  in  London,  where  they  were  snr- 
■mded  by  so  many  distinguished  men  at  the  bar,  but  they 
id  also  to  travel  into  the  remotest  parts  of  the  country 
hoe  then  was  not  the  same  entire  and  intimate  know- 
ig»  of  the  nature  of  the  duties  to  be  performed,  and 
are  sometimes  they  had  a  more  difficult  task  to  satisfy 
id  reconcile  dimppointed  suitors.  His  long  experience  at 
i  bar  had  convinced  him  that  England  was  greatly  in- 
ked to  the  labours  of  that  body  of  men  whose  interests 
te  Moght  by  the  association,  in  aid  of  which  they  were 
It  together.  Their  truthftilness,  candour,  knowledge,  in- 
ttry,  but  above  all  the  good  faith  with  which  they  came 
i  stated  their  cases  to  counsel,  were  such  as  always 
Aled  him  to  feel  that  if  he  oould  not  do  jostioe  to  his 
lie  it  would  be  his  own  &nlt.  Such  were  f^e  feelings 
tb  which  he  had  passed  through  a  long  and  somewhat 
Milled  oaner  at  tiie  bar,  and  those  feelings  still  continued. 
'  long  as  the  bench  of  judges  were  aupported  by  a  bar, 
A  as  the  bar  now  was,  and  whilst  they  were  assisted  and 
(ported  by  such  a  body  of  men  as  the  attorneys  and  soli- 
on  of  the  present  day,  the  task  of  the  jadges  of  Eng- 
id  waa  mflnitely  facilitated.  (Hear,  hear.) 
Ur.  J.  S.  ToRB  said  he  had  much  pleasure  in  proposing 
3  health  of  the  Bar,  especially  as  amongst  them  were  to  be 
md  aome  of  the  most  liberal  supporters  of  the  society, 
iwaa  very  glad  that  efforts  were  now  being  made  to  estab- 
ba  Law  University,  and  none  the  less  credit  was  due  to 
>  Bar  for  their  able  support  of  this  movement,  because  it 
filiated  in  the  solicitors'  branch  of  the  profession, 
ling  the  last  three  or  four  years  it  had  been  usual  at 
"s  meetings  to  comment  on  the  project  for  a  fusion  of  the 
V  Vnnohes  of  the  profession,  but  so  far  it  had  resulted  in 
UuDg,  and  he  believed,  at  any  rate  in  the  present  genera- 
«,  it  conld  result  in  nothing,  because  the  training  and 
■ation  of  the  present  members  of  both  branches  were 
fb  aa  would  not  qualify  them  for  discharging  unaccus- 
led  duties.  He  believed  that  even  at  this  moment  if  the 
fbt  of  advocacy  in  superior  courts  were  accorded  to  soH- 
"n  Tery  few  indeed  would  take  advantage  of  it,  but  there 
>nld  be  a  repetition  of  what  was  already  seen  in  the  inferior 
Wa,  where  a  select  few  solicitors  devoted  themselves 
ndpally  to  advocacy,  and  monopolised  all  the  business  in 
It  department,  whilst  again  others  devoted  themselves 
W!  to  the  preparation  and  getting  up  of  cases. 
«r.  DioBY  Sbtmour,  Q.C.,  in  responding,  said — It  was 
*b»bit  of  some  people  to  contrast  the  present  oondition  of 
'°  English  bar  with  the  history  of  its  predecessors,  but  for 
;s  fart  he  believed  that  either  in  equity  or  in  common  law, 
'  Bankruptcy  or  in  the  Court  of  Admiralty,  the  Probate  cr 
«l«iastical  Courts,  wherever  the  voice  of  the  English  bar 
■••beard,  they  would  be  equal  to  any  occasiob  on  which  they 


were  sailed  to  do  instice  to  theouelves  and  the  poblio.  la 
criticising  the  condition  of  the  Bar  at  the  preaent  da^  it 
must  be  remembered  that  the  great  occasions  which  elicited 
the  grand  power  of  an  Erskine  and  a  Brougham,  the  liberfy 
of  the  Press,  the  unshaokling  of  the  slave,  the  freedom  of 
oommaroe,  were  no  longer  topics  of  disoustdon.  Those  men 
were  found  equal  to  uie  great  occasions  on  which  their 
powers  were  called  forth,  and  the  Bar  in  modem  times  were 
equally  prepared  to  discharge  tbeir  duty  when,  as  on  the  pre- 
sent occasion  arose.  He  rejoiced  to  be  present  on  such  an 
occadoo,  and  to  lend  what  aid  he  could  to  the  noble  institu- 
tion whofla  cause  they  were  met  to  support,  for  he  never 
knew  an  sssnoiation  so  pure  in  its  objects,  so  benevolent  in 
its  principle*,  so  useful  and  practical  in  its  oharitiea,  as 
the  Solicitors'  Beoerolent  Association. 

The  CaauMAM  thai  rose  to  propose  the  toast  of  the  even- 
ing—"The  SoUoitors'  Banarclent  Association,  and    l<«g 
may  prosperity  attend  it."    It  was  now  just  eight  years 
since  it  waa  first  hi*  good  fortune  to  be  present  on  such  an 
occasion.    He  beUeved  he  was  the  first  member   of  the 
English  Bar  to  whom  the  compliment  was  paid  of  rei^uest- 
ing  him  to  take  the  chair.    He  had  already  had  occasion  to 
remark  that  fat  forty-two  years  of  his  life  he  had  been  a 
member  of  the  EngHsh  Bar,  and  in  constant,  intimate,  con- 
fidential association  with  the  attorneys  and  soUcitois  of  Eng- 
land.   They  might  well  believe,  therefore,  that   on  that 
occasion  he  took  the  chair  with  the  sinoetest  feelings  of 
gratification.    He  then  ventured  to  point  out  that  they  had 
not  brought  themselves  in  any  way  into  communication 
with  the  heads  of  the  profession  to  which  they  belonged, 
and  he  suggested  to  them  thsy  should  take  some  means  of 
making  it  known  that  such  an  association  existed.    This 
waa  done,  and  he  had  the  satis&otion  of  now  finding  upon 
looking  through  the  records  of  past  years,  that  seven  meet- 
ings out  of  eight  had  been  presided  over  by  ona  or  the  other 
of  the  law  or  equity  judges  of  England.    He  also  had  the 
aatisCaotion  of  Imowing  nom  oommanication  with  them  on 
',  the  subject,  that  ttiey  took  the  deepest  interest  in  the  suc- 
cess and  prosperity  of  the  association.     Indeed,  if  they 
were  destined  to  live  long  enough  he  believed  there  was 
not  a  man  upon  the  bench  who  would  not  rejoice  to  fill 
the  position  in  which  he  now  found  himself — taking  the 
chair  at  such  a  meeting,  and  addressing  such  an  assembly, 
for  the  same  purpose,  and  with  the  same  hopes  and  anxie- 
ties which  he  felt  at  that  moment.  At  the  time  he  had  spoken 
of  the  assodation  was  only  beginning  its  eoone.  At  that  time 
they  only  dispoised  a  very  small  and  almost  insignificant 
sum  in  administering  to  the  want  and  necessities  of  the 
less  fortunate  members  of  the  profeesion,and  of. their  families; 
and  although  those  sums  had  increased  very  rapidly,  he 
wished  he  could  say  in  geometrical  proportion,  he  lamented 
to  see  that  even  now  Qie  society  waa  not  in  the  position 
in  which  he  hoped  to  see  it  Defore  many  years,  when 
they  would  be  able  to  say  to  all  deserving  but  unfor- 
tunate members  of  the  profession,  or  to  their  widows  and 
families — all  that   yon  need,  all    that  jou  deserve,   you 
shall  have  when  yon  apply  to  this  institution.    Some  causes 
were  at  work  which  perhaps  might  aocount  for  what   he    ^ 
looked  upon  with  regret,  namely,  that  although  the  society    . 
was  possessed  of  £20,000  of  capital,  there  were  but  some 
2,000  and  odd  members  of  the  association  out  of  a  total 
number  in  the  profession  of  between  11,000  and   12,000. 
Their  position  therefore  was  not  that  whiah  eight  years  ago 
he  hoped  it  would  have  been  by  this  time,  but  still  a  great 
deal  bad  been  done  to  moke  the  association  and  i(s  objects 
known,  the  members  having  been  in  communication  with 
the  bar  and  also  with   the    bench.     However,   much  atill 
remained  to  be  done,  and  perhaps  one  cause  amongst  others, 
why  the  state  of  the  exchequer  was  not  more  flourishing  was, 
that  &om  aome  cause  or  other  of  late  years  the  profession  of 
solicitors  had  not  been  by  any  means  so  prosperous  and 
succeasful    as  it  deserved  to    be.     Some  people    were  of 
opinion  that  this  arose  from  a  larger  increase  in  the  humbler 
classes  of  the  population  in  proportion  to  the  more  prosper- 
ous and  wealthier  classes.    Again,  it  was  said  that  the 
establishment  of  county  courts  nad  taken  away  a  great  deal 
of  business  from  the  superior  courts  of  law  and  equity,  and 
hence  the  condition  of  a  solicitor  was  by  no  means  what  it 
was  Bomo  twenty  or  thirty  years  ago.     He  conld  not  help 
thinking,  however,  that  the  present  atate  of  the  profession 
arose  in  some  measure  from  that  want  of  a  general  system  of 
education  to  which  Mr.  Torr  had  alluded,  and  he  believed 
if  they  could  contrive   amongst  themselves,  including  in 
that  term  the  entire  profession  of  law,  solicitors,  counsel,  and 
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jodfM,  to  ntablish  a  ayitein  of  g^enenl  edncatioo  and  « 
corpoMte  body,  •omething  like  the  gmt  onirenitifl*  of  thii 
ooimtrjr,  to  wbidi  all  memlwn  of  ttie  profeMioa  might  be- 
long «Mh  in  his  vooation,  and  which  obdjr  might  dotamine 
the  rij^t*  and  claima  of  «aoh  indiWdaal  sitber  to  beoona  a 
member  of  the  bar,  or  to  maintain  thil  or  that  charaotar 
and  oonditioD  amongit  the  attorneys  and  nlidtort  of  the 
conntry  ;— if  there  were  some  general  lystem,  not  a  Bapabli- 
can  form  of  government  (lan^iter)  bat  a  gyttem  in  wluoli 
erery  member  aboold  have  a  roioe,  and  that  sboold  edneata 
men  ai  loUeitoT*  were  ednoatad,  at  once  in  law  and  ettnity, 
and  ibr  the  other  inbeidiary  branohes,  he  beliared  at  no 
great  diatanoe  of  time  a  lyetam  would  be  eatabliahed  under 
whidi  all  elawee  of  thia  great  profeeiion  would  pnxper  ac- 
•ording  to  their  merita  and  aeeerts.    Among  Bach  a  rast 
nnmber  of  people  there  matt  be,  of  ooarae,  many  who  were 
not  blened  with  anoh  abilitie*  as  wonid  antiHe  them  to  sac- 
ceat ;  there  mast  be  men  who  from  misfottone,  not  to  be 
averted  by  any  precaaticm,  or  by  any  efforts  of  their  own, 
woold  &11  into  oiffioalties,  and  would  thus  require  the  assis- 
tanoe  and  support  of  their  fellow  men;  but  these  woold  be 
exoaptional  oases,  and  he  hoped  that  aged  as  he  was,  he 
might  yet  live  to  see  the  day  when  a  system   would  be 
established  onder  which  by  the  intimate  relations  subsisting 
between  that  and  some  great   educaldanal   body,  persons 
might  pass  through  all  the  earlier  stages  and  steps  of  their 
educational  ooursn  until  they  might  possibly  attain  the  very 
highest  honours  of  the  profession.    Whilst,  however,  look- 
ing forward  in  this  war  they  must  not  forget  what  was  the 
pnmary  and  principal  olneot  of  thia  institution,   namely, 
that  of  offering  relief  to  the  nnsnooessfWl  members  of  the 
profaasion,  which  they  must  look  for  in  vain  from  any  other 
aulaier.    Keeping  this  in  view,  a  great  deal  might  still  be 
dona     by     associating     with    the    bar   and    with    the 
beooh,  and     by     inviting     from     time    to    time     the 
most  distingniahad  members  of  the  one  body  and  the  other 
to   come  forward,  and   not   merely   to   preaida  on  such 
occasions,  but  to  assist  in  other  ways  in  fiuthering  the  ob- 
jects oi  tiie  association.     He  looked  forward  to  the  time 
when  the  fands  would  be  doable  and  treble  what  they  now 
were,  and  when  they  would  really  be  able  to  extend  the 
Ues^ngs  of  real  cbaritjr  to  all  members  of  the  profession 
who  might  require  their  aid.      During  the    next  twelve 
months  he  would  recommend  every  member  whenever  he 
had  the  opportunity  of  conversing  with  another  member  of 
the  profesdoo,  no  matter  whether  he  was  attorney,  solicitor, 
barrister,  judge,  or  Iiord  Chancellor,  to  refer  to  tiie  aasocia- 
tion,  saying  Uiat  relief  had  been   afforded  to  unfortunate 
members,  but  that  more  assistance  was  required — in  plun 
English,  ask  them  to  put  down  their  money  and  help  in 
avery  poasible  way.     He  would  advise  them  all  to  do  all 
they  ooold  both  in  court  and  out  of  court,  in  other  words, 
before  such  a  meeting  as  that,  at  the  meeting,  and  after  the 
meatiiig,  to  further  the  interests  of  the  institution,  in  this 
way  even  the  youngest  present  might  find  mesmi  of  aiding 
the  otrjects  which  they  ul  had  in  view.     In  condusiop  he 
mig^t  say  that  the  association  might  always  rely  on  him  to 
^  at  all  times,  when  it  fell  within  bis  power,  everything  he 
coidd  to  assist  the  objects  of  this  society.     (Applause.) 

The  Secsetabt  (Mr.  BSffe)  here  read  the  lut  of  sabscrip- 
tions  and  donations,  amounting  in  the  whole  to  between 
£400  and  £500,  and  announced  Aat  there  were  fifty-four 
new  annual  subscribers. 

Mr.  £.  F.  BuBTON,  in  proposing  the  health  of  the  Chair- 
man, alluded  to  rumours  which  were  afloat  as  to  proposed 
changes  in  our  judicial  system  ;  proposals  had  been  made 
by  members  of  the  House  of  Commons  (who  knew  nothing 
whatever  of  the  subject).  There  were  proposals  for  an  un- 
limited county-court  jurisdiction ;  there  were  proposals  again 
for  local  tribnoaU  of  three  individuals,  including  one 
merchant  and  the  registrar,  and  in  case  the  merchant 
residing  in  some  small  conntry  town — (laughter) — or  the 
other  member  should  find  it  inconvenient  to  attend,  the 
registrar  might  do  the  work  himself  (laughter).  Then 
there  were  proposals  for  doing  away  with  the  time-honoured 
Courts  of  Common  Pleas,  Exchequer,  and  Queen's  Bench. 
He  hoped  that  such  an  experiment  would  never  be  tried,  for 
he  considered  the  present  system  of  the  administration  of 
justice,  one  of  the  bulwarks  of  the  country,  and  he  should 
much  regret  to  find  the  title  of  their  chairman  altered  from 
that  of  Lord  Chief  Baron  to  that  of  President  of  Sub- 
Division  Court  No.  3.  He  remembered  the  Lord  Chief 
Baron  at  the  bar,  and  felt  pleased  to  think  that  he,  at  any 
rate,  would  never  favour  raw  change  and  innovation. 


The  LoKD  Chtkt  B  xaoir,  in  acknowledging  the  tint,  «il 
that  whatever  might  be  his  future  title,  sod  whether  ht  rt- 
mainad  Lord  Chief  Baron,  or  became  President  of  Sab- 
Division  Coart  No.  8-(a  laugh)— whether  he  lemsiaidot 
the  bench  or  retired  into  private  life,  at  any  raU  his  iden% 
would  remain  to  him,  and  he  should  never  lose  hii  deep 
inteteat  in  the  profession  to  which  his  whole  life  lod  hit 
whole  energiea  had  been  devoted. 

LAW  8TDDBNT8*  DEBATING  SOaETT. 
On  Toeaday,  the  13th  inst.,  the  question  wu  No.  478, 
legal : — "  A  fSiutm  oonveys,  by  marriage  sattlsffleot,  In 
real  eatata  to  a  trnatea  to  the  use  of  herself  and  her  hein 
until  the  solamniaatioa  of  the  marriage,  and  thsieafiarto 
audi  uses  aa  aha  thonld,  notwithatanding  oovertare,  bjr  iai 
or  will  appoint,  dan  she  execute  the  power  of  appoiatoHt 
W  will  made  after  tha  aattlement,  bat  before  the  sdeauia- 
Uonofthe  onarriaMr"  Mr.  Lane  opened  the  debits  m 
the  afBrmativa,  ua  Vx.  Indermaar  foUowad  in  the  negi- 
tive.  The  aociety  dedded  in  the  affirmative  by  a  ili{ht 
minority. 
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LOBD  CUANCELIiOB. 
Uncotn'i  Inn. 

-_        T  —  «.  f  The  f^"*  8«al-- 
Tnei.,  Jane  10  J  j^y^^^, 

WedDMdajr  .SI..Pstni.  and  spp*. 

Thartday  ..n..AjipfiM. 

Friday    ....... App.mtni.fcap|W. 

UaaOMj  ....K) 

Tnatdar ....  n  >  Appeals. 

Wedneidtjr  " 


Thondar 
FMmj,  .. 

Satniday    ..IS 


,,  (TlieFoiinli&tL-- 
•"  I  Appetk. 


I4..Aiip«alnullas. 
Pem.  tai  Iniicr 
bkrt. 


Thoradar  ..S9 


(TIteSeeaadSeal.— 


lAppeala. 
FridaT    ....SO..App.intnu>apBS. 
Hondar.JolrSl 
Tne»day....  4>Appeali. 
Wednnday..  6) 

_       .  .(TbsTbM  Sail.— 

Thoitday  ..  ejj^pp,,],^ 

Friday 7..App-nxto«.fcvp«. 

Monday  ....10) 

Tneaday     ..II  > Appeals. 

WdnMday..I2) 

Th,-*.,      ,,{ The  Fourth  SeaL- 

Thnnday  ••«  Ixppeali. 

Friday    ....!«.. App.mtns.fcapp(. 

If(Biday....l7) 

Tneiday....lS  >  Appeals. 

Wednesday.  .1*  ) 

»«.  _.         o»fThe  FMlh  Seal.— 

Thunday  ••«>  ( xppaala. 

Friday   ....al..App.mtai.fcapps. 

Monday  ■•••»*)  Anneata. 

Wedneaday  .K..Fiititionafcappi. 
Thunday  ..a7..Appeala. 
iM«.,  „,  (The  Sixth  Seal.— 

FMday    ••••»•  (App,ntni.fcan>a. 

LORDS  JUSTICES. 
Uscoln'ilnn. 

Wednesday  .tl ) 
-  ..«J 


Thunday 
Friday.... 

Saturday 


.2S..  Appeal  iBOtiona. 

fpetni.  in  Innacy, 
.t4  {  bankrupt     appa. 

'  -  •     ■■fid 


...M) 
r....a7> 
day  M) 


I  &  appall  petitiona. 
Appeal!. 


Monday 

Tneaday 

Wedneaday 

Th..^..      4«  f  The  Second  Seal.— 

Thunday  .."{xppeala. 

Friday 80.  .Appeal  motlona. 

(Fetus,   in  lunacy, 
Satur.,  July  1    bk.   appeala,   and 

(app.  |>tna. 
Monday  ....  8} 
Tuesday....  4    Appeal!. 
Wedneaday. .  i) 

The  Third  Seal.— 


Tlinraday 
Friday    .. 

Saturday 

Monday 
Tneaday 
Wedneaday 


(* 


Appnis. 


Monday 17 

Tneaday.. ..la    . 

Wedaeaday.lS. 

Tk....!..      —  {The  raUi  SeH- 

Tkanday  ••'•(Ajpetii. 

Friday    .... 81.. Appeal  motiKLi 

fFetitaa.  la  IiucT. 
bkrpL  ttt.,ai 
app  petm. 
MoDday  ..-.84) 
Tuesday  ...  .84 1  j^^,^ 
Wednaadar  .88  f*™™^ 
Thunday  ..17 J 
VM.,  «  (The  Sixth  Seil.- 

Friday    ."-SalApp^Buttiai 

(Ftai.  In  haci, 
Satsrday   ..8Slbkrpt.   iffa,  k 
tsW-P*"- 
MASTER  OF  THE  BOLLS. 
Chancery-lsBa. 

Tuea..J«»80{5^r^ 

Wedne!day..81 ) 

Thunday  .  .88  i  OenenJ  piper. 


Friday 

Saturday 


Ij 


*  lAppeala. 

7.  .Appeal  motlona. 

fPetna.  in  lunacy, 
bkrpt.  appa.,  and 
anwal  peOa. 


....10) 
....11} 

lay  .18  j 


Appeals. 


{FetBa,ikt.aMi, 
adj.  mm.,  tii 
gwieral  paper. 

Monday 8S) 

Tneaday  ....27 >Generil  pafer. 
Wedneaday.  J«) 
nn-rri..      M  (  The  Seco»l.S<«L- 
Thunday  "8»  Ji,ta..*gee.ia. 
Friday 80..  Oeneral  paper. 

iPetn*..  shtcaa^ 
adj.  «»»■  "* 
genera!  pv- 

1  4>GenenlpafK 

g  (  The  Thir4  Se»L- 
•  "iMtns.fcsoi-pi. 
.  7..Qeamirfa. 

ipetna.,  iht.  taa, 
adj.     laaa-i  "' 
graeral  paper. 
.10) 

.11 1  General  paper. 
.18) 

t>...»Ut      is  i  T*«  FoarthSeil.- 
Thnnday  "••  J  (|,„.  t  gea.  »•• 

Friday 14.  .Oeneral  papef- 

irwni.,*t.c«^ 

Saturday    ..U^adl-    —i*'^  '" 
((meratp^K 

Monday  ....17) 

Tuesday ...  .IS  J  Oaneral  pajir. 

Wednesday  .18) 
Thunday 


Monday  ... 
Tuesday... 
Wadnaaday 

Thunday  . 

Friday 

Saturday   . 

Monday  ... 
Tuesday... 
Wednesday 


mdir  ■ 

Satsiday 


„ "(  T»e  R8h  a»L- 
•"(Mtotfcfsajk 


rptBL.At.  e««j 

(geaanlfsper. 
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Wtdaedtr  M 
nmUr  .M 

ftUtf  ...M 
SUuitJ  .M 


The  Sixth  Seal.— 
Mtu.ft|«n.pa. 


petitkn*,  A 
•nu. 


•4. 


T.  a  9a  mCHARD  KAUNS. 
UncolB*!  Inn* 

5X'::«}°»"-»-»»r. 

taitj     ..IS.  .Uta.  t  go.  ]M. 
JMnUjr  ..M 

IiMdiy....t7 


Sht.  etua^   wU. 
ioma.,  tt  gui.  p*. 

GaiMial  pAjMf  • 


nia.iiin    M   TbaaeooodSeal.— 
'*""^"'*lMtiii.»gwi.p*. 

FrUajr M..Fetiu.&gen.pft. 

I  ( Sht.   eanns,  mi  . 
{sanu.,  ftgon.  pi. 


tunr., 


Jid7  1 
MoDdajr .... 

Wcdandajr. 


thondijr 
tridtj  . 
ktanlt; 


Oeneral  paper. 


,  f  The  Third  Saal 

(Utai.kgeD.papr. 
T..P«tst.  kgen.pa 
,(Sht.  eaniea,    a4|. 
inmii.  k  gtn,  pa, 

KimUr 0) 

rraUr....li{Ganenapaj»r. 

'  (  Utna.  *  gen.  pa, 

FttUy  ....U„PBtia.»gea.pa. 
ktiirtiLi  „is(8ht.  cam.,  adl|. 
t^J  l»«Jni..»gaa.  pa. 

imtj  ....I7\ 

rattl.j...,l8 1  flaaeral  paper. 
Ittealtj  .u) 

!"™*^"/"|Mtiia.»geii.pa. 
^M»j  ••..tl.,PetBa.ftgen.pa. 

i«iirt»  ..M  {*'>»•    «•»»•.    «>4J. 
„   .  '  (mna.^gen.pa. 

'•toetdar  .«  i  <'«°«™1  P»P"- 
1i"nd«j  ..MJ 

'Mif 3g(T>>B  Sixth  Seal.— 

C  Xotions. 
iMorin      19  )  Kematnlntr  ntaa., 

(  petna.  ft  aiy  jama- 

V.CSiaJAilRS  BACON. 
Uncohi'a  loo. 

The  Fint  Seal.— 
MtDa.  ft  acU.  soma. 


riei,Jaae  to 
'•teiMa7.jr 
■'■mux  ,,ta 

■^v  ....a 


Oeneral  paper. 


Thmdir 
Fridar... 
Satorday 
Monday 


g  I  The  Third  Seal.— 
*  I  Htna.  ft  ad},  aami. 
.  7...0eiisral  paper. 

g  ( Ptaa.,  aht.  cana., 
■     I  ft  general  p^wr. 
.10. .In  Bankmpter. 


TneadaT llf/5_     , 

Wadaaday  M  (  G«°"»l  I^P"- 

ThurwUy  , .  U  1  S!J»?**»^- 
^^'  )  utna.  ft  adJ.  aoma, 

Fiidar    .... 14. .Oeneral  paper. 

SatnnU7..16{£^'  *'•    <»»»•. 

'  Ifc  generalpaper 

Mondv  ...,17.. In  Bankroptoy. 

Friday 2l..0enenl  paper. 

Satnrdv 

UoDd»7....M 

Tae<d»7....u 
Wedneaday  Jt 
Thnnday  ..27 
Friday    ....2« 


.,  (  Fetaa.,  aht.  cans., 
"(ftgoieral  paper. 


In  Bankniptcy. 

Generalpaper. 

The  Sixth  SeaL— 
lltaa.fta4).sania. 
Remaining  mtna., 
petltlana,  and  ad). 


Satniday 


T.  C.  WICKENS. 
Uneoln'a  Inn. 

^««-«{SL.'r,l?'pa: 

Friday 1.1..Fetna.  ftgen.pa. 

Satordar    .  .U  I  ^°^  ""^  •"* 
'°~'™"'    •■"  I  general  paper. 
Monday  ....96) 
Tneaday . . . .  27  S  Genenl  paper. 
Wedneaday  .ii) 

Ftiday aO..Fetna.  ftgen.  pa. 

Monday ....  St 

Tneaday....  4 1  General  paper. 

Wedneaday  .  oj 

g  ( Tha  Third  Seal.— 
(  Mtna.  ft  gen.  pa. 

7..Ptna.  ftgen.pa. 

a  ( Short  caoaea,  and 
( general  paper. 
Monday  ....10 'I 
Tneaday. ...  1 1  >  General  paper. 
Wedneaday  .111 

Thnnday  .. is  |Sjf '""£»'«*'— 
'  (Motlonafcgaa.  pa. 

IMday U..Ptta<.ftgen.pa. 

aatnrday   ..lof^'-  <»»"  »°* 
B>HKwy  ,••»»{  ganeral  paper. 

Monday  ....IT) 

Tnoday ....  18  }  Geaeral  paper. 


Thnnday  , 
Friday  .. 
Saturday 


Wedneaday 

Thuraday  ..«>|2S.'lKl- 
Friday  ....Sl..Peua.  ft  gan.  pa. 
Satnrday....M|S"-    ""»"   •»* 

Moaday^ayM' 
Tueaday  .,..16 
Wedneaday  .M 
Thnraday 

Friday   . 


general  paper. 
Oeneral  p^nr. 


,.  (Tha  Sixth  Baal.— 
'••"iMotiona. 


s.t«a.T..»{njisl:* 


Ftna.  ShL    cana., 

ft  general  paper. 
UM«  to  Bankruptcy. 

icdma^' '.» I  General  paper. 

lumtT     »  {  nieaeeaad  Seal.— 
'  ••"jMtoa.ftadJ.ioma. 
™«r  ••••i*..a«nenl  paper, 
ilnr.,  Htr  1  {?»""t  «»•  «»a»., 
,„.  Iftgaaeialpaper. 

Ijjv....  3..Iafimkrnptey. 

Ftload^".  i]  CloiMnl  paper. 

^lUjidfany)  on  which  the  Lord  Chancellor  ahall  b«  engaged  hi  the 
unw  ofUrda,  aad  the  dart  (iran7)on  wbkh  the  Lotda  Joacicaa  ahaU 
H  mtfng  vlth  the  Lord  Chancellor  or  the  Jndk^  Committee  of  the 
rrl^  Qnnea.  are  excepted. 

.iItc^^"'')''''**'  petitkaia  moat  he  pceaented  and  copiea  left  with 
~  Mcretarr,  on  or  before  the  Thnraday  preceding  the  Satarda7  on 
^^  It  ia  taiteoded  they  ahonld  be  heard;  and  any  caoaea  in* 
■WM  to  be  heard  aa  ahort  canaea  mnat  be  aomarlced  at  leaat  one 
«wdaybc<n«theiamecan  be  put  in  the  paper  to  be  ao  heard. 
.'-Tbe  Maalar  or  tha  Bella  will  hear  flutherconaldcraaoBi  in  priority 
!?°^V>>*1  eaaaaa,  onto  thoae  let  down  befom  the  9  lat  June  haTe  bean 
oimd  ol,  after  wlikh  hawlU  haailtartharconiidenUona  on  erery 
'°r.uy  daring  tha  atttbw  of  the  Ooart,bntwiU  nut  bear  caoaea  after 
<»•  laat  laal.  Rla  Lortahtp  wilt  ilt  nntil  the  remaining  motlona  and 
I  aad  a4Joaraed;aonunonaea  shall  hare  been  ditpoaed  of. 


%^if*  tataadad  to  be  heard  aa  short  caaaee  befbre  either  of  the 
neMaaaeanais  MaUaa  or  Wlokena  mat  be  ao  mailed  at  least  one 
^*v  dnjMai*  dw  same  can  be  pat  In  the  paper  to  be  so  heard. 
**  <)<*-Chancellora  MaUtta  and  Baeoa  will,  at  these  sittings,  and  ha- 
"'^■yy  after  the  first  saal,  hear  ftarther  oonalderationa  in  priority 

'J|'*'ChaaeaUer  Bacon's  Court,  any  canaea  intended  to  be  heard  aa 
""^onaaa  araat  be  so  marked  at  teaat  one  clear  day  befora  the  aame 
2^**  patin  the  paper  to  be  ao  heard,  and  the  proper  papers  be  left 
^™  *ka  Tiea-Ohancellor's  offlcer  on  the  day  belbre  the  eanae  oomea 

'  ^ha^aHOUar  Wickeaa*  Conrt    no    canaa,  motion  lOr   decree. 
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or  Ihrther  oouUantion,  except  by  order  of  the  Ooort,  mar  ba- 
marked  to  stand  oTer  if  ItbewithtatwelTeof  the  laatcanaeormittBr 
in  the  printed  paper  of  the  day  fcr  hearing.  «-u«.  ur  ia«.wr 

The  Coorta  will  not  Ht  after  Satnrday,  the  ttfa  Aognat. 

SUMMER  CIKCUTTS 

NoRPoLK.— Cockbnni,  C.J.,  and  Byles,  J. 

Oakham,  July  6  ;  Leicester,  July  8  ;  Northampton,  JtUy 

12 ,  Aylesbury,  Jo^  17  ;  Bedford,  July  21 ;  Hantingdon. 

July  25  ;  Cambridge,  July  28  ;  Bury,  August  1  j  Norwich, 

August*. 

N(HtTHEBir.— Kelly,  C.B.,  and  Martin,  J. 
Appleby,  July  6  ;  Dniham,  July  8  ;  Newcastle,  July  12  ; 
Carlisle,  July  17  ;  Lancaster,  July  20 ;  Manchester,  July  24  : 
Liverpool,  August  6. 

HoMX.— Bramwell,  B.,  and  Blackbnni,  J. 
Hertford,  July  8;  Chelmsford,  July  12 ;  Lewes,  July  18  ; 
Maidstone,  July  24 ;  Croydon,  July  81. 

'      OxFOBD.— Pigott,  B.,  and  Lush,  J. 
Beading.  July  8 ;  Oxford,  July  1? ;   Worcester,  July  16  ; 
Stafford,  July  20  ;   Shrewsbury,  July  28  ;  Hereford,  August 
1 ;  Monncath,  August  4  ;  Crlouoester,  August  8. 

Wmtxwj.— Willes  and  Bret^  JJ. 
Winchester,  July  10  ;   Salisbury,   July  16 ;   Doi«hestsr, 
July   19  ;    Exeter,  July  22 ;    Bodmin,  July  29 ;   Wells» 
August  4  ;  Bristol,  Augkst  9. 

Midland. — Hellor  and  Hannen,  JJ. 
Warwick,  July  7 ;   Derby,  July  13  ;  Nottingham,  "July 
Lincoln,  July  21 ;  York,  July  27  ;  Leeds,  August  2. 

NoBTK  Wales.— Bo vill,  C.J. 
Newtown,  July  17  ;  Dolgelly,  July  20  ;  Camarron,  July 
24  ;  Beaumaris,  July  27 ;    BuUun,  July  31 ;  Mold.  Auxust 
8 J  Cheater,  August?. 

SoDTH  Walbs.— Montagu  Smith,  J. 
HaTerfeidwe«t,Joly  10;  Cardigan,  July  13;  Carmarthen, 
July  17  i  Cardiff;  July  20 ;   Btwon,  July  31 ;   Ptesteign, 
August  3 ;  Chester,  August  7. 

Cleosby,  B.,  remains  in  town. 

COURT  OF  EXCHEQUER. 
This  Court  will  hold  sittings  on  Satnrday  the  17th,.  Mon- 
day the  19th,  Tuesday  the  20th,  Wednesday  the  21st, 
Thursday  the  22nd,  Friday  the  23rd,  Satnrday  the  24th, 
and  Monday  the  2Sth  days  of  June  instant,  and  will  at  snoh 
sittings  proceed  in  disposing  of  the  business  then  ponding 
in  the  Paper  of  New  Trials  and  the  Special  Paper,  and  in. 
giving  judgment  in  cases  standing  for  jadb;ment. 

IITZROT   KXLLT. 

S.  Mabtin. 
A.  Cuabbt. 


LANCASHIRE  SUMMER  ASSIZES,  1871. 
The  oommissions  for  holding  these  assizes  will  be  ( 

at  Lancaster  on  Thursday  the  20ttt  of  July,  at  Mam_ 

on  Monday  the  a4th  of  July,  aad  at  liTerpooI  on  Saturday 
the  8th  of  August,  The  entrr  of  causes  at  Lancaster  will 
commence  immediately  after  the  opening  of  the  oommismona 
on  Thursday  the  20th  of  July,  and  will  dose  at  nine  o'dook 
on  the  following  morning.  'Causes  for  trial  at  Manchester 
and  Liverpool  can  be  entered  provisioniUly  at  the  offloe  of 
the  Frothonotory  of  the  Conrt  of  Common  Vleu  at  Lan- 
caster, at  Preston,  as  follows,  viz.  :— Causes  for  trial  at 
Manchester,  on  Tuesday  the  18th  of  July,  and  daily  there- 
after, nntil  Friday  the  21st  of  July  inclnsiTe,  between  the 
hoars  of  ten  o'clock  in  the  forenoon  and  fionr  o'clock  in  the 
afternoon ;  and  causes  for  trial  at  Liverpool,  on  Monday  th» 
3l8t  of  Jul^,  and  daily  thereafter,  untQ  Thursday  the  3td 
of  August  uclusive,  between  the  above  mentioned  houm 
The  entry  of  causes  at  Manchester,  will  oommenee  at  the 
Assize  Courts,  Manchester,  immediately  after  the  opening  of 
the  oommisaons  there,  and  will  close  at  nine  o'clock 
in  the  evening  on  the  commission  day.  The  entry 
of  causes  at  Idverpool  will  commence  at  St.  a«orge's 
Hall,  Liverpool,  immediately  after  .  the  opening  of  tha 
commissions  there,  and  will  close  at  the  sitting  of  the 
Court  on  Monday,' the  7th  August.  The  Conrt  will  sit  at 
eleven  o'clock  in  the  forenoon,  at  Manchester,  on  the  day 
next  following  the  commission  day ;  and  at  Liverpool  at 
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eleven  o'clock  ia  the  forenoon  on  the  Monday  next  fol- 
lowing the  commission  day.  The  trial  of  special  jury 
causes  will  commence  at  Manchester  at  ten  o'clock  a.m.  on 
Friday  the  28th  of  July,  and  at  Liverpool  at  ten  o'clock  a. m. 
on  Thursday  the  10th  of  August,  and  not  earlier,  unles.4tho 
Court  shall  otherwise  order.  A  list  of  causes  for  trial  at 
Manchester  and  Liverpool  respectively,  each  day  (except 
the  first),  will  be  exhibited  in  the  corridor  of  the  Court  and 
in  the  library. 


THE  BANKRUPTCY  ACT,  1869. 
By  an  order  of  the  Lord  Chancellor,  made  in  pursuance 
of  the  above  Act,  Geo  John  Graham  and  Mansfield  Parkyns, 
Esqs.,  have  been  respectively  released  from  their  office  of 
official  assignees  of  the  Court  of  Bankruptcy  from  and  after 
the  30th  June  instant,  and  Peter  Paget,  Esq.,  will  there- 
after have  and  exercise  all  the  powers  and  authorities  and 
discharge  all  the  duties  of  official  assignee  in  respect  of  all 
matters  of  bankruptcy  in  which  adjudication  was  made  prior 
to  the  commencement  of  the  said  Act,  and  which  are  now 
pending  in,  or  which  may  hereafter  be  transferred  to ,  the 
New  London  Court  of  Bankruptcy,  and  in  all  such  other 
matters  of  bankruptcy  where  and  when  the  estate  does  not 
vest  in  creditors'  assignees ,  the  same  shall  vest  in  the  said 
Peter  Pjiget  as  such  official  assignee. 


PUBLIC  COMPANIES. 

OOVEBNMEJJT  FUND8. 
Last  Quotxiioir,  June  16,  1871. 
from  the  OfflciaL  Litt  of  the  aetuat  buiijuai  trantacted. 


,1   ,.:» 


s  per  Cent.  Consoln,  92} 
nitto  for  Aocomit,  Jaly  S,  SJJ 
3  per  Cent.  Reduced  9Si 
News  per  Cent., 92 j 
Do.  3*  percent.,  Jan. '»« 
Do.  ii  per  Cent.,  Jan.  '94 
Do.  6  per  Cent.,  Jan.  '78 
Annul  tie*,  Jan. 'SO  — 


I  Annaities,  April,  '8& 
Do.  (Red  Sea  T.)  Aa«.  1908 
Bx  Bills, £1000,  —  per  Ct. 3  p    ni 
Ditto,  £600,  Do  —  5  p  m 
Ditto,  £100  t  £200,—  Sp  m 
Bank  of  England  Stool<,  4)  prr 
Ct.  (last  half-year)  33fi 

'  Ditto  for  Account, 


INDIAN    OOVEKNMENT   SECUBITIES. 
IndiaSlk.,10JpCt.Apr.'74,209       tnd.  Bnf.Pr.,  5  p  C..  Jan 


Ditto  for  Account 

Ditto  SperCeut.,JHly,'80  109} 

Ditto  for  Account. — 

Ditto  4perCe.it.,  Oct.  '98  lOlJ 

Ditto, ditto, Certificates, — 

Ditto  Bnfaced  Ppr.,  4  per  Cenl.93j 


71    100 

Ditto,  Si  per  Cent.,  May, '79  108 
Ditto   Debentaren,  per  Cent., 

April, '64  — 
Do.  Do  ,5  per  Cent.,  Aug. '73  103 
Do.  Bonds,  4  per  Ct.,  £1000  20  pui 
Ditto,  ditto,  undei  jenino.  20  p  m 


RAILWAY  STOCK. 


Railwaya. 


Paid.  (Closing  pricei 


Stock 
Stock 
Stock 
Stock 
Stock' 
Stock 
Stock 
Stock 
Stock 
Stock 
Stook 
Stock 
Stock 
Stock 
Stock 
Stock 
Stook 
Stock 
Stock 
Stock 
Slock 
Stock 
Stock 
Stock 


Bristol  and  Exeter... j  jqj 

Caledonian iqq 

Glasgow  and  Soutti- Western iqq 

(ireat  Eastern  Ordinary  Stook    loo 

DoxBast  Anglian  Stock,  No.  3  ,  xoo 

Great  Northern    lOO 

Do,  A  Stock*    I  100 

Great  Southern  and  Western  of  Ireland    lOO 

Great  Western— Original i  lOO 

Lancaihire and  Yorkshire   ;  100 

London,  Brighton, and  South  Coast 100 

London, Chatham,  and  Dorer 100 

London  and  North-Western 100 

L'jndon  and  South-western     I  100 

Manchester, Sheffield, and  Lincoln !  100 

Metropolitan i  100 

Midland  !!.'.!!!!!."....    100 

Do.,  Birmingham  and  Derby  ".!.!!"!."!  100 
North  British 100 


North  London  , 
North  StaBordshire.. 

South  Devon 

SouLh-Eastern     . 
Tad  Vale 


93 
9Sl 
■  Id 
41J 

'4 
i-n 

138 
101 

94i 
UOj 

Mk 

17} 
131 

97i 

53} 

76| 
I30i 
100 

44 
120 

6Ji 

6.S 

87i 
168 


*  A  receives  no  dividend  nntil  8  per  cent.  tuM  been  paid  to  B. 

HoirsT  Mabkbt  and  Citt  Intbllioenck  . 
The  markets  have  been  doll  and  the  amount  of  biurinegs 
transacted  small,  but  prices  have  not  shown  a  disposition  to 
relax,  except  perhaps  in  a  few  instances  in  the  foreign 
market.  The  funds  have  latterly  moved  upwards.  To-day 
the  Bank  directors  lowered  the  Bank  rate  from  2J  to  2i  per 
cent.,  and  prices  have  at  once  become  strengthened.  In 
the  home  railway  market  speculation  seems  to  have  been  for 
a  further  retreat  in  prices,  which,  however,  are  just  now 
buoyant,  though  the  amount  of  business  ia  small,  this  being 
the  week  of  the  fortnightly  settlement. 


Thb  Judicial  CominnE. — WlutvehanteoMilBii 
whether  we  shall  finally  setUe  onr  own  tppesli  n  witbi 
to  England.    The  answer  to  this  qoestiim  mlly  lefsi 
open  the  improvements  that  can  be  effected  in  fte  Ji£=i: 
Committee.    If  our  appeals  (»n  be  promptly  deqiUi^'n 
such  a  court  as  one  of  the  two  highest  conrti  is  S^bI, 
ought  to  be,  we  should  feel  verv  little  inelintkn  to  iiati  ' 
weight  to  the  reasons  urged  in^mronr  of  a  loal  tnkcuL  I 
But  there  is  no  doubt  that  a    strong  feding  (rf  dna- j 
&otion    with    the    present    machinery    for   fimlly  &| 
posing    of  colonial    appeals    ia    rapidly  growing  a  ial 
country.      It     is    too    bad    that    the    most  im^diitfj 
cases    should    be    left    untouched    for   tvo,  for  inA 
or  even  for  four  years.      TVIien  at  leng&  tht  iin  M 
hearing  arrives,  there  is  no  security  that  a  conl  i2  itj 
formed   such  as  the   colonies  have  a  right  toofai!.  ii 
couple  of  retired   Indian  judges,  an  ex-Chmo^cfln 
land,  whoee  physical  infirmities  necessitated  hii  nliiail 
from   the   bench    of    that    country  ;    perhaps,  if  ^M 
favours  us,  a  law  lord  or  a  judge  who  has  contnTedaM 
an  hour  from  his  own  work — such  are  the  osntl  cocfad 
of  a  Court  whose  decision  in  all  colonial  cases  is  U  * 
unchallengeable.    .     .    .     We  earnestly  tmd  tbt  aS 
pains  nor  cost  will  be  spared  to  provide  a  fitting  Jt 
for  the  greatest  appellate  jurisdiction  in  the  vorU.  1 
look,  therefore,  with  the  deepest  interest  for  the  ntn 
the  promised  law  reforms  of  the  Lord  Chanceiliv.   AC  I 
we  ask  is  that  our  suits  shall  be   decided  by  a  fnih-oif 


ised  English  Court,  and  not  by  some  stray  1^ 
(iiinkthat  the  colonies  are  worth  the  atJaries  of  tlinl 
four  Judges,  even  if  the  ezpmaes  of  the  Cont  it 
mount  up  to  £20,000  or  £25,000  a  year.  Sstji  >  nc  i 
not  seem  unreasonable  foithe  digpity  and  effidacjo: 
oldest  jurisdiction  in  the  kingdom,  andif  wemsf  biriri 
the  greatest ;  and  if  England  is  so  poor  as  to  be  muk 

Srovide  for  the  due  performance  of  the  Qaeeo's  jol 
uty,  it  will  be  well  worth  our  while  to  coutrilm!*  f 
a  Court  which  shall  be  fit  to  advise  the  Queen  k:- 1 
right  towards  all  her  subjects  who  dwell  beyond  thi 
of  the  British  Isles — Melbeurru  Argm. 

In  the  department  of  the  Evening  Classej  at 
College,  the  legal  distinctions  for  the  winter  M 
1870-71,  were  awarded  as  foUowa  :— the  priieinli 
jurisprudence  to  Wilbar  Soott  Fox ;  certificata  c 
to  Heniy  Bridgeland,  Robert  Wilson,  Jots 
Edwin  Lane  Baggatt,  Richard  Burgess,  tai 
Coxhead:  and  the  special  prize  to  the  stnlMS 
obtained  the  largest  number  of  marks  in  ^ 
jurisprudence,  and  in  commercial  law,  and  gM^ 
best  essay  on  "  Marriage  settlenients"  to  Ueni7 

Mr.  Joseph  Mason  Moore,  solicitor,  of  Sontii  SH 
a  candidate  for  the  'Town  Clerkship  of  that  horod 
deied  vacant  by  the  death  of  Mr.  J.  Salmon.^  1 
accordingly  resigned  his  seat  in  the  Town  Oaocu, 
also  given  notice  of  his  intention  of  relinquishing  < 
of  mayor,  to  which  he  was  elected  last  year. 

In  the  obituary  notice  of  Sir  John  Rolt,  which  i 
in  our  last  issue,  we  stated  that  Sir  John  Eoli ' 
Lord  Jnstiee  in  1867,  in  succession  to  .Sir  J.  L  ^ 
Bruce.      We    should  have  said   in    succession  t» 
Turner.      Lord  Justice   Knight-Bruce  died  th?  Jo< 
year,  and  was  succeeded  by  Lord  Cairns. 


X8TATE  EXCHANGE  BEFOBT 


AT  THE  MAKT. 
June  6. — By  Messrs.  Farebrotkbr,  Ciam.  *  < 
Surrey,  in  the  vicinity  of  Clarcmont,  a  plot  of  fn*"'' 
ing  land,  being  a  portion  of  the  Apps  Coait  FB«f 
containing  3r.  20p.     Sold  for  £loO. 

By  Mr.  P.  D.   Tuckbtt.  , 

Dakton-place,  Nos.  9  to  20,  term  \ai  yemn,  net  MSBlJ 
Sold  for  £2,310. 

By  Messrs.  D.  Smith,  Sox,  &  Oaklii_ 
Essex,  near  Colchester;  the  "  West  Mtusiia  hall"  < 
401  acres,  with  farm  lesidon'. ,  cottages,  and  i 
freehold.     Sold  for  f  16,000. 
The  perpetual  advowson  and  next  preemtatioB  toos'' 

of  West  Mersea,  present  incumbent  aged  55.    SoMW| 
A  freehold  rent-chaixe  of  £502  lOs.  per  amiiun.  < 
2,379a.  Or.  35p.,  situate  in  the  pariah  of  Wc« 
ject  to  a  charge  of  £105.     Sold  for  {fi,400. 
The  manor  of  west  Morses,  yielding  £15  it-ittm 
for  £l,6fi0. 
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Van  oottua,  situate  at.Wett  Mene*,  freehold,  and  let  at  £14. 

Sold  fo  £169. 

Kmt,  F«Teraham,an  orchard,  contoinina:  2a.  2r.  1^.,  being  pait 
of  Uie  Lorenden  Estate,  freehold.    Sold  for  £360. 

A  dose  of  land,  contajning  la.  Ir.  18p.,  freehold.   Sold  for  £12d 
A  doie  of  arable  land,  containing  16a.  Or.  16p.,  freehold.    Sold 

for  £1,100. 
A  plot  of  marsh  land,  containing  2oa.  Or.  32p.,  fireehold.    Sold 

for  £2,376. 

By  Messrs.  Dkbenham,  Tewson  &  Fakkek. 
Einnland-road,  No.  26,  let  at  £62  per  annum,  freehold.    Sold 

for  £900. 
GnwvenoT- square,  No.  64,   Mount-etreet,  term  7}  years,   net 

reital£160.    Sold  for  £720. 
No,  98,  Park-street,  term  13}  years,  net  rental  £120.    Sold  for 

£940. 
No.  103,  same  street,  term  291  years,  net  rental  £126.     Sold 

for  £1,670. 
Ko.  U,  Oreen-street,  term  16}  years,  net  rental  £107.    Sold  for 

£930. 
RiL'sell-square,  No.  20,  Montague-street,   term  27i  years,  net 

rental  £65.    Sold  for  £760. 
Forest-hill,  a  residence  known  as  "  Sonth  Bank,"  with  plea- 
sure grounds,  and  stabling,  term  dU  years,  net  rental  £i^. 

Sold  for  £1,006. 
in  iinproTod  ground-rent  of  £34  lOs.,  held  for  4  years,  amply 

aecured  on  premises  in  Portland-place,  Marylebone.    Sold  for 

£95. 
A  leasehold  ground-rent  of  £7,  secured  on  No.  6,  Hamilton- 
place,  Highbury.    Sold  for  £100. 

June  8. — By  Heaars.  Gadsden,  Ellis,  &  Co. 
Surrey,  Horley,  near  the  station,  a  freehold  farm,  known  as 

Boneburst-bridge,  with  homeaiead  and  43a.  2r.  18p.    Sold  for 

£2,360. 
b  the  parish  of  Leigh,  a  freehold  house,  with  stabling,  &e., 

■Bd  la.  Or.  1  Ip.    Sold  for  £260. 


BIRTHS.  H&KRIA0B8,  AND  DEATHS. 

BIRTHS. 
Chauis — On  June  16,  at  8,  Elgin-crescent,  Kemdngton-park, 

the  wife  of  Arthur  Charles,  Esq.,  of  a  son. 
CooBE— On  Jane  11,  at  10,  Ladbroke-grove,  Notting-hill,  the 

«ife  of  Walter  Coode,  Esq.,  barrister-at-law,  of  a  oanghter. 
KiXGSPoan — June  9,  at  Scarr  Cottage,  Hempstead,  the  wife  of 

Douglas  Eingsford,  Esq.,  barrister-at-law,  of  a  son. 

MASSIAOES. 

Giuns— Benitt — On  June  13,  at  Trinity  Church,  Maiyle- 
bone,  Albert  Reginald  Graves,  barrister-at-law,  to  Mary 
Jane,  third  daughter  of  William  Morgan  Benett,  of  2,  Chea- 
ter-terrace, Regent' s-park,  Master  of  the  Court  of  Common 
Pleis. 

SiinaaaE — Doutb^'aite — On  June  8,  at  St.  George's,  Tuf- 
nell-park,  Charles  Sawbridge,  of  'Wood-street,  Ch^pside,  and 
Highbury-crescent,  solicitor,  to  Margaret,  youngest  daughter 
of  the  late  Henry  Douthwaite,  of  Loraine-plaoe,  Holloway. 

DEATHS. 

BAinrATTNB.^On  June  11,  at  Hilhengh,  Blantyre,  near  Glas- 
gow, Andrew  Bannatyne,  LL.D.,  solicitor,  Glasgow. 

Bextsall— On  June  6,  Susanna,  the  wife  of  Francis  Benthall, 
of  Unooln's-inn,  barrister-at-lnw. 

Halb— On  June  4,  at  26,  'Westboume-park-road,  after  a  short 
illneaa,  William  Palmer  Hale,  barrister-at-law,  of  the  Middle 
Temple,  aged  47. 


LOIDOS  GAZSmS. 

Professional  Partnerships  Dissolved. 
FaiDAT,  Jane  9,  1871. 
Slnnon,  Chas  Marston,  ft  Chaa  Bjr  Herbert,  Soolhampton-bldgi,<%an- 
Hrj-lue,  Attonieys-at-Law  and  Idolidtors.    Jnne  7.     , 

Windlag-np  of  Joint  Steek  Compsaiss. 

FaiDAT.  JUM  9,  1871. 

0ianRTis  m  CBAMcxaT. 

Vot  Bromvlch  and  Walsall  Ballvay  Companr.— Vice  Chancellor 
VickeM  has,  t>7  an  order  daled  Jnne  2,  ordered  that  the  atore  com-, 
fan;  be  wonnd  np.  Baxter  dc  Co,  TIctoria-it,  Westminster,  aoUcitars 
br  the  petitioner. 

Lunns  u>  CainoaaT. 

Cimbrini  steam  Packet  Conpaoy  (Limited).— Vice  Chancellor  Mallns 
ho.  br  in  order  daied  Jnne  3,  ordered  that  the  above  oootpanr  be 
lomd  np.  Field  &  Co,  Lincoln's-inn-flelds ;  agents  for  Lowndes 
Lpool.  nUeitor  for  the  pstiUoDer. 

wtie  Tsnm  Company  (United)^— Vice  Chancellor  Uallns  has,  bjr  an 
Mdtr  dated  Ha/  at,  appoinled  Wm  Head,  Castle  Tavern,  Greaham-st, 
ube  prondonal  attciai  liqnidaMr. 

■SKwi  Provident  Assurance  Company  (Limited).— Creditors  are  re- 
quested, on  or  Iwfbre  Jnly  3,  to  aend  their  names  and  addresses,  and 
>kt  particalars  of  their  debts  or  claims,  to  Fredk  Bertram  Smart,  85, 
Cketpside.  Monday.  Jnly  17  at  I,  is  appointed  for  hearing  and  ad- 
iUicsdag  upon  the  debts  and  olaims. 


Leigh  Gas  Lixht  and  Coke  Company  (Limited).— Vice  Chancellor  MaUns 
ha^  by  as  order  dated  May  4,  appobited  Wm  Wootten  Woodman,  U, 
St  Swithin's-lane,  to  be  offlclai  liquidator.  Creditors  are  reqnlred,  on 
or  before  Jnly  I,  to  aend  their  names  and  addnasas,  and  the  partiou- 
lars  of  their  debts  or  claima  to  the  above.  Satordav,  July  »  at  II, 
la  appointed  for  hearinK and  ad JadioaUsg upon  thaoebta  and  claima. 

New  Hotel  Companj,  Dover  (Limited).— Vk»  Chancellor  Baooo  haa,  by 
an  order  dated  April  13,  appointed  Robt  Payne,  39,  Lothbnry,  and 
Joseph  Allen,  37,  Old  Jewrj-,  to  be  oiBdal  liquidator!.  Creditora  are 
required,  on  or  before  July  11,  to  send  theirnamea  and  addreaaea,  and 
the  particnUra  at  their  debta  or  claima  to  the  above.  Monday,  Jnly 
34  at  13,  is  appoinled  for  bearing  and  adjadicatiog npon  thadebtsor 
claims. 

TcssDAT,  Jnne  13, 1871. 
UaUKiTaD  in  CBancaai. 

Britannia  .Permanent  Benefit  Bailding  Society.— Vice  Chancellor  MaUns 
has,  by  an  order  dated  June  2,  [ordered  that  the  above  society  be 
wound  up.    Cleobury,  Jun,  Cbeapaide,  aolidtorfor  the  petitioner. 

European  Aaanrance  Society.  — Petition  for  winding  np,  presented  Jane 
10,  directed  to  be  heard  before  Vice  Chancellor  Malins,  on  Friday, 
June  23.    Tucker,  St.  Swithbi's-lane,  solicitor  fbr  the  petitioner. 

LllflTZD  M  CBAMCnT. 

Continental  Wine  Company  (Limited).— Petition  for  winding  ap,  pre- 
sented Jnne  8,  directed  to  be  heard  before  Vice  Chancellor  Kallas  on 
Jnne  23.    Gole,  Lime-et,  solicitors  for  the  petitioners. 

Lobster  and  Salmon  Fishing  Company  (Lfmited).^Viee  Chaneellor 
Mslins  baa,  bjr  an  order  dated  June  2,  ordered  thath  the  above  com- 
pany be  wonnd  np.  Blake,  Uncoln'a-lnn-flelda;  agent  for  Moaa  ft 
Go.  Kingston  npon-HuIl,  solicitors  for  the  petitkuien. 

Sanderson's  Patents  Aasoeiation  (Limited). — Vice  Chanoellor  Hallna 
has,  by  an  order  dated  Jane  2,  ordered  that  the  above  aasoeiation  be 
wonnd  up.    RoSoy.  Old  Jewry,  solicitor  ibr  tbe  petiliODer. 

Union  Engineering  Company  (Limited).— Vioe  Cbanoellor  Malins  has, 
by  an  order  dated  June  I,  ordered  that  the  voluntary  winding  np  of 
the  above  company  be  continued  subject  to  the  snpervition  of  the 
Conrt.    Sharp,  Greaham  House,  aolicitora  tor  the  petitioner. 

SraaMaaiia  or  ConwALi. 
FaiDAT,  Jnne  9,1871. 
Reperry  Tin  and  Copper  Mtning  Company  (Limited).— Petition  Ibr 
winding  up,  presented  June  6,  directed  to  he  heard  before  the  Vice 
Warden  at  Prlnoe's  Uall,  Truro,  on  Monday,  June  19  at  12.  Ad- 
davits  iotended  to  be  used  at  tbe  hearing  in  oppoailien  to  the  petition 
most  he  Sled  at  the  Registrar's  oflDee,  Trnro,  on  or  before  Thnndsy, 
Jnne  1&,  and  notice  thereof  must  at  the  same  time  be  given  to  the 
petitioner.  Ills  solicitors,  or  their  agents.  Gregorv  ft  Co,  Bedfbrd- 
Tow  i  agenta  fbr  Hodge  ft  Co,  Tmro,  aolicitoni  Itor  the  petitioners. 

friendly  Soeisties  DiasolTCd. 

FaiDAT,  Jnne  9,  1871. 
SOtley  Friendly  Society,  Bngle  Inn ,  Botley,  Hants.    Jane  7. 
Onditors  under  Estatts  in  Chaatsry 

Zatt  Day  of  Proof. 

FaiDAT,  June  9, 1871. 

Bird,  John,  Glaasonby,  Camberland.    Jnly  S.    BM  v  Oront,  M.B. 

Harriion,  Penrith 
Brown,  Edwd  Ensebius,  Wednesbary,  Staflord,  Cnmaeroial  (3ei4c.    July 

7.    Kndaono  Morrice,V.C.  Malins.    Field.  New-Inn, Strand 
Gamphm,  Rlchd.  Denmark-bill,  Camberwell,  Baq.    JnlyS.    Anderson e 

Read,  V.C.  WIckens.    De  Jersey  ft  Micklem,  Orasham-at  West 
Cooke,  :Sarah  Fletcher,  Sslford,  Laocathire,  Widow.    Jnly  S.    Wtiltaker 

V  Goodwin,  M.R.  Uyers,  Mancb 
Gatley,  Alfred,  Rome,  Sculptor.    Jnly  7.    Oraa  *  Qatley,  V.C.  Malins. 

Hand,  Maccle-field 
Hill,  Lucy,  Hnndleby,  Lincoln,  Widow.    Jnly  1.    Cross*  Bill,  V.C. 

Wlckena.    Tbimbleby  ft  Son,  Spiiaby 
Hopkinson,  Geo,  Wotlon,  Gloucester,  Esq.      July  8.     Hopltliuoa  v 

Hopkinson,  MR.  Whitcombe.  Glonoestsr 
Johnson,  Robt  Hy,  Vicar  of  Claybcooke,  Leieastar.    July  10.    Wilkin- 
son «  Wood,  V.O.  WIekeos.    Cann  Nottingham 
Scartb,  By,  Barnes,  Surrey,  Esq.   June  26.    Dancer  »  H  Ji'a  Attoraey- 

Oeneral.  V.O.  Malina.    Robinson,  Jsrmyn-at 
Tbarp,  John,  Froxfleld,  Southampton.    Jnne  28.    Flah  >  BiTsra,  V.C. 

Wickena.    Adams,  Alresibrd 
Truppo,  Cosmo,  Hadlow-st,  Gent.    Jnna  21.    Cladc  •  Johnson,  VJO. 

Wickens.    Pike  ft  Son,  Old  Burlington-al 
Whitaker,  Jaa,  Balford,   Lancaahirs.    Jnly  8.    Whitaker  •  Goodwinr 

M.R.   Myers,  Manch 
Wilklua,  John  Wm,  Lincoln's-inn,  BarristsiHit.(aw.    Wilklns  «  WOkins, 

V.O.  MsUns.    Fry  ft  Otter,  Bristol 

TuasDAT,  Jnne  13, 1(71 
Ayers,  John  Wigg,  Uagwood,  Norfolk,  Esq.   JulyS.    Barrett  *  Ayeiir 

V.C.  Wickens.    Bmeiaon  ft  Sparrow,  Norwieb 
Bartlett,  Cbas  Norton,  Bletchington  Grounds,  Oztord,  Fanur.    Jnly  7. 

Bartlett  vTanner.  M.R.  Mallam, Ozftml 
Blundstone,  Wm,  Darby.    July  14.    Morris  «  Bagley,  V.C.  Wlokena. 

Haywood,  Darby 
Balac,  Edwd  Peter,  Jewin-crescent,Crinplagate,0«at.  Jnly  8.   Francis 

«  Braithwaite,M.B.  Braithwaiie,  Onildford^t .  Rasaeli-sq 
Megglnson,  Ingieby,  Scarborough,   Tork,  Gent.     Jnly  S.     Wood  • 

Megginaon,  V.C.  Maliaa.    Prescod  ft  Wood,  Tork 
Nibbs,  Geo   Langford,  FIddington,  Somerset,  Esq.     July  6.    Nibba  • 

Evered,  V.C.  Malias.  Hewitt,  Nicholaa-Une,  Lombard-at 
Seymour,  Rev  Fras  Payne,  Eaat  Leigh,  Southampton,  Rector  of  Havant. 

July  10.    Seymour  v  Williama,  V.u.  Malbia.    Oliver  ft  Sona,  Caray-st, 

Lincoln's-inn 

Creditors  under  S2  ft  98  Viot   e»f.  88. 
Uut  Day  of  Claim. 
FaiDAT,  Jnne  9,  1871. 

Berkefeld,  Wm,  Fsnchnrch-st.    July  30.    Onmp,  PhUpot-lane 
Borradaile.  Jane,  Carl Ule,  Widow.    July  li.    Wright,  Oarliale 
Burgess,  John ,  Keene's-row,  Walworth,  Gent.    Juysl.    Oovsr,  King 
Wllliam-at 
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CUn,  Tobii  Hr,  Bunion,  StaflM,  Omt.     Jane  M.     HoUiadiMa, 

Tanatftll 
Cookw,  John,    EaUnf,  MMdMHx,  Qot.     8«t  I.    Itald.  LMadnt- 

E^^'^kS,  OkmcaMer,  Widow.  Anf  1.  WMoo*  fc  Biddilira, 
Gloaeetter  _         __     „,„        . 

Oorer,  John,  New  Keat-rt.*"].    JnlyM.    «•<»".  KlwWUa«a-jt 

Banuge.Muj  Ana,  Onmponnd,  Oornmll,  VIAow.  Jnlr  10.  SbilKni 
ft  Ce,  St  An»t«ll  .       ,     „ ^  __  .  ^ 

Hope.  BobtWaUli,  Brixton,  SnMex,  Iiq.    Ang  1.    Ckurett,  Daanhtj- 

•t.  Hecklenbargl>-iq  .  ,     ,.  _,_.     ,. 

nowell,  Geo,  Upper  Redbfook,  Xonmontli,  Eaq.    Jaly  10.  Winter  * 

Menle,  Newnhui  _         _  ^  .  „    .  . 

Knatchbnll,  Wm  Fru,  Balnngton,  Somamt,  Xiq.    Oct  1.  MtAVt 

Look,  His,  Morwtch,   Widow.     July  »1.     Brighten,  BiihoiiK»to-»» 

Newman,  John,  Bone  Hamlet,   Eaex,  Miller.     July  11.     Wlttejr, 

Feecock,   Su«h,  Aatlejr,   Woroe«t«r,   Spimter.     Jn^  »1.     Pudoa, 

Kuiell,  Dame  Louisa  Anne  FraaUand,  Thlrklebr-pk,  Toik,  Widow. 

Aog  I,   Dnnster,  HenrletU-at,  Carendlih-eq  _„,^_    ..™„, 

Sker.  Snaaell,  Longfoid,  GloacMter,  Ocat.    An«  1.    WDtons  *  Biddl- 

ftird,  QlonoMter 
Stocker,  Ber  Chas  Wm,  Dnjrcot-le-Moon,  StaAnd.    Ang  I.  Ooreidale 

*  Oo,  Bedford-row  „        .     «,.  .. 

'niieman,Joeeph,  Timbildiie-Wella,  Kent,  bq.    Sept  6.    Thomis  k 

HoUams,  Mindng-lane 

TsuDATi  June  IS.im. 
Adama,  Thoa,  Sbiphaai,  SomenM,  Ueenied  Vletaaller,    Jons  SO. 

Parker,  Axbridge  _    .  .  ,     ,, 

Archer,  SamI  Wm.  Chealarfoid-ter,  SUoleT-rd,  Haekner.    July   »■ 

Bartholomew,  Ladtooke-nroTe,  NottiaK-bill  _  ^,.  , 

Archer,  Wm  Jas,  Uare-it,  Hackuey,  Watchmaker.    July  U.    Bartholo- 
mew, Ludbroke-grore,  Notting-tiUl  _    , 
Attileid,    Wm,  Walworth-rd,   Leather  Cutter.      July   10.     Bayler 

Alderahot  _  ..^  _  ,;. 

Awdaa.  Jai.  ShelBeld,  Sboeinf  Smith.    Ang  IS.    Fretaon,  Shsfflela 
Baaden,  Mary,  Plymoaih,  Deron,  Widow.  July  IS.    Cowlard,  Lln- 

colnVinn-tteida 
Betham.Wm,  UacoIii,0«nt.    Ang  IS.    Hebb,Uneoln 
BIbby,  Kobt,  [.amaiah,  Eaaei.  Farmer.    July  3).    Baaaom,  Sudbniy 
Bowgla.  John,    Sontbtown,  Snaolk,  Oant.     June    S4.     Dirar,  Ot 

Tarmooth 
Brearley,  Hannah,  Uy  Moor,  Oolear,  Tork,  Widow.  July  SS.  Bamsdsn, 

Hndderefield  _ 

Bryant,  Wm,  Pretton  FlDcknett,  Someraet,  Xaomaa.    JnlyM.   WatU, 

YeoTll  .     __ 

Cawaeo,Saffll,Salfnd,LaDcaaKire,  Wholesale  Batehw.  July  SI.   Brett 

&  Oo,  Slanch  .     „.,,..- 

Chattertoo, Ella,  Nastwich,  Chester, Spinater.    Angl.    lltddockftCo, 

Nantwieh 
Craawell,  WsiLeoHml,Nottti«bam,  Warahonaeman.    JolySI.    Caaa, 

NotlinghBm 
Dngmore,  John,  Birm,  Shawl  fc  Mantle  Dealer.    Joly  1>.    T>sdaU  m 

Co,  Birm 
Gamble,    Thoa,    ShclCeld,    Steel   Manolaotnrer.     Joly   >l.      Wake, 

Sheffleld 
Oibbs,  Hary  Ann,  The  Qron,  Hackney.  July  IS  .    HHIs  ft  Loekysr, 

Bmnswick-pl,  dty-rd  _ 

tliahsme.  Thoe,  Lcamlsgtgo,  Warwick,  Biq.    Ang  >1.    Wilde  ft  Co, 

ColloKe-hUl 
Bale,  Geo  Peter,  Acton,  Cheater,  Eaq.     Aag  1.     ICaddook  ft  Co. 

Nantwieh 
Ball,  Wm.  Paoltona-aii,  Chalaea,  Gent.    July  10.    Lee  kOo.  Liacolr's- 

inn-delda 
Lowman,  EUa,   Sorblton,   Snrrey,   Widow.     Jnly  SS.     Sole  k   Co, 

Aldermanbary 
MaetaTish.Wm,  Fort  Garry,  Canada,  GoTenor.    Sept  9.    Barnard  k Co, 

Lancaiter-pl,  SItand 
Meal,  John,  Linganla,  in  Slaithwaite,  York,  Dyw.    Jnly  «.    Banuden, 

Bnddentleld 
Horrla,  David,  Manch,  MOl  Vainer.    Jnly  31.    Brett  ft  Co,  Ibnoh 
Newby,  Jaa,  Amhlealde,  Weatmorsland,  .Draper.     Jaly  I.      Hottoo, 

Eaodal 
Nickaon,  Isaac,  Leeds,  Painter.    Ang  SI.    CranswUk,  Leada 
Pvna.  Sophia,  Harper-Bl,  Bed  Lion-aq.    Ang  I.    Oairstt,  Donghty-st, 

Medtlenburgh-aq 
Plarey, Nathan,  Tork, BaiMer.    Sept  I.    Walker, Tork 
Fostle,  Edwd,  Schloas  Herblingen,    SchaShanaen,  Swtlaarland,  Esq. 

July  lA.    Benaly,  Norwich 
BadclUre,  Jaa,  West  Derby,  nr  Ifool,  Gent    Jnly  10.     Uoiecroft, 

Lpool 
Bnaaell,  Dame  Loniaa  Maris  Oldnall,  Chsltanham,  Oloaceeter,  Widow. 

Aogl.    Wight,  Dndley 
Scorer,Wm,  Royal  Exehange-bldga,  Notary  Pnblie.    JidySl.    Wfaitar, 

StSwitbbiVlaae 
Taylor,    ElUa,  Crewe,    Cheater,  Widow.    Aug   I.     Maddaek  ft  Co, 

Nantwieh 
Taylor,  John,  Bock,  Hnddersfleld,  Cloth  Haanlwtnrer.      July  St. 

Bamaden,  Undderafleid 
Taylor,  Saml,  Sonthport,  Lancaahtn,  Oant.   Sept  9.    Btlgga  ft  Bailey, 

Bolton-leHoora 
Tharme,  Ellen,  Albrighton,  Salop,  Spinater.    July  15.    Biley,  WolTsr- 

hampton 
Thomson,  John,  Rockhampton,  Qoeansland,  Coomiaalon  Agent.      Ang 

14.     Wood  dc  SilUek,  Bradktd 

Banknipti. 

Fbidat,  Jane  9,  1871. 

Under  the  Bankraptor  Act,  1869. 

Creditors  mnst  forward  their  pnob  of  debts  to  the  Ragistrar . 

To  Sarrender  in  LoDdoa. 

Cohen,  By,  Honndsditch,  Fancy  Warehooaeman.    Pet  Jose  C,   HaaUtL 

Jane  SO  at  II 


To  Sonaadar  la  the  Omaor. 
I,  Jaa  rmii.  ahcOald.  Britaaaia  Melal  Maanhelmr.  PMIne  L 

Wake.    SheOMd,  Jnae  SI  at  1 
Baeon,  J.  W.,  Brigg,  UbcoIb,  Oonuaon  BrewB.    Pel  lam  i.   litii. 

Ot  Orimaby,  June  S4  at  11 
Cralghton,  wm,  Crewe,  Oiester,  Bakar.  Pet  Jons  1.  Broegldm.  Cim, 

Jnae  SS  at  IS 
Denham,  Wm  Hempeon.  SoBthsea.  Haata,  8ai|eon.   Pat  Jane  i.  Bal- 
lard.   Portamonth,  JaneSOat  12 
Harbf<dga,IsabeUa,  Lpool,  Can Owaar.     PstJsnei.    Bin.    Ifoii, 

June  s«  at  S 
Hntehinaon,  Ann,  Maaoh,  Stattener.    PMJaaaT.   Kaj.  Ksiek,Ius 

SS  at  9.S0 
Knaggs,  John,  Mstbrton,  Tork,  TaQn.    Pet  Jane  7.    PUD^  Ba»- 

aton-apan-Holl,  Jnne  SI  at  11 
Knight,  Wm.  Staitnd,  Tinman.     Pat  Jobs  S.     SpiUbny.   SaM, 

Jnae  SS  at  IS 
Laekin,  Edwd,  Lnrgaahall.  Saaaaz,  Facaar.    Pet  Joae  «.  bnM. 

Brighten,  June  ST  at  II 
Nteholson,  John,  Sheffield,  Cntlecy  Maanbetarer.    Pet  Jiaal.  tita. 

SheAeld.  Jnne  31  at  I 
PetitJean,  Wm  Hy,  Hsnch,  Merchant.     Pat  Jnae  7.    JMm.  Uaci, 

Jnne  SI  at  II 
Bayoe,  Edwd  Fletcher,  Boehampton,  Surrey,  Gent.     Pet  Jmi.  fi)- 

loaghby.    Wandaworth,  June  N  at  10.M 
Baynor,  Robt,  Bnrbage,  Derby,  Oroeer.  Pet  Jane  7.  Byde.  luira, 

Jon*  23  at  IS 
Rowland,  John,  Wrexham,  DeaMgh,  Brawer.     Pet  Jaie  t.  M, 

Wrazham.  Jane  SI  at  S 
Byder,  John,  Fiodebam,  Cheater,  Proriaion  Dealer.  Pat  Jmt  i-  KM 

aon.    Warringtoa,  Jnae  *S  at  II 
Shaw,  Wm  Edwd,  Xaoelesleld,  Cheater,  Dr^er.     Pet  Joae  t.    M 

Maoeleafleld,  Jnne  SI  at  IS 
Summers,  Thoa,  Bamaley,  Tork,  Rope  Mannfaftonr.  Fat  JantT.  Bn; 

Bamaley,  Jane  SS  at  1 1 
Whilley,  Fredk.  Braoford,  Tork,  Woolllarier.    Pet  Jane  1.  ktt«>< 

Bradford,  June  SO  at*  J 

WiddaU,  Thoa,  Liula  BirebaB,  Staflgcd,  8Uk  Maankctmer.  MJbsI 

Mair.    Maeele<fleld,JaneSSatlS  ! 

Williama,  Rebecca,  I900I,  Draper.    Fat  June  7.    Bime.   IptoLta 

30at2 
Wood,  Jaa,  Nottin^iam,  Hair  Nel  Haantaetarer.  Pet  Jnae  t.  htM 

Noitin^iam,  Jaly  4  at  IS 

TrasDAi,  Jona  U,  U71. 
Under  the  Buikra{>t(7  Act,  1869. 
Ctaditon  moat  ftarward  th^r  proob  of  debta  to  the  BaiMiai. 
To  Surrender  la  London. 
CUdley.  Sydney,  Qneoi  Yietula-st,  Sidicitor.  Pet  Jsaa  7.  SfriirBl 

Jane  S9  at  II 

To  Snmnder  in  the  Cooatry. 
Appleby,  Fraa,  Scaitoroogb,  Tack,  lankeapar.    Pet  Jsae  U.  Ttetf 

Soarborongh,  Jnly  I  at  3 
Aapden,  John,  Hanch,  Baker.     Pet  Jnae  9.    Kay.    Haaeb,)ail 

at  10 
Bailey,  Arthur  Berristed,  Fulahaw,  Cheshire.  LIceaaed  VktasDai.  R 

Jnne  ».    Kay.    Manch,  Jnne  S9  at  9.30 
Beanrean,  Thoa.  Preeton,  Laoeaahire,  Baker.      Pel  June  t  U* 

Preston,  Jane  S4  at  II  . 

Bradley,  Geo,  Kiagatcn-oa-ThaiiiM,  Soirey,  Boilder.  PM  Jaat*.  N 

Kingaton,  ilnly  6  at  S 
Bollen,  Joaeph,  fc  By  Bnllen,  Lpool,  Brewers.     Pat  Jnne  II. 

Lpool,  Jnly  4  at  S  .. 

Daviea,  Wm ,  TIbberton,  Salop,  Proriakn  Dealer.    Pat  Jsaa  7.  M 

Madeley,  Jnne  S«  at  IS  ^ 

Daw,  SamI,  Chariton  ntipaina,  Deron,  Bnteher.    PMJsai.    >m 

Exeter,  June  S4  at  10  ^ 

Hawkins,  Fredk,  Billaida,  Upper  Norwood.  BniUar.    M  Jaat  1  M 

land.    Croydon,  June  St  at  II  ^ 

RawUna,  Geo,  St  Anbyn-rd,  Upper  Norwood, BaOder.  PMJMi.  ■■ 

lud.    Croydon,  June  S(  at  1 1 
Johnaoo,  Wm,  iXnrer,  Kant,  Balhnaker.  Pst  Jnae  S.  CaUanr-  (W 

bmy,  June  SI  at  1 1  ._ 

Lewera,  Wm,  Salford,  LaneaaWre,  Flour  Dealer.     Pet  Jtait   Vm 

Salltaid,  Jnae  S8  at  19.80  ,    . 

Maatera,  Thoa  By,  Lpool,  Oonm  Merehaat.  Pat  Jona  T.  Him.  If" 

July  3at  s  _, 

NIabett,  Jaa  Meade,  CUtton,  Bristol,  CleA  in  Holy  Olden.  MJw 

Bariey.    Briatul,  June  St  at  IS  , 

Wadaworth,Jaa,Manck,Batehar.    PatJuat.    Kay.   HaA,Iia> 

at  9.80 

BANKRUPTCIES  ANNULLED. 
FbiMT,  Jaae  9, 1171. 
MUar,  Wm  Robertaon,  Birm,  Hay  raotar.   Kay  M 

TraasAT,  June  IS,  1871. 
Bmton,  Dam,  Bmnawiek-aq.,  no  ocaapaiiaB.  Jaaat  , 

Dnncalfe,  Geo  Chereley,  Albrighton,  gain.  Coal  Marehaat.  Jami 
Ellingworth,  Wm,  West  TUbuy,  Eatex,  Cattle  Dealer.  Mali  M 

Uqatdatioii  by  AxTtagimmt. 

FIRST  MEETINas  OF  CRXDITOBS. 
FaissT,  June  9,  1871. 
Aaton,  Thoa. Manch,  Milk  Dealer.     JnaeSSatS,°at  eOas^Wk 
Boyer,  Braaennoee  at, Manch  ^  .mi 

Andcewa,  Geo,  ChickereU,  Dorset,  Bnttfaer.    Jans  14at  3Jka« 
Junction  Bolal,  Dwrcheater  _hj 

Aimiatead,  Joaephna  BoUin.  Kcdeehill.  Torii,  Iloeimamr    J"*** 
U.  atoffleeaofTerryfcBobtnm,MariMtat,Bn«iid_     ^_^ 


Beckett,  Mary  Ann,  Alpha  rd.  New  Cnaa,  out  «*  *■*••■•    *2to 
S,  at  offlcea  of  Treheme  A  Wolierscaa,  Ironaoogsr  ■^^^'^fSj 

Ba;liir,Wm,  Manch,  Leather  Dealer.     jnneM  at  It,  et«k>  <■!" 
Chapel  lane,  BnuUord  ,,^,.,i 

Baxter,  Geo,  Bwaaaea,  Glamorgsa,  Bookaeller.    Jane  u  at  ^  *  » 
tt  Oavtea,  Rutland  at,  Swansea 
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tt,  U*<.  Booth  It,  iMnlMth,  Oen  Oetlar.   Jan«  16  at  3,  >t  o&e(i 
BUKa  t  WuhtactcD.  Trlnltjr  Mb  Sonthwvk 

Bwa,  UiMtter,  Flmnber.   Jnna  13  st  I,  at  offlea  of  Ovatoo, 
lu<,Uitat«r 
ra,  Wo,  Wlnleitonrna  Stoke,  WUti,EviBar.    JanaMat  1*,  attha 
hlia  Htft  Hold,  SalisbiuT.    Whatman 

tJolio,mittUonet,ni«hlolam,  UeanaedTlotaallar,    JnneM 
I,  tc  oOco  o<  Waltar,  uaorga  at,  Xanalaa  hooaa 
i,G<oD>moa,Daal,  Kent,  Unan  Drepar.     JooeSl  atll.attlia 
rfit  IxOuatt  Bold,  Daal.    Drew 

mill,  Wai,  Tonatan,  Stailbrd,  Joanarnun  Potter.     Jnne  16  at  1, 
tan  <t  Akoek,  OddanliUI,  ar  TanataU 

no,  loupb,  Much,  Baataorant  Keeper.     Jane  19  at  1,  at  oOea  of 
n(,Cn>ait,II*ach 

ir,  Bai4,  Banilcr.  Lancaaliire.  Maaa«er.    Jima  11  at  S,  at  oOloea^ 
lUwata  fe  Whittam,  Onnerad  at,  Baralay 
I,6ao  WhMnK.  Ue  gieen,  Kent,  Veteriaarr  Sargeon.     Jane  M  at 
tllMTImi'aHeadlmi,  Lea  green.    Farley,  Oanteitarjr 
[,  Joba,  MMdleaboraDgh,  Tork,  Draper.    Jane  19  at  11,  at  aOoea  of 
mar  k  Oo,  SAthn  at,  Wddleaboreagh.     Dobaon,  Klddleaberoogh 
.WnUamUTn,  Hill  Oroome,  Woroeater,  Clerk  lnB(drOrdera. 
M  n>t  II,  at  oOoea  of  Oorbett,  ATenne  hooaa,  Tbe  Croaa,  Worceatar 
■bfi,  Wa,  New  Bret,  Dorbam,  Orooer.     Jnne  IS  at  3,  at  (ha 
r<Ho<el,Ne«eaatle-npoa-T]ma.    Mardian,  Dnrham 
lifi,  EUea,  Htth,  Wifan,  Lanoaahlre,  Draper.     Jnne  II  at  II,  at 
»  of  Leaa,  Kinx  at,  Wigan 

iBiei,  H;,  Bedford,  Oant.     Jane  18  at  11,  at  offloaa  of  Whrlef  * 
a,  Diaa  Alice  at,  Bedford 

la,  rrai,rarklana,  Fleoadinj,  Dlnlng-n>om  Keeper.    JoiySatS, 
Men  of  Ifaib  A  Go,  SnOblk  lane,  Cannon  at 
Joba,  Edwd  Jonea  Ebba  *  Joaeph  Ebba,  Korthwtek  tar,  MtMa 
iBaflders,    JnneM  at  3,atolBee  of  Lewiak  Co,  Old  Jewry 
(.Joiqib,  Latoa,  Bedfcrd.  Batoher.    Jnne  Mat  3,  at  the  Swan 
ial,Lai(btpB  Bnnaid.     ScargUL  Lnton 

Wm,  Boekbmat  hfll,  Eaaix,  Fronaion  Merehant.    Jnne  11  at  4,  at 
wofChaWaftOo,  Olement^lana.    Stnbbe,  Eaatoheap 
■t,  Tbea  Joaaph,  Lpool,  Artlat    Jane  37  at3,at  olBoaaofDnke* 
k;.  CanaMcce  cfaambara,  Loid  at,  Lpool 

ly>ni(laa,  Eaat  Ketford,  Nott^  Ooacb  Bailder.    Jnna  13  at  II,  at 
wUta  Bart  Hotel,  Bridge  at.  Beat  Batford.    Mea  k  Co,  Seat  Bet- 
ter, Joaesh,Bathnal  green  rd.  Batcher.    Jnne  16  at  1,  at  offloaa  of 
lBe,Be*Khall  at.    SoMe,  Baaioghall  at 
Mi,  By,  Boraham,  Snaaex,  Bnlldar.     Jane  16  at  3,  at  the  Ung^ 
IBMel, Bonham.  Dnbol8k0riffltba,Ctaarchpaaaage,C>aUdhaU7d 
Mk,  TluL  Haatinga.  Soaaex,  Falatar.    Jane  II  at  S,  at  the  lm> 
■I  Ohik,  CntaHor  a^  Chanceiy  laaa.    PhUbrkk,  Haatlogi 
M,  Jeba,  Eaitboanie,  Snaaex,  Bonder.    Jnne  M  at  II,  at  the 
auU  CMbe  honea,  Qreaham  at     Ccta,  Baatboama 
.AB,  Mdkibam,  Wllta,  Botcher.     JnneW  at  II,  at  the  Bear 
ICUppeabam.    Bawltnga,  Helkaham 
■V,  Bltb  at,  WhIlecbapel,  Qaafltter.     Jnljr  4  U  S,  at  oOcea  of 

t  Awnatoa,  AlUon  ter.  The  Orora,  Hanuieramltb,  Baker. 
»  at  I,at  oflleee  of  Hilleary  ft  TaoataU.  fboehoreb  Udga 
■tb,  Jcoeph  Johnaon,  Sooth  Sialda,  Dorham,  Bloekmaker. 
aatl,atofficea  ofUaxwellft  Moore,  Market  pi,  Sonth  Shlelda 
Wa,  Birm,  Sargeon.  Jnne  23  at  IS,  at  offloea  of  Powell,  Claren- 
Maten,  Tampla  at,  Blrm 

I  Alei,  Unuer'a  wharf.  Bell  Water  gataw  Woolwloh,  Coal  Her- 
;  JBaenatS,atofiaeaofLtnklatarkOo,  Walbrook 
n,Thoa,  Bndlbrd.  Tork,  Boot  Maoolhetarar,     Jooe  13  at  3,  at 
bckHaia  Hotel.  BlaekfrUia  bridgr,  Maiieh.    Baigraaraa 
Saad,  Wella,  Somenet,  Wheelwright     Jona  M  at  11,  at  oOeea 
Mi.wia 

.Mm,  bater.  General  Dealer.    Jona  IT  at  II,  at  the  White 
hB,8tSMwella.    Flood,  Kzeter 

Wm  Boiaoe  WUhy,  wella  at,  Whttedupel,  JoaiDerman  Car- 
r.  Jnne  19  at  3,  at  oBaea  of  Holmea  ft  Hohnea,  Flnabory  pi, 

«a,  Edwd,  Bonthaea,  Uanta,  Batoher.     Jona  16  at  3,  at  office  of 

4Baanit,Portsea 

Uf,  Batb,  Someraet,  Tobaccoolat.     Jona  14  at  3,  at  oOeaa  of 

nbr,  Joba  at,  Frone 

I,  Wm,  Swanaea.  GHamorgan,  Uceoaed  Vlctnaller.     Jane  19  alf 

oOoMofneld  ft  Hooe,  Moant  at,  Swanaea 

<i>><H7noa,Sbebbear.  DcToo,  Maaoo.    Jnne  H  at  11,  at  efBoea 

obam.  High  at,  Bamauple 

to.  Babt,  Bolton,  Lancaahire,  Ironfoondar.     Jnoa  11  at  1,  at 

•f  Brier,  Ibwdaley  at,  Belton 

Mai,  Orchard  at,  Fortman  aq,  Coadunaker.     Jona  M  at  3,  at 

>mat,FDrtmaaaq,    Scott,  Sonth  aq,<}ra7^  tain 

(ieo.  ()aeen  at,  Brompton,  Fmlterer.     Jane  IS  at  1,  at  oSca  of 

.«» inn.  Strand 

Batxfe  Wm  Martin,  Lpool,  Grocara.    Jane  13  at  3,  at  offlce  of 

cbtal.  Cunbridge  chambera.  Lord  at,  Lpool.     Nordon,  Lpool 

I,  Wm  Albert,  Walaall,  Staftrd,  Fnmttare  Dealer.     Jnne  11  at 

wee  of  Green,  Waterloo  at,  Birm 

I  Tboa,  Haneh,   Builder.    June  17  at  3,  at  offlcea  of  Jcnaa, 

aa*.  Manch 

1^  Jowph.  Winahill,  Derby,  Licenaed  YietoaUar.     Jnne  21  at 

Pee  of  WllHm.  Gnild  it,  Borton-cn-Trent 

m  Hi,  Grafton  at,  FItiroy  m).  Manager  to  a  Bookbinder.    Jone 

Hlofllcea  o<  Thwaita,  BaslnKhall  at    Oobia,  Baaioghall  at 

■Irau,  Sheffield,  Uoaier.    June  19  at  4,  at  offlcai  of  Sagg,  Fig 

Piibera,  Sheffield 

■t,  Qieaakm,  Oamarroo,  Coal  Dealer.    Jane  11  at  11,  at  the 

M  Ama  Bolel,  Brook  at.  Cheater.     WilUamo,  Parthyranr 

laa,  Batb,  Beer  Retailer.     Jane  24  at  11,  at  offioe  of  Wilton, 

■  it,  <laeeo  aq.  Bath 

^rM.  stJohnV  Woodter,  Nnraerynian.    Jnna  Mat  1,  at  office 

ftEdnarari 

Bya,  Vaneh,  Oenerat  Deder.      Jane  18  at  1,  at  offlcea  of 

|Boaa,Swaa  at,  Manch 

■to,  Balataek,  Boraenet,  Drill  Inatmotor.    Jane  18  at  4,  at 

If  McCactby,  Kins  at,  Frooae 

I  G«n  Cbaa,  Bicbinond,  Surrey,  Compiler  of  Indleea.    Jnly  I  at 

^unke'a  Head  TaTcm,  Vine  yd,  BIchmond.    Rlgby,  Botolph 


Saoadara,  JoaeiA,  Fenlypool,  Xonmoath,  Fmltarar.    Jam  30  at  I,  at 

officaa  of  Uord,  Park  ter,  Pontrpool 
Sehofldd,  Edwin  Arthur,  Bamal^,  Stay  MannfiKtorer.    Jona  M  at  1,  at 

office  at  Earle,  Market  at  Shelndd.    Fmdd,  Bamaley 
Shepherd,  Geo,  Mottlogbam,  Lace  Uanniketanr.    Jane  32  at  11,  at  office 

of  Wood,  Week  day  Croaa,  Market  at,  Nottlngbam 
Smith,  Wm  Manning,  Holbrook,  Soffolk,  Carpentor.     JOM  IT  at  19,  at 

office  of  Poilard,  kt  Lawrence  et  Ipawich 
Stooey,  Thoe,  Warwick,  Fnmitare  Poliaher.  Jane  21  at  II,  at  the  Angel 

Hotel.  Leamington  Prlora.    Snape,  Warwick 
Sweet,  John,  BIdefbrd,  D«von,  Famltnre  Broker.     Jane  14  at  11,  at 

officea  of  Hole  ft  PearU,  Vlllett  at,  Bldeford 
Tarrer,  Wm  Hy,  Eton  College,  Bockinghao,  Aaalatant  Uaatar.     Jane- 

34  at  1 1,  at  office*  of  Barrett,  High  at,  Eton 
Trubahaw,  Jaa,  Bedford  aardena,  Kenalngton,  Architect.     Jona  14  at  1, 

at  offices  of  Chorch  &  Co.  Bedford  row 
Tacker,  Uiohaei  ft  Jeihro  Tucker,  Exeter,  Groeera.     Jooe  11  at  II,  at 

offlcea  of  Harrta  ft  Co,  Gandy  at  chambera  Exeter.    Hooper 
Whltaker,  Wm  By.  Bradford,  Tork,  Tailor.     Jnne  11  at  10,  at  efficee  of 

Hargrearea,  Market  at  Bradford 
Whitehead.  Tboa,  Wbiteharen,  Cumberland.    Jnna  12  at  3,  at  office  of 

Uaaon,  Doke  at.  Whiteharen 
WhIUng,  Saml,  Ewell,  Soney,  Beer  BeUiler.    Jone  M  at  11,  at  the 

Wheslwrigbta*  Anna,  Sonthbrtdge  lane,  Croydon    Bochaoan,  Baaing- 

hdlat 
Wilioo,  Wm,  Aspledore  Station,  Kent,  Higgler.     Jana  13  at  II,  at  the 

Clnqna  Port  Anna  Hotd.  Bye.    Langbam 
Tates,  Wm  ft  Alf  Tatee,  Florence  ter,  Bhephard'a  Boah  rd.  BoUden. 

Jane  II  at  1,  at  office  of  Lamb,  Bedford  row 

ToiaDAT,  Jane  13, 1871. 
Akanheod,  Wm,  BIylb,  Northnmberland,  Oiocar.     Joae  Mat  II, at 

offieei  of  Sewdl,  Grey  at  Neweaatle-npon-^oe 
Bamford,  Geo,  Mrm,  Bailiff.  June  36  at  3,  at  office  of  Beat,  Cdmore  row, 

Blrm 
Banniater,  Ohaa,  Bradfbrd,  Tork,  Grocer.    JonaM  at  10,  atoaoaaof 

AtUaaoD,  Foontalaat,  Bradford.    Lancaatar,  Bradford 
Berrlll,  Geo,  Northaaptoo,  Bnlldar.    Jane  U  at  1,  at  tha  George  Hotd, 

Bitdge  at,  Naftbamptoo.   Moaa 
Bradford,  Dooglaa.  Utehw«h.  Deiiiy,  Joiner.     Joaa  M  at  I,  at  cffioaa  of 
"  "■  it,Dtfby 


Jnna  M  at3,at 


BIigga,Fana^I 
Chambera,  Deal,  Oadby,  Ldeeatar,  cot  of  : 

offieeof  GowddLJon,  HinoUey 
Cooke,  Jaa,  Datarn-newydd  Aberaoeh,  Oamarron,  Yletoaller.     Jnne  14 

at  2.  at  6  Market  at,  Oamarren.    Jonre,  PwIHmU 
Oordingley,  Jaa,  Boltoo,  Lancaahire,  Skipmakar.  Jona  M  at  *,  at  officea 

of  Winder,  Bowker^  row,  Bolton 
Onbtree,  Frank,  Dewabary,  Tork,  Joiner.     Jnna  17  at  3,  at  offlcea  of 

Bdidea  ft  Braoiay,  Leeai  rd,  Dewabnry 
Danka,  Sanil.  Bicm,  Land  Sorreyor.    Jone  M  at  11,  at  offioai  of  Griffin, 

Banneu'a  bill,  Birm 
Daelea,  By,  Owmbnrla,  Swanaea,    Glamorgan,  Llaenaal  TktaaBar. 

JornMat  II.Moffleeof  Morrle,  Batlaad  at,Swwiaea 
Dlzoa,  John.  BradBwd,  Tork,  Iron  Merchant    JanaMatS,ataaaaaof 

Taylor  ft  Co,  PiccadUjy,  Bradford 
Doal,  Wm,  Soothwiek,  Wilta,  Farmer.    Jone  M  at  11,  at  offisa  of  Baw* 

tthga,  SIlTer  at,  Trowbridge 
Djpaoo,  John,  Meltham,  Tork,  Grooar.    Jona  17  at  4,  at  tha  Swan  with 

TwoMeek'ainn,We8tgate,HnddeMllaU.    Booth,  Hdrnflfth 
Xarii  John,  WilladNaoagh,  Kent  Caniar.    Jane  M  U  II,  at  office  of 

Fnrley  A  Oo,  Aahtoni 
Edwarda, Geo,  WhikM^,  Deron. Lkeneed  Vietndlar.    Jma  Mat  II, 

attheFaantdninn,Okehamptan.    Bnrd,  Okehamptoo 
EUla,  Hy,  Rye  lane,  Feckham,  Bnlldar.    Jane  18  at  >,  at  offlcai  of  Poa- 

done,  Jan,  Baymond  bldga,  Gray'a  inn 
Bagland,  Wm,  Aylaabory,  Bockingbam,  Beer  BetaOar.    Jona  17  at  It, 

at  office  of  Clarke.  Bnoktaigham  id,  Aylaabory 
Braae,  Wm  Ferriday,  Lpod,  Coach  Bailder.     July  I  at  II,  at  oOoa  of 

Qibeco  ft  Bolland,  Sooth  John  at,  Lpool .    Anderacn  ft  Oo 
nBher,Wm,  Abtrdara,  Tarem  Keeper.   July  I  at  II,  atthaTtmper- 

ance  hall,  Aberdare.    Linton,  Abardara 
Iteaid,  Tboa,  Bailey,  Tock,  Joiner.    Jone  M  at  3,  at^tha  Boyd  Hotd, 

Dewabary.    Ibkeraon,  Dewabnry 
aarliek,Wm,  Bath,  Timber  Dealer.     JnaeMatll,atoaoa  cCWUton, 

Abbey  Chorehyard,  Bath 
Hall,  Wm,  Seaham  Barbour,  Dnrham,  Bhipownar.     Jnna  30  at  I,  at 

officea  of  Wright,  John  at,  Sanderiand 
Hammond,  Ella  Maiy,  Bad  Oraae  at,  Wholeade  MUUaer.    Jone  14  at  12, 

at  offlce  of  Mardoo,  Newgate  at 
Hampaon,  Wm,  Tranmere,  Cheater,  Stone  Merchant.   June  18  atl,  at 

office  of  Downham,  Market  at,  Birkenheed 
HarTiot,Th<ie,Queen^aaq,Weatmloeter,  Brewer.   Jnne  13  at  3,  at  officea 

of  Sherrard.  Clttford'a  hin 
Harriaon,  John  Cbaa  ft  Wm  Edwarda,  Green'a  ter,  Deplted  rd,  Boihar* 

hithe,  Boildera.  Jane  K  at  13,  at  officea  of  Ford,  Hcotgata  at  Lerer- 

ton,  Blabopagateat  Within 
Hartley.  Geo.  Soyland,  Halilhz,  Tork,  Contractor.     Jnna  IS  at  11,  at 

the  White  Lion  Hold.  Halifax.   Dary 
H».  Alex,  Sbaffidd.  Wine  Merchant   Jnna  31|at  3.  at  offioaa  of  Doyle  ft 

Edwarda,  Carey  at.    Webster  ft  Piokard,  Sheffidd 
HIbbert,  Wm  ft  Andrew  McGuta^  Maoch,  rrintaia.    Jon*  M  at  4,  at 

officee  of  Addieahaw,  King  at  Manch 
Blckey,  Tboa,  Swanaea,  Glamorgan,  TaUor.    Jone  13  at  II,  at  office  of 

Morris,  Rotland  at  Swansea 
Holden,  Howard  Aabton,  Bedfind  aq,  Contractor.    Jane  19  at  II,  at  tb» 

TemJnna  Hotel,  Cannon  st    Edmonds.  Bash  laoe.  Cannon  it 
Holland,  Jaa.  Salford,  Lancuhire,  Baker.    June  19  at  1,  at  offioee  of 

Cobbett  ft  Co,  Brown  at.  Manch 
Hnnett  BenJ  Richard,  Erelyn  at,  Deptibrd,  Carman.    Jane  It  at  1,  at 

office  of  Norton  ft  Co,  Walbrook 
Hnlee,  Tboa.  Wlnsford,  Cheater,  Boat  Builder.     June  30  at  12,  at  offlcea 

of  Jonea.  Princeas  st,  Manch 
Jaekann,  Vincent  Wm,  West  Hartlepool,  Durham,  Chamiat.    Jone  M  at 

at  II,  at  the  Kaslan  Hnwl,  West  Hartlepool 
Jones,  Fredk  Arthnr,  Mtnch,  Juurneyman  Deaigner.    Jnne  24  at  II ,  at 

offlce  of  Hardy,  St  Jamea'a  nq,  Manch 
Lnrd,  Ja.,  Mitre  ct  bldga.  Temple,  Barriater-at'Law.    Jnly  8  at  3,  at 

offices  of  Ltf vrrence  A  Co,  Old  Jewry 
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r.lta  *  WM  Vfahar,  Aberdan,  Gtemocin.  Tnen  »5"- 
jns»itS.atoaM*of  Bun«r4*Oo,  AIMoa  cliaaben,  BriMoL 


!«■•,  Wa,  DnlutaB,  SteflgrS,  ProrUon  Doalar.    Jons  IT  U  *,  at 

«Aen«rOlonr.PvlEit,VaIun  _      ..       ^    „ 

I,^,  JofeB.  Rnthin,  Danbigh,  PnbUan.     JnnalTBt  llatthe  Qnam  > 

Mnva,  John  Adama,  at  Yarmonth.  RorMk.  Batebar.  JnacMat  It, 

•taSeiiOlWIltditae,  Begem  at.  GtTannoath 
Moaa,  Tboa,  Lpool,  Book  Keeper.    Jnae  39  at  S,  at  ofBce  of  Mordon, 

Ctak  at,  Laool 

Momtala,  Jaa  Loogataff,  Sbeffleld. oat  orborineai.     June  11  at  II, U 

oOee  of  Turner,  Market  at,  SbeflleU  „  .  ■•    . 

OMM,  Jobg,  Bandtvorth  Voodheoae,  Tork,  ararer.   Jane  3T  at  H,  at 

offlea  ofTaakar  k  Sana,  Iloith  Chnnfli  at.  ShcOald.     Qee, Gheatar- 

fiald 

Fomitn«7,Biolid  John,  Amblecota,  Stafford,  Oroesr.     Jane  Mat  IO.M, 

atomeeaofWaU.Unioochaniben,  atonrteJdge  ,.     .  __       ^ 

Ititehtrd,  Wm,  nynooth,  Deron,  Draper.     JnneMat  ll,at  oOeea  of 

ElwortliT  *  Co,  Conrtenar  at,  Hymoath  ....__ 

BaleHft,  Wm,  Freatoa,  LancaaUre,  Beersellar.     Jane  16  at  1 1,  at  oOee 

or  Monia,>brket  at.  Charley  «^      .    .  _«        ,„ 

Beede,8ainlTlioa,I«oolCainmAgenL     Jane  2(atS,at  oaeeaofFor- 

raat.  Fenwiek  at,  m>oo1  .        .     . ._ 

Roblnaoa,  Aaron,  8anderland,  Oarbam,  Ballder.    Jane  14  at  1,  at  offlee 

erBeU,Lambtonit,8imderl«nd  ,       _».,....„ 

R  obinaoa,  Joaepb,  I«ngt*n,  Staflbrd,  Tailor.    Jane  »  at  8,  at  the  Home 

Trade  AMoelatlonroonia,  York  at,  llanoh.    Sale  »  Co,  JIaneh 
Bofcen.  Jaa,jan,  Notttngbam.  Flamber.    Jane  M   at  11,  at  offlee  of 

Stanpaon,  Hank  ehambui,  Nettlngham  .       ^. 

Roaenben.  Ily,  Bognor,  Saiaei,  Seboolmaster.    Jane  Mat  2,  at  the 

Oarraftit Hotel.  Bvgnor.    Salaman.  St  Switbin'a  lane   ,       „      . 

Badge,  Saml  HoUowsr.  Langtoa.  StafflonJ,  Tobacoonlat.    Jane  M  at  », 

atthe  Ball'aHead<nn,IIarketpl,  Uaoelaafleld.     Cooper,  Oongletoa 

8eDtai.Wm,Leptin,  York.  Farmer.    Jane  19  at  11,  at  the  County  Conrt, 

Haodenfleld.    Freeman 
8kMniare,Fredk.PnneeaEnd,Staabid,  UeenaadVletaaUer.    Jane  Mat 

«.  at  offlee  of  Bo«ea,  Meant  Fleaiant,  BOatoa 
Sklngle,  Jabcz,  Fltxroy  rd,  Begent'i  Park  rd.  Lite  Aiannnoe  Agent. 

Jane  16  at  8.  at  offlee  of  Peterley,  Baalnghall  it 
Sparka,  Robt  ft  Ch«»  Barber.  Gabnlngton,  Somenet,  Tallow  Ohandlen. 

Jane  M  at  11.J0,  at  89  Broad  at,  Briatol.    Trenchard,  Twuten 
Stalker,  H7,  PiOToat  at.  City  rd,  Horier.    July  «  at  8,  at  office*  of  Baton, 

Oolenuux  at 
Sandltard,  Jaa,  Chalkaola  green,  Kent,  Oaipnter.    Jane  18  at  3,  at  N 
Caatle  at.  Defer.    Mintar,  Folkeatone  ..... 

Sterenaon,  Jaa,  Lirerpool  at.  Walworth,  oat  of  bnataieM.    Jane  18  at  3, 

ateffleea  of  BlekUn  k  WaaUngton.  Trinity  iq,  Soathwark 
Thompaon,  Thoa,  WaUlngborangh,  Northampton,  Shoe  Manataetnrer, 
Jane  17  at  8.80,  at  the  Hind  Hotel,  VeUtaigborongh.     Becke,  North- 

TeiS^M,  Oeo  Withnall,  Aahbonme,  Darby,  Attomey-at-Uw.    Jme 

n  at  II,  at  the  Green  Man  inn,  Aahbonme.  Wilaon,  Bartoa-on-Trent 
Watt,  John  Ohaa,£irBi,  Iran  Beditead  Mannfaetarar.    Jane  18  at  II,  at 

oOcea  of  Cottrell.  Newhall  it.  Birm  ,        „ 

WUion,  WU  Nataon  *  Hagh  WUion,  Manch,  Calico  Printon.    June  » 

at  8,  at  the  Clarence  Hotel,  Spring  garden*,  Manch.  Hampaon,  Manch 
Weaeaaoft,  Geo,  Weat  Gorton,  nr  Manch,  Bootmaker.    Jane  IS  at  8,  at 

oOceaoCSnttoa  ft  Elliott,  Brown  at,  Manch 


GBESHAM     LIFE    ASSURANCE    SOCOISTY, 
87,  OLD  JEWRY,  LONDON,  E.C. 
SOUCITORS  are  inrited  to  introdnee,  on  behalf  of  their  ellenta,  Pro- 
poaals  ftir  Loana  on  Freehold  or  Leawhold  Property,  ReTcnions,   Uh 
Intenati,  or  other  adeqaate  aecarltiea.  ,„     . 

Fropoaala  may  be  made  in  the  fint  Inatanee  according  to  the  MIowing 
form : — 

Fbopoial  roa  Lour  oh  MosTOAona. 

Dote 

Introdnced  by  (jtata  noBM  emd  addnu  <a  MiMrar) 
Amonnt  required  £ 

Tbnaand  mode  of  repayment  (i.e.,«A<M<r  for  a  ttrm  cmda,  or  »t 
anfHMilof*  oMar  jMvniMtf ) 
atovliy  (»taU$>iartlf  Of  parHailan^ticuntr,  and,  VImi  or  ImM- 

intftt  tUUt  the  ntt  ffTiTHffiT  focomtf). 

SUte  what  Lite  Policy  (if  any)  ta  propoaad  to  be  alTected  with  the 
Graham  Office  in  connection  with  the  aacarity. 
By  order  of  the  Board, 

F.  ALLAN  CURTIS,  Aetoary  and  Secretary. 

ROYAL  POLYTECHNIC— WHITSDN  HOLI- 
DATS— Frafenor  Pepper"!  " Trip  to  the  Woetem  Highlanda  of 
Ireland  i  '  Grand  Scenery  and  Iriih  Songa  by  Min  Barth— Great  Re- 
vival of  Heniy  RaaaeU'a  Sooga,  ander  hii  peraonal  kind  superintsndence, 
with  grand  Scenic  and  OpUod  Eltecta.  VocaUat,  Mr.  Plompton-^.  L. 
King,  Eiq.,  on  "  Moaole  and  HuKular  Power,"  illnatraced  by  Herr 
Wllllo,  the  wonderml  CootortianiBt  and  Imitator  of  Birds  and  Animali 
— Rcengagement  of  E.  D.  Dariea,  the  Premier  Ventriloqniat—Tbe 
Gboet  and  other  Entertaimcenta  as  nsoal— Admlsaion  One  Shilling. 
Open  from  12  to  S  and  7  to  10. 


CBYSTAL      PALACE.— THE    HISDIL 
FESTIVAL. 
Condactor— Sir  MICHAEL  C09TA. 

MOND.VT.  Jane  19.  Firat  Day,  MESSIAH  0  o'clock). 

WEDNESDAY,  Jaoe  11,  Second  Day.  SELECTIOII{tl^clal(L 

FRIDAY.  Jana  n,  Thtfd  Day,  ISRAEL  IN  EGTPT  (t  ^tm- 

The  ftiUowing  diitingniahed  Artiitea  will  appear  :-IIll>.  Itei, 
Mdme.  Sinico,  Mdma.  Rnderadorlt,  Mdrae.  Laamaa-ShaikM. 
Mdme.  TrebeUi-Bettini.  Mdoe.  Patey  ;  Mr.  Binu  Raem,  Ir.  ClB> 
minga,  Mr.Eerr  Oedge,  Mr.  Verann  Ricby,  Mr.  Foil.  Sinr  tpA 
Mr.  Santley.  Solo  Organ.  Mr.  W.  T.  Beat,  wgnlrt  g(  St.  te^ 
Hall.  Liverpool,  and  of  the  Albert  Hall.    OrgaidK,  Mr.  JuaCnot 

Tha  ohonia  and  band  will  somber  apvardi  a(  t,MO  idicria* 
fbrmera.  Theaingen  will  be  cboaeo  principally  bnalte  Suit  ■» 
moBic  Society,  the  Cathedral  choir  eatahUibmenta,  nd  dih 
Provincial  Choral  Soeietiaa.  The  great  Handel  OrcMa  ^  % 
apedally  prepared  for  the  oecaaion. 

AdmiiAm  to  the  BoUdlog  each  Featival  Day,  k.  e4.,i  If 
pnrchaaed  before  the  day  5a.,  or  by  Goinea  Seaaoa  Ti^ea. 

Nnmbared  Stalls  for  each  Featival  Perfonnuce  (isclo«B( 
—Central  blocks,  »a. ;  area  blooka,  lla. :  fisr  the  ttane  {« 
£i  to.  and  £1  lis.  6d.  the  act.  .     ^  ^ 

AUaitad  nnmber  of  raiaed  leaU  will  be  coostmeted  »ft^i 
at  the  aide  o<  the  royal  boxes.  Applications  Ax  tlwa  itMtiki 
immediately. 

TickeU  can  be  obtained  at  the  OryaUl  Palace,  and  si  I,  tsx 
where  plana  of  the  leaU  may  be  inspected.  Every  tabmiMi 
forwarded  00  receipt  of  a  stamped  envelope.  Appliahnii  Vj 
most  be  addressed  to  the  Secretary,  at  the  Crystal  Falaas. 


qiHE     AGRA     BANK     (LIMITS 

i  EatabUsbad  in  1*83.— Capital,  £l,oaO.0M. 

HEAD  OFFICE— NICHOLAS-LANE.  LOMBABIWIMII. 

aamaaa. 

Meairs.  OLTN,  MILLS.  CURRIE.  ft  Co.,  The  NATHHItL 

SCOTLAND,  and  the  BANK  OF  ENOLAVD. 

Baancmia  in  Edinbargfa,  Calcntta,  Bombay,  Madr^  Iiuwta, 

Lahore,  Shanghai,  Hong  Kong. 

CoaaiaT  Aocooirra  are  kept  at  the  Head  Ofllee  «•*"•■ 

tomaiy  with  London  bankers,  and  intenat  allowed  vtaO* 

balance  does  not  Ul  below  £100.  

Daroeras  received  for  fixed  perioda  (m  the  {bllowln!  ten*"" 
At  5  per  cent,  per  annam,  nbject  to  II  montha'  soixa  of  •« 
At  4  ditto  ditto  6  ditte 

At  8  ditto  ditto  3  ditto 

Biua  isaned  at  the  cnnent  exchange  of  tha  day  oa  sar«w^^ 
of  tha  Bank  (tee  of  extra  charge;  and  approved  bUb  psiJan" 
for  collection.  _  .     ^       .  ,    i_ 

SALia  iKD  PoaoHaaia  effected  in  Brittah  and  onipi 
Eaat  India  Stock  and  loam, and  tha  aafe eaatody  of  Itaaiue 
Intereit  drawn,  and  army,  navy,  and  civil  pay  and  pia*a 
Every  other  description  of  banking    bnaineas  and 

Britiah  and  Indian,  rranaacted.  

J.  THOMSON. 

IJONDON  GAZETTE  (pobUdied  by  aathocity)  and 

COUNTRY  ADVERTISEMENT  OmO. 
No.  117,  CHANCERY   LAKE,  FLMT   STBIB. 

HENRY  GREEN  (many  years  with  thel«*| 
BeynelD,  Advertisement  Agent,  beg*  to  direct  df* 


the  Legal  Profaaaion  to  the  advantagea  of  hia  toogainriiH 

of  tweDty-flve  years,  in  the  special  inaertionofan  pro  ■ra*i 

and  hereby  solicita  their  cantlnnedBapport.— N.B.  Onacow» 

ment  onlr  reaolred.  and  the  strictest  eare  and  fiainm 


ment  oidr  required,  and  the  strictest  eare 
File  of  "  London  Gazette  "  kept  for  reforence. 


EXECUTORS  and  TRUSTEES, hsTiug S 
PLATE,     WATCHES,    Jewelloy,     China^aj* 


o 


BILLS  OF  COMPLAINT. 

BILLS    of  COMPLAINT,  5/6    per  page   for   20 
copies,  from  which  price  a  lar^  diMount  will  be  allowed  if  cash 
is  paid  immediately  on  completion  of  order. 
Tatu  *  AixxAHosa,  Law  Piinteis,  Symonds-inn,  Chanoery-lane. 

PRINTING  of  EVEBY~DESCRIPTION,  Legal, 
Parliamentary  and  General- Newspapers,  Books,  Pamphlete, 
Prospectoses,  Circulars,  ftc^with  promputnde  and  at  moderate 
charges,  by 

Yatkk  ft  AuoiAHoxa,  Symond9-inn  (and  Chuich-poseage),  Chancery- 
laae. 


Bionses,  Books,  Wearing  Apparel,  Mert**naiM,  Trade 
to  DISPOSE  OP,  will  find  the  "  Weat-end  Anetioa  Ml 
medium  fbr  realizing,  it  being  centrally  aitoatcd,  *^^^^^ 
oonTonience  for  the  better  display  of  ivoperty.  Adiaaeai  W 
Valnadons  made  for  all  pnrpowa.— W.  HieaiaaoBua  » 
prletora,  8  and  9,  Upper  St.  Manin'a-lane,  W.C. 

^LER^CRYSTAiT  GLASS"  CHANDl 

Tabu  eLaaa  or  aix  ansa, 
CHANDEUEKS  IN  BRONZE  AND  («llOtr. 
Moderator  Lamps,  and  Luaps  Av  h«U>. 
LONDON- Show  Booms,  45,  OXFORD-STREET,  T^^^ 
BIRMINGHAM— Manufsctmy  and  Show  Booea,  imi* 

Ii^INE   FLAVOURED   STRONG  BEEF' 
'      about  Sid.  a  pint.    ASK  FOR  LIEBIG  COMPiK"   _ 
of  Meat,  isqoiring   Baron  LiebiR  the  Invenmr'i  8ip»»' 
ar,  fcelOK  the  only  guarantee  of  gennineneas. 

AUTHORS  ADVISED  WITH  as  to  di». 
Printing  and  Publishing,  and  the  Cheapest  Nw' 
outMSS.  _  _  .    .      _^ 

Yatxs  ft  AxxxAxnxa,  Pnntars,  J,  Symondvina^"-" 

HE    LAW    OF   TRADE    MABKS,  1 
account  of  its  Histoij  and  Devetepoeot  inthe  Da 
Courts  of  I«w  and  Equity.     By  ED  WARP  UOTIK IK- 
inn,  Barrister-at-Law.    Price  Sa.  oi_««,  rf  I 

"  I  am  indebted  to  the  very  valuable  Ilttfe  ?«"£**'  ?/ 
who  haa  collected  all  the  authorities  oa  this  sHJect.  -<  — 

McAndrew  r.  Baaaett,  March  4 .  ^  q_ 

la.  Cook's-conrt,  Oai^y-atreef,  UB«»hi"»*i. » •<• 
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«  0!Ui  of  thit  JouBNAL  and  oy  the  Wnuit  Rbpobtbb, 
H  now  a<  12,  CMi't-coitrt,  C'arty-itrett,  W.C. 

\i  Siiiteriptioa  to  t/u  Souoitobs'  Joobnaii  it — Town,  26<., 

Ccwitiy  2S<.;  with  tht  Wbbklt  Rbpobxab,  52<,     JPaymtnt 

in  idtaiKt  iiiduda  DoubU  Numbtrt  and  Poatagt.  Suburiberi 

etn  hat  thnr  Vohune*  bound  at  tht  Offlet—eMh,  2«.  6d., 

half  1*19  eat/,  U  M. 

B  littiriittlmdtdforpuilieatioH  in  tht  "Solimtor^  Journal " 

mnitii  aathintieattd  by  tht  nam*  of  tht  writtr,  though  not 

fuetutrUy  for  puilicatitn. 

Turt  ajUtdty  it  txptritnttd  »i»  preeuring  tht  Journal  with 

nfdarity  in  the  Fronnett,  it  it  rtqmtttd  that  application  bt 

medi  Urtet  to  tht  Publiihtr. 


LONDON,  JVNB  24,  1871. 


It  n  UHDEBSTOOD  that  Sir  Roandell  Palmer,  the 
reddeot  of  the  Legal  Edaoatioa  Association,  will,  before 
IS  eod  of  the  present  session  of  Parliament,  more  in 
le  Boose  of  Oommons  an  address  to  the  Crown,  asking 
ITS  Charter  incorporating  a  legal  unirersity  in  London. 
bsDThile,  a  petition  (printed  in  another  column)  is  in- 
inded  to  be  presented  to  the  Commons,  on  behalf  of  the 
nnsof  Court  and  Serjeants'-inn,  pra;ing  that  in  the  event 
[  the  Qaeen  being  pleased  to  incorporate  the  legal 
nirenity  by  Royal  Charter,  an  Act  may  be  passed 
nabling  her  Majesty  to  provide  by  the  Charter  for  snch 
t  ttie  objects  of  the  scheme  as  cannot  now  be  acoom- 
ilished  \ij  her  tele  anthoiity. 


Wc  DO  KOT  KNOW  whether  Lord  Weatbniy'e  motive, 

a  prapadng  to  reetriot  the  right  of  appeal  to  the  Honse 

it  Lords,  is  or  is  not  to  render  the  position  of  that  House 

litke  ultimate  Oonrt  of  Appeal  lo  untenable  as  to  ensore 

li  ipeedy  abolition,  and  thus  accomplish  by  a  sort  of  ruse 

riMt  it  appears  to  be  too  much  for  the  powers  even  of 

It  present  Qovernment  to  do  directly  ;  bat  U  that  be 

ut  his  motive,  at   any  rate  the  means  he  has  adopted 

no  Bost  cnnaingly  adapted  to  that  end. 

We  do  not  deny  that  hopeless  appeals  on  paltry  grounds 

m  t  great  evil,  and  we  have  more  than  once  pointed 

■t  that  the  great  expense  which  is  inseparable  from  an 

ffesl  to  the  House  of  Lords  is  far  from  being  an  nn- 

iJudone,  inasmuch  as  itoertainlyoperatestodiminishthe 

)pp'7  of  speculative  or  frivolous  appeals.    It  might  also, 

n  think,  be  well  made  a  rule  of  every  appeal  oonrt  that 

Bple  aecurity  for  costs  should  be  given  by  every  appel- 

vt,  and  if  the  existing  rules  aa  to  deposits  are  insoiB- 

Int  for  this  purpose,  as  is  no  doubt  frequently  the  fact, 

c  think  that  new  and  more  efficacious  regulations  on  the 

ihJMt  may  well  be  laid  down  ;  not,  of  course,  in  any  way 

'^ogisg  upon  the  existing  right  of    suit  {»  formd 

}fmi  in  proper  cases.     Bat  it  is   a  very  different 

to  prescribe  an  arbitrary  limit  below  which  no 

t  shall  be  "  competent,"  except  in  certain  speoiflc 

)  or  with  leave  of  the  Oonrt  appealed  from.    How 

t  an  implement  of  injastice  such  a  regulation  has 

(d  in  India,  those  who  are  familiar  with  the  course 

Ijiutice  "  there  know  only  too  Well;  and  if  there  are 

■  of  onr  readers  to  whom  this  question  is  interesting 

new,  we  recommend  them  to  try  the  effect  of  an 

h  quiet  conversation  with  any  deputy  or  assistant 

Bisaionei  of  their  acquaintance  who  may  be  at  home 

■dongh  ;  and,  provided  always  they  do  not  let  their 

I  of  the  "juttioe"  described  appear  too  plainly  in 

'  boss,  we  will  promise  them  a  view  of  the  distinc- 

ibetween"  appealable  " and  "  non-nppealable  "  cases, 

'hieh  they  will  probably  "  be  surprised." 

MMeond  provision,  chat  when  the  judgment  of  the 

t  «t  First  Instance  has  been  afi&rmed  by  the  Court 

itwnediate  Appeal,  there  shall  be  no  further  appeal 

Mtt  leave,  is  less,  objectionable ;  bnt  it  ought,  we 

kito  be  farther  limited  by  excepting  oases  in  which 


the  Court  of  Appeal  was  not  nnanimoas,  and  also  oaaea 
where  (as  is  often  the  Mse  in  winding  up  matters)  the 
remit  of  the  judgment  really  governs  a  large  number  of 
instances,  the  general  importance  of  which  ought  therefore 
perteto  be  considered  sufficient  to  call  for  the  decision  of  the 
highest  Court.  The  bill  as  drawn  would  moreover  have 
the  effect  of  taking  away  the  right  of  appeal  against 
many  jadgmenta  already  pronounced,  and  as  re- 
gards which  the  right  has  already  accrued  and 
may  have  been  to  some  extent  acted  on ;  this 
ought  not,  we  think,  to  be;  and  it  should  be  provided 
that  the  Act  should  not  prevent  an  appeal  to  the  House 
of  Lords  against  any  judgment  already  pronounced  and 
now  appealable  thereto,  so  as  the  petition  of  appeal  was 
presented  within  a  reasonable  time  (i<ay  two  years)  after 
the  passing  of  the  Act,  and  duly  prosecuted.  With  these 
alterations  the  bill  would  probably  be  a  slight  improve- 
ment on  existing  circnmatanoes ;  bnt  its  great  merit,  in 
the  eyes  of  those  to  whom  alone  it  is  likely  to  appear  to 
have  merit  at  all,  is  obviously  that  it  affords  reasonable 
ground  for  saying  that  the  existing  oonstitation  of  the 
House  of  Lords  as  the  ultimate  Oonrt  of  Appeal  in,  by 
iU  onn  eon/eiiion,  inadequate  for  the  reqairements  of 
the  position;  and  thus  to  add  weight  to  the  argnmentt, 
already  far  from  despioable,  in  favour  of  the  erection 
of  a  new  and  powerful  Court  of  Oeneral  Appeal  from 
all  Courts  in  the  Empire. 

The  wiTHDaAWAL  of  Lord  Shaftesbury's  measures 
for  the  reform  of  the  eoolBsia^ticsI  courts,  following  so 
closely  on  their  second  reading,  renders  it  unnecessary  for 
as  to  repeat  the  criticisms  we  formerly  passed  on  Lord 
Shaftesbury's  proposals.  All  must  agree  that  a  re- 
modelling of  this  branch  of  procedure  is  imperatively 
needed;  the  procedure  is  costly,  cumbrous,  and  in  other 
ways  unsatiafaatory.  In  1869,  two  bills  upon  the  sub- 
ject were  introduced,  one  by  Lord  Shaftesbury,  and  one 
by  the  Archbishop  of  Canterbury.  Esch  contained 
many  valuable  provisions,  and  each  would  have  required 
much  modification  before  becoming  law.  Lord  Shaftes- 
bary's  bill  would  materially  have  diminished  the  lay 
control  in  Church  government;  on  the  other  hand,  it 
gave  very  gfreat  facilities  to  parishioners  for  institutinsr 
ecclesiastical  prosecutions,  while  the  Archbishop's  bill 
left  very  little  to  the  parishioners.  This  session,  Lonl 
Shaftesbury  had  re-introduced  his  former  measure,  con- 
senting, in  deference  principally  to  the  opposition  of  the 
Bishop  of  Winchester,  to  abandon  the  parishioners'  pro- 
■eoution  clauses  just  alluded  to.  The  bill  is  now  with- 
drawn, to  be  again  introduced,  its  sponsor  sayn,  next 
session.  It  would  have  been  hopeless  to  attempt  to  pass 
any  measure  on  the  subject,  so  late  in  the  present  ses- 
sion, bnt  if  the  matter  is  taken  up  early  enough  next 
year,  a  select  committee  ought  to  be  able,  out  of  the 
materials  afforded  by  the  two  measures  we  have  men- 
tioned, to  frame  an  adequate  piece  of  legislation. 


In  a  case  reported  this  week  from  the  Lambeth  County 
Conrt  the  judge  was  asked  to  commit  the  defendant  for 
non-payment,  the  only  "  means  of  payment  "  shown  being 
a  reversionary  interest  to  which  defendant's  wife  was 
entitled  under  her  father's  will.  The  judge,  of  course, 
declined  to  make  the  order  on  such  grounds.  There  ap- 
pears to  be  a  considerable  diversity  of  opinion  among 
oonnty  court  judges  as  to  the  circnmatanoes  which  oon- 
stitnte  "ability  to  pay,"  and  the  statistical  return  of 
county  court  business  for  1870  jost  issued  would,  of  itself, 
seem  to  indicate  that  some  judges  commit  on  much 
slighter  grounds  than  others.  In  circuit  16  there  were 
88  warrants  issued  to  12,000  plaints,  in  circuit  67  thete 
were  33  warrants  to  11,000  plaints,  and  several  others  in 
similar  proportions.  These  are  the  circuits  where  the 
smallest  number  of  warrants  in  proportion  to  plaints  were 
issued.  On  the  other  hand,  in  circuit  27  there  were  916 
warrants  to  13,000  plaints,  and  in  circuit  48  there  were 
932  warrants  to  13,000  plaints.  Whatever  the  causes 
may  be,  the  difference  is   somewhat  striking.      We  are 
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nther  enriooa  to  know  whtk  different  jndgea  likTe  ruled 
on  the  mbieot  of  inability  to  pay. 

Thkbe  has  bbbn  another  dkba.tr  this  week  upon 
oai  international  oonrentioni.  Lord  Denbigh  denonnoed 
the  Deolaration  of  Paris,  argning  that  it  is  deatmotire  of 
the  interests  of  England,  and  that  it  is  not  a  pact  bind- 
ing upon  ns.  The  deolaration  declared — First,  that 
privateering  shonld  be  abolished  ;  secondly,  that  a 
neutral  flag  should  oorer  an  enemy's  goods  with  the  ex- 
ception of  contraband  of  war ;  thirdly,  that  nentral 
goods,  with  the  nzoeption  of  contraband  of  war,  should 
not  be  liable  to  capture  under  an  enemy's  flag  ;  and, 
fourthly,  that  a  blockade,  in  order  to  be  binding,  must  he 
efleotire.  Of  these  rules  the  fourth  was  a  matter  which 
had  nerer  been  in  dispnte.  The  remaining  three  were 
rqles  which  had  been  pnt  in  practice  daring  the 
Crimean  war.  The  second  and  third  haTe  in  general 
been  approved  by  America  in  her  treaties,  but  the 
first  she  has  nniformly  declined.  The  Declaration 
was  signed  by  the  plenipotentiariea  who  assembled  at 
Paris  in  1866  to  arrange  the  terms  of  the  peace  with 
Bussia  ;  it  is  true  that  it  was  not  a  formal  treaty,  and 
that  it  has  never  since  been  ratified  by  our  Sovereign  in 
Oouncil,  but  it  has  been  avowedly  adopted  by  this  coun- 
try, and,  in  international  equity,  if  we  may  use  the 
term,  it  is  bindiog  upon  this  oountry.  As  an  informal 
obligation,  we  mif(ht,  no  doubt,  withdraw  from  it,  but  it 
would  be  scarcely  honourable  to  wait  for  a  war  and  then 
withdraw.  Lord  Colchester  suggested  that  in  case  of 
war  between  Great  Britain  and  America,  the  latter,  not  * 
being  a  party  to  the  Deolaration,  would  be  able  to  seize 
British  goods  in  French  or  Bussian  bottoms,  while  we, 
bound  by  the  Deolaration,  should  be  unable  to  seize 
American  goods  in  the  vessels  of  any  nation  party  to  the 
Declaration.  But  it  appears  to  us  that  the  Deolaration 
does  not  cover  snch  a  case.  It  has  been  much  regretted 
that  the  United  States  never  came  into  the  convention. 
They  would  have  done  so  but  for  the  privateering  clause. 


The  Lords'  ameddmeiits  to  the  Trades'  Unions'  Bill 
And  the  Criminal  Law  Amendment  (Yio]enoe,Threat8,&o.,) 
Bill  have,  as  we  anticipated  a  few  weeks  back,  been  ao- 
«epted  by  the  House  of  Commons.  They  were  unimpor- 
tant and  agreed  to  without  opposition  if  we  except  that 
one  relating  to  "  picketting."  With  regard  to  that  our 
readers  may  remember  that  in  the  original  bill  it  was 
provided,  that  where  one  person  nith  ttco  or  more  others 
watched  or  beset  a  house  with  a  view  to  coerce,  he  shonld 
be  liable  to  three  months'  hard  labour.  The  House  of  Lords 
struck  out  the  words  "  with  two  or  more  others,"  and 
thus  made  it  a  crime  for  a  single  person  to  watch  or 
beset  a  house  with  view  to  coerce — in  other  words  to 
resort  to  "picketting"  in  any  shape  or  measure.  On 
this  amendment  the  House  of  Commons  divided,  but  the 
amendment  was  agreed  to  by  a  majority  of  fifty,  although 
it  was  opposed  by  the  Government.  We  have  already 
protested  against  the  clause  as  it  originally  stood,  on 
grounds  which  it  is  needless  to  repeat.  The  alteration 
only  makes  it  far  more  stringent  in  its  operation, 
rendering  it  extremely  difficult  for  any  future  strikes 
to  be  oondooted  legally.  Strikes  we  must  expect ; 
they  are  the  certain  outcrop  from  the  present 
relations  of  capital  and  labour.  The  Legislature  should 
so  deal  with  the  unions  and  strikes  as  to  conduce  to  the 
latter  beiu);  brought  to  speedy,  but  above  all  to  peaceful, 
terminations.  The  course  adopted  tends  to  have  an  ex- 
actly opponite  effect,  and  will,  we  fear,  only  perpetoate 
and  extend  evils  already  sufficiently  urgent  for  some 
alienative  measures. 


The  Lottbrt  Acts  are  every  now  and  then  brought 
before  the  Bouse  of  Commons  from  a  ".No  Popery"  point 
of  view.  Under  the  Act  of  1806  (46  Geo.  III.  «.  148) 
penalties  for  illrgal  lotteries  go  to  the  Crown,  and  can  only 
be  sued  for  in  the  name  of  the  Attorney  Gisneral.  Mr. 
Charley  this  day   week  complained  in   the   House  of 


Commons  that  the  provisions  of  the  Aoti  vtn  not 
impartially  enforced  by  the  law  cOcen.  Mr.  Bnu 
replied  with  truth  that  the  argoneDti  pitMd  oc 
him  were  argnments  for  an  indiscriminate  ttther  thu 
an  impartial  enforcement  of  the  statutory  pcniUiei.  Ite 
Government  considered  they  had  adiicretiaii ;  ladthn 
theory  was  that  mere  gambling  lotteries  should  lie  inapl; 
prosecuted,  and  charitable  lotteries  warned,  s  naiBt 
which  the  Home  Secretary  aaid  never  failed  of  As. 
There  are  many  ways  known  to  the  patieu  of  tearo- 
lent  institutions,  of  canvassing  for  contribotioai  odir 
cover  of  persuading  those  who  part  with  their  mmt], 
tliat  they  can  at  onoe  propitiate  God  and  HsismaB ;  iD 
are  objectionable  in  theory,  and  the  lotteries  sod  nia 
as  much  so  as  any  :  and  yet  it  would  be  far  fIaodai^ 
aUe  that  every  charitable  lottery  should  be  mil »» 
subject  of  a  proeeouUon.  Unless  it  can  be  ahonlU 
the  discretion  is  abuned — which  so  far  as  we  «ie  im 
no  one  except  Mr.  Whalley,  Mr.  Charley,  sad  fn  ota 
believe — the  only  conrse  open  is  to  leave  to  Um  £a» 
tive  the  discretion  claimed  by  Mr.  Bruce.  The  qiasa 
will  suggest  itself  to  many,  whether  the  Sondsx  tn&i 
difficulties  might  not  be  got  over  by  rendering  Uie  poiiliM 
under  the  Lord's  Day  Act,  enforceable  only  by  the  Ia» 
tive  in  the  exercise  of  a  similar  discretion.  Bat  thcoM 
are  dissimilar.  In  the  first  place  the  prooeedinei  tpia 
Sunday  trading,  if  placed  in  the  hands  of  Uie  Excoti* 
must  be  entrusted  to  the  police  ;  and  it  wooM  t*  I 
desirable  to  entrust  the  polioe  with  a  diaoietionsij  poi 
so  very  easily  abused.  Again,  the  Iiord'i  Day  Ad 
Charles  II.,  is  really  an  Act  which  ought  to  beRjiall 
because  it  is  inconsistent  with  the  modem  opiaiou  ■ 
requirements  of  the  community.  The  matter  reqilti 
entire  re-adjustment. 


VILLAGE  COMMUNITIES  EAST  AND  WESl 
Our  inclination  and  ability  to  discover  what  ou 
fathers  were  doing  in  times  gone  by  seem  to 
those  times  recede  further  and  further  into  Ik 
The  improved  arrangement  and  aocessibilitx  ' 
surviving  materials  for  archaic  lesearoh  have,  so  fv, 
than  compensated  for  the  loss  of  transitory  and 
perishable  evidence.  An  enquirer  in  tli* 
Queen  Victoria,  engaged  in  investigating  some 
of  Henry  VIII. 'h  time,  has  an  easier  task  th* 
would  have  had  two  hundred  years  earlier.  M 
than  this,  the  taste  for  speculative  enqoiiy,  *K 
charaoteristio  of  the  age,  has  carried  modem  iw 
tions  of  the  past  back  into  early  periods,  far  bqw' 
eras  which  antiquarians  of  previons  genrntion  ' 
dreamed  of  essaying.  Mr.  Maine  has  been  dtif 
ancient  law  what  Sir  John  Lubbock,  Max  U&Os. 
others  have  done  in  other  departments  of  the  pn-i 
enquiry.  All  who  are  aoqaainted  with  Mr. 
writings  will  have  looked  with  interest  for  the 
tion  of  his  new  work.  *  The  special  interest  ^ 
sobject  is  very  great.  Hitherto  our  reat-p^ 
law  writers  and  antiquarians  in  tracing,  aad  oar 
in  declaring  and  judicially  legislating,  have  oi 
gone  on  the  theory  which  regards  feudalism,  to 


Maine's  words,  "as  having  no  ascertainable  sntNci 
and  all  rights /wfmj  faeU  inconsistent;  witbit,a<il 
established  themselves  through  presoriptinn,  and  |j 
sufferance  of  the  lord."  So  far  as  the  existsaet  d 
more  ancient  proprietary  system  has  been  ncogsa 
detected  by  law  writers  or  antiquariani,  -'lh«7l 
assume  or  inevitably  snggest,  that  ths  models 
separated  from  the  ancient  by  some  great  in' 
"The  popular  theory,''  Mr.  Maine  eays, " I 
be,  that  ut  some  period — sometimes  rarely  a* 
with  the  feudalisation  of  Europe,  someumes  ■* 
oisely  with  the  Norman  Conquest — the  eatiie  • 
England  was  confiscated;  that  the  whole  of  etck  i 

•  "Villa^  Communities  in  the  East  and  W««,  I? 
Sumner  Mame,  Leodoo,  Murray,  1871." 
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beoiaie  the  lord's  demesne;  that  the  loid  dirided  oertain 
puts  of  it  among  hia  free  retainers,  bat  kept  •  part  in 
kit  on  lutBda  to  be  tilled  by  his  rilleins;  that  all  whioh 
wM  not  reqaired.for  this  distribation  was  left  aa  the 
lori't  waste;  and  that  all  oostoms  whioh  oannot  be 
(need  as  fendal  prinoiples  grew  np  insensibly,  through 
tha  lobseqaent  toleranoe  of  the  feadal  chief." 

To  Uiis  extent  the  popular  idea  is  oorreot,  that  from 
the  date  of  the  Oonqnest,  tenure,  as  distinguished  from 
proprietorship,  became  the  theory  of  land-law;  the 
theory  went  on  the  fiction  that  the  sovereign  was  the 
fonntain  of  land-ownership,  and  that  everything  had 
originally  been  granted,  and  was  therefore  ultimately 
held,  of  him.  But  the  popular  notion  goes  wrong  in 
ittempting  to  explain  aa  a  growth  subsequent  to  fen- 
daliim,  land  phenoinena  which  cannot  be  tiaoed  to  feadal 
jmnci^es,  and  which  are  in  reality  the  vestiges  of  an 
eulier  system. 

Those  writers  who  have  endeavoured  to  traoe  the 
osaour  in  whioh  individual  property  in  land  became 
anbscitated  for  collective  property,  have  written,  until 
ntj  reoently,  under  the  impression  that  among  the 
Tentonio  nations,  in  England  especially,  the  present  land 
■Tstem  !»4iot  to  be  oonsidered  aa  a  growth  from  the  older 
ijjtem  of  oolleotive  ownership,  but  as  separated  from  it 
t^  a  definite  break  in  the  ohain.  Bven  after  the  theory 
of  a  gradual  development  had  ooma  to  be  aooepted  as  to 
the  land  systems  of  the  continental  Teutonic  nations,  it 
vu  believed  by  the  Oerman  writers,  nntil  the  pnblica- 
tioa  of  the  work  of  Professor  Nasae,  that theEugliah history 
of  land-ownership  presented  an  exceptional  discontinuity. 
Professor  Nasse,  about  two  years  ago,  called  attention 
to  the  nnmistakeable  traces  of  the  old  collective  owner- 
ihip  still  remaining  in  Great  Britain.  Mr.  Maine,  in 
the  work  whose  title  we  have  borrowed  at  the  head  of 
this  paper,  illustrates  the  sabjeot  by  showing  that  in 
ladia,  where  the  village  community  and  joint  ownership 
>n  Rtill  living  realities,  there  are  extant  customs,  which 
•re  bued  entirely  upon  the  faot  of  this  joint  ownership, 
aatlogoos  to  and  in  some  cases  identical  with  customs 
iill existing  or  lately  existing  throughout  England;  "in 
fict"  says  Mr.  Maine  (p.  154)  "it  appears  that  of  all 
Dm  landmarks  on  the  line  of  movement  traced  by  derman 
tod  English  scholars  from  the  village  g^ronp  to  the  man- 
orial groap  there  la  not  one  whioh  may  not  be  met  with 
■a  India,  saving  always  the  extreme  points  at  either  end." 
The  importance  of  this  is  apparent,  sinoe  it  goee  to  show 
—when  taken  in  conjunction  with  oar  previous  know- 
Wlge — that  the  origin  of  indirldual  ownership  in  land 
from  joint  ownership  is  common  to  the  whole  Aryan 
race ;  and  it  is  even  some  evidence  that  the  idea  of 
property  in  land,  aa  we  know  it,  can  only  be  oonoeived 
(hroagh  the  form  of  common  property,  which  is  as  it  were 
>  itep  on  the  road  to  individual  ownership.  A  better 
inttanoe  could  not  perhaps  be  given  of  the  importance  of 
ike  study  of  comparative  jnrispmdence  than  the  com- 
parison of  thla  theory  of  the  origin  of  individual  property 
[n  land  with  the  "  ooonpation  theory  "  so  familiar  to  all 
hglish  law  Rtadents  through  the  pages  of  Blaokstone. 

Bat  the  oommnnity,  aa  Mr.  Maine  describee  it,  is  not  a 
sere  horde  of  savages  living  by  the  chase  or  a  nomad 
libe  subsisting  on  the  produce  of  its  flocks:  it  is  a  people 
■gaged  in  agrionltnral  pursuitaon  land  over  whioh  oertain 
i  its  members  have  very  complicated  if  not  very  acou- 
ttely  defined  rights.  "  The  ancient  Tentonio  cultivating 
•■manity,"  says  Mr.  Maine  (p.  78),  "  as  it  existed  in 
hnaany  itself,  appears  to  have  been  thus  organized.  It 
■ositted  of  a  namber  of  families  standing  in  a  pro- 
Ustary  relation  to  a  district  divided  into  three  parts. 
pise  three  poniona  were  the  mark  of  the  township  or 
Bags,  the  common  mark  or  waste,  and  the  arable  waste 
teoUivated  area.  The  community  inhabited  the  village, 
dd  the  common  mark  in  mixed  ownership,  and  colti- 
Msd  the  arable  mark  in  lots  appropriated  to  the  several 
tDtOies."  Bat  the  unit  of  the  community  was  the 
■Oily  repreaented  by  its  own  free  head,  and  not  the  in- 
iTidaal,  and  the  real  property  law — if  so  we  may  term 


the  recognised  customs — was  concerned  not  with  the 
relations  between  individaala,  bat  with  the  r^latio  m  of 
each  family  with  the  whole  oommnnity.  This  faot 
should  be  noted  sinoe  it  shows  that  the  in&titation  of  tha 
family  must  have  long  preceded  that  of  property- in  land, 
as  we  nnderscand  it.  Tbe  rights  of  each  family  over  the 
common  mark  form  strictly  an  ownership  in  common  ; 
their  rights  over  the  arable  mark  approach  much  more 
dosely  to  individual  property,  for  the  arable  mark,  sup- 
posed in  theory  to  have  been  out  out  of  the  common 
mark,  was  separated  into  lots  aooording  to  the  nnmber  o' 
families  in  the  community,  and  each  family  held  its  lot 
sometimes  for  a  year,sometimes  in  perpe  tnity ,  whilst  some- 
times the  arable  mark  seems  to  have  been  removed  at  certain 
fixed  periods  from  one  part  of  the  common  mark  to  another. 
It  is  from  the  rights  of  ownership  over  the  common 
mark  that  Mr.  Maine  would  in  many  instances  deduce 

I  the  present  rights  of  commoners  over  the  lords  waste— 
the  owners  of  the  arable  mark  he  considers  to  be  the 
predecessors  of  the  present  freeholders.  How  did  tbe 
mark  become  the  manor  7  This  is  the  problem  whioh  the 
German  writers  to  whom  reference  has  been  made  have 
attempted  to  solve,  and  whioh  Mr.  Maine  seeks  to  illus- 
trate in  the  way  we  have  mentioned.  The  oiuues  of  auoh  a 
change  would,  in  his  view,  be  nnmerooa  and  complicated; 
amongst  them  would  be  the  oonatant  wars  between  tha 
different  oommnnities,  and  consequently  the  luzeraint^ 
aoqnired  by  one  tribe  or  its  leaders  over  another ;  tha 
primitive  notion  of  the  superiority  of  a  certain  family  or 
of  certain  families — ^in  each  dan  whether  in  military  or 
civil  affairs  ;  and  lastly  the  results  following  the  forma- 
tion of  the  great  Teutonic  nations  in  luid  on  the  borders 
of  the  Roman  Empire.  It  may  perhaps  be  owing  to  tha 
inveteracy  of  early  asaooiations  derived  from  Ooke  and 
Blaokstone  that  we  do  not  feel  able  to  think  of  the 
change  from  the  old  collective  ownership  to  tbe  feudal 
as  quite  so  gradual  in  England,  aa  Mr.  Maine  and  the 

,  writers  qnoted  by  him  appear  to  think.  But  the  book  is 
one  which  really  everybody  should  read,  lawyers  especially. 
In  the  leotnre  on  the  Western  Village  Oommonities,  an 
aocount  is  given  of  a  mot  remarkable  instance  of 
primitive  joint  cultivation,  still  existing  in  Sootland  in 
the  Burghs  of  Lauder.  The  vestigfes  of  collective  owner- 
ship in  England  are  to  be  found  in  oommon-rights  and 
stints,  and  eepeoially  in  "Lammas  Lands,"  "  lot-meadows," 
"  dole-meads  ;"  and  the  rest  of  those  shifting  severalty* 
tenures  whioh,  though  comparatively  unfamiliar  to  the 
real  property  lawyer,  are  still  snhsisting  in  rural 
diatriots  to  considerable  extent.  The  latter  description 
of  ownership  is  still  widely  distributed  over  the  ooan- 
try,  but  most  be  very  fast  disappearing,  and  in  another 
generation  or  two  very  probably  the  oiily  actual  traoea 
of  it  remaining  will  be  in  the  nomenclature  of  places 
and  persons.*  Coantry  solicitors  might  do  maoh  f>>r  the 
elucidation  of  the  subject  by  preserving  or  noting  suoh 
traces  as  their  practice  brings  before  them  of  the  usages 
and  history  of  these  ownerships. 


DBBENTUBES  TO  BBARBB. 
No.  II. 

In  a  former  paper  we  introdoced  the  doctrine  laid 
down  in  the  oase  Rt  BlaktXy  Ordnance  Chinpan]/,  by 
which  the  Court  of  Chancery  first  expressly  recognised 
the  privilege  of  what  we  termed  "  eqniti^le  negodabiUty,'* 
as  attaching  to  the  novel  kind  of  commercial  paper  knowa 
as  debentures  to  bearer. 

In  lie  Natal  Invettment  Oowtpany  decided  by  Lord 
Caims  as  Lord  Chancellor  (L.  B.  8  Ch.  355,  16  W.  R. 
637),  the  claims  of  debenture  holders  to  prove  irrespec- 
tive of  any  eqaitiea  as  between  the  company  and  the 
person  to  whom  the  debentures  were  issued  was  disallowed. 
There  was  in  that  oase,  however,  no  antecedent  contract 

*  The  vary  eommon  surname  of  Hayward  (spelt  also  in 
various  other  forma),  is  simply  the  name  of  the  officer  whose 
duty  it  was  to  saperintead  the  boundaries,  prevent  inoroach- 
ment  and  so  forth. 
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for  the  isaae  of  snch  debentures,  nor  any  apeoial  powers 
for  that  parpoee  in  the  oonstitntion  of  the  oompanj. 
Moreover  the  terms  of  the  docament  did  not  appear  to 
their  Lordships  to  express  the  intention  that  the  instru- 
ment, was  to  be  negooiable. 

Iiotd  Cairas  indeed  made  some  attempt  to  explain 
away  or  limit  the  bearing  of  the  expreaa  decision  of 
Lord  Justice  Bolt  in  JU  Blakely  Ordnatie*  Compttftf/,  hj 
mying  that  in  that  oase  the  oomptmy  neat  formed  U  five 
effect  to  the  antecedent  eentract  and  that  Lord  Justice 
Rolt  accordingly  came  to  the  oonolosion  that  the  com- 
pany waa  tttopped  from  setting  up,  upon  a  daim  by 
holders  of  these  debentnres,  to  prove  for  the  amount 
specified  in  them,  auy  equity  or  right  of  set  off  which  it 
might  have  against  Blakely  and  Dent. 

The  case  lie  General  Ettatet  Cempany,  JEx  parte  City 
Sink  (L.  R.  3  Gh.  768,  16  W.  R.  919),  was  decided  I7 
the  present  Lord  Chancellor  (then  Lord  Justice  Wood), 
and  Lord  Justice  ^Iwyn,  and  is  much  to  the  effect  of 
the  case  of  Re  BlaMy  Ordnance  Company,  except  that 
there  was  here  no  antecedent  contract,  but  only  antho- 
•  rity  implied  by  the  articles  of  association  to  issue  the 
document.  This  is  indeed  a  very  strong  case,  as  it  is  im- 
possible to  make  out  from  the  articles  an  express  power 
uf  this  nature;  but  such  power  is  rather  assumed  to  be 
implied  from  the  objects  of  the  company  as  stated  in  the 
'  raemorandnm  of  association,  which  were  "  to  acquire, 
by  purchase,  lease  or  otherwise,  freehold,  copyhold,  and 
other  real  properly,  for  building  thereon,  improring, 
lett  ing,  or  selling,  and  the  doing  of  all  such  other  things 
as  are  incidental  or  conducive  to  the  attainment  of  the 
above  objects."  Art  86  of  the  articles,  contained  some 
very  general  powers  for  the  purpose  of  carrying  out  the 
above  objects,  but  there  was  no  special  power  to  issue 
negooiable  inetrnmente  of  any  kind.  The  instruments  in 
que.-tion  in  this  oase  were  headed  with  the  word  "  Deben- 
ture "  and  were  in  these  terms — 

"  In  consideration  of  the  aum  of  £1,000  paid  to  them  by 
J.  C.  H.,  Esq,  the  General  Estates  Company  (Limited) 
hiicby  undertake  to  pay  to  the  order  of  the  said  J.  C.  H., 
lUq.,  on  Istof  Jnly,  1867,  the  said  sum  of  £1,000,  with  in- 
terest thereon,  after  the  rate  of  £5  per  cent,  per  annum 
h/ilf  yearly,  on  the  1st  day  of  January,  and  the  1st  day  of 
'  July  in  each  year,  on  presentation  of  the  annexed  interest 
warrants.  Given  under  the  common  seal  of  the  General 
I'^tates  Company  (Limited),  this  5tb  of  December,  1866." 

The  Lord  Justice  Wood  leant  to  the  view  that  this  was 
A  promissory  note,  but  supposing  it  not  to  be  so,  he  deemed 
that  it  came  within  the  principles  of  Be  Agra  and 
Matterman't  Bank,  and  Be  Blakely  Ordnance  Company, 
ai>d  the  gist  of  his  decision  is  thus  expressed: — "Cor- 
I'orate  bodies  may  issoe  promissory  notes  and  bills  of 
exchange  where  the  nature  and  character  of  their  busi- 
ness warrants  it.  Here  the  nature  and  character  of  the 
business  is  such  that  the  issuing  negooiable  instruments 
would  be  an  ordinary  and  almost  necessary  incident  to  it. 
The  better  opinion  seems  to  me  to  be  that  this  is  a  pro- 
missory note,  ivt  if  it  be  not  to  the  eaiei  go  to  this, 
that  inhere  there  it  a  diitinct  promUe  held  out  by  a 
company  informing  all  the  world  that  they  mill  pay  to 
the  order  of  the  person  named,  it  u  not  competent  for  that 
ciiiipany  afttrwardt  to  set  up  equitiet  of  their  otvn,  and  tay, 
thut.  b^aiue  the  perton  mho  makei  the  order  is  indebted 
to  them  they  mill  not  pay. 

It.  ia  not  within  the  soope  of  this  paper  to  consider 
whether  or  not  the  instrument  above  mentioned  fell 
within  the  category  of  what  is  known  by  mercantile 
ueage  as  a  promissory  note,  and  negooiable  as  such.  We 
,  have  cited  the  above  decision  as  one  which  carries  into 
effect,  and  extends  the  doctrine  laid  down  in  the  case  of 
Be  Blakely  Ordnance  Company.  The  same  is  applied 
by  Vice-Ohancellor  Malins  in  the  case  of  Be  Imperial 
Land  Company  of  JdarieiUe*,  reported  19  W.  R.  228, 
without  any  hesitation,  and  apparently  with  the  notion 
that  if  holders  of  these  instruments  were  held  bound  to 
inquire  into    the  circnmstanoea  of  their  issue,  a  bUn 


would  be  inflicted  'on  tie  mereaiUile  tr»uaeli«iu  tt  On 
company. 

■  Tto  logical  conclusion  from  the  decisions  abore  cttel 
appears  to  be,  that  the  Court  of  Chancery  holds  it  to  lie 
equity  that  a  corporation  or  company,  if  eafBoienttj  en. 
powered  by  the  constitution  which  their  origizuitbn  bin 
chosen  to  adopt,  may  concoct  an  instrument  wliidi,  not 
being  of  a  kind  recognised  by  any  genenl  omtn  or 
nnderstanding  of  trade,  nor  by  any  commercial  icoeBtj 
other  than  the  convenience  of  the  comlniij  ind  thov 
who  choose  to  deal  in  their  securities,  shall,  bj  the  mea 
intention  of  the  company  who  issue  theinstrTuiient,line 
imparted  to  it  the  privilege  of  being  in  e^ity  tniita- 
able  to  bearer,  free  from  any  eqoitiee  or  oonBta  chim 
which  were  incident  to  Uie  original  obligatioD,  end 
would  have  oonstitnted  between  the  parties  a  Ttlid  de- 
fence against  its  enforcement 

It  is  difBcult  to  aooonnt  for  these  decisions,  amft  00 
the  hypothesis  that  equity  judges  have  of  late  been  db- 
tally  demoralised  by  enforced  familiarity  with  the  iei- 
inga  of  companies  in  liquidation,  and  have  been  led  to 
attach  far  too  much  importanoe  to  the  traasactiou  of 
these  companies  in  their  relation  to  the  general  oomms- 
cial  business  of  the  country.  We  shall  now  see  to  viut 
extent  and  under  what  conditions  the  doctricee  n  liid 
down  in  Chancery  have  been  recognised  by  the  Cositirf 
Law. 

In  the  case  of  Dickson  v.  The  Swansea  Vale  ani  SaH 
and  Brecon  Junction  Bailveay  Cbmpany  (L.  R.  4Q.  B.U, 
17  W.  R.  51)  the  declaration  was  against  a  niiT>;ooa- 
pany  on  a  money  bond.  Aa  equitable  plea  stated  Unt 
the  bond  in  question  was  a  Lloyd's  bond  giren  to  tla 
nominal  plaintiff  under  an  arrangement  between  hiaud 
the  company,  under  which  it  was  arranged  that  beihooU 
retire  the  bond.  The  replication  stated  that  the  bond  bed 
been  assigned  by  the  nominal  plaintiff  to  a  third  pena 
(who  was  the  real  plaintiff)  for  Tsloable  coniidwiliM, 
and  that  he,  the  real  plaintiff,  had  no  notice  oi  the  e^ulir 
mentioned  in  the  plea.  The  Court  held  in  effect  thai  d» 
plea  disclosed  the  fact  that  the  bond  was  gireo  to  tit 
plaintiff  for  the  purpose  of  raising  money  on  it,  ud  iW 
replication  having  stated  the  carrying  out  of  tbatpuiH 
by  the  assignment  of  the  bond  for  value  without  notie!« 
the  equity  to  a  person  who  sued  in  the  name  of  •  pl><>' 
tiff,  was  a  good  replication. 

Now,  before  assuming  that  this  last  case  anppotti  tb^ 
doctrine  of  the  cases  in  Chancery  above  cited,  m  nit 
observe  that  it  was  the  case  of  a  bead  pajabk  D 
assigns,  and  which  had  been  duly  assigned  asomdis;  « 
its  tenor ;  and  by  no  means  supports  thepropoailioD  tbt] 
a  bond  or  debenture  "to  bearer"  has  any  fom  H 
validity  in  equity  which  it  would  not  bare  ti  I** 
Moreover,  looking  at  the  form  of  the  replicatioe,  i< 
must  have  been  assumed  not  only  that  the  ^ 
chaser  of  the  bond  was  entirely  free  from  oot)"^ 
the  equities, — but  that  they  were  concealed  from  binjj 
the  company  and  their  contractor  acting  in  oonoai  w 
the  object  of  arming  the  latter  with  an  instromeiil 
credit. 

The  case  of  Siggs  v.  Northern  Aisan  Tee  Cn9 
(LimUed),  (L.  R.  1  Ex.  387)  was  of  the  follomii;  a^ 
On  the  17th  cf  October,  1864,  an  agreement  «•< 
between  H.  and  W.  the  latter  acting  on  behalf  of  > 
pany  called  the  Korthern  Assam  Tea  Company  IJUaii 
whereby  H.  was  to  sell  certain  estates  to  W.  l" 
company  for  the  sum  of  £54,000  payable,  i7,0M 
cash  and  £47,000  in  debenture  bonds  at  the  rate  of 
per  cent,  from  1st  January,  1865,  redeemable  at  e«t 
subsequent  dates.  The  agreement  contained  a  t"*" 
by  H.  of  certain  net  profits  to  the  comfaafi  < 
power  to  the  directors  to  retain  a  reasoniUile  as»^ 
the  said  debentures  as  eecarity.  The  comfsV ' 
registered  on  the  22nd  of  October,  1864 :  the  irtii 
association  recited  this  agreement,  and  statejr  i*^ 
other  things,  that  the  company  waa  to  bate  a  ^ 
lien  on  the  debentures  of  any  member  who  AmU 
indebted  to  the  company. 


Digitized  by 


Google 


Jm>e24, 1871.  THE  SOLICITORS'  JOURNAL  &  REPORTER.  615 


The  dabentnna  reoited  the  agraemeat  betwean  H.  and 
te  oompany,  and  witnessed  that  the  latter  bonnd  them- 
itrea  to  pay  the  principal  soma  to  H.,  hia  exeoaton, 
hninistratora,  or  assigns.  On  the  28th  of  July,  186a, 
'.,  for  valaable  consideration,  tranaferred  to  0.  twenty 
I  these  debentarea,  payable  on  the  1st  of  January,  1868. 
,  then  was,  and  remained  until  the  time  of  anit,  a  ahare- 
)lder.  C.  afterwarda  gave  notice  of  thia  tranafer  to 
le  company,  and  aent  the  tranafer  for  regiatration,  and 
aa  registered  by  them  in  a  book  called  the  register  of 
ortgagea,  and  gave  0.  a  oertiSoate  dated  the  9th  of 
Bgaat,  186S,  that  he  had  been  entered  on  the  regiater 
the  "  registered  proprietor  "  of  twenty  debenture 
mdB.  The  company  paid  intereat  on  theae  debentarea 
C,  and  had  sereral  tranaaotiona  with  0.,  amoagat 
her  thinga  taking  two  of  theae  debentarea  as  payment 
a  torn  due  to  the  oompany  from  0.  himaelf,  at  the  fall 
line  of  the  principal  anm  named  therein. 
The  company  defendanta  now  claimed,  in  an  action 
nsght  by  C.  for  payment  of  the  debentarea,  to  set  ofl 
irUin  soma  dae  to  them  for  unpaid  oalla,  &o.,  from  H. 
It  was  SDffioiently  clear  in  thia  oaae  that  the  dealinga 
the  company  with  0.,  whom  th^  leoogniaed  and 
Mted  as  owner  of  the  debentures,  estopped  them  from 
ttiog  np  the  olaima  of  aet-oS  for  the  debts  due  from 
.;  bnt  the  judges,  in  deciding  the  oaae,  gave  a  certain 
lontenance  to  the  dootrinea  of  the  Equity  Conrta  in  the 
visions  abore  mentioned.  Bramwell,  B.,  said  "  If  the 
mtraot  with  H.  waa  to  pay  hia  aaaigneea  without  right 
Mt-off,  then  the  assigneea  have  an  equity  to  prevent 
set-off  being  enforced  against  them."  He  dia- 
nguished  the  oaae  of  the  Natal  Inreatment  Company, 
'  Mjing  that  it  waa  not  a  oaae  of  aet-ofl  but  of  failure 
consideration  for  the  debenture  assigned  (a  view  of 
•t  case  which  does  not  appear  from  the  reported  de- 
lion).  And  finally,  after  citing  Re  Bldkely  Ordnanee 
mj,any,Re  OeneralErtatei  Company,  Dieksony.  Snantea 
He  Bailtcay  Company, t,nA  other  cases,  he  said"  On  these 
ftotitiea,and  taking  all  the  above  matters  into  account  we 
Brhat  the  defendanta  and  H.  contemplated  and  intended 
It  H.  should  assign  these  debentures,  that  he  could  not 
KUoaUy  do  so  if  subject  to  auoh  eqnitiea  as  now  aet  up, 
tt  consequently  H.  and  the  defendanta  contemplated 
d  intended  that  H.  should  assign  free  from  those 
allies,  and  that  the  defendanta  have  dealt  with  C.  on 
•t  footing.  Holding  this,  and  guiding  onraelves  an 
'best  can  by  the  cases  cited,  we  think  the  plaintiff 
nled  to  OUT  judgment." 

We  cannot  but  think  that  in  the  oonrao  of  the  decisions 
OTe  cited  the  equity  courts  have  a  Uttle  forgotten  the 
mm  itare  $uper  antiquas  vUu,  and  that,  even  to  the 
tent  to  which  the  courts  of  common  law  have  indorsed 
iir  doctrine,  it  would  be  fairiy  queationable  in  an 
pellate  court  of  authority  oo-ordinate  with  oranperior 
that  of  the  Lord  Chancellor.  In  the  oaae  of  Dixon  v. 
tiiU  (3  Maoq.  1),  decided  by  the  Hooae  of  Lords  on 
peal  from  Scotland,  where  the  Court  had  both  legal 
d  equitable  jnriadioUon;  the  ultimate  Court  of  Appeal 
ained  to  give  any  effect  as  a  negoolable  instrument  to 
Wivery  warrant  for  iron,  which  although  sanctioned 
w  general  ouatom  of  trade  was  contended  to  be  trans- 
^We  to  bearer  according  to  a  usage  of  the  iron  trade. 
«  reasoning  uaed  in  thia  oaae  by  Lord  Chancellor 
•aworth  upon  the  policy  of  the  law  which  refaaea  to 
n  a  Boating  right  of  aoilon,  either  at  law  or  in  equity, 
•a  instruments  which  are  not  aanctioned  as  negociable 
Jne  necessities  of  commerce  or  the  general  usage  of 
"•.would  be  precisely  applicable  to  oases  auoh  aa  the 
»fe(y  Jrdnance  Gompany  and  the  Eatatet  InveitmtKt 

I{  the  equity  of  the  aeries  of  deciaions  we  have  above 
w  be  doubtful,  there  ia  atiU  less  to  be  said  for  the 
"he  poUoy  of  the  doctrine  they  are  intended  to  support. 
M  tact  18  that  these  "  debentures  to  bearer  "  commonly 
'*H  to  aome  of  the  moat  questionable  tranaaotiona  of 
"indifferent  claaa  of  mercantile  peraonagea  called 
""W  companies.    The  value  which  these  debentures 


repreaent  is  not  (aa  in  the  case  of  Lloyd'a  bonds)  the 
vaJue  of  work  done,  or  any  value  which  there  are  means 
of  testing.  The  value  represented  by  theoi  is  probably 
the  fancy  price  at  which  the  company  jobber  haa  aold 
the  eatate  or  buaineaa  which  is  the  basis  of  the  company's 
operations,  and  which,  except  for  the  sucoeaa  in  floating 
the  oompany,  would  be  quite  unmarketable.  The  effect 
of  the  operation  ia  that  peraona  claiming  through  the 
promotera  are  enabled  to  sweep  away  the  whole  asaets 
of  the  oompany  in  preference  over  the  ordinary  creditors, 
as  well  as  over  riiareholders  duped  by  the  worthlesn 
guarantees  aet  ont  in  the  proapectua  of  the  oompany. 

In  making  the  above  obaervations  we  are  far  from  im- 
pugning the  deoiaion  in  the  case  of  the  Agra  and  Mat- 
terman'i  Bank  above  cited.  Nor  do  we  dispute  that 
when  a  railway  oompany  issue  to  their  contractor  Lloyd's 
bonds  (being  inatmmenta  under  aeal  of  the  oompany 
admitting  an  amount  due  upon  account  stated  for  work 
done)  they  may  be  diaentitled  to  aet  up  againat  the  as- 
signee of  theae  bonda  an  equity  ariaing  out  of  a  secret 
and  aednloualy  oonoealed  agreement  between  them  and 
the  contractor.  Thia,  indeed,  would  be  a  species  of 
fraud  on  the  part  of  the  oompany  issuing  inatmments 
whioh,  in  effaot,  represented  that  which  was  not,  and 
may  be  sufficient  to  infer  privity  between  the  oompany 
and  the  person  acting  on  auoh  representation. 

Bnt  thia  is  very  different  from  the  purport  of  the 
equity  decisions  whioh  stamp  with  the  authority  of  that 
Court  a  new  apeoiee  of  floating  dehentvre  tranaferable 
to  bearer,  to  the  loas  of  the  revenue,  and  freed  not  only 
from  all  rights  of  set-K)ff,  but  from  equitiei  which,  if 
taken  Into  consideration,  might  show  entire  want 
of  oonaideration  between  the  original  parties.  The 
doctrine  in  faot  g^ves  to  the  holder  of  theae  aeou- 
rities,  in  equity,  the  whole  effect  whioh  a  deed 
under  aeal  would  have  in  a  court  of  law  un- 
reatrained  by  equity,  and  thia  not  from  any  com- 
mercial neoeasity  or  general  uaage  of  trade,  bnt  by 
the  mere  force  of  the  pnrpoae  and  intention  of  the 
partiea  between  whom  the  original  inatrument  ia  con- 
cocted. So  far  as  the  deeiaiona  above  cited  tend  to  anp- 
port  thia  doctrine  we  cannot  think  they  have  any  solid 
foundation  in  equity  any  more  than  in  law.  But  it  is 
difBoolt  to  explain  away  the  cases,  aa  having  a  porpwt 
which  does  not  amount  to  the  strange  and  novel  pro- 
position we  have  here  proteated  againat. 


BECENT  DECISIONS. 


EQUITY. 
Stat.  3  &  4,  Will.  4,  o.  27,  s.  28. — Acknowlkdombmt 

BY  Joint  Mobtoaoebs  (Tbusteks)  in  Possbbsion. 
Richard  v.  Young,  LJ.,  19  W.  R.  612. 

A  new  point  waa  decided  in  thia  case  by  Vice 
Chancellor  Malina  (18  W.B.  800)  which  we  ahortly 
noticed  (14  S.  J.  916).  The  Vice  Ohanoellor'a  deoision 
haa  now  been  affirmed.  It  is  in  effect  that,  where  two 
or  more  joint  mortgagees  (truateea)  are  in  possession  of 
the  mortgagee  deeds,  no  acknowledgment  of  the  mort- 
gagor's title  entillea  the  mortgagor  to  redeem,  unless 
aigned  by  aU  of  them.  There  is  no  mention  of  joint 
mortgagees  in  the  Aot.  In  the  opinion  of  the  Lords' 
Juatioea,  the  latter  part  of  aeotion  28  "  where 
there  ahall  be  more  than  one  mortgagee"  refers 
to  the  case  of  tenancy  in  common,  where  one  or  other  of 
the  mortgageea  has  a  aeparate  diatingniahable  intereat, 
either  in  the  money  or  the  land.  In  auoh  a  oaae  any 
one  of  the  mortgagees,  who  haa  given  an  acknowledg- 
ment, is  redeemable  as  to  hia  interest  in  the  property 
mortgaged.  It  is  the  earlier  part  of  the  section  that 
applies  to  joint  mortgageea,  who,  according  to  Lord 
Joatice  Hellish,  are  included  in  the  word  "  mortgagee," in 
the  earlier  part  of  the  aeotion.  Where,  therefore,  tbo 
intereat  of  all  ia  an  undivided  intereat,  the  acknowledg- 
ment of  leas  than  all  operates  nothing,  and  the  signatuxe 
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of  »U  U  neoewBty.  This  is  a  deobion  wUoh  penong 
who  lend  money  on  mortgage  on  a  joint  account  will  do 
well  to  keep  in  Tiew.  The  argument  that  one  tmrtee 
who  aiguB  an  acknowledgment  of  the  mortgagors  title 
mast  be  Uken  to  sign  on  behalf  of  his  co-trustees  in- 
▼oWed  the  question  whether  the  signature  of  an  agent 
would  be  lufBcient.  The  Lords'  Justices  held  that  it 
would  not,  the  Act  being  silent  on  the  subject.  The 
acknowledgment,  to  be  operatiye,  must  be  signed  by  all 
the  trustees,  and  made  to  the  mortgagor  Umself.  No 
acknowledgment  of  a  third  person  is  sufficient  {Batehelor 
T.  MlddMon,  6  Ha.  88)  yet  the  vaguest  of  allusions  (see 
StantfifU  T.  HoUon,  I  W.  E.  27,  3  D.  M.  G.  620  ;  and 
Trulaeh  T.  nohey,\i  Sim.  403)  may  operate  aa  an 
acknowledgment,  if  addressed  to  the  redeeming  party  by 
the  person  to  be  redeemed. 

INYESTHXIIT  OF  MONIBS    BKCKIVED    OK    SALSB  VMDEB 

Leabks  ahd  SaI/Bs  of  Settled  Ebtateb  Act. 
(19  It,  20  Vict.  c.  120.) 
Be  Oooka't  Settlement,  M.  B.,  19  W.  B.  698. 
Monies  received  on  sales  under  this  A«t  are,  by  section 
25,  until  applied  in  some  or  one  of  the  ways  mentioned 
in  section  23,  to  be  invested  either  in  Bzobequer  Bills, 
or  in  Consols,  which  would  be  well  enough  if  these  in- 
vestments were  always  of  a  temporary  character.  In  Wail 
V.  Ball  (11  W.  B.  298),  Vice-chancellor  Kindersley,  after 
taking  time  to  consider,  held  that  the  Court  had  juris- 
diction, in  a  proper  case,  to  approve  of  an  investment  on 
mortgage  of  freeholds,  being,  we  snppoae,  of  opinion  that 
the  proceeds  of  sale  were  "  cash  under  the  control  of  the 
Court"  (28  k  24  Vict.  c.  38),  although  the  Master 
of  the  Bolls  in  Be  Birmingham  Blue  QkU  Sehool  (14  W. 
B.  Cb.  Dig.  46  L:  B.  1  Bq.  682),  inoUned  to  think  that 
the  statntory  power  of  the  Court  as  to  investment  con- 
ferred by  the  28  &  24  Vict.  c.  88,  and  the  General  Order  of 
1st  of  February,  1861,  was  intended  to  apply  only  to  cash 
coming  into  Court  in  the  ordinary  course,  and  not  to  cash 
paid  in  under  an  Act  of  Parliament.  However  this  may 
be,  the  Master  of  the  Bolls  in  Be  Birmtn/ham  Blue  Coat 
School,  {eup.)  acting  on  a  precedent  before  Vioe-Chan- 
oellor  Wood,  ordered  the  investment  In  Consols  of  money 
paid  into  Court  under  a  private  Aot,  though  snob  private 
Act  direct  the  investment  to  be  in  Bxohequer  Bills.  And 
in  Be  Wilkineon's  Betate,  (18  W.  B.  Oh.  Dig.  46).  Vioe- 
Cbancellor  Malins  ordered  the  investment  in  East  India 
stock  of  a  fund  paid  into  Court  under  the  provision  of  a  spe- 
cial Aot  anterior  to  23  &  24  Viot.  c.  38,  though  such  special 
AoG  directs  the  investment  to  be  in  Consols  or  Beiuoed 
Annuities.  Upon  the  authorities  it  is  not  surprising  that 
the  Master  of  the  Bolls  should  in  Be  Coohe't  Settlement 
hare  allowed  monies  paid  into  Court  under  the  Leases  and 
Sales  of  Settled  Estates  Act  to  be  invested  in  any  of  the 
Sfcorities  authorised  by  the  Oeneral  Order  of  February 
1st,  1861. 


SEVIEWS. 

TA»  SlatiUet.  Btvited  Edition.  Vol.  IL.  ^D.,  1688—1770. 
By  Authority.  Printed  by  George  William  Eyre  and 
Win.  Spottiswoode.  Printers  to  her  Queen's  Most  Excel- 
lent Majesty.    1871. 

The  Statute  Law  Kevision  Commission  are  certainly  not 
idle.  They  have  now,  within  the  space  of  two  years,  issued, 
including  the  present  instalment,  three  volumes.  The 
admirable  chronological  table  and  index,  comprising 
all  the  statutes  up  to  the  end  of  1869,  was  issned  in  January, 
1870,  and  befbrethe  end  of  that  year  the  first  volume  of 
the  revised  statutes  thennelves,  comprising  ihe  corpus  of 
the  statute  law,  purged  of  all  repealed  portions,  down  to 
the  end  of  the  latest  legislation  of  James  II.  The  second 
volume  carries  the  work  down  to  the  year  1770,  the  10th 
of  George  III.,  exhibiting  the  effect  of  repeals  down  to  the 
end  of  Uie  session  of  1870  (33  k  34  Tict.)  These  volumes 
are  admirably  arranged  and  admirably  printed,  and  it  is 
hardly  necessary  to  say  that  to  lawyers  they  are  simply  in- 
valuable. 


COURTS. 

COUBT  OF  CHANCERY. 

MaSTEK  OF  THE  BOLL8. 

Jane  M.—Se  St.  Bierre  BuOir  Book,  e  iHiabK. 

On  the  24th  of  Afoil  last  the  Mssterof  the  RoDsnsdeia 
order  to  strike  Mr.  Hook  off  the  rolls  (see  wiO  p,  171). 

On  that  occasion  Mr.  Hook  did  not  appear,  and  Uuonk 
was  made  on  an  affidavit  of  service.  The  matter  vw 
afterwards  spoken  to,  when'  the  petitionei'i  coooael  stitad 
that  an  arrangement  had  been  effected  between  Ut.  Hn^ 
and  his  client,  and  submitted  to  act  ss  the  Court  ihotid 
direct,  with  reference  to  the  drawing  op  of  the  order.  Tin 
Master  of  the  Bolls  thereupon  took  time  to  oonndsvbt 
course  to  pursue,  and  on  June  20  pronounced  jodgnatii 
the  following  terms:— 

Lord  BoMiLLT,  MB.— I  think  that  it  is  not  neecMu;  b 
the  petitioner  in  this  case  to  draw  up  the  order  whidi  1  to- 
nounoed  on  the  24th  of  April,  Mr.  Hook  haviM  pid  or 
secured  all  that  is  due  from  Hm.  1  make  a  dubida 
between  mere  inability  to  satisfy  an  amount  due,  apealtf 
when  strenuous  endeavours  are  made  to  discharee  theBi- 
bility,  and  those  cases  where  money  has  been  obtiiiied,a 
the  account  of  it  deferred  by  falsa  statunents,  and  by  ficti&a 
accounts ;  and  also  from  those  cases,  where  the  jroptity « 
other*,  fiducially  entrusted,  is  involved,  as  inthecsMtli 
solicitor  or  trustee,  dealing  with  the  property  of  hiieaSB 
#ti#  trust. 

In  this  case  I  think  that,  the  petitioner  being  satil&u, 
it  is  not  the  duty  of  the  Court,  having  refetance  to  Iki 
necessity  of  keeping  pure  the  proceedings  of  the  ailicitoii, 
who  are  so  important  a  branch  of  this  Court,  to  require  ttit 
Mr.  Hook  should  be  struck  off  the  rolls;  and,  therdare,  it 
though  it  was,  in  my  opinion,  right  for  the  petitionff  to  »4 
under  the  direction  of  the  Court,  it  is  not  necassaij  forbm 
to  draw  up  the  order,  which  may  be  allowed  te  drop. 

SehomUrg,  Q.C.,  appeared  for  Mr.  Hook. 

/mm/,  Q.C.,  and  frailer,  for  the  petitions. 

June  12, 20.— i8»  BnUton  fa  SoUeitor}. 

This  was  a  petition  by  the  Incorporated  Law  Society,  to 
strike  Mr.  WiUiam  Courtenay  Brutton's  name  off  the  n* 
on  a  charge  of  having,  in  1866,  misapplied  a  sum  <^^ 
entrusted  to  bis  care,  partly  as  solicitor  to  the  Earl  of  Do- 
donald,  and  partly  as  trustee  of  two  deeds,  executed^ » 
Earl  in  November,  1864,  and  March,  1866;  as  towbicli.«» 
Urd  Dundonald  v.  Matterman,  (17  W.  B.  618.) 

Sir  Richard  Baggallay,  Q.C.,  and  F.  0.  AyuM,  appemt 
in  support  of  the  petition. 

Jeeul  Q.C.,  and  Cottrtll,  for  Mr.  Bmtton.  . 

June  20.— Lord  Romuxt,  M.B.— TUs  is  an  apptoW 
by  the  Incorporated  Law  Society,  to  strike  om^^J 
solicitors  of  this  Court  off  the  rolls,  or  at  least  tosafW 
him  from  practising  as  such  for  some  time,  to  be  fi™" ™ 
discretion  of  this  Court.  Counsel  who  appeared  fir  «• 
Brutton  endeavoured  to  put  this  on  the  footing  ofsw" 
deficiency  to  pay  the  balance  of  an  account  between  liiai»» 
his  client,  and  referred  to  several  cases  to  show  that "« Cm| 
will  not  allow  this  species  of  process  to  be  adopted  Wt" 
nurpose  of  compelling  paymMit  of  the  balance  of  nic- 
count  taken  between  a  cfient  and  his  aolidtor.  Bat  MMi 
this  case  presents  a  much  graver  aspect  I*  "»*^ 
either  substantUted  by  affidavits  or  not  d^ed,  to  t» 
effect— That  a  large  sum  of  money  was  entrusted  to  «• 
Brutton,  partly  as  soUcitor,  and  parUy  ss  »•  of  "J 
trustees  of  a  deed  of  November  2, 1864,  and  of  a  deal « 
March  20,  1866;  that  Mr.  Brutton  »««M»«1*'»»  "JSJ 
that  character,  that  he  misapplied  a  consideraWe  P»™*" 
it  for  his  own  purposes,  and  that  he  concealed  this  act  m» 
Lady  Dundonald  by  false  accounts  and  misreprB<eni»B»« 
that  when  a  bill  was  filed  against  him  and  his  two  pwW^ 
(who  were  certainly  innocent  of  any  personal  ''""^{^•"J 
in  the  matter),  and  which  bill  required  them  f"}"?? 
the  amount  due,  he  did  not  appear  to  t™.  **.*S 
he  allowed  to  betaken  pro  eonfuto  •«a™»' *«" '.^fi 
admitting  the  touth  of  the  very  damagiuK  chuw  «"  . 
it  as  against  him ;  and  that  he  aUowed  the  ^'^^ZZ 
the  loss  to  fall  upon  his  co-partners,  and  made  no  •^"rL 
repay  the  amount  so  due  to  the  Earl  of  DundonaW. 
charge  goes  on  to  state  that  after  this  the  suit  o«»""X 
his  misconduct  was  compromised  by  the  P^y"""' ^,^ 
two  partners  of  a  sum  of  £1,000  in  two  in«tahMB*'JJ- 
ther  with  the  costs  of  the  suit    Thk  chsrge  seems  to  ■«  >" 
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folly  Mtabluhed  in  the  affidavits  and  papers  befose  me 
it  in  the  rait  of  Jfundoitatd  y.  M<ut»r»aii,  and  on  the 
itioa  now  before  me.  I  think  thia  is  a  very  different  case 
B  that  of  Mr.  Hook  (««;>).  It^is  moreorer  a  casein  which 
'.  Bintton  has  made  no  reparation  personally  to  anyone, 
tnoly  not  to  his  lata  partners,  Meaars.  Haaterman  ft  Up- 
,  «ho,  so  fitr  as  he  is  concerned,  were  WhoUr  innocent, 
iitroe  that  this  petition  is  not  presented  by  his  late  partner* 
ij  Lord  Dandonald,  bnt  it  is  not  on  that  account  the 
I  necaaan  for  this  Court  to  take  notice  of  the  matter 
m  properly  brought  before  it.  I  think  it  right  to  state 
t  in  my  opinion  it  was  the  duty  of  the  Incorporated  Law 
iety,  who  have  done  much  to  promote  the  honenr  of  the 
farioD,  and  the  benefit  of  whoae  services  has  extended 
end  their  own  branch  of  the  profession,  to  bring  this 
I  before  the  notice  of  the  Oonrt  It  was  suggested  that 
J  hsTe  delayed  unduly  doing  so,  bnt  I  am  ofan  oppoaita 
nion.  Mr.  Brutton  took  out  no  certiScate  from  Norem- 
,  1847,  to  KoTember,  1868,  when  he  renewed  his  certi- 
te  to  November.  1869.  But  from  that  time  till  Jannaiy 
E  he  had  no  cartifieate.  In  January  last  he  &Ppliad  for 
order  enabling  him  to  renew  his  oertifioate.  Tne  order 
I  madey  bat  with  a  reaerratiMi,  showing  that  the  judge 
not  consider  that  he  was  determining  anything  as  to  the 
friety  of  his  remaining  on  the  roll  of  solieiton. 
U,  therefore,  it  was  not  nntil  Jnmuary  last  that  his  inten- 
I  to  re.eommence  business  was  established,  and  aa  no 
nation  was  made,  or  attempted  to  be  made,  by  him  up  to 
ttime,  I  think  that  the  delay  in  the  presentation  of  this 
ition  wu  a  reasonable  and  proper  delay,  showing  no  deure 
fNssing  hastily  or  unduly  on  J&.  Brutton.  Ihave  taken 
whole  matter  into  consideration,  and  I  think  that  in  the 
laeicite  of  my  disovtion  tiie  mildest  judgment  that  I 
nottonnce  upon  him  is,  to  suspend  him  from  practising 
it  the  end  of  Hilary  Term,  1874,  bnt  1  will  reserve  liberty 
lim  to  apply  in  the  meantime,  in  case  it  shall  appear  that 
rautances  may  have  oecuned  which  may  entitle  him  to 
idixation  of  this  term. 


COUNTY  COUBTS. 

IiAXBITH. 

(Bdbre  J.  Pm  Tatlox,  Esq.,  Judge.) 
Jane  20.— JTey  v.  Coltton. 
Judgment  tummoiu — Committal — "  InaUlitjf  to  pay." 
Iu>  wu  an  application  on  a  jadgment-sammons  to  com- 
the  defendant  to  prison  for  non-payment,  he  having 
,  or  having  had  since  the  jadgment,  the  means  to  par. 
r.  Taylor,  the  plaintiff's  attorney,  said  he  applied  for  a 
■ittat  on  the  ground  that  the  defeodant  was,  through 
vife,  entitled    to    a    reversion  amounting   to   sevenl 
Iredi  of  pounds  on  the  death  of  his  wife's  mother.     This 
nionaty  interest  was  oi  a  saleable  character  and  not 
t  left  for  the  wife's  separate  use^  the  defendant  had  the 
etto  deal  with  it  as  his  own.     He  bad  ucdoobtedly 
pover  to  raise  this  small  sum  (aboat  £9),  and  he  ^Mr. 
lor)  tboogbt  his  Honour  could  take  that  fact  as  brmg- 
the  defendant  within   the  meaning  of  the  "  Debtors' 
"  uajodgroent-debtor  having  the  means  to  pay.    The 
otor  under  the  will  of  defendant's  wife's  father  having 
sad  to  the  defendant's  reversionary  interest  as  stated, 
r.  PriT  Tatlok  said  he  could  not  commit  on  evidence 
iwpective  means  to  pay.     A  wife's  reversion  was  too 
>t«  and  uncertain  to  be  the  gteunds  for  committing  her 
•sd  to   prison.       Mere  direct  evidence  of  defendant's 
u  to  pay  must  be  produced  before  he  could  be  committed. 
IS  Tonld,  therefore,  be  no  order. 
i  =___. 

APPOINTMEHTS. 

t  UzosoE  Phiu-ippo,  barrister-at-law,  has  been  ap- 
id  a  Puisne  Judge  of  the  colony  of  British  Ouiana. 
hQlippo  was  called  to  the  bar  at  the  Inner  Temple  in 
ty,  1862,  and  gained  a  certificate  of  honour  at  the 
ii  of  L^al  Education's   examination  in  that  term. 

I  end  of  last  year  he  was  appointed  Attorney-General 
Btith  Columbia,  which   office   becomes  vacant.     The 

II  Judgeship  of  British  Ouiana,  to  which  he  has  now 
4>pointed,  is  worth  £1,600  per  annum. 

i  Abthui  John  Talbot,  solicitor,  of  Newtown,  Mont- 
■yshire,  has  been  appointed  Clerk  to  the  Magistrates 
*  divisions  of  Newtown  Upper  and  Llanidloes  Lower, 


and  Registrar  of  the  Newtown  County  Court,  in  sncoesaioa 
to  the  late  Mr.  George  Woosnam,  to  whose  practice  he  has 
also  suooeeded.  Mr.  Talbot  was  admitted  in  1864  and  wa« 
lately  a  member  of  the  firm  of  Cooke  &  Talbot,  Gray's-ion. 
[The  statement  in  last  week's  Solicitor*'  Journal  to  the 
effect  that  Mr.  David  Pugh  had  been  appointed  registrar  of 
the  Newtown  County  Court  was  incorrect.] 

Mr.  JoHX  Salmon,  soUoitor,  of  South  Shield*,  Durham, 
has  been  appointed  Union  Clerk  to  the  South  Shields  Board 
of  Guardians,  in  succession  to  his  fiitber,  Mr.  Iliomas 
Salmon,  deceased.    Mr.  Salmon  was  certificated  in  1847. 

Mr.  JoSBTB  Habkbh.  soUoitor,  of  Poole,  has  been  elected 
an  Alderman  of  that  borough,  viet  Harris.  Mr.  Uarkor 
was  certificated  in  1858,  and  fills  the  office  of  Mayor  of 
Poole  for  the  current  year. 

Mr.  Thokas  Tobkbr,  of  Leeds,  has  been  appointed  a 
Commissioner  to  administer  oaths  in  Chancery. 

Mr.  JosiPH  Gbrkabd,  of  Bolton,  Lancaster,  has  been  ap- 
pointed a  Commissioner  to  administer  oaths  in  Chancery. 


PA&LIAIIBHT  AND  LEGISLATION. 

HOUSE  OP  LORDS. 

June  16. — The  Lunacy  Rtgulation  Am»ndm»iU  BilL — The 
Lord  Cfaancellor,in  moving  the  second  reading  of  this  Bill,  ex. 
plained  that  its  object  was  to  afford  protection  to  persons  who 
were  temporuily  afflicted  with  imbecility.  On  more  than 
one  occasion  he  had  experienced  a  difficiuty  in  dealing  with 
such  cases,  because  the  persons  were  not  so  bad  that  a  com. 
mission  of  lunacy  should  be  issued.  Under  this  Bill  the 
Lord  Chancellor  would  have  power  to  deal  with  the  manage- 
ment of  the  property  of  such  persons,  and  to  secure  its 
temporary  chaxacter  the  Bill  provided  that  no  order  should 
be  made  for  a  longer  period  than  six  months.  By  one 
clause  it  would  be  necessary  for  the  Commissioners  ia 
Lunacy  to  visit  each  patient  twice  a  year,  and  at  such  other 
times  as  the  Court  should  appoint.  "Hie  Bill  was  read  a 
second  time. 

Landlord  and  Tmcuit  (IreUmi)  Aet,  1870,  Amenduunt 
BiU. — Lord  Cairns  moved  the  seoond  reading. — The  Lord 
Chancellor  thanked  Lord  Cairns  for  suggesting  a  means  of 
obviating  a  not  inconsiderable  difficulty.  Contrary  to  the 
notion  that  prevailed  in  some  quarters,  this  Bill  did  not 
express  any  opinion  upon  the  legal  point  that  had  arisen  in 
one  of  the  Courts  in  Ireland.  Its  object  was  simple,  and  ito 
clause  was  neatly  arranged. — Lord  Cairns  said  he  had 
avoided  making  any  reference  in  the  Bill  to  what  had  oc. 
curred  in  Ireland,  aa  to  which  he  had  only  imperfect  infor- 
mation. Whatever  had  been  said,  it  was  clear  there  was 
much  anxiety  in  the  minds  of  persons  in  the  northern  part 
of  Ireland,  and  it  was  proper  that  their  doubts  should  be 
removed  by  legislation.  —  Lord  Lurgan  said  the  Bill 
would  be  approved  by  all  who  were  tenante  under  the 
custom  of  Ulster. — The  Bill  was  read  a  second  time. 

June  19.— The  DeelartUion  of  FariM.— The  Earl  of 
Denbigh  presented  petitions  numerously  signed  from  Man- 
chester, Birmingham,  Kewcastie,  and  other  places,  praying 
that  an  address  may  be  presented  asking  her  Majesty  to 
issue  a  declaration  that  she  is  not  and  never  has  been  bound 
by  the  Declaration  of  Paris,  and  that  that  docnment  is  null 
and  void.  He  recounted  the  history  of  the  Declaration,  and 
having  argued  that  its  stipulations  were  contrary  to  the 
interests  of  Great  Britain,  proceeded  to  contend  that  the 
declaration  not  being  an  agreement  or  treaty,  was  not 
binding.  "  1.  Because  a  treaty  can  be  made  only  by 
authority  of  the  Sovereign,  and  the  British  Plenipotentiaries 
who  signed  the  Declaration  of  Paris  had  no  authority  for 
that  purpose  from  the  Queen  of  EnglandL.  2.  Because  no 
document  is  a  treaty  till  it  has  been  ratified  by  the!  Sovereign 
and  the  Declaration  of  Paris  has  never  been  ratified  by  the 
Queen.  3.  Because  the  Declaration  of  Paris  affects  to 
change  the  law  of  England,  and  no  treaty  changing  the 
laws  of  England  is  vabd  without  the  consent  of  Parliament, 
and  the  Dedaiation  of  Paris  has  never  been  assented  to  by 
Parliament.  4.  Because  the  Declaration  of  Paris  affects  to 
change  not  the  conventional,  but  the  permanent  and  immu- 
table law  of  nations,  to  change  which  is  beyond  the  compe- 
tence of  Parliament  or  of  any  other  human  authority,  i. 
Because  a  treaty  must  profess  itself  a  treaty,  which  the 
Declaration  of  Paris  does  not,  but- describes  itself  as  & 
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'declaration  iidopted'  in  order  ' to  introdace  into  interna- 
tional  relationa  fixed  principles'  on  maritime  law,  'and  '  to 
eatablish  an  uniform  doctrine  on  to  important  a  point ;' 
vbile,  in  fact  no  nniform  doctrine  has  been  eatabliihed,  the 
United  States,  Mexico,  and  Spain  not  baring  adopted  the 
Declaration  of  Paris.     6.  Because   a  treaty  most   contain 
reciprocal  and  equiralent  obligations — that  the  only  equiva- 
lent,   so   far  as    Pmssia  and    Bnssia  ate   concerned,   for 
the  Burreoder  of   our  power,  which  is  purely  maritime, 
would  be  surrender  of  their  power,  which  is  porely  military. 
7.  Because,  though  it  has  been  alleged  that  the  abolituni 
of  prirateering    was  an    equiralent    for    the    surrender 
of  our  right  to  seize   enamiea'   goods  in  neutral  vessels, 
privateering    has    not    been    abolished,    being    avowedly 
retained    by    Spain,   Mexico,    and   the   United    States." 
LordEldon/in  1801,  said:  "The  right  of  searching  neutral 
vessels  originated  in  the  rights  of  nature,  and  no  convention 
or  treaty  can  permanently  destroy  that  right."      And  Lord 
Nelson,  in  the  same  year,  narrated  a  conversation  with  the 
Ciown  Prince  of  Denmark,  to  whom  he  had  said :  "  Sup- 
pose that  England  were  to  consent,  which  she  never  will,  to 
this  freedom  and  nonsense  of  navigation,  I  will  tell  your 
Boyal  Highness  what  the   result  would  be — ruination  to 
Denmark,  and  the   Baltic  would  soon  change  its  name  to 
the  Russian  Sea."     Sir  W.  Scott,  moreover,  declared  a  mili- 
tary war  and  a  commercial  peace  to  be  a  state  of  things  not 
yet  seen  in  the  world,  and  Sir  John  Kicholls,  King'b  Advo- 
cate, in  an  argument  before  Lord  Kenyon,  said,  "  There  is 
no  such  thing  as  a  war  for  arms  and  a  peace  for  commerce." 
He   asked  if  the   Declaration    had    ever  been  ratified  by 
her  Majesty  in  Council,  and  cited  from  Vattel,  to  show  that 
treaties  pernicious  to  the  State  are  void.— Earl  Cowper  re- 
plied, on  behalf  of  the  Oovemment,  that  the  Declaration  had 
never  been  ratified  by  her  Majesty  in  Council,  but  that  they 
did  not  on  that  account  consider  themselves   at  liberty  to 
repudiate  it.     The  question  of  the  treatment  of  neutrals  had 
often  been  debated  in  Parliament,  particularly  fifteen  years 
ago,  when  this  Declaration  was  drawn  up,  and  it  was  not 
necessarjr  for  him  to  argue  the  matter.     It  had  been  shown 
that  dnnng  the  ISO  years  prior  to  1856,  thirty-four  agree- 
ments   were    entered     into    between    this    country  and 
other  Powers,  in  all  but  three  of  which  it  was  provided 
that  free  ships  should    make  free    goods. — The   Karl    of 
Malmesbury  did  not  regard  the  Declaration  as  a  document 
of  as  sacred  a  character  as  a  ratified  treaty.     Sir  George 
Lewis  admitted  at  the  time  that  if  we  were  at  war  with  any 
of  the  parties  to  it,  it  would  cease  to  be  binding  as  regarded 
that  belligerent,  while  the  late  Lord  Derby  went  so  far  as  to 
declare  that  England  had  cut  off  her  right  hand,  and  called 
it  the  Capitulation  of  Paris.     At  the  same  time  Lord  Derby 
held  that  all  the  Powers  which  had  subscribed  to  it,  and  had 
not  since  disavowed  it,  were  morally  bound  by  it.     It  was 
impossible,  however  to  believe  that  if  we  were  at  war  with 
some  maritime  Power,  and  met  with  a  disaster  at  sea,  we 
^'huuld  adhere  to  the  Declaration,  instead  of  making  use  of 
those  private  ships  which  we  possessed  above  all  other  coun- 
tries.— Earl  Granville,   without  arguing  the  questions  al- 
ready settled,    would  simply  protest  against  the  doctrine 
that  we  were  at  liberty,  though  we  ourselves  had  been  pro- 
testing against  similar  conduct,  to  say  that  whenever  an 
international  declaration  by  which  we  were  bound  in  honour 
was  inconveaient  we  would  immediately  withdraw  from  it. — 
Lord  Colchester  was  surprised  Ekurl  Cowper  referred  to  the 
long  series  of  treaties  by  which  that  right  had  been  waived 
in  former  times.    In  all  these  treaties,  with  scarcely  an  ex- 
ception, if  we  abandoned  the  principle  of  seizing  enemies' 
goods  in  neutral  ships,  we  claimed  in  return  that  of  seizing 
neutral  goods  in  enemies'  ships,  a  very  diffierent  thing  &om 
tite  unconditional  surrender  of  our  right  at  the  Treaty  of 
Paris.    Usually  any  concession  to  which  two  Powers  agreed, 
as  to  the  limitation  of  their  rights  in  time  of  war,  put  each, 
at  least  as  belligerents,  on  the  same  footing  as  hu  enemy. 
But  here  our  obligation  was  to  tiie  neutral,  not   to   the 
belligerent.    If  he  rightly  understood  the  ease,  under  the 
present  law,  if  we  were  at  war  with  America,  who  had  not 
been  a  party  to  the  declaration,  America  could  seize  our 
goods  in  French  or  Russian  bottoms,  while  we,  hound  by 
this  Treaty,  could  not  seize  American  property  in  the  vessels 
of  any  nation  which  was  a  party  to  the  Treaty.  Biit  it  was 
not  only  in  the  interest  of  England  that  the  Treaty  was  open 
to  exception.  Mr.  J.  S.  Mill  stated  a  few  years  ago  his  opinion 
that  it  was  most  objectionable  in  the  general  interest  of  the 
freedom  of  the  world.    He  saw  that  it  waa  a  measure  weak- 
ening the  force  of|naval  Powers,  a  force  seldom  formidable 


o  national  independence,  and  thereby  strengthening  nilitiiy 
Powers,  whoee  foroe  was  often  extremely  formidibletotlM 
rights  of  othws.  He  feared  that  under  present  dtcnnutmoei 
England  could  not  shake  off  the  encumbrance  of  thst  oUigi. 
Uou ;  but  he  trusted  that  if  international  treaties  ven  oaa 
more  to  be  modified — if  other  Powers  desired  to  be  taliend 
&om  any  "  of  the  treaty  obligations  binding  on  thsa,"  n 
might  endeavour  to  obtain  a  modification  of  an  agneaeit, 
injnrions,  he  thought,  to  the  power  of  England,  ud  iijiii. 
ions  also  to  the  highMt  interests  of  the  world.  The  mbjeet 
Qien  dropped.  \ 

Some  of  Lordt  Appellatt  JuritHetioH  BiXl—\jaci  Wot- 
bury  moved  the  seoond  reading.    He  desired  with  t  rm 
of  restrioting  the  aj^llate  jorudictioa  of  their  LaiMi|i' 
House,  that  whoa  a  case  had  beea  once  decided,  ud  '&A 
dedaion  had  been  confirmed  in  a  court  below  upon  iffeil, 
no  further  appeal  should,  exaept  in  special  cases,  be  pah 
mitted.    Dnnng  the  last  four  years  tlra  number  of  anaii 
from  Sootland  had  exceeded  thcae  from  England  sad  Itt' 
land  together,  and  among  these  appeals  ^ere  wonU  k 
found  btigation  of  the  mort  trifling,  &iv(doni  and  rente 
deeoription.    Kot  only,  therefore,  onght  thev  to  tskt  on 
that  the  time  of  their  Lordships,  which  would  be  of  gnt 
value  in  tiie  determination  of  the  most  important  ^^ 
whidi  awaited  their  decision  from  other  portioni  oi  % 
Empire,  should  not  be  wasted  on  trifling  appeals  from  Scot- 
land ;  but  some  relation,  at  all  events,  should  be  prMmd 
between  the  value  of  the  property  in  dispute  and  the  o- 
penses  of  the  appeaL    The  fees  in  their  Lordships'  Houe 
were  moderate  enough,  but  the  cost  of  preparing  thesppeal, 
the  printing,  and  carrying  the  case  through  oonld  eniuii; 
not  beleea,  as  a  rale,  than  £800  ;  and  no  appetl  ongU, 
therefore,  to  be  allowed  as  a  matter  of  ooone  to  their  Lerl- 
ships'   House  unless  the  value  of  tiie  property  in  dilute 
amounted  to  at  least  £l,00O.    It  had  been  said  bv  use 
one  that  law  was  a  luxury,  and  undoubtedly  it  was  i  lamrr 
if  one  had  to  pay  for  it  the  large  sums  he  had  mentiioied. 
But  if  it  were  a  luxury,  it  ought  to  be  restrained  by  sow 
sumptuary  law,  by  some  law  founded  uponconsidsnliniii 
public  good  and  general  expadiouoe.     Even  if  the  bill  wold 
not  be  proceeded  with  this  year,  he  hoped  that  it  vonld  te 
allowed  to  pass  tiie  seoond  reading,  so  that  the  subject  mi|it 
beoareAilly  considered  with  a  view  to  legislation  nsdaema 
— The  Lord  Chancellor  was  afraid  this  was  not  the  onlj  etO 
connected  with  their  Lordships' jurisdiction,  and  therebnb 
was  glad  Lord  'VVestbury  had   brought  forward  this  B3 
rather  as  a  subject   of   disoussioa   than  with  a  rie*  <i 
passing   it  during  the   present  Session.      There  oonld  k 
no  reasonable  objection  to  that  portion  of  the  winR 
which  related  to  the  limits  of  amount.     It  wonM  wnln- 
bute  to  the  welfare  of  all  suitors  if  a  reasonable  limit  of 
amount  were  imposed  in  regard  to  carrying  casa  to  tte 
Court  of  ultimate  Appeal.     In  a  country  like  this  wlw 
legal  tribunals  were  so   numerous,    a   Court  of  nltinaU 
Appeal  was  necessary,  but  owing  to  a  variety  of  can«».  ti£ 
present  machine  was  far  too  cumbrous  for  the  dischsr^  o' 
the  ordinary  duty  of  determining  cases  in  which  no  jn»t 
question  of  principle  was  involved.     In  County  C;nrt  •!» 
Bankruptcy  cases,  as  well  as  those  under  the  Windii^-ap 
Acts,  there  was  a  limit  on  appeals  in  regard  both  to  aooaM 
and  time.    This  waa  justifiable  on  principle,  and  it  «oia 
be  desirable  to  apply  similar  regulations  to  appeals  to  ^ 
House  of  Lords.    In  regard  to  the  second  appeal,  hovenr, 
he  did  not  entertain  so  &vourable  an  opinion.    It  sn  Qti^ 
mediate  appeal  were  allowed  at  sdl,  he  doubted  vhetha^ 
would  be  expedient  to  say  that  when  a  Court  of  Appeal  w 
affirmed  the  decision  of  the  Court  of  First  Instance  '.ien 
should  be  no  further  appeal,  except  with  the  leave  of  the  tori 
which  last  determined  the  case.  In  fact,  there  were  inttsaxl 
of  the  decision  of  the  Court  below,  although  confirmed  Iv  t^ 
intermediate  Court  of  Appeal,  being  overruled  by  tie  Hoai 
of  Lords.     Then  it  was  worthy  of  consideration  whetba  til 
time  for  appealing  ought  not  to  be   abridged,  and  ili 
whether  a  suitor  in  the  House  of  Lords  ought  to  b«  *11»** 
to  conduct  his  own  case.    Much  time  was  usually  wasted  Ij 
suitors  who  pleaded  their  own  cases,   and  great  injorjr  «l 
done  to  themselves.    Such  persons  took  a  prejndi«^«» 
sanguine  view  of  their  own  cases,  and  were  often  indoRa  M 
come  to  their  Lordships'  House,  although  they  wobM  p« 
bably  refrain  from  doing  so  if  they  obtained  the  ai»«  « 
an  intelligent  solicitor.    One  gentleman,  the  author  c(*f* 
ral  able  novels,  successfully  pleaded  his  own  cause;  W*i" 
this  solitary  exception  he  could  notrememb^  a  '"^J'* 
of  a  suitor  who  pleaded  for  himself  gaining  ti»  ^*^ 
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iai  LordshiiM,  sitting;  as  A  Court  of  ultimate  Appeal,  had 
right  to  be  aasisted  by  counsel,  and  to  have  the  cases 
oight  before  them  argued  in  the  best  possible  manner, 
the  last  place,  an  appeal  to  the  highest  Court  should  be  as 
ich  as  possible  confined  to  matters  of  law,  just  as  an  ap- 
il  toi  superior  Court  of  Common  Law  was  when  tho  facts 
the  case  had  been  decided  by  a  jury.  Even  on  the  motion 
t  new  trial,  the  facts  were  dealt  with  only  a*  they  bore 
m  the  qaestion  whether  there  ought  to  be,a  ne  w  trial  or  not. 
am  coold  bo  derised  by  which  the  facts  could  be  separated 
in  the  law  and  decided  by  the  Court  below,  and  the  highest 
ut  left  to  ai^ttdicata  on  the  law  alone.  He  was  glad 
id  Westbory  did  not  mean  to  press  the  bill  this  session, 
;hs  approved  cordially  the  principle  of  the  first  part  of 
-Lord  Chelmsford  was  glad  there  was  nothing  in  the  ap- 
Ibniiness  of  the  Hoose  of  Lords  which  rendered  the 
mg  of  this  bill  an  urgent  matter,  for  the  House  had  now 
area  upon  the  causes  which  had  been  set  down  this  year, 
1  it  was  possible  that  the  list  might  be  dispoaod  of  before 
leoesa.  It  was  important  to  prevent,  if  poraible,  frivolous 
i  vexatious  appeals,  not  only  for  the  sake  of  main- 
liag  the  dignity  of  the  House,  but  also  to  save  liti- 
ii  themselves  from  ruinous  expenses.  He  doubted, 
rarer,  whether  the  best  way  of  preventing  tliMe  appeals 
I  to  fix  a  peonniary  limit.  At  all  events,  if  soch  a 
ictple  were  adopted,  great  care  must  be  talmi  not  to  fix 
lom  too  high,  because,  while  £1,000  or  £500  might  be  an 
ndficant  snm  to  one  person,  the  principle  involved 
Dt  be  important  to  another,  and  the  Courts  might  have 
dad  against  him  upon  a  question  of  law  upon  which 
kably  there  might  be  a  divergence  of  opinion  in  the 
insion.  In  saoh  a  oase  it  might  be  wrong  to  deny  the 
irtanity  of  an  appeal  by  fixing  an  unchangeable 
miary  limit.  It  was  also  important  to  take  care  that 
I  of  great  importance  were  not  prevented  reaching  the 
*e ;  and  by  way  of  illustration  he  would  instance  an 
imce  case,  in  which  an  action  waf  brought  upon  a 
iy  against  an  underwriter  who  was  only  one  of  several 
fMisible  for  the  total  amount  insured,  which  might  bs 
Ml  thousand  pounds.  Before  1747,  a  person  appealing 
kia  House  was  bound  to  find  proper  security  ;  but  in 
year  the  reqniiament  was  aboli^ed  by  onler,  and  a 
m  was  able  to  appeal  upon  entering  into  his  own  reoognis- 
I.  Itseemadtobe  the  object  of  that  rule  not  to  check 
•Is,  but  to  facilitate  them  by  increasing  the  opportunities 
Btering  them. — Lord  Westbury  said  that  security  might 
ken  for  cost. — Lord  Chelmsford  said  that  was  a  large  se- 
jbecaose  the  costs  were  considerable;  but  he  only  msu' 
dthematterasoneforfurtherconsideration.  Astoprevent- 
n  appeal  to  this  House  in  a  case  in  which  the  judgment 
1  inferior  Court  had  been  already  affirmed  by  a  Court 
ppeal,  the  Court  of  Exchequer  Chamber  was  a  Coort  ot 
aJ  from  the  Superior  Courts,  and  it  often  happened 
that  judgments  were  affirmed  by  slender  majorities, 
limea  by  a  majority  of  one  ;  and  was  it  to  be  supposed 
n  such  a  cose  an  appeal  to  this  House  was  to  be  im- 
tie?  Peiiiaps  it  would  be  right  to  say  that  where 
adgment  of  the  Court  below  was  unanimously  ap- 
li  by  the  judgment  of  the  Court  of  Appeal,  there 
i  be  no  further  appeal  to  this  House. — Lord  Colonsay 
that  while  it  was  the  duty  of  Government  to  protect 
id  property,  it  was  right  to  limit  the  expenditure  upon 
ion.  The  reasons  that  hod  been  assigned  for  such 
tion  were  sound,  and  the  sum  to  be  fixed  upon  was  a 
r  of  detail.  The  Scotch  were  familiar  with  the  prin- 
which  was  applied  to  limit  appeals  from  their  County 
I,  and  the  limitation  had  given  such  general  satisfac- 
lat  it  was  proposed  to  raise  it,  and  a  commission  had 
led  the  recommendation.  There  was  so  much  that 
uardous  in  this  proposal,  that  more  time  ought  to  be 
id  for  consideration,  because  at  present  there  were 
doubts  as  to  its  expediency.  That  the  number  of 
1  from  Scotland  was  so  large  was  singular,  considering 
irifty  and  patient  character  of  the  people  of  that 
7,  but  he  thought  it  was  explained  by  tne  fact  that 
they  were  not  more  given  to  litigation  than  the 
of  England,  yet,  when  they  engaged  in  a  conflict 
'  kind  whatever,  they  would  not  3  leld  so  long  as  they 
U  there  was  the  slightest  chance  of  success. — The 
)s  read  a  second  time. 
Burial  Law  Amendment    Bill   passed   through  com- 

'Lunacy  Xeffuiation  Amendment  Bill  passed  through 
pUe. 


The  Landlord  and  Tenant  (Ireland)  Act  (1870)  Amendment 
Bill  passed  through  committee. 

Jane  20. — The  Barial-QrouHde  Bill. — Earl  Beauchamp 
moved  the  second  reading  of  this  bill  as  one  which  would  pre- 
vent any  cause  for  acerbities  at  times  when  such  feelings  wera 
peculiarly  undesirable.  In  many  rural  parishes  no  borial- 
ground  was  provided  for  Dissenters,  while  many  clergymen, 
were  under  a  misconceptian  as  to  the  common  law  rights  of 
Dissenting  parishioners,  though  they  had  certainly  a  right 
to  burial  in  the  chnrchjrard.  The  bill  proposed  that  any 
three  ratepayers  might  appeal  to  the  Home  Secretary,  who 
after  enquiry  migh  require  a  board  of  guardians  to  provide 
a  burial-ground  or  bunal-grounds  for  persons  not  members 
of  the  Church  of  England  within  the  union. — Earl  Morles 
and  Lord  Fortman  objected  to  the  bill  as  increasing  locat 
taxation. — The  Marquis  of  Salisbury  and  the  Bishop  of 
Winchester  su^ested  that  it  be  referred  to  a  select  com- 
mittee.— The  biU  was  eventually  read  the  second  time  and 
referred  to  a  select  committee. 

The  Lunacy  Regulation  Amendmeni  BUI. — On  the  order' 
for  third  reading  of  this  bill,  Lord  Cairns  took  objection  to. 
it  on  the  ground  that  it  would  make  a  new  class  of  persons 
the  subjects  of  lunacy  jurisdiction.  The  jurisdiction  which 
was  to  be  created  by  the  bill  was  one  altogether  unknown 
in  this  country. — The  Lord  Chancellor  said  the  provisions 
contained  in  the  bill  were,  he  believed,  much  needed  in 
those  cases  where  a  man,  though  not  actually  insane,  wa^ 
physically  and  mentally  incapable  of  managing  his  owi^ 
affairs,  and  the  powers  conferred  were  surrounded  by  ample 
safeguards. — The  bill  was  read  a  third  time  and  passed. 

June  ^i.—The  EeelesiasUeal  Court$  BiT/.— Barl  Shaftas-< 
bury  withdrew  this  Bill,  there  not  being  time  for  it  this 
SassioD ;  he  should  re-introdnee  it  earlier  next  year, — Earl 
Beaoohkmp  read  a  statement  from  Messrs.  Moore  & 
Currey,  prootort,  pointing  out  that  the  expense  of  proae- 
outing  the  Parobas  case,  stated  at  £8,000,  must,  in  a  great 
measure  have  been  inourred  in  whatever  Coort  the  oase 
might  have  been  tried,  and  oould  not  therefore  be  ascribed 
solely  to  the  present  system. — Lord  RomiUy  regretted  the 
withdrawal  of  t^s  Bill. — Some  debate  then  took  plaoe  npon 
the  constitution  of  the  Judicial  Committee  01  the  Privy 
Coonoil  in  Eoclesiaetioal  oases. — Lord  Salisbury  hoped  that 
before  these  ecclesiastical  judgments  were  made  enforoeabla 
like  County  Court  judgments,  care  would  be  taken  to  make 
the  constitution  of  the  tribunal  more  aooeptable  to  the 
clergy  who  were  to  be  governed  by  it.  It  was  at  present  the 
only  Court  in  the  kingdom  in  which  cases  were  decided  by 
persons  unlearned  in  the  law.  The  judgments  should  be  de- 
livered neriatim,  and  the  oonstitution  of  the  Court  should  be 
fixed.  At  present  the  selsotipn  of  the  judges  practically 
rested  with  theregistrar;  the  constitution  of  the  Court  should 
be  above  suspicion. — Lord  Granville  explained  the  arrange- 
ments made  for  oonstitnting  the  Court  and  aaouring  the 
attendance  of  members. — Lord  Cairns  denied  that  this  tri- 
bunal was  in  any  sense  packed. — The  Lord  Chancellor 
said  that  neither  the  registrar  nor  anyone  else  had  the 
power  to  select  the  members  of  the  Judicial  Committee 
who  were  to  decide  any  particular  cause.  It  was  desirable 
that  a  Court  of  Final  Appeal  should  pronounce  a  col- 
lective judgment,  so  that  there  might  be  00  cavil  as  to  the 
authority  of  the  judges. — The  Archbishop  of  Canterbury 
said  thSkt  though  a  great  deal  of  clerical  agitation  was 
directed  against  the  oonslitntion  or  the  Court,  he  did  not 
desire  to  see  any  change  in  its  oonstitution. 

HOUSE  OF  COMMONS. 
June  16. — Salaries  0/  Chancery  Chief  CUrke.  In  Com 
mittee  of  supply  on  the  question  that  a  sum  be- 
granted  to  complete  the  vote  of  £176,202,  to  defray  the 
charge  for  such  salaries  and  expenses  of  the  Court  of  Chan- 
cery as  were  not  charged  on  the  Consolidated  Fund, — Mr. 
Hunt,  as  Chairman  of  the  Committee  on  Public  Accounts, 
wished  to  call  attention  to  a  matter  which  had  transpired, 
in  the  course  of  their  investigations.  It  appeared  th»t 
notwithstanding  the  Act  passed  in  1869,  that  the  Treasurer 
was  to  be  a  party  to  all  alterations  of  salary  in  connection 
with  the  Court  of  Chancery,  the  Lord  Chancellor  under 
previous  Acts  claimed  the  right  to  make  alterations  with- 
out the  consent  of  the  Treasury.  The  salary  of  a  Chief 
Clerk  of  one  of  the  Judges  in  Chancery  had  been  increased 
from  £1,200  to  £1,500  a  year,  without  the  three  yean'  pro- 
bation required  by  one  of  the  Acts.  It  was  pointed  out  to 
the  Lord  Chancellor  that  asubeequent  Act  had  been  passed 
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whioh  in  view  modified  the  opeistioa  of  the  prenoai  Aot 
allowing  the  inereeie  of  Mliuy  withoat  any  probation 
whsteTer,  and  it  waa  itated  that  in  a  oertain  oaaa  a  clerk 
Jiad  his  lalarj  railed  fh>in  £l,SOO  to  £1 ,600  a  year  after  a 
fortnight'i  lerrioe,  on  the  oertifioate  of  the  Jadge  that  the 
clerk  had  discharged  his  dnties  to  his  entire  satisfaction. 
That  waa  a  great  scandal.  The  Lord  Chancellor, 
however,  gave  reasons  why  the  proceeding  might  be 
defended  if  a  competent  person  oonld  not  be  obtained  at 
leas  than  the  maximum  salary.  Bat  in  that  case  the  Lord 
Chancellor  ought  to  get  an  Act  passed  to  iaoreaae  the 
aalaiy  of  Chief  Clerks. — Mr.  Sinclair  Aytonn  said  that 
IS  *  16  Tiot.  o.  80,  empowered  the  Lord  Chancellor 
to  direct  that  the  salary  of  any  Chief  Clerk  might  be  in> 
creased  fW>m  time  to  time  until  it  amonnted  to  Xl,500, 
providing  no  such  inoreaae  was  giren  until  the  Chief  Clerk 
Lad  been  in  office  three  yean,  and  had  obtained  a  oartifi- 
Date  that  he  had  conducted  himself  to  the  satisfiMStion  of 
the  Jadge,  the  increase  to  be  by  annual  sums  of  £100.  By 
23  ft  24  Vic,  cap.  48,  sec.  12,  the  Lord  Chancellor  waa  em- 
powered, upon  oertifioate  of  the  Judge,  to  order  that  the 
salary  shoald  be  increased  to  the  full  amount  in  a  some- 
what different  manner.  The  Lord  Chancellor  took  the  view 
that  by  33  t  24  Vic.  he  was  enabled  to  increase  the  salary 
withoat  any  probation  whatever.  The  opinion  of  the  Con- 
troller and  Anditor  General  howerar,  was  different,  and 
waa  to  the  effect  that  the  Lord  Chancellor  might,  on  the 
proper  certificate,  make  the  entire  increase,  not  by  separate 
hundreds  running  over  a  period  of  three  yean,  bat  at  once^ 
•fter  a  probation  of  three  years,  and  that  appeared  to  him 
tiie  correct  view.  It  appeared  monstrous  to  argne  that  a 
clerk,  if  he  obtained  the  required  certificate^  might  hare 
his  salary  inoreaaed  to  the  full  amount  after  only  14  day's 
serrice. — ^The  Chancellor  of  the  Bxcheqaer  said  he  should 
take  care  that  enquiries  should  be  instituted  into  the 
matter,  and  he  might  say  that  he  would  do  so  with  the 
Qtmost  oonfidence,  as  there  was  no  one  more  willing  to 
listen  to  reason  that  the  present  Lord  Chancellor,  or  one 
mors  anxiona  for  the  good  of  the  public  serrice.  The  TOte 
waaagraadta 

Tht  Lift  Mutnmee  Cunpame*  Act  (1870)  AmmdrntiU 
BM  passed  this  committee. 

The  Lottery  Acts. — Mr.  Charley  moved  that  the  provi* 
sioas  of  the  Lottery  Acts  oo^ht  to  be  impartiaUy  enforced 
by  the  Qoremment  against  illegal  lotteries,  irrespective  of 
their  objects,  in  all  parts  of  the  United  Kingdom.  He 
adduced  instances  of  Boman  Catholic  lotteries.— Mr.  Bmoe 
observed  that  Mr.  Charley  said  "  impartiaUy "  but  his 
arguments  meant  "  indisonminatoly."  The  Government 
would  always  proaeonto  vromptly  m  the  case  of  lotteries 
ptaxted  for  gain  or  swindling  purposes.  Where  the  pur* 
]'  ses  were  r&gioua  or  educational  the  case  was  one  for  a 
>^nming  rather  than  an  immediate  proeecution.  He  ad- 
laiited  that  many  charitable  lotterius  appealed  largely  to 
1  h«  desire  of  gain.  All  he  claimed  waa  the  freedom  on  the 
y.at  of  the  Government  of  discriminating  between  good 
and  bad  lotteries.  He  did  not  think  it  wu  the  duty  of  the 
Government  to  punue  any  other  course. — Mr.  Newdegate 
argued  against  sach  a  wide  discretion  as  that  claimed  by 
Mr.  Bmoe.  Why  should  not  the  law  be  enforced  against 
Monastic  institutions. — Mr.  McLaren  said  Mr.  Bruce  in- 
terpreted the  law  more  widely  than  the  Attoruey-(}eneral 
bad  done  three  years  ago. — The  motion  was  negatived  by 
60  to  33. 

June  19. — ^The  Arm}/  Refulation  BiB  passed  through 
committee. 

The  Tradei'  Uiiioni  Bill. — On  the  consideration  of  the 
Lord's  amendments  to  this  Bill, — Mr.  Bmoe  said,  with 
t>  uardto  tliis  bill,  whioh  setUed  tiie  civil  status  of  'Trades' 
Unions,  the  Government  accepted  all  the  amendments 
mnde  by  the  Lords,  which  did  not  interfere  with  the  prin- 
ciple of  the  bill,  and  were,  indeed,  intended  to  give  effect  to 
it. — ^The  Lords  amendments  were  then  agreed  to. 

The  Criminal  Law  Amendment  (Violinet,  Threats,  j%.) 
Bill — On  the  consideration  of  the  Lord's  amendments  to  this 
Bill, — Mr.  Brace  said  only  one  of  these  amendments  was 
important.  The  great  object  of  the  bill  was  to  define  the 
offences  committed  by  any  body  of  workmen  more  accu- 
rately than  they  were  defined  by  the  Aot  of  Gheorge  IV. 
The  offence  of  molestation  was  difficult  to  define,  but  the 
principle  adopted  was  that,  under  this  head,  there  were 
offences,  whioh,  without  amounting  to  actnal  violence,  were 
eerioas  offences,  though  the  mere  moral  influence  which 
one  man  might  exert  over  another,  even  for  an  aot  which 


todvfy  genenJlv  would  not  approve,  did  not  esll  for  erimail 
punishment  The  proposal  of  the  Go vatmncntvu  tint  vha 
one  penoti,  with  two  or  mora  othen,  watehed  or  ^mt  i 
man  8  house,  they  shoald  be  snbjeot  to  the  pansltiii  of  Oe 
Act.  The  Lords  had  struck  oat  the  words  "  t*o  or  aon," 
that  one  man  besetting  or  watching  anothn  witharavto 
coerce  would  now  be  subject  to  punishment  That  tmai- 
ment  infringed  one  of  the  main  principles  of  ths  UD.  Ee 
tiierefore  proposed  to  insert  the  words  "  with  one  st  nan 
persons." — AJfter  some  debate  the  proposal  of  the  G«nn- 
ment  was  negatiTed  by  147  to  97.— The  rest  of  thi  L«itf 
amendments  were  then  agreed  to. 

The  lf*nh4nU  Skipping  SHI  was  withdrawn,  Ur.  CUcb» 
ter  Fortescue  saying  he  should  introdnoa  a  short  Un  ees- 
taining  the  olaoses  relating  to  tiie  protection  of  Ufa  al 
property  at  sea. 

"The  £■/«  Aiaurmet  Companiet  Ael  (1870)  Jtmimt 
BUI  was  read  and  a  third  time  and  passed. 

The  BceUtiaitieal  JHlapiiatiom  Bill  passed  throog))  cia- 
mittee. 

June  30.— The  Charitif,  jr«.,  Emane^iimfim  htai 
Bill. — Adjourned  debate  on  second  reading.  Ths  Ul  vt 
thrown  out  by  116  to  68. 

The  BentJIcti  Berifnation  BtU  was  read  a  third  tiot  ai 
parsed. 

Jane  21.— Sal*  of  Liquors  on  Suttdaf  Bia.—lb.  B^ 
moved  the  second  reading,  which  was  eveotoslly  csinell} 
147  to  119. 

June  22.— The  Eleetioiu  (Parliamtaiurf  and  Mmiiiifi!\ 
Ballot  BiU— Order  for  committee.— ICr.  G.  Bsatiod  jn- 
posed  to  move  an  inatmction  to  the  oonuaittee  to  atb 
provision,  for  better  prevention  of  bribery  and  comptioa; 
but  the  Speaker  ruled  that  the  instruction  was  oanecewij' 
— Mr.  Ix>wther  tiien  moved  an  instruction  to  the  cMsmittee 
to  fill  up  the  four  vacant  seats  of  Bereriey,  Bridgvits, 
Sligo,  and  Cashel ;  this  was  opposed  by  ths  Gkirenmast, 
and,  after  a  liot  debate,  was  negatived  bj^  Hi  to  liJ.-Hi' 
Cross  tiien  moved  the  rejection  of  the  Inll,  and  the  dtUtt 
was  ultimately  a4Joamed. 


OBITVABT- 


MS.  H.  PINNIGEE. 
Mr.  Henry  Pinniger,  tolieitbr,  of  Westbury,  Wilts. « 
at  that  place  on  the  16th  June,  in  the  77tii  year  of  hinit 
Mr.  Pinniger  was  admitted  in  1817,  and  held  the  afiM<< 
clerk  to  the  magistrates  of  the  Weatbory  division,  ngiM 
of  the  Westbuiy  County  Court,  and  clerk  to  the  (•■ 
missioiieia  of  land  and  assessed  taxes  for  tJieTiovbii^ 
division.  Bla  was  formerly  in  partnership  with  hii  "i 
Mr.  Henijr  William  Pinniger,  B.A.,  of  Pembroke CoDw, 
Oxford,  who  is  town  clerk  ef  Westbury,  an  office  fbrotd 
held  by  his  father.  The  late  Mr.  Pinnigisr  was  sIk)  elet  t 
the  guardians  of  the  Westbury  WhorwdUs-down  Vim,a 
to  the  trustees  of  turnpike  roads  in  that  district  He  n 
a  member  of  the  Justices'  Clerks'  Society,  snd  ef  theStiJ 
citors'  Benevolent  Association. 


SOCIETIKS  AMD  IHSTITITTIOVS. 

INCORPORATED  LAW  SOCIETY. 
In  the  honour  list,  published  after  the  Final  Enami^ 
in  Easter  Term,  Mr.  Henry  Saxelbye  is  described  u  mi 
served  his  clerkship  to  Messrs.  Saxelbyes  &  Sharp,  of  Hi 
and  Mr.  F.  W.  Blake,  of  London.  It  shoidd  taw" 
stated  that  he  served  his  clerkship  to  Messn.  &«« 
Saxelbye,  Robeiis,  &  Sharp,  of  HuU,  and  Mr.  Frsncs  w 
liam  Blake,  of  London. 

LAW  STUDENTS'  DEBATING  SOCIETT. 
On  Tuesday,  the  20th  June,  the  question  discos»l  « 
No.  479,  Legal—"  Doee  a  covenant  in  a  leue  1>J  •  'J 
not  to  assign  withoat  license  bind  his  assigns  whea  ta 
are  not  named  in  the  covenant  P"  Mr.  8.  Wo«f  <f* 
the  debate  in  the  affirmative,  and  the  qaestioa  *x  "^ 
matoly  so  decided. 


The  Timet  e«a  that  a  marriage  has  been  •"**!. 
tween  Lord  O'Hagan,  the  Lord  BHgh  Chanoelkr  of  W" 
and  Miss  Towneley,  the  youngest  dan^ter  of  W" 
Towneley. 
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COURT  PAPEBS. 

COTTRT  OF  CHANCERY. 

CAUSE  LIST. 
After  Trinity  Term,  1871. 
Before  tho  Lokd  Cbamcxllob  and  the  LoaDB  JuinoN. 
App»alt. 
187<>.  Barker  t  Baricer    (R.— Match 

UrTYttM   aBpaalofdeft.       25} 

Breuey  t  Stenart    (R. — ^April 

20) 
Ostxnn  T  Osbom     (8. — ApiQ 

24) 
Bate  V  Robina    (R.— April  26) 
RoUand  t  Hart     (R.— April 

27) 
Payne  ▼  Dicker    appl  of  defte 
W.  Justice  and    C.  Furber 


r.  C.  Dicker    (8.— Feb.  1) 
ler  T  Tatu    appeal  of  deft 
'.Yatat    (8.— Feb.  ^ 
I  Imperial  Me>t^aJlti]e  Credit 
luociatioa      (Limited)     v 
Ihapman   appl  ef  daft  Kel- 
•nfrom  ortur  on  demr   pt 
i   (II.-Feb.  13) 
•r  T  Niooua    appl  of  deft 
nm  order  on  dnnr     (S.— 
bithS) 

dvFetrie    (R Haroh  6} 

neTMunieta   (R, — ^Muoh 

I 

Dipt  r  Homfray,  FoihergiU 

PUnipa    (S.— March  9) 

die  T  The   Metropolitan 

r.      Waiehooainf       Co. 

imited)     (S.— March  13) 

ildDe  T   Colthorst     (M. 

letch  1^ 

her  T  B^awlini     appeal  of 

imdint     Lamb        (R, — 

arehin 

|*t  T  Pitt     (M.— March 

Boan 


(R.- 


StedmMi 
sKhm 
ia  T  Rawlini  appeal  of 
fandant  Ward  (R.— 
etch  2:^ 

ttT  Simmone  appl  of  pltff 
m  mia  on  demr  of  deft 
nty  Simmoua  (8. — ^Bfaich 

te  T  Simmons  appl  of  pltff 
la  order  on  demr  of  deft 
.  T.  Cooke     (S.— March 


fS.— May  1) 
Bobertaon  v  Ftaaer     appl  of 

pltfia     (8.— May  5) 
Roberteon  v  Fraaer     appl  of 

defta  W.  J.  Fraaer  and  J. 

Warren    (8.— May  4) 
Williama  t  Haythome,    WO- 

liamf  V  Willieima    (S. — May 

«) 
Femberton  t  Bamea      (M. — 

May  10) 
WardvWaid    (M.— May  18) 
Hodion  V  Taylor    (B.— May 

27) 
Clarke  tSUis    (S.— May  29) 
Hobaon  t  Baaa    (S.— May  30) 
Bate  T  Robina    (R.-'May  31) 
Maobryde   v  Bykyn      (M.— 

June  2) 
Hunter   t   Waltm,    Curling 

V  Walter*,  Darnell  t  Hunter 

(M.— June  7) 
WUliama  v  Haythome,   Wil- 
liama T  Williama    (S. — June 

9) 
liand  Credit  Co.  of  Ireland  T 

lord  Fermoy  (R.— June  10) 
Nelnn   t   Thempaon     (R.— 

June  13) 


Before  the  Mastib  of  thb  Rolm. 


Oaiuet 
Set  down  for  hearing  previous  to  the  Tranafer. 
'  T  Robinson    exons  iar    The  Mayor,  tec,  of  London  v 

Sandon  o,  with  wita 
Hay  T  Bates    c,  with  wits  (day 

to  be  fixed) 
The  Mayor,  Sec.,  of  Lcmdon  t 

The   Metropolitan    Ry.  Co. 

e    (transfened   from    V  C 

Bacon  by  apedal  order)   24 

May 
The  Metropolitan  Ry.   Co.  t 

The  Mayor,  tee,,  of  London 

0    (transferred    fh>m    V    C 

Baoon  by  special  order)  24 

May 
Connop  V  Hodgson    c,  wit 


London  and  Colonial  Co. 
imited)  v  Elworthy  m  d 
rler  t  The  Isle  of  Wight 
'■Co.  and  City  Bank   md 

1  T  Thomas    m   d,  wit 

We  examiner 

W  T  Mulberry    f  c 

"r  T  Maaon    m   d  (wit 

dfeexamr) 

OTOwen    mdCVCM.) 


»  V  Bayley    o,  with  wits 
CB.)  day  to  be  fixed 


■ininf  Causee  transferred  from  the  Books  of  tho  Vice- 

•leelJors  Sir  B.  Malins  and  Sir  J.  Bacon,  by  Order  dated 

I  May,  1871. 

lieTMorria    c,withwit    VCB    Set  down  Aug  31,  1870 

jrCombs    mfd    VCM    Dec  30 

IT  Bourne    mfd    VCM    Jan  10, 1871 

«m  T  Ligertwood    mfd    VCM    Jan  12 

TDeOruohy    mfd    VCM    Jan  12 

0  V  Oram    mfd    VCM    Jan  16 

ord  T  The  New  Russia  Co.  (Limited)    c    VCM    Jan  16 

avLamaie    mfd    VCB    Jan  17 

evlbckintoah    mfd    VCM    Jan  23 

KB »  Ward    c,  wit    VCB    Jan  23 

WtvWatson    mfd    VCM    Jan26 

*TKaye    mfd    VCM    Jan 25 

rGnniey    c     VCB     Jan  25 
ox  T  Parker    mfd    VCM     Jan  27 
>» Edwards    mfd    VCM    Jan 27 
WTUntoor    mfd,  wit    VCB    Jan  27 
yTFluksr    cwit    VCB    Jan  28 
"evSurtees    mfd    VCB    Jan  28 
iney-Oenetal  v  The  borough  of  Cambridge    mfd    VCB 
a2Q 


GiayTBidgway    cwit    VCB    JanSI 

Hanson  v  Fisher    mfd    VCB    Feb  3 

Sweetman  t  Bontley    mfd    VCB    Feb  3 

Farrer  t  Savile    mfd    VCB    Feb  3 

Sutton  V  WOders    mfd    VCM    Feb  6 

FosterTMallard    mfd    VCB    Feb  6 

BlytheT  Marks    c    VCB    Feb  7 

The   Belgian  Public  Works  Co.  (Limited)  ▼  Qiant    e,  wit 

VCM    Feb  8 
Price  V  Price    c    VCM    Feb9 
WoodrMeroer    mfd    VCM    FebU 
The  North  Staffordshire  Railway  Co.  t  The  Tunstall  Local 

Board  of  Health    mfd    VCB    Feb  14 
King  T  Rippingdale    mfd    VCB    Feb  16 
The  Oovemors  of  St.  Thomaa's  Hospital  v  The  Metropolitan 

Board  of  Works    mfd    VCB    Feb  16 
Coulthard  v  Conlthard    mfd    VCB    Feb  16 
Smith  T  Smith    mfd    VCB    Feb  16 
Peek  T  Latsen    mfd    VCB    Feb  17 
Evans  v  Bnfien    c    VCB    Feb  18 
Dennett  y  Burnett    c    VCB    Feb  18 
Hawkins  V  Ransom    mfd    VCB    Feb  18 
LoTell  T  Parker    mfd    VCB    Feb  18 
Crips  T  Wickham    mfd    VCB    Feb  18 
Hancock  v  Clavey    mfd    VCB    Feb  23 
Gladstone  t  Duke  of  Newcastle    mfd    VCB    Feb  27 
Littlewood  T  Ownsworth    mfd    VCB    Feb  28 
Christie  V  Christie    mfd    VCB    Mandil 
BriggsrHay    mfd    VCB    March  1 
Mit(£elson  t  Thompson    mfd    VCB    March  6 
Challis  T  Sterena    c    VCB    Maroh6 
Monk  V  The  Northampton  Improvement  Commiastonws    mfd 

VCB    MarohS 
Mellor T Manley    mfd    VCB    March  15 
Jones  T  Langford    mfd    VCB    March  15 
May  T  Stephfloa    mfd    VCB    March  15 
Lingen  v  Bnmey    mfd    VCB    March  17 
HaMy  V  The  Metropolitui  Land  and  Finance  Co.  (Umited) 

mfd    VCB    Mai«h20 
Howell  V  Broad    mfd    YC6    March  20 
NewboldrBUu    c    VCB    Match  20 
Calthrop  v  Buokston    mfd    VCB    March  23 
Sugdan  v  Olding    mfd    VCB    March  24 
Jenes  v  Ooulding    mfd    VCB    March  24 
OattyvPawson    c    VCB    March  24 
Tumbridge  V  Care    o    YCB    March  28 
Wakeford  v  Jay    o,  wit    YOB    March  29 

Cansei  set  down  since  the  Tranate. 


Roberts  v  Blair  c  pro  conf ease 
against  defendant  William 
Can- 

Pepg  T  Pegg,  Pegg  v  Pegg 

Cosens  v  Griflls    f  e 
Beckett,  Bart,  t  The  Boro'  of 

Leeds    f  c  &  sums 
Oreen  v  Wood    sp  o 
Hartland  v  Murrell    f  c 
Haywood  v  Ostcliffe    mfd 
In    re    Carlton's  Estate   and 

Vanghan  v  Shailer    f  o 
Keyea  v  Crofts    f  c 
Roper  V  Holloway    mfd 
Neate  v  Beams    mfd 
Fowdl  V  Dewing    sp  c 
Caidinall'v  The  Misttey  Thorpe 

4  Walton  By.  Co.     mfd 
Jefferson  v  De  Roeaz      f  c 
Blaxland  v  Cripps    f  c 
Graham  v  Paternoster    f  c 
Hacker  v  Allen    f  c 
Wright  V  Greenwood    f  c 
Baruett  v  Rees    mfd 
In  re  Powell's  Estate,  Hicks  v 

Black    fo 
Campbell  v  Oblein    f  c 
Shelley  v  Shelley    c 


Soripp  V  McCreath    f  o 
Webb  V  TyUr    mfd 
Vansittart  v  Osborne    c 
Johnston  v  Willis    mfd 
Hilton  V  Patman    f  e 
Harrison  v  Knight    mfd 
Young  V  Bliss,  Young  v  Bar- 

reto    f  c 
Turner  v  Turner    mfd 
Miokleburgh  v  Dobie    f  c 
Rodick  V  Baker    f  c 
Tmbridga  v  Lee    f  c 
Creed  v  The  Sonthwark  Bridge 

Co.    f  0  &  sums 
Steveiu  V  Stevens    mfd 
In  re  Mark's  Estate,  Hume  ▼ 

Hume    f  c 
Ward  V  Ingpen    f  c 
Inglis  V  Hill    mfd  (short) 
In  re  Ransom,  Brewtey  v  Cran* 

don    f  0 
Challaoombe  v  Irwin    mfd 
Harding  v  Tyler    mfd 
Sheph^  V  Stansfleld    f  o 
Bourdillon  v  Collins    f  c 
Evans  v  Coliins    mfd 
Penny  v  Lowndes    f  c 
Perfect  v  Leslie    m  d 


Before  the  Vioe-Chauoellor  Sir  Richabd  Malims. 
Cauwt,  fe. 


Turner  v  Dymock    dem 
Gibbes  v  PengHley    m  d 
Shaw  V  Cooke    c 
De  Montigny  v  Schmidt    c,  w 
Dence  v  Dixon    o,  w 
Hemming  v  Maddick    m  d 
Nixon  T  Qaistin    f  c 
Powell  V  Riley    f  o    pt  hd 
Allan  V  The  United  Kingdom 
Electric  Telegraph  Co.  (Limi- 
ted)   c,  wit  (day  to  be  fixed) 


The  Landed  Estates  Co.  (Limi- 
ted) V  Weeding    m  d 

Bmtton  V  the  Parish  of  St. 
George,  Hanover-sq    m  d 

Abbott  V  the  Bakers  and  Con- 
fectioners' Tea  Association 
(Limited)     m  d 

Asnton  v  Hatteraley    m  d 

The  Sheffield  Improved  In- 
dustrial and  Provident  So- 
ciety (Limited)  v  Jarvis    c 
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Lamb  v  Merywcather    f  c  and 

sumi}  to  vary 
Earl  of  Cork  v  Russoll,  Bart. 

m  d 
Whitby  V  Farmer    f  c 
'Cullen  V  Cullen    fc     (SO) 
Carter  v  Smith    ap  c 
Pennington  v  Penningrton     f  c 
Finlay  v  Kemp     c,  wit 
Blount  V  The  Conscrvatora  of 

the  River  Thames    m  d 
Mather  v  Mather    »p  c 
WTielan  v  Whelau    t  o 
Tooth  V  Mort    m  d 
Dent  V  The  Ottoman  Ry.  Co. 

m  d 
Coventry  v  MorriB  f  o 
Bailey  t  Holland  m  d 
Lewis  V  liowia  m  d 
Pctersdorff  v  Cook  m  d 
Fraser  t  The  Ottoman  By.  Co. 

m  d 
Soolthone  v  Tipper     m  d 
Rodd  V  Pascoe  sp  c 
Dumford  v  Dumford  f  cons. 

(18B8.— D.— 146) 
Dumford  v  Domtord  f  cons. 

(1868.— D.— 142) 
Cruikshank  v  Duflin  m  d 
Raithby  v  Hall  c  with  witua. 
The  Official  Liquidator  of  the 

Birmingham  Banking  Co.  v 

Carter  gp  c 
Dealdns  v  Andrews  m  d 
Gray  v  Gmy  c 
Norifolk  v  Langley  tc  & nmms 

to  vary 
Pemberton  v  NeiU  m  d 
Pemberton  v  Marriott    m  f  d 
Hale  V  Halo    m  f  d 
Watt  V  Muirhead    f  c  &  sums 

to  vary 
Stacey  v  Simmons   f  o 
Hill  V  Westmoreland    o,  with 

wits  (day  to  be  fixed) 
Allen  V  Morgan    m  f  d 
Thmpp  V  Scrufon    o 
Richardson  v  Houghton    f  c 
FiUkner  v  Cruttwell     m  d 
Mayar  t  Mercer    m  d 
S(juires  v  Walker    m  d 
A\  alker  v  Bcckley    m  d 
Vives  v  The  Ottoman  Ry.  Co. 

('(transferred  fromVC  Bacou, 

bv  order) 
'ChilUiu>worthv  Chillingworth 

mf  d 
Last  V  Drake    m  d 
Hosford  V  Sugdrai    m  d 
Kingdun  v  Dean    m  d 
Redpath  v  Pettis    m  d 
Attwo"jd  v  Brown    »p  c 
The  N'orth-Eastam  By.  Co.  v 

Wat«on    c 
Jftckion  V  The  North-Eastem 

Ry.  Co.    m  d 
Pric«  V  Hutchinson    c 
Dooner  v  Tolloy    m  d 
Lfcin  V  Ciirrick    o 
Andrews  v  Woodward    c 
Wilson  v  Wilson  (P.O.)  m  d 
Jones  v  Jones    m  d 
Wilkinson  v  Pocock     c,  w 
Massic  v  Ray    m  d 
Vint  v  Constable    m  d 
The  Staffordshire  Joint  Stock 

Bank  (Limited)  v  Smith  »p  c 
.Swales  V  Kirk    m  d 


F  eakman  v  H  arrison    oaae  on 

appeal    from    tho    Dudley 

County  Court 
May  V  Constable    m  d 
Tomlinson  v  KirUuun    f  c 
Oimblett  v  Ferton    re-heoring 

of  c 
Daltan  T  Hodgson    m  d        , 
Hiles  V  Ager    m  d 
Melsome  v  Pinniger    m  d 
Quick  V  Quick    m  d 
Smith  V  Farrah     m  d 
Holmes  v  Dudley,  Holmes  T 

Swinson    f  c 
Boughton  V  Day    f  c 
Freebnry  v  Frecbury    m  d 
In  re  Moore's  Estate,  Eland  v 

Moore     f  c,  sums  to  vary 
Hayne  v  Harvey    m  d 
Hiwkonhull  v  Ray     c 
Philippg  V  Evans    f  c 
Nicol  V  Chavasse    m  d 
Baddeley  v  Vallanoe    f  c 
Bower  v  Bower    m  d 
Newbolt  V  Wright    m  d 
Vickers  v  McEwen    c 
Greraiwood  v  Riploy    c 
Godson  V  Pitman    c 
Crec  T  Foakes    m  d 
Little  T  Moore    m  d 
Birks  V    Silverwood    case  on 

appeal  from   The  Doncaster 

County  Court 
Thickett  v  Shaw    f  c 
Grace  V  Dutton    m  d 
Champion  y  The  Conaervaton 

of  the  River  Thames  c 
Soholefleld  v  Redfem    f  c 
Leader  y  Pemberton    m  d 
Anderson  y  Ludlam    m  d 
Wray  v. Hunter    c 
OibtM  y  Woollett    fo 
Rh^s  V  Johnson    f  c 
Wifestoff  V  Midland   Ry.  Cs. 

m  d 
Harmab >  Derby    c 
SmallflBld'y  Smallfleld    sp  c 
Swoi'brlDk  v  Ixaroyd    c,  w 
The    Kcclesiastical     Commis- 

Moners  for  England  v  Grif- 
fiths   md 
Barling  v  Marsh    m  d 
Cooper  V  Faulkner    -f  c 
Upton  y  Upton    fo 
The  India  China  Tea  Company 

(Limited)  v  Teede    m  d 
Skplton  y  Eoland    f  c 
Cronin  v  TwinlxaTow    f  c 
Buchan  y  Buchan    m  d 
Allen  v  Allen    f  c 
NewiUyNewiU    fc 
Richards  y  The  North  London 

Railway  Company    c 
Maokay  v  Douglas    m  d . 
Colyer  y  Colyer-Bristow    m  d 
Lowe  y  Lowe    m  d 
Wray  v  Metropolitan  Railway 

Co.    m  d 
Stockil  V  Booker    m  d 
Stacey  y  The  Tottenham  and 

Hampsteod  Junction  Ry.  Co. 

m  d 
Smith  V  Orindley    m  d 
Fielding  v  Strang    m  d 
Millett-Davig  v  Heald    f  c 
Steer  v  Steer     f  o 
Broster  v  Jones    m  d 


Before  the  Vioo-ChanocUor  Sia  James  Bacox, 
Vausegf  ^e. 
Hutchinson  v  Basham     demr    BIcackley  v  Hall    m  d 

of  deft  Howard  ~  —     ~ 

Langham  v  Freoth    exceptions 

for  insufficiency 
Robertshaw  v  Firth    m  d 
Brtmel  v  Brunei    m  d 
Pearoo  v  Soudds    m  d 
Wedgwood  v  Denton    m  d 
Lycett  v  The  Stafford  and  Ut- 

tuxoter  Ry.  Co.    m  d 
Highett  V  Dompier    m  d 


Greene  v  The  West  Cheshire 

Ry.  Co.    m  d 
Dawson  v  Robinson    sp  c 
Murray  v  Clayton  m  d  &  sums 
Phipps  V  Berridgo    m  d 
Heymnn  v  Dubios    m  d 
Murchison  y  Batters    m  d 
Smith  V  Gibson    sp  c 
Hall  V  Horgreave    c,  wit  (day 

to  be  fixed) 


Earle  v  Appleyord    m  d 
Kemp  y  The   South  Eastern 

By.  Co.    m  d 
Carter  y  Earl  Dncie    m  d 
Palmer  v  Flower    sp  e 
Savage  v  Snell  sp  c  as  amended 
Wade-G«ry  y  Handley    m  d 
Charlton  y  Charlton    m  d 
Bond  v  Milbontn    m  d 
Ramsey  v  Hooper    m  d 
Sinnett  v  Herbert    f  c 
Maurice  v  Pugh    f  c 
The  London  &  Paris  Hotel  Co. 

(Limited)  v  Mainwaring  m  d 
Johnson  v  The  Dudley  &  West 

Bromwioh  Banking  Co.  m  d 
Hay  ward  v  Penney    m  d 
Ford  y  Foster    m  d 
Hooper  v  Webb    o,  wit  (day 

to  bo  fixed) 
Ridler  v  Dunn    m  d  pro  con- 

fesso  against  defenaant,  P. 

Dunn  (wit  before  examiner) 
Codnuin  y  Cadraan    sp  c 
Hunt  V  Sidney    f  c 
Wilson  y  Tucker    m  d 
Chester  v  Chester    f  e 
Anderson  y  Andenon    m  d 
Williams  v  Peam    t  c 
Allan  v  Gott    f  c 
Collins  y  Collins    f  c 
Thompson  v  Hewitson    f  o 
In  re  Woronzow  Groig'sEstate, 

Someryille  y  Greig  f  c 
Williams  y  Stanger    f  e 
Whitney  v  Smitia    {  o 
Wood  y  Hoaford    f  o 
Bigg  V    The    Corporation  of 

London    m  d 
Beattie  y  Lord  Ebury    o,  wit 
Pickett  V  Packham    f  o 
Hargreaves  y  Hall    m  d 
Imray  v  Imcson    sp  c 
Manning  v  QUI    t  c 
Wight  V  Wight    t  c 
Jorvis  y  Mitchell    f  c 
In  re  D.  Nutt'g  Estate,  Nutt 

V  Logic    f  c 
Cook  V  Hart    f  o 
Miller  v  Miller    sp  o 
In  re  Andrew  Maroon's  Estate, 

Finch  y  Marcon  f  c  and  sums 
Cole  y  Mann    f  c 
Gompertz  y  Kcnsit    m  d 
The    Ramsden    Mill    Co.    v 

Ramsden    f c&sumstoTaiT 
Wadsworth  v  Johnson  f  c  & 

sums 
Gray  V  Seckham    so  o 
Pickering  v  Minto  f  c  &  sums 

to  vary 
Magrath  v  Morehead    f  c 
Rolf  V  Smith    f  c 
Moore  v    Harper,    Harper   v 

Harper    f  c 
Merton  y  Brogdcn    f  «  &  snms 

to  vary 
Clarke  v  Smith  f  o 
Tbody  V  Jones  f  o 
Engluh  V  English  f  c 
Lane  v  Blown  f  c 


Mathews    v   Uitluwi,  Gtmr 

V  MathcT«  f  c 
Hudson  V  Johnson  f  c 
Gillman  v  Bi^  m  d 
Stedman  v  Cockenll   m  d 
Wilson  V  0'  Lesry    f  c 
Wells  vHaU    fc 
Tuesley  v  Jones   f  c 
Bovill    V   Frost     c,  eniaa 

viva  voce  at  hearing 
Brandon  v  Colecum    c,  pr> 

confesso 
Sdiofield  y  8cho6dd  f  e  (ihon) 
Brownjohn  v  Gale   f  c 
Burnish  V  Hare    m  d 
Preston  v  Mayor,  jse.,  «f  Gt 

Yarmouth,  c 
Mitchinson  v  Netls  f  e 
Macdonald  v  MaedoniH  fc 
Spilling  y  Sko^es   n  d 
The  Leicester  WaterwdbCt. 

y  Gimson    md 
Watson  V  Hasler    f  c 
Fiddey  y  Gibbon   f  e 
Vertue  y  Miller   m  d 
Grove  y  Marshall   m  i 
Meredith  v  Ruse   m  i 
Bown  y  Stroud    f  e 
Mackocbnie  v  Mtnoribula  f  c 
Sladcn  y  OUiver    f  c 
Savile  v  Kilner    m  d 
Wilson  V  Llovd    m  d 
Levick  v  Noble    m  i 
Harrop  v  Hirst    m  d 
Thomas  y  Caddick    m  d 
Constable  v  Turner    m  d 
Kelson  V  Watts   c 
Breton  v  Gossiot    m  d 
Weller  y  Hathcrly   fc 
Forbes  yWtllliuiu   e 
The  Agra  Bank  (Linitilj  t 

Nortncott    m  d 
Martin  v  Msrtin    m  d 
Spencer  v  Spencer    f  c 
Cfameron  v  Somerville   c 
Kingston  v  The  Cowbridp  Bj. 

Co.     m  d 
Prosser  v  Wertinaoott  ft  (it) 
Jakemas  y  Warner   m  d 
Burr  y  Burr    m  d 
Pndney  t  Stubbin   f  o 
HallvOrdish    md 
Cooke  V  Hunt    m  d 
Humphreys  v  Hodgson   c 
Garcia  v  Pochin    o 
Womor  y  Warner    m  d 
Bigg  V  The  Mayor,  AUmai. 

and  Commons  of  the  Citjai 

London    m  d 
Buxton  T  Walker   m  d 
Hunt  y  Pratt    f  c 
Kent  V  Ingoldby    ra  d 
Irvino  v  Sullivan    f  c 
Robinson  v  Barret    c 
White  y  Watkins    c 
Woolcr  y  Wooler    ra  d 
Ruddock  y  Jones    f  c 
Parker  y  Scott    f  c 
Rippon  vTitheringtoa  f  c 
R^  T  Morkcrow    m  1 
Cooper  y  Lorenz  m  d 


Before  the  Vice-Chancellor  Wickess. 
Cames,  $c. 
Richardson    y    Dibb        dem    Dalton  y  Dalton    m  d 


(July  1) 
Nicholson  v  Catt    dem 
Pointon  v  Pointon    dem 
Haygarth  v  Wearing    c,  with 

wits    pt  hd 
Orchard  v  Lake    0,  with  wits 
Mawson  y  Ingle    c,  with  wits 
Martin  v  Saunders    m  d 
Harrison  v  Allen    m  d 
De  Rochefort  v  Dawes    f  o  and 

petn 
Moore  v  Craven     c,  with  wit 
Catt  y  Tourle    c,  evidence  viva 

voce  at  bearing 
Russell  V  Martin    m  d 
Armstrong  v  Armstrong    f  o 
Fearcs  y  Carrington    m  d 


Baker  v  Booth    f  c  sad 
In  ra  Coragio's  Estate,  Bits 

y  Coragio    f  c 
Boys  V  Jones    f  c 
Walker  v  Hooghton    f  c 
Brodrick  y  Hewtty    c 
Miller  v  Campbdl    ra  i 
Fowler y  Scott    fc 
Taylor  v  Miller    m  d 
Fry  V  Fit    f  c  * 
Impey  y  Mayne    f  c 
Bass  V  Adams    m  d 
Snrty  v  Sister    m  d 
Ayre  v  Eager    m  d 
Griffiths  V  Oakley    e  «it 
Veleyv Wells    md 
Aahton  v  Conrigaa    m  d 
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ibbold  V  O'JWIey    f  c 

ith  T  Emaler    m  d 

iUman  v  Newby    m  d 

It  Hamptiiire  Banking  Co  v 

Uoodjr   m  d 

ifen  T  Ellis    f  c 

ikinTParkia    md 

tmlm  T  Qieenwood     m  d 

each  V  Mayhew    m  d 

dnHO  T   Sobinson     f  o, 

trains  to  wy 

e  London  Sc  Saath  Weatem 

Ij  Co  T  The  Somerset  & 

)onetCa    fo 

id  y  Firmer    m  d 

lihrQxaib    I  c 

ittvHarrciy    f  c 

T  T  Thomas    c,  with  wit 

gghan  t  Botcberby  re-hear- 

ig 

mnder  v  Shorland    c 

age  T  Tyers    sp  c 

[tTOill   md 

erPrinoe    c 

ry  T  Clarke    m  d 

:kalt  T  Mockalt    f  o 

lin  T  Royle    £  o 

t'ln  T  Jackson  (l86o J. 

'I'J,  Jackson   v   Jackson 


S66.-J.— 67) 
lerr  Johnson 
ItSwiU    c 
isTRylanoe 


fo 
fo 

c,  wit 


far  T  Jersey  Waterworks 

I.  (Limited)  c 

onder  t  Palmer    m  d 

pman  v  Chapman    f  o 

■cett  V  Billin;^    m  d 

n  T  Mew    m  f  d 

hid  V  Wood    f  0 


Bianchi  t  Mackley    c,  viitu 
Kossell  T  Tallerman    e 
Heffer  v  Lee    c 
Griesiell  v  Jackson      m  d 

with  wits 
Dftvies  V  PiLtey    £  o 
Smith  V  Hughes    t  o  (short) 
Walker  v  Lawton    m  a 
Hopkins   v  Coleman      c,  pro 

ounfeaao 
Hobbs  V  Eve    f  c  (short) 
Mellersh  ▼  Faulkner    m  d 
Barnard  r  Clark    m  d 
Burke  T  O'Bryen    m  d 
Flower  v  Floww    m  d 
Stock  V  McAvory   f  o 
Kennedy  v  Wiokham    m  d 
Allender  v  AUender    f  c 
Beckwith  r  Beokwith    f  o 
Harvey  v  Jaunings    c 
Aborrow  v  Pink    f  c 
Bennett  v  Partridge    o 
Wood  V  Wood    sp  c 
Rapley  v  Wahnsley    m  d 
Paine  v  Price    c 
Oedca  v  Symons    f  c 
Harbin  v  Masterman    f  o 
Kitson  v  Kitson    m  d 
Nesham  t  Selby    m  d 
Holmes  v  Holmes    m  d 
Packer  v  Page    ra  d 
ShsUey  v  Leimaz    f  c 
Shelley  v  Maber    m  d 
Battison  v  Hobson    f  c 
Peinatan  v  Worslev    c 
Sherwin  v  Bodill  'm  f  d 
White  V  White    fc 
Andrew  v  Andrew    f  c 
StatfbrdT  Stafford    c 


SUEEEY  SUMMER  ASSIZE,  1871. 
Emtbt  of  Causbs. 
OSes  can  be  jaroviaioiially  entered  at  the  office  of  the 
;  of  assize  for  the  Home  Circuit,  in  London,  on  Monday, 
tlth  July,  and  daily  thereafter  until  Saturday,  the  29th 
,  indosive.  between  the  hours  of  ten  and  two. 
ley  wiU  be  formally  entered  and  put  on  tiie  list  at 
lion  by  the  clerk  of  assize,  in  the  order  of  their  piori- 
1  entry,  and  before  causes  entered  at  Croydon. 
case  any  record  entered  in  London  be  witiidrawn  before 
ipening  of  the  commission  at  Croydon,  the  entry  stamps 
l)e  returned. 

list  of  causes  for  trial  each  day  will  be  sent  to  London 
e  e%-ening  of  the  previous  day,  and  will  be  affixed  ont- 
Uie  poitws  lodge,  Serjeant's  Inn,  Chancery  Lone,  and 
OBtside  the  office  of  Mr.  Abbott,  the  Under  Sheriff,  No. 
Ew  Inn,  Strand,  as  soon  as  possible  after  the  list  can  be 
iged. 

«  first  day's  list  will  not  extend  beyond  the  20th 
nonjury  in  the  list  of  clauses  provisionally  ontcrod, 
U  there  bo  so  numy.  The  list  of  clauses  provisionally 
^  may  be  seen  at  the  London  office  of  the  clerk  of  tho 
e  till  two  o'clock  on  Saturday,  the  29th  July. 
I  can.'ie  will  be  allowed  to  be  entered  under  any  circiun- 
«9  after  the  sitting  of  the  Court. 
us  arrangement  may  not  apply  to  future  assizes. 

£1/  order  of  htr  MajMy'ijndgo  of  a$rizf. 


THE  LEGAL  EDUCATION  ASSOCIATION. 

e  following  petition  is  intended  to  be  presented  to  the 

«  of  Commons  on  behalf  of  membors  of  the  Inns  of 

t  and  Serjeants'  Inn. 

tlic  honourable  the  Commons  of  the  United  Kingdom  of 

^t  Britain  and  Ireland  in  Parliament  assomUed. 

e  humble  petition  of  the  undersigned  members  of  the 

of  Courts  and  Serjeants'  Inn. 

ewcth, — That  it  is  desirable  in  the  interest  of  the  legal 

"sion  and  the  public  to  place  the  general  course  of 

a  and  the  examinations  prelimiimry  to  and  requisite 

"iniisaion  to   the  practice    of    the    law",    in    all    its 

dies,  imder  the  management  and  responsibility  of  a 

■miretsity,  to  be  incorporated  in  London,  in  the  con- 

^  of  winch  the  different  branches  of  the  legal  proies- 

ilwuld  be  apitably  represented : 

U  the  pa«uig  of  suitable  examinations  in  this  nniver. 


sity  (or  of  equivalent  examinations  in  the  legal  faculty  of 
some  other  university  of  the  United  Kingdom)  should  be 
made  indispensable  to  the  admission  of  students  to  the 
practice  of  the  bar,  or  to  practico  as  special  pleaders,  certifi- 
cated conveyancers,  attorneys  or  solicitors : 

And  that  the  benefits  of  the  course  of  study  and  oxamin- 
ations  to  be  afforded  by  the  university  should  be  offered  to 
aU  claosee  of  students  who  may  desire  to  take  advantage  of 
them,  whether  intending  or  not  intending  to  follow  the 
legal  profession,  in  any  of  its  branches,  and  whether  mem- 
brae  or  not  of  any  of  tlte  Inns  of  Court. 

That  the  objects  aforesaid  cannot  be  fully  accomplished 
without  the  authority  of  Parliament. 

Tour  petitioners  therefore  humbly  proy  yoor  honourable 
House  to  take  such  measures  for  the  accomplishment  of  the 
objects  aforesaid  as  to  your  wisdom  may  seem  fit;  and 
particularly  that  an  Act  may  be  passed  enabling  her  Majesty, 
in  the  event  of  her  Majesty  being  graciously  pleased  by  her 
Boyal  Charter  to  incorporate  a  umversity  for  the  purposes 
aforesaid,  to  provide  by  inch  Charter  for  such  of  the  objects 
aforesaid  as  cannot  now  be  aocompliahed  by  the  sole 
authority  of  her  Majesty. 

And  your  petitioners  will  ever  pray,  &o." 

Signatures  are  invited,  and  the  petition  lies  for  signature 
at  the  chambers  of  each  of  the  undermentioned  genuemen : 
— Bobert  Campbell,  16,  Old  Buildings ;  Albert  Dicey,  2, 
Brick  Court ;  K^ielm  E.  IHgby,  Vinerian  Reader  of  Law, 
University  of  Oxford,  1,  Paper  Buildings;  Howard  W. 
Elphinstone,  Lecturer  to  the  Incorporated  Law  Sooiefy,  6, 
New  Square ;  F.  Vaughan  Hawkms,  7,  Stone  Buildings ; 
T.  Erskine  Holland,  3,  Brick  Court  ;  Charles  H.  HopwMd, 
3,  Paper  Buildings;  A.  C.  Uumphro^'s,  31,  Lincoln's-inn 
Fields ;  H.  W.  I^  10,  Fairar's  Buildings ;  J.  C.  Mathew, 
2,  Dr.  Johnson's  Building* ;  F.  S.  Keilly,  2,  Stone  Build- 
ings ;  Nassau  J.  Senior,  8,  Quality  Court ;  John  Westlake, 
2,  New  Square;  Arthur 'WBliams,  4,  Haroourt  Building*; 
AJthnr  Wilson,  2,  Paper  Buildings. 


PUBLIC  COMPANIBS. 

OOTBBIWBMT  rUROS. 

Ills*  QooTinoir.  Jane  IS,  U7|. 
/Vwn  th4  OIkiat  iMt  tftht  aUudt  i»tinui  traiuaclti. 


<  "cr  Cent.  ConaoU,  92 
Di»o  for  Aoeoant,  Jaljr  S,  M 
3  per  Cent  Redaoed  93 
New  S  per  Cent.,  91 
Do.  $lperCant.,J»n. '94 
Do.  >4  per  Gent.,  Jan.  '94 
Do.  6  per  Osnt. ,  Jan.  'TS 
Aonoitisa.  Jan.  'to — 


Aonolttes,  April,  '%h 
Oo.<Bad  Sea  T.)  Aug.  I90t 
BzBUIs,£tOOO,  —  per  Ct.Sp  m 
Ditto,  4400,  Oo  —  3  p  m 
Ditto,  £100  k  4900,  —  S  p  m 
Bank  of  Bngland  Stock:,  4)  per 

Ct.  (last  taair-year)  S36 
Ditto  for  Aooonnt, 


RAILWAY  8TO0K. 


Railwa/s. 


Paid. 

-I— 


Stock] 

Stock 
Stock  I 
Stock 
Stockj 
Sloclil 
Stock 
Slock 
Stock 
Stock 
Stock 
Stock 
Stock 
Stock 
Stock 
Stock 
Stock 
Stock 
Stock 
Stock 
Stock 
Stock 
Slock 
Stock 


Bristol  and  Exeter 

Caledonian ., 

Olaagoirand  Soatb-West»m 

Great  Eastern  Ordinary  Stock    .. 

Do., East  AaKltan  Stolik,  No.  S 
Great  Mortharn   ....„ 

Do.,AStook*    , 

Great  Southern  and  Western  of  Ireland 
Great  Western— Original ., 
Lanoasbirft  and  Torkshire 

London,  Brighton,  and  Soalh  Coast {  100 

London,Chatham,  and  Dover 100 

London  and  North- Western I  100 

L'mdon  and  South- Western    100 

Uanolie*ter,ghefflald,and  Linooln '  100 

Metropolitan I  100 

Midland  I  100 

So.,  Birmingham  and  Derby   100 

North  British I  100 

North  London  1  100 

North  StaffordaUire „ i  100 

South  Devon j  100 

Soutb.Eastarn  100 

TalTVala 1  100 


Closiag  prices 


S2 
9M 
115 
41 

IMi 
1S7X 
101 

9% 
141 

S3 

IT 
13) 

97, 

53 

7«i 

i:to 
100 

AH 
liO 

«*i 

«s 

«7 

168 


*  A  reoetvas  no  diridead  antU  6  per  cent,  baa  been  p^iia  to  B. 
MONBT  MABKBT  and  CiTt  IXTSLLIun.SCR, 

The  markets  have  been  rather  inactive  this  week,  pend- 
ing the  introduction  of  a  French  loan.  In  the  foreign 
markets  French  desoriptions  have  been  latterly  improTing 
in  price, 

'The  prospectus  of  the  Beechlands  Coffee  Estates  Company, 
Limited,  has  been  issued.  Capital,  £7o,000  in  7,500  shares 
of  £10  each.    The  Beechlands  Estate  consists  of  about  800 
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acres,  and  the  porohaae  price  payable  to  the  rendon  ii 
^36,000,  three  foarUis  of  which  u  to  be  paid  in  oa*h  and 
tiie  remaining  fourth  in  taWj  paid-ap  shares. 

Sabfloriptions  are  inrited  to  an  issue  of  3,000  first  mort- 
gage debentures,  secured  upon  the  vbole  property  of  the 
Minerra-hill  Silver  Uines  Company,  in  the  State  of 
KeTada.  The  purohsse-money  is  £180,000,  half  in  cash, 
and  half  in  paid  np  shares — half  of  this  amount  being  applied 
to  that  portion  of  the  parchase-money  which  is  to  be  paid 
in  cash,  and  the  rest  in  providing  additional  stock  and 
working  capital  It  is  therefore  proposed  to  issue  these 
debenture  bonds  to  provide  for  the  money  payments.  They 
will  bear  IS  per  cent  interest,  and,  issued  at  £100,  they 
will  be  paid  off  at  £125  in  the  coarse  of  three  years. 
The  subscribera,  when  paid  oS,  will  receive  two  shares  fully 
paid  np  of  £10  each,  and  then  all  profits  will  go  to  the 
shureholden.  ' 

The  subscription  list  of  the  Mineral  Hill  Silver  Mines 
Company,  limited,  will  be  closed  on  Monday,  the  26th,  for 
Lonaon;  and  Tuesday,  the  27th  inst.,  for  the  country. 
The  debentures  are  9  and  10  premium,  and  the  shares 
7  and  8  premium. 


The  Attomey-Qeneralship  of  the  colony  of  British 
Colnmbia  has  become  vacant  by  the  promotion  of  Mr.  Ot. 
PhilUppo  to  a  Puisne  Judgeship  in  the  colony  of  British 
Ooiana.  The  office  is  worth  £800  per  annum,  and  is  in  the 
gift  of  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colonies. 

The  University  of  Oxford  has  conferred  the  degree  of 
D.C.L.  (by  diploma)  upon  Mr.  Montague  Bernard,  barriater- 
at-law,  of  All  Souls'  (^llege^  Chiohue  Professor  of  Inter- 
national Law  and  Diplomacy,  in  recognition  of  his  services 
as  one  of  the  members  of  the  Joint  High  Commission  which 
negotiated  the  Treaty  of  Washiiigton. 

It  is  stated  that  the  costs  of  the  Voyuy  ea>e,  for  which  the 
Archbishop  of  York  made  himself  personally  responsible, 
exceed  £2,400.  Towards  this  £1,170  have  been  subscribed, 
and  there  will  be  a  great  deficit,  although  Mr.  Voysey  was 
condemned  in  costs.  A  snbaraiption  has  been  opened  to 
indemnify  the  Archbishop. 


XSTATE  KXCHAKOE  BBPOBT. 

AT  THE  MART. 
June  20.— By  Messrs.  St.  Qdintin  and  Kotlst. 
Limehouse,  nesr  the  West  India  Docks. — Freehold  warehouse, 
premises,  and  land,  occupying  an  area  of  18,800  feet.     Sold 


Eaton-square. — No.  4,  Chester-terrace,  teim  53  years,  net  rental 

£60.     Sold  860. 

By  Messrs.  Debbkham,  Tbwson  &  Fabicbb. 
isHngton.— 237,  Upper-street,  term  33  years,  net  rental  £100. 

SMd  £1,310. 

June  21.— By  Messrs.  Edwin  Fox  &  Bousfibld. 
St  Panl's-cbnrohyiurd,  No.  76,  the  lease  of,  term  20i  years,  at  a 

rental  of  £168  per  annum.    Sold  £1,610. 

By  Messrs.  HAaMAN  &  Kerb. 
Kingsland-road,   m.  6,    Huntingdon-street,  tarm    98   years, 

ground  rent  £7.    Sold  £435. 

By  Messrs.  Fviibek,  Fbige,  &  Fusbbb. 
Belgravia,  No.  33,  Claverton-street,  term  62^  yean,  rentil  £60. 

Sold  £660. 
No.  35,  sdjoining,  same  term  and  rental.    Sold  £640. 
No.  87,  held  on  same  terms.    Sold  £670. 
No.  39.     Sold  £645. 

No.  41,  same  term,  net  rental  £55.     Sold  £610. 
No.  47,  same  term,  net  rental  £60.     Sold  £690. 
No.  51,  same  term,  net  rental  £55.     Sold  £620. 
No.  63,  same  term  and  rental.     Sold  £650. 
Nos.  55  and  57  realised  £635  each. 

No.  27,  Qrosvenor-road,  term  62^  years,  net  rental  £70.    Sold 
.      £1,020. 
No.  28,  adjoining,  same  term,  net  rental  £110.    Sold  £1,020. 

By  Messrs.  Beaoei.. 
Hants,  near  Ramsey,  the  freehold  farm  known  as  White  Hall, 

containing  207a.  2r.  17p.    Sold  £9,000. 
The  freehold  farm  known  as  Frog  Hall,  with  dwelling-house 

and  buildings,  containing  250a.  Or.  37p.  Sold  £10,600. 
An  enclosure  of  copyhold  land,  6a.  2r.  24p.  Sold  £400. 
A  freehold  cottage,  garden,  farm  buildii^,  and  17a.  Or.  33p. 

Sold  £1,000.  -— ,  -™t, 

An  enclosure  of  freehold  land  4a.  2r.  34p.    Sold  220. 
A  ditto,  containing  6a.  %.  38p.    Sold  £250. 
A  ditto,  containing  6a.  2r.  8p.    Sold  £300. 
A  ditto,  containing  6a.  Or.  3p.    Sold  £270. 
A  ditto,  containing  13a.  Ir.  30p.    Sold  £660. 


A  dwelling-house,  with  farm-buildings  and  3ot.  Ir.  Uii.tii«. 

holdTSold  £1,  940. 
A  freehold  enclosure,  containing  3a.  Or.  2Sn,    Sold  SSH, 
Four   enclosures,  containing  30a.  Ir.    28p.  eopjkoU.   HI 

£1,580. 
Four  ditto,  containing  30a.  Ir.  26p.  freehold.   8oU£l^. 

By  Messrs.  Fubbeb,  Pbice,  and  Fuasti. 
Fitzroy-squsie. — No.  33,  London-street,  and  No.  1,  Clnrini- 

mewH,  term  17  years,  net  rental  £64  9a.    Sold  US. 
No.  52,  Marylebone-street,  term  4  years,  net  renttl  £%.  S<ki 

£150. 
Paddington. — ^No.  4,  Ticbbome-street,  term  48  yean,  net icstil 

£291811.    Sold  £380. 
No.  5,  adjoining,  temi  50  yenn,  net  rental  £43  m.   SoUSS. 
No.  19,  term  54  years,  net  naul  £t3.    S(M£HA.  i 

No.  20,  same  tenn,  net  rental  £36.    Sold  £530. 
No-  14,  Earl-street,  West,  same  term,  net  rentsl  £13  'i.  Si; 

£495. 
No.  41,  term  44  years,  net  rental  £31  14s.    Sold  £3». 
No.  3,  Carlisle-street,   term  44  years,  net  rmtal  lil  W    ' 

£265. 
A  leasehold  improved  greund  rent  of  £10  14>.  per  oDa,   , 

secured  on  No.  4,  Uppra'  Porchester-stteet.    Sold  £190.         ■ 
A  ditto  of  £10  14s.,  secured  on  No.  5  ditta    SM  £190. 
A  ditto  of  £10  14s.,  secured  on  No.  16,  Tichbome-atno.  Sii 

£120.  

AT  aARRAWArs  COFFEC  HODSE. 
By  M.  W.  Tabbrnacli. 
Stoke  Newington,  the  lease  and  goodwill  of  tha  VoedTil 

Arms  term  52  years,  at  a  rental  of  £50.     SoldfVOB- 
By  Messrs.  Weathehau,  t  Gkux. 
Stepney,  Nos.  78,  80,  82,  84,  86,  and  88,  Nelaon-stnel,  toic  S 

years,  net  rental  £95.     Sold  £480. 
Nos.  91  and  93,  New-street,  same  term,  net  tool  £ti  1* 

Sold  £206. 
No.  63,  Jane-street,  term  30  yasis,  net  rental  £21   SoU  £R 
Nos.  15  and  19,  Choiles-street,  tenn  29  years,  net  malS 

Sold  £180. 
Nos.  12  and  16  Tork-terrace,  term  21  years,  net  rami  9 

Sold  £230. 


BntTHS.  MARWAgM.  AID  DIATHI. 

NRTBS. 
Batttb— On  June  16,  at  66,  Qoeen's-gaideos,  H^ 

wife  of  Richard  Battye,  Esq.,  barristwat-lsw,  of  s 
JoNBS— ^n  June  14,  at  Beddington,  the  wife  of  H.  B. 

Jones,  Esq.,  of  a  son.  . 

Pau(eb — On  Jane  20,  at  Westholme,  Worcestershire, tk< 

of  W.  W.  Palmer,  of  Birmingham,  soliaitOT,  of  a  daifia 
HABRIAQBS. 
KiNOLAKB— CtWHBLl/— On  Juno  22,  at  St.  GsWel'i     _ 

Warwick-square,   Robert  Alexander  Kinglake,  bairiSB 

laWjtoMary  Sybil,  only  daughter  of  Andrew  CnflaB,! 

of  Warwick-square,  Fimlico. 

DBATH8. 
PtNNioEB— On  June  16,  at  Westbnry,  Wilts,  Henry  PiciJ 

solicitor,  in  his  77th  year. 
RouMiED — On  June  17,  at  Clorence-oottaice,  .St.  Joha's-J 

E.  A.   Roumieu,  Esq.,   solicitor,  of  Union  Bsnk.da"' 

Linoeln's-inn. 
Scott — On  June  19,  at  Brighton,  James  John  ScotJ,  t«j 

the  Middle  Temple,  barrister-at-Iaw,  aged  52. 


LOIOOI  OAZSTTES. 


Wiadiog-np  of  Joint  Stock  Coi^uiss. 
FmoAT.  Jane  16,  1S71. 

UrUMITCII  is  CHAaCSKT. 

Binningbam Banking  Company.— Tbe  Muter  of  tb<  BoUiM' 
order  dated  Kareh  29,  ordered  the  above  eomponr  be  IMw 
Har23. 

LnciTtD  IK  CaADcaaT. 

Cambrian  Steam  Packet  Company  (Umited).— Vice  Cliaaoell<rIi 
haa,  by  an  order  dated  Jane  12,  appointed  Horsiood  WaJeoc  S 
Lpool,  tobe  ofllcUl  liiiBidator.  CredKonare  rt4air»),(a^ 
Jnly  12,  to  aend  iheir  names  nod  oddresaea,  and  tba  panaoi 
tbeirdebtaor  claims  to  the  abOTS.  Wodaeads.r.Jaly  l*>'^ 
pointed  for  bearing  and  adindicatlag  apon  tbe  deMs  "i^'^ 

Copper  Hlnera*  Company  of  Soath  Anatralia  (tdmitedl^TIa 
Malina  boa,  by  an  order  dated  Jane  lO,  appolnlsd 


Scott,  i,  Barge.yd,  BacUersbnry,  to  be  oScUl  Iiqai4*ur. 
are  reqoired,  on  or  before  Jnly  5,  to  aend  their  naoea  «»j_  ^ 
and  the  particnlors  of  ttaeir  debts  or  claima  to  tbe  above.  "M^ 
Jnly  12  at  12,  Is  appointed  for  bearing  and  odjodiraling  ««•> 
or  claima.  .       ■ 

HetropoUtan  Pablle  Carriage  and  Reporttory  Coapaay  (tlm'a'^ 
Uon  that  the  voIaDtsnr  windioc  np  may  be  eoaibiMd,  mK"^ 
9.  directed  to  be  heard  before  Vios  Chancellor  Wicksaa  oa  _ 
Smith,  Greabam  Honse,  Old  Brood-at,  soUdlor  t*  *•  •""■■-J 

Oporto  Mining  Company  (Limited).— Vica  rbsmialW  M***J**3 
order  dated  Jane  2,  appointed  Mr.  Cbos  Oarlant,  Si,  Bt  """"^ 
to  be  official  liquidator  in  the  plaos  of  Edwd  Addlt. 
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knUD  ^Itmda  udTnia  ComiMmrCUmltad).— FaUtioa  forwtiiding 
n,  prettcteil  Iratt  It,  diraeud  to  be  heard  befcn  the  Uutar  of  the 
SoUi  OS  Sitsrdijr,  Jane  24.  Umob,  Newgete-et,  aolidtor  for  the 
pet/tla»r. 

TcxsDAT,  Jane  M,  1 87 1 . 

Chluhtbd  »  Cbmczzt. 
a/itfwk  Etttte.— Tka  Obancellor  Btoon  hu,  by  *n  mrder  dated 
jnne  lO,  odend  Ihtt  the  tbore  compur  be  wonnd  np  by  thi*  eean ; 
n  TU  ilM  orderad  that  the  petitioner,  Fredk  Jat  aargood,  be  ap- 
fULUi  offldal  Uqnidator.    Lawrence  ft  Co,  ioUdton  fitr  the  peti- 

LlHITlD  ni  Ckuout. 
('0  Airieai  Company  (Limited).— Fetitioii  lor  wiadioK  ap,  preaented 
Bw  IC  dicaeled  to  be  heard  belbre  Vice  ChaoceUor  Malina  on  Jane 
«.  LiDtlatar  *  Co.  Walbraok,  aoUdtora  for  the  petlttoner. 
fl<T»eniCaapanr(UBiited).— Tloe  Chanoellor  Uallna  hai,bran 
nier  dated  Jnoe  9,  ordered  that  the  abore  conpanjr  be  wound  up. 
Intndi  k  Mayhew,  Poultry,  sollolton  for  the  peUtionen. 
d  Brotlien  Olodoeater  Eaanwlled  Slate  and  Marble  Worka  Company 
Jailed).— Vice  Chancellor  Bacon  baa,  bjr  an  order  dated  Jme  10, 
rined  that  the  Tolnntary  winding  op  of  the  abore  company  be  con- 
md,  but  rabject  to  the  nperrMoii  of  thii  oonrt.     Clarke  d;  Co , 
lacoln'i-laQ-flslds ;  agenta  (or  Fnnell  &  Co,  Briatol,  aolleitan  for  the 
(itkner. 

«  Asiinnee  Aaodation  (Limited).— fTice  (Aancellor  Wickena  haa 
an  onler  dated  Jnne  9,  ordered  that  the  abore  aompany  be  woond' 
Bgbiru  ft  Simpaon,  Hoorgate-at,  aoUclton  for  tba  patitionera. 
;pr  and  Salmon  FlahlDg  Company  (Umitad).— Vice  Chancellor 
iiloi  baa  axed  Jnly  1  at  13,  at  hla  ehamben,  for  the  appointment  of 
oOlcial  Uqnidator. 

;  Ceoia  Bailway  Oompaay  (Limited).— Creditcra  are  required,  on 
before  Jnly  U  to  aend  their  naoea  and  addreaaee,  and  the  particn- 
>uf  their  debta  or  dalma  to  Jaa  Atkinaon  Iiongtidge,  S,  Poet'aH»rner, 
Htmimter,  Friday,  July  >'<  at  13,  la  appointed  for  hearing  and 
uiicatlng  npoD  the  debta  and  olabna. 


Crediton  nadtr  EitatM  in  OhaiiMr; 

Zast  Dmf  of  Proof. 
FnisiT,  Jnne  16, 1871. 
iraer,  Geo,  TUgate,  Stuaex.  Kaq.    Jnly  \i.    Aahbnmer  *  Niz,  V.O. 
i«iu.    Jfarkby  *  Tarry,  Coleman-et 

t,  Sarah,  Cloak-lanr,  Gnm  &  Colour  Merchant.    July  1.    Salter  « 
,  M.B.  Briatow,  Lanrence  Ponntney-lane 
free,  Brnnaear   Ingleton,  Tork,  Oent.    July  9.     Shepherd  ■ 
f,  V.C.  Bacon.    Sharp  A  Son,  Lancaahire 
Xary,  AbUngtco,  Gloooeater,  Widow.    July  M.    Bowly  >  King, 
,  Malina.    EUett,  Clrenceater 

^  John,  Cheater,  Gent.    Jnly  10.    MorriavHorria,  M.R.  Bawie, 
ord-rew 

,Jahn,NottiDgham,  Bntoher.    Jnly  10.    Hickman  •  Plowright, 
Bacon.    Ford,  Ctaancery-lana 

loabna  Jepaon,  Cliftonrllle,  nr  Brighton,  Gent.    Jnly  14.  Hender- 
'Dnnk,  V.C.  Bacon.    Bedhead,  Fencburch-at 
r,  Tboa,   Alceater,  Warwick,  Needle  Hanofactnrer.     July  10. 
eon*  TenUl,  M.R.  Jonea,  Alceater 

h  £dwd,  Coleman-at.  Woolwich,  TImqer  Uerchant.     Jnly  10. 
ipion  «  Wardle,  V.C.  Malina.    Hnghaa,  Woolwich 
u,  Emily  Leigb,  laleworth,  MIddleaex,  Widow.    Jnly  IS.    Hut 
eilBgton,  V.C.  Wiekana.    Clarke,  Kaaaz-at,  Strand 

Tdisdat,  June,  20  1871. 

Lanra,  Rnaaell  Houae, Streatham,  Splnater.  July  18.  Blaekbom 

Igera,  U.K.  Greenbaink,  GrayVbtn-w] 

\,  Sarah  Holmes,  Irj  Lodjfe,  Twickenham,  Widow.    July  17 . 

Kt «  Bordett.  V.C.  Malina.    Farrer,  LIneoln'a-lan-aelda 

legb,  kUry.  Banting,  CoUege-pl  Weat,  Maldeoatone-hiU,  Oieen- 

Splnater.  July  14.  Meadea*  Uattbewa,  M.B.  Hnbbaid,  Walbrook 

I  Tboa^  Aognata  Honae,  Poplar.    July  IS.   Hewiioa  e  Franda, 

CiadweU,  Coilegc-hill 

,  Lydia  Nancy  Hannah,  St  Lnka'a-rd.  Bayiwater.    Jnne  St. 

>  V  autbea,  V.C.  iUlina.    Hughea,  Bedford-row 

ioaat.  Lower  fioddlogton,  Northampton,  Farmer.  Jnly  14.  Payne 

le,  V.O.  Bacon.     Kinch,  Deddington 

Wm,  Leedi,   Bine  Sister.    Jnly   13.    Saottb  v  Fycoek,  V.C, 
ma.    Ward  fc  Son,  Leeda 

Vincenzo,  Trieat.  Anatrla.    Oct  31.    VlUareal  a  Uhtholf;  V.C. 
na.    Druce,  BlUtter-aq 

Joacpb,  Tewkesbury,    Gionceater,  Wine  at  Spirit  Kerehant 

4.    Qedsallv  BoaM,  V.C.  Wickena.    Brown,  Taw keabni^ 

a,  Princes^q,  Kayawatsr,  Merchant.    July  M.    HayeavFox, 

nekeoa.    Parker  It  Clarke,  SI  Miebael'».aUn,  ComtaiU 

lex.   Elm  Ttlla,  Brixton-hill,  Gent.    July  34      Kerr  «  Fair, 

rickena.    Dawes  *  Son*.  Angel.ct ,  Throgmortott.at 

M,  London.    Jnly  34.    Kerr  »  Farr,  V.C.  Wickena.    Dawea  fe 

Uigel-et,  Tbrosnorton-at 

ieo.      July  3i.      Bolpha  Bolpb,  V.C-  Wickena.    Solet  Co, 

■animnr 

,  John  Br,  Hatton-gdn,  Merchant.    July  3*.    Bowland  a  Long. 

'.C.  *Wiekeas.     While  fe  Son,  Bedford-row 

MzxT  u*  Km. 
•hn,  Cantarbary-rlUaa,  Maida  Vale  Weat,  Wholaaale  (%eeae- 
.    July  12.     Orimaton  •  Turner,  V.C.  WiokaDa. 
ly,  Barnes.  SorzeTi  Baq.    Nor  1.    Dancer  *  U.M'a  Attorney 
I,  V.C.  llallna 

(h«ditors    imdar  82  &  28  Tiet  eap.  85. 
Xa<(  Daji  of  Claim. 
ttUDk-t,  June  18, 1871. 
nioa.    Shipbanii   Someraet,  Ucenaed  Vlctnaller.    Jnne    30. 
.  Axtoidge 
n>oe,  Falrkope.  Ecelea,  Lancaahire,  Gent.    Ang  I .    Sale  fe  (<o, 

.  Tboe,  Wlndaor,  Berka,  Gent.    July  7.    Pritcbard  ft  Bona,  Qt 

Ider-at,  Ooctor's-commona 

Iwd  Sam  I.  Bridlington,  York,  Surgeon.    Sept  30.    Harland, 

Eton 


Broadbeat,  Wm,  Bradford,  Tocfc,  Woolataplsr.    Aug  1.    Bswaon  ft  0» 

Bradfbid 
Dnge,  Harriet,   Heighsm,  Norwich,  Widow.    Angl.   Whiter  ft  Prandi, 

Norwich 
Frueodt.  John  Cnaa,  Anton,  Bridge  at,  BUekfriara,  Uerchant.    Sept  It 

Bandell,  Oraeeehnroh-at 
Orabame,  Thoa,  Leamington,  Warwick,  Eaq.    Aug  81,    Wllda,  ft  Oo> 

Ctellege-hill 
Hardy   Suaanna,   Helgbam,   Norwich,     Sept   1.   Winter  ft    Frandi, 

Norwkdi 
HollinCTworth,  Tboe,  Regent^t,  Cigar  MerehanL    Ang  11.    Lanris  ft 

Oo,  Dean'a-ct,  Doeior'a.eommona 
Hughea,  Hy  Philip,  Cbriateburch,  Sonihsmpton,  Eaq.   July  38.   Shap- 

heard  ft  Son,  Coleman  at 
Maotariah,  Wm,  Fort  Garry,  Canada,  Chief  Factor.    Sept  9.    Bamari 

ft  Oo,  Lancaater-pl,  Suand, 
Meaaer,  Wm  Fredk,  Newcroaard,  Eaq.  Sept  39.  Walker  ft  Hartineau  , 

King'e-rd,  Gray'a-lnn 
Poatle,  Bdwd,  Schlou    Berbllngen,  Schaffhanaen,  Switserland,  Eaq. 

Jnly  18.    Benaly,  Norwich 
Pnlleine,  John,  Methley,  York,  Farmer.    Ang  19,    Turner  ft  BUbronghr 


Riley,  Thoa,  Bedford,  Qmx.     July  18.     Draper,  Vincent-aq,  Weat- 

minater 
Roberta,  Joseph,  Bottoma,.nr  Hobiidrth,  York,  Dyer.    Aug  I.    KIdd, 

Hoimllrth 
Ronald,  Jai,  Lpool,  Merchant.    July  19.    Haigih  ft  Co,  Lpool 
Snmmera,  Jaa,  Hirerfordweat,  SoUoltor.    Jnly   32.    Phillips,  Harar- 

fordwaat 
Taylor,  Thoa,  Elkaley,  Nottiagham,  Fanner.    Aug  IS.    Mae  ft  Co, 

Eaat  Retford 
Tyrrell,  Daniel  BIgga,  South  Benfleet,  Eaaex,  Farmer.  Ang  1.  Woodard, 

Ingram-cc  Fenohureb-st 
Weakley,   Geo,    Uemiogfoid-rd,    Gent.     Aog   31,      Clarke    ft    C!o, 

Coleman^t 

TotsoAT,  Jnne  30, 1871 
Brown,  Carolina,  Sonthaea,  Sontbamptra,  Widow.   Jnly  1 S.   Edgeomba 
I      ft  Cole,  Portaea 
Bi  owning,  Cliaa,aiooceater.pl,  Portman-aq.  Eaq.    Angl.    Browning, 

Anatin  Friais 
(Jhadwiek,  Fredk  Thoa,   Maaeh,   Aocoantaot.     Sept  39.     Peacock, 


Darby,  Edwd,  Chapel-et,  Grosrenor-pl,  Builder.    Jnly  33.    Webater, 

BaaingtaaU.at 
Dehuiey,  Joaepb,  John-et,  Old  Kent-rd,  Leather  Japanner.    July  22. 

DittOD,  Ironmonger-lane 
Dawfol,  John,  otberwiae    Charlea  Dutall,  Hoatyn.rd.  Brixton,    Gent. 

Aog  2.    Shapiand,  King  William^t 
Bowling,   Sarah,  Bedminatar,  Briatol,  Widow.   July  SI.    Brittan  ft 

Sona,  Briatol 
Elliott,  Geo,  Trafalgar-row,  Weatmoreland-rd,  Walwcrtb,  Hay  ft    Qax 

Dealer.    July  81.    Henny,  Coleman>at 
Elliaoo,  laaac,  Kirkby,  Lancaahire,   Pnbllcan.    July   18.     Mcracroft, 

Lpool 
Oanon.  Hy,  Hnddersfleld,  York,  Plumber.   Jnly  17.    Layoock  ft  Co 

Hndderaaeld 
Qaakell,  Thoa  Jaa,  Standlah,  Lancaahire,   Caahlar.     July  24.    Lees, 

Wlgan 
Oaakill,  Jaa,  Hulme,  Maneh,  CotKO  Spinner.    Jnly  18.    Needham, 

Maneh 
OrilBtha,  Geo,  Tj  Owyn  CanreghoCt,  Montgomery,  Gent.    Sept  1.   Min- 

ahall,  OaweetiT 
Hill,  Jaa*.  Addington-aq,  Camberwell,  Widow.     Jaly  33.      DItton, 

Ironmonger-lane,  Cheapaide 
Horalkll.  John,  Slaltbwaite,  York,  Mannlkcturer.    Ang  I.    Claagh  ft 

Son,  Hudderadeld 
Kent,  Mary,  Claremont-aq,  Pentoarille,  Widow.    Ang  21.    Appletoi^ 

Craaby-eq 
Knatcbbull,  Sir  Hageaaen  Edwd  Bart,  Uerabam  Hatch,  Kent.    July  SI. 

Lake  ft  Co,  New-eq,  Lincoln'i-inn 
Leea,  John,  Oak  Wood,  Hope,   Lancaahire,  Gent,     Sept  18.      Ttaidall 

ft  Vaiey,  Maneh 
Leea,  Maria,  Oak  Wood,  Hope,  Lanoaahire,  Splnater.    Sept  IS.    Tlndali 

ft  Varey,  Maneh 
Methuen,  John  Andrew,  CUfton,  Briatol,  Eaq.    Ang  8.    CDonoghue  ft 

Eickarda,  Briatol 
Metboen,  Louiaa  Mary,  Clifton,  Briatol,  Widow.    Ang  S.     Oa>oaaghaa 

ft  Riekarda,  Rrlatol. 
Richardaon,  Wm,  Feterafleld,  Southampton,  Gent.    July  30.    Soamet, 

Peterafield 
Sandier,  Lonia,  Nottingham,  Frofeaior  of  Langnagee.    Ang  13.    Enfleld 

ft  Dowaon 
Dbthoa,  Fraa  Julia,  Putney-hill,  Senator.    Sept  39.    Tindal  ft  B  aynea, 

Ayleabury 
Waike,  Wm  Dewdney,  Klngaton,  Deron,  OeaL     Jnly  IS.    Andrewa, 

Modbury 
Wylde,    John,  Bnneom,    (3ieat*r,   Com  lUller.     July  30.     Day, 

Bnncom 

Biaknpts. 

Fbioat,  Jnne  16,  1871. 

Under  the  Bankruptcy  Act,  1869. 

Sredltora  mnit  torward  their  proofs  of  debta  to  the  Registrar. 

To  Surrender  in  London. 

Gordon,  Chaa  Edwd  Tudor,  Cape  of  Good  Hope,  no  occupation.  Pet  Jnne 

14.    Hazlitt.    July  Sat  II 

To  Surrender  in  the  Conntiy. 
Callon,  Wm,  Kirkdaie,  nr  Lpool,  LIcenaed  Victualler.      Pet  June  IS. 

Hime.    Lpool,  July  S  at  2 
Dariee,  Wm  Darid,  Femdale.  Glamorgan,  Grocer.     Pet  June  13. 

Spickett.    Pontypridd,  June  37  at  13 
Holt,  Hy,  Oxford,  Innkeeper.    Pet  Jnne  10.     Dudley.     Oxftrd,  July  1 

at  13 
Kemp,  Jaa,  Richmond,  Snrrsy,  Ironmonger.    Pet  Jnne  IS.    Willonghby. 

Wandaworth,  June  27  at  II 
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HsttlMir,  TbM  H;,  St  Uswes,  Cornwall,  Dnper.     FM  Jbdc  IS.     Chll- 

oott.    Trnru,  Jane  iS  «t  11 
Ttucj,  John .  Poltimore,  Oeros,  Fumw.    Pot  Jan*  13.    Daw.  Exeter, 

Jooe  37  at  11 
Simtaon,  Geo  Robt,  Colchester,  Enex,  Baker.     Pet  Jana  10.     Bunea. 

Coleheater,  July  8  at  9.30 
Tempertaa,  John,  Lelceater,  Boot  Mannfactorer.  Pet  Jane  II.  Ingram. 

Leieeeter,  Jnne  19  at  IS 
Tremlett,  SamI,  Kenton  Bridge  Farm,  Deron,  Farmer.    Pet  Jniw  13. 

Daw.    Exeter,  Jnne  37  at  11 
Ward,  Jobn,  Tewkeibarr,  Gloaceater,  Beerhonie  Keeper.    Pet  Jane  13. 

Oale.    CtaeUenham,  Jane  37  at  1 1 

TDtaniT,  Jnne  2U,  1871. 

Under  the  Bankruptcy  Act,  1869. 

Creditors  mn>t  forward  their  proofs  of  debta  to  the  KegUtrar. 

To  Surrender  in  Iiondon. 

Dennett,  Fraa,  Wm,  Chalcot-ter,  Begent'a-pk,  Lieat  R.N.    Pet  Jane  17. 

Roche.    Jnlj  6  at  13 
Djme,  John  Edwd,  Clarendon-Tlllas,  HOmaey,  Ballder.     Pet  Jnne  10. 
Roche.    June  30  at  1 1 

To  Snnender  In  the  Coantry. 
Berrill,  Oec,  Northampton,  Bntlder.     Pet  Jane  17.     Dennis.     Morth- 

ampton,  Jn\y  7  at  3 
Ooldacbmidt,  Berohard,  BIrm.    Pet  Jane  U.    Chaantler.    Birm.Jnly 

Sat  li 
Hyde,  Chaa  Benshaw,  Cheahiie,  Engineer.    Pet  July  16.  Hall.  Ashton- 

onder-Lyne,  Jnne  30  at  II. 
Pascoe,  Wm,  Wllion,  Wilt^  Baker.    Pet  Jnne  16.    Wilton.    Sallabniy, 

Jaly  latll 
Peedle,  Geo,  Ljme,  nr  Cbertsey,  Snrrejr,  Farmer.     Pet  Jnne  9.     Bell, 

Kingston,  Jnljr  6  at  S 
lUcliard,  Joseph,  Oldbary,  Worceiter,  Machinist.  Pet  June  U.  Wataon. 
Oldbury,  Jaly  I  at  II 

BANKRUPTCIES  ANNULLED. 
FaiOAT.Janeie,  1871. 
Qainn,  Thos,  Manley-rosd,  KennlnKton-pk.  Bnllder.    Jnne  16 
Bobton,  Riobd  Stoier,  Boutta  Shields,  Durham,  Draper.    Jane  13 

Iiiqaidation  by  Arraagemant. 

FIRST  MEETINGS  OF  CREDITOBS. 

FmuAT,  Jnne  16,  1871. 

Abram,  Edwd.  Higher  Tranmere,  Chester  ont  of  boaineaa.     Jnne  30  at 

3,  at  efllce  of  Moore,  Dnncan  st,  Birkenhead 

Bell,  Jas,  Jarrow,  Durham,  Grocer.     July  8  at  13,  at  offices  of  Danean, 

King  St,  Sooth  Shields 
Bennett,  Thoe,  Lpool,  Boot  Dealer.     Jane  90  at  3,  at  offlca  of  Samnell, 

Cook  St,  Lpool 
Benson,  John  Erasmus,  Bexler  heath,  Kent,  Manager  to  a  Timber  Me  r- 

chant.     June  i*  at  3,  at  offices  of  Kosaell  ft  Co^Old  Jewry  chambers 
Ballen,  Hy,  Mortlake,  Surrey,  Grocer.    Jane  39  at  II,  at  offlcea  of 

Buchanan,  Baainffhall  st 
Uullcn,  Thos.  Balnblll,  Lancaabire,  Beertellar.     June  39  at  3,  at  the 

Patten  Anna  Hotel.  Warrington.    Bellrlnger,  Lpool 
Campbell,  Andrew,  Friday  st.  Cannon  st.  Wine  Merchant.     Jnne  36  at 

4,  at  ofiBces  of  Felham,  Arbonrsq,  Stepney 

Clark,  Jonaa,  Jamaica  lerel,  Roiherliithe,  Beer  Retailer.     Jnly  5  at  3, 

at  office  of  Ulley,  Copthall  ct,  Thr  JKmorton  st 
Cohen,  Jaa  Cohen,  Lpool,  Merchant.    June  39  at  3.  at  oSca  of  Thomely 

&  Archer,  Water  st,  Lpooi 
Conlan,  Wm  Joseph,  nreeze  hill,  nr  Lpool,  Book-keeper.    Jane  30  at  I, 

at  the  Law  Aaaooiatioa  rooms.  Cook  st,  Lpool.    Etty,  Lpool 
Dobson,  Jobn,  Scarboroagb,  Yorli,  Draper.     June  36  at  11,  at   offlcea 

Of  WUllanuon,  Newboroogh  at,  Scarborough 
Fowraker.  Hy  Jis,  Whipton,  Deron,  Innkeeper.     Jnne 38  at  II,  at  the 

Castle  Hotei,  Castle  st,  Exeter.    Flood,  Exeter 
FniniBS,  Jas,  Sheffield,  Cheesefactor.    June  38  at  3,  at  offices  of  Smith  ft 

Hinde,  Bank  at,  Sheffield 
Gardluer,  Edwd,  Mitcheldean,  Gloucester,  Grocer.   Jnne  37  at  I,  at 

office  of  Jones,  Berkeley  chambers,  O'ouceeter 
Geary,  John  Joseph,  Leamiggton  Priors,  Warwick,  Taller.     July  7  at  3, 

at  ofBcea  of  Oreenway  ft  Co,  Jury  st,  Warwick 
Greenwood.  Jas,  Brighouse,  York,  Carpenter.    June  30  at  S,  at  the 

George  Hotel,  Brlgbonsr.    Chambers  ft  Chambers,  Brighouse 
Hill,  Sainl  Beat,  Raatrick,  Tork,  Orooer.    Jane  37  at  3,   at  offloea  of 

Leeming,  Oeoige  st,  Hali&x 
Howard,  Hannah,  Sonthport,  Lancashire,  Painter.     Jnne  39  at  13,  at 

office  of  Barker,  Clayton  sq,  Lpool 
Howard.  SamI  Cotes,  Hadleigh,  Suffolk,  Tailor.    July  4  at  1 3,  at  office 

of  Pollard,  Ht  Lawrence  at.  Ipswich 
Hughes,  Hugh.  Amlwch,  Anglesey,  Draper.    July  S  at  3,  at  the  Bittiah 

Hotel,  Banaor.    Rooee,  Amlwch 
Hart,  Isanc,  Middlesex  at,  Aldgate,  Retail  Butcher.    June  38  at  S,  at  the 

City  Arms  Tarem,  BlomSeld  st,  Finsbury.    Padmora 
Hay,  Cecilia,  Shrewsbury,  Salop,  Watchmaker.     July  S  at  II,  at  offloea 

of  Morrii,  Swan  hill,  Surewsbary 
Knott,  Wm,  Middleaborongh.  York,  Innkeeper.    June  36  at  II,  at  offices 

of  Doheon,  Gosfcrd  at,  Hiddlesbaroagh 
Laurie,  Wm,  Oaney  Town,  Oxford,  Travelling  Draper.    Jane  39  at  II, 

at  offices  of  Mallam,  Uish  st,  Oxford 
Loxtoo,  Hy,  Sirm,  Wine  Merchant.    June  3«  at  1 2,  at  offloea  of  Sonthall 

ft  Son,  Newball  st,  BIrm 
Maaon,  Wm.  Wednesbury,  Staflbrd,  Stoektaker's  Assbtant.    Jane  38  at 

13,  at  iitHces  of  Slater,  Bntrott,  Darlaston 
Morris,  John,  Biynmawr,  Bieeon,  Grocer.     Jnly  4  at  13,  at  the  County 

Court  office,  Tredegar.    Darlea,  Brynmawr 
Mueller,  Geo,  High  at.  Deptford.  Watchmaker.     Jnlyi  at  13,  at  the 

Fieemaaons*  TaTern,  Gt  Queen  at,  LIncoln's-lon-flelda.    Thorp 
Palmer,  Hy  loosa,  Chonmert  rd.  Rye  Une,  Peckbam,  Clerk.     Jnly  3  at 

13,  at  3  Oreaham  bidgs,  Bailnghall  at     Dubois  ft   OriStha,  Church 

passage.  Onildhall  yd 
Ferklna,  Wm,  Vernon  pi,  Bloomsbury  sq,  Dairyman,     Jnne  30  at  13,  at 

office  of  Preaton,Mark  lane 
Pritcbard,  Rich  Wm,  Uanbedr.  Carnarron,  Draper.     June  39  at  10,  >t 

offioeof  Lonia,  Well  st,Baltala 


Reed,  Tboa,  Brighton,  Sussex,  Boot  Dealer,    lot  SttS,«ila< 

Wetherfirld,  Gresbam  bidga 
Smith,  Jobn,  John  Smith,  jun  ft  Robt  Smith,  Sommet,  TiiiIibIiii 

June  39  at  11.30.  at  Clarke's  Hotel,  Tamiton.    Hiaisi,EitiR 
Smith,  Thos  Biehd,  Park  rd,  Feekhant,  Grocer.  Jsat » it  i,  a  iIb 

of  Bath  ft  Co,  King  William  at 
Stripe,  Wm  Hy,  ]na,  Sonthses,  Hanta,  Painter.  JmitAttKaESa 

of  Walker,  Union  el,  Portaoa 
SuUey,  Chaa,  Ipswich,  SnflOlk,  Newspaper  Froprietot.   ItlftK>,L 

office  of  Hill,  St  Nkhclaa  at,  Ipawlch 
Vallee,  Angnstna,  Bethnal  Oreen  id,  Imponar  of  Frseek  Stalk,  .'if 

3  at  II,  at  office  of  Merria,  Grocer'k  hall  ct.  FeaHry 
Wataon,  Fraa.  Goiseley,  Tork.  CkMh  Mannlartartr.  JiKtialt 

the  Queen  Hotel,  Appleby  bridse.    SlddaU,  Oder 
Webber,  Chaa  Shllatooe,  Briatol,  Merchant.     Jans  37  at  U,il*a^ 

Press  &  Inakip,  Small  at,  Bristol 
Wearer.  Wm  Arnndale,  Beaton  Norrts,  LaneaaUn,  CaaiitiK.  ka 

36  at  II,  at  the  Vernon  Arms  Hotel,  Warren  st,  Btsckpm.  Is 
Wenaley,  Walter  Riohd,  Bath,  Auetlooear.    Jane  13  ai  ll.tidBiif 

Bartnua,  Northumberland  bldga,  Bath 
Wheeler,  John  Hy,  Totterdown,  Wilta,  HaQ  Oootnclac.  latlk 

13.30,  at  office  of  the  Registrar,  Swindon.     Simmoms  I  CM,ht 
Vinsar,  Geo,  Bath,  Flahmonger.    July  4ata,atlfea0ms£«ililfc 

Orange  grore.  Bath.    Shrapnell,  Bradford 
Woodward,  Hy,  Lincoln, Draper.    Jnne  S9at  ll,tt«Bas«IT<«nl 

Larken,  Bank  st,  Lincoln 

ToxssiT,  Jnne  20, 1871. 
Ager,  Thos,  Barnard's  inn, Holbom.  Financial  Agent.    JwkaiJ 

I  Barnard's  Inn,  Bolbom.    Roberts,  Spring  gardaes.  WhitaW 
Allea,  Riehd,  Newport,  Isle  of  Wight,  Butcher.    Jaly  1  <  i>,k<iM 

Hooper,  Hixh  rt,  Newport 
Angel,  Fredk  Spray,  Albert  ter,  Ftnckley,  Booksellsr.  JiljScKI 

office  of  Greatorex,  Cbanoery  lane 
Barter,  Timothy,  Charlton  green,  Kent,  MDer.    Jtly  II  it  I.  ■: 

of  Fox.  Townball  at,  Dorer 
Beasley,  Riobd,  BIrm,  Licensed  VlotoaUer.     June  M  at  S,  >S(3 

East,  Golmore  row,  BIrm 
Bilby,  Jobn,  Bishop's  Stortftird,  Heittord,  Draper.    }aat  90  c  I 

the  Onildhall  Coffee  honae,  Guildhall  yd.    Baker,  Biiktft  Stx« 
Brett,  Joseph,  Lower  Marsh,  Lambeth,  Pork  Botcher.    Jalyliii 

offices  of  Gower,  Cheapstde.    Downes 
Brown,  Jas,  Tbeydon  Bois,  Eaaez,  Farmer.     Jnne  30  at  i,  n  ■ 

Oroat,  Suffolk  lane,  Cannon  st  ^^ 

Cattonoe,  Geo,  Lpool,  out  of  bosUieea,    July  7  at  1,  st  oBoacdy 

Co,  North  John  st,  Lpool 
Chlnnow,  Jas  Martin,  Swansea,  eiamontao,  Onecr.    Jess  S  a  l| 

officea  of  Barnard  ft  Co.  Briatol.    Field  ft  HoaK.  Bwaaat 
Ohurcher,  Thos  Hy  ft  Fredk  Churcber,  Worthing,  Soaei.  I 

July  3  at  I,  at  the  Albion  Hotel,  Worthing.    HaU,  Feeekm^e 


Coleman,  Nicholas  ft  Hy  Uingston,  Queen'screeeeat,  Ceaii^',?^ 
!  of  Briant,  Wiachaite  k« 
Broad  st 


mongers.     July  4  at  13,  at  office  of  Briant,  Wiachaala  I 


Cook.  Elia  ft  Wm  Cook,  Plymouth,  Deron,  Ilooae  Faintm. 

1 1,  at  officea  of  Edmonds  &  Son,  Parade,  Flymoath 
Cooper,  Hy,  Silrerdare,  Staiford,  Boot  Dealer.     July  3  at  S,  <' 

Holllnshead,  Market  st,  Tnnstall 
Cope,  Ohas  Ball,  Sheffield,  Chemist.     July  6  at  13,  at  tke  C 

Sheffield,     Badger 
CowelU  Oeo  Joseph,  Pendleton,  nr  Mancb,  Hot  Water  1  _ , 

fiicturer.  June  30  at  3,  at  office  of  Chapman  ft  Co^  Foaaa^^ 
Carrie,   Jas,  Bradford.     Tork,    Draper.       July  3  at  It  *< 

of  Cbaaaey,  Dewhhst's  bldgt,  Manchettar  id.Bradhid.  IM 
Dnbbe,  Wm  Mattocks,  Victoila  rd.  Hackney,  BolUer.    JaifU 

9  Mason's  arenne,  Baaingball  st.     Nieol  ft  Sou.  Qsesn  <.aj 
Day,  Joseph,  Hanley,  StaAird,  Qncer.    Jnly  3  at  II,  at  Its  a 

Head  Hotel,  Hanley 
Dedey,  Geo,  Northampton. Coal  Merchant.  Jnly  6atll,staia 

of  Oommeice,  Com  Exchange  Parade,  NorttaaaiptoB.    n*> 

•mpton 
Don,  Lady  Emily  Eliia,  Nottingham,  Aotrcas.     Jaly  7  al ).  ■  • 

Acton,  Imperial  Mdgs.  Victoria  at,  Nottlngbam 
Downing,  Arthur.  Manolngtiee,  Eaaex,  Watchmaker.    Jslf  <i 

the  Waggonlft  Horses  inn,  Colchester 
Dyke,  Thos,  Aberdare,  GUmorgan,  Draper.     Jane  3S  at  11,  < 

of  Williams  ft  Co,  The  Exchange,  Bristol.    Unten.  Ab«*» 
Fieakley,  John,  Wolrerhampton,    StaObid,    Blacking  !(«■ 

Jnne  39  at  II,  at  offices  o(  CressweU,  BUaton  at,  Wolreiku^ 
Garbatt,  Anne,  Stonrport.  Worcester,  Stonemasoo.   July  >  •>  t 

Crowther,  Bridge  at,  Stonrport  j 

Gee,  Jas,  Wigan,  Lancashire,  Joiner.    July  S  at  II,  at oduss*' 

Kiag  st,  Wigan  .      _ 

Gentry,  Walter,  Uttlabaiy  UUI,  Essex.    Jane  30  at  (  si  ( 

Brown,  Basinghall  st  ,. 

Holroyd,  Albert,  West  Bromwioh,  StaSbrd,  Stonaoiaisa.    m 

at  oBces  of  Sheldon,  Lower  High  at,  Wadnesbory 
Horroeks,  Tboe,  Ot  Bolton,  Lancashire,  Atteniey's  Clerk.  Js^ 

at  offlee  of  Ryley,  Mawdaley  st,  Ot  Beltoa 
Hanter,  Geo^  Medomaley,  Dnrham.  Gfoear.    ioly  I  all,  stl 

Kldd  ft  Co,  Royal  Arcade,  Nawcaslls  ■pao-Tyne 
Ingle,  laaae  Tboa,  Rigtoo,  Tork,  Steam  Tbiaaber.   JBly7«<>i 

ofSlddali.OharleastiOaey  _  , 

Keble,  Joseph,  Norwich,  Watebmaker.    June  S  at  13,  at  da  i 

bom,  Lofidoa  st,  Norwich 
Kellaway,  Maria,  Deccbester.  Dorset,  BatebOT.    Jnly3  at  t  si  a 

lope  Hotel,  Dorcheeter.    Burnett,  Dorobaatar 
Kldd,  John,  Toxtath  pk,  Lpool,  Clothier.    Jnly  3at3.tl' 

Martic,  Castle  st,  Lpool  ,  „ , 

KUner.  Edmd  ft  Hy  Riley,  Sheffield,  File  Manattctaiera.    Ja?  > 

at  office  of  Wing,  Fridaaux  chamban,  Ohaage  sBcy, 

Sheffield 
Ledger,  Byron,  Sheffield,  Raior  Mauuhstarer.     Jaly  I* 

ot  Parkin,  North  Church  st,  Sheffield 
Leech,  Geo,  Norwich,  Oasfltter.     June  19  at  II,  U  tf< 

London  st,  Norwich  _ 

Lewis,  Anne,  Watb-npon-Dearae.  York,  Boot  Daalv.    J»  =  ^ 

offlcee  of  Johnson,  Burlington  st,  Watb-apan^Oaama 
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twis,  Geo  Edird,  Blnn,  Gnnmaker.     Jons  30  at  II,  at  ofBeea  of  Dak*, 

CbiUl  Churth  pueage,  Binn 

tiiwtiiiifr,  Hum,  Biim,  Sewing  Maebliie  Agent.    Jane  29  at  S,  at 

oBctsirfEatt,  Oolmore  row,  BIno 

lei;or,  CtTU,  Bawdon,  Tork.  Painter.     Jnly  7  at  10,  at  ofBcea  of  Har- 

fmta.Uuktt  at,  Bradford 

eircvntx,  Geo,  Heath  rd,  Twickenham,  Hat  Hannfactarer.    Jolj  S  at 

J.  «l  cOca  of  Sherrard.  CUfford'a  Inn 

It.  Df .  Fdmooth,  Cornwall,  Tailor.     Jno*  tO  at  11,  at  offleeti  of  Jen- 

kir.>,'Fiiit  Office  bidge.  Church  et,  Falmoath 

itD,  Geo,  Lndlov,  Salop.  Eair  Dreaaer.    Jnlj  4  at  1 1  at  oSee  of 

iorrU,  Svan  hill.  Sbrewsbnr; 

Ucr,  TIoi,  Siadford,  York,  Grocer.    Jnl;  3atS,  at  ofllcea of  Hntchln- 

on,  Piccadilly  chambere,  Ficcadlll;,  Bradford 

lere,  Wm,  Oxford,  Tailor.    Jaly  4  at  3,  at  5  George  at,  Oxford. 

il  by  t  Son,  Banbnry 

el.  Wx.  DoocaMer,  Tork,  Paper  Hanger.     Jnly  I  at  12,  at  offle*  of 

rutertball,  <lne«n  at,  ShefHeld.    Pearson,  Doncaater 

ck<.  John,  Halifax,  Tork,  Jonmeyman  Cabinet  Maker.    Jnly  3  at  4, 

toOleei  of  Stony,  Cbcapeide,  Halifax 

t«,  V/m  Jeaeph  Cbaa,  East  at,  Lambeth  walk.  Carpenter.     Jane  30 

1 3.  at  dices  of  Hicklln  ft  Washington,  Trinity  aq,  Soathwark 

«t.  John,  Oldham,  Lancashire,  Oommeroial  TraTeller.    Jnly  t  at  1 1, 

t  ciBce  of  Mellor,  Church  lane,  Oldham 

rk-r,  John,  Delph ,  Tork,  Grocer.    July  3  at  4,  at  ofilces  of  Addleehaw, 

lit  £  If,  Mancb 

on.!,  Ssml  Clereland,  Loaghborongh,  Leiceater,  Printer.     Jnly  4  at 

'.',  tt  offleos  of  Goode,  Market  pi,  Loaghboroogh 

>•,  Thtt  SeaTlJle,  Frtar  si,  Blacklriars  rd,  OItU  Engineer.     Jane  39 

:  I, It  offlc*  of  Blake,  Linc<dn's-inn-flel<u 

i,  er.  Wm,  SUincUffe.  nr  Dewsbary,  Tork,  Rag  Dealer.    Jnly  3  at  3 

t  cflcts  ot  Chadwiek  fc  Son,  Chorch  st,  Dewsbury 

bter,  Wm  Rowe,  Bnckland  Monachomm,  DoTon,  Bnilder.    Joly  4  at 

[.  >t  I  fflce  of  Gi^enway  fc  Adams,  Frankfort  st,  Plymoath 

iirr.  Wm  Woolmington,   Crewkeme,  Somemt,  Wine  Merchant. 

i.'r  7  at  2.30,  at  the  WUte  lion  Hotel,  Brood  at,  Bristol.    Budge, 

rolienie 

tu'l,  J>s,  Walsall,  Stafford,  Licensed  Viotnaller.    Joly  3  at  11,  at 

Sees  of  OlsTcr,  Park  st,  Walaall 

vv.  Jax,  Little  Shelford.  Cambridge,  Bailder.    Joly  4  at  II, atofflce 

Ellison,  Alexandra  st,  Petty-cnry,  Oambridgj 

[we,  Wm  Geo,  Xewcaitle-npou-Tyne,  Bailder.    Jane  30  at  13,  at 

Dee  of  Allan  &  Oavies,  Grainger  st,  Newcastle-upoa.Tyne 

•lyFnak,  Wcrthina,  Susmx.  Jeweller.     July  Sat  3,  at  offices  of 

ktm  ft  Hocombe,  Bedford  row,  Bloomsbury.    Mills,  Brigliton 

d.  Wm  Bandall,  jon,  Graceehurch  st.  Timber  Merchant.     Joae  30 

2.at  the  Gnlldb&ll  Coffee  bonie,  Giilldball.    Moojen 

re'l,  Philip,  Blacfcheath,  Stafford,  Beerhouse  Keeper.     July  4  at  3, 

offices  of  Stekes,  Priory  st,  Dudley 


P.ESHAM      LIFE    ASSURANCE     SOCIETY, 

37,  OLD  JEWRT,  LONDON,  E.C. 
L1CIT0R8  are  iDvited  to  introduce,  on  behalf  of  their  clients,  Pro- 
I  fur  Loans  or.  Freehold  or  Leasehold  Properly,  Reversions,   Life 
ats,  or  other  adequate  secaHtles. 
josals  may  be  made  la  the  first  Instance  according  to  the  following 

Pkopoaai.  roa  Loa3(  oh  IfoaToAoita. 

B...... 

■Ddiiced  by  (ttate  isaaw  ami  addreu  <}f  toUcUor) 
nut  required  £ 

eand  mode  of  repayment  (l.e.,  wAefAar  for  a  ttrm  cniain,  or  b^ 
tvr  other  p&fmtnf) 

■rity  {Ml*  iHarttw  tht  forUaOan  of  —eiirltf,  and,  if  l/ni  or  bitild- 
ilole  Hie  Mt  annual  income), 

e  what  Ufe   Policy  (if  any)  Is  proposed  to  be  effected  with  the 
>m  OfBea  in  connection  with  the  aacnrlty. 
By  order  of  the  Board, 

F.  ALLAN  COBTIS,  Actuary  and  Secretary. 


C     O     A 


GBATEFTTL-COMFOBTINO. 

EP     P     S  '   S  CO 

BREAKFAST. 
The  "  CiTll  Serrice  Gazette  "  remarks ;— "  By  a  thorough  knowledga- 
of  the  natural  lawa  which  gorem  the  operatlona  of  digeatton  and  notri— 
tion,  and  by  a  careful  application  of  the  ttae  propertiea  of  well> 
selected  cocos,  Mr.  Epps  has  prorided  oar  breakCut-tables  with  a 
delicately-flaronred  bevemge  which  may  aare  ua  many  beaTy  dooton' 
bllla." 

Each  packet  la  labelled— 

JAKES  EPPS  A  CO.,  Homoiopalhie  Chemists,  London. 

Also  makers  of  OACAOINE  far  EVEITINa  OSE. 

U«INE  FLAVOURED   STRONG  BEEF   TEA  at 

P  about  5Jd.  a  pint.  ASK  FOR.  LIEBI6  COMPANY'S  EXTRACT 
of  Meat,  reqnlrloi;  Baron  Liebli  the  Inventor's  Signature  on  every 
ar,  being  the  only  gturantee  of  genuineness. 

MILNER'S  STRONG  HOLDFAST  and  FIRE- 
RESISTING  SAFES,  SraoHo  Rook  Dooae,  &o.,  with  aU  the- 
recent  improvement*.  Price  Uats,  Drawlnga,  and  Testimoniala  bee 
by  post.— Liverpool,  Uancheater,  Sheffield,  and  47a,  Moorgate-streel^ 
City,  London. 


o 


SLER'S  CRYSTAL  GLASS  CHANDELIERS. 

TaBLi  oLASS  or  all  xmx, 

CHANDELIERS  IN  BRONZE  AND  OAUOLn. 

Moderator  Lamps,  and  Lamps  fhr  India. 

LONDON— Show  Booms,  43,  0XF0RD-8TREBT,  W. 

BIRMINGHAM— Manufactory  and  Show  Booms,  Broad-street. 

ESTABLISHED  A.D.  1700. 

FURNISH    YOUR   HOUSE  at  DEANE'S. 
ILLUSTRATED  CATALOGUE, 
With  Priced  Furnishing  List,  Gratis  and  Poet  Free. 
DEANE'SI— Celebrated  Table  Cutlery,  every  variety  ot  atyle  and  finish. 
DEANE's— Electro-plated  Spoooa  and  Forks,  beat  manubctare. 
DEANE'S— Electro-plated  Tea  tt  Coffee  Seta,  Liqueur  Stands,  Oraets,  ftc. 
DEANE'S— Dish  Covers  and  Hot  Water  Dishes,  Covers  In  Sets,fi-om  IBs. 
DEANE'S— Papier-mache  Tea  Trays,  in  Sets,  from  31s.,  newest  patterns. 
DEANE'S — Bronzed  Tea  and  Ouffee  Urns,  with  Patent  Improvements. 
DEAN  B'S  -  Capper  and  Brasa  Goods,  Kettles,  Stew  and  Preaerviog  Pans. 
DEANE'S— Moderator  and  Rock  Oil  Lamps,  a  large  and  handsomestock.. 
DEANE'S— Domestic  Baths  for  every  purpose.  Bathrooma  fitted  complete. 
DEANE'S— Fendera  and  f  Ire-Irons,  in  all  modem  and  approve'!  patterns. 
I  DEANE'S— Bedsteads,  la  Iron  and  Brasa.    Bedding  of  superior  qnaltty. 
'  DEANE'S— Register  Stoves,  London-made  Kitehenara,  Rangea,  ftc. 
DEANE'S— Cornices  and  Cornice  Poles,  a  (ireat  variety  of  patterns. 
DEANE'S- Tin  and  Japan  Qowls,  Iron  Ware,  and  Culinary  Utensils. 
DEANE'S— Tamery,  Brushea.  Hats,  &c.,  strong  and  serviceable. 
DEANE'S — Horttooltural  Tools,  Lawn  Mowers,  Garden  Rollers,  &c. 
DEANE'S — Ou  Chandeliers,  Newly  designed  Patterns. 

A  diacount  of  five  per  cent,  for  cash  payments  of  £i  and  upwards. 
DEANE  ft  Co.,  46  (King  William-street),  LONDOK-BRIDOE. 


3YAL   POLYTECHNIC— WHITSUN    HOLI- 

DATS. — Professor  Pepper's  "Trip  to  the  Western  Highlands  of 
d ; "  Grand  Scenery  and  Irish  Songs  by  Miss  Berth— Great  Re- 
[>f  Henry  Rasaell'a  Songa.  onder  his  personal  kind  superintendence, 
grand  Seenio  and  Optical  Effects.    Vocallat,  Mr.  Plumpton— J.  L. 

Esq.,  on  "  Muscle  and  Muscular  Power,"  illustrateid  by  Uerr 
I  the  wonder:  d1  Contortionist  aod  Imitator  of  Birds  and  Animals 
ngagement  of  E.  I>.  Dsviea,  the  Premier  Ventriloquist.— The 
and  other  Entertainments  as  usual — Admiaaiou  One  Shilling. 
h>m  II  to  5  and  7  to  10. 


BILLS  OF  COMPLAINT. 

LLS    of    COMPLAINT,  5/6    pr   page   for   20 

oopiea,  firom  which  price  a  large  discount  will  be  allowed  if  cash 
1  immediately  on  completion  of  order, 
s  ft  AuczAXDCS,  Low  Printers,  Symonds-inn,  Chanoery-lane. 

INTING  of  EVERT  DESCRIPTION,  Legal, 

Parliamentarv  and  Oeneral— Newspapers,  Books,  Pampnleta, 
«tasca,    CSrcolais,   ftc— with   promptitude  and   at  moderate 
a,  by 
ft  Alxxasdks,  Symonds-inn  (and  Cburch-paaaage),  Chanoeiy. 


E    LAW    OF    TRADE    ItfARKS,    with    some 

icconnt  of  Its  Histoiy  and  Development  in  the  Deoiatona  of  the 
ot  Law  and  E<kD>ty.  By  EDWARD  LLOYD,  Esq.,  of  Lincoln's- 
rriaU!r-«I-Law.     Price  3s. 

SI  Indebted  to  tbe  very  valnable  little  publication  of  Mr.  Uoyd, 
•  coUeotcd  all  tbe  authorities  on  thia  subject."  -V.C.  Wood,  Id 
Irew  «.  Boasett,  March  4. 

IS.Cook^cotirt,  Oarey-etreel,  Llncoln's-tnn,  W.C 


ASTRINGENT    LOZENGES    OF    THE    RED 
GUM  OF  AUSTRALIA.-For  Relaxed  Throat,  In  Bottles,  is. 
MURIATE  OF  AMMONIA  LOZENGES. 
In  Bottles,  Is.    UaafU  for  Bronchitis,  by  loosentaig  the  phlegm  and 
preventing  violent  flta  of  coughing. 
P.  ft  P.  W.  S()UIBE, 
Chemists  on  the  Establlabment  in  Ordinary  to 
THE  ()(TEEN. 
(Gasetted  Angnst  8th,  1037— December  31>t,  1867.) 
377,  OXFORD  STREET,  LONDON. 

MESSRS.  OADLE  &  BUBB'S  LAND  an* 
ESTATE!  REGISTBR  of  town  and  oouutry  reaidenoes,  shootlns 
and  Ashing  quarters,  can  be  obtained  on  the  let  .of  each  month  on  ap- 
plication at  the  Weat  Midland  and  South  Wales  land  Impravemant  and- 
Agency  OfBces,  U,  Chancery-lane,  London,  E.C.>  and  Claraiea-suM^ 
Gloncester. 

XECUTORS  and  TRUSTEES,  having  SILVER, 

PLATE,  WATCHES,  Jewellery,  China,  Glaas,  Paintings, 
Bronzes,  Books,  Wearing  Apparel,  Merchandize,  Trade  Stocks,  fto.,  ftc., 
to  DISPOSE  OF,  will  find  tbe  "West-end  Auction  Mart"  tbe  best- 
medium  for  realising,  it  being  centrally  situated,  and  replete  with  every 
conrenience  for  the  better  displav  of  property.  Advances  prior  to  salea. 
Valuations  made  for  all  puipows.- W.  UicxncaoTBAJt  ft  Soss,  Pro- 
prietors, 8  aud  9,  Upper  St.  Martin's-hine,  W.C. 

LONDON  GAZETTE  (published  by  authority)  and  LONDON    and 
COTJNTRT  ADVERTISEMENT  OFFICE. 
No.  117.  CHANCERT   LANE,  FLEET    STREET. 

HENRY  GREEN  (many  yearswith  the  late  George 
Reynell),  Advertisement  Agent,  begs  to  direct  the  attention  of 
the  Legal  Profession  to  the  advantagea  of  hia  long  experience  of  upwards 
of  twenty-five  years,  in  the  special  iosertion  of  all  pro  forma  nottces.  ftc.,. 
and  hereby  sollciu  their  <anttaiaed  support.— N.B.  One  copy  of  adverUse- 
ment  only  required,  and  the  strictest  care  and  promptitude  assund. 
File  of  "  London  Oasette  "  kept  for  reference. 

AUTHORS  ADVISED  WITH  as  to  the  Coat  of 
Printing  and  Publishing,  and  the  Ciheapest  Mode  ef  Bringing- 
ont  MSS.  ^ 

Tatxs  ft  Alxxaxdib,  Printers,  7,  Symonds-mn,  Chonoery-lane. 
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FonDIB  AJ>.  IS44. 
Kapowcrad  bjr  Spceikl  Aet  of  PtrlUment,  9C  fc  16  Vkt.  cap.  74. 

"<HE    GREAT     BRITAIN     MUTUAL     LIFE 

L  A88DKANCE     SOCIETY. 

101,  CmtAnam,  Lomoir. 
Chitfrman— VISCOUNT  KEWKT,  M.P. 
Prnoaai  oy  rmi  New  BCBntiM  or  Tta  Bociirr. 


Tmt. 

Sonw  Aannd. 

Foil  Annnal  Fmnliniu. 

l»67 
l«M 
1U» 
1S70 

aei0«,MO 

m»ta 

W6,4M 

tai.M* 

M.S77      0    10 
ft.lM      *     7 
•,6U    IS     1 
1,7«»     0    10 

ANDREW  FKANdS,  8«entH7. 


I   AW  UNION  FIRE  and    LIFE  INSURANCE 

I  J  COMPANT.  Chief  Cfllc*— 136,  Cbuieery-luia,  Loadon,  W.C. 
C*piUI,  One  MilUon  Sterling,  folly  mUeribed  br  npwaidi  tt  490  •tam- 
lioldan,  naerly  til  drviioin  an  memben  of  Uie  ugil  prolkuioD. 

dntmuui— Sir  WnxiAK  Foem,  Bart,  Korwieh. 
DapatT-Cbairratn— JiKn  Cuddok,  Eaq.,  BarTlster-at.Law,  Ooldamlth* 
bnildloK,  Temple. 
The  Capttal  (abeoribed  and  Fandt  in  hand  amoaat  to  npwaidi  of 
£t  ,9M,000,  ifltordinK  ouiaaitlonable  wcnrlty. 

The  Directora  InTite  particalar  attention  to  the  saw  turn  of  Ufa 
Policy,  which  to  free  from  all  oonditloot. 

The  Company  adrancaa  Money  on  Mongaxe  of  Lift  Intataata  tod 
Ba*enlooa.wtaatliar  abwinte  or  contingent. 
Prospectntu  and  erery  information,  lent,  poet  fraa,  on  appHeaOoB  to 
FBANK  HcOEDT,  Aetaaty  and  Saoralsry. 

rAW   FIRE    INSURANCE    SOCIETY. 
J  OtBcea,  Cbanoeiy-laae,  Loo  don. 

Snbacribed  Capital,  ^%,000,000. 

TRDSTEE8. 
The  Bight  Hon.  Lord  Chelmsford. 
The  Right  Hon.  Lord  Truro. 
The  Right  Hon.  Lord  Brongham. 
The  Bight  Hon.  Sir  William  BotIU,  ths  Lord  Chief  JnMifie  ot  tke 

Common  Pleaa. 
The  Bight  Hon.  The  Recorder  of  London,  IC.P. 
The  Bight  Hon.  John  Robert  Mowbray,  IC.P. 
The  Hon.  the  Vice-Chancellor  Sir  Kchaid  Mallaa. 
Inanimncea  expiring  at  MidramoMr  eboold  be  reaewad  within  IS  dayi 
thereafter,  at  the  Ofllcei  of  the  Society,   or  with  any  of  Ita  AgenU 
throoghont  the  cooatry. 

GEORGE  WILLIAM  BILL.  Secretary. 


I  GUARDIAN     FIRE     AND     LIFE      OFFICE. 

VT        Ertabliihed  1821.    Sabterlbed  CaplMI,  Two  Mlllloat. 

II,  Lombard. itraet,  London,  B.C. 

DIRECTORS. 

Ceiiama— Frederick  H.  Janaon,  Eaq. 

DaFiiTT.CHaiiHA«— Jamaa  Goodwn,  Biq. 


Benry  Bnlae  Berena,  Eaq. 
By.  Bonham.Carter,  Eiq. 
Oharlea  Wm.  Cnrtia,  Eaq. 
Cbarlei  F.  Dcras,  Esq. 
Francis  Hart  Dyke,  Esq. 
Sir  W.  R.  Farqnhar,  Bart. 
Alban  Q.  B.  GIbba,  Esq. 
Archibald  Hamilton,  Esq. 
Thomson  Haokey,  Esq. 
SacaaTAtT— Ttaoa.  Tallemach,  Eaq 


Richard  U.  Harrey,  Esq. 
J.  O.  Habbard.  Eaq. 
O.  J.  Shaw  Lefem,  Esq.,M.P. 
John  HartlD,  Eaq. 
Angoitna  Preroat.Etq. 
Abraham  J.  Bobarta,  Esq. 
William  Steno,  Esq. 
John  O.  Xalhok  Eaq..M.P. 
Henry  Vigne,  Eaq. 
AciUABT— Saml.  Brown,  Eaq. 


N.B.— Fire  Policies  which  expire  at  Midaammar  most  be  reaewad  at 
the  Head  Offloe,  or  with  the  Agenta,  on  or  belbre  the  tth  of  Jnly. 

Pnapectns  and  Forms  of  Proposal,  with  the  Aetnary's  Valoation  and 
Statemeat  of  the  Asaeu  and  LUMUtlea  in  the  Lifc  Branch,  ftae  on  ap. 
plication  to  the  Company's  Agenu,  or  to  the  Secretary. 

'PHE     AGRA      BANK      (LIMITED). 

X  Eaubltthed  In  ItSS.— Capital,  iEI.O0O,OO«. 

HEAD  OFFICE— NICH0LA8.LANE.  L0MBARD.8TREST,  LONDON 

aAmaaa. 
Maatra.  OLYM,  MILLS,  CURRIE,  k  Co.,  The  NATIONAL  BANK  OP 

SCOTLAND,  and  the  BANK  OF  ENGLAND. 

Baaaoata  In  Edinbargb,  Calcotu,  Bombay,  Madras,  Korraehae,  Agra, 

Lahore,  Shanghai,  Hong  Kong. 

CoaaaaT  Aooooina  are  kept  at  the  Head  Offlee  on  the  terms  cna. 

tomary  with  London  bankers,  and  intanat  allowed  whan  the  credit 

balance  does  not  Ikll  below  XIOO. 

DiTosrrg  receired  for  Sxed  periods  on  the  IbUowtng  terms,  «ix.:— 
At  6  per  cent,  per  aonam,  snbject  to  II  months'  notice  of  withdrawal. 
At  4  ditto  ditto  <  ditto  ditto 

At  a  ditto  ditto  3  ditto  ditto 

Bitu  issued  at  the  cmnant  excfaanga  of  the  day  on  any  of  the  Branebet 
of  the  Bank  free  of  extra  charge;  and  approred  billa  pnrehated  or  aaBt 
for  eoUectlon. 

Saus  aics  FoacHAaas  eOacted  tn  IMtiah  and  foreign  seenritias,  la 
Eaat  India  Stock  and  loans,  and  the  safk  custody  of  the  same  nodertaksn. 

latareat  drawn,  and  amy,  nary,  and  drll  pay  and  pensions  realised. 

Erery  other  deseriptian  of  banking  baaineas  and  monoy  agency, 
British  and  Indian,  'xaoaaeteil. 

J.  THOMSON,  Chairman. 


SOVEREIGN        LIFE       OFFICE, 

O       4«,  St.  James's-atreet,S.W.,  and  llO,Ctinien4tnst,IjC. 
One  t>artb  of  the  Income  was  added  to  the  Foadi  is  int 
Full  Btatamanta  of  Account  caa  be  had  on  appUcalkm. 
Adrancea  an  made  on  Orat-elaaa  securities,  and  alas,  ts  a  Uaiiri 

extant,  on  Paraonal  Security, in  connection  with  poBcissAsMiiAi 

OIBea. 

Now  ready,  aeeoad  edilkm,  price  as.  6d.,  also  a  pricsd  Ut  (ktskne, 
price  dd., 

T>UMSEY'S  CHART  of  MOOHUMMUDAN  IS- 

Xi'  HBRITANCB.  Seeaad  edition,  with  additions  sol  ilmlkei. 
^  ALMABIC  BUMSET,  Barrister  at-Iaw.  "  A  lodd  ecfsMot.'- 
Westmlnster  Reriew.  "  Ad  admirable  k«y  to  tbes7stiB.''-«ll»iisia 
"  A  learned,  clear,  and  IntelUglUa  eatay.**— Indita  Jniit.  "Omn 
fail  to  be  naeftal."— SoUcUoia'  Joamal. 
London :  Wm.  AMaa,  Law  PabUslier,  Uacoln'a-lmi'tiii,  On;. 

,  w.d 


Just  pnblidied,  Umo,  price  16s.,  cMh, 
DAVIDSON'S  CONCISE  PBECBOEXT,  Eighth  IdUsL 

CONCISE  PRECEDENTS  in  CONVETAKCEfG, 
adapted  to  the  Act  to  amend  the  Lawof  Beairnpsil;,lt» 
Vict. c.  led;  with  Practical  Kotes and  ObaerTationsoBlhsAa,al(> 
the  Act  fOr  the  Cesser  of  Attendant  Terms.  By  CHARLES  DlVIMM. 
Baq.,  Of  Uaceln's-tain,  Barrister^t-Law.  and  lite  Felto*  of  CMi 
Coliaga,  Cambridge, 

W.  Mazwau.  fc  8o*,M,FIeet4treet. 

By  Authority,  

THE  REVISED  EDITION  of  the  STATBTB, 
VoL  IL  William  and  Mary  to  10  Geo.  a.  A.D.  1«H  to  i;% 
Prepared  under  the  direetlan  of  the  Statute  Law  0(Knaiittss,ial  M. 
Ushed  tqr  the  Antborlty  of  Her  Majesty's  Oofemineot  lapoiitlln, 
cloth  boarda,  price  Ms. 

Btbb  fc  SrORiawoooa,  Her  Ma)ea^'a  Printan,  Eist  Hsidlatwine. 
FMter-lana,  London,  E.C. ;  and  all  BoakssHsfs. 

WEIGHTMAN'B  LEGmMACT  DKCLARATIOH  ACT- 
Just  pnbliahed,  demy  Sto,  priae  9t, 

THE  LAW  of  MARRLA.GE  and  LEOITIMACT: 
with  especial  rebranca  to  the  Jnriadietioa  wafrst  trtio 
Legitimaoy  Declaralioa  Act  on  the  Court  of  Dtnccaln  Eatltstiili 
tbe  Ceort  of  Saaalon  in  Scotland.    By  HUGH  WCIOHTIUX,  ILi^* 
the  Inner  Temple,  Barrlstcr-at-Law,  Author  ef  "  The  U<ii«li>a|i> 
the  Medical  Pfohsstin." 
London :  H.  Swan,  I,  Chancery-lane,  Law  Booksellsr  tad  rtMa 
Melbourne :  CaaaLat  F.  Mazwxu. 
Calcatta ;  TOAoaaa,  Sriaa  fe  Co. 


Now  ready,  in  Sro,  price  lis.  dolh, 

A  TREATISE  on  the  STATUTES  of  KLIU- 
BETH  AGAINST  FRADDDLBHT  OONVETANCBS.  m» 
of  Sokle  Bagiatration  Acts,  and  tbe  Uw  of  Voluntary  DinJiiwj 
Property  genetaUy.  By  UENBT  W.  MAT,  B.A.  (Oh.  Ck.,  Ota4.<" 
of  Lincola'a-iiin,  Barris(er-at-Law. 

Strnaa  fc  HATma,  Ben-yard,  Temple  Bar. 

PASSPORTS.— British  Sabjeets  who  tr«  prtpui 
toVUtor  TtaTsloathe  Continent  may  be  sand  nsck  n 
and  expense  by  obtahilng  Foteign  OOce  Paasports  tkroa|tU< 
Stanford's  Agency,  whose  experience  nod  long.«stabllibe4  on* 
menta  enable  him  to  ensure  Paasportatn  proper  fcra.st4Mr' 
without  personal  attendanoe.  He  noaau  the  Passpon,  vnist » I 
fbr  lUs,  on  musUn  or  sUk,  In  roan,  morocoo,  or  Ronia  can.  ba* 
in  the  oouutry  can  hare  Passports  obtained,  eompleted.  —i  >""' 
by  poet. 

For  further  partleulars,  inelodlag  the  Forms  of  ApptttsHu."' 
Paanort,  Vlats,  ftc,  see  Stanford'a  Paiaport  Orsalar,  wkkt  nC » 
warned  per  poet  oo  application.  J 

Undoa:  Edwaub  STAmonD,  <  tad  T,  Cbariag<rta,S.'. 


T 

or  angle  orer  an  oaCT  chair,  bed,  sblk,  ship's  bertit,  eaniots  <t  f 
teat.    At  used  by  Fllnoesa  Lcolae.    InralnablatoInnlidtudSa 
Admirably  adapted  for  India.    A  moat  uaefnl  and  elsgaat  ft 
Fricea,  lOa.,  Ms.,  and  upwards.    Drawings  fna 
J.  CABTxa,  SS,  Mortimer.e«i«et.  W. 

The  Companies  Acts,  1862  &  iSSf 

Erery  reqnialta under  the  aboreActs  sappUedon  tbe  sbscloKi 

Tbe   BOOKS    AND    FORMS  kept    in   stack  lor  isnoMi 
MBMOBANOA  and  ARTICLES  OF  ASSOCIATION  ■ 
In  the  pfoner  form  for  regiatration  and  dlatribatlea. 
TIFICATEB  engrared    and  printed.     OPnciAL  SEALS 
and  executed.     No  charge  tor  aketebaa.     Oonpaalss  M> 
Railway  Regiatration  Forms. 


Solicitom*  Acconat  BookB. 
ASH    ft   7LIVT, 

Statlonars,  Priatara,  Engrarara,  Beglatntioo  Aaaets,  Sk>  *' 
street,  London,  E.C.  (corner  of  8ai)aaaa'.|aaJ. 
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fif  C^  *f  tki$  JovBifAL  ami  of  tht  Wbbklt  Bcpoaraa, 
Uttmatl*,  Otok't'mmi,  Cartf-itrut,  W.C. 

tkt  Suhtriptim  to  tht  SoMorrous'  JouBKiki.  m — Timm,  26«., 
Otmity  iit.;  with  tht  Wbbkx.t  Ripobtbb,  5S#.  Pojfmntt 
u  <A«nw  inrimUt  D011U4  itTivnifr*  and  P<uUjft.  8ui$eri6*rt 
m  Aw  their  VciHrnn  homdat  th$  Qfiet— cloth,  2t.  6d., 
UlfUte  calf,  it.  id. 

M  Iitlcrt  intended  for  publieation  in  the  "Solieitor^  Journal " 
emit  he  mthmticaUd  by  tht  name  of  the  writer,  though  not 
ucmarify  for  puilieation. 

mere  ^/ketUy  ie  experitnecd  in  proouring  tht  Jaumtt  with 
rtfulority  in  tht  Protinoet,  it  it  reguetted  that  application  ie 
mie  dirta  to  tht  ftMiihtr. 


LOJfDON,  JVLT  1,  1871. 


Mb.  BiKSAi.    OSBOBNK    hu  gitan    notiea   that  on 

IbadayiMxt  ha  wUImIc  the  Home  Seecetaiy — "  whether, 
ksTinr  tegud  to  the  exoeptional  magnitade  of  the  caaa 
of  TteUoma  t.  Luihington,  now  being  tried  before  the 
laA  Chiei  Jnetioe  of  tha  Ceiomon  Ptaw,  and  also  haTing 
rtpxi  to  the  •dTanead  age  of  eevetal  veiy  important 
witntMae,  and  ia  oonaideratioa  of  the  opinion  Add  re- 
fict  ezprmsed  by  the  learned  jndge  that  a  legal  diffioolty 
would  prevent  povibility  of  the  Court  of  Common  Pleaa 
coatinning  the  trial  after  the  10th  Angnat  next,  whether, 
likiiig  theee  oonaiderationa  into  Tiew,  the  right  honoor- 
•Ucgantkmao  did  not  think  that  the  end*  of  jnatioe 
iroiild  be  adTanoed  by  the  inttodoction  of  a  bill  to  antho- 
tin  that  Court  to  ait  on  daring  the  Iiong  Yaeation  until 
the  ooaoluian  of  the  trial,  and  whether  the  OoTemment 
were  paepand  to  introdnoe  suoh  a  bill,  or,  if  one  were  in- 
tNdaead  by  a  private  member,  would  enpport  it." 

This  question  indioates  a  oonf  oaion  in  the  mind  of  the 
teooiaUa  member,  which  appears  to  be  shared  by  very 
■toy  people.  Kr.  Otbome  seems  to  be  under  the  im- 
yitwiea  that  the  oaae  it  to  be  adjooned  over  the  long 
noation  in  oooaaqnanoa  of  some  legal  difBoolly ;  and 
Ihst  lach  an  Aot  at  he  tnggettad  woidd  aeouie  itt  bting 
fNottded  with  and  oontinned  all  thiongh  the  vaoation. 
lot  thia  ia  not  ao.  It  it  quite  true  that  the  Ooprt  oan- 
aot  appoint  aifetingB  between  the  10th  of  August  and  the 
tttk  0^  Oetobar,  and,  therefore,  the  Court  oonld  not 
M^el  the  partiee  to  a  cause  to  try  during  that  iatwval. 
Bat  the  pattiea  might  if  they  choaa  waive  tlUs,  at  they 
ktf  uy  oUwr  irregularity,  and  go  on  without  atopiMng. 
he  cause  ia  really  adjonmad  beoanae  thoee  who  have 
Ae  power  of  arranging  prefer  not  to  do  to;  the  parties, 
H  lapraeented  by  their  counsel,  desire  the  adjMirnment, 
»>d  the  jttdg«  distinotly  approves  of  it,  while  the  jury 
VPtmnt^  eonour. 

On  the  other  lund,  if  sndi  an  Act  wert  passed  at  that 
AUk  Mr.  <MK>me  snggests,  it  would  certainly  not  take 
'torn  the  jndga  the  power  of  adjournment  whioh  every 
eige  potaeaaea  and  ought  to  poetess ;  a  power  which 
H  weald  ondoabtedly  ezerciae  in  a  case  in  whidk  the 
Ititiea  deaind  ma  adjournment. 

It  appeals  to  ni,  tiierefore,  that  the  proposed  Aot  is 
laatoetaaiy,  and  would  be  inoperative.  If  countel, 
tdge,  and  jniy  withed  to  go  on,  they  ooold  go  on  now. 
f  Ihi7  did  not  wish  to  go  on,  tbey  would  not  go  on  then. 


Ltai  Tmax    we   oommented   at  considerable  length 
h  artialea  of  the  4th  and  llth  of  Jane,  1870,   14  S.  J. 

Less  and  660)  upon  the  details  of  the  Ballot  teheme, 
bMOght  forward  by  the  Covemment,  and  alto  npon 
bmaia  featoiea  of  an  alternative  scheme,  suggested  by 
kt  ameadmanta  of  whioh  Hr.  Henry  James,  Q.O.,  had 
■van  notloe.  It  is  unneoeasary  to  deal  w^th  the  subject  at 
b  sama  langth  thit  year  for  aeveral  reatont,  one  of  which 
I  ttat  oor  tocmar  remarka  are  to  a  ooosiderable  extent 
rplioaUs  to  tlte  preeent  BUI.  It  ia  only  necessary  to 
tar  ia  mind  that  of  which  oar  readers  are  doubtleat 


aware,  vie,  that  the  Oovemmant  have  in  eifeot  iooor- 
poratad  Kr.  James's  soheme  with  th^  own,  and  bare  in 
their  bill  of  thit  year  abandoned  to  muoh  of  their  toheme 
«f  latt  year  at  provided  for  the  subsequent  identification 
when  taqoirad  of  voting  papers  by  means  of  oountarfoilt, 
so  that  if  the  biU  w«m  to  pass,  a  sarntiny,  or  at  all 
avanta  a  oomplate  scrutiny,  would  be  no  longer  possible, 
^niey  adopt,  however,  Mr.  James's  idea  of  striking  off  a 
vote  from  the  poQ  of  any  candidate  on  wboee  behalf  any 
attempt,  has  been  made  to  bribe,  unduly  influanee,  or 
perannate  a  voter.  This  idea,  as  we  sud  last  year,  is  a  good 
one,  aa  in  these  cases  it  may  be  fairly  presumed  that 
the  vote  Was  given  for  the  candidate  on  whose  behalf 
the  attempt  was  made ;  we  are  not  quite  rare,  however, 
that  the  dauaea  (32  and  28)  intended  to  carry  out  the  idea 
are  very  satisfactorily  framed.  If  they  pass  as  they 
stand,  it  w«NiId  appear  either  that  in  caae  of  a  peraon 
bribed  to  vote  for  a  particular  candidate  by  another  person 
not  an  agent  of  the  candidate  no  vote  could  be  stmok  off 
the  poll,  whioh  of  course  would  nnneoeaiarily  limit  the 
power  of  striking  oif  votes  ;  or  else  that  in  the  case  of  a 
person  procuring,  in  the  interest  of  a  particalar  oandidate, 
aeveral  to  personate  a  voter,  the  seat  of  the  candidate 
would  be  vacated,  though  the  person  so  procuring  the 
personation  was  pot  an  agent.  We  say  this  because  the 
words  *'  any  other  peraon  on  his  beluilf  "  are  need  in 
both  OS  sea,  and  mutt  have  the  sama  meaning  ia  each. 
They  must  be  considered,  therefore,  either  to  include  a 
vdimteer  or  not  in  both  .oases,  although  to  carry 
out  what  is  dottbtlsM  intended  thty  ought  to  do  so 
in  one  and  not  in  the  other.  In  other  matters  than 
that  of  the  identification  by  eoanterfoUa  tha  tame 
machinery  proposed  last  year  is  nontaiaad  is  this 
year's  bill.  In  many  reapeots.  howavar,  varM  and 
other  amendments  of  oontiderahle  importanoa  have  been 
made,  and  most  of  the  points  to  whioh  we  otUad  sttan- 
tion  latt  year  hsve  been  attended  ta.  That,  tiia  powaia 
of.  agemta  aato  pertonatien  are  defined ;  ptovisloB  it  made 
for  pertont  struck  out  of  the  ragistar  by  revising  bartis- 
^rt  taad^riag  their  votes;  and  it  it  to  he  obligatory  on 
tiia  ratnzning  officers  to  check  tha  aaoomtt,  ahowing 
What  has  become  of  the  voting  papers  iasoad,  and  to  do  so 
in  the  prtseaee  of  ttie  candidate't  agents  if  thty  ohooaa 
to  eifate.  We  called  atteiiti,on  to  aU  these  polala  laat 
year.  Again,  the  section  pawviding  that  the  omiaaioa 
from  the  election  aoconnts  of  payments  which  onght  to 
be  entered  there  shall  be  deemed  to  be  oorrnpt,  has  been 
altered  so  aa  to  meet  the  olqection  we  took  to  it,  and 
make  it  elearly  do  what  was  intended — via.,  avoid  the 
teat. 

The  bill  of  this  year  is  considerably  longer  than  the 
former  one,  but  it  does  not  contain  many  new  provisionH 
of  importance  beyond  those  to  whioh  we  have  alluded. 
It  doee,  however,  apply  to  munioipal  eleotiona  as  well  as 
to  Parliamentary,  whioh  last  year's  bill  did  not,  and  thia 
necessarily  adds  a  little  to  the  length.  Further,  it  applias 
to  Scotland  and  Ireland,  and  the  aeotions  whioh  provide 
tor  thia  extend  to  some  length.  There  are  also  some- 
what lengthy  sohedules;  namely,  enumerations  of  Aota 
and  parts  of  Acts  to  be  repealed. 


Sib  H.  Sklwim  Ibbstsoit's  Biulways  BUI  was  with- 
drawn this  week,  npon  the  introdootion  of  a  Government 
measure,  sponsored  by  Hr.  Chichester  Forteaoae.  The 
bill  now  dropped  contained,  as  the  reader  perhaps 
remembers  (vide  ante,  p.  858),  oertain  requirements  aa 
to  signalling,  &o.,  caloolated  to  promote  public  lafety; 
and  it  also  contained  some  provisions  to  which  we 
objected  at  the  time,  inolnding  a  special  tribunal  for 
asseasing  accident  compensation,  and  a  limitation  of  the 
companies'  liability  in  accident  oaaea,  the  oompn>iie', 
however,  being,  per  contra,  virtually  rendered  absolute 
insurers  of  their  passengers'  safety  up  to  the  amount  of 
£1,000.  The  Oovemment  bill  merely  deals  with  the 
inspection  and  regulation  of  railways  in  relation 
to  the  safety  of  their  travellers.  It  provides  for 
an  inapectioo  in  the  diaoretion  of  the  Bowd  of  Trade, 
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•od  reqniiM  oompaniea,  noder  •  .£20  p«ii»ltj,  to  fnrniih 
to  the  Bowd  retanu  of  all  aooidaatB  (■  daOnition  being 
tacaiahed).  It  alao  empowen  the  Bo*id  of  Trade  to 
hold  inqniriee,  with  all  the  powen  of  a  Coart  of  mm- 
marr  jariadiotion,  apoa  anyaooident.  Thla  Uat  prortsion 
seem!)  a  good  one,  for  the  only  inqoiry  whioh  then  can 
be  at  present  is  the  ooroner's  inqneet,  whioh  of  oonrse 
can  only  take  plaoe  after  a  fatal  awident  The  bill 
also  comprises  a  section  requiring  companies  to  famish 
annaal  returns  of  capital,  traffic,  and  working  expendi- 
ture. Bat  for  this  last  prorision  the  bill,  whioh  is 
entitled  "  Railway  Begolation  Amendment,"  might 
perhaps  hare  been  better  styled  the  "  Bailways  (1.001- 
dents)  Bill." 


Cabbs  BBSPKCTiNa  autioneenf  oommission  may  ser- 
Tioeably  be  noted  by  solioitors  as  an  imporUnt  part  of 
coDveyanoing  practice.  The  amount,  Ac.,  of  snob  charges  I 
ought,  as  Mr.  Dart  obeerree,  always  to  be  settled  before- 
hand by  agreement  ;  in  the  absence  of  the  agreement  it 
mast  be  regulated  by  oastom.  In  (hreen  t.  Bartlett  (11 
W.  B.  834)  the  agreement  was  that  the  aaotioneer  shonld 
receive  a  certain  per  oentage  if  the  estates  were  sold  by 
him  at  the  auction,  and  a  sum  of  ;£25  if  not  sold. 
The  estate  was  not  sold  at  the  auction,  bnt  was 
afterwards  privately  disposed  of  by  the  owner  to 
a  purchaser  who  had  first  heard  of  it  through  the 
aoctioneex's  advertisements,  and  had  himself  attended 
the  auction.  In  that  case  it  was  held  by  Erie,  0.3. ,  that 
the  question  was  whether  or  no  the  auctioneer  had 
been  the  real  oauta  eavtant  of  the  purchase!  and  the 
Coart  ooDsidersd  that  he  had.  It  has  been  held  also,  and 
reasonably,  that,  nnder  an  agreement  that  the  auctioneer 
shall  receive  nothing  if  there  be  no  sale,  he  is  entitled  to 
his  commission  if  the  owner  sells  privately  after  the  auc- 
tioneer has  commenced  his  prepantiont.  In  a  case 
whioh  was  before  the  Lord  Chief  Baron  this  week  (at 
'Km  Prios)  and  whioh  we  report  in  another  column,  the  | 
agreement  was  very  similar  to  that  in  Green  v.  BartUtt, 
Aut  with  the  variation  that  the  per  centage  was  payaUe 
— "  if  sold  at  auotion  or  within  two  montiis  afterwards." 
The  csute  having  been  disposed  of  subsequently  to  a  party 
with  whom  the  auctioneers  had  been  in  commnnieation, 
the  Lord  Chief  Baron  ruled  that  on  this  special  agree> 
ment  the  anotioneers  oould  not  claim  their  per  oentage  ; 
he  allowed  them,  however,  a  qyuMurn  mtntU  ivt  corres- 
pondence. 

A  COBBBSPONDBNT  sends  us  an  account  of  a  recent 
case  under  the  Infants'  Settlements  Act  (18  k  19  Vict.  c. 
43),  whioh  appears  to  have  given  rise  to  some  conflict 
between  the  Courts  of  Chancery  in  England  and  Ireland. 
The  faots,  aa  given  to  us,  are  as  follows: — An  infant,  a 
Hira  Armit,  was  absolutely  entitled,  under  the  marriage 
settlement  of  her  parents,  to  a  share  in  certain  funds, 
psyable  at  twenty-one  or  marriage.  The  funds  subject 
to  this  settlement  were  in  Oonrt  in  Chancery  in  Ireland, 
partly  nnder  the  Trustee  Belief  Act,  and  partly  in  a  cause 
-of  Armit  v.  Armit.  Miss  Armit  was  a  ward  of  the  Court 
of  Chancery  in  England,  and  a  marriage  having  been 
agfroved  for  her,  an  application  was  made  to  Vice- 
Cbanoellor  Bacon  for  a  settlement  nnder  the  Infants' 
Settlement  Act,  andtheYioe-Ohanoellor  accordingly  did 
approve  the  settlement  submitted  to  him,  whioh  is 
said  to  have  been  settled  by  an  eminent  Bnglish 
oonveyanoer.  By  this  settlement,  which  was  exeonted  in 
Ootober,1670,af  ter  a  recital  of  the  Vice-OhanceUor's  order. 
Miss  Armit  assigned  her  share  in  the  above  mentioned 
fund  in  the  Irish  Chanoery  oonrt  to  the  trustees  of  the 
settlement,  npon  such  trusts  as  she — ''  Notwithstanding 
coverture  should  either  before  or  after  attaining  the  ag^e 
of  twenty-one  years  by  deed  or  writing  nnder  her  band 
•r  after  attaining  that  age  by  will  or  codicil  appoint 
and  in  defaalt  of  and  until  appointment  and  so  far  as 
anoh  appointment  shonld  not  extend  in  trust  for  Mias 
Armit  tat  her  sole  and  separate  use." 

Immediately  after  the  marriage  the  lady,  by  a  deed-poll , 


executed  this  power  of  appointment,  and 
fund  to  be  held  by  the  truatoes  upon  tnst  for  Mi^aali&r 
payment  of  the  expenses  of  the  ^ipliestioa  site  Oi 
Infanta'  Settlement  Act,   the  balance  in  tmt  bt  te 
separate  use.    The  husband  and  wife  and  theii  ntm 
then  presented  a  petition  to  the  Master  of  the  Sofli  h 
Ireland  to  obtain  the  money  out  of  court;  tUa  patitioa  ra 
before  the  Court  in   February  last,  bnt  tht  Ibte  of 
the  Bolls,  expreasing  donbts  as  to  the  piopiiety  of  ntkigi 
the  order  asked  for,  directed  the  matter  to  hs  U|al 
before  him  again.       The  matter  was  fallj  aifiii  \f 
ooansel  for  the  petitioners  on  the  81st  of  Kaj,  vka  Ik 
Mastsr  of  the  Bolls  refused  the  prayer  of  thi  ipHitiH. 
He  said  the  Act  enabled  an  infant  to  make  a  Vai^ 
settlement  of  his  or  her  property,  but  in  othac  n^ 
left  the  legal  itatut  of  Uie  infant  nntoaahei,SBdei«^ 
thing  to  be  done  under  the  settlement  most  ts  regoW 
by  the  ordinary  rules  of  law;  it  seemed  to  him  tkal  if  4t 
petitioners'  oontention  were  allowed,  the  resaltwoiUte 
to  oonstrua  the  Act  as  lendering  the  infant  of  full  i|ifa 
every  purpose.    Though  an  infant  mig^  exarsiN  a  fmt 
simply  collateral,  he  oould  not  do  ao  where  the  pent  m 
coupled  with  an  interest  or  tmat    His  Honoarntanlli 
thecasssof  iTiiK  V.  BeUfori  (11  W.K  900)  IRIcKWH 
Stubii  V.  SargoH  (2  Beav.  496);  and  Siwun  v.  Jna  (t 
B.  Ic  M.  866),  and  said  that  in  the  case  befoMUntti 
exercise  of  the  power  virtually  defeated'  the  pniiiM 
of  the  settlement. 

We  cannot  help  thinking  that  there  moat  bi  M 
further  cironmstanoee  in  this  case,       Am  fts  iMtlrtd 
it  is  difficult  to  conjeotore  what  conld  have  baa  M 
object  of  inserting  the  power  of  appointmant  in  tht  nd* 
ment.    Whether  or  not  an  infant  can  osaniisaiM 
whidt  is  conpled  with  an  interest,  la  a  qaaaliSB  ^ 
has  been  mnoh  debated.    Lord  St.  Leonards,  late  ml 
edition  of  his  work  on  Powera,  aignad  that  asa|k4 
infant  could  not  exeteiae  a  power  over  rtal  esMi, 
it  were  simply  collateral,  he  might  exanlse  a  jumi  <* 
personality  at  the  age  at  whioh  by  law  he  might  Ap 
il  peraonaltgr  to  whleh  he  was  absolntely  entitled, 
then  the  Wills  Act  has  deprived  infants  of  sUfM 
of  diaposing  of  property  1^  wilL     Bnt 
an  infant  cannot  exerciae  a    power  oooplad  «ikl 
interest,  it   would  seem    that   the  Oonrt  of 
has   no  jarisdiction   to  enable  the  infant   to  it  < 
The  Infants'  Settlement   Act  (section   1) 
infant  with  the  sanation  of  the  Court  to 
aettiement  of  "  all  or  any  part  of  his  or  bar  yuf^ 
property  over  whioh  he  or  she  has  any  poartrsf  ifH 
ment,"  and  -  -  .  ^ 

conveyance, 
personal  estate 
with  the  appcobatioa  of  the  Coart  for  the  pnpa 
giving  effect  to  saoh  settlement,  shall  be  ae  nU  t 
effectual  aa  if  the  person  execntiog  the  same  wano" 
full  age  of  twenty-one  years."  Bntitwoald 
the  words  last  quoted  relate  to  powers  exiatiDf  keiowl 
settlement  nnder  the  Act,  and  the  Aot  does  asi  ff 
to  authorise  the  Oonrt  to  create  a  power  in  oider  tW* 
infant  may  exercise  it. 


er  woion  ue  or  ue  om  muj  inwcr  w  ivr* 

1  th^  same  section  farther  enaets  thsl  '<■ 
,  ai^iointment,  or  assignment  of  sack  Mil 
late executed  by  aoeb  kli 


ThbMiddlessx  RKOtSTBTBiLLia  wtthdravs.q* 
the  undertaking  of  the  Government  that  a  flwwan* 
measure  including  {inter  alia)  this  snbjaet  shsU  leM| 
duced  next  session.  The  Oovemmoot  are  alraadr  am 
oblige  tion 
we  may 

with  the  _ 

its  sineonres,  its  doubts,  and  its  geasnl  ^^ 
absurdity.  The  Middlesex  Registry,  absurd  mi  ■■■ 
venient  as  it  ia,  is  only  one  of  the  points  to  be  dealt  n 
and  patchwork  legialation  would  make  oonfaaes 
confounded.  Mr.  Gregory's  pains,  kowtmx,  will  *'*'? 
been  thrown  away  if  hie  bill  pgraves  to  have  biM  ■ 
shoeing-hom  of  a  successful  measure. 
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UVDIB  THI  AlBBBX  AaS0RAJIOB  OOHPINT  Arbitrk- 
tioo,  ttoir  ia  progre«,  Lord  Oaims  is  deciding  •  nnmber 
o[  pointi  of  Uw  which,  bat  for  the  wbitntioa  thu 
tpeoUIl;  pTOvidad,  wonld  hare  come  to  the  Ooort  of 
atooery  for  decision  ia  the  ordinary  oonne.  The 
dteiiions  of  m  emiaeat  an  ex  Ohanoellor  as  Lord  Oaims 
will  be  exoeedingly  instraotive  and  raloable,  even  if 
ngtrd«d  only  as  opinion*;  tlie  working  oat,  too, of  amalga- 
nutUan  "arrangements  "  ia  a  anbjeot  comparatively  bare 
of  uthority,  and  the  reader  will  probably  thank  ns  for 
RpMting  the  more  important  of  Lord  Oaims'  decisions 
Ml  matters  of  law.  The  oommenoement  of  these  reports 
will  be  foand  in  another  oolamn. 


OS  THB  DTFPBRBNOB  BETWEEN  A   RECEIPT 
AND   A   RELEASE  UNDER   SEAL. 

A  passenger  who  was  iojnred  in  a  railway  accident 
accepted  a  sam  of  money  by  way  of  oompenaation,  and 
•i^sd  aieoript  which  was  expressed  to  be  in  diacharge  of 
hi8  claim  in  fall  npon  the  railway  company  for  all  loss 
vDstainad  and  expenses  incnrred  by  the  accident.  After 
n^ing  thia  receipt  he  became  worse  and  applied  for 
farther  compensation,  which  the  railway  company  re- 
fused to  give  him;  and  he  commenced  an  action  at  law 
a^oat  them,  in  which  he  claimed  heavy  damages.  The 
eoiopany  pleaded  the  common  plea  of  payment  and  re- 
caipt  of  the  sam  of  money  in  satisfaction  of  the  plain- 
tiirii  claim,  npon  which  the  plaintiff,  instead  of  replying 
to  the  plea,  filed  his  bill,  alleging  that  he  had  not  replied 
beosnae  he  was  advised  that  the  plea  was  a  fnll  and 
cumplete  answer  at  law  to  his  canse  of  action,  and  pray- 
in;  that  the  defendants  might  be  enjoined  from  relying 
on  the  plea  at  the  trial  of  the  action,  and  from  setting  ap 
the  ttoeipt  as  a  satlgfaotion  of  the  damages  claimed,  ex- 
cept  to  the  extent  of  the  snm  already  paid.  The  jndg- 
■tent  of  Yiee-Ohancellor  Malins,  who  granted  the  ia- 
janction,  is  not  reported,  bat  the  jadg^ent  of  the  Lords 
Jiutioe*,  who  reversed  the  decree  of  the  Vioe-Ohanoellor, 
and  dismissed  the  bill  with  costs,  is  fally  reported  (/>«  v. 
laxfotkire  and  Torkihire  Sailnum  Otnpatui.  19  W.  R. 
7»). 

It  is,  or  was,  a  common  baii  reprehensible  practice 
*ith  railway  companies,  after  an  accident  has  occnrred, 
to  get  the  safferers  to  sign  a  receipt,  aooepUng  a  sam  of 
noney  down  for  the  injories  they  have  sustained,  before 
t^  well  know  the  extent  of  those  injariea.  See  the 
nemarks  of  the  Lord  Justice  Hellish  (19  W.  R.  7S2)  on 
tbia  praetioe.  In  cases  of  Vbia  description  a  bill  will  lie 
to  reatrato  the  railway  company  from  relying  on  the 
plu  that  the  plaintiff  in  the  action  received  the  snm  in 
■ooord  and  satisfaction  {Sttmart  r.  0reat  Weitern  Rail- 
f'S  Oompanf,  IS  W.  R.  907)  by  reason  of  the  fraad  in- 
rolred. 

The  bill  in  Lee  v.  LaneatMre  and  Torluhire  Bailtem^ 
(ompaitff  {tup.)  was  probably  filed  on  the  aathority  of 
*fnrart  v.  Oreat  Western  Mailieay  Company  {tup.);  bat 
a  StemaH  v.  Oreat  Western  HaUwajf  Ounpany  fraud 
i*s  alleged  on  the  part  of  the  company's  agents,  and 
^t  the  eompany  intended  to  rely  on  the  receipt  thns 
Hained  as  m  defence  to  the  action.  This  allegation  gave 
Im  Conrt  jnriadiotion,  and  enabled  the  Lord  Ohanoellor 
>  OTermto  the  demaner,  althoagh  the  bill  did  not  go  on 
)  pray  oompenaation.  In  Im  v.  Laneashire  and  Tork- 
kwr  iZatiwoy  Company  no  case  of  fraud  was  made  by 
te  bill  or  iiroved  at  the  hearing,  and  the  bill  was  dis- 
liised  on  the  ground  that,  in  the  absence  of  fraud,  the 
laintiff  ooold  not  want  the  aid  of  a  ooort  of  equity. 
t  fast  the  plaintiff  did  not  want  the  aid  of  the  Oourt  to 
*  aside  tiie  receipt.  This  is  apparent  when  we  oon- 
der  what  the  trae  nature  of  a  receipt  in,  as  diatlngaished 
om  a  release  nnder  seal.  A  release  under  seal  extin- 
■iahes  the  debt  {Ooppin  v.  Coppin,  2  P.  Wma,  39S),  or 
ither  acts  as  an  estoppel,  and  can  only  be  set  aside  on 
D  filed,  or  nnder  the  equitable  jarisdiction  of  a  ooart  of 
w.    Bat  a  receipt,  according  to  Abbott,  CJ.,  in  •fkaife 

Jaeison  (8  B.  k  0.  421),  ia  nothing  more  than  a 


primaiy  aoknowledgment  that  the  monqr  has  been  paid^ 
or  as  Littledale,  J.,  said  in  the  fcame  case,  it  is  not  an 
estoppel,  and  amonnta  to  nothing  more  than  a  parol  de- 
claration of  payment.  In  Graves  v.  Key  (1  B.  St  Aid. 
313,  8!8),  where  the  holder  of  a  bill  had  written  on  ii  a 
receipt  in  general  terms,  and  the  qaeetion  was  whether 
the  receipt  was  conclosive  evidence  that  the  bill  had 
I>een  satisfied,  the  following  reasons  were  prepared  by 
the  Ooart  for  delivery: — "  A  receipt  is  an  admission  only, 
and  the  general  rule  is  that  an  admission,  althoagh 
evidence  against  the  person  who  made  it,  and  those 
claiming  under  him,  is  not  ccnclnsive  evidence,  except  as 
to  the  person  who  may  have  been  induoed  by  it  to  alter, 
hia  oonditlon  (^Straton  v.  Rattal,  3  T.  RS66i  Wyatt  v 
Marquis  of  Hertford,  3  East,  147;  Serne  v.  Rigert,  9  B. 
k.  0.  586).  A  receipt  therefore  may  l>e  contradicted  or 
explained,  and  there  is  no  case,  to  oar  knowledge,  in 
which  a  receipt  npon  a  negotiable  instrnment  has  been 
considered  to  be  an  exception  to  the  general  rule." 

Lord  Bllenborongh's  dictum  in  Aimer  v.  Cherge  (1 
Osmp.  392),  that  a  receipt  in  fall,  where  the  person  who 
gave  it  was  under  no  misapprehension  and  can  complain 
of  no  fraud  or  imposition,  operates  aa  an  estoppel  and  is 
binding  on  him,  means,  according  to  Foilook,  O.B.,  in 
Bone*  V.  l^ter  (6  W.  R.  257,  2  H.  t  N.  784),  where  the 
receipt  in  full  is  given  as  for  a  real  receipt  and  discharge. 
Aimer  v.  George,  moreover,  ia  distinctly  overruled  by 
Graves  r.  Key  {sup.)  and  is  not  law.  As  Martin,  B„ 
explained  in  Bones  v.  Riiter,  the  fact  of  a  release  may 
be  pleaded;  bat  a  receipt  cannot  be  pleaded  in  answer 
to  an  action,  it  is  only  evidtnee  on  a  plea  of  payment ; 
and  where  the  defendant  is  obliged  to  prove  payment,  a 
document  not  under  seal  is  no  bar  as  against  the  fact  that 
no  payment  was  made.  Thus,  the  effect  of  a  receipt  is 
destroyed  on  proof  that  it  was  obtained  by  fraud  {Ihrrer 
V.  Hutchinson,  9  A,  t  E.  641),  or  that  it  forms  part  of  a 
tranaaotion  which  was  merely  colourable  {Bones  v. 
latter,  sup.),  and  a  receipt  endorsed  for  the  purchase- 
money,  although  signed  by  the  seller,  is  of  no  avail  in 
equity  if  the  money  be  not  actually  paid  (Oippin  v. 
Coppin,  sup.;  see  Griffin  v.  denes,  20  Beav.  61),  thoagh 
the  receipt  in  the  body  of  the  deed,  being  under  seal, 
amounta  to  an  estoppel,  and  is  binding  on  the  parties  at 
law  (Ranntree  v.  Jaoot,  2  Taunt.  141). 

The  question  between  the  plaintiff  and  the  defendant 
company  in  Zee  v.  Lancashire  and  Yorkshire  Railnay 
Company  (svp.)  was,  whether  the  receipt  covered  future 
and  consequential  injuries  or  not.  The  receipt  was  in 
terms  a  discharge  of  the  plaintiffs  olaim  in  foil  upon 
the  company,  but  the  plaintiff  alleged  that  he  signed  it 
on  the  express  condition  that  he  should  not  thereby  ex- 
clude himself  from  further  compensation  if  his  injurie  i 
eventually  turned  out  to  be  more  serious  than  was  thou 
antioipated.  A  receipt,  as  we  have  seen,  U  an  admission 
only,  which  may  be  oontradicted  or  explained  (.Graves  ♦. 
Key,  sup.),  and  it  was  accordingly  open  to  the  plainU.t 
to  traverse  the  plea  by  denying  that  he  reosived  the 
money  paid  him  in  satisfaction  and  discharge  of  his  in- 
juries, except  the  injuries  then  known;  in  which  case  it 
would  be  properly  left  to  the  jury  to  say  whether  or  not 
he  received  the  money  in  fnU  satiataotiou  and  discharge. 
But  if  the  pUintiff  had  given  a  release  nnder  a^  in 
similar  terms,  and  the  defendant  company  ha  1  pleaded  it, 
his  evidence  could  not  have  been  received  to  explain  the 
instrument.  In  that  case,  if  fraud  had  beea  imputed  to 
the  defendant  company,  two  courses  wonld  have  been 
open  to  the  plaintiff— vis.,  either  to  meet  the  plea  of  the 
release  by  a  replication  of  fraud  at  law,  or  to  file  a  bill 
charging  fraud,  and  praying  that  the  defendaul»  might 
be  restrained  from  relying  on  the  plea.  Such  a  bUl  wlU 
lie,  although  it  does  not  go  on  to  pray  for  compensation, 
or  any  other  relief  (Stenart  v.  Great  Western  RMnay 
Company,  tup.),  although  there  ia  now  a  concent 
remedy  at  law.  But  in  Lee  v.  Lancashire  and  TorMhire 
Railnay  Company  {sup.)  fraud  waa  not  impnt«I,  and 
there  was  no  relief  in  respect  of  the  receipt  which  tlie 
Oourt  could  give  plaintiff  which  he  could  not  eqoaUy  well 
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.  -oblitin  at  iMT  hf  netitjing  the  pies  »nd  addooiiig 
«rideiioe  to  ahow  that  the  reoeipt  waa  not  inteadad  to 
exoloda  him  from  furthar  oompeosation. 


BXTBNT  OF   RIGHT   ACQXTIRBD  TJNDEB  GRANTS 
OF  RIGHTS  OF  WAY. 

It  bai  been  aaid  that  in  oaie  of  piOTinff  a  rifht  by 
prescription  the  mer  of  the  right  ia  the  onlj  eridenoe. 
In  the  oa«e  of  a  grant  the  langnage  of  the  inatrnment 
can  be  referred  to,  and  it  ia  of  ooarte  for  the  Oonrt  to 
conatrae  that  language,  and,  in  the  abaenoe  of  anj  clear 
indication  of  the  intention  of  the  parties,  the  maxim  that 
the  grant  mnat  be  oonatmed  roost  strongly  against  the 
grantor  must  be  applied,  per  Willes,  J.,  in  William*  r. 
Jamn  (15  W.  R.  928,  2  L.  R.  0.  P.  677). 

The  Master  of  the  Rolla  haa  ahown  that  thia  maxim  ia 
not  to  be  extended  so  as  to  give  effect  to  a  grant  by  the 
owner  of  land,  on  a  aeTeranoe,  of  part  of  the  land  with  all 
'ways,  ko..  therewith  naed,  ao  as  to  inolnde  a  way  (not 
being  one  of  neoeaaity)  whioh  was  used  by  the  owner 
whilst  the  whole  property  remained  in  his  own  hands,  for 
the  oonTenience  of  passing  from  one  part  of  the  property 
to  the  other.  His  Honour  said  that  in  snoh  oases  the 
terms  "  right  of  way  "  import  that  at  aome  time  aome 
person,  other  than  the  owner,  had  the  right  of  going  over 
the  property.  Any  other  meaning  of  the  word  "  right " 
as  applied  to  a  way  ia  devoid  of  sense,  because,  of  course, 
every  absolato  owner  of  a  property  can  nae  it  and  go  over  it 
in  any  direction  he  pleases.  He  diatingoiahed  oaaea  where 
there  has  never  been  any  nser  of  a  way,  except  during 
the  time  when  there  has  been  nnity  of  poseeasion  of  the 
^  whole  property,  from  those  where  there  is  evidence  of  an 
existent  right  of  way  bef<n«  the  nnity  of  poaseasion 
(T\»tiip*on  r.  WaterlMB,  16  W.  R.  686,  6  Eq.  Oaa.  L.  R. 
36).  This  ennnoiktion  of  the  law  has  been  approved  of 
and  affirmed  by  the  Oonrt  of  Bxcheqiwr  In  Langley  v. 
Hcmvtend  (16  W.  R.  987)  where  Kelly,  C.B.,  held  that  a 
grant  of  premises  "with  all  ways  Utereto  belonging 
and  therewith  used,  ezensiaed  and  enjoyed,"  applied  only 
to  easemente  which  have  once  existed  as  legal  rights,  bnt 
have  been  suspended  by  unity  of  poesession  ;  whilst 
Bramwell,  B.,  gnaided  his  assent  to  that  proposition 
nnder  the  oiionmstanoea  of  the  caie  before  him,by'aaying 
that  if  there  were  a  defined  road  existing  solely  for  the 
purposes  of  acoeaa  to  the  premises  conveyed,  he  should 
hesitate  before  giving  his  assent  to  what  the  Master  of 
the  Bolls  is  said  to  have  decided.  Bnt  this  was  a  very 
different  case.  The  doctrine  of  these  two  last  cases 
appears  to  have  been  acquiesced  ia  as  good  law,  if  it  be 
oonflned  to  rights  of  way  or  easements  used  only  from 
time  to  time,  but  not  to  be  applioable  to  easements  of 
necessity  or  continnons  easements  {Watt*  v.  Xelton,  19 
W.  B.  888). 

It  should  aaen  howover  that  it  must  be  admitted  to 
be  law  that  whem  the  temu  of  the  grant  are  general, 
as  a  right  of  way  to  a  field  genecally.  the  grantee  may 
avail  himself  of  such  right  in  any  way,  and  to  any 
extent  which  the  OM  to  which  the  field  m«y  be  applied, 
may  make  it  desirabto  (or  him  to  do.  Such  aeems  to 
have  been  the  dear  inclination  of  the  opinion  of  the 
Oonrt  in  Vba  case  of  Smth  Metrtpelitan  Cemetery  Cbs>- 
pan^  V.  JBden  (16  Oom.  B.  42),  and  Parke,  B.,  in  J7<»- 
Aittg  V.  Btamet  (8  Exch.  187),  aaya  that  a  general 
grant  of  a  right  of  way  to  Greenaote  would  mean  for 
whatever  purpose  the  field  was  used,  unless  limited  by 
the  oontext  To  snoh  extent,  it  should  seem,  therefore, 
the  maxim  that  the  grant  is  to  be  oonatrued  most 
atrongly  against  the  grantor  must  prevail.  But  on  tiie 
other  lund,  it  seems  equally  olear  that  when  the  Urminui 
•d  quern  is  clearly  defined,  and  the  description  of  it  is 
•ttoh  as  to  raise  tiie  infereaoe  that  the  intention  was  to 
concede  only  aaoh  nser  of  the  right  of  way  as  is  con- 
■istant  with  the  then  state  of  the  property,  no  other 
otar  irill  be  permitted.  Thns  it  haa  been  held  that  a 
grant  of  a  right  of  way  over  a  yard,  to  what  was  described 
as  a  wood  house,  bat  whioh  the  Court  held  meant  an  open 


8paoe,'oMild  not  be  made  use  of  after  U»  wtoihiM  » 
open  space  bad  been  oonvertad  {ntoaeotti|*(illisi. 
ffemme,  11  Ad.  «c  EtI.  769).  So  in  thsoaaiet  ifean^ 
T.  SttmU  iuH  ttip.),  it  was  hdd  Oat  a  (natal  n^Hi 
way  with  cattle,  oarTiag«a,ftc.,  on  asaraaneaialoaanr- 
anoe  of  part  of  certain  messuages  and  Una,  onr  ihi 
carriage  road  leading  to  the  back  of  the  iBaawiff,aKi- 
honae.  and  atablea  so  conveyed,  did  not  aatbori*  t^ 
purchaser  to  open  and  use  a  gate  Issding  fnaiiari- 
joining  field  (part  of  the  pnrohaasd  pfOfMrt;)  iab  tbt 
carriage  road,  although  there  had  bum  at  tba  tmiofii 
conveyance  anoUier  gate  from  a  different  put  ol  tte 
same  field  into  the  oarriage  way.  Soch  aewfttTs 
not  authorised  by  the  exfreu  grant,  whioh  mite^d 
a  w«y  to  the  ooaoh-honse  and  stables,  nor  by  liufnnt 
grant  of  all  ways,  because  the  way  to  the  Iddsfe 
time  of  the  grant  was  through  a  different  (an.  Aa 
grantee's  contention  oonld  only  be  sappoited  bf  nif  j 
the  grant  as  of  a  way  over  the  carriage  toad  ttM 
part  of  the  field,  instead  of  being  a  way  to  Ot  Ml] 
the  dwelling-house  and  stables  only. 

With  regaid  to  &te  quantitf  or  extent  of  tka  Ml 
with  wbioh'the  servient  tenement  will  be  ooaiattl^l 
the  creation  of :  the  easement  in  favoot  of  tha  |niM 
or  dominant  tenement,  it  has  been  held  in  a  ray  nd 
case  by  the  Master  of  the  Rolls  {Ointtnt  v.  Rut,  \i\ 
R.  792)  that  a  grant  in  a  lease  of  fnlllibertj  aadgj 
of  way  and  paraage,  and  of  ingress,  egress,  and  npm 
and  tat  the  lessee,  bis  workmen  and  s8rvaa(a,aBd  lU 
every  person  1>y  his  authority  or  permiasiOB  fna 
time  during  the  oontionanoe  of  the  terB,by,tkn«|M 
over  a  certain  roadway  or  passage  jointly  «itk  i 
persons,  passed  a  right  of  way  for  foot  paaaB(«aM 

We  mnat,  no  doubt,  accept  the  cironnutaacai  tiM 
in  this  result,  bnt  the  deoinon  is  noteworthy  u 
that  a   right   of  way  granted    in  general  ttms 
nnder  a  consideration  of  the  oiroumstanoes,  bt 
to  the  least  extensive  easement  of  the  speoisa 

No  positive  division  of  righte  of  way  into  i 
nlanswi  ia  dearly  shown  in  onr  law.  Iiosd  Oob 
of  the  division  into  iter,  aetut,  and  via,  tising  the ' 
terms  adopted  in  the  civil  law.  Bnt  theqi 
ways  seem  to  have  been  somewhat  vagoe  ia  the  e 
as  well  as  in  onr  own  (see  BrwKtan  v.  fl«fl,|  ^ 
Dav.  p.  310  note  a).  There  is  not  mnah  sstM 
onr  books  as  to  the  dsasiflnation  of  rights  of  *if,i 
to  the  distinctions  which,  where  such  rights  an  <t 
by  grant,  result  from  the  terms  of  grant  Mf 
aeem  to  have  established  that,  in  pleading,  it  «4 
be  ahown  what  manner  of  way;  whether  foot,  ha 
cart,  is  claimed  iAU>a%  v.  Brettiuweri,  Mr^ 
Though  after  verdict,  it  seems,  it  would  ba  isM 
general  way  for  all  purposes  (,Wamer  v.  tfnra,! 
Rep.  lU). 

In  a  case  where  premises  were  demised  *i'^ 
of  way  thereto  "  through  a  gatow^,  it  was  Ml 
the  lessee  was  antiiorised  to  go  through  tka  ^ 
with  carte  and  unload  inside,  aooh  a  great  ■Msaiiti 
than  a  mere  right  to  get  into  the  niaaaisN.  at 
too,  from  thia  case  that  the  raas( 
grant  of  a  right  of  way  in  general  tsnu,ii  a  9^ 
for  a  jury,  who  ahonld  tt  ke  into  their  oonaifaai* 
state  of  the  pi«mises  and  other  ciiusisrfasiw  d 
time  of  the  grant,  and  the  agreement  mMttoegaa 
as  giving  sach  a  right  of  way  as  might  be  «■<  ■' 
time  and  might  he  reasonably  saMK**^  **  ^^* 
consideration  of  the  parties  {Ba»iUu  v.  ArM 
L.  J.  Ex.  44).  ^. 

The  general  tandenqy  of  the  authodtiM  « t»  ■*!' 
the  maxim  that,  in  the  absence  of 
intention,  the  grant  should    be  ^jj- 

against  the  grantor,  is  not  to  be  applied  ■'■'^ 
is  to  be  modified  by  the  intention  of  the  fom' 
presumed  from  eironmstancee. 

There  are  indications  also  both  ia  oar  on - 
oivU  law,  that  eaaemente  or  sarvitodea,  bd^t^ 
bttxdens  upon  tbe  ownership  of  the  Hrrimt  m^h 
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aeh  iaterwti,  thoaclk  njAeld  in  both  systems,  axe  not 
snoriM  in  eithMr ;  ssd  this  may  »lao  tend  to  neotnllae 
be  t^ioslion  of  the  general  role  in  onr  law  of  taking 
lie  gnuit  nost  ettoagly  against  the  grantor,  in  the  in- 
tun  of  tbe  creation  of  easements  by  grant. 


BECENT  DECISIONS. 


BQUITY. 

Lm-Tnum  jorp  Bbkaindbkkab — Inoohb  or 
Corpus. 
BaU  T.  Ba]f»$,  y.O.S.,  19  W.  R.  299. 
Arakgr  t.  mUpH,  Ii.O.,  19  W.  B.  761. 
These  two  decision  are  worth  noticing  as  additions  to 
e  authorities  on  the  qaestion  of  capitalisation  of  oom- 
uf  proB(9  as  between  life-teoant  and  remainderman. 

caies  of  this  clas)  the  tenant  for  life  oontends 
st  the  snm  in  qaestion  belongs  wholly  to  himself,  as 
oooie;  while  the  remainderman  claims  to  hare  it  in- 
sled,  as  capital,  the  life-tenant  getting  merely  the 
lerest  daring  bis  own  life. 

The  men  employment  by  the  company  of  the  word 
loans "  i«  not  enough  to  stamp  the  money  as  capital. 
my  prosperoos  companies  are  in  the  habit  of  declaring 
ixed  dividend  year  after  year  and  distribating  the 
7lDg  margin  of  profit  nnder  the  name  of  "  boons  ; " 
1  io  fnoh  cases  there  is  no  qaestion  whateTer  bnt  that 

JO-called  "  bonuses "  are  as  maoh  tbe  right  of  a 
vtenantas  the  "dividend."  In  BoUiir.  Allan  (14 
B.  981),  yioe-Chancellor  Kindersley  obserTcd  that  a 
Mu,"  which  mast  mean  some  nnexpeoted  good — a 
i-seod  or  windfall, — was  properly  some  payment,  not 
of  profits  of  a  current  half-year,  bnt  oat  of  some 
imolation  of  funds  or  rome  fnnd  which  had  been 
ied  over  for  some  partlcalar  purpose,  and  was  now 
id  to  be  in  excess  of  requirements.     And  even  on 

deflnition  it  is  not  every  bonne  which  would  be 
ws  as  between  the  life-tenant  and  remainderman. 
ra  are  some  old  Bank  of  Bngland  oases  which 
«ted,  if  they  did  not  establish,  a  doctrine  that  when 
dtitribntion  is  made  out  of  an  aooumnlation  of  profits 
ut  years,  the  Court  of  Chancery  will  not,  in  the  words 
ard  Longhborongh,  "put  it  back  and  see  to  what 
of  that  saving  each  is  entitled,"  but  will  treat  the 
E  as  an  accretion  to  capital,  so  giving  the  life-tenant 

the  dividends.  The  quotation  just  made  is  from 
»*»•  V.  Brmnder  (4  Ves.  800),  in  which  the 
«ion  was  made  in  the  form  of  Bank  Annnities. 
»  later  case  of  ParU  v.  Parii  (10  Ves.  186),  Lord 
m  followed,  though  without  much  approval  of  the 
eiple,  this  doctrine,  and  extended  it  to  the  oase  in 
eh  the  distribution  of  aoonmnlated  profits  was  made 
noney.  This  principle  was  followed  in  Plumbe  r. 
i  (18  W.  B.  837),  by  Yice-Obanoellor  Kindersley, 
(aid  the  anthoritles  ruled  that  a  division  of  profits 
le  currant  hnlf-year  was  income,  no  matter  whether 
company  dolled  it  dividaod  or  bonns,  bnt  the  Court 
d  not  oaloa]at«  an  apportionment  of  an  aooumnlation 
Rifiti.  The  Vioe-Ohanoellor  explained  this  decision 
n  in  HolUtT.  Allan  {ubi  tup).  In  Dale  r.  Hayei, 
fltit  of  the  cases  which  bead  this  paper,  Yice- 
lUidlor  Stnart  dissents  from  Yioe-Chanoellor 
krsley's  distinotion  between  bonnees  declared  out  of 
i>«  of  the  oaxrent  half-year,  and  bonases  declared  out 
leviotts  aoonmnlations.  If,  said  Yloe-Ohanoellor 
irt,  the  aooumnlation  is  one  which  aocmed  during 
fife  of  the  tenant  for  life,  he  must  receive  it  as  income, 
t.  indeed,  is  not  necessarily  inconsistent  with  the 
'faws  decisions,  inclnding  that  in  Pl»mie  v.  yield, 
the  principle  there  stated  was  merely  that  the  Court 
U  not  disseot  the  aooumnlation  to  apportion  the 
•  of  ita  origin.  Vice-chancellor  Stnart,  however, 
>s  to  regard  the  matter  as  one  of  a  presumption  in 
vt  of  the  life-tenant  (which  it  is  for  the  remainder- 
to  rebot)  that  the  a4)anmalation  was  all  posterior  to 


the  settlement.  To  this  extent  the  decision  of  Tio^ 
Ohanoellor  Stnart  is  an  innovatioa,  though  perhaps  on 
the  merits  not  an  nnreasonable  one. 

Oases  snoh  as  the  above  have  not  tnrned  on  the  questinn 
— what  was  the  company's  intention — whether  i<i 
oapitaliae  or  not;  though,  one  woold  think  that  oases 
snob  as  PttHi  r.  Paris  (uii  *ttp.)  might  have  been  taken 
on  that  ground.  Bnt  occasionally  this  question  between 
life  tenant  and  remainderman  presents  itself  in  this 
form:— 

The  company  having  the  power  to  capitalise  profits, 
have  they,  in  fact,  done  so  ?  It  is  for  the  directors  to 
say  what  dividends  they  will  declare,  and  the  dividend 
to  which  a  tenant  for  life  is  entitled  is  that  dividend 
which  they  choose  to  deolare.  (Wood,  V.O.,  in  Rt  Sukiel 
Barton' t  Tru*t$  (16  W.  B.  892,  h.  B.  S  Eq.  238).  In  Be 
Lztkiel  Barton's  J)rtuU,  a  navigation  company  laid  up  a 
part  of  their  profits  in  the  form  of  a  reserve  fnnd  foe 
increasing  and  renewing  their  fioating  stock,  and  made 
a  corresponding  distribution  of  new  shares  among  theiz 
shareholders;  and  Wood,  V.C,  said  that  the  companj 
having  choeen  to  capitalise  the  profits  instead  of  dis- 
tributing them  in  dividends,  the  new  shares  were  to  be' 
treated  as  oorpns  and  not  income.  To  the  same  effect' 
is  Baring  v.  Athburton  (16  W.  B.  452),  decided'  on  the 
day  following  by  the  same  judge. 

It  might  be,  that  upon  the  oonatitntion  of  tbe  company 
snoh  a  forcing  of  the  shareholders  to  receive  new^hares  or 
stock  instead  of  dividends  would  be  ultra  vire».'  Bee,  for 
instance,  Boole  v.  ffreat  Watem  Railneay  Company  (L. 
B.  8  Oh.  262);  bnt  any  question  of  Uiat  kind  must  be 
raised  on  a  special  application  by  the  persons  in  whose 
names  the  shares  stand,  and  cannot  be  discussed  upon  a 
mere  question  of  apportionment  as  between  life-tenant 
and  remainderman  (Vioe-Chancellor  Wood,  in  Baring  v. 
Aihbvrton  («ii  tupJ). 

Straker  v.  Wilton,  the  second  of  the  oases  at 
the  head  of  this  paper,  was  the  oase  of  a  partnership 
and  not  of  a  company.  The  partnership  MtioleB 
empowered  a  majority  of  the  partners  to  decide 
on  oapitUiaing  profits.  A  portion  of  profits,  having,  in 
fact,  been  applied  in  augmentation  of  tbe  oapital,  was 
now  olaimed  as  income  by  a  tenant  for  life  nnder  the 
will  of  a  deceased  partner.  Vice-Ohancellor  James  (IB 
W.  B.  648),  decided  that  the  tenant  for  life  was  entitled 
to  this  snm,  as  income,  on  the  ground  that  there  had 
been  no  sufficiently  formal  declaration  of  its  capitalisation. 
That  decision  is  now  reversed  by  Lord  Hatherley,  on  the 
gronnd  that  the  de  facto  application  of  it  as  oapital  was 
sufficient  to  stamp  it  with  theoharaoter  of  capital. 


bajiiwat  compant— disphtbs  as  to  accohkodation 

Works — Jcbisdiotioit, 

Bood  V.  ^Torth  Eatttrn  RaUmay  Company,  V.O.IK., 

19  W.  B.  266. 
Aooordinjc  to  this  decision  disputes  between  landowners 
and  railwiv  oompanies  as  to  accommodation  works  (see 
Bailways  Clauses  Consolidation  Act,  1846,  ss.  68—70) 
are  In  general  to  be  decided  by  the  local  justices,  not  only 
during  the  progress,  oi  the  works,  bnt  also  after  they  shall 
have  been  oonstruqte^,  and  so  long  as  they  shall  continue 
to  exist.  Tbe  dispute  in  Bood  v.  North  Eastern  Railmay 
Company  was  as  to  the  snffioienoy  of  certain  drainage 
works,  constructed  by .  the  defendant,  oompany  for  the 
accommodation  of  the  plaintiff's  estate  in  the  time  of  his 
predecessor  in  title,  vearly  thirty  yea^  before  the  filing 
of  the  bill.  The  o«se  t^os-  decided ,upon  the  construction 
of  the  particular  Act,  hut  the  previsions  ({f  that  Act  auffl- 
oiently  resemble  the  corresponding  jirOvisions  in  tbe 
General  Act  of  1845  tO  warrant  the  iMyaolasion  that  the 
deoision  would  have  been  the  same,  if  tilie  case  had  arisen 
nnder  the  (General  Act.  The  Vlo^Ohancellor  was 
decidedly  of  opinion  that  the  Legislatsre  intended  to 
have  all  questions  of  accommodation-  srorks  decided  by 
the  loosl  justices,  as  welldnrins;  the^rogress  of  the  worfa, 
of  which  there  was  no  doubt,  as  subse^a^ntly,  whioh  wm 
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not  equally  dear.  His  HonoTtr  even  eeems  to  hare 
doubted  whether  the  Act  did  not  oust  the  jarisdiotion  o{ 
the  Oooxt  altogether,  in  faTOor  of  the  local  jnstioes. 
Honrorer  this  may  be,  there  oan  be  no  donbt  that,  as  re- 
gards aooommodation  works,  the  local  tribunal  is  the 
fitter,  if  not  the  only  fit  tribunal.  In  Coat»  t.  Clarenee 
Bailivay  Company  (1  Buna.  &  My.  181),  the  Oourt  did 
interfere  where  damage  was  being  done  to  a  mill-raoe  by 
an  arch  over  it  being  oonstmoted  of  too  small  dtmensions, 
though  the  jurisdiction  was  disputed.  But  in  that  case 
there  was  apparently  no  power  to  refer  the  dispute  to 
ju.ttioes,  who  should  prescribe  how  the  arch  was  to  be 
built,  but  only  a  provision  for  oompensatloD,  and  the 
Court  considered  the  condnot  of  the  company  not  bond 
fide.  Where  there  is  power  to  apply  to  the  local  justices 
to  decide  any  dispute,  the  landowner  ought  to  do  so,  in- 
stead of  filing  a  bill.  Assuming  that  the  Court  does 
possess  jurisdiction,  the  local  justices  aie  the  proper 
tribunal  in  these  cases,  and  where  another  tribunal  is 
expressly  provided  for  the  purpose,  and  it  appears  equally 
convenient  that  the  dispute  shall  be  decided  by  that 
tribunal,  the  Court  will  not  interfere,  unless  there  are 
some  special  circumstances  to  call  for  its  interference 
\stone  V.  Thomag,  18  W.  R.  386,  L.  E.  6  Ch.  219).  Where 
there  is  an  excess  of  the  Parliamentary  powers  the  Court 
will  interfere  and  see  that  the  law  is  observed  {Attorney- 
General  v.  Ely,  Haddenkam,  and  Sutton  Railway  Chin- 
puny,  17  W.  B.  356,  L.  B.  4  Ch.  194)  but  in  these  minor 
matters  it  would  be  moat  unfortunate  if  the  Oourt  asserted 
its  right  to  interfere  in  a  dispute  which  two  or  more  per- 
sons of  common  sense  on  the  spot  would  decide  at  least 
equally  well. 


PsAonoE — Undkrtakino  as  to  Dauaobs. 

Ttign  Valley  Bailivay  Company  v.  Southicood, 
hJ.,  19  W.  R.  690. 
So  long  ago  as  1866  it  was  almost  universally  the 
Draotioe,  on  granting  an  interloontory  injunction,  to  re- 
quire an  undertaking  as  to  damages  ( C3u4>peU  v.  IkivUttn, 
H  J).  M.  O.  1),  although  aooording  to  the  Yioe-Cban- 
<.-ellor  in  Tuck  r.  SUeer  (Job.  218),  the  praotioe  of 
requiring  such  an  nndertaking,  except  in  the  case  of  an 
order  made  on  an  em  parte  application,  was  .then  (1869) 
of  very  recent  origin.  In  Walefield  t.  D%1ie  ofBuocleugk 
(12  W.  B.  856),yiae-0hanceUor  Eindersley  held  that  the 
undertaking  ought  to  be  given  in  all  oases,  saying  that  it 
was  a  reasonable  rule,  and  assisted  the  judge  in  with- 
holding  the  expression  of  any  opinion  till  the  hewring. 
There  may,  nevertheless,  be  oases  in  which  the  undertaking 
will  not  be  reqaired,  as  a  clear  case  of  fraud  on  the  part 
of  the  defendant  (^Ingram  v.  Stiff,  Job.  230  n.),  or  where 
the  equity  of  the  plaintiff  is  clear,  or  where  the  prospect 
oF  damage  to  accrue  very  uncertain  {^Adamton  v.  Wilion, 
P  X  R.  368).  Vice-Chancellor  Eindersley,  of  course,  only 
meant  to  lay  down  a  general  rule,  which,like  other  general 
rules,  may  admit  of  exoeptions.  But  the  tendency  at  the 
present  time  (see  Worme  v.  Smith,  18  W.  R.  91),  as  tite 
Lord  Justice  James  observed  in  Teign  Valley  Railway 
Company  v.  SmUhrtood,  (tup.)  is  to  require  an  nndertak- 
ing whenever  an  injunction  is  obtained  upon  an  interloon- 
t  >ry  application,  whether  ex  parte  or  npon  notice. 

Sale  of  Laitd  or  Hikbbaui  Ssparatslt — ^Hort- 

OAOBE  WITH  POWBB  OF  SalB. 
Re  Beaumonet  Mortgage,  V.O.M.,  19  W.  B,  767. 
The  Confirmation  of  Sales  Act  (25  k  26  Vict.  o.  108) 
was  passed  in  oonseqaenoe  of  the  deOteion  of  the  Master 
of  the  Rolls  in  Buckley  v.  BoweU  (9  W.  R.  544,  29  Beav. 
44C)  against  the  validi^,  under  tiie  common  power  of 
tale  and  exchange,  of  a  sale  of  the  land,  reserving  the 
minerals.  This  Act  (section  2)  enables  every  trustee, 
and  other  person  authorised  to  ditpote  of  land  }y  n%y  of 
sale,  exchange,  partition,  or  enfranchisement,  with  the 
saDction  of  the  Court,  unless  forbidden  by  the  instru- 
ment creating  the  trust  or  power,  to  dispose  of  such  land 
with  an  exception  or  reservation  of  any  minerals,  and 


with  or  withoc  t  rights  and  powers  of  or  issiJantd  to 
the  working,  getting,  or  carrying  away  of  tsdimiBaBli; 
and  (unless  forbidden  as  aforesaid),  to  dispoee  of  bj  vij 
of  sale,  exchange,  or  partition,  the  minenb  riA  > 
without  such  rights  or  powers  separately  tnw  At 
residue  of  the  land. 

This  section,  according  to  the  decision  in  ite  ittt- 
mont't  Mortgage,  enables  a  mortgagee  with  a  po*o  tf 
sale  to  obtain  an  order  on  petition  for  the  mit  <i  tin 
surface  apart  from  the  minerals,  or  the  minenhipir. 
from  the  surface.  Minerals  are  oommonly  sold  ifiiR 
from  the  surface  under  section  11  of  the  iMMud 
Sales  of  SetUed  states  Act  {Re  MaUin't  SetUii  Atdv, 
9  W.  R.  588)),  and  where  this  is  ordered,  the  OomtkH 
jurisdiction  under  section  13  to  reserve  a  rent  iara^ 
of  the  surface  damaged  from  time  to  time  by  tlie  nk- 
ings  {Re  Milnard'e  Ettatet,  16  W.  B.  1078,  L.  &).  Vi\ 

The  reader  will  note  that  service  on  the  remsisdna 
is  unnecessary  of  a  petition  under  the  Confirmstia  i 
Sales  Act ;  and  may  correct  a  statement  to  the  coitaq 
effect  in  Morgan's  Chanoery  Acts  and  Orders,  el  4,  fiK 


Practiob—  Aob  of  Chii.i>-bkaiiso. 
Conduitt  V.  Soane,  V.O.W.,  19  W.  R.  817 
In   Grovei   v.  Grotet  (12  W.  R.  45)  Vios^AuodB 
Wood  said  that  the  settled  rule  of  the  Court  wu  tlut 
woman  below  the  age  of  fifty  should  be  treated  u  bqai 
the  possibility  of  bearing  a  child.     In  praoUae,)ioi 
we  believe  that  fifty-three  is  the  least  age  at  whiok  ll 
Court  has  gone  on  the  presumption  that  a  woou  a] 
the  age  of  child-bearing  {Haynet  v.  ifayaet,  U  T. 
361;  Price  v.  Bouttead,  8  L.  T.  665;  and  see  £<«' 
V.  Tuck,  23  Beav.  268).     In   VidUr  v.  ParrtU  (UW.i 
976),  where  the  petitioner,  a  married  lady,  was  fiftf-« 
years  old,  and  had  been  married  thirty-fonr  yean  wiiU 
having  had  a  child,  the  Yice- Chancellor  (SirB.T.D 
dersley)  thought  that  the  probability  of  her  Liris| 
child  was  so  very  remote  as  to  warrant  a  conreoios 
investment  into  India  Stock — she  being  entitled  l> 
fund  in  default  of  children — thongh  he  would  noi  I 
handed  the  fund  over  to  her.    The  Ooart  was  totm^ 
cautious  as  to  require  security  to  refund  themaae;ii 
event  of  the  birth  of  a  child,  even  in  a  case  where  tktl 
was  of  the  age  of  sixty-nine  years.  {Long  v.  Htif«,i 
585.)     In  allowing  the  fund  to  be  paid  out  at  tlMi| 
fifty- three  the  Court  has  unquestionably  gan  <{■■'* 
enough.    In   Cinduitt  v.  Soane    (.np)  Vioe-Ck 
Wiokens  declined  to  aet  npon  the  presnmptioa 
married  woman  of  the  age  of  fifty-two  was  past 
of  child-bearing,  observing  that  there  had  bees 
child  bearing  at  a  greater  age.     See  as  to  thu  '-^^ 
Med.  Jnrisp.,  last  ed.  p.  876,  where  the  case)  «* 
lected. 


COHMOK  LAW. 


Absoh. 

ne  Qtieen  v.  Child,  0.C.&,  19  W.  B.  72«,  L.  R.  1 C  CJ 
This  case,  seems  at  first  sight  to  afford  a  MtiiiMr< 
stance  of  a  statute,  intended  to  consolidate  and 
the  law,  falling  short  of  the  very  Act  which  it 
and  on  which  it  was  intended  to  be  an  im] 
The  prisoner,  a  lodger,  out  of  spite  to  the 
her  landlady,   broke  up    her    furniture    and 
bonfire  of  it  on  the  stone  floor  of  her  own 
honse  was  with  difficulty  saved  from  being  bczaL 
missing  the  first  count,  whioh  disdosed  no 
second  count  charged  the  prisoner  with  settiag 
goods,  being  in  a  dwelling  honse, "  ondw  tsek 
stances  that  if  the  building  had  been  thereby 
the  offence  would  have  amounted  to  felony."  The; 
intent  to  set  fire  to  the  honse  having  bm  si 
the  jury,  the  question  arose  whether  she  would 
gnilty  of  felony  if  the  house  had  been  burned.  It 
served  by  Blackburn,  J.,  that  if  the  case  had 
the  old  Act  of  14  &  15  Vict.  c.  19,  s.  S^ao 
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hkre  tiiwa,  beoaaie  the  priwtter  did  wiUnlly  and  mtii- 
sioailT  Mt  Are  to  the  good*,  aad  they  were  in  •  bnlldingr 
'■  Um  Mtttng  fire  to  which  "  would  be  felony.  The  MtUag 
In  to  the  goods  being  so  direct  and  immediate  a  osose 
i  the  probable  bnining  of  the  house,  the  Legisla- 
te dispenied  with  any  evidenoe  of  intent  witti 
wpact  to  the  lioose,  and  jodged  the  malioioas  intent 
ritti  respeot  to  the  goods  enongh  to  jostify  the  infliction 
I  the  penaltlea  of  arson.  Bat  the  new  Act  (36  &  86  Yiot. 
L  97,  s.  7),  requires  that  the  setting  Are  to  the  goods 
Ikmld  be,  "  nnder  sooh  oircamstanoes,  that  if  the  baild- 
gg  \ad  been  tUereby  tet  fire  to,  the  offence  woold  liaTc 
■ooDtsd  to  felony,"  and  the  qnesUoa  therefore  arose, 
lonld  it  have  been  felony  if  the  bnilding  had  been  in 
ist  get  fire  to?  If  it  woald,  it  mast  have  been  by  section 
of  the  same  iiot,  which  makes  felony  the  malloionsly 
itting  fire  to  a  boose  with  intent  to  injure  any  person, 
intsny  malice,  intent,  or  reckless  indifference  with 
upeot  to  the  hoase  was  negatived  by  the  jary ; 
Hiefon  there  conld  have  been  no  setting  fire  to  the 
OBie  iril&i  intent  to  injure  any  person  thereby  ;  therefore 
M  baming  of  the  boose,  if  it  had  taken  place,  would 
othaTe  made  the  prisoner  guilty  of  felony;  therefore, 
18  Mtdng  fire  to  the  goods  could  not  The  difference 
itween  the  two  Acts,  shortly  expressed,  is  this — the 
idier  Act  makee  it  sufficient  that  the  goods  are  in  one 
'.  the  protected  class  of  buildings;  or,  in  other  words,  in 
bnilding  in  respect  of  which  arson  may  be  committed; 
w  lata:  Act  requires  that  the  burniag  of  the  house,  if 
hsppened,  should  i»  the  ptrtieularicaie  be  arson.  It 
sy  be  otwerred  that  the  same  point  had  been  already 
mided  in  H.  t.  Satttoite,  10  Cox  C.  0.  20,  by  Williams, 
I  although  the  case  was  not  referred  to  on  the  present 
ntsion. 

If  the  goods  in  this  case  had  been  of  the  value  of  £6, 
ecaie  would  have  fallen  under  the  general  provision  of 
i  k  23  Vict.  o.  97,  B.  61 ;  and  it  may  be  questioned  wbe- 
«r  the  act  was  not  iodiofcable  as  a  common  nuisance. 


REVIEWS. 


)  Evty  OH  the  Srform  of  the  Law  of  Seal  Prtptrti/  and 
tiePraetiee^  Oonveyaneiiiy.  By  a  SoMcnoB.  London: 
Beoiraee  &  Sons. 

Both  the  "siKns  of  the  times"  and  the  exigencies  and 
e  condition  of  the  thing  itself  point  to  the  conclusion 
■t  oor  land-law  is  on  the  eve  of  reform.  What  that 
brm  is  to  be  is  one  of  the  most  important  questions 
lich  the  day  offers  for  our  consideration.  It  would  be 
pMsible  to  overrate  either  the  beneficial  results  of  a 
tsd  reform  or  the  fatal  conseqaenoes  of  an  ansncoessfol 
«ntioa.  Tentative  legislation,  such  as  that  which  the 
t  fifty  years  have  witnessed  upon  Bantmiptoy  and  Joint- 
Nik  Companies,  is  bad  enough  in  any  case,  bnt  on  such 
ibjoct  as  land-law,  it  woula  be  a  calamity  a  hundred 
«s  worse.  We  must  pray  that  whatever  is  done  may  be 
1  done  ;  and  in  the  meantime  any  coatribations  to  the 
sideration  of  the  subject  are  welcome, 
s  the  little  work  before  us,  which  is  rather  a  pamphlet 
a  a_  book,  a  solicitor,  practising,  as  we  feel  inclined  to 
IB,  in  a  Midland  county,  offers  U^  suggestions  upon  the 
jeot  Admitting  that  the  question  of  the  policy  of  primo- 
iture  law  is  on&de  his  subjeot-matter,  which  is  simply 
law  of  real  property  as  affecting  conveyancing,  the 
bor  argnea  fuj^pst  the  abolition  of  primogenitnre,  his 
V  being  that  primogeniture  favours  the  keeping  of 
tes  in  few  hands,  and  that  the  keeping  of  estates  in  few 
ia,  by  favouring  the  fullest  developmentjof  agricultural 
aoe,_  raises  the  national  prosperity  by  increasing  the 
loctiveness  of  the  soil.  Now,  omitting  discussion  of  the 
cation  of  primogeniture  upon  the  aggregation  or  dispersion 
md,  we  must  say  a  few  words  upon  the  author's  view  that 
:e  holdings  are  beneficial  because  they  are  accompanied 
^x>d  farming.  Yte  will  assume  as  a  fact  that  the  aggre- 
on  of  land  in  the  hands  of  a  few  owners,  by  promoting 
1  farming  backed  by  capital,  increases  the  productive- 
of  the  land  throughout  the  country.  Bat  to  conclude 
ithis  that  the  aggregation  is  necessarily  a  benefit  to 
country  is  to  take  a  very  shallow  view  of  the  matter 


Here  is  a  section  of  Badical  poIitioiaiM  which  is  aiminc;  at 
Communism  as  regards  lana — ^wbioh  desires  that  all  land 
shall  become  the  property  of  tiie  State.  These  people  re- 
gard  the  aggregation  of  land  in  the  hands  of  as  few  indi- 
viduals as  possible  as  one  of  the  most  favourable  conditions 
for  the  success  of  their  projects,  and  make  no  secret  of  their 
aversion  to  any  change  which  should  increase  the  number 
of  tiieir  opponents  by  distributing  property  in  land  among 
a  vast  number  of  the  poorer  daMes.  A^^un,  there  are  few 
conditions  which  have  a  better  steadying  influence  than 
that  of  land  ownership.  If  "  A  Solicitor  "  weighs  these 
considerations  he  will  see  that  the  production  of  a  certain 
number  of  extra  quarters  of  com  or  stones  of  meat  is  as 
nothing  in  comparison  with  them,  and  will  be  reedy,  with 
Mr.  Wren-Hcsl^ns,  tte  writer  of  one  of  the  best  and  most 
entertaining  books  on  high  farming,  to  enquire  after  au^h 
ctianges  as  might  neutralise  the  tendency  of  land-owner- 
ship to  become  a  Inxury  only  for  the  rich. 

"  A  Solicitor"  points  out,  as  his  experience  enables  him, 
many  of  the  defects  and  inconveniences  of  the  present  law, 
and  his  littie  work  will  be  read  with  interest  by  many, 
whether  lawyers  or  la;ymen,  who  are  p«mdering  on  the  sub- 
ject His  own  suggestions  are — an  adoption  of  oar  own  pro- 
posal (13  S.  J.  918)  of  abolishing  baretrusteeahips— a  general  ■ 
and  compulsory  system  of  enoanchisement — an  organised 
system  of  registntion — a  general  extension  of  the  equity 
principle  against  joint  tenumies — and  the  abolition  of  the 
certainly  obnoxioas  rule  in  Shelley's  ease,  and  of  one  or  two 
other  nues  of  law.  We  must  note  here  tiiat,  in  referring  to 
our  proposal  for  the  abolition  of  bare  trusteeships,  the  au- 
thor seems  unaccountably  to  have  formed  the  notion  that 
our  proposal  would  extend  to  the  conversion  of  every  tenant 
for  life  into  the  trustee  of  the  settlement,  whereas  nothing 
could  be  farther  from  the  reality,  and  the  term  "  bare  trus- 
teeship "  itself  excludes  the  idea  of  comprehending  any  case 
in  which  there  are  duties  for  a  trustee  to  perform,  or  ex- 
pectant cestui  que  trust  interests  to  be  protected.  In  liis 
chapter  on  registration  the  author  seems  to  approve  to 
some  extent  of  the  Land  Transfer  Bill,  which  was  in  Parlia- 
ment last  seasion,  but  did  not  pass.  To  our  thinking  this 
hill,  though  comprising  in  some  of  its  seotiona  the  forms  of 
serviceable  law  amendment,  was  by  no  means  meritorious  as 
a  whole.  In  point  of  fact  it  seemed  nothing  better  than  a 
bill  designed  to  disguise  the  failure  of  the  indefeasible-titl»- 
registry  scheme  by  substituting  a  sort  of  rsgistration-witb- 
out-an-indefeasible-tiUe  scheme.  As  we  pointed  out  in  com- 
menting on  the  bill  (14  S.J.  464),  Mr.  Dix  Button's  Ko- 
oord  of  Title  scheme  is  infinitely  preferable  to  anything 
which  can  be  devised  on  the  Begistration  of  Title  principle 


APPOINTMENTS. 


Mr.  Chbistofksr  GrBOBOB  BAnNETT,  of  Ilfraoombe, 
Devon,  has  been  appointed  a  Commissioner  to  administer 
oaths  in  Chancery. 

Mr.  John  Tuckbr,  of  No.  68,  Chancery-lane,  has  rieen 
appointed  a  London  Commissioner  for  taking  affidavits  at 
Common  Law. 


Vioe-ChanceUor  Wickens  received  tho  honour  of  Knight- 
hood at  the  lumds  of  her  M^esty  yesterday.  His  Honour 
adjourned  his  Court  at  midday,  for  the  purpose  of  attending 
at  Windsor,  in  obedience  to  the  Boyal  command. 

Mr.  Edward  Wates,  solicitor,  of  Oravesend,  ha.s  been 
appointed  agent  to  the  Conservative  Association,  for  tho 
Mid-Kent  £strict,  in  succession  to  the  late  Mr.  F.  T. 
Southgate. 

The  directors  of  the  National  Assurance  Society  con- 
template introducing  to  the  public  an  insurance  business 
of  a  somewhat  nov3  character,  which  they  describe  as 
"a  plan  of  educational  and  other  endowments."  Tho 
idea  of  granting  policies  on  tho  lives  of  children,  pay- 
able on  wo  attiumng  the  age  of  21  is  not  new.  Sn(h 
policies  were  issued  by  the  Kent  Mutual  Society  (one  of  the 
societies  amalgamatod  with  the  Albert),  and,  we  are  in- 
formed, by  the  Family  Endowment  Society.  The  plan, 
however,  is  stated  not  to  have  been  attended  with  success. 
The  National  Assurance  Society  attribute  such  want  of  su.- 
cess  to  the  non-existence  of  statistics,  and  are  issuing  circular) 
(with  forms  annexed  for  statistical  returns)  addressed  to 
members  of  the  legal  professicm  and  others  of  similar  social 
position. 
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C0U&T8. 

THE   ALBERT   LIFE   ASSUEANCE 
ARBITBATION.' 

(Before  Lord  Caikxs.) 

June  I. — Se   Tit  Family  Endotmnmt  Life  Atmrane*  and 
Ammitjf  Society,  Zee'i  eate. 

Cooiptmy — AmaigamatioH  ef  eompaniet— Winding  up — Con- 
tributory — Liability  of  thareholdere  in  old  company  after 
amalgamation  wiih  another  rompemy. 

L.  held  200  tharet  in  the  F.  Atntranee  Company,  faring 
paid  £4  per  ehare  thfreon.  In  1861,  the  F,  Company  became 
amalgamated  with  the  A,  Company,  and  by  the  agreement  for 
amalgamation  it  woe  arranged  that  the  A.  Company  ehoiM 
pay  £4  per  ehare  to  enrh  shareholder  of  the  F.  Company.  In 
purmanee  of  thie  arrangement  the  eum  of  £i  per  share  vat  re- 
ceived by  each  shareholder  from  the  A.  Company  and  the  ehare 
eertijieatee  were  given  up  to  'the  A.  Company.  Xo  further  turn 
wot  received  by  any  shareholder  out  of  the  aeeete  of  the  F.  Com- 
pany. The  whole  of  the  butineu  of  the  F.  Company  wae  on 
the  amalgamation  transferred  to  the  A.  Company,  but  L's  name 
teas  not  removed  from  the  regitter  of  ehareholders.  In  1869 
ordere  were  made  for  winding  up  both  the  eompantee. 

Held,  that  the  shares  of  the  F.  Company  were  not  extin- 
iniished,  and  that,  L's  name  being  on  the  list  tif  ehareholders, 
he  must  be  held  a  contributory  of  the  F.  Company. 

Quasre,  whether  L.  could  be  eoneidered  a  truttee  for  the  A. 
Company,  so  as  to  entitle  htm  to  an  indemnity  from  that  com- 
pany. 

This  waa  an  adjoomed  aummona  which  stood  for  hearing 
hefore  Vice-Chancellor  Bacon.  The  object  of  the  applica- 
tion was,  that  Mr.  Lee's  name  might  he  removed  from  the 
list  of  contributories  of  the  Family  Endowment  Societr, 
and,  though  ibe  lummons  did  not  so  ask  in  terms,  that  the 
Albert  Company  might  be  substituted  in  his  place.  The 
Funily  Endowment  Society  was  established  under  a  deed  of 
settlement,  dated  the  17th  January,  1837,  and  it  had  a 
private  act  of  Parliament,  which  enabled  it  to  sue  and  be 
■ned  in  the  name  of  some  or  one  of  its  officers.  The  122nd 
clause  of  the  deed  provides  for  the  dissolution  at  the  society, 
and  amongst  others  contains  this  provision: — "And  the 
farther  to  enable  the  Board  of  Directors  to  carry  into  effect 
•  dissolution  of  ihe  society,  and  to  wind  up  the  afbirs 
thereof,  it  shall  be  lawfat  for  them  to  adopt  any  plan, 
which  in  their  judgment  shall  be  deemed  expedient  for 
paying  to  the  proprietors  or  holders  of  shares  in  the  society, 
or  placing  at  tneir  risk  their  several  proportions  of  the  sur- 
plus  fimiu  of  the  society  "...  and  "  when  and  so  soon  M 
'8uch  payment  and  dis^bution  shall -be  completely  made 
Rud  effected  the  society  shall  be  dissolved,  and  every  clause, 
article,  matter  or  thing  herein  contained  (except  this  pre- 
sent pjoviaiew),  shall  thenceforth  ceace,  determme,  and  be 
void.  CUiose  178  also  provides  "  "Ebai  the  share  register 
book  shall  as  between  the  society  and  any  person  ''^''"''''g 
to  be  a  proprietor  of  the  society  in  respect  of  any  share  or 
shares,  be  conclusive  evidence  on  beluilf  of  the  society  to 
show  whetlier  he  or  stit  is  a  prc^rietor  of  the  society  in 
respect  of  such  share  or  diares." 

nevioosly  to  1861,  Lee  was  a  shareholder  in  the  society 
holding  200  ont  of  the  6,000  shares,  and  having  paid  £4  per 
share  uiereon.  On  the  5th  February,  1861,  an  aj^reenent 
was  entered  into  for  the  amalgamatJMi  of  the  society  with 
the  Albert.  By  the  11th  clause  of  this  agreement,  it  was 
provided  that  "The  company  shall,"  at  a  time  therein 
specified,  "  pay  to  each  of  the  shareholders  in  the  society 
by  way  of  satisfaction  and  in  extinction  of  his  share  or 
8>:  Sires  m  the  capital  of  the  society  the  sum  of  £4  for  every 
sUare  to  which  he  is  entitled  according  to  the  reg^ister  of 
shareholders  of  the  society  (being  the  amount  per  share 
which  has  been  paid  by  such  shioeholder)  togeiiier  with 
interest  at  £6  percent  per  annum."  This  agreement  was 
diufliined  at  two  general  meetings  of  the  society.  Soon 
after  this  the  Albwt  Compaiqr,  assumed  the  name  of  "  The 
Albert  Medical  and  Family  Endowment  Life  Aasuranoe 
Company ,"  and  carried  on,  at  its  own  office,  the  business 
theretofora  carried  on  by  the  society,  which  from  that  time 
■  ntered  into  no  new  business  and  retained  no  office.  On  or 
about  the  16th  March,  1861,  a  circular  was  sent  to  each 

*  Beperted  by  Bichard  Manack,  Esq.,  BairistCT-st-Law. 


shareholder  of  the  society,  nnnlowng  a  frafMbud  tk 
Albwt  Company  under  its  new  oonstitatioii,t^>nBnsj 
of  the  proceedings  of  the  two  general  meetiop  of  & 
society.    At  the  same  time,  a  circular  encloiing  i  copol 
tids  prospectus,  was  also  sent  to  each  policy  hcli>  ai 
annmtant  of  the  society.    And  on  the  llth  Se^tenliti,  Let 
recMTed  the  following  letter  from  the  managing  dinetgr  i 
the  Albert : — "  I  have  now  to  inform  you  Quit  in  Moarin* 
with  tilie  agreement   entered   into   between  tlw  fujr 
EndowmeDt  Society  and  the  Albert  CompaBy,  tht  AOer. 
Company  will  on  the  16tii  September  iiutint  pnteult) 
pay  to  the  shareholder*  in  the  society  their  capm  Ik 
number  of  shares  standing  in  yonr  name  in  the  bw^  of  & 
society  is  200,  and  the  amount  payable  thersoiXIKH,  ok- 
est  £8  4s.  4d.,  equal  to  £808  4s.  4d.    The«boTe  iffloatiM 
be  received  "  between  certain  hours.    On  or  about  till  IB 
Septeml>er,  1861,  Lee  and  all  the  other  ihanholdenoik 
society  (with  a  single  exception)  received  the  naii 
and  intwest  in  respect  of  each  share  held  by  tbes.  ft 
receipts   given   on   &is   occasion    were  in  tUiibim:- 
"  Beoeived  of  the  directors  of  the  Albert  Compmy  tkt« 
of  £808  4s.  4d.,  being  mjr  share  of  the  paid  up  «pid«(k 
Family  Endowment  Society  mentioned  in  &c"   Lee  ti 
the  other  shareholders,  who  had  their  share  oertificsta,  te 
gave  them  up  to  the  Albert,  and  most  of  those  ihiwhnHfa 
who  had  lost  or  destroyed  their  certi&catei^  nude  ititiitiii 
declarations  to  that  effect  and  procured  written  indiaui&f . 
j  to  be  given  to  the  Albert    No  deeds  of  traniTer  wereeno- 
:  ted.    Lee  and  the  other  shareholders  received  nofintiierK 
I  either  firom  the  Albert  or  out  of  the  assets  of  the  neutj.  Be 
{  fore  the  winding  up,  they  were  never  calltd  upon  to  subBf 
i  further  payment  in  respect  of  their  shares.    Thsy  neis  ir 
tended  aav  meeting  of  the  Albert,  andnomeetiBgoflh* 
I  ciety  was  held  after  the  14th  of  Maroh,  I8<1.    Hov<nt,N 
I  alteration  was  made  in  the  share  register  book  of  tkeiodtt 
I  in  order  to  give  effect  to  the  agreement  of  the  ^  • 
February,  1861,  so  that  Mr.  Lee's  name  still  reauisela 
the  register.    On  the  I7th  of  September,  1869,  u  oil 
was  made  by  the  Court  for  winding  up  the  Albot,  td  il 
the  29th  of  November,  1869,  the  sodety  wu  orderaiktl 
wound  np.  J 

Kelctmek,  for  Lee.  —Lee  contracted  that  his  •buee  id 
be  extinguished  on  the  payment  of  £4  per  share,  he  pn\ 
his  certificates,  and  altogether  retired  from  the  society,  h 
that  time  forward  he  could  not  claim  any  intaetf  is  i 
society,  he  could  not  say  he  was  entitled  to  attanl  (^^ 
of  the  society  or  of  the  Albert ;  if  there  were  now  tajim 
benefit  coming  to  the  society  he  could  not  daim  s^M> 
in  it    That  position  ought  to  have  its  privile|^  w  «w 
its  liabilities.    The  society  ought  to  be  in  aBmilu||<M 
with  respect  to  him :   as  he  has  no  claims  on  the  fo^ 
the  society  ought  to  hare  no  claims  on  him.    All  the  M 
and  property  of  the  society  having  been  handed  vrar  kfl 
Albert,  and  the  society  having  praotioally  been  diacM 
Lee  could  not  interfere  in  the  affairs  of  the  Albert  ' 
insist  on  any  forms  being  complied  with.  If  it  wtnsecean 
that  any  deisd  of  transfer  should  be  executed,  or  tk^  • 
entry  of  a  change  of  partnership  should  be  made  it  j 
books,  it  was  the  duty  of  the  Albert  direetora  to  eee  a 
this  was  done.    It  should  be  assumed  that,  as  a^iait  tts 
it  was  done.    This  was  mere  form,  whidk  it  wae  b^^**! 
to  look  after;  everything  that  he  could  do  was  dose,  a'< 
shares  were  in  foot  extingniihed,  or,  at  any  nt^  ti 
ferred.    I  cannot  ask  to  have  the  ragiat*r  leotited  ■ 
sections  35  ft  98  of  the  Companies'  Act,  becaase  Hui : 
unregistered  company.     Besides  there  is  no  "np* 
members."    There  is  only  a  share  register  book  k^  ^ 
company,  and  not  open  to  the  pubuc.      \a  ti  Ota 
Gumey  i-  Co.,   Oaket  v.  Turjuatul,  L.  B.  I  B.  L  » 
W.  B.  1201,  it  was  held  that  the  &et  of  te  redj* 
members  being  open  to  the  public  was  an  importNit  a* 
in  considering  whether  the  creditors  are  eotided  tn  i^ 
the  register  or  not    In  the  case  of  uiinniilsssd  oat 
the  Act  does  not  make  any  provision  respaetiag  ■<■■ 
but   only  respecting  contriDototiea.     SseCiiai  W  a 
Companies'  Act  ought  to  be  constrosd  (o  asaa  t^^. 
be  made  a  oontribotory  at  all,  he  oogkt  aot  to  be  wmt 
until  those  to  whom  he  has  bansferred  his  sham  ta<*' 
exhausted.    If  his  name  is  to  remain  on  tiis  li^  the  M 
— wmch  will  certainly  have  toindsmnify  I"""*"!*'? 
primarily  liable,  if  only  to  wcric  oat  tte  rights  of  tM|* 
without  circuity  of  aiction.     Inetsad 
there  should  be  but  one^  mill  it  has 
Albert  is  unable  to  p*/. 
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sail,  Q.C.,  and  SodwiU,  for  the  Family  ISndowment 
Society,  were  not  called  on. 

lord  CuKMS. — The  case  has  been  argued  with  great  twoe 
nd  great  ability  \rf  Mr.  Kekewich,  who  has  said  every- 
tbing  that  can  be  said  on  behalf  of  the  claim,  bnt  I  am 
iftud  the  case  is  too  clear  to  admit  of  any  d«abt,  and  in  my 
opinion  Ur.  Lee  most  be  on  the  list  of  contribntDriea.  Hu 
aae  may  be  looked  at  in  two  ways.  Fint,  he  may  claim 
lot  to  be  on  the  list  of  contnbutoriea  on  the  ground  Uiat 
Bieie  has  been,  what  has  been  termed  in  one  of  the  reaoln- 
lioES,  a  complete  extinction  of  his  shares.  That  ooold  only 
tsbysnaocnrate  porsoit  of  the  provisions  in  the  deed  of 
tttlemoit.  Bnt  thoee  proviidons  contemplated  that  which 
ni  eqairalent  to  an  extinction  of  the  ahwes,  namely,  a  dis- 
slotiMi  of  the  society,  only  apaa  the  hypothesis  that  a 
■elision  had  been  made  for  all  claims  that  might  be  made 
nthe  society.  And  ontil  that  was  done,  nntU  the  claims 
ttn  paid,  or  something  done  equiralent  to  payment  of  the 
Ulna,  the  time  for  the  eztinotion  of  the  shares  and  the  dis- 
ohition  of  the  society  would  not  arrive.  In  that  view  of 
u  case,  therefore,  his  claim  to  be  removed  from  the  list  of 
ontrilmtories  has  failed.  The  only  other  light  in  which  he 
raid  aaert  his  claim  is  that  whi^  has  also  been  argued 
ith  great  force  by  Mr.  Kekewicb,  viz.,  that  in  equity  the 
iites  hare  become  the  property  of  the  Albert  and  have 
aaed  to  be  his  ;  and  that,  therefore,  certain  duties  devolved 
iwn  the  Albert  to  complete  the  documents  that  would  have 
moved  hit  name  from  the  list  and  substituted  another  name 
r  hii.    It  appears  to  me  that  his  case  cannot  be  pat  higher 

that  point  of  view,  than  if  he  had  sold  his  shares  in  the 
>^et  to  a  purchaser,  the  result  of  which  contract  would 
ive  been  that  in  oqoity  Mr.  Lee  would  have  been  merely  a 
nrtee  of  the  shares  for  the  purchaser,  and  the  purchaser 
onld  in  equity  have  been  the  owner  of  the  shares,  and  Mr. 
w  coald  no  longer  have  claimed  for  his  own  benefit  any 
teiwt  in  the  profits  or  trading  of  the  company.  But  in 
at  ease  until  the  time  arrived  when  Mr.  Lee's  name  was 
■oved  from  tiie  list  ol  shareholders,  he  would,  both  by 
t  words  of  the  section  referred  to  of  the  Companies'  Act, 
dalso  by  the  provisions  of  the  Family  Endowment  deed 
eli^  remain  the  person  answerable  for  those  shares.  It  is 
■able  that  he  may  have  rights  over  against  Qie  purchaser, 
t  those  rights,  whatever  they  may  be,  are  perfectly  con- 
tent with  Mr.  Lee's  remaining  liable  in  the  first  instance 

whatever  claim  may  properly  be  made  a«ainst  the 
■sty.  My  opinion,  therefore,  Is  that  Mr.  Lee's  name 
■t  remain  on  the  list  of  contribntoriee.  As  to  costs,  if 
■Mriainthat  Hr,  Lee's  case  can  Cafrly  be  looked  at  as  a 
msentative  case,  a  case  the  decision  of  which  accordingly 
Mh  necessary  to  and  does  substantial  good  in  the  pro- 
M  of  the  winding  up,  be  ought  to  have  his  costs  in  part 
the  costs  of  the  winding  up. 
WidtoiB,  FrukJItld;  Markiy  ff  Tarry. 

iBt  i.—Be  The  WeHern  life  Auuraner  fforiety,  Driver' $ 

Bjceeuttrt'  eat, 
»fuij/—Amalj/amalio><  of  eompanit$ — Winding  up— Con- 
'riiulorif — Aeetptanee  of  tharet  6y  extcntort — Shareholders 
v>t  bound  by  amalgamation  tontraet, 

D.  Md  thartt  in  the  M.  Company.  After  his  death  the 
VV  iteame  amalgamated  with  the  W.  Company.  One  of 
three  exteutore  teho  proved  hit  will  executed  a  deed  of  ad- 
fM  to  the  amaigamatioK,  by  which  it  wat  pnvided  that 
'f  tiareholder  should  accept  shares  in  t/ie  W.  Company  in 
'  of  his  shares  in  the  If.  Company.  The  dividends  on  these 
"•»  «'»  the  W.  Company  were  afterwards  received  by  the 
rth  exeeutor,  who  had  not  proved.  The  deed  of  settlement 
lh$  It.  Company  contained  a  provision  to  the  effect  that 
Uif;  should  be  don*  which  might  alter  the  individual  re- 
tHUily  and  profit  of  each  shareholder  as  between  themselves 
he  amount  of  his  share  in  the  capital. 
3<A(,  that  the  axttutors  toere  not  to  be  placed  on  the  list  of 
tributories  of  the  W.  Company,  either  in  their  individual 
fpntenti^ive  capacity. 

Iliis  WIS  an  application  to  place  the  names  of  four  per- 
*■  ss  the  execators  of  Samuel  Driver,  on  the  list  of  con- 
■atones  of  the  Western  Society  in  respect  of  216  shueo. 
'8.  Driver  died  in  1857,  and  at  the  time  of  his  deatik 
d  100  shares  in  the  Metropolitan  Counties  Soci^,  which 
( s  company  registered  imder  the  Joint  Stock  Companies 
'(7*8  'Vict.  c.  no).  His  will  was  proved  by  tluree  of 
foar-eseeutors.  The  deed  of  settlement  of  w  Metro- 
>tn  contained  a  provision  in  the  68th  clause  for  maUng 


any  new  laws,  legulatioas,  or  proviaioaa  of  the  society,  and 
for  amending,  altering,  or  repealing  any  of  the  clauses  of 
the  deed  or  any  of  &e  existing  laws,  regulations,  or  pro- 
visions, and  for  dissolving  the  sociebr,  ana  for  making  and 
binding  the  society  and  every  shareholder  to  any  act,  deed, 
or  thing  whatsoever  with  this  proviso  : — "  PrOTided  such 
new  amended  or  altered  laws  or  regulations  and  provisions 
are  consistent  with  the  restrictions  and  provisions  of  the 
Act  7  &  8  Vict.  0. 110,  and  do  not  in  any  way  alter,  vary,  or 
affect  the  laws,  regulations  and  provisions  established  and 
settled  by  these  presents  for  confirming  the  individual 
responsibility  and  profit  of  eaeh  proprietor  of  the  society  as 
between  themselves  to  the  amount  of  his  or  her  share  or 
shares  in  the  capital  thereof."  In  August,  1862,  the  Metro- 
politan became  amalgamated  witii  the  Western,  which  was 
neither  registered  nor  incorporated.  There  were  two  deeds 
of  amalgamation.  By  the  first  the  provisional  arrange- 
ment was  made,  and  by  the  second  the  amalgamation  was 
ultimately  carried  into  effects  The  11th  clause  of  the  ktter 
deed  provided  that  "each  of  the  holders  of  the  shares 
of  the  company"  (<.«.,  the  Metropolitan)  "issued 
and  in  existence  on  the  1st  January,  1862,  shall  have 
allotted  and  issued  to  him  such  numbers  of  the  said  1 7,000 
shares  of  the  society,  as  will  bear  the  same  proportion  to 
theshares  then  held  oy  him  in  the  company,  as  the  said 
17,000  shares  bear  to  the  total  number  of  shares  then  np- 
propriated,"  and  the  12th  clause  provided  that  "  each  stich 
shareholder  shall  accept  and  take  the  shares  in  the  sodety  so 
to  be  allotted  and  issued  to  him,  and  shall  testify  such 
acceptance  by  expcuting  such  deed  of  adhesion  and  covenant 
as  may  be  required  by  the  board  of  the  society."  In  the 
13th  clause  was  a  provision  for  the  case  "  if  any  shareholder 
in  the  company  shall  refuse  or  neglect  duly  to  accept  the 
shares  in  the  society,  to  which  he  may  become  entitled  under 
this  agreement."  This  deed  was  executed  by  S.  S.  Dudley, 
as  executor  of  Samuel  Driver,  and  S.  Driver's  name  was 
entered  on  the  list  of  shorel^lders  of  the  Western,  as  the 
holder  of  216  shares  in  the  place  of  the  100  shares  in  the 
Metropolitan.  From  the  6th  August,  1862,  down  to  the  ISth 
February,  1865,  dividends  were  received  on  these  216  shares 
by  S.  N.  Driver,  the  4tb  execntor,  who  did  not  join  in 
proving  the  will.  In  1869  an  order  was'  made  for  winding 
up  the  Western  Society. 

Eidit,  Q.C.,  and  Craekiutll,  for  the  Western.— After 
Driver's  death  the  executors  were  entitled  to  become 
shareholders  in  the  Metropolitan.  The  amalgamation 
takes  place ;  the  testator's  estate  was  then  entitled  to  the 
benefit  and  subject  to  the  obligation  of  the  amalgamation 
contract.  He  had  taken  shares  in  a  company  whose  deed  of 
settlement  contained  the  clause  58.  He  knew,  therefore, 
that  provided  his  individual  responsibility  and  profit  in 
respect  of  the  shares  were  not  interfered  with  he  would  be 
bound  in  every  possible  way  by  any  proceedings  of  the  two 
extraordinary  general  meetings  of  the  company.  The 
arrangement  made  by  those  meetings  does  not  come  within 
this  proviso  of  the  S8'th  clause,  for  Uiey  merely  determined 
to  dissolve  the  company  on  condition  that  the  shareholders 
should  take  a  oertom  benefit.  He  would  himself  have  been 
bound  by  the  agreement  for  amalgamation.  His  executors 
must,  therefore,  be  bound.  In  re  Empire  Assiiranee 
Corporation,  £x parte  Bagthaw  (L.  R.  4  £q.  341,  16  \V.  B. 
889),  differs  from  this  case.  If,  however,  the  amalgamation 
contract  come  within  the  proviso,  then  the  amalgamation  is 
void,  and  there  is  an  end  of  the  matttrr.  Ag"'"'  ^^ 
amalgamation  provided  for  a  deed  of  adheer6tai'  'Ait  deed 
was  azeooted  by  one  of  the  executors,  and  the  216'  Aares  in 
the  Western  were  accordingly  accepted  in  lieu  of  the 
100  shares  in  the  metropolitan.  Moreover  dividends 
on  the  216  shares  have  been  received  by  one  of  the  execu- 
tors and  paid  to  the  estate  of  the  testator.  The  estate  Qofht, 
therefore,  to  be  bound.  '-•'•'■     ' 

Marten,  for  the  three  executors  who  proved  the  tn&,  aiid 
MethttU,  for  the  executor  who  did  not  join  in  proving, 
were  not  called  on. 

Lord  Cairns. — I  think  these  executors  cannot  be  fixed 
on  the  list  of  the  Western  Society.  As  individuals,  they 
have  done  nothing  to  make  themselves  liable,  and  have  not 
professed  to  do  anything ;  and  they  were  not  tjhemselves 
shareholders  in  the  Metropolitan.  Their  testator  was  a 
shareholder  in  the  Metropolitan,  and  he  was  dead  at  the 
time  of  the  agreement  for  amolgaination.  In  order  to  con- 
stitute them,  in  their  representative  character,  shareholders 
in  the  Western,  it  woola  have  to  be  shown,  either  that  the 
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agreement  for  araalgamatian  was  such  that  it  bonnd  the 
aaaeta  of  the  testator  in  that  part  of  it  which  proposed  to 
make  the  shareholders  in  the  Metropolitan  shareholders  in 
the  Western,  or  that  if  the  agreement  for  amalsamstion  did 
not  propria  vigore  bind  tiie  shareholders  in  the  Metropolitan, 
jet  that,  as  gainst  the  assets  of  Mr.  Driver,  it  became  bind- 
ing by  something  done  by  his  executors  within  the  scope  of 
their  power,  as  executors  of  the  will. 

Now,  was  the  agreement  binding  upon  the  aaseta  of  Mr. 
Driver,  as  an  agreement  forcing  shares  in  the  Western  upon 
his  assets  ?  In  my  opinion  it  was  not.  I  do  not  desire  to 
say  a  word  imputing  any  invalidity  to  the  agreement  for 
amalgamation,  or  suggeatiug  that  it  was  beyond  the  powers 
of  the  two  companies.  But  what  I  find  is,  that  the  power 
mainly  relied  on  as  authorising  amalgamation,  is  the  power 
given  to  certain  extraordinary  general  meetings,  by  clanse 
68  of  the  deed  of  the  Metropolitan.  It  contains  a  very 
ample  power  of  dealing  with  the  rules  and  regulations  and 
conrtitntioD  of  the  Metropolitan,  bnt  all  is  subject  to  the 
proviso  in  this  clause.  I  read  that  as  laying  down  the  caf 
dinal  rule  of  the  constitution  of  the  society,  and  the  cardinal 
point  to  be  attended  to  in  any  acting  on  the  powers  given 
by  this  clause,  to  be  that  nothing  must  be  done  to  alter  the 
position  of  a  shareholder  in  the  Metropolitan,' as  a  person 
who  is  bound  in  liability  only  to  the  extent  of  his  interest 
in  the  capital  of  that  company.  Now,  if  in  an  agreement  for 
amalgamation  under  this  clause  there  should  be  found  to  be 
contiined  a  provision  making  a  shareholder  a  partner  in 
another  company,  and  imposing  upon  him  liabilities  with 
refei'ence  to  the  capital  of  that  other  company,  it  appears  to  me 
that  thatprovision  in  theaereement  for  amalgamation  would  be 
invalid  against  any  shareholder,  who  either  was  iu  his  grave 
and  could  not  assent,  or,  being  alive,  did  not  actively  assent  to 
the  amalgamation.  I  think,  on  reading  the  terms  of  amal- 
gamation in  this  case,  it  may  be  doubtful  whether  there  was 
an  actual  and  absolute  obUgation  professed  to  be  imposed 
on  the  shareholders  in  the  Metropolitan,  to  become  snare- 
holdors  in  the  Western.  I  say,  I  think  it  may  be  doubtful. 
I  do  not  desire  to  decide  it.  I  think  the  deed  may  fairly  be 
read  as  saying  that  the  Western  were  to  become  the  pur- 
chasers of  the  business  and  assets  of  the  Metropolitan,  and 
in  place  of  giving  in  return  a  certain  number  of  thousands 
of  pounds  of  money  they  were  to  give,  as  the  price  of  the 
purchase,  17,000  sliares  in  the  Western,  with  £1  paid  up  on 
each  share.  If  it  stopped  there,  of  course  it  would  be  op- 
tional with  any  particular  shareholder  to  take  his  share  of 
the  price,  or  to  leave  it.  It  might  be  that  the  powers  of 
amalgamation  would  be  such  uat  in  other  respects  the 
agi«ement  would  stand,  leaving  only  to  each  shareholder  an 
option  to  take  or  refuse  his  iJiquot  portion  of  the  price  of 
the  amalgamation. 

It  is  possible  that  the  construction  of  the  11th,  12th,  and 
13th  clauses,  taken  together,  may  have  been  that  it  was  op- 
tional to  the  shareholders  of  the  old  company  to  take  or 
refuse.  But  if  that  be  not  the  proper  construction,  and  if 
the  proper  construction  be  that  it  is  obligatory  on  each 
shareholder  to  take  the  shares,  then  I  am  of  opinion  that 
that  is  a  stipulation  which  could  not  be  enforced  against 
the  old  shareholders,  unless  they  came  in,  and  actively 
assented  to  take  them.  Therefore  the  result  will  be,  that 
as  against  the  assets  of  Mr.  Driver,  who  was  then  dead, 
the  SKreement  will  not  propria  vigore  he  binding,  so  as  to 
make  ttim  liable  upon  the  footing  of  his  being  a  shareholder 
in  the  Western. 

Then  what  has  been  dene  by  his  executors  P  I  have 
looked  at  the  will,  and  it  appears  to  me  that  the  executors 
have  not  power  in  their  representative  capacity  to  bind  his 
assets  by  taking  shares  in  the  Western.  If  uiey  had  had 
that  power,  it  would,  of  course,  have  been  a  question 
whetner  what  they  had  done  had  been  a  sufficient  accept- 
ance by  them  of  the  shares  in  the  Western.  I  find  one  has 
executed  the  deed.  Even  that  would  not  bind  the  others, 
or  bind  the  assets;  and  although  there  is  that  act,  equivocal 
until  it  is  explained,  of  one  executor  appearing  to  act  for 
all  the  others,  and  accepting  dividends  in  respect  of  these 
sLares  on  the  receipts  spedled,  still,  even  if  that  had  been 
done  advisedly,  it  would  not  have  bound  the  assets.  The 
result  is  that  I  think  the  executors  an  not  to  be  pnt  on  the 
list.  The  money  received  by  them  mast  be  restored.  Thqr 
have  acted  in  such  a  way  as  not  to  entitle  them  to  costs. 

Solicitors,  W.  T.  Manning;  TAomat  f  H»llam»;  .V.  If. 
Driftr. 


COTJET  OF  EXCHEQUER. 

(Before  Ksllt,  C.B.,  and  a  Spicui.  Jvkt^ 

June  24  and  26.— Brttm  v.  WiUAuoH. 

Atutiohttn'  eoMMWMMi — Spidti  ct»tml. 

The  plaintiA  war«  devisees  of  piopwty  in  the  Ut  ol 
Thanet. 

"Hie  defendants  were  Mean.  M^Uanson  k  Hom^  of  tte 
City  of  London,  Anetiooaers.  The  action  was  btoo^  to 
reoover  the  amount  of  deposit  received  by  the  datediiiti 
npon  a  sale  by  aoctioa  of  an  estate,  and  the  defeodinb 
olaimed  a  set-off  for  commission  upon  a  mle  by  prifiti  ccb- 
tract  of  aaotlier  estate. 

Messrs.  Norton  &  Son,  of  West  Hailing,  Kant,  nliatn, 
for  the  owners  of  the  estates,  who  were  plaintifEi  is  fia 
action,  arranged  with  Messrs.  Wilkinson  &  Home,  Us- 
danta  in  this  aotion,  to  offer  the  estates  by  action  ipcalie 
following  tarms: — 

"  If  smd  at  auction,  or  within  two  monilis  afismrii, 
one  quarter  per  cent,  on  ponhase-money  ;  if  oot  mU 
within  that  tiioe  a  fee  of  twenty-fiv«  goinsaa."  At  the  n- 
quest  of  Mean.  Norton  a  copy  of  the  paitjealait  sad  o» 
ditions  of  sale  was  sent  by  Messrs.  Wilkinson  &  Honete 
the  Bursar  of  St.  John's  Ciollege,  Cambridge,  who  vat 
owners  of  adjoining  property  and  were  oonsidetellikdf^ 
beoomo  purehasers. 

The  anetion  was  bald  on  4th  of  Jnne,  1869,  at  the  Mat, 
in  the  City  of  London,  and  the  property  was  boogkt  ie. 
After  the  two  months  had  expited — viz.,  in  Septeabit  fol- 
lowing— the  Bursar  of  the  College  wrote  to  Xoni 
Wilkmson  &  Home  offering  a  price  for  the  property,  ta 
offer  was  transmitted  to  Messrs.  Norton  &  Son,  and  ifia 
some  correspondence  the  negotiation  went  off^  as  the  eoDep 
would  not  give  the  price  demanded.  It  was  afterw«i4t  » 
covered  that  tiie  lease  on  which  the  property  wat  oceo^ 
was  invalid,  and  thns  the  probable  selling  nine  becuu  m- 
creased.  No  further  communication  passed  between  Mobs. 
Wilkinson  &  Hume  and  the  College,  bat  at  the  initanoe  of 
the  tenant  of  the  property,  who  was  anxious  to  indnoe  tb 
College  to  pnrchaae,  Mr.  Meame,  a  local  snrveyot,  «hobi! 
been  employed  by  file  owners  in  the  management  of  '^ 
property,  entered  into  oommnnicatioa  with  Meaan.  Norton 
and  the  College  which  resulted  in  a  sale  to  tbeCoUcgta 
October,  1860,  mora  than  a  year  after  Me«rs.  \nUmm » 
Home  bad  doaed  their  onsoooessfol  treatv  with  the  Odcp 
The  owners  paid  Mr.  Neame  his  charge  for  negotiatiajfr 
sale. 

When  Messrs.  Wilkinson  ft  Home  learned  that  s  *!« 
had  been  effected,  they  claimed  a  commission  of  one  qicta 
per  cent,  on  the  purchsse-money  as  on  a  sale  cA^ 
"  through  their  introduction,"  and  having  depoata is ft^ 
bands  received  on  the  rale  of  other  property  of  tin  <u!>t 
owners,  they  deducted  the  amount  of  theu  claim  tbatfrac 
and  paid  over  the  balance.  This  action  was  brooght  to  re- 
cover the  amonnt  thus  deducted.  Besides  sending  putini' 
lars  of  the  intended  auction  to  the  Bursar  of  the  CoOeet, 
Mr.  Home  wrote  a  letter  to  his  brother  who  was  a  F«M 
of  the  College,  requesting  him  to  bring  the  estate  nuiaw 
notice  of  the  College.  But  with  regard  to  this  the  Bmor, 
who  was  called  as  a  witness,  stated  his  opinion  that  a  «^' 
munication  to  a  Fellow  of  the  College  was  not  a  eannnU' 
cation  to  the  CoU^e. 

Denman,  Q.C.,  and  Sajfman,  for  the  plaintiffs. 

SrowH,  Q.C.,  and  W.  O.  SarriioH,  for  the  defeotos, 
proposed  to  cidl  several  well-known  auetioneen  of  ^^^ 
to  prove  a  custom  of  the  business  under  wfai(^  the  do!c- 
dants  would  be  entitled  to  oommission  as  npon  a  aale  b>^ 
throngh  their  introduction,  and  they  conteodtd  *•** 
estate  had  never  been  taken  out  of  tiie  de&ndsnU'  li>^ 
They  dted  Cfnen  v.  BartleU  (U  W.  E.  «M, «  L.  J.  C  F. 
281.) 

KzLLT,  C.B.,  however,  said  that  the  special  contrsrt  » 
this  case  excluded  the  custom,  and  he  reftiaed  to  KeB<^ 
the  evidence.  The  "  introduction "  was  the  au£*t  ^ 
particolara  of  the  auction  to  the  College  in  the  ^"""'^1 
preparation  for  the  auction,  and  we  deftDdaati  v> 
stipulated  for  their  remnneration  for  ao  doing  bo^"?f 
event  of  sale  and  non-sale,  within  a  fixed  time-  ^j*^ 
two  months  had  elapsed  without  a  sale,  the  "("""^Z 
at  an  end.  But  as  regarded  the  oorrespondMW*^ 
defendants  with  the  College  and  Messrs.  Nortec  ww*'|^ 
place  afterwards,  the  jnry  might  allow  the  defaadj*"*' 
amonnt  they  thought  proper  npon  a  fuaittttm  <■•'*   . ;. 

Thejoiy  found  for  the  iduntifb  for  tba  aasSK  «» 
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ite  dafendtntB  lud  dedooted  for  oonnninon,  and  thej 
jUowtd  to  the  daAadanti  tbereoat  the  Miin  of  £i  Ss.  for  the 
comipcndeiMe. 

Aitansyi  br  the  plaintiff,  Ufaekeiou,  Taghr,  ff  AnumUi, 
in  HwUn  i  Sm,  Weat  Hailing. 

Attorney  for  tiie  defendaots,  J.  .V.  Maton. 


COUNTY  COUKTS. 
NmnAiON. 
(Before  VLt.  Seijeant  Millbr.) 
%  th$  Marritd  Woman's  Property  Act,  1870 ;  a»d  re  a  depo. 
at  in  the  Po$t-ofiee  Savinge  Bank  in  tie  name  of  Slizaieth 
him.  He  wife  of  Jamee  Jonet. 
Sttiaof  epplieation  under  eeetion  9  oftheZifZi  Viet,  e. 
93,  if  a  hutband  ae  te  tnoney  deelarat  hy  eeetion  i  to  be  the 
wiftlt  teparate  proper^ — Perional  lerviee  «><  wife. 

On  the  26th  May  laat  Mr.  Bland  «n  behalf  of  Jame« 
Jones  moved  for  an  order  nnder  the  aV>re  mentioned  Aot, 
tint  the  mm  of  £U,  deposited  in  the  name  of  Elizabeth 
Jooa  (the  wife  of  Jamea  Jones],  in  the  hooka  of  the  Savings 
Bank  department  of  the  General  Post-office  and  interest,  be 
ptidttotheaud  James  Jones,  and  read  in  sapportanaffi- 
oiTit  by  the  applicant  stating  that  the  deposit  was  from 
money  he  had  saved  ont  of  ms  wages  as  a  miner,  and  no 
;utttiereof  was  from  the  wages  or  earnings  of  his  wife,  or 
money  seoqnired  by  her  through  the  exercise  of  any  skiU. 
The  wife  had  left  her  husband,  and  the  attempts  to  serve 
her  with  notice  of  the  applicatiou  had  been  iaeffectnal.  The 
JBilge  aiyoamed  the  application  for  notice  to  be  given  to 
the  wife  at  her  laat  known  address. 

Jane  23rd.— Mr.  Bland  now  renewed  the  application,  and 
proved  servioe  of  the  notice  on  the  wife  personally. 

SerjL  HiLt£B  said  it  appeared  clear  that  the  money 
Monged  to  the  husband,  and  he  made  the  order  for  the 
nme  to  be  pud  to  him,  such  order  to  be  drawn  np  by  the 
ngiitrar,  who  was  to  settle  the  Court  Cms  to  be  paid. 


eSlTEBAL  COBBESFOND£NC£. 

The  Lbgai.  Value  of  Htpotubtical  Evidenck. 
Sir,— Allow  me  to  ask  a  question,  the  proper  solution  of 
*kich  is,  I  believe,  a  matter  of  great  interest  to  the  legal 
I'Kfeasian,  and  of  great  importance  to  the  public  generally. 
A  cue  which  was  reported  in  the  daily  papers  abmit  a  week 
^  has  sogRBsted  to  me  the  idea  of  calling  attention  to 
toe  psrticalan,  through  the  medium  of  your  columns.  I 
bow  nothing  of  the  case  in  question,  excepting  from  the 
oformstioo  afforded  through  the  press.  It  seems  that  a 
naa  and  his  wife  were  taken  before  a  magistrate,  and 
wged  with  canyiBg  on  an  illegal  trade  as  medical 
»™ust>;  mwe  especially  the  offence  stated  was,  that  they 
*naibed  in  a  case  described  to  them.  Now  as  there  was 
K>  nch  person  as  the  young  woman  said  to  be  the  patient, 
nt  tbe  whole  affair  was  got  up  by  the  police,  proraptwl,  of 
onrK,  by  some  one  in  the  back-ground,  it  occurs  to 
M  to  enquire  whether  it  can  be  considered  legal  to  pro- 
Kate  penona  under  such  ciranmstanoes  as  these  P  The 
nole  affair  is  fiction,  and  what  is  the  value  pf  evidence 
jyned  by  misrepresentation  t  It  is  absurd  to-say  that 
M«  is  proof  that  the  accused  would  have  acted  unlaw- 
%  if  the  case  had  been  a  real  one.  That  explanation 
fcncy  will  go  a  very  little  way  to  justify  the  means 
wpted  to  obtain  the  evidence.  It  seems  to  me  that  the 
Mecntors  have  no  legal  ground  to  stand  upon,  and  that 
"•y  have,  moreover,  rendered  themselves  uable  to  the 
■shy  which  may  attach  to  false  accnsations. 
Jane  28.  JugnriA. 


The  AitttraUan  Juriet  says  that  the  Legisktore  of  Victoria 
M  need  of  an  official  Parliamentary  draftsman:— "He  should 
ic^afcle,"  gays  the  Auttralian  Jurist,  "  of  seizing  upon  the 
iMof  wa  amateur  legialatois ;  of  pntting  them  into  shape ; 
■wdiiiiig  them  in  bulk ;  and  of  so  arranging  them,  that 
•y  may  be  put  with  security  into  every  man's  hand.  The 
li  patcmd,  and  leaky  bottles,  which  are  being  cast  aside 
ijo  laager  wrrioeable  in  England,  will  not  serve  to  con- 

■  oa»  iMw  wine.  There  are  men  here,  fully  equal 
fte  tak,  thougb  it  mnst  be  admitted  that  capable  drafts- 

■  are  nn  aiaaagst  ua." 


PARLIAMENT  AKD  LEOISLAriOM. 

HOUSE  OP  LORDS. 
June  24.— The  Landlord  and  Tenant  {Ireland)  Act  (1870) 
Amendment  Bill  was  read  a  third  time  and  passed. 

June  29. — Union  of  Benejiee*  Act  Amendment. — A  bill  by 
the  Bishop  of  VTinchester  was  read  a  first  time. 

Judieiai  Committee  of  Privy  Council  Bill. — The  Lord 
Chancellor  moved  the  second  roadine. — The  proposal  of  the 
bill  was  that  her  Majesty  should  nave  power  to  appoint 
four  additional  members.  Two  of  these  would  be  taken 
from  acting  or  retired  judges  of  tbe  Superior  Courts  ot 
Westminster,  including  the  Probate  and  Divorce  Courts. 
If  acting  judges,  they  would  receive  the  same  salary  and 
appointments  as  at  present,  and  if  retired  judges,  they 
would  be  paid  £1,500  a  year  in  addition  to  their  pension, 
which  would  make  their  emoluments  £5,000  a  year,  the 
sum  enjoyed  by  acting  judges.  The  other  two  would  be 
taken  nom  the  Superior  Court  of  Calcutta,  and  the  inten- 
tion was  tint  they  should  have  acted  as  Chief  Justice  in 
that  Court.  They  also  would  receive  £1,600  perannum  in 
addition  to  their  pension,  and  those  payments  would  con- 
tiane  only  as  long  as  they  attended  regularly,  so  that  tiiey 
might,  whenever  they  chose,  fall  back  into  the  position  of 
ormnary  members  of  tbe  committee.  It  was  hoped  that  by 
the  appointment  of  these  four  members,  a  quorum  could 
always  be  secured  for  Indian  appeals.     It  would  be  a 

auestion    for    consideration    in    committee    whether,    as 
ie   press   of    Indian    appeals   had   only   arisen  during 
the  last  three  years,  the  power  of  appointment  should 
be    continued   after    the   nomination    of  the    first   four. 
Objection  had  been  taken  to  tbe  provision  that  the  Presi- 
dent of  tbe  Council  should  appoint  continuous  times  of 
sitting  between  November  and  August,  as  in  the  other  courts, 
and  should  make  rales  tm  the  atteudance  of  the  judges. 
This  was  thought  to  be  too  large  an<1  invidious  a  power,  out 
the  matter  coiud  easQy  be  aiianged  in  committee,  and  it 
was  hoped  that,  as  the  attendance  of  at  least  three  out  of  the 
four  members  conld  be  relied  on,  n  quorum  would  be  secured 
for  the  continuoDS  hearing  of  appeals  ontil  the  ezistinK 
scandal  of  arrears  had  be«i  remedied. — Lord  Chelmsford 
strongly  objected  to  many  parts  of  the  scheme,  which,  though 
meant  to  be  temporary,  might  be  of  some  duration.     Whfle 
the  judges  taken  &om  Westminster-haU,  with  £8,600  pension 
and  £1,500  salary,  would  receive  £6,000  a.year,  the  jndges 
from  Bengal,  with  £2,000  pension  and  £1,600  salary,  wonid 
only  receive  £3,500.     As  to  tbe  former  he  did  not  think  any 
acting  judge  wonld  be  induced  to  transfer  himself  to  the 
Jndinu  Committee.    Retired  judges  would  probably  be  so 
advanced  in  years  and  infirm  as  not  to  be  likely  to  be  par- 
ticnlarly  usefnl.    So  niggardly  a  mode  of  deafiog  with  this 
question  ought  not  to  be  encouraged,  and  he  believed   the 
House  of  Commons  would  readily   consent  to  patting  all 
those  judges  in  a  position   of  becoming  permanence  and 
dignity.    They  ought  not  to  receive  less  uian  £6,000  a  year, 
and  instead  of  one  ex-Indian  judge  as  assessor  at  £400  a 
year  there  should  be  two  at  £1,000  a  year.    As  to  the  con- 
tinued attendance  of  unpaid  members,  it  was  not  likely  that 
those   would  continue  to  attend  when  there   were  judges 
bound  to  attend  and  paid  for  doing  so. — Lord  Westbnry 
wonld  have  preferred  higher  pay  and  more  judges,  but  was 
content  to  accept  the  Bill  as  supplying  an  immediate  want 
rather  than  to  wait  for  the  fnlCUment  of  more  magnificent 
expectations.    The  great  pressure  of  Indian  appeals  wonld 
be  thus  remedied.    He  apprehended  no  difficulty  in  finding 
two  Westminster  Hall  judges  willing  to  accept  the  office. 
He  feared  that  tbe  press  of  Indian  appals  would  turn  out  to 
be   permanent.    There    wonld  be  an    opportunity  twelve 
months   hence   of   showing   what   had   been    done,    and 
provision    wonld    no    doubt    be    then     made    adequate 
to     the     exigency.      He    would    advise    the    President 
of     the    Cooncil    to    decline    the    proposed    power    of 
determining  the  members  of  whom  the  Judicial  Committee 
should  consist  ;  for,  in  case  of  ecclesiastical  suits,  he  would 
be  subjected  to  the  grossest  imputatinns.    He  hoped  therd 
would  be  no  delay  in  sending  the  bill  down  to  the  other 
House. — Lord  Romilly  believed  the  bill  would  be  beneficial 
in  its  results.    It  was  essential,  however,  te  the  proper  ad- 
ministration of  the  judicial  system  in  India  that  the  judicial 
power  should  be  considerably  increased  there.     He  agreed 
with  Lord  Westbnry  that  the  President  of  the  Council 
would  expose  himself  to  calumnious  imputations  if  he  on- 
dertook  ttte  adeotion  of  memben  of  the  Court,  and  he 
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woald  raggMt  that  •  rota  iboald  be  adopted  for  eccleeiai-  I 
tical  casea,  to  aa  to  pnt  the  operatioii  of  pertonal  motivei  I 
out  of  the  queation. — The  Lwd  CStaoceUor,  in  lepl^r,  ad*  ) 
mitted  that  iOBM  better  auobinery  for  appeUate  jonidio-  I 
tion  might  be  deriaed,  but  urged  that  the  eatabUahment  of 
an  ezpennTe  itaff  of  jodicial  fnnctionariea  waa  inexpedient 
until  there  had  been  some  experience,  such  aa  the  Indian 
appeals  would  furnish,  of  the  difficulty  to  be  enoonntered 
and  of  the  beet  mode  of  dealing  with  it.  He  anticipated 
no  difSeolty  in  finding  judges,  and,  tliough  grataitoof  ser- 
vicea  could  no  longer  be  permanently  relied  on,  he  hoped 
that  the  unpaid  members  of  the  Judicial  Committee  would 
continue  to  show  their  public  spirit  by  attending  as 
heretofore-  The  Martinis  of  Salisbury  asked  if  the  prin- 
'dple  of  «  rota,  which  had  been  suggested  by  Lord 
Weatbnry,  and  had  prored  adrantageona  in  other 
<qaarten,  was  likely  to  be  adopted  in  the  case  of  eoclaeiastical 
boainees.— The  Lord  Chancellor  said  that  in  theory  the 
President  summoned  the  members,  as  in  other  than  judicial 
matters,  but  he  was  practically  in  the  habit  of  informing  the 
Lord  Chancellor  of  iliose  whose  attendance  he  supposed 
poarible.  Here  was  no  selection,  all  likely  to  attend  being 
written  to.  In  the  last  eocleaiastioal  case  four  or  five  members 
were  written  to  by  his  own  special  desire,  as  he  thought  they 
might  attend,  bul  all  of  them  declined  except  one  Mie  and 
exoellent  judge,  who  actually  started,  but  was  obliged  by 
illness  to  return  home.  He  had  taken  care  that  in  all 
eoeleaiastioal  suits  a  sommonii  should  be  sent  to  every  mem- 
ber of  the  committee. — The  bill  was  read  a  second  tiine. 

The  Zife  A»mrance  Colnpanut  Act  Amendment  Sill  waa 
reported. 

The  Metropolitan  Building  Act  (1866)  Amendnunt  Bill 
jpasMd  through  committee. 

n*  Treaty  of  Washington. — ^Lord  Orwunore  moved  :— 
"  That  an  humble  addreas  be  presented  to  her  Majeaty, 
oonveying  the  deep  regret  felt  by  this  Houae  at  her 
M^eaty's  having  bean  adviaed  to  sign  a  Treaty  with  the 
Umted  States  whioh  ia  nnbeooming  the  honour  and  dignity 
«f  thia  oonnlry."  He  moved  this  resolution  beoanae,  on 
the  late  oooaaion  when  the  same  aubjeot  waa  before  the 
House,  the  resolution  was  ao  framed  that  it  oould  not  be 
Adopted. — After  aome  debate,  in  the  courae  of  whioh  Lord 
Houghton,  aa  a  member  of  the  Neutrality  Commission,  ez- 
preased  hie  satisEsotion  with  the  Treaty,  and  stated  his 
belief  that  nothing  was  to  be  apprehended  from  adding  to 
the  responsibilities  of  neutrals,  the  motion  waa  negatived 
without  a  division. 


HOUSE  OF  COMMOUS. 
June  H.— Sunday  Trading.  The  Lord't  J)ay  Act.— la 
answer  to  Mr.  M.  Henry,  Mr.  Bruce  said  the  Act  of  Charles 
IL  dealt  with  two  classes  of  cases.  One  of  them,  which  had 
Iraoome  of  special  public  interest  lately,  wag  the  question  of 
trade,  and  the  other  was  the  question  of  labour.  That  Act 
was  undoubtedly  in  many  respects  inapplicable  to  the  pre- 
-sent  time._  It  was  simply  impossible  to  enforce  it,  ana  it 
remained  in  the  Statute-book  simply  in  consequence  of  the 
good  sense  with  which,  on  the  whole,  it  hod  been  applied. 
There  was,  he  believed,  a  general  desire  that  the  Lord's  Day 
should  be  decently  observ^  throughout  the  country,  and  he 
did  not  know  that  Parliament  or  uie  country  was  prepared 
to  dispense  altogether  with  legislation  on  this  subject.  The 
offences  in  question  were  not  so  much  offences  against  indi- 
viduals as  they  were  offences  against  decency  and  good 
Older,  and  therefore  he  thought  that  some  authority  should 
f>e  interposed  between  a  common  informer  and  a  person  who 
infringed  the  Act.  Whether  the  Attomey-Oeneral  was  the 
proper  person  to  interpose  in  these  cases  of  summary  juris- 
diction he  greatly  doubted.  He  would  not  resort  to  the  in- 
terposition of  the  Attomey-Oeneral  until  he  was  satisfied 
that  there  was  no  other  plan  of  dealing  with  these  oases. 
He  had  under  consideration  another  course,  whioh  he 
thought  would  meet  with  the  general  acceptance  of  the 
House,  and  he  need  hardly  say  that  at  the  present  period  of 
the  session  no  measure  was  likely  to  pass  that  had  not  the 
general  consent  of  the  Houae.  Be  hoped  to  be  able  in  the 
couMe  of  a  few  da^s  to  satisfy  himself  whether  the  course 
whioh  he  was  considering  might  be  adopted. 

Jane  26. — I'he  Parliamentary  and  Municipal  Eleetioiu 
{jBallot)  Bill.  —  Adjourned  debate  on  the  orider  for  com- 
mittee.— Hr.  Henry  James,  admitting  that  the  adoption  of 
the  Ballot  would  b«  a  deep  humiliation,  had  been  foroed  to 
the  conviction  that  it  was  impossible  to  dispense  with  the 


enactments  propoaed  by  tha  BiU.    ThsBs]lat*oiUdatag; 
bribery,  but  if  that  waa  the  only  evil  hs  would  leire  ittoW 
dealt  with  by  public  opinion  ;  no  eleetioD  sinas  theseeoite 
of  the  home  oiHano  ver  had  been  so  free  from  Wbor  u  ibK 
of  1868,  there  were  now  increased  facilities  foe  mmam, 
and  public  (pinion,  which  ever  followed  the  Uw,  vgsUb 
the  end  destroy  bribery.    The  second  evil,  tzestiiig,  wnbtt 
dQnted  bribery,  and  would,  it  might  b«  hoped,  jm  inf 
with  bribarv  as  soon  as  it  had  been  defined  by  timtjiliail 
decision,    fhe  third,  a  far  more  serious  evil,  wu  ineteuin; 
ratiier  than  diminishing,  and  it  was  on  account  of  tttii  tbt 
he  desired  to  see  the  bill  pass.    Undue  infiosnce  Hi  at 
come  within  the  definition  of  the  law ;   it  did  not  beoai 
pnbUo,  and  ooold  not   be  punished.    Undue  inlnesa  w 
never  committed  by  an  agent,  and  it  was  necesssiy  to  prt 
that  it  had  been  ao  oommitted  before  a  member  petitRoed 
against  oould  be  unseated.     A  customer  in  pasnng  tin  ibop 
of  his  former  tradesman  committed  no  crime ;  aor  didtlv 
employer  of  labour  commit  any  crime  in  aeoompssgrug  i 
candidate  during  hi*  eanvass.     If  men  knew  that  tkenni 
a  time  coming  when  they  might  be  iliniiiissnil  fcoa  ikt 
employment,  there  was  an  inflneaoe  over  then,  whiek  ni, 
like  certain  pdsans,  all  the  more  deadly  beeanse  it  eogU  mt 
be  traced.    There  was  influence  exerciaed  by  oa*  iiJiTidiil 
alona  over  aaoQier  which  it  was  impossiUs  to  bring  «itliii 
any  statutable  enactment,  bocausa  it  was  imposBbUtfibtt 
define,  detect,  and  prove,  and  therefore  impoMilds  to  ptnii 
it     What  hope  could  be  eatartained  that  nndoa  iolaane 
was  likely  to  come  to  an  end  from  natoraleaoses  ?  Tte  W- 
mission  that  bribery  waa  diminiahing  moat  be  secepted  rH 
this  reservation,  that  as  bribery  diminished  ondoi  iaiina 
increased.    The  man  who  had  reeeived  nonsy  mi  on  flu! 
acooant  the  leas  concerned  about   dismisssf,  but,  m  tl« 
absence  of  a  briber  he  was  the  easier  prey  to  rsnote  mit 
ence.    It  waa  admitted  by  the  opponents  of  the  Billet  ttac 
the  influence  of  wealtii  ought  not  to  be  ezeitsd,  bit  iIkt 
said  the  Ballot  would  deprive  inteUigeaee  and  pdncatmU 
their  influence.    That  influence  was  to  prodnca  coancwi 
and  right  political  judgment,  but  it  was  now  deiettcd  if 
corruption ;   whereas,  if  we  had  the  Ballic,  no  ialtam 
oould  oome  between  the  voter's  oonviotioa  and  hil  «<it' 
that  the  Ballot  would  really  assist  those  who  wiibel  If 
attain  their  object  by  conscientions  oonrictions.  InltMlfe 
Disraeli  had  opposed  the  Ballot  beeanse  it  would destntfkl 
influence  of  property.    It  bad  been  said  that  if  tsnitimli^ 
enoo  was,  by  means  of  the  Ballot,  roawved  in  Irelaad,  aaf 
of  the  future  Irish  membeis  would  be  Natienaliito.  M 
however  that  might  be,  it  was  right  that  ths  Irish  ■■>* 
should  be  the  real  representatives  of  the  Irish  pt^  K 
to  semtinv,  he  contended  that  under  the  most  seentqa 
tem  of  Ballot  a  scrutiny  could  be  had,  provided  a  nlr  <«l 
to  be  struck  off  the  number  given  in  fovonr  of  the  euaitt 
for  every  voter  proved   to  nave  beam  bribed  by  bia.  I> 
must  not  be  forgotten  that  a  somtinT  was  aBOitsrpeoa" 
proceeding,  and  enabled  awealthy  candidate  to  oppnatpia* 
one ;  but  it  was  also  of  rareooourrenoeonly  about  tensiealiei 
having  obtained  their  seats  during  the  last  fourteen  run  ^ 
having  recourse  to  such  a  proceeding.     The  plan  of  ^^ 
a  vote  from  the  number  given  in  favour  of  a  cul)M> 
for  every  voter  he  was  proved  to  have  bribed,  wu  tin « 
that  the  Oovemment  had  adopted  in  oiause  22  of  ttiiirM 
from  the  amendment  paper  of  last  year.    As  sn  illartnf" 
of  the  working  of  somtiniea  under  the  existing  •t'*  " 
referred  to  the  last  election  forTaontoa.    IhttatciMl 
petition  for  a  tcrntiny  was  presented,  and  proof  of  kM 
having  been  given,  the  votes  of  those  who  had  btes  wM 
were  struck  off ;  and  ha  (Ur.  James)  waa  snbstitatedUM 
member   petitioned  against      Exactly    the  isae  gi'^ 
would  be  applied  under  the  Ballot  system.    With  "f^ 
the  objection  that  there  oould  not  be  a  aorutiay  st  w  "* 
votes  that  had  been  recorded  by  penons  who  had  nctti)* 
cient  qualification,  he  had  proposed  the  simpls  res»|?w 
making  the  register  conclusive  for  twelve  montta   u'^J 
the  present  system  a  man  might  have  to  wait  twe7*^f! 
five  months  before  he  acquired  a  vote,  and  if  hsistaHiH 
rote  for  a  fow  months  after  ceasing  to  be  an  «s«H** 
wrong  would  be  done,  tot  he  could  not  at  that  timMV^ 
the  right  to  vote  elsewhere.     An  ohjectian  of  ff**^*!! 
was  that  greater  inducements  would  be  offarstk; 
tion,  but  ne  contended  that  bribery  and 
always    found   together,   and  if    panonatiaa     ._ 
felony,  and  a  man  mijght   be  aimted  bv  ^jK? 
without  a  warranty    the    knowledM    of    thst  **■* 
as  a  deterrent,  and    for    a   small    soi 
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n  the  riik  of  detection  and  heavy  puolthmaat. — 
T.Btfdrgave  •  iketoh  of  the  Parluiinentiuy  hietoiv  of 
«  Ballot  propoaaL  As  no  new  argament*  had  Men 
taeti,  what,  he  aaked,  had  brought  aboat  thepreanit 
igdir  futf  oohaaion  in  faroar  of  the  Ballot.  Way  waa 
t  nation  to  nndergo  this  great  and  hnmiUAting  change  f 
r.  Jamaa  had  not  apoken  of  one  point  mnch  put  for«nucd 
othen— fis.,  that  the  Ballot  woold  aeoure  peaee  and 
lor  it  aleetiona.  Doabtleae  mnoh  miofat  be  done  to  aecnre 
eater  paaoe  and  order  on  the  day  of  election.  The  publi- 
jon  of  tiie  atate  of  the  poU  was  oalcnlated  to  create  dis- 
br,  and  it  waa  deeirahle  it  ahoold  not  be  pnbliahad.  He 
■U  further  advocate  a  meana  by  wbieh  they  would  aaeer- 
1  mors  Aillr  the  opiniona  of  the  whole  obnalitaencv  of  the 
intry  than  by  any  other  that  you  could  iadopt,  and  which 
old  alao  be  juat  as  effectual  in  promoting  peace  and  order 
umAy,  the  ayatem  of  voting  paper*.  It  might  be  aaid 
it  pnanm  oOold  be  need  under  that  ayatem,  but  that  waa 
joeatian  of  time  and  opportnni^,  and  If  the  voting  paper* 
r«  maei  a*  tbay  onght  to  be,  objection*  would  be  obviated 
1  ptaoe  nd  order  preaerved.  G^ng  rid  of  nominations, 
n^  a  dottbtinl  Matter,  would  at  leaat  conduce  in  aome 
iiee  to  peace  and  order.  But  Mr.  James  proposed  the 
ilot  for  the  repreasioB  of  certain  kinds  of  undue  influanos. 
',  Haidy  then  argued  at  conaidaiable  length  that  the 
Ddpla  of  aeoret  voting  was  degrading,  and  would  degrade 
I  dectora  He  dharaoterised  Ote  propoaal  as  a  proposal  to 
stitiite  a  legislative  evil  for  a  ain  by  an  individual  against 
h*.  Thim,  too,  the  voting  would  atill  leak  ouC  and 
*e  who  had  it  in  their  power  to  uae  undue  influence  woold 
I  OM  it;  in  Ireland  eapedally.  The  Ballot  had  not 
M  well  in  Amertea  or  the  colonies,  and  it  woold  fiusUi- 
I  penooation.  This  measure  wonld  not,  if  passed,  confer 
ulnatage  upon  the  publio  generally,  but  would  aimply 
i>  a  cloak  to  the  mean,  the  cowardly,  and  the  dishonest 
■g  the  elactoral  body,  becanae  unlesa  a  man  is  consistent 
lii  I;ing  the  Ballot  can  be  of  no  use  to  him. — The  Mar- 
I  of  Hurtington  could  not  see  that  the  Ballot  would  create 
Mtur  meanneaa  or  diahonesty,  because  men  would  leave 
idaag  qqestiona  to  which  they  know  they  can  get  no 
lia  answer.  With  the  Ballot  in  operation  there  is  no 
{V  aaoh  a  thing  as  inquiring  how  a  voter  baa  voted ; 
a  ig  no  longer  snoh  a  thing,  even,  aa  aaanming  that  he 
vMad  in  a  partioolar  aense.  The  idea  of  exacting  a; vote 
Wiahinga  voter  in  any  wav  for  exercising  the  franchise 
centei*  into  the  head  of  any  man.  And  the  consequence 
at  ultimately  voting  baoomea  almost  as  open  under  the 
itiyttem  as  it  was  before.  He  did  not  concede  that  the 
ot  would  be  an  evil,  but  he  admitted  that  though  we 
lU  gain  a  great  deal  more  than  we  should  loss  by  its 
ition,  atill  there  were  certain  advantages  which  we  should 
I  to  relinquish.  .  For  instance,  there  woidd  be  so  much 
atainty  as  to  a  candidate  or  an  agent  obtaining  any  oon- 
lation  for  the  money  paid  that  'few  men  would  be 
d  to  risk  their  money  for  so  doubtful  a  reault.  This 
id  be  a  very  great  gain.  On  the  other  hand,  there  was 
mlj  thing  that  we  should  lose — the  facilities  given  b^ 
paUication  of  the  votes  to  a  petitioner  for  pnttiDK  his 
i  span  cases  where  bribery  has  been  committed.  If  a  voter 
voted  in  a  manner  contrary  to  that  which  waa  expected  or 
aised,  no  doubt  this  may  put  the  petitioner  upon  the  scent. 
t  waa  not  the  way  in  which  bribery  was  usually  detected, 
■oaation  wonld  succumb  to  the  penalties  oii  it,"  and 
sorer  under  the  Ballot  you  weaken  the  induoementa  to 
"oate,  because,  although  the  bribe  may  be  given  and 
B  as  before,  the  candidate  or  the  agent  can  never  know 
1  certainty  that  the  vote  has  been  given  in  the  sense  that 
»>nd.  Nor  would  the  Ballot  encourage  bribery  and  per- 
■iion  l^  making  them  impossible  to  detect.  Ton  must  trace 
■Miey  from  the  agent  to  the  voter  ;  or,  in  a  case  of  per* 
■jion,  you  must  prove  that  a  certain  person,  A.B.,  voted 
od  repiesented  another  peraon,  CJD.  These  thing*  woald 
a  capable  of  proof  under  the  Ballot  as  ander  the  present 
taa ;  for  it  was  no  port  necessarily  of  the  offence  that 
briber  or  the  personator  ahould  have  voted  for  any 
liealar  candidate.  Then  aa  to  intimidation,  without 
tg  into  detaila,  for  all  the  ordinarv  and  coaraer  forms  of 
Bidrtion — anoh  aa  intimidation  of  tenants  by  landlords, 
ndesmsn  by  customsra,  or  of  workmen  by  Trades'  Unions 
w^  Ballot  would  be  a  complete  cure.  Ag^ainat  all  these 
JMhtsd  guna  it  was  aaid  that  we  ahould  lose  the  salutary 
ct ofpublic  opinion  upon  the  mind  of  the  voter.  But 
tt  did  that  mean  ?  TSo  doubt  perhaps  at  present  a  voter 
°  aad  wbeae  family  had  always  voted  in  tha  Mune  way 


would  not  like  to  vote  differently,  because  he  would  be  sup* 
peaed  to  have  turned  his  coat,  and  it  was  very  pcaaible  that 
under  the  Ballot,  inatead  of  continuing  to  vote  aa  he  and 
his  family  had  always  done  before,  the  voter  might  vote  for 
the  candidate  he  personally  perfarrsd;  that  would  not  be  a 
very  great  loss.  A  corrupt  voter  voted  now  for  some  corrupt 
motive,  and  under  the  Ballot  he  would  probably  continne 
to  do  tiie  same.  What  the  honest  voter  thought  was,  who 
wonld  best  represent  his  political  opiniona,  and  who  would 
make,  in  his  opinion,  the  best  member  for  the  county  or  the 
borough  As  to  Ireland— if  the  adoption  of  the  Ballot  should 
1^  to  the  return  of  sixty,  aevenfy,  or  eighty  Nationalists, 
then  he  oould  only  say,  although  he  might  deplore  it,  by  all 
means  let  them  come.  If  they  came  they  woold  find  how 
strong,  how  unalterable,  was  the  determination  of  the  people 
of  this  country  to  maintain  th  intefpity  of  the  Empire.  At 
the  same  time,  they  would  find,  if  fliair  minds  were  not 
wilfully  prejudiced,  that  the  people  of  this  country  were 
willing  to  do  Ireland  justice,  if  not  more  than  justice.  Not 
even  Natiolialists  would  permanently  resist  an  influence  of 
that  deaoription. — Ur.  Beresford  Hope  opposed  the  bill  atre- 
nuoualy.  He  believed  that  if  it  passed  we  should  be  laying 
up  for  ouraelves  another  Aet  like  the  Ecclesiastical  Titles 
Act,  to  be  hereafter  regarded  as  a  most  unfortunate 
piece  of  legislation.  It  would  do  no  good,  would  not  save 
weak  Vetera  from  intimidation  ;  in  Amerioa  the  Ballot  had 
worked  badly,  and  in  Australia  it  had  not  been  properly 
tested.— Mr.  H'Clure  aupported  the  bill  as  protectmg  elec- 
tors who  dared  not  vote  openly  according  to  their  oon* 
sciences. — Hr.  Lidiell  opposed  the  bill.  He  criticised  the 
experience  of  Australia  as  by  no  means  in  favour  of  the 
scheme.  He  did  not  aee  why  the  votes  should  be  shrouded 
in  secresy  :  a  public  duty  and  act  should  involve  poblio 
responsibility.  The  Committee  had  said  the  Ballot  wonld 
lead  to  the  adoption  of  hypocrisy  and  deception ;  it  would 
do  little  to  restrict  trcwkting ;  it  would  increase  bribery  by 
rendering  its  detection  more  diffiouU;  it  would  be  wholly 
inoperative  to  prevaiit  spiritual  intimidation,  and  it 
would  &cilitate  personation.  Ha  would  add  nothing 
more  to  the  bul  of  indictment — Ur.  Piatt,  as  a 
large  employer  of  labour,  said  the  intimidation  at 
elections  did  not  proceed  entirely  from  the  landowoers 
and  manufacturers,  hot  in  a  large  degree  from  the  turbulent 
and  riotous  minorit/  of  the  wonring  classes,  who  compelle'l 
the  amill  tradesmen  and  beeraellera  to  put  up  the  names  of 
certain  candidates  in  their  windows  in  order  to  avoid  being 
subjected  to  violence.  If  the  principle  of  the  Ballot  were 
adopted  intimidation  of  all  kinds  would  be  put  an  end  to, 
and  if  it  could  be  extended  to  strikes  the  men  would  be  the 
more  ready  to  submit  the  question  in  dispute  to  arbitration 
than  they  were  at  present.  By  open  voting  workmen  who 
might  happen  to  be  engaged  in  a  trade  dispute  weuld  be 
likely  to  be  overpowered  by  the  more  turbulent  of  their  own 
class,  and  to  aoppoit  opinions  to  which  they  were  oppoaad,but 
under  the  Ballot  tiie  hotter  class  of  operatives  would  rather 
ally  themaelves  with  their  employera. — Hr.  J.  Hardy  aaked 
hon.membersto  pause  before  they  confessed  to  the  world  that 
the  electors  of  their  country  could  not  be  trusted  to  vote 
openly. — Mr.  B.  Torrens  stated  the  result  of  his  Australian 
experience  to  be  that  the  Ballot  in  South  Auatraliahad  stopped 
rioting  at  elections,  bribery,  and  intimidation ;  be  argued 
that  there  was  a  clear  analogy  between  that  colony  and  the 
motiier  country.  But  if  the  Ballot  were  iutroduced,  it  must 
be  done  in  its  integrity,  and  be  strongly  urged  upon  the 
Qovemment  the  necessity  of  providing  that  the  voting  shall 
be  absolntely  secret,  bnt  at  the  same  time,  as  a  guard 
against  personation,  to  arrange  that  the  fact  of  a  person 
having  come  to  vote  should  be  made  as  public  as  possible. 
If  this  were  done,  and  the  crime  of  personation  were  amply 
punished,  there  wonld  be  no  doubt  the  result  wonld  be  a 
change  for  the  better.  This  bill  was  an  improvement  upon 
last  year's. — ^Dr.  Ball  argued  against  the  bill.  The  only 
new  pointa  in  connexion  with  the  subject  were,  in  the  first 
place,  the  additional  information  that  had  been  obtained 
from  the  experience  of  the  Australian  colonies,  and  in  the 
second,  the  question  of  how  &r  the  alteration  w'hich  had 
been  niade  in  political  arrangements  by  the  extension  of  the 
suffrage  had  operated  to  create  the  necessity  for  a  change  in 
the  conduct  to  be  pursued  by  Parliament  in  reference  to  this 
measure.  With  regard  to  the  first  of  these  questional  the 
evidence  proved  the  Ballot  to  have  worked  aucceaafully  in 
Australia,  bnt  the  experience  of  that  colony  was  not  suffi- 
cient to  necessitate  or  justify  a  change  in  the  policy  which 
had  been  pursued  at  home.    In  the  oolonies  the  Legislature 
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%ad  not  to  oonaider  aii4  decide  upon  qaaatioiii  of  iotense 
«nd  vital  intemt  to  the  people,  and  the  rdationa  of  the 
differaot  clniwno  of  societjr  to  each  other  in  Aoitmlia  were 
widely  different  firom  thoae  of  the  different  classes  in  the 
TTnited  Kingdom.  In  Australia,  instead  of  thm«  being; 
ownen  and  ooeapiets,  CTery  man  nearly  was  an  owner  of 
landed  property,  and  instead  of  there  being  employers  and 
employ^  the  wffioolty  was  to  induce  persons  to  accept  em- 
ployment from  Athers.  It  seemed  to  be  nniTersally  admitted 
that  in  the  abstract  a  system  of  open  voting  was  preferable. 
<He  believed  that  the  introdaction  of  secret  vobng  in  the 
preeest  day  was  totally  onsoited  to  the  period  which  had  been 
■reached  in  the  history  of  this  country,  but  he  did  not  say  that 
in  every  oountry  and  under  every  circumstance,  secret  voting 
was  to  he  opposed.  The  Ballot  would  not  guard  against 
bribery  ;  it  would  only  change  its  character.  He  referred 
at  length  to  the  experience  of  Rome,  citing  Gibbon  and 
■Cicero.  Mr.  James  had  taken  his  stand  on  the  intimidation 
point ;  but  there  was  no  evidence  of  much  intimidation. 
There  was  a  certain  amount  of  bribery  and  always  would 
be.  He  contended  that  the  franchise  was  a  power,  and  he 
was  not  aware  of  any  power  of  any  created  intelligence 
■that  was  not  accompanied  with  the  duty  and  responsibility 
of  exercising  it.  That  was  a  matter  which  the  advocates  of 
the  Ballot  overlooked.  They  were  ocoupinii  only  in  remov- 
ing external  obstrustions  to  the  riglit  use  of  that  power. 
We  ought  to  maintain  every  assistance  which  could  be 
derived  from  the  influence  of  public  opiaion  upon  the 
exercise  of  public  duties,  instead  of  leaving  ourselvea  with- 
out any  protection  or  guide  in  the  face  of  an  advancing 
-democracy. — Mr.  Uitgnire  supported  the  bill.  He  re- 
minded Uie  House  that  the  Ballot  had  worked  well  in 
Belgium. — Debate  adjourned. 
The  BeguatratUm  BiU^aaa«i  through  committee. 
The  Sale  of  Lijuor  on  Siaidag  BiU  was,  on  the  order  for 
committee,  thrown  out,  by  69  to'&l. 

Private  Bill  Legitlation. — Mr.  P!m  moved  for  a  select 
committee  '*  to  inquire  into  the  opernticn  of  the  present 
system  of  legislation  as  regards  local  and  personal  bills,  and 
to  censidor  whether  means  may  not  be  devised  for  the  im- 
provement of  such  legislation."  The  present  arrangements 
inconvenienced  people  in  Ireland  more  than  those  in  Eng- 
land,  on  account  of  the  distance.  He  desired  to  have  a  local 
tribunal,  whose  decisions,  he  believed,  would  be  respected 
and  seldom  impugned  by  the  House,  even  though  it  might 
have  the  power  of  setting  them  aside. — Mr.  Dodaon  ad- 
mitted that  the  present  system  had  deficiencies.  A  private 
bill  committee  of  that  House  was  an  expensive,  a  slow,  and 
to  a  certain  extent,  owing  to  its  composition,  an  uncertain 
tribunal,  while  to  the  public  outside  it  often  had  the  appear- 
ance of  bemg  more  capricious  in  its  decisionti  than  it  was  in 
reality.  Indeed,  a  private  bill  committee  was  somewhat  in 
the  position  of  a  jury  without  a  judge  to  guide  them.  On 
the  other  hand,  these  tribunals  had  great  virtues  and  valu- 
able qualifications,  which  in  some  respects  rendered  them 
singularly  suitable  for  the  peculiar  kind  of  questions  they 
had  to  deal  with.  The  questions  they  had  to  decide  were  not 
strictly  legal  ones,  as  they  frequently  had  to  consider  ques- 
tions of  pclic)',  and  to  ascertain  the  balance  between  private 
.disadvantages  and  the  public  good.  Again,  such  committees 
were  notonly  strictly  impartial,  but  were  universally  admitted 
<to  be  so.  Tbey  were  in  great  measure  guided  by  the  public 
opinion  of  the  time  in  regard  to  the  questions  brought 
under  their  notice.  In  the  case  of  railways,  for  example, 
public  opinion  had  undergone  a  complete  change  daring  the 
last  twenty-five  or  thirty  years.  Now,  if  questions  relat- 
ing to  railways  had  been  tried  by  a  fixed  and  permanent 
legal  tribontu,  one  of  two  things  must  have  happened; 
either  it  would  have  adhered  to  settled  rules  and  prece- 
-dents,  which  would  have  become  opposed  to  the  wants  or 
feelings  of  the  people  in  less  than  ten  years,  or  else  it  would 
havo  been  characterised  as  a  capricious  tribunal.  He  felt 
disposed  to  remit,  as  far  as  possible,  the  trial  of  all  the 
smaller  kinds  of  cases,  which  did  not  much  depoid  on  public 
opinion,  to  a  tribunal  outside  the  House.  This  had  been 
done  to  a  certain  extent  by  the  further  extension  of  the 
system  of  provisional  orders.  Little  good,  he  thought, 
would  be  effected  by  the  appointment  of  a  select  oommit- 
tee  to  consider  generally  the  subject  of  private  bill  legisla- 
tion. In  the  last  eighteen  or  twenty  years  there  had  been 
no  fewer  than  sixteen  committees  of  the  House  which  had 
investigated  the  subject,  but  meet  of  the  changes  intro- 
duced daring  that  period  were  dae,  not  to  the  re- 
commendations of  those  committees,   but    to    some  par- 


ticular case  having  shown  the  neoesaty  U  i  ita^ 
Something  might  be  done  by  means  of  Stasdiog  Ottei  al 
and  an  Act  of  Parliament  to  meet  the  cau  of  InUil  Ta 
Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  bad  now  befoce  tfaiHMKiKI 
on  the  subject  of  local  government  in  that  aamtrr  vUd 
would  in  some  respects  meet  the  objections  argii:  ulvcrtk 
enable  the  m firing  of  provisional  orders  in  cues  when  it  to 
now  necessary  to  apply  to  Parliament.  Sofnstldi^  (stW 
might  be  doneto  enable  Irish  promoters  to  obtaiapttriKaJ 
or&rs  by  application  either  to  the  Lord  Lieataosot  it  Gain, 
or  to  the  CUef  Secretary  in  the  oeae  of  railway!  ad  ptc; 
water  works,  and  such  a  course  wai  not  adcnitel  vitl:: 
precedent  Bat,  in  order  to  do  that,  it  would  k  nqaa 
to  paas  a  short  Art,  and  not  merely  to  have  the  n|mt  >/<  i 
committee.  A  jt^nt  oommitt^  of  the  Lords  aod  Cms^:! 
had  been  appomted  in  the  present  Parliament  tt  aa^ 
this  subject,  and  they  had  reported  in  August,  ia6t,k.H 
their  report  had  never  yet  been  considered  by  tbe  Hxa.:: 
would  be  premature  at  present  to  appoint  snotkB  aa- 
mittee. — The  House  was  counted  out. 

The  RegUtratio;  of  Dtth,    WiOt,   fe.,  JTMrnv,  i>  - 
Order  for  oommittee— Kr.  G.  Gregory,  who  had  i*«fcBJ 
Vbe  Bill,  moved  that  the  order  be  diaoharged,  the  iktanf< 
General  having  on  the  second  reading  obtaiMd  {rasi  isi 
pledge  that  he    vrould   not  proceed  farther  witk  i:  id 
session,  on  the  understanding  Ihac  s  GoveniBeat  BMa 
on  that  and  the  other  sniqeot  shoald  be  intiadioed  »< 
next  seesion.  He  withdrew  his  Bill  with  axtrsoierciBtaM 
It  waa  not  satisfaotory  to  have  a  meosore  ol  Ha  taii 
layed  by  a  promise  that  it  should  be  dealt  wA  m 
session. — Mr.   Leeman  observed  that  if  the  GonnM 
had  brought  in  a  bill  this  seaeion  there  would  hate  benl 
chanoe  of  passing  it. — Mr.  Cubitt  regretted  Mr.  Gngvr!) 
oonaented  to  wi(Jhdr»w  hia  BilL     la  oooneetioa  witii  D 
office  there  were  three  iiDaoares.      The  Lord  Ckiri  J«< 
of  the  Queen's  Bench,  aotiag  in  aocordanoa  with  th«  ttdt 
of  the   House,  had  abstained  from  filling  op  s  nlid 
■ineoure  in  his  gift,  but  the  public  had  not  oUiiad) 
benefit.    The  fees  were  now  divided  between  tke(M 
dated  Fund  and   two  gentlemen    to  iriioni  this  via 
brought  an  income  amounting  to  £700  each.     He  h 
tbe  Government  would  give  a  pl«dga  that  wheotkii ) 
was  abolished  they  woold  not  make  any  cUioi  farM 
sation  to  those  gentlemen  on  aoooaat  of  this  wiadfeL 
order  was  discharged,  and  the  Bill  withdraws. 

The  Mailway  Companit*  Bill — Sir  H.  Selwia.Dk 
said  that  since  the  discussion  on  the  BilL 
railway  oompaoies,  influenoed  by  pablio  opinio^ 
adopted  two  importemt  improvements — namely,  tkil 
system  and  the  interlocking  of  signals  ud  f 
The  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade  had  also  foltlM 
pledge  which  he  had  given  in  the  coarse  of  the  diMi 
and  though  the  Bill  of  the  right  hon.  gontlemaa  didal 
quite  the  length  that  he  oould  wish,  still  it  woold  f* 
important  additional  seoority  to  the  public  is  ni 
travelling.  Under  the  oircumstanoes,  be  asked  M 
withdraw  the  BUI.— Mr.  Leeman  said  that  whilslle  < 
panics  considered  that  the  Government  Bill  woold  I4 
on  them  many  onerous  obligations,  they  were,  is  diM 
to  public  feeling,  oontent  with  the  measare,  sad.  tkaa 
no  opposition  would  be  offered  on  their  psit  tothsat 
reading,  nor  any  amendments  proposed  to  the  Bill  I 
stood.    The  Bill  wsa  then  withdrawn. 

The  Parish  CKurehet  BiU  was  withdrawn,  after  Mr. ' 
had  moved  tbe  second  reading. 

The  BHrialt  .Bi/t— Adjourned  oommittee.— So»»«"< 
ments  were  agreed  to,  providing  that  two  days  asMt 
each  dissenter's  interment  should  tie  given  to  tlK  irt 
bent,  stating  also  by  whom  the  servioe  was  ts  la( 
formed.  A  considerable  discussion  then  took  ptacs  l( 
the  terms  of  a  desoription  of  such  penoo,  and 
progress  was  reported. 

The  Stquettration  BUI  was  read  a  third  time  sad 

June  29.— The   Farlianenlary  amd  Jfumafl 
{Ballot)  Bill.— Tii9  adjourned  debate  on  the  order  i 
mittee  was  resumed. — -Mr.  Bentinck  disliked  na^ 
but  would  have  accepted  the  bill  had  it  not, 
for  a  scrutiny,  facilitated  personation  and  1 
undetectable. — Mr.  B.  Osborne  supported  the 
teotion  against  mob  tyrarmy. — Sir  JL  H.  Biach 
on  the  absence  of  the  powers  of  scnitidy.— SrC 
thought  this  an  imaginary  danger. — Sr  F.  Bt}flt 
secrecy  impossible. — Mr    Graves   said  the  tell  < 
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eded.— Sir  Stafford  Korthoote  said  the  Ballot  would  only 
u^  th«  forme  of  bribery  and  intimidation ;  I)at  if  tbe 
nue  ihoold  dedde  to  ro  into  committee,  he  prened  tbe  ne- 
nty  oft  aeratiay. — Ur.  Dianwli  renunded the  Hoom  that 
I  Long  Parliameot  had  ooademiMd  the  Ballot ;  he  argaed 
it  it  Via  not  called  for  by  any  exigency,  and  characterised 
la  oppoaed  to  the  political  conscience  of  the  coontry,  and 
ui  old-Auhioned  device,  which  being  behind  the  times 
lid  oaly  end  in  discomfiture.  He  also  insisted  on  the 
iget  from  personation. — Aiter  a  motion  for  adjournment 
Lord  C.  Htmilton.  proposed  as  a  protest  against  the 
unatare  closing  of  the  debate,  had  been  negatived  by  340 
218;  tbe  House  divided  on  the  main  question,  and,  by 
I  to  318,  decided  on  going  into  committee  on  the  bill. 


OBITUARY- 

MB.  C.  A.  HOGGINS,  Q.C. 
tir.  Christopher  Argyle  Hoggins,  Q.C.,  expired  on  the 
h  of  Jane,  after  a  short  illness,  at  the  age  cf  seventy- 
ht  years.  He  was  called  to  the  bar  at  the  MidcUe 
nple  on  the  1 2th  of  February,  1830,  and  practised  for 
ny  years  on  the  Northern  Circuit ;  be  became  a  Queen's 
laati  in  1850,  and  was  a  bencher  of  the  Middle  Temple. 


MR  J.  J.  SCOTT. 
Ir.  James  John  Scott,  barrister-at-law,  died  at  Brighton 
the  19th  June,  in  the  fifty-second  year  of  his  age.    Mr. 
tt  was  called  to  the  bar  at  the  Middle  Temple  on  the 
01  November,  1841. 


ME.  J.  W.  NICHOLSON. 
Mr.  John  Wilson  Nicholson,  solicitor,  of  Lime  street, 
City,  died  at  his  residence  in  South  Kensington  on  the  31st 
of  June,  at  the  atre  of  fifty-six  years.  Mr.  Nicholson  was 
certificated  in  IBS8,  and  carried  on  the  bosiness  of  a  Soo^roh 
agent.  He  was  a  Commissioner  to  administer  oaths  in 
Chancery  and  in  the  Common  Law  Courts ;  he  was  also  a 
member  of  the  Ineorporated  Law  Society. 


MR.  J.  S.  LEIGU. 
Ir.  John  Shaw  Leigh,  of  Luton  IIoo,  Bedfordshire 
merly  a  solicitor  of  Liverpool),  diad  at  his  London 
dence,  in  Piccadilly,  on  the  15th  of  June,  having 
rly  attained  his  eightieth  year.  He  was  the  eldest  son 
he  late  John  Leigh,  Eoq ,  a  Liverpool  solicitor  (who  died 
1823),  by  Elisabeth,  daughter  of  Richard  Gerard,  Esq. 
was  bom  in  1791,  and  received  his  early  edneation  at 
[by  School.  On  the  death  of  his  father  he  sncceeded  to 
professional  practice  at  Liverpool.  He  was  for  a  long 
I  in  partnership  with  Mr.  Gamge  Whitley,  and  for 
s  time  also  with  Mr.  W.  Eaton.  On  the  passing  of  the 
u'cipal  Reform  Act,  in  1836,  he  was  returned  by  the 
It  Derby  Ward  as  ils  representative  in  the  Town  Council 
LiverpooL  He  was  elected  Mayor  of  Liverpool 
1841,  and  in  1844,  up  to  which  time  he  retained 
seat  in  the  Council,  he  was  chosen  an  sJder- 
I  of  the  borough,  which  position  he  'occupied 
bia  retirement  from  public  life  at  liverpool  in  1848.  A 
t  time  previously  he  had  purchased  the  Luton  Hoo 
ts  in  Bedfordshire,  where  he  settled  soon  after  his  re- 
lent, and  was  appointed  a  magistrate  for  the  counties 
sits  and  Beds,  and  for  the  liberty  of  St.  Albaas.  In 
>  he  served  the  office  of  High  Sheriff  of  Bedforddiire. 
Iieigh  took  a  great  interest  in  t^  prosperity  of  the 
*paol  CoUeg^te  Institution,  where  he  founded  a 
wtship  which  bears  his  name.  He  also  contributed 
all^  to  the  funds  of  the  Blubooat  Hospital  and  other 
ic  institutions  at  Liverpool.  He  was  the  owner  of 
Me  landed  property  at  Liverpool.  He  married,  in 
,  Hannah,  daughter  of  Henry  B.  Hollinshead,  Esq., 
*eyabrook,  Lancashirf',  by  which  lady  (who  died  in 
)  he  had  two  sons  'and  two  daughters.  His  eldest 
«ho  succeeds  to  the  Bedfordshire  estates,  is  Mr.  John 
id  Leigh,  master  of  the  Bedfordshire  hounds.  His 
ins  were  interred  on  the  21at  of  June,  in  the  pariah  of 
Ion.on-the-Hill,  near  Liverpool,  of  which  living  he  was 
latron,  and  of  which  his  brother,  the  Rev.  Richard 
t>>  is  the  preMnt  rector. 


THE  SHERIFFS'  DINNER  TO  THE  JUDGES. 
On  Wednesday  evening,  the  Sheriff's  of  London  and 
Middlesex  (Mr.  Alderman  Owden  and  Mr.  Robert  Jones), 
aooording  to  oostom,  entertained  Her  Majesty's  Judges,  a 
select  number  of  the  Bar,  and  many  other  persons  of  con- 
sideration at  dinner  at  the  London  Tavern.  The  Judges  on 
this  occasion  were  represented  by  Lord  Jnstioe  Hellish, 
Mr.  Jnstioe  Lush,  Vice. Chancellor  Malins,  Vice-Chancellor 
Bacon,  and  Mr.  Justice  Hannen.  The  Queen's  Advocate- 
General  (SirTravers  Twiss),  Admiral  Sir  Alexander  Milne, 
Mr.  Alderman  Sidney,  Sir  Thomas  Henry,  Sir  William 
Bodkin,  Mr.  Locke,  Q.C.  and  MP.,  and  Mr.  Hnddleston, 
Q.C.  were  also  present.  Tbe  Common  Serjeant,  M.P.,  Mr. 
Alderman  Cotton,  and  the  Chairman  of  the  Metropolitan 
Board  of  Works  oooupied  seats  on  the  right  and  left  of  the 
Sheriff.  After  dinner,  grace  having  been  sung  and  the 
usual  loyal  and  conscitational  toasts  duly  honoured,  Mr. 
Sheriff  Owden,  in  complimentary  terms,  proposed  aa  the 
toast  of  the  evening,  "  Her  Majesty's  Judges."  Lord  Jnstioa 
Hellish,  whose  name  had  been  oonpled  with  the  toast, 
said  there  was  a  time  when  the  Court  of  Chanoery  was  a 
byword,  though  in  the  long  ma  men  oame  to  be  generally 
satisfied  with  the  justice  it  administered,  but  be  thought  that 
time  had  in  a  great  measure  paused  way.  During  the  short 
period  in  which  he  bad  been  oonoemed  in  administering 
jnstioe  there,  he  thought  it  w»s  nearly  as  speedy  and  not 
so  very  much  more  expensive  than  that  department  of 
justice  with  which  for  nearly  80  years  of  his  life  he  was 
previously  identified.  One  thing  he  had  observed,  and 
that  was  that  the  Sherib  of  London  had  not  been  men- 
tioned before  him  since  he  had  had  the  honour  of  holding 
a  seat  in  the  Court  of  Chanoery,  and  he  congratulated 
them.  On  the  other  hand,  during  the  long  period  in  which 
he  practised  at  common  law,  he  had  observed  that  the 
Sheriffs  of  London  were  among  the  great  patrons  of  the 
Common  Law  Courts.  It  was  a  most  anomalous  thing  that 
while  the  Sheriffs  were  placed  in  a  position  ofgreat  honour, 
I  they  were  often  called  to  suffer  for  the  sins  of  others.  There 
'  was  a  time  when  people  settled  their  quarrels  by  both 
I  having  •■  a  shot  at  the  sheriffs,"  as  the  phrase  vrent.  Ha 
I  had  not  heard  that  the  Court  of  Equity  dealt  leas  fiurly 
I  with  the  Sheriffs  than  with  any  other  of  Her  Majesty's 
snbjeots,  and  therefore  he  thought  the  Equity  Judges  might 
attend  the  entertainment  of  the  Sheriffs  with  clearer  con- 
sciences  than  any  of  the  Judges.  Mr.  Justice  Lush  briefly 
replied  to  the  toast  on  behalf  of  the  Common  Law  Judges. 
Sir  Travers  Twisa.  in  responding  to  the  toast  of  "The  Bar," 
which  was  g^ven  from  the  chur,  said  it  was  a  peoaliarity 
of  the  institutions  of  this  country  that  the  career  of  the  Bar 
and  the  Judges  was  one  and  the  same,  whereas  in  other 
countries  the  profession  of  an  advocate  and  that  of  a 
magistrate  was  distinct,  and  it  was  from  that  oiroumstanoe 
that  the  administration  of  justice  in  this  country  hadoome 
to  be  ss  nearly  perfect  as  it  well  could  be. 


MB.  W.  P.  YEAB8LEV. 

r.  WilHain  Pryce  Yearsley,  solicitor,  of  Welchpool, 
tgomeryshiro,  died  at  that  place  on  the  24th  of  June, 
«  age  of  forty-five  years.  He  was  the  son  of  tbe  late 
Wifliam  Tearsley,  also  a  solicitor  of  Welchpool,  with 
a  he  was  in  partnership  for  some  years  alter  taking  out 
ntiflcate,  in  1865.  He  enjoyed  an  extensive  practice  at 
^pcol,  where  he  was  a  member  of  the  Town  Council, 
lerved  the  office  of  mayor  of  that  borough. 


Messrs.  Francis  Wyatt  Truscott,  and  Richard  Young, 
have  been  elected  sheriffs  of  London  for  the  ensning  year. 

One  Linnehan,  in  California,  about  a  year  ago,  was  con- 
victed of  a  felony,  and  sentenced  for  a  team  of  yearn  to  the 
state  prison.  His  counsel  afterwards  argued  the  case  on 
appeal  before  the  Supreme  Court.  The  remittitur  came 
down  to  tho  County  Court  last  Saturday,  directing  the 
discharge  of  the  prisoner,  who  was  brought  from  the  state 
prison  on  Moniuy  last,  and  set  free  accordingly.  The 
Supreme  Court  decided  that  the  man  had  been  wrongfully 
convicted,  etc.  Meanwhile  the  wife  of  Linnehan  sued  in 
the  Seventh  District  Court  of  Sonoma  coimty  for  a  divoroe, 
alleging  the  conviction  of  the  defendant  for  felony.  The 
divorce  was  granted,  and  the  conunon  property  set  aside  to 
the  wife,  who  thereupon  marries.  The  query  now  is. 
"  Whose  wife  is  she  f"  What  relations  do  tae  parties  hold 
to  each  other  f — Pacific  Leg.  Rep. 
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UABILITIE8  OF  RAILWAY  COMPANIBB— 
"  FREE  PASSENGERS." 

Tlie  liability  of  a  railroad  compaay  for  injories  occasioned 
to  "  free  paurngers."  so  called,  receives  consideration  in  Clevf 
land.  PaintniU»  andAthtahulaBailrottd  Co.  v.  Currofl,  reported 
19  Ohio  Rep.  1,  which  is  in  conflict  mth  theKew  Yoric  case 
of  Bi>$tU  Y.  New  York  Cmlral  Railroad  Co.,  25  N.  Y.  442 
In  making  a  contract  for  the  transportation  of  live  stock  at 
a  specified  rate,  the  railroad  company  delivered  to  the  party 
contracting  what  is  known  as  a  "  drover's  pass,"  entitling 
him  to  go  with  his  stock,  and  to  retam  on  a  passenger  train. 
TSo  additional  payment  was  made  for  this  pass.  In  the 
transportation  contract  the  holder  of  the  ticket  was  referred 
to  as  "  riding  free  to  take  charge  of  the  stock."  On  the  pass 
was  an  endorsement  that  it  was  a  "  free  ticket,"  and  that  the 
holder  assumed  all  lisk  of  accident,  and  agreed  that  the 
company  should  not  be  liable,  under  any  circumstances, 
whether  of  negligence  by  the  company's  agents  or  otherwise, 
for  any  injury  to  his  person  or  property,  and  that  he  would 
not  consider  the  company  as  common  carriers,  or  liable  as 
such.  It  was  held,  that  the  company  was  responsible  for 
personal  injuries  received  by  him,  through  the  negligence  of 
Its  agents  as  in  the  case  of  an  ordinary  paying  passenger. 

The  Court  appears  to  have  considered  that  this  pass  and 
agreement  for  transporting  the  stock,  taken  together,  made 
tDQ  bolder,  in  fact,  not  a  Ttte,  but  a  paying  passenger  ;  one 
single  consideration  sufficing  for  both.  Yet  the  decision 
teiids  to  support  the  pricciple,  that  all  such  contracts, 
exempting  a  common  carrier  from  liability  for  negligence 
occasioning  personal  injuries,  are  void,  as  against  the  policy 
or  the  law.  A  recent  Pennsylvania  case,  Ptniis^lvaaia  Rail- 
road Co.  V.  Haidtrton,  51  Penn.  St.  315,  was  to  this  effect : 
a ' '  drover's  pass  "  having  been  issued  to  the  person  in  charge 
of  stock,  where  the  freight  on  the  stock  was  clearly  the 
same,  whether  any  person  went  with  it  or  not.  We  have, 
then,  two  States — Pennsylvania  and  Ohio— which  have  ex- 
pressly  repudiated  the  New  York  decision  oi  BitMlty,  New 
xork  Central  Railroad  Co.  within  a  very  recent  period.  The 
Kew  York  and  Ohio  cases  present  a  state  of  facts  quite 
similar. 

But  in  the  New  York  case  the  railroad  company  was  held 
not  to  be  liable,  on  the  ground  that  a  common  carrier,  in 
consideration  of  an  abatement  of  the  fare,  in  whole  or  in 
part,  may  lawfully  contract  that  the  passenger  shall  take  the 
risk  of  damage  from  the  negligence  of  agents  and  servants 
for  which  the  carrier  would  otherwise  be  liable.  The  Ohio 
court  touches  this  new  doctrine  cautiously  ;  yet  observes 
well  that  "if  public  carriers,  in  conducting  their  business, 
can  graduate  their  charges  so  as  to  discharge  themselves 
from  such  liability,  the  direct  effect  will  be  to  encouiage 
negligence,  by  diminishing  the  motivss  for  diligence."— 
V.  S.  Jurut. 


AN  ODD  JUDGMENT. 


The  Chicago  Legal  New  gives  us  an  oddity — the  follow- 
ing  siugnlar  judgment  delivered  by  Petit,  O.J.,  ot  the 
Supreme  Court  of  Illinois: — This  record  is  another  blunder- 
ing and  worthless  one  from  Wayne  county,  in  comparison 
with  which  the  darkness  of  Erebus  and  Egypt  were 
brilliant  lights,  and  the  chaos  that  existed  before  the  crea- 
tion was  perfect  order.  We  are,  however,  able  to  learn 
from  it  that  the  appellant  brought  suit  a|;ainst  the 
appellee  to  recover  on  a  note  given  in  said  county. 
Tnere  is  only  one  paragraph  of  the  complaint,  which 
at  different  times  and  places  is  called  "the  com- 
plaint," "the  second  paragraph  of  the  complaint,"  "an 
amended  complaint."  Which  it  is  we  do  not  know,  but  we 
hold  it  to  be  a  sufficient  complaint,  and  that  it  shows  a 
good  cause  of  action  in  such  a  case.  It  is,  in  all  the 
essentials,  like  the  one  in  Whitman,  Steeivtr,  ie.,  v.  Hall, 
at  this  term.  To  this,  the  record  shows  that  a  demurer 
was  filed,  but  for  what  cause,  or  what  was  done  with  it  is 
not  shown  ;  another  demurrer  the  record  shows  was  filed, 
but  for  what  cause  or  what  was  done  it  does  not  appear; 
and  a  third  one  was  filed  because  the  complaint  did  not 
state  facts  sufficient,  Ac.,  which  was  overruled}  and  since 
the  defendant  bad  got  his  hand  in,  and  had  become  an  adept 
in  the  art  of  demurring,  he  filed  still  a  fourth  one,  for  the 
same  cause,  which  was  sustained;  and  this  ruling  was  ex- 
cepted to,  and  is  assigned  for  error  in  this  court.  Perhaps 
the  Court  thought  that  sustaining  the  demurrer  of  the 
appellee  once,  out  of  four  time*  that  it  was  filed,  might  be 


merited  for  his  pertinacious  adheraaee  t*  ftit  fan  v 
branch  of  pleading,  but  it  was  error  in  lawts  la>.  Tk 
judgment  IS  reverwd  at  the  coat  o<  ths«{>peUa,vi&ii- 
stmctions  to  the  Cbnrt  to  spstain  all  the  dnnn  ti''» 
complaint,  and  for  furihei  ptoceedingk 


PUBLIC  COMPAiriES. 

GK>TBRNWSNT  VVSVt. 
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■  A  raoelvas  no  dlvidand  onUl  0  par  eanl.  baa  bMB  pa4  »  *. 


MONBV  ItAKKBT  AND  CiTT  IXTBLLIS-NCt. 

Transactions  are  still  somewtiat   limited,  bat  t^i 
that  an  increased  supply  of  money  is  rapidly  appro«<4«t 
causing  prices  to  harden  and  ad  vanoe ;  this  moTeaetfi 
been  stimulated  by  the  great  confidence  with  viai 
French  Loan  has  been  taken  up.     The  Home,  fiailnf. 
Foreign   markets  are  on  the  move  upward.     Tbt  1 
Bullion    return    published    this    day    (Thnitiiaj).  P 
upwards  of  two  millions  in  ezoeaa  of  the  highest  laa  t* 
reached  Iwftire. 


Mr.  Edwin  Shury  Morris,  solicitar,  of  ShietnUuy.  m 
out  riding  on  the  12th  of  June,  was  thrown  frs>> 
horse  and  killed. 

Mr.  T.  Alderson,  managing  clartt  to  Mr.  H.  Fi}kiigl> 
Town  Clerk  of  St.  Helens,  has  been  acddwitally  ~ 
by  tddng  a  dose  of  carboUc  add  in  mistake  for 

The  Albany  Zaio  Journal  IB  wacb.  eTLOxaaeiyj  ^  _ 
Vice-ChanceUor  Wickens'  appointment,  whidiitbaiata 
the  pages  of  an  Englidi  jounial,  and  in  vrfiich  Hr.  Widl 
was  mentioned  as  having  filled  the  office  of  attoniay  gsM 
"  equity  deviL"  The  .i</4ony  i«i»Vounro/aay»  :—"•*" 
are  not  accustomed  on  this  side  of  the  ocean  to  the  m 
the  Wngliah  language  in  its  purity,  we  shall  *^, 
surprise  in  the  mmd  of  our  oontemporary,  b^  tonfiwy 
we  don't  half  understand  the  diabolic  allDaiaD  in  tie  ■ 
announcenient.  We  are  a  little  in  doubt,  too,  wb^ 
gentleman's  name  is  not  misprinted,  and  ^rtrik* 
Wickens  we  should  not  read  Wickod.  W*  •*>  "• 
long  employment  as  '  devil '  should  wniwitly  fit  ai 
'  vice,"  but  we  can't  so  well  see  the  propriety  of  tio^ 
'  devQ  in  equity,'  having  been  educated  to  c 
Satanic  majestv  more  generally  with  iaiqaity. 
suppose  it  is  all  right,  and  meantinie  Utwtltt^ 
new  vice-chancellor  will  not  find  his  tail  in  tte 
protracted  sittings.  If  he  should  suffer  any 
from  Oiat  member,  perhaps  Mr  Darwin  can  he^ 
rid  of  it  on  his  theory  of  evolution." 
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UTATS  SZOH&VeS  BSFOBT- 

AT  THE  MART. 
June  21.— By  Mr.  O.  C.  Edwabm. 

foSMtoDt,  No.  15,  Cherington-pL  freehold,  let  at  £36.    Sold 

£430. 
Xo.  IS,  i4JoinfaiK.    £430. 
.V».  17,  let  >t  £35.    Sold  £430. 
A  plot  of  freehold  land  in  rear  of  aboTC,  42tt.  by  64ft    Sold 

ills.  

.\T  OABRA WAT'S  COFFEK  HOUSE. 
By  Messre.  Wbathisall  &  Orsen. 
Bethnal-green. — No.    12    Upper   Sanunerford-street,   term    34 

yean,  net  rental  £17.    Sold  £75. 
Stepney.— No.  2,  Arboor-itreet,  term  17  years,  net  rental  £20. 

Sirid£ll0. 
No.  3,  a4joiniBK.    Sold  £180. 
WhiteohapeL— Noa.  36,  37.  and  38,  Charlotte-atreet,  term  16 

jmn,  net  rental  £45.    Sold  £326 
.\  copyhold  rnrand  rent  of  £4  46.  per  annam,  aeenred  on  two 

hooMa  in  Stepney.    Sold  £60 
Old  FonL-BeeJe-road,  a  plot  of  &«ehold  bmlding  land,  34ft. 

by  «9ft.    Sold  £80. 

By  Heasra.  C.  Stuabt  Babkbs  k  Sok. 
Camberwell,  No.  4,    Brmuiwick-terrace,  term   96  years,   net 

rentel£267s-    Sold  £345. 
No.  7,  ditto,  aame  term,  net  rectal  £90  17s.    Sold  £350. 
Ko.  i,  adjoining,  same  term,  net  rental  £23  lOs.    Sold  £360. 
Old  Kent-Foad,  Noa.  7,  9,  and  11,  St.  Thomas' s-road,  term  74 

years,  net  rental  £84.     Sold  £660. 
Km.  l^  15,  and  17,  ditto,  same  term,  net  rental  £77.  Sold  £670. 
.V<».  19  and  20,  ditto,  same  term,  net  rental  £60.    Sold  £460. 
N<».  38a  and  3iSB,  Albany-road,  term  74  years,  net  rental  £54. 

Sold  £550. 
WilToith.— 69,  71,  and  73,  Elated-street,  term  40  years,  net 

nDt>l£65.    Sold  £450. 
Xo.  4b,  Dean's-bnildinsa,  term  13  years,  net  rental  £19  Ss. 

Sold  £76. 
.Vos.  61  and  63,  Camden-street,  freehold,  let  at  £49  8(.     Sold 

X490. 
5<M.  65,  67.  and  69,  ditto,  freehold,  let  at  £68  18s.    Sold  £736. 
Bennondaey.— Noe.   13  to  16,  St.   Oeorge'a-terrace,  term  67 

yean,  net  rental  £114  6s.    Sold  £805. 
Xos.  S  to  g,  Alezandra-road,  twm  53  years,  net  rental  £108. 
SoU£800. 

BIBTH*.   MABBIAOIS.  AMD  DBATHB. 

BIRTHS. 
-OLLnfi— On  Jnne  26,  at  38,  Don^ty-atraat,  the  wife  of 

.irthnr  Collins,  Esq.,  barrister-at-lav,  Westem  Cirooit,  of  a 

ws,  stillbom. 
mALB— On    Jane    23,  at   Heinaberr,  near  AU-U-Chapelle, 

Pmssia,  the  wife  of  J.  Jackson  Smale,  Esq.,  of  Linoofat's-hut, 

t«ristar-at-Iaw,  of  a  son. 

DBATHB. 
'iCHOLsoir— On  Jnne  21,  John  Wilson  Nicholson,  of  No.  1, 

The  Boltons,  Booth  Kensington,  and  No.  48,  Lime-street, 

City,  solicitor,  aged  66.     . 


LOIDOX  OAZRIES. 
ProfawloBtl  FartBenhips  SiMolTtd. 

ToBSDiT,  Jons  17. 1«T1. 
Kk,  Wm  Alfl,  k  Oeo  Wm  Dennis,  Cokhester,  Essex,  Atlomers,  *c. 

Jane  Ml 

jnmUag-vf  of  Joint  Staak  Oompudtt. 
PtiDAT,  June  it,  l»71. 
CaUMitsD  »  CaAMoaaT. 
•I  ad  Dorar  Railway  Company.-  The  Master  of  (be  Rolls  haa,  by  an 
•r4er  «>tad  May  31 ,  sppolnted  Jahn  Ball,  I,  Mootvate-st,  to  be  oOdat 
itaidaair.    Craditors  are  raqairsd,  on  or  before  Jnly  20,  to  seal  tbeir 
■SMS  aad  addruasBs.  and  tba  partlcalars  of  (heir  debts  or  olaims,  to 
ba  absT*.    Tbaraday,  kug  S  at  II,  la  appotnted  lor  baarinf  and  a£- 
•MsaUaKapoB  Mm  dabta  and  claims, 

LiMiTSS  la  CaAaoiBT. 
ia  Orsat  Karket  and  Abattoba  Company  (limited).— The  Master  of 
^  Boas  bvs.  by  an  ordar  dated  May  St,  appointed  Alfred  Aadrey 
■•ad,  t,  Walbrook-bldis,  to  be  offleial  Uqatdaior.  Oradttois  an  re- 
■ad.  am  er  befbre  July  M,  to  seod  tbair  names  and  aiMiessas  and 
laiasUealara  of  their  debts  or  elalma  la  tbe  aboTe.  Friday,  Adr  4 
>  H,  Is  appolBted  ftar  bearing  and  a4lndieatln«  upon  tbe  debts  and 

•a  lavam  Company  (Umiled).— Viae  CbaaosUor  HsUns  has  fixed 
■ntONtaly  I  at  I ,  at  bis  ebarabats,  for  tbe  appolntaent  of  an 

Naaalft  Od.  (Umited).— Petition  for  redacin«t  tbe  capital  fren 
MMW  u  MltMO,  peeaeated  Jane  M.  directed  to  be  heard  bsfera 
baCbaaoallQr  BaanaooJaly  1.  CbhUSb  ft  Beaomoat,  Chanaeiy- 
»!  agiata  lor  Ooaliflb  A  Leal;  Maoeb,  seUeiten  Ibr  tbe  company. 


Sanderson's  Patents  AasoeiatiOD  (Umited).— Vice  Chancellor  Uallna  haa 

llzed  June  S9  at  11,  at  bb  chambera,  Ibr  tbe  appolaiment  of  an  oSclal 

liquidator. 

TtPUDAT,  Jnne  n,  1871. 

Lnrnv  w  CaAnoan. 

London  aad  Sulmrban  Bank  (Limited).— Petition  ft>r  winding  op.  pa- 

sented  Jane  >T,  directed  to  be  beard  before  Vice  Chancellor  Wiekeai 

on  Jaly  T.    PnlOrook,  Tbreadneedle-et. 
Titanic  Steol  and  Iron  Company  (United).— Petitlao  far  winding  ap, 

prswnMd  Jan*  14,  direoicd  tobe  beard  before  Vice  Chaneelior  Wvkeas 

on  Friday.  July  7.    Waterhoaae  A  frioterlwttaam,  Oany.«t,  Liaoola's 

inn,  aoUeilora  Ibr  the  petitioner. 

STAaaAsias  or  CotMnkvL. 

FaiSAr,  June  SS,  1871. 

Bepeny  Tin  and  Copper  Mining  Company  (Limited).— Fhe  Vice  Warden 

haa.  t^ an  orde"  dated  June  19,  ordered  ttiat  the  abore  coiapaay 

shonld  be  wound  op  by  tbe  oonrt.    Hodge  ft  Co,  Traro. 

Mandly  SodetiH  DinolTSd. 

FaiDAT,  June  13,  1871. 
Lord  Harley  Lndge,  New  Inn,  Brilley,  Herefordahire.    June  SS. 

TOasDAT,  Jnne  ST,  1871. 
Onwn  Inn,  Wbaatley,  Oxen.    Jnne  W. 

Oraditon  nadsr  KitstM  in  Chtabbry. 

Lait  Dmf  of  Proof. 

FaiDAT  Jane,  21, 1871. 

Brydcea.  John  (}eo  Wm,  Wootu>n.et,  Kent,  Eao.    Jaly  21.    Peacolcke* 

Barton,  V.O.  Malins.    Bowker  A  Oo,  Bedford-row 
CSonlson,  (3eo,  Uiriborough-rd.  Paokha'O,  Qent.     Jaly  IS.    Coalaoa  « 

Tjrrrel!,  V  C.  Wlckena.     Hall.  Uncoln'a-inn.fields 
Fisher,  Jbs  Cheltenham.  Gionceatar,  Qent.    July  18.    Oven e  Sirraooda. 

M.B.  Partinctoa  n  Allen,  Maneh 
Oroie.Uary  Beuaoo,  BiUtol,  Widow.    Jnly  24.    Otore  t  Grore,  V.C. 

Bacon.    Waabrauah.  Bristol  • 

Barrison,  Saml,  SheOleld,  Printer.    July  SS.    Barrlsoa  s  Harrison,  V.C. 

WIckenK 
Hepple.  Edmund,  Accriogton,  Lancashire.    July  li.    Oreea  «  Hepple, 

V.C.  Bacon.    Bandaley,  Burnley 
Lake,  St.  Vincent  DaTid.  Chatham,  Kant,  Uent  H.U  'a  Nary.    Jnly  21 . 

Lake  »  Lake,  V.C.  Bacon.    Debenbam,  Salten  Hall-ct,  Oaanon^t 
Morris,  John,  Manch,  Atcorney-at-la».    Jaly  1 8.    Be  Morria,  Bsgiatrar, 

Lpool 
Tapacott.  Bobt,  Preacott,  Deron,  Cieat.   Jaly  IT.    Tapscott  f  Tapecott, 

MR.  Roaers,  Kxetar 
Toms,  Wm  Tnckar,  Chard,  8onerae%  Brewer.    Jaly  IT.    Toms*  Toms, 

V.(i.  Baoon.  Dommett,  Outter-lane,  Ctaeapside 
Wagstaf^  ilarah,  Cambridse,  Widow.    July  ST.    Mortoa  «  Fison,  V.O, 

Wicksos.    Margslts  ft  Son,  Hontiasdoa 


Nazt  u>  Kn. 
Bobb,  AJax,  Etan  Villa,  BrlxIcn-blU,  (lent.   Jaly  *l .    Kerr  »  Farr,  V.C . 

Wickeos. 
Smytb,  Hy,  Sandown,  Isle  of  WIgbt,  Major.    Jaly  22.    Athertoa  * 

Merriman,  M.R. 
I  Tuesday  Jane  2T,  I8TI. 

Adahead,  Wm,  JCaoslesOeld,  Chester,  Silk  Dyer.    Jalr  SS.    Barker  > 

Adshead,  M.R.  KUImiaier  Jon,  Maocleafleld 
aeorge,    QSbm    Predk,  Birchinaton.  Kent.  Qent.   Jnly  4.    Neame  » 

Oeoigs,  V.C.  Bacon.    DoUn,  Tokcahoose-yd,  Lothbonr 
Lediard,  (3ias,  Bethany,  Jsmaica,  Plantar.    Sept  21.  Setby  « Nattoo, 

V.C.  Wickeos.    Cutler  ft  Turner,  Bedford-sq 
Partridge,  Uary  Ann,  Exeter,  SpUistar.    July  14.    Lane  t  Way,  V.C. 

Malins.    Woilen,  Toninay 
Wood.  Hy.  Woodhill,  snirey,  Esq.    July  14.    Oreeae  »  Woed.  V.O. 

Halios.    Walker,  New-aq,Llncoln's-ino 

Onditort  nadar  88  k,  88  Ti«t  o^.  >5. 

latt  Dag  of  OMm. 

PaiBAT,  Jane  21, 1871. 

Ba«.cbelor,  Tbos,  Wbidsor,  Berks,  <]eat.    Jaly  7.    Pritobard  ft  Sena 

Ot  Kalgbtrider>st,  I>octors'.«ommons 
Bedford,  John,  Dewabnry,  Toik,  (Sent.    Aog  I.    ScboWSeM  A  Oldioyd. 

Dewsbury 
Brsshaw,  Geo.  AtterdUb^nm-DamalL'  SbeOeld.    Anc  I.   Bnrdekln  A 

Co,Sheaeld  ^^ 

Chase,  Saml,  Ladgate-bill.  PabUsber.    Joty   18.    Lydall  A  Sweeting, 

Sootbampton-bldgs,  Ohaocery-laoe 
Colltais,    Ben],  Bishop  AocUand,  Oorham,  Oant.     Ang  12.    Frond, 

Bishop  Audtland 
Cross,  Anna  Maria,  Oandle,  Northampton,  Widow.  Jaly  20.  DoPaaiaier 

ft  Oo,  Charles  at,  8t  Jamea's  sq 
Elliott,  (3eo,  Trstalgar-row.  Westmonlaod-rd.  Walworth,  Hay  A  Com 

Dealer.    Jnly  II.    Oeoay,  Coleaian.«t 
Qaroler.Wm.Oslwsy,  Ireland,  Baq.    Aag  10.    Boodle  ftPartlngtoa, 

Davlea-at,  Berkeley-sq 
(JlrlInK,  Edmund,  Ollfton-rd  East,  St  John's-wooi.  Harobaat.    Atu  1  • 

Biekndl  ft  Uortin,  Ed«ware-id 
Oladdiah,  Wm,  Bjdlflks,  nr  Grareaend,  Kent,  Esq.   July  21.  Matthews, 

Uncola'a-inn-flelds 
Jones,  Alfred  Wm,  Uigh-st,  Uington,  Coatraotor.    Aog  I.    PIbaaa  ft 

Lane,  NIcholss-lsne 
Jones.  Msrgaret,   Dinedor,   Herelord.  Widow.     Jnly   It.    Symonds, 

Ueiefbrd 
Kent,  Mary,  Claremont-aq,  FeatonTille,  Widow.    Ang  SI.    Appletoa,. 

Cto<br-sq 
Lee,  Tbos,  Oasett,  York,  Mannibcturer.    Aag  I.  ScholsAeUft  OMroyd. 

Dewsbory 
Lefarhtoa,   Sir  Baldwbi,  Loton-pk,    Salop,   Bait.     Aag  I.     NewtU. 

WeUingion 
Lockarby,  Bobt,  Newcsstle-upon-Tyne,    Draper,      Aag   1,     Btaka. 

Hadderafleld 
LaV,  Wm,  Farabam,  Sotrey,  Serraat.  Jnly  2t.    Holiest  A  HasOD. 

Fambam 
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Keml,  Marv  Warfs.  Lower  ShinvMer,  OloncMtor,  Wlloir.     Aug  1. 

KriKlill  ft  Pon.BniirXin-on-the- Water 
Wiutawnrth,  Ssml,  BroUierton,  York,  Satmtn.    Aug  1.    FensndM  ft 

0<n,  Wakrflii'd 
'Wallsr,  Tbo*,  L«li«-pk>rd, Qr«rdoB,  QanL   Aug  I.  Boirlaal ,  Hlgh^t, 

Orovdnn 
'Whi'e  Wm.  RrintAl.  Wlmworkcr.    S«Dt  18.    Bedell,  Bristol 
Vnndrnffa  Ed»d,  Nntlnrd-pl,  Bd(ware-rd.    Angtl.    BtrUeT ft  Stxtooi 

Someriet^t,  Fortniui-»q 

TonsAT,  Jane  IT,  1871. 
Armitiire.  Siml  Horrisin,  Manor  it.  Clapham-rd.    Aag  I.    Bennett, 

FnmlT*lV-tnn,  Holhorn 
Berren,  Ja<,  Manch,  Boot  &  Shoe  Maker.    Aug  14.    Chapman  k  Co, 

Munch 
Bm-hrrtnn    Lacy,  Ordnanee-rd,  St  John'a-vood,  Spinster.    Jaljr  SS. 

Mnon,  Uncnln*a  fnn>fl*'da 
Bmwn .  n«>  Fra<,  The  Cedars,  Patner,  Kq.    Sept «.    Bell  ft  SIswaide, 

Lhicoln'«.|nn  fidda 
Bmce,  Jnhn,  Oxford.  Whtteamlth.    Anrc  I.    Healer,  Oxford 
CorEcr,  Ht,  Canterbnrc,  Gent.    Jalr  6.    Sankey  ft  Go,  Cantetbarr 
Danheny,  Rer  Fraa,  Mepal,  Cambridge.    Aag  5.    Hill  ft  Son,  Throg- 

mortnn-fit 
Daylei,  R>rJ  Birch,  HIU  Farm,  Broadwas,  WoroeMer,  Gent.    Aag  t. 

Hill.  WoTcrrter 
GlATpr,  Nathar.iel,  Croydon,  Sorrey,  Gent.    Sept  8.    Drammoodsft  Co, 

Croydon 
Hewitt,  Geo,  Hon  ft  MaH  F.<chanc«,  Soathwark,  Hop  Merchant.    Jnl7 

17.    Carter  ft  Rrll,  I  end«*nhatl-8t 
Jonrdnln,  Fredk  John,  Austin  Friara,  Merchant.    Aug  1.    Jonidain, 

Pa*emo«ter-mw 
Kendall,   Fra<,   Maryport,  Camherland,  Widow.     Sept  1.    I^soo   ft 

HnbJMjn.  Uaryror-t 
Kendall,  John.  Maryrxirt,  Camberbmd,  Master  Mariner.   Sept  1.  Tyson 

ft  HolMnn,  Harrnort 
Mar,  Joseph,  Mile  Hill,  Soathampton,   Eaq.    Aag  I.    Head  ft  Co, 

Romsey 
Feppereom,  John,  Bla»khealh-rd,  Oreenwioh,  Gent.    Jaly  36.    Mill- 
man,  Snntharopton-bldKH,  Chancery  lane 
Pophin  Jnbo  Lucas,  Llandllo,  Carmartben,  SoUeltor.    Ang  1.    I<ew1s, 

Llandilo 
Pneh.  Ells,  TrrMe-hlM.  RnHyin,  Strinnter.    Jnne  24.    Cheese,  Hay 
Poeh,  John,  TreMe-hill,  Bn>cnn,  Farmer.    Jane  SS.    Cheese.  Hay 
Ruberts,  Bslhaheba,  Robin  Hood,  nr  Lorthonse,  York.    Sept  1.    Brown 

ft  Co.  Wabrfleld 
Scowcroft,  Jnhn,  Radc'UTe,  Lancashire,  Bookseller.    Ang  31.    Bennett 

ft  Almnnd,  Msnch  . 

Shaw.  Chss.  Erith,  Kent,  Gent.    JnlySI.    Loyell  ft  Oo,  Gray's-inn-sq 
Smith,  Anne,  I.pool,    July  31.    Mason,  Lpool 
Sndlow,  Jnhn,  Manch,  Gent     Joly  (I .    Sndlow  ft  Co,  Maneh 
Teama.  Thos  MawthlU,  Stockton,  Worcester.   Gent.     Ang   I.     Hill, 

Worce'ter 
Twemlnw,  Airv«d.  Sandbach,  Chester.  Sargeon.    Aag  1.    Latham   ft 

Bi  gntt,  Sandbach 
Watann,     Harrison,     Oloneester.aq,     Hyde-pk.      July     SO.      Mott, 

Bedford.row 
Whittle,  John,  Shrrlffhalea,  Stallbrd.  Gent.    Aag  l».    Heane,  Newport 
Wilkinson,  Ells,  Oswald  House,  Durham,  Widow.     July  S.    Ward, 

Durham 
Willes,  Ann  Ells,  Brighton,  Sassei,  Widow.    Aug  1.    Yonng  ft  Co 

D««da  Uagittmi  ander  the  Baakrnptey  Art,  IMl. 
FBinsT,  Jnne  33,  18TI. 
Hale,  Cliaa,  8andringham-rd,  Dalston,  no  ooeapatlon.    Hay  8.    Comp. 
Reg  Jnne  23 

TnaDAT,  Jnne  37, 1871 

I«mb,  Wm  Joseph,  Bristol,  Ironmonger.  Jane  It.  Oomp.  Rag  Jnne  M 

fiuikniptl. 

FusaT,  Jane  33, 1871. 

Under  the  Bankruptcy  Act,  1869. 

Steditors  mast  fbrward  their  pnolk  of  debts  to  the  Registrar. 

To  Sorrander  in  London. 

Bleakam,  AIM  Bower,  Ume-st-cbambers,  Colonial  Broker.  Pat  June  31 

Raxlltt.    JulrftatLSO 
Boberta,  Wm,  Hnldens-ter,  BneUngham  Palaoe-road,  FistaiBonger.  Pet 

Jane  31.    Sprlng-Rlce.    Jnly  6  at  1 1 
Swales,  Hy,  Dagmar-ter,  Islington,  Bailder.     Pet  Jnne  31.     HaxUtt. 

Jnly  S  at  1 
Tnmage.  Tho<,  ft  Amy  Norton,  York-st,  St  James*,  Turner.    Pet  Jane 
19.    Broogbam.    Jnly7atll 

To  Surrender  in  the  Country. 
Chapman,  Geo,  Seamer,  York,  Bootmaker.     Pee  Jime  St.      Woodall. 

Searborongh.  Jnly  II  at  t 
DaTia,  Wm,  Dnlw1ob-rd,  Peage,  Bailder.     Pat  Jnne  16,     Bowtand. 

CroydMi,  Jnlr  7  at  I 
Fairbank,  Walter  Jas,  Halstead,  Essex,  Com  Merchant.    Pet  Jane  SI. 

Barnes.    Colcbeat'r.  July  10  at  10 
Oreenfleld,Hy,  Horsham.  Sussex,  Bailder.     Pet  June  19.     ShapUmd. 

Brighton,  July  11  at  1 1.30 

TnaDAT,  June  27,  I87I. 

Under  the  Bankruptcy  Act,  1869. 

Creditors  mutt  fbrward  their  proolk  of  debts  to  the  Registrar. 

To  Surrender  in  London. 

Wootlon,  WmTboa,CnitadState8.     Pet  June  33.     Marray.     July  12 

atU 

To  Snrrender  in  the  Country. 
Bonnett,  Geo.  BtbaMstowe,  Lincoln,  Innkeeper.  Pet  Jane  17.  Danbeny. 

Ot  Grimshr,  Jaly  7  at  1 1 
Brooks,  John.  Brteir.  Lincoln.  Earthenware  Dealer.      Pat  Jnne  29. 

Danbney.    Gt  Grimsby,  July  7  at  13 
Brawn,  John  Sbelton,  Rarlsatoae.  Northampton,  Carpenter.    Pet  Jnne 
23.    Dennis.    Northampton,  Joly  8  at  3 


Bnrretl,  Wm,  Jan.  Hastings,  Saanx,Oracsr.    FetJiiiB.  Tiei. 

Hastinn,  Jnly  1 1  at  9 
Barton.  Gerard  Septl'nas.  Pembroke  Deck.  Uaat  iai  M  Uk  Eit 

Pet  Jane  23.    L'nyd.    Carmaithen,  inlylSatll 
Goodler,  Jacob,  Manch,  Englaear.    Pet  Jnos  2t  IV.  tab.  Iv 

to  at  10 
Hemsley,  John  Ollrer.  Eckrlns,  Nntta,  Innkeefer.    Mlmn.  h;- 

chitt.    Nottingham.  Jnly  1 1  at  11 
Lister.  ZInporah.  Bis<f»rd.  York,  Cora  Dealer.  Pet  Jsasli  tdttm. 

Bradleid,  Jnly  7  at  9 
Rees  Joha,  Aberyalwith,  Oaidltan,  Pomttoia  Dtakf.    rattait. 

Jenkins.    A><n'rstwiih.  Jnly  10  at  II 
Sawyer,  Wm  Walter,  Manch,  Carser.     Pet  Jose  «.   Kif.  ItoS 

Jnly  27  at  9.30 
Wakeman,  Ben),  Birm,  BnUder.    Pet  May  It.   (%aaitler.aa.hi; 

12  at  I 
Watts.  RIcbd,  East  Stonehnnm  Desoa,  Bserseller.  Fat  Joaetl  Fan. 

East  Stonehnuw,  JnW  13  at  II 
West,  Thos  Ward.  Maldrahead,  Barks,  BolMer.   ?ct  JeaeM.  ttA 

Windsor,  JniT  15  at  II 
Wild,  aaml.Onenahaw,nr  Manch,  Draper.    PstJaat.   It;,  te. 

Jnly  IS  at  9.30 

BANKRUPTCIES  ATTNTTLLED. 
FaiDtT.  Jnne  23, 18JI. 
Haalewood.  Clement  Alfd,  Springileld  Book,  Hoiacl-liSL  Bbv„ 

Clerk.    M«v  in 
Butcher,  Jas  Edwd.  Sutton,  Sairey,  Bailder.    Jaae  V 

TosaoAT.  Jone  77, 1871. 
Maehin.  Darld,  Readinr,  Barka.  Pnulterar.    Junstl 
Townaenl,  Thoa,  Plymouth,  Demn.  PI«nof>rte  Iteihr.  Ja«M 
Tunaley,  Matthew  Hy.   ft    John  Bland,  Ctaaeihaa,  IbKk.  Mm 

Jnne  22 

Litpiidatioii  by  Anmtimmt, 
FIRST  MEKTIKOS  OF  CBCDOOIS. 
FaiDST,  Jana  It,  1871. 
Aldred.  Wm,  Kilbarn,  nvbr,  Coal  Higgler.     Jaly  It  st  t,  B  tf* 

H«'ath,  Amen  a'lev,  D*«r>>T 
Benley.  Chas  Albert  ft  Mary  Ealea.  Chinnenhsa  ra.Hanssil,l>J 

Jaly  IS  at  I,  at  nlllcea  of  Allen.  Rmnawiek  "q 
Bland,  Jnhn,  Bradford,  York,  Anctloneer.     Joly4  at  t.itoaa 

Berrr.  Bradfrird  

Bonn,  Martin  Jones.  Comnratlon  Vd<n>,  FanlngdeB  tt,  InsMI 

July  iaat3,atolB'<esor  Anaen.  Tamplest,  Blm 
Briscoe,  Mary  Ann,  Blrm.  nnt  nrboaineda.     Jaly  S  at  t,  il  «* 

aonthaU  ft  Son.  Newhall  at  Birm 
Bromley,  John,  Whlteharen,  Onmherland,  PWaie  Btshr-  W 

II.  at  nlBeee  of  Lnmb  %  Howaoo.  ({n-en  at,  Whitshsr^  ^  _ 
Brown.  Geo  Pom'rott,  Westbnimo  »roTO,  iWlrnr  nf  F*l«a* 

IB  at  2,  at  onees  of  Deane,  Walhrook.     Tstham,  Ot  KriiUBIi 

Doctors'  commons 
Barton,  John  Hariteil  Cramer,  Norfolk,  Grocer.   JiJy  !  at  IL  il« 

of  Stanley,  Bank  plain,  Norwich 
Batcher,  Frank,  Enanm,  Surrey.  Brickmaker.     JilyS  at  l»  «• 

Brett,  Lesdenhall  st.    Montan.  BneklendMry 
Carman,  Thoa  Biyth,  Claram'^nt  ter.  Ontd  Harhoar  lase.  IHtm 

Merchant.    Jaly  S  at  3.  at  the  Angol  Hotel   PeManimeiil* 
Chapman,  Thos,  Northaranlen,  Draper.     Joly  <  at  It  a  ■ 

JeSeiT  ft  Son,  Newland,  Northampton  . 

Cole.  Hr,  Brighton.  Suaaex,  Baker.     Jnly  13  at  9,  st  oSct  < 

Middle  at,  Brighton  ,  ^ 

Cowley,Jss,  Swansea,  Glamomn.Uoensed'VktnaUer.  Jrirlaa 

otBeea  of  Reld  ft  Rome.  Hnant  at,  Swansea 
Dimmock,  By  Anthony.  Briato),  ComnHoeial  TTase'ibr^AT 

at  ofllees  of  Becklngbam,  Albion  chamhofa.  Bmad  at,  BUM 
Duff,  Bobt,  OlooT  St,  Walworth,  Tailor.     Jane  SO  at  11,  ■(■ 

Downes.  Cbeapslde  _^_ 

Emeoy.  Wm,  Blnfteld,  Berka,  Gent.     JnW  S  at  II.  at  the  Siril 

inn,  Bracknell     Edwards,  Bnah  lane,  Oannno  i*  ^ 

Erano,  Darid.  New  Tredegar.  Monmoath.  Praoer.    JaljO  ■ 

olBcea  ot  Simons  ft  Plewa,  Cbnreh  at.  Martbyr  T^ 
Francis,  Robt.  Worthing,  Sussex,  Unen  Sraaer.    July  4  st  I,  ■ 

Onlldhall  Tanm,  Oresham  at.    Luckett  Wortbla* 
Franka,  Wm.  Shalford,  Snrrar.  Land  Agmit.    July  liitl.' 

Boroagh  hall.  Kortii  at.  Gaildtad 
Oooch.  Wm  Philip.  Hamilton  ter  Baal,  Hlrhbory,  Ckia**-    '■'j 

1 1,  at  the  Inna  of  Court  Hotel,  High  Holbora.    Olarka,  81  uT* 

Paddtngton 
Grainger,  Thoa,  Darlaston,  Staflbrd.     July  II  at  3, at  aSeatl < 

Park  St,  Walsall 
Halnee,  Joeeph.  Paaiatone,  York,  SobootmasMr.   Jaly  •  si  i  s 

of  Newman  ft  Sona.  Ohandi  at.  Bamahrr  _      .^^ 

Harris,  Joseph,  Bristol.  Bookbinder.     Jaly  8  at  12,  at  sflwifOM 

Co.  Small  at  et.  Small  at.  Rrtatol.    Bnaon  ft  RWaea.  BriM 
Harris,  Haria.  Stntford,  Esem.  Iraainger.    Joly  II  st  t  tf  «■ 

Lamb,  Bedlhrd  row  ^.^. 

Haward,8amlRoM.  Lowestoft,  Saflblk,  Botcbv.    Mfi*''' 

High  St.  Loveatnlt.    Seam.  Loweotoft 
Hawortfa.  Michael,  Orer  Darwen,   Laneaohim,  ft 

Botany  Brow,  Chorier.  Power  Loom  Oloth  " 

I ,  at  oCBeea  of  Radol  Ms,  Olaytoa  at,  BIsckban 
Heallngr,  Thee  Lyon,  Rnthin,  DenMgh,  Wioa 

at  oflloe  of  Adams,  Caatia  st.  Rathlo 
HolUnd,  John,  Willlamann.  Eaaax  rd,  lalingtaik 

3,  at  the  Masons'  Taren,  Maaon's  arenoc, 

Baaingksn  st 
Holt.  Jaa,  Oaatleford,  Fbyoklan.     Joly  «  at  2.3*,  at  the 

merdal  Hotel.  Oaatleford 
Hopkins,  Jaa  ft  Ohu  Fredk  Hopkins.  Bins,  SIbsI  Tit 

Julyl3atl3,  at  olBcea  of  Fallows,  Oherryai,aka 
Horiey.Edwd,  Whitecross  st.St  Laks^,  Baker.   Joly  7st  III 

of  Ley  ft  Broklosby.  Water  lane,  Ot  Tower  s«  i.fct*l 

Hughes,  Joseph,  Hathynlleth,  Mentgofoery.  yilehnahr.  W" 

at  offices  ot  Wllllama  ft  Oittlns,  Bank  Kowtows        ^ ^^ 

Hunter,  Ebeneser  Cnllen,  Ot  Marlow,  Boeka.  Faacy  Samit-  '» 

at  1 2,  at  the  Crown  inn,  Ot  Mariow 
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lilono,  TM  i  Joiko*  Cox,  Lfool,  Ship  Store  Dealtn.     Jalr  5  M 
It  oOm  of  Banit,  Unlm  ot.  Cutis  0t,  Lpool 
I,  Kuhaniel.  Mancb,  Boot  Dealer.     Jal/  8  *t  S,  at  offlcx*  ot  Heath 
int.  Sma  rtiManeh 

I,  Jobs,  Crewe,  Chatter,  runttare  Broker.    JoljrSat  3,  M  the 
^  Hotel,  Crawe.    Salt 

I,  EBai,  Swanna,  Ueanaed  VIstaaller.     J0I7  6  at  3,  at  oOeee  of 
Km  k  Voodwtrd,  Wind  st,  SiruMa 

I,  Br,  Fntre,  Oiaaoisan.   July  S  at  I,  at  oOoes  of  Boiaer  A 
ilHpi,Cuioa  It,  Aberdare 

,  Wtlt  Thof,  Linol,  Tailor.     Jalj  S  M  II,  at  offloe  of  Olbeon  * 
Iml,  Soath  John  rt,  Lpool.    Fowler 

It,  JoMph,  EaK  Breat,  Somereet,  OatUa  Dealer.     Jnly  B  at  II,  at 
ee  of  HoUa,  Weill 

All  Woodchareb,  Kent,  Farm  BallUC,    July  S  at  11,  at  efllce  of 
ttorltC«,A*IM 

Bbtr, John,  Boede,  Lpool,  Jeweller.   Jaly  T  at  3,  at  oOee  atlTsy, 
itt  Mb  M,  Lpool.    Hughea,  Lpool 

•Ml,  OhM  auem.  Abtor  r<  Waat,  8t  John'a  wood,  Artiat.     Jnlj 
I II,  itedlte  of  DebealiaiB,  Uaeola's-iim-Mds 
■;,  Alai,  tfattn  aq,  Bloomsliinrr,  PBhUahsr.     taXy  6  at  I ,  at  Rad- 
'1  Holtl,  Sen  Bridm  st.    Frlce,  Ohe^ieide 
itm,  noi,  Dlnas,  Glamorgan,  Oarpanter.    Jolr  8  at  13,  at  the  New 
I  Eolil,  PostTprtdd.    Siooaa  *  Plewa.  Merthyr  Tjitl 
HuaUp,  Uueh,  Udisa'  Ootfltter.    J  aly  IS  at  3,  at  otlee  of  Leigh, 
)nit,  JUneh 

bipb,  Amlald  Plain,  Doriiam,  Diaper.    Joly  t  at  1,  at  oOee  of 
iKcr,  snter  at,  Dodtam 

,  Frank  Kidtd,  Saadwieb,  Kent,  Ship  Bolldar.     Joly  7  at  1,  at  the 
I  Hotel,  Strand  at.  Sandwich.     Fkrafleld.  Serle  at,  Uoooln^  iaa 
«,  Sichd,  Foctnoath,  Baker.    Jiil7Sat3,atoaaeofBlaka.Union 
Pome* 

3,  Wm,  Tramato  mawa,  Albion  at,  Tork  rd,  KIng'a  croae,  Canaan, 
r  <  at  It,  at  olBeea  of  Barton  k  Drew,  Fore  at,  Flnebary 
Ul,  John  Ohriatian  Ctaas  Theodor,  Baniagate,  Sorgleal  Inttmment 
tar.  July  6  at  S,  at  the  Elat  Hotel,  Ramagate 
LThoaBelUOataahead,   tinrham.  General  Dealer  in  Fnmitare. 
r  >  at  It,  at  olBcea  of  Johniton,  Hoiley  at,  Newoaatle-npon-Tyne 
a,  Aggsato,  Seethinc  lane,  Uerebant.    Joly  U  at  1,  at  the  Onlld- 
I  Cnlbe  bosae,  OreeDam  St.   Conrtenaiy  *  Oroome,  Oraeeehnroh  at 
rrillt,  Jobs,  Norwteb,  Tran>Ulnc  Diaper.     Jnly  7  at  I ,  at  oOee  of 
M,  Chnnh  at,  Thsaire  at,  Msrwieli 

us.JobnOatdsner.  Earls  Coins.  Eaaax,  Oroosr.     Jnly  7  at  4  at 
naaseHotsI,  Hsadst,Ool«iiastsr.    Philbrlok  k  Son,  dotebeeter 
lap,  AU;  Norwich,  Onoiat.    June  30  at  II,  at  oOlce  of  Stanley, 
*II>is,Nonricb 

m,  Jeaat,  Brighton,  Siiaaex,  Bnllder.     July  4  st  la,  at  oOees  of 
*kQ>,  Skip  at.  Brighton 

•Ma,  Dewabarr,  Tork,  Jotear.     Jnly  (  at  8,  at  offices  of  Seholee 
nsny,  Lscds  rd,  Dowsbniy 
'.Waa,  liaach,  DairyiBan.    Jnly  It  at  3,  at  cOos  of  Leigh,  Brown 

a,WmOynne,ftoaancn,nr  OnnBarthea,  OoannAgant.     Jnhr7at 
itlieTowsbaU,  Carmarthaa 

vBaal  Qerelaod.  Looibbotoogh,  Leieeeter.  Printer.  Jnly  4  at 
AoOeaaof  Oosde,  Uaitet  pi,  Looghboronirh 
<iml  Mills,  WtaehOeid,  Hante,  Com  Merchant.  Jnly  8  at  IS,  at 
*lMatabast  inn,  Baaingstoka.  Ere,  Alderahot 
Heater  EHi,  Weaton-aapsr-Mar*.  Soinsrset,  Sahoohnlatrese.  Jnir 
II.Btodlessof Morton, Sooth  ter,  WeatoD-snpsr-Mare.  Reeds 
I,  BtidKewater 

kir.  Wttaon,  Alfred  at.  Oiange  rd.  Leather  Dreeaar.    Jnly  8  at  *, 
•  Olaranont  Arms,  X7pper  Orange  rd,  Bermoodsey 
•a,}ehD,  Ebbw  rale,  Monaontb,  Grooer.     Jnly  II  at  I,  at  89 
tit.Biiatol.    Wllllama  ft  Co,  Newport 

ih  Mt,  Aatcn-jnna-BIrm,  Draper.     Jnly  7  at  S,  at  the  Qneea'a 
iiBirai.   Newton,  Newark-apon-Trent 
V,  Jaa,  Landport,  Hanta,  Batcher.    Jnly  6  at  8,  at  oOce  of  King, 
»«t,P0rt8ea 

Wm  Kaadall,  sen.  Alpha  rd,  Sarblton,  Brloknuker.    Jnly  7  at  3, 
afinUdball  CoOSe  bonae,  QnildbaU.    Walter  fc  Moojen 
Jaa  By,  Chaiawortii  rd,  Clapton  pk.  Corn  Uerebant.    Jnly  8  at 
aOeas  tf  IMtoa  *  Jeeaett,  St  Cleoant'S  honee,  CleatODt'S  iaae 
■TkotfcCbaeHay,  Ciowiaad,  Lincoln,  Ooal  Memhaats.     Jnly  4 
>  u  sffleea  of  Oammack,  Pinchbeck  at,  Spalding 
mo  Uwd,  Idol  lane.  Tea  Dealer.    Jnly  7  at  3,  at  oOee  ot 
■pdiliy  lb  Cox,  Clittord's  Inn 

u, Aann  Jacob,  Portaea,  Hants,  Jeweller.     Joly  10  at  18,  at 
a  of  Brttt,  LeaOenhaU  at.    Montagu,  Bncklenbnry 

_  TiraBMT,  Jnne27,  1871. 

»■  VtaMent.  jnn,  Ot  Mark)*,  Bucks,  Coal  UerchaaL    Joly  10 
,  at  lOee  of  Clarke,  Eaaton  at.  High  Wyeomba 
nab,  Bicbd.  Ormaklrk,  Lancashire,  Hairdresser.    Jnly  M  at  3, 
n  ofPtrr  t  Sadler,  Railway  rd,  Ormskirk 
'*  {"Jf"'  Klohmond,  Snney,  Bnllder.    Joly  7  at  1,  at  oOcea  of 
a,cealord  row 

^m  a  Kme«  Artbor  Horrey,  Slongh,  Bneki,  Grooeia.    Jnly  11 
ttofflce  of  Phillips,  Orsy'a  inn  aq 

Hj  Fredk,  Wh«plode  Drore,  Lincoln,  Tailor.     Jnly  13  at  18,  at 

If  Deacon  ft  Wilklns,  Feterboroogh 

Miiia  Robinsoa,  Sheldon,  Deroo,  Beeraeller.     Joly  10  at  1 1, 

kofwUdbomefc  Toaer,  Tclgnraonth 

t,Geo,  Rodmersham  green,  Kent,  WbeelwrighL    Jnly  7  at  IL 

it  of  Gibwn,  High  >t,  Sittingboome 

I,  Red  hill,  Surrey,  UpbOlstarer.    Joly  7  at  It,  at  otBeea  ef 

iQieapside 

■alsb  Wm  Bright,  Holmbnsh,  Cornwall,   Mine  Preprietor. 

k  II, at  Parkar^  Monnt  Pleasant  Hotel,  Flymootb.    Fttter,  Jr 

saw,  Bnnhill  row,  Flnsbnry,  Grocer.     Jnly  II  at  8,  at  oflloea 

k  ttnholomew  close 

NrdCbaieblil,  HUlaboroaKh,  nr  ShefBeld,  Wholesaie  Drnggist. 

h4,  at  olBeae  of  Bogg,  Fli  Tree  chambers,  Sheffield 

■ernmna.  Dean  SI,  Soho,  Upholsterer.    Jnly  18  at  It,  at  offices 

t.  King  st,  Otaeapslde 

f-Jkornage,  Norfolk,  Grocer.     Jnly  7  at  8.80,  at  offloes  of 
P  Ce,  Beak  okambers.  Norwich 

»  BdwIn.Bogby,  Warwick,  Plnmbor.    Joly  10  at  18,  at  offices 
ftun  *  Biatttnry,  Cherry  at,  Biim.    Dala^,  Rogby 


Edwarda,  Wm,  Bishopwearmontb.     Jnly  18  at  11,  at  the  Crown  anft" 

Sceptre  inn.  High  i,  Biahopwaannooth 
Fletcher,  Robt,  Rowley  Beguu  StaSoid,  Sragtist.     Jaly  10  at  II,  a: 

offloe*  of  ShakeepearSiChnrchst.  Oldbniy 
Ford,  WmHy,CardlS,01amorgan,  OensialOntfltlsr.   Jnly  10  at  It,  at 

offieea  of  Hancock  k  Co,  John  st,  Bristol 
Franklin,  Edwd,  Harriagton  at.  Hampatead  rd.  Cum  Merchant.     Jnly- 

7  at  3,  at  offices  of  Psrsrley,  Basiaghall  st 
Goldberg,  Abraham,  London  at.  Tailor.    Joly  7  at  II,  at  oflleta  ef 

Walker,  Abchnr«h  lane 
Graham,  Wm,  Epeom.  Surrey,  Printer.    Jnly  II  at  It,  at  officee  of  Har- 
rison, Fnmlral'B  Inn,  Holbom 
Qrenlleld.  Hannah,  Horsham,  Sussex,  Bailder.     Joly  7  st  2.  at  tke 

King's  Heail  Hotel,  Horsham .     Dubois  k  Oriaihs,  Chnreh  passage, 

Goildhall  yd 
Orores,  Cha«  Herbert,  Astoa-Joxta-Birm,  Warwick,  Bnllder.     July  ID 

at  3,  at  ofllcea  of  Rtcbardson,  Temple  row  West,  Birm 
Band,  John,  Fsraworth,  Lancashire,  Grocer.     Jnly  10  at  3,  at  offices 

of  Dawson,  Exchange  st  East,  Bolton 
Hsrriaon,  SamI,  Halifluc.  Tork,  Draper.    Jaly  10  at  4,  at  oBees  of 

Storey,  Cheapside,  Halilsx 
Hetherington,  John  Hlllman  k  Robt  Hetherlngton,  Slongh,  Bucks. 

Cabinet  Makers.   Joly  17  at  I.  at  offloea  ot  Taylor  k  Jaeitoet,  Sontli- 

st,  Flnsbniy  sq 
Rill,  Wm  Hy,  Aston-lnxta-BIrm,  Gun  Uanutaoturer.    Jnly  10  at  18,  at  ' 

offieea  of  Reece  k  Harris,  New  st,  Birm 
Hill,   Wm  Thos,  Exeter,    Booimsker.     July  8  at  18,  at    offioes  of 

Beekingham,  AIMon  chambers.  Broad  st,  Bristol,    Friend 
Bolbun,  Anus  Gadley,  Meakwesrmoutb,  Dorbem,  Haberdasher.    July 

1 1  st  It,  at  oOoa  of  steel,  Lambton  at,  Sanderland 
Bolmee,  Tbos,  Barlbro*,  Darby,  out  of  boaiiiaia,     July  10  at  3,  at  oflke 

of  Oee,  High  st,  Cbesterfleld 
Hndsoai,  Jaa,  Birm,  Jourueymaa  Tubs  Maker.     Jnly  14  at  3,  at  oOees- 

of  Jaquca,  Cheny  st,  Biim 
Jackson,  Robt,  Batley  Carr,  Yoik,  Grocer.     July  II  at  8,  at  offices  of 

Ibberson,  Dewsbnry 
Jenkins,  JenMn,  Tlnypandy|I>liiaa,  Glamorgan,  Bnteber.     Jnly  6  at  8, 

at  cOeea  of  Alexander,  lasiititote  ehambsrs,  Pontypridd 
Jonee,  Ebenesar,  Mertbyr  Tydfil,  Glamorgan,  Wearer.     Jnly  1!  at  II, 

at  84  Vlctoiis  st,  Maithjr  TydSl.    Raaaell 
Jcaea,  Kdwd  FMIdiaa,  Birm,  Brasa  Foonder.     July  6  at  It,  at  oScee  of 

Wenham  Brea,  Ann  st,  Birm 
Jnaee,Jss,  Lower  ter,  Kottinf  bin,  BUndMannfaretnrar.    JalySatS,at 

office  of  Lewis,  Furairal's  inn 
Jrwstt.  Joeeph,  Lpool,  Timber  Bender.     Jnly  1 1  at  3,  at  1 1  South  John 

at,  Lpool.    Tbornley  k  Heatoa,  Lpool 
Jndd,  Martha.  Cheltenham,  Gloucester,  Ladiea*  Outfitter.    July  II  at  18, 

at  146,  Cheapside 
Key,  Oeo,  Linooln,  Grocer.    July    18  at  II,  at  oflket  ot  Toynbee  k 

Laiimn,  Lincoln 
Kieman,  Mary,  Hanch,  Clothier.     July  10  etll,  at  offieea  ofRodgers, 

Dickinson  st,  Naneh 
King,  Jaa  Edwd.  Birm,  Tailor.    July  8  at  II,  at  oOoea  of  Harrison, 

MewhaU  st,  BIm 
MalUnaen,  Jas,  Rippeodan,  Tork,  Bntelier.     Jaly  10  at  3,  at  oflloeaof 

Jubb,  Bamm  Top,  HalUax 
Mansfleld^ohn  Baitlett,  Tdgnmonth,  Deron,  Ship  Bnllder.    July  to  at 

1 1,  at  offleae  of  WbMbome  k  Toaer,  Teigumoutli.  Terrall  k  PeUieriGk 
Marshall,  Thoa,  Old  Kent  rd.  Baker.     July  17  at  3,  at  the  Clatemoot 

Aima,  Cpner  Grange  rd,  Bemumdaey.    Porter 
Menyman,  Hy,  SheiBeld,  Prorltion  Dealer.     Jaly  4  at  II,  atofltaeof 

OMgg,  Bank  at,  Sheffield 
Miehaal,  Wm,  Swansea,  Glamorgaa,  Cabinet  Maker.    July  1 1  at  3,  at 

offieee  ot  DaTiea,  Rutland  at,  Swansea 
Mnnio,  Darid,  Bradford,  Tork,  Cabinet  Maker.   July  S  at  II,  at  the- 

Manor  House  inn,  Darlay  at,  Bradford.    Dawson 
(yKseOe,  Ttaoe.  Mountain  Ash,  Glamorgaa,  Bootmakar.    Jnly  7  at  I ,  at 

olBeee  of  Roseer,  Caaon  at,  Aberdare 
Plokard,  Chas  Edwd,  Bradford,  York,  Grooer,     Jnoe  38  at  4 ,  at  oOoes- 

of  Haigrearee,  Market  at,  Btadlbrd 
IHebaidson,  Wm,  Sheffield,  Heeler.    Jnly  10 at  4,  atoffieet  of  Sngg,  Fig 

Tree  ehambera,  Shefltold 
Bebwta.  Oalin  BnaaeU,  Chaaeerr  lane.  Clerk.     July  14  at  3,  at  eOcee  of 

Jenkint  k  Button,  Tariataok  st.  Strand 
Bosser,  Thoe,  Femdale,  Glamorgan,  Licensed  Viotnaller.    Jnly  10  at  II, 

at  offieee  of  Bcsser  k  PhlUtpe,  Canon  at,  Aberdare 
Saunders,  Hy,  Uaworth,  Middx,  Bnllder.     July  18at  It,  at  oOotsof 

Briggs,  The  Sqnare,  Islsworth.    Pyke,  Llneoln'a-inn-Selds 
Shaw,  Elis  k  Florinda  Shaw,  Lpool,  Smallware  Dealers.     July  21  at  3. 

at  offieea  of  Erana  k  Loekett,  Commerce  ehambera.  Lord  st,    Lpool 
Smith,  Oeo  Wm,  St  Mary's  rd,  Uoraaey,  Bnllder.     Joly  7  at  3,  at  office 

of  Ricketta,  Fredk  at,  Ckay's  inn  rd 
Smith,  Isaac  Hntohinsoo,  Boode,  nr  Lpool,  ProTlaion  Dealer.     July  10 

at  8,  at  office  of  Ntidon,  Castle  at,  Lpool 
Smith,  Stephen,  Worceeter,  Dyer.     July  6  at  II,  at  office  of  Raa,  Fore- 
gate  B  t,  Woiceater 
Soarea,  Julio,  Canterbury  ter,  Croydon,  Wine  MeRhant.    Jnly  14  at  IS, 

at  offloe  of  Richardson,  George  st,  Manskm  bonae 
Terry,  Oeo  Welt.  RedkiU,  Surrey,  Coaah  Bnllder.     Jnly  10  at  It,  at 

office  ot  Uorrlaon  k  Head,  Ponltrir 
Thomaa,  Hy,  PontTpridd,  Glamorgan,  Comm  Agent.     Jnly  6  at  It,  at 

offices  ot  Alexander.  Institute  chambers,  Pontypridd 
Wadling,  Hy  k  Wm  Hy  Bolton,  St  George's  pi  Battereaa  riso,  PInmbeis. 

July  18  at  1,  at  office  of  Uaynes,  Serle  at,  liincoin'a  inn 
Walker,  John,  Lleredon,  Somerset,  Grooer.    Jaly  10  at  I,  at  the  White 

Lion  Hotel,  Broed  st,  Bristol.    Reed  k  Cook,  Bridgwater 
WaUbank,  Chas,  Stockport,  Chsshirs,  Tea  Dealer.    July  1 1  at  8,  at  the 

Bmnswiek  Hotel,  PtceadiUy,  Hsnch.    Johnstoi,  Siookport 
Wegg.  Fredk,  Plalstow,  Ensex,  Tobacconist.     July  II  at  18,  at  oflloe  of 

Barton  k  Drew,  Fore  at 
Wigley,  Kobt  Walpole,  Lpool,  Boot  Mannfactnier.  Jnly  7  st  3,  at  offieea 

ot  noroley  k  Heaton,  Hatton  garden,  Lpool 
Wild,  Jaa,  Cborlton-npon-Medloct,  Manch,  Chemiat.     J  nly  10  at  3.  st 

offioe  of  NIcholaon  k  Milne.  Norfolk  et,  Manch 
WiUoughby,  DIgby  do  R-mtannar,  Ot  Winchester  at  bldgs,  Gent.    July 

lOata,  at7,FamiTarslnn.    SymskSon 
Wood.  Joseph,  Tudhoe  Orange.  Durham,  TWIor.     July  14  at  8,  at  the 

TWbot  Hots:,  Bishop  Auckuad.    Bricnall,  Jnn,  Durban 
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GBESHAM     LIFE    ASSURANCK    SOCIETT, 
3T,  OLD  JEVTBT,  LONDON,  E.G. 
SOLICITORS  Ma  invitwi  to  intndnca,  on  bahali  of  tlielr  cUenU,  f  ro- 
ponli  for  Loaiw  on  FraehoU  or  Lauiiiold  Property,  Bereniaiu,   Lift 
miinitt,  or  other  idaqaau  MsnilklM. 

PropOMds  mar  be  mide  in  the  tint  Inetenoe  ■coording  to  the  fallowiaR 
tatmt — 

PBoroeAL  roR  Loav  oh  IfoRTaAan. 


Introdnead  bj  [itaU  aami  and  aMnu  qf  ttHetor) 

Amount  required  £ 

Ha*  and  mode  o(  repeynwnt  (Le.,  »>«*»■  ^  a  Itrm  ctrtatn,  er  6» 


8eeorit7  (iM<  ilmrUp  On  parttaUan  tf  umritf,  and,  if  limi  ar  taiOtf- 
<■:«(,  Kal>  M«  Mt  onmui  Akoim). 

atiM  Vint  Lift  FoUey  (If  any)  U  propond  to  be  eObctad  with  the 
Oretham  OOee  in  connection  vitb  the  lecnilty. 
By  order  of  the  Board, 

F.  ALL&N  CDBTIS,  Actnary  and  Secretary. 


A  PUBLIC  ACCOUNTANT,  of  high  profesmonal 
attatmaanti  and  In  ceod  practice,  vonld  reoetve  a  Toaac  Gentle- 
naa  at  hla  realdenoa  at  OoUdftrd,  and  thonmiihly  qnalliy  him  in  the 
nrotmlen  in  erary  detail :— Bookkeeping  by  Doable  Kntiy,  Aodlting, 
Mercantile  and  Baakrapt  Law,  the  praeiieal  working  o(  IJqaidattcns, 
Baakmpteiee,  kc— BATifU  ft  Puiaia,  Aoeoaatanla  and  Aoolton,  11, 
Oaniaat'a-lane,  Lombard-itreec  London;  and  4,  Wellington-place, 
GnUdford. 


U^QUITABLE    REVERSIONARY   TSmSSSl 

tit  SOCIETT.   10,  LAMCASTBB-FLACE,  IIUID. 

Eitabliihed  IS»5.    Capital  pald-ap,  MMN. 
Thil  Socitty  porehaiea  reTOrrieaary  pr»|ieitr,  Uk  lomib,  al  ik 
pelioiei  of  aianrance,  and  graata  loaaa  ootheaeMauWa. 
Forma  of  propoaal  may  be  abtalnad  at  the  oMcai 

F.  8.  CL&TTOS, )     fas 
O.  H.CLATT0K.)9 


HOME   INVESTMENT  in  KEAL  PROPEill 
—Messrs.  W.   Hannam  fc  Co.,  Bank-cbamlKn,  JT«,  iaa- 
itreet,  Lon3on,  are  authorized  to  RECEIVE  SLTIiCRlPTIOKSli  •.» 
BALANCE  of  UNISSUED  SHARES  in    EVANS'  (Umite*,  to  «i  . 
known  Music-hall  and  Grand  Hotel,  Coven t-^drdan.     Tbe  gm;hi^  j 
erected  at  a  cost  of  £10,000,  bu  been  entiiely  iii  ilamilri  at  it- 
modelled  by  the  Company,  at  a  cost  of  £3.000-    The  OmtlgMiiar 
nadergolDg  a  simitar  process,  and  will  re-epen  for  tba  miAi  tf 
Ttsitors  in  two  or  three  weeks. 

The  total  property  is  held  at  as  ahnoat  nominal  ran,  nL,Mi 
year.  Careful  calculations  haTe  been  made,  ibowinx  the  MK  |Bka 
present  produced  from  the  returns  since  Janoary  lo  ke  s  aiaa~  "* 
£6,000  per  anoum- 

The  total  capital  of  the  Company  is  only  £10,000. 

The  balance  of  Share  Capital  reraaiaing  ansabicribed  lad  aa« 
consists  of  460  share*  of  £5  each. 

The  shares  will  be  delivered  in  order  of  applicatioo. and  Till  V»a 
farther  liability,  as  they  must  be  fully  paid  up  at  the  tiM  of  i 
tion.     Chet^ues  to  be  crossed  "  National   Bank." 

Messrs.  Hannam  &  Co.  hare  25  of  the  Debentures  of  tbe  •>«.«  Si 
each,  bearioK  12^  per  cent,  interest,  at  a  small  premtom. 


LONDON    OAZETTK  (pnbliihed  by  aathalty)  and  LONDON    and 
COUimiT  ADVERTISEMKNT  OFFICE. 
No.  I  IT,  CHANCEET   LANE,  FLEET    STREET. 

TJENRY  GREEN  {naay  yeanwith  the  late  Georffe 


long  experience  of  npwardi 
ot  twantr-fiT*  years,  in  the  special  insertion  of  all  pro  forma  notices.  Iw., 


JL.I.  Ronall),  AdTerttiemant  Agant,  begs  to  diteet  the  attention  ol 
the  Legal  rrefcsilen  to  the  adTantases  of  his  Ion 
~  twantr-fiT*  years,  in  the  special  insertion  of  al 
1  iMnby  aoUeiti  tlietr  aanUnnad  snpport.— N.B.  Ona  copy  of  adTcrtiaa- 
mant  only  reqniied,  and  the  strictest  care  and  pnmpiitnda  aasared. 
OOolallT  stamped  fbrais  for  adrertisamanta  and  flia  of  "Loodoa 
Gasette^'kepU 

THE  LITERARY  MACHINE  (Ftttented)  for  hold- 
ing a  book,  newspaper,  lamp,  meals,  ambrella,  Ac,  at  any  heigh  t 
or  aogla  OTor  an  easy  enair,  bed,  sofa,  ship's  bartii,  earriage  or  garSsn 
aaat.    As  naed  by  Princess  Loolse.    Innlnable  to  Inralids  and  Stadents. 
Admirably  adapted  (br  India.    A  most  nselU  and  elegant  gilt. 
Prices,  Ids.,  90s.,  and  npwards.    Stawlagt  free. 
J.  CaiTza,  St,  Mortimer-streat,  ▼. 

ILNER'S  STRONG  HOLDFAST  and  FIRB- 

BESISTINO  SAFES,  Sraoaa  RooH  Dooas,  Ice.,  with  an  tba 
recent  impio*emant«.     Frtee  Lists,   Drawings,  and  TseUmonials  free 

by  post.— LiTorpooI,  Manchester,  Sber  ■"        "  "" 

Otty,  Londoo. 


leffleld,  and  4Ta,  Moorgala-straett 


o 


SLER'S  CRYSTAL  GLASS  CHANDELIERS. 

Taata  oLaas  o*  au  imsa, 

CHANDEUEBS  IN  BBONZE  AND  ORMOLU. 

Modeiator  Lamps,  and  Lamps  for  India. 

LOHDON— Show  Booms,  «S,  OXFORD-STREET,  W. 

BIKMINOHAH— Uanntsctory  and  Show  Booms,  Broad-street. 

IniNE  FLAVOURED   STRONG  BEEF   TEA  at 
'      abont  Ud.  a  pint.    ASK  FOR  UEBIO  COKPANT'B  EXTRACT 
of  Maat,  leqnfaiag  Baton  UeUg  the  Inventor's  SIgaatnra  on  arery 
Jar,  being  the  only  naraotee  ot  genntneness. 
XxeeDent  ecoaomleal  stodc  toe  sonpa,  aanoaa,  Ao. 

OYAL      POLYTECHNIC— Profeswr     Pepper's 

"Trip  to  the  Western  Highlands  of  Ireland ;"  Grand  Scenery, 
and  Irish  Songs  by  Miss  Berth— En^gement  of  Oaorge  Backland, 
Esq.,  and  Great  ReTival  of  Henry  Rnsaell's  Songa,  under  bis  personal 
kind  snperintaadeDoe,  with  grand  Scenio  and  (Optical  Efbets— "  Paaa, 
sa  it  Was  and  Is; "  illnatrated  with  a  beantifal  series  of  Pictures  of  tha 
FnUie  BoUdlnga  and  Streets ;  by  J.  L.  King,  Esq.— Re-engagement  of 
E.  D.  Dayiea,  the  Premier  Ventriloquist — Tbe  Oboet  and  ouer  Enter- 
talnmeats  ss  nsnal— Admlsaion  One  Shilling.  Open  from  li  to  9  and  7 
to  10. 

BILLS  OF  COMPLAINT. 

BILLS    of   COMPLAINT,  5/6   per   page   for    20 
oopies,  from  which  price  a  lat^  disoount  will  be  allowed  if  cash 
X  paid  immediately  on  oon^letion  of  order, 
Tatks  &  AunAicsia,  Lav  Fiintets,  Symonds-inn,  Chaooety-laiie. 

PRINTING  of  EVERY  DESCRTPTION,  Lewd, 
Parliamentary  and  General- Newspapers,  Books,  PampUets, 
Prospectoses,   CircalaTs,    &e.— with    prompntude  and    at   moderate 
ehai:i<a,bT 
Tatis  &  Ai.xxaxDia,  Symonds-inn  (and  Ohurch-pasaage),  Ohancetyw 


AUTHORS  ADVISED  WITH  as  to  the  Cost  of 
Printing  and  Pitblishing,  and  the  Cheapest  Mode  of  Bringing 
out  less. 

Yatis  4;  Ai,axAassa,  Printers,  7,  Symonds-inn,  Chansery-laae. 


rp  H  E     AGRA      BANK     (LIMITED 

1  Established  in  1833.— Capital.  £l,O0«,QM. 

HEAD  OFFICE— NICHOLAS-L.\NE,  LOMBARD-STREIt.  WSt* 

BANSCas. 

Messrs.  GLYN,  MILLS.  CURBIE,  fc  Co.,  The  NATIONAL  W« 

SCOTLAND,  and  the  BANK  OF  ENGLAND. 
Branches  in  Edinburgh,  Calcutta.  Bombay,  Madras,  Kstrs:^!! 
Lahore,  Shanghai,  Hong  Kong. 

CiraaEtrT  AccouvTS  are  kept  at  the  Head  OSes  sa  ttsiaa 
ternary  with  London  bankers,  and  intarest  allowei  abas  ii 
balance  does  not  fall  below  £100. 

DsposiTO  received  for  flied  periods  on  the  followint  utwt, 
At  5  per  cent,  per  annum,  subject  to  13  mmths'  nctics  flf 
At  4  ditto  ditto  6  ditto 

At  3  ditto  ditto  3  ditto 

Bills  issued  at  the  current  exchange  of  the  day  oa  any  if  i 
of  the  Bank  free  of  extra  charge ;  and  approred  bills 
for  collection. 

Sties  AMD  PuacBASss  effected  in  British  and  fonigB 
East  India  Stock  and  loans,and  the  safe  custody  of  tbsaMS 

Interest  drawn,  and  army,  nary,  and  civil  pay  sadpssriH 

Every  other  description  of  banking    baaiasas  sisd  ■« 
British  and  Indian,  rranaactod. 

i.  THOMaOK, 

The  Companies  Acts,  1862  ft : 

Every  requisite  under  the  above  Acts  sappUcd  on  the  i 

The    B00E3    AND     FORMS   kept     in    stock  for  i 
MEMORANDA  and  ARTICLES  OF  ASSOCIATION  I 
In  the  proper  form  for  reitistratlon  and  dlstribntisa. 
TIFICATES  euKraved    and  printed.     OFFICIAL  SEIU  { 
and  executed.     No  charge  for  sketches.     CompaslM  Bs^ 
Railway  Registration  Forma. 

Solicitora'  Accomit  Boolts. 
ASH    &    FLINT, 

StAtioners,  Printers,  EnfcnTers,  Rofrittration  Afonti^  ftc^  < 
■treet,  London,  E.C.  (corner  of  Seri«»'ia'-ian* 


CRACROFTS  BANK  DIVIDEND 
1870-71.— Showinp the  Half-yearlx Rates  of  Diridai* 
over  One  Hundred  and  Sixty  Joint  Stock  B&nks,  DniMi  r~ 
Colonial ;  ynih  Nominal  and  Paid-np  Capitol.  NoAlMl 
Paid  of  Shares,  Date  of  Payment  ol  Dividends,  B«ffwF«4* 
Uarket  Price  of  Shares.  January,  1871,  and  Yield  per  «■!•  r 
Price.  Price  2e.  6d. ;  or,  mounted  on  roUer,  19».  *d. 

CRACROFTS  CONSOL  DIAGRa^M. 
Hijrhest  and  Lowest  Prices  of  Three  per  Cent  C*""*"! 
Irom  the  French  Revolution  of  1789  to  the  Franco-Gea^Jfg 
with  the  Growth  and  OecUne  of  the  National  Fu»iB*  »■ 
Britain  ;  the  Yearly  Average  of  the  Bank  Rate  of 
lated  Sutemcnt  of  the  Principal  Events  Affectiu  tti 
"  Diagrams   are  sometimes  not  rerj  simpla,  b«l  fl 
clearneu  itaelf— ia  an  interesting  commentary  m 
the  period  in  question."— Economiat. 

Price  3s. ;  or,  moanted  on  roUer.  3l  M- 
Will  ^ho^tly  be  ready,  the  Second  EdUM' 

CRAOROFT^S  INVESTORS'  RBOOED 
CHASES    and     SALES,    with     CALCULiTWW 
Erery  Investment.     An  additional  portion  <«p<o»Hy 
Lejcal  I'rofession, containing  Forms  of  Entiy  fot  ftwfc' 

Property ;  Leasehold.  Let  and  Held ;  Utaigft**  Bdd 
Insurances ;  Bills  and  Promissory  Notes ;  Mm>7S 
Borrowed. 

<*  The  object  of  this  Memorat>dam  Book  is  to  eoaMt 
keep  a  systematic  Record,  prodncible  in  a  Govt  ef  L 
restment  transaction  entered  into.     "So  saoh  nem^ 
preTJoos  to  ihe  first  edition. 

London:  KvriNeHAH  Wilsoii,  Publisher,  Rej** 
BERNARD  CRA.CROFT,  Sworn  iiroker,  4, 
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t  Ofa  tf  tJti$  JovBKAL  and  of  the  Wbbklt  BsraBTas, 
it  Mtctt  IS,  Cook't-eouri,  C'areif-ttmt,  JT.C. 

I  Suiiriptio"  to  "<«  SoLiorroiu'  Jocrkal  i> — Ttwn,  26*., 

^iwifry  28i.;  with  tht  Wisklt  Rifoktbk,  iit.     Pajftnnit 

naif  met  inelu'htDouilt  Numbn-t  end  Pottag$,  SubterHert 

»«  httt  thtir  Vehwut  bound  at  tht  OJlee—^th,  2«.  6d., 

iolfUnctalf.i'.td. 

I  iStttri  itUnuUdfor  puUieation  in  tht "  Solieitant  Journal " 

tmtht  tutktntieattd  by  tht  namt  of  tht  writtr,  though  not 

muurilji  for  jmblieation. 

]tri  ii/kulty  it  txptritnetd  in  proeuring  tht  Journal  toith 

tfuhrity  iA  tht  Provinett,  it  it  rtqutttid  that  application  it 

itii  dirttt  to  tht  Publithtr. 


i>\)c  Solrcitffrs'  laitrrtal. 


LONDON,  JVLT  8,  1871. 


The  Qovbbnmknt  have  decided  upon  iatrodaoing  • 
:  «nabliog  the  snperior  ooarta  of  law  to  appoint  Bitting* 
(fettminsteT  daring  tbe  Ijong  Vaoation.  The  bill  ia, 
ooone,  intiodaoed  with  *  special  view  to  the  Tioh- 
m  trial,  but,  it  is,  it  seems,  to  be  general  in  its  terms, 
im  general  gronnds  we  see  no  objection  to  snch  a  bill. 
it  were  likely  to  be  habitaally  acted  npon,  of  ooarse 
effect  wonld  be  to  abolish  the  Long  Vaoation  and 
aib  the  whole  arrangement  of  the  legal  year  ;  and 
aj  changes  were  to  be  made  in  this  direotioa  they 
ht  to  be  made  deliberately  and  after  fnll  oonsidera- 
lof  all  aspects  ot  the  question,  not  by  a  hnrried  Act 
nd  to  meet  a  special  need  and  without  regard  to 
ml  utility.  Bnt  of  course  the  proposed  A.at  will  not 
wt  in  force  ander  ordinary  oiccumstanoes  ;  and  it  is 
loobt  desirable  that  the  power  of  the  Court  orer  its 
I  sittings  shonld  be  as  large  as  possible  so  as  to  enable 
ideal  with  ezoeptional  cases. 

t  to  the  partioniar  trial  which  now  oooopies  pablio 
Btion,  we  g^re  our  reasons  last  week  for  thinUng 
i  snch  an  Act  as  that  proposed  will  have  no  rexy 
)t  operation.  If  its  passing  has  the  effect  of  making 
Gontt  sit  longer  than  it  has  now  been  arranged  it 
I  do,  it  will  not  be  beoanse  it  remores  any  legal  ob- 
is or  impoaes  any  legal  obligation;  bnt  because,  as  a 
'  itroag  azpteasion  of  the  feelings  and  wishes  of 
iameat  and  the  country  npon  the  snl^eot,  it  may 
tfy  the  ezpreased  determination  of  the  learned  jitige 
the  connsel  engaged  not  to  sit  beyond  the  time  agreed 
I  between  them  for  adjonmment.* 


The  Companies  Aot  does  not  contain  any  set-off  pro- 
Tisions  like  the  "  mntnal  credit "  danse  in  the  Bank- 
mptoy  Act,  and  Smith,  Fleming  J^  Co.'t  eate  (15 
W.  B.  78,  L.  B.  1  Ch.  638),  in  an  authority  deoidinf 
that  those  rules  as  to  set- off  which  do  not  exirt 
except  in  bankruptcy  are  not  applicable  under  tbe 
Companies  Aot  in  winding  np.  So  it  was  held  in  Kel- 
loek'e  eate  (16  W.  B.  688,  L.  B.  8  Ch.  769),  that  a 
creditor  holding  security  oan  prore  under  the  winding  up 
for  his  whole  debt,  and  not,  as  in  bankruptcy,  only  for 
the  balance  remaining  after  realisation  of  his  teonrity; 
this  being  on  the  common  equity  principle  that  a  secured 
creditor  is  not  restrained  in  his  manner  of  enforcing  any 
or  all  of  the  remedies  for  which  he  has  contracted.  Bnt 
where  there  is  an  actual  debt  due  per  contra  the  case  falls 
within  the  dass  in  which  the  Court  of  Equity  arrange 
on  the  principle  of  set-off.  So  in  Anderion't  etue  (16  W.  B. 
246,  L. B.  8  Eq.  837),  whereas  in  Parlb^'i  cow, tbe  set- 
off was  claimed  againtt  the  company,  a  set-ofl  was  allowe  ■ 
in  respect  of  aoceptanoes  of  the  company's  dishonoare<f 
before  the  winding  np.  In  the  present  case  Lord  Cairns 
—admitting  that  if  the  claim  on  the  polioy  had,  by  the 
dropping  of  the  life,  become  a  debt,  there  would  hare 
been  a  right  of  set  off  as  against  the  company — consi- 
dered that  he  could  not  award  any  set  off,  beoanse  the 
case,  being  one  of  a  running  policy,  there  was  no  deter- 
minate debts  some  sum  wonld  by-and-bye  become  doe  to 
OeneralParlby  from  the  company,  bnt  as  yet  there  was  no 
definite  debt  for  a  set  off.  Lord  Cuirns  queries  whether,  in 
the  IS8th section  of  the  Companien  Act,  1863,  someprori- 
sion  might  not  adrantageoosly  hare  been  made  for  these 
polioy  claims  on  suspended  inaarance  companies;  and  the 
query  is  one  which  will  suggest  itself  to  many,  for — to 
the  extent,  at  any  rate,  of  some  months'  interest — the 
role  applioable  allows  Uie  insuranoe  companies  to  profit 
by  what  maj  fairly  be  oonaidared  their  own  delinqoency 
in  failing  to  Iceep  np  tha  badness  on  the  foo^g  of 
which  they  issued  the  polioy. 


>KD  Caibns'  OBOiaiON  in  the  Albert  Life  Assuranoa 
'tntion,  in  the  case  of  Parlby't  Claim  (reported 
■Bother  odnmn),  is  worth  noting,  for  questions 
it-off  in  winding  np  have  giren  rise  to  con- 
ible  dilBonlty.  General  ?arlby  had  borrowed  of 
Albert  Company  npon  the  security  of  a  policy 
that  company,  and  the  short  qnestion  was 
W,  as  against  tbe  offldal  liquidator's  claim  for  the 
tnt  adTanoed,  General  Parlb.r  was  entitled  to  a  set- 
i  respect  of  the  snm  assured  by  the  policy.  Vice- 
«sUor  Bacon,  before  whom  the  point  came  in 
uy  last,  had  held  that  there  was  no  set-off.  The 
ion  has  now  been  argued  in  the  Arbitration  before 
Cairns,  who  alao  deddes  against  the  claim  of  set-ofl. 

Imoe  the  above  was  put  in  type,  the  conniel  and  jndRe 
^ally  amnged  (yesterday)  that  the  trial  shall  stand  ad- 
tdnntil  the  7th  of  November  next.  It  may  be  supposed, 
bre,  that  the  propoeed  Tichbome  Bill  will  not,  under  these 
"J'sMes,  be  brought  forward  ;  it  would  be  hardly  worth 
for  the  Legislature  to  pass  a  special  Act  to  facilitate 
U  >nd  bench  doing  what  they  have  decided  not  to  do. 
rthing  ig  now  placed  upon  the  proper  footing,  and  it  is 
1  up  that "  the  parties  as  represented  by  their  oonnsel," 
I  the  oouasel  aa  represented  by  themselves.  It  being  un- 
lod  that  the  poetponement  has  been  made  to  suit  the  con- 
tce  of  the  counsel  and  tbe  judge,  irrespective  of  the  parties, 
u  no  more  to  be  said  about  the  matter. 


Lord  Albbkabui  haa  withdrawn  a  Bill  which  he  had 
introdooed  into  tbe  Upper  House,  for  the  repeal  of  the 
Aot  of  George  III.  (1  Geo.  8,  o.  13),  which  fixes  the  real 
property  qoalifloation  for  jnatioes  of  the  peace.  A  dmple 
repeal  of  the  Act  of  George  III.  wonld  be  very  well  ad- 
vised, bnt  as  Lord  Hatherley  hinted,  it  is  worth  condder- 
ing  whether  the  real  property  quallfioation  ahonid  be  the 
only  one.  Lord  Albemarle'a  ^11  will  not  ot  ooarse  be 
oonfoondad  hy  theteadefc  with  the  Bill  to  remore  the  din - 
ability  ot  aoUdtore  for  filling  this  office. 

A  BrUi  WAS  BKAD  THB  BBOOMD  TiitB  this  week,  in  the 
Home  of  Lords,  whioh,  nndet  the  name  of  the  Prerention 
of  Crime  Bill,  is  intended,  prinoip«lly,  to  npeal  and  re- 
enact  with  amendments  tlie  Habitual  Criminals  Aot  of 
1869  (83  k  88  Viot.  0.  99).    We  have  not  yet  aaen  the 
bill,  and  it  seams  scatcdy  probable  that,  so  Ute  in  the 
seasion,  it  can  pass  both  Honses.  The  Habitual  Oriminala 
Act  stands  greatly  in  need  of  mvision,  as  we  have  often 
pointed  ont;  there  was  some  talk  of  amendment  last 
year,  bat  none  was  made.    We  may  again  draw  attentio'i 
to  some  of  the  pointa  which  need  amendment,    Beotion  8 
(police  snperrision' after  expiration  of  term  ot  impriaon- 
ment)  has  given  rise  to  inconvenient  doubts  aa  to  the 
proof  of  prior  convictions  •  compare  R,  r.  Simmere,  17 
W.  B.  384.     Section  1 1  (proceedings  against  persons  aa 
receireiB  of  stden  goods)   has  given    rise    to    donbtii 
whether  or  no  it  throws  npon  the  aoouaed  the  onns  ot 
proving  his  innocence.    The  point  was  raised  in  a  oase 
of  R.  V.  Hartoood,  on  the  Home  Circuit,  in  the  spring  of 
last  year,  and  Keating,  J.,  decided  in  tbe  negative,  bat 
as  the  prisoner  was  acquitted  it  has  not  been  argned. 
Section  10  is  also  aimed  against  receivers  of  stolen  goods 
but  the  penalty  is   too  small  and  tbe  description  of 
offenders  too  narrow.    There  are  other  pointa  in  the  Aot 
whioh  nasd  amendment,  and  the  plan  of  repealing  the 
Aot  and  re-enacting  it  with  amendmenta  seema  a  good 
one. 
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THE  JUDICIAL  COMBOTTEE  OP  THE  PBIVY 
COUNCIL  BILL. 

This  toll,  which  passed  the  House  of  Lords  on  Thnta- 
dsy  eTening  last,  is  admittedly  of  a  temporary  character 
and  as  this  answer  (and,  we  might  almost  add,  no  other 
was  given  both  by  the  Lord  Chancellor  and  Lord  Bomilly 
to  vretj  ob}eotion  which  was  taken  to  its  j^oTisions,  it 
may,  we  presnme,  be  taken  for  granted  that  nothing  in 
the  present  bill  is  intended  to  affect  or  influence  the  fiual 
form  in  which  onr  jndioial  system  is  erentnally  to  be 
settled.  If  this  be  so,  it  follows  of  coarse  that  many 
obaerratioDB  which  we  should  hare  thought  it  our  dnty 
to  make  upon  this  bill,  if  regarded  as  a  permanent 
arrangement,  are  inapplicable  to  a  mere  temporary  ex- 
pedient for  supplying  an  exceptional  necessity.  Such, 
for  instance,  is  the  obvions  objection  that  the  choice  of 
the  Crown  is  considerably  limited  by  confining  the 
judges  to  be  selected  to  those  who  are,  or  haTe  been, 
judges  in  England  or  chief  justices  of  Bengal  ;  it  is 
evident  that  it  might  often  happen  that  the  most 
eligible  person  for  the  office  wonld  be  a  Scotch 
or  Irish  judge,  or  a  retired  judge  from  Bombay  or 
Madras,  or  from  the  Canadian  or  Australian  bench, 
and  that  no  limitation  ought  to  be  imposed  on  the 
ohoice  of  the  persons— except,  of  oonrse,  that  the 
Itersons  selected  must  be  Privy  Councillors,  and  ought  to 
possess  qnalifioations  not  inferior  to  those  of  the  members 
of  the  Committee  as  at  present  constituted.  As,  how- 
ever, the  Lord  Chancellor  expressly  informed  Lord 
Olanrioaide,  on  Thursday  night,  that  the  question  of 
opening  these  appointments  to  Scotch  and  Irish  judges 
(and  of  oonrse  the  same  principle  wonid  apply  to  colonial 
judges)  was  not  intended  to  be  prejudiced  by  the  bill, 
and  as  it  is  well  naderstood  who  are  the  persons  to  whom 
it  is  intended  to  offer  the  present  appointments,  and  they 
are,  of  course,  within  the  qualification,  it  is  unnecessary  to 
advert  further  to  the  point. 

We  are  glad  to  find  that,  at  the  last  moment  the  idea 
of  vesting  in  the  Lord  President  the  right  of  summoning — 
which  could  so  easily  be  misrepresented  into  "  packing '' — 
the  particular  members  of  the  committee  to  attend  on  each 
occtMion  was  abandoned,  though  we  regret  that  Lord 
Bomilly's  proposition  for  the  establishment  of  a  "rota"  was 
not  adopted.  This  would  not  only  have  secured  (as  far  as 
it  is  possible  so  to  do)  a  regular  attendance  of  judges,  hut 
would  or  ought  to  completely  get  rid  of  the  idea  of  any 
improper  manipulation  of  the  list,  so  as  to  produce  a 
tribunal  of  any  partioular  complexion  on  any  particular 
oocasion.  We  hope,  however,  that  some  provision  of 
this  kind  will  be  carefully  made  in  the  permanent 
plan  which  we  understood  the  Lord  Chancellor  to  say  is 
in  oonise  of  preparation  for.  the  establishment  of  a  power- 
ful court  of  ultimate  appeal  for  the  entire  empire. 

Such  a  Court  ought  of  course  to  have  upon  it  repre- 
aentatives  of  all  the  principal  communities  from  which 
appeals  to  it  are  to  lie,  and  particularly  must  have 
members  specially  acquainted  with  the  various  systems 
of  law — some  of  them  radically  different,  others  identical 
in  principle,  hut  differing  widely  in  important  details — 
administered  by  the  different  Courts  whose  decisions 
will  have  to  come  before  them  for  review,  and  this  will 
obviously  involve  distinct  representatives  from  every 
oolony  having  a  Legislature  of  its  own,  with  a  proper 
arrangement  for  securing  the  attendance  of  snob 
specially  qualified  members  upon  the  appropriate  ap- 
peals. We  regret,  however,  to  find  that  the  provision 
contained  in  the  bill  of  last  year  for  enabling  the  Com- 
mittee to  sit  in  two  divisions  has  not  been  inolnded  on 
the  present  oocasion.  Probably  it  was  considered  that 
it  wonld  be  nugatory  to  insert  auoh  a  provision,  when  it 
appeared  on  the  face  of  the  bill  that  the  Commit- 
tee was  not  strong  enough  to  sit  continuously  as 
at  present  constituted  ;  but  we  are  not  satisfied 
that,  although  at  present  there  may  be  a  difficulty  in  se- 
earing  the  continuous  attendance  of  three  memben<, 
yet    there    might   not    be   frequent  occasions     when. 


after  four  new  members  shall  have  been  added,  it  mt 
be  perfectly  practicable  to  secuie  the  »u*^v\'fi  ^  ^ 
at  once;  and  we  think,  especially  when  it  it  itMOeetac 
that  the  avowed  occasion  for  the  introduction  of  tkiiUi 
is  the  great  accumulation  of  arrears  in  the  bosiiuHdtti: 
Committee,  that  it  would  have  been  pradfent  st  leat  to 
secure  the  power  of  utilising  to  the  full  aj  oeoMigaii 
extra  supplies  of  jndioial  strength^  which  DUflik  fas 
time  to  time  prove  available. 

We  obeerve  that  an  attempt  was  made  on  the  biiii|ii|i^ 
of  the  report  to  insert  a  clause  repealing  the  piofiiK 
in  the  Clergy  Discipline  Act  which  reqniru  the  tttn- 
danoe  of  one  of  the  prelates  on  certain  oootiioru.  tUt 
does  not  appear  to  have  been  pressed  to  adiTiara,ad 
perhaps  it  was  scarcely  germane  to  the  bill,  bat  veM! 
be  very  glad  to  find,  when  we  are  favoored  vitkAi 
permanent  scheme,  that  it  is  not  intended  to  gire  vkaih 
Bishop  of  innohester  calls  "  a  semi-spiritnal  chinctB' 
to  a  court  which  ahonld  deal  exclusively  with  qwlin 
of  law  ;  though  it  will  follow  from  what  we  hsn  il- 
ready  said  that  some  properly  qualified  eccleiiMtai 
lawyers  should  be  members  of  the  Court,  and  ikoalilt 
summoned  on  all  proper  occasions. 


THE  BALLOT  BILL. 


We  noticed  shortly  last  week  a  few  pc^ti  in  vUi^  te 
Government  Ballot  Bill  differed  from  its  predeaam  U 
year.  The  subject  is  one  of  so  great  national  iataiM , 
that  no  apology  will  be  needed  for  returning  to  iL  1i| 
do  not  propose,  however,  to  diaooss  it  as  a  pdi^ 
measure,  but  merely  to  notice  some  of  the  Isgil  F* 
whioh  may  arise  upon  it,  and  to  suggest  a  few  taai 
ments,  whioh  appear  to  us  required,  in  order  to  milt  It 
bill  carry  out  the  object  of  its  promoters,  without  daa 
any  opinion  as  to  whether  the  bill  ahonld  pass  or  oat 

One  of  the  first  things  that  strikes  us  aacurioii  i;  ^ 
the  experience  of  the  School  Board  elections  has  not  ^ 
gmieA  to  the  Qovernment  to  make  some  further  jM 
sions  as  to  the  •'  close  of  the  poU."  At  pnsent  ^1 
England  are  (except  in  case  of  riot)  open  till  Sre  o'ds 
in  counties,  and  four  o'clock  in  borooghi,  sad  ■ 
then  closed.  Under  the  present  prooeas  the  vote  of  d 
voter  is  taken  by  the  poll  olerk  perhaps  inone  adi<(4 
perhaps  in  two  or  three  minutes,  but  for  jaeAti  p 
poses  the  taking  of  the  vote  maybe  described  as  momstl 
We  believe  that  the  usual  practice  is  for  the  pdleiakl 
complete  the  entry  of  the  vote  of  any  persoa  vb«  t 
claimed  to  vote  before  the  clock  atrikes,  and  is  (bes,« 
were,  in  the  act  of  voting;  but  not  to  take  the  tM 
anyone  else  who  may  present  himself,  even  siting 
such  person  may  have  been  waiting  and  readf  "f 
before.  Under  the  proposed  Ballot  scheme  the  pni*« 
taking  votes  will  be  much  longer.  The  voter  hae  M 
get  his  paper,  then  to  go  away  and  mark  it,  then  to  « 
back  and  deposit  it  in  the  ballot  box.  This  |m»at 
necessarily  take  some  time,  and  it  will  be  remraM 
that  at  the  School  Board  eleoliona  the  presiding  aSxet 
many  places,  acting  probably  in  aooordanoe  with  i 
instructions,  peremptorily  closed  theix  ballot  boxes  •*< 
hour  named  for  the  close  of  the  poll,  and  thereby  adM 
the  votes  of  those  who  were  then  in  th*  x* 
voting.  Under  the  present  Ballot  Bill  it  is  proridai  ■ 
<'at  the  dose  of  the  poll"  the  ofiSoer  shall  "■'frj 
ballot  box,  &c.  Under  this  clause  it  is  doubtfal  wkel 
the  officer  would  be  justified  in  receiving  any  p^"* 
the  hour  arrived,  and  certainly  the  case  osght  m  t*l 
finitely  provided  for.  What  is  wanted  is  an  eoMMJ 
that  the  poll  shall  be  kept  open  after  the  hoar  ntam 
its  dosing,  for  the  purpose  of  receiving  tl»  **•' 
all  persona  who  have  claimed  to  vote  before  th«* 
It  would  be  desirable  also  to  direct  that  retamisf^ 
shall  at  each  polling  plaoe  provide  some  endflsiui  *^ 
which  persons  claiming  to  vote  shall  be  adaiMi  ** 
the  polling  station  itself  is  full,  and  that  all  t*"*^ 
mitted  within  such  enclosure  before  the  hoar  C  •** 
the  poll  doses,  shall  be  deemed  to  have  daisKd  to 
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M  to  to  entiOed  to  have  their  TOtea  taken  atternrards- 
len  the  distorbanoee  whiob  took  place  at  the  cI-He  o^ 
I  poll  for  the  School  Board,  are  remembered,  it  may 
eir  to  piedioted  that  at  Parliamentary  Eleotions  in 
igloos  plaees  there  will  be  a  regular  riot  at  the  cloee  of 
die  poll,  if  the  Bill  paaaes  withoat  some  saoh  amend- 
tts  as  we  hare  snggested.  It  is  poadble  that  the  power 
«ii  to  a  Secretary  of  State  to  make  miee  might  extend 
iDsUa  him  to  provide  for  the  case.  We  do  not  think 
rerei  tiiat  the  power  given  to  him  aa  the  Bill  etands 
lid  to  snffioieat,  and  in  our  opinion,  it  woald  be  much 
tei  to  proTide  for  the  oaae  in  the  Act  itaelf.  It  mnst 
none  to  remembered  that  aa  the  state  of  the  poll  will 
be  knoirn  as  the  day  goes  on,  the  indacement  that 
ireseot  exists  to  poll  early,  will  be  gone,  and  oonse- 
otly  late  voters  will  be  mnoh  more  nnmerona  than 
r. 

Lnother  matter  which  should  not  pass  withoat  observa- 
1  ii,  the  clause  providing  for  the  expenses  of  Parlia- 
ittiy  Elections.  The  policy  of  this  maybe  very  good, 
theie  is  a  provision  in  the  clause  as  it  stfuids  at 
lent,  which  will  create  nnneoessaiy  difficulty  and 
baps  some  injustice.  The  expenses  of  a  returning 
er  ate  to  be  defrayed  aa  if  they  were  expenses  of  a 
k  of  the  peace,  or  a  town  clerk,  in  the  registration  of 
HI ;  but  in  the  case  of  a  oonntgr,  anch  expenses  are  to 
ipportioned  amongat  the  parishes,  in  proportion  to  the 
iber  of  electors  appearing  on  the  register  for  each 
■h.  This  last  provision  requires  attention.  It  is  ap- 
ntly  oopied  withoat  mnoh  oonaiden^on,  from  a 
riaion  (6  Viot.  oap.  18,  a.  65)  apportioning  the  expenaea 
ttown  olerk  ••  to  registration  of  votera  in  a  borongh 
agst  the  pariahea  oonstitnting  the  borough  in  pro- 
imto  the  namber  of  electors  on  the  register  for 

I  pariah.  In  a  bocongh  this  does  not  even  cause 
h  diffioaltj  in  oalcnlation,  and  it  does  no  in- 
loe,'  beoaoae  the  borough  franohiae  being  (with  the 
ption  of  certain  oases  of  reserved  rights  not 
leioDs  enough  to  be  worth  regarding)  an  oooupa- 
banehise,  the  number  of  registered  electors  is  a  fair 
^  teat  of  the  proportion  each  person  ought  to  bear 
laezpenae.  In  conn  ties,  at  preaent,the  registration 
nses  of  the  clerk  of  the  peace  are  paid  oat  of  the 
ity-rate  (see  6  Viot.  o.  18,  s.  54),  and  are  therefore 
e  by  each  parish,  according  to  the  basis  of  the 
^•tate,  that  is  to  aay,  in  proportion  to  the  annual 
>  of  (he  rateable  properly  in  the  parish.  This  has 
ted  aatisfaotorily,  so  far  as  we  axe  aware,  and  we  see 
Mson  for  ohanging  the  system,  or  for  apportioning 
vtoming  officer's  expenses,  if  they  are  to  be  borne  by 
atepayers  at  all,  in  any  different  proportion.  The 
Ij  qualification  is  (notwithstanding  the  large  number 
12  occupiers  admitted  under  the  last  reform  act) 
principally  a  property  qualification  ;  the  voters  on 
iat  for  any  pariah  are  not  neoessarily  ratepayers, 
in  fact,  a  large  proportion  are  not ;   and,  therefore, 

0  not  think  that  Uie  number  of  electors  on  the 
t«r  for  each  parish  ia  a  fair  test  of  the  proportion 

II  the  parish  should  pay.  Further,  the  oases  of 
oate  qnalifioationB  are  much  more  numerous  in 
lies  thui  in  boroughs,  and  thus  persons  would  be 
-by  choosing  to  be  on  the  list  for  one  parish  only — to 

1  the  proportion  borne  by  different  pariahea.  Ofoonrse, 
voportion  of    the  expenses  which  each  additional 

Would  bring  on  a  parish  would  be  so  small  that 
Uy  few  persons,  if  any,  would  really  be  inflnenoed 
yet  the  possibility  shows  that  the  the  scheme  ia  not 
Mble  to  ooontiea.  There  ia  really  no  reaaon  what- 
*hy  the  oooapiera  and  ratepayers  in  a  parish  should 
■ore  or  leas  of  the  expenses  of  the  election,  becauae 
Me  many  or  few  owners  having  land  in  the  parish 
laiding  elsewhere,  or  still  leas  because  such  land- 
n  should  choose  to  enfranchise  their  relations  or 
»1  friends  by  the  creation  of  rent  charges  issuing 
'  land  in  the  parish,  or  still  less  again  because  the 
I  the  pariah  happens,  from  the  name  beginning 
an   earlier  alphabetical    letter  or    otherwiae,  to 


have  been  revised  by  the  barrister  before  others  in 
the  same  pariah,  and  therefore  ooBtaloa  the  names 
of  the  duplicate  oooupiera  atruok  out  afterwards  in 
the  other  parishes.  In  all  such  cases  the  number 
of  electors  on  the  register  for  the  parish  would  be  in- 
oreaaed  by  oironmstanoes  which  did  not  show  the  least 
reaaon  why  the  ratepayers  ahonld  pay  a  larger  ahare  of 
the  expenaea.  The  truth  is,  as  we  said,  the  pnrviaion 
seems  to  have  been  inttodaoed  for  no  reason  whatever, 
in  analogy  to  the  provision  for  borougha,  without  ita  oo- 
oairing  to  the  draftsman  that  the  diSeranoe  between  the 
county  and  borough  qnmlifieations  made  it  totally  in- 
applicable. There  is  also  a  seotion  providing  for  the 
caae  of  divisions  of  counties — which  ia  a  truly  oharau- 
teriatic  specimen  of  Psrliamentary  draftsmanship.  The 
seotion  is  divided  into  five  sabdivisiona,  or  daoaea.  By 
the  first  the  justices  in  quarter  seaaiona  are  empowered  to 
appoint  two  of  their  number  to  act  "  for  the  porposea  of 
thia  seotion,"  Subsequently  we  find  that  "they"  are 
to  do  varions  acts,  and  it  will  apon  careful  examination 
be  found,  or  perhaps  we  should  say  be  goeased,  that  the 
draf taman  has  uaed  the  word  "  they"  with  perfect  im- 
partiality, but  without  reg^ard  to  grammar,  to  mean 
aometimea  the  jaatioes  in  quarter  sessions,  and  sometimee 
the  two  jnatloea  appointed  I7  them.  Thia  ia  seen  partly 
from  the  nature  of  the  things  "  they"  are  required  to 
do,  and  partly  from  a  proviao  aa  to  "  one  at  leaat "  of 
the  two  jnstioes  being  present  in  order  to  form  a  quorum 
which  seems  to  show  that  the  two  jnstioes  alone  cannot 
be  meant  throoghont,  as  it  woold  not  occnr  even  to  a 
Parliamentacy  draftsman  to  say  that  if  two  persons  are 
to  hold  a  meeting,  one  at  least  of  the  two  mnst  be  pre* 
sent  to  form  a  qaonim. 

It  ia  obvious  that  the  provisiona  in  the  bill  intended 
to  prevent  peraonation  will  attract  great  attention.  We- 
observe  that  the  24th  and  26th  aectiona  of  the  bill  aa  to 
the  presiding  offloer'a  power  to  direct  persons  charged 
with  personation  to  be  taken  into  onstody,  and  as  to  the 
manner  of  dealing  with  such  persona,  were  oritioised 
last  week  by  one  of  our  legal  contemporaries,  as  if  they 
were  new  enaotmenta.  In  fact,  however,  they  are  taken 
almost  verbatim  from  the  6  Viot.  0.  18,  ss.  86,  87, 
88.  Last  year's  bill  did  not  expressly  re-enact  these 
sections,  and  we  then  suggested  that  doubts  would  arise 
whether  the  general  olaase  ioeorporating  exiating  laws 
with  regard  to  eleotions  oould  be  considered  to  have  the 
effect  of  making  these  aeotions  apply  mutaHi  mvtandit 
to  an  election  under  the  proposed  new  system  of  taking 
the  poll.  Thia  has  now  been  expressly  provided  for.  In 
fact  the  provisions  of  the  bill  as  to  personation  are 
almost  all  mere  repetitions  of  the  existing  law  ;  the 
most  important  alteration  probably  being  that  an  elec- 
tion may  be  avoided  in  case  of  a  candidate  or  his  agent 
procuring  personation  in  the  same  manner  that  it  may 
now  be  avoided  for  treating. 

The  bill  also  provides  that  in  case  of  equality  of  votes 
the  retuming-offioer  shall,  if  otherwise  entitled  to  vote, 
have  a  casting  vote.  This,  of  course,  is  entirely  new  an 
regards  England,  and  is  an  alteration  of  the  law  as  re- 
gards Ireland.  In  England  a  retuming-offioer,  in  oaseof 
equality,  may  not  give  a  casting  vote  bnt  must  make  a 
double  return.  In  Ireland  he  mast  give  a  casting  vote 
whether  qualified  or  not,  and  is  subject  to  very  heavy 
penalties  if  he  makes  a  double  return.  Of  course  re- 
turning-officers  almost  always  are  on  the  register  for  the 
places  for  which  they  act,  and  therefore  the  restriction 
"  if  otherwiae  qnolified  to  vote  "  will  not  often  come  into 
play.  It  is,  however,  rather  difficult  to  see  what  wonld 
be  the  duty,  if  this  bill  should  pass,  of  a  retuming- 
offioer  in  Ireland  who  did  not  happen  to  be  on  the 
register  when  there  was  an  equality  of  votes. 


Sir  Frederic  Sogers,  Bart,  late  Under-secretaiy  for  the 
Colonics,  and  Mr.  Montage  Bernard,  professor  of  inter- 
national law  in  the  University  of  Oxford,  have  been  sworn  in 
as  members  of  her  Majesty's  Privy  Council. 
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EEOEHT  DECIglOHS. 

BQTJITY. 
Tkaob  Mask  Fiaenna  bt  AanoHMKHT  or  Btmnnsss. 
aUptfrtght  V.  CUmtnti,  V.O.M.,  19  W.  B.  599. 
An  •nthority  is  soaroely  wmnted  to  show  th«t  on  the 
••le  of  a  bnaineM,  the  right  to  the  ezolnaire  nae  of  the 
trade-nuffk  pmuea  to  the  paicheser,    withont  eipiene 
mention  of  it  in  the  deed  of  aodgnment    On  the  forma- 
tion  of   B   partnership  with   a  person  entitled  to  the 
benefit  of  a  trade-mark,  in  the  absence  of  express  pro- 
lision  in  relation  to  it,  it  beoomes  an  asset  of  the  part- 
nership {Bury  T.   Bedford,  12  W.  E.  726,  38  L.  J,  Oh. 
465),  and  when  the  partnership  is  diasolred,  passes  as  an 
asset  of  the  partnerdiip,  aooording  to  ShipteHght  ▼.  Cie- 
menu,  to  the  port^aser  of  the  assets  or  goodwill.    The 
defendant,  in  this  oase,  claimed  the  right  to  the  exolusire 
ose  of  the  trade-marlc  on  the  gionnd  that  he  was  the 
sole  inrentor.     Bnt,  as  the  trade-mark  had  became  an 
asset  of  the  business  which  he  had  sold  and  aisigned  to 
the  pnzohaser,  he  could  not,  of  conne,  sostain  his  claim. 
A  strictly  personal    trade-mark    like    the   corporate 
marks  granted  by  the  Cntleis'  Company  of  Sheffield,  im- 
porting that  the  goods  bearing  it  are  manufactured  by  a 
particular  person,  and  not  baring  become  appropriated 
to  goods  manufactured  at  a  particular  place,  or  in  a  par- 
ticular style,  may  not  be  assignable;  (Buty  r.  Bedford, 
svp.'),  but  in  Wheelwright  v.  Chments,  the  sabject  of  the 
trade-mark  was  a  name — the  Zingari  Bouquet — applied 
to  a  particular  kind  of  scent.    Sndi  a  trade-mark  could 
be  assigned,  and,  as  we  hare  already  seen,  passed  by 
the  assignment,  without  being  expressly  mentioned. 

In  substance  there  is  no  distinction  between  the  sale  of 
a  business  by  a  trader  himself,  and  a  sale  by  his  trtutees 
in  bankmptoy.  Therefore,  if  a  trader's  business  has  been 
sold  by  his  trustees  in  bankruptcy,  the  trader  has  no 
right  on  setting  up  in  business  after  his  discharge  to  use 
the  trade  marks  of  his  old  business,  or  in  any  way  to  re- 
present himself  as  carrying  on  the  business  which  was 
sold,  {Sudton  T.  Otbome,  18  W.  B.  Ch.  Dig.  44)  though 
of  course  he  may  resume  business  next  door  if  he  pleases. 

WiKDiKO  cp— Right  of  Petitioneb  to  Dismtsb  his 
Pktition, 

Re  Berlin  Or  eat  Market  and  Abattoirt  Company,  M.B., 
19  W.  B.  798. 
Re  Rome  Aituranee  Auoeiation,  V.O.W.,  lb.  817. 
Is  there  any  rule  that,  when  once  a  petition  has  been 
presented  for  a  winding-up  order,  the  petitioner  has  no 
right  to  dismiss  it  in  opposition  to  the  wishes  of  any 
ottiai  creditor  who  appears  on  the  petition?  In  R« 
Berlin  Or  eat  Market  and  Abattoir  s  Company,  the  Mas- 
ter of  the  Bolls  declined  to  allow  a  shareholder's  petition 
to  stand  orer  in  order  that  resolntioDS  for  winding  up 
▼olnntarily  might  be  passed,  but  made  a  compulsory 
order,  giving  the  carriage  of  it  to  another  shareholder, 
who  appeared  to  support  the  petition.  This  looks  like  a 
recognition  of  the  rule,  bnt  in  all  probability  the  decision 
is  owing  to  the  view  taken  by  the  Master  of  the  Bolls  of 
the  oondnct  of  the  petitioner,  who  faced  abont  and 
opposed  the  making  of  the  Tery  order  which  his  petition 
prayed  might  be  made;  and  the  circumstances,  moreover, 
according  to  his  Lordship,  required  investigation. 

In  Rt  Home  Auurance  Auoeiation  (jup.),  on  the  other 
hand,  Vice-Ohanoellor  Wickens  thought  that  on  prin- 
ciple as  well  as  on  authority,  the  petitioner  is  entitled  to 
dismisshis  petition  whenever  he  pleases,  inopposition  to  the 
wishes  of  parties  who  appear  on  ii^  paying,  of  course,  the 
costs  ofallpartiesproperlyappearing.  TheVice-Ohancellor 
followed  the  decision  of  Yice-Chanoellor  Malins  in  Re 
Times  Zife  Auunnce  and  Guarantee  Company  (18  W.  R. 
Ch.  Dig.  74,  L.  B.  9  Eq.  382),  that  a  creditor  who  has 
presented  and  advertised  a  petition  to  wind  up  a  company 
is  entitled  to  withdraw  it,  and  if  he  brings  it  to  a  hearing 
after  an  offer  to  pay  his  debt  and  costs  he  will  not  be 


allowed  coats  inenrred  after  snoh  offer.  TbiidteidoB 
•npersedes  and  overrules  the  opinion  ezpreased  by  Tio*. 
Cbasoelloi  Kindeisley  in  Re  Martborough  CM  Qn^Mr 
(14  W.  B.  171,  L.  B.  I  Bq.  216)  to  the  effect  that  abr 
a  petition  has  been  once  advertiBed,  the  peUttoati  bai 
no  power  to  withdraw  it,  bnt  is  bound  to  Irt  it  ooae  to 
a  hearing,  in  order  to  enable  creditors  and  shsithoHw 
to  appear  on  it. 

There  is  therefore  no  general  rule  that  a  petiliaser 
may  not  dismiss  his  petition  at  any  time,  even  sftec  it 
haa  been  advertised,  on  payment  of  the  casta  of  all  per- 
sons properly  appearing.  Hie  Oonrt  will  not  ran  ooDakr 
to  the  wishes  of  the  petitioner,  aa  in  ib  J7«riia  Bmt 
Market  and  Abattoire  Company,  even  whete  Uw  einBB- 
stances  require  investigation.  To  make  an  order  apint 
the  wish  of  the  petitioner,  and  give  the  eairiags  of  itio 
another  person,  is  a  conne  which  will  only  be  psmed 
under  exceptional  oironmstanoes.  It  most  not  be  lot- 
gotten,  however,  that  if  the  petitioner  has  not  nade  oic 
a  case  for  winding  up  the  company,  the  Ccntt  wiQ  ut 
allow  a  creditor  who  supports  the  petition  to  daim  tbe 
order  on  evidence  of  his  own  (,Re  Spenetfi  Omftitf.  18 
W.  B.  82,  L.  B.  9  Eq.  9),  at  least  without  notics  totbt 
company. 

COMMON  IiAW. 

CONBTBUOTION   "  ShIP." 

Ect  parte  Forguion,  Q.B.,  19  W.  B.  746. 
This  oase  (the  particular  details  of  which  it  is  not  vott 
while  here  to  state)  is  of  importance  in  three  psrtiflslin; 
first,  in  showing  the  extent  of  the  jarisdiotioD  «bieh 
may  be  exercised  by  justices  under  the  Merchant  Vei^fH 
Acta;  next,  in  a  more  general  sense,  by  deSoisg  At 
word  "ship"  as  used  in  those  Aote,  which  ia  b;  tke 
judgment  in  this  case  declared  to  mean — any  veaad  wbkk 
is  sabstantially  a  sea  going  veaael;  and  lastly,  vhseiti 
application  is  still  more  general,  in  oondsiiuiiaf  Ae 
vidons  oanon  of  oonstraotion  aoooiding  to  whicb  wbite 
a  word  or  phrase  is  explicitly  declared  to  iaolsde  > 
particular  class,  it  is  held  implioitly  to  exolode  ersr 
thing  exoept  that  class;  a  false  application  of  the  aaaa 
gene/riper  tpeeiem  derogatur. 

LxiTKB  "  Without  Pbsjxtdiok." 
Soldtnorth  v.  JHmsdaU,  Q.B.,  19  W.  X.  7M. 
The  snhstance  of  this  decision  is  that  a  letter  wiilta 
"  without  prejudice  "  remains  confidential,  and,  tbaebn, 
inadmissible,  as  between  the  {Mutiee,  only  sol«i{i>>' 
retuns  the  character  of  a  negotiation  ;  when  the  aepitit- 
tion  is  doaed  by  an  agreement,  the  privil^eoessea.  Fpoe 
the  facts  of  this  case  as  reported,  however,  theoaMBMa* 
to  be  one  of  hardship.     The  plaintiff  sned  the  defaod^ 
as  indorser  on  a  bill,  and  the  defendant  wrote  desTif, 
(as  the  fact  was)  that  he  had  received  any  notioeof^ 
honour,  bnt  offering  to  waive  want  of  notice  if  tbe  dd 
were  accepted  withont  ooete.    The  plaintiff  8ndiii{tb4 
there  had  been  no  notice,  took  out  a  rule  to  diaooa&il 
on  payment  of  costs  ;  bnt  two  days  af terwsida,  W  H 
before  costs  were  taxed,  and  more  tham  two  we^  be6« 
they  were  paid,  commenoed  a  new  action  sgaimt  tbe  M 
fendant  on  the  same  biU.      Upon  the  trial  of  tbe  mm 
action,  he  gave  the  letter  in  evidence  to  prove  vwi 
and  upon  the  strength  of  it  recovered  a  veidiot     w 
the  costs  having  been  then    paid  and  aooepted,  tbe 
could    be    no  doubt    that   the   negotiation  bsd  tbi 
terminated  in  an   agreement.      But  so  far  as  aj^ 
there  was  nothing  before  that  time  to  bind  the  flM 
to  the  payment  of  costs,  or  even  to  bind  him  to  •** 
from  enforcing  them.    It  does  not  appear  that  as;  W 
had  been  pleaded  in  the  first  action  when  tbe  '''^J' 
continue  was  obtained,  and,  therefore,  the  role  O"  ^ 
it  maj  be  assumed,   contain  any  ondertakisf  b;  f 
plaintiff  to  pay  costs;  and  there  was  nothing  '°.'°*^ 
him  from  going  on  with  the  action  and  leooTsrisf  oe 
and  costs.     {Bigington  v.  Proudman,  1  Dowl  "')•  ^ 
far,  at  least,  there  was  no  unequivocal  aocepesnoe  «i " 
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drfeoduts  offer;  and,  therefore,  the  defendant,  irbo  had 
» good  defence  to  the  aotion,  woold  not  hare  brpu  safe 
is  ftjiiig  the  bQl  at  any  time  before  the  lit  of  March, 
vhtii,  bj  the  payment  of  coats,  there  was  for  the  first 
tima  an  eSectaal  diaoontinnanae.  But  hj  that  time  he 
le  was  already  InrolTad  in  a  freeh  aotion,  in  which,  by  a 
ntKHMtiTe  eSeot,  aometbing  done  after  its  oommence- 
■tnt  gave  at  onoe  force  and  admissibiUty  for  the  first 
time  to  a  doonment  by  whioh  he  gt/ro  np  his  defence. 
It  ironid  seem  that  the  plaintiS's  only  way  of  aToiding 
the  diffionll7  wonld  have  been  to  apply  to  stay  the  pro- 
ceedings in  the  second  aotion  ;  for  a  plea  of  autre  action 
ftnitmt  would  only  hare  been  good  np  to  Haroh  1;  and 
if  he  had  then  g^iren  the  oheqae  amording  to  his  letter, 
he  oonld  not  hare  taken  adrantage  of  the  completed  agree- 
ment ao  as  to  secnre  himself  against  payment  of  coats  in 
(he  Mcond  aotion  np  to  that  point. 


COUSTS. 


THE 


ALBEKT   LIFE   ASSTJBANOE 
ARBETEATION.* 
(Before  Lord  Caibiis.) 

June  6. — Se  The  Medieal,  Invalid,  and  General  Aeturanee 

Soeiety,  Bonmit  eate. 

LmmHee  company — Atnatgamation   of  eompanie* — Winding 

»p — Mortgage — Set-of—Pilieg — Claim  to  eet  ojf  mortgage 

Ml  againet  the  turn  payable  on  a  polity  eomprited  in  the 

mortage — Claim  of  indemnity  for  deterioration  ofmortgagei 

property. 

B.  efeeted  a  policy  ofaeeuranee  on  hie  life  in  the  M.  Company 
ini  eteigned  eome  leaeehold  property  and  the  policy  to  the  trueteee 
if  tie  if.  Company  to  eerure  the  repayment  of  a  eum  of  money. 
n<  M.  Company  aftenoarde  became  amalgamated  with  the  A. 
Cmpany,  and  on  thit  amalgamation  the  mortgage  debt  and  the 
pnferty  eomprieed  in  the  mortgage  were,  together  with  other 
ynptrty,  aeeigned  to  tix  trueteee  upon  truet  to  eatiefy  all  claime 
thtH  due  from  the  M.  Company,  and  to  indemnify  the  M.  Com- 
!»ny  againet  any  of  ite  liabilitiee  whieh  might  not  be  eatiefied 
hl^eA.  Company,  and  eub/'eet  thereto  upon  truet  for  the  A. 
Cittpany.  Some  time  after  order/  were  made  to  wind  up  both 
til  mnpaniee.  On  B.  being  required  to  pay  the  mortgage  debt, 
it  claimed  a  eet-off  of  the  eum  to  be  paid  on  the  policy  against 
<h  mortgage  debt  or  an  indemnity  in  reepeet  of  the  deteriora- 
'i<m  m  ealue  of  the  policy. 

SiU  that,  inaemueh  at  the  trueteee,  in  vihoee  poeuation  the 
(uif  end  policy  were,  were  ready  to  reaesign  the  mortgaged 
>npertt,  "xf  '^  <*">*  payable  on  the  poliey  Wae  payable  by 
b  M,  CbMpony,  there  could  be  no  Aaim  for  eet-off  or  for 
fdemnity. 

There  being  eomie  ditpute  ae  to  the  facts,  it  woe  atewned,for 
W  purpoH  of  the  argument,  that  there  woe  no  novation. 
Xhiiwasoriginallyan  application  upon  asammonsadjoomed 
Uo  court.  On  November  27, 1852,  certain  leasehold  property 
ebnsing  to  Mr.  Bonme  was  assigned  to  three  trostees  of 
\e  Medical  Society,  to  secure  the  repayment  to  them  of 
1,900  and  interest.  In  this  mortoaes  security  was  also 
idaded  a  poUcy  of  assurance,  which  he  had  effected  with 
K  sociffhr  with  a  view  to  the  loan.  Tl^ere  was  the  usual 
Tenant  by  the  mortgagor  to  repay  the  money.  There 
■  no  proTision  for  keeping  the  loan  alive  till  his  death. 
be  deed  provided  for  redemption  in  six  months.  A  few 
•ra  after  he  borrowed  farther  sums  of  £200  and  £600,  and 
Mated  a  farther  charge  of  these  on  the  property  comprised 
iiiie  original  mortgage.  In  September,  1860,  the  Medical 
■algamated  with  uie  Albert.  By  a  deed  dated  March  14, 
Ul,  the  mortgage  securities  were,  together  with  other  pro- 
rty,  assigned  to  six  trustees  upon  trust,  first,  to  pay  all  the 
lima  to  which  the  Medical  was  liable,  before  September 
1 1860  ;  and,  secondly,  to  pay  all  expenses  which  these 
■tees  might  incur;  and,  thinily,  to  pay  all  such  sums  as 
Uit  b«  reqoired,  to  satisfy  any  claim  on  account  of  any 
Hnr  issned  by,  or  any  other  liability  of  the  Medical, 
Jch  the  Albert  might  not  satisfy,  &c.,  and  subject  thereto 
pn  trust  for  the  Albert.  After  the  amalgamation,  Bonme 
i  his  premiams,  and  the  interest  due  on  the  mortgage  to 
I  Albert.     On  September  17, 1869,  an  order  was  made 

wimUng  up  the  Albert,  and  shortly  after  the  Medical 

*  Reported  by  Richard  Harrack,  Baq.,  Barrister-nt-Law. 


was  ordered  to  be  wound  np.  Bonme  was  applied  to  for 
the  repayment  of  the  mort^^e  money,  but  he  refused  to 
pay  it  unless  a  set-off  were  allowed  of  the  money  to  be  paid 
on  the  policy.  This  summons  was  taken  out  by  the  re  ■ 
ceiver  in  the  cause  of  Foot  v.  Sopkinmn  (a  suit  instituted 
for  the  administration  of  the  trust  fund'; . 

0.  Morgan,  Q.C.,  and  Lemon,  for  the  Medical.— Bonme 
claims  in  effect  the  right  of  setting  off  the  sum  which  he 
alleges  to  be  due  to  him  on  the  policy.  We  contend  that 
there  has  been  a  novation;  imd,  ii  that  be  so,  he  cannot  set 
off  a  sum  due  to  him  from  the  Albert  against  a  subi  dae 
from  him  to  a  fund  which  is  applicable  to  the  Medical. 
The  T»m«<  Company  eaee,  L.  R.  5  Ch.  381. 13  W.  R.  559, 
makes  this  quite  clear.  But  assuming  there  was  no  nova- 
tion— in  erder  to  have  a  set-efi^  the  sums  must  be  due  in  t'l'^ 
same  right,  and  between  the  same  parties.  Here  the  right:* 
are  entirely  different.  The  Medical  has  no  interest  what- 
ever in  the  mortgage  money  except  for  the  purpose  of 
indemnity.  It  belongs  to  the  Albert,  subject  merely  to  the 
Medical  indemnifying  itself  against  claims  which  the 
Albert  may  not  pay.  If  the  policy  be  assumed  to  be  due 
from  the  MedidU,  can  that  be  set  off  against  money  doe 
upon  a  special  trust  P  But  Parlby't  caet,  19  W.  R.  382, 
shows  that  there  is  no  set-off  in  any  of  these  cases.  That 
case  was  not  complicated  by  any  question  as  to  the  mort- 
gage being  held  on  a  special  trust.  Moreover,  the  claim  is 
at  present  a  claim  for  unliquidated  damages,  and  cannot  be 
set-off  against  an  ascertained  sum.  There  is  no  right  of 
set-off  at  common  law;  where  is  the  provision  in  the 
statute  that  gives  any  such  right  f  The  Bankruptcy  Act 
does  not.  It  wonld  be  absurd  that,  because  a  man  nappens 
to  have  borrowed  money  from  the  company,  he  is  therefore 
to  acquire  rights  which  place  him  in  a  better  position  than 
the  other  crMitors. 

Cedl  SueeeU,  for  Bonme. — ^There  is  no  novation.  [Lord 
Caibns. — Inasmach  as  the  facts  are  disputed,  we  will 
assume  that  for  the  purpose  of  the  arenment.]  The  substi- 
tution of  the  six  trustees  for  the  three  trustees  of  the 
Medical  was  made  behind  Bourne's  back,  and  without  his 
assent.  There  is  no  proof  that  he  had  any  notice  of  it.  In 
JTalker  v.  Jonee,  L.  B.  1  P.  C.  60, 14  W.  E.  484,  it  was  held 
that  the  assignee  of  a  mortgagee  cannot  stand  in  any  different 
character,  or  hold  any  different  position  from  that  of  the 
mortgagee  himself,  although  the  mortgagor  may  not  have 
been  a  party  to  the  assignment.  Thus  these  transactions, 
which  took  place  behind  Bourne's  back,  cannot  affect  him. 
We  do  not  pat  it  as  a  mere  dry  question  of  set-off.  The 
policy  is  part  of  that  which  they  are  bound  to  re-convey. 
By  weir  own  act,  they  have  rendered  that  policy  other 
than  when  it  was  assigned.  It  is  the  same  piece  of  paper.  , 
but  it  is  not  the  same  thing ;  it  only  gives  him  the  right  to 
claim  against  some  other  persons.  Possibly  they  have  not 
dastroyra  the  fund  from  which  his  executors  were  to  receive 
the  amount  of  the  policy,  but  they  have  lessened  it.  They 
have  debarred  themselves  from  receiving  further  premiums. 
As  they  have  so  completely  altered  the  policy,  Boume  is 
entitled  to  some  indemnity.  Suppose  the  mortgagees  had 
granted  leases  of  his  land,  could  they  then  call  up  the  mort- 
gate-debt  and  say,  we  re-convey  the  property,  but  it  is  sub- 
ject to  this  and  that  lien.  The  question  was  decided  in 
Palmer  v.  Sendrie,  9  W.  R.  Ch.  Dig.  47,  27  Beav.  849.  Our 
case  is  analogous  to  that.  If  these  two  demands  had  1<eea 
recoverable  at  law,  there  would  have  been  a  »et-off.  If 
one  demand  be  the  subject  of  equitable  Jurisdiction,  tlie 
legal  demand  can  be  set  off  against  the  equitable  :  Thrbcl- 
morton  v.  Crowley,  16  W.  B.  Ch.  Dig.  126,  L,  R.  3  Eq.  186. 

Lord  Cairni. — Mr.  Russell  has  signed  this  case  with 
great  ability,  and  has  said,  I  think,  everything  which  could 
be  said  for  it ;  but  I  do  not  think  it  admits  of  any  doubt. 
I  assume  that  the  question  of  novation  is  out  of  the  case. 
I  assume  for  the  present,  without  at  all  meaning  to  decide 
it,  that  this  continues  a  policy  chargeable  to  the  Medical, 
and  not  chargeable  to  the  Albert.  Now,  the  rale  of  law  is 
perfectly  clear.  A  mortgagee,  on  payment  of  his  debt,  is 
bound  to  restore  all  the  securities  for  the  debt ;  and  if  he 
has  dealt  with  the  securities  that  they  are  destroyed,  or  non- 
existing,  it  may  be  a  ground  for  preventing  the  mort^^ea 
from  sumg  on  his  covenant,  or  pursuing  any  legal  reiiiomes 
against  the  mortgagor.  Of  course  an  assignee  from  the 
mortgagee  will  b«  in  the  same  position.  If  the  as.signee 
cannot  restore  the  securities,  which  the  mortgagor  has  a 
right  to  call  for  on  payment  of  the  debt,  the  debt  cannot  be 
enforced  against  the  mortgagor. 

In  this  case,  however,  the  facts  are  these  -.—The  mo^tgageet     j 
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originally  were  the  Medical  Company.  Ther  assigned  the 
mortgage  securities  to  the  trustees  of  the  rand  created  on 
the  amalgamation  of  the  Medical  and  the  Albert  It  is 
those  trustees  who  now  propose  to  sne  the  mortgagor,  Mr. 
Boorne,  for  the  recovery  of  the  debt.  The  securities  in  their 
hands  are  the  securities  of  £600  and  £400,  charged  on  some 
property  of  Mr.  Boorne,  and  the  policy  of  assurance  efiected 
by  him  with  the  Medical.  The  trustees,  who  hold  these 
securities,  are  prepared  to  restore  them  to  Mr.  Bonme,  if 
he  pays  his  debt.  There  is  no  diificuliy  in  their  doing  so. 
The  securities,  so  far  as  they  affect  the  property  of  Mr. 
Bourne,  will  be  re-conveyed  to  him.  Amongst  these  will 
be  the  policy ;  and,  assuming  it  to  be  a  policy  of  the  Medi- 
cal, it  will  'continue  so.  It  may  be  the  case  that,  from 
events  which  have  happened  in  recent  years,  the  policy  is 
not  so  valuable  as  it  was  at  one  time  supposed  to  be,  but 
that  is  a  circumstance  which  is  inherent  in  the  nature  of  a 
contract  of  this  kind,  and  with  which  the  trustees  of  this 
fund  have  nothing  whatever  to  do.  The  assignees  had  no- 
thing whatever  to  say  to  the  pecuniary  or  financial  circum- 
stances of  the  Medical,  and  I  certainly  am  not  prepared  to 
hold  that  the  Medical,  in  assigning  the  policy  along  with 
the  other  securities,  were  under  a  liability  to  guarantee  the 
solvency  of  the  society,  and  to  make  the  validity  of  the 
assignment  depend  on  the  solvency  of  the  society.  I  think, 
therefore,  whether  you  call  it  a  set-off  or  an  indemnity, 
there  is  no  right  such  as  is  contended  for  by  Mr.  Russell  on 
behalf  of  Mr.  Bourne.  That  makes  it  unnecessary  for  me 
to  express  any  opinion  npon  the  general  question  of  set-off 
in  the  winding  up.  Ko  order  as  to  costs. 
Solicitors,  Walker,  Kendall  i-  Walker ;  B.  M.  Sore. 

June  6. — Price  v.  Parlby. 
Ituuranee  company —  Winding  up—Foliey — Set  off. 

Where  a  policyholdor  hae  borrowed  money  from  tlte  Company, 
in  tehieh  Ms  life  is  insured,  and  has  deposited  hit  policy  irith 
the  company  as  security  for  the  loan,  on  the  company  being 
wound  up  the  ligxidator  is  entitled  to  sue  at  oneefor  the  mm 
advanced,  and  a  claim  to  set  off  against  that  sum  the  amount 
recoverable  front  titt  company  in  respect  of  damages,  trill  not  be 
allowed. 

The  fact  that  the  tnemorandmn  of  deposit  stipulates  that  the 
company  fnay  dtduct  and  retain  the  sum  advanced  out  of  the 
amount  assured  by  the  policy,  but  does  not  otherwise  provide  for 
the  repayment  of  the  advance  in  express  terms,  does  not  imply 
an  agreement  oh  the  part  of  the  \company  to  look  only  to  the 
amount  so  assured  for  their  repayment. 

This  was  an  action  at  law.  In  1839,  Parlby  effected  a 
policy  of  assurance  on  his  own  life  in  the  Freraiasons'  and 
General  Life  Assurance  Company,  which  subsequently  be- 
came amalgamated  with  the  Albert  Company.  The  sum 
assured  was  originally  £1,000,  but  was  afterwards  reduced 
to  £600.  On  the  amalgamation  of  the  two  companies,  there 
was  a  novation  of  the  contract  with  the  Albert,  so  that  the 
policy  was  to  all  intents  and  purposes  an  Albert  policy. 
On  the  10th  July,  1858,  the  Albert  advanced  £250  to  Parlby, 
and  he  deposited  his  poliCT  with  the  company,  as  security 
for  the  payment  thereof.  The  memorandum  signed  by  him 
on  this  occasion,  after  reciting  that  he  had  received  the  £250 
from  the  Albert  Company,  by  way  of  loan,  Ac.,  continued, 
"Now  I  do  hereby,  in  consideration  of  such  loan,  subject 
and  chaige  the  said  policy,  and  do  declare  that  the  same  is 
deposited  with  the  Albert  Life  Assurance  and  Guarantee 
Company,  as  a  security  for  the  repayment  to  the  said  com- 
pany of  the  said  sum  of  £250,  and  interest  thereon  at  the  rate 
of  £5  per  centum  per  annum,  from  the  date  hereof. 
And  do  hereby  agree  that  such  sum,  together  with  all 
interest  which  may  accrue  due  in  respect  thereof  (unless 
previously  discharged  by  me),  shall  and  may  be  deducted 
and  retained  by  the  said  company  oat  of  the  amount  assured 
by  the  said  poHcy  and  bonuses  thereon.  And  I  do  hereby 
farther  agree  to  pay  interest  upon  the  said  sum  of  £2S0 
from  the  date  hereof  at  the  rate  of  £5  per  cent,  per  «nniiiii 
until  the  said  sum  shall  be  discharged  by  me  or  deducted  as 
aforesaid,  such  interest  being  hereby  intended  to  be  made 
payable,  together  with  and  in  addition  to  and  at  the  same 
time  as  the  premiums  payable  upon  the  said  policy,  it  being 
hereby  expressly  agreed  by  me  that  the  said  compamy  shall 
not  be  obliged  to  receive  the  premiums  for  the  time  being 
nayable  in  respect  of  the  said  policy,  unless  the  interest  for 
He  time  bein^  due  upon  the  >aid  sum  of  £250  shall  be  also 
lid  therewith.  And  that  the  said  policy  shall  be  in  all 
spects   construed  as  if  such  interest  had'  been  originally 


reeervedor  made  payable  by  tiie  said  poUcy  upiztdal 
in  addition  to  the  preminm  thereby  rewrred,  ai  lU 
become  abaolately  void,  if  such  interest  lie  sot  piil  a  ^ 
day  whereon  the  premium  is  directed  by  the  aid  poE^li 
be  annually  paid,  or  if  I  shall  assign  or  iwiswin  iiipiecf 
the  said  ^lioy  or  any  right  or  intsest  under  QuMBtiii- 
out  prevuNufy  diadiatgiiig  the  said  lom  of  iiSH  ai  i 
interest  due  thereon." 

On  the  winding  up  of  the  Albeit  Comfuj,  t^ 
claimed  to  set  off  sgainst  the  £250,  the  sum  ptjiUetukia 
on  the  policy.  The  quesrion  in,  dispute  tu  cmieti 
twice  by  Vice-Chancellor  Baoon  (see  19  W.  E.  JSS,Bi 
twice  by  the  Lords  Jostices,  who  ultimately  directed  tia 
t  Young,  the  liquidatois  ot  the  Albert,  to  bring  tlttnia. 
The  pleas  were — If  ever  indebted  ;  and  Payment ;  ol  tK 
pleas  of  Set-off.  Lord  Cairns  now  wished  to  hec&e  Ra- 
tion, both  from  a  common  law  and  from  an  eqnitaUe  pes 
of  view. 

Bompas,  for  the  plaintiffs,  was  stopped  by  Loud  Cun 

Say,  and  Pevir,  for  the  defendant. — Our  first  point,  iiis 
there  was  no  debt  presently  recov^able  at  the  time  ef  & 
winding  up.  This  is  not  an  ordinary  loan.  TKe  laaaisa- 
dum  of  deposit  shows  that  this  is  not  aloumpsfibk* 
demand,  that  it  is  not  payable  at  any  time  prior  So  tht  tit 
when  the  policy  becomes  payable.  Though  it  U  tkuii 
point  of  form,  it  is  only  payable  out  of  a  putidlartei. 
It  is  an  advance  of  the  surrender  value  of  the  policj.u 
company  looking  to  be  repaid  only  in  the  evoit  U  i^ 
policy-holder's  death.  There  is  no  promise  to  pi;,  ^ 
there  is  an  undertaking  to  pay  the  interest  at  the  sou  te 
as  the  premiums ;  and  if  Parlby  assigns  th«  ^y  5 
fails  to  pay  the  interest  at  any  time,  the  policy  iitj'» 
void.  The  premiums  being  payable  beforehind,  tie  c» 
tract  is  for  a  year  because,  after  taking  a  year's  w3e-^ 
they  could  not  have  sued  before  the  expiration  of  tbSjK 
Then  Parlby  could  come  and  tender  his  prenuim  a 
interest,  and  he  would  in  this  way  get  a  reneni  bm  J* 
to  year.  Thus,  so  long  as  he  paid  his  piemiiiii  a 
interest,  there  would  be  a  never-ending  security. 

Our  second  point  is  that  there  is  a  set-oft  If  ^'^ 
pany  were  a  private  individual,  we  conld  claim  •  «" 
under  the  Bankruptcy  Act.  [Lord  Cairns.— That  «»=■ 
tain  provisions,  of^  a  very  stringent  and  peculiar  kini  «' 
set-on  in  Bankruptcy,  which  we  have  not  here.  Hs;  i 
have  only  to  deal  with  the  Companies  Act.]  Bi  if*  * 
Kasterman's  Sank,  Andersons  Case,  L.  R.  3  Eq. SS7> U ' 
K.  246,  shews  that,  although  there  is  a  winding-op,  « 
the  parties  are  left  to  their  ordinary  rights.  Snppw' 
are  indebted  to  the  company  in  £250,  we  nave  a  clar  a( 
against  them,  that  they  should  receive  our  prsoiraas  i 
continue  our  contract.  That  they  decline  to  do,  andtLS 
upon  a  right  of  action  accrues  to  us  to  sue  tbem,  a^ 
ground  that  they  have  not  carried  oat  their  contract  b 
moment  the  company  is  placed  in  such  a  position  to » 
obliged  to  refuse  to  carry  out  its  contracts,  we  have  »i? 
of  action.  The  Legislature  prevents  us  firom  bringial* 
action,  but  there  is  the  right  of  action;  and,  therrfor.  1 
are  entitled  to  a  set-off.  Moreover,  the  llth  aeaa 
the  Albert  Arbitration  Act  gives  the  arbitrator  pwB 
settle  matters  equitably,  unfettered  by  any  1^  «  "P 
able  right  of  the  parties. 

Lord  Caibnb.— With  regard  to  the  first  point,  as  to  * 
being  a  debt  due  at  law,  1  must  say  that  I  have  so  in^ 
all  ttat  there  was  a  debt  due.  The  oontnct  ia  cteq 
contract  of  loan.  The  result  of  that  oontract  of  !<""•  =5* 
limited,  and  unless  the  operation  of  it  were  sb^«»» 
some  way,  would  be,  that  there  would  be  a  right  oBt»li 
of  the  lender  to  sne  for  the  repayment  of  the  moeey.  I* 
not  enter  into  the  question  about  the  first  j-ear,  beoiS!»» 
is  some  time  past ;  but  certainly  at  the  prewnt  asM 
there  is  a  right  to  recover  this  sum,  unless  there  are 
in  this  document  suspending  this  right,  and  matiiiytteW 
payable,  not  at  the  present  time, but  at  soae  fitf"** 
not  yet  arrived.  I  cannot  find  any  words  for  that  fsf' 
I  find  a  recognition,  in  the  most  absoluta  tenoa,  li*J 
money  has  beien  advanced  by  way  of  loan,  ai^  I  Saiv^ 
the  subsequent  terms  are  terms  in  fevoor  of  the  ("^ 
and  not  in  favour  of  the  borrower  of  the  mcmff-  ^ 
example,  the  borrower  of  the  money  is  made  ta^yy* 
the  principal  sum  "  together  with  all  interest,  .™vj 
accrue  due  in  respect  thereof,  unless  preriooaly  dieeU'*'" 
mo,  shall  and  may  be  deducted  and  retained  by  '^*?'|*' 
out  of  the  amount  aesured  by  the  said  policr  tnJ  WW 
thereon."    It  appear*  to  me  tha^  tins  is  a.r^gi'S 
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Uie  company  for  their  benefit,  to  repay  themselves  out  of 
yieuBoantsecaiedhy  the  policy,  if  they  fonnd  that  the 
aoat  oonTenient  way  of  repaying  themselves.  Then  the 
next  claoM  is  an  agreement  to  pay  interest  upon  the  sum  at 
t  partioalar  rate  and  at  particular  dates,  "until  the  said 
lam  shall  be  discharged  by  me  or  dedncted  as  aforesaid," 
ontemplating  the  two  modes  of  the  termination  of  the  loan. 
rhat,  again,  is  a  stipulation  which  is  for  the  benefit  of  the 
iCice,  for  the  law  would  not  imply  a  contract  to  pay  in- 
ttest,  lOBoh  less  a  contract  to  pajr  interest  at  a  particular 
ate,  or  to  be  paid  on  particular  days.  Then  there  is  a 
nrther  stipnlation,  that  the  interest  may  be  added  to  the 
iremiams  and  may  be  required  to  be  paid  with  the 
nemiaiiis,  and  that  the  policy  may  be  treated  as  becoming 
'Old,  if  the  interest  be  not  paid  with  the  premiums.  That 
tpin  is  a  stipulation  not  suspending  the  operation  of  the 
otn  as  regards  the  borrower,  but  in  favour  of  the  lender, 
adffiTing  the  lender  higher  rights.  I,  therefore,  think  there 
aula  be  no  defence  at  law  to  the  application  for  the  repay- 
leat  of  the  money  aa  an  ordinary  loan. 
Then  is  there  any  right  of  set  off?  Now,  I  do  not  at  all 
bint  the  case  can  be  likened  to  the  way  in  which  it  would 
are  stood  if  this  company  had  continued  to  carry  on  busi- 
eas,  and  the  life  had  dropped,  and  thereupon  there  had 
3cmed  the  right  to  receive  from  the  company  the  sum  of 
noey  assured,  and  then  in  that  state  of  thiugs  tiie  company, 
t  any  one  reproaonting  the  company,  had  attempted  to  sue 
10  boiTower  for  the  amount  of  tho  lean.  I  suppose  there 
no  doubt  that  in  that  case  there  clearly  would  have  been 
right  of  set  off.  But  the  position  of  things  here  is  very 
Vtnat,  The  company  is  wound  up  at  a  period  of  time, 
hm  there  is  no  breach  of  the  policy,  and  no  right  of  ae- 
on. The  company  is  wound  up  upon  those  considerations 
entioned  in  the  Companies  Act,  which  make  it  expedient 
at  the  business  of  the  company  should,  under  certain  cir- 
imstances,  be  stopped,  its  assets  taken  possession  of  by 
e  Court,  its  liabilities  ascertained,  and  its  assets  divided 
rths  purpose  of  meeting  those  liabilities.  There  would  be 
good  desd  of  difficulty,  if  there  had  not  been  a  special  en- 
tment  made  on  the  subject,  in  saying  how,  in  that  state  of 
iDi>s,  a  policy  current  at  the  time  of  the  winding  up 
aid  be  looked  upon  as  a  claim  or  liability  at  all.  There 
lold  be  no  broken  contract;  there  wonld  be  no  right  of 
UoD  ;  there  would  be  nothing  in  the  shape  of  an  absolute 
bt  The  Act  of  Parliament,  however,  has  not  left  the 
tog  in  doubt,  because  it  has  provided  for  a  case  of  the 
id  expressly  by  the  ISSth  sectiOD.  It  provides  in  sub- 
mce  that  claioas  against  a  company  present  or  future 
hich  I  underbtand  to  be  claims  which  either  have  ripened 

0  debt  at  the  moment  of  winding  up,  or  have  not  ripened 
a  debt  by  reason  of  there  being  no  contract  broken  at 
it  instant)  shall  be  proved  in  this  way — that  a  just 
imate  shall  be  made,  so  far  as  possible,  of  the  value  of 
:h  claim,  if  for  any  reason  it  does  not  of  itself  bear  a  certain 
ar  value.  Then  the  general  order  points  out  that,  so  far 
is  possible,  that  estimate  shall  be  made  as  at  the  date  of 

1  order  to  wind  up  the  company.  What  General  Parlby, 
fiehn,  as  against  the  company  is  entitled  to  here,  is  not  a 
lidsted  sum  duo  from  the  company  as  a  matter  of  right 
the  time  of  the  winding  up,  not  damages  due  from  the 
ipany,  unliquidated  in  the  first  instance  and  to  be 
lidated  by  an  action,  but  his  right  against  the  company 
0  apply  to  the  Court  to  put  a  just  estimate  as  at  the 
0  of  the  winding  up,  as  far  as  is  possible,  upon  that 
m  whiUihas  not  matured,  but  which  at  some  future  time 
may  have  against  the  company.  How  that  value  is  to 
Hit  is  not  a  matter  which  I  have  now  to  dispose  of,  but 
t  is  wb«t  General  Parlby  is  entitled  to. 

"hen  can  that  snm,  which  is  to  be  produced  in  that  way, 
nt  off  against  an  absolute  clear  and  licinidated  debt  due 
n  Goieral  Parlby  to  the  company  ?  I  am  not  at  all 
pared  to  say  that  it  might  not  have  been  a  very  fit  thing 
the  Legislature  to  have  considered  whether  it  would  not 
ce  a  general  enactment  applyia^  to  all  cases,  carrying 
>  loSth  section  further  than  :t  has  carried  it,  and 
Itringthat  onco  a  proof  should  be  made  upon  an  estimate 
ved  at,  as  pointed  out  by  this  section,  the  debt  so  proved 
;bt  be  set  off  against  any  debt  due  to  the  company  from 
person  who  had  made  that  proof.  Bat  the  Act  of  Parlia- 
t  has  not  thought  fit  to  do  so,  and  I  do  not  think  it  would 
>r  me  under  the  general  powers  given  to  me  by  the  Albert 
itration  Acttointoodnce — notonany  ground  pecnliartothe 
between  General  Parlby  and  the  company — a  provision 
the  winding   up   act  which  the  Legislature  has  not 


thought  fit  to  introduce  there.  I  think  I  should  be  going 
verr  far  beyond  my  province  if  I  were  to  do  so. 

Therefore  I  must  decide  that  there  is  a  right  at  law  to 
recover  the  debt,  and  that  there  is  no  right  of  set  off,  either 
at  law  or  in  equity,  of  the  estimate  to  be  put  on  the  value  of 
Oeneral  Parlby's  claim  against  the  company. 

This  being  a  representative  case,  it  was  arranged  in  the 
Court  of  Chancery  that  the  costs  of  the  action  should  be 
allowed  to  General  Parlby.  Costs  were  now  allowed  in 
accordance  with  this  arrangement. 

Solicitors,  Bisc/iof,  Boinptu,  ^  Bitehoff ;  South  ff  Sioteey. 


COURT  OF  BANKRDPTCY. 

(Before  Mr.  Reqistb&r  Murray.) 

June  7. — Ex  parte  Perrotfs  Executors,  Ra  Guild  J-  Chapman. 

A  packer  hai  a  general  lien  upon  goods  of  his  cuttomer 
eome  into  his  possestion  in  the  way  of  his  trade  as  loell  as 
for  the  amouttt  of  his  charges  in  tespeet  of  the  particular 
goods  as  for  the  amount  of  his  charges  in  respect  of  any  other 
goods  of  the  customer. 

In  this  case  the  executors  of  Mr.  Perrott,  packer,  cloth- 
worber,  calenderer,  and  glazer,  claimed  to  prove  against  the 
estate  of  Messrs.  Guild  &  Chapman,  bankrupts,  for  £2 1 0,  after 
deducting  £150  being  the  value  of  certain  goods  received  by 
them  from  the  bankrupts  ;  and  the  question  was,  whether 
a  packer  had  a  lien  not  only  for  the  price  of  work  done  on 
particular  goods,  but  also  in  respect  of  a  general  balance  of 
account. 

The  short  facts  appeared  to  be  that  for  many  years,  Mr. 
Perrott  had  been  in  the  habit  of  receiving  goods  for  tho 
'  bankrupts,  who  were  merchants,  for  the  purpose  of  being 
made  up  for  the  foreign  or  colonial  market  and  sent  off  as 
directed.  Before  packing  goods  it  would  be  usual  for  the 
owners  to  inspect  them,  and  in  some  cases  it  might  happen 
that  they  would  be  sent  back  to  the  manufacturers  m>m 
whom  they  had  come.  The  general  inatructions  given  to 
the  packers  by  Guild  &  Chapman  were  to  receive  goods  for 
the  purposes  of  packing ;  in  the  ease  of  the  particular  goods 
in  respect  of  which  a  lien  was  claimed  they  were  received  in 
June,  1870,  from  certain  Glasgow  houses,  and  no  specific 
instructions  were  given,  but  they  were  warehoused  on  the 
footing  of  the  general  instructions  which  the  bankrupts  had 
given,  and  while  on  the  premises  bankruptcy  supervened. 

In  support  of  the  lien  two  witnesses  swore  that  s  packer 
had  by  tho  custom  of  the  trade  a  general  retaining  lien  upon 
goods  of  his  customer  come  to  his  possession  in  the  way  of 
his  trade. 

At  the  date  ef  the  bankruptcy  £361  was  due  to  the 
executors,  as  to  the  sum  of  £221  for  work  and  labour,  &c., 
by  the  testator,  and  as  to  the  residue  for  work  and  labour, 
&c.,  by  the  executors.  The  applicants  claimed  a  lien  upon 
goods  the  value  of  which  had  been  assessed  at  £150,  and 
they  held  no  other  security  except  two  bills  of  exchange 
accepted  by  the  appellants  for  £6$  and  ^£78  respectively,  and 
a  promissory  note  for  £182. 

Broitgk,  for  the  executors,  in  support  of  the  lien. — Ex 
parte  Seeze,  1  Atk.  228,  is  a  conclusive  authority.  There  it 
was  held  by  Lord  Hardwicke  that  a  packer  might  retain 
goods  till  he  was  paid  the  price  of  packing,  and  if  he  had 
another  debt  due  to  him  m>m  the  same  person  the  goods 
could  not  be  taken  from  him  until  he  had  been  paid  the 
whole  amount,  notwitstanding  the  debtor  had  become 
bankrupt.  He  also  cited  Dsmainbray  v.  Metcalfe,  2  Vem. 
690 ;  Green  v.  Farmer,  1  W.  Bla.  66 ;  Savill  v.  Barehard,  2 
Esp.  53 ;  Whitaker  on  Liens,  126 ;    Montague  on  Liens,  25. 

JBagley,  for  the  trustee,  contra. — Formerly  packers  were 
also  factors,  and  advancedlmoney  on  the  goods,  but  the  cus- 
tom no  longer  existed.  The  executors  were  not  entitled  to 
claim  a  lien  except  in  respect  of  work  which  they  had  per- 
formed since  the  testator's  death. 

Brough,  in  i^ply. 

Mr.  Registrar  Mckbat. — The  observatious  of  the  editor 
in  reference  to  the  case  of  Ex  parte  Dseze,  are  borne  out  by 
a  subsequent  case  reported  in  the  same  volume  {Ex  parte 
Oekenden,  1  Atk.  235) ;  and  in  Orssn  v.  Farmer  the  usage  of 
the  trade  as  regards  packers  was  then  distinctly  recogmsed. 
In  Savill  v.  Barchard,  at  Nisi  Prius,  before  Lord  Eenyon, 
the  learned  judge,  commenting  on  the  question  of 
liens  and  the  case  of  Green  v.  Farmer  says,  "  The  courts  of 
law  and  the  understandings  of  people  in  general  have  gone 
much  in  favour  of  liens.;  it  has  been  established  in  the  case  of 
bankers,  packers,  and  wharfingers  that  they  are  all  entitled  to 
such  lien."  There  are  other  cases  in  which  this  lien  as  arising 
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nut  of  tbe  general  conne  of  praotice  of  the  paTticaUr  trade 
lilts  also  been  recogniwd,  and  having  regard  to  the  evidence 
ia  this  case  it  seems  to  me  that  uie  creditors  seeking  to 
proTe  have  clearly  brought  these  within  the  doctrine  of  the 
CHSes.  [His  Hononr  then  read  and  commented  npon  the 
evidence.]  The  right  of  Ferrott  himself  woald  in  my  opinion 
have  been  clear.  The  only  other  point  which  arises  is  as  to 
<  be  representative  character  in  wluoh  this  proof  is  presented, 
HTid  as  to  how  far,  if  at  all,  the  creditors  are  at  liberty  to  en. 
Kraft  upon  these  goods  any  lien,  except  in  respect  of  that 
1  lortion  of  the  debt  which  has  teen  incurred  since  the  death 

0  t'  their  testator.  Tbe  difference  in  the  amoont  would  be  but 
leally  a  few  pounds,  but  I  am  of  course  bound  to  deal  with  it; 
and  I  have  come  to  the  conclusion  that  inasmuch  as  it 
has  J>een  shown  in  evidence  that  these  executors  are  carrying 
out  the  business  of  their  testator  with  monies  belonging  to 
hia  estate,  and  under  express  powers  oonferred  npon  them 
by  the  will  nndur  which  they  are  appointed  their  proof  my 
be  admitted,  leaving  it  to  them  to  apportion  the  amount  of 
the  dividend  as  they  may  think  fit. 

Solicitor  for  Perrott's  executors,  T.  O.  BulUn. 
Solicitors  for  the  trustee,  Seed,  Phelp;  #  Stdgurick.^ 

(Before  Mr.  Begistrar  Mvbbay,  acting  as  Chief  Judob.) 

June  H.—B*  Dtrry. 
Bankruptcy  Act,  1869,  RuUt  260,  262,  and  XS— Receiver. 
This  was  an  application  on  behalf  of  the  majority  of  the 
creditors  of  a  debtor,  who  had  filed  a  petition  for  liquida- 
tion by  arrangement  or  composition,  nnder  sections  125  and 
126  of  the  Bankruptcy  Act,   1869,  for  an  order  that  Mr. 
Banes,  a  gentleman,  who  had  been  appointed  receiver  by 
the  Court,  should  be  discharged  from  his  office,  and  another 
receiver  nominated  by  the  majority  of  the  creditors  snb- 
^titnted  in  his  place. 
The  debtor  filed  his  netition  on  the  9th  inst.     On  the 

1  Jth,  upon  the  application  of  the  debtor  by  Mr.  Poncione, 
}iis  solicitor  (Mr.  Poncione  being  also  a  creditor  himself), 
Mr.  Banes  was  appointed  receiver.  Mr.  Banes  thereupon 
entered  npon  and  acted  in  the  performance  of  his  office, 
Hod  obtained  an  order  restraining  proceedings  at  law  by  a 
creditor  of  tbe  debtor.  On  the  13th  inst.,  a  document  was 
signed  by  a  majority  of  tbe  creditors,  requesting  that 
another  receiver  should  be  appointed,  and  the  present  ap- 
plication followed.  No  complaint  whatever  was  made  in 
reference  to  the  conduct  of  Mr.  Banes  in  his  character  of 
receiver. 

Oriffitht,  in  support  of  the  application. 

Vr.  Foneiont,  solicitor,  eontri. 

Mr.  Registrar  Mubrat  said  in  all  these  cases  the  Courts 
took  care  to  see  that  the  person  appointed  as  receiver,  was 
''  le  in  whom  confidence  could  be  reposed,  and  it  was  the 
; .  <ctice  not  to  restrain  the  proceedmgs  of  creditors  until 
tbrt  aiipointment  had  been  made.  He  thought  it  would 
gi^'e  rise  to  considerable  inconvenience  if,  after  a  receiver 
nxd  been  appointed  by  the  Court,  the  majority  of  the  ere- 
•  tors,  without  being  in  a  position  to  make  any  charge 
against  the  peraon  already  in  office,  were  permitted  to  say 
"Discharge  this  order,  and  give  us  some  other  receiver. 
The  Registrar  then  referred  to  the  260th,  262nd,  and  263rd 
rules,  and  said  he  did  not  think  it  was  within  the  spirit  of 
the  Act  of  Parliament,  that  a  receiver  appointed  by  the 
Court  should  be  displaced  without  any  sufficient  reason 
being  shown. 

Jppliettion  refuted. 

Solicitors  for  the  creditors,  Athurtt,  Merrie,  f  Co. 


AFPOINTMEirrS. 


Mr.  Thomas  Qabwood,  Jun.,  of  Wells,  Norfolk,  has  been 
appointed  a  Commissioner  to  administer  oaths  in  ohanoery. 


The  Finance  Committee  of  the  Herts  Quarter  Sessions 
have  recommended  that  the  clerk  of  the  peace  for  the  county 
should  receive  a  salary  of  £676  per  annum,  which  arrange- 
meat  Mr.  Nicholson  is  ready  to  accept. 

Mr.  Henry  Sumner  Maine,  late  legislative  member  of  the 
Kuureme  Council  of  India,  has  been  Knighted  by  the  Queen, 
and  received  the  decoration  of  a  Knight  Commander  of  the 
Order  of  the  Star  of  India.  Since  nis  return  from  India, 
Sir  Henry  Maine  has  been  Professor  of  Jnrispmdenoe  in 
th.;  University  of  Oxford. 


eSVSSAL  C0RRE8P0HDBICK. 

ACXIIOWUHKIICEHT  Or  TULI. 

Sir, — ^The  case  of  Phillipton  r.OiUoH,  decided  by  tiw  Utii 
Justices  in  Hilary  Vacation,  and  reported  19  W.B.661, 
and  in  the  July  number  of  the  Law  Beporti  (6 1. 4M], 
deserves  the  attention  equally  of  lawyer*  and  of  aicbsolognti 
The  appeal  was  for  ooets,  upon  the  queitiai,  in  a  nit  <br 
specific  performance  of  a  contract  of  sale,  whether  >  gool 
btle  had  been  shown  by  the  plaintiff  before  the  iamf. 
The  property  sold  consisted  of  three  adjoining  homn  m 
Biahopgsate-street,  one  of  them  bounded  on  tbe  sooft  Ijti 
wsJI,  nearly  blank,  extending  about  ninety.three  feetilo; 
New-street.  Pending  tbe  reference  on  the  title  tkt  le- 
fendsnt  discovered  on  the  wall  a  stone  at  about  Hat  \i^ 
of  the  first  floor  bearing  the  following  inscriptiaa,  "Tkii 
widl,  being  ninety'three  feet  in  length  from  cut  to  vat, 
and  from  tiie  fitce  of  this  stone  eighteen  inches  in  iiMaa, 
is  ths  proper^  of  the  East  India  Company,  erected  tt  tk 
sole  cWge  of  the  company  May  26th,  1776.  At  tha  mat 
time  the  ground  eij^teen  feet  south  from  this  stcne  «lnA 
had  been  pnrcbaMd  by  the  East  Indian  C!ompuj  va 
given  to  the  public  for  widening  the  entrance  into  tiiii 
street." 

A  watch-box  on  the  New-street  front  of  the  propstr, 
(shown  on  the  plan  accompanying  the  particalan  of  uutloc- 
copied  a  space  of  five  feet  five  inches  square,  lying  litfaa 
the  wall  and  entered  through  it ;  and  tha  key  of  the  door  to 
this  watch-box  was  in  the  possession  of  the  SL  Estbaise'i 
Docks  Company,  to  whom  the  adjoining  property  of  tit 
East  India  Company  had  been  sold. 

The  plaintiff  proved  that  their  predeoessort  in  title  bl 
demised  the  house  in  1831  for  a  term  of  seventy  yesn to  i 
tenant  who  shortly  afterwards  rebuilt  the  wall  in  pinmiiM 
of  a  covenant  in  the  lease,  and  reinserted  the  Hcaa,  witlmt 
the  authority  or  knowledge  of  the  lessor ;  and  thit  ft<m 
1831  to  the  present  time  no  acknowledgment  of  titlsintiieEat 
India  Company  or  in  any  one  claiming  under  thooihod 
been  given.  Sir  E.  Malins,  V.C,  held  that  thepliintif 
had  shown  a  good  title,  and  said  *'  Upon  this  point  beat 
raised  before  me,  I  asked  the  question— Have  the  But  Udi> 
Company  or  anybody  claiming  under  them  ever  leoeired  a 
acknowledgment  of  title  or  have  they  received  any  tat  b 
the  use  of  the  wall  ?  I  was  told  that  nothing  of  the  kiai 
had  taken  place.  Am  I,  therefore,  bound,  became  inl 
was  erected  in  1776,  nearly  a  century  ago,  by  the  E"* 
India  Company  'to  assume  that  it  belongs  to  thsa  k*- 
No  acknowledgment  of  title  since  that  time,  no  recogaitM, 

no  act  of  ownership  being  shown Can  ujM; 

suppose,  when  the  plaintiff  and  his  predecesaon  in  ^^ 
been  in  possession  nearly  forty  years  of  a  house  mpported 
only  by  that  wall,  that  anybody  claiming  nnder  Oaii* 
India  Company  could  puU  it  down." 

Notwithstanding  this  satisfactory  and  apparently  ^ 
answerable  judgment,  the  plaintiff's  pending  the  *ft^  •■^ 
what  they  could  to  make  their  title  faultless.  The  kej  « 
the  watch-box  was  more  aooessible  tlian  thekeyioCtkir 
houses  which  the  exiled  Moors  of  Granada  took  v'^"'?'^ 
Africa,  and,  before  the  bearing  of  the  appeal,  the  pbati 
procured  a  release  of  all  claims  from  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  India,  and  from  the  St.  Katharine's  Docks  Goapu.T' 
But  the  Lord  Justices  held  that  untQ  that  release  m^ 
the  plaintiff's  title  was  defective.  The  grounds  of  tlie  jodf 
ment  were  thus  stated  by  Sir  W.  M.  James,  L.  J.— 

"This  objection  appears  to  us  to  be  a  very  soiooj  (b^ 
It  was,  in  truth  a  statement  on  the  property  lisslf  ^^ 
wall,  forming  a  substantial  part  of  the  propeityi  kaa  mh 
erected  by  and  was  tbe  boundary  wall  <»  the  *4^§ 
owner.  For  tbe  East  India  Company,  of  ooone,  ooatisM 
to  be  the  owners  of  the  soil  of  the  street,  although  deilioM 
to  the  public.  There  was  nothing  whatever  to  lead  to  a 
presumption  that  any  title  had  bMn  gained  ■^T"*''!'^ 
of  such  adjoining  owner  by  adverse  possesoon.  W** 
there  is  a  boundary  wall,  and  that  boundary  wall  reaid 
undisturbed,  and  an  inscription  is  allowed  to  reoau  il 
it  which  states  to  all  the  world  that  it  is  the  boanduT" 
of  the  adjoining  proprietor  it  eeemt  ta  ut  idk  t»  "p** 
that  any  gtteeiion  of  the  Statute  of  LimiUUione,  *'^**"j 
poetetiion,  or  of  eetter  of  pouetsion,  eould  prcfn  f^ 
It  was  therefore  manifest  that  the  widl  belonged  ti^K  KM 
India  Company ;  there  being  this  further  deaast  m  H 
case,  that  a  purchaser  from  the  East  India  Compsay.tsu^ 
to  say,  the  St  Katharine's  Docks  Company  had  gotm  tn 
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vary  mil  or  watch-box,  the  key  of  which  remained  in  the 
CBitody  of  that  company." 

It  is  dear  that  this  judgment  was  not  groanded  on  the 
wttefa-boz,  and  key — neither  of  which  could  have  anything; 
to  do  with  the  title  to  the  wall.  Kor  did  it  rest  on  tiie  fact 
that  the  wall  actually  did  belong  to  the  East  India  Com- 
paoyin  the  ^ear  1776.  It  was  not  proved  in  the  case  that 
the  East  India  Company  ever  had  any  title  to  the  wall,  and 
proof  of  their  title  in  1776  would  have  bean  immaterial, 
tecsQse  the  vendor  was  not  bound  to  carry  the  deduction  of 
hi)  title  so  far  back. 

The  mural  insoriplion  remains  as  the  sole  foundation  of 
the  decision ;  and,  nearly  forty  years  after  the  passing  of 
the  Statute  of  Limitations,  we  learn  for  the  first  time  that, 
besides  "  the  acknowledgment  of  the  title  of  the  person 
entitled,"  "  given  to  him  or  bis  agent  in  writing  signed  by 
thepenon  in  possession  "  which,  under  the  14th  section  of 
that  statute,  is  sufficient,  if  it  is  given  before  the  statutory 
bar  has  taken  effect,  to  create  a  fresh  starting  point,  there 
may  be  an  acknowledgment  of  title,  not  signed  by  any  one, 
bat  cat  by  a  mason  on  a  stone  which,  although  it  is  purely 
historical  and  records  nothing  but  the  state  of  the  title  on  a 
ipeeified  day,  will,  so  long  as  it  remains  in  sitn,  protect  the 
btle  so  reoorded  £rom  the  operation  of  the  Statute  of  Limi- 
tations. 

The  doctrine  is  new  and  somewhat  startling.  Perhaps 
it  ii  not  fair  to  olqect  that  the  single  decision  which  has 
established  it  haa  left  its  limits  somewhat  undefined.  The 
Statote  of  limitations  is  commonly  said  to  operate  as  a 
■tatatory  conveyance.  According  to  PkUlipton  v.  Gibbon  it 
most  now  be  said  that  property  which  bears  on  its  outer  wall 
a  transcript  in  stone  from  the  history  of  the  past  title,  is 
incapable  of  being  so  conveyed.  Incapable  of  being  oon- 
Tsyed  by  adverse  possession,  but  not,  according  to  the  same 
judgment,  as  it  seems,  incapable  of  conveyance  by  any  other 
means.  For  the  judgement  proceeded  on  the  assumption 
that  the  title,  which  was  defective  when  the  suit  commenced, 
bad  been  ma4e  good  before  the  hearing  of  the  appeal  by  a 
release  executed — not  by_  the  East  India  Company,  whose 
title  still  stood  petrified  in  the  wall,  but  by  the  Secretary 
forlndiaandthe  St.  Katherine's  Docks  Company.  Why 
the  record  in  stone  of  a  title  in  A,  in  1776,  should  be  incon- 
atent  with  the  title  of  B,  in  1871,  by  adverse  possession,  but 
nmsistent  with  the  title  of  C,  in  1871,  by  conveyance  or 
special  Parliamentary  transfer,  is  not  obvious.  It  is  to  be 
feared  that  the  decision  will  lead  to  some  vandalism. 
Tessple,  Jnly  6.  O.  8. 


PABLIAMEHT  AlfD  LBGISLATIOBI. 

HOUSE  OP  LORDS. 

July  2.— The  Tichbonu  Owe.— The  Earl  of  Derby  invited 
the  attentdon  of  the  Lord  C^iancellor  to  a  petition  which  he 
presented  from  the  defendants  in  this  case,  remonstrating 
s^ainst  the  contemplated  postponement  of  the  trial  till 
November,  chiefly  on  the  ground  that  several  of  the  witnesses 
were  of  advanced  age  and  in  ill-health,  and  that  by  their 
death  in  the  interim  the  ends  of  justice  might  be  prejudiced. 
They,  therefore,  prayed  that  the  necessary  stops  might  be 
t&ken  to  enable  the  Court  to  sit  during  the  long  vacation. — 
i^l  Stanhope  hoped  some  assurance  would  be  given  that 
the  matter  would  receive  the  attention  of  the  Gh>vemment 
—The  Lord  Chancellor  said  a  short  Bill  would  be  intro- 
dacod  into  the  other  House  for  the  purpose  of  enabling 
all  Courts  to  ait  at  such  times  as  mi^ht  be  expedient  for  the 
doe  administTation  of  justice,  notwithstanding  any  general 
oidera  which  existed  to  the  contrary.  The  Bill,  tiierefore, 
would  not  be  confined  to  this  particular  case. 

TheEccletiatieal  DUapidalioM  Bill. — The  Commons  am- 
«ndmaita  -were  agreed  to. 

July  4. — The  Army  Regulation  Bill  was  brought  up  firom 
the  Commons,   and  read  a  first  time. 

JuHitu  of  the  Feact  Quali^tion  Sill.— The  Earl  of 
Albemarle  explained  that  the  object  of  this  Bill  was  to  repeal 
the  Act  which  imposed  a  landed  property  qualification  on 
iostices  of  the  peace.  That  qualification  was  contem- 
poraneous with  another  Act  of  Henry  VI  which  formerly 
ispaeed  a  like  qualification  on  members  of  Parliament. 
Be  urged  that  the  principle  of  the  Act  was  now  out  of  date . 
Phe  luidad|property  qualification  excluded  the  brothers  and 
rounger  sona  of  peers,  officers  in  the  Army  and  Navy,  pro- 
Meional  and  soieatific  men,  and  wealthy  merchants.    He 


moved  the  second  reading.— The  Lord  Chancellor  denied 
that  there  was  any  analogy  between  the  qualifications  of 
magistrates  and  that  of  members  of  Parliament.  The  latter 
were  elected,  and  it  was  right  that  the  choice  of  the  electors 
should  be  imfettered  and  should  be  decisive  as  to  their 
qualifications,  whereas  magistrates  were  nominated  by  the 
Crown,  and  shonld  give  some  guarantee  of  fitness.  There 
was  no  general  wish  to  repeal  the  Act  of  (George  III.  It 
might  be  reasonable  to  consider  whether  landed  property 
should  be  the  only  qnalifioation,  but  the  Bill  would  repeal  it 
without  substituting  any  other.  The  object  of  the  qualifica- 
tion was  to  guard  against  the  appointment  of  unfit  persons 
and  to  protect  Lords  Lieutenant  from  undue  pressure.  He 
would  recommend  the  noble  earl  to  direct  his  efforts  towards 
an  amendment  of  the  Act,  instead  of  to  its  simple  abolition. 
With  regard  to  derical  magistrates  it  has  been  the  rule  for 
many  years  not  to  appoint  clergymen  as  magistrates  unless 
it  was  difficult  to  obtain  other  qualified  persons. — Lord 
Lyttelton  held  that  unpaid  magistrates  shonld  have  a  sub- 
stantial stake  in  the  country,  but  testified,  as  a  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  long  standing,  to  the  inconvenient  and  em- 
barrassing nature  of  the  present  qualification,  advising  the 
noble  earl  to  devise  some  additional  qualification^ — The  Earl 
of  Albemarle,  adopting  the  recommendaticns  of  the  last  two 
speakers,  wididrew  the  Bill. 

Prevention  of  Crime  Bill.— -The  Earl  of  Morley  said  this 
bill  was  an  old  friend  under  a  new  name.  Instead  of  simply 
amending  the  Habitual  Criminals  Act  it  had  been  thought 
better  to  re-enact  almost  all  its  provisions,  remedying  any 
defects  in  it,  and  making  several  changes  recommended  by 
experience.  In  spite  of  verbal  and  other  inaccura- 
cies, it  had  effected  much  good.  A  register  had  been  care- 
fully kept  at  the  central  office  in  Whitehall  of  criminals 
convicted  summarily  or  on  indictment  of  any  offence 
mentioned  in  the  schedule,  the  photographs  and  descriptions 
of  the  prisoners  bdiai|g  sent  up  there  and  thence  distributed 
over  the  country.  The  numbers  were  certainly  appalling. 
The  olanses  of  the  Habitual  Criminals  Act,  witii  reference 
to  houses  that  harboured  thieves,  had  proved  extremely 
beneficial.  [After  entering  at  some  length  into  statistics,  he 
continued.]  He  trusted  that  these  figures  to  a  certain 
extent  proved  that  the  Habitual  Criminals  Act  had  been 
really  beneficial  to  the  country,  and  that  the  provisions 
which  it  contained  had  been  honestly  and  successfully  carried 
out.  It  might  be  asked  why  if  the  Act  had  been  so  suc- 
cessful shomd  it  be  amended.  The  fact  was  that  owing  to 
the  amendments  which  had  been  inserted  in  that  measure 
while  it  was  passing  through  the  Legislature  many  in- 
accuracies  crept  into  it,  which  rendered  it  extremely  diffi- 
cult to  work  some  olanses  and  impossible  to  carry  others 
into  effect.  It  was  with  the  view  or  remedying  these  defects 
that  the  Bill  was  introduced.  As  to  the  provisions  of  this 
Bill,  one  of  them  would  oblige  the  holders  of  tickets  of  leave 
or  convicts  who  had  been  released  to  report  themselves 
monthly  to  the  police  and  to  report  their  change  of  residence. 
The  subject  of  mis  monthly  reporting  has  been  most  care- 
fully considered ;  evidence  had  been  taken  from  all  those  who 
were  capable  of  giving  the  meet  valuable  evidence  on  the 
subject,  and  the  result  was  that  the  Government  had  deter- 
mined to  insert  in  this  bill  a  clause  for  tho  revival  of  this 
monUily  reporting.  Discharged  prisoners  were  to  be  re- 
quired for  tiie  Aiture  to  make  returns  of  themselves ;  it 
would  be  rendered  compulsory  that  their  photographs 
should  be  taken  ;  and  those  who  came  within  the  second 
class  were  to  be  placed  under  supervision  for  a  fixed  time, 
during  which  they  would  be  under  exactly  the  same  restric- 
tions as  holders  of  tickets  of  leave,  and  during  that  period 
they  would  be  required  to  report  themselves  monthly  to  the 
pohce.  On  almost  all  other  points  the  bill  was  a  mere 
transcript  of  the  existingAot,  with  the  exception  of  certain 
matters  of  procedure.— The  Earl  of  Carnarvon  wished  the 
bill  had  heea  introduced  at  an  earlier  period  of  the 
session,  when  there  might  have  been  a  greater  chance 
of  its  passing  through  the  other  House  of  Parliament 
before  the  end  of  the  session.  He  was  afraid,  however, 
that  he  oould  soaxoely  join  in  the  praise  bestowed 
upon  Uie  working  of  tae_  Habitoal  _  Criminals  Act. 
He  approved  the  plan  for  dividing  the  criminals  into  two 
classes,  and  requiring  one  of  those  daases  to  report  them- 
selves monthly.  By  requiring  the  discharged  prisonen  to 
make  these  periodical  reports  the  system  of  supervision 
would  be  changed  from  a  sham  into  a  reality. — Lord 
Houghton,  so  far  from  thinking  that  the  Habitual 
Criminals  Act  had  been  a  laooess,  had  come  to  the  conclu* 
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Rinu  that  it  had  rather  proved  a  fiulare  ;  and  that  it  was  not 
by  eztMiding  its  principle  or  by  making  its  provisions  more 
Hevete  that  they  could  hope  to  arrive  at  a  sBtisfsotory  re- 
sult. A  young  man  of  fortune  might  knock  down  and  ill- 
tise  a  policeman  and  get  off  by  paying  a  fine  of  £20.  He 
thought  the  fine  infiicted  in  such  eases  should  be  heavier. 
He  regretted  that  he  could  not  approve  the 
principle  of  that  bill.      The  bill  was  read  a  second  time. 

The  Judicial  Committee  of  Pn»y  Council  Bill. — The  report 
nf  amendments  was  received. — Lord  Cairns  commended  the 
principle  of  the  measure,  but  objected  to  some  of  its  provi- 
xions  because  he  feared  they  would  prevent  the  bill  coming 
jiractically  into  operation.  In  the  first  place  he  remarked 
that  Ijudges  had  a  largo  staff  of  officers  necessary  to  the 
discharge  of  their  duties ;  bat  it  was  proposed  by  the  bill 
that  these  judges  should  be  ofi'erad  positions  in  which  they 
would  perform  the  duties  of  their  office  without  the  assistance 
they  had  been  accustomed  to.  In  the  next  place  it  was 
proposed  to  offer  to  judges  whose  tenure  of  office  was 
thoroughly  well  defined  a  position  which  would  be  held  by 
them  only  during  the  pleasure  of  the  Crown ;  and  in 
addition  to  this  the  cause  of  the  judges'  punctual  attendance 
in  their  own  courts  had  been  entiruy  overlooked  ;  but  the 
fact  was  judges  held  office  daring  good  behaviour,  and  it 
was  not  good  behaviour  to  be  absent  during  the  sitting  of 
the  court.  They  first  of  all,  as  it  appeared  to  him, 
tell  into  the  serious  error  of  saying  nothing  about 
the  tenoie  of  office  of  the  jndgfes,  and,  having  said 
nothing  about  that  subject,  they  then  inserted  an 
offensive  condition  by  which  the  Lord  President  of  the 
Privy  Cionncil  was  to  determine  whether  an  excuse  sent 
by  one  of  the  judges  was  a  reasonable  one  or  not,  and  in 
point  of  fact,  to  order  his  removal  if  necessary — a  condition 
which  was  utterly  unconstitutional,  and  one  to  which  no 
i  'idge  of  the  superior  oonrts  wonld,  he  believed,  be  wilting 
t.  >  submit.  Again,  assuming  that  the  Crown  appointed  to 
Uiis  tribunal  one  of  the  Lord  Justices,  a  Puisne  Judge,  and 
two  Indian  Chief  Justices,  they  would  have  sitting  side  by 
side,  and  determining  the  same  causes,  men  in  receipt  of 
46,000,  £6,000,  jCS.SOO,  besides  an  Indian  assessor  witii 
a  salary  of  £400  a  year.  Though  these  discrepancies  in 
salaries  were  eztraordioary  enough,  the  matter  was  essen- 
tially one  for  the  consideratian  of  the  Government,  but  with 
reference  to  the  office  of  thejudges,  he  moved  an  amendment 
making  the  tenure  of  the  office  of  the  judges  dependent  upon 
the  conditions  applicable  in  the  case  of  the  judges  of  the  land. 
— The  Lord  Ohimoellor  hoped  the  amendments  would  not  be 
persisted  in.  The  first  objection  of  Lord  Cairns  was  that 
these  judges  wonld  not  be  provided  with  clerks.  He  be- 
lieved, however,,that  upon  the  question  of  a  clerk  no  real 
difficulty  would  arise.  With  respect  to  the  tenure  of  office 
-  -  was  certainly  true  that  a  judge  of  the  land  could  not  be 
rt -noved  except  upon  an  address  to  her  Majesty  by  both 
Bouses  of  Parliament,  but  her  Majesty  could  remove  whom 
she  thought  fit  from  the  Privy  Council,  and  as  since  1834 
the  High  Court  of  Appeal  bad  been  subject  to  removal,  and 
lue  qualification  of  holding  during  good  behaviour  had  not 
existed,  the  provision  in  the  bill  was  not  likely  to  be  attended 
with  any  evil  result,  or  prsctiaally  to  interfere  with  its 
working.  The  next  point  was  that  there  should  not  be  any 
mode  of  terminating  the  duties  of  these  learned  judges,  as 

Sresoribed  in  the  bill,  in  the  event  of  not  attondmg  to  the 
nties  of  their  offices ;  but  surely  thero  could  be  nothmg 
undignified  in  a  judge  requesting,  if  he  thought  proper,  to 
be  relieved  of  the  arduous  duties  which  he  would  be  called 
upon  to  perform,  in  which  case  of  course  he  would  retire 
and  cease  to  receive  the  salary  attaching  to  the  office.  It 
was  not  proposed  to  interfere  in  any  way  with  the  pen- 
nons to  which  these  j  udges  had  become  entitled  by  their  pre- 
vious services,  but  simply  to  add  an  uniform  sum  of  £1,500  a- 
year  to  the  amount  of  which  they  were  already  in  receipt. — 
Lord  Westbnry  supported  the  amendment  as  the  easiest  way 
out  of  the  difficulty.  As  regarded  the  clerks,  at  the  Judicial 
Committee  the  duties  to  be  discharged  were  purely  official, 
and  the  attendance  of  clerks  became  unnecessary.  He 
hoped  no  stress  would  be  laid  upon  the  difference  of  salaries 
between  the  judges,  this  being  admittedly  a  temporary  ex- 
pedient intended  to  meet  the  present  overwhelming 
r'ccssity,  and  to  be  followed  hereafter  by  a  measure 
vrhich  it  was  to  be  hoped  wonld  put  the  tribunal  upon  a 
more  fitting  basis,  both  as  to  position  and  emoluments. 
As  to  the  constitution  of  the  Court,  it  was  plain  that  the 
1  initation  of  the  choice  of  members  to  judges  of  West- 
u. master  Hall,  either  existing  or  retired,  and  to  judges  who 


had  held  office  in  the  Supreme  Court  in  India.  Boat  olti. 
mately  be  enlarged  so  as  to  include  within  the  nngtotdunoe 
judges  of  the  Superior  Courts  in  Ireland  and  alio  infiei^iaL 
At  Uie  present  moment,  the  chief  pressoie  exiital  «&  n. 
gard  to  the  Indian  appeals,  but  hereafter  then  tooU  ob- 
viously be  a  mass  of  colonial  business  for  ooniidmti<n,  al 
it  was  wiUi  regard  to  these  appeals  especially  tint  tia 
habits  of  though^  early  training,  and  practice  of  tbeScotck 
judges  would   enable  them  to  reader  eminent  MtTim.— 
Lord  Romilly  did  not  believe  there  was  the  elifi^tal  lal, 
as  society  was  at  present  constitutod,  that  any  jadge  vbt 
might  be  added  to  the  Judicial  Committee  wuiud  be  too- 
dously  removed.     It  was  only  fit  and  proper  that  jiqpi 
should  be  permanent  and  that  they  should  not  berwml 
except  when  they  had  been  guilty  of  misconduct  Uut  egdl 
be  ascertained  by  Parliament ;  but  no  penon  ia  Westmiuk 
Hall  would  entertain  the  slightest  fear  that  then  wu  mj 
trenching  upon  principle  if  to  the  judges  who  nm  ■)■ 
pointed  members  of  tiie  Judicial  Committee  noQiiiig  m 
said  respecting  the  time  during  which  they  ihosU  luU 
their  offices.    He  desired  to  point  out  to  ttieLoidChat- 
cellor  the  necessity  for  eatabUshing  a  rota  of  jadgai  not 
that  the  number  of  ecclesiastical  oaaes  was  nnaU.   ThetU 
practice,  if  followed,  would  very  much  facilitate  the  na- 
stant  sitting  of  the  Court.— Lord  Chelmsford  said  thenni 
nothing  in  this  bill  to  show  that  it  was  of  that  tsopoiuT 
character  described  by  the  Lord  Chancellar.    Hehehmd 
that  the  greatest  difficulty  would  be  experienced  in  iadio- 
ing  any  of  the  present  judges  to  accept  the  appointsieoti.- 
Earl  Granville  deprecated  Lord  Cairns'  amendment— lad 
Cairns  agreed  to  postpone  his  amendment  and  the  delate 
wasa^oumed. 

Union  of  Beiufieee  Aett  Amendrntnt  JJiil.— The  Kilio;  ol 
Winchester  moved  the  second  reading  of  thii  UU: 
its  object  was  to  empower  the  bishop,  on  the  applieatioo  asd 
written  consent  of  the  incumbent  and  patron,  and  with  Cbi 
consent  of  the  parishioners  in  vestry,  to  constitate  in  mid 
parishes  contaming  mora  than  one  church  one  of  tiva 
churohes  the  parish  church. — ^The  bill  was  readaweoii 
time. 

The  Beiujleu  Seeignation  Mill. — On  the  motion  of  tbe 
Bishop  of  Winchester,  who  stated  that  the  alterations  vnU 
injure  its  working,  but  that  it  wonld  he  easy,  if  neoemr, 
to  pass  a  short  amending  measure,  th?  Commoni'  aaiesi- 
ments  to  this  bill  were  agreed  to. 

The  Sequeetralion  BUI. — The  Commons'  amendmeott  t> 
this  bill  were  also  agreed  to. 

The  Burial  Orounde  Bill  passed  through  committee. 
Judicial  Committee  o/PWry  Council  Biii.—  AdjoaiBsddeWe 
on  the  report  of  the  amendments  of  this  Bill. — Lord  Ciin! 
said  that  in  order  to  demand  the  services  of  those  whose  se^ 
vices  it  would  be  most  desirable  to  have,  they  most  be  offs*! 
an  appointment  equal  in  respect  of  duration  and  salary  to  thit 
which  now  they  held.  He  proposed  an  amendment  tstet 
effect. — The  Lord  Chancellor  would  accept  Lord  0)i^ 
amendment,  if  he  would  add  to  it  such  words  aswoBlinrtri* 
its  operation  to  those  judges  who  should  continue  to  be  IwT 
Councillors.  The  amendment  with  this  modification  vasagree^ 
to. — Lord  Salisbury  objected  to  bishops  sitting  in  the  Coort 
of  Final  Appeal  as  an  anomaly  ;  that  they  werepeciliv? 

unfit  to  sit  in    ecclesiastical  causes The  Archbidxip  a 

York  defended  the  decision  in  the  Porchas  case ;  maj  Oi 
the  clergy  objected  to  lawyers  being  upon  an  eoclesiidi^ 
tribunal  at  all.— The  Bishop  of  Winchester  beliered  tlu» 
the  discontent  was  oansed  by  the  presence  of  bishops  afM 
the  committee. — The  Arohbishop  of  Canterbury  thoogit  S 
was  impossible  to  get  rid  of  the  judicial  character  of  t)» 
bishops  unless  they  abolished  the  episcopal  office  altogetbs. 
— The  bill,  as  amended,  was  read  a  third  time  and  pasei 
the  standing  orders  being  suspended  for  that  paipote. 


HOUSE  OF  COMMONS. 

June  30th.— The  Army  SegulatioH  BiU.—Oa  the  ^ 
for  consideration  of  the  Bill  as  amended,  Loid  Biv 
moved,  "That  it  ia  inexpedimt  to  c<ni8ider  the  M^ 
amended  until  the  whole  of  the  scheme  of  the  GoraM'^ 
for  the  first  appointment,  promotitni,  and  luUii**' ^ 
officers,  together  with  an  estimato  of  its  probable  "ff'^^ 
ultimate  ooist,  and  also  the  plan  for  the  amalgamifi**^ 
Begular  and  Reserve  Forces,  have  been  laid  if*.^ 
table."  After  some  debate,  the  resolotioii  was  a'g't'^ 
without  a  division.  A  dausa  moved  by  Ijord  Hchn,  pimJ"? 
that  no  soldier  should  be  permitted  to  aater  Ae  BeW* 
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iKe  till  after  attaining  his  23rd  yeai  was  also  negatived 
ithoat  a  division. 

the  Vokmtten. — Lord  Elcho  moved  to  strike  out  clause 
iftlieAnnf  Regulation  Bill,  which  proposed  to  put  the 
ilonteen  under  the  Mutiny  Act.    Alter  some  debate  in 

>  coone  of  whioh  Mr.  Cardwell  said,  that  the  clause  was 
inly  intended  to  apply  to  the  Volunteers  when  exercised 
th  the  Begnlais  and  Militia — that  was,  when  put  directly 
ia  milituy  oommand  for  the  purpose  of  training  for 
r— that  which  Parliament  had  already  applied  to  them 
en  var  was  declared ;  the  motion  was  negatived  by  212 
30. 

Uiuicipal  CorportUiont  ^Borough  PundsJ  Bill. — Mr.  Lee- 
n,  m  moving  the  second  reading  of  this  Bill,  stated  that 
ma  intended  to  prevent  Municipal  Corporations  and 
eal  Boards  of  Health  from  being  crippled  in  the  discharge 
ihe  duties  with  which  they  wore  interested,  in  consequence 

>  recent  decision  in  the  Court  of  Queen's  Bench.  Mr. 
idy  opposed  the  provisions  of  the  BJQl,  but  would  assent 
its  9e(»ad  reading  on  condition  that  it  was  referred  to  a 
ect  Committee.  Mr.  Leeman  acceded  to  this  suggestion, 
i  the  Bill  was  read  the  second  time  and  referred  to  a 
ect  Committee. 

%i  IvuUori  OHd  Tenant  {Ireland)  Act  (1870)  Atiundment 

l—Oi.  Ball  moved  the  second  reading  of  this  Bill.    The 

nioia  of  Hartington,  in  assenting  to  the  Bill,  did'  not 

lit  that  it  was  a  measoie  of  neoessify,  bat  simply  one  of 

caotioQ. 

r^  Iniuttrial  and  Propiimt  Soeietu$  Aintadment  BiU — 

I  read  the  second  time. 

Mil  to  Amend  the  Corrupt  Fraolict*  Commu$ioiu  Eipvisea 

,  1869.— A  Bill  by  Mr.  Winterbotham  was  read  for  the 

tiimei 

Illy  2. — Tht  Tiehhonu  Cat. — Mr.  A  Seymour  presented 
ilitiaa  from  the  trustees  of  the  infant  defendant  in  the 
\,  alleging  that  they  had  heard  that  it  had  been  stated 
Ibe  Lnd  Chief  Jnstioe  of  the  Court  of  Common  Pleas 
ithe  trial  would  be  postponed  from  the  10th  instant, 
3  the  month  of  November ;  that  such  postponement 
Id  be  prejndioal  to  the  interests  of  tiie  infant  and  the 
I  of  justice,  inasmuoh  as  there  were  several  witnesses  to 
examined  who  were  of  advanced  age  and  precarious 
Ith,  and  praying  that  such  stem  should  be  taken  as 
kt  enable  the  Court  of  Common  Fleas  to  proceed  con- 
onsly  with  the  trial.  The  petition  on  being  read  by  the 
i  at  the  table  was  received  with  cheers. — Mr.  Bemal 
ome  asked  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  Depart- 
t  whether,  having  regard  to  the  exceptional  magnitude 
he  case  of  "TieMxtme  v.  Lutkington,"  now  being  tried 
re  the  Lord  Chief  Justice  of  the  Common  Pleas,  and 
idvaneed  age  of  several  very  important  witnesses.aod  in 
ideration  of  the  opinion  given,  and  the  regret  expressed 
he  learned  judge  on  the  20th  instant,  that  a  legal  dis- 
fef  would  prevent  the  possibility  of  the  Court  of  Com- 
Fleas  continuing  that  trial  after  the  10th  of  August 
i  he  had  considered  if  the  ends  of  justice  might  be  ad- 
!ed  by  the  introduction  of  a  Bill  to  authorise  that  Court 
I,  if  necessary,  during  the  long  vacation  until  the  con- 
on  of  the  triij ;  and  whether  her  Majesty's  Govem- 
t  was  prepared  to  introdnoe  such  a  Bill,  or  if  introduced 
private  member,  to  support  it. — Mr.  Bruce  said  the 
I  Chaneellor,  towards  the  end  of  last  week,  requested 
opinion  of  the  Chief  Justice  as  to  whether  it  was 
)^ry  an  Aot  of  Parliament  should  be  passed  in  order  to 
le  the  Court  to  sit  during  the  long  vacation.  The 
f  Justice  replied  as  follows,  "That  he  was  fully  sensi- 
f  the  evils  whioh  might  probably  arise  from  the  adjoum- 
t  of  the  Tichbome  tnal,  adding  that  if  the  parties  were 
oas  it  should  be  continued  during  the  vacation,  ha  would 
repared  to  sacrifice  his  own  rest  and  comfort  in  this  re- 
t,  as  he  had  already  done  in  other  things,  and  to  con- 

>  sitting  as  long  as  his  health  would  permit  Not  only, 
!ver,  had  no  snoh  wish  been  expressed  to  him  on  be- 
of  either  party,  but  the  connsel  who  represented  them 
most  nneqnivocally  stated  their  wishes  to  the  contrary. 
« they  and  the  jury  were  willing  to  concur  it  would  be 
vcticable  to  continue  sitting,  and  therefore  it  seemed  to 
(the  Lord  Chief  Justice)  practically  useless  to  attempt 
pscial  lepslation  whioh  the  Lord  Chancellor  proposed 
a  case.  The  Lord  Chief  Justice  added  that  his  health 
ilieady  given  way  under  the  pressure  of  the  case.  He  had 
received  from  the  Lord  Chief  Justice  in  reply  to  an  en- 
r  of  his  own  another  letter  respecting  the  powers  of  the 
le  Secretary  to  arrange  for  the  proceeding  of  the  trial 


bom.  the  10th  of  July  to  the  10th  of  August,  which,  of 
course,  would  require  no  Act  of  Parliament.  The  Chief 
Justice  said  he  had  not  made  any  application  for  that  pur- 
pose. Having  ascertained,  however,  that  there  was  no 
chance  of  the  trial  being  concluded  by  such  a  course  being 
adopted,  and  the  counsel  representing  both  par  ties  to  the 
cause  having  distinctiy  stated  that  they  desired  the  adjourn- 
ment to  take  place  about  the  10th  of  this  month,  the  ad- 
journment was  fixed  for  that  time  and,  with  the  cononrrenoe 
of  the  jury,  he  felt  he  had  no  other  course  to  pursue  than  to 
carry  out  that  arrangement;  still  it'  all  the  parties  interested, 
including  the  litigants.their  counsel,  and  the  jury,  were  now 
desirous  of  having  the  arrangement  altered,  and  the  Home 
Secretary  was  willing  to  make  the  necessary  arrangements 
for  supplying  my  place  upon  the  circuit,  he  would 
endeavour  as  far  as  his  atrength  would  permit  to  carry  out 
any  fresh  arrangement  that  might  be  agreed  upon,  but  he 
had  received  no  intimation  whatever  of  such  a  general  oon- 
corrence  as  would  justify  him  in  making  an  appUcation.or  in 
attempting  to  alter  the  arrangements  which  have  been  made 
with  the  consent  and  upon  the  application  of  the  counsel  for 
both  parties."  Under  the  circnnistanoes,  the  Qovemment 
were  of  opinion  that  no  legal  obstmction  should,  either  in 
this  or  any  similar  case  be  allowed  to  interrupt  the  progress 
of  a  trial  involving  enormons  cost  and  inoonvenience.  A 
Bill  would  therefore  be  introdticed,  repealing  the  96th  clause 
of  the  Common  Law  Procedure  Act,  1 864,  to  enable  the 
superior  Courts  to  appoint  a  sitting  daring  the  long  vacation 
from  the  loth  of  August  to  the  24th  of  October. 

July  4. — The  Parliament  a  nj  and  Municipal  Sleetion* 
(Ballot J  Bin. — On  the  order  for  committee,  a  lengthy  debate 
took  place  on  the  principle  uf  tbe  bill,  which  diverged 
into  a  debate  on  the  general  conduct  of  the  business  of  the 
Honse,  and  the  debate  was  ultimately  adjourned. 

July  6. — Segittration  of  Partnerthipn  Bill. — Mr.  Norwood 
moved  the  second  reading  of  this  bill,  the  object  of  which 
was  to  secure  the  registration,  for  general  reference,  of  the 
names  of  all  members  of  a  trading  concern,  which  do  not 
appear  in  the  titie  under  which  the  firm  carries  on  business. 
Ilie  bill  was  desired  to  remove  inconveniences  that  were 
constantly  occomng  in  the  transaction  of  business,  to 
puriry  the  commerraal  atmosphere,  and  to  put  an  end  to 
mndulent  and  vexations  proceedings  which  prevailed  under 
the  present  system,  peculiar  to  this  country,  of  allowing 
persons  to  cany  on  business  nnder  names  which  were  not 
those  of  the  members  of  the  firm.  It  was  a  common  cir- 
cnmstance  for  a  firm  established  long  ago  to  bo  carried  on 
nnder  its  original  title  by  persons  of  different  names,  and 
no  doubt  it  was  an  honourable  thing  to  succeed  to  the 
prestige  of  a  well-known  and  long-established  hoase ;  but 
the  absence  of  any  registration  of  the  names  of  partners 
opened  the  door  to  fraad,  and  involved  commercial  men  in 
great  inconveniences.  To  illustrate  this,  he  stated  the 
difficulties  of  commencing  and  carrying  on  legal  proceedings 
against  a  firm,  the  names  of  the  members  of  which  were 
not  known,  and  which  were  required  before  awritorasummons 
could  be  issued ;  and  he  mentioned  that  there  had  been  cases 
in  which  judgment  had  been  obtained  and  execution  issned 
against  a  man,  before  it  was  discovered  that  the  property  to  be 
seized  was  not  that  of  the  individual,  but  that  of  himself 
and  of  his  partners  whose  existence  had  been  concealed.  In 
this  country  registration  was  compulsory  upon  bankers, 
shipowners,  brewers,  and  solicitors,  and  he  never  heard  of 
any  inconvenience  resulting  from  it,  while  the  registration 
of  partnerships  was  obligatory  in  France,  Germany,  and  other 
continental  nations.  The  principle  of  the  bill  had  the  sup- 
port of  the  Chambers  of  Commerce  of  this  country  ;  it  had 
been  discussed  and  affirmed  at  the  Social  Science  Congresses ; 
it  had  been  supported  by  members  of  the  present  Govern- 
ment ;  and  this  session  there  were  several  petitions  in  favour 
of  it,  and  not  one  against  it. — ^The  Attorney-General  said 
that  if  the  mercantile  classes  required  registration  of  part- 
nerships, on  the  part  of  the  Government  there  could  be  no 
objection  ;.bat,  at  tiie  same  time,  it  appeared  to  him  that 
there  might  be  a  question  about  the  advantages  to  be  derived 
from  the  adoption  of  the  principle.  Its  application  might  be 
quite  right  and  proper  in  the  case  of  joint  stock  companies, 
which  were  vested  with  exceptional  powers,  and  in  that  of 
shipowners,  with  reference  to  whom  the  law  stood  on  a 

Seculiar  footing  ;  but  he  must  question  whether  it  was 
esirable  and  popular  to  insist  on  the  registration 
of  all  partnerships,  no  matter  how  small,  or  for  how 
limited  a  period.     To  take  an  extreme  case,  one  coster- 
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monster  might  enter  iato  partnership  with  another 
whose  name  waa  not  on  the  cart  with  reference  to  a  load  of 
greens  from  Covent-gnrden  Market,  and  in  its  present  form 
the  bill  would  impose  a  penalty  of  £20  on  them  for  not 
roistering  the  partnership  and  another  for  not  registering 
its  dissolation.  He  heheved  the  chambers  of  commerce 
usoally  consisted  of  the  higher  class  of  traders,  to  whom  regio- 
tration  would  be  a  very  small  matter;  but,  even  in  their  case, 
he  could  not  help  thinking  that  registration  would  not  enable 
them  safely  to  dispense  with  those  inquiries  which  they 
ought  to  make  for  themselves.  Registration  itself  would 
open  the  door  to  new  frauds.  In  order  to  obtain  temporary 
credit  a  man  might  register  the  names  of  those  who  were 
not  his  partners,  who  would  then  have  to  prove  the  negative, 
and  when  that  was  done  he  might  have  attained  his  object 
and  disappeared.  Having  formerly  opposed  the  priuciple, 
he  did  not  now  see  sunicient  grounds  for  changing  his 
opinion  with  reference  to  the  feasibility  of  carrying  it  ont  ; 
bnt,  if  the  commercial  classes  desired  to  try  the  experiment, 
let  them. — After  some  debate  the  bill  was  read  a  second 
time,  on  the  understanding  that  it  will  not  be  proceeded 
with  this  session  ;  Mr.  Korwood  intending  next  session  to 
move  for  a  Select  Committee. 

The  Parliamentary  and  Municipal  Eitetiont  {Ballot)  Bill. — 
Adjourned  debate  on  order  for  committee. — The  debate  ad- 
journed was  now  resumed,  and  an  adverse  motion  by  Mr. 
Newdegate  was  negatived  by  154  to  63.  The  House  then 
commenced  considering  the  clauses. — Claa.se  1  (Title)  was 
agreed  to. — Clause  2  (Nominations). — Mr.  Floyer  moved  an 
amendment,  retaining  the  present  open  nomination  days, 
except  in  cases  where  a  riot  is  apprehended ;  but  after  some 
debate,  he,  on  the  suggestion  of  Mr.  Hunt,  altered  his 
amendment  so  as  to  retain  the  present  system  unreservedly. 
IJi  this  form  it  was  negatived  Dy  296  to  113.  The  con- 
sideration of  the  bill  was  then  adjourned. 


CURRENT   LEGISLATION. 

The  fallowing  Act  has  just  received  the  Royal  assent : — 

An  Act  to  bsmovx  Docbts  as  to  the  Powbh  of  Tbustbbs 

To  INVEST  Teust  Funds  ih  Bebsntuhb  Stocks. 

Whereas,  by  divers  Acts  of  Parliament,  and  more  par- 
ticularly by  the  Companies  Act,  1863,  and  the  Acts  amend- 
ing the  same,  companies  authorised  to  issue  debenture  stock 
are  empowered  to  raise,  by  means  of  such  stock,  all  moneys 
which  they  may  for  the  time  being  be  authorised  to  raise  on 
mortgage  or  bond. 

And  whereas,  doubts  are  entcrlained  whether  it  is  lawful 
for  trnstees  who  may  be  authorised  to  invest  trust  funds  in 
the  mortgages  or  bonds  of  companies  to  invest  such  funds  in 
debenture  stock, 

Be  it  enacted,  &c. : — 

1.  Where  a  power  has  before  tho  passing  of  this  Act  has 
been  or  shall  at  any  time  'hereafter  be  given  to  trnstees  to 
invest  trust  funds  in  the  mortgages  or  bonds  of  a  railway 
company,  or  of  any  other  description  of  company,  such 
power  shall,  unless  the  contrary  is  expressed  in  the  instru- 
ment creating  the  power,  be  deemed  to  include  a  power  to 
invest  such  funds  in  the  debenture  stock  of  a  railway  com- 
paay  or  such  other  company  as  aforesaid,  and  the  invest- 
ment of  trust  funds  in  debenture  stock  may  be  made  accord- 
ingly. 

2.  The  expression  "  trustees  "  shall  include  executors  and 
administrators  and  any  other  penons  holding  funds  in  a 
fiduciary  capacity. 

3.  This  Act  may  be  cited  for  all  purposes  as  the  Debenture 
Stock  Act,  1871. 


Mr.  T.  B.  Addison,  chairman  of  the  Preston  Quarter 
Sessions,  completed  his  50th  year  of  o£Sce  last  week.  Mr. 
Addison  is  84  years  of  age,  and  was  called  to  the  bar  in 
1808.  In  1819,  he  was  appointed  recorder  of  Preston, 
which  office  he  has  thus  held  for  more  than  52  years. 

Lbqal  Reform  in  thb  Brazils. — ^The  Emperor  of  Brazil 
in  his  recent  address  to  the  General  Assembly,  acknow  • 
ledges  that  there  is  need  for  reform  in  the  j  udicial  legislatio  n 
of  Brazil — to  provide  an  upright  administration  of  justice 
and  for  the  protection  of  individual  rights  from  excess 
and  abuses ;  for  limiting  tho  authority  of  &  police,  and  con- 
fining arrests  to  cases  of  unavoidable  necessity ;  fticilitating 
'ail  and  appeal,  especially  supplying  the  guarantee  of 
xttat  cor/nu. 


OBIXdAKT. 

MR.  8EEJEANT  WOOLEYCH. 
The  death   of  Mr.    Humphry   William  Tndiyt^  lis- 
ieant-at-Law,  of  Croxley,  Herts,  took  place  oo  tiwiil  i 
Jnly,  in  the  77th  year  of  his  age.    The  deoeued  njart 
was  the  only  son  of  the  late  Humphry  Comevtll  Wooine. 
Esq.,    of   Croxley,    by   Elizabeth,    daughter  of  WSob 
Bentley,  Esq.,    of   London,   and  was  bom  in  17U.  Ii. 
Woolrych  was  called  to  the  bar  at  the  Middle  Tcupl!  a 
the  6th  of  July,  1821,  and  was  originally  a  meDberof  & 
Western  Circuit,  but  subsequently  migrated  to  the  Bs*. 
He  was  raised  to   the  dignity  of  the  coif  in  WS.  Ht 
married,  in  1817,  Penelope,  daughter  of  Franoi  Bnfoi. 
Esq. ,  of  Westwood,   Herts.     By  this  lady  he  bad  moi 
children,  his  eldest  son  being  the  Rev.  Hsmphix  Fiani 
Woolrych,  curate  of  Bucking,  in  Kent,  who  wai  In  £ 
1823,  and  graduated  M.A.,  at  London  TJniveintT  k  kil 
and    married,    in    1862,    Mary    Katherine,    du^  t 
Mr.  Joseph    Heapey   Watson,  solicitor,  of  OUbnj,  af- 
fordshire.     The  late  Seijeant    Woolrych  was  Uis  icu 
of  numerous  legal    works.       In    1841  he  pobhshed  ie 
"  Law  of   Misdemeanour,"    and    in    18i4  he  atui  is 
"Law  of  Party  Walls  and    Fences,"   indnding  fte  Xfi 
Metropolitan  Building  Act,  with  notes."    In  IHl  iffitd 
his  "  Treatise  on  the  Law   of  Ways,  inslndin;  Higimn. 
Turnpike    Roads   and   Tolls,     private   Rights  of  Ve, 
Bridges  and  Ferries  ;    with  the  Law   of  the  VwtaipM 
Act    (2    &    3     Will.     4,    c.     71),      and    of    Kulnn 
as  far  as  they  relate  to  Highways  and  TompibBa^' 
His  "  Treatise  on  the  Law  of  Sewers,  inelnding  tiie  Dnf- 
age  Acts,"  passed  through  several  editions,  and  <«  i^ 
lowed,  in  1848,  by  a  companion  work  on  the  Pablic  U'lli 
Act  and  Nuisances  Removal  Act,  with  Notes  and  I»:>a 
He  also  wrote  Treatises  on  the  Law  of  Waten.  the  Uf  a 
Window  Lights,  the  Game  Laws,  the  Law  of  ihe  Bigte  I 
Common,   and  the   Criminal   Law,   &c     His  oort  iM 
production  is  the  "  Lives  of  Eminent  Seije<intt-it-I<H 
first  published  in  1869,  to  which  he  devoted  hit  sole  iM 
tion  in  later  years.    The  dignity  of  Serje»nt-at-U»,»tt 
was  an  honourable  distinction  centuries  before  the  ^ 
rank  of   Queen's  Counsel  rose  to  supplant  it,  it  sow Jl 
becoming  a  thing  of  the  past,  and  with  Serjeant  Woatjj 
has  passed  away  one  of  the  last  ardent  auppjrten  *l>°^4 
fondly  to  this  institution,  and  argued  with  almost  p»s<4 
earnestness  against  its  being  allowed  to  &11  grsdmily  m 
desuetude,  1 

MR.  EDWARD  LAWRANCK. 
Mr.  Edward  Lawrance,  the  senior  partner  of  tbt  t.~ ' 
Lawrance,  Plows  &  Co.,  died   on  Saturday  last,  i^  < 
illness  of  several  mouths  durution.     The  loss  of  Mr-  IM 
ranee  will  be  sincerely  felt   throughout   tiie  pnfes£>-' 
which  he  has  for  a  long  time  been  an  emineot  and  '■no 
member,  for,  apart  from  his  reputation  as  a  Uwye;.'  " 
an  advocate  of  rare  merit,  having  occupied  the  trst  v  --* 
in  that  character  in  the  Court  of  Bankruptcy,  vhar  :;■■ 
a  very  extensive  practice  for  upwards  of  forty  Tea.-;    * 
success  in  the  profession  was  entirely  due  to  his  J»n  s^ 
try,  his  high  sense  of  honour,  aud  dis  natnraliy  kial  > 
cheerful  manner  of  meeting  and  removing  difficom^   ' 
Lawrance  was  held  in  the  greatest  r^ard  and  esteas  ij  * 
clients  and  professional  friends  ;  and  the  yonn^  do* 
of  the  profession  especially  have  to  lament,  in  htJ  deiSi. « 
loss  of  a  friend  who  was  accessible  to  them  at  all  ^fH^ 
and  ready  to  give  a  kindly  word  of  advice  at  a  pericJ  * 
when  the  assistance  of  an  older  and  more  experieic  . 
is  much  needed  and  valued.    Mr.  Lawrance  was  a  l. 
of  the  council  of  the  Incorporated  Law  Society  for  »• 
years,  aud  held  the  office  of  president  only  last  J^-J^ 
was  admitted  in  the  year  1826,  aud  died  at  the  ag?  of  ^itr 
eight,  in  the  full  vigour  of  his  intellect. 


MR.  D.  J.  LEE. 
Mr.  Daniel  James  Lee,  solicitor,  of  Bedford-ro*,  ^* 
his  residence.  Craven-hill,  Hyde-park,  on  the  Is'  '^* 
in  the  71st  year  of  his  age.  Mr.  Lee  was  •'i*'!^ 
1830,  and  was  formerly  in  partnership  with  ^,'  .x. 
Coverdale,  in  whose  lifetime  the  firm  was  k&3»>  "  ; 
style  of  "  Coverdale,  Lee,  *  Purvi:-."  Since  Mr.C''^'"*'^ 
deatii,  Mr.  Lee  has  been  the  senior  partner  is  i^,^ 
which  has  been  known  as  "  Lee,  Colly er-Briito»,  "'i« 
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i  BosseU."  Mr.  Lee  was  a  member  of  the  Incorporated 
law  Society,  and  of  the  Law  Association  for  the  Boiefit  of 
Widom  and  Families  of  Professional  Men  in  the  Metro- 
}iidi>  and  its  Vicinity. 

MB.  R.  SLEE. 
Ur.  Robert  Slee,  solicitor,  of  Parish-street,  Sonthwark, 
and  Clerk  to  the  St.  Olave's  Board  of  Works,  died  on  the 
2Dd  JoIt,  at  the  age  of  sixty-one  years.  Mr.  Siee  was 
admitted  in  1831,  and  has  been  contijiaonsly  in  practice  in 
the  boroogh  of  Sonthwark.  Two  years  before  the  passing 
of  the  Metropolis  Local  Management  Act,  he  was  appointed 
(3erk  to  the  Commissioners  of  Pavements.  Upon  me  above 
Act  coming  into  force,  he  was  selected  as  Clerk  to  the  St. 
Olave's  Board  of  Works,  which  was  then  constituted. 
Oaring  the  present  year,  he  was  elected  Rentor  Warden  of 
the  (^een  Elizabeth  Grammar  School.  He  was  for  many 
yean  in  partnership  with  the  late  Mr.  G.  M.  Robinson,  in 
coojimction  with  whom  he  promoted  the  formation  of  the 
East  London  Railway  Company.  He  acted  as  under- 
sheriff  during  the  sbrieTalty  of  Mr.  Halton.  Mr.  Slee 
WIS  greatly  respected  in  the  borough  of  Sonthwark.  He 
was  a  member  of  the  Incorporated  Law  Society,  and  of  the 
.Soliciturs'  BeneTolent  Association. 


SOCIETIES  AND  IKSTITUTIONS. 

soLicrroRS'  benevolent  association. 

The  usual  monthly  meeting  of  the  board  of  directors  of 
this  association  was  held  at  the  Law  Institution,  London, 
(in  Wednesday  last,  July  6,  Mr,  Park  Nelson  in  the  chair. 
The  other  directors  present  were  Messrs.  Burton,  Field, 
Hedger,  Rickman,  Smith,  and  Torr  (Mr.  Eiffe,  secretary). 
A  sum  of  £30  was  gzanted  in  relief  of  the  &milies  of  two 
deceased  non-members.  Twelve  new  life  and  twenty-eight 
a«w  annual  members  were  admitted  to  the  association,  and 
ither  general  bnsinees  transacted. 


BIRMINGHAM  LAW  STUDENTS'  DEBATING 

SOCIETY. 
A  meeting  of  the  members  wag  held  at  the  society's 
kkiius  on  Tuesday  evening  last,  Mr.  J.  Loxdale  Warren 
(Oxford  Circnit)  in  the  chair.  The  discussion  was  upon  the 
(ollowing  question : — "  Is  it  desirable  that  the  \epil  pro- 
fesMon  shonid  be  thrown  open  to  women  ? "  It  was  decided 
in  the  negative. 


LAW  STUDENTS'  JOUBNAL. 

NAMES    OF    GENTLEMEN    WHO    PASSED   THE 

FINAL  EXAMINATION. 

Trinity  Term,  1871. 


^  Henry 
ircher,  Charles  John 
Ukinson,  Charles  Law 
iaty,  WiUiam  Carr 
lalls,  Charles  Arthur,  LL.B. 
lamford,  William  Rowland 
iatker,  Edward 
tunes,  Charles  Sdmnnd 
Iwtlett,  Alfred  D.  Jur.  B.A. 
•ates,  Creorge  Herbert 
^ttiscombe,  Jas.  Valentine 
ieattie,  Alexander  Colpoys 
lell,  William  Heniy 
^unett,  Garrod 
^nett,  Rowland  N.  Jur. 
^nson,  James  Bourne,  B.A. 
L.L.B. 

eat,  Almond  Trevosso 
eyfts,  Philip 
inns,  John  WiUiam 
Man,  Georae 
ratdower,  ^ward 
rewer,  Jobn 
little,  Samuel 
"own,  Edwin 

own,  Francis  Whyborough 
nwn,  John  Hewetson 
yden,  Arthnr 


Browne,  Frank  Harry 
Amyot 

Burbidge,  Alfred  Charles 

Burton,  Frank 

Caldicott,  Heniy 

Cand^,  Francis  Henry 

Cannmg,  William  Allitt, 
B.A. 

Capron,  Claude  Lyttleton 

Carpenter,  William,  Jur. 

Champney,  Thomas  Barton 

Chatterton,  Horace  White- 
head 

Clark,  Alfred  Ashley 

Clark,  Edward  Thomas 

Cook,  Robert 

Cooke,  George  Mayor 

Cory,  Henry 

Cnpps,    Henry     Lawrence, 

Cross,  Thomas  Mnstors 
Cumberland,  Charles  Henry 
Curry,  George 
Davies,  Edward  Giatrix 
Davis,  Henry    Frank  Alex- 
ander 
Deane,  John  Arthur 
Dearden,  Charles  Frederick 


Debenham,  Alfred  Herbert 
Dendy,  Frederick  Walter 
Dismote^  Thomas  George 
Dunning,  Richard 
Edgelow,  Frederick 
Edwards,  Arthnr  Drvden 
Edwards,  John  Hawley,  Jur, 
Eldridge,  John  Robert  Wester- 

dalo 
Esam,  WiUiam  Burnett 
Evans,  William  Davies 
Fearenside,  Edmund  Fawcett 
Finch,  Arthnr   John,   B.A 

L.L.B. 
Fitch,  Thomas  William 
Forbes,  Henry  Bracey 
Fox,  John  Benn 
Galloway,  Anthony  Tyrer 
Gatey,  George 
Geare,  Walter  Frederick 
Geare,  William  Frederick 
Geddes,  Charles  Tnmer 
Gill,  Alfred 
Goude,  Philip 
Gonden,  James 
Cowing,  Joseph  Etches 
Greene,  William 
Gribble,  Henry  Edwd,  B.A. 
Hallewell,  Reginald  Ashley 
Hamilton,  Charles  Clowes 
Hargreaves,  William 
Harrison,  George  Devereux 
Harrison,  Joe 
Hastings,    Stephen    Joseph 

Edward 
Hepworth,  John  Tur 
HiU,  Thomas  Coke 
Hollams,  John,  Jur. 
Hoolder,  Charles  Spenoer 
Hughes,  Joseph  Maurice 
Hughes,  I'homas 
Hunter,  John  Henry 
Inmau,  Edwin  Henry 
Jackson,  Arthur  Reed 
Jarvis,  Walter 
Jenkinson,  Tom  Charles 
Joel,  Jonathan  Edmondson 
Johiison,  Henry  Heming 
Johnson,  John  Foster 
Jones,  Griffith 
Jones,  Joseph  Fany 
Jordeson,  George  Stephenson 
Kay,  John  Thomas 
Kelley,  Robert  Andrew 
Eenridc,  Samuel  Llewellyn 
Knight,  Henry  Cuming 
Lambert,  Osmnnd 
Lamonby,  Tom 
Lawson,  Robert 
Leach,  Henry  John,  M.A. 
Levett,  Thomas 
Linton,  John  Revison 
Longbottom,  John  William 
Lucas,  Edgar,  B.A. 
Lumb,  James  Dillon 
Lnpton  Frederick 
Lyne,  Charles  Robert 
Maddock,  William  Hodson 
Haitland,  Edward 
Malim,  Aubrey  Henry 
Haule,    Montagu    St   John 

B.A. 
Mecey,  Edward 
Murray,  George  Hargreaves 
Neave,  Williun  Furse 
Neill,  Alexander 


Nev'dle.  John  Wright 

Newbold,  Fras  Thomas 

Oldershaw,  Herbert  A 

Osborne,  Francis 

Paddock,  George  Frank 

Page,  Ernest 

Fain,  Wyndham  Charles 

Pashley,  Robert 

Pearson,  John  Robert  D. 

Pilcher,  William 

Plnson,  Joseph  Dear 

Place,  William  Gordon,  B.  A 

Foiaton,  Alfred 

Preston,   Charles  Ernest  R 

Price,  Ambrose  PhiUips 

Price,  Arthur  Rolls 

Pridbam,  Clement  John  C. 

Proctor,    Ralph    WTiittaker 
B.A. 

Pyke,  William 

Quiggin.  John  Milcrest 

Ramskill,  Arthur  Sydney 

Rawea,  William  Grant 

Reynolds,  Herbert  Charles 

Ridgway,  Thomas  Joseph 

Robertson,  Arthur  Gborge 

Rollit.  Arthur 

Russell,  Herbert 

Salwey,  Thenphilus  John 

Scholes,  Charles  Robert 

Selby,  MiUin  Russell 

Shaw,  John  Edward 

Sibly,  Thomas  Dix 

Skingley,  Walter 

Smith,  George  Lewis 

Smith,  Hervey 

Spencer,  Howard  Thomas 

Stephenson,  Thomas 

Stone,  George 

Storry,  William  Aikman 

Sutherland,  Charles  Green- 
way 

Tabor,  Arthnr 

Tatham,  Joseph  Percival 

Thomas,    Charles    Goodhart 
Maxtone 

Thomas,  William  Henry 

Thompson,  Henry  James 

Thorp,  Thomas 

Todd,  John 

Toller,  Richard  Bremridge 

Tombs,  Samuel  John 

Trinder,  Arnold 

Trotter,  Henry  Hutchinson 

Walker,  Charles 

Wansbrough,  Gilbert  D. 

Wasbrough,   Charles  Whit- 
church 

Waters,  John  Tolver 

Watts,  John 

Weddall,  Joseph  Dobson 
Welch,  Wniiam  Kemp 
Welchman,  William 
Wellburn,  Henry  Oswald 
West,  Charles  Robert  R. 
White,  Edwin  Lawrence 
White,  Joseph  Oakey 
Williams,  Alfred  Herbert 
Williams,    David   Theodore 

B.A. 
Williams.  Monier  Faithful 
Wills,  George  John  B. 
Winstanley,  William  James 
Wood,  Alfred  Rogers 
Woodcock,  F.  K.  Arthur 
Yonng,  James  Henry 


EXAMINATIONS  AT  THE  INCORPORATED  LAW 

SOCIETY. 

Trinitf  Term.lSn. 

FiNAI.      EXAMINATIOM. 

At  the  examination  of  candidates  for  admission  on  the 
roll  of  attorneys  and  solicitors  of  the  superior  courts,  the 
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£xaininen  recommended  the  following  gentlemen,  under  the 
age  of  26,  as  being  entitled  to  honorary  distinction : — 

George  Oatej,  who  serred  his  clerkship  to  Uessn.  Sharp 
&  Son,  of  Lancaster ;  and  Messrs.  Bower  &  Cotton ,  of  London. 

Charles  John  Archer,  who  served  his  clerkship  to  Mr. 
Timothy  Crosby,  of  Stockton-on-Tees;  and  Mr.  T.  W. 
Payne,  of  London. 

William  Burnett  Esam,  who  served  his  clerkship  to  Mr. 
H.  E.  Watson  of  SheflBeld. 

Edward  Thomas  Clark,  who  served  his  clerkship  to  Mr. 
Edwaid  Elsdale  Clark,  of  Snaith :  and  Messrs.  Stoart  & 
Massey,  of  London. 

Edward  Greatrex  Davies,  who  served  his  clerkship  to 
Messrs.  Walford  ft  Gabb,  of  Abergavenny;  imd  Mr.  J.  T.  Mar- 
shall, of  London. 

Griffith  Jones,  who  served  his  clerkship  to  Mr.  William 
Henry  Thomas,  of  Aberystwith  ;  and  Messrs,  Paterson,  Snow 
&  Barney,  of  London. 

William  James  Winstanley,  who  served  his  clerkship  to 
Messrs.  Morecroft,  of  Liverpool ;  and  Mr.  John  Urqohart,  of 
London. 

The  Cooncil  of  the  Incorporated  Law  Society  have 
accordingly  awarded  the  foUowmg  prizes  of  books  : — 

To  Mr.  Gatey  the  prize  of  the  Honourable  Society  of  Clif- 
ford's-inn. 

To  Mr.  Archer,  Mr.  Esam,  Mr.  Clark,  Mr.  Davies, 
Mr.'  Jones,  and  Mr.  Winstanley,  prizes  of  the  Incorporated 
Law  Society. 

The  Examiners  have  also  certified  that  the  following 
candidates,  nnder  the  age  of  26,  passed  examinations  which 
entitle  them  to  commendation : — 

Edward  Boutflower,  who  served  his  clerkship  to  Messrs. 
Gill,  Radford  &  Gill,  of  Manchester  ;  and  Messrs.  Bower  t 
Cotton,  of  London. 

John  Hewetsou  Brown,  who  served  his  clerkship  to 
Messrs.  Saul,  of  Carlisle. 

Joe  Harrison,  who  served  his  clerkship  to  Mr.  Simon  Rut- 
hind,  of  Peterborough ;  and  Messrs.  Drew  &  Wilkinson,  of 
London. 

John  Hollams,  Jan.,  B.A.,  who  served  his  clerkship  to 
Messrs.  Thomas  &  Hollams,  of  London. 

Richard  Bremiidge  Toller,  who  served  his  clerkship  to 
Messrs.  Toller  &  Son,  of  Barnstaple  ;  and  Mr.  P.  A.  Naime, 
of  London. 

The  Council  have  accordingly  awarded  them  Certificates, 
of  Merit. 

The  Examiners  farther  announced  to  the  following  candi. 
dates  that  their  answers  to  the  questions  at  the  examination 
were  highly  satisfactory,  and  would  have  entitled  them  to 
certificates  of  merit  if  they  had  not  been  above  the  age  of 
twenty-six  : — 

Edward  Maitland. 

Joseph  Dear  Pinson. 

Alfred  Pointon. 

The  number  of  candidates  examined  in  this  Term,  was 
199;  of  these,  193  passed,  and  6  were  postponed. 


FOREIGN  TRIBUNALS  &  JDRISPRUDENC^. 
AMERICA. 

SDP&EXE  Cotni  OF   PBimSYLTAMU. 

Slander — Stealing  com. 
The  New  York  Daily  Transcript  reports  a  case  of  SpitstU 
▼.  Riynoldt  and  Wife,  before  the  Supreme  Court  of  Penn- 
sylvania. The  aotion  was  for  slander,  and  the  words 
charged  to  have  been  spoken  by  the  defendant,  as  laid  in 
the  seoond  oonnt  of  the  declaration  were,  that  "  Mrs.  Rey- 
nolds had  stolen  com  oat  of  Gribble's  field ;  and  as  laid  in 
the  third  oonnt,  "that  he  was  confident  that  Pat.  Rey- 
nolds' wile  stole  Gribble's  com."  The  Court  below  was 
requested  to  inatmot  the  jary  that  if  they  believed,  from 
the  evidsooe.  that  the  defendant  spoke  the  alleged  words, 
sad  that  the  persons  to  whom  he  spoke  them  understood 
hin  to  refer  to  standing  oom,  the  plaintiCb  oannot  reoover : 
and  that  if  the  conversation,  in  the  conrse  of  which  the 
alleged  words  were  spoken,  showed  that  the  defendant  had 
referred  to  standing  oom,  the  plaintiff's  oannot  reoover. 
The  Court  refoaed  to  charge  aa  requested,  and  instructed 
the  yarj  that  the  words  laid  in  both  counts  are  actionable. 
The  «aae  now  oame,  in  error,  before  the  Sopreme  Court, 


who  held   that  the  instmction  to  the  jury  mi  sirmoii. 
WnUAJts,  J.  saying:  By  the  nies  of  the  oomaffi  U> 
laroeny  oonld  not  be  committed  of  thingi  that  idliGt  a 
the  freehold,  as  oom,  grass,  trees,  plants,  sod  ilielit<,.;r 
they  are  paroel  of  the  realty ;    and  the  nroua  kX 
carrying  of  tiiem  away,  if  by  one  and  the  sans  owuvil 
aot,  is  a  mere  trespass.    And  hence  it  was  beld,ttatal 
ing  one  a  thief  for  stealing  a  tree,  or  other  thug  >di«u 
to  the  Sreehold,  is  not  actionable,  beoaute  secretlj  rnss; 
and  carrying  away  such  things  for  the  s^ke  of  gaiiii  Ui 
felony,  but  a  mere  trespa«<i.      Bat  now.  by  aot  of  cmim^ 
the  wilful  taking  and  carrying  away  of  frait,  n|«itk 
plants,  etc..  whether  attached  to  the  sail  or  not,  iad«M 
to  be  a  mifldemeaoor,  and  made  punishable  as  ncli  b;  h; 
and  imprisonment.      If  under  the  proTisiona  of  tai  >-: 
taking  and  carrying  away  standing  oora  is  no  In;!!  i 
mere  trespass,  but  a  misdemeanor,   punishable  bj  isir- 
ment  and  imprisonment,  it  does  not  follow  tliu  tti 
oharging  the  larceny  of  standing  com  are  aottoaable,  >;, 
in  orfer  to  render  words  spoken  of  a  private  pesos  loui- 
able,  they  must  Impute  not  only  an  indictable  offtoR.  <^ 
one  of  an  infamous  charaoter,  or  subject  to  as  iibaa 
or  disgraceful  punishment.  If  then  the  defendant,  is  !;«U' 
ing  the  words  laid  in  the  deolaration,  intended  to  dnr 
the  plaintiff  with  the  larceny  of  standing  com,  or "  nsri^ 
ears,''  growing  on  the  stalk  attached  to  the  soil,  u^  " 
so  understood  by  the  persons  in  whose  presenoe  tbcj  wi* 
spoken,  he  was  impating  to  her  an  indictable  offeon.  M 
he  was  not  imputing  an  offence  of  an  iDfamoos  chmr^ 
or  one  subject  to  an  infamous  or  disgraceful  ponisbrs! 
and,  therefore,  by  the  well.settled  law,  the  words  sn  '-^ 
aotionable.      But  if  the  defendant  intended  to  durre  * 
with  stealing  com  severed  from  the  ground  or  tain  S 
which  it  grew,  though  it  may  not  have  been  hni't  * 
garnered,  the  words  are  aotionable  beoanae  thtj  i«.'-*J 
felony,  the  punishment  of  which  the  law  r»s>fd«  »  < 
famous.    As  there  was  eridence  tending  to  bdow  tfau  4 
words  spoken  by  the  defendant  referred   ta  staadiig  f* 
"  or  roasting  ears,"  as  understood  by  the  witaMW,  ■ 
Court  ought  to  have  affirmed  the  defendaat'a  poiia.  • 
left   it   to   the  jury  to  determine  whether.  tb»  wot*l 
proved  by  the  witnessee  amounted  to  n  charge  of  ti«A« 
mere  misdemeanor,  with  the  instraction  thai  if  tbe  »■ 
dant  in  speaking  the  words  intended  to  ob:ugo  tbepid 
with  stealing  corn  not  attached  to  the  soil  the  wori* 
aotionable ;  but  if  he  meant  to  charge  her  with  the  '.le* 
of  standing  oom,  or  -'roasting  ears,"  then  the  w.nk 
they  amounted  only  to  a  charge  of  misdemeanor,  w^rn 
actionable.     It  is,  perhaps,  to  be  regretted  ths:  u;  I 
should  make  any  suoh  distinction  to  the  actiooable  ci* 
ter  of  the  words.     There  is  but  UtUe  diffetenet  a 
terpitade  of  the  oSisnce  charged,  in  whichever  sea* 
words  may  have  been  spoken,  and  there  is,  P^*^ 
little  foundation  in  common  sense  fop  the  distinctoo  o 
the  law  makes.     But  the  rule  cannot  be  gainesyed 
the  one  case  the  aot  is  theft,   in  the  other  a  trap* 
at  the  most,  a  mere  misdemeanor,  and  it  is  settles  ^ 
unbroken  current  of  decisions,  mnning  through  twe 
history  of  the  common  law,  that  words  spoken  o<  f^ 
persons  are  not  aotionable  unless  they  impute  aa  ia-i* 
offence  of  an  infamons  character,  or  subject  to  snu  •■ 
of  disgraceful  punishment.      If  a  oonnt  ohargin,- »■ 
trespass    is  vioions,  and  will   not  support  a  jadgw 
slander,  the  proof  of  words,  which  amount  onlj  " 
charge  of  a  trespass,  or  misdemeanor  nnder  the  sBtoa' 
not  sustain  the  charge  in  either  of  the  connts  in  *■ ' 
or  the  judgment  thereon.     As  it  respects  the  T'^ 
rights  to  reoover,  it  makes  no  differenoe  whether  ti»« 
appears  in  the  pleadings  or  evidenee,  if  either  •^•Tj 
only  a  trespass  or  maintainanoe  is  charged,  thep*^ 
not  entitled  to  maintain  the  action.  The  jndgmeat  e« 
reversed,  and    the   cause   sent    back   for  •**^* 
Whether  the  plaintiffs  are  entitled  to  reoover  depra"  ^ 
the  sense  in  which  the  words  were  spoken,  ""^V**^ 
question  which  the  jury  alone  have  the  powBrtodrtS*" 


The  Board  of  Trinity  College,  Dublin,  has  A"*^' , 
G.   Richey,  Q.C.,  to  be  deputy  professor  ofw* 
Knglinh  law,  , 

The  clerkship  to  the  St  OUve's  Board  of  ^*;*' 
borough  of  Southwark,  has  become  vacant  t?*  **' 
Mr.  Robert  Sles. 


Digitized  by 


Google 


Jnly8,187l.    THE  SOLICITORS'  JOURNAL  &  REPORTER. 


663 


COUBT  PAPERS. 

COURT  OF  CHANCERY. 

ObSEB  of  CotTBT.^AoOOtJHTAST-GBBJWUL's  OfFIOE. 

Wlieress  it  is  proper  that   the  acconnts  kept  by  the 
Accotutant-Geneial  of  this  Coart  should  be  examined  and 
compared,  in  order  to  settle  the  same;  and  whereas  it  will 
reqoire  considerable  time  to  perfect  such  examination,  and 
it  IS  necessary  that  a  time  should  be  appointed  for  closing 
the  books  of  acconnts  of  the  said  Accountant-General  for 
the  purposes  aforesaid :  I  do  order  that  the  books  of  Uie 
said  Acconntant-General  be  closed  from  and  after  Monday, 
the  2l8t  day  of  Augnst  next,  to  Saturday,  the  28th  day  of 
October  next  (inclusive),  except  ngon  the  days  and  for  the 
purposes  hereinafter  mentioned,  in  order  to  adjust  the 
accounts  of  the  snitors  with  the  books  at  the  bank  ;  and 
that  daring  that  time  no  di&ft  for  any  money,  except  as 
hereinafter  provided,  or  certificate  for  any  effects  under  the 
care  and  direction  of  this  Court,  be  signed  or  delivered  out 
by  the  Accountant-General,   or  any  stocks  or  annuities 
accepted  or  transferred  by  him,  relating  to  the  suitors  of 
thia  Court;  and  that  no  purchase,  sale,  or  transfer  be  made 
by  the  Acconntant-Oeneral,  unless  the  order  and  request  or 
Ilegiitnr's  certificate  be  left  at  his  office  on  or  before  Hon- 
lisv,  the  7th  day  of  August  next,  and  that  no  order  for  pay- 
luent  of  any  money  out  of  Court,  which  may  be  then  in 
•  curt,  be  received  in  the  Accountant-General's  office  after 
Wednesday,  the  9th  day  of  August  next:  provided,  never- 
theless, that  the  office  of  the  said  Acconntajit-General  shall 
le  open  on  Saturday,  the  7th,  Monday,  the  9th,  and  Tnes- 
iij,  the  10th  days  of  October  next,  for  the  delivery  out  of 
any  regular  interest  drafts  which  may  have  become  payable, 
in  respect  of   the   October  dividends,   and  of  any  other 
regnlar    interest    drafts     which    have    become    payable, 
prior  to  or  durine  the  closing  of  the  office  as  aforesaid. 
And  to  the  end,  that  the  suitors  may  have  notice  hereof, 
and  appl^  to  the  coort  as  there  shall  be  occasion  to  have 
money  paid  to  them  ont  of  the  bank,  or  stocks  or  annuities 
tnmiierred  to  them,  before  the  21st  dav  of  Augnst  next. — 
I  do  order  that  this  order  be  entered  and  set  up  in  the 
several  offices  of  the  Court.  Hatherlky,  C. 

June,  1871. 


CROWN  OFFICE  FEES. 

Whereas  by  "  The  Courts  of  Justice  (Salaries  and  Funds) 
Act,  1889,"  the  Treasury,  with  the  concnnence  of  the  Lord 
Ihancellor,  may,  firom  time  to  time,  make  snch  rules  as  seem 
fit  for  regulating  the  use  of  Stamps  tmder  that  Act,  and 
particolwly  for  prescribing  the  application  thereof  to  docn- 
nents  from  time  to  time  in  use  or  reqniredjto  be  used  for  the 
nr^ose  of  such  stamps  : 

Now  we,  being  two  of  the  Lords  Commissioners  of  Her 
Bajesty'B  Treasury,  with  the  concurrence  of  the  Lord  Chan- 
»Uor,  hereby  order  and  direct  that  the  following  rules  as  to 
itanps,  by  means  of  which  fees  are  taken  in  the  Office  of 
he  Clerk  of  the  Crown  in  Chancery,  shall  have  effect  on  and 
ift«r  the  Ist  July,  1871:— 

(1.)  The  stamps  denoting  the  amount  of  the  fees  payable 
le  to  be  impressed  upon  certificates  of  the  Clerk  of  the 
irown. 

(1)  The  Clerk  of  the  Crown  shall,  on  or  before  the  15th 
^y  of  April  in  e«ch  year,  make  out  an  account  of  all  fees 
■ken  by  means  of  stamps,  specifying  the  fees  taken  under 
•ch  head,  and  the  aggregate  amoant  thereof,  and  shall 
nder  snch  account  to  the  Lords  Commissioners  of  Her 
fajtsty'a  Treasury  ;  and  the  first  of  snch  accotmts  shall  be 
nthe  period  ending  31st  March,  1872,  and  the  second  and 
u^Kquent  accounts  for  each  year  thereafter  ending  31st 
[arch. 

Whitehall,   Treasury  Chambers,  dated  this  26th  day  of 
Jnne,  1871. 

W.  P.  Adam. 
W.  H.  Gladstone. 
Approved — Uathsblby,  C. 


PATENT  LAW  REFORM. 

The  following  resolutions  have  been  forwarded  to  us  for 
nUieation,  passed  at  a  meeting  of  London  Patent  Agents, 
eld  on  the  4th  inst.,  to  consider  the  proposed  changes  in 
>e  latent  laws,  Mr.  George  Haseltine,  in  the  chair  :— 

First— That  the  chief  defects  of  the  patent  laws  have 


arisen  from  a  wuit  of  ^preciatinn  of  the  natural  rights  of 
inventors  to  the  sole  use  of  their  inventions,  an  unreserved 
recognition  of  which  rights  must  pervade  everv  equitable 
patent  system,  and  the  true  aim  of  patent  legislation  is  to 
harmonise  these  individual  rights  with  the  mat^al  interests 
of  the  state. 

Second— That  the  peat  of  patents  to  mere  "^rtt 
iwiporUrt "  is  an  injustice  to  inventors,  an  injury  to  society 
as  it  induces  the  "  pirating  "  of  inventions,  and  the  reasons 
for  these  grants  no  longer  existing,  legislation  should  con- 
fine the  issue  of  patents  to  actual  inventors  and  their  re- 
presentatives. 

Third — That,  in  view  of  the  benefits  inventors  confer  on 
the  public,  and  the  expenses  incident  to  the  completion  and 
introduction  of  new  inventions,  a  patent  for  fourteen  years 
is  an  inadequate  compensation,  and  we  deem  it  expedient 
to  grant  patents  for  a  term  of  twenty  years  without  the 
prinlege  of  extension. 

Fourth. — That  the  patent  laws  impose  penalties  upon  in- 
ventors in  the  form  of  excessive  fees,  which  justice  and 
public  policy  demand  should  be  reduced  to  the  amount  re- 
quisite to  defray  the  expenses  of  an  efficient  administiation 
of  a  simple  patent  system,  and  fees  of  ten  pounds  for  the 
entire  term — now  one  himdred  and  seventy-five  pounds — 
would  yield  more  than  sufSoient  far  the  purpose. 

Fifth.— That  the  defects  of  the  present  practice  should  be 
remedied  by  the  adoption  of  equitable  "  regulations,"  and 
the  introduction  of  the  system  of  granting  patents,  at  the 
risk  of  the  applicants,  without  any  official  supervision  of 
the  specification  or  preliminary  investigation  of  the  merits 
of  the  invention. 

Sixth — That  the  rights  of  patentees  should  be  determined 
by  a  competent  tribunal,  excluding  all  technical  objections 
to  the  validity  of  the  patent,  and  we  deem  it  expedient  to 
dispense  with  jurors  and  *'scientifio  experts"  in  patent  suits. 

Seventh — That  these  resolutions,  signed  by  tiie  ohairmao, 
be  forwarded  to  the  Parliamentary  "  Select  Committee  on 
Letters  Patent,"  and  suoh  other  publicity  b«  given  them  as 
he  may  deem  conducive  to  the  suooess  of  a  liberal  measure 
of  patent  legislation. 


Among  the  recent  recipients  of  the  honours  of  the  Bath, 
we  observe  that  Mr.  Charles  John  Herriee,  deputy  chairman 
of  the  Board  of  Inland  Revenue,  and  Mr.  Henry  Reeve, 
registrar  of  the  Privy  Council,  have  been  appointed  com- 
panions of  the  Civil  Division  of  that  order.  Mr.  Herries, 
C.B.,  was  called  to  the  bar  at  the  Loner  Temple  in 
November,  1840,  and  was  appointed  a  member  of  the 
Board  of  Inland  Revenue  in  1844.  Mr.  Henry  Reeve,  C.B., 
was  called  to  the  bar  at  the  Inner  Temple  in  1839,  and  hss 
for  many  years  been  employed  in  the  Rivy  Council  Office. 
He  is  also  weU-known  as  editor  of  the  EditUiurgh  Sevieto. 

Barbistkrs  and  ArroBNEYs  in  Wales. — An  application 
of  some  public  interest  was  made  to  the  Montgomeryshire 
magistrates  at  tho  quarter  sessions  last  week.  A  number 
of  barristers  appeared  in  court  to  ask  for  the  exclusive 
privilege  of  practising  there.  The  custom  of  allowing 
solicitors  to  appear  at  Quarter  Sessions  is  an  anomaly 
almost,  if  not  quite,  unknown  in  England;  but  that,  of 
course,  is  no  reason  why  it  should  be  discontinued.  The 
consideration  of  the  question  was  adjourned,  and  we  shall 
perhaps  hear  what  the  solicitors  have  to  say  about  the 
matter.  There  are,  we  need  not  say,  two  sides  to  the 
questian.  On  the  one  hand,  although  the  solicitors  might 
not  lose  much  by  the  change,  as  they  would  have  new  lees 
for  preparing  briefs,  the  public,  we  presume,  would  suffer 
in  pocket ;  but,  on  tJio  other  hand,  if  barristers  are  of  any 
use,  as  distinct  from  attorneys,  there  seems  to  be  no  ground 
for  placing  quarter  sessions  on  a  different  footing  from 
assizes,  for  most  of  the  cases  heard  at  the  former  are  equal 
in  importance  to  those  which  come  before  the  latter.  The 
suggestion  that  that  barristers  and  solicitors  should  be 
admitted  on  equal  terms  is  simply  futile,  because  under 
sudi  circumstances,  counsel  would  not  find  it  worth  their 
while  to  attend.  The  question  is  one  of  those  that  require 
careful  consideration  before  a  verdict  is  pronounced. — 
Oeurettry  Advertuer. 

Tkb  Ahbrican  "LboalTsndih"  Dicision. — The  Albany 
Lavt  Journal,  one  of  tho  best,  if  not  the  best,  of  American 
lM>al  journals,  comments  as  follows  on  the  recent  reversal 
of  the  former  decision  in  the  "  Legal  Tender  "  case.  "  The 
Supreme  Court  of  the  United  States  has  just  rendered  a 
decision  in  a  '  L^gal  Tender  Case,'  which  practically  reverses-    -. 
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itoowndecwamnado  about. a  year  ago  5^j*«Hepbnm 
COM.  The  effect  of  thiadeoinon  upon  the  material  mtowrti 
of  the  country  will  be  but  dight,  aa  there  are  few  exuting 
obUirations  created  before  the  paasage  of  the  act,  except 
the  bonds  of  fwme  large  corponitiong.  Nor  will  the 
action  of  the  court  be  a  matter  of  anrpnae  to  "^  <»«• 
Since  the  dedrion  of  the  Hepburn  case,  two  «f  dibonal 
iudgee  have  taken  their  places  on  the  bench,  and  who,  it 
W^d  at  the  time,  were  selected  partly  with  ref^enoe  to 
their  opinions  on  the  Legal  Tender  Act  HoweYOTftatmay 
be  theae  iudgeB  were,  prior  to  their  elevation  to  the  bupt«ne 
B^ch,  heavy  stockholders  in  raUways,  largely  mtereated 
in  sustaining  the  validity  of  the  act,  and  one,  if  not  both, 
of  themVas  a  paid  counsel  for  such  railways.  WMe  we 
beUeve  that  these  judges  have  voted  to  sustain  the  act  oon- 
BcientiouBly,  yet  we  cannot  escape  the  conviction  tiiat  toeir 
previoua  connections  have  strongly  aided  in  shaping  their 
wurse  in  this  case.  "We  certaiiJy  regard  the  decision  as  a 
subject  of  regret,  mainly  from  the  fact  that  it  presents  the 
extraordinary  spectacle  of  the  highest  tribunal  m  the  coun- 
try reversing  its  own  solemn  decision  almost  within  a  year 
from  its  dehvery." 


PUBLIC  COMPAJTIES. 

OOVKRNMBKT  TUND8. 
LuT  Qnotuiov,  Jalr  7,  M7I. 
nvm  Iht  OJfciol  Uft  «/■<»«  <«<•<«  t-lmsi  Irmml44. 
AnmltlM,  April,  'St 
Do.  (Red  8ea  T.)  Aag.  i»os 
BzBUla,£100a,  —  par  Ct.Sp    n 
Ditto,  £>0D,  Do  —  5  p  m 
nitto,£IOO  A  410O,  —  9pm 
Bank  of  Bngland  Stook,  4i  ptr 

Ct.  (last  half'Tcu)  «M 
Ditto  for  Afloonnt. 


3  p«r  <^»t.  ConsoU,  93J 
Ditto  for  Aoooant,  Ang.  '»» 
3  per  Cent.  Rednced  93 
New  3  per  Cent.,  93 
Do.  31  percent.,  Jan. '84 
Do.  Jj  per  Cent.,  Jan. 'W 
Do.  3  per  Cent.,  Jan.  '?t 
Annnftias.Jan.'SO— 


IHDIAH  (JOVKBUMBNT  8B0TJBITIM. 


India  Stk.,  lOJp  Ct.Apr.'T4,  J09 

Ditto  for  Aoconnt 

Ditto  6  per  Cmt.  Jaly.'BO  1091 

Ditto  for  Aoooant,—   „.,„., 

Ditto  4  porCeat.,  Oct.  '88  lOlJ 

Ditto,ditto,Certlflo«te«,— 

Ditto  Kniaeed  Ppr..  4  per  Cient.  »3l 


[nd.Knr.Pr.,»  pCJaa.'il  100 
Ditto,  St  per  Cent.,Ua7,'79  108 
Ditto  Dsbentnres,  per  Onl., 

April,'64  — 
Do. Do  ,i  psrOnt.,Aag.'73  103 
Do.  Bonds,  4perCt.,XIO00S0  pai 
Ditto,  ditto,  nnder  4100b.  20  p  m 


RAILWAY  aXOOK. 


Stook 
Stook 
Stock 
Stock 
Stock 
Stock 
Suick 
Stock 
Stock 
Stpck 
Stook 
Stock 
Stock 
Stock 
Stock 
Stock 
Stook 
Stock 
Stock 
Stock 
Stock 
Slock 
Block 
Stock 


Railwara. 


Paid.  Cloalng  prieai 


Bristol  and  Kzeter 

Caledonian •"••"; 

Glasgow  and  8oath-We«torn 

OreatEastern  Ordinary  Stook 

Do.,Ba«t  Anglian  Stook,  No.J 

Oreat  Horthern   

Do.,  A  Stook*    ;•;— V 'j 

Great  Southern  and  Western  of  Ireland 

Oreat  Western— Original 

Lanoashira  and  Yorkshire  

London,  Brighton,  and  aoatb  Coast 

London.Chatham,  and  Dover 

London  and  North- Western 

London  and  South-  Woatorn    

Uanohester,8heffleld,  and  Linoola 

Metropolitan 

Uidland  

Do.,  Birmingham  and  Derby    

North  British    

North  London  

North  StaSordshire 

South  Devon 

Soath-Eaatern  

TaffVale 


100 
100 
100 
100 
100 
100 
100 
100 
100 
100 
100 
100 
100 
100 
100 
100 
100 
100 
100 
100 
100 
140 
100 
100 


>  A  receive*  no  dividend  nntU  6  per  cant,  baa  been  paid  to  B, 


Monet  Mabket  and  Citt  Intblliocnoe  . 

The  funds  are  moving  upward,  and  the  Railway  and 
foreign  markets  are  buoyant.  It  is  anticipated  that  the 
Bank  rate  of  discount  must  shortly  fall  to  2  per  cent.,  but 
no  reduction  has  been  made  this  week.  The  scrip  of  the 
new  French  loan  is  at  this  moment  actively  dealt  in  at  4  to 
S  premium ;  it  appears  uncertain  when  the  notices  of  allot- 
ment will  be  issued. 

The  prospectus  is  just  iasaed  of  the  Lisbon  Steam  Tram- 
ways Company  (Limited) ;  capital  £20,000  iu  £10  shares. 
The  Company  has  arranged  the  acquisition  of  a  90  years 
concession  granted  by  the  King  of  Portugal,  for  a  steam 
tramway  from  lisbon  to  Torres  Vedrasand  other  places,  and 
also  a  line  to  the  celebrated  Cintra. 


KRATE  SXCOUieB  BXPORL 

AT  THE  MABT. 
June  27.— By  Meaita.  Cvikvook,  Oaibwobiht  t  Cmnioci. 
Eriiam.— A  fraahold  estate,  known  as  Heath-lodge,  embndif 

in  area  of  18a.  3r.  30p.    Sold  £6,450. 
Sutton.— The  Crown  Beerhouse.  £feehold,lM  at  £Bpet  omiiB. 

Sold  £600.  „     o  ,:.  „c» 

Freehold  garden  ground,  let  at  £6.    Sold  £160. 
Three  plots  of  ditto.    Sold  £160. 
Fieshold  ground  rent  £10  10».  per  annum,  sooorsd  on  dra 

cottages.    Sold £270.  .  .      „     ■      cut, 

A  plot  of  freehold  meadow  land,  oontauung  3«.  Ir.    soUliir 

£1,260. 
A  ditto  of  la.  3r.  30p.    Sold  £770. 
A  ditto  of  la.    Sold  £375. 
A  ditto  of  la.  3r.    Sold  £388. 

By  Messrs.  Dbbbnham,  Tbwsok  &  Fabksi. 
Croydon.— The  Bed  Deer  pubuo-house,  ten  dweUing  hooiB. 

stabling,  and  a  plot  of  land,  freehold.    Sold  £2,660. 
Anchorlplaoe.— A  freehold  cottage,  let  at  3s.  fa  to*.  StU 

St.   Aliwin's.— St.  Peter-street,  house,  witii  staWe  tc,  ni 

garden,  freehold,  let  at  £40  per  annum.    Sold  £S00. 
By  Messrs.  D.  Smith.  Son,  &  Oaklet 
Northamptonshire.— The  freehold  residential  estate,  tam  i* 

Preston  Deanery,  comprising  mansion,  farmhon«es,iadhiiB(- 

stead,and  976  acres,  with  manor  and  advowson  of  the  nonp 

of  Preston  Deanery.    Sold  £57,000. 
A  freehold  farm,  with  cottages;  near  the  above,  oantimuif  lii 

Ir.  17p.    Sold  £1,000. 
Bucks.— Near  the  Marlow  station,  the  Little  Mariow  estate,  a»- 

Uining  1068a.  Or.  12p.,  divided  into  farms,  tedbold.    Sold 

£33,600.  ,__ 

The  impropriate  tithe  rent-charge  of  £28  6b.  SW.,  arisuit  froa 

land  m  the  parish  of  Little  Marlow.    Sold  £460. 
Hants,  near  Stockbridge.— Freehold  estate,  Norfli  Hoegtas 

Manor,  containing  613a.  2r.  3^.    Sold  £18,700. 
By  Messia.  Dnivra. 
Surrey,  near  Dorking,  the  Hickleham-hall  estate,  of  286  toe, 

in  lots,  all  fraehoU.— The  mansion,  paik,  &c.,  and  i'tt-  X 

22p.    Sold  for  £20,000. 
Two  oottagea  and  a  plot  of  laud.    Sold  £300. 
A  liot  of  land,  with  ootta^e.  oontaining  4a.  2r.  Bp.  _  Sold  iitl- 
Swanworth  farm,  oontaining  13a.  3r.  4p.     Sold  £2,700, 
The  Manor  of  Mickleham,  with  the  lord's  n^ts  over  BiicBaac 

Downs,  containing  63  acres.     Sold  £12.000. 
A  plot  of  land,  oontaining  6a.  Or.  2p.    Sold  £950. 
A£ttoof32p.    Sold  £30. 
A  ditto  of  la.  2r.  Ip.    Sold  for  £200. 
Mickleham  cottage,  la.  3r.  7.    Sold  1,800. 
Six  cottages,  let  at  £66  per  annum.    Sold  £900. 
Four  cottages,  with  gariens,  let  at  £29  8s.    Sold  £400. 
Four  oottues,  with  gardens,  let  at  £26  4s.    Sold  £J». 
Two  cottages,  wflh  ^ens,  let  at  £20.     Sold  for  £400. 
A  ^ot  of  land,  containing  Ir.  33p.    Bold  £130. 
A  dip  of  land,  contaimng  Ir.  24p.    Sold  £110.  „    .   ,, 

Leyton,  near  the  station,  a  plot  of  land  containing  2ls.11^ 

freehold.    Sold  £1,000. 

June  29.— By  Messrs.  Oaosdbn,  Ellis,   £  Co. 
Essex,  near  Walfliam  Abbey.— In  Chancery :  Freehold  m^ 
land,  containing  10a.  8r.  34p.,  let  at  £32  per  annmn.  »« 
£910. 

BIBTH8.   MABBIAeBB,  AHD  DKATBI- 

BIBTHS. 
Dbccb— On  July  4,  at  Norfolk  Villa,  Twickenham-park,  tks 

wife  of  S.  B.  L.  Druoe,  Esq.,  barrister-«*-law,  of  a  a* 
Fbbocbbon— On  July  2,  at  21,  Brunswick-gardens,  Keneapoai 

the  wife  of  F.  J.  Fergusson,  Esq.,  of  Calcutta,  bsmrtr-a- 

law,  of  a  son.  ,   -^ 

Flood— On  Sunday,  July  2,  at  2,  St.  Stephen's-rosd,  »«• 

bouine-park,  W.,  Uie  wife  of  John  C.  H.  Flood,  E«(J-  te- 

rister-at-law,  of  a  son.  ,._j_ 

Gabdbn— On  July  1,  at  3,  West  (Jraibstons-stroet,  Abarte*. 

the  wife  of  F.  Taylor  (Jarden,  advocate,  of  a  son.  ^ 

QoODOBB— On  July  6,  at  Barton-under-Needwood,  St««J«- 

shire,  the  wife  of  Henry  Goodger,  solicitor,  of  a  sob. 
Fatme— On  July  3,  at  Welshmill  House,  Frome,  the  «it*  « 
Robert  Payne,  Esq.,  solicitor,  of  a  son. 

harbiaobs. 

Baonall-Wild— Ppbil— On  July  4,  at  Stoke-uext-GsiUW^ 
Ralph  BagnaU  BagnaU-WUd,  Esq.,  M.A.,  of  tto  "^ 
Temple,  barrister-at-law,  to  Alice,  voongest  dan|W«  " 
late  Richard  Adolph  Pfeil,  Esq.,  of  Box-erove,  W^fju 

Mansfield— CvMMiKO — On  July  4,  at  the  Church  ■»  "^ 
Trinity,  Kensington,  Horatio  Mansfield,  IS»9-».'"5iii^ 
law,  to  Emma  Osoigiana  Christina  Caaanaing,  wid»»ol  if"^ 
CeU  H.  W.  Cumming. 
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Plt>e>— Habwood — On  Jnne  28,  at  Christ  Clnirch,  Kauing- 

lon,  Jimea  Home  Fearce,  of  Ofltspnr-itreet,  London,  nlioitor, 

to  Muv  SlinbeUi,  only  daughter  of  the  late  Charles  Har- 

vood,  Eiq.i  of  Kensington. 

DEATHS. 
LiWBlKO— On  Jnly  1,  at   I,  Sosaez-plaoe,  Begant'a-park, 

Edimd  Lawnnoe,  of  U401d  Jewry-chambets,  aged  68. 
TiacE— On  Jnly  1,  at  37,  Westbonme-tenace,  John  Epworth 

Vance,  Eaq.,  of  the  Middle  TemtOe. 
WooLBTCH— On  July  2,  Homphry  William  Woolrych,  seijeant- 

tt-law,  of  Croxley,  Rerta,  and  of  Peteraham-terTaoe,  Qoeen's- 

ftte,  in  the  77th  year  of  his  age. 


LOHlxnr  GAZETTES. 

ProftatioBal  Partsanbipa  Sindred. 
FiioiT.  June  10, 1871. 
HsjiiM.  Saml  Wm,  a«o  Moore,  Or  Staekell  Hayne*,k  Fras  Bobertion 
Hook,  Vanrick,  AttonieTi  and  BoUdton.    Jane  S. 

VittHag'Vp  of  Joint  Stock  Oompuiaa. 
TraauT,  Jnly  4, 1871. 
UllUinTSS  M  OuncuT. 
Britaida  Pennaaent  Beneilt  Boildlng  Sodety.— Ties  ObanesDor  Malins 
ia>,li7  an  order  dated  Jose  Sit,  appointed  Wm  lard,  46,  Kaatcbeap, 
tobeoOelalliqDtdator.     Creditor*  are  rcqalred,  oa  or  beAre  Joly 
a,  to  a«Bd  thdr  namca  and  addmaea,  ud  the  particniaraof  their 
debti  or  elalnu  to  the  abora.    Hrodaj,  Jnlj  31  at  13,  la  appointed  fbr 
boariiiK  and  sdJndleaUng  upon  the  debu  and  dalma. 
KoTtb  Wain  Beneflt  BnUding  liodety.— Petition  for  winding  np,  pre- 
HnKd  Jon  17,  directed  to  Da  beard  bafore  Vice  ChaaceUor  Ineken* 
01  Jul/ 14.    Poole.  Bartholomew-cloae ;  acent  for  Hofbes,Oonren, 
nlidtor  fbr  the  petttlonera. 

Lunnn  im  Cbaiioibt. 
Aldan  and  Oeroo  Blacolc  Company  (Limited).— Vice  Chancellor  Ualhis 
baa,  by  an  order  dated  June  i*.  ordered  that  the  abore  companybe 
mood  op  by  tbia  court ;  and  that  Thoa  Lambe  Wlllahire  A  Wm 
Ooold,  Bamataple,  be  appointed  offleial  llqaldatora.  Clarke  ft  Co. 
LiiMoln'a.iBn-lleUla  :  agenta  for  Fniaall  ft  Co,  Briitol,  aoUdtota  for 
dwpatitioaer. 

marone  Hhdng  Company  (Limited).— Vke  Chancellor  WIekena  baa. 
^  an  order  dated  Jane  «,  appointed  Predk  Bertram  Smart,  86, 
Cheapaide,  to  be  official  liqnidaMr.  Oreditora  are  reqntred,  on  or  be- 
iote  Jaly  27,  to  aend  their  names  and  addresaea,  and  the  partlcalara 
of  their  debts  or  elalma  to  the  abore.  Thoraday,  Ang  S  at  U,  la  ap- 
piinted  lor  bearing  and  adjndicatlng  upon  the  debta  and  olahna. 

CoirnT  PALATim  or  LaMCAsna. 
TinnnAT,  Jnly  4, 1871. 
ixrpool  ShipbnUdlog  Company  (Llmitsd).— The  Vice  Chancellor  bss 
b;  an  order  dated  Jnne  39,  ordered  that  the  roluntary  winding  op  of 
the  abore  company  be  continned.    Gill,  Lpod,  aolldtoc*  fcr  the  peti- 
liODers. 

Friendly  Sooittiaa  DinolTed. 
FaiDiT,  Jime  30,  1871. 
Itpeodent  Friendly  Society,  Three  Cap*  Inn,  Longton,  StaiToid. 
me  39. 

mace  Fhllsntbropic  Friendly  Society,  Commeroial  Hotel,  Pensance, 
oninll.    Jons  S9. 

Cnditon  nadar  Eitatas  in  Chiaetry. 
lart  Day  of  ProoJ. 
FainAT  Jane,  30,  1871. 
I,  Thoa,  Horsegills,  Cnmberlasd,  Taoman.    Jnly  37.    Armstrong  » 
«n,  M.R.  Carrick  ft  Co,  Brampton 

ck,  Edwd.  Boston,  LIncobi,  Farmer.    Jnly  17.    Black  v  Black,  V.C. 
'iekent.    Seotts  *  Jsrmshi,  LineolnVlnnflelda 
naa.  Wm,  Camtmrne,  Cornwall,  Oent.  Joly  36.  Bnrgeaa  o  Bnrgesa, 
E.  Roscorla.  Pansanoe 

;.  Wm,  Hsymatrket,  Baker.    Jnly  li.    Cbarrlngton  *  Dick,  V.C. 
letens.    FBlmer,  Colenisn.at 
ke,  OottbUf  Fredk,  Gt  Ponlsnd-at,  Engineer.  Joly  39.  Be  Heinke, 

B.  ChampioB  *  Co.  Ironmonger-lane,  Cheapaide 

dl,  Br,  Driffeld.  Glonctaler.  Gent.    Jnlj  31.    Bryant  *  Little, 

C.  Wlekeos.     Mnlllogs  ft  Co,  Cirencester 

son,  Abmm,  Latcblord.  Cheater,  Carrier.    Jaly  33.    BnryeJaek- 

tV.C.  Wtckena.     Gmndy  ft  Conlson,  Hanch 
D,  Anne,  Satberland.pl,  Bayswater.    July  16.    Bntler  «  Kieraan, 
L  HaUna.     Partington,  Sonth-aq,  Or*y'a-inn 
■B,  Sarab,  Bim.  Widow.    July  20.    Stalnton  r  Stainton,  V.C. 
El.    Fallows.  Birm 

E.  yisn  John  Fearaon,  North  Seaton,  Northamberland,  Eaq. 
|il.     Watson  •  Row,  V.C.  Wicken*.    Leadbitter,  Lcadenhall^t 

Hm  u*  KiH. 
,  Jobn,  Crayford,  Kent.    Jnly  38.    Vant  *  Scott,  V.C.  Ualina. 

Creditors  nadar  88  ft  88  'net  wp.  38. 

Lait  Day  of  Claim. 
FaniiT.  Jane  30, 1871. 
[laaae.  Qt  I>reacot-9t.  Merchant.     Jaly  31.    Plewa  ft  Irrine, 
^isne 

"•i,    Ambrose,    Chnrch-st,  Eaat  Greenwich.     Aug  5.     Donne, 
,s-at,  Spitalflalda 

,  Wm  Hawker.  Otteiy  St  Mary,  Deron,  Eaq.  Ang  28.  Uackensie 
[ICrown-ct,  Old  Bro*d-*t 
Wm,  New  Bond-M.  SIlTemnith.    Jnly  31.    May,  Goldennq 
Cleo  Fras.    The  Cedar*.   Pntney,  Eaq.    Sept  36  (and  not  6). 
I  Stewards,  Uncoln'a-inn-fleida 


Branakni,  Kartha,  Torqiiw,  Devon,  Widow.    Ang  39.    Gibba,  Bath 
Bntler,  Harriett  Cooper,  Clarendoa-at,  Lesmlngton,  Wsnrick,  Spinster 

Ang3>.    aibb*,Bath 
Calton,  Jaa,  Brenohley,  Kent,  Fanner.    Aug  13.    pyke  ft  Co,  Lincoln'*. 

inn-fielda 
Cannell.  Fleetwood  Jas,  Sbaaow  nr  Sheffield,  York,  UaaaKor.    Ana  6. 

BIU.WalaaU  .  — — ■  -m 

Chamberlain,  ICarian,  nnlTsrsity-at,  Tottenham-ot-rd,  Widow.    Jnly 

16.    nts-John,  Sterenage 
Drinkwater,  Eatber,  Beaton  Morris,  Lsncaahlre,  Widow.  Amr  8,  Smith, 

StockpoH 
Drinkwater,  Geo,  Beaton  NorrIa,  Lancashire,  Geat.    Ang  8.    Smitii, 

Stockport 
Frneodt,  Joho  Chaa  Anton,  Bridge-<t,  Blaekftiars,  Merchant.    Sept  16. 

Randall,  Graoechnrcb-*t 
Be*d,  Geo.    Btahopton,  Dnrham,   Oent.    Sept  6.     Newby  ft   Co, 

Stockton-on-Teea 
Hirat,  John,  Knottlngly,  Tork,  Farmer.    July  23.    Carter,  FonteCtact 
Lamb,  Wm,  CleTelaod>ter,  Esq.    Ang  1.    Naah  ft  Co,  SulTalk-lane, 

Caniion.«t 
Long,  Jas,  Sonthampton,  Merchant.    Jnly  19,    Goater,  Sonthsmnton 
Onicley,  Hon  Geo  Henley,  Old  Warden,  Bedfoid.    Jnly  31,    Tomir, 

Jermyn.at 
Feaiee,  John  Heiiaeoe,  Lower  Clapton,  Eaq.  Sept  1.    Phillips  ft  Pesrce, 

Alcbnrcb-cnambei*,  Abchnich-yd 
PbllUps,  Bicbd,  Msrylebooe4t.    Ang  SI.    Miller  ft  Son,  King.st,Bt 

Jamea's.aq 
Pinching,  laaac  Fstaiswiek,  Gionoester,  Gent.    Sept  1.    Kearaey  ft 

Panons,  Stroud 
Powell,  Sarah,  Piinces>sq,  Bayswater,  Spinstv.  Ang  1.  Bartleyft  Saxton, 

Somerset4t,  Portmsn-sq 
Price  Archibald  Swsyne,Wbixley,Vori(,Bsq.   Ang  16.    Hirst  ft  Ospea 

Borooghbrldge 
Sannders.  Maiy  HatfMd,  Chtireh.ct,  KCnsiagtoo.    Ang  I.     Tower, 

Lower  Tliames-st 
Saonders,  Sarah,  Bath,  Widow.    Ang  19.    GDI  ft  Bosh,  Bath 
Sbaw,  Fraa  Mary,  Hyde-pk-ter,  Kensington,  Widow.    Aag  6.    Sorr  ft 

Gribble,  Abchnrch-isne 
Weill,  Charlotte,  Winchester,  Widow.    Jnly  30.    Ballsy,  Wtaichaster 

TtrvoiT,  Jnly  4,  1871. 
Bnlcrsig,  Thoa,  Gateshead,  Darbam,  Gent.    Ang  13.  Stanton  ft  Atkin- 

son,  NeweasUe-apon-Tyne 
Fryer,  Edwd  Wm,  Msncb,  Wsrehooeeman.    Ang  16.    Powdl  ft  Wbita> 

head,  Pockllngton 
Hampton,  Mary  Ann,  Bath,  Hotel  Keeper.    Ang  IS.    EbmOton,  Ot 

James.«t,  Bedford-row 
Hart.  John,  Bradford.  York,  Land  Sorrayor.    Ang  >I,    Peel,  Bradfbcd 
Hatch,  Beqj,  Tenterden,  Kent,  Anctiooear.   July  >l.    Mnan  ft  Uaee, 

Tenteiden 
Howe,  Jaa,  Stretlbrd,  Lancaahirs,  Gent.    Jnly  34.    Needham,  Hanch 
Paarce,  A&ed,  Briatd.  Proriaton  Merchant.    Ang  31.    Wood,  Brlatsl 
Pesrce,  Hy,  tTmalnto,  Natal,  South  Africa,  Oeot.    Ang  18.    Brown  ft 

Son,  SbefBald 
Primer,  Darid,  Cheltenham,  Gloucester,  ItsUan  Warehonsemso.    Sap 

I.    Oitffltha,  Cheltenham 
Roe,  Fras,  Msneh,  Bnwer,    Jnly  SI.    Needbsm,  Maach 
Sawyer,  Ber  Wm  Geo,  Old  Oslby  BsU,  Leicester.    Sept  it.    Wdby  ft 

Co,  Mottinxham 
Waedon,  Bmery  Stephens,  Abbey-rd,  St  John's-wood,  Gent.    Ang  10. 

Fataon  ft  Lee,  Abchurch  House,  Sherbome-lsns 

TrasDAT,  Jnly  4,  1871. 
Brddenbach,  Fras  Hy,  New  Bond-at,  Perfumer.    July  24.    Bonmien* 

Biddenbsch,  V.C.  Malins.    Robsoo  ft  Tidy,  SsckTlUe-st,  Plccsdilly 
Cstt,  Wm  Tsylor,   Dsrttbrd,    Kent,    Licensed  VIetusllsr.     Ang   7. 

Gumbrell  *  Cstt,  V.C  WIckens.    Rnaaell  ft  Co,  Old  Jewry-chambers 
Collen,  Jobn,  Sobam ,  Cambridge,  Farmer.    July  37.    Finch  *  Weatr^ , 

M.R.  Hnstwiek,  Sdum 
Dslton,  Thos,  Feskhlll,  Lincoln,  Farmer.    July  30.    Teatman  v  Beekea 

M.R.  Venning  ft  Co,  Tokenboose-yd 
Dyke,  Wm,  Brecon,  Gent.   Jnly  38.    Dyke  r  Dyke,  M3.  Matthews, 

Osidia 
Latter,  Bobt  Booth,  PixHeld,  Kent,  Gent.    Aug  1.    Taum  »  Latter, 

V.C.WIokens    Blazland,  Linealn'a-inn-flekls 
Went,  Fraa,   Leominater,  Hereford,   Bookaeller.     Jnly   31,    Went  v 

Hniihes,  V.C.  WIekena.    Clapham  ft  Pitch,  Biahopgste  Wlthont 

Bankrupts. 

FsiDAT,  Jnne  30, 1871. 

Under  the  Bankruptcy  Act,  1869. 

Creditors  muat  forward  their  proob  of  debta. to  the  Beglstrar. 

To  Surrender  in  London. 

Cookaon,John,npper-rd,Flalstow,  Bulkier.      Pet  Jnne  28.     Spring- 

Bice.    Jnly  1 3  at  13 
Oreaplgoy.  Sir  Claude  Champion  de,  Quesn's-gate,  Hyde-pk,  Bart    Pet 

June  38.    Spring-Rice.    Jnly  13  at  II 
Jsnninga,  Tboa  Geo,  ft  Jas  Jennings,  Whltechspel-rd.'.FInmben.    Pet 

June  37.    Haslltt    July  13  st  II 
Kerwood,  Geo  Kempater,  Fslmonth-rd,  Dorer-id,  Merchant.    Pet  June 

39.    Pepy*.    July  1 1  st  1 1 
Miller.  By  Brouirham,  Ourdtor-at,   Barrister-at-law.     Pet  Jnne  28 

Spring-Rice.    July  13  at  13.30 
MilUie,  Geo  Wm,  Piccadilly,  Jeweller.    Pet  Jnne  36.    Brougham.    July 

14  at  11 
Roeashir,  Geo,  Ozford^t.  Stepney,  Bsker.     Pet  June  38.     Spring-Rice. 

Jnly  18  st  1 

To  Surrender  In  the  Country. 
Burton,  Gersrd  Septimus,  Pembroke  Dook,  Lieut  3nd  Bat  13th  Reg. 

Pat  June  23.    Lloyd.    Carmarthen,  July  IS  at  II 
aanan,  Jss,  Famworth,  Lancsahire,  Leather  Deder.     Pet  Jnne  26. 

Holden.    Bolton,  July  19  at  ID 
Cowell,  Joseph,  LpooU  Joiner.    Pet  June  28.    Wataon.     Lpool,  JolylS 

st3 
GiauT,  Carl,  Leeda,  Cloth  Merohant.    Pet  Jnne  26.    MarahalL^  Leeda, 
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HntchiuoB,  Ala,  nrm,  Bhat  Hiker,   fat  Jut  M.  ChaimUer.  Btoni, 

Jalj  17  at  1 
IitM,  BuvoartAUil,I.pod:.     Fat  Jam  K.    Wttioo.    Lpool,  Jal7  U 

sta 
Uartiii,  Thoa,  Lpoal,  Fark  Botcher.    Fet  June  19.     Watna.     Iipool, 

JoljITatt 
Mewmaa,  Tboaj  FOIkaatona,  Builder.    Fet  Jane  M.   Cdlawir.  Canter- 

borr,  Jolr  U  at  t 
Spoddinff,  Fraa,  Skelton,  Camberland,  farmer.   Fet  Jane  M.    Halton. 

Carliile.JnIjrtlatS 
SatelUta,  Joaeph,  ICaaeh,  Tan  Acent.    Fet  Jane  19.     Kajr.     Haneb, 

Jul  J  20  St  10 
Webb.  Ricbd,  Birm,  Tailor.    Fet  Jane  M.    Obaantler.    Blrm,  tvir  U 

at  13 
Wild.  Saml,  Openahaw,  or  Uaneta,  Draper.    Fel  June  it.  Kajr.  Maneb, 

Jnlf  13  at  9.30 
Wood,  W.  K.,  Sarbiton,  Snrrer,  Brlcknuker.     Fet  June  W.     Bartrop. 

Einffston,  July  13  at  3 
Wyalt,  Geo,  Bristol,  Llcenaed  ViotnaOer.  Pet  June  27.  Harlej.  Briatol, 

July  II  at  12 

TotaDAT,  Jair  4, 1171. 

Under  the  Bankrnptcy  Act,  1869. 

Creditors  innit  Ibrward  their  prooh  of  debu  to  the  RegUtrar. 

To  Surrender  in  London. 

Chaplin,  Thos,  Baltic-pl,  Lo«er-rd,  Rotherfalthe,  Bandar.    Fet  Jnne  30. 

Hnrray.    July  18U1I 
Boberta,  Chas,  York-rd,  Lambeth,  Musical  A|;ent.   Fet  June  29.    Fepya. 

JnlT  U  at  12 
Smytne,  Fredk,  WelUngton-rd,  Bow,  Brewer.     Fet  July  1.      Roche. 
July  19  at  II 

To  Surrender  In  the  Country. 
Bates,  John,  Northampton,   Nowtrendor.      Pet   Jnne  SO.      Oennia. 

Morthampton,  July  16  at  10 
Benneit,  Geo,  Hibaldstowe,  Lincoln,  Innkeeper.  Pet  Jnne  IT.  Daabney. 

Ot  Grimsby,  July  14  at  II 
Carlisle,  Kobt,  Preston,  Lancashire,  Ballder.      Pet  June  19.      Hyrea. 

Preston,  July  17  at  II 
Death,  Jaa,  Islewortb,  Middx,  WbeelwrUiht.     Pet  Jane  34.     Boston, 

Brentford.  July  18  at  10.30 
Dicks,  John,  Exeter,  Deron,  ont  of  bnsineas.    Pet  Jaly  I.  Dav.  Exeter, 

July  17  at  11' 
Qardiner,  Chas,  Stow-on-tbe-Wold,  Olouoeatar,  out  of  btuineai.     Pet 

Jaoe  30.    Oale.    Chelteobam,  July  17  at  12 
Headford,  Wm,  Binn,  Coal  Dealer.     Fet  July  1.    Cbanntler.    Birm 
Howard,  John  Wheeler,  Ayleabary,  Booka,  Ooid  Merchait.  Fet  June  30. 

Watson.    Aylesbary,  July  21  at  11 

BANKRUFTOIES  ANNULLED. 
FaiDiT,  Jnne  30,  1871. 
Aria,  Wm.WeatCowss.  I  of  W.  Hotel  Keeper.    May  14 
Shelton,  Bichd  Marten,  Crawland,  Lincoln,  Veterinary  Sorgeon.  May  22 
Sbappard,  Riebd  John,  Wigmore-st,  Carendlah-aq,  Clerk.    Jooe  38 

UqnidAtion  by  Amngwneitt. 

FIRST  MEETINOS  OF  CREDITORS. 

FainaT,  Jnna  30,  1871. 

Allen,  Oeo,  sen,  Northampton,  Milliner.    Jnly  18  at  II,  at  offlce  of 

White,  Demgate,  Northampton 
Allen,  Jaa,  Jan,  OtMalrem,  Worcester,  Bootmaker.     Jnly   13  at  S,  at 

offloe  of  Tree,  Broad  st,  Worcester 
Atkinson,  RIchd,  Spennjmoor,  Durham,  Retailer  ot  Beer.    Jaly  U  at 

3,  at  oSlaes  of  Marshall,  Clayp&th,  Durham 
BaKKS,  Comelins  Richd,  Plymouth.  Ueron.  Engrarar.    Joly  19  at  II,  at 

offices  of  Whkeford  It  Benneit,  Coartenay  at,  Plymonth 
Baldock,  John,  Little  KippioKS  Firm,  Kent,  Farmer.     Jnne  12  at  4,  at 

offlcea  of  Stone  Sc  Oo,  Church  nl,  Tunbrldge  Wells 
Barker,  Robt,  Uaokford,  Norlulk,  Grocer.     Jnly  Mat  11,  at  offices  of 

Coaks,  Bank  plain,  Norwich 
Bawden,  Chas,  Foldlce,  Cornwall,  Mine  Agent.     July  lOM  II,  at  offices 

of  Carlyon  ft  Faall,  Quay  st,  Truro 
Baardmore,  Tbet,  Stoke-upon-Trent,  Stafford,  Fish  Dealer.    Jaly  13  at 

11.30,  at  offices  of  StoTensonft  Uarles,  BnxA  st,  Stoke-apoo-Trent 
BedllnKton,  Joseph, Lpool,Glaaa  Dealer.  Joly  II  MS,atoaeeof  Hindle, 

Fckin  bldKs,  Harrington  at,  Lpool 
Bentiey,  Thos,  WIgan,  Lancashire,  Fnruitare  Broker.     Joly  ll  at  II,  at 

office  of  Leigh  h  EUis,  Commercial  yd,  Wlgan 
Sland.  John  Geo,  FInabnry  paremeet,  Aeeoantant.    July  17  st  1,  at 

office  of  Gregory  fc  Owtns,  Chespatde 
BUzxard,  Alt  Hy,  Bristol,  Auctioneer.    Jnly  8  at  13,  at  offlcea  of  Clifton, 

Com  st,  Bristol 
Block,  Saml,  Armscroft,  Salop,  out  orbnsioesa.    Jaly  14  at  II,  at  office 

of  Morris,  Swan  hlU,  Shrewabuiy 
Bridle,  Hy  Oha>,  Woroester,  Hairdresser.     Jaly  II  at  13,  atoffioeof 

Abell,  Foregate  st,  Worcester 
Bnlleid,  John,  Plymouth,  Deron,  Builder.     July  IB  at  12,  at  offices  of 

Boycs  A  Co,  Frankfort  st,  Plymouth 
Burt,  Jas,  laleworth,  Orocer.     July  19  at  2,  at  offices  of  Bland,  Flns- 

bory  paTement    Pope,  Fenchnreh  at 
Ooley,  Geo  Dnnn,  Cbeetbam,  Lancashire,  Book-keeper.   Jaly  17  at  >,  at 

offices  of  Mann,  Marsden  at,  Manch 
Clegg,  Sqnire,  Lpool,  Grocer.     Jaly  27  at  3,  at  offices  of  Blease  A  Co, 

Commeroechambera,liord  it,  Lpool.    Erans  fc  Lockett,  Lpool 
Ooob,  Air,  Theberton  at,  Islingtao,  Oilman.     July  21  at  1,  at  offices  of 

Webb,  Austin  Friars 
Comann,  Joaeph,  Manch,  Beetanrant  Keeper.     Jnly  IS  at  1,  at  offlcea 

of  Erans,  St  George's  chambers,  Albert  sq,  Manch 
Oookaon,  Chas,  Middlevieb,  Obeater,  Innkeeper.    Jnly  17  at  II,  at  offlce 

of  Cooke,  Klnderton  at,  Mlddleirieh 
Cryer,  Geo,  BIttoo,  nr  Bath,  Buteber,    July  12  at  13,  at  offlce  of  Wilton, 

Old  King  at,  Bath 
Cnrtia,  Mchd,  Langham  pi.  Regent  st.  Estate  Agent.     July  17  at  11,  at 

the  Guildhall  OoOae  house,  Gresham  st,    Chldley 
Day,  Joseph  Hinds.  Manch,  Broker.    Jnly  13  at  3,  at  offlcea  of  Koaraley, 

Brazonnose  Bt,jManch 


I>Iekena,Bdwd,  BanelIst,'Rotherhlthe,OenenlDe>]at.    JibUitt 

at  offlcea  of  Chtppatiield.  Trinity  at,  8«atb«arfc 
Dobbtai,  Wm,  Oardiir,  aiamorgan,  Shtpchander.  Joly  19  u  U,  li 

offlcea  e(  Barnard  A  Co,  Croekherbtown,  OarOff 
Elaiid,Ed«d,Laada,UnenDrapar.     July  llatt,itoano(9a(a, 

Albion  at,  Leeds 
Empson,  Robt,  Gt  College  st,  Oamdea  town,  eat  of  basiiiais.  J1I7  K 

at  3,  at  24  Bed  Lion  sq.    Maynaid,  dUbrd's  tam 
English,  Fradk,  CharltDn  Liag't,  Gloncester,  Mator^leaenL  Jil;ntl 

4,  at  oOcaa  of  Wlnterboiham  *  Co,  Badaay  tar.OielteBhia 
Erans,  Maiy,  AbergaTenny,  Monmoath,  Shoe  Hanafauanr.  July  i;  u 

8,  at  the  Angel  Hotel,  Abergarenny.    Sayoe,  Abargsreaay 
Francis,  Robt,  Brighton,  Soasez,  Linen  Draper.    JulylSstll.itoaai 

of  Smith  ft  Co,  Bread  at,  Cbeapside 
Frazer,Jaa,Bancom,  Cheater,  Saddler.     Joly  ltat3,at<iani(W«l, 

Bridge  at,  Ranoorn 
French.  Geo  Hy,  Worthing,  Saaaex,  Printer.    JslyUstl.itttelidi. 

hall  Tarem,  Gresham  st.    Loekett,  Worthing 
Oaidinar,  Chas,  StowH>n-tbe-Wold,  OtooMaiar.oat  of  bulger  hj 

14  at  1,  at  offlcea  of  Boot/le,  Bedford  bidga,  Cheltenham 
Glorer,  Hy,  Clarendon  rd,  NotUng  hill,  Flomber.   Jnly  17  it  U,iiila 

of  Farrar,  Carter  lane 
Gray,  John  Wm  Horace,  Bereaiordrd,  Hlgbbucy  New  pk,  list  lb- 
chant.    Jnly  14  at  3,  at  offlce  of  Bradley,  Mark  lane 
Guy,  Jesse,  Brighton,  Bnaaex,  Working  Jeweller.    Jaly  II  st  It,  a 

offices  of  Gatteridge,  Ship  at,  Brighton 
Hall,  Wm  Stephen,  Oreen  st,  Betbnal  green.  Grocer.    Joly  It  11 11,  a 

offices  of  Cottman,  Bnokingham  st,  Strand 
Harris.  Edwin.  Wrexham,  Denbigh,  Masie  Sriler.     July  II il(,«kc 

Bedford  Head  Hotel,  Corent  garden,    Sberratt,  Wrsxhsni 
Harris,  Liewia,  Leeds,  Hat  Hanofaotnrer.     July  13  at  II,  atofflMof 

PullanjBank  chambers.  Park  row,  Leeds 
Hatton,  Wm,  Glamorgan,  Paatry  Cook.    Jnly  14  at  II, at  oflkasf Bo- 
cook  &  Co,  John  st,  Bristol 
Hedges.  Fraa  Edwd,  Bed  Cross  st,  MiUiner.     Joly  13  at  t,  tS  cOca  a 

Buckler,  Fenchnreh  st 
Herring.  Oeo,  Nottingham,  Shoeing  Smltb.     Jnly  7  at  II,  >l  oSte  a 

Belk,  High  parement,  Nottingham 
Hillier,  Edwin  Fredk,  King  at,  Weat  Hammersoltb,  Statlour.  Uljf 

at  3,  at  offices  of  Hilbery,  Orntebed  Friars 
Holhind,  Wm  Hy,  Pendleton,  Tiancashlre.  Gtooer.    Jaly  II  si  !,c 

officea  of  Haidy,  St  Jamaa'-aq,  Manoh 
Honniball,  Wm,  OamomBe  at.  Packing  Caae  Maker.   Jaly  It  at  t,  a 

office  of  Cooke,  Qretham  bldga,  GnUdball 
Hopkins,  John,  Beading,  Berks,  Draper.    Jnly  IS  at  3,  at  oOmi  of  ft;- 

land,  Reading 
Izant,  Hy  k  Hylton  SpagnolettL  Ctroas  st,  Xarytebooe,  Electrieslbli- 

neers.    July  18  at  I,  at  the  Inna  ofCoort  Hotel,  Bolbon.  Oottt, 

Raymond  bldgs,  Qray's  inn 
Jamea,  Johh,  Cardiff,  Glamorgan,  Grocer.     Jnly  II  at  2,  st  oBac 

Lewis,  Obnrcb  st,  Cardiff.    Payne 
Jaqnea,  Bichd  k  Edwd  Jaqnes,  Searboronf^,  York,  MlOen.  Jilr  *< 

12,  at  olBcea  of  Richardson.  Qaeen  st,  SoaTboroogh 
Jennyn,  Peter,  Weedlngton  rl,  Kentish  town.  Otooer.    Jaly  Uit  !■ ' 

offices  of  Briant,  Wincheater  boose.  Old  Broad  st 
Jones,  Michael  Danl,  Bala,  Merkineth,  Mlnlater  of  the  OospeL  Jiilr» 

at  13,  at  the  White  Uon  Hotel,  Bala.    Adams,  Kuthin 
Journet,  Chas,  Queen's  rd,  Bayswater,  Fancy  Box  Mannfictnnr.  W 

10  at  3,  at  offlce  of  Manball,  Linooln'S  inn  delda 
Knight,  Bobt  Kelghwin,  Bristol,  Orocer.     Jnly  14  at  II,  at  tW" 

Plnmiiier,  Bristol  ebambers,  NIchalas  at,  Bristol 
Lluyd,  Andrew  Wallace,  Goapott,  Hants,  Contrastor.    Jnly  U  '^^ 

olBoe  ofFeltbam,  North  at,  Portsea 
McBryde,  Anthony,  Halifax,  York,  Draper.    July  1 1  at  It,  st  cOo"' 

Cheaoey,  Dewhirat  bldgs,  Bradford.    Moon,  Bradibid  _,  . 

Uellor,  Darid,  IJawdon,  Gntseley,  York,  Painter.    Joly  II  at  I*,  * 

offices  of  Hargreares,  Market  at,  Bradford  ^ 

HUtborp,  Wm,  Bradford,  York,  Paper  Merchant.    JnlyllslUkn 

offices  of  North  ft  Sons,  East  parade,  Leeda 
Moore,  Fraa,  Barton.on-Trent,  StafTord,  IJnenaed  Beer  BstsQv.  W 

10  at  11,  at  offloe  of  Wtlaou,  Guild  st,  Borton-on-Treat 
Morgan,  Wm,  Bramley  rd,  Netting  hill.  Stonemason.     Joly  14s:),  <^ 

officea  of  Lamb,  Bedford  row  , 

Monta,  Wm,  Leeda.  BiUlard-uble  Maker.     Joly  13  at  II,  «  oOali 

Spirett,  East  panda,  Leeda 
NkhoU,  Alex  Jai,  Margate.  Kant,  Boot  Dealer.     Jaly  21  at  I,  •>  <Aa« 

of  Barlee,  Old  Brood  at 
NoOk,Babt,  aoarboroogh,  York,  Proriaioa  Dealer.    Jaly  U»i'-^ 

the  Crown  Inn,  Wheelgata.  Malton  , 

Felling, EdmdDaaring,BexhUl.Snaaez, Coal Uerahaat.   Jal;U«- 

at  the  Prorineial  Hotel,  Harelockrd,  Hastinga.     Philliftdi,  BaKx 
Pbyalok,  Mebala,  Tiverton,  Deron,  MnUner.     Joly  It  at  ll,atifi» 

Looaemore,  St  Peter  st,  TlTerton 
Porter,  Thos,  Leeds,  News  Agent.     Jnly  II  st  II,  at  aOw« 

Bank  chambers.  Park  row,  Leeds 
Piaaton,  Fias,  Manoh,  Engineer.  July  13  at  3,  at  offlees  of  Tu,» 

8t,Muich 

QnintaTalle,  Bobt,  Swansea,  GlaOMtKan,  Ship  Chaodlar.  Mji*" 

at  offlcea  of  Barnard  ft  Co,  Albion  ehsmbera.  Bristol  , 

Beynolda,  Geo, Bishopwearmoatb, Dorbam, Carmss.   Jaly M >'"■ 

offlcea  of  EgUnton,  Lambton  st,  Sunderland  , 

BIckarda,  Wm,  Kidderminster,  Licensed  ^notnller.    Jaly at>- 

at  the  Fox  Inn,  Klddenntaiater.    Prior  , , 

Boeder, Fredk  Wm,  CbarebAeld  rd,  Aetoo.  Baker.   Jolyll''*' 

offices  of  Holloway,  Qraeeeharch  st.    Heathfleld,  Uneowi  laa  >•* 

Rose,  Hy,  New  rd,  Whiteobapel,  Tea  Dealer.     July  13  at  i;  a(  *« 

Downing,  BulnRhall  st  ^^ 

Searie,  John,  BnckCutleigh,  DsTon,  Draper.     Jnly  I7at  U.tiw" 

Boyes  It  Co.  Frankfort  st,  Plymonth  „  ^ 

Smith,  By,  Fieldbead,  Biratd.  York,  Innkaener.    Jaly  IK  l^  '1 

offlcea  of  AtUnaon,  Fountain  st,  Bradbid.    Haigreares 
Stones,  Wm,  Sheffield,  Clothier.     Jnly  14  st  11,  at  officai' 

Son,  North  Chntcb  at,  Sheffield  n  ,1  al 

Swann,  Darid,  Asbton-under-Lyne,  Lancashire,  Tail«.  JMf" 

at  offices  of  Royle,  St  Ann'a  st,  Maneb.     Dodcworth  ^  ....^ 

Taylor,  John,  Morley,  Batley,  York,  Saddler.     JolylK  »•' "' 

Golden  Lion  Hotel,  Brlggate.    Scalebsrd 
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I,  Vm,  riinmee,  Oarnmn,  Dnper.     Jnlr  U  tt  It,  «t  oaeas 


ritoKorl*  k  Son,  North jwrtde,  PBnniioe 

ntnw,  DtrM,  Haoeh,  WooUen  CloOi  Uerobut.     Jatj  19  •(  S,  (t 

w  Vellingtoa  HoMi,  Kieholaa-crolt,  Illgb  at,  Htneh.    Sunpwn, 

ifch 

sun.  Jobii,Oo>l  Orchard,  Scmanet,  Waller.    Ja}j  IS  at  10,  at  office 

Fook,  Alfred  tt.  Taunton 

ker,  Arthur,  Sooth  Sea,  nr  Wrexham,  Deahigh,  Shopkeeper.    Jnlj 

I  tt  II,  at  oOcM  of  HoKhaa,  Begent  it,  Wrexham 

]<r,  Johs,  XiddlMboninKh,  York,  Batoher.     JxCr  14  at  3,  at  tOee 

Belk,  Nonh  at,  Utddleauraagh 

'.  RoM,  Ciatle  Gary,  Somenet,  Cabinet  Maker.    July  1«  at  11,  at 

«  White  Uon  Hotel,  Broad  at.  Brlaiol.    Wattt,  Teorll 

I.  VTm,  HuHlet,  nr  Leeda,  Engineer.     July  1 7  at  3.  at  ofllcea  of 

■mstt.  Bank  n,  Leeds 

I.  iami.  Old  Kent  rd.  Oil  Merehant.    Jnly  19  at  3,  at  olBcea  of  Broad 
Co,  Foiiltiy.    Fattlaon  k  Co,  Lombard  at 

on,  Jta,  Bradfbrd,  York,  Tea  Dealer.     Joly  10  at  11,  at  offlcea  of 

ny  t  Roblnaon,  Market  at,  Bradford 

itr,  John,  Swan  Tillage,  Weat  Biomwich,  Stafford,  Ucenaed  Vic- 

lUar.   JdIj  14  at  11 ,  at  offlcea  of  Jaekaoo,  Lombard  at,  Weat  Brom- 

di 

'„  lottph,  Lpeol.  Carpet  Saleoian.     July  |g  at  3,  at  otBea  of  Barria, 

iknict.Oaatleat,  Lpool 

TuusAT,  Jaly4, 1871. 
in,  Allen,  Notttogham,  Qrocer.    Jaly  11  at  12,  at  offlce  of  Belk, 
|h  pcrement,  Mottingbam 

si^  Rlchd,  k  Wm  Cooke,  Doncaater,  Tork,  Tailora.  July  19  at  t,  at 
ke  of  £Ili«,  St  Oeorge'a  gate,  Doncaater.  Bnrdekia  ft  Co,  Sheffleld 
hr,  Jai  Tarry,  Litchboroogh,  Northampton,  Farmer.  July  20  at  3, 
tbe  Glebe  Hotel,  Waedon.  Roche,  DaTenti7 
iimer,  John  Lavaon,  Mancb,  Comm  Ageut.  Jaly  If  at  1 1,  at  offlce 
Blair  fc  Bhmey,  Brown-at,  Haneb 
tick,  Wm  Robaon,  Seaham  Harbonr,  Darbam,  Orocer.    Joly  17  at 

II  oOeea  of  Galea,  Weat  Soanlalde,  Saaderlaod 

ki,  Edaar,  Birm.  Onn  Haker.    Joly  IS  at  11,  at  olBeet  of  Soathall 

Soa,  Newall  at,  Birm 

«-,  Thoa,  Park  a(,  lallDgton,  Working  Jeweller.     Jnly  18  at  1,  at 

kta  of  Blreball  fc  Bogera,  Soathampton  bidga,  Chaacery  lane. 

■iTiHi],  Fomirara  Inn 

:.  Jiae,  Klddermkiatar,  Woi«eater,  Coal  Dealer.     Jaly  10  at  3,  at 

ke  of  Sanndera,  Hill  at,  Eiddermioater 

»r,  DanI  Twidell,  Artnll  si,  CofflM-honae  Manager.  Jaly  IS  at  3,  at 

ku  of  Enna  &  Co,  John  at,  Bedford  row 

ant,  Jabea  Alfd,  John  at.  Cratclied  Mara,  Wine  Merebant.   Jaly  18 

II,  at  offlcea  of  Ellia  lb  Croaelleld,  Hark  lane 

aortb,  Riebd  Batten,  Briaud,  Ironmonger.    Jaly  14  at  12,  at  offioet 

Baococka  A  Co,  John  at,  Bristol.    Preat  ft  Inakip,  Briatol 

iio(,  Wm  John,  Newcastle-npon-Tyne.  Cabinet  Maker.     Jnly  12 

It,  at  offlce  of  Hoyle  ft  Co,  Moaley  at,  Neweaatle-on-Tyne 

aiinK,  Sarah,  ft  Robt  Ptnce  Oleadenning.Ohiawick,  Florlat.  Jaly 

It  I,  as  offlce  of  Lea,  FomlTal'a  inn,  Holbom.    Manhal,  Hammer- 

ti, 

n,  dement  Jaa,  Birm ,  Electro  Ollder.     Jily  11  at  3,  at  oacet  of 
riaodi,  Ann  at,  Biiro 

U«»a,  Newicn-le-WUlow«,  LaneaaUre,  Draper.    Jaly  It  at  11,  at 
X  of  Oarlea  ft  Co,  Oommereial  chambers,  Warrlngtoa 
iaa,  Wm,  Handaworth,  Stafford,  Sorgeoo,    Jaly  14  at  3,  at  offloee 
teiider,  Unton  at,  Birm  . 

ftll,  BoM,  Shipley, Tork,  Shopkeeper.    Jaly  12  at  3,at  the  North- 
«B«iel,John  St,  Bradford,    lihodea,  Bradford 
Id,  Geo,  Kydoo,  Northampton,  Innkeeper,    Jnly  14  at  2 ,  at  tbe 
itamoor'a  Head  Inn,  E«don.    KUby  <k  Son,  Banbary 
•  Hy,  Soothend,  Bazaar  Keeper.     July  21  at  1,  at  16,  FlnabDiy 
snent.   Sword 

lk,WraJsb,  Wincheater,  Tobacoontat.     Jaly  Itat  12,at  oOsa  of 
leiii,  St  Thomaa  at,  Wincheater 

no,  Jdhn  KUbam,  Marsh,  York,  oat  of  bnslneae.     Jaly  19  at  11, 
dk»  of  Cloogh  ft  Son,  Market  at,  Sadderafield 
a,  Chas  Stoart,  Plymoath,  DsTOD,  Eaglneer.     Joly  18  at  11,  at 
»  of  Bwortby  ft  Co,  Conrtenay  st,  Plymoath. 
.Iredk  laaae,  Birm,  Orocer.    Jaly  If  at  3,  at  offle«  of  WaUrad, 
ttrlao  at,  Birm 

Oeo,  Hodderafleld,  Tork,  Farmer,     July  IT  st  11,  at  oBcet  Of 
•fit  Son,  Market  at,  HodderaBeld 

«,  Patrick,  BUUter  at,  Printer.    Jaly  12  at  12,  at  offloe  of  Howell, 
tMde 

Chaa,  CsfflbtMge,  PabUesn.    Jaly  18  at  11,  at  offloe  of  Elllsoo, 
■udra  at.  Petty  Onry,  Camba 

f,  John,  Wall  at,  Ball'a  Pood,  Olaaa  Dealer.  Jaly  IS  at  1,  at  oOoe 
>aMa,  Greaham  bldda,  Baaioghall  at 
"I,  TluM,  Msoch,  Ballder.  July  I  It  at  3.  at  offlce  of  Jones,  Prlneees 

ItDCb 

'.'lowiih.Holbeck,  York,  Cool  Uader.   Jaly  19  at  II, at  oOees 

'alUn,  Bank  chambers.  Leads 

.  AJu,  Croacombe,  Somerset,  Lk»naed  Victaaller.    Jaly  19  at  1 2, 

DttofHobbs  Wella 

w,  Birm,  Ironfoaader'a  Manager.    Jaly  14  at  3,  at  offlcea  of 

w.  I'pper  Temple  st,  Birm 

r,  Msrths,  St  John'a  iq.  Workicg  Jeweller.     Jnly  12,  at  tbe 

•a'l  Hotel,  Btarm,  in  lieu  of  the  place  originally  named 

V.  Fredk,  Kewmarkec  All  Soinu,  Camba,  General-shop  Keeper. 

rWatll 

",  John,  Wigan,  I^acaahire,  Boiler  Maker.     Jaly    19   at  2,  at 

><  of  Darlington.  King  at,  Wigsn 

u>.Gi!a,  Biocall,  York,  Joiner.     Jaly  14  at  10,  at  the  Greyhoood 

.Riccall 

>.Tiu»,k  Jonathan  Smith,  Bristol,  Cabinet  Makers.  Jaly  IT  at  11, 

aBKof  Plnnmer,  Briatol  chambera,  Briatol 

r,  That,  Writbenhall,  Worceater,  Uanager  of  Blae  Works.     Jaly 

tt3,  st  offlce  of  Saandera,  Mill  at,  Kldderminater 

9>oa,  Johnaon,  Sonnlaide,  Dnrhsm,  Joiner.  Jane  IS  at  11  at  oBce 

itittan  West  Sunnlside,  Sunderland 

>loa.Kobt,Cleckheatui,  York,  Cardmaker.     Joly  17  at  3,  at  tha 

*fe  Hotel,  Qeekheaton.    Carr  ft  Cadmao,  Cleckheaton 

a.  Wm  DBrsn^  Cardiff,  Glamorgan,  Clottaier.     July  17  at  12,  at 

«  of  BAOoock  ft  Co,  John  st,  Bristol 


Wsllia,Thos,Ratbsrhitheat,UoenaedVictasU«r.   /aly  IT  at  2,  at  offlc* 

'of  Naah  ft  Co,  Suffolk  lane.  Cannon  at 

Watson,  John  Ferdral,  St  Dnnstsn's  hill.  Coram  Ageat.    Jnly  31  at  3, 

at  offloe  of  Brett  ft  Co,  Leadenball  st 
Watson,  Walker,  ft  Tom  aiedhill  Watson,  Leeds,  Builders.    Jaly  IT  at 

U,  at  ofBce  of  FoUan,  Bank  ebamben,  Leeds 


GRESHAM     LIFE    ASSURANCE     SOCIETY, 
3T,  OLD  JEWBT,  LONDON,  £.C. 
S0LICIT0H8  are  InTited  to  Introduce,  on  behalf  of  their  clients,  Fro- 
posals  for  Loans  on  Freehold  or  Leasehold  Property,  ReTersions,   Life 
Inierests,  or  other  sdeqiute  seouritiea. 

Proposslt  may  be  mads  in  tbe  first  Inataace  according  to  the  following 
ftirm:— 

PaopoaAL  roR  Loak  otr  KoaToaata. 

Date 

Introduced  by  {state  nanu  and  addrui  eif  toKeitor) 
Amount  required  £ 

Thnoand  mode  of  repayment  (1,0.,  wAeMar  /br  attrm  certain,  or  6> 
annualor  other  peymaali) 

Security  (state  ilumg  the  farticiOart  ef  itatiiiri,  and.  If  Irmt  or  build- 
<iva,  sMa  <A<  *«  anniiai  I'lMomr). 

State  what  LUh  Policy  (if   any)  la  propoaed  to  be  ofTeoted  with  the 
Greaham  Offlce  In  coimeetion  with  the  security. 

By  order  of  the  Board,  , 

F.  ALLAK  CDRTIS.  Actuary  and  S(|retary. 

SLER'S  CRYSTAL  GLASS  CHANDELIERa 

Table  olass  or  all  ximis, 

CHANDEUEB3  IN  BRONZE  AND  ORMOLU. 

Uodarstor  Lamps,  and  Lamps  fbr  India. 

LONDON- Slow  Rooma,  4S,  OXFORD-STBEKT,  W. 

BIRMINORAH— Uanufactory  and  Show  BoooM,  Broad-atrset. 


o 


IpiNE   FLAVOURED  STRONO  BEEF   TEA  at 
'      about  2M.  a  pint.    ASK  FOR  UEBIG  COUPANT'S  EXTRACT 
of  Meat,  reqitmng  Baron  LleUg  the  Inrantor'a  Signatore  on  ereiy 
Jar,  bdng  the  only  gaarantee  of  genoineness. 
Excellent  economloal  stock  for  aonpa,  sauces,  fte. 

ASTRINGENT    LOZENGES    OF    THE    RED 
OUH  OF  AUSTBALU.-For  Relaxed  Throat,  hi  Bottles,  2s. 
MITRUTE  OF  AMMONIA  LOZBNQES. 
In  Bottles,  2s.    Useful   fbr  Brooehitia,  by  locsenlnj;  the  phlegm  and 
pierenting  Tiolent  fits  of  coughing. 
P.  ft  P.  yt.  SQUIRE, 
Cbemlils  on  tbe  Estsblishmrat  In  Ordinary  to 
THE  QUEBN. 
(Qaaetted  Angnst  8th,  183T— December  31st,  1I8T.) 
27T,  OXFORD  STREET,  LONDON. 

ESTABUSHElS  A.D.  1700. 

FURNISH    YOUR   HOUSE  at  DBANE'S. 
ILLUSTRATED  CATALOGUE, 
With  Priced  Famishing  List,  Gratis  and  Post  Free. 
DBANE'S— celebrated  Table  Oatlery,  erery  variety  of  atyle  and  finish. 
DBANE'S— Electro-pUted  Spoons  and  Forks,  best  manalhetare. 
DBANE'S— Electro-plated  Tea  ft  Coffee  Sate,  Uqueor  SMnds,  Oraets,  ftc . 
DEANB'S— Dish  Carers  snd  Hot  Water  Dishes,  Corers  in  Sets,  ftwn  18a. 
DEANB'S—  Papier-masfae  Tea  Trays,  in  Sets,  from  2  le.,  newest  patterns. 
DEANB'S— Bronaed  Tea  and  Coffee  Urns,  with  Patent  Improreoienu. 
DEANB'S  -C<«per  and  Brass  Goods,  Kettles,Slew  snd  FreeerrlngPans. 
DBANE'S— Moderator  and  Rock  Oil  Lamps,  a  large  and  handsome  stock . 
DBANE'S- Domesiio  Baths  fbr  erery  parpose.  Bathrooms  fitted  eompMe. 
DBANPS— Fenders  and  Fire-irons,  in  all  modern  and  wprored  patterns. 
DBANE'S— Bedsteads,  In  Iron  and  Brass.    Bedding  of  anperior  quality. 
DBANE'S— Register  Storea,  London-made  Kitohenera,  Ranges,  ftc. 
DBANB'^— Goroioes  and  Cornice  Poles,  a  great  rariety  of  patterns. 
DEANB'S— Tin  and  Japan  Ooods,  Iron  Wat* ,  and  Calinary  utenalli. 
DBANE'S— Turnery,  Brashes,  Mats,  ftc.,  atronK  and  aerrlceable. 
DEANB'S— Hortlcaltoral  Tools,  Lawn  Howere,  Gardaa  BoUera,  fte. 
DEANB'S— Oss  Chaodeliers,  Newly  desigoed  Patterns. 

A  dlsoouttt  o(  fire  per  cent,  for  cssb  psyments  of  £2  and  upwards. 
DEANE  ft  Co.,  4t  (King  WUIUm-street),  LONDON-BBIOOE. 

OYAL     POLYTECHNIC— Professor     Pepper's 

■■  Trip  to  the  Western  Highlands  of  Ireland ; "  Grand  Scenery, 
and  Irish  Songs  by  MIsa  Bsrtb— Bngsgement  of  George  Bnckland, 
Esq.,  and  Great  Reriral  of  Henry  Rasseli'e  Songe.  ander  his  personal 
kind  saperfntsndence,  with  grand  Scenic  and  (Jptksa)  Effects—"  Paais, 
as  it  Was  and  Is ; "  illnstrsted  with  a  beautiful  series  of  Pictures  of  the 
Public  Buildings  and  Streets ;  by  J.  L.  King,  Esq.— Re-engagement  of 
E.  D.  DsTles,  the  Premier  VentrUoquisc— Tue  Ghost  and  other  Enter- 
tainments as  usual- Admissiou  One  Shilling.  Open  from  12  to  B  and  T 
to  10. 

BILLS  OF  COMPLAINT. 

BILLS   Of  COMPLAINT.  6/6   per  page   for   20 
copies,  from  which  price  a  lartre  discuunt  will  be  allowed  if  cash 
8   paid  immediately  on  completion  of  order. 
Yatxs  ft  AuixAKDsa,  Law  Printers,  Symonds-iim,  Chancery-lane. 

UTHOES  ADVISED  WITH  as  to  the  Cost  of 

Printing  and  Publishing,  and  the  (Cheapest  Mode  of  Brmging 
out  MSB. 
'    Tatis  ft  ALxxAiiDxa,  Printers,  7,  Symonds-inn,  Chanceiy-laDe. 
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SOVEREIGN        LIFE        OPPICB, 
i»,  St.  luan't-ttntt.  8.1?.,  *at  110,  Cuinon-sltMt,  E.C. 
One  Ibarth  of  tba  Ineoms  was  addtd  to  tb«  Fnndi  in  1370. 
Fnll  Ststaments  of  Aoeonnt  can  be  had  on  ayplteation. 
Adrances  are  made  on  flrat-daaa  iecnritle«,  and  alao,  to  a  Umfted 
extent,  on  Personal  Secnrity,  in  connection  with  pdlciea  eSeoted  In  the 
OffiCd. 

U~~  NIVEESAL   IJFE   ASSURANCE    SOCIETY , 
I,  KIHO  WILLIAM  STRSET,  LONDON,  B.C. 
EaTiUiUaED  1334. 
Aainrances  isaned  on  Itves,  In  Bmtland  or  India,  at  very  economical 
pxeninma,  eudtllDg  to  Annual  Cash  Bonnies. 

The  Annual  Retnm  of  Pnmiam  for  the  laat  eight  yean  hai  been  W 
percent. 

Pieapectuaea,  37tli  Annual  Report,  and  Salance-aheet,  may  be  had,  aa 
•bOTe,  or  at  the  Branch  Offlcei  of  tlie  Society,  In  Calcutta,  Midraa,  and 
B«mb«r- 

FREDK.  BENDRIK8,  Astoary  and  Secretary. 

TTNiVERsrrr  life  asstjeanoe  society. 

\J  29,  Fall-mall,  London.  S.W. 

Amotint  of  Capital  originally  nhMribed  £600,000,  on  wbidi 

basbeen  paidup £ao,OM 

Amoant  aoenmnlatad  fimn  Premiuma 920,000 

Annnallnoome  96,000 

Amount  of  Folldea  in  existence  and  oatatanding  addltiona 

upwards  of .     S.MO,000 

Additiont  to  Policies  at  the  Ninth  DtTision  of  Profits,  S^  per  cent,  per 
annum. 

The  Tenth  Qnlnquennial  Dirision  of  Fronts,  June,  1376. 

CHARLES  MoCABE,  Secretaiy. 

ATIONAL  LIFE  ASSUEANCE  SOCIETY  for 
mrroAL  asscrance, 

2,  King  Wllliam-itreet,  London,  E.C. 

Eatabllsbed  In  1830. 

This  Society  has  a  large  aceiunnUted  Fund,  exceeding  in  amount  90 

za  onra.  of  the  wlule  of  the  Premiums  reedred  on  existing  PoUelee  t 

a  proportion  rarely  attained  by  tlie  most  sncceasftal  Offices, 

All  tsx  raonra  belong  to  the  Assured,  and  are  employad  in  tbe 
gradual  reduction  and  nlUmate  eztlnetioa  of  tlieir  Premiums ;  a  result 
which  naay  be  expected  toeeenr,  lo  tbe  srerage  ol  eases.  In  about  twenty 
years  from  the  date  of  the  Policy, 

Tbe  Premiuma  are  moderate  and  the  expeoaea  ol  management  small, 
DO  ooKXisaioii  being  paid  on  the  intradnotion  of  builneas. 

Penons  residing  in  the  Country  esn  eftsct  Assurances  without  tbe  ne- 
eeaslty  of  attendance  In  London ;  the  medical  examination  being  made 
by  the  Society's  local  relkrees. 

Further  particulars  may  be  had  on  application  at  the  Office,  penooally 
or  by  letter. 

CHARLES  ANSELL,  Jna.,  Aetaaiy, 

FoomiiD  A.».  1844. 
^■nowered  by  Special  Act  of  Parliament,  IS  tb  28  Viet.  am.  74. 

THE    GREAT     BRITAIN     MUTUAL     LIFE 
ASSURANCE     SOCIEXr. 
101,  CMtAfsisa,  LOXDOII. 
Cbairmao— VISCOUNT  NEWRT,  H.P. 
Paoouss  or  tb«  Ntw  BusmiH  or  Tin  Soonrr. 


Tev. 

SumsAasued. 

Fnll  Annual  Premiums. 

1867 
1868 
1869 
1870 

£106,660 
I6g,983 
»06,4»0 
111,200 

£4,377      0    10 
6,391      6      7 
6,683     IS      « 
7,783      0    10 

ANDREW  FRANCIS,  t«ecratary. 


LAW     LIFE      ASSURANCE      SOCIETY, 
FLEET-STREET,  LONDOK. 
EaiABusBiD  1823. 

8ubsa<bed  Capital  £1,000,000. 

Nlne-tentbs  of  which  remain  nnc^led. 
Inrested  Capital  on  3Ist  December,  1870,  as  sUted  In  the  Re- 
turns made  to  the  Bosrd  of  Trade,  pursuant  to  tbe  Liib 

Afonmee  Oompaniea  Act,  1870  £6,870,630 

Inooanafttthepastyear,  according  to  the  lameretnnu....       606,909 
Total  clalma  paid  to  Slit  December,  1870— 

Snmsaaaured £6,647,846 

Bonnsthereon 2,030,079 

8,686,gt« 

Total  amount  of  Bonus  allotted  at  the  seTcral  dlriiiona  of 

profits  wliloh  hare  been  made 4,861^4 

Assurances  on  lives  may  be  elbcted  for  any  desired  amount,  with  or 
without  profits. 

Polidee  are  granted  under  the  terms  of  the  Married  Women's  Pro- 
party  Act,  1870. 

Loans  sra  granted  on  seonrity  of  life  interest  in  connectloa  with 
policies  of  assurance. 

Adranoea  are  made  on  security  of  the  unencumbered  polidee  of  the 
Sodety. 

The  expeosee  of  management  (Including  commlasione)  are  under  4} 
percent  on  the  annual  income. 

Prospectuiee,  forme  ot  proposal,  Ac,  may  be  obtained  on  application, 
personslly  or  by  letter,  to  the  Actuary  at  tbe  OflSce. 
June,  1871.  GRIFFITH  DA  VIES,  Actuary. 

CITY  OFFICES,  eminently  adapted  for  a  large 
firm  of  Solicitors.— Fenehuroh-street.— TO  BE  LET,  the  whole  of 
the  upper  part  of  a  newly.built  House,  four  floors.  Such  a  complete 
occupsltion  in  tbe  City  Is  seldom  in  the  market.  Rent  £200,  or  iritb 
large  light  ground  floor  £400.— Apply  at  7,  Feneborch-street. 


LAW   FIRE    INSURANCE  SOCIETY. 
Offleea,  Chaaoery-lane,  London. 
Subecrtbed  Capital.  £6/100,006. 
TRUSTEES. 
The  Bight  Hon.  Lord  Ohelmsford. 
Tbe  n^t  Hon.  Lord  Truro. 
TBe  R^t  Hon.  Lord  Broogfasim. 
The  Right  Hon.  Sir  WUliam  BotOI,  the  LocdObief  Judceofltt 

Canmoo  Pleas. 
The  Bight  Hen.  The  Recorder  of  London,  K.F. 
The  Bight  Hon.  John  Robert  Howbray,  K.P. 
Tbe  Hon.  the  Vtee-Chancellor  Sir  Riehaid  tialigs. 
Insurances  expiring  at  Midtummer  should  be  leneired  wtthisliiiji 
thereafter,  st  the  Offloea  of  tbe  Society,  or  with  aay  of  is  igw> 
throughout  tbe  country. 

QBOROE  WILUAH  BXLU  SecMnr. 

I   AW  "union"  FIRE  and"  LIFE  INSUBASCS 

I J  COUPANT.  Chief  Ofllce— 126,  Chancecy-laae,  liuki,1£. 
Capital,  One  Million  Sterling,  fully  aobacribed  by  upvartssftHiln- 
hoUers,  nearly  all  of  whom  are  members  of  the  IsittI  pratuiiis. 

Chalnnaii— Sir  Wouam  Foena,  Bart,  Konridi. 
Deputy-Chairman— Jaios  CuDDO*,  Esi].,  Barrister-st'Law,  Qoltatii. 
bailding.  Temple. 
The  Capital  sobaerlbed  and  Fiuda  in  hand  amoant  to  ipesl)  i 
£1,300,000,  allbrding  nnquastlonable  aecorlty. 

The  Directors  invite  particular  attention  to  the  new  tm  H  Itt 
P(dicy,  which  Is  free  from  all  oonditiaos. 

The  Company  advaneea  Honey  on  Mortgage  ot  Life  Intanti  ul 
Reveralona,  whether  absolute  or  contingent. 
Proapectuses  and  every  inlbrmattoo,  sent,  poet  free,  on  sppBialigitg 
FRANK  MoQEDT,  Actuary  asd  SeenUr;. 

HE     AGRA     BANK     (LIMITED), 

Established  in  1813.— Caplul.  £1,0004101. 
HEAD  OmCE— NICHOLAS-LAKE,  LOMBARO-STBIIT,  LOIiDOI. 


Haasra.OLTM,  MILLS,  CURRIE,  lb  Co.,  The  NATIONAL  BASC  OF 

SCOTLAND,  and  the  BANC  OP  BNaLAHD. 
BauiCKia  In  Edinburgh,  Cslentta,  Bombay,  Madras,  Ennaekst,  iin. 
Lahore,  Shanghai,  Hong  Kong. 

OraraiiT  Aooomrs  are  kept  at  the  Head  Ofllce  on  the  wni  r* 
lomary  with  London  bankers,  and  intaieat  allowed  whsa  Ibe  oA 
balance  doee  not  Ul  below  £100. 

Daroerrs  received  for  fixed  periods  on  the  fbllowinc  tsrau,  m.-- 
At  6  per  cent,  par  annum,  saltlect  to  11  months'  notice  of  elthlnnl. 
At  4  ditto  ditto  6  ditto  an 

At*  ditto  ditto  3  ditto  out 

Biua  Issnad  at  the  currant  excbsage  of  the  day  on  uy  of  thi  tnai* 
of  the  Bank  free  of  extra  charge;  and  approved  bMa  puRbasst  km 
for  oollection. 

Salii  Am  PnaoBAiu  eOsctad  in  Brittah  and  foreign  sseeiillsi,l< 
Eaat  India  Slock  and  loaiia,and  the  safo  custody  of  tbe  sans  utatsba. 

Intereet  drawn,  and  amy,  navy,  and  dvU  pay  and  pseaioai  nsML 

Every  otbar  deeetlptlan  of  banking  bnainess  and  mnxr  tof- 
Britlah  and  Indian.  Vanaaeted. 

J.  THOMSOK.CWian- 

IntbePreda, 

AN  ANNUAL  DIGEST  OF  CRIMINAL  LAW. 
Vol.  I.,  eontaining  Oaaas  deeided  (with  extraals  (raa  si|saat> 
andjudgments)  and  Statutaapaaaedln  I37»— 71.  ByWABHU6I.Dffl. 
Esq.,  of  the  Middle  Temple,  BarrWar-at-Law. 

CRAOEOPTS  BANK  DIVlSiBND  CHAM, 
I870-71.-Showliigtha  Hair-yearlyBatea«rDlvMeadlseani^ 
orar  One  Hundred  and  Sixty leint  Slock  Banka,  Uailad  tkidoa  •> 
OotODtal;  with  Nominal  and  Pkid-np  Capital,  Nambsr  sal  Aawl 
Paid  of  Sbarea,Date  of  Payment  of  Dividenda,  Baserve  Fnd,  Udtta. 
Market  Price  of  Sbarea,  January,  1871,  and  TWdpereeaboaratliM 
Price.  Price  2a.  6d. ;  or,  mounted  oo  roller,  lOa.  6d. 

CRAGROFTS  CONSOL  DIAGRAM,  shovisgt^ 
Higheat  and  Loweet  Prioes  of  Three  per  OsDt.  Oeaaob  asd  rif 
trum  tbe  French  Bevolntiou  of  1789  to  the  Fraaoo-Oemiaa  Wtf  ajfi. 
with  the  Orowlh  and  Decline  of  the  National  Funded  MMofaw' 
Britain ;  the  Yearly  Average  of  the  Bank  Rate  of  DlseouBt.sa4TiM- 
latsd  Statement  of  the  Friodpai  Evenu  AITaotinK  the  Prieu  of  SncU 
"  Diagrams  are  sometimes  not  very  simple,  but  the  piissoi  m  » 
clearness  Itself— Is  an  intereatlng  commentary  on  EagBik  Ua«;* 
the  period  in  qnestian.''— Economist 

Price  2s. :  or,  noonted  on  roller,  8a.  6d. 
Will  >horay  be  wady.  the  Seeood  MMloa  of      „,_ 

CRACROFT'S  INVESTORS'  RECORD  rf  PU^ 
CHASES  and  SALES,  with  CALCCLATIOMS  Mf^  * 
Every  Inveetment  An  additional  portion  eepedally  adapisdBr  v 
Legal  ProfMsion.eontaining  Forms  of  Entry  tur  Freahddsaiunw" 
Property;  Leasehold,  Let  and  Held;  Mortgagee,  Held  airi  ^^i 
Insurances;  Bills  ajid  PromiMory  Notes i  Moneys  Aimm  * 
Borrowed. 

"  The  objeot  of  this  Memorandum  Book  la  to  anabto  every  Isn»" 
keep  a  systematic  Record,  producible  in  a  Court  of  Law,  of  •^"7°'' 
vestment  tranaactlon  entered  Into.  No  snoh  record  was  la  toKX' 
previous  to  the  first  ediUon. 

London :  EvrmeHAii  Wxlsoii,  Publisher,  Boyal  ExchsuS' 
BERNARD  CBACROFT,  Sworn  Broker,  4,  Analia-fiufs,  K.C 

THE  LAW  OF  TRADE  MARKS,  with  sW 
aeeonnt  of  Ita  Hiatoi}  and  Development  In  the  PoiJilw  <'Jr 
Courts  of  Law  and  E^nltr.  By  EDWARD  LLOrO,  Esq.,  of  I<«»  *" 
Inn,  Barrister-at-Law.    Price  Ss.  ,^ 

- 1  am  indebted  to  the  very  valuable  litUe  pnbUcatton  s(  ■^'^^' 
who  has  cdlecled  all  the  aathoritiee  on  tlUa  ault|aet.''-Ti«"'*°' 
McAndrev  r.  Bassett,  Marob  4. 

12,  CookVeourt,  Oarey-etreel,  UneolnVittn,  WX. 
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Th  Qfiet  »f  thit  JoiJKtiAi.  and  oj  the  WebkIiT  Rbportbr, 
i$  matt  li,  Cook't'court,  Carey. ttrnt,  W.C. 

TUt  SiAteriptioH  to  th»  SoLionoKe'  Joobnal  i« — Tbiffn,  26<., 
Camtrf  28*.;  ieith  the  Wsbkly  Rxpoktbs,  52.'.  Payment 
intiianee  ituhulet  Oeuble  Numbert  and  Pottage.  SuheeriUrt 
ten  hne  their  Volamee  hound  at  the  OJlce — ettth,  2e.  6d., 
keif  ha  ealf,  4<.  6d. 

All  leltert  intended  for  puiUeation  in  the  "  Solieitore'  Journal " 
nuut  te  authenticated  by  the  name  of  the  writer,  though  not 
xeeteiarily  for  publication. 

Where  d(fleuUy  ii  experienced  in  proeariny  the  Joitrnal  uth 
rtyularity  in  the  Provinces,  it  if  requested  that  apptieatiou  be 
aiie  iireet  t»  the  Puilieher. 


c  Salicitffrs'  Jaurital. 

LONDOIT,  JULY  16,  1871. 


Aptib  uvea.   PBEPAaA.TlOK   and   prelnding,  the  fitst 

dot  of  the  Legal  Edaoation  Beformenhaa  at  length  been 

filed.    Sir  BoandeU  Palmer,  an  the  representatiTe  of  the 

Legal  Edaoation  Assooiation,  nured  on  Taeeday  hia  leso- 

Intions  in  faTonr  of  the  establiahment  of  a  General  School 

of  Vkw  (the  term  "Legal  TTaiTeraity"  woald  aeem  to 

hare  been  abandoned  as  self-contradictor;),  in  the  gorem- 

msnt  of  whioh  the  branohes  of  the  legal  profession  may 

be  aaitaUy  reprosented,  and  after  the  establishment  of 

whioh,  no  person   shall   be  admitted  to  praotioe  in  any 

branoh  without  hariog  passed  the  School  Examinations : 

j&Boandell  Palmer  also  mored  an  address  to  the  Qneen 

praying  tor  a  Charter  of  Incorporation  for  the  Sohool  to 

be  establiehed  :  Mr.  Osborne  Morgan  seconded  the  motion  ; 

and  it  being  then  very  late  at  night,  Mr.  Jessel  moved 

the  adjournment  of  the  debate.      Thns  the  first  shot  has 

been  iiied.     The  XTniversities  have  identified  themselves 

with  the  scheme.      On  behalf  of  the  solioitors  branoh  of 

the  piofesiion,  the   Incorporated   Law  Society  and  the 

Hatropolitan  and  Proviacial  hare    expressed  a  geaeral 

adhesion.  Two  out  of  the  four  Inns  of  Court — viz.,  Cray's- 

inn  and  the  Middle  Temple,  hare  also  annoanoed  their 

general  approval  of  the  plan  of  one  Grand  Law  Sohool  and 

cooipalsoryexaminationsforthebar.  Bat thelnaer Temple 

aod  Linooln's-inn  refused  to  accept  the  idea  of  educating 

both  branohes  together,  and  of  abandoning  their  present 

control  of  the  edncation  of  the  bar.      The  Inner  Temple 

and  Linooln's-inn  bencher;,  however,  evidently  view  the 

present  movement  as  one  too  formidable  to  be  neglected  ; 

and    they     have     essayed    to     weaken    the     case    of 

the  reformers,  so  far  as  they  aie  concerned,  by  altering 

they  own  rules  to  the  requirement  of  compolsoiy  exami- 

tions  before  calls  to  the  bar. 

That  the  members  of  every  profession  shonid  be 
edacated  as  well  as  possible  in  the  technical  knowledge 
of  their  avocation  as  well  as  in  general  attainments,  is  a 
position  which  reqairra  no  argament,  nor  can  it  be  dis- 
puted that  oompnlsory  bar  examinations  must  do  good 
snd  can  do  no  harm.  The  Inns  of  Coart  themselves 
used  not  in  olden  times  to  call  any  student  to  the  bar 
Dntil  satisfied  of  his  proficiency  in  law  studies,  although 
hey  afterwards  abandoned  that  requirement.  The 
luestion  whether  the  bar  and  the  solicitors  should 
>r  shonid  not  be  edaoated  side  by  side  seems  to  as,  as  at 
ireaent  adwised,  to  be  simply  a  qnestion  of  the  best 
■rderinjf  and  management  of  the  means  of  instmotion  ; 
nd  if  .  the  splitting  up  of  the  "  University "  into 
oUeges  is  likely  to  prove  inoonvenient  in  this  respect, 
bat  is  a  reason  for  the  junotion.  Short  of  that  we 
30  no  reacKin  why  the  Inns  of  Court,  under  sufBoient 
oetoion  and  ooutrol,  might  not  be  left  to  prepare  their 
wn  students  fdr  the  oompnlsory  examinations  of  the 
reat  Ijaw  Sohool  of  whioh  they  would  be  members. 


Mr.  Bbttcb  has  introduoed  a  bill  in  whioh  he  hopes  to 
'X  over  the  Iiord's  Day  Act  difBsulty  by  vesting  the  pro- 
ouiiu^  p'j<ver4  solely  in  the  police.  Nutv,  as  we  remnrked 


three  weeks  ago,  the  advisibility  of  committing  such  a 
discretion  to  the  police  is  extremely  questionable.  If  any 
police  prosecutions  take  place  at  all.  there  will  infallibly 
be  complaints  and  suspicions  that  iostanoes  are  singled 
out  unfairly,  and  in  the  face  of  experience,  especially 
that  of  publio-house  prosecutions,  it  is  difficult  to  predict 
that  such  complaints  and  suepioions  will  be  groundless. 
It  may  be,  however,  that  this  measure  is  intended  merely 
to  render  it  possible  to  postpone  the  consideration  of  the 
Act  of  Charles  11.  to  next  Session  -,  and  that  the  police 
are  not  meant  to  enter  upon  a  general  duty  of  proseoo- 
tion. 

A  CURIOUS  COUNTY  oouET  CASB  has  ooouned  thin 
week,  which  appears  not  to  have  been  contemplated  by 
any  of  the  nnmerons  statutes  relating  thereto  or  by  the 
rules  of  practice.  It  appears  tha:  a  waggonette  and  a 
cab  oame  into  collision  in  the  Westminster  District,  and, 
as  almost  invariably  happens  in  running-down  cases, 
each  party  believed  the  blame  rested  with  the  other. 
The  owner  of  the  waggonette  brought  his  action  in  the 
Lambeth  District,  the  owner  of  the  cab  residing  tberp, 
and  on  the  summons  being  served  the  defendant  deter- 
mined to  bring  a  cross  action.  On  the  attorney  attend- 
ing at  the  court  for  that  purpose,  he  fonnd  that  the 
Court  had  no  jurisdiction,  as  no  part  of  the  oause  of 
action  arose  in  the  district,  and  the  party  to  be  sued  re- 
sided in  the  Wands?7orth  District.  As  both  actions  in- 
volved the  same  set  of  facts,  making  them  practically 
one  action,  it  was  desirable  that  one  judge  should  try 
both,  bat  to  accomplish  that  object  a  most  oirouitoua 
method  was  neoessary.  By  the  22ad  section  of  19  &  20 
Vict.  0.  108,  a  county  court  jadge  may,  on  the  application 
of  either  party,  Mud  a  cause  to  any  other  county  conrt 
for  trial  if  he  is  satisfied  that  the  cause  can  be  "  more 
conveniently  tried  "  in  such  other  conrt.  This  provision 
is  the  only  one  by  which  the  two  oanses  can  be  brought 
together  into  one  court.  The  cross  aobion  must  therefore 
be  brought  in  the  Wandsworth  Court,  where  the  defen- 
dant resides,  or  in  the  Westminster  Court,  where  the 
oau!!e  of  action  arose.  Oae  of  the  parties  must  then 
apply  for  a  change  of  venae  on  the  ground  of  greater 
convenience  of  triaL  If  both  parties  were  to  make  the 
application  on  the  same  day,  but  at  different  courts, 
the  result  wonld  be  that  each  action  would  be  transferred 
to  the  other  court. 

We  mention  the  case  for  the  pnrpoee  of  suggesting  that 
a  very  simple  rule  would  obviate  the  difficulty.  If  the 
commencement  of  any  action  in  any  court  were  made 
sufficient  to  fonnd  jurisdiction  to  try  any  oross  aotion, 
the  matter  would  be  much  simplified  and  sometimes 
much  valuable  time  saved.  In  view  of  the  proximate 
county  court  vacation,  the  case  mentioned  may  be  delayed 
six  weeks  or  two  months  for  want  of  a  simpler  mode  of 
proceeding  than  the  existing  one. 


Thk  dkbaibs  on  the  dansee  of  the  Ballot  Bill  in  com- 
mittee have  been  proceeding  slowly  daring  the  week. 
Numerous  amendments  have  been  proposed,  but  few 
oarried,  and  the  alterations  hitherto  made  in  the  bill 
seem  nnimportant.  The  different  views  taken  are  rather 
amusing.  First  an  amendment  is  proposed  to  leave  out 
the  word  "  Parliamentary,"  and  so  confine  the  operation 
of  a  particular  clause  to  mnnioipal  elections;  and  no 
sooner  is  that  disposed  of  than  another  amendment  is 
proposed  to  leave  out  the  word  "  mnnioipal,"  and  confine 
the  clause  to  Parliamentary  elections.  The  last  amend- 
ment, whioh  was  moved  by  Mr.  Heniy  James,  would  pro- 
bably have  been  carried  but  for  a  mistake,  and  it  is 
likely  enough  that  it  will  be  introduoed  upoo  the  report. 
The  effect  of  it  would  not  be  to  exclude  municipal  elec- 
tions from  the  operation  of  the  bill  altogether,  but  only 
from  that  part  of  it  which  relates  to  nominations.  At 
present,  in  municipal  elections,  nominations  are  by 
papers;  though  not,  of  course,  exactly  on  the  same  system 
as  the  bill  proposes.  The  system,  however,  is  totally 
different  from  the  public  nominations  at  Parliamentary 
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etactiont,  and  then  nema  no  inlBoiMit  raMon  for  maUoK 
any  alteration  in  it.  After  thew  amendmeota  bad  been 
diapcxcd  of,  a  reiy  long  discassion  ensoed  as  to  the  num- 
ber of  persons  who  ahonM  be  entitled  to  attend  nomina- 
tioDi.  We  cannot  bnt  think  that  the  difBonltiea  anggeated 
were  almost  entirely  fancifnl;  howerer,  in  the  resalt,  the 
number  of  persons  whore  attendanoe  was  proposed  at  first 
was  considerably  restricted  ;  and,  jndgioR  from  the  reports 
which  hare  appeared  in  the  newspapers  aa  to  the 
amendments  carried,  they  do  do  not  appear  to  ns  to 
Ivave  the  clanse  Tery  intelligible.  If  this  is  so, 
it  may  probably  be  remedied  on  the  report,  bat  the 
point  reqnires  attention.  Mr.  Walter  then  mored  to 
ezdode  oonnties  from  the  operation  of  the  bill,  bat 
this  propoaition  met  with  bnt  little  faToar,  exoept  from 
I  hcae  who  desire  to  hare  aa  little  as  poaaible  of  the  baUot. 
The  next  discossion  arose  as  to  the  time  of  oloeing  the 
(oll,  and  propositions  were  made  to  keep  open  the  poll 
until  eight  and  nntil  six,  which  howerer  were  both  re- 
icoted.  It  does  not  appear  that  the  difficulties  aa  to 
what  ia  to  be  done  in  the  ease  of  peiaons  in  the  act  of 
voting  when  the  poll  doses  have  yet  been  diacuseed.  The 
laat  matter  which  the  house  dealt  with  was  one  of  Mr. 
Leatham's  motions  on  points  of  detail,  which  gave  rise  to 
»  lengthy  disouaaion  upon  the  respectiTe  merits  of  cards 
and  papers.  We  are  inclined  to  agree  with  Mr.  Forster 
that "  paper"  includes  "card,"  or  that  if  itdoesnot,  it  may 
reasonably  be  made  to  do  so  by  the  interpretaticMi  olanse. 
Soeh  mattera  as  these  are  far  better  left  either  to  the 
dircretion  of  the  returning  officezs,  or  else  to  be  provided 
for  by  the  mles  of  the  Home  Secretary.  If  the  committee 
onoe  enter  on  the  discussion  of  such  matters,  they  will 
eoon  find  themselTea  unable  to  deal  with  them,  and  if  tbey 
provide  minutely  for  some  minor  matters,  and  fail  to  do 
«u  as  to  all,  it  will  inevitably  be  said  that  the  omiisioms 
were  intentional,  and  a  different  interpretation  will  be 
pot  on  many  parte  of  the  Act  than  Is  probably  in- 
tended. Mr.  Leatham  seems  this  year  to  have  dropped 
his  notion  about  invisible  ink,  and  to  have  invented  a 
schrme  of  using  colours,  which  appears  equally  ohildiah. 
We  trust  that  whatever  else  the  Legislature  may  do  on 
th<>  matter,  they  will  do  nothing  to  assist  persons  to  vote 
wl  o  cannot  read  the  name  of  their  candidate.  The  votes 
of  boch  persons  cannot  be  so  valuable  that  their  loss 
Khonid  be  regretted,  even  if  they  cannot  be  given  under 
the  Government  plan,  which  however  we  believe  they  can. 


Br  THE  Debrntubk  Stock  Act,  1871,  it  is  enacted 
*<  where  a  power  has  before  the  passing  of  this  Act  been 
or  shall  at  any  time  hereafter  be  given  to  trustees  to 
invest  trust  funds  in  the  mortgages  or  bonds  of  a  rail- 
way company,  or  of  any  other  dewitiption  of  company, 
Fuch  power  shall,  unlets  the  contrary  is  expressed  in  the 
■n^trument  creating  the  power,  be  deemed  to  include  a 
power  to  invest  snob  funds  in  the  debenture  stock  of  a 
railway  company  or  such  other  company  as  aforesaid,  and 
an  investment  of  trust  funds  in  debenture  stock  may  be 
made  accordingly.'' 

lo  all  oases  where  the  instrument  creating  the  trn8t,be 
it  Kettlement  or  will,  oootains  authority  to  the  trustees  to 
invent  the  trust  monies  in  debentures,  or  following  the 
mollis  of  the  Act  in  "  mortgages  or  bonds  "  of  any  rail- 
nay  or  other  company,  no  difficulty  can  arise  ;  the 
tiurtres  can  invest  in  debenture  stcck  in  the  place  of  the 
delH-utures  authorised  by  the  instrument  creating  the 
trust. 

There  are,  however,  many  cases  in  which  the  authority 
to  make  certain  specified  invextmente  is  coupled  with  a 
direction  that  the  trust  funds  are  not  to  be  invested  in  invest- 
ments of  any  other  nature.  Thus  the  form  may  ran  as 
follows  :  Power  to  the  trnste<s  to  invest  "  in  any  of  the 
stocks,  fund  and  secnrities  hereinafter  mentioned,  afuf  in 
no  ot/ieri "  or  Mr.  Davidson's  form  may  be  adopted,  wherp, 
after  giving  ali!<t  of  the  inv^ftmentE  anthorified,  is  added 
the  words,  tntt  not  in  anj/  other  mode  of  inre$ttHent."  In 
either  of  these  cases  if  investments  in  debentures  are  au- 


thoriced  we  havn  to  consider,  whether  thswisdiliitalki 
are  such  an  exprefsion  of  intention  tbit  isrtilWBb 
should  not  be  made  in  debenture  stock  is  will  pmet 
the  Act  from  applying.  Prior  to  the  psaiiif  gi  l!ti|i 
Vic.  c.  35,  Lord  St.  Leonard's  Act,  and  23  fe  M  Tct  S 
tmsteee  wen  in  the  absence  of  any  special  sofiica^A 
liberty  to  invest  only  in  a  Oovemment  Tbm  per&M, 
Stocb  :  the  investments  authorised  by  the  oi4iiiii;is4 
wen  Government  funds  of  all  natures,  rtsl  aiMilli^ 
and,  oocasionally,  railway  debentures  ;  woida  Ofamj 
exolnding  in  vestments  of  any  other  nature  wenmesgi 
sary,  because  trustees  had  no  power  to  make  laj  otH 
investments  than  those  specified,  and,  tbtnfon,  anrti 
ing  to  the  rule  in  conveyancing  that  uaneeeau;  «d 
should  not  be  employed,  they  were  never  inKrtgd. 

After  the  passing  of  these  Acts  the  case  wta  &m 
Trustees  became  authorised  to  invest  in  maoj  lenfi 
and  aoeordingly  the  words  in  question  were  iatndiai 
cates  when  it  was  desired  to  restrict  the  invatnati 
those  expreaaly  authorised  by  the  instrument  emtii;  I 
trust.  It  must  he  remembered  that  as  so(m  ti  then  H 
were  passed  it  became  probable  that  from  timt  tt  ti 
acts  would  he  passed  authorising  trustees  to  mkt 
vestments  of  natures  not  contemplated  at  the  tinei 
the  trust  was  created,  and  as  it  was  impoasiUe  to  ta 
what  investments  would  be  authorised,  the  oaij 
method  of  forbidding  them  was  to  use  very  |«b 
words.  From  these  considerations  we  mMj  iat 
conclusion  that  where  the  instmmenteceatiBf  ttit 
contains  a  power  to  invest  in  debentares  with  s  la 
prohibition  against  investments  of  any  natam  « 
those  specified,  the  recent  Act  doe*  not  eapni 
tmstees  to  invest  in  debentura  stock. 

It  is,  perhaps,  worth  while  to  point  oat  that  tkn 
of  debentures  and  debentura  stock  is  so  veiy  diSs 
that  trustees  who,  in  the  exercise  of  diaoietiai  " 
in  them,  consider  debentntee  a  proper  form  o<  ic 
ment,  must  not  hastily  oonolade  that  debenture  tt 
so. 

In  the  case  of  debentures,  they  are  entitled  to 
the  principal  sum  advanced  repaid,  aft«r  the  Up* 
specified  time,  generally  three  or  five  years;  m  tk 
they  have  selected  a  well-managed  railway  vitk  I 
directors,  they  are  safe  to  get  the  principal  back 
without  any  diminution,  while  on  the  other' 
owner  of  debenture  stock  is  entitled  to  notbiaf  I 
interest;  and  if  he  wishes  to  realise  hiii  princij 
must  sell  the  stock,  and  run  thn  ri»k  of  the  ii« 
of  the  market.  It  may  he  said  that  no  seiioQi 
likely  to  coonr,  as  the  trnateea  can  sell  oat  befo: 
stock  has  fallen  very  far.  Unfortonately,  hoveiei 
perienoe  teaches  us  that  very  few  persons  have  tie 
to  realise  at  the  commencement  of  a  fall  in  price,  i 
ends  in  the  permanent  depreciation  of  any  part 
stock  ;  they  generally  hold  on;  and,  knowing  tke 
oulty  of  getting  tmstees  to  move,  we  may 
they  would  hold  on  also. 

To  set  against  this  disadvantage  when  compsiedl 
debentures,  it  must  be  remembered  that  at  th« 
when  the  debentures  are  being  paid  off,  it  pil 
happens  that  one  of  the  trustees  has  the  prinoifal  il 
possession,  and  may  possibly  make  away  with  >' 
that  the  necessity  of  renewing  debentares  gires  tx» 
the  trustees. 

A  few  words  on  the  form  of  the  inveatmeat 
settlements.    This  is  one  of  the  clauses  whieb  I 
stantly  to  be  read  and  acted  upon  by  people  who 
lawyers,  and  who  ooosequently  have  oonsideraMe 
in  finding  the  clause,  and   possibly   in  nndeiatasiil 
when  found.     It  would  probably  render  it  oKut  i 
them  to  understand  their  duties,  if  the  aotiuinxd 
ments    were    specified    in    a   schedule,    headed 
schedule  of  authorised  investmento,"  while  the 
to  it  in  the  body  of  the  deed  might  authorise  the 
td  invest   "  in  any  of  the  stocks,  funds,  and  • 
specified  ia  the  sohedale  here  audet  writtea." 
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DSYASDUST  IN  PARLIAMENT. 

It.  Tomline  Minoaaoed  to  the  House  of  Oommons 
,  Xondaj  the  disooveiy  that  there  is  a  Statute  under 
loh  no  lawyer  oan  be  a  Talid  county  member,  and  Mr. 
gUna^  and  Mr.  Bentinok  who  followed  him,  darkly 
ted  that  every  bit  of  legislation  sinoe  1872,  in  whioh 
ja  knights  of  the  shire  have  taken  part,  may  be 
Dd  to  be  absolutely  null  and  Toid. 
lie  "  Statute  "  referred  to  is  an  Ordinanoe  of  46  Edward 
,  vheieby, "  men  of  the  law  following  business  in  the 
('■Courts  "  were  prohibited  from  being  returned  orao- 
tad  as  knights  of  the  shire.  The  question  whether  this 
iosnee  was  binding  as  a  law  of  the  land  has  been  dis- 
ltd  orer  and  OTer  again  in  Parliament  and  elsewhere, 
many  oooasions  of  historioal  interest,  and  it  has  never 

I  hdd  to  be  law.  In  Coke's  Institntes  (4  Inst.  o.  1, 
,  it  is  stated  that  this  was  but  an  Ordinanoe  of  the 
di'  Horns,  not  an  Aot  of  Parliament,  and  at  4  Inst. 
,  48,  it  is  stated  that  eren  if  it  was  an  Aot  of  Parlia- 
It  it  must  be  considered  abrogated  by  5  Riob.  II.,  s.  2, 
,sad  7  Hen.  IV.,  c.  15.     Sir  Edward  Coke,  however, 

i  bimaelf  an  otCender  against  the  Ordinanoe,  for,  being 
[iff  of  Bnokingham,  he  was  ohosen  knight  of  the  shire 
Norfolk,  so  that  although  by  the  judgment  of  the 
lie  house  he  had  privilege  of  Parliament  allowed  him, 
say  be  considered  somewhat  interested  in  the  qnea- 

00  which  he  gives  so  confident  an  opinion. 

II  the  strength  of  the  Ordinance  in  question,  a  clause 
id  the  "Nolnmus  "  Clause,  was,  in  the  next  year — viz.,  47 
r.  III.— inserted  in  the  writ  to  the  sheriff,  and  from 

1  to  time,  but  not  regularly,  afterwards.  This  clause 
scoased  at  length  in  Whitelooke's  "  Notes  upon  the 
t»  Writ  for  Choosing  Members  of  Parliaunent,"  and 
(elocke  arrives  dearly  at  the  oondnsion  that  the 
unoe  is  not  law.  In  Rnflhead's  editira  of  the 
ates  it  is  remitted  to  an  appendix. 

>ke  is  not  right  in  stating  Uiat  tiiis  Ordinanoe  was 
nsde  in  presenoe  of  the  Commons.  A  reference  to 
Parliament  Roll  shows  clearly  that,  though  it  was 
an  "  Aot  of  Parliament "  in  the  modem  aocepta- 

whioh  means  a  statute,  it  was  still  an  "Act 
Parliament"  in  the  aense  of  an  act  assented 
1  Parliament.  The  entry  in  the  Parliament  Roll 
.Pari.  46  Edw.  III.,  m.  13)  expressly  states  the  pre- 
3of  the  Oommons,  and  thenprooeeda — "  Lea  petitions 
n  les  Cammnnes  avoient  mis  en  Parlemeat  et  lea 
ma  sar  elea  donez  fnront  Inez,  et  auxi  une  ordinance 
60  meame  le  Parlement,  en  manere  q'eosnyt:— Puree 
nti  de  Ley,"  Jcc,  and  then  follows  the  remainder  of 
)rdinaace^that  is,  the  Commons  petitions  and  the 
tanents  passed*  on  them  having  been  read,  the  Ordi 
*  in  queation  wai  then  made.  There  is  therefore  no 
tt  that  the  Parliamentary  consent,  whioh  in  this 
1  began  to  be  a  necessary   ingredient  of  a    new 

vas  wanting  here.  Yet  tills  was  not  made 
I  petition,  as  a  Statute  wonid  have  been,  and 
pienly  staled  an  Ordinance.  Even  Hallam  admits 
the  distinction  between  Ordinances  and  Statutes  is 

obscure.  But  it  is  clear  that  the  word  is  used, 
isntly  at  least,  where  an  act  of  the  whole  Legis- 
'6  is  meant.  It  seems  clear,  also,  that  the 
I  Ordinanoe  is  also  used  to  signify  a  role  of  tem- 
ty  operation.  Take,  for  instance,  the  case  cited 
bUam  from  37  Edw.  III.,  where,  it  being  "  de- 
ded  of  the  Lords  and  Common!>,  inasmuch  as  the 
ier  of  their  petitions  wa^  novel  and  unheard  of  be- 

whether  they  wonl  1  have  them  granted  by  way  of 
nance  or  of  Scatnte,  they  annwered  that  it  would  be 

to  have  them  by  wuy  uf  Ordinanoe  and  not  of 
Its,  in  order    that    anything    which    shouM    need 

In  Edward  Ill.'a  time  the  Commons'  petition  and  the 
'•  uuwer  theieun  were  entered  on  the  Statute  Rail,  aud 
ed  the  embodiment  of  the  new  law.  The  present  system, 
r  which  a  draft  of  the  proposed  law  i*  sent  up  by  the  Houses 
8  Sovereign  U  in  the  form  uf  a  "  Bill,"  originatoJ  iibout  the 
«f  Henry  VI. 


amendment  might  be  amended  at  the  next  Parliament " 
(Rot.  Pari.,  87  Edw.  III.,  m.  18).  This  is  probably  theex- 
planation  of  the  whole  thing,  and  the  reason  why  thisOrdi- 
nance  cannot  be  found  to  have  had  any  permanent  effect 
in  the  oonstitation  of  Parliaments.  It  was  an  act  of  Parlia- 
ment at  the  time,  but  never  became  a  part  of  the  "  law  of 
the  land."  There  are  bat  very  slight  traoee  of  its  having 
been  acted  on  in  the  direction  of  the  writs.  There  was  a 
Parliament  holden  at  Coventry  in  the  sixth  year  of  Henry 
lY.,  in  whioh  no  lawyer  sat;  "  by  reason  whereof,"  as  Coke 
says,  "  this  Parliament  was  fruitless  and  never  a  good  law 
made  thereat,and  therefore  oaUedtiwfeotuniPaKiaiiM/ttwni, 
or  lack-learning  Parliament."  The  Ordinance  seems  from 
the  first  never  to  have  been  treated  as  obligatory.  Again, 
in  November,  1640,  and  at  the  trial  of  Charles  I.,  efforts 
were  made  to  excdnde  lawyers  from  Parliament,  but 
without  succeas.  There  oan  be  no  doubt,  in  short,  that 
this  Ordinanoe  is  not  now  in  force  as  a  part  of  the  statute 
law  of  the  land.  It  seems  a  pity,  therefore,  that  it  should 
have  been  Included  amongst  the  revised  Statutes.  If 
Ordinances  were  to  be  included,  there  was  an  Ordinanoe 
made  the  same  session,  respecting  Records  of  the  Conrts, 
which,  though  quoted  by  Coke  as  an  Act  of  Parliament, 
is  not  to  be  found  in  the  new  edition. 

The  other  questions  raised  in  the  debate  depend  upon 
the  assumption  that  this  law  was  in  force.  We  do  not, 
however,  think  they  are  dlfflonlt  to  answer.  In  the  first 
place,  as  to  the  poasibility  of  Sir  Richard  BaggaUay,  Mr. 
Amphlett,  Mr.  Oregory,  and  the  other  "  men  of  the  law  " 
who  at  present  sit  for  counties  being  liable  to  penalties 
for  so  doing,  it  seems  clear  that  there  is  no  general  pro- 
vision under  which  a  disqualified  person  sitting  and 
voting  is  liable  to  penalties.  In  most  cases,  the  statute 
which  creates  the  diaqnalifioation  provides  a  penalty.  In 
the  Ordinanoe  of  46  Edw.  III.,  however,  the  only  penalty 
imposed  is  that  men  of  the  law  then  returned  ahould  lose 
their  wages. 

Again  it  was  suggested  that  measures  carried  by  the 
votes  of  the  members  supposed  to  be  so  disqualified, 
would  be  invalid.  This  is  clearly  not  so.  In  the  first 
place  there  is  nothing  in  the  supposed  Act  to  invalidate 
the  vote,  but  even  if  it  were  to  be  taken  as  equivalent 
to  an  enactment  that  any  lawyer  returned  for  a  county 
shall  not  vote,  the  result  would  be  the  same.  It  might 
be  open  to  a  member  to  move  that  the  vote  of  the  dis- 
qualified person  should  not  be  oounted,  as  is  done  when 
a  member  votes  upon  a  question  on  whioh  he  has  a 
pecuniary  interest  (see  May's  Parliamentary  Practice, 
p.  858  et  $eg).  It  is,  however,  absurd  to  suppose  that  the 
validity  of  a  measure  would  depend  upon  the  qnalifloa- 
tion  or  disqtialifioation  of  the  meml>ers  voting  on  it. 
when  the  question  of  their  qualifioatiou  has  not  been 
raised  in  the  usual  way.  The  question  might  be  raised 
by  an  election  petition ;  or  a  resolntion  of  the  House 
declaring  the  seat  vacant  might  be  passed,  as  in 
the  reoent  case  of  the  Tipperary  eleotion,  where 
O'Donovan  Rossa  was  elected.  If  it  were  open  to  ques- 
tion a  diviaion  on  thia  ground,  it  would  be  equally  open 
to  qnestion  it  oc  the  ground  that  members  voting  in  th'i 
majority  had  been  guilty  of  bribery  or  the  like. 


NATURE  OP  COPYRIGHT  IN  MAPS,  PLANS,  AND 

PANORAMIC  VIEWS. 

Everybody  no  doubt  has  seen  in  the  shop  windows  the 

!  panoramio  bird's  eye  views  or  plana  of  the  seat  of  warmer 

I  other  locality  of  interest  for  the  time  bsini;,  suoh  as  we 

I  believe  were  brought  out  for  the  first  time  during  the 

Crimean  War.     We  propose  to  offer  a  few   remarks  on 

the  law  of  copyright  as  it  affect-i  this  olaM  of  subjects. 

It  must  be  admitted  that  as  regards  the  law  of  copyright 

in  general,  we  stand  in  need  of  a  Consolidation  Aot. 

Some    eighteen    unrepealed    statutes,    relating   to  this 

branch  of  the  law,  are  collected  in  Cbitty's  Collection  of 

Statutes  ;  bnt  putting  out:  of  the  qnestion  suoh  of  tbem 

as  relate  to  various  branches  of  copyright  with  which  we 

are  not  now  concerned,  we  shall  find  that  there  are  two 
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*eriea  of  atatotM  only  relatiiig  to  the  subject  of  this 
article.  Erery  map,  plan,  or  panorunio  view  in  which 
ci'pjright  exiatf,  most  possess  it  either  under  the  series 
of  Acts  beginniog  -with  the  8  Anne,  o.  19  (now  repealed) 
and  represented  by  the  General  Copyright  Aot  of  1842, 
(3  &  8  Viet.  c.  45),  or  nnder  the  other  series  of  Acts,  riz., 
8  Geo.  2, 0.  13,  7  Geo.  3,  o.  38  and  17  Geo.  3,  o.  67. 

The  teries  ef  statutes,  beginning  with  8  Ajine,  c.  19, 
related  to  books  proper,  and  did  not  extend  to  maps. 
Statute  5  k  6  Vict.  o.  46,  however  (s.  8),  rays  that,  in  the 
conetruotion  of  the  Act,  the  word  "  book  "  shall  be  con- 
strued to  mean  and  include  "  every  volume,  part  or 
division  of  a  volume,  pamphlet,  sheet  of  letter  press, 
sheet  of  music,  map,  chart,  or  plan  teparately  puHUhed," 
thus,  bringing  maps  separately  published  into  the 
category  of  publications  entitled  to  literary  copyright. 
The  other  ceries  of  statutes,  which  relate  to  artistic 
as  distinguished  from  literary  copyright,  begins  with 
8  Geo.  2,  o.  13.  That  Act,  which  is  entiUed,  "  An 
Act  for  the  encouragement  of  the  arts  of  designing,  en- 
graving, and  etching,  historical  and  other  prints,  by 
vesting  the  properties  thereof  in  the  inventors  zmd 
engravers,''  vested  the  property  of  historical  and  other 
prints  in  the  inventor  for  fourteen  years.  It  was  amended, 
and  rendered  more  effectual  by  the  7  Geo.  3  o.  38,  which 
extended  the  protection  of  the  former  Act  to  "  points  of 
any  portrait,  conversation,*  landscape,  or  architecture, 
map,  chart,  or  plant ; "  and  extended  the  period  of 
protection  from  fourteen  years  to  twenty-eight  years- 
Statute  17  Geo.  3,  c  67,  merely  enacted  that  the  penalty 
for  piracy  should  be  double  costs  of  suit,  as  well  as 
damages. 

It  would  seem  therefore  as  if  the  proprietor  of  any 
map,  chart,  or  plan  separately  published  is  entitled  to 
copyright  under  both  series  of  statutes.  Begarded  as  a 
literary  work,  his  copyright  in  it  should  enure,  under  6 
&  6^ Vict.  c.  45,  during  his  life  and  for  seven  years  after 
his  death,  or  for  the  term  of  forty-two  years,  as  the  case 
may  be,  provided  always,  that  he  may  not  maintain  an 
action  or  suit  in  re^ipect  of  any  infringement  of  such 
copyright,  until  he  shall  have  previously  registered  it 
iu  the  way  prescribed  by  section  13  of  the  Act.  A  map, 
chart,  or  plan,  on  the  other  hand,  regarded  as  an  artistic 
work,  is  entitled  under  the  Acts  of  Geo.  2  and 
Geo.  3  to  protection  for  an  absolute  term  of  28  years, 
and  no  registration  is  required  as  a  condition  precedent 
to  any  action  or  suit  in  respect  of  any  judgment 
of  the  copyright  ;  though  in  order  to  entitle  himself  to 
the  benefit  of  these  latter  series  of  statutes,  the  proprietor 
must  print  his  name  and  the  day  of  publication  on  every 
copy  iBogve  v.  HouUton,  6  De.  Gex.  k  Sm.  267.) 

In  Stannard  v.  Lee,  (19  W.  R.  616,  L.  R.  6  Ch.  346) 
a  plea  of  non-registration  was  pleaded  to  a  bill,  which 
alleged  that  amap  or  panoramic  view  published  by  the  defen- 
dant was  an  infringement  of  the  plaintiff's  copyright,  and 
the  question  was  discussed  whether  the  Acts  of  Geo.  2  & 
Geo.  3  were  not  virtually  repealed,  as  regards  maps 
separately  published,  by  statutes  5  &  6  Yiot.  c.  45.  The 
Lord  Justices  allowed  the  plea  on  the  ground  that  the 
plaintiff  was  not  entitled  to  maintain  his  suit  until  he 
had  registered  his  map  nnder  S  k6  Vict,  o.  45. 

This  decision  at  first  sight,  looks  very  like  a  decision 
that  maps,  separately  published,  are  no  longer  governed 
by  the  law  of  artistic  works,  bat  by  the  law  of  literary 
works.  This  is  as  much  as  to  say  that  the  Acts  of  Geo. 
2  and  Geo.  3  are  repealed,  though  not  in  express  terms, 
by  the  5  &  6  Vict  c.  45.  And  such  we  admit  that  we 
considered  the  effect  of  this  decision  to  be  (ante  p.  567). 
Bat  the  decision  has  since  been  explained  by  Vice  -Cbau- 
oellor  Bacon,  in  Stannard  v.  Harrison  (19  W.  R.  811), 
where  his  Honour  shows  how  the  plea  came  to  be 
allowed.  The  reason  why  the  plea  was  allowed,  accord- 
ing to  his  Honour,  was  that  the  Bill  alleged  that  the 
plaintiffs  had  printed  and  published  "  a  mnp,"  and  having 
thus  pat  the  thing  published  into  the  category  of  maps, 

*  Fainting  of  a  family  group. 


the  plea  tliAt  their  map  had  not  been  r^tersd  com- 
pletely met  the  case.  It  is  true  that  the  waKl*'iii^i'' 
oocnrs  in  7  Geo.  3,  o.  38  also,  bat  we  suppose  that,  under 
the  rale  that  every  allegation  is  to  be  takui  nuat  stzon^ 
against  the  pleader,  the  defendant  was  entitlei  to  ajr 
that  the  thing  whi(^  the  plaintiff  alleged  to  be  a  ni^ 
was  a  map  within  5  &  6  Vict.  c.  45,  and  thatdoa  re- 
quired to  be  registered.  At  all  events,  we  oannot  aoanit 
for  the  decision,  nnlesa  in  this  way.  It  is  imposiiUe  to 
attach  mncb  weight  to  the  reasoning  ab  tamumtat) 
that,  because  it  is,  or  may  be,  inconvenient  in  pndioe 
that  there  should  be  two  concurrent  statutes,  the  esilie 
one  of  them  must  be  deemed  to  have  been  repealed  b; 
the  later  ;  especially  when  we  find  the  earlier  itatale 
recognised  by  the  16  Viot.  c.  12,  and  the  25t:26TleL 
o.  68.  The  failure,  therefore,  of  the  suit  of  8tu»ari\. 
Leo  (putting  the  merits  of  the  case  aside),  was  owing  to 
a  slip  on  the  part  of  the  pleader,  and  to  no  other  oaw. 
For,  when  we  come  to  Stannard  v.  BoherU  (n?.),  vbat 
the  subject  matter  was  nearly  some,  viz.,  a  biid'i  tj% 
view  or  plan  of  Paris  and  its  fortifications,  the  Tik- 
Chancellor,  on  a  petition  for  rehearing,  regarded  thenliject 
matter  as  a  landscape,  and  as  such  within  the  Acts  of  Geo. 
2,  and  Geo.  3,  which  he  would  not  have  done,  if  it  wen 
the  fact  that  every  map  separately  published  is  within  S 
k  6  Vict.  c.  45. 

The  necessary  coQcIusion  therefore  is,  that  t  nip 
separately  published  (for  lemlle  that  a  map  printed  oa 
the  same  sheet  as  the  letter  press  of  a  book  is  compised 
within  its  copyright,  and  is  not  protected  by  the  Aoti  of 
Geo.  2,  and  Geo.  3.)  is  entitled  to  protection  under  either 
series  of  Acta.  If,  however,  the  proprietor  wishes  to  sw 
in  respect  of  an  infringement,  without  having  regiitend, 
he  must  allege  that  it  is  an  engraving,  or  othervis 
bring  it  within  the  Acta  of  Geo.  2,  and  Geo.  3,  which  do 
not  require  registration,  or  the  plea  of  non-regiitratiai 
will  be  allowed.  We  must  confess,  nevertheless,  that  the 
decision  in  Stannard  t.  Lee,  without  the  Vioe-ChanceUor's 
explanation  of  it  in  Stannard  v.  Harrison,  wonM  be 
likely  to  mislead  people  into  the  belief  that  legistiatioo 
is  essential  in  the  case  of  every  map  separately  puUisheii. 


BECENT  DECISIONS. 


EQUITY. 

LiKN  OF  A  COHPA.NT  ON  ITS  MeHBBRS  SHAUS. 

Be  Oeneral  SxcAange  Bank  Ex  parte  London  aUCit- 
tinental  Bank,  liJS.,  19  W.  R.  791. 

It  is  a  usual  provision  in  articles  of  aaBoeiat>ia 
that  the  company  shall  have  a  lien  on  the  dure 
of  its  members  for  monies  due  from  them  to  the  coo- 
pany.  A  lien  of  shares  is  the  same  thing,  aococdiDg 
to  both  Lords  Justices,  as  an  equitable  charge  on  the  po- 
oeeds  of  the  shares,  and  aocordingly  the  lien  waa  heU 
to  extend  to  monies  payable  in  respect  of  his  sham  to  > 
shareholder  who  de(dined  to  aooept  shares  in  uother 
company  under  an  agreement  for  an  amalgamatJon,  but 
elected  instead  to  receive  a  certain  sam  as  the  valos  o! 
his  shares,  to  which  sum  his  lien  waa  acoordingly  bdd  to 
extend.  The  point  is  a  new  one,  thongh  perhiqa  <&  i>°> 
much  importance;  bat  it  may  be  just  worth  while  to 
note  that  a  provision  of  this  description  expresses,  not  a 
mere  right  to  hold  the  shares  until  the  money  dos  inv 
the  shareholder  shall  have  been  paid,  but  an  eqaitaUo 
charge  on  the  money  for  which  the  shares  are  add. 


COMMON  LAW. 
Pabtseb. — Basking  Account. 
Alliance  Bank  v.  Kfartley,C.V^  19  W.  B.  882. 
The  decision  in  this  case  was  that  one  partner  hai  s9 
right,  without  the  express  authority  of  tte  other  parts*, 
to  open  a  banking  account  in  his  own  name,  bat  J**** 
aocount  of  the  partnership,  and  that  therefore  thsii*'' 
partner  cannot  be  sued  upon  the  balance  of  an  ttfPioA 
so  opened.  The  circumotances  are  the  oonvers*  o.'  th«"i- 
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Ctoit  T.  SmUj/,  2  Ex.  716.  There  aa  aocoant  had  been 
opened  with  the  defendanta  by  Farqahar  aloae,  bat 
with  the  addition  of  the  letters  B.  C.  C.  (Bridgwater  Coal 
Company).  Cook,  who  with  Farqahar  oonstitated  the 
oompaayi  joined  in  soing  on  the  aoooant,  and  it  was  held 
he  ooald  do  so,  notwithstanding  that  his  ezistenoe  was 
prerionalj  onknown  to  the  bank.  In  that  oase  however 
what  Farqahar  had  done  was  by  the  authority  of 
Cooke,  or  with  his  sabseqaent  consent,  as  was  shown  by 
hii  joining  in  the  action,  and  the  only  question  was 
whether  a  banking  aoooant  is  not  to  be  held  oonolasively 
to  be  made  with  the  person  in  whose  name  it  is  opened, 
and  with  him  only.  In  the  present  oase  it  was  the 
bank  who  sued,  and  there  was  nothing  to  show  any 
anthority  on  the  part  of  the  absent  and  annamed  partner 
to  open  a  partnership  aoooant  in  the  other  parties  single 
name,  onless  sooh  an  anthority  is  implied  by  law  from 
the  relation  of  partners.  Bat  OTen  if  suoh  an  authority 
wen  implied,  there  was  nothing  in  this  oase  to  show 
that  it  was  intended  to  be  exercised ;  for  it  aeems  that 
the  aoooant  was  deliberately  and  knowingly  opened  by 
the  bank  in  the  name  of  the  single  partner,  without  any 
tiiiog  to  indicate  that  it  was  the  aoooant  of  any  one 
elae  than  that  partner.  The  only  g^and  which  can  be 
imagined  for  the  daim  is,  the  old  argament  long  since 
discredited  and  oat  of  use,  that  the  partnership  had  the 
benefit  of  it.  Bat  even  if  this  were  sufficient  to  charge 
upon  a  oontnust  a  person  who  ncTer  made  it,  the  fact  of 
foeh  benefit  was  not  shown, 

AnroBKsr— PowEB  to  Cohpbouisb. 

L»vtgroiie  t.  WXitt,  C.P.,19  W.  R.  823. 
This  oase  tarns  on  the  embarrassing  question  of  the 
power  after  judgment  of  the  plaintiff's  attorney  in  the 
csose.     Beading  the  declaration  and  the  statement  of 
facts  in  the  report  by  the  light  of  the  marginal  note,  it 
appears  that  the  now  defendant  sned  the  plaintiff  in  the 
county  oonrt,  and  recovered  judgment  by  consent,  apon 
the  terms  that  exaoution  should  not  issue  for  a  limited 
period;  that  afterwards,  on  the  expiration  of  the  limited 
period,  the  now  plaintifl  paid  to  the  defendant's  attorney 
the  sum  of  £16,  upon  his'  agreeing  that  execution  should 
sot  issue  for  the  residue  until  a  further  date,  the  12th  of 
Angutt ;  but  that  the  defendaat  issued  execution  before 
the  last  mentioned  day.     It  was  for  this  alleged  breach 
of  contract  that  the  plaintiff  new  sued  ;  and  no  evidence 
of  express  anthority  from  the  defendant  to  his  attorney 
to  make  the  agreement  being  shown,  it  was  held  that  the 
defendant  was  not  bound    by   it,  and  that  the  action 
theiefore    oonld   not    be  maintained.      The  authorities 
upon  tiie  implied  power  of  the  attorney  in  an  action  after 
judgment  is  recovered  are  by  no  means  clear  ;  scarcely, 
indeed,  consistent  with  themselves,  nor  consistent  wiUi 
the  common  understanding  of  mankind.     No  doabt  it  is 
commonly  supposed  (and  the  belief  is  supported  by  the 
dictum  of  Parke,  B.,  in  Bming  v.  Hulme,  16  W.  B.  96} 
that,  imless  his  authority  is  expressly  withdrawn,  the  at- 
torney is  employed  to  prosecute  the  action  not  only  to 
judgment,    bat    also    to    satisfaction,    and    that    he 
has  as  much  power  to  direct  the  eiscntion  as  to  oompro- 
mise  the  aotion.;  and  with  respect  to  agency  in  general, 
it  oQght  to  be  held  by  law  to  exist  in   all  oases   where 
everyone  dealing  with  its  assumed  agent  would  naturally 
eoppose  it  to  exist.     Jlarly  cases  however  laid  down  that 
the  power  of  an  attorney  retained   in  an  action  exists 
only  np  to  judgment ;  and  it  cannot  be  said  that  these 
decisions  have  ever  been  overraled.     Bat,  as  a  mntter  of 
practice,  the  attorney  in  nut  only  invariably  employed  to 
obtain  satisfaction,  but  would  be  expected  by  his  client 
to  do  so  without  any  farther  instrnotions.     It  matters 
little  therefore  in  practice  whether  his  authority  is  said  to 
continue  or  to  be  renewed  ;  its  renewal,  if  renewal  is 
necessary,  will,  as  was  said  by  Kelly,  C.B.,  in  BvtUr  v. 
Xnigkt  (L.  B.  2  Eg.  109),  be  easily  inferred.    But  allow- 
ing it  to  exist,  by  whatever  mode,  for  the  purpose  of 
-obtainiot^  eatiafnotion,  the  authorities  are  still  not  clear 


ai  to  its  extent.    InSaoory  v.  Chapmai\ (II  A. &E.  839), 
OotMOp  V.  Chall'u  (2  Bx.  481) — in  actions  against  sheriffs 
— It  was  held  that  the  sheriff  was  not  justified  in  releasing 
a  defendant  arrested  in  ca.  la.  upon  the  authority  of  the 
plaintiff's  attorney,  on  obtaining  payment  of  part  of  the 
debt,  and  a  warrant  of  attorney  to  enter  into  judgmaat 
for  the  residue.     But,  on  the  other   hand,  in   Leoi  v. 
Abbott  (1  Ex.  588),  it  was  held  that  a  sheriff  was  justified 
in  withdrawing  from   an  exeoation    by  the  attorney's 
directions ;  and  in  Butler  v.  Knight  (L.  B.  2  Ex.  109),  it 
was    held    that    the     defendant    was    bound    by    her 
attorney's    act  in   accepting  a  compromise  after  judg- 
ment, notwithstanding  that  she  had  expressly  forbid- 
den him  to  do  so  ;  and  on  that  ground  she  was  held  en- 
titled to  maintain  an  action  against  the  attorney.    In  the 
present  case,  however,  it  was  expressly  laid  down  that  an 
attorney  employed  to  obtain  8atiafaation,has  no  power  on 
payment  of  part  of  the  debt,  to  agree  to  delay  execution 
for  the  residue,  although  this  may  be,  as  it  often  is,  the 
only  hope  of  realizing  the  fruits  of  the  action.   Such  a 
doctrine  is,  to  say  the  least,  inconvenient,  and  makes  the 
conduct  of  business  difScuIt,  not  only  for  attorneys,  but 
for  those  against  whom  they  have  to  take  proceedings, 
and  must  be  in  the  result  injurious  to  their  own  clients. 
It  is  to  be  observed  that  Butler  v,  Knight  was  not  cited 
in  the  argament.     It  sboold  also  be  noticed  that  there 
WM  considerable   doabt  as  to  the  employment  of  the 
kttomey,  and  although  this  is  not  relied   apon  in  the 
judgment  delivered,  it  probably  had  some  infioenoe  upon 
the  mind  of  the  judge  who  decided  th9  c«se, 

iNDiCTMicinp— Statutobt  OrrKMCB. 
Reg  V.  Lovibond,  Q.B.,  19  W.  B.  7S3. 
"Nothing  at  all  in  this  oase  bat  what  was  fully 
settled  long  before  in  2  Hawk.  P.  C.  211,  a  25,  cited  in 
this  page,  and  In  2  Hale  P.  C.  171,  olted  in  p.  614,"  was 
the  comment  appended  by  the  learned  editor  to  the  case 
of  Rem.  V.  Wright  (1  Burr.  614).  But  neverthelMS  the 
same  question  was  raised  again  in  the  present  case.  In 
Rex  V.  Wright  a  clergyman  was  indicted  for  taking  lands 
to  farm  contrary  to  21  Hen.  8,  a  13,  s.  1,  which  forbids 
such  secular  employment  "  upon  pain  to  forfeit "  £10  for 
every  month  of  occupation;  and  it  was  determined  that 
"  where  newly  created  offences  are  only  prohibited  by 
the  general  prohibitory  danse  of  an  Act  of  Parliament 
an  indictment  will  lie;  but  where  there  is  a  prohibitory 
particular  clause  specifying  only  pcrtionlar  remedies, 
there  such  particular  remedy  must  be  pursued,"  and  the 
indictment  was  accordingly  quashed.  The  same  rule 
was  also  explicitly  repeated  in  Rex.  v.  Robimon  (2  Burr. 
799),  where  a  man  was  indicted  for  not  obeying  an  order 
of  sessions  made  npon  him  for  the  support  of  his  grand- 
children; but  there  the  indictment  was  sustained  on  the 
ground  that  although  a  particular  method  of  enforcing 
the  order  of  sessions  was  provided — namely,  distreas,  yet 
disobedience  to  an  order  of  sessions  was  an  indictable 
offence  at  common  law,  and,  moreover,  the  defendant 
residing  beyond  the  jurisdiction  of  the  sessions,  the 
remedy  by  distress  was  not  available.  In  the  present 
oase  the  defendant  was  indicted  for  building  in  contra- 
vention of  the  Metropolitan  Local  Management  Amend- 
ment Aot  (25  &  26  Vict.  c.  102),  s.  76;  and  certainly 
in  Rex.  v.  Oregtry  (6  B.  &  Ad.  555),  an  indictment 
was  held  to  lio  in  similar  circumstance  nnder  the  Act 
then  in  force  (3  Geo.  4,  c.  122).  But  in  ^at  case 
there  was  (to  use  the  woids  of  Ashurst,  J.,  in 
JUx.  V.  Barrit,  1  T.  B.  205),  "a  separate  and 
substantive"  section  prohibiting  the  building  com- 
plained of;  and  the  peculiar  remedy  was  only  enacted 
in  a  distinct  section  which  provided  for  "the  more 
speedy  conviction."  Here,  however,  the  whole  proceed- 
ing is  regulated  by  a  single  section,  which  prohibits  the 
building  in  a  cortain  mode,  and  then  goes  on  to  provide 
what  shall  be  done  in  the  event  of  an  erection  of  that 
nature  being  made.  Under  that  section  an  order  might 
have  been  obtained  from  a  magistrate  to  pull  down  what 
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WM  etMtad  io  Tiolktion  of  the  rtatate,  and  it  was  bald 
that  the  apaoiiio  nmedy  mntt  be  pozanad,  and  that  aa 
iatiiotmaot  wonid  not  lie.  It  ooold  not  hare  been  aUeged 
here,  aa  in  Jt*x.  r.  RtHtutn,  that  the  zeinedj  given  waa 
fraitleaa  and  inapplioable  ;  bot  doabtlaaa,  if  aa  ndar  for 
demolition  had  been  obtained,  and  had  been  zeaiatad  by 
the  defendant,  he  might  liave  been  indiotod  on  the  prin- 
oiple  of  that 


comiTs. 

THE   ALBEBT    LIFE   ASSUBANCE 
ABBITEATION.* 

(Before  Lord  Caibxs.) 

June  6,  7. — Be  The  Metropolitan  Counties  and  General  Life 

Atturanee,  Annuitg,  Loan  and  Invettment  Soeietjf — 

Frer^e  eaee. 

Companjf — Amalgamation  of  companieo^Winding  tip — Con- 
trihtttory — Informality  of  tratitfir — Direeton  holding  tiaree 
in  the  original  company  upon  truttfor  tht  amalgamated  com- 
pany Httkd  on  the  litt  of  eontribuioria  to  the  original  com- 
pany. 

The  if.  Ineuranee  Company  ieeame  avuUgamatedwith  the  W' 
Iiituranee  Company.  After  the  amalgamation  tiz  ehare- 
holderi  of  the  M.  Company  ottjeeted  to  taking  ehartt  in  the  W. 
Company  in  lien  of  their  own  eharee.  Accordingly,  their 
eharee  were  pnrehaeed  by  the  W.  Company,  and  traneferred  to 
three  gtnthmen  (tcAo  teere  direetore  of  both  con^ianiee)  at 
trueteet  upon  tnut  for  the  If',  Company,  under  the  follMcing 
eircumttancet : — Four  of  the  tramfere  were  ordinary  trantftrt 
of  M.  ehartt  to  theee  three  direetore.  At  meetiugt  of  the  M. 
Company  (at  one  of  which  all  theee  three  direetore  were  present, 
and  at  the  other,  two  of  themj  theee  tranefere  were  approved  of 
and  authorieed  to  be  r(mitered.  The  fifth  tranefer  recited  that 
the  traneferor  held  272  M.  eharee,  "exchanged  for"  58S  W. 
eharee  in  truttfor  the  M.  Company,  and  purported  to  tranefer 
theie  688  W.  tharet  to  the  three  direetore.  At  a  meeting  of  the 
M.  Company,  held  previoueU/  to  thit  tramfer  (at  which  theee 
direetore  were  pretent)  it  mat  retolred  that  the  holder  of  thete 
ehartt  be  requeittd  to  trantfer  tliem.  The  eixth  trantftr,  in- 
etead  of  traneferiing  240  M,  tharet,  purported  to  tranefer  610 
W.  sharee,  not  to  theee  three  direetore  by  name,  but  to  "  three 
of  the  dirtctore  of  the  W.Company."  At  a  meeting  of  the  W. 
Company,  held  prtvioutly  to  this  tranefer,  (a(  which  two  of 
theee  three  direetore  were  present)  a  rttolution  wot  patted,  that 
the  thareholder't  offer  to  sell  her  shares  ot  a»  advanced  price, 
be  refused,  and  the  price  originally  agreed  on  be  adhered  to. 
None  of  the  transfers  were  executed  by  any  of  these  direetore, 
except  one  which  woe  executed  by  two  only.  On  the  winding 
up  of  the  two  eompaniee,  the  names  of  these  three  direetore  were 
OH  the  register  of  the  M.  Company,  in  respect  of  all  these  M. 
eharee.  The  It,  Company  wot  registered  tinder  the  7  $  8  Vict. 
c.  110,  and  its  deed  of  settlement  provided  that  the  board  of 
directors  should  keep  a  register  of  shareholders. 

Held,  that  the  names  of  these  three  directors  mutt  be  settled 
on  the  list  of  eontributoriee  to  the  if.  Company  in  respect  of 
all  theee  M.  shares. 

Where  an  insurance  company  is  registered  under  the  7  ^  8 
Vict,  c  110,  and  its  deed  of  settlement  provides  that  the  di- 
rectors ehall  keep  a  register  of  shareholders,  and  on  the  wind- 
ing up  of  the  company  the  namss  of  any  directors  appear  on 
the  register,  then,  if  there  be  no  further  explanation,  the 
register  is  of  itself  conclusive  as  against  those  directors. 

Frere  and  Neale  (together  with  Fuller,  who  wai  dead  at 
the  time  of  the  application^  were  lettled  on  the  list  of  oon- 
tribntoriea  to  tlie  Metropolitim  Countiea  Society  in  reipeot 
of  767  (hares.  This  was  an  application  by  Frere  and  Keale 
to^haTe  their  namesremoved  ttom  the  list. 

The  Metropolitan  was  an  insurance  company,  registered 
under  the  7  &  8  Yict.  c.  110.  Its  deed  of  setUement  con- 
tained the  following  piorisiona  : — 

Clause  65.  "  Wherever  the  holder  for  the  time  being  of 
any  share  or  shares  in  the  capital  of  the  said  society  .... 
ahall  be  desirous  of  selling  or  disposing  of  any  fire  or  more 
of  such  shares,  and  shall  apply  to  the  board  of  directors  to 
purchase  the  same,  it  shall  be  lawful  for  the  said  board  of 
directors,  with  the  consent  of  the  shareholders  entitled  to 
vote,  aa  aforesaid,  present  at  any  ordinary  or  extraordinary 

*  Beported  by  Richard  Marrnck,  Etq.,  Barrister-at-Law. 


general  meeting  (if  they  ahall  think  pnp«w  to  4t,Miot 
otherwiae)  with  or  out  of  the  Proprieton^  FaadoiOa  ail 
society  to  pnrchaae  at  such  pricea  as  they  ih^  tea  ta 
and  reasonable  all  or  any  of  the  shatei  wUdi  Oa  Ujt 
mating  any  such  application  shall  be  detinw  g(  aO^ 
and  tlukt  all  such  shuea  as  ahaU  at  any  tinn  ^rnabs  k 
poTchaaed  by  the  board  of  diieotan  under  flu  fona 
anthority  hereinbefore  ofmtaiwed  dull  be  timfiiirf  b» 
the  name  of  the  manager  or  aecretaiy  odaafdaAdb 
society,  or  of  soch  other  person  or  peaoos  u  tlu  tail  i 
directors  ahall  think  fit,  in  trust  for  the  ihaiahoUn  gitb 
said  society,  and  anch  person  or  persona  shall  lie  iadaiU 
out  of  the  funds  or  pioperW  of  the  socisly  (dob;  it 
Proprietors'  Fund  firom  all  liabilities,  if  aay,eUekbs 
they  may  incur  in  consequence  of  accepting  0m  am' 

Clause  130.  "That  the  board  of  direeton  iaiem 
proper  books  to  be  kept,  and  entriee  to  be  auds  tkoa  i 
all  such  matters  and  things  disrniisad,  otdsred,  udia» 
acted  relative  to  the  afEaira,  management,  and  ptoeniap^ 
the  said  society,  aa  are  usually  written  and  entani  mM 
for  the  purposes  aforeaaid,  or  any  of  thsmk^  bjraan* 

oompaniea,    &c "  And  a  list  (tf  tki^ 

holcbrs  of  the  society,  and  the  number  of  ahana  Ui^ 
each  shareholder,  and  also  a  liat  of  the  directcaa  lal  ia 
officers  thereof." 

CUnse  126.  •<  That  the  board  of  direct(»sahalleiali 
name  and  place  of  residence  of  any  and  erety  jnaeit  ui 
future  shareholder  and  member  of  the  soeiet;,  oi  k 
shares  belonging  to  every  shareholder,  and  t^  fni 
number  of  et^  share,  and  the  proper  number  id^fi^ 
or  polidea  of  every  member,  and  the  amount  cfinailial 
p«dd  by  every  shareholder  or  ahareholdeis  to  be  sotari  1 
two  books  to  be  kept  for  that  pnrpoee ;  one  of  sack  M 
shall  be  called  the  'Share  Begiater  Book,'  in  whidlfctiiiM 
partioalarB  of  shareholders  shall  be  entmed,andtlitolbii 
such  books  shidl  be  called  the '  PbUoy  Manx's  Book' ' 

Clauses  171  and  172  provided  for  the  diasolatios  rf  a 
society. 

In  July,  1862,  the  Metropolitan  became  aaaljiaa 
with  the  VV'eatem.  At  this  time,  Fiere,  FoUer,  aoiM 
were  directors  of  both  oompaniea.  Theee  76T  MetKfoU 
shares  belonged  to  six  different  persons,  who  objtebJ  I 
the  amalgamtition.  Arrangements  were  acooidia^sd 
for  the  transfer  of  the  shares  to  tmatees  upcoi  tnrt  tel 
Western.  The  following  were  the  several  tranadiin-' 
Before  the  aunalgaroation  Uias  Kobinson  held  mH*l 
poUtan  shares.  On  the  3rd  February,  1863,  aboatiat 
ing  of  the  Western  was  held  (at  which  Foller  aad  lU 
were  present),  and  this  entry  waa  made  in  the  ail 
"An  application  from  Miss  Kobinson,  of  &c.,i(irail 
proved  offer  from  the  society  for  the  purchase  of  IibI 
shares  in  the  society  was  laid  before  the  board,  wltea  it  a 
ordered  that  the  price  originally  agreed  upon  dkooHkii 
hered  to."  Miss  Robinson  executed  a  tiansfin'  on  tb  li 
FehruEUT,  1863,  in  this  form — "  I,  Anne  B.  BobiaaoDiOlt 
in  consideration  of  £619  paid  to  me  l^  the  tnataa^i 
Western  Society,  do  hereby,  upon  obtaming  the  ooaati 
writing  of  three  of  the  directors  of  the  WestarBSodetfiPi 
by  them  at  a  weekly  board  of  directory  tiansSot  to  tbil 
trustees  all  my_  519  shares  of  £6  each  in  the  capital  itodj 
fund  in  the  said  society,  and  standing  in  my  mat  ia  < 
books  of  the  said  society,  and  all  ben^ta  thanto  Moa^ 
To  hold  to  the  said  trustees  or  their  anocesaora  ia  M 
Another  transferor  was  Mr.  Camroox,  who  held  27!  M| 
politan  shares  upon  trust  for  the  Metropolitan  Sootlj.  4 
the  13th  January,  1863,  there  waa  a  board  msatiaf  dt 
Metropolitan,  at  which  Frere,  Fuller,  ud  Naals  ««*|l 
sent,  and  the  following  entry  was  made  ia  ths  aBaoia> 
"  That  Mr.  Oamroux  be  requeated  to  exeoats  a  faaa^J 
the  shares  held  in  trust  by  him  for  the  Metropoliiaa  See4 
to  Messrs.  Fuller,  Frere,  and  Neale,  aa  tmsteea eo bekax< 
the  Western  Society,  in  pursuance  of  the  siiialgiai''a 
On  the  same  day  a  board  meeting  of  the  Westm  ^"j 
and  the  minutee  contain  the  following  entry:— 'Sf* 
meeUng  held  by  the  Western  Society ;  piaaintftj 
Fuller,  and  Neale.  Ordered  that  Mr.  Caminax  bs  iaq[artl 
to  execute  a  transfer  of  the  ahares  held  in  troat  by  biaH 
the  Metropolitan  Society  on  behalf  of  this  ■"•j^ 
accordance  with  the  amalgamation."  Shortly  aftyO^ 
roax  executed  the  following  transfer : — ■*  L  F.  F.  O^* 
of  &c..  holding  272  shares  in  the  Metropolitan  ^"'^^ 
changed  for  588  shares  in  the  Western  Society,  ia  •?^r' 
the  Metropolitan  Society,  do  hereby  traosfar  to  H.  F  '*''* 
E.  V.  Neale,  and  C.  Frere,  the  said  38S  shares  .a-^" 
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my  uune  in  the  boob  of  the  said  Western  Society,  and  all 
banaflts  thereto  belonging,  to  hold  to  the  said  Fuller,  Neale, 
and  Frere,  their  executors,  administrators,  and  atsi^jns,  in 
tanat  fw  the  said  Western  Society. "  The  other  four  truis- 
hts  wen  tnuu&n  to  Frere,  Fuller,  and  Neale  of  29 
katiopoUtan  shaiw  by  Applethwaite,  of  5  by  Townley,  of 
lOO  1^  Saonddts^  and  of  1 30  by  BecTC  respeotirely.  Oa  the 
27^  of  Jannaiy,  1863,  a  meeting  of  the  Metropolitan  was 
held  (at  which'  Fuller  and  Neale  were  present,  out  Frer«- 
wu  not),  and  Applethwaite's  transfer  was  approTed  of  and 
anthorised  to  be  registend.  Fiere,  Fuller,  and  Neale  were 
all  pnsent  at  a  Metropolitan  meetiiig  on  the  2lst  of  July 
1863,  when  the  transnrs  of  Townley,  Saunders,  and  Reere 
ware  approved  of  and  authorised  to  be  registered.  No  one  of 
thaae  aiz  tranafars  was  exeonted  by  any  of  the  three  trana- 
foaes^  except  Camxoox's,  which  was  executed  by  Fuller 
and  Neale  (mly. 

In  IM9  an  order  was  made  for  winding  up  the  Western, 
and  ihortly  after  the  Metropolitan  was  ordered  to  be  wound 
aa  The  names  of  Messrs.  Frere,  Fuller,  and  Neale  being 
anil  on  the  register  of  the  Metropolitan,  they  were  settled  1^ 
the  Vice-Ohanoallor  on  the  liat  of  contnbutories. 

XtHtafm  Oookim,  tat  Frere  and  Neale. — These  gentlemen'a 
names  ware  oaed  as  mere  oiaehinery  for  fiusihtating  the 
amalgamation  of  the  two  oompaaies.    Frere  has  made  an 
affidavit  that  he  was  not  aware  that  his  name  was  being 
used  fbr  any  snoh  purpose.  What  was  done  was  to  purchase, 
under  the  65th  cl«ue  of  the  deed  of  settlement,  the  shares 
of  jisssntient  shareholders,  who  on  the  amalgamation  elected 
not  to  eacohange  their  shares  for  shares  in  the  Western.    In 
order  to  extinguish  the  tight  of  these  shMeholdeia,  it  was 
thought  fit  to  go  through  the  form  of  effecting  a  transfer 
into  the  names  of  trustees  in  nominal  oomplianoe  with  tiie 
deed  of  settlement.'    The  gentlemen,  whose  names  were 
selected  for  this  purpose,  were  entirely  passive  in  the  matter. 
With  regard  to  Miss  Robinson's  transfer,  it  is  a  transfer  of 
S19  Western  shares  and  we  are  now  put  on  the  list  of  oon- 
tiibutoiiee  in  respect  of  240  Metropolitan  shares.    Moreover, 
the  shares  were  transferred  not  to  Frere,  Fuller  &  Neale  by 
name^  "but  to  three  of  the  direotora  of  the  Western."  Thisi 
the  whole  of  the  lend  title  of  these  three  gentlemen  to  those 
•hares,  which  are  ctuled  shares  in  the  Metropolitan.  Nothing 
relating  to  this  transfer  is  to  be  found  in  the  minutes  of  the 
Metropolitan.    With  r^ard  to  Camroox's  transfer,  this  also 
was  a  transfer,  not  of  Metropolitan,  but  of  Western  shares; 
for  the  shares  which  he  had  in  the  Metropolitan  were  ex- 
fhanged  for  shares  in  the  Western.    [Lord  Caikns.— I  ahall 
not  trouble  you  further  about  Bobinson's  and  Camronx's 
™rB8,  subject  to  what  I  may  hear  from  the  other  side.] 
With  regaid  to  the  other  2SS  aharea  a  distinction  ought  at 
any  rat«  to  be  made  in  Applethwaite's  case,  for  Frere  was 
not  present  at  the  meeting  of  the  27th  of  January,  1863- 
He  also  states  in  his  affidavit  that  he  has  no  reoollection  of 
any  such  resolution  being   passed  as  that  stated  in  the 
nunnto  of  the  ?lst  July,  1863,  and  that  he  was  no  party  to 
anv  such  reaolntion.     Moreover,  the  policyholders  are  the 
only  creditotB  of  the  company.      They  took  their  poUoies 
Mbjert  to  the  deed  of  settlement.     They  knew,  therefore, 
that  that  deed  contained  a  provision  whereby  the  shares  of 
sertain  shareholders  could  be  purchased  by  the  directors 
and  paid  for  out  of  the  proprietors'  fund.     The  shares,  hav- 
ing been  pnrohased,  became  extinguished,  quoad,  the  policy- 
holders.    They  cannot  claim  to  revive  them  for  the  porpose 
01  increasing   the  assets  of   the  society.      With  outaide 
creditors,  who  have  no  oonstruotire  knowledge  of  the  deed 
of  setttement,  it  might  be  different ;  but  there  are  no  outside 
creditors. 

/.  Napitr  Eiggiiu,  for  the  Metropolitan.— The  65th 
wnse  of  the  deed  of  settlement  gave  the  power  to  purchase 
•hares,  bat  that  power  is  carefully  guarded.  What  was 
done_  was  not  oven  pretended  to  be  done  in  pursuance  of  the 
provisions  of  this  clause.  It  was  not  a  purchase  of  its  own 
•hares  by  the  Metropolitan  in  trust  for  the  shareholders  of 
the  Metropolitan.  But  if  it  had  bean,  and  if  it  had  been 
aathotiaed  by  a  general  meeting,  these  gentlemen  would, 
nndnr  the  clanse,  ba  shareholders  and  contnbutories,  sub- 
ject to  being  indemnified  out  of  a  particular  fund.  With 
regard  to  the  shares  of  Applethwaite,  Beeves,  Saunders, 
and  Townley,  they  were  shares  of  the  Metropolitan,  as  ex- 
t«essed  in  the  transfers,  and  the  minutes  of  the  Metropolitan 
Company  show  that  these  transfers  were  approved  of 
and  authorised  to  _  bo  roistered.  With  regard  to 
Camroox's      and    Miss    Robinson's    shares,     there    is   a 


distioctiott  ;  Camroux's  transfer  recites  the  ownership  of 
the  Metropolitan  shares  and  treats  them  as  identical  with 
Western  shares,  and  there  is  an  express  transfer  to  these 
three  gentlemen.  In  Miss  Bobinson's  transfer  there  is  an 
informality.  But  St  2'h*  Inttrnatumal  Contract  Com- 
poHf  Lanser'i  eat  (16  W.  B.  Oh.  Dig.  65,  37  L.  J.  Ch. 
292)  shows  that  the  qnestioa  of  mere  formality  of 
transfer  is  one  of  no  importance.  If  they  had  simply 
said,  "  we  do  not  ask  you  to  execute  a  transfer,  it  is  a 
mere  formality,  but  we  will  put  our  names  down  in  the 
^aoe  of  yours,"  that  would  be  sufficient  to  bind  them. 
The  numbers  of  the  shares,  as  Metropolitan  shares  are  shown 
by  the  register.  The  shares  all  porport  on  the  &ce  of  the 
register  to  have  been  transferred  nom  the  several  trans- 
ferors. It  was  the  duty  of  these  gentlemen  as  directors  of 
the  Metropolitan  to  keep  a  register  of  shareholders.  This 
duty  was  imposed  on  them  by  section  49  of  the  7  &  8  Vict. , 
c.  110.  It  was  also  imposed  on  them  by  the  120th  and  126tb 
ciansea  of  their  deed  of  settlement.  The  renstar  ought 
therefore  to  be  conclusive  as  against  them.  It  is  not  tli ' 
case  of  a  mete  outsider,  for  these  gentlemen  were  all  direc- 
tors of  the  Metropolitan — three  of  the  most  aotivH 
directors — and  one  was  the  chairman.  Somebody  must  be 
liable  in  respect  of  the  shares,  and  they  ought  to  be,  for  this, 
if  for  no  other  reason,  that  Camronx  and  Mils  Robinson 
cannot  be  settled  on  the  list. 

MmAagm  Cooktm,  in  reply. — If  these  gentlemen  are  to 
be  fixed  with  any  liability  in  respect  of  Camroux's  and  Miss 
Bobinson's  shares,  it  must  be  either  because  the  r^pster 
is  of  itself  oonolnsiTe  evidence  as  against  them,  or  beoanse 
independently  of  the  register  they  did  aots  which  authorised 
the  registration  of  transfeia  of  Metropolitan  shares  into 
their  names.  Now,  the  register  is  by  no  means  conclu- 
sive. Ruee  Siver  Silvtr  Mining  Company  v.  Smith,  L.  R.  4 
H.  L.  84, 17  W.  EL.  1042.  It  U  an  admitted  principle 
of  equity  in  settling  lists  of  oontribntories,  that  you 
should  look  at  the  real  owner  and  not  the  ostensible 
owner,  and  there  are  many  oases  in  which  registers 
have  been  rectified  by  substituting  the  name  of  the 
equitable  owner  for  that  of  the  ostensible  owner. 
And  that  is  so  not  only  in  the  case  of  ordinary  share- 
holders, bat  even  in  the  case  of  directors,  against  whom 
everything  is  construed  strictly.  This  is  shown  by  Se  The 
Vtmtnal  Baniitif  Company  (Limited),  BarOttft  ea$»,n  W. 
R.  131.  As  to  what  was  done  by  these  g^enUemen,  if  there 
were  an  antecedent  agreement  to  transfer  shares  and  the 
register  were  altered  by  them  in  acoordanoe  therewith, 
then  the  medium  of  the  transfer  might  be  dispensed  with. 
But  here  what  is  relied  on,  is  the  minute  of  the  13th  of 
January,  186S,  which,  it  is  said,  must  be  construed  as  an 
antecedent  request.  That  however  was  followed  by  a 
transfer  of  shares  in  a  totally  different  company.  Cam- 
ronx was  originally  trustee  of  272  Metropolitan  shares 
for  the  Metropolitan.  He  exahanged  them  for  Western 
shares.  Then  the  Weatem  having  absorbed  the  Metro- 
politan, the  equities  of  the  Metropolitan  were  transferred 
to  the  Western,  and  he  thereupon  became  a  trustee  of 
688  Western  slmres  for  the  Western.  It  was  these  688 
Western  shares  which  he  transferred.  As  to  Miss  Robin- 
son's shares,  if  the  Western  minute  of  the  Srd  of  April, 
1863,  wero  to  be  read  as  a  Metropolitan  minute,  still  it 
was  not  an  antecedent  agreement;  it  was  rather  the  re- 
fusal of  an  offiar.  St  Rolling  Stoek  Companti  of  Ir^.md, 
aiacJ^soaae,  14  W.  B.  986,  was  also  oited. 

Lord  CAiRifs. — ^I do  not  think  that  I  can  do  otherwira  than 
retain  these  three  gentlemen  on  the  liat  for'all  the  shares  lor 
which  they  have  been  settled.  It  was  dearly  the  duty  of 
all  the  directors,  especially  the  duty  of  these  direotors,  both, 
under  the  clauses  of  their  deed,  which  have  been  referred 
to,  especially  the  120th  and  the  126th,  and  also  under 
section  49  of  the  7  &  8  7iot.  o.  110,  to  keep  accurately  and 
clearly  a  register  of  the  shares  of  the  company,  stating 
who  were  the  proprietors  of  shares  in  the  company — the 
legal  proprietors  of  shares — and  showing,  whero  there  was 
a  transfer,  how  the  shares  had  passed  from  the  name  of  one 
proprietor  into  the  name  of  another.  These  books  have 
been  kept  and  these  particular  shares,  the  whole  of  the 
767,  are  entered  by  numbers,  as  baring  been  taken  out  of 
the  names  of  the  six  persons  who  held  them,  and  put  into 
the  names  of  the  three  who  are  the  present  applicant)*. 
There  oaonot  be  any  doubt  or  room  for  equivocation  on 
the  faoe  of  the  share  register  on  its  production.  And  il  it 
rested  there,  if  there  were  nothing  more  in  the  case,  I 
could  not  in  the  face  of  their  own  share  register  kept  by 
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therieWee  or  nnder  tfaeir  antfaority,  listen  to  direoton 
who  now  at  thia  distance  of  time,  say  nothing  more  than 
tbiii,  that  they  were  not  aware  until  they  received  a  sum- 
muDS  from  the  official  liquidator  that  their  names  were  on 
the  share  register.  But  when  we  look  further  into  the 
matter,  it  is  made  more  clear. 

With  regard  to  the  transfer  from  Townley,  Appleth- 
waite,  Saunders  and  Reeve  of  6,  SO,  100,  and  130  shares, 
those  transfers  were  all  ratified  by  meetings  of  the  board 
of  directors,  who  took  notice  that  they  had  been  executed, 
and  ordered  them  to  be  registered, — meetings  at  which 
one  or  other  of  these  gentlemen  was  present,  sometimes 
all  three  and  sometimes  only  two,  but  meetings  held  at  a 
time  when  the  whole  of  the  three  were  aotively  engaged 
in  carrying  on  the  critical  business  of  the  company  as  it 
stood  at  that  time. 

With  regard  to  the  transfer  from  Camronz,  tbat  also 
appears  to  me  to  have  been  distinctly  recognised  at  the 
meeting  of  the  Board  on  the  13th  January,  1863,  at  which 
Mr.  Frere  was  present,  and  which  was,  I  repeat  in  the 
midst  of  other  meetings  where  all  the  three  gentlemen, 
who  were  the  transferees  of  the  shares,  were  in  the  habit 
of  attending.  At  that  meeting  it  was  resolved  that  Cam- 
ronz be  requested  to  execute  a  transfer  of  the  shares  held 
in  trust  by  him  for  the  Metropolitan  to  Fuller,  Neale  and 
Frere  as  trustees  on  behalf  of  the  Western,  in  persuant  of 
the  amalgamation.  That  is  of  course  the  plain  English  of 
the  whole  transaction.  The  shares  were  to  be  transferred 
to  these  three  gentlemen  as  trustees  for  the  Western,  and 
the  shares  that  are  here  contemplated  as  being  shares  to 
be  tnmaferred  are  the  shares  held  by  Camrouz  in  trust  for 
the  Metropolitan,  which  were  Metropolitan  shares  beyond 
nil  doubt.  Now,  pausing  there,  I  may  say  that  I  do  not 
ttiink  any  irregularity  or  informality  in  tiie  transfer  itself 
is  nt  the  least  importance.  Whoever  is  answerable  for  the 
i  I.  formality,  what  we  have  is  the  request  to  transfer  the 
(•articular  shares.  We  have  the  share  register  altered 
accordingly,  and  the  shares  identified  by  numbers  in  a  way 
which  leaves  no  room  for  mistake,  and  shown  to  be  passed 
from  the  name  of  the  person  who  held  them  into  the  name 
of  three  transferees  mentioned. 

With  regard  to  Miss  Robinson,  there  is  an  irregularity 
on  the  face  of  the  transfer  of  her  shares,  but  the  identity  of 
the  shares  is  clearly  traced  by  the  numbers  on  the  register, 
and  the  register  shows  them  also  to  be  transferred  out  of 
the  name  of  Miss  Robinson  into  the  names  of  Frere,  Fuller 
and  Neale.  Now  if  Miss  Robinson's  case  had  stood  alone, 
all  I  can  say  is  that  perhaps  it  would  have  been  necessary 
to  have  some  ftirtber  inquiry  in  order  to  throw  some  light 
on  the  transactions,  but  when  we  find  the  entry  with  regard 
to  Miss  Robinson's  shares  in  the  minutes  of  a  meeting  of 
the  Western,  at  which  Neale  was  present,  one  sees  exactly 
that  her  case  was  just  the  same  as  the  case  of  all  the 
others;  she  was  a  person  who  was  rehiBing  her  assent  to 
the  amalgamation,  she  was  selling  those  shares,  which  so 
long  as  they  remained  in  her  name  stood  in  the  way  of 
th«  amalgamation  being  carried  ont,  was  selling  them  for 
a  price  to  the  company  :  with  a  view  and  an  intention  that 
they  should  be  transferred  into  the  names  of  tmatoes,  so 
that  there  might  no  longer  be  an  impediment  in  the  way 
of  the  amalgamation.  It  is  quite  clear  that  that  was  the 
fact  in  Miss  Robinson's  case  just  as  in  the  others,  and  her 
case  in  substance  stands  on  the  same  footing  as  the  others. 

It  is  a  sad  thing  to  think  that  three  gentlemen,  who 
haveino  beneficial  interest,  should  do  so  rash  a  thing 
as  to  nilow  767  shares  to  be  put  into  their  names  with 
all  tike  consequent  liabilities,  they  merely  standing  as 
trustees  for  one  or  other  of  the  companies  on  Uiis  amcJgama- 
mation.  Still  that  was  a  matter,  which  it  was  for  them 
tojudge  of.  They  have  dune  it,  and,  whatever  conse- 
qnenct-R  follow  from  it,  they  must  take.  It  is  not  for  me 
now  to  consider  what  the  consequences  will  be,  nor  what 
coonter  rights  they  will  have  for  indemnity.  Those  are 
questions,  whiuli  may  require  consideration  hereafter ;  all 
I  have  to  do  at  present  is  to  say  that  their  names  must  be 
retained  on  the  list.  I  cannot  give  the  applicants  any 
costs. 

Solicitors,  Frere,  CholmeUy,  Foriter  f[  Frert ;  Bouhmd 
Miller. 


An  AuetraUan  police  magistrate  lately  fined  a  person  for 
"looking  impertinently  at  the  bench  and  bursting  into 
sujipresred  laughter." 


APPOINTMENTS. 

Mr.  Joseph  Masov  Moors,  solicitor,  of  Sooft  !iUiU%  ii 
the  county  of  Durham,  has  been  appdntsd  TovnCU  il 
that  borough,  in  succession  to  tiie  lata  Mr.  Thonm  Sibti 
Mr.  Moore  was  admitted  in  1859,  and  u  a  aaidic  U  tk 
local  firm  of  Maxwell  &  Moore.  HealsohaUithetifot 
ment  of  Clerk  to  the  Josttces  for  the  comity  of  SbIb, 
acting  in  'Elut  Chester  Ward.  For  several  yeia  W  bi 
been  an  alderman  of  South  Shields,  and  wu  IsitywelMil 
mayor  of  the  borough,  which  office  he  resigned,  vtt  Is 
aldermanio  gown,  on  becoming  a  candid ato  for  tbe  Im 
clerkship  when  it  became  vacant  by  the  deitfc  of  Ir. 
Salmon.  The  special  committee  of  the  Sooth  9iieldi  In 
Council  appointed  to  consider  the  duties  of  the  tonM 
has  recommended  that  the  town  clerk  should  hold  mjik 
office,  or  act  as  legal  adviser  to  any  body,  iriievsUut  wdili 
likely  to  interfere  with  his  duties  as  town  c<«k,  ni  U 
the  saluy  of  the  office  be  fixed  at  £306  per  aanim.  IW 
recommendations  have  been  adopted  by  the  Town  Good 

Mr.  Chaslss  VfanAX  O&bhod,  of  Weill,  Smat, 
has  been  appointed  a  Commissioner  to  adminisbir  oifti  a 
Chancery. 

pa&liameht  and  lbgislatioi. 

HOUSE  OFLORDS. 
July  7.— The  Ntto   law  Omrtt    (i(Ut<w»si  Sikt  H 
passed  through  Committee. 

July  10— iV«te  Z4t0  CotirU  {AUUiomd  Silit  &!- 
Beport  of  amendments  brought  up  and  agreed  to. 

Factories  and  Wmrkakope  Aa  Am*»dment  Bill.—'Iitldt 
Morley  moved  the  second  reading.  By  the  Act  of  1^1 
inspection  of  all  places  where  people  worked  not  inspat 
by  the  Government  inspectors  was  handed  over  to  tie  I* 
authorities.  The  latter,  however,  having  failed  tnolll 
the  provisions  of  the  Act,  it  had  become  nece«aiT  tota 
fer  uie  power  so  held  by  the  local  authorities  to  tie  Gtn 
ment  inspectors.  The  object  of  the  Bill  waa  to  tna 
the  power  of  the  local  authorities  to  the  tadorj  iae^ 
By  a  slight  additk>n  to  the  staff  of  the  Factories  OCl 
was  thought  tiiat  the  whole  ground  now  occupied  ja:^ 
the  local  authoritiee  and  partly  by  the  inspecbm  v«di 
covered  by  that  one  office,  and  that  the  Ads  *?4 
enforced  throughout  England. — The  Marquis  of  SiS* 
said  that  this  measure  could  not  get  through  fti  4 
House  this  Session,  and  hoped  £^I  Morley  wooH  * 
the  recess  in  reconstructing  the  Bill  in  a  mors  wotkoM 
shape. — The  Earl  of  Morley  would  be  glad  if  th«  *• 
business  next  year  permitted  the  intiodactiaa  dti 
solidating  and  amending  Act  in  regard  to  {sctoi-sl 
workshops.  The  present  Bill  was  neoessair  to  raaf 
great  flaw  in  the  working  of  their  l^iaution  (sl 
subject. — ^The  Bill  was  read  the  second  time. 

The  RxletiaMcal  TitUs  Act  Repeal  SiU  wn  Mi' 
second  time. 

July  11.— The  Union  of  BtneJUm  Act  Ami>dmeit\ 
was  read  a  second  time. 

The  Eccleeioitical  TitUt  Act  Septal  Bill  passed  tk« 
Committee. 

The  Burial  Groundt  Bill  was  read  a  third  tiiKl 
passed. 

The  Life  A*$urance  Companiee'  Act  (1870)  Amnii^l 
was  read  a  third  time  and  passed. 

The  Clerk  of  the  Peace  Bill  {LaneatUr)  was  read  «  •* 
time.  Lord  Dufferin  oxplaininp;  that  its  object  wttV 
the  office  tenable  in  Lancashire,  as  in  all  other  k^ 
during  good  behaviour,  but  that  it  would  not  tie  *J^ 
to  the  present  occupant 

The  New  Law  Courle  {Additional  SUt)  BUI  *> 
third  time  and  passed. 

Julv  13.— The  Araiv  BegiUatim  BUL—Loti  SofJ 
moved  the  second  reading,  and  aftor  a  protncted  <!>■  - 
the  debate  was  adjourned,  on  the  motion  of  the  I^ 
Cambridge. 

The   I'liioii  of  Be»e_fieee  Act  Amtitdment  BSlvt 
third  time  and  passed.  ^ 

The  EccUeiantieal  Tillet  Act  Septal  Bill  was  mitt 
time  and  passed. 

The  Factoriee  and  Woriehop*  Act  Amendrnt^  A'  ? 
through  Committee. 
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HOUSE  OFCOMMOSS. 
'sly  7>— ^e  jParliamentary  and  Mutiieipal  EUctioHt 
M)  BiU.—k^ovmei.  committee. — Claose  2  (Nomini. 
u).  in  amendment  by  Mr.  Bentinck,  reatrictingthe  new 
de  of  nomination  to  mnnidpal  elections,  waa  sappoited 
Mr.  Charley,  Ur.  Beresford  Hope,  and  Mr.  J.  G.  Talbot, 
I  oppoted  t^  Mr,  Staveley  Hill,  Mr.  Oregorr,  and  Mr. 
ito;  and  aftetwards  wittidrawn. — Mr.  H.  James  then 
poied  to  confine  the  clause  to  Parliamentary  elections ; 
Ooldney,  Mr.  Walpole,  and  Mr.  J.  Lowther  opposed; 
Foister  would  accept  the  amendments  thinVing  the 
ae  too  strict  for  mnnicipal  elections.  Un  the  qneation 
ig  put  the  chairman  declared  the  amendment  lost,  and 
;e  being  some  dispute  about  challenging  the  decision, 
James  said  he  should  renew  his  motion  on  the  report. — 
)Del  Beresford  carried  an  amendment  altering  the  polling 
I  from  10  to  5  instead  of  1  to  S,  and  Mr.  Goldney  one  re- 
ing  the  retnming-offioer  to  gire  notice  of  the  poll-day. 
lit  diMoanon  on  the  abolition  of  nomination  days  was 
red  by  Mr.  T.  Harcourt  on  an  amendment  proposed  by 
fowlsr  to  omit  the  sub-sections  regulating  the  prooe- 
n  Sapported  by  Sir  K  Colebrooke  and  Sir  H.  Vemey, 
uged  the  GoTemment  to  consider  whether,  along  with 
tbolition  of  show  of  hands,  some  means  might  not  still 
eriaed  of  bringing  candidates  and  electors  publicly  and 
ally  fiu»  to  face. — ^Mr.  Henley,  Sir  F.  Heygate,  Mr.  J. 
ly,  and  Mr.  K.  Hodgson  also  urged  the  advantages  of 
idly,  and  of  nominations  as  opportunities  for  electors 
ipnts  their  political  opinions. — Mr.  Walter  said  secret 
ig  and  pnblio  nominations  could  not  co-exist ;  and  Mr. 
tar  thooght  the  show  of  hands,  which  was  the  cause  of 
eoild  not  be  prevented  if  there  was  anything  like  a 
e  nominaticHi.  On  a  division  the  abolition  of  public 
Dstions  was  again  affirmed  by  the  r^ection  of  Mr. 
ar'apiopoaal  by  236  to  95. — An  amendment  by  Mr. 
lay,  reqairing  the  candidate's  counter-signature  to  the 
nation,  was  rejected  by  198  to  118. — Mr.  Cross  carried, 
<nt  division,  an  amendment  requiring,  in  the  election 
nson  oonncilmen,  the  signatures  of  only  five  electors 
I  nomination  paper. — A.  discussion  ensued  on  the  details 
nominations,  and  the  debate  was  adjourned. 

y  10.-7^  MiddUttx  Segistry.—la  answer  to  Mr. 
^  the  Attorney-General  said  there  would  be  some 
Ity  in  making  an  arrangement  with  the  two  registrars 
di  for  Middlesex,  to  the  effect  that  they  would  not  in 
mt  of  the  abolition  of  their  offices  claim  compensation 
pect  of  the  additional  fees  received  by  them,  owing  to 
oancy  of  the  third  registrarship.  He  had  coamimica>ed 
lae  of  the  registrars,  who  said  he  had  no  intention  to 
any  such  compensation,  and  he  was  of  opinion  that 
T  of  them  had  the  shadow  of  a  claim  to  it. 

LaicytTi  tit  at  County  Membtrs  f — Mr.  Tomline 
the  speaker  whether  it  was  within  his  knowledge  that 
1  members  sat  and  voted  in  that  House  as  Knights  of 
ire,  though  expressly  disqualified  by  the  clear  words 
to  of  Parliament.  The  Prime  Miniater  stated  the 
night  that  the  revised  statutes  published  in  two 
M  last  year  were  now  binding  as  the  statute  law  of 
ul.  The  words  of  the  statute  were  that  no  men  of 
r  following  business  in  the  King's  Courts  should  be 
id  or  accepted  as  Knights  of  the  Shire,  and  it  waa  by 
(tnte  alone  that  SheriSa  were  forbidden  to  represent 
IS  during  their  year  of  office.  From  the  day  of  its 
■ent  to  the  present  time  that  statute  was  valid  ;  and 
ation  he  now  raised  was  not  merely  a  question  of 
{e,  but  one  affeoting  the  legislation  for  the  nation.  A 
me  ago  an  important  motion  relating  to  burdens  im- 
D  counties  was  defeated  by  a  majority  of  only  two,  and 
t  be  seen  that  its  rejection  was  carried  by  the  votes 
who  were  not  entitled  by  law  to  give  votes  in  that 
He  would  finish  with  a  motion,  which  would  en- 
I  law  officers  of  the  Crown  to  address  the  Honse  on 
iect,  and  he  begged  to  put  to  the  speaker  the  qnes- 
)>ad  already  explained.  He  moved  that  all  business 
nded  until  it  was  ascertained  whether  any  gentie- 

in  that  Honse  as  Knights  of  the  Shire,  who  were 
7  forbidden  to  do  so  by  the  clear  words  of  an  Act  of 
ent. — ^The  Speaker  said  that  that  motion  required 
at  the  hon.  member  could  make  the  formal  motion  that 
■eadjonm. — Mr. Tomline  accordingly  moved  that  the 
^oum. — The  Speaker  said  that  with  respect  to  the 

>  put  to  him  he  should  have  been  glad  if  the  hon. 

had  previously  informed  him  of  it,  though  h«  did  not 


know  that  at  any  time  it  would  be  a  proper  q  uestion  to  address 
to  him.  It  was  rather  a  question  of  law,  and  might  have  been 
addressed  to  Lord  Brougham  when  he  represented  York, 
shire,  or  to  Sir  J.  Bolt,  when  he  sat  for  the  county  of 
Gloucester.  Therefore  the  practice  did  not  run  in  conformity 
with  the  ancient  statute  of  Edward  III.,  to  whioh  he  re- 
ferred.— Mr.  Gladstone  suggested  that  Mr.  Tomline  ahould 
communicate  with  the  law  officers,  who  would  enter  into  the 
subject  with  him ;  and  it  would  then  be  open  to  him  to  take 
any  course  he  thought  proper.  If  the  pomt  raised  was  one 
of  sufficient  importance,  perhaps  the  most  convenient  mode 
of  disposing  of  it  would  be  to  refer  it  to  a  committee. — Mr. 
Bentinck  thought  this  answer  a1t(^ether  unsatisfiiotorT.  The 
statement  was  that  at  the  present  moment  a  considerable 
number  of  hon.  gentlemen  had  seats  in  that  House  who 
were  disqualified  by  Act  of  Parliament.  Now,  if  the  fact 
was  so,  every  vote  given  and  every  measure  passed  was  in- 
validated.— Sir.  F.  Goldsmid  rose  to  order.  He  wished  to 
know  whether  it  vras  competent  for  any  one  to  qaestion  the 
seat  of  a  member  of  that  House  except  before  an  election 
committee  or  an  election  judge. — The  Speaker  did  not 
understand  that  the  hon.  member  was  questioning  the  seat 
of  any  one,  but  was  stating  that  in  his  view  it  was  incon- 
sistent witii  an  Act  of  Parliament  that  certain  members 
should  sit  and  vote. — Mr.  Bentinck  repeated  that  Mr. 
Tomline  having  distinctly,  by  Act  of  Parliament,  impugned 
the  right  of  certain  members  to  oocnpy  seats  in  that  House, 
every  vote  come  to  and  every  Act  passed  was  at  once  invali- 
dated ;  and  in  what  condition  would  they  find  themselves  if 
after  legislating  on  grave  and  important  questions,  it  should 
be  discovered  that  the  divisions  taken  were  nugatory,  null 
and  void,  from  the  faet  that  those  who  took  part  in  the 
majority  were  not  qnalified  to  vote.  Mr.  Gladstone  sugges- 
ted that  this  was  a  question  to  refer  to  the  law  officers  of 
the  Crown ;  but  it  was  one  of  those  exceptional  cases  in 
which  the  wording  of  the  Act  was  so  clear  as  not  to  require 
the  astuteness  of  a  legal  mind  totmderstandit ;  the  Act  bore 
date  1372,  and  he  apprehended  it  made  no  difference  whether 
an  unrepealed  statute  was  dated  1372  or  1870.  The  words  of 
the  Act  were  very  exact  and  cloar.  Therefore  they  ought  not 
to  proceed  to  public  busineis  of  any  kind  till  it  was  settled 
who  had  and  who  had  not  a  right  to  ait  in  that  House. — 
Sir  6.  Grey  thought  the  words  read,  did  not  make  the  vote 
of  the  member  absolutely  void  in  case  he  belonged  to  the 
profession  of  the  law.  They  merely  made  it  a  disqnalifica- 
tion  of  the  member  on  being  returned.  Not  lone  since  it 
was  necessary  for  a  county  member  to  have  a  qaaliflcation 
in  land  of  £600,  and  for  a  borough  member  of  £300  a  year, 
but  no  one  ever  maintained  that  those  qualifications  should 
not  be  parted  with,  having  been  required  for  the  express 
purpose  of  the  election  ;  and  no  one  ever  pretended  that  the 
votes  of  such  as  had  parted  with  them  could  be  questioned, 
or  their  seats  challenged,  having  been  returned,  and  not  pe- 
titioned against.  If  the  Act  were  still  in  force  he  would 
advise  that  the  next  gentieman  of  the  long  robe,  who  was 
returned  for  a  county,  should  be  petitioned  against,  and  the 
question  would  be  tried  in  the  only  way  in  which  it  could 
be  tried — ^by  reference  to  an  election  judge.  He  could  not 
state  offhand  whether  the  statutory  disqualiflcation  had  been 
repealed,  but  he  must  say  that  to  challenge  the  votes  of 
members  now  sitting,  who  had  not  been  petitioned  against 
within  the  time  allowed  by  law,  was  against  both  thelotter 
and  spirit  of  the  law. — Mr.  Newdegate  wished  to  know 
whether  heavy  penalties  were  not  incurred  by  those  sitting 
and  voting  under  a  statutory  disqualification. — The  Attorney. 
General  said,  no  one  was  liable  to  penalties  for  sitting  or 
voting  in  Parliament,  unless  those  penalties  were  prescribed 
by  some  Act,  and  he  waa  not  aware  that  this  Act  prescribed 
any  penalties.  With  respect  to  the  alleged  disqualification, 
he  saw  three  members  of  the  legal  profession  who  sat  for 
counties,  and  he  might  also  set  their  minds  at  rest  by  stat- 
ing, that  seats  could  only  be  questioned  on  the  ground  of 
diujualification  before  an  election  committee  or  an  election 
judge.  He  would  not  without  notice  undertake  to  say  whe- 
ther the  Act  in  question  had  been  repealed  or  not ;  but  this 
he  would  say,  it  was  obsolete  and  ought  to  be  repealed. 
Lord  Coke,  no  mean  authority  on  the  common  law.  sat  for  -i 
county,  and  if  that  was  so  the  statute  was  ol)solete  in  his 
time.  From  that  time  to  this  there  had  been  innumerablu 
instances  of  barristers  sitting  for  counties.  There  was  the 
case  of  Lord  Brougham,  mentioned  by  the  Speaker  ;  lia 
might  also  mention  the  case  of  Sir  John  Bolt,  Uie  Attorney - 
General  to  Lord  Derby's  Government  ;  Sir  Fitzroy  Kellj, 
and  the  Solicitor-General  for  the  late  Government,  who  now 
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Tepiesented  a  connty.  There  was  n*  necessity  for  referrinj; 
this  matter  to  a  select  committee.  The  Act,  if 
no'  repealed,  ought  to  be  repealed,  and  the  sooner 
th«  better. — Kr.  Tomline  insisted  that  the  words 
of  the  Act  were  too  clear  to  admit  of  any  qnestion  or 
donbt.  He  shoold  certainly  press  his  motion  for  adjonm- 
ment  to  a  division,  and  he  was  cnrioos  to  observe  how  the 
lawyen,  "  following  bnsineas  in  the  Qaeen's  Coorts"  wonld 
vote  on  the  oooasion. — The  motion  was  n^jatived  by  236  to 
13. 

The  Farliamentarf  and  Mmieipal  Section*  (BaUot)  Bill. 
Adjoamed  Committee. — Claose  2  (Nominations)  lesnmed. — 
Hr.  Fonter  announced  his  willinpiess  to  dispense  witb  the 
presence  of  the  ten  snbaoribing  electors  and  require  only 
the  candidate,  proposer,  and  seconder.  Further,  to  prevent 
sham  oandidaaea,  he  was  willing  to  require  a  deposit  of 
caation  money  by  the  candidate,  to  be  returned  on  polling  a 
stated  number  of  votes.  This  gave  rise  to  an  intricate  am- 
onssion,  and  Mr.  Fonter  consented  at  one  time  to  omit  every 
restriction  on  the  attendance  at  nominations  ;  hnt  that  being 
objected  to,  it  was  finally  agreed  that  no  one's  presence 
shall  be  necessary  save  the  candidates,  proposers  and 
seconders,  and  such  pnsons  as  the  returning  officer  shall 
require  for  his  own  assistance :  immediate  notice  to  be  given 
to  the  electors  of  the  candidates  proposed. — The  sub-section 
under  which  a  propoaer  and  seoonder  can  withdraw  a  can- 
didate was  withdrawn,  and  also  that  regulating  the  number 
ut  days  between  nomination  and  poll. — A  projMsal  from  Mr. 
Hunt  and  Sir  M.  Beach  for  giving  in  counties  a  polling 
place  within  two  milee  to  each  voter  was  supported  bv  Mr. 
^Velby,  Mr.  S.  Oave,  Sir  F.  Heygate,  Mr.  Cross,  and  Mr. 
U'twning. — Mr.  Forster  admitted  the  advantage  of  multi- 
plying poUiog  places,  but  thought  the  matter  would  be  best 
ii-«lt  with  in  amending  the  Registration  Act.  Being 
pi'-ssed,  however,  by  Col.  W.  Fatten  and  Mr.  Disraeli,  he 
promised  to  try  to  deal  with  it  in  the  present  bill. 
—Clause  2  was  then  agreed  to. — Claose  3,  (Secret 
Voting.)  A  propoaal  by  Mr.  Bonrke  to  postpone  this 
clause  having  been  opposed  by  Mr.  Foiater  and 
>  egatived  by  210  to  134 — Mr.  Walter  proposed  an 
Hioendment  intended  to  limit  the  Ballot  for  the  present  to 
buronghs.  Admitting  that  household  softrage  in  boroughs 
rendered  secret  voting  necessary,  he  would  not  extend 
to  the  £10  householders  in  counties  the  same  irresponsible 
power. — ^Mr.  Fonster  opposed  the  amendment ;  it  might  be 
said  that  the  counties  needed  seoret  voting  as  much  tm 
boroughs. — Mr.  B.  Hope  supported  the  amendment,  because 
it  gave  less  of  the  Ballot.  A  discussion  then  ensued,  in  the 
course  of  which  Mr.  Stopford  Saakville  urged  that  the 
counties  did  not  need  seoret  voting. — Col.  Bartellot  and 
Mr.  Corranoe  on  behalf  of  the  counties  objected  to  be 
governed  by  the  seoret  voting  of  the  boroughs. — Mr.  Lid- 
dell  and  Mr.  Collins,  on  behalf  of  the  boroughs,  objeoted 
to  bearing  nnaooompanied  the  degrading  stigma  of  the 
Ballot, — and  Mr.  Grove  testified  to  the  oouaty  voters'  need 
of  Ballot  protection.  The  amendment  was  negatived  by 
2'1'K  to  142,  and  the  Committee  adjourned. 

The  MerebttHi  Shipping  Acta  AiM'idmciU  Bill  wad  read  a 
second  time. 

Sunday  Obntrvanee  Law  Amendment  Bill. — Mr.  Bruce 
introduced  a  Bill  to  amend  the  law  with  respect  to  pro- 
seontions  for  offences  against  the  Act  20,  Charles  II., 
cap,  7,  entitled  ''An  Act  for  the  better  observance 
of  the  Lord's  Day,  commonly  called  Sunday."  After 
a  onrelul  consideration  of  tbe  matter  he  had  resolved 
to   vest  the    proseontions    in   the  hands  of  the  police. 

Jul/  11. — ParUttmentarij  and  Municipal  Electiont  {Ballot) 
Jan.  Adjourned  L'ommittee.— Clause  3  (Secret  Voting). — 
Sir  C.  Dilke,  for  the  benefit  of  the  working  classes,  moved 
to  extmd  tho  hours  of  polling  from  4  to  8  p.m.  This  was 
oppose  ^  by  Mr.  G.  Bentinck,  Colonel  Barttelot,  Mr.  Scour- 
field,  biT  J.  Elphinstone,  jilr.  Beresford  Hope,  and  Mr. 
Forster,  urging  that  to  carry  on  the  poll  after  dark  would 
crive  greater  facilities  for  bribery,  personation,  and  riot ; 
while  Mr.  Dixon,  Mr.  Molly,  Mr.  M'Laron,  Mr.  C.  Bentinck, 
and  others,  argued  that  the  present  arrangement  virtually 
disfranchised  working  men,  who  could  only  vote  by  sacrific- 
ing a  day's  wages. — Mr.  Forster  thought,  at  any  rate,  it 
would  be  better  to  take  the  experience  of  one  general 
election  before  making  tho  change. — Sir  G.  Grey  said  that 
large  employers  of  labour  now  generally  gave  their  men 
le  I  ve  of  absence  to  go  to  the  poll,  and  the  only  result  of  the 
ch'inge  might  be  procrastination  and  late  voting. — Mr.  H. 
Juiucs  also  thought  the  disadvantage  would  outbalance  any 


gain,  particularly  because  to  close  the  poll  m  hte  wnild 
leave  a  wliole  ni^it  of  uncertainty  and  excitement  abontUti 
result. — Mr.  Newdegate  wonld  settie  the  difficulty  by  is. 
posing  a  penalty  on  any  employer  who  threw  obstaclei  in  the 
way  of  his  workmen  voting,  and  by  keeping  the  poll  oml 
The  amendment  was  n^atived  by  239  to  60.— A  beuu 
proposal  by  Sir  J.  E&hinstone,  to  open  the  poU  it 
6  a.m.,  was  negatived  by  324  to  57,  imd  a  aeconl  l* 
Mr.  Hermon,  to  keep  it  open  until  6  p.iiL,  by  309  to  66. 
— MrCroes  then  moved  that  the  votes  snallbe  takonuit 
preaant,  but  the  state  of  the  poll  not  made  known  ivnu 
polling  hours. — ^Mr.  G.  Gregory  and  Colonel  Baittelot  mm 
this  wonld  meet  all  the  evils  ef  bribery  and  intimiditiaii.— 
Mr.  Forster  said  such  a  proposal  was  misplafiwl  in  a  BtBot 
Bill,  and  urged  the  difficulties  of  enforcing  the  prohibitiaa 
Negatived  by  234  to  158 — Mr.  Lowther  next  ipondadtD 
explain  an  elaborate  voting-paper  scheme  which  he  pn- 
posed  to  substitute  for  the  Ballot,  bat  before  his  ipeedi  ni 
concluded  the  morning  sitting  came  to  an  end,  uid  the  ih 
bate  was  adjourned. 

Prvpo-d  Sekool  of-  La¥>. — Sir  Roondall  Palmer  aoved  i 
resolution  in  favour  of  the  establishment  of  a  gensnl  Sctol 
of  Law  in  London.  He  remarked  that  the  hi^  sttijnmmti 
of  some  of  those  who  had  belonged  to  the  legal  profeaianii 
well  as  the  important  duties  they  so  well  diaduugsd  voald 
naturally  lead  to  the  supposition  that  the  system  whidi  bid 
produced  such  men  was  m  itself  of  an  excellent  kind;  bit  tb 
general  opinion,  on  the  contrary,  was  to  the  effect  tint  tUi 
matter  had  long  been  in  a  most  nnsatii&otary  Ma 
Ages  ago  men  spoke  of  the  Inns  of  Court  as  a  legal  snira. 
sity  ;  but  the  system  of  stndy  fell  into  decay  ;  and  witlm 
the  recollection  of  those  now  living  it  was  no  ontna  d*- 
scription  of  English  law  studies  to  say  Cbat  they  had  baa 
unsystematic,  anaciantific,  desoltory,  and  empyrittL 
Usually  after  picking  up  some  elementary  knowledge  m 
chambers,  the  student  learnt  his  business  by  ptactinni  it 
the  Bar,  without  having  had  any  broad,  solid,  or  ide^iSe 
foundation.  This  was  a  matter  which  concerned,  not  od; 
practitioners,  but  the  public.  The  less  eminent  membeti  i 
the  profession  would  do  their  work  better  if  th^  were  better 
prepared  for  it .  The  want  of  a  broad  and  scientino  fooDiUtioi 
was  felt  in  our  crude  and  undigested  legislation,  which  u 
yet  showed  no  tendency  towards  amendment,  and  our  judi- 
cature sufiered  with  the  multiplication  of  judges  throng 
divergency  of  views  creating  confusion  in  the  adminietntio 
of  the  law.  The  many  public  offices  open  to  barristen  res- 
dered  it  desirable  that  the  clnss  should  attain  to  a  ctrtiii 
standard  of  legal  qaaliticiition ;  it  was  not  len  io- 
portant  to  the  public  interest*  that  magistrates,  paid  ud 
unpaid,  f  hould  possess  legal  knowledge  ;  even  merdwitt 
would  find  it  useful  and  valuable  to  attend  a  school  of 
law  ;  and  as  this  was  the  centre  from  which  law  ndietcd 
to  otier  regions,  particularly  to  our  colonies  and  the  EsJt 
Indies,  it  was  additionally  important  we  should  do  ont  be« 
to  secure  the  due  qualification  of  those  who  went  oat  » 
judges,  magistrates,  and  barristers.  The  report  oftht 
Select  Committee  of  1846  was,  with  very  litUe  qaslifiettiai, 
applicable  to  the  present  state  of  things,  and  it  eondnrnxil 
otir  legal  education  as  inferior  to  that  of  most  of  tbe  ciTi- 
lised  States  of  Europe.  To  show  that  this  was  a  matter  ol 
Imperial  concern  ho  quoted  a  letter  he  had  reoeired  fna 
an  eminent  Indian  judge,  Mr.  Justice  Markby,  whu  uttd 
whether  the  natives  of  India  who  came  here  to  stody  U» 
found  what  they  had  a  right  to  expect ;  and  he  then  pointed 
out  that  the  committee  of  1846  saw  that  it  was  inexpedtoit 
to  draw  a  line  of  demarcation,  in  the  early  stage  of  leg>l 
education,  between  barristers  and  solicitors.  That  repwt 
was  not  productive  of  any  immediate  results,  tmt  tif 
subject  did  not  go  entirely  to  sleep,  and  in  18S1  thelniuof 
Court  beetirred  themselves,  and  began  that  system  of  soij- 
ance  to  legal  education  which  was  still  in  operatioD.  u 
1856  a  Royal  Commission  was  Appointed,  and  the  oonau- 
sioners  stated  that  they  deemed  it  advisable  that  a  preliai- 
nary  inquiry  should  be  held  for  admission  to  the  Inse  of 
Court  with  respect  to  persons  who  had  not  taken  >  Uu- 
▼eraity  deajree ;  that  the  passing  of  an  examination  eho"^ 
requisite  before  being  called  to  the  bar,  and  that  tketo 
Inns  of  Courts  should  be  united  for  the  purpose  of  onjjt 
out  theae  examinations  and  conferring  degrees.  Atpr<W» 
anyone  might  be  admitted  to  the  bar  without  T  **'«!]' 
test  to  ascertain  the  amount  of  his  legal  knowledgaTI* 
absenco  of  a  compulsory  test  of  proficient  had  beeo"*" 
the  efficiency  of  the  present  system,  and  in  this  **  * 
things  a  body  of  gentlemen  determined  that  it  dionM  set  M 
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faoltifmorewas  notdone,and  accordingly  last  year  many 
ben  of  the  bar,  together  with  attorneys  and  solicitors, 
took  an  interest  in  the  matter,  united  themselTee  into 
lociatian,  called  the  Legal  Edncation  Association,  and 
fonraid  proposals  for  a  general  course  of  study  and 
iiutions  for  all  the  blanches  of  the  legal  profession,  to 
Oder  the  management  and  responsibility  of  a  legal 
arrity  to  be  incorporated  in  London,  lliis  body  of 
emen  desired  to  render  the  paannj;  of  certain  examina- 
alneoesnry  preliminary  to  practise  at  the  bar,  and  it 
heir  intention  that  facilities  should  be  offered  to  all 
nta  to  enter  the  proposed  UiuTersity,  whether  they 
ded  to  follow  the  law  or  not  as  a  profession.  It  was 
with  that  this  object  should  be  earned  out  in  eo-op«r- 

with  the  TJniTersities,  the  Inns  of  Court,  and  the 
ent  law  societies  throughont  the  kingdom.  Both  the 
smties  of  Oxford  and  Cambridge  aooordingly  appointed 
litteeswith  a  Ttew  to  oo-opetste  with  this  association  ; 
the  Dnivenity  of  London  had  by  its  oonstitated 
sities  eqnressed  a  general  approval  of  the  prindplee  of 
ugociation,  thongfa  objecting  to  so  much  of  the 
sals  as  had  for  their  object  the  constitntiiig  of  the  new 

strictly  and  technirailly  into  a  university,  with 
3  to  give  degrees.  In  consequence  of  that  objee- 
lie  had  omitted  the  word  "  university "  from  hia 
a.  With  respect  to  .the  UniveiBity  of  Edinburgh  he 
ilao  received  a  oommimioation,  which  showed  that 
ithoritiea  of  that  institution  Cavoambly  regarded  the 
Ue  working  of  the  plan.  Of  those  who  had  given 
^eral  approval  to  the  scheme  he  might  mention  the 
Chancellor  and  eleven  of  the  judges.  Sir  "W.  Erie, 
ihn  I'ojlor  Coleridge,  and  Sir  Joseph  Napier,  for- 

Loid  Ohancellor  of  Ireland.  With  regard  to  its 
ion  from  the  different  organs  of  the  profMsion,  the 
mated  Law  Society  had  passed  a  resolution  ap- 
g  generally  the  proposaL  The  Ketropolitan  and 
Kial  Law  Association,  and  the  incorporated  law 
as  in  other  parts  of  the  United  Ejngdom,  had 
leclaied  a  similar  adhesion.  The  Inns  of  Court 
^pointed  committees  to  meet  together  and  confer 
i»  subject,  and  they  adopted  resolutions  ad- 
K  a  very  important  way  in  the  direction  in  which  he 
I  to  move.       Gray's-inn  the   Middle   Temple,   the 

Temple,  and  Xdnooln's-inn— all  declared  their  ad- 
e  to  the  piinoiple  substantially  that  there  should  be 
nl  school  of  law — one  united  body,  with  control  over 
tiject,  and  tiiat  there  should  be  an  efiScient  ezamina- 
«fore  any  one  was  admitted  to  practise  at  the  bar. 
e  loner  Temple  and  Lincoln' s-inn  wished  to  keep  the 
km  of  the  bar  entirely  separate,  and  to  retain  the 

power   over  education  they  now   possessed  in  the 

of  the  Inns  of  Court.  Kow,  he  could  not  agree 
.  He  Inns  of  Court  had  no  pretence  whatever  to 
the  exclusive  control  or  management  of  the  system, 
bad  no  representative  character.  They  did  not  even 
est  the  l»r.  Besides,  they  aimed  at  objects  much 
elunvely  professional.  The  association  of  students  of 
at  blanches  of  the  profession,  so  far  from  being  an  evil, 
,  in  his  opinion,  in  many  respects,  tend  to  the  posi- 
dTantage  of  both.  If  the  House  concurred  in  the 
els  he  had  to  make,  the  sucr. -'<  which  had  attended 
^blishment  of  the  London  Uiiiversity  might  be  taken 
tppy  augury  for  the  future  suocesb  of  the  scheme, 
,  if  carried  out  in  no  narrow,  invidious,  or  sectarian 
could  not  fail  to  confer  immense  benefit  upon  a  pro- 
I  to  which  he  as  much  as  anyone  was  deeply  attached, 
icladed  by  moving  the  following  resolutions  : — 

That,  in  the  opinion  of  this  House,  it  is  desirable 
General  School  of  Law  should  be  established  in  the 
lolis,  in  the  government  of  which  the  different 
i«9  of  the  legal  profession  in  England  may  be  suitably 
sated ;  and  tba^  after  the  establishment  thereof,  no 

ahonld  be  admitted  to  practise  in  any  branch  of  the 
mfession,  either  at  or  below  the  bar,  or  as  an  attorney 
dtor  in  England,  without  a  certificate  of  proficiency 
stady  of  law,  granted  after  proper  examinations  by 
leneral  School  of  Law. 

That  an  humble  address  be  presented  to  her  Majesty 
ig  that  her  Majesty  may  be  graciously  pleased  to  take 
msideration  the  expediency  of  establishing  and  incor- 
ig  under  her  Majesty's  Hoyal  Charter  a  General 
I  of  Law  in  the  metropolis,  in  the  government  of 

the  different  branches  of  the  legal  profession  in 
nd,  may  be  suitably  represented,  and  assuring  her 


Majesty  that  if  it  shall  appear  to  her  Majesty  to  be  expe. 
dient  to  provide  by  snob  Charter  that,  after  ue  time  when 
such  General  School  shall  be  fully  established,  no  person 
shall  be  admitted  to  practise  in  any  branch  of  the  legeX 
profeanon  either  at  or  below  the  bar,  or  as  an  attorney  or 
solicitor  in  England,  without  a  certificate  of  profloienoy  in 
the  study  of  the  law,  granted  after  proper  ezaainations  by 
such  (General  School  of  Law,  this  Honse  will  be  prepared  to 
concur  in  such  legislatioa  as  may  be  requisito  to  enable  her 
Majesty  so  to  do. — Mx.  O.  Morgan  seoimded  the  motion. — 
On  tiie  motion  of  Mr.  Jessel,  the  debate  was  then  a^jonmed. 
The  Municipal  Corporation  Aett  Amendment  Bill  was  read 
a  second  time. 

July  12^-EabUual  Dninkardt  BiU.—Vx.  Dalrymple 
moved  the  seooad  reading  of  his  bill,  which  provided  for 
the  enforced  seclusion  for  a  period  of  twelve  months  of 
hahitoal  dmnkaids,  either  b^  tiieir  own  voluntary  action, 
by  the  intervention  of  famuies,  or  by  a  magistrate's  com- 
mittal in  cases  where  a  mui  has  been  convicted  of  drunken- 
ness or  some  offence  arising  out  of  it  three  times  within  six 
months. — The  bill  was  ultimately  withdrawn,  on  the^  un- 
derstanding that  a  select  committee  should  be  appointed 
next  session. 

The  ParlittiaaUary  and  Municipal  Eteetione  {Ballot) 
J«tt— Adjourned  committee.— Clause  3  (Secret  Voting).-^ 
Mr.  Xiowther  moved  an  amendment  introducing  his 
scheme  for  voting-papers.  After  a  lengthy  and  acri- 
monious debate  the  amendment  was  negatived  by  253 
to  166. — Mr.  Leatham  then  moved  to  substitute  per- 
forated cards  for  the  Ballot  papers  prescribed  by  the  bill. — 
Mr.  Forster  said  it  was  inexpedient  to  provide  snoh  details 
as  these  by  the  biU.  It  would  be  better  to  wait  for  the  ex- 
perience of  an  election  or  two.  Moreover,  "  paper  "  would 
mdude  "  cards."  On  a  division  '•  paper  "  was  preferred  to 
"cards"  by  175  to  166.— Debate  adjourned. 


SOCIETIES  AND  IlfSTITITTIONS. 

LAW  STUDENTS'  DEBATING  SOCIETY. 
On  Tueaday,  the  4th  July,  1871,  was  held  the  annual 
meeting  of  this  society,  Mr.  Gordon,  in  the  chair.  The 
officere  of  the  society  for  the  ensuing  session  were  elected, 
and  the  following  being  the  annual  report  of  the  committee, 
was  submitted  and  adopted  : — 

To  the  Law  Students  Debating  Soeiety. 

Gentlemen, — ^We  have  the  pleasure  to  lay  before  you  our 
report  of  the  proceedings  of  the  society  daring  the  session 
which  is  about  to  close. 

The  session  has  comprised  thirty-three  meetings,  at  which 
twenty  legal,  and  ten  jurisprudential  questions  have  been 
discussed,  the  remaining  meetings  having  been  devoted  to  the 
general  business  of  the  society,  with  the  exception  of  one 
meeting,  which  was  adjourned  without  any  discussion. 

The  average  length  of  the  debates  has  been  1  hour  and  45 
minutes.  The  average  number  of  members  attending  the 
debates  throughout  the  session  has  been  23,  the  largest 
number  present  at  any  debate  having  been  34,  and  the 
smallest  number  14.  'Hie  average  number  of  speakers  has 
been  7,  and  of  voters  10,  of  whom  on  an  average  8  voted  in 
person,  and  2  in  the  register  of  votes. 

During  the  past  year  36  new  members  have  been  elected, 
and  8  gentlemen  have  ceased  to  be  members  by  resignation. 
The  committee  have  to  announce  in  addition  that  28  mem- 
bers have  been  struck  off  the  roll  during  the  session,  pur- 
suant to  rule  8. 

There  are  now  on  the  roll  of  the  society  159  members. 

During  the  session  the  committee  have  held  8  meetings, 
and  have  had  under  their  consideration  46  legnl  questions,  of 
which  22  have  been  approved  for  debate. 

Mr.  Wm.  Appleton  having  resigned  the  office  of  Secretary 
on  the  8th  November  last,  Mr.  Sidney  Chapman  was  elected 
in  his  stead. 

Several  motions  having  in  view  alterations  in  the  rules, 
have  been  brought  before  the  society,  but  they  have  resulted 
in  one  alteration  only,  viz.,  the  extension  of  rule  6  by  the 
imposition  of  a  fine  of  23.  6d.  on  members  failing  to  appear 
in  support  of  motions  of  which  they  have  given  notice. 

The  committee  have  much  pleasure  in  announcing  that 
the  following  members  have  obtained  honorary  distinction 
at  the  find  examinations  by  the  Incorporated  Law  Society : 
— Mr.  A.  W.  Rooke,  who  waa  awarded  the  prize  of  tne 
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Hononnble  Society  of  Clifford's  Inn,  at  the  examination  in  ( 
Hilary  Tenn,  1871,  Mr.  A.  Oongh  Harrie,  and  Mr.  S.  W. 
Page,  who  gained  the  commendation  of  the  examiners  in 
Hichaelmas  Term,  1870. 

It  is  gratifying  to  observe  that  notwithstanding  the  strict 
enforcement  doring  the  past  session  of  rale  8,  to  which  re- 
ference has  been  made,  the  nomber  of  members  now  on  the 
roll  affords  matter  for  congratulation,  and  attests  the  con- 
tinued prosperity  of  the  society. 

We  are,  Qentlemen,  your  obedient  servants, 

Lbslib  Hcntbb;  EdoabO.  Habtib; 
Pbbct  Ookdon;  Thoh  R.  Hab- 
OREJLTBs;  R.  F.  Austin;  J.  S. 
Hbpbubn,  Treasurer ;  Sidnby  Chap- 
man, Secretary. 


COURT  PAPEES. 

GENERAL  RULES. 
Made  in  pursuance  of  the  Bankruptcy  Act,  1869.    32  &  33 

Vict.  c.  71, 
It  is  ordered  as  follows,  that  is  to  say  : — 

1.  The  general  rules  in  Bankruptcy  made  on  the  1st  day 
of  January,  1870,  may  be  cited  for  all  purposes  as  "  The 
Bankruptcy  Rules,  1870,"and  these  rules  as  •Tne  Bankruptcy 
Rules,  1871,''  and  such  rules  shall  be  read  and  construed 
together. 

Seeeiver. 

2.  Where  a  receiver  or  manager  of  the  property  or  business 
of  a  bankrupt  shall  have  been  appointed,  he  shall,  upon  the 
appointment  of  a  trustee,  deliver  to  such  trustee  all  money 
and  property  which  may  have  come  to  his  hands,  unless  the 
Court  shall  otherwise  order. 

3.  A  receiver  or  manager,  in  cases  either  of  bankruptcy  or 
liquidation,  shall  not  have  any  lien  whatever  for  his  remu- 
neration on  any  money  or  property  which  may  have  come 
into  his  hands. 

Cotti. 

4.  All  bills  and  charges  of  attorneys,  receivers,  managers, 
accountants,  auctioneers,  brokers,  and  other  persons  not 
being  trustees,  in  matters  of  bankruptcy,  shall  be  taxed  by 
the  proper  officer  of  the  Court  and  no  payments  in  respect 
of  such  bills  or  charges  shall  be  allowed  by  the  Comptroller, 
in  the  accounts  of  a  trustee,  without  due  proof  of  such  taxa- 
tion having  been  made.  The  taxing  officer  shall  satisfy 
himself  that  the  employment  of  a  solicitor  has  been  duly 
authorised  by  section  29  of  the  Act. 

5.  All  bills  and  charges  of  attorneys,  receivers,  managers, 
accountants,  auctioneers,  brokers,  and  other  persons  not 
being  trustees,  in  matters  of  liquidation,  shall  be  taxed  by 
the  proper  officer  of  the  Court,  and  no  ^yments  in  respect 
of  such  bills  or  charges  shall  be  allowed  in  the  accounts  of  a 
trustee  without  due  proof  of  such  taxation  having  been  made. 
No  payment  shall  be  allowed  in  respect  of  the  remuneration 
of  a  trustee  in  liquidation,  except  on  the  allocatur  of  the 
taxing  officer,  as  being  in  accordance  with  the  determination 
of  the  creditors  thereon. 

6.  Where  in  bankruptcy  or  liquidation  a  receiver  or 
manager  is  continued  as  trustee,  the  remuneration  of  trus- 
tee at  the  rate  determined  on  shall  commence  as  from  the 
date  of  his  appointment  as  receiver  or  manager,  and  shall  be 
assessed  accordingly  ;  and  no  other  than  the  aforesaid  re- 
muneration shall  be  made  to  the  trustee  for  his  services  as 
receiver  or  manager. 

7.  Where  the  receiver  or  manager  is  not  continued  as 
trustee,  or  is  continued  as  trustee  but  without  remune- 
ration, he  shaU  be  allowed  out  of  the  estate  such  sum  for  his 
services  as  receiver  or  manager  as  the  taxing  officer  of  the 
Court  shall,  having  regard  to  the  views  of  the  trustee,  and 
committee  of  inspection  (if  any)  thereon,  think  fit. 

8.  Whore  any  costs  in  bankruptcy  or  liquidation  are 
incurred  subsequent  to  these  rules,  and  the  proveable  debts 
of  the  debtor  do  not  exceed  X750,  or  the  estimated  assets  do 
not  exceed  £200,  a  lower  scale  of  attorneys'  costs  shall  be 
allowed,  namely,  three-fifths  of  the  charges  ordinarily  allowed, 
disbursements  being  added.  If  in  error  any  charges  have 
been  allowed  or  paid  on  the  higher  scale,  and  the  proveable 
debts  shall  afterwards  be  ascertained  not  to  exceed  £750,  or 
the  gross  proceeds  of  the  assets  not  to  exceed  £200,  the 
excess  shall  be  disallowed,  and  if  paid  shall  bo  repaid  to  the 
trustee. 


AeeouitU. 

9.  Where  the  Comptroller  in  Bankruptcy  daQ  npntti^ 
a  coantyooart  the  failure  of  a  bnstee  to  comply  vdvar 
requisition  which  may  have  been  made  on  aim  %  de 
Comptroller  under  the  {novisiona  of  sectinn  67  oftiuAct, 
tiie  registrar  of  the  Court  shall  appoint  a  day  for  the  tnsw 
to  attend  the  Court,  four  days  notice  whetnil^  iccorix;  6 
the  form  in  the  schedule,  shall  be  sent  by  post  or  ofterni 
by  the  registrar  to  the  trustee,  together  witii  %am<iia 
ComptroUer's  report,  which  copy  wall  be  farwudMlijtk 
Comptroller  to  tne  Conrt  witb  the  original  report. 

10.  Where  a  registrar  of  a  coonty-oonrt  htvini  jinfr 
tion  in  Bankruptcy  acts  as  a  trustee,  the  word  "Cosit"!! 
sub-section  17  of  section  83  shall  mean  the  judge  tfaik 
Court,  and  shall  not  include  the  r^istiaraetiiijtiji^ 
nnder  powers  del^ated  by  the  judge. 

11.  The  registrars  shaU  in  all  cases  of  bankruptcy  innri 
to  the  Comptroller  an  office  copy  of  the  minutes  of  pniMl- 
ings  at  first  meeting  of  creditors,  a  memonndnm  of  isda^ 
discharge,  and  of  oraer  annulling  a^ndication,  or  d  &li^ 
bankruptcy,  and  shall  supply  the  Comptroller  vitk  Kii 
special  mformation,  or  statistical  returns,  as  he  uj  fira 
time  to  time  require. 

12.  AVhere  a  receiver  or  mam^r  has  been  a{qioiiiteict 
bankruptcy,  the  accounts  of  such  receiver  or  nuBtfpiC 
be  forwarded  to  the  Comptroller  in  Bankruptcy  by  tat  tr.- 
tree,  with  the  first  acconnts  rendered  by  him  toth«Cos> 
troUer. 

13.  The  estate  book  referred  to  in  rule  243  of  '"Ilit  Bnl 
ruptcy  Rules,  1870,"  may  be  kept  in  the  formofaaoriiK: 
debtor  and  creditor  account  in  lieu  of  the  form  pitscribel 
by  such  rule. 

14.  The  trustee  shall  submit  to  the  committee  of  am 
tion  his  bank  pass  book  at  the  quarterly  meeting  nqsiw 
to  be  held  by  section  20  of  the  act,  and  shall  (orwuii 
the  Comptroller  a  copy  duly  certified  by  the  committw 
all  entries  made  therein  since  the  previous  audit 

15.  Where  the  trustee  has  not  since  the  date  of  li 
appointment,  or  since  the  last  audit  of  his  accotmti,  xttan 
or  paid  any  sum  of  money  on  account  of  the  biobtf!' 
estate,  he  shall  at  the  quarterly  meeting  required  by  «tii 
20  lay  before  the  committee  of  inspection  a  ststsBffli ' 
that  effect,  according  to  the  form  in  the  schedule;' 
such  statement  shall,  if  approved,  be  signed  by  the  omaita 
and  forthwith  forwarded  by  the  trustee  to  the  ComptrA* 

16.  Where  there  is  no  committee  of  inspection,  ml  H 
trustee  has  not  for  a  period  of  three  months  form  the  U 
of  his  appointment  or  from  the  last  audit  of  his  sc<*>^ 
received  or  paid  any  sum  of  money  on  account  d 
bankrupt's  estate,  he  shall  file  with  the  registm  ti 
court  an  affidavit  to  that  effect,  according  to  the  form  ii  t 
schedule,  and  shall  forthwith  forward  an  office  copy  of  b 
affidavit  to  the  Comptroller.  Where  the  registrar  is  tn* 
he  shall  forward  to  the  Comptroller  a  certificate  to  the 
effect. 

17.  Upon  the  declaration  of  a  dividend  a  trasteeahill 
to  the  Comptroller  a  list  of  creditors  who  hare  pr 
showing  the  amount  of  proofs  and  dividends.  ..^ 

18.  At  the  expiration  of  12  months  &om  the  dsdina 
of  such  (Uvidsnd,  or  if  the  bankruptcy  be  closed  withia  ■ 
month  of  such  declaration,  then  at  the  close  of  the  S« 
ruptcy,  the  trustee  shall  forward  to  the  Comptrollet  a  lis: 
the  dividends  unclaimed,  together  with  vouchen  Ao^ 
the  payment  of  such  dividends  as  have  been  paid. 

19.  Upon  the  receipt  of  such  list  the  Comptrollerjhill  ^^ 
to  the  trustee  an  order  by  the  Accountant  in  BsnkroM 
upon  the  Bank  of  En|;land  to  receive  the  amount  of  J 
dividends  which  remain  nnckimed.  and  the  tmstes  sU 
within  one  week  from  the  date  of  such  order  pay  into  ' 
Bank  of  England  tiie  sum  mentioned  in  such  order. 

20.  Any  other  moneys  arising  from  the  property  <"  ^ 
bankrupt  remaining  under  the  control  of  the  trortee «:  a 
close  of  the  bankruptcy  of  any  bankrupt,  shiU,  a  fi 
manner,  be  paid  by  the  trustee  into  the  Bank  of  Enffs*"- 

.      21.  All  money  received  by  a  registrar  actinj  "^ 

I  after  the  dose  of  a  bankruptcy,  shall  in  like  mtnner  I>»  | 

by  him  into  the  Bank  of  England  within  one  sMulhol 

receipt  of  the  same.  r-c  j 

22.  The  (iovemor  and  Company  of  the  Bank  «f  EafJ 
shall  receive  and  carry  to  the  credit  of  the  »m»o^*  ' 
Acoonntant  in  Bankruptcy,  all  moneys  so  directed  » 
received  by  any  order  of  Uie  Accountant.  ^  "' 

23.  Subject  to  the  provisions  of  section  116  of  tw  if—: 
ruptcy  Act,  1869,andseetioi»  29  of  the  Bankruptcy  »»»*■» 


Digitized  by 


Google 


July  15. 18V1.  THE  SOLICITORS'  JOURNAL  &  REPORTER. 


681 


losolrent  Court  Act,  1869,  the  Court,  upon  being  satisfied 
tJist  ioj  perMO  who  may  claim  to  be  entitled  to  any  divi- 
dend or  other  parment  from  moneys  which  shall  haTe  been 
■0  paid  into  the  Bank  of  England  is  entitled  thereto,  may 
order  payment  of  the  same  according  to  the  form  in  the 
achedale. 

24.  Where  payment  is  required  to  be  made  to  a  registrar 
oft  connty  court  for  fees  authorised  to  be  taken  by  him 
for  the  duties  of  realising  the  estate  and  of  making  a  divi- 
dend, the  order  directing  such  payment  shall  be  signed  by 
the  judge  of  the  court,  and  any  order  made  by  the  London 
Buikmptcy  Cpurt  for  the  payment  of  such  fees  shall  be 
nude  payable  to  sudi  of&oer  as  may  be  authorised  to  receive 
fees  on  betudf  of  Her  Majesty's  Exchequer. 

25.  Every  r^^trar  acting  as  a  trustee  after  the  close  of 
sliankruptcy  shall,  within  t^  days  after  the  SOth  of  June 

and  Slat  of  December,  forward  to  the  OomptroUer,  a  certifi- 
cate to  the  effect  that  he  has  paid  into  the  Bank  of  Eng- 
land all  sums  of  money  received  by  him  on  aooonnt  of  dosed 
fetatea. 

26.  Every  registrar  acting  as  a  trustee  after  the  close  of 
a  bankruptcy  shall,  within  twenty  days  of  the  SOth  of  Jane 
in  every  year,  forward  to  the  Accountant  in  Bankruptcy 
an  account  showing  the  balance  standing  to  the  credit  of 
each  dosed  estate  in  which  he  is  trustee,  which  aooonnt,  if 
cotroct,  shall  be  certified  by  the  accountant  and  returned  by 
him  to  the  registrar. 

27.  Where  any  money  shall  be  paid  into  the  Bank  of 
England  pursuant  to  these  rules,  the  trustee  shall  receive  a 
certificate  from  one  of  the  cashiers  of  such  bank. 

Disclaimer  of  LeaMhxid  iTUertst. 

28.  Where  any  property  of  a  bankrupt  acquired  by  a 
tmstse  under  "  The  Bankruptcy  Act,  1869,"  shall  consist  of 
a  leasehold  interest,  the  trustee  shall  not  execute  a  dis- 
daimer  of  the  same  without  the  leave  of  the  Court  being 
first  obtained  for  that  purpose ;  and  upon  any  application  to 
the  Court  for  such  leave,  notice  of  the  desire  bf  the  trustee 
to  disclaim  such  interest  whall  be  given  to  such  person  or 
persons  as  the  Court  shall  direct,  and  such  order  shall  be 
■ude  thereon  aa  tiie  Court  shall  think  fit. 

BUthkioet,  C. 
Jakbs  Bacon,  Chief  Judge. 
7  July,  1871. 

SCHIDUU  OF  FOBMB. 

1.  ifotie*  to  Triutee  at  instance  of  Comptroller, 
The  Bankruptcy  Act,  1869. 
In  the  Connty  Court  of  ,  holden  at 


In  the  matter  of  A.  B.  of 


,  a  bankrupt. 


Take  notice  that  you  are  required  to  attend  at  this  court 
«n  the  day  of  ,  at  o'clock  in  the 

noon,  to  explain  why  you  have  failed  to  comply  with 
thereqnisitian  of  the  Comptroller  in  Bankruptcy,  mentioned 
in  a  report  of  that  ofScer  to  this  Court,  a  copy  of  which  is 
hereto  annexed. 

Take  further  notice  that,  should  you  not  attend  on  that 
day,  the  Court  will,  in  your  absence,  make  such  order  in  the 
premises  as  it  may  think  just. 
Bated  thia  day  of  187    . 

Hegistrar. 

2.  Order  of  Sitcharge. 

The  Bankruptey  Act,  1869. 

In  the  London  Bankruptey  Court  [or  the  County  Court 

of  ,  hulden  at  ]. 


In  the  matter  of  A.  B.  ot 


,  a  bankrupt. 


An  order  of  discharge  was  this  day  granted  to  A.  B.  of 
,  who  was  adjudicated  bankrupt  on  the 
lay  of  187    . 

Dated  this  day  of  187    . 

Hegistrar. 
3.  Notice  in  Gazette  of  Dividend  declared. 
In  the  London  Bankruptcy  Court  [or  the  County  Court 

of  ,  holden  at  J. 

A  dividend  of  shillings  m  the  pound 

iat  been  declared  in  the  matter  of  A.  B.  of  ad- 

udicated  baakmpt  on  the  day  of  ,  and 

nil  be  paid  by  me  at  [here  set  out  fully  the  place  where  the 
lividond  will  be  paid]  on  and  after  the  day  of 

187    . 
Dated  this  day  of  18    . 

Trustee. 


i.  Form  of  Affidavit  on  Nomination  of  Receiver  bg  Creditors. 

The  Bankruptey  Act,  1869. 

In  the  London  Court  of  fiankraptoy  [or  in  the  County  Oonrt 

of  ,  holden  at  ]. 

In  the  matter  of  proceedings  for  liquidation  by  arrange- 
ment or  composition  with  creditors  mstituted  by  A.  B.  of 
&c.  — — 

I,  of  make  oath  and  say  as  follows  :  — 

1.  I  am  [or  a  partner  in  the  firm  of  ,  which 
firm  is]  one  of  the  three  principal  creditors  of  the  above- 
named  A.  B.,  who  have  nominsAed  C.  D.  as  receiver  [or 
manager]  of  the  property  (and  bnsiness)  of  the  said  A.  B. 

2.  I  verily  believe  the  said  0.  D.  has  been  duly  nominated 
as  such  receiver  [or  manager]  by  a  majority  in  value  of  the 
creditors  of  the  said  A.  B.,  in  pursuance  of  Bule  262  of  the 
Bankruptey  Bules,  1870. 

Sworn,  fto. 

Order  for  payment,  ■   S.  Order  for  Fayimnt  of  Uontye  out  of 
Ko.        .  :  'BankofSngland. 

No. 
The  Bankruptey  Act,  1869. 
In  the  London  Bankruptcy  Court 
[or  the  County  Court  of  , 

holden  at  ],  day  of 

18    . 


Be: 
A^jndioation  dated 


In  the  matter  of 
bankrupt 
(Under  abjudication  dated 


It 


18    .) 


appearing  to  the  Court  that 
is  entitled  to  be  paid 
the  sum  of  pounds 

shillings  and  pence,  being 

,  and  that  the 
said  sum  forms  part  of  the  moneys 
^jn/litig  to  the  credit  of  the  account 
of  the  Accountant  in  Bankruptcy  in 
the  Bank  of  England.  It  is  ordered, 
that  the  said  sum  be  paid  to 
By  the  Court. 
&  (ut.)  Registrar. 

To  the  Accountant  in  Bankruptey. 


Order  «>r_ 

payment 


In    pursuance   of   the 
above  order  pay  to 

or  order,  the  sum 
of  pounds 

_8hilliags  and  pence. 


Accountant. 
To  the  Cashier  of  the  Bank 

of  England. 
N.B. — This  order,  upon  being  pro- 
perly endorsed,  will  be  paid  at  the 
Public  Drawing  OfBoe,  Btuak  of  Eng- 
land, any  day  until  three  o'clock. 

6.  CerUJUate  of  no  Seeeipte  or  Faymente  by  Ttuetee. 

The  Bankruptey  Act,  1869. 

In  the  London  Bankruptey  Court  [or  the  County  Court 

of  ,  holden  at  .] 


In  the  matter  of 


of 


,  a  bankrupt. 


I,  of  ,  the  trustee  of  the 

property  of  the  above-named  bankrupt,  certify  that  since 

as  trustee  I  have  not, 
nor  has  any  person  by  my  order  or  for 
my  use,  received  or  paid  any  sum  of 
money  on  account  of  the  bankrupt's 
estete. 

And  I  further  certify  that  the  reason 
why  I  have  not   received   any  sum  of 
money  on  account  of  the  said  estete  since 
the  time  aforesaid,  is  [here  state  reason^. 
Examined  and  approved  this  day  of  18    . 

Trustee. 


"  the  date  of  my 
appointment "  or 
"  the  last  audit 
of  my  accounts," 
as  the  case  may 
be.    Reason  to 
be  shortly  stated. 


Committee  of  Inspection. 
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7.  Afiiant  of  no  SteeipU  or  Paym$ntt  ty  Trtutte  in  ctt* 

whtr*  thtrt  w  no  CommitUt  of  In$p»ctim. 

The  Banknq^toy  Aet,  1869. 

In  the  London  Bankroptoy  Oonrt  [or  the  Connty  Oonii 

of  ,  holden  at  ]■ 


In  the 


of 


.of 


,  a  baakrapt. 


I,  of  I  the  tmitee  of  the 

property  of  the  abore-named  baakmpt,  make  oath  and  aay, 
I.  That  since  as 

« the  date  of  my      trostee  I  have  not,  nor  has  anj  penon  by 
appointment"  or      n,y  order  or  for  my  use,  received  or  paid 
•'^the  l«»i  audit        ,m_  j^^  „f  money  on  aoconnt  of  the 
of  my  accounts,       bankrapt's  estate. 
SS.'^kS^^J  2-.T^  the  reaym  why  I  have  not 

be  shor^rtated.     received  any  Sum  of  money  on  acoount  of 
the  said  estate  smce  the  time  aforesaid  is 
[here  state  reason]. 

Sworn  at,  &c.  . 

80AI.B  ov  AnoRmr's  Costs  of  prooeediogs  for  I^qnidation 
by  ArraoRement,  under  Section  12d,  op  to  Appoint- 
ment of  Tmitee. 
(The  taxing  officer  will  exercise  a  &ir  discretion  as  to  the 
allowance  of  preliminary  or  other  charges  connected  with 
the  debtor's  failure  and  any  steps  taken  to  protect  the 
estate  for  tbe  general  benefit  of  creditors,  subject  to  order 
of  Court  or  resolution  of  creditors.) 

&    :  d. 

Instructions  for  petition     1    0    0 

Attending  seardiing  if  bankruptcy  petition  filed    0    8    8 

Paid  search 0    10 

Drawing  and  engrossing  petition 0  10    0 

Paid  stamp  and  parchment 110 

Attesting  signature  of  (each)  petitioner 0    6    8 

Drawing  and  fair  copy  affidavit  verifying  petition    0    8    4 

Attending  petitioner  to  be  sworn 0    6    8 

Paid  oath  and  exhibit  on  petition  where  necessary    0    2    6 

Paid  stamp 0    10 

Attending  petitioner  as  to  the  nature  of  his  lia- 
bilities and  as  to  addresses  of  his  creditors  and 
preparing  certificate  as  to  place  of  meeting    ...     0    6    8 
Attending  court  on  presentation  of  petition,  and 

filing  same  and  affidavit 10    0 

If  by  agent 2    0    0 

[In  special  cases  attorney's  journey  may  be 
charged  where  resident  at  a  distance  ficom 
the  court.] 

Paid  for  file  for  proceedings  

Drawing  notice  to  creditors  of  first  general  meet- 
ing and  copies  thereof      

(28.  6d.  each  for  the  first  20,  and  Is.  each 
afterwards,  and  3d.  each,  tiironghout,  for 
forma  and  printing.) 

Paid  postage  stamps  

Drawing  request  to  registrar  to  send  notices  and 
list  of  creditors  to  annex  at  Is.  per  folio 

Fair  copy  (per  folio  4d.) 

Paid  stamps  at  3d.  per  notice        

Attending  with  request  and  list  of  creditors  and 
lodging  notice,  and  going  through  and  check- 
ing same  with  registrar  (in  discretion  of  taxing 

officer  according  to  lengtii  of  list)         

Drawing  and  two  fair  copies  notice  of  general 

meeting  for  Gazette        0    6    S 

Attending  obtaining  signature  of  R^^istrar  and 

seal  thereto  0    3    4 

Attending  inserting  in  (Gazette     0    6    8 

Paid  insertion  

Attending  for  copy  Gazette  and  attending  filing    0    3    4 

Paid  tor  copy  (gazette  (cost  of  same)       

[Where  statement  of  affairs  prepared  by  at- 
torney, charge  to  be  allowed  for  instruc- 
tions and  attendances  on  debtor  and  draw- 
ing statement  at  Is.  per  folio,  and  fair 
copy  thereof  at  4d.,  and  attendances  on 
debtor  and  obtaining  his  signature  thereto ; 
if  prepared  by  an  accountant,  perusing 
and  considering  statement  and  attendance 
on  debtor  and  accountant  thereon.] 

Attending  meeting,  self  and  clerk  15    0 

If  by  agent  2    5    0 


legirtei 
"J   8  0 


8 
0  i  % 

0  li 

1  i  % 

0  «  8 

i  S 


I  5  } 


[A  double  or  longer  sitting  will  caly  t«  •!•  ti.i. 
lowed  where  cwtifled  for  by  the  chumta, 
and  approved  by  the  timng  officer.  la 
■peciaf  cases  attorney's  jontney  miv  1» 
charged  where  resident  at  a  dirtaooe  Bob 
the  ^aoe  of  meeting.]^ 
Fee  for  examining  and  erhihitlng  pioofa,  coa- 
paring  and  completing  reaolntians  with  praDM, 
&c.,and  (where  necessary)  obtaining rignatuKi 
of  oreditora  subsequently  to  the  meeting.   Bale 
279  of  1870.  . 

[Where  any  special  ciroumitanoei,  drtviiig 
resolutions  or  deed  for  carrying  adae  isto 
efTect,  and  fees  to  oounael  to  settle  may  b« 
allowed.]  .   . 

Drawing  and  fair  oopy  affidavit,  verifying  nao- 
lotioos,  statenent,  proofs,  and  proxim  piodnced 
at  meeting  and  of  appwntmant  of  cihaimisn   .„  0  i 
Attending  swearing  ...        ... 

Paid  oath  (where  necessatr)  and  stamp 
Drawing  affidavit  as  to  valne  of  assets   . 

Atteioding  swearing  

Paid  oath  (where  neoessaiy)  and  stamp 
Attending  legistiar  on  application   to 

special  resolution  

If  by  agent  

Paid  ad  valorem  stamp  dnty  on  resolution 

[In  country  eases  paid  Ua  office  copy  reso- 
lutions to  be  sent  to  London  Court] 
Drawing  and  two  tax  copies  oertifioate  of  trustee'! 

appointment  ••• 

Attending  obtaining  repstrar's  signature  sad  aasl 

of  the  Court  thereto        

Where  Besolutions  objected  to. 
Attending  obtaining  appointment  for  registrtbiii 
Drawing  notice  of  intention  to  register  and  bir 

oopy      • 

Oopy  and  service  of  notice  (eaoh)  ...  _    - 

Drawing  affidavit  of  service  and  oopy  notice  to 
annex         ... 

Paid  oath  and  stamp  

Attending  swearing  affidavit  and  filing 
Attending  Registrar  on  hearing  of  application  sad 

drawing  order      "  " 

[Any  additional  charges  to  be  certified  by 
Registrar  at  time  of  hearing  appUoatitm.] 
Where  Receiver  appomted. 
Instructions  for  application  for  appcnntment  of 

receiver      _    

Drawing  and  foir  oopy  application 

Stamp  uereon  ""_     ,— 

Drainng  affidavit  in  support  of  application 

Attending  swearing  

Paidoath  and  stamp  

Drawing  affidavit  of  responidbility 

Attending  swearing  

Paid  oath  and  stamp  

Attending  oonrt  on  application ,  order  made 

[The  attendance  of  counsel  is  not  to  be  allowed 
unless  sanctioned  by  the  Court  at  the  tima 
of  application  for  Receiver.] 
Drawing  order,  and  two  fair  copies,  and  obtaining 


0  i  i 

...0  8! 

0  6  ( 


0  6 
0  i 
0  i 
0  « 
0  (I 
0  if 
0  ( 
0  (  I 
0  i 
013 


Registrar's  signature  and  passing 


0  ;  I 


0  i  I 
0  5 
«  > 


«i 


Where  Interim  Injunction  necessary  pending,  full  »*" 

Motion  for  Injunction. 
Instructions  for  application  to  restrain  pending 

proceedings  »• 

Drawing  and  foir  oopy  application  

Paid  stamp 

Drawing  i^davit  in  support  of  application  and 

Attending  swearmg  

Paid  oath  and  stamp  

[The  attendance  of  counsel  is  not  be  allowed 
unless  sanctioned  by  the  Court  at  the  timt 
of  application  for  Interim  Injunction.] 
Attending  Court  on  application  order  made 
Drawing  and  engrossing  order  and  passing 
Notice  of  injunction,  copy  and  service  (eadt) 
[Where  possible  the  application  for  re-   ■ 
ceiver  and  interim  injunction  to  be 
made  at  one  and  the   same  sitting, 
and  the  costs  to  be  allowed  by  the 
Taxing  Officer  accoiilingly.] 


0  13  ' 
i  i  ' 
0  5 
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Iigonctioiu. 
laitnetioiu  for  notice  of  motion  for  (or  to  be  £   t.  d. 

(xmtinned)  injoBction      0    6    8 

Dnwing  nma,  la  per  folio  

Fiir  cope8(4d.  per  folio 

I)nwiD|[  amdiTit  and  copy .^ 

Mtesding  swearing  0    6    8 

Piid  oath  and  stamp  0    2    6 

Copies  affidaTits  to  accompany  notice,  4d.per 

folio  

Seirice  of  notice  and  copies  affidarits   (each 

aerrice)       0    5    0 

[Cost  of  brief  .—See  acale  of  costs  onder  "  The 
Bankmptcy  Bnles,  1870."] 
Attending  coort  on  application  for  (or  for  con> 

tianance  of)  injunction 0  18     4 

Drawing  order,  Is.  per  folio  

Fair  copy,  4d.  per  folio       

AtteDdmgpaasin^  0    6    8 

Paid  for  office  copiea  

Serrice  of  order  (each  service)       0    6    0 

[Where  more  than  one  injonction  (interim 
or  abaolnte)  is  applied  far  or  granted,  the 
Tkxing  Officer  is  to  exercise  discretion 
whethermore  than  one  set  of  costs  is  to  be 
allowed.     Separations  are  not  to  be  made 
nnnecessarily.      Where  the  proceedings 
restrained  relate  to  a  claim  not  exceeding 
jC20., charges  aretobe  allowed  on  the  lower 
scale  in  respect  of  the  injunction,   not- 
withstanding that  the  debts  exceed  £760 
or  the  assets  £200.— See  Rule  8  of  1871.] 
Where  appointment  of  Trustee  advertised. 
Dnwing  advertisement  of  appointment  of  trus- 
tee and  copy        0    6    8 

Attending  obtaining  Registrar's  signatoie,  and 

seal  thereto         0    6    8 

Attending  to  insert  in  Gazette  and  daily  paper      0    6    8 

Paid  

Attending  for  copies,  papers,  and  filing  advertise- 
ments with  Resistrar      0    6    8 

Paid 

Debtor's  Discharge  (where  granted.) 
Drawing  report  of  trustee  to  Registrar  and  en- 

grossmg     0  10    0 

Attending  obtaining  Tmstee's  signature 0    6    8 

Attending  filing  and  obtaining  'Registrar's  cer- 
tificate thereto      ..  0    6    8 

At  to  matters  not  specifically  provided  for  and  snbseqaent 
to  the  appointment  of  a  Trustee,  the  Taxing  Officer  will  be 
^ded  %  the  Scale  of  Attorneys'  Coses  under  "The  Bank- 
nptcy  Roles  1870,"  and  the  general  practice  in  Bankruptcy. 

HATHKiaST,  C. 

Jakes  Bacon,  Chief  Judge. 
7Jnly,  1871. 


COUNTY  COURTS  ADMIRALTY  JURISDICTION. 
Whereas  by  the  County  Courts  Admiralty  Jorisdictiott 
^ct,  1868,  it  IS  among  other  things,  enacted,  that  if  at  any 
tme  after  the  passing  of  that  Act  it  appears  to  Her  Majesty 
>  Council,  on  the  representation  of  the  Lord  Chancellor, 
ipedient  that  anv  County  Court  should  have  Admiralty 
iriadiction,  it  shall  be  lawful  for  Her  Majesty,  by  Order  in 
Vnincil,  to  appoint  that  Court  to  have  Admiralty  jurisdiction 
ccordingly,  and  to  assign  to  that  Court,  as  its  district  for 
idmiralty  purposes,  any  part  or  ports  of  any  one  or  more 
■strict  or  districts  of  County  Courts  :  And,  further,  that 
ny  such  Orders  may  be  from  time  to  time  varied  as  seems 
Epedient : 

And  whereas  Her  Mi^esty  waspleased,  by  an  Order  in  Coun- 
i  of  I4th  day  of  January,  1869,  to  order  that  certain  County 
onrti  should  have  Admiralty  jurisdiction ;  and  by  a  further 
rder  of  the  16th  day  of  May,  1871,  to  order  that  the  said 
r<ler  of  the  14th  dfcy  of  January  should  be  varied  : 
And  whereas  a  representation  has  been  made  by  the  Lord 
tumcellor  that  it  is  expedient  that  the  Order  of  the  16th 
ly  of  May,  1871,  should  be  rescinded  : 
Xow,  therefore.  Her  Majesty,  having  taken  the  said 
presentation  into  consideration,  is  pleaEed,  by  and  with 
e  advice  of  Her  Privy  Council,  to  onler  and  appoint,  and 
is  hereby  ordered  and  appointed,  that  the  Order  of  the  16th 
>j  of  May,  1871,  shall  be  and  the  same  is  hereby  rescmded. 

ARTHrR  Helps. 


LAW  STUDBBTTS'  JOUSVAL. 

JULY  EXAMINATION 
On  the  Subjects  of  the  Lectures  and  Classes  of  the  Readers- 

of   the    iJins  of  Court,  held  at  Lincoln's  Trin  Hall,  on 

the  1st,  2nd,  3rd,  and  4th  days  of  July,  1871, 

The  Council  of  Legal  Education  have  awarded  the  follow- 
ing exhibitions  to  tiie  undermentioned  stud^its,  of  the- 
Tune  of  thirty  guineas  each,  to  endure  for  two  years : — 

Constitutional  Law  and  L^;al  History. — Frederick  Qeorge 
Carey,  Esq.,  student  of  the  Inner  Temple. 

Jurisprudence,  Civil  and  International  Law. — Joseph 
William  Comyns  Carr,  Esq.,  student  of  the  Lmer  Temple. 

Equity. — Prederick  George  Carey,  Esq.,  student  of  the 
Inner  Temple. 

The  Coimnon  Law. — ^William  Bennett  Rickman,  Esq., 
student  of  the  Inner  Temple. 

The  Law  of  Real  I^perty,  &c — Robert  Forster  Mac- 
Swinney,  E8C|.,  student  ox  the  Inner  Temple. 

The  Council  of  Legal  Education  have  also  awarded  the 
following  exhibitions  of  the  value  of  twenty  guineas  each, 
to  endure  for  two  years,  but  to  merge  on  the  acquisition  of 
a  superior  exhibition : — 

Equity. — William  Edwin  Ormsby,  Esq.,  student  of  the 
Middle  Temple. 

The  Common  Law.— Edward  James  Ackroyd,  Esq. 
student  of  the  Middle  Temple. 

The  Law  of  Real  Property,  &c.— William  Frank  Jones, 
Esq.,  student  of  Lincoln's  Inn. 


PUBLIC  COHPAiriES. 

OOTBBmHNT  FUNDS. 
List  QsoxAIiov,  Jnljr  14,1171. 
Awn  M«  (UMiri  Ut  iflM  aUudl  »iu<mu  Iraiuaeftd. 


t  par  Cant.  Consols,  9S| 
Ditto  fbr  Acoonnt,  Ang.  8,t3| 
8  per  0«Dt.  Badaoed  M| 
(law  *  per  Osat.,  9S| 
Do.  >t  percent.,  Jan,  's« 
Do.  li  per  Cent..  Jan.  '94 
Do.  i  per  Cant.,  Jan.  '71 
Annnltiet,  Jan.  'SO — 


Annnitlei,  April,  'Si 
Do.  (Bed  Ssa  T.)  Aug.  I90i 
BxBUU,£IOOO,  —  per  Ct.T  p  a 
Ditto,  £W0,  Do  —  7  p  m 

Ditto,<ioo  a  £aoo,  —  7pm 

Bank  of  Bnglaad  Stook,  4i  p«r 

Gt.  (last  half-year)  238 
Ditto  for  Aoooant, 


INDIAK  OOTXBmiBNT  SEOTTBITIES. 


India  Stk.,l0tpCt.Apr.T4,M9 

Ditto  for  Aoooant 

Ditto  »perC«nt.,Jal7,'M  UOt 

Ditto  for  Aoooant,  — 

Ditto  4  per  Cut.,  Dot.  '8S  lOS 

l>itto,dltio,Certilloat«s,  — 

Ditto  Inlkoed  Ppr.,  4  per  Oant.94t 


Ind.Knr.Fr.,S  pC.,Jan.''l  100 
Ditto,  6|  per  Cent. ,  May,  '79  10»^ 
Ditto  Debentares,  per  Osst., 

Aprll,'«4  — 
Do.Do  ,  5  par  Cent. ,  Aag.  '7II&3 
Do.  Bonds,  4  per  Ct.,  XIOOO  M  p  a 
Ditto,ditto. under £iaw,  aOpm 


RAILWAY  STOCK. 


Railwayi, 


iPaid.  Closbig  prices 


Stook 
Sttiokl 
Stook 
Stock' 
Stock  I 
Stock' 
Stock 
Stock', 
Stock 
Stock 
Stock! 
Stock 
Stock 
Stock 
St...-;, 
St..,  k 
8t..cl, 
Stock, 
Stock! 
Stock' 
Stock 
Slock  I 
Stuck! 
Stock 


Bristolaod  Bxeter loo 

Caledonian |00 

Glasgow  and  Soath- Western loo 

Greitt  Eastern  Ordinary  Stook   loo 

Da,, Bast  Anglian  Stook,  No.  S loo 

Great  Morthern   100 

Do.,  A  Stook*    100 

OrcatSoathern  and  Western  of  Ireland   loo 

OrcitWeatern— Original i  100 

LnToaihire  and  Yorkshire  100 

Lotidon,  Brighton,  and  Soaih  Coast '  100 

London,Chatham,  and  Dover ISO 

Ix>ndonand  North-Westerti 100 

L'.Midon  and  South-western 100 

:.;     cluster, ShelOeld,  and  Liuoolii 100 

1     ropolitau 100 

M..il»nd  100 

Do.,  Birmingham  and  KerDy    ,  100 

North  British    100 

North  Loudun  ,  100 

North  StaBordshtra I  100 

^ouch  Devon '  ISO 

Souiib-EaBMrn  100 

TiiU  Vaio :  100 


*  A  fvofllvM  no  ilividend  nntli  H  per  cent,  um  been  paid  to  B. 


Money  Maukkt  anu  City  iNTBLuorsop.. 
Consols  have  experienced  a  reaction  this  week,  in  contra- 
distinction to  the  railway  market,  which  has  been  im- 
proving. The  anticipations  of  last  week  were  this  day 
verified  by  the  reduction  of  the  Bank  rate  of  discount  to 
2  per  cent.    Foreign  securities  are  steady.    The  allolmenta 
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of  the  French  loan  have  been  announced  this  week,  and  it 
is  quoted  at  about  5J  premium. 

The  proepeotuf  of  the  Q«ieral  Tramirays  Company 
(limited)  haa  bean  iasaed;  capital  £1,000,000,  in  50,000 
shares  of  £30  each;  present  issue  25,000  or  £500,000. 
The  compuiy  is  formed  for  the  purchase  and  acquisition 
of  privileges  and  concessions  for  tramways  in  populous 
towns  in  tiie  United  Kingdom  and  on  the  Continent,  for 
tindertaking  the  constmd;ion,  working,  and  maintenance 
of  such  tramways,  and  for  disposing  of  the  same  from  time 
to  time,  as  may  be  found  adrantageons. 

Subscriptions  hare  been  invited  by  the  East  and  West 
Junction  Railway  for  £318,500  9  per  cent,  first  debenture 
stock,  at  the  price  of  £83  6s.  Sd.,  in  instalments  extending 
to  the  31st  of  March  next.  The  line  is  831  miles  in  length, 
from  Towoester  to  Stratford-on-Avon,  and  connects  with 
the  London  and  N'orth-Westem  at  Blisworth,  and  the 
Oreat  Western  at  Fenny-C!ompton.  A  reserve  equal  to 
three  years'  interest  is  to  be  placed  in  Government  securi- 
ties to  provide  for  punctual  payment  during  the  constmc- 
tion  of  the  work  and  for  one  year  after  its  completion,  so  as 
to  afford  time  for  the  development  of  its  business. 

The  prospectus  of  the  Colliery  Company  (limited)  has 
been  issued ;  capital  £1,000,000,  in  100,000  shares  of  £10 
'each.  The  chief  objects  are  the  insurance  of  owners  or 
lessees  of  oollieriea  against  loss  in  the  collieries  from  fire 
and  explosion ;  the  insurance  of  individual  interests,  when 
the  colliery,  as  a  whole,  is  not  insured ;  the  insurance  of 
provisions  for  widows,  children,  and  dependent  relations  of 
colliers  killed  by  accident*  in  collieries. 

The  Forty-second  annual  report  of  the  directors  of  the 
Clrrgy  Mutual  Assurance  Society  for  the  year  ending  31  st 
May,  1871,  states  that  609  proposals  for  assurances  were 
received  during  the  last  year,  of  which  482  were  for  life 
assurances.  The  new  premiums  received  amounted  to 
£11,728  4s.  The  number  of  life  policies  at  present  existing 
is  6,609 ;  and  the  amount  of  annual  premiums  payable 
upon  these  policies,  after  reductions  made  on  account  of 
bonus  in  the  years  1836,  1841,  1846,  1861,  1866,  1861,  and 
1866,  is  £118,762  168.  2d.  The  total  income  of  the  Society 
en  the  1st  of  June  was  £198,314  2s.  6d. 


Lady  Stuart,  wife  of  the  Bight  Hon.  Sir  John  Stuart 
(late  Vice -Chancellor),  of  Lochcorron,  N.B.,  died  at  Court 
Hill  on  the  20tb  of  June.  Lady  Stuart,  who  was  married 
to  Sir  J.  Stuart  in  1813,  was  the  daughter  of  the  late 
Duncan  Stewart,  Esq.,  for  many  years  bairaokmaster  at 
Fort  William,  near  Inverness.  Her  brothers,  the  late 
Lieut. -Colonel  Stewart,  of  Achnacore,  Appin,  and  Major 
John  Stewart  (who  was  killed  in  the  Peninsular  War  during 
the  retreat  of  Massena),  were  two  ot  the  original  officers  of 
the  95th  or  Bifle  Corps. 

Marsied  Women's  Liabilities.— The  Times  of  yesterday 
reports  a  case  in  which  one  Elizabeth  Houghton  was  brought 
before  the  Manchester  magistrates  on  a  summons  issued 
•under  the  Married  Women  a  Property  Act,  1870,  to  show 
cause  why  an  order  should  not  be  made  upon  her  to  assist 
in  maintaining  her  husband,  who  is  a  pauper  in  Chorlton 
Union  Worehouse.  It  was  shown  that  defundant  had  taken 
£340  out  of  a  building  club  in  ilay  last,  but  it  was  not 
shown  what  had  become  of  it.  Mr.  Headlam,  the  chairman 
of  the  magistrates,  said  if  she  had  only  the  interest  of  £340 
to  live  upon  it  was  not  much,  and  he  declined  to  make  the 
order.    Summons  dismissed. 

Maoisteatbs'  Clbuk  fob  the  Hundbed  of  Wibkall. — 
At  a  meeting  of  the  magistrates  of  the  hundred  of 
Wirrall,  held  on  the  3rd  July,  at  the  county  Hall,  Birken- 
head, to  take  into  consideration  certain  contemplated 
chanp^ee  in  the  clerkships — in  consequence  of  Jho  committee 
appomtcd  at  Quarter  Sessions  having  recommended  that 
there  should  be  only  one  clerk  for  the  entire  division,  from 
the  Ist  of  July,  instead  of  separata  clerks  as  heretofore,  for 
the  Courta  of  Birkenhead,  Neston,  and  Wallasey — it  was 
resolved,  on  Mr.  Hignet  and  Mr.  Kent,  tendering  their 
resignations,  that  Mr.  Horace  Hignet,  solicitor,  of  (tester, 
should  bo  appointed  sole  clerk  for  the  entire  division. 

_  "The  Mormons  having  refused  to  pay  the  expenses  of  the 
United  States  courta,  the  lawyers  lutve  stipulated  that  the 
fees  of  jurors  shall  be  paid  by  parties  to  suita,  and  Judge 
McKeon  haa  ordered  a  jury  term  of  his  district  court  for 
the  10th  of  July.     This  arrangement  applies  only  to  civil 

business. — Albany  law  .JournaL 


BIRTHS.  M&BRI&OK.  AID  DSirU. 


Biaras. 

Beanson— On  Tuesday,  July  11,  at  6,  Pisr-tatio,  GwJ 
Tannouth,  tha  wife  of  J.  H.  Arthur  Branion,  buiWtaMt- 
law,  of  a  son. 

DwTSK— On  May  7,  at  Qraham's-town,  Sooth  Afrin,tte  viit 
of  the  Hon.  Mr.  Jusdoa  Dwyer,  of  a  son. 

Smith— On  July  12,  at  38,  Orsett-terraoe,  Hvde-puli,  tbevife 
of  Richard  Horton  Smith,  Esq.,  of  Lincabi'>-iim,  bsntt- 
at-law,  of  a  son. 

MABRUOBS. 

Dbwhcrst— Wai,8H— On  July  6,  at  the  Abbey,  8h»*il«iT 
Jame*  Hindle  Dewhurat,  solicitor,  Maochaatar,  to  Aiiitt«lT 
daughter  of  Mark  Walsh,  Esq.,  late  of  Halifax. 

QooDKicxB— Caktbb— On  July  6,  at  Torre  Chntch,  TatUT, 
George  Duncan  Ooodricke,  Esq.,  of  the  Middle  To^ik, 
barrister-at-law,  to  Elizabeth  Catherine,  tbiid  dut^  nf 
Frederick  Roger  Carter,  Esq.,  Torquay. 

Skbekiso— BiiUNOS— On  July  8,  at  St.  Matflaw'i,  Oibj- 
square,  W.  M.  Sherring,  of  Linaoht's-inn-fldds,  loBAi.ij 
Emily  S<mhia,  only  daughter  of  the  late  WiSiaii  BSb^ 
surgeon,  R.N. 

Waters— CoBiTT— On  JtUy  5,  at  Itehen  Abbu,  umi  Wb- 
Chester,  Charles  WilHam  Watere,  Esq.,  siiicator,  ot  UeA  f 
inn,  to  Alice  Elizabeth,  fourth  survivmg  daugbter  rf  ikilis 
Rev.  Oeotge  James  Cubitt,  rector  of  St  Thomia,  WiadKfcc 

UnrsOI  OAZETTK. 

WisdiBg-Mp  of  Joint  fkoek  Co^tiiM. 

TnsOAT.  July  II.  IB71. 

UHUIDTSS  Ut  CBABCSaV. 

Wait  Broawtcli  and    Waliall    Rallwar  OompioT.— Tie»41iatA> 

Wlcksos  luw,  by  an  order  dated  Joly  S,  appointad  Fnlk  Go  Soi- 

den,  Ot  Westcni  Ballway  Company,  PaddtncUo,  to  be  cOdil  litBdt 

tor.    CrtdltorsaranqolradOBOcbafOTa  Jaljll,  toaaltltitim 

and  addreMM,and  the  pwdealars  of  their  debts  weltiai  to  tkitxt 

Ilooday,  July  M  it  13,  li  sppolnied  for  taaariog  aad  •4)aaeilii(iM , 

the  debta  ana  elilBii.  | 

LjuiTED  iv  GaAvcxBr. 
Eeonomia  Dis  count  and  iMta  Oompaay  (LiinUed).— Viea  Ctasdia 

Wielienf  hie,  Inr  an  order  dated  Jaoe  M,  ordsrad  ttui  ua  nUiii?  : 

wtadtog  np  of  the  atwre  compaay  be  oontlniied,  tod  Uut  in  rf  \ 

penons  tbanld  lis  appointed  Uqoidatora  of  thecompuf  ta  ndnsaa 

lot  Tboa  Whttaker  k  Fredk  Pscrab.    Plitpos,  Farriucdn^l,  nlidr 

for  the  petttiOBert. 
Panama  aad  Sontb  Psdlle  Telegiaph  Company  (UaUadl.-Mfa 

lor  wtndinK  np.  pieseatsd  Jnljr  7,  dlraotad  to  be  bwi<  Mm  Vk 

Oiancellor  Mdini  on  Jnly  31.     HUlyer  k  Peawlck.  (MkntM. 

goUoiton  for  the  petUioneii. 
Farktteld  Iron  Companv  (Limited). —Petition  for  winliiTOD.^f^ 

Jane  s,  directed  to  be  heud  before  Vice  Clunoellor  VT-dcca^  oa  .'i^ 

31.    DoiKnan,  Bedfiird-nnr;  Sffentttbr  Ddgnu  fe  Cj,  Wiio^.i* 

dton  tor  the  pelitionen. 
S  hanklin  EmUnade  and  VUU  Compeajr  ( Umitad).— Ibe  Kisiir  if  * 

RolU  haa,  by  an  order  dated  July  I,  ordend  that  the  atuncn^ 

be  wound  np  by  this  coort.    IUHO,Newcate.st,ioIidterbrtt<*>- 

Uoner. 

Cnditara  nodsr  EstatM  in  Oiaaetry, 
Latt  Dm  oj  Protf. 
FaiDAT,  July  7,  IS7I. 
DIzon,  Peter,  Holms  Edan,  Cnmberiaod,  E«q.    Juiy  II.  HwlM  • 

Dizoo,  V.C.  WIckeoa.    Nanson  k  aatteibnck,  Cadala 
Ellwood,  John  Bed(wiek.  Lpool,  Clark.    July  IS.    KamttiTiiay 

Resiitrar,  Lpool  DIatriet 
Haigh,  Geo  Armitafe,  Hsolay,  Tork.    July  36.    Wimpaaay  rlii;>i 

V.C.  Bacon.    Booth,  Holmflrth  ., 

Horne.  BenJ  Worthy,  Raaeell-aq,  Eei.    Anx  6.    HoraefBxui-C 

Wtclceni.    Ford  ft  Lloyd,  BlooiiHhnr7.«i  ._ 

Jordan,  Wm,  Norbiton,  Sorrey,  Gent.    Anc  I.    CatchcsUoSom 

M.B.  Johnson,  Hlgh^t,  Maryleboae 
Lee  Hairiett  Maiy,  Upper  Berkeley  ^ttWeat,  Coiuua(kl4t.S;>«" 

Aiut  t.     Beaumont  *  Lee,  T.G.  wickena.     WUIiaai  a  «" 

Lineoln'a-ian-delda  ^^ 

Lownds,  Jane,  Coddinston,  NntUngham,  Widow.    Jily  H  Tb"(" 

V  Willlania,  V.C.  Bacoo.    Bird  k  Haysa.  QalnahoroKk 
Hackensle,   Wm,  lUng-il,  St  Jamea'a,  Ss).    Mackauia  •  0<"^ 

V.C.  Mslina.    Pbilbriek,  BaatoKtaall-ai  „  , 

Uetcalfe,  Wm,  Rodaey-bld||^  Mew  Kent-rd,  Eaq.    OetA  Bi! 

Sereme.  V.C.  Malina.    Berkeley.  Sontb-sq,  Oray'a-iaa 
Parker,  John,  Windhill  Crag,  Idle.  York,  Hennbatenr.    ^ 

Torqoand  *  Liater,  M.R.  Bond  *  Berwick,  Leeda 
Thomaa,  John,  Foaygrarel  ncba,  Oardigan,  Fanaer.    Jilr  3- 

Thomaa,  V.O.  Uallna.    Tbomaa,  Aberyatwith 
Willlama,  Jaa,  Llandudno,  Carnarron,  Batcher.    Aag  *• 

WilUama,  V.C.  Wtekenn.    Willlama,  Oaraarroo 

ToEaDir,  July  II,  IS7I.  .  .» 

Abmnty.Thos  Arthur  Siaplea.  Port  Stewark  Loadoadany.  »■ 

Kaq.    July  IS.    Abnntyc  Uoora.V.C.  Haliaa. 
Barnard,  Wm,  Oorcheater,  Doraec,  Cooper.  Aw*.  Baiwd' 

M.B.  Lock  fe  Son,  Dorehetter  ^d 

Chevalller,  Geo  Smart.  John-st,  Bedford-row,  Gaot.  Ai(  «.  g^ 

*  Chevalier,  VL&.  Pattiaoa  &  Cobbold.  New  Bridn-Ad*^ 
Nield,  Ana,  Aprahan,  Cheater,  Widow.    AiucJ,   Oaarl^a**' 

Lewia,  Wrexham 
Fenn.  Kicbd,  Roaemote,  Pemb'vke,  Eaq.    Jaly  37. 

U.It.  Jamsa,  HaTerfbrdwe^t  _ 

Skianer,  AIDred,  Clareaee-rd,  Lower  Clapton,  BoUdar.  M  "■ 

Skinner,  Lettf,  BartlettVUd*.  Ilultinm  ^ji 

Tadge,G(>o,  Camber<rell-rd,   Oil  aColaarman.   Jatyll  ■"" 

V.O.  Bacoo.   Koene  ft  Maryland,  Liver  Thamea-et 
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Nm  u>  Km. 

mo,  Wm,  Smllow-it,  St  JamM'i,  Wettmliuter,  Bnufooadar.  Aos 
I.  i«i)(«Hm(I,1LB.  ^ 

Cndtton  ndtr  SS  ft  28  ^ct  Mp.  SS. 

latt  Day  0/  Claim. 

FusAT,  Joly  T,  im. 
slley.  Bokt,   Doncuter,  E«4.     Sept  7.     0«d*d«n  *  TMiene. 
Mfbrf-row 

riri,  niz,  Old  Ken^rd.  Ang  *•  Muh  ft  Co,  Sofiolk-lua,  Cannoo-st 
iTill,  Jolm,  Statffleld.  B»j  ft  SInw  Dcdcr.  Aug  II.  Rofen  ft 
lumtai 

7,  Emllj,  SonthboronKli,  Kent,  Splutter.  Jvlj  27.  Hewitt, 
fidiola«.laiie 

■r,  Sutinuh,  Sontbtorongb,  Kent,  Spbotar.  JoIt  t7,  Hewitt, 
IckolM-lane 

lailtoii,  Rer  John  TeacT,  Chtring  nr  Aihltard,  Kent.  Aug  SI .  Nor- 
oodiCluriK 

Rk,  Hj  not,  Kingsland-rd,  Fitta  SalcMnan.  Ang  I.  Boberta 
WD'Mt,  Oocton'-comiaons 

dgKi,  Belph,  Coatbun,  Tork,  Oeot.    Sept  I.    Belk,  Illddleebrongh 
uhlup,  Muj  Anne  IllUigan.  Princee-et,   CeTcndiab-iq,  Widow. 
Dg  31.   Smith  &  Co,  Northnmberland-at,  Cbaiing.croae 
tKiii,6eo  John,  Boebeeter,  Kent,  Xtq,    Aug  19.    Sawee  ftSooi, 
i«el.ct,  nuogmorton-et 

ton,  Ow  Bjna,  Brtetol,  Snrrejor.    Ang  7.    Thonuu,  Biiatol 
ita.Ju,  Bydner  Cottage,  Weat  Crojdon,  Gent.    Ang  IS.    Smith 
xkfon 
dn,  eanb,  Weaterham,  Kent,  Widow.    Aog  19.    Undaay  ft  Co, 

oMck,  Uattha,  Holme.  luoaahira.  Widow.   Aug  1.   Jtekaon. 

aeli 

■a,  Rer  Chia,  Ltcbtbonie,  Warwick,  Clerk.  Ang  19.  Bennett  ft 

,  Kev-M),  LtaKolnVian 

ud,  Catberipe,  Brighton,  Snaez,  Widow.    Ang  10.    Qirdwood, 

mum.bldgs,  GrayVion 

ni,  Ber  Robt,  Penrith,  Comberland.     Sept  1.    Swarbreck  ft 

i4M,Thlrak 

T.Saiab.CrasluUl,  Stafford,  Fanner.    Angl.    Brafitt,  Dtrlaaton 

wi,  Ralph,  Orer  Uarweo,  Lucaehire,  Beer  Betailer.     July  l«. 

M\  ft  Coateller,  Over  Darwen 

«.ReT  Thoa  Altrtd,  Bielunond-et,  St  GeorgeVrd,  Soathwark. 

:  17.  Barnard,  Tork-rd,  Lambelb 

•ard,  Jaa.Maccleafleld,  Cheater,  ft  Cora  Froriaten  Dealer.    AngS. 

rkletmm  &  Co,  Maceleafleld 

TnMDATiJalyll,  1871. 
Itmd,  BeT  Geo,  Weet  Wxeamb^  Bocks.    Ang  SI.    Walker  ft  Co, 

neb,  Joieph,  Dndlej  Woieeater,  Jeweller.  Sept  6.  Bound, 
a 

>  Ceo,  Boddenfleld,  Totk,  Fanner.    Ang  S2.    Sykei,  Bndden- 

^  Stephen,  Wlnehmore-bill,  Mlddleaez.  Aog  10.  Dingwall, 
aboue-jd 

,  Ju  Conaena.  Weet  Lampnett,  Sttsaex,  Gent.  Aog  It.  Johnaon 
■per,  Chichester 

VAlban  Tbca,  Llaoellx,  Camartben,  Ang  7.  Jonea  ft  Morria, 
WT 

not,  Oieffleld.  Coal  Haater.    Aog  U.    Wake.  SbetBeld 
Mre.Jane,  CliftonTllle,  nr  Brighton,  Suaex,  Widow.     Aug  18. 
a,  Gn7'*-inn-«q 

OR,  Wm,  CUftunrille  nr  Brighton,  Snaaez,  Gent.  Ang  18.  Bootb, 
a-fam-iq 
I,  Cpper  Stoaoall,  StaflMd,  Gent    Aog  SI.    Bamea  ft  Knasell, 

oad,  Rer  Jaa,  Staonton,  Gloacaeter.    Sept  30.    Brooka  ft  Co, 

Iini*ii*Bt,  Doctora'.coinniona 

oid.Rlcbd.Gt  Tarmootta,  Norfolk,  Esq.    Oct  11.    Obamberltn, 

moonth 

D>,WhitabedKeeoe,StKilda,Anatialia,  Major.    Oct  SI.    Brooka 

iGodUaan-st,  Doctor't-coininona 

John,  Balkiogton,  Wilta,  Farmer.    Ang  SI.     Webber,  Trow- 

lb,  Wm  Tboa,  Loraine  rd,  Hcllowaj,  Watch  Spring  Haker.  Ang 

Redpath  ft  Boldswonh,  Bnih-laoe 

o,Utble,Mewcaatle-npon-T7ne,  Widow.    Oct  1.    BntterftSon, 

'W7.eirena 

■I,  Ret  Bobt,  Fenritb,  CnmberUnd.  Sept  1.  Swarbreck  ft  Khodea, 

',  EUta  lisocora,  Cbeaterfleld-tt,  MajlUr,  Widow.     Ang   IS. 

cr  ft  Hartinean,  KioK'a-rd.  Omr'a-lnn 

Vaitha,  Leamington  Prion,  Warwick,  Widow,    Sept  1.    Field, 

ingtOD-FHora 

Baakropts. 
PaiDAT,  July  *,  1871. 
Under  the  Bankruptcy  Act,  1869. 
diiora  mnat forward  their  proofi  of  debta  to  the  Registrar. 

To  Surrender  in  London. 
Wm,  ft  Wm  Alex  Aiken.  LeadeobaU-tt,  Merchenla.  Pet  April 
luUtt.    JnljrSlatll 

Fraa  Wm,  Malda-rale,  no  occapation.     Pet  July  4.     Hailitt. 
latW 

Uaward  Aahton,  Sedford-sq,  Bailder.  Pet  Jnlr  6.  Pepys. 
II  at  11.30 

To  Surrender  in  the  Coontir. 
leise,  Uarrif ,  Mancb.  India  Snbbar  Manafaetnrer.    Pet  Jolr  S. 
Much,  July  27  at  9.30 

•V,  Jcsepta,  Stoke-upon-Trent,  Stafford,  China  Mannbctnrer. 
"i<s30.    Uarshall.    Stoke-npon-Trent.Jnly  20at  II 
'avid,  Blackheatb,  Kent,  Builder.  Pet  July  3.  FamSeld.  Green- 
July  Mat  3.30 

dwd  Ojden,  Halifax,  Tork,  Innkeeper.  Pet  July  4.  Kankin. 
r,  July  SI  at  lO 

•rk,  UarUepool,Dorbam,  Attoniey.at-law.  Pet  July  S.  Ellis. 
ttand.Jnly  18  at  13 


Oriffln,  John  Cooper,  ITotttagham,  Saddler.     Pet  July  4.      Patehiit 

NotUngbam   July  21  at  IS 
Hsadibrd,  Wm,  Blm,  Ooal  Dealer.    Pet  July  1.    Cbaoatler.     Bim 

July  18  (not  I  aa  In  laat  GaaetteJ  at  IS 
Bodaon,  Wm,  liancb.  Boot  Dealer.    Pet  July  8.    tliter.     Manoh,  July 

«7  at  9.80 
FOaraoa,  Tboa,  Kendal,  Weatmcralaad,  CoalDealer.  Pel  July  8.  Ibsmp> 

son.    Kendal.  Jn)y  10  at  10 
Smith,  Jaa  Batttaew,  Little  Bentley,  Eaaez,  Cattle  Dealer.     Pet  Jaly  I. 

Barnee.    Colcheeier,  July  2S  at  10. 
TraTis,  Saml,  Maneh.  Woollen  Cloth  Ifsrchant.     Fat  Jntr  4.     Kay. 

ICaneh,  JnJTSTatO.iO 

TunOAT,  July  II,  1871. 

Under  the  Bankruptcy  Act,  1889. 

Creditors  mntt  Ibrward  their  prooA  of  debta  to  the  Begiatrar. 

To  Surrender  in  London. 

Bererley,  EUen  Kllaa,  Jennya>at,  St.  Jamea'a,  Lioenasd  Vlctnaller.  Pet 

Jnlye.    Pepya.    Jaly  >8  at  II 
Brewer,  Danl  Tremlett,  KliMi>e(,  Oamden-town,  Lioenaed  Vietoaller. 

Pet  July  7.    Boobe.    July  St  at  12 
Chatteris,  Herbert,  ft  Jaa  Morgan  Payne,  Mannfactoian  d  Calvert's 

Patent  Beoorder.    Pet  July  8.    Roche.    July  94  at  II 
Gower,  Wm  Bleckly,  ft  Chaa  Arnold  Blsokly,  Little  Bnafa-Une,  Oannoa" 

•t,  Uerchanta.    Pet  Jaly  8.    Boche.    July  S8  at  1 
Narraeott,  Cbaa,  Manor-road,  Walworth,  Olerk.    Pet  July  6.    Mnmy. 
July  SS  at  II. 

To  Surrender  in  the  Oountiy. 
Johnson.  Herbert,  Lndlow,  Salop,  Dnper.     Pet  July  7.     Bobtaiton. 

Leominster,  July  28  at  2.S0 
Sutton.  Jaa,  Warrington,  Lancaablre,  Holier.    Pet  Jaly  IS.    IHeholaoD, 
Warrington,  July  28  at  1 1 

BAHKRUFT0IE8  ANNULLED. 
FBil>AT,Jnly  7,1871. 
Bnllai,  Saml,  Dndley  Port,  Stafford,  Ironmaater.    June  SO 
Tomktnaon,  John,  Maneh.    July  i 

Vernon,  Suaannah,  Tboa  Vernon.  Jaa  Walter  Holden,  ft  Saml  Bal!as, 
Dudley  Port,  StaSbrd,  Iroomiutera.    June  30 

TUI8DAT,  July  II,  1871. 
Lamb,  Wm  Joaeph,  Bristol,  Tea  Merchant.    July  7 
SheffleU,  Oscar,  KelTin-groTe,  Sydenham,  China  Dealer.    July  S 

Uqnidatioa  by  ArranceiiMiit. 

FIRST  MEETINGS  OF  CREDITORS. 

FusAT,  July  7,  I81I. 

Abbett,  Thoa,  Waterloo  rd,  Lambeth,  Baker.     July  19  at  3,  at  offlees  of 

Harris,  Borough,  High  at,  Soathwark 
Allflb^  Jaa  ft  Wm  Cooper,  Oblckenley,  nr  Dewsbnry,  Tork,  Briokmaken. 

July  20  at  8,  at  ofBcea  of  Ibbaraon,  Dewabnry 
Anaeli,  Arthur  John  Jordan,  Henlade,  Bomertet,  Commercial  TrsTcUer. 

July  23  at  12,  at  offlees  of  Beed  ft  Oook,  Paul  st,  Tsnnton 
Arblaater,  Geo,  KIngawlnafard,  Stafford,  Mining  Engineer.    July  22  at 

10  at  oflcea  of  Beaton,  Victoria  bidga.  Temple  tow,  BIrm 
Ball,  Rer  Tboa  Hanly,  Folkeatone,  Kent.    July  21  at  I,  at  the  Alexandra 

Hotel,  Harbonr  at,  Folkeatone.    Saakn  A  Co,Canterboi7 
Real,  Jaa,  Piccadilly,  Auctioneer.    July  20  at  3,  at  officesof  Lewis  &  Co, 

Old  Jewry 
Belton,  Geo,  Langtoft,  Lincoln,  Bnilder.    July  17  at  2,  at  oOce  of  Sttp- 

leton,  St  Paul's  at,  Stamford 
Bradshaw,  Cbaa,  Sheffleld,  General  Dealer.     July  IS  at  12,  at  office  of 

Tatterahall,  Qaeea  at,  Sheffleld 
Caiae,  Geo,  Old  Down,  Glonceater,  Builder.     Jnly  17  at  13,  at  offlcea  of 

Wotton  ft  Co,  White  Uon  bIdga,  Broad  at,  Bristol 
Olspham,  Thoa,  Homaey,  Wine  Merchant.     July  21  at  2,  at  offices  of 

Learoyd  ft  Learoyd.  South  at,  Fluabnry 
Qark,  Bobt,  Portamooth,  Grocer      July  II  at  11,  at  office  of  Walker, 

Union  St,  Portaea 
Conrt,  Jaa,  KIddetmlnater,  Bootmaker.    Jnly  20  at  12,  at  13  Cburob  at, 

Kidderminster 
Crsgg,  Bobt.  Car  Colston,  NotU,  TrSTelllng  Draper.     July  21  at  12,  at 

offloea  of  Craoch  ft  Rows,  Low  parement,  Nottingham 
Crane,  Hy,  Kidderminster,  Worceater,  Comm  Agent.     Jnly  20  at  2,  at 

office  of  Corbet.  Church  at,  Kidderminster 
Dart,  Saml,  Credlton,  Deron,  Carrier.    July  18  at  2,  at  the  <)neen's 

Hotel,  Exeter 
Dariet,  Wm,  lun,  Bridgend,  Glamorgan,  Grocer.    Jaly  19  at  2,  at  offices 

of  Barnard  ft  Co,  Albion  chambera,  BriitoL    Stookwood,  Bridgend 
Edwards.  Thoa,  Slttiogbnnrne,  Kent,  Agent.     Jnly  19  at  1,  atolBceaof 

Brook  ft  Chapman,  Abcliurch  yd.    Gibson,  Sittingboume 
Field,  Wm,  New  Korih  td,  Cowketper.  July  21  st  4.at  offloea  of  Wataon, 

Fln^bury  pi 
Fry,  Walt.  Wotton-nnder-Edge,  Glonceater,  Tiler.    July  19  at  II,  at 

otfiooa  of  Dauncey,  Wotton-nnder-Edge 
Granville,  Blanche.  Hill  at,  Knigbisbridge.     Jnly  19  at  2,  at  offices  of 

Graham,  Ely  pi.  Holbom 
Harriaon,  John  Bnrxtun,  t'endlotun,  I.snca4ilre.  Laundryman.    Jnly  17 

st  3,  st  offices  uf  Hardy,  St  Jamra'a  »q,  Maneh 
Hills. Thon  WHters,  Little  Britain.  Tsilor.    July  17  at  II, at  148  Chesp- 

aife.    Hai|;h,  King  st.  Clieapside 
Holt,  Thus  Howard,  Hnlme,  Lnncsabire,  ProTlsion  Dealer.    Jnly  20  at  S, 

at  office-H  uf  Mann.  Marsden  st,  Mauch 
Homer,  Wm  Fredk,  Lponl,  Tallow  Chandler.    Jnly  20  at  S,at  office  of 

Samuelt,  Cottk  st,  Lp<ju1 
Ingledew,  Uenj  Martin.  Mew  Cross  rdr Hay  Salesman.    JalyStntl.at 

offices  of  Moss,  Gracechurch  at 
Le«>,  Hy,  Walsall,  Staiford,  Beer  Retailer.     July  21  at  2,  at  offloea  of 

Olurer,  Park  st,  WuIkuI! 
Lyoo,  David  Mltclnll,  St  Helen's,  Lnncosbire,  Physician.    July  24  at  12 

at  the  Fleece  Hotel,  Clittri-h  Ht,  Sc  Helen's.    Yates,  Lpool 
Milbnm.  Robt,  Chrlatopber  Mllbnrn,  Ednd  Beeston,  Craolbrd  EUIaon, 

Newiinie  st,  Warthousemrn.     July  27  at  S,  at  the  GniUthsU  Coflbe- 

houre,  Gresham  st.    PliU|»,  P«ncras  Inne 
Moore,  Kdvd,  Osiord,  Builder.    July  24  st  3,  at  offlcea  of  ThompaoD, 

Church  at,  Oxford 
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JIoorlumM,  Stml  &  Ju,  MoorluDM,  AD««oiil«r,  Tork,  WoolleB  CMh  \  Oreeo.  Hmr/ Jane.  Dndley,  WnrcaMv.  Lioenwd  Victuller.    )alytti> 
■  ■    ""  "    -  •"  - ~    ■  lO.M,  It  offlMt  of  Tr«»i»,  1-ower  Church  liui«,ttptoii 


Kite,  Haddenflelit.    Bootli,  Uolmfonli 
Owen,  BcDj,  Milfort  HaTen,  Pembnke,  Uoouad  VietoalUr.    Ani  a  «t 

10.5,  *t  Uie  TownbaU,  QnQdhall  iq,  Ctmuvthan.     FUTj,  Femtooka 

Dock 
Paul,  Tbeodort,  BroneMtall,  Oardtgan,  QtU  Eagiaear.    Jolj  19  at  *,  at 

tha  Towntaall,  Abar;itwith.    Atwood,  Ateryaf  lib 
Ftekard,  Jaramkb,  Leedi,  Brieklajrer.     My  S8  at  1,  at  offlea  of  Harle, 

Bank  (t,  Leedf 
'Fickart,  Wm,  8beffleld.Faij>ter.    Jnlj  18  at  1 2,  at  offloaa  of  Edej ,  Ounce 

allejr,  ShaOell.    Webatera  <s  FlokaM.  Sheffleld 
■Frtebard,  SamI,  BrIaloU  Bootmaker.    Jaljr  19  at  11,  at  oOeaa  of  Han- 
cock tt  Co,  John  it.  Bristol 
iXait,  Uuj  So^ta.  Manor  id,  Dpper  Hollowar,  Draper.     Taly  10  at  19, 

at  offloea  of  LOTCfinc  ft  Wnton,  Oteaham  it.    Plonkett 
SofflliaU,  Edwin  Jas,  MiiOeoliead,  Barka,  HaMraaier.     JolriOatll, 

at  the  White  Hart  ion,  High  at,  Ualdenhead 
Sellen,  SanI,  NorthamiiCan,  Innkaqper.     Jnljr  10  at  9.90,  at  oOee  of 

Beoke,  Market  tt,  Northampton 
■Sentor,  Anne  AmeHa,  Falnawick,  Qloaceiter,  oat  of  boiineia.    Jal7  19  at 

19,  at  cOcea  of  Mnlllnga  ft  Co,  Park  at,  Cirenoaater 
flimmooda,  Thoa,  Hf,  Noiman'i  bidgi,  Old  at,  St  Lake'i,  FaaerBox 


Jnlr  17  at  I,  at  offlea  of  Lewis,  Wilmington  m,  Clerkeawell 
Sparks,  Bdbt  ft  Cbaa  Baiter,  Oalmlngtoa,  Somertet,  Tallow  Chandlers. 

Jaly  I9at  11,  atoffloeaofTrenehara, Upper  High st, Taantoo 
Sqnire,  Smannel,  Broad  GUst,  DsTon,  Blsekamlth.    July  20  at  U,  at  the 

Boll  Inn,  Qoldsmith  st,  Exeter.    Flood,  Exeter 
Stehbiogs,  Nathan,  Watling  it,  Oomm  Agent.    Jnly  1$  at  11,  at  77 

Watlfigit 
Taylor,  By,  Ayleebnry,  Boeki,  Stationer.    Jnly  19  at  19,  at  offlee  of  Fell, 

Bouboa  st,  Aylesbnry 
Thomley,  Thos,  Bolton,  Lancashire,  Tailor.     Joly  19  at  9,  at  ofBoes  of 

Mnrray,  King  st,  Maneh 
Wadiworth,  Thos.  Rnncom,  Ohsater,  Cabinet  Maker.     Jnly  18  at  11,  at 

offloe  of  DaTies  ft  Co,  Horsemarket  at,  Warrlngtin.     Bretberton, 

WarrloKton 
Walters,  Job,  Dndlev,  Woiceater,  Licensed  Vlctnaller.    Jnly  10 at  II,  at 

offices  of  Stokes,  Priory  st,  Dodley 
White,  John,  Landport,  Hants,  Leather  Seller.     Jnly  IT  at  11,  at  offlces 

of  Nicholson,  Oreskam  st,  London.  King,  Portsea. 
Wilkinson,  Thos  Baymond,  Qt  Ormond  at,  Qoaen  aq.  Case  Maker.    Jnly 

19  at  9,  at  oiBce  ol  Orchard,  John  st,  Bedford  row 
Winder,  Stedman,  Church  at,  Kenstngtsai  Linen  Draper.    Jnly  91  at  1, 

at  offices  of  Birehsll  ft  Bogers,  Soathampton  bldgs.  Chancery  tone 
Williams,  Edwd  Hy,  East  rd.  City  rd.  Pawnbroker.     Jnly  28  at  9,  at 

offlces  of  PtiUp,  Pancras  lane,  Qaeen  st,  Cheapside 
WiUianiaon,  Wm,  Wllmalew,  Cheater,  Newsrendor.    Jnly  20  at  9,  at 

offices  of  Greeo,  Bridgwater  chambers.  Brown  st  Mancb 
Wilson,  Joseph,  BakeweU,  Derby,  TaUow  Chandler.     July  24  at  2,  at 

offlces  of  Brookes,  Bakewell 
WilMin,  Wm  Nelson,  Man^  Calico  Printer.     July  19  at  8,  at  the 

Clarence  Hotel,  Spring  gudens,  Maach 
Worrall,  John  Wm  &  Hy  Thos  worrall,  Wellington  st.  Stepney  green. 

Jnly  14  at  1,  tt  offlces  of  Martin,  Clement's  lane,  Lombard  st 
WriRht,  Ju,  CbUd'e  hill,  Hendon,  no  baalness.     Jnly  19  at  IX,  at  offlee 

AllsQ,  Brunswick  aq 

TunoAT,  Jnly  II,  19T1. 
Abbott,  Leonard  John,  East  Dereham,  Norfolk,  Anetioneer.    Jnly  90  at 

11,  at  offloe  of  Sanuders.  East  Dereham 
Adams,  FTadk.  Ulddleaborough,  York,  Halrdreaser.    Jnly  18  at  9,  at 

offices  of  Oobson,  Oosfbrd  st,  Middlesboroagh 
Aoery,  Wm,  OoOle,  York,  Coal  Merohant.     July  20  at  II,  at  offloe  of 

Walnwright  ft  Co,  Crown  ot,  Wakefield 
Baker,  Alf,  Sittingbonrne,  Kent,  Watchmaker.     July  29  at  11,  at  offlces 

of  Gibson,  High  st,  Bittingboome 
Bsker,  Ricbd,  Gt  Tower  at,  Mercha.it.     Jnly  21  at  1,  at  office  of  Moss, 

WIncliesterliauae,  Old  Broad  st 
Barnes,  Philip  Tbos,Soho,  nr  Birm,  Engrarer.    July  21  at  8,  at  offlces 

of  Parry,  Bennett's  hill,  Birm 
Besdie,  Nathan,  Sawbndgeworth,  Hertford,  Tailor.     Jnly  12  at  11,  at 

offices  of  Baker,  Bishops  Stortford 
Bimrose,  John,  Boston,  Lincoln,  TrareUing  Drapfr.    Jnly  11  at  1,  at 

office  of  Dyer,  Church  yd,  Beaton 
Blatchley,  Wm  Ungh,  Mlldmay  pi.  Back  rd,  Kingiland,  Baker.    July  91 

at  9,  at  ofDcea  of  Wright,  Chaooery  lane 
Buchanan,  John  Bankin,  Oniter  lane,  Manufaotnrer.     July  14  at  19,  at 

niHoea  of  Honey  ft  Co,  King  st,  Cheapside.    Shearman,  Jermyn  st,  St 

Jsmes'i 
Butler,  Alf,  Pitfield  st,  Hoxtnn,  Draper.    Jnly  11  at  2,  at  offlces  of 

UuUoway,  Orscechnrch  at.    Heathfleld,  Unooln'a  Inn  fields 
Coode,  Fiedk,  Mark  lane,  SoUciior.     July  21  at  11,  at  offices  of  Chidley, 

Old  Jewry 
Cooper,  Jesse,  Staines,  MIddx,  Coschbuilder.     Jnly  IS  at  9,  at  offloe  of 

Akliby,  Clement's  Uoe,  Lombard  at 
Crabb,  Geo  ft  Edwd   Vaiighan,  OeTonsliire  ter,  Klngaland,  Bnlldcra.  I 

Jnly  12  at  3,  at  ib«  Guildhall  Coffee  honse,  Onildhall.    Downing, 

BasingbaU  at 
Day,  Geo,  Caledonian  rd,  Ia:ington,  Ch  thier.    Jnly  24  at  2,at  the  Gnild- 

hall  Coflbe  honse.    Pope  Fenchnrch  st 
Dooglts,  John,  Elliott  rd,  Vaaaal  rd,  Cnminerelal  Traveller.    Jnly  11  at 

3,  tt  the  City  Arms  Tnvern,  BlomSeld  st,  FInibury.      Psdmore 
Dredge,  John,  Bonrneniauth,  Hants,  Upholaterer.     July  M  at  1,  at 

the  Inna  of  Oonrt  Hotel,  Ulsh  Holborn 
Dnffin,  £lii,  Wakefield.  York,  out  of  bnslneaa.    July  26  at  2,  at  offlcea  of 

llarrl  on  ft  Smith,  Chancery  lane,  Wakefield 
Uunkerly,  Jas,  Westbonrne  pk  rd,  Pad(^lngton,  Chemist,    .^ng  4  at  3, 

at  cfflces  of  Jenkins  ft  Button,  Tarlatock  st,  Sirand 
£asian,  Jas,  Snnderland.Durbam,  Blacksmith.    July  24  at  1 1 ,  at  offlces 

of  Bentham,  Lambtoa  at,  Sunderland 
Elll'.  Jas  Howard,  Haywsrd'a  heatb,  Sussex,  Builder.     Jnly  22  at  I,  at 

offloe  of  Mills,  Bond  st,  Btighton 
1  letcher,  RIchd.  WInsley  st,  Oxford  st.  Stationer.    Jnly  20  at  3,  at  offlces 

of  Harehall,  Unootai'a  Inn  fields 
Oibba,  Edwd  John,  Deepflelds  Iron  Works,  Bilston.  Stafford,  Ironmaster. 

Jnly  24  at  11,  at  offlcea  of  Rotter  ft  Co,  Darlington  at,  WolTernampton 
Gredley,  Edmd,  Dockhead,  Flour  Facior.     Jnly  29  at  2.  a:  offlces  of 

illtnd,  Utslngtaall  st 


Qreenwood,  Joahoa,  Oreoden  Croas,  Halifax,  Yoik,  <lioc«c.  Jtljlitt 

8,at  offices  of  Jobb,  Bamm  Top,Htlllkx 
Hague,  Hy,  Baasklll,  Notts,  Grocer.     Jnly  10  at  I,  at  ones  o(  Saraa, 

Bawtry 
Hallam.  Mary  ft  Oeo  Cramp,  Derby,  Whie  Maichaats.    Jal;  K  it  il, 

at  oBoea  of  Hantooo  ft  Co,  Beoket  Wall  Itae,  Derby.    Dnfij, 

BnrtoDH»-rreot 
Ballat,  Obed,  Lewis,  Bnisex,  Bolehar.     Aag  latlt,«t«91a<(9a>l>, 

RIghst,  Lewes 
Harris,  Jabn  Jss,  Old  Jawiy,  Aecoontant.    Jnly  10  u  ll,at  oIm« 

Chtdley,  Old  Jewry 
Hart,  Lewis,  Bear  at,  Lskieatarsq,  Ciffipshis  Keeinr.     Jslrllisi, 

attheCltr  Arms  TaTem,  BlomlMdst,  Finsbuy.    Ftioion,Tai- 

minster  bridge  td 
Hellls,  Thoa,  Hook,  Hants,  ont  o(  business.     July  ll  tt  11,  U  till  tal 

Lion  Hotel,  Basingstoke.    Ford,  Portsea 
Honell.  Oeo,  Swindon,  Wilts,  Slater.     July  19  at  12,  at  oBesi  sf IiH- 

fbrd  It  Foots,  High  st,  Swindon 
Horton,  Rebeoea,  Shiewsbnry,  Miiliaar.     Jnly  91  stl,st  tktOim 

Hotel,  ShreirabnfT.    Clarke 
Hunt,  Oeo,  Eoathall,  Kent,  Baker.     Jaly  91  at  U,  st  oOlcti  of  iraU, 

Tnnbridge  Wells 
Jackson,  Oeo  MIsrs,  Morpeth,  Murthamberlaod,  Bootmaker.  Jul;  II  c 

U,  at  oOoe  of  SeweU,  Qrey  st,  Newcastle-upon-Tyne 
Jackson,  Thos.  Birm,  nrar  Bix  Utnofsetnrer,    Jaly  2 1  tt  10,  it  ilw 

of  Beaton.  Victoria  Mdgs,  Txmple  row,  Birm 
Jelbiys,  John,  Dartmouth  td,    Haauaersmith,   LIcenisd  VMsiK'. 

Jnly  16  at  9,  at  offlee  of  Comforts,  Qrecitn  ehtnbsn,  Dsfemi  a, 

Temple.    Btrtiett.  Chandoa  st.  West  Strand 
JoUlflS,  Ohas  Hy,  Chesterfield.  Dertn,  Wine  Merchant.    Jaly  U  <:  t, 

at  offices  of  Gee,  High  st,  Cheacerfleld 
Kn,  Thos  Talntine,  Olosaop,  Derby,  Surgeon.     Jnly  31  at  1,  at  on 

Simpson,  Dioklnscn  st,  Manch 
Loader,  John  Edird,  Bird  In  Bush  rd,   Oomnerdsl  rd,  Fiettia, 

Bonder.    Jnly  91  at  9,  at  offlces  of  Btightao,  Bishopegita  it  VAnt 
Marks,  Adraham  Issae,  Snnderland,  Durham.  Tbbaocosist.    Jily  »  u 

10.  at  offloea  ot  Hope.  Norlblk  st,  Sandeitand  _ 

Masnon, Oeo, Park- rd  South,  Woodareeo,Bidlder.  JulylOstl.it<a» 

of  Birehall  ft  Bogara,  Soothampton-bMgs,  Chanoery-ltas.  HitTlin. 

FumlTsl's-Inu,  Rolbom  ,  ^    ,  . 

Maywhort,  Chrlslo^er,  Crewe  Town,  Chester.  Hosier.  July  » it  >,  i. 

offlces  of  Cooke,  Templechtmbera,  Oak-st,  Crewe  Town 
Uceeley,  Wm,  Maidstone,  Kent,  Baker.    Jnly  21  at  II,  at  the  !<«  1« 

Maidstone.    Palmer  .  .    „  ^  „  „ 

Mytton,  HyWhiUhoad,  Mark-lane,  "Wine Merohant.    Jaly  Hat II, it 

offlcea  of  Renshaw  ft  Ralph,  Cannoa-s( 
Fearaon,  Geo  Fiedk,  Bath,  Schoolmaster.    July  21  at  II,  st  eOa  » 
Oitler,  Bladnd-bldgs,  Bath  .     . 

Pickering,  John,  Normanton,  York,  Tailor.    Jnly  «  st  1 1 ,  at  iffl"  « 
Wainwright  ft  Cti,  Orown^t  ,,«.,»« 

Plke,Alft«d  Bobt,  Jndd-st,  Enaton-rd,  Ironmonger.    July  >;•»*• 
offlces  ol  Kendrtok  ft  Mtsaey,  Oreaham-at.    Cathersn,  Caaojliarj-* 
Pope.  Kill,  Maaor-st,  Clapham.  Widow,  Stooo  Mtsoo.   Jaly II  «*« 
offloe  of  Hawkins,  Chancery-taae  .,    .,    ,,.,11. 

Potter,  Thos  Jnn,   Qodalmlog,  Surrey,  Draper.   July  11  sll,iti" 
White  Lion  Hotel,  OuildfDid  .j,^j 

Price,  Wm,  New  lirompton,  Kent,  Oilman.    Julyliat  ll,«tos»" 
Tippetta  ft  Sin.  Gt  St  Thomas  AposUe,  Queen-et,  CJSta^la 

Ktmsay,  David  Allan,  Grove  pk,  Chiswick,  BniMer.    Ji"7«J'i* 
offlcea   of  Turquand   ft   Co,   Tokeohonse-yd.      Blake  *  "!» 

Ricb'HyfBilstol,  Baker.    July  14  at  1,  U  offlcMOf  Thick,  Sa>li-<. 

Rleketts,  Goo.  East  Dereham,  Norfolk,  Currier.  Jnly  1 9  st  11,  at  oft"  * 

Saanders,  East  Dereham 
Rncklidge,  John  Fliigibbon,  York,  Wholesale  Drysilter. 

at  offlces  olOrnmble.    Stooegate,  York  .,  .  n  a 

Sayor,  Stephen,  Bennington.  Derby,  Coalmaater.   JulytJii"'*' 

offlces  of  Cowdell,Soresby-st.  Chesterfield 
Tbomss.  Wm.  Tstrad,  Khondda  Valley.  Glamorgan,  TunberKw™'" 

July  20  at  1 2,  at  offloe  of  Daltona  ft  Co,  Worklng-st.  Cstdid         ., 
VIoker^  John,  Manob,  Iron  Mannfaetnrer.    Jnly  24  at  2,  at  0W"» 

Bolton  ft Ltator,  New  Bailey-it, SalfOrd  .,  ^ms' 

Vlggers,  Hugh  Hv,  Nantwlcli,  Chaster,  Grocer.    Jnly  21  st  4,  at  w» 

of  Addleshaw,  King-st,  Manch  _  ,v._.ni.t 

Warren,  Hy,  Merthyr  Tydfil,  Weaver.    Jnly  96  at  11,  stOasstf  i* 

Offlee,  VIctoria-st,  Merthyr  Tydllt.   Roasell  . 

WhIuker.Tbos,  Bury  St  Edmunds,  Soltolfc,  Innkeeper.   Jsly  »",•"• 

at  the  Six  Bells  Ion,  Bnry  St  Edmonds.  Qreen  ..»...■ 

Willltmi,  Hugh.  Carnarvon,  Flour  Dealer.    Joly  17  at  ll,at»« 

Williams,  Porth-yr-Aur 


JolysaU. 


MILNER'S  STRONG  HOLDFAST  and  FBE- 
RESISTINO  SAFES,  Sraoiio  Roox  Dooas.  *<!•;.»*  jjilf 
recent  Improvements.  Price  Uata,  Drawings,  and  T«™«»*^ 
by  post.— Liverpool,  Manchester,  Sheffield,  and  47s,  «soiga»ia>». 
City,  London.  

I?INE  FLAVOURED  STRONG  BEEP  W. « 

r      about  Sid.  a  pint.    ASK  FOR  LIEBIO  fXtMPANrS  »"»^ 
of  Meat,  loqiuring   Baron  Liebig  the  Inventor's  SIgsateit  «o  "^ 
Jar,  being  the  only  Ruarantee  of  gennlnenesa. 
^cellent  eoonomical  stock  for  soups,  sauoes,  fto.  

OYAL      POLYTECHNIC— Professor    Pepf*^' 

'•  Trip  to  tlie  Western  Highlands  of  Ireland ;  "■  flras* 
and  Irlih  Songs  by  Miss  Uarth— Engagement  01  <'«°"i'.'_^ 
Esq.,  and  Great  Revival  of  Henry  Russell's  Songs.  unl«  "•  »«|J^ 
kind  saperliilendenco,  with  irrandSconio  and  Optietl  KweO- ^,^. 
ts  It  Was  and  la ; "  illutirated  with  a  beauUful  series  of  nam^  ^ 
Pobiic  Buildings  and  Stree's ;  bv  J.  L.  King,  **l--*''75I^er- 
E.  D.  Davies,  the  Premier  Vemri'i>qai».— The  Ghost  »nd  •■■,"2; 
talnments  as  usual— Admission  One  Shilling.  OpenflromIl»'*" 
to  10. 
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Tlu  Ofiet  »f  thit  JoTnti>.u.  and  of  tht  Wsbklt  RcpomBK 
it  BOW  at  U,  Cook't-eourt,  Varey-ttrett,  W.C. 

TK$  Sohteriplion  to  tin  Solicitom'  Jovrnal  if — Totm,  28t., 
Cemttiy  28<./  with  tht  Wibklt  Rbpobtbb,  SS/.  Paymntt 
iitipmiet  inelmiei  Doubt*  Nun^tri  and  Pottage.  Suiieriieri 
«»  hart  tknr  Vobnut  bound  at  the  Office— oMh,  2:  6d., 
UlfUa  ealf,  4<.  Bd. 

All  Leitert  intended  for  puilieation  in  the  "Solicitor^  Journal " 
muitie  authenticated  by  the  name  of  the  writer,  though  not 
lUcetearUy  for  publication. 

Wlere  difieulty  it  experienced  in  procuring  the  Journal  ttlh 
rtfularity  in  the  Provineee,  it  it  requetted  that  application  be 
Mtdt  direct  to  tht  Fublither. 


S0rtcitars'  lautitjrl. 


m 


LONDON,  JULr  22,  1871. 


Ik  thb  Albbkt  Abbitbation  it  was  yesterday 
decided  1^  Lord  Cairn*,  thoagh  with  relaotaooe,  that  it 
would  not  be  adviaable  for  him  to  undertake  the  formv 
tion  of  any  soheme  of  reoonstmotion  or  reoonittitation  o( 
tb«  eompaoy.  A  decision  was  also  given  in  Lanoaster's 
eue.  Oremling  Bell's  case,  he  held  that  the  principle 
for  ascertaining  the  yalne  of  a  policy,  snbsisting  at  the 
dtte  of  the  winding  np,  mnst  be  by  a  pnre  premiam  ralna- 
tion  u  at  that  time,  entirely  independent  of  the  condition 
of  the  perwn  iDBnred.  In  the  ralnation  the  tables  of  the 
MTenteen  o£Boea  are  to  be  need,  and  the  interest 
it  to  be  4  pet  oenb  The  present  Talnes  of  the  sum 
iniDted  and  of  the  fntnre  pieminms  that  wonld  have 
btsa  payable,  are  to  be  oalcnlated,  and  the  difference  be- 
tween Uie  two  is  to  be  the  ralne  of  the  policy.  Annnities 
will  be  estimated  by  their  pnie  preminm  ralne  at  the 
time  of  the  winding  ap,  in  acooidanoe  with  the  tables  of 
the  partioalar  company.  Lord  Cairns  also  stated  that  it 
wuimprobablethat  any  further  calls  wonld  be  made  in  the 
untlgamated  companies  in  which  calls  hare  already  been 
mids. 


Oint  Ai^BBT  Arbitration  Bbpobts  oomptise  two 
noteworthy  oasea  this  week. 

Ktrry't  Exeeutor/  and  iMmbertt  ea*t*  are  oases,  in 
which  shareholders  in  the  Bank  of  London  and  National 
hoTJncial  Insurance  Association,  one  of  the  companies 
■  amalgamated  "  with  the  Albert  Life  Aasoranoe  Com* 
mhj,  and  who  had,  at  the  time  of  the  amalgamation, 
leoted  to  reoeire  and  had  teeeiwed  the  walne  of  their 
bares  in  cash,  instead  of  becoming  the  possessors  of 
bares  in  the  Albert — were  upon  the  winding  np  of  the 
tiginal  company  retained  by  Lord  Cairns  npon  its  list 
f  contribntories.  The  Bank  of  London  was  an  on- 
egistered  company  and  its  deed  of  settlement,  though 
1  contained  alanses  providing  for  purohases  of  its  own 
bares  as  a   going  concern  and  for  retnm  of  capital  on 

dissolution,  contained  no  clause  contemplating 
malgamation;  nothing  in  short  providing  for  amalgama- 
oos  as  they  are  provided  for  by  the  leist  seotion  of  the 
ompanies  Aot,  1862,  in  the  case  of  registered  companies. 
ord  Calms  held  that  the  transaction  which  had  taken 
lace  did  not  fall  under  the  first  mentioned  provision, 
Ecaoae  that  contemplated  purchases  by  the  company  as 
going  concern,  and  not  as  a  company  about  to  cease 
laioess  under  an  "  amalgamation;"  nor  would  he  hold 
lat  these  gentlemen  had  been  exonerated  as  by  a  retnm 
'  capital  nnder  the  other  clause — for  admitting  for  the 
>ke  of  argament  that  the  transaction  oonld  rank  as  a 
itara  of  capital  (which  his  Lordship  seemed  to  think  it 
lold  not),  it  oonld  only  release  the  shareholders  from  the 
ibilities  of  the  company,  on  the  condition  of  those 
ibilitiee  being  satisfied,  instead  of  which  the  policy  and 
inoity  liabilltiea  were  merely  handed  over  in  a  mass  to 
«  Albert. 

Vfeoi't  caae,  arising  ont  of  the  *'  amalgamation  "  of 
»  Weatem  Life  Assurance  Society,  is  a  very  peculiar 


and  important  ''  novation  "  case,  turning  on  a  different 
question  to  that  general  one  of  novation  which  was  so 
much  difonssed  a  year  and  a-half  ago. 

The  Western  Company  had  in  its  deed  of  settlement  (of 
which  policy  holders  would  of  course  l>e  taken  to  have 
notice)  an  "  amalgamation  "  clause  providing  that  on  the 
dlMolntion  of  the  company  the  directors  should  obtain 
from  some  other  company  an  undertaking  to  satisfy  the 
liabilities  as  they  arose,  and  should  transfer  to  the 
trustees  of  such  company  a  fund  anffloient  (with  the 
premiums)  for  that  purpose.  On  the  Western  amnl- 
gamating  with  the  Albert,  Mr.  Wood  who  was  a  policy 
holder  in  the  Western,  protested,  and  paid  a  preminm  to 
the  Albert  under  protest.  He  asked  for  information 
respecting  the  amount  and  so  forth  of  the  fond  which 
was  to  be  transferred  to  the  Albert  on  behalf  of  the 
Western  policy  holders.  The  information  was  withheld, 
and  finally  the  assured  wrote  saying  that  until  it  waa 
given  he  should  pay  his  premiums  to  the  Albert  nndec 
protest.  Lord  Cairns  holding  that  the  assured  had  m 
right  to  be  satisfied  that  there  was  a  sufficient  fund  pro- 
perly appropriated  and  earmarked  for  the  benefit  of 
himself  and  those  in  his  position,  the  question  waa, 
whether  bis  subsequent  conduos  had  amounted  to  a 
release  of  the  Western  Company,  for  it  was  argued  that 
the  assured,  by  continuing  to  pay  his  premiums  to  the 
Albert  after  failing  to  get  the  information  he  asked,  in- 
stead of  filing  some  snch  bill  as  was  filed  In  Kearnt  v.  Lea/, 
1  H.  &  M.  681,  had  abandoned  the  effect  of  his  protest. 
But  Lord  Cairns  held  that  Mr.  Wood  had  by  his  last  oom- 
mnnioation  thrown  upon  the  Western  Company  the  onui 
of  requiring  the  contention  between  them  to  be  brought 
to  an  issue.  The  case  is  decidedly  worth  perusal  for 
instruction  on  the  effect  of  correspondence ;  indeed  it 
contains  quite  a  conveyancing  precedent  for  "  protest  " 
in  similar  oases,  the  protest  forwarded  by  Mr.  Wood's 
solicitors  being  especially  commended  by  Lord  Cairnr. 

Iir  ADOinOK  to  the  819  rules  already  in  force  for  re- 
gulating the  practice  in  bankraptoy  a  further  instahosent 
of  28  has  been  published  (printed  by  ns  last  week),  and 
it  may  fairly  be  expected  Uiatas  time  progresses,  and  the 
defects  in  working  the  Act  are  discovered,  a  still  greatit 
number  will  be  issued  until  the  whole  Aot  is  overlaid 
with  rules.  The  most  noticeable  features  about  the  pre- 
sent are  a  salutary  provision  for  taxing  aooonnts  nnder 
liquidations  in  the  same  manner  as  nnder  bankruptc'e*. 
in  faet  there  seems  to  be  every  imaginable  check  npuj 
everybody,  except  that  most  important  officer  the  trustee, 
whose  remuneration,  depending  solely  upon  the  same 
authority  which  appointed  him,  may  lead  to  very  great 
abuses.  This  we  think  is  the  great  point 
npon  which  the  beneficial  working  of  the  Act  de- 
pends, and  we  shall  look  forward  with  much  curiosity 
to  tiie  development  of  this  principal  of  self- 
goverament.  There  are  two  points  in  the  Bules,  inte- 
resting to  either  branoh  of  the  profession.  The  one, 
Bttle  8,  diminishes  by  two-fifths  the  attorneys'  ooeta  iii 
estates  where  the  assets  are  nnder  £200,  or  the  debts  do 
not  exceed  £750.  This  is  the  farther  application  of  the 
county  court  principle,  and  with  it  the  time-honoured 
six-eighths  will  disappear.  The  fairness  of  the  change  it 
would  be  diffionlt  to  discover.  The  other  glances  at  the 
bar,  and  provides  that  no  fees  to  counsel  be  allowed  npon 
certain  ordinary  applipations;  to  this  we  think  there  can 
be  no  objection. 


In  a  Casr  of  Moonshee  Ameer  Ali  v.  Inderjett  Kaour 
heard  by  the  Judicial  Committee  of  the  Privy  Connotl, 
on  Saturday  last,  the  appeal  was  dismissed  as  having 
been  thought  a  violation  of  good  faith.  Prefixed  to  the 
record  was  a  certificate  of  the  High  Court  of  Oaloutta 
from  which  the  appeal  was  preferred,  stating  that  when 
the  High  Court  had  decided  the  first  issue  against  the  ap- 
pellant.his  counselstated  chat  if  the  decision  was  confined 
to  that  point  his  client  wonld  not  appeal  to  her  Majesty  In 
Council.  Althoagh  their  lordships  would  not  under  tliete 
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circantptanees  entertain  the  appeal,  they  felt  a  dif&oalty 
in  deciding  the  qaestion  of  oosta.  On  the  one  band  they 
declined  to  Tinit  the  appellant  with  the  whole  ooeta.  aa, 
i(  the  corti&cate  of  the  High  Court  had  been  brooKht  to 
th«ir  notice  directly  the  record  arrtred  in  England,  the 
appeal  would  have  been  strnck  out  before  the  hoarier 
expenses  had  been  inonrred.  On  the  other  hand  they 
could  not,  having  regard  to  his  breaoh  of  good  faith, 
l>;t  the  appellant  go  soot  free.  Accordingly  they  adopted' 
a  via  media,  and  ordered  the  appellant  to  pay  to  each 
r)>sp.indent  the  snm  of  fifty  guineas  uonine  expensarum. 
Although  (he  Judicial  Committee  bare  adopted  this 
•'oune  before  in  appeals  from  the  Eoolenastioal  Courts 
{/larry  V.  Butlin,  1  Moore,  P.C.C,  98)  this  is  the 
first  oooasion  on  which  they  hare  giTen  a  sum  of 
money  nomine  eapetuarum  in  an  Indian  appeal. 


At  a.  uobmiko  sitting  of  the  House  of  Commons 
on  Wednesday,  Sir  C.  Dilkes  Registration  of  Voters 
Bill,  was  passed  through  committee,  and  it  appears 
t}  be  intended  to  pass  this  session  if  possible.  It  had 
been  preTionsly  supposed  that  both  this  and  Mr.  Brand's 
bill  on  the  same  subject  would  be  dropped  for 
tIliA  session.  Only  the  latter  howerer  has  been  with- 
drawn. The  two  bills  were  almost  identicaL  Mr. 
Brand's  bill  certainly  dealt  with  connties  to  a  greater 
extent  than  Sir  G.  Dilke's  bill,  but  the  two  bills  were  in 
great  part  in  the  same  words.  The  disoussion  npon  the 
bill  in  committee  was  almost  entirely  npon  trivial  points, 
and  we  cannot  help  thinking  that  members  of  the  House 
generally  are  entirely  unaware  of  the  important 
character  of  the  measure  they  are  allowing  to  pass  so 
hastily. 

It  alters  the  borongh  franchise,  by  diminishing  the 
time  required  to  obtain  a  qualification  to  ten  months 
instead  of  a  year,  thus  admitting  a  large  nnmber  of 
perrans  at  present  not  qualified;  and  also  it  adds  two 
moiiths  to  the  period  elapsing  between  the  date  to  which 
tile  qualifications  are  corrected  and  the  coming  into 
operation  of  the  register,  and  will  thus  increase  the  ne- 
cessary inaccuracies  of  the  register,  and  the  number  of 
unqualified  persons  whose  names  will  be  upon  it.  The 
scheme,  of  course,  has  some  features  to  recommend  it, 
but  the  time  which  is  taken  in  making  the  register  is 
quite  long  enough  aa  it  is.  The  dates  at  which  the 
various  lists  have  now  to  be  published  reqnire  slight 
alteration,  hat  by  re-adjustment  of  these  dateo,  all  that 
is  required  oould  be  done  without  lengthening  the  \rhole 
period.  The  bill  also  throws  a  very  considerable  addi- 
tional expense  npon  the  rate-payers  in  boronghs.  It 
aito  appears  still  to  contain  the  objectionable  olauses  by 
which  it  is  proposed  to  alter  the  system  of  payment  of 
revising  barristers.  The  effect  will  be  a  return  to  the 
old  system,  under  which  it  will  become  the  interest  of 
the  revising  barrister  to  spend  as  much  time  on  the  work 
SH  possible,  and  thereby  put  all  the  poblio  to  inoon- 
venience,  instead  of  its  being  to  his  interest,  as  it  ia  now, 
to  do  the  work  speedily  and  efBciently.  Legal  work  of 
all  kinds,  and  more  especially  judicial  work, ought  always 
to  be  paid  according  to  value  and  not  according  to  length. 
Kothing  can  be  a  greater  mistake  than  to  appoint  men 
to  be  paid  according  to  the  amount  of  work  they  can 
make  out  of  their  office.  The  truest  economy  is  to  ap- 
point good  men,  pay  them  in  proportion  to  the  impor- 
tance of  the  work  required  from  them,  find  turn  them  off 
if  they  do  not  do  it  properly. 

A  COBBESPONDEKT  sends  US  an  aoconnt  of  a  recent 
cane  in  the  Mayor's  Court,  whiob,  like  very  many  other 
oases  before  the  same  tribunal,  seems  to  illustrate  the 
pertinacity  of  its  officials,  and  the  hardships  of  the  rules 
laid  down  by  the  Act  tinder  which  ic  is  worked.  The 
case  was  a  case  of  Berry  v.  Jbdnardt,  and  our  correspon- 
dent's account  is  as  follows  : — The  defendant  was  by 
trade  a  gardener,  and  he  lived  somewhere  in  Es^ez;  he 
was  employed  by  the  trustees  of  a  place  called  Trinity 
Square,  to  attend  to  the  garden  belonging  to  that  square; 


he  was  in  fact  the  menial  servant  of  the  trosteea,  tad, 
although  he  occasionally  brought  milk  and  roots  of  pUati 
from  his  home  in  the  snborbs,  and  sold  those  articlsi  to 
the  inhabitants  of  Trinity  Square,  it  was  admitted  that  in 
no  other  way  did  he  carry  on  business,  either  viUiia  o: 
without  the  city.  TrinitySquare  is  partly  within  andparUj 
without  the  city  jorisdiotion,  at  least  so  stated  an  officer  of 
the  Court,  and  the  Court  seems  to  rely,  in  such  matten, 
implicitly  npon  the  ipte  dixit  of  its  officers.    The  defsi- 
dant,  upon  being  summoned   to  the  Mayor's  Court,  ia 
an  action  for   roalioions   proseontion,  moved  for  a  nit 
of  prohibition  in  the  Court  of  Common  Pleas,  bat  tbe 
Conrt  of  Common  Pleas   refused   to    interfere  (thit  ii, 
we  suppose,  the  Conrt  declined  to  interfere  at  the  offiosr'i 
instance,  though  in  all  probability  his  attorney  miglit 
have  put  the  Court  in  motion  for  him  by  movinf  in 
his  own  name  as  has  often    been  done).    The  defen- 
dant then  pleaded  to  the  jurisdiction,  and  it  is  one  of 
the  hardships  under  whiob  he  lay,  that  he  coold  not 
plead  over  to  the  cause  of  action,  aa  no  other  plesii 
I  allowed  npon   the   record   together   with  a  plea  to  tbe 
I  jnrisdiotion: — One  of  the  devices  for  preventing  sneht 
I  plea  being  often  pleaded.    Tbe  cause  coming  on  for  triil 
I  the  defendant  dearly  proved  the  facta  e^ve  stated,  and 
the  judge  (Mr.  Henry  James),  after  consulting  the  Be- 
oorder,  held  Uiat  the  defendant  did  not  carry  on  boiiBeei 
within  the  city,  and   that   the  section  in   the  Ksjoi'i 
Court    Act,    which    give*    jurisdiction    over   penosi 
dwelling    within    the  oity,  and   carrying  on  boainea 
I  within,   means,  not  warehousemen   or  porten  or  Suae 
[  who    oooasionidly    come     up    to    London    to  traasset 
I  business    there,   but    those   whose    business  is  fixed  in 
I  the   oity.      So    the    defendant  got    a    verdiet  oo  hit' 
I  plea.      But  then   a   great    hardship  foUows;  no  ooeti 
I  are  allowed  on  a  plea  to  tbe  jurisdiotioii,  aotha^althaofh 
I  the  defendant  had  been  made  a  party  to  an  action  whkh 
;  should  not  have  been  brought  within  this  court,  hemsf 
I  have  to  pay  more  than  if  he  had  fonght  and  lost  (be 
I  cause  on  the  merits  ;  and  the  Mayor's  Conrt  has  done 
I  what  it  wanted,  and  has  tanght  the  defendant  nerer 
;  again,  wherever  he  may  live  and  wherever  he  may  eut] 
on  his  buaineas,  to  presume  to  question  its  jurisdictioa. 

Irrespective  of  the  merits  of  individual  oases,  it  is 
certain  that  the  Mayor's  Conrt  Act  is  oonstruoted  oo  the 
principle  qf  punishing  anyone  who,  rightly  or  wroii(!f, 
demurs  to  its  claims  of  jurisdiction,  and  die  Act  ought 
to  be  amended. 


Vioe-Chancellob  Bacon  decided  this  week,  and,  at 
we  think,  too  summarily,  consiaering  the  importanoe  of 
the  question,  a  case  of  much  moment  to  the  Church  of 
England.  The  qaestion,  which  was  one  as  to  the  olti- 
mate  disposal  of  tbe  surplus  profits  of  a  living  seqnet- 
trated  under  tbe  Church  Discipline  Act,  arose  in  the 
following  manner: — In  1845,  the  living  of  Thakehao,  in 
tbe  diooeae  of  Chichester,  was  sequestrated  for  three 
years  under  the  Church  Discipline  Act,  the  case  hein; 
stated  in  Robertson's  Reports  ^Trotter  v.  Bint,  1  Bob. 
248).  The  profits  of  the  living  were  received  doriof 
the  sequestration  by  the  late  Bishop  of  Chichester,  who, 
after  providing  for  the  cure  of  tbe  parish,  paid  the 
balance  to  his  bankers,  to  an  account  which  was  eatend 
in  the  bankers'  books  as  "  The  Bi>hop  of  Chichester ; 
Thakeham  Sequestration."  After  providing  for  pajmsnti 
of  about  £400  for  costs,  £10  to  the  poor  of  the  panah, 
and  the  salary  of  the  curate,  there  remained  a  snm,  the 
aooumnlations  of  which  at  t^e  date  of  the  appUcatioa  \a 
Vice-Chancellor  Bacon  amounted  to  some  £1,400.  Sooie 
oorrespondence  took  place  between  the  late  bishop  and 
persons  interested  in  the  parish  respecting  the  applica- 
tion of  this  fund  towards  the  schools,  and  the  bishop  «s> 
willing  to  do  so,  provided  the  parishioners  would  make 
what  be  oonaidered  the  proper  exertions  in  favour  of  tix 
schools  on  their  part.  The  event,  however,  was  Uittth* 
money  remained  in  the  bankers'  hands  till  the  bisbof^ 
death.  On  his  death  the  churchwardens  claimed  A> 
money   from    the  bankers;   tbe  incumbent,  Mr.  Bint 
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pat  in  a  oUim,    and    the    neir    bUhop    asserted   a 

oltin  aad  informed    the   bankers   that  he  placed   "  a 

iMnii  diitringai"  npon  the  fond.     Under  these  circam- 

ataaoas  the  bankers  paid  the  money  into  the  Court  of 

Chsneeiy  under  the  Trostee  Belief  Aot  ;  the  executors 

of  jthe  late  bishop  petitioned  to  hare  the  money  paid 

oat  to  them,  and  the  ohurohwardens,  the  incumbent, 

and  the  present  bishop  appeared,  with  the  bankers,  upon 

the  petition.      The  claim  of  the  incumbent  may  be  dis- 

miised  at  once,  it  being  perfectly  dear  upon  authority  as 

well  as  common  sense  that  he  could  sustain  no  claim  to 

thote  profits  of  which  the  sequestration  deprired  him 

(SuiUir  T.  Creunell,  14  Q.  B.  826).     JUorrii  y.   Offden 

(L  R.  4  0.  P.  708,  17  W.  B.  1103,  is  an  authority  to  the 

effect  that  the  bare    sentence  of    suspension    depriree 

an  iaonmbent  of  his  right  to  the  profits  of  the  living. 

It  is  difficult,  too,  to  see  how  the  churchwardens  oould 

hare  any  loou*    itandi    to    demand    the  fund  as  of 

right       In    Sunter    t.     Orettwell    {libi.    tup.)    sot- 

plos  income  wm  claimed  from  the  bishop  by  •  party 

claiming    under    the  incumbent,  and  Pstteson,  J.,  in 

negatiring  the  claim,  said  : — "  l^e  church  being  for  the 

fiiat  time  in  subatanoe  deprired  of  its  minister,  it  is  oast 

apon  the  bishop  to  provide  for  the  temporary  raoancy  ; 

aad,  to  enable  him  to  do  so,  he  is  to  receive  the  profits, 

not  as  when  he  receives  them  in  the  execution  of  a  writ 

from  a  temporal  court,  as  a  sort  of  sheriff,  with  a  liability 

to  looonnt  it  to  the  court  for  his  receipts,  bnt  in  virtue  of 

Us  office  of  chief  pastor,  responsible  to  none  as  long  aa 

the  church  is  properly  supplied."    In  this  case  the  Court 

werns  to  have  had  in  view  merely  the  question  between  the 

bishop  and  the  incumbent.     However,  npon  the  authority 

of  this  case  Baoon,  V.C.,  not  only  decided  in  favour  of  the 

late   bishop's  executors,  bnt  refused  the  bankers  their 

costs,  on  the  ground  that  the  case  was  so  olear  that  they 

were  not  justified  in  paying  the  money  into  court. 

The  present  case  had  been  the  subject  of  discussion 
uumg  the  bar  for  some  time  before  it  aotnally  appeared 
in  ooort,  and  the  only  point  npon  which  there  was  any 
i^reemant  of  opinion  was  that  the  question  was  extremely 
diffiooit  and  doabtf  nl  A  leader  of  the  chancery  bar,  who 
•drised  in  the  oaae,  considered  that  the  Crown  was  entitled 
to  he  lepresented  in  the  claims,  and  another  view  was 
*at,  the  bishop  having  taken  the  profits  virtute  ofioii,  aa 
ratteson,  J.,  put  it,  of  ohief  pastor,  and  left  them  in  the 
»ak,  eaimarkod  "  Bishop  of  Chichester,  Thakeham  Se- 
inestration,"  the  new  bishop  became  entitled  virtvte 
'fieii.  Certainly  the  question  was  so  far  doubtful 
hat  the  bemkers  deserved  their  ooeta  of  paying  into 
oart.  The  question  is  an  important  one  and  opens  up 
one  oariona  apeonlations  if  all  possibilities  nnder  recent 
Mieaiastioal  statntee  are  considered.  ^The  result  in  the 
resent  oaae  is,  that  the  money  goes  into  the  pockets  of 
■e  parties  interested  under  the  will  of  the  late  bishop, 
ho,  throwing  aside  leg^al  considerations,  have  no  more 
Aim  to  it,  morally,  than  the  parties  to  the  next  case  in 
le  Vioe-Olianoellor's  paper. 


EQVITABLB  CONOTBUCTION  IN   PAVOUB  OP 

EQUAL  FOBTIONS. 
Oar  ajatem  of  land  setUemeat  which,  by  periodical 
nngement,  enables  the  preservation  of  the  estate  in  a 
>gle  branch  of  the  family,  generally  the  eldest  male 
le,  seenia  to  require,  as  its  necessary  complement,  the 
itination  of  aome  fund  as  a  provision  for  the  younger 
uchea  of  the  family.  This,  as  is  well  known,  is  gene- 
ly  done  by  onerating  the  estate,  in  the  hands  of  the 
'er  son,  with  a  term  for  raising  a  gross  sum  to  be  ap- 
ed in  portions  among  the  yonnger  branches  of  the 
oily,  the  non-possessors  of  the  family  estate.  This 
>Tiaion  ia  alao  sometimes  augmented  by  the  bountiful 
'Vision  of  collateral  members  of  the  family,  who  devote 
ir  property  to  the  compensative  adjustment  of  the  in- 
lality  of  fortone  between  the  head  of  the  family  and 
broth«ta  and  sisters.  Provisions  framed  with  such  a 
ign  hare  always  met  with  great  encouragement  from 


I  courts  of  equity,  with  whom  the  principle  of  equality  has 
I  ever  been  one  of  leading  prevalence;  and  the  eldeac  son 
being  looked  upon  as  the  natural  possessor  of  the  family 
estate  as  Au  portion,  the  equal  distribution  of  the  allotted 
fund,  among  those  who  do  not  take  this  estate,  is  ob- 
viously indicated  as  the  object  of  equitable  care.  The 
solicitude  of  courts  of  equity  to  prevent  double  portions 
is  the  expression  of  their  desire  to  attain  this  end.  Tne 
Court  of  Chancery,  therefore,  entering  into  the  spirit  "f 
these  arrangemenis,  whenever  it  finds  a  fund  provided 
either  by  a  pareat,  or  one  in  loco  parentis  (for  it  seems 
such  an  origin  of  the  fund  is  necessary  to  attract  tlie 
rule,  see  observations  of  Wood,  Y.C.,  in  Sandetnan  v. 
Naokemie  1  John  &  H.  613),  for  the  purpose  of  furnish- 
ing portions  for  the  younger  ohildren  of  the  family,  the 
Court  will  fix  its  view  on  what  is  deemed  the  principal 
intent  of  the  parties,  and  the  effect  of  the  language 
will  not  be  allowed  to  thwart  the  assumed  purpose,  if 
without  violence  to  the  language  it  can  possibly  be 
modelled  to  reach  that  end. 

In  no  branch  of  our  law  has  the  effect  of  the  maxim 
inttntioni  verba  dehent  intervire  been  more  conspicuous. 
Thus  the  terms  eldest  son  or  child,  and  youngest  son  or 
child,  have  not  been  regarded  according  to  their  verbal 
import;  bnt  the  presumed  intention  has  been  alone  con* 
sidered ;  so  that  where  portions  were  expressed  to  be  for 
all  the  (diildren  other  than  the  eldest,  a  daughter,  although 
the  eldest  child,  was  held  entitled  to  the  portion,  because 
she  did  not  inherit  the  family  estate,  and  the  son  who 
did  take  the  estate  was  excluded  from  the  portion,  though, 
in  fact,  a  younger  child  {Heneage  r.  Sunloke,  (3  Atk. 
466).  So  where  under  a  power  to  select  the  son  to 
snooeed  to  the  estate,  and  the  third  son  was  selected,  the 
eldest  son  was  held  entitled  to  the  portion,  though,  in 
terms,  expressed  to  be  for  yonnger  children,  for  every 
child,  except  the  heir,  is  a  yonnger  child,  and  eldership 
not  carrying  the  estate  along  with  it,  is  not  considered 
such  an  eldership  as  shaU  exolnde  by  virtue  of  such 
clauses;  Duke  v.  Doidgt,  (2  Yes.  203,  note  a.)  So  where 
there  was  a  power  to  appoint  a  sum  of  money  among 
younger  ohildren,  the  father  made  an  irrevocable  appoint- 
ment to  his  second  son,  who,  six  years  afterwards,  became 
the  eldest,  and  the  father  made  another  appointmens  of 
this  son's  share,  and  the  appointment  was  upheld,  though 
oontrary  to  the  general  law  of  powers,  as  to  appointments 
made  without  reserving  a  power  of  revocation,  npon  the 
ground  that  there  was,  in  such  a  case,  a  tacit  condition 
that  the  appointee  should  not  afterwards  happen  to  be- 
come the  eldest  son  or  heir  {(Suulnieh  ▼.  Doleman,  2 
Vem.  527). 

These  two  oases  have  been  considered  aa  laying  the 
foundation  ef  the  doctrine  in  relation  to  provMons  by 
way  of  portions  for  ohildren,  "  that  the  principal  intent 
to  be  imputed  to  the  parties,  however  Indifferently  that 
intent  may  be  expressed,  if  it  be  not  contrary  to  what  is 
aotnally  found  in  the  settlement,  is  a  desire  to  provide 
equally  for  children ;  that  one  child  is  not  to  have  a 
double  portion  ;  and  that  no  child  shall  be  excluded,"  per 
Lord  Hatherley,  C,  OoUingtiood  v.  Stanhope  (17  W.  B. 
686,  4  L.  B.  E.  &  L  App.  48.) 

It  has  not  always  Iwen  an  easy  matter,  in  applying 
these  general  doctrines,  for  the  Court  to  avoid  the  appear- 
ance of  some  inconsistency  in  its  decisions.  It  will  be 
found  that  violence  has  been  done  to  two  established 
canons  of  construction,  the  one  which  favours  the  early 
vesting  of  interests,  and  that  which  requires  that  an  in- 
terest once  vested  shall  not  be  divested  unless  the  con- 
dition be  exactly  and  literally  fulfilled.  It  was  soon 
found  that  in  order  to  attain  the  presumed  principal  in- 
tention of  these  provisions  it  was  necessary,  sometimes  in 
spite  of  strong  language  in  the  settlements,  not  to  oon- 
sider  the  portions  as  indefeasibly  vested  la  the  ohildren 
till  the  time  of  distribution;  in  order  that,  on  the  one 
hand,  adonble  portion  might  not  be  given  to  one  obUd, 
and,  on  the  other,  that  no  child  should  be  excluded.  The 
period  of  distribution,  therefore,  became  the  piinetum 
lemporii  to  which  to  look  for    the    ascertainment  o( 
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whether  the  iodiTidnal,  at  that  time,  answers  the 
eharaoter  leqnired  in  relation  to  the  estate;  the  estate 
bein^  the  oonstant  qnantity,  the  oODJnnctioii  or  non- 
con  jtmotion  with  which  might  Taiy  the  natnral  meaning 
of  the  descriptive  terms. 

Tn  a  case  where  an  estate,  directed  to  be  pnrohaaed, 
was  devised  by  way  of  legal  remainder  to  the  jonnger 
chilli  ran,  the  foioe  of  this  doctrine  so  far  prevailed  that 
Lord  Hardwioke  let  in  the  claim  of  a  daughter,  thongh 
the  eldest  child,  admitting  that  in  an  ejectment  she 
conld  not  have  recovered,  bnt  as  the  estatea  were  execu- 
tor; the  Court  of  Chaooerj  conld  execute  the  intention 
of  the  parties  (^Beneage  v.  Hunloke,  ubi  ivp.).  On  the 
other  hand,  the  words  retained  their  natmvl  import  in 
a  case  where  a  fund  was  given  among  all  the  children 
of  testatrix's  daughter,  except  an  eldest  son ;  the  de«orip> 
tion  of  the  legatees  was  referred  to  the  period  of  distribu- 
tion, but  a  second  son,  who  had  beoame  and  was  an 
eldest  son  at  that  time  was  excluded,  though  he  did  not 
■uoceed  to  the  family  estate,  which  an  elder  brother  had 
disentailed  and  devised  to  his  father  [Matthews  v.  Paul, 
S  Swanst.  828).  In  this  case  there  was  no  reference  to 
any  estate  in  the  will,  and  this  seems  to  be  the  most 
obvious  g^nnd  on  which  this  decision  can  be  distin- 
gniahed  from  the  general  current  of  others  in  a  contrary 
sense  (see  per  Yioe-Chanoellor  Wood,  iife^frry  v.  Jonti, 
2  E.  &  J.  69S). 

In  another  case,  however,  Lord  Giffaid,  ILB.,  found  in 
a  direcfion  to  vest  in  younger  sons  at  twenty-one,  though 
not  to  be  payable  till  after  the  death  of  the  parents,  and 
the  general  purport  of  the  provisiona  of  the  settlement, 
sufficient  to  ontweigh  the  general  Iraning  of  the  Court 
against  double  portions,  so  that  he  felt  bonnd  to  consider 
that  the  character  of  younger  son  was  indfefeasibly  im- 
parted at  the  time  fixed  for  vesting,  so  that  a  son  who 
was  younger  when  he  attained  twenty-one,  but  after- 
wards, in  the  lifetime  of  bis  parents,  beoame  an  eldest 
SOD,  was  entitled  to  a  share  of  the  fund  destined  for 
younger  children  (WiMdlutm  v.  Graham,  X  Bnts.  831). 

Viru  aeqvirit  eundo  may,  we  think,,  be  aflSrmed  of  the 
jadioial  desire  to  subserve  the  presumed  intention,  in 
caflSii  of  these  provisions,  as  indicated  in  the  current  of 
recent  decisions.  An  application  of  the  doctrine  to  a 
new  combination  of  oironmstanoes  ooourred  in  EUUon 
T.  Thonuu  (II  W.  B.  56, 1  D.  O.  J.  Ic  6. 18).  where  Lord 
WeRtbnry,  C.,  reversing  the  decision  of  Vice-Chanoellor 
Kindersley  (10  W.  B.  789),  held  that  the  folfilment  of 
the  character  of  eldest  son,  at  one  time,  if  followed  by 
the  divesting  thereof  before  any  benefit  had  acemed 
from  it,  was  not  aufficient  to  disentitle  to  a  share  of  the 
portion.  In  this  cnse  the  trust  was  declared  to  be  for 
"  all  the  children  other  than  an  eldest  son  for  the  time 
being,"  and  the  representatives  of  one  who  had  been  an 
eldest  son  and  attained  twenty-one,  bnt  died  without 
iiwue  before  the  fund  became  divisible,  were  held  to  be 
entitled  to  his  share  as  a  younger  son. 

The  doctrine  enunciated  in  Uie  class  of  cases  of  which 
MeOubry  v.  Jonei  [nbi  sup.)  affirms  the  anthority,  shows 
that  if  by  the  acta  of  those  having  a  prior  dominion  over 
the  temily  estate,  the  devolution  of  the  estate  is  ihter- 
xnptsd,  an  analogous  rule  vrill  be  applied  as  in  the  case 
of  the  est«te  having  yielded  no  profit  to  a  son  in  whom 
it  was  pro  ttmpore  potentially  vested.  In  the  Uwt  oit«d 
oaae  a  neoond  son,  who  was  in  fact  an  eldest  at  the  time 
of  distribution,  was  let  in  to  participate  in  the  portion- 
fund,  as  his  elder  brother  had,  by  disentailing  the  estate, 
excluded  him  from  any  benefit  of  it.  A  subsequent  case 
fully  recognises  the  anthority  of  Elliion  v.  7%om*(  (uK 
»np.),  although  the  eldest  son,  whose  representatives  were 
let  in  upon  the  portion-fund,  and  who  had  predeceased 
the  period  of  distribution,  had  been  mentioned  in  the 
settlement  as  an  eldest  son,  and  a  separate  provision  had 
been  inade  for  him  ;  and  the  limitation  in  his  favour  In 
the  settlement  was  only  to  him  for  life,  with  remainder 
to  his  sons  in  tail;  so  tJiat,  as  was  objected  to  his  claim,  if 
he  had  left  issue  male,  such  issue  would  have  taken  the 
family  estate,  whilst  he,  through  his  representatites,  wouM 


have  been  entitled  to  share  in  the  personalty.  None  o(  ttsw 
eiroumatanoes  were,  however,  deemed  to  aSord  a  Mb- 
stantial  g^und  of  distinction  from  the  prindpl*  ol 
the  last  named  case;  Sminlume  v.  Siriniiirs*  (IT  T' 
S.  49). 

In  another  case  before  the  House  of  Lords  (CkUtifm; 
V.  Stanhope,  »M  t»p.),  where  the  whole  dootrint  vm 
very  fully  considered,  Uie  portion-fund  was,  in  ttiesTeiit* 
that  happened,  divisible  amongst  snoh  two  or  oisndiil- 
dren  of  the  marriage,  other  than  and  except  aa  sUmI, 
second,  or  only  son  for  the  time  bang  entitled  imdsr  a 
recited  will  to  certain  hereditaments,  or  the  prineipil 
part  thereof,  for  an  estate  in  tail  male  in  poasesnoa  or 
remainder  immediately  expectant  on  the  decease  of  As 
father.    The  shares  of  the  children  to  vest  at  twentj-OM 
or  marriage.       There  was  a   son  and  daaghter  ii  i» 
marriage.       The    son,  after   he    attained  twsaty<■i^ 
joined  with  his  father  in  disentailing  the  estate  isteni 
to,  and  resettling  it,,  under   whi&    xeHMttlameat  ke 
became  and  was,  at  the  time  for  the  distribatioa  o(  tU 
portion-fund,  tenant  for  life  only,  of  this  sstat*.    kti 
being  such  he  clfcimed  to  be  entitled  to  share  in  tlu 
portion-fnnd,  as  not  being,  at  the  time  of  the  distribBtiai. 
within  the  terms  of  exclusion  as  tenant  is  tail,    Lod 
Hatherley,  0.  (then  Wood,  V.O.)  had  allowed  his  slaimM 
an  analogy  erroneously  (as  admitted  by  him  on  ttia  ap- 
peal) supposed  to  exist  between  such  a  oaae  and  the  pori- 
sions  in  family  settlements  for  the  shifting  of  an  tM» 
on  the  accession  of  another,  in  whioh  eases,  it  is  adniittsd, 
the  conditions  for  dfaterming  the  old  uses,  and  railing  ft< 
new  ones,  must  be  performed  strictly.    All  the  loidi  vl» 
heard  the  appeal,  inoluding  the  Lord  OhanoeUor  Uosalf, 
agreed  that  the  dealing  of  the  son  in  oonjanetiai  with 
his  father,  with  the  family  estate,  in  the  manner  wUilk 
had  been  dona  in  this  case,  was  suffloient  to  warraat  tba 
judicial  conclusion  that  he  had  obtained  such  a  bsnstt 
from  the  estate,  as  would  bring  him  within  the  tsmi  tf 
exolnaion,  thongh,  in  oonsequenoe  of  the  legal  aoti  tkat 
had  been  performed,  he  was  not  at  the  period  of  distri' 
bution — which  all  agreed  was  the  time  for  ascertaiBisg 
the  rights  of  the  parties — literally  within  the  eileet  of 
the  excluding  phrase.     Lord  Westbnry  seemed  to  eoosder 
that  the  term  "  entitled  for  the  time  being  "  m^  bt 
properly  construed  to  inolnde  a  person  who.'asia  tlu» 
oaae,  was  an  eldext  son  at  the  time  of  the  distriMiiiB, 
and  who  also  was  a  person  who  had  been  entitled  to  At 
estate.    The  Lord  Chancellor,  however,  guarded  hiMdf 
against  any  committal  to  opinion  on  the  question,  wUA 
will  donbtieea  some  d«y  call  for  decision,  aa  to  ^ut 
must  be  the  extent  of   dominion   ezeroised  ovsr  tki 
family  estate,    and   swhat     the    nature    of    the   »- 
arrangement,    to    constitute    such    an    assumptioB  of 
mastership  over  the  estate  as  is  eqniralent  to  hniit 
property   in  it.      Bat  in  this  case  he  oonsidersd,^ 
agreement  with  his  oeadjntant  peers,  that  the  aoa  Im 
the  full' benefit  of  the  family  property  in  the  manastis 
which,  according  to  ordinary  settlements  of  limitatiom 
in  this  country,  the  benefit  is  provided  for  the  eldait  hb, 
vii.,  by  making,  on  obtaining  his  majority,  a  setdenwat 
I  of  the  property.    Ab  it  is  obvions.that,  upon  prinoipis,  *• 
I  decision  in  this  case  must  have  been  the  same  if  tie  m> 
I  had  died  after  the  re-settlement  and  before  the  period  «f 
distribution,  without  issue   inheritable    nnder  the  n- 
I  settlement,  the  importaaoe  of  the  question  on  whkh  tta 
i  Lord  Chancellor  reserved  his  opinion  will  be  appatasi 
I      In  a  very  recent  oaae  before  the  Lords  JnstioM  w 
I  foregoing  doctrines  have  received  a  further  reoognitiss. 
i  In  R»  BaOey'i  Settlement  (19  W.  B.  789)  the  hnsband^ 
I  estate,  on  marriage,  was  settled,  after  his  own  life  *^^ 
'  on  the  first  and  other  sons  in  tail.   An  eatete  of  the  wibi^ 
I  subject  to  her  life  estate,  was  settled  to  ilie  nse  of  all  aa< 
\  every  the  sons  (other  than  an  eldest  or  only  son)  and  ft* 
'  daughters  of  her  body  in  equal  shares  aa  tenants  in  m** 
'  mon  in  tail,  on  failure  of  issue  of   either,  or   if  f 
younger  son  became  an  eldest  before  ke  or  the  themU  *■ 
tain  tnenty-one  yean,  the  original  and  aeoming  AM* 
to  the  use  of  survivors  in  tail.    The   first    son  of  tfc« 


Digitized  by 


Google 


July 22, 1871,  THE  SOUOITORS'  JOURNAL  &  REPORTER.  69 J 


Bitrriage  entered  into  poeaeeeion  of  the  paternal  estate 
tfter  hii  firfher'a  death  and  died  in  1859  a  bachelor,  not 
btTin;  barred  the  estate  tail ;  the  seoond,  thirl,  and 
fourth  loni  died  in  hla  lifetime  without  issne,  the  fifth 
liid  attoinad  twentgr-one  on  the  death  of  his  eldest  brother, 
ud  then  became  entitled  to  the  paternal  settled  e«tate»— 
ha  died  in  Haich,  1859,  not  haring  barred  the  estate 
tiii,  learing  an  inJEant  son  who  became  entitled  to  (he 
internal  settled  estates,  as  tenant  in  tail  in  possession. 
The  mother  died  in  1867,  and  after  her  death  part  of  her 
settled  estate  was,  luder  a  power  of  sale  in  the  settle* 
meat,  sold,  aad  the  prooeeds  paid  into  Oonrt  under  the 
Tniataes  Belief  Act.  This  fond  was  claimed  hj  the  two 
diagbters,  the  only  other  two  children  of  the  marriage 
who  had  attained  twenty-one,  and  also  by  the  infant 
tenaot  in  tafl  who  olaimed  the  interest  which  rested  in 
his  lather,  and  had  not,  it  was  contended,  become  di- 
reatad.  Hie  Court,  however,  gave  the  whole  fand  to  the 
daughters.  This  case  carries  the  doctrine  farther  than  any 
cue,  it  is  believed,  has  yet  done,  inasmuch  as  here  the  case 
gf  a  I^ial  remainder  was  to  be  dealt  with  (for  the 
littribntion  of  the  proceeds  of  the  sale  must,  of  course, 
[oUow  the  legal  rights  in  the  land),  and  the  C!onzt  felt 
10  hesitation  in  applying  the  principle  of  the  doctrine  in 
theae  oases,  so  as  to  direst  the  ahare  of  the  fifth  son, 
rhioh  had  clearly  rested  in  him  at  the  age  of  twenty- 
na,  alUiongh  the  oontingenoy  on  which  the  divesting 
na  to  take  plaoe,  was  expressed  to  be  the  becoming  an 
Ideat  son,  hefare  attaining  the  age  of  twenty-one  yean. 
I  affect,  these  latter  words  were  struck  out  of  the 
lanae,  in  aooordanoe  with  the  rule  whioh  faronrs  che 
nanmed  intention.  Lord  Hatdwioke,  we  have  aaen 
Bneage  v.  Bunloke,  ubi  np.),  thought  the  potency  of 
be  doctrine  oonld  never  soffioe  to  teit  a  legal  remainder, 
aiaaa  the  ohild  oonld  be  brought  literally  within  the 
lauing  of  the  terms.  The  energy  of  the  rule  would 
•em,  however,  from  the  last  decision  on  the  snbjeot,  to 
I  anffioieBt  to  divttt  such  an  estate  in  favour  of  the 
■nmed  intention,  without  regard  to  the  literal  fnlfll- 
ant  of  the  eondition. 


SECENT  DECISIONS. 
COMMON  LA.W. 

kTOB'S  COUBT.— PBOHIBinON. —  AlTAOKXINT  O* 
QOODS  OVT  OT  OiTT  BILOiraiNe  TO  RBSIOKiriS 
WVZHIS. 

Mayar  r.  Oarmot  Wilten,  O.P.,  19  W.  S.  756. 
nis  was  one  of  the  aumerous  applications  which  hare 
la  made  lately  to  the  Court  of  Common  Pleas,  for  pro- 
itioos  to  the  Mayor's  Court  of  London.  The  point 
idad  waa  sUg:htly  different  from  that  in  the  Mayor  of 
lim  V.  One  (11  W.B.  666),  though  the  elaborate 
lion  delivered  by  Mr.  Jastioe  WiUee  in  that  oase  really 
tained  a  oomplete  solution  of  it.  In  (M$  eate  the 
iiiahee  waa  merely  fonnd  within  the  City  of  London, 

not  resident  there,  and  it  was  held  that  the  Mayor's 
rt  had  no  joriadiotion  to  attach  a  debt  whioh  he  owed 
he  defendKUt  in  the  action.  In  the  present  case  the 
liahee'a  pimoe  of  residence  was  outside  the  city,  but 
ad  a  eonntinir-honse  within  the  oity.  It  was  oon- 
led  thatt  tUa  makde  him  resident  in  the  oity  within  the 
sing  of  the  rule.  This  point  the  Court  did  not 
le,  but  on  ita  appearing  that  the  attachment  waa  not 

debtjbnt  on  g^oods,  of  whioh  the  garnishee  waa  bailee, 
that  theae  gfooda  when  attaohed  were  not  within  the 

the  Ooort  made  the  rule  absolute  for  a  prohibition, 
as  therefore  aaenmed  by  the  Court  for  the  purpose  of 
teoision  that  the  garnishee  waa  resident  within  the 

so  that  probakbly  a  debt  due  from  him  might  have 

attaohed;  for.'as  suggested  in  Coafi  eaie,  he  might  be 
to  carry  Uie  debt  on  his  back,  and  therefore  the  debt 
It  be  oonaidered  to  be  due  within  the  oity  where  he 
-eddent.  This  doctrine,  bowerer,  ooold  not  apply 
bailment  of  g'oods,  which  could  not  be  said  either  to 


be  carried  about  by  the  bailee  wherever  he  went,  or  to  be 
constrnatirely  at  hifi  plaoe  of  residence,  when  in  fact  they 
were  physically  elsewhere.  The  necessity  for  the  goods 
being  within  the  jnrisdiotion  to  make  the  attachment 
good,  arose  out  of  the  doctrine  laid  down  in  Cox't  oate, 
that  the  Mayor's  Court  is  an  inferior  Court.  Of  conrse 
in  the  present  oase  the  original  cause  of  action  ar o.^e 
within  the  oity.  If  it  had  not,  there  would  hare  been  a 
further  ground  for  the  prohibition.  Thus  the  present  c^ro 
clearly  goes  beyond  the  actual  claim  in  Cbm'$  eau,  because 
two  importont  facts  towards  giring  the  jnridiaotion  which 
were  wanting  in  Com'i  ease  were  present  here,  viz.,  that 
the  Mayor's  Oonrt  had  jurisdiction  orer  the  original  cauHO 
of  action  against  the  defendant,  and  also  (upon  the  faotn 
assumed  by  the  Oonrt  for  the  purposes  of  this  judgment) 
over  the  garnishee,  as  a  resident  in  the  oity.  The  sola 
point  upon  which  the  jurladiotion  failed  was,  that  the 
goods  of  whioh  the  garnishee  waa  baUee  for  the  defen  ■ 
dant,  were  not  within  the  oi^. 

MBTBOFOLIS  LOOAIi  MANAauniNT.— PATINa  EZPBNSIIS 
BBOOTBRABLB  AOAINOT  OOOUPIEB  AFTKB  URBATIS- 
nXD  JITDOXBHT  AOAINBT  OWHBB,— 26  ft  26  YlOT. 
CAP.  102,  BS.  77,  96. 

Ve$try  ef  Sermondtey  v.  Sanniey,  O.F.,  19  W.  B.  774. 

This  was  a  ooanty  oonrt  appeal,  in  which  two  questions 
were  raised  ;  one  of  little  legal  interest,  but  of  oonaider- 
able  practical  importance,  depending  upon  the  oonatrao> 
tion  of  a  statute,  the  other  of  greater  legal  interest, 
though  (owing  to  previous  deoisions)  not  of  much  diffl- 
oult7  as  to  the  effect  of  an  unsatisfied  judgment  against 
one  of  two  persons  independently  liable  to  the  sam') 
obligation.  The  first  point  turned  upon  the  construction 
of  the  77th  ft  96th  sections  of  36  ft  26  Viot.  cap.  102,  one 
of  the  Metropolis  Local  Management  Acts,  under  whioh 
(together  with  previous  Acts)  a  liability  for  the  paving  of 
new  streets  is  imposed  upon  owners  or  oooupiers.  The 
96th  section  expressly  says  that  the  paridi  may  re- 
quire payment  either  from  owners  or  occupiers,  and 
if  from  the  latter,  that  deductions  may  be  made  in  cer- 
tain oases  from  the  rent.  The  77th  aeoUon  also  men- 
tiona  that  the  amount  may  be  reooveraUe  from  the  pre- 
sent or  any  future  ocoupier.  As  to  the  latter  worda, 
however,  they  seem  meant  primarily  to  apply  to  the  case 
of  a  payment  by  instalments,  whioh  had  been  authorised 
by  the  preceding  words.  The  Court  held  that  the 
remedies  given  against  the  various  persons — via.,  owner, 
future  owner,  ooonpier  and  future  occupier,  were  indepen- 
dent and  oumtilative.  Taking  this  oonstmotion  of  the 
statute,  the  further  point,  as  to  what  was  the  effect  of 
an  unsatisfied  judgment  against  a  former  owner  waa 
easily  dedded,  and  it  was  hdd  that  it  offered  no  defence 
to  a  tenant  of  a  purchaser  from  that  former  owner.  The 
point  upon  the  oonstmotion  of  the  statute  was  certainly 
an  open  one,  but  it  may  be  considered  as  set  at  rest  by 
the  judgment  of  the  Court,  which  seems  satiafaotory. 
The  second  point  was  very  clear,  when  the  oonstruotioa 
of  the  statute  was  once  arrived  at. 

The  great  practical  importanoe  of  the  oase  is  the 
warning  that  it  gives  to  purchasers  of  property  in  new 
streets  in  the  Metropolitan  district.  The  section  upon 
whioh  the  decision  mainly  tamed  apflies  not  only  to 
charges  for  paving,  but  also  to  any  costs  and  expenses 
which  an  owner  may  be  liable  to  pay  under  the  Metro- 
politan Management  Acta,  and  therefore  to  the  cost  of 
sewers  and  the  like.  It  was  held  that  such  costs  are  a 
charge  upon  the  premises  binding  on  all  fature  owners, 
and  therefore  porohasers  should  carefully  satisfy  them- 
selv«  that  no  snob  charge  exists,  or  they  may  find  th^ui- 
selvea  saddled  with  considerable  liability,  and  probitbl/ 
without  any  remedy  orer  that  may  be  of  value.  The  poiit 
seems  worth  the  attention  of  oonreyanoers.  A  t  uunc 
of  such  premises  may  also  be  liable  to  pay  these  ainjimoa, 
as  was  the  oase  with  the  defendant  in  the  present  oew, 
bat  he  can,  unless  he  has  contracted  with  his  landlord  to 
bear  snoh  assessments,  deduct  the  amount  from  his  lant. 
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It  is  improbable  that  any  tenant  wonld  have  exeonted 
a  lease  whiob  wonld  preTent  him  from  deduotingr  the 
amount  paid  by  him  in  reepeot  of  works  done  before  he 
went  into  oconpation.  Many  leases,  however,  are  so 
drawn  as  to  throw  charges  on  the  tenants,  whioh,  if  they 
could  foresee  them,  they  never  wonld  agree  to  bear. 
Intending  lessees  of  hoase  property  in  the  sabnrbs,  and 
their  legal  advisers,  as  well  as  purchasers,  should  be 
careful  not  to  forget  these  provisions  of  the  Metropolis 
Management  Acts. 


COIJETS. 

THE   ALBERT   LIFE   ASSURANCE 
AEBITEATION.*     • 
(Before  Lord  Cairns.) 
Juoe  7,  10. — Re  Tlie  Bank  of  London  and  National  Provincial 

Ittsiiranee  Association,  Kerry's  Executor)'  case,  Lambert's 

ease, 
I'.iregisterei  company — Companies  Art,  1862,   ».  200 — Amal- 

aaniatimi — Winding  up — Contributory — Liability  of  share- 

'/lulders  in  old  eontpany  after   amalgamation  uith    another 

I  'impany. 

K.  was  a  shareholder  in  the  B  Insurance  Company.  This 
u-ii.i  an  imreyistered  company,  and  its  deed  ofseitUment  contained 
a  provision  eiiabliny  tJu  directors  to  purchase  shares  in  the  com- 
]wiy  on  behalf  of  the  company,  and  also  provisions  for  dissolriny 
tlir  company  and  for  transferring  the  business  to  another  com- 
pany. In  1858  the  B  Company  became  amalgamated  icHh  tht 
A  Co>npany.  The  agreetnent  for  amalgamation  contained  a 
elimxe  by  which  an  option  teas  given  to  the  B  shareholders  to 
ifhunge  their  shares  for  shares  in  the  A  Company  or  far  cash 
a'  the  rale  of  £i  per  share.  K.  elected  to  have  cash  for  his 
s/tares  and  gave  up  his  etrtifieates  to  the  A  Cotnpany,  but  hit 
nil, lie  was  not  removed  from  the  list  of  the  B  shareholders.  On 
th:  winding  up  of  the  two  companies  it  was 

Held  that  the  provision  as  to  the  directors  purchasing  shares 
lUil  not  apply  to  the  amalgamation  with  another  cotnpany ; 
lli'i!  the  provision  as  to  the  dissolution  of  the  company  could  ab- 
sylrr  xharehoMa-s  from  the  liabilities  of  the  company  onlyafter  the 
pciiment  of  all  Just  demands  on  the  company,  and  this  pay- 
met  had  not  been  made  or  provided  for.  K.'s  name  wot  there- 
fore retained  on  the  list  of  eontributories  of  tht  B.  Company. 

Semble,  the  payment  of  the  cash  to  K.  could  not  be  regarded  in 
the  light  of  a  return  of  capital  within  the  meaning  of  the  ]>rovi- 
sio.i  as  to  dissolution. 

Kerryt  Sxeeutort'  ease  was  an  application  to  remove  the 
n.-ime  of  J.  Gower  and  S.  Liitg  from  the  list  of  eontribu- 
tories to  the  Bank  of  London  and  National  Provincial 
Insurance  Association.  This  was  a  company  neither  incor- 
porated nor  registered.  Its  deed  of  settlement  dated  the 
21st  Aug.,  1856,  contained  provisions  in  the  clauses  128 — 132 
with  respect  to  the  shares  of  persons  dying.  It  also  con- 
tained the  following  provisions : — 

Clause  65.  That  the  hoard  of  directors  shall  (if  authorised 
bv  the  resolution  of  a  general  meeting,  as  hereinbefore  pro- 
vided, but  not  otherwise)  be  at  liberty  to  purchase  on  beuialf 
of  the  nssociation  any  shares  therein  at  such  a  price  as  the 
board  of  directors  shall  deem  fair  and  reasonable  ;  and  upon 
completion  of  any  such  purchase  to  cause  a  proper  entry  to 
be  made  in  the  register  of  shareholders  of  the  association,  to 
show  that  the  seller  of  such  shares  has  ceased  to  continue  a 
proprietor  thereof,  and  that  the  same  have  been  purchased 
for,  and  for  the  benefit  of,  the  association,  and  all  dividends 
and  profits  which  mfght  otherwise  accrue  in  respect  of 
such  shares  prior  to  the  same  being  afterwards  disposed  of 
for  the'beneflt  of  tile  association  as  hereinafter  provided  shidl 
(unless  the  board  of  directors  shall  otherwise  determine)  be 
absolutely  eztinqnished  for  the  benefit  of  the  association. 
And  no  claim  shall  arise  or  be  made  against  the  association 
in  respect  thereof ;  and  all  the  rights  whatever,  incidental 
to  such  shares,  shall  remain  in  suspense  and  abeyance  until 
the  same  shall  be  sold  for  the  benefit  of  the  association,  as 
hereinafter  provided. 

Clause  110. — ^Tbat  when  snch  dissolution  shall  have  been 
so  resolved  on.and  subject  to  any  special  directions  to  be  given 
in  relation  thereto  by  such  general  meetings,  the  directors 
■ball,  with  all  convenient  speed,  call  in,  convert  into  money, 
and  realise  as  fhey  shall  think  best,  all  the  estate  and  effects 


*  Reported  by  Richard  M arrack,  Esq.,  Barrister-at-Law. 


of  the  association  not  consisting  of  money,  tsd  a  pMol 
account  and  valuation  of  the  said  estate  and  effecti,  aid  of 
the  proceeds  of  the  conversion  thereof,  shall  be  msde  md 
submitted  to  an  extraordinary  general  meeting  to  lit  keli 
for  the  purpose,  and  when  approved  of  hy  sndi  nsslia; 
shall  he  binding  upon  the  shareholders ;  and  upon  tbi 
settlement  thereof,  the  surplus  estate  and  effecti  (if  my]  4 
the  association,  shall  after  payment  of  all  just  demands  ip> 
the  association,  be  divided  amongst  the  ahardioldcn in  pro- 
portion to  their  respective  shares.  .  .  .  Pnmdel 
always  that  notwithsttmding  the  passing  of  such  reiofaitiK 
as  aforesaid  for  the  dissolution  of  the  association,  theie  jn- 
sents  and  all  rights  and  liabilities  thereunder,  shall,  ndil 
the  affairs  of  the  association  shall  have  been  fullr  womd  i^ 
and  the  assets  thereof  completely  realised  and  dirided  a 
aforesaid,  continue  in  full  force  and  effect  for  the  pmpiK 
last  aforesaid. 

Clause  111. — That  an  extraordinary  board  of  diiwtB. 
specially  convened  for  that  purpose  shall  h^ve  pcnnr  b 
consider  and  determine  upon  the  expediency  of  a  sale  a 
transfer  of  the  business  and  undertaldng  of  the  aiHcittiB 
to  any  other  insurance  company,  and  also  the  expe&niT 
of  purchasing  and  transferring  to  or  merging  in  t)w  o^ 
association  the  business  and  undertaking  of  anj  (^ 
insurance  company,  and  the  terms  and  conditions  on  rAH 
such  sale,  transfer,  or  purchase  respectively  should  be  sa^ 
and  if  the  resolutions  come  to  at  such  board  touching  k- 
sale,  transfer,  or  purchase  as  aforesaid,  shall  be  adopted  sci 
confirmed  by  a  majority  of  at  least  two  thirds  of  the  isit- 
holders  of  the  association  present  personally  or  by  proiy  * 
some  extraordinary  general  meeting  thereof,  to  ee  fa  tk 
purpose  specially  convened,  such  sale,  transfer,  or  pucbse, 
as  the  case  may  be,  shall  be  completed  and  canied  ic: 
effect  accordingly. 

In  1858,  Kerry  was  a  shareholder  in  the  aasociatioa,  ku- 
ing  760  shares.  On  the  7th  of  October,  1S53,  an  ap^f 
ment  was  entered  into  for  amalgamation  with  the  tSbel 
Company.  By  the  I3th  clause  of  thia  agreemod  it  n 
stipulated  that  the  shareholden  of  the  assooiatiaa  At'H 
have  the  option  of  taking  in  lieu  of  their  shares  eis 
shares  in  the  Albert  CJompany  or  cash  at  the  rate  of  H  r^ 
share,  payable  by  three  instalments.  Kerry  selected  to  ei- 
changehis  shares  for  cash,  accordingly  the  money  «i!7<ii 
him,  and  he  transferred  his  certificates  to  the  lE*^ 
but  his  name  was  not  removed  from  the  list  of  da:*' 
holders  of  the  tissociation.  Kerry  afterwards  died  sad  ii 
will  was  proved  by  Gower  and  Ling  his  executors.  On  it 
17th  of  September,  1869,  the  Albert  was  ordered  b  b« 
wound  up,  and  on  the  22nd  of  January,  1870,  an  oidii*" 
made  for  winding  up  the  association.  The  names  of  Go»^ 
and  Ling  wereplacedbythechief  clerk  on  the  bstofthacs- 
trihutories  to  the  Bank  of  London  association. 

Ery,  Q.  C,  and  Thomson,  for  the  executors. — This  a»c-j- 
tion  iswhathasheenheld  to  bea  mere  partnership. and tkes- 
tention  of  the  deed  of  settlement  is  that  when  a  partaa  » 
the  liability  of  that  partner  shall  be  accepted  by  <bm  v  ^ 
other  of  two  classes  of  persons,  either  by  a  peraoa  whoitfc_ 
take  the  shares  from  the  execnton,  or  by  the  exKtt 
themselves  coming  in  and  undertaking  the  UaUlity.  [1^ 
Cairns. — Until  one  or  the  other  is  done,  the  aaiata  e{ ' 
dead  man  remain  liable.]    Again  the  asaociati(»i  isr. 
ceased  to  carry  on  business  for  more  than  six  ytni, ' 
only   liabilities  are  liabilities  in  respect  of  poEdes  s 
annuities,  and  the  policy  holders  and  annnitsnti  aie  b 
with  notice  of  the  de«d  of  settlement.    The  6fth  dasK 
this  deed  gives  the  directors  power  to  buy  shares.  I 
deed  also  gives  the  power  of  entering  into  an  agnaaBt  i 
amalgamation  with  another  company.     And  by  tha  ^ 
ment  for  amalgamation  it  is  provided  that  the  ecapuT  * 
which  thev  are  going  to  amalgamate  shall  putbae  t 
shares  for  the  association.    If  there  ta  power  to  bay  i^ 
and  power  to  amalgamate,  the  two  things  may  be  tai ' 
one  instrument.    J2«  1^;  London  and  MuKterrtnte*  ^ 
Ex  parte  Jottph  TTright,  37  L.  J.  529,  16  W.B.  a.» 
52. 

The  13th  clause  of  the  agreement  for  analgi»afte  ^ 
templated  three  classes  of  persons,  those  '*•  ""T 
money,  those  who  accepted  shares  of  th«  AIb«t,  hm  ' 
who  accepted  neither.  Those  who  aeoepied  ■•T 
shares  were  to  cease  to  be  shareholden,  sad  ^* 
liability  was  to  terminate,  except  perhaps  any  l"*** 
past  members.  All  the  liability  was  to  bs  bwas  >!  *' 
who  still  remained  shareholders  of  the  assedatieo.      ^ 

Eidii,  Q.C.,  and  Itodiotll,  for  the  assoeiitiMi-W*^ 
clause  of  the  deed  of  settlement  has  no  nbttaet  v  a 
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UMlgunation  which  has  taken  place.  By  that  clause  pro- 
TJaioa  is  made  for  the  rights  of  the  outside  creditors,  because 
aa  entry  is  to  be  made  in  the  register  that  the  seller  of  the 
shsns  has  ceased  to  be  a  proprietor.  The  association  could 
be  wound  up  under  the  110th  clause,  only  after  payment  of 
all  jost  demands.  Consequently  as  against  third  parties, 
Eeny  is  still  liable  to  bo  pat  on  the  list  of  oontributories. 
This  reiy  case  has  already  been  decided  by  Vice-Ohanoellor 
Bacon  in  Se  Bank  af  London  Aintrance  AnoeiiUion,  Part'i 
am,  L.  B.  10  Bq.  632, 18  W.  R.  977. 

LoMbtrftecui  was  heard  at  the  same  time.  This  differed 
from  Kerry' t  Etecutori'  cote  only  in  the  fact  that  the  share- 
holder Lambert  was  still  alive. 

Xanlait.  Q.C..  and  UarUn,  tot  Lambert — ^The  only  book 
kept  by  the  association  was  a  book  called  the  "Share- 
hdders'  Ledger."  The  last  entry  with  reference  to 
Lambert  was  one  of  21st  January,  1862 — "  To  capital 
repaid,  £260  138.  4d."  This  book  therefore  shows  that 
Lambert,  having  become  a  shareholder,  duly  ceased  to  be 
one, by  "capital  repaid."  On  the  amalgamation,  clause  111 
was  duly  carried  out,  and  the  policyholders  are  bound  by 
the  deed  of  settlement.  Sinular  arguments  to  those  in 
Ktrr^t  caie  were  relied  on,  and  Be  Timet  Life  Aseurance 
and  Guarantee  Company,  L.  B.  fi  Ch.  381,  18  W.  R.  a59  ; 
and  Se  The  Empire  Aauranet  Corporation,  CMaUie'e  ease,  2 1 
L.  T.  N.  8.  567, 18  W.  R.  Ch.  Dig.  57.  were  also  cited. 

Sidie,  Q.C.,  and  Rodtoell,  for  ttie  association  were  not 
called  on. 

liOrd  Caxbhs.  — I  have  now  to  dispose  of  both  these  cases. 
Tfaey  arise  on  an  application  by  persons  whose  names  have 
been  placed  on  the  list  of  oontributories  to  the  Bank  of 
London  Association  to  have  their  names  removed  from  the 
list.  The  Bank  of  London  Association  is  an  unregistered 
company,  and  as  it  is  being  wound  np,  the  list  of  contribn- 
toriea  moat  be  settled  according  to  the  provisions  of  the 
200th  section  of  the  Companies'  Act,  1862. 

It  has  been  argued  that,  looking  at  the  lapse  of  time 
einoe  the  amalgamation  of  the  association  wiui  the  com- 
pany, the  only  claims  that  can  now  exist  against  the  former 
are  claims  in  respect  of  policies  of  aasnrance  and  annui- 
ties :  and  that  with  regard  to  claims  of  that  kind,  the 
olaimanton  any  policy  of  assurance  or  on  any  annuity  deed, 
must  be  taken  to  iiave  contracted,  with  notice  of  and  in 
fact  on  the  terms  of  the  deed  of  settlement  of  the  associa- 
tion. For  the  present  purpose  I  will  assume  that  argu- 
ment to  be  correct,  namely,  that  it  is  only  material  to  look 
at  the  claims  arising  on  the  policies  of  assurance  and  deeds 
of  annuity,  and  that  the  claimants  in  respect  of  such 
claims  most  be  taken  to  have  had  notice  of  and  to  hare 
contracted  on  the  faith  of  the  deed  of  settlement  of  the 
association. 

We  start  then  with  this,  that  beyond  all   doubt  these 
olaimanta  on  policies  of  assurance  and  deeds  of  annuity 
have  a  right  to  proceed  against  Kerry's   executors   and 
Lambert  to  have  their  names  placed  on  the  list  of  oon- 
tributories, unless  there  is  something  in  the  deed  of  setUe- 
ment  of  the  aosociation  to  absolve  them  from  or  put  an  end 
to  the  liability,  which,  by  virtue  of  their  possession  of 
shares  and    their  execution   of   the  deed  of  settlement, 
nndoabtedly  in  the  first  instance  attached  to  them.     Now, 
their  liability  is  sought  to  be  got  rid  of  in  this  way.      The 
aasooiation  amalgamated  with  the  Albert.      One  of  the 
termsof  amalgamation  was,  that  if  a  shareholder  in  tbeasso- 
ciation  did  not  like  to  become  a  shareholder  in  the  Albert, 
he  should  be  entitled  to  ask  (or  and  to  be  paid  a  sum  of 
£\  in  respect  of  each  share  that  he  had  in  the  association. 
£4  being  the  amount  of  money  he  had  contributed  to  his 
own  ooampany.    Of  course  that  arrangement,   behind  the 
backs  of  oreditors  may  be  binding  on  them  by  virtue  of 
some  provisions  in  the  deed,  on  the  faith  of  which  they  had 
entered  into   their  contract.      But  unless   there  is   some 
ezpreSB  provision  in  the  deed,  it  ia  very  difficult  to  uuder- 
itand   howr    the  repayment  by  the  Albert  to  each   share- 
holder in  the  association  of  the  sum  he  had  paid  on  his 
thares  ooald  absolve  or  go  in  the  slightest  direction  towards 
absolving  that  shareholder  from  his  antecedent  liability. 
(Ve  most  look  therefore  at  the  two  provisions  in  the  deed, 
vhioh  are  said  to  affect  the  persons  who  might  have  claims 
igainst  the  shareholders  of  the  association.  The  first  clause 
hat  is  referred  to  is  the  65th.   Now,  it  appears  to  me  that, 
lotb  ia  form  and  in  substance,  this  is  a  clause  which  has 
lo  reference  vrhatever  to  the  case  of  amalgamation,  or  to 
he  case  of  the   cessation  and  transfer  of  business  of  the 
ssooiatlon  to  amother  company.    It  is  a  clause  which  con- 


templates that  the  association  is  going  on,  and  will  continue 
to  carry  an  business.  It  contemplates  the  possibility  ot° 
the  directors  of  it,  as  a  going  and  continuing  concern, 
hairing  an  opportunity  advantageously  for  the  association 
to  buy  np  some  of  its  shares  and  then  to  keep  those  shares 
as  property  of  the  association,  paid  for,  as  they  would  have 
been,  oat  of  the  funds  of  the  association,  and  at  a  fitting 
opportunity  to  dispose  of  them  again  for  the  benefit  of  the 
association,  and  to  make  an  addition  thereby  to  the  funds  uf 
the  association.  It  provides  that  on  a  transaction  of  that 
kind  an  entry  may  be  made  in  the  register  to  show  that 
the  seller  of  the  shares  has  ceased  to  continue  a  proprietor, 
and  then  the  dividends  and  profits  are  to  be  kept  in 
suspense  and  abeyance,  and  the  share  afterwards  with  all 
its  incidents  is  to  be  sold  and  the  money  to  oome  into  the 
coffers  of  the  association.  Now,  what  was  done  here  wag 
nothing  of  the  kind.  The  association  was  not  going  to 
continae  business;  the  association  did  not  buy  np  its  own 
shares ;  the  shares  were  not  purchased  for  the  benefit  of 
the  association,  or  to  be  held  in  trust  as  part  of  the  pro- 
perty of  the  association  and  afterwards  disposed  of.  Tlie 
payment  of  £4  a  share  was  made,  as  the  deed  of  amalgama- 
tion provided  it  should  be,  by  the  Albert  out  of  its  funds, 
not  for  the  purpose  of  thereby  getting  shares  which  wonld 
belong  to  the  association,  but  for  the  purpose  of  buying 
off  certain  'dissentients  who  refused  to  come  into  and  be 
bound  by  the  other  terms  of  the  amalgamation.  1  do  not 
think  it  possible  to  look  upon  this  as  a  transaction  which 
ranges  itself  under  the  provisions  of  the  66th  clause.  The 
only  other  clause  is  the  110th.  This  is  one  of  the  clauses 
coming  under  the  '-  eighth  general  bead  with  respect  to  the 
dissolution  of  the  association  or  the  amalgamation  thereof 
with  other  insurance  companies."  Now  it  is  under  that 
head  that  we  ought  to  find  the  provision,  ii  there  be  any 
provision  applicable  to  the  present  case,  for  it  was  an 
amalgamaljon  with  the  Albert  which  really  took  place. 
The  only  way  in  which  this  clause  could  be  appealed  to 
would  be  by  saying  that  that  which  took  place  with  these 
particular  shareholders  in  the  association  was,  in  substance, 
nothing  more  than  a  return  to  each  of  them  of  the  aliquot 
proportion  of  each  in  the  realised  and  surplus  capital  of 
the  association.  Of  course,  if  the  transaction  is  not  that, 
it  is  not  warranted  by  the  clause  at  all.  I  repeat  that, 
it  wonld  be  rather  difficult  to  satisfy  one's  mind  that  what 
took  place  was  a  return  to  a  shareholder  of  his  aliquot 
portion  of  the  surplus  assets  of  the  company.  But  assume 
that  that  diffioolty  is  got  over,  and  assume  that  that  may  be 
the  construction  put  on  the  payment ;  still,  in  order  to 
ensure  its  efficacy  as  a  means  for  taking  the  shareholder 
out  of  the  company  and  away  from  his  liabilities,  this 
precedent  condition  must  be  falfiUed — namely,  that  there 
shall  have  been  payment  of  all  just  demands  on  the  associa- 
tion. It  is  not  pretended  there  was  anything  of  the  kind. 
All  the  demands  and  liabilities  were  handed  over  in  mass 
to  the  Albert.  No  provision  was  made  securing  the  pay- 
ment, much  leas  <Ud  the  payment  actually  take  place. 
Therefore  it  seems  to  me  that  the  110th  section  is  in  vain 
appealed  to  as  absolving  the  shareholders  from  their 
liabilities.  The  case  I  thmk  is  a  simple  one.  Those  are 
the  only  two  clauses  which  could  have  been  referred  to, 
and  neither  of  them  seems  to  me  to  do  away  vrith  the  ante- 
cedent liability  of  these  gentlemen  in  respect  of  their 
shares.  I  think  therefore  that  the  application  in  both 
oases  must  be  refused,  and  with  costs. 

Solicitors,  John  Chappie,  Lambert  f[  Sont,  Paine  ^  Laj/tojt. 

June  14. — Se  The  Western  Life  Assurance  Sociili/ — Woo^'k 

ease. 
Insurance    compani/ — Amalgaination    of  companies  -  Windiiij 

up — Policy — Protest — Policyholder    protesttny    against    tut 

amalgamation  held  to  be  a  creditor,  not  of  the  amalgamated 

company,  but  of  his  original  eompany. 

In  1865  ttie  W.  Insurance  Company  became  antaU/amatcd 
with  the  A.  Company.  Shortly  after  receiving  the  eii-ciilar 
i  announcing  the  amalgamation,  £.,  icho  held  six  policies  effected 
in  the  W.  Company,  wrote  to  the  A.  Company  for  certain  in- 
formation. Thereupon  a  correipondence  ensued  between  him  and 
the  A.  Company,  and  in  the  midst  of  it,  the  time  coming  round 
for  him  to  pay  his  prcmiauu,  he  paid  them  to  the  A.  Company, 
accompanied  by  a  protest  against  the  amalgamation.  This  pro- 
test also  included  a  dcinand  for  the  information  required,  aiul 
staled  that,  until  the  information  teere  gicen,  the  premiums 
xrould  A- piid  on  the  footing  of  t/w  protest.  Soon  after  the 
corrcHjioitdence  terminated  icilluint  the  information  having  ever 
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bfen  fiveiK  Tht  premiuHU  were  tubtequeiitly  paid  to  the  Albert 
without  eommtnt.  On  the  aiitdi)tg  up  of  both  the  eompauiee, 
B.  claimed  to  raitk  ae  a  creditor  of  the  W.  Company. 

Slid,  that  the  provieiont  of  the  W.  Compaimfe  iiei  of 
ttttltment  mere  not  eueh  that,  o»  the  amalgamation,  the  W. 
Oompan/i  UaHlity  in  retpeet  tf  itt  polieiee  nteetearily  ter- 
minated, to  that  B.  wae  bound  thereafter  to  look  only  to  the  A. 
Company ;  and  that  the  proteet  vae  in  ixprae  term*  a  eon. 
tinuiny  proteet,  until  the  informatics  required  thould  be  given  ; 
mud  that  B.  mutt  accordingly  rank  at  a  creditor,  not  of  the  A, 
tompany,  but  of  the  W.  Company. 

This  waa  a  claim  by  Mr.  Wood  to  rank  aa  a  creditor  of 
the  Western  Society,  in  rea^t  of  lix  polidea  held  by  him 
on  the  terms  of  partidpation  in  profita.    The  Western's 
deed  of  settlement  contained  in  its  1 45th  clause  the  follow- 
ing proTision:— "  That  immediately  npon  the  dissolution  of 
{he    society   the  hoard  of  directors  shall  cease  to   grant 
assurances  or  annuities,  and  shall  oat  of  the  funds  or  pro- 
perty of  the  sodety  pay  and  satisfy  eXi  the  immediate  claims 
•nd    deqiands    on   the  sodety,    arising   from  assurances, 
annuities  or  other  contracts  or  engagements,  and  shall  ob- 
tain from  the  directors  or  managers  of  some  other  assurance 
society  or  company  an  undertabng  to  pay  and  satisfy^  the 
remainder  of  the  daims  and  demands  on  the  sodety  aridng 
from  assurances,  annuities,  or  other  contracts  or  engage- 
ments, when  and  as  the  time  for  the  payment  and  satisfae- 
tion  of  the  same  shall  successively  arrive  and  shall  cause  to 
be  transferred  to  some  of  the  trustees  of  such  other  assur- 
ance society  or  company  so  much  of  the  funds  or  property  of 
the  society  as  shall  he  agreed  upon  between  the  contracting 
parties  as  sufficient,   with  the  premiums  that  may  become 
payable  in  respect  of  all  the  then  existing  policies  to  enable 
the  society  or  company  from  whose  directors  or  managers 
the  undertakiog  shall  hare  been  obtained  to  comply  there- 
with; und  shall  maVe  such  arrangement  with    the    said 
direotoTS  or  managers  with  regard  to  the  said  undertaking 
as  the  board  of  directors  or  managers  shall  in  their  discre- 
tion think  fit,  and  shall  cause  to  be  done  and  executed  all 
sudb  acts  deeds  and  things  as  in  the  opinion  of  the  Board  of 
Directors  shall  be  necessary  or  advisable  for  carrying  the 
said  arniDgement  into  effect  ;  and  if  any  funds  or  property 
of  the  society  shall  remain  after  answering  the  purposes 
•foresaid,  shall  cause  the  same  or  so  much  thereof  as  shall 
not  consist  of  money  to  be  sold,got  in,or  otherwise  converted 
into  muney,  and  shall  cause  the  moneys  arising  fitim  the 
•aid  remaining  funds  or  property  of  which  the  same  shall 
consist,  to  be  paid  and  distributed  at  such  time  or  times  as 
thoy  shall  thmk  fit  to,  and  amongst  the  proprietors  and 
other  holders  of  shares  in  the  capitftl  of  the  society  accord- 
inir  tr'  t;hdr  respective  rights  and  interests  therein.    And 
notwiU  I  standing  the  dissolution  of  the  society,  these  presents 
and  th<  proviaions therein  contained,  and  all  powers,  privi- 
leftm.    rights   and   duties    of  the  proprietors  and  other 
holder>  of  shares,  including  the  powers  to  cedl  and  hold  ex- 
trauriliuary  general  meetings  of  proprietors,  and  the  powers 
tw  cull  Tor  and  enforce  the  payment  of  further  instalments  or 
shares,  shnll  until  all  claims  and  demands  shall  have  been 
respectively  satisfied,  remain  and  continue  in  full  force,   so 
far  aa  the  same  may  be  necessary  for  winding  up  the  con- 
cerns of  the  society,  and  for  enabling  the  Board  of  Directors 
to  dispr>se  of  the  ninds  or  property  of  the  sodety,  and  to 
satisfy  or  provide  for  such  claims  and  demands,  and  to  make 
such  payment  and  distribution  as  aforesaid." 

In  July,  1866,  the  Western  became  amalgamated  with 
the  Albent.  By  the  agreement  for  amalgamation  it  was 
ftipolated  that 

GUnse  S. — Upon  the  eonfirmation  by  such  second  ex- 
tr>iOTdinary  general  meeting  of  a  resolution  for  dissolving 
the  said  society  (iV.  the  Western)  and  in  consideration  of 
thu  transfer  of  funds  and  property  to  be  made  to  them  as 
next  heicinnfter  is  provided,  the  said  company  (i. ».  the 
Albert)  shall  pay  and  satisfy  all  claims  and  demands  upon 
the  Bud  sodety. 

Clause  3. — In  consideration  of  such  andertakinai  as  last 
aforesai'!,  and  of  the  provisions  hereinafter  contained  re- 
specting the  policies  of  the  sodety,  and  the  several  other 
ccnditions  herein  contained,  the  said  sodety  shall  as  soon  as 
practicable  after  the  passing  of  such  second  resolution, 
transfer  to  the  said  company  all  the  funds  and  property  of 
the  aaid  sodety,  of  whatever  kind  they  may  be.  good,  bad 
or  doubtful,  together  with  the  right  to  receive  all  premiums 
that  may  become  payable  in  respect  of  all  the  then  existing 
polidee. 

On  the  amalgamation  a  circular  dated  the  14th  of  July, 


1865,  was  sent  to  all  the  policyholders  of  the  We^rn.  It 
commenced ; — 

"  Dear  Sir, — I  beg  to  inform  you  that  uu  oirenixi  ij  tliii 
sodety,  acting  under  the  powers  conferred  by  tbs  died  of 
settlement  and  the  nnwiimons  ooncurreiMe  ol  tlia  dan- 
holders,  hare  incorporated  the  business  of  the  Weftsm  So- 
dety with  that  of  the  Albert  Company." 

It  then  proceeded  to  state  the  obieots  of  flie  Watm 
directors  and  tha  arrangements  made  by  them.  Theteopoo 
a  correspondence  ensued  between  Wood's  aoUsttoniai& 
Albert  as  to  the  podtion  of  die  Albert.  Inthenddrtoftiiii 
the  time  came  round  for  Wood  to  pay  his  piemiiiw,iod 
accordingly  on  Uie  4th  of  December,  1865,  he  paidliii|n- 
minms  at  the  offioe  of  the  Albert,  aooompaiued  by  t  pntol. 
'VHshing  to  make  this  protevtas  effectual  as  poaiible,^  hid 
it  prepared  by  counsel  (Mr.  Napier  Hi«in»).  It  va 
addrebsed  to  the  Westsm  Sodety  and  the  Albert  C<a|mT 
and  their  directors,  trustee*,  and  oBmm,  and  tU  (An 
whom  it  might  concern,  and  was  as  follows  :— 

"Forandonbehalf  of  J.  C.  Wood,of,  tcthehoUaud 
owner  of  the  several  polidea  of  assurances  mentioned  ntb 
schedule  hereto.    We  hereby  fomiaUy  object  to  snd  pnW 
a«unst  the  transfer  of  the  assets,  and  the  alleg^  or  itta^ 
t^nsfer  of  the  Uabilities  of  the  Western  Society  to  tlx 
Albert  Company,  and  of  the  so-called  iucorpontionoftlii 
said  sodety  with  the  said   company,   which  hire  lia 
intimated  to  the  policyholders  of  the  said  society,  udfR- 
vionsly  to  and  as  a  necessary  condition  of  his  asamt  thaito 
respectively  (so  far  as  he  U  concerned  as  such  ^\Ms\ 
we  shall,  and  do  hereby  require  it  to  be  shown  what  in  th, 
provisions  of  the  deed  of  settlement  of  the  Weiteni  Soatj 
which  are  relied  upon  as  authorising,  on  the  part  of  the  id 
society,  the  add  transfer  and  aUeged  transfer  or  inrarponba, 
and  ttat  the  same  are  sufficient  m  this  behalf,  and  hare  bm 
complied  with  duly  and  in  good  faith.  Mid  also  that  thep 
visions  of  the  Albert  Company's  deed  of  setUwBMtairttea 
the  said  company  to  accept  the  trwisf er  of,  and  nndertib 
the  lUbilities  of  the  said  society,  and  to  mcoipmtitk* 
same,  and  in  parHcular  we  require  it  to  be  shown  tM  ttf 
said  sodety  has  transferred  to  some  of  the  tmiteeioft^ 
said  company,  so  much  of  the  funds  or  property  of  tlii««l 
sodety.  iisorwUl  be  sufficient  with  tiie  pwmBBuW 
may  become  payable  in  respect  of  aU  of  the  then  8^ 
policies  of  the  society,  to  enable  the  company,  andtWlb 
Mmpany  U  hereby  enabled  to  satisfy  the  acmua  eta 
and  demands  on  the  sodety,  when  and  as  the  tunes  for  pi- 
ment  and  satisfaction  of  the  same  shaU  succesnrdyjmrr. 
And  we  further  require  it  to  be  shown  what,  mther^n 
events  of  the  said  Mr.  Wood  accepting  a  guarantee  ftantl* 
said  company  for  the  payment  of  the  pohcieswhentfOTsM 
accrue  due,  or  of  hU  accepting  the  poUdee  of  the  lodwa- 
pany,  in  exchange  for  his  said  existing  policiea,  win  be  to 
security  for  the  due  payment  of  the  aaidexistrngorexela^ 
polides  (as  the  case  may  be)  when  they  accrue  dne.  i*l 
for  this  purposp  we  shaU  and  do  hereby  require  aa  ui^ 
of  the  dwd  of  settlement  of  the  Albert  Company,    iaia 
the  meantime  and  until  the  requisitions  hereinbefon  «f«- 
fied  are  complied  with,  or  in  the  event  of  a  refraloiu 
part  of  the  aaid  society  and  company,  or  either  of  (Jms-b 
comply  with  such  requisitions  or  any  of  them,  we  to^. 
give  you  notice  that  the  premiums  on  the  Mid  sewii 
polides  mentioned  in  the  schedule  hereto,  when  and  otter 
become  due,  will  be  offered  and  paid  only  subjeet  to  Ml 
upon  the  footing  of  this  protest.    And  for  the  V^rtfl 
preventing  any  question  of  lapse  in  respect  of  sncli  poics, 
and  in  tendering  you  or  such  of  you  as  may  be  enhtw  w 
receive  (as  and  on  his  behalf  we  do  herewith)  the  wtam.-. 
[specifying  the  prenuums]  '■  the  said  Mr.  Wood  msBO«p« 
the  foregSng  requUitions  and  expressly  reserves  to  lissa 
the  right  to  insi-t  upon  the  same,  and  to  take  w^  W*^ 
ings  at  law  or  in  equity  against  the  said  society  and  <xmm 
respectively,and  their  respective  trustees.  directMS,  and  ojs 
officers,  as  he  mav  be  advUod  ;  and  in  making  s°<* '***'v: 
payment  he  desires  to  be  understood  as  not  tiiereby  oc  <^ 
wise,  in  any  respect  or  particular  whatsoever,  waiving  aoyrsr. 
which  he  now  has  in  respect  of  or  any  objection  waia  » 
now  may  be  entitled  to  make  to  the  said  alleged  transW,^ 
corporation,  or  arrangement,  of  or  between  the  said  aooeff  ^ 
company.     And  we  are  also  authorised  for  and  on  wi" 
other  persons.    Then  follows  the  schedule  thereto. 

On  the  16th  December,  1865,  Wood's  solicitor**" 
Mr.  Harding,  of  the  Albert,  as  foUows:— "  O""; ^^ij, 
lope  yesterday  had  an  interview  hyjHfPO*"*"*^',!^^ 
G.  H.  Drew,"  (the  solidtor  to  the  Weatem) 


'vHin^ 
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WMto  tke  position  of  the  poUcjr-holders  in  generalin  the 
Wetteni  Lin  OfSoe,  when  Mr.  Drew  stated  you  were  ready 
•ad  willinff  to  answer  any  questions  we,  in  the  name  of 
flie  policy-holders,  desired  to  address  to  yon.  The  in< 
fomation  the  policy-holders  reqoire  is  as  follows: — 
lift  What  are  the  respeotiTe  amounts  of  the  ftmda  trans- 
fared  from  the  Western  to  the  Albert  ?  2ad.  What  is  the 
amount  of  the  liabilities  of  the  Western  transferred  to  the 
iilmt  f  Srd.  Have  the  funds  heen  transferred  to  trustees 
tat  the  Western  polioy-holders,  and  of  what  do  they  oon- 
«iit  t  4th.  What  is  the  total  iuTeated  fond  of  the  united 
Sodety?  5th.  What  is  the  total  sum  assured  in  the 
onitea Society?  6th.  In  your  circular  of  the  Hth  July, 
l86fi,yon  state  that  the  annual  preminm  income  of  the 
miitM  Society  is  over  £300,000,  but  yon  do  not  state  the 
•auHmt  of  the  united  fund  invested,  nor  the  amount  of  the 
sum  assured.  In  a  lilt,  published  by  Mr.  Bentley,  of  13, 
Pstemoster-row,  it  is  stated  that  the  income  is  £388,000, 
ihe  fund  invested  is  £984,800,  and  the  sum  assured, 
!£13,66O,0OO.  Are  these  sums  correctly  stated  P  If  not, 
wh^  are  the  true  and  correct  sums  ?  Be  pleased  to  give 
the  matter  your,  earliest  attention.  On  reodpt  of  the  in- 
foimatlon,  we  will  arrange  a  meeting  with  yourself  and 
Mr.  Drew,  as  proposed  by  the  letter." 

The  reply  of  the  Ist  January,  1866,  stated  that  "  by  the 
deed  of  settlement,  these  arrangements  "  (i.<.,  as  to  the 
amalgamation)  "  are  left  in  the  discretion  of  the  board  of 
diieators,  and  the  policyholders  have  no  voice  in  the 
matter."  And  the  correspondence  ends  by  a  letter  from 
Mr.  ScratoUey  (then  actuary  of  the  Albert,  and  formerly 
of  the  Western),  in  which  he  says: — "  We  are  not  able  to 
recognise  a  right  to  ftirther  imormation  on  the  part  of 
policyholders,  and  yon  must  exoose  me,  therefore,  for  de- 
elming  to  supply  you  with  the  figures  yon  wish  for."  After 
this,  the  premiums  were  paid  without  comment  at  the  oCSoes 
of  the  Albert. 

The  receipts  given  differed  from  the  old  ones — ^being  now 
headed  "  The  Albert  Life  Assurance  Company."  In  1869, 
orders  were  made  for  winding  up  both  the  companies. 

Phtar,  for  Wood. — Originally  there  was  a  binding  con- 
tract between  Wood  and  the  Western.    The  Western  can 
be  discharged  from  their  iliabili^  under  tiiat  contract,  in 
-two  ways  only,  either  by  Wood's  novation  wi&  a  third 
party,  or  by  his  having  fiiiled  to  discharge  his  liability 
under  the  contract.    But  he  never  acoeptM  the  new  oon- 
tiact  with  the  Albert    On  the  contrary,  he  always  said 
he  would  have  nothing  to  do  with  it.    His  protest  was  in 
ezpteas  terms  a  continuing  protest,  imtil  he  should  get  the 
informaticin  which  he  wanted.     He  never  got  that  informa- 
tion; the  protest,  therefore,  never  lost  its  validity.    This 
case  is   eran  stronger  than  St  Mtdieal,  Invalid,  and  Gmtral 
Life  Atmrance  Society,  Grifith'e  eate,  L.  B.  6  Ch.  374,  19 
W.  B.  491.     On  the  other  hand,  be  did  not  fail  to  dis- 
cbaxgo  him  liability.    He  paid  his  premiums  to  the  Albert, 
becaase  their  offices  were  the  only  place  where  he  sould  pay 
them ;  and  by  the  amalgamation  deed,  the  Western  had 
tranafaired  to  the  Albert  "  the  right  to  receive  all  premiums 
that  mwbt  become  payable,  in  respect  of  all  the  then  exist- 
ing poboiea." 

e4Uit,  Q.C.,  and  Cracknall,  for  the  Western.— Wood  took 
his  policy  with  notice  of  the  14fith  clause  of  the  sociebr's 
deed  of  settlement.     That  clause  gave  to  a  certain  majority 
of  the  ■bareholders  of  the  Western  the  power  of  dissolving 
the  soiaety  and  of  entering  into  an  arrangement  for  amu- 
gamatioD  with  another  company  ;  it  also  gave  the  directora 
of  that  other  oompany  the  power  of  determining  the  amount 
of  the  •ooiety'a  funds  and  property  which  they  might  con- 
sider soffioient  to  enable  that  company  to  comply  with  their 
ondertekingr.      It  was  a  mere  question  of  arrangement  as 
between  the  t^vo  companies.   The  amalgamation  was  carried 
out  in  strict   accordance  with  this  clause.     It  was  a  diatinct 
tenafer  to  the  Albert  of  all  the  assets  of  the  Western,  and  a 
distinet  ondertaking  on  the  part  ot  the  Albert  to  satisfy  the 
ii^Vilttirw  of  the  Western.  He  ought  accordingly  to  be  bound 
by  the  amngenient.   If,  however,  it  should  be  held  that  this 
cumse  gs^e  the  policyholders  the  right  to  see  that  a  certain 
fond  was  transfeiTed  for  their  benefit,  then  Wood  ought  to 
have  taken  proceedings  in  order  to  see  that  his  interests  were 
protected — aa  was  done  in  Keami  v.  Leaf  (1  H.  &  M.  681). 
Bat  all  he  did  was  to  send  the  protest.    As  to  the  elfecl 
of  a  mere  proteet  nuaocompanied  by  any  act  following  it 
ap,  we  may  refer  to  lie  Harriton  (10  Beavj  67),  and  Se 
Brown*  (15  Be»v.  61).    The  effect  of  the  protest  was  that 
it  prevented  the  payment  of  that  premium  from  affecting 


any  right  he  had  at  that  time,  but  this  could  only  apply  to 
the  interval  which  might  elapse  before  he  took  the  proper 
stops  to  assert  his  right.  It  cannot  be  said  that  he  might 
go  on  paying  the  premiums  for  ten  or  fifteen  years  under  a 
continuing  protest.  Suppose  it  were  advantageous  for  him 
'to  daim  against  the  Albert,  could  the  Albert  now  tniit 
round  and  say,  "You  paid  us  under  protest,  and  therefonj 
you  have  no  claim  against  us."  Oriffith't  ease  differs  from 
oun,  for  there  it  was  an  integral  part  of  the  agreement  that 
any  policyholders,  who  should  decline  to  accept  substituted 
policies,  should  be  entitled  to  keep  on  foot  their  existing 
policies  by  the  payment  of  premioms  to  the  Albert,  and  there 
was  a  trust  fund  set  apart  to  meet  the  liability. 

Lord  Caibno. — This  case  has  features  of  peculiarity 
which  distinguish  it  from  other  cases  which  have  como 
before  me.  The  Western  Society  and  the  Albert  wero 
amalgamated  on  the  14th  of  July,  186S.  There  was  a 
drcuUiT  addressed  to  the  policyholders  in  the  Western  dated 
the  14th  of  July,  1866.  It  is  not  necessary  to  read  that 
circular  at  leng^  ;  it  is  sufficient  to  say  that  it  very  fairly, 
as  it  seems  to  me,  informed  the  policyholders  of  what  had 
been  done,  invited  and  encouraged  them  to  accept  the 
Albert  as  their  insurers  for  the  future  in  place  of  the 
Western,  and  gave  reasons  with  reference  to  the  capital 
and  buginees  of  the  Albert — reasons  which  might  induce 
the  policyholders  to  take  that  step.  Thereupon  the  first 
argument  which  has  to  be  considcMd  is,  that  in  that  state 
of  things  the  policyhodder  had  no  choice,  but  that  by  virtue 
of  the  deed  of  settlement  of  his  own  oompany,  to  which 
his  policy  referred,  he  was  bound  without  more  by  the 
arrangement,  and  obliged  to  rank  against  the  Albert  in 
iflace  of  against  the-oompany,  in  which  up  to  that  time  h» 
had  been  insured. 

That  depends  on  the  construction  of  the  14fith  olattse. 
It  appears  to  me  that  that  daose  contemplates  the  dissolu- 
tion of  the  oompany  and  the  making  of  an  arrangement 
which,  if  made  according  to  the  terms  of  the  clause,  would 
possibly  bind  the  policyholders.independenUy  of  any  assent 
on  their  part.  But  the  clause',  as  it  seems  to  me  contem- 
plates as  one  term,  upon  which  the  liberation  of  the  Western 
from  the  claims  of  tiie  policyholders  was  made  to  depend, 
that  the  Western,  the  dissolvmg  company,  should  not  only 
pay  and  satisfy  all  claims  immediately  payable,  but  that 
with  regard  to  claims  not  immediately  payable,  that  is, 
current  policies  among  others,  they  should  cause  to  be 
transferred  to  the  trustees  of  the  insurance  oompany, 
with  which  it  was  amalgamating,  the  funds  which  the  two 
oompanies  would  oonaider  sufficient,  along  with  premiums 
payable  <in  respect  of  the  then  existing  policies,  to  enable 
the  company  with  whidi  it  was  amalgamating  to  fulfil  the 
undertaking  given  by  them  to  indemnify  the  Western 
against  those  claims. 

Now  it  seems  to  me  that  if  the  Western  takes  its  stand  on 
this  clause,  and  says  that  by  virtue  of  it,  withont  more, 
without  any  act  or  dissent  on  the  part  of  tiie  policyholders 
the  amalgamation  is  binding  on  him,  and  he  no  longer  has 
any  claim  against  the  Western,  they  (must  show  that  the 
clause  has  been  literally  fulfilled.  And  it  appears  to  me 
that  the  clause  contemplates  that  this  fund,  of  which  I  have 
spoken,  should  be  ear-marked  and  appropriated  iu  some 
way  when  the  amount  should  be  ascertained,  so  that  there 
might  be  added  to  it  the  premiums  on  the  policies  transferred, 
and  so  that  the  accruing  premiums  would  together  with  it  be 
sufficient  to  pay  the  policies,  the  liability  of  which  was  trans- 
ferred. That  is  a  rational  arrangement,  one  such  as  we 
should  expect ;  and  without  an  arrangement  of  that  kind 
nothing  could  be  more  unfair  than  that  the  policyholders 
should  be  handed  over  as  regards  their  claims  to  another 
company  of  which  they  might  know  nothing.  The  essence 
therefore  of  the  arrangement  would  depend  on  the  fund 
being  appropriated,  and  not  mixed  with  the  other  assets  of 
the  Albert ;  for  it  is  obvious  that  if  not  so  appropriated  all 
the  ceremony  gone  through  of  ascertaining  vrhether  the 
•fund  was  a  sufficient  fund  or  not  would  be  of  no  avail,  for 
the  moment  it  became  mixed  in  the  Albert  General  Fund 
it  might  be  all  consumed  in  paying,  not  the  claims  of  the 
Western  creditors,  but  the  claims  of  the  Albeit  creditors. 
It  is  sufficient  to  say  that  that  has  not  been  done  here,  and 
therefore  I  arrive  at  the  coucloaion  that  the  14dth  clause 
has  not  been  stricUy  pursued,  and  consequently  the  policy- 
holder is  not  by  force  of  that  clause  alone  thrown  on  the 
Albert  company. 

Then  I  have  to  consider  whether  his  own  aets  or  conduct 
after  the  receipt  of  that  circular  have  thrown  him  upon  tho 
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Albert  and  liberated  the  Western.  I  pass  over  all  the  oor- 
respondence  anterior  to  the  letter  of  the  16th  December, 
1 866.  But  in  the  midst  of  this  oorrespondenoe^  and  anterior 
to  that  date,  while  it  was  going  on,  and  while  certainly  I 
am  bound  to  say  the  officos  m  the  Albert,  to  whom  the 
letters  were  addressed  on  behalf  of  the  polu^holder,  did 
not  give  Uie  information  which  I  think  uiey  might  ttixly 
have  been  expected  te  give — in  the  midst  of  this  oorrespon- 
dence,  and  while  the  information  which  the  policyholder 
was  asking  for  was  withheld,  the  time  arrivea  for  him  to 
pay  one  of  the  premiums  upon  the  policy  which  he  held. 
He  paid  that  premiam,  and  he  paid  it  accompanied  with 
a  protest,  which  seems  to  me  to  hare  bean  as  clear  and 
M  distinct  and  as  carefully  prepared  as  anything  I  ever 
read.  I  only  wish  that  upon  occasions  of  these  amalgama- 
tions the  policyholders  would  adopt  the  course  taken  by  this 
policyholder,  and  famish  the  companies  with  whom  they 
are  dealing  with,  a  notice  as  clear  and  as  distinct  as  that 
irith  which  Mr.  Wood  famished  the  Western  Society,  by 
whom  he  had  been  insured.    The  protest  is  addressed  to  the 


right ;  that  was  not  the  true  riew  of  the  cue.  Os 
the  5th  January,  I86C,  Messrs.  Kempson  fc  Co.,  a- 
pressed  their  surprise,  that  after  Ur.  'DreVi  itstgust 
that  the  united  office  was  ready  and  willing  to  tniws  nrr 
inquiries  addressed  to  them  in  the  name  of  tia  paUqrboUai, 
the  letter  of  the  1st  did  not  contain  an  answer,  neatte; 
repeat  their  desire  for  an  answer  on  the  Uth  Jawuiy,  IIK, 
and  the  oorraspondenoe  closes  on  the  ISth  StxoMzj,  l!l((. 
Mr.  Scratchley  then  says — "We  are  not  able  to  recagsw 
a  right  to  farther  information  on  the  part  of  polieyhiSas, 
and  yon  must  excuse  me  therefore  for  deolining  to  np^; 
you  with  the  figures  you  wish  for."  Now  one  cuuut  it 
otherwise  than  surprised  at  the  tone  of  this  letter,  Hu 
writer  does  not  appear  to  dispute  the  fact  that  Mi.  Dm 
had  made  the  statement,  and  yet  he  recedsi  fros  tbe 
promise  Mr.  Drew  had  made.  In  that  state  of  thiofji  tit 
matter  is  lefL  Premiums  are  paid  in  1866, 1867,  tndlKI, 
and,  I  assume,  in  part  of  18S9. 

It  was  said  by  Mr.  Bddis  that  Mr.  Wood  did  not  ds 
enoDch,  that  he  ought  not  to  have  stopped  heTe,tlatk 


Western  Society  as  well  as  to  the  Albert,  and  I  observe  that  i  ought  to  have  taken  proceedings,  and  Kr.  Eddia  eaiiftk 


the  admissions  admit  that  it  was  served  on  the  Western.  I 
will  not  read  the  protest  through,  bnt  it  requires  those  to 
whom  it  was  addressed  to  furnish  Mr.  Wood  with  informa- 
tion on  points  which  of  ooune  were  of  the  most  material 
character  with  reference  to  his  interests.  He  required  to  be 
informed  whether  funds  had  been  transferred  to  the  Albert 
to  meet  the  liabilities  of  the  Western,  what  the  amount  of 


that  if  the  Albert  had  been  a  prosperous  oomptny,  if  it 
place  of  being  wound  up  it  had  been  solvent,  and  the  oike 
company  had  been  insolvent,  Mr.  Wood  mixht  hare  cor 
for  ward  and  might  have  claimed  to  rank  against  the  Albert, 
might  have  contended  that  he  had  abandoned  the  aecuiitfiif 
the  Western  and  taken  to  that  of  the  Albert.  I  us  not 
prepared  to  say  that  the  matter  was  not  to  some  extent  Ut 


those  funds  was,  and  whether  they  would  be  sufficient  to  i  ambiguous,  when  it  broke  off  on  the  18th  Janau;,18K, 


meet  the  liabilities.  He  required  to  be  informed  of  the 
powers  of  both  companies  under  their  deeds  to  complete  the 
amalgamation  ;  he  required  it  to  be  shown  to  him  what  his 
position  would  be  if  he  accepted  the  liability  of  the  Albert, 
and  what  fands  he  would  then  have  belonging  to  the  Albert 
for  his  security,  and  as  incidental  to  that,  what  ottier  claims 
there  would  be  against  those  funds.  And  then  his  solicitors, 
speakin|;  for  him,  went  on  to  say,  "  And  in  the  meantime, 
*•»  "  [his  Lordship  read  the  protest] 


&c" 


Kow,  looking  at  this  protest,  at  the  time  at  which  it  was 
given — viz.,  at  the  time  at  which  the  premium  was  paid, — 
it  appears  to  me  that  it  was  a  course  entirely  proper  for  Mr. 
Wood  to  take,  and  perfectly  open  to  him  to  take.  It 
appears  to  me  that  under  the  contract  for  amalgamation 
between  the  Western  and  the  Albert,  the  Western  ooald  not 
say  that  a  payment  of  the  premium  to  the  Albert,  if  paid  on 
the  footing  on  which  Mr.  Wood  avowedly  proposed  to  pay  it. 
was  otherwise  than  a  payment  of  the  premium  on  the  old 
policy,  which  would  be  binding  upon  and  continue  the 
obligation  of  the  Western,  because  by  the  3rd  clause  of  the 
deed  o''  amalgamation  they  had  made  over  to  the  Albert  the 
light  to  receive  the  premiums  in  respect  of  their  existing 
policies.  The  Albert,  therefore,  was  unqn^ionably  the 
hand  to  receive  the  premium.  The  only  question  is  quo 
animo  it  was  paid,  and  quo  animo  it  must  be  taken  to  have 
been  rncgived.  Looking,  then,  at  the  protest,  at  its  date — 
viz. ,  the  date  of  the  payment  of  the  premium — there  could 
be  no  doubt  as  to  what  the  intention  of  the  party  paying 
was ;  and  according  to  the  effect  of  that  intention,  clearly 
expressed,  the  company  must  receive  the  premium.  That  is 
a  protest,  which  not  only  applies  to  the  premium  then  paid, 
but  to  premiums  afterwards  to  be  paid,  until  the  information 
which  was  called  for  were  given. 

The  correspondence  went  on ;  and  on  the  16th  December, 
the  date  I  have  referred  to,  there  came  a  very  important 
letter ;  notwithstanding  the  refusals  to  give  the  information 
required  of  what  had  taken  place  up  to  that  time,  on  the 
16th  December,  it  would  appear  from  the  letter  of  Messrs. 
Kfmpaon  &  Co.,  that  Mr.  Drew,  acting  for  the  united 
offiie,  had  stated  that  the  united  office  were  ready  and 
willing  to  answer  any  questions  which  Messrs.  Kempson  ft 
Co.  in  the  name  of  the  policy  holder  desired  to  address. 
Accordingly  very  pertinent  and  proper  questions  were 
addressed,  the  general  character  being  the  same  as  those 
inserted  in  the  protest.  Inquiries  of  this  kind  were  addressed 
to  Mr.  Scratchley,  and  the  letter  oondnded  thus:  "Be 
ptoised  to  give  the  matter  your  earliest  attention.  On  receipt 
'  of  the  information,  we  will  arrange  a  meeting  with  yourself 
and  Mr.  Drew,  as  proposed  by  the  latter."  Mr.  Drew 
answered  that  on  the  1st  January.  TTndoubtedly  he  did 
not  give  the  information  that  was  asked  for,  and  as  it  seems 


because  it  certainly  was  open  to  Mr.  Wood  at  thit  tiw 
either  to  maintain  the  attitude  he  had  taken  up  oa  the  M 
December  previously,  or  to  abandon  that  attitude  ind  cosk 

I  in  and  rank  against  the  Albert ;  he  might  have  taken  athe 
course,  he  hi^  not  put  it  out  of  his  power  to  take  ather 
oonise.  Bnt  he  had  delivered  the  written  protest  to  *Uc^ 
I  have  referred,  and  which,  as  I  have  said,  was  eipreiaedto 
be  a  protest,  the  force  of  whidi  would  oiontinae  mtil  tit 
information  he  asked  for  were  given,  or  if  the  infctasbn 
he  asked  for  was  refused. 

It  appears  to  me  that  in  that  state  of  things  the  W  ittra 
having  that  protest  delivered  to  them,  and  bung  iakxmi 
that  the  payment  of  premiums  would  be  coneidared  to  be 
made  on  the  footing  of  that  protest,  it  was  for  them  to  dw 
up  any  ambiguity  in  the  matter,  if  the  matter  did  ntfu 
in  an  ambiguous  state.  It  was  for  the  Western  to  bx 
oome  forvtud  in  that  state  of  things,  and  to  have  aj^ 
Mr.  Wood  in  some  form  of  communication: — "YoiBW 
what  has  been  done  between  our  two  companies,  yo« J<* 
know  that  the  Albert  consider  that  you  are  not  entilW  to 
the  details  of  the  information  yon  ask  for,  and  have  itniK 
to  give  it;  yon  must  now  bring  to  a  point  the  question  y(»W 
in  some  sort  of  suspense  by  your  protest  of  the  4th  Deoec- 
ber  last;  we  cannot  allow  you  to  continue  payingthei»pB 
miuma  on  the  footing  of  that  protest ;  we  cannot  «1»' 
them  to  be  received  on  the  footing  of  that  potest, 
they  must,  for  the  future,  either  be  recaved  «»  p 
miums  payable  to  the  Albert  on  the  footing  of  yon  hsK 
insured  in  the  Albeit,  or  we  must  call  upon  ywi-' 
bring  the  matter  to  an  issue,  if  you  inmt  that  we  awu^ 
liable."  Bnt  the  Western  remained  perfeotly  silent,  and !»' 
Albert  remained  perfectly  silent.  In  that  state  of  thinp  "^ 
appears  to  me  that  the  balance  is  entirely  in  Mr.Wood'»tw«"' 

j  and  that  he  is  entitled  to  say  that  the  ambiguity  (if  >f7) 
not  having  been  cleared  up,  he  has  rested  and  ooatinaMtii 

I  rest  on  his  protest  of  the  4th  December,  and  that  the  ^?- 

i  ment  of  the  subsequent  premiums  was  made  on  the  ^°^ 

i  on  which  the  payment  of  thepremium  of  the  4th  of  Detf«' 
ber  was  made.  His  claim,  therefore,  is  a^nst  theWes'Wi 

I  and  he  must  have  the  coeiis  in  the  winding  up  of  the  H^^ 

:  he  has  taken  to  enforce  the  claim. 
Solidtora,  Xmtning  ;  Kemptoii  f  Co. 


COURTS  OP  BANKRUPTCY. 
LiNCOLx'S'Iict  Fields. 
(Before  Mr.  Registrar  Pepts.) 
June  30. — Ex  parte  Banet,  Be  Xew,  SoiinsoH  mi  B»*>~ 
Although  the  Court  of  Sankrupbsv  *«»  Jitradietit*  tt  «■ 
tain  proetedinga  in  a  forteloturt  suit  instiiittod  ajto*  ' 
•.v,-  B.,o  .u»  ^.w..„»..„^  c..-.  ^»=  ,„~.v.  .>..,  C..V.  ^  ..  .^^^     triutet,  it  Kill  not  interfere  mleu  opteiAZ  arctautaaui^  « 
to  roe,  properly  asked  for ;  but  he  said,  "  By  the  deed  of     **««»  tojuitify  luch  interference.  ,^  .^ 

settlement  these  arrangements  are  left  in  the  discretion  This  was  a  motion  by  the  trustee  nnder  the  coBW™"* 
of  the  board  of  directors,  and  the  policyholders  have  |  bankruptcies  of  Messrs.  Mew,  Robinson  and  Preston.  *«  ** 
no    voice    in    the    matter."    I    do    not   think   that    was     order  restraining  the  proceedings  in  a  fareclosnro  suit. 
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The  facta  were  ihortly  these : — Mow  became  bankrupt  on 
be  12th  of  July,  1869,  Beeeton  in  Aug^tut  of  the  same  year, 
od  Robinjon  on  the  9th  of  May,  1870.  Mr.  Banes  who 
bad  been  !4>pomted  assignee  under  the  former  baii]Diq>tcie8 
ma  appointed  tnutee  under  the  consolidated  bankruptcies 
IB  the  Uth  of  Hay,  1870,  and  Mew  died  in  the  same  year. 
A  Kovember,  1870,  Allen  filed  his  bill  for  fareclosnre 
igainst  Banes  and  against  J.  Mew,  the  second  mortgagee, 
fanea  who  ought  to  hare  answered  on  the  11th  of  Deoem- 
(T,  obtained  an  extension  of  time  and  filed  his  answer  on 
he  6th  of  January,  and  on  the  28th  of  April,  he  made  an 
pplication  to  this  Court  to  restrain  the  proceedings. 
ie  Oex,  Q.C..  and  Rtid,  for  the  trustee. 
Bt)Uf,  and  Edmtnd  Jamtt,  for  Allen. 
The  ooone  of  the  arguments  will  sufficiently  appear  from 
bejodsment  of  the  Court. 

Tlie  following  cases  were  cited : — Slon*  v.  Thonuu,  18  W. 
L  385,  L.  B.  5  Ch.  219 ;  Ex  parte  Wood,  St  Taylor,  and 
imMi,  19  W.  B.  601 ;  Ex  parte  EngUnd,  since  repwted 
ipOD  appeal,  19  W.  E.  914;  Martin  v.  Pawning,  17  W.  B. 
^,  U  B.  4  Ch.  3S6 ;  Siehet  t.  Ouen,  16  W.  B.  1072,  L. 
IS  Oh.  366;  Bettv.  Bird,  16  W.  B.  1165;  Maedonaldv. 
toTM,  In  re  Beveridge,  19  W.  B.  717  ;  .&  Anderton,  18  W. 
L715. 

llr.Bagistrar  Pipts. — Is  this  matter  I  reserved  my  jndg- 
lent,  but  the  fiacts  of  the  case  lie  in  a  small  compass,  and  the 
aaon  of  my  reeerring  my  judgment  was  not  the  difficulty 
(anttTelling  a  compUoated  state  of  facts  or  of  reoonoiling 
ooffictiDg  or  contradiotory  statements,  nor  even  of  applying 
■certain^  rale*  of  law  to  novel  or  intricate  questions,  but 
le  importance  of  the  issue  raised  by  the  motion,  which  is 
either  more  nor  less  than  this,  as  has  been  broadly  and 
^dly  stated  by  the  learned  counsel  in  support  of  the 
lotion— viz.,  that  the  object  of  the  Act  of  1869  was  that 
ereiy  prooeeding  between  a  trustee  and  a  stranger  must  be 
lined  on  in  this  Court."  I  think  the  learned  counsel,  with 
very  wise  diacoretion,  took  that  position  boldly  and 
nsdly,  inasmnoh  as  withoat  establishing  that  position  it 
'onld  be  impossible  for  him  to  succeed  in  wis  case ;  for  there 
I  nothing  in  the  special  facts  of  the  case  which  justifies  the 
iterferenee  of  the  Court,  unless  the  proposition  can  be 
ipportad  that  in  all  oases  "  prooeeding  between  the  trustee 
id  stianjgers  must  be  canried  on  in  this  Court " — ^the  object 
i  the  suit  being  to  reatiain  an  ordinary  foreclosure  suit 
igun  by  a  mortgagee  in  the  exercise  of  his  undoubted 
(^  If  I  am  to  restrain  Uiat  suit  it  must  be  simply  upon 
is  ground  that  every  suit  between  the  trustee  and  a 
nnger  mnst  be  carried  on  in  this  Court.  The  importance 
[  such  a  proposition  as  this  might  well  cause  me  to  hesitate 
efors  raving  judicial  expression  to  it.  The  facts  of  the  case 
«  sufficiently  simple — [his  Honour  then  stated  them], 
tveial  caaea  have  been  cited  first  to  show  that  this  Court 
isjuiisdii^on  over  the  subject  matter,  as  in  the  case  of 
'jc  parte  Anderton.  Seoonmy,  that  there  is  a  concurrent 
iriadiction  with  the  Court  of  Chancery;  and,  thirdly,  that  it 
>  expedient  that  this  jurisdietion  should  be  exercised.  As  to 
le  two  former  propositions,  there  is  no  real  difference  of 
pinion  on  any  side. 

We  all  agree  that,  under  £x  parte  Anderton,  the  Court 
IS  iuriadiction,  which  is  not  contested  on  the  other  side. 
1  that  case  I  tbink  the  bankruptcy  was  originally  under 
le  Act  of  1861,  but  this  case  has  oeen  amalgamated  under 
le  Bukruptcy  Act,  1869 ;  but  even  if  t'aat  had  not  been 
S  I  think  the  case  of  Sx  parte  Anderton  clearly  establishes 
Mt  this  Court  has  a  right,  in  the  proper  exercise  of  its 
nisdiction,  to  restrain  proceedings  in  the  Court  of  Chan- 
ny.  Then  there  were  other  cases  cited,  to  show  that 
here  it  is  more  expedient  that  this  jurisdiction  should  be 
lerdsed  in  this  Court,  the  Court  of  Chancery  will  remit 
itties  to  this  Court;  whence  it  clearly  follows,  that  should 
be  considered  by  thin  Court  that  any  matter  should  be 
itertained  by  this  Court,  it  has  the  power,_  and  could 
ceicise  the  power,  of-making  patties  come  to  this  Court  for 
le  relief  they  sought.  The  important  question,  therefore, 
lat  remains  to  be  deoidtd  is,  whether,  under  the  circum- 
ances  of  this  case,  the  Court  ought  to  exercise  that  power, 
id  two  cases  were  cited,  not  having  any  special  bearing  on 
le  question — viz.,  Expatte  Taylor,  In  re  RumboU,  and  Ex 
mru  Mttcdonald,  Se  Beveridge.  It  appears  to  me  that  both 
leee  cases  can  be  clearly  disthiguishable  from  the 
rewmt  one.  There  were  parties  seeking;  relief  in  this 
out  who  were  no  parties  to  the  suit  in  chancery, 
lie  Chief  Judge  was  of  opinion  that  all  the  matters 
•  issue   might   be  more    convenientiy    disposed   of   in 


this  Court,  and  it  was  manifesUy  inconvenient,  as  such 
rights  and  priorities  had  been  decided  here,  that  questions  as 
to  the  same  rights  and  priorities  should  be  raised  elsewhere. 
The  Chief  Ju^e,  in  the  exenase  of  his  undoubted  discretion, 
restrained  the  chancery  proceedings,  and  compelled  all 
parties  to  submit  to  the  jurisdiction  of  this  Court.  In 
Beveridgt'e  oaie  there  was  a  petition  for  liquidation,  filed 
July  the  2<th.  The  first  meeting  was  held  on  August  8th 
the  same  year.  The  sale  by  the  trustees  took  plaoe  on 
the  30th  November.  In  January  the  bill  of  saleholder  brought 
his  action  against  the  trustee  under  the  liquidation,  on  i^jnnc. 
tion  restraining  the  action  having  been  granted  by  the  county 
court  judge,  the  Chief  Judge  confirmed  the  injunction,  on 
the  ground  that  it  was  far  more  expedient  that  the  rights 
of  the  bill  of  sale  holder  should  be  ascertained  in  this  Court. 
In  that  case  the  whole  of  the  proceedings  took  plaoe  under 
a  liquidation,  and  the  trustee  came  in  under  the  liquidation, 
and  under  that  authority  he  sold,  and  it  was  in  consequence 
of  that  sale  that  the  bill  of  sale  holder  brought  his  wition. 
I  think  that  is  quite  a  different  and  distinct  case  fr«m  the 
oase  of  mortgagees  in  the  exercise  of  their  own  rights  of 
brining  their  foreclosure  suit  in  the  Court  of  Chancery. 
But  I  do  not  feel  that  either  or  both  of  these  oases  neces- 
sarily carry  out  the  proposition  to  the  length  suggested  by 
the  learned  counsel  that  "  every  question  between  a  trustee 
and  a  stranger  must  be  determined  in  this  Court,"  and  in 
this  particular  instance  he  has  failed  to  persuade  me  that  I 
ought  to  exercise  the  power  of  the  Court  to  restrain  the 
proceedings  in  chancery.  The  mortj^agee  has  an  undoubted 
right  to  institute  that  suit,  but  the  Court  of  Chancery  has 
machinery  especially  adapted  for  ascertaining  the  rights  of 
parties  to  such  suit;  that  suit  has  already  been  proceeded 
with  to  a  certain  extent,  and  without  going  into  the  contro- 
versy as  to  whether,  by  euttinc;  the  matter  down  as  a  "  short 
cause  "  it  might  be  diaposeJ  of  in  a  week  or  two,  it  appears 
that  no  unreasonable  or  undue  dolay  would  arise  from  the 
prcseontion  of  the  suit  beini;  hUo  wed  ts  continue.  My  opinion 
is  that  I  cannot  indorse  t'>»  proposition  that  c^s^  question 
between  the  trustee  and  v'.rangar  must  be  decided  in  this 
Court  and  that  in  thU  piitticular  instance  no  ground  has 
been  shown  for  the  iutert'erence  of  the  Court  and  that  this 
motion  must  therefore  be  dismissed  with  costs. 

Solicitors  f -r  the  trustee,  Sloken  ^Jupp. 

Solicitora  fur  Mr.  Allen,  Allen  jr  Son. 

(Before  Mr.  Begistrar  Mubbi.t.) 

July  19.— iJ«  Vemer. 

50lh  SuU — Iiy'unetion — ?fotiee  of  motion/or — Servtee, 

Mr.  Cooke  (solicitor),  for  the  receiver,  applied  for  an  order 
to  continue  an  interim  injunction,  granted  a  week  since, 
restraining  an  action  against  the  debtor. 

Mr.  Begistiar  Murbat.— In  this  case  it  appears  that  tbe 
notice  of  the  application  to  continue  the  injunction,  has 
been  sent  by  post  to  the  oreditor.  That  is  clearly  in- 
sufficient. 

Mr.  Cooke. — According  to  the  14th  rule,  "  all  notices  and 
other  proceedings,  for  the  delivery  of  which  no  special 
mode  is  prescribed,  may  be  sent  by  prepaid  pent  letter,  to 
the  last  known  address  of  the  person  to  be  served  there- 
with." It  is  submitted  tbut,  as  no  rule  prescribes  a  special 
mode  for  the  service  of  these  notices,  services  by  post  is 
sufficient. 

Mr.  Registrar  Murray.— In  this  case  regard  must  be  had 
to  the  eurtue  eui-iie.  This  is  a  proceeding  under  the  50th 
and  fallowing  rules,  and  to  what  notice  can  the  52nd  rule 
apply  if  it  does  not  apply  to  a  notice  under  the  SOth  rule  1 
In  chancery,  service  of  notices  of  motion  may  be  effected  by 
delivery  to  tiie  solicitor  on  the  record,  but  in  bankruptcy, 
as  in  this  case,  where  there  is  no  record,  service  of  notices 
must  be  effected  by  delivery  to  the  person  "  to  be  affected 
thereby."     But  apart  from  that,  I  cannot  go  behind  the 

rictice  of  the  Court,  which  has  been  settled  long  ago.  All 
can  do  is,  to  extend  the  interim  injunction  for  a  period 
sufficiently  long  enough  to  enable  the  applicant  to  serve  a 
notice  of  motion. 


COUNTY  COURTS. 

Mamcksstbb. 

(Before  Mr.  J.  A.  Russell,  Q.C.,  Judge.) 

July  7. — Jft  Arthur  Sumphreyt  {tolieitor. ) 

The  feet  of  eouiiiel. 

The  debtor,  in  this  case,  Mr.    Arthur  Humphreys,  is  a 

solicitor  of  Manchester.    Previously  to  his  bankruptcy,  he 
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had  employed  a  London  baniater,  iSi.  W.  B.  Coltman,  to  do 
his  oonTeyancing.  When  Hamphreyt  filed  a  petition  for 
liqnidation,  Mr.  Coltman  prodaced  a  proof  against  the 
eatate  for  work  and  labour. 

Mr.  Page,  for  the  oreditort'  troatee,  objected  to  the  proo^ 
on  the  ground  that  the  £2S0  mentioned  m  the  proof  waa  for 
work  and  labour  done  for  the  debtor ;  and  he  further  con- 
tended thtlk  the  profession  of  a  barnater  heinK  honorary, 
Mr.  Coltinan  oonld  not  recover  his  fees.  Hr.  J  ordan  sup- 
Kitted  that  if  this  money  had  been  received  by  the  debtor 
for  fees,  Mr.  Coltman  could  prove  for  the  money  had 
and  reoeited ;  and  he  believed  tiiat  Mr.  Humphreys'  books 
would  diow  that  nearly  all  the  money,  he  cited  had  been  le- 
oetved. 

Mr.  BrsaiLL  said  the  proof  was  one  for  work  and  labohr 
dome  by  a  gentleman  who  was  a  barrister-at-Iaw  ;  and  he 
must  assume  that  such  work  and  labour  were  performed  by 
hia  in  such  capacity.  He  took  the  same  view  as  Mr.  Wood 
in  the  matter,  and  must  reject  the  proof;  but  he  was  of 
oirfmon  that  if  Mr.  Coltman  oould  prove  that  Mr.  Hum- 
phieys  had  received  the  fees  from  those  clients  for  whom 
vie  work  was  done,  he  might  then  tender  a  proof  of  money 
had  and  received,  and  he  would  decidedly  receive  it.  The 
proof  was  accordingly  not  admitted ;  and  Mr.  Page  said 
ms  objection  to  the  admission  of  the  proof  was  based  on 
other  grounds  mtirely. 


AFPOniTHEirTS. 


Mr.  Jmas  Lsnkox  Hannat,  barrister-at-law,  of  the 
Northern  Circuit,  has  been  appointed  one  of  the  magistrates 
of  the  metropolitan  district,  in  succession  to  Mr.  R.  P.  Tyr- 
wlutt,  magistrate  of  the  Marlborongh-atreet  Police-court, 
who  has  resigned  on  account  of  ill  health.  The  new  magis- 
trate is  a  son  of  the  late  John  Uannay,  Esq.,  of  Inverness- 
terrace,  London,  by  Eliza  Kennedy,  of  Linclouden,  Kirkcud- 
brightdiire,  his  wife.  He  was  bom  in  1826.  He  was 
educated  i^  St.  John's  College,  Cambridge,  where  he  gra- 
duated B>A.  in  1848.  In  June,  1852,  he  was  called  to  the 
bar  at  the  Inner  Temple,  and  became  a  member  of  the 
Northern  Circuit,  attending  also  the  West  Riding  and  Leeds 
Borough  Sessions. 

Mr.  LaisLn  Cbbsky,  solicitor,  of  Ashford,  Kent,  has  been 
appointed  Clerk  to  the  magistrates  for  that  district,  in  suc- 
cession to  Mr.  Robert  Fnrley,  resigned.  Mr.  Creery  was 
admitted  in  1864,  and  has  for  some  years  been  junior  part- 
ner in  the  firm  of  "  Furley,  Hallelt,  &  Creery."  For  some 
time  put  he  has  acted  as  deputy  to  Mr.  Farley,  in  the  office 
of  magistrates'  clerk. 


GENEBAL  COBBESFONDENCB. 

T, — The  Albeit  Arbitration  cases  to  which  you  refer  will 
be  duly  reported. 


OBSTinoATBa  OF  Dbatk. 


Sir, — A  curious  case  came  before'  the  Oeneral  Council  of 
Medical  Education  and  Registration  at  its  recent  sitting. 
The  application  was  that,  under  the  29th  section  of  the  21 
9c  22  Vict.  0.  Ho,  Mr.  Kempster's  name  might  be  erased 
from  the  register  on  aooonnt  of  "infamous  conduct  in  a 
professional  respect."  The  charge  against  him  was  that  he 
had  "  permitted  one  Wm.  Qoodson,  an  unqualified  person, 
to  practice  under  colour  of  his  name  and  sign  certificates  of 
the  death  of  persons  whom  he  had  not  visited."  Mr. 
Kempster  contended  that  the  fact  of  Mr.  Goodson  being 
his  salaried  assistant  was  a  sufficient  answer  to  the  charge. 
The  course  of  procedure  in  these  cases  was  "  Mr.  Gk>odiion 
has  been  in  the  habit  of  informing  me  of  the  particulars  in 
each  case  before  I  have  signed  &e  certificate,  and  then  I 
have  left  him  to  fill  in  the  particulars.  Several  medical 
men  stated  in  their  evidence  that  it  is  the  custom  in  the 
profession  for  a  practitioner  to  give  his  assistant  a  number 
of  certificates  with  his  signature.  These  are  to  be  after- 
wards filled  up  with  tiie  particulars  by  the  assistant,  and 
usually  state  that  the  deceased  waa  last  seen  by  his  medical 
attendant  on  such  a  day,  although  he  may  never  have  been 
seen  by  the  principaL 

The  Council  unanimously  acquitted  Mr.  Kempster  of  the 
charge.  They  afterwards  passed  the  following  resolution  : 
— "  That  the  facts  which  have  come  to  the  knowledge  of 


the  Counml  in  the  investigatiaa  of  the  esse  ol  )b. 
Kempster  have  impressed  the  Conneil  with  tha  ooaneliin 
that  an  amendment  oi  the  laws  in  force  io  rapid  ttW 
registries  it  mott  urgently  required,  andtiutkcoff  gftii 
rewlution  be  forwarded  to  the  Secretary  of  Stats  ix  tu 
Home  Department" 

Considering  this  resolution  and  soma  of  tha  niiaa 
that  was  given  before  the  Council,  I  cannot  bit  Qoik&i: 
some  misapprehension  prevails  as  to  the  state  of  t^  kt 
on  the  re^stration  of  deaths,  llie  Registtitica  Act  (<i 
7  Will.  4,  c.  86,)  provides  in  section  18  that  the  lantniii 
"  to  leam  and  reguter  the  particulars  required  ts  Miep- 
tered  according  to  the  forms  "  in  the  schsdolet.  IW  (c 
ticularsare — when  died,  name  and  surname,  sax,  ■;«.«£( 
or  profession,  cause  of  death,  and  signature,  iaa^im. 
and  residence  of  informant.  And  in  section  aS  it  ii  jarii 
that  some  person  present  at  the  death  or  in  attain 
during  the  last  illness  of  every  person  dying  b  Ei{W, 
after  the  said  1st  day  of  March,  or  in  case  of  tiu  i>=. 
iUness,  inability,  or  default  of  all  such  persona,  tha  ma-- 
of  the  house  or  tenement,  or  if  the  occupier  be  tha  psn 
who  shaU  have  died,  some  inmate  of  the  house  <s  taias: 
in  which  such  death  shall  have  happened  slull,  wi&sn<^ 
days  next  after  the  day  of  such  death,  give  iaixaas, 
upon  being  requested  so  to  do,  to  the  said  regittnt,  mi- 
ing  to  theoest  of  his  or  her  knowledge  and  Mkf,  if  £i 
several  particulars  hereby  required  to  heknawntais- 
gistered,  tonohing  the  death  of  such  person.  And  its- 
tion  28 — ^That  every  person  by  whom  the  infotmtesir- 
tained  in  any  register  of  birth  or  death  under  tka  V. 
shall  have  been  given,  shall  sign  his  name,  descriptin,cl 

Slace  of  abode  m  the  register ;  and  no  register  (^  tnti  i 
eath  according  to  this  Act  shall  be  given  in  erite. 
which  shall  not  be  signed  by  some  person  prrfesos;  i-  k 
the  informant,  and  to  be  such  party  as  is  herein  nqad 
to  give  such  information  to  the  regutrar. 

It  is  clear  that  this  statute  does  not  expliciUr  n^ 
the  certificate  of  a  medical  man  at  all ;  tlis  infont&s 
may  bo  given  by  a  layman  as  well  •■  by  a  qosliMpe- 
titioner.  Dr.  Fair  says :— "  The  hut  time  the  pw* 
ceased  was  seen  by  the  medical  attendant  is  alsonfoa 
to  be  inserted  by  the  Begistnr-Oenaral  in  ther«gte.a 
well  as  the  time  of  death.  This  has  checked  many  ia(K|t 
certificates,  which  have  been  given  at  or  after  death  a^^ 
any  previous  knowledge  of  the  ease  by  the  medieal  ■&• 
dants."  I  do  not  know  whether  the  registrar  is  "^^^ 
require  a  certificate  as  to  this.  The  power  of  nqes^ 
additional  information  besides  that  demanded  by  the  t:'^-' 
would  scarcely  seem  to  be  given  by  section  50,  vtiid^ 
vides  that  the  Registrar-Gteneral  shall,  by  a  oertaab^ 
"  onnae  to  fixed  on  the  outside  of  the  dmrcMm.  !"< 
notices  specifying  the  several  acts  required  to  ba  dsael| 
persons  who  may  be  desirous  of  registering  the  daatk<<^ 
person  under  the  provisions  of  this  Act." 

But  whatever  may  be  the  law  on  the  subject  <ir«b(B< 
the  powers  of  tiie  Registiar-Qeneial,  it  is  periisotly  ti:^ 
that  neither  the  law  nor  the  Registrar-General  can  n^< 
medical  man  to  certify  to  what  is  falsa — to  certify  thit^ 
seen  what  he  has  not  seen.  A  certificate  that  the  its/ni 
was  never  seen  by  a  medical  man  before  death,  via)^* 
perfectly  sufficient ;  such  a  certificate  is  no  rsatoo  f<  . 
inquest  being  held,  and  as  for  the  registrar  refosis;  a  •■■'* 
a  case  to  register  the  death,  as  was  suggested  by  oat  ■i'l' 
witnesses,  it  seems  pretty  clear  that  there  woali  ^* 
justification  for  such  a  step.  It  would  appear  Uks  na 
there  is  hut  little  reason  for  altering  the  law,  alti.«a 
perhaps  it  would  be  advisable,  from  d 
prejudices,  that  the  Registrar-Qeneral' 
be  less  strict  and  merely  require  the  o 
by  the  medical  practitioner  or  his  assistant,  and  to  O''^ 
last  time  the  deceased  was  seen  by  one  of  the  twa.  If1><* 
are  any  other  statutes  applicable  io  the  snlHeet,  this  l«"f* 
subject  of  great  public  interest,  it  would  be  timttP'* 
that  the  exact  law  on  the  subject  should  be  made  kw*a 
Lincobi's-inm  ^'^ 


Bb  Batswatbs  Tkaobdt. 

Sir, — Referring  to  this  case,  and  the  judge's  t****^ 
summing  up  "  that  the  prisoner  had  no  right  to  aia  i^ 
with  a  deadly  weapon  even  in  a  quarrel,"  saraly  a  no.^ 
especially  a  woman,  in  fear  of  a  seriooa  bodily  mjarj.  •'_• 
after  having  been  threatened,  resort  to  say  woapns  ■  *' '' 
defence  where  a  quarrel  or  any  other  otoas  givas  U'  •" 
reasonable  grounds  for  apprehending  aa  ' 
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If  not,  within  what  limits  is  self-defeiiM  jnstiflable  t  Per- 
btp*  yon  or  some  of  yonr  experiencbd  resins  will  Idiidly 
fiiTonr  with  an  opinion  yonr  oonstant  reader, 

A  CouMTKT  PBAonnojrBn. 


pabuameht  avo  leoislatior  . 

HOUSE  OP  LOEDS. 
Jnly  14.— 7^  Army  B*gulatioti  Bill.—Aijoaxnei  debate 
on  motion  fbr  second  reading ; — again  a4}onmed. 

July  17. — Th4  Army  Stgulation  Bill. — A^onmed  debate 
en  second  reading.  On  a  division,  the  Doke  of  Bichmond's 
amendment  not  to  read  the  Bill  the  seoond  time  tintil  the 
GoTBtnmeat  hare  more  folly  stated  their  plans  for  reorgan- 
iiing  theaimy,  was  carried  by  166  to  130. 

July  18.— fA*  Prtveittion  of  Crimt  BiU  passed  through 
oommittee. 

Jvij  i6.—Th*  AiolitioH  of  Armv  PunktM.—TjotA  Oran> 
vUle  itrted  that  the  Qovemment  had  advised  her  Majesty  to 
sign  a  Boyal  Warrant  canoellbig  the  regulation  raioes  of 
Pnrohase.  Their  Lordships,  in  agreeing  to  the  bake  of 
Riohmand's  amendment,  had  evidently  bean  inflnenoed  by 
an  nnwiUingnoea  to  agree  to  the  Abolition  of  Pnrohase,  bat 
Pnrohase  having  now  been  abolished  by  oonstitational 
neanst  and  their  Lordships  being  fieed  from  any  respon- 
sibili^  he  hoped  they  wotudprooeed  with  the  Army  Regn* 
lation  BiU  at  an  early  day.  Tney  might  amend  one  of  the 
olansea,  to  as  to  make  it  appear  that  the  responsibility  of 
Pnrohase  abolition  rested  with  the  Qovemment  and  the 
other  Honse ;  he  hoped  they  would  take  a  o^m  and  con- 
dliatory  view  of  the  question  in  the  interests  of  the  oiHcers 
conoemed. — ^The  Dnke  of  Richmond  said  although  Purchase 
bad  been  abolished  by  Boyal  Warrant,  the  Government  bad 
brought  in  no  scheme  of  Army  Begulatiim,  and  therefore 
the  position  of  afEurs  remained  unaltered.  Having  been 
taken  by  sorprise,  he  reserved  ine  liberty  of  action  when 
the  Government  proposed  to  proceed  with  a  Bill  containing 
the  sane  provisions,  (only  omitting  Pnrohase)  which  their 
Lordships  had  already  condemned  as  insufflnient. — Lord 
Granville  said  officers  would  have  the  same  semuity  for 
cempensatioB. 

HOUSE  OF  COMMONS. 

July  14. — Stbitwi  I>runkarit.-'Oa  the  motion  of  Mr. 
Dalrymple  a  select  committee  was  appointed  to  oonsider 
the  best  method  of  deslinf;  with  habitat  drunkards. 

July  17. — Men oftAeZatp. — Mr.  G.Gregory  asknd  the  At- 
tomey-Geneial  whether  he  considered  that  the  Ordinance 
of  46  Edward  3,  printed  in  the  first  volume  of  the  statutes 
revised  is  an  existing  statute  Hud  operative  as  law:  and, 
whether,  if  so,  he  was  prepared  to  bring  in  a  bill  for  the 
repeal  of  the  same. — The  Attomey-Gen^il  replied  that  in 
his  opinion  no  valid  statute,  properly  so  called,  was  ever 
passed  excluding  lawyers  from  the  representaUon  of  counties. 
But  to  remove  doubts,  this  ordinance  would  be  included  in 
the  Statate  Law  Bevision  Bill  now  pending  in  the  House  of 
Lords. 

The  Parliamentttry  and  Municipal  BUetioiu  {Ballot) 
Bill.  —  Oommittee.  —  Clause  3  (Secret  Voting).  —  Mr. 
Bentinok  moved,  but  did  not  press  to  division,  an 
amendment  requiring  a  separate  ballot  paper  for 
each  candidate.  After  a  long  time  spent  in  discussing 
the  order  in  which  the  candidates  shall  be  inscribed  on  the 
ballot  paper,  and  various  saggestions  made,  the  alpha- 
betical order  enjoined  in  the  bul  was  upheld  by  71  to  16. — 
Mr.  Leatham  proposed,  but  did  not  press  to  division,  that 
the  voter  aball  scratch  out  the  names  of  the  candidates  be 
does  not  rota  for,  instead  of  putting  a  mark  opposite  the 
name*  of  those  he  favours. — Mr.  M'Mahon  carried  by  89  to  S5 
a  provision  that  in  the  square  opposite  each  candidate's 
name  there  shall  be  a  namber  corresponding  to  his  alpha- 
batiMl  order ;  and,  on  Mr.  Bentinck's  suggestion,  the  third 
enb'.aeotio&  was  left  out,  which  requires  that  the  balloting 
papera  shall  l>e  kept  in  books.— A  proposal  by  Sir  H. 
Selwin-Ibbetson  that  the  square  opposite  the  candidate's 
names  shall  be  printed  in  ooloors,  was  met  by  an  objection 
on  the  rart  of  Mr.  Forster  to  sanctioning  party  colours  by 
Act  of  Farlbunent,  and  rejected  by  187  to  132. — Mr,  Ben- 
tinck  was  defeated  by  230  to  143  in  an  attempt  to  strike 
out  the  prorision  for  a  secret  compartment  in  which  the 
voter  is  to  Hiark  his  paper  ;  and  after  some  farther  discos- 
sion  on  detuU  the  debate  a4joumed. 


July  18<— The  Parliamentarif  and  Xunieipal  SUelioiu  {Bal' 
M)  Bill. — Committee. — Clause  3  (Secret  Voting).— The  con- 
straetion  of  the  ballot-box  was  discussed  at  length,  and  a  pro- 
posal by  Mr.  Bentinok  that  the  form  of  the  box  should  be  ap- 
proved by  the  candidates,  was  negatived  by  94  to  43  ;  and 
one  by  Mr.  Beresford  Hope  that  it  should  be  specified  in  a 
schedule  negatived  by  106  to  46.— Subsection  8,  regulating 
the  mode  in  which  the  stamp  to  be  imprinted  on  the  ballot 
M)en  is  to  be  provided,  was  discussed  for  several  hours. 
Lord  J.  Manners  took  up  an  amendment  abandoned  by  Mr. 
Staj^leton,  proposing  that  where  a  doubt  was  entertained  of 
the  identity  of  a  voter  he  might  be  required  to  sign  his 
name  or  make  his  mark,  and  wat  the  penalties  of  forgery 
should  attach  to  personation  in  this  Act. — Mr.  Forster 
opposed  it  on  the  ground  that  it  might  lead  to  delay,  and 
that  the  penaltiea  were  too  severe,  and  it  was  rqected  by 
176  to  114.— Debate  adjonmed. 

July  19. — Befittration  of  Vottrt. — Bill  Ko.  1  was  with- 
drawn and  No.  2  was  proceeded  with  in  committee.— Mr. 
Bylands  objected  to  the  power  proposed  by  clause  7  to  be 
givMi  to  the  registrar  of  altering  the  list  of  voters  in  his 
private  office  on  the  mere  representation  of  parties,  Saoh 
a  power  shonld  only  be  exercised  in  open  court  and  in 
presence  of  both  parties, — Mr.  H.  James  thought  this  one  of 
most  beneficial  enactments  in  the  bilL — The  clause  was 
retained  by  74  to  47. — Clause  16  (appointment  of  registrar 
by  town  council)  was  objected  to  by  Mr.  Wharton,  but 
carried  by  114  to  53.— lb  clause  28  Mr.  V.  Haroourt  ob- 
tained an  amendment  settled  between  himself  and  Mr, 
Brace,  that  the  revising-bairister  should  be  able  to  impose 
costs  of  not  less  than  five  shillings  or  more  than  £i  for 
frivolous  objections. — ^The  penalty  impoaable  by  the  re- 
vinng  barrister  for  neglect  of  duty  was  altered  from  £60  to 
XIO  maximum. 

July  20,— 7!t«  AMitiot  of  ,4r*»jr  JW»*«m,— Mr.  Glad- 
stone said  the  late  dm<i<rinn  n(  the  House  of  Lords  on  the 
Am^  Regulation  Bill  Hid  not  amoont  to  a  rejection  of 
the  Bill,  but  simply  to  »  ))<i8C(Mnement  of  the  seoond  read- 
ing until  certain  inforui.iiiuu  had  been  laid  before  them  ; 
and  it  was  open  to  any  Poer  to  move  the  seoond  reading. 
By  statate  there  oouM  he  no  Purchase  save  what  was  per- 
mitted by  the  Queen's  Hftgulations,  but  the  intervention  of 
the  Honoo  would  be  r»quired  to  find  a  pecuniary  indemnity 
for  the  ofiiours  a^eoted.  The  (lovemment  had  advised  her 
Majesty  to  cancel  the  warrant  under  which  Purchase  i* 
le^.  This  advise  her  Majesty  had  been  graciously  pleased- 
to  accept  and  a  new  warrant  had  been  frainisd. — Mr,  Disraeli 
denounced  this  as  a  violent  course  if  not  an  illegal  one,  while 
Lord  Elcho  styled  it  a  coup  f«(a/ — and  a  lengthy  debate  en- 
sued. 

The  PurHanmtry  and  Mmieipal  JSltetiom  IBallot)  BiU.— 
The  consideration  of  Clause  3  (Secret  Voting)  was  resumed 
in  oommittee,  and  after  fresh  discussioiis  of  details,  a  proposal 
by  Mr.  Lowther  to  permit  illiterate  voters  to  have  their 
ballot  papers  filled  up  by  the  returning  officer  was  rejected 
by  231  to  148. — Progress  was  then  reported. 


OBITVAET. 

MR.  C.  P.  ALLBN. 
Mr.  Charles  Pettit  Allen,  solicitor,  of  Carlisle-street,  Soho, 
and  County  Treasurer  of  Middlesex,  expired  on  the  17th 
July,  at  the  age  of  77  years,  Mr.  Allen  was  certificated  in 
1819,  and  was  formerly  for  some  years  Deputy  Clerk  of  the 
Peace  for  the  county  of  Middlesex.  He  had  previously 
been  solicitor  to  the  county,  in  which  office  he  was  suc- 
ceeded by  his  brother,  Mr.  John  William  Allen,  who  still 
occupies  the  post.  He  was  appointed  County  Treasurer  on 
the  17th  of  July  1836,  so  that  he  has  filled  the  office  for  the 
exact  period  of  85  years.  Altogether,  he  had  been  in  the 
service  of  the  Middlesex  magistracy  for  nearly  half  a  century. 
Besides  the  County  Treasurership,  the  office  of  Clerk  to  the 
Visiting  Justices  of  the  Westminster  House  of  Correction 
has  also  become  vacant. 


Mr.  Samuel  Greetham,  solicitor,  has  resigned  the  office  of 
clerk  to  the  msflstrates  of  the  borough  of  Portsmouth, 
which  he  hat  held  for  a  period  of  35  years.  The  Town 
Council  have  resolved  that  his  successor  shall  be  x»><l  by 
stdary,  instead  of  by  fees.  The  question  of  having  a  stipen- 
diary magistrate  has, also  been  discussed,  though  without 
any  definite  resolt. 
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COnST  FAFEKS. 

COURT  OF  CHANCERY. 

(General  Petition  Day.— Vice-Chanrallor  Maliai  «nd  Yioe 
Chancellor  Wickens,  Friday,  Jnly  21 ;   the  Master  of  the 
Rolls  and  Vioe-Chancellor  Baoon,  Satioday,  July  22, 

Last  Seal.— Friday,  July  28. 

Last  Day  for  taking  in  Stock  Orden  at  the  Aoeonntant- 
Ceneral's. — ^Monday,  August  7. 

Last  Day  for  Honey  (^ers. — Wednesday,  August  9. 

To  expedite  the  completion  of  money  orders,  the  Master  of 
the  Bolk  and  Uie  Vioe-ChanceUorg  will  allow  a  limited 
nnmher  of  unopposed  petitions  involving  any  dealings  with 
stock  or  cash  in  the  hands  of  the  Accountant-General  to  be 
placed  at  the  head  of  the  paper  on  each  day,  during  the 
interval  between  the  General  Petition  Day  and  the  Last 
Seal.  R.  H.  Leach,  Registrar. 


COURT  OP  PROBATE  AND  DIVORCE. 

The  following  notice  has  been  issued  : — 

On  Wednesday,  the  2nd  of  August,  and  during  the  re- 
mainder  of  the  week  if  necessary,  the  Jud^  Ordinary  will 
hear  undefended  divorce  causes  without  Junes. 


LEGAL  EDUCATION. 
The  following  petition  of  the  Metropolitan  and  Provincial 
Law  Association  has  been  placed  in  the  hands  of  Sir  fioondell 
Palmer  for  presentation  : — 
"  To  the  Honourable  the  Commons  of  the  United  Kingdom 

of  Great  Britain  and  Ireland  in  Parliament  assembled. 
The  humble  petition  of  the  Metropolitan  and  Pro- 
vincial Law  .\s8ociation. 

Sheweth.-^l'hat  it  is  desirable,  in  the  interest  of  the 
legal  profession  and  the  public,  to  place  the  course  of  studies 
and  the  examinations  preliminary  to,  and  requisite  for,  the 
admission  to  the  practice  of  the  law  in  all  its  branches,  nnder 
the  management  and  responsibility  of  a  General  School  of 
Law,  to  be  incorporated  in  London,  and  that  the  passing  of 
suitable  examinations  in  such  School  of  Law  should  bepiada 
indispensable  to  the  admission  of  students  to  the  practice  of 
the  bar  or  to  practise  as  special  pleaders,  certificated  con- 
veyancers, attorneys,  or  solicitors,  and  that  all  the  several 
branches  of  legal  stady  should  be  open  to  all  who  may 
become  students,  without  distinction  or  classification,  leaving 
them  to  determine  with  which  branch  of  the  profession  they 
will  ultimately  connect  themselves. 

That  the  passing  of  these  examinations  should  not  inter- 
fere with  or  lessen  the  necessity  of  such  training  in  the 
practice  of  the  respective  branches  of  the  profession  as  may 
be  deemed  necessuy  before  students  are  admitted  to  either 
branch. 

That  in  the  constitution  of  the  governing  body  of  such 
8chool  of  Law  no  preponderance  should  be  given  to  the  bar 
or  to  attorneys  and  solicitors. 

That  the  objects  aforesaid  cannot  be  fully  accomplished 
without  the  aid  and  authority  of  Parliament. 

Your  petitioners  therefore  humbly  pray  your  Honourable 
House  that  an  Act  may  be  passed  enabling  her  Majesty,  in 
the  event  of  her  being  graciously  pleased,  by  her  Royal 
Charter,  to  incorporate  a  School  of  Law  for  the  purposes 
aforesaid,  to  provide  by  such  Charter  for  such  of  the  objects 
aforesaid  as  cannot  now  be  accomplished  by  the  sole  autho- 
rity of  her  Majesty. 

And  your  petitioners  will  ever  pray,  &c. 

(Signed)    Lewis  Fbt,  Chairman. 

Philip  Rickmak,  Secretary. 


The  following  letter  has  been  addressed  by  Lord  St. 
Leonards  to  Sir  Roundell  Palmer  : — 

"Boyle  Farm,  July  14,  1871. 
My  dear  Sir  Roundell  Palmer, — ^I  have  been  considering 
the  proposal  to  establish  a  Legal  College,  in  which  you  take 
each  a  great  interest  No  one  is  more  bound  that  I  am  to 
aupport  such  a  foundation.  I  request  yon,  therefore,  to  put 
down  m^  name  as  a  subsoriber  of  400  guineas  ;  half  to  the 
foundation,  and  the  other  half  to  establish  a  prize  for  merit, 
in  such  manner  as  yon  and  those  who  act  with  you  may 
direct.  Let  me  know  when  yon  will  be  ready  to  receive  it. 
Ever  fHithfnlly  yours, 

St.  LaoNAWM." 


PUBLIC  COMPAfflBS. 

eOTBRNHKlIT  TaSDS. 
Las*  Qootatiov,  Jnij    21,  U*l. 


3  p«r  Cent.  OonsoU,  Mf 
Ollto  tor  Aoooant,  Ang.  *,  (If 
a  per  Cent.  Rednced  Ml 
New  *  per  Cent.,  9H 
Do.  ti  per  Cent.,  Jan. 'S4 
Do.  Ifper  Cent.,  Jan.  '•« 
Do.  %  per  Cent.,  Jan.  '71 
Aonnltie*,  Jan.  'SO — 


Aanoitin,  April, 'It 

Do.  <  Red  Sea  T. )  Aw.  INI 
■xBilU,£IOOO,-pwCt.«p  ■ 
Ditto,  «-tM,  Do  -»  p^ 
Ditto,  eiOS  a  XMO,  -  9  p  ■ 
Bank  of  Bnglanit  Stoek,  ()  tm 

Ct.  (last  htlt-.rair>  Ml 
Ditto  for  Aeeoau, 


INDIAS  OOTBBKKBNT  SBOOBITIES. 


India  Stk..  104p  Ct.Apr.'74,M9 

Ditto  for  Aoeoont 

Ditto  6perCeiit.,Jal7,'KUl{ 

Oitio  fbr  Aoooant,  — 

Ditto  4  perCeat.,  Dot.  *M  101 

nitto.dUto.CertldOKCaa,  — 

Ditto  Kntaoed  Fpr.. «  per  Cant. Mi 


Ind.Kur.Pr.,!  pC.,]u.'iH« 
Ditto,  54  per  Cnit.,)bj.'»U!| 
Ditto  DebeataiM,  pw  0«. 

April.'«4— 
Do.  Do  ,i  perC«nt.,Aac.'ni)S 
Do.  Bond*.  4  per  Ct.,f  IMS  t> 
Ditto,  ditto,  andw£lllM.i)!i 


MoNET  UaBKXT  and  CiTT  iNTBbLICr.N'CI!. 

Railways  moved  upwards  during  the  first  fewdsyiBi« 
our  Isst  report,  and  are  now  under  a  reaction,  Uetioftlita 
District,  which  moved  rapidly  upwards  some  time  igo,ui 
has  since  declined,  is  ju&t  at  present  exeeptionilly  11^  Tb; 
foreign  market  has  been  firm,  and,  on  the  whole,  inau^ 
prices  steadily,  though  transactions  just  now  tie  lioitti 
The  funds  have  a  firm  tone.  It  is  noticeable  that  tlie  liilui 
Railways  have  made  a  slight  advance  this  wedL 

"Hie  prospectus  of  the  Toiyabe  Silver  Mining  Codk.' 
Limited,  has  been  issued.  Capital  £1, 000,000  in  shuwof  H 
each.  The  objects  for  which  this  companyis  established  Mt- 
Tho  purchase  of  the  property  sitoato  on  Lander  HiL  ^  ^ 
Austin,  Nevada,  known  as  the  Toiyabe  Mines,  vitt  1^  | 
machinery  and  all  other  the  appurtenances,  und  lot  uii 
erection  of  mills  and  other  buildii^  thereon.  To  piB<l» 
any  adjoining  or  neighbouring  property  which  itnuyw 
thought  desirable  to  acquire,  and  any  machinery,  {Inti 
works,  and  conveniences. 

The  list  of  applications  for  shares  in  the  Qi^ 
Tramways  Company  will  be  dosed  on  the  24th  iutut,  fa 
London,  and  on  the  2Sth  instant,  for  the  countr}-. 

The  subscription  list  for  the  stock  of  the  Kw:  »ai  ««« 
Junction  Ilailway  closes  on  the  24th  instant  tur  Lionl<ii|i» 
on  the  25th  instant  for  the  country. 

The  prospectus  of  the  Alexandra  and  Mao»ell  BU 
Estate  Tontine,  with  certificates  representing  SJOv) 
guineas,  is  issued,  entitling  the  holders,  in  propirlis  a^ 
they  may  possess  a  single  certificate  of  one  gninat  a  ».' 
larger  number,  to  participate  in  the  various  objects  of  'i\ 
institution,  or  to  take  their  share  of  the  entire  pnpo^  ''' 
the  Palace  and  grounds  of  498  acres,  should  they,  ifi«3 
years  hence,  be  among  the  surviving  holders.  Kidi  sir 
Bcriber  has  several  options  as  to  the  mode  in  which  he  wy 
obtein  a  return  for  his  investment,  and  be  TiitiiC.' 
guaranteed  against  loss. 


The  recordership  of  Pontefract,  in  Yorkshire,  htshw*- 
vacant  by  the  appointment  of  Mr.  J.  L.  Haniuy  to  be  > 
metropolitan  police  magistrate. 

Mr.  Robert  Furley,  solicitor  of  Ashford,  in  tie  coobIt.. 
Kent,  has  resijgued  the  office  of  clerk  to  the  jostjosof  tit 
Ashford  division,  which  post  he  has  occnpi^  for  the  »( 
period  of  forty  yeam. 

Retibbmbnt  or  Mu.  Mekewetukb,  Q.C — Mt.  H.  t- 
Merewether,  Q.C.,  leader  of  the  Parliamentiry  B». 
addressing  a  Committee  oi  the  House  of  Lordi  <a^4: 
18,  said  that  was  the  last  occasion  upon  which  he  an:'' 
have  the  honour  of  addressing  their  Lordships,  *'^'^F^ 
hisdeepsense  of  the  uniform  courtesy  and  landnesJ  vw™* 
had  received  from  members  of  their  Lordships'  Hoa«-  *■ 
Merewether  was  called  to  the  Bar  at  the  Inner  Temf » ij 
June  1837,  and  was  created  a  Queen's  Counsel  in  l!^ 
He  has  been  Recorder  of  Devizes  since  1842,  tnd  i»  >^ 
Chairman  of  the  Wilts  sessions. 

Mr.  R.  p.  Ttrwhixt.— Mr.  Robert  Philip  Ty"** 
barrister-at  law,  has  resigned  the  office  of  in8|pistrttt  «•  I 
metropolitan  bench,  to  which  he  was  appomted  aK*- 
Mr.  O^hitt  is  the  eldest  son  of  Richard  Tytwhtt*".' 
of  Nantyr  Hall,  Recorder  of  Chester,  by  EliMbeth,*?"'. 
of  the  Rev,  Jonathan  Lepyeatt,  M,A.,  rector  «i|''^l 
Hallingbury,   Essex,    He  is,  therefore,  a  nspke*  ■  " 
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MS  Jones,  Bart,  wbo  asmimed  the  aomame  of  Jones,  in 
of  "hrrwhitt,  on  succeeding  to  the  estates  of  his  matmial 
is,  Sir  Thomas  Jones,  Ent.,  of  the  blood  of  Sir  Thomas 
3,  Chief  Justice  of  the  Conrt  of  Common  Pleas  in  the 
of  James  IL  The  first-named  Sir  Thomas  Jones,  was 
nmdfattier  of  Sir  Henry  IVrwhitt,  the  present  baronet, 
ewife  (Lady  Tyrwhitt)  has  recently  succeeded  to  a 
^e,  as  the  Kroness  Bemers.  Mr.  R.  P.  Tyrwhitt,  the 
gg magistrate,  was  bom  on  the  15th  July,  1798,  and  has, 
fore,  just  completed  his  seventy-third  year.  He  was 
I  to  the  bar  at  the  Inner  Temple  in  February,  1825, 
from  1830  to  1837  he  reported  cases  in  the  Exchequer 
^chequer  Chamber,  which  are  embodied  in  two  volumes 
i\r  Beports.  In  1846  he  published  a  work,  entitled, 
nmary  of  the  Law  of  llodem  Pleading."  Previous  to 
ppointment  to  the  magistracy  in  1847,  he  practised  on 
)xford  Circuit,  and  attend^  the  Berkshire  sessions, 
ryrwhitt  married,  in  1824,  Catherine  Wigley,  daughter 
»ry  St  John,  Esq.,  and  granddaughter  of  the  Hon.  St 
'ew  St  John,  some  time  Dean  of  Worcester,  by  which 
he  had  three  sons,  two  of  whom  are  clergymen. 


BIBTHB.   MABBIAOKS,  AHO  DEATHS. 

BIRTHS. 
KEK— On  Juhr  17,  at  47,  Warwick-gardens,  Kensington, 
the  wife  of  James  Heather,  jun.,  Esq.,  of  a  son. 
I— On  July  13,  at  Midhnrst,  the  wife  of  James  Lucas, 
.,  solicitor,  of  a  daughter. 

MABRIAOBS. 

E— Tallents — On  July  18,  at  Newark,  Henry  O'Hara 
at,  Esq.,  of  the  Inner  Temple,  bairister-at-law,  to 
eUa,  third  daughter  of  Godfrey  TaUauts,  Esq.,  of  Newark, 
Is. 

DEATHS. 

K-On  July  17,  Charles  Pettitt  Allen,  Esq.,  of  27,  Ken- 
[ton-gate,  and  of  17,  Carliale-street,  Soho-square,  in  the 
year  of  his  age. 


LOHOOl  6AZBTTES. 


TreSMsioiul  PirtaanUpa  DisiolTed. 

TmsDAT,  July  IB,  U71. 
tm.  Ic  Chaa  Scott,  Oire7.>t,  UDColn'i-inn,  Attom^s  and  Soli- 
.  JnlrS. 

k,  W.,  Sfdmy  Qtita,  A  Geo  Loaden,  Old  Pal*aa-ytr4,  Wast- 
ter,  Attorneys  and  SoUdtora.    June  IS. 

Viadiog-np  of  Joint  Stotk  Oompaaias. 

FftistT,  la\j  14,  1S71. 
UNumnD  la  Cbahcebt. 
a  Coootjr  Penny  Bank,  -Vice  Cbaneellor  Bacon  has,  by  an  order 
Jnly  6,  appointed  Mr.  Goorge  Wtaiffln,  8,  Old  Jewry,  to  tie 
.1  liqaldator. 

u  Asrarance  Society.— Petition  Ibr  -winding  np,  presented  Jnly 
«cted  to  be  heard  before  Vice  Ctianeellor  Maltii*,  on  July  21 . 
er,  St  8within'a-lane,80lidtor  for  the  petitioner. 

LmiTSD  m  CaADoaBT. 
iDtal  Wine  Company  (JUmited).-  Vice  Chancellor  JIallns  bu,  by 
der  dated  Jnly  7,  ordered  tbat  the  abore  company  be  wound  up 
ii  conrt.    Qole,  Lime-it,  solicitors  for  the  petitionan. 
titire  Sopp'.r  Aieociatlon  (Limited).— Petition  for  winding  up, 
ited  Joly  5,  'directed  to  be  beard  beiora  tbe  Master  of  the  Rolls 
>l;  33.    Harris.  Ctaaocery-lane,  solicitor  for  tbe  petitionen. 
I  ailier  Ijead  Mining  Company  ( Limlled).— Fetilioo  for  winding 
r«Moted  Jnly  11.  directed  to  be  heard  before  tbe  ICsster  of  the 
en  Joly  tt.     Darts,  Barp-lase,  Qt  Tower-it,  solicitor  tot  the 
«ier. 

i  Land,  Railway,  and  Mining  Company  (Limited).— Petition  for 
W  np,  praaentad  Jnly  13,  directed  to  be  heard  before  the  Uaiter 
>  Rolls  un  Jnly  U.  CoUate  *  Oollette,  Unooln's-inn-Aelds,  soll- 
tot  tba  petltioiiers. 

TcitSDiT,  July  18,  1871. 
UsuaiTCD  IM  Cbakcxbt, 
I  Parlt  Eitate. — Creditors  are  required,  on  or  before  Sept  1,  to 
tfaelr  names  and  addressea,  and  tbe  foil  partlenlars  of  their  debts 
iin»  to  Fredk  Jamea  Sargood.  Philip-lane,  London-'waU.  Mon- 
loT  6  at  1*,  is  appointed  for  henring  and  adjndioating  npon  tbe 
or  claims. 

Limited  iw  CaAiionT. 
rminna  Hotel  Company  (Limited).— Vice  Chancellor  Ualine  lias, 
I  order  dated  July  7,  ordered  that  the  voluntary  winding  np  of 
boTe  company  be  contlnnid.     Toogood,  Parliainem->t,  solicitor 
lepcUtkmer. 

:Snrcr  Lead  and  Blende  Mining  Company  (•  imited).— Petition 
isdiOE  np,  presented  July  IS,  directed  to  be  heard  before  the 
IT  ot  the  Rolls  on  July  119.  Aahnrst  &  Co,  Old  Jewry,  solicitors 
e  petliior.era. 

«  EapUnarte  and  Villa  Company  (Limited).— The  Master  of  the 
has  fixed  July  tl  at  1.30,  at  his  ebamlwrs,  for  the  appointment 
olllcial  liquidator. 

Steel  and  Iron  Company  (Limited).— Vice  Chancellor  Wickens 
by  an  order  dated  July  1 1,  ordered  that  the  voluntary  winding 


tip  of  the  abore  company  be  continued,  but  snblect  to  the  superrlslon 
of  tbe  court.  Waterfaonse  &  Wlnterbotbam,  Carsy-st,  Lincoln '>-tnn, 
solicitor  for  tlie  petitiono'. 

Frimdly  Sodetiea  Diuolved. 

FaiDAT,  July  M,  1871. 
St  Simon  Zelotes  Sick  and  Benefit  Society,  Schoolroom,  8t  Simon  Zelotes. 
Bethnall  Oreen.    July  10. 

TuuDAT,  Jnly  18,  1871. 
Chaddesley  Gorbett  Friendly  Society,  Talbot  Inn  Chaddesley  Corbett, 
Worcester.    Jnly  1$. 

Creditors  tmder  BstMte  in  Ohueery. 

Latt  Day  of  Proof. 

Fridat,  July  U,  1871.) 

Burf,  Thos  Wm,  Horobnrg,  Prussia,  Esq.    Oct  3.    Kendall  «  Bart,  V.C . 

Bacon.    Crafter,  lilackfriars-rd 
Orossby,  John,  Sunilerlind,  Dorbsm,  Wine  Merchant.    Aug  4.   Crossby 

rCroasby,  M.R.  Kidson,  Sunderland 
James,  Fras,  Blaenavon,  Monmouth,  Farmer.     Oct  38.    Beimett   v 

Edwards,  V.C.  Mallns.    Edwards,  Fontypool 
Jones,  Wm,  Willow-st,  Westminster,  Gent.     Jnly  31.     Richards  v 

Roberts,  M.R.    Underwood,  Holles-at,  CsrendlBh-sq 
Lee.  Thos,  King-Edward's-id,  Hackney,  Oent.     Lee  v  Monk,  M.R. 

Turner  &  Son,  Leadanhall-st 
Ricardo,  Alexander  Louis,  Elizalieth-st,  EatOfMO,  Aug  20,      IntrUs  v 

Hill,  M.R.  WUde  ft  Ck>,  Calleee>biU 

TnissAT,  July  18, 1871. 
Black,  Stanley  OllTsnt,  Sbrewsbnry,  Salop,  Esq.    Joly  26.    Waters  v 

Black.  V.C.  Bacon.    Pailn,  Shrewsbury 
Case,   John,  Bledbank,  wblckam,  Ciimberland,  Tecman,    Aug  10. 

Walker  r  Brockbank,  M.R.  Myers,  Bronghtsn.ln-Fumess 
(Jow,  David,  TsTistock  Hotel,  CoTont-gdn.    Au(c  31.    Harper  e  Kemp, 

V.C.  Malins.    Watneyjon,  London-st.  Fencburch-st 
Heme,  Thos,  CardllT,  Glamorgan.    Oct  2.    Wllcoz  •  Heme,  V.C.  Bacon. 

Spencer,  Cardiff 
Peaohey,  Richd,  Westerbam,  Kent,  Pawnbroker.    Sept  21.    Watklns  « 

Weston,  V.C.  Wickens.    Crook,  Fenchnrch-st 
Whieldoo,   Katherine    Mary.    Wyke    Hall,     nr    Gillingham,   Dorset. 

Sept  I.    Rickaida  r  Whieldon.  V.C.  Wickens.    Walker,   Llncoln's- 

Inn-fleldB 

Creditors  nnder  9St  &  23  Tiot   oap.  8S. 

Lait  Day  of  Claim. 

Fridat,  Jnly  U,  1871. 

Austin,  Wm,  Fool,  Tork,  (Sent.    Sept  14.    Barr  ft  Co,  Leeds 

Blair,  Helena  Anderson,  St  Cross,  nr  Winchester.    Aug  21.    Green  dr 

M(^rly,  Southampton 
Bromley,  John,  Prescott,  Salop,  Oent.    Sept  1.    How,  Shtewsbnry 
Brook,  Wm,Stratford-on-ATon,  Warwick,  Oent.     Aug  10.    Brook  I) 

Chapman,  Abehorch-yd 
CaolSeld,  Ily,  Badnlla,  Ceylon.     Aug  31.    Crosse.  Bell-yd,  Dootors'- 

oommons 
Collls,    Wm,    Brighton,    Sussex,    Cowfceeper.     Aug    39.      HiUman,. 

Lewes 
I>ay,  Eleanor  Johnson,  EdgehlU,  Lpool,  Spinster.    Ang  12.    Wright  ft 

Oo,LpoOI 
Eliyett,  Ann,  Ryde,  Isle  of  Wight .  Widow.    Sept  >.    White,  Ryde 
Knnaon,  John,  Uacard,  Cheater,  Gent.    Sept  1.    HlII,  Lpool 
FarkiU,  Edwd,  Boulogne-sur-Mer,  Esq.  Aug  15.  Farrer  ft  Co,  Llneoln's- 

inn-Selds 
FarweU,  Fredk  Cooper,  Tetteohall,  Sufford,  Solicitor.   Sept  I.  ntrwell, 

Wolverhampton 
Harris,  David,  St  Cleara,  Carmarthen,  Merchant,    Ang  10.    Oreen 
Hely,   Fredk  Oeo,  Bayswater,   Esq,    Sept    1.      Hontley,  Tooley-st, 

Southwaric 
Hirst,  Ben],  Leeds,  Chemist.    Sept  1 1 .    Ford  ft  (>>,  Leeds 
Jarvls,  Charles,  Elm  Tree-rd,  St  John's-wood,  Oent.    Aug  10.    Loess  ft 

Coe,  Argyll-st,  Regent-st 
Jones,  Hannah,  Manch,  Widow.    Aug  31.    Wilkinson,  Maneh 
Joidim,  Ma^  Benaoa  Sloe,  Dawlisb,  Devon,  Widow.  Jnlyjl.  Hlse  ft  Co,. 

Failah-st,  Sonthwark 
Keen,  Fras,  Hove,   Sussex,  Victualler.    Sept    7,     Penfold   ft  Sons, 

Brighton 
Nevett,  Wm,  Lpool,  Esq.    Aug  23.    Simpson  ft  North,  Lpool 
Paine,  Leeds,  Ohsrtham,  Kent,  Esq.    Aug  17.    Callaway  ft  Farley, 

Cantertiniy 
Schaoht,  Adolpbe,  Cheltenham,  Gloueeater.    Ang  22.    TebbsftSons, 

Gt  Knightrider-st 
Stobbart,   Wm,   £astbonnie,   Darlington,    Durham,  (3anL     Sept    1. 

Waistell,  Northallerton 
Storey,    Geo,  Seymonr-pl,  llryanston-sq.  Trimming  Seller.     Nov   1. 

Wooir,  Elng-st,  Cbeapdde 
Talker,  John,  Boston,  Linooln,  Blacksmith.     Aug  2.     StanQsnd  ft 

WlxeiBworth,  Boston 
Tongay,    Wm,   South   Lambeth-rd,  licensed  Victoaller.     Aug   U. 

Bilton,  Coleman-at 
Whiteley,  Wm,  Uversedge,  Tork,  Gent.     Ang  10.      Sykea,   Heck- 

mondwike 
Williams,  Wm,  MIcbselstone  Lower,  Glamorgan,  Overman.    Aug  U. 

Tennant,  Aberavon 
Wooli;Benl,  Olifton-gdns,  Maida-hill,  (Sent.    Nov  I.    Woolf,  King-at,. 

Cheapside 
Wlllement,  Thos,  Faversham,  Kent,  Esq.    Aug  13.    Graham ,  Mitce-ct- 

Cham  bera.  Temple 

TnssDAT,  Jnly  18, 1871. 
Ainswoith.  John  Lees,  Boderw,  St  Asapta,  Flint,  Eaq.    Aug  24.    Jones, 

Denbigh 
Barlow,  Wm,  Blockley,  Mancb,  Farmer.    Ang  26.    Brookes,  Manch 
Bradford,    Robt,  Franks,   Kent,  Merchant.     Sept   20.     FresbAelds, 

Bank-bldgs 
Brightman,  John,  Brighton,  Sussex,  (3ent.  Aug  16.  Roberta  ft  Simpson 

Moorgate-st 
Brown,   Thoe,   Coventry,   Commission   Agent.     Aog   14.     Browett, 

Coventry 


Digitized  by 


Google 


702 


THE  SOLICITORS'  JOURNAL  &  REPORTER.  July  22.1871. 


Barge,  WiKginton,  Bitotol,  ConbeUoner.  Sept  39.  Qwjaa  &  WeaUiorp, 

Bristol 
Gierke,  Mu7,  Downton,  Wilte,  Widow.    Aug  SI,   Townwad  ft  Co, 

PrlDcei-et,  Btorey'e-gate,  Westmineter 
ColUan,  BcDj,  Brlatol,  Oent.    Sept  14.    Sbemrd,  BiMoI 
Daao,  H7,  Stratford,  Eeeez,  Aacttoneer.    Sept  M.    Bistul,  Bnbut-et, 

FbUpot-luie 
Ooodwlo,  43eo,  Newport,  Monmonth,  Frariilon  Uerctauit,    Aog  10.' 

FeUi 
Oregorj,  Clarieea,  Upper  Olsptoo,  Spbuter.    Aug  U,    BumUU  k  Son, 

Tokeiiliooae-7<1 
Hemmood,  Uoodoo,  Cartlebar>rd,  Etllng.    Aug  II.    PbilUpek   Peaie* 

Abehncch-rd 
Hobwii,  John,  eeo,  Weat  Rettbrd,  IfetC*,  Retired   Mtleter.    Sept  I. 

Stepheiuan,  Ot  Orfanaby 
Hopton,   Msrj  Ann,   FitswillUin-rd,  OUptuun-     Aog    16.     Hewitt. 

Nicholaa-Iane,  Lambard-«t 
Moorbonae,  Thomw  lletaon,  Bow-Une,  Embrolderjr  Importer.     Aog  1 0. 

Taylor,  Old  Jein7.cbamben 
Nasb,  Santa,  Ualatead,  Eaaex,  Widow.    Aug  I .    Ardan,  Halatesd 
Newton,  Mettbew,  Sontb  Stockton,  Tork.    Ang  I.    Dodda  ft  Trotter, 

Stookton-on-Teea 
Tempeat,  Saml,  Aitabonio,  Darby,  Innkeeper.     Ang  U.    Bemford, 

Aabbome 
Well,  Bar  Martin  Suderi,  Torqeaj,  Deroo.     Ang  M.    WObb  ft  Co, 

Argyll-at  Begent-at 
Welter,  Spencer  DaTis,  Ewhnrat,  Snaaax,  Esq.     Oct   II.     Uertin, 

Battle 

PUDAT,  Jnlr  14,  IS71. 

Under  the  Bankruptcy  Act,  1869. 

Oredltore  mnat  forward  their  pmofi  of  debta'to  the  Beglit  rar. 

To  Surrender  In  London. 

Boattle,  John,  ft  Jamea  Seattle,  at  Wlncheeter-at-bldgs,  Eait  India 

Merchante.    Pet  July  6.    Sprlng-Rke.    Jnly  M  at  11 
Campbell, Jaa  Darld  Lalghton,Ohlnianbam-rd,  Hanow-rd,  UaJor.   Pet, 

Julys.    Boche.    JslyMatlS 
Harden,  Chaa,  OamberweU  N«w-id,  no  oconpatlan.  Pet  July  11.  Mnrray. 

Aagl  at  II 
TUl,  Wm,  Downahir«-hiU,  Hampetead,  BoUder.     Pet  Jnly  (.     Boeha. 

Jaly  M  at  I 

To  Snrrender  In  the  Conntrr. 
Boulton,  Jobs,  Wykeham,  Tork,  Farmer.     Fet  Jnly  II.     Woodall 

Soarboraogb,  Aog  1  at  1 
Collier.  Wm.  Carbrook,  Sbeffldd.  Beer  Betailar.   Pet  Jnly  6.    Wake. 

Sbeffleld,  Jnly  26  at  1 
Conch,  Deo,  Canterbory,  Kent,  Riding  Utater  I9tli  Rag  Hoaaaia.    Pet 

June  36.    Callaway.    Canterbary,  Jnly  17  at  1 
Dariee,  Tboa,  Foitmadoc,  CamarTon,  Innkeeper.     Pet  Jnly  II.    Jonee. 

Bangor,  July  26  at  1 
Jouee,  By,  Tetrad,  Olamoncan,  Ironoumger.     Pet  Joly  It.      Spiekett. 

Pontypridd,  July  26  at  1 2 
Keaa,  Walter  Tboe,  Lpool,  TaOor.    Pet  July  10.    HIma.    Lpeol,  Jolr 

SI  at  2 
Uoffat,  Geo,  Peterborongh,  Northampton,  Draper.  Pet  Jnly  S.   Oaetaea. 

Peterboroogh,  Jnly  29  at  II 
Boblna,  Chaa  Edwd,  Briatol,  Boot  Uann&Ktnrer.    Pet  Jnly  •.    Harler. 

Briatel,  Jidy  27  at  I. 
Rntherford,  Wm,  Seghill,  Ncrthnmberland,  Pnblioan.     Fat  Jaly  II. 

Uorttmar.    Meweaatle,  Joly  2S  at  1 1.80 
Saundera,  Wm  Hy,  laleworth,  Uiddz,  Bntlder.     Pet  Jnly  II.   Anatoo. 

Breaiibrd,  Jnly  22  at  10 
StereaeoD,  Wm  Hy  Penwortham,  Lancashire,  Meohaole.     Pet  Jnly  II. 

Myrea.    Preaton,  JnlySOat  II. 
Thompeon,  Jonah,  I/>wer  Bronghton,  Lancaahlw,  Biiakmakar.     Fat 

July  II.    Halton.    Sellbrd,  JolyS6at  ll 
Westby,  Bernard  H.,  Cbatbam,  Kent,  Oant  BJL'a  16th  Beg.    Pat  Jnly 

10.    Acwonh.    Eooheater,  July  SI  at  2 
Wilaott,  Andrew,  Lewtoham,  Kent,  Oent,     Pat  Jnly  10.     Famfleld. 

Oreenwich,  Joly  SI  at  2 
WIUoo.  Jka,  iiradlbrd,  York,  Tea  Dealer.    Fet  July  11.    Bebinaen. 

Itradierd,  Ja!y  3e  at  9.30 

TinaDAT,  Jnly  IS,  IS7I, 

Under  the  Bankruptcy  Aot,  1869. 

Creditors  roast  forward  their  pnMb  of  debta  to  the  Begiatrar. 

To  Snrrender  In  London. 

SheOeld,  Hy,  Rood-lane,  Merchant.     Fet  Jnly  12.     Bailttt     Ang  4 

atl« 
Oower,  Wm  Bleckly,  t  Chaa  Arnold  Bleakly,  lata  of  Little  Boah-Iana 
Cannon.st,  Merehanu.    Pet  Jnly  S.    Boebe.    Jnly  IS  at  1 

To  Snmnder  In  the  Ooantry. 
Engllah,  Fredk,  Charlton  Einga,  Qkmceeter,  Mj^or-Oeneral.     Pet  Joly 

IS.    Oale.    Cheltenham,  Jnly  SI  at  12 
Henghton,  Thoe,  Dnkln(leld,(3ieehire,  Draper.     Pot  Jnly  IS.      Hall. 

AahtoD>under-LyDe,  Ang  3  at  1 1 
laiael,  Abraham  Saml,  Cheatham,  T.ancaahlre,  no  eeenpatlon.    Fet  Jnly 

13.    Hnlton.    SaUbrd,  Ang!atll 
Lore,  Alice,  Lyncombe,  Somerset,  Widow.    Pet  Jnly  IS.    Smith.   Bath, 

July  31  at  II 
Nicbolaa,  KIcbd,  Bridgnorth,  Salop,  Fainter.     Fet  Jnly  12.     Potta. 

Madeley.  Aug  2  at  2 
Packard.  John  RIchd,  Eye,  SuHblk,  Gent.     Pet  Jnly  IS.     Pretyman. 

Ipswivii,  July  29  at  12 
Towndtow,  UaTid,  Manch,  Woollen  Heroheat.     Pat  Jaly  IS.     Kay. 

Manch,  An;  4  at  9.S0 
Wllmers,  Chas  Leon,  Wllloughby-pk-rd,  Tottenham.     Pet  July  IS. 

Pulley.    Edmonton,  Ang  S  at  S 

BANKKUFTGIES  ANNULLED. 
FaiDAT.JnlyM,  1871. 

ElUotc,  Edwd  Eden,  Victoriard,  South  Kenainitton,  no   ocenpatien. 
July  II 
WUd,  AIM,  FioTidence-row,  Shepherd's  Bnata,  Carpenter.   Jnly  I 


Liquidation  by  ImagMseDt. 
niSST  MEETINOS  OF  CREDITORS. 
FaiSAT,  July  14,  IS71. 
Allaoh,  Alex,  Belgiare  at,  Argyle  eq,  no  occupation.    July  M  at  II,  at 

oOeee  of  Blichall  It  Rogera,  Sonthamptoa  taldp,  Chsaesc;  aai. 

Harriaon,  Fumlral'a  Inn 
Allaop,  Ttaoa  Edwd,  Fnlnam  rd,  Brampton,  Window  BUid  Huillc- 

turtra.    Aug  1  at  2,atolBoea  of  Wyatt,  Bedftrd  row 
Afflbroae.  Uy,  Lpool,  Baker.   Jnly  26  at  S,  at  oOMa  of  Canakhal, 

Cambridge  chambers.  Lord  at,  Lpool 
Atkln^  BenJ,  Ckaaetown,  Stafford.  Onoer.     JalyStatU,  atoOeisgl 

Dnignan  ft  Co,  The  Bridge,  WahaU    Dale.  WaltaU 
Sanaa,  Wm  Joeepb,  Ftedk  Arthnr  Borraa,  ft  Hy  Bagert  Fivntt.  Bai- 

dersfleld.TamSpinnen.     Jnly  26  at  II,  atoOoesof  Syta^Iillta! 

walk.  Hndderafleld 
Beeching,  Fraa  ft  By  Beaching,  Balcombe,  Saaaez,  Oncers.  Jil;  B 

at  1,  at  the  Terminaa  Hotel,  London  bridge.    Waogb,  OaoklsM 
Braokenbuiy,  Tboe,  Cookermonth,  Onmberlajid,  Shoeoiakar.  Jilrlt 

at  II,  at  offleaa  of  Wicka,  Caatlegata,  Cockenaouth 
Brinkwortb,  Joee^,  HotweUa,  Briatol,  Ship  BoUder.    JulyMaiU,it 

aaoeeofCroes*Co,SmaUstet,BrlataI.     Benaon  ft  EDetsto,  BMa 
Borebell,  Hany,  Hoattnga,  Sosaez,  Statnaiy  Ksaon.   Jily  it  it  I. 

at  the  OoUdhall  CoOae  beoae^  Qraeham  at 
Cairington,  Wm  Dowman,  Dpper  North  st.  Poplar,  Tleansil  VWalla. 

Aug  2  at  12,  at  offlcea  of  Brett  ft  Oo,  Leadenhall  at.     Otygnt  Sat, 

Laadenball  at 
aunaon,  Tboe,  Bbrewabuiy,  Salop,  Taller.     Jaly27  atll.atthiBiit- 
aania  Hotel,  Hardol,  Sbrewsbary.     Herria,  Shrewabory 
Oohen,  Lewia  Colemaa,  BIrm,  Merchant.    Jnly  21  at  12,  at  dba  if 

(Mfln,  Bennett's  hill,  BIrm 
Oeoper,  Wm.  Bndford,  Tork,  Joiner.     Jnly  26  at  II,  at  offlcat  ol  Ticn 

ft  Robinson,  Market  at,  Bradford 
Crofts.  John,  Perry  Bsrr,  StaAiid,  Manager  of  Gon  weeks.  Jdytt't 

12,  at  oflka  of  Kennady,  Benoatf a  hiU,  Birm 
Digram,  Tboe,  Cole  hliriodge,Fnlham,  no  trade.    Jaly25atS,atoaM 

of  Venn,  New  inn.  Strand 
Dobsoo,  ChriatDpher,  Leeda,  Sawyer.    Jnly  27  at  ILateOeeiaf  rsln. 

Bank  chambws.  Park  row,  Leeda 
Dunn,  John,  Slough,  Backs,  Builder.     Aug  1  at  II, at  the  Gretalm. 

Sloogh.    Ctaareley,  Laagley 
Eardley,  Thoe,  Ceellama,  Bangor,  Camarroo,  Ghooor.    Jaiy  n  it  *.  * 

otBoea  of  Foulkea,  Toik  fl,  Bangor 
Erana,  BIctad  Cbaa,  Ebbwyale,  Monmouth,  Saddler.   Aog  I  at  ],tfifta 

of  Jonee,  FTOgmore  at,  Abeigannny 
Braaa,  Wm  Olyn,  Cheater,  Orocer.     Jnly  27  at  I,  at  the  Oaitfce  Haol. 

Temple  et,  LpooL    Hoatage  ft  Co,  Cheater 
Float,  Jea,  Mtfpas,  Ohaeter,  Boot  Mannawtarer.    Inly  26  at  II,  a 

^fHf^^  of  BrUgman  ft  Co,  Cheater 
Foater,  Cephas,  Brighton,  Sassex,  Coal  Factor.    July  2lat  l.atadai 

of  Eady  ft  Championa,  Gt  Wlaebeater  at  bldga 
Fox,  Wm,  AtheraloiULWarwIok,  Bnildar.     Jaly  2S  at  S,  at  oawif 

Rowlanda,  Ann  at,  Birm 
Olate,  Chrlstlaaa  Tyler,  Toxleth  pk,  Lpool,  Sutloner.    July  2>  at  1 1,  a 

offlceofBrabner,  North  John  at,  LfMOl  _      . 

61a«ee,Wra,Banlem,  Stafford,  Beereeller.    Jnly  2}atS,lt  •■c«<' 

TomUneoa,  Hanorer  at,  Boralam 
Ooeling,  Edwin,  Stockport,  Cheeter,  OaMnet  Maker.    AngS  >ti.i> 

offlcea  of  Brown,  Uaraet  pi,  Stockport 
Halket,Mary,Mewcajtla-apon-Tyne,  Spike  Mannibftnwr,    JalySa 

12,  atoBce  of  Ingledew  ft  Danett,  Dean  at,  Newcaalle  apee  1^ 
Hammond,  Gee,  Bromlay.  Kent,  Finmber.  Jnly  16  at  S,  at  oOeti  tfKv- 

ahaU.Uneoln'alnn  flelda  „   ^ 

Harray,  Edwin  Welch,  Derby,  Joiner.   Joly  MatS.at  oOoetifUKt. 

Fall  st,  Derby 
Hawkaley,  John,  SheOeld,  Buloher,     Joly  IS  at  2,  at  eOcea  a(  hitiL 

ShaOMd 
Heeling,  Saml  Thoe.  Steward  at.  Biahopagata,  Plamber.     /Leg  •  st  >.  u 

offlceofNhid,BaalnghaUat  ,  ^ 

Henaworth,  Hy  Wm,  Stratfbrd  pi,  Oxford  at,  Baqaire.     JalySI  at  I,  a 

olBoe  of  Morley  ft  Shirrefl,  Mark  lane 
BiUa,  Thoe,  Byd^  lale  of  Wight,  Orocer.     Jaly  IT  at  12.  atlktOnn 

Hotel,  Ryde  .  ,    ^  .,  . 

Hebeoa, Thoe Borrowea,  Ooedby,  Leieaatar,  Farmer.      Joly  iS«l.a 

oOoee  of  Owaion,  Friar  lane,  Lelceater  _     . 

Holt.  Jaa,  Bolton ,  Lanoaahire,  Wheelwilght.     July  16  at  2,  at  <■«  • 

Byley,  Mawdalay  aa,  Bolton  ^_ 

Ii«tam,  John,  Ben^,  Oheater,  OaMnet  Maker.    July  IS  at  tJI.  at  As 

of  Bridgman  ft  Co,  Newgate  at,^3heeter  ^ 

Jeakmarrhoe,  Thatoham,  Berka,  Blaekniith.    Jnly  *4  atll,at«» 

of  Care,  Newbury  ., , 

Jaaka,  Geo  Saml,  Arundel  pi,  OoreotiT  st,   Haymarkat,  Ubm 

TIetaaller.     July  27  at  2,  at  oflloea  of  Blaehltard  ft  Biehea,  01  Sna 

allay,  Moorgata  at 
Jodd.  FNdkWa,  Old  Kent  rd,n-itot  bnalneaa.    Jnly  26  at  i,  si  *• 

of  carter  ft  Bell,  Lasdenhnll  m 
Laelia,  Hy  Temple,  dlflon.  Briatol,  Protaaor  of  Mnaic.    Jtly  » <>  l'< 

atoOceeofHancockftOD,  John  st,  Bristol.    Frees  ft  Iaak4,>R«si 
Letford,  Edwd,  Momington  st,  Camden  town,  Oroeer.    Jaly  27  st  It, « 

offloas  of  Reed  ft  Lonll,  GnlUhall  chambers,  Baalngbsll  s: 
LlTeeley,  Wm,  Hanley,  Stafford,  Earthenware  Manntsetonr.  Jily  '-i 

at  S,et  offlcea  of  Challlnor,Cheapdda.Haaley.    UichSeM,  lieecacli 
Llewellyn.  O40,  DInas,  Glamaigan,  Batcher.     Jnly  2>  at  1,  at  aftm  ^ 

Simons  ft  Flewa,  Ohurch  st,  Merthyr  TydU 
Lloyd,  WmiBromagrore,  Worcester,  Butcher.    Jaly  2S  at  HLK  ■ 

oflleee  of  Wall,  Union  ohambera,  Stodrbrtdge 
Marten,  Wm,  West  it,  Harrow  green.  Leytoostona,  Paiutat.  JsV  » 

at  12,  at  olBeea  of  Geaasaeat,  New  Broad  st  , 

Molntoeb,  John,  Neath,  Qlamwgan,  TranUIng  Draper     Jaly  H  si  - 

at  cOcee  of  Barnard  ft  Oo,  Teinple  st,  Swansea 
Menbem,  John  Joseph,  KUbnm  Park  td.  Mercantile  Clerk.    JalyL" 

I ,  at  offlce  of  Moaa,  Wincheeler  hoose.  Old  Bnad  st 
Herrinan,  Wm,  WllUngton,  Derby,  Oattia  Dealer.    Ang  I  at  i.  •■ 

offices  of  Uriggs,  Full  at,  Derby 
Morgan,  Geo,  Sqaires  si,  Betbnal  green,  Weator.    July  »  »»•>'■ 

olBoes  of  liartoo  ft  Dnw,  Fore  st 


Digitized  by 


Google 


Iy22. 1871,  THE  SOLICITORS'  JOURNAL  &  REPORTER. 


703 


lOUK.  Ernot,  Anooats,  Uaoeb,  Oil  Ucreluuit.  Ang  S  1 3,  at 
acfBiiitoii,  KIii(tt,  Manch 

Uf,  BoM,  Jndil  tt,  EmtoD  rl,  Ironinoncer.  Jalr  15  at  3,  at  offieu 
ndrick  A  MaaMy.  Oreakaa  at.  CatlitraU,  Canonboty  it,  laUnKton 
lu.Beadliic,  Braka,  Aeooantaat.  July*?  at  U,  at  14  Klnc  at, 
tag.  B«ale,BMiitos 

iria,Ma*Sleaii>rl,Liiieolii,Ckl>inetliaker.  JolyMat  I,  atoOeaa 
nr,  Chueh  ji,  Boiton 

a.IohnWOkiuon  ft  Wm  Nnnwick,  York,  BoUden.    Ang  1  at 
afflce  or  Wataon  ft  DIckona,  Market  st,  Bradford 
Stntber,  Seven  SUten  rd,  HoUowaT.  Olaaa  Merchant.    Jalr  ST 
,utlie  Hasona'  hall  Tarem,  Maions'  arenae,  Basliighall  at. 
ton 

,  PMUp,  Manna'  arenne,  Coleman  at.  Tailor.  Jnl;  18  at  13,  at 
OdMliall  CoOke  bonae,  araaham  at.  WeiBbtman,  Onildhall 
ibfn.  Batingliftll  at 

a.rradk,Ok)agb,  Untbwaita,  Toik.  Otoeer.    Jnlr  M  at  S,  at 
■  of  Cnren  ft  Sunderland,  King  it.  Hadderadeld 
Ju,  FljmoDtb,  Savon,  Tnmer.     July  M  at  U,  at  office  of  Ed- 
fa  ft  8oo,  Parade,  Fljrmontb 

Fndk,  Broadway,  Weatmiaater,  OUmaii.      Julf  14  at  1,  at 
•TUa't  Hotel,  Fleet  it.    Menimaa  ft  Co,  Qneaa  at,  OltT 
Blchd  Ooirler,  Mancb,  Mnatoal  Inatroineat  Dealer.     Jolr  16  at 
t  the  Inia  of  Court  Hotel,  Holbom.    Orton,  Maudi 
•Id,  Oran,  Todnorden,  Tork,  Ironfonndar.     July  18  at  S.W,  at 
Jarowe  Hotel,  ^ning  gardena,  Uanob.    Baatwood,  Todmorden 
,rredk.Vkitaebapalrd,LieenNd  ViotoaUer.     Aug   T  at  1,  at 
of  NHh  ft  Co,  SniMk  laae,  Cannon  at 

David,  Aahton-ooder-lyne,  LHioaahin,  Tailor.  July  11  st  1,  at 
of  Rovle,  St  Ann'a  at,  Hanch.    Dockwortb 
Wm,  Old  Compton  at,  iloho,  Haberdaaber.    July  15  at  II,  at  14» 
(aide.   Downaa,  Cheapaida 

irm,  Bewley,  York,  Caka  Merehant.    July  l>  at  11,  at  offlcea 
epbaid  ft  Co,  Laiigate,  Beverley 
.Br.Mandi,lUcUniat.     July  IT  at  1,  at  offloea  of  HnltOB  ft 

.John,  Oldbnry,  Woreeater,  Oas  Fitter.  July  16  at  11,  at  offlcea 
akeipean,  Cbuicb  *t,  Oldbnry 

',Aognataa,Iime  at,Meicluuit.  Ang  T  at  U,  at  the  GhiUdhall 
I  Boom,  Oreebain  st.    Cramp 

in,  Cbaa  Biebd  Raigenfeld,  Stanated,  Kent,  Gent.     July  It  at 
offlee  of  Pullen,  Soatbampum  bldgi.  Chancery  lane 
tr,  Wm,  Shipley,  Tork,  Tinner.    July  IT  at  10,  at  the  Quaeu't 
WdUngtoa  el,  Leeda.  Hargreavea,  Bradjbid  t 

liby.  DIfby  da  Boataanay,  Ot  Wbieheater  it  Udga,  Gent.  July  18 
t  lOaa  of  Symt,  Fnnlval's  inn 

Tboa Sberard,  Uncoln, Comm Agent.  Aug  Sat  II,  at  offlee  of 
Silver  at,  Unooln 

TvaDAT,  July  18,  ItTI. 
th,  Jaa,  aan,  ft  Jaa  AInsworth,  Jan,  Blaekbani,  Lancashire, 
aaara.    July  STat  ll,attba  BtLegar  Inn,BlaGkbnm,    Flekop, 
aom 

lb,  Wm,  Motley,  Tork,  Stoaemaion.    Ang  1  at  4,  at  the  Oolden 
lotel,  Briggata,  Leeda.    Scntdbard,  Uoilay 
Wai  Dyer,  Bath,  Someiaet,  Wine  Uerebant'a  Aasiatant.    Ang  I 
t  the  Ciatlit  Hotel,  Northgate  at,  Bath.    Bearen,  Bradf)»rd-on- 

Uiy.  MeweaaUa-undai^Lyne,  StaObrd,  Qrooer.    Jaly  16  at  II,  at 

eapdda,  Hanley.    Tennant. 

bry  Ann  Caaincg,  Berttird,  Farrier.    July M  at  11,10,  at  ofBee 

igmore  ft  Oo.  Hertford 

Thoe,  Potter's  Bar.  Uiddx,  Bnildar.     Aug  I  at  1,  at  offlcea  of 

Old  ft  RIcbea,  Gt  Swan  allay,  Moorgata  at 

ohn.  Btsbopa  Stortford,  Hartfbrd,  Draper.   July  18  at  II,  at 

1  Haigb,  Kink  at,  ChemaMe 

lal,  Maneb,  Fll«  Mannftetnrar.     July  tlat>,ateaeeaof  Cob- 

0>,  Brown  at,  l(an<h 

ai,  Swanaaa,  Olamorgan,  out  of  bnaineea     July  31  at  3,  at 

of OUftoo  ft  Woodward,  Wtaid  at,  Swanaea 

,  Wm,  Jnn,  Nettoo,  Ohastar,  Fainter.    July  31  st  1,  at  oOoaa 

nham,  Market  at,  Birkenbeitd 

,  neo,  atretford,  Lancashire,  Boot  Dealer.     July  31  st  3.  st 

of  Booth,  Braaennoee  at,  Maaeb 

m  Coleman.  Borongh  High  at.  Linen  Draper.    Aug  1  st  IS,  at 

er  Heath,  Bsainghall  at 

oe.  Kanwyn.  Cornwall,  Hotel  Keeper.     July  N  at  11,  at  ofBcee 

,Coombe  laoe,  Traro 

■mt,  Walt,  TJpper  Teddlngton,  Middz,  Decoiator.     July  M  st 

Bees  tt  Aaburst  ft  Oo.    Walter,  Klsgaton-apoa-Thamea 

Wm,  Swansea,  Olamoisan,  Bookseller.    Joly  17  at  3,  at 

srd  ft  Oo,  Lottabnry.    Strtck  ft  Beningham,  Swansea 

a.  Maaeh,  IronmoDKar.     Aug  1  at  8,  at  offloea  of  Nicholson  ft 

Norfolk  st,  Manch 

Kcimna,  Kdincale,  SufToid,  Farmer.     Aug  3  at  1 1,  at  ofBee  of 

Oalld  st,  BnrtoDHin-Trent 

Horris,  Bath.  BUer.   July  M  at  II,  at  offlee  of  WUton,01d 

.Bath 

Geo,  Lpool.  Ironmoimr.     July  18  at  1 ,  at  offloea  of  Saonders 

bury.  Cherry  at,  Birm.    Uawklna,  Lpool 

I.  Robt,  Over  Darwen,  Laneaabire,  Joiner.    July  IT  at  3,  at  the 

inn,  Bolton  rd.  Over  Darwen.    Ramwell  ft  Co,  ICaneh 

Joseph,  Haattnga,  Snaaex.  Fly  Proprietor.    Aug  i  at  3,  at  3 

1  rd,  Eaat,  St.  I<eana(da.on-Sea 

,  Isaac  GsmmoD,  Deal,  Kent,  Boatbnllder.     July  IS  at  noon,  U 

al  Exehanse  Hotel,  Deal.    Drew,  Deal 

John  Wn,  Balsall  beatli,  Worcerter,  Agent.    July  28  at  10,  at 

'Eaden,B«imaU'ahlll,  Birm 

,  Stephen,  mclsy,  Tork,  Gent.     Jaly  31  at  11,  at  offloee  of 

■■  Berwick,  AHrioit-pl,  Leeds. 

^m,  Orlnablll,  Salop,  Stone  Merchant.     Aug  4  at  11,  at  the 

Hotel,  8hi«wabary.    Craig,  Shrewsbury 

^  ttu.  Qarston,  Laneaabire,  Joiner,     Aug  I  at  3,  at  offloea  of 

Sowu>a,  Dale  ac,  Lpool 

raid.  Boaeaatle,  Cornwall,  Gent.    Auk  9  at  It,   at  the  Wei- 

Hotel,  Boacast'e.    Hodae  ft  Co,  Trnm 

•s,  Moredon,  Wilts,  Builder.     Jaiy  27  at  19,  at  offices  of  Kln- 

Cumbs,  High  at,  Swindon 


Kersey,  Wm.  Blacktrlara  rd,  Beirashment  house  Kaeper.     July  31  at  3 

atoiBeea  of  Pittman,  Stamtbrd  st 
Law,  Wm,  Horsfortta,  Tork,  Quarryman.     Jaly  31  at  3,  at  offlcea  of 

Granger,  Seven  Bank  at,  Leeds 
Lewla ,  Wm,  Swansea,  Glamorgan,  Ucenaed  Victualler.     July  16  at  II, 

at  oiBoe  of  Morrla,  Rutland  st,  Swanaea 
Littlewood,  Joseph  Leonard,  Lincoln,  Fruiterer.  July  IHtt  11,  at  offlcea 

of  Harrison,  Bank  st,  Lincoln 
Newton,  Ttaoe,  Bootle,  nr  Lpool,  Orooer,     July  88  st  3,  at  office  of  Nor- 

don,  Oook  st,  Lpool 
Normington,  John,  Leeds,  Cabinet  Maker.  Ang  1  at  1,  at  office  of  Bider, 

Park  row.  Leeda 
Preaton,  Fraa,  Manch,  Engineer.    Jaly  31  at  3,  at  offlcea  of  Fox,  Aan  st, 

Manch 
Price,  Fredk  Thos,  Bradfi>rd-on-Avon,  Wilts,  Hairdresser.     July  31  at 

9,  at  cOceaof  PoeockftSon.Union  st,  Batb.    Starapnell,  Bradford 
Reeves,  Jaa,  Blackpool,  Lancashire,  Fishmonger.     Ang  3  at  3,  at  offlcea 

of  Jones,  Pilnoesast,  Usnch 
Bideal.  Sami,  St  Heleo's  Lancashire,  Licensed  Vletuallen     Aug  1  at  3, 

at  offlces  of  Olbaon  ft  BoUand,  South  Joha  at,  LpooL    Beatley  ft 

Oppeoheim,  St  Helen's 
Rcsser,Thos.  Femdale,  Olamotgan,  Liceaaed  Tlctoaller.    Joly  IS  at 

II,  at  offlcea  of  Roeaer  ft  HUUIpa.  Oaaon  at,  Aberdare 
Rowell,  Joseph,  TtetorlachambetaiVletorlast,  Westminster,  Wire  Fence 

Contractor.    Ang  T  at  8,  at  the  Inns  o  I  Court  Hotel,  Holbom.  Biabop,. 

New  inn 
Sabine,  Ebeneaer,  High  tt,  Hcmerton,  Qerk.     Aug  3  at  3,  at  offloea  of 

Pittman,  Onildball  chambera.  Basin  Aall  tt 
Scalfe,  John,  Barton,  Tork,  Grocer.    Joly  3>  at  II,  at  oOoea  of  Stea- 

venson.  Chancery  lane,  Darlington 
Sedgwick.  Wm  Longstatr,  Sanderiand,  Durham,  Engine  Fitter.    Aug  I 

at  II,  at  ofBcea  of  Steel,  Lambton  st,  Sunderbuid 
Serir,  Christopher,  Harwood  ler.  King's  rd,  Fniliam,  Baker.    July  IT  at 

3,  at  efficas  ot  Marshall,  Lincdn'a  Inn  flelda 
Sheen,  Thos,  Howard's  bidga.  Central 'at,  St  Lake's,  Ironfounder.    Jnly 

16  at  It,  at  offloea  of  Howell,  Oheapakla 
Shepberd,  Alf,  Dresden,  Staa)rd,  Merchant     Aug  4  at  3, at  the  Copo- 

land  Anns  Hotel,  Stoke-npon-Trent.    Welch,  Longtoa 
Slater,  Jaa,  South  Normanton,  Derby,  Orooer.     Ang  3  at  3,  at  the 

Oeorgt  Hotel,  AUreton.    Briggs,  Derby 
SmelUe,  Wm ,  Camborne,  Cornwall,  Mercer.    July  M  at  t,  at  offlcea  of 

Danlell,  Commeroial  aq,  Camborne.    Trevana,  Tmn 
Stevana,  Saml.  Beading,  Berks,  Upholsterer.     Aug  3  at  II,  at  offlee  of 

Beale,  Loodon  at.  Beading 
Satton,  John,  Hoxton  at,  Cbemlat.    July  14,  at  offlcee  of  Dobeon,  Chan- 

oeiy  chambera,  Qnality  ot.  Chancery  lane 
TibUela,  Biobd,  Bnbonme,  Kent,  Miller.  Aug  1  at  I,  at  the  Royal  Oak 

Hotel,  Aabibrd.    Mhiter,  Folkeetone 
Tnekar  John,  JuikKiathPetherton,  Someraat,  Baker.    July  18  at  13,. 

at  onoea  of  Reed  ft  Cook,  King'a  aq,  Bridgwater 
Tnmer,  Geo,  Bins,  Potato  Dealer.      Aug  6  at  10,  at  offlee  ofCheston, 

Moor  at,  Birm 
Welch,  Edwd  John  Cowling,  Molina  pi.  Grove  End  rd,  St  John'a  Wood, 

Engineer.    July  31  at  II,  at  offloee  of  Sydney  ft^Co,  Basinghall  st 
WelU,  Isaac,  Aalon,  Warwick,  Baker.    July  19- at  11,  atofflcea  ofLowe,. 

Temple  at,  Birm 
Whlttaker,  Job,  Lyncomba,  Someraet,  Dealer.    Jnly  31  at  II,  at  ofllee 

of  Webb,  Fountain  bldga.  Bath 
Whyatt,  John,  Manch,  Wtaolaaale  Hositr.    Aug  1  at  1^  at  offloea  of 

DiggMa,  Cooper  at,  Manch 
Williama,  Walt,  Neath,  GUmocgan,  Drapar.    Aag  I  at  IS,  at  6  Tork  at, 

Manch.    Morgan,  Neath 
Woodward,  Geo,  CUy  Crcsa,  Dei^,  Miner.    Jnly  31  at  3,  at  offloaa  of 

Gee,  High  at,  ChestarAeld 
Toang,John,  Leeda,  TaUor.    Aug  1  at  II,  at  offlcee  of  Pullan.Bank 

chambera.  Park  row,  Leeda 

GRESHAM     LIFE    ASSURANCE    SOOIETT, 
IT,  OLD  JEWBT,  LONDON,  E.C. 
SOUCITOBS  are  Invited  to  bitrodnce,  on  behalf  of  their  clieats.  Fro- 
poaals  for  Loane  on  Freehold  or  Leasehold  Property,  Reversions,    Life 
mieNata,  or  other  adeiinata  aecarltlaa. 
PropotaUmay  bemadain  tbeOratinataaeaaoeordiiigtotbefillowtng 

Paaroaai.  roa  Loa«  ok  MoaTOAoaa. 

Data 

latrodneed  by  (afofa  namt  mtd  adirm  tf  tMdlor) 

Amooat  required  4 

Time  and  mode  of  repayment  (l.e.,  isAaMar  fir  «  frm  frfbt,  or  tp 
•aaasl  or  oMsr  paimsnli) 

Security  {ftaU  Oorttt  Ot  parUmlart  tf  ssewity,  and,  if  Umd  tr  iuiU- 
<n«a,  Male  tkt  Mt  amHaKnciMM). 

Sute  what  Uh  Policy  flf  any)  U  proposed  to  be  sObeted  with  tha 
Greshara  Office  In  connection  with  the  aecnrlty. 

By  order  ot  the  Board, 

F.  ALLAN  CORTIS,  Actuary  aad  Saeretaiy. 


THE  LA(V  OF  TRADE  MABESt  with  gome 
aoconnt  of  la  Histoiy  and  Development  in  the  DeoiaionB  of  tbo 
Coarta  of  Law  and  Eqalty.  By  EDWARD  LLOTD,  Esq.,  of  Linooln'a- 
Inn,  Barriater-at-Law.    Price  Sa. 

*  1  am  Indebted  to  the  very  valoable  little  publieation  of  Mr.  Lloyd, 
who  has  collected  all  the  authoritiea  on  this  subject."  -T.C.  WooB,  in 
McAndrew  v.  Baasett,  March  4. 

12.  Cookt-oonrt,  Carey-aueot,  Lincoln'a-ina,  W.C. 

r^INE   FLAVOURED   STRONG  BEEF   TEA  «t 

r      aboat  S4d.  a  pint.    ASK  FOR  LIEBIG  COMPANT'S  EXTRACT 
of  Meat,  leqalring  Baron  Liobig  the  Inventor's  Slgnatoto  on  every 
Jar,  beluK  the  only  liuarantoe  of  genuineness. 
Excellent  eoononiioal  stock  for  soaps,  tauoes,  fto. 
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Aldsnbot  Lodge.— An  excellent  Reaidenilal  Estsu  mar  to  the  Old 
Church  tt  Alderahot,  in  the  Connty  of  Hinti,  about  half  a  mile  from 
the  Railway  Statioo  and  near  to  the  Camp. 

MB.  J0H14  LEES  has  been  favoured  with  instruc- 
tions to  nibmit  to  PUBUC  COMPETITION,  at  the  MABT, 
Tokenhonae-vard,  London,  on  WEDNESDAY,  the  9tb  AUGUST,  at 
ONE  for  TWO  Donetnally,  in  Three  LoHi  onlees  an  acceptable  ofller  be 
preTinnely  made  by  private  contract,  a  meet  deairaUa  RESIDENTIAL 
FBOPERTT,  known  aa  Aldenbot  Lodite,  comprltlog  •  commodiona 
Family  Reeidenoe,  itandinit  In  park-like  gronnda  etoddod  with  line  old 
timber  and  occnpying  an  elevated  poilUon  In  this  salnbrions  and  de- 
•itable  locality.  It  is  ebont  half  a  mile  from  Aldenhot  Railway  Station 
and  the  Permanent  Oamp,  one  mile  from  Tongbam  Railway  Station,  two 
milea  from  Ash  Station  on  the  South  Eastern  Railway,  and  three  from 
Famham.  The  House  is  conveniently  planned  and  fitted  for  the  re- 
quirements of  a  gentleman's  fiimily,  it  has  capital  atabllng  for  seven 
horses,  double  coach  house  and  groom's  rooms,  convenient  farm  build- 
ings, Eardener's  cotiaue,  well  stocked  and  producUvs  kitchen  garden 
with  thriving  fruit  trees.  The  pleaaore  groands  are  tastefally arranged 
and  the  whole  comprises  an  ares  of  abont  3i  acree  lying  within  a  ring 
fence  and  posscsainit  considerable  frontages  to  public  roada,  whiob,  if 
desired,  may  be  utilised  lor  building  pnrpoaea  irithont  detiaoting  from 
the  comfort  of  the  residence.  Oootln^ons  are  two  fields,  containing 
about  IS  acres  of  very  prodnotlve  land  at  preaeot  nnder  garden  caltlva- 
tion.  but  adapted  for  building  porpoeea,  also  a  eottage  In  Church  lane, 
with  lour  acres  of  larden  ground,  commanding  an  extensive  view,  and 
admirably  adapted  for  the  site  lor  a  TlUa.  The  property  Inolndea  a  total 
area  of  about  48  acres  and  is  well  aopplied  with  water.  It  la  partly  In 
hand  and  partly  let,  but  early  poaseialon  may  be  had  of  the  whole.  The 
value  of  the  property  will  be  very  greatly  Increased  if  the  Irontage  be 
let  for  building. 

The  residence  may  be  viewed  by  permission  of  the  tenant  by  cards 
only,  and  partlculan  obtained  of 

0. 0.  MORRISON,  Esq.,  sollollor.  Relgate ; 

Messrs.  MORRISON  &  HEAD,  sollelton,  3»,  Poultry,  London,  E.C.; 

Messrs.  HARRISON'S,  sollelton.  Walbrook,  London,  E.C.  ; 
at  the  Inns  in  the  neighbourhood ;  and  of  Ur.  JOHN  LEES,  aactloneer 
aad  eslats  agent,  Relgate,  Surrey. 


North  Devon,  three  miles  from  South  Molton,  16  miles  from  Tiverton, 
It  miles  from  Barnstaple,  and  close  by  the  North  Devon  and  Somerset 
Railway,  now  in  progress.— The  very  valusble  Manor  of  Bishop's 
Nympton,  otherwise  Nvmet  Bishop,  situate  In  the  pariah  of  Blabop's 
Nympton,  freehold  and  land  tax  redeemed ;  oomprlslng  3,314  acres 
of  arable,  pasture,  meadow,  and  wood  land,  with  numerous  farm- 
houses snd  homesteads,  two  water  corn-mills,  two  publlc-honaea,  and 
a  number  of  dwelUog-houses  and  cottages  In  the  village  nf  Blehop'a 
Nympton,  together  with  the  chief  rents  and  manorial  rights  and  pri- 
vileges thereto  belonging,  the  whole  being  of  the  annual  valne  of 
about  £4,000.  The  estate  la  bonnded  by  good  salmon  and  trout 
streams,  and  Is  noted  for  its  excellent  partridge  and  woodcock 
shooting. 

MR.  W.  A.  BOWLER  has  received  instructions 
from  the  Trustees  to  SELL  the  above  very  valuable  ESTATE 
by  AUCTION;  at  the  MART,  Tokenhouse  yard,  London,  on  TUESDAY, 
the  26th  day  of  JULY,  1871,  at  TWO  o'clock  preciaely.  In  One  Lot,  nn- 
leas  previously  dlsp<«ed  of  by  private  contract.  The  Manor  of  Bishop's 
Nympton,  oinerwliie  Nymet  Bishop,  Ilea  almost  in  a  ring  fence,  and 
compiises  about  3,314  acres  of  arable,  pasture,  meadow,  and  wood  land, 
with  fjarmhonaea  and  homesteads,  mills,  publlc-hoosea,  nwneroas 
dwelling-honse«.  and  the  principal  portion  of  the  villaga  of  Bishop's 
Nympton,  and  (with  the  exception  of  abont  MO  acres,  wUeb  are  copy- 
holds held  on  Urea)  Is  let  at  rack  rents  to  a  respeotable  tenantry,  the 
sporting  sod  fishing  being  reserved.  It  is  abont  three  mllaa  from  the 
capital  market  town  of  South  Molton,  about  18  milea  from  the  South 
Molton-road  Station  on  the  North  Devon  Line  of  Railway,  and  If!  miles 
from  the  Tiiertnn  Station  on  the  Bristol  and  Exeter  Railway,  thus 
rendering  it  easily  accessible  from  London  or  the  North  of  England. 
The  North  Devon  and  Somerset  Railway  la  now  in  course  of  construc- 
tion through  the  parish,  and  will  have  a  atation  at  South  Molton, 
which  wilt  materially  enhance  the  value  of  the  manor.  The  oopyholds, 
which  ate  still  out,  are  mostly  held  on  aged  lives,  and  may  be  expected 
ahortly  to  fall  in  hand.  The  rental  value  of  theae  copyholds  is  about 
£%^^)  per  annum.  The  annual  value  of  the  whole  estate,  including  the 
copyholds  and  the  shooting  and  fishing,  which  are  nnexceptlonably 
gnod.  Is  about  £1,001)  per  annum.  The  attention  of  gentlemen  de- 
tiring  an  Improvable  lauded  Investment  la  especlslly  directed  to  this 
prop^ty,  whloh.  by  a  Judicious  expenditure  of  capital,  is  oapable  of  con- 
alderable  improvoment.  The  title  being  derived  from  the  Ecclesiastical 
Commissioners  will^nder  tha  expenses  of  the  conveyance  very 
trifling. 

Partlcniara  and  conditions  of  sale,  with  plans,  are  in  course  of  pre- 
paration, and  may  be  had  In  due  time  of 

Messrs.  SANDERS,  BIRCH,  fc  BARNES,  solicitors,  Exeter ; 
at  the  Aiution  Mart,  London;  at  the  office  of  the  Midland  Conntlea 
Henid,  Birmingham ;  at  the  Queen's  Hotel,  Maneheater;  the  AdelphI 
Hotel.  Liverpool;  the  White  Lion  Hotel,  Bristol;  the  Bed  Lion, 
Blabop's  Nympton ;  the  George  Hotel,  South  Moltoa  ;  of  Meeara.  J.  & 
H.  DREW,  land  agents,  Qneen  street,  Exeter  ;  of  GEORGE  ARNOLD, 
Esq  ,  land  agent,  Dolton,  North  Devon  ;  and  of  Mr.  W.  A.  BOWLEB, 
land  and  timber  surveyor  and  valuer,  estate  agent,  and  aucUoneer,  7, 
Whitehall  place,  Westminster. 


MESSRS.  CADLE  &  BUBB'S  LAND  and 
ESTATB  BEQISTER  of  town  snd  ooantry  residenoea,  ahooting 
and  fishing  quarters,  can  be  obtained  on  the  1st  of  each  month  on  ap- 
plication at  the  West  Midland  and  South  Wales  Lsnd  Improvement  and 
Atcency  Offices,  U.  Chancery-lane,  L«ndon,  E.C..  and  ClareiKe-sirect, 
Qlnucester. 


TO  SOLICITOBS  and  OTHERS.— An  established 
City  firm  of  Law  SMtionen,  Lilhographen,  &c.,  would  be  happy 
to  treat  literally  for  the  Introduction  of  busineas.— Address,  Lsx  &  Co., 
Messrs.  Tucker  a.  Sescombe,77,  Cannon-street,  E.C. 


MESSRS.  DEBENHAM,  TE  WSOS  4  FARJIES  S 
LIST  of  ESTATES  and  BOOSES  to  be  SOLO  or  UT.  isdetet 
Landed  Eatates,  Town  and  Country  Reaidencea,  Baattat  aa4  kgou 
Quarters,  Farms,  Ground  Bents,  Rent  Charges,  EoosB  tta/e^  M 
Investments  generslly.  Is  published  on  the  first  day  of  act  bv, 
and  may  be  obtained,  fires  of  charge,  at  ttielr  oOaes,  M,  Cli<ani4i,  LC, 
or  will  be  sent  by  post  In  return  for  two  stamps.— Partieaiaa  fet  iw. 
tion  should  be  received  not  later  than  fbur  days  pcevtoas  tsix  ri 
of  the  preceding  month. 

Newgate-stieet,  City,  close  to  Oieapalde  and  the  Otnsnl  ?t>t4fci- 
Safe  Investment  in  an  important  cnnmerdal  Pn^ierty  let  on  '.cue'. 
a  flrat-olasa  firm  of  warehouaemen  at  £B00  per  asnam. 

MESSRS.  DEBENHAM,  TEWSON  &  FAElffi 
will  SELL,  at  the  MART,  on  TUESDAY,  ADQOSTI,*  TIJ 
the  COUHANDINQ  PREMISES,  No.  I».  King  Edward  itnol,Me;n 
a  good  position  st  the  corner  of  Ball  and  Month  street.  tadesKs^ti 
superficial  Srea  of  about  2 ,600  flset.    They  compriae  a  labtlaiititf)  av 
structed  modern  warehouse  of  six  lofty  and  well  'ilgliteil  loni.  r; 
oonveniencea  for  loading  and  unloadfaiggoadB.    Leioo  lateeuXaa. 
Harrison  &  Smith  at  £900  per  annum.  The  property  is  held  line  bi 
the  Govemora  of  Chriat'a  Hospital  for  the  reaidoe  of  a  t«in  banx  • 
years  unexpired  at  lAdy-day  laat.  at  a  ground  r«m  of  jEaS  pertaso. 
snd  will  be  aold  auhtecc  to  a  mortgage  of  £6,000. 
Particulars  and  conditiona  of  aale  may  be  had  of 
T.  a.  BULLEN,  Esq.,  solicitor,  7  and  8,  Barge  yui  duak'\ 
Bucklersbury ; 
and  of  the  Auctioneers. 80,  Cheapaida,  E.C 


TUESDAY  next,  JULY  V>,  1871. 

MESSRS.    JONES  &   RAGGETT  wiU  offa ; 
AUCTION,  at  GARRAW AY'S,  Change-alley,  CoaUI, a. C5. 
o'clock  preciaely.  In  Lota : — 

BAYSWATER-HILU— Four  Oottagea  aad  stabUog,  Noa.  l,i,Vi» 
10,  Vlctoria-grove-mews. 

AN  IMPROVED  RENTAL  of  £M  per  annum,  secutsd  oe  K«  1  ■:■ 
3,  Ultls  Charles-street,  snd  I,  York-psaasge,  Mary-nreet,  Haosn* 
road. 

26,  MORNINGTOH-CRESCENT,  HAMPSTEAD-BOAD.-tti  «>• 
modloua  Family  Residence  for  Investment  or  occopalian,  of  thi  I'Ju 
value  of  £80. 

CAMDEN-TOWN.— A  dealrable  Honae,  with  a  place  if  <i'^ 
adapted  for  the  erection  of  Busineas  premises,  No.  I,  ilaqiit«rn;t, 
Cainden-aqiuie. 

Auction,  Survey,  and  Talnation  Omces,  4,  Adslaide-flsce,  L3» 
Bridge. 


GLASGOW  and  the  HIGHLANDS.-Roytlrosa. 
via  Urinan  and  Caledonian  Canals,  by  Bsyal  luil  Sua* 
"  lona,"  from  Glasgow  Bridge  Wharf,  conveying  Passeanw  tx  9* 
Fort  William,  and  Inverness  daily  (Sunday  excelled)  st  7  a  I.  |Ti«** 
Greenock  at  8  and  8.i  a  Ji.).  For  Sailinga  to  StaSi,  kot,  &-Ma 
Galrloch,  lioaa-alilre.  Mull,  Skye,  Lewis,  and  Wat  HliUaaK  m 
Time  BiUa,  with  Mapa  and  Tourist  Farea,  free  of  J.  Ca»as  HmV 
Bookaeller,  74  and  75,  Piccadilly,  London;  or  by  post  oa  apfiait-  ~ 
David  HvrcHxsoir  <c  Co.,  US,  ilope-stnet,  Qlugow.  . 


LONDON  OAZETTK  (pubUahed  by  aotberity)  and  LOfDOt  i^ 
COUNTRY  ADVEBTISBMBNT  OFFICE. 
No.  IIT.  CHANCBBY   LANE,  FLKBT   STSSn. 

HENRY  GREEN  (many  years  with  the  late  Gw| 
Reynell),  Advertisement  Apnt,  bege  to  direct  tke  ao 
the  Legal  ProdBSuan  to  the  sdvantages  of  his  lcagexperieaHi< 
of  tweutv-five  years,  in  the  special  Insenlaa  of  alT pco  terns  ai6 


and  hereby  solicits  their  ssntlnned  support. — I(.B.OBecopraf       _ 
ment  only  required,  and  the  strictest  caie  and  peiaiiiSliadl  a^ 
OfHoially  stamped  fbrms  lor  adveitiseiBeBta  and  fiia  al  *l« 
Gasette;   kept. 


F 


ESTABLISHED  AJ>.  1704. 

URNISH    YOUR   HOUSE  at  DBASF 

ILLUSTRATED  CATAIiOaUE, 
With  Prioed  FamiaUug  List,  Gratia  and  Post  n«e. 
DEANE'S— Celebrated  Table  Cutlery,  every  variety  ef  style  sad  » 
DEANB'S— Electro-plated  Spoons  and  Forka,  best  aasasAeisR. 
DEANE'S— Blectn-plated  Tea  «e  Coffee  Seta,  L^searStaa4^(>aAl 
DEANB'S— DIah  Covers  snd  Hot  Water  Dishes,  Oovera  b  8aB,MI 
DEANE'S— Papier-mache  Tea  Trays,  in  Seta. fromlla, »»»«<>*■ 
DEANE'S— Brooaed  Tea  and  C  'ffee  Una.  with  Fstest  Iis|«uisJ" 
DEANE'S-Oopper  snd  Brass ' .  lods,  Kettles. Stew  sad  Pnaanlaf 
DEANE'S— Moderator  and  Rock  OU  Umps.  a  large  sad  tmtmm' 
DEANE'S— Domestic  Bsths  for  every  purpose.  Bathrosas  btat 
DEANE'S— Fenden  snd  fire-irons,  in  an  modeni  aad  apfrars^ 
DEANE'S— Bedsteada.  In  Iran  and  Brass.    BeddiMafsofSier 
DEANE'S— Register  Stoves,  London-made  fUtshenan,  Baa(B^ 
DEANE'S— Comiees  and  Cornloa  Polea,  a  great  variety  of 
DEANE'S— Tin  snd  Jspso  Goods.  lion  Ware, aad  OaUBBiT         , 
DEANE'S— Turnery,  Bruahes,  Mats,  Ac.  8troi«  aad  iiiaili'aatir  , 
DEANK'S- HortkinUural  To<da,  Lawn  iiowen.  Gaidea  Mlei^wi 
DEANE'S— Gaa  Chandeliers,  Newly  designed  Fattsras. 
A  dlseaunt  ol  five  per  oeat.  for  cash  payraenta  cf  £>  asd  a 
DEANE  k  Co..  46  (King  William-atreet),  L0«)03I-»««W1 


o 


SLER'S  CRYSTAL  GLASS  CHAKD8 

Tablc  oLsas  or  ux  ams, 
CHANDEUERS  IN  BBONZB  AMD  (WIOIC. 
Moderator  Lamps,  snd  lamps  fer  ladia. 
LONDON- Show  Rooms,  4»,  OXFORD-STBEET,  W. 
BIRMINGILAM-Manulactory  aad  Show  I 
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U  OJia  of  thi$  JovBMAl.  and  oj  th$  WbsUiT  BlPOltTBB, 
M  flow  at  12,  Co<M'i-tourt,  Car$y-itrtH,  W.C. 

U  Suhteiiption  to  tht  Solicttobb'  Journal  »» — Town,  26»., 

Cmmtry  28».;  vnth  tht  Weeklt  Rbfortsb,  52».     Payment 

in  adtana  inelucUt  Doublt  Xumbirt  and  Poatage,  Subacribtrt 

tan  have  their  Voluma  hound  at  tht  OJIet--thth,  2».  6d., 

Ulflaw  ealf,  4<.  id. 

B  litiert  itHmded/orpuiUcation  in  tht  "Solieitorif  /oumal " 

muitbe  trnthentieattd  by  tht  namt  ofth*  writtr,  tho»gh  ntt 

tueititrily  for  puiliaUion. 

ten  difitulty  is  txpiritnetd  in  procuring  tht  Journal  with 

tgularity  in  tht  Provincet,  it  it  rtquttttd  that  applitation  it 

tuit  diriet  to  tht  Puiliihir. 


C^c  S0li:titars'  iauntal. 

LONDON,  JVLT  29,  1871. 


\  tion  for  liquidation  by  arrangement  to  afford  faoilitiei  to 
I  hi*  friendly  orediton  to  enforce  their  debts  by  execatiooi 
before  the  petition  is  aotnally  presented. 


Fhs  Full  Oourt  of  Apfeai.  on  Wednesday  deter- 
led  two  important  oases  in  bankraptcy.  In  the  first 
g,  Ex  parte  Duignan,  Re  Biuell,  their  lordships  nnani- 
nsly  affirmed  a  decision  of  the  Chief  Jadge  (reported 

W.  S.  711)  that  the  presentation  of  a  petition 
liquidation  by  arrangement  is  an  aot  of  bankraptoy, 
I  that  the  title  of  the  trostee  subsequently  appointed 
the  liquidation  relates  back  to  the  date  of  the  presen- 
k>a  of  the  petition.  The  Lord  Ghanoellor  pointed  out 
t,  unless  this  conslruotion  was  adopted,  the  provisions 
lie  Aot  of  1869  for  liquidation  by  arrangement  would 
vholly  nagatory,  for,  if  the  property  of  the  debtor 
I  to  be  at  the  meroy  of  the  judgment  oreditors  during 
whole  period  between  the  presentation  of  the  petition 
.  the  appointment  of  the  trustee,  oreditors  would 
er  assent  to  the  liquidation  of  their  debtor's  affairs 
arraogement.  The  Court  felt,  therefore,  bound  to 
m  the  oonetrnotion  which  the  Chief  Judge  had  put 
n  the  Aot,  notwithstanding  the  express  words  of  the 
subdivision  of  seotion  125  that  the  liquidation  by 
ngeraent  shall  be  deemed  to  hare  oommenoed  aa  from 
date  of  the  appointment  of  the  trustee." 
1  the  second  oase,  Eib  parte  Rook,  Be  Sail,  the  full 
rt  revaraed  a  decision  of  the  Chief  Judge  (reported 
W.   B.  677)  that  a  creditor  who  levies  an  ezeon- 

npon  property  of  his  debtor  (not  a  trader)  before 
presentation  of  a  petition  for  liquidation  by  arrange- 
t,  bat  who  does  not  proceed  to  a  sale  till  after  the 
ion  is  presented,  is  not  entitled  to  hold  the  property 
ih  he  has  seized  as  against  the  trustee  nndur  the 
datioo.  Their  lordships  held  that  the  creditor  was 
led  to  aatiafy  his  debt  out  of  what  he  had  seized, 
gh  the  sale  did  not  take  place  till  aftor  the  petition 
been  presented.  We  do  not  see  how  the  Court  could 
I  to  any  other  oonolusion,  looking  to  the  fact  that 
r  former  Bankraptoy  Acts  it  was  necessary  that  an 
ition  creditor  should  perfect  his  title  by  seizure  and 
tiefore  the  Jiat  or  petition  (seotion  184  of  the  Bank- 
Law  Conaolidation  Aot,  1849),  whereas  there  is  no 
proTision  in  the  Aot  of  1869.  This  decision  of  the 
t  of  Appeal  is  really  in  accordance  with  a  previous 
ion  of  the  Chief  Judge  in  Eit  parte  Tudhunter,  Re 
on,  18  W.  B.  890,  the  only  difference  between 
ease  and  Ex  parte  Rock  being,  that  in  the  lattor  case 
junction  had  been  issued  aftor  the  presentation  of 
Mtition  for  liquidation  to  restrain  further  pro- 
ngs by  the  exeoution  creditor.  That  oiroumstanoe 
us  to  have  been  the  ground  for  the  Chief  Judge 
>g  to  a  oonolusion  in  Ex  parte  Bock,  different  from 
to  which  he  came  in  the  former  case  of  Em  parte 
mter,  bat  it  is  difSoult  to  see  how  the  mere  fact 
sn  injnnotion  was  awarded  to  preserve,  the  property 
ing  the  determination  of  the  rights  of  the  parties 
ing  it,  oonld  change  the  nature  or  the  extent  of 

righta.  The  distinction,  if  maintained,  may  open 
loor  to  a  great  many  fraudulent  transactions,  as  it 
M  easy  for  a  debtor  who  is  about  to  present  a  peti- 


Wb  oaitnqt  Bxri  thimk  that  Lord  Cairns'  decision  not 
to  attempt  the  reconstruction  of  the  Albert  Insurance 
Company  is  for  the  benefit  both  of  the  policyholders  and 
of  the  general  pnblio.  The  chief  proposals  of  the  re<x>n- 
atmotion  committee  were  that  the  claima  against  the 
company  should  be  proved  and  valued,  and  that  the 
dividends  which  would  be  payable  by  the  company  should 
be  ascerteined;  that  all  claims,  except  those  of  policy- 
holders, should  be  paid  at  once;  that  a  matoal  insurance 
oompany  should  be  formed,  for  all  poUoyhelders  who 
would  consent  to  the  terms;  that  all  the  portion  of  the 
assets  payable  to  the  policyholders  should  be  handed 
over  to  this  oompany;  that  each  policyholder  should  be 
entitled  to  receive  a  policy  in  this  company  equivalent 
to  the  dividend  payable  on  his  claim;  and  that  all 
policyholders  who  refused  to  oome  in  under  this  scheme 
shoald  not  be  paid  until  the  time  originally  agreed  upon 
should  arrive,  >.«.,  the  time  of  their  respective  deaths. 

Lord  Oaims  enumerated  many  objeotions  to  this 
ioheme:  among  others,  that,  if  the  ordinary  creditors, 
other  than  the  policyholders,  were  paid  immediately,  it 
is  very  probable  that  ^e  best  assete  would  be  obtained  by 
them,  while  the  more  speoulative  assete  woald  be  set 
apart  for  the  policyholders;  at  all  evente  the  valaation 
might  be  erroneous.  Again,  to  impound  the  claims  of 
the  policyholders  who  did  not  oonsent  would  be  most 
uojnat.  It  is  true  that  the  original  contract  was  that 
the  sum  should  be  payable  only  at  the  death  of  the  person 
insured;  but  this  was  on  the  understanding  that  the 
premiums  would  be  paid  every  year,  and  the  sum  assured 
paid  in  full.  This  arrangement  no  longer  subeiste;  it  is 
but  just  therefore  that  a  dissentient  policyholder  dionld 
be  paid  at  onoe  the  dividend  to  which  he  is  entitled. 
Horeover,  the  assete  representing  the  dividends  ef  the 
dissentiente,  must,  when  handed  over,  either  be  kept 
separate  or  mixed  with  the  general  funds  of  the 
newly-esteblished  oompany.  If  they  be  mixed,  it  is 
possible  that  the  mutual  insurance  scheme  might  not 
succeed,  and  thus  these  dividends  might  be  lost  If,  on 
the  other  hand,  this  part  of  the  assete  be  kept  separate, 
there  would  be  no  advantage  therefrom  to  the  new  com- 
pany; the  money  might  as  well  be  paid  over  at  once  to 
the  policyholders.  Another  important  objection  is  that 
the  good  lives  could  without  difBculty  be  insured  in 
other  offices  of  their  own  choice,  and  wqnld  consequently 
not  assent  to  the  scheme;  while  tainted  lives,  being  un- 
able to  insure  in  other  companies,  would  have  an  in- 
ducement to  come  in  under  the  new  scheme.  This  lia- 
bility to  get  a  preponderance  of  tainted  lives  would  be  a 
great  hindranoe  to  the  success  of  the  n^w  company.  The 
scheme  also  wonld  depend  in  great  measure  on  the  skill. 
Sua.,  of  the  executive,  and  this  executive  would  be  elected 
by  the  suffrages  of  the  consenting  policyholders,  who 
are  scattered  over  the  face  of  the  earth.  Such  a  connti- 
tuenoy  would  not  be  adapted  for  electing  an  able  execu- 
tive, on  whom  all  the  responsibility  would  rest.  The 
mere  fact  of  Lord  Oaims  having  given  his  sanction  to  the 
new  company  might  induce  many  persona  to  Insure  in  it. 
In  the  interest  of  the  public,  therefore,  it  was  particnlarly 
Incumbent  on  him  to  asoertein  the  probability  of  success. 
That  probability  not  being  assured,  he  was  doing  good 
service  to  the  public  in  not  giving  his  sanction  to  the 
scheme.  We  may  also  add  that  the  new  oompany  with 
the  old  name  would  always  be  open  to  the  attacks  of  any 
auEcrupalous  persons  who  could  thereby  moke  any  gain, 
for  the  mere  breath  of  suspicion  would  snffloe  to  hinder 
ite  success,  and  might  easily  bring  it  to  min. 

The  propoeal  of  the  Beconstruotion  Committee  not 
being  adopted,  it  remained  for  Lord  Oaims  to  consider 
whether  any  company  of  repute  wonld  either  under- 
take to  re-insure  without  re-examination  any  consenting 
policyholders  for  auoh  sanis  aa  their  old  premiums  might 
properly  cover,  or  to  carry  on  as  agento  the  business  of  a 
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new  company  coDsisting  of  the  Ba«entiD{f  policyholders- 
iDqairiea  to  this  effect  were  aooordingly  made  of  twenty- 
nine  insurance  companies.  As  regards  the  flmt  proposal 
there  would  of  coarse  be  adrantages  and  aisadraatages. 
On  the  one  hand  there  wonld  be  no  adrerHsements,  no 
expenses  of  agency,  and  there  wonld  also  be  the  imme- 
diate acqnisition  of  a  large  amount  of  business.  On  the 
other  hand  there  would  be  the  risk  of  contracting  in 
ignorance  of  the  health  of  the  persons  assured — there 
being  no  re-examination.  To  this  part  of  the  inquiry 
fifteen  companies  replied,  and  they  all  declined  even  to 
negotiate  on  the  footing  of  taking  orer  and  making 
themselves  responsible  for  policies  without  examination. 
With  regard  to  the  other  part  of  the  inquiry,  fire  offices 
only  were  willing  to  negotiate  as  to  undertaking  the 
agency  either  by  the  remuneration  of  a  commission  or  of 
a  flxed  sum,  proTided  no  responsibility  were  inonrred. 
Lord  Cairns  was  perfectly  justified  in  saying  that  the 
refusal  of  these  twenty-nine  companies  to  undertake  the 
scheme  proposed  to  them  indicates  most  dearly  that  the 
scheme  was  not  one  that  ought  to  be  adopted  by  him  for 
the  company. 

Doubtless,  the  immediate  payment  of  the  polioy- 
kolders  will  be  attended  with  inconveniences.  For  in- 
stance, there  are  many  tainted  lives  who  will  now  find 
it  difflonlt  or  impossible  to  re-insure  in  another  company. 
Having  believed  that  they  had  made  a  provision  for  | 
their  families,  they  now  find  that  what  they  have  got  is  | 
an  immediate  payment  of  a  very  inferior  suAi,  and  that, 
perhaps,  without  the  opportunity  of  now  making  proper 
provision  for  their  death. 

But  no  scheme  can  place  \he  assured  in  as  good  a  posi- 
tion as  if  the  Albert  bad  never  failed.  Lord  Cairns  has 
adjusted  the  affair  with  maximum  skill  at  minimum  ex- 
penses. The  loes  which  remains  is  their  misfortune,  for 
having  trusted  a  oonoern  which  proved  nntrastworthy. 


fact  in  each  oase.  In  the  present  case  id  tBdtrit  M 
been  made  by  the  superior  of  the  Dominieas  Oosnot, 
respecting  the  nature  of  its  objects,  which,  like  tlic  pii- 
teat  lately  commended  by  Lord  Cairns  in  ont  o(  Mi 
Albert  Arbitration  decisions,  isentiUedto  ttkansVui 
very  able  piece  of  pleading.  There  was  anottwrfae^os 
on  the  application  of  the  rale  against  perpetnitiei;  ui 
and  the  Vioe-Ghancellor  held  that  gifts  to  thais  iuiiti- 
tions  were  not  obnoxious  to  the  rule,  beeaue  thej  btcm 
at  the  absolute  disposal  of  the  members,  wko  aigkt 
divide  and  spend  them  to-morrow;  thus  distiaguAint 
the  case  from  the  Penzance  Library  case  (Qsru  t.  Lmf, 
2  D.  O.  F.  &  J.  79.  8  W.  B.  670),  and  the  Sluknpm 
Museum  case  (TAosuon  v.  Shake/peare,  I  D.  G.  F.  iti. 
S77,  8  W.  B.  265),  in  which  perpetuity  was  of  ^ 
essence  of  the  objects. 


The  NKOESSmr  for  passing  a  Public  Prosecutors  Act 
ba^  generally  been  urged  upon  the  ground  that  under 
the  present  absence  of  system,  crimes  innumerable  go 
unprosecnted.  The  management  by  the  police  of  the 
prosecution  in  the  Eltbam  murder  case  brings  out  the 
necessity,  from  the  opposite  point  of  view.  Decidedly, 
public  prosecutions  shoold  not  go  npon  the  principle 
enunciatrd  by  the  debilitated  oousin  in  Bleak  Honse^ 
"  Better  hang  wrong  f'ler  than  no  f 'ler  at  all."  We  have 
now  hod,  including  that  of  the  present  session,  two 
Public  Prosecutors  Bills,  which  have  obtained  the  ap- 
proval of  the  Government,  Surely,  we  may  fairly  an- 
ticipate that  a  third  session  will  not  be  allowed  to  pass 
away  without  an  enactment. 


The  Decision  given  by  Vice-Chancellor  Wiokens  this 
week  in  Ceckt  v.  Mannerg  is  a  remarkable  one.  A  tes- 
tatrix had  made  gifts,  including  realty,  to  "  the  Dominican 
Convent  at  Carisbrooke,  (payable  to  the  superior  thereof 
for  the  time  being)  and  the  Sisters  of  St.  Paul,  at  Selly 
Oak,  (payable  to  the  superior  thereof  for  the  time  being.) 
The  question  was  whether  these  gifts  were  void  under  the 
Hortmain  Acts,  or  for  perpetuity.  The  Yice-Chancellor 
found  that  the  Sisters  of  St.  Paul  were  "  a  voluntary 
association  for  the  purpose  of  teaching  the  ignorant  and 
nursing  the  sick,"  purposes  undeniably  "  charitable,"  and 
consequently  obnoxious  to  the  statutes  against  Mortmain. 
Bu'.  as  to  the  Dominican  Convent,  after  examining  the 
evidence  as  to  the  nature  of  that  institution,  the  Vioe-Ghan- 
cellor arrived  at  the  conclusion  that  it  was  "  a  voluntary 
association  of  women  for  the  purpose  of  working  oat  their 
own  salvation  by  religions  exercises  of  self-denial,"  a 
religious  club,  in  fact,  and  as  such  not  "charitable" 
either  in  the  popular  or  the  technical  sense;  for  want  of 
any  regard  to  the  welfare,  physical,  moral,  or  spiritnal, 
of  the  outer  world.  On  Uiis  principle  the  capacity 
of  a  religions  dab  for  benefiting  by  devises  de- 
pends on  the  non-contemplation  of  works  of  beneficence 
among  the  means  of  salvation  to  be  practised.  The 
qaeaUon  whether  or  no  that  is  so  seems  to  be  one  of 


In  the  oabb  op  Q-eobge  Eholish,  a  saperinteodsittf 
police,  tried  at  Maidstone  on  Thursday,  before  Hr.  Jitia 
Blaokbam,  an  important  point  of  law  was  raised  md  kb- 
marily  decided  by  the  judge.  The  indictment  wai  fnari 
on  the  80th  section  of  24  &  25  Vict,  c  96,  and  e)ni|d 
the  prisoner  with  fraadulently  converting  to  hii  on  ■> 
money  of  which  he  was  trustee  for  the  beneSt  of  <a 
Mrs.  James.  To  sustain  a  conviction  nnder  the  Midt 
it  is  necessary  that  the  defendant  should  be  a  trMi 
"  under  an  express  trust  created  by  some  iastraaent  it 
writing."  The  instrament  in  writing  relied  ob  in  to 
case  was  addressed  to  the  managers  of  a  sariafi  bo^ 
and  was  in  the  following  form:  "  I,  Mary  Jamai,  iuk» 
rise  yoa  to  pay  Mr.  English,  my  Imstee,  tiie  mooef  t^ 
ing  in  my  name  in  your  bank,  and  his  receipt  skill  hi 
sufficient  discharge."  It  will  be  seen  that  this  isiib* 
an  authority  for  the  payment  of  money,  in  whiek  tit 
payee  is  incidentally  described  as  "  my  troitea."  ft 
was  argued  on  behalf  of  the  prisoner  that  this  wuidm 
instrument  in  writing  within  the  meaning  of  tke  FttHV 
that  if  it  was,  no  trust  was  ertated  by  the  icitraiaent;al 
if  a  trust  were  created  it  was  only  an  implied  trat,ol 
not  an  express  one,  the  trusts  not  being  set  ost  ii  M 
instrument.  We  should  have  thought  these  paiatiiii4 
arguable,  but  Mr.  Justice  Blackburn  ruled  them  til  •«■' 
the  prisoner,  and,  after  consulting  with  Mr.  Binm  Br* 
well,  refused  to  reserve  the  points,  so  that  thets  on  >j 
no  appeal.  Looking  to  the  sabatantial  intenM  < 
justice  this  perhaps  is  satisfactory,  v  the  prianMto'M 
deserved  the  seven  years'  penal  servitude  whieh  k|^ 
and  as  a  jary  had  previously  aoquitted  him  on  ic 
on  which  the  judge  expressed  a  clear  opinion  thukiM 
guilty,  he  might  have  escaped  altogether.  It  i»,  W 
ever,  not  satisfactory  that  there  shonld  be  any  f^ 
ance  of  straining  a  point  of  law  against  a  prisaoe  I 
order  to  remedy  a  mistake  of  a  jury  on  a  qnetin 
fact,  and  it  wonld,  we  think,  have  been  better  to  !•• 
the  point.    The  point  at  any  rate  is  important 


The  one  thing  that  is  needed  in  the  matter  «f  H 
education  is  that  a  compulsory  examination  ah»Ilb« 
quired  of  bar  students.     Probably  the  effect  of  U>ij  >| 
the  average  of  capability  of  the  practising  boni^  * 
be  far  less  than  is  anticipated,  bat  the  priscipk  >:  ■ 
deniably  correct,  and  it  will  do  good  in  other  wajs.  ~ 
do  not  share  Mr.  Jessel's  fears  of  the  effect  of  wlal 
dreads  as  a  gigantic  monopoly  of  legal  edaoatioi.  tai 
do  not  at  present  see  the  necessity  for  edociting  tta  • 
branches  of  the  profession  together,  or  br^in;  af 
Inns  of  Court  and   every  thing  eUe,  so  comjiWe'/ 
the  Legal  Education  Association  propose. 

THE  HOUSE  OP  LORDS. 
Among  the  comments  passed  by  oor  «)Ble«pa«* 
npon  the  late  vote  of  the  Hou-e  of  h-xit  os  tfc«  •* 
reading  of  the  Army  BttI,  and  the  aotin  takss Jf  i" 
Premiernpon  that  vote,  aconpleof  a«icJ«ip«Ws*"* 
Spectator  of  last  Saturday  seem  to  prsssat  *  *'*'*" 
jeot  for  our  own  notice.     As  a  jooroal  merely  of  t»f  J 
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isd  tlw  tewjen  it  ia  oar  priTUega,M  well  m  oar  oostitin. 
to  'hold  onndvM  rigidly  aloof  from  the  animn«iti»<  of 
ftrtj  poUtiet.  Aad  yet,  jost  ma  the  (tody  of  Uie  Uw 
oompnheods  the  etady  of  the  Constitution  and  Conttito- 
tioBkl  Hiitory  of  onr  natioiuJ  polity,  Oonatitniional 
toplot  ue  germane  to  the  snbjeot  matter  of  a  legal 
joomal.  SappoM,  for  ioatanos,  a  jnaaanre  were  intro- 
doeed  into  the  Legislatoie  by  whioh  it  was  proposed 
that  the  BoTereign  and  the  three  eatatea  of  the  realm 
•hoold  oooear  in  eatabliahlng  XTnlimited  Monarchy  aa  the 
fom  of  Goremmant ;  it  woald  be  oar  plaoe  to  diaooaa 
raab  a  propoaal  to  change  the  Oonatitatioa,  on  ita  merita, 
>ii4  irithoot  refaranoe  to  any  consideration  of  the  poli- 
tioal  partiaa  of  the  day.  Fnmi  this  point  of  Tiew  we 
mtj  notioe  the  lefleotiona  of  the  Spectator. 

Our  ooatamporaiy,  after  speaking  of  "  freedom  being 
t  fanje  if  a  eommittee  of  gentlemen,  not  elected  bo., 
can,  uf  their  own  Tolition,  impoae  laws  upon  a  free  state," 
of  the  "  absoleto  bnt  legal  power  "  of  the  Hooae  of  Iiorda, 
their "  hiatorioal  power  of  ooeroing  the  Oommona,"  and 
n  forth,  prooeeda  :— 

"  By  bne  of  the  atranro  fietiona  of  onr  conatitntional 
biatory,  the  memhers  of  the  TTpper  Hooae  are  supposed  to 
retain,  and  lej^lly  do  retain,  toe  power  of  OTemoing  tha 
GoTtmrnent  and  the  nation,  of  forluddin^  anythiog  to  all 
lime  to  be  reformed,  or  abolished,  or  eatabluhed.  unless  the^ 
ipprore,  of,  in  fact,  goTemimg  England  aa  completely  as  if 
■Mj  utill  nominated  a  majorit?  in  the  Commons.  Of  course, 
loauch  power  could  be  constantly  used  in  our  day,  and 
unidst  OUT  modem  ideas,  without  the  Crown  and  the  Com- 
loiiii  combining  to  suppresa  it ;  and  if  it  is  used  occasionally 
neipediently,  the  kindest  and  most  conserratire  method  of 
iction  u,  BS  far  as  possible,  to  erade  or  anpersede  it,  aa 
xdges  evade  similar  fictions,  by  appealing  to  some  other  fio- 
m  t  little  less  obsolete  or  unreaj.  And  this  is  what  Mr. 
Gladstone  haa  done  by  evoking  u  nearly  dormant  right  ct 
ii»  Crown  to  override  a  dormant  power  of  the  House  <^ 
Mit.  If  the  Lords,  seeing  the  dilemma  in  whidi  they 
lire  placed  the  State,  that  ofeither  superseding  their  action, 
IT  mndonlog  representative  government,  ahould  reconsider 
lieir  coarse,  tnen  the  incident  will  pass  away  and  be  for- 
lolteo,  nntQ  ita  memory  is  revived  by  some  similar  impedi- 
aeat  ia  the  way  of  the  machine  ;  but  if  they  should  not 
KODsider  it,  hut  throw  oat  the  bill,  or  refuse  legislation 
iDtil  the  project  is  withdrawn,  there  will  be  nothing  for  it 
nt  to  go  to  the  conntry  with  a  bill  for  the  reform  of  the 
'pper  Chamber." 

lad  again  :— 

"The  Queen's  GoTemment  must  go  on,  come  what  may, 
id  it  cannot  go  on  if  a  mere  Order,  whatever  its  wealth,  or 
ifinement,  or  historic  position,  whatever  the  capacity  of  its 
lembers,  or  whatever  its  hold  upon  '  society '  in  the  smaller 
xeptatiott  of  the  word,  exetcises  its  legal  right  of  vetoing 
»  decinon  of  the  elected  ExecutiTe  Committee  of  the 
eople." 

Hiile  further  on  we  read  of 

"The enormous  influence  for  evil  which  the  social  power 
f  the  Upper  House  still  exerts  in  crippling  a  Ministry  that 
ight  by  this  time  to  have  seen  its  way  to  a  thorough  re- 
>nn  of  that  unmanageable  and  nnstatesmanlike  Assembly." 

Aad  after  all,  what  is  it  that  has  called  up  all  these 
itter  words?  What  is  the  catastrophe  which  ia  remediable 
r  nothing  short  of  this  drastic  remedy  ?  Why,  that  the 
onae  of  Lords  have  voted  for  the  postponement  of  a 
iwaue  whioh  the  Commons,  after  haggling  over  in  a 
ate  of  indecision  for  the  best  part  of  a  seaaioo,  passed  by 
•mall  and  hesitating  majority.  Surely  an  inadequate 
ictaion  for  ao  mnoh  apleeo.  A  considerable  seotioo  of 
iblio  opinion,  by  no  means  unrepresented  in  the  House 

Commons,  has  been  condemning  the  Government  for 
>trodaoing  no  definite  army  reorganination  scheme. 
be  House  of  Lords  refuse  to  read  the  bill  a  second 
Be  until  a  definite  policy  haa  been  ezhited.  Mr.  Harold 
Bith  aaya  to  Mr.  Green  Walker  in  Framhy  Parsonage, 
U  this  sort  of  thing  is  going  to  happen,  how  is  the 
•sen's  Government  to  be  carried  on  ?  "  "  The  Qaeen's 
Hernment  most  go  on,"  says  the  Speotator,  "  come  what 
ViSad  it  cannot  go  on  if  a  mere  Order,  &c.,  exercises 


ita  legal  right  of  vetoing  the  deoiaion   of  the    elected 
£xsoucive  Committee  of  the  people." 

The  oonrse  which  eventa  have  taken  since  then  hu 
obviated  the  necessity  existing  in  our  oontemporarv'it 
view  for  a  bill  de  abotendit  Proeeribut ;  but  is  it  not  vtrv 
absurd,  this  disposition  to  out  down  the  tree,  every  rim^ 
the  leaves  rustle  P 

WoaU  it  be  suoh  a  very  good  thing  for  us  if  this  sn'iia 
Hxeonti  ve  Committee  were  onr  only  Legislative  Assembly  ? 
An  assembly  of  something  like  aeven  hundred  members, 
somewhat  unwieldy  from  itavwy  numerical  oonstitutioa; 
with  great  difficulty  of  adjusting  between  ita  *'  Government 
night*"  and  its  " righta  of  private  membeis;"_Tery  muoh 
hampered  by  teaaoa  of  ita  nnmbera  whenever  it  has  tn 
"  aettla "  any  measure  involTing  a  more  than  oaoal 
amount  of  detidl  (the  Ballot  Bill,  for  instanoe).  An 
asasmbly,  again,  whose  members  are  involved  in  engage- 
ments to  their  own  oonstituenoies,  engagements  not 
always  oonoeiTsd  in  the  interests  of  the  oonntry  at  large, 
for  there  is  such  a  thing  as  bribery  of  oonstitnenoiea,  as 
well  as  bribery  of  electors  tingulatin.  An  assembly,  too, 
whioh  comprehends  oettain  so-oalled  interests,  such  as 
the  railway  interest,  the  manofaotnrera'  interest,  or  the 
agitators'  interest — ^not  always  in  harmony  with  tJie  pro- 
motion of  benefloial  legislation.  An  assembly,  further- 
more, whioh  though  nominally  eleotive  is  anything  bnt 
perfectly  representative,  one  man  possessing  the  500th 
part  of  a  representative  while  his  neighbour  haa  perhaps 
the  15,000lh.  An  asaembly  whioh  in  the  present  aession 
has,  with  noxeroos  important  snbjeots  demanding 
speedy  legislation — some  of  them,  like  the  Pnblio  Froi>e- 
oators  Bill,  remanets  from  last  year — done  absolutely 
nothing  ezoept  pass  this  one  Army  Bill  after  an  infinity 
of  wxangUng. 

Is  ii,  Uien,  nothing  to  possess,  as  a  corrective  to  the 
defloienoiea  of  suoh  an  Exeontive  Committee,  a  Chamber 
whioh,  though  -more  oonstrained,  perhaps,  than  the 
Hoose  of  Commons  is  oonstrained,  to  pay  deference 
to  the  voice  of  pablio  opinion,  ia  exempt  from  the  tempta- 
tion of  pandering  to  the  local  and  partial  intereats  of 
oonatitaenoies,  and  onenoumbered  by  the  hampering  drag 
of  ita  own  nnmbers  7  As  a  loetu  penitentice  for  the  re- 
oonsideration  of  ill-considered  measures  and  the  amend- 
ment of  faultily-arranged  ones,  such  a  Chamber  ia  cheaply 
porohased  at  the  price  of  the  occasional  rejection  or  post- 
ponement of  a  real  reform.  It  will  be  time  enough  to 
talk  of  the  House  of  Lords  overriding  the  nation  when 
that  House  exhibits  any  inclination  to  do  ao;  at  preaent 
the  imminenoe  is  not  from  that  direction. 

In  the  old  history  of  onr  Constitation  the  theoiy  has 
been,  three  bodies — the  Sovereign,  the  House  of  Lordf, 
and  the  Hoose  of  Commons, — acting  and  reaoting  upon 
eaoh  other.  The  two  extremes  are  now  merged.  The 
prerogative  of  the  Sovereign  (we  apeak  with  no  referencn 
whatever  to  the  reoent  action  of  the  preaent  Government) 
haa  now  become  a  mere  instrument,  ready  for  good  or 
evil,  to  the  hand  of  the  political  party  in  which  for  the 
time  being  is  vested  the  contrcl  of  the  Bxeontive. 
An  excellent  reason  for  preserving  the  remaining  body. 
We  may  be  prond  of  the  House  of  Commons  and  of  it^ 
post  history,  without  wishing  to  hare  it  and  ita  MiniatrieM 
to  rale  over  na  as  Eaatem  monarcha  are  aupposed  to  rule. 


PEBSONAL  LIABILITY  ON  NOTES  AND  BILLS. 

The  general  rule  is  well  established  that  a  person 
who  has  in  fact  signed  a  written  document  cannot 
discharge  himself  from  personal  liability  oi  the  ground 
that  he  only  aigned  as  agent  for  another,  unless 
it  appears  upon  tha  face  of  the  inatmment  thivt  he 
aigned  as  such.  This  principle  is  not  leas  applicable  to 
the  case  of  a  negotiable  instrument  than  to  other  writ- 
ing; rather  the  fact  of  their  cnrrenoy  makes  it  more 
neceaaary  to  adhere  to  the  rale,  since  they  will  govern  the 
rights  of  persons  who  were  no  parties  to  the  original 
transaction,  and  who  know  nothing  except  what  may  bn 
learned  from  the  written  words.     In  aereral  cases,  how- 
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•*er.  of  wUoh  the  preMnt  oaae  fornM  one,  persons  hold- 
in;  •fBoa  in  societies  or  ooapMiiei  who  hmn  sigrned  their 
ii>iin»«  to  bills  or  noten,  hare  kttampted,  and  in  nome 
C'<-e4  hare  sBeceeded,  in  withdrawing  themselves  froitt 
•|>iirw>nal  licbility  npon  the  inatmment.  It  wiU  be  worth 
while  to  oonsider  how  nearly  some  of  these  dedaions 
hare  oome  to  traofgreaaingf  the  jnst  role  of  oommon 
senM  wUofa  enjoina  the  pl^n  and  simple,  and  disallows 
the  subtle  and  reflned  oanstmotion  of  doonments.  That 
merely  to  si^and  to  the  name  of  the  signatary,  whether 
in  the  body  of  the  instmment  or  in  the  plaoe  of  aignaton, 
a  word  of  description,  snoh  as  "dlieotor,"  **  secretary ," 
Ac  will  not  mflae  to  show  that  the  penon  so  described 
signed  as  agent,  and  to  discharge  Um  from  peraonal 
liability,  seems  dearly  estaUlshed  (see  Priet  r.  Tkyltr,  S 
H  ft  K.  64o).  But,  npon  the  other  hand,  it  is  equally  dear 
that  no  teohnioal  words  ate  required  tosbow  agenoy:  and, 
though  it  is  perhaps  to  be  regretted  that  the  old  and  weU- 
knuwn  method  of  indioattng  agency  in  accepting  bills,  the 
Uf>e  of  the  words  per  proa,  has  not  been  adhered  to  in  the 
-signing  of  negotiable  instmments  on  behalf  of  oompanles, 
it  woald  be  too  mnch  to  demand  that  no  other  indioatfon 
of  the  same  fact  should  be  admitted.  If  then  the  words 
"  as  agent  for,"  ot  "  on  behalf  of  "  a  deeoribed  person 
or  company  are  coupled  with  the  words  of  promise  so  as 
to  qualify  those  words,  or  are  appended  or  prefixed  to  the 
signature  so  as  to  qualify  the  whole  of  what  precedes, 
tliere  can  be  no  doubt  as  to  the  intention  that  Uie  person 
or  company  so  referred  to  is  to  be  the  person  bound. 
Tlie  words  "for"  so-and-so  immediately  preceding 
or  following  the  signature,  thongh  a  shorter  mode  of 
expression,  seem  equally  uneqfliTocal;  and  if,  without 
anything  to  indicate  a  contrary  inteiatian,  the  person 
signing  describes  himself  aa  filling  an  office  whi<A  is  om 
of  agency,  and  couples  that  description  wiUi  the  word 
"  as,"  this  also,  though  perhaps  not  quite  so  plainly,  in- 
dicates with  snlficient  clearness  that  he  signs  not  on  hia 
own  aooonnt,  but  in  his  character  of  agent.  If  again,  in 
the  case  of  a  bill,  it  is  originally  directed  to  a  particular 
person  or  company,  and  i*  accepted  by  a  person  described 
M  holding  an  offloe  of  agenoy  to  that  person  or  company, 
the  infinenoe  seems  to  be  irresistilile  that  it  is  meant  to 
be  aooepted  by  the  person  on  whom  it  is  drawn,  since  it 
csn  be  accepted  by  no  one  else.  The  inferenoe,  indeed, 
that  the  drawee  of  a  bill,  accepting  it  in  any  form  whioh 
does  not  expressly  negatiTe  personal  liability,  means  to 
accept  ic  personally,  is  so  strong  that  in  M»r»  t.  Charlt* 
(4  W.  R.  267,  6  E.  jc  B.  978),  the  drawee  was  held 
liable  as  acceptor,  notwithstanding  that  he  aooepted  it 
"  for  the  companies,  tro."  The  inference  is  equally 
strong,  that  where  a  bill  is  accepted  by  a  penon  who  is, 
in  fact,  agent  of  the  drawee,  it  is  aooepted  by  Um  as 
such  agent;  and  in  Satfard  t.  Qmeron'M  Coalbrooh 
Gmpany  (16  Q.  B.  442),  it  teemed  scarcely  necessary  to 
refer  to  the  additional  fact  that  the  bill  drawn  on  the  com- 
pany was  sealed  with  the  corporate  seal  as  well  as 
accepted  by  persons  descritted  as  directors  "  appointed  to 
accept  this  bill."  In  that  case  the  queetion  was,  whethe* 
the  bill  bound  the  company,  in  the  following  cases  the 
qaeetion  was,  whether  the  directors  who  signed  the  in- 
etrument  wenTperaonally  liable. 

In  Ajgi  T.  MeMion  (1  H.  k  N.  166,  4  W.  B.  77«J, 
a  promissory  note  ran  in  the  form  "We,  twoof  thediteo- 
tors  of  the  A.  L.  A.  S.  by  and  on  behalf  of  the  said  soeiefy 
do  hereby  promise  to  pay,  &o.  (signed),  Oharlee  Nicholson 
H.  Wood."  Now,  here  the  promise  was  (rejecting  the 
inoenaible  words  "  by  and")  expressly  qaalifled  as  being 
made  "  on  behalf  of  "  the  nooiety;  and,  although,  even 
in  that  case  Martin,  B.,  hesitated  to  accede  to  the  judg- 
ment (thongh  not  dissenting  from  it)  there  wonld  cer- 
tainly seem  so  plain  an  expression  of  intention  as  justly 
to  warrant  the  decision  of  the  Coutt  that  the  directors 
were  not  personally  liable. 

In  Alexander  t.  Sixer  (L.  R.  4  Ex.  102, 17  W.  R.  0. 

L.  Dig.  15),  the  note  ran  "  I  promise  to  pay,  kc, " 

and  was  signed  "  For  MisUey,  Thorpe.  &  Walton  Bail- 
way  Company,  John  Sixer,  Secretary."    Here  the  word 


"  for,"  whidi  is  a  word  importing  agency  was  tasl,  tai 
the  name  waa  also   followed   bj  a  daseriptioa  oMk» 
signatary  a<  filling  an  office  of  agenoy.  There  Mfflnilfctio 
fore  no  reason  to  question  the  decision  that  the  drfrndnt 
was  not  petsonaUy  liaUe,  although  Oaasbr,  B.,disMM 
from  the  judgment  of  the  Oonrk.  OntbeeOMthulfaitW 
recent  case  of  Dutttm  t.  Mmrth  (Q)B..  19  W;  Ik  7M,  tkt 
note  WM  in  the  form,  '-*  We,  the  dhwion  of.  In.,  dspis- 
miae  to  p«y  to  J.  Suttoa  the  sum  of  Al,600'wilhlBtmt, 
foTTaloa  leoeiTad.  Pritehard  Jl Harsh,  ehahman, J«M(k 
HiggiBs,  Samuel  Brcadbant,  Henry  Jdmasu."   The  Mt 
thaa  contained  not   a  sfasipe  wctd  impeitfaig  tfKt}, 
except  that  words  denoting  an  offlse  whiah  wst  OMgf 
agency  »«(•  insetted  in  the  body  of  the  note  ap^ns^ 
as  words  of  deeoripticin.    To  diis  note  hDwerai,  tte  it 
waa  signed,  the  corporate  seal  waa-added;  andttiiiat 
alooa  saems  to  have  laiaed  any  doubt  in  tba  mlaiiiof  tb 
learned  judges,  or  to  have  given  any  odout  to  lbs  ii|i- 
ment  that  the  diieotonaistiadaadiraatan only.  Knit 
is  not  eaqr  to  asoriba  any  aenaible  meaning  to  the  pa- 
senoe  of  the  corporate  seal;  the  common  sagneitioa  tki( 
it  is  only  intended  to  indicate  the  intended  appUcstiostt 
the  money,  or,  a*  waa  said  by  a  learned  judge  in  om  cm, 
to  "eaRMnktbevoconat"  aabetw«en  the  dirseton  isl 
the  company,  eeema  Inadequate  when  the  dirsetoo  km 
abeady  deeoribed  themselves  in  the  doowneat  brfttir 
official  deaignatloa.    At  the  same  ttao  it  cannot  Is  mi 
that  this  meaning  might  not  be  fairiy  assribsd  toiL 
But  since  the  instrument  itaelf,  acooiding  to  the  dedM 
oases,  contained,  neither  in  the  body  of  it  nor  in  tht  plw 
of  signature,  any  words  indicating  that  the  personi  dp- 
ing  it  aoted  only  as  agents,  so  that  there  existed  i  pe^ 
foot  ptoaimonj  note  made  personaUy  by  thoss  *ho  iftai 
it,  H  conU-nat  ha  good  reaaoning  to  any  that  IUimb- 
olusioii  was  orertanied,  becanae  aometUag  wis  sdU, 
not  at  dl  ooaiiected  in  the  way  of  giammatinsl  eositne- 
tion  with  Hie  net  of  the  instrument,  and  of  wUahtki 
utmost  that  can  be  said  is  that  ito  aig«lfl«atisa  n 
ambiguous.     We  cannot  hut  wish  tbat  an  eqad  itiielaai 
of  reasoning  had  prevailed  in  Litidut  r.  Mnm  (( ^• 
B.  758,  2  a.  <C  N.  293),  which,  as  bdng  a  dedAnif 
the  Court  of  Exobeqaer  Chamber,  has  neoeasari^  pot 
weight  and  authority.     The  note  there  was  at  foUovi.— 
"Three  monthe  after  date  we  jointly  promise  to  fsgrXr. 
F.  Shaw  or  order,  £600  for  value  reoeived  instaokoBM- 
count  ot  the  London   and  Birmingham  Iron  Haiinn 
Company    (Limited).       Payable  at  the   Londoa  Jeial- 
Stock  Bank,  Frinoes'-street,  UAnsfen  House.    (SiMd) 
James  Melrose,  H.  W.  Wood,  John  Hains,    Dirsetan 
(countersigned)   Edwin  Ouest,  Seoretary.'*      What  *■ 
there  here  to  indicate  agenqy  7    Theie  was  the  d«er^ 
tioB  of  the  signataries  as  dicaetors;  but  is  that  man  df 
aoription  to  be  taken  aa  dearly  doinff  anything  she  th> 
ahow  the  aooonnt  on  whidi  the  note  ia  made  or  ta  viiiA 
as  between  the  directors  and  the  company,  it  bdoBp ! 
Not  if  J)utton  v.  Marth,  and  the  cases  similar  lo  it  ■» 
good  law.    Do  the  words  "  for  value  reoeived  in  *iek « 
account  of,  ko.,"  show  it  ?    They  show  that  the  «•■ 
sideration  for  the  note  waa  reoeived  by  the  sigBstsria 
on  behalf  of  the  company,  but  do  they,  therefon,  ikev 
that  the  promise  to  p«y  is  made  by  them  oo  belHlf<i< 
the  company  ?    How  do  tiiey  ahow  thia  t    It  li  iitaj 
"  Why  diodd  individuals  sigiiing  aa  ofBcers  be  •vpoi' 
to  make  themaelvee  personal^  UaUe  without  any  ft""^ 
consideration  ?  "    To  s^y  that  they  signed  at  vttaa* 
to  beg  the  queetion.     If  they  had  expressly  affi  "  • 
officers  the  doubt  could  not  have  ariaen ;  iriistWt  (k^ 
did  sign  as  offioers  was  the  question  to  be  daeiM;  k 
fact  they  only  signed,  and  then  deeoribed  thaauettMlf 
their  official  name,  and  that  description  did  not  ■i'* 
the  signature  cease  to  be  their  own  and  torn  it  isW* 
signature  by  procuration.     But  as  to  the  qnestiaa  *|f 
they  should  make  themselves  liable  without  any  *ff*^ 
consideration, .it  might  be  enough  either  ^  *Vt'i^j!~' 
a  practice  of  every  day  ooourienoe,  aapedally  ia  **** 
with  corporations,  boards  and  other  intangible  **J^ 
Tidble  bodies,  or  to  say  that  the  Uker  of  snehsbiuii 


Digitized  by 


Google 


July  29, 1871.  THE  SOLICITORS'  JOUENAL  &  REPORTER. 


709 


aotmnoerned  to  inqtiin  why  they  ahoald  «o  ngn,  that 

Kit  Miongh  for  him  that  thej  bare  apparently  so  ligrned, 

yA  that  be  ia  not  bonnd  to  tee  or  enqaire  what  hn*  be- 

WBM  of  the  oonrideration.     It  U  impotaible  to  read  the 

OMe  without  being  etmek  with  the  Iwlief  that  the  Oonrt 

wti  leeUng  more  anxioiuly  to  fix  the  liability  on  the 

oompany  who  were  not  raed  than  to  diacharge  the  direo- 

ton  who  were ;  and  that  it  would  have  bMn  aoaroely 

poaible  except  under  the  infliwiMe  ot  a  strong  daeire  to 

uriTe  at  a  pattleQiar  eoDOIncioD,  that  Uie  wwda  "  for 

nine  reoeivwl  in  atook  on  aooonnt  of  the,  kx,"  ahonld 

ham  been  aibitiarily  oat  in  two;  ao  aa  to  read  the  wocda 

"  on  aeeoant  of  "  aa  aeparated  fkom  what  preoedad  them, 

and  aa  referring  not   to  the  rains  reoeiTed  but  to  the 

ngnatore,  and   aa    eqniralent  to  a  deaoription  of  the 

M^natoreaa  made  "  on  behalf  of  "  the  oompany;  a  oon- 

•iraotion  whioh  would  make  the  oonaideration  appear  to 

be  leoeired  by  the   direotoia  peraonaUy,  and  the  note 

made  on  behali  of  the  oompany.      It  muat  ha  admitted, 

howerer,  that  the  decision  ia  not  founded  on  thia  oon- 

Btraotian.    It  muat  be  added  that  Orompton  and  WDles, 

}J.,  had  oonaiderable  doubt  upon   the  question ;    and 

althongh  thia  donbt  did  not  prerent  the  judgment  from 

bdng  given  in  favoar  of  the  defendants,  or  OTsn  reaoh 

tiM  point  of  actiTe  diment,  we  hare, at  least,  the  aaUafae* 

tion  of  knowing  that  it  teonred  the  insertion  of  a  denial 

bf  the    Conrt    that,  "we  intend  to  throw  any  donbt 

upon  the  mle  that  an  agent  putting  his  name  to  a  msr- 

etntile  inttrnment  ia  liable  as  a  prinoipal  unless  the  in- 

itrament    distinotly  shows  that  he  aigna  aa  agent,  ot 

that  we  mean  to  break  in  upon  the  mle  vtrba  fortiut 

wc^imhcr  eontra  profertHtnt." 


BECBHT  DB0I8I01I8. 


BQITITT. 

rSKDOB  AKO  PDBOBASEB — VOLUBTABT  SXTTLBIIXNT — 

SPBomo  Pebfobkamcs. 
Pater  r.NUolU.Y.C.B.,  19  W.B.  618. 
It  waa  \oBg  ago  aettled  that  a  man  who  haa  executed 
ralnntaty  settliBment  oannot  maintain  a  anit  for  apeoiflo 
etfonnanoe  againat  a  anbaequent  purohaaer  fOt  Talae. 
!M(A  T.  OmrUmd,  2  Her.  128.)  The  Oonrt  wiU  not 
npade  the  sale  by  whioh  he  'seeks  to  get  rid  ot  it 
Puhertaft  T.  PiUvertaft,  18  Yea.  84),  but  neither  will 
'  aaiat  him.  It  will  not  interfere  in  any  manner  re- 
woting  it,  and,  therefore,  he  haa  no  equity  to  aupport  a 
iQ  against  an  unwilling  purohaaer,  who  refnaes  to  oom- 
Me,  on  the  ground  that  there  ia  a  prior  settlement 
Feoting  the  property.  Thia  ia  a  good  ground  of  ref  naing 
'  complete,  beoanae  a  rolnntary  aetUement  may  be  made 
nd  Yyj  natter  em  pott  faoto  of  which  the  purohaaer 
I*  no  Botloo  {Jthfuon  r.  Legard,  Tom.  ft  Bnaa.  S94). 
On  the  other  hand,  a  oontraet  to  aell  tho  subject  matter 
a  nrfnataxy  aettlemeBt  will  be  enfwoed  at  the  suit  of 
a  pnrebaaer,  beoaoae  the  oouTeyanoe  by  the  rendor 
feata  the  prior  rolnntary  aettlement  by  the  operation 
the  Btatate,  and  there  is  no  equity  in  the  benefloiaries 
pierent  a  aale  (Buckle  r.  MUehtU,  18  Yes.  118). 
In  SatUh  T.  Garland  (.tup.)  the  biU  waa  filed  1^  the 
ador  againat  an  nnwilUng  purohaaer,  who  repudiated 
•  benefit  ot  the  Statute  of  Elisabeth.  In  Pettr»  r. 
l««U«the  defendant  alleged  that  he  waa  a  wilUog  pur- 
issr  prorided  a  good  title  could  be  made  ;  but  aa  the 
ty  objeotion  to  the  title  was  the  Tolnatary  settlement, 
1  he  lefoaed  the  plaintiff's  offer  to  tesoind,  the  Yice- 
aaceUor  held  that  the  plaintiff  was  entitled  to  a  decree 
qieailie  performance. 

rbe  ease  was  one  of  a  reiy  peculiar  oharaoter,  but  it 
srrev  a  passing  notice,  from  its  bearing  on  one  of  the 
•tanomaloas  branches  of  our  law — riz.,  that  a  volun- 
f  settlement,  howcTer  free  from  actual  fraud,  is  by 
operation  of  27  Eliz.  deemed  fraudnlent  and  void 
but  a  subeeqnent  pniohaser  for  Talaable  consideration, 
1  where  the  purchase  has  been  made  with  full  notice 


of  the  prior  votantaty  settlement;  thoagfa  it  ia  not  eaay  to 
peraoade  oaeaalf,  oa  Sir  William  Grant  remarked  in 
Bittkle  r,  Slitehell  (tup.)  bow  a  purohaaer  can  be  de- 
frauded by  a  settlement,  of  which  he  haa  notioe  before  he 
makes  hia  porchaae. 


Noise  aitd  Yibbatiok — Psacticb  in  Scits  to  Hk- 

stbain  a  ncisamcx. 
BotMl  r.  WhUmrth,  Y.C.B.,  and  I..J.,  19  W.  R.  804. 

Kara  noiae  alone  may  be  a  nuiaanoe  (Bradley  t.  GiU, 
Imtw.  69),  the  cootinnanoe  of  whioh  will  be  reatrained 
by  injonotion  (  WAiU  r.  Othem,  I  Dr.  818^  t  and  noiae  with 
ita  eonoMnitanta  hare  often  formed  the  ground  of  an  in- 
junction; e./.,  smoke  and  noxioas  efluTia  (Crump  y. 
Zamtert,  16  W.  B.  417,  L.  B.  8  Eq.  409),  disorderly 
crowds  of  plaaanre  seekers  (Iitohbald  r.  JBobinton,  17  W, 
B.  272,  L.  B.  4  Oh.  888),  and  fire-works  and  a  brasx 
band  (Walker  ▼.  Bretetttr,  16  W.  B.  £9,  L.  B.  6  Eq.  2$), 
not  to  mention  the  Olapham  holla  case  (SoUom  t.  Be 
Beld,  2  Sim.  N.  S.  188),  with  which  erery  student  is 
familiar,  conoemiDg  which  it  has  been  said  that  the 
equity  consisted  in  the  bells  being  Boman  Oatholio  bella. , 

The  oaae  whioh  oomea  neareat  in  many  respects  to 
BMkeU  7.  WhUmorth  ia  Lady  Gort  r.  Oark  (16  W.  B. 
£69),  where  the  nuiaanoe  complained  of  waa  the  noise 
and  vibraiiun  oooaaioned  by  a  ciroular  ateam  aaw  in 
motion  on  tlie  adjoining  premiaea.  In  Beikell  r.  Whit- 
ittvrtk  the  old  argument  waa  employed,  that  before  coming 
to  the  Conrt  for  an  injunotion  the  plaintiff  onght  to  es- 
tablish at  law  that  a  nuiaanoe  exiated;  and  conaeqnently, 
thataniaane  onght  to  be  directed.  The  Yice-Chanoellor, 
however,  following  Iiord  Juatice  Oifiard  in  Iiuhbald  t. 
Jtetinton  (tup.)  held  that,  as  the  eTidenoe  established 
that  a  nniwnoe  did  exist,  he  had  juriadiotion  under  Sir 
John  Bolt'a  Aot  (26  ft  26  Yiot.  42)  to  grant  an  injunc- 
tion, without  having  the  question  tried  before  a  jury. 
The  oonolnaian  to  be  noted  is,  that  the  Oonrt  In  these 
oaaea  will  only  direct  iasues  of  faot  to  be  tried  before  an- 
other tribnnid,  where  there  ia  a  conflict  of  eTidenoe, 
whioh  rendera  the  Court  noaUe  or  unwilling  to  determine 
the  queation  of  fact  Xhe  Court,  of  couxie,  may  or  not, 
aa  it  thinks  fit  under  Ihe  circumatanoea,  aend  any  partiou- 
lar  case  for  trial  ,befo(e  a  jury,  but  to  pursue  any  other 
ooutae  than  was  pufsnad  in  ItotkeU  t.  Whitmorth  would 
ha  Tiitnally  to  repeal  Sir  John  Bolt'a  Act,  whioh  ia 
a  atep  towarda  the  fnaion  of  law  and  equity.  The 
chief  diflerenoe  between  the  present  case  and  La^ 
Ovrt  ▼.  Clark  (tup.)  is,  that  in  the  former  case  the  in- 
junction waa  granted,  while  in  the  latter  it  waa  refused, 
not,  howcTer,  from  any  donbt  in  the  mind  of  the  Oonrt 
as  to  the  existence  of  the  nuiaanoe,  but  beoanae  the 
plaintiff  had  from  the  fltat  treated  it  as  a  oaae  for  com- 
penaation  is  money  {  whioh  induced  the  Court  to  limit 
the  relief  granted  to  an  inquiry  aa  to  damagea  instead  of 
granting  an  injunotion. 

The  reader  will  also  note  that  the  appeal  in  Boikell  v. 
IVkUmortk  was  adTanoed  on  the  ^>pUoation  of  the  defeu- 
dant,  on  the  ground  that  the  injunction  was  atoppinir 
hia  trade.  The  aame  thing  was  done  in  Lazenby  r.  Whiu 
(19  W.  B  291),  and  wiU  very  likely  become  the  estab- 
lished practice. 


COHHON  LAW. 


ABBITKAXIOM — ^AOBEEVENT  TO  BeFKB — OKBTIFICATE. 

Buthvi  V.  Lendert,  aP.,  19  W.  B.  767. 

Wadtaorth  y.  Smith,  Q.B.,  Ibid.  797. 

First,  when  under  s.  II  of  the  Common  Law  Prooedure 

Aot,  1854,  proceedings  hare  been  stayed  in  an  action,  on 

the  ground  that  the  parties  have  agreed  in  writing  to 

refer,  to  what  extent  and  nnder  what  circnmstances  can  the 

order  be  afterwards  varied  under  the  final  proviso  of  the 

aectiOB  ?    In  the  first  of  the  above  mentioned  oaae!>,  the 

original  order,  made  by  a  maater  and  confirmed  Wy  a 

jndgpe,  hod  omitted  to  give  any  directions  aa  to  costs  ;  au 

award  waa  made  under  the  reference  whioh  the  parties 
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had  proTid«d  for  in  faronr  o(  the  plaintiff  ;  and  after- 
wards  an  oidet  was  mada  bj  a  maiter.  wbioh  also  was 
oonflrmed  by  a  jadge,  dirrotlng  the  defendant  to  pa;  tbe 
(ilaiatiff's  costs  of  the  action.  On  appeal  against  this 
latter  order,  it  was  confirmed  bj  the  Court  of  Oommon 
Pleas  and  the  rale  to  revcind  it  disohaiged ;  bnt  Brett,  J., 
dissented  from  the  judgment  of  the  Oonrton  the  gronnd 
that,  "  the  sabjeot  matter  of  the  order  being  whether 
the  action  or  the  arbitration  shonld  proceed,"  and  an 
effectual  arbitration  baring  taken  place,  and  an  KWard 
made  which  was  not  impeached,  and  no  new '  matter 
appearing  except  the  result  of  ttie  arbitration,  the 
aubject  matter  with  which  the  order  dealt  was  ex- 
hanated,  and  the  jurisdiction  gone.  Then  seema  mnoh 
force  in  this  reasoning  ;  but,  in  a  matter  of  praotioe, 
it  is  probable  that  the  deoision  of  the  Oonrt  will  be 
followed,  and  it  cannot  be  said  that  it  is  likelj  to  oauae 
any  practical  inooDrenience. 

Secondly,  what  are  agreements  to  refer  within 
section  1 7  of  the  same  Aot  ?  In  Wadtworth  y.  Smith 
an  action  had  been  commenced  by  a  bnilder  against 
his  employer  for  refusing  to  allow  him  to  enter 
and  perform  the  oontraot ;  to  which  the  defendant 
pleaded  that  under  the  contract,  if  there  should  be 
any  unreasonable  delay  or  nnsatisfaotory  oondnot  on 
part  of  the  plaintiff  in  carrying  out  his  contract  (the 
fact  of  such  delay  or  nnsatisfsctory  oondnot  to  be  ascer- 
tained and  decided  in  writing  by  tiie  arohitect  or  Talner 
for  the  time  being  acting  under  clause  O.—i.t.,  the  de- 
fendant's architect,  against  whose  deoision  there  shonld 
be  no  appeal)  the  defendant  was  to  be  at  liberty  to 
osmplete  himself ;  that  there  bad  been  delay,  &c.,  which 
the  architect  had  certified  in  writing,  and  that  the  de- 
fendant had  in  consequence  completed.  The  plaintiff 
now  applied  to  make  this  agreement  a  role  of  Court 
under  xection  17  of  the  Common  Law  Prooedare  Aot 
1854,  but  that  application  was  refused  on  two  grounds, 
first,  that  this  was  not  properly  an  agreement  to  refer, 
thoQgh  near  to  the  borders  that'  separate  such  an 
agreement  from  the  common  stipulation  as  to  an 
engineer's  or  architect's  certificate  ;  and  eeoondly,  that 
by  the  exclusion  of  appeal,the  parties  had  indicated  an  in- 
tention that  it  should  not  be  subjected  to  review  by  being 
made  a  rule  of  Conrt.  It  cannot  be  said  that  the  first 
ground  is  very  satisfactory.  What  is  the  quality  possessed 
by  this  stipulation'in  common  with  engineers'  certificates 
which  preTcnts  its  from  being  an  agreement  to  refer  ? 
The  ground  upon  which  bnilders  and  others  hare  been 
so  coi\«tantly  defeated  in  actions  upon  contraeta  for 
works  of  construction,  has  been  that  the  oertifieate  of  the 
architect  or  engineer  was  made  by  the  contract  a  condi- 
tion precedent  to  the  right  to  bring  an  action,  or  in  other 
words,  that  the  right  to  bring  an  action  existed  under  the 
contract  only  in  reppect  of  snch  sum  of  money  as  shonld 
bs  ascertained  by  certificate  to  be  due.  It  is  in  that 
sense  that  they  hare  been  distinguished  from  agreements 
10  refer.  Now,  the  present  stipulation  is  not  a  con- 
dition precedent  to  a  right  of  action,  nor  eren  to  the 
right  of  the  employer  to  charge  the  bnilder  with  "  delay 
or  unsatisfiictory  oondnot ;  "  but  the  deoision  of  the 
architect  might  be  opposed  to  the  plaintiff  as  oon- 
clusiTe  BTidenoe  of  that  delay  and  nnsatisfaotory  oondnot 
on  his  part,  which  it  was  agreed  shonld  give  defendant 
the  right  to  put  an  end  to  his  employment.  Now,  evi- 
dence may  be  stipulated  for  in  three  forma  ;  either  the 
production  of  some  peculiar  kind  of  evidence  may  be 
stipulated  for  as  indispensable  and  ae  a  condition  pre- 
cedent, as  in  Weriley  v.  Wood,  6  T.  B.  710  ;  or  it  may 
be  agreed  that  a  particular  kind  of  evidence  shall  be 
sufficient  (like  n  pratumptio  jurit),  leaving  it  open,  how- 
ever, to  the  party  who  is  to  be  satisfied  of  the  fact  in 
question  to  rebut  the  evidence  by  oounter  evidence  if  he 
can,  a'  is  oommon  in  conditions  of  sale,  and  as  is  pro- 
vided by  statute  with  respect  to  the  proof  by  probate  of 
wills  of  realty  (Barraolouqh  v.  Cfrrenovfh,  15  W.  B.  934, 
L.  R.  2  Q.  B.  612)  ;  or,  thirdly,  it  may  be  agreed  that  a 
particular  kind  of  evidence  shall  be  conclviive  (like  a 


pratumptio  jmrii  «t  it  jure).    In  subttiDoe  Uiii  Ink  ii 
what  is  dona  by  tha  preaent  stipulation.    Bat  the  ootit 
eate  which  oonirtitntes  this  evidence  ia  the  itnlt  of  %. 
judgment  dsterraining  upon  more  or  leu  oomplioiM 
ciroiunstaDeea.    Even  the  vainer,  in  arriving  tl  Iditos- 
mination,  exerciaes  a  more  or  leas  judicial  ftuotion.  A 
mere  appraiaament,  however,  atanda  at  the  loweitit^e, 
snob  ajtidgmant  as  the  present  stipolationlonind,  it 
a  mnoh  highar.  Here  valuations  have  alwiji  bteo  do- 
tingaiahed  from  arbitrations,  and  peiluqM  lightlj;  utli- 
teots  or  engineers'  certificates  for  money  earned  o&dtr  the 
oontraot  partake  of  tilie  nature  of  valnatioDi,  tlioofliof 
a  somewhat  complex  and  elaborate  kind ;  bat  it  ra  tut 
on  the  ground   of    their    being  valuations  a>  diriii- 
gniahed  from  arbitration,   that   the   want  of  tbaa  bai 
defeated  ao  many  actions,  bnt  on  the  ground  Uuk  te 
parties  have    agreed  that  a   particular  lietsnniiiitiM 
shall  be  »  condition  precedent  to  the  right  of  aelia; 
for   the    same   mle  has   prevailed   where    the  do- 
mination did  not  at  all  partake  of  the  niton  of  i 
valuation,  as  in  Bromn  r.  Overburg,  11  Ex.  715;  Mmf 
aU  V.  Brodr%fh,%  M.  k  W.  369  ;  Evcuu  v.  Pratt,  3 IL  ud 
Gr.  759.     The  valoatioa  of  lands  or  interests  ooder  tin 
Lands  danses  Act,  or  of  abarea  under  s.  161  of  the  Ow' 
panics  Act,  1861,  are  never  deeoribed  or  treated  otbecvia 
than  as  arbitrationa.    There  does  not  therefore  aeam  to  be 
anything  in  the  eharacter  of  the  preaent  stipulate  to  k- 
prlve  it  of  the  oharaoter  of  an  arbitration.    A  mat  if- 
praisement  ia  a  thing  which  ia  meule  by  a  skilled  peom 
upon  the  view*  and  similarly  the  aiobiteot  or  engioeei*li9 
is  to  give  a  certifioate  for  money  earned,  does  it  opoa  tkt 
view,  by  a  reference  to  the  sohedole  of  prioai  and  a  ws- 
snringline.  But  "delay  and  nnsatisfaotory  oondaofm 
not  matters  which  can  be  thns  determined  :   they  tolk 
imply  default  in  duty,  neglect,  and  cnlp»bi% :  aid  to 
determine  this  is  properly  a  jndieialaot.  TbepaitiMBV 
well  agree  that  the  determination  of  a  partisulsr  f«m 
upon   the    point  shall  be   final  and   oondoMva^  ••  >> 
other  cases  of  reference  to  arbitration  ;  bnt  thii  does  net 
deprive  the  determination  of  its  jodioial  ahan^>  * 
imply  that  an  unjudicial  mode  of  driving  at  it  ikallte 
used.     If,  therefore,  the  Court  had   in  this  esse  deodei 
that  the  oertifieate  of  the  architeot  was  for  all  joipaMi 
final  and  oonoluaive  in  whatever  mode  it  was  sniied  x. 
it  would  have  been  by  no  means   free  from  doubt,  w 
would  have  gone  beyond  any  decided  case. 

But  there  was  a  second  groand  for  the  iadfoeiit, 
namely,  that  the  parties  by  aayin;  that  the  ositi&cu 
shonld  be  final  and  conclusive,  withoat  appeal  had  in^ 
mated  an  intention  that  it  ahould  not  be  made  a  nl< « 
Court,  and  had  so  taken  it  out  of  the  operation  of  Ite  l'» 
section  «f  the  Common  Law  Prooedare  Act,  1854.  Bit 
this  inference  again  d^wnds  on  what  was  meant  fej  aT' 
ing  that  it  shonld  be  withoat  appeal.  If  these  voids  in 
satined  by  giving  to  them  the  meaning  that  then  Aw 
be  no  power  of  examining  whether  the  arehitsrt  kadu- 
rived  at  a  right  or  a  wrong  condosion  on  the  qoasto  <* 
fact,  then  they  gave  him  that  power  which  is  (^^"^ 
every  eurbitrator,  and  there  was  nothing  to  preveat  tai 
case  from  falling  within  the  17th  aeotioo.  Botif  >li< 
nature  of  the  inqniiy  was  such  as  sAtarally  to  osQ  f°c  * 
judicial  investigation,  there  seems  no  reason  why  (a^ 
provisions  of  this  strict  nature  are  not  to  be  bacAly  ^ 
atraed,  Heberti  r.  Bury  Ommmioiten,  18  W.  B.  <<^. 
L.  B.  6  0.  P.  810)  so  extreme  a  oonstractioa  sbosU  » 
pat  upon  the  contract  as  to  exclude  inquiry  as  to  *1h|^ 
any  snch  investigation  had  taken  place,  and  leave  i^* 
the  arbitrary  will  of  a  person  who  was  really  the  nosi^ 
and,  it  may  almost  be  said,  the  agent  of  one  of  the  P*'^ 
At  least,  considering  those  things,  one  cannot  M  ■>" 
that  a  mle  had  been  granted,  so  as  to  allow  of  a  a«^ 
thorough  diaonssion  of  the  matter.  It  is  possible,  l''** 
ever,  that  the  question  may  yet  be  raised;  '<* '' t* 
clause  wss  in  substance  an  arbitrmtion  olansa  ("^^^ 
present  deoision,  proceeding  principally  upon  the  ms^ 
ground,  does  not  oonclnsively  decide  that  it  wsi  !>*t)> 
and  if,  in  fact,  the  architect  proceeded  in  an  i«P«J* 
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ninner,  it  is  stOI  0|Mn  to  the  pUintifl  to  nia»  the  point 
n  the  ■otion. 

One  iiBmdty  raoMios  to  be  notioed.  If  this  was  an 
gnemeot  to  lefer,  of  each  a  natnre  as  to  be  made  a  role 
{  Ooait — a  troe  •obmMoa  to  arbitration — it  wonid 
art  been  rerooable,  eren  thoafrh  it  were  held  that  the 
arties  had  not  indioated  any  intention  opposed  to  its 
etng  made  a  rale  of  Oonrt;  sinoe  3  k  i  Will.  4,  o.  42,  s. 
},  only  applies  to  referenoes  in  aotions,  and  17  &  18 
lot.  0.  125,  has  been  held  not  to  affeot  the  rerooability 
[  aaoh  agteemeata.  Thvma*  r.  AnderuH,  18  W.  B. 
(5,  L.  B.  9  Eq.  628;  Re  Bouie  and  Meier,  L.  B.  6  0.  F. 
13.  This  was  probablj  not  what  the  parties  intended;  but 
either,  probablj,  in  the  oases  oited,  was  it  the  in- 
mtbn  of  the  parties  at  the  time  of  making:  the  agree- 
lent,  that  it  should  be  otherwise  than  final;  and  there 
oea  not  appear  to  be  any  more  reason  why  the  design  of 
nality  shonld  be  more  favonred  in  the  oase  of  a  one- 
ided  agreement  like  the  present,  than  in  the  ease  of  a 
iferanoe  to  an  independent  stranger. 


COUBTB. 


THE   ALBERT   LIFB   A8SUBAN0E 
AEBITBATION.' 

(Before  Lord  Cairns.) 
me  10.— Se  The  Family  Endowment  Life  Atnuranoe  and 

AnHuity  Society,  Cob't  SxteiUore'  eaee. 
mpany — ConiriiiUory — Exeeutora — Sir  O.  Turntr't  Aet. 
Where  the  exeaOort  of  a  ihoreholder  have  iiitrilnUed  the 
mUeftie  teetator  under  Sir  G.  Tamer'e  Aet  without  making 
ly  proneionfor  thteontingent  liability  with  respect  to  certain 
«•«  in  a  company,  on  the  loindiny  up  of  the  company  the 
teutore  muet  be  placed  on  the  list  of  eontributories,  with  a 
ne  to  proceedutge  being  taken  for  the  adninietration  of  the 
itator's  estate. 

This  was  an  application  to  remore  the  names  of  two  of 
«  executors  of  Mr.  Oole  from  the  list  of  oontribntories  to 
e  Family  Endowment  Society. 

Cole  died  in  1843,  and  at  the  time  ef  his  death  held  100 
atee  in  the  society.  The  diridends  on  these  shares  were 
m  paid  to  his  three  executors.  They  transferred  sixty 
ares  at  rarioos  periods,  and  on  the  amalgamation  of  the 
dety  with  the  Albert  in  1861  they  received  £4  per  shore 
I  the  remaining  forty  shares  in  accordance  with  the 
rsngement  between  the  two  companies.  (See  Lte't  ease, 
8.  J.  636.) 

The  estate  of  the  testator  was  administered  by  them 
laer  Sir  G.  Turner's  Act  (18  k  14  Vict  o.  35). 
Upon  the  order  that  an  account  be  taken  of  the  debts  and 
ibihtiee  affeoting  the  personal  estate  of  the  testator,  the 
lof  clerk  certified  that "  there  is  not  any  debt  or  liability 
ecting  the  personal  estate  of  the  said  Benjamin  Cole. 
»e  execntors  thereupon  distributed  the  estate  among  the 
jatees. 

One  of  the  execntors  had  sinoe  died,  and  on  the  winding 
'  01  the  Albert  and  the  society  in  1869.  the  names  of  the 
0  surriTing  executors  were  placed  on  the  list  of  contribn- 
nes  to  the  JTumUy  Endowmeat. 

Kektwieh,  for  the  executors.— £«'»  case  (15  S.J.  636) 
ma  the  execntors,  as  far  as  that  case  goes.  But  they 
▼e  distributed  the  estate  under  Sir  Geo.  Turner's  Act, 
a  accordingly  it  is  the  persons  beneficially  entitled  to  the 
Itator's  estate,  and  not  the  executors,  that  ought  to  be  put 
•  the  list. 

[Lord  CiinNF.— I  want  you  to  considor  this.  Assume 
ere  is  a  dead  man  whose  assets  are  liuble.  The  lOoth 
:tion  of  the  Winding-up  Aet  eaya,  ••  If  any  person, 
'-  Now  there  is  no  way  under  the  Act  of  reaching  the 
•eta  of  any  one  who  is  dead,  except  through  the  executors 
patting  them  on  the  list  and  according  to  this  clause 
parentiy  makint;  an  order  on  them  to  pay.  The  only 
we  by  which  you  can  follow  up  an  order  made  against 
executor  is  by  institutin-^  a  suit  to  administer  the  assuts 
the  testator.  In  that  sail,  if  he  shows  that  he  has  paid 
hts  of  a  higher  order,  or  that  he  has  done  that  which 
ider  the  \rl  is  equivalent  to  paying  debts  of  a  higher 
der,  distributed  the  asio'.s  under  an  order  of  the  Court 

*  Beported  by  Bichard  Marrnck,  Esq.,  Barristcr-at-Law. 


the  assets  which  he  then  had  all  that  would  be  allowed  him 
aa  jnst  and  proper  payments.  Then,  if  tiie  right  of  a  creditor 
to  follow  the  assets  in  the  hands  of  tiie  persons  to  pay  is  pre- 
served, possibly  they  may  have  to  be  brought  in  and  mado 
plarties  to  the  salt  in  some  way  and  the  assets  reached.  But 
all  that  cannot  he  done  apparently,  except  through  the 
medium  of  an  act  done  in  the  first  instance  against  the 
executors.  It  may  not  result  in  any  personal  liability  to 
them.  But  the  qnestion  I  should  like  yon  to  consider  is 
whether,  regarding  them  in  any  way  that  can  be  suggested, 
it  is  not  necessarv  to  sue  them  for  the  purpose  of,  through 
them,  reaching  the  sasets  which  have  gone  to  other  hands.] 

Kekewieh. — ^The  200tli  section  of  the  Companies  Act  does 
not  provide  that  executors  or  heirs  or  devisees  shall  be  coo- 
tributories,  bat  that  the  "  provisions  thereinbefore  contained ' ' 
are  to  be  regarded  as  wortdng  out  tiie  declaration  that,  in  an 
nnregisterod  company,  the  contribntory  is  to  be  and  is  liable 
at  law  or  in  equity  to  contribute  to  the  payment  of  a  debt. 
Here  the  executors  having  obtained  this  order  and  certificate 
from  the  Court  of  Chancery  are  not  liable  either  at  law  o( 
in  equity  to  pay  any  debts.  Ko  farther  assets  have  aoorned 
to  the  estate.  To  any  action  at  law  the  ezecntor  would 
plead  plene  adminstravit  and  the  ntmost  that|tiiey  would  be 
liable  to  would  he  a  judgment  of  ateete  quando. 

[Sodwell. — Our  contention  is  that,  notwithstanding  Sir 
Qeb.  Tamer's  Act,  it  appears  that  at  the  time  the  accounts 
were  taken  there  was  a  contingent  liability,  and  as  this  was 
not  provided  for,  there  remoiaa  the  liability  on  the  part  of 
the  executors  to  third  persons  who  are  creditors.  "The 
executors  have  not  put  all  the  facts  forward  and  provided 
for  them  properly.] 

Kekewieh. — Tlie  25th  section  of  Sir  George  Tamer's 
Act  is  a  protection  to  the  exeontois,  and  the  105th  section  of 
the  Companies  Act  does  not  give  any  power  to  institute  a 
suit,  which  could  not  have  been  instituted  without  thi^  pro- 
vision. 

[Lord  Caixmb — Is  not  the  effect  of  Sir  Geo.  Tomer's  Act, 
not  that  the  executors  would  be  protected  against  a  snit, 
but  that  they  would  only  be  entitled  to  a  jnstincation  under 
that  Act,  justifying  certain  payments  which  they  have 
made?] 

Kekewieh. — If  the  execntors  are  on  the  list  of  eontribu- 
tories, they  are  necessary  parties  to  a  suit  for  the  administra- 
tion of  the  testator's  estate  :  Turgtiand  v.  Kirby,  L.  R.  4  Eq. 
123, 15  W.  B.  633,  730.  But  if  their  name  is  removed  irom 
the  list,  they  need  not  be  parties  to  the  suit.  The  bill  might 
contain  an  allegation  that  the  executors  had  fully  adminis- 
tered the  estate  and  had  not  been  retained  as  eontributories. 
The  result  of  a  suit  with  them  as  parties  would  only  be  an 
account  against  them,  and  this  could  be  of  no  henefit  to  the 
society ;  bat  it  would  be  harassing  and  costly  to  the 
executors.  I  do  not  know  whether,  before  the  order  was 
made,  the  executors  stated  that  there  was  a  liability  in  re- 
spect of  the  shares,  but  donbtlessly  they  at  that  time  con- 
sidered the  shares  not  a  liability,  out  an  asset.  In  case  the 
executors'  names  be  induded  in  the  list,  it  ought  to  be  done 
in  some  special  form  to  meet  the  special  circumstances  of  the 
case. 

SodweU,  for  the  Family  Endowment. — ^They  ought;  to  he 
put  on  the  list  aa  personal  representatives.  Then  it  will  appe:ir 
whether  or  not  they  are  by  reason  of  their  conduct  liable  to 
any  and  what  extent.  Where  executors  have  availed  their, 
selves  of  the  provisions  of  Sir  George  Turner's  Act,  and  the 
Court  finds  there  |has  been  something  wanting  on  the  part 
of  the  executors  with  respect  to  proviaing  for  future  liabili- 
ties, the  Court  will  say,  "Tou  have  not  absolved  yoursejf 
by  making  use  of  Sir  George  Turners  Act." 

[Lord  Caihns. — My  difficulty  is  this.  Suppose  it  turni 
out  that  the  executors  quoad  the  assets  they  have  paid  over, 
are  protected,  and  that  you  want  to  follow  the  assets,  will  you 
be  in  a  position  to  follow  them  in  the  suit  without  having  in 
the  first  instance  made,  or  made  an  effort  to  make,  the  recipi- 
ents of  those  assets  contribatories  along  with  the  execiitorsr 
My  present  impression  is,  that  in  same  shape  or  other  tbn 
executors  must  b»  put  on  the  list.  That  will  only  result 
possibly  in  their  being  defendants-  to  h  suit.  But  supposn 
that  in  that  suit  you  may  want  to  make  co-defendauM,  the 
persons  who  received  the  nssots,  will  yoa  be  hampered  in 
doing  that  by  their  not  being  eontributories  P] 

Rndwell. — By  the  executors  not  being  before  you  ? 

[Lord  Caiiins — No;  I  have  no  aulliority  to  admialster 
tile  est  lie  of  a  tfst'itor.  Thnt  you  must  do  in  the  Court  of 
Ch;i'i  >-iy.  Wlisn  >oii  go  there  and  the  executors  say  they 
hav'j    I'liiJ   away  under  Sir  George  Turner's  Act  all  the 
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hsseta  they  hare  got ;  suppote  the  Conrt  nya  they  have 
done  that  properly,  yon  say,  "  I  want  to  follow  the  aiaets ; " 
•nppoee  the  objection  is  raised  that  yoa  cannot  follow  the 
iiKwts  into  the  hands  of  those  iriio  have  receiTed  them 
without  having  made  them  contribatories.] 

JZMfwfK,— Then  the  SOOth  section  of  theWinding^np  Aet 
would  step  in. 

[Lord  Caibiis. — Suppose  there  is  real  estate  and  the  per- 
sonal estate  is  deficient.  Ton  have  got  it  said  by  the  Act  of 
Parliament  **  That  it  shall  not  be  necessary  where  the  per- 
sonal representative  of  any  deceased  contnbutory  is  placed 
on  the  list  to  add  the  heirs  or  devisees  of  sach  ooD^bntory  ; 
nevertheless  sneh  heirs  or  devisees  may  he  added  aa  and 
when  the  Conrt  thinks  fit."  Suppose  the  heirs  and  devisees 
are  not  parties,  could  yon  make  them  co-defendants  to  a 
suit  against  the  executors  to  administer  the  estate  F  I  should 
think  it  must  have  occurred  fifty  times,  but  I  do  not  ex- 
press any  opinion.  As  there  is  no  personal  liability  the 
execators'  names  might  be  put  on  the  list  together  with  a 
note  of  their  having  distributed  the  assets  under  the  Act. 
That  will  show  that  the  objection  has  been  taken  now.  The 
e£Bcacy  of  the  objection  must  be  judged  of  by  the  Cotut  of 
Cbancery  according  to  the  Act  itsel£] 

Keiewieh.—tbaii  will  give  me  the  opportunity  of  saying 
all  that  is  neoessarywhen  the  suit  is  instituted. 

Lord  Caisns. — The  executors  will  be  retained  on  the 
list,  with  the  following  note :  — "  The  executors  allege  tiiat 
they  have  distributed  the  assets  of  the  testator  oome  to 
their  hands,  under  the  provisions  of  the  13  &  14  Vict.  e.  96." 

Solicitors,  Waltert,  Young,  Walters,  $  VntrtU  ;  S.  H. 
Wilkins. 

June    14.— Re  Tht  Albert  Life  Attunmee  Company— The 

Simla  Bank's  Com. 
Iimtranee  compcan/ — Pouier  of  direetort  tinder  deed  of  tettle- 

nuttt — Ultra  vires^Omtroet  to  dtpoeit  a  em»  with  an  agent 

to  eteure  tht  paymtnt  of  polioiet. 

Where  the  deed  of  settlement  of  an  insurance  company  pro- 
vides far  the  payment  of  all  the  policies  out  of  the  general  fimd* 
of  the  company  pari  passu,  i(  is  nltra  vires  of  the  direetort  to 
enter  into  an  arrangement  with  an  agent,  whereby  a  portion  of 
tht  tompam^s  funds  is  deposited  with  the  agent  for  the  pur- 
pose of  teeming  the  payment  of  all  policies  effected  with  the 
company  through  the  agent. 

This  was  an  application  by  the  Simla  Bank  Corporation, 
that  a  fund  in  their  hands  might  be  held  to  be  a  security 
for  the  payment  of  the  sums  assured  bv  certain  policies. 

In  1849,  the  Simla  Bank  held  a  number  of  policies  in  the 
N.  F.  L.  I.  Insurance  Company.  In  that  year  these  policies 
were  exchanged  for  policies  in  the  New  Oriental  Life  Assur- 
ance Compuiy  on  certain  conditions — the  principal  one  being 
that  a  certain  sum  was  to  bo  deposited  in  the  nsjids  of  the 
Simla  Bank,  as  a  security  or  as  a  guarantee  for  the  payment  of 
the  policies  and  of  any  policies  t^t  might  thereafter  be  issued 
thronght  the  Simla  Bank  as  agents.  In  1854,  the  New 
Oriental  became  amalgamated  with  the  Medical  Invalid. 
On  this  occasion  some  correspondence  took  place  between 
the  Medical  and  the  Bank  as  to  the  bank  continuing  the 
agency.  In  a  letter  dated  the  18th  March.  1864,  the  secre- 
tiry  of  the  Bank  wrote  to  the  secretary  of  the  Meditad : — 
"  I  have  been  favoured  with  your  letter  of  the  20th  ultimo, 
in  reply  to  which  I  beg  to  state  that,  provided  a  fair  and 
■atia&ctory  arrangement  can  be  made  with  us  as  to  the  com- 
mission to  be  allowed  by  you  to  this  Bank  on  the  business  it 
may  throw  into  your  company,  we  will  have  no  objection  to 
authorizing  your  announcing  this  institution  as  vour  agents 
at  Simla.  .  .  To  prevent  any  possible  misunderatanoing, 
I  beg  to  state  the  terms  we  suggest  for  our  future  business, 
and  which  are  those  existing  wiui  Uie  Oriental,  with  certain 
mo  lifications  as  now  proposed  on  both  sides.  A  deposit 
by  you  of  say  rupees  40,000  to  bear  interest  at  6  per  cent. 
par  nnnum,  not  to  be  withdrawn  so  long  as  proposed  oon- 
Hk  tion  may_  continue.  .  .  ."  The  letter  in  reply,  dated 
tljo  3rd  April,  1854,  said,  "So  long  as  you  pay  the  same 
higher  rates  either  on  existing  pohcies  or  on  future  ones,  I 
shall  be  happy  to  allow  you  the  same  commission  as  tlie 
Oriental  did,  16  per  cent,  on  the  premiums,  and  I  would 
suggest  that  under  any  circumstances  all  existing  policies 
shoiud  be  allowed  to  nm  out,  and  on  them  we  will  aLow  the 
same  return  as  heretofore.  The  question  would  thus  be 
narrowed  to  future  and  new  business,  and  it  must  be  quite 
evident  that  it  would  not  be  possible  for  us  to  allow  the 
r.iine  return  to  the  Bank  in  diminution  of  our  low  rates  as  it 
has  hitherto  received  on  the  Oriental  high  ones.    Anxious, 


however,  to  continue  the  connection  with  the  Bulc,  I  a 
prepared  to  offer  yon,  subject  to  ratifisatian  liythelieid 
office  in  London,  10  per  cent,  on  all  preminmt.  ,  .  TIk 
terms,  therefora,  that  I  am  prepared  to  mtn  to  inu 
follows  : — that  we  should  have  with  you  a  depont  oi  a; 
40,000  or  10,000  rupees  for  each  lakh  of  policies  add  liy  yin 
to  bear  interest  at  the  highest  rate  allowed  by  you  on  Gied 
deposits,  such  rate  not  to  be  less  than  6  per  cent  n  Uie 
said  depiosit" 

In  the  year  1861  the  Medical  became  amalgtmatedvii 
the  Albert,  and  the  agency^  of  the  Bank  was  cootimud  oa 
the  old  tenns.  Tfao  policies  were  either  exchanged  ioi 
Albert  polieies  or  marked  with  the  stamp  of  Uh  ABart 
office.  T\as  deed  of  lettlamant  of  the  Albert  contuultbe 
following  provision : — 

Clause  8L — The'first  aasorance  fund  shall  be  casponlof 
the  premiums  and  other  the  sums  received  and  to  be  reeoied 
from  or  on  account  of  such  assurances  efiectedaad  tok 
effected  with  the  company  as  shall  not  entitle  ttie  wani 
to  participate  in  the  profits  of  the  company,  sad  of  tbepn- 
miiuns  and  other  the  sums  received  and  to  be  reeeind  ii 
respect  of  endowments  effected  with  the  cooptnj  H 
widows  or  children,  or  other  persons,  and  tlso  the  mi 
received  and  to  be  received  in  reepect  of  the  sale  of  ami- 
ties granted  by  the  company,  and  of  all  fines  ud  oliis 
sums  paid  for  non-appeuance  in  respect  of  orin  fiitn- 
newal  of  any  policy  not  oonferring  a  right  to  paiticiptitiB 
the  profits  of  ute  company,  and  of  the  mcreaae  thenof  R- 
speotively  from  time  to  time,  by  aooumnlati<ms  or  otkenia. 
and  the  second  assurance  fund  shall  be  composed  of  &t 
premiums  and  other  the  sums  received  and  to  be  reoeiTel 
for  or  on  account  of  such  assurances  effected  sod  to  )x 
effected  with  the  company  as  shall  entitle  the  unnd  to 
participate  in  the  profits  of  the  company,  and  of  tU  bx 
and  other  sums  paid  for  non-appearance  in  respect  of  or  fcc 
the  renewal  of  any  policy  conferring  a  right  tn  ptrtkiiiite 
in  the  profits  of  the  company,  and  of  the  increase  of  nd 
premiums  and  other  sums  respectively  from  time  to  tine^  ^ 
aocomulations  or  otherwise. 

On  the  winding  np  of  the  Albert  in  1869  the  BtakkU 
several  of  the  polioiea,  eitiier  as  aaaignees  or  mariff^ 
The  Bank  claimed  that  the  Albert's  deposit  with  tiisa  «■ 
a  gnaiantea  fund  for  tiie  payment  of  their  commisMO,  ni 
of  all  the  policies  effected  through  them  as  agenti,  or  At 
that  this  sum  ought  to  be  set  off  against  the  danugttrt<el> 
were  sustained  by  them  through  the  non-paymeiit  of  the 
policiea  in  which  they  had  a  beneficial  interest. 

Lattty,  for  the  Simla  Bank.— There  were  two  seouts 
with  the  Bank — the  one,  a  floating  acooant,  and  the  o^i  > 
six  per  cent,  depoedt  accotmt.  As  soon  u  the  tisomi 
stanoing  to  tiie  credit  of  the  floating  account  exceeded  oie 
thonaand  rapees,  the  amount  was  carried  to  the  credit  e( 
the  deposit  aoconnt,  or  if  that  deposit  exceeded  the  sani^ 
10  per  cent  on  the  total  assurances,  then  pajmatni 
made  by  cheque.  We  claim  that  the  deposit  wu  intudn 
as  a  guarantee  fund,  to  secure  the  payment  of  the  cocmv- 
sion,  and  also  of  the  policies.  The  whole  histtayof  tk 
transactioEB  between  the  Bank  and  the  varioiu  insoion 
companies  points  to  this  conclusion.  If,  howeTcr,  it 
should  be  held  that  tiiis  deposit  was  not  such  *  gnins^ 
fund,  then  we  clsim  to  aet  off  against  this  sum  in  on  biK^ 
the  amounts  due  on  polidsa  which  we  hold,  eithw  «to- 
lately,  or  as  equitable  mortgagees.  They_  are  of  tint 
kinds— 1st.  Where,  at  the  time  of  the  windist  iq>.^ 
person  assured  was  dead,  and  the  money  was  payable.  ^■ 
Where  the  person  was  dead,  but  owinc  to  thecooditi«i« 
the  policy  which  makes  it  not  payable  till  three  moetH 
after  proof  of  death,  the  money  was  not  then  setnsllf  piT' 
able.    3rd.  Where  the  policy  was  then  still  snbsistiiig- 

If  this  case  were  to  be  considered  as  one  in  bsnknijbj. 
then  Bizt  v.  Dichaton,  I  T.  R.  286,  would  govern  tb»  W  J 
class  of  policies ;  the  loss  under  the  policy  ^J^ 
pened  beCore  the  liquidation  commenced,  and  the  fcctoitM 
adjustment  not  takng  plaoe  till  afterwards  did  not  j*^"^ 
the  right  of  set-off  under  the  Bankruptcy  Act,  nor  did  d  «> 
so  nnder  the  Statute  of  Set-off.  The  decision  in  BdTi  <"■ 
18  W.  E.  688,  784,  shows  the  mode  in  which  iuugn «" 
to  be  assessed  on  policies  current  at  the  date  of  M^'j^*,' 
the  damages  have,  by  this  decision,  become  uquil*' 
damages,  and  are  therefore  the  subject  of  set-off 

J.  papier  Siggins,  for  the  Albert— In  no  ease  wiB'»' 
be  a  set-off  (Price  v.  Parlby,  15  8.  J.  664).  Persons  dw"^ 
in  the  winding  up  in  respect  of  policies  which  have  ft^^ 
before  the  winding  up  and  become  payable,  are  in  no  W^ 
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loaitioi  than  those  whose  policis*  are  still  snbdstmg  (£( 
!nt  JnUrnatiOHOl  Lift  Auurtu>et  Compaay,  JFarner'i  eau,  18 
yf.  K.  1097,  Be  The  Albert  Life  Atturanee  Company,  Beitt 
«aM,18  W.R.  688,  784).  Moreover,  such  an  arrangement 
la  Qie  Bmk  contends  for  was  entirely  vMra  vim  of  the 
dinctois  of  the  Albert.  The  Albert's  deed  of  settlement 
^mtemplated  the  accnmolation  of  certain  funds  which  were 
«I«8iifled  into  two  fands,  one  for  the  benefit  of  all  the  par- 
lioipating  policyholders,  and  the  other  for  the  benefit  of 
all  the  non-participating  policyholders.  The  powers  of  the 
directors  with  respect  to  those  funds  were  carefnlly  lintited. 
Any  arrangement  limiting  a  certain  portion  of  tiie  general 
Audi  for  the  benefit  of  a  particular  class  of  policyholders 
would  have  been  a  frand  upon  the  general  body  of  the 
policyholders.  Bnt  it  is  clear  no  such  arrangement  was 
enterad  into. 

ZaUejf,  in  reply. — ^The  fond  was  a  continoini;  fund, 
iformed  originally  by  the  New  Oriental,  continned  by  the 
lledioal,  and  afterwards  continoed  by  the  Albert.  It  cannot 
be  held  that  this  fand,  which  was  transferred  to  the  Albert, 
-sobject  to  certain  trosts,  is  now  no  longer  subject  to  those 
inuts,  on  aeoonnt  of  some  clanses  in  the  Albert's  deed  of 
eettlement— the  fnnd  having  originated  outside  of  that 
deed. 

Lord  Cairns. — ^This  case  has  been  extremely  well  ar^ed 
by  Ur.  Lattey,  who  has  said  everything  that  can  be  said  in 
support  of  the  Bank's  claim.    With  regard  to  the  exact 
lutare  of  the  contract  between  the  Albert  Company  and  Uie 
Simla  Bank — a  contract  which   originally  seems  to  have 
conmienoed  between  the  Simla  Bank  and  the    Oriental 
Insurance  Company,  and  to  have  continued  through  some 
intermediate    changee  until  it  came  to  the  Albert  Com- 
pany— with  regard  to  this  contract  two  views  may  be  taken 
of  its  exact  construction  and  meaning.    One  view  may  be 
tin's :  The  Simla  Bank  were  going  to  act  as  agents  for  the 
Albert,  an  Knglish  company.    ▲  good  deal  of  business  was 
expected  to  be  transacted  in  India,   partionlarly  in  the 
dirtant  parts  of  India  ;  the  Simla  Bank  may  have  said  very 
naturally,  "  If  we  are  merely  to  stipulate  for  the  payment  of 
commission  as  agents,  and  after  deanctin^  that  commission 
are  to  remit  the  premiums  which  we  receive  day  by  day  and 
month  by  month  to  England,  leaving  ourselves  destitute  of 
any  cash  balance  in  our  hands,  we  shall  be  in  an  inconve- 
nient position  as  to  our  own  insurances  and  the  insurances 
of  our  customers ;    we  shall  be  called  upon  to  make  oon- 
«tantly  payments  by  way  of  settlemenU  on  policies,  to 
duebargfi  annoities,  to  allow  sums  by  way  of  surrender, 
also  by  way   of  return  of  premiums  in  any  case  in  which 
return  of  premioms  may  be  justly  called  for;  we  shall  be 
ceqnired  to  do  all  these  things,  uid  we  shall  have  no  cash 
in  hand  whatever  with  which  to  discharge  these  payments. 
It  would  be  a  troublesome  and  a  disagreeable  tmng  to  be 
writing  over  to  England  to  ask  the  office  in  England  to  pnt 
us  in  cash  to  make  these  comparatively  small  payments^ 
which  we  sludl  be  called  upon  to  pay ;  ttierefore,  before  we 
undertake  such  an  agency,  we  must  have  a  round  sum  in 
our  hands  by  way  of  deposit,  so  that,  whenever  it  is  wanted, 
we  may  be  able  to  make  cash  advances  and  to  settle  all 
claims  arising  from  day  to  day."    That  may  be,  and  I-think 
it,  was  what  was  intended  by  this  arrangement    It  was  a 
natural,  oommon-sense  arrangement,  just  what  we  should 
expect  to  be  made ;  and  I  think  one  sentence  in  the  corres- 
pondence points  very  strongly  to  that  construction ;  I  mean 
in  the  letter  from  the  Simla  Bank  to  Mr.  Tait  on  the  I8th 
March,    1854,    where,  specifying  the  terms   of  Uie   new 
arrangement,  he  says : — "  Fust,  a  deposit  by  you  o^  say, 
rupees  40,000,  to  boir  interest  at  five  per  cent,  per  annum, 
not  to  be   withdrawn  so  long  as  the  proposed  connection 
may  continae. "    That  seems  to  me  to  assume  that,  if  at  any 
time  th«  proposed  connection  should  be  terminated,  the  de- 
posit might  then  be  withdrawn,  subject  to  any  claim  which 
at  that  time   (the  moment  of  witbdrnwal)  might  be  made 
l^ainstit. 

I  do  not  look  upon  this  as  an  arrangement,  which  tied  the 
Albert  Company  hand  and  foot  to  the  agency  of  the  Simla 
Bank.  I  loolc  upon  it  as  an  arrangement  which  might  be 
terminated  upon  any  reasonable  notice,  the  Albert  dis- 
charging every  just  claim  which  at  the  moment  of  termi- 
natiun  the  Simla  Bank  had  against  them.  And  that  is 
entirely  in  aooordance  with  the  passage  in  this. letter  that 
I  have  read.  Suppose  the  Albert  had  not  been  woundup; 
■nppose  it  bad  occasion  for  some  reason  or  other  to  change 
its  agent  in  India,  it  might  have  gone  to  the  Simla  Bank 
and  have  said, — Show  us  all  your  accoant8,«bow  us  yoor 


deposit  aoooaot  and  every  other  aocount :  if  there  is  any 
thing  dae  from  as,  we  are  prepared  to  discharge  it;  on  the 
other  liand,  if  it  appears  that  there  is  a  balance  due  from 
yon  to  us  after  carrying  to  our  debit  everything  that  can 
fairly  be  put  against  us,  you  must  pay  that  to  us,  and  the 
oonneetion  is  determined. 

Looking  at  it  from  that  point  of  view,  I  think  the  agree- 
ment was  intra  viret  of  the  directors  of  the  Albert.     Bat 
looking  at  it  from  that  point  of  view,  it  decides  at  onoe  all 
the  claims  whioh  are  now  made   under  the  agreement, 
because  I  understand  it  to  be  admitted  that  there   is  no 
attempt  to  disturb  payments  out  of  the  money  in  the 
hands    of  the  Simla  Bank,  which  the  Simla  Bank  bus 
claimed  to  make  on  polioies,  where  not  only  the  death 
occurred  before  the  winding  up  order,  bnt  where  the  time 
.for  payment  at  the  end  of  the  three  months  had  arrived 
before  the  winding  up  order.      There  is  no  dispute  about 
oases  of  that  kind.     The  Bank  has  paid  in  suoh  oases,  and 
no  attempt  has  been  made  to  disturb  those  deductions. 
But  if  the  agreement  means  anything  more  than  that,  if  it 
means  to  be  a  oontraot  giving  the  right  to  the  Bank  to 
hold  a  security  for  olaims  that  have  not  matured,  in  my 
opinion,  looking  at  it  with  thatoonstmotion,  the  agreement 
■ie  ultra  viret  of  the  directors  of  the  Albert.    For  what  upon 
that  oonstruotion  would  the  agreement  amount  to  ?    It  is 
an  agreement  on  that  oonstruotion  that  there  should  be 
left  in  the  hands  of  the  Simla  Bank  the  sum  of  £5,000, 
50,000  rupees  or  whatever  it  may  be,  and  that  the  sum 
should  be   made  up  to  its   amount,  and  kept  up   at   its 
amount  by  the  premiums  whioh  the  Bank  was  constantly 
receiving   upon   the  Indian    policies,    the    premiums  of 
which  were  paid  through  the  Bank.     From  that  point  of 
view,  therefore,  it  wotild  be  a  mortgage  by  the  direotors 
of  the  Albert  in  England  of  the  future  premiums  payable 
on  a  section  of  their  insurances,  the  Indian    section — a 
mortgage    of  those   future  premiums   for  the  purpose  of 
securing    oae    particular    and    favoured    set   of    policy- 
holders  the  sams  which  might  thereafter  become  due  on 
their  policies.    The  agreement  then  would  be  a  mortgage 
of  such  a  character  as  that  the  fund  could  be  retained  by 
the  mortgagee  till  the  elaims  arrived  at  maturity,  and 
could  not  be  taken  out  of  the  the  hands  of  the  mortagee  till 
the  olaims  matured.    What  would  be  the  oonsequenoe  of 
-snob  a  thingf    If  it  is  an  agreement  infra  vtret  as  to  the 
agent  in  India,  it  is  an  agreement  which  oan  also  be  made 
by  the  directors  as  to  every  other  agent.    An  agent  in  the 
North  of  England,  an  agent  in  the  South  of  England,  an 
agent  io  any  other  dependency  or  colony  abroad,  every 
one   of   these    agents  may  be  dealt  with  upon  a  con- 
tract of  this  kind,  and  the  result  would  be  that  all  the 
premiums  of  the  company  may   be   mortgaged  to  the 
■variona  agents  for  the  purpose  of  securing  those  policies, 
whioh    are    effected    thrragh,    or    the    premiums    on 
whioh  are  paid  through,  the   hands  of  that  particular 
agent      If   that  were   to  be  allowed  there    wodld    be 
an  end  altogether  to  the  deed  of  the   Albert  Company. 
There  would  no  longer  be  that  g^eral  Aind.  which  was  to 
be  the  fund  provided  for  the  payment  of  all  the  policiM  pari 
patm  i  there  would  no  longer  be  two  divisions  of  the  varioua 
funds  contemplated  by  the  deed,  and  in  place  of  one  general 
insurance  company,  in  which  to  a  greater  or  less  extent  the 
policyholders  are  insurers  of  each  other,  yon  would  have  a 
number  of  sectional  subdivided  insurance  companies  in  the 
various  parts  of  the  country  where  there  are  agents,  .every 
agent  bong  a  petty  assurance  company  of  his  own,  lieeping 
the  premiums  and  the  fund  in  deposit  to  secure  the  particu- 
lar policies  which  bad  passed  through  his  bands.    Stach  a 
proposition  only  requires  to  be  stated  'n  order  to  see  how 
impossible  it  is  to  maintain  it    I  do  not  attach  that  mean- 
ing to  this  contract ;  but  if  it  be  the  meaning,   then  it  is 
clearly  ultra  viret  of  the  directors.     The  result,  therefore,  is 
that  in  my  opinion  the  Simla  Bank  must  pay  over  all  sums 
of  money  due  to  the  Albert  at  the  date  of  the  winding  up  on 
the  deposit  and  floating  and  any  other  account  subsisting 
between    them    and     thu   Albert     less    any    sum    due 
on     any     policy      of     the      Simla     Bank,      or      any 
policy  held  by  the  Simla  Bank  by   way  of  mortgage    or 
charge,  the  time  for  the  payment  of  the  sum  assured  on  such 
policy  having  arrived  before  the  winding  up,  and  less  any 
ether  sum,  if  any,  due  to  the  Simla  Bank  from  the  Albert  at 
the  date  ot  the  winding  up,  but  no  other  set-off  or  dednc- 
.tion  in  respect  of  any  policy  to  bo  allowed. 

Then  I  think,  at  this  is  a  case  which  lias  been  decided  at 
very  small  expense,  where  otherwise  there  might  have  been 
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cciHidenble  litigation,  the  Simla  Bank  ought  to  have  their 
costs  in  the  winding  up  of  this  hearing,  and  the  account 
nimt  be  settled  on  the  footing  I  hare  stated. 
^lidtoT^  Lattey ;  Zewit,  Miunu,  Nunn,  i  Longim. 


COURT  OF  CHAKCERT. 

HAsmi  or  thb  Rolls. 

Jnly  32.— iZ>  Stltjf. 

WiU—TnuU  for  married  tcoman — IHwrce. 

Where  money  it  held  in  tnutfor  a  married  woman  for  life,  I 
and  after  her  death  in  eate  the  shall  die   in  the  lifetime  of  the  I 
hueiand,  then  ae  the  thall  byittill  appoint,  and  in  default  of\ 
appointment  for  her  next  of  kin,  tut  if  the  thall  turvive  her 
hutiattd,  for  her  ahtolutelj/ — aitd  the  marriage  it  ditsohed  by 
divorce,  the  vooman  will  be  entitled  to  the  capital  of  the  fundi 
at  if  the  huebattd  had  died  in  her  lifetime. 

This  was  a  petition  by  Sarah  Weatherley  for  payment  oat 
of  Court  of  a  sum  of  ^£603,  which  had  been  paid  in  under  the 
Trustee  Relief  Act 

The  petitioner's  fkther,  by  his  will  gave  all  his  real  and 
personal  estate  to  trustees  upon  the  usual  trusts  for  sale 
and  conrersion,  and  directed  the  residue  to  be  held  in 
trust  for  his  children.  As  to  the  share  of  his  daughter 
Sarah  Weatherley,  then  the  wife  of  Charles  WeaUierley, 
he  directed  his  trustees  to  stand  possessed  thereof  upon 
trust  to  pay  the  income  thereof  as  she  should  from 
time  to  time  appoint,  and  in  default  of  appointment  to  her- 
self for  separate  use,  and  after  her  decease  in  case  that 
event  should  take  place  in  the  lifetime  of  her  husband  upon 
trust  as  she  should  by  will  appoint,  and  in  default  of  ap- 
pointment to  her  next  of  kin  as  if  she  had  died  intestate  and 
uiimurried,  and  the  testator  declared  that  if  daring  the  life 
ol  his  said  daughter,  Sarah  Weatherley,  the  income  of  her 
share  should  from  any  cause  whatever  be  payaUe  to  her 
then  present  husband,  then  all  the  dispositions  tn  her  favour 
thereinbefore  contained  should  be  void,  and  the  testator 
expressly  declared  that  in  case  the  said  Charles  Weatherley 
•liould  die  leaving  Sarah  Weatherley  him  surviving,  his 
trustees  should  that  stand  possessed  of  her  then  share  in 
trust  for  her  own  absolute  use  and  benefit,  and  should  pay  and 
transfer  the  same  to  her  accordingly. 

The  trustees  got  in  and  realised  the  estate,  and  paid  the 
share  of  Sarah  Weatherley  into  Court  under  tho  Trustee 
Relief  Act. 

Sarah  Weatherley  was  at  the  date  of  the  will  the  wife  of 
Charles  Woalherley,  but  in  May.  1864,  she  instituted  pro- 
ceedings in  the  Divorce  Court  for  a  dissolution  of  the  mar- 
riage on  account  of  adultery  and  desertion,  and  by  a  final 
decree  made  on  the  30th  of  May,  1865,  the  marriage  was 
dissolved. 

Ttie  petition  prayed  for  payment  of  the  above  sum,  after 
providing  for  the  costs,  to  Surah  Weatherley. 

t'harkt  Hull,  for  the  petitioner,  submitted  the  iaxAa  to  the 
C'Uit.  and  contended  that  alihough  the  event  mentioned  in 
the  will — viz.,  the  death  of  the  husband,  had  not  happened, 
yet  the  trusto  were  obviously  framed  with  reference  to  cover- 
ture and  not  to  survivorship,  and  that  the  marriage  having 
been  dissolved,  the  wife  ought  to  be  in  the  same  position  as 
if  it  had  been  dissolved  by  the  death  of  her  husband. 

Ouit,  for  the  trustees. 

Lord  KoMaLY,  M.R.,  considered  the  trusts  of  the  wife  to 
have  reference  to  coverture,  and  made  the  order  as  prayed. 

Solicitors,  A.  W.  Sarteet,  Nicholl,  Burnett,  ^  Newman. 

July  22. — Re  Pcit-Allt  Silver  Lead  Mining  Company. 
Windiiig-up— Execution  creditor, 

Tl  is  was  a  shareholders  petition  for  a  winding  up  order. 
When  the  petition  was  presented  the  sheriff  was  in  posses- 
sion under  hu  execution  ioi  debt,  and  on  the  day  when  the 
petition  was  answered,  the  Master  of  the  KoUs,  on  the  ex 
pai.:  application  of  the  petitioner,  restrained  the  sheriff 
until  the  hearing,  from  proceeding  to  sell  the  distress. 

E.  C.  WiUii,  for  the  petitioner. 

CrachuUl,  for  the  company. 

J.  y.  Higgiiis,  for  the  execution-creditor. 

Lord  RoKiLLY,  M.K.,  made  an  order  for  winding  up  by 
the  Court,  and  on  the  authority  of  Re  Plus  yn  Mltowyt 
Mining  C'lhiipany,  L.  R.  4  Eq.  659,  ordered  the  sheriff  to 
dnliver  the  goods  to  the  liquidator  to  be  sold  in  the  wind- 
in  ;  up,  and  directed  a  separate  account  to  be  kept  of  the 
proceeds. 


COURTS  OF  BANKRUPTCY. 

Limoolh's-Inn  Fizldb. 

(Before  Mr.  Registrar  Pbpts,  acting  as  Chief  Judge.) 

July  1.— Ex  parte  Wood,  Re  Wood. 

BankmpUy  Aet,\  1869,    it.    12£    and  \U~Be*utin  ^ 

proof  by  teeured  creditor. 

Creditor  having  proved  for  a  debt  on  biOi  of  exehe*gi,  eti 
part  rfthe  amount  having  been  paid  by  third  pariin,  iBemi 
to  receive  dividendi  only  on  the  balance. 

This  was  an  application  on  ths  part  of  the  debtor  tbt  i 
proof  for  £946  6s.  8d.,  made  by  George  Bcone,  might  ben- 
doeed,  on  the  ground  that  certain  buls  of  exchange  vhiik 
he  then  held  as  security  for  payment  of  his  debt,  and  iriiid 
were  set  out  in  iiis  proof,  had  been  paid  sinoe  thetegiitntia 
of  the  extraordinary  resolution  of  crediton. 

The  debtor  filed  a  petition  for  liquidation  by  sitangeoeat 
or  composition  with  creditors  in  Jannaiy  last 

Under  such  petition  a  composition  ot  ten  shillinp  is  tke 
pound  was  offwed  by  the  debtor,  and  accepted  by  the  oeli- 
tors,  and  Mr.  Bogue  presented  a  proof  which  wis  dnlv  id- 
mitted  for  £946  6s.  Sd.  The  resolution  of  tke  oedilai 
contained  a  proviso  that  the  compositioit  should  be  nxtptod 
by  the  creditors,  without  prejudice  to  any  aecnritj  tbt 
might  be  held  by  them,  or  in  tiieir  right  a^unst  thira  pu- 
ties,  other  than  John  Wood. 

Mr.  Bogue,  at  the  time  of  proving  his  debt,  heli  u 
security  certain  bills  of  exchange  amounting  in  the  whokto 
the  sum  of  £688  12s.  9d.,  and  which  bills  were  set  oat  is  tbt 
proof  as  part  of  his  security. 

Sinoe  the  registration  of  the  extraordinary  resolntioiii, 
part  of  the  bills  of  exchange  set  out  in  the  proof,  amomtiu 
in  the  whole  to  the  sum  of  £178  15s.  lid.,  had  been  patl 
and  had  been  given  up  by  Bogue  to  the  aoceptoii. 

The  debtor  alleged  that  he  was  only  liable  to  pay  aeon- 
position  on  the  balance  of  the  original  debt,  amoontiiig  ta 
£767  10a.  9d.,  but  the  creditor  refused  to  accept  the  coo- 
position  on  this  sum,  and  alleged  that  he  was  entitled  to 
claim  composition  on  the  whole  amount  of  his  debt 

Bagley,  in  support  of  the  application. — Whore  a  oedibt 
holding  bills  of  exchange  proves  their  amount  as  hii  deU 
with  a  statement  that  he  holds  the  bills  as  security,  and  ur 
of  the  bills  are  subsequently  paid  by  the  other  partiei  to 
them,  the  amount  so  paid  must  be  deducted  from  the  piwf 
and  the  dividends  ;  or  if  the  dividends  liavn  been  paid  upon 
the  whole  of  the  proof  without  suob  deduction,  the  aagmei 
are  not  thereby  concluded ;  for  the  Court  will  order  theo  U 
be  refunded:  Ex  parte  Burn,  Re  Uouhon,  2  Rote  55.  Si  in 
Ex  parte  SruniiiU,  Re  Bencley,  2  Deacon  and  Ch.  41t 
where  the  holder  of  bills  which  were  deposited  with  bio  b; 
the  defendants  as  collateral  security  for  a  debt,  proved  'it 
amount  of  the  balance  due  excepting  tho  bills  as  a  Kccritf, 
and  some  of  the  bills  were  afterwards  paid  in  full,  it  ns 
held  that  the  amount  of  the  bills  so  paid  must  be  dedndfJ 
from  the  proof  and  the  dividends  calculated  only  apen  tlK 
residue  of  the  debt.  He  also  cited  Ex  parte  SammM,  it 
Peirson  and  Sammon.  1  Deac  &  Ch.  S64. 

Reed,  for  Mr.  Bogue. — Thii  ca^es  cited  do  not  appl;*.  Tli< 
is  not  a  case  of  bankiuptey,  but  of  composition  merely.  Tb< 
creditor  in  consideration  of  so  much  money  lelrun  tbe 
debtor  from  any  claim  which  he  may  have  against  him,  bi: 
he  reserves  his  rights  as  to  third  parties  ;  and  the  reiotatiDa 
contains  a  clear  bargain  to  this  effect.  Suppose  the  compo- 
sition had  been  paid,  could  the  debtor  have  obtJuaed  ui 
order  for  a  proportinate  part  to  be  refunded?  Itisrab- 
mitted  not  The  debtor  has  no  right  to  say  "  Re-pir  at 
because  you  have  got  something  from  somebody  else." 

Sagley,  in  reply,  referred  to  the  case  of  a  creditor  holdiij 
a  mortgage  as  security,  and  contended  that  it  wooM  b; 
a  monstrous  state  of  things  if  a  secured  creditor  «" 
allowed  to  rank  in  oompetilion  with  crediton  whose  debu 
were  wholly  unsecured. 

Mr.  Registrar  Pbpys. — I  think  the  proof  in  this  case  mnit  bf 
reduced  by"  the  amount  received  by  the  creditor  from  tb< 
parties  to  the  bill  ;  and  I  cannot  accept  the  argument  tbi: 
because  this  is  a  case  of  composition,  tho  ordinary  mk  '^ 
baokraptey  does  not  apply.  I  apprehend  that  ander  > 
composition  there  most  be  equality ;  and  that  all  creditors 
who  came  in  have  the  same  righte  and  powers,  tbe  f 
advantages.  The  condition  in  the  resolutioa  reserratke 
righte  of  the  creditors  as  to  third  parties,  but  it  doei  '** 
go  on  to  say  that  the  creditors  shall,  notwithstaidie; 
payment  by  third  parties,  be  entitled  to  receive  tbe  f*" 
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moant  of  oompoutioD.     In  mwaj  oaaes  when  •  pwrtUUy 
xnred  debt  is  prored,  it  is  im^onible   to   Mtimate   verj 
)rrectIytii9Talae  of  the  uoaricj,  bat  here  it  ha*  been 
loertiUiied  by  payment ;  and,  aa  the  debt  hM  bees  r«- 
aoed,iomn8ttbeoompoBition  also. 
AyplieationgraaUd,  wUh  eott: 
Solioiton  for  the  debtor,  Sted  and  Lov*tt. 
Solieitanfor  Ur.  Bogae,  Parktr,  Lie  and  Saddtck. 


AFFOnrTMENTS. 


Mr.  QaoBOB  Hnxna,  solicitor,  of  Fenohnrch-street, 
ity  (fimi,  Hillyer  k  Fenwiok^,  has  been  elected  Olerk  to 
e  CoaduDaksrs'  Company,  which  office  became  vacant  by 
,e  death  of  Mr.  Secondary  Potter. 


QENERAL  CORKESFOHDBNGB. 

Bbrbt  v.  Edwabds. 
Sir,— In  yonr  notice  of  this  case  in  your  issae  of  this 
noing, — to  the  general  tenor  of  which  I  make  no  objeo- 
B— yon  appear  to  have  overlooked  the  fact  that  the  two 
lea  to  which  yon  seem  to  take  exception. — 1.  That  no 
ler  plea  can  be  comhined  with  a  plea  to  the  jurisdiction, 
1  2.  That  no  cost*  are  given  to  a  snccessfol  defendant 
that  plea — are  common  to  every  coort  of  common  law, 
lerior  and  inferior,  in  England. 
Linoohi's  Inn,  Jnly  22,  1871.       Albx.  Edw.  Uillsk. 

[The  pmnt  is  thi8:^The  Mayor's  Ooort  alone  among 
irts  cannot  be  trusted  with  saoh  roles :  at  least  the  per- 
:ent  effect  of  its  officials  to  overstep  its  jurisdiction  in- 
ne  us  to  think  so — ^Ed.  S.  J.] 


FAALIAHSHT  AHD  LEGISLAXION. 

HOUSE  OF  LOEDS. 
oly  21. — ^The  Statuta  Law  Seviaion   Bill  was  read  the 
li  time  and  passed. 

oly  34. — ^The  Chttreh  BuUdinf  Actt  AmtndmtHt  BiU  was 

1  a  second  timei 

he  Bithopi'  J&etignatioH  Aet  tnpeUatlon  Bill  was  read  a 

3nd  time. 

'he  Pftftntion  of  Crinu  Bill  was  read  a  third  time,  and 

led. 

oly  25. — ^The   Church    Building  Aeti  AmendtMtit   BiU 

■ed  throngh  committee. 

1>e  BaUwttfit  StgulcUion  Amtnimtnt  Bill  paued  throngh 

imittee. 


HOUSE  OF  COMMONS. 
ply  21. — The  Parliamentar]/ and  Municipal  Elictiont  (Bal- 
Bill.  Committee. Claose 3.  (Secret  voting)  resnmed.  Aeon- 
rable  time  was  occupied  with  the  discussion  of  various 
rasals  as  to  the  mode  in  which  the  Ballot  papers  are  to 
lealt  with  at  and  after  tbo  >  Toction.  A  proposal  by  Mr. 
tinck  to  relieve  the  voter  li"  a  exhibiting  the  stamp  at 
back  of  the  paper  before  putting  it  into  the  box  was  re- 
id  by  101  to  32  ;  and  a  suggestion  by  Sir  M.  Beach 
,  instead  of  the  voter  dropping  the  paper  into  the 
himself,  he  shall  hand  it  to  the  Returning  Officer  for  the 
Kxe  was  negatived  by  128  to  46. — A  scheme  by  Mr. 
tiock  for  making  lists  of  the  votes  and  the  names  of  the 
an  voting,  so  as  to  give  facilities  for  a  scrutiny  and 
equent  proeecations,  was  debated  for  some  time,  but  re- 
d  by  177  to  73.— In  sub-section  16,  Mr.  W.  E.  Forster 
osed  an  amendment  prohibiting  the  presiding  officer 
I  opening  the  Ballot-box  before  sending  it  on  to  the  Be- 
ing Officer ;  Mr.  Goldney,  on  the  other  hand,  desired 
the  presiding  officer  should  take  a  memorandum  of  the 
ber  of  TOtas  recorded.  After  discussion  Mr.  W.  E. 
ter's  proposal  was  confirmed  in  two  divisions  by  176  to 
nd  216  to  104. — An  amendment  by  Lord  A.  flervey  to 
that  part  of  sub-section  19  which  disqualifies  any  vote 
searing  the  official  stamp  was  negatived  by  195  to  73. 
ily  2t. — ^)xaJ'arliamentary  and  Afunieipal  Eleetiont  (Bal- 
ml. — Committee.  Clause  3  (secret  voting)  resumed.  After 
I  debate  on  a  proposal  of  Sir  M.  H.  Beach  to  omit  sub- 
on  19  (vote  invalidated  by  marks  on  ballot  paper), 
Qoldney  carried  an  amendment  providing  that  only 


those  marks  shall  nullify  a  vote  which  in  the  opinion  of  the 
returning  officer  would  lead  to  the  identification  of  the  voter. 
— Mr.  Leatham  carried  by  81  to  28  against  the  opposition 
of  Mr.  Goldney  and  Mr.  Bereaford  Hope,  a  proposal  ao- 
oepted  by  Mr.  Forster,  that  the  papers  in  the  several  ballot 
boxes  should  be  mixed  together  without  bein^  counted. — 
A  proposal  by  Mr.  Bentinck  rendering  open  voting  optional 
was  negatived  by  73  to  23. — On  the  motion  thi^  clause  3 
stand  part  of  the  bill,  Mr.  Charley  moved  the  negative,  and 
a  hot  debate  ensued,  in  the  opening  ateige  of  which  the  cus- 
tomary ar{;aments  against  the  Ballot  were  again  repeated. 
The  clause  was  then  carried  by  214  to  127. 
The  ZKtuMy  Begulatim  BiU  was  withdrawn. 

'July  26. — The  Pdrli»mmtary  and  Municipal  Eltetioiu 
(BaUatJ  £iU.— Committee. —Clause  4  (mode  of  tendering 
votes).— A  considerable  discussion  took  place  on  the  means 
of  preventing  personation,  and  Mr.  Goldney  made  some 
verbal  amendments  to  that  end. — Mr.  Cross  inserted  a  pro- 
vision tMt  the  voting  papers  tendered  to  previondy  per- 
sonated electors  should  be  distinctively  coloured. — ^Mj.  W. 
H.  Smith  carried  th^  omission  of  the  proviso  that  voters 
struck  off  by  the  revising  barrister  might,  upon  answering 
certain  questions,  and  talong  an  oath,  receive  a  ballot  ]^per. 
— <3lan8e8  6  (spoilt  ballot  papers)  and  7  (day  of  election  in 
y>ngli»>'  municipal  boroughs)  were  agreed  to. — Clause  6 
(time  of  notice  of  Farlimoatary  elections)  was  omitted  with 
a  view  to  a  fresh  clause.-^}lause  8  (supplemental  provi- 
sions as  to  nominatioa)  was,  after  some  opposition  struck 
out  on  Mr.  Forster's  repreaentetion  that  it  proved  unneoea- 
sary. — Clause  9  (polling  place)  was  under  discussion  when 
progress  was  reported. 

The  Limiud  Owner*'  Retidtneee  Aet  (1870)    Amendment 
Sill  passed  through  committee. 

PiMit  Health  and  Local  Ooternment.— Six  C.  B.  Adderley 
introduced  a  hill  to  oonsoUdHte  and  amend  the  laws  relating 
to  paUic  health  and  lonal  guvemment  He  said  the  bill  waa 
merely  the  report  of  the  Sanitary  Commissioners  in  the  form 
of  a  bill.  Firstly,  it  consolidated  all  the  laws  relating  to 
sanitary  measures  and  to  loctl  government  passed  during 
the  last  quarter  of  a  century.  Those  laws,  which  were  of 
the  most  heterogeneous  character,  included  the  Kuisaooes 
Removal  Acta,  Prevention  of  Diseases  Acts,  Sewage  Utiliza- 
tion Acts,  Sanitary  Acts,  and  the  (General  Local  Govern- 
ment Acts  of  1848  and  1858,  besides  a  mass  of  subsidiary 
statutes  relating  to  the  consumption  of  smok^  for  prevent- 
ing the  adulteration  of  food,  for  making  provision  for  local 
improvements  in  towns,  and  for  the  management  of  streete 
and  highways  throughout  the  country.  Secondly,  it  con- 
solidated the  heterogeneous  boards  and  authorities.  Thirdly, 
removed  tiie  anomaly  of  these  laws  being  optional. 
Fourthly,  it  adjusted  the  confused  and  overlapping  areas. 
Of  course,  tiie  bill  could  not  pass  this  session.  But  he  hoped 
it  would  pass  next  year. 

Legal  Education. — ^The  adjourned  debate  on  Sir  Boundoll 
Falmsr's  motion  in  favour  of  esteblishing  a  General  School 
of  Iaw  in  the  metropolis  was  cow  resumed  by  Mr.  Jesse], 
who.  after  taking  objection  to  the  terms  of  the  motion,  con- 
demned the  second  resolution  as  a  strong  measure,  and  one 
for  which  he  waa  not  sure  there  was  any  precedent.  Sir  K . 
Palmer  had  devoted  a  considerable  portion  of  his  speech  to 
what  he  called  the  main  principle  to  be  embodied  in  his 
motion — namely,  that  articled  derks  and  students  for  the 
bar  should  be  educated  together.  Bat  it  might  happen  that 
the  governing  board  to  bo  established  might  not  be  equally 
convinced  of  the  necessity  of  having  these  two  classes 
educated  together.  In  order  to  show  the  necessity  for  so 
great  an  innovation  as  the  establishment  of  a  great  school  of 
law  to  supersede  existing  teachers  and  modes  of  teaching, 
it  was  requisite,  us  lawyei-g  said,  "  to  make  out  a  case."  The 
terms  of  disparagement  in  which  our  existing  system  was 
spoken  of  by  Sir  B  Palmer  struck  him  with  surprise  and 
mortification  as  a  kind  of  sweeping  condemnation,  expressed 
in  far  stronger  language  than  the  oiroumstanoes  warranted. 
It  was  condemnation  far  wider  and  more  sweeping  than  was 
consistent  with  accuracy.  In  the  last  century,  in  Black- 
stone's  day,  it  was  the  fashion  to  talk  of  the  English  law  as 
the  perfection  of  reason.  Exaggeration  in  one  direction 
had  brought  its  natural  result,  exai^gerittion  in  another. 
He  did  not  concur  in  the  great  eulog;ium  of  English  law 
in  the  last  century,  nor  in  the  depreciation  of  it  in  this  cen- 
tury He  believed  that  Eni;Ush  law  was  the  law  best  adapted 
for  the  English  people.  He  did  not  believe  it  was  the  best 
possible  system  of  law,  or  deny  that  it  was  capable  of  great 
improvement ;   but  he  believed  there  was  no  system  of 
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law  in  the  world  so  well  adapted  to  the  wants  and  wishei 
of  the   Engliah    people    as    the    present   system.    With 
all  its  impenectionB  and  ihortcomings,  there  was  no  jnris- 
pmdenco  in  the  world  so  dear  to  the  people  among  whom  it 
existed.     It  mnst  have  extraordinary  merits,  because  it  was 
not  only  esteemed  bat  loyed  and  reverenced  by  the  English 
people.'    His  view  of  English  law  was,  that  it  was  unscien- 
tifio  because  it  was  pliable,  and  had  grown  np  among  the  Eng- 
lish people  in  accordance  with  their  desire,  and  their  wants 
and  requirements.  It  was  not  a  system  that  had  been  mann- 
factored  by  doctrinaires  and  jurists.    It  had  been  made  for 
the  people  and  by  the  people,  and  was  continually  expanding 
with  the  progress  of  their  ciTilization.    He  did  not  agree 
with  Sir  R.    Palmer   that  the  defects  in  our  legislation 
resulted  firom  the  law  not  being  studied.    We  all  knew 
pretty  well  from  what  canaes  these  do&ots  sprung.    One 
of  the  many  causes  was  that  we  were   a  free  people,  and 
that  OUT  legislation  was  the  work  of  a  popular  assembly 
and   that    we    sacrificed   to    some  extent   accnraoy    and 
scienee  to  that  enjoyment  of  freedom  and  liberty  which 
enabled  that  popular  assembly  to  enact  laws  for  the  country. 
He  did  not  think  that  any  system   of  lectures,  that  any  es- 
tablishment of  profeesoTB,  would  be  a  core  for  the  occasional 
mistakes  in  our  legislation.    He  had  often  heard  judges  say 
the  statutes  were  very  diSicnlt  to  comprehend,  that  the 
Legislature's  intentions  were  not  very  well  expressed,  and 
he  had  often  thought  that  if  judges,  instead  of  giving  vent  to 
those  expressions  of  discontent,  had  honeiUy  and  fairly  ap- 
plied their  minds  to  ascertain  what  really  the  meaning  of  a 
statute  was,  they  might  have  succeeded  without  much  diffi- 
culty in   finding  out  the  meaning  and  intentions  of  the 
Legislature,  and  might  have  spared  themselves  unpleasant 
comments  in  regara   to  the   Legislature.      All   tliat  was 
wanted  to  secure  an  effectual  study  of  the  law  was  a  sensible 
and  effectual  system  of  examination.     That  examination 
must  be  oonduoted  by  an  independent  body  of  examiners ; 
it  must  be  searching  and  thorough.     He  did  not  believe  that 
the  nineteenth  century  was  a  century  of  teaching  by  lec- 
tures.    He  believed  that  learning  could  be  acquired  much 
better  through  books.     Where  printiag   was  common  the 
demand  for  books  was  sure  to  meet  with  a  ready  azuwer  in 
the  shape  of  supply.     If  the  examination  was  able  and 
thorough,  we  should  find  men  who  would  discover  the  best 
means  of  acquiring  the  knowledge  necessary   to    pass  the 
«xamination.    If  uiey  were  of  opinion  that  the  knowledge 
could  be  best  attained  through  lectures,  then  no  doubt  lec- 
turers would  be  found  in  London  and  its  neighbourhood, 
and  in  every  great  town  in  this  kingdom.     Once  establish 
examination,  once  lay  down  that  no  man  could  be  admitted 
to  practice  the  profession  of  the  law  unless  he  liad  a  com- 
petent knowledge  of  the  law,  and  he  was  quite  satisfied  that 
education  would  be  found,  whether  it  was  in  a  garret  by 
the  side  of  a  rushlight,  or  in  a  magnifioeot  lecture-hall 
illuminated  by  a  thousand  gas  lamps.     As  regarded  either 
knowledge  of  the  law  or  practiee  of  the  law,  he  did  not 
think  the  bar  of  the  19th  century  had  degenerated,  and 
more  he  did  not  claim.     The  bar  was  not  employed  by  the 
outside  public,  but  by  solicitors,   who  professed  to  have  a 
competent  knowledge  of  the  profession,  and   who  employed 
advocates  who  would  win  their  cause.      But  the  matter  did 
not  stop  there.     Barristers  every  day  of  their  lives  have  to 
undergo  a  competitive  examination,  not  only  in  the  presence 
of  their  clients,  the  solicitors,  but  in  the  presence  of  the 
Judges  and  of  jealous  and  watchful  colleagues  at  the  bar. 
He  thought  the  practice  of  admitting  to  the  bar  men  who 
knew  no  law,  and  who  only  wanted  to  be  dubbed  barristers 
for  the  purpose  of  qualifyingthemselves  for  certain  appoint- 
ments tnoiud  be  stopped.     He  thought  a  man  who  had  no 
learning  ought  not  tu  be  a  member  of  a  learned  profession. 
If  he  was  told  that  the  scheme  of  teaching  and  examining 
proposed  by  his  hon.  and  learned  friend  was  to  be  self- 
'supporting,  that  implied  "  You  shall  attend  my  lectures  and 
pay  my  fees,  or  I  won't  pass  you."     In  other  words,  the 
examination  wooM  be  so  fimned  that  nobody  could  pass 
except  the  man  who  attended  lectures.    If  they  established 
a  single  teaching  body,  and  that  body,  through  its  examiners, 
was  to  be  the  only  avenue  to  a  learned  profession,  they 
established   the  worst  of  all  monopdiee — a  monopoly  of 
teaching.     He  looked  upon  a  gigantic  monopoly  as  a  mon- 
strous evil,  and  if  there  were  no  other  objection  to  the 
scheme  propounded,  this  alone  should  be  sufficient  to  cause 
its  rejection  or  modification.     In  his  opinion,  the  present 
education  of  attorneys  and  solicitors  did  not  fit  tbem,  as  a 
general  rule,  to  take  part  in  the  government  of  a  legal 


collage  or  university.     Again,  it  would  be  moat  mvin  to 
grant  a  monopoly  of  legal  education  to  a  yet  unttiedtKid;, 
Another  moat  important  qneatioa  was,  i^ience  ven  tl» 
funds  for  the  support  of  tiie  proposed  univaEUtjtobt  k- 
rived  F    When  it  was  said  that  the  State  ou^ttootik- 
liah  a  legal  university,  it  migiit  be  supposed  tiut  it  vn  in- 
tended wat  the  State  should  fnmidi  the  fooda  oeeeaujlti 
its  support,  but  he  was  afraid  that  when  the  oitttr  cut 
to  be  laid  before  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  btinll, 
in  trenchant  and  emphatic  language,  say  "  If  these  (nUan 
want  a  school  of  law  for  their  own  purpos*s,  lettheaia; 
for  it  out  of  their  own  pockets."    AsnnertioiihidMi 
made,  however,  that  that  institutioa  mi^t  be  udeieK. 
supporting.    But  how   was    that  to  be   done  (xot|>t  bv 
levying  a  heavy  fine  irrespective  of  the  goodneaoitke 
btdneas  of  the  teaching  it  provided  upon  thiMe  vhono^t 
to  enter  the   legal   profession,  and  by  giving  it  i  to- 
plete  monopoly  of  legal  teaching,  to  the  exclnsiim  i  1> 
really  ([ood  legal  education  which  was  offered  by  tlie  lu 
of  Court  to  their  students  at  a  trifling  oust  P    Th  tano. 
tion  was  certainly  not  of  the  opinion  that  such  u  'vA 
tion  could  be  self-supporting,  and  its  prospectos  poinUin 
large  funds  supposed  to  be  under  the  control  of  the  Imi  ^ 
Court  and  of  uie  Incorporated  Law  Society  as  beiiig  #- 
cable  for  its  support.    The  scheme  had  not  met  vitli  tk 
support  of  members  of  either  branch  of  the  profenioD.  I> 
had  obtained  the  approval  of  leas  than  one-sixth  of  thcbii, 
a  number  of  those  who  had  lent  it  their  countanasn  hii; 
lecturers,  who  might,  perhaps,  hope  to  be  selected  to  fill  & 
chairs  and  professorships  proposed  to  be  created,  while  k 
few  were  practising  counsel,  and  less  than  one-sixtliofii! 
Queen's  counsel  had  given  the  proposal  their  aaacDL  Aiti 
the  judges,  on  examination  it  tamed  oat  that  tiie  onlr)<i? 
who  iiad  expressed  an  unqualified  approval  of  the  piu<ii 
a  puisne  judge  in  India.    Again,  Sir  B.  Palmer  h«d  oold 
(hat  the  Liord  Chancellor  and  eleven  of  the  judgn  of  Ui 
country  had  given  a  "  general"  approval  to  the  proposta; 
but  it  would  have  been  more  satisfootory  had  th«e  ii^ 
legal   authorities    expressed  a    "  special"  approval  ol  ii 
seeing  that  a  few  yean  ago  they  had   approved  qnte  > 
different  kind  of  plan.    The  committee  of  Linook'i  In 
had  rejected  the  scheme  by  a  majority  of  18  ont(JiS< 
and   their  example   had    bieen  foUowed  by  the  Cnmil 
of  the  Incorporated  Law  Society,  whose  vote,  howeTftW 
been  overruled  by  the  members  of  the  profession  «b  Is^ 
had  no  experience  or  practice,  and  who  were  poueaeii  i 
plenty  of  idle  time.    Besides  the  Incorporated  I^w  Soartr, 
the  plan  had  only  received  the  support  of  four  or  £Te  '<^ 
scure  provincial  law  societies,  which,  of  necessity,  n|it- 
sented  but  a  small  proportion  of  the  numerous  body  i 
country  solicitors.    The  subject  had  been  investigated  eM 
and  over  ag^.    A  committee  of  that  House  was  vppi^ 
to  consider  it  in  1846,  and  on  it  some  vary  eminent  mea^ 
sat    After  a  long  and  alaborate  inquiry  that  committee  >(- 
ported  in  &vonr  of  the  scheme  now  adopted  by  the  Im* 
Court    Their  report  stated  that  the  inatitutioas  or  ooUeft* 
of  law  that  were  desired  were  to  be  sought  for  n^er  Ip)'^ 
application,  if  possible,  of  old  establi^iments  than  bythi 
creaticm  of  new,  on  aooount  of  the  guarantee  whidi  ^ 
former  gave  of  order,  effisiency,  and  permanency  ;  and:!)^ 
such  institutions  were  to  a  great  de^«e  to  be  mot  wit!ii' 
the  existing  Inns  of  Court,    which  might  together  for-o  \ 
species  of  law  university.    The  committee  also  recoBmad» 
compulsory   examination,  that  the  appointment  of  the  jW 
feasors  should  be  made  by  the  Inns  separately,  and  tb^  t^ 
final  examinations  should  be  left  to  a  body  of  tavsuinf 
appointed  by  the  Inns  of  Court  in  oommon.  The  meania^a 
that  suggestion  was  that  the   Council  of  the  four  l& 
should  select  the   examiners,  while    the  Inns  sqiuafely 
should  appoint  the  teachers ;  so  that  as  &r  as  poanUe  tf 
selection  of  the  examiners  should  be  separated  from  ^ 
selection  of  the  teachers;   and  then  that  allmattan^ 
oommon  nature  might  be  discussed  and  executed  by  a  jo" 
body  elected  from  the  benchers  of  the  four  Inns.    ^°f^ 
stance  that  had  been  all  carried  out  excepting  that  vna 
he  admitted  to  be  a  very  vital  point — the  estabKshiaait  • 
a  ooinpnlsory  examination.  Again,  a  Royal  Commission  e«- 
poaedof  most  eminentmembers  of  the  profession,  with  tbe  Ff* 
sent  Lord  Chancellor  at  its  head,  was  appointed  in  iSM  to  u. 
quire  into  the  arrangements  of  the  Inns  of  Courts  sv  ^ 
Chancery  for  promoting  the  study  of  Um  law  and  <<}■"*' 
prudence,  and  into  the  means  which  were  moat  EW^  ^' 
secure  a  sound  and  systematic  educatioD  for  (todao^*^;^^ 
and  to  provide  satisfactory  tests  of  fitness  for 
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be  bar.  Tlu  Oonuniiaioiien  nnanimooily  reported  in 
mmr  o(  •  Melinrin«Ty  examination  for  adminioa  to 
h«  IniH  of  Court  of  penona  who  bad  not  taken  a 
TiiiTenity  depee.  That  had  been  done,  and  the  very 
Dim  of  exsnunatlon  irbleh  they  reoommended  had  been 
lOTtded.  Tliey  alio  reoommended  that  there  ahoold  be 
n  examination  the  paaaing  through  which  ihonid  be  reqoi- 
Ite  before  a  student  wai  called  to  the  bar.  That  had 
ot  yet  been  done.  Lecturee  had  been  eatablished 
J  the  Inoa  of  Conrt  on  the  rery  subject!  which  had 
eea  pointed  out  by  that  Commission.  The  scheme 
■commended  by  the  Oommision  waa  entirely  different  from 
kat  DOW  propoaed  by  his  hon.  and  learned  friend,  and  was 
boost  identical  with  that  proposed  by  the  Inns  of  Court. 
nth  regard  to  the  latter  scneme,  he  admitted  that  the 
ma  <rf  Court  had  been  rather  late  in  their  oonvenion 

>  the  principle  of  examination.  But  still,  not  very 
ite,  because  the  notion  of  examination  was  a  modem 
-lith  century  one.  Kxaminations  for  the  Army  and  the 
iTil  Service  were  things  of  yesterday  ;  examinations  for  the 
ledical  profession  were  not  very  much  older  ;  and  for  the 
aeon  be  had  already  giren,  there  was  not  such  a  preasing 
sed  of  examinations  in  the  legil  profession  as  in  the  other 
rofeasions  he  had  named.  In  186S,Lincoln's-inn  proposed, 
id  at  a  later  period  he  believed  the  other  Inns  were  willing 

>  adopt,  a  resolution  declaring  that  in  -the  opinion  of  that 
och  the  creation  of  a  l^al  university,  to  which  the  various 
mi  of  Conrt  might  be  affiliated,  and  through  which  degrees 
enld  be  conf^^,  waa  desirable  ;  and  in  passing  that 
Mlntion  he  thought  that  Lincoln's-inn  affinuM  the 
inciple  of  examination.  At  a  later  date  the  Inner  Tem^e 
■ed  a  resolution  making  examination  compulsory.  To 
at  IJncoln's-inn  did  not  at  that  time  agree,  and  it  fell 
rough  in  consequence.     But  all  the  four  inns  were  agreed 

the  necessity  and  propriety  of  an  examination,  and 
tj  should  they  not  carry  it  out  t  It  was  represented  that 
1^  were  so  frightened  at  the  competition  of  the 
ticled  clerka  of  attorneys  and  solicitors  that  they  did 
t  want  the  aystem  of  education  for  student)  at  the 
r,  and  that  ror  articled  clerks  to  be  under  the  same 
magement.  But  how  stood  the  facts  ?  Articled  clerks 
nenlly  served  from  16  to  21,  giving  an  average  age 
18}  years ;  whereas  law  students  generally  entered  at 
or  21,  and  went  out  at  from  23  to  24,  giving  an 
Mge  age  of  about  21}  years.  Agun,  the  migority 
the  Chancery  Bar — and  the  same,  he  believed,  was  ap- 
Bximately  true  of  the  Common  Law  Bar — had  enjoyed 
9  enormous  advantage  of  a  University  education ; 
^reas,  but  a  very  small  percentage  of  attorneys  and 
idtora  had  enjoyed  the  same  advantage.  The  result 
I  that  in  the  former  case  they  had  a  trained  man,  who 
1  gone  through  a  coarse  of  mental  training  and  culture, 
1  who  was  three  years  older  than  the  average  articled 
rk;  and  were  they  to  force  him  to  attend  the  same 
tores  ss  the  man  who,  whatever  might  be  his  natural 
jitiea,  possessed  an  inferior  education  ?  Again,  the 
icied  clerks  were  numerically  something  like  ten  to  one 
compared  with  the  students  at  the  bar  ;  and,  therefore,  if 
7  both  attended  the  same  lectares,  they  would  have  their 
ises  composed  of  a  very  Inr.'n  number  of  young  untrained 
•oos,  and  a  very  small  laimber  of  older  and  trained 
aons.  Again,  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  in  his 
lence  before  the  Commission  stated,  as  the  result  of  his 
«hence  of  teaching  in  the  Universities,  that  compulsory 
iudaoce  at  lectures  was  a  great  disadvantage  to  clever 
1;  that  it  might  be  some  advantage  to  inferior  men,  but 
t  a  clever  man  conld  employ  his  time  much  more  profitably 
ehambers ;  and  that  lectures  must  pitch  the  tone 
their  instruction,  not  to  suit  a  few  of  the  cleverer 
lents,  but  the  great  majority  of  their  audience.  What 
lid  happen  ?  If  they  put  such  a  great  migority  of 
cled  clerks  to  study  in  the  same  class  with  the  older  and 
%r  trained  students  of  law,  they  would  bring  about 
it  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  had  so  well  described, 
make  the  lectares  wholly  useless.  That  certainly  was 
feeling  under  which  this  resolution  bad  been  come  to. 
at  was  the  next  point?  That  the  Committee  were 
pinion,  and  recommended  that  there  should  be  a  com- 
nry  examination  of  the  students  before  they  were  called 
the  bar,  or  allowed  to  practice,  and  that  the 
'  Inns  of  Conrt  should  establish  such  examination.  That 
■abstantially  the  scheme  assented  to  by  the  four  Iims  of 
rt.  They  had  come  to  those  resolutions,  and  undoubtedly 
'  would  be  acted  npon.    Why  should  their  action  be 


superseded  by  an  unknown  and  untried  body !  But  it 
was  said  that  Inns  of  Court,  whatever  might  by 
thooght  of  thou  by  committees  of  the  Hoose  and  by 
T^rjtV  ivfTnTT»i«^i9Tif,  had  fallen  into  a  state  of  decay, 
and  decrepitude,  and  were  utterly  unable  to  conduct 
these  examinations,  or  to  name  examiners,  for  that 
was  all  they  would  have  to  do.  And  then  there  fol- 
lowed what  he  must  call  general  abuse  of  the  Inns  of  Court 
They  were  called  "mere  ropes  of  aand"— rather  an  odd 
term   to    apply   to    societies   which   had   held   together 


that  be  said  of  other  and  more  influential  bodies?  Perhaps 
even  Cabinets  might  be  said  to  be  held  together  by  dinners, 
not  frequent,  ana  councils  more  than  occasional.  Then, 
they  were  told,  they  were  badly  governed,  and  that  the 
Oovenmient  fell  into  the  hands  of  the  lass  distinguished 
members.  It  might  be  quite  true  that  such  members 
attended  to  the  routine  busineas  of  the  Inns,  but  when  they 
came  to  the  question  of  legal  education,  the  members  of  the 
Bench  took  an  active  part  in  everything  which  concerned 
it.  Lord  Weatbury,  for  very  many  years,  when  at  the  head 
of  the  pfofession,  even  after  he  was  Attomey-Oeneial,  was 
a  prominent  and  active  member  of  the  Legal  Education 
Committee.  Then,  it  was  said,  they  did  not  represent  the 
bar.  They  were  self-eleoted  nominally,  but  not  really  so. 
In  Lincom's-iim,  they  consisted  entirely  of  judges  and 
Queen's  counsel,  and  in  'fiie  other  Inns  almost  entirely  so. 
In  subetance,  they  owed  their  appointment  to  the  favour  of 
the  Crown,  which  made  them  Benchers  becanse  it  made 
them  Queen's  counsel  or  judges.  He  said,  without  fear  of 
contradiction,  that  in  the  beat  sense  of  the  term,  they  did 
represent  the  bar  as  being  the  most  eminent  members  of  it. 
Then  it  was  said  their  etrnrts  were  purely  professional.  He 
admitted  they  had  profesuional  ends  in  view;  but  it  was  a 
mistake  to  suppose  that  they  excluded  or  wished  to  exclude 
country  gentlemen  who  desired  to  leam  the  law.  Then  it 
was  said  there  was  a  prer^ent  for  this  notion,  in  the 
University  of  London.  But  that  precedent  was  rather  the 
other  way.  Mr.  Tooke,  in  183S,  carried  an  address  to  the 
Crown,  to  incorporate,  not  the  present  University,  but  a 
toi^y  different  body — what  waa  now  called  Universi^ 
College.  It  bad  becm  established  for  many  years— since 
1827 — and  had  been  remarkably  succewfdL  It  had  400 
students,  and  a  body  of  professors  of  the  highest 
class.  It  had  gdven  proof  of  ita  excellence,  and  Mr. 
Tooke  recommeided  the  House  to  enable  her  Majesty 
to  grant  a  charter  with  power  to  confer  degrees. 
The  address  was  carried,  but  a  new  arrangement  was  made 
embracing  King's  College  and  other  bodies  entitled  to  yax- 
tidpate  in  the  benefits  of  a  University.  The  new  University 
was  moderately  suocessf ol,  but  after  a  time  some  one  started 
the  idea  that  it  did  not  matter  where  men  obtained  their 
knowledge  so  long  as  they  passed  a  teat  examination  satis- 
factorily. The  charter  was  then  surrendered,  a  new  one 
was  granted,  and  the  University  had  since  been  a  most 
successful  examining  Board.  Applying  that  example  to 
the  present  case,  he  would  say,  if  the  Inns  of  Court  did 
not  within  a  reasonable  time  establish  an  independent  and 
efBcient  Board  of  Examiners ;  if  they  did  not  fairly  fulfil 
their  trust  in  this  respect,  he  should  be  ready  to  vote  an 
address  to  the  Crown  to  establish  a  Board  of  Examiners ; 
but  he  preferred  leaving  the  matter  to  the  profession,  who 
had  its  interest  at  heart.  In  conclusion,  he  protested 
energetically  against  the  adoption  of  the  motion  in  the 
terms  in  wmch  it  was  couched ;  he  protested,  in  the  name 
oif  freedom  of  competition,  freedom  of  teaching,  freedom  of 
learTiing,  and  of  the  free  access  of  all  classes  to  these  pro- 
fessions, which  was  the  life  and  soul  of  them,  and  which 
entitled  them  to  the  esteem  of  their  fellow  countrymen. — 
Mr.  6.  Gbegory  said  that  he  had  some  doubts  as  to  the 
success  of  this  proposal  with  regard  to  his  (the  solicitor's) 
branch  of  the  profession.  No  doubt  some  violent  spirits 
desired  to  see  an  amalgamation  of  the  bar  and  the  solicitors, 
but  he  doubted  whether  that  was  desirable.  On  the  con- 
trary,  he  believed  that  the  present  division  of  the  profession 
was  very  advantageous.  Again,  he  thought  that  the 
solicitors  required  a  different  training  from  barristers. 
I'hey  had  to  deal  with  all  the  ordinary  affairs  of  mankind, 
and  it  was  necessary  that  an  attorney  should  bo  prepared 
for  all  those  emergencies  in  all  the  branches  of  the  pro- 
fession ;  whereas  the  members  of  the  bar  chose  their  speciality 
and  confined  themselves  chiefly  to  it.    Among  attorneys 
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thoro  was  the  first  pielinunarv  examinatioii  in  the  ground- 
work  of  general  ednoation ;  the  second  examination  on  legal 
matters ;  and  the  final  examination,  without  which  he  oomd 
not  become  an  attotney.  He  believed,  however,  that  the 
examinations  were  now  too  mnch  of  a  oompatitivB  character, 
and  rather  tended  to  prevent  candidates  from  becoming 
proficients  in  the  special  work  of  attorneys.  He  considered 
that  the  examinations  should  be  purely  test  examinations, 
and  should  aim  principally  at  securing  good  practioal 
knowledge  of  the  attorney's  branch  of  the  profession.  In 
reference  to  the  present  arrangement,  by  which  a  solicitor 
who  desired  to  become  a  barrister  was  compelled  for  three 
years  to  abstain  from  practice  as  an  attorney,  he  quite 
thought  with  the  hon.  member  for  Dover  that  that  ml« 
might  well  be  modified. — Sir  F.  Goldsmid  objected  to  the 
6cheme,  on  the  ground  that  it  would  create  a  new  monopoly, 
as  every  oQier  body  would  be  put  at  a  disadvantage  as 
compared  with  this  child  of  the  State,  against  which  it 
would  be  almost  impossible  to  compete.  The  only  thing 
really  necessary  was  compulsory  examination,  the  want  of 
which  had  rendered  inefficient  the  teaching  of  the  schools 
already  in  existence.  As  one  of  the  managpers  of  University 
College,  Ijondon,  he  might  state  that  that  institation  had 
secured  the  services  of  most  ooinpetent  l^al  teiM^ers,  as 
had  also,  he  believed,  the  Inns  of  (>>urt  and  King's  College, 
London ;  but  the  efforts  of  these  teachers  were  of  compar- 
Atively  little  avail,  because  there  was  no  compulsory  exam- 
ination.— ^The  debate  was  then  adjourned  on  the  motion  of 
Mr.  H.  Pahner. 

The  SuHJaf  Oh$tmance  ProMteutiong  Bill. — Committee. — 
A  new  clause  moved  by  Mr.  T.  CSuunbers  to  give  twenty 
householders  the  power  of  setting  the  police  in  motion  was 
rejected  by  sixty  to  twenty-five.  A  new  clause  was  added 
by  the  Oovemment,  providing,  among  inter  alia,  that  the 
magutrate  who  sets  the  police  in  motion  shall  not  hear  the 
prosecution. 

July  26.— The  Limited  Oionert  Rendenee*  (1870)  Act 
Amendment  Bill  was  read  a  third  time,  and  passed. 

The  Weightt  and  Meaiuret  (Metric  Sj/elem  Bill}  was 
thrown  out  on  second  reading,  by  82  to  77. 

July  27. — The  ParliamttUart/  and  Municipal  Eleetione 
fBallotJ  Bill. — A  considerable  time  was  spent  in  argument 
over  details  of  clause  9.  The  casting  vote  of  the  returning 
officer  was  confirmed  to  him  in  two  successive  dirieions, 
against  proposals  by  Mr.  Bentinck  and  Mr.  Lowther.— Mr. 
Bentiuck  Eigain  moved  apropos  of  a  provision  in  favour  of 
blind  voters,  the  proposition  to  allow  illiterate  voters  the 
aid  of  the  returning  officer  in  filling  up  their  papers,  but  it 
was  rejected  by  113  to  64.  —The  clause  was  then  carried  by 
179  to  96. — Causes  10  and  11  were  also  agreed  to. 


office  becomes  vacant  by  his  death.  Hi.  'Wsdhu'itoBi; 
has  been  connected  with  Bristol  for  about  thnegeaoisiai; 
his  father  was  High  Sheriff  of  the  citv  tbrat  tvtit;^ 
yeart.     He  hat  left  a  widow  and  six  childrtn. 

MR.  F.  BEOD£BIP. 
Mr.  Francis  Broderip,  formerly  a  solicitor  of  5ew«|in, 
Lincoln's-inn,  died  at  his  residence  in  Goww^tnet,  Baro^ 
square,  on  the  17th  of  July,  at  the  advanaed  ^  <f<^ 
three  years.  Mr.  Broderip  was  certificated  in  Eashrfai, 
1809,  and  was  for  many  years  in  partnershipjritii  tktlik 
Mr.  John  Allan  Powell  and  Mr.  George  Wild^  Oe  la 
being  known  as  "Powell,  Broderip,  k  Wilde."  (hit 
death  of  Mr.  Powell  he  became  the  senior  partner,  kt  it 
firm  ceased  to  exist  about  seven  years  ago. 


ADVICE  TO  IlfVESTOEa 


OBITUABY- 

MR.  A.  J.  JOHKES. 
Mr.  Arthur  James  Johnes,  late  County-court  Judge  of  the 
Mid-Wales  Circuit,  died  at  his  residence,  Garthmyl-Jssa, 
Montgomeryshire,  on  the  23rd  of  July,  after  a  lingering  ill- 
ness. He  was  the  son  of  the  late  Edward  Johnes  EsQ^.,  M.D., 
of  Garthmyl-Issa,  by  Mary,  daughter  of  Edward  Davies,  Esq., 
of  the  same  place.  Be  was  bom  on  the  4th  of  February, 
1808,  was  educated  at  the  Oswestry  Grammar  School, 
and  afterwards  proceeded  to  the  University  of  London,  where 
he  obtained  the  first  prize  in  the  I^aw  Class.  He  was  vailed 
to  the  bar  in  January,  1835,  and  in.March,  1847,  on  the  con- 
stitution of  the  county-courts,  lie  was  appointed  JuJgs  of 
Circuit  No.  28,  whiclt  embraces  the  ilistrict  of  Mid-Wales. 
Mr.  Johnes  was  appointed,  also  in  1847,  a  joint  commissioner 
to  report  on  several  bills  relative  to  certain  gas  companies  in 
various  towns  in  England.  He  was  the  author  of  "  Sugges- 
tions for  the  Reform  of  the  Court  of  Chancery,  by  the  Union 
of  tlie  .lurisdictions  of  Law  and  Equity,"  and  of  some  other 
works. 


MR.  J.  D.  WADHAM. 
Jlr.  James  Davison  Wadham,  solicitor,  Clerk  of  the  Peace 
for  the  city  of  Bristol,  and  Under-Shcriff  for  the  city  and 
county  of  Bristol,  died  at  Great  Malvern  on  the  20th  of  July, 
at  the  age  of  forty-six  years.  Mr.  Wadhim  was  admitted  in 
1848,  and  was  formerly  in  partnership  with  the  Utc  Mr. 
William  OJv  Hare,  whom  he  succedetl  as  Under-SlierifT  in 
1860.  Oil  the  death  of  Mr.  Hare,  in  IStiS,  Mr.  Wadham 
was  appointed  to  succeed  him  as  Clerk  of  the  Peace,  which 


Every  day  propojals  are  brought  before  the  pnllit  it 

new  investments  of  its  money,    ft  is  natural  that  it  i»i 

be  so  at  present    Money  is  abundant    The  (aliad&ti  i 

1866  have  been  accepted,  surmounted,  or  fotsotten,  aiit 

activity  of  V-ngljifh  enterprise  seeks  new  fleldi  of  m^ 

ment    Probauy,  on  the  whole,  it  may  be  nii  tint  it 

experience  of  the  last  panic  has  done  good,  and  tkitthiit- 

vestments  now  proposed  are  of  a  sounder  and  aafs  dii» 

ter  than  those  which  five  or  six  yean  ago  temptsd  to  te 

ruin  the  foolish  and  sanguine  herd  of  people  in  mtrk  d 

great  and  quick  profits.     But  new   investmeali  bn  i 

course  their  risks,  and  it  would  be  as  well  if  qnist,  i>'^'^ 

able  people  knew  a  little  better  than  they  ordiiurira 

what  are  the  criteria  by  which  proepeetnses  oa|lil  t  k 

tested.     For    those  who  consciously  incur   a   rak  .:  i 

needless  to  write.    When  a  man  or  a  woniu  'jii-.  m 

example,  shares  in  a  Califomian  mine,  he  at  she  maiji 

aware  that  the  result  may  be  a  prize  or  it  may  In  »  "^ 

But  most  prospectuses  profess  to   offer  a  safe,  if  )• 

investment ;  and  who  is  there  that,  reading  sodt  i  jM 

pectus,  does  not  think  it  would  be  mnch  pleastnta  a  !f 

seven  or  ten  per  cent    than  four   or    five?    Thm  " 

however,  some  general  rules   by  which   all  ne« 

may  b«  tested,   and  as  they  can  be  stated  witlwit 

'  reference  to  any  particular  prospectus  that  has  lately 

j  peared,  and  without  danger  of  writing  down  or  vrit:'.^ 

any  one  of  the  many  recent  proposals  for  iurestaint,  :*.  ■ 

!  be  useful  to  describe  them  briefly.     Those  who  uc  t. 

tomed  to  scraGuise  matters  of  this  sort  have  g«ii«  '" 

the  public  cannot  have.    Tery  often  the  names  !  I 

brokers  and  of  the  solicitors  attached  to  the  ptosptr'a 

once  show  something  of  tho  real  value  of  the  ankrJl 

The  public  looks  almost  exclusively  to  the  names  i  I 

directors  ;  but  this,  although   somotimes  a  good  f»iii> 

often  a  very  bad  one.     A   perfectly  honest  noUaac. 

squire  or  general,  or  admiral,  may  figure  in  a  lilt  cf  il 

tors  in  connexion  with  a  scheme  of  the  real  ralw  ''^ 

he  has  no  knowledge  whatever  ;  but  brokers  sad  »id 

of  a  high  (dass  do  not  like  to  connect   thenaelr*  i 

undertakings,  the  weak  points  of  which  are  eridfut:'! 

practised  eyes.    Persons,  however,  to  whom  th«  ma* 

almost  all  London  brokers  and  solicitors  are  Stnx^  | 

learn  nothing  from  reading  the  mere  personal  fif- 

prospectus,  and  must  look  at  the  contents  of  the  f<  -^ 

itself.    It  would,  wo  think,  be  of  advantage  to  '.'y'^  ' 

studying  these  contents,  they  had  a  few  simple  rule* ; '  ? 

them.      The  contents  of  prospectuses  are  so  rtri-^-  'i 

is  impossible  to  do  more  than  to  take  some  fewlsalitj^ 

.IS  examples,  but  perhaps  what  may  be  said  o(  tk^* 

ted  examples  will  throw  some  light  on  other  jete»* 

nature  of  which  may  bo  slightly  different 

The  first  example  we  will  taks  is  that  of  fcre^  ■» 

As  a  general    rule,  the  risk  that  is  run  pn  tnlneri^ 

foreign  loan  is  more  easily  ascertained  than  tV;  r* 

subscribing    to   other  forms  of   new   inTartiw»>>    ' 

market  value  of  a  new  loan  is  determined  by  tbf  "•'J 

of   all    tho    Exchanges  of   Europe,   and  the  cfly  9 

tions    about  a    foreign    loan  are    whether  t!>*  '  "^ 

I  ing  nation  can    and   will   pay  the    interwt  sfc  •  '■ 

'  fund,  if  there  is  a  sinking  fund,  and  whether  '-'    ' 

1  of   issue  is  a  fiur  one.      There  tannot   iw«iNr  (;< 

!  general  rules  tcachins;  whether  Italy,  or  IJoai*.  " '-  "  5 

;  State',  or  France,  will  continue  to  keep  fiith  with  '"''ijr 

'  creditors.     Persons   mu»l  judge  for    the<D«I»w  * 

I  points,  as  also  they  must  when  they  are  asked  toH-  " 

'  money  to  nations  which  habituslly'make  new  »»»  -  ' 
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leistareit  on  old  debts.  All  that  can  l>e  said  is  that  gene- 
illy  the  price  of  issue  represots  vei7  fairly  the  current 
lision  in  Europe  of  the  value  of  the  security.  But  oppor- 
loit;  may  be  taken  of  this  instance  to  advert  to  a  point 
bicb  is  eonuDon  to  all  proposals  for  new  inveetmwita.  Most 
!ople  will  have  obserred  that  almost  all  new  sohemes  are 
loted  at  a  premium.  Those  who  are  not  acquainted  with 
e  secrets  of  the  Stock  Exchange  onsht  to  understand 
Dcii  more  clearly  than  we  fear  they  do  that  this  quotation 
a  premium  is  no  guide  whatever  to  the  value  of  the  inveat- 
tnt.  In  exceptioniu  cases  it  may  really  express  the  opinion 
competent  persons  that  the  price  of  issue  is  advantageous, 
d  that  it  will  answer  to  get  an  allotment ;  but  as  a  general 
k,  the  premiums  quoted  for  new  investments  are  wholly 
tilioDS.  Q'hey  are  really  nothing  bat  a  method  b^  which 
9  promoters  of  the  scheme  piote^  themselves  agamst  nn- 
ropdons  opponents.  The  Stock  Exohsnge  allows  stocks 
d  ahares  to  be  dealt  in  directly  the  proposal  for  issuing 
im  is  made.  Opponents  could,  therefore,  sell  the  proposed 
ne,  and  drive  it  to  a  discount ;  but  as  this  would  deter 
)  public  from  subscribing,  the  promoters  of  the  scheme 
re  recourse  to  the  counter  operation  of  buying  at  a  pre- 
niD.  Into  the  precise  working  of  these  schemes  and 
inter  schemes  it  is  not  necessary  to  enter.  All  that  it  is 
ided  to  know  is,  that  generally  the  preminm  lepreaents 
ick  Exchange  operations,  and  not  the  opinion  of  gcwd 
ges  and  honest  investors  as  to  the  value  of  the  seonrity 
red. 

Che  next  instance  we  will  take  is  that  of  proposals  for 
issoe  of  railway  debenture  stock  on  minor  lines.  Many 
the  proposals  for  issues  of  this  kind  have  been  amongst 
most  Intimate  recently  made.  The  panic  of  I8C6  left 
umber  of  minor  railways  uncompleted  or  in  difficulties ; 
i  partly  by  separate  Acts  of  Parliament,  partly  by 
em«s  under  the  sanetion  of  the  Conrt  of  Chancery,  per- 
n'on  has  been  given  to  create  sufficient  capital  to  oom- 
(e  or  &ee  the  undertaking  with  a  priority  over  all  other 
ms.  To  invest  in  these  Prafsrential  Debenture  Stocks 
/ten  a  very  prudent  mode  of  placing  mone^.  But  there 
two  castions  which  investors  should  bear  in  mind.  In 
first  place,  it  should  be  noted  what  is  the  amount  per 
t  which  the  proposed  issue  will  reach.  The  investors 
but  have  the  produce  of  the  railway,  and  if  the  rail- 
'  when  finished  will  consume  more  of  their  money  per 
)  than  it  is  worth,  it  will  do  them  no  good  that 
r  have  a  preference  over  other  persons  whose  posi- 
is  worse  than  their  own.  No  general  rule  can  be 
down,  fur  a  new  or  branch  line  may  be  likely  to  become 
it^ral  part  of  a  main  line  taking  £10  or  £60  per  mile  per 
Ie  ;  but  ordinarily  if  an  investor  finds  that  the  Preter- 
il  Bebentore  Stock  will  exceed  jes,n00  per  mile,  he 
it  to  be  on  his  guard,  and  to  inquire  what  are  the 
ptional  circamstancea  that  jostify  the  excess.  In  the 
place,  he  should  most  attentively  consider  how  the  line 
be  worked.  It  is  often  assumed  that  lines  can  be 
led  at  fifty  per  cent,  of  the  gross  earnings ;  but  this  is 
It  all  true  of  new  small  lines  at  first  starting  ;  and  what- 
the  prospectus  may  say,  he  will  do  well  to  assume  that 
■orking  expenses  will  at  first  be  not  much  lees  than 
Dty  per  cent.  But  this  is  not  aU.  The  investor  must 
hat  the  new  money  provided  will  not  only  complete  the 
but  provide  adequate  rolling  stock  ;  for  obviously  a  line 
no  use  unless  there  are  engines  and  carriages  to  run  on 
ind  although  rolling  stock  may  be  hired,  it  is  always 
t  at  a  ruinous  expense.  Further,  there  is  a  danger  to 
h  investors  are  very  little  alive.  They  have  »  first 
1  upon  the  net  earnings,  but  tho  rplling  stock  does  not 
ig  to  them,  hut  to  the  company,  and  is  liable  to  seizure 
he  company's  debts.  It,  therefore,  there  are  any 
tora  of  the  compaoy  whom  claims  are  not,  by  tiie  Act 
heme  creating  the  preferential  capital,  postponed  to  the 
IS  of  the  contributors  of  that  capital,  the  holders  may 
ne  rolling  stock  taken  awuy  from  them,  and  thus  their 
erty  rendered  temporarily  valaeless.  Generally  claims 
log  at  the  date  of  the  Act  or  Scheme  are  so  postponed ; 
he  company,  before  it  can  issue  its  new  Debenture 
c,  mar  have  gone  through  new  difficulties,  and  thus 
IS  may  havo  been  created  against  which  investors, 
IS  they  have  adequate  experience,  are  not  sufficiently  on 
guar!. 

stly ,  there  arc  new  companies  proposed,  to  the  shares  of 
h  investors  are  invited  to  subscribe.  Here,  again,  only 
of  the  most  general  kind  con  bu  given,  for  many  of  these 
companies  are  undoubtedly  sound  und  honest  schemes. 


But,  in  the  first  place,  investors  should  understand  what  are 
the  draw  backs  of  all  companies  managed  by  boards.    The 
directors  are  charged  with  the  management,  but  the  directors' 
do  not  really,  as  a  mle,look  after  the  practicaleveryday  work- 
in^  of  the  company.  They  oannot  do  so,  and  are  not  paid  for 
doing  so.    They  are  for  the  most  part,  if  not  mere  hacks  or 
dummies,  wealthy  men,  or  men  with  very  various  occnpa" 
tions,  and  they  only  get  a  very  small  yearly  payment,  and 
give  up  a  very  small  amount  of  their  tin^e  and  thoughts- 
to  the  business  thej-  nominally  manage.    This  answers  very 
well  when  the  nature  of  the  business  is  such  that  all  that  is 
required  is  occosioaal  superintendence  as  a  check  upon  the 
offcials  who  ure  really  paid  for  doing  the  work  ;  but  where 
more  is  wanted,  where  the  nature  of  the  business  is  such  that 
intelligent  and  constant  supervision  on  the  part  of  the  higher 
authorities  is  needed,  boards  generally  break  down,  unless 
the  direction  is  either  so  constituted  uiat  men  of  real  business 
habits  ore  induced  and  are  properly  paid  to  give  constant 
attention  to  the  concern,  or  some  one  person,  such  as  the 
chairman,  or  a  general  manager,  is  appointed  with  adequate 
remuneration  to  look  closely  after  the  undertaking.     In  the 
next  place,  investors,  if  they  will  take  the  trouble  to  observe 
what  IS  going  on,  may  notice  that  there  are  fashions  in  the- 
kind  of  companies  started.    At  one  time  there  is  a  flush  of 
new  banks,  at  another  time  of  new  telegraph  companies,  at 
another  time  of  new  mining  companies.    .Just  now  the  rage 
is  for  tramway  companies.     It  almost  Talways  happens  that 
the  fashion  is  set  going  by  some  indisputable  instance  of 
success,  and  theu  schemes  are  started  to  rival  this  success. 
Investors  should  be  very  much  on  their  guard  against  pro- 
posals of  this  imitative  character.     Kothing  more  than  cau- 
tion is  necessary.    It  may  very  possibly  happen  that  out  of 
twenty  new  schemes  for  tramways  the  twentieth  is  the  beat  ; 
but  almost  all  the  great  losses  that  hare  overwhelmed  inno- 
cent specnlators  have  been  due  to  unsound  schemes  being 
started  in  imitation   of  sound  schemes  of  the  same  sort. 
Prudent  people  ought  to  hold  it  to  be  an-argnment  against  a 
new  scheme  that  it  is  one  of  a  number  which  are  supposed  to 
meet  a  temporary  fancy  of  the  public.    This  argument  will 
of  course  faide  away  if  the  particular  scheme  they  are  consi- 
dering olfers  exceptional  advantages ;  if,  for  ^example,  tho 
propped  tramway  is  in  a  populous  district,  if  the  cost  per 
i  mile  is  very  low,  and  if  the  contractors  are  thoroughly  tnist- 
I  worthy,  and  an  adequate  supply  of  rolling-stock  is  to  be 
i  provided.  ,  But  if  these  conditions  are  not  fulfllled,  investors 
I  m  tramways  may  suffer  from  giving  way  to  the  excitement  of 
I  a  passing  fsahion,  just  as  investors  in  ill-planned  railways 
I  suffered  a  fei^  years  ago.    They  ought  not  to  be  deterred  by 
I  these  considerations  from  calmly  investigating  the  merits  of 
I  any  of  the  tramway  schemes  now  daily  offered  to  their 
i  notice,  but  they  ought  to  beware  of  accepting  as  a  (^neral 
I  truth  that  tramways  will  pay,  and  applying  this  principle 
;  indiscriminately  to  every  scheme  for  a  new  tramway  made 
1  at  any  cost  in  any  part  of  the  world. — Saturday  Rnitw. 

JUDICAT0RE  COMMISSION. 
The  following  memorial  has  been  presented  to  the 
Judicature  Commission,  by  the  Association  of  Chambers  of 
Commerce  of  the  United  Kingdom,  including  the  Chambers 
of  Commerce  of  Aberdeen,  Batley,  Belfast,  Birmingham, 
Bradford,  Bristol,  Cardiff,  Coventry,  Darlington,  Derby, 
Dewsbnry,  Douglas,  Isle  of  Man,  Dublin,  Dundee,  Exeter, 
Falmouth,  Gloucester,  Goole,  Halifax,  Holmfirth,  Hudders- 
field,  Hull,  Jersey,  Kendal,  Leeds,  Macclesfield,  Middles- 
borough-on-Tees,  Morley,  Newport,  Mon.,  Newcastle  on- 
Tyne.  Northampton,  Nottiuehaui,  Plymouth,  Rochdale. 
Runcorn  and  Upper  Mersey,  Sheffield.  Shoreham,  Southamp- 
ton, South  of  Scotland,  Staffordshire  Potteries,  Stockton-on- 
Tees,  Sunderland,  Wakefield,  West  Hartlepool,  Wolver- 
i  hampton  : — 

I  That  the  jurisdiction  of  the  High  Court  of  Admiralty,  as 
I  at  present  administered,  is  a  serious  evil  to  the  mercantile 
marine  of  Great  Britain  and  of  all  foreign  nations,  in  couse- 
I  quence  oF  the  great  expense  of  prosecuting  or  defendiug  a 
1  suit,  and  of  the  long  delay,  not  unfrequently  extending  over 

years,  that  is  incurred  before  a  decision  is  given. 
'  "  Foreigners  who  are  owners  of  ships  or  caigoes  subject  to 
a  suit  in  the  Court  of  Admiralty  labour  under  peculiar  dis- 
advanteges.  A  foreign  ship  or  cargo  may  he  the  subject  of 
a  suit  in  the  Court  of  Admiralty  for  salvage,  for  example, 
and  may  be  seized  under  a  writ  of  that  Court.  In  orier 
that  the  property  may  be  released  it  is  necessary  that  bail 
be  given  for  donble  the  amount  claimed,  to  cover  the  claiuk 
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and  costs,  the  fall  OMts  being  thiu  aeenred  to  the  claimant, 
no  secnrity  wbaterer  on  the  other  hand  being  giren  to  the 
foreigner  for  cost*  in  case  the  sait  ahonld  fail.  The  snit  may 
then  be  condncted  in  the  High  Conrt  of  Admiialty  in 
London,  and  the  hearing  be  demred  for  many  months,  the 
foreigner,  his  captain,  and  his  crew,  being  absent,  and  the 
adrantagiM  of  oral  eridsnce  being  lost  to  them.  The  snit 
may,  in  consequence  of  the  long  vacation,  when  the  Court 
does  not  sit  for  three  months,  remain  undecided  for  many 
months,  and  after  a  decision  in  the  High  Conrt  of  Admiral^ 
may  be  carried  to  the  Court  of  AppMO,  which  may  leare  it 
undecided  for  an  indefinite  time.  Bail  having  been  giren, 
the  shipowner  is  liable  for  the  fUl  amount  dnnng  the  whole 
of  that  time,  to  his  great  inconvenience  and  loss,  and  even- 
tually, supposing  the  decision  to  be  in  his  favour,  heavy 
costs  have  been  incurred,  which  he  finds  it  impossible  to 
recover  from  persons  who  have  not  themselves  been  called 
upon  to  give  any  security. 

In  the  case  of  all  shipowners  this  amounts  to  a  denial  of 
justice,  but  in  the  case  of  foreign  shipowners,  who  are  com- 
pelled to  procure  bail  for  ship  and  cargo  while  the  snit  is 
pending  on  their  credit  in  England,  at  ^reat  expense,  snch  a 
dreadOTthe  British  courts  or  justice  is  engendered  that  a 
sliipowner  wUl  prefer  to  submit  to  nearly  any  extortion 
rnther  thou  resort  to  them.  Great  encouragement  is  thus 
Kiven  to  extortionate  demands,  and  to  the  jpractice  now  pre- 
valent of  seizing  ships  under  a  writ  of  the  High  Court  of 
Admiralty  for  large  amounts  to  satisfy  claims  for  salvage 
services,  real  or  pretended. 

Your  memorialists  submit  that  snch  a  state  of  the  law  is 
neither  Just  nor  consistent  with  the  interests  of  a  nation  like 
Great  Britain,  possessing  the  largest  mercantile  marine  of 
any  country ;  and  your  memorialists  respectfully  ni^  that 
such  alterations  may  be  made  in  the  law  and  its  administra- 
tion as  will  secure  an  equitable  and  an  expeditions  settlement 
of  cases  submitted  to  the  High  Court  of  Admiralty. 


LAWYERS  IN  COLONIAL  PAELIAMENTS. 
The  Amtralian  Juritt  has  the  following : — 
"  The  number  of  lawyers  at  present  in  Parliament,  and 
the  anticipated  rush  of  others  into  the  political  arena  may 
make  it  worthy  of  thonghtfal  consideration,  whether  so  large 
an  influx  of  the  clnss  will  prove  advantageous  to  the  country 
and  to  the  professions  themselves.  It  is  not  so  much  our 
province  to  speculate  as  to  what  the  effect  of  this  will  be 
upon  the  general  welfare,  as  to  consider  the  manner  in 
which  it  will  affect  the  interests  of  the  legal  professinn* ; 
yet  in  discuuing  the  qnestiott  firom  one  point  of  viexr,  ic 
will  be  impossible  to  ignore  the  oUier.  In  older  established 
countries,  and  especially  in  England,  it  has  been  held  that 
Parliament  is  anything  but  a  stepping>stone  to  the  bench, 
and  that  success  na  a  politician  is  little  likely  to  lead  to 
success  as  a  jurist.  Those  who  follow  the  calling  of  the 
law  in  countries  where  all  trades  and  profassions  have  their 
settled  courses,  are  prone  to  take  narrow  views  of  things ; 
mere  likely  to  be  guided  by  precedent,  than  to  listen  to  the 
promptings  of  reason ;  and  in  their  itriot  observance  and 
ailherence  to  words  and  forms,  to  &il  to  grasp  broad  prin- 
ciples. In  political  life  these  toilers  in  certain  fixed  grooves 
find  themselves  placed  at  an  enormous  disadvantage.  Their 
ponderous  and  profound  learning  is  rather  a  clog  upon  their 
thoughts  and  actions,  than  an  assistance  in  the  struggle. 
Thny  find  themselves  with  their  precedents  and  cases,  their 
established  forms  and  quibbling  technicalities,  pitted  against 
men  their  inferion  in  special  knowledge  and  mental  balance, 
but  immensely  their  superiors  in  a  general  knowledge  of  the 
world.  All  their  legal  training  is  v^lneless,  and  the  foot  has 
to  be,  to  a  certain  extent  unlearnt  ere  they  can  hope  to  cope 
with  their  more  versatile,  if  shallower  opponents.  Even  m 
debate  they  fight  at  a  disadvantage.  The  most  im  passionate 
efforts  of  oratory  aro  mere  words  spoken  with  more  or  less 
emphasis  in  the  interests  of  a  client,  according  to  the 
amount  of  the  fionoiarium.  The  most  logical  ntteranoea  are 
onlv  »«ntencc8  strung  together  by  the  art  of  the  advocate. 
Nothing  that  the  lawyer  aays  or  does  is  held  to  be  natural 
or  disintereeted.  If  he  be  successful  as  a  lawyer,  why 
should  he  strive  after  the  sweets  of  statecraft  ?  If  he  be  »n 
unsncceasful  one,  then  he  is  seeking  to  gain  distinction  in  one 
line  of  life,  after  having  failed  in  another.  By  the  general 
public  he  is  looked  upon  with  distrust,  and  his  fellow 
politicians  regard  him  rather  as  a  redoubtable  opponent 
than  as  a  trusty  ally. 


But  here  in  this    yonng  coontry,  where  fluofi  ta 

ily  as  yet  in  a  trmiMition  state,  when  ti^  ni 

professions  are  not  hedged  in  with  the  barrien  of  tnajat 

and  the  boundaries  of  form,  where  changes  an  nHtB,  i^ 

men  to  be  successful  most  leap  with  the  hoar,  thspoatia 

of  lawyers  in  Parliament  is  widely  difSmet    As  a  nl» 

they  are  men  of  more  enterprising  and  adventruoi  ais^ 

and  of  more  general  attainments,  than  sretteir  kr«Ana 

from  whose  ranks  they  have  sprung.    In  praetios  tlnj  dt 

not  confine  themselves  to  any  fixed  oraneh,  bat  13n  Aoeri- 

men  lawyers,   are  aeeustomed  to  take  general  boiiiea. 

They  rather  pertain  to  the  olaas  of  advocates  thm  Uut  of 

joris-consults,  and  aa  sndt  are  enabled  t»  aeeaaaudiu 

themselves  with  greater  faoilitjrto  the  exigencies  of  politial 

warfare.    The  classes  from  iriudi  stateaien  are  Kjacipdlr 

drawn  in  older  established  ooiamnnitiee,  either  do  not  eat 

at  all,  or  do  so  in  a  less  profKHtam  here  than  in  Empt 

Politios  is  followed  as  a  calUng,  as  a  profassifHi,  u  u  at- 

junct,  but  rarely  as  an  art,  a  doty,  or  reoreatioa  witii  n. 

Thus  then,  seeing  that  oar  hooMS  of  aaseablv  esa  lootif 

bat  few  who  have  ofauoM  to  be  eitiier  phiIoso]Mien  or  ititai- 

men,  the  lawyer  with  bis  tndnsd  mind,  his  Icgieal  nuoa- 

ing,  and  his  powers  of  analysis,  can  haidly  be  ooaaimdk 

be  out  of  place.    The  mpid  development  of  the  ooksia, 

and  the  novel  cireomatanoes   witli    which   thair  taUit 

growth  has  been  snrronnded,  have  neossatstsdtte  iatrolK- 

tion  of  new  laws,  which,  though  originating  in  the  spteahtiR 

minds  of  oar  amatanr  lagislatan  reqnire  to  be  disftid  iait 

shape  at  the  hands  of  the  teobnioal  lawyer.    If  only  fbc  ta 

purpose,  the  presence  of  a  nnmbar  of  somd,  iBaMeil,>iid 

experienced  members  of  the  lej^  professions,  mait  inn 

of  immsnse  servioe  in  onr  LegialatDie.    It  is  for  then  to 

clothe  the  ideas  of  their  mors  ptadieal  eoUeagnts  villi  <^ 

propriate  language,  so  that  the  aots  of  oar  hooaes  ofpuiit- 

liament  may  oxpiess  neither  mwe  nor  less  than  is  inteBdai 

Taming,  however,  firom  this  general  view  of  thsitilii; 

of  lawyers  in  Psrliament,  let  os  oonsider  how  thor  n«tia 

in  the  Lwislatnre  affeota  themselves  aod  thtir  ;nMua. 

What  is  the  meaning  of  the  threataned  invasion  of  Piriit- 

ment  by  so  large  a  number  of  members  ol  sithar  brudi  i^ 

the  profession !    Is  it  a  sign  that  the  calling  of  law  ii  aot 

•  prosperous  one,  and  is  the  inroad  snggssttve  of  TtlUtit- 

serting  a  sinking  ship  f    We  think  that  this  can  htsOj  b« 

asserted,  and  if  asserted  can  scanely  be  snpportid.  if  vs 

theory  be  correct,  that  parliamentary  and  profsssionil  ac- 

cees  are  not  inimical  to  each  other  here,  to  the  sssie  a- 

tent  that  they  are  at  home.    The  other  day  an  exptrienai 

lawyer,  but  a  novice  in  politios,  dei^ecated  the  schemt !" 

payment  of  members,  alleging,  as  a  valid  reason  animt  iti 

introduction,  that  the  House  would  be  flooded  wim  jasioc 

bsrristers.     We  confess  that  we  are  at  a  lea  to  pacart 

what  creator  evil  this  would  be,  than  that  it  should  m  onr 

run  with  youthful  merchants,  engineers,  fsrmeis,  mt&ai 

men,  or  men  of  any  other  badness.    The  fact  tbst  joc^ 

barristers  or  solicitors  should  seek  places  in  PuliuiatF 

does  not  neoessarily  indicate  that  they  are  hopdeas  of  not* 

in  their  partiealar  callinj^s,  but  that;  pending  tiisir  attuaii; 

the  full   swing   of  bosmess,   they  have  man  akudol 

leisure  than  members  of  ether  pro/essions;  siso,  that  ttat 

are  many  advantages  to  be  reaped  fh>m  a  parlaaat&r 

career,  which  are  with  difficulty  attained   in  any  ot^ 

war.       Thus,    for    instance,    it    is     the    readiest  i»i 

aolekest  vehicle  for  the  demonstration  of  talents  «kidi>' 
lie  slow  course  of  legal  prefiirmsnt  must  lie  hid,  orit  h«t 
dormant^  for  a  long  time.  Parliament  at  once  affotditim 
for  the  display  of  technical  or  general  knowledge,  of  <!<-' 
quence,  of  the  rare  quality  of  sabordination,  or  of  Uie  •lifli'f 
to  command.  J^t  a  man  but  show  himself  a  ststenua,  k 
even  a  politician,  and  bnstness  in  his  profession  is  <"*■''■.* 
spring  from  it.  Besides,  the  representative  man  neee«nlr' 
obtaiua  a  certain  notoriety,  and  this,  it  »nnot  be  deaieil.  is 
to  some  extent  an  introduction  to  business.  In  sosie  eaa. 
indeed,  politicians  become  members  of  the  legal  [mfessioQ^ 
with  the  sole  object  of  thus  qualifying  themselves  fnroiEce. 
We  only  allude  to  this  fact  ss  a  proof  that  in  n«w]y-«3»- 
lished  countries  the  forum  is  not  a  bad  introdoctioD  to  (Jy 
senate. 

•'  No  doubt  there  are  disadvantages  to  be  weigheil  «g^°^ 
any  benefit  which  lawyers  may^  gain  by  entering  into  p«JO-^ 
cal  life,  auch  as  the  loss  of  time,  and  the  ties  of  I™^ 
party  ;  yet,  if,  as  we  anticipate,  the  professioiul  ''^^' 
have  sought  and  may  yet  aeek  election,  show  thenu^*" 
sirous  of  proving  themselves  useful  members  of  the  1**'*\^ 
ture,  and  that  they  are  actuated  rather  by  a  sense  ofJotf 
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ud  Itndable  Hnbition,  than  br  th*  detire  of  office  or 
penoDiI  adTtncement,  we  have  little  doubt  bat  that  tlMT 
will  in  so  doing  promote  the  public  welfare,  and  lend  an  addi 
tioul  Instie  to  the  profeMions  to  which  they  belong." 

isotber  Australian  contemporary  wiitea  on  the  same 
topic,  as  follow* :— "  It  would  be  impeMtUe  as  a  rale  to  find 
•  woTM  repreeentative  than  a  lawyer.  The  elaaa  know  no- 
thing of  the  business  of  life.  They  gloat  and  glow  over  a 
^nibble,  but  are  nowhere  when  a  broad  principle  of  l^gisla- 
tion  come*  uppermost.  Their  instincts  and  edneation  nnfit 
them  for  the  hard  matter-of-fact  work  of  legislation,  which 
in  nine-nine  cases  out  of  a  hundred,  is  far  more  commercial 
tlun  tbeotaticaL 


OOITBT  PAFXS8. 


Tice-Chancellor  Malins  will  conclude  his  sitting*  after 
Friday,  Aug.  4. 

Tice-Cbanoellor  Wickens  ^rill  be  the  Equity  Vacation 
Jodge,  and  Mr.  Jostioe  Brett  the  judge  at  common  law. 


PUBLIC  COMPAinES. 

eOTBBIIMBNT  FURD8. 
IiAST  QuOTAnov,  Jaljr  n,  1(71. 


<  |;er  Cent.  OonuK.  93} 
Diiu  for  Aoooant.  Ang.  3, 9S| 
)  ;<«r  Cent.  Redooed  Wf 
v'ttr  3  per  Cent.,  SS| 
>«.  31  percent.,  Jan.  'Se 
>o.  >i  par  Cent.,  Jan.  'i* 
>>.  >  per  Cent.,  Jan.  '7t 
Innmties.Jan.'SO— 


Annuities,  April,  'B» 
Do.  (Red  8ea  T.)  Kxui.  t»08 
BxBtUs.XIOOO.  —  par  Ct.9  D    aa 
Ditto,  XIHW,  Do  —  9  p  m 
nitto,£IOO  A  £Ma,  —  9pm 
Bank  of  Bngland  Stook,  4i  per 

Ct.  (lut  hair-Tsar)  Mt 
Ditto  for  Aoooant. 


nn>rAH  ootxbkubht  SECirBrtiES. 

Ind.Knf.Pr.,«  pCJan.'T*  100 
Ditto,  »tp*r  Osnt.,IIar,'7»  108) 
Ditto  Debentoree,  per  Cent., 

April.'Bt- 
Do.DO  ,3  per  Cent., Aag. '73  103 
Do.  Bonds,  4  per  Ct.,  £10*0  M  p  ai 


iidie  Stk.,  lOip  Ct.Apr.'74,309 

iiiio  for  Aooonnt 

lilM  Sper  Osni.<JBl7,*M  111 

UinrorAoeoant.— 

liuo « perCeat.,  Oet.  'U  lOt 

iito.ditio.CertUleatea,  — 


UfiBaAwedPpr.,*  per  Cent.  »4l  Ditto,  ditto,  under  «IOOk.  JOpn 


BAILWAT  BIOOK. 


Kallwtjri. 


IF<id. 


:j<k' 
Mk' 

OCk| 

ttkl 

QCk, 

■**! 
«k 


Bristol  and  Kxster 

Caledonian ~.~ 

Glasgow  and  Soath'Wsstern  ,. 

Oreat  eastern  Ordinary  Stoek   „., 

Do.. Bast  Anglian  Stook,  No.9  , 

Great  Northern    ~..>. 


ock 

Oct 

Mi 
Kil. 

Kkl 
Kk' 
lU 
Kk 

Kk 
ick 
wk 
«k 
ack 


Do.,  A  Stook* 

GrtatSoathern  and  Wsstam  of  Ireland 

Great  nrestern— Orlsinal 

Lanoaslrire  and  Torkshire  

London,  Brisbton,and  Sontb  Coast.. 

t<aadon.Clwtliam,and  Dorer 

tOBdon  and  North-Western 

Lvadon  and  South-  (Western    ...,...„•. 

Mancheater.ahelBeld.and  Lincoln 

Metropolitan..... „ 

UidUnd  

Do.,  Unnlngham  aiiU  Derby    

North  British    

North  London  

North  Staffordshire kj.t, 

Sooth  Ueron  ,...„ „ 

Soath-Easteru  

Tan  Vale 


100 
100 
100 
I0« 
100 
100 
IOC 
100 
lOO 
100 
100 
IM 
100 
100 
100 
100 
100 
100 
100 
100 
100 
ItO 
100 
100 


Cloeinx  prleei 


'  A  iseslTea  no  dividend  nntU*  per  eeut.  ha*  been  paid  to  B. 


Monet  Mahkit  and  City  iNTBLLiorxcR . 

Buaineas  has  been  rather  restricted  this  week,  as  is  not  nn- 
loally  the  caae  at  Ibis  time  of  the  year,  but  price*  hare 
ill  ruled  firm.  The  railway  market  is  especially  firm  ;  the 
Qgust  dividend  announcements  will  now  be  shortly  forth- 
■ming,  and  the  Lancashire  and  Yorkshire  declaration  of 
\  per  cant,  haa  given  an  impetus.  Metropolitan  Cistrict 
lock  has  continned  its  fall  and  is   now  at  80  to  31 ;   it 

shrewdly  surmised  that  this  description  is  being 
letated  upon  by  a  certain  clique  of  operators  who  some 


while  ago  succeeded  in  "bearing  "the  Metropolitan  Stock 
till  many  hastened  to  seU.at  63,  stock  which  now  commands  79. 
The  direoton  of  the  Nantyglo  and  Blaina  Iron  Worka 
Company,  Limited,  invite  applioation*  for  S,000  perpetual 
S  per  cent,  prelerenoe  sbarea  of  £100  each,  which  are 
entitled  to  dividend  in  praferenoe  and  priority  to  any  divi- 
dend on  the  ordinary  shaw  oapital  of  the  company,  witii  a 
further  ri{^t  to  partiaipate  in  the  surplua  profits,  alter 
8  per  oent.  per  annnm  has  been  paid  on  the  ordinary 
share  capital.  The  price  ot  issue  of  the  preference  shares, 
now  offered  for  subscription,  is  par,  namely,  £100  for  eaoh 
preference  share,  payable  Ootobiar  1,  Seoember  1,  and 
February  1, 187S,  or,  at  the  option  of  subeoribers,  the  whole 
amount  may  be  paid  up  on  allotment.  Until  the  pre- 
ference shares  are  fully  paid  up,  dividend  will  acome  on 
eaoh  instalment,  from  the  date  of  payment  of  the  same  ;  or, 
if  they  are  fully  paid  np  oti  allotment,  the  preferential 
dividend  at  S  per  cent,  per  annnm  will  aoome  on  the  full 
£100.  payalde  half-yearly.  The  above  6,000  preference 
sharea  eonstitBte  the  whole  af  the  praferenoe  share  oq>ital 
ofthe  company,  and  no  dividend  can  be  paid  on  the  ordi- 
nary share  capital  until  8  percent,  has,  in  eaoh  yeari  bem 
duly  paid  upon  the  preferenoe  shares.  When  the  ordinary 
shares  have  received  8  per  cent.,  all  anrplas  profits  will 
be  divisible  rateably  amongst  the  preferenoe  and  ordinary 
shareholders,  which,  upon  the  capital  of  the  company,  as 
hereinafter  referred,  will  giro  two-thirdt  to  the  preferente 
thareholderi  and  one-third  to  the  ordinary  shareholders. 
The  company  is  formed  to  purchase  the  whole  of  the  cele- 
brated works,  known  as  the  Nantyglo  and  Beaufort  Iron 
and  Coal  Works,  lately  the  propei  ty  of  Messrs  Joeeph  and 
Crawshay  Bailey,  and  also  the  entire  properties  owned  by 
the  Blaina  Iron  and  Coal  Works  Company,  Limited,  and 
known  as  Blaina,  Cwtn,  Colyn,  and  Tpstrae,  all  situated 
in  Monmouthshire  and  Breoonahire,  with  a  view  to  amalga- 
mate the  whole,  and  work  the  same  under  the  management 
of  one  company.  The  liM  of  applications  olosee  on  Aug.  1, 
for  London,  and  on  Wednesday,  August  3,  for  the  country. 
The  shares  are  quoted  at  6  to  6}  premium. 


The  statement  that  Lady  Mordaunt  has  been  returned 
to  her  father's  family,  and  that  competent  authority  has 
declared  her  to  have  been  simulating  insanity,  is  we  have 
reasons  to  believe,  correct, —  ^meti^ 


XStATE  EXOHANOE  UBFOBT- 

AT  THE  MART. 

July  25.— By  Messrs.  D.  Smith,  Son,  &  Oaxlet 

Oxon,  between  Tetsworthand  Ozfotd. — The  freehold  farm  known 

aa  Lobb's  Farm,  containing  296a.  Or.  2p.— Sold  £15,100. 
Suffolk,  near  Southolt.— Frediold  fsnn  of  Ula.  it.  lip.— Sold 

£2,900. 
St.  Oiles-in-the-FieldB. — ^A  freehold  property,  known  as  Mason's. 

yard,  containing  an  area  of  20,000  superficial  feet. — Sold 

£6,400. 
No.  48,  Mark-lone,  B.C.,  freehold,  containing  6,900  square-feet. 

Sold  £21,600. 
No.  74,  the  Minories,   freehold,  oontaining  1,010  square  feet. 

Sold  £1,350. 
No.  75,  adjoining,  freehold,  containing,  2,090  square  feet.    Sold 

£1,650. 

By  Messrs.  Fabbbkothbk,  Clabk,  &  Co. 
Oxford  and   Berks. — The  freehold  manorial  domain  known  as 

Bradwell-grove,  containing  about  3,690  acres,  also  the  great 

tithee  and  odvowson  and  next  presentation  to  the  living  of 

Holwell.    Sold  £120,000. 
The  beneficial  interest  in  College  Farm,  held  for  four  years,  and 

producing  an  annual  rent  of  £293  78.   Id.  per  annum.    Sold 

£700. 
Suffolk,  near  Sudbury. — Moore  House  and  Princes  Farms,  con- 
taining 281a.  2r.  8p.,  with  the  manor  of  Somerton,  frediold. 

Sold  £12,700. 
Two  cottages  and  a  plot  of  land,  freehold.    Sold  £180. 

By  Messrs.  FosTEK. 
Bayswater. — No.  2,  Dawson-plaoe,  freehold.    Sold  £1,100. 

By  Messrs.  Sappell  &  Habbison. 
Stoke  Ncwington. — Nos.  38,  40,  and  42,  Sandbrook-road,  term 

93  years.     Sold  £210  each. 
No.  44.  adjoining,  eamc  term.     Sold  £215. 
Hackney. — No.  13,  Terrace-road  West,  term  78  years.    Sold. 

£185. 
No.  15,  adjoining,  same  term.    Sold  £140. 


Digitized  by 


Google 


722 


THE  SOLICITORS'  JOURNAL  &  REPORTER.  July 29. mt 


By  Messrs.  Bkoao,  Fbitchabs,  &  'Wiltsbirb. 
Hblbom. — No.  9,  Castle-street,  an  improved  rental  of  £95  per 
■onnm,  held  for  18  yean.    Sold  dEAfiO. 

AT  OAKBA WAT'S  COFFEE  HOUSE. 
July  25.— By  Mevrs.  Jonbs  &  Raoobtt. 
Hampstead-road,  Mormiigton-oresce(it,  term  47  year*.     Sold 
£610.  . 

BIRTHS.   HABBt&GU,  AMD  DEATHS. 

BIRTHS. 
Ihcb— On  July  20,  at  2,  Newton  Villas,  Findhley  New-road, 

St.  John's-wood,  the  wife  of  Heniy  Bret  Inoe,  Bsq.,  barris- 

ter-at-law,  of  a  daughter. 
Peitchakd — On  July  23,  at  Eastbourne,  the  wife  of  T.  S. 

iPritohard,  Esq.,  barrister-at-law,  of  a  daughter. 
Sladen— On  July  22,  at  The  Avenue,  Berrylands,  Surbiton, 

the  wife  of  Heniy  Mainwaring  Sladen,  Esq.,  batrister-at-law, 

of  a  son, 
Wabok — On  Jnly  26,  at  51,  Devonshire- street,  PortUnd-place, 

the  wife  of  Eugene  Waaon,  Esq.,  barrister-at-law,  of  a  ton. 
DEATHS. 
Wasraii — On  Jnly  20,  at  Greet  Malvern,  James  Davison  Wad- 
ham,  Bsq.,  Clerk  of  ^e  Faaoe  and  Under-Sheriff  for  the  city 

and  oonnty  of  Bristol,  aged  45. 

lAHDOI  GAZEriES. 

Profsuional  Partaenhipi  OiuolTed. 
Vbimt,  la\j  SI,  1871. 
Aostlo,  Geo,  &  Arlbnr  Sunnton  Wsde-Oenr,  Sbefford,  Bedford,  Solici- 
tors and  Legal  Fractitianeri.    July  \i. 

Winding-np  of  Joint  Stock  Compuiet. 

FsisiT,  Jnly  SI,  1871. 

UKuarrss  ■■<  CHUtciai. 

Sonth  DevoD  Mntoal  Shipping  Assareooa  Association.— Petition   (or 

wiDdlcft  op,  presented  Jnly  19,  directed  to  be  heard  before  the  Master 

of  the  ftolls  on  Sstnrdsy,  July  t9.    James  fc  Co,  Elx-pl,  Hdbcm  i 

agents  tor  Whldbome  &  Tcser,  Teiciuaoath,  lolicitars  for  the  peti- 

tlooers. 

IiIXITSD  »  CBAKCnT. 

John  KlnK  it  Compsny  (Limited).— Peticlon  <br  winding  ns.  presented 
Jnia  IS,  directed  to  be  heard  before  Vice  Chancellor  Wicksns,  on 
Jalj  39.  Willonghby  t  Co,  CHfbrd's-ino,  Fleet-sl,  solioitois  for  the 
petltiooer. 

Colon  Cement  and  Brick  Company(Llmited).— VieeChsncellor  Wlckens 
hss,  bjr  an  order  dated  Jnly  U,  appointed  Joeeph  Wood  Richards 
Adami,  tT,  Walbrook,  to  be  offlcial  liqnldator. 
TrasDATi  Jnly  25,1871. 
UHUHrrsb  tir  '^Iiamci^rt. 

Briton  Ferry  Flostini;  Docic  Company.— Felitlan  for  winding  up.  pre- 
sented July  94,  directed  to  be  beard  before  Vice  Otaancellor  llallns  <in 
Thorsday,  An;  3.  Wilkins  ft  Co,  St  Swithln'a-hine,  loUdtors  fn-  tli<> 
petitioner. 

Witc  and  Wllllsme'a  Brewery  Company.— The  Master  of  the  BolU  has, 
by  an  Older  dated  June  t3. appointed  Chas  FilohKemp.8,  Wslbroolt, 
to  be  ofBical  liquidator.  Creditors  are  required,  on  or  before  Oct  1, 
10  send  their  naaes  and  addreiwt.  and  the  particulars  of  their  debts 
nr  clairaa  to  the  sbove.  Monday,  Oct  30  at  1 1,  is  appointed  for  hear> 
ing  and  adjadicatiog  upon  (be  debts  or  elalms. 
Uhitsd  m  CaAROiaT. 

Lobster  and  Salmon  Fishing  Company  (Limited).— Creditors  are  re- 
quired, on  or  befbre  Aog  31,  to  send  their  names  and  addresses,  and 
the  partionlara  of  their  debts  or  claims  to  Jsmek  Oreen  Carhill, 
XincMon-npoo-Bsll.  Tnesday,  Not  7  at  3,  is  appohited  for  hearing 
and  adjudicating  upon  the  debts  sad  claims. 

Fiindly  Sodttie*  Uiulved. 

TtnasAT,  Jnly  36,  IRTI. 
Loyal  Cranbonie  Benefit  Society,  East  Indian  Chief  Inn,  Hatfield,  Herts. 

.loly  19 
SedKley  Sober  Friendly  Society,  Sonilay  Sohol-rooffl,  Sedgler,  Stafford. 

July  31 

Ortditors  imder  Kitatea  in  CbWMry. 

Latt  Jtoy  o/  Protf. 

FaiSAT,  Jnly  91,  UTI. 

Birch,  Jnnatlian.  Skipton,  York,  Yeoman.    Ang  14.    Birch  >  Parker. 

M.K.  Brown,  SUptou 
firnnel,  Jean  Francois,  Forat-nl,  Dslaton,  Gent.     Oct  3.    Brunei  » 

Brnnel,  V.C.  Bacon.    Comlns,  Gt  Portlind-sj 
Edwards,    John,   C'mcifli-Une,    Bormondsey,    Shoemaker.     Sept    1. 

Price  »  Edwards,  M.R.  Syke«.  St  Swlthin's.lane 
Uoil,  John,  Orchard-st,   Fortmsn-aq,  Oooch   Ironmonger.     Oct    I. 

Morrison  >  Hall,  M.R.  Gray,  Edgware-rd 
Psrfili.  Eliza.  Wella,  Somerset.    Sept  1.    Parfitt*  Barte,  V.C.  Mallna. 

Fo  tcr,  Wella     , 
Kymo-M,  Fredk,  Ot  Tower-st,  Wine  Merchant.    Sept  1.    Svmona  « 

Miller,  V.C.  Wlckens.    Oodden,  Fenehnrch-st 
Thorp.  Geo,  Stsining-lsne,  Glore  Manafactarer.  Ang  8.  Thorpe  r  East, 

M.R.  Byell,  Hart-st,  Blnomibury 

Crediton  under  88  &  88  Tiot  cap.  89. 

Ltut  Day  of  Claim. 

FaiOAT.  Jaiy3l,  1871. 

Adey,  Kmma.     Wotton-under-Edge,  Gloncester,     Widow.     Ang  t\. 

Wrisbt,  Wottott-nnder-Edge 


Batason,   Alice,  Hornby,   LaneaaUce,  Widow.  Aat  n.  Tt^M, 

Lanesshii* 
Bedlbrd,  Bev  Jas  OoTsr,  Wtaobaster,  Soothsoptoa.  8a|lli.  >«rt«. 

Winehsater 
Bennett,    Maria,    HIgham,    Norwteh,    Widow.     Asf  II.    Xtfa, 

Norwich 
tenny,  Ohas  Wittman,  Winchester,  Kiagawocthy,  Eiq.  Sept  U.  Bjeta. 

Wlnehaster 
Blnks,  Charlotte  Ann,  Banoincheatb,  MsfchtoiMi,  fait    iu  » 

Perry,  OiUdhall-ebambers,  Baslnghall-st 
Bolton.  Thos,  Anidnette^otuge,  Upper  HoOowarf  Oaat.  A3(  )L 

Bolton,  Qray's-inn-sa 
Day,  Eleanor  Johnson,  Lpool.Spbiater.    Aog  It.    WdchtkOt 
Enter,  John,  CambrtdgMd,  Betkoat- green,  Trimailag  Hst^MiaRr. 

Sept  16.    Biooghton,  Flosbncy-sq 
Essex,  John,   Dnrham-st,  Ha«kney-rd,  Gent.    Saft  II.    Crsdcf 

Ba<^ey-id 
Ferguson,  Alex.  Priooetown,  Dartmoor,  Deno,  Gent.  Sapt  I.  Imi 

&  Meadows.  Bond-ct.  Walbrook 
Giles,  Alice  Kayo,  Fareham,  Soathampton.  Spinstsr.   Ab(  U.  Oa- 

Faretasm  ^    .  .     _        .  , 

Oolstone,  John  OtUBtb,  tpobi, .  Doctor.    Ang  1.  Etsss  k  \ms. 

LmoI 
Beaton,  Charlotte  KeweU,  Birmingham,  Pawnbwkcr.  Scftt.  Kini 

Birm 
Bobson,  John  sen,  West  Retford,  Retired  Maltster.    Seft  I.  SHftaK. 

Gt  Grimsby 
Ingram,  Hngo  Fras  MeyneU,  Temple  Newsam,  T<sk.  Ea^  14>- 

Farrar  fc  Co,  Linoolo's-lnn-8elda 
Knighton,  By  sen.  Upper  End,  Rannds,Northamf*aa^raaar.  iqit 

Bumham  fc  Benry,  welilngborongb 
Lowth,  Henry.  Robt.  Winchester,  Soatbamptoo,  Msjoc-Oesenl.  !r 

U.    Bowker,  Winchester  . .  . 

Mlddletoo,  Lncy,  Soatbamptoo,  Spinster.    Dot  I.   Dsanut *(»■»'■ 

sq,  Liocola's-hm 
Mosyer,  Msila,  Orpington,  Kent,  Widow.    Aog  It.   BnvslB(,  Ian 

Roberts,  GrifiUh  Churchill.  Holms,  Maneh,  Metesadle Oeit.  ief-^- 

RItson.  Maoch  _        ,     , 

Roberts  John,  NaOswortb,  Olonoestar,  Woollen  Ckith  XsasU-^ 

Oct  31.    Winterbolham,  Stroud 
Smith,  Chrlst<vher  Webb,  OriuitalClak,  Esq.    SepI  M.  n«*i>^ 

Bsnk-bldgs 
Snelling,   Sarah,  Mnton-oazt-Graresend,  KAnt,  WIdsw.    A--I  - 

Tolhurst,  Rraveaend 
Style,  Chos  Donald,  Bastings,  Sussex,  Poat  Uaatsr.    AofS.  Stnr 

fc  Co,  St  Leooard's-oa-Sea  _     , 

Walker,  Rev  Wm  By.  Neotoo,  Norlblk.      Ang  31.    WatartuM  « 

Winterbotham.  Oarey-st,  LincOIn'a-ian 
White.  OUvIa,  Brighton.  Sossez,  Widow.     Ang  31.    CsefertC 

Brighton 

TtnssAT,  Jnly  16, 1S71. 

Armytage,  Mary,  Montague-sq,  Widow,    Sept  I.    Xaradsa,  VM;' 
Bourne,  RIehd  Carmlchsel,  Nottiagfcam,  Saigasn.    Aog  M.  nc- 

Nottingham  ,   ,_  I 

OraMs.  ibbt, Stockton,  Darbam.   Sept  I.    Doddi  &  TnOar, StmX' 

on-Teaa 
Crowe,  Alice,  Fieaton,  Lanoaahira.   Ang  16.    Banks  fc  Desn,  fiK ' 
Down.  Sdwd  Philip,  lUracombe,  Devon,  Esq.     Nor  1,  task  • 

Angler,  Omy's-inn-pl.Orsy's-inn  , 

Fleming,  John,   Blahopwearmontb,    Dnrimm,    ShipewMr.    a*  ' 

DIxon,  Snnderland  _^ 

FrodiAam.  Chas,  Strand,  Clock  Maker.    Sept  1.    Moitay  fe  Eua^- 

Birchln-lane 
Canning,  Right  Boo  Chaa  By  Spencer  Geo,  Oringtaa  sq,  Bnv::: 

Baron  Garvagh.    Sept  29.    Frcahflelds,  Boak-tridgs 
Giles,  Geo  Ntebolaa,  Creek-rd,  Deptford,  Ll^terasaa.  .SeptM.  CM. 

Moorgate.st  .  , 

Graham,  Wmjan,  Stockton.  Dorham.  Wins  ft  Spirit  Xsrchsat.  w'l 

Dodds  fc  Trotter,  Stoekton-ea-Tsea  . 

Onmey,  John,   Woodbridge,    Soffidk,    Flombar.     te^  <.    ''*M 

Woodbridge 
Heskett,  John,  Sonderland,  Durham,  PubUaan.    Sept  31.    Ales  - 

Sunderland  __  .. 

Hill,  John.  DownaUie-Tills,  Campden-hlU,  OavL    Seft  L  •««• 

Saxton,  Semersst-st,  Portman-sq 
Hopkins,  John  Castell,  The  lira,  Klngaton-apoo-Thsass,  Bs^.  Or.i 

Dodds  fc  Trotter,  Stockton-oo-Tees 
Lawford,  Edwd,  Brighton,  Sussex,  Major  Geoecal.   Aag3l.  «»si 

Sprlng-Rdns 
Ledbrooke,    Wm,    Leamington   Piiois,  Gent.    Sept  17.  WiIcUa 

Southam  _,^  i 

LoObouae,  Christopher,  Tsdcaster,  Totk.  BalBhar.   SafC  t    Bn'v 

Tadosster  , 

McAlpine,  Lonlaa,  COIebtooke  Lodge.  Upper  Horwood.   Sift  I.  I>» 

Tille  fc  Co,  New-<q ,  UncoInV^nn 
MoCnlloch,  Jos,  Three  Coli-<t,  Umehooaa,  Chief  Eailaasr.  W 

Tsmplin  fc  Taylor,  Fencburcu  at 
Morgan,    SamI,    Aldenaanbury.    Gent.     Sept  I.     isaaa  *  » 

Flnebary-clrcus  

Oldhsm,  Wm,  Southam,  Wanrlok,  Gent.  8apt  IT.  WrigM,  UsMs<w 

Priors  ^^ 

Peace,  Ricbd  Henry  Saodilandi,  Appledore,  Devon,  ODtaaaaJac  ~  s 

I.    I.ey,  Oarey-»t,  Lincoln's-inn  ^^    , 

Pickworth,  Jas,  Billingborough,  Lincoln,  Sargeoo.  Aug  *■  *«»■•* 

fc  vvigelaworth,  Boston 
Somen,  John.  TllUogham,  Essex,  Farmer.    Aag  9(.   oane  <    • 

Coleman-st  «__,„j_ 

Porvia,  Geo,  Cambridge, Bootmaker.  Ang 31.  ElBaoa, Ckaeror 
Stanton,  John,  Elleamere,  Salop,  Eaq,  »^  1.  Jeoea,  Whaasre. 
Travera,  Eliss,  Parr,  St  Helens,  Lancashire,  Sptantsr.    5^  "■  ^•^' 

Mancb  .  ,  _ 

Waidy,  Edwd,  Bormptoa,  Durham,  Eaq.  Sept  14.  Hotobiwa  » l-^' 

Darlington  „     ._    f.»m 

Walker,  Geo,  WokeBeld,  York.  Wholesale  Pndt  Jleiahaat.  «» 

Femaodes  fc  Gill,  Wakefield 
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TOKDAT,  July  «l,  1871. 
liTel.  Riiiht  Hon  Jacob  Hy.  Mdtoo    Oonatable,   Norfolk,  Lord 
l»ilii(>.    Oct  10.    K«ot«  Lord  Uuaog^  V.C.  Wickens.    WtCwn  II 
Hwn,  Fakenhim 

■p.  £leinor  Walker,  Flnchley  Nav-rd.  Oct  10.  Keep  «  IloUyer, 
'.C.  Wickens.  Shephftrd,  CoUags-at,  Collage-hill 
ip.  \Xm,  OtiUd)>all<liainl>ei>,  Mercbant.  Oct  10.  Keep  >  HoIIyer, 
'.C.  Wkkent.  Sbepbard,  Collese-at,  ColUge-hill 
cktit,  Ge«  Smitta,  Heme  Bay,  Kent,  Piermaster,  Oct  3.  Irtackett  « 
.ihwell,  V.C.  Baoon.  Fielder  fc  Somner,  Ondllman-at,  Doctor'a- 
tmunons 

ter,BeTRicbdTboaWiIaon,  St  Hewan,  OornwaU.    Oct  39.    GllltB 
Ttytor,  T.C.  Wlekena.    Rhodea  &  Co,  Cbancery-lane 

NczT  UT  Km. 
or,  Rer  Ricbd  Tboa  WlUon,  St  Mevan.  Ccnnnkll,  and  Rlahd  WUaon. 
irkD;  Stephen,  Westmoreland.    Oct  19.    lilllam  «  Taylor,  V.C. 
ickcna. 

fiaakniptt. 

Fbidat,  JDly  II,  IS7I. 

XJndeT  the  Bankruptcy  Act,  1869. 

^mUloD  mnit  forward  tbelr  proob  of  debtajto  the  Baglitnr. 

To  Sorrender In  London. 

!r.  Geo  Tboa,  Stratford,  Eatox,  Grocer.     Pet  Jolr  17.     HasUtt. 

i(4<t  1 

itffl],  Arthur,  Waltbamatov,  Snrreyor.    Pet  Jnly  6.    Pepya,    Aitg 

itl! 

1,  Simnel,  Begent'a-paik.rd,  Orooer.    Pet  July  It.   HaiUtt.    Ang 

It  II 

i,  John,  Walthamatow,  Eaiex,  BaUdar.     Pet  Joly  11.     BasUtt. 

l»4«tll 

I.Philip,  Approaeb-rd,  Tictorla-pk,  Contm  Agent     Pet  Jnly  18. 

rnUV   An«4at  11.30  r  ,  ~m 

n,  Uattbew,  High-at,  Whitecbapel,  Merchant'a  Clerk.   Pat  Jnly  IS 

xlitt.    Angt  at  11.30 

To  Snnsnder  in  tbe  Coontry. 
Btt,  Jowph,  Holtieck,  York,  Clotb  Manufacturer.     Pet  July  11. 
nhall.    Leedi,  AngSat  II 

h,Jol>n,  Hanley,  Staflbrd,  Beeraeller.     Pet  Jnly  3.     ChalUnor. 
•uey.  Aug  I  at  1 1. 

n,  Walter,  Brlnhton,  Pork  Bntober.     Pet  Jnly  IS.     Shapland. 
Ighton.AttgSat  II 

tsTt  Jas,  Charlton  Klnn,  Olooceater,  Sbeep  Saleaman.  Pet  Jnly  19. 
k.  Cbellenham.  Ang  7  at  IS 

mi,  Adam,  Lpool,  Coal  Merchant.    Pet  Jnly  18.    Watson.    Lpool, 
gtatl 

«,Jobn,  Ot  Orimaby,  Unooln,  Fisb  Uerobaiit.     Pet  Jnly  17. 
•boey.    Ot  Grimsby,  A  ng  4  at  1 1 . 

Ard,Jas  Fredk,  BrislinBton,  Someraat,  Cement  Herdunt.     Pet 
lylO.   Barley.    Bristol,  Aug  3  at  IS 

titt,  Joaapb  Jaa,  Stowmarket,  Suffolk.  UUlwright.    Pet  Jnly  18. 
Ihiii.    Bniy  St  Edmunds,  Ang  I  at  I). SO 

■nil,  Jaa  Sampeon,  BIrm,  Banker'a  Clerk.  Pet  Jnly  IS.  Cbaantler. 
m.Angitat  10 

■iwin,  J.,  Fleetwood,  Lancashire,  Licensed  Vlctnaller.  Pet  Jnly  17. 
ra.   Preston,  Aug  5  st  1 1 

ma,  Wm,  Owalcbmai,  Anglesea,  Draper.     Pet  Jnly  11.     Jonea. 
Dgor.  Ang7at  II 

TOKDAT,  Joly.2S,  1871. 

Under  the  Bankruptcy  Act,  1868. 

Cnliton  mnat  forward  their  proofs  of  debts  to  the  Baglatrar. 

To  Surrender  in  London. 
,  Wm,  Dean-at,  Mew  North-rd,  Cowkeeper.    Pet  Jnly  93.    HazUtt. 
lllBt  I3.8S 

an,  C,  Grafton-tt,  Bond  it,  Wine  Merchant  F»t  Jnly  90.  Baxlitt 
til  at  11.30 

i,  Gtc,  Dnscan-aq.  Hackney,  Pianoforte  Manubotnrar.     Pet  July 
BaiUtt.    Ang  11  at  II 

To  Surrender  In  tbe  Country. 
en,  Chas,  Foldlce.  Qwennap.  Cornwall,  Mine  Agent.    Pet  July  90. 
Ucott.    Tmro.Anx  5ai  11.30 

Tbos Slocombe,  Truro,  Cornwall,  Wine Herchaot     Pet  July  99. 
loitt.    Tmio  Ang  Sat  II 

xn,  Hy,  Spalding,  i  incoln.  Com  Merchant    Pet  July  99.  Oaohea. 
arhonnwh,  Aug  9  at  1.30 

tt,  Jcteph,  Lpool,  Timber  Bender.    Pet  Jnly  90,    Wataon.  Lpool, 
[Oats 

iVm  Drmaon. Birkenhead,  Cbeabire,aracar.  Pet  JnlySI.  Waaoo, 
■   Birkenhead,  Ang  8  at  10 

v,  John,  *  Jas  Tbos  Stott,  Brierfleld,  Lancashire,  Cotton  Manu- 
larera.    Pet  July 'iO.    Butley.    Birkenhead,  Aug  S  at  3 
«r,Oeo  Robt,  Kaydon's  Farm,  Dagenham, Essex,  Market  Gardener. 
July  91.    GerP-    Chelmsiord,  Ang  It  at  11.30 
•r,  Geo,  Bath,  Fi»famODger.    l>et  Jnly  30.     Smith.     Bath,  Aug  S 

BANKRUPTCIES  ANNULLED. 
FaiDAT,  July  91, 1871. 

9,  Philip  Henry,   Ainred-pl,  Bedfoid-sq,    ProtMsor  of   Maale. 
rl7 

>>  Fhilip  Henry,  Dartmonth-pl-rd,  Upper  Kentiah-Iown,  Professor 
*Mk.    Jnly  17 

rs,  Jaa,  Uartock.  Somerset,  Mason.    July  4 
TnasDAT,  July  23,1871. 
,  Tbos  Taylor,  Slaithwaite,  York,  Woollen  Maoolketarer.    Jnly  91. 

Liquidation  by  Arrangement. 
FIRST  MEETINGS  OF  CREDITORS. 
FaiDAY,  Jnly  21,  I8;i. 
By,  Old  Kent  rd,  Toy  Dealer.     JiUy  SI  at  3,  at  offleeofDoble 


BrowD,  Thos  Hy,  Cambridge  rd,   KHbnm    Builder.     July  31  at  4,  at 

office  of  Pain,  tlsryltbone  rd 
CalTerley,  Edwin,  Leeds,   Ginger  Beer  Mannfactiirrr.     Ang  8  at  2,  at 

offlces  of  Fawceit  k  Malcolm,  Park  row,  l.eedi 
Carter,  Philip  Jaa,  Horoacy  kt.  Holloway  rd,  Job  Uanlrr.    Ang  4  at  3,  at 

oaoee  of  ^ter  &  Pannell,  Cnlldliall  chambers.     Webb  &  Co,  Argyll 

St,  Regent  st 
Clagne,  John,  Lpool .  Bsllder.     Ang  4  at  3,  at  olBaea  of  Barrall  &  Rod- 
way,  Li'rdst.  Lpool 
Qarke,  Geo,  Guildford,  Surrey,  Orooer.    Aug  7  at  9,  at  office  of  Geach» 

Woodbridge  rd,  OnUdfora 
Conseo,  Hm,  Sbeffleld,  Tailor.      Aug  9  at  I, at  tbe  Eaohange  Hot«U 

Exchange  st,  SbeOald 
Cottarell,  Chaa  Geo,  Newbury,  Berks,  Attomey'a  Clerk.     Aug  1  at  1 1, 

at  the  White  Hart,  Newbury.     Lucia,  Newbury 
Daviea,  Biohd.  Plaa  laaa.  Denbigh,  Carpenter.     Aug  Oat  II,  at  ofBce  ot 

Willlama  &  Wynne,  Poet  Offlcc  lane,  Denbigh 
Dolman,  Job.  Birm,  Prorlsloo  Dealer      Aug  9  at  3,  at  olBcea  of  Southall 

&  Son,  Newball  st,  BIrm 
Eardlmr,  Joseph,  Bussla  row,  Tmmp  at,  Comm  Agent.     July  SI  at  12, 

at  offices  ol  PInnkett,  Gutter  lane 
Fairbridge,  John,  MIddleaboronffh,  York,   Hntclier.     Aug  Sat  3, at 

offices  of  Dobson,  Gosford  st,  Mtddlasborough 
Forester,  Thos,  Uanley,  StaObrd,  Oomm  Agent     July  31  at  11,  at  th» 

Bull'a  Head  inn,  Macclenfleld.    Tennant  Hanley 
Soodier,  Jas,  Macclesfield,  Chester,  Silk  Throwster.     Ang  9  st  2,  at  the 

Waterloo  Hotel,  Picouiniy.    Hand,  MacdesSeld 
Heaps,  John,  Bradford,  nr  Manch,  Plumber.     Ang  3  at  3,  at  offlces  of 

Warburton,  Princeas  at  Manch 
Heeeltlne,  Christopher,  Richmond,  York,  Soda  Water  Hanufaeturar. 

Aug  9  at  II,  at  the  Golden  Lion  Hotel,  Northallerton 
Hubert,  Rtchd,   Leeds,  Boot  Mannfaoturer.     Ang  2  st  II,  at  offlces  of 

Faweett  tt  Maloolm,  Park  row,  Lceda 
Hobba,  John,  Sonthaea,  Southampton,  Builder.    Ang  1  at  S,  at  office  of 

King,  Union  at  Portsea 
Hopkins,  Wm,  Reading,  Berks,  Draper.     Ang  9  at  It,  at  office  of  Dry* 

land.  Friar  st,  Reading 
Hnrsey,  (and  not  Kersey, as  printed  in  laat  gaistte),  Wm,  Blackfiriars  rd, 

Rafrvabment  honae  Keeper.    Jnly  31  at  9,  at  offices  bl  Pittmaa,  Stam- 
ford st,  Lambeth 
Ingham,  Robt  Bewlay,  Ecclea,  Lancashire,  Paper  Merchant.     Ang  t  at 

II,  at  offlces  of  Richardson,  Lerer  at  Manch 
Iron,  Wm  Johnson,  Dorer,  Kent,  Custom  house  Agent    Aug  8  at  2, at 

offlce  of  Fox,  Townhall  st,  DuTcr 
Jackaon,  Th08,'Wigan.  Lnncaihire,  Innkeeper.     Ang  i  at  II, at  offieaa 

of  Aahton.  King  at  Wigan 
Jones,  Joseph,  Warwick,   Hairdresser.    Aug  3  at  II,  at  the  Wodpack 

Hotel,,  Market  pi,  Warwick.    Snape,  Warwick 
Keell,  Wm  Ealing,  Royal  parade,  Blackheath.  Draper.    Aug  1  at !,  at 

146  Cheapside.     Uason,  Gresliarn  st 
Kelly,  Huith,  Gray'a  inn  rd, Contractor.     Aug3  at  ll.at  oSoaof  Rae, 

Mincing  lane 
Montgomery,  Archibald,  Aberdarr,  Glamorgan,  prapsr.    Aag  3  st  1,  at 

offlces  of  Rosser  &  Phillips,  Canon  st,  Aber|)are 
Newton,  Haydn  Oliver  Jobn,  Manch,  out  of  business.     AngSatS,  at 

offlces  of  Mnrray,  King  at.  Manch 
Padgett  John,  Lalalerdyke,  York,  Ironfonnder.     Aug  7  at  3,  at  offices 

of  Lees  fc  Co,  Albion  ct,  Bradford 
Parker,  Tbos  Nathaniel,  Oxton.  Chester,  Land  Agent     Aug  8  at  9,  at 

offices  of  Sheen  k  Martin,  Adelphl  Bank  chambers.  South  John  st 

Lpool.    Lowe,  Lpool 
Payne,  Chas.  Stoke-upon-Trent  Stafford,  Yaaat  Dealer.    Aug  19 at  II JO, 

at  offloes  of  Stevenson  <t  DsTle!!,  Brook  st,  Stoke-upon-Trent 
Peaty,  By,  Victoria  pk  rd.  South  Hackney,  Comm  Agent     Ang  3  at 

19,  at  offices  of  Carter  &  Bell,  Leadenhall  st 
FerttTAl,  Wm  Hv,  Aldcnhot,  Hants,  Upholsterer.     Aug  3  at  9,  at  office 

of  TlUey,  Flnabary  pi,  South 
Pettit,  John,  East  Monlsey,  Surrey,  Builder.    Aug  3  at  3,  at  office  of 

Bherrard,  Kingston-upon-Thamea 
Rae,  John  Brown  b  Edmd  Geo  Fntncis,  Manch,  Merchants.     Ang  7  at 

11,  at  office  of  Affieok  &  Brodrrick.  Crossst,  Manch.    Watts,  Manch 
Reynolds,  Seth,  Hanley.  Stafford,  Sollclior's  Managing  Clerk.    Aug  9  st 

1 1,  at  the  Saracen's  Bead  Hotel.  Hanley.    Tennant.  Hanley 
Scbofleld,  Jai>,  Bnrler-ln-Wharredale,   York,  Draper.    Ang  Sat  3, at 

offlce  Of  Faweett  &  Malcolm,  Park  row,  l^eefa 
Shadrack,  Wm  Ailierton,  Payntnn  st,  Stainsby  rd.  Poplar,  Inspector  of 

Nulsaiicao.    Ang  9  at  1 1 ,  at  offlces  of  Bnchanan,  Baalnghall  st 
Shaw,  Thos,  Elland,  Halifax,    York,  Heald  Maker.     Aug  4  at  II,  at 

offices  of  Norris  8c  Foster,  Croaaley  at,  Halifkx 
Shnttlewnrth,  PerciTal,  Uandsworth,  Stafford,  Oomm  Agent.     Aug  4  at 

8,  at  offlces  of  Rowlands,  Ann  st,  Birm 
Stalt,  Job,  Birm,  Builder.     Ang  3  at  19,  at  offlce  of  Ladbury,  NewbaU 

at,  BIrm 
Steel,  Thos  Jas,  Carlisle  rillas.  Bow,  Ooramsrelal  TraTeller.     Ang  I  al 

19,  at  offlce  of  Brett  &  Co,  Leadenhall  St.     Keene  fc  Marsland,  Lower 

Thamea  st 
Steers,  Thos,  Landport,  Hants,  Licensed  Victualler.     Aug 4  at  ll.at 

offlce  of  ^\  alker.  Union  st  Portsea 
Stephenson,  Thos,  liomsey  ter.  Well  st.  Hackney,  Upholstenr.    Aug  9 

at  9,  at  the  Guildhall  Hotel.    Pererley,  Basinghall  at 
Stokei,  Alt,  Dudley,  Worcester,  out  of  business.     Aug  3  at  II,  at  offloes 

of  Sheldon,  Lower  High  st,  Wednesbury 
Tompkinson ,  Chas  fc  Ricbd  Bil^lngton,  Longton, Staflbrd,  China  Manu- 
facturers.   Aug 4  ai  It,  at  the  Union  Hotel,  Longton.    Sbsrratt, 

Talk-on- the-Hill 
Ward,  Hy  GiM,  Sheffield,  Grocer.    Auk  3  at  3,  at  offlcesof  Broomhead  fc. 

Co,  Bank  chambers,  GeorKe  st,  Sheffield 
Wildamlib,  Jas  Hy  Staples,  WulTerhampton,  Stafford.  Arti&o'ial  Manure 

Manofacturer.    Aug  I  at  i,  at  the  Peacock  Hotel,  Snow  hill,  Wolnr- 

hampton.    Cresswell,  Wolverhampton 
WlUlamr,  Kichd,  Tayllwydon,  Glamorgan,  Collier.     July  27  at  II,  at 

offlce  of  Kempihome,  D>-fTryn  chambers,  Neath 
Willmot.  Gei ,  Qrove  st  nl.  South  Hackney,  Cabinet  Maker.    Aug  1 0  at 

4,  at  offices  of  Webb,  Austin  Friars 
Wrigley.  BenJ,  Saddlewurth,  York,  Blacksmith.     Aug  9  at  II,  at  tha 

Commercial  Inn,  Uppermill,  Saddlewortb.     Oartslde,  Aahton-nnder- 

Lyne 


Digitized  by 


Google 


724 


THE  SOLICITORS'  JOURNAL  &  REPORTER.  July  29. 1871. 


VilMn,  Wm  Hy,  Dirllngton,  Iinrhim,  Coal  Dedsr.     Aug  *  at  11,  at 
oAcct  of  ClaybUls,  OuudlSe  nS,  DarllnRton 

Tn*oaT.JnI]rU,l«71. 
B«ek,  Johtt  Bendey,  Rri«tnl,  ProdgiMr  of  Mnle.     Adk  A  at  11,  at  the 

Vblta  Lion  Hotel,  Broad  at.  Briatol.    RIebardaoa,  Briatol 
Bird,  JotaD,  Bromborooiib.ClMiter,  Ofocer.     Au^  »  u  1,  at  offloet  of 

Anderaon,  Market  at,  Birkenhead 
Bramy,  Wm  &  Thoa  Yoke,  BriKkton,  Snaaex,  Oaa  FItteta.     Aog  10  at 

«,  at  1 1  St  Bride'a  aTenna,  neet  et.    Waterman.  Brixbton 
Briarwood.  Wm,  Newport,  Salop,  Chandler.     AnglSat  ll.atofflce*  of 

Llddle,  Nevport  ,.        .,. 

Budd,  Jaa, }nn.  Chard,  Soraeraat,  Hotel  Keeper.     Aag  II  at  II,  at  the 

George  Hotel,  Chard.    Fiall,  Ilmlnater 
Botler,  Edwd,  Bins,  Factor.     AngSatll,  atoffloeaof  Mania  ft  Sar- 
gent, Waterloo  at,  Binn.    Bowlanda,  Blrm 
Cecil,  aeo,Goldanilth'in)ir,  Haoknejrd,  Cbeeaemonger.     Aug  9  at  I, 

at  ofOcea  of  Smith,  Bedford  row 
Chandler.  Jaa,  Stonlton,  Worcester,  Ume  Bnmer.    Ang  7  at  1,  at  offlcea 

of  Clntterbock.  High  at,  Worceater 
Cbarleeworth,  Jaa,  Matlock  Batb.  Derbr,  Draper.     Ang  II  at  la,  at 

oeacee  of  Hoolea  ft  Tattenhall,  Meeting  Honse  lane,  ShetSeld 
Cbatdn,aeo.Smethwick,Stam>rd,  trheelwiigtat.    AngBat  ll,atcfflcea 

of  Sbakeapeare,  Cbaroh  at,  Oldbnry 
Cockayne,  Cbas,  Chase  town,  nr  Valaall,  Stafford,  Bnllder.    Ang  11  at 

II,  at  oAcee  of  Dnignan  ft  Co.  Tbe  Bridce,  Valaall 
Collier,  Wm  Jaa,  Caledonian  rd,  Cheeaenwnger.     Ang  S  at  i,  at  olBce 

of  Steadmao,  Coleman  at 
Cowin,  Jaa,  Manch,  ont  of  bnalneaa.     Ang  IS  at  4.M,  at  office  of  Addle- 

■haw.  King  at,  Manch 
Cox.  Albeit,  Keynsham,  Somenet,  Draper.      Ang  8  at    U,  atoSoeaof 

Fooock  &  Son,  High  at,  Briatol.    Sbrapnella,  Biadfoid 
De  Simencoart,  Henri.  Bilston,  Stafford,  Ironmaatar.     Ang  10  at  IS,  at 

tbe  Qo^n's  Hotel,  Blrm.    Oriffin,  Birm 
Dykea,  Slepbeo,  Winchester,  Innkeeper.     Aug  S  at  1 1 ,  at  offloe  of  God- 
win, St  Tbomaa  at,  Winchester 
Eastbam,  John,  Bronghton,  Laneaabtre,  Fhotograpber.    Aug  8  at  II,  at 

ofBces  of  Payne  ft  Galloway,  Braaennoae  at,  Haneh 
Ed«  erdi,  Thoa,  Sittlngbonme,  Kent.  Shipping  Agent.    Jnly  18  at  I,  at 

offlcea  of  Brook  ft  Chapman,  Abehnrcb  yf.    Glbaon,  Sltttingbonme 
Ewing.  John  Leekle,  Manofa,  Comm  Agent.     Ang  7  at  S,  at  office  of 

Leigb,  Brown  at,  blanch 
Ezley,  John  Thoa,  Birkenhead,  Cheater,      Ang  4  atS,  at  office  ofDown- 

ham ,  Market  et,  Birkenhead 
Gadd,  John.  Briatol,  Bedding  Manufaotnrer.     Ang  4  at  19,  at  offlcea  of 

Hancock  ft  Co,  John  at,  Bristol.    Ward,  Bristol 
Oale,  Joseph,  Monkwearmouth,  Dnrbam,  Draper.    Ang  S  at  11,  at  cOces 

of  Eglinton,  Lanbton  at,  Sunderland 
Oarlick,  Saml.  Sbeffleld.  Cntlety  Manofactnrer.     Ang  5  at  II,  at  offioea 

of  Antr,  Bank  st,  Sheffield 
Oifltord,  Cbas,  Feel  grore  Mills,  Betbnal  green.  Braid  Uamftetnrer. 

Ang  10  at  IS,  at  offices  of  White,  King  st,  Ctaeapside 
Oonlter,  John,  Chipping  Sodbnry,  Gloncester,  Farmer.     Ang  i  at  I,  at 

offioea  of  Press  ft  Inskip,  Small  st,  Briatol 
Graham,  Hy  Chas  Tempest,  <)neen's  rd,  Klltanm,  not  In  any  bnslnesa. 

Ang  8  st  2,  at  offices  of  Rooks  ft  Co,  King  at,  Cheapeide 
Green,  Jchn  Kdmiindu,  Newport,  Monmoath,  Wharflngor.     Ang  3  at  S, 

at  offices  of  Payne,  Dock  st,  Newport 
CrlfRihs,  John,  Talybont,  CardiEsn,  Tailor.    Aug  S  at  13,  at  tbe  Town- 

hall.  Aberyjtwlth.    Hngliea,  Aberj-atwllh 
Hale,  Robt  &  Wm  Hy  Waite.  Huddenfield,  Tork,  Cigar  Dealers.     Ang 

4  at  II,  st  offices  of  Bottomlev,  New  at,  HuddersfleM 
Hamer,  Saml,  Ramsbotlnm,  Lancashire,  Cotton  Uanafaetnrer,     Ang  8 

at  3,  at  offices  of  Sutton  &  Elliott,  Brown  at,  Manoh 
Barries,  Ttios.Jun,  1,lanzpnne:h,  Carmarthen,  Grocer.     Ang  7  at  10,  at 

offices  of  Morri%  Ratland  st,  Swansea 
Hawley,  John,  Bradford,  York.  Grocor.     Ang  14  at  It,  at  the  GDOdball 

Coffet;  house,  Gnlldliall,    Tflttershall ,  Sheffield 
Bitching.  Kkbd,  Terrace  rd,  Well  st,  South  HKckney.  Fruiterer.     Ang 

10  at  12,  at  offlees  of  Briant.  Winchester  House,  Old  Broad  st 
Home,  Wm,  Lucey  rd.  Bermondsey,  Builder.    AngH  at  11,  at  offlcea  of 

Salfery  &  Huntley,  Tooley  st,  London  Bridge 
Jackson.  Saml,  Kendal,  Westmorland,  Draper.    Aug  9  at  II,  at  offlcea  of 

Thomson  &  Graham,  Kinkle  st,  Kendal 
Jinks,  Hy,  Southampton  row,  Russell  sq.  Blind  Maker.    Ang  7  at  IS,  at 

offices  of  Fustpr,  Chancery  lane 
Johnson,  Jdin,  Wilton,  Cheshlri'.  Wheelwright.    Ang  7  at  II,  at  the 

Sports.Tian  Inn,  Castle  st,  Notthw  ch,    Fletcher,  Northwlch 
Johnson,  Wm  Tbos,  West  Hartlepool,  Cabinet  Maker.     Ang  4  at  S,  at 

the  Raglan  Hotel,  West  Hartlepool.    Strorer,  West  Hartlepool 
Jadkins .  John  Lncas,  Belham,  Surrey,  ont  of  business,    Ang  S  at  IS,  at 

offioe  of  Tower,  Lower  Thnraes  st 
Kenney,  Patrick,  Leeds,  Fruit  Merchant.      Ang  9  at  3,  at  office  of 

Wbiteley,  Albion  st,  Leeds 
Latham,  Robt  Laversack,  Doncssier,  fork,  ont  of  bntinesa.     Ang  5  at 

II,  at  office  of  Peagam,  Kaxter  gate,  Doncister 
Laurie,  Robt,  Maidenhead,  Berks,  Draper,     Ang  1 1  at  II,  at  offices  of 

Brown,  Maidenhead 
Maehon,  Thos,  Derby,  Chemist.    Aug  7  at  S,  at  tbe  Tork  Hotel,  Sta- 
tion st,  Derby.    Shelton,  Nottingham 
Mears.  Darld,  CarmarttaeD,  Shoemaker.    Aog  g  at  II,  at  the  TowobaU, 

Carmarthen.    Lloyd,  Harerfordwest 
Owles.  Hy,  Ashford.  Kent,  Comm  Agent.    Ang  7  at  'i,  at  offices  of  Dun- 
can ft  Morton,  Southampton  st,  Bloomsbnry,    Creery 
Pattison,  Wm,  tihotton  Colliery,  Durham,  Bootmaker.     Ang  11  at  II, 

at  office  of  Proctor,  jnn.  Silver  st.  Durham 
Forks,  RIchd  Bllck,  Brettell  lane,  Klngswinford,  Sufford,  Bntcber.  Ang 

6  st  10  30,  st  ofHce  of  Wall.  Union  chambers,  Stonrtirid;;e 
Powell,  Nathaniel.  Cardiff,  Glamorgan,  Wine  Merchant.    Aug  10  at  II, 

at  offlcea  of  Stephens,  Bute  crescent,  Bute  Docks,  Cardiff 
Bees,  Wm,  Tycanoe.  Llanedy,  Carmarthen,  Farmer.     Ang  10  at  1 1,  at 
the  Cross  Inn  Hotel,  Cross  Inn,  Llandebie,  Carmarthen.      Bishop, 
Llandilo 
BeynoMa,  John,  Bory  St  Edmund's,  Snifolk,  Fruiterer.    Ang  8  at  IS.tO, 

at  tbe  Bull  Inn,  Newmarket.    Walpole,  Beyton 
Bowley,  Alfd,  Bamslry,  Tork,  Draper.    Aug  7  at  11,  at  office  of  Shep- 
berd  ft  Dibb,  Regent  tt,  Bamsley 


Sbaw,  Joab,  Rastrick,  Tork,  Farmer.  Ang  18  at  4,  at  the  Geonte  Han:, 

Brighonae.    Lancaster,  Bradford 
Simpaon,  Bandolpb,  Bradford.  Tork,  Confectiioer.   Aug  <  at  3,  at  oSa 

of  Lees  ft  Co,  AlUon  ct,tBradfbid 
Smith,  John  Payton,  ft  Hy  Swain,  Margate,  Kant,  BnOdait.  AifTit 

II,  at  tbe  office  of  Boja,  St  Jobn'a  id,  Margate 
Spratt,  Cbaa,  Licbileld,  ont  of  bodneaa.    Ang  Hat  M.attbeltaita'i 

Inn,  Licbfleld.    Wilaon,  Bnrton-on-Tient 
Stiaoge,  Wm  Jaa  Sterenaca,  Exe  View,  Lympatona,  Deras,  Gra. 

Ang  7  at  II,  at  tbe  Half  Moon  Hotel,  Exeter.    Oamfian 
Taylor,  Jaa, Gr^leton,  WUu,  Baker.     Aag4at  IS,atttsBisrHiiri, 

Chippenham.    Rawlbigs,  Helksbam 
Thwalte,  Saml,  HalUkz.  Tork,  Greengrocer.     Ang  81  at  «,  attfla  * 

Storey.  Cheapalde.  Halifax  _      ,«., 

Trout,  Geo,  Swindon,  WIlU,  Anotionear.    Ang  9  at  1,  at  oOeai  st  Hil- 
ton ft  Jeaaett,  St  Olemeoi'a  Hooaa,  Olamenl'a  lane,  Loabari  a 

Foota,  Swindon 
Vemer,  Lonia,  Blrdcaca  walk,  HaokoCT  rd,  BootMaker.   Aaglitl,g 

office  of  Cooke,  Gi^am  bldga,  Gnllafaall 
Veren,  Wm,  St  Peter'a rd,  MOe  Ead,Coiwnerdal  Clerk.   AvTull, 

at  oOca  of  LOTering  ft  Minton.  Graaham  it.    Haniasa,  Ta^ntt 


VIpan,  Joaepb  MayUa,  Ashdon,  Baaax,  flent.     Ang  8  it  II,  at  ifla  of 

Kiaaon,  Alexandra  st,  Petty-onry,  Oamba 
Wadey.ias,  Hnra^KerpoInt,  Bniiex,  Builder.     Ang  I  at  I,  sttti 

Bawiek's  Inn,  Hassock's  gate,  Keymer.    Fenbld,  Brightaa 
Webb,  John,  Leeda,  Boot  Manufaetnrar.     Aug  9  at  1,  at  at  *t  < 

Hardwiek,  Badngtaall  ebamben,  BaaingbaU  at,  Leads 
Tork,  Joseph,  Wdrerbampton,  StaAird,  Printer.   Ang  5  at  10,  it  ola 

of  Stratton,  Queen  st,  Wolyerhampton 


M^ 


GRESHAM     LIFE    ASSURANCE    SOCIETY, 
17,  OLD  JEWBT,  LOiroOH,  E.a 

SOUCrrOBSareinTltedtolntrodnce.oo  behalf  of  iheircIlsaS,n»- 
poaals  fbr  Loans  on  Freehold  or  Leasehold  Property,  BencAns,  La 
tuerosts,  or  other  adaquaU  seenrltles.  ,j,_i. 

Propoaala  mar  be  made  In  the  flrat  instance  aeeordlng  to  its  UWX 

form  I— 

Fae?osai,  rom  Loas  oh  Uoktoabxs. 

Data . 

Intiodneed  by  (staM  nam*  aitd  oddrati  cf  loUetor) 

Amount  required  £ 

Time  and  mode  of  repayment  (Le.,  tsMAsr  fur  a  ttrm  esrlals,  «f  t| 
manager aOtir ptpmuilit  .  „,    .     ,jj. 

Secuity  (iMs  skortty  the  parUeulttri  of  itanti,ami,Vlmiw¥fm- 
infft   tttiti  tjtt  Hit  rtrimffff  fismiisiTl 

State  what  Lllb  Policy  (If  any)  is  proposed  to  he  eftelei  wii»  it« 
Griibam  Offlea  in  oonneetiao  with  tbe  aeeartty. 

By  order  of  the  Board, 

F.  ALLAH  COSTIS,  Actuary  and  StontR- 

ILNER'S  STRONG^  HOLDFAST  md  FIBB- 

RESISTING  SAFES,  Sraoira  Rooit  Dooas.  ftc,  wift  ill  *» 
recent  improTementa.  Price  Lists,  Orawlaga,  and  TartiiaBnlibtK 
by  poat.— LlTerpool,  Mancbetter,  Sheffield,  and  47a,  llaocgi«s«««, 
City,  London. 

THE  LAW  OF~TRADE  MARKS,  with  «« 
account  of  Its  Hiatoi}  and  DeTelopment  in  tbe  DeeUnt  of  US 
Conrta  of  Law  and  Equity.  By  EDWARD  LtOTD,  Eaq,  <rf  !«»*•• 
inn,  Barriaterwtt-Law.    Price  8a. 

"  I  am  indebted  to  the  rery  ralnabta  little  pablleatiaB  ef  Mr,  IM 
who  baa  cdleoted  all  the  aulhoritiea  on  tbia  aubJoct.''-V*.Woie,a 
McAndrew  t.  Baaaett,  March  4. 

12,  Cook^i-conrt,  Carey-street,  Llncoln*a4na,  W.C. 

J:^INB~FLAVOUREirSTRONG  BEEP  TEAtt 
'      about  Sid.  a  pint.    ASK  FOR  LIEBIG  COMPAKrS  EITUCT 
of  Meat,  leqidrlng  Baron  Liebig  the  Inventor'a  SlgusMre  oa  n«I 
Jar,  being  the  only  guarantee  of  genuineness. 
Excellent  economical  slock  for  soaps,  sauoes,  ftc. 

ROYAL  POLYTECHNIC— Profeswr  Peppa't 
"  Trip  to  the  Western  Highlands  of  Ireland ;  ■•  UntA  SeoiJ, 
and  Irish  Songs  by  Miss  Bsrth— Engagement  of  Geoigs  Baaii» 
Esq.,  and  Great  Revival  of  Henry  RusseU'a  Songa.  under  his  F"*"' 
kind  SDperluteodenoe,  with  grand  Scenio  and  OpUeal  EBseta-"  Pj* 
as  It  Was  and  la ; "  lllnatrated  with  a  beautifal  eerles  of  Pictartj  of » 
PobUc  BnOdinga  and  Streets ;  by  J.  L.  King,  Eaq.— aMagsasa^  « 
E.  D.  Dariee.  the  Premier  Ventriloquist— Tbe  Otacat  ant  other  tiw; 
tainmeou  as  nsoal— Admiiaion  One  ShIlUng.  Opan  flon  11 1>  »  w ' 
to  10. 

PRINTINQ  of  EVERY  DESCRIPTION,  Le^ 
Parliamentary  and  General— Newspapers,  Books,  Psfg** 
Prospectuses,   Circulare,    ftc.— with    iwomputode  and  at  miem 

.EXAHDxa,  Symonds-inn  (and  Chtuoh-pasaige),  Ciia«^ 
lane.  ^. 


charges,  by 
Tatis  ft  Ax: 


{ar9» 


BILLS  OF  COMPLAINT. 

BILLS    of   COMPLAINT.  5/6    per  page  fcr  » 
copies,  from  which  price  a  large  disoonnt  wBl  be  anoerfii*" 
Is  paid  immediately  on  completion  of  ord^. 
Tatxs  ft  AuBXAmna,  Law  Printers,  8ymond»4sn,  Ohaaatl-tos. 

UTHOBS  ADVISED  WITH  as  to  the  Oe*  jj 

Printing  and  PubUshing,  and  the  Cheapeat  Mode  *  Vsf'* 
out  MSB,  _     _j™,. 

Tatis  ft  Auixamdxb,  Printers,  7,  Symonds-uiB,  CbaBSBT'""' 
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M  OJht  of  tlUt  JovmfAL  and  oj  ti*  Wbhclt  Bvpobtbb, 
u  mu  tt  li,  CooVs-court,  Carey-ttrHt,  W.C. 

U  Sniteriftion  to  tht  SouorroBS*  Joubnai.  if — Town,  26t., 

Qmntry  29:;  feith  tht  Weiklt  Rbpobtbb,  58>.     Payment 

in  aivmet  ineludet  Douih  Nvmbtro  and  Poitagt.  Subtoribtrt 

w»  ihm  thrir  Volmut  botmd  at  tht  Qfflet—tltth,  it.  6d., 

lul/hw  calf,  U  id. 

i  lettert  intemhd/orpuilieation  in  <*»  "Solieitarif  Journal " 

mutit  authtntieatid  by  tht  name  of  the  writer,  though  not 

ueeuarily  for  publieation. 

\tre  i^finiUy  it  txptritnetd  in  promtring  tht  Journal  with 

■tfubrity  in  tht  Provinett,  it  it  rtgueited  that  applieation  it 

ntit  iinet  to  tht  Publithtr. 


€\t  S0lici;t0rs'  Urnxxmh 

LONDON,  AV0VSTB,  1871. 


'  Tee  Obowh  "  has  •  right,  as  it  aeema,  to  forbid  the 
tilic  the  privilege  of  entering  into  the  Boyal  parki, 
)ogh  peraons  onoe  inside  the  perks  cannot  be  turned 
;  witboDt  notice  that  the  nsnel  license  has  been  with- 
ivn;  and  a  political  meeting  in  one  of  the  parkn  is  an- 
rfnl  in  the  etricF«Bt  sense  if  it  takes  place  after  an 
loancement  from  the  Crown  that  it  is  not  to  be  per- 
ited.  Bat  Trafalgar- square  is  another  place  entirely,  and 
I  question  of  meeting  in  Trafalgar-square  depends  on 
crooQsiderations.  There  is  an  enaotmentdireoted  against 
iboUiag  of  meetings  within  a  mile  of  Westminster 
D  for  the  preparation  of  •  petition  to  Parliament,  bnt 
nmedont  that  the  people  who  got  up  the  late  meeting 
IMalgar-eqnare  did  not  meet  for  •  petition  to  Par- 
nent  and  so  their  meeting  oould  not  legally  be  pro- 
ited  beforehand;  and  unless  they  oommitted  breaohea 
the  peace,  or  unduly  obstructed  traffic  at  the  time, 
Id  not  be  legally  interfered  with  then. 


^  ADJOUBNED  DBBATB  in  the  Hoose  of  Commons, 
Sir  Boundell  Palmer's  motion  in  faTonr  of  the  scheme 
h«  Legal  Bdnoation  Asaodstion,  is  not,  it  seems,  to  be 
used.  The  order  for  the  adjourned  debate  was  with- 
n  this  week,  and  so,  as  far  as  Parliament  is  con- 
ned, the  matter  is  shelved  for  what  remains  of  this 
ioD,  Bnt  the  introduction  of  the  subject  will  hare 
)  its  work  if  it  brings  about  on  the  part  of  the  Inns 
Jonrt  a  Tolnntaiy  amelioration  of  their  educational 
tm,  especially  in  the  all  important  matter  of  com- 
oiy  examinations  for  bar^tndenta. 


SB  Ballot  Bill  continues  to  be  pressed  on  ;  the 
daoae  was  reached  in  committee  on  Thursday,  and 
sms  probable  that  the  new  clauses  may  hare  been 
Md  of  by  the  time  our  issue  of  this  day  reaches  the 
Is  of  our  readers.  A  Ballot  Bill  is  not  the  kind  of 
rate  we  should  select  for  pushing  on  against  time;  bat 
unit  hope  that  if  the  bill  should  succeed  in  scrambling 
law  before  a  prorogation  of  Parliament,  its  sections 
not  torn  out  next  year  to  be  full  of  blunders  in 
sqaenoe  of  its  harried  enactment.  Few,  if  any, 
nres  have  offered  such  opportunity  for  disonasion  of 
ite  details,  and  some  of  the  sections  have  been  oat 
t  in  committee  after  a  fashion  which  has  been  oooa- 
>Uy  found  to  necessitate  an  amending  Act  in  another 

The  third  olanse,  with  its  large  number  of  sub-sections, 
tdisg  for  the  manner  in  which  the  secret  Totingis  to  be 
,  offered  a  great  mark  for  amendments  descending  to 
tiy  utmost  minutia,  and  when  at  length,  after  being 
e  mill  several  days,  it  reached  last  week  the  final  stage 
e  motion  that  the  clause,  as  amended,  be  agreed  to, 
)  came  in  the  general  refrain  or  chorus  which  is  sung 
iportnnity  offers  throughout  the  performance,  and 
opponents  of  the  principle  striking  up  the  old 
Uar  tune,  the  general  arguments  against  the  Ballot 

again  rehearsed.  Mr.  Bentinok's  proposal  to  leave 
voting  allowable  to  the  voter  who  prefers  it,  also 


involved  the  main  issne  and  woald,  if  carried,  have  been 
fatal  to  the  principle  of  the  measare,  which  ia  that,  none 
shall  be  allowed  to  betray  the  voting  of  others  by  afford- 
ing direct  evidence  of  his  own  voting.  One  of  the  sub- 
sections  of  this  olaase,  as  amend  d  by  Mr.  Goldne;, 
provides  that  a  vote  is  to  be  nnllifieil  if,  in  the  opinion 
of  the  retnming  officer,  there  are  any  marki  upon  it 
which  would  le«d  to  the  identification  of  the  voter. 
This  provision  withont,  more,  seems  to  commit  to 
retaming  officers  a  very  dangerons  amount  of  diacre- 
tionaiy  power,  and  subject  to  no  sort  of  control.  The 
fourth  clause  providee  for  the  manner  in  which  votes  are 
to  be  tendered,  and  one  important  modification  was  made 
at  the  instance  of  Mr.  W.  H.  Smith — viz.,  the  omission 
of  that  part  of  the  clause  which  provided  for  the  voting 
of  persons  whose  claims  to  vote  had  been  rejected  by  the 
revising  barrister ;  in  this  respect  the  bill  is  now 
assimilated  to  the  bill  of  last  year.  As  every  one  knows, 
under  the  existing  law,  any  person  struck  off  by  the 
revising  barrister  may  tender  Us  vote,  and  in  the  event 
of  a  scrutiny,  the  barrister's  decision  Is  reviewed.  Last 
year's  bill  rendered  a  scrutiny  possible  by  a  very  ingenious 
method  of  counterfoils,  but  in  this  year's  bill  the  soratiny 
is  abandoned.  Without  a  possibility  of  scrutiny,  the  ad- 
mlBxion  of  ilie  persons  struck  off  by  the  revising  barrister 
can  only  be  provided  for  by  identifying  their  votes  by 
marked  papers.  This  provision,  however,  is  now  struck  out, 
and  the  measure  is,  therefore,  deficient  in  this  respeot. 

The  proposal  to  permit  the  use  of  voting  papers  in  the 
cases  of  illiterate  persons,  Ico.,  and,  under  certain  cirotun- 
stances,  to  offioers  of  mercantile  marine,  would  have  been 
direct  inroads  on  the  object  of  the  measure;  several  pro- 
posals of  this  kind  have  been  perseveringly  made,  but 
were  very  properly  rejected.  There  seems  no  reason  why 
the  election  judges  rather  than  the  Secretary  of  SUte 
should  be  burdened  with  the  framing  of  regulations 
respecting  the  publication  of  the  reealt  of  the  poll.  Mr. 
Newdegate's  proposal  to  this  eff^t  was,  however,  with- 
drawn. On  Monday  last  the  clause  in  prohibition  of 
meetings  in  public  houses  was  under  vigorous  discussion 
for  four  hours,  and,  after  the  manner  in  which  the  oom- 
mittee  hacked  it  about,  it  would  hardly  be  surprising  if 
it  proved  unworkable. 

A  DI80U8BION  ITPON  the  legality,  in  a  constitutional 
sense,  of  the  late  proceeding  by  Boyal  warrant  has  been 
raised  by  the  debate  in  the  House  of  Lords  of  Monday 
last.  Lord  Bomilly  in  his  speech  on  the  Duke  of  Bich- 
mond's  motion  argued  that  Uie  late  proceeding  was  ultra 
virei  the  Boyal  Prerogative,  and  his  argument  wb« 
grounded  on  the  old  principle  that  the  Prerogative  shonl<l 
not  be  exercised  to  the  detriment  of  the  rights  of  private i 
subjects.  But  that  arg^ument  presapposes  that  ther.' 
were  any  "  rights  "  to  be  derogated  from  in  the  oase. 
We  cannot  see  any  illegality  in  the  matter,  though  we 
do  see  some  inexpediency. 

A  TBBT  BAD  MISHAP  oooarred  on  Sunday  last,  which 
deprived  the  profession  of  one  of  its  most  valuable 
members  ;  Mr.  E.  W.  Field,  the  senior  partner  in  the  firm 
of  Field,  Boscce,  Field  t  Francis,  of  Lincolns  Inn  Fields. 
Mr.  Field,  in  company  with  Mr.  Oabaldeston,  the  common 
law  managing  clerk  of  Field  &  Co.,  and  another  clerk, 
Mr.  Ellwood,  who  had  been  many  years  with  the  firm, 
had  left  Cleeve,  on  the  Thames,  near  Goring,  in  a  sailing 
boat  which  Mr.  Field  had  owned  for  some  years,  and  ia 
the  management  of  which  he  was  exceedingly  expert. 
When  the  party  had  reached  a  point  a  little  beyond 
Moulsford  Ferry,  about  a  mile  and  a  half  from  Mr. 
Field's  house,  the  boat  was  capsized  by  a  sadden  squall  of 
wind  from  the  Berkshire  shore.  Mr.  Field  and  Mr.  Ell- 
wood, who  were  both  fine  swimmers,  were  drowned,  bnt 
Mr.Osbaldestonwhenonthepointof  sinking  was  saved  by 
two  gentlemen  rowing  a  light  erlg-  The  bodies  of  Mr.  Field 
andMr. Ellwood  were  notrecovered  until  an  hour  and  a  half 
had  elapsed,  although  great  exertions  were  made.  When 
at  length  the  bodies  were  recovered,  medical  'aid  was  ar. 


Digitized  by 


by  Google 


•^26 


THE  SOLICITORS'  JOURNAL  &  REPORTER.    A«g.5.mi. 


once  in  attendance,  but  it  was,  of  couwe,  too  late.  Mr. 
Field,  who  was  secretary  to  the  late  Law  Courts  Commis- 
fUm,  was  one  of  the  ablest  and  most  honourable  members 
•■f  the  profession.  He  was  the  intiicate  friend  of  the 
la:e  Lord  Justice  Belt— indeed,  to  his  friendship,  next  to 
his  own  merits,  Sir  John  Eolt  may  be  said  to  hare  owed 
his  success  in  attaining  praotioe. 


"AMAIfiAMATION"  AND  "NOVATION." 

When  the  question  respecting  the  position  of  policy 
holders  in  these  "  amalgamated  "  companies  was  first 
agitated,  we  expressed  an  opinion  that  in  the  general 
case  the  payment  of  his  premiums  by  the  policy  holder 
to  the  new  company  would  be  regarded  by  the  Court  of 
Chanoery  as  indicative  of  an  abandonment  of  bis  claim  on 
the  old  oompany,  and  acceptance  of  the  substituted 
liability  of  the  new.  Some  of  our  readers  dissented 
strongly  from  this  view,  while  others  supported  it,  wid 
considerable  space  in  our  columns  was  taken  up  with 
the  correspondence  on  the  subject.  Looking  back  now 
over  the  subsequent  decisions  on  the  matter,  including 
the  important  award  rendered  by  Lord  Cairns  in  Kennedy'i 
ease  (reported  in  our  Albert  Arbitration  reports  in  another 
column),  we  have  the  satisfaction  of  seeing  that  our  view 
proves  to  have  been  the  right  one.  Let  us  glanoe  at  the 
principal  authorities;  to  cite  every  one  would  be  a  waste 
of  our  own  time  and  the  readers',  when  the  prinoiples  can 
be  obtained  from  a  few  leading  cases. 

Among  the  first  important  cases,  which  came  on  for 

decision    upon    olaims    on     the    old     companies,    was 

the  well  known  annuity  case  of  General  Pott  (lie  Family 

Hitdowment  SoeUty,  Ex  parte  Pott,  19  W.  R.  266),  in 

which  the  annuitant  was  held  still  entitled  to  his  claim 

on  the  old  company.     An  annuitant's  claim  is,  of  course, 

a  very  different  thing  from  a  policyholder's,  and,  inasmuch 

as  a  man  who  has  to  receive  money  will  make  no  scruple 

of  taking  it  from  anyone  who  offers  it,  while  a  man  who 

baa  to  pay  may  be  expected   to  think  twice  abont  the 

character  of  a  party  coming  forward  to  receive — a  decision 

on  the  effect  of  reception  of  an  annuity  from  the  Albert 

Company,  by  no  means  decides  the  corresponding  question 

as  regards  payment  of  premiums.     However,  the  jadg- 

meut  of  the  Lord   Chancellor   was   thought   indicative 

of  a  readiness   to  regard  payment  of  premiums  to  the 

Albert,  as    not    militating    against   claims    on    the  old 

oompany;  and  the  judgment,  undoubtedly,  was  expressed 

80  as  to  form  the  supposition.    Subsequent  cases  settled 

that  this  was  not  the  view  to  be  taken  by  the  Court. 

In  Bloi'd't  rate  (18  W.  K.  370,  L.  B.  9  Eq.  316),  there 

was    the   additional    fact    that   the    policyholder   had 

allowed  the  new  company's   endorsement  to  be  placed 

on  his  policy,  which  placed  the   matter  beyond  doubt, 

and  y.  C.  Matins,  holding  that   the   endorsement   was 

not  to  be  regarded   as   a  mere  guarantee,  treated  it  as 

discharging  the  old    company.     However,   in  FUming't 

case  (18  W.  B.  398,  L.  B.  9  Eq.  306),  the  same  Vice-Chan- 

oellor  had  the  simple  case  before  him,  and  the  policyholder 

having  paid  his  premiums   for  thirteen   years    to  the 

Albert  Company,  was  regarded  as  having  by  acquiescence 

adopted  the  new  oompany  and  discharged  the  old.    Then 

followed  the  case  of   Ihe   l%mei    Company   {yunneley'i 

tfflw),   18    W.    B.    669,    L.   B.  6  Ch.  881,  in   which 

Lord  Justice   Giflard,   affirming  V.  C.  James,  held  the 

policyholder  to  have  adopted   the   liability  of  the  new 

oompany,  and    thereby   discharged    the  old — and    the 

Anchor  Company  {Heron'e  cote),    18  W.    R.    1183,  in 

which  the  Lord  Chancellor,   affirming  the  same  judge, 

gave  a  similar  decision.  The  resulc  of  these  two  decisions 

is  thus,  summed  up  by  Mellish,  L.J.,  in  Spenoer't  case 

(19  W.  B.  494). 

"Those  cases,  as  it  appears  to  me,  do  establish,  as  a 
general  rule,  that  where  on  amalgamation  of  two  companies, 
notice  is  given  to  a  policyholder  of  the  fact  of  the  amalga- 
mation, and  in  substance  notice  is  given  that  he  has  nis 
election,  whether  he  will  choose  to  take  a  policy  or  liability 
of  the  new  company  in  lien  and  instead  of  the  policy  of  the 


ori^nal  company  who  were  liable  to  him;  em  althm^lis 
does  not  in  terms  assent  to  the  novation  by  tikiug  out  »iw 
policy,  or  by  having  his  existing  policy  endoned,  w  Uj  o. 
tering  into  an  express  agreement;  yet,  if  you  find  bii  >c)ia| 
upon  it,  and  taking  the  benefita  which  he  could  a^ 
entitled  to  receive,  upon  the  assumptiou  thithehid^ 
to  take  the  liability  of  the  new  company  in  lira  and  mtai 
of  the  old  one,  that  will  he  evidence  on  which  the  Cret 
may  find,  and,  unless  there  is  something  to  contnidi, 
ought  to  find,  that  he  has  agreed  to  take  thehaWlityoffe 
new  company,  instead  of  that  ef  the  old  one." 

Yet,  as  Mellish,  L.  J.,  says,  there  may  be-'sametluKb 
contradict"  this  presumption  arising  from  the  P^J^ 
of  premiums  to  the  new  oompany.    If  tJie  poliojboBs 
can  show,— either  that  he  did  not  know  the  toRmxa 
which  had  taken  place  between  the  two  oompiMi  ■■ 
in  the   Manchester  and  London  Life  Aiiariaa  C» 
pany's  case,  18  W.  R.  1185,  L.  B.  6  Ch.  640)  in  «bi 
Lord  Hatherley  held  that  receipts  in  which  the vusi 
the  new  oompany  was  joined  with  that  of  Uumo,  ■ 
not  fix  the  policyholders  with  notice,— or,  whid  oras 
to  the  same  thing,  can  show  directly  that  the  ps!»»» 
made  by  him    to  the   new   company   were  nude  u» 
agents  authorised  by  the  oompany  to  receive  o» «« 
behalf,— if  he  can  show  this,  he  gets  round  the  f* 
facie  effect  of  his  payments  to  the  new  co^lpl^^  » 
establishes  that  he  never  adopted  the  new  or  "1«J*'* 
old.     But,  as  Lord  Cairns  says  in  the  case  repotted  » 
week,  the  payment  of  the  premiums  to  the  new  "'^ 
throws  on  the  policyholder    the  onus  of  showing  Ui:» 
paid  them  as  agents  for  the  old  oompany.    In  VtOi  "* 
(another  of  the  Albert  Arbitration  awarde,  rsp"*  ^ 
p.  698)  the  policyholder  paid   ander  protost  ««■» 
saved  his  claim  on  the  old  oompany.    In  ^np««"» 
(19  W.  E.  97)  the  agreement  between  the  two  •^'■J"'" 
exprevsly  provided  that  the  premiums  of  poliejM* 
who  did  not  accept  the  substituted  Uabflity  of  4e  * 
oompany  should  be  received  by  the  new  company  •» 
half  of  the  old,  and  Griffiths,  haying  deoluwd  tb 
dorsement  of  his  policy,  was  held,  upon  the  t«™«|*' 
correspondence  which  took  place,  to  have  ogn*! 
assent  to  the  substitution.  , 

It  will  be  remembered,  however,  thai  ".'r^ 
societies  and  in  oases  where  the  policyholdet  « i"" 
shareholder  in  the  old  company,  it  may  not  be  ofSi 
him  to  hold  aloof  from  the  arrangement  as  a  D0»1»i* 
could.  Stephens'  ease  (18  W.  R.  725)  is  an  uittuM 
this  in  a  mutual  society;  and  it  was  held  litett-Mm 
assured  was  bound,  as  between  himself  and  tke 
mutual  polroyholders,  by  the  MrangeBent 
fltming's  case  (19  W.  R.  663)  U  rather  difcfl 
Fleming  had  become  a  sharehvUler  in  the  «» 
and  had  executed  the  deed  of  setflement.  '•I"*  *" 
the  "amalgamation"  of  the  old  oompany  "'^ 
was  insured.  The  Lords  Jnstioea  held  at  oooe  twi 
could  sustain  no  daim  against  the  old  "<»""P"'\,  m 
As  Lord  Cairns  observes  in  the  case  'V**" 
week,— the  contract  of  insurance  is  a  veiy  P*J™" 
The  assured  may  drop  the  assurance  at  the  •"  * 
year,  by  disoontinning  his  premiums,  but  *••••■" 
oompany  is,  on  the  terms  of  the  bargain,  to  to*" 
v>  nnnHnnn  the  asBuranee  if  f"  "T 


always  ready  to  continue  the  aasnranee  - 
chooses  ts  pay  for  it.  Many  of  the  ««:»'»*''' *Z 
the  "novation"  priooiple  which  were  '!"»P""rj 
some  time  ago  by  correspondents  both  in  ooi  »" 
and  in  those  of  our  daily  contemporaries,  ■«•  J^T 
in  the  mere  hardship  of  the  matter.  Ths  i^^ 
was  said,  had  bargained  with  the  X.  Company  »» 
should  insure  him  as  long  as  he  paid  then,  •»  ^-H 
not  the  same  thing  to  turn  him  over  to  '^  *V,^^ 
Nor  was  it,  but  the  question  was,  had  the  •*"*  *  ^ 
do  so?  Then  it  was  asked,  what  was  the  """* J^- 
Clearly  he  could  not  ntahe  hU  com|»ny  «*.'""!IL, 
on  its  business;  he  must  accept  that  as  his  »*^ 
and  it  was  for  him  to  consider  how  he  ""^{"j, 
nearest  and  most  satisfactory  snbstitate  for  wW 
gained  for.    He  might  do  as  Mt.  Wood  did  (fl^T*  "1 
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ilire  his  olaim  on  the  old  oompany  by  maklaer  it  olaar 
that  he  did  not  recogaiae  any  substitation;  or,  he  miKht 
vindop  theoldoompaay  aodoarry  inaclaim.  Lnr<l  Cairns 
$»ljeiti  the  pouibility  of  another  ooarse.  XTader  certain 
oiioamitanoea  aim  he  might,  on  the  prinoiple  of  Aldehert 
r.  Z«a/ (12  W.  B.  462),  obtain  an  injanotion  restraining 
the  direoton  from  transferring  the  assets.  Bnt  the  dis- 
oossion  of  these  alternatires  most  be  postponed  till  a 
FatDie  oooasion,  as  oar  limit  of  space  is  already  reached. 


PABTIAL  SPBCIPIO  PBBFORMANOB. 

The  reoent  decision  of  the  Master  of  the  Bolls  in 
UerehaM  Drading  Company  y.  Banner,  19  W.  B.  707, 
J.  R.  12  Eq.  18,  indaoes  as  to  offer  a  tew  obserrationa 
10  the  familial  prinoiple  whioh  aotoated  the  Court  in 
lecidiag  this  case,  riz.,  that  the  Ooort  will  not  in  general 
iiiforce  any  part  of  an  agreement,  where  the  whole 
B  iaoapable  of  being  specifioally  enforced  (.Gervait  t 
Eduxirdt,  2  Dr.  i  War.  80). 

The  oontraot  in  Merahawti'  Trading  Company  t. 
JaHiur,  was  a  shipboilder's  oontraot  to  alter  a  vessel  in 
coordanoe  with  a  specification.  There  was  a  proTiso 
speradded,  to  the  effect  that  in  the  erent  (which  hap- 
cned)  of  the  shipbuilder  failing  to  perform  the  oontraot, 
ke  owners  of  the  veaael  should  be  at  liberty  to  eater  his 
ard  with  their  workmen,  and  complete  the  alterations. 
Im  contrac:  was  one  whioh  from  its  nature  could  not  be 
^cifically  enforced  as  a  whole,  owing  to  it  being  im- 
nsible  for  the  Court  to  superintend  it;  and,  therefore, 
le  Master  of  the  BoUs  held  that,  because  the  contract 
told  not  be  enforced  as  a  whole,  the  partionlar  stipule- 
on  that  the  plaintiffs  sboald,  in  the  ereat  whioh  had 
ippened,  be  at  liberty  to  enter  with  their  worlunan  and 
aaplete  the  vassel,  could  not  be  enforced  by  the  device 

restraining  the  shipbuilder's  trustee  in  bankruptcy 
nn  selling  tiie  yard,  wherein  the  ship  lay. 
The  above  oontraot  was  one  of  whioh  the  Court 
old  not  possibly  superintend  the  execution.  It 
a  settled  mle  (with  the  exception  to  be  noticed  pre- 
itly)  that  if  an  agreement  is  of  such  a  nature  that  it 
anot  be  speoifically  enforced,  the  Court  will  not  import 
legative  so  as  to  be  a  fonndation  for  an  injnncUon, 
t  will  leave  the  plaintiff  to  hia  remedy  at  law  {Lumley 

Wagner,  1  D.  H.  Q.  §22).  This  is  so,  as  we  have 
eady  said,  where  the  Court  cannot  see  to  the  execa- 
D  of  the  whole  agreement,  either  because  it  cannot 
)erintend  its  performance  (f/thn$on  v.  Shrenthwry  and 
Tminghan  SaUnoiy  Company,  8  D.  U.  G-.  914),  or  be- 
ise  it  is  too  vagne  and  uncertain  to  be  performed 
mtk  Wale*  Sailnay  Company  v.  Wythei,  8  W.  B.  133, 
>.  U.  O.  80).     In  snch  oases  the  Court  will  not  sever 

entire  oontraot  and  enforce  specific  performance  of 
Q  effect  by  restraining  the  defendant  from  a  breach 
it,  bat  vrill  leave  the  aggrieved  party  to  his  remedy 
aw. 

inah  Wale*  JtaUttay  Oomyany  v.  Wythe*  (ittp.)  was  a 
>  against  a  contractor  for  the  construction  of  a  branch 

of  niilway.  The  oontraot  provided  that  the  plaintiff 
pany  aboold  aoqaire  the  land  within  a  reasonable 
9  and  boild  the  stations  ;  that  the  contractor  should 
I  his  bond  to  the  amount  of  £50,000  to  seonre  the 
bmuuioe  of  the  contract,  and  undertake  to  exeoate 
arotks  for  the  line  of  railway,  according  to  the  terms 
k  speoifioation,  to  be  prepared  by  the  company's 
Deer  ;  that  the  company  should  work  the  line  in  a 
mable  and  proper  manner ;  and  that  any  of  the 
ils  of  these  arrangements,  in  oase  of  difference. 
Id  be  determined  hy  a  referee,  to  be  appointed  by 
Solicitor-General  for  the  time  being.  It  was  held, 
emnrrer,  that  this  ag^reement  was  too  vague,  nnoer- 
and  obsoore,  to  be  enforced  ;  and  that  the  part  as 
le  exeoation  of  the  bond  could  not  be  enforced  apart 

the  rest,  being  merely  an  incidental  and  subsidiary 
of  the  agreement. 

Peto  T.  Brighton,  Vekfield,  and  HUnbridge  Wtttt 
vay  Company  (U  W.  B.  874,  1  H.  &  U.  468)  the 


contract  was  to  oonstruist  the  defendant  company'*  line 
of  railway  at  a  osrtain  prioe,  to  be  paid  in  shares  and  de- 
bentures. The  defendant  company  repudiated  this 
agreement,  so  that  the  line  was  not  oonstracted  by  the 
contractor,  and  on  hia  moving  the  Oonrt  to  restrain 
the  directors  from  parting  with  the  shares  which 
would  have  been  applicable  for  the  payment  of  the  plaiu> 
tiff  under  the  foregoing  agreement,  Vioe-Chanoellur 
Wood  held  that,  as  it  was  beyond  the  power  of  the  Court 
to  make  the  plaintiff  complete  his  part  of  the  oontraot, 
although  he  offered  to  complete  it,  the  defendant  company 
ought  not  to  be  restrained  from  parting  with  the  shares  in 
question.  Again,  in  Brett  v.  Eatt  India  and  London 
Shipping  Company  (12  W.  B.  696,  2  H.  &  M.  404)  where 
a  company  had  agreed  to  employ  the  plaintiff  as  their 
broker,  and  there  was  a  stipulation  that  his  name  should 
appear  jointly  with  that  of  the  secretary  in  all  the 
advertisements  of  the  company,  the  Ooart  refused  to 
restrain  the  company  from  using  advertisements  in  whioh 
the  name  of  the  plaintiff  did  not  appear,  for  that  the 
Court  oonid  not  compel  the  plaintiff  to  act  as  the  broker 
of  the  company. 

The  object  of  the  plaintiff  in  the  foregoing  oase  was  to 
get  the  Court  to  import  a  negative  quality  into  the 
agreement  °o  as  to  be  a  foundation  for  an  injunction. 
It  is  settled,  however,  that  this  will  not  be  done  where 
the  stipulations  sought  to  be  enforced  are  subsidiary  to 
the  whole  agreement,  nnleas  the  whole  agreement  is 
capable  of  being  enforced.  (Pari*  Chocolate  Company  v. 
Cryttal  Palaee  Company,  8  Sm.  &  GiS.  119.)  The  rule 
in  LumUy  v.  Wagner  (1  D.  U.  S.  604),  according  to 
Vioe-Ohancellor  Wood  in  Peto  v.  Brighton,  Vekfield,  and 
Tunbridge  Well*  BaUway  Company  (tup.),  is,  that  where 
the  contract  can  be  split  into  two  separate  and  indepen- 
dent portions,  and  the  negative  part  is  of  such  a  natnie 
as  to  be  enforceable,  the  Court,  though  it  cannot  enforce 
the  positive  part,  may  enforoe  the  negative  part,  and 
thus  arrive  at  praotioidly  the  same  result.  But  these  are 
cases  of  an  exceptional  character. 

In  LumUy  v.  Wagner,  the  contract  was  to  sing  at  the 
plaintiff's  theatre,  and  not  to  sing  at  any  other  theatre, 
daring  the  period  of  the  engagement.  The  lady  clearly 
ooald  not  be  compelled  to  sing  at  Mr.  Lnmley's  theatre, 
but  she  could  be  restrained  from  singing  at  any  other 
theatre,  and  that  is  what  was  done.  And  where  the 
agreement  contained  no  stipulation  that  the  actor  would 
not  perform  at  any  other  theatre,  the  Oonrt  imported  one, 
and  restrained  the  actor  from  acting  at  any  other  place 
than  the  plaintiff's  theatre  during  the  ordinary  hours  of 
performance  there.  {Webtter  v.  DiUon,  8  W.  B  867.) 
The  negative  part  of  an  agreement  however  will  not  b< 
enforced,  if  it  be  merely  subsidiary  to  or  incidental  to  th" 
affirmative  part,  unless  the  affirmative  part  is  such  as  to 
be  capable  of  being  speoifically  enforced.  (JHUU  v. ' 
CroU,  2  Ph.  60.)  It  may  be  inferred  from  what  fell  from 
the  Master  of  the  BoUs  in  Merchants  Trading  Company 
V.  Banner  {tup.)  that  there  is  no  disposition  whatever  on 
the  part  of  the  Court  to  apply  the  principle  of  Lumley 
V.  Wagner,  unless  where  the  part  sought  to  be  performed 
is  essentially  of  a  separate  and  disUnot  oharaoter.  If  it 
be  not,  but  is  really  a  part  of  the  contract  itself,  the 
Court  will  not,  according  to  the  Master  of  the  Bolls,  speci- 
fioally perform  the  contract  piecemeal,  but  it  must  be 
performed  in  its  entirety  if  performed  at  all :  and  where 
the  Court  cannot  perform  it  in  its  entirety,  neither  can  it 
perform  any  partionlar  portion  of  it.  In  Hamilton  r. 
Sector,  19  W.  B.  990,  the  Lord  Chancellor,  by  analogy  to 
the  principle  of  Lumley  v.  Wagner,  enforced  against  a 
father  a  stiptilatioa  respecting  his  children  spending 
part  of  their  holidays  with  their  mother  (from  whom  he 
was  separated). 

The  stipulation  in  Merchant*'  7}rading  Company  f. 
Banner  that,  if  the  shipbailder  refused  or  neglected  to 
fulfil  the  oontraot,  the  plaintiff  company  might  enter  and 
complete  the  alterations  of  the  vessel,  looks,  we  must 
confess,  very  like  a  distinct  and  separate  stipulation, 
superadded  to  the  original  contract.    But,  even  if  it  was 
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»  ()i>>tiiict  kod  Mparate  Rtipalation,  •■  was  arftued  by  the 
pUintifTs'  oonnsel,  it  was  oonsidered  to  be  too  ragae  for 
tho  Coart  to  perform  it.  For  this  reason,  no  less  than 
Wcanae  the  entire  contract  oonld  not  be  performed,  relief 
was  fef Died,  and  the  plaintiffs  were  left  to  seek  in  the 
Coart  of  Bankmptoj  such  relief  as  on  the  principle  of 
Ex  part*  Andertgn  (15  W.  B.  Oh.  Dig.  10,  L.  R.  6  Cb. 
473),  th«  Ooart  of  Bankrnptoy  might  have  jarisdiction  to 
gire  them. 

The  diffloolt^  in  determining  whether  a  part  of  an 
agreement  is  sntSoiently  distinot  and  separate  from  the 
main  agreement,  to  come  within  Zumley  t.  Wagner, 
where  the  main  agreement  is  incapable  of  being  speoiS- 
oally  enforced,  is  shown  by  Ogden  v.  Fbitieh  (11  W.  B. 
128),  wh^re  the  agreement  was  to  let  a  property  to  the 
plaintiff,  who  eniraged  in  return  to  employ  the  personal 
servioes  of  one  of  the  lessors  in  the  bosiness,  to  be  carried 
on  upon  the  property.  Agreements  for  personal  serrice 
cannot  be  enforced  (Piekering  y.  Buhop  of  Ely,  2  Y.  & 
C.  C.  0.  249),  bnt  Vice-Chancellor  Wood  thought  that  he 
oonld  split  this  agreement  into  two  parts,  and  decree 
speoiflc  performance  of  the  agreement  to  grant  a  lease;  bnt 
of  the  agreement  to  gtttat  a  lease;  bnt  on  appeal,  the 
Lords  Jnstioee  were  of  the  contrary  opinion.  De  Mattoi 
y.  (Hbsen  (4  D.  jc  J.  276)  is  another  instance  of  the 
snrae  difference  of  opinion,  though  in  deciding  that 
althongh  a  court  of  equity  cannot  compel  specific  per- 
formance of  a  charter-party,  yet  it  will  restrain  the  em- 
ployment of  the  Tessel  in  a  different  manner,  whether 
expressly  or  impliedly  forbidden.  Lord  Chelmsford,  0. 
went  on  the  principle  that  a  ressel  under  a  charter  is  to 
be  regarded  as  a  chattel  of  pecnliar  value  to  the  charterer. 
This  case,  then,  must  be  taken  to  have  been  decided  rather 
on  the  ground  of  hardship — mnoh  as  in  Solmti  t. 
Eattem  Cauntiei  Railway  Covipany  (3  K.  &  J.  676), 
where  the  Oourt,  somewhat  unwillingly,  it  would  seem, 
on  account  of  the  irreparable  damage  which  mast  other- 
wise ensue  to  the  plaintiff,  restrained  the  company  from 
evicting  him  from  the  bookstalls  at  the  station*  along 
the  line  of  railway,  though  his  license  to  sell  books  at 
the  stations  was  quite  incapable  of  being  speoifically  en- 
forced. 

In  Morrit  t.  dolman  (18  Ves.  437),  the  defendant, 
who  had  covenanted  not  to  write  dramatic  pieces  for  any 
other  than  a  particular  theatre,  was  restrained  aocording 
to  the  terms  of  the  covenant.  This  was  in  effect  an  order 
for  specific  performance,  and,  according  to  the  Master  of 
the^  Kolls,  was  decided  on  the  ground  of  the  partnership 

which  snbsisted  between  him  and  the  plaintiff  Morris 

i.e.,  they  were  engaging  for  the  talents  of  each  other. 
The  case  is  therefore,  like  iMtnley  y.  Wagner,  an  excep- 
tional one,  and  not  to  be  regarded  as  touching  the  real 
principle  which  we  have  suted  above,  that  the  Oourt 
will  not  enforce  any  part  of  an  agreement,  unless  the 
whole  be  such  as  the  Oourt  can  enforce. 


&ECEKT  DECISIONS. 


PRIVT   OOUNCIL. 
Propehtt  AcquntED  by  Oobporation  bt  Act  vltiu 
VIBES — Pabtnsbship   pbopbbty    passino    bt  ab- 

SIONXBNT  0»  ONE  PABTNEB— ESTOPPKL. 

Ayer$  v.  Tha  South  AiUtrdOan  BamHng   Qmpanv 
P.O.  19,  W.E.  860. 

This  case,  which  was  an  appeal  from  the  Supreme 
Court  of  South  Australia,  turned  very  much  upon  the 
construction  of  a  Colonial  Act  enabling  proprietors  of 
sheep  to  give  a  lien  upon  the  next  clip  of  wool  without 
giving  possession.  There  were,  however,  some  pointa 
discussed  and  decided  of  more  general  importance.  The 
instrument,  by  which  the  lien  under  the  Act  was  created, 
was  made  out  in  the  name  of  and  exeouted  by  one 
partner  only  of  a  firm,  but  it  was  in  fact  done  with  the 
assent  of  the  other  partners,  and  was  intended  to  apply 
to  their  interest  in  the  wool  as  well  as  bis  own.    It  was 


held  that  this  would  be  snfBdent  to  otaat  a  good  eqii- 

table  charge  on  the  partnership  property  independtnttf  o( 

the  Act,  and  that  by  the  Act  this  eqsitable  ohugt  b^ 

came  a  legal  one.    Further,  it  was  said  that  m  the  otte 

partners  assented  to  the  creation  by  the  one  partuB  of 

alien  over  the  wool  as  if  it  had  been  entirely  1iiioin,ti^ 

would  have  been  estopped,  as  against  penona  mkii; 

advances  on  the  strength  of  the  lien,  from  dsnyiig  tkit 

the  Men  was  effeotnally  <a«ated  ;  and  also  that  4e  w^- 

neea  in  bankruptcy  would  have  been  similarly  attopiied. 

Perhaps,  however,  the  point  of  meet  geneni  spfli- 

cation  involved,  was  that  arising  out  of  d>«  oluiteof 

the  respondent  banking  company,  tiie  plaint  in  th 

action  of  trover.    This  charter  contained  antsaaettit 

it  should  not  be  lawful  for  the  bank  to  lend  mooef  ■ 

the  security  of  merohandiie,  or  deal  in  goods,  wm,  v 

merchandize.    The  Judicial  Gonunittee  did  not  iiak 

whether  the  transaction  in  question  cams  witim  U 

clause;  but,  assuming  that  it  did,  held  that  the  da* 

would  not  prevent  tiie  property  passing  to  tha  eoipn- 

tion,  so  as  to  defeat  them  upon  the  plea  of  sot  poMMl 

Th^  decision  proceeded  principally  upon  giamidsof  «0i> 

venienoe.     To  hold  otherwise  would  oertainlyhsisbn 

to  make  the  doctrine  of  uUra  virei  mrae  inoooraieai 

than  it  is  already.    The  tendency  of  recent  oMei  ba 

been  rather  to  restrict  the  operation  of  the  dootrise,  aai 

not  to  apply  it  so  widely  as  it  was  laid  down  is  aoai 

oases  (see,  for  instance,  per  T^dal,  O.J.,  in  EtitA»f6» 

Railway  Company  v.  Eattem  Comttiee  Bmhea),  ll&B. 

809).      The  present  seems  an   instance  of  tliii    li 

the  doctrine  were  to  be  fully  carried  out,  it  wooUmb 

that  whatever  the  form  of  the   instrument  pupor&f 

to  oottvey  property  to  the  corporatioa,  yet  that  nopo- 

perty  would  pass   without  the  asamt,  either  expiea  or 

implied,  of  the  oorporation,  and,  it  being  ultra  virtttl^ 

corporation  to  assent,  it  would  seem  that  there  aogUke 

no  such  assent,  either  express  or  implied.    It  ii  tna  Uil 

authorittes  are  to  be  found  to  the  effect  that  propert;! 

to  be  taken  to  pass  to  an  assignee  until  he  diaaeata,  bd 

this  is  only  f  oanded  apon   the  presumption  that  he  doa 

assent,  which  presnmption  is  made  until  the  ooatts; 

appears.    This  presumption,  it  might  be  thong:ht,  ooail 

only  be  made  where  there  was  power  to  assent,  ai  i  mu 

can  soaroely  be  presumed  to  do  that  which  he  bai  d» 

power  to  do.    Thus,  if  the  doctrine  were  apph'ed  lofiolJ; 

to  its  full  extent,  it  would  seem  that  no  property  voiit 

pass  to  the  company  in  the  case  supposed.    The  oms»- 

qnence,  however,  as  pointed  out  by  the  Oommittsa,  voclt 

be  so  inoonvenient,  that  it  is  satiafaotoiy  that  th«j  m* 

able  to  oome  to  the  opposite  conolnaion. 


COMMON  LAW. 

CovHTT  VoTB. — ^MoBTOAOB  TO  Buiumro  SoaRT. 
BoUeiton  v.  Oope,O.V.,  19  W.  B.  927. 

This  is  a  case  of  considerable  importance,  as  it  ntt) 
the  law  in  a  point  constantly  arising  in  the  regakntil 
court*  upon  which  there  have  been  oontradiotoiy  liel 
sions.    The  question  was  whether  a  mmtgagor,  {af^ 
annually  to  a  building  society  aooording  to  hiama(t|i( 
a  SUB  amounting  to  within  forty  ahlllinga  of  tha  asml 
Talna  of  the  premiaea,  for  interest  and  instalmaik  I 
principal  together,  could  vote  aa  an  equitable  beahoU 
The  Oourt  have  held  that  he  oan  do  so,  when  Ua  eqii 
of  redemptioB  has  become,  by  the  amounts  paid  (A  t 
prindpal,  of  the  value  of  40*  a  year.    Tba  only  difSoi 
experienoed  by  the  Court  in  coming  to  this  oooahd 
was  created  by  previous  decisions.     InC^daniy.  fi 
leU,  6  0.  B.  18,  and  Beanuth  v.  Stokee,  II  0.  &29. 
Court  had  held  that  the  whole  amount  of  theannmlf 
ments  must  be  deducted  aa  an  annual  oharge^  aad 
merely  that  part  of  the  annual  payment  whidi  vsi 
interest.    In  neither  of  theie  cases,  however,  M 
Oourt  got  the  faots  so  found  on  tho  oaae  as  to  (■'I 
them  to  value  the  equity  of  redemption.     In  tha  bnl 
oaae  the  barrister  found  a*  a  faot  that  there  waa  not  I 
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icqaidte  valae ;  in  the  aeoond  he  foaad  the  faots 
speetaUf,  bnt  the  oaae  seema  to  hare  been  one  which, 
tMoOiag  to  the  rule  now  laid  down,  wonld  hare  been 
jiut  on  the  border  line  ;  probably  from  the  figures 
giren  the  oUimant  had  jiut  paid  enough  to  get  his 
Tote,  bnt  if  so  he  mnst  have  done  so  by  anticipating 
the  payments,  as  the  case  arose  in  the  second 
year  after  he  had  exeonted  the  mortgage.  In 
both  these  oases  the  Oonrt  nndonbtedly  gare  (some- 
what nnadTisedly)  reasons  for  their  decision  which 
would  be  applicable  to  cases  where  the  whole  principal 
was  almost  paid  off.  In  Jtabimon  t.  Otmkley  (16  0.  B. 
N.  S.  *78),  however,  this  case  arose.  The  claimant  had 
paid  off  all  the  principal  bnt  &2,  and  would  pay  that  in 
the  year  for  which  he  claimed.  As,  howeyer,  the  value 
of  the  premises  was  only  £8  per  annum,  if  the  whole  of 
tie  £2  was  to  be  deducted  the  ralue  would  be  insuffl- 
Bient.  The  roTising  barrister  there  fonnd  that  the 
Bbimant's  interest  was  worth  more  than  forty  ahillings 
i-year,  as  it  olearly  was,  and  the  Oonrt  allowed  the  rote. 
In  this  case,  however,  BeanUh  v.  fttokes  was  not  noticed 
by  the  Court  in  the  judgment;  and  as  the  two  oases  are 
not  easy  to  reconaile,  revising  barristers  have  been  in  some 
liffionlty  of  late  years  as  to  which  case  to  follow.  In 
iie  year  1868  another  case  was  stated,  and  the  Oonrt, 
ifter  argument,  were  divided  in  opinion,  and  desired 
i.second  argument.  No  seoond  argument,  however,  took 
ilaw,  as  a  new  register  had  in  the  meantime  replaced  the 
«gister  in  reference  to  which  the  case  was  stated,  and 
hetefore  the  parties  declined  to  incur  further  expense. 
t  is  satisfactory  that  the  Oonrt  have  now  been  able  to 
[ive  an  intelligible  decUiou  on  this  point.  It  is  cer- 
linly  difficult  to  understand  the  earlier  oases,  and  we 
elieve  the  majority  of  revising  barristers  have  for  some 
[me  been  in  the  habit  of  disregarding  them,  and  de- 
idiDg  these  building  society  cases  upon  the  prinoiple 
ow  laid  down  by  the  Oonrt.  Many,  however,  felt  bound 
y  the  oases  to  decide  against  their  opinion,  and  agents 
1*0  have,  in  ooDseqnenoe  of  the  cases,  often  omitted  to 
uke  claims.  There  wiU,  therefore,  probably  be  a  oon- 
Idtrable  number  of  claims  by  members  of  these  societies 
t  this  registraticMi. 


COUSTS. 

THE   ALBEEIT  JLIPE   ASSTJBANOE 
ASBrEEATION.' 
(Before  Lord  Caibiis.) 
one  1,  IS. — Jit  the  Family  Endomntnt  liife  AtMranu  and 

Annuity  Society,  Kennedy's  eate. 
^t  asturanee   company  —  AmalgamatioH  of  oompcutiee — 
Windiny  up — PoHey — Novation  of  eontraet — Paymmt  ^ 
pnmiunu. 

£  vat  a  participating  polieyholder  in  the  F  Intnranet 
tmpany.  In  1861  thit  company  beeame  amalgamated  witA 
I A  Inturanet  Company.  On  the  amalgamation  a  eircular 
u  Mii(  loX.  announcing  the  foot  and  aUo  tttting  forth  the 
^Mtagte  of  being  intwei  in  the  A  Company.  K.  did  not 
fly  to  the  circular,  bvt  paid  the  tuitequent  premiums  at  the 
he  of  the  A  Company.  The  receipts  given  were  reeeipti  of 
t  A  Company.  In  1869  ioth  the  eompanitt  teere  ordered  to 
wnuid  up,  and  K.  claimed  to  be  a  creditor  of  the  F  Oom- 
»i»  in  retpeet  of  hit  policy. 

Beldthat  K.  wai  a  creditor  not  of  the  P  Company, but  of  the 
Cmtpttny. 

Vhtreapoiiey  holder  pays  his  premiums  to  andaecepts  re- 
ftsfrem  somi  company  other  than  his  contracting  company, 
'  bnrden  Kes  upon  him  to  account  for  the  apparent  irregularity 
thwoing  that  these  payments  were  made  to,  and  these  re- 
^ftt  given  hy  that  other  company,  acting  as  the  agent  of  his 
ttractittg  company.  Otherwise  no  payment  having  been 
Kb  to  the  contracting  company,  his  original  contract  with  that 
"POBjf  will  be  deemed  to  have  terminated. 
The  dreular  sent  to  K.  instead  of  assisting  to  aceoxmtfor  the 
tgularity,  sous  held  to  have  contained  an  offer,  and  to  have 

'  Reported  by  Richard  Marraok,  Esq.,  Barrister-at-Law. 


lUUid  that  thepaynunt  of  premiums  to  the  A  Company  would 
be  held  to  be  proof  of  the  acceptance  of  that  offer.  Consequenll;/ 
the  moment  the  premium  was  paid  in  the  manner  invited  by  tlu 
eircular,  the  contract  between  K.  and  the  A  Company  became 
complete,  and  the  liability  of  the  F  Company  to  K.  terminated. 

This  was  a  claim  ap^ainst  the  Family  Endowment  Sooiety 
in  respect  of  a  participating  policy  issued  by  the  society  iu 
1844,  and  assuring  payment  of  £600  on  the  life  of  Mi-. 
Kennedy.  In  1863  a  bonus  was  declared  by  the  societt, 
and  the  addition  to  Mr.  Kennedy's  policy  was  £31  89.  6d., 
thus  making  the  total  £631  8s.  8d. 

In  February,  1861,  an  agreement  was  entered  into 
for  the  amalgamation  of  the  Family  Endowment  with  the 
Albert.  This  agreement  contained  the  following  stipula- 
tions : — 

Clause  5. — All  premiums  and  other  sums  of  money  aftor 
the  said  1st  of  January,  1861,  paid  or  payable  upon  or  in 
respect  of  policies  of  assurance,  or  upon  or  in  respect  of 
endowmento,  grants,  or  engagements  of  the  society  in  force 
on  that  day,  shall  bdong  to  and  be  the  property  of  the  com- 
pany, and  all  risks,  engagements,  and  liabilities,  upon  or  in 
respect  of  all  such  policies,  endowments,  grants,  or  engage- 
ments, and  also  all  charges  and  expenses  connected  were- 
withj^all  be  borne  and  paid  and  satisfied  by  and  out  of  the 
funds  of  the  Company. 

Clause  6.  The  society  and  the  company  shall  respectively 
nse  tiieir  best  endeavours  to  procure  the  several  persons 
holding  or  entitled  to  policies,  endowments,  grants,  c^eds  of 
covenant,  or  other  engagements  of  the  society  (or  of  the  said 
Empire  Assurance  Compiny)  to  accept  in  exchange  or  in 
renewal,  policies,  endowments,  grants,  deeds  of  covenant,  or 
engagements  of  the  company,  and  the  company  will,  at 
their  own  expense  on  the  application  of  the  persons  inter- 
ested therein  respectively  ^frant,  execute  and  deliver  such 
substituted  or  renewed  policies,  raidowments,  grants,  deeds 
of  covenant  or  engagements,  to  the  several  persons  willing 
to  accept  the  same. 

Clanse  7.  The  holders  of  all  such  policies  of  assurance  in 
the  society,  as  would  be  entitled  to  participate  in  the  profits 
of  the  society,  and  who  shall  accept  in  exchange  policiea  of 
the  company,  or  otherwise  oonoor  in  accepting  the  engage- 
ments of  the  company,  shall  be  entitled  to  participate  in  the 
profits  of  the  company  at  the  valuation  and  division  of 
profits  of  the  company,  to  take  place  immediately  after  this 
current  year,  and  in  every  suoeeding  division  of  profits  on 
the  same  scale  and  at  the  same  rate  as  if  snch  substituted 
policies  respectively  had  been  policies  granted  by  the  com- 
pany on  the  day  on  which  they  respectively  bear  date. 

Shortly  after,  the  following  circular  was  sent  to  Hr. 
Kennedy,  and  the  other  policyholders : — 

"Family   Endowment   Life   Assurance    and    Annuity 
Society,  42,  New  Bridge  Street,  London,  E.C.,  March  16th, 
1861.  Sir, — I  am  instructed  by  the  directors  of  this  sodety 
to  inform  yon  that  special  general  meetings,  duly  convened 
in  accordance  with  the  society's  deed  of  settlement,  and 
numerously  attended,  having,  pursuant  to  the  power  con- 
tained  therein,    resolved     unanimously    to   dissolve  thi? 
sodety,  and  having  further  resolved  unanimously  to  com- 
bine uie  business  with  that  of  the  .  Albert  and  Medical  Life 
Assurance  Company,  the  affairs  of  the  two  will  henceforth 
be  carried  on  under  the  title  of  the  'Albert  Medical  and 
Family  Endowment  Life  Assurance  Company,'  a  prospect- 
tus  of  which  I  herewith  inclose.    In  making  this  announce- 
ment it  is  right  to  inform  yon  of  the  reasons,  which  have 
led  to  the  course  adopted,  and  the  advantages  thereby  con- 
ferred upon  the  policy  and  contract  holders  of  the  society. 
Although  many  of  the  reasons  will  be  evident  upon   con- 
sideration of  the  advantages  obtained  and  hereafter  referred 
to,  it  may  here  be  stated  that  the  leading  or  chief  cause  of 
the  arrangement  made  has  been  the  claims  arising  through 
the  mutiny  in  India,,  which  daims  (not  having  been  com- 
pensated by  the  Government  as  was  expected,  for  reasons 
which  need  not  however  be  aljnded  to  here,  would  at  least 
to  some  extent  be  have  been  done)  have,  notwithstanding 
the  suspension  of  the  Family  Endowment  Society's  bonuses 
on  their  account  in  and  from  18S8,  rendered  it  impossible  to 
consider  that  a  fair  and  legitimate  bonus  could  be  granted 
by  the  society  at  the  end  of  the  year,  as  expected  by  policy 
holders,  and  doubtful  whether  one  could  be  declared  for 
some  time  to  come.      This  being  the  case,  the  directors, 
alive  to  the  position  of  the  sodety,  and  bearing  in  mind  the 
expectati-ins  of  assurers  in  regard  to  profits,  became  folly 
impressed  with  the  importance  and  advantages  of  such  a 
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coome  as  that  which  has  been  adopted,  and  after  anzioDS 
I'ODsideration  and  negociation,  snoceeded  in  perfecting  the 
urrangements  made,  nnder  which  they  hare  aecored  the 
following  important  advantages  for  the  policy  and  contract 
holders    of  the  Family  Endowment  Society : — First,  the 
Albert  Medical  and  Family  Endowment  Idfe    Aasoranoe 
Company    have    agreed  upon    rayment  to  them  of  the 
premioms  payable  under  the  policies  or  contracts  of  the 
Family  Endowment  Society,  to  tmdertake  the  liabilities 
■ad  engagemente  of  those  oontracts.      Second,    the  future 
secorify  of  the  policy  holders  will  be  that  of  a  _  highly 
respectable  and  powerful  company,  whose  position,  income, 
and  progress  are  such  as  to  render  it  proof  against  flactoa- 
tions    which    might    seriously    affect   a    less    important 
institution.      The  posilion,  income,    and   progress  of  the 
Albert  Medical  and  Family   Endowment   Life  Assurance 
Company    are     as    follows.       The      accumulated    assets 
exceed  £630,000  ;   the  subscribed   capital   £500,000  ;  the 
paid-up  capital  £145,000.     The  annual  income  from  life 
premiums  alone  exceeds  ^250,000.    The  policy  claims  and 
bonuses  paid  amount  to  about  £1,006,000  ;  and   the  new 
business  is  progressing  at  the  rate  per  annum  of  about 
£30,000.    Third,  the  capital  of  £500,000  referred  to  in  the 
preceding    is    practically  rendered  secure  by  being  sub- 
scribed for  by  responsible  and  influential  shareholders,  six 
to  seven  times  as  numerous  as  those  of  the  Family  Endow- 
ment Society.     Fourth,  in  consideration  of  the  great  saving 
of  expenses  and  other  advantages  likely  to  arise  out  of  the 
combination  of  the  businesses  of  tho  two  societies,  it  has 
been  oip-eed  and  arranged  that  the  with-profit  life  assurance 
policyholders  of  the  Family  Endowment  Society  shall  par- 
ticipate in  the  profits  of  the  combined  company  upon  the 
3\me  scale  as  if  their  policies  had  been  policies  granted  by 
tiie  combined  company  on  the  day  on  which  they  respec- 
tively bear  date.    In  re^^ard  to  the  above  excellent  arrange- 
ment for  policyholders,  it  may  be  stated  that  it  is  proposed 
to  declare  the  next  bonus  after  the  expiration  of  the  current 
year,  at,  in  fact,  the  exact  period  which,  but  for  non-com- 
pensated losses  occasioned  by  the  mutiny,  a  bonus  would 
in  all  probability  have  been  declared  by  the  Family  En- 
dowment Society,  and  it  must  not  be  overlooked  that  the 
participating  policies  are  to  rank  as  though  they  had  been 
original  policies.    It  may  be  further  stated  that  the  Albert 
and  Medical  Company,  established  in   1838,  has  declared 
t'Cveral  bonuses  which  will  compare  well  with  those  declared 
by  other  offices,  and  varying  trom  26  to  50  per  cent,  on  the 
I  remiums  paid.     Fifth,  the  material  part  of  the  expenses  of 
uiiinagement  of  the  Family  Endowment  Society,  which  will, 
us  intimated  in  the  precieding  paragraph,  be  saved,  must 
increase  the  future   profits  of  the  combined  company,  and 
tbcreby  afford  improved  bonuses  to  the  auured.    In  con- 
clusion, I  may  add  that  it  will  not  be  necessary  in  any  way 
t'l  distnrb  the  existing  policies  and  contracts  of  the  Family 
Kndowment   Societj',   but  should  any  policy  or  contract 
!, older  particularly  desire  it,  an  indorsement  of  the  admis- 
sion of  the  liability  of  the  Albert  Medical  and  Family 
Endowment  Life  Assurance  Company  can  be  put  upon  the 
policy,  or  a  new  policy  issued  in  exchange  upon  the  terms 
and  conditions  of  the  old  policy.     Policies  sent  to  me  at 
this  office  to  be  so  endorsed  or  exchanged  will  be  acknow- 
ledged and  will  be  duly  attended  to  as  soon  as  circumstances 
will  allow.  Edwin  Galswobtht, 

Actuary  and  Secretary." 

After  this  Kennedy  paid  his  premiums  at  the  office  of  the 
Albert  The  fint  receipt  after  the  amalgamation  was  in  the 
following  form  :— 

"No.  A.  4666.    12th  day  of  September,  1861. 
The  Albert  Hedioal  and  Family  Endowment  Life  Assnranoe 
Company. 
Chief  Office :  7,  Waterloo  Place,  Pall  Mall, 
London  RW. 
Beceived  the  turn  of  seventeen  pounds,  nine  shillings, 
l»  ing  the  yearly  premium  from  the  6th  day  of  September, 
r  61,  for  an  assurance  of  £600  under  policy  Ko.  964  issued 
on  the  life  of  Thos.  Kennedy.    £17  98. 

JoBH  GosLiKO,  Cashier. 

No  Beceipt  is  valid  unless  signed  by  two  of  the  Directors 
and  countersigned  by  the  Company's  cashier  or  by  an  agent." 

And  in  the  margin  was— "107  Life  Receipt  (1)  F.  E. 
Policy  No.  964.  Sum  assured  £600.  Life  Thomas  Kennedy. 
Premium  £17  9i." 


The  subsequent  receipts  were  in  the  follcwing  form-.— 

"  Albert  Medical  and  Family  Endowment  Ufa  AmutsM 
Company. 

7,  Waterloo-place,  FiUMiS, 
London,  8.W. 
Ertablisbed  1838. 
Received  this  —  day  of  September,  1862,  the  panoa 
for  tjhe  renewal  of  policy  mentioned  in  the  margin  hocof: 
the  amount  of  which  premium  apd  the  period  for  which  it  is 
received  are  also  mentioned  in  the  margin. 

R.Wk^outk.  }i^«''<~ 
E.  O.  L.  Andebsok,  AcconsUiit'' 
And  in  the  margin  was  "  9090.  Life  Receipt.  F.  E.  Folic;, 
No.  964.  Sum  assnrad,  £600.  Life,  Thos.  Keaak;. 
Premium,  £17  9s.  Interest,  £-^.  For  12  mosthi.  Fna 
6  September,  1862." 

In  1 863  a  bonus  was  declared  by  the  Albert.  Thereva 
now  some  dispute  as  to  whether  notice  of  thebonoi  vu  ets 
received  by  Kennedy.  On  the  one  hand  the  aotniiy  is 
charge  of  the  bonus  department  stated  in  his  affidavit  flut 
a  bonus  notice  was  on  this  occasion  sent  to  all  the  putid- 
pating  policyholders,  including  Kennedy.  On  the  other 
hand  Kennedy  made  an  affidavit  to  the  effect  tbtt  he  hid 
never  received  any  such  notice,  and  had  never  known  thit 
the  Albert  had  declared  a  bonus.  On  the  17th  Septenlw, 
1869,  an  order  was  made  for  winding  up  the  Albert,  snd  m 
the  29th  November,  1869,  the  Family  Endowment  ro 
ordered  to  be  wound  np. 

WetUake,  for  Kennedy.— The  receipts  in  this  cue  ut 
substantially  in  the  same  form  as  those  in  Re  Mmek^ 
and  Lomlon  Lift  Aimrance  nud  Loan  Attoeiatun,  L.  K.  5  Ql 
640,  18  W.  H.  Ch.  Di^.  64,  and  that  case  shows  thst  aadj 
from  the  form  of  receipts,  and  nothing  more,  no  noratioe 
can  be  inferred.  We  do  not  come  within  the  lord  Obb- 
cellor's  reservation  as  to  there  being  an  "  acceptaaoe  o« 
Bartlett's  part  of  .the  new  company,  ii  he  had  kncmi  sH 
that  had  been  done."  With  regard  to  the  paragraph  in  tie 
circular  sent  to  Kennedy,  stating  that  "  the  Albert  Comfuj 
have  agreed,  upon  payment  to  them  of  the  pieminms  psjiSs 
under  the  policies  or  oontracts  of  the  Family  Endowmat, 
to  undertake  the  liabilities  and  engagements  of  those  os- 
tracts,"  this  means  that  they  had  undartaken  the  listiilitis 
by  way  of  indemnifying  uie  Ftunily  Endowmoit  «pi^ 
them.  Again,  the  circular  sayB:—"ImayaddtltttitTO 
not  be  necessary  in  any  way  to  disturb  the  existing  poli^ 
and  contracts  of  the  Family  Endowment  Society.'  I  wj 
upon  this  as  being  inconsistent  with  any  argument  thit  tb 
effect  of  paying  premiums  to  the  Albert,  in  pursn«n«  » 
this  circmar,  would  be  not  only  to  disturb  bat  to  destnr 
the  existing  policy.  There  is  no  novation  with  the  Albert. 
of  the  original  contract  with  the  Family  Endowment.  In  fc 
jPamtVy  Emhummt  Society,  L.  R.  6  Ch.  118, 18  W.  B.» 
General  Pott  was  held  to  be  still  a  creditor  of  the  Flail; 
Endowment. 

[Lord  Cairns  : — That  was  the  case  of  an  annuitait  ii 
to  an  annuitant,  it  is  little  matter  what  the  document  ays. 
because,  unless  he  consents  by  some  act  as  high  » ^ 
original  contract,  his  right  is  untouched.  With  legu^  ^ » 
poUcyholder,  isitacaseof  novationatallf  Isth«t»i»^ 
per  term  to  use  f  I  do  not  object  to  a  word  if  we  undaslsffi 
the  same  thing,  but  is  the  case  of  a  policyholder  the  mk  » 
a  novation  P  The  case  of  a  novation  is  the  case  of  »n  ei*- 
ing  contract  with  A,  a  proposal  to  change  that  t*"^ 
bSore  it  is  broken,  and  make  it  a  contract  with  B,  '"jj^ 
by  a  tripartite  turangement  between  A  and  B  «im^ 
contract  holder  an  agreement  to  that  effect  is  come  to-  Bot 
now  is  not  the  case  ol  a  policyholder,  who  comes,  as  ««  *> 
here,  to  prove  his  claim,  something  of  this  sort  f  The  lns> 
step  in  his  case  is  to  show  tluit  he  has  paid  to  the  p^ 
party  the  premium  which  is  to  be  the  condition  of  tie  coo- 
tinuance  of  the  policy.  He  comes  forward  and  piodncsi 
receipt,  not  from  the  party  named  in  tho  policy, !»' ^ 
somebody  else,  quite  different.  It  may  very  well  be  th»  w' 
person  may  turn  out  to  be  the  proper  agent  of  the  peiKS 
to  whom  the  premiums  ought  to  be  paid,  but  does  it  n«  Ls 
on  the  person,  who  produces  a  receipt  from  a  different  peo* 
to  show  that  he  paid  it  to  the  different  person  as  Ht  «*• 
and  that  the  different  person  received  it  as  the  V^f'f' 
person  or  of  the  company,  to  whom  it  was  to  be  prtlr  " 
other  words,  it  is  a  question  whether  you  show  thtfUJf 
the  old  company,  your  contract  is  m  eiistaice  sji-j 
whether  you  have  done  the  thing  which  would  have  t^  ' 
in  existence.] 
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WtitltJiti—l  ahow  that  by  means  of  tha  oiioDlar.  The 
jOBcInsion  to  be  derired  from  that  oironlar  is  thht,  whether 
Kennedy  ooniented  or  not,  the  Family  Endowment  would 
10  longer  be  carried  on  aa  a  separate  bosiness,  bat  would  be 
oniea  on  at  another  office  in  oombination  with  the  business 
if  another  company.  Kennedy  did  pay  his  preminma  to  his 
Id  debtor,  becaose  the  drcalar  gare  him  notice  titat  by 
aying  them  at  the  office  of  the  combined  business,  he  was 
Hying  them  by  his  old  debtor's  direction.  As  to  the  para- 
nfk  in  the  circular  about  the  Albert  undertaking  the 
labilities  and  engagements  of  those  contracts,  that  may 
erhaps  be  read  in  two  ways  :  first,  it  is  a  statement  of  the 
etnal  fact  that  as  between  the  two  companies  the  Albert 
Ddeitook  the  liability  by  way  of  indemnity.  But,  ifjit  be 
ikanas  a  statement  of  the  willingness  of  the  Albert  to 
ndsrtake  the  liability  to  this  particular  creditor  Kennedy, 
len  it  was  an  offer  which  was  never  accaptsd.  The  circular 
ITS  that  the  premiums  must  henceforth  Die  paid  at  a  certain 
nee ;  bat  if  it  meant  to  say  that  the  Family  Endowment 
XHild  no  longer  be  in  a  position  to  receive  a  premium  at 
II,  it  ought  to  have  said  so  distinctly.  The  circular  is  at 
ly  rate  ambiguous,  and  Kennedy  has  a  right  to  act  upon  that 
iterpretation,  which  is  consistent  with  the  existence  of  the 
mtract,  unless  notice  was  given  to  put  an  end  to  that  con- 
act.  But  it  has  been  interpreted  by  the  company  itsell 
I  letters  written  to  a  Calcutta  newspaper  by  the  agents 
the  Family  Endowment,  andin  some  other  correspondence, 
ere  is  a  clear  statement  by  the  officers  of  the  society  of 
e  constmotion  put  by  them  on  the  circular  and  the  amal- 
mation  agreement :  this  is  to  the  effect  that  every  share- 
Uer  would  continue  liable  till  the  policyholders  should 
ooee  to  surrender  their  contracts,  and  that  the  junction  of 
)  two  offices  would  in  no  respect  affect  their  position  other- 
K  than  by  depriving  them  of  participation  in  the  future 
tifita.  Horeover,  clauses  5,  6,  and  7  of  the  amalgamation 
•d  ahow  that  it  was  contemplated  by  the  companies  them- 
ves  that  all  the  policyhoMers  would  not  go  over  to  the 
bert^  The  agreement  is,  therefore,  similar  to  the  agree- 
ot  in  S«  Medical  Invalid  and  General  Life  Atturance 
ieltf,  Grifflth't  cote  (L.  E.  6  Ch.  374,  19  W.  R.  495), 
leie  there  was  an  express  provision  for  the  policy- 
llers  who  might  not  go  over.  As  to  the  declaration 
bonus  by  the  Albert,  Kennedy  never  knew  anything 
mt  it. 

Lord  Oaibns. — I  think  in  a  case  where  a  bonus  has  not 
o  received,  and  where  a  witness  merely  speaks  to  his 
ief  that  a  oiicular  was  sent,  from  its  appearing  in  the 
ika  that  a  number  of  circulars  were  sent  to  particular 
pie  (for  I  suppose  that  that  is  the  form,  and  that  there 

0  epecific  entry  with  regard  to  Mr.  Kennedy)  and  where 
petBon  to  whom  it  was  sent  says  that  he  never  received 
nd  never  had  a  bonus,  I  should  not  be  justified  in  imputing 
lim  the  receipt  of  that  circular.] 

'Mf/nie— The  circular  of  the  16  th  of  March,  1861,  offered 
'  alternatives — either  to  be  transferred  to  the  Albert,  or  to 
tinae  the  existing  policy.  Kennedy  did  not  accept  the 
rof  the  transfer  to  the  Albert,  and  accordinitly  his 
uy  was  continued  on  the  footing  of  the  Family  Endow- 
it.  _  But,  if  the  circular  were  read  as  a  statement  that 
bosiness  of  the  Family  Endowment  would  cease  to  be 
ied  on,  and  that  consequently  there  would  be  no  place 
liim  to  pay  his   premiums,   would  that  give  him   any 

1  present  right  of  action  ?  It  was  decided  that  it  would 
I  in  King  ▼.  The  Accumulative  Life  Fund  and  Oeniral 
urance  Company,  3  C.  B.  N.  S.  161.  Suppose  Kennedy 
lered  his  premium  and  they  refused  it,  what  right  would 
laveP 

^rd  CAnms. — I  do  not  wish  to  express  any  opinion 
D  a  point  which  I  have  not  to  decide,  because  I  have 
e  enough  to  decide  ;  but  I  say,  hypotheticsUy,  that  he 
ht  possibly  have  a  right  upon  tendering  the  premium 
it  being  refused,  to  insure  himself  in  another  office,  and 
e  premium  were  higher,  to  recover  the  difference  as 
>ges.     That  might  be  so  ;  T  do  not  say  that  it  would 

'ettlakt. — In  Spencer's  caee  and  in  Gi-iffith'e  case,  no 
lestion  was  made  that  the  old  contract  hud  been  broken 
Bgh  the  paysients  to  the  old  company  having  ceased. 
1  those  cases  were  treated  as  cases  of  novation.  This 
It  equally  to  be  a  question  as  to  novation,  and  it  is  for 
family  Endowment  to  make  out  the  consent  cf  Kennedy 
le  novation. 

ord  Cairks. — In  OriffitKe  ca$e,  as  I  gathered,  there 
I  these  two  oircamstances,  which  may  or  may  not  make 
nportant  distinction — one  was  that  the  policyholder 


deolined  distinctly  to  sign  the  admisnon  of  the  transfer  of 
liability,  when  it  was  proffered  to  him,  and  the  other  was 
that  the  deed  of  amalgamation  or  transfer,  or  whatever  it 
may  be,  made  between  the  Albert  Company  and  the  Medical 
and  Invalid  Company,  contained  an  express  clause,  auth- 
orising the  Albert  Company  to  go  on  receiving  premiums 
as  agent  for  the  Medical  and  Invalid  Company,  where  any 
one  was  unwilling  to  accept  the  substituted  policy  in  the 
Albert  Company,  Those  are  two  important  circnm- 
stanoee.] 

Wettlake. — As  to  the  first,  the  refusal  of  the  policy  holder 
to  sign  the  assent  is  not  more  conclusive  than  the  evidence 
of  Kennedy  as  to  the  sense  in  which  he  paid  the  premiams. 
As  to  the  second,  the  oironlar  and  the  amalgamation  deed 
taken  together  riiow  that  the  new  office  was  the  plaoe  where 
those  poUoyholdeis,  who  it  was  olearly  oontomplated  might 
not  come  over  to  the  Albert,  were  to  pay  i^eir  pre- 
miums. 

Sddit,  Q.C.,  and  Bodie*tt  for  the  Family  Endowment  were 
not  called  on. 

Lord  Cairns. — ^This  is  a  claim  against  the  Family  Endow- 
ment Society  on  a  policy  dated  the  12th  of  September,  1844, 
for  £600,  on  the  life  of  Mr.  Kennedy,  a  bonus  of  £31  8s.  6d. 
having  also  been  added  to  the  policy  in  1853.  The  form  of 
the  contract  of  the  company  is  of  the  kind  usually  found  in 
such  cases.  The  policy  witnesses  that  in  consideration  of 
the  premium  of  i'17  9a.  now  paid  by  Kennedy  to  the  direc- 
tors, andin  case  Kennedy  sludl  on  the  6th  of  September, 
which  will  be  in  every  succeeding  year  during  his  lilfe,  pay 
to  the  directors  of  the  said  society  for  the  time  being,  the 
premium  of  £17  9s.,  the  funds  of  the  society  shall  be  liable 
according  to  the  provisions  of  the  deed  or  deeds  of  settle- 
ment of  the  society  to  the  payment  of  the  sum  of  £600  to 
the  executors,  admmistrators,  or  assigns  of  Kennedy,  upon 
the  death  of  Kennedy,  &c. 

The  character  of  a  contract  of  insurance  is  somewhat 
peculiar.  The  premium  having  been  paid  on  a  policy  of 
this  kind  for  one  year,  during  the  coarse  of  that  yean 
nothing  more  remains  to  be  done,  either  on  the  side  of  the 
insurer  or  of  the  insured  ;  the  insured  may  remain  quiescent 
during  the  year  ;  if  he  dies  during  the  year,  the  liability  of 
the  company  insuring  arises,  and  tha  sum  insured  must  be 
paid  by  the  company  to  the  ezeoutots  of  the  person  who 
has  died;  but  aiter  that  year  is  at  an  end,  Uie  stete  of 
things  is  altered,  it  is  entirely  optional  to  the  person  insured 
whether  he  will  pay  any  furUier  premium.  He  may  if  he 
pleases  let  the  policy  drop,  and  the  company  have  no  means 
of  compelling  him  to  pay  the  premium.  On  the  other  hand, 
he  may  renew  or  continue  the  insurance ;  but  in  order  to 
do  this  he  must  perform  that  wliioh  is  pointed  out  in  the 
policy  aa  the  condition  precedent,  namely, — ^he  must  pav  to 
the  directors  of  the  society  for  the  time  being,  the  pre^mum 
mentioned  on  the  face  of  his  policy. 

In  that  state  of  things  the  premiums  were  paid  by 
Kennedy  to  the  directors  of  the  Family  Endowment  up  to 
thejycar  1861. '  In  the  months  of  February  andMaroh,  1861, 
the  Family  Endowment  and  the  Albert  made  a  contract  of 
amalgamation  by  resolutions.  I  use  the  term  amalgamation 
because  it  has  been  so  frequently  used  in  these  cases,  wiUi- 
out  pledging  myself  to  the  correctness  of  the  expression  or 
to  its  describing  in  the  most  felicitous  way  the  nature  of  the 
contract ;  but  every  person  knows  what  is  intended  by  it  in 
this  case.  _  On  the  16th  March,  1861,  the  Family  Endow- 
ment  Society  sent  to  Kennedy  a  circular  announcing  the 
fact  of  the  amalgamation,  and  I  must  refer  to  that  circular. 
It  is  dated  from  the  Family  Endowment  OfSce,  Xew 
Bridge-street.  It  is  in  these  words — [His  Lordship  read  the 
circular.] 

Now,  It  appears  to  me  that  nothing  can  be  clearer  than 
the  meaning  of  this  circular  ;  no  person  of  ordinary  under- 
standing could  fail  to  apprehend  exact^  what  it  proposes. 
It  i>roposes  to  give  policyholders  in  the  Family  Endowment 
Society  advantages  {preater  than  those  which  they  already 
possessed,  consequential  upon  their  becoming  persons  insured 
in  the  Albert.  They  \n\\  have  the  chance  of  a  better  bonus, 
they  will  have  the  security  of  a  larger  capital,  the  business 
of  the  two  companies  will  be  managed  more  economically. 
If  they  like  it,  their  policies  will  be  endorsed,  or  new  poli- 
cies given ;  that  is  a  mere  matter  of  form.  They  are  told 
the  consequences  will  be  the  same  if  they  remain  with  their 
policies  undisturbed,  they  will  in  all  respects  be  treated  at 
if  the  policies  had  been  issued  originally  by  the  Albert  on 
the  iliv  iliey  bear  date.  On  the  whole,  that  promise  that 
the  Albert  would  undertake  the  liability,  and  that  theiie 
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benefits  woold  acone,  is  made  conditional  on  this— on  pay- 
ment to  the  Albert  of  the  memimns  payable  under  the 
polidea  or  contracts  with  the  Family  Enaowment     Kow,  it 
appears  to  me  that  that  was  a  clear  and  intelligible  offer  to 
the  policyholders  in  the  Family  Endowment  ^iety ;  they 
were  not  oblij^  to  accept  it,  they  might  have  taken  steps, 
as  was  done  in  WooSt  «m#,  16  S.  J.  698,  to  maintain  their 
position  as  persons  insnred   in   the  Eamily  Endowment 
Society,  and  to  repudiate  any  proposal  of  a  change,  such  as 
was  made  to  them  by  this  circmar.    Mr.  Kennedy  in  no 
respect  repudiated  the  offer  made  ;  he  paid  his  premiums, 
which  afterwards  became  dne,  not  to  the  Family  Endow- 
ment  Society,  bat  to  the  Albert    The  difference  in  the  form 
of  the  receipts  is  remarkable.    The  form  of  receipt  on  the 
7th  September,  1860,  before  the  amalgamation,  was  that  of 
an  ordmary  receipt,  delivered  out  by  the  Family  Endowment 
Society,  headed  by  their  name,  and  signed  by  two  of  their 
directors.    On  the  12th  September,  1861,  which  was  the 
day  of  the  first  payment  of  preminms  after  the  receipt  of  the 
drcular  that  I  nave  read,  the  receipt  taken  by  Mr.  Kennedy 
is  headed,  "The  Albert,  Medical,  and  Family  Endowment 
life  Assurance  C!ompany,"  at  a  different  office,  "Waterloo- 
place,"  instead  of  "New  Bridge-street," — " Keceived  the 
sum  of  £17  98.,  being  the  yeany  premium  from  the  6th 
September,  1861,  for  an  assurance  of  £600,  under  ^licy 
964,  issued  on  the  life  of  Thomas  Kennedy,  £17  98," — signed 
by  two  directors  of  the  Albert,  and  countersigned  by  the 
cashier  ;  with  this  statement  that  no  receipt  is  valid  unless 
signed  bv  two  of  the  directors,  and  countersigned  by  the 
company's  cashier — the  company  being  the  only  company 
spoken  of,  namely,  the  Albert     In  the  year  1862  the  re- 
ceipt is  a  little  different  in  form.    In  the  l>ody  of  the  receipt 
it  is  stated  that  the  premium  is  received  for  the  renewal  of 
tliu  policy,  mentioned  in  the  margin  thereof,  the  amount  of 
which  premium,  and  the  period  for  which  it  is  received,  are 
'i&<  siso  mentioned  in  the  margin.    It  is  signed  by  two  directors, 
and  conntersigned  by  the  accountant  of  the  Albert,  and  in  the 
margin  is,  "Albert  receipt,  F.  E.  Policy.  164,"  sum  assured 
80  much,  premium  so  much.    Now,  these  receipts  are  clearly 
receipts  oi  the  Albert,  they  offer  the  discharge,  as  coming 
firom  the  Albert,  theyreferto  the  policy  by  its  original  number, 
and  in  order  to  identify  it,  they  add  the  letters  F.  E. — thus 
nhewing  that  it  was  originally  a  Family  Endowment  policv. 
The  receipt  is,  to  all  intents  and  purposes,  the  receipt  of  the 
Albert.     If  these  and  the  subsequent  receipts  which  are  of 
the  same  kind,  stood  alone,  it  would  be  open  to  the  person 
pr.iducmg  them  to  show  that  although  these  profess  to  be 
the  receipts  of  the  Albert,  yet  the  money  was  paid  to  the 
Albert  on  some  footing  which  would  make  the  Albert  the 
ageuts  of  the  Family  Endowment  Society,  for  the  purpose 
of  receiving  premiums,  so  as  to  continue  the  liability  of  the 
Family  Enaowment  Society;  but  it  appears  to  me  that  the 
burden  of  explaining    the   apparent  irregularity  of   the 
receipt  the  apparent  variance,  the  open  variance  between 
the  receipt  and  the  payment  of  the  preminms,  contem- 
plated by  the  policy — the  burden  of  shoving  this  lies  with 
the  person  who  produces  this  receipt.     So  far  from  offering 
any  explanation,  Mr.  Kennedy  is  obliged  to  confess  that 
there  passed  before  the  payment,  which  is  evidenced  by  these 
receipts,  that  transaction  to  which  I  hare  referred — namely, 
the  sending  to  him  and  the  receipt  by  him,  of  the  circular 
which  I  have  read.     It  appears  to  me  that  that  circular 
containing  an  offer,  and  on  the  face  of  it  stating  that  pay- 
ment of  the  premiums  to  the  Albert  would  be  the  proof, 
as  it  were,  of  the  acceptance  of  the  offer,  the  moment  the 
premium  was  paid  in  the  manner  invited  by  that  circular, 
tbe  contract  became  complete  between  Mr.  Kennedy  and 
tlio  Albert  on  the  one  hand,  and  the  termination  on  the 
otlicr  hand,  of   the  liability  of  the  Family  Endowment 
Society  became  complete  for  the  want  of  the  payment  of 
any  premium  to  them.     Under  those  circumstances  it  ap- 
jM'uriito  me  that  tbe  liability  of  the  Family  Endowment 
:j<>ciety  is  at  an  end.    Tbe  policy  is  absolutely  unrenewed 
with  the  Family  Endowmfcnt  Society,  and  an  equitable  con- 
ti  ot  for  a  new  policy  upon  the  same  terms  arises  with  the 
All)ert  Society,  which  subsequently  received  the  premiums. 
I  thi'uk,  therefore,  that  Mr.  Kennedy's  claim  as  against  the 
Family  Endowment  Society  fails;  he  must  rank  as  a  policy- 
^older  in  the  Albert,  and  as  his  case  has  been  chosen  as  a 
K'presentative  case,  his  costs  will  be  provided  for  on  that 
footing. 
Solicitors,  Marhby  f;  Tarry;  Ktnitedy  $  Ktmpton, 


COUETS  OF  BANKBUPTCY. 
(Before  Mr.  Begistrar  Pbtts,  acting  u  CUsf  Jirigb.) 

Angnat  1,  1871.— &  Wtti. 
Retention  fir  a  turn  under  £50 — Proof  mi  Sfolitm 
petition. 

This  was  an  application  for  an  absolute  injimetioi  ti 
restrain  a  creditor  named  Smith,  from  farther  pniw£s{ 
in  an  action  brought  against  the  debtor,  and  in  iriud  i 
had  recovered  moment 

On  the  10th  of  May,  Mr.  Smith  reo»venl  jid^ 
against  tiie  debtor  in  one  of  the  snperior  coorti  for  tB 
of  £49 ;  and  on  the  12th,  he  caused  an  axecutioii  Itttkt 
amount  to  b*  levied  upon  the  debtor's  effects. 

On  the  7th  of  June,  the  debtor  presented  his  ;etiti«it 
liquidation  by  arrangement ;  and  on  the  SOth,  at  tbbt 
meeting  held  under  the  petition,  a  proposal  «■  wk 
(which  was  afterwards  confirmed]  for  payment  st  t  e* 
position  of  five  shillings  in  the  pound.  At  this  oteta^ 
lii,  Smith  proved  his  debt,  and  voted  against  the  naoliaa 
put  to  the  meeting. 

On  the  11th  of  Julv,  an  interim  injunction  imgiual 
restraining  Mr.  Smitn  (with  others)  from  fiirtha  noofr 
ing  against  the  debtor ;  and  notice  was  given  of  a{i]^i:<tia 
to  continue,  but  at  the  time  appointed  no  ana  appeuedii 
support  of  the  application,  and  no  further  injnetin  a 
granted. 

The  sheriff  thereupon  proceeded  to  sell,  and  tke  (Mil 
application  by  the  trustee  toUowed, 

Seed,  in  support  of  the  application. — The  gtaai  i  ^ 
proceeding  is  that  tiie  creditor,  having  come  ia  vaia  it 
uquidation  and  proved  his  debt,  is  baned  from  aiy  fsitk 
remedy  against  the  debtor's  assets.  By  electing  to  ftoiu 
secured  creditor  abandons  any  secnrilr  he  majbn;w 
the  doctrine  to  that  effect  is  well  established. 

R.  Griffiths,  for  the  execution  creditor,  contended  tii:fc 
doctrine  of  election  had  no  application  to  proof  as'lff"', 
tions  for  liquidation;  there  was  no  re-enactment  of  d»  J 
law  in  this  respect  According  to  Sitter  v.  Pinitr  (!>*■" 
R.  778),  a  judgment  creditor  for  leas  than£SO,  wi»W» 
an  execution  before  notice  of  an  act  of  binkraptcf,  ~" 
entitled  to  the  fruits  of  his  judgment 

This  decision  has  since  been  confirmed  by  the  I**^^^ 
cellor  and  Lords  Justices,  in  JBx  parte  Rock  v.  SiU  i»i«« 
16  S.  J.  705). 

Bagky,  for  the  Sheriff. 

Mr.  S^istrarPsFTa— Inthiscaae  the  trosteei^ 
to  an  absolute  injunction.  I  base  my  iadgmmt  "p-Tj 
this— that  the  creditor,  having  elected  to  P""^ JfJJ 
under  the  petition  for  liquidation,  is  thereby  depriwdaa 
security.  Mr.  Griffiths  says  there  is  ne  re-fliict^« 
what  he  seems  to  admit  was  the  old  law,  but  the  wW 
as  to  election  is  well  known,  and  there  is  aotking  i> 
new  law  to  affect  it  Under  tbe  old  law,  if  a  Uidkrd  a 
in  and  proved,  even  inadvertently,  ho  lelinqiisto 
security.  My  decision  goes  entirely  upon  that  poiat  i 
injunction  will  be  perpetual,  and  there  will  be  notri^' 
costs,  except  that  the  sheriff  be  paid  his  costs  oa;  i 
estate. 
Solicitors  for  the  trustee,  Watttr  ^  Mtf/tn. 
Solicitor  for  Mr.  Smith,  A.  D.  SmUk. 
Solicitors  for  the  sheriff,  Abbott  f  Co. 


APPOINTMENTS. 


The  Right  Hon.  Russell  Guimnr,  Q.C,  Beeoite  »  « 
City  of  London,  has  been  appointed,  by  her  M«j«stTiw 
vemment,  to  be  one  of  the  Joint  High  C<HninisBa6«" 
settle  the  legal  details  of  the  Treaty  of  Washmgtoa. 

Mr.  Thomas  Chambbks,  Q.C,  M.P.  for  M«ji«|^J^2 

Common  Serjeant  of  the  City  of  London,  hatbw'ffl'g^ 
by  the  Court  of  Common  Council,  to  act  «§  ^^V^J*^. 
of  the  City,  during  the  absence  of  the  "?"^ 
Russell  Gumey,  while  employed  under  her  Usjifty  »  W" 
ment 

Mr.  WooDFORDE  Ffoom,  barrijter-at-Uw,  ho  *«^ 
pointed,  by  the  Recorder  of  Bristol  (Mr.  Mof^^ 
Q.C).  to  be  Deputy  Judge  of  the  Toliey  C«Bt  ««»'2 
intheroomoftbelateMr.J.D.Wadham.  ^■'!^^ 
called  to  the  bar  at  the  Inner  Temple  in  Jaansr,  l.t«.  "■ 
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I »  member  of  the  Western  Circuit,  praotuing  at  Bristol, 
ad  at  the  Dorset  seaiionB. 

Mr.  Thomas  Danosb,  solicitor,  of  Bristol,  has  bean  ap- 
noted,  l^  the  Bristol  Town  Coancil,  to  be  Clerk  of  the 
sace  for  that  city,  which  office  was  rendered  vacant  by  the 
atb  of  Mr.  J.  D.  Wadham.  Mr.  Danger  was  admitted  in 
a,  and  is  a  member  of  the  Metropolitan  and  PiOTincial 
nr  Association. 

Ur.  OloBOK  Wabhajc,  solicitor,  of  Essex-street,  Strand, 
lodon  (firm.  Smith,  Gnscotte,  ft  Wadham),  has  been  ap- 
isted  by  the  High  Sheriff  of  the  City  of  Bristol  (Mr. 
Im  Fisher)  to  be  his  Undersheriff,  in  saccession  to  his 
ither,  Mr.  J.  D.  Wadham,  deceased.  Mr.  O.  Wadham 
IS  certificated  in  1862. 

Mr.  Jakes  WrrEGBSBir  Mbnfbs,  of  Maidstone,  Kent,  has 
m  appointed  a  Commissioner  to  administer  oaths  in 
ancery. 


GEKEBAL  COREESPOlTDEirCE. 

i.C.— We  believe  the  case  will  be  reported  as  early  as 
sible ;  but  there  is  a  heavy  press  of  oases  jnst  now,  and 
this  time  of  year,  papers  and  shorthand  notes  are  not 
aya  to  be  had  immediately. 


fa&liament  and  legislation. 

HOUSE  OP  LORDS. 

nly  28. — The  Courtt  ef  Public  Bxuintu. — Lord  Cairns 
ed  attention  to  the  unexampled  state  of  public  bosiness 
he  other  Houm.  Fifty-five  House  of  Commons  bills 
t  waiting  to  be  dealt  with,  and  Miq. -Bmiff*  of  Lords 
isg  sent  down  eighteen  public  bills,  there  remained  on 
ere  of  the  let  of  August  seventy-three  public  measures 
ting  for  consideration,  in  addition  to  votes  on  the  three 
It  classes  of  the  Estimates.  The  Ballot  Bill,  which  had 
a  opposed  by  previous  Liberal  Qovemments,  could  not 
m  to  be  exceptionally  dealt  with  on  any  ground  of 
incy,  when  no  general  election  was  likely  to  be  held, 
it  bill  could  hardly  leave  the  other  House  in  lees  than  a 
night,  and,  as  the  Prime  Minister  himself  had  said,  it 
impossible  for  such  a  bill,  abounding  as  it  did  in  details 
teceire  due  (x>nsid6ration  £rom  their  lordships  in  the 
die  of  August.  After  reviewing  the  Qovemment  law 
I  and  other  measures  which,  he  said,  were  quite  as  im- 
ant  aa  the  Ballot  Bill,  but  which  had  been  put  aside  for 
IS  asked  for  explanations  relative  to  the  proposal  of  an 
^irnmentof  the  Hoose  of  Lords  until  the  autumn.  The 
omment  did  not  rest  either  with  the  Crown  or  the 
erament,  it  being  the  privilege  of  both  Houses  to  regu- 
their  own  adjournments.  If  tbe  public  interests  required, 
r  lordships  would  be  ready  to  aacri&ce  their  personal  con- 
ience;  but  he  argued  that  there  was  no  necessity  for  depart- 
from  the  custom  of  proroguing  in  the  early  part  of  Angnst. 
ord  Granville  admitted  that  the  state  of  public  business 
be  other  House  was  not  wholly  satis&otory,  but  this 
partly  owing  to  the  unusual  character  and  persistency 
be  opposition  to  the  Army  Bill  and  the  Ballot  Bill.  The 
emment  had  announced  some  time  ago  that  it  would  be 
uty  to  press  the  latter  measure  to  a  definite  result.  The 
emment  could  not  release  itself  &om  this  pledge.  With 
rd  to  the  antnmn  adjournment,  the  Government  had 
«8sed  no  opinion,  but  thought  it  desirable  that  their 
lahips'  views  should  be  ascertained.  Precedents  might 
'ound  for  an  autumn  adjournment,  and  he  quoted  in- 
ces  in  which  important  measures  had  been  considered 
heir  Lordships  late  in  August,  and  even  in  September, 
strain  and  pressure  of  work  were  less  in  the  House  of 
b  than  in  the  other  House.  He  said  he  always  protested, 
view  undesirable  in  their  Lordships'  interests,  against 
loctrine  that  at  a  certain  fixed  season  of  the  year  they 
I  to  refuse  to  consider  important  measures  which,  from 
listribution  of  business,  could  not  possibly  come  up  at 
ailier  period.  The  Ballot  Bill  had  been  thoroughly 
ilated  in  debates  which  had  lasted  a  month,  and,  as 
'  Lordships  never  gave  more  than  a  few  days  to  a  bill 
h  had  undergone  such  careful  revision  by  the  other 
le,  they  would  scarcely  hesitate  to  make  this  sacrifice  of 
'  personal  convenience  in  the  case  of  a  measure  in  which 
loantry  took  so  great  an  interest. 


Tht  Piotetttmt  EUctoral  Union — Tie  "  ConfusioruU  Un- 
uktd  "  PnuMutioHt. — LordOranmoie  called  attention  to  the 
cases  of  Mackie,  Steel,  and  Murphy,  and  premised  that  he 
was  not  oonneoted  witii  the  Umon,  and  only  desired  equal 
justice  for  all  organisations,    Mackie  had  been  sentenced  to 
three  months'  imprisonment,  and  to  twelve  months'  farther 
imprisonment  in  the  event  of  not  finding  sureties,  for  the 
distribution  of  "  The  Confessional    Unmasked."     It  was 
doabtfol  whether  the  jury  who  convicted  him  had  been 
legally  sworn,  and  they  were  directed  by  the  Chairman  of 
the  mnts  Quarter  Sessions  that  tbe  work  had  been  declared 
an  obscene  publication  by  the  Court  ot  Queen's  Bench. 
The  chairman,  moreover,  though  not  a  lawyer,  refosed  to 
grant  an  appeal,  whereas  in  Steel's  case  the  London  magis- 
trate, though  a  barrister,  granted  an  appeaL    Maokie  had 
been  previously  tried  for  circalating  the  work,  when  the 
jnry  could  not  agree,  all  but  one,  it  was  understood,  being 
for  acquittal.     He  contrasted  the  oondnct  of  the  Govern- 
ment in  allowing  Mackie  to  remain  in  Winchester  Ghu>l  on 
account  of  his  oonaoientions  scruple  as  to  giving  bail,  with 
the  release  of  the  Fenians.    Aa  to  the  ai«amt  at  WhiteJiaven 
on  Murphy,  whose  extreme    manner  of   expressing  his 
opinions  he  admitted,  his  lectures  where  delivered  in  hired 
buildings,  and  no  persons  need  attend  them  except  of  their 
own  frm  will.     Chief  Baron  Kelly  laid  down  at  the  recent 
trial  that  Murphy  was  only  liable  to  punishment   if  bis 
lectures  were  proved  to  be  seditions  or  immoraL    The  Go- 
vernment, therefore,  ought  not  to  have  allowed  the  delivery 
of  his  lectures  to  bo  prevented  by  an  organised  gang,  who 
had  nearly  murdered  him  before  the  authorities  interposed. 
Mnrphy  had  as  good  a  right  to  advocate  Protestant  views  as 
Monsignore  Capel  and  Archbi*ihop  Manning  had  to  inculcate 
Catholic  views;  and  he  hnpwl  the  Government  would  not 
give  a  colour  to  tiie  bedief  that,  as  they  received  the  sup- 
port of  the  Roman  Catholics,  they  therefore  in  these  matters 
considered  their  political  interests  and  not  merely  the  ends 
of  justice.    Tbe  minority  of  the  Roman  Catholic  electors  in 
every  town  and  district  voted  so  as  to  incline  the  balance 
one  way  or  the  other.    He  ym  not  there  to  say  that  that 
was  an  abuse  of  power,  but  it  was  a  iiact  to  be  remembered. 
We  were  now  giving  powers  to  Roman  Catholioa  which 
were  denied  to  uem  in  every  other  country  in  the  world, 
and  were  repealing  statutes  made  long  before  the  Reforma- 
tion as  checks  on  the  Roman  Catholic  system.    There  had 
been  in  this  country  an  extraordinary  extension  of  Roman 
Catholic  cotmmuniues,  which  were  never  interfered  with. 
Again,   the    Established    Church    of  Ireland    had    been 
abolished,  and  the  Glebe  Loans  Bill  would  give  some  of  the 
funds  of  that  Church  to  build  and  piy  the  debts  of  Irish 
convents,  and  great  privileges  and  power  had  thus  been  in- 
trusted to  a    minority  consisting  of  no  more  than  one- 
fifteenth  part  of  the  people,  and  it  was  necessary  to  provide 
very  carefuUy  that  they  should  not  exercise  emy  political 
influence  upon  the  Government,  but  that  a  poor  Protestant 
lecturer  should  receive  the  same  protection  as  a   Roman 
Catholic  priest  or  archbishop.    He  concluded  by  moving 
for  any  correspondence  which    had   passed  between   Her 
Maies^'s  Government  and    the  different  local  authorities 
wiui   reference  to  the  three  cases  he  had  mentioned. — 
Earl  Morley  could  not  accede  to  the  request  for  papers.  Such 
a  course  was  most  unusual,   and  there  was  nothing  in  the 
oases  to  justify  departure  from  the  usual  practice.    The 
facts    were   by  no   means    as   represented.      In  Mackie's 
case,  the  Chairman  of  Quarter  Sessions  directed  the  jury 
to    consider    whether     the    book    was    obscene,    quoting 
the  precise  words  used  by  the  Lord   Chief  .Justice  in  the 
Queen's  Bench.     Nothing  could  be  fairer  than  the  way  in 
which  the  question   was  left  to  the  jury.     Nor  was  there 
any  informtJity.     The  jury  were  sworn  in  the  usual  way, 
and,  though  the  prisoner's  counsel  was  present,  no  objection 
was  made  till  some  days  afterwards.  Mackie  was  sentenced 
to  three  months'  imprisonment  and  to  find  sureties  for  his 
good  behaviour  during  twelve  months,  and  he  was  now  in 
gaol  merely  because  he  refused  to  find  these  sureties.    If  the 
prisoner  found  the  sureties,  he  would  be  at  once  released, 
and  under  such  circumstances  there  was  no  reason  why  the 
Executive  should  interfere.     As  to   the  case  of  Murphy, 
there    was    again  an   inaccuracy,   for   Murphy    was    res- 
cued from  the  rioters  by  a  large  body  of  police  ;  fifteen 
men  had  been  arrested,  and  seven  were  committed  for  trial 
at  the  assizes,  of  whom  five  had  been  sentenced  to  twelve 
and  two  to  eight  months'  imprisonment.     He  did  not  know 
how  the  Executive  could  have  acted  otherwise.      The   case 
of  Steel  had  been  investigated  at  Bow-street,  and  all  that 
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need  be  said  of  it  was  that  the  magistrate  had  granted  a 
case  which  would  come  before  the  Coort  of  Qaenn's  Bench. 
— Earl  Camarron  also  commended  what  had  been  done  hj 
the  Execative  in  these  easea. — The  motion  for  papers  was 
then  negatived. 

The  Bi$hopt'  Retignation  Act   (\W9J   Perpftuatitn   Bill 
passed  throngh  committee. 

July  31.— The  Army  Regidatitm  Bill.— PtioT  to  Earl  Gran- 
ville moving  the  second  reading,  the  Duke  of  Richmond 
moved : — "  That  this  House,  before  assenting  to  the  second 
reading  of  the  Army  Regulation  Bill,  desires  to  express  its 
opinion  that  the  interposition  of  the  Exeoutivo  during  the 
progress  of  a  measure  submitted  to  Parliament  by  her  Ma- 
jesty, in  order  to  attain  by  the  exercise  of  the  Prerogative 
and  without  the  aid  of  Parliament  the  principal  object  in- 
cluded in  that  measure,  is  calculated  to  depreciate  and 
neutralise  the  action  of  the  Legislature,  and  is  strongly  to  be 
eondemned." — Earl  Qranville  opposed  the  motion.  The 
Government  did  not  shrink  from  the  responsibility  of  a 
course  which  was,  after  all,  strictly  legal  and  constitutional. 
He  cited  various  precedents  to  show  that  purchase  had  been 
regulated  and  abolished  by  the  authority  of  the  Crown,  and 
deprecated  tbe  consequences  of  the  resolution  and  its  effect 
upon  the  public  out  of  doors.  —Lord  Salisbury  supported  the 
resolution.  He  accused  the  Government  of  having  com- 
mitted a  grave  breach  of  constitutional  usage. — The  Duke 
of  Ar^U  opposed  the  resolution,  condemning  the  vote  of 
that  House  on  the  Army  Bill  as  unconstitutional  and  illegal.  | 
— Lord  Cftrnarvon  supported  the  resolution.  Their  Lord- 
ships House  had  always  been  free,  and  when  it  ceased  to  be 
so  it  should  no  lonzor  exist. — Lord  Romilly  also  supported 
the  resolution.  lie  doubted  the  legality  of  the  Royal 
Warrant,  and  asked  whether  the  opinion  of  the  law  officers 
of  the  Crown  had  been  taken  before  it  was  issued. — 
Lord  Penzance  believed  the  proper  law  officers  had  b  een 
consulted,  and  that  what  the  Government  had  done  was 
legal  and  a  proper  exercise  of  legal  powers. — Lord  Derby 
condemned  the  course  taken  by  the  Government,  and  sup- 
ported the  resolution. — The  Dake  of  Somerset  thought  the 
Government  could  have  taken  no  other  course  than  the  one 
they  adopted. — Earl  Ropsell  reviewed  the  history  of  the 
Acts  relating  to  Purchase,  and  supported  the  resolution  as 
a  condemnation  of  an  undue  interposition  of  the  Royal 
Prerogative  and  of  a  course  of  proceeding  tending  to  the 
worst  consequences. — Lord  Cairns  argued  that  tlie  Royal 
Warrant  was  not  issued  in  the  exercise  of  a  statutory  right, 
and  the  Government  had,  through  ignorance,  misroptesen- 
ted  to  the  Sovereign  the  char,icter  of  the  Act  she  was 
performing,  which,  instead  of  a  statutory  Act,  was  an  Act 
of  the  highest  prerogative.  They  had  shamed  and  die- 
credited  the  Constitution. — The  Lord  Chancellor  supported 
the  course  taken  by  the  Government. — On  a  division  the 
Duke  of  Richmond's  resolution  was  carried  by  162  to  82,— 
The  Bill  was  then  read  a  second  time. 

August  1. — The  Municipal  Corporaliou  Act  Amendment  Bill 
was  read  a  second  time. — Lord  Romilly  stated  thnt  iti 
object  was  to  facilitate  the  alteration  of  boundaries. 

The  A)-mij  Btgulation  Bill  was  considered  in  committee. 

The  Bishop's  Besignation  Act  (1870),  Perpetuation  Bill 
was  read  a  third  time  and  passed. 

Tbe  House  of  Commona  {Witnesses)  Bill. — The  Lord 
'Chancellor  moved  the  second  reading,  but  a  point  of  order 
being  raised  the  debate  was  adjourned. 

The  Raihoay  Regnlati'in  Amendment  Bill  was  read  a  third 
time  and  passed. 


HOUSE  OF  COMMONS. 
July  28. — ^The  Parlianuntary  and  Municipal  Eleetiont 
^Billii)  Bill. — Committee. — Clauses  12  (admission  to  poll- 
ing places),  13  (decision  of  Returning  Officer  on  the  validity 
of  votes),  and  14  (mode  of  making  returns)  were  a";reod  to, 
(but  in  clause  13  Mr.  Goldney  carried  an  addition  that 
tho  number  of  invalid  votes  shall  be  publicly  announced) . 
Clause  15  (mode  of  publication  of  names  of  the  electors 
who  have  voted).  A  proposal  by  Mr.  Beresford  Hope 
to  have  a  transcript  of  the  lists  used  and  marked  by 
the  presiding  officers  published  in  every  polling  district,  was 
rejected  by  118  to  39. — Mr.  Newdegate  proposed  to  alter  the 
clause  so  that  the  regulations  for  the  publication  shall  be 
made  by  tho  Election  Judges  instead  of  tho  Secretary  of 
State,  but  Mr.  W.  E.  Forster  objecting,  tho  proposal  was  not 
pressed.  Clause  16  (mode  of  destroying  Ballot  papers),  was 
xtgreod  to.     Clause  17  (power  to  the  .Secretary  of  State  to 


make  mles). — ^Mr.  Graves  moved  an  amendmsnt  nqmrag 
regulations  enabling  officers  in  tba  mercantile  muisa 
and  licensed  pilots  to  vote  by  Ballot  papers  if  obli^to 
go  to  sea  between  nomination  and  polling.— Hr.  Dundi, 
Mr.  C.  Bentinck,  and  others,  supported  the  sitmrfismti 
which  was  rejected  by  149  to  95. 

The  Local  OoverrunnU  Board  Bill,  passed  through  ooa- 
mittee,  an  objection  on  the  part  of  Mr.  Knight,  to  pn. 
ceeding  with  the  bill  at  so  late  an  hour  in  the  mgbt,  lunig 
been  overruled  by  61  to  7. 

Municipal  Corporations  {Borough,  ffc.,  Pnds)  BHU-Qt 
the  motion  to  recommit  this  Bill,  which  had  bem  nfond 
to  a  Select  Committee,  Sir  Massey  Lopes,  in  the  sbseoct  of 
Mr.  Fell,  moved  the  rejection  of  tiie  Bill  onthe  gitxmdtkit 
it  gave  too  large  power  to  governing  bodies.  Hopatiraiuiy 
objected  to  the  retrospective  clause,  which  was  desgnaito 
meet  the  case  of  Shmeld,  whose  ratepayers  snbeaibedts 
oppose  the  local  authorities ;  the  enactment  of  ttin  cine 
would  set  aside  the  judgments  of  the  Court  of  Chaaco; 
and  the  Court  of  Queen's  Bench. — Mr.  Mellor  lecoiU 
the  amendment,  and  the  House  was  then  counted  out 

July  81. — Princt  Arthur.— Tib.  Gladstone  haringouTed 
and  Mr.  Disraeli  seconded  a  resolution  voting  £15,000 1 
year  as  a  provision  for  the  Prince,  Mr.  P.  A.  T»yto  oj- 
posed  the  grant  and  Mr.  Dixon  moved  an  ameadisefit  n- 
dttcing  it  to  £10,000  a  year.  Mr.  Dixon's  propoul  « 
rejected  by  289  to  31,  and  the  vote  carried  as  sgainitXr.F. 
A.  Taylor's  proposition,  by  276  to  11. 

The  Parlianuntary  attd  Municipal  Elections  {BiMj  Bil 

— Committee. — Glauses  18 — 22    (expenses).- Mr.  E  J«Ki 

opposed    clause   18,    arguing  that  the  practical  nsalt  of 

throwing  all  the  expenses  on  the  constituencies  wosld  b;  u 

exclude  from  Parliament  all  but  men  of  great  »(ittli  a 

great  daring.      It  would  encourage  sham  canliistej,  »si 

wonld  multiply  contests.    These  expenses  were  s  rerx  mtH 

part  of  the  cost  of  an  election,  and  would  be  no  obitidE 

to  working  men's  candidates ;  the  requirement  of  adepA 

as  propos^  by  the  bill,  wonld  not  work,  and  wosUbet 

direct  premium  to  bribery.     The  clause  was  also  oppoadlj 

Mr.  Assheton,  Sir  H.  Croft,  Mr.  Synan,  Mr.  Sclater-Booti, 

Mr.  Marling,  and  Sir  M.  Lopes.     Mr.  V.  Harconrtdidoa 

disapprove  the  principle,  but  thought  it  is  improdest  to 

1  connect  such  a  "  crotcliet "  with  the  Ballot — Mr.  0.  Uotpa, 

I  Mr.  M'La'on,   Mr.   H.   B.    Samuelson,  and  ilr.  S«ij««i 

I  Simon  supported  the  clause,  as  the  only  means  of  opeaii; 

I  the  door  of  Parliament  to  the  working  men. — Mr.  GWS  m 

argued  in  favour  of  the  clause  as  a  link  between  the  work.ai 

I  and  upper  classes.     Sooner  or  later  something  of  the  .^ 

I  must  come.  —Mr.  Hardy  opposed  the  clause,  thoogh  re<>T 

{  nising  the  advantai^e  of  making  the  House  a  perfect  rda 

I  of  the  country.    The   clause   would   produce  an  iniBtion 

j  utterly  disproportionate  to  the   result. — Mr.  Fawcett  wp- 

I  ported  the  clause,  and  on  a  division  it  was  rejected  bjr  iX  t) 

I  160.— Mr.  W.  E.  Forster,  then  withdrew  the  three  follo»- 

I  ing  clauses  which  were  dependent  on  it.     , 

The  Parliamentary  Municipal  Electione    {BaBet  BiC. 

',  Committee.— Clauses  22,  24  (personation).    On  c1»b»  i' 

'  a  proposal  by  Sir  M.  Beach  to  restrict  the  operation  of  It' 

clause  to  votes  recorded  at  the  instance  of  candidate  or  bi> 

agent,  was  opposed  by  Mr.  Forster,  as  likely  to  lead  to  frijl 

I  and  rejected  by  93  to  4i A  proposal  byMr.Lowthertoat^ 

;  the  offence  of  treating  from  the  clause  was  rejected  by  w 
to  3d,  and  Mr.  Forster  added  "  undue  influence,"  to  tiie 
I  clause,  which  after  some  discussion  was  carried  by  t^  |^ 
I  91,  against  the  opposition  of  Sir  G.  Jenkinson. — Ctaase  -* 
I  and  24  were  agreed  to  alter  some  discussion  and  duK  J 
(persons  chaiged  wiUx  personation  to  be  taken  before  t*o 

I  justices)  was  struck  out Clause  26   (all  paymento  to  « 

'  corrupt  if  not  made  through  an  agent  or  included  in  ">•' 

'  return)  was  also  struck  out  on  ihe  proposal  of  Mr.  For**. 

I  a     motion   by     Mr.      Fawcett     for    its    retention  Wt 

negatived  by  181  to  84.— Clause   27   (prohibiting  hirioga 

rooms  in  public  houses). — An  amendment  by  Sir  JI.  E*" 

,  confining  this  to  boroughs  was  discussed  for  two  too" 

■  but  not  pressed,  and  Mr.  Collins  carried   by  164  to  81 1'' 

omission    of    that    part     of    the    claufe     which    P"' 

hibits    election    committees    from     meeting    in   P'"'''" 

hou.ses.      The        clause      was      to      some     extent    ^• 

about     by      some      further      amendments    which    •*' 

warmly  discussed,  and  after  an  alterntion  of  the  claaseK  ■" 

to  prohibit  any  room  from  being  used  hy  or  on  ''*''*'''?? 

candidate,  another  amendment  by  Mr.Haroonrt  waieuiMi!, 

striking  out  the  exception  in  favour  of  meetings  at  wt^  % 
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lidate  ia  preaent.     The  clause  was  ultimately  carried, 

mended,  by  11*  to  92, 

be  Lteal  Government  Board  BiU  was  read  a  third  time 


he  Pactoria  and  WorktAopi  Act  Amendment  Sill  was  read 
oond  time. 

agmt  3. — The  Farltammtari/  and  3Cunieipal  (BcMot) 
Committee.  Clatues  28—38  (Penalties)  were 
ately  discnssed  at  length,  and  erentnally  agreed  to,  with 
ndments  of  detail,  tending  on  the  whole  to  diminish 
r  rigour,  but  clause  30  (relating  to  some  penalties  for 
>r  onences)  was  struck  oat.  The  remaining  clauses  re- 
ed only  a  few  verbal  amendments,  and  the  new  clauses 
I  then  taken,  Mr.  Forster's  polling  clauses  being  first 
ceded  with.  On  the  first  (division  of  counties  into  sub- 
icts,  each  voter  to  have  a  polling-place  within  foor 
8,  bat  each  district  not  to  contain  not  less  than  one 
Ired  voters)  a  proposal  by  Sir  M.  Beach,  to  limit  the 
mce  to  three  miles,  and  the  minimum  of  voters  to  (0, 
rejected  in  two  divisions  by  157  to  83,  and  158  to  89. 
danses  relating  to  boroughs  and  general  regulations, 
ed  without  demur.  A  clause  was  settled  after  conside- 
i  diKnssioQ,  fixing  the  notice  the  returning  officer  shall 
of  the  days  of  election  at  not  less  than  three  days,  and 
ber  clause  gave  power  to  the  returning  officer  to  use  the 
ic  elementary  schools  for  polling  places,  and  as  amended 
ir  M.  Beach,  made  it  compulsory  on  the  managers  to 
the  schools.  This  was  carried  on  a  division  by  190  to 
It  was  provided  that  any  damage  done  shall  be  made 
by  the  returning  officer,  and  also  that  the  occupation 
ly  empty  house  as  a  polling  place  shall  not  have  the 
t  of  making  it  liable  to  voting. 


SOCIETIES  AND  IHSTITTTriONS. 

80UCIT0BS'  BENEVOLENT  ASSOCIATION. 

te  usual  monthly  meeting  of  the  board  of  directors  of 
laiociation  was  held  at  the  Law  Institution,  Chancery- 
London,  on  Wednesday  last,  August  2,  Hr.  Wm. 
n  in  the  chair.  The  other  directors  present  were 
rs.  Carter,  Cookson,  Hedger,  Kendall,  Smith,  Torr  and 
tg  (Mr.  Eiffe,  Secretary). 

lofflof  £110  was  granted  in  relief  of  a  member  and 
nembers'  widows  in  necessitous  circumstances,  and  a 
of  ;e60  was  granted  in  relief  of  four  necessitous  families 
«eased  non-members.  Two  new  annual  members  were 
tied  to  the  association,  and  other  general  business 
acted.  With  reference  to  the  recent  painful  casualty 
igh  which  the  board  has  been  deprived  of  a  very 
Me  and  respected  member,  in  the  person  of  the  late  Mr. 
n  Wilkins  Field,  the  following  resolution  was  unani- 
jy  agreed  to  : — 

'iie  directors  of  this  association  desire  to  record 
!ep  feelings  of  sorrow  with  which  they  have  heard  of  the 
lie  accident  which  has  caused  the  death  of  their  valued 
jgue,  Mr.  E.  W.  Field,  one  of  the  founders  of  this 
ittioo,  a  distinguished  and  valuable  member  of  the  pro- 
a,  and  a  zealous  and  efficient  oo-operator  in  many 
tout  public  works  interesting  to  the  profession." 


LAW  STUDENTS'  JOUBNAL. 

GENEEAL  EXAMINATION. 
MicHABLXAS  Term,  1871. 
t  Council  of  Legal  Education  have  approved  of  the 
for  the  general  examination  of  the  students    [see  14 
841]. 

a  examination  will  commence  on  Monday,  the  30th 

f  October  next,  and  will  be  continued  on  the  Tuesday 

Wednesday  following. 

rill  take  place  in  the  Hall  of  Lincoln 's-inn  ;  and  the 

will  be  closed  ten  minutes  after  the  time  appointed  for 

mmencement  of  the  examination. 

!  examination  by  printed  questions  will  be  oondncted 

>  following  order : — 

aday  morning,  the  30th  October,  at  ten,  on  Conatittt- 

Iaw  and  Legal  History  ;  in  the  afternoon,  at  two,  on 

1^- 

laday  morning,  the  3Ist   0,itober,  at  ten,  on  Com- 

AW ;  in  the  afternoon,  at  two,  on  the  Law  of  Keal 

tty,  4c 


Wednesday  morning,  the  1st  November,  at  ten,  on  Juris- 
prudence and  the  Civil  Law ;  in  the  afternoon,  at  two,  a 
paper  will  given  to  the  students,  including  questions  bearing 
upon  all  the  foregoing  subjects  of  examination. 

The  Beader  on  Constitutional  Law  and  Legal  History  pro- 
poses to  examine  in  the  following  books  and  subjects : — 

1.  Hallam's  History  of  the  Middle  Ages,  chap.  8. 

2.  Hallam's  Constitutional  History. 
8.  Broom's  Constitutional  Law. 

1.  The  concluding  chapter  of  Blaokstone  on  "  The  Pro- 
gress of  the  Laws  of  England. " 

5.  The  principal  State  trials  of  the  Stuart  period. 

Candidates  for  the  studentship,  exhibition,  or  honours,  will 
be  examined  in  all  the  above  books  and  subjects. 

Candidates  for  a  pass  certificate  will  be  examined  in  1  and 
3  only,  or  2  and  3  only,  at  their  option. 

The  Reader  on  Equity  proposes  to  examine  in  the  follow- 
ing books: — 

1.  Haynes's  Outlines  of  Equity;  Smith's  Manual  of  Equity 
Jurisprudence,  or  Snell'siPrindples  of  Equity  ;  Hunter  s 
Elementary  View  of  the  Proceedings  in  a  Suit  in  Equity, 
Fart  I.  (last  edition). 

2.  The  Cases  and  Notes  contained  in  the  first  volume  of 
White  and  Tudor's  Leading  Cases.  The  Act  to  Amend  the 
Law  Belating  to  Future  Judgments,  Statutes,  and  Hecogni- 
zanoes,  27  &  28  Vict,  c.  112.  The  Act  to  Explain  the 
Operation  of  an  Act  passed  in  the  17th  &  1 8th  Years  of 
Her  present  Majesty,  a  113,  intituled,  An  Act  to  Amend 
the  Law  Relating  to  the  Administration  of  Deceased  Persons, 

30  &  31  Vict.,  c.  69.  The  Act  to  Remove  Doubts  as  to  the 
Power  of  Trustees,  Executors,  and  Administrators  to  invest 
Trust  Funds  in  certain  secirities,  and  to  declare  and  amend 
the  Law  relating  to  such  liivuxtments,  30  &  31  Vict.,  o.  132. 
The  Act  to  Amend  the  Liiw  relating  to  Sales  of  Reversions, 

31  &  32  Vict.,  c.  4.  The  .Vet  to  Abolish  the  Distinction 
as  to  Priority  of  Payment  which  now  exists  between  the 
Specialty  and  Simple  Contract  Debts  of  Deceased  Persons, 

32  &  33  Vict.,  c.  46  ;  and  tbo  Married  Women's  Property 
Act,  1870,  33  4  34  Vict  c.  'OJ. 

Candidates  tor  certificates  of  having  passed  a  satisfactory 
examination  will  be  expected  to  be  well  acquainted  with 
the  books  mentioned  in  the  first  of  the  above  classes. 

Candidates  for  the  studentship,  exhibition,  or  honours, 
will  be  exammod  in  all  the  books  mentioned  in  the  two 
classes. 

The  Reader  on  the  Law  of  Real  Property,  4c.,  proposes 
to  examine  in  the  following  books  and  subjects  : — 

1.  Joshua  Williams  on  the  Law  of  Real  Property. 
(Ninth  edition.) 

2.  The    Bankruptcy  Act,  1869,  32  4  33  Vict  c.  71. 

3.  Rule  against  Perpetuities  :  Cadell  v.  Palmer,  1  CL  4  F. 
372,  and  the  notes  to  that  case  in  Tudor's  Leading  Cases  in 
Real  Property  and  Conveyancing,  pp.  360 — 129.  (Second 
edition). 

4.  The  Title  to  and  Acquisition  of  Easements  by  Prescrip- 
tion :  Gale  on  Easements,  pp.  138 — 201.     (Fourth  Edition). 

5.  Sanders  on  Uses  and  Trusts,  Vol.  ii.  pp.  1 — 101. 
(Fifth  Edition.^ 

Candidates  for  the  studentship,  exhibition,  or  honours, 
will  be  examined  in  all  the  above-mentioned  books  and  sub- 
jects ;  candidates  for  a  pass  certificate  in  those  under  heads, 
1,  2,  and  3. 

The  Reader  on  Jurisprudence,  Civil  and  International 
Law,  proposes  to  examine  in  the  following  books  and  sub- 
jects:— 

1.  Sandars  Institutes  of  Justinian.  Introduction.  Book 
I.  tit.  i.  andii. 

2.  Demangeat  Cours  Elementaire  de  Droit  Remain. 
Abreg^  de  I'histoire  exteme  du  Droit  Romain,  p.  19 — 142. 
Edit  1864. 

3.  Ortolan.  Explication  Historique  des  Instituts.  Vol. 
L  Historic  de  la  Legislation  Romaine  (sec.  40 — 114,  pp. 
190—473)  ed.  1870,  or 

The  History  of  the  Roman  Law,  from  the  text  of 
Ortolan,  by  Prichard  and  Nasmith  (sec.  40—114,  pp.  198 — 
489.) 

4.  Austin  on  Jurisprudence.     Lectures  v.  and  vi. 

6.  Wheaton.  Elements  of  Intematiooal  Law.  With 
notes  of  Lawrence  or  Dana.  Part  ii..  Absolute  International 
Rights  of  States. 

Candidates  for  the  studentship,  exhibition,  or  honours,  will 
be  examined  in  all  the  above  subjects ;  but  candidates  for  a 
pass  certificate  in  1,  3,  4,  and  5.  only 
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The  Reader  on  Common  Law  proposes  to  examine  in  the 
following  books  and  snbjeots : — 
Candidates  for  a  pass  certificate  vill  Im  examined  in — 

1.  The  Ordinary  Steps  and  Oonrse  of  Pleading  in  an 
action. 

2.  The  undermentioned  cases  concerning  mercantile  and 
other  oontracts.  Smith's  Leading  Cases.  (Last  edition.) 
Vol.  i.  and  notes  thereto.  Birimyr  y.  Danull,  Oogga  ▼. 
Stmard,  Colliiu  v.  Blantem,  Lampkigh  r.  Sratkwait,  Xilltr 
T.  Bace,  Pettr  v.  CompUm. 

3.  The  Lav  of  Torts.  As  considered  in  Addison  on  Torts. 
(Last  edition.)     Chap.  I,  and  chap.  2,  sect  1. 

4.  The  Form  of  the  Indictment  generally  (see  Arohhold's 
Criminal  Pleading,  last  edition,  book  i.,  part  i.,  chap.  1,  sec. 
3)  and  spedflcally  as  regards  the  following  ofienoee: — 
Felonioos  Homioiae,  Assault  and  Battery,  Simple  Larceny, 
and  False  Pretences. 

Candidates  for  the  studentship,  exhibition,  or  honours^ 
will  be  examined  in  the  Ist,  2nd,  and  4th  of  the  above  snb- 
jeots, and  also  in — 

5.  The  Law  relating  to  Bankets'  Cheques.  Byles  on 
Bills  of  Exohange,  last  edition,  chap.  3. 

6.  Injuries  to  property,  so  far  as  treated  of  in  Addison  on 
Torts,  last  edition,  chap,  v.,  sect.  1  and  2,  and  chap.  tL 
sect.  I. 

7.  The  following  cases  exemplifying  Bnles  of  Evidence, 
Smith's  Leading  Cases,  last  edition,  and  notes  thereto  : — 
■Carttr  v.  Bothm,  OmichuHd  v.  Barker,  Price  v.  Earl  of  Tor- 
rington,  Wiggltmeorth  v.  BallUon,  Higham  v.  Suigway. 


MICHAELMAS  EDUCATIONAL  TERM,  1871. 
Pbosfkotus  of  th£  Lbctubes  to  be  delivered  daring  the 
ensuing  Educational  Term,  by  the  several  Readers  ap- 
pointed by  the  Inns  of  Court. 

CoNsrrrDTioNikL  Law  and  Leoal  Histobt. 

The  Reader  on  Constitutional  Law  and  Lepal  Histoiy  pro- 
poses to  deliver,  during  the  ensuing  Edaeataonal  Term,  six 
public  lectures  on — 

The  History  of  English  Municipal  Corporations. 

With  his  private  class  the  Reader  proposes  to  take  the  fol- 
lowing subjects  :  — 

1.  Broom's  Constitutional  Law,  from  Calvin's  Case  to 
the  Case  of  Shipmoney,  inclnsive. 

1.  Hallam's  Constitntional  History,  down  to  the  meeting 
of  the  Long  Parliament 

Equity. 
The  Reader  on  Equity  proposes  to  deliver,  during  the  en- 
suing Educational  Term,    two  courses  of  public  lectures 
(there  being  six  lectures  in  each  course)  on  the  following 
subjects: — 

An  Elemtntary  Courte. 

1.  On  Civil  Judicial  Frocednre  in  generaL  The  Origin 
of  the  Feudal  System,  and  its  influence  en  Judicial  Proce- 
dure. 

2.  On  the  Origin  of  the  Superior  Courts  of  Law  and 


3.  On  the  History  of  the  Court  of  Chancery. 

4.  On  Review,  Re -hearing,  and  the  Appellate  Jurisdiction 
of  the  House  of  Lords. 

5.  On  the  Principles  of  Equity  Pleading. 

An  Advanced  Courte. 

1.  On  the  Jurisdiction  of  Equity  in  Matters  of  Account. 

2.  On  Equitable  Interference  in  Cases  of  Partnership. 

In  the  Elementary  Private  Class,  the  subjects  discussed 
will  be — ^The  Creation  and  Incidents  of  Express  Trusts,  and 
the  Remedies  for  Breaches  of  Trust. 

In  the  Advanced  Private  Class  the  Lectures  will  compre- 
hend— Relief  against  Fraud,  Actual  and  Constructive  ;  Re- 
lief against  Mistake. 

The  Law  of  Real  Property,  &c. 
The  Reader  on  the  Law  of  Real  Property,  to.,  proposes  to 
deliver,  in  the  ensuing  Educational  Term,  twelve  public 
lectures  (there  being  six  lectures  in  each  course)  on  the  fol- 
lowing subjects: — 

Elementanj  Course, 

1.  On  the  8  &  9  Vict.  c.  106.  and  the  changes  effected  by 
-that  statute  in  the  law  and  practice  of  real  property. 

2.  On  the  provisions  of  the  23  &   24  Vtct.  c.  145  (com- 


monly called  Lord    Cranworth's  Act),  a  to  Xartp^ 
Settlements,  and  Willi. 

AdeeMctd  Count. 

I.  On  Marriage  Settlements. 

2. 'On  the  form  and  oonstniction  of  tiu  Connaliei 
FrovisionB  nsually  inserted  in  a  Lease  of  a  D«dliig.bK 
for  a  term. 

In  the  elementary  private  daraea,  the  readar  villaia. 
your  to  go  through  a  course  of  Real  Property  Lu,ii^ 
the  work  of  Mr.  Joshua  Williams  as  a  text-book; sic 
his  advanced  private  classes,  he  will  diKuu  ud  cube 
the  notes  to  some  of  the  cases  in  Tudoi's  LeadiogC^a 
Real  Property  and  Conveyancing,  and  in  White  lalTiii'i 
Leading  Cases  in  Equity. 

JtrRISPRTTDENOB,  ClTIL  AHD   I^ITSBMAnOItlL  Lt<. 

The  Reader  on  Jurispmdeivse,  Civil  sod  htoois: 
Law,  proposes  to  deliver,  during  the  aosoing  EdKCiL 
term,  six  public  lectures  on— 

1.  The  historical  development  of  the  RomialavRla; 
to  obligations  arising  from  Contract 

2.  On  the  effect  of  Fraud  (Dolos  Malot),  DmaObi, 
and  mistake  (Error)  upon  a  Contraot 

3.  The^Intemationu  law  relating  to  Keutnli- 

In  his  private  class,  the  reader  will  commeooetemid 
Roman  Ikw  and  discuss  Book  i.  of  the  InititataafiB 
tinian.  He  will  use  as  text-books,  Sandan'  oSikaiii 
Institutes,  and  Demangeat — Cours  Elementaizu  d>IM 
Remain. 

He  will  also  refer  to  the  Corpns  Juris  Cirilii,  i^il 
Commentaries  of  German  and  French  Jorisis,  in  iOassua 
of  the  principles  discussed. 

The  reader  will  also  discuss,  in  the  private  chsse-  '^ 
of  international  law  relating  to  the  "  Rights  of  SriM 
using  Wheaton's  Elements  of  Intematinnil  Lavutfaa 
book,  and  referring  to  the  works  of  the  priodpil  ^i 
jurists,  the  decisions  of  the  Admiralty  ana  Piin  C«:a< 
England  and  America,  the  debates  in  FarliaoieBt,  said 
papers  relating  to  the  cases  under  discussion. 

The  reader  will  specially  discosa  the  CoagresscfViai 
the  Treaties  of  Paris,  and  the  subsequent  alteiBm 
those  treaties. 

CoMMOx  Law. 

The  Reader  on  Common  Law  proposes  to  dtlita.^ 
the  ensuing  Educational  Term,  two  oonraea  ^of  ai  p 
lectures  each)  on  the  following  subjeots : — 

Elemmitay  Courm. 

1.  Matters  involving  Contract  or  Tort  whid  a.^  ^ 
the  cognisance  of  Courts  of  Law.  ^^ 

2.  The  procedure  at  law,  whether  by  action  at  ^M 

3.  The  mode  of  proving  facta  and  docoments  at  XisBI 

Advanced  Courte. 

1.  The  Nature  of  Absolute  and  Relatin  BJ^t 
sidered.  ^^ 

2.  Remedies  appropriate  where  such  Bi^ts  arf  «3< 
either  by  Preach  of  Contract  or  by  Tort. 

3.  The  various  kinds  of  Evidence  admissible  in  >  Oa 
Law,  and  the  Weight  assignable  to  each  of  theo. 

With  bis  private  classes,  the  reader  will  coo«i«*^ 
the  subjeots  above  set  forth,  oaing  for  refeieB«ti«»" 
ing  books : — 

Elementary  class. — ^Broom's  Commentariea  on tinail 
Law  (fourth  edition);  Smith's  Leading  Cases  (last*" 
and  Roscoe  on  Evid.  at  Niri  Prins. 

Advanced  class. — Bullen  and  L^ce  on  Pleadis{,>* 
books  above-mentioned. 

Laws  in  Force  dt  British  Ispu- 

The  Reader  on  Hindu  and  Mahommedao  lav.  ^^ 

laws  in  force  in  British  India,  propose*  to  ^JfJL 

ensuing  Educational  Term,  a  coarse  of  six  pohbe  W 

on  the  following  subjects,  viz.  : — 

HniDU  Law. 

1.  Introductory  Lecture. 

2.  „  (oonduded). 

3.  The  Family  Relation  and  Marriage. 

4.  Adoption. 

5.  Alienation. 

6.  Inheritance  and  Partition. 
In  the  Private  Classes  the  Reader  wiU  *«oBaa^ 

and  in  detail  the  subjects  embraced  in  his  polBc »"" 
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le  of  the  days  and  hours  for  the  delireiy  of  the  public 
ctares  by  the  Readers  appointed  by  the  Iniu  of  Court 
id  for  the  attendance  of  the  private  claases. 
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When  the  Vioe-ChancaUor  daolinet  to  make  any  order 
thereon,  the  papers  will  be  returned  to  the  wKnitrOr  who 
sent  the  papers,  aooording  to  the  addren  given. 

All  applications  for  le«Te  to  give  notice  of  motion  only, 
m^  be  made  to  the  Chief  Clerk  at  chambers. 

The  Vioe-Chancellor'B  address  can  be  obtained  on  appli- 
cation at  his  Honour's  chambers  Nos.  11, 12,  and  13  Old- 
square,  liincoln'e-inn. 

The  chambers  of  the  Vice-Chanoellor  Sir  John  Wicken  s 
will  be  opened  on  Tuesday,  Wednesday,  Thursday,  and 
Friday,  in  every  week,  from  eleven  till  one  o'clock. 


■3^ 
da 

gO"" 


OTIS. — The  Educational  Term  commences  on  the  Ist 
ember,  and  ends  on  the  22nd  December. 
lie  &nt  public  lecture  of  this  course  will  be  delivered 
he  Keader  on  Constitutional  Law  and  Legal  History,  on 
beeday,  the  8tb  November,  at  2  p.m. 
le  first  meeting  of  each  private  class  will  take  place  on 
asual  morning  or  evening  of  meeting  after  the  first 
ic  lecture  on  the  same  subject. 

udeots  who  have  been  unable  to  attend  a  lecture  or 
lof  either  of  the  Readers,  and  desire  dispensation  as  a 
ification  for  call  to  the  bar,  should  make  application, 
an  explanation  of  the  cause  of  such  absence,  in  wri- 
,  to  the  Reader  during  the  course,  or  immediately  after 
delivery  of  the  last  public  lecture  of  the  course  ;  and 
Header  a  report  thereon,  together  with  the  application, 
be  forwarded  to  the  Council  of  Legal  Kducanon,  who 
>  have  the  power  of  granting  dispensation, 
^e  Council  nave  resolved  that  in  no  case  shall  students 
Jowed  to  change  from  the  elementary  to  the  advanced 
ns  of  lectures  and  classes,  or  vice  verta,  while  qualifying 
ill  to  the  bar,  or  for  the  examinatioDs  on  the  subjects  of 
ectures. 

COU&T  PAPEBS. 

CHANCERT  yACATtON  NOTICE, 
■ring  the  long  vacation  all  applications  to  the  Court  of 
leery  which  are  of  an  urgent  nature  are  to  be  made  at 
hambers  of  the  Vice-Chancellor  Sir  John  Wickens. 
1 IX  parti  applications  are  to  be  sent  to  the  Yice-Chan- 
r,  accompanied  with  the  brief  of  counsel,  a  copy  of  the 
I  certificate  of  bill  filed,  and  office  copies  of  the  affidavits 
pport  of  the  application,  and  also  a  minute  signed  by 
>el  of  the  proposed  ordto  he  may  consider  the  ap- 
Dt  entitled  to,  and  a  cover  capable  of  receiving  the 
n  to  be  retained,  with  sufficient  stamps  affixed  thereon, 
iddreseed  aa  follows : — "  To  the  Registrar  in  Vacation, 
icery  Registrar's-office,  Chancery-lane.'London,  W.C.,' 
le  papers  will,  when  any  order  is  made  thereon,  be  re- 
4  direct  to  the  Registrar,  accompanied  with  such 
^  u  the  Vice-chancellor  may  have  thought  fit  to  make 
on. 


PUBLIC  COHPAKIBS. 

OOVBRintBNT  VDITDS. 
Lin  Qooiuioa,  Aai.  4,  U7I. 
Ftvm  (At  (VfeM  LM  aflht  aetaal  tnKiww  Iranuettt. 


t  per  Osnt.Oooaoto,  93| 
Ditto  Ibr  Aoooont,  Sepi.  I,  Of 
3  per  Cent.  Rsdnoed  Mi 
New  t  per  Cent.,  93^ 
Do.  *t  percent.,  Jan. '94 
Do.  a{  percent..  Jan.  '94 
Do.  i  per  Cent.,  Jan.  'IS 
Annnitlea.Jaii.'tO— 


Annnitiet,  April,  'St 

Do.  (Bed  Sea  T.)  Aag.  iSM 

Bx  BlUs,AtOOO,  —  per  Cl.  10  p    m 
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HoNET  Maxxit  and  Citt  Intbllioknck. 

The  markets  on  the  whole  are  firm,  much  firmer  than  at 
the  beginning  of  the  week.  The  foreign  market  continues 
steady  at  about  the  same  prices.  In  railways  the  fluctua- 
tions have  not  been  very  large.  Midland  had  a  sharp  rise 
upon  its  dividend  announcement ;  London  and  South 
Western  also  improved  a  trifle,  while  Oi«at  Eastern 
receded  on  its  being  known  that  Uie  ordinary  stook  holders 
receive  nothing  this  half-year.  Money  is  abundant.  Another 
thing  also  is  very  apparent,  and  uat  is  that  joint  stock 
enterprise,  so  long  pent  up  by  the  ^fisoto  of  the  crash  of 
1866,  has  burst  forth  afresh. 

At  the  half-yearly  meeting  of  the  proprietww  of  the 
London  and  County  Bank,  held  on  Thursday,  it  was  stated 
that  the  net  profits  of  the  half  year  have  been 
£90,100  16s.  8d.,  and  that  the  sum  available  for  appro- 
priation was  £H,H9  17s.  Id.  The  dividend  declared  was 
at  the  rate  of  6  per  cent.,  with  a  bonus  of  3  per  cent.,  being 
at  the  rate  of  15  per  cent,  per  annum.  The  amount  due  by 
the  Bank  for  onstomers'  balanoes  is  £14,605,287,  and  the 
liabilities  on  acceptances  are  £2,640,138.  Bills  disoonnted, 
&C  reach  a  total  of  £10,061,682. 

The  prospectns  has  been  issued  of  the  Bosiia  Copper 
Company  (Limited)  capital  £300,000,  in  80,000  shares  of 
£10  each.  The  undertaking  is  formed  to  purchase  and 
develop  the  mineral  and  agricultural  estates  lately  owned 
by  Mr.  Alexander  Brogden,  M.P.,  and  others.  The  estates 
form  a  total  of  about  447,376  acres,  the  whole  of  which  is 
freehold,  and  are  situated  in  the  districts  of  Orenburg  and 
Ufa,  in  Eastern  Russia,  and  the  chief  smelting  works  and 
rolling  mills  at  Voskreaensky,  which  is  within  easy  com- - 
munication  with  St  Fetersburgh  and  Moscow.  The 
estates  consist  of  the  copper  mines  of  Eargalinsky,  the 
Voekiesensky  smelting  works,  the  smnlting  works  of  Pre- 
obngensky,  the  forest  lands,  and  the  com  and  pasture  lands. 
Messrs.  John  Taylor  &  Sons  have  reported  most  fovouisbly 
on  the  property,  and,  in  order  to  carry  out  more  efieotnally 
the  object  of  the  directors,  Messrs.  Jolm  and  Bichaid  Taylor 
have  accepted  seats  at  the  board.  The  {nice  to  bo  paid  to 
the  vendors  for  the  whole  of  the  property  is  £270,000, 
payable  as  to  £30,000  in  6  per  cent,  debentures  of  the  com- 
pany, and  at  the  option  of  the  directors  up  to  £100,000  in- 
sharcB,  and  the  balance  in  cash.  The  proposed  capiteil  of  the 
company  is  £300,000,  in  30,000  shares  of  £10  each,  of 
which  Uiere  is  to  be  paid  on  application  £1,  on  allotment 
£4,  aqd  on  the  1st  October  and  the  1st  December  each 
£2  10s.    The  shares  are  quoted  2  to  2^  prem. 

The  prospectus  has  been  issued  of  the  Cwm  Dwyfor 
Copper  and  Silver  Lead  Mines  Company  (Limited),  capital 
£12,500  in  12,500  shares  of  £1  each,  of  which  8,900  e&ares 
have  been  subscribed  and  paid  on.  The  remaining  10,000 
shares  are  now  ofibred  to  the  public  upon  the  following 
conditions;  lOs.  por  abare  deposit  to  be  paid  at  the  time  of 
application,  and  the  remaining  lOs.  on  allotment.  This 
mineral  property  possesses  advantages  of  an  unusual  cha- 
racter, being  situated  on  the  slope  of  a  mountain,  where  the 
veins  can  be  worked  from  200  to  600  yards  deep  by  levels 
alone.  The  ore,  a  yellow  sulpharet  of  copper,  is  of  great 
richness  and  purity.    A  sample  assayed  by  Messrs.  Claudet 
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ft  Co.,  produced  nearly  19  per  ceot.  fine  copper,  and  other 
samples  hare  prodaced  as  much  as  24  to  35  per  oant.  ezda- 
give  of  silver. 

The  prospectus  has  just  been  issued  of  the  Bidimond 
Consolidated  Mining  Company  (Limited),  with  a  proposed 
capital  of  £220,000,  in  44,000  shares  of  £5  each,  of  which 
32,000  shares  are  now  offered  for  subscription,  and  for  which 
there  is  to  be  paid  on  application  6s. ;  on  allotment,  5s.  ; 
upon  the  acceptation  and  transfer  of  the  property  to  the 
company,  £2 ;  and  the  balance  upon  the  1st  December. 
The  company  is  formed  for  the  purpose  of  acquiring  the 
mining  properties,  lands,  machinery,  works,  &c.,  of  the 
Richmond  Mining  Company,  of  Eureka,  Nevada,  United 
States,  under  very  favourable  conditions.  The  mine  consists 
of  the  Virginia  lode,  which  is  1,400  feet  in  length,  the 
Richmond  lode,  700  feet,  and  the  Colorado  lode,  1,400  feet. 
The  price  to  be  paid  for  the  property  is  £200,000,  which  in- 
cludes everything  on  the  premises,  of  which  sum  £160,000 
is  to  be  paid  in  cash  and  the  balance  in  shares,  which,  how- 
ever, are  not  to  be  transferred  to  the  vemdor  until  the  com- 
pletion of  two  additional  furnaces. 

The  Vera  Cruz  section  of  the  Mexican  Railway  will  be  fur- 
ther opened  to  Cordova  during  the  current  month,  and  it  is  ex- 
pected to  be  followed  by  an  increase  of  receipts  from  the  pas- 
senger traffic,  because  the  principal  inhabitants  of  Vera  Cruz 
will  avail  themselves  of  it  to  remove  their  &mllie8  up  the 
country  during  the  hot  and  unhealthy  season.  Meanwhile, 
the  receipts  of  the  section,  during  the  first  four  months  of  the 
year,  amounted  to  98,723  dels.,  while  in  the  eorresponding 
week  in  1870,  they  only  reached  to  67,687  dels. 


Deductions  of  Income  Tax. — Mr.  Baillie  Cochrane 
asked  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  on  Monday  what  was 
the  right  income  tax  to  deduct  in  respect  of  dividends  and 
interest  for  the  half  year  ending  80th  of  June  ;  and  why  the 
East  Indian  Railway  Company  and  the  Bombay,  Baroda,  and 
Central  India  Railway  Company  had  deducted  6d>  in  the 
pound ;  on  the  other  hand,  the  London,  Brighton,  and 
South  Coast,  the  Great  Eastern,  and  some  other  companie  a 
had  deducted  5d.  in  the  pound.  The  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  said,  there  are  two  rules  on  the  subject — one 
applicable  to  Government  stock,  the  other  to  the  dividends 
of  joint  stock  companies.  With  regard  to  joint  stock  com- 
panies, income  tax  is  deducted  from  dividends  according  to 
the  period  of  the  year  when  they  accrue  ;  that  is,  the  old 
income  tax  being  payable  up  to  the  6th  of  April,  and  the 
new  income  tax  from  that  time,  joint  stock  companies  ought 
to  deduct  in  the  present  year  4d.  per  pound  up  to  the  &th  of 
April,  and  6d.  per  nonnd  from  that  period,  as  the  dividend 
covers  both  perioc^s.  But  the  rule  as  to  Government 
guaranteed  stock  is  this — the  dividends  are  by  the  Act  declared 
to  belong  to  the  quarter  in  which  they  are  paid,  and  holders 
of  stock  will  pay  income  tax  according  to  the  period  of  the 
year  in  which  the  payment  falls.  In  the  present  year  the 
holders  of  stock  on  which  dividends  become  due  after  the 
5th  of  April  will  pay  6d.  in  the  pound  for  the  whole  period. 

BIBTH8,  K&BKtAQBS.  AHO  D£&THB. 

BIRTHS. 

Bawtrbb— On  July  30,  at  Witham,  Essex,  the  wife  of  Frank 
Postle  Bawtree,  solicitor,  of  a  son. 

EvEKiNOTON — On  July  29,  at  Merton  Lodge,  Denmark-hill,  the 
wife  of  £.  R.  Everington,  Esq.,  bamster-at-law,  of  a 
daughter. 

WuiTELBY. — On  July  2d,  at  West  Dulwich,  the  wife  of  Oeorge 
Crispe  Whiteley,  barrister-at-law,  of  a  girl. 
MAKBUaES. 

Jones — Phitchaild — On  Aug.  3,  at  St.  Mary's  Church,  Spital- 
squarc,  William  Lucas  Jones,  of  19,  Spital-square,  solicitor, 
to  Miss  Mary  Ann  Pritchard,  of  36,  New  Bond-street. 

MiLROY — Christiak — On  July  27,  at  Drumeam,  Perthshire, 
W.  M.  Milroy,  Esq.,  advocate,  Edinburgh,  to  Elizabeth  Chris- 
tian, daughter  of  r.  Drummond,  Esq.,  of  Drumeam. 

O'Haoan — TowNELET — On  Aug.  2,  at  St.  Marie's  Church, 
Burnley,  the  Lord  O'Hagan,  I^rd  Chancellor  of  Ireland,  to 
Alice  Mary,  youngest  daughter  of  Colonel  Charles  Towneley, 
of  Towneley. 

Ward  —  Bvszabd  —  On  Aug.  1,  at  the  parish  church, 
Lutterworth,  Richard  Ward,  M.A.,  of  the  Midland  Circuit, 
banister-at-law,  to  Maria  Catherine,  eldest  daughter  of 
Marston  Buszard,  M.D.,  of  Lutterworth. 

DEATHS. 

ElxwooD— On  July  30,  at  Cleve-on-the-Thames,  Mr.  Henry 

EUwood,  of  16,  Adelaide-road,  aged  58. 
Smith — On  July  26,  George  Archer  Smith,  solicitor. 


LOHDOH   QiZZTTES. 

ProfeasioDsl  I'artnanhiji  DJuglni 
FaiD*i,  Julr  li,  1871. 
Tllsler,  Edwin,  k  Chu  Wm  Btylis,  Maretaii-lD-tlie-lIa^Giia», 

At^mevB-it-law  and  Solicitora.    July  li 
Wheatcroft,  Wm  Geo,  &  Ju  Patter,  Derbr,  Attoraqi  ml 
Jaijii. 

Winding-up  of  Joint  Stack  OoqiuL 
FustT,  Jnlj  88,  187i. 

LlMlTSD  IK  CBARCnr. 

London  SnbarlMUi  Bank  (Limited).— Vlca  ChaoeUoririAaitari,t^c 

order  dated  July  SO,  ordered  that  tlie  above  compaay  be  ««BMt;t* 

tbb  coart.    Pnlbrook,  Threadaeedle  it. 
Sanderaon'a  Patents  Association  (limited).— Vtoe  Qnic^liis 

has,  by  an  dated  Jane  29,  appointed  Geo  Angimai  Oare,8,(MJn: 

to  be  ofBoial  llqoidator. 

Ti<nDAT,Ao|(  1,1871. 

DULIICITSB  I«  CHAUCnT. 

Dnrbam  Coonty  Fenny  Bank.— Creditors  ate  m]iiM,  ■  ir  IA< 
Sept  I,  to  lend  their  namea  and  addmsea,  and  Uu  futtxp 
their  debts  or  claims  to  Oeonee  Whiffln,  S,  Old  Jenj.   Tnt* 
Nav7  at  12,  is  appointed  for  liearinx  and  adjadteaititifaikia 
and  claims. 

Frafeislonal,  Commercial,  and  IndnstrUl  Benefit  BaiUtaic  SadK].-% 
Gbancellor  Wickeni  has,  by  an  order  dated  Jaly  M,  srjmd  k  > 
above  oompany  be  wound  np.  Lewis  *  Co,  Old  Jevij, 
the  petitioners. 

Qaeen'i  Benefit  BaUdIng  Society.— The  Uakteref  UKBaatkc^a 
Older  dated  Jane  19,  apptdutsd  Qeo  Elphinatoae  OUln,  I  ~ 
at,  to  be  oiBcial  liquidator. 

LmiTiD  la  CsAncsai. 
Castle  Tavern  Company  (Limited).— Vice  Cbanoellor  Hdakaka 

order  dated  July  I,  appointed  Jaa  Cooper,  (Meniaa.»Wn<> 

official  Ubnidator.    Creditors  are  reqiureil,  en  or  bttm  Oetl 

send  their  namea  and  addrasaea  and  the  partkalan  of  IM  Ml 

ciaimi  to  Uie  above.    Friday,  Nov  10  at  IS,  is  appotntidkt  KM 
and  adJodicatlDji:  upon  the  debta  and  cisima. 
Fen'allt  Silver  Lead  Mining  Comranr  (Limited].— The  IbVl 

Rolls  has,  by  an  order  dated  July  2l,  ordered  that  thi  tbon  s^ 

be  wonnd  np.    Davis,  Uarp-lane,  at  Tower-et,  aoUdten  tr*)* 

tiooers. 

Onditon  imdar  Estatai  in  Cbanaer]'. 
Latt  Daji  of  Proa/. 
FUDAT,  Jnly  18, 1871. 
Alexander,  Jas,  Bradford,  York,  Merehaat.    Octt.  Dnili: 

1LR.  Lear,  Hauch 
Bevley,  John,  Kingaland-rd,  Oent.    Sept  10.    HaidiaiiTatell 

Wangh,  South-aq,  Gray's-lnn 
Bonoey,  Ann,  Bumham,  Bnckin(ham,    Widow.    SsftL  9ipK 

Sergeant,  T.C.  Bacon. 
Brennen,  Edwd,  Telllcherrv,  Uadraa,  Esq.    Jan  I .    Bieoaai  i  ^^ 

V.O.  Wlokens.    Wsrry  i  Co,  Lineoln'a-inn-fieldi 
liiuwn,   Chas  aen,   Broomhill,  Worcester,    Oeau    9e(l  i.  >"■ 

I'rieat  V.O.  Bacon.    Housman,  Bromagrove    

Green,  John,  Hale«>wen,  Worcester.    Sept  I.    WHb  i  Innt  U 

Boame  ft  Owen ,  Dudley 
Xit«>tt,Edwd.  EUand.  Halifax,  Tork,  Brick  ft  Fit  Ifate.  OSl 

Kitwn  »  KItaOD,  V.C.  Wickena.    Owan,  Hnddai^kU 
TmsDAT,  AOK  1,  im. 
Armltsge,  Edwd  Xsylor,  Saltenbroek,  Tork,  Fsimec.  Sqtl.  14 

•  Simpson,  V.C.  Malloa.    Taylor,  Wakaflakl 
Braen,  John  Wm,  Vemlam-bldiga,  Qiay's-inB,  Gent.   OS  I. 

Banme,  M.B.  Pnlling,  Adelaide-pl,  Umdoo-btldgc 
Bmnel,  Jean  Francois,  Forest  rd,  Dalstoa,  Qsot.    M  t 

Brunei,  V.C.  Bacon.    Comina,  Gl  Fonlaod-st  ^ 

Cisndy,  Wm,  Balhampton,  Somerset,  Oeat    Oct  I.   Cai;  'W 

V.O.  Wickeat.    Stone  ft  Oo,  Bath 
HaU.Jobn,  Wlngfleld  Park  Houaa,  Deibv.Oaat.  Oetl  ld>l 

V.O,  Wickens.    Walker,  Belper 
Eelnke,  Gotthllf  Fredk,  Gt  Portland-st,   Engineer.    Oct  K 

Hehike,  V.C.  Wickena.    Robinson  ft  Paole7lrauoa(er.lai 
Hepburn,  Geo,  Marylebone-rd,  CoaehbuUder.    Septi.  MaxT'l 

bnm,  M.B.  Kearaey,  Old  Jewry 
Laoey.  Edwd.  Burbage,  Derby,  Manager.    On  10.   baftl  'M 

V.C.  Wickens.    Sale  ft  Co,  Uanch 
Take,  Mary  Ann  Gobrglana.    Bilgbtoo.  Suasei,  Sfbaui.  i*' 

Perochy  •  Oodden,  V.C.  Wickcnt.    Suitli,  Uae^a't-m*^ 
Ware,  Chas,  Aatwood  Vknuage,  UucknctiaH.    Sept  1.   Wot  id 

M.B,  fnor  &  Co,  Soufaamptoa-bidga 

Creditors  under  82  ft  83  Tiet.  a|.  15. 
Uut  Dan  of  Claim. 
FUDAT,  July  18,  1871. 

Baxter,  John.  Broadwater,  Cumberland,  Fatscr.    Aa(  '■  »* 

Brougbton-in  Fnrneia 
Benson,  laaao,  RoKerwale,  Cumberland,  Teomas.    Aaf  U-  ■* 

bank  ft  Holder,  W  hitehaven 
Black,   Jaa.  lUbrd,   Esiex,    Farm«.     Ang   ».   Btddekr  *  ^ 

Leraan-flt 
Brown,  Geo  Wixbtman,  Wbitehaven,  CumbeHaad,  Btat  »»:' 

Ang  12.    Brockbank  ft  HeMer,  Whitehaven 
Carter,  Wm.Falmer.Snaiex,  Smith.    Sept  K.    Oell.Lm   ^^ 
Craven,  Mary,  Wakefield,  Tork,  Widow.    Sept «.   Bart«t.  »»tt" 
DsTia,  Ells,  Brighton,  Splutter.     Aug    15.     Badiw*.  iak*er* 

Strand  ^  ^ 

Hadon,  Daniel,  Bloomfield,  Tiptoe,  Stafibrd,  Ucami  rictu3r  w< 

1&.    Wbitehoaee,  Wolverhampton  --.  *  a 

Lee,    Geo,    New   Brompton,   Kent,    Gent.     Am  31.    M' ' " 

Bemen-st  ^^  . 

Lindaay,  Chas  Gowan,   Commander  B-N.     Aig  X-    ^'"^ 

Ommanney,  Norfolk-at,  Sinnd 
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lAtMuM  CbiMopber,  Tideutar,  York,  Batober.    S«pt  1.    Bleken 

TMotUer 

tedbim,  Fradk  Hatt»m,  Naral  Initmetor  B.N.    AagS6.    HiMntb 

k  OomniMri. IfwAlk-ct,  Stimnd 

fin,  Thw,  Prinow-Rate,   Hjde-pk,   Eaq.     Ang  26.     Fraud*  fe 

Boeaii4iiel,  AotUa  Friara 

«l«,  Anne  Fnu  AaUon,  South-bank,  Omtml-hlll,  Nonrocd.    Aug  M . 

Utah  k  Oo.  Snffljlk-laoo 

tker,  Hun,  Knottliigl«7,  Tork,  Halt  fc  Blook  Kakar.    Ang  34. 

Cirter.  Poowfraot 

iN),  Saint  Winifred,  Fenton-at,   PeatoaTille,   Sploater.    Sept   94. 

IbomiiMO,  OraT'i-isn-eq 

iner,   Rer  Joseph,  Lancaater,  VIear.      Aog  S3.     Sharp  &  Son, 

Umiter 

ugliin,  (fm,  Stopiold,  Bedford,  Farmer.    AajSI.    VeaM)',  Baldoek 

liters,  Steptien,  Flasbary-olrciu,  Qent.    Sept  39.    Waitera  fc  Qash, 

nnibiu7-ciicos 

Ukjnson,  Usr^,  Flercebridge,  Dnrham,  Widow.    Aug  19.     Baine, 

DarliDKun 

Ulimi,  Darid,  Carmarthen,  Draper.      Sept   30.     Bicharda,   Car- 

aoanbea 

aim,  Jas,  Pilgrim's   Hatch,    Soath   Weald,  Esaex,  Baq.    Sept  t. 

3umpioo  t  Co,  Whitechapel-rd 

mg,  Tbos,  Engineer  S.N.  Ang  36.  Hildretb  &  OBmaonej,  Mortolk- 

K,  Strand 

TnuDAT,  Ang  1, 1S71. 
snbey,  Wm  Broekbank,  Lpool.    Oct  31.    Whltaker,  Lancaater-pl 
un,  Elis,  Bath,  Somerset    Sept  30.    Deane  &  CtaabD,  Sonth-sq, 
JrajVinn 

•Ui,  John  Joseph,  Enfield,  Middlesex,  Esq.  Sept  I.  Allsap, 
Faltbam  Abber 

BcUng,  Sarah.  Bamsgate,  Kent,  Widoir.  Sept  37.  Saovden,  Ramsgate 
tu,  So|iUa,  Kenaington-Kaie,  South  Kensington.  Sept  4.  WocdrooSa 
triaskittiNew-sq,  LInooln's-lim 

M,  Robt,  Eaton-t«r,  Eaq.    Sept  :!9.    Taylor  &  Co,  FDmlTals-Inn 
Hiks,  Kichd,  Lpool,  Plumber.    Ang  31.    Forreat,  Lpool 
ipmiD,  Oeo,  LiDgfield,  Surrejr,  Snrgeun,   Sept  t.  I>sihbildge  &  Son, 
UilDgdonst,  Weaiminster 

restrj,  St  Jotaa.Wimbome,  Dorset,  Saq.  Sept  30.  HeTnellfePem- 
enoo,  Whitehall 

:,  Jolia  Wm,  Eaton,  BnckiOKbam,  Licensed  Victoaller.  Sept  1. 
Iilleai7  ft  Tunstall,  Fenchurch-bldgs 

n,  Philip,  Ripley,  Surrey,  Butcher.    Sept  33.    Curtis,  GnUdrord 
m,  KIcanor,  Wbiteharen,  Oamberland,  Widow.    Sept  1.    McKelTin, 
niltehaTsn 

*ny,  tUt,  Wbulcnr,  Bnoklngham,  Widow.  Sept  13.  Hayes  ft  Oo, 
ioaull.sq 

xan,  John  Gray,  Alton,  Southampton,  Gent.  Sept  M.  Trimmer, 
lion 

n,  Mary,  IfaDch,  Innkeeper.    Sept  14.    Wliltworth,  Uanch 
It,  Rlcbd,  York,  Eaq.    Sept  ts.    Laeman  fc  Co,  Tork 
l!den,  Rowland,  lUrlington,  Bedford,  Fanner.    Sept  M.    Newton, 
eigbtoa  Bnssard 

»,  By,  Lpod.    Oct  37.    Whltaker,  Laneaster-pl,  Strand 
ireires,  John  Eltoft,  Burnley,  Lancashire,    Brewer.     Sept    80. 
^ood,  Uaneh 

greaTes,  John,  Boraley,  I,aneaahire,  Brewer.  Sept  39.  Wood, 
[aoch 

thorn,  Joseph  LIdwell,  Susaex,  Esq.  Aug  SI.  Bedfbrd  ft  Lacy, 
tog's  Bench-walk,  Temple 

berlngton,  Tkoa,  Dnrham,  oat  of  business.  Ang  SI.  KIdd  It  Co, 
eweasi  le-npon-Tyne 

k,  Jss,  Uonocksfbrd,  Lancashire,  Farmer.  Oct  16.  Hall  ft 
sldwlD.Olitheroe 

•i,  ftn,  Worceater,  Commerotal  Trareller.  Sept  I.  Brock, 
orcester 

(ban,  John,  Laucaster-ter,  BegentVpk,  Gent.  Oct  18.  NlohoU 
Co.  Uoward-st,  Strand 

«,  Edwin,  Hilton-next-OraTesend,  Kent,  Gent,  flept  14.  Woollaston 
DsTiaon,  Basinghall.st 

n<,  EliiLncy,  Lanitham  Hotel,  Langbam-pl.  Sept  1.  Hartiiig  ft 
■0,  LincolnVinn-flelda 

9.  Caroline  Eliz.  Walcot,  Somerset,  Spinster.  Sept  14.  Wood- 
ofle  h  Plaakitt,  New-sq  ,  l.incoln'8-lnn 

jle,  Jas,  Reyal-crescent,  Hotliag-hill,  Esq.  Oct  IB.  Nicball  ft  Co, 
raiid 

t,  Jas  John,  Lewisham,  Kent,  Esq.  Sept  30.  Burton  &  Co, 
lancery-lane 

r,  RcT  Oeo  Thoe.  Full  Sutton,  Tork,  Beetor  Sept  29.  Leeman  ft 
iTork 

nhi,  Hy  Heyman,  Cbtldwiokbary,  Hertford,  Bsq.  Sept  29, 
nwer,  Bedford-row 

*rs,  John,  Worksop,  Nottingham,  Gent.  Sept  12.  Robotham, 
rby 

uison,  Wm,  Bnmley,  Lancaahire,  Cotton  Manufkctnnr.  Ang  31 . 
iDdsley  ft  Artindale,  Burnley 

thIngtoD,  John.  Salford.  Lancashire,  Carter.  Oct  31.  Whltaker, 
acaster-pl,  Strand 

Bankrupts. 

Painax,  July  38,  IBTI. 

Under  the  Bankruptcy  Act,  1869. 

Creditors  mast  forward  their  proofs  of  debts;  to  the  Registrar. 

To  Surrender  in  London, 
ots,  Ellen,  Hyndman-si,  Old  Kent-road,  Matting  Mannfisctnrer. 
tJolySI.    Hailltt.     Aiig8atll. 

•er,  Bichd,  St  John-st,  Clerlienwell,  Ironmonger.  Pet  July  26. 
<liu.    AoKgatll.SO 

lerwn,  Arthur,  Maida-rale,  Nurseryman.     Pet  July  25.     Haslltt. 
«9at  I.SO 
,  Wm  Sagon,  Manchester-sq,  Solicitor.   Pet  July  34.   Hailltt.   Ang 

To  Surrender  in  the  Country, 
on,  ThM,  Kimbleswortb,  Durham,  Cattle  Jobber.     Pet  Joly  25. 
eenwell.    Durham,  Ang  9  at  11 


Hill,  Alfd  Joseph.  Trowbridge,  Wilts,  TnTelling  Draper.     Pet  July  3f 

Smith.    Bath,  Aug  8  at  13 
Hnahea,  BeiO,  ft  Richd  White,  Burton-on-Trent,  SUSord,  Coach  Bnilden, 

Pet  July 'i4     Hubberaty.    Bnrton-on-Trent,  Ang  14  at  ll 
Hagbce,  Walter,  Lpool,  Tailor.     Pet  July  >«.     Hime.     Lpool,  Aog  It 

at  3 
MeDermott,  Wm,  Batley,  Tork,  Bookseller.     Pet  July  19.     Nelson. 

Oewsbury,  Aug  10  at  I* 
Pearson,  Jas,  Famley,  Tcrk,  Cardmaker.     Pet  July  U.     MarstaaU. 

Leeds,  Aug  i;  at  U 
Bayers,  Ellis,  Brighton,  Sussex,   Baker.      Pet  July  35.      Shapland. 

Brighton,  Ang  15  at  II 
Stricison,  Wm,  Lincoln,  FonndiTman's  Labonrer.   Pat  July  36.  Upple- 

by.     Lincoln,  Aug  9  at  13 
Williams,  Win,  Gitulchmal,  Angleaea,  Draper.    Pet  July  IB  (not  11  as 

in  Gasetle  of  July  31).    Jones.    Bangor,  Aug  1  at  II 

TciasiT,  Aug.  I,  1871. 

Under  the  Bankruptcy  Act,  1868. 

Creditor*  must  Ibrward  their  proolk  of  debts  to  the  Registrar. 

To  Surrender  In  London. 

Bnckell,  Wm  Teasdale,  Dalamere-cresoent,  Paddlngton,  Farmer.    Pet 

July  28.    Haxlitt.    Aug  IS  at  II 
Hammond,  Elis  Mary,  Red  Croe*-*t,  Wholaaale  UUUner.    Pet  July  19. 

Hulitt.    Aug  15  at  11.30 

To  Snrrander  In  tba  Country. . 
Barnard,  Asher.  Exeter,  Dealer  in  Jewelleiy.     Pat  July  28.     Daw. 

Exeter,  Aug  15  at  11 
Briggs,  Geo,  Clifton,  Bristol,  Beerhonaa  Keeper.    Pel  July  38,    Harley. 

Rristol,  Aug  14  at  13 
Dent,  Edwd  Robt,  Aldebnrgb.  Suflblk,  Commercial  Trareller.    Pet  July 

29.    Pretyman.    Ipswich,  Aug  i8  at  10 
Dingle,  Geo  Bray,  DeTonport,OeTon,Orooer.     Pet  July  26.      Pearca. 

Ka.t  Eltonehonse,  Aug  16  at  1 1 
Franks.  Wm,  Slialford,  Surrey,  Land  Agent.     Pet  July  23.     White. 

Guildford,  Aa<  13  at  13 
Geddes,  Chris,  Sheffleld,  Prorision  Dealer.    Pet  July  38.    Wake.    Shef- 

Held,  Ang  16  at  I 
Ha;ward,  Wm  Tapley,  Deal,  Kent,  Dyer.      Pet  Jnly  37,      Callaway. 

Canterbury,  Aug  23  at  3. 
Hanton,  Chas,  Horfleld,  Uloucester,  Licensed  Victualler.    Pet  July  28. 

Uarle>.     Bristol,  Aug  16  at  12 
McKean,  David,  Su'derlanil,  Durham,  Draper.     Pet  Jnly  25.      Ellis. 

Sunderland,  Aug  19  at  12 
Norfolk,  John,  Kingston  upon-Hull,  Blacksmith.  Pel  Jul736.  Phillips. 

Kingston-npon-Hull,  Ang  15  at  13 
Parker,  Tboa  Nathaniel.  Oxton,  Land  Agent.     Pet  Jnly  38.     Waaon. 

Birkenhead.  Aug  1 5  at  10 
Roberta,  Edwin,  Taunton,  Somaraat,  Tailor.     Pat  Jnly  17 .     Meyler. 

Taunton,  Aug  15  at  12 

BANKBUPTOIES  ANNULLKD. 
FsfDar,  Jnly  3«,  1871. 
Carter,  Oeo,  Bochester-row ,  Westminster,  Cheesemonger.    Jnly  31 
Maaon,  ReT.  Jobn,BUhopatoke,  Hanu.    July  36 
O'Donogbue,  Danl  the,  St  Ja  mea'-at,  Pall-mall,  M.P.    Jnly  36 

ToiSDaT,  Aug.  1,  1811. 
Brooke,  Rlcbd,  ft  Edwin  Shaard,  ChidsweU,  Dawsbuiy,  Tork,  Oil  Ex- 
tractors.   Dec  1, 1810 
Dawson,  Kredk.  Ladbroka-rd,  Notting-hill,  Clerk.    Jnly  31 
Oeurire,  John,  Cardiff,  Glamorgan.  I)raper.    July  27 
Woodbama,  Thee  King,  ft  Sarah  Woodhama,  Seafbrd,  Sussex,  Brewers. 

July  38 

Uqnidttion  by  Arrangemeat. 

FIRST  MEETINGS  OF  CREDirOHa. 
FitSAT,  July  38,  1871. 
Adlam,  SamI,  DeTlxes,  Wilts,  Plumber.     Aug  8  at  11,  at  offlcf*  of  Ban- 
dell,  Exchange  pi,  Oariies.    WIttey,  Devlxea 
Angerstein,  Julius  Chaa  Fredk,  Wellington  Barracks,  Birdcage  walk,  8b 

James's  pk,  Lient  H.M.'s  Grenadier  Reg.  Foot  Oiurd*.     Ang  II  at  3, 

at  offlcea  of  Linklater  fc  Co,  Walbrook 
Aaton,  Tbos,  Wolrerbampton,  Staiford,  Coal  Muter.     Ang  7  at  11,  at 

offlcea  of  Beaton,  VIotoria  bldgn.  Temple  row,  BIrm 
Ayres,  Jaa,  Newbury,  Berk*,  Smith.     Ang  9  at  II,  at  the  White  Bart^ 

Newbury.     Luoaa,  Newbury 
Baker,  Air,  Sittlngbouroe,  Kent,  Watchmakar.    Aug  1  at  II,  at  offices 

of  Gibson,  High  st,  SIttingboume 
Barge.  SamI,  Qt  Yarmouth,  Norfolk,  Ironmonger.     Aug  14  at  11 ,  at  the 

Guildhall  Tavern,  Gresbam  st.    Wild  ft  Go,  Ironmonger  lane 
Baron,  Jtis,  Shelfltld,  Ourrier.     Ang  5  at  4,  at  olSces  of  Sugg,  Fig  Tree 

chambers,  Sheffleld 
j  Barklam.  Joseph,  at  Bridge,  SUfford,  Blacksmith.     Ang  It  at  3,  at  tha- 

Limerlck  inn,  Gt  Bridge.     Addi/ion,  Brierley  hlU 
Beard,  Edwd,  jnn.  Wine  office  ct.  Fleet  st,  out  of  buslnees.     Aug  9  at  3, 

at  offlcea  of  Holloway,  Gracechuroh  at.  Heachfield,  Lincoln's  Inn  field* 
Beanmont.  Alf.  Huddenlield,  York.  Beerhouse  Keeper.     Aug  19  at  11, 

at  the  County  Court,  lluddersfleld.    Freeman 
Bingham,  Thos.  Lpool,  Ursier,     Aug  14  at  3,  at  the  Angel  Hotel,  Dale 

at,  Lpool.    Sale,  &  Co,  Manch 
Casper,  Louis.   Manch.  Cap   Manufacturer.     Aug  14  at  3,  st  offices  .of 

or  Rylance,  Earex  st.  King  st,  Manch 
Copeland,  John,  Uerthyr  Tydfll,  Glamorgan,  General  Outfitter.     Aug  7 

at  I,  at  offices  of  Simons  &  Flews,  Church  st,  Mertbyr  Tydfll 
Coward,  Wm.  Carijhrooke,  Isle  ol  Wight,  Boot  Maker.     Aug  8  at  13,  at 

office  of  Hooper.  Hieh  st,  Newport 
Crane,  Jas,  Jane  st.  Commercial  rd,  ont  of  business.     Aug  II  at  3,  at 

offices  of  Buckler,  Fenchureh  st 
Orowhurei.,  Chas,  Eastbourne.  Sussex,  Painter.     Aug  16  at  I,  at  offices 

of  8urr  &  Gribble,  Abohurch  lane 
Cumby,  Perry,  Norton  Subcourse,  Norfolk,  General  shop  Keeper.    Aug 

II  at  13,  at  office  ofCufande,  King  st,  Gt  Tarmonth 
Cnrlender,  Jacob,  Lpool,  Dealer  in  'fobacconlsts*  Fanoy  Goods.    Aug  I V 

at  2.  atofficesof  £Tanf*&  Lockett,  Commerce  chambers,  L.ord  st,  Lpool 
Dowseit,  Philip,  Moulsham,  Eviex,  Grocer.     Aug  14  at  1,  at  offices  Ot 

DIgby  ft  Sons,  Lincoln's  inn  fields 
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Ergcliardt,  Loaii  Angtutns,  For«  it,  Importar  of  FOKigo  Ooodi.      Ann 

(  at  S,  >t  oOea  of  Lewi*,  Fore  M 
FdtoD,  Chas,  Binn,  NoneiroMn.    Kng  7  at  8.  at  tbe  G  t  Weatem  Hotel, 

Monmootb  at,  Blrm.    Rowlands,  Bins 
Garland,  Edwd,  Lpool,  Tailor.     Aok  14  at  S,  at  offin  of  Roots  fe  Price, 

North  Jobn  at,  LpooL    MMtors  &  Fletcher,  Lpool 
Oreen,  Abraham.  NotHagbam,  Gnrrier.    JAng  9  at  1 1,  at  office  of  Jeflary 

k  Son,  Newland,  Nortbamptoo 
Halatworth,  Joaeph  k  John  OUl,  Lpool,  Cotton  Brokers.    Aof  14  at  3, 

at  olBeea  of  Ettjr,  Lord  at,  Lpool 
Bardf,  Wm  Dnffleld,  KIngaton-npon-Hall,  Tailor.     Aof  10  at  3,  at  the 

Orarge  Hotel.  HaddersOeld.    Ctaamben,  Ball 
Harrold,  Joseph,  Castle  Aabby,  Northampton,  Miller.     Aug  IS  at  It,  at 

the  Chamber  of  Commerce,  Exchange  bldgt,  Northimpton.     White, 

Northampton 
Hodgmao,  Edwd  Chaa,  Ramagate,  Kent,  Carrier.    Ancl4atS,at  olBce 

o(  Edwarda,  Tork  at,  Ramagata 
Holloday,  Jaa,  Hyde.  Cheater,  Cotton  Twister.     Aug  10  at  11,  at  office 

of  Brooks  ft  Co,  Stamford  st.  Attaton-nnder-Lyne 
Hopkins,  John,  Exeter,  Botcher.     Aog  llatll,  at  offices  of  Harris  k 

Co,  Gandy  st  duuntiera,  Exeter.     Hnggins,  Exeter 
Boe<«ood,  Thoa  Wm  ft  Joseph  Tomer,  George  yd,  Whlteohspel,Vsmiah 

Mannfactnrers.     Aug  8  at  2,  at  the  City  Terminnt  Hotel,  Cannon  St. 

UnUster  A  Co,  Walbrook 
Hamby,  Jaa,  Eaatbonme,  Snasex,  Lath  Render.    Ang  10  at  11,  at  oOces 

of  Snrr  &  Gribble,  Abrborch  lane.    Stiff,  Eastboams 
Iibickl,  Seal  Goodman,  Leeds,  Cloth  Herchant.    Ang  9  at  II,  at  offices 

of  Pnllui,  Bank  chambara.  Park  row,  Leeda 
Jonathan,  John,  Beanmarls,  Anglesey,  Grocer.     Ang  8  at  1,  at  the 

Britiah  Hotel,  Bangor.    Owen  ft  Roberts,  Beaomarts 
Jonea,  Jaa,  Beaton  Norris,  Lancashire,  Oommon  Brewer,    Aog  10  at  1, 

at  ofBcea  of  Gardner  ft  Horner,  Cross  st.  Uaneh 
Kendrew,  John,  Hndderadeld,  Tork,  Shoemaker.    Ang  11   at  11,  at 

offices  of  Mlhies,  Victoria  bidgs.  New  st,  Bndderalleld 
Kyesor,  Loois.  Edgware  rd.  Watchmaker.    Ang  10  at  2,  at  offices  of 

Dubois,  Gresham  bIdgs,  Baatnghall  st.    Mnmy,  Gt  St  Helen's 
Langoesd,  John,  Greet,  nr  Blrm,  oat  of  bnstneas.     Ang  8  at  0,  at  office 

of  East,  Colmore  row,  Blrm 
Matthews,  Arthur Bocbe,  Birm, Bookseller.     Ang9at  ll.atoffloesof 

Taylor,  Waterloo  st,  Binn 
McGregor,  Geo,  Chippenham  ter,  Harrow  rd.  Bootmaker.     Aag  9  at  8, 

at  offices  of  MacmnUen,  Westbonme  gron,  Bayswoter 
Moorhonse,  Alf,  Bradford,  York,  ProCiasor  of  Unatc.     Ang  10  at  10,  at 

offices  of  Hargreares.  Market  st,  Bradfbrd 
NIcklin,  Thoe,  Bnrslem,  Stafford,  Cabinet  Maker.  Ang  II  at  II ,  at  offioe 

of  Sntton,  Boralem 
Paisons,  Geo,  Exeter,  Licensed  TIetualler.     Aog  S  at  1,  st  olBoea  of 

Laidmsn.  Bedford  drcos,  Exeter 
Paynter.  Eichd  Curnow,  Sontb  Eastern  Baxaar,  London  bridge  Approaoh, 

Toy  Importer.      Ang  15  at  13,  at  offices  of  Feckham  k  Co,  Gt  Knight 

Rider  at.  Doctor's  Commons 
Prtggen,  Jobn  Fcedk,  Princes  rd,  Bnckhaist  hill,  Aceonntant.    Aag  14 

at  13,  at  offices  of  Farmer  ft  Robins,  Fanctaa  lano 
Robinson,  Wm  Horsley.  Cbeater-!e-Street,  Durham,  Grooar.     Aug  8  st 

1 1,  at  offlosa  of  Senell,  Grey  at,  Newcastle-npon-Tyne 

Shaw,  Joah,  (and  not  Juab,  as  erroneously  printed  in  Isst  Gasette),  of 

Baatiick,  York,  Farmer.    Aag  IB  st  4,  stthe  George  Hotel,  Brighonsc. 

Laneuter,  Bradford 
SiDltb,  By  Wm,  Nelson  ter,  Carlton  rd,  KDbnin  pk.  Cab  DiiTar.     Aug 

93  at  1!,  at  offices  of  Thorp,  Cranbonme  at,  Leicester  sq 
Smith,  Thoa,  KlDgston-npon-Ball,  Upholsterer.    Aog  10  at  II , at  otBcei 

ofBeed,  St  Mary's  ohambera,  Elngaton-apoa-Hull 
Solomona,  SamI  k  Uy  Park,  Artillery  at,  Spltslflelds,  ManufiKtnnra  of 

Cigars.    Aug  lOat  ll.atoBJcesof  BeanLBaaingh^st 
Steers,  Tbos,  Landport,  Hants,  Licensed  Victualler.    Aug  8  at  II,  at 

offices  of  Walker.  Union  st,  Fortsea 
Stoker,  Wm,  WolTerhantpton,  Staflbrd,  Boot  Manntactnrer.    Ang  II  at 

12,  at  <'ffioe  of  Bairon,  Queen  st,  WolTcibampton 

Terrey,  Geo,  Bowling  green  lane,  Clerkenwell,  Builder.  Aog  8  at  2,  at 
oCDce  of  Biog,  Gresham  bIdgs,  Basingtaall  st 

lliompaon.  Jas.  Lpool,  Silk  Morcer.  Ang  16  at  2,  at  8,  York  st,  Mancb. 
Brans  fc  Lookett.  Lpool 

Thorpe,  Saml  Slater,  Hastings,  Sussex,  Upholsterer.  Ang  12  at  12,  at 
tbe  County  Conrt  office.  Bank  bldga,  Hastinga.     Langham,  Bastinga 

Trallbrd,  Wm,  Lpool,  Licensed  Victualler.  Aug  II  at  2,  at  office  of 
Sheers  k  Martin,  Bank  chambers,  South  Jobn  st,  Lpool,  Jameson , 
Lpool 

Tubb,  Joseph, Warboroagh,  Oxford,  Coal  Merchant'a  Clerk.  Aug  14  at 
3.  at  the  George  inn.  High  st,  Waliingfbrd.  Hedges  k  Mamhall,  Wal- 
lingfbrd 

Ward.  Edwd,  Manch,  Warehouaeman.  Ang  16  at  3,  at  offices  of  Samp- 
son, St  James'echambera.  South  King  at,  Manch 

Tt  ames.  Thos  Dawson,  Caister,  Norfolk,  Miller.  Ang  9  at  1,  at  office 
of  Clarke,  Hall  quay,  Gt  Yarmouth 

Wheeler,  Thos,  Fredk  Wheeler,  &  Wm  Hy  Wheeler,  Manoh,  Sugar  Mer- 
chants.   Aug  18  at  4,  at  office  of  Addleshaw,  King  st,  Manch 

Wlieeler.Wm,  Ventnor,  Isleof  Wight,  Fishmonger.  Ang  3atll,  at 
office  of  Fisher,  Cborch  st,  Ventnor 

Wllkins,  Jaj,  Camomile  st.  Licensed  Vlctnaller.  Ang  14  at  3,  at  office 
of  Tiijrlor  k  Jaquet,  Sontli  st,  Finsbury 

Williamiion.  Jas,  Manoli,  Paper  Merchant.  Ang  II  at  3,  at  offices  of 
Nuttnll.  Cooper  it,  Manch 

Wilson,  Wm,  Uarant,  Hants,  Butcher.  Aug  8  at  In,  at  office  of  Wain- 
scot, Union  at,  Fortsea 

TciSDAi,  Ang.  1, 1871. 
Blood.  Wm.  Tunstall,  Stafford,  Briekmaker.    Aug  II  at  1 1,  at  offices  of 

Tennant,  Ohsapside,  Hanley 
Dinsdale,  Robt  Hardy,  Monkwesrmonth,  Snnderlaod,  out  of  business. 

AoK  14  at  1,  at  office  of  Hsswell,  East  Cross  st,  Sunderland 
Dobinson,  Anthony,  Newcastle-upon-Tyne,  Boot  Manttflusturer.    Aug  18 

at  2,  at  ofHres  of  Garbutt,  Collingwood  st,  Newcwtle-upon-Tyne 
Dunn,  Chaa,  Birm,  Picture  Dealer.     Aug  II  at  3,  at  offices  of  Parry, 

Bennett's- hill,  Binn 
Fairciongb,  Jas  U  y,  Durham,  Baker.  Aug  14  at  3,  at  office  of  Marshall, 

Jnn,  CIsypsth,  Dnrbam 
Fern,  Isaac,  Hanley,  Stafford,  Grocer.    Aug  It  at  11,  at  the  County 

Court  Office,  Cheapslde,  Hanley.    UoUlnahead,  Tunstail 


Forsbaw,JabesHy,  New  Swindon,  Wills,BBlUtr.  Aog  Hat  11,1:9:9 

of  Kinneir  k  Tomb%  High  st,  Swindon 
Freeman ,  Jobn .  Ay laham,  Norfolk,  Stooemasia.    Hag  i  at  U,  11  Ai 

of  Chittock,  Eedwell  at,  Nonrick 
Gaidhier,  John,  Cotbam,  Bristol,  Master  MsdMc.    lag  U  a  1 « 

offloes  of  Henderson  ft  Sahnon,  Broad  at,  Bristal 
Haitb,  John  Beedham,  Leeds,  Plahmoager.    Aog  U  tt  U,  K  iBs  f 

Fullan,  Bank  chambers,  Park  row,  Leeds 
Hamer,  Job,  Hanch,  Merchant  Shipper.    Ang  21  at  i,  at  Its  Osns 

Hotel,  Spring  gardens,  Maach.    Sutton  ft  ElUott,  Haaek 
Hickson,  Edwd,  Cheatertleld,  Derby,  Saddler.    Asg  14  at  t,  ai  Sb  <r 

Gee,  High  at.  Cbeaterfleld 
Jones,  Austin  Leonard,  MyrthyrTydffi.Glastecgsn,Or«ear.  ii«:<it 

1,  at  offices  of  Simons  k  news.  Church  st,)laRhyiTydfi 
Jones,  John,  Holywell,  Flint,  Bnflder.     Ang  M  st  ll,tt  Os  l)afl 

Hotel,  Chester.    Darlea,  Holrwell 
Kay,  Jaa,  Coppnll,  Laneaater,  Ona  Prapctetor.   Aigl4sti,it«s4 

DMilngton  k  Son,  King  st,  Wigsn 
King,  John.  Wstford,  Herts,  BniUsr.    Ai«  10  st  II,  at  te 

Hotel,  Watford.    Jsmea  k  Horwsod,  Ayuabniy 
Loftgt. Thos  Alex.  Lewisham,  Kent,  Coal  Agent.    Algl««,t«* 

of  Barton  ft  Drew,  S^  Fore  st,  Flnsboiy 
Lort^  David  AIM,  Newgate  st.  Manufacturer.     Aa(Hati,  stt 

Guildhall  Tavem,  Greahim  at.    Ho'-maa,  Feuohucb  st 
Margetts,  Harry  FMnk,  New  Bamet.  Herts.  UoenasdVklaal*.  1^ 

12  st  II,  at  office  of  Beard,  Bastoghall  st 
Manden,  Hy,  New  WhltUngtim,  Dvby,  Dr^nr.  Aag  H(tU,s£t 

of  Senior,  Shambles  st,  Batcsley 
Hole,  Fredk,  Croxted  rd.  West  Dnlwieh,  BefipeshstsatCaamB.l^ 

21  at  2,  at  office  of  Tucker,  Chancery  lane 
Paulett,  John  Darid,  Handfbrth,  Chester.  Clerk  hi  Holy  Ordai.  >{ 

16  at  3,  st  office  of  Mnrray,  King  st,  Msach 
Pitt,  Wm,  Btshopgate  st  withont.  Hosier,     Aag  It  at  l>,tt 

Gower,  Cbeapdde.    Downes,  Cheapslda 
Potts,  DanI,  BeeblTe  pssasge,  T/wknhsll  ssarhat,  BsakH  MSkr.  i| 

12  at  8,  at  offices  of  Ashdown,  Poultry 
Prcsaer,  Eran,  New  Tredegar,  Monmonth,  Draaer.    Aat  11  c  a 

offices  of  Bsmard  ft  Co,  Albion  chambers,  Briati^    naalt 

Bristol 
Hhodea,  Joshoa,  Biistal,  York,  Dtmper.     Aog  14  st  >,M  •,!« 

Manch.    Pnllan  _      ^ 

Roberts,  John, Lpool.  Iron  Merahaat.    Aug  IS  at  8,  at  ola SI 

ringer.  North  John  st,  Lpool 
Roberts,  Robt,  Sale.  Cbeabira,  Slate  Merehaat.    Aag2lBti,B^ 

Addleahaw,  King  at,  Manch 
Sharp,  Jas,  Foxton,  Leicester,  Goal  Dealer.    Ang  IT  at  llaos 

Fowler  ft  Smith.  Hotel  st,  Leiceater.    CsTe,  Market  Haitns^ 
Stokes,  AIM,  Tipton,  Stsflbrd,  Bootmaker.     Ang  14  at  S,  at  «■ 

Beaton,  Victoria  bIdgs,  Temple  row,  Btrm 
SutolUb.  Saml,  Jnn,  Lingards.  Tork,  Grocer.    Ang  17  « ll,«< 

Sykee,  New  st,  Hnddersflsld  ^^ 

Swonnell,  Edmund.  South  at,  Oambarwall,  Dsalar  ts  Matbe  n 

at  2,  at  offioe  of  Kent  ft  Stenning,  Camum  st 
Thompson,  Stephen,  Hanley,  Stailbrd,  Oeoeral  Daskr.   is|  U  s 

at  the  County  Conrt  Office,  Chsapakde,  Hanley.     Iliiliirtss  ^ 

•tail  -,     t 

Txnnson,  Robt,  Lpod,  Baker.      Aug  14  at  8,  at  cOes  of  niai.l< 

Lpool  _     . 

Vernon,  Saml,  Cheater,  cot  of  basfaMss.    AnglSat3,stoBia« 

Wright,  Bridge  at  mw  East,  Chester.  ,  ^ 

Vinoent,  John,Caatleford,  York,  Fainter.    Aug  9  at  I,  at  Oa  B 

Hotel,  Normanton.    Boulton,  Fontelkaat 
Walker,  Aaron,  Buralem,  Stafford,  Grocer.     Aagl4atll,stltil 

cen'a  Head  Hotel.  Hanler.    Weldi,  Hanley 
Wright,  Walter,  Fairsted.  Eassx.  Batcher.     Ang  U  st  1,  st  ■ 

Erans  ft  Co,  John  st,  Bedlhrd  row 


GRESHAM     LIFE    ASSURANCE    SOOl 
37,  OLD  JEWRY,  LOKDOM,  K.& 

SOLICITORS  sre  hiTlted  to  introduce,  osi  behalf  of  tkair  d 
poaala  for  Loana  on  Freehold  or  Leasshold  Property,  ~ 
Interests,  or  other  adequate  securities. 

Proposals  msy  be  made  in  the  Qtst  instance  acconUut  is  task 
tormt — 

Paeposix  roa  Loak  ow  Moscreaens. 

Data 

Introduced  by  (<(<■(<  mhh  oad  oddbwa  qf  suBsisr) 

Amount  required  £ 

Time  and  mode  of  repayment  (Le.,  is»s<*sr  Ar  m  tmm  1 
tmmuUor  otAer  paj/mtnU) 

Secority  (state  a»ar(^  McjNirNcii'arsqr  ssear«g,«i<t^* 
ingt^  MtaU  the  nit  amnwijfocofisr). 

State  what  Ufe  Policy,  (if  any)  la  prapoaad  to  be  < 
Gresham  Office  in  connection  with  the  secazity. 
By  order  of  the  Board, 

F.  ALLAN  CURTIS,  AetassysedSai 

P EDmNGrofE VER Y  DISCRIPTIok 
Parliamentary  and  Oeneml— Newspa^m.  Books,  " 
proninSitads 


fto.— with   iiron>i4ati 


r  snd  at  ^ 


Prospectuses,   Circulars, 

charges,  by 

Yates  ft  AixxAXDca,  Symonds-inn  (and  Cbnitk-faasftjt  ( 


B 


BILLS  OF  COMPLAINT. 

ILLS    of   COMPLAINT,  5/6   per  _ 

copie«,  from  which  prioe  a  la^e  duocKint  vffl  be 
paia  immediately  on  oompletioa  <rf  oriflr. 
ATK8  ft  Alkxamdks,  Iaw  Piinten,  Symoodt-iaat 


£« 


AUTHORS  ADVISED  WITH  u  to  the  C^ 
Printing  and  Publishing,  and  the  Ouapeat  Madatf  ■ 
outMSS.     -  „___o 

Tat«8  ft  Alxxakoxb,  Printers,  7,  Symonds-oa,  assoer— 
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In  Ofiet  of  t^'  Jovanui.  and  oj  t\t  Wiiklt  Ripob'vbb, 
ti  notttt  it,  Ot»k't-tomrt,  C'artj/-itnrt,  W.C. 

'If  SutimptitH  to  th»  SouorroM*  Jookmu.  w— Aim,  26*., 
Ccmtrr  38>.;  loitk  th*  WnxLT  RavoarBB,  SSt.  Payawnl 
iiKMhmet  iiuluJu  DouiU  Ntmbm  and  Potttgi.  Stiitrihtrt 
n»  lum  thtir  Fobtnut  iouiul  at  th$  Offic$—tkth,  3«.  64., 
luU/bm  Mlf,  i4.  id. 

Ul  LHUn  iiUtrtitdftrpMiaation  in  th4  "Stlieittrtf  JomnuH  " 
mmtbt  (uUhentieattd  by  th*  namttfth$  ieritir,  thotifh  not 
ntetmrilf  far  puHieation. 

niri  iificuUy  ■«  txptrionttd  •'«  procttring  th*  Journal  with 
ryvbHtg  in  th*  Provine**,  it  ii  r*qn**t*d  that  appHtation  b* 
mat*  Urtt  to  th*  l^Kihor. 


€^t  S0li;cit0rs'  ^aitrital. 

LONDON,  AV&U8T  IS.  1871. 


Ta  BuionoK  or  thb  B«Uot  BUI  by  th«  Honw  of 
mdi  on  tha  aMond  readiof  ia  not  *  nwNer  tor  maeh 
«i«t.  BntUntly  tbe  BikUot  will  bo  iakradoood  in 
ioth«r  year  it  not  in  this.  But  tbero  baa  boon  no 
uia^  efiooad  by  tha  oonntry  tbat  tba  ohaufo  abonld 
I  tffMtad  thia  yaat  in  partioataur.  Tba  Bill  of  tUa 
Mrioo,  baa,  it  ia  trao.^ltaM  pcaaaad  oo  Tory  vryontly  in 
M  HooM  of  Oommona,  yet  tbia  ptoaanw  aaama  to  bnve 
tan  doa  latbar  to  an  ai](ent  deaire  on  tbe  part  of  the  Oo- 
mimant,  abaied  perbapa  by  many  otber  membera  of  tbe 
[oma  of  Oommona,  to  add  one  more  atatnte  to  tbe  pro- 
not  of  an  nnnanally  barren  aeaaion,  than  to  any  inelina- 
oa  obaarrable  in  tba  oonntry  at  large.  In  anotbez 
Mion  oar  legidatoia  can  deal  with  tbe  matter  withon( 
aring  to  work  againat  time,  and  witb  tbe  benefit  of  tiiia 
Mian's  delibentiona.  It  ia  rery  important  tbat  tbe 
iidiioeiy  of  any  Ballot  ayatem  to  be  introdooed  abonld 
•  aattlad,  ao  ftuc  aa  tbe  detaila  oan  oonTanioitly  ba 
ealt  with  \ij  the  Leglalatnr^  onrefnlly  and  wall ;  and 
ntbar  than  tbnt,  it  U  importnnt  that  the  oonntry  abonld 
diere  tbe  meaanre  to  hare  been  ao  aettled. 

Ih  TBI  DivOBOH  OOTTBT  laat  week.  In  tlie  oaaa  of  Uilno 
.MUn»m»d  J'MOfar,  Lord  Pensanoa  applied  tbeatatotory 
nwa  veated  in  tbe  Oonrt  of  Taryiog  the  righta  of  the 
iitiaa  to  the  manriage  oontraot  to  property,  on  thediaao- 
itioa  of  tbe  marriage,  with  a  firm  band.  The  ^>pUoa- 
on  made  to  him  appears  to  bare  been  grounded  npon 
w  powers  of  the  Oonrt  to  Tary  the  marriage  aettlement 
■der  the  22  k.  28  Viot.,  o.  61,  a.  5,  on  the  diaaolation  of 
n  marriage,  and  alao  on  Uie  earlier  atatnte,  the  20  ft 
I  Viot  0. 8o,  a.  46,  wbiob  empowers  the  Oonrt  to  deal 
Uh  property  to  which  the  adalterons  apoose  may  be 
■titled  in  poaaeaaion  or  roTeraion,  tor  the  benefit  ot  tbe 
laooeot  pai^  and  tbe  children  of  the  marriage  or 
ther  or  aoy  of  them.  Aa  to  the  property  oompriaed  in 
le  marriage  settlement,  Lord  Penzance  made  an  order 
>at  the  trustees  of  the  settiement  should  apply  the 
laome  and  proceeds  aa  if  the  wife  were  dead,  thus 
itally  extingnishiDg  her  rights  aa  to  this  property.  As 
>  that  which  she  was  entitled  to  nnder  her  father's 
ill,  there  waa  a  difficulty  inasmaoh  as  the  property  was 
Ten  over ;  on  any  Toluntarily  or  InToluntarjr  alienation 
'  tbe  trusteea,  to  be  at  their  discretion  for  application 
ir  tba  benefit  of  the  wife  or  ohiidreu,  as  the  trustees 
lODid  think  proper.  Tbe  Court,  howeTer,  did  not 
irink  from  applying  tbe  powers  rested  in  it,  but 
deied  £500  a  year  out  of  this  property  (whiob 
aa  large)  to  be  applied  for  the  benefit  of  tbe 
uband,  althongh  the  result  might  be,  that  under 
le  terms  of  the  father's  will  tbe  entire  interest  of  the 
ife  therennder  might  be  forfeited,  and  the  substituted 
usts  might  arise,  so  that  the  benefit  designed  by  the 
>att  for  the  husband  might  also  tail.  If,  howerer,  this 
solt  abould  follow,  the  income  ot  this  large  fund  would, 
»  Oourt  observed,  be  in  tbe  disoretioa  of  the  trustees, 
id  might  probsbUy  be  applied  in  part  for  tbe  benefit  of 


the  obildren  instead  of  being  wholly  nnder  the  oontrol  pf 
the  oo-reapondent  and  the  woman  with  whom  he  bad 
eloped.  Lord  Peuanoe  appeared  to  think  tbat  the  ex- 
pe^ation  of  aoqniring  poaseasion  of  the  large  income  to 
wbidi'tha  wife  was  entitled,  had  enoonragad  the  seducer 
in  the  immoral  oooiae  he  had  pnraned,  and  thia  decision 
nay  ba  a  wholeaome  warning  to  the  tabrioatora  of  thia 
kind  ol  wrong,  that  they  may  ezpeot  to  encounter  the 
jdat  law  by  whioh  they  will  be  oondemned  arte  perirt 
tuA. 

Ax  THX  ICajitlbboke  Pouox  Ooubt  a  few  daya  ago, 
Mr.  Mansfield  deoided  a  point  of  oonaideraUe  import- 
anoa  to  tbe  Metropolitan  and  Motrapolitan  District 
Bailway  Companiee,  and  to  traTellers  on  these  lines.  A 
paaaanger,  baring  a  return  ticket  which  entitled  him  to 
trarel  to  Nottiag-bill  either  from  tbe  Mansion  House  or 
trom  Moorgate-atreet,  at  bis  option,  travelled  from  Moor- 
gate-street  part  of  the  way  towards  Notting-liill,  ai><l 
then  alighted  at  the  Edgware-road,  an  intemediat^ 
atation,  and  tendered  his  ticket.  Tbe  company  demanded 
the  esneas  fare  of  2d.,  whioh  would  hare  l>ean  payable  if 
the  paaeenger  bad  oome  the  otber  way,  and  startin|[  from 
the  Mansion  House  had  paased  Notting-hill  and  tiarelled 
on  to  the  Edgware-road.  To  this  tbe  magistratea  held 
they  were  not  entitled,  on  tbe  authori^  of  X«y  r.  I¥»r« 
(S  W.  R.  210).  Tbat  case  deoided  tbat  iriien  a  company 
hare  contracted  to  carry  a  paaeenger  a  oertain  diatanoe  he 
may  relieve  them  of  tbe  obligajtion  to  earry  bia  tbe 
whole  way,  and  get  out  at  an  intermediate  atation.  Aa 
^>plied  to  ordinary  oases  this  mle  is  one  ot  good  sense  aa 
wellas  law  ;  and  we  ^prebend  that  in  thoae  exoeptional 
oases  where  any  good  and  sensible  reason  ooiild  be  alleged 
against  the  nUe,  it  would  not  be  held  to  be  law.  In  a 
legal  point  of  view  tbe  question  reduces  itself  to  tliis — is 
there  in  the  oontraot  between  tlie  passenger  and  the 
company  any  promise  on  bis  part  to  permit  himself  to 
be  carried  the  whole  diatanoe  tor  whioh  be  takea  his 
ticket,  and  it  there  is  any  snob  promise,  is  there  any 
consideration  for  it  ?  In  the  ordinary  oase,  in  whiob  the 
paaaanger  pays  a  named  sum,  in  return  foe  wbiob  the  com- 
pany nndertiUna  to  convey  him  to  a  certain  plaoe,  it  is  oleat 
tlkat  the  paaeenger,  at  any  time  after  oompletepertormanoe 
of  bis  part  of  the  oontraot  or  after  payment  ot  his  tar»>, 
and  before  complete  performanoe  ot  tbe  agmpaay's  ooi-  - 
tract,  riz.,  when  they  have  ooar^yed  him  a  part  only  ot 
the  jonra^,  may  diaobaige  the  company  trom  the  farther 
performance  ot  the  contract,  that  is  to  say,  may  get  o«t 
at  an  intermediate  station.  In  sneb  a  case  it  is  cdeat  tbat^ 
eren  it  tbe  contract  entered  into  on  taking  the  ticket 
contained  any  promise  to  trarel  the  whob  distance,  diere 
would  be  no  consideration  tor  this  praniae.  On  the 
other  hand,  if  tbe  company  issnee  special  tiokets  at  special 
reduced  fares  by  any  partioular  train  or  trains,  as  an 
excursion,  or  to  accommodate  or  attraot  visitors  to  any 
tet£  or  market  or  tlie  like,  it  may  well  be  held,«nd  wonld 
donbtleaa  be  held  by  any  court,  tbat  there  is  a  promise  on 
the  part  of  the  paaeenger  to  travel  tbe  wh<^  diatanoe, 
and  a  consideration  for  the  promise.  There  the  oompanv 
in  consideration  of  the  number  of  pemons  traveling  </a 
that  occasion,  to  the  particular  place,  find  it  worth  their 
while  to  give,  and  do  give  special  advantages  to  Uie 
passengers  going  there,  and  paaseagers  availing  them- 
selves of  these  advantages,  not  only  promise,  but  promise 
upon  good  consideration  that  they  are  such  passengers, 
and  are  travelling  to  the  place.  Thus,  wherever  there  ia 
any  legitimate  reason  for  tbe  company  so  arranging  their 
fares  as  to  make  a  less  fare  pi^able  tor  tbe  whole  ot  tbe 
journey  than  for  a  part  only,  the  arrangement  may  i>e 
supported  because  a  consideration  may  be  ahownt  where, 
bowerer,  tbe  arrangement  is  purely  arbitraiy  it  is  other- 
wise. 

It  is  aomewbat  difflonlt  to  apply  these  prinoipleato  tba 
case  of  tbe  Metropolitan  Bailway,  in  oonseqoenoe  of  tl  e 
term  of  tbe  line,  which  m«kea  it  practicable  to  take 
what  is  really  almost  the  same  joornqr  in  two  different 
ways,  and  tbe  question  is  farther  complicated  by  the  (act 
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of  two  oompanies  owning  the  line,  which  sukee  it  pf 
•one  importanoe  whioh  ronte  a  txerdler  Mleoto.  We 
aboold  have  little  doubt  that  the  companiea  night  attach 
a  condition  to  the  peimisaion  which  they  give,  tot  the 
adoption  o(  an  aUemative  route  on  the  return  joamey, 
that  in  caae  this  perminion  is  used,  and  the  paaaenger 
traveli  from  a  different  tenninna  to  that  to  which  he 
took  hie  ticket,  he  ahonld  undertake  to  trarel  the  wh<de 
dietanoe,  or,  in  oaie  of  his  getting  out  at  an  intermediate 
•tation,  payexoeM  fare  as  if  be  had  oome  from  the  station 
named  on  his  tioket.  Sudi  a  eondition  might  be  made; 
whether  it  is  worth  while  for  the  eompanias  to  make  It 
is  a  £fflaient  qnastion.  We  should  think  not.  Indeed, 
but  for  the  difllonlty  of  apportioaing  the  fares  between 
the  two  oompanies,  there  cannot  be  mndi  doubt  that  it 
would  be  adTantangeona  to  imue  oiroular  tidkets  aTailabIa 
to  any  station  by  any  route. 


TBa<*Tnfn"  Befobtkb  on  the  Home  Oirenlt,  haa 
been  throughout  the  Oroydon  assiies,  in  place  of  re> 
porting  idle  cases  tried,  edifying  the  general  public  with 
sfgoments  in  faTonr  of  the  old  system  of  local  Tenuee, 
and  of  trying  all  causes  in  the  county  where  the  matter 
arose.  The  disuse  of  this  system  he  somewhat  onrionsly 
attributes  to  the  defeots  of  our  judicial  system.  We 
should  have  thought  it  snfBoiently  notorious  that  it  was 
rather  owing  to  the  modem  faeiUdes  of  Icoomotion  by 
railways,  which  cause  all  bosiness  to  be  concentrated 
in  the  most  aoceasible  plaoes,  usually  the  large  towns,  in 
pcefWenoe  to  the  old  county  towns,  many  of  which  are 
more  diffloult  to  reach  from  meet  parts  of  the  oonntlee 
in  which  they  are  situated,  than  London  itself. 

That  our  jodtoial  system,  by  which  we  presume  is 
meant  our  system  of  trying  cansee,  has  some  defeots,  we 
ahovM  be  the  first  to  admit  We  haTe  frequently  pointed 
out  that  it  is  very  desirable  that  some  prooess  should  be 
adopted,  by  which  the  most  conTenient  mode  of  trial 
of  each  cause  should  be  ascertained  at  a  comparatiTely 
early  stage,  instead  of,  as  is  commonly  the  case  noW, 
after  all  preparations  hsTe  been  made  for  a  trial  at  Kisi 
Prius.  ntis  is  so  sitnple  a  reform  that  we  should  pro- 
bably have  had  it  carried  out  long  ago  but  for  the  ambi- 
tious  "  gtaud  scheme "  for  which  we  bare  been  so  lo^g 
irUtlng.  All  that  is  wanted  is  the  adoption  of  the 
practice  of  the  Probate  and  DiTorce  Court,  where  direo- 
ttOOs  as  to  the  mode  of  trial  are  given  in  eaoh  case.  In 
that  eonrt,  owing  to  the  great  similarity  between  the 
oansee  and  the  small  choice  of  methods  of  trial,  this 
titactioe  is  almcet  an  abuse  ;  but  in  the  Superior  Oourts, 
from  the  divertity  of  causes,  and  the  great  difference 
between  trials  at  Ni«i  Prius,  by  arbitration  or  by  spedal 
«ase,  the  practice  would  be  moat  valuable.  It  would 
also  be  far  better  that  such  cases  as  are  remitted  for 
trial  to  the  county  courts  should  be  remitted  when  the 
nature  of  the  dirpute  can  l>e  ascertained,  which  might 
oonvenlently  be  done  on  motion  for  diiecUona  as  to  the 
mode  of  triaL 

Aprtpvi  of  the  present  Oroydon  Assise,  probably  there 
seldom  was  an  afsize  to  which  the  reporter's  remarks 
M  to  the  disposal  oi  csnses,  by  reference  or  special  oaites, 
were  less  applicable.  The  jodgeo,  and  particniarlj  Hr. 
Varon  BramweU,  have  not  been  lending  to  oonnsel  the 
aooostomed  assistance  in  the  process  known  as  smashing 
the  list.  Causes  which  would  commonly  have  been  con- 
aidered  far  more  Doiiable  for  reference  as  rpecial  cases 
have  been  tried  out  with  exemplary  patience,  for  want  of 
the  customary  and  probably  expected  hint  from  the 
judge  ;  and  when  such  ooarses  have  been  ultimately 
adopted,  the  jodge  has  uanally  almost  oi>tentatiou«ly  re- 
frained from  any  interference,  or  any  assii-tance  in  bnng- 
iag  about  the  reKuU.  Readers  of  the  Timet  probably 
have  a  very  different  impression. 

Im  thb  Covbt  of  Pbobatb,  on  Saturday  laxt,  in  the 
«aae  of  Jtoble  r.  H  iWirk  and  Phetpt,  the  important 
qoestion  oame  before  Lord  Penz&nceai  to  whether  a  will, 
made  l^y  a  married  woman  under  a  power,  if  coached  in 


such  general  terms  as  wonld,  under  the  Mth  Mcbm  of 
the  Wills  Aot,  if  she  wan  aide,  operate  opoo  isy  pn- 
party  of  whioh  she  might  be  possasssd  st  ka  dsiiii, 
should  operate,  without  any  re-exsoatiae  irf  ka  «S 
after  her  husband's  death,  on  propwty  wUah  da  W 
acquired  daring  hw  widowhood.  In  this  ca«,ikttak 
the  property  in  queation  under  her  hasliand'iwll!,iil 
Lord  Penzance,  after  examining  the  anthotitlei,  eoi- 
clnded  that,  if  the  decision  of  the  pobit  Isj  withUa, 
ha  should  pronounce  for  the  validity  of  the  will, as 
diapoaition  of  all  the  ptoper^  the  testatrix  had  psiw  b 
dlipoae  of  at  the  time  of  iet  death.  As  iad|a  «i  'it- 
Court  of  Probate,  however,  he  considered  that  hit  ine- 
tions  were  limited  by  the  case  of  ^arN«i  v.  Yiuat  (S 
Moo.  P.  0.  201),  to  the  apirit  as  well  as  the  Ittta  o< 
whioh  he  deaired  to  conform,  to  grantiag  ttuh  s  pnbiti 
aa  would  avoid  pre-jndging  the  question,  and  iMwtk 
deoision  of  the  point  to  the  Ooort  of  Ogost(aotioB,i>tki( 
if  a  further  grant  of  probate  were  neoeswy,  ia  ««■ 
seqaanee  of  the  view  taken  by  the  Oouzt  of  tAsaai;, 
the  Court  of  Probate  wonld  be  free  to  grant  sook  pMfk 
teatamentary  anthentiaation,  as  tite  anthocitatin  Mi- 
ration of  the  law  might  indioate.  A  point  that  ka 
often  ocoapied  the  attenlioa,  and  axeitsd  the  deaMitf 
the  profiasion,  ia  thus  naatfy  raised,  and  appsn  liUf 
to  nadetgo  a  oomidete  disenssion,  and,  we  hops,  til 
xeoeive  its  flnal  adution. 


COVENANTS  FOR  TITLB,  AND  THK  DUTI  OF 

LEGAL  ADYISEaS  IN  RELATION  THSBXIO. 

The  qoestion  of  what  covenaata  for  titie  a  paidar 
or  lesaee  is  aatitled  to,  ia  one  fireqneatty  ariaiagisW- 
inga  with  real  properly,  and  liaa  afloided  groaaii  tr 
much  litigatico,  either  ^nody,  or  on  qnastioas  dtftalat 
on  and  ristng  out  of  it. 

The  historical  view  of  the  doctrine,  ai  it  ha  bw 
evolved  from  the  early  prinoiplea  of  oar  labd  iaimit 
the  common  law,  and  tba  modifioatioaa  whieh  ban  a- 
suited  from  the  action  of  legidatioo,  partieBlat^  ina 
the  atatute  of  ;iria  empttret,  is  perspioaonaly  «x|ilihM 
in  Mr.  Bntier's  note  to  Co.  Litt.  (884  s.  n.  1>  (Mb 
words  of  conveyaaoe,  aa  "  give,"  "  graat,"  had  tte  pes*. 
prior  to  that  statute,  of  creating  a  geaenl  ^""'^ 
upon  principle*  of  tenure,  in  granta  of  fbe  siapK '" 
the  word  "give"  continued  after  that  thne  tohsvswk 
aa  effect,  bat  conSned,  as  to  grants  in  fee  to  th«Bii(< 
the  grantor,  but  binding  both  him  and  his  hein  ia  I"*** 
in  fee  tail  or  for  life.  This  implied  warrant,  liofSia, 
so  long  as  it  existed,  was  not  considered  to  lie  iMtniw 
by  any  express  covenant  The  force  of  implied  ovroiiM 
as  atliing  from  the  nee  of  the  worda  "  give  "  or  "  gnat, 
in  granta  of  freehold  estates,  is,  however,  extiopuw 
since  the  statute  of  the  Queen,  8*9  Yiet  &  lOf^ 
In  regard  to  chattels  real,  or  terms  for  yean  nataiK 
rent,  upon  principals  of  contract,  the  word  "**"^ 
always  possessed  and  still  poesenee,  pnpni  «iffre,Bi 
force  of  a  warranty  of  title  on  the  part  of  the  '"''''* 
aa  to  impoit  a  covenant  for  quiet  enjoyment  dadsf  a* 
term;  but  as  the  lease  was  originally  founded  on  eto- 
tract,  and  did  not  enter  at  all  into  the  vyston  of  t«m 
any  of  ita  terma  always  might,  and  still  may,  tsw"* 
by  the  parties  themselves  at  their  pleasuie-,  a&d  thcj  i^ 
in  fact,  considered  as  varied  j»v  tanti  \if  the  inaertiaa 
any  express  covenants.  _ 

The  effect  attached  to  these  implied  «(««*'> 
grounded  upon  the  operative  woide  of  ^''''"'•''^iS 
found  to  be  too  rigid  to  accord  with  the  P**"* 
exigencies  which  arose  in  the  course  of  t^"^^  ^f^ 
with  and  transferring  interests  in  land,  the  *"^2 
of  which,  of  course,  tended  to  increase  with  thew^ 
of  society.  A  certain'  set  of  mice  gradoally  "f^T 
consistency,  and  by  oommon  consent  obiaioed  tk**"* 
of  law,  by  whioh  dealinga  in  real  property  were  bW 
regulated.  In  the  first  decade  of  this  oenraij  I«" 
Eldon  explained  the  rule  in  these  terms:—"  1'  »  ■*' 
covenants  to  sell  a  fee  simple  estate  free  fiom  all  ia 
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id  mf»  no  BMm,  it  ia  dew  thM  oorenant 
tatimiitf»mi»,»iiA  fa  ftsbMwa,  IharigM  to  liropar 
M^msntK  Ulijr  T  Bmmim  thM  wit  of  wguBwent 
bM  in  all  liin«  been  ottrM  lato  enaatioa  In  a  form'Mid 
mdit,  whfeh  alter  moat  materially,  wMttrnttaUf,  ami 
impok$»Oj  (ka  efleot  of  tfe«  mtm  oeanyaaoa.  If  no 
more  fi  Aone  tban  the  agteement  Importa,  the  aonf«T- 
Hoe  o6ntaiai  tetpttm  oorswHito';  tke  woBda  opaaMag 
wumatle*  anfl  obHgatidna,  wMeh  ft  imw  not  faitanded 
between  the  persona  eontawtiay  tliat  tha  ana  waa  «o 
undertake  and  the  other  to  hare  the  benrilt  at  i  and  ao- 
oatdSnglj  it  ia  jperteiXljr  lettled  fef  dia  lawntet  axe  ttae 
oOTenuti,  aa  appUoaUa  to  the  oaaa  of  a  Tgndor,  who 
was  faimaelf  a  puohaaer  for  Talnabla  eonaidantioo  i  or 
who  took  hj  deaoent ;  or  hy  puwhaaa,  hot  not  for  Talnabla 
coDsideiatlcm  i  ud  thoogh  Hkb  agNamaat,  if  Utarailjr 
ezecnted,  mmM  OM17  all  tke  eztaaaive  oMigatiooa  to 
which  the  legal  warrantiea,  flowing  from  O*  wocda, 
wonld  bind  the  rendor  and  his  bitia,  j«t  it  oannot  be 
carried  into  exeontioa  witiiokt  eypiesa  oovanaats,  anbati- 
tntcdTor  and  bindingUe  implied  coranaate  "  (Chnroft  t. 
Brom.  15  Yes.  S68). 

In  the  rwial^  Wa  peuuMaiUj  «t  «w  uuuwynwlliig 
^Titem  has  been  establiihed,  tbat  the  maxim  of  etnett 
emptor  prevails  no  as  to  reqtiin  that  the  vigilanoe  of 
the  pnroha«er  ahonld  ha  esmwtaed,  at  hia  peril,  to  aeoer- 
taia  that  the  rendor  haa  the  intereat  whioh  be  parporta 
to  ounvej.  for  if  he  onoe  allow  ilie  oontraot  to  paaa  from 
ill  execntoiy  atato  and  aooept  of  a  I^^al  eonTeyanoe  in 
which,  i  r^nld,  tha  nanal  oonTontioBal  oorenants  will 
be  inaerted.  If  the  vendee  ahonld  be  aftarwaida  oTiotad  by 
a  daim  to  whioh  the  ooTenanta  do  not  extend  (whioh  ha 
mightf  iaaity  be),  ha  wooM  hare  no  remedy  at  law  or  in 
eqoify,  if  tha  Tandor  were  free  from  SMte  fUei  {8»rf*ant 
Mafnarf$  ease,  S  Fieem.  I,  8  Bwanat  Ml;  Bret  r. 
BtOeaeh,  Dongl.  6S4).  WhiUit  the  oontraot  ooittianea 
exeontory  the  Tendor  ia  bound  to  show  a  good  title  or 
answer  in  damages  for  the  failure.  The  ezistenoa  of  an 
implied  liability  flowing  from  the  worda  of  oonTeyanoe 
waa  dottbtleea,  aa  Lord  BIdon  saya,  the  reaaon  why  tha 
modem  qaallfying  coTenaata  were  introdneed;  bat, 
thonglt  the  oaaae  may  be  said  to  be  remoTed  by  the 
aboTe-oited  statnto  of  the  Qneen  as  to  freehold  iateteats, 
the  ceaeer  of  tfae  original  eanse  will  not  affeot  the  mlee 
whioh  have  clearly  fixed  the  kind  of  ooTeoanti  whioh  ia 
each  oaae  are  to  be  entered  into,  aocoiding  to  the  deriTa- 
tion  of  the  Tender's  title.  Praotioally,  indeed,  nnder  the 
modem  form  of  eonTeyanoing,  prior  to  the  last-named 
statute,  by  lease  and  releaae,  the  worda  giTeand  grant  had 
almoat  Tirtnally  oeaaed  OTor  to  be  the  operatiTe  woria  ia 
ooDTeyanoea. 

With  regard  to  leases  for  yean  or  ohattala  real,  it  ia 
clear  that  the  word  "  demiae  "  in  a  leaaa  for  yeara  impwto 
and  makea  a  oovenaat  in  law  for  qniat  enjoyment  by  the 
leicee;  and  tha  implied  ooTenaat  woold  bind  wilhoat 
limit  {f  the  leaser  be,  or  purport  to  be,  aaiaed  ia  fee  at 
the  time  of  granting  the  lenae,  thiragh  If  hia  interest  in 
the  premises  be  only  a  limited  one,  as  a  teaanqy  far  Ufe, 
the  implied  oorenant  oontained  in  the  word  "  daorfae  " 
will  not  extend  beyond  the  temporal  limita  of  hia  estate; 
At  Habaity  will,  in  ftot,  ba  deemed  to  he  sat^eot  to  the 
ooDateral  determination  wMeh  ia  iaTolTed  ia  the  benada 
of  the  eetete  itself:  Adam*  t.  CHinef  (6  Biag.  686). 

It  also  aeenu  dear  that  a  meat  demise  by  parol,  where 
tiie  relation  of  landlord  and  tenant  ia  ereated,  ia  anflloleBt 
to  import  aa  nadertaUag  by  the  laafiord  for  qniet  aa- 
ioymeat  on  the  part  of  the  tenant,  and  thia  a«  wall 
against  peraoDS  claiming  ander,  aa  paramonat  to,  tiie 
landlord:  Bandy  t.  Cartwrifht  (1  W.  B.  416,  8  Bxoh. 
913);  Sail  t.  Cttf  o/loiuhH  Brewery  Omfany  (3  B.  ft 
8.  787).  The  praoUoal  result  doee,  certainly,  seem  to 
follow  from  this  dootrine,  that  a  mere  tenant  by  parol 
niay  hare  a  more  extonsire  right  against  hia  landlord,  in 
care  of  erlction,  than  a  leaeee  under  a  dnly^'exacated 
laaae  would  have,  because  of  the  reatriotire  eiteot  of  the 
oorenante  whioh  wonld  be  oontained  in  the  formal  leaae. 
A  miaapprehenalon  of  the  true  purport  of  a  oaae  in 


theOommon  Pleaa  (.OteiUin  r.  Stone,  8  Taant.  48S),' 
teems  to  hare  oreated  aome  ooafnaion  In  the  atatement 
of  tha  law  aa  to  the  effect  of  an  agreement  to  grant  a 
leaae.  Famagea  la  the  text-booka  grounded  oa  the  inp- 
poaed  atato  of  the  law,  under  thia  case,  seem  to  import 
that  a  lessor  who  agrees  to  grant  a  leaie  does  not  thereby 
aadartaka  that  ho  haa  power  to  graat  it  (see  Woodfitil 
L.  *  T,  9th  ed.  p.  2S8.)  The  oaae,  direated  of  the 
maigiaal-aote,  doea  not,  certainly,  imply  any  anoh  doo  - 
tdna;  bat,  oa  the  oontrary,  aeema  perfectly  reoonoileable 
with  tiiat  whioh  haa  been  dealared  by  a  raoeat  deoision 
to  be  the  true  atoto  of  the  law — ^ris.,  iliat  an'  agreement 
to  grant  a  laaae,  ia  on  the  aama  footing  aa  an  agreement 
to  aell  a  laaae,  and  equaUy  requirea  the  propoeed  leaaor  to 
abow  that  ha  haa  power  to  do  what  he  undertakes  to  do, 
Tia.,  to  grant  a  vMl  lease.  8traiJe$  t.  8t.  John  (15  W. 
B.  678,  3  L.  B.  0.  P.  876).  Xeper  r.  Ooetibe*  (6  B.  fc  Cr. 
SS4.) 

Oa  aa  agraamaat  for  the  sale  of  a  sahststiag  lease,  if 
aothing  ha  said  to  limit  the  legal  liability,  the  taador 
atay  be  compelled  to  show  that  he  has  a  good  titla,  in- 
olndiag  in  such  proof,  that  tha  origiaal  leaaor  of  {he  laad 
had  •  title  to  graat  the  term  (Xbttrea  t.  Perden,  I  H. 
ft  N.  867,  BttU  r.  Betty,  4  M.  ft  O.  410).  Bat  the  sale 
of  a  mere  R)p«ement  for  a  lease  does  not  import  any  ob- 
ligation OD  the  rendor  that  the  oontraot  oaa  ba  falflUed 
by  the  intandedlamor;  without  special  sdpalatioa,  it 
aeema,  the  rendor  will  only  be  ooaaldered  aa  andertaking- 
to  traaafer  tha  right  he  has,  valeat  quantum,  to  the 
inteoded  purchaaer  {Sntrea  >.  Periton,  tiii  tup.) 
Thia,  of  oourae,  learea  untoudted  the  qnntion  of  the 
liability  of  the  intaaded  leaaor  under  the  agreement,  that 
we  hare  aeaa  is  aow  eetabliahed  by  the  anthoriUes  above 
referred  to. 

Madt  of  the  ooafusioB  whioh  has  hitherto  preraQed 
ia  the  statements  of  the  law  oa  this  sabjeet,  has  arisen 
from  aot  keeping  in  riew  the  diiferenoe  between  tha 
liability  incumbent  on  the  intended  lessor  or  amignor, 
during  the  time  tha  contract  oontiaaea  ia  ite  exeontory 
state,  and  that  whioh  attaobaa  after  the  exeeation  of  the 
lease  or  aasigameat  Daring  the  former  period,  there 
is  ao  doubt  that  the  reador  or  lessor,  by  a  mere  general 
engagement  to  sell  or  grant  a  lease,  obliges  himself  to 
prore  satiateotorily  tiiat  he  haa  the  power  to  do  what  he 
has  andertaken;  and  the  rendee  or  lessee  can  require 
anoh  reasonable  proof  aa  the  established  course  of  prao- 
tioe  rrarranto;  and  U  the  vendor  or  lessor  fail  herein  it 
would  oonstitnto  aa  much  a  breaoh  of  the  contract  aa  if 
he  were  flatly  to  refuse  to  carry  it  ont,  and  this  will 
avail  against  him  whether  he  is  seeking  to  enfoioe  the 
oontraot,  or  defend  himself  on  an  alleged  breaoh  {Hatl 
T.  Betty  uU  tup.').  Bat  when  the  veadee  or  lessee  de- 
eidea  that  ho  oaa  safely  accept  the  title,  as  it  is  disdosed 
to  him,  and  the  deeds  are  executed;  then,  acoording  to 
the  established  practice  of  confining  the  lessor's  or 
assigaor'a  oovenante  to  their  owa  acta  aad  thoee  of  such 
as  olaim  under  them,  ia  the  absence  of  malafidei,  the 
nature  of  the  liability  is  entirely  modified,  and  that 
which  originally  amounted  to  a  warranty  against  all  ad- 
Terse  daimanto,  beoomea  one  only  against  the  note  of  the 
leaaor  or  aaaignor,  or  thoae  who  make  title  through  him. 
In  thia  aenae  the  dootrine  that  eaveat  emptor  applies  to 
the  pnrehaaer  of  landed  property  {per  Lawrence,  J.,  in 
0i*iUtM  t.  Stone,  «M  (tip.)  ia  certainly  oorreot.  It  ia  at 
the  veadee'a  owa  riak,  no  donbt,  that  he  aooept^  aa 
auffident,  the  erideBoe  that  ia  tendered  to  ahow  tbat  tha 
Tender  or  lessor  has  power  to  oonfer  the  interest  he  bsa 
agreed  to  do,  and  allows  the  transaction  to  pass  into  that 
stage,  where  he  wHI  hare  only  thoea  qnaUfied  covenants 
tor  his  proteotian  whioh  naage  has  defined  iSpeneer  r. 
Marriott  I  B.  ft  Or.  467).  The  nature  of  the  Utle  10 
landed  property  requires  that  there  ahonld  be  a  medivut 
temput  between  the  agreement  and  its  completion,  and 
thia  period  it  behorea  the  pnrehaaer  and  his  adriiers  to 
ntilise  by  due  rigilanoe. 

The  well-established  rules  which,  in  the  absence  of  an/ 
special  stipulation,  regulate  the  nature  of  the  corenaata 
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whksh  M6  to  be  entered  into  by  the  pertiea  to  the  mb- 
trsot,  K«  moat  important  to  be  kept  in  mind  hj  th«ir 
l«g«l  adf ieen.  The  fullest  effect  will  be  giren  to  eTerj 
legal  oonieqaence  wbioh  follows  from  imposing  npon  the 
•olioitor  to  a  patty  to  a  oon  tract  oonceming  land,  the  doty 
of  aaeing  that  bia  client  does  not  incur  any  greater  lia- 
bility under  his  ocrenants  than  the  established  naage 
warnuita.  This  is  clearly  shown  by  a  case  where  a  eeli- 
oitor  allowed  his  client  to  ezrcnto  an  aaaignmeot  <>f  a 
lease,  and  to  coTenant  generally  for  the  ralidity  of  the 
lease,  and  against  the  acts  of  all  persons  whomsoerer, 
the  oUent  himself  being  an  assignee,  and  in  the  aaelgn- 
me*t  to  him  the  covenants  on  the  part  of  the  asaignor 
were  in  the  nsaal  restricted  form,  only  against  the  aols 
of  himself  and  those  claiming  under  him  ;  and  althoa^ 
the  client  knew,  at  the  time  of  the  assignment,  of  the 
factiniespeot  of  which  he  afterwards  incnrred  a  liabili^ 
on  his  oorenant,  the  solioitor  was  held  liable  to  iodemai^ 
him,  for  not  having  brought  to  his  notice  the  exact  oatore 
of  Uie  coTsoant  which  oonld  he  legally  reqnired  of  him 
{StMuiard  j.  VUithorne,  10  Bing.  491). 

This  doctrine  has  been  illustrated,  under  another  form, 
in  a  very  recent  case  in  Ireland,  Williamton  t.  Mvriarty 
(19  W.  B.  818,  V.C.  Ir.).  There,  a  solicitor  had  drawn 
op  a  lease  to  himself  in  pursuance  of  an  agreement  be- 
tween himself  and  the  oirner.of  some  property  whidi 
had  been  purchased  out  of  the  Landed  Estates  Oonrt, 
and  waa  subject  to  certain  leases  specified  in  the  oonvey- 
*noe;  some  part  of  the  property  which  was  demised  by 
the  lease  was  comprised  in  one  of  the  former  leases  which 
were  ontstanding  when  the  property  was  purchased, 
though  it  appeared  to  have  been  the  belief  of  the  lessor 
that  it  had  been  surrendered,  or  wonld  be  bo  by  the  lease 
he  was  about  to  execute.  No  solioitor  was  employed  on 
the  part  of  the  lessor,  and  the  lessee  inserted  an  absolute 
oovenant  for  title  on  the  part  of  the  lessor,  instead  of 
limiting  it,  as  the  derivation  of  the  lessor's  title  wonld 
have  indicated,  under  the  usual  rule.  The  solicitor 
having,  as  he  alleged,  expended  money  on  the  land,  and 
having  been  threatened  by  persons  claiming  nader  the 
outstanding  term  with  some  disturbance  to  his  title, 
called  npon  the  lessor  to  pay  him  a  sum  of  £1,000  as 
compensation,  and  sued  at  law  for  that  amount.  The 
lessor,  however,  filed  his  bill  for  relief,  and  the  Vlee- 
Chancellor  granted  a  perpetual  injunction  to  restrain 
proceedings  under  the  covenant.  His  Honour  was 
dearly  of  opinion  that,  though  the  lessee  might  not 
stand,  under  the  circumetanoes,  in  the  strict  legal  rela- 
tion of  solicitor  to  the  lessor  (as  to  which  see  the  case  of 
mUiam*  V.  Sdivardt,  II  W.  B.  561),  that  there  was  a 
duty  incumbent  ou  him  to  take  care  that  no  liability 
should  be  incurred  by  the  lessor  by  entering  into  a  form 
of  covenant  which  the  usual  course  of  practice  wonld  not 
have  sanctioned,  UDle!>.s  a  clear  agreement  to  the  contrary 
could  be  made  ont.  This  case,  while  recognising  the 
authority  of  Slannard  v.  UlUthome  (uhi  <k;>.),  extends  the 
dooliine  to  cases  where,  though  the  technical  relation  of 
Kolioitor  and  client  may  not  exist,  the  solioitor  is  entrusted 
with  the  preparation  of  the  deeds,  and  there  is  no  pro- 
fessional assistance  on  the  other  side  ;  in  such  a  case  this 
decision  affirms  that  a  solicitor  will  not  be  allowed  to 
take  an  advantage  to  himself  by  a  covenaat  in  a  dead 
entrusted  to  his  preparation,  whioh  it  wonld  have  been 
Itis  duty  to  protect  a  client  from  entering  into,  if  tlte 
.  transaction  had  been  between  his  client  and  a  third  party. 


FOBU   OF   SBTTLEHBHT  ON   HABBIAOB  OF  AN 
BN0U8HW0MAN  AND  A  FOBBIONBB. 

Where  a  contract  is  intended  to  be  entered  into  by 
two  persons  having  the  samedomioQe  at  the  place  wliere 
they  are  domiciled,  and  is  to  be  performed  at  that  plaoe, 
the  qnestions  whether  they  have  really  entered  into  a 
contract,  and,  if  so,  whst  sre  the  obligations  that  they 
have  taken  npon  themselves,  must  be  determined  accord- 
ing to  the  law  in  force  at  that  place;  and  any  of  the 
words  in  which  the  contract  is  expressed,  which  bear 


taohniei^  meiwlDga  Mowdtm  tp  ppsh  law,  mask  htn- 
snah  wnanings  aflbatd  to  thena  whiao  ws  iaterpst  tks 
eootnMt.  But  snppaae-  that  the  penoos  intna^hn  ^ 
eatac  isto  tba  eoatiaot  do  not  have  the  same  donimls,. 
or,  that  iftlMf  h«T«  thaaMBodpaiioila,  the  oaotnct  ia  tt 
be  patlBiMad  in  •  plane  other  than  that  whern  tkti  an 
doaaieiiad,  wa  inva  to  oenaidar  anonrding  to  whst  Itr 
are  the  qneaUona  abore  mactiooad  to  be  detaniiiiMd,(ai 
aoeoidiag  w  what  law  aca  aigr  teohnioal  legal  ttcmi  t» 
beiattepieted. 

In  eaaea  wlwra  the  anakaot  has  refaMnos  toinntn- 
•Ma  ptoparty,  tlM  law  of  the  coontiy  where  i«  isiitaitst 
govama  thaaa  qmatJons,  and  ia  the  law,  aoooidini  tt- 
whieli,  teehnioal  legal  taoaa  aia  to  be  inUrpieted:  ioc  tUi- 
reason  the  rest  of  tUa  artiela  will  disenaa  thernlss  sfflio- 
able  to  oantiaoto  ooneaialng  moveable  (personal)  pn- 
pafty  enlgr. 

The  nrias,  tha  two  flitt  of  whioh  aia  hare  stated  ai  hil 
down  in  WeHtthift  FriMttt  XmUmMtUnal  lam,  by  wtet 
theae  qnestions  aza  dataminad,  are  the  following:— 

Urtt,  The  formal  reqnisitea  demanded  tor  a  eoDinet 
by  the  law  of  the  piooa  where  it  is  made  am  soffloieit 
and  necessary  for  its  Talidity  everywhere. 

Seegni,  Bnt  when  a  contcaot  to  whioh  theieanaenni 
partiee  ia  evideneed  by  a  single  isatnuDaeat,  the  oMei- 
sary  form  of  that  instrameot  U  determined  ooos  for  til 
by  the  law  of  the  plaae  where  it  begina  to  have  ano(e» 
^n. 

Third,  Intarpaatotion  ia  a  qnastion.  of  faet. 

PHmi  faeie  the  law  of  the  jdaoe  of  oontraot  ii  tbt 
aoootding  to  whioh  teehnioal  legal  terms  are  fa>  be 
iatarpietad;  but  aa  tUa  ia  a  mate  ptasnmpiion  it  mv.  k 
rebutted  by  an  expreaaatatomeat  by  the  parties  ooatiiBif 
in  tiie  oontraat  itself;  and  even  in  the  abaanos  ol  nA 
atatemant  it  may  ha  rebutted  bg  some  other  eirenautuM, 
snch,  for  example,  as  if  the  oontraet  is  to  be  perfocmH 
in  a  country  different  from  that  wbero  it  ia  enterad  into. 

Rurth,  The  legality  of,  and  the  obligations  iaeoind 
by  the  partiee  to  the  contract,  are  referred  to  Uie  plaoi 
where  the  contract  is  to  be  carried  into  eOset. 

To  apply  Um  foregoing  considaratioaa  to  the  cast  sf  ^ 
settlement  executed  on  Uie  marriage  of  an  Bnglishwoau 
with  a  foreigner,  where  by  forei/tur  is  meant  a  em 
having  a  foreign  domioUe.  The  manner  in  whieh  tie 
marriage  must  be  solemnised  depends  upon  the  lav  in 
foroe  at  the  plaoe  of  solemnization;  though  it  AstH 
alwnys  be  remembered  that  the  municipal  law  of  kmu 
oonntries,  of  France  for  instance,  impoaes  restriotiosi  ca 
the  marriage  of  a  person  domiciled  there,  under  the  pM 
of  nnllity,  unless  certain  formalitiea  are  compliad  «i<t 
in  that  oonntry.  So  that  it  may  happen  if  a  Freoohau 
matriea  an  Bngliahwoman  in  this  oonntiy  that  tie 
marriage  will  be  held  void  in  Franoe  owing  to  theoait^ 
sion  of  sueh  f  onnalitiea,  although  it  will  be  valid  hsn. 

The  righto  and  obligatioaa  whioh  arise  betveea  Ik 
hnaband  and  wife,  other  than  thoae  depending  on  expna 
oontraet,  are  thoae  reaulting  from  the  law  of  the  mttri- 
vuniai  OomieiU — i^.,  at  the  plaaa  when  ths  pnw 
going  to  be  married  intend  to  aet  op  their  home  in- 
medlately  after  the  marriage;  as  a  general  role  tUi  wil 
be  the  domicile  of  the  hnaband  at  the  time  (rf  osniip, 
bnt  thia  ia  no*  neaaaMwily  the  oaaa.  An  BagH*a»n 
and  a  Saotoh  woman  might  marry  with  the  intitlw«t 
eatabllahingthamaelTea  in  Franoe;  in  this  cass  the  Mta 
monialdomioUa  wonld  be  French  and  the  mntoal  stEp 
tiona  «t  the  hnaband  and  wile  wonld  ha  ngnW«a  l|r 
Fkenoh  law  (Stoiy,  Oonfliotof  Lawa,  191  at.  ai«.). 

It  nuiy  be  ramariced  that  the  matrimonial doaWeii 
acquired  by  intention  Uone,  as  distingniahad  tMas  a«M* 
reaidenoe  and  intention  oombinad,  wbloh  are  uuuoniiy  I* 
enable  a  man  to  acquire  a  ficesh  domioila  ia  tiM**" 
meaning  of  the  term.  The  reason  ia  obviotta,  fgc  as  «■■ 
as  the  peDMma  are  married  it  beoomaa  impoaiftlet»|ly 
thjm  in  the  podtion  that  they  were  in  bafata;  B •*'>' 
therefore,,  be  extremely  nnfair  to  allow  the  rjgMi*^ 
obligations  that  the  aot  of  marriage  gives  toxinfW 
on  either  of  them,  to  be  altered  by  the  fact  of  ^  ks^- 
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■nd  ilone  nfniiiig  to  MtaUUi  binwif  In  thaplaM  ohoMB 
Ktbamatrimimf*]  domieOt. 

To  MMridar  the  omb  of  •  wttiaMmt  of  pcnowO^ 
noated  In  the  BnglMi  tana  on  tbtf  MMziac*  of  » 
'noehman  and  tta  Boyliakwoman  whan  tha  tntandad 
Mblmairial  domleila  <a  Fnnob. 

In  tdb  oaae,  as  tha  oidiiiaijr  praviaiaaa  «l  an  WngH^in 
MTiialte  MttMent  oCend  agaiasfe  Dm  Imr  of  FauMa.  a 
^anoh  Tribunal  woold  not  eanjr  tfa«B  intaLeOiat.  If, 
wraian,  we  wish  to  hare  sn^  a  aatUaoMtit,  the  onlj 
lA  oooxae  is  to  rely  on  the  Snd  8id  and  4th  of  tha 
iIm  tbore  laid  down,  and  to  paoride  that  tiie  eontiaat 
mtaiaed  in  the  settlement  shoold  be  eanied  intoefhet 
I  Engtead  only.  In  the  ease  of  a  sn»ls«isiil  in  the 
Dgluh  fonn  eneated  on  the  naniaga  «t  a  Fnnohinan 
ith  sa  Btif  lishwoman  domioilad  in  France  which  was 
holly  TOld  in  Fiaaee  as  not  having  been  axaented  ae- 
mHag  to  ttid  foms  pteseribed  by  ^  Vod»  Napoleon, 
nd  Bomilly,  MJt.,  hddthat  "the  oeatmet  ral'Mng  to 
leregntetion  of  ympeilj  within  the  jodsdlotion  and 
ibJNt  to  the  bws  of  this  oonntiy,  this  oonrt  will  ad- 
iaiitsr  tha  law  on  Mie  snbjeot  aa  If  the  whole  matter 
era  to  be  administered  aooording  to  BogUab  law." 
in  ffnaten  t.  Digh  (M  Bear.  667,  11  W.  S.  380), 
deeiaion  whieh  although  it  is  fbnoded  on  difforent 
ofiderationK  from  thaaa  abors  stated  will  be  foaod  on 
jimination  to'  be  In  oonfbrmity  with  the  tales  abore 
id  doirn. 

00  the  oooasion  of  a  settlement  exeonted  on  the 
Ullage  of  a  foreigner  with  an  Englishwoman  where 
•  partiea  intend  to  reside  abroad,  at  the  place  of  the 
laband's  domioile,  it  is  snggeeted  that  the  settlement 
onld  be  in  the  ordinary  English  form  with  the  follow- 
{  alterations:  for,  althongh  relying  on  the  decision  in 
la  0n$tteit  t.  Digbf,  a  setUemant  in  the  oidinary  form 
•nffldent,  it  appears  proper  to  foUaw  the  nsnal  rnle  of 
DTiTanaing  and  to  expreas  folly  what  is  intended  to 
done, 

Iiet  the  reohala  state  that  A.  B.,  the  intended  hnahand, 
s  a  foiaign  domioile  (French,  for  instance),  that  0.  D., 
»  intended  wife,  has  an  Bog^ish  domicile,  and  that  it 
Intended  "that  theae  presents  should  be  interpreted 
3  that  tiie  rig^ta  and  obligations  of  all  persons  olaim- 
r  herennder  ahonld  be  tJie  same  as  if  tiie  said  A.  B. 
re  now,  and  as  if  the  said  A.  B.  and  the  said  0.  D. 
re  to  remain  till  their  xaspectiTe  deaths  domloUed  in 
^laad." 
nte  operatiTe  part  shonld  be  in  tha  nsnal  form  with 

1  fidlowing  ezo^Uons: — 

1st.  "  A  declaration  shonld  be  introduced  that  tbeee 
ssnts  shall  be  interpreted  as,  and  that  the  rights  and 
fgttiom  of  all  penons  claiming  hereunder  shiUl  be  the 
M  ss,  they  wonid  be,  if  the  said  A.  B.  were  new,  and 
f  he  and  the  said  O.D.  were  to  remain  till  their  reepeo- 
>  d^s  of  death,  domioUed  in  Bngland." 
nd.  In  each  oase  where  a  power  of  appointanent  l^ 
I  is  given,  the  following  word*  should  be  added, 
ecnted  in  anoh  a  manner  as  would  render  it  valid 
er  aooording  to  tha  law  of  England  if  the  person 
nting  the  ssone  were  domioilad  in  England,  or  accord- 
to  the  law  of  France  if  theperaon  ozseuting  the  same 
I  domiciled  in  France." 

td.  The  inieetiuunt  clatise  shonld  anthorise  invest- 
la  in  England  and  not  elsewhere,  lor  there  is  tiie 
iUe  rlak  th«t  a  foreiga  trUinnal  would  hold  that  the 
emont  wars  aatiirely  void  aa  being  void  aooording  to 
hw<A  the  asatrimoniai'dmiieile;  and,  by  reatrioting 
nveatmanta  to  Bnglaitd,  wo  xsnder  it  certain  that,  in 
«f  dispate,  the  investment  will  be  interpreted  by  an 
UahTribuML 


le  late  Mr.  Francis  Brodetip,  solicitor,  it  now  appesrs, 
;he  beneCsctor  who,  in  1866,  gave  an  snonymons  dona- 
]f  :eao,000  (4  per  eaak.  Btaaiban  Bonds)  to  the  ftinds  of 
liddlesex  Hospital  His  dsath  annulled  the  obligation 
oecy,  and  thu  act  of  rare  mnni&oenoe  can  now  be 
ted  to  the  real  benebetor. 


BBOISKMIS. 


■qohy. 

HxnSBAITD  AND  WDS— ODatODT  OF  OHiuHnnr.  . 
SamUttn  v.  JEbtttr,  L.O.,  19  W.  B.  MO. 
In  this  oase  the  Master  of  the  Bolls  conrfdered  the  ^uae- 
tion  whether  the  general  law  Ks  to  a  fAthei's  onstody  of 
his  children  is  in  any  way  aUbOtad  by  recent  legidatlcn. 
The  Act  20  &  3l  flat.  o.  8S,  pravides,  as  die  reader  w4H 
remember  (seotion  35)  that  Uie  Bivoroe  Court  ma^  malm 
snoh  interim  orders,  and  may  make  snofa  pforUon  in  tk>< 
final  decree,  as  seems  jost  with  respeet  to  Mie  onstody  of 
the  ohildren,  the  marriage  of  whose  pwwnts  is  the  snb- 
}Mt  of  the  suit;  and  by  22  b  28  Tict.  o.  61,  s.  4,  tte  dour* 
may  make  similar  orders  at  any  time  after  the  final 
decree,  whether  of  separation,  nullity,  or  disadaUoa  of 
marriage.  That  is  to  say,  the  Jndge-Ordinaiy  may 
deprive  the  hnafaand  wther  wholly  or  partially  of  the 
custody  of  his  ohiUnn,  notwithstanding  the  geaaral  rule 
of  law. 

The  general  role  of  law  is,  tiiat  a  father  is  wititled  to 
the  custody  of  his  children,  as  against  thefar  inrther  and 
everybody  else.  According  to  Lord  JusHee  Tomer  in 
Uoite  V.  Bape  (6  W.  E.  887,  8  D.  M.  O.  748),  flie  law 
gives  the  father  that  onstody,  not  for  his  own  gratifica- 
tion, hot  on  acoonnt  of  his  duties,  and  with  reepect  to 
the  public  welfare.  He  cannot,  therefore,  contract  him- 
self out  of  that  obligation  by  any  instrument  known  to 
the  law,  or  for  any  ooniUeration.  A  oontraot  by  a  father 
toabatain  from  eeeing  and  exenising  any  control  over 
his  ohildren  is  bad,  because  it  is  against  the  policy  of  the 
law,  whioh  holds  that  it  is  deeirable  that  he  should 
exercise  snperintendence  over  his  ohildren,  and  he  cannot, 
therefore,  by  oontraet  deprive  himself  of  this  inherent 
right  and  toty  impoaed  on  him  by  nature  (  Tantittart  r. 
Vaiuittart,  6  W.  B.  886, 2  De  O.  ft  J.  249).  It  follows. 
that  an  arrangement  effectuated  by  means  of  a  separation 
deed  nndar  wliioh  a  hasband  oedes  to  a  greater  or  lees 
extent  the  contiol  of  his  children  to  their  mother  is  in 
general  bad  {WeOrond  r.  Walrtnd,  7  W.  B.  88,  Job.  18). 
But  where  the  control  of  the  father  is  injurions  to  the 
ohild,  the  Court  will  enforce  a  oontraot  by  a  father  to 
abetain  from  exercising  any  oontrol  over  his  ohild,  if  it 
appear  for  thebeneflt  of  the  child  that  it  ahonld  be  enforced 
(Swift  ▼.  Sntift,  18  W.  B.  878,  781.) 

In  RamiUon  v.  Beattr,  a  salt  for  a  divorce  bad 
been  oommenoed,  but  negotiations  for  an  arrange- 
ment ended  in  a  separation  deed  being  executed  Iqr 
tiie  parties,  containing  amongst  other  provisions,  a 
provision  tliat  tha  two  elder  ohildren  of  the  mar- 
riage shonld  paas  their  holidaya  at  such  places  as  the 
trustee  of  the  deed  should  direct,  having  regard,  as  far 
as  practicable,  to  the  wishss  of  both  parties.  Counsel  foe 
the  wife  moved  to  restrain  the  hasband  from  interfering 
with  the  direotion  of  the  trustees  that  the  children 
ehonld  pass  the  first  half  of  the  ensuing  Midsummer 
holidays  with  their  mother,  and  the  question  was,  whether 
the  Court  was  bound  to  give  effect  to  the  above  prori- 
sion,  whioh  amounted  in  effect  to  a  stipulation  that  the 
husband  shonld  psrt  with  his  control  over  his  dhildren  to 
some  extent,  vis.,  by  the  abandonment  by  a  wife  of  a  suit 
in  the  Ecolesiastiisal  Conrt  used  not  to  be  a  consideration 
whioh  woold  support  a '  provision  of  this  character 
(  VaniUtart  y.  VatuUtart,  tup,),  but  in  the  preeent  oase 
it  was  argued  with  some  forae,  that  slnoe  a  decree  of  the 
Divorce  Court  now  involves,  or  may  involve,  an  order  as 
to  the  custody  of  the  children,  a  stipulation  as  to  the 
custody  of  the  ohildien  in  a  separation  deed  founded  on 
tha  abandonment  of  snoh  a  snit  is  a  reasonable  siipnls- 
tion,  and  one  to  which  equity  can  give  effect.  Tb« 
Master  of  the  Bolls,  however,  deoUned  to  depart  froai 
the  established  rule,  holding  that  the  policy  of  the  iMT 
remained  the  same  as  ever,  and  was  not  altered  by  tho 
Divoroe  Apts,  except  in  the  particular  oases  In  which  thon* 
Acts  suable  the  Divoroe  Oonrt  to  interfere.  He  tliera- 
fote  deoUned  to  make  any  order  upon  the  motion. 
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Th*  Lord  Ohanoellor,  after  hearing  the  oaw  upon  appeal, 
nade  *a  order  reetraining  the  father  from  interferfaiff  to 
prcTeninS  tibOdien  tiem  paedng  half  their  bolMaT* 
with  their  Mother,  hot  he  gave  no  deeiaion  vpon  the 
<|n<atioa,  decided  by  the  Maater  of  the  Bolls  as  to  the 
non-effeobof  the  Divorce  Acts  upon  the  general  poUojr 
of  the  law,  thongh  he  deoliaed  to  aooept  tiie  argnaieiit 
that  a  hn^iand  oan  oontraot  himself  oat  of  anythibg  that 
the  Divo^ie  Conrt  .might  take  away  from  him,  or,  in 
other  words,  that  "the  discretion  of  the  Oonrts  as  to 
modifjiag  tiia  dnties  originally  belonging  to  the  father 
ooold  be  by  eoairaot  transferred  to  o&er  patties."  He 
made  the  ofxler ,  restraioing  the  hnaband,  tot  a  reason 
whieh  applied  equally  before  the  Acts  ref  Acred  to.  One 
of  the  stipnlations  of  the  agreement  was  that  the  chil- 
dren should  be  suffered  to  spend  part  of  their  holidays 
with  th^ijr  inother.  Lord  Hatherley' thought  that  tUs 
did  nottipansgress  the  limits  of  the  general  law;  and  that 
being  so,  he  considered  that,  npon  the  principle  of 
-.Lumltg  T.  Wagner  (5  D.  M.  O.  604),  he  could  separate 
this  sttpala^^B  from  the  whole  agreement,  and  enforce 
it  witliiiHrt  diseusaing  the  question  whether  or  no  the 
entirety  coal4  be  enioroed. 

WiFK's  Equitt  to  a  Sxttlehxnt— Abbkabs  of  ik- 

COMB. 

Se  Caxi't  Truttt,  V.O.M.,  19  W.  B.  675. 
The  wife's  equity  to  a  settlement  extends  to  eTorysnmof 
corpus,  howerer  small  {R»  XineaiSCt  TrutM,  1 W.  B.  180)^ 
but  she  has  no  equity  to  the  settlement  of  a  life  Inteceetv 
for  the  husband  is  a  purchaser  of  it  in  consideration  of 
the  obligatlcn  to  maintain  her  incurred  on  marriage. 
Thus  a  particular  assigrnment  by  the  husband  of  his  wife's 
life  interest,  while  he  is  maintainijig  her,  is  good  against 
her  equity  (  Wright  ▼.  JUottyn,  11  Yes.  12,  see  SUiett  t. 
Cordett,  6  Mad.  149),  and  cTen  if  he  has  ceased  to 
maintain  her,  she  is  not  entitled  as  against  a  particular 
assignee  from  him,  to  a  settlement  of  the  income  of  her 
life  estate  {Tiid  ▼.  LUkr,  10  Ha,  140.  8  D.  M.  G.  857,  8 
W.  B.  184,  406).  Bat  she  has  no  equity  to  a  eetUement 
bt  arrears  of  income  of  property  not  settled  to  her  separate 
use,  for  the  inooide  is  her  hnsbaads  nntil  she  asserts  her 
equity,  and,  therefore,  the  arrears  belong  to  him  and  not 
to  her.  The  present  decision,  as  well  as  Life  Auoaiation 
of  Simtland  y.  SUdal  (3  D.  F.  J.  276),  show  that  the 
rale  is  the  same  whether  the  inoome  proceeds  from  a  life 
estate  as  from  property  to  which  the  wife  is  absolutely 
entitled,  and  that  in  either  case  the  arrears  belong  to  the 
husband  and  are  not  subject  to  the  wife's  equity. 


VALtTABLB   OOKBIDBBATIOB — 27  EtI2.  C.  4. 

Mountfori  y.  Xeene,  H.B.,  19  W.  B.  708. 
The  plaintifi's  father  conTeyed  to  her  his  entire  pro- 
perty by  a  deed,  whereby  in  pursuance  of  a  recited  con- 
tract she  coTenanted  to  indemnify  him  against  a 
mortgage  to  which  part  of  the  property  was  subject. 
One  of  Uie  questions  was,  whether  this  oorenant  made  the 
plaintiff  apnrohasQrfor  Taloe.against  whom  twoTolnntary 

.aettkioents  of  prior  date  would  be  void  under  27  EUz.  c. 

.4,  as  regarded  the  real  estate.  As  the  plaintiff  was  a 
purchaser  for  Taloe  under  a  devise  of  the  property  in  her 

.fas:oar,  it  was  not  necessary  to  decide  this  question;  but 
it  may  be  us^ul  to  ooUect  the  authorities  upon  which  it 
may  be  surmised  that  the  oourt  might  have  held  that 
the  conveyance  could  be  supported  as  a  parohase  for 
value,  by  reason  of  the  ooTeqant  to  indemnify  the  grantor 
ogainst  the  mortgage.  The  question  what  is  a 
valuable  consideration  to  support  a  deed  is  exactly  the 

.^ame  under  13  EUz.  o.  5,  and  27  EUz.  c.  4,  nor  will  the 

.jfuleqnacy  of  the  consideration  be  inquired  into  too 
cloeely  (Zady  Amndetl  v.  Phippt,  10  Yes.  139),  in  fact 

,the  smallest  possible  surrender  of  interest  has  been  held 
enough  to  form  a  ooosideration  to  support  a  voluntary 
oonveyanoe  (Per  Wood,  V.C.,  in  Bolmet  v.  Penny,  3  K.  & 
J.  96,  5  W.  R.  132),  and  there  seems  to  be  no  reason  for 
holding  that  where  the  consideration  moves  only  from 


thagnate«itmiiMb«rabatMiMri<4kMxkwhOTaikM>w 
ftomfttUidpwtyaiiB  Jimfr.  Stoarf(15  Bmt.  4n), 
a  trffliB|r  oaaridsMtion  will  be  h4d  eao^gH.  la 
AMtf  t.  SMtf  (IS  3mt.TU),  Lort  cnuuMeHw  <tea««th 
treated  a  deed  as  on  the  face  of  It  •  dMd  asada  foe  vsla- 
akie  wmsMeratloa,  faaeansa  Ik  onatalnad  a  oaraoMt  bj 
tke  gmattttOTftf  tk»  fiantoi'adiMs,  aad  in  tka  IhI. 
in)(oaa«ot  Hmund  v.  Afar  (14  W.  B.  SOS,  Jt.  B.  1 
Ok.  4M),  *  tanaamt  hf  the  gfaataa  te  ioOtimmUj  tki 
grabtar  agUB**  *>U  UaMHty  in  nspcet  of  tiw  aMc^sps 
afllseting  41*  ym>arty'  «m  hald  sotteimt  to  mnaA 
the  sattlMMit  •■  sade  foe  Talna,  tkoo^  tM  imissiit 
did  not  gotoyo^  thaliMbnitythatwoidd  ezirt  wittat 
it,  fbr,  apart  fseoi  th*  eoTenaat,  the  gwiitsn  sroaldhnt 
bam  under  aa  ciiligstieB  to  pay  the  mortgasw  aad  in- 
demnify the  graafeor  against  them.  In  Buftpih  r. 
CUHh$  (19  W.  B.  8M.  L.  B.  6  Oh.  S28),  tha  UA 
Ohaneallor,  aflbming  Yiae<ai«Mallor  Jamw,  tlat  sa 
advanoe  of  £180  on  a  promiasoiy  note  pajnU*  «■  ds- 
mand  was  a  sofllaient  ecoaidemtieB  to  ■appwt  a  pesk- 
nnptial  sMtlemaat  of  property  worth  dear  jEl,SIO, 
thongh  no  mention  of  tha  advance  waa  mado  in  tk 
setitemtet.  It  is  weU  aatUed  that  the  oonaJdersttis 
seed  not  appear  on  tiM  tiM  of  tha  doed  (CUftri  r. 
TttrrHt,  t  T.  A:  0.  a  0.  188),  and  may  be.  bj 
emf«$t  feuito  {Jtkmnm  r.  Legmrd,  T.  *  B.  SU)^ 


OOBIMOir  LAW. 

COSIB— AcnOK-  BBMOTED    FBOX    HaTO^B    OOVBT  TO 

Sotvbiob  Coubx  bt  Okbtio&abi— ComtTT  Ootti» 

Aoi,  1867  (80  k.  81  YlOT.  o.  142),  &  5. 

PtlUa  y.  BretUtur,  B.O.,  1»  W.  B.  779. 

This  action  had  bean  tamoved  by  e«rf  iarort  inmi  tbe 
Mayor's  Ookrt  at  the  instance  of  tha  dafendaatt  aad 
hnbeequently  the  plaintiS  obtained  a  verdict    foe  £L 
The  Master  taxed  the  plaintiff's  coats,  and  Iiuah,  J.,  it- 
fused  at  chambers  to  order  the  taxation  to  be  raviewsd, 
btat  Blackburn  and  Hannen,  JJ.,  in  the  Bail  Coait,  m^ 
absolote  a  rule  to  review,  on  the  gioaod   that  tiia  Sth 
section  of  the  Oonnty  Oourt  Act  deprived  tbe  idaiatiff  if 
his  oosts  unless  he  got  a  rule  or  order  for  Uma.    The 
Oourt  held  that  the  words  of  that  section — "  If,  in  aay 
action  commenced  after  the  passing  of  this  Act  in  aay 
superior  court,  the  plaintiff  shall  recover,''  ka.,  nteaait: "  U 
in  any  action  oommenoed  after  the  passing  of  Uiia  Asi 
the  plaintiff  shall  recover  in  any  superior  ooort,"  eta.;  tlna 
holding  that  the  action  was  wiUiin  the  section,  thoogke 
menoed  in  an  inferior  oourt  and  removad  to  the 
oourt  by  etrtiorari.  This  probably  carrlss  ont,  wsea 
the  intention  of  the  Legidatore,  bat  what  weald  haf» 
been  tlie  intention  If  tlw  point  had  bean  foraaaasu    At 
the  same  time  it  would  appear  to  he  contrary  Id  the 
grammatical  meaning  of  tile  words  wUch  happea  to  I 
been  used.    With  modem  Acts  of  ParUamaat,  I 
the    courts  occasionally  find  it  neoeasaiy  to 
words,  and  take  other  similar  liberties  ia  order  to   gfaa- 
effect   to  the  presumed   intention  of  the 
and  this  seems  a  case  in  point     It  is  of  no 
portanoe  whidk  way  tihe  p<rfnt  waa   deeidac 
plaintiff  in  such  a  case  wonid  almoat  always  get  Us  < 
allowed  by  a  rule  or  order,  under  the  latter  part 
section.     The  proper  conrae,  however,  for  a  ] 
take,  is  to  insist  on  tsrma  as  to  costs  baiag  im| 
the  order  for  the  eerHorari,    Tha  I6tii,  17th,  M 
19th  sections  of  the  Mayor's  Oonrt  Aot,  1857,  ( 
provisions    as    to   the  removal    of   causes  fwa 
Oonrt    to    the   superior   courts,   the   geoersl 
which  is,  that  the  judge  has  power  in  all  cases  te  i 
terms  as  to  costs,  while   in  some  oaass  a  i 
must  also  be  given.  TTnder  the  County  Oourt  Ael^  t 
'  has  a  similar  power  of  imposing  terau  as  to  i 
granting  a  eertiarari.     In  the  latter  cas^  1 
applioation  may  be  made  Ex  parte,  and  the  pisiaiiKi 
then  have  no  opportunity.  In  the  first  inataass,if  sflHm^ 
for  the  terms  being  imposed.     Under  the  Kiy<^  ChfHlk 
Aot,  it  would  seem  that  the  applioaUon  o  Ktaot   taa  X^ 
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\rtt,  M  it  mnat  be  npon  ■ammons.  In  any  oaae,  how- 
«r,  ve  ihoald  adviaa  a  plkintiff  hftving  »  muUl  oUint 
morad  by  Mrtiorori  at  the  instanee  of  the  defendant 
hn  an  ii^eiior  to  a  inpetior  oooart,  to  ask  a  ]adp  to 
tfotttffiu  in  the  defendant  obliging  hikn  to  pay  the 
its  of  aoything  ihoold  be  leooTiared  whioh  woold  oarry 
)ti  in  the  inferior  eooit.  Jn  oaae  of  an  order  made  JQc 
ttt,  withoat  the  judge  of  hia  own  aooord  impoeing  aooh 
m,  it  would,  «t  couM^  be  neoewaiy  for  Ota  plaintiS 
Mdf  to  take  oat  a  Munmons  to  ham  the  ocdar  amended 
iusrting  looh  tazm*.  -  Saoh  m  oooiee  on  the  part  of 
I  plaistiff  would  be  more  pmdent  than  tnuttag  to  get 
I  coats  allowed  afterwwds,  althoogh,  as  Ur.  fosUoe 
isnen  remarked,  the  faet  of  the  remoral  of  the  oaae  at 
Mtet'a  iiMtwiea  iroald  he  «  my  atnmg  re— on  fer 
iwing  the  platntUfs  oosts,  in  an  applloation  for  them 
jer  the  last  olanae  of  the  5th  seotion  of  the  County 
ut  Act,  ^867. 

IBUaSB  AOX—iXtOaHAL  DbOUJUXIOH  of  YXXiUH. 

Bradbury  r.  Sutttm,  O.  P.  19  W.  B.  800. 
rhig  ease  decidee  that  the  deoIaration.of  the  oontents 
1  Talne  whioh  is  required  in  the  oaae  of  a  paioel,  oon- 
lisg  aiti«leB  within  the  lat  aeotion  of  the  Oanriera  Aot, 
tidar  to  take  the  oaae  oat  of  the  (^oration  of  the  iuot, 
1  not  be  expraes  or  fonnaL  The  marginal  note  of 
ler  V.  Pink,  8  C.  *  P.  881,  atatea  the  oontrary,  and 
D  the  authority  of  this  oaae,  moat  of  the  tert  books 
down  the  same  proposition.  It  will  be  seen,  howerer, 
i  in  Boyer  t.  Pink,  although  the  nature  of  the  oontenta 
»  informally  declared,  ^ere  was  no  deolaration  of 
16  at  all  i  besides  whioh,  of  conrse,  it  was  but  a 
priuM  mUng.  The  present  oase  therefore  is  worth 
Dg,  not  so  maoh  beoause  of  the  importanoe  of  the 
t  decided,  bat  beoanse  it  has  b«en  auppoaed  that  it 
aliea4y  been  decided  the  opposite  way.  Although 
now  hdd  that  a  formal  declaration  is  not  absolutely 
ired,  yet  there  will  be  few  oaaee  in  which  an  in- 
•I  dadaraaon  is  likely  to  be  held  snffioient.  In  aU 
t  there  most  be  such  a  declaration  of  the  oemtmta, 
IB  point  oat  to  the  carrier  the  degree  of  care,  whioh 
iDBt  take  of  the  pareel,  and  such  a  declaration  of 
)  as  will  enable  him  to  oalonlate  the  amount  of 
dditional  charge  whioh  he  is  entitled  to  make,  if  he 
as,  for  the  insnranoe. 


lAiLwxy  Pi^rroBx  Acoiobnt — Evidenob  of 

NBGLiaKNOK. 

rei  V.  The  North  London  Railteay  Cbmpany,  Ex.  Oh. 

(from  Q.  B.),  19  W.  B.  824. 
is  case  is  principally  remarkable  for  the  fact  that 

separate  jadgments,  all  of  considerable  length,  were 
lied  in  it.  There  certainly  were  some  diflerenoes  of 
>n  in  minor  points,  even  amongit  those  jndges  who 
1  in  the  result.  These  differences,  however,  were 
trifling,  and  there  was  no  real  reason  why  more 
two  jndgments,  one  representing  the  opinion  of  the 
ity  of  foar,  the  other  that  of  the  minority  of  three, 
I  have  been  delivered.  As  time  had  been  taken  to 
ler,  and  most  of  the  judgments  were  written,  one 

have  tboaghtthat  the  jadges  respeotively  forming 
Bjority  and  minority  might  have  managed  to  agree 
iudgments  'which  should  have  suCBoiently  expressed 
•pinions,  without  delivering  them  ttriatim.    The 

of  oonrse,  is,  that  the  oase  loses  most  of  its  value 
Mthority,  as  it  cannot  be  quoted  in  support  of  any 
Aoite  proposition.  Many  arguments  pro  and  con 
» found  amon^t  the  jadgments  for  nse  when  similar 
ms  arise  again  upon  similar  facts,  and  some  of  the 
enta  are  likely  to  be  qaoted  as  valuable  expressions 
nion  on  points  of'  general  applioation  to  cues  of 
1  negligenoe,  and  not  merely  as  applicable  to  plat- 
ases.  Tbns  Baron  Ohannell  explains  at  length  the 
'  Seott  y.  The  landon.  Doeht  (13  W.  B.  110,  S  H.  Jc 
),  vrhioh,  in  consequence  of  the,  shortness  of  the 
ent,  and  tfae  somewhat  obscure  language  in  which 


K  is  expressed,  has  not  always  been  very  w6ll  understood. 
The  principle  which  the  judges  intended  to  lay  down  in 
that  oaae  is  one  of  eonaiderable  practical  value,  and  the 
explanat^nnowgiveno^it  willprobably  assist  considerabl.v 
itsappUcationtoordinarycasea.  Again, thesamejndgedealit 
inoidentaUy  with  a  qnestion  whidiwe  have  several  time -• 
diaeuaaed  in  theaeodaiBns,  vis.,  whethertherule  of  lawpre- 
venting  a  plaintiff  from  recovetinginaoaaeof contributory 
negligenoe  ia  based  upon  dootrtnea  of  public  policy  under 
whitih  a  peraooal  disability  •  ia  imposed  on  a  negligent 
plaintifl  (see  Sharmaa  on  negligenoe,  842),  or  npon  tbb 
miucim  in  pari  delitto  potior  t$t  eoniitio  itfendeatis. 
It  would  appear  that  the  learned  judge  ia  of  the  latter 
opinion,  as  he  s^ya  that  where  faots  are  disclosed  in  the 
pteintiirs  ease  whioh  shows  that  the  plaintiff  contributed 
to  the  accident,  the  judge  may  nonani^  dn  the  ground 
that  the  plaintiff  in  auoh  a  oaae  faila  upon  an  iasne  whioh 
lies  upon  him,  viz.,  the  issue  whether  the  damage  is 
oansed  by  the  negligenoe  of  the  defendants.  The  judg- 
ment of  Mr.  JnsUoe  Willes  is  also  likdy  to  be  referred  to 
for  the  definition  whioh  he  gives  of  the  duty  of  a  carrier 
of  paaaengera  for  hire,  whiph  he  aaya  ia  "  generally  to  - 
abstain  from  exposing  them,  by  any  aot  or  default  of  hi«, 
to  onusnal  or  nnneeeaaary  danger,  and  partioularly  to 
give  the  paaaengera  a  reaaonable  opportunity  of  alighting 
with  aafety  at  their  destination,"  and  also  that "  this 
involves  a  dnty  not  to  mislead  them  either  by  design  or 
negligenoe  into  reasonably  supposing  that  they  may 
alight,  and  in  so  alighting  in  an  unsafe  and  improper 
place."  Probably  a  few  other  paasagea  may  be  found  in 
these  judgmenta  of  g^eneral  nse  and  application.  Upon 
the  points  neceaaaiy  for  the  deciaiou  of  the  case,  there 
was,  including  the  jndges  of  the  Court  below,  a  decided 
preponderanoe  in  favour  of  the  view  taken  by  Mr.  Justice 
Biaokbom  at  the  trial,  when  he  nonsuited  the  plaintiff, 
bnt  for  the  reason  we  have  mentioned  it  can  scarcely  be 
aaid  that  the  oaae  settles  anything  at  all. 


SAI.B  OF  SEABBSON  THK  STOOK  EXOHUlaE— CONTBl^CT 
BETWEBN  OBICONAb  VmrSOB  AND  ULTIMATE  PUB- 
CBASBB.. 

Bomrimg  v.  Shtphord,  Bx.ah.  (from  Q.B.),  19  W.  B.  862. 

The  practical  importanoe  of  this  oaae  aeems  to  be  that 
it  settles  the  appropriate  form  of  deolaration  by  an 
original  vendor  of  shares  on  the  Stock  Exchange  against 
the  ultimate  purchaser.  The  liability  of  the  ultimate 
purchaser  has  been  established  now  in  so  many  q^ses, 
that  it  oould  scarcely  be  argued  against  with  any  ipf»  : 
of  success.  Indeed  where  the  transfer  haa  been  accepted, 
■uch  a  liability  would  clearly  exist  independently  of  any 
custom  or  rulea  of  the  Exchange.  In  Davit  v.  Hayooek, 
in  the  Exchequer,  however,  two  jndgea  had  given  their 
opinion  in  favour  of  the  defendant  on  the  ground  that 
the  declaration  allegred  a  aale  from  the  plaintiff  to  the 
defendant  at  a  certain  iwice,«to.,  and  they  did  not  think 
that  this  correctly  described  the  substituted  contract, 
made  when  the  ultimate  parties  were  bronght  together, 
even  if  any  such  contract  were  made.  In  Davit  v.  3ay 
ooek  counsel  declined  to  amend.  In  the  present  otae, 
however,  the  declaration  was  amended  in  accordance 
with  the  facts,  and  the  form  ia  given  in  the  report. 
The  two  cases,  therefore,  are  analogous  to  the  two  caaea 
of  Bankint  v.  UaUby  in  Chancery.  In  Satekiiu  v. 
Malthy  (16  W.  B.  210)  Lord  Chehnaford  dismissed  a  bill 
for  an  indemnity  filed  by  the  original  vendor  of  shares 
against  the  ultimate  pnrohaser,  on  the  ground  that  it 
alleged  a  contract  of  sale  from  Uie  one  to  the  other  at  a 
certain  price,  whioh  was  inoorreot.  In  the  satweqaent 
oase  between  the  same  parties  (reported  17  W.  B.  567), 
the  plaintiff  having  filed  a  new  bill  alleging  the  various ' 
transactions  as  they  oocnrred,  was  snocessfni. 

The  only  other  point  dealt  with  in  Bimring  v.  Shep- 
herd, is  the  qaestion  whether  the  aoceptance  of  the 
transfer  by  the  buying  broker  on  behalf  of  his  prinmpal, 
was  an  act  done  within  the  scope  of  his  authority,  and  it 
was  held  that  it  was. 
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COVETS. 

the  albebt  life  assurance 
asbitration:* 

(Botote  Lord  CAnufg.) 
Jane  1, 16.— lU  tA*  £u%k  ofLomitm  amd  NaUamlTnevimeM 

Insumee  Aitotiation,  Laiteadtr'team. 
/tintrmM  eompauf — Amalgomatitm  of  eompamm — Wiitimt 

ftp — Poliey — Novation  ofeaistratt — Paywwit  of  premiumu. 

L,  tftettd  a  polwy  oit,  hu  lift  kt  tht  B.  Iitnmwei  Oompamy, 
through  hit  toHtitort  W.  i  Co.,  uht  eceatitmally  attid  at 
fetUt  of  tht  eompcny.  .  Shortly  after  tht  B.  Con^ftum  beeame 
amalgamated  wtih  tht  A.  Iiuuromct  Company.  Thtrt  <mm 
no  proof  tJiat  any  eireutar  retpeeting  the  ammlgamatioH  teat 
tni  tUhtr  to  Z.orio  W.f  Co.  L.  eontimed  to  pay  all  hit 
prtmiwnu  to  W.,4  Co.  Tht  Jirit  two  rteeiptt  afltr  tht 
aiiialgamatiott  could  not  ht  produced,  tut  it  vm  held  from  Vtt 
tvidtnee  that  tht  ordinary  efieial  reetipte  a*  iitutd  by  the  A. 
Company  during  the  ftrtt  year  afttr  tht  amalgamation,  had 
teen  $ent.  This  etattd  that  thtpolieiet  had  been  taken  by  the 
A.  Company.  In  hit  evidence  L.  laid  that  he  had  nUietd  a 
change  in  the  farm  of  the  receipt!  and  had  uhtd  If.  (f  Co. 
the  meaning  of  tl.  They  eaid  they  would  iorile  and  get  infer- 
mation.  In  reply  to  their  letter  the  actuary  of  the  A.  Coat- 
pany  informed  them  that  the  buiineee  of  theS.  Ctaynny  veu 
transferred  to  the  A.  Coatpany,  tutd  that  the  A.  Coammy^tcae 
now  liable  for  the  turn  aetur^  by  L't  policy.  Thie  tetter  wae 
read  over  to  L.  The  reeeipte  thertafler  were  in  tubitanee  A. 
Company' t  reeeipte.  On  both  Iheeompaniet  being  wound  i^,  it 
loae  held  that  L.  loat  a  creditor  not  of  the  £.  Company,  but  of 
tht  A.  Company. 

This  tras  •  olaim  by  Ur.  Lancaiter  to  rank  u  a  creditor 
I'f  the  Bank  of  London  Auociation  in  respect  of  a  policy  for 
Jt  5,000. 

In  18(8  Meant.  Woodcock  ft  Co.  were  the  solidton  of 
Mr.  Lanoaater,  and  alio  occasionally  acted  as  agents,  sl- 
thoiuh  they  were  not  the  recognized  agents,  of  the  Bank  of 
J'Ondon  Aaiodation.  Through  them  Mr.  Lancaster  effected 
a  policy  with  the  Association,  dated  the  9th  of  April,  and 
uesoring  the  payment  of  £5,000  on  his  life. 

In  October,  I8S8,  Uie  Bank  of  London  Association  became 
amalgamated  with  the  Albert  The  deed  of  amalgamation, 
dated  the  7th  of  October,  1858,  contained  the  fallowing 
provisions : — 

'*  Claose  6.  All  premiums  and  other  loms  of  money  after 
the  said  6th  day  of  September,  1858,  paid  or  payable  upon, 
<>r  in  respect  of  policies  of  assurance  (except  those  relating 
to  insurance  agunst  loss  or  damage  by  fire)  or  upon  or  in 
Tenpeotof  endowments,  grants,  or  engagements  of  the 
twsooiation  in  force  on  that  day  shall,  sabiect  to  the  oon- 
^mation  of  this  agreement  by  the  shareholders  of  the  asso- 
riatian  as  hernnafter  mentioned,  be  received  by  and  be  the 
1  ."P«ity  of  the  company,  and  all  risks,  engagements  and 
linbilities  apon  or  in  respect  of  all  snch  poUdes,  endow- 
iiiunts,  grants,  or  engagements,  and  all  char^  and  expenses 
connected  therewith  shall  be  bom  and  paid  by  the  com- 
pany :  and  the  holders  of  all  such  policies  shall  be  entitled 
to  the  same  bonuses,  rights,  and  priTileges  in  all  respects  as 
if  they  had  been  policies  granted  by  the  company,  on  the 
day  on  which  they  respectively  bear  date." 

"Olanse  6.  The  association  and  the  company  shall  res- 
peetirely  use  their  best  endeavoun  to  procure  the  several 
pertons  holding  or  entitled  to  policies,  endowments,  grants, 
deeds  of  covenant,  or  other  engagements  of  the  association, 
or  of  any  of  the  companies  or  associations  with  whom  the 
several  agreements  in  the  first  schedule  were  made,  to  accept 
in  exchange  or  in  renewal  policies,  endowments,  grants, 
(le^ds  of  covenant,  or  engagements  of  the  company,  and  the 
conipany  will,  at  their  own  expense,  on  the  application  of 
pf  r^onn  interested  therein  grant,  execute,  and  deliver  snch 
biiLs'.ituted  or  renewed  policies,  endowments,  grants,  deeds  of 
covenant  ot  engagements  to  the  several  persons  willing  to 
accept  the  same." 

There  was  no  proof  that  any  circular  announcing  the 
amalgamation  was  sent  either  to  Mr.  Lancaster  or  to  Messrs 
"Woodcock,  and  Co.  The  circumstances  connected  with  the 
hobsequent  payment  of  premiums  and  the  receipts,  are  set 
lorth  in  the  judgment  Ontiie  17th  of  September,  1869, 
the  Albert  was  ordered  to  be  wound  up,  and  on  the  22nd 

*  Beported  by  Richard  Manack,  Esq.,  Banister-at-Law. 


of  January,  1870,  an  older  fat  made  tar  winding  «p  ths 
Bankof  Loiidias. 

itilipmrd,Q.C.jaai  liotecl\ft,tor  Lancaster.— ThepnminH 
wore  paid  W  Timnaster  to  Maasn  Woodcock,  ft  Co.  u 
the  agents  of  the  Bank  of  London.  He  knew  notiUnc  of 
fhe  ^bert  He  kept  his  policy,  and,  as  he  Hkyi,  mhsl 
■pen  tint  M  his  security.  The  deed  of  amslgmmation  eoo- 
tsMflaM  thi^  some  puioyholdata  would  net  go  orar  to  tk 
AlbeM.  Ztindioated  the  form  ia  which  Bovrntioo  with  tht 
Albert  was  to  be  affMM ;  and  Umn  wm  aa  Hiiiil 
between  the  compasue*  to  do  their  ntoioet  to  indaes  cMk 
individual  policyholder  to  oair^  out  the  novatioa  in  ta| 
form.  Here  tiiere  is  no  novation,  just  as  there  was  noos % 
Se  Family  'Bndoumunt  Society,  18  W.  B.  US,  266.  So  iIh 
in  Jte  Manehetter  aud  Londtn  life  Atturanm  amd  Lomn  Am- 
etoMim,  L  R.  »  Eq.  S43,  6  (%. 640,  18  W.  fi.  Cai.  Dig.U, 
whidi  is  not  so  strong  as  o«r  caaei  beoanse  Vaan  tlie  vn- 
miums  were  reoeived  by  the  eompany.  In  that  csms  Vke- 
ObanceUoT  James  observed  that  Be  Ifatianml  Pneieeidl 
life  Aetaranee  Sedtty,  18  W.R.  398,  wa  not  aa  aotml 
dedtiam  by  Viee'ObsooeUar  HaKu  in  Ikvonr  of  Aotrnliea  kf 
a  policyholder.  In  Ike  7Vn*t  Lift  Aiiuranee  amd  Oum-aala 
Compami,  18  W.  B.  557,  and  in  Ji<  2^  Anchor  Atmraau 
Compirrt'ij,  18  W.  B.  1183,  and  also  in  the  j!(  Meiieat  batHi 
and  Oeiteral  Life  Aturance  Society,  Spencer' e  eeut,  19  W.  B. 
491,  the  decisians  were  groanded  on  the  &ct  tbat  a  bsea 
was  received.  Se  ifedieal  IntaUdand  Oentral  Lift  Atme- 
metSeeitty,  OrMth'e  eaie,  19  W.  B.  496,  is  eotitely  in  as 
iaToar..[L(>rd  Ouiiui :— In  that  oaae  there  waa  a  rtfasltv 
Oriffith  to  sign  the  admission  of  the  tzanaCgr  of  liaMli^.wUa 
was  tendered  to  him  to  sign,  and  upon  that  Lord  JnaliM 
James  thought  there  was  authority  to  the  Albert  CoaspesT 
to  receive  the  premiums  on  behalf  of  the  Medical  Csmpany.j 

Bddit,  0,0.,  and  Sodwell,  for  the  Bank  of  Loadoa  Aaods- 
tion,  were  not  called  on. 

Lord  Cairks.— This  is  s  olaim  against  the  Bank  of  Loe. 
don  Association  upon  a  policy  dated  the  9th  of  April,  ISJt, 
on  the  life  of  the  applicant  The  policy  was  efliKted  wifit 
the  assodation  through  Messrs.  Woodcock  A  Oo.,  sdidtat, 
of  Wigan,  the  solicitors  of  Mr.  lascaster.  They  appesr 
also  to  have  been  the  agents  of  the  Bank  of  Loodon  Aamd- 
ation  in  Wisnn,  and,  aa  I  gather,  i^  agents  of  aoBa  dfes 
Insuiaaoe  CkMnpanies  therob  TItey  effiaoted  fcr  Hi. 
Lanoastisr,  aa  I  undentand  the  evidanoe,  aboat  the  sbm 
time,  three  polides  in  different  offioes,  one  being  a  poG^ 
with  Uie  Bank  of  London  Asaodation  npon  which  Ha 
daim  arises. 

The  form  of  the  contract  of  assurance  is  substantially  Cbe 
same  as  that  which  I  have  referred  to  in  Kenmtdf'i  cam, 
15  8.  J.  729,  and  the  observations  which  I  made  in  Hat 
case  as  to  the  nature  and  effect  of  the  contract  apply  aba  in 
the  present  case.  The  Bank  of  London  and  the  AAet 
ama^lamated  in  October,  1858.  No  circular  is  proved  te 
have  been  sent  to  Mr.  Lancaster  on  the  subject  at  ttt 
amalgamation,  nor  ia  it  proved  to  my  satisCtctian,  whalhst 
any  or  what  drcular  was  lent  to  Measis.  Wbodooek  ft  Ok 
There  is  of  course  reason  to  suspect  from  what  afterward 
happened,  that  either  Mr.  Lancaster  or  Measra.  Woodcock 
ft  Co.,  as  his  solidtors,  had  a  circular  upon  the  salrjeet^  tat 
in  point  of  evidence  it  is  not  proved.  The  receipt  tar  th< 
premium  in  lS59,the  first  premium  after  the  amslgamatioa, 
18  not  produced  bv  Mr.  Lsnoaster.  Now  the  history  of  Ute 
transaction  attendmg  the  payment  of  this  premiam  and  <i 
the  subsequent  premiums  I  must  take  from  the  evidence  is 
the  case.  In  the  first  place  Mr.'  Scott,  a  partaw  ia  the 
house  of  Woodcock  ft  Co.,  says  this  in  his  affidavit : — "  A 
letter  of  credit  for  £333  ISs.  8d.  by  Messrs.  Thomas  Wood- 
cock ^  Sons,  banker*,  Wigan,  on  Messrs.  Barclay.  Bens 
&  Co.,  in  favour  of  the  said  Bank  of  London  and  Kaiiaaal 
Provindal  Insurance  Association,  was  seat  to  ths  said 
association  by  the  said  firm  of  Woodcock,  Pext,  t  Sostt,  is 
payment  of  the  renewal  premiums  on  the  said  pohoy  of  ^M6 
on  the  life  of  the  said  John  Lancaster  for  ths  year  18S^  aad 
of  another  policy  in  the  same  association  on  the  life  of  Kr  & 
T.  Oeiard,  and  on  the  22nd  of  April,  1859,  the  said  fimrf 
Woodcock,  Fart  &  Scott  received  the  following  lettsv  •«■ 
the  secretary  of  the  association :— '7,  Waterloo-plaei 
don.  Albert  Life  Assurance  and  Guarantee  Ccoipaiiy. 
I  \>eg  to  acknowledge  the  recdpt  of  your  remiltiiies 
£833  18s.  8d.,  and  in  return  have  the  pleasnn  to  j 
the  oificiiil  receipta  for  premiums  on  life  pdioiw,  iMt  I 
and  6887.— H.  W.  Smitb,  actuary  and  secretaiy.*  ••  u 
is  Mr.  Soott's  evidence  of  the  letter  that  was  Mat  ly^  ^ 
company. 
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Umii  Mr.  Smith  tekea  np  the  ouratiTe.  In  his  HTidenoe 
ityithis :— "  The  said  Albert  Life  Assurance  Company  for 
lint  tirelre  months  after  the  transfer  thereto  of  tne  bosi- 
lof the  Kud  Bank  of  London  and  National  Provincial  Insor- 
e  AMOoiation,  issned  receipts  on  payment  of  the  renewal 
muiai  on  policies  effected  with  the  said  association,  in  the 
g  msrlrad  10."  I  oaght  to  observe  here  that  in  the  letter 
ch  I  read  from  the  affidavit  of  Ur.  Soott,it  was  stated  that 
writer,  H.  W.  Smith,  enclosed  the  offi(^  reompt  for  the 
uamson  the  two  policies.  The  official  receipt  would 
«{ore  probably  come  into  the  possession  of  Messrs. 
odcock  &  Co.,  or  of  Ur.  Lancaster.  They  are  fixed 
1  the  official  recei|>t,  whatever  was  the  form  of  it  at  the 
%  bat,  ss  I  said,  witiiont  imputing  blame  to  any  person, 
offidsl  receipt  is  not  produced  by  Mr.  Lancaster  or  by 
n.  Woodcock  &  Co.  Therefore  'the  affidavit  of  Mr. 
th, which  lam  now  reading,  is  material.  Now  the 
isl  receipt,  the  form  of  which  is  thus  spoken  to  by  Mr. 

tb,  runs  thus : — "  Received  the  —  day  of the 

of  —a  pounds,  being  the  premium  for  the  renewal  of 
sy  No.  — —  in.  the  Bank  of  London  Association  on  the 

of for  12  months  &om  — ^  day,  1859,  the  Uabilihr 

lis  Bank  of  London  Assoaiation  by  reason  of  the  death 

Ae  said  in  respect  of  the  sum  of assured 

radh  polioy,  having  been  taken  by  the  Albert  Life 
iiance  and  Ooaisntee  Company,  subject  to  the 
sent  to  tiiam  of  all  premiums  and  moneys  now 
Mreafter  to  become  due  and  payable  under  the  same 
7  for  keeping  the  same  in  forge.  In  mv  opinion  Mr. 
caster  or  Messrs.  Woodcock  k  Co.  not  being  able  to 
nee  any  other  receipt  enclosed  in  that  letter,  this  is 
moe  which  oagbt  to  satisfy  me  that  the  official  receipt 
16  form  I  hare  read  was  enclosed  in  that  letter.  Then 
Snith  continues — "  I  find  from  the  press  copy  letter^book 
M  ssid  Albert  Lifs  Assurance  Company  arom  the  28th 
ch  to  the  SSrd  April,  1859,  thai  on  the  21st  April,  18S9, 1 
id  a  drenlar  letter  to  Messrs.  Woodoook  ft  Co. ,of  Wigu, 
ising  two  receipts  for  premiums  on  policies,  one  of 
t  policiea  waa  numbered  6638  and  the  other  6887 ;  and 

0  find  firom  the  said  postage  book  of  the  said  Albert 
Assnranoe  Company  for  the  corresponding  period  that 
letter  is  entered  as  having  been  posted  on  the  day  it 

1  date.*  Then,  in  paragraph  6,  he  says — "  The  ro- 
ll receipt  on  the  policy  numbered  6638  (which  is  the 
y  now  in  question)  "  enclosed  in  the  eiud  letter  to 
(a.  Woodcock  k  Co.,  was  in  the  same  form  as  the  said 
pt  marked  10.  It  was  torn  from  the  ooonterfoil  now 
need  and  shown  to  me  marked  A  and  was  the  next  r»- 

to  that  marked  10  as  aforesaid.  I  cannot  at  this 
ace  of  time  say  that  I  recollect  the  form  of  receipt 
lesd  in  this  paxticular  letter,  but,  as  stated  in  the  3rd 
p«ph  of  this  affidavit,  I  know  that  at  that  time  the 
Albert  Life  Assurance  Company  issued  receipts  in  that 
I  and  as  the  said  counterfoil  appears  in  its  proper  place, 
re  no  doubt  whatever  of  the  fact,"  Nor  have  I  any 
t  at  all  on  that  evidence.  Then  Mr.  Lancaster  is  cross* 
ioed,  and  he  says  in  his  cross-examination  —  "  I  cannot 
mt  for  my  not  being  able  to  produce  the  receipt  for 
I  am  sure  that  I  paid  the  premium  to  Messrs.  Wood- 
I  should  pay  it  by  cheque.  My  practice  was  to  send 
que  by  letter.  Question :  When  do  yon  recollect  first 
ng  of  an  arrangement  between  the  Bank  of  London 

the  Albert  Insurance  Company.  Answer:  1  do 
recollect,  but  I  recollect  a  change  in  the  form 
le  receipt,  and  I  asked  one  of  the  house  of 
Icook  &  Co.  the  meaning  of  it;  he  was  not  able 
•wer  the  question,  but  said  he  would  write  and 
informatioD,  and  I  have  a  recollection  of  hear- 
le  oorrespondenoe  read  over,  but  I  do  not  recollect  the 
irt  of  the  correspondence."  I  think  this  is  material, 
nerely  for  the  purpose  of  making  it  extremely  clear 
t  receipt  in  an  altered  form  was  sent,  but  also  for  the 
lee  of  showing  that  the  attention  of  Mr.  Lancaster  was 
I  to  it,  and  that  any  act  done  by  him  afterwards  was 
in  act  done  p*r  ineuriam,  but  was  an  intelligent  act 
1  by  him  on  full  deliberation  and  with  the  best  possible 
e — namely,  the  advice  of  his  solicitors.  Mr,  Smith 
lues  the  narrative  in  the  affidavit  I  have  already 
«d  to  at  paragraph  7,  and  he  giv«B  us  the  correspond- 
to  whidi  in  genwal  terms  Mr.  Lancaster  bad  referred, 
lys,  "  On  or  ahout  the  a7th  ot  April,  18S9, 1  received 
ttie  said  Ideasrs.  Woodcock  &  Co.  a  letter  in  the  words 
Ignres  following  :—■  Wigan,  36  April,  1859.  Sir,— 
pdic^  No.  6638,  on  me  of  John  Lancaster,  Eau., 


and  No.  6887,  on  life  of  Sir  Rob.  Oerard.  These  policie< 
were  granted  by  the  Bank  of  London  and  National  Pro- 
vincial Assurance  Company.  We  observe  that  the  receipts 
for  the  last  premiums,  state  that  the  policies  have  been  ti^cn 
by  the  Albmt  Life  Assurance  and  Guarantee  Company, 
oblige  by  informing  us  for  the  satisfaction  of  the  assured, 
why,  and  for  what  reason,  or  under  what  circumstances 
same  policies  have  been  so  taken  by  the  lastiy  above  named 
company.'  On  the  28th  April,  1859,  I,  in  reply  to  the  said 
letter,  wrote  and  sent  to  the  said  Means.  Woodcock  &  Co., 
a  letter  in  the  words  and  figures  following : — '  28th  April, 
1859,  Messrs.  Woodcock  &  Co.,  Wigan.  Oraitlemen, — I  beg 
to  inform  you  in  reply  to  your  letter  of  the  26th  instant, 
that  by  virtue  of  a  resolution  carried  nem.  con.  at  a  meeting 
of  the  proprietors  of  the  Bank  of  London  and  National 
Provincial  Insurance  Association,  held  in  October  last,  the 
business  of  such  association  was  transferred  to  thia  company' 
(t.e.  the  Albert),  'in  consequence  of  which  the  Albert  ,is 
liable  for  the  sums  assurol  by  policies  6638  and  6887, 
granted  by  the  Bank  of  London,  &c.,  office  on  the  respective 
fives  of  John  Lancaster,  Esq.,  and  Sir  Robert  Oeraid,  1 
have  the  satisfaction  of  adding  that  prior  to  such  transfer 
Sir  Robert  held  a  polioy  ot  the  Albert  Company,  so  that  we 
may  anticipate  his  acquiescence  in  the  change.  We  shall 
be  happj  to  endorse  this  polioies  in  question  with  a  certificate 
of  our  liability,  or  exchange  them,  as  may  be  preferred. 
H.  W.  Smtth,  Actuary  and  Seoretaiy.'  " 

Now,  nothing  coold  be  dearer  than  this,  that,  so  far  as 
the  Albert  were  concerned,  they  had  intimated  to  Mr. 
Lancaster,  through  his  solicitors,  that  they  were  proceeding 
to  act  on  the  assumption  that  they  were  liable  on  these 
policies,  not  by  way  of  auxiliary  or  cumulative  liability 
merely,  but  as  the  company  who  were  insuring  on  the 
policies,  and  that  they  were  receiving  and  giving  a  receipt 
for  the  premium  on  that  footing.  No  rsmonstianos^  no 
repudiation,  was  made  on  the  part  of  Mr.  Lancaster  or  his 
solicitors.  The  premiums  continued  to  be  paid  ngalatly 
from  that  time  on  the  policies,  and  the  form  of  the  nazt  re- 
ceipt, that  for  1860,  was  this :— "  The  Albert  life  Assurance. 
Received  the  11th  of  April,  1860,  the  sum  of  £151  17s.  6d., 
for  one  year's  premium  on  £5,000  assured  on  the  life  of 
Lancaster,  from  the  9th  of  April,  I860,  to  the  Sth  of  April, 
1861,  both  inclusive  according  to  the  tenour  of  the  polioy." 
And  in  1861  and  subsequent  years  the  receipts  are  a  little 
different  in  form,  but  still  hraded,  "  The  Albert,"  and  are 
receipts  given  by  the  Albert,  with  a  noto  in  the  margin  of 
the  number  of  ue  polioy  and  the  sum  assured  on  the  life  of 
Lancaster. 

The  question  then  arises  upon  what  footing  were  these 
subsequent  premiums  paid  to  the  Albert.  The  circumstances 
of  this  case  differ  from  the  circumstances  ia  Ktnnedy'tciuc  ; 
(15  S.J.  729),  but  the  principle  I  applied  to  that  case  appears 
to  me  to  apply  to  the  case  I  have  now  to  deal  with.  It  was 
opti(mal  with  Mr.  Lancaster  to  embrace  or  to  refuse  the 
arrangement  proposed  to  him.  But  he  could  not  play  both, 
fiut  and  loose,  be  could  not  go  on  paying  the  i>remiDms, 
which  he  was  told  were  being  received  on  the  footing  of  the 
Albert  being  the  office  that  insured  him,  and  afterwards  - 
when  the  ijbert  got  into  difficulties  turn  round  and  say 
that  he  all  the  whue  was  acting  on  the  supposition  that  he 
was  insured  by  an  entirely  different  office,  to  which  he  was 
not  paying  premiums.  The  only  circumstanoe  in  the  case  ' 
to  be  noticed,  and  which  was  referred  to  in  the  argument, 
is  the  attompt  by  which  Mr  Lancaster  in  his  examination 
endeavours  to  show  that  he  retained  in  his  own  mind  the 
liability  of  the  Bank  of  London  Association.  And  he  ststoi 
his  view  in  this  way :  after  saying,  "  I  have  a  recollection 
of  hearing  the  correspondence  read  over,  bat  I  do  not 
recollect  &e  purport  of  the  oorrespondenoe  " — that  is  be- 
tween Messrs.  Woodcock  &  Co.  and  the  insurance  office  in 
London,  he  says — "  but  I  remember  asking  the  question  " 
(that  is,  of  his  own  solicitor)  "if  that "  (that  is,  if  the  corres- 
pondence) "  would  release  the  original  people  who  granted 
the  policy,  and  the  answer  was,  '  Oh,  no.' "  Now,  ' 
it  seems  to  me,  if  Mr.  Lancaster's  recollection 
is  correct  that  it  is  simply  a  statement  of  opinion 
coming  from  a  solicitor  to  his  own  client  The  solici- 
tor, Mr.  Soott,  of  the  firm  of  Woodcock  &  Co.,  or  which- 
ever partner  it  was,  had  no  right  to  make  this  statement 
merely  because  they  had  been  agents  of  the  Insurance  Com- 
pany to  effect  policies  or  to  receive  premiums  in  Wigan. 
They  had  in  writing  from  the  head  office  in  London  the 
terms,  and  the  only  terms,  upon  which  it  wss  proposed  to 
receive   the   premiums,  it  was   not   for  Messrs.   Wood- 
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rock  &  Co.,  to  qualify  them  by  nny  verbal  explanation 
t  h>-y  might  pnt  on  them  in  W  igan.  Bat  I  do  not  andentaad 
that  that  wa<  the  footing  on  which  these  gentlaoien  -were 
)>rooe«ding.  Whatever  they  Mdd  to  Mr.  LantiMter,  whether 
rightly  or  wrongly,  they  iaid  ai  his  lolicitorB,  and  he  acted 
upon  that  Therefore,  I  have  the  clearest  case  of  persons 
with  their  minds  alive  to  the  importance  of  the  step  that 
was  being  taken,  who  deliberately  took  that  step, 
which  I  hold  in  law  was  an  abandonment  of  tne  liabilify 
of  the  original  insurer,  and  an  acceptance  of  the  offer  to  M 
inaored  in  the  new  oomMuiy. 

I  think,  therefore,  Btt.  Lancaster's  claim  Mainst  the 
Bank  of  London  Suls,  and  he  must  rank  as  a  creditor  of  tiie 
Albert. 

I  am  told  that  this  case  was  broogjit  into  the  Oonrt  of 
Chancery  by  anangement;  and,  thorefore,  I  treat  it  as  a 
reprewDtative  case,  for  the  purpose  of  settling  in  the  Bonk 
of  London  Association  this  qaestion,  which  will  probably 
mslr  to  a  nnmber  of  other  cases. 

Solicitors,  Ortgtry,  RoweHfi,  Sawelife,  %  Xawlt;  Ftune  i 
Layton, 

Jane  17. — St  th*  Alitrt  L\fe  Aumunet  0»a^ttKf—Eamm'$ 

eate, 
Companjf—  Winding  tip — GmtrHutvry — Iai*mmitf — Secrttary 

of  Company,  into  leluut  namt  thtaru  in  tAt  oompmny  Kaift 

bun  tranyintd  t^pon  truit  for  th»  company,  h*U  to  it  a 

tontritntery. 

£.  wa»  tht  teerttary  of  an  unngiittrtd  oompaity.  Some  of 
th*  ihareholderi  toiaked  to  havf  a  portion  of  their  thatu  fully 
paidup,andm  eoniideration  of  hating  theu  tnattd  a*  folly 
paid  up  thty  agreed  tcith  the  directore  to  give  up  the  remainder 
to  the  company.  Theee  were  accordingly  traneftrred  into  t  he 
name  of  the  ttcretary  E.  in  truet  for  the  company.  S.  from 
■■■me  to  time  executed  the  tranefert  iy  aay  of  aeeeptanee.  On 
t  IS  winding  Mp  of  the  company  forty-one  of  theee  tharee  were 
ttill  ttanding  in  Be  name. 

Held  that  E.  muit  he  placed  on  the  liet  of  eontriiutoriet  to  the 
company  in  rupect  of  these  forty-one  eharee,  hU  would  te  en- 
titled to  prove  againtt  the  company  hie  claim  for  indemnity. 

Qnnre  whether  he  would  be  entitled  to  any  indenmity,  if 
thfet  traneactions  on  the  part  of  the  director!  were  within  hi* 
kiunoleige  ultra  vires. 

This  was  an  application  by  Mr.  Easrum  to  have  his  name 
remoTed  from  the  list  of  eontribntories  to  the  Albert  Ck>m- 
pnny  in  respect  of  forty-one  shares. 

Mr.  Easom  was  the  secretary  of  the  Albert  Company ;  and 
in  order  to  carry  out  their  proposed  amalgamation  with  the 
^V  extern  Society,  and  for  other  purposes,  toe  directors  of  the 
jUbert  were  in  the  habit  of  having  sliares  transferred  fh>m 
time  to  time  into  the  name  of  Mr.  Easum,  under  the  follow- 
ing circnmatauces : — Certain  shareholders  wished  to  hare  a 
portion  of  their  shares  fully  paid  up  ;  and  accordingly  in  oon- 
videration  of  having  them  treated  as  fully  paid  vp,  agreed  to 
giro  op  the  remain&r  to  the  company.  These  were  transferred 
tciuporarily  into  the  name  of  the  secretary,  Mr.  Easum,  as  trus- 
tee for  the  company.  He  from  time  to  time  executed  the 
transfers,  by  way  of  acceptance.  These  forty-one  shares 
were  the  residue  of  the  shares  so  transferred,  which,  at  the 
time  of  the  winding  np  of  the  Albert,  still  stood  in  Easum 's 
name. 

The  deed  of  settlement  of  the  Albert  contained  the  fol- 
lowing provisions: — 

"  Clause  102.  That  whenever  the  holder  for  the  time  being 
of  any  share  or  shares  in  the  capital  of  the  company  .... 
shall  be  desirous  of  selling  or  duposing  of  any  one  or  more 
of  such  share  or  shares,  and  shall  app^  to.  the  directors  to 
purchase  the  same,  it  shall  be  lawfril  for  the  directors,  if 
tbvy  ahall  think  proper  so  to  do,  but  not  otherwise,  with 
or  Mut  of  '  the  proprietors'  fund,'  to  purchase  at  ench  price 
ns  they  shall  deem  fair  and  reasonable,  the  share,  or  all,  or 
any  of  the  shares,  which  the  holder  making  application  shall 
be  desirous  of  seUisg. 

"  Clause  103.  Tbtt  all  such  shares  as  shall  at  any  time 
hereafter  be  purchased  by  the  directors  under  the  power  or 
nnthority  hereinbefore  contained  (and  which  power  or 
nuthori^  has  been  confided  to  them,  not  for  the  purpose  of 
t'liabling  them  to  speculate  in  shares,  but  to  be  exercised 
solely  for  the  benefit  of  the  individual  jiroprietors  or  their 
repreaentatires,  desirous  of  disposing  of  their  shares  in  the 
said  company,  and  who  may  not  readily  find  suitable  and 
firoper  pemons  willing  to  purchase  the  same  at  a  fair  and 
T''  isonable  rate)  shall  be  transferred  into  the  name  of  the 
stiietary   or  diief    clerk    of   the  company — or   of   such 


other  person  or  persons  as  the  directors  shall  tUnk  St,  ia 
trust  for  the  company,  and  such  person  or  penoos  ihill  be 
indemnified  out  of  uie  funds  or  property  of  thi  oompoy 
&t>m  all  UatnlitiM  which  he  or  they  may  meor  in  tanfia^ 
tlie  transfer. 

"  Clanse  210.  Titat  when  and  so  often  u  any  petxn  ut 
a  porchaser  from  the  directors  shall  is  the  maoner  heniii- 
before  required  have  become  a  proprietor  of  anyahmor 
ahares  in  the  capital  of  the  company,  and  shall  have  extnbd 
a  deed  of  covenant  to  observe  the  covenants,  sgreemssti,  ud 
provisions,  contained  in  these  inesents,  the  ml  proprietii  i 
such  share  or  shares,  and  all  persons  daimisg  b7,frsBi,a 
under  him  (except  the  new  proprietor)  shall  Erom  the  tiae 
of  such  new  proprietor  becoming  a  proprietor  in  reijedof 
such  share  or  shues,  and  the  payment  of  all  instahneati  irln^ 
may  have  become  due  or  been  previously  called  for  on  nd 
•bar*  or  shues,  be  for  ever  acquitted  and  discharged  fhmiH 
liabilities  and  obligations,  in  respect  of  soch  shan  or  ilun^ 
and  from  all  further  claims  and  demands  on  account  of  fiu 
same,  and  tlie  certificate  to  be  given  by  tht  ^inetoa, 
hereinbefore  mentioned,  of  jueh  person  having  ceased  t»  be  t 
proprietor  in  respect  of  such  share  or  shares^  shillttill 
times  be  final  nnd  conclusive  evidence  to  sll  intents  sad  |«t- 
Ijoses,  orsucUocqulttanceordiachargeasafotesaidfinttqect 
of  such  share  or  shares." 

Stock,  for  Easnm. — Easum  wsa  a  bare  trustee  for  the  e«- 
panv.  He  never  received  or  paid  any  consideratioa  <bt  u; 
of  the  diares  so  traaaferred  into  his  name,  he  never  rweinl 
any  dividend  on  any  of  them.  In  fact,  he  had  no  bw 
flcial  interest  whatever  in  them.  He  was  merely  a  Mtni: 
of  tiie  company,  obeying  tbs  direoton  by  allowing  hit  tat 
to  be  used.  He  acoordingly  ought  not  to  be  a  eratribototj 
at  aU.  If  he  be  put  on  ue  list,  he  Kill  be  simply  a  Utoi 
to  the  company,  wlwisboondat  theaametims  toindaus^ 
him:  JRe  Natitnal  Finaneial  Company,  St  pvteOntatel  dm- 
mereialBaniCJj.  B.  8Cb.791,l«  W.  K.  9U)iBethiWtMn, 
Life,  Education,  Oaeualty,  and  Self  S^iefMemrame  Omfui, 
aamdere'  Cote,  (D.  O.  J.  ft  S.lOl.  12  W.  B.  fiOS).  Tlieo» 
pany  ought  at  any  rate  to  indemnify  him  in  fiiU,-iar  itia 
their  dnty,  before  any  liability  arose,  to  provide  tbenuMj  k 
any  sneh  liability,  so  that  no  wmnwt,  which  Esiuis 
now  called  upon  to  maka,  should  m  made  by  him  oat  il 
his  own  pocket 

Higgine,  for  the  Albert.— By  the  SlOth  daon  of  & 
deed  of  settlement,  an  old  shareholder  ia,  on  the  exacitiai 
of  a  transfer,  completely  relieved  of  all  liability.  V,  thtn- 
fore,  Easnm  be  not  a  contributory,  there  most  be  t  <fi- 
minntion  of  the  capital  of  the  company.  This  ii  aotUi 
to  outside  creditors.  The  proceedings  of  the  directoi  «■ 
to  have  been  ultraoirte.  As  to  J2<  National  FinamitI  On- 
pany,  En  parte  Orient^  Oommercial  SiuUt,  thst  esse  ii  a- 
tirely  in  our  favour.  A  case  more  directly  in  point  iiA 
The  Imperial MtreantOe  Credit  Aeeoeiation,  Chapman^teri^i 
eaee,  h.  R.  3  Eq.  361,  15  W.  R.  834.  With  regirf  tJ 
Saundere't  eaee,  ue  qaestion  was,  as  to  whetha  he  era  n> 
a  shareholder.  The  decision  was  grounded  on  the  (act  Atf 
he  was  never  a  shareholder. 

Stock,  in  reply. — If  these  transactions  of  the  dinctsu 
were  ultra  vires,  then  there  was  no  actual  trauifer  at  ill, 
and  the  persons  to  be  placed  on  the  list  of  contribottcia 
would  be  the  transferors. 

Jliord  Caikns.— I  do  not  think  there  is  any  doubt  ihrat 
the  case,  although  it  may  present  some  features  of  harl^ 
with  respect  to  Mr.  Easnm.    Mr.  Easum  has  forty  one  liuni 
assigned  to  him  in  the  company,  he  executes  *  deed  ^' 
transfer  to  him,  and  by  that  deed  he  covenants  nnlti  bis 
seal  with  three  trustees  on  behalf  of  the  comptny,  dut  U 
shall  and  will  at  all  times  thereafter  observe,  kee{>,  isdps- 
form,  the  several  covenants,  clauses,  provisions,  stipobtita 
and  agreements,  contained  in  the  deed  of  setUeaientoftk 
company,   or  any  deed  supplemental  thereby     '^^i 
therefore,  covenanted  among  other  things  to  pay  tU  oi ' 
unpaid  calls  pn  these  shares.    The  consequence  ^  thit  A 
that  his  name  is  inserted  in  the  bo<^  of  th*  "^P^ ' 
sometimes,  I  understand,  without  any  qualification,  strts*  i 
times  with  the  qualification  as  trustee,  which,  of  <a^ 
would  not  diminish  his  responsilnli^  to  credilois.  l***  , 
state  of  things  the  company  is  being  wound  up,  "^^^^  [ 
of  Parliament  lays  down  tliat  in  an  nnrqgistered  mo^M*  ' 
this  kind  "  every  person  shall  be  deemed  to  be  a  *i<W»|  >l 
tory,  who  is  liable  at  law  or  in  •^nity  to  pay  of  ouaM* 
to  the  payment  of  any  debt  or  liability  of  the  eaaf^* 
It  appears  to  me  beyond  all  donbt,  that  Mr.  8i«a,>3 
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uds  oatside  creditors,  ia  liabls  to  them  to  contribate  to 
paynaat  of  the  debts  of  the  company,  and  that  as  sach 
therefore,  most  be  placed  on  the  list  of  contribntoriea. 
lu  obooiBStanoe  that  he  was  placed  there  as  a  tmstee  for 
company  will,  of  ooniae,  if  it  was  properly  done,  give 
rights  oTSr  against  the  company  ;  bat  the  rery  claose, 
103rd,  which  contemplates  that  he  shall  have  rights 
inBt  the  company,  also  contemplates  that  the  rights  over 
ri^  of  indemnity  against  liabilities,  which  he  will 
ir  Dy  accepting  the  transfer  which  he  has  accepted.  The 
1  itself  snppese*  that  he  will  inoor  the  liability  of  being 
ntribatory. 

Tow,  it  is  on  this  point  that  it  might  >e  material  to  con- 
nr  whether  that  wnich  was  done  with  reference  to  these 
«s  by  the  directors  was  intra  viru  witJiin  the  103rd 
ne.  In  ease  it  was  intra  viru,  he  woold  be  entitled  to 
indemnity ;  l)Bt  if  it  were  to  his  knowledge  uUrtt  viru,  a 
ition  mipht  arise  whether  he  wonld  be  entitled.  It  appears 
le  oertamly  that,  looking  at  the  positian  of  the  secretary, 
would  not  hold  him  bound  to  scan  or  oritioise,  or  even 
set  him  to  sean  or  criticise,  Tery  narrowly  that  which 
done  by  the  directors  for  the  porpose  of  seeing  whether 
ma  to  the  letter  warranted  by  the  deed.  Bat  even  if 
were  done,  I  am  not  prepared  to  say  that  what  the 
cton  here  iA  wis  not  m  snbatuiM  wariaated  br  the 
L  For  what  ia  snggaated  they  in  sabatonoe  did  is 
—They  had  a  shareholder,  for  example,  who  wanted  to 
)  a  certain  nnmber  of  his  shares  treated  as  paid  up 
ea,  and  in  place  of  paying  the  money  for  that—paying 
naigtn  nnpoid  on  Uiem — he  gSTS  over  to  the  direotoa 
I  of  his  other  shares,  which  the  directors  tiierefbre 
Id  treat  as  eqoiTilent  to  so  nraoh  money  that  they 
Id  then  have  to  pay  him,  and  in  place  of  the  money 
bg  the^  wordd  write  tip  too  oUier  shares  so  as  to  make 
I  paid  m  foil.  There  is  rery  little  diCTerenoe  hetwaao 
and  the  caae  of  p«yin^  the  money  for  the  aharea  whidi 
boy,  and  then  reoeiTing  it  back  from  the  ahonholder 
ty  up  in  full  the  other  ahares.  Therefore  I  think  Mr. 
m  Ina  a  right  to  be  indsmnifled  on  the  ground  of  this 
t  a  tranaacnon  that  ia  in  anbatanoe  within  the  meaning 
a  lOStd  claoae,  and  he  most  be  pat  on  the  list  of  oontri- 
riea  for  the  forty-one  aharea.  He  will  have  a  right  to 
r  a  daim  for  indemnity,  and  prore  for  the  amonnt 
Dst  the  aaseta  of  the  company, 
lidtora,  Xmow,  Jfumu,  #  Lengden  ;  BnUfy  #  Ward. 


COUNTy  C0UKT8. 
Qbbbkwich. 
(Before  Pitt  Tatiob,  Eaq.,  Judge.) 
Jnly  a^-Bx  parte  DuffiM,  Re  King. 
Bankruptcy — Solicitor —  Cost$ — Priority, 
ia  waa  an  application  on  behalf  of  Mesais.  Dnffield  k 
r,  Bolidtors  to  the  petitioning  creditor,  for  an  order  that 
7  Wiight,  the*  trustee,  ahomd  forthwith  comply  with 
Jerof  the  Court  dated  the  27th  May,   1871,  for  pay- 
of£l9  17b.  5d.,  being  the  amount  of  their  bill  of  costs 
the  fint  meeting  of  creditors. 

>m  the  a£BdaTit  filed  in  support  of  the  application,  it 
ired  that  Richard  King  waa  adjudicated  a  bankrupt 
e  petition  of  W.  B.  Blackmur  on  the  1st  of  July,  1870. 
t  applicants,  Messn.  Bnffinld  &  Bruty,  were  the  bo- 
's of  Blackmur  in  the  ma'  '.v.!'  of  the  petition,  and  acted 
!h  down  to  the  2fith  of  July,  1870,  when  Henry  Wright 
ppointed  trustee  of  the  bankrupt's  estate, 
application  wasmadeon  behalf  of  the  trustee  for  the  bill 
ta  of  the  applicants,  and  on  the  17th  of  March,  1871, 
me  was  taxed  by  the  registrar,  and  allowed  at  the 
f  £19  17s.  ed. 

'sral  application  were  made  by  Messrs.  SufSeld  & 
'  for  payment  of  that  amount,  but  without  success,  it 
stated  that  the  bankruptcy  was  closed,  that  the  tms. 
4  been  released  and  that  Uiere  was  no  estate. 
haTing  been  ascertained  that  a  sum  of  money 
Mn  paid  to  the  trustee's  solicitor  for  payment  into 
the  applicants  obtained  an  order  on  the  27th  of  May 
;  Henry  Wright,  the  trustee  of  this  estate,  do  pay  to 
id  Messrs.  DufHeld  &  Bruty,  as  the  solicitors  of  the 
ining  creditor,  the  sum  of  £19  17s.  5d.,  being  the 
it  of  the  taxed  coats  of  the  petitioning  creditor  up 
appointment  of  the  aaid  trustee  out  of  the  first  net 
idaof  the  estate  of  the  bankrupt  received  by  the  aaid 
i."  With  this  order  the  trustee  had  failed  to  comply. 
vgh,  in  support  of  the  application. — According  to  the 


Slstrule,  the  solicitor  to  the  petititioniog  creditor  ia  en- 
titled to  have  his  costs  paid  out  of  the  first  net  proceeds 
of  the  estate ;  and  if  the  trustee  divides  or  appropriates 
the  fimd  without  providing  for  them,  he  does  so  at  his 
peril.  [The  Court  —The  solioitorB  may  be  entitled  to  a 
peremptory  order  for  payment  out  of  net  proceeds  realized 
since  the  date  of  the  order,  but  how  can  the  order  of  the 
27th  of  May  apply  in  regard  to  funds  already  appro- 
priated f]  The  trustee  takes  tile  property  subject  to  any 
e^nitiea  which  attach  to  it;  and  he  has  no  right  to 
divide  the  fnnd  without  previously  giving  notice  to  the 
petitioning  creditor.  The  proceeds  do  not  show  that  the 
oommitteo  Of  inpection.  consented  to  the  appointment  of 
*  solicitor  to  the  trustee,  nntH  some  time  after  the  first 
meeting.  He  cited  SxparttLow,  Re  Farratt,  18  W.  R.  207. 

Mr.  Hughes,  solicitor,  for  the  tnutee. — The  fund  in  court 
having  beoi  applied  before  nCtioe  was  given  by  the  peti- 
tioning creditor  of  the  existence  of  any  claim,  it  was  im- 
poaaible  that  the  order  of  the  27th  of  May  could  have  any 
reference  to  it;  and  the  tmatee  could  nut  know  that 
the  aolicitor  had  any  claim  nnless  he  received  notice. 

Mk.  Pitt  Tatlos  held  that  the  order  of  the  27th  of 
Hay,  could  only  operate  as  from  its  date,  1>nt  that  Mr, 
Hughes  was  not  entitled  to  claim  costs  out  of  the  estate  in 
respect  of  professional  services  rendered  prior  to,  the 
written  consent  being  given  by  the  committee  of  inspection 
to  his  appointment  as  solicitor.  Allowing  to  Mr.  Hughes 
Bueh  caste  aa  had  beetu  properly  incurred  afterwarda,  £ere 
would  be  an  order  for  payment  to  the  applicants  of  £16  7s. 
4d.  together  with  the  coate  of  the  present  application. 


AFP0I9THE1TT8. 


Mr.  Jamks  Chablbs  Cai.ver,  solicitor,  of  Attleborough, 
Norfolk,  has  been  appointed  Registrar  of  the  County  Court 
for  the  Attleborough  district  (Circuit  Ko.  32),  which  office 
was  rendered  vacant  by  the  denth  of  his  partner,  Mr.  O.  F. 
Fnmoklin.  Mr.  Calver  was  admitted  in  1843,  and  formerly 
practised  at  Keoninghall  and  at  Long  Stratton,  in  the 
ooonty  of  Norfolk,  but  has  been  in  partnership  with  the 
late  Mr.  FranoUiii  for  about  three  or  four  years,  at  Attle- 
borough. 

PABLIAMEBT  AVD  LEGISLATION. 

HOUSE  OF  LORDS. 

Aug.4. — New  Standing  Order; — Lord  Bedeadale  proposed, 
as  an  addition  to  the  Standing  Orders,  "  That  when  a  bill 
bronght  from  tiie  House  of  Commons  ahall  have  remained  on 
the  table  of  thia  House  for  twelve  sitting  days  without  any 
noble  Lord  giving  notice  of  the  second  reading  thereo^suoh 
bill  shall  not  any  longer  appear  in  the  minutes  and  shall 
not  be  further  proceeded  with  in  the  same  session." — Lord 
Gkvnville  assented  to  the  motion,  believing  it  would  make 
the  departmente  of  the  Qtivernment  more  attentive  to  the 
progress  of  their  bills.    Motion  agreed  to. 

The  Noneieh  Votere  Ditfranehitement  Bill  was  read  a 
third  time  and  passed. 

The  Army  Segulation  Bill. — On  the  motion  for  the  third 
reading.  Lord  Melville,  though  thinking  it  useless  to 
attempt  to  stop  the  measure,  expressed  his  fears  that  the 
army  waa  about  to  lose  ite  monarchical  and  national 
character,  and  become  the  instrument  of  the  Minister  of  the 
day  for  good  or  eviU — The  Marquis  of  Exeter  also  protested 
against  tiie  measure.  He  regretted  that  the  house  did  not 
adhere  to  their  first  resolution  not  to  read  this  bill  a  second 
time  until  the  Government  had  laid  all  their  plans  for 
organizing  the  army  before  Parliament. — Lord  BomiUy 
explained  the  grounds  on  which  he  gave  his  vote  the  other 
night.  He  knew  something  of  the  principle  of  aelection . 
He  had  adopted  it  on  uie  occasion  of  vacancies  for 
appointmente  in  the  Becord  Office,  but  the  unfavourable 
way  in  which  the  Treasury  had  viewed  his  proceedings ' 
put  an  end  to  the  system  of  selection.  When  a  young  man 
travelling  in  France,  the  superiority  of  the  English  officers 
had  been  admitted  to  him  by  French  militery  men,  who 
attributed  it  to  tiie  influence  exercised  by  men  of  wealth 
who  obtained  tiieir  commissions  by  means  of  purchase. — The 
Earl  of  Kimberley  asked  the  noble  and  learned  lord  if  he 
would  introduce  purchase  into  the  Rolls  Office.  It  was 
derogatory  to  the  diaracter  of  Englishmen  to  say  that 
before  they  could  become  good  officers  they  must  give  sums 
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■ot  mooey  for  their  comipissioiis.— The  Harqais  of  CUnricarde 
wonld  have  been  quite  prepured  to  vote  for  taming  the 
Oovemasnt  oat  of  offioe,  if  thereby  he  ooald  have  stopped 
tiM  bQl,  bat  aa  a  nere  barren  vote  of  oentore  coald  have 
no  reanlt,  he  voted  with  the  (JoTemment. — "Ihe  Marqoii  of 
:S«lisbary  defended  the  measore  now  before  the  HooM  as 
being  neoeuary  to  do  joatioe  to  the  officers  of  the  army. — 
nie  bill  waa  then  read  a  third  time. — Lord  Straithnaim 
propoMd  an  amendment  in  claase  6,  to  Teat  in  the  Comman- 
-oe^in-Chie^  the  power  of  appointing  offioen  to  the  militia, 
but  withdrew  it  on  the  ondentandrng  that  the  lelection 
would  be  in  the  hands  of  the  CommanMr-in-Chief. — On  the 
motiim  of  Uie  Dake  of  Baokingham  clause  17,  giring 
power  to  acqaire  land  for  drill  or  rifle  praotioe,  was  ex- 
tended to  indade  the  yeomanry  with  the  militta. 

Loigtri  Oood»  Pnieetum  Bill. — Lord  Chelmsford  moved 
ih.6  second  reading  of  this  bill,  which  propose*  to  protect 
the  Koo^  of  lodger*  from  distreaa  levied  by  the  superior 
landlord. — The  Lord  Chancellor  did  not  oppoae  the  bill, 
thea^h  ho  must  observe  that  it  propoeed  to  effect  a  very 
considerable  alteration  in  the  law. — The  Marquis  of  Baw 
thought  if  so  great  an  alteration  were  introduced  into  the 
■<nri8ting  law,  it  ought  to  be  done  on  the  responsibility  of 
the  Oovemment. — ^The  Marqois  of  Saliabory  was  afiraid 
that  by  diminishing  the  security  of  the  landlord,  the  in- 
'direct  effect  of  the  oiU  woald  be  to  increase  rents. — After  a 
few  words  from  Lord  Colonsay,  the  Doke  of  Buckingham 
objected  to  the  change  in  the  law  as  made  without  due 
'deliberation,  and  moved  that  the  bill  be  read  that  day  three 
months. — After  some  remarks  from  Viscount  Ualimz,  the 
amendment  waa  negatived  without  a  division,  aud  the  bill 
was  read  a  second  time. 

Aug.  7. — The  Trafalgar- iquare  J)em(nutratum.—'Liori  Col- 
chestOT,  after  animadverting  on  the  inconsistency  of  the  law 
which  permitted  a  meeting,  however  large,  clamorous,  or 
threatening,  in  close  proximity  to  the  Houses  of  Parliament, 
if  only  it  declined  to  pay  so  much  respect  to  Parliament  as 
to  lay  its  desires  before  it  at  all,  ooncluaed  by  asking  whether 
the  Government  intended  to  amend  the  existing  law. 
— After  some  observations  from  Visconnt  Melville,  the  Earl 
of  Morley  maintained  titat  the  Home  Secretary  had  acted 
conristently  both  with  himself  and  the  law.  If  any  defect 
had  been  shown  it  was  in  the  law  itself  and  not  in  its  ad- 
ministration.— No  answer  was  given  as  to  the  intention  of 
the  Oovemment  to  amend  the  existing  law. 
The  Local  Oovemment  Board  Bill  waa  read  a  second  time. 
Limited  Oumert  Setidence  Act  (1870)  Amendment  Bill  was 
oread  a  second  time. 

Intoxicating  Liquori  Licentet  Stupemion  Bill. — The  clauses 
of  this  bill  were  agreed  to  in  committee. 
Sunday  Otiervaneet  Proaeeution  Bill.  —Read  a  second  time. 
Lodgert'  Oooit  Protection  Bill. — Lord  Chelmsford  explained 
that  the  word  "  under-tenant"  had  been  introduced  into  the 
bill  bv  nistaka  It  waa  meant  that  the  bill  should  apply 
strictly  to  the  case  of  lodgers.  He  proposed,  therefore,  to 
strike  out  the  word  "  under-tenant"  wherever  it  ooourred. — 
The  Marquis  of  Saliabary  said  this  was  a  result  of  the 
system  of  "  small  hour  "  legislation  in  the  House  of  Com- 
mons.— ^The  House  went  into  committee,  and  the  olanses,  as 
amended,  were  agreed  to. 

Aug.  8.  Prince  Arthur' »  Annuity  Bill.  —On  the  second 
readingof  this  Bill,  Lord  Oranmore  took  occasion  to  ani- 
oiadvart  on  the  regrettable  want  of  intercourse  ou  the  part  of 
her  Majesty  with  her  subjects,  which  he  attributed  to  her 
'being  surrounded  by  one  political  atmosphere,  which  pre- 
vented her  acquiring  a  knowledge  of  public  foeling  on  this 
and  other  subieots.  Thb  peraonol  qualifications  of  the  Prime 
Minister  and  their  tendency  in  forming  an  nnconciliatory 
■character,  were  also  referred  to. — Lord  Granville  protested 
against  the  remarks  of  the  noble  lord,  which  he  considered 
irrelovant,  and  the  discussion  of  Mr.  Gladatone'a  personal 
character  offensive.  He  maintained  that  the  bearing  of  the 
Sovereign  towards  both  tbe  great  political  parties  waa 
equally  frank  and  cordial. — The  Duke  of  Richmond  bore 
testimony  to  the  correctness  of  the  latter  assertion. — The 
Bill  was  read  a  second  time. 

Soute of Commont (Witiuuet)  Bill.— The  debate  on  this 
Bill  was  resumed,  and  on  the  proposal  of  the  Lord  Chancellor 
to  add  a  clause  in  committee  that  tbe  bill  should  confer  no 
additional  power  or  privilege  in  regard  to  impeachment  or 
other  criminal  jorisdiotion,  or  otherwise  than  expressly  en- 
acted, and,  after  a  smart  discussion,  in  which  the  Marquis  of 
-Salisbury,  Earl  Granville,  and  other  noble  lords  took  part, 
the  bill  was  read  a  second  time. 


Sedaeiion  {Ex  CapiU  Leeti)  Abolition  Bill.—Thi  oiject  of 
this  bill  was  explained  by  the  Lord  Chancellor,  ud  lita 
Lord  Colonsay  had  expressed  his  reluctance  to  assent  to  tbt 
great  change  propoaea  by  it  in  the  law  of  Sootland,  fte  InQ 
was  read  a  second  time. 

7^  Bilb  of  Sxehangt  and  Promitmry  Sottt  BiU,  «u  ml 
•  second  time. 

The  Induetrial  and  Provident  Soeittiet  Amnimmt  BH, 
went  through  committee. 

Sunday  Obtervance  Protecutiotu  Bill,  went  thnragli  ew- 
mittee. 

Lodgers'  Goods  Protection  Bill. — On  the  order  of  tlie  itj 
for  receiving  the  report  of  amendments,  the  UaTqmi « 
Salisbury  said  he  had  received  a  telegram  from  the  Eiil  o( 
I>erby,  requesting  him  to  present  a  petition  againit  tht 
bill  bom  the  Liverpool  Householder's  Association :  bit  ft« 
petition  had  not  arrived — the  report  was  received. 

The  Ballot  Bill  was  brought  up  bom  the  Hooss  of  Ooa- 
mona  and  read  a  first  time,  and  the  second  reading  m 
fixed  for  Thursday.  The  Earl  of  Shaftesbury  gan  notia 
that  he  should  then  move  it  be  read  a  second  time  that  d>j 
six  months,  not  on  the  merits,  bat  because  it  came  vp  it  > 
time  of  year  when  it  was  impoMible  to  give  it  a  for  con- 
sideration. 

August  10. — A  personal  gritvanee. — LordOraiimonbirag 
moWd  that  the  standing  order  against  personaliHts  M 
read,  some  further  ezplaoation  pMsed  between  Lotd  (kn- 
more  and  the  Earl  of  Granville,  in  regard  to  the  naa  of  tin 
term  "  impertinent "  applied  by  Sail  Oraavilla  m.  Fiidi; 
night  last  to  the  remarka  of  Lord  Oranmore  on  the  pnoosl 
qualities  of  Mr.  Gladstone. — Lord  Granville  said  he  bid 
at  the  moment  withdrawn  the  word  "  impertinent"  He, 
however,  contended  that  Lord  Oranmore  was  mate  obaoiien 
to  tiie  chaige  of  inft^iging  the  standing  older  than  UBsdl 
and  he  maintained  that  hia  present  interraption  via  mK 
iiregnlar. 

Prince  Arthur's  Amtuity  Bill  passed  through  eomsutlie. 

The  Souse  of  Oommont  ITttaease*  0a/{  passed  tfarongli  eoa- 
mittee,  tbe  saving  danse  mentioned  by  the  hati  Chined« 
on  Tnaeday  being  inaerted. 

The  Sills  of  Sxehange  and  Pnmitimry  Motes  KU  m« 
throndi  committee. 

The  Lodger/  Goods  PnttetioH  BiU  was  read  a  thiid  W 
and  passed. 

Bfectiom  Parliamentary  and  Mutaeipml  (Ballot)  Bm.-Tit 
Marquis  of  Ripon  moved  the  second  mailing  of  this  Bill,  ft* 
objeota  of  which  he  explained.— The  Earl  of  Shafteabsrr. 
'without  diaoof  sing  the  principles  or  merits  of  the  biB,  pro- 
tested against  their  lordshipa  being  required  at  tlm  lix 
period  to  discuaa  so  important  a  measnre.  He  had  mte- 
taken  tiie  duty  of  proposing  the  postpooemeot  of  the  iw- 
anre  beoaose  he  waa  unconnected  with  either  aide  of  tlit 
House,  for  his  noble  friends  on  the  Treasury  Benoh  voiU 
admit  that  he  had  oftener  supported  than  oppoaed  &• 
Government.  The  bill  came  before  them  on  the  loti 
August  with  all  the  force  of  novelty.  The  bill  oootaiaal 
fifty-tlueo  clauses,  and  the  schedules  were  quite  as  importu*. 
I  as  the  clauses.  The  House  of  Commons  had  the  bill  hefor ' 
;  them  for  six  months.  To  do  jostioe  to  the  meaaore  voaU 
I  carry  them  well  into  September,  and  then  witboat  beii; 
'  able  to  produce  a  proper  measure  that  would  b*  aeceptaUt 
to  the  country.  While  the  Prime  Mioiater  said  they  shooH 
have  ample  time,  others  said  give  them  no  time  at  a... 
Virtually,  if  not  formally,  toere  were  two  bills  *«*"• 
the  House.  In  1870  her  Majesty's  Ministers  fra- 
duoed  a  bill  for  secret  voting.  In  1871  they  pw*J*' 
another.  The  bills  were  absolutely  contradi(^ry.  Bwj 
ought,  however,  to  be  subjeA  to  minute  examinatiaii,  sm 
this  House  diould  have  the  same  right  of  compariam  ai  w 
Houae  of  Commona  had.  The  Honae  had  the  right  net  wr 
to  consider  the  clausea  in  the  bill  but  those  whii  wew  w 
out.  The  Commona  were  very  much  under  the  infl»e«M  « 
the  licensed  victnallors.  Their  Lordships  were  »<** 
They  could,  therefore,  be  of  great  assistance  to  the  0»- 
mens.  He  well  knew  the  power  of  the  people,  and  «**]■•■ 
pared  on  all  suitable  occasions,  and  in  a  suitable  masa^ 
conform  to  their  opinion,  but  he  waa  not  going  to  '*'' ^ 
they  were  demigods  and  that  wisdom  and  truth  dtsK  •■• 
them  and  with  no  others.  He  concluded  bj[  moviag  ■  ^ 
amendment  that  the  bill  be  read  a  second  time  thstdyg 
months.— Lord  Acton  and  Lord  BoraiUy  tnrged  th»  ■•■• 
reading  of  the  bill.— The  Earl  of  Kimberiey  and  a*B« 
of  Morley  supported  tbe  bill,  and  Viacoont  ^Bim^<^ 
the  Earl   of  Harrowby   the   amendmeDt— Ibe  v*"  <* 


Digitized  by 


Google 


Lug.  12, 1871.  THE  SOLICITORS'  JOURNAL  &  REPORTER. 


753 


Benet  ezpUuned  the  gzonnds  of  the  vote  he  was  abont  to 
e.  Ha  thooght  there  wu  something  monstfons  in  har- 
;  the  Toting  perfonned  in  secret.  The  whole  oonstitaenojr 
the  oonntry  should  have  an  opportanity  of  exprenog 
ii  opinion  when  thejr  had  got  this  soI^eKe  before  them, 
eritkoiedtha  measnres  of  the  Qoyemment  daring  the 
don.  The  Qovemment  did  not  care  whether  they  pas- 
the  bill  or  not.  He  conoladed  some  caqstio  remarks  on 
mitfortnnes  and  misraanagement  of  the  G«Temoient, 
t  by  reftasing  to  read  the  biU  a  seoond  time,  they  would 
>ir  the  Qowmment  to  bring  it  np  next  year  and  woold  do 
rest  lerrice  to  the  Government,  and  something  becoming 
dignity  of  Qie  House  of  Lordis. — The  hotA  Chancellor 
parted  the  bill.  He  admitted  that  from  appearances  the 
renment  knew  the  decision  of  the  Honse  woold  be 
hut  them,  bnt  strennonsly  maintained  that  they  de- 
d  that  the  measure  shoold  be  passed.  The  franduae  is 
nut  the  same  that  every  gift  to  us  from  Providence  is 
ott  that  we  ought  to  use  in  a  proper  way.  Bnt  the 
idiiae  is  not  a  trust  because  nobody  can  enforce  it.  He 
niained  that  the  Ballot  was  not  on-English.  When  the 
camenp  with  snch  a  majority  they  had  a  fUr  right  to 
itcamenp  with  the  sanction  of  the  constitaencies.  It 
their  duty  to  save  electora  not  merely  fiom  the  "furor 
ma  prava  jtibentium  "  bat  also  from  the  "  ru^AM  irutantit 
■mi."  —  The  Cuke  of  Richmond  stated  his  reasons 
■opporting  the  amendments,  which  was  from  no 
t  of  courtesy  towards  the  other  House  of  Parliament 
!  responsibilify  was  not  on  their  lordshi|M  for  throwing 
the  bill,  bnt  on  the  Government  for  having  niged  sn(£ 
jamre  through  the  other  House  with  a  rapidity  not 
1  aeeo,  only  to  throw  on  their  lordships  the  responsi- 
J  ot  rejectmg  it. — Earl  Granville  defended  the  measure 
the  conduct  of  the  Government  in  regard  to  it.  Speaking 
Dit  hope  he  earnestly  regretted  that  tiieir  lordships  were 
likely  to  give  a  seoond  reading  to  the  bill. — On  a  divi- 
,  the  seoond  reading  was  lost  by  97  to  48. 

HOUSE  OF  COMMONS. 
Og.  4.—Tht  Military  and  the  Metting  in  Hyde  Park. — 
nswer  to  an  inquiry  by  CoL  Learmonth  as  to  orders 
Bg  been  given  to  confine  the  troops  to  barracks  prior  to 
meetings  in  Hyde  Park  and  Tra&lgar  Square,  Mr. 
ss  ezpUuned  that,  as  the  law  at  present  stands,  if  k 
ling  even  of  a  political  character  oe  held  in  a  quiet 
Dtdorly  manner,  he  most  presnme  it  is  not  illegal.  The 
alityofthe  meeting  in  ^mfalgar-square,  as  originally 
:d,  would  have  consisted  in  its  being  held  on  a  day  when 
lament  was  sitting,  and  within  half  a  mile  of  the  Houses 
srliament,  and  as  it  was  then  intended,  for  the  purpose 
ititioniBg.  The  meeting  in  Hyde  Park  being  more  than 
le  from  the  Houses  of  Parliunent,  on  a  &y  when  it 
lot  sitting,  was  not  illegal  and  no  orders  were  given 
t  the  mihtary  as  to  this  meeting.  It  was  thought  ex- 
ist to  prevent  soldiers  from  being  present  at  the  Tra- 
ir-«quare  meeting,  because  disorderly  persons  might  be 
git  there,  and  it  was  impossible  to  tell  what  might 
en,  not  on  account  of  any  supposed  political  opinions 
le  part  of  the  soldiers,  but  because  they  might  have 
there  from  ordinary  curiosity,  which  is  the  motive 
h  really  attracts  the  immense  majority  of  the  persons 
are  present  on  these  occasions,  and  not  sympathy  with 
stsnsible  objects  of  tiiose  ^hu  call  the  meetings.  In 
■r  to  a  question  from  Mr.  Baillie  Cochrane,  Mr.  Bruce 
the  Government  had  no  intention  of  introducing  a 
leztSesfion  to  make  these  meetings  illegal. 
hertUj/  EdtuMtioH  in  Ireland. — In  answer  to  a  question 
Mr.  Wh  alley,  Mr.  Gladstone  said  that  the  question  of 
eisity  education  in  Ireland  would  never  be  dealt  with 
t«rogative  apart  from  a  resort  to  Parliament,  without  a 
infficatiini  to  Parliament,  in  the  first  instance,  with  a 
of  expressing  its  opinion. 

•■giilnUum  of  Voters  ifo.  2,  Bill.— la  answer  to  a  ^nea- 
bom  Colonel  Barttelot,  Sir  C.  Dilke  said  it  was  his  in- 
on  to  proceed  vrith  this  bill  this  session. 
mneti  of  the  House. — On  the  motion  of  Mr.  Gladstone 
IS  voted  that  during  the  remainder  of  the  session 
mment  orders  shall  have  precedence  of  the  other  orders 
Wednesdays. 

inee  ArtAur's  Atmmty  BiU  passed  through  committee. 
rliamentary   and  Municipal  Eleetiont    (Ballot)    Bill. — 
mittee. — A   proposal    by    Mr.    Bruce   to  enable  non- 
ent  voters  to  make  their  claims  in  writing  and  vote 
out  personal   attendance  was  negatived  by  95  to  3d. 


On  the  proposition  of  Mr.  Uoldoey,  a  clause  for  placarding  ^ 
copies  of  the  Ballot  papeis  in  large  type  outside  the  polling 
stations  daring  the  elections  was  aneed  to.  A  olaose  for 
prohibiting  paid  caavaasers  proposed  by  Sir  H.  Hoare,  wag 
negatived  by  94  to  67.  On  the  motion  of  Mr.  H.  James, 
a  clause  for  preventing  any  person  from  bein^  required, 
on  any  proceedings  as  to  the  validity  of  an  election,  to  stute 
how  he  had  vote4  was  carried  by  132  to  54.  The  first 
schedule  was  ag^reed  to.  On  the  second  schedule,  contain- 
ing the  form  of  the  Ballot  paper,  an  amendment,  to 
simplify  the  schedule  was,  on  the  motion  of  Mr.  Forster 
agreed  to;  schedules,  3,  4,  and  5  were  also  added  to  the  bill, 
and  the  preamble  was  agreed  to,  and  the  House  resumed. 

The  Wathington  TrtcAy. — Sir  C.  Adderley,  on  a  motion 
for  papers,  raised  a  disoosaion  on  this  treaty.  He  criticised 
the  initiation  of  the  negotiations,  which  he  thought  tended 
to  place  this  country  too  much  in  the  light  of  a  supplicant, 
in  a  matter  which  substantially  was  more  important  to  the 
United  States.  He  particularly  dwelt  upon  the  incon- 
venience in  the  case  of  the  Alabama  daima,  of  allowing  past 
transactions  to  be  judged  of  by  new  rules  of  international 
obligation,  which  he  characterised  as  an  act  of  magnanimity 
approaching  to  folly. — Sir  Roundell  Palmer,  as  the  legal 
adviser  of  uie  Government^  which  Was  responsible  for  the 
attitude  assumed  by  this  country  daring  the  American  Civil 
War,  defended  at  length  the  condnot  of  that  Government 
which,  he  asserted,  maintained  an  honest,  fair,  and  consistent 
neutrality.  He  contended  that  the  Government  had  always 
acted  on  the  view  that  the  measure  of  our  obligations  was 
that  which  was  adopted  by  two  of  the  judges  in  the  Alex- 
andra case,  though  two  of  the  judges  were  pf  a  different 
opinion,  and  aocoraing  to  this  there  was  no  violent  change 
in  our  obligations  in  applying  the  test  of  the  new  rules  of 
international  obligation,  while  it  would  be  a  great  advantage 
to  us  to  have  those  new  rules  udmitted  as  a  part  of  general 
intemation^  law.  He  reRrettrtd  that  the  Government  of 
the  United  States  had  felt  unable  to  admit  the  claims  of 
Canada  for  damage  done  by  the  Fenian  raiders ;  this  he  con- 
sidered a  blemish,  bnt  he  was  willing  to  pay  even  a  greater 
price  for  the  sake  of  permamcnt  peace  and  goodwiU. — Sir 
Stafford  Northoote  and  Mr.  Gladstone  supported  the  terms 
of  the  traaty,  and  Mr.  B.  Cochrane  and  Mr.  Anderson  con- 
tended that  this  oonntry  had  got  the  wont  of  the  bargain 
both  materially  and  on  the  qnestion  of  honour  and  self- 
respect,  and  the  discussion  was  dMed  by  Mr.  Whalley  who 
attributed  all  the  difficulties  to  the  action  of  the  Roman 
OtthoUc  hierarchy,  and  the  motion  for  papers  was  withdrawn. 

The  Ouetomt  and  Inland  Revenue  BiU  passed  through  com- 
mittee. 

The  XTnivertUy  Teets  {XhiNin)  Bill.—lSx.  Fawcett  aban- 
doned this  bill  for  this  session,  and  the  order  was  dis- 
char^. 

Augnst  6. — Prinee  Arthur' t  Annuity  Bill  was  read  a  third 
time  and  passed. 

Judicial  Committee  of  the  Privy  Council  5t«.— The 
Attorney  General  moved  the  second  reading  of  this  bill, 
which  had  come  down  from  the  Lords.  It  proposes  to  deal 
with  the  pressing  want  of  additional  judicial  power  in  the  - 
Privy  Council,  by  authorising  the  appointment  of  four  paid 
judges,  two  to  be  judges  or  ex-judges  of  the  supreme  courts 
of  common  law,  and  two  to  be  judges  or  ex-judges  of  the 
great  courts  of  Bengal.  Those  removed  from  the  common 
law  bench  to  have  the  same  salary  as  at  present — £5,000  a 
year.  The  ex -judges,  whether  from  the  English  or  Bengal 
courts,  to  have  £1,500  per  year  each,  in  addition  to  their 
retiring  pensions.  The  measure  is  avowedly  a  temporary 
and  provisional  one,  and  is  intended  to  be  superseded  by  a 
larger  measure  in  the  next  session,  for  dealing  with  the 
whole  subject  of  appellate  jurisdiction.  Mr.  Collins,  llr. 
V.  Harcourt,  Mr.  West,  Mr.  R.  Gumey,  Mr.  H.  Palmer, 
and  Mr.  Walpole  took  part  in  the  discussion,  and  the  bill 
was  read  a  second  time,  and  ordered  to  be  committed  on 
Wednraday  next. 

August  7. — The  Eleetiont  (Parliamentary  and  Municipal) 
Bill. — On  the  bringing  up  of  the  report,  several  new  clauses 
and  amendments  were  agreed  to.  The  schedules,  on  the 
motion  of  Mr.  W.  E.  Forster,  were  verbally  amended  in 
several  particulars,  and  the  report  was  then  agreed  to. 

Merchant  Shipping  Acts  Amendment  Bill. — Committee 
on  clause  5.  Au  amendment  proposed  by  Mr.  Graves,  pro- 
viding that  the  surveyor  should  hand  to  the  master,  on  the 
departure  of  the  vessel,  a  record  of  her  draught,  was  lost 
by  54  to  52.    Clause  7  was,  after  some  discussion,  agreed  to. 
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'With  an  alteration  {iropoMd  by  Mr.  C.  Forteacae.  Ckttae* 
8  to  10  were  ogreed  to.  On  dame  11,  an  amendment  pro' 
poeed  by  Mr.  Orarea  to  extend  it  to  her  Mijeaty's  ships, 
was  lost  by  57  to  27,  and  the  bill  passed  through  oomraiitee. 

August  8.-7^  Prorogation  of  Parliament. — In  answer  to 
a  question  from  Mr.  Bowrins,  Hr.  Gladstone  stated  that  he 
saw  no  likelihood  whatever  uiat  ministers  could  adrise  her 
Majesty  to  prorogue  Parliament' until  ample  time  had  been 

S'ven  to  the  House  of  Lords,  for  tiie  fullest  consideration  of 
le  Ballot  Bill. 

The  Siection$  Parliatiuntary  and  Municipal  {BaUot) 
BiU. — On  the  order  on  the  day  for  the  third  reading  of  this 
'bill,  Mr.  Disraeli  at  great  length  reviewed  the  action  of  the 
'QoTemment  in  reference  to  tus  measure,  and  concluded  by 
condemning  the  Ballot  as  a  retrograde  measure.  Mr.  Glad- 
stone replied,  and  after  a  discussion  in  which  Mr.  Hope, 
Sir  W.  Lawson,  and  Mr.  Forster  took  part,  the  bill  was  read 
» third  time  and  passed. 

Bithopt'  Retigntttion  Act  (1869)  Perpetuation  BiU  passed 
through  committee. 

Stmtion  of  mUmcet  hy  the  Some  Seeretary — Th*  "  Confes- 
nonal  Vktmuked." — Mr.  Newd^te,  on  moving  for  papers 
in  the  case  of  the  conviction  of  Mackie  at  the  Winchester 
'Quarter  Sessions,  complained  of  the  manner  in  which  the 
trial  was  conducted,  and  arraigned  the  conduct  of  the  Home 
Secretary,  in  shoeing  no  pity  to  a  man  convicted  for  circu- 
lating shook  whioh  had  never  been  pronounced  obscene, 
while  he  was  ready  to  extend  mercv  and  pardon  to  convicted 
murderers.  The  Bible  itself,  if  judged  by  selected  passages, 
•might  be  pronounced  obscene.— Lord  H.  Scott  defended  the 
magistrate  who  tried  the  case.— Mr.  Whalley  declared  that 
if  anyone  ought  to  be  imprisoned  for  this  work,  it  was  well 
'known,  that  he  (Mr.  'WhaUey)  was  the  man.  The  decision 
given  in  the  Court  of  Queen  s  Bench,  with  reference  to  the 
book  of  the  "Confessional  Unmasked,"  sent  a  shudder 
through  'Westminster  Hall. — Mr.  Bmce  bad  exercised  his 
judgment  to  the  best  of  his  ability,  and  declined  to  enter 
upon  his  defence.  He  defended  the  Chairman  of  Quarter 
Sessions  who  liad  acted  in  accordance  with  the  law  as  laid 
down  in  the  Court  of  Queen's  Bench ;  the  book,  for  the  sale 
of  which  this  sentence  was  passed,  contained  everything  that 
was  vile  and  foul  in  the  • '  Confessional  Unmasked,"  and  he 
opposed  the  motion  for  p«pers,  the  publioation  of  whioh 
would  involve  the  re-printii^;  of  the  objectionable  book. — 
Motion  for  papers  negatived. 

August  8. — ^The  Z^  Expenee*  of  ex-Oovernor  Eyre. — 
In  reply  to  Mr.  P.  A.  Taylor,  Mr.  W.  H.  Gladstone  was 
unable  to  fix  a  pirease  date  for  taking  the  supplementary 
vote  of  upwards  of  ^£4,000  for  the  legal  expenses  of  ex-Go- 
vemorEyre. 

The  Olmrch  Bmldutg  Act*  AmendmetU  BiU  passed  through 
committee. 

The  frith  Poor  Law  Removal  BiU  was  withdrawn. 

The  Merchant  Shipping  Acts  Amendment  Bill  read  a  third 
'time  and  passed. 

The  Tribunals  of  Commerce  Bill  was  withdrawn. 

August  10. — ^The  Siott  in  I>ublin. — In  answer  to  Sir  J. 
'Gray,  the  Marquis  of  Hartington  said,  that  no  information 
had  been  sworn  or  laid  before  the  authorities  stating  that  a 
'breach  of  the  peace  was  apprehended  because  of  the  intended 
meetinfc  at  the  Fhcenix  Park  on  tiie  6th  inst.  He  would 
<not  anticipate  the  statement  to  be  made  on  the  subject  to- 
-morrow by  the  Solicitor-General  for  Ireland. 

Political  Meetitigt. — In  answer  to  a  question  from  Mr.  B. 
'Cochrane.  Mr.  Bruce  explained  that  the  provision  in  the  Act 
67  Geo.  3  0.  19,  requiring  the  signature  of  seven  house- 
holders to  legalise  certain  political  meetings,  was  only  tem- 
porary and  expired  in  the  year  1818. 

Army  Regulation  Bill. — On  the  order  for  considering  the 
Lords'  amendments  on  this  bill,  Mr.  M.  Torrens  moved  to 
pontDoae  the  amendments  for  three  days,  in  order  to  pass  a 
standing  order  to  prevent  the  withdrawal  by  royal  warrant 
of  anv  part  of  a  hill  from  the  discretion  of  Parliament. — 
Mr.  Newdegate  supported  the  amendment,  which  was 
negatived  by  141  to  83.  On  the  first  amendment  being  put 
Sir  S.  Northcote  called  on  the  Government  to  explain  the 
Act  whioh  had  deprived  Parliament  of  its  freedom  of  de- 
liberation. The  Solicitor- General  argued  in  favour  of  the 
legality  of  the  royal  warrant,  and  said  that  Parliament  had 
nothing  whatever  to  do  with  the  Army.  He  ridiculed  the 
idea  of  danger  to  popular  liberties  from  any  exercise  of 
prerogative  in  the  present  day.  when  the  Act  could  only  be 
^one  'by  a  minister  who  had  a  majority  in  that  House.— Mr. 


Dttradi  said  the  Solicitor-General  had  avoided  the  nd 
question,  whioh  was  not  the  legality  of  the  wainuit,  Int 
the  ohanga  in  the  bill  after  it  Bad  left  tha  Home.  Ha 
argfoed  that  it  was  oompeteot  fbr  the  Cfown  to  nrton 
purohaae  by  warrant  so  that  the  House  might  lose  tht  eoa- 
sidsrmtion  for  which  it  had  imposed  a  heavy  budoD  oa  ilit 
people.  He  praased  upon  the  Governnent  to  deehn 
whether  they  had  advised  the  Queen  to  issue  tha  raiMt 
under  the  statute  or  by  sheer  prerogative.  In  the  oiw  om 
it  WDoM  be  inefliMtive,iB  fiie  other  she  weald  hsvslxet 
advised  to  withdraw  from  Parliament  a  measure  that  1»i 
been  reoommanded  from  the  Tlirona. — Mr.  Newdtgiti, 
Mr.  Harconrt  and  Mr.  Whallay  took  part  in  the  diseaaiii, 
and  the  debate  wm  a^jooined  until  Tnsaday  on  the  motin 
of  Mr.  Fawcett 


LAW  STUSElfTS'  JOUBVAL. 

OENEBAL  EZAMINA-nON. 

Xiehaelmae  Term,  1871. 

Hursv,  Mahokicedak,  avd  Ikdiak  Liw. 

The  Council  of  Legal  Education  have  approved  of  At 
following  Rales  for  the  Examination  of  the  Studratspn- 
posing  to  be  called  to  the  bar  with  a  view  to  residence  ii 
India. 

The  attention  of  the  Students  is  requested  to  the  fdloni; 
rules  of  the  Inns  of  Court :  — 

"  That  not  more  than  four  Terms  under  aa^  drcomitaiai 
be  dispensed  with  in  favour  of  students  coming  bom  Jaia, 
or  the  Colonies,  with  a  view  to  return  to  residence  then,iBd 
that  it  is  not  expedient  to  dispense  with  any  terms  for  sad 
students  except  on  the  following  conditions,  viz.  :— 

"1.  That  students  from  India  do  satisfactorily  pistu 
examination  in  Hindu  and  Mahommedan  La«r,  tlie  India 
Penal  Code,  the  Code  of  Criminal  Procedure,  the  hidiii 
Succeesion  Act,  and  in  such  other  Codes  and  Acts  as  tty 
from  time  to  time  become  law  in  British  India ;  ud  ii 
addition  to  such  examination,  do  pass  sndi  examiiutiini, 
and  abide  by  all  such  rules  and  regulatioos  as  are  nas  ii 
force  for  students  seeking  a  pass  certificate  by  eximtaatiim, 
for  call  to  the  bar. 

"  2.  That  students  tram  the  colonies  do  pass  so^  m 
examination  as  is  required,  and  do  abide  by  sit  sacb  rules 


and  regulations  as  are  now  in  force,  in  order  to  obtain  a  cc- 
tificate  of  honour. 

"  3.  ProvidedthateachofthefourlniuofConrtbeatllbertT 
to  dispense  with  the  above  conditions  in  such  vary  spcrlil 
circumstances  as  they  may  think  fit,  and  that  sudk  ciitaui- 
stances  be  stated  in  the  certificate  of  call  to  the  bar  giren  tg 
eveiT  such  studeut.  The  Benchers  of  each  Inn,  subject  te 
the  foregoing  limitations,  being  guided,  in  the  dispenntigt 
of  terras,  by  the  circumstances  of  each  particular  case," 
Ruletfor  the  Examination  of  the  Caatdiiata. 

An  examination  will  be  held  in  next  M^haelmas  Tem, 
to  which  a  student  of  any  of  the  Inns  of  Court  wiL  be  tir 
missibls. 

Each  student  proposing  to  submit^  himself  for  exaniaatios 
will  be  required  to  enter  his  name  at  the  Treasurer's  Ofice 
of  the  Inn  of  Court  to  which  he  belongs  on  or  brfoR 
Saturday,  the  Slst  day  of  October  next. 

Tbe  examination  will  commence  on  Friday,  the  27di  dat 
of  October  next,  and  will  be  continued  on  the  Satnrdq  fol- 
lowing. 

It  will  take  place  in  the  hall  of  Lincoln's-inn ;  and  tbe 
doors  will  be  closed  ten  minutes  after  the  time  appointtdfut 
the  commsnoement  of  the  examination. 

The  examination  willbe  conducted  in  the  foUowipgorder:- 
Friday  morning,  the  27th  October,  at  10,  on  Hi^  lav; 
in  the  afternoon,  at  2,  on  Mahommedan  Law 

Saturday  morning,  the  28th  October  at  10,  on  ths  Pew 
Code  and  Criminal  Procedure  Code :  in  the  alteniooo,  st  % 
on  the  CSvil  Procedure  Code  and  the  Indian  Suceeoioa  ^ 

Th*  oral  examination  on  Hindu  Law  will  be  emda^ 
in  the  forenoon  of  Friday,  the  27th  October,  imd  the  «« 
examination  on  Mahommedan  Law  in  the  aftenoon  of  ^ 
same  day.  The  oral  examination  on  the  Penal  Code  >* 
Criminal  Procedure  Code  will  be  condacted  in  the  fxaas» 
of  Saturday,  the  28th  of  October,  and  the  oral  examiiia&" 
on  the  Civil  Procedure  Code  and  Sneoession  Act  is  <■* 
afternoon  of  the  same  day.  ^^ 

The  oral  examination  of  each  student  will  be  coBte>» 
apart  from  the  other  students. 
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Oie  oitl  examlgatioii  utd  pritttod  qtMtioiw   will   be 
ndad  on  tiie  foUoving  1>o<du : — 
,  Hindn  L»w— 

TVeatiaa  on  tha  Hinda  Law  of  InheriUnc*. 

Menn'i  Institutes. 
.  Uahommedsn  Law — 

Tnttiacs  on  Mahonuoedan  Law, 

Hedayth.    TiUe,  "Sale." 
L  The  law*  in  forea  in  British  India. 

Intestacy  andTestcmentaiy  Aet. 

Ciril  Frocednie  Code. 

Peiial  Code. 

Code  of  Criminal  Proctdnre. 

Field's  Law  of  Evidence.  Act  iL  of  1855,  Aot  xxr.  of 
1861,  and  Act  nr.  of  1889. 

field's  Indian  Statute  Book.    Title,  "  Introdaotion." 


trVEMTUAL  AND  UONASnO  IKSTITTrnONS. 

BnPMn  OP  THB  Sblbot  Ooxmittbb. 
ronr  committee  have  inquired  into  the  state  of  the  law 
t  affiseta  oonTentnal  and  monastic  iostitDtions,  incladinf( 
j]iein  and  other  religions  institations  of  a  oonventnal 
Bonaitio  character. 

liar*  is  no  la  w  applioabla  to  thoae  institntions  or  speoially 
otiBg  them  in  anjr  way,  nnless  tfaagr  are  in  oonneotion 
1  the  Chnroh  of  Borne.  Members  of  the  Church  of 
[land,  of  the  Greek  church,  or  of  any  Church  other 
1  the  Chorob  of  Rome,  are  perfectly  free  to  take  monas- 
rows,  to  enrol  themselves  in  oommumties  of  a  eonventoal 
lonastio  character,  and  to  found  or  endow  institutions 
1st  kind,  without  any  restriction,  and  subject  only  to 
geoeial  rales  which  govern  the  disposition  of  private 
perty  in  the  hands  of  individuals.  Boman  Catholics 
d  in  an  exceptional  position.  Although  previously  to 
Beformation  monasteries  and  oonventai  were  perfectiy 
1  by  the  common  law  of  England,  and  in  most  case* 
I  incorporated  '  and  empowered  to  hold  property,  yet 
r  the  Reformation,  by  reason  of  the  universal  illMality 
eh  attached^  to  the  profeesion  of  the  Soman  Catnolie 
p'on,  these  institutions  beoame  illegal,  and  when  not 
-ioDsly  dissolved  by  express  enactment,  they  became 
not  and  their  members  dispersed.  By  the  Emancipation 
(10  Geo.  rv.  c.  7,  ss.  27-87),  religious  orders,  oom- 
ites,  or  societies  of  men  belonging;  to  the  Church  of 
le,  and  bound  by  monastic  or  reliirioas  vows,  are  pro- 
ted.  It  is  a  misdeamour,  punishable  by  banishment  for 
for  any  man  to  be  admitted  into  any  suoh  religions  order 
immanity  in  any  part  of  the  United  Ein^om.  It 
miademeanour.  subject  to  the  same  penalty,  to  admit 
man  to  be  a  member  of  a  religious  order,  or  to  ad- 
•ter  vows  to  him,  in  any  part  of  the  TTnited  Kiog- 
.  Tha  same  penalty  applies  to  any  member  of  a 
ioos  order  coming  into  the  realm  after  the  Emancipa- 
Act  pused,  except  only  in  the  case  where  a  Secretary 
ate  gives  him  a  licence  so  to  do,  which  licence  cannot 
id  to  a  period  of  more  than  six  months. 
in  eonaequenoe  of  these  enactments,  as  developed  by 
aal  decisions,  has  been  to  render  invalid  all  endowments 
ich  Roman  Catholic  oommnnitiee.  A  g^ft  or  bequest  of 
>  or  of  personalty  for  the  benefit  of  any  Roman  Catholic 
istery  (being  a  religious  community  of  men),  or  for  the 
St  of  individuals  in  their  oapaeity  of  monks,  or  for  the 
Bt  of  a  oburoh  to  be  served  by  monks,  has  been  decided 
e  Irish  Court  of  Chanowy  to  be  illegal.  If  the  object 
»  gift  or  bequest  were  oliaritable  in  its  nature  (as,  for 
iple,  if  it  were  in  favonr  of  ■'  sohool  or  a  church'),  and 
rendered  illegal  only  so  far  as  its  administration  was 
led  to  monks,  or  its  distribution  required  their  inter  ■ 
ion,  the  prooeiedsof  the  gift  wonldprobably  be  applied 
le  Ciourt  of  Chaaoery  to  a  like  charitable  purpose,  free 
the  illegal  taint  of  connection  with  a  monastio  order. 
e  gift  or  bequest  were  not  oharitable,  bnt  simply  for 
benefit  of  a  monastery,  or  if,  although  oharitable,  it 
for  the  bmefit  of  soma  specific  mooasUo  charity,  the 
wty  would  revert  to  the  heira  or  next  of  kiu  of  the 
r. 

lero  is  another  branch  of  law  which  has  also  some  bear- 
in  Roman  Catholic  monasteries.  A  long  course  of  de- 
ls, founded  upon  what  is  called  the  policy  of  the  1  Edw, 
t.  14,  and  the  37  Henry  VIII.  c.  4,  have  established 
Roman  Catholic  prayers  or  masseu  for  the  repose  of 
onl  of  the  dead  are  superstitions ;  and  that  money  siven 
'ocnte  such  prayers  or  masses  is  devoted  to  an  illegal 


use.ahdrevnistathBnAxtofk&kof  thedonor.  It  ioIlovN' 
kUrt  if  the  oMiey  be  laft  on  eottdltkm  id  mane*  bainit'SMd,' 
or  praMn  ofltesd  fbr  tke  aovl  of  tha  tortatsti  luoh  a  b^veat-' 

'With  regard  to  convents  or  oommnnitjes  of  women  be- 
lon^^ng  to  the  Church  of  Bome,  the  clauses  of  the  Bman- 
oipl&onAcft  do  not  apply  to  thorn  (10Oeo.iy.  c  7.  «.  S7).. 
"We  are  not  aware  of  ani*  stibeiMog  ehaetmenk  wUoh  pre> 
hiblta  a  Roman  Catholic  woman  from  taking  vowt  or  JoiaiAg  - 
an  order  or  eommnnity  of  the  ObURih  of  wme.    Thtn  ■  waa> 
in  the  27  Elis.  c.  2,  a  dsnue  (leetion  2)  which  uicihftOs* 
"  any  reUgioOS  or  eedejiastioal  parfon  whatsoever'*  (see  the 
Record  Commisnoners'  edition  of  the  Statnlas),  "  made,  or- 
dained, or  professed"  by  any  authority  (torn  tha  See  of 
Rome,  bom  coming  into  or  being  or  remaining  in  the  realm 
under  penaltiea  of  nigh  treason.    This  statute  would  have 
rendered  the  ezi<tenoe  of  Roman  Oatholio  nuns  in   this, 
country  illegal ;  but  it  was  repealed  by  the  7  &  8  Yiot.  c. 
102. 

The  2  ipulfo  t)  Jac.  1,  e.  4,  s.  1  re-«naots  all  Qaeen 
Elizabeth's  statates  against  Jesuits,  Mninary  pftasti^  and 
other  priests,  deacons,  "  religions  and  eoelesiastioal  penoo* 
whatsoever;"  but  this  statute  ia  repealed  by  the  9  k  10 
Vict,  c.  59. 

Notwithstanding  fhe  repeal  of  the  enaotaents  jnat 
referred  to,  some  of  the  witnesses  called  before  ue  oxpi  eased 
an  opinion  that  a  gift  or  a  conveyance  l^  deed  or  will  in 
trust,  for  a  community  of  nuns,  was  of  doabtfiil  legality. 
We  are  not  aware  of  any  oaae  in  whieh  this  qnestion  has 
been  decided  by  Judicial  authority,  either  In  thia  cooatry  or 
in  Ireland, 

The  doubt  expressed  before  us  as  to  the  legality  of  trusta 
created  in  favour  of  convents  was  partly  baaed  npon  aeotioa' 
17  of  31  Oteo.  3,  c.  32,  which  provides  that  "  nothing  ia 
that  Aot  shall  make  it  lawful  to  found,  otdow,  or  establish 
any  religious  order  or  society  of  persons  bound  by  monastio 
or  religious  vows ;"  and  that  "  all  uses,  trusts,  and  (Uspoai- 
tions,  whether  of  real  or  personal  property,  which  imme- 
diately before  June  84,  1791,  shall  be  deemed  to  be  super- 
stitions and  unlawful,  shall  continae  to  be  so  deemed  and 
taken,  anything  in  this  Act  to  <he  contrary  notwith- 
stsnding..' 

Sections  12,  \6.  and  16  of  the  31  Qeo.  HI.  c.  32,  were  re- 
pealed by  the  9  ft  10  Vic.  c.  99,  bat  section  17  is  left  un- 
repealed. 

The  reeult  of  the  evidence  given  before  ns  is  that  monas- 
teries and  convents  are  not  direcUy  affected  by  the  law 
relating  to  charitable  uses.  A  monastery  or  a  convent  is 
not,  ptr  se,  a  "  charity  "  in  the  technical  ssose  which  that 
word  haa  acquired  in  our  law.  The  members  of  tsveral 
monastic  and  conventual  institutions  in  this  oonntry  appear 
to  devote  themselves  to  education,  to  the  care  of  the  sick,  («' 
the  relief  of  the  poor,or  to  other  purposes  which  are  "  chari- 
table "  in  the  technical  sense.  An  endowment  in  favour  of 
a  school,  or  a  reformatory,  or  an  hospital,  intrusted  to  the 
care  of  monks  or  nuns,  would  of  oonrse  be  a  charitable  use, 
not  by  reason  of  its  connection  witii  a  monastery  or  a  con- 
vent, but  because  its  purpose  brings  it  within  the  legal  de- 
finition of  a  charitabe  use.  And,  on  the  other  mnd,  a 
disposition  of  property  for  the  benefit  of  a  monastery  or 
convent,  would  not  be  a  oharitable  use  merely  because  the 
inmates  of  the  monastery  or  convent  usually  devoted  them- 
selves to  some  charitable  purpose,  nor  unless  tiie  oharitable 
parpose  were  made  a  condition  upon  Which  the  property 
was  given. 

Hence  it  is  that  the  Roman  Catholic  Charities  Act  of 
1860  (28  ft  24  Vict.  134)  has  littie  or  no  application  to 
property  enjoyed  by  monasteries  and  convents.  That  statute 
was  intended  to  cure  one  defect  which  had  inevitably 
attached  to  the  title  of  all  Roman  Catholic  charitable  en- 
dowments. 

It  is  well  known  that  the  9  Qeo.  II.  c.  86,  rrqnired  all 
charitable  endowments  in  lauds  to  be  constituted  oy  deed, 
executed  twelve  months  before  the  death  of  the  grantor,  and 
enrolled  in  Chance^.  This  statute  applies  to  Roman  Ca- 
tholic as  well  as  to  Protestant  charities.  At  the  same  time, 
it  was  hardly  to  be  expected  that  the  founders  of  Romin 
Catholic  charities  should  comply  with  its  provisions,  because 
enrolment  of  the  deed  of  ionndation  involved  some  amount 
of  publicity  given  to  it ;  and  a  founder  who  disclosed  or 
made  public  a  Roman  Catholic  charitable  use,  exposed  it  to 
the  risk  of  being  defeated  or  set  aside,  inasmuch  as  down  to 
the  year  1832  Roman  Catholic  charitable  uses  were  treated 
by  our  law  as  superstitious  and  void.     In  the  year  1832. 
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putUI  relief  ww  oiTen  to  Bomaa  OathdicB  by  tke  3  &  8 
Wm.  rv.  0. 116,  which  enwtad  thtt  Bmum  Catholic*  ahoold, 
in  iwpect  of  their  "  ichoola,  places  for  leU^oiu  wonhip, 
edooatioD,  and  charitable  purpoaea,"  be  rabject  to  the  aame 
lawa  as  the  Proteatant  Dissenters  were  subject  te  in  England. 
It  is  well  known  that  the  Toleration  Act  and  snbsMoent 
atatntes  had  given  validity  to  the  charitable  trosts  ofTro- 
taatant  Dissenters.  Consequently,  since  the  2  &  3  Wm.  lY. 
c.  116,  Roman  Catholics  were  en^>led  to  give  lands  for  the 
building  of  ohorclMfl  and  chapels,  for  sc£>ols,  and  for  the 
maintenance  of  bishops  or  secnlar  priests,  without  the  fear 
of  seeing  those  gifts  ^feated  by  the  courts  ;  and  they  could 
therefore  safely  comply  with  toe  provisions  of  the  9  Qeo.  11. 
c.  36,  ss  to  enrolment  of  the  conreyance.  But  the  2  &  3 
Wm.  IV.  e .  116,  did  not  «are  the  delect  which  had  attached 
to  the  title  of  all  Boman  Catholic  charities  created  before, 
that  statute  passed,  by  reason  of  non-compliance  with  the 
proTisions  of  the  9  Oeo.  II.  c.  36.  When,  therefore,  by  the 
Charitable  Uses  Act  of  1863,  more  efBdent  means  were  de- 
vised of  inspecting,  controlling,  and  remodelUn^  charities 
tiiroagh  tba  maclunsry  of  the  Chsrity  Commissioners,  the 
Legi£tare  excepted  Boman  Catholic  charities  out  of  that 
Act,  beoanse  in  their  case  inspection  and  inquiry  would  have 
defeated  the  whole  purpose  of  the  charitiee,  since  it  must 
have  discovered  the  defect  of  title  just  mentioned.  This 
exception  was  continued  from  time  to  time  down  to  the  year 
1860.  In  that  year  was  passed  the  23  ft  24  Vict.  c.  134,  by 
which  a  period  of  twelve  months  was  given  to  all  Boman 
Catholic  charities  then  existing  to  come  in  and  enrol  their 
deeds,  and  thereby  to  cure  the  defect  of  non-enrolment  under 
the  9  Geo.  II.  c.  86.  The  Act  provided  that  if  any  property 
included  in  a  Roman  Catholic  charitable  foundation  was  in 
part  applicable  to  a  superstitious  use  (in  which  case  the 
courts  would  formerlv  have  held  the  whole  foundation  void), 
the  property  should  be  apportioned  by  the  court,  so  that  one 
part  should  be  devoted  to  the  lawfm  charitable  trusts  de- 
clared bv  the  settler,  while  the  part  which  the  court  deemed 
applicable  to  the  superstitions  or  unlawful  trusts  was  to  be 
devoted  to  some  other  lawful  Roman  Catholic  charitable  pur- 
p<]se  selected  by  the  court,  in  lieu  of  die  superstitions  purpose 
selected  by  the  settler  «23 1  24  Vict  c.  134.  s.  1). 

After  the  passing  of  this  Act,  a  considerable  nnmber 
(some  400)  of  Roman  Catholic  chwities  were  enrolled.  This 
number  appears  to  have  included  the  greater  part  of  the 
Roman  Catholic  charities  then  in  existence  under  founda- 
tions of  an  earlier  date.  The  deeds  enrolled  contained,  for 
the  most  part,  no  declaration  of  trust.  This  was  due  to 
the  &ct  that  where  any  declaration  of  trust  in  favour  of 
a  Roman  Catholic  charity  was  made  at  all  in  the  time 
prior  to  1882,'when  toleration  was  first  extended  to  Roman 
Catholic  charities,  it  was,  for  the  purpose  of  the  secrecy 
then  necessary,  made  in  a  deed  separate  from  the  deed  of 
conveyance,  whilo  the  latter  deed  was  the  only  one  which 
was  required  to  be  enrolled  nnder  the  Act  of  1 8C9.  Since  the 
passing  of  this  Act  of  1860,  Boman  Catholic  charities  have 
been  governed  by  precisely  the  same  law  as  Protestant  chari- 
ties, and  are  equally  subject  to  the  jurisdiction  of  the  Charity 
Commissionen  in  all  respects.  The  Act  of  I860  had,  so  far 
as  enrolment  is  ooncemed.only  a  temporary  operation,  which 
is  now  spent  by  the  lapse  of  tiie  twelve  montiu  mentioned 
in  the  Act  Boman  Catbolio  charities  created  since  then 
have  been  enrolled  nnder  the  provisions  of  the  Act  of  Qeo. 
2,  and  in  all  oases  which  come  within  the  protection  of  the 
8  &  3  Wm.  4,  a.  115  ;  that  is,  in  all  en^wments  for  the 
benefit  of  bishops  and  priests,  of  ohurches,  schools,  and 
colleges,  unconnected  with  monasteriaa  or  convents,  the 
practice  of  Roman  Catholics  is  tc  enrol  their  charitable 
foundations  ;  and  no  oltjection  is  felt  by  them  to  the  juris- 
diction of  the  Charity  Oommissieners. 
fib  be  (xmtitnud.) 


Mr.  J.  B.  Aspinall,  Q.C.,  Recorder  of  Liverpool,  hss  been 
retained  as  counsel  for  the  corporation  of  Bootle. 

The  Queen  has  conferred  the  honour  of  knighthood  on 
James  Jell  Chalk,  Es^.,  barrister-at-law,  secretary  to  the 
Ecclesiastical  Commissioners  for  England. 

By  the  death  of  Mr.  Thomas  Fassett  Emt,  barrister-at- 
law,  the  post  of  counsel  to  the  Chairman  of  Committees  of 
the  House  of  Lords  has  become  vacant  The  appointment 
rests  with  Lord  Redesdale,  and  the  salaiy  of  the  office  is 
£1,600  a  year.  The  late  Mr.  Kent  was  called  to  the  bar  in 
November,  1842. 


POBUO  OOMPAffm. 

ooTuuntaiT  ronw. 

I,as«  Qveianov,  Ang.  11,  U7L 

t  par  Csnt.  Oooaols.  «*) 
Ditto  tor  Aeooont,  Sept.  I,  taf 
3  par  Omt.  Badoesd  tti 
irew  t  per  Ctnt.,  Mt 
Do.  llperCant.,Jan.'t« 
Do.  I#  par  Osat..  Jan.  'M 
Do. »  per  Csnt.,  Jan.  'It 
AnnatUsa,  Jan.  to — 


.  April,  •» 
Do.  (Bad  Sea  T. )  Au.  IMI 
■xlUlla,tl«M,-p«ra.i«(  I 
Ditto, OSt.  Do— Mpa 
Ditto,  «lts  A  «iO.  -  M  r  ■ 
Bank  af  Ba(lan4  (toek.  <«  r 

Ot.dasthair-TtsDtM 
Ditto  for; 


nraiAH  ooTBBjnuirr  BEOUBirm. 


India  Btk.,  iatpCt.Apr.T4,to» 

Ditto  tor  Aeooont 

Ditto  »parOMit.,JBly.t«  lU 

Ditto  for  Aeooont.  — 

Ditto  4  per  Caot..  Ost.  tt  1011 

DItto.dltio.CertUloaies,  — 

Ditto  ■aeMsd  Ppr., «  psrOent.ttI 


Ind.Biir.Pr., I  pCJu.*)!!* 
Ditto,  Hper  Cent.,IUj,'MB 
Ditto  DsbsBtarat,  ptr  CM.. 

Aprll,'S4- 
DO.DO ,»  psrOsatMAif.'nM 
Do.  Bonds,  4  per  Ct.,ilM  !t  r> 
Ditto,  ditto,  andtr  AIM*.  »;> 


BAILWAT  ROOC 


Ballwajs. 


VilA.(3atnr» 


Stock! 

Steekl 
Stock 
Stock' 
Stock 


Block 
Stock 
Stock 
Stock 
Stock 
Stodi 
Stock 
Stock 
Stock 
Stock 
Slock 
Stook 
Stock 
Stock 
Stock 
Stock 
Stock 
Block 
Stock 


Bristol  and  Bxetsr „_.„,>_„.„ 

Oalsdoni«n..._.~.~  ._............>. ..,.«. 

Olaaoov  and  Soath-Waatsm .......... 

Great  Bastarn  Ordinary  Btook  

[>o.,BastAnglianStoek,I)o.>  .... 
Ofaet  Northara ........_.. 

Do.,  A  Stock*    ........................ 

GraatSoatharn  and  Wastam  oflraland 

Great  Weatem— Original ~ 

I^noashirsandTorkshlra  ............ 

liOndon,  Brighton,  and  Sooth  Ooaat.. 
LoodoB, Chatham,  and  Dorer,„.„._« 

London  and  North- Western 

London  and  South- Weitcrn    

Manehester.SheSteld,  and  Lincoln 

MstropoUtui „ „ 

Utdland  ......._ 

So.,  Birmliutham  aud  Uortir   

Mortb  British 

North  liOndon  ....„ j 

North  SUSordahira ...„ „.. 

South  OoTon „.., 

Soath-EasMrn  „ 

TalTTalc 


•  A raoslvsa ao dtvldand  antU S  psr  eant.  baa baco vii^al. 


MONBT  MARXBT  and  CrrT  iKTStMOSXCS.  1 

The  markets,  on  the  whole,  have  remained  fin  ten; 
the  week.  Metropolitztn  3^  ^er  cents,  are  findiu  kns: 
and  tending  upwards.  Foreign  securities  gensallfin^ 
been  buoyant,  there  ha»,  however,  been  a  alight  r<arfi<** 
Italian.  In  railways  generally  the  market  hii  «f 
animated,  owing  to  the  large  traffic  returns  of  laait  o<  tif  i 
lines.  Oreat  Western,  London  and  Kortb  Weiio- 
Brighton,  South  Eastern,  Chatham  and  Dowi,  »j 
Me&opolitan  are,  among  those  in  which  an  adn^  ^ 
beenestablished  during  the  week.    Money  is  stOl  ibnMu^ 

The  subscription  lists  of  the  Liberian  GoTemamt  S^rsi 
per  Cent.  Loan  doted  on  Thnaday.  The  qootattoa  n  :  t;  q 
prem. 

Messrs.  Dalley  &  Rhodes,  76,  CMd  BiotdHtwt  ^ 
authorised  by  the  Oreat  Korthem  and  Weatsrn  (of  Ira» 
Bailway  Computy  to  receive  appH -<tio»s  for  £10MM  ft 
bentore  Stock,  oarrytng  a  perpetu  •!  prefarentisl  intma  o 
4^  per  cent  per  annum,  payable  half-yearly  on  ths  1^  '■■ 
nary  and  16th  Jnl^  in  each  year.  By  their  Lea«  ^^ 
1870  tiie  company  is  secured  a  dear  rsnt-duugs  •!*■  ■ 
revenues  of  the  Midland  Oreat  Western  BsUwayitfU 
land)  Company,  augmented  by  those  of  the  o"!^ 
undertaking,  m  priority  of  all  dividend  on  tbs  st^ 
share  capital  and  fatnte  preference  dure  capital  of  tH 
Midland  Oreat  Western  Company. 

The  prospectus  of  the  Southwark  and  CSty  Sd>wirCia 
any,  lor  nuJc^  an  underground  railway  from  St  OibF 
'hurch,  Southwark,  to  the  city,  incorporated  by  ^5^^ 
of  Parliament,  was  issued  yestigzday.  The] 
is  £100,000,  in  10,000  shares  of  £10  each,  ol 
to  be  paid  on  appKoatton  £1  per  share,  soi  on 
calls  for  the  halaikce  not  to  exceed  £2  p«  shsi^ 
peny  has  be«a  formed  for  the  purpose  t(  sffoi '' 
the  present  enontous  traffic  passing  akng 
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ngli,  and  over  Lontei-htidge,  and  for  oaoBieetiag  with 
*ify  tli6  ezteosiTe  system  of  tramways  haTing*  their 
m  Math  of  the  Thames.  The  Parliamentarr  powers 
en«d  npon  the  company  enable  this  to  be  effected  by 
H  of  an  miimgniaoA  raflway,  commencinK  at  SL 
ft'i  Cbaich  in  the  Borongh,  me  junction  of  the  im- 
mt  thorough&res  of  Blackman-street  and  Cheat  Dover- 
t,  paasiac  wader  the  High-atx«et  and  tho  river  Thames, 
terminatmg  in  Arthnr-sbeet  west,  dose  to  King 
iun-street  and  Cannon-street.  The  share  list  will  olose 
h«  16th  instant  for  London,  and  on  the  16th  for  the 
by. 


r.  Jamts  Jell  Chalk,  faarrister-at-law,  on  retiring  from 
iffice  of  secretary  to  the  Ecclesiastical  CommissioDers  for 
land,  has  leceiTed  the  honour  of  knigbthood  at  the 
^oftheQaeen.  Sir  James  Chalk  was  called  to  the  bar 
e  Middle  Temple  in  Komnber,  1889. 
r.  M.  H.  Blozam.  solictor,  of  Bagb;^,  late  clerk  to  the 
iitntes  of  that  petty  seaslonBl  division,  has  been  pre- 
!d  with  a  testimonial  by  the  instiees,  on  his  resignation 
ii  appointment  as  their  clerk.  The  testimonial  con- 
d  of  a  silTer  inkstand,  aapplied  by  Hessn.  Bunt  & 
lell,  goldsmiths  to  the  Qaeeo,  at  a  cost  of  forty  guineas. 

freseotation  took  place  recently  at  the  Coiut-room  of 
own  Hall  at  Rugby. 

L  HnBWBTBXB,  Q.O.,  ASO  TBI  KuUBT  DoOKS  BoABI). 

the  weekly  meetine  of  the  Mersey  Dock  and  Harbour 
1,  held  at  LiTerpoof  on  the  97th  July,  the  chairman 

a  letter  firom  Mr.  Merewether,  Q.O.,  annoancing  bis 
ment  from  practice,  expressing  his  deep  sense  of  obli- 
n  to  tbe  board  for  the  confldenoe  they  had  been  good 
^  to  repose  in  him  for  more  than  twenty  years 
mg  which  he  had  held  a  general  retainer  on  liehalf 
«  board),  and  stating  that  ne  should  always  feel  the 
Mtt  interest  in  their  proceedings.  The  chairman  said  it 
lie  intention  of  Ur.  Tobin,  had  he  been  present,  to  have 
1  the  board  to  pass  a  resolution  expressing  their  sense  of 
H*l  and  ability  with  whioh  Mr.  Merewether  had 
ra  acted  on  behalf  of  the  board,  and,  in  Mr.  Tobin's 
lee,  he  (the  chairman^  had  great  pleasure  in  moving 
Hut  the  board  desire  to  record  their  sense  of  the 
J,  zeal,  and  courtesy  which  Mr.  Merewether,  Q.C., 
Iways  displayed  in  the  discharge  of  his  duties  as  one 
air  parliamentary  oonosel."  Mr.  Bold,  a  member  of 
NMrd,  remarked  that  Mr.  Merewether  had  always  taken 
Teatest  interest  in  dock  afbirs.  and  he  believed  he  had 
a  mo«t  valuable  counsel  in  all  dock  matters.  He  was 
to  eay  that  Mr.  Merewether  was  retiring  into  private 
ith  an  ample  forlnne,  and  he  hoped  he  might  live  long 
[oyit.  After  some  further  remarks  the  resolntion  was 
iaooaly  agreed  to. 


S8TATEXZ0HAHOE  BXFORT. 


AT  THE  MART. 
Aug.  8. — By  Messrs.  Dritbs. 
I,  near  Slough. — The  Stoke  Court  and  Mount  Alex* 
er,  comprising  mansion  and  fi42a.  3r.   36p.      Sold 
^300. 
hold  enclosure,  containing  5a.  3r.  ISp.    Sold  £30i. 

By  Uessrs.  D.  Smith,  Son,  &  Oakut. 
,  near  Newberry. — '  Donnington  Priory."  and  52a. 
Kp.    Sold  XI  1,100. 

By  Messrs.  Eloood  &  Son. 

tgton. — No.  20,  Cambridge-place,  term  60  years.  Sold 

0. 

•gTove.^No.  8,  Great  Jamea-streel,  term  131  years. 

1£90. 

hn's  Wood.— No.  44,  Cochrane-street,  term  48}  years. 

1^00. 

ue-road. — ^No.  3,    Watson's-mews,  term   23    years. 

I  £160. 

By  Messrs.   DsBBiniAX,  Tiwson  &  Fakmsk. 
d.— A  freehold  residence,  known  as  "  Home  Villa," 

6  acres.    Sold  £2,000. 

of  London.— No.  14,  King  Edward-street,  term  57 
n,  area  2,600  feet — Sold  £3,500. 
ton  Wick. — A  freehold  residence,  known  as  "  Den- 
i-honse,"  and  |  of  an  acre.    Sold  £2,600. 


Amg,  9.'- By  Maain.  Habqs,  VAcaHAK,  and  Lbitchild. 
Antigua — Vtdnable  sugar  estate,  oontaining  201  acres,  to- 

gether  urtth  the  plant,  to.    Sold  £5,650. 
Dominica.— The  Biver-iide  Estate,  ocntaitring  3S8  •«»«•, 

with  the  live  and  dead  stodc    Sold  £1,000. 

.  By  Messrs,  WHrrB  &  Sons. 
Surer. — Oharlwood,    iiwehold    farm,     known    as   "  Tb*- 

BicVetts,*'  and  U7a.  2r.    Sold  £3,600. 
The  *■  West  BCates,"  containing  17a.  3r.  35p.    Sold  £540. 
The  "  Willpolas  "  farm,  and  16a.  3r.  20p.    Sold  £640. 

By  Mr.  JoHK  Libs. 
Hants. — Aldershot,  a  freehold  oettage  and  plot  of  garden- 
groond,  containing  4a.  Or.  36p.     Sold  £700. 

By  Messrs,  Edwin  Fox  &  Bovspibu). 
No.. 2,  Bridgewater.gordena,  S.C,  freehold.    Sold  £446. 
Kensington. — No.  3;  Victoria-rood,  term  24  years.    Sold' 

£846. 

By  Messrs.  Pkioxitt  &  Sox.  . 
Highgate.— No.  9,  Homsey-laa^  freehold.    Sold  £2,200. 

No.   6,  Homsey-lane.    Sold  £1,400.     No.  8,  adjoining. 

Sold  £800.    No.  3,  Ashbarton-cottoges.    Sold  £600. 
Tumhom-green. — A  freehold groond-rent  of  £13  per  muuud,. 

secured  npon  a  villa  residence.    Sold  £270. 


8IBTHI,  M&BKl&Qn,  AMD  DK&TB*. 

BIRTBS. 

Jbnkins.— On  Aug.  9,  at  49,  Lupus-street,  S.W.,  the  wife  of 
Edward  Jenkins,  barrister-at-law,  of  a  daughter. 

KiNODOM— On  Aug.  6,  at  29,  Marlborongh-hill,  St.  John's^ 
wood,  the  wife  of  Paul  A.  Kingdon,  Esq.,  bairister-at-Iaw, 
of  a  daughter. 

Pope— On  Aug.  3.  at  South  Walk  House,  Dorchester,. 
Dorset,  the  wife  of  Alfred  Pope,  Esq.,  solicitor,  «f  a  son. 

Stohb — On  Aug.  9,  at  Merle  Lodge,  St.  Jolm's,  Byde,  the 
wife  of  Henry  Stone,  M.A..,  of  the  Inner  Temple,  bomster-at- 
law,  of  a  son. 

HAKRIAOES. 

Batlbt— WiNTBK— On  Aug.  9,  at  St.  George's,  Hsnover- 
squsre,  Edmond  Bayley,  LL.B.,  barrister-at-law,  of  the 
Inner  Temple,  to  Catherine  Mary,  eldest  daughter  of  Wmiam- 
Winter,  Esq.,  of  Jersey. 

Mabcy— Coats— On  Aug.  8,  at  Christ  Church,  Gipnr-hill, 
George  Nicholas  Maroy,  of  Linooln's-inn,  barrister-at-law,  to 
Jane  Helen  Hntton,  third  daughter  of  the  late  Cdonel  John 
Wilson  Coats,  of  the  6th  Regiment,  Madras,  N.I. 

Massbt — RooEKS — On  Aug.  9,  at  St.  Oeovge's  Church, 
Campdrai-hill,  Kensington,  .  Thomas  Msssey,  Esq.,  of  6, 
Orapps-inn-sqnare,  and  9,  Kinf's  Bench-walk,  to  Helso 
Sopoia,  seoood  dsnghter  of  the  late  John  Rogers,  Esq.,  of 
Leamington  Priors. 

Mbdd— Haplbs— On  Aug.  3,  at  Holy  Trinity  Church,  Pad- 
dington.  Charles  Septimus  Medd,  Esq.,  barrister-at-law,  to 
Alice,  third  daochter  of    Ftederidc  Maples,  Esq.,  of  Cleve- 
land-gardens, Hyde  park. 

Romuxt — CowiB— On  Aug.  3,  at  Trinity  Church,  Marrlebone,. 
the  Hon.  Edward  Romilly,  second  son  of  the  Lord  R<nnilly, 
Master  of  the  Rolls,  to  Edith  Mary.,  second  daughter  of  the 
Bev.  Morgan  Cowie,  vicar  of  St.  Lawrence  and  rector  of  St. 
Mary  Magdalen,  London. 

TvBNBB — Tboiias — On  Aug.  10,  at  Upton  Bishop,  Hereford- 
shire, Charles  Hennr  Turner,  Esq.,  of  Lincoln  s-imu  bar- 
ristsr-at-Iaw,  to  Buen  Chriatiaiia,  daughter  of  the  late- 
Edward  Thoinas,  Esq. 

O  BATHS. 

FiBLD— On  July  30,  at  Clsvs-on-the-Thames,  Edwin  Field, 
Esq.,  of  Hampsteod,  in  his  67th  year. 


LOIDOV  OAZRTXS. 
Wittding-np  of  Joint  Stock  0(mg$aim. 

TcnoAT,  AoR  8.  IS71. 
LlVlTSD  u  CaJkwnBT. 
Phoeoiz  SIlTsr   Lead  and  Blende  MininR  Companjr  (Ltmitad) — The 
Master  of  the  Rnlb  ba«,  bj  an  oMer  rlated  Jair  19,  ordered  that  the- 
abOT*  eompsnjr  bewoand  up  t>r  the  coott.  Athnrat  ft  Co,  Old  Mwqf, 
•ollcltor*  for  tbe  pelltlonen. 
TaTiatoek  Ironwnrin  and  Steel  Onlaance  Uompanr  (Ufolted).— Tlie 
Master  of  the  Rolla  has,  br  an  nrdar  dated  April  IT,appolaMd  John 
Bajtijr,  Plymoath,  to  be  ofBdal  llqaldalor  in  the  place  of  By  ThislkelA 
Edvarda. 

Creditors  under  Estates  in  Ohaaeery. 

Last  Day  »f  Proof. 

Faivar,  AVK  4,  ISTI. 

Crnut,  John  Thos  Sonthsea,  Southampton,  Uaster  R.H.     Cot  M. 

Cotens  r  Croat.  H.B. 
Fane,  Hon  Pater  John,  Count  do  Salts.  Aet<>n-Ere«n.    Oct  2.    Baoklsaft 
r  Wairord,M.R.  Wolfvrd,  Bal:an-st.  Piccadlljr 
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0WWM.W11I  miM.Hteh-tt,  gtiit»'W«rtMglim.    8«vl  10.    8iin>h«»l/t> 

OWMM.  V.O.  tncknf    n{zoiikOo.Badfirt-n>w 
Wtnnr.  Tina,  BuitoD. 'Warwick,  TaUor.    Oct  a.    Jakaman*  W«B(r, 

.V.&>Baaoa.    Bmrv.Bina 

TmaDAT,  Abs,  S,  U71. 
Adda.  Joaepb,  Wonblp-M.  naibanr.  Tool  MuiQiaetanr.    WhlM  • 

KMler,  V.C.  Xallna.    Tavlor  fc  Jacqaat,  Somh-ai,  nnbiUT-iq 
ChaMDU,  CatkoiM,  PaiUoa^t,  WaatwoU.  Knt.     Oct  1.   Bfahav  « 

WIUmo,  V.O.  Wfcsksu.    OldenlMW  *  Sob.  Xiw'anAraia-Td 
Hawaai<u.  Poultry.    Oct  2.    Hftwea  i  Hawta.  Y.O.  Bacon.  Lawranee 

*  Co,  Old  Jawir^hamberi  _  ..„__..__ 

Hchardaoii.  Hy,  axrord.ter,  Paddliwtaa,  Otnt.    SqU  M.    Bobartaoa  • 

Fraaar,  T.C.  Wlekani.    Franr,  Deaii'^t,  Soho 
Swindan,  Ann,  Yletoiia-rd,  KmOagwn.    8apt  1!.    Farfeot  «  Laalla, 

M.Hi4lotm,ik«ttalloltoiHat.Ox«>rd4t  _         „     , 

Thompaon,  Hy  Oao,  OawDBora.  Oeolral  India.  Umt  FIrat  Foot.    Dae  1. 
) «  ThomaoD,  M.B.  Hoddlng,  St  10Mrad't<t,  FOBltcy 


Daanaa 


Mm  uw  Km. 


Cbuaiao,   Marfaiat,  Faritoo-et,  WMtwell.   Kant.     Nor   10. 
Wiekan 


V.C. 


..iekana; 
Coner.John,  otbarwiaa  Jonaa,  Btnataad,  Hampahlre.    Oot  10,    T.O. 
WIckena. 

Orotttort  ndor  M  k  9»  TIet  wp.  SS. 

tatt  Bay  of  Claim. 

FnBJkT,  Kag  4,  1871. 

Ohcatoilnm,  Bhaamuo,  Banbary,  Oxford,  Eaq.    Sept  SO.     Flnnlfer, 

Mewbnry  _ 

Child,  EIlM,  Bt  Janea'a-id,  Holloway.  tndow.   Ang  31.    TOwoIay  ft 

Oard,  Baainghall-at^ 

Cook,  Tboa,  Siraatbam  Coamoo,  Eag.    Sept  1.    May,  Ronell-aq 
Croiae,  Hammond  Whitbread,  St  Mary  AbbotVtor,  Kenaingtoa,  Eaq. 

Sept  1.    'W'rixht,  Fencbareh^ 
Catbuah,  Geo  John,  Laattaerhead,  Sarray,  Dtwar.    Sept  IS.    Klndon 

ft  WUUami,  Lawrenoa-lane,  ObeapaMa 
Daniel,  Albany,  CbiaweU-at.  Floabary-iq,  Leather  Merchant.    Sept  1. 

Shaea  It  Qraat,  KsnDlngton-croai  .   ..  ^  . 

Done,  Robt,  StamirsbniT,  Salop,  Orooer.    Aog  1».    BrooshaU  ft  SOQ, 

SbrewabnTT 
Eyre,  Thoa  Symea,  Lanneeiton,  Cornwall,  Ohemitt.    Dec  1.     Froat, 

Lanncaaton  .         _   _  .. 

Hancock,  Joaepb,  SbeOeld ,  Gent.    Oct  S.    Braomhead  ft  Co,  Rheffleld 
Hardman,  Wn,  Bolton,  Lanoaahire,  Cotton  Uann&ctnrer.    Sept  I. 

jtammw  ft  Pennington,  BOItoa 
Barria,  Tboa  Dawa,  Albert-at,  Begant'a-pk,  Oant.     Sept  1.     May, 

Ra9#ell-9ii 
Hesketh,  Hy  John,  Ueat  B.N.     Oct  31 .     Bnaby  ft  Maraden.  Ostord-at 
Bicka,  £dKar,B.ye,  Snaaax,  Wholeaale  Grocer.    Oct  31.    Batler,  Uye 
Bickley.Wm,  Acook'i-graen,  Ornt.    Oot  10.    Maaon,  Blrm 
RIckaby.  Robt,    Bristol,  Commercial  TrateDer.     Aof    t.     Ferbam, 

Wrinittan,  Brtetol 
Scott,  Uargaret  Jane,  Lower  Thamea-at,  Sphatar.    Septa.    Oordwall, 

College-bill,  Oannon.«t 
Wlaby,  John.   Kenningtaa-td.   Lambeth.  Gent.     Sept  SO.      MUea, 
Otaancecy.lane 

TnaaoaT,  Aug  8, 1871. 

Allaaby,  Win  Brockbank,  and  not  Allanbey,  ai  erroneoaaly  printed  la 

Gaaette  ot  Ang  1.    Lpod.    OetS7.    Whltaker,  Lancaater-pl,  Strand 

Brown,  Geo  John,  Brighton,  Saaaex,  Col.    Sept  19.    Walker  ft  Co, 

Soothampton-et,  Bloomsbury 
Seeley,  Rlchd,  Wandiwonh-rd,  Eaq.    Sept  7.    Field  ft  Co,  Unooln'a. 

lnD*flelda 
Eatcoart,  OHtct,  Palnawlck,  Glooceater,  Bollder.    Sept  13.    Abdt  ft 

Coleman,  Olonceater 
FitxRoy,  Right  Hon  Anne,  Hampton,  Middleaex.     Sept  «.    Farrar  ft 

Co,  UnoolnVini^-fields 
Gameaon- John,  Blrm,  Gent.    Oct  I.    ReeTea,Bbm 
Henabaw,  Ann,  Caatle-rd,  KenchhTown,  Sptniter.    Sept  1.    La  Riehe 

ft  Son,  KIng'a-rd,  Bedford-row 
llnoper.  Amy  Dedma,  Swanawick,  SonMfaat,  Spinater.    Sapt  10.    Gaby 

Bath 
Hodaon,  Elia,  NewcaaOe-npon-Tyne,  Widow.    Sept  4.    Swan  ft  Bnmon 

Mowoaatle-upon-l^e 

Jodgt,  Thoa  GalllTcr,  Banbary,  Oxford,  SoUoitor.    Sept  S9.    Forteaone 

ft  Wilton,  Banbury  . 

Lloyd,  Ellen,  Tregayan  HaU,  Angleaey,  Widow.     Ang  10.   Owen  ft 

Roberu,  Llangefni  „    ^  ^  „ 

Lowman,  Wm,  Badnghall-it,  Licenied  Vlctnaller.    Sept  9.    Kaab  ft  Co 

Suffolk-lane.  Cannon-it  _ 

Iliiea,  John,  Botta,  Olonceater,  Merchant.    Sept  S.    Merrlman  ft  Co, 

Qaeen-«t 
Richards,  ReT  Hy,  Clifton,  BriatoL    Sept  99.    QUlfhrd.  Briatol 
KoRera,  Wm,  Harrold,  Bediord,  Farmer.    Sept  8.    Rogert,  Eaaex-at, 

Strand  _  ^  _ 

Shnte.  Isabella,  Weatboome-ter,  Hyde-pk.    Sept  9.     Farrar  ft  Co, 
Uncoln'a-lan>flalda  _    , 

SwBn,Cba8Septimiu,  Morpeth,  Northumberland,  Gent.   Sept  I.  Wood- 
mad,  Morpeth 
Taynton,  Fras,  Oowhridge,  Glamorgan,  Clerk.    Sept   10.    Stoekwood, 

Cowbiidge  ,    ,. 

Caber,  Wm,  QUbert-rd,  Hnrlay-rd,  Kennington,  Qent.    Sept  30.    Leslie 

Sprinit-iEdna,  Charing  erosa 
Vicary,  Mary.  Broadoltst,  Devon,  Spinster.    Sept  13.    Birtxal,  EzeMr 
Wetai),  Wm,  Cowley  Farm,  Chertaay,  Sumy,  Fanner.    Septt.    OwUllm 

Cbortaey 
WUIook,  Geo  Goce,  Bath,  Major.    Sept  95.    Wilton.  Bath 

Banknipts. 

FaiDAT,  Aog.  4, 1871. 

Under  the  Bankruptoy  Act,  1869. 

Creditora  mutt  (brward  their  proofi  of  debts  to  the  Reglatrar. 

To  Sorrender  in  London. 

Kesbitt,  Sasaex,  Eaatcheap,  Oitntlemai.    Pat  Aug  3.    Haalltt.    Ang  99 

at  11.30 


^      „      Jaa  Bw>J.  F<|c»:ft,  Tt»wl|giiifc  8U|omc.  tit  Ml) 

Xariitt    Aug  Mat  II 

To  Snmndar  in  tha  Coaotiy. 
Atbaiton,  Jas,  St  Hdan's.  Lancaahlia.  Ironkanto.  Mlait.  «a- 

aon.    Lpool,  Ang  1«  at  a 
AHne.  Gee,  KeadM*  Farm,  UMeUdiaara,  Bam,  nroB.  MU; 

31.    «ioodwin.    HasUnata,  Aug  K  at  It 
Ftahar.Uwd.Bciatol,  Wine  lierchaat.    FM  Aug  L  HMqr.  McL 

Ang  18  at  19  ^ 

Hogg,  Walter  Oanre,  Cardltr,  Ola^tovB.  TnedaglkiiK.  hiiu 

1.    Langley.    Chrdlft  Aw  H  at  10 
Bnahforth,  John,  HudderAld,  Totk.  Arehitad.   r«  Iil;ll.  laa, 

Inn.    Radderafleld,  Ang  93  at  II 
Scott,  Geo,  Lpool,  PrOTlaioo  Dealer.    FWAsffL   WMma.  Vfi^ 

Under  the  Bankin^tejr  Act,  1861. 
To  Surrender  In  the  Ooamy. 
Sndren,  Thoa  Bothwell.  Priaooar  ftir  DaM,  Tanraahir.  id)  Isf  B.  * 
Faiden.    Manch,  Ang  U  at  II 

Tnanav,  Aag.  •,  lOL. 
Under  the  Bankruptcy  Act,  1869. 
Creditors  must  forward  their  proolk  of  debts  to  the  la9Mnr. 
To  Surrender  in  London. 
Carnithers,  John,  West  Ham-laoe,  Stratfeid,  Essex,  Dnpat.  Psb 

3.     Hazlitt.     Aug  22  at  12 
Orean,  Chas  Green,  Hale  End,  Walthamstow,  Essei.     nt«i 

HazHtt.     Aug  22  at  12.80 
Solomoni,  S.,  Upper  Thames  at.  Cigar  Importer.    Pat  Aa{t,  lac 
Aug  2.'>  at  1 1 

To  Surrender  in  the  Coontiy. 
Litili'.Geo,  Carlisle,  Butcher.     Pa  Aug  4.     Hallod.   Ouiiili,**-' 
at  1 1  ^_  , 

Palethorpe,  Saml.  Nottingham,  Chemist.      Pet  Ang  S.    Fsato'^ 

tingham,  Aug  31  at  12 
Walter,  Wm,  Long   Sutton,  Lincoln,  Draper.     Pet  lijt.    ► 
King's  Lynn,  Aug  23  at  12.30 

BANKEnPTCIES  ANNULLED. 
TursDAT,  Aug.  8,  1871. 
Bristow,  Edwd  Bobt,  Twickenham,  Carpenter.    June  S» 
Joslin,  Wm,  Knight's-hill,  Lower  Norwood,  Baker.    AnfS 
Kngent,  Augustas  Nsgle  Chris  Robt,  deceased.    Aug  " 

Liquidation  by   ArranEomeot. 
FIRST  MEETINGS  OF  CREDITORS. 
FaiDiT,  Aug.  4,  1871. 
Bach.Thos,  Kington,  Hereford,  Batcher.    Ang  18  at  3,  at  IliSft 

Inn,  Bridge  St,  Kington.    Cheese 
Bsdnall,  Jas,  ICndow,  Sufford,  Clerk  in  Holy  Orden.     Anllao.l 

the  George  Inn,  Leek.    Tennant,  Hanley 
Barnott,  Ann,  Bath,  Schoolmistress.  Aug  16  at  13,  atcOeBSf 

Bath  .    ,j 

Beasley ,  Chas,  Edgbaston,  Warwick,  Commercial  Trsnlkr.  «'•< 

1 1 ,  at  ofBce  ol  Baker,  Eldon  chambers.  Cherry  st  Bina 
Boorman,  Wm  Scoons,  CeJsr  ter,  Walham  greeu,  Gnieer    la*' 

1,  at  offices  of  Wilkins  t  Co,  St  Swlthin's  lane 

Brown,  BeuJ.Horton,  Bradford,  York,  Boot  Mauufactarer.   1:; 

2,  at  office  of  Hutchinson,  Piccadilly  chamt>ers,  Bndtml 
Burditt,  Joseph  Walter,  Banbury,  Oxford,  Jeweller,     isi  li  i 

the  Queen's  Hotel,  Birm.    Looker,  Banbury 

Burnett,  John,  Newcastle-upon-Tyne,  Waieboueemaa.    Aa|  *fcj 

at  office  of  Hoyle  i  Co.  Moiley  st,  Newcaatle-upoa-l^  ^J 

Bnrrows,  Qeo,  Tottenham  court  rd.  Hosier.    Aug  li  at  ■'■"•H 

Birchall  &  Rogers,  boutharoptun  bldgs.  Chancery  Uoe.    B^ 

Furuival'sinn  ^^ 

Challcner,  John.  Manch,  Chair  Dealer.    Aug  17  at  s.  at  aHa «»« 

King  at,  .Manch 
Cblpchase,  Jas,  Barnsley,  York.  Tea  Dealer.    Ang  !■  at  1. 1  -' 

Tvas  &  Harrison,  Regent  st,  Banaley 
Dewey,  Wm  Hy,  Barton-on-Humber,  Lincoln,  Grocer.  Aai  '  ■: 

at  the  George  Hotel,  Whitefnar  gate,  Kiogacon-apoo-Ht^    ^ 
Dykes,  Stephen,  Winchester,  lunkeoper.      Aug  9  at  II,  »•  -  ' 

Godwin,  St  Thomas  at,  Winchester 
Elliott,  Geo,  Luton,  Beda,  Straw  Hat  Jtanufactoier.   Aa  i  >  ■ 

offices  of  Good  &  Co,  Poultry.    Mason,  Gresham  ft 
Franklin,  Jlorris  Lery,  Mancli,  Italian  Warehouseman,  iw  ■' ' 

at  office  of  Rylance,  Emcx  «t,  Manch  . 

French,  Matthew  Hy,  &  Richd  Harrison,  New  WlaJast.  "*  ■ 

Water  Manufacturers.    Aug  22  at  2,  at  oaieea  of  Doiaa^  i*-" 

chambers  i,vi( 

Goodman,  llendrick  Chaa,  Go>i>ort,  Uai.is,  Soeftraaa.   AaglV'i 

office  of  King.  Union  st,  Portsea  . 

Griffln,  Jas,  Bedfore  pi,  Loughborough  pk,  Brixtao,  PtWJi--  -" 

Ang  16  at  3,  at  ofHce  of  Beldan.  Coleman  at 
Harris,  Pliocbe,  &  Saml  Harris,  Birm,  out  o/  boshum.    Asgl"-' 

office  ot  East,  Colmore  row,  Birm  ^^ 

Haschke,  Hy,  Love  lane.  Managing  Clerk.    Aug  S*  at  Is.  »-^ 

Edwards  &  Co,  King  st,  Cheapslde.     Van  Sandaa,  Bata.^-^ 
Hazlftou,  Simon,  Lpool,  Team  Owner.    Aug  It  at  ^aHOaaa"" 

&  Locketi,  Commerce  chambers,  L«r4  at,  Lpool  ,,    | 

Hill,  Chris,  Penarth,  nr  Cardiff,  Olamorgan,  Inaieeper^Mf  •' 

at  otficb  of  Stephens,  Bute  .crescent.  Bote  Docks,  OBi» 
Hill,  Fredk,  Elvet  bridge,  Durham,  Grocer.     Aug  l«  aH,si» 

Proctor,  jun.  Silver  st,  Durham  _..  _#b 

Hogg,  Wm,  Manch,  Egg  Merchanu    Ang  17  at  3,  at  aftli  ■  " 

Sons,  Swan  3t,  Manch  ,,i  ..J 

Hughes,  Thos,  Halme,  Lancashire,  Tailor,    iug  !■  at  it.  i " 

llardy,  St  James's  sq,  .Manch  i^  u  w  ' 

Humbcr.-tone,  Geo,  Gt  Grimsby,  Lincoln,  Boot  «»k^-   "f  L.  i 

at  offices   of  Grange  ft  Wintringham.  W««  St  aaryi  s— 

Grimsl>v 
Ingram,  Ihoa  Wallace,  Swansea,  damcqia,  Oooaa 

21  at  11,  ai  oiflce  of  Morris,  itutiand  st,  Swmsaa 
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fat,  Howard  Dosclu,  Oitiord  BtMce,  Koit,  Pnt  ofllee  Clerk,    Aug 

18  It  3,  •!  offlcei  of  Bain  ft  Co.  Cheipaids 

luyt,  J«ba,  Dartmonth  rd,  Hanuaeramith,  Lienued  Vleloallar.  Aug 

l(  at  S,  at  oOce  of  Conifort,  Qndan  chanlMn,  Deienoz  ct,  Ttmpls. 

Baitiatt,  Cbaixloa  it,  Weat  atrasd 

ON,  Robt,  OMton,  Bt  Mancb,  JobMr.     Anir  It  (t  3,  at  offlcM  of 

hnpan,  St  Jai»«a*a  ehunban,  Soatk  King  at,  Utooh 

tMla,  AUa  Tbea,  81  Wconard*,  Hcralbtd,  Millar.    Aaf  16  at  11,  at 

oflcaa  of  WOHanu,  Whlteenaa  at,  Uonmonth 

mt,  ^oha  Bra],  Wall  Kad,  Utile  Harlow,  BaAa,  Oroear.    Ang  IT  at 

11,  at  rcaMaace  of  Clarke,  Baaton  at,  Hlcli  WTSoabe 

^,  Wa,  Ommaiond  at,  Bartoa  iq,  SaMlar.     Aug  lSatS,attlia 

natiglibj  pit  Botal,  Bletohler,  Bnaka 

te.GaoWaltOldlrr,  ()aaa»Sid,  I>aIilon,MBlUiHiarorthaHonM 

Iwodatioii,  Umltad.     Aug  It  at  10,  at  offlcaa  of  Orean,  Falcoo  et, 

FlMt  it.    Boirard,  Kaw  Bridge  it 

wtea,  Jaaeph  Whitehtad,  Bochdale,  lanfaaWre,  Water.     Aug  17  at 

II.  at  tbe  Baad  Botal,  Yorkahiia  at,  Bochdale.    StaidilBK  i  •>■ 

171!;  Kailial  ft  Jobn  Cbattaila,  Mancta,  Calloo  Printera.      Aug  11  at  4 

Lt  M  Gconte  at  Mancta.    Leigh,  Maneh 

Onfor,  Jotti  ft  Geo  MIddlemlaa,  Hlglutata  hm.  NanafTmen,    Ang, 

«it3.atofflceof  Dulxiia,  Oieabambldga,  BaataghallaL    MaTnara, 

gibrd'i  Isa 

lit;!*,  Patilcli,  Neweaatla-Bpaii-TTne,  Taflor.    Aug  11  at  1,  atoffloe 

If  JotI,  Market  at,  NewcaaUe-opon^ne 

iKaaiw,  Wm  Blair,  Job,  Boacisoaiit  Id,  BldiiiKiiMl,  oat  of  tmaliKaa. 

loglSalS,  atoacraofWatherSald,  Qraakam  Moga,  Baebigtiall  at 

lUnftoii,  Danl,  Tipton,  BlaSbid,  aothler.    Ang  I*  at  II,  at  olBeaa  of 

>arta.  Lower  ChDich  bae,  Tipton 

m,  Vd,  Maneh,  Tailor.     Ang  11  at  S,  at  olBoea  of  Sale  ft  Co,  Booth 

t,  Hanen 

Eridge,  Wm  Morraat,  Landport,  Hanta,  Bnflder.     Aug  Matt,  at 

Oca  of  Itaig,  Dnian  at,  Partaaa 

aabr-John.  Cnok.  Durham,  Oncer.     AtiglSat  1,  at  the  Ibree 

'ana  Hotel,  New  Elvet 

Uoa,  Thee,  Worle,  Somenet,  Ganeral  Dealer.     Ang  15  at  1,  at  Wal- 

at  Cottage,  the  Beach,  Weaton-anper-Mara.     Bead  ft  Cook,  Biidg- 

atar 

nore,  Wm,  Branley,  Mfcldx.  Bnlldn.     Ang  15  at  I,  at  otke  of 

Ujlaa  ft  Ce,  King  at,  Cheapelda.    Lajtoa,  Jon,  Bow  rd 

kia,  Wm  Bichd,  Aihton-nndar-Lyse,  Laoeaahlre,  Wine  Maiehant. 

ig  II  at  4.  at  once  of  Addlcabaw,  King  at,  Manch 

Un  Oeo  H7,  Witnpola  it,  Catendlah  ag.  Dealer  la  Worka  of  Art. 

ag  It  at  II,  at  the  una  of  Conrt  Hotel,  HonMn.    Cooke,  Bajmoad 

iilga,OtBr'atnn 

llipa,  Jobn  Frtdk,  Swanaea,  Glamorgan,  Oroear.     Ang  IS  atl,  at 

OceacfBenardft  Co,  Albion  chaiahara.Brlatol.    Brown  ft  DaTiea, 


■on,  Geo,  OarltoB-lB-Undiiek,  Notta,  Oroear.      Aug  11  at  1.90,  at 
Icti  of  Hoddlng  ft  Beevor,  Weat  gate,  W  orkMp 
iaidaoD,  Wm,  Landport,  Hants,  Batter.  Ang  9  at  II,  at  It  Uillman 
;  Bedford  row,  London.  King,  Portiea 

ibotham,  BepJ,  rannon  at.  Land  Agent.  Ang  IT  at  t,  at  US  Cheap- 
la.    Hargden,  Qaecn  at,  Cheapaide 

hH,  Ttaoa,  Mandi,  Shirt  Hanntactortr.  Asg  It  at  3,  at  oOce  of 
iter,  Mortblk  at,  Manch 

Inidta,  Wm,  Nortfaampton,  Wbaehrrigbt     Aag  16  at  3,  at  the 
laicber  of  Commerce,  Konhampton,    Jeflbry,  Nacihampton 
«(,  Jacob.  Snnderland,  Dnrbam,  Ootfltter.    Ang  IT  at  11,  at  oOloea 
Wright,  Jobn  It   Snnderland 

ar,  John, Hill  Top.  Lindler,  Tork,  Greei«[nicar.     Ang  IS  atl,  at 
■aca  ofHaigh,  Albeit  bldRa,  Mew  at,  Hnddendeld 
M^  Stephen,  Anitln  Friara,  Financial  Agent.    Ang  16  at  S,  at  oOea 
Bocfcler,  Fenetanrch  at 

li,Cliai.Old  Kent  id,  ont  o(  botlaeai.  Aog  11  at3,at  oiBee  of 
via.  Bonlhwark  Bridge  id 

lb,  Thca,  Bary,  Lancaahire,  ont  of  boaineie.     Ang  IT  at  II,  at  the 
vbr  Hotel,  Bnrj.    lUcliardaon  ft  Dowling,  Bolton 
t,  Albert,  WIdcnmbe,  Bilb,  Uoenaed  Victualler.     At*  16  at  II,  at 
kea  ofPocock  ft  Son.  Onion  at,  Bath 

fkiBaoB,  Cbaa  ft  Klchd  BUilngtoo.  Loagtoo,  Staflsrd,  China  Kann- 
larara,  Ang  11  at  at  II,  at  the  Union  Hotel,  Longtan.  Sberratt, 
b^on-the-hUl 

ur,  Wm,  Jon,  Hemyoek,  Devon,  Grocer.     Ang  IT  at  11,  at  offloaa 
Hairii  ft  Co,  Oaody  it  cbamben,  Exeter.    Unggina,  Exetar 
ler,  Wm  Dicklna,  PoekUngton,  Tork,  Draper.     Aog  11  at  1,  at 
tea  oiSilbniii,  New  it 

1.  Saffll  MiDe.  t»  Inehleld,  Hanta,  Com  Merchant.    Aog  16  at  II,  at 
)  Wheat  Bheef  inn .  Baalngatoke.     Ere,  Aldarahot 
»D,Thoa  ft  Bubt  WataoB,  Boxford,  Bnitglk,  Killera.     Ang  IT  at 
at  tbe  Fkeee  inn,  Boxibrd.    Calvert,  Eaat  Bergholt,  Colclieatar 
un,  Jaa,  Tasatall.  Stafltord,  Fcatmatter.     Ang  II  at  S,  at  offlea  of 
t,Bighat,TniuuU 

ay.  Free,  Heme  hill,  Dniwieb,  Bntlder.  Ang  80  at3,atofflae  of 
■ton  ft  Drew,  Fore  it 

tan,  Jobn  Keene,  Oakley  rd,  lallngtoa,  Oent.  Ang  IS  at  3,  at 
tt»  of  Snell,  Oeorae  at,  Manalon  honae 

r,  Lonia,  BInn,  Watchmaker.  Aog  It  at  3,  atoOces  of  Blehardaon, 
Bpla  tow  Weet,  Birm 

TtnsBxT,  Ang.  8,  ISTt. 
tagi,  Wm  Edwd,  Klngaton-npon-Holl,  Ooech  Builder.    Ang  IT  at 
U  offlcaa  of  Stead  ft  Slbree,  Btab^plane,  Klngaton-apon-Hall 
r,  Wm  Hy, City  rd,  Tlpholiterer.  Ang  14 at  13, at  ofBce  ofTbwaitea, 
ibigball  at.    Dohe,  Baalngball  it 

s,  Geo  Powell,  Kaoeb,  Dryaalter.  Ang  13  at  3,  at  omeea  of  Red- 
I,  Brown  at,  Manrh 

lain,  Riohd,  Jnn,  Briatol,  Saddler.     Ang  18  at  3.  at  oflkea  of  Den- 
g  ft  Co,  Shannon  ct.  Corn  at.  Briatol.    Salmon,  Bri>tol 
ey,  laaae,  Mai  cb,  Oreaae  Merchant.    Aug  30  at  3,  at  the  Clarence 
tcl.  Spring  ganlBDi,  Maacb.    Simpeon,  Mancb. 

Thoi,  Frome,  Somerset,  Fainier.     Aug    t»  at  4,  at  office  of 
^tby,  Frome 

ey,  Jobn,  Otdbam,  Lancaahire,  Grocer.  Aog  33  at  3,  at  oflSce  of 
leUhaw,  King  at.  JIanch 

0,  Geo  Danby,  Laton,  Beda,  Pianoforte  Toner.  Ang  IS  at  >,  at 
X  ol  Pope,  FoaUry 


Backler,  Jaa  Hr,  Macolaefleld,  Cheetar,  Grocer.     Ang  II  at  10,  at  the - 

Waterloo  Hotel ,  Pleaa  dilly,  Maneh .    Hand,  Maeeleetald 
Bnma,  Oeo,  ft  Bdard  Flm,  Ogle  mewa,  Upper  Marylebone  at,  Frtntara. 

Ang  13  at  II.  at  the  Ooildhall  Ooflbe  Uoaaa,  Oreaham  at.    Veon, 

Chnrcb  ct.  Old  Jewry 
Oark,  Wm.  Manch,  oat  of  boalneia.     Aog  13  at  10.30,  at  oBoea  of 

Boote  ft  Edgar,  ueorge  it.  Maacb 
Cooker.  H>, Aaton-onder-Lyne,  Laoeaahlre, Plaatarer.  Aug  17al  11.30, . 

at  the  Pitt  ft  Nelion  Inn,  Aibton-ander-L^na.    Gartaide 
Oelaa,  Edwd,  BIrm,  Jonmayaiaa  Ictm  Oflader.    Avg  U  at  1,  at  olBeea 

of  Jaqbea,  Cherry  at,  Birm 
Corder,  Chas  Joaeph,  Brighton,  Saaaex,  Hoaier.    Angr  II  at  12,  at  oiBca 

of  Ladbary  ft  Co,  Cheanide.    DaTidaoa  ft  Go,  Baainghall  at 
Conr'i,  Joaeph,  Bowtlng,  York,  Diaper.    Aug  IS  at  10,  at  ofllcee  of  Har> 

graaaea.  Market  at,  Bradfind 
Cotbbeit,  DaTld,  Stockton-oo-Teea,  DnrtuHa,  Otoear,    Aug  It  at  1 1,  at 

olBea  of  HadiOD,  High  at,  Stockton-on-Teaa 
DeracbU  Hermann,  Dean  at,  S«ho,  Uptaolatenr.    Ang  It  at  U,at  oBce  - 

nf  Woolf.  Kins  «t.  Cheapsldo 
Bk'ock.Sarjili  ilules.  (•lotic-^tcr.  Grocer,     Aug  22  at  ll,  at  oOcea  of' 

Jones.  Berkeley  cbambera,  Glouceater 
Eviins,  Kjchd.  brynRuder,  LUnilar,  Cardigan,  Fiirmer.    Aug  IT   at  11, 

at  the  Court  Houite,  AberyatwUti.     Havonhill.  Aberysiwlth 
Fellows,  Jf>lm  Edmund,  Bilston,  Stafford,  Solleitor.    Aug  16  at  It,  at 

offices  oi  Barrow,  (juecn  st,  Wolverhampton 
Flsber,  John,  Wolvcrbanipton,  StnlTard.  File  MaaufocturK.    Aag  18  at 

II,  at  offlcea  of  Stratton.  (Jneen  at,  Woirerliampton 
Francis,  Hy,  SwyddlTynon,  Cardigan,  Mining  Agent.      ABg  It  at  3,  at 

the  Court  House.  .Vberystwith.    Atwood,  Aberystwith 
Fosscll,  Wm  llv.  Wonivprinn.  Somerset,  Baker.    .Kag  19  at  l.atolBoe' 

of  Wilton,  Weatgate  bldgs,  Bath 
Oadsby.  Jobn,  Derby  Builder.    Aug  21  tt  >,  at  affleea  o(  Laeeb,  Fall  at, 

Darbr 
Ganard,  John  Ooodicr,Biakop^Stortftird,  Berta,  Bam  Owair.   Aog 

Itatl,  atoSlcaeofDnfllehtftBratr,  Tokenkooae  yd 
Oiadwall,  Oanlde,  Maacb,  Catler.     Aog  II  at  lOJt,  at  offloe  of  Boote 

ft  Bdgar,  Oeorga  at,  Manoh 
Harriaon,  Wm,  Hartford,  Cbaehira,  Salt  MaaafaoKiTar.    Aag  M  at  I.  at 

the  Law  Aaaodatiaii  Booma,  Oook  at,  Lpaol.    Cbaahire,  Morthwich 
Bayee,  Maria,  Soothampton ,  Lodging-haom  Keeper.    Aag  IT  at  3,  at 

I.  High  at,  Soothampton.    Hickman,  Soatbampton 

Haaleton,  8tBion,Lpool,  Team  Owner.   Aag  l6att,atoaeato(Krana 

ft  Leekatt,  Commerce  cbamben.  Lord  at,  Lpool 
Hni,  John.  Canton,  ar  Carditr,  Glamorgan,  Oomo  Agent.    Aag  II  at 

II,  at  eflcaa  of  Staphena,  Bate  craacent,  Bate  dooka,  Oardiff 
HKehtaaa,  Jobn,  Veataor,  lale  of  Wight,  Whiteamlth.    Ang  U  at  3,  at 

St,  Lngley  at,  Newport.    Joyce 
Klngdon,  Free,  Bonmemoatb,  Hanta.    Aag  11  at  t,  at  oCHeai  of  Witt  ft 

Kemp- Welch,  BonmeaaoBtb 
LOTat.  Wm,  Blaekblll,  Onrtaam,  Grooer.     Aag  11  at  1,  at  tlu  Tnif 

B  oMi,  Mawcaatla-OB-Tyna.    Marshall,  Jan,  Durham 
Maietaaat,  Wm,  Lower  Marata,  Lambeth,  Eartbeaware  Dealer.    Ang  21-. 

at  3,  at  ofBce  of  Rigby,  Botolpb  laoe,  Eaatoheap 
Newmaa,  PhiUp,  Newtown,  Gt  MalTcro,  Woreaetar,  Qrooer,    Aug  11  at 

3,  at  olBoea  of  Corbett,  Arenne  Honae,  The  Cniaa,  Woroeater 
CBoorka,  Edmund  (known  aa  Bdmund  Faleooer)  Mentwaa  pi.  Baa' 

aell  aq.  Comedian.      Aug  11>1  l,at  ofBoeof  Ladbuijfc  Oo,  Cheap- - 

aMe.    Lawia  ft  Lewie,  Ely  pi,  Holbom 
Parker,  Chaa,  Worcester.  Heeler,    Aug  11  at  Ik  at  olBcea  of  Corbett, 

ATCone  Uooaa,  The  Croee,  Worceeter 
Paul.  Jaa, Birm, out  of  boaiaeai.     Aug  It  atl,  at  ofllceaat  Jaqaea,. 

Cherry  at,  Birm 
Penman,  John,  Oateebead,  Durham,  Pioilalon  Dealer.    Ang  H  at  1,  at 

offlcea  of  Keenlyaide  ft  Foiater,  St  Jobn'a  ehambeia,  Qrainger  at, 

Weat,  Newcaatle-npon-Tyne 
PouKor,  Geo,  Frimiey,  Surrey,  Hay  Dealer.     Ang  It  at  1,  attha  Whila 

Lion  Hotel,  Qulldtord.    Kre,  Aldershot 
Hayment,  Wm  Thee,  Gopthall  Farm,  Luton,  Sedfonl,  Fanaar.   Aag  It 

at  11,30,  at  the  Bed  Lion  inn.  Market  hill,  Luton.     LongmoraftOOa 

HeritNTd 
Beaa,  Jaa  Wm,  Swanaea,  Orocer.    Ang  II  at  S,  at  oBeee  of  DaTlaa  ft 

Banland.  Botland  it,  Swanwa 
Boberta,  David,  Tredegar,  Honmoath,  Orocer,     Ang  IS  at  11,  at  the 

Connty  Conrt  office,  Tiadegar.    Harria,  Tredegar 
Batharford,  Joaeph,  Newoaatle-nponTyne,  Baerhouae  Keeper.    Aag  It 

at  11,  at  offlcea  ot  Keenlyside  ft  Forater,  St  Jobu'a  obambera,  Grain- 
ger at,  Newcaatle-upon-Tyoe 
Sbackell,  Joaeph,  Church  row,  laUngton,  Watchmaker.     Ang  IS  at  II, 

at  oSceo  of  Parsons,  Uyddelton  at 
SherTey,  Valentine  Darid,  Fontymlater,  Biaea,  Monmouth,  Innkeeper. 

Ang  IS  at  i  I,  at  oOce  of  Gibba,  Commercial  at,  Newport 
SUIebotlom,  Geo,  Wm  Sidabottom  ft  Joseph  SIdebottom,  Botbwell,  Tork, 

Match  Mannbcturera.    Aug  19  at  3,  at  office  of  Harle,  Bankat,  Leeda 
Smith,  FerclTal  Hy  ft   Edgar   Rayner   Smith,    Eoelaahall.   StalTord, 

Cbemiau.    Ang  33  at  1,  at  tbe  North  Weetern  Hotel,  Staibcd 
Spark,  Sidney,  Luton.  Bedlbrd,  Publican.    AiMI  14  at  8,  at  tbe  Bed  Uoa 

inn.  High  at,  Bedfivd 
SpaTln,  Klchd,  Colne,  Laoeaahlre,  Farmer.    Ang  IS  at  t,  at  the  Old  Bed 

Lion  Hotel,  Mancbeawr  rd,  Bnmley.    Wataon,  Preaton 
Thorn,  Thoa,  RFading,  Berka,  Uardwacemao.     Augli  at  12,  at  office 

of  Shaw,  Vachel  rd,  Reading 
TopliB,  Wm,  Jan.  Sandarland,  Durham,  Buteber,     Aug  13  at  1 1,  at 

olBccaof  Klc^on,  West  Hunnialde,  Snnderland 
TumbuU,  Wm,  Newca>ila-upon-Tyne,  Mercer.    Ang  11  atl,  atl4S 

Obeapslde,  London.    Bousfield,  Newctistle-upan-Tyne 
Weare.  Wm  Sydney.  Birkenhead,  Cheater,  Watch  Uannfacturer.     Ang 

33  at  3,  at  olBccs  of  UukeftOoflsy,  Commerce  chamliara,  Lord  at,  Lpool 
West,  Hy,  T^iunton,  Somerset,   Baker.     Aug  12  at  13,  at  olBce  of 

Trenchard,  Registry  pi,  Taunton 
Wotten,  John,  Manch ,  Coach  Builder.     Ang  34  at  3,  at  offlcea  of  Mann, 

Marsden  st,  Manch 
Wilder,  Darid,  Unnier.  LHndnort,  Hanta,  StatT Commander,  K.N.    Aug 

14  at  4,  at  offices  of  KiiiK,  Ualon  at.  Portst- a 
Wflliams.  Ro-'t,  Cirnwen  Koiise,  Ltsn^afTi),  Anrlesea,  Draper.     Ang  16 

a^  li,  at  tile  Itnyal  ilotel,  Rbyl.     'I'Mrner.  Carnarvon 
Woraivy,  John.  Wilton,  (.he>ter.  Cabinet  Maker,     Ang  10  at  il,  at  the 

Koyal  Hotel, Crenc.    Ui.\on,  NortlmlcU 
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By  Order  ot  the  TtwtewaadcrUMwin  or  th*  late  Hr.  O.  A.  WtU.— 
Freehold  end  Cap7hold  Property  at  Bkhnonl  and  Hordake,  9uttTX 
and  Bharat  in  tba  Blebmond  Ou  Companjr,  aad  the  Thamea  Vallar 
Laad  and  BoUdinic  Sodetjr  (UmKed). 

MESSRS.  BREWER  &  SON  will  SELL  by 
AUCnOM.  at  tba  Ocefboand  Hotel,  Richmond,  on  TCESD  (T, 
AOO0ST  It,  at  TBBEB  o'clock  praotaly,  the  FIRST  PORTIOK  of 
the  E8TATK  of  the  late  Mr.  O.  A.  Will,  eomprlaiav  :— 

A  Oonrhold  Beoae and Sliop,iitaata  and  being  No.  77.  Oeorga-atreet, 
Biehmond,  let  oo  leaae  to  Mr.  Hall,  at  a  Tearly  rent  of  £U  lOa. 

The  Copjbold  Honae,  Shop,  and  Premlaea  adjoininf ,  let  oa  haaa  to 
Mr.  Ward,  at  a  rent  of  £66  per  annnm. 

TwoOopyboldCottacea,  ritnatein  QoIden«|nare,  Bldimond,  tatha 
reepecUte  eeeapatlciia  of  EUia  ft  Olbba,  at  renti  aooanting  to  £n  per 
annna. 

A  Frediold  Honae  and  PremiMa,  No.  14,  Eing-atraet,  Blcbmonl,  let 
on  leaie  to  Hr.  Banger,  at  jC3ft  per  annom. 

Tba  Freehold  Tard,  Stabllnn,  Coacb-honae,  and  Premlaes,  litoate  in 
thenar  of  the  ptecedlnt.  and  let  onleaMto  Mr.  WiUlanu,at  £50  per 
annum. 

A  Freehold  Honie  and  Premlaea,  altoate  in  Dag-itreet,  Riobmond, 
let  on  leue  to  Mlai  Snmmera,  and  prodndng  a  rental  of  about  <66  per 


A  moat  attraotiTe,  detacbed,  Freehold  Villa  Reaidaace,  known  aa  the 
VUa  Batreat,  with  two^tall  atable,  doable  ooaeh-bonae.  and  large 
com  loft  and  room  OTcr,  prodnotiro  kitohen  garden,  and  taattfUlr 
laid  oat  pleasure  groanda,  in  which  nandi  a  greenhonae  of  pleaatng 
alOTatioo.    Tba  wtaol^  forming  a  moat  oompaet  and  deainble  geatla- 


manli  reiMenoa,  Tbia  propertr  la  In  hand,  and  la  of  the  eeumated 
aanaal  value  of  fllD,  Poananon  will  be  gltea  on  completion  of  the 
purchaae. 

A  Freehold  Honn  and  Shop,  No.  S,  CaaUe-tarraoe,  Blebmond,  let  on 
leaae  to  Mr.  Henrr  Oouhitmith,  at  XI 00  per  annnm.    And 

A  Fair  of  aemMetaohed  Freehold  Honaea,  known  aa  Noa.  6  and  7, 
Peldon,  Bichmood,  in  tha  reapectlTe  eeeopatlcoa  of  Hn.  Ooddard  and 
Mr.  Kimlin ,  at  rente  amoonttaig  to  £n  per  annum;    Alao 

Two  Freehold  Hooaea,  Noa.  1  and  ^St.  Leooard'k,  Uortlake,  Sorrqr  ; 
Mo.  I  in  the  occupation  of  Mr.  J.  O.  Townler,  at  a  rent  of  JOB  per 
annum ;  Ho.  a  let  to  Mr.  Ball,  at  Jai  per  annum.    And 

8txt7  Staarea  in  the  Thamei  Vallar  Und  and  Building  aodetjr 
(UmttedJ,  and  48  oiigloal,  and  2»  new  aharea  tai  the  Richmond  Oat  Com- 
pany. 

The  laopeitjr  mar  be  Tlewed  bj  pennlaaioa  of  the  raoaetiTe  teaanta, 
and  partjenlara  and  conditions  of  sale  had  of  Maiara.  Smith  A  Moore. 
Bottctton,  Riobmond  i  at  the  Otejrbonnd  Hotel,  BlehBMnd  i  and  of 
Mesara.  Brewer  *  Son,  aootlODaan,  1,  Upper  UiU-etieet,  Biehmoitd. 

Upaet  prioe,  £i,7S0.— Isle  of  Wight,  on  the  Const.— A  Charming  Free- 
bold  Beaidenae  and  Batata  of  U  aciea  (with  poasearion),  at  Bembrldge 
Point,  the  Torge  of  Blading  Harbour,  a  oUMt  deUghtnil  and  cootre- 
Blent  abode  (or  a  yachtsman  of  podtHO.  and  very  TalnaUe  also  ft>r 
ulterior  derelopfflent,  the  principal  part  of  the  land  being  at  oooe 
afallable  tor  balldiag  without  detriosnt  to  the  enjoyment  of  the 
honae  aad  grounds. 

MESSRS.  EDWIN  FOX  &  BOUSFIELD  wiU 
SELL  by  ACCTION.  at  the  MART,  Tokenhooee-yard,  Bank 
of  Bogiand.oo  WEDNESDAY  nut,  AUGUST  16,  at  TWO  predaely  (to 
carer  the  mortgaae  debt  of  jES.OOO,  intereu,  and  cosla,  the  upaet  prioe 
being  £),7A0,  at  which  sum,  if  no  hlgber  bidding  Is  made,  the  propprty 
will  ba  sold),  a  valuable  FREEHOLD  PSOPEBXr,  on  the  banb  of 
Blading  Harbour,  known  as  Bembrldge  Lodge,  about  fcnr  milea  from 
Byde  (by  tha  fany),  and  within  H  miles  cf  Bradtng  Railway  Statloo. 
It  comprises  a  stone-bnilt  residenoe,  in  the  midst  of  psrk-IIke  lands  of 
<mt  M  acres,  eloping  to  the  liartionr,  stabUsg,  fee.,  pleasure-garden, 
ldielMi|.garden,  oonseryatory  aad  Tinary. 
Plane  andnarticnlars  may  be  obtained  of 

iOBN  KAC,  £>^, 9.  MiociuRlane ;  of 

OEOROE  BUOP£R,  Esq.,  solioitor.  M  and  27,  Llncohi'a.iBn.ttalds ; 
atlhe  Man;  aad  of  Maws.  BOWIH  FOX  *  BOOSFIELD,  14.  Ona- 
aham^treei.  Bank,  E.O. 

Otty  of  London.— Valnable  Leaaehold  Inreatment,  aritin*  from  an 
Imponaot  and  handsome  block  of  modem-ballt  warehoaiei,BalaToam, 
and  bosiness  premises,  in  the  heart  of  the  colonial  trad> .  fralt,  and 
produce  markets. 

MESSRS.  EDWIN  FOX  &  BOUSFIELD  bare 
been  Instmoied  to  SELL  by  AUOTION,  at  the  HART,  Tokea- 
honiO'Tanl,  Bank  of  England,  on  WEDNESDAY,  AUGUST  23,  at  TWO 
precisely,  a  ralnable  LEASEHOLD  ESTATE,  coEpriiing  the  com- 
manding and  bandaome  ereoiion  of  modern  Warehouses  and  Basin  ess 
Pitmlses,  beInK  Noi.  14,  3i,  and  26,  Pudding-lane,  Eascclieap,  Oliy, 
oonsplcaously  sitoaie  close  to  Lower  Thames-street,  the  Com  Exchange 
and  the  Custom  Honae,  and  in  the  heart  of  the  colonial  trade,  frnlc  and 
prddooe  markets,  and  in  the  direct  line  of  the  proposed  new  street  from 
Monmifint-yanl  to  Billingsgate.  They  are  of  noble  eloTation,  and  re- 
plete with  CTCiy  desirable  accommodation,  are  ezceelingly  light  and 
well  arranged,  the  upper  part  being  approached  by  a  handsome  stone 
staircase,  and  contain  nnmeroas  suites  of  ofBcei,  sample  rooms,  &o., 
on  tiia  flnt,  second,  and  third  floors,  partly  oocapisd  by  mspomlble 
tensnts  ;  spanlons  warehouse,  large  and  light  sale  room,  and  biuineas 
premises  on  the  grouod  Itoor;  aitd  exteasive  and  lofty  stovsge  or 
paclilug  warebDuse  in  the  basement.  The  greater  portion  of  the  pre- 
miaasre  let  to  reaponsible  tenants  at  moderate  rents,  and  together 
will,  when  entirely  occupied,  prodnee  eren  at  low  rentals  £l,tAO  per 
annum.  Held  fur  shout  85  years  nnexptaed  at  a  low  ground  rent. 
Psrticniars  may  be  had  at  the  auction  mart ;  of 
CHARLES  OaTLIFF.  Eaq.,  solicitor,  8.  MnsDary-eirons : 
and  of  Messrs.  EOWIM  FOX  ft  BOUSFIELD,  No.  34,  Oreabam-street, 
Bank,  E.U. 


MESSRS.  CABLE  &  BUBB'S  LAND  and 
ESTATE  RWIISTEK  of  town  and  country  residences,  ahooting 
and  flsblng  q6ar1en,  can  be  obtalnel  on  the  1st  of  each  month  on  ap. 
plioalion  at  the  W«at  Midland  and  iiouih  Wales  Lsoil  Impmreiaent  and 
Agency  Ofllees,  5t,  C'hanc«ry-lane,  London,  E.C..  and  Clarence-street^ 
Gkinoestar. 


Just  pubUahed,  in  nied.  Sre,  pries  Ui.  cMk, 
SALAMAN  ON   LmDIDAITON  AND  (XHtTOJIIIOil  TOI 
CBID1T0R8. 

V    PRACTICAL  TREATISE  on  LIQUIDAHOS 

X  by  ARRANGEMENT  and  COMPOSmOF  silk  Omxni 
the  Bankruptejr  Aot  IU9,  oomprislaf  the  Ftaedsi  a(  te  Ob 
for  the  Registiatiott  ot  Arrangement  Fitxecltafi,  as  ts  IwdiiiiL 
juaetians,  Meethigs,  Fonns.  Bills  of  Casta,  Sectlsai  altkt  Ula 
Rules  of  1(70,  and  the  New  Ralee  of  ItTI,  with  lalax.  ti  NKIi 
SBTMOUR  SALAMAN,  SoUeitar  (OoainWoaar,  ticj,lato<-i 
PracUoal  Onide  to  lbs  Bankruptcy  Law  ef  an." 

lODdon;  Snraaa  ft  HaTsua,  BaD'ifaid.TMvltlB. 

HALLP8  TBBATI98  ON  BfOHTS  OF  OOmn. 
Joat  pnblldiad,  Std,  price  Its., 

A  TREATISE  on  the  LAW  SBLAII56  k 
PB0FIT8  k  PRENDRE  and  RIGHTS  of  COmM.  kM 
EDWARD  HALL,  of  Qoaen's  College,  Oxftrd,  ILA,  sat  •(Itah. 
inn,  Eaqnin,  Barriater-at-Law. 

London  :  IL  Swan, «,  ObaneeiT-laaa,  U*  FMUte. 


THE  LAW  and  SCIENCE  of  ANTIEST  LlGm 
By  HOHERSHAM  COX,  M.A.,  BarTMnvst-U*,Kba<-l 
Kanoalof  the  DUrsreotla!  Oaleolaa,"  •' Tba  lastilattiM  Iki  b« 
GovemiBent,''  ftc.  Second  ediliaa,  gieatly  tagasam  failU 
Treatise  on  the  Uw  of  Antient  Ugbte,aa2  aotfcas  anrriaaa* 
modem  eaae on  the  subteci.  Parti  MtllaatratadkyanwiaftM 
and  gtras  a  method  and  taMaa,  by  whkh  the  Osrandss  laMf 
atmatnrea.  wfaaterer  their  Ibtm  or  poaittso,  may  be  coafiMMili 
ntBuwt  faoaity.    Sro,  pp.  IM,  prioe  •«.  dmb  letlend. 

HamT  Swiai,  S,  fTisnwiry  line,  Law  PgMUv. 


Now  ready,  STa,  lOa.  6d., 

'I^HE   MEDICAL   jaRISPRUDElTCE  OF  * 

I      SANITT.    By  J.  H.  BALFODB  BROWNE,  U^. 
Law. 

J.  h  A.  Cautmn,  M«w  Barlinctoaalisit 


BOOK-KEEPING  for  SOLICITORS  (ft 
Maihoda).  ByO.J.  KAnr,F.S.il..o(aetnerba,kH 
WIU  ft  0(1.,  Law  Aecoaalaats  (OoaU  Draaaawn),  »,  Ckmii 
W.C.  Single  and  Double  column  aystama  (in  see  wlasAkl 
Triple  eolomn  syatam  (Eighth  Editloo).  6a. 

WarcaLow  ft  fioaa,  Loodoa  Wan ;  aad  all  narfai 


CRAOROFTS  BANK  DIYIDBND  (SH 
l«7»-7l.-Showhigthe  Half-yearly  Batea  cf  DWIirt  U^ 
orer  One  Hundred  and  Sixty  Joint  Stock  Baaka,  Uaiial  Ikika 
" ~  ■"         ^sIlaL  NaaMirft 


CRAOROFT  8  C0N80L  DIAGRAM,  iunt 
Blgheat  and  Lowest  Prices  of  Three  perOeat-Oiarta 
inm  the  FreiKh  Rerolotion  of  17N  to  tha  Frau<.u  (iamm  *»< 
with  the  Growth  aud  Decline  rf  the  Nattonal  I'naM  Pdtv 
Britala :  the  Yearly  ATarags  of  the  Bank  Rata  of  Dlniatt.w 
latad  Statement  of  the  Principal  Kraou  ASeeliec  tks  riiaa'l 
**  Diagrants  are  sometimes  net  Tefy  simple,  bet  fbs  initf  I 
clearness  llaeir— Is  an  Interesting  commentary  on  Ea|M  k* 
the  period  in  qnestton."— Economist. 

Price  2s. ;  or,  mounted  oa  roller.  It.  (i. 

WUi  fbortly  ba  ready,  the  Seoond  Edkiaaif 

CRAOROPT'S  INVESTORS*  RBOOBD  rf 
CHASES  and  SALES,  with  CALCCLATMNH  Mlj 
Erery  InTcstment  An  addiiloual  portion  espsdsUy  tt^* 
Legal  Protssskm.coatalnlng  Forms  of  Entry  tar  FiesMdw>| 
Property ;  Leasehold,  Let  and  Held ;  Mortgages,  HsU  t^  ■ 
Insnrancea;  BHis  and  Promiidory  Notes;  Moasjs  tt^ 
Borrowed,  .    ^ 

"Theo^eotofthteHemorandom  BooktetoaaaMtcwTl^ 
keep  a  systematic  Record,  producible  in  a  Caart  ef  laa.e!  iq 
restment  transaction  ennved  Into.     No  sneh  teeoi4  ra  '  ^^ 
previoos  to  the  first  edition. 

London :  Ennonus  Wiuoa,  Poblishar,  BsTal  ItrtW 
BERNARD  CBACROFT,  Sworn  Broker,  *,Aastts*«<.l^ 

The  Companies  Acta.  1862  ft  iM 

Xrery  requisite  under  tha  abore  Acta  sappUed  on  the  ' 

The  BOOKS  AND  FORMS  kept  in  suck  Isr  l« 
MEMORANDA  and  ARTICLES  OF  ASSOCIATIOII  mA 
In  the  proper  form  for  registration  aad  dlsciaaiM..fUS| 
TIFICATE8  engraved  and  prlaiad.  OFPIOAl  SUU  •■ 
and  executed.  No  charge  for  aketchea.  Cois^s<a  n 
Railway  Registration  Forms. 

Solicitora'  Acconat  Soola. 

ASH    &   PLIMT,         ^ 

Statloaars,  Printers,  Engrarera,  Beglstratiea  Atsa^  *>•  "■ 
street,  London.  E.C.  (comer  s<  Ssitesgs  ^sa>. 

MILNER'S  STRONG  HOLDFAST  i^W 
BESISTINO  SAFES,  Sraaao  R>o«  OoJ«»-*«<  J-' 
recent  Improreoieott.  Price  Usts.  Draciagi,  ssd  y^T^ 
by  post— Lirerpool,  Msochsatar,  SheOsU,  sad  at,  am^ 
City,  London. 
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I  Ofet  of  thii  JouaiTAL  and  «/  tht  MrBsu.T  Ripobtbk 
I  n«w  tt  It,  Cook't-eourt,  dtrty'ttritt,  W.C. 

I  SiAuriptian  to  th*  Soucnona'  Joobkal  u— 2bimt,  26*., 

lomtry  28>.;  uri<A  the  Wbbklt  Rbtobtbb,  SS*.     Paymint 

n  tivme*  ineludei  Uouilt  Numh*r>  and  Foitag*.  Subteriiert 

m  kuH  tMr  Volunn  bound  at  tht  Offlet—eloth,  2t.  6d., 

\*lfUufflf,tt.M. 

!  IMtrtiiMmltd/or  puilieatitH  m  tht  "SoUeitonf  Journal " 

nut  it  authmtitattd  iy  th*  ntmi  of  tht  writor,  though  not 

itetuarily  for  publication, 

\trt  difieuUy  it  txptritneid  in  procuring  tht  Journal  with 

t/idaritjf  in  th*  Provincti,  it  it  rif  tutted  that  application  be 

tail  direct  to  tht  Pubtither. 


LONDON,  AV&OaXW,  1871. 


3lB  BODITDBLL  Paxhbb  has  oMt  the  aegis  of  hi;  high 
NiMion  and  gttmH,  legal  aathoritj  orer  the  Hinistrj, 
writiDg  to  Mr.  Oardwell  a  letter  whioh  wa«  read  in 
I  Hooae  of  OommoiM,  pending  the  •amnions  of  the 
lelc  Bod  to  assist  at  Uw  prorogation  on  Monday.  Sir 
andell  folly  abaolres  the  Ministry  from  the  oharge  of 
Mnstitntionality,  in  resorting  to  the  Boyal  Warrant, 
lidi  be  thinks,  moreoTer,  voold  hare  been,  from  the 
It,  the  most  desirable  mode  of  meeting  the  diffloolty, 
M  (ha  understanding  that  Parliament  woald  proride 
e  funds  for  oompensating  the  offloeis.  The  only 
ittet  of  regret,  in  his  opinion,  is  that  a  perfectly  oon- 
tntional  proosading  should  hare  the  appearanoe  of 
ing  oansad  by  an  adverse  vote  of  the  House  of  Liwda. 
S  bowerer,  oonsUers  that,  after  what  he  most  always 
ak  was  tjie  ill-adTised  resolution  of  the  House  of 
rds,  the  OoTemment  took  the  least  objectionable 
use  that  was  open  nnder  all  the  oiroumstaaoes  of  the 
«.  This  question,  after  haying  evoked  <q>iniona  of 
gnlat  divergence  on  the  part  of  high  legal  aothorities, 
«s,  by  Uiia  last  ntteranee  on  the  part  of  one  whose 
dMnify  was  so  pdntedly  appealed  to  by  the  most  (e> 
it  MHiilante  of  the  Ministry,  to  have  yielded  the 
tar  something  like  a  triumph  with  whidi  to  close  the 
diamentaiy  diaoossion  of  the  snl^eot.  To  tiiose  who, 
i  oonelvea,  could  look  at  the  matter  with  the  calm  of 
n  profesaioDal  judgment,  there  could  never,  we  think, 
re  been  any  serious  doubt  as  to  the  strict  legality  of 
>  ooniae  pursued  by  the  Ministry.  Loose  statements 
the  law  have  been  made  in  the  ooorse  of  the  discussion, 
InotaUy,  we  must  remark,  that  although  some  of  the 
■nsaioDs  of  the  Solioitor-General  in  the  matter  of 
ngative  mi^t  have  been  unguarded  and  impoUtio,  the 
■eping  assertions  of  his  asnilahts  as  to  the  nullity 
k  preamble  to  an  Aot  of  Padiament  moat,  we  think, 
«  greatly  aetonished  the    students  of  Littleton  and 


"he  Milttabt  MAHOtovBas  Act,  which  received 
Bojal  assent  on  Monday,  mi^  be  described  as 
Aot  to  confer  compulsory  powers  of  land-tres- 
dng  on  the  forces  assembled  at  the  approaching 
ip  of  Bzeroise  ;  to  prevent  trespassing  and  meddling 
ihe  part  of  any  body  else  ;  and  to  provide  oompensa- 
ifordamagce.  Snoh  a  piece  of  legislation  is  novel, 
so  are  tha  occasioning  oiroumstances,  and  some  pro- 
aa  of  the  kind  seems  expedient,  or  at  any  rate  ad  vis - 
i;  The  limits  of  the  Aot,  in  point  of  place,  are 
kad  oat  in  a  aohednle,  and  they  enclose  an  area  at 
meeting  eomer  of  the  counties  of  8arr«y,  Berks,  and 
tti,  in  the  neighbourhood  of  the  towns  of  Stainea, 
Idfoid,  Ctodalming,  Haslemere,  Alton,  Odiham,  Basing- 
K  and  Wokingham.  Within  the  limits  of  the  Aot 
foroes  are  empowered  to  traverse  and  encamp  or 

Er  np  temporary  works  on  any  unenclosed  luids, 
0  or  private,  and  mi^  also  use  and  dam  up,  or  pon- 
Over,  running  waters,  and  use  private  or  occupation 
I    Over  enclosed  lands  they  have  the  same  powers 


where  "  prescribed "  by  the  oommiasioners  provided  by 
the  Act,  in  whioh  case  such  lands  are  to  be  marked  oat 
with  flags  or  some  other  signals.    In  no  case  ara  the 
troops  aathorised  to  enter  or  interfere  with  any  hoasas, 
gardens,  farmyards,  or  orchards,  or  any  underwoods  oc 
lands  bearing  roots  or  standing  crops.    A  "  consultative 
commission,"  consisting    of    the    Lords-Lieutenant    of 
Hants,  Berks,  and  Surrey,  and  the  M.P.'s  of  this  Par- 
liament for  Berks,  North  Hants,  and  West  Surrey,  is  to 
unite   with  the  oommanding  oiBoer  or  his  depaties  in 
making   regulations    respecting    details — such    as    tha 
securing  of  cattle,  ka. — and  "  prescribing  "  everything 
requiring  to  be  prescribed.    Additional  members  of  the 
consultative  commission  may  be  appointed  and  vacan- 
cies filled  up  by  a  principal  Secretary  of  State.      This 
eqmmission  may  delegate  any  of    its  powers  to  two 
or    more    of    its    members,    who   are   to    attend    or 
be    in    communication    with   the    eommander    or   his 
depaties ;    to    be    in    readiness,    we  may  suppose,  to 
"  prescribe."     Theee  delegate  commiasionttrs  mnj  havo 
some  ;wtive  work  cat  out  for  them  if  they  are  expected 
to  accompany  the  movements  and  be  ever  ready  to  "  pre- 
scribe"  where  a  stream  may  be  dammed  or  a  field  entered. 
Perhaps  the  ooonty  members,  after  their  long  session's 
work,  would  enjoy  a  fortnight  spent  in  "  prescribint"  all 
orer  the  district,  np  and  down,  and  hither  and  thither. 
Then  there  is  an  Arbitration  Court  to  decide  on  claims 
for  compensation.  This  is  to  oonsist  of  tliree  persons,  one 
nominated  by  the  commission  already    described,  one 
by  the  Tressnty,  and  the  third  by  the  first  two,  or  in  case 
they  fail  to  appoint  within  three  d^ys  (three  days  from 
when  7)  by  the  Lord  Chief  Jnstioe  of  the  Queen's  Bench. 
This  ArbitratioD  Courtmaydedde  all  questions  whatever, 
whether  of  law  or  fact ;  may  examine  witneases  and 
enforce  their  attendance  after  tendering  expenses,  just 
like  the  Superior  Courts  of  Common  Law ;  it  nu^  appoint 
a  vainer  and  may  sit  when  and  where  it  pleases;  its- 
decisions  are  final,  subject  to  its  own  power  to  review  or 
rescind  them.    Nothing  is  said  in  the  Aot  as  to  any 
time    for   making    olalms,   but    the   daration   of   the 
Act   as   to   the  awarding  of   compensation  is   limited 
to  the  1st  of  June,  1872  (as  to  the  powers  of  trespass, 
Ac.,    the  Aot  expires  on    the    1st   of  October  next). 
Then  there  are  also  a  number  of  sections  entitled,  "  Be- 
golationsas  to  personsnotbelongingtothe  forces."  "Any 
person "  entering  without  permission  from  the  proper 
quarter  on  any  liuids  for  the  time  being  direeted  to  be 
kept     clear   is   liable    to   a   forty    sldlllng    penalty ; 
persons  accompanying  the  foroes  for  the  purpose  of  trade 
or  amusement  or  any  other  purpcees  are  defined  in  the 
Aot  as  "  strangers,"  and  for  their  benefit  some  special 
sections  are  provided,  under  whioh  they  are  finable  if, 
without  the  proper  permission,  they  enter  lands  not  already 
open  to  them  by  law.    There  are  also  provisions  for  tha 
trial  of  these  offences  by  "strangers"  or  ''any  other 
person  "  by  special  magistrates  to  be  appointed  nnder  tha 
Act,  and  the  special  magistrates  may  prooeed  to  trial  on 
the  spot,  and  in  the  open  air  if  neoeasary  ;  if  the  offence 
has  been  attended  by  damage,  they  may  award  oompen- 
sation,  sabjeot  to  an  appeal  to  Quarter  Sessions.    These 
are  the  principal  objects  of  this  special  measnre.    A 
compensation  maohinery  was,  of  course,  neoeasary;  as  to 
the  rest  the  enactment  seems  one  of  thoee  pieces  of  law 
which  would  be  ntterly  unmanageable  if  carried  oat  to 
the  uttermost,  but  with  proper  discretion  on  all  sidM 
may  do  well  enough.    Things  of  this  kind  must  be  ad- 
justed mainly  by  common  sense^  and  what  is  wanted  in 
snoh  a  ease  is  not  so  muoh  an  enaotment  providing  in 
detaU  for  everything,  as  a  general  reeerve  power  for 
contingencies  which  cannot  be  got  over  by  oommon  i 


IH  A  LSTTXB  whioh  appealed  in  the  DeMy  N»m  of 
the  28rd  inst.,  narrating  the  proceedings  on  the  trial  of 
the  Communist  prisoners  at  Versailles,  a  faot  is  stated 
whioh  exhibits  in  a  very  unfavourable  light  the  rules  of 
evidence  current  in  French  Courts.  A  document  is  pro- 
duced by  the  prosecntiou  parporting  to  be  signed  by  oue 
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of  the  ptisonen,  Fen^;  it  ia  a  dooament  of  the  most 
important  kind,  beintr  nothing  len  than  the  oiiginal 
Older  aaid  to  hare  been  issued  by  FerrS  for  the  bnming 
of  the  Finance  Ministry.  Of  this  docnment  the  proaeon- 
tion  refuse  to  give  any  aoconnt;  they  will  not  tell  where 
they  got  it  from;  apparently  it  is  not  prodnced  by  any 
witnees,  but  is  thrown  on  the  table  by  the  State  ofBoer 
who  oondnots  the  pnweoatlon,  and  the  signatnre  of  the 
aoooaed  is  then  verifted  by  an  expert  by  the  comparison  of 
admitted  handwriting.  The  oorrespondent  seems  to  treat, 
na  the  principal  grievance,  this  method  of  rerifying  the 
sign  atnre,  which,  thongh  formerly  not  allowed  by  English 
rules  of  eTidenoe,  was  legalised  in  cItU  picoeedings  by 
the  Common  Law  Prooednre  Act,  1864,  and  in  criminid 
proceedings  by  28  &  29  Viot.  o.  18.  a.  8.  Bat  what  is 
mnch  more  startling,  and  is  utterly  at  variance  with 
common  honesty  and  faimeas,  is  the  production  in  oonrt 
of  a  document,  the  biatory  of  which  ia  not  allowed  to  be 
inreatigated,  which  no  witness  makes  himself  reeponaible 
for  prodncing,  and  the  original  poasesiion  and  recent 
custody  of  which  are  equally  hidden  from  observation. 
It  wonld  be  almoat  aa  rational  to  convict  a  man  because 
the  charge  against  him  waa  written  in  the  indictment, 
as  to  act  upon  eridence  which  no  one  was  allowed  to 
sift  and  which  might  be  manufactured  to  any  extent 
with  the  ntmoet  facility;  and  if  the  Communist  prisoners 
can  only  be  convicted  by  a  resort  to  such  methods  of 
proof  aa  theae,  they  will  scarcely  be  believed  to  be  gnilty. 

The  Nkw  Scalb  of  Fees  in  Bankruptcy  Prooeedinga 
just  iasned  under  the  Bankruptcy  Act,  1869,  and  which 
we  printed  in  our  last  week's  number,  calla  for  little 
comment.  It  ia,  for  the  most  part,  a  reproduction  of 
the  seale  previonaly  in  force.  Moat  of  the  changes 
made  are  little  more  than  verbal,  and  are  apparently  in- 
tended rather  to  remove  donbta  than  to  make  any  anb- 
stantial  change  in  the  law.  One  alteration,  however,  ia 
material.  The  charge  for  an  advertisement  in  the 
Qatette  ia,  for  the  future,  to  be  ten  shillings  instead  of 
three. 

llABBIAGB  WITH  A  DEOBABKD  WIFE'S  SIBTBB  haS  at 

length  become  legal  in  the  colony  of  Sonth  Australia. 
Five  times,  it  seems,  a  bill  for  the  purpose  has  passed 
the  Local  Legislature,  but  ber  Hajesty'a  adviaers  felt 
themselves  unable  to  do  other  than  reoonunend  her 
Uajesty  to  withhold  the  Boyal  sanction.  Last  year  Earl 
Eimberley  stated  in  the  Honae  of  Lmrda  that  he  had 
taken  that  coarse  after  oonaiderable  hesitatiim.  Tbia 
year  it  was  felt,  and  undeniably  with  reason,  that  in  the 
face  of  a  constant  unanimity  in  the  Colonial  Legislature 
it  would  not  be  right  that  the  Sovereign's  veto  should 
any  longer  be  exeroised.  This  difference  between  the 
marriage  law  of  England  and  that  of  our  Australian 
colony  may  be  in  some  cases  as  inconvenient  aa  that  in 
the  case  of  England  and  Scotland;  so  that  there  ia  an 
additional  reason  for  hoping  that  tiie  customary  English 
bill  may  speedily  become  law;  provided  always  that  it  is 
not  made  retrospective. 


OuB  Bbadebs  will,  we  hope,  bear  in  mind  that  the 
annual  gathering  of  the  Metropolitan  and  Provincial 
Law  Association  is  drawing  near.  The  meeting  la  held 
this  year  at  Newcastle-on-Tyne,  commencing  on  the  10th 
of  October.  Papers  are  invited,  and  the  following  ia  the 
list  of  anggested  subjeots: — 1.  Land  Transfer ;  2.  Be- 
muneration  by  Commission — The  Two  Soalea;.  3.  Party 
and  Party  Costs  and  Taxation;  4.  The  Law  of  Bank- 
raptoy;  6.  Legal  Ednoation — Proposed  General  School 
of  Law  ;  6.  Amalgamation  of  the  Two  Branches  of  the 
Legal  Profession;  7.  Judicature;  8.  County  Conrta  Jnria- 
diotion  and  Practice;  9.  Aaaises  and  Cironita;  10.  Joriea; 
11.  PnbUc  Froaeoatoxa;  12.  Married  Women's  Property; 
13.  Law  of  Plifflogenitnret  14.  Stamp  Dntiea.  On  the 
12th  there  will  be  an  exclusion  to  ^^rnemonth  Priory, 
and  the  Local  Committee  will  make  arrangements  for 
enabling  those  attending  the  meeting  to   visit  other 


objects  of  interest  in  the  neighbourhood.  Fapen,  toli» 
in  time,  must  be  in  the  secretary's  hands  one  wsek  brfoiv 
the  meeting,  and  the  titles  must  be  commnaiated  fmt 
weeka  before  the  meeting. 


SCSIP  CBBTIFIOATES  TO  BEAK8B. 

The  importance  of  providing  for  a  due  cantnbotiM 
towards  the  preliminary  ezpenaea  of  a  projected  tiQn;, 
and  the  neceaaity  of  complying  with  the  Standing  Men, 
which  require  that  a  oontraot,  which  ia  called  Uu "  Rt- 
aoription  oontraot,"  shall  be  signed  in  a  putinltt 
manner,  before  the  Act  to  incorporate  the  pengst 
who  have  subscribed,  or  who  shall  subscribe,  towudi  tlx 
undertaking  can  be  obtained,  led,  as  we  are  bdd  lij  Lori 
Langdale  in  Jaekton  v.  Coelur  (4  Beav.  59],  to  Ae  aixy 
doction  of  scrip  certi&oates.  A  scrip  certificate  iaad 
before  the  Act  incorporating  the  company  hu  bMS  ob- 
tained is  only  evidence  of  t^  right  to  obtain  ahim  it 
Kid  when  smh  shares  ahall  be  created  by  the  Act.  Ii 
Jaehton  v.  Coelier  {ngf.),  where  the  scrip  certtfioateiveR 
thus  expreaaed,  "  The  holder  of  this  certifieate  haTii; 
signed  the  aubacribers'  agreement,  and  exeeatad  t^ 
parliamentaiy  oonteaot,  ia  the  proprietor  ti  thsilm 
share  in  this  undertaking,"  it  waa  held  Oat  the  Sot 
holder  of  anoh  certificate  would,  on  aigning  the  i^ 
aciibera'  agreement,  and  axeeating  the  patUuaaatHj 
wmtract,  be,  not  the  pn^rietot,  bat  tiie  peiaoa  wko,  i 
the  Act  passed,  would  be  entitled  to  become  the  pinpitti 
of  the  correapondiac  share.  Soch  certiflsstai,  ai  n 
know,  are  commonly  bought  and  aold,  aUfaaagh,  insi  i 
legal  point  of  view,  they  confer  no  ri^ts  sad  inpM 
no  obligations,  nnlwa  on  the  first  holder;  ao  MMkat, 
that  the  putchaaer  of  aorip  certificatea  ia  a  propoadtsQ- 
way  company,  which  had  not  obtained  any  Art  of  Pu- 
liament,  waa  held,  after  the  Act  had  paaaeii,  in  the  akMte 
of  any  special  contract,  not  bcmnd  to  take  a  ^oaAti 
the  corresponding  aharea  from  hia  vendor,  or  to  iadsBiB9; 
him  against  the  calla  aabseqnently  mads  (•Mctos  t. 
Coelur,  tup.).  In  fact,  the  legality  of  aurip  eaittterin 
in  a  projected  company  which  has  not  been  iaoocpontid 
is  very  doubtful  {Joupks  v.  Pekrer,  3  B.  ft  &  (M),  » 
involving  a  bargain  about  an  Act  of  Parliaaaat  \o  It 
obtained  in  the  future.  But  thia  is  a  bya-poiat  «U* 
we  need  not  now  oonaider. 

We  have  aeea  what  the  position  of  a  pawhaiar  bm 
the  first  holder  is.  Let  us  now  see  what  ia  the  poatita 
of  the  firat  holder  himaelf .  Thia  ia  a  qnastian  wiM  «a 
entertained  in  the  leading  case  of  Watmrfiri,  Wttfiri, 
and  Dublift  Jtaibvof  Omnpai^f  v.  Pide*ck  (8  Bx.  tn\ 
It  was  aa  action  of  debt  for  calla.  Hie  dstadaat,  it 
appeara,  had  requested  the  proviaional  oommittas  toaOal 
to  him  100  aharea  in  the  railway  company  for  wfaiA  fte 
Act  had  not  then  been  obtained.  In  aaswer,  ha  got  > 
letter,  infMming  him  that  the  proviaional  oooiadttas  t»i 
allotted  to  him  fifty  shares,  with  a  request  that  he  woaU 
pay  the  depoeit  by  a  day  certain,  and  stating  that  At 
aorip  oertifioatea  wonld  be  delivered  in  exdiang*  i<r 
the  letter  of  allotment,  and  the  bankers'  receipt  for  the 
deposit  after  execution  of  the  subsoribera'  agteenieat, 
and  the  parliamentary  contract,  and  proceeded  thai:— 
"  N.B.  The  shares  will  be  forfeited  if  the  depoat  be 
not  paid;  and  the  parliamentary  contract  and  the  nh- 
acribers'  agreement  mast  be  signed  on  or  before  th*  SOlh 
of  Angnat,  1845."  The  defendant  paid  the  deposS,  ^ 
never  signed  the  parliamentary  contract  or  the  suhaanben' 
agreemeat.  The  company  waa  af terwazda  inootpoati^ 
and  hia  name  was  placed  without  his  oonaentotkao*- 
ledge  on  the  sealed  register  of  shareholders.  In  tUi  it*" 
of  things  he  contended,  and  with  suoceaa,  that  ha  •» 
not  a  shareholder.  It  waa  argued  that  the  exaootiaa  d 
the  aubacribers'  agreement  and  parliamentary  eaattart 
waa  not  a  condition  precedent  to  bis  becoming  a  At»- 
holder,  but  a  mere  stipulation  for  the  benefit  of  tha  «■" 
pany,  which  they  might  dispense  with  at  their  pluaMn;  ' 
and  that  they  had  properly  done  ao  in  ttia  inataaM  ^ 
adopting  the  payment  of  the  deposit,  and  plaeiag  ft* 
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defendant's  name  on  the  sealed  register  of  shareholdern. 
But  the  Coart  explained  that  the  oontiaot  only  gave  the 
company  the  right  to  Insert  on  the  register  of  slinre- 
hotders  the  names  of  persons  who  had  become  entitled  to 
a  share  in  the  OQmpanj  by  having  subscribed  the  pre- 
scribed snm  or  upwards — i.e.,  by  having  made  themselves 
responsible  for  the  whole  sum  capable  of  being  levied  on 
their  shares,  whioh  the  payment  of  the  deposit,  withont 
fflOie,  did  not  do.  It  was  expressly  held  in  Ednard*  ▼. 
KMenny  Bailioay  Company  (14  0.  B.  N.  S.  626}  that  the 
mere  fact  of  •  man  having  applied  for  and  reoeived  an 
allotment  of  scrip,  and  having  paid  the  deposit  thereon, 
is  not  snffloieat  to  make  him  a  ahareholder.  There  most 
be  ezeontion  of  the  sabsoription  contract  to  bring  about 
that  result;  and  the  words  "  who  shall  have  sabsoribed," 
in  the  8th  section  of  the  Gompanics  Olanses  Aot,  184S, 
inean.aoootding  to  Ntnry  and  EnnitkiUen  Railnay  Com- 
ptny  V.  Coomtt{S  Ex.  S74),  "  who  shall  havo  aotnally 
contracted  to  sobaoribe,  which,  according  to  the  pieTiona 
esses,  a  person  can  only  do  by  signing  the  snbeoription 
contract. 

There  is,  then,  a  loavspanitentim  In  the  case  of  allotteet 
of  scrip  in  a  proposed  company;  and  if  the  first  holder 
of  Each  scrip  chooses  to  fcnrfeit  his  deposit  and  decline  to 
take  the  corresponding  shares,  he  may  in  general  do  so. 
It  may  be  sold  that  there  Is  no  redproeify  in  this,  for  the 
scrip  certificate  probably  gives  the  right  to  claim  shares 
if  it  does  not  impose  Uie  obligation  to  take  them;  bat 
this  is  attribntable  to  the  peooliar  natnre  of  the  scrip 
certificate  itself,  whioh  is  a  device  for  representing  that 
sort  of  inchoate  title  to  a  share  in  a  company  to  be  farmed 
which  the  law  has  not  looognised. 

We  have  sow  spoken  of  scrip  certificates  i^iaed  before 
(he  Act  of  ParlUment  inoorporating  the  company  has 
been  obtained  ;  bat  there  are  scrip  certificates  iasoed  after 
the  formation  of  the  company  as  well.     It  need  not  be 
said  that  these  are  also  wholly  oniecognised  ley  the  law, 
except  as  regards  the  first  holder.    The  object  of  issuing 
scrip  oertifioates  to  bearer  after  the  company  is  inooc- 
porated  is  probably  to  make  that  whioh  poiports  to  be  the 
right  to  the  proprietorship  of  shares  more  saleable,  be- 
canae  more  negotiable,  by  passing  from  hand  to  hand  by 
delivaxy,  without  transfer  by  dead.    But  it  is  needless 
to  observe  that  scrip  certificates  to  bearer  can  be  of  no 
arafl  to  alter  the  express  requirement  of  fbit  Act  that 
these  shaU  be  transferred  by  deed  only.    ^  IteSutn  t. 
IVeit  London  Wharvet  and  Warehoutei  Cba^ooy  (19  W.  B. 
837),  the  defendant  company  issued  scrip  certificates  to 
bearer  on  their  incorporation.    The  plaintiff  applied  for 
shares,  paid  his  deposit,  received  the  letter  of  allotment, 
paid  the  snm  thsn  payable,  and  received  faom  the  com- 
pany snip  oertifioates  to  bearer,  reciting  that  he,  or  the 
bearer,  was  entitled  to  the  corresponding  share  certifi- 
cates.   Ha  sold  these  scrip  certifiwtes,  handing  them  to 
the  porohaeer  without  ezeenttiig  a  deed  of  transfer,  and 
was  afterwards  registered  as  a  shareholder,  withont  his 
knowledge,  in  respect  of  the  shares  whioh  corresponded 
to  the  scrip  certifloatee  handed  by  him  to  the  purchaser. 
An    aotion    was    brought    for    calls    on    these  shares, 
whioh  he    filed  his    bill  to    restrain ;  and  the  suit 
was,    on    appeal,  dismissed    with  ocets,  although  the 
company  had,  to  some  extent,  recognised  the  purchaser 
from  him  as  the  holder  of  the  shares,  on  tba  ground 
that  the  defendant  had  done  everything  that  was  neces- 
sary to  make  him  a  comidete  shareholder,  and  that  he 
eoidd  not  get  rid  of  his  liability  as  such  in  any  mj  ex- 
cept by  a  transfer  by  deed,  and  consequential  alteration  of 
the    register.     "None  of  the  oases  dted,"   said  Lord 
Jostioe  MelHsh  in  this  case,  "  appear  to  me  to  be  any 
anthority  for  the  propositioa  that  when  a  person  has 
onoe  beoome  a  legal  shareholder  he  can  be  freed  from 
his  liability,  >"  *  legal  shareholder,  to  psy  the  calls  made 
upon  him  idmply  because  he  has  made  some  contract  to 
adl  his  shares,  which  is  void  at  law,  but  whioh  may  pos- 
sibly amount  to  an  assignment  in  equity,  and  the  com- 
pany, to  a  certain  extent,  have  aeted  on  that  contract," 
which  would  be  to  evade  the  Aot  altogether  which  pro- 


vides one  way  only  for  the  transfer  of  a  shareholder's 
obligations,  involving  registration,  so  important  a  featnre 
as  regards  creditora.  It  would  never  do  to  admit  a 
system  of  nses  and  trusts  in  the  case  of  shares  by  recog- 
nising the  mannal  transfer  of  a  scrip  certificate  as  tanta- 
mount to  an  equitable  assignment  of  the  oorresponding 
share.  The  usual  provision  that  no  share  shall  vest  in 
the  person  accepting  it  until  a  certain  portion  of  the 
amount  shall  have  been  paid  has  been  held  both  at  law 
and  in  equity  to  mean  only  that  the  share  shall  not  vest 
so  as  to  be  capable  of  being  transferred  by  deed  and  re- 
gistration (,Sast  Qlouoetierihire  JSailnay  Company  v._ 
£artholimei»,  L.  B.  8  Ex.  15  ;  Purity' i  eatt,  16  W.  B' 
660),  and  not  that  it  shall  not  impose  aa  obligation  until 
that  period. 

In  MeBwen  v.  Wett  London  Wharvat  and  Warehoutes 
Company  {np.)  the  ratio  dteidendi  was  thi^  the  defen- 
dant had  constituted  himself  a  shareholder  by  the  agree- 
ment to  take  shares.  But  a  good  deal  turns  upon  the 
Intention  of  the  parties  to  the  oontimot.  When  provisional 
scrip  certificates  were  issued  after  the  formation  of  the 
company  In  pursuance  of  the  terms  of  the  piospeotus, 
which  stated  that "  on  registration  of  the  scrip,  of  whioh 
due  notice  will  be  given,  the  certificates  will  be  divided 
into  five  shares  of  £10  each,"  it  was  held  that  persons 
who  accepted  allotments  of  such  scrip  could  not  be  made 
shareholder*  by  the  company  registering  the  nanus  with- 
out their  oonsent,  either  In  respect  of  scrip  which  they 
had  sold  in  the  market,'and  whioh^had  been  re-pordhased 
by  the  company  (,Eu$taee  v.  DubiUn  Trunk  Connecting 
BaUvay  Company,  16  W.  B.  1110,  L.  B.  6  Eq.  183),  or 
In  respect  of  scrip  which  they  had  retained  until  the  suit 
{MellwaUh  v.  Same  Company,  19  W.  B.  941).  Here 
the  ground  was  that  tiie  mcMiIng  of  the  contraot — 
whether  the  direotors  were  justified  in  making  such  a 
contraot  was  immaterial — ^never  was  that  the  mere  holder 
of  sorip  certificates  should  be  obliged  to  register.  So  in 
Ea  parU  OoUum,  (18  W.  B.  246,  Ii.  B.  9  Bq. 
386)  D*.  OoUnm  applied  for  and  was  allotted  new  shares 
inadharkered  banking  company,  paid  the  first  instalment, 
and  reoeived  provisional  certificates,  which  on  payment  of 
the  second  instalment  and  on  ezeonting  the  deed  by  a 
given  day  were  to  be  exchanged  tor  shares,  bat  in  default 
of  payment  the  rights  uid  ^vileges  appurtenant  to  the 
oertifioate  were  to  be  forfeited.  He  never  paid  the 
seomd  instalment,  nor  executed  the  deed  of  aooeselon  ; 
and  on  the  company  being  wound  up,  it  was  held  that  he 
was  under  no  obligation  to  take  shares,  for  that,  as  in 
the  last  case,  something  remained  to  be  done  before  he 
oonld  beoome  a  shareholder  wUoh  the  company  could  not 
compel  him  to  do. 

In  Orient t  can  (16  W.  B.  240.  L.  B.  6  Bq.  110), 
where  the  artiolas  of  association  contained  an  extraor* 
dlnwy  provision  that  the  directors  might,  if  th«y  pleased, 
issue  scrip  certificates  transferable  by  delivery  to  appli- 
oaata  for  shares,  and  that  the  holder  of  the  sorip  should  be 
the  only  penon  recognised  aa  entitled  to  the  corresponding 
shares,  and  should  be  entitled  on  surrendering  his  sorip 
to  be  entered  on  the  register  of  members,  in  respect  of 
the  shares  mentioned  in  tiie  sorip  certificste,  it  was  held 
that  an  original  holder  of  sorip  was  not  a  oontributory  ; 
although  it  might,  we  venture  to  think,  very  reaaooably 
have  been  held  that  having  done  all  that  was  neoessaty 
to  make  himself  a  member  of  the  company  by  his  appli- 
cation for  shares,  he  was  bound  by  the  articles  of  ana- 
dation  to  take  and  pay  for  such  shares,  apart  from  the 
general  question  whether  the  whole  arrangement  was 
not  a  fraud  on  the  law  of  limited  liability.  It  will  be 
remembered  that "  share  warrants  to  bearer,"  under  the 
Oompaaiee  Act,  1867,  s.  27,  may  only  be  issued  In  respect 
of  limited  shares  fully  paid  up. 

Rt  ZUtUhampton  attam$kip  Company  (13  W.  B.  379, 
2  D.  3.  S.  621).  The  company  In  the  matter  of  whioh 
OrnerocCteau  arose  had  been  cited  as  an  authority  for  a 
holder  by  delivery  of  scrip  certificates  being  entitied  to  a 
winding  up  order;  but  the  order  in  that  case  was  only 
made  upon  his  admitting  himself  to  be  a  oontributory, 
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which  Ormerod't  eate  estahlishes  that  he  wm  not.  We 
•re  not  aware  of  any  recent  cases  beyond  thoae  air  eady 
referred  to  which  throw  any  light  on  the  potition  of 
holdera  of  scrip  oertifloatea. 


THE  BULE  IN  SHELLEY'S  0A8E. 

This  well-known  mle  has  been  varionsly  expressed. 
We  are  inclined,  npon  the  whole,  to  prefer  the  defini- 
tion given  by  Hr.  Preston  as  oonreying  the  fullest  in- 
formation of  its  natore  and  effect.  It  is  as  follows: — 
"  When  a  person  takes  an  estate  of  freehold,  legally  or 
equitably,  under  a  deed,  will,  or  other  writing,  and  after- 
wards, in  the  same  deed,  will,  or  writing,  there  is  a 
limitation  by  way  of  remainder,  with  or  withont  the  in- 
terposition of  any  other  estate,  of  an  interest  of  the  same 
quality  as  legal  or  equitable,  to  his  heirs  generally  or  his 
heiri  of  his  body  ;  by  that  name  in  deeds  or  writings  of 
conreyance,  and  by  that  or  some  snoh  name  in  wills,  and 
as  a  class  or  denomination  of  persons  to  take  in  suooee- 
i>ion  from  generation  to  generation,  the  limitation  to  the 
heirt  vHll  entitle  the  perton  or  aneettor  himtelf  to  the 
relate  or  interett  imported  by  that  limitation  "  (I  Freat. 
Est.  268,  4). 

The  doctrine  of  the  prevalence  wbioh  is  to  be  allowed 
to  the  general  over  the  particular  intent  has  been  very 
conspicnons  in  qaestions  on  the  application  of  this  mle. 
The  general  intent,  interpreted  by  the  general  tenor  of 
the  will  or  other  instrument,  has  been  held  to  prerail 
OTer  indioatioas  of  an  intention  equally  plain,  tiiough 
held  to  be  subordinate,  which  would  have  been  wholly 
inconsistent  with  the  results  occasioned  hy  holding  tiiat 
the  principal  intent  of  the  testator  or  author  of  the  in- 
strument disclosed  a  design  which,  as  a  legal  conseqncboe, 
would  bring  his  disposition  within  the  grasp  of  tiiis 
strict  mle  of  law.  If  this  judicial  perception  of  the 
general  intent  be  once  reached,  the  consequences  which 
may  flow  in  regard  to  the  practical  effect  that  may  be 
had,  both  upon  the  genend  and  particular  intent,  are 
wholly  disregarded.  This  is  illustrated  by  a  case  before 
Lord  Keeper  Henley  ( Wright  v.  Pearton,  1  Eden.  119), 
which,  as  shaking  a  prior  decision  by  Lord  Hsrdwiok  of 
an  opposite  tendency  (Bagshaie  t.  Speneer,  1  Ves.  142), 
the  authority  of  which  latter  case  it  displaced,  has  always 
bf  en  considered  as  a  remarkable  one. 

In  the  case  of  ^Vright  ▼.  Pearton  a  testator  had  Tested 
the  legal  estate  in  tmstees  for  the  purpose  of  raising 
J500  for  his  five  grandchildren  out  of  the  rents  and 
profits,  and,  subject  thereto,  derised  the  estate  to  the  use 
of  his  nephew,  T.  B.,  for  life  (subject  to  his  qualifying 
himself  according  to  a  subsequent  proTiso),  with  re- 
mainder to  the  trustees  to  preserre  contingent  re- 
mainders, with  remainder  to  the  use  of  the  heirs  male  of 
the  body  of  the  said  T.  R.,  and  their  heirs.  Proyided 
that,  in  case  his  said  nephew  should  die  without  having 
any  iFsne  male  of  his  body  living  at  his  death,  he  charged 
the  premises  with  a  legacy  of  £100  each  to  two  nieces, 
if  then  living.  And  he  empowered  his  trustees,  as  soon 
as  convenient  after  the  death  of  the  said  T.  B.  withont 
issue  male  as  aforesaid,  out  of  the  rents  and  profits  to 
raise  and  pay  the  said  two  nieces  the  £100  each;  and, 
for  default  of  such  issue  male  of  the  said  T.  E.,  he  de- 
vii-ed  the  premises  (subject  to  the  payment  of  the  said 
two  sums  of  £600  and  £200)  to  the  use  of  all  and  every 
his  said  five  grandohildrai,  or  such  as  should  be  living  at 
the  time  of  failure  of  issne  male  of  T.  E.,  to  take  as 
tenants  in  common,  and  their  respective  heirs  andassigiu. 
Provided  that  the  said  T.  B.  should  immediately  after  the 
testator's  death  be  placed  out  as  apprentice  to  a  surgeon 
for  seven  years,  or  be  sent  to  some  college  in  Cambridge, 
there  to  continue  till  qualified  to  be  ordained  as  a 
clergyman.  And  in  caae  of  refusal  or  neglect  herein, 
the  estate  before  limited  to  the  said  T.  B.  for  his  life 
should  cease  and  determine  as  if  he  were  dead,  and  the 
premises  limited  to  him  for  his  life  and  his  issue  male 
as  aforesaid  should  thenceforth  revert  over  and  go  and 
remain  to  such  of  his  five  grandchildren  as  should  be 
liting,  and  their  respective  heirs,  as  tenants  in  common. 


The  testator  died  in  1740.    T.  R.  died  without  iwu  ia 
1748,  having  suffered  a  recovery  of  the  premiaeL    V» 
Lord  Keeper  considered  that,  in  this  oaie,  though  deirif 
an  eqniti^le  estate,  the  trusts  were  declared  sad  at- 
euted,  in  this  respect  differing  from  the  oan  of  Bif- 
iham  V.  Spencer  (i«p.)  and  freeing  him  from  Uu  mOo. 
rity  of  that  case.     The  main  question,  th«efaie,«MiI 
he  issue  of  T.  B.  were  intended  hy  the  testator  to  Ub 
an  estate  in  f ee  hy  ptirdiaae,  or  an  esttts  ij  Uoitrtm 
from  the  father  in  taO.    Here  the  testator,  he  Mid,«ii 
disinheriting  his  heiia  at  law  to  preserve  his  dsbm,  tad 
yet  they  were  to  suppose  he  was  giving  a  fee  to  tht  eUI- 
dren  of  T.  B.,  under  wliioh  the  danghters  of  a  sob  ai|kt 
take  contrary  to  that  intent.     The  testator's  iataat  va 
to  make  a  settlement  of  his  eetate,  and,  on  faOin  d 
iaane  male  of  T.  B.,  he  bad  limited  the  remainder  on  to 
his  five  grandohlldren.     His  iatentioD,  thsrefon,  m 
manifest  to  give  snoh  isme  male  •  partionlar  tMt,  ud 
not  a  fee.    This  was  earde  eatum.     He  ecaUoothil 
that  the  proviso  confined  the  limitation  to  tiwJMtgf 
T.  B.  living  at  his  decease.     The  Umitatioa  for  liie  vu 
followed  immediately  by  that  to  the  hain  male,  sad  tin 
the  proviso  was  added.    But  the  proviso  wss  ooOitMl 
to  the  limitations  and  broke  off  the  Uunad  of  Osb,  «U, 
after  the  insertion  of  that  proviso,  was  again  naoai 
It  was  argued,  too,  that  the  words  "  in  dsfanlt  of  adk 
issne  mala  "  rdated  to  the  issue  niale  living  at  the  tin 
of  T.  B.'s  decease,  so  as  to  make  the  Hmitatinii  om  to 
the  gimndohildren  an  eseoatwy  devise.    But  he  tkei|bt 
the  thread  of  limitatioDS  sbonld  be  taken  unintsmptsl!;, 
and  would  stand  thus:  To  tiustoes  and  their  lHint» 
raise,  to.,  then  to  T.  B.  for  life,  resnainder  to  ttoftHi  to 
preserve,  remainder  to  the  heir*  male  of  T.  R.  sad  tUr 
heirs,  and,  for  default  of  such  issue,  rsmaindar  to  tk» 
five  grandchildren  and  their  hairs  as  tenants  in  oobbod. 
Then  the  words  "and  for  default,  to."  would  ntirtD 
heirs  male  before  mentioned,  and  the  proviso  vosld  be 
detached,  which  was  the  rational  oonstmctiim  of  &t 
I  will ;  for  it  was  absurd  to  oonstrtie  it  to  be  liouted  to 
'  the  issne  male  living  at  T  B.'8  deoeaas.    TUtii(tk 
'  proviso  in  a  parenthesis,  it  gave  the  whde  will  s  atue 
'  agreeable  to  the  testator's  intent.      Lord  Hardwiok  id 
'  decided  Bagthan  v.  Speneer  on  what  he  sasDinsd,  nte 
I  all  the  circumstances  of  the  case,  to  be  the  plain  intnt 
of  the  testator,  and  in  doing  so  he  assumed  no  (lalet 
'  power  than  every  Court  of  law   had.     He  (Ai  'M 
Keeper)  went  on  the  same  prindple  in  this  esM.  Er 
thought  that  T.  B.  took  an  estate  tan  from  the  pliiiHl 
manifest  intent  of  the  testator,  and  notan  eatstefaclii> 
only.    OoDseqnently,  the  reeovery  was  well  snflMd  M 
him,  and  the  defendanta  who  dsimed  under  it  wsn  vtil 
entitled  to  Uie  estate.    Hr.  Feame,  in  onnnnsntisi  oa 
this  case,  though  observing  that  some  of  ths  oonitnetin 
modifications  were  not  of  the  gentlest  touch,  sriM; 
aoquieaced  in  it  as  a  binding  authority,  and  adtaad 
several  eases  which  had  been  decided  in  oonfonBitf  «i^ 
it  (Feame  Cent  Bern.  ISO  et  m?.),  and  ths  doetaii*  A 
the  case  has  been  oontinnaUy  reoogaiaed  ^  to  tte  ■•( 
recent  times. 

In  conformity,  as  we  oonoeive,  witii  the  priosirb  of 
oonstraing  wxxnding  to  the  principal  intent,  mart  Awe 
oases  be  considered  as  having  been  daeided  whan  &  h» 
been  hdd  that  modifioationa  engrafted  upon  Os  l"  ** 
the  hdrs  wbiob  would  be  inoonsistent  with  thsic  triAl 
the  estate  derivatively  throu^  their  anoestor  hsnsol' 
been  sJIowed  tocounteraottiMpiesnmptioa  niaed  Xij  ^ 
primary  gift  to  the  heirs  or  heiia  of  the  bo4r«(  <^ 
tenant  for  life.  If,  as  expressed  in  the  nervoos  ksfsart 
of  Lord  Thurlow,  "  the  heir  takes  in  the  disMts  « 
heir,  he  must  take  in  the  qyality  of  heir."  'I"*^ 
heard  it  contended  the  testator  could  vary  the  msk  <> 
the  law  ;  whether  heirs  general,  heirs  male,  or  kv* 
female  are  to  be  take  by  thoae  worda,  th^  mast  tala  >> 
that  quality"  {Jonit  v.  Korgan,  1  Br.  C.  C.  lit). 

Where  the  limitatioiu  have  been  to  the  hdn  atk  °i 
the  body  who  should  live  to  attain  their  ages  of  *'*^' 
one  years,  their  heirs  and  assij^  for  evrr  (Wii"" '• 
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itttiMd,  15  Q.  B.  929),  to  the  heits  of  the  body  to  take 
u  (eoants  in  oonunon,  and  not  as  joint  tenants  {Btuni-tt 
r.  Earl  of  IbHherville,  19  Yes.  170;  Doe  y.  Smith, 
I  T.  B.  531),  and  where  the  heirs  hare  been  directed 
»  aaame  the  name  of  the  testator  (AWA  t.  Coatet, 
)  a  ft  Ad.  839),  it  has  been  held  that  snoh 
tadications  of  int«nition,  as  to  the  way  in  which 
ihe  hein  were  to  take,  were  not  snffioient  to  oreroon.e  the 
^atoMij  intent  that  they  should  take  as  heirs,  and  the 
iperstion  of  the  mle  was  therefore  not  exolnded.  Eren  a 
lelarstion  that  the  heirs  shall  take  t^  purchase  most,  it 
ihoold  seem,  yield  to  the  energy  of  the  rule,  if  its  opera- 
ion  be  inrited  npon  the  principles  above  indioated 
Hsrg.  Law  Tracts,  563).  It  should  be  obserred,  how- 
iT«r,  that  with  regard  to  estates  in  tail,  when  the 
-rmainder  is  limited  to  the  hein  of  the  body  of  the  tenant 
or  life,  and  of  some  other  person  with  whom  the  tenant 
ur  life  is  married  or  may  lawfully  intermarry,  the  re- 
ssioder  will  not  unite  with  the  estate  for  life  in  the 
incestor.bnt  the  hein  will  be  purehtutrt  of  an  ettatt  tail 
ritboQt  any  right  in  either  of  their  anoeaton  arising 
ram  the  fift  to  their  hein  (1  Pnet.  Bst.  884, 886;  Dtnn 

.euut.aT.n.i»6). 

In  a  recent  ease  there  was  a  dariae  iriiieh,  as  to  this 
KHDt,  was  to  testator's  danghter  K  A.  V.  for  life,  and 
sobject  to  a  power  of  q>pointment)  remainder  to  all  the 
hildren  of  E.  A.  Y.  and  her  husband  in  fee  as  tanants  in 
ommoo,  with  benefit  of  aairiTonhip,  if  only  one  to  that 
lis  in  fee,  followed  by  a  direotion  that  in  case  every 
biid  of  the  said  B.  A.  Y.  bom  or  to  be  bom  should  die 
nder  the  age  of  twenty-one,  and  without  having  iseoe 
am  or  to  be  bom  in  due  time  afterwards,  the  said  land* 
rsie  to  be  to  the  use  of  the  hein  and  assigns  of  hfs  sniM 
snghtsr  B.  A.  V.  at  if  iht  Mad  eontinuod  kU  and  uh- 
Miried.  The  daughter  bad  three  ohildzen,  who  all 
led  without  issue  in  the  tuUttr'i  li/ttim»,  two  under 
weatj-one,  but  one  having  attained  tweaiT-one  died  in 
347  aged  twenty-three.  The  testator  died  in  1849. 
.  A.  Y.  died  in  1868,  having  had  no  other  i«ne  than 
tose  named,  but  having  in  her  lifetine  by  deed  duly 
tsonted  dispoaed  of  the  lands  in  qnaaUon.  The  penoa 
bo  was  heir-at-law  both  of  the  testator  and  B.  A.  Y. 
sfaned  the  lands  either  as  heiv-at-law  of  thetsstator,  as 
I  case  of  an  intestacy  after  the  life  estate  to  B.  A.  Y., 
Mmnoh  as  the  event  on  which  the  gift  over  to  her 
uis  was  limited  failed,  as  one  of  her  children  nttained 
rsnty-thxee,  though  he  died  in  the  lifetime  of  the 
■tator,  or  if  not  on  that  gnmnd,  upon  the  ground 
at  the  limitrtioB  tothe  bain  ot  K  A^  V.,  at  if  th«  had 
td  mU  and  immmiitd,  if  it  oame  into  effect,  could 
ily  opsnte  to  give  an  estate  by  pwrehaie  to  the  pes- 
a  fulfilling  die  deaeribed  character,  snob  person 
jng  himselt  The  Court  of  Bzohequer,  although 
(wrantly  ready  to  decide  the  question  on  the  first 
OBnd  in  favour  of  the  hefac,  which  would  have  rendered 
e  consideration  of  the  second  unneessMury,  yet  as  this 
d  been  fully  argued,  and  was  a  pdnt  of  mudi  impor- 
ice,  judgment  on  this  point  was  also  given  ;  which,  in 
*,  the  Court  seemed  rather  to  prefer  that  the  deoiaion 
raid  rest  upon  ;  and  it  was  unanimously  held  that  the 
litation  being  to  the  hein  of  K  A.  Y.,  at  if  the  had 
id  tele  and  unmarried,  was  such  an  ssasntisl  restriction 
the  persona  who  could  lawfully  fill  the  character  of 
in,  iaasmnoh  as  it  excluded  all  her  direct  descendants. 
It  it  waa  impossible  to  apidy  the  rale  in  SktUey't 
w  to  such  a  limitation.  Ooaseqnently,  persona  taking 
der  it  mnat  take  by  purehate,  in  which  caae  the  heir 
»  clearly  entitled,  so  that  ^uacvnpie  vid  his  title  was 
)d  (Breohman  v.  Smith,  19  W.  B.  1089). 
An  attempt  was  made  to  show  that  the  limitation  to 
)  hein  of  E.  A.  Y.,  being  after  a  lemaioder  in  fee  to 
r  children,  could  only  be  an  executory  devise,  and  not 
remainder,  and  npon  this  ground,  therefore,  not  liable 
the  influence  of  the  rule  in  Shdley't  ea$e  (see  Fearne's 
Bt.  Bemra.  276,  and  per  Lord  Cran  worth,  C,  in 
fpe  V.  Arnold,  4  D.  O.  M.  Ic  O.  689) ;  but  the  Court 
ected    this  reasoning ,  on  the  authority  of  £ven   v. 


Challie  (7  H.  L.  Cas.  531),  which  clearly  shows  that 
though  the  express  devise  over,  if  there  had  been  chil- 
dren to  take  who  died  under  twenty-one,  and  without 
having  issue,  would  have  been  an  executory  devise,  if 
children  had  existed  after  the  decease  of  the  testator; 
yet  the  implied  devise  over  (assumed  npon  the  second 
point),  in  oase  there  were  no  children  to  take  at  all,  would 
be  a  contingent  remainder,  and  capable  of  uniting  with 
the  previous  life  estate,  and  if  the  devise  over  had  been 
to  her  hein  or  the  heirs  of  her  body  E.  A.  Y.  would  have 
taken  an  estate  in  fee  or  in  tail. 

The  case  of  Brooiman  v.  Smith  (sup.)  appean  to  show 
that  although  where  there  is,  in  the  first  instance,  a  gift 
to  the  hein  or  hein  of  the  body,  male  or  female  (all  being 
estates  recognised  t^  the  law),  of  a  person  who  takes  a 
previous  partionlar  estate  of  freehold  by  the  same  instm- 
ment,  the  operation  of  the  rule  in  SheUe^'t  note  may  not 
be  excluded  by  the  addition  of  tome  direetions  that  the 
hein  are  to  ti^  in  a  partionlar  maimer,  iaccaaistent 
with  derivation  from  the  ancestor,  but  rather  that  the 
generality  of  the  first  gift  will  cover  and  oontrol  the 
subsequent  attempted  modification.  Tet  where,  as  in 
this  case,  the  original  gift  is  in  Its  very  terms  oiionm- 
scribed  and  restrained  to  certain  persona  only  who  would 
be  oovered  by  the  designation  of  heirs,  excluding  those 
who  would  be  comprehended  in  the  first  rank,  within  the 
description — vis.,  the  lineal  descendants  of  the  ances- 
tress heraelt  (such  a  modification  of  descent  being 
unknown  to  die  law)— it  is  impoasible  to  say,  al- 
though the  testator  has  employed  the  term  hein  as  part 
of  the  description  of  the  persons  he  intends  to  take,  tiiat 
he  meant  primarily  all  such  persons  as  tiie  law  comprises 
under  the  term;  but  it  must  be  rather  intended  that  be 
had  not  the  legal  notion  of  heiiship  in  hia  mind,  but 
meant  to  designate  a  certain  olasa  of  persona  who, 
though  they  are  to  be  ascertained  (in  a  sense  negatively) 
by  reference  to  the  olasa  of  heirs,  and  who,  though  tl^y 
may  really  luqipen  to  be  heirs,  are  not  to  take  by 
virtue  of  that  title,  but  by  virtue  of  a  qualification  n(i 
recognised  by  the  law,  and  therefore  such  persons  must 
take^  if  at  all,  1^  puroliase  aaperiona  detignatm,  and  not 
derivatively  through  the  ancestor.  In  such  case  there 
is,  of  ooune,  no  room  for  the  operation  of  the  rule  in 
SheUey't  oate, 

BBCKHT  PBCI8I0M8. 

PBIYY  COUNCIL. 
PsxacNnaonr  or  Biua  tob  AoomAsoa  bt  Aarar. 
Banh  of  Van  Diemen't  Land  T.  Bank  of  VietartOf  P.O., 
19  W.  B.  857,  L.  B.  8  P.  0.  SS6. 
The  defendants,  who  were  banken  at  Melboune,  and 
acted  as  sgents  there  for  the  plaintifls,  received  under 
indorsement  from  the  phJntiffii  a  Ull,  drawn  on  a 
Melbourne  firm  to  the  plaintiils'  order  at  fifteen  d«ye* 
sight,  and  which  they  had  discounted  for  the  drawer. 
On  (he  same  day  on  which  they  received  it,  Friday,  8th 
Febraaxy,  1870,  at  3  p.m.,  they  left  it  with  the  draweea 
for  acceptance.  On  the  following  d«y,  at  11.80  a.m., 
they  called  for  the  bill,  but  were  informed  that  it  bad 
been  mislaid,  and,  business  honn  closing  at  twelve  on 
Saturday,  wen  requested  to  call  again  on  Monday.  The 
bill  had  in  fact  been  then  accepted.  On  Monday,  at 
about  11.80,  they  called  again;  but  in  the  meantime 
tite  drawees,  ha^ng  reason  to  suspect  that  there  was 
something  wrong,  had  directed  that  the  bill  should  not 
be  parted  with,  and  the  defendants  were  put  off  with  the 
excuse  that  the  person  who  had  charge  of  the  key  of  the 
safe  was  out.  On  the  same  day  the  draweea  cancelled 
their  acceptance,  and  whan  the  defendants  called  on  the 
following  day  the  bill  waa  delivered  to  them  with  the 
aooeptanoe  canoelled.  For  an  alleged  breatsh  of  duty  by 
the  defendants  in  allowing  the  bill  to  remain  for  an  an- 
reasonable  time  in  the  hands  of  the  drawees,  the  plain- 
tiffs brought  this  action.  The  jury  found  that  according  to 
mercantile  usage  the  bill  ought  to  have  been  presented 
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(as  it  was,  in  fact)  on  the  »ame  da;  on  which  it  was 
reoeived ;  that  there  was  atridly  neglect  in  not  demand- 
ing deliTet;  of  the  bill  on  Saturday,  accepted  or  nn- 
aeccpted,  but  that  the  defendants  were  excusable,  ou 
the  gionnd  of  the  reipectability  of  the  drawees,  and  that 
Saturday  was  a  short  day  ;  that  it  might  have  been  ob- 
tained accepted  on  Saturday;  and  that  it  could  not  have 
been  obtained  uncancelled  on  Monday;  and  they  assessed 
nominal  damages.  On  a  rule  to  enter  the  rerdiot  for 
the  amount  of  the  bill  the  Supreme  Court  of  Victoria 
discharged  the  rule,  and  on  appeal  the  Friry  Oonnail 
affirmed  their  judgment ;  not,  however,  altogether  on  the 
■ame  gionnda.  The  Court  below  practici^y  overruled 
the  finding  of  the  jury  as  to  the  mercantile  usage,  and 
held  that  the  defendants  were  not  bound  to  present  the 
bill  befoce.  Saturday,  or  to  obtain  acceptance  before 
Monday;  and  that  as  on  Monday  the  bill  could 
not  have  been  obtained  uncancelled,  no  harm  was 
done;  and  they  complicated  the  question  by  the  oonsider- 
»tion  that,  aa  the  plaintiffs  would  not  on  this  footing 
have  been  entitled  to  receive  notice  of  dishonour  earlier 
than  fay  the  Monday's  mail,  the  defendants  were  at  liberty 
to  take  the  whole  time  between  Friday  and  Monday,  and 
give  to  the  drawees  as  much  of  that  time  for  accept- 
ance as  they  pleased.  The  nominal  damages  they 
supported  on  the  ground  that  there  was  delay  in 
not  obtaining  the  bill  before  Tuesday.  This  was 
not  a  very  dear  or  satiafaotory  way  of  dealing  with  the 
question.  The  Frivy  Council,  on  the  other  hand,  in  con- 
struing the  phrase  "reasonable  time,"  laid  down 
genen^y  the  dul^  of  an  agent  to  be,  to  obtain  aooept- 
ance  of  the  bill,  if  possible,  but  not  to  risk  •  ref  osal  by 
pressing  for  aooeptanoe  unduly,  provided  tbe  steps  for 
obtaining  aooeptanoe  or  refusal  were  taken  within  the 
limit  of  time  which  would  preserve  the  ri^t  of  his 
principal  against  the  drawers.  They  treated  the  bill  as 
properly  presented  on  Friday,  and  conitrued  the  second 
finding  of  the  jury  as  meaning  that,  it  being  the  usage 
to  allow  bills  to  lie  with  the  drawee  for  acceptance  for 
twenty-font  hours,  the  defendants  were  excusable  iu  not 
demanding  the  bill  on  Saturday,  because  the  twentgr-lonr 
hours  oonld  not  expire  during  business  hours  ;  holding 
expressly,  apart  from  the  finding  of  the  jury,  that  it  is 
t)m  ordinary  custom  of  merchants  to  leave  a  bill  for 
acceptance  daring  that  space  of  time.  They  further  in- 
timated a  doubt  whether  the  defendants  would  not  have 
bnen  entitled  to  have  the  verdict  entered  for  them, 
although  it  might  be  Uiat  the  neglect  on  Monday  war- 
ranted the  nominal  damages.  This  decision  poesesMS 
the  advantage  of  giving  effect  to  the  finding  of  the  jniy 
instead  of  overruling  it.  In  the  legal  prinoiplea  laid 
down  titere  is  this  difference — that,  in  interpreting  the 
phrase  "  reasonable  time,"  within  which  acceptance  or 
refusal  is  to  be  obtained,  their  lordships  take  the  time 
wiihin  which  the  principal  is  to  have  notice  of  dishonour 
forwarded  to  him  as  the  limit  beyond  which  the  time 
must  not  extend,  instead  of  taking  it  as  giving  an  abso- 
lute period  which  the  agent  may  use  as  he  pleases  ;  and 
it  may  be  inferred  from  their  judgment  that  if  Satur- 
day had  not  been  a  short  day,  they  would  have  held  the 
defendant*  guilty  of  neglect  in  not  demanding  the  bill, 
which  is  tliA  eff()ot  also  of  the  finding  of  the  jury.  This 
mode  of  applying  the  test  appears  much  more  reason- 
able than  that  adopted  in  the  Court  below.  The  oase 
further  gives  an  important  sanction  to  the  mercantile 
usage  which  allows  of  the  leaving  a  bill  for  aeoeptanoe 
lor  a  period  of  twenty-four  hours. 

EQXJITT. 

OHABITT — POWKRTOTaKE  MONBT    Bn}I7£ATaBO 

OH  Dbvibkd. 

Chtaer  T.  Cketttr,  V.O.B.,  19  W.  R.  »46. 

We  noticed  a  similar  oase  to  this  a  short  while  ago 

(ants  p.  288).  A  charitable  institution,  like  many  other 

charitable  institutions,  was  incorporated  with  a  power  to 

liave,  hold,  receive,  and  retain  any  sums  of  money  be- 


queathed or  devised  to  it  by  any  person  ;  ud  tl» 
queetion  was,  whether  it  could  take  a  beqaett  of  impm 
personalty.  It  wau  decided,  as  the  Master  of  tiu 
Bolls  decided  in  NetherioU  v.  School  for  the  IniijM 
Blind  (19  W.  B.  174),  that  the  power  in  qaeatioa  did 
not  enable  the  charitable  institution  to  take  mmtj 
secured  by  mortgage,  which  would  in  effect  b«  repeiliif 
the  Statute  of  Mortmain.  Similarly,  in  SoHiuon  r.  Qiter- 
nori  of  Zonden  Hotpital  (10  Ha.  19),  a  prorin  thtt 
the  London  Hospital  might,  notwithstanding  th<  Statute 
of  Mortmain,  have,  take,  hold,  and  enjoy  real  eriite,nt 
held  not  to  remove  the  disability  imposed  on  teitshn  b; 
the  Statute  of  Mortmain,  so  as  to  enable  them  to  dene 
lands  to  the  oharity — >.«.,  the  special  Act  enabled  tbe 
charity  to  take  lands,  but  did  not  enable  teitatoa  to 
devise  lands  to  the  charity. 

Statiho  Pbockidihos  bt  Ckkditoks  nu.  Hums 

or  WnrDnta  UF  Petittoh. 
Re  London  and  8ui»ri<in  S»nk  (_LimUti),  \£.V^ 

19  W.  R.  950. 
The  89th  section  of  the  Companies  Act,  1862,  (Korids 
that  the  Ooart  may,  at  any  time  after  the  piwsntitiB 
of  a  winding  up  petition,  and  before  making  asorier 
for  winding  up  the  compMiy,  upon  the  qtpUostias  of 
the  company,  or  of  any  ereditor  or  oenttibtttaij  of  b 
company,  restacsln  fnrtber  pcooeadings  in  any  setiaa,  ni. 
or  other  prooeading.-  agnboat  the  oompaay,  npoa  ni 
terms  as  the  Court  tUnka  fit.  Tha  qntrtioB  taam 
whether  an  order  restraining  an  notion  until  sflK  Ik 
petition  ahonld  have  been  diapoaed  of  eoold  bs  Mltei 
an  im  forte  appUoation,  or  wbotbar  notioe  wm  tew- 
■ary,  and  the  Vioe-Ohanodlor,  though  not  withoatWIi' 
tion,  on  hearing  that  similar  ordacs  had  been  wtit* 
the  Rolla,  made  the  order  aalMd  for  on  an  tapmttm- 
tion,  but  reqniiad  the  nanal  undertaking  as  to  dia^a 
The  aeotian,  we  tliink,  is  framed  rathar  Ioa*dy,kit  Aw 
oan  ba  no  Miion*  objection  to  snob  ardeci  bstag  mi»* 
a  motion  »a  parte,  provided  the  nsnal  uadertstisi  ^ 
required.  We  may  add  a  reference  to  Se  Aaoi^ 
gutter  Zemd  MUunf  Omftny  {ante  p.  TH),  ete*  > 
rimilar  order  was  made  hf  the  Matter  of  the  RoUi. 


COMMON  LAW. 
Company — WiMDina  vp  itkoeb  Sufsbtisioi. 
WUUltire  Iron  Comptm)  t.  Oroat  WetUm  BaUtoi  Cn- 

pamy,  Q.B„  1 »  W.  R.  9S5,  Ii.  B.  «  ^  B.  101. 
Hanhey  Brook  Coal  Company  y.  Marok,  Bx.,  19  W.L 
1019,  Ik  Bi  «  Bz.  18S. 

Both  thaae  oaaes  relate  to  the  alteratian  madi  it  tie 
relations  of  a  oompany  by  an  order  to  wind  up.  Xttbt. 
Wiltihire  Iron  Ompany  v.  Sreat  Wetttm  SmbMi  0^ 
pany,  illustrates  the  change  made  in  its  poeitioi  v& 
reference  to  third  persons.  Ooods  having  bean  dsETtni 
to  the  defendants  for  carriage  by  the  liquidator  of  tk> 
plaintiffs'  company,  who  was  carrying  <»  the  (mbmb 
under  the  order  of  the  Oonrt  with  a  view  to  wiadiivi' 
np,  the  defendants  claimed  to  exerdae  a  ri^tof  Kasow 
them  in  reipeot  of  fr^ht  whi«di  had  aoomtddiHtotiicn 
from  the  company  befwe  the  winding  up:  He  Oscrt  of 
Queen's  Bench,  interpreting  the  goneral  effect  o^^*^^ 
ing  np  provisiona  in  the  Oompaniea  Ant,  1862,  Mdn 
that  Uie  defendants  had  no  such  right ;  that,  slihia|l> 
the  liquidator  acts  and  sues  in  tiie  name  of  theooBpa7> 
yet  he  in  fact  aots  and  snes  not  for  the  oompaay  kati* 
the  creditors.  "The  efhet  of  the  winding  aft"  «f 
Mellor,  J.,  "  seems  to  be  that,  from  that  moiaeBt(k«*» 
a  juoii  bankruptcy.  11>e  property  becooies  no  kis|« 
the  company's,  it  is  rather  in  the  hands  of  the  ^i*^*^ 
This  deoision  has  now  been  affirmed  in  the  Oonttof  »' 
chequer  Chamber.  ^ 

Sabstantially  the  same  question  arose  in  Stnbj^^ 
Coal  Ompany  T,  Marsh,  where  the  defendant  atteiii*"* 
set  off  against  a  debt  contracted  with  the  compsijri^ 
wfbding  up  a   debt  due  from  them  to  hia  b*'"*  '"' 
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I  Lou  riiatutg  to  Workt  of  LiUnUtar$  and  Art :  tmbraeing 
k  Xai0  of  Oopjfright,  the  Law  relatSnf  to  'Snoipapm^,  th$ 
'ita  rtlating  to  CoKtracU  littwten  Author*,  PMiihen, 
'fiiOers,  fe,  and  the  Lno  of  LOol,  with  th*  Statute* 
i!ati»f  thereto;  Form*  of  Agreement*  bebeeen  Authore, 
'tUUhers,  te^andFormt  of  Pleading.  By  John  Shorit, 
jLD.,  of  the'  Middle  Temple,  Barrister-at  'Law.  London : 
lonoeCox.  1871. 

lie  aathor  of  this  work  appears  to  hare  etaited  with  the 
kofptodadngakindoflegiil  vod*  nweam  for  literary  men. 
n*  nifobject,  aa we  learn  &om  the  prefiuie,  "  to  unite  in 
book  the  vations  branchea  of  law  relating  to  liten^ure 
ait,  with  a  view  of  lapplying  not  only  the  lep[al  profee- 
>  with  Mich  a  work,  bat  alao  those  engaged  in  literary 
i  artistic  poisaita,  whether  aa  authors,  editors,  or  pub- 
en,  with  a  complete  statement  of  the  law  bearing  on 
labjects  of  their  important  labonis."  It  is  no  disparage- 
it  to  Mr.  Shortt  to  say  that  in  this  object  he  has  not 
seeded.  If  any  author,  editor,  or  pnblisher  takes  up  the 
leot  work  in  the  hope  that  with  iU  aid  he  may  become 
own  lawyer,  he  will  either  soon  put  it  down  in  despair, 
he  result  will  be  disastrous — ^bat  tnis  was  inevitable.  The 
iciples  of  the  law,  in  their  broadert  and  mmpleat  ibim, 
r  well  be  popularised — that  is  to  say,  made  ratelligible 
n  to  those  who  have  had  no  special  legal  training.  ButUie 
tils  of  law  in  their  practical  shape  cannot.  It  is  no  more 
iible  to  enable  a  layman  to  deal  practically  and  safely 
li  matters  of  law  than  to  qualify  one  of  no  hospital 
iiing  to  operate  for  the  stone.  And  this  error  (aa 
thick  it)  of  plan  is  the  root  of  the  main  defects  of  ttie 
k.  For  example,  the  chapter  on  "  Contracts  between 
then,  Publishers,  Printers,  &c ,"  could  not  well  have  been 
tted  in  a  book  framed  on  such  a  plan.  But  such  a 
pter  can  obviously  have  but  little  real  value,  seeing  that 

oluses  of  contracts  of  which  it  treats,  have  in  fact 
hing  distinctive  about  them,  but  are  governed  by  the 
inary  law  of  contracts. 
iVhile,  however,  Ur.  Shortt  has  not  suceeded  in  produc- 

a  haody  book  for  literary  men,  he  has  produced  some- 
Dg  &i  better,  an  excellent  treatise  on  several  important 
I  difBcult  branches  of  law.  By  far  the  greater  part 
he  book  is  devoted  to  the  two  subjects  of  the  law  of  copy- 
lit  and  the  law  of  libeL  And  both  of  tiiese  subjects  are 
nmely  well  handled.  The  law  of  copyright,  being  alto- 
b«r  founded  on  statute,  requires  for  its  proper  treatment 
ler  diligence  and  accuracy  than  any  other  qualities,  and 
M  Ur.&ottt  has'brought  to  bear  npon  it  mostconscien- 


iding  up.  The  Oonit  held  that  the  debts  were  mot  in 
•tance  between  the  sama  parties,  and  that  the  aet-oS 
lid  not  be  aUowad. 

[n  thiaesM^  howe««r,  a  distinotioa  was  taliod  upon  hj 
I  dsfndant,  whioh  It  is  impooant  to  notioe.  The 
iding  np  in  WUttlare  Iron  OonfOMfi  t.  Great  Western 
ibeag  Oompeatf  was  a  winding  ap  Iqr  the  ofdar  of 
iCoort ;  in  the  pceaentease  it  was  a  winding  np  under 
I  raiierfision  of  the  Oenrt ;  and  it  mm  oontanded  that 
!,  whioh  is  a  modiioation  of  a  rolantaxy  winding  ap, 
I  distiuot  in  its  oharaeter  from  a  oompulaory  winding 
and  not  within  the  aathoril^  of  that  ease.  In  sopport 
his  oonstmotion  the  defendant  teliad  npon  Brighton 
itde  Otmjkinv  ▼•  J)oniling  (16  W.  B.  861,  L.  B.  8  0.  P. 
i),  where  nnder  a  mere  Tslnntary  winding  np  the  xigkt  of 
^w>s,fai  BiwmBstanoessiibstanMsllysfantlar.altowadt 
;,  onfottanate^  tot  the  argnment,  the  diatlnotfon  be- 
Mn  a  voimitaiy  winding  np  and  a  winding  np  nnder 
•rriskm  was  thereezpresdypointed  out  and  relied  npon 
Ae  Owrt  It  is  to  be  regrettod  that  npon  the  snggeetion 
the  Goozt  in  the  present  ease,  the  plaintiffs  consented  to 
insertion  in  the  deolaxation  of  an  allegation  that  the 
ipany  was  insolrent ;  the  effeot  of  this  ia  that,  so  far 
the  aathoritj  of  this  case  is  oonoemed,  the  liqnidatot 
Dg  in  the  oompany's  name  in  similar  otronmstannws  is 
i  exonerated  from  the  oUigation  of  giring  eridenoe  of 
it  bat.  The  plaintills  also  relied  in  argnment  npon 
I  fast  that  the  defendant  was  a  member  ;  but  aa  the 
at  entiidy  disregarded  that  oironmstanoe,  it  does  not 
it  the  generalify  of  the  deoislon. 


tioudy.  "nie  law  of  libel,  on  the  other  hand,  both  from  its 
own  inherent  nature,  and  from  the  present  conflict  between 
old  habits  of  thought  and  new,  is  one  of  the  most  difficult 
subjects  in  the  whole  range  of  onr  law.  And  we  have  na 
hesib^on  in  saying  that  there  is  more  clear  thinking  and 
more  olear  speaking  in  Mr.  Shortt's  book  than  in  anything 
whidi  has  appeared  on  the  subject  sinoe  Hr.  Starkie  wrote. 

The  Law  Magaanf  and  law  Meoiew.    Angnst,  1871.    horn- 
don:  Bntterworths. 

The  August  number  of  the  Law  Xagatme  and  La)v 
Seview  oomnriMS  sali|eoti  of  great  interest  The  artlple  on 
the  Law  of  Fixtures  is  oontinned,  and  the  rule  had  down  in 
the  preriow  number  for  determining  flxtnres  is  farther 
iUnstiated. 

In  article  IL  a  very  important  subject  is  discBSsed — ^"Sani- 
tary  Legislatios,  oonsidoring  particnlariy  the  recent  report 
of  the  Boyal  Sanitary  Oonunission.''  In  considering  the 
pr<q>osed  new  sfaUute  the  Seview  takes  exception  to  certain 
pwtions.  For  example^  whote  it  is  proposed  to  enact  that 
the  local  authori^  may  themselTSS  finrnish  the  water  when 
it  appears  npon  the  report  of  a  surreyor  that  any  house  is 
without  a  proper  sap{^  of  water,  the  snggestian  is  made 
that  nothing  ought  to  be  left  to  a  surveyor,  or  to  the  discre- 
tion of  thelooid  aothority,  but  that  tne  supply  of  water 
should  be  imperative.  The  soientiflo  ofBoers  of  the 
central  author!^  should  eetaUish  what  amount  of  water  i$ 
proper  for  health.  The  local  authority  should  be  obliged  to 
see  that  it  is  supplied.  So  also  it  should  be  the  local 
board  thall,  and  not  may,  do  the  work,  where  it  appears 
that  a  house  or  any  part  of  a  house  is  in  sudi  a  filthy  or  un- 
wholesome condition  that  the  health  of  any  person  is 
affected  or  endangered  thereby.  The  proposed  statute  does 
not  make  any  new  provinoos  against  the  supply  of 
nnwholeaome  and  adulterated  food  to  the'  people.  !nus  ia, 
of  coarse,  one  of  the  chief  branches  of  samtary  reform ; 
bat  it  ia  a  subject  distinct  in  itself  and  might, jpiarhaps,  be 
with  advantage  dealt  with  in  a  separate  statute.  Iiien,  again, 
bye-laws  may  be  made  by  the  looel  authorities  with  respect 
to  the  structure  of  walls  and  ground  floors  of  new  buildings 
— for  securing  stability,  and  tat  theprevention  of  damp  and 
Are,  and  wi&  respect  to  the  snfBdenoy  of  space  about 
baildinga,and  witti  respect  to  the  seonring  a  free  droulation 
of  air  and  the  ventilation  of  buildings,  and  with  respeet  to 
the  draining  of  buildinga,  &c  Here,  also,  too  mudi  reliance 
is  placed  on  the  local  authority.  Theee  laws  ongjit  either  to 
be  drawn  up  by  tiie  central  authority,  or  some  general  roles 
should  be  lud  down  for  the  guidance  of  those  who  may 
have  to  draw  them.  We  quite  agree  with  the  Jteview  that 
m<ne  attention  should  be  paid  to  the  study  of  hy^^ne— that 
medical  men  should  be  induced  to  consider  it  qmto  as  much 
their  duty  to  prevent  diseese  as  to  core  it.  We  cannotrbut 
think  the  report  of  the  oommiasion  of  very  great  vahie. 
Whatever  may  be  ita  shortcomings,  it  is  a  great  stride  in 
advance,  and  further  advances  will,  of  course,  be  made.  No 
one,  we  suppose,  contemplates  finality  in  this  branch  of 
legislation.  Among  the  important  suggestions  contained  in 
the  report  there  isUiis  one  proposal  of  the  highest  value  :— 
*  That  the  present  fragmentary  and  confused  sanitary  legis- 
lation should  be  consolidated,  and  that  the  administration  of 
sanitary  law  should  be  made  uniform,  imperative,  and 
nniversal  throu^iont  the  kingdom."  This,  of  itself,  if 
carried  into  effect,  will  produce  great  beneficial  results. 

The  next  subjeet  is  somewhat  new,  ■*  On  the  Tranamianstt 
of  Bills  of  Lading  and  other  Neootiable  Inatnunento  bgr 
Telegraph."  It  is  proposed  that  bul  departmento  should  m 
estaUished inoonneotion witti tel^;taph  offices.  A  tnUof 
lading  or  any  other  negotiable  secority  might  then  lA 
taken  to  this  bill  department,  which  would  stamp  the  docu- 
ment with  a  stamp  Mowing  that  ita  value  was  annulled,  and 
send  on  the  oontenta  by  telegraph.  The  bill  department  at 
the  otiier  end  of  the  wire  would  deliver  a  copy  of  the  origi- 
nal document  to  &e  transferee. 

It  woald  doubtless  be  a  great  advantage  if  a  consignee  of 
goods  could  obtain  his  negetiable  billof  lading  more  quickly 
than  by  post ;  in  fact,  as  soon  as  bis  contract  has  been 
entered  into ;  and  the  proposed  plan  might  be  feasible.  Still, 
there  are  many  difficulties  in  the  way— more  especially  the 
one  arising  from  the  greater  facility  for  forgery.  The 
negotiable  instrument  would  no  longer  be  the  original 
document,  which  by  the  signatures  carries  on  ita  face 
evidence  as  to  genuineness ;  but  would  be  a  docu- 
ment issued  by  the  telegraph  department,  and  this  would 
have  no  peculiar  eignstures  to  chnck  forgery. 
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In  artiola  IV.  an  attack  ii  made  on  Coontjr  Conn  Com- 
mitmcnU.  It  oonsists  merely  of  aa  array  of  aathoritattTe 
opinioni  aa  to  the  advinbili^  of  aboliimng  tbein.  llie 
argnmentg  prt  and  con  appew  to  be  reterrM  for  a  ftitnre 
oocaaioii. 

In  another  artiole,  the  oft-told  itory  of  Algernon  Sidney*! 
trial  ia  once  more  related. 

ThenwahaTaaoritiqneontheOlaanficationafBighta.  The 
conolndon  anived  atii,  that  tiie  old  diviiion  into  real  and 
pcnonal  rights  haa  no  panmonnt  daim  to  the  attention  of 
a  modem  jnriit. 

In  article  IX  attention  ia  drawn  to  thepeouliaritiaa  of  the 
Law  of  Siatreaa.  AHnming  that  the  landlord  ought  to  have 
Ihia  privilege,  ohaoges  might  easily  he  made  whioh  wonld 
at  the  lame  time  diTniniah  the  loaa  and  inconvenienoe  of  the 
tenant,  and  the  danger  of  the  landlord.  Aa  the  law  at 
preaent  stand*,  there  are  many  limitationa  of  the  right  to 
diattain.  Express  agreement  is  neoeasary  in  tiie  case  of  a 
lease  of  mere  Aattwis,  in  order  to  render  distress  available. 
DTo  distress  can  be  made  for  rent  on  a  mere  licence  to  nse 
premises  for  a  partioolar  pnrpose,  nor  tor  rent  dne  under 
a  mere  agreement  for  a  lease.  TTniformity  as  to  the  power 
of  distress  in  all  case*  of  tiie  payment  of  rent  would  be  oon- 
Tenient.  Then  there  is  the  uffioalty  as  to  whether  the 
bailiff  has  obtained  admission  to  the  premises  in  a  proper 
way.  There  is  a  variety  of  complicated  distinotian*  a*  to 
whatgoodsmsy  be  distrained  ana  what  may  not;  and  there 
is  always  a  qneation  as  to  the  valne  of  the  Koods  that  may  be 
distrained.  It  is  snggested  that  much  of  the  evil  of  the 
right  of  distress  wonldbe  eliminated  by  the  adoption  of  a 
provision  similar  to  one  in  the  New  Tork  Bevised  Statnte*, 
vol.  ii.  501,  SB.  2;  3,  8,  "under  whidi  every  distress  mnit 
>ie  made  by  the  shiBriff  upon  the  previons  affidavit  of  the 
landlord  or  his  agent,  stating  the  amount  of  rent  due,  and 
X  be  time  it  became  due." 

The  last  artiola  is  on  the  "  Literature  of  the  Irish  Land 
Question."  This  is  not  of  very  great  value.  The  papers 
written  on  this  subject  are  likely  to  be  well  known  to  those 
who  take  interest  in  it.  Bat  we  are  of  the  same  opinion 
with  the  Sariew,  that  the  Irish  Land  Question  is  not 
one  thatisfin^veettied.  It  has  passed  into  a  different 
phase,  and  is  shelved  for  the  time  being,  but  will  in  all 
probability  crop  up  again  at  no  very  dirtant  period.  We 
have  now  ennmen^edthe  principal  papers  published  in  this 
number.  We  think  some  of  the  articles  suffer  from  their 
extreme  ccmciaeness. 

ji  Fraetital  TirtaUH  on  Liiuidatien  by  Arrangemtnt  and 
Competition  aith  CnOtors  under  the  Btnkmptejf   Aet, 
1869.    ByJonrx  SiTHOTm  Salahut,  Solicitor.    Lon- 
don :  Steven*  ft  Haynee.    1871. 
A  CbMMf  View  of  oM  PneeeHngt  i%  Liquidation*  and  Oom- 
poritimu  mdtr  tie  jBankmptcv  Act,  1869.  By  O.  IfAXunr 
WctHBRFULD,  Solicitor.    London  :  Longmana.    1871. 
!fote»  on  Liquidations  and  Comparitiont  under  the  Baniruptey 
Act,  1869.    By  Ot.  Manlbt   Wxtkbbfixld,  Solicitor. 
London:  Lcngiaana.    1871. 

The  e^t  practical  importance  of  the  liquidation  and 
compontion  danses  of  the  Bankruptcy  Act,  1869,  and  the 
great  difficulty  which  any  pcnon  would  experience  who 
son(^t  to  act  in  such  mattm  without  anv  further  guide  than 
that  which  ttie  Act  and  the  rules  themselves  fiimiui,  must  be 
acoepted,  we  suppose,  aa  a  snffident  justifloation  for  the 
enonnons  numbm  of  books  which  have  appeared  and  still 
ccntinue  to  appear  on  these  subjects. 

Mr.  Salaman's  work  is  one  of  the  most  complete  treatise* 
of  liquidation  and  oompcdtion  we  have  met  with. 

lit.  Wetherfidd's  two  little  books  are  recommended  by 
their  extreme  brevity.  They  contain  at  the  same  time 
much  useful  matter. 


ill.  John  Beer,  solidtor,  of  Devonport  (firm,  Beer  & 
Handle),  has  been  deoted  recorder  of  Saltash,  in  Cornwall. 

The  I/ird  Chancellor  will  open  Reading  Qnmmar  School 
on  Monday,  the  II th  of  Sept«nber. 

The  den  to  the  Portsmouth  Borough  Magistrates  (Mr. 
Samud  Gieetham)  having  reaigned  hi*  office,  which  he  had 
hdd  for  thir^-five  years,  it  has  been  dedded  that  his 
successor  shall  be  paid  by  salary,  and  not  by  fee.  The 
magistrates  ware  in  favour  of  iBl,000  a-year,  but  the  Town 
Ooundl  proposed  £800.  At  a  meeting  of  the  latter  body 
"n  the  Uth  of  August  they  agreed  that  the  salary  shall  be 
£900  per  annnm. 


COVBTS. 

THE  ALBEBT   UFE   ASSUSANOE 
ASBUBATIOK.* 
(Betoe  Lord  CAnas.) 
June  10.— Ji«  The  FoMUy  Endowment  Uft  Amnm  ul 

jtnniiitf  Boeietf.  Alemuidti'e  ttm. 
Companif  —  Winding  up  —  Contributory— Saatm—iaifr 
ante  ofeharei  by  ixeeutore — Died  «f  MMlmoit— UttaTim 
A  testator,  at  the  time  of  hie  death,  in  IBIS,  keUiSi^m 
in  the  F.  Company.  After  hie  death  the  thru  citnlantfki 
fcill  received  the  dividend*  on  hie  ehetrei.  In  18C0  the)  mm 
notiee/rom  the  eeeretary  of  the  eompmty  tM  it  inu  iuM 
that  the  eharee  ehould  be  tremefened  into  the  asw  e/*nf» 
eibleperton,  uiho  Aauld  eioH  a  deed  of  aoeeplmneuiknie- 
tered  ae  the  proprietor.  th»  etteulure  refmlei  tst^f^lls 
the  eharee  might  be  regiettred  in  their  imhms.  ncwyiA 
eeeretary  eent  them  a  deed  of  aee^tanet,  whieh  «« i^  i| 
tUl  three;  but  the  regieter  «mu  never abered, nerieinfitAm- 
t^fieatee  given.  The  dimdende  were  there^ler  peU  tt  tin. 
and  the  rteeipte  were  given  by  one  ef  them  for'  u^eetinai^ 
tort,"  or  in  eome  eimUar  form,  until  1861,  tehm,  m  tkmi- 
tarnation  of  the  F.  Oompany  with  another  cteiftiif,Uje 
ehare  woe  paid  to  them.  Thie  £4  per  ehere  weeriH'*^ 
them  to  d  bank  to  the  joint  exeeutereUp  aeeomtt,  eeiOnfe 
they  reeeived  no  dMdende.  Two  ef  the  executen  ^Inab 
died;  andithaenng  been  hM  that  thoehareem  litl^ 
panywerenetemtinguiehedon  the  amalfmnf1im,tnitlet.^ 
pany  now  being  wound  1^  the  naaw  of  the  mremettu^ 
waeplaeed  on  the  lie*  of  eentributeriee  to  the  F.  Cm^eta^ 
own  right.     On  an  applieation  to  remove  the  nem€,  it  tm 

MM,  that  the  deed  wo*  «<Mr^  an  aeeepttaet  f"^ 
of  the  eharee,  which  up  to  that  time  they  held  ee  owatm.  t 
having  been  contended  that,  by  the  protieione  ef  the  t.^ 
pan^e  deed  of  eettlement  the  direetore  were  pncleid  Jm 
ateepting  more  than  one  pereon  ae  the  pnpriitert  tf  tkia 
eharee,  it  woe  held  that,  though  the  provietone  mrr  «(  •»- 
rately  drawn,  yet  it  woe  not  ineoneietent  uMh  theufimm 
for  the  direetore  to  aeeept  the  exeeutore  ae  a  preprieter  ntte 
Joint  eharaeter  and  for  their  individual  ben^  ae  emief  0^ 
Ooneequently  the  liability  eurvived  to  ■<he  imvieir,  -i  a| 
eurviviHg  executor  woe  hddto  be  a  eontributery  miuff** 
eapaeity. 

This  was  a  question  a*  to  whether  the  name  of  lb.  Am 
Alexander  should  be  on  tiie  list  of  oontribotoriM  ti  » 
Family  Endowment  Society. 

J.  Alexander,  senior,  died  in  1848,  and  at  thatiwaB 
death  was  the  bdder  of  360  ahates  in  the  iociatr-  ^^ 
was  proved  by  the  three  exeentoia  C.  D.  Bium,  E«« 
Alexander,  and  James  Alexander.  The  dirideodi  « 
subsequently  paid  to  these  executors.  On  the  7tli  Joa? 
1860,  they  recdved  the  ibllowing  letter  tna  the  mo*t 
of  the  society :— "I  am  instructed  by  the  board  cfdiniM* 
inform  you  that  it  is  neowasTy,  in  order  to  a  title  t»di»iy 
on  the  late  Mr.  J.  Alexander's  share*  in  this  ioeiatj,  ttati 
responsible  party  (to  be  approved  by  th*  board)  see^.*; 
dgn  a  deed  of  acceptance,  and  be  regiatered  as  a  ?"»«'*' 
of  such  shares  ;  and  I  have  therefore  to  «sk  w  «•  "l^ 
executors  of  the  late  Mr.  J.  Alexander,  to  be  good <b°V*  , 
inform  me  who  you  propoee  ahall  be  anch  puty  or  p^ 
tor."  A  reply  was  written  to  this,  bnt  it  did  not  iRV 
what  thepurportof  thisreply  waa.  On  the  lAh Au^ 
1860,  the  secretary  wrote  again:—"  260  abaiM  <<<»»* 
J.  Alexander,  Esq.  We  take  note  of  your  ni«B««««" 
written  here  this  day  in  refiarenoe  to  the  above  Ji«»_° 
the  meantime  it  is  denrable  that  they  should  be  ^f*"*^ 
into  the  name  of  one  of  the  executora ;  will  yoa  t^'*" 
be  good  enough  to  let  us  know  the  name,  addna.  "^^ 
pation  of  the  gentleman  to  whom  yon  propose  t^  ™v! 
transferred,  in  Older  that  we  may  prepare  ^edeed  to  t» 

purpose,  if  the  propoeed  transferee  be  approtei  *• 
24th  January  a  letter  waa  written  in  re^y  ^VjJJ^ 
Fletcher,  Alexander  ft  Co.,  bankers,  the  flna  of  ^^''J 
executors  were  all  members : — "In  reply  to y««r k**  " 
the  7th  instant  we  have  to  request  that  the  tbani  is  J* 
company  belonging  to  the  late  Mr.  J.  Alenadsr  «■ 
regiatoced  in  ue  joint  names  of  his  execoton— •■t^'^ 
Bruce,  Esq.,  of  ftc,  Robert  Alexander,  bf..  '^J^jT 
James  Alexander,  Eiq.,  of  ftc.  We  beliste  the  vSl «  " 
deoeased  haa  been  already  registered  in  yoBrofiM_^__ 

•  Reported  by  Richard  Maiiadk.  Esq.,  B«iiirtMl-I«»- 
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Tbe  Ncratary  thereupon  ftwwwded  the  deed  of  aooept- 
Me  to  the  ezeoaton.  It  waa  as  foUowa : — "  Tbie  indentiiN, 
ude  tbe  «th  d»T  of  Fehmanr,  I860,  between  C.  D.  Bmoe, 
rtc,Bobart  Alinmidar,  of  to.,  Jamea  Alexander,  of  ko.  of 
» fiitt  part,  and  R.  B.  Chioheater,  "D.  M.  Qordon,  and 
.  W.  Jooa%  thiee  of  the  direotora  of  the  Family  £ndow- 
«nt  Sodt^,  of  the  aecond  part,  witnuulk  that  the  aaid  C. 
'.  Binoe,  R.  Alexander,  and  Jamea  Alexander,  being  entitled 
I  aecnton  under  the  will  of  J.  Alexander,  deceaaed,  to  the 
lire*  Vo.  4,500  to  4,750  inclnaiTe  in  the  ci^ital  or  Joint 
ock  of  tbe  (aidaociety  aa  eatabliahedby  deed  of  aettlement, 
ited  tbel7th  day  of  Janoary.1 8S7,and  having  been  approved 
by  tbe  board  of  directora  of  the  aaid  aooety  aa  fit  and 
0^  peaona  to  be  admitted  proprietora  of  the  aaid  aodetv, 
itifiea  by  the  aaid  three  directors  of  the  aoci^,  aererally 
ecatiogtheae  preaenta,  the  aaid  C.  D.  Bmoe,  Robert  Alex- 
der,  and  'Jamea  Alexander  do  hereby  aokaowledge  and 
dare  that  Qiey  hold  the  aaid  aharea  anbjeot  to  Uie  cove- 
Bta,  conditioBa,  danaea,  and  agreementa  contained  in  the 
ed  of  aettlement  of  the  aaid  society,  and  all  other  rolea, 
pilationa,  and  provimons  now  in  force  afifeotiog  the  aidd 
aety.  And  the  said  C.  D.  Bmoe,  R.  Alexander,  and  Jaaaea 
exuidn  do  accept  the  aaid  aharea  apon  the  above  terms 
]  condifiona."  The  deed  farther  oontiined  a  eovanuit 
>eteby  th^  covenanted  for  themaelvea,  their  hnra,  exeeo- 
I,  and  administratora,  with  the  aaid  direotora  of  the 
iet}^  to  pay  all  aoma  of  monay  payable  by  them  aa  pro- 
etoit  of  the  aaid  aharea,  and  to  obey  to.  all  the  covenants 
.  contained  in  the  deed  of  seUIement,  and  to  be  oboerved 
their  part,  aa  the  proprietors  of  such  shares,  and  to  oon- 
n  to  an  existing  mles  fto.  of  the  sodetv. 
i  minnte  was  entered  in  tbe  books  of  the  society  on  the 
bofFebmary,  1860 :—"  Deeds  of  aooeptanoe  bv  Mary 
me  (40  shares),  and  the  execnton  of  J.  Alexander  (250 
na),  were  signiad." 

%e  names  of  Brace,  Alexander,  and  Alexander  were 
er  entend  on  the  register  of  the  society :  the 
ns  were  still  registered  in  the  name  of  the  teatator,  J. 
xander.  On  the  20th  of  February,  I860,  the  execnton 
to  to  the  sooiety  aa  fbllowa :— "  London.— To  the  directors 
he  Faafly  Endowment  Society :  We  reqneat  yon  will 
to  Means.  Alexander,  Fletcher,  &  Co.,  of  ftc.,  all 
denda  that  may  become  due  on  the  shares  standing  in  onr 
MS."  In  Febraary,  1860,  the  receipt  for  the  dividends 
signed  bv  Bmoe,  and  in  July,  1860,  by  James  Alexan- 
"Kir  self  and  co-exeentois,"andonthe  Srdof  Janoarr, 
I,  by  Bmoe,  "  for  self  and  co-trastees,"  and  in  Jnly 
I,  by  Bmoe,  "for  self  and  co-exeoaton."  In  1861 
FamilT  ESndowment  Society  became  ««iatg^»n»t^ 
t  Ihe  Albert.  Un  the  amalgamation  Bmoe,  Alexander, 
Alexander,  in  oommob  with  all  the  abareholden  of  tiie 
iIt,  reoeived  X4  oot  share  on  all  the  shares  (vide  Lee'i 
.16  8.  J.  686).  llie  money  so  received  on  the  shares 
paid  into  a  bank  to  the  joint  executorship  aocoont, 
was  treated  by  them  as  put  of  the  assets  of  the  tee> 
's  estate. 

1  the  occasion  of  the  amalgamation,  the  executors  bad 
the  share  certificate,  and  aa  it  was  neoeaaary  to  give  np 
nrtifieate,  they  accordingly  wrote  to  the  Albert  Oom- 
sa  follows: — ^<  We  beg  to  inform  yon  that  theoertifi- 
for  onr  S60  aharea  in  me  Family  Endowment  Society 
•een  either  loat  or  mialaid,  and  at  the  aame  time  to  atate 
the  asid  doctiment  haa  not  been  parted  with  by  ua  aa  a 
>ty.  We,  however,  daim  the  retnra  of  £4  per  share 
tl  on  tbe  said  shares,  and,  on  yonr  paying  ns  the 
nt,  we  hereby  hold  yoa  harmless  trom  all  conseqnoioes 
n  doing  ao  in  the  absence  of  the  certificate  referred 
This  letuiu  of  the  £i  per  share  on  each  share  in  the 
ly  Endawment  Society  was  held  in  Ltt't  tan  (nit  s^p.) 
I  have  been  an  extinction  of  the  shares, 
p.  Bmoe  and  Robert  Alexander  had  since  died.  On 
indinf  up  of  the  Family  Endowment  the  surviving 
tor,  jiames  Alexander,  was  placed  on  the  list  of  eon' 
oiiea  in  his  own  right. 

spplieation  was  now  made  that,  if  indnded,  he  might 
Inded  only  in  his  capadty  of  executor,  or  that  tbe 
led  exeeatoxs  might  oe  declared  to  be  jointly  liable 
lim. 

>  deed  of  settlement  of  the  Family  Endowment  Society 
led  the  liollowins  provisions : — 
ise  104.  That  au  deeds  of  transfer  and  acceptance  of 
shall  be  in  audi  form  at  hereinafter  directed ;  but 
heleaa  it  shaJl  be  lawful  for  tbe  board  of  directors 
Sme  to  time,  at  their  discretion,  to  alter  such  forms 


and  to  prescribe  such  other  forms  as  in  thf ir  judgment  they 
shall  consider  necessary  or  proper  to  be  adopted. 

Oanae  109.  That  inno  case  shall  the  bcMid  of  diraotors 
permit  more  than  one  person  to  become  a  proprietor  of  the 
society  in  nqteot  of  any  share  in  the  capital  (d  the  sooiefv, 
it  being  hereby  httended  that  two  or  more  persons  jointly 
entitled  either  as  trustees  or  beneficially  to  any  share  or 
shares  shall  not  be  allowed  to  join  propriahwi  of  tne  aoeiefy 
in  reapaot  theceof. 

Claose  106.  That  the  board  of  directors  shall  caoae  tbe 
name  and  place  of  residence  of  every  praaant  or  future  pro- 
prietor  or  holder,  and  the  numbw,  of  aharea  bdonang  to 
anoh  proprietor  or  other  holder,  and  the  i«i>per  nunu>er  of 
each  ahare  to  be  entered  in  a  book  to  be  lcn>t  for  that  pur- 
poae^  to  be  called  the  "  ahare  reg^ater  book." 

Olanae  157.  That  the  huabanda  of  female  proprietors  and 
the  executor*  and  adminiatratora  of  deoeaaed  proprietors,  and 
aaaigneea  of  bankrupt  or  insolvent  proprietMa,  shall  not  be 
proprietors  in  respect  of  the  shares  hdd  by  them  in  the  capital 
of  the  sodety  in  any  of  those  oapaotties,  and  shall  not  be 
entitled  to  receive  anv  bonuses  or  dividends  which  ahall  be 
appropriated  and  declared  on  the  sharea  of  auch  female,  de- 
oeaaed,  bankrupt,  or  inaohrentproprietorsafter  theb  marriage, 
death,  bankraptoy,  or  inaolveiiey,  but  such  bonuses  or  dint 
dends  shall  remain  in  suspense  until  some  person  diall  have 
became  proprietor  in  respect  of  such  sharea. 

Olanae  159.  That  the  nnaband  of  a  female  proprietor,  or 
tbe  executors  or  adminiatratora  of  a  deceaaed  ntoprietor,  may 
in  the  manner  and  upon  the  terma  hereinafler  mentkmed 
become  a'proprietor  m  reapeot  of  all  or  any  of  the  ahare* 
hdd  by  him  or  her  in  the  capital  of  the  aooiety  in  either  of 
thoae  capadties. 

Claose  164 Where,  however,  the  huaband 

of  a  female  proprietor  or  an  executor  or  administrator 
wishes  to  take  the  share  himself,  or  any  person  apirees  to 
take  a  diare  from  the  board  of  diructors,  the  foUowm^  form 
of  deed  of  acceptance  is  to  be  used,  with  such  variation 
aa  the  drcumataDoeaof  each  case  shall  fsnder  i 

[The  form  of  the  deed  thrrdn  set  forth  is  the 
thataf  the  4th  February,  I860.] 

Qanae  173.  That  the  share-re^[ister  book  shall,  as  between 
the  sodety  and  any  person  planning  to  be  •  proprietor  of 
the  sodety  in  respect  of  any  dure  or  sharei^  be  condnsive 
evidence  en  behalf  of  tbe  sodety,  to  show  whether  he  or 
she  is  a  proprietor  of  tike  sodrty  in  rsspeot  of  sodi  shares 
or  share*.    .     .    . 

Clanae  174.  That  the  certificate  or  oertiiloata*  to  be  de> 
Uvared  by  the  board  to  every  preaeot  and  ikitoi*  propiiator 
of  shares  in  the  capital  of  the  sodety  shall,  a*  between  the 
society  and  tbe  proprietors  thereof^  be  ooiiolusiva  svidsnoe 
on  behalf  of  such  proprietor,  that  he  or  she  is  a  proprietor  of 
the  society  in  respect  of  the  share  or  share*  mentioned  in 
such  certificate,  and  the  said  oertificate  or  certifieates  shall 
continue  to  be  such  condnsive  evidenoe  until  such  sotry, 
erasure,  or  other  alteration  a*  hereinbefbre  i*  mentioned  shul 
have  been  made  by  the  board  of  direotora  in  the  share- 
register  book,  for  the  purpose  of  making  it  appear  therein 
that  the  proprietor  of  the  share  or  shares  mentunwd  in  such 
certificate  or  certificates  is  no  longer  entitled  to  such  share 
or  shares. 

Sigfiiu,  for  James  Alexander. — There  was  no  alteration 
in  the  aodety's  register ;  no  certificate  was  issued ;  in  short, 
nothing  was  done  wherebjr  the  testator's  estate  was  dis- 
eharged.  There  was  no  intention  on  the  part  of  James 
Aleunder  to  assume  any  liability.  He  never  had  the  rights 
of  a  shareholder.  The  company  was  never  bound  to  bim, 
and  he  was  never  bound  te  the  company.  All  tiiat  the  deed 
amounted  to  waa  thia  :  the  aodety  waived  the  proviaion  in 
dause  167,  and  allowed  the  executora  to  have  the  bonuaea 
and  dividends,  although  thev  did  not  become  proprietora  in 
the  prescribed  form.  If  it  be  hdd  that  they  were  accepted 
by  the  directora  as  a  proprietor,  then  such  a  proceeding  was 
Mra  nres.  There  are  various  dauaes  in  the  aodety'a  deed 
of  aettlement  which  show  this.  Among  others  tbe  105th. 
Moreover,  there  are  clauses  whidi  provide  that  the  register 
and  certificate  shall  be  condnsive  evidence  as  to  own«rship 
of  shares.  It  has  been  laid  down  that  yon  must  show  very 
distinct  terms  in  the  deed,  in  order  to  make  an  executor  per- 
sonally liable  merdy  bocause  he  has  recdved  dividends  due 
in  respect  of  shares  of  his  testator  :  Se  St.  Otorg*'$  Steam 
Packet  ComjMHy,  SxparU  DoyU  (2  Ha.  &  Tw.  222);  St  The 
Vale  of  Neath  and  South  Vattt  Brticerg  Company,  Kttae^t 
Bxecutore'  (3  De  O.  M.  &  Q.  279)  ;  Se  Th*  Bertfordihire 
Sanking  Company,  Sulmer't  ea*e  (33  Beav.  435, 12  W.  R. 
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£64).  The  reodiiti  ihow  tiuit  the  diridends  Irere  teoerred 
hr  then  in  thdr  oapaeity  of  ezeenton.  In  no  ewe  oui 
Jamee  Alexander  be  placed  on  the  lUt  lepantdy  and  indi' 
Tidnalljr.  Aaf  liabilitjr  mart  be  ihai«d  Ojr  tbe  other  two 
ezponton. 

IMtMll,  tat  the  Family 'Bndowment  Soeie^.— Jamea 
Alexander  haa  made  Umnlf  the  penooal  pioptietor  of 
theae  ihana.  The  deed  waa  olearly  an  aooeptaaee  of  the 
aharea,  and  the  anrvivor  of  the  three,  who  ware  a  Joint  pro- 
prietor, ia  entitled  to  the  ftill  benefit  and  ia  liable  to  tiie  Aill 
obligatioaa  ol  tite  thatea.  Witti  rantd  to  the  olaoiae  of 
the  deed  ttiere  ia  aoase  obaouiity  in  Ukeaa,  bat  <m  tite  whole 
their  ouuatrnetien  win  admit  of^the  prooeeding  btiag  Utiu 
wru.  Bnt  if  anytfainff  wen  danethat  waa  nUm  vim,  then 
the  adoption  and  aoqmeaoenoe  on  the  part  of  Mr.  Alexander 
prednde  him  firam  railing  raoh  an  objection. 

Higniu,  in  reply.— Alexander  nerer  accepted  the  aharea. 
If  behad,becOTiIdhaTediipeeedof  then.    ButtiielT'tth 
clause  of  tiie  deed  wonld  hare  hindered  him  tnm  doing  ao. 
Lord  CAnm.— There  ia  a  Uttte  neenliarity  in  thia  caae 
with  refwenee  to  the  nroviaiuia  of  we  deed  <n  settiemeatof 
the  company  to  which  I  win  afterwardireCgr.    Settii^aaide 
flioae  prorimona  tat  a  moment,  there  could  not,  I  think,  be 
«ny  donbt  at  all  as  to  the  liability  of  the  three  gentlemen, 
C.  D.  Bmce^  Bobert  Alexander,  and  Jamea  Alexander,  in 
iiieir  lilbtime,  and  the  liability  of  the  rarriTor  to  be  on  tte 
list  of  ccntributoriee  of  this  company  in  tiieir  and  his  own 
ri(^t    I  peas  orer  what  took  place  before  the  year  1860. 
Bnt  a  short  time  before  the  month  of  Febmary  in  that  year  a 
distinct  requisition  was  made  to  them,  whether  jostifled  or  on- 
joatified  (with  that  I  have  nothing  to  do),  that  they  should 
themaelTes,  or   some  ok  one  of  them,  beoome  actually  a 
ehareholder  or  shareholden  in  the  company.    T^t  resulted 
in  tiie  preparation  of  the  deed  of  the  4th  of  February,  1860, 
which  was  executed  by  theae  three  gentlemen,  and  by  the 
dizeotocs  of  the  company.    That  deed  is  in  the  clearest  and 
moat  nnequivooal  form  an  acceptance  personslly  of  shares, 
which  np  to  that  time  they  held  only  as  executors,  with 
a  ooreoant  to  pay  all  liabilitias  whidi  mi^ht  properly  attach  to 
theae  aharee,  and  a  reoognition  by  the  direoton  of  Uieae  three 
gentlemen  as  the  proprietors,  as  it  is  called  in  one  place  of  the 
deed,  or  proprietor,  as  it  is  called  in  another  place,  of  theee 
shares.    Tliere  cotidd  not  well  have  been  any  misapprehen- 
sion about  that  entertained  afterwards,  because  I  find  that 
on  the  20th  February,  1860,  it  is  followed  by  a  letter  signed 
by  these  tinree  gmtlemen,  in  their  individual  capacity,  and 
not  as  executors^  to  the  directors  of  the  Family  Endowment 
Society ;— Gentlemen,— <•  We  request  that  you  will  pay  to 
Messrs.  Alexander,  Fletcher,  &  Oo.,  of  &c.,  all  dividends 
that  may  beoome  due  on  the  shares  standing  in  oar  names"— 
showing  that  their  apprehension  at  that  time  was  not  merely 
that  they  had  taken  to  the  shares,  but  that  all  reqoirite 
alterationa  had  been  made,  so  that  it  was  proper  to  deaeribe 
the  shares  at  that  moment  as  standing  in  Uteir  names.   And 
then,  when  the  amalgamation  cama,  I  find  that  thev  write 
to  the  directors  of  the  Albert  Company  on  the  24tii  Sep- 
tember, 1861,  in  this  way  :— "  Oentlemen, — We  beg  to 
inform  you  that  the  certificate  of  our  250  shares  in  the 
society  has  been  either  lost  or  midaid,  and  at  the  same  time 
to  state  that  the  said  document  has  not  been  parted  with  by 
us  aa  a  security."    And  then  they  ask  for  payment  to  be 
made  to  them,  and  promise  to  indemnify  the  directors  for 
makinj;  it,  to  indemnify  them  as  regards  this  lost  certificate. 
This  is  signed  by  James  Alexander,   "  for  C.  D.  Bruce, 
Bobert  Alexander,  and  self." 

Now,  in  that  atata  of  things,  if  what  the  direotois  did 
wan  not  ultra  tire*  there  cannot  be  any  doubt  whatever 
'that,  whethsrUie  share  register  waa  subsequentiy  changed 
by  the  directors  or  not,  here  was  the  most  solemn  form  of 
undertaldng  by  these  three  gentlemen  to  take  to  the  shares, 
and  to  diai£arge  all  liabilities  connected  with  them,  and 
they  clearly  (<£ia  being  an  unregistered  company)  would, 
nnderthe  200tholanae  of  the  Act  of  1862,  be  persons  liable  to 
contribute  at  law  or  in  equity  to  theliabilities  on  the  shares, 
or  to  contribute  to  or  jmn  in  bearing  the  liabilities  of  those 
aharee  with  the  other  members  of  the  society.  As  regards 
the  share  register  and  the  fhot  that  their  names  were  not- 
on  the  register,  bnt  that  the  name  of  the  testator  oon- 
tinned  there,  I  do  not  think  that  the  174th  clause  of  the 
deed  to  whioh  Mr.  Higgins  refers  has  any  direct  bearing 
on  this  particular  case,  beoaose  that  clause  provides  for  a 
controversy  between  A.  and  B.,  two  different  persons,  oon. 
tending  who  is  the  proprietor  of  the  shares.  Here 
no  snob   controversy  could   arise.      The   only   persons 


that  claim  are  one  or  all  of  theae  eaeeahni.  Tkt 
oidy  qoastioB  is  whether  they  claim  in  thor  own  liglikw 
aaeseevtonoftheteatsttor.  Hie  entry  of  te  tsMort 
naae  ia  perfeotly  cooaiatant  with  either  esse.  If  thf 
brought  forward  the  deed  to  iriueh  I  rsCar,  etseoM  vj 
theai,  aad  by  the  direoton  of  the  oompany,  it  iiqiitsdaK' 
that  neither  the  oompaay  nor  the  doeeton  cow  itt  iqi 
■a  agafaat  tiieir  own  deed  the  oiroumitaacethatthtjtid 
not  altered  the  register. 

A  more  aeriooa  wffioulty  ia  aa  regards  the  nsth  dtm. 

There   ia  no  doubt  that  the  lOBth  clause  nn-rHii 
Lerddiiprekdtheolause].     That  followB  the  1040,  wldd 
iifya—£Hia  Lordship  alaoread  thia  daose].    IIUBOoai 
a  namber  of  intervening  olanses  referring  to  cthermiilss, 
and  then  we  come  to  a  series  of  olanses  dealing  wia  tkt 
aeaeonegateeB,nextofkin,husl>andsoffBma1epn)priebnot 
axeontoia,  or  administrators  of  a  deceased  propcistor.  Aid 
we  have  in  the  lS9th  clause  thia  distinct  nrovirioa,  "tiai 
the  husband  tk  a  female  proprietor,  or  the  ezecoton  or 
administratoia  of  a  deceased  proprietor,  may,  in  the  Bigis 
and  upon  the  terma  hereinafter  mentiooed,  becooespn 
prietor  in  respect  of  all  or  any  of  the  shares  heU  by  Ub 
or  her  in  the  capital  of  the  society  in  either  of  Uumo^s- 
eitiea."      Now,  the   clausee   immediately  p(«oedag  ul 
following  this  clause  are  certainly  not  veiy  artiidcillj 
drawn,  and  a  good  deal  of  oritioism  might  be  mtdsostiit 
wording  of  each,  but  they  do  contemplate  that  by  lis 
operation  of  law  there  might  be  a  devolutiaa  of  ilunB, 
ao  that  there  would  be  a  person  or  persons,  iriu  might  bt 
desoribed,  and  who  are  described,  aa  the  h(ddsr  or  holfai 
of  any  share.      And  then  there  is  a  previ^on  for  tbe  wt 
where  the  hnsband  of  a  female  proixietor,  or  an  exacmgr 
or  administrator,  wishes  to  take  the  share  himself,  ud  there 
ia  a  fbrm  of  deed  of  aocaptanoe  to  be  execoted.  whkl  i 
the  Terr  formin  thia  oase.  Those  claoaea  must  be  recoDciM, 
and  I  think  they  oan  be  reconciled,  although  the  daediiBrt 
happDy  drawn,  in  this  way.  I  tbinktholOSUioUaHpaiili 
to  the  case  of  a   person   becoming  a  pn^prietor  ii  i 
aooiety  by  transfer— that  is  to  say,  coming  in  m  s  an 
proprietor  by  s  transfer  to  him  of  a  share,  which  ia  so  km 
was  his  before  the  tsansfer.    Then  one  penon  alooa  itto  be 
registered ;  if  tiiere  is  any  attempt  to  bring  into  the  nd^ 
more  persons  than  one  as  the  holders  of  a  share  hj  vij  i 
transfer,  tiie  directors  are  to  refuse  to  receiire  nonttu 
one  ;  but  that  is  not  inconsistent  witii  a  promioa  (qaSf 
clear  and  imperative  tliat  persons  who  becoaie  ihaiekotdai 
— that  is  to  say,  entiUed  to  shares  by  the  operation  of  1*'  i> 
the  way  in  which  there  may  be  more  than  one  -ihill  V- 
secured  their  right  to  take  to  those  shares  id  their  ova  is- 
dividual  capacity,  which  they  do  under  the  IMth  dnt 
without  any  transfer  simply  by  tho  deed  of  aocejto*. 
I  think  in  uiat  way  the  clauses  may  be  recoacilsd.  iM. 
if  that  is  so,  there  was  nothing  uUra  vim  in  what  the  dim- 
tors  did  with  theae  three  g^lemen.    The  tbiee  wen  R- 
ceived  sa  a  proprietor  in  their  joint  character,  but  for  tho 
individual  benefit  as  owning  these  sliares.    In  that  out  tr 
question  would  not  arise  which  may  arise  in  Mine  otlK 
cases,  as  to  whether  there  was  a  joint  and  sevenlliibQit]. 
There  would  be  the  introduction  of  theee  three  geBtlein» 
into  the  company  as  a  joint  proprietor,  and  the  MSy 
would  survive  to  the  survivor.    I  think  Mr.  Alemu'i' 
name  must  be  retained  on  the  list 

Solicitors,  UarHj/  i  Tarry  ;  R.  B.  Witkint. 

June  24.— £<  The  MedUtU,  Invalid,  ami  Oemrtl  Uj< 
AuuraHM  Society.     RuueWi  EzettUon'  Cm, 
Company — Winding  up — Contributory — Sxtaittn^Uri  ii'- 
Lemardt'  Act  (22  #  23  Viet.  e.  35), «.  »• 

Wh*r*  tht  exeeHtor$  of  a  $harfhoUer  kart  dUlrikdid  '.^ 
astett  of  the  testator  undrr  Lord  St.  Zeonarde'  J^(Pi  "^ 
Viet.  c.  36),  ».  29,  on  the  winding  up  of  llu  emfrnf,  •'** 
art  liable  to  be  plated  on  the  Hit  of  emtrihittoriee  Im  iiiirif-^ 
eity  of  executors,  even  though  they  never  tnev  thei  tktM' 
u>at  possessed  of  the  shares. 

This  was  an  adjourned  sammons  which  stood  for  h««wi 
before  Vice-chancellor  Bacon.  The  object  of  ^^'ilR^ 
tion  was  to  remove  the  names  of  Mesar*.  Oxenhsm,  ^^"j 
and  Wood  from  the  list  of  contributories  to  the  JW* 
InvaUd,  &c ,  Society.  At  the  time  of  the  amaigun**;' 
Uie  Medical  InvaUd  with  tiie  Albert  in  1880,  Mr- »/, 
Russell  was  the  holder  of  fifty-five  shares  in  the  1W>» 
Invalid,  and  received  £5  on  each  of  those  shares.  B  iff*! 
that  on  the  amalgamation  these  shares  wen  ast  eH"** 
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^abed,  and  at  the  time  of  bi(  death  in  1864  be  still  held 
baa.  HiaviU  was  proved  by  Messrs.  Oxenham,  Kdgeon, 
ind  Wood,  three  of  the  four  executors  ;  and  in  Noyember, 
1864,  tbey  took  the  proceedings  required  by  the  S9th 
lection  of  Lord  St.  Leonards'  Act  (22  &  23  Vict.  c.  35). 
Ko  claims  were  sent  in,  and  in  that  same  year,  1864,  they 
listriknted  their  testator's  estate.  On  the  winding  np  of  the 
tiedical  Invalid  in  1867.  they  were  placed  on  the  list  of 
ontribatories  to  the  Medical  Invalid  in  respect  of  those 
bares  ss  the  execnton  of  Mr.  G.  C.  Russell.  They  stated 
n  their  affidavit : — "At  the  time  we  distributed  the  assets  of 
be  testator  we  were  quite  unaware  that  the  testator  held 
T  bad  ever  held  any  shares  in  the  above-mentioned  society, 
nd  we  had  no  notice  or  Icnowledge  of  any  claim  by  the 
ociety  against  him  or  his  estate,  nor  did  we  know,  nor  had 
re  any  reason  to  believe  that  the  testator  or  his  estate  was 
mder  any  liability  whatever  with  respect  to  the  society." 

Whittiornt,  for  the  executors. — This  differs  from  .fie  tht 
'omit!/  Endownunt  Lift  Atturance  and  Annuiti/  Society, 
Tole't  Sitculor^  eoMt,  15  S.  J.  711.  For  there  the  estate 
ras  distributed  under  Sir  George  Turner's  Act.  Here  the 
istribution  has  been  made  under  Lord  St.  Leonards'  Act. 
ind  in  CI«yy  v.  Itoieland,  L.  R.  3  Xq.  368, 15  W.  B.  261,  the 
rinciple  was  established  that "  by  these  advertisements,  and 
y  these  proceedings  under  the  Act,  an  executor  is  entitled  to 
are,  and  in  point  of  fact  has  all  the  protection,  which  he 
iiold  have  had  under  the  old  rule  of  ue  court,  if  the  assets 
ad  been  administered  by  such  exeontor  under  the  decree  of 
le  Court."  The  executors  are  therefore  under  no  liability. 
[Lord  Caisms. — Quoad  the  assets  they  have  distributed. 
hey  may  have  further  assets  come  to  their  hands.  And,  as 
igaids  tne  assets  they  hold  in  trust,  they  may  be  liable  to 
intribate,  though  not  in  the  ohaiacter  of  executors.] 
WhiUkomt. — ^In  CoU's  ecut  the  executors  knew  the  testator 
as  possessed  of  the  shares.  Here  the  executors  say  tbey 
lev  nothing  whatever  about  the  shares. 
[Lord  Caisks. — Must  yon  not  have  proved  all  this  in  the 
>art  of  Chancery,  in  case  there  were  a  suit  for  the  ad- 
bistration  of  the  estate  ?  There  mi^t,  too,  be  a  question 
kether  you  should  not  be  put  on  in  your  own  nght,  as 
ilding  part  of  the  assets  of  the  testator.  The  protection 
ren  by  Lord  St.  Leonards's  Act  is  merdy  1^  war  of  dis- 
arge.  The  Act  gives  yon  a  perfect  diaobaig*  when  pro> 
idmgs  in  equity  are  being  taken  to  make  yon  liable;  ukd 
gives  you  a  perfect  discharge,  as  regards  all  the  aaiet*  yon 
re  paid  away.  Under  the  old  law  it  would  be  no  djs* 
am,  while  the  debts  are  unpaid,  to  say  tlut  yon  have 
id  beneficiaries.  Under  the  Act,  when  all  the  torms  are 
nplied  with,  yon  would  be  held  to  be  allowed  in  dis- 
vm  all  yon  have  paid  away,  and  yon  would  be  under  no 
biuty  in  regard  to  that  which  yon  have  paid  away.  ] 
^mtdiornt. — The  discharge  by  the  Act  extends  to  the 
lility  to  be  sued. 

Lord  Caibits — Yon  cannot  try  it  until  you  are  aned.] 
Vhiuhome. — Here  we  are  being  sued. 
Lord  CAiBifs. — N'ot  now.    Here  we  cannot  adnnnister 
estate.] 

yhitihom*. — It  is  a  declaration  of  liability. 
Lord  Caibns. — It  is  a  declaration  of  liability  as  to  pafti- 
ar  assets.  I  think  this  is  not  the  sta^,  tois  is  not  the 
ticnlar  point  of  the  transaction  to  which  the  Act  will 
ily.  The  lame  for  the  Act  of  Parliament  being  prayed  in 
by  the  execators,  will  be  on  the  accounts  being  tdcen. 
:  question  in  my  mind  is  whether,  as  it  is  admitted  they 
1  part  of  the  assets,  they  should  not  be  on  the  list  as 
ividnals.  What  do  you  say  to  that,  Mr.  Lemon  ?] 
■emon,  for  the  Medical  Invalid. — I  ask  that  they  should 
rat  OB  qtut  execnton.  There  is  a  difficulty  with  respect 
certain  portion  of  the  assets  vested  in  them  on  behalf  of 
th  Russell. 

Old  Caibks. — I  understand  them  to  say  that  they  have 
ts  in  their  hands  at  the  present  time.  Perhaps  it  is 
er  that  they  should  be  on  the  list,  as  they  now  are,  qua 
ntors. 

^hiteharne. — Will  yonr  Lordship  make  an  addition  to  the 
y  to  the  effect  that  "  the  executors  have  distributed  and 
ropriated  the  estate  under  the  provisions  of  Lord  St. 
nards'  Act  ?' 

ord  Caik>8. — ^I  have  no  objection  to  the  entry,  "  The 
ntors  allege  that  tbey  have  distributed  the  assets  of  the 
it->r  come  to  their  hands  under  the  provisions  of  the  22 
(  Vict,  c  36,  8.  29." 
dicitore,  Burnt  4  Bird  ;  Wiitktr,  Kendall,  ff  VTalktr. 


COUNTY  COURTS. 

Maidstone. 

(Before  J.  J.  Lonsdalb,  Esq.,  Judge.) 

August  8. — Ex  parte  the  Kent  Friendly  Soeitty,  St  Stedman, 

tH  liquidation. 

Friendly  Soeietiet  Act,  18Sfi — Incidental  repeal — Bankruptcy 

Act,  1869. 

In  this  case  the  debtor  (a  trader)  filed  his  petition  19th 
May,  1871,  and  at  the  first  meeting  on  the  14th  June  a 
trustee  was  duly  appointed.  The  debtor's  statement  showed 
for  assets,  stock  in  bade,  furniture  and  book  debts,  but  no 
cash.  The  debtor,  up  to  the  time  of  filing  his  petition,  had 
been  a  collector  for  uie  above  society,  and  the  amount  due 
from  him  as  such  collector  was  £84.  The  society  gave 
notice  to  the  trustee,  and  demanded  priority  and  payment 
in  fun  of  the  above  £84  under  section  23  of  the  Friendly 
Societies  Act  of  1855,  which  waa  declined,  whweupon  they 
moved  the  Court  for  an  order. 

Mr.  H.  B.  Wilde*  (solicitor),  in  support  of  the  applica- 
tion, contended  that  section  23  of  the  Friendly  Societies 
Act  waa  still  effectual  to  give  priority,  and  that  if  the 
LegisUtare  had  intended  to  repeal  it  the  section  wonld  have 
bent  included  in  the  schedule  to  the  repealing  Act  82  k  33 
Vict.  c.  83.^  Section  23  gives  a  lien  on  the  deotor's  effects, 
and  the  society  do  not  require  to  prone  the  debt. 

Mr.  W.  S.  Norton  (solicitor)  appeared  for  the  tmitee 
and  opposed. — The  £84  is  a  debt  provable  under  section  31 
of  the  Bankruptcy  Act,  1869,  and  section  23  of  the  Friendly 
Societies  Act  is  repealed  aa  being  inconsistent  with  sections 
12  and  32  of  the  Act  of  1869.  'The  intention  of  the  Legiala- 
ture  may  be  gathered  by  reference  to  sections  166, 167, 168, 
and  169  of  the  Bankruptoy  Law  Consolidation  Act,  1849. 
Section  167  of  that  Act  gives  in  terms  to  friendly  societies 
the  priority  now  claimed,  but  this  section  is  not  re-enacted 
by  sectiam  82  of  the  Act  of  1869,  although  practically  the 
inineiple  of  sections  166, 168,  and  109  of  the  Act  of  1849, 
giving  priority  to  taxes  and  waxes,  is  re-enacted.  The  pre- 
fereoce  nitherto  given  to  fiienaly  societies  by  section  167 
seems  to  be  purposely  abrogated  bjr  the  new  law. 

Mr.  LoNSDALK,  with  some  hesitation,  decided  that  the 
argument  agaist  the  claim  prevailed  in  his  mind,  and  that 
section  23  of  the  Friendly  Societies  Act  was  virtually  re- 
pealed. He  thought  the  £84  was  a  "  debt  provable."  The 
claim  was  disallowed,  but  without  costs.  The  costs  of  ths 
trustee  to  come  out  of  the  estate. 


AFFOIirrHSFTS. 


Mr.  Richard  Nathakibl  Philifp8«  barrister-atlaw,  of 
the  Inner  Temple,  and  of  Broom  Hall,  Sheffield,  has  been 
appointed  Recorder  of  the  borough  of  Penteftact,  in  luc- 
cession  to  Mr.  J.  L.  Hannay,  who  has  been  nominated  a 
maoistrato  of  police  for  the  metropolitan  district.  Mr. 
Philipps  was  educated  at  Christ's  College,  Cambridge,  of 
whi<m  institntion  he  waa  for  many  years  a  fellow-commoner, 
and  where  he  graduated  LL.B.  in  1848.  He  was  called  to 
the  bar  at  the  Inner  Temple  in  June,  1841,  and  has  prac- 
tised as  a  speckl  pleader  on  the  northern  ciicnit.  Mr. 
Fhilipps  is  a  fellow  of  the  Society  of  Antiquaries. 

Mr.  Patktoh  Pioon,  of  the  Midland  Circuit,  and  of 
Lapworth  Honse,  Warwickshire,  has  been  appointed 
Revising  Barrister  for  the  western  division  of  the  county  of 
Stafford. 


OEN£BAL  COBSESPONDENCE. 

Thx  Albebt  Abbitbatiok — Lambbbi's  Casx. 
In  the  letter  of  "J.  W.L."  in  our  last  week's  number,  by 
an  error  of  the  press,  the  3rd  clause  of  the  deed  of  settle- 
ment, instead  of  the  Ulth,  is  referred  to  as  containing  pro- 
visions for  amalgation. 

Sir, — Your  issae  of  Saturday  last  contained  a  letter  from 
"J.  W.  L."  on  Lambert's  ease  in  the  Albert  arbitration.  I  do 
not  wish  to  consider  the  writer's  objectione  to  Lord  Cairns' 
views  of  the  law  ;  for  Lord  Caiims  decisions  are  doubtless 
of  the  highest  authority,  whether  given  in  the  capacity  of 
Lord  Chancellor  appointed  bjr  the  Government,  or  of  Arbi- 
trator appointed  by  Act  of  Parliament.  But "  J .  W.  L."  further 
urges  tlie  substantial  injustice  of  the  decision.     He  speaks- 
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feelingly  of  (his,  bat  he  manifestly  speaks  from  the  point  of 
▼lew  of  a  shareholder.     There  is  another  point  of  yiew  from 
which  these  cases  may  be  considered— that  of  a  policyholder. 
It  is  but  natural  that  the  views  of  shareholders,  who  have 
done  nothing  but  receive  money,  and  of  policyholders,  who 
tare  done  nothing  but  pay  money,  should  be  somewhat  con- 
flicting.     Let  us  consider  the  position  of  a  policyholder. 
After  selecting  carefully  his  office  he  has  gone  on  paying 
premiums  wittont  receiving  any  return,  relying  merely  on 
the  trustworthiness  of  the  directors  for  the  future  payment 
of  the  money  assured.    Suddenly  he  is  informed  that  his 
company  is  going  to  be  dissolved,  and  that  he  will  be  trans- 
ferred to  some  other  company.     This  is  of  itself  a  bad  sign  ; 
for  in  general  those  who  possess  a  good  thing  are  not 
anxious  to  share  it  with  others.    But  be  that  m  it  may,  it 
would  seem  the  law  is  that  he  most  select  one  of  the  two  com- 
panies and  look  only  to  that  one.    This  is  a  very  perplexing 
position  for  a  poUcybolder  to  be  in,  even  it  he  is  aware  of 
his  rights.    For  probably  he  knows  next  to  nothing  about 
the  new  company.    The  very  alluring  acoounts  that  are  sent 
Tound  of  the  flourishing  conmtiom  of  the  new  company  usually 
induce  the  policyholder  to  go  over  to  that;  either  willingly 
or  unwillingly.    But  in  case  he  wish  to  retain  the  liability 
of  those  who  haTe  entered  into  a  special  contrMt  with  him, 
then  he  can  do  so.     What  "  J.  W.  L. "  in  reality  contends  for 
is  that,  provided  the  amalgamation  be  carried   out  in  a 
peculiar   form,  the    policyholder  should  tiohtu  mlent   be 
obliged  to  go  over  to  the  new  company,  and  give  up  the 
lift^ty  of  those  with  whom  he  contracted.    Hard,  indeed, 
would  It  be  if  this  were  so;  for  the  amalmmating  company 
might  be  in  txtrtmu  for  aught  he  might  know.     But   hard 
as  it  would  be  for  a  policynolder,  it  would  be  even  harder 
still  for  an  annuitant,  who  has  paid  down  in  one  lump  sum 
the  money  on  his  contract    His  case  is  simply  this: — A.  on 
receiving  £1,000  from  B.  contracts  with  B.  to  pay  him  £80 
a-year  for  the  remainder  of  his  life.     After  paying  the  £80 
a  few  times  it  occurs  to  B.  what  a  capital  barman  he  would 
have  made  if  he  could  only  shnfile  off  his  liability  to  C— 
especially  if  C.  will  undertie  it  cheaply.    It  would  hardly 
be  fair  that  B.,  not  knowing  anything  about  C^  should  be 
compelled  to  look  for  payment  to  C.    B.  might  justly  say  to 
A.,  '■  I  psid  you  my  money,  and  to  you  I  look."     It  seems 
to  me  uiat  on  an  anuJ^unation  the  contracting  company 
ought  to  be  at  liberty  to  give  the  policyholder  or  annuitant 
the  offer  of  an  additional  aeeurity  in  the  new  company  ;  but 
the  liability  of  the  new  company  ought  never  to  destroy  the 
liability  of  the  old  company,  which  has  hitherto  been  only 
reaping  the  advantages  of  the  contract.  "J.  W.  L."  is,  I  think, 
scarcefy  right  in  saying  that  an  annuitnnt  has  the  unfair 
advantage  of  a  double  security ;  it  seema  to  be  clearly  laid 
down  that  he  has  the  security  either  of  the  old  company  or 
of  Uie  new,  but  not  of  both.    My  opinion  is  that  under  no 
circumstances  ouglu  he  to  be  obliged  to  give  up  his  old 
security ;  if  there  be  any  change  he  ought  to  have  additional 
security.    As  the  law  stands,  an  insurance  company,  after 
entering  into  a  solemn  contract,  and  receiving  money  from 
the  poUcyholders  for  years  on  the  faith  of  that  contract,  and 
so  declaring  high  dividends,  can  succeed  in  shnfUng  off  a 
great  deal  of  their  liability  by  means  of  an  amalgamation ; 
but  this  decision  shows  that  they  cannot  shuffle  wiall  their 
responsibility. 

It  does  at  first  sight  seem  hard  on  a  shareholder, 
who  imagined  he  had  got  rid  of  his  liability,  to  be  now  called 
on  to  faUl  his  contract,  but,  on  the  whole.  Sir,  I  think,  in- 
stead of  saying,  "  Pity  the  poor  shareholder,"  we  ought  to 
say,  '■  Pity  the  poor  policyholder." 

Ain>i  Altebam  Pabtbm. 


pabliambnt  and  legislation. 

HOUSE  OT^  LORDS. 

August  \i.—raeeination  Act  (1867)  Amtmimtnt  Bill — 
The  bill  went  through  committee. — On  the  report,  on  the 
motion  of  Lord  Redesdale,  clause  10,  exempting  persons 
who  bad  been  fined  the  full  penalty,  or  two  penalties  of 
any  amount,  from  any  farther  proceedings,  was  struck  out 
by  8  to  7. 

The  Military  Manauvres  Sill  passed  through  committee, 
and  the  standine  order  having  been  suspended,  it  was  read 
a  third  time  and  passed. 

Prevention  of  Crimt  jBtK.— The  Commons'  amendments 
were  agreed  to. 


August   l9.—JletietB    of  the  S»»no».— Loid  Redeidtle, k 
moving  for  a  return  of  the  public  bills  oommeiioid  in  mi» 
House  and  sent  down  to  the  other,  wiBi  the  date  of  fteir 
being  so  sent  and  of  the  last  proceeding  on  socli  billi  in  etdi 
HoiSe,  ptooeeded  to  review  the  worii  of  the  aewm.  Tbt 
House  had  sent  down  35  bills,  and  the  House  of  Cobdom 
had  sent  up  67.     Of  the  former  6  had  not  been  ntarMi 
Of  the  latter  only  4  had  not  received  their  Ixndshipt'  mel 
Two  were  Government  bills,  dropped,  he  sapposed,  fotgwd 
reasons.   The  two  others  were  Uie  Marriage  with  sDweuM 
Wife's  Sister  Bill,  and  the  Elections  (Pathansntsij  ud 
Municipal)  Bill,  to  which  their  Lordships  duagreei  Tte 
former  was  not,  he  believed,  desired  by  the  commuUrii 
large,  espooiaUy  the  women  of  this  country.     Tte  l»ttci 
came  np  so  late  that,  upon  that  ground,  it  was  Uu  doty  « 
the  Howe  not  to  proceed  with  it      He  himsdt  W. 
thought  it  ought  to  have  been  enbUed  "a  biUtomM* 
people  to  Ue  without  being  found  out.       He  oOTbttidfe 
notion  that  this  House  ought  not  to  resist  tJw  wntod  it 
other  House.    If  such  a  doctrine  were  acceded  to  to  m- 
dependence  would  be  gone.     The  Duke  of  W«^ 
while  leader  of  this  House,  had  not  so  soted.   Hs^mi 
if  Mr.  Gladstone  had  adhered  to  hia  old  opmion  «^» 
BaUot  and  urged  it  with  his  usual  oloqaenee  Uie  Hotb  sf 
Commons  would  not  have  adopted  »t-rV«?^i^ 
did  not  oppoae  the  motion,  though  he  doubted  wtatta  tte 
House  would  be  much  wiser  than  xt  was  jt  i«si"-  r 
maintained  that  as  after  the  Eefoim  Act  of  J8«  ?»?»• 
portaut  changes  were  effected,  so  after  the  lata  Refcm  AS. 
which  was  the  work  of  the  Conservafaves,  lieTmia. 
pect  a  similar  revision  and  improvement  of  our  jMsKm 
and  ought  to  accept  the  result  in  a  fair  ■!»"*.  m*""*' 
whole  fliey  had  so  done.— Lord  Denman  urged  thstufc 
the  Ballot  no  candidate  would  know  who  we  iuin- 
portettand  blamed  the  Government  for  brmgmgfav-  ■ 
daptrap  mearores.— The  Lord  Chaaoellor  did  not  Bjea^ 
have  t£e  proceedings  of  the  session  sMimed  npjtte  tb 
fashion  of  Lord  Lyndbutst    Their  LotdAiM  had  ^a 
opportunity  of  dealing  with  the  Army  Bift,  sndi  •* 
liSwn  how  they  dealt  with  it    And  had  UMgrb*^ 
as  Jnueh  time  on  the  Ballot  BUI  as  had  been  aerotodto^ 
Mnnidpal  Oorporationa  BiU  when  thev  sat  ai  Sq*^. 
they    would,    without    unduly    l™3™eBing  thsjwft 
have  had  ample  time  to  oonmder  it.     The  noUe  ixiv^ 
■carcelT,  on  reflection,  feel  justifled  in  desorihuig  »  ■««» 
supported  in  the  other  House  by  a  mwonty  of  agb^a 
ni£ety.and  adopted  after  forty  y««" .^""•""""C 
KTonadi.  a»  a  "  WU  to  enable  people  to  he  wiOe^m 
found  out"    He  defended  the  prinoipla  of  secret  Tot^^ 
aome  length,  and  alao  the  consutanoy  of  Mr.  G™** 
whose  hSeaty  i«iwwd  no  defends,  wd  he  »hoold  "jt^ 
descend  to  drfsnd  it.    A  more  noble,  honourJdM"^ 
minded  man  he  knew  not,  «"»  he  oared  Mt  i^» 
contrary.     He  defended  the  oondnot  of  the  Oonn^ 
ontheiubjeot  of  the  Army  BiU  and  the  EovslWifflS. 
The  PrerogatiTo  consisted   in  dispennng  T^/Sf  V* 
Parliament  though  on  the  authority  of  the  Act  iwu.  -i» 
withstanding  thSr  Lordships'  censure  ho  should  ginw 
same  advioe  to  the  Crown,  for  nothing  was  «>  «^ 
as  the  continuanoe  of  an  illegal  course.— Earl  um«nci"» 
the  disoourteay  (if  any)  to  the  House  of  Commm  «»?| 
due  to  one  side  of  the  House  alone.— L»d  ?««»*"?* 
claimed  having  said  there  was  no  harm  in  mttmiwos. » 
thought  the  Mot  would  have  a  demoraEimg  ««■    " 
would   bo  dangerous  to  defer  to  tho  opmon  «r»«^ 
House  of  Commons  on  such  a  question.     The  oMxa 
then  agreed  to. 

August  21.— The  Hoyal assent  wa«  given  {m"***]^' 
the  blowing  bills  ■.—Ctutom*  md  Iniamd  Smtun,  Z«*^ 
and  TeMntJireUmd)  Act  (1870)  AmatihnaU,  ^"'"^tT 
mittee  of  Privy  CounHl,  Mtrehant  Shipping  ■^'*'^^*,' 
Civil  Bill  Courts  (Inland),  Expiring  Latn  Of^' 
Military  Mami!Uvra,Statutt  Law  SavitioH,  ^'>*"'"'?|^*J^ 
and  Charitaiie  Donation*  and  Bequettt  (■^"'•*^J'-"J*5|^ 
was  prorogued  by  Commission  till  Tuesday,  the  7th  5<>«*' 
her. 


HOUSE  OF  COMMONa 

August  18.— Prevention  of  Crimt  Bill.— On  the  ""^^ 
Mr.  Winterbotham,  this  bill  wasre-oommitted.sstofeeo" 
7.  to  insert  a  sub-sootion  to  the  effect "  That  t*"  *??!|* 
keeping  the  reg^ter  in  London,  Edinbntgb,  ™'^'"^ 
shall,  to  such  amount  as  may  be  sanctioned  by  the  Ttti^' 
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be  pftid  ont  of  moneTi  prorided  by  P«rIuMDent ;  and  the  ex- 
penieg  inonrred  in  photographing  the  pruonen  in  any  primn 
shtll  be  deemed  part  of  the  expenses  inenrred  in  the  main- 
tenance of  the  prison,  and  shall  be  deirayed  accordingly. 
Bill  read  a  third  time. 

Btdmtitmi  ex  Capitt  Ltcti  Abolition  Stupetuion  Bill. — ^Mr. 
Aytoon  mored  the  second  reading  of  this  bill,  which,  he 
explained,  was  to  sospend  for  one  year  the  operation  of  the 
principal  measnre.     He  detailed  the  oiroamstanoes  nnder 
which  the  bill  had  passed  through  the  Hoose,  a  change  in 
its  name  haying  been  made  and  the  principal  part  of  the 
original  objects  of  the  measnre  having  been  dropped  ont 
of  it.    The  measnre,  as  it  stood,  was  nakedly  for  abolish- 
iog  the  only  law  in  Scotland  directed  against  death -bed 
bsqnests. — Mr.  Brace  opposed  the  motion. — Mr.  Kinnaird 
ssked  where  the  Lord  Adrocate  was.    The  Act  it  was  now 
proposed  to  suspend  was  the  only  Scotch  meaenru  passed 
this  session,  and  it  had  been  smuggled  throogh  at  late 
honn.— Mr.  Newdegate  said  no  hint  had  been  given  to  the 
Committee  on  Monastio  and  ConrentDal  Institations  that  it 
wss  intended  to  repeal  the  existing  law,  as  had  been  done 
this  session.     He  supported  the  motion. — Mr.  McLaren 
complained  bitterly  of  the  mode  in  which  Scotoh  business 
is  conducted. — Mr.  Gladstcme  did  not  deny  that  Scotland 
might  complain  of  the  few  meaanree  soldy  relating  to  that 
couBtry  which  had  been  dealt  with  daring  the  present 
session. — Iiord  Elcho    said   the  bill  complained  of  had 
abolished  the  only  law  of  mortmain  existing  in  Sootland, 
and,  in  a  guise  which  had  preveated  it  from  being  reoog- 
niud,  had  passed  the  House  in  the  early  hours  of  the 
moroing.     It  was  a  new  thing  to  find  such  continual  com- 
plaints aboafe  the  machinery  of  Parliament.    They  did  net 
occur  when  Lord  Palmerston  was  leader  of  the  House; 
nor  did  they  hear  such  complaints  from  the  right  hon. 
gentleman  who  sat  opposite  the  Prime  Minister.  Maofainery 
required  a  careful  man  to  look  after  it,  to  see  that  it  was 
well  oiled  and  grit  kept  out  of  the  wheels.  —Mr.  Card  well 
trusted  the  noble  lord  would  next  year  so  far  assist  the 
working  of  the  Parliamentary  maomoe  as  to  prerent  any 
grit  getting  into  the  wheels. — Mr.  Henley  said  everything 
that  was  non-politioal  had  this  session  been  shored  off  till 
sn  hour  in  the  morning  when  it  eoold  neither  be  properly 
diBooised  or  even  reported.    The  people  of  Scotland  would 
naturally  wish  to  know  why  this  bill  was  shored  through 
in  this  way.     He  was  not  good  at  a  guess,  but  the  people 
of  Scotland  would,  no  doubt,  Snd  it  ont.     People  did  not 
generally  ran  their  heads  against  brick  walls  unless  there 
was  a  reason  for  it. — Mr.  Parker  said  the  bill  was  only  a 
portion  of  a  general  scheme  which  was  duly  notified  to 
those  members  who  took  the  trouble  to  read  the  order 
paper  from  day  to  day. — Mr.  MoLagan  recommended  his 
bon.  friend  not  to  dinde  Uie  House,  but  to  endeavour  next 
session  to  get  Parliament  to  re-consider  the  question. — 
Mr.  Anderson  believed  the  bill  was  a  good  one,  and  would 
be  seaerally  recognised  as  such  by  the  pet^le  of  Scotland. 
—The  motion  was  negatived. 

The  Phetnix  Fork  Affray. — The  Marquis  of  Hartington 
stated  that  the  Qovemment  intended  to  issue  a  Uommission 
to  inquire  into  the  conduct  of  the  police  on  the  6th  of 
August  as  soon  as  such  a  commission  could  be  held  without 
pngndioinf;  any  legal  proceedings. 

Augnst  19 — Vaccination  Act  (1897)  Amtmlmtnt  Bill.— 
The  Honse,  on  the  motion  of  Tlix.  Forster,  agreed  to  the 
Lords'  Amendment,  as  disagreement  would,  at  this  period 
If  the  session,  have  caused  the  loss  of  the  bfll. 

Augnst  31. — Tkt  RofHMl  Warrant.— Ut.  Cardwell  read  a 
etter  from  Sir  Roundeil  Palmer  in  which  he  stated  he  had 
lever  expressed  himself  to  any  one  in  private  or  in  public 
m  the  snbjeot  of  the  Army  Bill  or  the  Boyal  Warraut  in  a 
nanner  difierent  from  that  in  which  he  had  spoken  to  him- 
M  (Mr.  Cardwell)  or  so  as  in  any  way  tu  account  for  the 
ntroduction  of  his  name  into  Tuesday's  debate.  He  al- 
rays  thought  and  said  the  issuing  of  auch  a  warrant  was 
rithin  the  undoubted  power  of  the  Crown,  and  considered 
t  would  hare  been  the  preferable  course  if,  subject  to  the 
eose  of  Parliament  as  to  compensation  being  ascertained, 
i  had  been  olearly  understood  from  the  begfinning  that 
lie  form  of  procedure  would  be  that  which  was  eventually 
dopted.  Ue  considered  it  a  matter  of  regret  that,  however 
}nstitntJonal  the  oonrse,  it  should  appear  to  arise  from  an 
dverse  vote  of  the  House  of  Lords.  He  concluded,  how 
rer,  by  saying  that  it  appeared  to  him  that  the  course 
bich  the  Government  took  (after  what  he  must  always 
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consider  the  ill-advised  resolution  of  the  Honse  of  Lords) 
was' the  least  objectionable  coarse  that  could  be  taken 
under  the  whole  oiroamstanoes  of  the  owe. 


OBITUAST. 

MR.  W.  J.  BOULTON. 
Ml.  William  James  Boulton,  solicitor  (firm,  Boolton  t 
Sons),  of  Northampton-square,  ClerkenweU,  expired  at  hi» 
residence  in  Montague-street  on  the  I6th  of  August,  in  his 
72nd  year.    At  an  early  age  Mr.  Boulton  was  articled  to  the 
late  Mr.  Geoi;ge  Selby,  solicitor,  of  St.  John's-street,  Cler- 
kenwell,  who  for  many  years  filled  the  office  of  vestry  clerk 
and  solicitor  to  the  Board  of  Goardians  of  that  pariah.    Mr. 
Boulton  was  admitted  an  attorney  in  1821,  and  on  Mr. 
Selby 's  resignation,  he  was  appointed  to  smcceed  that  gen- 
tleman in  the  several  parochial  offices  held  by  him.     On  the 
passing  of  the  Metropolis  Local  Management  Act,  in  1836, 
I  Mr.  Boolton  was  appointed  legal  adviser  to  the  restry  of 
,  ClerkenweU,  which  office  he  held  at  the  time  of  his  death. 
Three  of  Mr.  Bonlton's  sons  were  in  partnership  with  him. 


;  S0CIETIB8  AND  INSTITUTIONS. 

I  SOCI.\L  SCIENCE  CONGRESS. 

I      The  first  preliminary  prospectus    of  the    forthcoming 
annual  meeting  of  the  Social  Science  Association,  to  be  held 
'  at  Leeds,  firom  the  4th  to  the  lltb  of  October  next,  has  just 
been  issued.      The  Congreas  will  be  presided  over  by  the 
'  Right  Hon.  Sir  J.  Pakington,  Bart.,  M.P.     The  Depart- 
'  ments  are  four  in  number — via.,  I.  Jurisprudence  ;  II.  Edu- 
'  cation ;  m.  Health:  and  IV.  Economy  and  Trade ;    and 
I  the  officers  appointed  to  preside  over  them  and  the  special 
;  questions  for  discussion,  are  as  follows : 
I      JtmisPRtroBNCB.— President,  W.  Vernon  Haroourt,  Q.C., 
;  M.P. :  1.  What  steps  ought  to  be  taken  to  establish  a  better 
;  system  of  legal  education  !    2.  What  is  the  best  constitu- 
'  tion  of  locsl  courts,  and  what  should  be  their  jurisdiction  f 
'  3.  What  alterations  are  expedient  in  the  laws  relating  to 
the  devolution  and  transfer  of  land  t    Repression  of  Crime 
Section  :    Chairman,  the  Right  Hon.  I^rd  Teignmouth. 
I  1 .  How  far  ought  the  cellulu-  system  of  imprisMunent  to- 
be  adopted,  and  how  {ax  does  it  necessarily  mterfeie  with 
I  prodnctive   labour  F     2.    By   what  principles   ought   the 
'  amount  of  pimishment,  other  than  capital,  to  be  re^ilated  f- 
3.  By  what  measures  may  the  trading  in  stolen  property, 
;  whetiier  by  purchasing  it  or  receiving  it  in  pledge,  be  most 
'  effectually  prevented  ? 

I  Educahon.— President,  Edw.  Baines,  M.P.  1.  What 
are  the  special  requirements  for  the  improvement  of  the 
I  education  of  girls  P  2.  How  may  tiie  education  of  neglected 
children  be  best  provided  for  ?  The  question  to  be  con- 
sidered imder  the  divisions : — (a.)  Industrial  schools  and 
their  relation  to  the  school  boards,  (b.)  In  what  form,  if 
any,  may  compulsion  be  best  applied  P  3.  What  are  the  ad- 
vantages and  disadvantages  of  lat^  as  compared  with  small 
schools  P 

Hbalth.— President,  Geor^  Gk)dwin,  F.B.S.  I.  What 
are  the  best  and  most  economical  methods  of  removing  and 
utilising  the  sewage  of  large  towns  ?  2.  What  are  the  best 
menns  of  securing  the  sanitary  improvement  of  human 
habitations  P  3.  What  are  the  best  means  of  promoting  the 
health  of  operatires  in  &ctories  and  workshops  P 

EcoKOicT  AMD  TaADK. — President,  WiUiun  Newmarch, 
F.R.S.  1 .  What  amendments  are  needed  in  the  existing 
laws  for  the  licensing  of  houses  for  the  rale  of  intoxicating 
liquors  P  2.  What  principles  ought  to  regulate  the  asses- 
ment  and  administration  cf  local  taxation  P  3.  Is  it  desire- 
able  that  the  State  or  Municipality  should  assist  in  provi- 
ding improved  dwellings  for  the  lower  classes  ;  and,  if  so, 
to  what  extent,  and  in  what  way  ? 

The  reading  and  discussion  of  papers  on  tiie  above  ques- 
tions will  occupy  three  days  of  the  Congress,  and  two  days 
will  be  taken  np  with  the  consideration  of  voluntary  papers 
on  subjects  other  than  the  above,  coining  within  the  scope 
of  the  Departments.  The  inaugural  address  will  be 
delivered  on  the  evening  of  the  first  day,  and  the  addresses 
from  the  President  of  the  Council  and  the  President  of  the 
Departments,  one  on  each  successive  morning.  The  arrange- 
ments for  the  Congresa  are  progressing  satisfactorily,  and 
it  is  hoped  that  the  meeting  will  be  a  highly  successful  one. 
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A  SHORT  LES50N  FOR  TRADES'  UNIONS. 

Cheetbam's  exclamation,  "  Ob,  if  ever  you  workmen  get 
power,  God  help  tbe  world,"  baa  been  verified  by  a  case 
wbich  recently  came  before  tbe  snpremo  jadicial  court  of 
Haasacbnsetts  for  decision. 

Tbe  facta  of  tbe  case  were,  that  Carew,  the  plaintiff,  a 
free-stone  cutter  of  SouthBoston.bad  large  contracts  to  supply 
cut  stone.  Fearing  that  he  might  otherwise  fail  to  fmfil 
his  obligations,  he  sent  some  of  the  stone  to  be  cat  in  New 
York,  lias  proceeding  infringed  upon  tbe  rules  of  the 
"  •Jonmeymen  Free-stone  Cuttsrs'  Associatioo,"  and, 
altbongh  Carew  was  not  a  member,  and  in  no  way  bound 
by  its  laws,  it  was  determined  to  bold  him  amenable  to 
them.  Accordingly  the  association  imposed  a  fine  of  fire 
hundred  dollars.  He  refused  to  pay.  Immediately  the 
association  commanded  bis  workmen  to  leave  him,  which 
they  did,  until,  reduced  to  the  altematiTes  of  payingthe  floe 
or  miling  to  meet  bis  contracts,  he  chose  the  former. 

Having  filled  his  contracts,  he  brought  an  action  against 
the  association  to  recover,  not  only  the  five  hundred  dollars 
which  he  had  paid,  but  also  the  damages  he  bad  sustained 
by  reason  of  the  "  strike."  Tbe  superior  court  nonsuited 
him  at  tiie  trial,  but,  on  appeal,  the  supreme  jadicial  court 
reversed  the  decision  of  tbe  court  below,  holding  that  the 
money  had  been  extorted  by  an  illwal  oonspitaoy,  and  that 
the  association  was  liable  both  for  the  money  paid  and  the 
loss  occasioned. 

This  case  may  prove  useful,  not  as  establishmg  anv  new 
principle  of  law,  but  as  illostrating  a  principle  already 
established  but  not  always  understood — vu.,  that  combina- 
tions of  all  kinds  to  interfere  with  trade  are  illegal.  It  has 
been  settled,  time  out  of  mind,  that  the  law  will  not  permit 
any  one  to  restrain  a  person  from  doing  what  his  own  interest 
and  the  public  welfare  require  that  he  should  do,  much  less 
will  it  permit  a  number  of  persons  to  combine  with  a  view 
to  the  same  end.  In  fact,  it  has  been  frequently 
held  to  be  criminal  for  persons  to  conspire  to  do  some  acts 
which,  if  done  by  a  single  individual,  would  be  innocent. 
For  instance,  it  u  lawful  for  a  man  to  refuse  to  work  for 
lesa  than  a  certain  price,  but  combinations  of  workmen  to 
enhance  tbe  price  of  labour  or  to  coerce  other  workmen 
have  been  time  and  again  held  to  be  indictable  offences  :  3 
Chitty's  Cr.  Law,  1163  ;   People  v.  Fisher  (U  Wend.  9). 

Tlus  judgment  of  the  Hasaaohusetts  court  does  not  inter- 
fere  with  the  trades'  unions  so  &r  as  they  confine  themselves 
to  legitimate  objects ;  nor  does  it  abridge  the  right  which 
every  man  has  to  control  his  own  labour  either  as  to  price 
or  hours.  Its  meaning  and  force  is,  that  trades'  unions,  or 
any  other  combinations  of  men,  cannot  conspire  or  atteinpt 
to  control  the  actions  of  others,  nor  subject  them  to  tbe  will 
or  rules  of  their  confederation.  Although  this  case  did  not 
call  for  a  decision  of  the  qnestioD,  one  would  not  hare  to 
look  very  far  for  authorities  to  prove  that  all  "  strikes," 
gotten  up  by  these  unions  for  tbe  purpose  of  in- 
creasing wages,  are  criminal  offences, _  and  subject  tbe 
"strikers"  to  indictment.  See  Hex.  r,  Bylurdike 
(1  M.  &  Rob.  179;  Archibald's  Cr.  PI.  507;  Com- 
momeealth  y.  Curlith,  Brightley'i  Rep.  40 ;  CommoH- 
wtalih  V.  Bunt,  4  Met  111  ;  PtapU  v.  FUher,  14  Wend.  9). 
It  will  go  far  towards  solving  the  so-sailed  "  great  problem 
of  labour  and  capital,"  if  the  working  men  wall  come  to 
understand  tbe  relative  rights  of  labour  and  capitaL  Let 
them  know  practically,  as  well  as  theoretically,  that  any 
attempt  on  their  part  to  subject  others,  whether  working 
men  or  employers,  to  their  confederation,  will  entail  open 
them  the  legal  penalties  attached  to  such  an  offence,  and  the 
result  will  oe  greatly  beneficial  to  them,  as  well  as  to  the 
public. — Albany  Law  Journal. 


IKDIAN   GOVEENMEKT  SECCEmES. 


Mr.  Edward  Piatt,  of  tbe  Western  Circuit,  has  been  re- 
appointed Revising  Barrister  for  tbe  county  of  Dorset  and 
Irarough  of  Warebam. 


PUBLIC  OOKPANIES. 


OOTEBNmNT  FDNDS. 


3  per  Cent.  Consols,  93| 
Ditto  for  Aoooanl,  Sspt.  I,  )8| 
3  per  Cent.  Rednoed  93} 
Nenr  3  per  Cent.,  93} 
bo.  81  percent.,  Jan. '!<« 
Do.  2( percent.,  Jan.  '94 
Do.  (  per  Cent.,  Jan. '73 
Anuuittes,  J  an.  '80  — 


I  Annnitlei,  April,  *SS 
Do.  ( Bad  Sea  T. )  Aug.  1 9i>» 
Bx  Bills, £1000,  —  per  Ct.  12  p  m 
I  Ditto,  £900,  Do  —  12  p  m 

Dltto,£iaO  A  £300,  —  12  p  m 
I  Bank  of  Bnglaad  StooK,  4i  per 

ct.  (last  hair-yeHr)  34S 
i  Ditto  for  Acooani, 


India  Stk.,  IOipCt.Apr.'74,3(iG 

nittnfor  Aecoont 
I  >i  t  to  t  per  Cent.^laiy.'SO  113) 
iMtto  for  Aoooant. — 
l>itio4perCa:it.,  Dot. '88  106 
'  >it  to, ditto, Certlfieates, — 
Uiuo  8nracedPpr.,4perCent.94| 


lDd.EnrPr.,S  rC.,Jta.'ii  i ' 
Ditto,  Bi  per  Ccat.,mj,'Tsi', 
Ditto   D«Mntam,  mr  bn.. 

AprU,'6i- 
Do.  Do  ,5  perC«ot.,a|.':i:.i 
Do.  Bonds,  4  per  Ct.,  ilOH  J) )  1. 
Ditto,  ditto, andwilOM. »;: 


BAILWAT  BTOOK. 


Kail  ways. 


iPiid. 
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Stock 
Stock; 
Stock! 
Sl(«k 
Stook 
stock 
Stock 
stuck 
Stock 
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Stook 
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Stock 
Stuck 
Slock 
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Stock 
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Bristol  and  Exeter »...»  loo 

Caledonian too 

Glasgow  and  goath- Western  ...............I  im 


Qrsat  Eastern  Ordinary  Stook 
Do.tKast  Anglian  Stock,  Ko.  t 

Qreat  Norttiern    > 

Do.,AS(ook>    -.~.. 

Qrsat  Southern  and  Western  of  Irslaod 

Oraat  Western— Original ............... 

r<aneashire  and  Yorkahire  .._-.>._. 

Iiondon,  Brigliton,  and  South  Coast. 

LoBilon,OhathBm,  and  Dover.......... 

London  and  North-Western 

I/indon  and  South- Western    ......._. 

tIauchester,Slieffleld,and  Lincoln.... 

UetropoUtan 

Midland  

Do.,  Birmingham  and  Derby    ..._. 

North  BritUb    .^..,. 

North  London  

North  StaOordshire „. 

South  Devon  ...„ 

Sootti-Bastsni „ „ 
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*  A  reoelvss  no  dividand  ontU  6  per  seat,  has  bsn  vMrnV 
MONBT  HA>XBT  AND  CtTT  IllTBlUeBICI. 

The  tendency  of  the  marketa  for  the  last  {nrdq? 'i' 
b'  on  towards  dullneas.  Consols  hsre  sdtvsd  sC^-; 
dine.  Most  classes  of  foreign  stocks  haTssymptttiRi^ 
the  tone  of  flatness.  Railways  have,  in  many  oaM,iii{l^< 
needed,  owuig  probably  to  the  high  quotstioalni: 
t'tnpted  realisations  on  the  part  of  speculativt  ofoitK. 
The  annooncement  of  the  Gtreat  Western  Diridod  i  <: 
per  cent. ,  as  againsf  3}  for  the  coiresponding  period  d  Ik 
year,  tends  to  keep  this  stock  firm  at  the  highest  qmititis. 
The  rate  for  money  continues  the  same. 


BWTBI.  MASHIASU.  AMD  DSATSI. 

BlfiTHSa 

BUTLIK— On  Aug.  19,  at  43,  Qlonoester-taatos,  Hj^ti^- 
the  wife  of  Spmcar  Perceval  Butler,  Esq.,  bairi**^-"' 
of  a  daughter.  ^ 

Mossop— On  Aug.  18,  at  Oakley  Lodge,  Chslsea.ftem'" 
Mr.  Charles  Mossop,  solicitor,  I,  IraomoagsrJue,  Citf.e ' 
son.  ,, 

dTBFKiN— On  July  20,  at  Simla,  in  the  Punjab,  thsM  a* 
F.  Stephen,  Esq.,  Q.C.,  24,  Comwaa-nMeBa,s(i<ae»' 

Takn»B— On  Ang.  18,  at  12,  Albert-road,  St.  Jeha's-roi* 
wifis  of  A.  R.  Tanner,  Esq.,  soUdtcr,  of  a  daa^,  » 
bom. 

MABIUAGES. 

Ain)«B80N— Upwakd— On  Aug.  14,  at  the  pariih  dun*  > 
deborgh,  James  Anderson,  Q.C.,  of 'the  ]IidikTeai(k,'' 
Mhm»,  daughter  pf  Oeom  Upward,  Baq.,  of  BJscbaii. 

Lloti>— LiOKTBODT— On  ThuisdayLAug.  17,  i« «'»««'' 
of  8U  Lawranoe,  Ludlow,  Robt.  Wm.  Uoji  »to»t> ', 
Elixa  Harriet,  eldest  daughter  of  Robert  U^iOoi;,  E^-'- 
Ludlow.  ^  __j 

Wilson— Hamisow— On  Wednesday,  Aag.  16,  tt  1>«  J«* 
churoh.  Bast  Ham,  Easmc,Charlea  BsBtaoe  WilaB, «( »a^ 
baU-stnet,  London,  and  West  Ham,  Ensz,  aoliatDC,  to Bn« 
Elisabeth,  second  daughta:  of  ths  lata  VniliaBB««<* 
Greta  Bridge,  Bokeby,  Torkahira.  ^^ 

Wabkbn— BiAtmoNT— On  Aug.  28,  at  St.  Thoniss ,  3}«7*: 
bone,  Samuel  Warren,  Q.C.,  to  Louisa,  second  ias"^  * 
Edward  Blackett  Beaumont,  Esq.  ^^^ 

YoVNO— Taylsk— On  Aug.  22,  at  the  parish  dnur*,  w"* 
by  the  Rev.  Thomas  Harvey,  the  rwstor,  T.  P»II'*"?2 
LL.B.,  B.A.,  of  1,  Beaufort-gaidens,  Lewishim  HijH* 
and  29,  Mark-lane,  to  Marion  Eliaabath  (MiBBt).'^ 
daughter  of  Caleb  Tayler,  E»q.,  M.D.,  of  lismskw* 
andMaplstreuse,  Cowden,  Kent  No  eaids. 
DEATHS. 

Gii«viLi.>— On  Saturday,  Aug.  19,  of  ^x^toy,  ?«>»•«•■ 
venor  Gheville,  aoUdtor,  of  9,  C( 


.      C:.M[.dSL 

Hunt— On  Aug.  18,  at  Yarmouth,  Isle  of  WiAi,  *J^\ 
fever,  Nugent  Hunt,  Esq.,  barriattr,  of  the  ta*  '«'^ 
aged  31. 
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UIDOI  GAZITm. 
Wiadinc-ap  of  Joint  Stack  Oompuiw. 

FaiDAT.ADg.  18, 1871. 

LUUTIO  IM  Cbamcmt. 
ioB  'tadioK  Cooptsy  (Limitad).— PetiOon  (or  windinc  ap,  pro- 
ined  ivij  tl,  dliMtM  to  Iw  heard  twfor*  Vice  Chancellor  Uuiai  oa 
le  lint  petltton  day  In  Nor.     Haroonrt  ft  llacuthar,  MoorRata-it, 
lUdun  for  the  patiikmor. 

>  LiiMed  ud  Camponnd  Feeding  Cake  Oompanjr  (Limitad).— PMi- 
» for  vindlni  ap,  praeented  Ans  2,  directed  to  be  heard  before  the 
•Mr  of  tlM  KoUi  oa  Satordagr,  Nor  4.  Haroowt  &  Uaearthar, 
wrgate-it,  ioUciton  for  the  petitlooer. 

COUMTT  FAUTin  or  La*caru. 
FaniAT,  4ng.  18,  18il. 
ipod  WarehonM  Company  (Limited).— Petition  for  winding  np, 
ewited  Anc  U,  directed  to  be  heaid  before  the  Vice  OhaneaUor* 
the  Palaea  Hotel,  Boxton,  on  Mondajr,  Aag  W  at  I.    Oeana,  l4NWl, 
tidtor  fiir  the  petltkner. 

TiimSij  SooUtias  DiMolTad. 

FUDAT,  Ang.  18,  I8T1. 
nim  Beneflt  Society,  Craren  Amu,  ManhaU-at.  Oolden-aq.  Ang  IS 
rillTa  Melhadbt  Bantflt  Sodetjr,  PrUnttiTe  Mathodiat  Ohapal,  Oilae, 
nti.  Angle 

Onditan  vndar  Eftataa  in  Chaneery. 

La$t  Day  of  Proof. 
FuVAT,  Ang  18, 1871. 
nriiod,  Bicbd,  Thoneyholina,  York.    Oot  10.    Hailam  «  Siitwood, 
CWIekau.   Ctaaka,  Bnmloy 

(t,  John,  ManntOB,  QloDceetar,  Farmer.    Oct  30.    Caatlo  v  GUlatt, 
C.  MaUaa.    Kendall  fe  Boo,  Bonrton-on-tbe- Water 
Itr,  Tboa,  Hlnckiey,  Leiceeter,  StocUog  HanolkotnTar.    Oct  10. 
aMld  t  WUeman,  V.O.  WIekena.    Pilgrim  ft  Preatoo,  Hinckley 
h.  SenJ  Beatley,  Brafflham  Collage,  Yorli,  Doctor  of  Lam.    Oct  10 . 
ilgb  e  BaMi,  V.O.  Wiekana.    Boppe,  Leeda 
Tm,  KyaU.  Worce         "  -       - 

Mek,  ^rrtet,  I^monton.    Oot  3.    Bannliter  «  Leathvick,  V.C. 


u^m,  IfeyaU.  Worcaatar,  Gant.    Oct  lO.    Howahip  «  Hemna, 


I  Fozabora 


ctaaa.    Tesng  ft  Co.  Fredertck'a-pl,  Old  Jewry 
lnaan,JoMph,FDntafraot,Tork,  Oant.    Oct  I.    PaTer  «  Xamlia- 
.  lUt.  ColaBHUi  ft  Sangater,  PoDtafkaet 

NUT  uw  ElM. 

IT,  Oaa,  Wlckham  Skeith,  Snflblk,  Farmer,  Jan  9.  Parker  «  Paga, 
XBicott. 

TsiaoAi,  A.ng  M,  1871. 
!r,  Chu  jao,  Winobaatar,  flaata,  Flax  Manafaotnrer.    Oct  1. 
UtrTWamar,  V.C.  Wickans.    Warner,  Winoheater 

Onlitan  imd«r  SS  ft  88  Tiot  cap.  85. 
Ia$t  Itoy  of  Claim. 
FnoAT.AaglS,  1(71. 
>y,  Wm  Brockbank  (and  not  Allanbay  aa  In  Gaaettae  of  Ang  1), 
«l.  OctJ7.    Whitakar,  Lancaater-pi,  Sttand 
I)  Amelia,  Leamington,  Warwick,  Splnater.    Sept  U.    Blozham 
on,  Blim 

,  UatlcM  GladblU,   Paymaster  B.K.     Sept   U.     HUdreth  ft 
limey,  Narfolk<«t,  Strand 
«,  Bobt,  Shaffleld,  Cabinet  Maker.    Sept  %9.    Smith  ft  Hoick, 

mid 

ity,  Wm,  Honeley  Heath,  Tipton,  Stafford,  HUige  Kaanfketnrer. 

9.   Brown,  Hcraelay  Haath,  Tipton 

ak,  Hy,  Bidmimid,   Tork,    watehmakar.     Oct   IS.    Hooton, 

uaond 

T.  Hndaoo,  Keewick,  Norfolk,  E«q.    Oct ».    Cooper,  Norwich 

lul  Jai,  Bedford-row,  Em.    Oct  10.    OoUyer  ft  Co,  Badford-row 

tie,  Robt  Harebartow,  llaccieafleld,  Cheahlie, Brawar.    8ept}9. 

ainatar  ft  Ook  Ilaoeleefleld 

Wm,  Lpool,  Hotel  Keeper.    Sept  18.    Morecroft,  Lpool 

Id,  John,  Soffolk-pl,  Paxtoo-rd.  Cbiswick,  Odrpenter.    Sept  18. 

nr  ft  Co,  St  PaalVchnrehyard 

«o,  Saaaaaah,   QIamford  Briggi,  Lincoln,  Widow.     Sept  S9. 

cr  ft  Wataon,  Wlrt>ech 

■haw,  Bobt,  Macdertald,  Chaahire,  Tanner.     Oct  3.     Hand, 


r,Wm  P•g^  Weatbonine  Villa,  Finchley-rd,  Baq.  Oct  1.  JOhnaoo 
Mtei,  Soothampton-bldga,  Chanaary.lana 
Thoa,Spad«ly,  Salop,  Farmer.    Sept  20.    Hardwiek,  Bridgnorth 
er,  Alex,  Weaibnm,  Aberdeen,  Scotland,  Eaq.    Sept  SO.    Kdall, 
K,  Chaapalde 

n.  Both,  Horsham,  Snaaex.    Oct  1.    Haycook,  College-hill 
Mr,  Bilao  (and    not  FUchener,  as  in   Gasatte  of  Ang   11), 
aener.  Widow.    Sept  II.    Johnson  ft  Raper,  Chichester 
,  Thoe,  Dnrtuun-on-ihe-hill,  Cheshire,  Yeoman.  Sept  7.  TllAita, 
ier 

TuiaDAT,  Aug.  M,  1871. 
EUi,  Brighton,  Snsaex,  Widow.    Oct  9.    Yoang,  Hastings 
non,  Bar  Thoa  Fremanx,  Badger,  Salop.    Oct  a.    NewiU 
wo,  Aldarahot  Wharf,  Hanta,  Owl  Herchant.  Sept  26.  Bayle;, 
ihot 

r.  Tasting  Johnson,  SheAeld,  Collector.    Dec  I.    Newbonld  ft 
■.ShefltoM 

I  Wm,  Sew  Radford,  Nottingham.  Oent.    Oct  28.    Burton  ft 
Nottingham 

'.  Hden,  Sllarhy,  Tork,  Widow.    Oct  I.    Watson  ft  Son,  Hull 
Isabella,  Princea-sq,  Bayswater,  Widow.     Oct  10.     Oregaon, 
■■ct,  niramiorton  at 

Arthor  Jas,  Garthmyl,  Mentgomeiy,  Judge  of  (3oanty  Courts. 
»•    Teapla.  UandysUio,  Oawestry 
^^aa,  Portland-ter,  Kcgeni's-pk.  Eaq.    Oct  IS.    Deshorongh  ft 


is:^ 


pi  South 


Eleanor,  HolrwaU,  Northombarland,  Widow.   Oct  7.    Fanwlck 

ft  Pbillipa,  TTaTTfaatln  on  Tynn 
BoUnson,  Fjlwd.WolTarfaamptan,  Stafford,  Opthdan.     Sept  SO.     Pin- 

ehaid  ft  Shelton,  Wolrerhampton 
Salter,  Joaeph,  Cheetham,  Uanch,  Gent.    Sept  99.    Sale  ft  Co,  Uanoh 
Wllllaaia,  John  Sketchley,  Loiells-td,nrBirm,  Gent.     Sept  M.    <Wil. 

Hanw,  Blrni 
Winter,  Hy,  Uteborch,  Darby,  Oent.    Oct  8.    Sale,  Derby 

flantrupti. 

FansT,  Ang.  18,  1871. 

Under  the  Bankruptcy  Act,  1869. 

::reditara  most  forward  their  prooft  of  debts  to  the  Begistrar. 

To  Snrrandar  in  London. 

Oolooek.  Wra  By,  ft  John  Ck>lcock,  Cheapside,  Bafreshment  Booms- 

Prsprietor*.    Pet  Ang  16.    Fapys.    Ang  80  at  1 1 
OanMi,  Thoa,  Hlgh-st,  Upper  Homarton,  Stonemaaon.   Pet  Aug  is. 

Papya.    Ang  SO  at  II 
Crowle, Leonard  Geo,  ()oaen's-rd,Hammarsinlth,C!cmmaroiaiTraTaller. 

Pet  Aag  11.    HazUtt.    Oct  Sat  II 
Haidan,  Chas,  Camberwell  New-road,  no  ooonpatlon.     Pat  July  7. 

Morray.    Ang  SO  at  12 
Bowbotbam.  Bichd,  Wanataad,  Emz,  Qmxt.     Pet  Ang  17.     Fepys. 

Ang  SO  at  II 
Wabb,  Bloomfleld  Peter,  Marchmont-st,  Bnssall-sq,  Ghaaaemonger.    Pat 

AnglS.    Papys.    Ang  ]9  at  II 
Wood,  Jaa,  Fkrringdon-rd,  Type  Founder.     Pet  Jnly  20.     Papya.    Oct 

4  at  II 

To  Snrrender  In  the  Country. 
Barratt,  John,  (Aepatow,  Uonmouth,  Innlceaper.  Pat  Ang  II.    Bobarts. 

Newport,  Ang  29  at  I 
Oampoall,  John  Archibald,  Plymoath,  Deron,  Lieut  Boyal  ArtiUaiy. 

Pat  Ang  14.    Pesrca.    East  Stooehoose,  Aug  SD  at  1 1 
0>ley,  Thoa  Wm  By,  Cradlay  Haath,  Stafford,  Chain  Uannlactorer.  Fat 

Ang  S.    Walkar.    Dudley,  Ang  29  at  12. 
Foot,  Ohaa,  Hertford,  Oncer.    Pet  Ang  16.     Spenoe.    Hertford,  Aug 

SI  at  II 
Holdforth,  Staphan,  Ilklay.  Tork,  Gent   Pal  Ang  It.  UanhaU.  I.aads, 

SaptSOatll 
Lanes,  Cha<,  Blackburn,  Tjncashire,  Grooer.     Fat  Aug  14.     Bolton. 

Blaokbnm,  Ang  29  at  1 1 
Mlllett.  Thos,  Bristol,  ont  of  busUieu.   Pet  Ang  14.    Barley.    Bristol, 

Sept  I  at  12 
Owen,  John  Bichd,  Lpool,  Corafoctor.    Pat  Ang  IS.    Wataon.     Lpool, 

Ang  29  at  2 
Sheldrake,  Flredk,  Thorrlngton,  Essex,  Farmer.    Fat  Ang  10.    Barnes. 

(Mcheater,  Sept  IS  at  II 
TImma,  Bichd,  stratfiird.npoo-ATon,  Warwick,  Farmer.    Pat  Aag  14. 

Campbell.    Warwiek,  Aag29at  II 
Underwood,  John,  Goaharton,  Lincoln,  Haeblaaman.     Pat  Aug  9. 

Oaehea.    Patarborongh,  Ang  26  at  2 
Watson,  Obaa  Stuart,  Birkenhead,  Cheshire,  Brawar.  Fat  Ang  I*.  Payna. 

nifknnlioatl.  Aug  si  at  10 
Williams,  Isaac,  Baglan,  Uonmonth,  Saddler.     Pat  Ang  14.     Bobatta. 

Hewpot,  Aug  29  at  1 

TmasAT,  Ang.  22,  IS71. 

Under  the  Bajikruptcy  Act,  1869. 

Cmditoia  most  fbrward  thair  prooft  of  debts  to  tha  Baglainr, 

To  Surrender  In  London. 

DaTia,  Harriet,  Priory  Park-rd,KUbura.   Pat  Aug  18.     Hadltt.  Oct* 

at  12.30 
Palmer,  Hy  Donai,  Chonmeit-rd,  Feckham-rye,  Clerk.     Fat  Ang  17. 

Fepys,    Oct  3  at  II 
Townsend,  8anU  Philip,  oot  of  England.     Fat  Ang  IS.     HasUtt.   Oct 

4  at  12 
WUliaaa,  Wm  Tlioa,  Strand,  Jeweller.     Pet  Ang  18.     Pepji.     Oct  3 

at  12.30 

To  Snrrander  In  the  Oonntry. 
Barker,  Bichd,  Hnddersflald,  York,  Silk  Mercer.     Pat  Ang  19.    Jonaa^ 

jna.    Hnddenfleld,  Sept  4  at  11 
Dean,  Thoa,  Leeds,  Cloth  Mannfactnrer.  Pat  Aug  18.  Marshall.   Leeds, 

Sept  20  at  II 
Fanlkaar,  Levi,  Stockton,  Dnrham,  Contractor.    Pet  Ang  IS.    Crosby. 

Stookton-  on-Taea,  Sapt  4  at  1 1 .30 
Hiley,  Cbaa,  Maneh,  Woollen  Herchant.     Fat  Ang  17.    Kay.    Hancb,. 

Sept  7  at  9.30 
Onions,  Chas  HIU,  Deepflalds,  StaCord,    Ironmaatar.     Pat  Ang  19. 

Walkar.    Dudley,  Sept  2  at  12 
Boberta,  Thos,  UiTes  HIggins,  Hereford,  Farmer.  Pat  Ang  7.  Rgyndds. 

Hereford,  Sept  6  at  2 
Taylor,  Qvo,  Ooldan.gieen,  Kent,  Wheelwright.    Pet  Ang  16.    Allayne. 

Tnnbrldge  Wells,  Sapt  1 3  at  2 

BANKRUPTCIES  ANNULLED. 
Fan>AT,  Aug.  18, 1871. 
Baanrean,  Thoa,  Fresum,  Lancashire,  Baker.    Ang  IS 
Tampeiton,  John,  Leicaster,  Boot  Manuiacturer.    Ang  16 

TvaanAl,  Ang.  22, 1871. 
Huraby,  Wm,  Oowntoo,  Wilts,  Coal  Merobant.    Ang  1 6 
WIddall,  Thoa,  Uttle  BIrchall,  StafToai,  Silk  Mannfoetarer.    Ang  17' 

liquidation  by  Anangamont. 

FIBST  MEEHINGS  OF  CREDITOBS. 

FaiSAT,  Ang.  18,  1871. 

Adams,  Matthew,  Wdrerhampton,  Stafford,  Dealer  In  Bricks.     Ang  29 

at  II,  at  ofBceaof  Ctaswell,  Bilston  st,  WolTerkamptOB 
Banks,  Richd  John,  Waterloo,  Lancashire,  Cigar  Maaufoetanr.    Aug 

28  at  1>,  at  offlca  of  Bfcshardaon  ft  Oa,  Cook  at,  Lpool 
Bamsley,  Bobt,  Smathwlck,  Stafford,  BataU  Brewer.     Sapt  2  at  1 1 ,  at 

ofBces  of  Bkaksspaare,  Church  at,  Oldbury 
Blgnell,  Ohas  Page,  Landport,  Bants,  Pottery  Mannthetniar.     Aug  28 
at  4,  at  ofBcaa  of  King,  Unico  st,  Portaaa 
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Blakg.  Walter  Alf,  Gnuiice  id,  Bensondaejr,  Ink  Mtnabotnier.  Sept  9  m 

a,  at  office*  atatSCmj  &  Hnntley,  TotMjr  at,  SoBthwarii 
Bottomler,  Fred  Wm.  SUnler  it,  Chelaea,  Aaabtant  Faymaatar  R.N. 

Aii(  31  at  1 1 ,  at  olBeea  of  BiicbanaD,  Bannghall  at 
BiOWD.Chaa,  Sheffleld,  Grocer.    Ang  39  at  4,  at  office  of  CIesg>  Shaneld 
Bnck,  Blclid  Oaplaton,  ETerton,  Lpool,  Chemist,    Aug  30  at  t,  at  offlee 

d  GoodBian,  SweetUig  it,  Lpool 
Bnzaard,  Tboa  Hardy,  Leioeatar,  Cbemlat.     Sept  I  at  11,  at  offlca  of 

Haxby,  BelToir  st,  Letceatar 
Ohamban,  ChrlatopberOao,  Northampton,  Tobaceonitt.    Sept  IS  at  II, 

St  offlcea  of  J  efleiy  k  Son,  Nairland,  Northampton 
Chamben.  Wm  Hy,  Exeter,  Jeweller.     AokU  at  II,  at  the  Castle 

Hotel,  Caatle  at,  Exeter.    Fload,  Exeter 
Clark,  Jaa  Norton,  Aaton,  Birm,  Flihmonpr.     Sept  6  at  1 1,  at  offlee  of 

Ladbonr.  Nawball  at,  Birm 
Clarke,  wm  Spencer,  Cannon  it.  Paper  Agent.     Aug  28  at  I,  at  offloe 

of  Roae,  Saliabory  it,  Strand 
Coldicott,  Cbas  Rawlandi,  ft  Joseph  Tomer,  Aaton-Jnxta-Birm,  Water 
OoageandOlan  ilannfactarers.     Aag29at  II,  at  oOoes  of  Free. 
Temple  row,  Birm 
Collier,  John,  Lupos  at,  Flmllco,  UllUner.     Sept  II  at  3.  atoOoeof 

Smith.  Denbigh  at,  Flmllco 
Coombes,  John  Warman,  Tannton,   Somerset,    Brush  Manofkcturer. 

Aag  31  at  IS,  ai  office  of  Trenehaid,  Registry  pi,  Taunton 
Cranness,  Tboe  Hewlett,   Wymondbam,  Norfolk,  Bootmaker.     Aug  M 

at  1 1,  at  offiee  of  Page,  Onlldhall  chamben,  St  Petar  at,  Norwioh 
Daries,  Joaepb,  Wolrerhsmpton,  Staflbtd,  Grocer.     Sept  9  at  IS,  at 

offlcea  of  Barrow,  Queen  st.  Wolferhampton 
Davia,  Jeannette,  Edgware  rd.  Widow.     Sept  a  at  IS,  at  the  anlldhall 

Tarem,  Grcsham  at.    Grayson,  Hunter  et,  Brunswick  sq 
Dawaon,  Sanl  Appleby.  Pendleton.  Lancashire,  Olerk.     S^t  1  at  la.  at 

offlcea  of  Lowndea,  Bridge  st.  Maach 
Duckworth.  Fredk  Jobn,  Brabant  ct,  Fhllpot  lane,  Wine  If erahant. 
Sept  3  at  I,  at  offlees  of  Honey  ft  Co,  King  st,  Cheapside.     Thomaoa 
ftaon.Combill 
Edwarda,  EUeaer,  Birm,  Glass  Manufacturer.     Ang30  at  II,  at  the 

Great  Western  Hotel.  Uoonumth  at.  Birm.    Frae,  Birm 
Erans,  Tbos,  Pontypridd,  Olamomn.Tlmber  Ueiehant.    Aug  SI  at  It, 

at  the  New  Inn  Hotel,  PootyprMd.     Thomas,  Pontypridd 
Gtbaon,  Joehna,  Leeds,  Cloth  Merchant.     Aug  31  at  11,  at  offlcea  of 

Emslair,  East  parade,  Leeds 
Gtorer,  Wm.  Jun.  Stone,  StaBbrd,  Uoenaed  Victualler.    Aug  ai  at  II,  at 

offlees  of  Broogh,  St  Mary'a  pi.  Staflbrd 
Goodman,  John,  Aeklan  rd.  Upper  Weatboome  pk,  Drner.     Aug  tS  at 

a,  at  36,  Qotter  lane.    PInnkett,  Gutter  lane 
Harriaon,  John,  Jan.  Leeds,  Oook.     Sept  1  at  3,  at  ofBoaa  of  Burrell  fc 

Fiekaid,  Albion  st,  Leeds.    Harle 
Haydra,  Wm,  Leominater,  Hereford,  Grocer.     Aug  39  at  la,  at  the 

StarHotel,  roregate  st,  Woroestsr.    Andrews,  Leominster 
Heap,  Edwd,  Honley,  nr  Huddenfleld,  York,  Woollen  Mannhctnrar. 

Aug  as  at  3,  at  offices  of  Shaw,  Bond  st,  Dewsbury 
Holland,  Edwd,  Maneh,  Carrer.     Sept  1  at  1,  at  office*  of  Sampson, 

South  Klut  st,  Manch 
Uopklnson,  Jaa,  Goole,  York,  Machine  Maker.    Aug  16  at  a,  at  the 

Angel  Hotel,  Doncaater.    Hargreares,  Bradford 
HowelL  Geo  FIndlay,  Birm,  ProTislan  Dealer.    Aug  30  at  a,  at  afflcea  of 

Lowe,  Temple  st,  Birm 
Huok,  Hy.  Castleford,  York,  Printer.  Aug  39  at  13,  at  the  Griffin  Hotel. 

Boar  lane,  Leeds 
Jarrls,Kobt,  BaxtonMoor,  Derby,  Grocer.     Aug  31  at  13,  at  offlca  Of 

Applelon.  Bridge  st,  Worksop.    Burdekin  ft  Co.  Sheffleld 
Lane,  SamI,  Luton,  Bedfbrd,  Carpenter.     Sept  i  at  II,  at  offlee  of 

Shepherd,  Park  at.  West  Lnton 
Lloyd,  Nathnl,  ft  John  Chatteris.  Uaneh,  Calico  Printers.    Ang  30  at  4, 

at tSjOeorge  st,  Manch.    Leigh, Manch 
Lncaa,  wm  Edwd,  Leamington  Priora,  Warwick,  Accountant.    Sept  1 

at  3,  at  offlca*  of  Sanderson,  Nortbgate  at,  Warwiek 
'  Mack.  Andraw,  Washington  Stailhs,  Dorham,  Ococer,     Ang  30  at  a,  at 

ofBeea  of  Joel.  Market  st,  Neweastle-npon-Tyne 
MeQoie,  Alex,  Torqnay,  Deron,  Trarelling  Draper.    Aog  31  at  3 ,  at 

offlees  of  Parsons,  Nicholas  st,  Bristol 
Oaiona,  Ctaaa  Hill.  Deepflelds,  Sedgley,  Stafford,  Ironmaster.  Aug  30  at 

3,  at  the  Swan  Hotel,  Wdmrhampton.  Bolton  ft  Co,  Wolrerhampton 
Oiebatd,  Cbaa  Churohles,  Fishponds,  Qlonoestar,  Builder.     Ang  SO  at 

a,  at  oOeee  of  BecUngham,  Albion  chambers.  Broad  st,  Bristol 
Fook,  John  Richd,  St  James's  at.  Pall  mall,  Billiard  Table  Maker.    Aag 

Slata,  at  office  of  Dubois,  Greibam  bidgs,  Baaingball  st.    Maynard. 

Ollflbid'sbm 
Porter.  Geo,  Manch,  Commercial  Trareller.     Aug  SO  at  8.  at  offloes  of 

Duckwortb.  Brown  st,  Manch 
Rowlea,  FnSk,  Chippenham,  Wilts,  Dyer.     Ang  39  at  II,  at  officea  of 

Bartmm,  Northumberland  bidss.  Bath 
Sheldrick,  Fredk,  Whiteomb  st,  Pali  mall,  Eaat,  Shopman.     Aug  39  at 

13.  at  ofBces  of  Ntckerson,  King  William  St.    Geausaent,  New  Broad  st 
Smith,  Danl  Setta,  Bradfbrd.on-ATon,  Wilts,  Licensed  Victualler.     Aug 

39  at  3,  at  offioea  of  Pocock  k  Son,  Union  st,  Bath.    BtarapneU,  Brad- 

fiMd-on-Aron 
Stidman,  John  Hy,  Chippenham  rd,  Harrow  rd. 

of  Uacmullen,  Westbcnme  giore.  Bayswater 
StelUnga,  John,  Horton,  Bradford,  York,  Grocer. 

of  Hutchison,  Pksoadilly  chambers,  Piocadilly, 

Staphens,  Joieph,  Barley,  nr  Leeds,  out  of  business.    Sept  3  at  3,  at 

office  of  Gsrdon,  AIMso  st,  Leeda.    Harle 
Thopus.  Wicj  Jenkina,  Fentre,  nr  Pontypridd,  Oiamorgaa,  Grocer.    Aog 

31  at  4.30,  at  offices  of  Morgan,  High  at,  Cardiff 
TIetlen,  Geo  (otherwise  called  Geo  Tooley),  Uleh  st,  Camden  town,  Coal 

Agent.    Aug  39  at  3,  at  dBcea  of  Holmes,  Eastchaap 
Walker,  Wm,  Btaxbaeld,  Handsworth,  Slafbrd,  Brewer.     Ang  30  at  13, 

as  offlca  of  Harrison,  Edmund  at,  Birm 
Wallia,  John,  Church  st,   Woolwich,  Grocer.     Aug  33  st  8,  st  office  of 

Marahall,  Hatlon  garden 
Ward,  Saml  Broomhead.  Bristol,  Attomey-at-Law.     Aug  39  at  13,  at 

offlees  of  Hancock  ft  Co,  John  it,  Bristol 
Weale,  Wm  Edwd,  Birm,  Coal  Merchant.     Ang  39  st  1 3,  st  the  Queen's 

Hotel,  Birm.    Besee  &  Banrla,  Birm 
Wells,  Geo  Wllilama.  Bromley.  Kent,  Grocer.     Ang  39  at  U,  at  offices 

of  Beed  k  Lorell,  Galldbafi  chambers,  Basioghsll  st 
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Welsh.  Tbos,  Wbltehsran,  Cumberland,  Master  Xartict.    littASt, 

at  offlca  of  Mason,  Duke  st,  Whitehaven 
Weatcott,  Elchd,  Alderahot,  Hanu,  Batcher.     Sept  4  itt,itlkSRl 

Western  Railway  Hotel,  Alderahot. 
Wllea,  Thca,  Tbiiak,  York,  Farmer.    Sept  4  at  4,  at  aBos  dTc, 

Thirak 
Williams,  Hugh  Edwd,  Llanberis,  Camarron,  Qeanynsa.  i^tc 

13,  at  theBoyal  Spoctaman  Hotel,  Caraarron.  Webb,BelMBi,li^ 
WCscn,  Saml,  Tipton,  Stallord,  Oomm  Agent.    Ai(l(lat4,tl*B: 

Darlea,  Hnrsley  heath,  Tipton.    Wanidnttoa,  Dadler 
Worley,  Alf  Wm,  Broadway,  Hammersmith,  OoaehbaiUsr.    Mj  Mc 

3,  at  the  Maaon's  hall  Tarem,  Mason's  arenoe,  Basisghsl  t 

TnaaDAT,  Aug  31,  1311. 
Bebb,  Joseph,  Welehpeal,  Montgomory.  Imkeanr.    9spi>Kli,i: 

offlues  of  Boone  k  Owen,  Serem  at,  Welchpooi 
Bolton,  Ttaoa,  AIneotta,  Lincoln,  Potatoe  Oealar.     Aag  19  st  t,ata 

Soath  Yorkshire  Hotel,  Keadby.    BnideUn  ft  Co,  SbatUd 
Boydon,  Cha^  Bridgford,  Stafford,  Millar.     Aag  31  at  1 1,  at  ate: 

Bowen,  StaObid 
BrattaU,  Morris ,  Botherham .  York,  Printer.    Sept  (  st  ll,«  tfei 

Marsh  ft  Edwards,  Wesucta,  Botherhaa 
Child,  Geo  Jobn,  ft  Jas  Lorimer,  Shipley,  Toet.  Niuiaijiaa.  ia 

at  3,  at  offlcea  of  Taylor  fc  Co,  Fleeadilly,  Bradlud 
Olemaon,  Wm,  Bnnagate,  Kent,  Steam  Laandiy  Froprietsf.  ief  u 

11.  at  Orora  hoase,  Addlngton  st,  Ramagata.    GibsQa,Mvpe 
Clinton,  Lord  Albert  Sydon  Felham,  Snrbiton,  no  tiala.  S^IU, 

at  offloes  of  Bnrnand,  St  James's  st 
Collyer,  Edwd,  Godalmlttg,  Surrey,  Tailor.     Sept  4  at  3,  it  As  Lti 

Arms  Hotel,  Qodalmlsg.    Boker,  Qcdalmln( 
Colpoys,  Margare^  Sarah  Tanleld  Cotpoys.  k  SerapUas  JoiCke 

CarilJa,  Swansea,  Glamorgan,  Fancy  Stationen.    Aag  II  s:  U,t 

offlc«a  of  Smith  fie  Co,  SoiDCrtt  pi.  Swnn*.^  i 
Criddle,  Edwin,  PecerBhfira,    Surrey,    baker.      Sepi  tstt.itofa^ 

Marshall,  Lincoln's  Inn  fielda 
DsTiea.  Cyrus,  Chenioi  st,  Totteoham  ct  rd.  Licensed  Vktisllv.  i^ 

6  at  3,  at  offlcea  of  Routb  &  Stacey,  Oxford  st 
Dobler,  Geo  Wm,  Torquay,  DeTOD,  Hotel  Keeper.    Sept  ItlUt 

of  Tayleur,  tleet  st,  Torquay 
Ellery,  Thas,  jun.   Supleton  rd,  Gloucester,  Builder.    AogStf^g 

offlees  of  Hancuok  &  Co.  John  st.  Bristol.    Benson  k  Bkcsa,  Ml 
German,  Kiclid  Lake,  Whisaonsett,  Norfolk,  Grocer.     SeftliiLs 

the  County  Conrt,  Bedwell  at,  Norwich.     Oases,  Faksntsn 
Griffiths,  Jacob,  Newport,  Moumoatb,  Draper.  Aug  31  atl,at>. 

It,  Bristol 
GunQer,  Uichd,  D'Auinale  Tillaa,  Teddiagton,   Market 

9  at  11,  at  offlcea  of  Cann.  Fenchurch  st 
Hare,  Jaa,  New  Wandsworth,  Surrey,  Licensed  Victaslkr. 

2,  at    the  Guildhall  Colfee  bouse,  King  st,  CbesfsUb 

Wandaworth 
Harvey,  Joshua.  Crister-nextGt  Yarmouth,  Norfolk.  HsyDgriK. 

6  at  r.',  at  office  of  Cutaude,  Kini;  st,  Gt  Yarmouth 
Bolt,  John  Hy,  Salford,  Lancashire,   Paraitun:  Manoftetinc.  !• 

at  12,  at  the  Home  Trade  Association  rooma,  York  st,  JiiaA.  i 

&  Co.  Manch 
Hughes,  Jane,  Bangor,  Carnarvon,  Grocer.      Sept  4  at  11,  ■  4 

Koherts,  High  at,  Bangor 
Jarman.  Thos,  Brynmawr,  Brecon,  Tailor.     Sept  6s:U,Md 

Cox  &Co,  Beaufort  st,  Brynmawr 
Jeremy,  David,  Swanse-n,  Glamorgan,  Weaver.     Aug  !3  si  U,* 

of  Smith  «c  Co,  Somerset  p!,  Swansea 
Kesteven.  Jaa  Elliott,  Rotherham,  York,  Batcher.     Scptl  ail,<l 

of  Shillito,  Weatnate,  Itotberham 
Lewis,  Wm,  Gt  Bridge,  Stafford,  Boot  Dealer.     Sept  i  st  H.ti 

Glover,  Park  st,  Walsall 
Lodce,  Hy,  Dalby  st,  Kentish  Town,  Licensed  Victaaller.    An 

12,  at  office  of  Neale,  Southampton  at,  Bloomabury  iq 
hansyfur^  Geo.  jun,  Landport,  Hauta,  Painter,     .\ug3l  at  ti,Kt 

of  Walker,  Union  at,  Fortaea 
Merritt,  t'ras,  &  Edwd  Antheraon  Merritt,  King^ton-opoD'Hail,  Ol^ 

Aug  29  at  II,  at  145,  Cheapside.    Shacklu,  Lsndof  GnaaOll^ 
New,  Joaeph  John,  Swindon,  Wilta,  Bo  jttseller.      Aogtl  s(ll,a^ 

of  Kinneir  &  Tombs.  Higli  st,  Swindon 
Newion.Wm,  Cowden,  Kent,  Grocer.    Sept  i  at  ll.atlbsn 

Hotel,  Cannon  st.    Stone  3t  Co,  Tonbrid^e  Wells 
Owens,  Jane,  Bangor,  Carnarvon,  Grocer.      Sept  8  at  3,  at  ai 

Foulkes.  York  pi,  Bangor 
Farkea.  John  Alex,  Astwood  Bank,  Worcester,  UacUae  Bstik 

facturer.     Sept  1  at  12,  at  office  of  Harrison,  Cduiana  it,  Bba 
Pearce,  Edmund.  Blshopwearmonth,  Durham,  Grocer.    SsplIcV 

offlee  of  lloll,  Lambton  at,  Sunderland 
Perkins,  Walter,  Varye,  Essex,  Innkeeper.     Sept  1  at  13,  at  its  H 

Uotfl,  Southend.    Peverley,  Ba^inghall  st 
Price,  John  Daviea,  Torquay,  Deroo,  Grocer.    Sept  S  at  K  i 

Harris  &  Co,  Gandy  st  chambers,  Exeter.  Hooper  k  Welka, 
Ryley,  Tboa  Heath,  Market  Drayton,  Salop,  Hotas  Hair  " 

Sept  11  at  3,  at  office  of  Leigh,  Brown  st,  Maneh 
Sconcia,  Giovanni  Angelo,  Cambridge  ter,  Notting  hiH,  GeoL  i^'' 

12,  at  offlcea  of  Chidley,  Old  Jewr>' 
Stephenson,  Wm,  Haiev,  Lincoln,  Machinist.     Sept  I  st  >,  st  As 

deer  Hotel,  Donoaster.    Taylor  k  Newbora.  Epwastk 
Swana.ni,  Wm,  Commercial  .at  East,   Fruit  Saleamaa.  A^l' 

office  of  Salaman,  King  st,  Cheapside 
Taylor,  Geo,  Kendal,  We^itmorelund,  Innkeeper.    SeptI  all^tf  ■ 

of  Arnold  &  Moscr.  Highgatf?,  Kendal 
VlUiers,  Hon  Itobt  Fredk,  Conduit  st,  no  trade.    St^Cstl^'*' 

Davis,  Cork  st,  Burlington  gardens 
Volpe,  Louis,  ICIiyl,  Flint,  Photograptaer.     Sept  II  at  II.  si  w 

Williams,  Bodfor  st,  Rhyl 
Walklngion,  Wm,  Layertborpe,  York,  Butcher.     S^  4  stti' 

Turk's    Head    lun,    Mytongaie,     Eingatan-aMa-HaB.    <M 

York 
Walters,  Kicbd,  High  at.  Stoke  Newington, Grocer.  Aag»Mt» 

Cheapside.    Chorley,  Moorgate  at 
Waltou,  Mary,  Shailtorth,  Durham,  out  of  basiacK    SiP<  '  *  "* 

offlee  of  Ungnall,  jun.  Saddle.' st,  Dortiam 
Woodwtird,  Hy,  ft  Geo  Woodward.  Hanley.  SlaAed, 

at  II,  at  the  Saracen's  Head  Hotel,  Haaley.    WaM, 
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Ti*  OJISe*  of  thit  JouBMAi,  ani  of  th»  Wesklt  Rcpobtbb 
it  now  at  IS,  Cooh't'eourt,  Carey-itrttt,  W.C. 

TA*  Sttiteription  to  the  SouoiTOas'  Joi'bxal  «» — Town,  28i., 
Country  28*.;  with  tht  "Wibklt  RBPoaTBB,  52».  Pay  mm  t 
in  advanet  includes  Double  Numbere  and  Postage,  Suhtoribtre 
eon  hate  their  Volumei  hnwii  at  the  Office — cloth,  2«.  6<f., 
hmlflaw  eaif,  it.  6d. 

All  Ltttore  intended  for  pitilicali'on  in  the  "Solicitore'  Journal " 
mtutie  authtntieated  by  the  nnmf  cfthe  writer,  though  not 
Doettmrily  for  publication. 

Whtre  d\ffieulty  is  experienced  in  procuring  the  Journal  with 
rtgutarity  in  the  Provincee,  it  is  requested  that  application  b» 
~i  diroct  to  the  Publieher. 


LONDON,  SEPTEMBER  2,  1871. 

♦ 

AuQNO  THE  voLVHiNoca  coRRGSTOKDBNCE,  by  means 
of  whioh  onx  daily  oootemporaries  eapplement  their 
eolamna  and  provide  themselves  with  matter  for  comment 
at  this  slack  time  o{  year,  has  started  up  an  old  familiar 
topic,  that  of  the  payment  of  magistrates'  clerks  by 
saljury  instead  of  by  fees.  The  inexpediency  of  the  pay- 
ment by  means  of  fees  is  easily  pointed  ont,  bat  the  diffl- 
cnlty  ommlly  felt  in  sach  coses  is,  how  to  provide  for  the 
payment  otherwise  if  it  is  not  to  be  thrown  npon  the 
ratoj.  TheBoroagh  Magistrates  and  Town  Oonnoa  of 
Portamonth  have  lately  followed  the  example  of  others 
in  this  teqpeot,  and  have  altered  the  remuneration  of 
their  town  olerk  from  the  old  payment  by  fees  to  a  salary 
of  £900  per  annnm.  Re-arrangements  of  this  kind  re- 
mora  at  least  a  great  part  of  the  inconvenience. 


A  WXLL-KKOWK  Ahbbicai?  JT7BIST,  the  Hon.  William 

BasifOfa  Lawrence,  has  lately  reprinted  in  pamphlet  form* 

SOOM  letters  addressed  by  him  to  the  New   York  World, 

apon  Che  newly-made  Treaty  of  Washington;  and  it  is 

integaattng  to  peruse  the  dispassionate  criticisms  of  an 

Ameriean  lawyer  of  acknowledged  ability  upon  such  a 

togrio.     In  common,  as   we  believe,  with  all  American 

authorities  who  have  been  able  to  view  the  snbjeot  dis- 

pa—lonately  and  willing  to  consider  its  qaestioiM  solely 

npon  their  own  merits  by  the  light  of  the  intemationid 

law,  Mr.  Lawrence  decisively  rejects  Mr.  Seward's  daim 

to  tre*t  Ghreat  Britain's  recognition  of  the  Confederate 

brilijreremqr  as  unwarranted  by  international  law. 

He  saya: — 

**  Tbongh  all  other  countries,  with  the  exception  of 
Chin*  and  Turkev,  equally  with  Great  Britain,  recognized 
the  belligerent  rights  of  the  Confederates,  and  thoogh  any 
other  course  would  have  justly  exposed  her  to  the  reproach 
sf  h»TUig  violated  all  the  safe  precedents  of  international 
\mw,  the  instructions,  which  Mr.  Adams  constantly 
yraded,  to  demand  the  revocation  of  the  proclamation 
were  incessant,  and  all  the  injuries  resulting  from  the 
xuuitaxns  operations  of  the  Confederates  were  attrilmted 
■JO  tlxe  recognition  of  belligerent  rights— in  other  words, 
o  Kngland  having  refused  what  the  United  States 
;heiziaelves  did  not  dare  to  do,  to  treat  the  Confederates 
i«  out  of  the  protection  of  the  law  of  nations.  As  Mr.  Can- 
iIim;*  in  the  analogous  case  of  the  Oreek  revolution,  ez- 
il«&«(l,  there  is  no  alternative,  if  the  belligerency  of  the 
BTolntionary  partv  was  not  acknowledged,  out  to  regard 
hitin  aM  pirates  and  hold  the  ancient  government  responmble 
tr  an  imnriee  inflicted  by  them.  It  was  in  vain  that  Great 
LiitaiM  ahowed  that  the'  United  States  had  given  to  the 
roclcl  the  strongest  evidence  of  the  existence  of  actual  war 
Y  iJlA  eatablishment,  among  other  acts,  of  a  blockade  which 
Id  Oidy  exist  as  an  incident,  of  war ;  while,  unless  there 
I  'bttlligerency,  there  was  no  excuse  for  the  search  of  nen- 
-weMsels,  much  less  for  their  condemnation  for  violating  a 
"  t  or  carrying  contraband.     The  blodcade  was  only  one 


■  Treaty  of  Waehinaton.    Letters  from  the  Hon.W.  B. 
LL.I>.      Providence:    Hammond,  Angell,  ft  Co. 


of  the  consequences  of  the  existence  of  war  ;  and  whether  it 
was  officially  announced  or  not  to  the  British  Govern- 
ment, before  the  issue  of  the  Queen's  proclamation,  as 
I  have  elsewhere  had  frequent  occasion  to  remark,  was 
wholly  immaterial,  provided  a  civil  war  then  existed.  That 
the  proclamation  had  no  unfriendly  character  may  be  reason- 
ably inferred  from  the  fact,  that  it  was  advocated  by  the 
best  friends  of  the  northern  cause,  including  Mr.  Forster, 
and  was  considered  by  Mr.  Seward's  minister,  Mr.  Adams, 
to  be,  in   some    respects,   advantageous    to    the    Unitetl 

States Vessels  and    cargoes  of  the  aggregate 

value  of  millions  were  cantured  on  the  noimd  of  the 
violation  of  the  neutral  obligations  of  England,  and  the 
mis  of  continuous  voyages  was  applied,  in  a  more  stringent 
sense  than  ever  had  been  attempted  by  Lord  Stoweir  to 
cases  of  blockade  and  contraband,  before  any  knowledge 
could  possibly  have  been  received,  on  this  side  of  tae 
Atlantic,  of  the  existence  of  the  Queen's  proclamation. 
If  there  was  no  belligerency,  nothing  can  be  dearer  than 
that  those  captures  were  all  unauthorized.  Consequently, 
the  proceeds  of  the  prizes  would  constitute  a  legitimate 
claim  against  the  United  States.  Kor  is  it  a  slight 
evidence  of  the  fallacy  of  Mr.  Seward's  position  as  to 
Confederate  recognition,  that  it  has  received  no  sanction 
from  the  most  eminent  of  our  own  publicists,  Pre- 
sident Woolsey  having  rejected  it  as  altogether  untenable. 
It  was  stated  by  the  publisher,  Little,  in  his  testimony  in 
the  case  of  jMwrenee  v.  J>imii,  that  Mr.  Seward  had  refused 
to  take  copies  of  the  second  edition  of  Lawrente'a  Wheaton. 
as  Mr.  Marcy  had  of  the  first,  for  our  ministers  and  consults 
abroad,  on  account  of  the  author's  repudiation,  branded  as 
dialoyid,  of  the  Secretary's  doctrines,  and  that  Mr.  Dana  was 
employed  to  make  a  loyal  book;  yet  LordTenterden,  in  the 
paper  referred  to,  says  that  '  the  strongest  arguments  ia 
mvonr  of  the  recognition  of  Confederate  belligerency  are  t'^ 
be  found  in  the  notes  of  Mr.  Dana's  eighth  edition  nf 
"Wheaton."'  A  still  more  important  circusutance,  in 
this  connection,  is  the  view  uniformly  taken  of  the  matter 
by  our  niiiii«t«r  in  London." 

Indeed,  as  BIr.  Lawrence  obeervee  farther  on, 

"  Had  England  wished  to  avail  herself  to  onr  detrineut 
of  the  internal  difBonlties  in  which  we  were  involved,  she 
had  many  means  of  doing  so  without  exposing  herself  to  any 
claims  for  vindictive  damages.  No  rule  of  international  law 
prevents  a  country  from  opening  its  ports  to  privateers  or 
to  the  prises  made  by  them  or  by  pnDlic  cmisers,  provided 
it  does  it  equally  as  to  both  parties,  and  though  a  prize 
court  cannot  lit  in  a  nentral  country,  prises  taken  into  a 
neutral  port  may  be  condemned  in  the  courts  of  the  belli- 
gerent." 

Mr.  Lawianoe  riem  the  pteunble  of  the  first  article  of 
the  Treaty,  expressing  Uie  r^ret  of  her  Majesty's 
Government  "for  the  esoape,  under  whatever  oircnm- 
stanoes,  of  the  Alabama  and  other  vessels  from  British 
ports,  and  for  the  depredations  committed  by  thone 
vessels,"  as  an  admission  that  tiie  United  States  had  at 
least  a  prima  faeie  claim  fOr  indemnity.  On  one  aide 
this  oondliatoiy  expression  of  regret  vras  intended  as  an 
expression  of  goodwill,  bnt  not  as  admission  of  any  kind. 
If  A.  complains  to  B.  that  he  has  sustained  damnum  eum 
it^urid  at  the  hands  of  B.,  B.  nuy  say,  "  I  am  torry  you 
have  sustained  damnum,"  without  admitting  the  ia;uria. 
This,  however,  is  a  matter  of  no  moment  whatever ;  the 
stipulations  of  the  Iteaty  are  the  important  Hiatters,  and 
they  wUl  be  hononrably  carried  oat  bj  both  the  omH 
traoting  parties.  There  will  be  two  qnestioBS;  first, 
the  question  of  dne  diligeooe;  and  separating  the  several 
oases  of  tlie  Alabama,  Florida,  In.,  if  in  any  case  the  dili- 
genoe  question  is  decMed  against  Oieat  Britain,  there  will 
come  in  the  nlterior  qaeation  of  damage,  involving  the 
considerations  of  "  reasonable  oansa  "  and  "  remoteness." 

In  oonsidering  the  oironmstances  of  the  escape  of  the 
ships,  Mr.  Lawrence  says  it  is  immaterial  what  omistme- 
tion  was  given  by  the  Oonrts  of  Oieat  Britain  to  her  Neu- 
trality Acts.  His  position  hare  amoonta  to  this — ^that  a 
neatntl  ongfat  to  have  her  monloipal  law  in  a  position 
to  anforoe  on  her  snbjeots  oonforadty  with  intemational 
objections.  That  seems  indispatabia,  bnt  when  Mr.  Law- 
rence proceeds  to  deduce  the  oorollary  that  "  a  mere  tecii- 
nioal  evaaioo — as  by  sailing  unarmed  and  taking  thegoaa 
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on  board  oateide  of  the  port — in  nowiae  alters  the 
position  of  the  partiei,  aooordiag  to  the  law  of 
nations,  whatever  iti  effect  may  be  la  constraingr  a 
mnnicipal  atatnte,"  he  g^oea  a  little  too  far.  The 
truth  is — the  neatral  i«  bound  to  a«e  reaaonable  dili- 
genoe  to  prerent  the  escape,  and  as  between  her  and 
another  Power  her  own  municipal  law  it  merely  one 
of  the  meant  she  ia  to  nae:  if  it  does  not  oome  ap  to 
the  mark  of  efflciency,  that  ia  her  fault.  Bat,  on  the 
other  hand,  the  neatral  is  not  in  the  poaition  of  a 
guarantor  guaranteeing  that  there  shall  be  no  escape; 
abe  ia  only  bound  to  use  reasonable  diligenoe,  and  ia  not 
bound  to  inaure  that  her  means  shall  be  complete  or  per- 
fect, which,  in  the  nature  of  things,  is  an  impoaaibiUty. 
And,  riewed  in  thia  light,  her  manidpal  law,  aa  one  of 
'^he  meana  employed  by  her  to  the  reqaired  end,  may 
surely  be  material  to  the  question  of  due  diligence. 

A  few  montha  ago  we  noticed  in  our  oolnmna  the  dia- 
nasaions,  both  inside  and  outside  Parliament,  of  the 
f  xpediency  of  that  rule  of  international  law  under  whioh, 
barring  armed  Teaaels,  a  neutral  is  under  no  obligation 
to  interfere  with  a  tratBo  in  contraband  of  war  carried 
ua  by  her  own  aubjecta.  There  were  aome  who,  atartled  for 
the  moment  by  the  loud  ezpteasiona  of  diaapprobation 
whioh  the  operation  of  the  rule  nerer  faila  to  eUoit  from 
those  who  in  their  torn  are  the  losers  by  it,  were  ready  to 
xxolaim  that  the  rule  should  be  abrogated.  Bat  it  was 
HufficienUy  obviooa  that  to  saddle  neutrala  with  so  raat 
and  OTerwhelming  a  reaponaibility  would  be  utterly 
uojuat  and  most  disastronaiy  inexpedient,  and  would,  by 
enlarging  the  area  of  nnaToidable  ondasioits  to  prerent 
offences,  hare  promoted  instead  of  diminishing  the  HI- 
feelings  ao  mnoh  deprecated.  Ur.  Lawrence  ia  drawn  to 
this  topic  by  a  difficulty  he  feela  in  reconciling  with  the 
role  its  exception  in  the  oaae  of  vessels,  and  it  sounds 
somewhat  strange  (while  it  certainly  is  a  testimony  to 
his  own  candour)  to  hear  an  American  writer  advooating 
aa  the  aimpleat  rule  for  obviating  all  difficulties  between 
nentral  and  belligerent,  the  imposition  on  the  neatral  of 
preventing  oontraband  from  ever  being  shipped  by  its  own 
citiwna.  We  cannot  agree  with  this ;  bnt^  at  the  same 
time,  we  think  that  the  suggestion  thrown  out  by  Sir 
RoondeUPfelmer  when  the  topic  was  recently  debatedin  the 
Honae  of  Oommons  ia  worthy  of  the  gravest  oonsideratian. 
At  present  a  oontzabaud  traffic  is  ignored  by  the  foreign 
administration,  but  not  by  the  municipal  law,  of  Eng- 
land; the  Government  will  not  move  a  finger  for  a 
UookMle-mnner  who  is  oaptared,  bat  the  Law  Courts 
(as  in  Jb  Qrmuhrook,  18  W.  B.  627)  will  deoide  quea- 
tiona  of  oontraot,  and  ao  forth,  arising  out  of  the  traffic. 
Sir  B.  Palmer'a  soggeetlon  was  that  the  mnnicipal  law 
shoald  simply  ignore  the  traffic  and  all  its  inoidents,  and 
we  think  tiuit  something  might  be  made  of  that  idea. 

Some  montiu  ago  Lord  Bedeedale  started  in  the  House 
of  Lords  an  idea  whioh  might  open  np  a  ourioua  quea- 
tion.  He  aaked  whether,  if  the  United  States,  as  represent- 
ing the  Northern  States,  can  claim  from  ns  compensation 
for  the  Alabama  depredations,  we,  in  our  tnm, 
oannot  elaim  from  the  United  States,  as  representing  the 
Southern  States,  to  be  re-imbaraed  by  the  actual  wrong- 
doers. If  we  had  any  claim  ag^nat  the  Southern 
Statea  we  have  the  aame  againat  the  United  Statea, 
ainoe  the  conquering  belligerent,  by  receiving  the  con- 
quered belligerent  into  partnerahip,  must  be  regarded  as 
having  taken  her,  so  to  speak,  "  with  all  equities."  This 
question  ia  an  extremely  ourioua  one,  and  it  aeema 
scarcely  poaeihla  to  frame  a  correct  parallel  to  it  from 
any  relatione  between  individuals. 

AOCOBODIO  TO  A  DAILY  CONTEKPOBABT,  an  AppU* 

cation  was  made  this  week  to  a  bench  of  magistrates  in 
Snney,  lor  rdief  against  annoyanoe  oansed  by  tiie  ring- 
ing of  the  bells  of  one  of  the  Biehmond  ohnrohes,  which 
ftood  dose  to  the  eomplainant's  house  ;  and  the  oom- 
i.latnant  was  told  by  the  magistrates  that  they 
ooold  do  nothing  for  her,  and  if  she  chose  to  prose- 
cute   her    grievance    she    moat  take    it   to    another 


court.  This  brings  back  the  memory  o(  tltt  St 
Baroabas  (Pintio)  and  Sarbltou  Hill  bdli,  vUck 
gave  offenoe  some  years  ago.  It  needs  no  apeaiil  but- 
ledge  of  law  to  determine  that  the  ringingf  of  olnnh 
bells  on  proper  oocasions  must  lis  priril^ed.  Ai  to 
ringing  not  directly  connected  with  the'religions  anrioeigl 
the  church  the  case  of  llarlin  v.  iVirtftia,  S  F.  W.  SSe  (the 
Hammersmith  case),  is  an  authority  to  the  eSsot  ttit  i 
parish  or  diatrlot  can,  for  a  oonaideratioa  TtluUe  to 
itaelf,  oontraot  itself  out  of  the  power  of  ooDtin- 
ing  such  ringing.  As  to  the  liells  of  NonooBfocnJit 
places  of  worship,  their  aonnds  seem,  ao  far  ii  Upl 
liabilities  are  concerned,  to  be  on  the  tooting  of  neglK 
noiaea  in  general,  liable  to  reatraint  as  nuiaaaoaa  if  ftif 
infliot  annoyanoe  on  their  neighboun.  So  in  Mtai  t. 
De  Held,  2  Sim.  N.  S.  188  (the  dapham  Chapal  eat),  i 
gentleman  living  near  the  chapel  of  the  "  Eadsmptaat 
Fathers"  at  Olapham  obtained  an  injunotioa  igiiiC 
the  ringing  of  a  peal  of  six  bella,  beoaoae,  mKh 
a  church,  the  chapel  had  no  legal  privilepi.  Oi 
the  whole,  however,  Dirssnting  chapels  rarely  jomm 
peals  of  bells,  or  there  might  have  been  more  cases  of  At 
same  kind. 


Thb  Iitdiam  LKaiaiiATiVB  Ooohoil  has  neaatir 
enaoted  a  new  Statute  of  Limitations  for  lodia,  wbitk 
is  entitled  "  The  Indian  Limitation  Act,  1S71,"  aad  ii 
destined  to  supersede  Aot  zrv.  of  1659.  Althaa|h  tiw 
new  Aot  came  into  force  npon  the  let  of  July  last,  it  ii 
not  to  apply  to  salts  institntsd  before  Uie  lit  of  it^ 
1873,  so  that  there  ia  an  ample  margin  allowed— Mtet 
shoolid  be  in  all  snoh  oases — for  enfondng  daimi  wkaA 
otherwise  woald  be  barred  by  the  new  enaotasnt,  aii  ftr 
atudying  the  effaot  and  operation  of  that  enaetmant 

The  Aot— looking  at  it  as  a  whole  aad  ignotiaf  ostm 
more  or  leaa  obvioua  defeots— is  a  model  of  siaplieit}, 
brevity,  and  oomprehensiveneaa.  After  three  introdoitai; 
seotions  comes  the  fourth,  whioh  enaets  that,  "aalqeotit 
the  provisions  contained  in  sections  5  to  86  (iaoigan] 
every  suit  instituted,  appeal  preaented,  and  appliaalni 
made  after  the  period  of  limitation  preaciibed  thanioi 
by  the  aeoond  achedule  hereto  annexed,  ahall  be  diiaiael 
although  limitation  baa  not  been  set  up  as  a  dsfeaoe.'' 

The  second  sohedale  is  divided  into  three  diTiaoM 
(1)  suits,  (2)  appeals,  (3)  applioatioas.  The  fiat 
division  ia  further  sub-divided  into  Parts  aoootdiaf  to 
the  length  of  the  period  of  limitation,  whioh  iiM 
from  thirty  days  in  the  case  of  a  suit  to  oootlit  M 
award  of  the  Board  of  Bevenue  nnder  Aot  zxm.  of  1N3, 
np  to  sixty  years  in  the  oaae  of  a  suit  in  the  bsm  of 
the  Seoretary  of  Stats  for  India  in  Oonnoil.  The  sdMdile 
{s  arranged  in  three  oolnmns,  thns  : — 


Description  of  suit. 


56  For  money  payable 

fbr  money  lent 

57  I^e  anit  when  the 

lender  haa  given 
a  cheque  fbr  the 
money 


Period  of 
Limitation. 


Three  yeara 
Do. 


Tims  lAan  pariod 
begins  to  ran. 


When  the  I«aa  ii 


When  the  dsfu  a 
paid 


It  will  be  noticed  that  eaoh  deaoriptioa  of  suit  ii  ■>■■ 
bered,  and  when  we  aUte  that  169  differmt  daaoriptiwi 
of  suite,  appeala,  and  applioationa  are  thns  treatai,  H  «fil 
be  seen  how  oomprehensive  the  sohednle  U. 

The  provisions  of  seotions  S  to  86  ooatain  nottiag  v«T 
novel  or  remarkable,  exoept,  it  may  be,  seetioa  lt,«ktA 
enacts  that "  on  completing  the  pwiod  of  liaiitatiiis  JU- 
sorlbsd  for  any  suit  the  time  daring  which  the  idmk^ 
has  been  absent  from  British  India  ahall  bs  sxaM«i 
unless  service  of  a  summons  to  appear  and  answer  fa>* 
sait  can,  during  snch  absence,  be  made  oadar  tklOW 
of  CivU  Piooedore,  section  60."  The  60th  Metioa  t^^ 
Co<le  applies  only  to  persons  re$Utit  oat  of  BAw 
ludia,  and  make*  servios  of  a  sammona  to  defend  a  s^ 
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Bt  if  "addressed  to  the  defendant  »t  the  place 
whan  he  mayzeaide  and  forwarded  to  him  by  pott." 
Therefore  if  a  defendant  be  temporarily  absent  from 
India,  the  time  of  hia  abaenoe  ia  aUo  wed  to  the  olaimant  for 
tk«  pnrpoaea  of  limitation,  bnt  if  the  defendant  b«  per- 
manently reaident  ont  of  India  there  is  no  allowanoe,  nor 
1b  there  any  allowanoe  for  the  abaenoe  of  the  olaimant. 


We  ask  glao  to  obsbbvb  that  the  Inns  of  Oonrt 
Sifle  Yolmiteera  are  to  be  represented  at  the  "  Antamn 
Oimpof  Bzeroiae  "  by  a  detaohment  of  some  aerenty-fiTe 
men,  aome  of  whom  have  enrolled  themaelree  for  the 
whole  sixteen  daya,  and  aome  for  the  first  aad  aeoond 
eight  days  tespeotirely.  The  detaohment  ia  to  parade 
ia  matching  order  on  Friday,  the  8th,  in  Linooln's-inn, 
for  inspeotion  of  kits,  ko.,  and  early  on  Saturday  this 
detachment  of  the  lawyer*  will  take  its  departure  for  the 
scene  of  aotion. 


souorroB's  oHAnas  on  a  fund  bkoovbbbd 

OB  PBESEBYED    THBOUOH  HIS  IKSTBTTMEN- 
TAUTT. 

The  reoent  deoiaion  M  Vioe-Chanoellor  Wtokens,  in 
Zmtletf  r.  Detborough  fl9  W.  B.  1026),  that  a  solicitor 
who  has  been  employed  by  a  married  lady  to  defend  her 
suit  waa  entitled  to  a  charge  for  hia  coata  upon  an 
annuity  aettled  to  her  aeparate  nae  without  power  of  an- 
tieipation,  ia  a  deoiaion  of  ao  muoh  interest  to  the  pro- 
fesaion  aa  to  warrant  na  in  recurring  to  a  anbjeot  which 
wediaonaaed  rather  fully  (18  S.  J.  314)  when  comment- 
ing npoB  SehoUfitld  r.  Loekwooi  (17  W.  E.  184, 1.  E.  7 
Eq.88). 

The  28th  aeotion  of  the  Solicitors  Act  of  1860  (28  k. 
24  Vlot.  o.  127)  enables  the  Court  or  judge  before  whom 
any  aotion,  8iiit,or  other  proceeding  ahall  be  depending,  to 
dsolam  ainy  aolioitor  employed  in  proaeonting  or  defend- 
ing the  aame  entitled  to  a  charge  for  the  amount  of  hia 
tued  ooata  on  the  property  "  reoovered  or  preaerred " 
through  hia  inatrumentality — the  worda  "  reooTered  or 
prsserred"  being  applicable,  according  aa  the  aolioitor 
may  be  employed  for  the  plaintiff  or  the  defendant — and 
to  make  auoh  order  for  payment  of  sudh  ooata  aa  the 
oonrt  at  judge  may  think  proper.  Such  charge,  it  is 
aoaraelj  naoeaaary  to  add,  only  eztenda  to  the  particular 
ooata  of  the  auit  in  whioh  the  property  haa  been 
leoovered  or  preaerred  [Sm  parte  Thompion,  3  Ii.  T. 
N.  S.)  The  aeotion  conferring  the  right  to  it  ia,  according 
totheMaater  of  the  Bolla  in  Sehelefield  r.  Zoektvood  {ntp.'), 
a  remedial  enactment,  and  to  be  conatrued  liberaUy, 
bring  designed,  according  to  Yioe-Ohanoellor  Wiokena  in 
Lumleyr.  Detborough  {tup.),  to  extend  to  other  property, 
a  eha^pe  smalogona  to  that  whioh  a  aolioitor  haa  aa  an 
ofSoer  of  tb»  oonrt  on  a  fund  reooreied  or  preaerred  in  a 
iuit,  wid  actnally  in  oonrt  -,  it  haying  bean  held  by  the 
Honae  of  IiOlds  in  8kaw  y.  Atab  (6  W.  B.  686)  that  a 
•olieitor  has  not  a  charge  for  hia  coata  on  real  estate  re- 
xryered  for  hia  client  in  a  anit,  though  he  ha*  the  ordi- 
lary  Han  on  the  documents  relating  to  the  aame,  if  they 
^pem  to  be  in  hia  hands. 

The  «iuwtment  haa,  npon  the  whole,  reoeiyed  a  liberal 
Kmatniotion.  In  Watson  r.  Bound  (12  W.  B.  402) 
he  aolioitor  had  acted  for  the  plaintiff  in  a  fore- 
loeore  snit,  and  a  decree  haying  been  obtained 
hroncfb  liia  instmmentality,  it  was  held  that  he  waa  en- 
itled  to  a  charge  for  his  costs  on  the  estate  foreoloaed. 
n  HeJiolejielA  y.  Lookmaoi  imp.)  he  acted  for  one  of 
he  dofandanta  in  a  foretdoaure  suit,  and  haying  sno- 
Beded  on  appeal  in  yarying  the  decree  in  his  client's 
iTonr,  and  in  resisting  claims  of  the  plaintiff  in  work- 
ig-  oat  the  decrees,  it  was  held  that  he  was  entitled  to  a 
kturgo  on  anything  that  might  be  coming  oat  of  the 
itate  to  liia  dient  (who  becune  a  bankrupt  after  the 
>cree),  arbich  had  been  preeeryed  through  hia,  the  solici- 
i^s,  insAmmentality.  Thia  deoiaion  follows  Sailer  y. 
irehall  C^  H.  k  H.  871),  where  the  solicitor  for  the 
aintiff,  in  a  auit  in  whioh  an  interim  order  waa  made 


to  preyent  ezeontora  frop  selling  their  testator's  estate, 
and  in  which  a  teoeiver  was  subsequently  appointed  by 
coaaent,  waa  held  eutitled  to  a  charge  for  hia  oosta  of  the 
litigation,  irresjieotiye  of  hia  client's  interest  in  the  pro- 
perty, and  although  it  might  turn  out  that  the  latter  had 
not  and  never  had  any  interest  in  it,  the  fact  being  that 
the  fund  had  been  pieseryed  for  all  parties.  So  in  U'ley- 
nam  y.  Porter  (19  W.  E.  161,  L.  E.  11  Eq.  181),  the  ap- 
pointment  of  a  receiyer,  whereby  the  property  was  eSec- 
tnally  preseryed,  was  a  step  which  Vice-GhanoeUor  Bacon 
considered  entitled  the  solicitor  obtaining  the  order  to  a 
charge  npon  the  interest  of  the  partiea  in  the  property. 
And  in  Smith  y.  Winter  (18  W.  B.  447)  the  aolioitor  acted 
for  the  defendant  in  an  adminiatratlon  auit,  who  had 
possessed  herself  of  the  teatator'a  property.  In  the 
conrae  of  the  suit  some  diyidenda  were  ordered  to  be 
paid  to  her  aa  they  accrued  due,  and  '^oe-Ohanoellor 
Jamea  held  that  her  aolioitor  waa  entitled  nnder  the  Aot 
to  a  charge  on  them. 

According  to  Saileyr.  Sirehall  imp.)  the  pn^rty 
need  not  be  (he  property  of  the  client  of  the  aolioitor 
daiming  the  charge  ;  and  all  that  is  eaaential  ia  that  the 
property  ahould  haye  been  reooyered  or  preaeryed  through 
the  Bolioitor'a  inatmmentality.  In  Senii  y.  Bonitt, 
boweyer  (18  V!.  E.  Ch.  Dig.  128,  L.  B.  9  Bq.  1),  whioh 
seema  to  be  directly  oppoaed  to  Bailey  y.  Birehall  in 
principle,  Lord  Bomilly  said  that  the  charge  giyen  by  the 
statute  ia  only  a  charge  on  the  property  of  the  person 
who  employs  a  solicitor,  and  cannot  be  extended  to  the 
property  of  othera,  who  have  not  employed  the  aolioitor. 
We  do  not  pretend  to  reconcile  the  two  cases,  but  it  will 
be  probably  thought  that  the  deoiaion  in  Benie  r.  Bonitt 
ia  more  in  accordance,  at  all  events,  with  the  literal 
reading  of  the  aeotion,  whioh  enables  the  Oonrt  to  declare 
the  aolioitor  entitled  to  a  charge  npon  "  the  property  re- 
ooyered or  preaeryed"  and  not  "his  client's  interest 
in  "  auoh  property. 

In  Bonter  y.  Bradthaio  {10  W.  B.  481),  which  was  an 
application  by  a  aolioitor  for  an  order  to  oharge  the  real 
eatate  of  an  infant  with  the  coata  of  a  suit  institnted 
for  its  reooyery,  Lord  Juatice  Tomer  aaked  whether  the 
aolioitor  oould  be  aaid  to  have  been  employed  by  the 
infant,  within  the  meaning  of  the  aeotion  ;  whether,  in 
faot,  tiie  relationship  of  solioitor  and  client  could  exist 
between  them  ;  and  in  ZumUy  r.  Detborough  Vice- 
Ohanoellor  Wickens  treated  it  aa  clear  that  an  infant 
oannot  employ  a  aolioitor,  so  that  an  Infant'a  property  is 
not  within  the  Act,  if  the  word  "  employed"  ia  to  reoeiye 
a  atriot  oonatrnotion  and  the  enactment  only  applies  to 
the  oaae  of  an  adult  client,  who  ia  nnder  no  diaability, 
Thia,  howeyer,  ia  not  the  intention  of  the  Aot,  according 
to  the  Yioe-Chanoellor  in  Ltmle^  y.  Detborough,  and  we 
think  we  are  warranted  in  auppoaing  that  Bonter  y. 
BradAaw  would  not  be  followed. 

It  is  laid  down  in  Seton  (p.  839)  that  the  enactment 
only  appliea  to  peraona  tuiJMrit,  bnt  eyen  if  this  be  true 
in  the  oaae  of  an  infant,  aooording  to  Bonter  r.  Brad- 
ihwo  it  ia  not  true  of  married  Tromea  ;  for  a  married 
woman  ia  in  equity  competent  to  "  employ"  a  aolioitor  in 
mattera  connected  with  hex  aeparate  estate,  althongh  she 
oannot  at  law  iOuldt  y.  Santom,  8  Tan.  261). 

The  peculiarity  in  Lwnley  y.  Detborough  {tup.)  was 
that  the  separate  estate  upon  which  the  solicitor  songht 
to  obtain  the  charge  was  settled  with  a  restraint  on  an- 
tioipation;  and  it  was  oonteoded  that  theOourt  oould  not, 
therefore,  make  the  order.  This  leads  us  to  consider 
what  is  the  nature  of  the  restraint  npon  anticipation. 
Where  a  danae  against  anticipation  ia  attached  to  the 
separate  estate  of  a  married  woman  she  is  depriyed  her- 
self of  the  power  of  disposition,  but  the  Court  ia  not 
depriyed  of  the  power  of  dealing  with  the  property,  as 
the  oironmstances  may  require.  Then  the  Leases  and 
Sales  of  Settled  Estates  Aot  (19  &  20  Vict.  c.  120) 
proyides  (s.  37)  that  no  clause  or  pioyision  in  any 
settlement  reatraining  anticipation  shall  prevent  the 
Court  of  Chancery  from  exerciaing  any  of  the  powera 
conferred  by  that  Aot;  and  it  haa  been  held  that  a  ahaie 
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of  real  property  then  settled  can  be  eold  by  the  order  of 
the  Court  in  a  purticnlar  suit  [I'leming  v.  Armttrony,  13 
•V.  R.  Cb.  Dig.  69,  34  Beav.  109).  And  property  thaa 
Settled,  where  the  woman  has  married  since  the  passing 
:>!  the  Married  Woman's  Property  Act,  1870  (83  &  84 
Tict.  0.  93),  s.  12,  is  liable  to  be  taken  in  ezeoation  for 
a  debt  inonrred  by  her  prerioosly  to  marriage  {Sanger  r. 
Hanger,  19  W.  B.  792).  To  oonolade,  LumUy  r.  Det- 
boroMfh  seems  to  establish,  so  far  a*  the  decision  of  a  Court 
of  first  instance  can,  the  right  of  a  solioitor  to  obtun  a 
charge  for  his  costs  on  the  property  reoorered  or  pre- 
eerred  through  his  instrnmentality  in  all  oases,  whether 
the  client  be  under  liability  or  not,  exactly  as  if  the  pro- 
perty were  represented  by  a  fund  in  Court, 


POWERS— BXECUmON   15   EXCESS   AS    TO 
OBJECTS. 

In  (he  execution  of  a  power  of  appointment  it  is  of 
great  importance  to  be  mindful  that  the  true  objects  of 
the  power,  and  they  alone,  are  made  the  appointees.  A 
neglect  of  this  precaution  haa  often  been  fatal  to  the 
whole  intended  destination  of  the  property.  Though 
there  are  instanoes  where  an  error  of  this  description 
may  not  be  utterly  deetrnotiv^of  the  disposition  intended, 
yet  the  limits  within,  and  the  definition  of  tiiexircnm- 
stances  under,  which  this  may  be  the  case  have  long  been 
doubtful  questions  in  the  law  of  powers,  and  it  can 
■  .-arcely  be  said  that  the  matter,  even  now,  stands  upon 
an  intelligible  and  definite  foundation. 

Primd  faeie  it  is  quite  clear  (according  herein  with  the 
conclusions  of  ordinary  reason)  that  a  power  to  appoint 
among  acertain  class  of  objects  does  not  enable  an  appoint- 
ment (asan  appointmenttint^^icit^r)  to  any  but  the  persons 
designated  in  the  instrument  creating  the  power,  though 
under  the  equitable  doctrine  of  a  supposed  double  opera- 
tion of  the  appointment  there  are  instances  where  a  power 
to  appoint  to  children  has  been  held  to  support  appoint- 
laents,  in  furtherance  of  a  marriage  settlement  of  one  of 
the  objects,  to  hit  or  tier  children,  and  even  to  a  husband 
or  wife  {6oldtmid  v.  Qoldsmid,  2  Hare,  187;  WanibtceU 
V.  Hanrott,  14  Beav.  143).    This  rests,  however,  on  the 
ground  that  there  is,  in  substance,  first  an  appointment 
uy    the    donee  of  the  power  to  the  valid  object;  and 
t-tcondly,  a,  settlement  by  the  appointee  of  the  property 
lu  question.    Considered,  however,  as  a  direct  exercise 
of  a  power  of  appointment,  the  duly  qualified  appointee 
is  the  only  person  who  can  take  ;  on  him  and  him  alone 
the  energy  of  the  appointment  is  to  be  directed,  and 
is  ezhanated  in  its  application  to  him.    What  then  is  the 
ooneequenoe  of  appointing   to   others  than   the  lawful 
objeota  ?     If  the  appointment  be  to  strangers  only,  the 
t>  .»wer  is  obvious  and  simple;  they  take  nothing;  the 
c;;ecutton  quoad  them  is  a  nullity  and  has  no  operative 
effect.       But  if  unqualified  persons  are  mixed     with 
qualified  ones,  the  consequence   to    the  latter  may    be 
highly  detrimental,   varying,  in   effect,  under  different 
oircnmstances,  from  partial  disappointment  up  to  atter 
deprivation.    Thus  in  a  leading  case  v/here  there  was  a 
power  to  appoint  among  children  by  will,  and  an  appoint- 
ment was  made,  as  to  part  of  the  fund,  to  trustees  to 
pay  the  interest  to  a  married  daughter  for  life  for  her 
separate  use,  and  at  her  decease  upon  trusts  for  her  chil- 
dren as  she  should  appoint;  in  default  to  the  children 
equally:    if  no  children,  if  the  daughter  survived   her 
husband,  to  be  paid  to  her  for  her  only  use,  but  if  she 
died  in  the  lifetime  of  her  husband  the  fund  was  to  go 
over  in  certain  proportions  to  persons  who  were  objeots 
of  tlie  power:  it  «ras  held  that  the  appointment  of  the 
life  interest  to  ihe  daughter  was  good,  but  that  to  her 
children,  as  not  being  objects  of  the  poirer,  was  bad.    But 
it  was  clearly  held  tbat  if  the  daughter  left  children  at 
her  death  none  of  the  limitations  after  the  daughter's  life 
estate  could  take  tffect,  though  made  to  persons  who 
were   lawful    objects    of  the  power,  for    the    children, 
though  they  could  not  take  themselvod,  would  prevent 
the  limitation  over  {Alexatider  v.  AUxixnder,  2  Ves.  640). 


In  this  same  case  the  Master  o{  the  BoUi,  Sir  T.  Clulu, 
also  held  that  an  appointment  to  trustees  in  tuchnuaiui 
as  they  should  think  most  bansfioial  for  the  penoul 
support  and  maintenance  of  her  son  Fraoois  andhinile 
and  ohildran,  though  dearly  Toid  as  to  the  vib  ud 
children,  as  not  being  objeots  of  the  power,  ootid  amt- 
theless  be  upheld  on  the  prinoiple  of  a  gift  to  mwiI 
persons  in  the  nature  of  joint  tenancy,  where  aoaeta 
capable  and  others  not,  in  which  case  those  vho  in 
capable  will  take  the  whole,  and  he  held  that  tluia 
took  the  benefit  of  the  whole  in  this  ease,  ^lii  Utec 
doctrine  has,  however,  been  doubted  (2  Sog.  Fow.HI), 
and,  we  believe,  has  not  been  followed. 

It  is  well  settled  that  a  gift  under  the  ezecatieBid 
power  embracing  objects  not  within  the  line  of  peipttnt; 
is  wholly  void,  and  those  who  might  have  been  ItpDi 
appointed  are,  in  consequence  of  the  unlawful  swnciilinii 
entirely  excluded  from  any  benefit  onder  the  gift  TlLa 
in  a  case  where  personal  estate  was  settled  on  msraip 
subject  to  the  life  interests  of  husband  and  wife,  ibbis 
all  and  every  the  ofaildreci  and  gnmdehildfeaaiiaHii 
the  marriage,  in  sooh  shares  and  piop(»tions  aodiintk 
manner  as  they  or  the  survivor  shonld  appoint  tftel 
or  deeds  or  by  will,  and  in  default  of  appointaunt  taa{ 
the  children  and  grandt&ildrea  or  issue  living  it  At 
decease  of   the    survivor — payable     at    twentj-MU  ■ 
marriage — and  a  declaration  that  the  issue  of  sn;  eUd 
or  children  deceased  should,  in  case  of  non-appoiatMBt 
take    only    their   parents'  share,  the  wife  beoaae  Sk 
survivor,  and  by  her  will  gave  part  of  the  land  to  tnMa 
in  trust  for  E.  D.,  one  of  her  daughters,  for  lib,  ui 
afterwards  to  transfer  the  fund  among  all  her  oUtaa 
by  any  husband  in  equal  shares,  and  if  she  shooU  knt 
no  childrm  by  any  husband  living  at  herdeadi,ilill 
should  die  before  twenty-one  or  marriage,  she  appi^ 
the  fund  to  her  son   R.  D.  and  daughter  M.  D.  I«ri 
Alvanley,  Master  of  the  Rolls,  held  that  a  vaUi  sfloi*^ 
ment  might  have  been  made  to  the  iaaae,  in  any  di(iKi 
at  the  death  of  either  the  husband  or  the  wife,  but  ^ 
testatrix  had  here  appointed  to  all    the   <AiIilrai  hi 
daughter  might  have  at  any  time  during  her  li&.  Ai 
first  he  thought  that  as  she  might   have  appaiatedtstif 
three  children  living  at  the  time  of  her  death,  irtMS  ib 
appointed  to  all,  these  three  might  be  oonaidend  M  tk 
sole  objects;    but    on    oonsideration,   and   paitioiM! 
looking  at  the  case  of  Gee  v.  Audley  (1  Cox.  324),  Ik 
was  satisfied  it  could  not  be  done.      The  whole  a|ipiifr 
ment,  beyond  the  daughter's  life  interest,  was  theafon 
totaUy  void  {Boutledge  v.  DorriU,  2  Ves.  Jua.  MT).  b 
this  case,  too,  Lord  Alvanley  held  that  the  giftoMte 
the  son  and  daughter  in  case  of  failure  of  the  okiUo 
(not  objects  of  the  power)  would  clearly  be  praw<>^ 
U  such  children  existed,  bat,  even  if  tuiey  did  not  eoit 
he  thought,  upon  the  reasoning  of  Iiord  Kenyos  is  ft* 
T.  Audley  {sup,),  he  must  still  hold  the  limitatioa  <w 
wonld  be  bad. 

It  would  seem,  however,  that  where  the  gift  ovat,  i6e 
an  appointment  to  invalid  objects,  is  mads  to  oe»p** 
objeots,  in  oaae  the  invalid  objeota  should  asv«  n* 
after  the  taking  effect  of  the  deed  or  will  ezeCBtist  tw 
appointment,  the  gift  over  may  be  sa^octad  i***^ 
upon  the  same  doctrine  as  that  of  a  OMttiBgasv  ***" 
donble  aspect  {Cronpe  r.  Barren,  4  Yea.  Jim.6U)< 

In  the  ease  of  Soutledge  v.  Darrill  it  will  bsokiam 
that  there  was  no  mode  of  ascertaining  what  put  of  ^ 
fond  should,  oonsistently  with  the  intenticmof  thtpin" 
exercising  the  power,  be  attributed  to  those  *h»  •*' 
capable,  owing  to  the  uncertainty  of  the  class  wUak  w 
adjoined  to  them;  but  where  the  fund  is  given  laffi 
several  objects,  some  of  whom  oanuot  take,  '>"'  ^""^ 
that  is  badly  given  can  be  asocrtained,  the  olgMti '^ 
are  capable  can  in  most  oases  take  their  sbaras-^->-<i^ 
as  would  be  attributuable  to  them  if  those  ''*2^ 
they  are  conjoined  in  the  appointment  ''*^  '"** '''*^ 
As  if  the  fund  were  given  between  the  paieat  sif^ 
and  his  children  incapable,  in  equal  moietisa,  oc^M*! 
among  the  objects  of  the  power  and  a  definite  sbmm'  ^ 
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■gtraugcCT  liting^  and  asoerteined,  it  •honld  Beem  that  tbe 
oapabto  obj«eti  oonld  take  the  share*  they  would  have 
been,  entitled  to  if  the  whole  appointment  bad  been  Talid 
<2  Vea.  644,  4  Ves.  Jon.  786,  2  Sag.  Powers,  72).  This 
doctrine  ha*  been  lanotioned  by  aotoal  decision.  In  a 
oaae  where  the  donee  of  a  power  to  appoint  among  her 
children  by  a  first  marriage,  having  foar  ohildren  by  the 
lirst  and  three  by  a  second  marriage,  appointed  the  f  nnd 
equally  among  all  her  children,  and  it  was  held  that  the 
first  olass  of  ohildren  took  each  one-seventh  by  appoint- 
ment, and  the  other  share*  went  as  in  default  of  appoint- 
ment {Sadler  v.  Pratt,  5  Sim.  682).  Where  a  partial 
interest  only  is  given  to  the  capable  object — as,  «.;.,  alife 
estate — and  a  remainder  is  given  over  to  incapable  objects. 
Here,  aa  the  excess  is  always  immediately  ascertainable, 
the  piartial  gift  is  held  to  be  good,  and  the  ulterior  gift 
has  no  effect  whatever,  but  the  interest  imported  by  it 
goes  as  in  default  of  appointment  (.Brtideiull  v.  JEltvei, 
7  Bast.  442;  Brittow  v.  Ward,  2  Ves.  Jnn.  386, 350).  So 
if  a  valid  appointment  be  made  to  a  competent  object, 
and  an  attempt  be  afterwards  made  to  limit  it  over  wholly 
or  partially  to  incompetent  objects,  the  appointment  to 
tbe  latter  will  be  disregarded  and  the  prior  valid  apprant- 
ment  will  remain  (Carver  v.  BonUi,2  Boss,  k  Vtj.  304; 
K»mpf  V.  JofiM,  2  Keen,  756). 

In  the  case  of  an  uncertain  incapable  class  being  con- 
joined with  those  who  are  ospable,  as  in  Soutledge  v. 
DorrUl  {tup),  where  the  possibility  of  ohildren  being 
bom  after  the  decease  of  the  appointing  testatrix  made 
the  whole  appointment  bad,  it  seems  to  have  been  thought 
that  the  ground  of  the  vice  of  the  appointment  to  the 
capable  objects  was  to  be  referred  to  the  intention  of 
tbe  donee  of  the  power,  who  designed  that  the  qualified 
persons  should  tike  such  a  proportion  of  the  fund  as 
oonld  only  be  msMured  by  reference  to  a  olass  which,  from 
its  flnotnating  natnre,  furnished  no  certain  boundary  for 
the  admeasurement  of  the  shares  of  the  capable  object*. 
And  being  also  strangers  to  the  original  donation,  there 
was  no  ground  for  suspending  the  effect  of  the  appoint- 
ment till  the  flnotnating  olass,  by  becoming  fixed  and 
ascertained,  would  furnish  a  basis  of  measurement  (see 
2  Sug.  Pow.  72,  et  ««3.). 

In  a  modern  case  a  somewhat  different  view  was  taken. 
There  the  terms  of  the  appointment  comprehended   a 
class  embracing  as  well  object*  that  were  competent 
39  also  persons  who  might  come  into  existence  after  the 
decease  of  tbe  donee,  of  the  power  at  which  period  it  was 
considered  that  the  class  of  capable  appointees  was  to  be 
ascertained,  but  inasmuch  as  the  whole  class  of  appoin- 
tee* must  of  necessity  be  ascertained  within  the  line  of 
perpetaity  from  the  time  of  the  making  of  the  instru- 
ment creating;  the  power,  it  was  held  by  Yice-Chancellor 
Kindersley  that  the  appointment  was  not  void  ab  initio, 
bat' might  wait  the  result,  and  if  no  further  members  of 
tbe  olass  came   into  existence  the  appointment  would 
take  efhot  wholly  in  favour  of  those  eapaUe,  and  if 
otbers  should  come  into  existence  within  the  limited 
time  (which  was  the  lifetime  of  the  tenant  for  life  of 
the  fnnd)  the  shares  of  the  capable  class  would  be  mea- 
sured by  the  eoneurrence   (for  the  purposes  of   such 
measurement)  of  the  additional  incompetent  members 
{JBartey  v.  S^rofey,  1  Drew.  187).      Snch  seems  to  be 
the  necessary  effect  of  the  Vice-Chancellor's  reasoning. 
His  language,  however,  on  this  point  was  as  follows  : 
'*  If  the  fund  is  appointed  not  entirely  to  object*  of  the 
povrer,  but  partly  to  strangers,  it  will  still  be  valid  quoad 
tbooe  who  are  the  objects  of  the  power,  and  the  appoint- 
ment   will   fail  only   a«  to  those  persons  who  are  not 
object*  of  the  power  (ib.  p.    137).       The  Vice-Ohan- 
oellor  referred  the   whole   question,   as  raised  by   the 
deefaions  in   Gee  v.   Attdley,  and  lioutleije  v.  DorrUl 
(«M.  mp,),  to  the   ground  of   whether  the  contingency 
oonld  or  oonld  not  be  ascertained  within  the  line  of  per- 
pebnity. 

Tbe  point  is  again  discernible  in  a  reoent  case.  A 
-feeBtator  vested  real  and  personal  estate  in  trustees,  upon 
trust  for  bis  wife  for  life,  and  after  her  decease  to  sell 


and  hold  the  proceeds  for  such  of  his  children  a^  shouM 
be  living  at  the  death  of  his  wife  and  the  issue  ther\ 
living  of  his  ohildren,  as  his  wife  shoold  appoint  by  deed 
or  will,  and  in  default  as  therein  mentioned.  After  te»>- 
tator's  decease  the  wife  by  will  appointed  two-fifths  ot 
the  residue  in  trust  lor  T.  F,  S.,  a  son,  for  his  lite  (sub- 
ject as  therein  provided),  and  after  his  decease  to  hi» 
children  as  he  should  appoint,  so  that  the  benefit  of  snob 
appointment  should  vest  within  twenty-one  years  from 
the  death  of  T.  F.  S.,  and  if  there  should  be  no  child  of 
T.  P.  8.  who  should  acquire  a  vested  interest  in  *.he  said 
trust  fund,  under  the  trusts  aforesaid,  then  upon  trust 
tor  T.  F.  S.,  his  executors,  administrators,  and  assigns 
absolutely.  With  a  proviso  that  if  T.  F.  S.  should  alien 
or  dispose  of  his  share,  or  should  become  bankrupt,  the 
trust  in  his  favour  sbonld  cease,  and  the  fund  should  oe 
held  by  the  trustees  tor  the  support,  maintenance,  or 
otherwise  for  the  benefit  of  his  wife  and  children,  as  tbe 
trustees  in  their  discretion  should  think  proper,  and  as 
to  the  wife  to  her  separate  and  inalienable  use.  After 
the  death  of  the  widow  T.  F.  S.  became  bankrupt,  ani 
it  was  held  by  Vice-Chancellor  Baooo  that  the  appoint- 
ment over  on  T.  F.  S.'s  bankruptcy  was  clearly  an  excess 
(presumably  as  made  (or  the  benefit  of  the  wife  and 
children,  and  as  to  the  children  not  confined  to  such  m 
were  living  at  the  death  of  the  donee  of  the  power),  and 
the  Court  could  not  distinguish  between  snoh  part*  of  it 
a*  were  good  and  such  as  were  bad.  Then  the  former 
gift  mnst  be  resorted  to,  and  the  delegation  of  the  power 
to  T.  F.  S.  was  clearly  bad,  upon  the  undisputed  maxim 
"  delegata  potettat  non  potest  delegari ;  "  therefore  upon 
the  bankmptcy  of  T.  F.  S.  all  which,  but  for  the  bank- 
ruptcy, would  have  been  his  (Including,  we  presume,  the 
benefit  of  the  absolute  appointment  to  him  on  the  non- 
vesting  of  his  children's  interests)  passed  to  his  assignee 
iStocUridga  v.  Story,  19  W.  R.  1049).  An  attempt  was 
made  to  show  that  the  proviso  for  cesser  was  valid, 
though  the  gifts  over  might  be  bad,  and  therefore  that 
the  fund  after  the  bankraptoy  was  unappointed.  The 
Court,  however,  disregarded  this  arg^nment.  This  is  a 
collateral  point  to  the  subject  of  tikis  article,  but  the 
judgment  of  Vioe-Ohancellor  Sir.  Qt.  Turner,  in  Roehford 
V.  Haektnan  (9  Hare,  481),  may  be  usefully  referred  to 
on  this  head. 

It  is  not  stated  upon  what  ground  the  Court  was 
unable  to  distinguish  between  such  parts  of  the  gift  over 
on  bankruptcy  as  were  good  and  such  as  were  bad — 
whether  because  the  interests  of  the  wife  and  children 
were  so  intermixed  as  to  be  inseparable;  or  if  they  ad- 
mitted of  separation,  whether,  because  the  class  of 
children  was  not  confined  to  those  in  existence  at  the 
death  of  the  donee  of  tbe  power,  who  alone  were 
capable  under  the  original  gift.  On  this  latter  ground 
there  seems  to  be  some  difficulty  in  reconciling  the  deci- 
sion with  the  principles  enunciated  by  Vice-Chancellor 
Kindersley,  in  Barvey  v.  Straeey  {tup.),  as  the  whole 
claa*  of  children  must  of  necessity  have  been  ascertain- 
able in  the  lifetime  of  T.  F.  S.,  a  period  clearly  within 
the  line  of  perpetaity. 

The  oase  of  Harvey  v.  Straeey  {tup.)  must,  we  think, 
be  considered,  a*  to  the  point  above  referred  to,  to  have 
introduced  a  view  differing  from  that  which  prevailed 
previoaaly.  This,  we  think,  is  apparent  from  the  ob- 
servation* of  Lord  St.  Lsonards  (2  Powers,  6  ed.  72). 
In  the  last  edition  of  his  work,  p.  607,  his  Lordship 
refers  to  the  oase  of  Barvey  v.  Straeey,  and  to  the  p<rint 
in  queation,  as  having  been  held  by  the  Vice-Chancellor, 
bat  expresses  no  opinion  thereon.  We  are  not  aware  , 
that  thi*  point  has  ever  been  jndioially  discussed  since 
th«  oa**  of  Harvey  v.  Straeey,  nor  whether  the  antho- 
ritiy  of  that  oaae,  as  to  this  doctrine,  has  ever  been  fol- 
lowed. 

The  Lord  Chancellor  and  Lady  Hatherley  hare  left  their 
town  residence  in  Great  George-street,  Westminster,  and 
have  arrived  at  Parley-ball,  near  Heading,  their  country 
abode 
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SECEHT  DECISIONS. 
EQUITY. 

PRACTIOE — SEOtrBITT  FOB  OOBTS. 
JRe  Eome  Auuranee  Auoeiation,  y.C.W,  19  W.  B.  947. 

It  waa  decided  in  Expartt  Lotto,  (8  De.  6.  &  Sm.  186) 
that »  petitioner  for  a  winding  np  Older,  described  as  of 
Edinbnrgb,  sraat  gire  aecnrity  for  oosta,  a*  a  preliminary 
condition  to  hearing  the  petition,  and  the  aama  oonne 
was  parsned  here.  So,  too,  a  plaintiff  resident  in  Ire- 
land, who  files  a  bill  here,  nrast  giro  seonrity  {Bill 
r.  JReardtm,  6  Had.  46).  In  fact,  erery  person  resident 
beyond  the  jnriadiotion  of  the  Oonrt,  who  initiates  pro- 
ceedings in  it,  inast  give  seonrity  for  ooete  if  zeqniied  to 
do  so. 

In  holding  that  the  respondents  in  Me  Boms  Auur- 
anee Auoeiation  {tvp.)  had  not  waived  their  right  to  re- 
quire seonrity  for  goeta  by  filing  affldaTits  in  oppoaiUon, 
the  Vioe-Chanoellor  followed  Murron  y.  Wilton  (13  BeaT. 
497),  where  this  point  was  determined.  It  was  held  also 
in  At%%n$  v.  Goohe  (6  W.  B.  381,  8  Br.  694),  that  it  was 
not  irregular  for  the  defendant,  after  he  had  filed  evi- 
denoe,  to  give  a  sabstaatiTe  notice  of  motion  that  the 
plaintiff  might  be  ordered  to  give  secnrify  for  ooets,  he 
being  out  of  the  jnriadiotion.  It  was  said  in  Ea  parte 
Seidler  (12  Sim.  106),  which  if  qnestionable  per  $e  by 
reason  of  it  not  being  fonnd  in  the  registrar's  book,  has 
been  followed  in  other  oases,  that  a  defendant  does  not, 
by  simply  defending  an  application  against  him,  lose 
the  right  to  reqoire  seonrity  for  costs.  It  might  be 
otherwise,  the  Vioe-Chanoellor  added,  if  he  were  to 
Orig^ate  proceedings;  and  we  find  by  itfoion  t.  Sardner 
(2  Bro.  C.  0. 609  n.)  that  a  defendant  who  took  a  material 
step  in  the  cause,  after  notice  that  the  plaintiff  was  oot 
of  the  jnrisdiction,  was  held  to  be  thereby  precluded 
from  moving  for  security. 

The  proper  amount  of  security,  we  may  add,  on  the 
authority  of  Be  Eome  Aitvrance  Auoeiation,  is  £100. 
In  Partington  v.  Beynoldt  (6  W.  B.  307),  where  se- 
curity was  required  from  a  claimant  under  an  adminis- 
tration decree,  £40  was  the  amount  fixed.  In  Atkin* 
T.  Coolte  (tvp.)  the  amount  was  the  same  :  see  also  Re 
Patmore  (1  Beav.  94),  where  £40  was  fixed  by  consent. 
The  amount  of  security  required  in  a  cause  from  a  plain- 
tiff out  of  the  jurisdiction  was  increased  from  £40  to 
£100  by  Order  XL.  6,  and  in  Em  parte  Latta  {.tup.)  £100 
was  required  for  security  from  the  petitioner.  There  is 
therefore  now  no  distinction  in  the  case  of  a  petition,  as 
stated  in  Danl.  Ch.  Pr.  5  ed.  p.  83d.),  but  £100  is  the 
proper  sum  in  all  cases  for  whicSi  tlie  bond  is  to  be  giren. 


COMMON  LAW. 
Cabbisbs — Pabsemoebs'  Luooaos. 
[Macron  r.  Great  Wettern  Baiina]/  Company, 
Q3.,  19  W.  B.  878. 
The  plaintiff,  returning  with  his  hoosehdld  from 
Canada  to  England,  \uA  among  his  luggage  various 
articles  af  bedding,  with  which  he  Intended  to  provide 
his  new  settlement,  wherever  it  might  be.  Tbn  de- 
fendants, by  whose  line  he  travelled,  lost  his  goods,  and 
he  aned  tiiem  for  damages;  and  having  on  the  trial  r»* 
covered  damages,  from  file  calculation  of  whioh  the 
bedding  was  (among  other  things)  excluded,  he  ob- 
tained a  rale  to  increase  the  damages  by  the  value  of 
the  ezoluded  articles.  After  hearing  the  rule  argued  the 
Court  took  time  to  consider,  and  at  length  delivered  a 
judgment  in  which  an  attempt  is  made  to  settle  some 
general  role  by  which  to  determine  what  is  "  passengers' 
Inggage."  "  Whatever,"  says  Cockbnm,  C J.,  delivering 
the  ji^gment  of  the  Court,  "  the  passenger  takes  with 
him  for  his  personal  ease  or  convenience,  acoording  to 
the  habits  or  wants  of  the  particular  class  to  which  he 
helongs,  either  with  reference  to  the  immediate  neoes- 
aitiea  or  to  the  ultimate  pvrpoie  of  the  journey,  most  be 


considered  as  penooal  luggage."  Appaisl  tot  uew  or- 
nament, Ae  sportsman's  gun  and  fishiog-md,  the  »rtiit'» 
easel,  and  the  student's  book  are  mentioned  s«  initssffi, 
"  and  other  articles  of  an  analogous  ohsnotsr,  the  m 
of  which  is  personal  to  the  traveller,  and  the  tikia{g( 
whioh  has  arisen  from  the  fact  of  his  joariMfiai.'' 
« On  the  other  hand,  the  term  ordtnarj/  hfiofe,  heiiif 
thus  confined  to  that  which  is  personal  to  tiM  pMns|B 
and  carried  for  his  use  or  oonvanienoe,  it  followi  tbit 
what  is  carried  for  the  purpose  of  bnsiDeaa,  nok  » 
merohandise  or  the  like,  or  for  larger  or  uUeriirfr- 
pout,  such  as  article*  of  furniture  or  household  goedi, 
would  not  come  within  the  description  ol  ordinai7li(- 
gage,  unless  acoepted  as  such  by  the  carrier." 

It  is  to  be  feared  that  notwithstanding  thli  otnU 
attempt  at  disorimination    the  question  is  not  nd 
nearer  to  a  settlement  than  it  waa  befoe,  and  theve 
cannot  be  safely  cited  to  prove  Msything  exo^t  AM 
bedding  is  not  ordinary  passengen^  InggHI"-    ^nwi  tkt 
term  la  allowed  to  include  what  the  passenger  eatrinte 
ultimate  pnrpoees,  but  not  what  he  carriaa  foe  aiioitr 
purposes,  inasmuch  as  the  superlative  is  larg«  thu  tki 
comparative,  it  must  be    assumed  that  nltimite  ud 
ulterior  are  used  with  a  different  reference,  and  tkat  bf 
the   latter   term    ia  aignified  something   bejwd  ttj 
pnrpoae,  even  an    ultimate    purpose,   of  the  jooiu;. 
But  the  ultimate  pnrpoae  of  the  journey  ia  aomsthiifb 
be  done  after  the  joura^  ia  acoompliahed,  and  it  thai 
distinguished  from  the  neoessitieB  of  the  joomej  iMf, 
and  this  is  shown  by  the  instances  put ;  in  &st,  i1b(« 
everything  a  paaMnger  ever  carriea  ia  carried tendi 
purposes.    But  where  these  ultimate  pnrposeBaBd,ad 
the  purposes  which  are  ulterior  to  them,  and  an  then- 
fore  not  pnrpoeesof  the  journey  at  all,  begin,  ia  fufm 
olear.    The  distinction  might  be  dnwn  between  t  fee- 
manent  aetUement  at  the  jonrney'a  end  and  a  aeia  tM- 
porary  sojourn,  but  this  is  not  ezpreaaed  in  tha  j^' 
ment,  altbongh  it  would  apparmtiy  suit  the  faoti  of  the 
case.  That  distinction  would  not,  however,  apply  taas- 
chandise  carried  for  sale,  for  there  the  aojoom  itoolr  i^ 
tended  to  be  temporary.     It  would  be  open  also  tothii 
objection — ^that  a  passenger  might  recover  for  a  ksi,  ■ 
his  joura^y  out,  of  that  in  respect  of  whidi  i>f  o*" 
not  recover  on  his  journey  home  ;  or  if  things  origisait; 
taken  out  were  held  to  retain  their  charaoter  on  their 
way  back,  this  would  not  apply  to  anything  nevlj  K- 
quired  and  on  the  road  to  its  ultimate  desttDation.  If, 
again,  the  test  of  pertonal  use  ia  applied,  it  is  haidb 
say  that  »  mas  does  not  as  much  personally  nae  hiihN 
as  any  artide  of  dothlng.    And  if  it  ia  aaid  that  lh> 
things    most   be    such     as    people    ordinarilf  0B17. 
it    was  answered   in   this  case   that  emigranta  or& 
narily   do   carry   their   bedding,   and    eaaigranU  a» 
just    as    much    a  olasa   as   artiata   or  sportaaa.  » 
is  not   therefore  ea«y  to  see  that  this  oass  haa  itdr 
contributed  to  the  solution    of    the    vesad  Q**^ 
What    U   passengers'  Inggaga?    and   we   eaa«st*J 
sntertaining  a  doubt  whatber  the  oaae  was  li^htv  ^ 
oided,  whether  the  trae  appUoation  of  the  tart  ^  (*- 
■onal  use  would  not  have  given  the  plaintiif  hii  Jiw't'^ 
and  whether  the  teat  of  nitarior  and  nltlaats  p^M" 
waa  not  aa  entirely  fidaa  and  impo«!Ua  ground  irf  mj- 
tineticB.    It  m«y  at  flrat  sight  q^peax  Uiat  tha  «■«» 
oaUon,  «tbe  taUng  of  whioh  haa  ariaan  from  tha  bet" 
iiiM  joiunqring,"  gives  some  asaistanfm;  bat  on  «»*■•' 
tion  the  test  will  be  fonnd  to  fail,  for  if  it  imh^ 
thing  to  the  pnrpoae  it  must  mean  that  the  t'Vr'' 
takes  the  things  for  the  sake  of  the  joornay,  aid  «• 
not  take  the  journey  for  the  aake  of  the  thiafa.   W 
though  this  would  exclode  merchandise  oazriedfK  w 
it  would  equally  exclude  many  other  things  *^? 
certainly  included  in  passengers'  luggage  •ndiaMt*'* 
things  mentioned  as  such  in  the  jodgment;  in**" 
would  exclude  everything  not  reqnired  by  thsM"* 
moving  about  from  place  to  place.   If ,  on  the  otb»**^ 
it  only  maana  that  the  journey  moat  Uk»  **'""!^ 
or  create  the  neceesity  of  taking  them,  then  eerwajy* 
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daiatifCi  goods  wonld  baye  fallen  within  th«  dawnriptioD, 
rUoh  wonld  in  faet  be  as  wide  aa  any  paaaenger  conkl 
giin. 


NonoB  OF  AonoN. 
Zittf  r.  Chamberlain,  O.P.,  19  W.  B.  981. 
It  is  not,  perhaps,  to  be  wondered  at  that,  in  interpret- 
ig  olanaes  in  Aota  of  Parliament  which  provide  for  the 
roteotion  of  those  acting  in  pnrsnanoe  of  the  statute,  by 
gqniiiog  notioe  of  action,  the  analogy  of  action  for 
ujidoas  prosecution  shoiild  have  been  often  thongh 
mmeotuly  followed,  and  a  similar  teat  applied.  Of 
rane,  if  the  thing  done  were  in  reality  in  pnrsnanoe  of 
he  atatnte,  no  action  wonld  lie,  and,  therefore,  no  notioe 
I  action  wonld  be  required,  or,  at  iMst,  not  for  the  same 
NSOB.  On  the  other  hand,  if  the  statute  were  made  a 
g«rs  pretence,  and  the  Act  were  really  one  of  wilful  malice, 
he  clause  wonld  obvionely  hare  no  application.  Assum- 
Dg,  then,  a  wrongful  act,  but  the  ejdstonoe  of  an  honest 
ad  bond  fide  belief  in  the  defendant,  what  must  be  the 
ontenta  of  that  belief?  Not,  oertainly.that  he  ia  aotbig 
J'  Tirtne  of  such  and  snoh  a  chapter  (rf  sndi  and  anoh  a 
olome  of  the  statute  book  ;  but,  upon  the  other  hand, 
o(  merely  a  general  belief  that  he  is  acting  legally;  an 
iror  aa  to  the  law  will  not  help  him  here  more  than 
iMwhere.  It  remains,  therefore,  that  the  error  must  be 
a  error  as  to  the  facts;  and,  putting  together  right  law 
id  wrong  facts,  it  reenlta  that  he  must  have  thought 
Kts  to  exist  which,  if  they  had  ezisted,  wonld  hare  made 
it  condnot  lawful  under  the  statute  in  qnestion.  The 
Bly  qnestion  th»t  remains  is  whether,  in  addition  to  this 
tnS  fidt  belief  in  the  facts,  there  must  hare  been  reaaon- 
ble  and  probable  grounds  for  the  belief.  It  has  been 
ir  aome  time  settled  that  this  need  not  be  prored,  al- 
boDgh  the  existence  of  snoh  gronnds  may  be  an  argn- 
«nt  in  faTOur  of,  and  their  absence  an  argument 
punst,  the  exiatenoe  of  the  belief.  JDovming  r.  Captl 
LH.  2  C.  P.  461),  howeTer,  and  Zeittr  t.  Sart  (L.  B. 
C.  P.  332),  hare  apparently  misled  some  people,  although 
)th  oasae  were  leally  iUnstntionsonly  of  the  proposition 
at  it  is  not  enough  for  a  man  to  beliere  generally  that 
I  is  aoting  legally,  aod  that  his  error  must  be  not  in  the 
ir  but  in  the  facts.  In  the  latter  case,  however,  it  must 
I  admitted  expr'easions  are  nsed  whidi  might  mislead ; 
is  neefnl,  therefore,  to  have  the  principle  so  affirmed, 
id  those  expresaiont!  explained,  as  was  recently  done  in 
inf  T.  Chamberlain. 


SCI.  Fa. — DiBOBETIOK  OF  OOUBT. 

Uer.Tke  Bude  BaUnap,  CJ.,  19  W.  B.  964. 
In  this  case  the  Court  held  that,  although  thej  had  a 
leretion  nnder  8  Viet.  o.  16,  s.  86,  aa  to  allowing  a 
it  of  Mei./a.  to  issue  to  enable  a  judgment  orsditor  of 
railway  company  to  get  execution  a^nst  the  share- 
Iden,  yet  that  this  discretion  was  a  judicial  discretion 
be  ezerdsed  aooording  to  known  mles  of  law.  Where, 
mtue,  there  is  a  primd  fade  legal  claim  and  no  anffl- 
nt  answer  in  equity,  and  the  writ  is  sought  for  the 
ipow  of  enforaiDg  such  claim  without  vexation  or 
imasioD,  the  Ooart  is  bound  to  enforce  the  olaim, 
iBgh  there  are  airaumstances  in  the  case  of  which  the 
Bbera  of  the  Court  may  not  individually  approve, 
e  importance  of  this  case  is  merely  that  It  somewhat 
tricts  the  generality  of  expreraions  nsed  both  in  the 
id  notes  and  judgments  of  two  former  oases  {Soott  v. 
t  Umbridge  MaU/itay  Company,  U  W.  B.  893,  L.  B.  1 
P-  496,  and  SKrimpUn  v.  The  Sidmmith  Bailtcay  Oom- 
»;,  L.  B.  8  C.  P.  80).  Those  cases  were  commented  on 
us  in  a  leading  article  shortly  after  their  decision  (12 
J.  9S),  and  explained  in  aocordanoe  with  the  present 
liaion  of  the  Court.  As  then  pointed  out  by  us,  the 
i  of  the  Oonrt  having  some  discretion  in  the  matter 
of  considerable  importance  ;  for  injustice  must  not 
tequently  be  done,  if  the  Court  were  bound  to  issue 
I  writ  in  all  oases  where  the  formalities  of  the  statute 
1  been  complied  with. 


Pabol  Etidsnoe. 
Morgan  v.  QrigHh,  Ex.,  19  W.  B.  957,  L.  B.  6  Ex.  70. 
This  case  is  an  important  instanoe  of  the  admission  of 
parol  evidence,  the  effect  of  which  was  substantially  to 
add  a  term  to  a  written  lease.  The  plaintiff,  the  intend- 
ing lessee,  complained  of  the  land  being  overrun  with 
rabbits,  and  dmired  a  term  to  be  inserted  in  the  lease 
binding  the  defendant,  the  lessor,  to  destroy  them.  This 
was  refused,  bnt  the  plaintiff  would  not  sign  the  lease 
until  he  had  obtained  a  distinct  verbal  promise  to  the- 
same  effect.  For  the  non-performance  of  this  promise 
he  now  sned  the  defendant,  who  contended  that  evidence 
of  the  promise  was  inadmissible,  as  its  effect  wonld  be  to 
alter  the  terms  of  the  written  document.  The  Court, 
however,  held  that  the  promise  Was  collateral,  and  wa» 
supported  by  the  consideration  of  the  signature  of  the 
kase.  In  Lindley  r.  Laeey  (17  C.  B.  N.  &  578,  84 
L.  J.  C.  P.  7),  Erie,  C.J.,  said,  "The  question  U, 
does  it  appear  from  the  written  instrument  that  it 
was  meant  to  contain  the  whole  that  was  intended  to  be 
binding  between  the  parties  1  If  so,  nothing  can  be  added 
to  it.  If  this  does  not  appear,  then  an  agreement  upon 
a  distinct  matter  may  be  shown  to  have  been  made  orally 
and  may  be  enforced  .  .  .  whether  the  oral  agreement 
preceeds  or  be  oontemporaneous  with  the  written  agree- 
ment is  of  no  consequence,  provided  it  be  on  a  distinct 
collateral  matter;"  and  Byles,  J.,  said,  "A  series  of  oases 
beginning  with  Davit  v.  Jonei  and  Pym  r.  (hmpbell,  and 
followed  very  reeently  in  Wallii  r.  Littell  in  tiiift  oonrt, 
ahowB  that  evidence  may  be  given  of  an  oral  agreement, 
which  constitutes  a  condition  on  which  the  performance 
of  the  written  agreement  is  to  depend  ;  and  if  evidence 
may  be  given  of  an  oral  agreement  which  affects  the 
perfwmance  of  the  written  one,  surely  evidence  may  be 
given  of  a  distinct  oral  agreement  upon  a  matter  on 
which  the  written  contract  is  silent."  The  facts  to 
which  these  observations  applied  were,  that  the  plaintiff, 
who  was  sued  on  a  bill  he  could  not  meet,  and  was  also 
under-tenant  to  defendant  in  premises  which  the 
superior  landlord  was  threatening  with  distress,  agreed 
in  writing  to  give  up  poeseosion  to  the  defendant  and  to 
sell  him  the  f umitnre  for  a  named  price,  and  in  the  same 
instrument  autharUed  the  defendants  to  settle  the  action 
on  the  Ull,  and  deduct  the  amount  from  the  price  of  the 
fnmitnre.  At  the  same  time  it  was  orally  agreed 
that  the  defendant  should  settie  that  action,  and 
it  was  only  on  that  footing  that  the  plaintiff 
signed  the  agreement.  It  was  for  the  breach  of 
tlHa  oral  agreement  that  the  action  was  brought,  and, 
on  the  grounda  above  mentioned,  sustained.  The  tost 
given  by  Brie,  C.J.,  waa  in  faot  inapplicable  to  that  case, 
and  is  praoticttlly  nseleas.  It  never  does  appear  other- 
wise th|ui  by  inference  from  a  written  document  that  the 
parties  intend  it  to  contain  the  whole  agreement.  It  is 
assumed  tii^  do  so  int«id,  for  thevaryreaaon  that  they 
reduce  their  agreement  to  writing  ;  they  do  not  say  "  we- 
mean  this  to  be  the  whole  agreement  between  us  aa  to  all 
the  matters  mentioned  in  it,"  but  that  intention  is  in- 
ferred. If  that  inference  had  been  pressed  striotiy,  it 
would  have  excluded  the  oral  agreement,  for  the  subject 
matter  was  certainly  mentioned  in  the  writing.  It  conld' 
not  be  truly  said  the  written  contract  was  silent  as  tO' 
the  matter  ;  that  it  was  silent  as  to  the  oral  agreement 
is  necessarily  involved  in  the  state  of  facts  which  raised 
the  qnestion,  and  was  the  very  reason  why  oral  evidence 
became  ueoeasary  ;  bnt  it  referred  in  terms  to  the  subject 
matter  of  the  agreement,  namely,  the  settlement  of  the 
action  on  the  bill.  A  decision  against  the  plaintiff 
wonld,  no  doubt,  have  worked  great  injustice;  bat  never- 
theless (perhaps  fur  that  reason)  the  case  certainly 
goes  a  long  way.  Not  quite  so  far,  however,  as  the 
present  case,  which  snggests  the  question  whether, 
if  the  agreement  had  been  to  keep  down  the  rabbits 
during  the  whole  term,  it  would  (apart  from  any  ques- 
tion on  the  Statute  of  Frauds)  have  been  admissible  in 
evidence?    It  is  not  e»ay  to  see  any  reason  why  it  should 
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not,  or  why  any  other  agfreement  relating  to  the  pro- 
mises demiaed,  not  actually  lepagnant  to  the  lease, 
should  not  be  admitted.  If  this  should  piove  trne, 
there  will  be  nothing  to  reject  in  it.  To  support  such  a 
promise  there  mnst  he  a  consideration,  so  that  (unless 
there  be  some  pigment  or  separate  counter  promise)  it 
must  be  made  a  condition  of  entering  into  the  contract 
of  demise;  it  mnst  be  a  promise  to  be  performed  within 
a  year;  and  the  party  seeking  to  rely  upon  it  mnst 
always  be  prepared  to  show  some  good  reason  why  (if  it 
would  naturally  be  looked  for  there)  it  is  not  to  be  foaud 
•in  the  lease.  Having  regard  to  the  cases  above  men- 
tioned, we  must,  it  seems,  infer  that  its  qualifying  word 
collateral  means  only  "additional  to  and  not  incon- 
sistent with  "  the  written  agreement. 


APPOINTMENTS. 


The  Hon.  Gowban  Cbakles  Verxon,  Recorder  of  Lin- 
coln, has  been  appointed,  by  the  Lord  Chief  Justice  of  Eng- 
land, to  be  Bevising  Barrister  for  Cambridgeshire  and  the 
Isle  of  Ely.  Mr.  Vernon  is  the  second  son  of  Lord  Lyve- 
den  (formerly  Mr.  Vernon-Smith,  who  was  for  some  years 
President  of  the  India  Board),  by  the  daughter  of  the 
second  and  last  Earl  of  Upper  O^ry.  He  was  born  in 
1825,  and  wba  educated  at  Eton  and  at  Trinity  College, 
Cambridge,  where  he  graduated  B.A.  in  1847.  He  was 
called  to  the  Bar  at  the  Inner  Temple  in  June,  1850,  and 
for  some  time  practised  on  the  Midland  Circuit ;  but 
when  the  Counties  of  Korthampton  and  Leicester  were 
added  to  the  Norfolk  Circuit  he  chose  tlie  latter.  Hie 
Hon.  Mr.  Vernon  has  been  Recorder  of  Lincoln  since  1859. 

Mr.  Walter  Bullab  Ross,  of  Ipswich,  solicitor,  has 
been  appointed  one  of  her  Mi^esty's  Coroners  for  the  county 
of  Suffolk.  The  election  took  place  on  Tuesday  on  the 
Comhill,  Ipswich,  and  Mr.  Ross,  who  was  proposed  by 
Lieut. -Col.  Phillipps,  and  seconded  by  Mr.  T.  D  Eye  Bur- 
roughes  (both  magmrates  for  the  county),  was  unopposed. 
Mr.  Ross  was  admitted  in  1857,  and  was  one  of  the  three 
prizemen  of  that  term.  He  has  since  January,  1860,  held 
the  office  of  depnty  coroner  for  the  county,  and  for  some 
years  was  also  deputy  coroner  for  the  liberty  of  the  Duke  of 
Norfolk,  in  Suffolk.  He  is  clerk  to  the  guardians  and 
assessment  committee  of  the  Ipswich  Union,  a  perpetual 
commissioner,  Ac.  He  was  appointed  by  Lord  Westbury  the 
solicitor  for  prison  adjudications,  &c.,  in  bankruptcy  in 
the  county  court  at  Ipswich  (under  the  orders  of  May,  1862), 
and  held  that  appointment  until  the  general  abolition  of  such 
offices  in  1864.  Mr.  Ross  (who  aUo  holds  the  office  of 
prosecuting  officer  under  the  Vaccination  Acts)  i»  the  author 
of  a  recently  published  work  on  the  "Systematic  Enforce- 
ment of  Compulsory  Vaccination."  He  contested  the 
county  coronrasBip^in  1860,  against  Mr.  F.  B.  Marriott  (now 
the  outer  coroner)  but  on  tmit  occasion  was  defeated  after 
a  four  days'  polL 

Mr.  T.  Cousim,  solicitor,  of  Portsmouth,  has  been  elected 
Clerk  to  the  magistrates  of  that  borough,  in  the  room  of  Mr. 
S.  Greetham,  resigned.  Mr.  Greethwm,  who  had  held  the 
office  for  upwards  of  thirty-five  years,  resigned  a  few  week^ 
since  ;  and  the  magistrates  and  town  council  having  agreed 
that  payment  by  fees  should  henceforth  be  abolished,  the  re- 
muneration of  his  successor  was,  after  some  deliberation,  fixed 
at  £900  a-year.  At  the  election,  which  took  place  on  Tuesday, 
there  were  six  candidates  for  the  vacant  office,bat  the  contest 
lay  practically  between  Mr.Consins  and  two  others,  Messrs.  A. 
Hellard  and  R,  W.  Ford,  of  Portsmouth,  and  after  a  very 
close  contest  Mr.  Cousins  was  elected.  Mr.  Cousins  was 
admitted  in  1854,  and  filled  for  five  years  the  post  of 
managing  clerk  to  a  firm  in  London.  Since  then  he  has 
practised  in  Portsmouth,  where  he  has  been  located  for 
twelve  years.  In  consequence  of  his  appointment,  Mr. 
Cousins  has  resigned  the  office  of  Solicitor  to  the  Borough 
of  Portsmouth  Licensed  Victuallers'  Association.  He  will 
enter  on  hb  new  duties  on  the  7  th  October. 

Mr.  Geoboe  Allen,  solicitor,  of  Carlisle-street,  Soho- 
square,  has  been  elected  Treasurer  of  the  county  of  Middle- 
sex, in  succession  to  his  uncle,  the  late  Mr.  Charles  Pettitt 
Allen.  Mr.  G.  Allen  is  a  son  of  Mr.  John  William  Allen, 
solicitor,  who  is  clerk  to  the  Commissioners  of  Taxes,  and 
to  the  licensing  magistrates  of  the  parish  of  St.  Anne, 


Westminster.  He  was  admitted  in  1850,  ami  bu  (or  bbj 
years  been  assistant  clerk  to  his  lather  ia  the  Tu  OSo. 
Mr.  Allen,  the  new  County  Treasurer,  is  a  meiate  «( & 
Solicitors'  Benevolent  Associ^ian. 


QENEBAL  C0RSE8P0NDE5Ce. 

.  The  BAXKBtm-CT  Act,  1869. 
Sir, — Given  the  following  facts  and  in  the  order  *aft4> 
(1.)  Seizure  by  an  execution  creditor  of  goodso(lmilfe• 
(or  trader)  for  a  debt  under  £59,  no  act  of  baoknft^lir 
ing    been  at  that  time  committed  ;  (2)  after  thenii 
petition  for  liquidation  filed  by  the  debtor  ;  (S)  fsDmii 
an  order  restraining  the  sheriff  from  proceeding  to  ■!!,«( 
which  he  withdraws  ;  and  (4)  an  appointinaitofit» 
at  the  meeting  of  creditors.    Now,  a>nsideri]ig  tkeqix 
you  have  already  expressed  (14  S.  J.  834— 836X^Riac: 
with  regard  to  the  case  of  Ez  parte   Venett  (18  W.  i.  KJ. 
and  bearing  in  mind  the  recent  case  of  SMer  t.  hiic  f; 
W.  R.  778,  L.R.   6  Ex.  228),  is  the  executioBodari 
the  above  case  entitled  to  be  paid  his  debt  and  eo^  h!L 
by  the  trustee  out  of  the  proceeds  of  any  sale  ofCupii 
seized  ?      Counsel    has    advised     that     he   is,  kt  i 
registrar  of  the  county  court    in  which  the  ■pvMks 
are  pending  has  decided  otherwise,  giring  as  his  rassk 
doing  so,  (a)tiiat  SlaUr  v.  PimUr  is  an  authoritj  aslit 
the  question  of  leffol  ownership  as  between  the  ossc 
creditor    and  the  trustee  under   the  circamstsDca  is 
stated;  (b)  that  it  does  not  affect  cases  where  the  discnb2|F 
power  "  given  to  the  Court  for  equitabk  porpom  b^Ka 
13  "  [these  are  his  own  words]  has  been  exerdiM;iil  ■ 
that  he  is  bound  to  follow  the  Chief  Judge's  daisna 
Sxparle  Venai,  and  not,  even  if  he  has  the  powir,  &  x 
at  common  law.      Is  not  the  learned  registrar  via;  a 
aU  the  above  points  ?  A  Countbt  Soucna. 

[We  are  not  at  all  surprised,  having  regard  to  the  TO* 
decisions  upon  this  subject,  that  registaars,  and  judjat»< 
local  courts  of  bankruptcy  should  nitherto  hare  fit  *• 
selves  in  a  difficulty :  nor  are  we  at  all  surprised  fit ^ 
particular  registrar  in  question  should  have  airircd  «tk 
conclusion  at  which  he  did.  Indeed,  he  was  pr^sUyi^ 
in  doing  so ;  on  the  ground  that  the  chief  judge  is  v 
mptcy  constitutes  the  court  of  appeal  from  local  bib^ 
courts,  and  those  courts  are  thervfore  bound  to  Uimji 
decisions.  The  Chief  Judge  in  Bankruptcy  deadx  An4 
in  Ex  parte  Veiuts  and  other  oasee,  that  ia  lu  <f 
though  the  seizure  under  an  execution  precede  un  <* 
of  bankruptcy,  yet,  if  a  petition  in  bankraptej  a  I" 
liquidation  were  presented  before  sale,  and  an  >^*** 
granted  restraining  the  sale,  this  had  the  effect  cf  M<V 
the  execution  and  giving  the  goods  to  the  tratn;  ■» 
Ex  parU  Rock  (19  W.  R.  677),  he  exprwsly  itaUi  •* 
cordance  with  this  view.  We  have  repeatedly  ^Mii  * 
opinion  that  the  Chief  Judge  waa  wrong  in  all  tka  ■ 
Slater  v.  Findtr  the  Court  of  Exchequer  laid  down  tiil« 
as  we  thought,  rightly.  And  now  the  Chief  Jadt^'tiwM 
in  Ex  parte  Sock  has  been  reversed  by  the  Full  Cost  si 'f 
peal(Lord  HatherIey,Ij.C^  Jamas  and  Mellish,LJJ.,l'*i 
U29).  This  decision  seems  to  set  the  matter  at  reft  It** 
lishes  that  the  title  of  an  execution  orwditoris  now,  uib'"* 
t3  section  184  of  the  Bankruptcy  Act,  1849)  itwub*' 
1869,  complete  upon  seizure,  and  cannot  be  defiatid  tf  >? 
subsequent  act  of  bankruptcy ;  and  that  tite  injiodiii* 
be  granted  under  section  13  is  not  a  means  fiv  ■■"■^ 
Courts  of  Bankruptcy  to  exercise  any  diaeretiaa  u  > 
shall  have  a  debtor's  goods,  but  is  onlyameaanffi** 
ing  those  goods,  pending  the  decisioD  of  the  quiahsn 
is  entitled  to  them.  It  follows  that,  since  this  dw*  ^ 
the  Court  of  Appeal,  the  registrar's  jadgmeo^  u  "J*** 
by  our  correspondent,  cannot  be  sustained. — Si.  i  A 


The  Nkw  Baxkbvptct  Act  akd  "hi^/nnuataft. 

Sir, — 1  enclose  two  absurd  **  paiagrmpka;''  hmi^  "i* 

Liquidations,"  cut  out  of  the  newspapen  af  ataj"^ 

Of  course,  all  your  readers  are  await  of  the  ■"  basip^ 
manufactories,"  which  were  set  up  by  ••»c«Mirt»'*_ " 
connection  with  a  certain  class  of  attoraejs^o  ■»■**?■ 
federate  with  them  ;  and  that  they  becwie  a  800111**  ** 
some  time  after  the  passing  of  the  new  ActwkJAili*rir' 
the  "  bankrupt  manufactories."  it  seemed  as  if  wU* 
this  description  would  be  left  to  flow  in  its 
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d  &11  into  the  htnds  of  respoetable  solicitors.  The  en- 
)8«il  parajgnpht  will,  however,  prove  that  "  liiioidation 
uiubctories,'  conducted  by  ■  similar  class  of  persons  as 
ose  for  bankrupts  were,  are  about  to  become  a  similar 
usance.  I  shall  not  stop  to  show  the  public  mischief 
trked  bv  these  people,  who  hunt  up  tradesmen  and  others 
money  difficulties,  and  urge  them  to  go  into  liquidation 
r  their  own  mercenary  ends  ;  but  I  desire  to  ask  a  qnes- 
m  apropos  to  the  business  of  your  journal,  which  I  should 
[e  to  see  answered  by  yourseu  or  your  correspondents.  I 
nidi  thonjdi,  first  observe,  that  the  object  of<hepara- 
iphs  (whidi  are  no  doubt  advertisements  disgnised)  is  of 
BTse  to  biay  up  the  name  of  the  attorney  and  the  "  jackal," 
I  find  the  accountant  is  called,  though  it  should  be  put, 
e  "  jtekal "  and  the  attorney  ;  for  there  is  no  doubt  the 
toraey  not  only  stoops  to  let  ue  "jackal  "find  the  game, 
it  is  also  content  to  have  only  the  bones,  thrown  to  him 
'  his  <U  facto  master.  For  this  I  may  probably  be  told 
ere  Ls  no  remedy;  such  practitioners  take  their  standing 
d  are  reckoned  at  what  they  are  worth ;  to  which  1  reply, 
>t  is  all  very  well,  but  for  all  that  they  efTeetnally  daaa 
I  the  stream,  which  would  otherwise  carry  this  business 
to  the  offices  of  better  class  men,  and  there  are  many  such 
t  possessing  enough  of  a  superior  description  of  practice, 
10  would  be  glau  to  take  that  of  liquidations,  and  who 
lold  conduct  it  more  to  the  benefit  of  the  public  than  the 
ttifo^ging  advertisers. 

Havmc  jiremised  thus  much  as  regards  the  interests  of 
e  proKssion,  I  would,  in  reference  to  these  ''Local 
anidations"  paragraphs,  ask,  if,  supposing  the  practice 
be  discussed  by  competent  functionaries,  it  would  not  be 
Id  to  show  a  serious  misapprehension  of  his  duty,  his  ig- 
rancc,  in  fact,  for  an  attorney  to  send  statements  to  news- 
pers,  trumpeting  to  the  world  that  certain  of  his  clients 
!  insolvent ;  'or  if  he  does  not  send  them,  to  allow  them 
appear ;  the  publicity  which  the  law  requires  must  of 
use  be  given,  but  I  apprehend  no  solicitor  who  knows  his 
■nee*  would  to  this  needful  and  prescribed  publicity  add 
nblidty  needlew  and  lucalled  for,  as  a  trap  to  catch  busi- 

B. 

[  alio  enclose  an  admrtiMment  which  will  show  another 
Toachment  on  professional  business.  Hitherto  sales  by 
ition  have  been  looked  upon  as  "a  trump  card"  for 
idton ;  h«re  is  a  sale  to  be  conducted  by  an  "  account- 
;'  as  far  as  appearances  go ;  no  doubt  there  is  a  con- 
eiate  in  the  snape  of  an  attorney  in  the  background,  but 
I  see  if  this  be  so,  he  is  kept  in  the  back^und  :  the  re- 
it  Bankruptcy  Act  has  set  this  dodge  a-coing  also,  as  this 
rotisement  is  headed  "In  Liqaidation. 
n  theory  a  solicitor  is  a  gentleman,  and  is  supposed  to 
upy  a  good  position  in  society,  but  in  the  present  day,  if 
wants  to  live  by  his  business  he  had  better  take  his 
id  among  the  practitioners  I  have  alluded  to,  and  divide 
profits  with  a  "jackal  ;"  or,  better  still,  desist  taking 
nis  certificate,  and  go  in  for  an  °'  accountant "  with  no 
ition,  but  plenty  of  "  cheek  "  ;  which  latter  quality  pos- 
ed by  a  quack  is  ju?t  gelling  of  more  val'ae  m  towns  in 
ch  small  tradesmen  and  the  lower  classes  preponderate 
a  a  solicitor's  qualification,  though  accompanied  by  the 
idest  legal  knowlege  and  strictest  propriei^  of  conduct. 

A  SOLICITOK. 


OBITUARY. 


MR.  G.  HILLYER. 
he  office  of  Clerk  to  the  Coach  and  Ooach-hamess 
:era'  Company  of  the  City  of  London  has  again  become 
mt,  by  the  death  of  Mr.  G^eo^pe  Hillyer,  solicitor,  of 
church -street,  who  expired  at  Margate  on  the  2&th 
:ast,  after  a  few  days'  illness,  at  the  age  of  fifty-eight 
■8.  Mr.  Hillyer,  who  was  admitted  in  1852,  was  sp- 
ited anlr  a  few  weeks  sinoe  to  succeed  the  late  Mr. 
mdary  Potter  as  Clerk  to  the  Coachmakers'  Company, 
was  a  member  of  the  Incorporated  Law  Society  and 
or  partner  in  the  firm  of  Hillyer  &  Fenwick. 

MR  S.  HEELIS. 
X.    Stephen     Heelis,   solicitor,     of     Pendleton,    near 
ichester,  died  at  his  residence.  Above  Bank,  Gntsmere, 
tmorland,  on  the  26th  of  August,  at  the  age  of  seventy 
s.     Mr.  Heelis  was  certificated  in  1826,  and  many  years 


ago  took  an  active  part  in  Manchesterjpolitics.  In  1853  he 
was  elected  an  alderman  for  the  borovigh  of  Salfoid,and 
twice  served  the  office  of  mayor— namely,  in  1865-6  and 
1856-7.  In  1857,  during  his  mayoralty,  the  Art  Treasures 
Exhibition  was  held  at  Old  Trafford  ;  and  on  the  occasion 
of  the  Qneen's  visit  to  [the  exhibition  he  was  offisred  the 
honour  of  knighthood,  bnt  declined — the  honour  being 
accepted  by  Sir  James  Watts,  then  mayor  of  Manchester. 
At  the  end  of  his  mayondty  in  1857,  Mr.  Heelis  resigned  his 
connection  with  the  Salford  Town  Council.  As  a  Conserva- 
tive agent  he  worked  actively  on  behalf  of  his  party  at  con- 
tested elections — notably  in  1852,  when  Mr.  Loch  and 
Captain  Denman  uasnocesafully  opposed  the  return  of 
Messrs.  John  Bright  and  Milner  Gibson.  Mr.  Heelis  took 
an  active  port  in  the  formation  of  the  Salford  Volunteer 
Corps,  and  was  a  liberal  subscriber  to  its  funds.  The  public 
institutions  of  Salford  and  Manchester  were  also  greatly 
benefited  by  his  professional  assistance.  He  was  a  member 
of  the  Manchester  Law  Association,  the  Metropolitan  and 
Provincial  Law  Association,  and  of  the  Solicitors'  Benevo- 
lent Association.  He  had  been  for  many  years  in  partnership 
with  Mr.  William  Slater,  under  the  style  of  "  Slater,  Heelis, 
&  Co." 


SOCIETIES  AND  INSTITUTIOVS. 

METROPOLITAN  AND   PROVINCIAL   LAW  ASSO- 
CIATION. 

At  the  meeting  of  the  managing  committee,  held  on  Tnes- 
dav,  August  1,  1871— preMnt,  Mr.  J.  A.  Rose,  in  the  chair, 
Mr.  E.  F.  Barton,  Mr.  J.  Kingsford.  Mr.  F.  R.  Parker,  Mr. 
W.  Shaen,  Mr.  C.  F.  Tagart,  Mr.  J.  S.  Torr,  and  Mr.  Stephen 
Williams — it  was  resolved,  on  the  motion  of  Mr.  0.  P.  Tagait, 
seconded  by  Mr.  E.  F.  Burton,  "That  the  committee  desire 
to  record  Uieir  deep  regret  for  the  sudden  loss  of  their  valued 
colleague,  Mr.  Field,  one  u(  the  founders  and  most  active 
members  of  the  association,  and  to  bear  testimony  to  lus  nn> 
tiring  smI  in  the  promotion  of  the  objeots  for  which  it  was 
formed.  The  committee  gratefully  aoloiowledge  the  eminent 
services  he  has  rendered,  not  only  to  the  profiBSsion  to 
which  he  belonged  but  to  the  nnblic  at  large,  by  the  sm|d07- 
ment  of  his  great  abilities  daring  a  long  and  labcoioos 
career,  in  instituting  or  forwarding  many  important 
measures  of  law  reform,  enedally  those  which  have 
resulted  in  the  abolition  of  the  cnmbrons,  expensive,  and 
dilatory  practice,  until  recently  the  standing  reproooh  of  our 
Courts  of  Equity,  and  in  procuring  a  suitable  lito  and 
initiating  the  plans  and  works  for  the  erection  of  a  Palaee  of 
Jnstice  worthy  of  this  great  nation.  That  the  committee 
desire  to  express  to  Mrs.  Field  and  his  family  their  sincere 
condolence  on  the  sad  loss  they  have  sustained." 


A  GERMAN  ADVOCATE'S  OATH. 

The  following  is  a  specimen  of  the  oath_to  be  taken  by  a 
German  advocate  before  admission  to  practice  : — 

"  Yon  Aall  promise  and  swear  that,  after  his  highness, 

the  duke  and  lord,  Lord (here  follows  the  name  of  the 

prince),  Duke  of ,  has  granted  you  the  licence  to  prac- 
tise law  as  a  member  of  the  oar  before  all  courts  and  public 

anthoritios  of  this  state  (the  dukedom  of ),  you  will  be 

faithful,  obedient,  and  subject  to  his  highness  and  his  hi^ 
legal  successor  in  the  government;  show  obedience  to  the 
constitution;  faithfully  keep  and  observe  the  laws  and 
ordinances  especialW,  according  to  your  best  knowledge  and 
understanding;  faithfully  and  mdnstrioosljr  aid  every  body, 
the  poor  man  quite  as  willingly  as  the  nch  man,  without 
fear  of  the  oonrts,  to  his  right,  by  advice,  speech,  and  ac- 
tion; not  overcharge  parties  with  fees;  not  obstmct  the 
amicable  settlement  of  law>suits,  but  further  it  as  much  as 
possible;  not  retard  or  Under  justice  in  any  mj  whatsoever; 
never  give  countenance  to  dishonest  designs  of  parties,  p«r- 
ticuhumr  not  suggest  to  any  ]>arty  or  any  accused  person 
groundless  subterfuges  and  statements  contrary  to  truth,  or 
recantation;  and  if  yon  should  find  the  cause  of  a  party,  in 
your  persuasion,  to  be  without  foundation,  or  not  based 
upon  the  law,  and  you  could  not  amicably  dissuade  such 
party,  as  is  your  duty  to  do,  from  its  intent,  not  represent 
It  in  court  in  such  cause  any  longer;  and  never,  in  any  case 
taken  in  hand  by  you,  speak  and  act  more  than  jou  are  in- 
structed to  do;  keep  secrete  intrusted  to  you  inviolate;  take 
caie  of  and  return  in  good  time  p'jWic  papers  and  records 
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laid  before  you  or  commnnioated  to  yoa;  keep  safely  funds 
which  may  be  intrusted  to  yon,  and  eive  a  conscientiaus 
account  of  them ;  and  finally,  show  to  the  public  antboritiei 
and  courts,  before  which  you  will  appear  as  counsel,  due 
respect,  and  abstain  from  all  invectiTe  against  the  same; 
also,  not  be  prevented  from  tile  fulfilment  of  these  duties 
either  by  faronr,  gifts,  friendship,  or  enmity,  or  any  other 
impnre  motire,  and  altogether  so  behare  as  is  becoming  and 
befitting  a  conscientious  and  duteous  attorney  and  coun- 
sellor at  law. 

"  Oath — All  that  has  been  read  to  me  now  I  have  well 
understood  and  solemnly  promise  to  do;  I  will  keep  that 
oath  firmly,  inviolately,  and  faithfully,  so  help  me  God  ! " 


PUBLIC  COMPAIiriBB. 

OOVBBNMENT  FCTNIM. 
Ian  QuoiMior,  8«pt.  1, 1B7I. 
Awn  IA<  OJkM  Liil  tftht  lutvai  fmtbitu  IratuacM, 
Annnltiss,  April,  '16 


3  per  Cant.  ComaoU,  9S| 
Ditto  Ibr  Aoooont,  Sept.  I,i)3( 
3  per  Osnt.  Bednoad  93| 
Maw  >  per  Cent.,  93| 
Do.  $1  percent.,  Jan,  '9« 
Do.  If  per  Cent.,  Jan.  '94 
Do. »  per  Cant.,  Jan.  '7S 
Aanaitles.Jan.'so— 


Do.  (Red  Ssa  T.)  Aug.  1908 
BzBlUa,£1000,'— per  Ct.l2  p  m 
Ditto,  £900,  Do  —  12  pm 
Ditto,  £100  A  £aoo,  —  12  p  m 
Bank  of  England  Stook,  4i  n«r 

Ot.  (last  taair-Tear)  24$ 
Ditto  for  Aeooont. 


I170IAK  craVBBNMBNT  SEOUBITIES. 


India  Stk.,  loip  Ct.Apr.'74,206 

Ditto  for  Aooonnt 

Ditto  »parCent.4al7.'>°  ll>i 

Ditto  for  Aoooont,  — 

Ditto  4  per  Ceat.,  Oot.  '88  106 

Ditto,dltto,Certulaaiet,  — 

Ditto  Bnlkoed  Ppr.,  4  per  Cant.  99 


Ind.Knr.Pr.,6  pCJan.'Tl  100 
Ditto,  t|per  Cent., May, '79  109i 
Ditto  Debentnrea,  per  Ont., 

April, '64  — 
Do.Do  ,6  perCent.,Aag.'7(ISS 
Do.  Bonda,  4  per  Ct.,£looo  20  pn 
Ditto,  ditto,  andar  £1006,  20  pm 


RAILWAY  BTOOK. 


Stook 
Stock 

Stock 
Stock 
Stock 
Stock 
Stock 
Stock 
6tock 
Stock 
Stock' 
Stock! 
Stock 
Stock! 
Stock! 
Stock 
Stock| 
Stocki 
Stocki 
Stock 
Stock 
Stock 
Stock 
Stock 


Itailwiiya. 


Fold.  Closjni;  prices 


Bristoland  Gxeter 

Caledonian 

Glasgow  and  Soath-Weetern 

GreatEastern  Ordinary  Stook    

Do.,EaetAn;;lian  Stock,  No.  2  .. 
Great  Northern    

Do.,  A  Stock"    ]  100 

OreatSouthern  and  Western  of  Ireland'  loo 

Oreat Western— Original I  lOO 

Lancashire  and  Torkshire   lOO 

London,  Brighton,  and  South  Coast lOO 


London, Chatham,  and  Dover.. 

London  and  North-Western 

London  and  South-western    

MauoheBter,Shettleld,and  Linooln., 

Metropolitan 

Midland  

So.,  Birmingham  and  Derby    

North  British    

North  Loudou  

North  Statiordahire 

South  Devon 

South'Easteru  

Taa  Vale 


100 
100 
100 
100 
100 
100 
100 
100 
100 
100 
100 
100 
100 


97 
108 
ISO 

46? 

fit 

133g  .t   d 

154  X  d 
102 

106*  xd 
154}  X  d 

63 

22i 
145  xd 
lOJl  xd 

64j 

S2 

m* 

105 

53 
I23i 

09 

64 

168' 


*  A  reoelTae  no  dividend  nntU  6  par  oent.  baa  been  paid  to  B. 

MOMBT  MABXBT  and  CITT  iMTULiaBNOB. 

Honey  is  plentiful,  and  prices  tend  upwards.  The  fort- 
nightly settlement  in  railway  stocks  took  place  this  week, 
and  the  late  rise  in  these  investments  has  reoeived  a  further 
stfannlns  from  large  purchases.  Cheat  Westerns  have 
reached  the  figure  of  107-8  (106-6  ez  div.),  astonishing  to 
those  who  remember  the  same  stocks  three  years  ago  at  50. 
This  week  Great  Easterns  have  made  a  start  forward,  and, 
in  spite  of  the  late  declaration  of  no  dividend,  are  now 
quoted  at  44-S.  The  Indian  Guaranteed  Stocks  seem  to 
work  iroward  slowly  but  surely — they  have  now  very  nearly 
reached  the  point  from  which  they  fell  at  the  time  of  the  late 
Continental  oompUcations.  The  other  markets  are  also  firm 
in  tone.  The  new  Spanish  3  par  Cent.  Loan  of  £6,376,000 
IS  tobe  issued  at  31,  of  which  2  per  cent,  is  to  be  paid  on 
application,  and  the  rest  by  instalments  reaching  to  the  end 
of  the  year.  The  subscriptions  aro  to  be  received  on  Wed- 
nesday. 


from  Hr.  Greetham  of  the  office  of  thor  derk,  (b>  mjL-. 
trates  recognise  the  strict  sense  of  duty  which  hai  gorau: 
him  in  surrendering  the  appointment  Tha  ai^bit* 
desire  to  record  the  high  estimation  they  eatertaa«f  :i;^ 
valuable  services  rendered  for  ao  many  yean  by  Mi.  Gnet- 
ham,  to  them  and  to  their  predeoessois,  in  iinitiait!^: 
deliberations  with  his  extensive  legal  knowledge  ui  ofi^. 
ence,  as  well  as  in  the  oonscientiona  anxietyne  hii  alni 
evinced  to  aid  them  in  arriving  at  a  just  jadgmmt  ktE 
many  doubtful  matters  submitted  to  their  dedaoa  Ti- 
magistrates  also  desire  to  acknowledge  tiie  nnifixB  eoer 
and  consideration  which  have  aooompanied  all  &.£«: 
ham's  intercourse  with  them.  Azta,  in  condaas^ 
express  their  ardent  wishes  that,  nlieved  from  tha  Ba£i 
of  office,  Mr.  Greetliam  may  enjoy  his  retiremeot  att: 
interrupted  happiness  and  satisnetion.'' 

An  Odd  Case.— The  Wisconsin  Stat4  Jnmi  av 
"  The  case  of  Sutton  r.  The  Tmm  of  Vamctiut,  kJa 
against  the  plaintiff  below  and  appealed,  hai  jot  kt 
argued  in  the  Supreme  Court.  It  appears  tiit  m.  ita 
was  driving  some  t>eef  cattle  to  market  over  a  hide  ii; 
town  of  Wauwatoso,  adjoining  Hilwankee  city,  nai 
structure  gave  way,  precipitating  the  cattle  bdoi,  il 
damaging  them  to  the  amount  of  several  handled  itSc 
Mr.  Sutton  claimed  that  the  bridge  was  not  in  mpi^ 
pair  as  it  should  have  been,  and  asked  the  town  obsj 
to  pay  him  for  the  damage  he  had  suffered  by  reuoe  of  jc 
negleet.  Not  receiving  any  satisbction,  Hr.  Satbnlre; 
suit  a^inst  the  town,  and  the  defence  set  np  wu  Isli 
plaintiff  was  driving  his  cattle  on  Sunday,  cmtrsjai 
statute  of  the  State.  The  Court  below  held  that  Oe  Ur 
was  a  good  one."  The  case,  however,  had  been  ijpiJ. 
and  seems  to  have  been  proceeding  when  oar  coatas^-' 
wrote. 

Thk  Law  as  to  Ikbbriated  JtrKnas.—lbt  Minx 
remarkable  head-note  is  extracted  from  the  dUmjiX.i 
Lato  JoumoTs  Digest  of  Geonria  Supreme  (}oiiit  nprK- 
i  "Jurors. — When,  on  the  trial  of  a  case,  one  <^  ^jcv 
appeared  in  the  morning  to  be  intoxicated,  and  ti^iteas 
01  the  Court  having  been  called  to  his  conditios,  aih 
parties  litigant  consented  to  bt  him  remain  Datiajc;, 
and  try  the  case  in  his  then  condition,  but  it  inaatf 
the  affidavits  of  the  bailiff  and  others  that,  after  Ot  j^ 
had  been  charged  with  the  case  in  the  evening^  tkaa 
daj,  he  left  the  jury  and  drank  more  liquor,  and  oAsas 
misbehaved,  that  he  conversed  with  persons  datiif  ^ 
trial  in  relation  thereto,  and  said  '  that  he  was  i^as:> 
defendant  because  he  was  a  war  man,'  which  &di  H  * 
come  to  the  knowledge  of  the  defendant  until  tfie  = 
trial, — Held,  that  by  consenting  to  take  the  juror  ii  > 
morning  in  his  then  intoxicated  condition,  the  i^idft 
did  not  consent  that  he  should  drink  any  more  eit 
spirits,  nor  can  such  consent  be  construed  so  as  to  stss 
his  subsequent  improper  condact  in  the  evening,  tfu:  ^ 
charged  with  the  case.  Besides,  he  was  a  ptrjaiiai  • 
not  an  impartial  jaroT,  and  according  to  the  ruliii^ 
Court  in  Blaloek  t.  Phittipt,  38  Ga.  216,  the  verdic: 
have  been  set  aside  :  Jaekmn  v.  Jaekwa. 


■The 


TkB  LatB  MAOISTItATB'B   ClBBK  POK  PoRTSKODTH.       

following  resolution  has  been  passed  by  the  borough  magis- 
ratea  of  Portsmonth: — "  Tliat  in  ac  oepting  the  resignafion 


Mr.  Serjeant  Sleigh,  who  has   been  sofferingns^ 
affitction  of  the  throat,  has  been  recommended  to  risi  ii-- 
tralia,  and  leaves   England  on  the  9th  September,  \- 
Gnnaid  steamer  China,  for  New  York,  whence  he  j« 
by  railway  to  San  Francisco,  from  which  port ):.    rS.' 
the  Pacific  steamer  to  Sydney. 


BIRTHS,  KABSI&ORS.  AND  DBATat- 

BIRTHS. 
CoHPiELD— On  Aug.    30,  at    O.swei-tiy,    llie  wife  «  h  - 
Christian  Corfleld,  solicitor,  prematurely,  of  a  ?»,  ai*-  ■ 

MARRIAGES. 
LiTOKFlBlD— Darwin — On  Aug.  31.  at  Down.  Bf^U-^  ■ 
Kent,  Richard  Bnokle|y  Litchfield,  Esq.,  of  the  lone- 1-^' 
to  Henrietta  Emma,  eldest  daughter  of  Charlfi  Ibrri^  '- 
F.E.S. 

OEATEIS. 
Hbbub— On  Au^.  26,  at  his  residence.  Above  B<-:k  <'»'^ " 

Stephen  Heells,  of  Manchester,  solicitor,  in  his Tlttl*-. 
Jbannbket— On  Aug.  30,  at  Coldharbour-Uae,  Cw*** 

William  Henry  Jeanneret,  solicitor,  of  T,  n«a«'-isi.  •*"** 

aged  31. 


Digitized  by 


Google 


Sept.  2, 1871.   THE  SOLICITORS'  JOURNAL  &  REPORTER. 


807 


LOIIOOI  Gizims. 
Pwftsriontl  PartaarfUpt  Diuolred. 

TuisOAT,  Anff.  it,  ini. 
ikioa,  Wm  StrieUana.  Babt  Arnoli  Walnawriiibt,  Biofad  Feiiiilii(t(n 
iRoktEnatWiiiiewrlcbt,  Ne«r-«|,  Lineoln'flnn,  Attonej*  and 
tjldtocv    Ann  16 

Uiu.IliM  Maw*.  Joha  Olsxtoo  Button,  fc  WaltCT  Wacinit  Bl«n, 
ViTitlMk-at.  SBand,  AMonar*  and  SoUoiton.    Anc  1« 
in,  Ckaa  IL,  fc  J*a  Dtneley  Gorer,  Solicltan.    Aoc  1 1 

ynaStag-vp  of  Joint  BteA  OempwiiM. 

FuoAT,  Aa(.  IS.  1871. 
Vmimmo  iir  CHAHoniT. 
itotooandWhitetaall  SaHmy  Compaav.— VIM  Chaneatttr    MallOi 
•a^  bjr  an  order  datad  Aiuc  9,  appotoMd  John  Parton,  BItton  Bonaa, 
elgiimoatb,  to  Iw  oOolal  UqoMator 

LniRio  n  CajLMCMn, 
'lilt  SShtr  Loal  Mininc  Companj  (Limited). -VIoc  Cluaeellor 
ricktna,  aelinir  (at  the  Maoter  of  the  RoUa,  baa  fixed  Tburaday,  Aoc 
I  at  li,  at  13,  Old-aq,  UnoolnVinn,  for  the  appotntment  of  an  oOeU 


nixSOnr  Lead  and  Blende  Hlnlnx  CainpanT(Uoitt*d).-Th«  Maa- 
ral  tka  KoUa  haa,  by  an  order  dated  JiUy  t9,  appointed  Fradk 
Mar  Bsfto,  li,  Oolea>an-at.  to  be  offleial  liqoldator.  Crediton  are 
Miind,  on  or  befbre  Oct  14,  to  aend  tbeir  namaa  and  addieaaaa,  and 
M  parttralara  of  tbeir  debts  or  claims,  to  the  aboTe.  Tneaday,  Oct 
at  II,  ia  appointed  fat  bavins  and  adiadicating  upon  the  dabia  and 
■tan. 

Mndly  BoeUtiM  UmoItW. 
raisAX,  Aoc.U,  IS71. 
trolaat  Bmrial  Friendly  Society,  Bloe  Anchor  Ina,  Pottsea,  Sontk- 
■ptaa.    AnsH 

iptoa  Brian  Friendly  Society,  Oxlbrd  Amu  Ian,  Brampton  Brian, 
nAMd.  Ab(2« 

iiBta  Cnkm  Society,  Royal  Ezebaafa,  Bromftrd-lane,  Weat  Brom- 
toh,  Stafford.    An*  19 

TnsDAT.AacM,  18T1. 
iRenisFriSDdlySociety.Oaklnn.  Bore  Bacia.  Dorset.    AngM 
iaftoo  Unlm  Friendly  Society,  Saaday'.oelioel,  BoUiagtoa,  Oeablre. 
Wis 

CNdit«n;«BdHr  IrtstM  ia  Ohaaaory. 
XoitJIay  ^  Prt*/, 
FaiSAT,  Aoc  U,  1(71. 
«,  Saiah,  Helmalay,  Toik,  Spinster.    Sept  80.    Arnold  *  OlxoOi 
C.  Witkena.    Bell  s  Oo.  Bow  Cboroh-yd 

0,  Maryaret,  Helmsley,  fork.  Spinster.  Sept  30.  Arnold  e  Dixon, 
C.  Wioena.    Bell  ft  Oo,  Bow  Oharct>-yd 

iaB.1hB,  (and  net  nemna,  as  amoeonaly  printed  In  theOasette  of 
f  It),  Itynll,  Wwoeatar,  CJant.  Oot  It.  UovsUp  «  Hemat,  T.O. 
kkoia.   Faoa,Fnihore 

TunOAT,  Aa(  19,  1871. 
lock.  Fradk,  WatUnxton,  Oztord,  Innkeqwr.  Sept  1.  Baylla  *  Lore- 
ikiVX^M^Ina.    Jonea,  WatUngton 

Onditan  vadtr  S8  Jk  8S  lUt  tap.  S0. 
Lait  Jktg  of  CMai. 
FUDAT,  Aog  n,  1871. 
te,  Sarah  Ann.  Lpool,  Licensed  VietoaUer.    Oct  IS.  Tyndali, 

S,Jobn,  Cleredon  Cottage,  Feckbam  Rye,  Esq.    Oct  13.    Watltina 

SaiSackTUI*^ 

v.lbiy  Bathia.  loamington  Fitors,  Wsrwlck,  Spinster.    Not  1. 

IiSD«  Co,GnDkraok 

eran,  Biebd,   Lfoel,    DeoorstiTa    Painter.     Seft  80.     Htton, 

Ml 

Dss,  John,  Oaiaee,  Herefnd ,  Esq.    MoT  1.    Bameby.  Woreeotar 

Uon,  Adaio.  Brigbton,  Sussex,  £sq.    Not  I.    Clarke  *  Howlett, 

ifihtcii 

Itoo,  Sarah,  Brixton,  Sossaz,  Widow.  Not  1.  Clarke  ft  Howlett, 


lion,  mihelmlna,  Brighton,  Snssex,  Spinster.    Not  I.    Clarke  ft 

■ist^BrlghtoB 

iagiChM  Bnrt,  Dorchester,  Dorset,  SoUdtor.    Oet  10.    Howard, 

U*,  Thos,   NoweaBtle-npon.Tyn*,   Vinegar  lUkar.     Sept  SO. 

irtns  ft  xooll,  Naweaatle-npon-iyiia 

OB,  IMUe,  Caniden.pl,  Lewisham,  Uneadraper.  Sept  25.  TIppetts 

Ion,  Ot  St  Tbeiaaa  Apostle,  Qoeen-at,  Ohaapalde 

,  By,  NnrsUng,  Hanta,  Gent.    Sept  30.    Perkins,  Boathampton 

ipa,Biehd,  Brachten  Grange,  Salop,  Fanner.    Sept  11.    Potts  ft 

wBroeetaqr 

r,  Hary,  Harwioh,  Essex,  Widow.    Sept  30.    Barnes,  Harwioh 

I  Walter  Onppy,  Wlton-nezt'KlraTesaid,  Kent,  Brewer's  Clerk. 

1 30.    Omesman,  OraTeaend 

,  John,  Hnndsfrorth,  Staflbrd,  EograTer.     Oct  I.     Sannders  ft 

dkoiy,  Biim 

■  John Beeo, Petdriln, Mootgamery,  Ctaat   Oct*.    Woosnam  ft 

niJaHa,  Weat  Darby,  Lancashire,  Wldoir.    Oet  17.    BarT*y  ft 

op.  Lpool 

■Said,  Bidid  Mortmer,  Bradford,  Torfc,  OenL    Octt.    Tony  ft 

ilnaon,  BiMtord 

Mar,  Geo,  Sloaao-at,  Paymaster  H.K'a  R.N.    S^t  SO.   Dtnny, 


iws,  Caroline,  FoniTal'a-inD,  Holbom,  Splnatar.  Sept  4.  Holder 
□rkkaak,  Gf»yVian.sq 


>,  Hy,  F*Ter«h— ,  Kent,  Oaot.    Oet  1.    Ttaaell,  FoTOrsham 
>»K>n.  Betny,    Kcaningtoa-rd,  Splnattr,  ~ 

Ibrook 


<kt    I.     Harritoo, 


WilUams,  Ellen,  Lpool,  Wido<r.    Sept  M.    Martin.  Lpool 

WlUianis,  Owen,  Klrkdila,  nr  Lpool,  Bnlpbor  Keiiner.   Sept  18.  |Martin, 

Lpool 
Willaoo,  John.  Ftsmlingtaam,  SoSiilk,    Surgeon.      Nor  1.    'CInbbo, 

Wooaaam.  Qto,  Llaonwchalaia,  Mootgoowry,  SoUoltor.    Oet  9.    Wooi- 
nam  &  Talbot,  Newtown 

TODAT,  Aug  It,  1871. 
Ahmnty,  Wm  Scmorrlllo,  ■omertat,   OeM.     Sept  19.      Hobbs,  Jan, 

Wella 
Astton,  Thos,    Abberton,   E*<ex,  Qroeer.    Oct  10.    Smythiea  ft  0> 

Coldwater 
Bonsfiald,  Jas  Nicbulaoa,  Manafleld,  Nottingham,  Ironlbander.    Oet  31. 

Maltby,  Maaatteld 
Coley.Aano,  Moeeloy,  Woroeetor,  Widow.     Sept  SO.    AUcoek  ftMU. 

ward,  BIrm 
Conrt,Oomeliiii,  Warwick,  Watchmaker.    Sept  19.    Snape,  Warwick 
Dambroogh,  Nanoy,  Cpbrooka,  Clltheroe,  Lancashire,  Widow.    Nor  6. 

Hall  ft  BaUwia,  CUUieroe 
Ellyaid,  Ann,  Ootttngham,  York,  Widow.    Oet  29.    Walker,  Ball 
Flight,    Catherine,  Brill,   Bookingtaam,    Widow.     Not    I.     Parker, 

Thame 
laberwood,  Ann,  Lel|^  Laaoasbire,  Widow.    Sept  SO.    Uanh  &  Sen, 

Loigh 
Kelly,  Wm.  Lpool,  Aeeonntant.   Sept  80.   Martin,  Lpool 
Porta,  Wm,  Eadenrieh,  ur  Bonn,  Germany,  Law   Student.    Oct  30. 

Fielder  ft  Snmner,  OolUman-at.  Ooctors'-eommont 
Prosaer,  Bar  Joeeph  CampUa,  DeTandan,  near  (Siepstov,  Uonmoath. 

Oct  18.    Helps,  Gloneaster 
Slee,  Robt,  Parlah^t,  Sonthwark,  Solicitor.    8ept|  II.   Sloe  ft  Co, 

Parisb-st,  Sonthwark 
StaaaOald,  John,  Lower  Eaiieaa,  Haliiaz,  Tork,  Gent.    Sept  S3.    Snt- 

oliflh,  Hebden  Bridge 
Waldea'  Hy  Edwd,  Shoe-lane,  Holbom,  Baaket  Maker.    Not  I.    Lang- 
ham  ft  Son,  Bartku'a-bldga,  Holbom 
Walker,  Bebeoca,  otherwise  Bebooea  CotttS,  BIna.    Sept  80.    Alleock 

ft  Mliward,  Birm 
Walley,  Saml.  Hanley,  StaSbrd,  Com  MerdiaaU    Oet  7.    Blaakialon  ft 

Ereratt,  Handley 
Whaller,  Jaa  Bond,  Weat  Harnam,  WUt^  Toomaa.    Sept  30.    Hill, 

Salisbury 

Buknyts. 

PaiSAT.  Aug.  83, 1871. 

Under  the  Bankmptoy  Act,  1869. 

aredUor*  most  Ibrward  their  piaob  of  debts.to  the  Begialnr. 

TO  Sarrendar  In  London. 

Angerttein,  Jolins  Cbas  Fradk,  WeHingteo  Barraeka,  8t  Jamet'-pk, 

Uant  Grenadier  Chiarda.    Pet  July  SO.    HaiUct.    Sept  89  at  II 
Mackay,Edwd  Vaaalttart,  Rydar^t.  St  Jamea',  Qeat.    Pet  Aog  23. 

Hnrray.    SepllSatU 
Menetrey,  Cbaa,WeetPen744,  Millwall,8hipchandler.     Pet  Aug  22. 

apring-Bloe.    Sept  18 at  II 
Parker,  Fredk,  Marlmt.st,  Licensed  Viotaaller.   Pet  Ang  21.    ^ting> 
Bloe.    Sept  28  at  11.80 

To  Sarrendar  b>  the  Coontcy. 
Binall,  Cbaa  Page.  Portaca,  Hanta,  Potter.    Pet  Aog  9.   Howard. 

Portsmooth,  Sept  17  at  I 
Bridge.  XUJab,  Stockport,  Chaahiie,  Pnblleaa.     Pat  Aag  19.     Hyda. 

Stockport,  ilept  tat  1 1 
Grigg.  Thoa  Nattla,  Liskeard,  Cornwall,  Shoenakar.     Pet  Ang  SI. 

l-earce.    Eaat  Stonehonse,  Sept  18  at  II 
Jaokaon,  Geo  Wen,  Morpeth,  Nortbamberland,  Bootmaker.     Pet  Aog 

21.     Mortimer.    Newoastle,  Sept  6  at  lOJO 

TmaDAX,  Ang.  89, 1871. 

Under  the  Bankruptcy  Act,  1869. 

CniUm  must  Ibrward  their  proob  of  debts  to  the  Beglatrar. 

TO  Sarrendar  In  London. 

natcber,  Tlioa,  Poultry,  Onnmaker.     Pet  Ang  18.    Moltay.    Sept  28 

at  11.80 
Hoaegood,  Thos  Wm,  ft  Joeeph  Tomer,  Oeorga-yd,  Whitechapal,  Oolonr 

Mannlhetoreis.    Pet  Ang  24.    Spring-Bloa.    Septlftatll 
Simmons,  JoshnSi  ^QUbert-rd,  Lower  Kennington-lane.     Pet  Aug  K. 
V,  Spring-Bice.    Sept  It  at  12 

To  Bnrrender  tai  the  Oountiy. 
Bodeo.  SamLJnn,  Manah,  SmaQwara  Dealer,  PatAogM.  Kqr.  Hanch, 

Sept  21  at  9.30 
Ouaa,  Thoa,  WUlington,  Derby,  PubUcaa.      Pet  Ang  18.     Weller. 

Dwby,  Sept  9  at  10 
Oadsby,  John,  Derby,  Builder.     Pet  Ang  IS.    Waller.    Derby,  Sept  9 

at  11 
Hadan,  Wm  Hy,  Dudley,  Worseater,  Iroomaaler.  Pet  Ang  S4.  Walker. 

Dndlay,  Sept  14  at  12 
Horsier,  Ous,  ft  RIchd  Horsley,  Beoolea,  Soffolk,  Coaoh  Builder*.    Fat 

Deo  1.    Cbamberlln.    Ot  Tamwaih,  Sept  11  at  It 
Mltohen,  Thoa  Coliett,  Leeds,  Dmggist.  Pet  Aog  23.  MarahaU.  Leeda, 

Sept  10  at  11 
Slmpaan.Bandolph,Bradibrd,York,OoBftctioo*r.    Pet  Aog  It.    BoUn- 

am.    Bradlonl,8apt26at  II 
Stewart,  Geo  Frank,  Briatol,  Horae  Dealer.     IM  Ang  18.     Hariey. 

Bristol,  Sept  II  at  11 
Tbiti,  Altl,  Oardili;  Glamoriaa,  Ontflttar.     Pit  Ang  S8.     Laaglay. 

Cardiff,  Sept  It  at  11 

BANKniTPTCIES  AMMULLED. 
VamAT,  Awr.  IS,  ISTl. 
Soadaa,  Wm  Waltar,  Cdeheatar.  Essex,  Uent  80th  Bilea.    Aug  8 
Pbilllpps,  John  Dennis,  Lpool,  Cotton  Broker.    Aag  18 
PInaIck,  Tbos,  Soatbampiion,  Batcher.    Aog  18 
TvxsBAT,  Ang.lt,  1871. 
Cotterell,  Saml,  Hnlkin-pl,  BelgraTa-sq,  Horse  Dealer.    Ang  1 4 
Moolton,  Harry  Jas,  BIrm,  Picture  Frame  UsanllKtarer.    Ang  28 
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Salmon,  John  Ford,  Plymcuth,  Oevc:;,  Corn  Deftler.    Aug  23  I 

Wilker,  Wm.  I<onlli,LlncoIa,  Coa:  Mercbant.    Au«21 

WMta,  Rldid,  EMt  8toneboc»c.  Devc-,  Beerselkr.    A-.;g  J3  ! 

Uqnidation  by  Irraogemeiit.  I 

FIBBT  MEfTINOS  OF  CREDITORS. 

FlIDAT,  Ang.  9$,  1871. 

AUmu,  Sunll,  Stockport,  CbeaUre,  out  of  bnilQeas.  Sept  5  at  II,  at  the  i 

Boll'i  Bead  Hotel,  Market  pi,  Haccleafield.    Cooper,  Gongleton  I 

Batty.  Wm,  Pooltry,  TkUor.     Fept  4  at  3,  at  offices  of  Tomer  ft  Son,  I 

Leadenball  at 
Br«ar,  Bettjr.  Orenden,  Halifax,  York,  Grocer.     Sept  8  at  3,  at  office  of  ! 

Storey,  CheapaMe.  Balilax 
Broadhead,  Uatthew  By,  &  Joseph  Broadhead,  Kudderaaeld,  Woollen 

Olotb  Uann&otnrere.     Sept  G  at  3,  at  offlcea  of  Milla,  Undderafleld 
BtoadT,  Joaeph,  Middlesbrongfa,  York,  Jeweller.    Sept  6  at  3,  at  offieea 
of  Bralthvaitc  &  Co,  Alberc-ni,  Miildlesborougb.     Bainbridge,  Mid* 
dleabronsh 
Brown,  laaae,  Oatadiead.  Darliam,  Licensed  Vk»aaller.     Sept  9  at  12, 
at  office  of  Johnston,  Huttoc-cliamben,  PU(rim-tt,  Newoastle-upon- 
Tjne 
ObiHa,  Oeo,  Biim,  Ironfounder.     Sept  U  at  3,  at  offices  of  Bowlandi, 

Binn  . 

Cbrjatie,  Kennedy,  John  HcFadyeac,  ft  Fras  Bowyer  Bowers.  Blrm, 

Warebooiamen.    Sept  t  at  2,  at  offices  of  Lowe,  Temple-at,  Blrm 
Coolan,  Wm  Joaeph,  Lpool,  Brewer.     SeptS  at  11,  at  office  of  Etty, 

Lord-It,  Lpool 
Ooeb,  Bichd  Lawrence,  Shepherd's-boah-rd,  Licensed  Victsaller.    Sept 

I  at  10.  at  office  of  Dobaon,  Qnality-ct.  Chancery-lane 
Creaawell,  Jai,  WolTerhaopton,  Stafford,  Coal  Merchant.    Sept  8  at  I  >, 

at  offices  of  Barrow,  Qneen-«t,  WoiTerhampton 
Croaa,  Tbos  Sprawaon,  0ldbtU7-Bpan-SeTem.  Glonceater.  Brick  Uann- 
factnrer.  Sept  7  at  1,  at  the  George  and  Railway  Hotel,  Temple-gate, 
Bristol.    Danocey,  Wotton-  ccder-Edge 
Croaaley, John, Hahfax,  York.  Tea  Mercfaaat,     SeptSat   ll.30,attbs 

Hen  and  Ohiokeaa  Hotel,  Birm.    Storey 
Dambrook,  Boger,  Worthing.  Sussex,  Licensed  Victualler.     Sept  7  at 

8,  atofflceorHUIa,  Bond-st,  Brichton 
DaTiesiEran,  UerttayrTTdai.  Glamorgan,  Cabinet  Maker.     S«pl8at 
at  1 1 ,  at  offices  of  Harris  ft  Tay  lor ,  Kigh-st,  Mertbyr  Tydfil .    FbilUpa, 
Aherdare 
DaTla,  Dafid  Cbas,  Carmarthen,  Ironmonger.     Sept  19  at  II,  at  the 

Townbsll,  Carmarthen.    Hodgson  ft  Son,  Birm 
Debney,  Arthur,  ft  Obaa  Debney,  Liverpool-rd,  Bakers.    Sept  8  at  S,'tt 

offices  of  Briant,  Winebeater-hOHse,  Old  Broad-et 
Dixon,  Wm  Bunting,  Blleton,  StaObrd,  Chemist    Sept  9  at  II,  at  offices 

of  Bamw.Qneen-st,  WolTerbamptoa 
Drirer,  Jeremiah ,  ft  LotI  Haggas,  Kaishley,  York,  Soap  Manalketarers. 

Sept  8  at  9 ,  at  offloea  of  RoUnson  ft  Robinson,  N<«th-<t.  Keighley 
Dockworth,  Fredk  John.  Braboat-ct,  Philpot-lane,  Wine  Merchant. 
Sept  5  at  1,  at  offices  of  Honey  ft  Co,  King-et,  Cheapeide.    Thompaon 
ftSon,  Oorataill 
FWrnell.  Wm  Albert,  Kipley,  Derby,  Draper.    Sept  II  at  II,  at  the  Bell 

bm,  Derby.    Potter.  Derby  . 
Flakes.  Edwin,  Bath,  PhotosripUic  Artist.     Sept  4  at  II,  M  offloes  of 

Bartnim.  Northumberland-bldi;^,  Bath 
Fowler,  Robt.  Preston,  Lancuuire.  Fotatoe  Dealer.     Sept  6  at  9,  at 

olBce  of  CnnliSe  &  Watson,  Winckley-at,  Preston 
Fnmlai,  Hy  Ward,  Owalebuiy.  Hanu,  Veoman.     Sept  9  at  13,  at  office 

o(BaUey,Blgh.Bt.  Winchester 
Geodwin,  Wm  Hy,  Laorie-pk.  Norwood,  Builder.     Sept  8  at  2.  at  14i, 

Cheapside.    Harcourt  ft  Macarthcr.  Hoornte-st 
Harrison,  John,  Uorpetb,  trarrhumberland.  Watchmaker.    Sept  14  at  2, 

at OIBcea  of  OarbDtt,  CuUir.i!»ocd-st.  Kewcastle-apon-Tyne 
Harrison,  Joseph,  HaaiiaRn.  SLSaei,  Fly  Proprietor.     Ang  30  at  12,  at 

offices  of  Langham  ft  Soa,  Uobertson-st,  Uasliogs 
Baaaall,  Elijah,  SUyley,  Cheshire,  Photographer.    Sept  12  at  10.30,  at 

the  (Hd  Three  Tuns,  Long  Mill-gate,  Manch 
Heayyaidc,  Thos  EUwd,  Leeds,  Slater.     Sept  13  at  3,  at  offices  of  North 

ft  Sods,  Eaat-parade,  Leedf^ 
Hlekling,  Wm,  Wilsford,  Lincoln.  Wheelwright.     Sept  7  at  2.30,  at  the 

Car'a  Anns  Inn,  New  Sleaford,  Lincoln.    Dyer 
Hope,  Cbas.  Longfleet,  Poo<e,  Liner.  Draper.     Sept  8  at  11,  at  office  of 

Aldiidge  ft  Barker,  Kiog-st,  Pocle 
Howard,  Haanata,  Sonthpcrt,  Lancashire,  Painter.     Sept  8  at  12,  at 

office  of  Fowler.  Glayton-sq,  Lpoc: 
Jooea,  0*0  Jaa.  Birm,  Licensed  Vicv.:t'.  er.     Sept  6  at  11.  at  offices  of 

Banison,  Mew  Hall-st,  Bir-:^ 
Jsdioa,  Matthew,  Q)lne.  LauciaUire.  Butcher.     Sept  II  at  3 ,  at  office 

of  Hartley,  Mlctaola»-st,  Burt.'.ev 
Kaaly,  Harokl,  Beaeaatle.  Comwai:,  Oent.     Sept  7  at  12,  at  Penagar- 

bonae,  Boicastle.    Smith  ft  Cn,  Truro 
Uttle,  John  Wittay,  Wiok,  Gloccester,  Sheet  Iron  ManoCtcturer.    Sept  6 
at  19,  at  offices  of  Sprod  ft  So::,  N'icholas-st,  BristoL    Benson  ft  Ellet- 
■on,  Bristol 
Uttle,  Robt,  Wangford,  Suffcilc.  Sr.rgeoc.  Sept  C  at  2,at  office  of  Cnfaude. 

Klng-it,  at  Tanaonth 
LiTsey,  Jas,  Haywood,  Lancashire,  Painter.     Sept  21  at  1 1,  at  office  of 

Lawrenee,  Harriaatoa-et.  Lpool 
Loasby,  Thoe,  Eettenog,  Mcrtbampton,  Shoe  Manufkcturer.    Sept  14  at 

It,  at  office  of  Benaman.  Giles' -st,  Northampton 
Haigerison,  Sami  Feamley.  Briiclford,  York,  Tailor.     Sept  H  at  3,  at 

cOeea  of  Atkinson,  Tyrral-st,  Bradford 
Mamhall.  Thos,  Old  Kent-rd,  Bdker.     Aug  31  at  3,  at  tlia  Claremont 

Arms,  Oppar  Oranga-rd,  Bermocdsey 
McHardy,  Chas  Wm,  Taastan,  Sccerset,  Draper.    Sept  9  at  2,  at  ofBces 

Of  Read  ft  Cook,  Panl-st,  Ta'^r.ton 
Honekman,  Thos  Hatthew,  Bradiori'.,  York,  Stuff  Merchant.     Sept  8  at 

9,  a:  office  of  HutcbiaoE,  FIccadi.ly-cbambers,  Bradford 
Morrisoo,  Chas,  Lpool,  Merchant.    Sept  II  a:  1,  at  office  of  Harmood  ft 

Co,  North  Jobn-st,  Lpool.    Laces  ft  Co.  Lpool 
mehelaon,  RoM  Tbes.  N«Tille-ter.  South  Kensington,  no  trade.      Sept  4 

at  10,  at  offices  of  Dobaon,  QuaUcy-ct.  Chancery-lane 
Falllstsr,  John,  Bishorweamiouth.  Durham,  Grocer.     SeptG  atU,  at 

offices  of  Hope,  Norfolk-at,  .Sunderland 
Parkes,  Joaeph,  Sunley,  nr  Lpuo;,  LicensiiJ  Victualler.    Sept  8  at  3.  at 
offices  01  Gibson  ft  BoiUnd,  Mouth  Jchn-st,  Lpoel.    Gardner,  Lpool 
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Penny,  Stephen,  Bedminster.  Brist . .  Oilman.     Sspt  «s:  li.u.S» 

of  Mnrley  ft  Sobs,  Com-st,  Bristol 
Sarjort, '^.o"  Fr- r<   Tr^"<-''va,  New  Bohd-tt,  Artifl. 

offices  (if  Levis  a:  Lewis,  iuiy-ol,  Holbcm 
Shearer,  Robt.  Splotlands,  nr  Cardiif,  Glamorgan,  Drs^.  le^tittll, 

at  off.oei  of  Morgan,  High-at,  CirJia 
Simnicjnd>,  Tlios  Hy.  Golden  lane.  St  Laiu's,  Box  Masafittott.  3i;i 

G  at  3.  at  office  of  Lewis.  W;train«ton-s<; 
Smith.  John  Andrew,  Birm.    Electro-plnte  Slanufsctarsr.    8a|tii:i 
at  offices  of  Marris  is  Sargent,  Waterloo-et,  Birm.  BsvlsDft,9ba 
Smith,  Wm  Wellen,  Qaeca-s:,  Cheapiide,  Accouotaat.     Septl»il:.t 

olHcei  of  Chidley.  Old  Jewry 
Sntcliife, Thos  Dean,  Manch,  General  Warehouseman.     Se;tlli;i,t 

oiHce  of  Rylance,  Essex -at,  Manch 
Symmons,  Jas,  Ffynone,  Little  Ncwcaatle,  Pembroke,  Famsr.  ft^lc 

10,  at  the  Townhall,  Carmarthen.    Lloyd,  HaTerfordwcst 
Uglow,  Wm,  Kewton  .\bbot.  DcTon,  Watchmaker.    Sept'ulcfe 

Queen's  Hotel,  Queen  st,  Exeter.    Fryer 
Wsddington,  Abraham.  Bradford.  York,  Engineer.  Se^eutxAs 

of  Hutcliison,  riccadillv-chaoabers,  Piceadiliy,  Bndioii 
West,  Walter  Walder,  Salrington  West  Tarring,  Sasiex,Millsi  icV 

at  12,  at  the  Ternoinas  Hotel.  Brighton.    Mant,  Stoniinis 
Wilson,  Geo,  Chorley,  Lsncashire,  Beerseller.    Sept  6 st  11,11  iia< 

Morris.  TovTO-hallK;hambers,  Chorley. 
Wilson.  Wm  Ht,  Hanley.  Stafford,  Mnsic-hall  Keeper.     Ss^  ji:  ..i 

H,  Cheapaid'e,  Hanlev.    Tennant,  Hanley 
Wood,  Fredk,  Burslem,  "SUfford,   Genera!  Draper.    S«ptl!i:;i». 
Cheapside,  Hanley.    Sherratt,  Kidsgrova 

Tccsoai,  Auj;  29,  1871. 
Bowon.  John  Thos,  Sevenoaks,  Kent,  Stationer.    Sept  21  sti,X'.^ 

of  Bovden,  .South-sq.  Gray's-inn 
Browii.'Wm.  Gt  Oonarby.  Uocoln.  Miller.      Sept  I  at  U,  KIttM 

Hotel,  Grantham.    Belk,  Nottingham 
Bnice,  John,  Fenchurch-st.  Ship  Broker.    Sept  2  at  J,  »toO«ii!» 

ley.  Victoria-chattibers.  Queen  Victoria-st 
Burbnry,  Thos  Witiler,  Bewdley,  Worcester,  AUomey-»t-Uw-  Sfft 

at  2,  at  offices  of  Corbet.  Chnrchst.  Kidderminster 
Burton,  Jolinson.  Birm,  Grocer.     Sept  7  at  3,  at  o««ior  ?K;  te 

nett's.hill,  Birm 
Bntterworth,  Arthur  Wm,  Sheffield,  Grocer.    Sept  II  at «,  stows 

Clogg,  Bank-st,  Sheffield 
Carr.  Arthur  Mitchell,  Sheffield,  Chemist.    Sept  S  at  l.itaif 

Mn.:hin.  Bank-st,  Sheffield 
Clinch,  Chas,  Sittio^bourae.  Kent,  out  of  business.    Ss(»U<U.I 

oiHce  of  BsTward.  High-st.  Rochester 
Cole,  Robt  Geo,  Ryde.  Isle  of  Wight,  Botcher.     3epi  9  at  J,  B 

Hooper.  Higli-9t,  Newport  .   ,.m 

Crane,  Jas.  Jane-st.  Commer«ial-rd,  out  of  bnsieoss.     Ss|i>au 

ofHces  of  Buckler,  Fencburch-st 
Deakia,  Geo,  Newton,  nr  Fawnwarth,  Lancaabixe.    Sep»UslJ.«l 

o<  Ettv,  Lord-st,  Lpool 
Fasten,  Fredk,  Gray's-inn-rd,  out  ol  business.     Sept  II  st  IO,«a 

of  Eraos  ft  Co,  John-st.  Bedford-row 
English,  Wm,  Newcastle-upon-Tyne,  Timber  Uercbaat.     S«lBl 

at  oftlces  of  Ingledew  ft  Daggett,  Dean-st,  Newca8tle-opo»-JJ«  ^^ 
Forster,  Hannah.  Ramsgate,  Kent,  Dealer  in   FaiKy  Goods.   **•« 

12  King-st,  Cheapside 
Gordon,  John,  llomforJ,  E.'scx,  Builder.      Sept  IS  at  11,  st 

Thwait;.s.  Basinghall-st.     Dobie,  Basiughall-st 
HargraTC.  John.  Heaton  Norrls,  Lancashire,  Coal  MerekaaL  Sqm 

2,  at  offices  of  Makin^-on  ft  Sons,  Market-st,  Maocfa 
Harper,  Wm  i-  Moses  Harper.  Bllston,  SuiffarJ,  Curriers.    S^<" 

at  office  of  Hall.  ijichQeld-st.  Bilston 
Harris,  Robt,  Handswortii.  Stafford,  Builder.     Sept  list  lt,at< 

Best  i:  Horton,  NewhaV-st,  Birm  ^^ 

Hooker.  Fredk,  liainham,  Kent,  Chemist.      Sept  ISult,  stooot 

Hay  ward.  High-st.  itocheeter 
Humby,  Jss,  Eastbourne,  Sussex,  Lath  Render.    Sept  I2at  lim 

of  Surr  4:  Gribble,  Abchurcii-lane 
Kipping,  Joseph,  Shotton   Colliery.  Durham,  Tiilor.     Sspl  (K 

offices  of  Proctor  jun.  Silver- st,  Durham 
Lodwick,  Lodwick  Nickol,  Cardiff,  Glaniorgao,  Draper.    Sijl  l>a» 

office  of  Honey  ft  Co,  King-st,  Cheapside.    Ensor.CaiM 
Martin,  John  Melbourne,  Nottingham,  Grocer.    Sept  11  at  U,« 

of  Cranch  ^  Kowe,  Low-paremcnt,  Nottingham 
Masters.  Hy  Fras,  Kath.  Plumber^     Sept  U  at  II,  ateffioessfM 

Northumbeiiand.bldi;s,  Bath 
McDonald.  Hugh  Colville,  Fenchurch-st.  Merchant.     8fl«"« 

offices  ot  Kemp  ft  Co,  Wal brook 
Morgan,  Susan,  Bruton,  Somerset,  Innkeeper.      Sept7stl,st« 

Dyne,  Bruton  j- 

Morgan,  Thos,  Dowlais,  Glamorgan,  Boot  Mann&etoiar.  Wl  H« 

at  ofHces  of  Williams  ft  Co.  St  Mary's-st,  Cardiff.    Joka,  »•« 
Partridge,  Wm,  Edgbaston,  Birm,  Builder.     Sept  12  at  lt«ti 

Western  Hotel,  Monmoutli.st,  Birm.    Harris  ft  Co  . 

Poultney,  John,  Birm,  Nail  Manufacturer;    Sept  7  at  ILatths*"" 

Hotel,  Siephenson-pl  Birm.    Daries,  Birm  .^ 

Smith,  .Vlbart.  Sunbury,  Middlesex,  Draper.    Sept  Sat  I  J,  st  8  ■'S' 

Uine.     Cattliug,  Basiughall-st  i-Hi 

Smith,  Geo  Fossel,  Princes-st,  Leicester-sq,  Carpentff.   S«ft»o-'*s 

offices  of  Cattlin.  Basiughslt-st  c  .«  «i 

Smith,  Sydney  Wm.  Leeds,  Woollen  Manufacturer.    SlJ»  '  •  ^ 

office  of  Simpson,  Albion-ot,  Leeds  ^^ 

Taylor,  Wm,  Sheffield,  Grocer.    Sept  6  at  4,  at  oOlca  0<aiB> 

chambers,  Sheffield 
Watts,  Sami,  Canton  nr  Cardiff,  Shoemaker.    Sept  Istl,* 

Waldron,  Churcb-st,  Carditf 
Webber,  Jas,  Asminster,  Deron,  Shoemaker.    S^  llallsi- 

HsTcn  Hotel,  Sidwell-st,  Exeter.    JeSery,  Ottary  Si  IgW 

Wilde,  Alfred,  ft  Edwin  Wilde,  Hsughtan,nr  MaDCh,  Dill"* 

Sept  12  at  3,  at  office  of  Ctowther,  Bath-chsmbsHk  r«>* 

Elinor  ..      ,  ^.jji 

Witt.  Isaac,  Frome,  Somerset,  Horse  Dealer.    Sept  U  al«,si»;^ 

McCarthy,  King-st,  Frome  jFis;^' 

Youge,  Joh;i,  Strand,  Solicitor.    Sept  9  at  2,  at  tttamim^ 

Co,  Walbrook  ,.^t«-a 

Yorke,  Edwd,  Salford,  Lancasbure,  Tobacceaist.   Svt  UB*'^  ' 

of  AdJ'eshaw.  Ki3;-st.  Ma:iol<. 
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TU  Qfiei  of  thi$  JovTOiu.  and  «/  th*  WancLT  Ripombb 
u  now  ut  IS,  Ctck'i-murt,  Car*i/-ttrMt,  W.C. 

Th$  Buiuription  to  tho  SouorroBs'  Jodbkal  m — 2b wn,  26i., 
Ccuntty  28f.;  with  th$  Wxhklt  Rbpoxtml,  Sit.  Fajfintnt 
M  adtntei  inelniu  DonbU  NmiUon  and  Pottago,  Suiuribtn 
«M  hat*  their  VoUmt  bowtdat  th$  Offid—Ooth,  it.  6d., 
ha^Una  oalf,  4<.  id. 

Att  lotttrt  inlmdod/orpublieation  in  tht  "Solieitor^  Journal " 
mmti*  atUhtntioattd  by  tht  nam  ofth*  writtr,  though  not 
metnmil^  forpuUieation. 

Whtro  dtJUultf  it  txptritnttd  in  proeuring  tht  Jommal  with 
r^ulanty  in  tht  Pnwinett,  it  it  rtqutttid  that  t^Kcatiou  ht 
madt  dirttt  to  tht  PuNithtr. 


LONDON,  aBPTBMBBB  9,  1871. 

» 

DUBIHG  THK  LBOU.  TKAB  iVBC  OOHPLITBD  the  biui- 

neas  of  the  Conrt  of  Ohanoeiy  tranaaoted  in  oonrt  wu 
lather  abore  than  below  the  BTerage  of  previona  yean. 
The  Iiord  Ohanoellor  aat  alone  on  88  d^ys,  and  on  6  day* 
with  the  Loida  Justice*.  The  Lords  Jostioes  sat  to- 
gether on  134  days,  and  ndther  of  them  sat  alone.  The 
Master  of  the  BoUs  aat  on  166  days)  Vioe-Chanoellor 
Stoart*  on  97  days;  Yioe-Ohanoellor  Wiokens,  his  snooes- 
sor,  on  76  days;  Yioe-OhauoeUoT  Halina  on  174  days; 
and  Yioe-Ohanodlor  Baoon  on  171  days;  so  that  the  total 
number  of  days  on  whioh  the  Oonrt  of  Ohanoeiy  aat  was 
907,  of  whioh  684  were  sittinga  of  the  Master  of  the 
Bolls  and  the  Vioe-Ghanoellora,  and  223  of  the  aereral 
branohee  of  the  Oonrt  of  Appeal.  Oat  of  the  171  days 
om  whioh  Yioe-Ohanoellor  Baoon  sat,  27  were  deTOted 
exoloaiTely  to  his  bnainess  as  Chief  Judge  in  Bwikmptoy, 
and  therefore  that  number  of  days  mnst  be  dednotai 
from  the  total  number  abore  stated  as  907,  learing  880 
daja  on  which  the  Oonrt  of  Ohanoeiy  aat  for  the  trana- 
aetfon  of  Qhanceiy  buaineas. 

On  the  78  days  on  whioh  the  Lord  Ohanoellor  sat 
he  disposed  of  59  appeals,  11  appeal  motions,  6  appeal 
petitions,  and  8  origiaal  motions.  The  LordOhanceUor 
and  the  Lords  Jiistioes,in  three  days  of  sittings,  disposed 
of  one  appeal  and  two  appeal  motions,  and  the  Lords 
Jiutioee,  sitting  178  days,  disposed  of  68  appeals,  91 
appeal  moUons,  31  appeal  petitions,  2  other  petitions, 
7  original  motions,  and  4  appeals  from  the  Stwinaries 
Court,  m^ng  in  all  118  appeals,  104  appeal  motions,  86 
i^peal  petitions,  2  other  petitions,  10  original  motions, 
and  4  appeals  from  the  Stannaries  Oonrt. 

The  Master  of  the  BoUs  disposed  of  pleas,  demurrers, 
exeeptions,  motions  for  decree,  causes,  and  special  eases  to 
the  namber  of  449 ;  in  the  ooorts  of  Vice-Ohanoellor 
Stoart  and  Yioe-Otkanoellor  Wiokens  these  nnmbeied 
3i8  I  '^oe-OhancelloTs  Baooa  and  Malins  each  dto- 
poeed  of  396.  There  were  666  causes  heard  on  further 
consideration,  of  which  216  were  b7  the  Master  of 
the  Rolls,  169  by  '^oe^OhanoeHors  Stnart  and  tokens, 
163  hj  Yioe-Ohanoellor  Malins,  and  129  by  Yioe- 
Cihanoellor  Bacon.  Hie  matters  adjonmed  from  oham- 
Mxa  »nd  disposed  of  in  oonrt  were  878  in  all,  of 
grhioli  171  were  by  the  Master  of  the  BoUs,  16 
jy  Viee-Ohanoellors  Stnart  and  Wiokens,  66  bf  Yioe- 
Jhanoellor  Malins,  and  118  by  Yioe-Ohanoellor  Baoon. 
rhe  nnsnlier  of  petitions  heard  in  the  four  oonrta  of  first 
nstaniT»  was  2,286,  of  whioh  number  108  were  under  the 
Yinding-np  Aoti ;  thej  were  disposed  of  as  follows: — 
;91  by  the  Master  of  the  Bolls,  637  by  the  Yioe-Ohanod- 
)ira  Sknart  and  Wiokens,  688  by  Ylce-Cflianoellor  Malins, 
■id  8SS  by  Yioe-OhanosUor  Baoon.  Of  the  1,822  apeoial 
lofeiona  diapoaed  of  in  court  the  Maater  of  like  BoUs  dis- 
of  886,  the  Yice-OhanceUors  Stnait  and 'VHekens 


;«  Vlotf-ChanoeUor  Stoart  retired  on  tha.25th  March,  1871, 
>  enooeadad  by  Yioe-ChanoeUor  yftoau. 


of  820,  Yice-OhanoeUor  Malins  of  483,  and  '^oe4}haoeel- 
lor  Bamm  of  384.  Besidss  thee  spwrial  motions  thsie 
were  889  motions  of  oause. 

The  whole  number  of  matters  diapoaed  of  by  the  Oonrt 
of  Appeal  was  181,  and  by  the  Courts  of  flist  instance 
6,311,  whioh  latter  were  distributed  as  foDowa:— 1,966  by 
the  Master  of  the  BoUs,  1,468  by  Yioe-Ohanoellors  Stnart 
and  Wiokens,  1,708  by  Yice-ChanceUor  Malins,  and  1,07S 
by  Yice -ChaiweUor  Baoon.  Yioe-Ohanoellor  Stuart  was 
the  judge  appointed  to  hear  mipeals  from  ooonty  courts; 
bat,  during  ths  two  terms  of  the  year  just  expired 
during  which  he  aat,  only  one  ^>peal  of  that  description 
oame  before  him,  whioh  was  from  the  City  of  London 
Court.  There  were  no  trials  by  jury  during  the  course 
of  the  year. 

This  statement  does  not  indnde  any  business  done  at 
chamber^  whioh  there  is  every  reason  to  belisTe  wiU, 
when  the  returns  are  published,  prore  to  be  increasing; 
nor  is  the  statement  of  the  number  of  matters  disposed 
of  an  index  to  the  namber  of  orders  drawn  up,  or  ui 
the  amount  at  business  in  the  ofioes  of  the  taxing 
masters  and  the  Aocountant-OeneraL 


Ths  17th  SscnoN  or  ths  PHABMAaT  Act,  1868, 
pTOTides  that  it  shaU  be  unlawful  to  seU  any  of  certain 
poisons — 

"  To  any  person  onlmown  to  the  seller,  unless  introduced 
by  soma  penon  known  to  the  seUer,  and  on  erery  sale  of 
any  snoh  article  the  seller  shaU  before  deUveiy  make  or 
caoae  to  be  made  an  entry  in  a  l>ook  to  be  kept  far  that 
purpose  stating  in  the  form  set  forth  in  schedme  7  to  this 
Act  the  date  of  the  sale,  the  name  and  address  of  the  pnr- 
ohsser,  the  name  and  qnantity  of  the  article  sold,  and  the 
purpose  for  whioh  it  is  staied  by  the  purchaser  to  be 
required,  to  whioh  entry  the  aignabue  of  the  i^otehaaer 
and  of  the  person,  if  any,  who  introduced  him  shall  be 
affixed." 

In  the  Bfighton  (aUeged)  poisoning  case  aU  these 
regalations  were  strict  complied  with,  but  the^ystem 
broke  down  on  acoount  of  the  extraoidinaiy  ease  with 
whioh  an  introdncUon  can  be  obtained.  The  introdno- 
tion  was  giTon  by  a  milliner,  who  had  sold  the  puohaser 
a  TeQ,  and,  sbto  for  this,  Imew  nothing  whatsTer  about 
her.  The  Zaneet  suggests  that  the  pnrlsions  of  the 
Act  probably  facilitated  the  purohaae.  "nie  chemist," 
it  says,  "  felt  reUeved  of  responsibiUty  by  oompUanoe 
with  tiM  terms  of  the  Aot.  Ead  he  been  acting  on  )iia 
own  responsibility,  possibly  he  would  ha?e  refnsed." 
It  has  been  snggestod  that  the  enactment  might  inclodfl 
a  penalfy  to  be  inflicted  on  the  introdnoer  in  oases  where 
the  poison  afterwards  prored  to  hsTO  been  nsed  for 
criminal  purposes.  But  it  would  be  manifestly  inexpedient 
to  inflict  any  such  penalty  except  friiere  the  intaodooer 
has  granted  his  intiodaotion  upon  patently  insolBoient 
knowledge  of  the  party;  and  it  wonld  be  a  most  difficult 
question  for  magistrates  or  judges  to  haTC  to  dedda 
what  was  or  wliat  was  not  sufficient  on  whidi  to  found 
a  recommendation.  There  would  be  rery  great  diffi- 
culties in  the  way  of  worldng  the  principle. 

Another  suggestion  has  been,  that  poisons  should  be 
deUTerable  only  at  the  buyer's  residence  or  some  house  to 
be  named  by  him,  instead  of  being  handed  over  the 
counter.  Thia  would  be  a  sort  of  appUoation  of  the  crossed 
cheque  principle,  and  it  seems  to  us  that  besides  oooaaion- 
ing  muoh  inconvenience  it  would  afford  Uttle  secnritf . 
We  fear,  therefore,  that  nnleu  some  clever  person  can 
devise  something  better  than  theee,  the  matter  cannot  be 
improved.        

Thk  Bkdfobd  Ohaxttt  is  a  ramarkable  instance  of 
the  great  inorease  in  the  value  of  landed  property  whioh 
the  lapee  of  two  or  tliree  centuries  msy  bring  abont  in 
thia  oountiy,  and  also  of  the  changes  in  the  law  whioh 
tlie  psogioss  of  opinion  may  eftect  within  a  mooh 
shorter  period,  l^e  sixth  year  of  Bdwacd  YI.  was 
the  date  ot  a  charter  to  the  mayor,  borgeasea,  fta,  of  the 
town  of  Bedford  for  the  tonndation  and  establishment 
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of  a  free  gnmiiiax  lohool,  and  Uoenoe  was  giTen  to  take  \ 
land*  for  the  parpoaea  of  BDch  foundation  and  for  the 
pottioniogr  of  poor  maidene  of  the  town,  the  nonriihinent 
of  poor  ohildien,  and  other  charitable  pnrpoeee,  to  the 
*nnval  valut  of  £40.  In  the  eighth  jear  of  Qneen 
Elizabeth,  Sir  Wm.  Harper,  Knt  and  Alderman  of  the 
Citj  of  London,  and  Dune  Alioe,  his  wife,  oonroyed  to 
the  major,  &o.,  a  achool  honae  lately  bailc  in  Bedford, 
and  other  land*,  for  the  endowment  and  rapport  of  the 
same  whool,  and  for  the  other  objecta  of  the  letteia  patent. 
These  other  lands,  it  appears,  were  ohiefly  sitnate  in  Lon* 
don,  and  formed  the  site  of  what  is  now  Bedford-row 
(a  site  oonseorated,  as  one  may  say,  to  solicitors), 
though  then  only  meadows.  The  preeent  income  of  the 
proper^  is  stated  to  be  ;£18,000  a-year.  The  Endowed 
School  Oommissionen,  nnd«r  the  Act  of  1869,  haTC,  it 
seems,  drawn  ap  a  new  scheme  which  propcees  to  extend 
the  bmeflts  of  the  oharity  to  the  ednoation  of  children 
whether  their  parents  reside  at  Bedford  or  not,  and  that 
certain  fees  shall  be  paid.  And,  moreorer,  that  as  the 
property  from  which  the  income  of  the  charily  is  almost 
wholly  derired  lies  in  the  parish  of  Sb  Andrew,  Hoi- 
born,  »n  annual  oontribntioa  oat  of  the  charity  dionld 
be  made  towards  the  ednoation  of  the  poor  in  that 
parish,  as  might  be  expected  if  the  property  were  in  the 
hands  of  a  prirate  owner.  The  scheme,  it  appears,  has 
met  with  great  hostility  from  the  inhabitants  of  Bedford, 
and  the  tmstees  of  the  oharity,  as  being  nnjost  and  in- 
Tolving  a  diversion  of  the  funds  from  the  porpoees  in- 
tended by  the  founder. 

This  charity  was  the  subject  of  a  remarkable  judicial 
inquiry  before  Lord  Chancellor  Eldon  in  the  year  1818, 
rejMTted  in  Swanston's  Beports,  on  the  petition  of  a 
member  of  the  Jewish  pennaeion  that  his  children  might 
be  dedlaied  eligible  to  receire  the  advantages  of  the 
charity,  and  that  his  daughter  might  be  allowed  to  draw 
lots  fw  the  apprentice  fee  to  be  paid  to  girls,  and  if  she 
drew  a  beneficial  lot,  that  such  fee  might  be  paid  to  her. 
After  an  elaborate  argument,  in  whidi  all  the  intolerant 
doctrines  to  be  fonnd  in  tiie  pages  of  Ooke  and  his 
predecessors,  in  reference  to  the  Jews,  were  re&rred  to 
in  opposition  to  the  petitioner's  claim,  and  were  oom- 
bsted  by  Sir  S.  Bomilly  as  counsel  for  the  petitioner, 
the  Lord  Chancellor,  in  a  considered  judgment,  in  which 
ho  said  that  a  grammar  school  had  generally  been  oon- 
•tmed  to  mean  instruction  in  the  learned  languages,  bat 
every  judge  must  recollect  that  Christianity  was  part  of 
the  law  of  England,  that  he  could  not  suppose  Edward 
TI.  had  any  intention  of  educating  the  Jews,  and  still  less 
oould  Jew  girls  hare  been  within  the  scope  and  meaning 
«f  the  letters  patent,  held  that  the  poor  inhabitants  of 
the  town  of  Bedford  who  were  of  the  Jewish  persnaaion 
were  not  entitled  to  any  benefit  of  the  Bedford  oharity  for 
themselves  or  their  ohildien. 

One  is  strnok  by  the  contrast  between  the  tone  of 
this  judgment — which,  probably,  not  only  correctly 
enunciated  the  law,  bat  was  generally  in  accordance 
with  contemporary  opinion-^and  the  recent  legislation 
whioh  has  b«en  sanctioned  by  that  same  opinion,  and 
permits  snoh  a  diffnsion  of  the  founders'  views  as  to  ex- 
tend the  scope  of  the  oharity  beyond  those  local  limits 
whioh  were  solely  in  the  consideration  of  its  anthers. 
Perhaps  there  ia  no  subject  in  whioh  the  tone  of  jodioisl 
decision  has  been  more  affected  by  change  in  popular 
opinion  than  that  of  the  applioation  of  charitable  gifts. 


LiMOOLK'a-tiiH  Hall  and  Oardens  presented  rather  a 
busy  ecene  yexterday,  the  Inns  of  Conrt  Bifie  Volunteers 
camp  detachment  being  paraded  in  marobing  order. 
Tu6  company  fell  in  at  eleven  a.m.  in  the  Hall  for 
inspection  of  kite,  and  again  at  two  p.iu.  for  instruction 
ia  tenUpitobing,  monniing  guard,  lea,  in  the  gardens. 
VPaib  aien'  wear  their  great  ooata  folded  after  the  Pms- 
aian  fashion  This  morning,  at  ten  a.m.,  the  company 
pacades  at  King's  Beneb  walk,  whence  it  will  maroh  to 
'Vatedoo  Statinn,  ra  rmtte  tot  the  scene  of  mimio  war. 


FDCn7BB& 
No.  L 

"  Thete  have  been  many  questions  of  this  Usd  both  iaU* 
and  eqnity,  and  determinaiiona  on  very  nioe  and  shaMt  bin- 
Ions  drconutanoas." — Lord  Hardwioke,  in  Ihdin  r.  WvL 
Amb.  113.  

The  question — ^What  is  •  fixtue? — arises  wh««  «a  ob- 
ject of  property,  originally  a  distinct  and  aepantethis;, 
is  claimed  by  two  persons,  and  the  ground  of  eliiab, 
on  the  one  eide  that  it  has  nev«r  ceased  to  have  sn  in- 
dependent oharaoier,  on  the  other  side  that  it  hai  be- 
come a  part  of  something  else.  For,  howevei  idwtat 
the  English  law  Biqr  daewhere  be  to  admit  the  piiaeipk, 
whioh  makes  a  ohange  of  ownership  foUow  sa  s  oosk- 
qnenoe  upon  the  mere  change  in  the  physiosl  oosditigs 
of  its  objects,  yet,  with  respeot  to  land  the  raU  (liric 
qvid  pUmtttlir  »olo  telo  eedit,  has  received  a  wide  ippli- 
cation  ;  and  whenever,  in  the  conrse  of  the  geoenl  m 
and  occupation  of  an  immovable  the  owner  of  a  monUi 
annexes  it  to  the  immovable  In  such  a  way  that  it  fiUli 
the  description  pUmttthtr  tole,  then  (subject  to  aerial 
exceptional  privileges)  the  movable,  losing  ita  iiide|«- 
dent  character,  becomes  part  of  the  immen^  ii  te- 
oluded  in  its  description,  uid  follows  it  in  ownenUp, 
In  different  eases,  the  fact  of  annexation,  pndndiv 
the  like  result  of  a  merger  of  ownership,  win  in  odwr 
reepects  piodnoe  different  effects  ;  for  it  theownarof 
the  movable  aflixing  it  was  not  the  owner  of  the  ioiaoT- 
aUe,  the  eflect  ia  a  change  both  in  the  peiaca  owniiiit 
and  in  the  ohataoter  of  Uie  tiUe,  for  It  becomes  the  ft- 
perty  of  the  owner  of  the  immovabla,  and  also,  aa  Ubf 
now  a  part  of  that  inaiovabie,  is  owned  in  that  chanete 
and  under  the  aame  title  i  bat  if  the  parson  aflbjac  At 
movable  owned  both  it  and  the  immovable,  tbaa  ae 
change  takes  places  in  the  person  of  the  owner,  batke 
BOW  owns  the  movable  no  longer  as  a  movable,  bat  ai  a 
part  of  and  under  the  title  of  the  immovable. 

The  question  then  is — When  does  an  originally  aepinte 
and  movable  thing  become  part  and  parcel  of  a  tnl 
and  immovable  thing  7  There  are  two  waya  in  wUek. 
one  thing  may  became  part  pf  another  thing,  oc  fart 
with  some  other  thing  of  a  common  whole. 

The  first  is  by  mere  phydoal  ooDjonotio&  or  aBsnir 
tion ;  and  this  may  take  place  in  variooa  modes.  1km, 
there  may  be  such  a  conjanction  oc  adjunoUoa  si 
either  to  unite  the  substances  or  to  oonfose  and  isste 
indiscriminate  the  limits  of  the  two,  as  whaie,  if 
gradual  and  insensible  addition,  a  stream  adds  to  liai 
earth  washed  down  from  another  portioo  of  the  bsab, 
or  where  twoquantitieB,  whether  of  solid  or  of  liqoid,  art 
indisUagnishably  mixed,  or  where  one  pieoe  of  ■stal  it 
welded  into  another;  but-  also^  without  an  aotaal  asies 
of  sttbatanoes  or  oonfiiBion  of  boundaries,  one  thing  wmj 
be  BO  firmly  attached  to  anoUier  that  a  oimaideaUe' 
degree  of  force  or  art  is  required  to  separate  theii,  * 
where  one  thing  ia  cemented  to*  another,  or  ia  jwatei 
into  it,  or  ia  driven  forcibly  into  it  in  saoh  a  manner  tbt 
the  two  c(d>ere.  Under  this  head  of  physical  oonjaaetits. 
it  is  with  respect  to  the  latter  mode  of  annwratiwi  fi 
things  so  annexed  that  the  question  of  flxturea  ariaai. 

But,  aeoondly,  one  thing  may  be  part  of  aaothsr  witk 
respect  to  its  mode  of  nae;  and  in  this  view  the  aort 
dedaive  teat  of  whether  a  thing  ia  to  be  oonsidendaia 
thing  by  itself,  or  as  a  part  of  a  whole,  U  whethK  ittas 
exist  by  itaelf  as  a  single  thing— wheihei^tliatia.itsi'' 
when  separate,  not  merely  as  raw  material  oat  of  ^1* 
other  things  can  be  framed,  or  which  can  be  ^pfW* 
human  uses  by  some  conversion  of  it*  torm,  or  ty  thsa<- 
dition  of  something  else,  but  whether  it  is  of  soohav 
that  in  that  very  character  and  dewriptian  wkkk  >t 
bears,  and  by  which  it  is  known  and  olaaaifle^  ithaa* 
indmModent  end  and  purpose  of  iu  own.  Sines,  k*" 
4v«t,  h.thidg  whidi  has  only  ihia  kind  of  rsli|iw 
existence  may  relate  to  or  serve  many  distinct  pwi^ 
or  may  eqoally  well  fill  or  be  part  of'  many  SitaA 
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lingg  of  the  aame  kind  (w  s  nut  m»j  fit  m*aj  diffemnt 
sews,  or  the  limb  of  *.  nuMshine  will  suit  anj  other 
achine  at  the  wme  kind  uid  dimenaions},  it  it  further 
teeaary,  to  make  one  thing  put  of  another,  that  it 
lonld  be  aotaally  appropriated  to  it. 
If  things,  then,  have  been  thnaoonstrootedto  form  parte 
f  one  whole,  and  hare  been  aotoally  appropriated  to 
le  another,  then  the  two  form  one  thing;  and,  though 
panted,  thejoontinne  to  fbrm  one  thing  ao  long  as  the 
mration  is  designed  to  be  only  temporary,  and  not 
irmanent.  Whioh  of  the  two  (if  either)  is  to  be  oon- 
iered  as  principal  and  whioh  aooeesoiy  will  depend 
jon  their  relatiTe  magnitude  and  importanoe. 
But,  although  oompleteneaa  of  atruoture  i«  the  most 
dsiM  teat  of   indiTidnaUty,  yet  a   thing,  ooraplete 

itself,  may  be  ao  far  exolnaively  deatined  for  nae 
conjanction  with  anothei  that  in  a  wide  sense  it  may 
regarded  as  a  part  of  that  other  thing.  And  here  it 
to  be  observed  that  acme  thinga  uaed  in  a  partionlar 
loe  are  of  a  kind  uaed  in  all  auoh  places,  or  in  most, 
it  are  oommonly  in  the  instance  adapted  to  the 
onliaritiea  of  the  place;  whilst  other  thinga  are  in 
nnaelTes  singular,  rare,  nnuanal,  and  are  not 
apted  to  or  made  to  fit  the  place,  but  rather  hare  the 
we  adapted  to  them.  Thna,aadh  thinga  aaovenp.ooppera, 
tha,  fce.,  are  of  oommon  honaehold  use,  but  are  in  the 
ttionlar  honae  oommonly,  if  of  any  considerable  size  or 
Ik,  adaptei  to  nae  with  reference  to  its  aize  and  arrange- 
nt;  but  paintings  and  omamenta  are  mors  aingnlar, 
iractatiatio,  and  peculiar,  and  in  proportion  to  their 
gnlarity  and  to  their  rarity  and  Talne,  have  rather  the 
m  made  subordinate  to  them  than  are  themaelrea  made 
widinate  to  the  place.  Kow,  to  allow  one  thing  to  be 
Imed  aa  iNurt  of  another  merely  by  ▼irtne  of  auoh  a  anp- 
ed  exolusiTe  diatination  aa  haa  been  apoken  of  abore 
old  introdnoe  an  extremely  arbitrary  and  uncertain 
3a  of  teMcniag.  But  ainee  not  erery  material  anneza- 
1  is  xMkoned  anlBaient  in  itself  aomdnsiTely  to 
ke  a  moraUe  chattel  into  a  fixture,  it  often  becomes 
eraary  to  oonsider  with  what  design  or  view  the 
lesatioa  haa  been  made ;  »  material  union  being 
tblished  snffloient  to  ground  the  character  of  a  fixture, 

not  irtudly  to  determine  it,  the  character  of  the  thing 
d  is  an  element  in  determining  whether  it  onght  or 
ht  not  to  be  BO  regarded. 

Ina,  hy  •  Mries  of  connections,  we  reaoh  from  the 
1  earth  itaelf  to  things  which  are  but  remotely  at- 
ted  to  it.  The  wdls  built  into  the  land  form  put  of 
land;  tha  things  fixed  into  the  walls  form  part 
ihe  walla,  and  therefore  of  the  land  ;  and  tilings 
reable  at  pleasure,  without  disturbance  of  any  part  of 
land  or  stmotnie^  or  acTeranoe  of  any  portion  of 
ter,  mms  yet  be  ao  much  part  of  a  single  whde  with 
a  Minff«'«Ml  thing  as  to  be  reckoned  one  with  it,  uid 
tton  one  with  the  land  or  atruoture  itaelf. 
ow,  a  flxtnre  being  a  thing  originally  morablb,  bat 
ihhaa.been  so  annexed  to  the  aoil  as  to  beoome  part ' 
paroel  of  it,tlxemlesby  whichtoasoertainwhatkindof 
ncrtion  will  hate  that  effect,  or  when  a  thing  becomes 
tare,  a(«  to  be  sought  in  those  instances  in  whioh 
gxoeptlonal  pxiTilegaa  above  referred  to  have  not  in- 
anedj  and  panes  whioh  have  turned  upon  those  exoep- 
il  prtrileges  are  only  so  far  applicable  as  that  the 
npt  to  brincT  tk*  things  in  question  within  the  pri- 
^  impocfea  that  they  would  be  otherwise  within  the 
Properly,  therefore,  there  are  only  two  kinds  of 
xes— or  rather,  there  is  only  one  kind,  divided  into 
nlnnnna  All  things  whioh  are  annexed  to  the  land 
ixtaree;  bat  of  those  things  some  are,  as  between 
tin  peraonB,  Bobject  to  aright  in  one  to  remove  them, 
re  movable  fisiturei.  This  is  the  most  aoonrate 
Mnvenient  use  of  the  word.  The  word,  however,  is 
technloal,  and  as  actually  used  is  of  fluotaating 
ling,  so  that  in  the  constmotion  of  inatrumenta 
Uhear  v.  CottreU,  1  E.  k  B.  674),  and  even  of  plead- 
after  Terdiot  {SKien  v.  Richie,  BU.ttVf.  175),  it  has 
extended  to  include  mere  chattels. 


The  flrat  question,  thecefbie,  is  (taking  the  word  in 
the  sense  above  stated),  what  are  tetnres  ? 

And  first,  the  most  oruoial  case  upon  the  question  of  fix- 
tares  would  arise,  where  tha  true  owner  of  immovable  pro- 
perty olaimed  it  against  the  supposed  owner,  or  where 
possession  or  the  right  to  possession  reverted  to  him  af^f  r 
the  termination  of  an  exoeptional  privilege  of  removal.  In 
these  cases,  if  in  the  one  oase  the  supposed  owner,  or  in 
the  other  oase  the  person  whose  exoeptional  right  of  re- 
moval waa  terminated,  had  af&xed  thinga  ao  as  to  make 
them  part  of  the  immovable,  the  property  in  the  things 
afiSxed  would  belong  to  the  owner  of  ^e  imnovable  ; 
bat  as  to  all  things  upon  the  premises  which  were  stiU 
chattels,  the  property  would  remain  in  their  original 
owner.  Thua,  in  an  action  of  treapaas,  or  trover,  or 
waate  between  the  true  owner  and  the  supposed  owner, 
or  between  the  owner  and  one  whose  exoeptional  privi- 
lege of  removal  had  expired  (as  between  landlord  and 
tenant),  the  decision  aa  to  whether  the  things  sued  for 
were  recoverable  by  the  one  or  by  the  other  would  turn 
upon  the  question  wheiJier  they  were  or  were  not  fix- 
tures. This  oase  arose  in  FUtherhtrt  v.  Skme  (1  H.  Bl. 
258),  where  the  purchaser  of  land  had  brought  an  action 
of  ejectment  against  a  tenant  who  held  over  after  tiie 
determination  of  his  tenancy  by  notice  to  quit ;  and 
after  the  bringing  of  the  ejectment  an  agreement  was 
made  by  which  judgment  in  ejectment  was  given,  bat 
exeontion  waa  stayed  for  a  limited  time.  In  an  action 
in  the  nature  of  waste  against  the  tenant  for  the  removal 
of  alleged  fixtares,  the  Oonrt  held  that  the  agreement 
was  in  anbstanoe  that,  in  oonrideration  of  the  continued 
ooonpation,  the  tenant  should  deliver  ap  the  premises 
in  the  condition  they  were  in  at  the  time  of  the  agree- 
ment. Now  as  it  was  only  the  fremiut  that  were  to  be 
delivered  up,  it  certainly  became  a  qaestion,  what  was 
inolnded  in  the  premises?  and  the  agreement  only 
operating  in  derogation  of  the  ordinary  right  of  a  tenant 
to  remove,  the  owner  oonld  only  recover  for  such  things 
a^  but  for  that  right,  would  by  annexation  have  beoome 
immovable,  but  not  for  mere  chattels.  Things,  there- 
fore, in  respect  of  whioh  the  landlord  was  in  that  action 
held  entitled  to  recover,  must  have  been  held  to  have 
been  so  annexed,  and  not  to  be  mere  chattels.  It  must 
be  added,  however,  that  in  this  obscurely  reported 
case,  among  the  arUdea  in  respect  of  whioh  the  land- 
lord recovered  were  some  whioh,  as  merely  resting  hy 
their  own  weight,  wonUI  not  at  the  present  day  be  held 
to  be  fixtures  (see  Watutorough  v.  JUatott,  4  A.  ft  E.  584; 
Wat$k»ar  V.  Orttrell,  1  B.  &  B,  674.). 

In  the  case  of  Eeap  v.  S»rtOH  (12  0.  B.  274),  on  the 
other  hand,  where  the  tenant  had  by  disclaimer  de- 
terqiined  his  tenancy  and  made  himself  a  trespasser,  and 
upon  ejectment  had  made  a  similar  agreement  to  that 
in  lUzherbert  v.  Shaw  (and  as  to  whioh  Williams,  J., 
said,  at  p.  277,  "  it  postponea  the  evil  day  ;  but  when  it 
comes,  it  oomes  with  all  its  consequences  "),  is  equally 
uninstruotive,  because  the  artides  in  qnestion  were 
olestly  fixtures. 

A  second  case  is  that  which  arises  between  heir 
and  executor,  where  the  law  having,  by  the  general 
deecription  of  realty,  made  as  it  were  a  statutory  oon- 
v^anoe  to  the  heir,  he  is  only  entitled  to  those  things 
whioh  oome  under  that  description,  which,  so  far  as 
goods  are  conoemed,  oan  be  only  suoh  as  have  become  part 
and  parcel  of  the  land.  Althongh  the  old  notion  of 
&voaring  the  heir  might  have  been  expected  to  have 
warped  the  rule  in  his  favour,  the  cases  do  not  justify 
that  expectation,  and  this  instance  is  the  one  seleoted  by 
Bailey,  J.,  as  furnishing  the  "  general  rule  relating  to 
the  tight  to  fixtares"  iChU/rave  v.  JOios  Santo*,  2 
B.  &0.76). 

A  third  case  is  that  relating  to  vendor  and  pnrchsser, 

where  xeiX  property  has  been  sold  by  words  of  general 
description ,  and  the  queation  haa  been,  what  articles  have 

been  ao  aflBied  as  to  be  part  o£  what  was  sold  (see  Shep. 
Toaoh.  pp.  89,  90). 
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FonrthlT — and  ik  U  of  thli  olaM  that  the  leotst 
furnish  the  most  nnmesona  imtanoca  the  qneatfam  ha* 
arisen  between  a  mortgagee  of  premiaee,  aaaerting  that 
certain  articles  are,  as  fixtnree,  inolnded  in  Us  aeonritjr, 
and  the  mortgagor  or  those  claiming  onder  hiflo.  With 
respeot,  howerer,  to  the  two  last  olaawin,  it  is  to 
be  obsorred  that  in  agreements  and  deeds  of  oonvty- 
anoe  there  are  frequently  indications  whidh  speoUleallj 
determine  the  intentions  of  the  parties,  and  that  de- 
cisions pronounced  in  anch  cases  are  ia  effeot  oaij 
decisions  npon  the  particular  instmiMnts,  and  are 
misleading  when  taken  as  authorities  npon  the  general 
question.  Of  this  kind  were  the  deoisioos  in  Bare  r. 
Barton  (5  B.  k  Ad.  715),  Trappcty.  Barter  (8  Tyrr.  608), 
and  Waterfall  t.  Penutone  (6  B.  k  B.  876);  as  to  the  two 
last  of  whieh  it  is  only  necessary  to  refer  to  what  waa 
said  about  th«n  in  Hx  parte  Reynall  (3  Uont.  D.  A:  De  O. 
322),  Mather  r.  Iraeer  (2  E.  ft  J.  586),  WiOmetley  ▼. 
Jiiine  (8  W.  R.  188,  7  0.  B.  N.  S.  at  pp.  188,  184),  and 
Cullnioh  ▼.  Sntindell  (15  W.  B.  206,  L.  B.  3  Eq.  at  pp. 
263-356). 

And  here,  though  sontewhat  out  of  the  teaok  of  the 
inquiry  what  are  and  what  ate  sot  itxtnres,  it  may  be 
ooQTenient  to  notice  two  points  which  have  arisen  and 
been  decided  with  respect  to  mortgages  which  hare  in- 
cluded fixtures,  .although  both  seem  sufficiently  clear. 
The  first  is  that  a  mwtgage  of  premises  will  carry  not 
only  things  aCBxed  at  the  time  of  the  ezemition  of  the  mort- 
gage, but  also  things  subsequently  affixed  hythemortgagor 
in  poaseaeion.  This  has  been  frequently  held,  and  it  will 
be  sufficient  to  refer  to  £»  parte  Belcher  (4  Dea.  ft  0.  708, 
716)  and  Walmetley  t.  MUne  (8  W.  a  138,  7  0.  B.  N.  B. 
115).  The  second  point  ia  that  an  equitable  mortgagee 
has  in  this  respect  the  same  rights  as  a  legal  mortgagee. 
This  point  has  boon  decided  as  often  and  almost  as  early 
as  the  other  C£x  parte  Reynall,  2  Mont.  I>.  ft  De  G.  448^ 
Bx  parte  Price,  ih.  518;  Eki  parte  Ihgart,  De  Q.  681: 
William*  T.  Bvans,  28  Beav.  239;  Lomgbottim  r.  Berry ^ 
L.  R.  6  Q.  B.  123). 

Fifthly,  the  same  question  arises  where  a  writ  of  ^.  /a, 
has  been  executed  against  the  goods  and  in  the  house  of 
the  exeoation  debtor,  being  the  owner  of  the  freehold, 
and  articles  affixed  by  him  hare  been  reckoned  as  part 
and  panel  of  the  land  so  as  to  escape  the  operation  of  the 
writ. 

With  respect  to  the  instanoes  abore  enumerated,  it  is 
to  be  obserred  that  the  oases  of  heir  and  executor,  and 
mortgagor  and  mortgagee,  hare  been  e^ressly  treated  as 
identical  by  the  Court  of  Exchequer  Chamber  in  Climie 
T.  Weed  (L,  a  4  Ex.  328),  and  by  Wood,  V.O.,  in  Mather 
V.  Footer  (2  K.  ft  J.  636),  and  the  same  Tiew  has  been 
acted  on  in  Beveral  earlier  oases. 

The  cases  of  heir  and  executor  and  vendor  and  pur- 
chaser were  so  treated  in  Oolgrave  ▼.  JHot  Santoi  (2  B.  ft  C. 
76).  The  oases  of  sheriff  and  honseowner  under  ^fi./a. 
nnd  mortgagor  and  mortgagee  were  so  treated  in  Iftnn  r. 
Jngiliy  (5  B.  ft  A.  625),  and  in  Mather  r.  Frater  (3  K. 
ft  J.  at  p.  550);  and  although  in  Baley  v.  BammenUy 
(3  De  G.  ft  J.  587)  Lord  Campbell  declined  to  rest  on  the 
analogy,  he  did  not  deny  it. 

Sixthly,  the  question  of  what  are  fixtures  also  presents 
itself  in  the  inquiry  arising  under  Tarions  Acts  of 
Parliament,  what  things  can  be  reckoned  as  part  of  a 
tenement  so  as  to  increase  its  annual  Talue.  ^lis  ques- 
tion, arising  under  settlement  law,  has  been  judged  by 
the  case  of  heir  and  executor  CBew  t.  Otley,  1  B.  ft  Ad. 
at  p.  163).  The  like  question  might  formerly  hare 
arisen  with  respeot  to  the  £10  household  fnuichlse,  and 
may  now  arise  with  respeot  to  the  lodger  franchise,  nnder 
30  ft  81  Vict.  c.  102,  s.  4.  Thirdly,  the  question  has 
been  raised  in  connection  with  poor  rates,  which  are 
directed  to  be  assessed  according  to  the  annual  Talue  of 
the  rated  property;  but  the  decisions  nnder  this  head 
make  the  point  immaterial,  since  it  has  been  held  that  if 
the  annual  yalne  of  tenements  is  in  fact  enhaneed  by  the 
ate  of  the  thing,  it  makes  no  matter  whether  it  (the 
thing)  is  or  is  not  a  fixture.     "  Etcu  where  the  maahine 


haa  not  bean  •ttaabfld,  *  bonn  haalieta  htld  niaiUt  ia. 
respMt'Of  it,  if  the  value  of  tho  hous  wu  isofMstdly 
the  aaehtne  "  (Lord  Danmaa,  CJ^  Sn/  t.  Btramim 
and  ataffiirdtMre  OaiJAght  Omp4mt,i  I.  kltUim 
also  Queen  r.  Southampttm  Ihei  OniyMiy,  lOL  J.lLOl 
156). 

It  ia  a  sinOarqiieation  whether  tUogi  an  pot  «(t 
house  or  building  ao  as  to  enable  tiie  owner  to  nutm  • 
company,  acting  nnder  the  Lands  Clanset  OoBsoiidstiiB 
Act,  1846,  to  take  the  whole,  by  a  notice  given  in  ja- 
snanoe  of  aeotion  92  of  that  Act  [Oihe»v,  EemmenmU 
Railway  Company,  11  W.  B.  399,  83  L.  J.  Oh.3S7), 


THE.SUMUEB  AfWTZBR, 

In  acoordanoe  with  our  annual  onatom  we  print,  h  u 
index  to  the  conditi(m  of  legal  business  tiiroaglunt  ttie 
country,  a  report  from  each  dronit  on  the  buinea 
transaoted  at  the  Summer  Assize  of  1871.  Iht  lesj^ 
however,  to  which  the  cowmnTiinatians  extend  tiiit  jm, 
necessitates  oitr  extending  this  portion  of  ont  msttet  ova 
two  issues. 

Home  Oibouit. 

On  the  Home  the  ciroait  waa  about  an  avengt  oai; 
At  the  first  two  towns — Hertford  and  Cl^hnifari-thi 
businesB  was  light,  but  this  ia  of  eommoa  cecamiw. 
At  Chelmsford,  however,  it  was  even  lifter  than  wal, 
the  civil  business  having  been  finished  on  the  fiat  dtf. 
At  Haidatone  the  Uat  was  not  loiig«r  than  usual  hi  poU 
of  number  of  oases,  but  it  waa  a  very  heavy  one.  Tim 
was  an  nnnsual  proportion  of  special  juries,  sad  tkea 
were  mostiy  heavy  oa8ea,'bnt  in  the  nnmb«  aieiatliU 
several  indiotmenta,  which  had  been  removed  iato  tt» 
Queen's  Bench  by  certiorari,  and  so  wwe  put  h  Bie  lit 
for  trial  on  the  civil  side.    Owing  partly  to  the  lea(lh 
of  the  oases  tried,  and  partly  to  the  fact  that  thsant 
jurymen  (having  viewed  the  loeui  te  pio)  were  tefiM 
in  more  than  one  case,  the  whole  list  waa  not  diipaii 
of,  and  two  heavy  cases  (road  indiotmeots)  rsmaia  ior 
the  Spring  Aasiies,  two  others  having  alao  been  zaami 
to  Snrrey>i    In  Sussex  the  list  waa  a  very  smaQ  mt, 
but  such  as  it  was,  of  similar  charoeter  to  that  in  Ecst, 
there  being  but  one  common  jury,  and  five  speeisL  Ii 
Surrey  159  oases  were  entered.    Thia  number  was  gisi- 
rally  oonaideied  large,  bat  it  is  considerably  Maw  &t 
numbers  which  there  have  been  on  aevaral  formsr  se» 
sions  when  the  aariaes  have  been  held  at  Crojdoa,  !W 
having  been  reached  several  timea.    lliese  Ikits  i*n, 
however,  been  exceptional,  and  probably  the  pnasatV^ 
was  about  an  average  one  in  number  fbr  a  OraydN  liit 
When  the  aasiaea  are  hdd  at  Ouildfoogd  the  Uat  is  ntnt « 
long,owingto  the  greaterdiatanoefromtown.  TheOnTdM 
list  of  this  year,  however,  can  scaieely  be  oonsidend  a  |Hd 
one.     There  waa  a  oompazatively  small  proportiiii  of 
special  juries,  and  a  few  of  these  were  caaea  of  as  ptit 
importance.    The  Surrey  common  jnziea  are  nsaaUf  «ki( 
is  called  rotten.    This  year,  however,  the  llat  did  Mtdi^ 
appear  so  nq[)idly  as  usnaL    There  were  oom|iafiiwly 
few  oases  undefended,  but,  on  the    other  faaad,  H* 
plaintifV  oases  wrae  often  diaoreditaUy  wesk.    Ihm 
were  more  small  easea  of  aaaantt,  aUnder,  fabe  imfriM' 
ment,  and  the  like,  than  b»ve  been  aeea  in  any  Uitiiw 
the  passing  of  the  County  Ooott  Aot  of  1887,  andasihM 
oases  mostly  ended  eittiar  in  a  jurw  being  wididatn,* 
in  verdicts  for  suaw  not  exceeding  tbe  £10  lafufaitik 
carry  ooata,  the  revival  hi  not  likdy  to  be  petMMiw* 

The  oironit  waa  remarkaUe  for  the  small  naakc* 
oases  referred.  There  are  of  oonrae  a  oectain  maAvii 
speoial  oases  and  points  reaerved,  bn^  oothe  whola** 
do  not  think  that  many  of  the  caaes  entered  fir  trisl* 
the  Home  Circuit  in  the  summer  of  1871  will  be  hsari  ' 
again.  Thus,  although  the  ciroait  waa  paobaWy  a  baHT 
one  to  the  judges,  they  having  had  to  sit  mare  daji  ttas 
several  of  their  predecessors, .  it  cannot  be  eonsidsn'  >* 
have  been  more  than  an  average  ciniuit  for  bosinM^M* 
if  the  average  was  reached. 
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HoBTHXBV  Onxnirr. 
The  bnaiaeH  of  the  Northern  Ciienit  hM  been  of  an 
oidinuy  ohMaoter,  and  neither  on  the  olTfl  nor  on  the 
oilminid  fide  has  it  exceeded  the  arerage  amount.  As 
oaoal,  Lanoashire  haa  prorlded  more  than  nine-tenths  of 
the  liaik  of  tba  whole  eiranit.  The  oaoaee  aet  down  for 
trial  in  that  oonnt^  nnmbered  160,  and  the  priaonera  114, 
whilst  only  84  oaaaee  and  abont  70  prlaoneie  were  foz- 
niahed  bj  the  remainder  of  the  oiioait.  Theee  flgarea, 
whidh  are  repeated  in  their  proportiona  erery  einmit, 
amply  justify  the  olaim  of  Lanoashiie  to  be  formed  into 
a  separate  dronit.  "Hie  only  diffiooltjr  would  he  tiie 
noeessary  recasting  of  the  other  olionits,  as  the  remainder 
of  the  Northern  would  not  be  suffioient  to  form  a  aepa- 
xmte  diTidon. 

Somewhat  contrary  to  usual  oustom  the  drouit  com- 
menced at  Appleby.    As  is  always  the  case  the  business 
at  this  town  was  ridionlonsly  small.    The  trial  of  one 
prisoner  resulting  in  a  verdict  of  "  not  guilty,"  and  of 
one  common  jury  oause  ending  in  a  Twdict  of  forty 
shillings,  oonititnted  the  whole  bnrineae  of  the  assise. 
Aa  Lancaster  on  the  one  dde  and  Carlisle  en  the  other 
ate  each  within  forty  mileB  of  Appleby,  there  seems  but 
UtQe  jnstlfioaHon  for  its  continuance  aa  a  separate  assize 
town.    At  Dnrbsm  the  calendar  was  light  as  regariin  the 
obaraotei  of    the  charges,  though  the  number  of  pri- 
aomers  was  above  the  average.    The  cause  list,  on  the 
other  hand,  was  exceptionally  heavy,  there  being  seven- 
teen canses,  nine  of  which  were  marked  to  be  tried  by 
■peoial  juriee.  Both  at  this  town^and  at  Kanchester  there 
waa  aa  unusual  number  of  claims  against  railway  com- 
panlee  for  compensation,  and  heavy  damages  were  ob- 
taioad  in  several  oases.  At  NewcasUe  the  city  and  ooanty 
oomUned  only  furnished  seven  causes,  and  tiiere  was  but  a 
light  calendar.  AtOarlisIe  there  were  twenty-sixprisoners, 
and  out  of  a  list  of  nine  causes  eight  were  marked  for 
tzial]by  special  jury.  A  charge  of  rioting  and  of  wounding 
»  well-known  Protestant  lecturer  occupied  considerable 
time  and  much  attention.    At  Lancaster,  a  town  which 
onoe  boasted  ite  list  of  two  hundred  oauses,  a  oauae  list 
of  aeven  was  considered  very  large,  and  the  trial  of  two 
oaaes  of  murder  increased  this  unusual  importance.    At 
Hanoheetar  there  were  fifty  priaoners,  amongst  whom  two 
were  charged  with  murder,  and  four  others  were  charged 
with  attempting  to  destroy  a  house  belonging  to  a  peiaon 
'srtio  had'offondeil  against  the  mlee  of  the  trades  union  to 
which    the    prisoners   belonged.      Notwithstanding    a 
niunber  of  technical  objections  raised  hf  the  prisoners' 
ocransel  the  prisoners  were  found  guilty  in  the  latter 
oaae,  and  sentenced  to  heavy  terms  of  imprisonment.    A 
oaime    list   of   fifty-eight  oases   furnished    an  average 
amount  of  work,  but  of  an  ordinary  oommeroial  oha- 
xaoter.  ,  At  Liverpool  oijit  of  fifty-three  prisoners  there 
woce  tWdva  oaaae  of  homicide,  and  amongst  the  other 
otfiiMB  that  of  robbery  with  violence,  the  "ordinary 
Iifrerpool  olfenoe,"  as  Baron  Martin  styled   it  in  his 
«iddreaBtothegrandjury,waspartionlarlypromInent.  the 
^HkOM  list  waa  heavy  both  in  number  and  character. 
^ntMxe  were   ninety-eix  cases  set  down  for  trial,  and 
-Cwenty-fire  of  theee  were  to  be  tried  by  special  jury.   Aa 
^at  Maoflhester  the  bulk  of  the  business  was  of  a  oom- 
.Mjuaroial  character,  and  much    time   was  occupied  in 
trial  of   causes    that  would   have  perhaps   been 
._  J6  fltfy  decided  by  a  tribunal  of  commerce. 
A  oomparison  of  the  fore-going  statement  with  former 
~  I  of  the  business  of  this  circuit  aitords  a  good 
'  to  those  alarmists  who  maintained  that  the  ex- 
tz^tn^"^  county  court  jurisdiction  would  leave  the  superior 
U^rnt*"  without  employment.      In  Lancashire,  at  any 
g-^tiBf  work  is  as  brisk  as  ever  on  circuit.    The  real  re- 
y0lt  of  the  change  is  that  the  relegation  of  smaU  cases 
tiie  local  courts  has  made  way  for  a  heavy  class  of 
ineas  which  was  formerly  settied  out  of  court. 


OzroBD  OiBourr. 
Bfljrad  Um  nnusnal  oironmstanoe  of  a  ehaUange  to 
[.«  array  for  favour,  which  occurred  at  fflirewsbury,  the 


Smmer  Oirouit  has  been  barren  of  events  of  interest  or 
importanoe.  The  extremely  meagre  total  of  fif^-aix 
causes  testifies  to  the  activity  and  extent  of  county 
court  jurisdiction,  to  which,  in  its  two  breaches  of 
common  law  and  bankruptcy,  the  continued  decrease  in 
the  importanoe  of  oircnit  branches  must  certainly  be  in 
great  part  referred.  Prolixin,  however,  makes  up  for 
substance,  and  where  formerly  valuable  and  importanc 
issnee  were  hurried  out  of  court  to  a  reference,  trompecy 
mafetera  and  undefended  actions  now  drag  wearily  ^ong 
through  aa  equal  i^ace  of  time.  In  an  action  of  libel, 
however,  in  which  an  Finglishman  bom,  but  a  Oreek 
{Hciest  (wanting  one  step),  recovered  a  verdict  against  the 
ffiufdiaa  newspaper,  interesting  information  waa  given 
aa  to  the  constitution  and  hinarohy  of  the  orthodox 
church,  but  the  jury  were  unable  to  take  a  more  serious 
view  of  the  unguarded  expraaaions  in  which  outraged 
Anglican  feeling  had  resented  the  seceesion  and 
prcaelytising  seal  of  a  former  member  of  the  Situalistio 
body.  At  Ulonoeatar,  oat  of  fourteen  causes,  the  large 
propoction  of  five  arose  out  of  railway  aoddenta,  among 
which  appeared  the  now  oonatantly  recurring  case  of 
some  object,  such  aa  the  pax^Mt  of  a  bridge,  tranafignred 
in  the  imagination^of  a  paaaeager  into  a  station  platform. 
Of  this  case  more  will,  no  doubt,  be  heard  at  West- 
minster,  and  railway  companiee  who,  in  Bridge*  v.  North 
London  Bailway  Oompany,  have  freed  themselves  from* 
liability  for  stopping  diort  of  a  station,  must  now  justify 
their  oondnot  in  guuding  their  bridges  by  a  pan^Mt  low 
enough  for  a  paaaenger  to  al^ht  upon  it.  ^e  number 
of  prisoners  on  the  calendars  waa  between  160  and  170; 
at  StafFord^the  nnml>er  was  comparatively  email,  but  of 
the  twenty-eight  oases  (including  thirty-five  prisoners) 
the  proportion  of  serious  ofbnces  waa  considenble. 

WxsTEBN  OntcniT. 

The  business  of  the  Western  Oirouit  commenced  on 
Mond^r,  the  10th  of  July,  the  commission  day  at  Win- 
chester, and  terminated  late  in  the  evening  of  USnday, 
the  1 4th  of  August, 

Then  were  beforehand  rumours  of  a  large  amount  of 
dvU  wodc,  but  ultimately  fifty-six  oauses  were  entered 
for  trial— abont  the  eame  nnml>er  aa  have  been  entered 
at  the  summer  assiaea  for  several  yean  past ;  out  of  this 
numlMr  twenty-one  were  marked  for  special  joriee,  and 
the  remaining  thlrty^ve  aa  common  juy  oausea.  Of 
the  flfty-dz  Winoheater  snppUad  deven  i  Exeter, 
nine ;  and  Bristol,  twenty-tliree.  Very  few  of  the 
cauaea  were  of  interest  to  anybody  but  the  partiee 
oonoemed.  At  Winoheeter  a  lodging-house  keeper 
brought  aa  aotion  against  a  lodger  who  had  brougnt  one 
of  hiaohildren  to  ttie  house  suffering  from  scarM  fever. 
The  queetionof  legal  liability  was  not^  however,  fought 
out,  as  the  defendant,  admitting  that  the  lodging-house 
ke^wr  had  suffered  loss  b7  not  being  able  to  let  the 
lodginga,  agreed  to  pay  her  a  sum  to  be  determined  by 
the  judge.  At  Bristol  the  proprietor  of  the  WetUtn 
DaOt  Mtreuiy,  a  p^ier  puUlahed  at  Plymouth,  obtained 
A400  damagee  against  the  WeUem  MorMmg  Nm*  for  a 
libd  impntbig  to  the  managers  of  the  former  paper  that 
advertisements  were  inserted  in  it  witiiont  orders,  on  the 
chanoe  of  their  being  paid  for  when  bills  wen  aent  in 
for  them. 

On  the  Crown  side  162  namea  appeared  in  the 
ealandars  for  the  six  countiea  and  the  dty  of  Bristd,  and 
our  uanal  analysia  givee  the  following  reenlta:— Mo  less 
than  sixty-six  of  the  prisoners  wen  charged  with 
ofienoee  cognisable  by  justiees  in  seseions,  and  of  the  rr> 
maining  ninety-six  not  a.  few  might  witii  advantage  be 
induded  in  the  same  category.  At  Hancbeeter  Hr. 
Baron  Martin  called  the  attentimi  of  the  grand  jury  to 
this  matter,  partioularixing  the  offence  of  burglary  aa  one 
that  might  be  disposed  of  at  sessions,  and  Sir  T.  Baylay, 
MP.,  promised  to  make  a  npreeentation  to  the  Home 
Seontary  on  the  snbjeot.  The  ordinary  argiunent  for 
clearing  the  gaol  at  the  assises  is  that  the  prisoners 
would  be  kept  in  prison  or  on  bail  until  the  next  ses- 
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sions.  There  maj  be  aome  foroe  in  thif,  bat  if  so^  It 
points  not  to  oontinnlng  the  present  expeneiTe  vyitem  of 
trying:  trivial  caiea  before  her  Hajesty'B  jndges,  but  to 
eonie  more  speedy  mode  of  disposing  of  session  oases.  Wo 
doubt,  however,  if  the  etil  of  keeping  the  prisoners  till 
the  next  sessions  can  be  Tety  great,  for  if  it  were  it 
woQld  press  jost  as  hearily  in  the  oase  of  prisoners  oom- 
jnitted  when  there  happens  to  be  no  intermediate  assize 
— tliat  is,  twice  a  year.  The  expense  to  the  oonntzy  of 
employing  highly-jMid  and  trained  jadgee  on  work  whidh 
oan  be  done  just  as  well  at  sessions  is  very  great.  There 
is  also  another  riew  of  the  matter,  whioh  is  that  it  is  de- 
sirable that  the  ciril  work  of  oironit  should  be  deliberately 
and  properly  conducted,  and  this  would  be  more  likely  to 
be  the  otse  were  the  judges  of  assize  reliered  of  trivial 
criminal  work. 

To  return  to  the  actual  oironit,  the  calendars  give  the 
following  Information  as  to  the  degree  of  instruction  of  the 
162  prisoners:  10  were  absolutely  ignorant,  27  ooold  just 
read,  and  69  could  read  and  write  imperfectly.  On  the 
other  hand  8  were  well  ednoated,  8  of  superior 
education,  and  15  were  not  tabled.  Omitting  these 
fifteen,  of  whom  there  is  no  reason  to  say  that  they  pro- 
bably were  well  educated,  we  get  the  proportion  of  well 
educated  to  the  whole  number  as  11  is  to  147,  or  1  to  IS 
neiucly. 

One  of  the  prisoners  marked  in  the  calendar  as  of 
superior  ednoation  was  a  Portsmouth  solicitor,  called 
Wallis,  who  was  tried  for  administering  drugs  to  a  young 
woman  with  intent  to  procure  miscaniagt^  There  was 
also  a  charge  of  procuring  the  drugs  witii  Intent  that 
they  should  be  taken  to  procure  miscarriage;  on  the  flist 
indictment  the  jury  returned  into  court  with  a  verdict  of 
"  guilty  of  procuring  the  drugs  with  a  felonious  intent," 
but  as,  in  answer  to  questions,  they  negatived  the  jMstual 
administering  by  the  defendant,  a  verdict  of  not  guilty 
was  taken,  and  on  the  other  indictments,  inoluding 
that  for  procuring  drugs  with  a  felonious  intent,  no 
evidenoe  was  offei«d. 

At  the  same  place  an  attempt  was  made  to  call  one 
prisoner  on  belwlf  of  another,  they  being  jointly  in- 
dicted for  a  felony.  The  application  was  based  on  the 
authority  of  a  oase,  Jteg.  v.  DeeUy,  in  11  Cox  Grim.  Cas. 
607,  from  whioh  report  it  wonld  appear  that  Hr.  Jnstioe 
Hellor  allowed  this  to  be  done  at  the  Woroester  Summer 
Assizes,  1870.  The  applioation  was,  however,  refused  by 
Mr.  Justice  Brett.  It  is  unfortunate  that  the  case  of. 
Jtfg  V.  DeeUy  was  not  cited  in  argument  in  the  recent 
case  of  Reg  v.  UttUehOd  (L.  B.  6  Q.  B.  298).  It  wonld 
be  singular  to  see  first  one  of  two  jointly  indicted 
prisoners  called  to  give  evidenoe  on  oath  for  the  other, 
and  then  this  second  one  called  in  the  same  way  to  give 
evidenoe  for  the  first;  bat  this  might  be  hailed  by  some 
OS  a  step  towards  permitting  tiie  examination  of 
prisoners,  about  the  working  of  whioh  opinions  so  muoh 
differ. 

Another  sabjeot  for  comment  on  the  criminal  dde  is 
the  large  number  of  charges  of  child  mnider  and  man- 
slang^ter.  No  oonviotiona  took  place  of  the  former 
charge,  but  several  of  the  latter;  and  the  uniform 
sentence  (except  in  one  case)  was  one  of  ten  years'  penal 
servitude.  It  wonld  almost  seem  as  though  the  diffi- 
culty of  getting  jnriea  to  convict  of  child  murder  had 
led  to  the  adoption  of  a  general  rule  on  the  sab* 
jeot  of  manslaughter  of  new  bom-ohildien,  and 
a  general  agreement  to  pass  heavy  sentenoee.  Both 
the  learned  judges  commented  on  the  misplaced  leniency 
displayed  in  such  cases,  and  laid  down  a  rule  for  the 
guidance  of  juries  which  may  be  given  shortly  as  follows: 
—If  a  woman  makes  up  her  mind  to  be  alone  at  the 
birth  of  her  child,  with  a  view  to  concealing  the  birth, 
ske  takes  upon  herself  the  duty  of  doing  whatever  is 
necessary  for  the  life  of  the  child,  and  if  she  neglects 
this  it  amounts  to  manslaughter.  The  effect  of  this  is 
that  juries  in  such  oases  have  not  been  confined  lo  ver- 
dicts of  mnider,  which  is  too  serione,  and  oonoealment, 
which  is  not  serious  enough,  in  its  oonseqnent  pnnish- 


uent,  but  have  retamed  verdicta  of  wanilainhtw,  «UA 
have  been  followed  by  sentences  of  penal  serritnda. 

A  smaller  matter  to  whioh  ire  should  like  to  diM 
attention  is  the  way  in  whioh  prisoners  chatgei  vilk 
the  most  divers  oflencea  are  placed  in  the  doA  toftte 
for  the  purpose  of  taking  thnr  plsaa.  This  oaaaattB 
have  a  deteriorating  effect  on  the  minds  both  a<  piinMa 
and  speotaton. 

{To  ha  eentMmtd.) 


LEGISLATION  OF  THE  YEAB  1871. 

Oaf.  IL — An  Aet  to  repeal  teetien  22  if  tAe  Ariet  h. 
1870. 
The  object  of  this  Act  was  simply  to  repeal  the  MOia 
of  the  Juries  Act,  1870,  which  had  so  clumsily  jmM 
for  payment  of  jurors  as  to  be  ptaotioally  nawoAiUt 
The  other  seotions  of  the  Juries  Act,  1870,  nan  a 
full  force,  but  the  payments  to  jnroES  are  govaaed  k; 
the  former  law.  When  the  Attomey-Ckmieral  esai 
this  bill  he  promised  to  introduce  another  wbieh  And 
place  the  whole  jury  eystem  on  a  betta  biiai. 
This  is,  of  course,  desirable.  It  is  important,  iottn, 
to  remember  that  the  Act  of  1870  (always  «zcaptB(  tk 
unfortunate  section  whioh  hu  had  to  be  repealed]  «Nli 

.  do  a  grood  deal  towards  attaining  this  eod  if  oslrte 
was  some  security  that  its  providons  ahoald  be  otienaL 
ITnfcrtunately,  however,  there  was  no  each  saeiiii4,ai 
it  is  notorious  that  in  many  respeots  it  is  totaQf  ii- 
regarded.  Whether  this  is  owing  to  any  impcasMStW 
the  present  Aot  repeals  the  whols,  instMd  of  oas  mb 
only,  we  know  not.  If  there  is  any  snoh  impreariBi,  i 
shows  that  the  present  Aot  haa  not  been  read. 

Cap.  in. — An  Aet  to  ettpower  eownmittee*  e»  tSUm- 

firming  or  giving  effect  to  pretitianal  orien  U  euri 

oatti  and  emamine  teitneue*  on  oetth. 

By  21  Ic  22  Viot.  c.  78,  s.  1,  C  ommittees  ofthete 
of  Commons  on  private  bills  were  empowered  to  taai> 
witnesses  on  oath.  Section  2  of  th«  present  Aet  ff» 
similar  power  to  Committees  on  biUa  for  confiniist  i*- 
visional  orders  (including  **  cwrtifioates,  sabeisai,ai 
orders  in  the  nature  of  provisional  orders  "). 

Section  1  similarly  extends  to  bills  -for  oonHnaiaf  ft 
visional  orders  a  power  of  awarding,  canfemi  t) 
28  Viot.  0.  27,  on  Committees  on  private  bills. 

This  measure  was  to  have  dated  from  last  yeai,  M  t; 
an  unhappy  blander  in  the  atatate  whioh  poipocted  • 
embody  it  (83  ft  84  Viot.  o.  1)  the  Aot  (27  Yioi  e.  S\ 
was  wrongly  described  as  27  Viofe.  c.  28,  which  w^ 
utter  nonsense  of  the  whole  thing,  sijiae  tlie  pome  Or 
tended  were  named  by  reference,  and  o.  28  hMf/m  * 
be  a  local  Aot,  relating  to  the  Isle  of  Man.  It  «■ 
therefore  necessary,  thia  aeadon,  to  repeal  the  failaea' 
provide  another  Aot,  miniu  the  Uunder. 

Cap.  IV.— ^n  Act  U  amend  "The  SUmp'Ad,  ISA,* 
in  relation  to  foreign  leewriHee,  wt»rt§eife»  tfiti^ 
proxy  paper*. 

The  Inland  Bevenue  Act,  1862,  oontaitiad  in  iH  AM 
schedule  a  provision  respeoting  an  impost  ob  M^ 
seouritiee.  niat  proviai(m  was  very  difflealttostMl** 
hend,  and  great  doubts  were  entertained  as  t»  ili|B>* 
effect;  its  intention,  however,  sesma  to  havskMA^ 
when  a  foreign  borrower  laiaea  a  loan  in  the 
markets,  or,  making  his  issne  abroad,  shows  ty 
the  interest  payable  in  England  as  well  aa  in  oteiM 
that  he  is  inviting  English  oapital,  hia  boodi^  or  ^riM* 
the  paper  may  be,  should  be  subject  to  EogUsh  slaiv'iV 
The  "foreign  security"  clauses  in,  the  Stamp  Act,  1^^ 
It.  84  Viot.  ss.  118, 114),  went  beyond  this,  and  if»* 
a  stamp  duty  on  all  foreign  seomitiss  on  <>■■ 
interest  should  be  paid  or  whioh  should  be  nsgttiiMi  * 
transferred  in  the  United  Kingdom,  inflicting  *  p 
penalty  on  any  penon  so  paying  interBataii,or  taarf*** 
&o.,  an  unstampted  bond.  The  present  enactmeot,  ia  0<^ 
aoooTdancewithasnggeetionmadebyonraelv«e(<''•^'^^' 
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^peib  tba  oUqmb  in  the  Act  of  1870,  and  Bubrtitntw  ul 
lOMtment  ooixMponding  to  the  intention,  m  abore  de- 
lilad,  of  the  Aot  of  1862.    The  dntgr  ia  3a.  6d.  per  oent. 

Anothtr  little  alteration  made  bjr  the  new  Aot  is  that 
rhenM  uutor  the  Aot  of  1870  the  penny  ptorj  stamp 
mbnoed  only  a  proxy  giren  to  one  person  to  rote  at  one 
uttiag,  the  prosy  may  now  inolnde  sevtral  persons  to 
Dte  St  the  one  meeting. 

In  sddition  to  this  the  ad  valorem  duty  on  stock  mort- 
ig«g  is  altered  to  lOs,  per  £6,000  or  fractional  part  of 
5,000  Beonred,  and  no  release  or  discharge  of  snoh  mort- 
ige  to  be  chargeable  with  any  ad  valorem  duty. 

\r.  Vm. — ^i»  Aetfor  extmuUng  the  jurUdietio*  of  the 
Owrts  of  the  Watt  Afriean  SMlements  to  oertaiH 
tffenen  eommitted  out  of  her  Mi^etty'e  dominicnt. 
Thia  is  a  singular  and  almost  entirely  nnpreoedented 
utment,  under  which  crimes  committed  on  territory  not 
itiih  are  to  be  pnnishable  by  Ooorts  of  British  jnris- 
stioB,  If  a  crime  is  committed  by  or  against  a  British 
bjeot  in  a  foreign  dTilised  ooontxy,  the  ends  of  jostioe 
i  pcorided  for  by  the  local  laws  and  trtbnnali,  bnt  the 
Be  cannot  be  said  if  the  scene  be  laid  in  Dahomey,  or 
ne  rimilar  region  possessed  of  neither  laws  nor  judges, 
isr  as  the  West  African  Settlements  are  concerned, 
i  present  Aot  enacts  that  crimes  and  offences  committed 
'hi»  tioenty  mUet  of  the  boundary  of  any  of  those 
tlements  or  protectorates,  either  by  British  subjects  or 
•Ufa  not  the  n^eett  ef  any  oMtUed  poner  against 
persons  of  British  subjects,  or  other  residents,  shall 
sogniaable  in  the  Setdements'  Oriminal  Oonrts  of 
miot  Jorisdiotion,  just  aa  if  eommitted  within  the 
tlements,  and  the  offender  may  be  apprehended  within 
'  of  the  Settlements. 

Ids  the  Aot,  which  seems  to  embrace  only  outrages 
inst  the  per$on,  renders  persona  not  Britidt  subjeots 
inable  to  Britisb  OonztB  for  crimes  not  oonunitted 
Iritisb  soiL  There  is  a  somewhat  similar  Indian  Act 
rf  1849X  by  which  not  only  British  subjects,  but  also 
Mraona  in  the  British  Ooremment  serrioe,  while  in 
aerrioe  and  for  six  months  afterwards,  and  also  aU 
imswho  ahonld  have  dwelt  for  six  months 'in  British 
\toij  under  the  goremment  of  the  East  India  Com- 
',  were  rendered  amenable  to  tiie  British  Indian 
ts,  if  apprehended  in  British  India,  for  crimes  com- 
sd  oat  of  British  India. 


SEOENT  DECISIONS. 

COMMON  LAW. 
UTX  or   FRATTDS— PABTT  OOMTRAOriNa  AS  Aqeht, 

B17T  HAVINO   HO  PBIirCIFAL. 
nsMM  T.  Brandt,  Bx.  Ch.  from  Q.  B.,  19  W.  B.  936. 
la  oaae  wms  tiJcen  to  the  Exchequer  Chamber  for  the 
•e  of  ah»Uengingthedeoisionsof  Wright  r.  Dannah 
up.  a08)  and  jfhrebrother  r.  Simnondi  (5  B.  ft  A. 
to  the  effect  that  one  party  to  a  contract  cannot  be 

for  the  other  so  as  to  bind  him  by  his  signature  to 
aorandom  of  the  contract  to  satisfy  the  Statute  of 
'a.     Theae   oases,   however,  appear  to  be  approTed 

the   Oonrt,  and  the  doctrine  ina,j  therefore  be 

aa  to  aoine  extent  strengthened,  though  not, 
ink,  diatlnoily  affirmed,  by  tUs  case  in  the  Exche- 
(hamber.  The  judgments  of  several  members  of  the 

hovrever,  proceeded  upon  somewhat  different 
b.  The  plaintiff,  being  a  broker,  had  giTen  the 
ante  a  note,  purporting  to  have  bought  for  the 
anta  from  his  principals  certain  hemp.  In  fact, 
ex,  the  plaintiff  had  no  principals,  bnt  was  him- 
e  oeller,  or  proposed  to  make  himielf  bo.  In  this 
it  the  oase  scTeral  of  the  judges  expressed  an 
[  that  the  note  did  not  sufficiently  state  the  con- 
ilied  on.  It  was  a  memorandum  of  a  contract  as 
:h  the  plaintiff  was  not  a  principal,  bnt  an  agent, 
possibly  liable  as  principal  on  the  ground  that 
icipal  was  understood.    Under  the  contract,  how- 


erer,  the  defendant  would  haTa,  in  addition  to  the  lia- 
bili^  of  the  plaintiff,  also  that  of  some  person  unknown, 
who  was  the  real  prineipal,  and  ohargeable  when  dis- 
corered.  Snob  a  oontraot,  howerer,  had  never  been 
made  ;  the  contract  with  himself  only,  which  the  plain- 
tiff sought  to  establish,  was  a  different  one,  and  there 
was  no  sufficient  memorandum  of  it  to  satisfy  the 
statute.  It  will  be  seen  that  if  the  judgment  of  the 
Court  ia  to  be  taken  to  proceed  on  this  ground,  it  is  quite 
independent  of  the  decisions  in  Wright  r.  Dannah  and 
Farebrother  v.  Sintnonde,  and  may  stand,  although  those 
oases  were  wrong.  The  opinion  of  the  Oourt,  however- 
appeared  decidedly  in  favour  of  the  oases,  and  we  do  not 
think  they  are  likely  to  be  again  questioned  in  the  Ex- 
oheqner  Chamber. 

XTnbatisfixo  Judgment  in  Tbovsb  does  not  Pass 

FSOFBBTT. 

BHmemead  t.  BarrUon,  O.P.,  19  W.E.  966. 

Whether,  upon  a  judgment  in  trover  the  property 
passes  to  the  defendant  by  the  judgment,  or  only  by  the 
satisfaction  of  it,  is  a  question  which  has  been  freqnenUy 
mooted,  bnt  until  now  not  definitely  decided  in  our 
Courts.  In  BueUand  v.  Jbhnton  (2  W.  B.  266,  16  0.  B. 
146)  there  is  a  strong  dictum  of  Tindal,  CJ.,  to  the 
effect  that  the  property  passed  by  the  judgment.  In- 
dependenUy  of  this,  however,  the  balance  of  authorities 
was  to  the  contrary,  and  so  the  Common  Pleas  have  now 
decided.  The  point  has  also  bem  raised  several  timee- 
recenUy  in  Amerioa,  with  the  same  result.  In- 
dependentiy  of  authority,  there  should  be  littie  doubt 
upon  the  point.  The  contention  that  the  judgment 
passes  the  property  is  founded  on  the  dootirine  of  re* 
judicata.  The  fallacy,  however,  lies  in  this — that  aU' 
that  is  decided  by  the  judgment  is,  that  defendant  wrong-  - 
fully  converted  plaintiff's  goods,  but  as  a  wrongful  con-  - 
verrion  passes  no  property,  the  point  is  not  In  faot  ree 
jud}eata  at  aU.  As  pointed  out  by  Willes,  J.,  the  pro- 
perty only  paaeee  after  satisfaction  by  reason  of  the 
maxim,  "  Solutio  pretil  emptionit  loeo  habetur." 

The  question  is  not  likely  to  be  raised  again,  niere 
is,  however,  we  think,  some  doubt  whether  its  decision 
was  necessary  to  the  judgment  in  Srimtmead  v.  Harriton. 
The  new  assignment  demurred  to  merely  alleged  that  the 
plaintiff  sued  for  other  detention  of  the  same  property 
subsequent  to  the  former  unsatisfied  judgment.  Even 
if  the  property  had  passed  to  the  defendant  in  the 
former  action  by  the  judgment,  yet  the  plaintiff  might 
well  have  bought  it  back  again  or  otherwise  acquired  it 
again  subsequently,  and  therefore  the  new  aaaignment 
would  have  been  perfectly  good  on  demurrer,  rad  the- 
objection  would  only  arise,  if  at  all,  upon  the  evidence 
given  in  support  of  the  new  assignment. 

The  Oonrt,  however,  seem  to  have  thought  the  point 
raised  by  the  demurrer,  and  decided  it  aooordingly;  and 
moreover,  the  Oonrt  of  Exchequer  followed  tbrat  in  a 
oase  argued  simultaneously  (not  yet  reported),  in  which 
they  had  reserved  judgment,  and  in  wh^  the  point  wae- 
distinctiy  raised.  The  decision,  therefore,  is  dearly  bind- 
ing unless  overruled  in  a  oourt  of  error,  which  is  ex- 
tremely Improbable. 

Another  point  was  raised  in  Srimtmead  v.  HarrUon, 
but  in  deciding  that  the  Oourt  simply  followed  Ung  r. 
H0<ir«(18M.&  W.  494.) 


It  is  stated  that  Lord  and  Lady  Cairns,  after  their  return 
from  the  North,  wiUpass  the  autumn  at Tankerrille  House, 
near  Christchurch,  Hants. 

The  new  ministry  at  Melbourne,  of  which  Mr.  Qavaa 
Duffy  is  at  the  head,  has  Mr.  Bobert  Walsh  as  Attorney- 
Oeneral,  and  Mr.  Spensley  oa  Solicitor -General. 

Mr.  Digby  Seymour,  Q.C.,  Beoorder  of  Newcaatle,  has 
suggested,  in  special  reference  to  the  enKineers'  strike,  the 
eatablishment  in  Newcastle  of  a  tribunal  of  commerce  and 
conciliation,  in  which  he  ia  willing  to  take  part  without  fee 
or  recompence. 
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OOITSTS. 

THE  ALBEBT   LEPB   ASSUBANOE 

AEBITEATION.* 

(Befne  Lord  Casum.) 

Jane  S.—S*  Th*  Miditui,  ImnUid,  and  €hntral  Uf* 

Atmmne*  Boeitti/.     Wfatfi  (km. 

Iiumroitce  eompany—WiiMng  up—Amalgamaiien  •/    «»w 

pam4»—AnHmty  eontraet—Tma  fimi    CUm  tj/  mtmii' 

font  to  ii  paid  ut  prioritff  to  poUe^hoUtn, 

W.  vai  the  hcidtr  of  an  atmuity  graiUod  by  tht  M.  Chm- 
pany  in  ISfiO.  Jh  1880  tke  M.  Company  boeam*  amalgamattd 
with  the  A.  Company,  Thermpon  a  trtut  fimd  tOM  tt  apart 
iy  th*  M.  Company  upon  trtut,  Jirit,  to  pay  all  the  immtdialt 
elaimi  and  demands  to  which  the  fundt  and  property  of  tht 
M.  Company  were  then  liable,  and  then  inter  alia  to  pay  all 
elaime  and  demande  on  any  iC.  Compan/t  poliey  whiek  tht  A. 
Company  thould  not  pay  and  tati^y.  Before  the  amalfoena- 
tion  the  annuity  wee  paid  by  the  M.  Company  and  after  by  the 
A.  Compamg,  On  the  winding  up  of  the  two  companie*  W. 
claimed  to  be  paid  in  fuU  the  value  of  the  annuity  out  of  the 
tmetfund  in  priority  to  the  polieyholder*. 

Seid,  that  at  the  time  of  the  amalgamation  there  woe  no  im- 
mediate  elaim  under  the  annuity  eontraet,  and  tkett  eontequently 
W.  Miae  not  entitled  to  any  priority. 

Tiaa  was  a  olaim  against  the  Bngliah  tnut  fond  of  the 
Medh^al  Inralid  Society  in  leepeot  of  an  annuity  oontraot 
granted  to  Mn.  Wyatt  in  1860. 

The  oontraot  wm  to  the  effect  that  the  society  agreed  to 
pay  to  HiB.  Wystt  on  the  death  of  Mr.  Thomas  Wyatt,  an 
annoity  of  £91  per  annnm  during  the  remainder  of  her 
life,  the  annual  premiom  to  be  paid  during  his  life  being 
£41  16a.  3d. 

On  the  death  of  Mr.  Thomas  W^tt  the  Medical  Inralid 
paid  the  annuity  year  by  year  untd  1860,  when  this  society 
became  amalgwnated  with  the  Albert. 

By  the  agreement  for  amalgamation,  dated  the  21st  of 
SeptBrnber,  1860,  it  was  provided  that  the  litis  Aasnnmoe 
Fond  of  the  Medical  InTsJid  and  CkiUMl  life  Assurance 
Society,  taken  at  the  sum  at  which  the  same  may  stand  in 
their  books  at  the  time  the  said  company  shidl  acquire  the 
busineis  of  the  Medical  Inralid  and  General  Lite  Assor- 
anoe  Society,  including  all  premiums,  interest,  and  debts 
than  dne  to  tiie  same  aocietr,  except  the  part  thereinafter 
mentioned,  after  {HtTing  and  satiafying  all  immediate  claims 
and  demands  arising  from  assurance,  annuities,  endow- 
ments, or  other  contracts  or  en^fagements,  shall  be  trans- 
fierred  to  six  tnuteee  resident  m  England  (each  company 
appt^iting  three),  upon  and  for  the  truata  and  purposes 
thereinafter  mentioned,  and  such  part  of  the  said  life 
Assurance  Fund  as  shall  consist  of  inveatmenta  or  moneys 
in  India  shall  be  transferred  to  three  trustees  rasideot 
there  and  approved  of  by  both  oompaniea. 

By  an  indenture  dated  the  14th  of  March,  1861,  and 
made  between  the  directors  of  the  Albert  of  the  first  parL 
the  directors  of  the  Medical  Invalid  of  the  second  part,  and 
the  six  trusteee  of  the  third  part,  the  agreement  for  amalga- 
mation was  carried  into  effect  After  reciting  inter  alia  that 
the  life  Assurance  Fund  in  India  had  been  duly  transferred 
to  trustees,  it  was  witnessed  that  the  parties  raaieto  of  the 
first  part  did  thereby,  as  tho  diieotois  of  the  Albert  Oom- 
pany,  and  in  order  to  bind  the  assets  of  the  nid  company, 
out  not  finther  or  otherwise,  or  for  any  otiier  pmpoae^  for 
themsdvea,  their  heirs,  &e^  covenant  to  pay  and  satisfy  all 
claims  on  polioiea  iqiaed  by  the  Medical  Society,  ooourring 
by  deaths  after  four  o'clock  p.m.  on  the  21rt  Septembw, 
186(^  and  also  to  pay,  satisfy,  and  discharge  all  other 
claims  and  demands,  against  and  all  other  engagnnents, 
liabilities  and  obligations  of  the  Medical  Sod^,  except 
aneh  claims,  demands  and  liabilities  as  were  therein- 
after otherwise  provided  for.  And  it  was  further  wit- 
nessed that  in  consideTation  of  the  covenants  therein  con- 
tained, and  of  the  premises,  they  the  said  several  persons 
parties  thereto  of  the  first  part,  and  each  of  them,  did  thereby 
grant  and  assign  unto  the  said  six  tmstees,  ilieir  executors, 
administrators,  and  assigns,  all  and  every  ttie  principal 
•nd  other  sums  and  sum  of  money  and  other  the  particalars 
fiarming  the  said  life  Assurance  Fund  in  England,  and  the 
interest,  dividends,  and  income  thereof,  together  with  fall 
powers,  &c   "  upon  trust  in  the  first  place  thereout  to  pay 

*  Beported  by  Richard  Marrack,  Esq.,  Barrister-at-Law. 


•ad  satisfy  all  and  every  the  imnsdiate  elaima  aad  daoaads 
0tun)  to  vHiioh  the  fintdt  and  raoMrty  of  tiia  Madiesl 
Invalid  &e.  Sodety  were  liable  Dafore  the  hour  of  foor 
o'elook  p.in.  on  the  2Ist  of  September,  I860,  and  vAieh  mn 
at  the  OMS  of  these  presents  remain  unpaid  and  nnsatisfiea. 
And  secondly,  thereout  to  pay  and  satisfy  the  ooats  of  flus* 
pieeents  and  all  soch  coats,  duoges^  aad  etpewaaa  a*  tke 
said  tmstees  or  trustee  may  from  time  to  time  pay  or  iaeor 
in  the  exeontiaaof  tfaetmsta  of  tfaaae  preaeota  or  other- 
wise. And  thirdly,  thereout  to  raise  and  pay  all  aad  even 
such  sums  or  sum  ii  money  aa  may  be  raqimed  to  pay  ana 
satisfy  every  (if  any]  olaim  or  demand  en  aoeouot  of  ny 
pdioy  issued  by  the  Medical  Invalid  &c  Soeiety,  or  asy 
other  liabilify  or  obligataon  of  such  last-mentioned  oon^iaBj, 
which  the  Albert  aad  Medical  life  Assurance  Oomptay 
diall  not  pay  or  satis^,  and  all  coata,  ohargea,  or  raxpsasw 
which  the  said  parties  heieto  of  the  second  and  third  parti  er 
any  shareholder  in  or  ofiScev  of  the  sud  dissolved  oompaay 
may  incur  or  become  liable  to  by  reason  of  any  breadi  or 
non-performanoe  of  the  covenant  by  the  said  parties  kanto 
of  the  first  part  hereinbefore  contained,  and  ealjaet  aad 
without  prefttdioe  to  the  tmata  afaresald,  viU  and  AaQ,  at 
theexpiraticaof  the  term  of  ten  years  from  the  3Ut  dnof 
September,  1880,  and  iriietber  any  of  the  afixenid  HaUi- 
ties,  obligijaons,  or  engagements  of  the  said  Madisal  Invalid 
ftc  Society  shall  be  man  snbmstiiig  or  not,  hold  tihe  said 
trust  premises  and  all  accumulations  thereof  or  ao  madi 
thereof  respectively  aa  shall  not  have  been  ^plied  or  d»- 
I  posed  of  under  the  preceding  trusts  or  under  the  ptovise 
next  hereinafter  contained  upon  trust  for  the  asad 
Albert  and  Medical  life  Assurance  Company,  and  to 
and  transfer  the  same  aa  the  same  company  diall  dnveL* 

After  the  amalgamation  the  annuity  was  paid  by  ttt 
Albert  Company. 

On  the  17th  of  September,  1869,  an  order  was  mada  te 
winding  up  the  Albett,  aad  cm  the  18th  of  Deceaabar,  U«, 
the  Medical  Invalid  was  ordered  to  be  wound  ap.  'Rkaaaitef 
Foot  V.  H^hineon  was  instituted  in  October,  1869,  in  tha 
Court  of  Chancery,  for  the  administration  of  this  tioat  fimd. 
The  prooeedingsm  this  suit  were  terminated  by  the  -gami^ 
of  the  Albert  Arbitration  Act. 

Mn.  Wyatt  now  daimed  to  be  paid  in  fall  tiM  valas 
of  her  annuity  out  of  this  troat  fund  in  priority  to  the 
policyholders. 

Romer,  for  Mrs.  Wyatt. — I  rdy  on  the  piino^la  ksd 
down  in  ne  SngKth  and  Irieh  Oatreh  ami  Oniaaraitf  At- 
eurmte*  Soeiety,  Smufe  AmttrUy  eaee,  1  H.  &  M.  79, 11  W. 
R.  226.  On  the  amalgamation  this  aonnity  beoame  a  lai^ 
sum  immediatdy  payable.  Before  they  parted  wiHi  that 
fund  we  could  have  compelled  tham  to  art  apart  a  asfieiBt 
fund  to  answer  our  annuity.  Oar  daim  was  da  fiuta  an 
immediate  one,  and  by  the  terms  of  the  deed  the  trmrts  wise 
to  pay  and  satisfy  all  immediate  claims  aad  demando. 

Otbome  Morgan,  (I.C.,  and  Lamm,  tat  the  Medinai  b- 
valid  Sodety,  were  not  called  on. 

Lord  Caikns. — ^I  do  not  tluak  tbare  is  any  doubt  at  aD 
about  this.  It  is  perfectly  clear  that  this  waa  not  ania- 
mediate  claim  or  demand.  What  I  understand  to  lieaa 
immediate  claim  or  demand  within  the  meaning  of  tbe  < 
is  a  claim  or  demand  which  had  so  matured  that  iniaa 
payment  could  have  been  demanded,  and  aa  imaadiata  a 
at  law  brought,  or  immediate  steps  taken  to  obtain  j 
of  a  sum  of  momey.  .Nothing  could  here  lw««  I 
manded  except  one  instalment  «  the  annnity,  if  aaj  bad 
been  then  due.  But  I  understand  that  all  imnalaenta  •maea 
paid  until  a  period  which  would  be  subsequent  to  (he  i 
gamation.  Therefore,  there  was  no  immwdiata 
nmnand  bdonging  to  this  claimant  at  the  time  cttni 
by  the  deed  of  trust,  namdy,  four  o'clock  in  the  i 
of  the  21st  September,  1860.  Consequently,  it  is  no*  vaisr 
the  first  head  of  the  trust,  but  undw  the  third,  that  We 
claim  accrues. 
SoUdtors,  Jmige:  WaUctr,  KmdaU  jr  Walker. 

Jane    6. — Se   The    Medieal,     Invalid,    and    GeneraZ    L^ 

Auuranee  Soeiety.     The    Sovereign  Lift  Ati  " 

panj^t  Case. 
Life  aituranee  company — Winding  up — Amalgawuriiom  afm^ 

paniet — Subatitttted   policy — Novation    of        '      ~ 

fund. 

The  S.  Intwranee  Company  efeeled  nine  i 
amounting  in  the  whoU  to  £11,000,  ir»(A  the  M. 
Company.    Some  time  after  the  M.  Oempang  bteaam  . 
mated  with  tlie  A.  Ineuranee  Company.    A  ormUar 
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btttr  wir*  thtm^m  tmt  to  the  8.  Comp<mif  imntiiu  thtm  to 
Mttpt  iuittUutHl  polieie*.  TKi  8.  Company  ueonhnflff  H»t 
Ni  Mr  »td  poli«i*$  and  aceepted  tuittituttd  poliei*$,  oath  of 
icUti  rttitti  that  the  8.  Oompany  had  agreed  to  aeeept  in  mm- 
niititntum  of  their  eld  policy  a  policy  of  the  A.  Company. 
Afttrthie  they  paid  their  prttniume  to  the  A.  Company  and 
lierteeipft  wtr*  A.  Companj^e  rteeiptu  On  the  amalgamation 
t  tnut  fund  toae  created  2y  the  A.  Company,  the  truett  of 
ilhieh  were  inter  alia  to  pay  and  eatiefy  any  claim  or  demand 
m  account  of  any  policy  ieeued  hy  (he  M.  Company  or  any 
ether  liaHHty  or  obligation  of  that  company,  tohieh  the  A.  Com' 
peny  ehovH  not  pay  or  eatiefy.  On  the  winding  up  of  the  U. 
end  A.  Companiet  the  8.  Company  claimed  to  ie  paid  the 
iemagee  incurred  in  reepeet  of  their  polieiee,  either  out  of  the 
M.  dmpanffe  genercAfund,  or  out  of  thie  truetfund. 

Eeld,  that  the  rceitM  in  the  eubetituted  polieiee  clearly  showed 
that  the  liability  of  the  A,  Company  had  been  accepted  and 
that  that  of  the  M.  Company  had  terminated,  and  that  con- 
ufuently  the  8.  Company  had  now  no  claim  on  the  general 
euttt  of  the  Mi,  Oompany  ;  and  that  inatmueh  ae  the  claim 
or  demand  of  the  S.  Company  on  account  of  their  polieiee 
had  bftn  tatiejled  iy  the  A.  Company  by  meane  of  the  tubetitu- 
tim  of  other  polieiee  accepted  Ay  the  pereane  intured,  the  S. 
Cotnpany  were  not  entitled  to  claim  againet  the  tnatfumd. 

This  was  a  claim  againit  the  Englidi  tnut  fond  of  the 
Medical  Inralid  Society  in  reii>ect  of  niae  polioies  effected 
with  that  society. 

For  the  circnmstaaeee  connected  with  the  amalgamation 
of  the  Medical  Invalid  and  the  Albert,  and  the  creation  of 
the  tnut  fond,  see  Wyatfe  eaee  {eupra  p.  816).  On  the  oo- 
cuion.of  the  amalgamation  the  SoTereign  Life  Assurance 
Company,  the  holder  of  the  policies,  received  a  circular 
annoonang  the  amalgamation,  and  inviting  them  to  accept 
sobstitated  polioies  (see  Weminek't  eaee,  IS  S.  J.  767).  Some 
time  after,  on  the  19th  September,  1861,  they  received  the 
following  letter : — "  Albert  Medical  and  Family  ^odow- 
meat  Life  Aasnrance  Company,  2S,  Pall  Mall,  London,  S.W. 
19th  September,  1861.  Dear  Sir,— I  beg  to  enclose  yon  a 
dicnlar  in  explanation  of  the  tinnsfer  of  the  business  of  the 
late  iledical  uivalid  ftc.  Societr'to  the  above  company,  and 
would  sn^^eat  that  yon  shoold  forward  me  yonr  re-ossn- 
tsnce  pohciea,  that  new  ones  in  the  «v<«*'''g  company  nwy 
be  i«aed  in  lien.  The  new  policies  will  be  upon  preeisefy 
Bmilar  terms  and  conditions  in  every  respect,  witii  addi- 
tional advantages.  This  plan  will  materially  facilitate  oar 
office  arranf^ements,  and  I  may  mention  that  the  Eorxipean, 
Eagle,  Solioitors',  and  several  other  offices  have  adopted 
the  coarse  recommended.  I  append  a  list  of  the  existing 
ne^assoraaoat,  and  shall  be  glad  of  an  early  decision. — 
7.  DoiWLAa  SiNOBB,  Seeretary."  The  Sovereign  life 
Ussaranoa  Company  titerefapon  sent  in  their  policies,  and  re- 
sired  baok  in  exchange  Albert  policies.  Each  substituted 
idicy  redtad  that  the  Soveie^  Life  Assuranoe  Company 
lad  agreed  to  accept,  in  snbstttution  of  their  old  policy,  a 
olioy  of  aasnrance  of  the  Albert  Oompany,  and  that  tiie 
nq^osal  or  declaration  whidi  was  the  buia  of  the  ooniraot 
etween  the  Sovereign  Life  Assurance  Company  and  the 
Cedical  Invalid  shoold  also  be  the  basis  of  the  ocotraot 
»tween  the  Soweraign  Life  Assurance  Company  and  the 
Ibert  Ckmipanjr ;  and,  farther,  that  the  directors  of  the 
Ibert  aozeed  that  this  new  policy  should  stand  in  place 
id steadof  the  policy  effected wilA  the  Medical  Invalid, 
id  that  theholdar  should  in  every  rsqiect  be  in  the  same 
sition  in  xegvxd  to  value,  upon  surrender,  transfer,  or 
[lerwiae,  aa  the  holder  of  irach  mentioned  policy  would 
ve  been  if  the  Medical  Invalid  had  not  become  amalga- 
ited  with  the  Albert. 

\fter  the  amalgamation  the  premiums  were  paid  to  the 
l>ert  CempcAT'r  and  the  receipt*  were  Albert  Company's 
eipta. 

The  original  polioies  ware  re-insurance  policies  effected 
m  time  to   tune  between  1848  and  1859,  and  the  sums 
ired  anxonnted  in  the  whole  to  about  £11,000. 
'etvce,  on  vrhoae  life  one  of  the  policies  was  effected,  died 
Kay,  1869. 

"he  Albert  Company  was  ordered  to  be  wound  up  on 
17th  September,  1869,  and  on  the  18th  December,  1869, 
xder  was  made  for  winding  up  the  Medical  Invalid.  The 
breign  Life  Aasorance  Company  now  claimed  to  be  paid 
Idamagea  inoturedinrespect  of  their  policies  either  oat 
W  general  .funds  of  the  Medical  Invalid  Society  or  out 
fib  trust  fond. 

WocA-  V'eM,  for  the  Sovereign  Life  Assurance  Company. — 
tefa  we  accepted  new  polioies  yet  it  was  on  the  distinct 


vndaratanding,  as  given  by  the  circular  and  letter,  that 
tiiey  were  to  be  "upon  precisely  nmilar  toms  and 
oonaitions  in  every  respect,  with  additional  advantages," 
and  thepolidea  themselves  stated  that  "  the  holder  of  soeh 
new  policy  shall  in  every  respect  be  in  the  same  position  in 
regard  to  value  Inpon  surrooder,  transfer,  <a  otherwise, 
aa  the  holder  of  such  mentioned  policy."  We  took  addi- 
tional security,  but  we  b^  no  means  gave  up  the  old.  The 
old  contract  was  still  ahve.  Consequently  we  are  entitled 
to  claim  against  the  general  funds  of  the  Medical  Invalid. 
This  trnst  fund  ought  to  be  a  portion  of  the  general  funds, 
for  the  deed  creating  the  trust  fimd  was  lUtra  viree  of  the 
directorei 

JXord  Caibns. — ^If  this  were  a  fresh  matter  and  if  this 
winding  up  were  just  beginning,  I  should  have  thought 
it  fair  to  say  to  you,  if  you  are  prepared  to  take  pro- 
ceedings in  Uie  ordinary  wa^,  at  your  own  peril,  to  set 
aside  that  trust  deed  and  bnng  back  the  fund,  you  might 
have  a  chance  of  doing  so,  ana  a  moderate  time  would  be 
allowed  for  the  purpose  ;  but  I  should  not  do  so  at  this  stage 
of  the  prooeedings,  when  the  matter  has  been  before  every 
sharehdder  and  every  policyholder  for  two  years.] 

Locoek  Webb. — If  the  deed  were  intra  vires,  then  wedaim 
against  the  fund,  inasmuch  as  the  trusts  were  to  pay  ani 
satis^  every  claim  or  demand  on  account  of  any  policy 
issued  by  uie  Medical  Invalid  which  the  Albert  should  not 
pa^  or  satisfy.  The  Albert  have  not  paid  or  satisfied  oar 
claims  on  these  policies.  We  ar^  thereforeJentiUed^to  look 
to  this  fond. 

Lemon,  for  the  Medioal  Invalid  Society,  was  not  called  on. 

Lord  Caibns. — ^I  have  reserved  several  cases  with  regard 
to  this  question  of  snbstitation  of  liabili^,  but  I  do  not 
propose  to  reserve  this,  because  I  do  not  thudc  it  admits  of 
any  doubt.  The  contract  on  the  face  of  the  new  policy  is- 
as  distinct  as  anything  can  be  to  aeeept  tiie  liabiliW  of  the 
Albert  in  substitution  for  the  liability  of  the  Medical 
Invalid.  It  appesn  to  me  that  these  policyholders 
have  their  claim  against  the  Albert  and  against  the  Albert 
alone,  because  under  the  trust  deed  this  fund  is  only  to 
pay  any  sum  of  money  required  to  pay  and  satisfy  every,  if 
any,  daim  or  demand  on  account  of  any  policy  signea  bjc 
the  Medical  Society,  or  any  other  liability  or  obligation  of 
such  last-mantioned  company,  which  the  Albert  shall  not 
pav  or  satisfy.  This  has  be^  not  paid  but  satisfied  by  the 
Albert,  by  means  of  the  substitution  of  another  policy  ac- 
cepted by  the  person  insured.  Therefore  the  pouoyholder 
has  no  daim  against  the  trust  fond,  bat  has  a  claim  against 
the  Albert  alone. 

Solicitors,  J>aviM,  Cai^btll  i  Xeerei;  Walter,  Kendall  i 
WaUcer. 


APFOnrXHEHTS. 

The  appointment  is  g^aietted  of  the  Bight  Hon.  Sir 
Albxakskr  Jambs  OooxBuuf,  Bart,  Lord  Cmef  Justice  of 
the  Conrt  of  Queen's  Bench,  to  be  Arbitrator,  on  the  part  of 
her  Majes^,  under  and  pursoant  to  those  stipnlataoos  of 
the  Treaty  conduded  at  Washington  on  the  8th  of  May, 
1871,  between  her  Majes^  and  the  United  States  of 
America,  which  relate  to  the  settlement  of  the  daims  of 
the  United  States  upon  Great  Britain,  genarically  known  as 
the  '^Alabama  Oloins." 

Mr.  QioBOx    Pbixolb,  barrister-at-law,  has  been   ap- 

g>inted  Secretary  to  the  Ecdesiastical  Commissioneii  for 
Qgland  and  the  Church  Estates  Commissioners,  in  succes- 
sion to  Sir  James  Jell  Chalk,  who  recentiy  received  the 
honour  of  knighthood  on  his  redgnation  of  that  office, 
Mr.  Pringle  was  called  to  the  bar  at  the  Middle  Temple  in 
January,  1853,  and  since  I6fi7  has  been  assistant  secretary 
to  the  Bodssiaatioal  Conmiisdoners.  He  has  also  been  ap- 
pointed steward  and  clerk  of  bU  the  Halmote  courts  in  the 
diocese  of  Durham. 

Mr.  FaANK  Riceabdsox,  of  Ko.  S8,  Gk>lden-square,  has 
been  appointed  a  London  Commisdoner  for  administeriog 
oaths  in  common  law. 

Mr.  Edwabd  Btoott,  solicitor,  of  Wem,  in  the  county  of 
Salop,  has  been  appointed  by  J.  W.  Smith,  Esq.,  Q.O. 
(Judge  of  the  Shropshire  County  Courts,  Circuit  No.  27), 
to  be  Registrar  of  the  Wem  County  Court,  in  aucoessioa  to 
Mr.  Henry  John  Barker,  ren^ned.  Mr.  Barker  was  ap- 
pointed registrar  at  the  institution  of  the  county  courts  m 
1847. 


Digitized  by 


Google 


818  THE  SOLICITORS'  JOURNAL  &  REPORTER.   Sept  9. 1871. 


80CIBTIES  AHD  IHBTITUTIOSS. 

MANCHESTER  INCOBPOBATEU   LAW    AB80CIA- 

TION. 

The  Latb  Mh.  Stbphin  Htin.m. 

Tka  foUowing  nsolution  has  been  mianimoaaly  adopted 
•t  a  meeting  of  the  oommittee  of  this  association  : — 

"  ResoIvM, — That  the  oommittee,  in  expressing  thdr 
deep  regret  at  the  death  of  Mr.  Heelis,  desire  to  record 
their  sense  of  his  many  claims  to  the  gratefdl  remembrance 
of  the  association,  as  one  of  its  actire  founders,  twice  its 
president,  and  a  member  of  its  committee  from  its  oom- 
menoement  to  the  time  of  his  death,  in  eaoh  of  which  capa- 
cities he  largely  contribnted  to  establish  and  promote  the 
influence  and  utility  of  the  association,  and  the  committee 
would  express  their  sense  of  the  loss  which  in  Mr.  Heelis's 
death  has  been  sustained,  not  onlj  by  the  association,  but 
by  all  the  members  of  the  profession  who  hare  had  an  op- 
portunity of  appreciating  his  high  professional  character 
and  his  oordial  kindness  in  feeling  and  demeanour  towards 
his  professional  brethren. 

"  That  a  copy  of  the  preceding  resolntion  be  fbrwarded 
to  the  fiunil^  of  Mr.  Heelis,  with  the  sincere  condolence 
of  the  oommittee  on  the  painful  bereavement  under  which 
the  family  are  suffering,  and  with  an  intiination  that  it 
would  have  been  in  nccordance  with  the  wish  of  the  oom- 
mittee to  send  a  deputation  to  attend  the  funeral,  had  they 
not  ascertained  that  it  was  the  desire  of  the  family  that 
the  foneral  should  be  stricUy  private." 


PUBLIC  COMPANIES. 

SOVKRNMSttT  FUNDS. 
IiAiT  Qoo(4TIOV,  Sept.  S,  U7I. 
Awn  Mt  0/tM  Utt^lht  MlMl  taMnwf  trmumtUi. 
AnnnitlM,  April, 'St 
Do.  (Bed  Sea  T.>  Aug.  iso* 


S  per  Cent.  ConaoU,  tH 
Dftto  tor  Aoooont,  0" 
1  per  Omt.  Redaoad 


Dftto  tor  Aoooont,  Oet.  4, 9S| 
a  per  Omt.  Redaoad  til  z  a 
Hew  t  per  Cant.,  9I|  x  a 


Do.  H  percent.,  Jau.  '94 
Do.  S{  per  Cent.,  Jan. '94 
Do.  t  per  Cent.,  Jan.  "it 
Annoltlas,  Jan. 'to — 


Bz  BUIs,CIOOO,  —  per  Ct.  13  p  m 
Dltto,««00,  Do  —  12  p  m 
mtto,«IOO  k  «M0,  —  IS  p  m 
Bank  ef  Ingland  Stock,  4i  i>«t 

Ot.  (last  half-year)  346 
Ditto  for  Aoooont, 


BAILWAT  STOCK. 


Stook 
Stook 
Stock 
Stock 
Stock 
Stock 
Stock 
Stock 
Stock 
Stock 
Stock 
Stock 
Stock 
Stook 
Stock 
Stock 
Stook 
Stock 
Stock 
Stock 
Stock 
Stock 
Stock 
Stock 


Rallwayt. 


P<ld.  aodnc  prioa> 


Brtatoland  Xzetar loo 

Caledonian |oo 

Qlasgow  and  Soath-Wtsttni |ge 

Oraat  Esstorn  Ordinary  Stook too 

Da.,Ba«t  Anglian  Stock,  No.  S loo 

Qraat  Northern    |00 

Do.,  A  Stock*    100 

QreatSoathern  and  Wastem  of  Ireland   lOO 

Oraat  Wattem— Original „ too 

LanoatbiraandTorkBhira  100 

London,  Brighton,  and  South  Coast 100 

London.Chatham,  and  Dorer IW 

lAudonand  North- Wattarn 100 

London  and  South- Western    100 

Manebaater.Shamald.and  Linooln 100 

HetropoUtan 100 

Midland 100 

Do.,  Biimlngham  and  Derby 100 

North  BritUh   ' 100 

North  London  100 

North  Stafiordshire ^ 100 

South  Devon 100 

Sonth-Eastem  100 

TaffTale I  100 


*  A  raoeivea  no  dividend  ontll  •  par  cant,  has  been  paid  to  B. 

MONBT  Maskbt  and  Citt  Intbllioencb  . 

The  condition  of  the  markets  may  be  summed  up  in  a 
very  few  words : — ^There  is  a  great  plethora  of  money  and 
prices  continue  hi^  and  at  present  appear  on  the  advance. 

The  Canadian  Oil  Works  Corporation  (Limited)  invite 
applications  for  an  issue  at  par  of  1,600  twelve  per  cent, 
first  mortgage  debenture  bonds  of  £100  each  payable  to 
bearer.  The  bonds  are  secured  by  a  first  charge  upon  nine 
large  productive  oil  wells,  distillery,  machinery,  plant,  and 
1,118  acres  of  freehold  oil  lands,  now  in  full  cmeration,  and 
yielding,  it  is  mentioned,  an  annual  profit  of  £100,000.  The 
principal  will  be  redeemable,  with  a  bonus  of  £10  per  bond, 
m  iive  years  from  the  1st  of  Mareh,  1872,  by  ten  half-yearlj- 
drawingB.  The  estates  to  bo  taken  over  are  situated  in  the 
county  of   Lambton,  Ontario,  and  consist  of  upwards  of 


1,118  acres  of  proved  oil  land.  The  amount  to  be  paid  for 
the  property  is  £480,000,  including  £320,000  in  fully  ptid> 
npshaivs. 

Mr.  Oommissioaar  Kerr  has  appointed  Mr.  R.  A.  Fisher, 
b«rristar-at-law,  of  the  Oxford  Circuit,  to  be  Dqraty  Judge 
to  hold  the  sittings  of  the  City  of  London  Oouit  fisr  the 
month  of  September.  ICr.  Fisher  was  called  to  the  bar  at 
the  Middle  Temple  in  January  1860. 

Lord  ChnrstoD,  who  died  on  the  4th  Septembei;  was  th« 
nandson  of  Mr.  Justice  Buller,  who  was  for  airtaen  yean 
(from  1778  to  1794)  the  colleague  of  Lord  Mansfield  ut 
judge  of  the  Court  of  King's  Bench.  When  Manafisld  re- 
(ignisd  Sir  Francis  Buller  was  disappointed  in  not  reoeiTBig 
the  Chief  Justiceship,  which  was  oonferred  an  Sir  Uori 
Kenyon;  and  Justice  Buller,  in  consequence,  exchanged  tht 
King's  Boioh  for  the  Common  Pleas,  snooeading  Mr. 
Juttioe  Qould  as  a  judge  of  the  latter  court,  in  1794. 
Dying  in  1800,  he  left  behind  him  a  name  of  lasting  note  it 
the  annals  of  Finglish  jurisprudence,  his  judgments  and 
wrinngt  being  still  looked  upon  as  among  the  mot*  vab- 
aMe  expositions  of  oar  oommon  law.  His  work  rdative  to 
trials  at  Kisi  Prins  also  continues  to  be  a  standard  toxt-bodL 

The  will  of  Edward  Lawrance,  solicitor,  firm  of  lAwiaaei 
Flews,  &  Boyer,- 14,  Old  Jewry-ohambeis,  was  proved  ia 
London  under  £70,000  personal^,  by  Ferdinand  Bianl, 
Controller,  Qnildhall ;  Joseph  Johnson  Miles,  Patemoater- 
row,  publisher;  and  Richard  Boyer,  solicitor,  the  joint 
acting  exeotors.  The  will  is  dated  August  3,18C8,  and  fiie 
testator  died  July  1  last,  at  hu  retidenoe,  1,  SosaaK-phoe, 
Regenf  s-park,  aged  68.  The  plate  nretentad  to  him  \ij 
Mr.  Justice  Willes  he  leaves  to  his  wife  to  hold  for  har  Eft, 
and  afterwards  to  his  sens.  He  leaves  his  wife  aninuaeditfa 
legacy  of  £2,500,  and  a  life-interest  in  the  residoe  crfhis  p»- 
p»^.  He  has  left  liberal  legacies  to  his  sons  and  dwightnra. 
To  his  grandson,  Edward  Qeorge  Lavrranoe,  ha  leaves 
£5,000.  There  are  also  other  annuities  and  le^ciea  giw 
by  the  wiU.  The  ultimate  residue  is  to  be  divided  amaaf 
aU  his  children. — City  Pnu. 

Mb.  JnsnoB  Mbulob  a  OonoB-SpimnB.— The  Staartoa 
Blill,  in  Ilshwiok,  Preston,  containing  nineteen  pans  of 
mules,  oomraising  28,700  spindles,  has  been  porobatsd  Igr 
Mr.  Justice  Mellor,  and  arrangements  are  now  makiw  for 
putting  the  concern  into  full  working  order.  Tlie  miUvxs 
formmy  tiie  property  of  Mr.  Gteorge  Easthsm,  dQeasaFd, 
and  hat  been  dosed  many  years. — L*td*  JTemtry. 

Tkb  SonrarcB  or  Challbn dino  Jubobs. — The  actaaGe  of 
challenging  jurors  in  a  murder  trial  appears  to  have 
been  made  a  study  by  Mr.  Edwin  James,  tiw  ooomsl 
for  Sheridan,  the  vary  latest  murderer.  One  maa,  otter, 
wise  qualified,  happened  to  be  a  beUhanger,  and  lb. 
Edwin  James  objeoted  to  him  on  that  account,  as  iiapl^ing 
a  predHeotion  for  hanging.  Another  was  an  nndertafcer, 
and  in  his  case  the  joira  which  Mr.  Edwin  Jamea  made  it 
obvious.  These  pleasant  littie  repUoationa,  besides  rmmtrtt 
the  ejection  of  a  just  and  impartial  jury,  throw  a  gay  sail 
enlivening  appearanoe  about  what  too  often  is  made  to  leak 
like  a  solemn  and  gloomy  proceeding.  Beeidea,  ah«  tte 
plea  of  insanity  comes  up,  as  it  will  in  the  case  ol  Sh«rids% 
no  doubt,  these  little  rejoinders  will  go  far  to  oonviaee  ttl 
jury  that  the  man  must  have  been  insane  to  join  ia  ttt 
laug^  as  he  did,  at  such  ill-timed  jtdcea. — ^i 


BIRTHS,  K&SRt&aiS,  ARD  DKATHt. 
BIRTHS. 

Cbossfibld — On  Sept.  6,  at  Riohboro'  Houie,  King  Bdwasf  •- 
road.  South  Hackney,  the  wife  of  Abraham  OrattiM,  Ttt^ 
solicitor,  of  a  son. 

MARRIAOSS. 

BiLLiNoa— JoHES — On  Aug.  31,  Samuel  Bmoe  BiUian.  soli- 
citor, Cheltenham,  to  Francis  Anne,  eldest  danghtarof  iviBiaa 
Jon^  Bsq.,  Sirsa  House,  Cheltenham, 

Brown— Hutchinson— On  Wednesday,  Sept.  6^  at  St. 
Stephen's,  Korwioh,  David  Brown,  Esq.,  solicitor,  Majribaiifc 
to  Jane  Emily,  third  daughter  of  Charles  HaiehiDMB,  M  Bl. 
Norwich. 

pHBBSB— Samson— On  Aug.  31,  at  Oakham,  Edmsd 
Chees«L  solioitor,  of  Kinxton,  Herefordshira,  to  Or" 
Ann,  eldest  daughter  of  Henry  Samson,  Eaq.,  at  The 
Oakham,  Rutland. 

DEATHS. 

Fry — On  Aug.  31,  at  liis  residence,  No.  7,  Great 
RuSBell-squarc,  John  Thomas  Fry,  Eaq.,  soiia'tor,  of 
inn,  aged  38. 
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tanoM  sAznxB. 

Pnftnloaal  PutsanUpi  DiMotnd. 
TnUAX,  Anf.  19,  II7I. 
lu,  Wm  StrieUud,  BoU  Anold  Walmwiiclit,  Rlciid  FWrningtoa, 
lobtEraeM  trtioawricht,  New-ai,  UiiMhi'*4iiii|  Attomqr*  ana 
lc&an(a  to BsM  Sraam  WiiMwtltht).    Jtag  It 

Trau>AT,ae|it.l,  t871. 
,  Gm,  *  Bkbd  HmBUam,  Ilineb,  AttoraeTS   ind  SoUdton- 
<l 

■,  Joi^h  rru.k  ThM  Mm  HotaiM,  n1ak1117.pl  Sooth,  Attanwjri 
SoUdton.    April  10 

Mendlr  BodMiM  n«el**«. 
TvusAX,  Sept.  t,  ini. 
il'i  Piid*  Irioidlr  SooMr,  Cnmu  Hottl.  HamsrtB,  Totk. 
(" 

Onditan  vnder  IitatM  la  CTwawy. 

VUBAT,A|ICU,I(TI. 

r,  BriMir,  Btddlngtoa,  Saner,  Ba|.    Oat  10.   Ooll7«r  e  CoIlTar 
tgv,  V.O.  Mania.    OollTar  BiMnr,  B*dlgrd40w 

Onditon  aadar  SS  ft  SS  Tl«t  vtf.  K. 
tut  Jfag  ^  date. 
FBMT.Sapt  I,  mi. 
,  Ilioi,  Orazlqr-greea,  Hnti,  Iknaar.   8«ft  t.    Bowdl,  Blek- 


r,  Tboa,  8t  Balea'i,  likBCMhlra,  Bmrar.    Sept  W.    Burow, 

oini't 

.  John,  Winder,    ViUi,    Innkeeper.      Sept  tO.     Sbnpnell, 

SoM,  Bli(wood,  Huta,  Gent.    Oct  l>.    Dafy  k  Dnj,  Blac> 

I,  DIaaa,    York    Tnwn,    Snney,    Widow.     Not    I.     Cooke, 

Bn   Btaiar,    Dotofwad,  Oarmaitlien.     (M   t.      Froaaer, 

,Joliii,Naflkrt<al,Tork,  MlllCT.    Oct  3.    Hod(B0a,  Ot  Driffleld 
Dli,  Chipping  Oampden,  Gloneoeter,  Widow.   OetU.    Haneook 

tan,  Shiptton.oa.Stanr 

ton,  Wm.  Sale,  Cheahira,  Cent.    Got  SI.    Iturar,  Uanch 

rmWri^t,  Soaannah-it,  Poplar,"  BUpwrlflht    Oett.    HaiTll, 

na-tt 

Ruoea  Awnata,  ^tauter.   Sapt  W.   HUdrtth  *  Ommanner, 

buben,  SkaUar  Skew,  York,  Fanner.    Ott  1.    Ony  It  Pannatt, 

Bow  Ann,  DawUah,  Deron.    Sept  2».  Anaiwi  *  Oo^  Barmmd- 
i^eiaT'-ins 

D,  Balph.  Span  Bank,  nr  WlalMaa,  Doihaa,  OoDt.    0«e  1. 
KeweoaOeHipoii-Tyae 

Rot>t,  Tozteth-pk,  nr  Lpool,  Soserinteadant  o<  flaiworta.    MOr 
loU  ft  Bowe,  Lpool 

Froa,  Mannlnttiam,  York,  Spinater.    Nor  I.    Wood  *  XUUek 
K,  Edwd,  Coonty  Aqrlnm  at  Bnmtwooda,  Statbrdj    8«t  IS, 
■an.  Ball 
ijTooapb  B»Moa,  Horbnry,  York,  Attoraayat-law.     Oct  1. 

D,  John,  CUIkoo,  BriitoI.Eaq.    Dot  II.    WaabfoniA,  Briitol 
.OaoTtwa.Kattlebarth.Safiblk.   Nor  1.    anhba,rramUaghaiii 
>.  SamLNortOi,  York,    Innkaqar.     Sept  M.     WoodaU   * 
IaD,  ScarbomiiKh 
ld,Bdwd,llotalj,WgKeatar,  Oent    Oat7.    Soan,Blnn    ' 

TnaoAT,  Sapt  »,  IITl. 
h,  John,  Uanch,    Lieenied    YlctnaUer.     Oct   7.     Wonlaj, 
li 
Us,  Staattoa  Audley,  Oated,  Widow.   Nor  i.   Baamfc  Oo, 


,  Bobt  Lee,  Bath.   Oetl».    MacJenald  *  Brodrlek.  aaUahary 

w,  Jia  Herrat,  Kdiabarth,  frofoaior  of  Dandng.    Oot  %. 

ltl,WoKaater 

l7,Yalton,  Soaoeraet,Boteher.   SeptW.   Vos 

I,  Qeo,  8enpholaBe.UBeobi,  Iknaar.   Oetl.   BelL  Loath 

•  Wn,  8t>«t<ord,lanca«hlie,  Oent    Oatt.    Wood,Maooh 

l«>n,Chaa,Uollow«r  >d.   Oet«.   Priee,aieqiMd 

Darid,  North  Bnitoo,  York,  Orooar.    Sept  It.    BWiardeon, 

■(ton 

',  Anilr,  Leaminfton  Friors,  Warwick,  Widow.  Nor  I.  fMU, 

ngton  Prion 

r,  John  Harrey,  Leamington  Prim,  Warwick,  Boq.    Nor.  I. 

Leamington  Prion. 

UUala,   Pitoeeaa    Bonaparte    Lady,    VUaiho,  Italy,    Widow. 

.    Bnadon,  Eaaas-<t,  Ittrand 

Bankn^tB. 
TaniT,  Sept  1,  It71. 
Under  the  Bankr^toy  Ant,  1869. 
Utora  nnitfcrwanl  their  proob  of  debta  to  the  Beglitrar. 

To  Sarrendar  in  London. 
.PnMbrd,  Kdith-giore,  Fnlham,  Oent.     PatAaglt.     Muinr. 
I  at  ls.st 

Edwd,  Whiteeroaa  it,  St  Lnke%  Baker.    Pet  Ang  19.    Spring- 
Smt  17  at  It 

r.  Chat,  Weat  Ferry-rd  (set  Wait  Ferry-rd  aa  in  Oaa  etta  of  Ang 
Ulwan,Shlp  Chandlor.     Pet  Ang  SI.     Sprlng-Bloe.     Sapt  U 

lohn  Wation,  Alma-ter,  Weat  Bromptoa,  OOoer  7tih  Beg. 
ig  19.    Bprinit  Rice.    Sept  M  et  1 

By  Doate,  Chounert'rd,  Bya-lane,PeaUiait,  Ciaric.   Fat  Ang 
epyi.   Oct  S  at  12 


To  Sonender  hi  the  Conatiy. 
Barwall,  Oaplatai  Wm  BInat,  Brighton,  Bnaas.   Pet  Ang  M.  Erenhed: 

Brlghton,  Sq>tl9at  II 
Cole«  Wm,  Yaxley,  Honia,  Blaekimtth.    Fat  Ang  M.   Oachea.   Peter. 

borooah.  Sept  16  at  II 
Eyre,  Thoa,  Cabtor,  Lincoln,  Innkeeper.     Pat  Ang  M.     Batei.     Gt 

Orinuby,  Sent  16  at  I 
FMdliig,  Jaa,  Kandngton,  Lpool,  Oeneral  Broker.  Pet  Aug  a9.  Watson. 

Lpool,  Sept  16  at  II 
Monro.  Thoa,  Carlisle,  Comberland,  Hosier.     Pet  Ang  89.     Balton. 

Oarllsle,  Sept  It  at  11 
Powell,  Thoe,  Chipping  Sodbuy,  Qlonceeter,  Ironmonger.    Pet  Aag  S*. 

Harley.   Briatd,  Smt  18  at  It 
Fraaton,  yea  Flnmer,  warham,  Norftdk,  Gent    Pet  Ang  St.    Fataner . 

Norwich,  Sntlt  at  11 
Simmons,  Dani,  Chariton  Kings,  Olonceiter,  Bnllder.     Fat  Ang  M; 

Oslo.    Cheltenham,  Sept  It  at  It 
Whatman',  Ohas  Blehd  Raiceisfbid,  FairaeaL  Stansted,  Kent,  Gent. 


Fet  Aiu  i4.    Seadamore.    Maidstone,  Sept  it  at  S 
Wllaon.  Uater,  Alfoid,  LincoUi,  Solicitor,     -  -   - 


Staniland. 


Fat  Ang  It. 

Boston,  Sept  16  at  t 

TuaaoAT,  Sept.  t,  1671. 

Under  the  Bankraptojr  Aot,  I8S9. 

Cradlteia  mnst  fgrwarl  their  proob  of  debts  to  the  Beglatrar, 

To  Snneadar  In  lAnden. 

Bmce,  John,  f«ndinreh.4t,  Silp  Owner.    Pet  Jby  9.    Unrray.    Sept 

88  at  IS 

lb  Snmndar  in  the  Oonntry. 
BInell,  Oiaa  Page,  Poctaea,  Bants,  Potter.     Pat  Ang  t.     Howard. 

Portamooth,  SeptT  (net  IT  aa  hi  Oaxette  of  Ang  St)  at  1 
Dansoo,  John,  WhItehMan,  Onmberiand,  Joiner.     Pat  Ang  SI.     Ware. 

Witeharao,  Sapt  19  at  II 
MeOonjth,  Philip,  Cariide,  Draper      Fat  Sept  S.     Haltan.     CarUale, 

Sept  It  at  II 
Thorp,  John,  Maaeh,  Wood  Tamer.     Pet  Ang  31.     Kay.    Maneh,  Sept 

tl  at  9.t0 
Walker,  Wm,  BIrohflsId,  Btafbrd,  Brewer.     Fat  Ang  tl.     Batcher. 

Birm,  Sept  It  at  11 
Whallay,  Edwd,  StaiBnd,  Yeoman.     FM Septa.    SpiUbiry.   StaOnd, 

Baptilat  IS 
Wilson,  Chaa  Maarioo,  White  Boding  Bectory,  Chelmetird,  Esses,  Clark 
inBolyOnler.    Fet  Sept  I.    Oepp.'  Ohelmsltoid,  Sept  Mat  lO.tO 

BANXKTTFTOIES  ANNULLED. 

FaioAT,  Sept.  1, 1871. 
^^anton,  AIM,  Bunatanton,  Attorney.   Sept  87,  lt70 

Tna»AX,8eptt,  1871. 
Bailay,John,ftBdwdBall«y,Maplebark,Notta,FanBen.    Aogtl 

Iilqniditioii  bj  Ama|VMBt. 

'  FIBST  MXETINOS  OF  CBXDHOBS. 

Fbdat,  Sept.  1,  It71. 

Beanmont,  John,  BaddetslMd,  York,  Yam  Splnnar.     Sept  It  at  II,  a( 

olBoes  ot  Arkas,  New.at,  Bndderiflald 
Betterldge,  mebd  Baekial,  Birm,  Watchmaker.     Sept  8  at  1,  at  ofBoea 

of  Wdiard,  WatariooHt,  Birm 
Blaakhnm,nioa,  BaUtaz,  York,  Bardware  Dealer.    Sept  It  at  t,  at 
oOeee  of  Jnbb,  Banun  Top,  HalUhx 


Chissholme,  Jaa  Darid,  Wm  Ohiaaholra&  U  By  Thoa  Ohiadiobne.  Ber- 
nonet,  Pianofbrte  Mannlutnrert.     Sept  ItaT*     '  ~ 
Maddox.et.    Peck 


I  at  8,  atoaaaa  of  lAcas, 
Sept  II  at  11,  St  olBcea 


CnURird,John,WolTerhampton,  Cigar  Dealer. 

of  OiHBwell,  Btlslon.et,  Wolrerhampton 
(Me,  John,  Dodlay,  Woreeaiar,  Botcher.      Sept  14  at  11,  at  offlcaa  of 

Warmlogton,  Caatle.st.  Dndley 
Ciook,  John,  Boss,  Hereford,  Batter.    Septlt  alll,  atoOeaaof  Bootee 

t>  WinUe,  Market-pl,  Boee 
Dayiell,  By  Msoaal,  Bristol,  Coal  Merohant.     Sept  18  at  II,  atoflleeaof 

Prtaa  b  maktp.  8mall.at.  BrUtoi 
Deer,  Wm.  Wianall,  Winohsstsr,  Baker.    Sept  It  atS,  atoaoaa  of 

Watara,  westeate,  Winohestar 
IMghton,  Bichd'.ian,  Donoaster,  York,  Batcher.    Sept  It  at  t,  at  cOoae 

ofBoberts,  Bank-st,  Shetteld 
Dowty ,  By,  Victoria-grore,  Soath  Boraaey,  Otyaalter.    Sept  10  at  8,  at 

oOleeof  HeathiWd,  Linoobi's-lnn-Salda 
FlenUng,  Edmond  LioDel,  k  Wm  Vanghan  Flemfaig,  Maach,  Eagrarers. 

Sept  II  at  II,  at  otBcaa o(  Bitaon,  John  Dalton^ct,  Maneh 
Fotater,  Jet  Oilaon,  Bbrm,  Tailor.     Sept  t  at  10,  at  oOoa  of  Eut,  Ool- 

store*rew,  Birm 
Olorer,  Bobt,  Leicester,  Bnllder.     Sept  11  st  U,  at  oCBee  of  Owstoo, 

FMar-lana.  Tifitnosrnr 
Ball,  Ihoa,  Norton,  Darham,  Innkeeper.    Sept  It  at  8J0,  at  the  Blaek 

UoB BoMi,  Stooktonon-Teea 
Bammond,  MariL  Metropolitan  Meu  Market,  Meat  Salaeman.    Sapt  19 

at  1,  at  ofltee  of  Undns,«Cheepeide 
Handley,  Free,  Longhborongh,  Leioaetar,  Agr  icnltaral  Implement  Maan- 

betater.    Sept  It  at  IS,  at  otBca  of  Oeane,  Chnrob-gate,  Longh- 
borongh 
Bngfase,  Edwd,  Malrsm  Ltaik,  Woroester,   Bnllder.     Sept  19  at  S,  at 

offices  of  Tree,  Broadest,  Woroeeter 
Jarrla,  Bobt,  Baztoa  Moor,  Derby,  Orocer.     Sept  IS  at  IS,  at  office  ot 

Appleton,  Bridge-st,  Worksop.    Smith  it  Smith,  Shelfleld 
Johnston,  Darid,  Ballfax.  York,  Writhig Master.    Sept  IS  att,  at  offleea 

ofBoooock,  Black  Swan  Onirel,  SUrer^t,  HaliCsx 
Joyoe,  By.  Boston. Lfawoln,  Hosier.     Sept   II  at  II, at  the  Com  Ex- 
change Hotel,  Boston.     Weltsrd,  Portmonth-st,  Uneoln's.lnn-9elds 
Jnlsing,  Peter   Barmann.  Newcaslle-npon-Tyne,  ItaielUng  Druier. 

Sept  18  at  1 8,  at  oOota  Oarbntt,  CoUtaigwood^t,  Mawaastle-npi»-^e 
Kent,  John,  Orown-ct,  Pell-null,  Bootmaker.     Sept  1 1  at  8,  u  office  of 

Webeter,  Beataigliall.et 
Kihnlnaler,  Danl,  Canton,  nr  Cardiff,  Glamorgan,  Bnllder.     Sept  IS  at 

II,  at  offlcae  6l  Morgan,  High' at,  Cardiff 
Lanrenoe.  SamI,  St  Phlllp'S'ter,  Stralford-rd,  Kenaingtoa,  ont  of  bati- 

nois.    Sept  9  at  1,  at  ofllces  of  Cooke,  Oiesham-bldgs,  Golldhali 
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a«t  U  itl.at 

S9tM*tlt,atofflae> 


LM.noLWmCairai.Us  of  Wlfht, 

oaie*  ofHocptr,  Hifh-at,  Niwport 
I<(wis,  JMlddoU%  Bvaima,  Olamotimn,  Bailiff. 

oraolUi  A  Oo.  Somemt-iil,  Svuaaa 
Iliirtiij.  Wm,  Hinlqr,  Stafford.  Eartbrawan  Mannbetonr,    Sept  8  at 

S,  at  offlee  of  Challioor,  Cheapikla,  Hanler.    Lltchflald,  Neweaiue 
Ketiatook,  Waltar,  Lpool,  Watehmakar.  Sei>t  14  at  1,  atofloea ofEt^ , 

Iicxd-it,  L|X)ol 
Ilaliar,  Hamnann,  CMtle-at,  Faleon-iii,  Mainliant.     B«pt  II  at  S,  ftt 

offloei  of  HobBca.  Eaatcbaap 
mmutan.  Hum  Uj,  T^too.  Statted,  Tailor.    Sapt  M  at  II,  at  oOeta 

ofCnanwaj,  KlnHt,  Wolnrhampton 
Hlcbola,  Geo  BeqJ,  weatbromwleh,  Staffud,  AreUtaot.     S«pt  IS  at  11, 

aloOoaa  of  Grtfflii,  Bennett't-hlll,  BIrm 
Pany,  Jobn  Chaa,  Onoaehnreh-at,  Taa  Dealer.     S^t  U  atS,  at  the 

OaUdhaD  Hotel,  Oreabam-at.    Ferarley,  Baatnchall-it 
Faabody,  RIohd,  Northampton,  Baker.     Sept  I8at  lt,at  theChaaibar 

of  OoBunane,  CXvn  Exchange,  Nnthaaqilon.     White,  NarthamptOB 
Ftinee,  Geo,  Portaea,  Haata,  Bootmaker.     S^  14  at  3,  at  oSlcaa  of 

EdnMBda,  St  Jamei^a-at,  Portaea 
Btajr,  Tboa,  Ic  Oao  Maiaby,  Sooth  Hyltoa,  or  Sonderlasd,  Sblp  BoUdaia. 

SqitlSat  3,  at  oOoe  of  Bell,  Lambton-at,  Snndarlaod 
Bobart8,Jehn,01oiieaatar,  Bbuikamlth.    Sept  14  at  1 ,  at  oOaea  of  Jonea, 

Bark*lCT<hamben,  Oloueeater 
Bowe,  lUen  Folaon,  Blikanhead,  Obaihira,  Lodffaw>hoaaa   Keeper. 

Sept  16  at  a,  at  affleaa  of  Hania,  Uiiion.et.  Oaatle-at,  I«ool 
BowMad,  Ohaa  Tboa,  Torqnar,  Oeron,  Ooaeh  Bnilder.     wpt  19  at  t,  at 

oOlcaa  of  Harris  fc  Co,  Oandr-at-ebambara,  Exeter.    Hlitiel,  Enter 
BSatiBobtAiidanon,  Percy  Oron.FBlham.lfaaaiar.     SeptUatl,et 

oOeeaof  Tilljaid,  Seijeant'a-inn,  Ohaooarj-laiie 
Sbapland,  John, Exeter,  Oncer.     Sept  Hat  II,  at  !>,  Bedflnd-drona, 

Exeter 
SneTd.  Robt  CBM,  Stoka-npoo-Trant,  SttfEmd,  Batcher.     Sept  U  et  11, 

at  the  Saiacen'i  Head  Hotsl,  Hanley.    HoUiiiabead,  Tanitell 

~  "        Sept  I»at  S,et  ofllaeaof  Sadd, 


Sept  18  at    IS,  at 


SeptU 


Sterena,  Arttanr,  Norwich,  Tkilor. 

Nenrieh 
Towlaoo,  ^,  NottiiUham,  Box   Kanolkctiuer. 

flffleea  of  Bell^  Hkch-paraMBnt.  NoiUa^iaai 
Walker,  Enoch,  Bnnlem,  Staflbtd,  Oingar  Beer  Ifamitiotarer. 

at  S,  at  the  Albion  Inn,  Oooglelaii.    Tomkineoa,  Bnnlem 
Weatell,  Wm,  St.  Alban't,  Herta,  Stnw  Hat  Mamlkotaier.     Sept  14  U 

S.  at  ofBcea  of  Aaaaalej,  St  Alban't 
Whtta,  Cbaa,  WakeHeM,  York,  araoer.    Sept  IS  at  II,  at  cOeaa  of 

Wataiwilgbt  fc  Co,  CreinMt,  WakeOeld 
White,  Ptadk.  Hera,  Saaaez,  Bootmaker.    Sept  SI  at  IS,  at  oOeta  of 

8talth,Biead-at,Cheapaide..  Lamb,  Brtghioa 
Wood,  Wm,  Uwkirood,  Tark,  Bath-keeper.    Sept  !•  at  II,  at  offlen  of 

Sykea,  New-it,  Hnddenfleld 

TraanaT,  Sept  t,  ISTI. 
AMott,  Fndk  Ablett,  Buy  St  Edmnada,  SaStalk,  Botoher.    Sept  SO  at 

II,  alofleeaofSalmon  k  Son,  aoUdhaU-at,  Bur  St  Edannda 
Banner,  PmDk«  Leeda,  Dealer  in  Toji.   Smt  U  at  S,  at  offlces  of  Books 

*  Mid^,  Bank-Udca.  Boar-laae.  I«eda 
Bethall,  Tboa,  Earleatown,  Laaeaibin,  BoUdar.   Sept  19  at  1 1 ,  at  olBea 

o(  DaTlee  k  Oo,  Commercial-ohambara,  Warrlnatoa 
But.  Bj,  Tabemaole-walk,  Hnabarj,  Boot  Xaaoactarer.     Sept  IS  at 

8,  at  oOoea  it  Nieholion,  Qmbam^t.    Fiuman,  Qolldliall-chamben 
Canncn,  Wm,  Kennlngton-rd,  Tambath,  Watchmaker.     Sept  15  at  IS, 

at  oflleea  of  Oeaueent,  New  Broad-at 
Cbambeit,  Edwd,  Portwajr,  Beoley,  Woroester,  Fanner.    Sept  i  8  at  t,  at 

oBee  of  Jaaaea,  Ghear-it,  Blrrn 
Oonnabeer.  Elu,  Two  Bridges,  Lidford,  Deron,  Innkeeper.     Bept  18  at 

II.  at  the  Castle  Hotel,  Csatle-st,  Exeter.    Floal,Kxetar 
Crosthwaita.  Wilfrid,  gtanwix.  Combarlami,  Bnilder.     Sept  18  at  11 ,  at 

the  Lion  and  Lemb  Ion,  Sootcta-at,  Oarllile.    Thombnm,  Oarllsie 
CoauningB,  Tboa  Cbaa,  Fakanbao,  Norfolk,  Tailor.    Sapt  18  at  1.  at  the 

Inns  of  Conrt  Hotel,  High  Holbora.    Gates,  Fakantaam 
DaTiea,  Edwd  Wm,  Birkenhead,  Otacabln,  Draper.  Sept  1 8  at  S,  at  cacea 

of  Bellrlnger,  North  John-st,  Lpool 
DIggon,  RoM,  TaTistock-craaeent.  Waetbonme-pk,  Serrant.    Sept  16  at 

S,  at  SI,  Kenslngton-pk-rd,  Nottingham.    Fadmore,  Westmlaater- 

bcMge-id 
Brana,  David,  Uonstain  Ash,  Olamorgan,  Botcher.     Sept  18  at  11,  at 

oOce  of  Beddoe,  Oaaon.«t,  Aberdare 
Enna,  Lonlsa,  Newport,  If  onmonth ,  Draper.     Sept  19  at  1,  at  oOoee  of 

WUUami  ft  Co,  Exchange,  Briatol.    Beeklcgham,  Bristol 
Ford,  ThoB,  Comwall-nl,  Lunbeth,  ChandlertHhop  Keeper,     Sept  14 

at  8,  at  oaeea  of  Minball,  Uneoln'sHnn-fields 
Fox,  Jas,  Honks  CoppeDhall,  Cheehire,  Bootmaker.   Sept  18  at  S,  at  the 

Boyal  Hotel,  Crewe.    Sheppard,  Crewe 
P^nn,  ElUah.  Honka  Ooppanball,  Cheshire,  Oroeer.  Sapt  18  at  1 1,  at  the 

Red  Uon  Hotel,  Winsford.    Bent,  Winiibrd 
Germain,  Ttaos,  Winchester,  Hants,  Bootmaker,     Sept  IS  at  S,  at  ofllaas 

of  Waters,  Uiner  Uigfa-st,  WinehaMer 
Gibbons,  Ben],  Oldbnir,  Worcester,  Uoenaed  VlctaaUar.    Sept  16  at  II, 

at  offices  of  Sbakeapeare,  Chnrch-et,  Oldbary 
Harrison,  Wm,  HaoleT,  Stafibrd,  Tobaooonist.    Sept  S9  at  II,  at  the 

North  Stailbrd  Hotel,  Stoke-opon-Trant.    Sanden  ft  Smith,  Dodlegr 
EawUna,  Chae  Wm,  Farehsm,  Hants,  Hair  Dreeser.    Sept  18  at  II,  at 

offloes  of  Walker,  Union  st,  Portsea 
Hope,  John  Parkea,  Btebmond,  Sorrey,  Oroeer.     Sept  18  at  3,  at  oflloti 

of  laard  ft  Betta,  Enatcheep.    Jennings,  Leadenhall-at 
Howard,  Adah,  OakSaldMd,  Pange.     Sept  S8  at  8,  at  the  George  Hotel, 

Bedford.    Marshall,  Lincoln's-inn-Selaa 
Hngbcs,   Annealcr  Paol,  Bneknall,  Lincoln,    Clatk  in  Hoi;  Orden. 

Sept  SO  at  9,  at  the  Oonrt-honse,  North-et,   Homesetle.    Olitherow, 

Hcmeaslla 
Macadam,  Saml,  Eaatbonrne,  nr  Darlington,  Dorham,  Drnar.    Sept 
14  at  11,  at  olBcea  of  Oheaney,  Dewhnrst-bldga.  Bradfbcd.  BteaTonaoa 
MaiT,  Cnthbert,  Sooth  H7ltan,  Dorham,  Bottle  Maker.     Sept  18  at  IS, 

at  olBcea  of  Simey,  John-st,  Sunderland 
MatthewB,  Tboa  Redaway,  Toronay,  Denm,  Coal  Merchant.    Sept  38  at 

13,  at  the  AasenUT-rooms,  Abbey  -rd.  Torqnay.    Daw,  Argyll-st 
HDIard,  Wb  BenJ,  Wandaworth-r  i.  Ironmonger.    Sept  SO  at  IS,  at  affloae 


of  Batt,  Walbnbk 
MitchelliHr,  Sale,  Chester,  Hair  Dreeaer. 
Gardner  k  Homer,  Croes-st,  Hanch 


Sept  SOet  II,  atoOeeaof 


MnameiT,  Wm  By,  Dynwfanrch,  lEent,  MIEsr.    8s|«  l>«  i.  aut 

Koyal  Oak  Hotel,  Afhftin!.    Mlntrr,  FeftwBm 
Northrop,  Jonathan,  Saml  Tetley,  jua,  fc  Geo  Harm^Witt,nm^ 

near  Bradfoid,  ManuCactaren.    Sept  i!  at  II,  it  aBaolTBjt 

Robinson,  Market-st,  Bradfoni 
Nott,  Chaa,  &  Isaac  Askew  Wells,  Leicester,  Beet  Msniiikllew.  ]■ 

1»  St  12.  at  office  of  Uaiby.  BelTolr-et,  Leieeats 
Orchard,  BenJ  Oninness,  Higher  Bebington,  ChsMn,  CM.  Iqlli 

at  3,  at  offlco  of  Downham,  Market-st,  Birkenhead 
Paine,  Greo,  WellinKton-st,  Woolwich,  Clothes  Dealer.    SeptUalt 

offlces  of  Cooke,  Gresham-bldss,  Guildhall 
Pamflett,  Stephen  Fredk,  jua,  Mar^te,  Eeat,  Botdxr.  tqlSal^ 

at  offlces  of  Sankey  &  Co,  CecU-sq,  Margate 
Parish,  Saml,  Birm,  Draper.    Sept  IS  at  I],  at  office  tt  Jaqai^  <k^ 

St,  Birm 
Plant,  Joeepta,  Manch,  Coach  Drirer.     Sept  19  at  II,  it  aiaf 

Homer  k  Son,  Ridgefield,  Manch.    Daekvarth 
Riddle,  Jaa,  Champion-ter,  City-rd,  Mantle  Maker.  Sep  lld|g 

office  of  llutson.  Upper  Clifton -St.  Finsbttry 
Riding,  Ellen,  Lpool,  Dealer  in  Manure.    Sept  19  tt  I.  >Ad 

Woodbam  ft    Fembertoo,    Law   Aasociati(in-bld(i,  Huafat 

Lpool 
Roberts,  Jas,  Landport,  Hants,  Tobacconist.    Sept  19UII,a*i 

Walker,  Union-st,  Portsea 
Roberts,  John  Robt,  London-rd,  Potato  Salesman.   Sept  11  c  .vi 

office  of  Brett  ft   Co,  LeadcohaU^t.    Eeeoe  ft  MiaUa^  Us 

Thames-st 
Boper,  Harvey,  Worcester,  Grocer.    Sept  St  at  11,  i«caa:fU 

Foregate-st 
Skinner,  Fredk,  East  Sheen,  Mortlake,  Stationer.    Seft  II  i:    i 

offices  of  Anderson,  Ironmonger- lane 
Starling,  Edwd,  Sackrille-st,  Solicitor.    Sept  18  at  1,  it<e»< 

renoe  ft  Co,  Old  Jewry-chambera 
Stride,  Geo  John,  Landport,  Hante,  Draper.    Sept  IS  it3,Ki 

Way,  St  GeorgeVsq.  Portaea 
Snckling,  Cbas  Rlchd,  Cliflon-Tlllaa,  Camden  Town.  Sinp  On*  1| 

20  at  I,  at  offices  of  Brett  ft  Co,  Leadenhali-tt.    Ba«Bd,lBM 
Sntberland,  Wm,  Ipswich,  Suffolk,  TraTelUng  Draper.    S^MU 

office  of  Hill,  St  Nioholaa-st,  Ipswich 
Thompson,  Ralph,  East  Boldou,  Unrham,  out  of  bosiiieti.   i*  U 

1,  at  offices  of  Hoyle  ft  Co,  Mosley-st,  KewcsstIe-Qpoa-T]K 
Ward,  Cbas,  Toiteth  Park,  nr  Lpool,  Baker.      Sept  lia(l,i:iM 

Evans  ft  Lockett, (Commerce-chambers,  Lord-it,  I^ 
Wbittaker,  Chas,  Croydon,  Grocer.     Sept  IS  atl,s(ofise3(MI 

Son,  Old  Jewry-chambers 
Wilson,  Geo,  Larkhall-lane,  Clapham,  Grocer,  ■apt  15  at  U, 

Ody,  Trinity-st,  Southwark 
Wilson,  Hy,  Leeds,  Cloth  Finiaher.    Sept  14  at  I,  st  ottt  It 

Alblon-st,  Leeds  _ 

YonnK,  Geo  Coxon,  Carville,  Durham,  Contractor.     8^  li  a  11 

offices  of  Egllnton,  Lambton-at,  SonderUnd 


^TABUSBED  A.D.  1700. 

FURNISH  YOUR  HOUSE  at  DBi 
ILLUSTRATED  CATALOOCE, 
With  Priced  Famishing  List,  Gratis  and  Past  tm. 
DEANE'S— Celebrated  Table  Cutlery,  every  variety  of  Hpli«4t 
DEANE'S — EI«ctro-plat«d  Spoons  and  Forks,  beati  ^ 
DEANE'S— mectro-plated  Tea  ft  Coffee  Seta,  U^aea 
DEANE'S—Dlsh  Cavers  and  Hot  Water  Dishes,  Coven  ial 
DEANE'S— Papier-mache  Tea  Trays,  in  Sea,fromSls.,l 
DEANE'S— Bronjed  Tea  and  Coffee  Uma,  with  Pat  '  ' 
DIANE'S -Copper  and  BrsMS  Goods,  Kettles, Stew i 
D'e.\N'E'S— Moderator  and  Rock  Oil  LBapa,alaigaaa<l 
DEANE'S— Domaatic  Baths  fbr  every  parpase.Bathinar 
DE.\NE'S— Fenders  and  r'ire-lrons,  in  all  modem  and  i 
DEANE'S— Bedsteads.  Iq  Iron  and  Brass.  Bedding  ofi 
DEANE'S— Register  Stoves,  London-made  Kitehenan,  1  . 
DEANE'S— Cornices  and  Cornice  Poles,  a  great  variaptfj 
DEANE'S— Tin  and  Japan  Good«,  Iron  Ware, and r~ 
DEANE'S— Tomery.  Brnshes,  Mats,  ftc.,  strong  ai 
DEANE'S— Horticultural  Tools,  Lawn  Mowers,  Gardea  1 
DEANE'S— 0«s  Chandeliers,  Newly  designed  Pattera. 
A  discount  of  five  per  cent,  for  cash  payments  of  £t  aadi 
DEANE  ft  Co.,  48  (King  William-Street),  LONDOS  " 

ROYAL  POLYTECHNIC— Professor 
"Trip  to  the  Western  Highlands  of  Ireland :" ftssl 
and  Irish  Songs  by  Miss  Barth— Engagement  o4  Os«|B 
Esq.,  and  Great  Revival  of  Henry  Russell's  Songs,  aadv  ksl 
kind  superintendence,  with  grand  Scenic  and  Optim) 
aa  it  Was  and  Is;"  illustrated  with  a  beantifhl  aerias of 
Public  Buildings  and  Streets;  by  J.  L.  King,  Es^- 
B.  Alexander,  the  Great  Comic  Folyphoniat  vA  T" 
other  Entertainments  as  usaal — AdmisBion  One 
12  to  i  and  7  to  10. 


PRINTING  of  EVERY  DESCRIPTIONjj 
Porliamentarv  and  General— New!pap«s,  Boota,  I- 
Prospectuses,    Circulars,    &c. — with    promptitude  aai  ■  ' 
charges,  by 
Yates  &  Alexandeb,  Symonds-inn  (and  Chnn^- 


BILLS  OF  COMPLAINT.  . 

BELLS    of   COMPLAINT,  6/6   per  »»« 
copies,  from  which  price  a  larice  discouBt  will  ••■'^■l 
is  paid  immediately  on  completion  u  or^er. 
Yatks  &  Alkxamder,  Lav  Phntenp  T 


AUTHORS  ADVISED  WITH  •»  to  tti  * 
Printing  and  Publishing,  and  tite  f*  ■"■>  ■*• 
out  MSS. 

Yates  &  Alsxamser,  Printers,  7, 
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t  Offiet   of  tSit  JovsiTAL  and  oj  th»  WnXLT  BapoSTBB 
ti  timo  a(  II,  CooVt-murt,  (Jany-ttrut,  W.C. 

I  SfAuriptim  to  th$  Solioitobb'  Joubnal  ti—Tavm,  26(., 

'Jamtry  2a».;  vrith  tht  VfvxKLt  Rbfoktir,  52i.     JPaymtn  t 

tt  »dvmK$  intlmUa  DoubU  Numbtrt  and  Poatagt,  Subieribert 

m  hatt  tMr  Volumu  bound  at  tht  Offict—«loth,  3>.  6d., 

\alflaa  ealf,  4<.  6d. 

]  Uttin  imtiidid/orpMiettioH  in  tht"  3olioitor^  Journal " 

mt  it  mOhtntieattd  bfj  tht  nam  of  tht  vrittr,  though  not 

iteetiarUy  for  puilieation. 

urt  difittlii/  If  ixptriinetd  in  procuring  tht  Journal  toith 

iguhritj/  in  tht  Provincti,  it  w  riqutttid  that  application  h 

laJt  dirttt  to  tht  Fuiliihor. 


LONDON,  SEPTEMBER  16,  1871. 

» 

"HE  "  TlHES  "  of  Thursday  pablished  an  abstraot  of 
important   and  interesting  correspondence   between 

Ejde  Clarke,  acting  on  behalf  of  the  Roamanian 
Iway  bondholders,  and  Ur.  Hammond,  the  Permanent 
ler-Seoretai7  at  the  Foreign  Office,  and  Mr.  Odo 
eel].  The  bondholders  urge  upon  the  GoTernment  to 
insider  and  modify  their  traditional  policy  of  not  in- 
ering  between  foreign  OoTernments  and  their  Eng- 
creditora,  and  certainly  in  the  first  instance  demand 
ng  measures  of  ledress,  although  they  afterwards 
t  their  request  to  one  for  "  non-political  "  interTen- 
,  which  seems  not  to  differ  much  from  the  "  on- 
ial "  support  which  the  Foreign  Office  declare  them- 
es willing  to  afford.  With  this  question  of  policy 
UTe  nothing  to  do;  but  the  correspondence  discloses 

grounds  relied  upon  by  the  Roumanian  GoTemment 
lieir  refusal  to  recognise  the  claims  of  the  bond- 
ers whleh  are  open  to  very  different  oonsidetations. 

said  that  "  a  suspicion  appears  to  have  existed  that 
interests  of  the  country  had  been  sacrificed  in  the 
r  tor  the  benefit  of  indiTidnals."  Now,  as  a  matter 
itemational  law,  we  cannot  see  how  this  affects  the 
tion  of  the  right   of  the  bondholders,  although  it 

to  some  extent  palliate  the  reluctance  of  the 
iianian  Goyemment  to  recognise  them,  and  justify 
\  in  standing  upon  their  strict  rights.  It  was,  we 
ve,  upon  some  such  ground  as  this  that  the  Mississippi 
diation  was  attempted  to  be  justified;  the  party  that 
I  into  power  said  that  the  party  which  had  gone  out, 
which  had  anthorised  the  public  works  loan  then  in 
ifon,  had  committed  a  political  job;  but  the  gnaran- 
f  the  state  had  been  given  by  the  persons  whom  the 
Jtntion  of  the  country  authorised  to  give  it,  and, 
ever  the  immorality  of  the  job,  the  bondholders  were 
answerable  for  it.  It  has  been  always  under- 
,  and  is  a  necessary  principle  of  international 
Hty,  that  the  country  is  answerable  for  the 
acta  of  its  responsible  goTemment ;  and  in  the 
ess  of  ordinary  life  it  would  be  impossible  to 
on     commercial     transactions    if    persons    who 

giyen  a  guarantee  on  the  faith  of  which  others 

advanoed  their  money  were  allowed  to  say  that 
were  induced  to  do  so  by  the  fraud  of  some  third 
a.  But  another  ground  is  pnt  forward  which  is  of  a 
J  different  kind,  and  ought  to  be  capable  of  an  easy 
on.  The  Roumanian  Government,  it  seems,  deny 
Jieir  guarantee  attaches  until  the  railways  are  com- 
I.  This  most  surely  be  a  simple  question  on  the 
motion  of  the  instruments,  whatever  they  are,  in 
L  the  guarantee  is  containeid.  It  is  a  question  for 
ra  ;  not  like  that  of  the  Alabama  daims,  raising 
ilties  in  an  unsettled  branch  of  international  law, 
erely  turning  upon  the  true  effect  of  the  words 

and  if  commissioners  can  be  created  competent  to 
what  are  in  reality  nioe  and  delicate  qnestioiu  of 


polioy,  there  certainly  ought  to  be  no  difficulty  In  calling 
together  a  tribunal  of  jurists  to  determine  the  meaning 
of  a  contract.  If,  however,  the  bondholders  have  lent 
their  money  without  the  seourityof  a  clear  and  express 
contract,  they  can  hardly  oomplain  of  the  diCBonlties  they 
experience,  and  this  position  would  certainly  go  far  to 
justify  the  reluctance  of  the  Foreign  Office  to  interfere 
in  such  matters. 


Taa  LODGBBs'  GktODs  PBOTBoriOH  Act  has  already 
given  indications  of  its  practical  working.  An  attempt 
(nnsuooeesf  nl  it  appears  in  this  oase)  has  bean  made  to 
enforce  its  provisions  against  a  broker  who  had  seiied 
the  goods  of  a  loi  iitant  lodger  and  made  an  inventory 
of  them,  for  rent  due  from  her  landlord,  in  spite  of  the 
remonstranoes  of  the  alleged  lodger  and  of  her  deolaration, 
••  prescribed  by  the  Act,  of  the  goods  being  hers,  and  of 
all  rent  due  from  her  to  her  landlord  having  been  paid. 
The  alleged  lodger,  last  week,  made  an  application  to 
Mr.  Paget  at  the  Thames  Police  Office  for  a  summons 
against  the  broker,  as  indicated  by  the  2nd  section,  for 
the  alleged  infraction  of  the  provisions  of  the  statute. 
The  magistrate  granted  the  application,  remarking  that 
it  was  the  first  under  the  Aot,  and  he  feared  they  would 
be  nnmerons,  but  that  he  considered  the  applicant  was 
dearly  entitled  to  the  summons.  The  oase  has  sinoe 
been  heard  by  Mr.  Paget,  and  upon  the  investigation  It 
was  proved  that  Robertson,  the  landlord  of  the  alleged 
lodger,  was  also  her  father,  and  that  the  goods  seised  by 
the'  broker  belonged  to  both,  and  were  brought  from  Rut- 
land a  few  years  einoe.  Both  father  and  daughter  had 
a  beneficial  interest  in  the  goods.  The  summons  was 
dismissed.  We  do  not  gather  from  the  report  of  the  oase 
whether  the  dismissal  proceeded  on  the  ground  of  ooUn- 
sion  between  the  father  and  daughter,  or  that  any  such 
was  suggested  in  the  oase,  or  whether,  assuming  the  legal 
relation  of  landlord  and  lodger  to  have  been  established, 
the  decision  rested  upon  the  ground  of  the  joint  owner- 
ship in  the  goods.  The  fact  of  such  ownership  seems 
clearly  to  take  the  oase  out  of  the  terms  of  the  Act,  which 
can  only  apply  to  oases  where  the  immediate  tenant, 
from  whom  the  rent  is  owing  to  the  landlord  making  the 
distress,  has  no  right  of  property  or  benefidal  interest 
whatever  in  the  goods  which  it  may  be  sought  to  with- 
draw from  the  liability  to  seiinre. 

Of  course,  if  the  father  and  daughter  were  jointly 
interested  in  the  ownership  of  the  ohattels,  the  deolara- 
tion aa  to  ownership  required  by  the  Aot  most,  if 
made  by  the  daughter  in  this  oase,  have  been  untrue, 
and  that  would  have  sufficed  for  the  dismissal  of  the 
summons,  as  the  trmth  of  the  deolaration  and  inventory 
is  expressly  required  by  the  2nd  section  to  be  inquired 
into  by  the  magistrate.  It  is  to  be  observed  that  the 
deolaration  required  to  be  made  by  the  lodger  must 
contain  the  double  aasertion  that  the  immediate  tenant 
to  the  distraining  landlord  has  no  right  of  property  or 
beneficial  interest  in  the  furniture  or  goods  distrained, 
and  that  such  furniture  or  goods  are  the  property,  or  in 
the  lawful  possession,  of  such  lodger.  According  to  the 
frame  of  the  Aot  the  deolaration  and  inventory  would 
appear  to  be  uf  the  very  essence  of  the  remedial 
operation  of  the  statute,  and  on  the  truth  or  untruth 
of  these,  in  all  the  required  particulars,  must,  it  should 
seem,  depend  the  ability  of  the  distraining  landlord,  or 
his  agents,  to  protect  themselves,  either  before  the 
magistrate  or  in  an  action  at  law,  from  the  oonsequenoes 
of  the  illegal  distress  the  commission  of  which  the  Act 
would  attribute  to  them,  for  proeeeding  with  the  levy 
after  having  been  served  with  the  deolaration  and  inven- 
tory.   

Wb  abb  olad  to  bee  that  the  police  are  taking  aotion 
in  order  to  abate  the  nuisance  caused  by  boys  riding  on 
the  oars  of  the  London  Tramway  Company.  This  prac- 
tice, independently  of  the  annoyanoe  to  the  passengers 
and  the  danger  caused  thereby  to  the  hajt  themadves,  is 
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prodaotive  of  Ui«  atill  tnrtlier  annoTanoe  and  trial  to  the 
nerves  of  the  pasMDgen  by  these  rehiolee  of  attraoting 
gangs  of  other  boya  to  follow  the  carriages  and  perform 
tiieir  anmmenaalts  with  the  object  of  begging  for  money; 
the  whole  proceeding  being  franght  with  great  danger 
to  the  boys  as  well  as  obstraotion  to  the  ^oronghfaree 
and  inoonrenience  and  alarm  to  the  pnblio.  The 
provisions  of  the  Act  under  which  the  proceedings 
are  taken  (the  Metropolis  Police  Act,  2  &  8  Vict.  o.  47)  wiU, 
if  carried  ont,  we  donbt  not,  be  foond  snfBoient  to  abate 
the  practice  of  riding  on  the  carriages,  for  doing  which, 
withont  the  consent  of  the  owner  or  drivei,  a  line  of  five 
shillings  can  be  imposed ;  or,  in  the  case  of  children 
apparently  under  the  sge  of  twelve  years,  the  magistrate 
can  caase  them  to  be  detained  (ap  to  the  rising  of  the 
police-court)  in  order  that  they  may  be  delivered  into  the 
care  of  their  paienta  or  gnariians.  That  the  dntiea  of 
care  and  supervision  will  in  all  cases  be  so  performed  by 
the  latter,  on  their  children  being  restored  totheircnatody, 
as  to  prevent  the  reonrrenoe  of  the  practice,  is  too  mnoh 
to  expect,  but  the  infliction  of  fines  and  their  oonse- 
qaences  on  the  elder  boys  will  have  a  deterrent  effect  on 
the  minds  of  their  joniw  emulators. 


FIXTURE& 
No.  n. 

Seventhlv,  it  alao  presents  itself  under  the  doctrine  of 
the  oommon  law  that  larceny  can  only  be  committed  of 
goods  and  chattels,  bnt  not  of  anything  attached  to  or 
forming  part  of  the  land;  bnt  no  assistance  is  derived 
from  decisions  upon  this  subject,  though  the  analogy  has 
misled  at  least  one  decision  on  a  question  arising  between 
landlord  and  tenant  {ffrfme*  v.  Boiveren,  6  Bing.  at  p. 
438).  It  arises  in  several  other  cases  which  turn  upon  the 
qaestion  of  whether  the  things  in  question  are  goods  and 
chattels.     Thus, 

Eighthly,  at  common  law  it  depends  on  whether  the 
things  in  question  are  or  are  not  goods  and  chattels, 
whether  an  action  of  trover  will  lie  for  them,  or  whether 
their  price  can  be  recovered  under  a  count  for  goods 
bargained  and  sold.  Here  the  question  of  fixtures  or  no 
flxtnree  is  directly  in  point,  and  decisions  that  i^i  action 
would  not  lie  because  the  things  sued  for  were  so  affixed 
as  to  make  them  no  longer  goods  and  chattels  would 
seem  to  be  authorities  upon  the  question  of  fixtures,  dear 
«{  all  embarrassment  caused  by  the  tenant's  exceptional 
-privilege  of  removal.  And  so  *>ie  matter  was  in  fact 
treated  in  Minihull  r.  Zhyd  (2  M.  &  W.  460),  where 
Parke,  B.,  expressly  says  (at  p.  459)  that  though  the 
fixtures  there  were  removable  (tenant's)  fixtures,  the 
tenant's  right  of  removal  would  not  have  entitled  him  to 
sue  in  trover  for  them ;  and  so  it  was  expressly  decided  in 
MaHntoih  v.  li-otter  (8  M.  k  W.  184).  And  this  seems 
the  reason  of  the  thing,  notwithstanding  an  expression 
to  the  contrary  in  the  judgment  of  Manle,  J.,  in  WiU«  r. 
Waters  (16  0.  B.  at  p.  6S1),  which  appears  to  cotmte- 
nanoe  the  idea  that  Uie  tenant  could  maintain  an  actioa 
of  trover  where  other  persons  conld  not;  and  it  is  also  in 
accordance  with  what  was  said  in  the  Exchequer  Chamber 
in  Jhmergue  v.  Bupueg  (12  W.  B.  206,  2  H.  &  0.  at  p. 
790).  An  action  of  trover,  then,  will  only  lie  if  the 
fixtures  have  been  severed  and  then  converted  (as  in 
Ballon  V.  WMttem,  8  Q.  B.  961);  if  they  have  not,  the 
remedy  is  by  a  special  form  of  action,  as  in  Zondtn  and 
Watmintter  Loan  and  BUeount  Company  T.  Broht  (7 
W.  B.611,6  0.B.  N.  S.  798). 

Tbe  point  with  respect  to  the  action  for  goods  sold  and 
delivered  was  decided  in  Zee  v.  BUden  (7  Tannt.  188), 
where  that  form  of  action  was  held  not  to  lie  for  the 
price  of  fixtures,  they  not  being  goods  and  chattels. 

Ninthly,  it  arises  under  the  "  order  and  disposition  " 
clause  of  the  Bankruptcy  Acts,  and  under  the  Bills  of 
Sale  Act,  the  first  of  which  refers  only  to  "  goods  and 
chattels,"  and  the  second  to  "  personid  chattels.''  As 
to  the  first,  iince,  after  some  conflict  of  opinion,  it  has 
l)eoome  setUed  that  tbe  word*  of  the  olanse  do  not  in- 


dnda  TemoraUa  (tenant's)  fixtures,  dsoiaiou  m  tt  vlut 
things  are  so  aflind  as  not  to  eome  within  this  dmeia 
decisions  as  to  what  are  and  what  ate  not  fiitaiNi  pro- 
perly speaking  {Ex  parte  Barclof/,  6  De  G.  H.  fc  0.  iot, 
410).  Under  the  second  Act  a  similar  questiaa  tnn  is 
Mather  v.  fraier  (4  W.  B.  887,  2  K.  k  J.  5S6),  whm, 
on  the  ground  that  the  property  included  in  a  mortpii 
consisted  of  fixtnrea,  the  Vice-ChaaosUoc  hsld  tktt  it 
did  not  need  registration  under  the  Ad 

Tenthly,  if  the  fact  of  annexation  to  the  fistUd  » 
by  itself  sufficient  to  prevent  the  ri(^t  of  distran  ittuk- 
ing  to  things  so  annexed,  notwithstanding  the  tUniin 
annexed  are  as  between  landlord  and  tenant  renunkli 
by  the  tenant,  a  decision  against  the  right  ot  diMs 
would  be  a  clear  decision  as  to  the  qaestion  of  fizbuti  ii 
general,  and  would  stand  wholly  unrelated  to  the  em^ 
tional  privilege  of  removal.  Such  was  the  case  of  Olfanll 
T.  Haitnood  (6  Bx.  296),  which,  however,  hai,  apptmttj 
without  much  consideration  of  the  ground  of  the  dtdiioi, 
been  repeatedly  distingtiished  in  fixture  cases  on  the  am 
ground  that  it  was  a  case  between  landbid  and  teniat  [m 
12  01.  &  F.  812, 2  K.  ft  J.  686,  L.  B.  6  Q.  B.  137).  It  u  difi- 
onlt  to  know  what  to  do  witha  case  which  is  sst  aside  md 
left  standing  out  of  the  way,  while  the  gtoundiOB  wUeh 
it  is  dedded  are  overruled.    That  decision  desrij  pie- 
oeeded  on  the  ground  that  the  machines  thsn  dietnisel 
were  not  part  of  the  freehold  (any  more  than  oiifeti), 
and  that  (which  tests  the  former)  th^  wonid  have  |esi 
to  the  executor  and  not  to  the  heir,  both  these  imps- 
tions  have  been  since  authoritativdy  denied  (sss  tbe  eew 
eitad).     Either  it  must  be  taken  that,  thoogh  the  niM 
there  laid  down  as  tests  of  fixture  or  no  fixture  hsTebw 
Approved,  yet  their  ^>pUcation  is  diwented  from;  oi,  it 
that  case  was  rightly  decided,  it  will  follow  that,  althoa|k 
the  landlord  cannot  distrain  upon  his  own  fixtoree,  whiA 
most  needs  be  part  of  the  thing  demised  (as  was  the  tan 
in  Pitt  V.  Shew,  4  B.  &  A.  206,  though  the  distiseliae 
was  not  noticed),  yet  he  can  distrain  upon  tbe  teaut't 
(removable)  fixtures,  provided,  that  is,  it  csn  be  dm 
without  damage ;   and  every  case  which  distingsiilMi 
Bellanell  ▼.  Eattrvood,  on  the  mere  ground  that  it  vet  • 
oaae  between  landlord  and  tenant,  tends  to  alBm  te 
latter  proposition. 

The  instanoss  above  ennmerated  fall  into  three  dsw: 
first,  those  where  the  qaestion  has  been  whether  the  tbiip 
in  question  fall  strictly  under  the  description  of  goodaeai 
chattels  (7. 8,  and  9) ;  second,  where  the  questiaB  bee  boi 
whether  they  form  part  and  parcel  of  the  land  so  ei  to 
increaae  its  annual  value,  or  to  be  freed  from  ezewtia 
under/!,  fa.,  or  from  distress  (5,  6,  10);  and  thiid 
whether,  as  part  and  parcel  of  the  land,  ttey  *<* 
recovered,  transmitted,  and  alienated  with  it  (1,  i,  Si  *> 
The  first  two  qaestions  seem  identical,  nor  is  it  poMibli 
to  find  any  difference  capable  of  explanation  betweea  la; 
of  the  three. 

Let  us  therefore  seek  in  the  oases  thus  ennmetatidtbt 
teet  of  what  are  fixtures;  and  although  it  is  not  posablt 
to  find  any  reason  for  the  application  of  different  mi* 
to  those  several  oaaes,  or  to  find  in  the  deoisioni  then- 
selves  any  principle  of  distinction  laid  down,  yet,  tbit  it 
may  be  seen  what  was  the  nature  of  the  aotbodw* 
cited,  it  shall  be  stated  to  which  class  each  ease  fseted 
belongs. 

First,  then,  to  convert  a  movable  into  a  ditm 
an  actual  annexation  is  necessary;  it  is  not  snffioieBt  thit 
the  thing  stands  fast  by  its  own  weight,  even  tbosfh  '»■ 
has  a  fixed  bed  or  foundation  prepared  for  it.  In  A"- 
OtUf  (1  B.  dc  Ad.  161),  a  settlement  oase,  whsis  nlo 
a  wooden  windmill  resting;  on  a  brick  foundatioa  s«< 
reckoned  aa  part  of  tbe  tenement,  the  annoal  vi» 
wonld  not  be  enough  to  create  a  settlement,  Bsyl^.J" 
said  (at  p.  166)—"  The  question  is.  whether  the  aSl  tt 
parcel  of  a  tenement?  To  be  so  it  most  be  psit  Hd 
pared  of  the  freehold.  Now,  it  is  not  pares!  of  tbe 
freehold  unless  it  be  affixed  to  it,  or  to  sometUag  l"| 
Tiously  eonneoted  with  it.  Here  the  mill  was  not  sfcw 
to  the  land,  bnt  aerdy  rested  on  a  fonndation  U  ki*- 
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The  Meaiona  hsTe  foand  that  if  it  had  atood  apon  the 
gzonnd  it  would  have  worked  aa  well.  If  it  had,  the 
only  diffeienoe  wosid  hi^re  been  that  it  probably  wonld 
h«Te  rotted.  This  ia  analogona  to  the  oaae  of  a  barn  aet 
upon  pillatB,  and  that  ia  nothing  more  than  a  ohattel. 
11m  windmill  in  thia  oaae  wonld  dearly  have  gone  to  the 
exeontor,  and  not  to  the  heir;"  and  Parke,  J.,  aaya  (at 
p.  166) — "  To  oonatitDta  a  tenement  it  ia  naoaaaary  that 
the  atmotare  ahonld  be  affixed  to  the  aoil,  or  to  aome- 
thinfr  annexed  to  the  aoil.  Here  the  windmill  reeled 
merely  opon  the  brick  f  oandation,  withoat  being  annexed 
to  it  by  oement."  To  the  aame  effect  ia  3om  r. 
Salur  (9  Beat  215),  a  oaae  nnder  the  order  and  diapoai- 
tion  olanae;  Wafu^r<mjk  w.  Xaton  (4  A.  k  B.  884),  a 
oaae  of  trorer;  WOUkearr.  OottreUll  B.  ft  B.  674),  a 
oaae  between  vendor  and  pnrohaaer;  Mather  r.  IVaser, 
(2  K.  &  J.  at  p.  fiS9),  Ss  parte  Astbury  (17  W.  B.  997, 
Ii.  B.  4  Ch.  630,  688-9),  and  ZengbotUm  r.  Berry  (L.  B. 
6  Q.  B.  at  pp.  129, 189,  No.  80),oaaes  between  mortgagor 
and  mortgagee.  (See  alao  Beaufort  t.  Batet,  10  W.  B. 
200,8  De  O.  F.  ft  J.  881).  The  ol^eot  and  effeot  of  the  iixed 
stmotarea  in  tbeee  oaaea  being  merely  to  raiae  the  articlea 
in  qaeation  off  the  gronnd,  bat  not  to  keep  them  fast  and 
immoTable  by  fixing  them  to  the  gronnd,  or  to  anything 
annexed  to  it,  the  oaaea  differ  from  that  where  a  thing  is 
held  firm  by  fitting,  witbottt  any  fattening,  into  a  hole 
prepared  for  it.  In  thia  laat  eaae,  however,  the  aame  rale 
haa  been  applied,  and  looma  fitting  into  an  ironed  hole 
in  the  floor,  called  a  loom-foot,  were  held  (between 
nMlttgagor  and  mortgagee)  not  to  be  fiztnrea  [Ray  t. 
AluteMneon,  28  Beav.  418;  aee  alio  Boyd  r.  Sharroek,  16 
W.  B.  102,  L.  B.  6  Bq.  at  pp.  79,  80).  Polea  for  olothea 
linaa,  fitting  into  wooden  aooketa  in  the  gronnd,  might 
fnrniah  another  example;  although  the  wooden  topa  used 
to  keep  the  water  ont  of  the  aooketa  when  the  polea 
ware  not  in  nae  would  be  an  inatanoe  on  the  oppo- 
site Bide.  If  a  thing,  thongh  atanding  by  ita  own 
weight,  is  beaides  embedded  (as  in  Ex  parte  Aetbury), 
it  scaraely  needa  to  be  aald  that  it  is  not  within  the  mbove 
dMOiiption. 

Bat,  saoondly,  it  is  not  neoeaeary  in  order  to  make 
»   thing   a  flxtare   that    any  very  oonaiderable   forae 
ahonld  be  leqnired  to  diaengage  it.    "  Everythiag  (saya 
Maole,  J.),  "is  removable;    it  ia  in  all  oaaea  bat  a 
qaeation  of  degree"  (16  0.  B.  641,  in  Wilde  v.  Watert). 
Bat  although  the  degree,  materially  and  phyaioally,  to 
-wbioh  a  thing  ia  affixed  may  ba  ao  great  aa  to  supersede 
ewery  other  oonsideration,  yet  in  the  leaser  degrees  of 
ftxadneas  the  question  is  largely  determined  by  the  na- 
tava  of  tha  article  and  the  parpoae  of  ita  annexation. 
How  slight  an  annexation  will  suffice  to  eatabliab  the 
cbanwter  of  a  fixture,  if  the  remaining  oiroumstanoes  are 
f  ATOnrable,  may  be  seen  from  what  is  said  by  Wood,  y.O., 
in  Mather  v.  Prater  (2  K.  4;  J.  686).  "  According  to  the 
old  rale  of  law,  if  that  which  wonld  otherwise  have  been 
a  ohattel  had  been  affixed  to  the  soil,  whether  by  nails, 
accwws,  or  otherwise,  it  iiasaad  along  with  the  soil  to 
"wbioh  it  waa  so  fixed.    In  the  relation  of  landlord  and 
tenant,  but  in  that  relation  alone,  the  rule  of  law  was 
relaxed  for  the  anoonragemant  of  trade."  This  oase,  which 
was  between  mortgagor  and  mortgagee,  is  in  aooordanoe  with 
the  deeisions  in  the  similar  oases  of  Place  v.  Fogg  (4  M.  ft 
B.  277),  Walmtley  v.  Milne  {7  0.  ff.  N.  S.  116),  Bxparte 
MeyiuM  (2  Hont.  D.  ft  De  O.  448).  J&e  parte  CotUm  (it. 
726),  Sm  parte  Beloher  (4  Dea.  ft  0.  708),  CMwiei  v. 
Smindett  (16  W.  B.  206,  L.  B.  8  Eq.  249),  Boyd  v.  Shar- 
roek  (L.  B.  6  Eq.  72),  Climie  v.  Wood  (L.  B.  4  Ex.  628), 
lAtnfbottom  v.  Berry  (L.  B.  6  Q.  B.  128),  to  which  may 
be   added  (on  account  of  the  opinions  expressed  in  it, 
aJtboogh,  according  to  Dallas,  C.J.,  it  did  not  necessarily 
tarn  apon  the  question  of  fixture  or  no  fixture)  the  oaae 
of  Stenart  v.  Lonbe  (1  Brod.  ft  B.  606),  where  a  wind- 
mill, aimilar  in  other  reapeota  to  that  in  Reg  v.  Otley, 
differed  from  it  in  being  fastened  by  tiea  to  the  gronnd. 
The  parallel  oaaes  of  FUker  v.  Dixon  (12  CI.  ft  F.  812), 
lietweea  heir  and  executor;  Wilde  v.  Watert  (16  0.  B.  617), 
I  of  trover  (aa  to  which  aee  also  Dumergve  v.  RMMiey, 


12  W.  B.  206,  2  H.  ft  C.  777,  per  WillUms,  J,  at  p.  790); 
Bea  V.  St.  Bmnetan't  (4  B.  ft  C.  686),  a  settlement  oai«; 
Winn  V.  IngUby  (6  B.  ft  A.  626),  a  caaa  of  iixtoiea  takes 
under  a  fi./a.  againat  tha  owner  of  the  freehold  of  'ha 
house;  and  ffom  v.  Baher  (9  Eaat,  215),  a  oaae  of  order 
and  dispoaition (followed  by  other  oaaes  which  ar«  aummed 
np  in  JEx  parte  Barclay,  6  Do  G.  M.  ft  Q.  408),  are  all  to 
the  aame  effeot,  Colegrave  v.  Dioi  Santot  (2  B.  ft  0.  7G),  a 
oaae  of  trover  between  vendor  and  purohaser,  may  be 
alao  referred  to,  but  it  is  in  fact  no  authority  as  to  what 
are  fixtures,  for  some  of  the  things  there  aued  for  were 
dearly  fixtnrea,  and  for  that  reaaon  the  plaint  neoeaaarily 
failed  in  the  whole:  aee  per  Abbott,  O.J.,  at  p.  78. 
(,1b  be  eontinued.) 


TEE  SUMHEB  ASSIZES. 
{ContinMed  from  p.  SH.) 

Hn>LAin>  OXBOUIT. 

The  boaineaa  on  tha  Midland  Oironit  waa  llnishad  at 
Leeds  on  Wednesday  last,  having  commenced  at  Warwiok 
on  the  7th  of  Joly.  On  the  earlier  part  of  tha  oiranit  the 
husinms  w»<  very  light,  and  at  several  of  the  towna  it 
turned  ont  that  mnoh  more  time  had  been  allowed  for 
tb«  trial  uf  oauMa  and  prisonera  than  was  at  all  neoeaaaiy. 
At  Warwick,  for  inatanoo.  both  cauae  list  and  calendar 
were  vttty  light,  and  ererychlng  was  finished  on  Tuesday, 
July  11th,  while  the  commission  day  at  Derby  was  fixed 
for  the  18th.  At  Derby,  again,  the  whole  of  the  work 
waa  finiahed  by  Saturday,  16th,  leaving  Monday  and  part 
of  Taead«y  onoooapied,  time  which  both  judgea  and  anitors 
would  have  been  glad  to  have  availed  themaelves  of  at 
Nottingham,  where  tha  oause  list  was  more  than  ordinarily 
heavy,  and  in  conseqnenca  both  judges  were  ooonpied  at 
that  place  until  late  on  Lincoln  commission  day,  and  the 
oommiaaion  there  was  opened  by  depnty.  Hare  too  the 
bnaineae  waa  light;  there  were  only  8  cauaes,  6  common 
jnriaa  and  2  apaoial,  with  21  priaonera,  and  at  York,  the 
oommiaaion  for  which  place  waa  opened  on  the  27th,  the 
civil  work  waa  finiahed  on  the  8  lit,  but  aa  the  calendar 
waa  heavy,  compriaing  two  ohargaa  of  murder,  tha  time 
of  tha  jadgea  waa  tdaraUy  fully  oooaplad. 

At  Leeda,  tha  oommiaaion  day  for  whioh  waa  Aagnat 
2nd,  tha  list  on  both  aides  of  the  coart  waa  m<»e  than 
otdiiiarily  heavy.  There  were  64  eases,  26  of  whioh  were 
set  down  to  be  tried  by  special  jariee;  tha  oalendar  oon- 
tainad  tha  names  of  77  prisoners,  amongst  whom  2 
were  ohargad  with  mnrder.  6  with  perjniy,  5  with  man- 
slaughter, and  12  with  robbing  with  violanoe.  The  causae 
were,  on  the  whole,  not  of  a  very  important  character. 
One  oaae  of  Moon  r.  The  Oreat  Northern  BaUvay  Con- 
pamy,  whioh  waa  a  claim  for  personal  injnriaa  auatained 
in  the  Newark  accident,  and  in  which  Sir  John  Karslake 
was  speoially  retained  for  the  company,  rasnltad  in  a  ver- 
dict for  tha  dafendanta.  Tha  liat  contained  86  aotionH 
on  contracts,  26  on  torta,  2  ajM^menta,  and  2 
iaauea  ont  of  the  Court  of  Probata,  and  we  oan  only  find 
7  instanoee  in  whioh  snmaof  £200  andupwarda  were  re- 
covered by  the  Texdiet  of  the  jury,  and  thia  whan  there 
were  aa  many  as  80  vardiots  for  the  plaintiff.  Of  oonrse, 
tha  amount  recovered  is  not  an  infidlible  test  of  tha  im- 
portance of  the  questions  at  issue,  eepeoially  in  Todcshire, 
where  so  mnoh  litigation  is  eansed  by  the  infraotion  of 
water  rights,  whioh,  although  tha  verdict  is  often  taken 
for  a  nominal  amount,  very  often  affect  property  and 
undertakings  of  very  great  extent  For  all  this,  we  think 
it  must  be  admitted  that  the  actions  tried  in  Ttvkahire 
ate  of  a  much  more  trivial  ohacaoter  and  involve  amaller 
sums  of  money  than  those  whioh  are  decided  at  Liverpool 
and  Manchester.  The  assizes  at  Leeds  lasted  altogether  a 
fortnight,  although  both  jndgea  aat  at  nine  each  morning, 
and  daring  five  daya  waro  assisted  by  oommisaionera  in 
getting  through  the  criminal  work. 

The  statistics  we  have  given  above  as  to  the  amount  of 
time  wasted  at  some  plaoes  and  the  pressure  of  buinesii 
which  occurred  at  othere,  a  state  of  things  whioh  we  b»- 
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lie«e  woold  be  found  to  eziac  on  most  other  eironita,  can- 
not, we  think,  fail  to  ■nggest  to  any  one  who  reads  them 
that  the  present  system  of  drenits  is  not  adapted  to  the 
rcqairements  of  the  present  day.  Can  it  be  neoessary  to 
«arry  judges  and  bar  and  attorneys  through  so  many  small 
towns  to  try  so  few  oauses?  We  are  far  from  wishing  to 
adYOoate  the  localization  of  the  bench  or  the  bar,  bat 
withont  doing  this,  wonld  it  not,  with  our  present  f  aoilitiea 
for  locomotion,  be  much  cheaper,  easier,  and  better  for 
all  parties  concerned  to  bare  Uie  assize  towns  reduced  in 
number,  and  to  group  the  business  of  the  country  around 
several  large  centres  where  greater  facilities  for  the  trial 
of  causes  might  be  secured  than  is  generally  offered  by 
most  of  the  circuit  towns.  We  are  far,  also,  from  wishing 
to  put  more  work  on  the  judges  than  they  at  present  have 
to  do,  or  to  rob  them  of  any  holiday  which  they  may  be 
able  to  obtain,  either  directly  or  indirectly,  but  we  do  not 
think  that  the  sort  of  relaxation  which  they  require  or 
would  wish  for  is  such  as  may  be  secured  by  a  few  days 
of  enforced  idleness  in  one  circuit  town,  at  the  expense  of 
a  great  pressure  of  business  in  the  next. 

NOBFOLK  ClBOUIT. 

The  business  of  the  Norfolk  Oircnit  in  the  summer  of 
1871  has  probably  been  less  than  was  erer  before  Icnowa. 
The  nine  counties  composing  the  circuit  produced  a  total 
of  27  causes,  giving  an  average  of  S  for  each  county,  but 
as  2  or  8  of  these  were  new  trials  the  number  of  causes 
actually  to  be  credited  to  the  circuit  was  even  less.  Of 
the  whole  number  6  only  were  for  trial  by  special  juries, 
and  it  may  be  said  of  the  list  generally  that  it  contained 
no  canse  of  much  importance.  The  largest  num- 
ber for  trial  at  any  one  place  was  8— viz., 
at  Korwioh.  As  might  be  expected  under  such  condi- 
tions the  actions  were  fully  and  fairly  tried  cut,  indeed, 
in  some  instances,  it  might  be  thought  they  were  even 
too  fully  tried;  though  this  is  a  complaint  that  might 
more  probably  come  from  the  bench  or  the  bar  than  from 
the  suitors.  It  is  certainly  not  an  enoooraging  thing  for 
those  who  wish  to  pay  their  way  on  the  circuit  to  find 
the  Nisi  Prius  judge  assisting  his  brother  in  the  Crown 
Court  in  the  middle  of  the  first  day  of  business;  and  yet 
this  is  now  by  no  means  unoommoi^  No  doubt  the 
dearth  of  business  is  largely  attributable  to  the  extended 
jurisdiction  of  the  county  courts,  and,  in  the  maritime 
counties,  to  the  jurisdiction  conferred  on  the  ootinty 
courts  in  Admiralty  matters.  Although  suitors  may  not 
get  their  causes  so  well  tried  in  the  cheaper  tribunals, 
yeb,  if  they  are  much  cheaper,  they  are  sure  to  have  re- 
course to  them.  We  cannot  help  thinking,  however,  that 
much  of  the  expense  of  triala  at  the  assizes  might  often 
be  avoided.  For  instance,  wherever  there  is  an  entry 
of  mora  than,  say,  four  causes  at  an  assize  town — and  the 
entry  might  be  idlowed  to  be  made  before  the  drcnit  reached 
the  town — a  paper  might  be  published  each  evening  con- 
taining the  namesof  not  more  than  fouroanses beyond  which 
the  Court  wonld  not  go  the  next  day,  and  the  witnesses 
oonld  easily  be  called  up  by  telegraph,  instead  of  having 
to  kiok  their  heels  about  a  country  town  for  perhaps  a 
week,  running  up  heavy  bills,  and  never  knowing  when 
their  case  may  be  reached.  On  small  cironits  like  the 
Norfolk,  where  "  rotten  "  causes  are  not  entered  aa  at 
Croydon  or  Kingston,  it  would  very  seldom  be  the  ease 
that  four  causes  could  be  disposed  of  in  lees  that  a  day  ; 
•nd  a  daily  cause  paper  would  be  of  particular  benefit  at 
the  last  place  on  the  circuit.  For  civil  business,  at  all 
aventa,  two  or  three  of  the  smaller  counties  might  well 
be  consolidated,  provided  there  is  easy  railway  communi- 
cation between  them.  Bnt  there  is  also  another  oaote 
which  contributes  to  the  dearth  of  business  over  a 
large  part  of  the  Norfolk  circuit,  which  we  have  not 
heurd  of  elsewhere,  viz.,  the  county  court  judge  of  the 
district  taking  references,  as  a  barrister,  of  actions  in  the 
superior  courts,  which  would  otherwise  have  been  tried 
at  the  assizes.  We  believe  that  both  Lord  Chelmsford 
and  Lord  Cairns,  when  they  filled  the  office  of  Chancellor, 
prohibited  this  practice. 


NoBTH  WaiiU  Cnonn. 

At  Newtown,  the  first  asdie  town,  thn«i«i{<i 
prisoners  for  trial,  all  for   trivial  oSeoosi    (X  tbs. 
three  were  oonvioted.    There  were  two  dril  wiii  m 
at  the  suit  of  a  shoemaker  at  Newtown  igiiMka> 
specter  in  the  employment  of  the  Osfflbnaa  Mnp 
Company  tor  a  miUicioas  proaeeutioa,  sad  tht  <lta  ? 
his  son  against  the  same  defendant  tat  a  liailK  oaii! 
action.    Both  plaintiffa  had  been  duiged  Vnrthw  ^)fe 
defendant  for  stealing  some  iron  chain  Ijiig  lata 
the  raUway.    The  jury  found  a  verdict  for  theiiiat 
in  the  first  action  for  £30,  and  in  the  asagad  la  fii 
At  Dolgelly  there   was  only  one  prisooei  ia  loi'i 
stranger  to  the  county),  charged  with  hoassbnskic|,d 
found  guilty.    The  cause  list  contaiaea  cos  coaaaK 
two  special  jury  causes.    The  common  jsiycHan 
an  action  for  contribntion  by  one  surety  sgsimtKat 
who  had    been    compelled   to  pay  the  aanwil  i  i 
bill    of    exchange  to   which    they  were  boU  ftt. 
Verdict    for  the  plaintiff.      One  of  the  wftii  ^ 
causes    was   an    action    of   ejectment  whiok  nA 
in    a  verdict  for    the   plaint^.      The  other  vii  i 
action  of  trespass  brought  to  determios  Ibe  imt 
boundary  between  two  pnrchaaers  fran  tbsMatrak 
The  learned  judge  ruled  that  the  map  aOsdHdM 
plaintiff's  oonveyanoe  was  to  be  followed  in  iim* 
the  boundary,  and  it  was  referred  to  a  sarvq>ortol«« 
the  boundary  in  accordance  with  that  plan.  AtCuHB 
there  were  four  prisoners  for  trial:  two  ebiiidA 
manslaughter  were  acquitted.     The  canse  liMoM 
four  causes,  three  of  them  special  jnriai.   0^°'''* 
involved  a  claim  to  the  exdlnaiTe  right  oi  tikiitate 
river  Lledr,  and  resulted  in  a  verdict  for  tks  Us 
The  other  two  special  jury  caasee  wees  aotioBi^* 
widows  of  the  men  who  were  killed  by  thscqksa* 
nitro-glycerine  at  Cwmyglo.  Both  aodons  was  altMl 
compromised  by  the  payment  of  small  somi  d  MV 
The  remaining  cause  was  an  action  foe  tk«  fw' 
timber,  and  was  referred.    At  Beaumaris  than  «■<■ 
prisoners  for  trial,  one  charged  yrixh  wiiwlngfa"' 
I  acquitted;  the  others  charged  witii  laroenf— M* 
:  victed  and  two  acquitted.    There  were  two  eirii 
for  triaL    One  for  a  money  demand,  wbieh  '*"'*_^ 
mised.    The  other  (tried  by  a  apeoial  jniy)  as  cjiM 
for  breaches  of  the  covenants  of  a  farming  leKw' 
was  compromised  by  the  defendantoadertakiBf  iol*< 
money  in  repairs,  tco.  Bnthin  yielded  no  canse,  tkai^ 
six  prisoners  for  trial ;  of  these,   one  charged  wtt' 
slaughter,anotherwith  cutting  snd  wowtding,SBdM' 
with   rape,   were    all  respectively  aoqaittei   tf* 
others,  one  charged  with  bnrglaiy  was  ooovklAl 
remainder  were  charges  of  larceny,  wliieh  sh»^ 
in  conviotiona.     At  Mold   there  was  no  pdascl 
trial.    Several  causes  were  entered,  hot  onlj  t«< 
before  the  Court,  both  of  which  ended  in  a  ifla*> 

The  business  on  the  South  Wales  Cironit  saditM 
was  of  the  ordinary  character  at  these  asiisee,  ai  ■ 
nished  nothing  particular  requiring  notiee. 


Busnrass  of  the  ooubt  op  ohikckk. 

In  order  to  give  an  idea  of  the  businesi  £^(■'■1 
the  Court  of  Chancery  during  the  period  wMA  sj" 
estimated  as  equivalent  to  ttiat  of  the  SaaMt  !■■ 
we  have  compiled  the  following 

Tablb  showdco  tsx  Nvxzbs  or  Maiiiii 
OomuT  DUBDco  TKS'  ScrnKos  ni  .ixo  iR* 
Tbkus,  1871  i-VD  1870. 
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Appeal  motions  

Appeal  petitions         
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Damoiian       

Exa«ption«      

Hotions  fiw  decree     

CaoMa  

Tciakbyjory  

Spedilcuee 

fWther  ooBsiderationt 

Uatten  adjonmed  from  ChamlMn  . 

Petitioiis  imder  Companies  Act* 

Other  petitiozis  

Spedalmotioiia  

Motioiu  of  ooarse       


1871.      1870. 
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486 
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II 
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383 

46 

7 
J75 

Z6 
904 
426 

83 


lompsring  the  two  periods  a  my  marked  inoreaae  ^>- 
ean  in  moet  of  the  items  of  the  foregoing  table.  If  we 
dd  npeaoh  of  the  two  oolnmns  (ezolnding  bom  1871  the 
umber  of  "  matters  adjonmed  from  ohambera,"  which 
■«m  was  not  in  the  year  1870  included  in  the  retama, 
od  are  now  for  the  first  time  enumerated)  we  find  that 
lie  oolumn  showing  the  matters  disposed  of  in  1871  ex- 
seds  that  for  1870  hj  no  leM  than  176.  It  is  remaik- 
ble  that  in  the  Court  of  Chancery,  where  the  qyitem  is 
ot  oompolaory,  no  suitor  has  for  two  years  availed  liim- 
)lf  of  the  serTioea  of  a  jury. 

The  increasing  nomber  of  appeals  is  a  fair  index  of 
le  estimation  in  whioh  the  judicial  strength  of  the 
hanoery  Courts  of  first  instance  are  now  held.  Up  to 
wot  the  year  1 867  very  great  confidence  was  uniformly 
It  in  the  ability  of  the  judges.  Since  then  ihe  feeling 
la  been  that,  excepting  always  the  tenures  of  offioe  of 
le  present- Vice-Chancellor  Wickens  and  of  Vice-Ohan- 
Uors  James  and  Oiffacd,  the  Ohanoery  Courts  of  first 
•ttnoe  have  been  not  so  strong  as  formerly. 


USOISLATION  OF  THE  TBAB  1871. 

LP.  XI. — Ah  Aet  to  makefitrthtr  provision  in  referenee 

to  loam  obtained  under  the  Poor  Law  A.ets, 
By  the  Poor  Iiaw  Amendment  Act,  1884,  money  bor- 
irad  for  the  purposes  of  unions,  parishes,  or  disttiots, 
IS  directed  to  be  paid  by  annual  instalments  of  not  less 
in  one-tenth  of  the  sum  borrowed.  The  period  of  re- 
rment  was,  by  6  &  7  Will.  4,  o.  107,  extended  to  twenty 
in,  and  by  the  Poor  Law  Amendment  Act,  1868,  and 
)  Union  Loans  Act,  1869,  a  period  of  thirty  years  was 
(led  for  the  repayment  of  snob  loans. 
Che  present  Act  is  principally  intended  to  meet  the 
e  of  loans  sabsisting  at  the  time  of  the  passing  of  the 
t-mentioned  Acts,  and  by  section  1  enacts  that,  as  to 
08  contracted  before  the  passing  of  the  Union  Loans 
t,  1869,  repayable  (but  not  repaid)  by  annual  instal- 
Dte  not  ezoeeding  twenty,  the  board  of  guardians,  Jca, 
h  the  consent  of  the  persons  entitled  to  receiTC  repay- 
it,  and  with  the  approval  of  the  Poor  Law  Oommis- 
lert,  may  (either  by  indorsement  or  a  separate  deed) 
md  the  time  of  repayment  to  such  length  as  if  the  loan 
I  been  originally  contracted  for  a  period  not  exceeding 
:ty  years.  The  validity  of  the  original  charge  (as 
>  extended)  to  remain.  U  several  loans  obtained 
a    the    same    person    or    persons  are  redeemed  at 

same  time  the  balances  may  be  consolidated,  and 

'  new  lo«D    be  obtained,  it  may  be  made  repayable 

lin  thitty  years  of  the  time  when  the  latest  loan  was 

raoted. 

action  2  empowers  the  guardians,  &o.,  having  borrowed 

ereafter  borrowing  money,  if  they  can  obtain  money 

lower  rate  of  interest,  to  obtain  the  authority  of  the 
r  Law  Bosod  to  redeem  (but  as  to  loans  outstanding 
using  of  this  Act  only  with  the  consent  of  those  to 
m  they  may  be  owing)  the  balance  of  snoh  loan,  and 
btaining  the  same  may  borrow  the  requisite  amount 
ideem  sneh  balance,  and  charge  the  fund  originally 
ged  with  the  payment  with  the  repayment  of  snoh  new 
.  Seotion  3  enables  the  repayment  of  loans  by  half- 
ly  instalments,  and  (with  the  consent  of  the  lenders) 
i  may  be  repaid  by  half-yearly  instalments  of  prind- 
ind  interest,  thongh  oontraoted  to  be  paid  t^  annual 
Iments. 


Cap.  211. — An  Aet  to  further  amend  the  Um  relating  to 
fairi  in  England  and  Walet. 

The  privilege  of  holding  a  fair  is  generally  a  valuable 
property  vested  in  some  person  or  body  corporate  and 
productive  of  profit  by  the  right  of  levying  tolls.  Ba^i 
as  certain  advantages  may  (and  in  the  original  institu- 
tion of  fairs  generally  did)  aocme  to  the  resiJents  near 
the  privileged  locality,  from  the  creation  of  a  market  with 
{inter  alia)  the  legal  advantages  of  being  enabled  to  deal 
in  market  overt  (whioh  every  fair  is),  the  right,  when 
once  granted,  is  considered  to  be  one  in  which  the  publio 
are  interested  as  well  as  the  "  owner  "  or  grantee  of  the 
rights.  Hence  the  neoessity  of  legislative  sanction  to 
carry  out  the  objects  of  this  Act. 

The  recital  affirms  that  certain  fairs  held  in  England 
and  Wales  are  unnecessary,  and  the  cause  ot  immontlity, 
and  injurious  to  the  inhabitants  of  the  places  where  they 
are  held,  and  it  is  expedient  to  facilitate  tiieir  abolition; 
and  after,  by  seotion  2,  defining  the  term  "  owner,"  pro- 
ceeds, by  section  S,  to  anthorise  the  Home  Secretary,  on 
the  representation  of  the  magistrates  of  petty  sessions  of 
the  district  where  snoh  fair  is  held,  or  of  the  owner  of 
any  fair  in  England  or  Wales,  that  it  would  be  for  the 
convenience  or  advantage  of  the  public  that  such  fair 
should  be  abolished  (with  the  previous  consent  in  writing 
of  the  owner  for  the  time  being  of  snoh  fair,  or  of  the 
tolls  and  duties  payable  in  respect  thereof)  to  order  that 
such  fnir  phfdl  be  abMi-hed.  Notice  is  to  be  given  of 
such  rnpreaentation,  and  of  (he  time  when  the  Secretary 
of  State  will  take  it  into  consideration,  once  in  the  Lon- 
don Gazette,  and  in  three  snooeesive  weeks  in  some  looal 
newspaper,  as  defined  by  the  Act.  And  by  section  4  no- 
tice of  the  order  of  the  Secretary  of  State  is  directed  to 
be  given  in  the  London  OazeMe  and  in  some  local  news- 
paper, and  thereupon  such  fair  shall  be  abolished.  The 
Aot  to  be  cited  as  "  The  Fairs  Act,  1871." 

Oaf.  XIII.— An  Aet  to  faeilitate  g\fti  of  land  for  public 
parks,  iehools,and  muteumt. 

By  the  Statutes  of  Mortmain,  and  particularly  by  the 
statute  9  Geo.  2,  c  86,  restrictions  (it  is  well  known) 
are  impoeed  on  the  granting  of  lands  for  charitable  pur- 
poses.  For  the  objects  indicated  by  this  Aot  it  is  considered 
that  a  greater  public  benefit  wiU  be  gained  by  the  in- 
fraction, than  the  preeervatlon,  of  thoee  statutory  rules. 
Seotion  S  interprets  the  meaning  of  the  terms  "  pnbllo 
piA,"  "elementary  aohool,"  "  school  house,"  and  "  publio 
museum." 

By  seotion  4,  after  the  passing  of  the  Aot,  land  of  any 
tenure  may  be  given  by  deed,  or  will,  or  codicil  for  the 
purposes  only  of  a  public  park,  school  house  for  an  ele- 
mentary school,  or  a  publio  museum,  as  well  as  bequests 
of  personal  estate  to  be  applied  in  the  purchase  of  land 
for  the  same  purposes,  the  statute  9  Qeo.  2,  o.  86,  and 
the  other  Statutes  of  Mortmain  notwithstanding.  But  by 
seotion  6  every  will  or  codicil  containing  snoh  gift,  and 
every  deed  containing  such  gift  or  assurance  and  made 
otherwise  than  for  full  and  valuable  consideration,  must 
be  made  twelve  calendar  months,  at  least,  before  the 
death  of  the  testator  or  grantor,  and  be  enrolled  in  the 
books  of  the  Charity  Commissioners  within  six  calendar 
months  from  the  time  when  the  same  deed  or  testamentary 
instrument  comes  into  operation.  The  novel  prinoiple 
(to  our  law)  appears  to  be  the  requirement  of  a  definite 
period  between  the/oetun  of  the  will  aad  the  death  of 
the  testator  to  validate  quoad  hoe  the  testamentary  dis- 
position. The  enrolment  in  the  books  of  the  oharity 
oommiasioners  will,  apparently,  as  to  gifts  by  deed,  be  a 
suhstitnte  for  the  enrolment  in  chancery  required  by  the 
Act  9  Geo.  2,  o.  86.  As  to  wills  or  codicils,  by  the  terms 
of  the  Aot,  the  enrolment  is  only  necessary  after  the 
death  of  the  testator.  By  section  6,  not  more  than  twenty 
acres  are  to  be  given  by  will  to  any  one  public  park  ot 
more  than  two  acres  to  any  one  public  museum,  or  more 
than  one  acre  for  any  one  school  house.  The  present 
powcM  of  disposition  are  cumulative  and  leave  nnaSeoted 
any  previously  existing  powers  (seotion  7). 
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Cap.  XIV. — An  Aetto  provith  for  the  vetting  ef  eountg 
property  in  the  clerk  of  the  peace  tor  the  eonnty. 
This  Aot  snpplemento  the  Aot  21  &  33  Viot.  o.  92, 
which  ii  oalled  the  principel  Act,  by  pioTiding  for  the 
applioation  of  the  prinoipal  Aot  to  landi,  too.,  which,  at 
the  time  of  the  pauing  of  the  prinoipal  Aot,  had  been 
aoqniied  by  the  jtutioea  of  the  peaoe  of  any  oonnty,  tco., 
for  pablio  nses,  the  same  as  If  snch  landi,  jco.,  had  been 
aoqnired  nnder  any  Aot  of  Parliament;  and  also  (aeotion 
2)  proridea  for  the  Testing  in  the  clerk  of  the  peace  of 
lands  purchased  or  taken  in  exchange  under  the  Lonatic 
Aiylams  Aot,  1853. 

Cap.  XVn. — An  Aot  to  mahe  provinon  for  btmh  heli- 

dayi,  and  retpecting  obligatient  to  Make  payment*,  and 

do  other  acts  on  tueh  lanh  holidaye. 

PreTionsly  to  the  passing  of  this  Aot  the  only  days 
which  affected  the  matnring  of  bills  of  exchange  and 
promisaoiy  notes  were  Sandays,  Christmas-day,  Good 
Friday,  and  such  days  as  shoald  be  appointed  by 
Boyal  proclamation  for  solemn  fasts  or  thanksgirings. 
The  common  law  determined  as  to  the  two  first  cases, 
and  the  Legislature  (89  &  40  Geo.  8,  c.  42,  s.  1,  and 
7  &  8  Geo.  4,  c.  15,  s.  2)  as  to  the  two  second,  that  when 
bills  or  notes  fall  dne  on  one  of  the  days  btfote  named 
they  ihonld  be  deemed  to  be  payable,  presentable,  and 
liable  to  be  noted  on  the  day  before  snch  days,  as  if  snch 
preceding  day  had  been  the  dniy  appointed  day  of  payment. 

This  Act,  leaving  the  law  nntoaohed  as  to  Sandays, 
Christmas-day,  and  Good  Friday,  dedarea,  by  leferenoe  to 
a  Bohedole,  that  certain  days,  being,  as  to  England  and 
Ireland,  Easter  Monday,  the  mondsy  In  Whitsnn  week, 
the  first  Monday  in  Aogost,  and  the  36th  of  December, 
if  a  week  day,  shall  be  kept  as  dose  holidays  in  all  banks 
in  England  and  Ireland ;  and  all  bills  and  notes  due  on 
any  sodh  bank  holiday  shall  be  payable,  and  in  case  of 
non-payment  may  be  noted  and  protested  on  the  next 
following  day,  and  not  on  such  bank  holiday,  snch  noting 
and  protest  to  be  as  valid  as  if  made  on  the  day  the  bill 
or  note  was  made  due;  the  day  next  following  to  mean 
the  next  foUoniDg  day  on  which  a  bill  of  exchange  may 
be  lawfully  noted  or  protested.  FroTision  is  made  (sec- 
tion 2)  lor  giving  notice  of  dishononr,  and  for  presenting 
and  receiving  for  acceptance  and  forwarding  to  a  referee, 
on  the  day  after  a  bank  holiday,  when  snch  bank  holiday 
happens  on  a  day  which  otherwise  would  be  the  proper 
day  for  doing  these  things. 

Section  3  relieves  the  obligation  of  making  any  pay- 
ment or  doing  any  aot  upon  a  bank  holiday  the  doing  of 
which  would  not  be  compulsory  on  a  Ohristmas-day  or 
Good  Friday,  and  the  obligation  is  shifted  to  the  follow- 
iug  day,  payment  or  performance  on  which  is  to  be 
equivalent  to  doing  the  same  on  the  holiday.  Special 
days  may  be  appointed  by  Royal  proclamation  (in  the 
manner  in  which  solemn  fasts  or  thanksgivings  may  be 
appointed)  throughout  the  United  Kingdom,  or  in  any 
pare  or  county,  city  or  district,  to  be  kept  as  dose  holidays 
by  all  banks  within  the  locality,  and  as  regards  all  bills 
aud  notes  payable  in  suoh  Iocaiit>y,  the  day  so  appointed 
is  to  be  deemed  a  bank  holiday  for  all  the  purposes  of 
this  Act.  The  days  appointed  bj  the  Aot  may,  in  like 
tiiauner  (section  5)  (when  spedally  made  to  appear 
expedient  to  her  Majesty  in  Council)  be  Taxied  in  any 
year,  and  others  appointed,  and  the  appointed  days  ate 
to  be  snbstitnted  for  those  appointed  by  the  Act. 

It  should  be  remembered  that,  as  to  those  oases  in 
which  the  change  of  the  day  of  payment  is  due  to  the  law 
as  it  stood  previously  to  this  Act,  payment  is  accelerated, 
but  in  the  present  Act  the  rule  earn  partem  etqui  qvee  minue 
onerat  seems  to  have  been  followed,  in  the  interest  of  the 
debtor,  and  the  operation  of  a  bank  holiday  (taking  effect 
nnder  this  enactment)  is  to  postpone  the  day  of  pay- 
ment. 

The  Act  extends  to  Scotland,  but  the  days  appointed  for 
bank  holidays  in  that  part  of  the  United  Kingdom  vary 
in  some  respects  from  those  applicable  to  England  and 
Ireland. 


SECBHT  DBCiaiOMS. 

COMMON  LAW. 

OOSTB  OK  APPKU.  to  HOUSE  OF  LOBOB  AID 
EXCUBQITEB  CHAUKB. 

Oann  v.  Johneon,  O.F.,  19  W.  &.  952. 
The  praotioal  point  decided  in  this  case  is  that  ijm 
appeal  the  direction  and  order  of  the  Apped  GoiutHta 
costs  should  always  be  acted  upon.  In  one  esse  (Asif. 
North  Staffordshire  Batimay,  4  B.  ft  S.  687)  the  Cant  rf 
Queen's  Bench  allowed  a  soeceaafnl  appellant  to  tke 
House  of  Lords  from  the  Exchequer  Chamber  hii  eaikii 
the  Exchequer  Chamber. ~That  case,  however,  ii  isnl. 
olently  reported,  and,  as  Mr.  Justice  Montagu  Smitb  mp 
in  the  preeent  case,  it  is  difficult  to  see  the  legal  fooadt- 
tion  on  which  the  Court  there  granted  the  oosti.  Ite 
is  this  difference  between  the  oases,  that  in  the  tanr 
case,  the  costs  would  probably  have  been  givaa  ij  tt 
House  of  Lords  if  they  had  been  asked  for,  vhSs  h  thi 
present  case  they  probably  would  not.  As  Mr.  Jialia 
Willes  poiats  out,  the  ordinary  rule  being  to  girt  ooitia 
a  successful  respondent,  bat  not  to  a  suooessfd  i^tpeUuL 
Of  course  in  the  present  case  the  jndgea  do  not  pufai 
to  overmle  Peek  v.  The  JVorth  Staff ordehire  BtUnf  (t  L 
k  S.  687),  but  it  may  be  taken  as  praotiaally  ovwiled, 
as  no  Court  would  be  likely  to  follow  it  An  otdeta;- 
ing  nothing  about  oosts  is  really  equivalent  to  s  lehal 
of  oosts  in  all  oases  where  costs  are  diaoretionarf.  Tie] 
most  therefore  be  given,  if  at  all,  by  the  Court  of  AffoL 


Action  on  Lost  Bill. 
King  v.  Zimmemann.  C.P.,  19  W.  B.  lOM, 
L.  B.  6  0.  P.  4«6. 
The  penalty  upon  a  plaintiff  who  eomaianeas  u  » 
tion  upon  a  lost  bill  without  offering  an  indaoiii^  iii 
that  he  cannot  afterwards  obtain  an  order  under  aelioe 
87  of  the  Common  Law  Procedure  Aot,  1851,  vitbat 
paying  the  costs  inourred  by  the  defendant  in  nttii{ 
up  the  def  enoe  to  which  he  is  at  oommon  law  entitlei 


Pbinoipi.1.  and   AacNT   mat    both  be  Liuu  at 

aaUK    TIKE    on    CONTBAOT — ELBOnON    TO  OBiKI 
ONE  NOT    EgUIVALBNT  TO    ELBCTIOH  TO  DlSCHlHt 

THE  Othkb.  - 
QMer  v.  DoteU,  Ex.Oh.  from  O.P.,  19  W.  B.  9K. 

We  commented  at  some  length  on  the  decision  of  M 
oaae  in  the  court  bdow,  and  have  UMla  to  add  to  vM 
we  then  said.  It  must,  we  presnme,  now  be  takes  tka 
there  is  authority  for  saying  that  in  the  case  odea- 
tract  made  by  an  agent  for  an  nndiadoaed  principsl,isA 
is  liable,  not  as  has  commonly  been  supposed,  it  tt> 
election  of  the  other  party,  but  nntU  leleasei  t;  A* 
other  party.  The  case  in  the  Oommon  Pleas  evtnlr 
dedded  that  an  election  to  charge  the  ageat  •we' 
equivalent  to  an  deotion  to  disoharge  the  i«aei|iL 
This,  however,  arose  not  npon  the  leave  leseired,  M 
upon  the  application  for  a  rule  on  the  gronod  e(  nil- 
direction.  As  to  this  the  defendant  ooold  not  sffesl  •• 
a  matter  of  right,  but  would  have  to  obtain  leanottkt 
Oontt  to  do  80.  It  doee  not  appear  that  this  wee  tk- 
tained,  and  the  report  of  the  case  in  tiis  Sxobefiv 
Chamber  states  the  appeal  to  have  been  boa  tbe 
refusal  of  the  rule  to  enter  a  verdict,  and  ssyt  oothiif 
of  any  appeal  from  the  refusal  of  the  rule  for  a  new  f* 
on  the  ground  of  misdirection. 

Tf  this  is  correct  the  most  importemt  point  involTed  is 
the  case  was  not  strictly  before  the  Court  in  tlieSiA<^ 
Chamber.  Whether  it  was  or  not,  howew,  the  OH 
Baron  seems  to  have  given  his  opinion  upon  it  *^ 
strongly.  He  says  that  the  election  could  odyter 
termined  where  the  contending  party  enaa  the if*|~ 
judgment  This  certainly  seems  too  tm>ad|y  et*t 
Probably  theleamed  judge  meant  that  it  was  ontfistM 
case  t^at  the  party  ooold,  as  a  matter  of  law,  be  Md  <*• 
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nsiTely  to  Iuto  elaoted.  It  ia  imponible  to  s»7  th»t 
lisg  tha  agent  at  all,  even  without  piooeeding  to  jadg^- 
iMit,  ii  sot  OTidenoe  of  aa  election  npon  which  a  jniy 
light,  and  we  tiiink  ought,  to  act.  It  ia  noticeable  that 
>.  Jiutioe  BlaokbDm,  who  concars  in  the  jndgment, 
vja  nothing  apom  the  point  of  deotton. 


ADBflBALTT. 
Habitikb  Libn  roB  Neobssabibs. 
The  Tmi  EUtm,  Adm.,  19  W.  E.  988,  L.  R.  8  A.  k.  K 
"  A  maritime  lien  doea  not  include  or  require  possea- 
on.  The  word  ia  nsed  in  maritime  law,  not  in  the  striot 
gal  sense  in  which  we  understand  it  in  oonrta  of  oom- 
on  law,  in  which  case  there  could  be  no  lien  where 
Krewas  no  poaaeasion,  actual  or  construotire;  but  to 
:pieaa,  as  if  by  analogy,  the  nature  of  claims  which 
nlher  preauppoae  nor  originate  in  poaaeasion.  This  was 
tU  nnderstood  in  the  oiril  law,  by  which  there  might 
I  a  pledge  with  possession,  and  by  which  in  either  case 
e  right  travelled  with  the  thing  into  whosoeTer's  poa- 
nion  it  came.  ...  It  is  inchoate  from  tha  moment 
e  claim  or  privilege  attaches,  and  when  carried  into 
Mt  by  legal  pxooeaa,  by  a  proceeding  in  rem,  relates 
ok  to  the  period  when  it  first  attached"  (Bold  JBueelengh, 
Uoo.  F.  0.  884-5). 

■•  Ab  the  law  now  standa  (1886),  material  men  without 
■esaion  have  no  lien  npon  a  ship  itself  for  snppliaa 
rniahed  in  KogUnd  .  .  .  becanae  the  law  of  Bng- 
id  nerer  had  adopted  the  rule  of  the  cItU  law  with 
rard  to  neoaaaariea  furnished  herein  England"  (/feptune, 
Cnspp,  114). 

How,  the  Court  of  Admiralty,  acting  tn  rem,  required 
8  maritime  lien  to  ground  ita  jurisdiction.  Hence,  it 
lowed  that  unless  the  supply  of  neoesaaries  or  other 
lat  grounding  the  claim,  created  at  the  time  and  place 
ere  it  happened,  a  maritime  lien,  the  Court  oonld  not 
erfere.  It  oonld  not  enforce  it  againat  the  ahip,  be- 
ise,  in  f  aot,  there  existed  no  charge  npon  the  ship  to 
'oroe. 

rbe  8  A  4  Yiot.  o.  6S,  s.  6,  gave  the  Court  of  Admiralty 
rer  to  deoido  all  claims  for  necessaries  supplied  to  any 
sign  ship  or  sea-going  Teasel  and  toenforoe  the  payment 
reof,  although  the  neoessariea  were  furnished  within 
)  country.  In  the  Alexander  Zarten,  1841  (1  W.  Rob. 
I),  it  was  held  by  Dr.  Luahington  that  the  effect  of  this 
ion  waa  only  to  extend  the  power  of  the  Court,  and 
lonfer  npon  it  "  a  jurisdiction  to  be  employed  in  every 
fal  mode  which  the  Court  haa  the  power  to  exercise 
enforcing  the  payment;  it  might  be  by  arresting  the 
Km  of  the  owner  if  he  were  resident  here,  or  by  araest- 
the  property  in  oase  a  necessity  oocnrred."  In  the 
Ita/ also,  1862  (Lush.  fi06),  the  same  judge  held  that 
shipwright'a  actual  primary  lien  for  necessaries  took 
Mdence  of  the  contemporary  claims  for  neeeasaries, 
b  daima  not  possessing  "ab  origine  a  lien,"  but  carry- 
only  "  a  atatntory  remedy  against  the  ret,  which  is 
ntially  different."  Co  the  other  hand,  in  1869,  the 
lejudgehadalreadyheldintha  We*tFrie»land{%itt\tej, 
)  that  the  supply  of  neoessariea  to  aforeign  ship  in  Eng- 
I  sinoe  thA  Aot  did  so  far  create  a  maritime  lien  that 
charge  followed  the  ahip  into  the  handa  of  pnrchaaers. 
the  BOa  A.  Clark,  1863  (Br.  A  L.  32),  he  gave  a 
ilar  deoiaion,  and  explained  away  (not  very  distinotly 
Donsiatently)  what  he  had  said  in  the  Alexander 
•ten.  He  deaoribed  the  purpose  of  the  Aot,  as  being 
r  to  give  a  remedy  by  the  seizore  of  the  ship  when 
action  at  common  law  would  not  be  available  by 
on  of  the  ahipowner's  absenoe  from  the  jorisdiotion; 
assigns  as  the  reason  why  the  statute  mnst  he  held 
lave  created  a  maritime  lien,  that  it  "  has  (impliedly) 
wted  the  Court  to  proceed  as  in  the  oase'  of  such  a 
>» 

lut  again  in  the  Paoifle,  1864  (Br.  A  L.  248),  the 
le  judge  held  that  under  the  corresponding  5th  sec- 
1  of  24  Yiot.  o.  10,  which  extends  the  jurisdiction  to 


the  case  of  neeessoriss  supplied  to  an  EngUah  ship  else- 
where than  in  her  own  port,  provided  the  owner  be  at  the 
iaatitutionof  the  suit  domiciled  abroad,  no  lien  was  created; . 
aaying,  that  "  against  the  foreign  vessel  a  real  action  ia 
given  to  the  material  man  in  all  cases,  because  the 
owner  is  assumed  to  be  beyond  the  jarisdiction  ;  "  bat 
that  as  against  the  English  ship  no  remedy  is  given, 
unless  the  owner  is  domioiled  abroad  at  the  time  of  in- 
Btitnting  the  suit;  and  that,  therefore,  until  the  institu- 
tion of  the  suit,  the  material  man  does  not  obtain  the 
ship  as  security.  He  adhered  to  this  deoiaion  in  the 
TrmiJtadour,  1866  (L.  R.  1  A.  A  E.  302),  when  the 
material  man  failed  as  against  a  mortgagee  in  possession 
at  the  time  of  the  supply.  In  the  oase  of  The  Tieo  MUnt 
his  snooessor  has  now  followed  these  authorities,  bi^t  not 
without  expressing  his  strong  dissent. 

The  chief  argument  urged  against  this  view  on  the  - 
present  occasion  was,  that  it  proceeded  on  the  fallacy 
that  a  maritime  lien  cannot  be  suspended,  as  it  would 
be  neoessary  to  hold  if  in  this  case  the  statute  created 
such  a  lien.  But  the  real  difficulty  is  to  show  that  the 
statute  created  a  lien,  which  apart  from  the  statute - 
oonfesaedly  did  not  exist  according  to  EngUah  law. 
The  only  thing  that  can  be  thought  to  create  the  - 
lien  is  the  statutory  words  that  give  enforoeabllity  by 
Admiralty  prooess  to  the  claim.  That  enforceability 
is  only  given  in  the  event  of  the  owner  being 
domioiled  out  of  the  jarisdiction  at  the  institution  of 
the  salt ;  except  in  the  event  of  his  absence  it  never 
arises.  If  the  owner  waa  domiciled  here  when  the  debt 
was  contraoted,  the  creditor  could  not  sue  in  the 
Admiralty  Court;  if  he  afterwards  goes  away  to  an- 
other domicile,  the  right  of  suit  for  the  first  time 
begins;  if  he  never  ohiangea  his  domicile,  it  never 
arises  at  aU.  The  plaintiff,  however,  says  that  the 
possibility  of  the  jarisdiction  ever  arising  presupposes 
the  existenoe  of  a  lien,  for  it  ia  only  through  the 
existence  of  a  lien,  which  is  a  ju*  in  rem,  that  the 
Court  acts  upon  the  vessel.  Bat  why  ahould  not  the 
application  of  tha  plaintiff  to  the  Court  for  its  assistance 
made  under  the  statutory  oonditions  be  the  very  act 
which  creates  the  lien  and  gronnda  the  jarisdiction,  in 
the  same  way  as  a  demand  (when  a  formal  demand  ia 
necessary)  ia  made  by  the  issuing  of  a  writ,  and  the  ac- 
tion reckoned  to  be  duly  oommenoed  7  The  enforceability 
of  an  existing  right  may  often  fail  by  reason  of  the  person  - 
or  the  rM  not  being  within  the  jurisdiction,  bat  the  instance 
whioh  the  plaintiff  seeks  to  establish  would  sorely  be 
the  single  instance  of  an  existing  right  whioh  became 
enforceable  only  by  reason  of  the  person  going  out  of ' 
the  jarisdiction;  and  the  effect  of  this  would  be  that  a-. 
third  person  who  took  the  thing  freed  from  any  enforce- 
able claim  might  by  reason  of  this  mere  contingency 
find  himself  postponed  to  a  previoua olaim,  which,  so f ar- 
ea had  before  appeared,  might  never  be  enforceable  at 
all. 

It  would  be  more  consistent  with  reason,  and  certainly 
more  consistent  with  the  principle  of  English  law,  anA' 
we  believe  also  with  jaatioe,  rather  to  retrace  the  steps  that 
have  been  taken,  and  to  restore  Dr.  Luahington'a  earlier 
view  that  no  lien  ia  created  even  by  the  8  A  4  Vict.  o»66,. 
until  the  inatitntion  of  the  suit. 


AFFonrTMEirrs. 


Mr.  AscHER  ANTOmf  Olive,  barrister-at-law,  of  the- 
Oxford  Circuit,  has  been  appointed  to  assist  the  Right  Hon . 
Russell  Gumey,  Q.O.,  in  the  lenl  matters  arising  ont  of 
the  British  Claims  Commission  abont  to  assemble  at  Wash- 
ington. Mr.  Olive  waa  educated  at  Lincoln  College,  Oxford, 
where  he  graduated  B.A.,  in  186^  and  is  a  fellow  of  that 
institution.  He  was  called  to  the  bar  at  the  Inner  Temple 
in  January,  1868,  and  h.is  since  practised  on  the  Oxford' 
Circuit,  aiso  attending  the  Hereford  and  Gloucester  sessions. 
Mr.  CUve  sailed  for  America  in  the  suite  of  Mr.  RnsselL 
Gumey  on  the  9th  instant. 
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COUETS. 

THE   ALBEBT   LIFE   ASST7BAN0E 

AEBITBATION.* 

(Before  Lord  Caibks.) 

June  17.— Se  Tht  Albert  Life  Auuranct  Company,  Zetein^t 

Cue. 

ItuMranee  eoinpanj/— Winding  up — Claim  by  tT^agentfvr 
protpeetive  eommiuion. 

L.  entered  into  an  arrangement  with  an  inturance  company 
lohereby  it  tone  agreed  that  he  thould  act  at  their  agent  and 
ihould  receive  a  fixed  ealary  and  a  eommieiion  of  10  per  eent. 
on  the  renewal  premiume  of  all  polieite  effected  through  Aim, 
and  also  in  case  of  his  retirement  from  the  ajeney  he  tea*  to 
receive  a  commission  of  6  per  eent.  during  hie  life  oh  the 
renewal  premiume  of  all  poUtiee  effected  through  Aim  and 
existing  at  the  time  of  hie  retirement.  Two  further  arrange- 
ments were  afterwards  made,  providing  for  the  payment  of  i^ 
per  eent  commission  on  these  premiums  to  his  wife  and  family 
after  his  death.  On  the  winding  up  of  the  company  he  claimed 
to  be  entitled  to  prove  against  the  company  as  a  creditor  for  the 
amount  of  the  prospective  value  during  his  life  of  an  annuity 
eptal  to  6  per  eent,  on  the  premiums  of  the  policies  then  exist- 
ing, and  aim  of  the  prospective  value,  from  the  probable  time  of 
hie  death  to  the  probable  time  of  his  wifis  death,  of  an  annuity 
equal  to  2^  per  eent.  on  tha  same  premiums. 

Scld^  that  the  second  and  third  agreements  were  void  for 
want  of  consideration :  that  any  such  agreement  ae  the  first 
was  ultra  vires  of  the  directors:  that,  if  it  had  been  intra 
yirM,  the  commission,  being  a  eomniesion  on  premiums,  ism  de- 
pendent on  the  exietence  of  premiume ;  and  that  consequently 
L.  u>as  not  entitled  to  rank  at  a  creditor  of  the  company. 

This  was  a  olaim  by  Mr.  Lewins  against  tha  Albert  Com- 
pany nnder  agreements  entered  into  betwesn  Jtiie  company 
and  him. 

Lewine  was  the  general  agent  in  Germany  of  the  Times 
Life  Assurancse  and  Guarantee  Company.  In  1857  this 
company  became  amalgamated  with  the  Albert.  On  this 
occasion  it  was  arranged  that  he  ehonld  continue  to  act  as 
the  Oerman  agent  of  the  Albert  Company  on  the  following 
terms  ; — He  was  to  be  paid  a  salary  of  £250,  and  was  to 
have  a  commission  of  £10  per  oent  on  the  renewnl  pre- 
miums on  all  policies  effected  through  him,  and  in  otuu  of 
his  retirement  from  the  agency  he  was  to  have  a  commission 
of  £a  per  cent  for  the  remainder  of  his  life  on  the  renewal 
premiums  of  all  policies  which  had  been  effected  through 
him,  and  might  be  existing  at  the  time  of  such  retirement, 
but  this  commission  was  to  be  forfeited  in  case  of  his  taking 
the  agency  of  any  other  office.  This  agreement  was  not  in 
writing,  but  so  far  as  regards  the  salary  and  the  commission 
of  £10  per  cent,  it  was  acted  upon  till  the  company  was 
wound  up. 

In  1861  a  further  arrangement  was  made  between  the 
company  and  him,  whereby  a  provision  was  made  for  his 
family.  The  following  minate  with  refereaoeto  this  was  an. 
tered  in  the  booksof  the  company : — "  The  question  of  allow- 
ing part  of  Q.  Lewino's  commission  to  his  widow  and  children 
after  his  death  was  considered,  and  2^  per  cent  commission 
on  renewal  premiums  was  agreed  to  be  allowed  to  his 
widow  after  his  death." 

Subsequently  a  third  arrangement  was  made,  whereby  it 
was  agreed  that,  in  case  his  wife  and  he  should  both  die 
within  fifteen  years,  then  during  the  residue  of  the  fifteen 
years,  which  should  be  unexpired  at  the  death  of  the  survi- 
vor, 3^  per  cent  on  the  renewal  premiums  was  to  be  paid  to 
hischildren  in  equal  proportion8,providedhe  were  at  the  time 
of  his  death  in  the  company's  service.  A  minute  to  this 
effect  was  entered  in  the  books  of  the  company  on  the  6th  of 
June,  1862. 

On  the  winding  up  of  the  Albert,  Iiewine  claimed  that 
inasmuch  as  the  probable  duration  of  his  life  was  eleven 
years,  and  that  of  his  wife's  life  was  eighteen  years,  he  was 
entitled  to  rank  as  a  creditor  of  the  Albert  for  a  sum  equal 
to  a  commission  of  6  per  cent  for  eleven  years,  and  of 
2}  per  cent  for  seven  years,  the  difference  between  his  own 
and  Ills  wife's  probable  future  length  of  life,  on  the  amount 
of  annual  premiums  then  payable  on  policies  effected  through 
him.  This  snm  would  amount  to  £12,068.  He  however 
only  urged  his  claim  for  about  half  this  sum. 

*  Beported  by  Richard  Hamu^,  Esq.,  Barrister-at-Law. 


The  deed  of  settlement  of  the  Albert  oontainad  flis  faOov. 
ing  Movisions : — 

■'CUose  61.  That  it  shall  be  lawful  for  the  tioaii  o(  £. 
teoton  to  allow  all  such  officers,  dsiks,  and  ssrvnti  of  tlie 
company  such  salaries  and  other  emolnmeots,  aadittheit 
pleasure  to  dispense  with  any  ieonxity,  or  to  requttthsnu 
give  to  some  one  or  more  of  the  tmstees  or  direoton  of  the 
company  such  seoority  for  their  good  conduct  wUli  ii  & 
employ  of  the  company  as  the  board  shall  think  fit 

■'  CUose  62.  That  it  shall  be  lawful  for  the  boirlof  dine- 
ton  from  time  to  time  to  appoint  agents  for  the  conqujis 
such  places  and  with  audi  salaries  or  oommissoa  a  tii 
board  shall  think  proper,  and  to  remove  such  ageoU  it  pla- 
sure,  and  to  appoint  others  in  their  n>om  ;  and  to  aaianr 
such  agents  to  receive  moneys  and  to  transact  Imuiai  in 
behalf  of  the  company  under  such  regnlationi  sol  n*ic. 
tions  as  shall  be  determined  npon  by  the  board." 

HoU,  for  Lewine.— This  case  differs  ttwa  Se  tkbiU 
and  SeolHth  Marine  Inturance  Company,  Bxptrti  Msim, 
18  W.  B.  112S,  L.  R.  5  Ch.  737,  for  here  the  olaim  iiai& 
not  in  respect  of  Lewine's  loss  of  the  10  per  oeot  «■■ 
miiygmi,  but  in  respect  of  a  contract  to  pay  luB  B 
ascertained  snm.  The  company  contracted  to  pay  liiB  i 
commission  on  all  renewal  premiums  payable  attliefiu<( 
his  retirement.  This  was  nothing  more  or  less  tiiu  tees, 
tract  to  pay  him  a  certain  annuity. 

It  is  a  common  practice  with  insurance  offioM  to  p^ 
commissions  on  premiums  to  the  persons  thimgli  vIh 
the  policies  have  been  effected,  even  after  they  htvaMid 
to  be  agents.  If  this  be  the  ordinary  conns  of  IniMi 
with  respect  to  an  agent,  than  the  clsoaas  of  the  ooiiiiir'i 
deed,  which  authorin  the  directors  to  pay  salarisi  nu  ooa- 
missions  to  their  ag^ts,  most  be  held  to  aathnistthia  to 
enter  into  an  arrangement  of  this  kind,  to  pay  thair  mt 
in  respect  of  the  business  actually  done  by  him,  not  w  tf 
once,  bat  by  instalments. 
Higgins,  for  the  Albert  Company,  was  not  oallod  «■. 
Lord  Caibns. — I  do  not  think,  Ur.  ^f^B%  ■!  ■ 
necessary  to  call  upon  yon  in  this  case.  Wifii  nfod 
to  what  are  termed  the  sapplementary  agnaaeol^  * 
favour  of  the  wife  and  children  of  Ur.  Lewine,  it  ifpe 
to  me  they  may  be  at  once  put  out  of  the  efmm. 
Then  was  no  consideration  for  those  agreementi  x  tki 
face  of  them.  Whatever  contract  had  been  made  btivio 
the  company  and  Mr.  Lewine  was  completed  long  btfcn 
that  time.  There  was  no  further  inducement  or  tno^ 
offered  on  the  face  of  those  agreements  to  the  oouipiDr  ia 
return  for  the  benefit  that  was  proposed  by  those  minstii  to 
the  wife  and  family.  It  soems  to  me  that  in  law  thiignf 
mdnts  could  have  no  validity  against  the  company  or  tki 
directors.  With  respect  to  the  first  agreement,  vtiieb  ii 
alleged  to  have  been  entered  into,  it  ia  in  the  first  pUei  to 
be  olMerved  that  there  is  no  writing  or  minutes  sappstiii 
it ;  nor  do  the  subsequent  minutes  wi^  regard  to  tb  sife 
and  family  refer  to  this  prior  agreement,  althoogh  dm 
uiay  be  some  surmise  from  the  chaivctsr  of  these  niiits 
that  there  had  been  something  of  this  kind  stipolstedfara 
tho  former  occasion.  Bat  there  ia,  in  point  of  fact,  s 
writing  or  minate  to  supi^rt  it. 

But  a  more  serious  objection  appears  to  me  to  lie  tti 
If  an  agreement  were  made  by  the  direoton  of  the  toa-fai 
in  the  terms  alleged  by  Mr.  Lewine,  in  my  opiaioB  it  <> 
entirely^  uHra  vires  of  the  directors,  aa  regards  tiis  tm  i 
it,  providing  for  the  payment  of  oommiasiao  oo  rsnsmi  ;■•■ 
miums  in  case  of  the  retirement  of  Mr.  Lewine  fM  tk> 
agency.  In  the  first  place  there  is  no  stipolatioo  kM  '^ 
all  on  the  part  of  Mr.  Lewine  to  continne  the  sgsatof  tb 
company  for  any  definite  length  of  timt:.  Ue  is  kftatn^ 
the  master  of  the  position,  to  retire  when  he  plassH  sad » 
he  pleases.  It  is  not  therefore  an  agreement  bindio;  <* 
professing  to  bind  the  company  to  pay  Mr.  Levise  wet- 
thing  in  case  they  desire  to  get  rid  of  him — to  ton  kin  af 
from  caprice  or  without  sufficient  cause.  It  is  enetfy  ^ 
opposite.  It  is  an  agreement  profewing  to  bind  the  cos- 
pan^  to  pa^  Mr.  Lewine  a  future  paymaotdBriagtkeH' 
of  his  life,  in  case  he  chose  to  retire  from  Vba  bBshJaiefttt 
company ;  an  agreement,  therefore — as  to  wliioh  f^tf 
you  may  not  be  able  to  say  technically  there  is  set  (•■ 
sideration  for  it,  as  part  of  the  whole  contract  of  agm^;- 
but  so  unreasonable  and  so  contrary  to  v^iat  obviMil]'  ii 
the  duty  of  directors  in  a  case  of  this  kind,  thatit  aspeeai^ 
me  it  could  not  possibly  bind  the  company.  Bit,  <» 
further,  when  we  come  to  look  at  the  nature  of  tbi  Kn"* 
ment  and  the  specific  powen  that  are  givaa  to  tiia  &*• 
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ton,  it  seems  to  me  that  this  was  not  aa  agreement  within 
the  powers  of  the  diiectors,  or  within  the  6l8t  and  62nd 
elsoses  of  the  deed  of  settlement  It  appears  to  me  that 
thoee  oUnses  give  a  very  considerable  latitude  to  the  direc- 
tors to  bind  the  company  by  the  salaries  whidi  they  m  ay 
allot  to  the  agents  and  managers  of  the  company  in  different 
places,  or  by  any  allowancas  which  they  may  make  to  those 
persons  by  way  of  commission.  Bat  both  the  stdary  and  the 
commission  mnst  be  for  serrices  rendered,  and  not  for  ser- 
vices  which  are  not  rendered.  It  seems  to  me  that  it  would  not 
be  mtra  virts  of  the  directors  to  stipulate  that  if  any  afi^ent 
of  theirs  chose  to  retire  from  their  seryioe,  they  would  allot 
him  a  salary  for  the  remainder  of  his  life.  It  seems  to  me 
that  that  would  be  an  improper  agreement ;  and  jost  in  the 
same  wajr  it  is  an  improper  and  nnwarrai^ble  agreement  to 
say  that  if  an  agent  choose  to  retire^  they  will  allot  a  com- 
mission to  him  for  the  remainder  of  his  life  in  respect  of 
the  jpreminms  payable  on  the  policies  labeisting  at  the  time 
of  lus  retirement. 

Then  further  than  this,  it  is  to  be  obseryed  that  the  com- 
mission ia  on  premiums  ;   and  a  commission  drawn  from 
that  source  is,  and  must  be  from   its  nature,  dependent  on 
the  existence  of  premiums.  Now  it  is  impossible  for  any  agent 
to  make  a  claim  on  the  footing  of  there  being  an  ascer- 
tained certainty  that  premiums  wul  be  payable  for  the  future, 
in  respect  of  which  he  ought  now  to  be  allowed  damages  or 
compensation  because  he  will  not  receive  his  commission  on 
them.       ^Ton  eonttat  that  the  business^   if  there  were   no 
winding  up,  would  have  been  carried  on.  IfM  eomtat  that  the 
persons  insiired  might  not  have  done,  as  has  often  been  done. 
We  taken  the  security  of  another  office,  transferred  their 
insurances  to  another  office,  and  ceased  to  pay  any  premiums 
to  the  Albert.     iTon  eonttat  that  the  policies  might  not  have 
been  dropped,  as  appears  to  be  admitted  by  Ur.  Lewine  ; 
for,  feeling  the  force  of  that  view  of  the  case,  although  he 
says  he  wonid  be  entitled  to  a  claim  equal  to  £12,000  and 
odd,  he  ia  willing,  in  order  to  meet  the  chance  of  the  policies 
having  been  dropped,  to  take  £6,000  and  odd  in  satisfac- 
tion of  his  claim.    In  point  of  fact,  as  things  have  turned 
out,  looking  on  the  winding  up  as  it  has  occurred,  and 
treating  it  as  a  vis  major  as  regards  the  whole  proceedings 
of  the  company,  there  is  at  this  moment  every  probability 
that  no  premiums  wiU  be  received,  and  any  temporary  re- 
ceipt is  on  the  footing  of  an  arrangement  merely  provisional. 
For  all  these  reasons  I  am  of  opmion  that  the  claim  is  one 
that  cannot  be  sustained. 
Solicitors,  Lmeir,  Miinnt  ^  Longdtn;  Kimi»r  f  Slli; 


OBirUABY. 

Mr.  W.  SCRIVENS. 
Mr.  William  Scrivens,  solicitor,  of  Hastings,  and  mayor  of 
that  borouji^h,  expired  on  the  9th  September,  at  the  age  of 
€6  years.  The  deceased  gentleman  was  the  eldest  son  of 
the  late  Mr.  William  Scrivens,  for  auaay  years  a  banker  in 
Hastings,  ttad  wat  bom  on  the  10th  of  July,  1805. 


LAW  STUDENTS'  JOUBHAL. 

INCOEPOKATED  LAW  SOCIETY. 
Pkblikinaby  Exaxination. 
The  Preliminary  Examination  in  Qeneral  Knowledge  will 
take  plsoe   on   Wednesday,  the  14th,  and  Thursday,  the 
I5th  Febraary,  1872,  and  will  conjprise — 

1.  Beading  aloud  a  passage  from  some  English  author. 

2.  Writing  from  dictation. 

3.  EnRlish  Qnunnmr. 

4.  Writing  a  short  English  composition. 

5.  Arithntetio — ^A  competent  knowledge  of  the  first  four 
'ules,  simple  and  compound. 

6.  Geography  of  Europe  and  of  tho  British  Isles. 

7.  History — QuestionB  on  English  History. 

8.  Latin — Elementary  knowledge  of  Latm. 

9.  1.  liatin.  2.  Greek,  Ancient  or  Modem.  3.  French. 
:.  Oennan.     5.  Spanish.    G.  Italian. 

The  Special  Ex^niners  have  selected  the  followingibooks, 
n  which  candidates  will  be  examined  in  tho  subjects  nnm- 
ered  9  at  the  Examination  on  the  I4th  and  16th  Febmary, 
872 : — 

1  Latin      •     •     •  Cicero,  Be  Amidtifi ;  or,  Horace,  Odes, 
Bookni. 


In  Oreek    .    .    .  Zenophon,  Memorabilia,  Books  I  and  II 

In  Modem  (}roek  Birroriir  'Icrofi*  rSr  'Afufucif  Oi0)u'9>  f. 
In  French  .    .    .  Erokmann-Chatrian,  Waterloo,   page  1 

to    260  ;   or,    Bacine,   Alexandre   le 

Grand. 

In  German .    .    .  Goethe,   Goetz  von  Berlichingen;    or, 

Schiller,  Die  Brant  von  Messina. 
In  Spanish  .    .    .  Cervantes,  Don  Quixote,  cap.  xv.  to  xxx., 
both  inclusiye ;  or  Moratin,  E3  Si  de 
las  Ninas. 
In  Italian   .    .    .  Manzoni's  I  Promessi  Sposi,  cap.  i.  to  viii., 
both  inclusiye;  orTasso's  G^erusalemme, 
4,  5,  and  6  cantos  ;  and  Volpe's  Eton 
Italian  Qrammar. 
With  reference  to  the  subjects  numbered  9,  each  candi- 
date will  be  examined  in  one  language  only,  according  to 
his  selection.    Candidatea  will  have  uie  choice  of  either  of 
the  above-mentioned  works. 

The  examinations  will  be  held  at  the  Incorporated  Law 
Society's  Hall„Chancery-Iane,  London,  and  at  some  of  the 
following  Towns: — Birmingham,  Brighton,  Bristol,  Cam- 
bridge, Cardiff,  Carlisle,  Carmarthen,  Chester,  Durham, 
Exeter,  Lancaster,  Leeds,  Lincoln,  Liverpool,  Maidstone 
Manchester,  Newcastlo-on-'^yne,  Oxford,  Plymouth,  Salis- 
bury, Shrewsbury,  Swansea, Worcester,  York. 

Candidatea  are  required  by  the  Judges'  Orders  to  give  one 
calendar  month's  notice  to  the  Incorporated  Law  Society 
before  the  day  appointed  for  the  examination,  of  the  language 
in  which  they  propose  to  be  examined,  the  place  at  which 
they  wish  to  bo  examined,  and  their  ago  and  place  of  educa- 
tion. All  notices  should  be  addressed  to  the  Secretary  of 
the  Incorporated  Law  Society,  Chancery-lane,  W.C. 


The  Somtward  Mail  states  that  Mr.  Robert  Stuart,  Q.C. 
will  be  the  new  Chief  Justice  of  the  High  Court  of  the 
North- West  Provinces  of  India,  in  succession  to  Sir  Walter 
Morgan,  and  that  he  will  probably  lecdve  tiie  honour  of 
knighthood  before  leaving  England  to  ti^e  up  his  appoint- 
ment at  Allahabad. 

It  is  stated  that  on  September  7  there  were  still  39,000 
political  prisoners  in  the  hands  of  the  French  Government. 
Of  these  2,800  had  been  recognised  as  innocent,  but  had  not 
been  set  firee. 

Solicitors  are  becoming  very  useful  as  aids  to  the  police  in. 
South  Staffordshire,  and  as  putters  down  of  brutal  violence. 
A  few  weeks  ago  Mr.  Sheldon  did  good  service  at  Willenhall. 
Driving  between  that  place  and  Walsall  he  came  upon  a 
desperado  felling  a  poor  pedlar  to  the  ground  with  a  hedge- 
stake  because  he  declined  to  surrender  whatever  he  might 
have  in  his  pockets.  Mr.  Sheldon  drove  his  horse  at  him, 
and  tamed  the  fellow's  attention  to  himself  so  saving  the  ' 
pedlar.  Driving  back  to  the  town  a  policeman  was  found, 
and  eventually  tiie  desperate  rascal  was  duly  sent  to  I6am 
more  caution  and  moderation,  if  not  an  altogether  better 
course  of  life,  in  gaol.  Happily  such  scenes  are  by  no  means  - 
common,  even  in  the  Black  Country.  It  can  be  truly  said 
that  a'stranger  may  generally  pass  not  only  alone  along  its 
highways,  bat  most  of  its  byeways  unmolested ;  and  where 
he  would  most  hesitate  to  go — along  narrow  paths  over 
pit  mounds,  among  black  faces — ^he  would  be  moat  safe. 
Neither  is  the  scene  witnessed  by  Mr.  Barrow,  solicitor, 
of  Wolverhampton,  at  Penn  Fields,  on  Sonday,  by  any 
means  common  in  that  town  and  neighbourhood.  He,  too, 
was  driving  along  the  main  road,  and  came  upon  a  crowd . 
surrounding  two  navvies,  stripped  and  fighting.  He  saw, 
too,  a  decent  pedestrian,  who  ventured  to  express  his  sense 
of  the  indecency  of  such  an  exhibition,  especially  on  the 
Sunday  afternoon,  knocked  down,  kicked,  and  his  clothes  ■ 
torn.  He  marked  the  ringleader  in  this  assault,  and  driving 
back,  found  a  policeman  for  him ;  and  he  was  on  Monday 
sent  to  gaol  for  a  month.  These  solicitors  have  done  the  - 
State  good  service  without  fee,  and  the  magistrates  have 
promptly  and  vigorously  seconded  their  endeavours  in 
behalf  of  peace,  order,  and  decency  by  decisively  sending 
the  rascals  to  gaol  without  paltering  with  them  about  fines, 
with  a  view  to  the  payment  of  "  expenses."  In  proportion 
as  the  careless  and  brutal  are  taught  that  the  public  peace 
ia  as  precious  as  private  property,  and  private  individuals  ■ 
are  as  ooncened  in  its  preservation,  it  will  become  intact.— 
Biimingham  Niwt. 
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PUBLIC  COMFAHIBS. 

OOTKBNMINT  FUNDS. 
Ill**  QootAIiov,  Sapt.  15, 1171. 
Uu  OfkM  UH  tftlu  attwa  tM<iiw<  traiuaeUi. 
AmmitieB,  April,  ')5 
Do.  (Bad  8e»  T.)  Aug.  I90> 
BxBUU.flOOO,  —  per  Ct.llp  a 
Ditto,  jeaoo.  Do  —  12  p  m 
Ditto,  £100  k  t»V>,  —  12  p  m 
Bank  of  Bngland  Stoek,  4)  per 

Ct.  (iMt  half-year)  146 
Ditto  for  Aoooant. 


s  par  Cant.  Conaola,  9H  .  , 

Ditto  for  Aoooant,  Oot.  4,  n\ 

3  par  Cent.  Rednoad  Bl| 

Hair  S  par  Oant.,»l} 

Do,  -•        "     ■     "^ 

Do. 

Do.     , 

Anniiitiaaa  Jan.  'SO — 


irapar  uani..  >ix 
.  llparCaDt.,Jaii.'94 
.21  par  Cant.,  Jan. '04 
.»  par  Cant.,  Jan. 'TS 


INDIAS  OOVBRNMENT  BKCITBITIBS. 


India  Stk.,  10|pCt.Apr.'74,20« 

Ditto  for  Aoconnt 

Ditto  »perCent.,Jalr,'aol» 

Ditto  for  Aoooant,— 

Ditto  4  per  Ceat.,  Oat.  'M  lOS) 

mtto,dftto,Cartilloataa,  — 

Ditto  Bnihoad  Ppr.,  4  per  Cant.9i 


Ind.Knr.Pr.,6  pCJan.'i*  100 
Ditto, 6i per  Cent.,l(ar,'7S  109^ 
Ditto  Debentarea,  per  Cent.. 

April,'64- 
Do. Do  ,i  perCent.,Aag.'7a  lOS 
Do.Bonda,  4perOt.,£loe0  20  ^m 
Ditto, ditto,ander<IOoe.  20  pm 


BAILWAT  BTOOK. 


Stock 
Stook 
Stock 
Stodi 
Stock 
Stock 
Stock 
Stock 
Stock 
Stock 
Stock 
Stock 
Slock 
Stock 
Stock 
Stock 
Stock 
Stock 
Stock 
Stock 
Stock 
Stock 
Stock 
Stock 


Railvayi. 


Briatoland  Bzeter 

Caledonian 

Olaagowand  South-western 

Qreat  Eaatern  Ordinary  Stook   

Do., Bast  Anglian  Stook,  Ho.S  .... 
Qreat  Northern   

Do.,  A  Stook*    

Qreat  Sonthern  and  Western  of  Ireland 

Qreat  Western— Original 

Lancashire  and  Yorkshire  

London,  Brighton,  and  Sontb  Coast. 

London, Chatham,  and  Dorer 

London  and  North.Westem 

London  and  Sonth- Western    

Uanoheetar,8holBsld,and  Lincoln 

Metropolitan 

MidUnd  

Do.,  Birmingham  and  Derby    

North  British    

North  London  , 

North  BtaBordiihlre 

Soath  Devon 

Sonth-Eastern  

fair  Vale 


Paid.  Closing  prices 


too 

100 
100 
100 
100 
100 
100 
100 
100 
100 
100 
100 
100 
100 
100 
100 
100 
100 
100 
100 
100 
IW 
100 
100 


101 

ll» 

117 

134 

ISS 

lOli 

107 

lU 

«> 

s^ 

112 

72} 

IM 
107 

SI 
121 

71 

«8 

m 

16* 


'  A  reoelTea  no  dlTldend  antll  6  per  cent,  has  been  palrt  <->  B. 


MOKST  MaSXIT  and  CiTT  iNTSLLIOrN'CR . 

There  have  .been  slight  yariatioBS  in  the  fands  daring  th«  | 
week,  but  firmness  hu,  on  the  whole,  been  the  characterif-  | 
tie.  Foreign  stocks  have  maintained  their  prices.  The  j 
railway  market  has  been  well  sostained.  After  the  last 
fortnightly  settlement  day  the  purchases  for  the  new  ac-  ' 
count  were  large,  and  a  general  rise  was  established  and  has 
been  well  supported.    Money  still  continues  abundant. 

Measn.  Chadwicks,  Adanuon,  Ciollier,  &  Co.  hare  issued 
the  prospectus  of  the  Earle's  Shipbnildinff  and  Engineering  \ 
Company  (Limited),  capital  £300,000,  m  6,000  shares  of  i 
dC60  each.  The  company  has  been  formed  for  the  pur.  | 
chasing  of  the  shipbuilding  and  engineering  works  of  : 
Messrs.  Earle,  of  Hull.  Mr.  E.  J.  Reed,  late  chief  con.  ! 
stmctor  of  the  navy,  has  consented  to  be  ohairmaa  of  the 
company.  , 

BIBTHS,  HABBIAUS.  AMD  DUTHS. 

BIRTHS. 

PiPBB— On  Sept.  10,  the  wife  of  J.  P.  Piper,  solicitor,  Bedford, 
of  a  daughter. 

UABRIAOES. 

Sandt— WoETHncoTOH— On  Sept  12,  at  St  George's  Cathe- 
dral, Sonthwark,  Thomas  Oninan  Sandy^solicitor,  Burnley, 
to  Jane,  eldest  daughter  of  Richard  Worthington,  Esq., 
Champion-park,  Benmark-hill,  Surrey. 

Watson — Hammond — On  Sept.  7,  at  St  SaTionr's  Church, 
Haverstock-hill,  London,  Charles  Henry  Watson,  Ksq.,  of 
Aylesbury,  solicitor,  to  Marianne,  eldest  daughter  of  Charles 
Henry  Hammond,  Esq.,  of  Upper  Park-road,  Haverstock-hill. 

Wbioht — Okd — On  Sept  12,  at  Bishopwearmouth,  at  the 
pnrish  church,  Charles  Wright,  of  Sunderland,  solicitor,  to 
Dorothy,  daughter  of  the  late  Thomas  Bell  Ord,  Esq.,  of 
Park  House,  Bishopwearmouth. 

YsATHAN — MoDoNooH— On  Sept.  12,  at  the  parish  church  of 
St.  Giles,  Camberwell,  John  Fym  Yeatman,  Esq.,  of  the 
Temple,  harrister-at-law,  to  Charlotte  Murray  Houghton, 
only  daughter  of  Allen  McDonogh,  Esq.,  of  Athgarvon-iodge, 
The  Curragh,  ooimty  Kildare. 


LOHDOV  OlJaSRB. 

VimUac-np  of  Joiat  StaA  OoaiMiM. 
FBn>AT,Sept.s,l87l. 
liuaTSD  mCaAacsn. 
Home  Asaoranee  AModatkm  (Limited).— Crediign  nniiMtr 
belbre  Oct  16,  to  nnd  their  namae  and  addri— ,  ind  itt  iwnr 
of  thetar  debts  or  claims  to  Saml  LoweU  Pilee,  Hflnrtaas.  n> 
day.  Not  16  at  2,  it  appointed.lbr  hearing  and  tttitaen^ir 
debts  and  claims. 

TnusiT,  Sept.  12, 1871. 
nnnoTSo  »  CnuKiar. 
Pen'tllt  Sarer   Lead  Mining    Oompaay.- Vice  Chsaoiloi  Han 
acting  for  the  Matter  of  the  Bella,  has,  by  an  otto  toilktl 
appointeil  Jas  Wm  Thonias,  1,  Gbcoa-pl,  Pliiibar),  M  h*t 
llqaidaior. 

OoouTT  PAUtmn  or  Tifciint. 
TnaDAT,  Sept.  12, 1171. 
Tawd  Vale  Oollisfy  Company  (Limited).— Petitkn  br  «iidk|  a.|r- 
seated  Sept  6,  directed  tobeheardbefawttuVtanmislatb 
Chancery  Office,  Uankdpal-bMgi,  Dale-st,  Lpool,  oa  hfl  IL  la 
h  Quaes,  \jfixA,  loUcitacs  fiir  the  petltionen. 

FriOBdIy  Soeistias  UaolTCd. 
PaisAT,  Sapt.  S.  IB71. 
Female  Friendly  Society,  Ot  Torrington,  Deroo.   S«ft> 
Looking  Glass  OperatiTas  Friendly  Sodacy,  HaiqA  Onnj!i 
Cnrtain-rd,  Shoredileb.    Sept  4 

TtTsauT,  Sept  IS.  1871. 
Frodsbam    Female  Friendly    Society,  Malloaal   ScM,  tetm 
Cbeetalre.    Sept  8 

Orsditors  andir  XitatM  ia  CbSMtrr. 
Lai  Df  o/  PrtQf. 

FUD4T,  Sept  8,  1871.  ^ 

Darrens,  Esther,  Boae  Cottage,  Old  Ford.    Oct  I*.   UUttitsm 
V.C.MaUnt.    Donne.  Prinoe*-«t,  SpitaMeMs 

Creditors  oadnr  92  U  M  HA  esf .  U 

Ual  Dof  0/  CMm. 
FaisiT,  Sapt  S,  1871. 
Ashbrook,  Hy  Viacoont  Darroir,  Kilkenny,  Itdaai.  Oct  »■  ta> 

ft  Co,  Bedford-row 
Chrimes,  Hannah,  Uanch,  Widow.    Dee  4.    WUIakar,  lioa^ 

Strand  ,. ,  _ 

CoekL  Jas,  Mayfleld-pl,  Kensington,  Poulterer.   OctS.  ZKaiLW 

PbiUlmore-pl  _    ,  w.» 

Coaiham,  Geo,  Thombary,  Ok>acestcr,    Teooaa.   IW  L  rs  • 

InsUp,  Bristol  .     ._»•- 

DaTy,    Robt,   Bingwood,   Hants,   Oent     Oct   It.    OVT*-'* 

lUngwood  .    .   ,^ 

Holland,  Wm,  OrinshlU,  Salop,  Stone  UerchaaL    Del  1  ^^ 

Wem  .^.^ 

Kidd,  Jas  Pittick,  Lpool,  Merchant.    Snt  20.    Hdgb  t  A,  IjM, 
Pume,  Rlchd    Boorke,  Clifton,  Briatd.  Oat    Bw  »■  >*^ 

Bristol  ,  ,^ 

Perfect.  Otroline,  Xitanan-st,  Bcdfocd-nnr,  Widow.  Oct  1.  M 

Cbeapaide  , 

Plaies,  John,  Lcnton,  Nottiogham.  Nor  6.  B««w«ar,3ti*^ 
Prestige,  John,  Su>ne  Boose  VUlai.  Lewiaham-UcbHrt, at-  f 

BUleary  t  Tunitall,  Fencbarch-bldga  ^ 

Tbnrsby,  Spencer  Geo  Aagnatns,  Leamington  Prion,  «■*>>•  a 

Nor  1.    Field,  Leamington  Prion  ' 

Toaapar,  Sept  12,1871.  „    „ 

Biker,  Jai   Swayne,    Cork,    Ireland,    Captain.     Sefi  IL  M 

CleTcland-eo  .«.,^ 

Barker,  Jowph, Bramley.  Leads,  Oent.  Dao  I.  B«tOj,la 
Blenkinaon.John,  Newcastle-opon-Tyns,  Lhwned TMauK  > 

Joel,  Newcastle  npon-Tyne  .^.__  t^ 

Browning,  Edwd,  Balmer,  Essex,  Farmer.  Oot  10.  Mwam^ 
Bvron,  John,  Bomcastla,  Linooln,  Oent.  Oct  2*.  Soiiita,tt<J 
ClUton,  John  BUI,  WhitUngton,  Woroaatar,  E^.    Xtr  I.  B*' 

Clarke,  Worcester  ,^.  ^ 

Fasanidge,  Jaa.  sen,  HilUngdoo  End,  MldJleeeT,  BoSdar.  Stfi  a  M 

Uxbr%e 
Gblswcrtfiy,  Jaa,  Exeter,  Gent    Nor  I.    Head, 
Graham,  John,  Ida-hlll,  nr  Sereaooka,  Kant.  N( 

ferstan,  Ironmongar-jane  ^^ 

Graham,  John,  Askrigg,  York,  Innkeeper.    Msr  L.    wla,  M 
Hague,  Saml,  Newton  Heath,  Maneh.   llcaasad  Tktali*- 

Bookley,  Oldham  .nm 

Hemming,  John,  Lowetmoor,  Woroeatsr.    Sept  38-  lOK**^ 

Worcester 
Heycock,   Bot  Chaa,    Pytehley   Honsa,  nr  R  utrlag, 

Oct  I.    Latham  A  Faddlaon,  Nalton  Mowto^:  ,^ 

Ibbenon,   By,   Chatteris,   Cambridge,    Fsfnc.     K'or  O,   IW 

Somenham  ^ ^  , 

Haidment  Joaeph,  Ohriip-it,  East  ladla-rd,  Lkaasi*  tkaaoft  • 

23.    Mason,  Ktng-st,  CheapeMe  -^trtM 

Mason,  OliTor,  Ot  Malrem,  Worcester,  £a).    NarL  Bj«»<^ 

Worcester  m 

Hay,  Sarah,  East  Bargholt,  Spflolk.  Splaatar.   XerlL  (VW 

Bergholt  _    , 

Mlddleton.  Thos,  Loman-et,  Soathwark,  Eoglasar.  am  t 

King  WlUiam-at 
Mllbam.  Ralph,  Span  Bank,  nr  WInlatoa,  Dnibaa, 

Neweastla-npoB-Tyne  „  .«„  i  mj 

Rowling,  Siunl,  Beadingley,  Leeds,  Gent    Sort   lDd««a«— i 

Leeds  ,^   gai 

Thnnby,  John  Harny,  Leamington  Priors,  Winoct,  m   " 

Field,  Leamington  Prima  . 

Ward,    Loey,   Salfotd,  iMicacbire.  InnkasfW.     OS  "' 

Aahton-nndar-^Fne  _      _ 

Wiseman,  Bdwd  Thos  Carder,  Maiks-gale,  nr  Baafcd,  na«. 

Oct  8.    Geanataat New  Bioad-at  „__.   -„' 

Wright,   Edwd  Wm  Caiille,  Waipola^l,  C**is.  Ci«"«-  "" 

Lane,  Easex-et,  Strand 
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fiankmpti. 

FBiDiT,  Sept.  8,  1871. 
Under  the  Bankruptcy  Act,  1869. 
^nditora  muit  forward  their  proofi  of  debts  to  the  Registrar. 
To  SnrrenOer  in  London. 

lock,  John,  Sontli  Molton-9t,  Oiford-st,  Gnn  Manufacturer.     Pet 

Et6.   Morray.    Oct  Oat  11 
ehn.Hy  Elein-rd,  Kottlng-hill,  Professor  of  Masio.     Pet  Sent  5. 
HiiK-Rice.    Oct  6  at  11.30 

lott,  J.  W.,  Water-lane,  Gt  Tower-«t,  Paper  Merchant .  Pet  Sept  6 
Btar.    Oct  4  at  1 

To  Surrender  in  the  Countrr. 

,Ju,  Kln(?stoD-npon-HulI,  Tobaoconiat.     Pet  Sept  4.     Phillipj 

»(pton-npon-Hnll,  Sept  20  at  1 1 

I  John,  Siockton-on-Tees.  Durham,  Publican.    Pet  Sept  5.    CrabT 

ICkton-on-Tees,  Sept  21  at  3 

We,  Andrew, Lpool,  Bookkeeper.     Pet  Sept  5.      Watson.     LdooI 

^36  at  12 

pd,  John.  Sedlescomb,  Sussex,  Innkeeper.     Pet  Sept  4.    Younir 

Millgs,  Sept  23  at  12  *^  "■ 

L  Geo  Proctor,  &  Jas  Howard  Soholes,  Manch,  Raberdaabers.    Pet 

i6.    Kay.    .Manch,  Sept  28  at  9.30 

|I,  Jesse,  Birm,  Licensed  Victoallor.    Pet  Sept  4.   Butcher.    Birm 

•  II  at  II 

Hum,  Chas  St  Barbe,  Brushford,  Somerset,  Clerk  in  Holy  Orders 

I  Sept  6.    Daw.    Exeter,  Sept  25  at  I  i 

Hr,  Jas,  Staple-bill,  Gloucester,  Builder.     Pet  Sept  2.      Harlev 

Hd.Sept  22at  12 

|, Geo,  Lpool,  Comm  Merchant.     Pet  Sept  5.     Watson.      Lpool, 

Ittst  11 

r  Tdisdat,  Sept.  12,  1871. 

Under  the  Bankruptcy  Act,  1869. 

ftwlltors  must  forward  their  proofs  of  debts  to  the  Reglatrar, 

To  Surrender  in  London 
D.Jas,  Adam-st,  Adelphi,  Cattle  Salesman.  Pet  Sept  6.  Murrav 
Oatll  ' 


Pet  Aug  16.  Hazlitt. 
Spring-Rice. 
Pet  Sept  6. 
Spring-Rice. 
Builder.      Pet  Sept  6. 


Dck,  Richd  A.,  Stanlcy-st,  Pimlico,  Gent, 
lat  11.30 

.Edmund  John,  Briiton-hiX  Artist.  Pet  Sept  .5, 
19  at  12 

Stephen,  Finchley  New-rd,  Licensed  Victualler. 
■7.    OctlOatli30 
li^,  ComwBlI-rd,  Westbonme-pk.     Pet  Sept  5. 

Geo  Fossell,  Princes-st,  Leicester-st, 
».    Sept  2;  at  1 

To  Surrender  In  the  Country. 

IhoB,  Amcotts,   Lincoln,  Potato  Dealer.    Pet  Sept  7.    Wake 
«U,  Sept  22  at  I 

,  Chas  Page.  Portsea,  Uants,  Potter.      Pet  Aug  9.      Howard 
taonth.  Sept23  at  12 

Joseph,  Blackburn,  Lancashire,  Draper.    Pet  Sept  6.    Bolton. 
*om.  Sept  25  at  1 

Klles,  Little  Bolton,  Lancashire,  Builder.    Pet  Sept  7.    Holden. 
P,  Sept  27  at  10 

U,  Edwd.  Bruntoliffe,  nr  Morley,  York,  Woollen  Manufacturer. 
>pt7.    Nelson.    Dewsbury,  Sept  28  at  3 

B,  Jas  Elliott,  Rotherham,  York,  Butcher.    Pet  Sept  6.     Wake 
>U,  Sept  2!  at  I 

rs,  Edwin  Elligtt,  Chrlstow,  Devon,  Butcher.    Pet  Sept  8.  Daw 
r,  Sept  25  at  12 

ijw,  Geo  Uy,  Noitingbam,  Packing  Case  Maker. 
Nottingham,  Sept  26  at  12 


Pet  Sept  7. 


BANKRUPTCIES  ANNULLED. 
Kbidat,  Sept.  8,  1871. 
iMortimor  Bache,  Bala,  Sferioneth,  House  Agent.    Aug  31 
Barid,  Tredegar,  Monmouth,  Grocer.    Sept  5 
kht,  Fredk,  Lpool,  Boiler  Maker.    Sept  4 

Liquidation  by  Arrangement. 

FIRST  MEETINGS  OF  CREDITORS. 
FaiDir,  Sept.  8,  1871. 
Cbas.  Sheffield,  Cabinet  Maker.    Sept  18  at  1,  at  offices  of  John- 
*rf6lk-row,  Sheffield 

ohn,  Broadway,  South  Hackney,  Bootmaker.  Sept  25  at  13,  at 
of  Nicholson,  Oresham-at 

B,  Walter.  St  George's-rd,  Peckham,  Grocer.  Sept  25  at  3,  at 
oftzard  &  Betis,  Eastcheap.  Brighten,  Bishopsgate-st  Withont 
h  Philip.  Blackburn,  Lancashire,  Draper.  Sept  22  at  II,  at  office 
tflfre,  Clayton-st,  Blackburn 

r,WD),  Newton-heath,  Lancashire,  Shoemaker.  Sept  22  at  3, 
ea  ot  Warburton,  Princess-st,  Manch 

»bn,  Spennjmoor,  Durham,  Leather  Cutter.  Sept  21  at  11,  at 
If  Proctor,  Silrer-st,  Durham 

fredk,  Harrow,  Plumber.  Sept  21  at  3,  at  12,  Hatton- garden. 
Hy-pl 

OS  Grain  Twlght,  Woodbridge,  Suffolk,  Hatter.  Sept  22  at 
lie  Guildhall  Coffee  house.    Brooke 

U,  Flamstead,  Herts,  Grocer.  Sept  27  at  2,  at  office  of  Bailey, 
It,  Lnton 

gb,  John,  Manch.  Boot  Dealer.  Sept  22  at  3,  at  oCBces  of 
nt,  Victoria -St,  Manch 

leo,  &  Walter  Jackson,  Wood-st,  Cheapside,  Merchants.  Sept 
,_at  33,  Cintter-Iane 

"oseph,  Manch,  Dealer  in  China.     Sept  23  at  11,  at  offices  of 
Brown-st,  Manch 

Iwd  Chas,  Lpool,  Milliner.    Sept  27  at  3,  at  offices  of  Etty, 
Lpool 

G«>,  Landport,  Hants,  Coach  Builder.  Sept  18  at  4,  at  office 
I  Dnion-st,  Portsea 

.  Joseph,  Fenton.  Stoke-upon-Trent,  Stafford,  Collier.  Sept  19 
Ithe  Onpeland  Arras  Hotel,  Stoke-upon-Trcnt.  Welch,  Longton 
I'm  Jas,  CaledoDlan.rd,  Cheesemonger.  Sept  25  at  2,  at  offices 
Wau,  Coleman-st 


Comper,  Albert,  West  Chiltington,  Sussex,  Tea  Dealer.    Sept  22  at  I  30. 

at  the  Anchor  Hotel,  Horsham.    Mant,  Storrington 
Cooper,  Joseph,  Bolton,  Lancashire,  Coach  Builder.    Oct  3  at  2,  at  office- 

of  Hyley,  Mawdsley-st.  Bolton 
Davies,  Geo,  Prescot,  nr  Lpool,  Nurseryman.     Sept  27  at  2,  at  offices  of 

Tyrer  &  Co,  North  John-st,  Lpool 
Dnfty,  Joseph,  Lea  Farm,  Kidderminster,  Worcester,  Firmer.    Sept  21 

at  4,  at  the  Lion  Hotel,  Kidderminster.    Crowther,  Kidderminster 
Dnke,  Wm,  Farnham.  Surrey,  Builder.      Sept  25  at   2,  at  tile    Auctio 

Mart,  Tokf-'nhouse-yd 
Earl,  John,  Willesbornugh,  Kent,  Carrier.     Sept  18  at  12,  at  offices  of 

of  Furley  &  Co.  Ashford 
Forrester,  Joseph,  Uanley,  Stafford,  Butty  Collier.      Sept  19  at  11,  at 

offices  of  Tennant,  Hanley 
Furlong.  John,  Blackburn,  Lanoashire,  Tailor.     Sept  22  at  2,  at  offices 

of  RadcIifTe,  Clayton-st,  Blackburn 
Glover,  Josiah,  Wolverhampton,  Stafford,  Toy  Dealer.    Sept  16  at  10  at 

offices  of  Stratton.  Queen-sl.  Wolverhampton  ' 

GoldsbrouBh,  Hy,  Stoaesley,  York,  out  of  business.     Sept  22  at  II,  ar 

offices  of  Fawoett  4  Co.  Fihkle-st,  Stockton-on-Tees 
Gore,  Fredk,  Abingdon,  Berks.  Draper.    Sept  20  at  2,  at  offices  of  Halsa- 

Jt  Co,  Cheapside 
Hcnderwn,  Ilobt  Faiilds,  Eastbourne,  Sussex,  Gent.     Sept  21  at  2.  at  the 

Crown  Hotel,  Lewes.     Barrow,  Victoria-chambers,  Man.iioii-houae 
Highley,  Saml,   Gt   Portland-st.  Optician.      Sept    19  at  2,   at  office  of 

Dubois,  Gresham-bldgs,  Basinghall- st.    Maynard.  Clifford's-inn 
Hill,  Wm,   Silverdale,   Stafford,  Plumber.      Sept  26   at  2,   at  office  of 

Sherratt,  Kid.sgrove 
Horrocks,  Thos.  Bolton,  Clerk.    Sept  20  at  11,  st  house  of  Wardle,  One 

Horse-shoe,  Manor-st,    Bolton 
Horton.  Jas  Hy,  Bath,  Somerset,  Upholsterer.     Sept  25  at  I, at  offlces. 

of  Wilton.  Balb 
Ingram,  Alf,  Taunton,  Somerset,  Engineer.      Sept  19  at  12,  at  offices  of 

Trenchard,  Upper  High-sl.Taunton 
Johnson,  Joseph,  &  Wm  Johnson.  Laneham,  Notts,   Millers.    Sept    2  I 

at  11,  at  offices  of  Page,  Jun,  Silver-st,  Lincoln 
Jones,  Thos,  Swansea,  Glamorgan,  Butcher.     Sept  IB  at  4,  at  office  of 

Morris,  Rutland-st,  Swansea 
Jones,  Wm  Hy,  Brook-st,  Grosvenor-sq,  Doctor.     Dot  3  at  2,  at  office- 

of  Lane,  Essex-st,  Strand 
Kidd,  Jonathan  Brooker,  Landport,  Hants,  Fruiterer.      Sept  16  at  3,  at 

offices  of  King,  Uoion-st.  Portsea 
Kidd.Robt,  Famworth,  nr   Warrington,  Lancashire,  Brewer.    Sept2S 

at  3,  at  offices  of  Etiy.  Lord-st,  Lpool 
Le  Couteur,  John,  Newport,  Monmouth,  Provision  Merchant.    Sept  28- 

at  II,  at  office  of  Calhcart,  BridRe-st.  Baneswell,  Newport 
Lonergan,  Wm,  Uodsack.  Notts,  Commercial  Traveller.    Sept  30  at  12 

at  offices  of  Tatteshall,  Queen-st,  Sheffield 
Hanger,  Robt,  &  Georse  Manger.  Deckenham,  Kent,  Drapers.     Sept  2-^ 
at  3,  at  offices  of  Foreman  &  Cooper,  Gresbam-st.  Mason,  Gresham-st 
Marsland,  John,  Stockport,  Cheshire,  out  of  business.    Sept  20  at  3,  at 

office  of  Johnston,  Vernon-st,  Stookport 
Marshall,  Robt,    Derby.  Draper.     Sept    21     at    2,    at  offices  of  NeiU, 

Paradise-sq,  Sheffield.    Binney  &  Son,  Sheffield 
McCormick,  Jas,  Stratford-upon-A  von,  Warwick,  Draper.    Sept  23  at 
2,    at   the   Golden    Lion    Hotel,   Stratford-upon-Avon.      Warden, 
Stratford-opon-Avon 
Middlewood,  Geo,  Ardwick,  nr  Manch,  Builder.    Sept  28  at  3,  at  offleee- 

of  Kearsley,  Brazennose-st,  Manch 
Nicholson,  Joseph  Metcalfe,  Leeds,  Doctor.    Sept  20  at  2, at  office  of 

Simpson,  Albion-st,  Leeds 
Nurse,  Wm,  Cwmbwais,  nr  Swansea,  Glamorgan,  Beerhouse  Keeper. 

Sept  18  at  I,  at  office  of  Morris,  Rutland-st,  Swansea 
Scowby,  Joseph,   Hahfax,  York,  Basket  Mannfkcturer.    Sept21atll, 

at  office  o>  Storey,  Cheapside,  Halifax 
Simmons,  Abraham,  Tavistock-mews.  Tavistock -sq,   out  of  business. 

Sept  22  at  10,  at  offices  of  Dobson,  Quality-ct,  Chancery-lane 
Stevens,  Wm  Saml,  Temple  Cowley,  Oxford,  Farmer.     Sept  26 at  II, 

at  offices  of  Mallam,  Higli-!t.  Oxford 
Tanner,  Thos,  Bicester,  Oxford,  Grocer.    SeptlS  at  12,  at  tbeClarendOD 

Hotel,  Oxford.     Pellatt,  Banbury 
Tapley,  Thos,    Gibson-st,  Waterloord,  Carpenter.       Sept  18  at  3,  at 

offices  of  Ody,  Trinity-st,  Newington 
Taylor,  Wm  Thaokrah,  Leeds,  out  of  business.    Sept  19  at  1,  at  the 

Railway  Tavern,  Kingstonst,  Klngston.npon-Hull.    PuUan 
Terry,  Wm,  i  .lohn  Edwd   Terry,  Fuversham,  Kent,  Coach   Builders. 
Sept  10  at  I ,  at  the  Guildhall  Coffee-bouae,  King-st,  Cheapside.    Gib- 
son, Sittingbonrne 
Thorrold,  Jas,  Milton  next-Gnive.<;eDd,  Kent,  Comm  Agent.     Sept  28  at 

3,  at  office  ol  Shearman,  Little  Tower-at 
TurkiLgton,  Hy,  &  Chas  Turkington,  Wolverhampton,  StafTotd,  Onion 
Salesmen.     Sept  21  at  12,  at  offices  of  DaUow,  Qneen-sq,  Wolver- 
hampton 
Wackeman,  Lewis,  Birm.  Wholesale  Jeweller.     Sept  20  at  10,  at  office 

of  Eaden,  Bennett's-hill,  Birm 
Wakelin,  John,  Flaxman-st,  Brixton,  Commercial  Traveller.  Sept  26  at 

II,  at  office  of  Spsrham,  St  Benet's-pl,  Oraoeohurch-st 
Whiteraan,  Wm,  Taunton.  Somerset,  Hutler.      Sept  20  at  II,  at  offices 

of  Trenchard,  Upper  Qigh-st,  Taunton 
Whittaker,  Chas,  High-sl,  Croydon.  Grocer.     Sept  18  at  3,  at  offices  of 

Please  &  Son,  Old  Jewry -chambers 
Wilde,  Saml,  sen,  Hauahton,  nr  Manch,  out  of  businesa.      Sept  21  at  3, 

at  office  of  Crowther,  liath  chambers,  York-st,  Manch 
Wolitenholme ,  J   s.  Reddish,  Lancashire,  Dre»ser  to  Mills.      Sept  19  at 
2,  at  offices  of  Reddish  h.  Luke,  Gt  Underbank,  Stockport 
TDEnDAr,  8ept.  12,  18J1. 
Barton,  Benj  Thos,  Blackburn,  Lancashire,  Letler  Press  Printer.    Sept 

26  at  3,  at  the    White  Bull  Hotel,  Blackburn.    Olongh  k  Folding, 
Blackburn 

Birchall,  John,  Manch,  Cabinet  Maker.    Sept  25  at  S,  at  office  of  Leigh,. 

Brown-st,  Manch 
Baker,  Knock,  Dudley,  Worcester,  Fruiterer.    Sept  26  at  11,  at  office  of 

Stokes,  Priory-st,  Dudley 
Barnes,  Thos,  Middlesborongh.  York,  Licensed  Victualler.     Sept  22  at 

I,  at  office  orGarbutt,Collingwuod-st,  Newcastle-upon-Tyne 
Barnett,Slmon,Excliaiine-bldg8,  Cutler-st,  Houndsditch,  Tailor.     Sept 

27  at  4,  at  the  Cutlers'  Arms,  Cutler-»t,    Uouudaditob.    Bamett,  Ex- 
ctaange-bldgs,  Cutler-st,  Uoundsditch 
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Buntt,  0«o,  Bhonw  Ridcmj,  Kant,  oat  of  bosiiMH.    Sept  M  at  11,  tt 

ofBce  of  Bitjmrd,  Boctaaita  r 
Boodi,  Edwd,  fc  Ju  Whltehaad,  Hervoo4,  Lueuhln,  Cotton  Mtao- 

(tctarera.    Sept  36  at  *,  at  offices  of  Sale  ft  Co,  Bootli-el,  Huich 
Bflggs,  H]r^7>  Cambridge,  Bateber.    Sept  U  at  1,  at  tbe  Uunb  Hotel, 

Broolu,  Joaeph  Peel,  NotHnRtaam,  Draper.     Oct  1  at  II,  atoflleeof 

Heato.  St  Feter'i  Chiireb>walk,  NotttORham 
BrTer,  Ttaoa,  King  WOUam-et,  Unen  Draper.    Sept  M  at  a,  at  tb*  Goild- 

ball  CoOwboaae,  Grertaain-it.  Reed  k  Co,  Qrettaam-at 
Carteiileld,  Wm,  Deal,  K»t,  Sehoolinaater.     Sept  *7  at  8,  at  tbe  Boyal 

Hotel,  Bea^-at,  Deal.    Hener  &  Edwarda 
Cloogb,  Wm,  Leeda,  Tork,  Orocer.     Sept »  at  4,  at  cffleea  of  Booth  k 

Co,  Eaat-parade,  Leeda 
Cole.  Robt,  Nevport,  lale  of  Wight,  Aootknaer.    S«pt  K  at  It,  atoffleaa 

of  Sola  &  Co,  Aldennanburr 
Cole,  SamI,  Brightliiigaaa,  Enex,  Draper.     Oct  4  at  IS,  at  ofBcea  of 

Smart  k  Co,  CbeapaUe.    Fh  ilbrick  ft  Son,  OolebMter 
Cooper,  Jaa,  Sankar.  ar  WarrlngtoD,  LaocaahIre,  Contractor.    Sept  tT 

at  11,  iX  oOee  of  Moore,  Bank-st,  Wanington 
Cottle,  Waa  Hy,  Bed  LIOD-at,  Holbom,  Wine  Merchant.    Sept  la  at  I, 

at  offlcea  of  Bath  ft  Oo,  King  WilUam-at 
Crcaaleir,  Abraham,  Roohdala,  I«ncaabtra,  Woditaplar.     Sept  17  at  8, 

at  office  of  Addleahaw,  King-at,  llaneh 
Onrtla,  Walter,  Weatbarr,  Wiltt,  Oncer.     Sept  M  at  11,  St  the  Oavg* 

Hotel,  Itowbrldge.    PaTne,  Frome 
Dixon,  Joaeph,  Bory,  Lancaihire,  Baker.     Sept  17  at  1,  at  oOcea  of 

Onindy  fc  Oo,  Union-at,  Bary 
Eldridge.  Wm  Benj,  Maidatone.  Kent,  ont  of  bmlseaa.     Sept  11  at  11, 

at  offlcea  of  King  »  Co,  MiU-at,  Maidatone 
Ejeia,  Ihot,  Blchmond-rd,  Weat  Brompton,  Plnmber.     Sept  18  at  3,  at 

office  ofluraball,  Lioeoln'a-inn-flelda 
Field,  Wm,  Dnnatable,  Bedford,  Oiooer.     Sept  19  at  1,  at  the  Magis- 
trates' Clerk's  Office,  Blgb-st,  North  Dnnatable.     MlddMnn,  Onit- 

stable 
Firtb,  Edwin,  Elland,  Tork,  Coal  Dealer.     Sept  18  st  II,  at  ofllees  of 

Norria  ft  Foster,  Cn>aaler>at,  Halifax 
Gilbert,  SamI  Barr)r,  Orampoond-rd,  Cornwall,  Hotel  Keeper.    Sept  17 

at  11, at  offlcea  of  Carl  job  ft  Panll,Qna7-at,Traro 
Glaue,  Josiah  Edwd,  Rnflbrd's-row,  Upper-st,  Islington,  Oaa  Fitter. 

Sept  11  at  11.  at  offlcea  of  Cbidlay,  Old  Jewry 
Gray.  Andrew,  Briatol,  Milliner.     Sept  Mat  II,  at  offlcea  of  Barnard  ft 

Co.Lothbnry.    Wild  ft  Co,  Ironmonger-lane 
HallUey,  Jane,  Tork.  Bootmaker.     Sept  16  at  II,  at  offlcea  oi  Hann  fc 

Son,  New-tti  Tork 
Barmswotth,  Wm,  Ryde,  lale  of  Wight,  Printer.    Sept  16  at  8,  st  offlcea 


WhMe,  Chaa,  Wakefleld.  Tork,  Grocer.  Sept  >1  at,  II  st  oScsiiii 
Watawrigbt  ft  Co ,  Wakefleld  ' 

Wnilanu, John,  Newtom,  Menisomery,  Carpealer.  itptituUit 
offlcea  of  Jonea,  Serem-eq.  Newtown 

Wilson,  Fredk  Andrew  Brown,  Gt  Peroy-at,  ClerkeawaU,!naa  Mocknt. 
Sept  18  at  3,  at  offlce  of  Downing,  BaalnghaU-Bt 


Sept  16  at  8,  at  offlcea  of 
Sept  IS  at  II,  at 


M^ 


of  Sole  ft  Co,  Aldermanbory 
Hsnghton.  Peter  Thos,  Maoch,  Merchant 

Hardy,  St  James'a-aq,  Hsneb 
HswUna,  Chaa  HInka,  Birm,  Commerelal  TtsTallar. 

offlcea  of  Richardson,  Temple-  row  West,  Birm 
Hoare,  Frank,  Brlotol,  Bnuh  MannfSctorer.     Ootlst  I,  at  offlcesof 

W  otton  ft  Co,  White  Lion-bldga,  Broad-st,  Bristol.    Brown  ft  Fesiaoa, 

Briatol 
Homer,  SamI.  Sontbsea,  Hants,  Schoobnaater.     Sept  list  8,  at  offlcea 

of  King,  Union-tt.Portaea 
Hnghea.  Thoa,  Littleworth.  Stafford,  Boilder.    Oct  8  at  1,  stthe  Angle- 

aey  Ama  Hotel,  Hednesford.    Xorgan,  Stafford 
Jeakin,  John  Caroe,  Falmootb,  Cornwall,   Bnllder,     Sept  18  at  II,  at 

offlcea  of  Carlyon  ft  Panll,  Qnayst,  Tmro 
Jolley,  Jas,  Rnncom,  Chester,  Tin-plate  Worker.     Sept  11  at  1,  at  tbe 

County  Conn-cfflcei,  Bank-at.  Warrington.    Wood 
J  ones.  Geo,  GIssbniy,  Hadnor.Wool  Dealer.     Sept  ISatl,  at  the  Old 

Harp-inn,  Widemarah-st.HereftMd.    Page,  Hay 
Jones,  John  Tbeophilus,  Chester,  Woollen  Draper.     Oct  S  at  I,  at  offlce 

of  Bridsman  ft  Co,  Weatmlnster-bldga,  Kewgate-st,  Cheater 
Kilbnm,  Wm,  EarUtaeaton,  Tork,  Blanket  Mannfactmer.    Sept  18  at  8, 

atofBceof  Spirett,  Bast-parade,  Leeds 
Lawrence,  Ber  Robt  French,  Chalgrore,  Oxford,  Vioar.     Sept  17  at  II, 

at  tbe  Lamb  Hotel,  Wallin«;ford.     DIgby  fc  Sons,  Liocoln's-taw-flelda 
Leapmso,  SamI,  Brighton.  Sassex,  Jeweller.     OotSatU,  at  offlcea  o( 

Smith  fc  Co,  Bread-st,  Cheapslde,    Lamb,  Brighton 
Looney,  Jas,  Lpool,  Printer.    Sept  16  at  1,  at  offlcea  of  Bellringer, North 

Jobn.4t,  LpoOl 
Marshall,  John,  fc  Peter  Lloyd  Erans,    Unlme,  Mancb,  Licensed  Beer 

Batailera.     Sept  28,  at    II,    at  offlcea  of  Duckworth,  Brown-at, 

Mancb 
McAdam,  Edwd  Adam,  Leicester,  Orocer.     Sept  16  at  II,  at  office  of 

OwstoD,  Friar-lane,  Leioester 
Mitchell,  Geo  Jas,  Exeter,  Builder.   Sept'iS  at  II,  st  offlcesof  Gampkm, 

Bedford -etrons 
Mltctaell,  Wm,  Brighonse,  nr  HalUkx,  Tork,  Tar  Distiller.    Sept  IS  at  8, 

at  offloes  of  Learoyd  fc  Learoyd,  Baxon-rd,  H  ndderafleld 
Pepper,  John,  Birm,  Fmiterer.    Sept  80  at  11 ,  at  offloe  of  Allen,  Unton- 

psssage,  Birm 
Perciral,  Harry  Thomdyke,  Newohorch,  lAneashirs,  Architect.    Sept 

29  at  3,  st  tbe  Royal  Hotel,  Waterfoot,  nr  Newoharcb.    Omndy  ft 

Coolson.  Mancb 
FhllUps,  Wm,  Lower  Thaffles-«t, Goal  fc  Iron  MSrobant.    Sept  11  st  1, 

at  offices  of  LInklater  ft  Co,  Walbrook 
rrrctor,  Geo  Dudley,  Worcester,  Publican.    Sept  16  st  II,  at  offloe  of 

Traru,  Lower  Chorch-lane,  Tipton 
Ivandell ,  Caleb,  TedatoneHle-la-Mere,  Herefbrd,  Dairyman.    Sept  18  st 

1 1 ,  at  offlce  of  Rea,  Foregate-at,  Worceater 
BicltardB,  Geo  Uy,  Manor-rd,  Walworth,  Aoeonntant.    Sept  11  at  1,  st 

offloes  of  Cbldlpy,  Old  Jewn 
Bussell,  Wm,  Uean,  Malta,  Draper.    Sept  IS  at  11,  at   offlce  of  Belk, 

UlKh-paTement,  Nottingham 
Smith,  Ctaas  Hy,  Lpool,  ont  of  business.    Sept  17  at  8,  at  offloes  of 

Cobb  fc  SowtOD   Dale-st,  Lpool 
Bmith,  Wm,  Jun,  Bisbopweannouth,  Dnrham,  Whitesmith.    Sept  17  st 

I,  at  offlcea  of  Barker,  Earl  Croes-st,  Bisbopwearmonih 
Summers,  Fredk  Wm,  Swindon,  Wllta.  Clothier.  Sept  21  at  II,  st  offlcea 

of  Henderaon  ft  Salmon,  Broad-st,  Braitol 
Toole.  Wm  Jaa,  Leeds,  Hair  Dresaer.    Sept  18  at  8,  at  offlce  of  Bnrrell  ft 

Fickard,  Alblon-st,  Leeda 
Wheeler,  Wm  Hy,Maneh,  Sugar  Merchant.    Sept  M  at  8,  at  offlcas  of 

Addleshaw,  King-at,  Manch 


o 


ILNER'S  STEONG  HOLDFAST  vA  TIBE. 

RESISTINO  SAFES,  Srsom  Book  Dooas.te.,  with  «ik( 

recent  tanprOTementt.  Price  Uste,  Drawings,  sod  THhsaiUitat 
ttr  poet— Urarpool,  Mancbeater,  Sheffleld,  and  4)s,  lloocitls«KL 
Olty.  Londoii. ^ 

1?INE  FLAVOURED  STRONG  BEEP  TEia 

P      about  lid.  a  pint.    ASK  FOB  UEBIG  CQMFANTS  niUCI 
of  Meat,  reqnlring  Baron  Liebig  tbe  luTsntor's  Sigaatin  ■  in; 
Jar,  being  the  only  guarantee  of  gennineneaa. 
Excellent  eoonomieal  stock  for  aonpa,  asooaa,  fte. 

SLEB'S  CRYSTAL  GLASS  CBLANDELIEBS. 

Tablx  oLAaa  or  all  nana, 
CHANDELIERS  IN  BRONZE  Am)  ORHOW. 
Moderator  Lsmpe,  end  Lsmps  fbr  India. 
LONDON-aiow  Booma,  48,  OXFCUtO-STREET,  W. 
BIRMINGHAM— Manutwtory  snd  Shew  Boons,  Bnsd-*«it 

STRINGENT    LOZENGES    OF   THE  RED 

GCM  OF  AUSTRALIA.— For  Belsxsd  Throat,  la  BsMauH 

MURIATE  OF  AMMONIA  LOZENGES.  ^^ 

In  Bottlea,  la.    Useful   fbr  Bronchitis,  by  loosening  the  yttea  i-J 

prerenting  Tiolent  llta  of  ooogfalng. 

P.  ft  P.  W.  SQDIBE, 

Chemiata  on  the  EatabUsbnent  hi  Ordinary  to 

THE  QOEBN. 

(Gaietted  August  Sth,  1837— December  81st,  IWT.) 

177,  OXFORD  STREET.  LONDON. 

"They  come  aa  a  boon  and  a  Maasing  to  men. 
The  Pickwick,  the  Owl,  and  the  Waretley  Faa.* 
"  Oxford  UslTeraity  Herald"  aaya  these  Peas  hara  barn  tfHrlsatl 
by  a  contemporary  the 

WONDER  OF  THE  AGE' 
"  The  Sun  "  aaya  the  Phsetoo  Pan  orsataa  bodi  Vaia 
aad  Delight.  One  Thousand  Newapaper*  reeoaamend  them.  I*  Air 
samea  see  "  Graphic  "  of  16th  Sept.,  1871. 

Sold  ererywhere  Is.  per  box.  Sample  box  by  past  li.U. 
MACaiTxH  &  Cxxaow,  18,  Btslr-atmt,  EdiabaqlL 

ESTABLISHED  A.D.  I7W. 

FURNISH    YOUR   HOUSE  at  DBANPS. 
ILLUSTRATED  CATALOGUE. 
WMi  Priced  Fumiablng  Uat,  Gratis  and  Poet  Fw. 
DEANE'S— Celebrated  Table  Cutlery,  srary  rariety  of  atyli  sadU^ 
DEANS'^— Electro-plated  Spoona  aad  Forks,  beat  maaulKton. 
DEANE'S— Electro-plated  Tea  ftCoObe  Seta,  UqnearStsadi,Omtkti- 
DEANB'S— Dish  Carers  and  Hot  Water  Diahea,  Coren  in  Sal^tasl*' 
DEANE'S— Papier-mache  Tea  Traya,  in  Seta,  from  lls.,na*«;it>n 
DEANE'S— Bronzed  Tea  and  Ooffee  Cma.  with  Patent  lapiiiiaiasn 
DaANE'S  -  Copper  and  Brass  Goods,  Kealas,  Stew  and  Freserrtotrcii. 
DEANE'S— Moderator  and  Rock  Oil  Lampa,  a  large  and  handsseMOt. 
DEANE'S— Domeatic  Batha  for  every  purpose.  Bathrooms  flttsicaafkO' 
DEANE'S— Fenders  and  Are-irona,  In  all  modern  and  appnmlisiiaa. 
DEANE'S— Bedsteads,  In  Iron  and  Bram.    Bedding  of  sipatisrqsia! 
DEANE'S— Register  Stores,  Londou-made  Kitehenwa,  B•a|a^  fa- 
DEANE'S— Cornices  and  Cornice  Polea,  a  great  vartsty  of  pattuia. 
DEANE'S— Tin  and  Japan  Goods,  boo  Ware,  and Cnlinary  DMA. 
DEANE'S— Turnery,  Brnahes,  Han,  ftc.,  strong  and  aerrkxable. 
DEAN  E'S- Horticnitaral  Toola,  Uwn  Mowers.  Garden  BoDan,  b. 
DEANE'S— Oaa  Chandeliers,  Newly  deaigned  Fattens. 

A  discount  of  fire  per  cent,  for  caah  payments  of  £1  aad  opnidi 
UEANE  ft  Co.,  46  (King  William-street),  LONDOK-BBIOSi 

FEINTING  of  EVERY  DESCRIPTION,  M 
Parliamentary  and  Oenersl- NewapamertL  Books,  I»>l*^ 
Prospectuses,  Circttlars,  ftc— with  prompiutude  and  at  nMstt. 
charts,  by  _ 

Tatks  &  AuExAKDxa,  Symonds-inn  (and  Onnch-pasaage),  CkniKT- 


BILLS  OF  COMPLAINT. 

BILLS    of   COMPLAINT.  6/6    per  p«e  for  ^ 
copies,  from  which  price  a  large  disoonnt  wiU  be  aSmdlic^ 
iapaid  Immediately  on  completion  of  order. 
XATis  ft  ALmuMDXB,  Law  Printers,  Symonda-inn,  Cbaaa'T'''^ 


AUTHORS  ADVISED  WITH  as  to  the  Co^  <^ 
Piintiag  and  Publiabing,  and  the  Cheapest  UoitdUap: 
outMSS. 

Yatxs  ft  Alxxakdes,  Printers,  7,  Symonds-imi,  Oianoarj«^ 

OYAL     POLYTECHNIC— Professor    Ftft^'* 

"Trip  to  the  Weatem  Highlands  of  Ireland ;" OnsdS*^ 
aod  Irish  Songs  by  Miss  Berth— Engagement  ot  Oeoife  *o^ 
Esq.,  and  Great  ReviTal  of  Henry  Bnaaell's  Songa.  under  kk  f^'T 
kind  snperintandenee,  with  grand  Soenio  aod  Critical  <*k>^'^ 
as  It  Wsa  and  la ; "  Ulnatrated  with  a  beantifhl  series  of  PieM<"*  « 
PaMic  Buildings  snd  Streets;  by  J.  L.  King,  Esi|.-EagB{agH^': 
B.  Alexander,  tbe  Great  Comic  PalyphosHat  aad  Miade-IM  O*^ 
other  Entertainments  aa  uaual— Admlaskin  One  Shilling.  V>  '^ 
11  to  6  and  7  to  10. 
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Tit  Ofict  »f  ihii  JounNAL  antf  or  th*  Wuklt  Rcvobtbb 
u  Mw  <(  12,  Caok't-tturt,  Vanf-ttrttt,  W.C. 

Thi  Suiteription  to  t/it  Soucitohs'  Jodbnal  m — Toiea,  26<., 
Ctmtrj)  2St.;  mth  tin  Wbekly  Kbfortbb,  S3».  PaymtHt 
in  adtutut  ineltukt  Douile  Xuinien  and  Poitagt.  Suhieribtrt 
Ml  *«»»  tfuir  Volutiui  bound  at  tht  Offlci — ehth,  it.  6d., 
ialfhic  ealf,  4^.  td. 

Jll  littminlituUdfirpubh'eatum  in  tht  "SoKeitorf  Journal " 
mtutit  mtthtntitattd  if  tht  nam*  of  tht  leritir,  though  not 
tieetmrilf  for  p^AUetUioa. 

Wlurt  di/teultif  it  txptritnetd  in  proeming  tht  Jouraal  with 
rtgiAnitji  in  tht  Provineti,  it  it  rtftmttd  that  apflitation  it 
mtdt  diriet  to  tht  Puiliahir. 


C^c  Solicitars'  ^ounral. 

ZO/TDOy,  SBPTBMBER  28,  1871. 

• 

These  is  a  BisauL^K  variation  ia  the  phrsaeology 
ot  the  let  seotioo  of  the  Hatiied  Women's  Property  Act, 
which  speaks  oolyof  the  "  wages  and  earnings  "  of  women 
engaged  in  trade  or  basioess  separately  from  their  has- 
bands  ;   bnt  nses  the  words  "  monejr  or  property,"  with 
respect  to  the  acquisitions  of  married  women,  "  thioagh 
the  exercise  of  any  literary,  artistic,  or  aoientiflo  skill." 
This  seems  to  have  given  rise  to  the  argument  that  fnr- 
nitore  booght  with  the  earnlDgs  of  a  married  woman 
carrying  on  a  separate  trade  was  not  within  the  seotion. 
An  exeoation  oreditor  of  a  married  woman  carrying  on 
trade  separately  from  her  hasband,  seized  goods,  which 
had  been  aoqaired  by  her  labour,  bnt  which  were  also 
elaimed  by  the  holder  of  a  bill  of  sale  from  her  husband. 
Were  they  within  the  protection  of  the  statute,  or  did 
they  belong  to  the  husband,  and  tbrongh  him  to  the 
holder  of  the  bill  of  sale  ?    On  an  interplMder  samniona 
by  the  sheriff,  Mr.  Justice  Brett  appears  to  have  enter* 
tsined   mnoh    doubt,    ftnd    the    matter  stood   over ; 
bat  the  execution  creditor  on  its  coming  on  again  de- 
slined  the  issne,  perhaps  not  thinking  the  game  worth 
the  candle.     We  oan  hardly  think  the  Court  will  give  so 
narrow  a oonstmction  to  the  word  "earnings"  as  not  to 
lUow  it  to  inolade  those  things  into  which  the  money  pn>- 
inoed  by  the  married  woman's  labonr  has  been  tnrned(  bnt 
for  the  preeent  the  point  remains  nndeoided,  and  it  can- 
not be  denied  that  the  careless  wording  of  the  Act  girea 
nuoh  oolonr  to   a  oonstruotion,  which  oan  scarcely  be 
mppoeed  to  giro  effect  to  the  meaning  of  the  Legislature. 


In  a  I.BTTZB  to  the  lime*  Mr.  Hopwood  has  certainly 
lit  a  blot  in  the  New  Jary  Act,  which  his  oritios  have 
lot  snooeedod  in  disposing  of,  althongh  it  must  be  allowed 
hat  hia  proposed  remedy  by  way  of  construction  is  a 
dolent  one.  It  is  certainly  highly  improbable  that  the 
legislatare  abonld  either  have  intended  to  include  in  the 
ist  of  special  jorors  so  large  a  number  as  the  qualification 
f  bosineea  premises  rated  at  £100  would  introduce  ;  or 
iiat,  if  it  had  intended  this,  the  provision  should  have 
een  ao  abaoxdly  dislocated  from  the  earlier  clause  of 
le  tame  seotion  (seotion  6),  which  gives  the  quali- 
sation  to  oooapiers  of  private  dwelling-houses,  rated 
t  preotsely  the  same  sum  under  identical  oircum- 
anoee.  The  reasoning  of  " Summum  Jns  "that  "premises 
her  than  a  farm "  do  not  include  a  dwelling-house, 
beoaase  even  within  the  bonndaries  of  a  town  a  house 
ight  be  ooonpied  with  a  piece  of  land  which  might  be 
tsoribed  as  a  farm,''  is  inscrutable.  How  oan  the  fact 
atBomething;  may  be  described  as  a  farm,  show  that 
hat  ia  not  that  something,  nor  can  be  described  as  a 
rm  (for  instance  a  mere  dwelling-house  without  land, 
,  what  Mr.  Hopwood  really  oomplains  of,  a  shop),  is  not 
>laded  in  the  description  "  premises  other  than  a  farm?" 
lither  do  the  observations  of  "  Staff  Oown "  quite 
«t  the  diffloalty.  Admitted  that  the  special  jurors  are 
i  withdrawn  from  the  oommon  jnry  list,  yet  if  in  that 
;  the^  are  marked  as  special  jurors  (seotion  11)  they  may 


very  possibly  not  be  summoned  on  oommon  juries.  At 
the  same  time  it  is  impossible  to  accept  Mr,  Hopwood's 
proposed  division  of  the  seotion  into  two  parts.  The 
whole  context  is  against  it ;  his  supposed  second  part 
ought  to  have  "  elsewhere  "  in  its  introdnotion,  instead 
of  which  the  word  only  oocurs  at  the  end  of  the  first 
member  ;  it  ought  to  begin  with  some  word  referring  to 
the  person,  instead  of  whioh  it  begins  with  words  de- 
soribing  his  house,  whioh  shows  that  it  is  not  a  new 
olanse  but  a  part  of  the  same  danse  with  what  precedes 
it ;  moreover,  if  the  whole  seotion  were  so  divided,  the  first 
four  qualifications  would  not  exist  except  in  towns  of 
20,000  inhabitants,  and  elsewhere  the  persons  owning  the 
first  two  at  least  might  very  possibly  not  be  qualified  at 
alL  Indeed  there  are  almost  as  many  reasons  against  it 
as  there  are  words  in  the  seotion.  The  only  remedy,  if 
the  Legislatare  did  not  really  mean  what  it  seems  to 
have  said,  is  to  amend  the  seotion  by  inserting  after  the 
words  "  premises  other  thnn  a  farm,"  the  words  "  else- 
where than  in  a  town  containing  20,000  inhabitants." 


On  Satdbdat  last  the  Forestol  Conrt  of  Epping  Forest 
was  opened,  and  on  that  day  it  seems  to  have  pursued  its 
labours  with  activity,  adjourning  on  its  rising  to  the 
26th  October.  The  revival  of  this  ancient  jurisdiction 
in  such  unusual  vigour  may  give  rise  to  some  curious 
points  of  obsolete  law.  The  present  oourt  is  desoribed  as 
a  "  forestal  oourt  of  attachment,"  and  is  apparently  the 
first  of  those  desoribed  by  Lord  Oqke  in  cap.  73  of  the 
4th  Institute.  In  that  chapter  (where,  as  he  truly  says, 
he  has  "  respected  matter  more  than  method  ")  the  very 
learned  author  desoribes  the  forestal  tribunals  in  a  not 
very  coherent  or  oonseontive  manner.  The  Court  of 
Attachments  or  the  Woodmote  Court  (at  which  offenders 
may  be  compelled  to  appear  by  attaohment)  is,  he  says, 
held  before  the  verderers  every  forty  d«ys  (the  period  of 
the  present  adjournment  of  the  Oonrt)  tmd  is  thence 
called  the  For^-day  Oourt ;  and  at  this  oourt  the 
foresters  "  bring  in  the  attaohmeots  de  viridi  et  vtnatioiu 
and  the  presentments  thereof,  and  the  verderers  do  receive 
the  same  and  enrol  them,  but  the  Conrt  can  only  inquire 
bnt  not  oonviot"  (except,  says  Manwood,  as  to  trespasses 
nnder  the  value  of  fonrpence).  We  observe  that  on 
Saturday  a  daim  was  made  by  or  on  behalf  of  the  lord 
waiden  of  the  forest  to  preside,  but  was  disallowed  ;  no 
such  right  appears  to  be  sanctioned  by  Lord  Ooka  or  by 
Manwood  ;  on  the  oontrary,  the  more  important  Court  of 
the  Swanimote  is  presided  over,  not  by  the  lord  warden, 
but  by  the  steward.  The  steward  meanwhile  claimed  the 
less  dignified  but  moi«  lucrative  office  of  olerk,  but  this 
eloim  also  was  rejected.  What  is  the  effect  of  the  enrol- 
ment of  the  presentments  at  the  Ouort  of  Attachment  does 
not  dearly  appear ;  for  it  seems  that  at  Uie  Conrt  of 
the  Swanimote  hdd  thrice  in  the  year  before  the 
verderers  as  judges  by  the  steward,  the  foresters  still  iiave 
to  preeent  thdr  attaohments,  and  the  freeholders  within 
the  forest  "  are  to  appear  and  make  inquests  and  juries; " 
and  "  tikis  Court  may  not  only  inquire,  but  oonviot  also, 
iut  not  giva  judgtntnt."  Nay,  more,  it  appears  that  the 
presentment  of  this  Oonrt  is  oonolnsive  and  cannot  be 
traversed.  But  for  Oiejudgnunt  it  seems  necessary  to  re- 
sort to  the  justice  in  eyre  at  the  "  j  ustioe  seat  holden  before 
the  chief  justice  of  the  forest,"  "  whioh  court  cannot  be 
kept  of  tener  than  every  third  year,"  and  meets  after  a  forty 
days'  summons.  One  summons  is  directed  to  the  sheriff; 
another  "  mutotU  faretta  "  (i.«.,  to  tiie  Chief  Warden  of 
the  Foreat)«  which  latter,  first,  summons  all  the  officers 
of  the  forest  to  bring  with  them  all  the  records,  to,,  and 
secondly,  summons  tiU  persons  claiming  any  liberties  or 
franchises  within  the  forest  to  show  how  they  daim  them. 
This  Court  is  to  inquire  and  determine  all  trespasses 
within  the  forest  and  all  daims  of  franchises,  privileges, 
and  liberties.  It  seems  then  that  the  icquiring  of  tres- 
passes, Jcc,  in  this  oourt  may  be  in  two  forms,  one 
an  original  inquiry  on  indictment  or  presentment 
before  the  ohief  justice,  by  a  jury,  and  not  found  by 
the  Swanimote,  whioh  may  be  traversed,  "  because  it  is 
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not  piwented  but  hj  one  joiy  ";  anotlMr  on  the  reooid 
«f  the  finding  by  tbe  Swanimote,  wkioh  oannot.  Theie 
Menu  alM  to  have  been  a  form  of  inquiry,  which  waa 
proaeonted  (pre^nmably  by  meani  of  Indiotment)  by  the 
legardars  of  the  foreat,  who  were  to  p>  through  the 
foreat  and  make  their  view  before  the  titting  of  the 
Conrt,  to  rapply  the  omiaaions  of  the  foreatera.  The  judg- 
ment of  the  Court,  however,  waa  not  final;  for  if  a  claim 
of  priTilege  wm  nndaly  allowed  the  commonera  had  the 
power  to  remove  the  record  by  certiorari  into  the  King'a 
Bench,  and  those  wfaoae  olaima  were  diaallowed  might 
hare  a  writ  de  libertatibui  aUoeandit.  In  the  ooorae  of 
thia  eifort  to  aeonre  the  righta  of  the  commonera  of 
Spping  Foreat  againat  encroachment  we  may,  perhapO) 
learn  aomething  more  definite  about  theae  obaonre  and 
antiquated  proceeding*,  and  abent  the  authority  of  the 
justice  in  eyie  for  the  foreat  (the  laat  of  hJa  kind,  as  Cord 
Coke  aaya  in  the  83rd  chapter  of  the  4th  bat),  whoee 
authority  was  recognited  so  late  as  the  year  1 846,  in  the 
case  of  R.  t.  Omytri  (8  Q.  B.  981).  In  the  preeent 
proceedings,  however,  the  olBoers  and  tribunals  of  the 
forest  are  probably  guided  by  their  own  precedenta  and 
leooids,  which  seem  to  come  down  to  the  year  1846,  when 
their  iMt  forest  court  waa  held. 

As  to  the  offloers  of  the  forest,  the  verderem  are  "to  be 
chosen  in  full  county  by  the  freeholders  in  the  aame 
manner  as  a  coroner  ;"  the  rerderer  "ought  to  be  an 
esquire  or  gentleman  of  good  eatate  and  learned  in  the 
laws  of  the  forest  ;"  and  his  office  ia  compared  by  Han- 
wood  to  that  of  a  ooroner  in  that  he  ought  to  make  in- 
quest tvper  eitvsi  eorporii  of  a  alain  deer  or  a  felled  tree. 
As  to  the  diief  justice  (like  the  Chanodlw  of  the  Bnohy), 
he  is  "  commonly  a  man  of  greater  dignity  than  knowledge 
in  the  laws  of  the  forest"  (the  Bight  Eon.  Thomaa  Gren- 
Tille  held  that  office  in  1843,  and  combined  with  it  the 
office  of  warden;  see  R.  v.  Conyert,  8  Q.  B.  981);  forwhioh 
reason  other  persons  are  associated  with  him  where  justice 
seats  are  to  be  held,  who  with  him  are  oalled  Capttalti 
Jvitieiarii  FeretUt.  His  powers  seems  to  have  been  very 
wide,  but  will  scarcely  be  ezerdsed  in  their  full  extent 
t:y  any  one  who  may  fill  that  office  at  the  present  day. 


ADVANCED  FBEIGHT. 


The  case  of  Byrne  t.  SohUUr  (Bz.  Ch.  19  W.  B.  1114; 
X.  B.  6  Bz.  819}  settles  with  the  authority  of  a  oourt  of 
appeal  the  rule  long  sinoe  followed  in  the  eonrts  of  first 
inatanoe,  that  advaneed  freight  cnnnot  be  reooyered  back 
by  the  shipper  if  the  goods  are  loet  by  the  perila  of  the 
sea.  Seyeral  members  of  the  Court,  eepeoiaUy  Cockbum, 
O.J.,  appear  to  have  pronoanoed  theto  judgment  with 
xeluotanoe,  and  in  deference  only  to  the  oment  of 
authority.  The  objeotions  to  it  were  twof(M.  ISrat, 
that  it  waa  contrary  to  principle  that  one  who  had  paid 
money  for  a  consideration  whioh  failed  should  not  be 
entitied  to  reoorer  it  back.  This,  howerer,  begs  the 
question  of  what  is  the  consideration.  Certainly,  if 
fteight  means  something  whioh  is  earned  by  the  carriage 
of  the  gooda  to  their  dratlnation  and  not  otherwise,  then, 
if  the  gooda,  in  respect  of  whioh  freight  is  pnid,  are  not 
ao  carried,  the  consideration  is  not  performed  and  the 
freight  is  not  earned.  But  there  is  nothing  to  prevent 
a  man  from  earning  a  sum  of  money  by  agreement  with 
another  for  taking  bis  goods  on  board  and  doing  his  best 
to  carry  them  to  their  destination,  subject  to  certain  oon> 
tingenciee;  and  if,  under  such  an  agreement,  he  does  ao 
take  them  on  board  and  do  bis  beet  to  carry  them,  then, 
although,  owing  to  those  oootingenoies,  they  never  reach 
their  destination,  the  oonsideiation  dose  not  fail,  for  the 
oonsideration  waa  not  the  carrying  them  to  their  destina- 
tion in  all  eventu,  but  the  carrying  them,  snbjeet  to  certain 
events  whioh  have  happened.  And  if  this  is  the  agree- 
ment between  the  parties,  It  cannot  alter  the  case  or  de- 
prive the  shipowner  of  the  sum  he  has  stipulated  for, 
that  they  call  thia  sum  "  freight,"  any  more  than  it  can 
deprive  him  of  bl»  right  to  payment  for  an  empty  vessel 
I  the  sum  to  be  paid  ia  ealled  "  dead  freight."    To 


insist  that,  beoaase  the  word'  freight  is  tued  (sad  popg. 
Ucly  and  commonly  used) tin  aneh  a  coBtiaot,  tkurfm 
the  oonsideration  must  neoeosarily  to  the  sotaal  eui;- 
ing  the  goodi  to  their  deatinatioa,  and  ou  be  sstliiif 
else,  .is  to  worship  teohnieality;  bat  if  thii  amaptiw 
fails,  then  the   whole   argnmwit  about  fsUin  of  coo- 
aideration  faila  with  it.    The  queation  nsll;  ii,  vbt 
was   the  oontraot  f-and' the  answer  to  thit  qnaliiA 
must  be  obtained  by   addng  further,  what  fa  tti  ii. 
ferenoe  to  be  drawn  from  the  fact  that  pn-pa|wit  ii 
stipulated  for  ?      Now,. when  money  is  toba  piid  bt 
work  done,  it  naturally  beoomea  due  only  whta  Otvcrk 
ia  done,  and  aa  money  ia  not  nsually  paid  Mor  ili> 
doe,  the  payment  of  money  at  the  oommeaaenuBttftbt 
performanoe  of  a  workor  aervioe  lays  the  ban  loc  u 
inferenoe,  which  may  vary  aeoording  to  mraamtaBa, 
and  whioh   may  or'  may  not  be   an  inferenot  bMm{ 
upon  the  contents  of  the  oontraot.    Bat  if,  fu  iulHet, 
a  man  leoeived  a  heavy  aam  of  maney  to  oMn;t 
message  through  the linea  of  the  enemy, andht  vet 
captured  or  killed  on    the  way,  ao  that  the  neane 
never  reached  ita  deattnation,  could  he  or  his  lepnw- 
tativea  be  sued  for  th«  money  under  the  magig  famili 
of  eaMti  data  eau^ntn  teetctdT:  The  ooDtnetvotli 
Boaroely  be  so  interprrted.    If,  then,  a  man  igna  f» 
bear  a  cargo  thzongh  the  perila  of  the  windi  sad  vna, 
but  stipulates  for  payment  beforehand,  it  woaU  1»  m 
very  eztraoidinaiy  inferenoe  that  it   waa  intended  be 
should  not,  in  the  event  of  shipwreck,  be  under  tiwoU- 
gation  to  repi^  that  anm  aa  well  aa  anfler  the  loai  ol  ^ 
ahip^  on  which  that  very  sumhad,  perhaps,  been  iln^ 
expended.    Jurists, .  however; .  have  not  -only  hdd  it  m- 
just  to  draw  this  inference^  but  they  haveihob^H 
inexpedient    to  allow  It  to   be  drawn,  lest  it  told 
encourage  captains  in  fraud  and  negligence;  «  ntba. 
perhape,  iMoaase  they  held  it  inexpedient,  thty  ksn  n- 
fused  to  draw  it;  for  if  they  had  held  it  bristly  uji* 
(whioh  must  mean  contrary  to  the  oontraot)  theie  vwli 
have  been   no  need  to  resort  to  the  argunent  of  isa- 
pediency.    But  sinoe  they  did '  not^  feel  entitled  to  go  ■> 
far  aa  to  disallow  snoh  a  oontraot  it  exptesdj  vk 
(whioh  shows  they  did  not  consider  it' an  unouu^antUi 
one)  they  gave  effect  to  au  express  stipulatioa  thiSte 
prepaid  freight  ahould  not  be  returned  in  theefestoi 
loss  of  the  shlp^  and  so  in  reality  vacated  their  on  nK 
at  least,  so  f ar  aa  oonoemed  the -only  part  it  oonid  it  i!' 
serve  to  guard  against,  of  the  evil  it  was  designed  to  otak; 
for  the  fraudulent  captain  would  certainly  take  onte 
obtain  the  insertion  of  the  neoessaiy  words.    Tberftx- 
at  any  rate,  scoured  to  the  shipper  that  he  •hooM  ei« 
into  the  oontraot  with  hia  qres  open,  4aid  that  be  ikou 
not  be  deprived  of  his  right  to  recover  prepaid  tn?^ 
by  the  mere  fact  of  ita  prepayment  alone  ;  bot  tbq  K' 
mitted  that  the  additional  olauae  was  of  conaontcM:- 
renoe,  and  that  the  exoeption   made  the  role  a(£ttl> 
practical  value.    And  it  is  obvioua  that  if  the  aigu>^ 
aboat  public  policy  and  enconiagement  to  niieaad^ 
were  of  any  real  sabstanoe,  it  would  go  to  dinDoraj 
each  a  atipulation  altogether.      It   is  in  this  modiW 
form,  however,  that  the  rule  prevailed  in  Europe,  »» 
adopted  in  America  by  Chancellor  Kent  and  bu  tw 
sinoe  followed  there,  and  haa  been  incorporated  is  ^^ 
foreign  ineroantile   oodes.     And   this    was  the  aW" 
ground  for  the  relnotanoe  of  some  members  of  tb«  Ca^ 
of  Exchequer  Chamber  to  follow  the  Bhgtish  nda;  thnp 
it  ooDld  not  prevail  on  them  to  hold  the  oootrid  to  h 
anything  bnt  what,  by  the  well-established  Snglid  «r 
torn,  it  was,  of  course,  meant  by  the  parties  to  be.  l' 
may  produce,  no  doubt,  a  certain  amount  of  ineoaTtaitB^ 
especially  in  matters  of  marine  law,  that  diffnat  ** 
stroctions  should   in    different   countries   be  pat  q* 
similar  instraments;  that,  for  instanoe,  an  BagUit^ 
owner  making  a  charter  in  a  foreign  port,  or  a  MP 
shipper  chartering  a  vessel  in  an  English  pott*'^ 
nnezpeotedly  find  himself,  in  the  same  event,  Ike  «< 
unable  to  retain,  the  other  unable  to  '"oaw  A*|>^  * 
money  prepaid.     Bat  it  Is  very  donbtfol  all"**  "* 
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article  onght  not  rather  to  be  withdrawa  from  the  foreign 
oodei  than  Introdaced  into  the  Engliah.  What  the  con- 
tents of  a  oontraot  are  oaght  to  be  determined  by  ita  ex- 
preu  yroidi,  or,  where  express  words  fail,  by  nsage  ;  and 
there  seems  reason  to  think  that,  bat  for  the  Interferenoe 
of  lawyers,  the  persons  interested  In  the  matter  would 
in  foreign  oonntries  hare  put  the  same  oonstmotion  upon 
the  transaction  of  prepaid  freight  that  has  here  been 
adopted  from  commerce  into  law.  It  the  principle  of 
fallnre  of  consideration  is  really  applicable,  that  is,  if  it 
is  fairly  to  be  assumed  to  be  the  meaning  of  the  iMurtiea 
that  the  shipper  shall  have  his  money  bade,  if  from  any 
oaose  whatever  his  goods  are  not  oarried  to  their  desti- 
nation,  there  is  no  occasion  for  any  special  role;  the 
principle  Is  perfectly  well  known.  Bat  if,  on  the  other 
band,  as  would  appear  from  the  alleged  frequency  of  the 
kdditional  stipulation,  the  parties  coming  together  are 
laite  prepared  to  enter  into  that  contract,  so  that  it  is 
probable  they  would  of  themselres  understand  the  con- 
tract in  th  at  sense  even  without  express  words,  there  is 
no  oooaslon  for  the  law  to  hold  up  its  warning  finger  to 
the  shipper,  and,  by  requiring  express  words,  oaution  him 
not  to  do  what  he  Is  quite  prepared  for,  and  which  the 
ihipowner  will  naturally  demand.  If,  howerer,  the 
ramlng  baa  its  effect  and  deters  him  from  entering 
into  a  charter  on  those  terms,  it  is  a  further  qoestlon 
whether  it  is  expedient  to  do  so;  and  whether,  nlnoe 
■he  only  legal  effect  one  way  or  the  other  will  be  to 
ihift  the  right  to  insure  (which  of  itself  puts  an  end  to 
lie  whole  soppoeed  safeguard  against  the  shipowner's 
Ushonesty,  since  any  act  which  would  forfeit  his  poli^ 
nnld  also  forfeit  his  right  to  retain)  it  is  not  more 
istoral  and  more  conTenient  to  allow  the  man  who  has 
iheady  paid  his  money  to  watch  over  the  security  of  his 
'sntnre,  and  the,  man  who  has  got  his  money  to  expend 
t  in  the  moat  adrantageoua  manner,  without  the  liability 
0  reimbnrse  It  on  some  futare  contingency. 


FIZTUBKa 
No.  in. 

The  notorious  case,  however,  of  BelUmett  v.  Uattrvood 
i  Ex.  295),  a  case  between  landlord  and  tenant,  where 
tsohinery  fixed  into  the  floor  with  molten  lead  was  held 
ot  privileged  from  distress  as  a  fixture,  stands  in  contrast 
I  these  cases,  unless  it  be  true  that  tenant's  fixtures  are 
iatrainable,  aa  to  which  it  would  be  perilous  to  decide, 
he  case  has  been  already  remarked  upon.  Another  case 
I  trover,  DavU  v.  Jontt  (2  B.  &  Aid.  166),  ibaU  be  n> 
larked  on  below. 

From  these  cases,  and  especially  from  Mather  v.  Ihutr, 
^xttiotUm  V.  Berty,  dtllmiei  v.  Sirindell,  Boyd  v.  SKar- 
vi,  Ptaee  t.  Tagg,  Ex  parte  BeUher,  Bern  t.  St.  Z>uti- 
«*'•,  WiUa  V.  Watert,  and  (Finn  v.  Ingltby,  it  may  be 
i&rred  that  any  annexation  to  the  soil,  ot  to  the  walls 
'  a  bonding,  though  only  by  nails,  screws,  plugs,  tut.,  is 
iffioient  to  give  the  article  so  annexed  the  character  of 
fiktnre,  provided  there  be  nothing  in  the  oharaoter  of 
>e  article,  or  in  the  oiionmstances,  to  the  contrary.  Bat 
scesnch  considerations  as  these  Ust  mentioned  may  pre- 
int  the  thing  from  acqairing,  by  this  annexation,  the 
faoter  of  a  fixture,  it  will  be  necessary  to  examine 
bat  are  the  considerations  which  will  have  that  effeob 
Before  doing  so,  however,  it  will  be  more  convenient 
notice  the  case  of  things,  not  themselves  physically  an- 
ssd,  becoming  fixtnres  by  reason  of  their  forming  pact 
that  which  is. 

Thirdly,  therefore,  if,  of  that  which  is  a  single  thing, 
e  part  la  annexed  to  the  soil,  the  remaining  part, 
ODgh  removable  at  pleasure,  without  any  act  of  on- 
itening,  and  though  temporarily  removed  or  lost,  will 
^ertheleas  be  reckoned  also  a  fixture.  The  qneation 
sretore  here  is,  whether  the  unfixed  thing  is  or  is  not  a 
rt  of  that  which  is  fixed.  The  most  common  and  ob- 
)as  instance  on  the  one  side  is  that  of  a  key,  which 
longs  to  ita  lock  (11  Co.  60,  b.,  in  UforiPt  caio)  ;  the 
St  instance  upon  the  other  side  is  that  of  the  tUng  in 


question  resting  in  or  upon  a  foaadation  or  a  hole  made 
for  it  in  the  soil,  as  in  the  oases  mentioned  under  the 
first  head.    Between   these  two  points  there  is  much 
room  for  diversity  of  opinion,   nor  are  the  cases  alt'^. 
gether  consistent.     The  oase  of  a  millstone,  removed   in 
order  to  be  picked,  or  for  any  aimilar  temporary  purpose, 
obviously  falls  within  the  first  olasa,  and  seemn  to   linve 
been  decided  as  early  as  14  Hen.  2  (see  Liford'*  ca»,;  1 1 
Go.  60,b.;  Shep.  Touch.  89,90;  Place  Y.Fagg,^'!ILii,B,. 
277).     The  case  of  the  cover  of  a  well  is  another  obviona 
Instanoe;  it  appears  in  the  Digeet,  xix.  1,  17  (8),  and  waa 
referred  to  in  lUiker  v.  Dimon  (see  12  CL  it  F.  at  p.  829); 
but  it  would  be  otherwise  with  respect  to  a  bucket  not 
fastened  to  the  rope,  or  with  reepect  to  a  pump  not  solidly 
or  firmly  affixed  {Grymet  v.  Boneren,  6  Bing.  487,  a  case 
between    landlonl  and  tenant,   wher«   the  pump  waa 
treated  as  an  entire  thing,  and  not  a  part  of  the  well). 
It  will  not  be  out  of  plaos  to  cite  here  the  following  pas- 
sages from  the  Digest,  which  appear  to  express  accurately 
the  Eoglish    law : — "  (Bdivm    autem  vailta  etu  guoe 
cedibut  adfiwa  non  tunt  ignorari  non  oportet,  ut  puta 
terai,  elaves;  elaiuira "  [called  In  D.  xxxiii.  7, 12  (24), 
"demvt  portio"}  (D.  xix.  1,  17).     "OpereuU  puteonm 
.     .     .     gvamvU  non  tunt  odfiwa"  [D.  xix.  1,  17  (8)]. 
"  Ba  guof  escadiflcio  d/fraata  twU  %t  reponantur  cediAcii 
tunt;    at  qua   parata    lunt   ut    imponantur    non    tunt 
ceJifiHi"  [D.  xix.  1,  17  (10)].     These  passages.  It  may 
!  be    olkerved,  occur    undar  Uie   heading    of    "  Actions 
arisiug  out  of  the  Contract  of  Sale  "  [see  also  the  passage 
cited  below  from   D.  xxxiii.  7,  12  (26)].      The  same 
principle  was  ibtimated,  but  not  clearly  developed,  in 
Fither  T.  Bixon  (13  01.  &  F.,per  Lord  Brougham,  at  p. 
329).     It  waa  applied  by  Wood,  V.C.,  in  Mather  v.  Jfraier 
(2  E.  &  J.  at  p.  669),  to  the  oase  of  an  instrument  run- 
ning freely  upon  a  fixed  bed;  and  in  Longbottom  v.  Berry 
(L.  B.  6  Q.  B.  188,  189,  No.  42)  to  a  warping  machine 
running  upon  rails  used  for  that  and  for  no  other  pur- 
poae.  'Tine  two  last  cases  certainly  go  very  near  to  the  line. 
On  the  other  aide  of  the  line,  the  oase  of  Davit  v.  Jonrt  (2 
B.  k.  Aid.  165),  a  oase  of  trover  between  landlord  and 
tenant.  Is  a  somewhat  singular  one;  for  there  jibs,  which 
could  not  be  removed  withont  injnry  to  them,  and  which 
certainly  seem  to  have  formed  essential  parts  of  fixed  ma- 
chinery, were  allowed  to  be  recovered  In  an  action  of 
trover.   It  is  to  be  observed  with  respect  to  this  case  that 
Abbott,  O.J.,  delivering  the  judgment  of  the  Court  (at 
p.  167),  treats  trover  aa  lying,  as  between  landlord  amd 
tenant,  in  reapeot  of  things  for  which  it  wonid  not  lie 
between  other  persons — a  notion  inconsistent,  aa  it  ap- 
pears, with  snbeequent  cases  (see  above).     But  althon^ 
the  oase  does  not  In  terms  decide  that  In  any  other  thao 
this  modified  sense  the  things  were  personal  chattels,  it 
seems  to  Involve  the  view  that  they  were  not  part  of  the 
fixed  machinery.    Both  propositions  seem  donbtfoL 

In  general,  it  may  be  said  that  if  the  same  fixed  thing 
serves  Indifferently  the  use  of  many  movable  articles  of 
the  same  kind  (aa  rails  on  a  line  serve  indifferently  the 
whole  rolling  stock  of  the  line,  or  as  a  press  may  serve 
press  plates  and  press  papers,  which  are  eontinnally 
changed  (n.  86  In  Longhattom  v.  Berry,  L.  R.  6  Q.  B. 
at  pp.  136, 189),  the  movable  things  so  nsed  n-ith  the  fixed 
thing  do  not  become  part  of  it,  but  retain  their  original 
independent  character.  And  the  same  with  respect  to 
tools  or  other  movable  instruments  which  are  of  a  general 
nature  and  use,  although  actually  appropriated  to  the 
use  of  a  particular  fixed  thing,  aa  the  loom-manlkine, 
n.  42  in  the  case  last  cited  (L.  B.  8  Q.  B.  138,  189). 
But  if  a  movable  thing  is  not  an  entire  thing  In  itselr, 
bnt  has  only  a  purpose  and  object  related  to  some  fixed 
thing  to  which  it  is  appropriated,  then,  notwithstanding 
It  is  possible  It  might  be  applied  even  in  its  existinfr 
shape  to  some  other  thing,  yet  It  Is  so  muoh  a  part  of  the 
fixed  thing  as  to  have  loet  Its  independent  oharaoter, 
whioh  it  does  not  regain  nntil  it  has,  by  some  aot  of  dis- 
appropriation, been  dissociated  from  that  purpose  (see 
the  case  of  the  hydraulic  presses  in  Longbottom  v.  Berry 
(L.  B.  5  Q.  B.  131,  189,  n.  6).     That  an  actual  appro- 


Digitized  by 


Google 


R36 


THE  SOLICITORS'  JOURNAL  &  REPORTER.  Sepi  23.  isn. 


priation  i*  neoeHU/  to  ground  this  ohanoter  of  fixtnrM 
in  things  notthemselvea  affixed  isobTioni.  Aatothe  Bomui 
law  to  this  effect  see  the  panage  above  oited  from  D,  six. 
1,17(10),  with  whiohmay  be  oompared  the  following  paw- 
age  nnder  the  heading  of  legaoie*  of  f  arnitote  or  stock: — 
"  Sp»cularia  quoque  adfixa  magUmtto  donu$  «$u  parttm; 
nam  in  emptiane  domvt  et  tpeoutaria  «t  pegmata  oedtn, 
live  in  eedifielo  ntnt  potita,  tivt  ad  temptu  detraeta, 
Sed  (i  non  tint  reponta,  ad  hoe  tamen  tint  ut  mppleantwr  H 
jva  dt$int,imtrumtnt0 potim  contintbuntur  '  (D.  zxxiU., 
7,  12,  [35]).  Similarlf,  in  Hx  parte  Aitbuty  (L.  B.  4  Oh. 
630,  63C),  loose  rolls  belonging  to  a  loUing-maohine  (in- 
cluding a  daplioate  set  of  rolls)  were  held  part  of  the 
machine,  bnt  other  rolls,  destined  to  the  nae  of  the 
machine,  bnt  not  yet  fitted  to  it,  were  not  so  treated. 

In  considering  when  one  thing  is  to  be  reckoned  part 
of  another,  it  has  become  necessary  to  consider  the  ques- 
tion of  design  or  purpose.     The  examination  of  the  ques- 
tion in  this  narrower  limit  opens  the  way  to  consider — 
Fourthly,  that  in  determining  whether  a  movable  thing 
has  been  made  by  annexation  a  fixture,  the  character  of 
the  thing  and  the  purpose  of  the  annexation  must  be 
considered.     In  HelUmell  ▼.  Eaitnood  (6  Exch.  295), 
\Ai»  prineipUt  laid  down  in  which  have  been  fully  accepted 
and  acted  upon,  it  was  said  that  two  elements  must  be 
taken  Into  consideration  in  determining  whether  or  not 
a  thing  has  been  made  a  fixture:  first,  the  mode  of  annexa- 
tion; and  second,  its  purpose.     Now,  it  has  been  already 
shown  that  any  real  affixing,  though  only  by  nails  or 
screws,  is  enough  of  itself  to  give  the  thing  so  affixed 
the  character  of  a  fixture.    The  effect,  therefore,  of  a 
consideration  of   the  purpeee    is  chiefly    to   take  that 
obaraoter  away;  although,  as  above  shown,  where  there 
is  not  actual   annexation,  the  purpose  or  design  of  a 
thing  may  make  it  a  fixture,  as  being  part  of  a  fixed 
whole,  and,  in  some  cases  of  very  slight  doubtful  annexa- 
tion, it  may  torn  the  scale  upon  that  side.    Now,  when 
the  purpose  or  design  of  the  annexation  of  a  thing  is 
spoken  of,  it  is  plainly  not  the  design  of  making  it  er 
not  making  it  a  fixture  in  the  legal  sense  that  is  meant. 
The  object  of  inquiry  is  the  purpose  of  the  annexatioo 
as  a  matter  of  fact — that  is,  the  degree  to  whioh  it  is 
intended  to  prevail  over  the  naturally  movable  character 
of  the  thing  annexed,  and  make  it,  in  fact,  irremovable, 
or  the  degree  of  permanence  and  durability  to  whioh  the 
annexation  is  designed.     Bnt  this,  again,  is  itself  to  be 
determined  to  a  luge  degree  by  the  amount  and  charac- 
tier  of  the  physical  connection  established;  and  certainly 
this  may  be  of  such  a  kind  as  to  overcome  almost  any 
inference  to  the  contrary  which  would  arise  from  the 
character  of    the   thing.      Thus,  a  fresco  or  painting 
executed  upon  the  walls  themselves  of  a  house  or  upon  the 
cement  which  adhered  to  and  covered  them  would  be, 
of  course,  a  fixture  (or  rather  perhaps  part  of  the  walls 
themselves),  whilst  a  framed  oil  painting  would  belong 
to  the  class  the  furthest  removed  in  character  from  fix- 
ture".    But  yet  even  such  an  oil  painting  might  be  so 
far  incorporated  into  the  wall  a«  to  lose  its  movable 
character  and    become  a    fixture,  as  in  J/Eyncourt  v. 
Gregory  (L.  B.  8  Eq.  382,  395).     Annexed  things,  then, 
being  adjudged  fixtures  or  no  fixtures  by  reference  to  the 
purpose  of  their  annexation,  that  purpose  ia  itself  ascer- 
tained partly  by  the  character  of  the  things  affixed,  and 
partly  by  the  character  of  the  annexation  itself.    This 
latter  element  will  be  most  conveniently  dealt  with  in 
the  first  place,  being  the  one  most  related  to  the  contents 
of  the  previous  discussions. 

First,  therefore,  with  regard  to  the  character  of  the 
annexation,  a  solidity  of  connection  making  separation 
difficult,  and  especially  what  may  be  termed  a  continuity 
of  structure  with  the  permanent  building,  will  indicate 
a  purpose  of  permanent  fixedness.  This  speaks  for  itself, 
and  does  not  admit  of  much  comment. 

It  is  well  illustrated  by  the  case  of  Buokland  v.  Butter- 
field  (2  Br.  k  B.d4),  where  a  conservatory  built  into  a  brick 
foundation  and  into  the  adjoining  wall  of  the  house, 
though  of  the  class  of  ornamental  fixtures,  was  held  even 


as  between  landlord  and  tenant  to  be  irremavaUe;udby 
ffEgnoaurt  j.  Oregary  (L.  B.  8  Eq.  882),  nantiiQi 
noticed  below. 

But  in  tlie  next  plaoe,  a  material  oiroomitsim  will 
be  the  more  or  less  essential  or  accidental  ohsneUr  of 
the  annexation.    Thos,  a  thing  m«y  becoma  itssU  foe  t^ 
iimi  being  immovable  only  by  reason  of  its  coawotioo 
with  some  other  thing  not  part  of  it,  thoogh  uidiii 
conjunction  with  it,  as  a  desk  through  whudit^pt 
passes  to  a  gas  lamp  tecnrad  into  its  top,  but  vU^  it 
not  otherwise  fixed;  siioh.  a  desk  has  been  held  not  to  bt 
a  fixture  {Zojigbottom  t.  Berry^  L.  B.  S  Q.  B.  pp.  U(, 
189,  n.  46).     Similarly,  in  the  same  case  (L  R.  S  Q.  B. 
129,  189,  n.  30),  wasUng  machines  which  wen  resdeid 
for  the  time  immovable  by  reason  merely  of  tbe  aadtd 
the  pipes  which  supplied  them  with  water  bsiD{  betta 
fiat  upon  their  inner  sides,  were  held  not  fiztai«i,ttNt 
being  no    design    apparent  of  steadying  or  liziiif  tke 
machines  by  this  means.     On  the  other  hand  msohiio; 
fixed  for  more  convenient  working  is  an  obviou  iuttnee 
on  the  other  side.    "  In  the  present  case  the  mi^uMT 
was  nearly  all  firmly  fixed  to  the  building,  in  whit  lie 
Vice-Chanoellor,  in  Mather  v.  Frater,  calls  a  ;sai>  peno- 
nent  manner — ^viz.,  by  screws,  or  bolts,  or  soldsnd  will 
lead.     .     .    .    This    fixing  was  dearly  neoeeui;,  fm 
they  could  not  otherwise  be  effeotually  used,  as,  foi  tlx 
game  reason,  the  fixing  was  obviously  not  ooearionri  ttt 
permanent.      ...    It  is  difficult  to  conceive  tbit  > 
BMohine,  which  at  all  times  requires  to  be  firmlj  fid 
to  the  freehold  for  the  purpose  of  being  wotkol,  eocii 
truly  be  said  never  to  lose  its  character  m  s  non^ 
ehattel "  iUnghitUm  r.  Berry,  L.  B.  6  Q.  B.  138).  b 
such  a  case  the  fact  that  it  has  been  from  time  to  tim 
thus  fixed  in  different  places  is  plainly  of  no  oonaeqiwa 
{,Boyd  V.  Sharroot,  L.  B.  6  Eq.  at  p.  79). 

Thirdly,  in  judging  of  the  porpoae  of  snnsntiot  ^ 
character  and  general  use  of  the  immovable  to  mHA  tki 
annexation  is  made,  as  well  as  the  oharactei  tnd  m  i 
the  article  affixed,  is  to  be  considered.  And  tlnoe  tn 
must  commonly  be  considered  together;  since  it  ii  fv 
the  most  part  on  the  character  of  the  movable  tliiaf  " 
eompared  with  the  character  of  the  immoTsble,  tW 
the  decision  of  the  question  depends.  Neverthelea  i> 
some  cases  the  one  element,  in  some  the  other,  coaa 
principally  or  exolnaively  in  view. 

With  regard  then,  first,  to  the  character  ot  6aia- 
movable;  it  is  obvious  that,  the  general  use  of  shoOiiict 
being  ascertained,  those  things  whioh  oondooe  oc  a 
anbservieat  to  that  use  will  be  more  readily  utm^  «> 
have  been  affixed  wlUi  an  intention  of  pemisnenoe  ita 
these  which  do  not  subserve  that  common  end.  1^^^ 
a  building  be  used  as  a  dwelling  house,  things  kH^ 
to  a  dwelling  house  will  more  readily  become  fixtstaii  ^ 
it  be  used  as  a  mill  or  manufactory,  the  same  intoo* 
will  be  drawn  with  reapect  to  those  things  whiok  t«* 
part  of  the  machinery  or  assist  in  ita  operatioaa  Ba- 
soning based  on  these  oonsidezations  will  be  Ik" 
applied  in  the  oases  already  cited  of  Ploise  v.  lifi,  J^^ 
V.  Prater,  Boyd  v.  SharroA.  By  ao  appUcatioa  of  tto 
kind  of  consideration  to  the  conatmotion  of  a  oortPP 
of  a  mill  in  Kay  v.  Bvichinton  (23  Beav.  4UJ,  ^ 
Master  of  the  Bolls  arrived  at  tiie  oonolnaion  thst  »; 
what  might  be  called  the  fixed  fnmitnre  of  a  w3l««^y 
but  not  that  part  whioh  was  peonUariy  "^'P'*''!^ 
use  as  a  iitk  mill,  passed;  a  deciaion,  however,  '^~' 
after  the  subsequent  case  of  Satey  t.  Bammntet  '3^ 
O.  F.  It  3.  587),  before  Lord  Campbell,  mnrtbesooepw 
with  reserve. 

The  principle  is  indeed  extremely  difficult  of  W^"' 
tion.  The  construction  of  it  which,  with  lefciesei* 
machinery  and  such  like,  would  make  only  ('■"■'^l'^ 
fixtures  which  were  destined  to  derelope  the  reeoaicM  ■ 
the  land,  was  decisively  exploded  in  FUkir  v.  -Kw*  i*^ 
CL  &  Fin.  329),  a  case  between  heir  and  exeeaUt:.*" 
after  what  was  said  in  that  case,  with  the  approvil  pM 
in  it  to  the  decision  in  Lanton  t.  Salmn  (1  ^^^ 
260,  n .},  and  the  decisions  in  recent  oases  already  t*"^ 
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to,  it  IB  impossible  to  regard  as  of  any  weight  early  oasea, 
in  Thich  things  so  permaneDtly  fixed,  and  of  such  cu8- 
tomaiy  and  common  use  in  dwelling-houses  as  furnaces 
ind  store  backs,  were  held  to  pass  to  the  executor  and 
BOttotbeheir  {Harvtjf  v.  Harvey,  2  St.  1141;  Squier 
If.  Mayer,  2  Free.  249).  A  case  very  singular  in  its  oir- 
Cnmstances,  and  in  which  great  weight  was  given  to  this 
aspect  of  the  question,  was  Parsons  v.  Hind  (14  W.  B. 
860),  which  will  be  more  fully  noticed  below. 
,  la  the  next  place,  under  the  head  of  the  purpose  of 
Unexation,  the  character  of  the  thing  affixed  sometimes 
tecapies  the  prominent  place  ;  and  particularly  where 
jtbe  thing  belongs  to  the  class  of  ornaments.  Even  here, 
IB  has  been  already  observed,  the  annexation  may  be  such 
Hiat  the  character  of  the  thing  yields  to  it.  Thus,  in  a 
base  of  ornamental  fixtures,  even  as  between  landlord 
hnd  tenant,  it  was  said,  "On  the  one  hand  it  is  clear 
that  many  things  of  an  ornamental  nature  may  be  in  a 
Degree  affixed,  and  yet,  during  the  term,  may  be  removed; 
■ad  on  the  other  hand,  it  is  equally  clear  that  there 
pKJ  be  that  sort  of  fixing  or  annexation,  which,  though 

building  or  thing  annexed  may  have  been   merely 
'  ornament,  will  yet  make  the  removal  of  it  waste" 

ckland  v.  Butterfield,  2  Br.  k  B.  at  p.  53). 
{To  be  continued.) 


LEGISLATION  OF  THE  YEAR  1871. 
XVIII. — Aa  Act  to  amend  the  law  ditqnalifying 

attorney  I,  lolicitort,  and  procton  in  practice  from  heiny 

jiuticei  of  the  peace  for  counties. 

;  Whenever  the  office  of  county  jastioe  of  the  peace 
lay  have  been  first  established,  it  seems  pretty  clear 
kat  its  first  statutory  recognition  was  in  the  first  year  of 
Idward  III.,  immediately  after  his  assumption  of  the 
(Ovemment,  at  the  instance  of  his  mother.  Queen  Isabella, 
II  the  lifetime  of  bis  father,  and  these  officers  seem  to 
lave  been  thought  necessary  to  preserve  the  peace  in 
DDsequence  of  the  general  unsettlement  of  men's  minds 
f  reason  of  the  deposition  of  Edward  II.  by  his  wife  and 
m.  The  statute  of  the  1  Edw.  3,  o.  16,  enacted  that 
)r  the  better  maintaining  and  keeping  the  peace  in 
^ty  county,  good  men  and  lawful,  which  were  no  main- 
liaers  of  evil,  or  barretors  in  the  county,  should  be 
nigned  to  keep  the  peace.  And  from  this  date  it  seems 
I  have  been  generally  considered  that  the  election  of 
Baervatora  of  the  peace  was  taken  from  the  people  and 
Ten  to  the  King.  By  the  oath  of  office  the  justices 
ue  required  to  swear  that  "  they  would  not  be  of 
nnael  in  any  quarrel  hanging  before  them,"  but,  beyond 
e  inference  that  arises  from  this,  there  does  not  appear 

have  been,  until  comparatively  recent  times,  anything 
h  prevent  attorneys  being  in  the  commission  of  the 
Me,  if  it  pleased  the  Grown  so  to  place  them.  As  the 
eing  ont  the  dedimui,  which  was  a  preliminary  to  the 
ninated  person  taking  upon  himself  the  office,  was  a 
ttutary  act,  no  question  could  arise  as  to  any  privilege 
llich  an  attorney  might  have  had  to  claim  exemption 
Rn  this  office  if  thrust  on  him  in  invitum;  it  seems 
Mr,  however,  that  such  privilege  did  exist  as  regards 
t  office  of  sheriff  (who  is  ex  officio  a  conservator  of  the 
toe),  and  it  would  seem  in  all  elective  offices,  such  as 
l^or  and  aldermen  of  municipal  corporations,  the 
tfilege  of  an  attorney,  grounded  on  his  duty  as  an 
leer  of  the  courts  to  be  present  there,  might  have  been 
amed  as  relieving  from  the  obligation  of  service 
fayor  o/  uVoricich  v.  Bury,  4  Burr.  2109). 
By  the  Act  of  5  Geo.  2,  c.  18,  s.  2,  it  was  first  dis- 
lOtly  enacted  that  no  attorney,  solicitor,  or  proctor,  in 
f  court  whatever,  should,  from  and  after  the  25th 
urch,  1733,  be  capable  to  continue  or  be  a  justice  of 
I  peace  within  any  county  of  England  or  Wales, 
ting  such  time  as  he  should  continue  in  the  business 
1  practice  of  an  attorney,  solicitor,  or  proctor.  This 
tnte  is  repealed,  as  to  attorneys  and  solicitors,  by  the 
(omeys  and  Solicitors  Act  (6  4:  7  Vict.  o.  73),  but  the 
terms    are,   as    to   attorneys    and    solicitors,  re- 


enacted  by  section  33  of  that  Act.  But  by  section  34 
the  prohibition  is  not  to  extend  to  any  city  or  town  being 
a  county  of  itself,  or  to  any  city,  town,  cinque  port,  or 
liberty,  having  justices  of  the  peace  within  their  rr- 
spective  limits  and  precincts,  by  charter,  commission,  or 
otherwise;  but  in  such  places  attorneys  or  solicitors  may 
be  justices  of  the  peace  in  such  manner  as  they  miglit 
have  been  if  that  Act  had  never  been  made. 

The  present  Act  (section  1),  from  and  after  its  pass- 
ing, repeals  section  33  of  the  statute  6  i  7  Vict.  c.  73, 
and  so  much  as  remains  in  force  of  section  2  of  cap.  1 8  of 
5  Geo.  2  (the  enactment  above  mentioned);  but  no 
person  is  to  be  capable  of  becoming  or  being  a  justice  of 
the  peace  for  any  county  in  England  or  Wales  (not  being 
a  county  of  a  city  or  county  of  a  town)  in  which  he 
shall  practise  and  carry  on  the  profession  or  business  of 
an  attorney,  solicitor,  or  proctor;  and  any  person  so  prac- 
tising in  a  city  or  town  being  a  county  in  itself  shall, 
for  the  purposes  of  this  Act,  be  deemed  to  carry  on  such 
profession  within  the  county  within  which  the  city  or 
town  or  any  part  thereof  is  situate.  Section  2  declares 
that  a  person  shall  be  deemed  to  carry  on  his  profession 
in  the  county,  city,  or  town,  in  whioh  he  maintains  an 
office  or  place  of  business;  and  the  word  "county"  is  to 
include  «  riling  or  division  having  a  separate  commis- 
sion of  the  peace.  Nothing  in  the  Act  is  to  affect 
coroner!).  Attirneys,  sciicitors,  and  proctors  are  hence- 
foui,  therefore,  eligible  fur  selection  by  the  advisers  of 
the  Crown,  for  the  office  of  justice  of  the  peace  of  any 
county  in  which  they  do  not,  and  so  long  as  they  do  not 
there  practise,  their  respective  professions.  Their  rights 
and  privileges  in  respect  to  appointments  as  city  or  cor- 
porate justices,  of  course,  remain  the  same  as  before  the 
Act. 

Cap.  XXVI. — An  Act  to  alter  the  lam  respecting  religiom 
tetti  in  the  Univeriitie'.  of  Oxford,  Cambridge,  and 
Durham,  and  in  the  halls  and  oolleget  of  those  Univer- 
sitiei. 

By  tlie  9  Geo.  4,  o.  17,  the  necessity  of  taking  the 
sacrament  as  a  qualification  for  certain  offices  (particu- 
larly corporate  ones)  was  abolished,  whioh  was  a  relief 
chiefly  felt  by  the  body  of  Protestant  Nonconformists. 
And  by  the  10  Geo.  4,  o.  7  (commonly  called  the  Catholic 
Relief  Act),  Roman  Catholics  were  relieved  from  taking 
and  making  certain  oaths  and  declarations  which  were 
considered  by  them  inconsistent  with  their  faith,  as  a 
qualification  for  secular  offices  and  employments  {with 
certain  exceptions),  but  it  was  particularly  provided 
(section  16)  that  nothing  in  that  Act  contained  should 
enable  any  persons,  otherwise  than  as  they  were  then 
by  law  enabled,  to  hold,  enjoy,  &o.,  any  office  or  place 
whatever,  of,  in,  or  belonging  to  any  of  the  Universities 
of  this  realm,  or  any  office  or  place  whatever,  and  by 
whatever  name  the  same  might  be  called,  of,  in,  or  be- 
longing to  any  of  the  colleges  or  halls  of  the  said 
Universities,  or  to  repeal  the  statutes,  &o.,  whioh  pre- 
vented Roman  Catholics  from  being  admitted  thereto, 
or  from  residing  or  taking  degrees  therein.  By 
the  17  k  18  Vict.  c.  81,  it  was  enacted  (sections 
43  and  44)  that  it  shonld  not  be  necessary  for 
any  person  matriculating  or  taking  the  degree  of 
Bachelor  in  Arts,  Law,  Medicine,  or  Musio  in  the  Uni- 
versity of  Oxford  to  make  any  declaration,  or  take 
any  oath,  any  law  or  statute  notwithstanding.  But  such 
degree  was  not  to  qualify  for  holding  any  office  thereto- 
fore held  by  a  member  of  the  United  Church  of  England 
and  Ireland,  and  for  which  such  degree  had  been  a 
qualification,  unless  the  oaths  theretofore  required  should 
be  taken.  By  the  19  &  20  Vict.  o.  88  it  was  also  enacted 
(section  45)  that  no  person  shonld  be  required  upon  ma- 
triculating, or  on  taking,  or  to  enable  him  to  take,  a 
degree  in  Arts,  Law,  medicine,  or  Musio  in  the  University 
of  Cambridge,  to  take  any  oath,  or  make  any  declaration 
whatever,  but  such  degree  was  not  (until  the  person 
obtaining  it  should  have  subscribed  a  declaration  that  ha 
was  a  bond  fide  member  of  the  Church  of  England)  to 
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entitle  him  to  be  a  member  of  the  senate  or  hold  any  ofBoe 
either  in  the  XTniTersity  or  elKwhere,  theretofore  held 
by  a  member  of  the  ITnited  Ohnrch  of  England  and 
Ireland,  and  for  whioh  snoh  degree  theretofore  oonstitnted 
one  of  the  qnalifioations.  Hitherto,  «e  peroeiTe  the 
•otion  of  the  Legitlatare  to  hare  been  extremely  guarded. 
The  pieeent  Act  deals  with  the  sabjeot  in  »  far  .wider 
spirit,  and  seems  to  giTe  fnll  practioal  efteot  to  the 
doctrine  of  Blaokstone,  that  the  UniTersities  are  lay  or 
seoolar,  and  not  eooleeiastioal  corporations. 

The  preamble  declares  that  Vbe  benefits  of  the  XTni- 
Tersities  of  Oxford,  Cambridge,  and  Durham,  and  the 
collegM  and  halls  now  snbsisting  therein,  as  places  of 
religion  and  learning,  should  be  rendered  fully  accessible 
to  the  nation;  that  by  diTers  restriotlons,  ko.,  many  of  her 
Majesty's  subjects  are  debarred  from  the  full  enjoyment 
of  the  same,  and  it  is  expedient  such  restrictions,  fta, 
should  be  removed,  under  proper  safeguards  for  the  main- 
tonance  of  religions  instruction  and  worship  in  the  same. 
Section  2  defines  the  word  "  college,"  and  declares  that 
the  word  "  ofBce  "  is  to  include  every  professorship  (other 
than  of  divinity),  assistant  or  deputy  professorship,  ko., 
and  (int«r  alia)  headship  of  college  or  hall,  fellowship, 
stndentship,  tutorship,  scholarship,  and  exhibition.  And 
any  ofSoe  or  emolument  not  specified  in  that  section,  the 
income  of  which  is  payable  out  of  the  revenues  of  any  of 
the  said  tTniversities  or  of  ony  college  within  the  same, 
or  which  is  held  by  any  member  as  such  of  any  of  the 
aaid  Universities  or  any  college  within  the  same.  Qy 
section  3  from  the  paasing  of  the  Act  no  person  taking  » 
degree  (other  than  in  divinity)  hs  the  UniveTBities  abore 
named,  or  for  exercising  the  rights  and  privileges  which 
hetetofore  have  been  or  hereafter  may  be  exercised  by 
graduates  in  the  said  Universities  or  any  college  thereof, 
or  npon  taking  or  holding  or  to  enable  him  to  take  or 
hold  any  ofBce  in  the  said  Universities  ot  any  snob  college, 
or  in  coder  to  teach  within  any  of  the  same  or  to  open  a 
private  hall  or  hoetel  withiu  any  of  the  said  Universitiee,  for 
the  reception  of  students,  shall  be  required  to  subscribe 
any  article  or  formulary  of  faith,  or  make  any  declaration, 
or  take  any  oath  as  to  his  religions  belief  or  profe  ssion, 
or  to  attend  or  abstain  from  any  form  of  public  worship, 
or  to  belong  to  any  specified  cbnrcb,  sect,  or  denomina- 
tion, or  be  compelled  to  attend  the  public  worship  of  any 
church,  Ico.,  to  whioh  he  does  not  belong.  But  nothing 
in  the  Act  is  to  render  a  layman  or  person,  not  a  member 
of  the  Ghnroh  of  England,  eligible  to  any  ofBoe  or  capable 
of  any  right  or  privilege  in  any  of  the  said  Universities 
or  colleges,  whioh  offlee,  tec,  at  the  time  of  passing  of  the 
Act,  is  restricted  by  Act  of  Parliament,  or  any  statute,  Jco,, 
of  the  University  or  college,  to  persons  in  holy  orders,  ac 
remove  any  obligation  to  enter  into  holy  orders,  on  account 
of  such  office.  Nothing  in  section  3  is  to  open  any  office 
(not  being  an  offloe  mentioned  in  that  section)  to  any 
person  not  a  member  of  the  Chnroh  of  England,  where, 
at  the  passing  of  the  Act,  such  office  was  confined  to 
members  of  such  Church  by  reason  of  such  degree  being 
a  qualification  for  holding  such  office. 

By  section  4  the  religions  instruction,  worship,  and 
diadpUne,  now  or  hereafter  to  be  established  in  the  said 
Universities  or  the  colleges  thereof,  is  saved,  except  as 
expressly  enioted  by  the  Act.  The  governing  body  of 
every  college,  snbsisting  at  passing  of  the  Act,  are  to  pro- 
vide (section  5)  sufficient  religions  instruction  for  all 
members  in  itatu  pupiUari  belonging  to  the  Established 
Church.  By  section  6,  morning  and  evening  prayers  are 
to  continue  to  be  used  daily  as  heretofore  in  the  chapel 
of  every  college,  according  to  the  order  of  the  Book  of 
Common  Prayer,  but  the  visitor  of  the  college,  at  the  re- 
quest of  the  governing  body,  may  authorise  by  writing 
from  time  to  time  an  abridgment  or  adaptation  of  the 
morning  and  evening  prayer  for  use  on  week  days  only. 
Attondimce  at  lectures  is  to  be  excused  (section  7}  if 
objected  to  on  religions  grounds.  Section  8  repeals  the 
Acto  and  parte  of  Acta  mentioned  in  the  sohedale  to  the 
extent  and  in  manner  therein  defined,  and  any  provision 
in  any  Act  of  Parliament  or  any  statute,  &o.,  of  any 


such  University  or  oollrge  so  far  as  inooDtiitcat  inUt  tba 
Act  is  repealed. 

Caf.  XXYII. — An  Act  U  rtmovt  dtmUt  at  to  tkjiitr 
at  tTMtteet  to  invett  Inst  fundi  in  itienWre  ibeb. 

The  object  of  this  Act  is  to  meet  the  ptiotios  at  nil. 
way  and  other  oompaniea  who  haw  of  late  jmnbmi 
it  to  their  interest  to  endeavoiir  to  raise  bj  peauaot 
debenture  stock  the  whde  (a  the  gnater  psit  oi  tlw 
debt  which  they  are  aathorlsod  to  incar  on  tbestmnlj  rf 
mortgages  or  bonds,  and  which,  whilst  in  thst  fara,* 
liable  to  have  to  he  repaid  at  periodioal  tinei^  irhiA  my 
happen  when  the  state  of  the  noney-Aiarket  is  uiinin- 
able  for  that  purpose,  and  so  produce  derssgcmeit  mi 
injury  to  the  financial  position  of  the  oonpaBits. 

After  a  recital  that  1^  diveia  Acts  of  Psrlisiiat,iii 
more  partieolarly  bf  the  Oompaniea  Act,  1863,  ud  di» 
Aote  amending  thasamo,  oompanieB  an  empowstedtsniK 
by  dtbentmre  itock  all  moneys  which  th^  sm;  \» 
authorised  to  raise  for  the  time  being  by  Bottp|«  > 
bond,  and  Uiat  donbte  exist  whethw  it  is  lawful  is 
traatees  authorised  to  invest  tmst  funds  in  martcigna 
beads  of  ooespanies  to  invest  the  aame  in  sadh  debeBtnt 
stodk.  Section  1  enaote  that  apower  befoe  thsfsi^ 
of  the  Abt,  or  at  any  time  thereafter,  gives  to  trulMito 
invest  tmst  funds  in  mortgages  or  bonds  of  a  nilwt;  or 
any  other  company  shall,  unless  the  «mtrary  is  expnad 
in  the  instrument  creating  the  power,  be  deeoed  to 
include  a  power  to  invest  such  funds  in  the  debectiB 
stock  of  a  railway  or  anoh  other  company  sa  sioRnd, 
and  an  investment  of  trastfnnds  in  dc^tore  itock  ot; 
be  made  accordingly. 

We  have  is  an  article  in  this  journal  (oatt,  p.  S'0> 
pointed  oat  onr  reasons  for  thinking  that  a  oissiof  oaa 
whidi  will  arise  out  of  the  modara  fmas,  MMtiaet 
employed  in  oonveyanoiiig,  whioh  eontaim  sa  sqna 
negation  of  other  than  the  secnritiea  Omts  annentBd, 
will  oonatitato  an  exoeption  to  tbe  powers  eoofBtdb; 
this  Act,  as  being  oaaee  in  which  tiie  "  eoatniy  ■>  Q- 
pressed  in  the  instrument  creatinsr  Oe  power,"  isd  n 
still  think  the  langoage  of  the  Act  inyitss  this  omrtnt- 
tion.  The  intrinslediBtinatioa  adverted  to  in  that  utide, 
between  tiie  rights  of  lenders  on  mortgage  or  boadt,  ud 
the  ludden  of  debenture  stock,  tends,  we  think,  tomte 
the  constraotion  we  have  indicated  the  neoesasiy  om  to 
oases  in  the  oategory  referred  to.  "Where  then  in  >» 
negaUve  words  tJie  object  of  the  Act  will  be  rsaehed  ^ 
the  first  sectton ;  but  the  language  might  bsn  ha 
more  happily  dieaen  for  it  ia,  at  leaat  arguaUs  tkst  a 
apower  given  to  inreat  in  mortgages  or  bonds  of  *■)>>■ 
way  company,  or  any  other  daacriptiam  of  ceoipaKf,  ■><> 
be  deemed  to  inolada  a  power  to  invaat  in  the  dsbtstut 
stock  of  a  railwiqr  company  or  anoh  other  eoaifBr* 
aforesaid,  a  power  simply  to  inveat  in  mor^tfo  * 
bonds  of  a  railway  would  anthorise  the  iavsstatit  ■> 
the  debentoie  stock  of  tmy  company  and  viae  vtni-  &> 
rule  reddendo  lingMla  linfuU*  may  zeotitj  this  asiUpi^t 
but  it  would  have  been  better  if  the  language  lad  bM 
clearer. 

The  exiHcessioa  "  trasteea  "  is  to  indnde  exasotaa  » 
administratwra  and  any  peraona  h<ddlng  funds  is  s  idi- 
ciary  oatNMdty.    The  shcnt  title  ia  "  Hie  Debsntoit  Stoi 

Act,  1871." 

— 

Mr.  H.  T.  Lovegrove,  a  Gloucester  attomsy,  bi  {^ 
chased  the  Cleeva-hill  estate,  near  CheKenhsai,  bf"  * 
John  Fakington,  for  ^620,000. 

Mr.  Isaac  Butt,  Q.O.,  of  the  Irish  bar,  and slssssi^ 
of  the  English  bar,  has  been  retnmed  to  FhrlisMot, «» 
out  oppoaitioD,  as  member  for  .the  City  of  Tjnwiek  1^ 
Butt  was  called  to  the  Irish  bar  in  1838,  and  chtnart** 
govm  in  1844,  when  of  only  six  yeara'  stanflinfr  ^ 
1838  to  1841  he  held  the  office  of  Archbidiop  "}^^ 
Professor  of  Political  Eccnomy  in  the  Univssaity  o''^^ 
He  has  recently  become  consmcuous  as  the  laMsr  <> '■ 
movement  for  securing  Home  Bnle  for  Irelaail  ^'^T 
was  called  to  the  English  bar  by  the  H<a.  SocM^n* 
•Inner  Temple  in  1869. 


Digitized  by 


Google 


€ept28.l871.  THE  SOLICITORS*  JOURNAL  &  REPORTER. 


839 


AECEHI  DECISIOirS. 
PBIVT  OOUNOUi. 

9MTI7TB  OF  IimrrATIONS— TKRAXOr   AT  WlIiL. 

2>ay  T.  Daf,  P.O.,  19  W.  0. 1017 . 
Ike  rale  of  law  appUoabla  to  taoMMlai  at  wOl  nadtr 
•aeotioa  7  of  8  &  4  WOl.  ^,  o.  27,  and  bf  wkteh  Mm  pne- 
«nt  ease  was  daoMed,  is  szpraaMd  hf  Bit  7owph  Napier, 
in  dellrerinsr  the  Jndgment  of  the  Ooart  ai  followB:— 
"  When  the  statute  has  onoe  began  to  ran  it  wonld  aeem 
on  principle  that  it  woold  not  oease  to  ran  onleas  the  real 
owner,  whom  the  statute  aseamea  to  be  dispoesoBsod  of 
th«piopert]r,ah«U  hare  been  restored  to  the  posaoirion. 
He  maj  be  ao  zeatored  either  by  entering  on  the  aotnal 
oceoparton  of  the  property,  or  by  leeeiTing  rent  from  the 
penao  is  the  oeonpatton,  or  by  maUiif  a  new  laaae  to 
(ooh  pemn,  wUeh  is  aooepted  by  him;  and  it  is  not 
material  wlietlwr  it  be  a  lease  fbr  a  term  of  yean,  from 
year  to  year,  or  at  will."    This  is  a  Indd  comment  im  the 
words  of  the  7th  seotion,  whioh  proride  tliat  the  right 
of  the  original  landowner  to  make  an  entry  or  bring  an 
aodon  against  his  tenant  at  will,  shall  be  deemed  to 
hare  flrst  aoomed,  "  either  on  tlie  determination  of  snoh 
tenancy,  or  at  tihe  expiration  of  one  year  next  after  the 
eonmenoemeat '  of  snoh  tenancy,    tU  lekiek  tims  nteh 
tenanef  <4ati  it  dtmud  to  Aom  determined."    In  the  pre- 
sent ease  the  defendant,  under  whoae  testator  the  testator 
of  the  plaintiff  had  beeome  tenant  at  will,  mors  than 
twenty-one    yean  after   the   eommeneement    of   that 
tenancy  entered  npon  the  land,  and  waaaoed  in  ejeotment 
by  the  present  pli^tlff.    He  attempted,  oontrMy  to  tlie 
Mderof  the  sentence,  to  analogy  and  to  anthority,  to 
eonstrne  the    alternative   of    the    statnte   as  meaning 
"whioheTer  shall  Uut  iiappen."    Bnt  as  this  woold  haTe 
led  to  Ute  abamdity  that  the  original  landowner  might 
at  any  distanoe  of  time  have  determined  the  tenanoy, 
and  ao  eraded  the  statnte  altogether,  it  was  necesaary  to 
limit  the  propositioa  by  a  previaa  that  this  determination 
most   take  plsKie  before  the  lapse  of  tweaty«u  years 
after  the  oommenoement  of  the  tenanqr,  thus  allowing 
the  time  to  begin  mnning  at  the  end  of  the  one  year,  Imt 
making  it  begin  to  ran  afresh  on  a  determination  of  the 
seoanoy  happening  within  twenty  yean  after.      In  the 
jireaent  case  the  Oonrt  held  that  there  had,  in  fact,  been 
10  aooh  determination  within  the  twenty  yean,  bat  also 
spraasly  held  that  if  tiiere  had  been  it  wonld  haTO  made 
10   difference;    and    considaring    that   a    tenancy    is 
letermlned  by  any  act  inconsistent  with  it,  and  that  a 
enanoy  at  will  is,  therefore,  Tory  essily  determined  on- 
wares,  and  oonsidering  moreoTer  that  it  is  always  de- 
jrmined  by  the  death  of  either  party,  it  is  eridenttliat 
seh  a  oonstmoUon  as  the  defendant  contended  for  wonld 
inder  the  Aot  peaotioally  almoat  inoperatire  ia  ita  ap- 
iioatioa  to  anoh  cases. 


COMMON  LAW. 


Abbttkation— Costs — EvsNTor  Betssenos. 
event  ▼.  CUkapman,  Ex.,  19  W.  B.  968,  L.  B.  6  Ex.  218- 
Wliat  is  the  CTent  of  a  refereaoe  7  In  ffribble  r. 
tekanan  (18  C.  B.  691)  the  coata  of  the  oanae  were  to 
ide  the  event  of  the  canse,  and  the  coats  of  the  re- 
'enoe  and  award,  the  event  of  the  award;  by  the  award 
3  plaintiff  in  the  aotion  got  £69,  and  the  defendant, 
on  other  matten  in  difference,  got  £10;  the  plaintiil, 
Iie/OM,  -got  his  coata  in  the  action,  bnc  not  wholly 
oeeding  on  the  reference  got  no  eoats  there;  Uie  Ooart 
this  following  prerions  decisions.  It  wonld  be  mnoh 
rsr  and  more  reaaonable  if  in  anoh  a  case  the  mle 
unonly  obeerred  on  interpleader  isaaes,  and  often  by 
itrators  when  they  have  coata  in  their  diaoretlon,  were 
jwed,  and  the  oosta  were  divided  in  proportion  to  the 
lesa  t  bat  the  rale  of  QribbU  v,  Buchanan  aeems  for 
present  fixed.  In  Steven*  v.  Chapman,  however,  the 
•t  refaaed  to  extend  it  to  a  case  where  the  oosta  of 


the  oaoee  wece  to  abide  the  event  of  the  reference,  the 
ecsts  of  the  reference  and  award  being  in  the  arbitrator's 
disoretion,  and  where  the  defendant's  claim  upon  the 
ether  matten  in  difference  redaoed  the  amoant  which  the 
plaintiff  was  to  reoeive  from  £239  to  £17.  Here  the 
words  "  event  of  the  reference  "  were  treated  as  equiva- 
lent to  "event  of  the  reference  of  the  cauBe,"  or  "  event 
of  the  oanaei*'  and  the  plaintiff  was,  therefore,  allowed 
his  costs  of  the  canse.  The  result  as  to  these  coeta  was, 
in.  faot,  preoiaely  the  same  as  ia  Oribhle  t.  B<ushAna»t 
and  the  present  case  in  no  way  interferes  with,  that 
decision,  for  there  the  distinct  mention  of  the  two 
separata  events  made  it  impossible  to  give  the  same 
meaning  to  both.  Bat  tor  anthotit^,  however,  even 
though  the  rale  of  apportionment  were  not  adopted,  a 
veiy  different  conolation  might  have  been  rcMhed  in 
that  caae,  and  perliapa  a  mon  reaaonable  one;  for  the 
order  might  well  have  been  eonatrned  aa  making  the 
oosta  of  the  oanae  follow  the  reaolt  of  Uie  iasnes  raised 
upon  the  pleadinga,  and  tlw  costs  of  the  reference  follow 
the  determination  of  whether,  upon  the  whole,  the  plain- 
tiff was  to  reoeive  or  to  pay.  Aa  it  ataads,  however, 
Qriible  v.  Suehanan  ia  a  warning  to  plaintiffa  not  to 
adopt  the  form  of  order  there  need. 

XiTHB  Modus— TpjJk.aiEa. 
Viear  v.  JDndmutjO.V.,  19  W.  B.  968,  Ii.  B.  6  0.  P.  470. 
If  a  man  tnma  a  few  perchea  of  hia  paddock  into  an 
orahard  or  a  kitohen  garden,  does  he  m^e  himself  liable 
to  pay  tithe  as  fbr  "tillages"  nnder  a  modus  which 
fixes  an  increased  rate  for  land  converted  to  that  par- 
pose  7  The  Oonrt  of  Oommon  Pleas  answers — No;  that 
tillage  means  agtionltnre,  and  not  "  honses,  gardens,  and 
otohuda,^  that  ia,  it  dees  not  indnda  anoh  gaidena  and 
orchaida  as  ace  reaaonaUe  appendagea  to  a  hooae,  aa  dts- 
tingoishsd  from  "  orchards  and  gardens  devoted  to  agrienl- 
tare,  such  as  the  oommon  market  gardena"  The  dis- 
tinction intended  appean  to  be  between  snoh  tillage  as 
ia  carried  on  aa  a  bnainess  and  for  pioAt,  and  sooh  as  is 
only  the  "  oidiaaiy  aecompaaiment  of  a  residenoe  in  the 
ooantiy,"  and  whioh  is  nsnally  anything  rather  than  a 
bttaineaa  or  profitable. 

OopTBioHT— jTonra  Acthobsrip. 
Leoy  T.  BnaUy,  OX.,  19  W.  B.  976. 
^e  plaintiff  claimed  to  be  joint  author  of  a  play;  btit 
all  tliat  appeared  waa,  that  he  had  made  aome  fdteratioa 
in  and  additions  to  a  play  writtsn  by  a  person  whom  be 
had  employed  to  write  it.  The  Oonrt  held  that  there 
was  no  joint  authorahip;  andit  would  certainly  be  atrange 
if  a  man  could  thus  have  another  writer  ssaociated  with 
him  against  his  will,  as  jdnt  author  of  his  tranafigued 
prodaotion.  Wlwt  would  oonstitnte  a  joint  antliMship, 
the  Oonrt  aeemed  to  think  it  difficult  to  determine  ;  bn^ 
(following  anggeationa  thrown  out  by  aeveral  memben  of 
it)  it  would  aeem  aafe  to  aay  that  nnlesa  there  was  either 
a  common  deaign  originally,  or  a  oommon  re-arrangement 
or  re-caating  of  the  work  {not  meiely  anggeated  altera- 
tiona  adopt^  by  the  original  author  at  his  disoretion), 
there  would  lie  no  joint  anthorahip  either  in  a  strict  or,  a 
popular  sense. 

OOHTBAOI  FOB  PBBSORAL  taBVIOK. 

IMineon  v.  Daeiton,  Ex.,  19  W.  B.  1086, 
L.  B.  6  Ex.  269. 
A  question  which  has  been  for  some  time  floating  in  the 
air  is  here  set  at  rest.  By  a  contract  between  the  plain- 
tiff and  defendant  the  defendant's  wife  was  to  play  the 
piano  at  a  concert  condneted  by  the  plaintiff.  Illness 
prevented  her  from  fnlfiUing  the  engagement,  and  the 
plaintiff  sued  for  bieaoh  of  eontraot.  The  Oonrt  held  that 
he  could  not  recover,  and  aa  in  this  case  it  appeared  that 
the  contract  oould  not  have  been  fulfilled  withqut  serious 
ooneeqnenoes  to  the  performer^s  health,  the  case  was  one 
in  which  the  plaintiff  can  eoarcely  have   expected  to 


Digitized  by 


Google 


840 


THE  SOLICITORS*  JOURNAL  &  REPORTER.  Sept23.i87L 


noorer  attar  the  deoi^ion  ia  Boatt  t.  firth  (17  W.  B. 
29.  L.  B.  4  0.  P.  1).  If  the  aotoal  impoMlbiUtjr  of  per- 
fonnanoe  owlngr  to  U-heilth  is  raffloient  to  exoaie, 
it  would  bs  a  strange  system  of  law  which  hdd  that  the 
pcomiser  was  bonnd  to  perform,  thongh  the  performanoe 
would  probably  be  fatal  to  him.  Bat  the  Jodgments  ia 
the  ease  went  farther,  and  laid  down  that  if  owing  to 
ill-health  the  oontraot  oonld  not  be  performed  aooording 
to  the  intention  of  the  partiee— that  is,  if  the  performer 
Qould  not  perform  in  bis  aocastomed  s^le  and  with  sneh 
ezeeUenoe  as  would  nsnally  be  ezpeoted  of  him— ^  was 
esonsed  from  performanoe.  Xi^en  with  a  reasonable 
limitation  this  is  oertainly  in  aooordanoe  with  good  sense 
mad  oommon  understanding;  and  Baron  Bnunwell,  wiUi 
his  aconstomed  thotonghness  of  reasoning,  pntis  Uie 
Batter  on  its  tme  footing  when  he  asks  whether  Uie  per- 
tomer,  not  being  in  a  condition  to  perform  well,  wonld 
have  any  right  to  insist  on  performing  at  all.  Both 
parties  in  snoh  a  case  are  eqniJIy  off  tbeir  bargain. 

A  farther  question  arose  in  the  case  as  to  whether  due 
notice  was  giren  of  the  incapacity.  But  as  the  damages 
which  the  jury  assessed  as  caused  by  want  of  timely 
notice  were  inoonsiderable,  the  point  was  not  discussed, 
and  all  the  judges  exprnsly  refrain  from  giring  any 
opinion  as  to  whether  the  learned  jndge  who  tried  the 
cause  was  right  in  his  direction  to  the  jury  upon  that 
point.  It  ia  to  be  obserred  that  the  inter^  for  giring 
notice  was  rery  short  in  this  case;  that  notioe  was  given, 
and  that  the  only  qaeation  was  whetiier  it  ought  not  to 
have  been  giren  by  telegram  instead  of  by  letter.  It 
conkl  not  be  reasonably  contended  that  a  person,  who  was 
well  aware  of  an  incapacity  whioh  tliere  was  no  ohance 
of  lemofing  in  time  for  performance,  would  be  justified 
in  allowing  the  person  with  whom  he  had  ooatraotad  to 
go  on,  nnwamed,  in  e:q)ectation  of  a  dne  performanoe; 
and  with  lespeot  to  the  doty  of  employing  the  telegraph, 
the  ease  JPnud/oot  t.  M»nt«JUr*  (L.  B.  2  Q.  B.  671) 
seems  to  show  that,  this  bring  now  a  well-known  and 
common  method  of  aomnnnioation,  it  ought  to  be  need 
by  all  persons  under  a  Antf  to  communicate,  whan  from 
the  shortness  of  the  interral  its  use  may  materially 
affect  the  interests  of  the  person  entitled  to  reoeire 
notice. 

We  cannot  leare  this  ease  without  remarking  that  it 
sets  in  a  strong  light  the  injustice  and  absnidity  of  the 
decision  in  Sail  t.  WrifH  (E.  B.  &  E.  746).  If  there 
is  any  oontractnal  relation  which  in  all  its  aspects  bat 
one  eesentially  rests  npon  personal  considerations,  and 
involTea  personal  performanoe,  it  ia  that  of  marriage; 
yet  by  the  majority  of  the  judges,  ont  of  deferenoe  to  that 
one  consideration  all  other  omisiderations  were  set  aside, 
and  the  result  was  to  treat  the  contract  on  the  footing 
of  a  pnrely  mercantile  bargain.  That  caae  can  only  be 
regarded  as  an  unfortunate  accident  in  the  law,  creating 
a  blot  whioh  the  powerfol  reasoning  of  the  minority 
will,  we  hope,  ultimately  succeed  in  lemoring. 


SEVIEWS. 


The  UeHeal  Juruprvdtnet  of  Iiuanitg.  By  0.  H.  Balfovk 
Bbownb.  of  the  Middle  Temple,  Barrister-at-Law.  Lon- 
don :  Chnrchills.    1871. 

This  is  a  scientific  book  on  the  subject  of  insani^and  its 
legal  relations,  considered  in  the  widest  sense.  The  book 
diR°er«  rery  mach  from  the  ordinary  legal  text-books,  indeed, 
an  tliu  publisher's  name  denotm,  it  is  not  a  le^al  text-book 
at  all;  It  is  an  original  investigation  of  the  subject^  simed 
as  mnch  at  ascertaining  what  the  law  should  be  as  at  ex- 
|x)andiog  what  it  is.  Many  of  the  medical  profession,  and 
Dume  of  onr  medical  contemporaries,  have  vmy  fieqttently 
expressed  great  dissatisfaction  with  the  attitnae  of  the  law 
towards  oases  of  doabtfal  insanity,  especially  npon  qoeetions 
of  criminal  responsibility.  For  the  most  part  the  obiections 
thus  taken  to  the  attitude  of  the  law  towards  culprits  of 
slleged  insanity  have  appealed  to  us  to  be  grounded  in  a 
mistaken  Tiew  of  the  deterrent  objects  ot  punishment. 
Mr.  Browne  proposes  the  followiog  as  a  deflmtion  of  con- 


ditions of  legal  responsibility: — "  A  knoiriedge  tint  onia 
acts  are  permitted  by  law  and  tliat  certain  acti  in  autaj 
to  law,  and,  combined  with  this  knowledge,  11m  ;•■«  ti 
appreciate  and  be  moved  by  Ihe  ordinary  aottniskid 
influence  the  actions  of  mankind."     An  AtnsiVas  jate 
lately  adopted  the  following;  as  a  teatqusstian:— "EirSi 
drfendant  power  to  distinguish   ti^t  from  mtsa  ai 
power  to  adnere  to  tiie  right  and  avoid  the  vrong!    Vt 
gather  from  Mr.  Browne's  book  that  he  doai  aot  a^iii 
those  medical  men  who  argue  that  no  act  should  be  lai- 
able  which  ia  the  ofispring  of  mental  di»esw.    Bst  tbi 
a  topic  which  we  have  discussed  on  previous  oeeaata^  a^ 
we  must  not  sllow  it  to  divert  us  from  our  pitKBt  <ift. 
which  is  merely  to  indicate  to  the  reader  oe  nttira  ai 
quality   of  the  work    before   us.      It   is  writteg  ■  i 
style  of  considerable  difFhseness ;  we  midit  nv  tlut  h 
author  seems  vague  sometimes ;   snd  yet  his  book  (bast 
with  a  certain  vigorous  terseness  and  felicity  of  eijRaa 
It  embodies  a  very  great  amount  of  iaformatioa  abnt  d  h 
various  sorts  and  conditions  of  mental  and  moral  iifa^ 
thnr  chaiacteristies  and  diflerencea.    Thus  a  vary  ^je 
of  ths  work  is  matter  which  comes  within  the  jamai 
medical  men  rather  than  of  lawyers,  bat  this  voy  itbte  \ 
may  render  the  book  extremely  useful  to  a  lawytrMns, 
of  obtaining  some  ' '  expert "  uiowledge  of  the  almort  vat 
less  ramiScations  and  classificatious  of  the  subject.  Itiq 
also  be  very  oseful  to  the  practitioner  in  another  nf,n,' 
as  comprising  within  its  pages  references  not  colyti^' 
princip^  modem  and  other  causes  eelebrts  which  mtj  be  e» 
salted  as  precedents,  bat  to  the  principal  jadiealdtdiai 
and  expositions  of  the  subject,  sack,  forinstsnci^  sithasi 
the  IClfagJUtH  east  (10  CI.  t  F.  200),  as  wdl  as  tsiiB«yi 
ties,  such  as  Kittennaier,  Geoi^get,  and  veiTBta^ste^ 
both  juristic  and  medical  repute.    The  aathor  «nlei wil^ 
good  grasp  of  his  suhject,  uid  has  supplemented  MifA 
with  a  table  of  decided  cases  and  a  remarkaWy  geediate- 
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(Before  Lord  Caibxs.) 
U.—Se  The    Xtdkal,    Jmralut,  and  6mnl  14 
Auunnee  Soeulf.     Rt  The  Msditut  Tnat  9mi. 
Inturanee  company —  Winding  ap—Amalgamatis»  ^tmf 
—Tnut  fund. 

Oh  th*  amatgamaiioH  of  ths  Jf.  IiuMrtmet  Ctmftf 
the  A.  luturamx  Oompanf/,  a  ctrtain  portitm  of  the  M. 
pofu/'tfuada,  railed  Iht  "  Life  AesHranee  Am^"  wtea 
to  six  trvefeet  upon  trust  in  the  JSrtt  place  Upu)  sad  i 
all  immediate  etaime  and  demande  to  tahieh  the  Jf. 
toot  lieAU  before  the  21«(  of  September,  I860,  emdt 
remained  unpaid;  end  eeeoHdly  to  petjf  and  eatiffi/  Ut  » 
whieh  the  trustees  might  incur  ia  the  exeeatien  ^thitr* 
aiid,  thirdly,  to  raiee  and  pay  all  such  sums  at  mifkki 
quired  to  pay  and  satiefy  every  claim  or  demand  <mmn^ 
of  the  M.  Company,  or  any  other  liaitlity  or  otiifstist  ^' 
if.  Oompany  which  the  A.  Company  should  »st  payer  «*!^ 
and  all  costs,  charges,  and  expenses  which  the  M,  CtoMI 
any  sharehcider  might  ineur  by  reaaen  of  any  hreoA  » • 
pttfarmance  of  the  A.  Compauy'e  covenant  t»  pay  eB  i'' 
and  demands  against  the  U.  CoKipany,  and  surfed  (• 
truste,  on  the  expiration  of  ten  years  from  the  SM 
1860,  and  whether  any  of  these  liaiUities,  aUigatieae,  r 
gagemente  of  the  Jf.  Oompany  leere  then  jafautMf  ir  i*> 
trustees  tcere  to  hold  the  fund  upon  trust  for  the  A.  '^ 
In  1869  both  the  eompaniee  were  ordered  to  be  teemif, 
in  October,  1869,  a  suit  was  imtituted  for  the  admim^ 
of  the  trust  fund  The  A.  Company  claimed  the  leUi  <f 
fund,  but  it  u/ae 

Hdd,  that  on  the  winding  up  of  the  tw  esssfmia  m 
claims  and  demands  on  them  became  immediate  a^ 
that  on  the  institution  of  the  administration  amt,  (^' 
from  the  2Ut  Stptemier,   1860,  stopped  namiag,  mi 
trusts  were  to  be  exeetUed  as  at  the  time  of  the  esaaam 
the  euit ;  and  eoMstquently  that  all  claims  an  the  Mi  (^ 
which  had  not  been  satiffied  by  the  A.  Cea^eanf  sum  ie 
/led  out  of  this  trust  fund. 

Moreover,  the  easts  of  the  winding  up,  being  eutt  aW 

♦  Reported  by  Richard  Mairack,  E»q.,  Vsnista-st-U*- 
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•eoMn  of  the  breach  or  iioti-perfornuiiice  of  the  A.  Coiupaiii/'s 
naiit,  must  abo  be  paid  pari  passu  out  of  the  truet  fund. 
Iiis  wu  a  question  as  to  the  conatruction  of  a  deed.  The 
lical,  Invalid,  &c. ,  Society  was  an  insurance  company 
we  deed  of  settlement  contained  the  following  pro- 
om;— 

lanselOS.  The  produce  of  premiums  and  profits  arising 
a  and  to  be  received  upon  or  in  respect  of  policies  of 
nance  upon  lives  and  survivorships  to  be  granted  by 
company,  or  in  respect  of  ondoirments,  and  the  im- 
vements  and  accumulations  thereof,  and  also  the  produce 
iremiams  and  profits  arising  from  and  to  b«  received 
B  the  sale  of  annuities  and  other  provisions  to  be  made 
panted  by  the  company,  and  the  improvement  and 
imnlation:  thereon,  shall  be  denomiaated  "  The  Life 
Btance  Fund." 

laoie  106.  The  costs  and  expenses  of  the  outfit,  estab- 
luDent  and  management  of  the  business  of  the  company 
II  be  paid  oat  of  the  said  fund  denominated  "  The  Life 
DnmceFund."     .    .     . 

kitbe  21st  of  September,  1860,  an  agreement  for  amalga- 
ioD  was  entered  into  between  the  Medical  Invalid 
lety  and  the  Albert.  By  a  deed  dated  the  14th  of 
Kb,  1861,  this  agreement  was  carried  into  effect,  and  the 
ifs  Assurance  Fund  "  was  assigned  to  trustees  upon  cer- 
j>  trusts.  [For  this  deed  and  the  other  circumstances 
Meted  with  the  amalgamation  vide  Wyatt'a  ease,  lupra 
16.] 

he  Albert  now  claimed  the  whole  of  this  trust  fund 
fr  the  deed  of  the  14th  of  March,  1861,  while  the  Medi- 
Invalid  Society  claimed  that  it  was  primarily  subject 
le  payment  of  the  costs  of  the  winding  up,  and  of  any 
t  or  demand  in  respect  of  any  policy  issued  by  them  or 
ether  claim  or  obligation  of  theirs  whieh  the  Albert 
BOt  paid  or  satisfied. 

iene  Morgan,  Q.C.,  and  Lemon,  for  the  Medical  Invalid 
tty. — All  the  claims  under  the  first  trust  have  been 
kaiged,  and  nothing  turns  upon  that  portion  of  the 
.  As  to  the  second  and  third  trusts  they  are  quite 
^  The  contract  between  the  two  companies  was  in 
t  that  all  the  burthens  of  the  Medical  Invalid  were  to 
ftssferred  to  the  Albert.  For  the  purpose  of  carrying 
liat  contract  and  protecting  the  Medical  Invalid  against 
braach  of  it,  the  life  assurance  fund  is  set  apart  for 
Wrpose  of  answering  the  consequences  arising  from  any 
HI  of  it.  Consequently,  before  the  Albert  can  touch 
|nut  tnnd,  they  must  satisfy  their  covenant.  If  there 
y  breach  of  covenant,  then  we  at  once  come  upon  the 
I  for  an  indemnity.  If  the  Albert  had  continued  to  dis- 
p  its  obligations,  and  to  pa^  the  policies  and  annuities 
pther  liabilities  of  the  Medical  Invalid,  there  would 
Lbeen  do  breach  of  covenant.  But  inasmuch  as  they 
Bger  do  so,  and  some  of  the  Medical  Invalid  policy- 
pi,  .&c.,  are  making  claims  against  us,  we  are  entitled  to 
Imify  ourselves  out  of  the  trust  fund.  From  Re  The 
ial Invalid  and  General  Life  Asiuranee  Society,  The  Sovi- 
kLife Assurance  Company's  case,  lupra  p.  816,  it  is  clear 
|i  claim  cannot  be  made  against  the  fund  in  respect  of 
Hides  issued  by  the  Medical  Invalid,  but  only  in  respect 
pae  policies  as  to  which  the  holders  have  not  novated 
[the  Albert.  As  to  these  the  terms  of  the  trust  deed 
pwly  provide  for  their  payment  out  of  this  fund. 
Ti^r'ird  to  the  costs  of  the  winding  up  of  the 
l»l  luvalid,  they  are  incurred  in  consequence  of  the 
h  of  contract  by  the  Albert,  and  therefore  under  the 
deed  are  chargeable  on  this  fund.  Moreover,  there  is 
Bcoliarity  that  this  is  our  fund.  By  the  106th  clause 
^Medical  Invalid's  deed  of  settlement  the  Life  Assurance 
(was  subject  to  all  costs,  and  consequently  is  still  sub. 
f>  the  costs  of  the  winding  up. 

W<r,  for  the  Albert  Company. — By  the  deed  of  the 
of  March,  1861,  the  Albert  bought  the  business  of  the 
gl  Invalid  Society,  and  also  the  English  Life  Assur- 
x'oiid.  The  question  is  whether,  having  then  trans- 
1  this  fund,  the  Medical  Invalid  can  now  claim  it  back 
i.  The  deed  must  not  be  construed  by  the  light  of  any 
nnent  events,  which  were  not  foreseen  or  contemplated 
B  time  of  execution :  it  must  be  taken  as  it  stands.  The 
I  of  the  deed  are  that  the  fund  shall  belong  to  the 
rt  absolutely  on  the  expiration  of  ten  years.  The  ten 
lexpired  on  the  2l8t  of  September,  1870,  and  conse- 
Uy  nocl&im  to  the  fund  can  now, in  June,  1871, be  urged. 
e  are  some  policies  which  matured  before  the  expiration 
>  ten  years,  but  for  all  policies  which  were  not  then  ma- 


tured and  some  of  which  are  still  subsisting,  the  fund  is  ia 
no  way  liable. 

Barber,  and  C.  Walford  appeared  for  different  section^ 
of  Medical  Invalid  policyholders,  but  were  held  to  have  no 
loeus  standi. 

Freeman  appeared  for  the  trustees  of  the  fund. 

Lord  Cairns. — I  do  not  entertain  any    doubt   on  this  . 
point — that  this  is  a  fund  which  must  be   administered  ac-  ' 
cording  to  the  trusts,  which  are  declared  in  this  deed  of  the 
14thof  March,  1861. 

Those  trusts  are  in  the  first  place  to  pay  and  satisfy  the 
immediate  claims  of  the  Medical  Invalid  at  the  time  of 
amalgamation.  It  is  conceded  that  those  have  been  paid 
and  satisfied,  and  are  out  of  the  question.  Therefore  no 
part  of  the  trust  fund  will  be  required  to  make  that  payment. 

The  second  trust  is  to  pay  and  satisfy  the  costs  of  these 
presents,  that  is  of  the  trust  deed,  and  all  such  costs,  charges, 
and  expenses  as  the  trustees  or  trustee  may  from  time  to 
time  pay  or  incur  in  the  execution  of  the  trusts  of  the  deed 
or  otherwise.  It  has  not  been  disputed  that  under  that  trust 
the  trustees  will  have  a  right  to  be  paid  their  proper  costs  of 
administering  the  trust,  and  that,  therefore,  in  the  events 
that  have  happened,  the  first  trust  being  out  of  the  question, 
that  trust  to  pay  the  trustees'  costs  becomes  the  first  charge 
on  the  fund. 

It  is  on  the  trust  which  was  originally  the  third,  noir  . 
the  second,  that  the  whole  question  arises,  "  thereout  to 
raise  and  pay  all  and  every  such  sums  or  sum  of  money  as 
may  be  required  to  pay  and  satisfy  every  (if  any)  claim  or 
demand  on  account  of  any  policy  issued  by  the  Medical 
Invalid  Society,  or  any  other  liability  or  obligation  of  such 
last  mentioned  company,  which  the  Albert  and  Medical 
Life  Assurance  Company  hh.ill  net  pay  and  satisfy,  and  all 
costs,  charges,  or  expenses  nrhiuK  the  said  parties  hereto  of 
the  second  or  third  parts,  dt  :iuy  shareholder  in  or  officer  i 
of  the  said  dissolved  compauy  may  incur  or  become  liable 
to  by  reason  of  any  breach  or  non-performance  of  the 
covenant  by  the  said  parties  hereto  of  the  first  part  here- 
inafter contained." 

Now,  stopping  there,  I  have  already  decided  in  The  Sovereign 
Life  Assurance  Company's  rase,  15  S.  J.  816,  that  a  policy- 
holder whose  claim  against  the  Medical  had  ceased  by 
transfer  to  the  Albert  ;  a  policyholder  therefore  who  ceased 
to  have  a  claim  against  the  Medical,  and  had  become  a 
claimant  against  the  Albert,  had  no  right  to  the  benefit  of 
this  trust,  because  his  claim  was  one  which  by  that  opera- 
tion had  been  satisfied  by  the  Albert  taking  the  insurance  in 
place  of  the  Medical.  That  question,  therefore,  may  be  put 
out  of  the  case. 

Now  in  that  trust,  so  far  as  I  have  read  it,  it  appears  to 
me  there  could  be  no  doubt  if  it  stopped  there,  that  the 
Medical  would  have  a  right  to  say: — "If  there  be  any 
claims  or  demands  which  can  be  made  against  us  or  have  been 
made  against  us  on  account  of  a  policy  or  an  annuity  or  any 
other  liability  or  obligation  which  was  chargeable  at  the  time 
of  the  amalgamation  against  us,  if  there  be  any  claim  or 
demand  made  on  any  of  those  accounts  against  us  now,  that 
claim  or  demand  which  ought  to  have  been  satisfied  by  the 
Albert,  and  was  not,  must  be  satisfied  out  of  this  trust  fund. " 
But  it  is  contended  that  the  words  which  corns  afterwards  . 
have  put  an  end  to  that  right  on  the  part  of  the  Me<lical. 
The  subsequent  words  are  these : — "  And  subjeet  and 
without  prejudice  to  the  trusts  aforesaid,  will  and  shall  at  the 
expiration  of  the  term  of  ten  years  from  the  21st  day  of 
September,  1860,  and  whether  any  of  the  aforesaid  liabilities, 
obligations,  or  eugagements  of  the  said  Medical  Invalid 
Society  shall  be  then  subsisting  or  not,  hold  the  said  trust 
premises  and  all  accumulations  thereof,  or  so  much  thereof 
respectively  as  shall  not  have  been  applied  or  disposed  of 
under  the  preceding  trusts,  or  under  the  proviso  next  herein- 
after contained,  upon  trust  for  the  said  Albert  and  Medical 
Life  Assurance  Company,  and  to  assign  and  transfer  the 
same,  as  the  same  company  shall  direct. " 

Now,  if  the  21st  September,  1870,  had  arrived,  and  had 
found  the  Albert  Company  continuing  business,  and  meeting 
its  engagements  as  they  fell  due,  and  had  found  a  certain 
number  of  liabilities  of  the  Medical,  which  might  afterwards, 
in  the  course  of  time,  come  to  maturity,  and  become  claims 
against  the  Medical,  and  had  found  that  the  Albert  had 
made  no  provision  by  way  of  satisfaction  to  meet  those  pos- 
sible future  claims,  it  appears  to  me  that  under  the  prior 
terms  of  this  trust  upon  that  day,  the  2l3t  September,  1870, 
although  there  might  be  those  outstanding  liabilities,  the    . 
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Gilbert  would  lutva  had  a  ri^t  to  cometo  th«  tniatew  of  the 
'fond  and  reqnire  it  to  be  banded  orer  to  them ;  the  time  had 
arriTed  at  which  that  operation  waa  to  be  perfontedj  and  the 
■circumatance  of  there  being  atill  rontstanding  Iiabilitiea, 
which  afterwards  might  mature  againat  the  Medical  would 
not  have  been  any  reason,  looking  at  the  expreai  words  of 
the  tnut,  fitr  keemng  thefnndanylomMr  in  the  baada  of  the 
tmiteea.  Bat  ^niat  happened  was  <Bff«rent.  What  hap- 
pened was  this  : — In  the  year  1869  the  Albert  fiiat  stopped 
payment,  and  was  made  the  sabject  of  a  windin^up  order, 
tlien  in  Norember  of  that  vear  tne  Hedioal  Sodety  was  also 
madA  the  snljaet  of  a  winding  np  order;  and  the  effect  of 
tiioee  two  winding  up  orders  was,  that  all  claims  and  de- 
<mands  oorrmt  against  tiie  companies  were,  if  I  may  nse  the 
expression,  immediately  matoied,  and  became  claims  which, 
in  some  shape  or  other,  might  aU  be  prored  against  one  or 
other  of  the  two  companies.  They  were  ripened  and  came 
into  immediate  existence,  and  were  no  longer  fdtore  rerer- 
donary  claims,  as  to  which  von  wonld  have  had  to  wait  for 
the  pregrees  of  time  to  see  what  demand  was  made  in  respect 
of  them. 

Then,  to  complete  the  narratire,  between  the  dates  of 
thoee  two  windings  np,  a  bill  is  filed  in  the  Conrt  of  Chan- 
■ceiy,  in  the  suit  of  Jfimt  v.  Bopkinton,  to  administer  the 
tmst  fond  according  to  what,  at  diat  time,  were  the  rights  of 
the  parties.  The  juisdiction  of  the  Coart  was  in*okM;  the 
trusts  were  to  be  exeeated,  asitwas  proper  in  that  state  of  things 
■to  ezeonte  them.  Whether  those  trosts,  through  the  opera* 
tion  of  the  Conrt,  were  executed  within  the  following  years 
before  September  21st,  1870,  arrived  or  not,  is  immaterial. 
The  time  stopped  running,  as  soon  as  those  erents  had 
taken  place,  and  the  fund  must  now  be  administered,  as  it 
ought  to  haTe  been  at  the  time  when  the  bill  was  filed. 
The  claims  and  demands  having  all  matored  in  this  way, 
and  become  proveable  against  the  Medical,  the  simple  Ques- 
question  is,  are  ther  claims  and  demands  which  the  Albert 
ought  to  have  satisfied  ?  I  think  clearly  they  are.  Those 
were  the  v<ery  things,  the  subject  of  the  covenant  of  the 
Albert,  and  not  having  been  satisfied  by  Uie  Albert,  and 
having  become  within  the  ten  years  claims  and  demands 
against  the  Medical,  and  the  Caait  within  the  ten  years 
having  tiie  dnty  •f  applying  the  fund,  as  it  then  otu^t  to 
have  been  appUed,  the  fund  nraitt  be  applied  in  sa^fying 
-those  claims  and  demands. 

Then  with  reepect  to  the  costs  of  the  winding-np,  I  have 
had  a  little  difficulty  about  that,  but  It  appears  to  me  that 
the  case  is  different  from  the  case  that  was  aigued  here 
latahr  as  to  indemnity.  Here  tiiere  is  a  fund  tn  medio,  and 
the  Medical  are  catuu  que  tnuttnt  of  that  fund,  and  are  en- 
titled to  have  ont  of  it  all  costs,  chai^ges,  or  expenses 
which  the  company,  or  any  shareholder  or  officer  of  the 
compuiy,  may,  in  fact,  incur,  hy  reason  of  any  breach  or 
non-performance  of  the  covenant  by  tiie  Albert  Company. 
They  are  entitled  as  cettuU  que  irutlent  to  be  reimbursed  the 
costs,  which  they  may,  i^  fact,  incor,  because  the  Albert 
has  not  performed  its  covenant.  The  Medical  is  being 
wound  up.  The  shareholders  will  be  liable  to  bear  the  costs 
of  that  tnnding  np.  It  appears  to  me  that  those  costs,  which 
they  are  thus  uable  to  bet^,  are  costs  which  they  have  in- 
curred or  become  liable  to  by  reason  of  the  breach  or  non- 
performance of  the  covenant  of  the  Albert,  and  that  under 
the  express  words  of  this  trust  they  will  be  entitled  out  of 
this  trust  fund  to  be  paid  the  costs  of  the  winding  np. 
Looking  at  what  the  amount  of  the  claims  are,  it  may  only 
be  a  question  of  dividend,  bnt  they  will  be  entitled  to  prove 
against  the  ftand  for  those  costs. 

Fischer. — All  the  legal  estate  is  vested  in  the  trustees. 
A  receiver  was  appointed  in  the  suit,  and  was  continued  in 
the  winding  up.  would  it  not  be  desirable  that  he  should 
be  diiichaiged  on  passing  his  accounts  and  paying  in  the 
halance  t 

Lord  Caibns. — I  think  the  receiver  ought  to  pass  his 
accounts,  pay  in  his  balance^  and  be  discharged ;  and  I 
think  the  most  convenient  course  will  be  that  the  fund  should 
he  realised  under  the  trustees. 

Oihortte  Xtrgatu — Your  Lordship  treats  this  as  the  right  of 
-the  eestuie  que  tnutent  to  costs,  charges,  and  expenses  out 
of  their  own  fund.  Are  they  not  entitled  in  the  first  in- 
stance, before  the  claims  of  the  policyholders  are  paid ! 

Lord  Caibns. — Most  decidedly  not.  The  right  is  simply 
a  right  paripauu  with  the  policyholders. 

Solicitors,  Zewit,  Munm  ^  Longden  ;  Walktr,  Kendall  ^ 
<Watker;  Bitehof,  Bompat  f  JBiichof;  A.  BeddalL 


comet  OF  BAMKBTTPTCY. 

(Before  Mr.  fiepstrar  Sruxo  Rto.] 

September  UL—bt  r«  JSdmiaid  Emamal  t«L 

In  this  case  a  petition  for  liquidation  had  been  pMnatai 
by  the  debto^  who  was  deaonbed  aa  oaayiag  on  tha  taim 
of  a  hosier,  glover,  aad  general  outfitter,  <rf  6,  llomsilu. 
street.  Th«  statement  of  aooonnta  showed  aaseenadaiU^ 
£2,600;  aeomnd  ditto,  £600;  against  stodc  in  tnds  ai 
other  assets  to  the  amimnt  of  £8/)00. 

Brm^  applied  to  the  Oomt  to  apooist  Mr.  OcSn, 
of  the  firm  of  Ladbnry,  Oidlison,  &  yaBf,yxaasiaiiL, 
receiver,  a&d  also  for  an  injonotion  lesl  i  aining  a  mSta 
who  had  issued  a  debtors  summons  from  urocetd^ 
further  with  it  until  after  the  first  meeting,  wUcAhadlieB 
fixed  for  the  3id  Oetober. 

His  HoKonnthong^  it  was  nnnaal  to  giant  an  anikitn 
to  natiHlii  a  debtor's  sumneoa,  and  paintel  oat  thst  it 
might  have  the  efiisct  of  prejudicing  the  creditor  is  n^ 
to  priority,  especially  in  this  case,  artiste  Oia  ^pliestiaafB 
the  debtor's  «ii~»<«n«  had  been  iiMdebe<<nettiafiliigi><fti 
petition  for  liqnidatiwi, 

Broufk  called  his  Honmu'a  attentim  to  the  out  dk 
Burma,  14  S.  J.  »67,  in  which  the  leanMd  Cluef  Judge hil 
granted  an  applieatioii  to  rsatiain  a  debtor's  sninnioni,  lai 
statad  thatwhm  a  petitiaa  in  liqiridatinn  had  beeap- 
sented  and  a  meeting  fixed,  it  was  expedient  in  piaciaee  tkt 
all  other  piaceedingi  should  be  restraued. 

His  HoNaVB,  after  eoDsolting  Mr.  BegiatMr  Miin«r>; 
dded  tiiat  in  order  to  prevent  the  neoeasity  for  a  ueuwM 
appUeation,  an  order  might  issne  restcauing  the  ente 
from  going  b^oad  filing  a  petiiaan.  Mr.  Begialnr  Minq 
qoita  reoegidaed  the  foree  of  the  aigMMBt  thataodil* 
on^tnotto  be  pr^odioed  and  deprivad  ottheadwati^ 
arising  firom  hia  dO^jenoe.  UeappUeatioBfar  theam^ 
mentof  Mr.ColUaoawTCceiverwaa  granted  on  tbt  ffaof 
tion  of  the  nanal  aflUavit. 


COUNTY  COUBTS. 

Lambbth. 

(Befbre  J.  Pnr  Tatmb,  Eaq.,  Jndge.) 

Sept  Xi.—TuUett  v.  Bunt. 

Action  <tf  v'eelmeiU  wider  Ooiuty  GturteAet,  1867,  «-U< 
relatee  onlj/  to  eat*  where  nUtitnuiif  of  lamdUrd  eai  ImM 
doee  mt  exiet  betteeeit  plaintif  and  iefnuimia,  md  eamtU 
$»ittitutei  far  or  made  to  meporetdi  powere  uaiir  fitmrn 
Aet  (V»  4t30  ViU.  e.  108,  CMmty  0*mU  Mt,  18M). 

This  was  an  action  to  reoovar  possession  of  a  piiw  1< 
land  held  by  the  defendant  without  any  rent  being  lessnd, 
the  plaintiff  having  simply  told  defendant  that  he  crU 
have  the  nse  of^e  land  until  he  (pUntiff)  wsniid  H. 
Defendant  had  refused  to  give  up  possession,  andesttae 
had  been  no  regular  letting  the  plaintiff  thought  no  teaiatr 
had  been  created.  Tie  action  was  therefore  brong^t  fflte 
the  County  Courts  Act,  1867  (s.  11),  which  gives  jnmfc- 
tion  in  aU  actions  of  ejectment  wdiere  neiUier  rent  w 
value  exceed  £20  per  annum.  The  annaal  vsloe  ni 
alleged  to  be  about  £6. 

Mr.  Pitt  Taitlok  said  the  action  had  been  hroaght  miff 
the  recent  Act,  when  it  ought  to  have  been  brought  ads 
the  older  Act    The  Act  of  1867  did  not  supersede  or  ow- 


Mu».i,iv„»  u.  .,,—  -»,»  ~  —  plaintiff  1 

fondant  to  occupy,  and  that  with  the  occupation  rtia 
followed  conatitoted  a  tenancy  at  will.  Plaintiff  had  ei^ 
to  demand  possession  to  terminate  the  tenancy,  "^J* 
could  then  proceed  under  the  old  Act  He  bad  been  ttat 
ing  whether  he  could  amend  the  summons,  but  he  e«l* 
not  do  that  without  so  materially  altering  it  as  to  mstoit 
a  new  one.  This  summons  had  to  be  served  «h"5j!! 
days  before  hearing,  and  the  fees  on  issuing  amoi^edtii 
£2  2s.,  the  hearing  fee  to  £2  mote,  and  attomjacgrti 
were  added,  amountmg  to  three  or  four  pounds.  He  ami* 
not  think  of  mulcting  the  defendant  in  such  an  samaata 
costs,  when  the  ordmary  proceeding  wonld  oort  I"*^ 
Ims  than  a  pound.  The  only  thing  he  coald  do  *»•  «• 
otrike  the  cause  out  as  having  been  conuneiiced  m  «0* 
and  allow  the  costs  of  defendant's  attorney. 

Mr.  Ody  for  the  ^intiff. 

Mr.  Hubert  Wood  for  the  defendant 


Digitized  by 


Google 


Bpt  23, 1871.  THE  SOLICITORS'  JOURNAL  &  REPORTER. 


848 


APPOnmsKTs. 

Ur.  BiCBABD  BaiCE,  tolicitor,  of  Bumluai,  near-  Brid^- 
ter,  in  tiie  connty  of  Somerset,  has  been  appointed  Clenc 
the  Bnnilum  Local  Board  of  Health,  in  the  room  of  tfr. 
T.  JUleo,  tolicitor.  Hr.  Brice  was  admitted  an  attomej 
1862, 

LOHIiJ.  TBIBinrALS  ft  JUBISFBTmEirCE. 

ATJSntAIJA. 

MsLBOXTfiini, 

Ittinn  in  Banco.    Trinity  Term.    Before  their  Honours 
irW.  F.  Stawxu.,  O.J.,  Mr.  Jnatiee  Babbt,  andMr. 
nsticeWiLLuiis.) 
Jone  21. — Ohatutttr  t.  Mtlbourne  andSobumU  Bay 
SailtBoy  Compaa^. 

NtfKfmtt    Comwtm  tmpUtftr — D^ftetht  maehintry. 
tale  niii  to  enter  a  Tenliot  fer  defendants. 
rhe  Attanu^Setural,  with  Irtkutd,  Q.C.,  and  Sigm- 
iam,  moved  the  mle  abaoliita. 
VSiif  and  M'ParUmd  showed  cause. 
IV  action  was  brought  by_  John  Chandler,  a  shipwright, 
ttcorer  damages  filr  iDJnriea  aaataiiMd  in  a  oollidon  on 

eompaay's  aao.  Deiandants  pleaded — 1.  Not  gniltyt 
fiiti  plamtiff  was  not  a  passenger.  S.  That  at  the  time 
the  accident  plaintiff  was  in  the  employ  of  tiie  company, 
I  that  the  injuries  he  leoeiTed  were  the  result  of  the 
l^snce  of  some  of  his  leUow^sarrants,  for  whidi  the 
mdanti  wen  not  responsibla,    On  the  26th  April,  1870, 

pliiintiff  was  employed  randring  a  platfoim   at   the 

Sliton  Beach  Station.  He  left  off  work  about  five  o'clock 
e  aftamooB,  and  returned  to  town  by  a  train  lea^ng  at 
,  minutes  past  five.  He  tnTelled  in  a  second  class 
tjtge,  under  a  &m  pass  givan  to  him  by  the  company  as 
of  their  servants.  At  Melboimie  he  got  into  another 
m  fer  Sandiidge.  The  train  should  have  left  for  Sand- 
p  at  twelve  minutes  to  six,  but  did  not  leave  till  five 
intes  to  six.  The  engme,  however,  had  not  been  in 
rking  order ;  it  was  blowing  at  both  pistons,  which  pre- 
ited  Rood  time  being  kept.  Another  engine,  known  as 
I  "Hawthorn,"  was  then  exchanged  for  the  other.  It 
1  was  blowing  at  one  piston.  Although  it  was  then  near 
ik  DO  tail-lamp  was  attached  to  the  last  carriage,  as  re- 
nd by  the  company's  regulatiotis.  At  the  North  Sand- 
r  Station  the  train  stopped  for  a  few  minutes  to  disem- 
patseo^^ers.  It  had  just  oommeoced  to  mave  again  when 
ither  engine  (1,803),  despatched  fiom  Melbourne  at  two 
intea  to  six,eaaM  up  behind  it,  ran  into  the  last  carriage, 
I  caused  the  shock  by  which  the  plaintiff  was  serionwy 
md.  The  evidence  also  went  to  ahow  that  the  North 
td^dgs  station  was  in  darkneas — no  light  on  the  gates'; 
iu  the  enmne  " Hawthorn  "  started,  one  of  the  wheels 
kidded  " — ^uat  was,  revolved  without  havug  a  grip  on 
tail,  and  thna  the  ptooress  wss  retarded.  Ihe  ^ver  of 
!ine  1^08  said  that  if  tiie  tail-lamp  had  been  attached  to 
train  he  could  have  stopped  his  engine  long  before  the 
ident  oocnned.    The  jury  gave  a  verdict  for  plaintiff, 

X £1,000,  leave  being  reserved  to  enter  a  verdict  for 
ts  on  the  ground  uat  the  accident  was  canaed  by 
o^sligenoe  of  pUntifrs  fellow-atrvants. 
mUng  and  WfttrtaHd  submitted  that  it  was  the  duty  of 
I  company  to  previde  not  only  competent  servants  bat 
Bdent  machinery  and  rolling  stock.  The  evidence  here 
ired  distinctly  nut  the  rolling  stock  was  defective,  and 
I  the  cause  of  the  accident.  Had  the  engines  been  in 
h  Older  as  to  keep  good  time  the  train  wonid  have 
rted  earlier,  and  tbe  accident  might  not  have  oecnrrvd. 
en  if  the  enjpne  had  not  "  skiaded "  the  bain  would 
re  been  moving  faster  at  the  time  of  the  collision,  the 
te  of  the  shock  would  have  been  lightened,  and  the 
intiff  might  never  have  been  injured.  As  to  an  employer 
:  being  liable  for  the  acts  of  a  fellow-servant,  the  law 
I  plain  that  he  must  employ  competent  men,  and  there 
I  evidence  addnoed  here  that  the  men  were  incompetent, 
r  could  this  man  be  said  to  be  in  the  same  employment 
h  those  who  caused  the  accident.  He  was  engaged  in 
i>gether  a  different  capacity:  Ifanttr  v.  Tht  £(ulim 
m<M«  Snltcay  Company,  3  1.  T.  N.  S.  685;  Wthtn  v. 
rry,  1  Scotch  App.  927;  BaHon't-hiU  Company  r.  Maguin, 
ilscq.  H.  L.  C.  800;  Morgan  v.  The  Volt  of  2ftath  Com- 
<y,  5  B.  &  S.  670,  728;  ford  v.  7A«  Lowhn  and  South 


Wtstern  Sailaay  Company,  2  F.  ft  F.  lit);  Stoktt  t.  The 
JBatttm  Cotmtitt  Snilway  Company,  ii.  691. 

The  Attormy-Otniral  urged  that  the  accident  was  caused' 
wholly  by  the  fact  of  the  tail-lamp  not  being  placed  on  the 
last  carriage.  If  the  light  had  been  placed  the  driver  of  the 
engine'l,80S  conld  have  seen  it,  and  would  have  polled  up 
in  time.  That  the  lamp  was  not  placed  was  clearly  the 
negligence  of  one  of  the  officers,  and  was  not  the  bolt  of  the 
company. 

Mr.  Justice  Williams. — But  should  there  not  be  some 
one  to  see  that  the  guard  does  his  duty !    Ought  there  not ' 
to  be  a  superior  officer  to  see  that  the  rules  are  obeyed  ? 

The  AUorney-Oatieral. — The  supervising  ^nocess  must  end 
somewhere.  The  company  could  not  go  on  appointing  one 
officer  to  look  after  another.  The  stationmaster's  duty  was 
to  see  that  the  trains  were  dispatched  propaly. 

Mr.  Jnatice  Williams. — Is  not  the  company  responsible 
for  that! 

The  Attornry-Qmural. — He  woold  only  be  a  fellow-servant 
with  the  plaintiff.  To  constitute  fellow-servantB  it  was  only 
necessary  that  there  should  be  a  common  occupation,  not* 
an  immediate  common  object  in  which  both  were  engaged. 
As  to  the  not  lighting  of  the  gatM  and  the  alleged  defective- 
machinery,  they  dearly  had  nothing  to  do  with  the  accident : 
Tunuty  v.  Tht  Midland  JUUiieay  Company,  L.  R.  1  C. 
P.  291. 

T&a  case  was  argned  in  Easter  Term,  and  judgment  was 
naw  given. 

The  Cribf  Jvstioe  read  the  following  judgment  : — Rule 
ni$i  to  enter  a  verdict  for  the  defendants,  or  nonsuit,  on  the 
ground  that  the  ii\jary  complained  of  was  caused  l^  the 
nagliguice  of  a  fellow-servant  engaged  in  one  common  em- 
ployment, the  Conrt  having  the  same  power  as  a  jury  to 
draw  inferencea  of  feet  The  plaintiff  was  employed  as  a 
shipwright  by  the  defendant  company,  and  was  conveyed 
daUy  by  tiieir  tnins  between  his  place  of  work,  Brighton, 
and  his  place  of  residence,  8andria|;e.  On  the  evening  of 
the  day  on  iriiich  he  received  the  injuries  complained  or  ha 
was  being  conveyed  home  as  usnal,  and  on  his  way  arrived 
attfelbrame,  where  he  was  obliged  to  change  carriaf^es, 
leaving  the  Brixton  and  Melbourne  train  ana  getting  into 
a  carriage  of  the  Kelboume  and  Sandridge  train.  An  engine 
(1,803),  which  up  tothia,time  had  been  attached  to  the  latter 
train,  was  in  a  defective  condition,  unable  to  attain  the 
proper  speed,  and  tbC' trains  to  and  from  Sandridge  and: 
Helboume  in  the  afternoon  were  consequently  late.  Anotiier 
engine  (Hawthorn)  was  employed  at  the  Melbourne  station, 
ana.  aoeording  to  the  usual  practio^  wonld  at  the  end  of  the 
day's  woric  have  been  sent  to  Sandridge  for  the  night.  This 
engine  was  also  in  a  defective  condition;  thet^w  of  the  - 
wheels  being  out  of  repaixj  Its  -speed,  however,  was  not 
mateaially  uTected.  After  the  plaintiff's  arrival  in  Mel- 
bourne,  it  was  substituted  for  1,808,  which  was  to  be  taken, 
to  Sandridge  and  repaired.  The  drivers  and  firemen  of  each 
engine  were  also  chimged.  These  arrangements  having  been  > 
made,  the  train  started  at  about  dark  for  Sandridge,  with  . 
engine  Hawthorn,  several  minutes  late,  and  without  a  tail 
hunp.  Engine  1,808  followed  soon  after.  The  train  stopped  at 
North  Sandridge  to  let  ont  a  paaeenger.  The  guard  hearing, 
it  was  Slid,  the  whistle  of  enc^e  1,808,  diiectM  the  driver  to  • 
start.  Hedidso,andthe  tram  had  begun  to  move,  the  wheels- 
of  the  engine  revolving,  but  not  advancing  so  rapidly  as  they 
ought  to  nava  done — "akidding"  as  it  is  termed — incon- 
sequence of  the  defective  state  of  the  tyres,  when  just  at 
this  moment  engine  1,808  ran  into  the  train — ^the  driver  not 
seeing  it— and  caused  the  concussion  by  which  the  plaintiff  ' 
was  injured.  'The  oircumstancee  -of  the  case,  so  far  as  they 
relate  to  the  plaintiiTs  being  in  the  employment  of  the  com- 
pany whilst  he  was  conveyed  to  and  from  his  woric,  so  - 
closely  resemble  those  in  Tunn*y  y.  TA*  Midland  Xailway 
Company  (L.  R.  1  C.  P.  291)  as  to  make  that  case,  as  regards 
the  plsLitiff^a  being  in  th^  defendants'  employment,  an 
authority  which  governs  the  present,  the  question  for  oar 
oonnderation  being  whether  there  was  any  evidence  of 
negligence  on  the  part  of  the  company,  apart  from  or  in 
addition  to  that  of  their  servants,  which  caused,  or 
materially  aggravated,  the  aeaident.  As  to  the  cause  of  the 
accident,  the  plaintiff  relied  on  thelcondition  of  engine  1,808, 
the  consequent  lateness  of  tiie  trains  between  Melbonme  and 
Sandridge  that  afternoon,  the  detention  of  the  train  when  it 
started  with  engine  Hawthorn ;  contended  that  as  the  - 
departure  of  that  train  was  uncertain  so  also  wasthatof 
engine  1,808,  aad'  thus  a  sufficient  interval  had  not  been  in- 
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sand  betwaen  the  starting  of  each ;  and  as  Tef||aTds  the 
afgraration,  he  roffii  also  the  condition  of  the  engine  Haw- 
thorn, the  ' '  skidding  "  of  the  wheels  resnlting  ttom  such  a 
condition,  and  the  increased  violence  of  the  shock  caused  hj 
this  delay  in  moTing  forward ,  a  violence  which,  had  the  train 
been  in  motion,  might  have  been  very  considerablr  lessened. 
There  may  be  little  doubt,  according  to  the  eriiucce,  that 
if  the  train  had  been  furnished  with  a  snitable  lamp,  placed 
so  as  to  have  been  visible  to  thoee  on  the  engine  as  it 
approached,  the  engine  itself  might  have  been  stopped  and 
the  collision  avoidra.  The  omission  to  place  this  lamp  on 
the  last  carriage  of  the  train  has,  without  question,  been 
attributed  to  the  default  of  the  fellow  servants  of  the 
plaintiff.  Fully  conceding  that  the  collision  might  have 
been  avoided  if  this  lamp  had  been  in  its  place,  it  does  not, 
however,  necessarily  follow  that  the  defendants  are  exculpated 
firom  all  negligence.  The  company  were  bound  to  make 
arrangements  for  the  regular  and  punctual  departure  of 
trains,  and  also  for  proper  intervals  between  each,  so  that 
all  might,  with  reasonable  certainty,  arrive  safely  at  their 
destination.  What  those  arrangements  should  be  it  is  not 
for  us  to  prescribe;  we  cannot  but  think,  however,  that  Qiis 
safety  ought  not  to  be  dependent  on  one  train  being  or  not 
being  distinctly  visible  to  the  other.  There  is  no  evidence 
as  to  the  rate  of  speed  at  which  the  engine  ought  to  have 
passed  the  North  Sandridee  station,  bot  taking  it  for 
granted  that  an  interval  of  three  minutes  is  sufficient  to 
guard  against  all  probable  contingencies,  it  does  not  appear 
precisely  when  either  the  train  or  the  engine  left  Hdboame. 
Two  witnesses  fix  the  departure  of  the  train  at  5.6fi,  or 
seven  minutes  late;  one  at  5.62,  or  four  minutes  late;  and 
one  at  6.51,  or  three  minutes  late.  Had  the  train  started 
punctually  it  might  have  been  comparatively  easy  to  ascer- 
tain whether  the  engine  did  so  also  at  three,  or  not  less  thui 
three  minutes  after;  but  the  evidence  as  regards  the  engine 
is  merely  that  it  was  at  the  gates,  a  short  distance  from  the 
Korth  Sandridge  station,  at  5.S7;  the  train,  according  to  the 
same  witness,  having  then  been  four  minutes  from  Mel- 
bourne, or,  in  other  words,  having  started  at  5.53.  If  the 
engine  left  at  6,56,  or  three  minutes  after,  it  seems  highly 
improbable  it  could  have  reached  these  gates  in  one  minute. 
All  this  evidence  tends  to  show  great  uncertainty  as  to  the 
time  of  departure  of  both  train  and  engine— an  uncertainty 
which  becomes  of  much  more  importance  in  conseqence  m 
the  short  distance  between  Melbourne  and  Sandridge,  and 
of  the  shorter  still  between  Mdboiune  and  North  Sand- 
ridge, three  minutes  only  being  the  time  between  the  two 
latter,  and  five  minutes  between  the  two  former;  thns  allow- 
ing scarcely  any  means  for  one  train  escaping  from  another 
following  too  rapidly  on  it.  Bat  assuming  directions  to 
have  been  given,  and  arrangements  made,  and  non-com- 
pliance with  them  to  be,  as  regards  fellow-servants,  the 
negligence  of  the  employed  and  not  of  the  employer,  still 
the  employer  is  bound  not  merely  to  make  proper  airange- 
ments  and  provide  competent  servants  to  cany  them  out, 
but  also  to  rumisb  those  servants  with  adequate  machinery 
and  resources  for  their  work.  Unless  he  has  done  all  these 
he  cannot  be  held  to  have  adopted  the  proper  measares  to 
ensure  the  safety  of  the  passengers.  It  was  add  in  the  case 
of  Tarrant  v.  iTtbb  (4  W.  R.  640)  that  negtigence  cannot 
exist  if  the  master  does  his  best  to  employ  competent  per- 
sons ;  he  cannot  guarantee  them.  But  how  can  he  be 
held  free  from  negligence  when  he  permits  both  these 
engines  to  be  in  the  condition  described  by  the  evi- 
dence P  Their  condition  cansed  t^e  trains  to  be  late ; 
that  lateness,  and  the  change  of  engines  consequent  alse 
upon  their  condition,  conduced  to  the  oncertsintv  of  de- 
partore ;  and  had  not  tite  engine  followed  too  rapidly  on 
the  train  the  collision  could  not  have  taken  place.  There 
must  either  have  been  insufficient  arrangements,  or  those 
arrangements  were  not  properly  carried  out,  in  consequence 
in  some  degree  of  the  inadequacy  of  the  machinery  supplied. 
'We  do  not  say  this  inadequacy  was  emua  eaiuatu  the 
collision,  but  we  think  it  formed  an  element  so  far  contri- 
butory to  it  as  to  afford  some  evidence  to  go  to  the  jury  of 
negligence  on  the  part  of  the  defendants.  The  competency 
of  the  servants,  we  may  observe,  though  alluded  to  at  the 
trial,  was  not  questioned  during  the  argument  of  the  rule. 
It  may,  therefore,  we  take  it,  be  assumed.  The  other  ques- 
tion remains  of  whether  material  aggravation  of  the  injury 
afforded  evidence  ef  actionable  negligence  against  the  defen- 
dants. The  plaintiff  relied  on  the  case  of  Stoke*  and  dnothtr 
V.  Eastern  Countiet  Baiiteay  Company,  2  F.  &  F.  691.  The  find- 
ing of  the  jury  rendered  it  unnecessary  to  question  the  correct- 


ness of  the  chai^  of  the  Lord  CSiief  Justice  in  tlitt  cue.  It 
cannot,  therefore,  be  regarded  as  a  condosiTe  tathoit;  ;k: 
it  is  evident  from  the  questions  submitted  to  thejmy'tkt 
the  verv  learned  judge  supposed  that  a  mttetUl  igpintke 
caused  by  the  abaence  or  omission  to  nse  bieak-pora,  tkigh 
it  might  not  have  inevented,  yet  may  have  n  mtiibiittd 
to  the  iiuory  as  to  have  rendered  thedefendutiiitliitcir 
liable.    The  present  defendants  urge  that  u  the  icdda: 
would  have  occurred  whatever  the  condition  (rf  AiaziB 
Hawthorn  might  have  been,  the  aggravation  of  tlKnjm 
affords  no  grounds  on  whidi  the  plaintiff  can  niUL  Ui  ts- 
diet ;    but    if  this    contention   is  correct   tite  MeUa: 
might   have   been    attended    with   little   or  so  hjii; 
had  the  train   moved  on,  and  yet  the  defenduU,  liut 
admitted  negligence  mtj  have  been  the  canst  of  tlie  tains 
damage  to  Uie  plaintit^  are  not  to  be  ansvenblt  If  ik 
present  action  had  been  brought  asainit  the  feUo*«TiK 
proved  to  have  omitted  to  place  uie  lamp,  or  tkdnreif 
engine  1,803  shown  to  have  started  too  soon,  the  flutir 
might  possibly  be  entitled  to  a  verdict,  bat  hevotliut 
recover  damages  as  against  his  fellow-semat  for  iijsis 
which  he  himself  might  have  avoided,  or  which  wen  ani 
by  the  insufficiency  of  the  mschinery  fnntialud  br  tke 
common  master;  and  had  it  been  shown,  eithtr  wtit 
train  did  not  endeavour  to  get  out  of  the  way  ef  the  i^ 
proaching  engine,  or  was  unable  to  do  so  in  ooaieiinice  i 
the  defective  state  of  the  engine  by  whidi  it  wu  ion,  it 
defendant  in  the  action  would  not  be  answoiUe  k  it 
enhanced   injuries  fairly  attributable  to  tUs  omiBar 
inability.     As,  then,  the  plaintiff  could  not  neo<er4iaip 
for  them  from  the  employed,  he  would  be  wilkoit  nS» 
unless  he  could  do  so  nom  the  employer.   The  cue  miT  be 
without  precedent,  but  even  in  the  anenee  of  the  ntkiitT 
cited  we  are  disposed  to  think  that  the  material  iKitntiK 
in  this  case  caused  by  the  "skidding"  of  theiSeebilic 
afforded  some  evidence  of  negligenoe.    No  queilioB  sis 
as  to  the  mode  by  which  the  joij  on^t  to  una  the 
damages  in  such  a  case.    We  an  of  opinion  that  a  ok* 
other,  if  not  both  grounds,  the  evidence  coaU  let  her; 
been  withdrawn  irom  the  jury.  The  rule  will  he  diieh^ii 
Xub  4i$ek»rf*d. — AuttnHm  Jariat. 


AMENDED  SCALE  OF  COUNTY  CODM  OOeiS 
IN  AUSTEALIA, 

Then  is  no  qneetion  of  such  mutual  interest  to  the  |«Kic 
and  the  legal  profeasionB  as  that  of  costs.  A  leaned  j<i!> 
recently  took  occasion  to  remark,  that  in  any  lapl  i<«^ 
he  considered  that,  having  regard  to  tiieir  importoee,  n 
issues  might  be  arranged  in  the  following  m-der:  "FM,u< 
practice ;  second,  the  ooets ;  and  third,  merits."  TUididi^ 
which  has  ran  the  lonnd  of  the  press,  most  of  m*^* 
taken  for  what  it  is,  a  mere  jtu  it  tmaU ;  but  it  oonhai 
sufficient  modieum  of  truth  to  prevent  oar  '"S^^'ff 
together  with  the  laugh  it  ezoitss.  It  is  not  maoy  ■■» 
sinoe  we  had  to  pass  in  review  and  to  condemn  tfok  i 
oosts  which  fixed  the  amoant  of  fees  to  bepaidin^taa? 
conrta,  and  that  our  condemnatory  ramarks  wen  j«nel> 
now  shown  by  the  publication  of  an  "  amended  seals  ii<<« 
and  fees,  &o." 

To  those  oonvenant  with  the  difBoulty  of  Btf^* 
fixed  scale  fit  a  variety  of  ciioumstanoea,  there  i«  wwj 
strange  in  the  fact  that  a  trial  soale  honisdly  m*? 
shonld  have  proved  a  fiulare.  Bat  we  most  coatel**' 
is  somewhat  to  bo  wondered  at  that  an  *'  amended  "l^^^. 
pared  with  all  the  advantage  of  a  comniet*  knoroP  * 
former  errors,  should  itself  be,  if  possible,  more  ubwhu^ 
than  the  seeds  which  it  purports  to  asMud.  ^"L^ 
number  this  Utest  sample  of  official  blundering  w  m 
found,  and  its  introduction  shows  that  it  is  ^"'»*''"  ~vl 
no  leas  than  three  county  court  judges,  and  "»j»*~". 
and  approved  of  by  the  Solidtor-GeneraL  Fro«  w»o  « 
their  names  appearing,  we  are  justified  in  as»nniiBg»*' 
and  all  of  these  gentlemen  hold  themselves  respo""™*^ 
the  workable  nature  of  their  joint  prodoction.  fn»»' 
acknowledged  ability  and  lengthened  "PS™™"**"^ 
these  gentlemen,  we  might  dmost  go  a  step  bava,i^ 
declare  that  the  public  would  be  justified  in  sooeptioj  »«' 
handiwoA  without  scruple  or  caution.  This  seeMf"" 
been  the  oase,  judging  from  the  iactthat,  althoogh  tkie «» 
has  been  in  force  since  June  1st  no  ooee^laints  h«w  •• .' 
been  made  public  in  the  journals.  ,  ^ 

It  is  vastly  more  pleasant  to  praise  than  to  '"•••'^"V; 
sincerely  wish  that  it  was  our  task  in  this  instance  to  ««■• 
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OM »  otnfol  and  complete  piece  of  drafting,  instead  of 
Uamiog  what  we  Miere  to  be  a  hastily  compiled  list  of  fees, 
apportioned  withoat  any  reference  to  the  Talne  of  the  ser- 
TicM  to  be  rendered  for  them.  The  more  we  look  into  and 
examise  this  scale,  the  greater  is  our  astonishment  that 

fintlemen  of  snoh  long  and  large  experience  as  their 
ononn  Judge  Fohlman  and  Judge  Cope  shoold  have  com- 
piled it,  or  at  least  certified  it  to  be  correct.  As  far  as  we 
can  nndetstand  its  provisions,  which,  with  regard  to  certain 
itemi,  are  pnzilingly  ambignoD^  we  have  been  at  the  pains 
to  compile  a  table  which  shows,  at  a  glooce,  the  feee  payable 
imdtr  the  original  scale,  which  is  admitted  to  be  bad,  and 
imder  the  "  amended  scale,"  which  is  Tonched  for  as  good, 
by  gentlemen  otherwise  entitled  to  our  respect. 

JtmiBDicTioir. 

AHnmED  SCALE. 
Onr  £10  and  undtr  £20. 
£   8.d. 

Attorney  alone 2  17  0 

Under  X60. 

Attomeyalone 4    4  6 

Attorney      -    and 

Conn8el...„ 6  19  0 

Over  £50  and  under  £100. 

Attomeyalone 7  15  6 

Attorney  and 

Coonsel 10  11  0 

Owr£100. 

Attorney  alone 9  15  6 

Attorney          and 
Counsel 14  16  0 


Coiofoic  Law 

OLD  80ALE. 

Ottr  £10  and  under  £20. 
£   s.d. 

Attomeyalone 16  0 

ITnder  £60. 

Attomeyalone 2  10  0 

Attorney  and 

Counsel 6  14  6 

Over  £60  and  under  £150. 

Attonty  alone 6    0  0 

Attorney  and 

Comuel 10  19  0 

OMr£]60. 

Attorney  alone 7  10  0 

Attorney           and 
Coonsel 16  14  0 


£<)inrY  JUBISDICTTON. 

Under  £100.  Under  £100. 


Attomeyalone 6  10  0 

Attorney  and 

Coonsel U  19  0 

Over  £100. 

Attomeyalone 8  10  0 

Attorney  and 

Counsel 17    4  6 


Attomeyalone 10    3  0 

Attorney  and 

Counsel 16  12  0 

OMr£100. 

Attomeyalone 14  18  0 

Attorney  and 

Coonsel 24  11  6 


PBOBATE  AKD  ASMDnSTSATION. 


Attomeyalone 2  10  0 


3  0 


Undtr  £50. 

Attomeyalone 3 

Under  £100. 

Attomeyalone 5    6  0 

Betmen  £100  omf  £300. 

Attomeyalone^ 7    7  0 

Theae  contrasted  amounts  have  been  approximately  calcu- 
lated, allowing  for  one  witness  in  each  case,  and  also  subject 
to  a  doubtful  charge  under  the  amended  scale,  which  is  VtaX 
for  "  prepwriog  bnef  notes  of  case  and  evidence  fornse  at 
trial."  We  have  allowed  for  this  in  calculating  the  amount 
of  ooste payable  where  a  case  is  conducted  by  attorney  alone, 
conceiving  that  a  brief  is  as  necessary  to  an  attorney  as  a 
tMrrister  when  acting  as  an  advocate  in  court.  In  this  view 
tre  are  borne  out  by  a  subsequent  item,  which  says, "  in 
SMiditioa,  connaers  fee  where  a  barrister-at-Iaw  is  retained 
try  sm  attorney  to  support  or  oppose  motion."  We  presume 
that  this  means  in  addition  to  the  above  feee  oharg^ble  in 
cases  conducted  by  attorney  or  barrister  alone.  Again,  we 
find  an  item,  "  brief  for  counsel,"  which  appears  from  the 
dioaiiiiilaiity  between  the  amounts  allowed  for  ito  prepara- 
tion  and  those  for  '  brief  notes,  &c,"  to  represent  a  distinct 
daaa  of  fees.  We  understond,  however,  that  the  learned 
jadga  who  prcaidea  in  the  M elboome  County  Court  does  not 
coincide  with  our  view,  and  disallows  any  fee  for  "brief 
notes  of  case  and  evidence,"  unless  a  barrister-at-law  be 
xatained. 

In  the  fees  for  obtaining  probate  and  administration 
there  is  a  marked  disproportion  between  the  old  and  the 
neiir  scale,  as  under  the  old  either  oonld  be  obtained  for  a 
total  charge  of  £3  lOs.,  whereas  now  fees  range  from  £3  3s. 
to  j67  7s.  However,  as  the  buaioess  is  intended  to  be  trans- 
acted by  solicitors,  it  does  not  affect  the  main  question  we 
Jufvo  under  consideration. 

Xlie  most  casual  glance  at  the  above  contrasted  columns 
■will  suffice  to  discover  that  under  the  amended  scale  litiga- 
tion  is  more  cosily  than  under  the  original  one.  We  do  not 
object  to  the  change  on  this  ground,  as  it  is  only  to  be 
presamed  that  t^e  compilers  of  the  new  scale  thought  that 
tlie  consideration  under  the  former  one  was  inadequate.  But 
on    halancing  the  fees  payable  to  attorneys  alone,  or  to 


banisters,  should  they  choose  to  conduct  business  without 
the  intervention  of  an  attomay,  witb  the  fees  allowed  when 
both  attorney  and  counsel  appear,  we  find  that  the  amcmnts 
are  disproportionate  to  the  'ralne  of  the  services  rendered. 
Yirtuuly,  this  amended  scale  is  an  attempt  to  ftirther  the 
amalgamation  of  the  profassions  by  a  side  wind.  We 
have  already  discussed  this  question  at  length,  and  have  no 
desire  to  renew  its  consideration  here  ;  but  be  the  scheme 
advisable  or  not,  it  is  a  change  to  be  inaugurated  openly  and 
above-board,  and  not  by  such  means  as  tms. 

To  those  who  carefolly  check  our  figures  with  a  view  to  a 
refutation  of  onr  argument,  it  may  appear  that  we  have 
omitted  certain  minor  items  which  were  invariably  allowed 
under  the  old  scale.  This  is  so,  we  admit,  but  they  would 
have  no  effect  on  the  general  statement,  that  under  the 
amended  scale  a  larger  amount  is  payable  by  litigants,  and 
that  the  excess  goes  into  the  pockets  of  the  attomeys.  This 
woald  not  be  the  case  in  up-country  districts  where  members 
of  the  utter  bar  may  not  unireqaently  be  found  who  are 
accustomed  to  take  business  direct,  and,  indeed,  the  amended 
scale  seems  to  have  been  framed  to  promote  the  intereste  of 
these  gentlemen.  In  conclusion,  we  may  add  that  cases- 
which  support  our  views  have  already  arisen,  and  bid  fair  to 
be  of  constant  recurrence.  Only  the  other  day  our  attention 
was  called  to  a  case  tried  in  the  Melbourne  County  Court, 
in  which  a  question  of  considerable  importance  had  to 
be  determined,  although  the  amount  at  issue  was  only 
a  few  pounds.  Counsel  was  retained,  and  necessarily 
so,  but  on  taxation  of  costs,  althoneh  upwards  of  four 
pounds  was  allowed  for  the  services  of  the  solicitor,  counsel's 
fee  was  struck  out.  In  the  (ace  of  the  new  scale,  several 
barristers  practising  in  the  county  court  have  given  it  as 
their  opinion  that  they  must  perforce  hold  briefs  where  the 
amount  is  under  twenty  pounds  for  nothing,  unless  they 
wish  to  see  all  the  business  of  that  character  thrown  into 
the  hands  of  the  lower  piofession.  The  framers  of  the 
amended  scale  cannot  have  thought  it  desirable  that  this 
should  be  the  case,  nor  is  it  probable  that  the  Solicitor- 
G«nenl  would  have  ratified  any  such  startling  innovation 
had  he  been  fully  aware  of  tne  inevitable  result  of  the 
amended  scale  passing  into  law.  A  &esh  scale  is  impers' 
tively  necessary,  and  would  be  compiled  with  the  full  know- 
ledge and  assent  of  both  branches  of  practitioners  in  the 
conrta  in  which  it  is  to  be  put  in  force,  and  not  merely  of 
any  one  of  them.  There  is  safety  in  snch  cases  in  a  multi- 
tude of  counsel,  and  in  this  question,  which  concerns  the 
intereste  of  all  branches  of  the  profession,  it  is  only  right 
that  the  opinions  of  all  should  oe  taken  and  duly  con- 
sidered.—Ju«<ra/M»  Juritt.  ' 


OBrrUABT- 


MR.  J.  p.  NORMAN. 
Mr.  John  Paxton  Norman,  Acting  Cliief  Justice  of  the 
High  Court  of  Judicature  at  Calcutta,  has  been  assassinated. 
He  was  stabbed  on  Wednesday,  in  two  places,  by  an  up- 
country  native  as  he  was  entering  his  court,  and  expired  on, 
Thursday,  the  21st  September,  at  one  o'clock  in  the  morn- 
ing. One  wound  was  in  the  abdomen,  and  the  other  on  the 
left  shoulder,  between  the  spine  and  the  bladebone.  The 
deceased  judge  was  the  eldest  son  of  the  late  John  Norman, 
Esq.,  J.P.,  of  Claverham  House,  Somersetshire,  and  a 
deputy  lieutenant  of  that  conn^,  by  his  second  wife,  Sarah 
Elizabeth,  eldest  daughter  of  the  Rev.  Henry  Paxton,  of 
Baythome,  Essex.  Mr.  J.  P.  Nonoan  was  bora  in  1819, 
and  succeeded  to  the  family  estate  on  the  death  of  his  father 
in  1837.  He  was  educated  at  Exeter  College,  Oxford,  where 
ho  graduated  B.A.  in  1841,  and  MA.  in  1844.  For 
some  years  previous  to  being  called  to  the  bar  he 
practised  as  a  special  pleader,  and  was  called  to  the 
bar  of  the  Inner  Temple  on  the  17th  November, 
1852 ;  he  went  some  years  on  the  Western  Circuit,, 
but  afterwards  joined  the  Home  Circuit.  He  reported  oases 
in  the  Court  of  Excheiusr  from  Easter  Term,  1856,  to 
Hilaiy  Vacation,  1862,  hw  name  being  identified  with  the 
series  of  Exchequer  Reporto  known  as  "Hurlstone  and 
Norman's."  In  1862.  on  the  passing  of  the  Indian  High 
Court  of  Judicature  Act,  he  was  one  of  the  barrister  judgw 
appointed  to  a  seat  on  the  bench  at  Calcutta,  and  continued 
to  exercise  his  functions  till  his  death.  About  six  mouths 
ago,  on  Sir  Richard  Couch,  the  Chief  Justice  of  Bengal,  tak- 
ing a  short  leave  to  Europe,  Mr.  Norman  was  appomted  to 
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act  as  Chief  Justice  daring  his  absence.  When  the  last 
Indian  mail  left,  Sir  R.  Couch  was  expected  to  retom  to 
Calcutta  in  October,  but  it  r«a  itatad  that  he  would  remain 
in  office  only  a  few  months,  when  it  was  supposed  that  Mr. 
Justice  Norman  would  permanently  anoaeed  nim.  Btsidas 
the  Law  Beports,  which  bear  his  name,  Mr.  Norman  was 
the  author  of  a  treatise  on  the  "Law  and  Practice  of  the 
Copyright  and  Begistiation  of  Sculpture,  with  the  Bemedies, 
Pleadings,  and  Evidence,  in  Cases  of  Piracy,"  ftc.  Also  a 
"Treatise  on  the  Law  and  Practice  relating  to  Letters 
Patent  for  Inyentioni,  as  altered  and  amended  by  statutes 
16  &  16  Vict.  c.  88,  and  12  &  IS  Vict.  c.  109." 


C0TJBT8  OP  REVISION. 


The  revision  cf  the  lists  of  voters  for  the  borough  of 
Mairlebone  opened  at  the  Vestry-hall,  Harrow-road,  on 
Wednesday,  before  Mr.  F.  H.  Bacon,  the  barrister  ap- 
pointed for  that  purpose,  when  the  revision  of  the  liste 
for  the  parish  of  Paddington  was  proceeded  with.  The 
Conservative  party  ware  represented  by  Mr.  B.  H. 
B.  Macmullen,  honorary  secretary  and  solicitor  of  the  Pad- 
dington Conservative  Associatioa,  and  by  Mr.  Biddulph, 
who  attended  on  behalf  of  the  Marylebone  Conservative 
Association.  Mr.  Gremer  and  Mr.  Britten  appeared  for  the 
extreme  Badical  party.  There  were  36  new  claims, 
of  which  26  Conservative  and  three  Liberal  were  allowed. 
The  Conservatives  took  124  objections,  and  sustained  102  ; 
12  were  withdrawn  and  10  disallowed.  There  were  several 
oases  of  joint  occupancy,  in  which  the  qaalification  of  the 
applicants  was  entered  on  the  lists  as  a  "  dwelling-house." 
Mr.  Beddall  contended  that  under  the  recent  Reform  Act 
there  can  be  no  joint  occupation  of  a  house  described  as  a 
"dwelling-house."  If  the  tenants  desired  to  be  put  upon 
the  register,  they  must  qualify  themselves  under  the  old 
•Act.  The  Revising  Barrister  considered  the  description  a 
"  dwelling-hoQse "  a  very  proper  one.  Both  Acts  of 
Parliament  moat  be  considered  as  one  Act,  and  he  ruled 
that  the  claims  should  be  allowed.  Mr.  Beddall  was 
sorry  to  differ  from  the  Revising  Barrister,  and  said  he  con- 
sidered the  point  a  moat  important  one.  As  there  were  a 
great  number  of  similar  claims  he  must  ask  that  a  case  be 
granted  for  the' Court  of  Common  Pleas.  The  Barrister  felt 
reluctant  to  grant  a  case  in  this  instance,  as  he  considered 
the  claims  to  be  very  straightforward,  but  as  Mr.  Beddall 
still  pressed  the  question  be  ultimately  granted  a  case. 
Four  names  were  shut  out  en  the  ground  that  the  parties 
ware  at  present  receiving  or  had  been  in  the  receipt  of 
parochial  relief.  A  point  of  some  importance  was  raised 
by  Mr.  Beddall  on  the  name  of  a  foreigner  coming  before 
the  Court — namely,  that  proof  was  required  as  to  whether  a 
foreigner  had  been  naturalized  or  not.  Mr.  Beddall  con- 
tended that  the  person  who  wished  to  become  qualified  as 
an  elector  should  be  present  to  answer  the  question.  The 
Revising  Barrister  considered  it  to  be  the  duty  of  the  over- 
seers, when  the  claimant  was  a  foreigner,  to  ascertain  who 
such  foreigner  was,  and  if  he  was  naturalised  or  not,  before 
they  inserted  his  name  in  the  list.  Mr.  Beddall  asked  for  a 
case,  and  the  Barrister  granted  one.  The  Court  at  its  rising 
at  Paddington  adjourned  to  the  court-house,  Marylebone, 
for  the  revision  of  the  lists  for  that  parish.  The  same  legal 
gentlemen  attended,  with  the  addition  of  Mr.  Dnrrant  Cooper, 
the  well-known  Liberal  agent  of  the  borough,  who  appeu^ 
in  support  of  a  large  number  of  persons  who  had  damis  or 
had  been  objected  Uf,  under  instructions  from  Messrs 
Peter  Graham  &  Co.,  of  Oxford-street.  There  were  40 
new  claims,  bat  only  a  few  were  taken.  The  objections,  of 
which  there  are  upwards  of  400,  were  chiefly  taken  by  the 
Conservatives.  In  the  Marylebone  list  there  was  a  large 
number  of  claims  and  objections  in  reference  to  the  question 
of  joint  occupancy,  previously  discussed  at  the  Paddington 
court,  aud  as  to  the  foreigner  naturalization  questions,  and 
cases  were  also  granted.  With  regard  to  the  objectiODs, 
in  consequence  of  the  unexpected  numbers,  the  barrister 
having  made  his  arrangements  for  his  sittings  in  other 
metropolitan  boroughs,  they  were  adjourned  until  October  so 
fir  as  the  householders'  lists  were  concerned.  The  Revision 
Court  for  the  borough  of  Shrewsbury  was  held  on  Tuesday 
before  Mr.  Churchill,  when  an  important  point  was  raised 
by  Mr.  Chandler,  the  Conservative  advocate,  who  took  ex- 
ception to  the  form  in  which  the  notices  of  objection  bad 
been  filled  up,  the  name  of  the  parish  in  which  the  party 
resided,  the  qualification,  and  the  situation  of  the  property 
for  which  he  was  rated  being  all  omitted.    He  quoted  a 


decision  of  Mr.  Justice  Maule  in  a  sigulsi  ctae,  BirJK 
A'Mt^,  where  he  held  that  the  description  vu  iadkiK; 
and  oonaeqaently  that  the  notice  was  bal  Aftnsiqlrfeii 
the  Libena  advocate,  the  Revising  Banister  aid  t*ftn;!| 
the  no^oes  were  informal,  and  that  they  wen  iBcoanqis^ 
bad.  Tlds  decision  involved  the  loss  ef  mon  thmMn^ 
and  the  result  of  the  revision  was— lihenli  expm^el,  i'; 
CenservaUves  expnnged,  IS  ;  claims  by  Oooierntira,S 
claims  by  liberals,  17  ;  net  gain  to  OonssntiTei,  IH 


PUBLIC  COMPAHIBS. 

eOVIRKXVKT  Fuinw. 
Last  Qdotuiov,  Sept.  M,  1171. 
nvm  tlu  atUml  LM  of  lilt  «<imI  tnimm  IruMOH. 
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AnnniUes,  April,  *M 
Do.  (Bed  Sra  T.)  An.  M 
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IXtto,  £i».  Do  - 1)  f  ■ 
mtto,eiM*  JMI,-U|t 
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Ditto  OtbeDtum,  pic  Ol 

AprU,'«4- 
Do.  Do  ,8  perOeiit.,JU(.'; 
Do.  Bonds,4pwa,<Ml 
Ditto,  ditto,  undtr  tim. 
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Caledonian «...-.... .,....« 
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Oroat  VVeatern — Oriel&al 

Lancashire  and  Yorkshire   

London,  Brighton,  and  South  Coast... 

London, Chatham,  and  Dorer 

London  and  North-Western 
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*  A  reoeivse  no  dividend  until  8  per  oent.  hu  bMo  paid " 


MONBT  MAXKBT  Aim  CiTT  iNTBLLlOnXCZ. 

There  hu  been  a  Uttle  tendency  to  dalaaaadvintr  A 
part  of  the  week,  and  on  Thniaday  the  Bank  Di 
raised  the  rate  of  interest  from  2  per  oant,,  at  «U 
been  since  July  last,  to  3  per  cent.  The  funds  « 
slightly  afieoted,  bat  closed  somewhat  lower,  ns 
Mwket  was  eoxtaiderably  iuflneooed  in  an  adivM  i 
and  prices  generally  underwent  a  anlfltaalial  a 
Bank  shares,  on  the  contrary,  gained  st.  <n((>h. 
active  demand  for  discount  at  advanced  ntss. 


The  poet  of  senior  magistrate  in  the  Stnits  S 
has  become  vacant  by  the  death  of  Hr.  Cbaries_( 
rister-at-law,  who  expired  at  Peoaog  oa  the  ISA  i 
aged  35  years.    Mr.  Owen  was  called  to  tiu  tar  ) 
Hon.  Society  of  the  Inner  Temple  on  the  Ifth . 
1862,  and  was  appointed  senior  magisbata  at  Siif' 
the  Cuke  of  Buckingham    and   Chaadoa,  ia  Jfl 
The  appointment  is  worth  4,680  doUaES  per  i 
in  the  gift  of  Lord  Eimberiey,  Secretaiy  at 
Colonies. 

Resionation  or  a  Coukty  Cotbt  Jnxja.— 1&- - 
Stanrfeld,  Judge  of  County  Oouits,  Circuit  S*UJ 
prising  Dewabnry,  Halifax,  Holmfirth,  and  HaMof 
has  placed  his  resignation  in  the  hands  of  the  ton( 
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oeOor.  Mr.  Staiufeld  was  bom  on  the  22nd  April,  1792, 
and  is  therefore  in  his  eightieth  year.  He  -was  originally 
an  attorney  of  Halifax,  and  was  appointed  Judge  of  we 
Coorts  of  Beqtuat  for  Halifax  and  Haddenfiela  in  1841, 
and  Judge  of  the  County  Conrta,  in  Circuit  No.  13,  in  1847. 
His  only  son  is  the  Kgnt  Hon.  James  Stansfeld,  who  was 
called  to  the  har  at  the  Inner  Temple  in  January,  1849, 
It  is  stated  that  the  vacant  judgeship  has  been  offered 
to,  and  accepted  by,  Mr.  Serjeant  Tindsl  Atkinson, 
Judge  of  the  North  Wales  Circuit  (No.  28),  to  which  he 
was  appointed  in  Norember  last  year,  on  the  rMignatJon  of 
Mr.  Jaimes. 


•IBTBa.  XAXRUSU,  AJTO  DJUTBS. 

BIBTH8. 
Stxhbimo— On  Sept.  20,  at  13,  Pembfidge  Villas,  Bayswater, 
the  wif*  of  William  Steblifaig,  Baq.,  banist«r-at-law,  of  a 
daughter. 

MARRIAOES. 
CsASDOOX— HoBinut— On  Sept  7,  at  St.  John's  the  Divine, 
BrooUands,  Thomas  Chaddook,  Ssq.,  loliaitor,  Congleton,  to 
EmiUe  Booe,  second  dan^ter  of  Joe^  Raoe  Hemer,  Beq., 
solicitor,  Sudbniy  House,  BrooUands,  near  Mandiester. 

DBATBS. 
Hastin— On  Sept.  18,  at  Battle,   Mr.  Edwin  Martin,  sohoitor, 
aged  71. 

LOnOV  SAZmBB. 

IMendly  Bodstias  Diisdlred. 
FamAT.  Sspt.  u.  ml. 
rrinad-iii-INed  Meaffij  Booi««r>  MewtDandlant-at,  St  Paol,  BrUtol 
Sept  IS 

Tdsssat,  Sept.  19,  ItTl. 
Tletoria  FrieBdly  Sodetr,  George  »nd  DraRoa  Inn,  Knighton,  Bsdnor. 
Sept  14 

Onditn*  xaim  88  ft  S8  Tlet  ttp.  B8. 

latt  Pan  vf  Claim. 

PuBAT,  Sept  U,  IS7I. 

BaniMtt,  Chai^  Fanbam,  Saner,  VsehlnM.   Oo«  90.    HoUatt  k  Mawn, 

Fambtm 
BicBMoiop,  Mm,  HeireasUe-apoo-TTna,  LIcaased  VIetatllsr.   Jan  I. 

Joal,  K«wtaitle-apon-T>iie 
Bratebwalte,  Bainl,  undtad,  Tork,  Wonted  Spinner.    OetSI.   Terrjr 

tfc  RobluoD,  Bradford 
Bmnt,  Jomh,  Msceleiaeld,  Otaeehire,  SUk   Wieta  Dealer.    Dor  I. 

Hisglnbotbsm  fe  Barclajr,  MsccleafleUi 
Case.    EUs  Ann,  Olnejr-K,    Wolwortti,   Widow.     Oot   IS.    Hucell, 

I^nranoe  Ponoiner-liiU 
CbUd.  Jane,  Uanstadwell,  Feobroke,  Spinster.    Nor  1.    Pawell  *  Co, 

Hmvertordweat 
Clark.  Karjr,  RamsRata,  Kent.  Spinster.    Jan  1.    Daniel,  Bamigate 
nigilim.  Wm,  Southaaipton,  Carpenter.    Oct  10.    Sharp  ft  Co 
Sdkiss,  Jaa,  Stratlbrd-apoo-AToa,  Warwiek,  Oent.    Not  1.    Bobbee  ft 

k  Co,  Stratford-npon-ATon 
Osnlcrodger,  Caleb,  Orenden,  HaUbz,  Toik,  Weaver.    Oct  10.    I«ng- 

bofttom,  H«n*fg 
aDest,.Sanh,  Fennln(ton,  Lancashire,  Spbutsr.     Dec  11.     Oseit, 

Manch 
Hoi  ureawa,  Bdmnnd,  Lower  Darwan  LancaaUre,  Beat  Agent.    Nor 

II.     Plckop,  Blaokbam 
Bobson,  Tboa,  Mapaona,  Sniaez,  Teomsn.    Oct  15.    Jobnun  &  Kaper, 

Ctilobeater 
Book.  John,  Lpool,  Bnllder.    Oct  10.    Miller  h  Co,  Lpool 
Johnstone,  Rev  Edwd,  Bastfaiga,  Suaez.  Not  I.  Soiith  ftOo,  Bnad^t, 

Clieapatde 
tjo   Fonatler,  Tboa,    Bamptos,  Ozftiid,   Cent.     Oct  M,     Hawkins, 

Oxford 
Palmer,  John,  Ohlgwell,  EaMx,  dent.    Oct  14.    Jarrls,  Chancerj-lane 
parr.  Mwd,  Leiceater,  Diaper.    Dec  SO.    Dalton,  Leiceitsr 
Price.  Anna,  Ffeemantle,  Uants,  Widow.    Oet  10.    Hawkins,  Oxford 
jBaeeell    Robt,  South  End,  Crojdon,  Oent.    Oct  Sl.     Bnasell  A  Co, 

Coleman- St 
•lawyer,  Kobt  Br,  Harefleld,  Mtddleaez,  Solicitor.    Nov  1.    Brettell  ft 

<$iD7tbe,Suple-lnn  - 
aoatdi,  Saml,  Ulgharst  Wood,  Snsuz,  Bosbandman.    Oot  10.    Sprott, 

Mstyfleld 
Ttiatoher,  Thos,  Sonthampton,  Smith.  Oct  9.    Sharp  ft  Co,  Sonthampton 
UTerren,  Chas,  Market  Orarton,  Salop,  Esq.    Oct  19.    Warren 

Tdusat,  Sept.  19, 1871. 
AMer,  Sarah,  Battarsea  Rise,  Widow.    Oet  Sl.     Corsellis,  Eaa(-UU, 

Wudaworth 
Bakor,  Frae,  Ulsler-ter,  Begent's-pk,  Widow.    Oct  M>.    Warry  k  Co, 

14neolBVinn.flelds 
Dunn.  Qeo,  Obard,  Somerset,  Flunber.     Oot  IS.     Clark  ft  Lnkin, 

Ctiard 
ymrrmt,  Mary,  Halifax,  Tork,  Barthenware  Dealer.  Oct  ao.  Longbottom, 

(IsUiftix 
Oaan.  Kobt  Sntberland,  Bartoa-on-Trent,  Stafford,  Hotel  Keeper.    Mor 

I.     Ferks,  Bnrtonon-Trent 
jledca,  John,  Axmlssier,  Devon,  Teoman.    Oct  IB.    Clarke  ft  Lnkln, 

<»«rd 


Bolknrajr,  Wm  Bf,  Bradlbfd,  Tork,  Wine  Uerehant.    Oct  9.    Taylor 

feOo,  Bradford 
Mew,  Edwd.Hoaeahl II,  Isle  or  Wight    Decl.    Mew.Kewport 
Mlddlaton.Oeo,  Bradford,  fork,  Msonfoctorer.    Oct  9.    Taylor  ft  Co,. 

Bradford 
Newton,  Blohd.  WInshill,  Derby,  Fanner.    Oct  16.     Perks,  Barton- 

oa-Trent 
Ogdeo,  Saml,  DoffleM,  Derby,  Miller.    NovS*.    Moody,  Deiby 
Bees,  Geo,  Bmn«wlck-sq,  Silk  Mercer.    Nov  1.    Robeon  ft  Oo,  Sack- 

vllls-at.  PieeadUly 
Bosam,  Chas.  Snrbiton,  Surrey,  Carman.    Oct  II.    Bell  ft  Newman,. 

Abehorch-lens 
8oathwortb,lCary,  Warton  Brows,  Lancashire,  Widow.  OctW.  Dfokson , 

KIrkhaffl 
Williams,  Alex,  Pendleton,  Lancashire,  Fnblloan.    Oet  IS.    HanUnton.. 

Maooh 
Waugh,  Valentine,  Lpool.    Oet  16.    Simpson  ft  North,  Lpool 

Baakmpts. 

PBU4T,  Sept.  IS,  IS7I. 

Under  the  Bankri^toy  Act,  1869. 

Sredttors  mnst  ferwaid  their  proob  of  debts  to  the  Registrar. 

To  Sarrender  in  London. 

Lorie,  Da  rid  AIM,  Newgate-st,  Manatsetorer.     Fet  Sept  13 .     Mnrray. 

Oot  10  at  IS 
Blehaids,  Tnos  Fras,  Falcon^ct,  Fleet4t,  Solicitor.   Fet  Aug  It.    Fepys. 

Oet  6  at  11.10 
SsTill,  Martin,  Adam's-ct,  Old  Broad-«t,  Stock  Broker.     Fet  April  19. 
Spiiag-Blce.    Oct  Sat  II 

To  Sarrender  In  the  Conntry. 

BeU,  Thos  C,  Newcastle>on-Tyne,  Wine  Merchant.  Pet  Sept  IS.  Mor- 
timer.   Newcastle,  Oct  3  at  li 

Braake,  Edwd,  Bndfoid,  Tork,  Wojlstapler.  Fat  Sept  II.  Boblnsou. 
Bradford,  Sept  M  at  11 

Coe,  Blobd  J.,  OtTarmoalh,  Soda  Water  BlanotKtwer.  Pet  Sept  ll. 
Cbamberlin.    Ot  Tarmonth,  Sept  IT  at  11 

Ootver,  Frodk  Martin.  Flymoath.  Devon,  Accountant.  Pet  Sept  I!. 
Shelly.    EastSloneboose,  Sept37at  II 

Geddea,  Wm  Boddea,  Warrington,  Lancashire,  Miller.  Pet  Sept  II. 
Nioholsoo,    Warrlngtoa,  Sept  34  at  11 

TtrxaoxT,  Sept.  19, 1871. 

Under  the  Bankruptcy  Act,  1869. 

CredHon  most  forward  their  prooik  of  debts  to  the  Registrar. 

To  Snrronder  in  the  Conntry. 

Kaely,  Harold,  Boecastla,  Camwall,  Oent.      Fet  Sept  16.     Chllcott. 

Truro,  Oct  4  at  11 
Mndd,  Fredk  Chas,  Dckfield,  Sasaez,  Surgeon.     Pet  Sept  14.    Blaksr.. 

Z«ewes.  Sept  38  at  II 
Boebuck.  Wm,  HoddcnAeld,  ITork,  Tarn  pinner.    Pet  Sept  14.  Jones. 
Jan.    Unddenfleid,  Oot3  at  ll 

BANKBUFT0IE8  ANNULLED. 
TtiaaDAV,Sept»,  l(7L 
ChUd,  Edwd  Ogdsn.  Halite,  Tork.  Innkeeper.    Sept  T 
Bay,  Jas  Alex  Cameron.  Fiederlek-pl,  Pinmstead,  Clerk.    Sept  7 
Willlama,  Tboa,  sea,  Jeokia  wniiama,  ft  Thos  WIUiams,Jnn,QeUyrhaidd. 
Uaatrissant,  Qlamorgan,  CatUe  Deolen.    Jnly  11 

FaiDtr,  Sept.  IS,  1871 . 
Blorenson,  Wm  Hy,  Fenwortham,  Lancubire,  Mechanic.    Sept  1* 

'     TrasOAT,  Sept.  19,  ItTl. 
Macdonald,  Alex  Jas  Xohi,  .s'ew  Boa  1-st .     Sept  11 

Liquidation  by  Arraii(«maBt. 

riBST  MEITINQSOrCRBDITORS. 

FaiD4T,  Sept.  U,  1(71. 

Anderson,  Edwd,  ft  Robt  Bnrdes,  Soothwiek,  Dnrham,  Lime  Mannfac- 

tottrs.    Sept  19  at  3,  at  olBce  of  B  ell,  Lambton-at,  Snaderiand 
Barlow,  Hy  Jaa,  Maneb,  Ironmonger.    Sept  38  at  1,  at  ofBce  of  Burton, 

KinF.st,  Manch 
Banns,  John,    Workington,  Comberlaad,  Innkeeper.     Sept  38  at  11,  at 

eaieeof  Whiteloek,  Pow>st,  Workington 
Brad,  Thos,  Hinckley,  Leioeetsr,  Beecaeller.  Sept  17  at  11,  at  the  Crown. 

Iim,  Hinekley.    Wllsea 
Booth,  Thos,  Buielem ,  Stafford.  Potter.     Sept  M  at  S,  at  offleaa  ot  Hoi- 

linhead,  Market4t,  Tnnslall 
Buttanshaw,  Biehd  Jaa,  Bmnawhik-TUIas,    Hammersmith,  Anotloneer.. 

Sept  13  at  10,  at  offices  of  Dobson,  Cha  ncery-chombers,  QnaUtyct.. 

Ohancerylane 
Carr,  John,  aielBeld,  Licensed  yictoaller.     Sept  17  at  3,  at  offices  o 

Parker  ft  Son,  Talbot-cbambere.  North  Ohnroh'4t,  SbsfBeld 
Clarke,  Ralph,  Snnderland,  Dnrhnm,  Builder.     Oct  4  at  9,  at  office  of 

Bell,  Lambton^t,  Snnderland 
CUlIbtd,  Thoe  Hy,  Fark-et,  Kenningum-enws,  Lanndryman.    Sept  17 

at  2,  at  88,  0«tter-hine.    Plunkett,  Qntter-lane 
Cotton,  Fredk,  Bnnan-npon-Trsnt,  Stafford,  Grocer.     Sept  19  at  II,  at 

the  Qecrge  Hotel,  Bnrton-opon-Trent.    Perka,  Burton-npoU'Ttent 
Dennett.  John,  Stookham,  Cheshire,  Farmer.     Oet  4  at  11,  at  ofOces  of 

Uoore.  Bank'St,  Warrington 
Dixon.  Jeese,  Westhonghton,  Lancashire,  Farmer.     Sept  39  at  3,  at 

office  of  DnttOD,  Aci^eld,  Bolton 
Ecketsley.  Wm,  Bolton,  Lancashire,  Bngineer.     Sept  16  at  3,  at  clBces 

of  Ramwell  ft  PenninKton,  Hawdslay  st,  Bolton 
Fawcett,  Thos  Consundne,  ft  Walt  Maibera  Shaokletoo,  Leeda,  Machine 

Makers.    Sept  17  at  3,  at  the  Wharton's  Hotel,  Park-lone,  Laed^ 

Balmer 
Foster,  Thos  Hoe,  Margate,  Kent,  Jeweller.     Sept  18  at  3,  at  office  of 

Marshall,  Batten-garden 
Fowler,  John,  New  Alreiiord,   Hanto,  Bonder.    Sept  l<  at  13,  at  the 

Market  ion,  Winchester.    Killby,  Sonthsmptm 
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OUdwIn,  Rowland  Wm.  PMn't-bin,  Doetanf-oommoui.  Mtotl*  litnn- 

(Ktorar.    Sept  tT  >t  11,  at  oOcM  of  Plankett,  Qattar-lana 
Goodcbap,  Wm  Edwd,  Iroabridga,  Salop,  Bookaalln.     S«pt  M  at  11,  at 

oOcea  of  Sonthall  A  Son,  Newball-at,  Binn 
Hallhida,  Alf  Cbas,  Rom,  Hartford,  Watchmaker.     Sapt  t»  at  *,  at  the 

Gt  WeMem  Hotel,  Snow  hlU  SUtion,  Birm.    Oedfrey 
RalUvell.  Ja«,  Todmoidea,  York,  namber.    Sept  M  at  4.  at  the  White 

Hart  Hotel.  Todmorden.    Baatweod,  Todtnorden 
Hlggluon,  Abraham,  Cbowbent,  Tiineanhlre,  Dmniat     Sept  M  at  1, 

at  oOeet  of  Ambler,  Kinc^t.  Maneh 
Bone/bone,  Ucbd,  Latoo,  Tatchmaker.     Oot4  at  II,  at  ofllce  of 

WetbeifleM,  Oreibam-bldgi,  Ooildhall.    Sbepheid,  Lnton 
Jaokaon,  Ktehd.  Leeda,  Share  Broker.    Sept  It  at  3,  at  offloe  of  Spirett, 

Eatt-parade,  Leeda 
Johnaoo,  Jaa,  WlllenhaU,  Stallbrd,  Frttiterer.    Sept  M  at  S,  at  oOcea  of 

Stratton,  Qneeo-at,  Wolnrbampton 
Jonae,  Joaeph  John  Fay,  Uarciite,  Kent,  Boot  Manolutarer.    Sept  M  at 
ll,atolD<ea  of  KlnRaford  fc  Oormao,  Emox-U,  Strand.    Banker  k  Co, 
Harsate 
King,  (!haa  Beeden,  St  Fanr»«bnrchrard,  CiTil  Engineer.    Sept  is  at 

1,  at  oOcea  of  Shea,  King  WilHamHt 
Lewin,  Jaeeph  Frtaby,  Bolton.  Lanoaabira,  Compoaitor.     Oct  1  at  1,  at 

ofllce  of  Rrler,  Bradlbrd-bldga,MawdtleT4t,  Bolton 
Llojrd,  Jai  Bowen,  Hoelgamedd  ina,  Uerioaeth,  ont  of  bodneea.    Oet 

6  at  II,  at  the  PlaaCeeh  Hotel.  Bala.    Adami,  Botbin 
](aah,Jotin,noree«er,  Boot  Dealer.    Sept  IT  at  1,  at  ofllce  of  Tree, 

BrMd'4t,  Woreeeter 
Morrta,  Thoa,  Tipton,  StaOord,  Iron  Merchant.    Sept  tT  at  11,  at  oflloet 

of  Oollia,  Markat-at,  Stonrbridge 
Mnllinetix,  Hattbew,  Walkden  Moor,  nr  Wonler,  Lancaahire,  Fnmltnie 

Dealer.    Sept  n  at  S,  atofllee  of  Lynda,  Prtncea-at,  Maneh 
Unachamp,  Chria  Ht.  Boaton,  Lincoln,  Brazier.       Oct  I  at  II,  at 
theOom  Eiehnnge  Hotel,  Boalon.  Velford,  FDrt«month.«t,  Lineoln'a- 
inn-flelda 
Untton.  Richd,  Morice-town.  Deronport,  Devon,  Draper.    Sept  19  at  II, 

at  offloea  of  Bojea  h  Co,  Fiankft>n.at,  Pl)nnonth 
Nadin,  John,  Eatt  Wonhing.  Sonez,  BoUder.     Oct  1  at  II,  at  offleea  of 

Stneker,  OU  Stelne,  Brighton 
Majlor,  wm,  Keat^t,  Sonthwark,  Oeneral  Dealer.    Sept  U  at  4,  at 

oflloea  of Ohippeilleld  ft  Stnrt.  TrioltjrHt,  Sonthwark 
Kortfarop,  Jonathan,  SamI  Tetlay,  Jna,  wm  Harriaon  Tetley,  k  Oeo 
Herring  Ward,  Bradford,  York,  Mannlbctnran.  Sept  Hat  II,  at  oflloea 
of  Terry  ft  Roblnaon,  Markevat,  Bradford 
O'Doberty,  Patrlok,  Luton,  Bedflora,  Printer.    Sept  19  at  1,  at  oSleea  of 

Soarglll,  Chaneeiy-laaa 
Farker,  Jaa  Caley,  Obippenbam-ter,  Harrow-rd,  Draper.    Oet  4  at  t, 

at  offleea  of  bard  ft  Beita,  Eaatcheap.    Ooien 
Tanl,  Edmd  Uanoel,  Hoorgate^t,  Boiler.     Oet  S  at  ll,at  oflkeeot 

Ladbnry  ft  Co,  CbeapaUe.    Robfauon,  Baatnghall-at 
Pegg,  Joaeph  Switbia,  Lorrifflore>id,  Walworth,  Bnilder.   Oet  S  at  II, 

at  oflka  of  Davla,  Haip-lane,  Ot  Tewer^t 
PhUUpt,  Fraa  Albert,  Oneen'a-rd.  Feckbam,  Artlat.     Sept  It  at(.U 

ofllea  of  MoHablnl,  BaalnKhall.at 
Balf,  Joel.  Uckfleld,  Snaaex,  Bnilder.     Oct  1  at  11,  at  the  Crown  Hotel, 

Lewea 
BIchardaon,  Fredk,  BIrm,  Qracar.     Sept  17  at  S,  at  ofllcea  of  Lomai  ft 

Co,  Cannon-it,  Biro.    Griffin,  Blrm 
Btckett,  Hary,  Sbeflteld,  Com  UUIer.    Sept  16  at  1.  at  ofllcei  of  Baide- 

kin  ft  Co,  MortoJk-at,  Sheffleld 
RoUnion,  Ray,  Tovll,  nr  Maidstone,  Kent,  Miller.    Sept  18  at  I1.W,  at 

the  Bnll  Inn,  Maidatone.    Goodwin,  Kaliiitnna 
Boper.Chai,  Swanea.  Glamorgan,  Baertaonae  Keeper.    Sept  11  at  II, 

at  offlcci  of  Morria,  Rntland  it,  Swanioa 
Bowlud,  John,  Eglratonrfd.  North  Bow,  ont  of  bniineia.      Sept  13  at 

10,  at  oaee  of  Dobioo,  QniilityKt,  Cbaneery-lane 
Scorah,  Geo,  Sheffleld,  Timber  Merchant.     Sept  27  at  11,  at  oBlcei  of 

Parker  ft  Son,  Talbot-chamberi,  North  Chnreb-it,  Sheflleld 
Shanl,  Bent  Harrii,  Ooaport.  Hanti,  Baker.     Sept  19  at  1,  at  ofllcei  of 

reltham.  North-it,  Portaea 
Shoppy,  (Mirer,  Brlitol,  Grocer.     Sept  It  at  II,  at  oOcea  of  Stanley  ft 

Weabrottgh,  Royal  Inioranccbldgi,  Briatel 
Smith,  Jaa  Knight,  Newnbam,  Gloocester,  Attomey-at-Law.    Sept  IT 

at  1,  at  the  Bell  Hotel,  Gionceater.    Taynton,  Glonceaier 
Smith,  John  Joieph.  Camomile-it,  Biabopigate-it,  Liceniod  VIctnaller. 

Sept  18  at  1,  at  offleea  of  Neal,  Finner'i-hali,  Old  Broad-st 
Sobit,  Wm  Geo,  Alfiennanbnry,  Comm  Agent.    Sept  28  at  II,  at  offleea 

of  Andenon  ft  Son,  Ironmonger  lane 
Son(hem,Jobn,  Gateahead,  Dnrbani,  Joiner.     Sept  18  at  11,  at  oflloea 

Kobeoo,  Townhall.  Gateahead 
Stnhbs,  Joaeph,  Ronoom,  Cbeibire,  Flat  and  Boat  Bnilder.    Sept  19  at 

lI,atoneeofDay,Market.p1,  Knncorn 
Teakle,  Mathnl.  ft  Ht  Chat,  Ohaiford,  Glonoeater,   Shoddy  Ifanulkc- 
torera.    SeptlTat  It,  at  ofllcea  of  Taynton,  Aahmeada-bonae,  Glon- 


VeritT,  Tboe.  Leeda,  Marble  Maaon.    Sept  M  at  3,  at  ofllcea  of  Booke  ft 

Midgley,  Ilank>hldg8,  Boar-lane,  Leeoi 
Warne,  Ella,  Red  Uon-it,  Uolbom,  Ironmooger.    Sept  H  at  1,  atoffloea 

of  Cooke,  Oreeham-bidga,  Gaildhall 
'ITeitcoti,  RIohd,  Aldenrfiot,  Hanu,  Batcher.     Sept  21  at  li,  at  the 

Sooth  Weatern  Ballvay  Hotel,  Alderahot.    Deane,  Walbrook 
Woudrofl',  Mary  Ann,;  Lincoln,  Bootmaker.     Oct  6  at  3,  at  offleea  ot 

Moore  ft  Ward,  Uneohi 

TOUDAT,  Sept.  19. 18TI. 
Amoa,  ChrIa,  Sickilnghall,  nr  Wetherby,  Tork,  Jonmeyraan  Joiner.    Oct 

13  ■(  1,  at  offlte  of  Harle,  Bankat,  Leeda 
Bradney,  Semi.  Cable-at,  Ironmonger.     Oct  10  at  2,  at  the  London 

Tarem.  Biahopegate-at.    Whitea  ft  Co,  Bodge-raw 
Britten,  Jaa  Edwd,  St  Stepban'a-tar,  Bow,  Commercial  TraTeller.     Oct 

1  at  1,  atolBcea  of  Keigbley  ft  Porter,  Ot  Whicb«atar-at-bldga,  Old 
Broad-iit 

Bromheid.  Saml  Sidney,  ft  Chaa  Bromhaad,  Briatol,  Ironmongera.    Oct 

2  at  12.  at  the  Inna  of  Conrt  Hotel,  Hich  Holbom.    Plnmmer,  Briatol 
Buck.  Geo,  Lawrence- lane,  Cbeapshle,  Comm  Agent.     Oct  12  at  8,  at 

the  Haaona'  Hall  Tarem,  Uaaons'-aTcnne,  Baelnghali-it.    Wataon, 
Bnalnghall-at 
BarriU,  John,  Birm,  Tea  Dealer.    Sept  18  at  11,  at  tha  Q  neen'a  Hotel, 
Kirm.    Orlffln,  Birm 


ChlTcra,  Thoa,  Aberdare,  Glamonpui,  Iranhanltr.    i^  >■  _,_ 

offlce  of  Barnard  ft  Co,  Temple-at,  Smuaea.    Dnlai  k  KidoL 

Swanaea 

CUnton,  Lord  Albert  Sidney  Pelliam,Vbidair,aarti,Ba loft.  Oui 

atl,atoaieeaf  Ficard,StJanMra4t,PiicaUly  ^ 

Cooke,  AIM  Engeoe  Oodolphin,  SoanMnBgh.Tofk,  Qnu  hqaa^ 

Oet  3  at  II,  at  offloe  of  Bichardaon.  Qneen-at,  BoutwigA 
Dale,  Wm  Fanning,  Cbelmondlebin.  Soflblk,  Backar.   Oit  I «  h,  t 

ofllce  af  Mlwd.  St  Lawnnoe-ic,  Ipawich 
Olttan,  Philip  Hinld,  Laneaaier  rd,  Keaaiagtaa,  AaOiMw.  ^| 
at  3,  at  ofilee  of  Brown,  Bedbrd-nw.    Padauo^  Ttttaat 
hildgo'rd 
Dobbe,  Wm.  Qnaan'a-rd,  Bayawater,  Baker.    Oct  «  u  t,a  fc 
Oomlbrt,  Oredao-ebamberi,  Derarenx-ct,  Temple.  Baitla*,Cia) 
at,  Weat  Strand 
Engelhardt,  Lonla  Angnatoa.  Fore-et,  Importer  of  FareifiSioii.  it 

39  at  t,  at  offlce  of  Lewis,  Wilmington-aq 
Fairbrolher,  Mai7  Ann,  ft  Jaa  John  TWrtmber.Tat-fwiTab 
worth,  Lath  Renden.     Sept  19  at  3,  at  II,  H>aoa.gartB.  m 
Ely-pl 
Fayeta,  Geo,  Bradfleld  Combost.  Snffolk,  Bricklayar.    Oat  <  a  .  i 

ofllcea  of  Salman  ft  Son,  OnlldhaU-et.  Bory  St  Cdwaft 
Flahar,  BlQah,  Lonbgboroagb,  Lakaeter,  Eaginair.  Oetlftliici 

o(  Ooode,  Uarket-pl,  Longbboroogh 
Flatman.  John,  Thnrlow-pl,  Lower  Nmrood,  Iiuaiaa^n.   0K4i| 

at  ofllcea  of  Boaell  ft  Co,  Old  Jawry-chaoMrs 
Flooka,  Wm,  WarmbutartWUta,  Cbemiat.     Oetlat  tJI,**- 

Seagtnm  ft  WakemaI^  waimlnatar 
Poolda,  Joaeph,  Morley,  Toik,  Bootmaker.    Oet  lit  Its  A 

Seatehaid.  Morl«y 
Fox,  AUa.aiarltan,  Kent  BoUder.    Sept  19  at  ll,atoftiai<ir4 

Laneaater-pl,  Strand 
FrecUagham,  Fraa  Hiokltng,  Eaat  Shaun,  Laieaatar,  Fna.  4 

at  1 1,  at  offloe  of  Fowler  ft  Smith,  Hotel-at.  Liieeitar 
Galtreai,  Thoa,  Lpool,  Batcher.     Oct  S  at  2,  at  oSegi  a(  St^ 

Alaopi  Oaatle-et,  Lpoot 
OOlding,  Geo,  Bath,  Maaon.  8e»tl9MII.atoaoeaafBBUB,l4 

nmberland-bldga,  Bath 
Graham,  Jaa,  Maryport,  Comberland,  Joiner.  Sept  to  at  l,iiil<C| 

and  Mhre  Hotel,  EngUah^t.  Carllale.    CoUla,  Karirport 
Hardwick,  Geo  Edwd,  Norbiton,  Sorray,  CaiMatar.    OB « c  | 

offlce  of  Bnckland,  Maiket-pl,  KlnptOB-CB-TbaMi 
Harriaon,  John,  Manoh.  Oeaifictlooer.    Oetdat  3,attaaifi 

Elllou,  Brown-it,  Maneh 
Hengat,  Chaa  Fredk,  Oedyp-rd,  Falham.  Kaglaaer.    Odtt^ 

oflkxe  of  Reed  ft  Lorell,  Gnildhall-chamben 
Hinge,  Hy  Idwd,  Sittlngbonme,  Kant,  Boiehar.   Ott  4  « II,  a 

of  Oibeon,  Bigb-at,  Sttttngbonne 
LlnBey.Wm,Weeteo-aiiMr-Maia,8oman*t.  Baker.   SqtSa 

oflM  of  Chapman,  Weaton-enper-IIara 
Uater,  Joaeph,  ft  Jaa  liatm',  Kelgkley,  Tork,  Geoeial  Daak.  <x 
1,  at  the  Loid  Kodney  Inn,  Choreb-greaa,  Keigblij.  ri«t,l 
Uaradm.  Joae^,  Ahnondbuy,  Tork,  Innkeeper.    Oct  iSi,  ■ 

of  Learoyd  ft  Laaroyd.  Bnxton-rd,  Hnddaradeld 
Hartlngell,  Wm .  Woobun-naaB.  Booka,  Frnfcadnaal  Ontta. 

at  I ,  at  the  Faloon  Hotel,  High  Wycomba.    FeO.  AjItT 
Melotoib,  Geo,  Uontwearmoath  Shore.  Oaiham,  Ftitftnc.  del 

at  oflloe  of  Bell,  I,ambton-it,  Snnderiand 
Mnrri.«n,  Fraa,  Oldham,  Lancaahire,  Painter.    Oet  i  ltl,«ti 

Hotel,  Maneh.    Clark,  Oldham 
Mnrray,  Jamac.  Wigan,  Uncaahire,  Oab  PropiMer.    Ie|l»<l 
at  offloe  of  Leea,  King-at,  Wigan  ^^ 

Paae,  Jaa,  Whiunore  Reana,  WolTeriumptoa,  Staflixd,  Mte 

28  at  8.  at  offlce  of  Stratton,  Qoeen-at,  WohnarbaavUa 
Palmer,  Jaa,  ft  Chaa  Hill,  Gl  wceater,  BaiUara.    Ooii  atl,K! 

Burmp  ft  Co,  Berkeley-at,  Olooceeter 
Park,  Ohrla,Carliele,  Draper.    Oct  3  at  S,  at  cOce  ef  Ib*^ 

ahlre-et,  Carlisle 
Powell,  Benj,  Worceater,  Boot  Top  Vanabetnrar.  SaptBatli 

of  Tree,  Broad-it,  Woroeater  

Boee,  Chat  By.  Stooebooae,  Qloaeaater.  Diaper.   Oet  4  K  M 

Atbenaaam,  Gom-it,  Bristol.    Winterbotfaam,  Stioad 
Ryder,  Chaa  Wm,  Lpool,  Mrrehant.    Oet4atl,atthalarlBd 

Booms,  Cook-pl,  Lpool.    Lacea  ft  Co,  Lpool 
Sbankland,  Geo,  HaTeribrdwnt,  Pembroke.  Joiaer.   la|t  an 
the  Townhall,  GnildhaU-q,  Carmarthen.    Parry,  PtaMtil 
Sbeppard,  BenJ,  Maneh,  Bricklayer.     Oct  t  at  t.at  aaoa  < 

Oowper-it,  Maneh.    Goold,  ai^«j.h 
Slate,  Jas  Saul,  Leather-lane,  BookMndar.  Oet  3  at  l,uifta^ 

King-it,  Cheapside 
Sporr,  Jaa,  Wakefield,  Tork.  Bricklayer.     Sapt  3t  it  I«,iitii! 

Anna,  WakefleM.    Sporr,  HoU 
Thomson.  Saml,  Rallway-appraacb,Londan-bridga,BBM>'  ' 
3,  at  offlce  of  Downing,  Baahigball-st  , 

Thnrgood,  Joaeph. Uarylobone-td,  Com  Harebaat.   SmtBK' 

Beginbotbam'a  Sale  Room,  Mark-lane.    Hall.  GnyVfaa-il 
Tnckar,  Wm  Hy,  Wookty,  Someraet,  Baker.   Oct  1  at  U  a  • 
HobOi.WeUa  ^ 

Taubaa.  Wm.  Chirk,  Denbigh,  Tailor.     Oct  4  at  t,e  da 

Hotel,  Bailey-st.  Oaweatry.    9ienstt,  Wrexham 
Terkmaen,  Thecdor  Bemhard,  Caatle-st,  Holbetn. ' 

tnrer.    Oct  14  at  4,  at  oflloas  of  Eraos  ft  Co,  J 
Wearer,  John,  Worleaton,  Cheshhrs,  Bootmaker.    Ort  7  «  K-*! 

Lamb  Hotel,  Nantwiob.    Cooke,  Wlnaflad 
Webber.  Jas,  ft  John  Webber,  Itrisial,  BaOdaia.    S«(««  <■ 

of  Hancock  ft  Co,  John-ai,  BriatoL    Backiai' 
WUUnaon,  John  Wm,  ft  Hemian  Otto  StacUy, 
bill,  Prortaion  Uerchanta.    Oet  f  at  It,  at 
Maaons>-arenDe.  Baataighall-at.    Mkholaan  ft  Da.  Ua*^  -, 
WiUiams,  Chaa,  Sheffleld,  Hoaier.    Sept «  at  li,  at  afteea  4  " 

ft  rickard,  Hartataead,  Sheffleld 
Willisma,  Wm,  Pentre  Brighton.  Denbigh,  I**™«i,_*L?  * 

oQce  of  Sberiatt,  BrynyfTynnoo  Lodge,  B^a-al.  wiaaii" 

Willroott,  Albert,  Tattoo,  Someraet,  Wheetnight. 3^ *'■'*' 

of  Jacqaea,  Baldwin-et,  BriHot  .  _ 

Toxall,  Saml,  birm.  Woollen  Draper.    Sept»at3,*t"«i«" 

Waterloo-tt,  Blrm  — 
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ht  Ofitt  9f  thi$  JouBNAL  and  or  tht  Wiiklt  R*rOBTBS 
u  note  at  II,  Coak'i-eourt,  Carty^ttrttt,  W,C. 

lit  Sviieriplion  to  tht  SoLionOBs'  JauBNAL  it — Toten,  26>., 
VtmUry  2S«.;  viith  th*  Wbiiut  Ripoutib,  52*.  PoyoMnf 
III  ttdpttuct  ineluiet  Dotiilt  Numbtrt  and  Poitagt.  Suiteriitri 
tan  httvt  thrir  Volttmet  bound  at  tht  OJHet—tloth,  2i.  6d., 
half  law  eat/,  4j.  M. 

Ill  Utttn  inttndtdforpuUieation  in  tho  "Solieitonf  Journal " 
mutt  he  atUhtnticattd  bjf  tht  namt  of  tht  writtr,  though  not 
neeuiarify  for  publieation, 

^htrt  dificHlty  it  txptritneti  in  procuring  tht  Journal  with 
rtfulariti/  in  tht  Provineii,  it  it  rijuiittd  that  application  it 
aiadt  dirtet  to  tht  Puilithtr. 


LONDON,  SBPTEStBBR  30,  1871. 

♦ 

The  Mbtbopoutah  aho  PBOTiNaiA.i.  Law  Assooia- 
lOH  have  already  reoaired  offers  of  papers  on  most  o{ 
le  sngg^ted  sabjeota  *  to  be  read  at  their  forthoomiog 
tQoal  prorincial  meetiogf,  whioh  takes  plaoe  at  New- 
latle-OD-Tyne,  beginaing  on  the  10th  of  October.  The 
lUowing  oontribadona  hare  beea  already  aanoanoed  to 
le  secretary  :— 

1.  "Openiog  Address  "  by  Mr.  Lsiris  Fry,  of  Bristol,  the 
laiimaa  of  the  assooiation. 

2.  "  Oa  the  Two  Scales  of  RemaneratioQ  by  Commission,' ' 
f  Ur.  John  Cooper,  of  Manchester. 

3.  "On  Party  and  Party  Costs  and  Taxation,"  by  Mr. 
..  B.  Lowndes,  of  London. 

4.  "  On  the  Law  of  Bankruptcy,"  by  Mr.  laham  H.  E. 
ill,  of  LirerpooL 

6.  "  On  the  Ohjeotions  to  the  Scheme  of  Lej^  Edaoft- 
on,"  by  Mr.  Ot.  J.  Johnson,  of  Birmingham. 

6.  "On  the  Fusion  of  the  Two  Ulasses  of  the  Legal 
rofeeston,"  by  Mr.  W.  Skipper,  of  Korwioh. 

7.  "  On  the  Expenditure  of  Our  Present  System  of  Judi- 
itore,"  by  Mr.  C.  T.  Saunders,  of  Birmingham. 

8.  "On  the  Law  of  Primogeniture,"  by  Mr.  T.  M. 
Wrame,  of  Cainscross. 

9.  "  The  Study  of  Law  TheoreticallT  as  an  Introduction 
Legal  Practice,"  by  Mr.  Wynne  E.  Baxter,  of  London, 
lu.  "The  Berision    of  the  Statutesi"  by  Mr.  E.    W. 
riffith,  of  Cardiff. 

11.  "  Some  of  the  Legal  and  Constitutional  Questions 
ising  under  the  Contagions  Diseases  Acts,"  by  Mr.  W. 
organ,  of  Birmingham. 

12.  "The Legislative  HesulU  of  the  Last  Session,"  by 
r.  Phillip  Bickman,  the  Secretary. 

The  Friends  of  ITnivebsal  Peace  (we  do  not  mean 
e  Coogresa  at  Lausanne,  but  the  assooiation  whose 
ogramme  we  print  in  another  column)  propose  to  them- 
Ires  an  end  with  whioh  it  is  impossible  not  to  sym- 
ithize;  and  in  the  general  plan  of  the  scheme  they 
ggest  for  the  settlement  of  international  differences 
ey  hare  on  their  side  the  great  authority  of  Bentham, 
lioae  fertile  genius  scarcely  any,  either  actual  or  pos- 
>le,  region  of  law  seems  to  hare  escaped.  Whether  the 
>rld  is  at  present  ripe  for  the  trial  of  such  an  experi- 
9nt,  and  whether  it  would  be  possible  to  bring  ade- 
lately  before  such  a  tribunal  the  grounds  and  reasons 
r  sbtion,  whioh  are  known  thoroughly  only  to  the 
itiea  immediately  conoerned,  and  whioh  are  often  in 
e  hi|>hest  degree  intricate,  we  will  not  inquire.  To 
a  firsb  objection  they  might  perhaps  reply,  with 
intham,  that  if  the  realisation  is  diffioult  there  is  the 
we  reason  the  matter  were  early  taken  in  hand,  and 
It  the  attempt  will  itself  go  far  to  create  the  possibility; 
the  seoond  tt^ey  wonld  perhaps  say,  that  the  action  of 
sir' proposed  tribunal  wonld  tend  to  soItb  the  difflonl- 
a  before  they  crrew  too  intricate  for  reaolation,  that 
(trust  and  saspicion — tiie  chief  oanses  of  war — are 
gmented  by  the  diplomatio  seorany  and  the  indeftnite- 
m  of  the  gronnds  of  mntoal  oom)^sint  whioh  its  pro- 
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oeediogs  wonld  dispel,  and  would  of  necessity  be  re- 
moTed  by  the  guaranteed  security  whioh  the  league  of 
nations  wonld  afford.  But  at  any  rate  on  this  last  condi- 
tion everything  turns;  it  is  the  hinge  of  the  whole 
soheme,  and  it  is  therefore  material  to  oonsider  how 
far  the  proposed  soheme  provides  such  an  efleotaal  ■ 
gnarantee.  In  the  first  place,  then,  the  leagod 
must  be  a  nuiversal  one;  for  it  is  obvious  that  other- 
wise the  penalty  of  commercial  isolation  might 
be  easily  evaded.  Suppose,  for  instance,  a  war  to  break  out 
between  Austria  and  Bussia,  and  the  penalty  to  be  de- 
clared against  both  or  against  the  former  alone,  and  sup- 
pose Holland  to  stand  outside  the  league;  Bossia,  seated 
on  the  confines  of  Europe,  might  easily  conduct  almost 
the  whole  of  its  commerce  through  Dutch  ports; 
Holland  would  restore  its  carrying  trade  at  the  expense 
of  its  neighbours  ;  while  Austria,  penned  in  by  its  fellow 
members  of  the  league,  would  be  the  only  one  to  suffer. 
An  inland  power  in  a  parallel  oase  might  perform  the 
same  mutually  advautagecos  service  for  its  neighbours. 
All  States,  therefore,  voluntarily  or  by  oompulsion,  must 
be  parties  to  the  league,  and  must  be  compelled  to  co- 
operate in  the  execution  of  its  decrees  against  any  mem- 
ber of  it^  by  the  penalty  of  a  like  isolation  applied  to 
themselves.  But  suppose  this  done,  we  must  further 
examine  into  the  operation  of  this  highly  self  .denyinf 
ordinanoe;  and  then  we  shall  have  to  consider  the  faot 
that  the  most  mercantile  nation,  and  the  one  for  that 
reason  the  least  likely  to  go  to  war  (for  instance.  Great 
Britain),  will  be  the  one  also  most  subject  to  the  fetters 
of  this  penalty,  and  the  least  mercantile  nation  (for 
instance,  Bussia)  will  be  i^e  least  susceptible  to  its  in- 
fluence. Unless,  therefore,  we  oan  assure  ourselves  that 
it  will  be  absolutely  effectual,  its  pressure  upon  those 
members  of  the  league  who  are  to  apply  the  self-denying 
ordinanoe  will  make  it  not  only  highly  burdensome,  but 
without  a  reason ;  and  its  bordensomeness  will  be 
aggravated  by  the  extreme  inequality  with  whioh  it 
will  weigh  upon  the  powers  who  are  to  enforce  it.  To 
this  the  advocates  of  the  scheme  wonld  perhaps  reply, 
that  the  penalty  would  be  certainly  effectual;  that  no 
nation  oan  possibly  endure  for  a  long  time  such  isolation, 
and  that  as  the  restriction  would  only  be  removed  upon 
a  conclusion  of  peace  on  such  terms  as  the  league  decreed, 
the  restraint  on  the  aggressive  power  wonld  in  the  long 
run  be  so  certain  and  efficacious  as  to  prevent  the  attempt 
to  break  the  peace.  To  anticipate  so  punctual  an 
observance  of  the  decree  of  isolation  as  would  be  necessary 
to  secure  this  result  is  perhaps  sanguine;  but  granting 
it,  the  answer  is  probably  sufficient.  In  catonlatlng  the 
probability  of  obedience,  however,  the  provision  for 
equality  of  representation  on  tbe  part  of  all  the  oon- 
federated  powers  must  be  considered;  and  although  this 
may  perhaps  be  justified  on  the  ground  that  the  object  is 
to  obtain  an  impartial  tribunal,  yet  it  is  impossible  to 
leave  the  weight  of  interest  out  of  sight  It  is  plain 
that  among  powers  so  extremely  unequal  in  weight  and 
importance  a  bare  majority  vote  would  never  be  aooepted; 
and  the  larger  the  majority  required,  the  more  opportunity 
these  is  to  secure  such  a  minority  as  will  prevent  the 
passing  of  a  decree. 

But  perhaps  the  provision  whioh  creates  the  greatest 
difficulty  (after  the  necessity  above  shown  of  making  the 
league  universal)  lies  in  the  subject-matter  of  the  juris- 
diction. It  naturally  presents  itself  as  a  limit  on  the 
power  of  the  international  court,  that  it  shall  "  under 
no  cironmstances  interfere  with  the  internal  affairs 
of  any  nation  " ;  but  this  is  more  easily  provided  for  in 
words  than  attained  in  fact.  Take,  for  instance,  the 
War  of  the  Liberation  of  Italy.  France  proposes  to  de- 
cUre  war  against  Austria.  Why?  To  interfere  with  its 
internal  affairs.  Few  will  now  be  disposed  to  wish  the 
step  leoalled;  but  how  would  the  matter  have  presented 
itself  to  the  internaUonal  tribonal?  If  it  is  assumed 
that  the  war  wonld  have  been  prevented  without  any 
farther  step  being  taken,  this  may  suggest  that  perhaps 
erea  yet  Buope  is  not  ripe  for  the  proposed  enterprise. 
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But  rappow  the  ttibnokl  had  nfnaed  to  intortme,  thU 
would  bav*  been  to  ptonoanoa  a  jadgment  at  leaat  on 
Attsttian  iDteroal  affain;  U  it  had  interfemd  on  terms, 
this  wonld  hara  be«n  to  bring  the  aettlement  of  thow 
affairs  direotly  within  its  aathorify.  In  either  oase  it 
most  have  taken  oognisanoe  of  them.  The  Belgian,  the 
Danish,  the  Polish,  and  the  Eastern  qaeatioos  all  pre- 
aented  similar  featnres.  Is  it  olear  that  Earope  Is  yet 
free  from  oonditions  whioh  will  foroe  internal  questions 
into  international  disonssions* 


Iff  ABBOBHTN0HBER  of  tbeSdonomitt  a  short  statement 
of  the  points  said  to  be  decided  by  the  Lord  Olianoellor 
in  the  recent  oase  of  jBetti  v.  Thompion  is  giren,  and  it  is 
stated,  as  a  result  of  this  oase,  that,  in  oontradiotion  to  the 
presnmption  of  law  hitherto  held,  the  onus  no  longer  rests 
npoB  the  commoners  of  proving  an  enolosare  to  be  ex- 
oessiTO.  Oar  contemporary  most  have  been  misled  into 
thns  stating  as  a  new  point,  established  bj  the  recent 
decision,  that  the  harden  of  proTiag  that  safflcient  has 
been  left  for  the  commoners  is  thrown  upon  the  lord,  or  on 
the  person  approTing  in  derogation  of  the  righte  of  the 
commoners. 

We  are  not  aware  that  it  has  erer  been  doubted,  at  least 
■inoe  the  case  of  Arlm  r.  F!Ui»  in  the  King's  Bench  in 
1827,'  hat  the  lord  or  his  grantee  must  prove  that  a 
anfficiency  of  common  is  left.  It  was  shown  by  the 
jndges  in  that  oase,  that  in  all  the  oases  where  the 
right  of  the  lord  to  enclose  had  been  stated  on  the 
lecord,  there  was  an  allegation  that  he  left  snflScient 
common  for  the  commoners.  The  commoner  has  a 
osrtain  right  orer  the  whole  of  the  waste,  and  when 
the  lord  abridges  that  right  he  ought  to  show  that  he 
has  done  that  whioh  the  law  reqaicea  him  to  do  before 
anoh  abridgement  oan  be  made.  The  fact  is  that  the 
poaseasion  of  the  whole  waste,  notiritbstandiag  the  right 
of  oommon,  remains  in  the  lord  as  owner  of  the  soil,  but 
the  oommaners  have  also  their  right  of  oommon  over  tne 
whole  waste,  nnless  any  partionlar  spot  has  been  legally 
separated  from  the  reaidae  of  the  manor  by  the  lord.  A 
condition  precedent  to  this  legal  separation  is  that  a 
snffloienoy  of  common  mast  be  left  for  the  righto  of  the 
commoners.  The  rights  of  the  lord  without  being  sub- 
servient to,  are  ooncnrrent  with,  those  of  the  commoners. 
He  is  entiUed,  as  owner  of  the  soil,  to  every  benefit  to  be 
derived  from  the  soil,  not  inconsistent  with  the  righto  of 
the  oommoners.  If  it  be  ascertained  that  there  is  more 
oommon  than  is  required  for  the  enjoyment  of  the  oom- 
moners' righto,  the  lord  is  entitled  to  take  that  for  his  own 
purposes.  This  is  the  principle  on  which  the  Statute  of 
Merton  is  founded.  The  right  to  approve  is  in  the  lord, 
not  as  lord,  but  ou  onrut  of  the  toil,  and,  ss  pointed  out 
by  Lord  Kenyon  in  Glover  v.  Lane  (9  T.  R.  445),  if  this 
were  not  so,  half  the  wastes  in  the  kingdom  oonld  not 
have  been  approved,  for  many  places  that  are  called 
manors  are  not  so  if  the  matter  be  strictly  examined  ; 
and  thongh  the  Statutes  of  Merton  and  Westminster  2  only 
mention  the  lord,  that  is  to  be  attributed  to  the  paucity 
of  expression  in  Acts  of  Parliament  in  those  days,  the 
lord  of  the  manor  being  put  as  the  owner  of  the  soil 
where  they  stand  in  the  same  predicament.  But,  what- 
ever may  be  the  legal  character  of  the  assailant,  whether 
as  lord  of  the  manor  and  owner  of  the  soil,  or  merely  as 
owner  of  the  soil,  subject  to  the  right  of  oommon,  no 
abridgment  of  that  right  over  the  whole  waste  oan  take 
plaoe,  as  to  any  portion,  if  the  proceeding  be  ohallenged, 
unless  the  owner  of  the  soil  show  that  sufficient  is  left  to 
answer  all  the  reqairemento  of  the  commoners'  righto, 
and  this  he  must  aver  and  prove.  We  certainly  do  not 
understand  that  this  principle,  thongh  assumed  by  the 
Iiord  Ohanoellorlin  the  oase  of  Bettt  v.  TAon/AMi,  was 
«nanoiated  by  him  as  the  affirmation  of  a  hitherto 
donbtfnl  piopoaition. 

A  MOBHINO  CONTKMPORABT,  oommanting  upon  the 
xnmonr  that  Government  do  not  intend  to  fill  np  the 
vaoaney  lately  oansed  by  the  death  of  Mr.  Hamilton  in 


the  Irish  Ohnrah  Oommissionerships,  ujt  it  ii  sbnlttelr 
neoeasaty  that  a  third  should  be  appointed,  for  Uutulta 
there  be  the  full  number  of  three  they  hiTS  no  "  osptoii* 
to  act."    It  is  not  luggested,  and  coaU  not  ireiai|JM 
be  reasonably  contended,  that  theComminioiun,v\um 
a  corporation,  were  either  diaaolved  or  supendad  bj  th 
death  of  one  only  of  their  body.     But  the  stetefflest  tint 
their  oapaoity  to  act  depends  npon  tha  full  sambvgi 
three  being  in  eziatenoe,  seems   groundsd  on  th  M 
section  ot  the  Irish  Ohnroh  Aot  (82  ft  83  Yioi  e.  4t],  vUA 
provides  that  "  any  power  or  aot  vested  in  or  tatkoriai 
to  be  done  by  the  (tommisaioners  may  be  ezstdwd  oc  dioi 
by  any  one  of  them,ieUit  tkii  ;iwU/t0a<i«a,thatuiTfiBDt 
aggrieved  by  any  order  of  one  Commissioner  mtj  nqih 
his  case  to  be  heard  by  the  three  Cammisuooeti."   B 
must  be  admitted  the  sentence  might  have  b«M  ma 
happily  worded;  in  legal  phraseology  theoaly  oitMsiofi 
the  word  "  qualifioatioa  "  is  that  of  a  oooditioa  pnMdal 
to  the  exercise  of  an  office,  privilege,  or  piwer,  u  ol  i 
voter,  burgess,  director,  Jcc  ;  and  a  "disqasUOntiin" 
similarly  ia  something   that   causes   an   iaoapssQ  to 
exercise  auoh  and  aooh   au  office,  privilege,  w  pow 
This  use  of  the  word  as  applied  to  a  per  ton  seem)  tobm 
misled  some  persons  and   eaused    them  to  tttiibttt  i 
similar  force  to  tha  word   here,  where  it  is  emi^o^  ii 
referenoe  to  an  aet.     It   is  plainly  not  the  po«B  to 
exeroise  authority  and  do   aoto    that  is  sabjeot  to  tk 
qualiSoation,  but  the  thing  done — that  whioh  it  tksn- 
sult  of  the  exercise  of  authority.    This  appears  fran  tki 
natnre  of  the  qaalifioation,  namely,  that  what  ii  dne  ii 
to  be  subject  to  appeal ;  bit   appeid  is  somethinc  Itil 
follows  after,  not  somnthing  that  precedes,  the  tat  if 
pealed  against.     If  John  may  open  the  door,  ubjtetli 
the  qualification  that  Thomas  may  shut  it  ogsin,  ttit 
does  not  moke  John's  power  to  open  dependent  oa  ttet 
being  a  Thomas  to  shut.     It  does  not,  ijiersfon,  falbv 
that  the  death  of  one  Oommissioner  takes  snj  Ih 
capacity  of  the  other  oommissioner  to  act  even  is  ftoa 
matters  where  an  appeal  is  possible.  But  it  must  be  lUonJ 
that  no  appeal  is  given  except  to  the  three,  and  thti  to  n- 
fuse  to  appoint  a  third  is  to  take  away  an  appeal  vtitk 
Parliament   plainly  intended  should  exist.     Whit  tti 
practical  effect  of  this  is,  will  depend  on  the  eoucie  tJuap 
take;  it  may  be  there  have  been  as  yet  no  appsili;  bat 
it  may  be  also  that  the  reason  of  that  is  tiiat  tke  aed 
subject  to  appeal  were  done  chiefly  by  that  very  Cnaaa- 
sioner  who  is  no  w  dead. 


Thb  "Abohtteot"  contradiote  on  authority  Ite 
statement  of  a  legal  contemporary  "  that  the  OovsraMSt 
had  determined  not  to  adopt  Mr.  Street's  dstiga  fottkt 
New  LawConrta  until  it  had  been  submitted  to  the  jodf- 
ment  of  a  competent  tribunal  or  to  a  public  compatitu^, 
and  that  Hr.  Street  courte  investigation  and  oritioiiBi.'' 


PIXTUBES. 
No.  IV, 
But  of  cases  decided  under  this  head  some  of  oMdali 
have  lieon  thought  to  have  gone  to  an  extreme  Uait  ii 
allowing  the  ornamental  character  of  the  thing  to  oat- 
weigh  the  essential  character  of  the  annexation.  Aaaof 
oases  in  which  the  decision  has  been  in  favour  of  t^ 
executor  against  the  heir  are  Harveg  t.  Sarreg.ii^* 
Prias  (2  Str.  1141),  tapestry  and  hanfrings,  »ai  Sfeir 
V.  Mayer  (2  Free.  249),  hangings  nailed  to  Os  «aS. 
The  one,  however,  whioh  has  been  maatohalleagtfiatkit 
of  Beak  v.  Sebow  (1  P.  W,  94),  where  the  plaiirtiS,  «ite 
a  settlement  of  a  house  made  npon  hia  marrisfS  bf  U> 
father-in-law,  the  defendant's  testator,  elaimsd  sUbsV 
glasses,  pier-glasses,  and  hangings,  the  argument  ia  iinv 
of  his  claim  being  that  these  things  were  ia  fin  ^ 
icainteot.  The  decision  was  against  hia  daimi  Ml  A* 
ground  of  it  was  that  these  things  "  were  oaly  BaMr^ 
ornament  and  f  arnitare."  The  ground  of  the  daairi*> 
therefore,  is  clear  and  distinct;  and  it  may  he  M*il 
whether  the  mere  allegation  that  tb^y  weia  "asM^ 
oot,  and  that   there  waa    no   wsinaaot  nodir  ike*. 
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m  «aoagh  reason  to  take  oat  of  th«  oategoiy  of 
'omament  and  foraitars  "  things  whioh  in  their  na- 
loze  so  striotljr  belonged  to  it^  and  which  were  fastened 
ji  no  more  permanent  way  than  b/  nails  and  sorews. 
Kb  the  same  time  that  argument  was  in  Cdve  r.  Cave  (2 
Jem.  608),  allowed  to  oarry  to  the  heir  pictares  and 
{Issaes  fixed  in  lien  of  wainsoot,  npon  the  aathority,  bat 
oj  an  extension  of  the  rule  laid  dowp  in  Berlaienden't  oaie 
[4  Co.  64,  a),  where  it  was  said  that  wainieeting  will 
pass  to  the  heir,  and  that  it  makes  "no  differenoe  in 
law  if  it  be  fastened  by  great  nails  or  little  nails,  or  by 
lorews  or  irons  pat  throngh  the  post  or  walls,  .  .  . 
u>d  ao  by  the  lease  or  grant  of  the  hooae  (in  the  same 
Banner  as  the  ceiling  and  plastering  of  the  hoose),  it  shall 
pass  as  parcel  of  it"  This  last  mentioned  statement  ot 
the  rale  at  any  rate  seems  sooh  good  sense,  and  so  agree- 
ible  to  the  more  recent  aathoritiee,  that  there  is  no  rea- 
wn  why  we  should  discard  it  beoanse  it  was  denied  to  be 
law  in  the  cart  note  of  Squier  t.  Mayer  (2  Free.  249), 
in  which  case,  in  as  much  oontradiotion  to  the  earlier 
leoiaion  of  Cave  t.  Cavt  (2  Yem.  608),  and  to  recent  aa- 
Jiorities,  a  fixed  fomaoe  was  held  to  go  to  the  ezeontot. 

The  most  recent  case  on  this  subject  (D'JEyruourt  ▼. 
Gregory,  15  W.  B.  186,  L.  B.  8  Bq.  882),  tends  strongly 
in  farour  of  the  fixed  oharaoter  of  articles  attached  l^e 
wainaooting,  and  occupying  a  similar  position  with  respect 
to  the  general  design  of  the  room;  for  there  a  picture 
ind  tapestries,  inolosed  in  mouldings  whioh  were  fixed  to 
the  walls  in  the  manner  of  wainscoting,  were  held 
Sxtares.  In  the  same  oases  statuary  and  vases,  not 
tlfixed,  but  resting  by  tBeir  own  weight,  were  held  fix- 
tures, on  the  ground  that  they  were  "  strictly  and  properly 
part  of  the  architectural  deaign  of  the  hall  and  stairisase, 
uid  put  in  there  as  snob,  as  distinguished  from  mere 
ornaments  to  be  afterwards  added."  The  house  there 
bad  been  ereoted  by  the  person  who  placed  the  statnaiy 
in  it,  a  faot  which  seems  reasonably  taken  into  acoonnt 
vhen  the  question  of  detign  is  considered;  and  such  a 
sonsideration  {qu6  cedes  perficiantur)  may  perhaps  be 
taken  to  harmonise  D.  xxxiii.  7,  12  (23)  and  (25)  with 
D.  L.  16,  245,  whioh  appear,  at  first  sight,  not  to  be  re- 
nnoilable  with  one  another. 

Id  oonsidering  this  part  of  the  question,  it  must  be 
remembered  that  the  inquiry  here  is,  not  whether  a  thing 
^  a  removable  fixtnre,  bat  whether  it  is  a  fixture  at  all. 
[f  a  c»neideration  of  the  porpose  is  wholly  exoladed, 
Iten  it  may  perhaps  be  laid  down  that  if  a  thing  is  so 
Ixed,  no  matter  by  how  slight  a  connection,  that  an 
tot  of  anfastening  is  necessary  as  distinct  from  an  act  of 
removal,  and  before  the  aot  of  removal  can  be 
lommenoed,  the  thing  so  annexed  is  a  fixture, 
'f,  however,  the  mode  of  annexation  is  not  so  solid 
IS  to  preclude  an  inquiry  into  its  pnrpoee,  then 
he  nature  and  use  of  the  thing  annexed,  compared  with 
he  natare  and  use  of  that  to  which  it  is  annexed,  may 
nevent  the  thing  from  coming  within  the  class  of  flx- 
nies,  and  oause  it  still  to  remain  a  movable  chattel  so  a* 
o  fonn  no  part  of  the  immovable  for  the  pnrpoee  of 
jeotment,  oonveyance,  mortgage,  descent,  or  settlement, 
md  ao  as  to  be  the  subject-matter  of  an  execution  against 
he  owner  ot  the  freehold,  of  trover,  and  of  the  "  order 
md  diapoeition  "  clause  in  bankruptcy. 

Some  observations  mast  here  be  made  (whioh  could 
LOt  bo  conveniently  made  earlier)  with  respect  to  the 
eqoisttes  postulated  above  in  regard  to  the  original 
iwnership  of  the  movable,  and  the  oiroumstanoes  under 
rhich  it  is  affixed.  It  was  said  the  movable  must  be 
ffixad  by  the  owner  of  it,  and  affixed  in  the  course  of  his 
[eneral  use  and  oocapation  of  the  immovable. 

Ftrat,  then  there  is  no  anthority  whatever  for 
tating  that  the  consequences  above  described  follow 
f  the  moveable  thing  is  affixed  wrongfully  and  against 
he  will  of  its  owner  {D'Egneourt  v.  Orrgory,  15 
IT.  B.  186,  L.  B.  3  Eq.  894).  It  mast  be  affixed 
ijr  the  owner.  If,  however,  it  ia  not  affixed  by  him, 
lUt  is  affixed  with  his  consent,  but  without  any 
atention  of  transferring  the  property  in  it,  what  results 


will  ensue  7  The  answer  to  thia  must  depend  npon  the 
oiroumstanoes  nnder  whioh  the  qmstien  turises.  The 
property  right,  as  between  the  owner  of  the  thing  and 
the  person  affixing  it  or  those  taking  through  him,  oan* 
not  certainly  be  affected.  The  latter  cannot  transmit, 
alienate,  or  in  any  way  make  title  to  it,  more  than  to 
any  other  object  of  property  which  is  not  his.  It  is  not 
a  question,  for  instance,  between  the  heir  and  exeoator 
of  the  latter,  bat  between  the  trae  owner  and  whiohavet 
of  the  two  wrongfully  detains  it  from  him.  But  Horn 
T.  Balur  may  be  taken  to  show  that,  being,  in  fact,  a 
fixture,  it  would  not  be  within  the  order  and  disposition 
clause,  although  in  the  bankrupt's  possession  with  the 
consent  of  the  trae  owner.  By  the  same  rale  it  would 
seem  trover  oonld  not  be  maintained  for  it,  bat  that  it 
must  be  recovered  in  the  appropriate  special  action. 
Neither  could  it  be  the  sabjeot  of  laroeny  at  oommon  law. 
If  the  annual  value  in  litu  of  the  thing  so  affixed  were 
required  to  raise  the  annual  value  of  a  tenement  or  of  a 
lodging  to  £  10,  so  as  to  confer  a  settlement  as  the  lodger 
franchise,  would  the  olaim  be  allowed?  Why  should  it 
not  P  since,  if  it  added  to  the  annual  value,  it  woald 
certainly  increase  the  rateable  value.  With  respeot  to 
the  right  of  distress,  if  the  tenant  can,  by  affixing  his  own 
things,  take  them  out  ot  the  class  of  diatrainable  objects, 
he  can  equally  do  so  with  those  of  other  people.  On  the 
other  hand,  as  between  landlord  and  consenting  owner, 
both  with  respect  to  goods  irremovably  affixed,  and  with 
respect  to  those  whioh  the  tenant  has  lost  his  right  to 
remove  by  not  exercising  it  in  doe  time,  it  must  be  taken 
that  the  owner,  in  consenting  to  their  annexation,  has 
consented  also  to  the  proper  oonseqaence  of  annexation, 
and,  if  he  loses  his  goods,  can  only  complain  (if  at  all) 
of  the  tenant  who, has  neglected  his  interests.  On  the 
whole,  it  may  probably  be  said  that  in  the  case  of  things 
being  affixed  with  the  consent  merely  of  the  owner,  no 
change  of  property  is  effected  as  between  the  owner  and 
the  person  aCBxing  them,  but  that  for  other  purposes,  and 
as  concerns  third  persons,  all  the  usual  consequences  of 
annexation  follow  {Oregg  v.  WeUt,  10  A.  &  B.  90). 
Secondly,  however,  it  makes  no  matter  that  the  owner  of 
the  immovable,  who  affixes  it,  is  a  trespasser  in  respect 
of  the  immovable  he  affixes  it  to.  His  trespass  on  the 
land  may  cause  him  to  lose  the  things  he  annexes  to  it; 
though  he  cannot,  by  his  wrongful  annexation  of  anothet'a 
goods,  acquire  a  title  in  them  himself,  or  give  it  to_  a 
third  person.  Thirdly,  the  annexation  must  be  made  in 
the  oourse  of  the  general  use  and  occupation  of  the  im- 
movable, and  as  part  of  it.  This  is  opposed  to  affixing  of 
things  in  the  exercise  of  a  special  right  of  use,  as  in  the 
oase  of  an  easement.  Such  was  the  case  of  Laneatter  v. 
Hee  (7  W.  B.  260, 5  0.  B.  N.  8.  717),  where  th^  question 
arose  as  to  the  property  of  a  pile  fixed  in  the  bed  of  the 
Thames.  Now,  the  plaintiff  who  claimed  title  to  the  pile 
had  no  property  in,  nor  any  general  use  or  occupation  of, 
the  soil  of  the  Thames;  but  the  oiroumstanoeB  showed  that 
he  had  a  right  to  the  exclusive  use  of  that  pile  to  moor  his 
barges  to,  and  it  was  inferred  that  he  had  placed  it  there 
in  virtue  of  a  special  right  to  use  the  bed  of  the  river  for 
that  porpose.  A  similar  inference  was  drawn  with  re- 
spect to  a  fender  upon  a  stream  in  Wood  v.  Hewitt  (8 
Q.  B.  913).  The  oase  would  be  the  same  with  respect  to 
any  similar  easement,  such  as  the  right  to  lay  pipes  for  a 
watercourse,  ko. 

{To  i«  continued.') 


We  understand  that  the  Martin  Estate,  for  many  years 
the  property  of  the  Law  Life  Assurance  Society,  has  been 
porchased  by  Sir  Seymour  Blane,  Bart ,  and  Captain  Jervis, 
who  have  appointed  Professor  Baldwin  to  be  agrioultnral 
manager  of  this  extensive  property. 

BiBXBBCK  LlTBRABT  AND  SclEUTIFIC  InSTTTOTION. — Profss- 

lor  Sheldon  Amos  has  consented  to  deliver  a  special  course 
of  lectures  on  the  general  principles  and  history  of  English 
law.  The  library  has  been  greatly  improved,  and  the 
reading-room  is  well  supplied  with  corrent  literature. 
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Oap.ZXXL — An  Act  to  amend  th«  lamrtMing  to  Tradt* 
Vnioni. 
Hw  objaeU  of  this  Aot  will  be  better  nnderatood  by 
tCMapoatng  the  deflaitioa  of  a  "  Tnde  XJaion  "  from 
Um  «nd  to  the  beginniDg  of  the  Act.  A  trade  union 
(bj  MOtioii  23)  meana  looh  combination,  whether 
teapiurai/  or  permanent,  for  leyalating  the  relations 
Itakween  workmen  and  masters,  or  between  workmen  and 
wMicmen,  or  between  masters  and  masters,  or  for  impos- 
ing restriotire  conditions  on  the  oondaot  of  any  trade  or 
barfneas,  as  wonld,  if  this  Act  had  not  passed,  hare  been 
JwfllBd  an  nalawfal  combination  by  reason  of  some  one 
«r  More  o<  its  purposes  being  in  restraint  of  trade;  sar- 
i^f— (1)  agreements  between  partners  as  to  their  own 
boaiDess ;  (2)  aa  agreement  between  an  employer  and 
tboae  employed  by  him  as  to  saoh  employment;  (3) 
•(HaBents  in  conaideration  of  the  sale  of  the  goodwill 
ot  a  business  ct  of  instruction  in  any  profession,  trade, 
or  handioraft.  The  law  against  reatrainta  on  trade  is  thaa 
shortly  expressed  by  Best,  O.J.,  in  Bomer  r.  Athfori  (3 
Bfag.  326):  "  The  law  will  not  permit  any  one  to  restrain 
»  person  from  doing  what  his  own  interest  and  the  pablio 
wdifare  require  him  to  do."  The  illegality  of  oontrsota 
halving  the  improbated  tendency  founded  on  agreements 
btkweenmaateraaa  toemployment  of  workmen  isshown  by 
tha  ease  in  the  Exchequer  Chamber  of  Hilton  r.  JBekerilty 
t  W.  B.  326),  and  as  to  agreements  between  workmen, 
«r  regulating  the  terms  of  their  hiring  and  other 
laatters  such  as  are  usually  found  in  the  mles  ot  trade 
Wiiona,  by  the  csm  of  Hornby  t.  CUte  (15  W.  B.  836). 
Ike  nnlawfnlneaa  of  these  agreementa,  in  the  sense  of 
Modering  those  entering  into  them  criminally  liaUe,  was 
more  doubtful,  and  judicial  opinions  were  at  varianoe  on 
this  point  (i>ee  Hilton  t.  EeienUy,  tup.)  The  case  of 
jMTror  T.  Clou  (17  W.  B.  1129),  in  the  Qoeen's  Benoh. 
VM  an  appeal  from  the  decision  of  jostioes  holding  that 
tka  provisions  of  the  Friendly  Societies  Act  (18  k  19 
"WkH.  e.  63,  s.  24),  for  protecting  the  f  nnds  of  societies 
Imoi  plunder  by  their  officers  or  members,  did  not  apply 
to  Mm  aooiety  in  question  on  acoonnt  of  the  illegality  of 
■MM  of  iU  objects,  as  being  in  restraint  of  trade.  The 
Cbut  was  equally  dirided  as  to  whether  the  rules  of  the 
Moiety  brought  it  within  the  dootrine  of  Bomby  v.  Clou 
O^p.),  and  the  decision  of  the  jostioes  was,  therefore, 
•Armed.  However,  the  neoessicy  was  brought,  in  a 
gtacing  light,  to  the  view  of  the  Iiegislature,  of  passing 
»  measure  to  i^event  the  scandal  of  there  being 
fnotioally  no  means  of  protecting  the  funds  of  trade 
VBions  from  barefaced  plunder.  Aooordingly  in  186d, 
the  Act  32  Jc  33  Vict.  o.  61,  was  passed,  extending  for 
•oe  year  the  protection  of  the  24th  seolion  of  the 
TUendly  Societies  Act,  1865.  to  those  asaooiations,  whether 
•I  masters  or  workmen,  which  the  decisions  above-men- 
liamed  had  shown  the  illegslity  of.  This  measure  was 
eoplained  by  the  Iiord  Ghanoellor  to  be  only  proviaional 
•od  the  precorsor  of  a  more  comprehensive  remedy,  but  it 
was  neoesaary  to  renew  the  Act  by  the  Expiring  Laws 
Aet  of  the  following  year,  and  we  only  now  get  the  pro- 
mised scheme  embodied  in  the  Act  which  is  before  us, 
the  suppletnent  to  which  ia  the  following  Act  (cap.  32), 
which  aims  at  providing  correlative  protection  to  thoae 
not  belonging  to  trade  nniona. 

Section  2  negatives  the  illegality  of  the  purposes  of 
any  trade  unionn,  merely  beeause  they  may  be  in  restraint 
of  trade,  so  as  to  render  any  member  liable  to  criminal 
prosecution  for  conspiracy  or  otherwise. 

Seetion  3  applies  the  asme  rule  to  civil  contraeia  by 
4aolaring  that  no  agreement  or  truat  shall  be  rendered 
unlawful  merely  because  the  purposes  of  any  trade  union 
nay  be  in  restraint  of  trade.  But  by  section  4  no  Court 
is  to  entertain  any  legal  proceeding  for  enforcing  damages 
for  breach  of  any  agreement  between  members  of  a 
trade  union  as  snob,  couoerniag  the  conditions  on  which 
any  members  for  the  time  being  shall  or  not  sell  their 
goods,  tranaaot  bnainess,  employ  or  be  employed;  (2)  any 


agreemaot  for  payment  of  any  snbaoriptioD  oi  psult;  ta- 
a  trade  union;  (3)  any  agreement  for  sppliottiiairftkt 
funds  of  a  trade  union  to  provide  bengflti  to  memboi, 
or  to  furnish  contributions  to  any  employer  or  vorksit 
not  a  member  of  such  trade  union,  in  eonridantin  of 
■uoh  e,mpIoyer  or  workman  acting  in  eoafonsity  vilk 
the  rules  or  resolutions  of  such  trade  union;  or  to  &■ 
charge  any  Sne  imposed  upon  any  person  by  Mnteseesf 
a  ooort  of  justioe  ;  or  (4)  any  agrreement  made  betvea 
one  trade  union  and  anotiier;  or  (5)  sny  boad  to  leeoB 
the  performance  of  any  of  the  above- mentianedapM- 
menta.  But  nothing  in  this  section  is  to  bs  deeaedb 
oonatitnte  any  of  the  above  mentioned  agreemeaka- 
lawful. 

By  section  6  the  Friendly  Societies  Acta,  1855  tad  181, 
and  the  Acta  amending  the  same;  the  ladostriil  ui 
Provident  Societies  Acts,  1867,  and  any  Aotsoeadn{ 
the  same;  and  the  Companies  Acts,  1862  tiidl8(i7,iR 
not  to  apply  to  any  trade  union.     Seodon  6  prontotbt 
seven  or  more  members  of  a  trade  union  may  rtgiMis, 
but  if  any  one  of  the  purposes  of  snob  trade  nsioi  kt 
unlawful  the  registration  is  to  be  void.  Land  (not  easel- 
Ing  one  acre)  and  baildings  may  (section  7)  be  uqnnd 
by  trade  nnions  registered  under  the  Act,  and  ditpoadoi 
by  the  trustees.     Sections  8  and  9  proride  for  Ta«i{ 
the  property  in  trustees,  and  for  its  transmission,  sad  h 
the  bringing  or  defending  actions  in  the  name  of  ih 
trustees.    Seotion  10  limits  the  responsibility  of  trntoa. 
Section  11  regulates  the  duties  of  the  treasurer,  and  no- 
tion 12  provides  for  any  offloer  or  member  impiopedr  « 
diahonestly  dealing  with  the  moneys  or  efleott  i  th 
union,  such  offenders  to  be  dealt  with  by  tbt  Coart  rf 
Summary  Jurisdiction,  where  the  registered  offloe  ofth 
trade  union  is  situate.     Sections   18  to  18  inels»T«lo- 
fine  minutely  the  process  and  requiaitea  for  regWatm, 
and  the  retnma  required  to  be  made,  and  the  ponUiart 
for  giving  falae  information.     As  the  righta  and  poii- 
lfge»  given  to  trades  unions  by  sections  7  to  1!  indaife 
depend  upon  their  being  duly  registered,  the  pcwisaB 
of  the  Act  defining  and  regulating  the  mods  is  vli* 
regristration  is  to  be  made  are  of  the  utmost  importiM. 
Sections  19  to  22  inclusive  regulate  the  legal  pnwsfiv 
under  the  Act;  seotion  19  declaring  that  all  ofeaW" 
penalties  under  the  Act  may  be  proeeouted  sod  reoo«BJ 
in  manner  directed  by  the  Summary  Jurisdiction  i*. 
and  also  deSning  the  constitution  of  the  Court  of  SammiJ 
Jurisdiction  under  the  Act,  and  (section  2S)  Man 
that  no  master,  father,  son,  or  brother  of  a  maota  i«  * 
manufacture  or  trade,  &o.,  in  whioh  any  oilenoe  v» 
the  Act  ia  charged  to  have  been  oommitted,  ia  to  trtiM 
member  of  a  Court  of  Summary  JurisdictioBoriffv 
for  the  purposes  of  the  Aot. 

The  Summary  Jurisdiction  Acts  are  deSosd  {«** 
23)  to  mean  as  to  England  the  Aot  11  *  llTiefco-^ 
"  t*  facilitate  tbo  performance  of  the  duties  of  j"*''^ 
the  peace  out  of  sessions  within  England  and  W^  ** 
respeot  to  anmmary  convictions  and  orders,"  and  sq"* 
amending  the  same.  Section  24  repeikls  the  To* 
Unions  Funds  Protection  Act,  1869,  3*  *  SS  ^■^';f 
(except  as  to  the  aots  done  and  vested  rights  ssd  ft* 
ties  acquired  or  incurred  as  therein  stated),  t**  ** 
sohednle  defines  the  matters  to  be  provided  ferty*"* 
of  trade  nnions  registered  under  the  Aot,  and  tt**^ 
ached  ule  the  maximum  fees  for  registratiaa  sad  i»f*' 
tion  of  documents. 

Cap.  X3CXII.— ^i»  Aet  to  amand  the  erimUtl  Im  n- 
tatiatf  to  vleUnce,  threeUi,  and  stWsrfsft* 
There  aeems  to  have  been  considerable  doabt  if,  P* 
to  the  paaaing  of  this  and  the  previous  1*1**^* 
agreement  on  the  part  of  workmen  or  maatata  ^^"^ 
or  diminish  the  rate  of  wagea  was  illegal,  in  the ^e** 
auhjeoting  the  peraons  making  it  to  criminal  ji^^'JJ 
if  no  violent  or  ooereive  mean*  wer*eeatcn|M** 
giving  effect  to  it.  The  observations  of  CcoapM  *• 
in  Hilton  v.  BektnUy  (24  L.  J.  Q.  B.  MS),  sbo»«*  •• 
considered  suoh   agreement*  to    bo   <Aaoxioai  M  ■* 
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erimuul  l»ir,  while  Loid  CSampbell'i  opinion  in  the  same 
oue  was  dearly  against  the  imputation  of  orimiaality 
is  anoh  a  case,  and  Baron  Alderaon,  '  n  delireiinf  the 
judgment  of  th«  Ooort  of  Exoheqaer  Ohamber,  affirming 
the  decision  in  that  oase,  expressly  guards  against  being 
rappoeed  to  say  that  such  an  agreement  would  be  nnlaw- 
fnl  in  a  criminal  sense  (1  W.  B.  326). 

The  last  preceding  Act  (cap.  81),  having  conferred 
apon  trades  unions  benefit!  of  legal  recognition  and  pro- 
teotion  which  were  nerer  preTioasly  eajoyed,  proceeds  in 
the  present  Act  to  provide  a  correlatire  protection  to 
tboee  not  belonging  to  trades  unions.  The  last  Act 
iMgatirea  the  notion  of  criminality  in  any  agreement 
merely  becanse  it  may  be  in  restraint  of  trade.  This  Act 
takes  np  the  oonectiTe  or  criminal  branch  of  the  subject, 
and  aims  at  providing  against  all  such  coercive  proceed- 
ings as  are  inoonsistent  with  the  pablio  peace,  and,  in 
fact,  would  have  the  effect  of  destroying  the  freedom  of 
will,  which  is  a  necessary  condition  for  parties  coming 
into  such  agreements  as  are  lecognised  as  fit  for  protec- 
tion by  the  preceding  Act- 

The  basis  of  the  statute  law  in  force  on  this  subject 
previous  to  this  Act  was  the  6  Geo.  4,  c  129,  which  in- 
ftioted  a  punishment  of  three  mouths'  imprisonment,  with 
or  without  hard  labour,  for  the  offences  there  defined 
against  the  freedom  of  hiring  and  employment  by  means 
of  violence,  threats,  or  intimidation.  But  no  criminal 
responsibility  was  to  attach,  by  virtne  of  the  Act,  to  the 
mere  combination  or  agreement  on  the  part  of  either  the 
masters  or  the  workmen  as  to  the  rates  of  wages  and 
terms  of  employment  This  Act  was  amended  by  22 
Tiot  «.  34;  and  section  41  of  the  24  &  25  Vict.  o.  100, 
had  reference  also  to  the  same  snlqeot.  These  enactments 
are  all  lepealed  by  the  present  Act.  It  seems  to  have 
been  considered  that  tke  doctrine  of  the  common  law  was 
left  free  by  the  statute  of  Qeo.  4  as  to  the  criminality  of 
•ombiaationa  in  restraint  of  trade,  and  thence  arose  the 
diveirity  of  judicial  views  a«  to  the  effect  of  that  law 
■hove  referred  to. 

The  Act  (seetion  1)  imposes  the  liability  to  imprison- 
ment, with  or  without  ha^  labour,  for  a  term  not  ex- 
ceeding three  months  on  every  person  doing  any  one  or 
Bore  of  the  followicg  Acta — (1)  Using  violence  to  any 
person  or  any  property;  (2)  threateniog  or  intimidating 
any  person  in  sooh  manner  as  would  justify  a  justioe  of 
the  peace  (on  complaint  to  him)  in  binding  over  the  per- 
•en  so  threatening  or  intimidating  to  keep  the  peace;  (8) 
laolestinf  «r  obstructing  any  person  with  a  view  to 
ettret  snoh  peraon — (1)  Being  a  master  to  dismiss  or 
oease  to  employ  any  workman,  or  being  a  workman  to 
quit  any  employment  or  to  return  work  before  it  is 
finished;  (2)  being  a  master,  not  to  offer,  or  being  a 
•rorkmao,  not  to  acoept  any  employment;  (8)  being  a 
master  or  workman  to  belong  or  not  to  kelong  to  any 
temporary  or  permanent  assooiatioa  or  oombinaiion;  (4) 
Mng  a  maater  or  workman  to  pay  any  fine  or  penalty 
Imposed  by  any  temporary  or  permanent  assoeiatioB  or 
sombinatioo  ;  or  (5)  being  a  master  to  alter  the  mode  of 
tarrying  on  his  business,  or  the  number  or  description  of 
tny  pwaoos  employed  by  him. 

A  person,  for  the  purposes  of  the  Aot,  will  molest  or 
ibstraofe  another— (1)  If  he  persistently  follow  him  about 
rom  plaee  to  place;  (2)  if  he  hide  any  tools,  olothes,  or 
tfaer  property  owned  or  used  by  snoh  other  person,  or 
leprive  him  of,  or  hinder  him  in  the  use  thereof;  (3)  if 
le  watch  or  beset  the  house  or  other  place  where  such 
erson  resides  or  works,  or  carries  oa  business  or  happens 
D  be,  or  the  approa^  to  snoh  house  or  plaoe,  or  if  with 
wo  or  naore  other  persons,  he  follow  snoh  person  in  a 
isorderly  auumer  in  or  through  any  street  or  road, 
iothingf  la  this  section  is  to  do  away  with  liability 
nder  may  other  Act,  or  otherwise,  to  any  other  or  higher 
onishment  than  hereby  provided,  but  no  peraon  to  be 
nnished  twice  for  the  same  offence.  No  person  to  be 
able  to  ponishmant  on  the  ground  that  acy  act,  or  the 
inspiring  to  do  it,  reetrains  or  tends  to  restrain  the  free 
MUM  9f  tcaid^  nalesa  one  of  the  acta  specified  in  this 


sectioo,  and  done  with  the  object  of  eoereing  aa  before 
mentioned. 

Section  2  provides  that  all  offences  under  the  Act  shall 
be  prosecuted  nnder  the  provisions  of  the  Sammary  Juris- 
diction Acts,  and  that,  in  England,  the  Court  of  Sammary 
Jurisdiction  shall  be  constituted — (1)  If  within  the  juris- 
diction of  a  metropolitan  police  magistrate  or  other 
stipecdiary  magistrate,  of  such  magistrate  or  his  sub- 
stitute; (2)  in  the  city  of  London,  of  the  Lord  Mayor 
or  any  iJdermau  of  the  City;  (3)  elsewhere,  of  two  or 
more  jnstioes  of  the  peace  sitting  in  petty  sessions.  The 
oonstitution  of  snoh  courts  in  SooUand  and  Ireland  is 
also  defined  by  this  section,  and  also  the  mode  of  describ- 
ing the  offence,  and  the  way  in  which  any  exception, 
excuse,  jco.,  may  be  dealt  with.  Section  3  regulates  the 
appeal  in  England  and  Ireland  from  any  order  or  convic- 
tion by  the  Court  of  Sammary  Jurisdiction,  which  is  to 
be  to  some  court  of  general  or  quarter  sessions  for  the 
county  or  place  in  whioh  the  cause  of  appeal  arose.  Sec- 
tion 4  regulates  appeals  in  Scotland.  Section  5  oontainB 
the  Jsame  prohibition  as  in  the  last  Aot  against  a  master 
(or  hia  specified  relatives)  in  the  particular  manafacbnre, 
trade,  fee.,  in  connection  with  which  any  offence  is 
oharg^,  acting  as  a  member  of  the  Court  of  Summary 
Jurisdiction  or  appeal.  The  Sammiry  Jurisdiction  Acts 
are  (section  6)  defined  (as  in  the  last  Act)  to  be,  in  Eng- 
land the  11  &  12  Vict.  c.  43,  and  any  Acts  amending  the 
same.  The  Acta  6  Geo.  4,  o.  129,  anl  i'2  Yict.  c.  34,  are 
wholly  repealed,  and  the  24  &  i't  Vict.  c.  100,  as  to 
section  41;  saving  acts  done,  rights  gained,  penalties 
incurred,  or  proceedings  instiluted  thereunder. 


RECENT  DECISIONS. 

COMMON  LAW. 

SHBBIVF — SBIZUBG  TJllDBK  Fx.  Fa. 

aiadttone  v.  Padmick,  Ex.,  19  W.  R.  1064, 

L.  B.  6  Ex.  203. 

The  question  what  is  an  actual  seizure  or  taking  of 
possession,  like  the  question,  what  is  a  continuing  posses- 
sion, is  one  rather  of  fact  than  of  law,  bat  stands  so  much 
upon  the  border  that  an  illastratire  instance  is  often  of 
great  service.  In  the  present  case  a  writ  of  Ji,  fa.  was 
executed  by  a  seizare  at  the  mansion-house,  accompanied 
by  a  declaration  that  it  was  intended  as  a  seizare  of  all 
the  goods  on  the  estate;  and  this  waa  held  to  be  an 
"  actual  seizare"  of  the  stock  on  the  home  farm  (includ- 
ing some  ouUyiag  fields),  and  of  goods  in  the  farm- 
hoos*  occupied  by  the  bailiff.  It  was,  therefore,  held  to 
bind  them  in  favoar  of  the  execution  creditor,  as  against 
the  holders  of  a  bill  of  sale  executed  half-au-hoar  after- 
wards, who  claimed  the  benefit  of  section  1  of  the 
Mercantile  Law  Amendment  Aot,  1856.  The  general 
rule  involved  in  this  decision  is  that  where  there  is  a 
siogle  holding,  the  lands  of  which  are  oontiunous  or 
separated  by  only  a  moderate  interval,  a  .seizure  at  the 
principal  place  (if  there  be  one)  is  effectual  over  the 
entire  extent  of  the  holding.  What  the  effect  would  be 
if  there  were  no  such  principal  plaoe,  and  a  seizure  were 
made  in  some  one  field  in  the  name  of  the  whole,  is  an- 
other question;  it  may  probably  be  interred  from  the 
language  used  by  the  Court,  and  from  the  reason  of  the 
thing,  that  it  would  be  saffioient  in  a  race  for  priorities; 
but  in  suoh  a  case  ic  would  certainly  be  prudent  to  extend 
the  manual  possession  as  far  as  possible.  And  in  every 
case  an  uuderaheriS  who  uuderataads  his  baainess  will 
take  care  to  follow  up  hia  act  of  seizare  aa  qaickly  as 
possible  by  the  usual  steps  for  indioating  and  retaining 
hia  possession;  in  the  present  case  the  fact  that  he  did  so 
was  relied  on  aa  indicating  the  character  and  intention 
of  his  act. 

A  more  difficult  question  might  arise  if  the  premises 
which  constitnted  the  single  holding  were  separated  by 
a  considerable  diatanoe,  and  the  seizure  took  place  at  only 
oue  of  them;  and  although  there  seems  reason  to  say 
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that  «Ten  this  would  b«  eSeotiuJ,  if  the  intention  were 
that  the  seizure  should  extend  to  Uie  whole,  and  the  io- 
tention  were  in  due  ooune  followed  np,  the  point  oannot 
be  eoncidered  as  clear,  and  was  oertainly  not  decided  in 
the  present  ease. 

Set-otv — AirmrLusHT  of  Bankbuptot. 
Sailet  y.  JtktuoH,  Ex.,  19  W.  B.  10S9,  L.  R.  6  Ex.  279. 

The  defendant  having  been  adjndioated  bankrupt,  his 
property  was  realised  by  his  tmstee  in  banlcraptcy,  and 
ib«  prooeeds  paid  into  the  Crown  Bank  at  Norwioh.  That 
bank,  which  was  in  fact  his  principal  creditor,  after- 
wards beosms  bankrapt,  and  the  plaintiff  was  appointed 
tmstee.    The  defendant's  iMnkruptoy  baring  been  after- 
wards annulled,  the  trottse  now  sued  bim  for  the  debt,  and 
the  defendant,  under  a  legal  plea  of  set-off,  and  also  nnder 
au  equitable  plea  stating  the  facts,  sought  toset  off  against 
this  debt  his  olaim  against  the  bank  in  reapeot  of  the 
prooeeds  of  his  estate  paid  into  the  bank.  That  this  was 
ju«t  no  one  would  doubt;  the  only  question  was  whetherit 
oould  be  done.     The  Court  unanimously  decided  that  it 
oonld,  but  they  arrived  by  different  roads  at  this  conola- 
aion.     The  diflSoulty  was  that  at  the  time  of  the  bank's 
bankruptcy   there  was    no  relation  between   the  bank 
and  the  defendant  in  respect  of  tha  prooeeds  so  paid  in. 
The  bank  still  remained  creditors  of  the  defendant,  sub- 
ject to  the  restraint  of  the  Court  of  Bankruptcy ;  but 
the  defendant  did  not  become  a  creditor  of  the  bank. 
His  tmstee  however  did,  and  it  was  assumed  by  Bram- 
well,  B.,  that,  if  both  bankruptcies  had  continued,  the 
plaintiff  could  not  have  proved  against  the  defendant's 
estate  without  allowing  the  set-off.  This,  however,  seems 
hardly  a  correct  statement  of  the  rights  of  the  two  estates 
against  one  another.      Snpposing  only  the  first  bank- 
mptcy  to  have  continued   the  bank  could  of  course  only 
have  proved  and  received  dividends  for  the  amount  of 
their  debt,  without  any  right  of  setting  off  or  deducting 
the  sum  in  their  hands,  if  less  than  their  debt,  and  prov- 
ing for  the  residue,  or  of  retaining  tha  amount  of  their 
debt  out  of  that  sum  if  more  than  their  debt.   They  must 
have  proved  for  their  debt,  which  was  a  debt  due  from 
the  bankrupt;  but  the  sum  in  their  hands  they  held  not 
as  a  sum  due  to  the  bankrapt,  but  due  to  the  creditors 
represented  by  the  trustee.  When  the  bank  in  their  turn 
became  bankrapt  the  case  was  not  altered  ;  the  tmstee 
in   their    bnnkrnptcy    would    take,   on  behalf  of  their 
creditors,  only  saoh  rights  as  they  themselves  had  ;  and 
therefore,  so  far  from  being  bound  to  set  off  this  sum 
in  his  proof,  he  would  not  have  been  entiUed  to  do  so  ; 
the  effect  of  doing  so  might  be,  and  in  the  present  oase 
would  have  been,  to  pay  the  bank  in  full  at  the  expense 
and  even  to  the  total  loss  of  all  the  other  creditors  ;  and 
although,  if  the  sum  paid  in  were  less  than  the  dividend 
whioh  the  bank  would  be  entitled  to  receive  from  the 
defendant's  estate  reduced  by  their  own  insolvency,  and 
the  bank  estate  were  less  solvent  thsn  the  defendant's 
estate,  the  result  might  have  been  advantageous  to  the 
defendant's  estate,  this  would,  as  between  the  two  sets 
of  creditors,  only  have  thrown  the  injustice  upon  the 
other  tide  ;  and  in  any  case  the  rights  of  tha  parties 
oannot  depend  npon  the  relative  amounts  of  the  debts 
or  the  relative  solvency  of  the  estates.      This  premiss, 
therefore,  of  the  argument  appears  to  fail,  and  the  only 
•way  of  arguing  the  oase  seems  to  be  to  dittsociate  the  trus- 
tees of  the  defendant's  eetate  wholly  from  the  creditors. 
This  was  in  fact  done  by  the    annulling  of  the  de- 
fendant's bankraptcy,   for  after  that  the  tmstee  was 
certainly  no  longer  tmstee  for  the  creditors.   For  whom, 
then,    was   he    tmstee?      Keoessarily  for   the   defen- 
dant, except  in  so  far  as  any  acts  might  have  been 
done    by  him   in  the   meantime   creating    rights    in 
third  person,  and  protected  by  the  Bankmptoy  Act ;  and 
none  such  appeared.    The  tmitee  was  then,  at  the  time 
of  the  bank's  bankraptcy,  creditor  of  the  bank  as  tmstee 
for  acme  one,  who  was  in  the  event  (that  is,  not  by  the 
effect  of  snbaeqnent  acts,  creating  new  rights,  bat  of  a 


proceeding  then  pending  to  ascertahi  eziith|  rt|UO 
the  defendant  himself.    Hits  oonstitated,  thmfm,  t 
set-off,  which  by  eqnltaUo  pie*  wa*  av^labb  ttUv,  nl 
a  fortiori  was  good  in  bankraptcy.    This  ii  mo*  nlmij 
expressed  by  the  Chief  Baton.    Baron  Chadjjesrtitl  it 
still  further,  and  held  that  the  defendant  might,  on  tb 
annnUiog  of  his  bMikraptcy,  have  sued  the  buk  in 
money  had  and  rcosived,  and  was  therefore  satiiU  to  ■ 
legal  set-off ;  the  annulment  vostiog,  ws  mut  a^m, 
this  right  of  action  in  the  defendant  as  from  tht  date  of 
the  debt  becoming  due  to  his  trastee,  and,  OnfaR, 
anteoedently  to  the  bankruptcy  of  the  bank.   Bttitii 
snffieient  to  establish  the  equitable  set-off,  vhidi  ■■■ 
more  conclusively  made  out.    The  reasoning  of  tkst 
two  judgments  is  clearer    and   more  satisfaotaa;  tta 
that  of  the  judgments  of  Martin  and  BrammQ,  BIL, 
who  both  relied  npon  the  mutual  credit  oUom  of  Ikt 
Act  (section  89).    The  decision  appears  not  to  satd  tkt 
application  of  this  clause,  which  it  is  not  very  M^ti 
apply  to  tha  oase  when  its  peculiar  Uagoage  ii  «ai- 
sidered;  nor  is  it  necessary  even  to  refer  to  Motioa  81, 
which  provides  for  the  "  reverting  "  of  tha  bsnbift'i 
property  in  the  case  of  annulment,  and  ai  to  whiikftii 
sufficient  to  say  that  it  in  no  way  interferaa  with  s  HHlt 
reached  upon  Independent  grounds. 

Valued  Poucy. 
Hdgttt  V.  Seeretan,  O.P.,  19  W.  B.  1089. 
The  plaintiff's  vessel,  insnred  with  the  defsodant  stni 
from  London  to  Calcutta,  recrived  damage  oa  tksoi^ 
ward  voyage;  she  was  on  her  arrival  doeked  for  npia, 
but  before  the  repairs  were  oompleted  she  vm  tant 
The  defendant,  being  sued  upon  the  poUey,  ehiBti  )• 
dednot  from  the  amount  to  be  paid  b7  l^i  "^  *^ 
would  otherwise  have  been  measured  bytheeoitoi» 
pair,  so  much  of  the  coet  of  repair  as  the  pUistiS  ins 
in  fact  incurred  by  reason  of  the  ship  being  burnt  W« 
the  repairs  were  finished ;  that  is,  he  claimed  to  pay  til; 
what  the  plaintiff  had  actually  to  pay  for  ie|»it>,  ni 
not  the  depreciation  to  the  ship  by  teaeon  of  tho  daMgi 
at  the  expiration  of  the  risk.    Bat  the  Court  htU  ttit 
the  latter  was  the  trae  measure,  and  it  is  not  ea^  to  m 
on  what  prinoiple  the  defendant  oould  say  that,  beowe 
the  ship  was  burnt  when  it  was  worse  thio^tki 
peril  insured  against,  and  whilst  it  was  on  iti  *V  " 
restoration,  the  plaintiff  did  not  by  the  peril  iitKtii 
against  lose  the  difterenoe  between  its  better  ui  >*> 
worst  condition.     By  the  burning  he  only  lost  tin  ^ 
preolated  value,  plut  the  worth  of  repidrs  aotaiUj  tat; 
and  nnder  an  open  policy  on  the  ship  in  port  ha  enH 
only  have  recovered  the  value  of  the  pardally  afooi 
vessel.'   How  then  did  he  lose  the  diSereneeT    Otnadj 
only  through  the  peril  insured  against ;  so  that  ttn 
would  have  been  more  reason  for  waking  this  diAaa* 
the  measure  of  the  amount  to  be  paid  under  tke  M 
policy  than  for  determining  that  wnoont  by  tbe  cat 
actually  incurred  in  repair.     Bat  both  were  sqoi]^  *- 
swered  by  saying  that  the  expiration  of  theriAiiti* 
time  that  fixes  the  liability;  and  indeed,  if  sstMis*' 
events  were  allowed  to  be  taken  into  conndectto  <t 
may  be  said  that  but  for  the  delay  caused  by  ths  sm*' 
sity  of  repair,  the  vessel  might  never  have  basa  bsi^ 

•*  *"•  .A. 

Bet  (and  it  was  this  probably  that  gaf«  riMtot** 

contention)  the  plaintiff  had  also  insored  tha  vwel  <t 

and  from  Caltmtta  to  London  witji  ttie  same  drfndaat 

in  a  valued  policy.     Again,  it  is  impassible  *■>  "*  'l^ 

thU  fact  shoald  affect  the  rights  of  the  partiei  triK  "* 

first  contract,  the  effect  of  which  had  been  exhssA'  tt- 

fore  the  second  commenced,  althoagfa  it  sasaii  ii  ■** 

been  contended  that  it  did,  upon  tha  mit»piXi»ii»f^_ 

of  Litie  V.  Jantoa  (12  East,  648),  where  ths  P****" 

damage  and  the  total  lose  both  occurred  daMC* 

currency  of  the  same  policy.  But  at  least,  it  waisi|e4 

from  tha  amoank  of  the  second  policy  then  "'^^  ^ 

dedaoted  the  amount  whioh  must  have  bueuei'iiss'W'*" 
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le  TeaMi  for  laa.  To  this,  howerer,  it  wm  nplicd, 
lit  it  woDld  b«  to  tarn  •  T«laed  poUoy  Into  an  open  one, 
I  (ttempt  to  do  wUoh  Barkerr,  Janten  (18  W.  B.  899,  L. 
.  3C.  P.  808)  and  N»rtli  of  Xnglani  Iron  Stemnthip 
uunute*  AuoeUtUtt  t.  Armttrong  (18  W.  B.  S20,  L.  B. 
Q.  B.  344)  ihoir  to  be  fraitleM  ;  the  Talne  named  in  a 
)Ue7  is  (fraud  apart)  oonoloaiTtt  for  better  tor  woraa,  and, 
IS  poliqj  hariog  aetnally  attaohad  in  paitt  to  Mj  that,  be- 
inas  the  rsssel  oonld  not  hare  left  port  without  being 
•ds  seaworthy  or  forfeiting  the  poUoy,  therefore  the 
noant  neaessary  to  make  her  seaworthy  ihonld  be  de- 
lolsd,  would  be  to  make  the  polioy  a  Talaed  one  at  sea 
id  u  open  one  in  port. 

There  was,howeTer,  anotlier  qoeetion  talaed  in  the 
M  npon  the  flrst  polioy,  whioh  is  not  explioitiy  notioed 
I  the  jadgments.  nor,  so  far  as  appears,  impUdtly  ood> 
oded.  The  plalntitf  olaimed  under  the  first  polioy,  not 
ily  the  som  whioh  weald  hare  been  needed  for  repairs 
the  repairs  bad  been  oompleted,  but  also  the  dock 
m  whioh  he  would  hare  paid  if  the  ship  had  oontinned 
exiitenoe  as  well  as  those  wliioh  he  aotuallj  did  pay  ; 
It  upon  what  principle  he  made  this  <daim  does  not 
>p«ar.  The  prfnoiple  of  insnranoe  is  certainly  in> 
mnity ;  and  why  should  (or  rather  how  oonld)  the 
sintifl  be  indemnified  for  what  was  neither  a  depreoia- 
m  nor  an  ezpenditnre  7  Although  the  oost  of  repairs 
in  the  first  instance  the  measure  of  loss  or  depreoia- 
ID,  it  is  subject  to  the  deduction  of  new  for  old,  in 
oordance  with  the  fundamental  principle  of  the  oon- 
■ot ;  it  is  assumed  that  when  that  deduction  has  been 
ide,  the  shipowner  is  in  just  the  same  poeition  he  would 
ITS  been  in  if  the  damage  liad  not  occurred.  But  no 
oh  method  of  oaloalatien  is  applicable  to  dock  dues, 
Uoh  are  merely  rent  for  the  use  of  premisea;  and  the 
iintiir,  reoovering  dues  which  he  had  ncTer  paid,  would 
n  made  a  clear  profit.  The  rule  that  the  expiration 
the  policy  fixes  the  liability  mnst  be  taken  subject  to 
t  fundamental  principle  of  insurance;  the  loss  to  be 
ide  good  is  the  damage  or  depreoistioD,  not  repairs, 
t  the  pecuniary  measure  of  that  damage  is  the  oost  of 
lairing  so  far  as  it  does  not  improre  ;  that  loss  is  none 
I  less  because  a  greater  loss  afterwards  supervenes  ; 
t  the  unpaid  dook  dues  formed  no  part  of  that  loss  ; 
I  dook  dues  altogether  were  incidental  not  to  the  loss 
i  to  tlie  aotoal  work  of  restoration. 


COITRTS. 

THE   ALBEBT   LIFE   A8SUEANCE 
AEBETBATION.* 
(Before  Lord  CAiKNg.) 
M  i4.—Se    Mtdieat    Invalid   anA    Oentral    lift    A$' 

turanet  Soei*ty.    tagatCt  eate. 
iuiunmet  eompany — Amalgamation  of  ampaniet — Wind- 
"f  fp — JPoldey — Novation    of  contract — Payment  of  pre- 
titnu  —  Beeeiptt  —  Peadiarity    of  circular   announcing 
malgamatum. 

•  1 860  <A«  Jf.  Imurance  Company  htcame  amalgamated  uith 
A,  Inturanee  Company.  Th»  agreement  far  amalgamatiou 
ainad  a  provioion  that  all  polieyholdtrt  of  the  M.  Company 
<  ehould  decline  to  accept  euietituted  polieie*  in  the  A.  Com- 
V  ehould  be  entitled  to  keep  on  foot  their  pretent  polieiet 
paying  the  premiume  thereon  to  the  A.  Company.  On  the 
Igamatieu  a  truttfand  wat  created  to  paiy  the  eume  euiwed 
he  Indian  poUeiee  of  the  M.  Company. 

'.  woe  a  non-participating  policyholder  in  the  Indian 
ich  of  the  M-  Company. 

•  I860  he  reeeivei  a  circular  announcing  the  amalgamation 
iat  compam/y  with  the  A,  Ineurance  Company,  and  inviting 
to  exehange  hie  policy  for  a  policy  in  the  A.  Company  or 
tve  it  indoreed  by  the  A,  Company.  The  eirealar  aleo  eon- 
td  a  etattment  that "  thefunde  of  thebranch  willbeput  up  in 
t  ae  an  additional  security  to  polieyholdere  in  that  country, 
laimi  occurring  after  the  date  of  the  amalgamation  being 
'from  thefunde  of  the  new  aeeoeiation,"    F.  did  not  reply 

Beporied  by  Richard  Msnaok,  Esq.,  Borrister-at-Law. 


to  thie  circular,  but  oontinned  to  pay  hie  premiume  at  the  eame 
place  ae  before.  The  receipt;  however,  were  in  eubetanee- 
A.  Oomfonfe  reoeipte.  On  the  winding  up  of  the  two  eomptniee 
it  woe 

Held,  that  F.  muet  rani  ae  a  creditor  of  the  A.  Gm^ny. 

The  werde  "  additional  security  "  in  the  circular  were  held 
to  mean  •  eeeurity  additional  to  that  which  loae  given  by  all 
elaiau  aeeruing  after  a  eerUin  date,  being  paid  out  of  thefimde 
of  the  new  aeeocieUion, 

This  was  a  claim  by  Mr.  Fagan  to  rank  as  u  creditor  of 
the  Medical  Inralid  &c.  Socie^,  in  respect  of  a  non-parti- 
cipating policy  effected  in  India  with  that  society  for  200,000 
rupees  on  his  own  life. 

In  1860  an  agreement  for  amalgamation  was  entered  into 
between  the  Medical  Invalid  and  the  Albert.  By  the  7tii 
clause  of  this  deed  it  was  provided  : — 

That  the  polic^iolders  m  the  Medical  Invalid  and  General 
Life  Assorance  Society,  who  shall  decline  to  accept  such 
substituted  jiolicies,  shall  be  entitled  to  keep  on  foot  their 
present  policies  by  paying  the  premiums  thereon  to  the  com- 
pany (i4.,  the  AlDert,)^  who  shall  undertake  the  liabilities  of 
the  said  Medical  Invalid  and  General  Life  Assurance  Society 
in  respect  of  such  policies. 

On  the  28th  of  November,  1860,  the  following  circular 
was  sent  to  Fagan: — 

'*  I  take  the  liberty  of  directing  your  attention  to  a  notice 
printed  on  the  back  hereof,  whiw  is  now  appearing  in  most 
of  the  Indian  and  Ceylon  papers.  In  the  event  of  your 
electing  to  take  out  a  fresh  policy  in  the  Albert  and  Medical 
Assurance  Company,  please  fill  up  and  return  to  me  the 
subjoined  form  marked  A,  surrendering  your  ATi«f:ing  niedical 
policy  at  the  same  time,  when  a  new  policy  wiUBe  issued 
immediately  thereafter.  The  most  convenient  time  for 
this  operation  will  be  when  the  nert  premium  on  your  ex- 
isting policy  becomes  due.  The  subioined  notice  gives 
certam  details  of  the  arrangement  which  has  been  made  in 
establishing  the  new  office.  I  beg  to  add  the  following 
particulars: — The  capital  of  the  Albert  and  Hedicalu 
£447,1^0,  subscribed  by^  414  proprietors,  £137,792  being 
paid  up.  This  is  exclusive  of  the  Medical  shareholders,  who 
are  about  ISO  in  number,  with  a  subscribed  capital  of 
£500,000  and  £28,000  paid  up,  and  a  large  proportion  of 
whom  join  the  new  concern.  The  funds  exceed  £500,000 
sterling,  the  annual  premiums  £220,000,  which  is  increasing 
at  the  rate  of  £26,000  per  annum.  There  are  severai 
important  additional  advantages  offered  by  the  Albert  and 
Medical  under  their  policies.  For  instance,  the  profits  are 
equal  to  five-sixths  divisible  every  three  years,  instead  of 
two-thiitis  divisible  every  five  years  as  in  the  Medical. 
Policies  lapsing  from  non-payment  of  premiums  may  be  re- 
newed within  six  months  instead  of  three  months  as  before, 
and  in  cases  of  persons  assured  dying  during  the  currency 
of  the  da^  of  grace  the  policies  remam  valid  and  effectual, 
the  premium  due  being  deducted  from  the  sum  assured. 
Persons  proceeding  to  Europe  or  other  climates  equally 
healthy,  whether  for  temporary  or  permanent  residence,  are 
placed  on  English^rates  from  the  date  of  arrival,  and  not  one 
year  after  that  date  as  before. 

"  The  new  prospectuses  containing  full  particulars  are  in 
the  press.  The  rates  of  premium  for  India  remain  unaltered. 
The  directors  here  and  in  England  recommend  the  acceptance 
of  policies  in  the  Albert  and  Medical  in  lien  of  those  m  the 
Medical  ofSce.  The  business  of  the  two  companies  can  be 
conducted  in  one  establishment  and  by  one  staff  without 
any  material  enlargement  of  the  latter,  and  thus  the  ex- 
penses of  management  are  materially  reduced.  The  funds 
here  at  the  date  of  amalgamation  are  put  up  in  trust  as  an 
additional  security  to  Medical  policyholders  in  India.  I 
shall  be  glad  to  afford  you  any  further  information  which 
may  be  required,  and  to  facilitate  your  views  in  any  way 
touching  your  policies  in  the  MedioU  office. 

«  P.  M.  Tait,  Secretary." 

The  notice  referred  to  in  this  circular  was  as  follows : — 
"  The  directors  beg  to  announce  that  the  business  of  the 
Medical  Invalid  ke.  Society  has  been  amalgamated  with 
that  of  the  Albert  Life  Assurance,  and  that  henceforth  the 
operations  of  both  companies  will  be  carried  on  under  the 
afiove  name  or  style.  The  combined  offioe,  which  is  now 
one  of  the  largest  life  assurance  institutions  in  the  world, 
hss  an  annual  income  from  premiums  of  twenty-two  lakhs 
of  rupees,  its  accumulated  fund  exceeds  fifty  lakhs,  whila 
the  new  business  from  premiums  is  progresaine  at  the  rat* 
of  two  and  a-half  lakhs  per  annum.      The  Indian  branch 


Digitized  by 


Google 


866 


THE  SOLICITORS'  JOURNAL  &  REPORTER  Sept  30,  isti. 


irill  ocmtinae  under  the  tame  •dminiatnitioD  as  Iieretofbre : 
•  eecreUiy  is  ob  liis  mj  to  Madraa  to  act  vith  the  board 
thcdta,  while  a  koard  of  direoton  and  leoretarr  are  also 
ahont  to  be  appointed  for  Bombay.  The  fands  of  the  bimooh 
will  be  put  np  in  tmst  as  an  additional  saeurity  to  poliej- 
holdera  m  thu  coontry,  all  dainw  eccurriog  ifter  th«  Sltt  of 
Beptseaber  last,  the  date  of  the  amalgamation,  betoi;  paid 
from  the  fands  of  the  new  association.  Policies  ia  this 
oompany  will  be  issued  free  from  expense  in  aaiuattfa  tor 
those  in  the  Medical  Society  withoat  any  alterations  in  the 
terms  and  conditions  of  the  latter;  and  if  any  policyholder 
ahoold  haye  assigned  his  policy  by  any  legal  instmment  in 
settlement,  mortage,  or  otherwise,  so  as  to  render  substitu- 
tion  difficnltt  an  indorsement  will  be  made  on  the  policy, 
aecnriac  the  responsibility  and  guarantee  of  this  company 
for  the  ralfilment  of  the  existing  contract  The  directors 
in  this  branch  would  recommend  policyholders  in  the 
Medical  to  oouTert  their  policies  into  policies  of 
this  oompany  or  to  hare  tiiem  indorsed,  as  abore  suggested. 
Under  the  deed  of  settlement  the  Uedical  profits  are  not 
dinsible  until  1863,  but  under  that  of  this  company  profits 
are  dirisible  in  1861,  and  future  estimates  of  profits  will  be 
made  triennially  thereafter,  a  proportion  equal  to  fire-sixths 
of  the  profits  being,  at  the  option  of  the  assured,  paid  in  cash, 
added  to  the  policy,  or  applied  in  diminution  of  future  pre- 
miums. By  the  combination  of  the  two  companies  a  iwy 
considerable  saring  to  the  expenses  of  management  will  m 
•ecured  which  must  materially  increase  the  bonna-giTing 
powers  of  the  amalgamated  company,  and  thus  afford  imn 
prored  prospects  to  the  assured.  At  two  numerously 
attended  meetings  of  the  proprietors  of  the  Medical  Society 
(many  of  whom  are  large  poIicyholderB)  it  was  unanimously 
considered  that  the  arrangements  were  adrantageous  to  the 
assured,  both  as  regards  security  and  future  expectation  of 
benefit,  and  the  board  of  directors  in  London,  acting  under 
the  adrice  of  Dr.  Forr  and  their  consulting  actuary,  recom- 
mend the  acceptance  of  policies  in  the  amalgamated  com- 
pwiy. 

"  The  whole  terms  and  conditions  of  aasnianoe  appfioable 
to  India  have  been  revised,  and  sereral  important  additional 
facilities  and  advantages  to  auurert  offered,  whereof  parti- 
culars will  be  duly  annoonced  by  circular,  on  the  subject  of 
this  amalgamation.  P.  M.  TArr,  Secretary." 

Fagan  neither  accepted  a  new  policy  nor  had  his  old 
polic;^  indorsed  by  the  Albert.  He  continued  to  pay  hia 
premiums  at  the  place  where  the  business  waa  carried  on, 
and  which  was  exactly  the  same  as  before  ;  but  the  receipts 
given  were  Albert  receipts,  in  the  following  form  :-^ 
"Albert  Medical  and  Family  Endowment  life  Assurance 
Company's  OBSca. 

Ko. ..  Oaleotta,  20  Joly,  1861. 

Policy  No.         . 

Received  from  Mean.  Bobinson,  Balfour,  tc  Co.  the  SDm 
of  Company's  rupees  — —  for  the  assurance  of  Company's 

rupees  — ^—  on  the  life  of for  the  six  months  endmg 

the  19th  day  of  January,  1862,  aabject  to  the  terms  and 
oonditions  of  the  said  policy  No.  — — s" 

In  1861  a  change  was  made  in  the  fomi,  which  thereafter 
was  as  follows : — 

"  Albert  Lifn  Assurance  Company. 
Indian  Branch. 

Beceived  this  19th  day  of  July,  1861,  for  the  renewal  of 
policy  mentioned  in  the  margin  hereof,  the  amount  of  which 
premium  and  the  period  for  which  it  is  received  being  also 
mentioned  in  the  margin." 

Id  the  margin  was : — 

"  Idfe  receipt  No  — ^.  Policy  No.  — ^.  Sum  as- 
sured ——^.  Life  ..  Premium  — .  For  six  months 
from  19  July,  1864." 

On  the  amalgamation  of  the  two  companies  a  tmst  fond 
was  created,  the  tmsts  of  which  were  to  pay  the  sums 
assured  by  the  Indian  policies  of  the  Medical  Invalid. 

On  the  17th  of  September,  1869,  an  order  was  made  for 
winding  up  the  Albert,  and  on  the  18th  December,  18C9, 
the  Medical  Inralid  was  ordered  to  be  wound  np. 

BtU,  for  Fagan. — This  oase  differs  from  the  other  o«Mt 
of  ft  similar  nature,  inaamuoh  as  the  circular  issued  on  the 
amalgamation  was  of  a  peculiar  character.  Moreover 
there  are  clauses  in  the  amalgamation  deed  which  provide 
for  those  polioyholden  who  should  decline  to  go  over  to 
the  Albert,  and  Fagan  is  one  of  those  who  never  went  over. 

9petu«t't  case,  L.  R.  «  Ch.  363,  19  W.  R.  491,  waa  r*. 
farred  to,  and  also  Griffith'*  cast,  19  W.  B.  496.    [Lord 


Gaikks. — It  ia  not  neoeasary  for  ma  to  add  ts  tk  ki|b 
authority  of  that  oaaa,  but  I  may  aay  that  I  ikoiU  hn 
arrived  at  the  same  ooocliision  as  the  Lords  Jutkia  ^ia 
that  case]. 

Oibome  Morgatk,  Q.C,  and  Jjemm,  for  the  Madieal  ImEl 
— lU  The  Timu  Life  Assuranet  and  Gutraia  Ctmiai, 
18  W.  R.  659,  is  aoalogoas  to  tUa  case.  [lioid  Ciin,- 
I  hare  acted  in  aU  the  oases  apo*  the  prinoipls  tbx  ii 
payment  of  pt«miama  is  a  material  eleaeat,  bit  m  m. 
elusive — an  equivocal  aot,  whloh  ia  to  be  erphisrf  aits 
for  ar  against  the  tranafer  of  liability  by  all  tkstatsa 
stanoea  which  preceded  the  i»ymeat  of  prsauoaal  Oi 
oiroalar  reoeived  by  Fagan  informed  ium  tfait  arsi 
future  the  Albert  Company  was  to  be  liable  factki)f' 
ment  of  the  policy,  and  all  subsequeat  pcemiams  *n|al 
by  Fagan  on  the  footing  of  that  oommonioation.  Aiati 
amalgamation  deed,  Fagan  never  knew  anything  ibgei; 
and  therefore  he  cannot  have  paid  his  premiaos  etu 
footing  of  that  deed.  Moreover,  the  word  "  itidu  "  pia 
to  active  refusal.  St  Xandtester  and  Loaim  Ujt  Am- 
ones  mi  Loan  AnnekUim,  L.  R.  9  Eq.  643, 18  W.B.a 
Dig.  6i,  was  also  referred  to. 

BtU,  in  reply. 

Lord  Caibss. — There  is  no  doubt  that  after  the  mi^ 
mation  of  the  Medical  with  the  Albert  it  would  lun  ta 
entirely  in  the  power  of  any  policyholder  tehsi*  wit 
the  Albert  office  upon  the  occasion  of  paying  a  pnca 
"Toumnst  understand  that  thia  premium  is  lutpuls 
yoa  with  a  view  of  being  mixed  in  your  assets,  or  spoo  ii 
footing  of  my  considering  myself  as  now  insured  bj  m 
bat  it  ia  paid  to  you  simply  because  I  nndentand  tbi^ 
•re  carrying  on  at  your  office  the  business  o(  tke  M«i» 
in  which  oompany  I  am  insared,  and  to  which  sioae  Ilaol' 
The  policyholder  might  have  d«ie  that ;  and  if  ks  U  *■ 
that,  the  Albert  wonid,  in  oaofseqaaoos  of  the  pwnws 
of  the  deed  of  amalgamation  between  the  Medieslsal^ 
have  had  a  right  to  say,  •'  We  quite  nndetatand  »tii  j« 
mean;  we  are  entitled  to  receive  the  prwaiimj  j««» 
entitled  to  pay  it  in  the  sense  in  which  you  pay  it,  sad  ksi 
is  the  deed  which  says  that  iJ  yon  decline  to  take «  «• 
suranoe,  still  the  premium  paid  hero  will  keep  sliwpc 
remedy  against  the  Medioal."  It  seems  to  me  thst  tha  i 
all  that  can  be  said  as  to  the  deed  of  smalgamitins  lis 
a  deed  which  wonId  hare  had  that  effect  in  sacks w a 
I  suppose.  But  that  deed  cannot  have  any  openMi 
altering  whatever  might  be  the  lafi^al  oooseqaeaessilBi 
aote  of  a  policyholder  who  doea  not  aot  in  the  wsy  1  ta 
supposed,  but  in  a  way  entirely  diffsreot. 

The  way  in  which  Mr.  Fagao  acted  was  this:  be  i«»* 
a  ciroular,  which  gave  him  this  information  sows;  «*« 
things ;  it  told  him  that  the  bnsineas  of  the  Medioal  bsi  bit 
amalgamated  with  that  of  the  Albert,  and  that  heeotai 
the  operations  of  both  oompanles  would  be  carried  ot  a» 
the  name  or  style  of  the  Albert  and  Medioal.  "if"* 
bined  office,  which  is  now  one  of  the  largest  life  ssmnea* 
stitations  in  the  world,  has  an  annual  ioeome  froo  !»•»» 
of  twenty  two  lakhs  of  rupees;  ite  aooumulalodfuia 
oeeds  fifty  lakhs,  while  the  new  business  from  preuH  • 
progressing  at  the  rate  oftwo  and  a-half  lakhi  persss* 
Stopping  there,  no  one  could  doubt  but  that  the  ty*^ 
tioo  contained  in  this  circular  waa,  "  we  intead  to  fr«* 
on  the  footing  of  putting  all  our  premiums  t«T!*thsr,  p<at 
all  our  insurance  funds  together,  and  we  are  ao>s*t> 
ing  ourselves  to  the  world  as  two  companies,  *^j^ 
in  that  way  combined  their  funds  witboos  ki  if  sg  <*' 
any  longer  any  separate  claims  on  each,  bateataeass"? 
oebring  to  all  the  polioyholdan  ia  both  (ha  ■"*J*T2 
of  the  premiums  and  insnrsaee  fend  of  beth."  ""^^J^ 
on  to  say,  "The  Indian  braaeii  will  coatiaae  oira» 
same  administration  as  beretofoi«.  A  sewelaiya** 
way  to  Madras  to  aot  with  the  board  tharab  •**V2 
of  direotors  and  seoretary  are  also  aboot  to  he  sff»" 
for  Bombay.  The  funds  of  the  branch  will  he  ^"f? 
trust  as  an  additional  security  to  pobeyh''*"'^^. 
ooantry,  all  claim*  ueearring  after  the  >ls»  "  *^'^ 
last,  the  dale  of  the  amalgamaliaa,  bsiag  PM  *** 
(tends  of  the  new  aasooiatieii."  ,..^i,^ 

Now,  what  ia  the  meaning  of  saying  that  the  ti"*"» 
braaoh  will  be  pot  in  tmst  as  aa  additieaal  ■gf^a. 
Medical  polioyholden  ia  that  aoastity.  Asw«*r^ 
tional  to  whatP  It  could  not  aseaa  is  ad*a«  "^ 
■eenrity  they  already  had,  bee 

reiT  Monri^  they  already  had.    . 

to  aomsthing  4M«r>  tUs  fnd,  fi«4enths  JisfiM 
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Pand,  and  there  is  DOthia^  else  to  vrhioh  it  oould  relate  b  u'' 
beseaarity  thac  they  would  get  by  beoomiDg  iasared  in 
)M  neir  carnp:tay.  The  otfer  is  as  inbelligible  as  possible. 
foa  will  have  the  seoarity  of  all  the  foods  that  the  tiro 

Spanies  oaa  pat  together  lor  the  purpose  ot'  their  ne.T 
nesa,  their  amalgiinated  basiness  ;  b  it  orer  and  above 
hatyoa  will  hare  the  additional  seoarity  irhioh  is  to  bo 
iMted  for  the  Indian  policyholders  of  the  H'dioal  through 
|s  medium  ol  a  trust  to  be  declared  of  the  Medical  Assur- 
BOe  Fund  for  those  policyholders.  And  then  all  the  while 
■a  hare  thut  additional  security  "  all  claims  accruiaj  " — 
Mt  is,  in  the  Medical — '•  after  the  'Jlst  of  September  last 
ing  paid  from  the  funds  of  the  new  association."  This 
Eplains  what  the  additional  security  was.  You  will  hare 
nt  the  promise,  the  engagement,  that  if  your  claim  should 
Home  due  after  the  21st  of  September  it  will  be  met  by 
16  funds  of  the  new  association;  if  that  is  not  sufficient, 
n  will  hare  the  additional  security  of  the  trust  fund 
nted  for  the  Medical  policyholders  out  of  the  Indian 
nd.  If  that  was  all,  and  if  premiums  were  paid  upon  the 
gting  of  that  offer,  it  was  simply  an  act  done  by  way  of 
oeptance  of  the  offer.  No  other  constru'^tion  can  be  put 
pon  the  payment  of  premiums.  But  the  circular  goes  on 
»y,  "The  policies  in  this  company  will  bo  issued  free 
Wi  expense  in  exchange  for  those  in  the  .Medical  Society, 
ithoDt  any  alterations  in  the  terms  or  conditions  of  the 
Iter,  and  if  any  policyholder  should  hare  assigned  his 
ilioy  by  any  legal  instrument  in  settlement,  mortgage, 
otherwise,  so  as  to  render  substitution  difficult,  an  in- 
nement  will  be  made  on  the  policy,  securing  the  respon- 
uHty  and  gu:irantee  of  this  company  for  the  fulSlment  of 
B  existing  contract.  The  directors  in  this  branch 
fold  recommend  policyholders  in  the  Medioal 
^  oonrert     their    policies    into    policies    of   this    com- 

E(  or  to  hare  them  indorsed,  as  above  sug- 
d."  Now  the  words  are  very  peculiar  here — "  the 
Ktors  would  recommend  policyholders  to  convert."  That 
Nnot  mean  ■'  we  will  endeavour  to  persuade  you  to  enter 
to  this  contract  we  offer  you."  That  must  stand  on  the 
riier  part  of  the  document ;  this  refers  to  the  mere  mode 
d  form  in  which  the  .now  arrangement  was  to  be  carried 
t.  We  recommend  you  to  do  that  in  one  of  two  ways, 
lier  exchange  your  policy  or  get  it  indorsed.  That  is  a 
ry  good  recommendation,  but  it  does  not  mean  to  say — 
If  you  take  oar  offer,  if  you  pay  the  premiums  on  the 
iting  of  the  offer,  you  must  remember  the  new  company 
d  its  funds  will  not  be  subject  to  your  claim  unless  you 
Dbange  your  policy  or  have  it  indorsed."  It  is — "  We  re- 
Mmend  you  either  to  change  your  policy  or  to  get  it  in- 
Md,'as  the  best  form,  but  we  leave  ourofFerto  be  governed 
whatever  may  be  the  ruloaof  law  applicable  to  it,  even  if 
I  do  not  take  that  form  which  we  consider  the  best.  It 
pears  to  me  that  JNIr.  Fagan,  having  without  remonstrance 
protest,  simply  paid  his  premiums  and  taken  the  Albert 
npts,  having  embraced  the  offer  made  by  the  proposal, 
>t  rank  as  against  the  Albert,  without  prejudice  to  any 
Mflt  to  which  he  may  be  entitled  under  the  trusts  of  the 
Uin  trust  fund. 

the  questions  which  ari33  in  this  case,  although  governed 
the  principle  of  former  cases,  are  somewhit  different, 
I  the  case  may  fairly  be  taken  as  a  representative  case ; 
I  that  having  been  so  arranged,  I  will  assent  to  the  costs 
Bg  provided  for  in  the  winding  up. 
UQcitors,   Walker,  Kendall,  *  Walkir ;  Lattev. 

I 

HSWalter  Moroak,  Knt,  Chief  Justice  of  the  High 
nrt  at  Allahabad,  in  the  North-West  Prorinces  of  India, 
I  been  appointed  Chief  Justice  of  the  High  Court  of  Judi- 
tare  at  Madras,  in  succession  to  Sir  Colley  Harraan  Scot- 
id,  who  has  resigned,  after  haring  held  the  Madras  chief 
•tioeahip  for  ten  years.  Sir  Walter  Morgan  was  called 
the  bar  at  the  Middle  Temple  in  Norember,  1844,  and 
'  Rome  years  practised  as  a  oonreyancer  and  equity 
Mghtsman,  also  going  the  Sonth  Wales  Circuit,  and 
ending  the  Glamorganshire  Sessions.  He  proceeded  to 
lia  about  the  year  1862,  and  was  soon  after  appointed 
liter  in  Equity,  Registrar,  and  Accountant-General  of 
I  Supreme  Court  at  Calcutta,  and  Registrar  of  the  Vice- 
bniralty  Court  in  that  city  He  was  shortly  afterwards 
nd  to  the  bench  of  the  High  Court  as  one  of  the  puisne 

pget,  and  was  for  some  time  a  colleague  of  the  late  Mr. 


APPOINTMENTS. 


J.  P.  Norman.  In  1866  he  was  selected  to  be  the  first 
Chief  Justice  of  the  new  High  Court  established  at  Allahabad 
for  the  North-Western  Provinces  of  India,  and  was  knighted 
in  June  of  that  year. 

Mr.  RoBKRT  Stdart,  Q.C,  has  been  gazetted  to  succeed 
Sir  Walter  Morgan  as  Chief  Justice  of  the  High  Court  of 
Judicature  for  the  North  Western  Prorinoes  of  India  al; 
Allahabad.  Mr.  Stuart  is  a  member  both  of  the  Scotch 
and  English  bars,  haring  been  admitted  a  mem- 
ber of  tne  Soottish  Faculty  of  Adrocates  in  1840, 
Mr.  Stuart  was  called  to  the  English  bar,  by  the  Hon. 
Society  of  Lincoln's  Inn,  in  June  1856,  and  was  appointed 
a  Queen's  Counsel  in  1868.  Mr.  Fitzjames  Stephen,  of  the 
Indian  Council,  being  created  a  Queen's  Counsel  in  the 
same  year.  In  consequence  of  his  appointment  to  a  Chief 
Justiceship  in  India,  Mr.  Robert  Stuart  will  reoeire 
the  honour  of  knighthood  before  leaving  England. 
Formerly  all  judges  appointed  to  her  Majesty's  Supreme 
Courts  in  India  were  knighted;  but  since  the  establishment 
of  the  High  Courts  of  Judicature  in  1862  this  honour  has 
been  reserved  for  the  Chief  Justices  ot  those  tribunals. 

Mr.  HoiiERSEiA^M  Cox.  barrister-at-Uiw,  has  been  ap- 
pointed by  the  Lord  Chancellor  to  succeed  Mr.  Serjeant 
Tindal  Atkinson  as  Judge  ol  the  North  Wales  County 
Courts  (Circuit  No  28),  the  learned  Serjeant  haring  been 
transferred  to  the  Halifax  Circuit  (No.  12),  in  succession 
to  Mr.  James  Stansfeld.  Mr.  Cox  was  called  to  the  bar  at 
the  Inner  Temple  in  June.  1851,  and  has  hitherto  prastised 
as  a  draughtsman  and  oonreyancer  at  the  equity  bar.  The 
learned  gentleman  is  the  author  of  several  legal  treatises. 
His  first  work  was  published  in  1861,  being  a  compilation 
of  "  The  Orders,  Statutes,  and  Kegulations  affecting  the 
Practice  of  the  Court  of  Chancery;  with  Notes."  In  186S 
he  issued  a  work,  entitled  "  The  Institutions  of  English 
Uorernment;  being  an  account  of  the  Constitution,  Powers, 
and  Procedure  of  the  Legislatire,  Judicial,  and  Adminis- 
tratire  Departments,  with  copious  references  to  Ancient  and 
Modern  Authorities."  His  next  work,  in  1S68,  was  on  the 
subject  of  "  Ancient  Parliamentary  Elections,"  and  in  the 
same  year  he  published  "  A  History  of  the  Reform  Bills  of 
1866  and  1867." 


GENERAL  CORRESPONDENCE. 

Sir, — Could  any  of  your  readers  kindly  inform  me  which 
is  the  earliest  term  for  my  final  examination  ?  I  was  articled 
in  February,  1 868,  and  passed  my  intermediate  examination 
in  Trinity  Term,  1870.  N.  S.  P. 

25th  September,  1871. 


The  Times  of  India  makes  a  very  important  suggestion 
about  the  codification  of  the  Hindu  law,  and  we  fully  in- 
dorse it.  There  can  hardly  be  any  donbt  that  some  points 
of  Hindu  law  have  become  obsolete  of  themselves,  and  that 
others  caU  for  speedy  interference  on  the  part  of  the  Legisla- 
ture. With  all  due  deference  to  the  learned  judges  who 
administer  Hindu  law  in  our  courts,  we  believe  thiit  their 
interpretations  of  that  law  hare  often  been  incorrect.  This 
is  partly  the  result,  no  doubt,  of  the  inaccurate  translations 
on  which  alone  the  judges  can  depend.  But  to  aroid  all 
these  evils  and  to  make  the  future  administration  of  the  law 
easier,  a  code  prepared  carefully  with  the  assistance  of 
competent  pundits,  would  furnish  a  good  remedy.  A  num- 
ber of  text  books  of  Hindu  law  remain  untranslated,  and 
some  of  those  that  are  translated  arc,  as  above  remarked, 
somewhat  inaccurate  in  sundiy  places.  The  latter  works 
might  be  revised,  and  the  former  translated  for  the  first 
time.  And  with  their  assistance  and  with  the  assistance  of 
native  Shastria  learned  in  the  law,  a  code  would  not  bo  a 
Tory  hard  matter  to  compile.  It  must  be  remembered  that 
the  more  important  works  on  Hindu  law  arc  themselves 
thrown  into  something  like  the  form  of  a  code,  being  divided 
into  different  titles,  the  leiirning  on  each  of  which  is  con- 
centrated under  it.  Of  course,  in  preparing  a  code  now, 
some  of  the  arrangements  will  have  to  be  changed.  All  wo 
say  is,  however,  that  a  beginning  and  not  a  quite  imperfect 
one  has  been  already  made.  It  must  also  be  borne  in  mind 
that  the  small  knot  of  real  masters  of  this  old  learning  aro 
fast  dying  out,  and  that  if  the  work  is  to  be  tak^n  in  hand, 
it  ought  to  be  commenced  very  soon,  because  if  it  be  post- 
poned there  is  the  chance  of  our  losing  the  invaluable  aid 
of  our  old  pundits. — From  the  Indu  Fra/cus/i.  ^ 
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UNIVERSAL  PEACE. 
(From  the  Timu.) 

The  first  annnal  meeting  of  the  Workmen's  Peace  Amo- 
ciation  was  held  on  Wedneadaj  evening  at  their  oonncil- 
room,  Bnddngham-atreet,  for  the  pnrpose  of  electing  a  conncil 
for  the  ensuing  year,  and  also  for  the  purpose  of  considering 
how  best  to  gam  snpport  thronghont  the  country  daring 
the  coming  winter  in  aid  of  the  proposition  to  be  bronght 
before  the  House  of  Commons  next  session  by  Mr.  H. 
Sichard,  H.P.,  which  proposition  has  for  its  object  the 
establishment  of  a  permanent  system  of  international  arbi- 
tration. The  chair  was  taken  by  Kr.  Calbraith.  The  cooa- 
ril  for  the  year  having  been  elected,  it  was  resolved  that  a 
series  of  public  meetings  be  held  thronghont  the  country 
in  aid  of  the  movement,  and  also  for  the  purpose  of 
urging  opon  all  constituencies  not  to  vote  for  any  man 
as  their  Parliamentary  representative  who  will  not  pledge 
himself  to  heutily  support  the  application  of  the  prin- 
ciple of  international  arbitration.  The  following  outline 
of  a  plan  for  the  establishment  of  a  High  Court  of  Na- 
tions was  then  resolved  upon,  to  be  submitted  to  the 
country: — 

"Preamble. — Whereas  war  signally  failed  as  a  means 
for  the  settlement  of  international  dispates,  and  being 
opposed  to  the  character  and  spirit  of  the  age,  in  the  be- 
Uei  that  by  a  conference  permanent  peace  and  concord 
between  nations  would  be  promoted  by  the  establishment 
oi  a  High  Court  of  Nations  on  the  basis  set  forth  in  the 
following  articles : — 

Article  1.  Constitution. — Every  separate  and  independent 
Government  to  have  the  power  to  appoint  an  equal  num- 
ber of  representatives  to  snch  Court. 

Article  2.  Duties  of  the  Court. — The  Court  to  draw  up  a 
code  of  international  law  providing  (or  the  settlement  by 
the  Court,  on  the  basis  of  such  code,  of  all  disputes  that 
may  from  time  to  time  arise  between  the  Governments  re- 
presented. 

Article  3.  Ji}risdiction  and  Power. — The  jurisdiction  of 
the  Conrt  to  extend  to  all  Oovemments  represented,  but  its 
power  of  interference  to  be  limited  to  the  external  relations 
of  such  Oovemments,  so  as  under  no  circumstances  to  in- 
terfere with  the  internal  affairs  of  any  nation. 

Article  4.  Decision  of  Court. — Any  Government  repre- 
sented refusing  to  be  bound  by  or  neglecting  to  obey  the  de- 
cision of  the  Court  within  a  time  speci&ol  for  that  pur- 
pose, shall  be  adjudged  and  declared  to  be  internationally  out- 
lawed, and  tiie  other  Governments  shall  thereupon  suspend 
diplomatic  intercourse  with  snch  Government,  and  prohibit 
commercial  intercourse  with  the  nation  it  represents,  until 
they  shall  conform  to  the  decision  of  the  Court. 

Article  5.  Differences  for  which  no  provision  is  made  in 
the  international  code. — In  case  of  a  dispute  arising  between 
Governments  for  which  no  provision  shall  have  been  made 
in  the  international  code  the  Court  shall  have  power  to 
arbitrate  upon  and  arrange  such  dispute,  and  any  Power 
refusing  to  accept  its  award  shall  become  amenable  to  tho 
penalties  contained  in  Article  4. 

Article  6.  Differences  between  Governments  not  repre- 
sented at  the  Court — In  case  of  differences  arising  between 
Governments  not  represented  at  the  Conrt,  that  its  friendly 
services  be  tendered  as  mediator  to  a4just  snch  differences. 

Decision  of  t^  Court — Some  friends  of  peace  advocate 
the  creation  of  i^intemational  force  to  secure  tho  carry- 
ing out  of  the  decrees  of  the  Court,  but  we  believe  that 
Article  4  of  the  proposed  plan  provides  a  weapon  strong 
enough  for  the  purpose ;  that  in  fact  it  is  the  high  destiny 
of  commerce  to  oecome  a  substitute  for  the  sword  in  the  set- 
tlement of  international  disputes.  We  believe  that  nations 
are  now  so  commercially  dependent  upon  each  other  that 
commercial  isolation  womd  so  seriously  affect  large  sections 
of  their  population  that  they  would  soon  compel  their 
Governments  to  submit" 

The  proceedings  closed  with  a  rote  of  thanks  to  the  chair- 
man. 


PUBLIC  coKPijrm. 

eoviBKH  ncT  rons. 
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•  A  reoeivee  no  dividend  antas  per  eankhea  been  piMot. 


On  Wednesday,  Vice-Chancellor  Wickens,  the  vacation 
judge  of  the  Conrt  of  Chancery,  granted  an  injunction  on 
the  application  of  the  Commissioners  of  Sewers  of  the  City 
of  London,  restraining  Mr.  Johnson,  of  Lake  House,  from 
proceeding  to  plough  up  the  great  avenue  at  Wanstead, 
Being  part  of  Eppiog  Foiest 


MOKBT  MARKBT  AND  CiTT  IXTBLLtO»C1! . 

The  markets,  in  spite  of  temporary  rallies  ixaof  ^ 
week,  have  been  influenced  by  the  expectation  of  i  htis 
advance  in  the  rate  of  discount,  and  thu  has  been  faUM^ 
the  Bank  directors,  on  Thursday,  again  raised  the  nteinc 
three  to  four  per  cent  Prices  were  not  adversely  iS*:*- 
in  consequence  of  this  decision,  as  the  result  had  bemlutJ 
for.  And  in  many  cases  railways  showed  man  iiaa 
after  the  decision  became  known.  The  dcimnd  for  cro* 
is  still  active  at  the  increased  rates. 

A  prospectus  has  been  issued  of  the  new  Somlirer '  ?:* 
phate  Company,  Limited ;  capital,  £130.006,  is  13^ 
shares  of  £10  each.  The  objects  for  which  ihe<smfaf> 
formed  are — The  purchasing,  or  leasing  and  toHdii;- 
mines  or  quarries  of  phosphate  of  lime,  and  other  oil*' 
or  products  of  a  like  or  similar  nature,  in  the  I''^'^ 
Sombrero,  in  the  West  Indies.  The  rendering  muUM 
mannfaotnring,  transportation,  and  sale  of  pho^cMS 
lime  and  other  minerals  or  products  of  wfaatever  iisi  ■'■ 
tained  by  such  working.  The  acquiring,  making  pmS^ 
maintaining,  and  using  of  bnildiags,  roads,  railnt^B* 
ways,  canals,  stock,  plant  and  other  works  and  aa.t» 
ences  for  the  purposes  aforesaid,  and  otherwise  in  coesetf 
with  tho  property,  operations,  or  business  of  the  oob^k 
The  acquiring,  providing,  chartenng,  and  using  °f  * 
going  and  other  reesels  for  the  conveyance  of  the  *^* 
minerals  or  products.  The  carrying  on  the  seretal  bo* 
of  business  of  a  trading  company  in  the  miaenb  *  f^ 
ducts  aforesaid,  and  the  doing  all  thing  iacidoAJ  *  <* 
dnoive  to  Uie  foregoing  objects. 


Dbath  of  Me.  Jcsticb  Ukookooi,  CHrsi.ts  Hsuun^ 
— "  We  regret  to  learn  that  the  recently  appoiaJri^J 
judge  of  the  High  Court  of  CalcutU,  Mr.  Jutioe  Csag 
Ghunder  Mookeijee,  died  on  the  aft«moon  of  'V]? 
laat,  having  been  snddenly  stricken  with  paraljW^  * 
went  home  from  court  oomidaining  of  i  h««J**]^  * 
almost  immediately  became  nnconscioai,  bom  ™'*  ^^ 
we  understand  he  never  recovered."    The  &jW"*5 


of  him  : — "  He  was  a  man  of  aouad  legal  acqi 
solid  atultty,  which  qualities  were  none  the  las  rwlj 
they  were  set  in  character  that  ■was  singuliriy  "^"j  », 
and  modest      He  had  a  most  genial  mtaaet,  o*  •" 
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ndest  of  hearts,  and  will;  be  mach  missed  by  all  who 
isvhim,  not  least  by  his  brethrea  on  the  bench  and  friends 
the  b»r  of  the  High  Court."  On  the  assembling;  of  the 
BTt  on  the  following  day,  Mr.  Justioe  Phear  referred  to 
t  lois  the  bench  had  sustained,  and  as  a  mark  of  respect 
r  the  memory  of  his  late  colleague  he  closed  the  court  for 
titj.  With  reference  to  the  vacancy  caused  by  the 
kth  of  this  gentleman,  the  EnglUhman  says  : — "  We  have 
try  reason  to  believe  that,  looking  to  the  comparatively 
btstite  of  the  files  of  the  High  Court  and  the  approaching 
lom  of  Sir  Richard  Couch  and  Mr.  Markby,  noappointment 
D  be  made  to  fill  the  vacancy  caused  by  the  death  of 
C  Justice  Unookool  Chunder  Mookerjee.  Indeed,  it 
BIS  probable  that  the  Grovernment  will  avail  itself  of  any 
^rtunity  that  may  occur  for  some  time  to  come  to  reduce 
iltaff  of  judges  of  the  High  Court." — Bombay  Gazette. 


BiBras,  K&Bsi&ass,  and  okatss. 

BIRTHS. 

lOKS— On  St.  Michael's-eve,  Sept.  28,  at  Brooklands,  Stroat- 
Tn,  the  wlfo  of  George  Henry  Brooks,  of  Doctors' -commons, 
q.,  of  a  daughter. 

a— On  Sopt.  2G,  at  St.    Brlavel's,  Epsom,  the  wife  of 

~~i  White,  solicitor,  of  a  son. 

M.VRIilAQES. 
— Vjxcbnt— On  Sept.   21,   at    St.  John's,  Fulham, 

jr  Butcher,  of  Bouverie-ntreet,  and  Stonharn  Lodge, 
SmUedon,  Surrey,  solicitor,  to  Francos  Emma,  only  daugh- 
:of  Philip  Vincent,  of  Walham-groen. 
UkniN— SHKrPEE— On  Sept.  26,  iit  the  Church  of  the  Holy 
inity,  Bedford,  David  Pitcairn,  barrister-at-law,  of  Lin- 
kl's-inn,  to  Mary  Hine,  second  daughter  of  the  late  Francis 
eppee,  Esq.,  Physician-General  of  the  late  Hon.  E.I.C.'s 

y  Army. 


LONDON   CAZEirES. 


Creditors  under  Estates  in  Ohtuoery. 
LaiC  Day  of  Proof, 
Feid»t,  Sept  22,  1871. 
',M«ry,  Brynm«wr,  Brecon,   Wiitnw.     O^t   10.     Lyle  c  Ellwood, 
;  Wickena.    Crawley  k  Ci,  Whitshall-pl 

Creditors   under  22  k  23  Viet.  cap.  85. 
L<ut  Day  of  Claim. 
FKlDtT,  Sepc  12,  1971. 
|B,  Hf ,  New  Ferry-pl[,  Cbeshire,  Surgeon.    Oct  22.    Laces  & 


,  John,  Tenterdan,  Kent,  Farmer.  Nor  1.  Uunn  ft  M«ce, 
srden 

Barham,  Teaterden,  Kent,   G^nt.     Nuv    I.     Munn  &  Mace, 
•rden 
O,  Elij,  Wlclten,  Cambridge,  Widow.    Nov  1.    Kitchjojrs   & 

Nevmarlcet 

I,  Wm,  Biahopsden  Farm,  Kent,  Farmer,     Not  1.    Manii  & 

Tenterden 

Hester,  Wllmott-st,  Brunswick-sq,  Widow.    Nov  1.    Franklin, 
MdMjt,  Inner  Tempie 
Tlioi,  Mancii,  Gent.    Oct  20.    Anderton,  Clitheroe 

\  John,  Dorking.  Surrey,  Innkeeper.     Oct    20.    Hart  4  Co, 

ng 

iSaml,  Farklands,  Sarrey.  Esq.  Oct  16.  Hart  &  Co,  Dorkin r 
Tboe,  Lozley,  Warwick,  Farmer.  Dae  1.  Warden,  Stratford* 
-Avon 

Hy,  Rotherham,Tork,  Cliemlst.    0;t  16.    Mellor,  .Sliefflold 
^Mepli  Brtdicewriter,  Birm,  Jeweller.    Oct  31.    Kadun,  Birm 
,  Arabella  Redwood,   West  Marlands,  Hants,  Widow.     Not  20. 
ins,  Soatharaploa 

Wm  Joseph,  Seaforth,  Lancashire,  Merchant.    Oct  31 .    Holden 
javer,  Lpool 
R,   Fhlllis,     Bognor,    Suaseir,    Widow.      Oct    «).      Lnckett, 
Uog 
,  Wm,  Twyford,  Hants,  Esq.    Not  10.    Bowker.  Winchester 

Rale,  Saml,  Little  Dawley,  Salop,  Innkeeper.    Oct  16.     Potts  & 
nseley 
ib  John  l.cwls,  Leigbton,   Wilts,  Esq.    Nor  1.    Pinnlgcr  ft  Son. 
pbury 

ill,  BenJ  Brigzs,  Bradford,  York,  Wine  Merchant.    Nor  30. 
Bradford 

Fras    Wm,   Arenue-rd,   St   John's-wood,   Esq.     Nov    30. 
>az  &  Sod,  uioldamith's  Hall,  Foster.lane 

Maria,    Upper  Marytebonc-st,  Spinster.      Oct    31.    Hume  & 
Qt  James-Kt,  Bedford-row 

1,    Geo,    Kingattin-upon-Hnll.  Farmer.    Deo    1.     Roberts    & 
HnU 

EB«,  Upper  Southwick- St,  Hyde-pk,  Spinster.    Dec  20.    Walker 
'.ineau.  Kln)<'a-rd,  Gray'a-inn 
n,  Chas  Hutton,  Wltton-le-Woar,  Durham,  Commander  B.X. 
J.    Trotter,  Bishop  Auckland 

TnisDtr,  Sept.  26,  1871. 
m,  Leamington  Friers,  Warwick,  Esq.    Not  2j.    Inglehy  fe 


Brown,  Saml,  sen,  Canton.st,   Bait  India-rJ,  Poplar,  Gent.    Nor   I. 

Carpenter,  llrabaat-ct,  Pllilpott-lane 
Coulson,  .Mary,    North  Shields,    Northumbsrland,    Widow.     Oct    23. 

Falconar,  Newcastlft-iipon.Tvne 
Hedley,  .las,  Newc««tle-npon-Tyne,  out  of  business.    Dec  1.    Oliartres 

«  Youli,  Newcasile-npon-Tyoe 
Isaacs,  Jacob,  Jeffrcy's-sq,  Esq.    Novl.    Tippetts  fc  Son,  Gt  St  Thomas 

Apoatle 

Jackson,  John,  Hatnmerwich,  Stafford,  Esq.    Xor  30.    Barnaa  &  Rusiall 

Lichfleid 
Kelsoy,  Hy  Thos,  Barnet,  Hertford,  Oant.    Oct  27.    Lydall  k  Sweeting, 

South>tinpton-bMira,  Cnancery-lario 
Leaoh,  Timolliyi  Blackburn,  Lincuhire,  Aijoat     Oct   31.    Cloueh  k 

Poldini,  Hlackburn 
Leigh.  Eliiha,  Lpool,  Earthenware  Dealer.    Nor  16.    Foster  k  Son, 

Lpoul 

Micholl,  Thos,  Redruth,  Cornwall.  Doctor.    Oct  30.    Downim.^edratU 
Otton,  Thos  Alfred,  Stretford,  nr  Manoh,  Comm  Agent.  Deo  23.   Carter, 

Austin  Friara 
Parry,  Wm,  Rhyl,  Flint,  Gent.    Nor  1.    Gold  &  Co,  Denbigh 
Preiton,  Warmsiey,  Over  Djrwau,  Lancashire,  Paper  Stainor.    Oct  31. 

Wilkinson,  Blackburn 
Reading,  John,  sen,  Priors  Hardwick,  Warwick,  Oant.  Nor  6.    Weloh- 

man,  Sootfaam 

Reisa,  Theodore  Emil.  Northumberland-ter,  Kegent's-pk-rd,    Agent.' 

Not  30.    Smith  &  Co,  Bread-st,  Cheapside 
Smith,  Wra,   Londeaborougta,   York,   Qeat.     Dae   1.     Moody  fe    Co, 

Scarborough 

Stohart,  Jane  Culley,  Auckland,  Durham,  Spinster.    Nov  1.    Trotter, 

Bishop  Auckland 
Thomaa,    Lewis,    Abergele,   Denbigh,    Gent.     Nor    1.     Gold   ft   Co, 

Denbigh 
Wakeford,    Wm,    Hants,    Wine    Merchant.     Oct   31.     Sharp    &   Co, 

Suntbampton 
While,  Edmund,  Montagu-st,   Portraan-sq,  Gent.    Oct   Vi.    Milman, 

Soutbampton-bldgs.  Chancery-lane 
Whittcrton,  Edmund,  Manch,  Hotel  Keeper.     Oct  21.     Hankiuaon, 

Manch 

Wood,  Joseph,  Lower  Broughton,  Manch,  Cap    Manufacturer.    Not 

16.     Lamb,  Manch 
Woodroffe,  John,  Gi  Horkssley,   Esaei,    Grocer.    Nor  IS.    Neck  & 

Donaidaon,  Colchaater 

Bankmpti. 

FaiDtT,  Sept,  22,  1871. 

Under  the  Bankruptcy  Act,  1869. 

Creditors  must  forward  their  proofs  of  debts  to  the  Registrar. 

To  Surrender  in  London. 

Welch,  Edwd  John  Cowling,  Mellna-pl,  St  John's-wd,  Engineer.    Pet 

Sept  19.    Spring-Rice.    Oct  11  at  1 1 .30 

To  Surrender  in  the  Country, 

Benbow,  Richd,Huyton,  nr  Lpool,  Grocer.  Pet  Sept  18.  Hime.    Lpool. 

Oct  4  at  2 
Cheetham,  Joseph,  Earlston.  Lancashire,  Watchmaker.     Pet  Sept  18 

Nicholson.     Warrlnittoa,  Oct  3  at  12 
Gamble,  Edwd,  WiRan,Linca6hire,  Draper.    Pet  Sopt  18.    Woodcock 

Wigan,  Oet4at  12 
Glover,  Wm,  jun.  Stone,  Stafford,  Licensed  Victualler.     Pet  Sept  \i 

Spilsbury.    Stafford,  Oct  2  at  12 
Uurndail,  John  Sutciura,  ThosHurndall,  8c  Cbaa  Oldheld,  Bristol,  Wiaa 

Merchants.    Pet  Aug  12.     Harley.    Bristol 
Janaway,  Geo,  Farnham,  Surrey,  Horse  Dealer.    Pat  Sept  !1.    White. 

Oiiildrord,  Oct  7  at  2 
Jones,  Geo,  Marlborough,  Wilts,  Confectioner.  Pot  Sept  18.    Townsend. 

Swindon,  Oct  4  at  12 
Northcote,  Richd  Chris,  Bristol,  Licensed  Victualler.      Pet  Sept  19, 

Harley.     Bristol,  Oct  10  at  12 
Owen,  Thos,  aen,  Woodchurch,  Kent,  Farmer.     Pet  Sept  IS.     Young 

Hastings,  Oct  7  at  II 
Rymill,  John,  Mitcham,  Surrey,  Leather  Seller.     Pet  Sept  IS.     Row- 

land.    Croydon,  Oct  3  at  2.30 
Wood,  Saml,  Birm,  Stone  Merchant.     Pet  Sept  15.     Butcher.     Birm 

Oct  3  at  1 1  ' 

TuESDtT,  Sept  26,  1871. 

Under  the  Bankruptcy  Act,  1869. 

Creditors  must  forward  their  proo.'s  of  debts  to  the  Registrar, 

To  Surrender  In  London. 

Bell,  John  Joseph,  St  Hy  Harris,   Hanover-st,  Pimllco,  Builders.     Pet 

Sept  21.     SprioK-liice.    Oct  10  at  12.30 
Blake,  Walter  Alfd,  Orange. rd.  Bermindsey,  Ink  Minufacturar,    Pet 

Sept  22.    Spring-Bice.    Oct  11  at  12.30 
Collng,  John  Tnos,  Gt  liussell-st,  Bioomsburyj  Wine  Merchant.     Pet 

Sept  21.     Spring-Kice.    Oct  II  at  12 
Mills,  Anna  Julia,  iieaumoni-st,  Deronablre.pl,  Spinster.    Pet  Sept  23. 

Brougham.    Oct  17  at  11. 

To  Surrender  in  thi  Cjuntry. 

Cochrane,  Thos,  Hamlet-rd,  Nonrood ,  a  i  II  Ij  •.    Pet  Sept  32.  Rowland 
Croydon,  Oct  10  at  3 

Harris,  Joseph  Crojliaw,  8t  Hatry  Our,  Manch,  Dealers  in  Earthen- 
ware.   Pet  Sept  21.     Kay.    M  i  i  li,  Oct  19  at  9.30 

Lowe,  Fredk,  Lower  .Mitcham  Gr^'cn,  Surrey,  Coal  Merchant.    Pot  Sept 
22.     Rowland.     Croydon,  Oct  10  at  2 

Stone,   Fredk,  Chipping  Wycombe,  Bucks,  Chair  Hannfacturar.     Pet 
Sept  23,     Watsou,    Aylesbury,  Oct  10  at  II 

Thomas,  John,  Newbridge,  Monmouth,  Grocer.    Pet  Sept  22.     Roberls. 
Newport,  Oct  20  at  I 

White,  John,  ShelliBid,  Grocer.    Pet  Sept  21.     Wake,    Sheffield,  Oct  3I> 
at  12 

BANKltaPTCIES  ANNULLED. 
Faioar,  Sopt.  22,  1871. 

Blanck,  August  Fredk,  Gloucester,  Comm  Agent.    A«g  17 

Donald,  Jaa  Petrie,  Strand.    Sept  20 
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FklBAT,  Sept.  32,  IMU 

AUom,  Sunt,  Blrktnboad,  Obester,  CaMnet  Maker.    Get  (  at  8,  at  oflea 

of  Downhtm,  Mark*t.«t,  Birkenhead 
Barnea,  Woi,  aen,  Qt  Yannouth,  Norfolk,  Smack  Owner.     Oct  5  at  12, 

atolBce  of  Cobnde,  Klnt-st,  Ot  Yamumch 
Bartle,  Edwd,  Coloe,  Lancashire,  oat  of  bnsinesa.    Oct  6  at  2,  at  oCBeea 

of  Roblaion  A  Robloaen,  North-it.  Keighler 
Barton,  John,  Aahton-nnder-Ljme,  Lancashire,  Falotar.     Oct  (  at  II, 

at  office  of  Clayton,  George-at,  Aahton-nnder.LTna 
Bedwell,  Chas,  jun,  UndBald,  Sussex.    Oct  10  at  S.tO,  at  tha  Star  Hotel, 

Leves.    Lanxbam.JiiB,  tJokSeld 
Boniface,  Ry ,  Birkenhead,  Cheater.  Bnilder.     Oct  3  at  3,  at  oBlaea  of 

Asplnall  A  Bird.  Union-ct,  C«8tle*st,  Lpool 
Bntdler,  John,  Mew  Windsor,  Berks,  Baker.     Oct  II  at  1,  at  ofllee  c( 

Dnrant.  Clarence-rtllas,  Kew  Wmdaor 
Burler,  Geo  Troal,  Leeds,  oat  of  bnainesi.     Oct  U  at  9,  at  olBoa  of 

Stratton,  Bank-at.  Leeds.    Harle 
Clarke,  Wm,  Tanstal),  Stailbrd,  Yeast  Dealer.     Oct  1 1  at  *,  at  offlcaa  of 

Aloook,  John-8t,  Tunstall 
Clengh,  Matcheir,  Newcasale-npon-Tfne,  Bnilder.     Oct  6  at  I,  at  the 
Queen's    Head  Hotel,    Filgrlm-at,  Newcastlc-npon-TTne.      GIbaon, 
Moaley-at,  Newcaatle-ntKm-Tyne 
Cohen,  Lewis,  Leeds,  Cloth  Merchant.    Oct  4  at  3,  at  affieea  of  Bo<&«  & 

HMIglej,  Bank'btdga,  Boar-lane,  Leeds 
Coleman,  Jonathan,  Shrewsbnry,  Salop,  Hosier.     Oot  4  at  11,  at  Offices 

of  Morria,  Swan-hill,  Shrewabninr 
Cook ,  John,  Derby,  NsturaUst.    Oct  i  at  3,  at  officaa  of  Brins,  Fall-at, 

Darby 
Cox,  John,  Harper4t,  New  Kent-rd,  Cbemist.    Oct  5  at  IS,  at  oOaea  of 

Come,  Clament'a-inD,  Strand 
Darke,  Rlchd,  Brtatol,  Boot  Cacter.     Oot  9  at  12,  at  oflnaa  of  CHfton, 

Cora-st,  Bristol 
DearlInK,  Wm,  Carshalton.Soirey.Uillar.  Oot2at4,at  US,Oha^>Ilde. 

Armstrong,  Old  Jewry 
Be  Bacher,  Marie,  Greek-at.  Soho,  Fronch  ProTlalon  Dealer.     CM  II  at 

12,  at  ofBcea  of  Maddox  It  Oraeo,  Watarloo-pl,  Pall  mall 
Debnam,  Joseph,  Railway  Approach,    London-bridge,    ManBfcctBrer. 

Oct  1  at  11,  at  office  of  Uarriaon,  FumiTala-inn,  Holbora 
Dnrell,  Danl.  fe  John  Dnrell,  Chnrch-row,  Honodadiieh,  Fackia(  Caae 

Makers.    Sept  29  at  1,  at  offices  of  Dobie,  Baalngball-st 
Brans,  Rlchd,  Aberyatwith,  Cardigan,  Batcher.    Oct  6  at  11,  at  tha 

Conrt-hoaae,  Aberrstwith.    Jones 
Fanlkes,  KnM,  HoTeringham,  NetU.  Miller.     Oot  7  at  12,  at  office  of 

Asbwell,  Middle-pavement,  Nottingham 
Fish,  Jas  Leonard,  Little  Tower-st,  Qerk.ln  Holy  Ordera.    Oct  10  at  1,  at 

18,  New  BridKeat,  Blaekfiiars.    Rand,  New-inn,  Strand 
Foratar,  Geo  Hy,  Binglay,  York,  Tailor.    Oct  10  at  11,  at  oAoaaof 

Robinson  fc  Robioaon,  Nortk-at,  Keighley 
Fnlford,  Robt  Wm,  Royaton-st,  Wellington-pl,  Viotoria-pk,  ont  of  bnat- 
neas.    Oct5at2,atofflcesorOodfrey,  Baslngball-at.  Wataon,  Basing- 
hall-at 
Gamer,  Saml,  Saithdaran,  Denbigh.  Farm  Bailiff.     Oct  9  at  1,  at  oflce 

of  Tibston,  Bank-st-cbamb«n,  Wraxham 
Gregory,  Thoa,  WHlliiigrord,  Berks,  Ironmonger.     Oot  10  at  3,  at  the 
Oeorga  Inn,  Hifh-at,  nalllogft>rd.    Hedges  &  Marshall, 'WaWngftotd 
Harper,  Fredk,  Birm,  Grocer.  Oct  6  at  10,  at  office  of  Kadeo,  DsMstt'a- 

hill,  iiirm 
Bayward,  Geo,  Chatham,  Kent,  Watchmaker.    Oct  S  at  2,  at  the  Masons' 

Ball  Tarem,  BaaiBghall-at.    Hllla  k  Winch,  Chatham 
Hodgkinson,   Oeo,    tc   Chas  Bodgklnaon,   WolTerhampton,   Stafford, 
Oalraolsers.    Oct  2  at  1 J ,  at  offlcea  of  Prior,  Qoean-at,  WolTerhampton 
Bopkineon,  Wm,  New  Lenton,  Notts,  Gomm  Agent.     Oct  10  at  12,  at 

offloo  of  Tkorpa  k  Thorpe,  Thnrland-s^  Nottinghaia 
Honihton,  Dagdale,  Dowles.  Salop,  Land  Agent.    Oct  10  at  13,  atoSloea 

of  Caddick,  New-at.West  Bromwich 
Johnson,  Saml.  Birm,  Grocer.    Oct  i  at  >,  at  ofllcaa  of  Harrison  &  Star- 
key,  Canon-9t.  Birm.    Rowlands,  Birm 
Jordan,  Wm.  Old-st,  St  Luke's, .Lirery-stable  Keeper.    Oct  6  at  3,  at 

offlcea  of  Taylor  fe  Jaqnet,  Soath-st,  Flnabory-at 
Jadd,  Air  King,  Thatoham,  Berks,  out  oi  bnainess.     Oct  5  at  10,  at  the 

White  Hart  Inn,  Market-pl,  Newbury.    Care,  Newbary 
Kay,  Wm,  Tnndiail,  BtiilTird,  Cabinet  Maker.     Oct  4  at  2,  at  offloaa  of 

Alcock,  John -St,  Tunstall 
Kenyon,  Jaa,  St  Helen's,  Lancashire,  Builder.     Oct  13  at  3,  at  offices  of 
Gibson  k  Bollaod,  South  Joha-st,  Lpeol.     Boaaloy  &  Oppenbdm,  St 
Helen's 
Legge,  Job,  fc  Alf  Hilton,  Smethwick,  Staltird,  Iron  Manofkcttirors. 

Oct  4  at  12,  at  the  Bn-ih  Inn,  Dadtey.    Watts,  Dudley 
Lowe,  John,  Stoekport,  Cheater,  ProTialon  Daalar.    Oot  S  at  II,  at  offloe 

of  Dariea,  Vemon-st,  Stockport 
Manley,  MIeheal,  Bradford,  York,  Anctloneor.    Oct  1  at  10,  at  offloaa  of 

Green,  Aldermanbory,  Bradford 
Mason,  Jaa,  Newoastle-nnder-Lyme,  Stafford.  Saddler.  Oct  i  at  3,  at  the 

Railway  Hotel,  Stoke-npon-Trent.    LIteUleld,  Nercaatio 
ICawaon,  John,  Holme,  Lancashire,  Tailor.     Oct  II  at  3,  at  offloe*  of 

Farrington,  Moeley-st,  Mancb 
McDoff,  Matthew,  Uaydock,  Laneaabire,  Farmer.    Oct  S  at  II,  at  office 

ot  DaTiea  ft  Co,  Oonmercial-chambers,  Warrhigton 
Uaddyman,  Joseph,  Digbeth,  Birm,  Froiterer.    Sept  SO  at  II,  at  office 

of  Parry,  Bennett'a-biU,  Birm 
Hoir,  Andrew,  Sallbrd.  Lsncashiie,  Machinist.    Oct  fi  at  11,  at  ofBcaa  of 

Rilaon,  John  Dallon-et,  Maoch 
Ferry,  Beber,  West  Cowea,  lale  of  Wight,  Baker.    Oct  4  at  10.30,  at  the 

Star  Hotel,  Newport.    Damant 
Pollard,  Jas,  White  Horae-id,  Croydon,  Bnilder.     Oct  10  at  If,  at  the 

Oi«yhonnd  Hotel,  Hlgh-st,  Croydon.    Alien  *  Co 
Powers,  Alf,  Bedford,  Baker.    Oct  7  at  4.30,  at  offioa  of  OonqiMSt,  Dake- 

Bt,  Bedford 
Seward.  Oeo  MInter,  Chepstow-rlllas,  Bayswater,  ont  of  biuliiesa.    Sept 

39  at  I,  at  13,  Hatton-gardea.    Hope,  Blypl 
Sharpies,  John,  Bolton,  Laneaabire,  Oootractor.     Oot  6  at  3,  at  oOoea 

of  ftamwell  fc  PanningtoD.  Mawdsley-at,  Bolton 
Spurrier,  Chaa  Wm,  Folkestone,  Kent,  Hotelkeeper.    Oct  U  at  i|  at  Ike 
Alexaodra  Hotel,  Folkealone.    Mlitar,  FoUuatoiie 


Taylor,  Joseph,  Nottingham,  Lace  Manafictater.  Oct  10  at  IS,U(iSai 

of  Cianch  ft  Rowe,  LoTr-paTement,  Nottingham 
Tnkir,  Petar,  Maaeh,  Smaltware  Deaisr.    Oet4  at3,stoaeaia(Wa 

«  Boyar,  Braxaanaae-st,  Maoch 
Thomas,  Jas  Hnnt,  Sheffield,  Draper.    Oct  9  at !,  at  oOcsof  Fuiank 

Co,  Bonrerie-st,  Flaet-st 
Teara,  Cbas  Wb.  Leigb-st, Bortoa-oreeaent, Bnttemsi.  Ootaaia 

cOee*  of  Scett,  Soath-aq.  Sr^e-bn 
WaUace,  Robt, Warley,  Essex. Mesaman.  Oct4atl,ult,Hiitai.pidii, 

Marshall,  Lineola'aJon-Aalda 
Wallers,  John.  Colton  Mill,  Stailbrd,  Uaier.    Oct  4  at  10,  it  site  tf 

Orabb,  Talbet-tar,  Rogeley 
WiUers,  John  Eddes,  Cbslmafbrd,  Eiaex,  Saddler.   Oettstll,tt*a 

of  Birth,  Oheimaford 

TnasAT,  Sept.  26, 1871. 

Adooek,  Wm.  Birm,  Cheaaiat.     OetIA  at  ll,at  oOesef  Allas,U» 

passage,  Birm 
Bryce,  David,  ThorahiU-creacent,  Bsmsbnry,  AdTertising  AfoL  On    ' 

7  at  12,  at  offloaa  of  Biddies,  Soatbaapton-bldgs,  CkaaRry-liM 
Bntler,  Walter  Wm,  Baii-st,  Kanaington,  Stationer.   Oct  11  aU,  a 

offices  of  Smart  fc  Co.  Ohoapalde.    Detmy,  Ooleman-st 
Bydder,  Bobt,  Humbles,  Oystarmoatta,  Olaaorgan,  Uoeaael  Tidafii. 

Oct  6  at  3,  at  offices  of  Morris,  Rutland-st,  Swansea 
Carlton,  Tbos,  Kingstan-apon-HoU,  Printer.     Oct  9  ul,it«aa« 

Sonunera,  Manor-st,  Kingatoa-apon-Hall 
Carter  Isabella,  Newcawlo-Bpon-Tyns.     Oct  &  at  3,  atoOeeioOai- 

field,  Market-«,  Newoastle-npon-Tyne 
Cooke,  Fredk  Wm,  Banisley.  York.     Oct  9at  3,  at  oOeas  alBsjat 

Payne,  John  Wlliiam-at.  Hndderafield 
Craddoek,  Edwd,  Fowkoa-bldgs,  at  Towar^t,  Engineer.   Oelllai,( 

offices  of  Rlgby,  Botolph-Une 
Crewe. SamU  Blackpool.  Lancashire,  Innkeeper.    Oit  (at  II, it olas 

of  Plant  &  Abbott,  Cannon-st,  Preaton 
Erwood.  Fredk.  Watliuc-st,  Accooataot.    Oct  6  at  3,  at  cam  <(  hat- 
ley,  Baainghall-st 
Feake,  John  Saml,  Swanaea,  Glamorgan,  no  bnaineaa.     Oct  I  al  (a 

oOea  of  Morria,  Katiand-st,  Swansea 
France,  Tbos, Oiaashoaae-at,  Begmt-st.LloonsedTietasllsr.  Oilllt 

3,  at  offlcea  of  Koberta,  Moorgatr-at 
Grant,  Patrick,  Halifax.  York,  Hat  Dealer.    Oct9at3,attfl<atifMk 

Baram  Top,  HaHtix 
Beaton,  Chas,  Gt  Bolton,  Laacaahlre,  Otocar.     Oct  9  st  II,  at  eOwt 

Morria,  Towahall-ohambers,  Choiley 
Hopkins,  Hy,  Birm,  Engrarer.     Oct  6  at  II,  at  offices  of  Ft«a,In|ilt- 

row,  Birm 
Bowes,  Geo,  Birm,  Coacb  BoUder.    Oct  11  -at  3,  at  offlea  tfLm, 

Temple-at,  Birm 
Hogbes,  Chris,  SaUbrd ,  Laneaabire,  Comm  Agent.    Oei  6  at  t,  S  <*e 

of  Jones,  Frinceaa-4t.  Manch 
Johnaon,  Geo  Fredk,  Brighton,  Snasex.  Chemist.    Oct  17  at  t  u  Ik 

Onlldball  Coffeo-honse,  Oreaham-st.    Peafold.  Btightoa 
Killeen,  Thoa,  Rk^hmond,  Sorrey,  S<diaolmaiter.     OaSatl,ittfita 

of  Morley  ft  Staireff,  Mark-lane 
Loaaby,  jToeeph,  Kettering,  Northampton,   Boot  Manfacimr.  QO 

9  at  11,  at  the  George  Hotel,  Kettering.    Bnmham  ft  Baaiy,  flBir 

borough 
lyons,  Jas,  Birm,  Commission  Salesman.    Oct  13  at  3,  at  Iks  Im 

Hotel,  Templeat,  Birm.    Rowlanda,  Biim 
Marriage,  Jaa  Bothan,  WilUngUm,  Dacluun,  Oothler.    <M>Ul,( 

offlea  of  Thornton,  Market-pl,  Biahop  Aaekiand 
Marshall,  Thoa,  Old  Kent-rd,  Baker.  Oct  4  at  3,  at  tbe  OmaaUm 

Upper  Qrange-rd,  Bennondsey 
Melrille,  Ann  Olongb,  fc  Oeo  Cloagh  HelTille,  Xsnoh,  Geaenl  Onka 

Oct  9  at  S,  at  officea  of  Chew  fc  Sona,  Swan-at,  Manch 
Mcintosh,  John  Geo,  Linton,  Hereford,  Draper.    Ou  ltatll,itii> 

of  Knott,  Foregate-st.  Woroeeter 
Miller,  Hy.Coleford,  Oloncoater,  Baker.    Oct  12  at  ll,atcacao(«K 

Commerolal-street,  Newport.    Williams,  Uonmoatb 
Hoore,  Helen,  Walsall,  Stafford,  Bntetaer.    Oct  7  at  11,  at  CM' 

Sheldon,  Lower  Hlgh-st.  Wedoeabnry 
Moore,  Kiohd  Hanks,  Bath-at,  Newgaie-at,  Fringe  Maaatiaars.  » 

■  0  at  1 1 .30,  at  offlees  of  Lind,  Qt  James-at 
Mott,  Joseph  Oweo,  Hawkhnrst,  Kent,  Orec«r.    Oct  Hull,** 

(^een  Hotel,  Hawkhnrst.    Palmer,  TonbrMge 
Moxon,  Jas,  Smitb-st, Nortbampton-aq,  oat  ofbnaiDesi.  Ot>*'n 

at  offices  of  Marshall,  Hattoo-gardeo  ,   , 

Neatherway.EdwdHy.Wost  Ba4-rd,TottanbMn,CI«k,  OttUa> 

at  the  Whltehonss,  Hadloy,  Bamet.    Harris 
Nlckolla,  Tbos  John,  Chalgrore,  Oxford,  Fanner.    Oct  II all, •" 

Lamb  noiel,  Wallingford.    Dtgby  ft  Sons,  Uncohi^iaB-*Mi 
Palmer,  Wn,  Walsall,  Sbiflbr*,  Harness  Fomltare  Maseteetrw.  W 

13  at  11,  at  tbe  Ifradford  Arma  Inn,  Lower  Koahall-al,  WalsiIL  iaai, 

Walsall  J 

Parham,  Rkse,  Road,  Somerset,  MlUer.    Oct  7  at  19.1*,  at  ■•>•  < 

Seagram  ft  Wakeman,  Warminster  . 

RIgby,  Jas,  Bolton,    Lancashire,   Joiner.      Get  6  at  <,  rt*a< 

Barnwell  k  Pennlngtaa,  Mawdaley -at,  Bolton 
Boebnek,  Jas,  Leeds,  ont  of  bnainess.    Oot  I«  at  3, at  aOaslKn 

Baak-st,  Leeds  .  _  j_ 

Bonn, Chas,  Aahfixd,  Kant,  Ueeoaed  Vktaaller.    Oct  *«>;«7* 

^Danoank  Murton,  Sonthsmpton-st.  Bioomsbofy.    "'fzH 
Sabine,  Alfred  Cleokbeaton,  York,  Draper.    Oct  II  alll,i>«** 

Harris,  Leeds-rd,  Bradford  ^      ^^ 

StddaUiAoqaUlaHarafklUTodmorden,  Laneaabire,  Boatwts.  Wi- 

at  4,  at  the  White  Haft  Hotel,  Todaioidea.    Saatwaed    .  _..^_j 
SinlMd,  Wm  Fndk  Sloane-eq,  Ohelaea,  Baker.    Oct  l<  a(l^  «•■•• 

Lawranoe  fc  Co,  Old  Jewry-ohambera  ^ 

Bkalton,  Mary  Ana.  Leads,  ProrisiaB  Dealer.     Oet  II  at  4,  •>«■*' 

Fawcett ft  Malcolm,  Park-row,  Leeds  .^ « ...c 

Snow,  Albert,  Newport,  Isle  of  Wight,  ao  eeaBpaMaa,    MBa^" 

dBoet  of  Msrahail,  Lincotn's-ion-tlelds  ^•_i 

8wift,Jotai,Penisteiia,  York.  Draper.    Oct «  a*  3.  at«*is«fU"' 

Harrison,  Ragent'St,  Bamsley  _         a.u.1 

Tdmer,  Hy,  Wolrerhampton,  Stafford,  Attaraey^t-La*.    Oa**" 

atoaoeeofStnktlon,Qiieen-at,  WolTerhaatpioa      ^^ 

Watehom,  Cliftoa  John,  Wyeombe-tar,  Homaey-rd,  Onm-  w 

iM,  at  oOcae  of  Uad,  Gt  Jaoiee-at,  BeOteA-^ov 
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Th$  OJUt*  of  iM$  JovBHAi.  and  aj  th$  Wbbut  Ripobtbr 
it  iMtv  «(  12,  CwM't-eami,  Canj^-itrttt,  W.C. 

Tht  Satieripllon  to  th»  SouoiTOBS'  SovkxilL  u—'Ttwn,  28<., 
Cotmtry  2S«./  with  the  Wbbklt  Rbportbb,  52*.  Payment 
in  advance  ineludet  Oottile  Numbtn  and  Pottage.  Suieeriiere 
ean  hate  their  Volumee  bound  at  the  Office — eMh,  2«.  6d., 
half  law  ealf,  4«.  6d. 

Ml  Lettere  intended  for  pubUeation  in  the  "Solicitor^  Journal " 
muetie  authentieated  by  the  name  of  the  writer,  though  not 
neeteearily  for  puilieation. 

Where  difimUy  ie  experieneed  in  procuring  the  Journal  with 
regularity  in  the  Protineee,  it  it  requeeted  that  application  be 
made  direct  to  the  Puilieher. 

SDI^e  Solkitars'  3a«rixa(. 

LONDON,  OCTOBER  T,  1871. 

Thb  Jitdioatubii  Oouassioir  uw  attempting  to  draw 
»  line  of  diatinotion  between  Tolnntaiy  and  involnntary 
oredit,  with  a  view  to  reoderiag  ■  Tolantaiy  small  debt 
ineooTerable  at  law.  A  atatiitioal  letam  now  in  ooDrse 
of  pieparation  by  the  tegiatiars  of  the  oonnty  conrts  is 
avowedly  intended  to  serve  this  purpose.  The  Home 
Office,  which  is  the  channel  through  which  this  kind  of 
iDformation  is  obtained,  asks  the  registrars  to  say  in 
bow  many  oases  "  credit  may  be  inferred  to  hare  been 
given  Tolnntarily,"  with  a  view  to  disooTering  how  many 
of  anoh  "claims  wonld  be  abolished  if  they  were  not 
•nforoeable."  How  registrars  are  to  draw  the  required 
inferences  will  probably  be  a  pnzzle  to  most  of  them,  if 
they  attempt  to  go  beyond  the  broad  distinction  between 
aetions  of  oontraot  and  of  tort.  This,  however,  cannot 
b«  what  the  Home  Office  wants,  unless  the  idea  is  to 
Abolish  all  actions  of  contract  below  a  certain  snm.  The 
xetnm  is  to  show  how  many  oases  of  voluntary  credit 
sure  entered  in  the  county  ooorts  for  forty  shillings  and 
l«se,  'and  to  divide  these  into  cases  of  one  shilling  and 
less,  from  one  shilling  to  five  shillings,  and  from  five 
■hillings  to  forty  shillings.  The  idea  of  making  any 
one  of  these  snms  the  minimum  leooverable  at  law 
■eems  as  absurd  as  anything  imaginable  in  the  way 
of  "  law  reform."  It  is  tlie  tritest  of  truisms 
to  Mij  that  the  amount  of  a  claim  ia  no  test  of  its  im- 
portance, and  any  attempt  to  apply  suoh  a  test  must 
end  in  failure.  Limitations  of  actions  must  be  sought 
in  other  directions,  if  at  all,  and  the  seekers  must  be 
guided  by  limitations  already  in  existence,  suoh,  for  ex- 
ample, as  the  *'  tippling  Act,"  and  the  "  tippling  section  " 
of  the  last  County  Oonrts  Act.  Debts  must  continue  to 
ba  irrecoverable  not  because  of  their  particular  amount, 
bnt  because  they  belong  to  some  immoral  or  otherwise 
£DJarionB  oategory. 

The  object  of  these  endeavonra  to  limit  actions — 
Buunely,  to  protect  the  poorer  classes  against  the  "  tally 
aa«n  "  and  money  lenders  who  llgnre  so  largely  in  oonn^ 
oosxts — is  doubtless  praiaewotthy,  bnt  the  promoters  of 
tb«  object,  like  many  other  weU-meaning  people,  seem 
to  be  on  the  wrong  tack. 


Tbom  and  attir  thb  2md  Notbxbbb,  1S71,  the 
«•  Habitnal  Criminals  Aot,  1869,"  ia  repealed  and  the 
*<  Prevention  of  Crimes  Act,  1871  '  (84  «  36  Vict.  c.  112) 
comes  into  operation.  One  section  of  the  latter  Aot  will 
be  a  great  boon  to  those  who  have  property  necessarily 
exposed.  The  number  of  petty  thefts,  which  go  nnpun- 
jabed,  is  almost  incalculable.  Many  and  many  a  family 
im  well  known  to  the  police  as  existing  almost  entirely 
on  thieving.  The  stolen  goods  are  easily  disposed  of 
tluroagh  the  nnmerooB  marine  store  dealers,  who,  of  course, 
'feMke  precautions  not  to  be  aware  of  any  theft.  The  13th 
eection  of  the  new  Aot  will,  we  think,  be  pretty  effectual 
in.  checking  these  small  depredations.  It  provides  that 
«  any  dealer  in  old  metals  who,  either  personally,  or  by 
akn;y  servant  or  agent,  purohsses,   receives,  or  bargains 


for  any  metal  mentioned  in  the  first  column  of  the 
aohednle  annexed  hereto,  whether  new  or  old,  in  any 
quantity  at  one  time  of  less  weight  than  the 
quantity  set  oppoeite  suoh  metal  in  the  eeoond 
column  of  the  sdiednle  annexed  hereto  shall  be  gnilty 
of  an  offence  against  this  Aot,  and  be  liable  to  a  penalty 
not  exceeding  £6.  For  the  purposes  of  this  aeotion  the 
term  '  dealer  in  old  metals '  shall  mean  any  person  deal- 
ing in,  buying,  and  selling  old  metal,  scrap  mebal,  broken 
metal,  or  partly  manufactured  metal  goods,  or  defaced 
or  old  metal  goods,  and  whether  auob  person  deals  in 
anoh  artiolea  only,  or  together  with  second-hand  goods 
or  marine  stores." 

The  qoantitiee  of  metal  set  down  in  the  schedule  are 
one  owt.  of  lead  and  half  a  cwt.  of  copper,  bras;,  tin, 
pewter,  German  silver,  or  spelter,  or  any  composite  the 
prinoipial  ingredient  of  which  ia  any  of  these. 

Moreover,  saetion  16  provides  that  a  constable  may  in 
certain  caaee  be  authorised  in  writing  by  a  chief  officer 
of  police  to  enter  any  premises  in  search  of  stolen  pro- 
perty and  aeiie  any  property  he  may  believe  to  have 
been  atolen,  jnat  as  If  he  were  authorised  by  a  search 
warrant. 

The  two  cases  in  which  this  may  be  done  are—"  First 
when  the  promisee  to  be  aearohed  are,  or  within  the  pro- 
ceeding twelve  months  have  been,  in  the  ooonpation  of  any 
person  who  haa  been  convicted  of  receiving  stolen  property 
or  of  harbouring  thieves  ;  and,  secondly,  when  the  pre- 
mises to  be  aearohed  are  in  the  ooonpation  of  any  person 
who  has  been  convicted  of  any  oSenoe  involving  fraud 
or  dishonesty,  and  punishable  by  penal  servitude  or  im- 
prisozunent." 


Thbbb  bbems  to  be  a  oarions  desire  to  faaten  upon 
the  legal  profession  the  character  of  ebrioaity.  If  we 
are  to  give  oredenoe  to  all  the  oharges  which  are  so 
fredy  made  in  the  present  day,  in  reference  to  different 
classes  of  society,  we  must  peif  oroe  conclude  that  we 
have  fallen  upon  a  orapnlous  age,  however  uncon- 
scious many  in  us  may  be  of  the  unattractive  phe- 
nomena whidh  are  said  to  be  so  patent  to  the  observation 
of  our  more  cenapribns  contemporarlea.  The  Avuriotm 
Zan  Review  tells  us  that  :— 

"  In  Amerioa  all  lawyers  drink  ;  very  few  are  eobtr 
after  ten  o'clock  in  the  morning.  It  is  not  onstomary  to 
keep  shory  bottles  or  beer  barrels  in  offices,  becanie  aherry 
and  beer  are  rarely  dmnk  in  America — except  by  womee. 
Lawyers,  like  all  other  men,  drink  whisk.y,  and  for  this 
purpose  a  hogshead  of  it  is  kept  in  every  prsotitioner's  saft. 
Formeriy,  it  was  kept  in  the  main  office,  bnt  since  the  intro- 
dnotion  of  wall  safos  (and  the  passage  of  the  prohibitory  laws, 
whioh  aie  now  so  common  throughout  the  ooaatcy)  the  safe 
has  been  found  the  most  eonvenient  place.  For  conveyancers^ 
however,  the  register  of  deeds  keeps  a  supply.  This  practioe 
most  necessarily  be  nnknown  to  the  English,  owing  to  the 
absence  of  compulsory  registraUon.  Formerly  in  Massa- 
chusetts, no  ooabraot  was  ooniidered  valid  in  the  profession, 
nnlass  it  had  been,  to  use  the  term  then  in  vogue,  "  ratified." 
Ratification  oonsisted  of  a  solemn  drink,  inter  partee,  partioi- 
pated  hi  by  the  attorneys.  Whether  this  oostom  wonld  ever 
have  ripened  into  law  it  ia  impossible  to  say,  because  the 
practioes  we  have  been  describing  excited  for  some  reason  so 
mni^  animosity  among  the  Jesnits,  that  they  procured  the 
enactment  of  a  prohibitory  law  by  the  Legislature,  nominally 
directed  agabist  the  sals  of  aU  liquors,  really  however, 
against  the  Bar.  This  has  resulted  in  making  alcoholism  in 
dbambers  more  secret.  It  is  thought,  however,  that  nothing 
mil  totally  eradicate  it,  except  the  introduction  of  light  Euro- 
pean wines." 

What  can  this  mean  ?  Ie  it  that  the  public  whioh 
has  endured  a  "Tammany  Hall  "  and  an  "  Erie  Bing" 
puts  up,  as  a  emkU  matter,  with  a  legal  profeasion  "  very 
few  of  whom  are  sober  after  ten  o'clock  in  the  morning  "; 
or  is  this  piece  of  self-aaonsation  as  ridionlous  as  the 
mare's  neet  of  legal  alcoholism  lately  unearthed  by  a 
legal  journal  on  this  side  of  the  Atlantic?  Amerioan 
lawyers  who  come  to  England  tell  ns  that  lawyers  in  the 
States  werk  nothing  like  ao  hard  as  their  brethren  here. 
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The  tone,  too,  of  the  legal  profeMion  ft  very  mooh  len 
fa^tidion^  in  America  than  in  Eoglaad.  Bat  there  is 
moderation  in  all  things,  and  \ye  do  not  believe  that  the 
American  lawyers  are  the  exception  which  proves  that 
mle.  The  paragraph  in  onr  Transatlantic  oontemporary'i 
pages,  if  not  Intended  as  a  hoax,  mast  have  been  written, 
after  ten  a.m.,  by  an  nnfortnnate  specimen  in  a  mood  of 
generalizatioD. 


SEPABATE  ESTATE— EFFKOT  OF  COKTBACn  ON 
HUSBAND'S  BIGHT  OF  COHABITATION. 

When  it  was  admitted  that  a  married  woman  ooald, 
nnder  the  protection  of  equity,  poseeis  and  enjoy  penonal 
property  to  her  own  sole  and  separate  nae  independent  of 
the  debts  and  oontrol  of  her  hnsband,  the  diiBonlty  was 
felt  of  reoonoQing  the  doctrines  of  the  eommon  law 
which  gaTe  to  the  hnsband  the  pcssoseion  and  confetol  of 
all  the  personal  pnq^Mrty  of  his  wife,  the  legal  ownership 
of  whicli  was,  by  the  aot  of  marrlag*,  taransfemd  to  him, 
with  the  eqnitable  notion  which  saw  in  the  wife  alone 
the  real  owner  of  the  inoperty.  This  ditHonlfy  was  most 
strongly  felt  where  there  was  no  interposition  at  tmatees 
in  whom  the  legal  ownenhip  might  be  vested,  and  the 
technical  separation  of  the  proprietary  right  be  thus 
maintained.  Legal  diiBonlties  were,  however,  not 
nllowed  to  thwart  the  beneficent  views  towards  the  wife 
which  became  prevalent  in  the  Conrt  of  Obaaoery,  and 
it  was  settled  in  an  early  ease,  where  there  waa  a  devise 
of  real  estate  to  a  married  woman  for  her  separate  use, 
and  no  intervening  tmstee,  that  the  hnsband  should  be  a 
trostee  for  his  wife,  even  ia  opposition  to  the  rights  of 
his  creditors  under  the  bankrupt  laws  (Bennett  v.  Daviee, 
2  P.  Wnw.  816).  The  same  doctrine  was  applied  in  the 
case  of  chattels  real,  and  a  pnrohaser  for  vidoe  from  the 
hasband,  with  notice,  was  treated  as  a  porohaser  with 
notice  from  any  other  tmstee,  and  decreed  to  hold  sub- 
ject to  the  wife's  equity  {ParJur  v.  Brooke,  9  Yea.  583). 
li  was  also  held  Utat  where  a  legacy  waa  given  to  a 
married  woman  to  her  separate  use,  even  if  the  husband 
obtained  a  transfer  to  himself,  the  onus  was  osst  upon 
him  of  showing,  by  clear  evidence,  that  it  was  intended, 
with  the  assent  of  his  wife,  to  destroy  the  trast  {Rich  v. 
Cochell,  9  Yes.  369). 

In  a  case  where  personal  chattels  had  been  bequeathed 
to  a  single  woman  for  her  separate  nse  without  the  in- 
tervention of  any  tmstee,  sjtd  the  legatee  afterwards 
married  without  any  settlement  of  this  property,  and  the 
and  her  husband  lived  together  in  a  hooae  in  which  part 
of  the  chattels  (household  furniture,  &o.)  were,  it  whs 
strongly  contended  that  such  chattels  oonld  be  taken  in 
ezecntion  on  ttfi.  h>.  againit  the  goods  of  the  husband,  it 
being  urged  that  whatever  might  be  the  rights  of  the 
wife  if  she  had  been  under  coverture  at  the  time  of  the 
bequest,  yet  inasmuch  as  the  legal  interest  vested  in  her 
when  she  was  sole,  she  oonld  not  be  a  trustee  for  herself, 
and  the  equitable  and  legal  interests  must  have 
merged,  and  consequently  by  the  act  of  marriage  the 
whole  interest  legal  and  equitable  was  transferred  to  and 
became  vested  in  the  husband.  This  oontentiea  appeared 
to  derive  some  support  from  tiiose  cases  where  prt^rty 
had  been  given  to  women,  single  at  the  time  of  the  gift, 
to  their  separate  nse  without  power  of  anticipation,  and 
it  was  held  that  they  were  not  thereby  prevented  from 
calling  for  a  transfer  of  the  fund  Whilst  they  remained 
sole  (  Woodmetton  v.  WalkefT,  2  Buss.  &  M.  197  ;  Bnmn 
T.  Poeook,  ih.  210).  The  Lord  Ohanoellor  (Lord  Ootten- 
Iiam)  suspended  his  judgment  till  after  the  decision  of  a 
oa»e  in  which  he  considered  the  point  to  be  involved 
{TuUeU  r.  Anutronff,  4  My.  &  Cr.  390);  but  eventually 
decided  in  conformity,  as  he  held,  with  the  latter  case, 
that  the  rule  which  must  now  be  considered  as  applicable 
to  a  wife's  separate  i>roperty  is,  that  if  a  man  marry  a 
woman  with  property  so  dronmstanoed,  he  must  be  con- 
sidered as  adopting  the  property  in  the  state  in  which  he 
found  it,  and  bonnd  by  equity  not  to  disturb  it.  The 
sBbeeqnent  idlsxiage  attached  upon  the  property  as  it 


was.  He  therefore  held  that  not  only  the  pnptrt;  wliitk 
passed  to  the  wife  under  the  will,  bat  also  whit  hid  ben 
purchased  oot  of  her  savings,  was  protected  ig^ist  &• 
husband's  creditors  {Nettlande  v.  Ayster,  4  Hj.  k  Ct. 
408). 

Since  the  determination   of  the  last  esse  then  \m 
been  no  doubt   of  the  immunity   of  penoasl  dutldi 
belonging   to    the  wife  fr6m   the  debts  tod  enpit- 
ments  of  the  hnsband,  though  the  ohatteli  may  It  ii 
the  matrimonial  reeidenoe,  and  in  the  common  owoibolk 
husband  and   wife.      A   more    diffloolt  qaertiw  ka, 
however,    arisen.      If    the   hnsband    hu  hj  etntnit 
agreed  to  vest  certain  property  for  the  sole  snd  iquk 
nse  of  the  wife,  and  in    order  to  give  effect  to  adb 
contract  it  becomes  iMoeesary  to  enjoin  the  hHktndii 
sach  a  way  as  to  interfere  with  the  common  bv  t^ 
which  he  has  of  living  with  his  wife,  will  the  Gontrf 
Chancery  so  intesfere  ?     It  would  seem  that,  in  finstaf 
the  wife,  and  to  give  her  the  amount  of  protection  vUA 
may  be  necessary  to  secure  to  her  the  benefit  of  the  m- 
tract,  the  Conrt  will  not  shrink  even  from  the  exereJMof 
this  authority.     In  a  case  where,  by  an  ante-niptiil 
settlement,  certain  leasehold  premises  with  certaie  fn- 
nitare,  fixtures,  and  effects,  were  vested  in  tnuteaii 
trust  for  the  intended  wife  for  her  sole  and  seiiuateiK, 
notwithstanding  her  intended  coverture  for  her  life,  vitk 
remainder  to  the  intended  hiuband  for  his  life,  villiie- 
mainder  to  other  persons.    After  the  marriage,  t^  nen, 
as  alleged,  of  the  improper  ooudnot  of  the  hotbtad,  th; 
agreed  to  live  separate  (though  no  deedappeutotm 
been  executed),  but  the  husband,  without  the  aooMitrf 
the  wife,  entered  into  receipt  of  the  rents,  ke.,  ofAe 
settled  property,  distrained  on  some  of  the  tenanti,  ai 
disposed  of  some  of  the  settled  furniture  aod  eSeeti,  mi 
applied  the  proceeds  to  his  own  nse,  and  thieaisned  iffl 
farther  infractions  of  the  wife's  rights  under  the  aetft- 
ment.    By  the  wife's  bill  she  prayed  an  accoiutoftbt 
property  so  improperly  taken  poeaession  of  bj  theka- 
band,  that  he  should  be  restrained  from  Interttriig  wii 
the  trust  property,  and  be  enjoined  ftomorattssi^i* 
ponation  of  the  home  and  premitee,  Ifo.  2,  ^^^ 
etreet  (part  of  the  settled  property),  vkere  tkt  fWsIf 
resided.    It  was  insisted,  tot  tiie  husband,  that  tkt  »• 
straining  him  from  oontinnlng  In  possenion  of  thebw 
where  his  wife  resided,  and  bom  interfering  viUi  & 
furniture  comprised  in  the  settlement,  wooU  opentta 
a  divopoe  A  mentd  et  thoro,  and  in  no  case  had  flie  Coal 
carried  a  trust  for  separate  nse  to  that  extent    '^^ 
Chanoellor  of  England,  however,  held  that  the  Coait  W 
onlj  to  consider  whether  a  trust  for  the  separate  use* 
the  wife  was  created.    There  waa  nothing  nnlawftla 
the  settlement,  and  nothing  to  prevent  theOoartfna 
protecting  the  interests  of   the  parties  nnder  it   V^ 
injunction  had  the  effect  attributed  to  it,  a qBerfoiij 
would  not  determine,  the  husband  Would  not  be  vUh* 
his  remedy  in  the  Eoclesiaatical  Court  {6ree»  f.  Omt, 

6Hare.400n.).  ^  -v.  *    -.,-«. a 

In  a  very  recent  case  where  a  hnriiand  and  ww™ 
not  life  happily,  the  husband,  as  alleged,  '"^'j* 
guilty  of  various  acts  of  adultery  which  the  wife  W 
condoned,  a  deed  of  settlement  (poet-nnptU)  "• 
executed,  and  certain  leasehold  property,  •"•■J^Jl 
hotel  and  business,  ■wet«  settled  on  &»  wife,  " >»™T 
and  Intent  that  she  might,  in  tie  aaU  teasshdd  ?••[* 
carry  on  the  budnees  and  ooonpstion  of  a  P'*'**'~t' 
keeper,  in  the  same  manner  as  if  she  were  » fi^f^ 
•Via  nnvln V  tb«  nmta."     llio  wife  earried  on  ••  *•*• 


she  paying  the  renta."  Hie  wife  earried  on  I  .  _, 
successfully,  and  after  the  execution  of  the  ''W'^ 
the  hnsband  disappeared  for  more  than  rix  taoatkr,  ** 
suddenly  re-appeaied,  and  assume^  to  actss^tf^^ 
the  owner  of  the  premises,  and  generaBy  c'*^'"**"'' 
self  in  snoh  a  way  as  tronld  predhide  the  •"J'Jii 
the  business  In  the  same  satiaf  aotory  wty  (ff  •*  "TJ 
during  his  abaenoe.  The  wife  filed  her  WU,  ««•*" 
for  an  injunotton  to  restrain  him  from  ft«  aay  «f  J"Jf 
faring  in  the  conduct  of  th'e  bnsineas,  and  fW"  ■" 
tinuing  in  poiuerion  of  the  taid  fritmt*  hM  «••  r*" 
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miui,  or  any  part  thereof!'    The  oonnsel  for  the  bus- 
band  admitted  that  aooh  part  of  the  iojnaotion  as  would 
prevent  him  from  interfering  with  the  boaineaa  mnat  go, 
bat  strennondy  opposed  the  latter  part  of  the  prayer,  on 
the  ^ronnd  that  Uie  settlement  did  not  amount  to  a  sepa- 
ration deed.    The  separate  nse  of  a  married  women  did 
not  mean  that  she  was  to  take  the  property  and  live 
geparate  from  her  hnsband.    The  Oonrt  would  not  deoree 
a  leparation  between  hosband   and  wife^  whloh  snch  an 
injanotion  wonld  in  ellsot  be.    The  Ooort,  in  the  sbeenoe 
of  oontraot,  wonld  not  insert  the  words  it  was  required 
to  do,  and  here  there  wm  no  snoh  oontraot.    The  Vioe- 
Ohaoodlor  Malins,  howerer,  did  not  aooede  to  Uiis  reason- 
ing, hot  held  Uiat  the  Oonrt  abonld,  in  oonstming  the 
oontraot,  jdaoe  itself  in  the  position  of  the  parties  to  it, 
and  doing  so,  the  oironmstanoes  of  this  oase  showed  tliat 
when  it  was  agreed  that  the  wife  should  ooonpy  as  a  feme 
wle,  it  oonld  not  be  intended  that  the  hnsband  shonld  be 
allowed  to  walk  in  when  he  liked,  oooopy  any  room  he 
pleased,  and  oondnct  himself  as  the  proprietor.    He  oon- 
sidered  the  hnsband  had  clearly  Tiolated  the  oontraot  he 
had  entered  into  by  the  settlement,  and  he  granted  an 
injanotion  in  esnaa  of  the  pmyer  of  the  bill  ( Woed  r. 
UoMi,  19  W.B.  1049). 

Theee  oases  seem  to  show  that  it  is  not  only  by  a 
diitinot  deed  of  separation  that  a  hnsband  may  oontraot 
himself  ont  of  his  marital  right*  (inolnding  the  essential 
one  of  oohobitation),  but  may  eren  do  so  iiuUreetlg,  if 
the  eileot  of  the  oontraot,  oonstmsd  aooording  to  the 
general  priooiplee  of  interpretation,  iMsaoh  a*  to  require 
the  Roneoder  of  Uioee  rights  on  his  part.  It  is  soaroely 
possible  to  exhibit  in  a  more  striking  manner  the  prera- 
leooe  which,  in  modern  times,  has  been  established  in 
faronr  of  the  prinoiple  of  oontraot  over  that  of  ttmtue. 


FIXTURES. 
No.  V. 

Having  thna  examined,  nnder  the  foregoing  liead*, 
what  is  the  nature  of  the  annexation  neoessory  togroaad 
the  ohonwter  of  a  flztnxe,  and  what  ore  the  oironmstanoes 
which  may  take  away  that  oharooter  from  a  thing  in  it- 
self snffloiently  annexed,  it  remains  to  ooosUer  in 
hvoar  of  what  persons  a  right  of  remoring  fixtnxes  exists, 
what  is  the  nature  of  that  right,  how  for  it  extends,  and 
what  ore  its  effeots  with  reqieot  to  third  person*. 

I.  The  most  important  relation  in  vriiioh  this  speeial 
tight  of  remoTal  appears  is  that  of  landlord  and  tenant. 
"  Things  may  be  annexed  to  land  for  Uie  purposes  of 
trade  or  of  domestio  oonrenienoe  or  ornament  in  so  per- 
manent a  manner  as  (eally  to  form  a  part  of  the  land; 
tnd  yet  the  tenant  who  has  ereoted  them  is  entitled  to 
lemoTO  them  dnring  his  tsrm,  or  it  may  be  within  a 
Mosonoble  time  after  its  expiration  "  (Willes,  J.,  in  Olimie 
r.  Wood,  L.  B.  8  Ex.  389). 

The  role  may  oome  into  operation  either  dnring  the  ten* 
moy  Mr  at  its  axpiration,in  on  action  in  Uie  natnre  of  waste 
troogbt  against  the  tenant  by  tiie  rereraioner  in  respect 
>t  the  remoTol  of  things  wUoh  the  tenant  oloinu  to  be 
rithin  ttie  privflege,  or  in  an  aotioa  by  the  tenant  against 
he  landlord  for  hindering  their  ramoral;  and  it  will  be 
mderstood  that  it  may  eqaoUy  arise  iMtween  the  assignees 
rfaether  apeoial  or  general  of  the  original  parties.  Bx- 
ept,  however,  in  tlie  oases  of  bankraptoy  and  a  seianre 
7  the  shariff  nnder  %  ^  fa.  against  tihe  tenant,  it  most 
nqnently  ariaes  after  the  tenancy.  During  the  tenancy 
iseeniB  that  it  may  also  arise  under  the  qnestiaB,wbather 
ertain  thingaara  or  are  not  BUbJeete  of  distress.  Prisprifi- 
»ge  haa  alao  been  nixed  up  with  tlie  question  of  what 
M  flxtaraa  ivithin  the  nlnssse  abore  referred  to;  bnt 
s  haa  alnrwoflT  appeared,  reoeat  oasee  have  efteotnally 
isentanghd  Uiia  oonfusion,  and  riiown  that  a  deoiaion  in 
avonr  of  tba  TsawfgbilHy  of  a  thing  bT  *  tenant  is  no 
ridenoe  that  it  is  not  a  fixture,  althoni^  a  deoision 
gainst  its  tamorability  shows  oooolasiTely  titot  it  is. 

Ae  dMermined,  then,  by  these  oases,  what  is  the  natura 
Dd  exftasit  of  the  tenant's  prirllaga  F    In  PooW*  ease  (1 


Salk.  868),  where  the  sheriff  had  taken  in  execution 
against  the  tenant,  a  soap  boiler,  vats,  coppers,  tableii, 
partitions,  and  the  paving  of  a  ooortysrd,  it  was  held 
that, "  daring  the  term  the  soap  boiler  migrht  well  remove 
the  vats  he  set  np  in  relation  to  trade,  and  that  he  might 
do  it  by  common  law  (and  no':  by  virtue  of  any  custom) 
in  favonr  of  trade  and  to  encourage  industry.  Bnt  after 
(Ae  term  they  become  a  gift  in  law  to  him  in  reversion, 
and  are  not  removable; "  and  further,  "  that  the  sheriff 
might  take  them  in  execution  as  well  as  the  under  IsMen 
remove  them,  and  this  was  not  like  tenant  for  years  with- 
out impeadhment  of  waste;  in  that  ea«e  he  (fiord  Holt) 
allowed  the  sheriff  could  not  cut  down  and  sell,  though 
the  tenant  might;  and  the  reason  is,  because  in  that 
oase  the  tenant  hi^h  only  a  bore  power  without  an  in- 
terest, but  here  the  nnder  lessee  hatii  an  interest  as  well 
as  a  power,  as  tenant  for  years  hath  in  growing  oom, 
in  which  case  the  sheriff  oan  out  down  and  aaU."  In 
BalUm  y.  Bunder  (1  0.  H.  &  B.  866),  where  the  tenant 
sued  the  landlord  for  the  priee  of  fixtures  bargained 
and  sold  by  him  to  the  landlord  on  the  expiration  of  his 
tenancy,  Parke,  B.,  said,  p.  373,  "The  general  rule  is, 
that  goods,  by  being  ol&xed  to  the  freehold,  become  parcel 
of  it,  subject  to  the  right  of  Oxe  tenant,  if  he  affixed 
them  or  pnrohoeed  them,  to  remove  them  during  the  term, 
or  to  port  with  them  to  any  incoming  tenant." 

From  these  cosee  it  appears  that  the  right  of  the 
tenant  is  not,  as  has  ■ometimes  been  erroneously  inferred 
from  the  latter  case,  merely  a  right  to  remove,  but  also 
an  interest ;  and  thiat  the  fixtnres  subject  to  this  right 
do  not  become  the  landlord's  dnring  the  oontinnanoe  of 
the  period  for  exercising  that  right,  bnt  remain  the 
tenants  till  its  expiration ;  otherwise  the  plaintiff  in 
HalUn  T.  Bunder  oonld  not  have  reoovered  for  the  prioe 
of  flxtares  bargained  and  sold,  bnt  only  nnder  the  oount 
f nr  a  price  agreed  to  be  paid  for  abandoning  them.  By 
Tiiiue  of  this  interest  the  tenant  may  aeparate  them 
daring  tlw  term,  "and  thna"  (as  was  wtSA  in  HatUm  v. 
PunHer,  at  p.  875.  following  the  words  of  Gibbs,  O.J.,  in 
Ler  r.  Bitdon'), "  reoon  verl  tiiem  into  goods  and  chattels." 

Further,  although  by  annexation  they  have  lost  their 
quality  of  goods  and  chattels  {Lee  v.  Bitdon),  jat  the 
right  to  Utem  is  not  an  interest  in  land,  and  is  not, 
therefore,  within  the  4th  section  of  the  Statute  of  Frauds, 
but  will  pass  by  parol  oontraot  of  sale,  and  an  agreement 
for  thair  sale  will  be  binding  though  unwritten.  The 
latter  point  was  decided  in  Batten  v.  Jbtnier;  the  former 
af  Nisi  Prins  in  a  decision  whioh,  as  applied  to  the  oasa 
la  hand,  I*  of  doubtful  anthority.  In  that  caae  (P«M« 
T.  Jktwon,  3  0.  ft  K.  188)  a  verbal  agreement  for  the 
sale  by  the  reversioner  of  a  fixture  then  in  the  posssnsion 
of  a  tenant,  who  had  not  put  it  np,  but  to  whom  it  had 
been  demised,  was  sustained  on  the  ground  that  it 
was  a  trade  fixture.  Now,  however  true  it  might  ba 
that  a  landlord  oould  without  writing  sdl  Us  interest  in 
a  removable  flxtnre  created  by  the  tenant — that  is,  the 
interest  he  wonld  aoqnire  in  the  event  of  the  tenant  not 
removing  it — it  wonld  not  follow  that  he  oould  so  deal  with 
a  thing  ootuaUy  affixed,  and  inolnded  in  the  demise,  and 
whioh  wonld  bepartof  the  demised  hereditaments,  though 
mere  chattels  so  demised  wonld  not  ( JZoMntm  v.  Learoyd, 
7  H.  &  W.  48).  And  since  the  interest  of  the  landlord 
in  a  fixture  put  up  by  the  tenant  when  ha  had  aotnally 
acquired  it  wonld  ba  hia  Interest  as  owner  of  the  hare- 
ditamaata,  sinoe  ha  must  olsdm  It  on  the  ground  of  its 
being  port  of  them,  and  would  own  it  by  virtue  of  his 
title  to  them,  it  is  diffloult  to  see  how  even  the  leeser 
ptopoaltion,  that  he  could  before  sevaranoe  pass  snoh  a 
fixture  by  means  apt  only  for  the  eonveyanoe  of  chattels, 
can  be  matatidned. 

Thus,  then,  during  the  period  within  which  the  tenant 
haa  tb*  right  (rf  removal,  he  has  on  aotual  interest  in  the 
things  affixed  by  him  or  pnrohased  by  him  as  fixtures;  an 
interest  wlrioh  is  neither  an  interest  in  chattels  nor  on 
Intereet  in  land,  bnt  is  a  <diattel  interest  in  things  for  the 
time  bring  affixed  to  land ;  an  interest  by  virtue  of  whioh 
tiiosa  thi^  may  be  bargained  and  sold  by  him,  and  will 
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pMt  to  bit  Msignem  in  bankruptcy.  "  Certainly  it  is  an 
interest  of  a  peonliar  nature,  in  many  respeeta  rather 
partaking  of  the  character  of  a  oliattel  tlian  of  an  intarest 
in  real  estate  "  (per  Williams,  J.,  in  London  and  Weiit- 
mintter  Loan  and  VUeount  Company  ▼.  Drake,  6  C.  B. 
N.  S.  798),  80  singnlar  that,  on  the  one  band,  in 
the  case  cited,  a  conTeyance  of  fixtures  by  a  tenant  was 
beld  not  to  be  defeated  by  his  surrender  of  his  term,  on 
the  ground  that  it  was,  as  it  was  there  expressly  called, 
"  n  right  or  interest  in  land,"  and  that,  on  the  other 
fa  tud,  removable  fixtures  may  he  seised  ander  an  execu- 
tion of  fi.  fa.  as  inclnded  in  the  tenant's  "  goods  and 
cliasttli,"  a^  was  decided  in  Piwle't  roue,  and  an  baa  been 
eT--r  since  practised  and  allowed.  Whether  and  how  far 
H'loh  fixtures  are  distrainabla  is,  as  has  been  seen,  not 
«lear. 

This  right  of  the  tenant  is,  however,  so  frequently 
affected  by  special  stipulation,  that  it  is  proper  to  notice 
sooh  decisions  of  general  application  as  hare  been  made 
upon  this  head.  The  stipnladon  on  which  questions  have 
nsually  arisea  is  to  the  eifeeli  that  the  tenant  shall  repair, 
ajdattbe  expiration  of  his  term  yield  up,  all  '*ereotiona," 
**  buildings,"  "  improTements,"  "  fixtures,"  on  the  pre- 
mises, whether  already  there  at  the  time  of  the  demise 
or  pieced  there  afterwards  by  the  tenant.  The  effeot  of 
snob  a  stipulation  as  to  things  dearly  within  it  was 
considered  in  Dumergve  T.  Ruwutj/  (2  H,  ft  0.  777),  and 
it  was  there  held  that  it  made  the  fixtnree  which  it  re- 
ferred to  no  longer  the  subject  of  seixnra  under  an 
execution  against  the  tenant;  in  fact,  the  landlcid's  title 
is  by  means  of  it  accelerated,  and  the  things  affixed  become 
at  once  his  property  and  a  part  of  the  thing  demised. 

The  oonstrnction  of  sudh  a  stipulation  depends  upon 
ibi  terms.  The  cases  of  Earl  of  Mantfield  t.  BhicUmm 
(G  Bing.  N.  0.  436),  where  in  a  demise  of  saltworks,  salt 
pans  were  held  to  be  included  in  a  corenant  to  yield  up 
the  "  works";  Thrrsher  r.  Eatt  Lonian  Water  Wmit 
Ctimpany  (2  B.  k  0.  608),  where  a  tenant  who  hadcore- 
nanted  to  yield  up  all  buildings  was  not  allowed  to  re- 
moTe  limekilns,  erected  by  him  under  an  earlier  lease 
and  aotaally  included  in  the  existing  one;  Hazlett  ▼. 
Btuh  (18  C.  B.  898),  Wttt  i.  Btahemay  (2  M.  k.  O.  789), 
Penry  r.  Brown  (2  Stark.  408),  and  Martyr  r.  Bradley 
(9  Bing.  24),  where  the  tenant  covenanted  to  yield  up  all 
'*  erections  and  improvements,"  and  was  bald  not  entitled 
to  remove,  in  the  firtt  case  plate  glass  windows,  in  the 
second  a  greenhouse  and  vineriee,  in  the  third  a  verandah 
and  in  the  fourth  a  pair  of  new  millstones;  and  Naylor  v. 
O'Uinge  (1  Taunt.  19),  where  the  tenant  covenanted  to 
leave  all  "  buildings  and  creations,"  all  tnmed  on  their 
own  peculiar  phraseology.  The  only  points  of  interest 
determined  by  them  are,  that,  on  the  one  hand,  such 
Covenants  will  not  be  read  aa  though  removable  fixtures 
(  «iiether  removable  on  the  ground  of  ornament  or  trade) 
were  to  be  excluded  from  them  i  and  that,  on  the  other  hand, 
a^  shown  by  the  case  last  cited, and  by  Beaufort  r.  Bate* {lO 
Vf.  B.  200, 8  DeG.  F.  &  J.  881),  such  a  covenant  will  not, 
without  expiesa  words,  be  taken  to  apply  to  mere  chattels, 
not  being  fizturea  at  all,  and  it  was  aoooocdingly  tkere 
held  not  to  include  tnunplates  fattened  to  sleepers  merely 
nsting  on  the  gnmnd,  or  buildings  resting  upon  wooden 
blockB  or  pattens  laid  upon  the  gionnd  (and  such  were 
^patently  the  buildings  in  Bean  v.  AllMey,  8  Bsp.  II). 
If,  however,  inauoh  a  covenant  the  word  "fiztniee"  is 
used,  it  has  been  settled  by -£%«•<<  T..Bi«ik(i;>  (11  Ex.  IIS), 
Summery.  Bromiiem  (11  Jur.481,  IS  W.  B.  0.  Ii.  Dig. 68), 
«nd  Bumergiuy.B»mtey(a  H.*0. 777),  that  that  t«rm  wiU 
not  indode  removable  fixtnr«s,and  that  the  eovenaot  will 
only  be  read  as  giving  an  additional  oogenoy  to  the  tenant's 
obligation  to  yield  up  the  landlord's  fixtnies,  unless  some 
oircmnstance  shows  that  a  diflereot  sense  was  attached 
t<>  it  by  the  parties.  Such  a  cinsnmatanM,  it  was  argued, 
existed  in  Bithop  v.  Mliott  tiom  Uie  ftwt  the  words 
"  marble  chimney  piecea  "  occurred  in  the  speeifio  enu- 
neratioQ  of  artides  which  preceded  the  words  "and 
other  fixtures";  but  the  Court  held  that  those  words 
only  referred  to  snob  ordinary  marble  chimney-pieces  as  a 


tenant  would  not  have  a  right  to  remove  (we  (hi  sm  •» 
cited  l>dow). 

Iiastiy,  with  reepeot  to  things  indnded  in  nuh  idpa- 
lations,  and  which,  like  fixtures  existing  at  th«  timi  of 
the  demiae  and  inclnded  iu  it,  are  a  part  of  the  inberit. 
anoe  QStorer  v.  Buuter,  8  B.  icC.  368),  they  are,  on  tUr 
wrongful  severance  by  the  tenant,  reatetedtoUisoai- 
dition  of  goods  and  chattels,  and  an  immwliits  ri^ 
to  their  possession  vests  in  the  landlord  (see  iwrrmi  t. 
Ihompton,  5  B.  ft  A.  826). 

It  ahonld  be  added  that,  from' the  right  of  tbt  UadViid 
being  decided  and  affirmed  on  the  footing  of  lad  i 
stipulation,  it  can  by  no  means  be  safely  infamltlHt 
the  things  in  question  would  otherwise  have  btm  n- 
movable,  still  less  that  they  were  not  fixtures. 
{To  be  eontimued.') 


JXJDlCTiX   STATISTICS,  1870. 
Past  I. 

These  returns  oomprise  a  period  of  twelve  mietls 
ending  the  2»th  of  September,  1870,  and  contain  thiii- 
formation  usually  given. 

The  total  of  all  ranks  of  the  polioe  and  ooBttafaabiT 
ferae  of  Bngland  and  Wales  was  26,441,  being  S44  am 
than  in  the  previous  year.  Commlssioneis  and  aiaitsit 
commissioners  numbered  4,  district  and  iiup«elli| 
superintendents,  4;;obiefeonstablea  of  counties,  57;  hud 
constables  of  boroughs,  166;  superintendents,  S02;iai9ee- 
tors,  898;  Serjeants, 2,646;  oonstablee,  21,891;  sdfitiwl 
constables,  848;  and  deteotiv*  offloata,  488.  Ths  aeam 
in  tha  toiue  in  the  year  under  review  oonaisted  of  1  oUrf 
oonataUeot  a  county,  aS'head  oonatables  of  bonmgba,^ 
inepeoton,  22  eei^eants,  445  oonatables,  88  additiosil 
oonsUbles,  and  7  detectives;,  but  with  a  redastios  o(  1 
in  the  number  of  inspecting  superintendents,  and  11  of 
auperintendents,  leaving  as  above  atated  544  as  ths  totd 
number  added  to  the  force. 

The  office  of  inspeoting  anperintendant  of  Ustnpolita 
police  was  discontinued,  having  only  been  estsblidiadia 
1869.  Cempaied  with  the  esUmatad  popolatioa,  te 
whole  force  was  as  1  to  836.4,  haring  been  1  to  Mt* 
in  1869,  and  1  to  888.1  in  1868. 

Of  the  total  number  of  the  poUoe  and  oauttMuj 
7,352  are  borongh  constables,  9,273  oooni^  ceartitH 
»,118  Hetiopolitan,  and  699  c&ty  of  Lcmdon.'  It  te 
metropolis  the  inorease  in  the  nnmbaia  over  thoetf  tk 
previous  year  was  208.  In  the  city  of  Londwi  the  ii>- 
ber  u  the  same  as  in  1869.  Again,  tiMta  is  a  ooodte- 
able  addition  to  theooet  of  the  foitw.  In  tbeyett  t^ 
the  total  cost  waa  (omitting  fraetiona)  £8,116,884,  i« 
in  1870  £2,188,681,  showing  a  bsOance  of  inai* 
amounting  to  £66.686.    Of  the  total  amowit  we  Ma 

1869  that  £1,607,723  were  for  salnrlea  and  paj;«4'» 

1870  £1,669,960,  being  an  inareaaa  on  that  its*  •!<»* 
of  £62,227.  There  is  shown  a  dedaotion  of  i8,K8  it 
the  item  of  clothing,  and  of  j611,S74  in  misnifltww 
eharges.  ¥nlees  we  axe  shown  the  prineipls  on  wUa 
tiie  returns  are  made  out,  it  is  impoadble  te  •■f'"* 
whether  tiiis  decrease  in  "  miacellaneoas  charges'  hm 
or  only  apparent,  and  in  faot,on  tha  faceofttenua 
we  find  an  inoreaae  of  £10,80l|  for  station  hoait  ekM!*) 
ixinting,  fto.,  and  of  £8,9S4  in  the  item  of  k<n«M^ 
aess,.  forage,  fte.,  so  tbat  it  ia  open  to  ooqieotuewbiBK 
some  items  heMtofore  styled  "  aisnallaneooa"  ban  w 
been  more  recently  attributed  to  smne  ^eeifis  tasiia^ 
The  amount  paid  for  snperannnationa  and  gtataitisi  n> 
£64,980,  being  iE9,780  more  Uian  in  ti»  pceviss>7«t' 
The  sum  of  £64^980  oompiisas  £68,968,  ooatiibstri  tr 
the  Metropolitan  Polioe  Fond,  tbe  remaininff  £SJ^  *** 
ing  compoaed  of  paymante  made  to  the  eaaatr  •» 
bovoagk  foroes.  In  ad^tica  to  theao  amoaata  A^ 
of  £67,746  waa  paid  oot  of  the  saponnniwtiaa  ta«a 
tha  different  fwoos,  making  the  total  paid  te  m*^ 
annuations  and  giataitiea  £182,668.  Eaeh  aun  i«  "• 
police  and  oonatobolafy  force  coats,  ca  t)w  •'■* 
£  82  ]»>.  lOd.,  b«ng  16s.  more  thaa  in  1869,aad  £$  &  "• 
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mom  thui  (he  average  of  the  five  years  preceding  1869, 
and  £9  17a.  more  than  the  average  of  the  five  Tears 
immediatelr  preTions  to  the  year  1864.  Of  the  total  eost, 
£2,182,631,  the  snm  of  £466,088  vaa  oontriboted  from 
the  paUio  roTeane. 

The  retam  of  the  number  of  depredators  offenders,  and 
tnspeeted  persons  at  large,  so  far  as  known  to  the  polioe, 
is  in  the  same  form  as  last  year.  The  items  "  prostitutes  " 
and  "Tagraata  and  tramps"  are  omitted,  and  offenders 
of  either  of  those  classes  are  ennmerated  under  the  appro- 
priate hsadiag.  A  day  in  the  month  of  April,  being,  we 
anppose,  the  most  oonTcnlent  time,  and  abont  the  middle 
of  the  year,  is  set  apart  for  the  making  of  this  retnm  by 
the  polioe. 

In  1870  there  were  62,987  "depredators, offenders,  and 
nspected  persons  at  large,"  of  whom  7,187  were  under 
sixteen  years  of  age;  in  1869  the  total  number  was 
Si,349,  and  of  these  7,695  were  under  sixteen  years  of 
age.  The  total  number  in  1870  shows  a  decrease  of 
1,362,  following  a  decrease  in  the  preTions  year  of  2,386. 
la  the  metropolis  taken  separately  the  decrease  in  the 
onmber  of  these  classes  was  256. 

Beaidea  the  53,987  at  large,  it  appears  that  in  local 
prisons  there  were  (ezolnaiTe  of  debtors  and  naval  and 
military  offandeia)  19,470  prisoners,  and  9,658  in  convict 
prisons,  and  4,866  in  refbrmatoriw,  maUog  a  total  of 
86,886  as  the  number  of  the  orimlnal  olasse*.  In  the 
pravions  year  they  nnmborad  87,027,  being  66 1  more  and 
following  a  deorease  of  641,  In  1868.  There  were,  in 
1870, 18,081  houses  of  bad  oharaeter,  indnding  those  of 
laeeivers  of  stolen  goods,  public  houses,  baenhops,  o^ee 
shops,  brothels,  Ac. 

In  the  nnmbw  of  indiotaUa  olleaees  committed  in  1870 
we  And  a  deorease  <A  6,469,  following  a  deowiasu  of  689 
in  the  year  1869.  The  number  of  these  ofBanoes  was 
(1,973,  in  1870.  In  reapeot  «t  these  eiimea  we  find  that 
16,618  penoBS  mm  apprehended,  being  in  the  pH^wrtion 
if  61.8  per  eest. 

Of  the  36,618  parsons  apprehended  for  indictable 
iSenoes  it  appears  that  6,614  were  dlsdiarged  for  want 
i  evidence,  and  1,681  for  want  of  proeeentton  107  were 
lischarged  on  bail  for  further  appaaramw  if  required, 
,480  were  bailed  to  appear  for  trial,  39  were  committed 
or  want  of  suretiee,  and  16,742  wen  committed  for  trial 
!he  appiehenaiona  in  1870  are  in  the  proportion  of  51.8 
er  cent,  of  the  number  of  orimee  committed,  and  the 
umber  diecharged  not  coovieted  was  81.0,  and  thoae 
Mild  to  bail  or  oommitted  69.0  per  cent,  of  the  total 
nmlMr  apprehended,  so  that  the  number  held  to  bail  or 
Dmmitted  was  85.8  per  csnt.  of  the  total  number  of 
Ssaoes  reported. 

Of  the  51,973  offences  committed   in  1870,  and  the 
8,441     in    1869,    the    following    oompMatiTe 
Bomamtea  the  prinoipal  nissses  in  each  of  thoae  years. 


1870. 

1869 

Murder ... 

...      101 

161 

Attempts  to  murder     ... 

n 

«1 

8hootmg  at,  wounding;  fte 

...      681 

699 

Manslaughter 

...      919 

886 

Concealment  of  birth   ... 

...      164 

178 

Unnatural  offences 

...      180 

167 

Bape       

...      868 

311 

Aasanlta  with  intent    ... 

...      879 

805 

Aasaolts 

...      599 

755 

BuTfdary 2,878 

Bre^dng  into  warehousst^  &c...  1,586 

3,444 

1,768 

Bobbery  with  violence ... 

...      680 

716 

Cattle  stealing 

53 

68 

Horse  stealing 

...      884 

870 

Sheep  stealing 

...      686 

643 

Larcenies 

...86,108 

40,887 

Under  the  description  of  offences  against  the  person  we 
Id  that  there  were  2,707,  being  leas  than  in  1869  by 
il.  Daring  the  year  the  number  of  persons  appre- 
mded  for  offencea  of  this  description  was  2,755;  of 
lesa,  631  were  discharged  on  being  brought  before  the 
igiateMtM,  leaving  8,184  who  ware  held  to  bail  or  com- 


mitted.   This  number  is  in  the  proportion  of  78.7  p«r 
cent,  to  the  number  of  this  class  of  offences. 

The  number  of  persons  apprehended  daring  the  year 
in  respeot  of  the  6,197  offences  oommitted  against  pro- 
perty with  violence  was  2,466;  and  of  these,  661  were 
discharged  by  the  magistrates,  leaviog  1,915  who  were 
held  to  bail  or  commi^ad.  In  respect  of  the  44,068  re- 
maining offences,  the  number  of  persons  apprehendeil 
was  21,893,  of  whom  7,078  were  discharged  by  tli>> 
magistratee,  leaving  14,814  as  the  number  who  were  held 
to  bail  or  oommitted. 

Under  the  head  of  aammary  proceedings  before  magis- 
trates it  appears  that  626,869  persons  were  proceeded 
against,  and  that  389,718  ware  convicted,  leaving  137,157 
as  the  number  disoharged.  As  compared  with  1869  there 
is  an  increase  of  8,994  in  the  total  number  proceeded 
against;  and  of  17,006  In  the  total  number  oonviotad. 
There  is  an  increass  in  the  proportion  of  the  nnmber  of 
convictions  to  the  nnmber  of  thoae  prooeeded  against  be- 
fore the  magistratss,  following  an  increase  in  previooe 
years  as  shown  in  the  following  table: — 

Proportion  per 
Froeeedsd  against  cent,  oonvicted. 

1870  ...  586,869  ...  78.9 

1869  517,875  ...  71.9 

1868  ...  490,758  ...  70.7 

1867  ...  474,665  ...  70.6 
1866  ...  481,770  ...  70.8 
1866  ...  458,914  ...  68.S 
1864           ...           440,913           ...  68.8 

1868  ...  421.868  ...  67.2 
1862  ...  409,088  ...  66.7 
1861  ...  394,717  ...  66.7 
1860  ...  384,918  ...  66.4 
1859            ...           392,810           ...            68.6 

The  males  procaedmi  against  continue  to  be  abouteighty 
par  cent,  of  the  wholp  number. 

In  TMpvet  of  these  889,713  summary  oonviotions  befare 
nia^  iitrates  it  appears  that  61,812  persons  were  imprisoned 
fur  periods  varying  from  mora  than  fourteen  days  to  six 
months,  and  41,191  for  fourteen  days  and  under,  1,820 
were  sent  to  reformatory  schools  and  1,239  to  industrial 
sohooU;  848,643  vrere  fined  and  659  were  whipped.  In 
1869  the  punishment  of  whipping  was  inflicted  in  811 
instances. 

Of  the  total  number  of  persons  apprehended  for  indict- 
able offencea  and  proceeded  against  summarily  19,894, 
are  dewribed  aa  known  thieves,  88,917  (of  whom  9,508 
were  females)  are  deaoribed  as  habitual  drunkards;  and 
316,019  as  of  previous  good  character.  The  number  of 
known  thieves  at  large  is  stated  at  13,165,  of  whidh 
nnmber  1,807  were  in  the  Metropolitan  districts;  in  1869 
the  numbers  were  18,484  and  1,885. 

In  1870  there  were  90  appeals  to  quarter  sessions 
against  summary  oonviotions  aa  against  95  in  1869  and 
84  in  1868.  In  60  of  theee  appeals  the  oonviotions  were 
alBrmed,  and  in  the  remainder  quashed.  The  summary 
oonviotions  (exdosive  of  bartaidy  eases)  numbered 
886,488,  and  the  appeals  (exclusive  also  of  bastardy 
oases)  68,  so  that  there  was  one  appeal  for  every  6,088 
easssv  and  one  reversal  of  judgment  for  every  18,076  oon- 
viotions. 

Besides  the  appeals  to  quartet  aeaslona  there  were  six 
appeals  removed  into  the  Oonrt  of  Qneen'e  Bench.  Seven 
oasea  of  tiiia  deaoription  were  argued;  in  6  the  judgment 
was  for  the  appellant,  and  in  3  for  the  respondent.  In 
1869  four  of  these  cases  were  argued. 

There  were  68  cases  stated  for  the  opinion  of  the 
superior  courts,  of  which  44  were  removed  to  the  Oonrt 
of  Queen's  Bench,  6  into  the  Oonrt  of  Oommon  Pleas,  and 
3  into  the  Court  of  Exchequer.  In  the  55  oases  of  this 
dssoription  which  were  argued  daring  the  year  the  judg- 
ment was  for  the  appellant  in  36  oases,  and  for  the  re- 
spondent in  38,  and  8  cases  were  remitted.  In  1869 
^ere  were  67  oaaee  stated  for  the  opinion  of  the  Superior 
Courts. 

The  nnmber,  aooording  to  the  coroners'  returns,  for  the 
year  ending  the  Slat  of  December,  1870,  of  the  inquests 
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held  dnring  ibe  year  1870  was  26,876,  being  667  mora 
than  in  1869.  Of  these  inqnests  7,81dwereon  the  bodies 
of  infants  seren  jean  old  and  under,  anct  1,713  on  those 
of  children  between  the  ages  of  7  and  16.  The  nombet 
of  Terdiots  of  murder  in  the  oases  of  infants  of  one  year 
old  and  nnder  was  149,  as  against  166  in  1869;  the  nom- 
ber  of  infants  one  year  old  and  nnder  in  whose  oases  an  in- 
«iaest  was  held  was  3,994  in  1870  and  3,979  in  1869< 
The  total  number  of  verdiots  of  mnrder  was -222,  and  of 
manslanghter  212;  in  1869  there  were  266  reidiots  of 
mnrder,  and  159  of  manslanghter. 

The  total  ooets,  indading  ooroners'  salaries,  and  travel' 
ling  allowances,  of  holding  these  25,376  inqnests  was 
£79,138  lis.,  being  an  average  of  £3  2s.  4d.  for  each 
inqaestt  in  1869  the  average  was  «3  28.  9d.,Ukd  in  1868 
£3  Is.  9d. 


LmiSLAtiaS  OF  THE  TEAB  1871. 
Cap.  TCT.TfX. — An  Act  for  the  amendmtnt  of  the  lato  relat' 
inf  ti  ecttUiiattieal  diiapidationt. 
Dilapidations  by  soolesiaatioal  persons  appear  at  one 
time  to  have  been  a  oanse  of  deprivation   (1 1  Oo.  Bep. 
98b).     For  negleot  of  rapain  the  bishop  might  certainly 
have  sequestered  the  proflte  of  the  benefioe   (Yin.  Ab. 
tit.  Dilapidations  ;   Walwyn  ▼.  Auterp,  2  Vent.  86).    By 
the  canon  law  dilapidations  were  a  debt  whioh,  it  appears, 
might  slwsys  have  been  sned  for  in  the  spiritual  oonrt 
either  against  the  inonmbent  or  his  representatives.    It 
seems  to  have  been  doubted  as  late  as  the  2  Will,  h  Uary, 
t^tbateminent  lawyer  Chief  Justice  Follezf en  whether  the 
ramedy  lay  at  eommon  law  against  a  former  inonmbent, 
bnt  PoUezfen  and  Ventris  dying,  the  other  members  of  the 
Court  gave  judgment  for  tlie  plaintiff  (Jones- v.  Bilt,  3' 
Levinz,  268),  and  since  then  it  is  nndotthted  law  that  the 
enooessor  of  an  inonmbent  tnay  maintain  an  aotibn,oilthb 
custom  of  the  realm,  against  the  prior  incumbent  or  his 
representatives  ;  and  that  Is  now  the  nsnal  remedy.    The 
liabilities  of  an  incumbent  acoepting  a  beneffoe  are  of  an 
onerous  description,  as  it  seems  clear  that  each  inoam- 
faent  is  liable  for  the  waste  of  bis  predeoesfors  (iZuM  v. 
Adeoek,  16  W.  B.  1193).     Every  inonmbent  is  bonnd  to 
repair,  and  leave  the  premises  belonging   to  the  rectory 
<i(  vicarage  so  repaired,  to  hissnooessor,  without  reference 
to  the  state  in  which  he  received  them  ;  for  he  had  his 
remedy  against  bis  predecessor,  and  he  accepts  the  bene- 
fice with  the  oharge  and  the  incumbrance  upon  it  (A(»- 
bury  V.  Benton,  3  Ex.  658,   Rou  v.  Adcock,   «ii  tup.) 
The  ratio  legii  of  the  present  measure  is  grounded  upon 
these  principles,  which  are  followed  thronghont  i^e  en- 
actment, conpled  with  provisions  for  facilitating  loans  by 
the  incumbent,  on  the  security  of  the  benefice,,  to  enable 
him  to  fulfil  the  legal  obligations  thns  attaofaingnpon  him : 
bat  perhaps  its  most  important  point  is  the  provision  for 
an  offlcial  survey  of   dilapidations  on  every  vacancy. 
The  ezecntor  of  a  rector  who  has  been  sned  by  the  present 
iaoumbent  and  made  liable  for  dilapidations,  may  sue  his 
testator's  predecessors  or  his  representatives  for  dilapida- 
tions in  his  time  (,Bunhury  r.  Hemon,  fujr.).    With  re- 
gard to  actions  at  law,  of  course,  none  can  be  brought  till 
after  avoidanoe  of  the  living,  as,  until  the  snooessor  is 
appointed,  no  right  of  action  can  exist.    It  ia  dear,  how- 
ever, that  equity  wUl  interfere  in  the  Hfe-Ume  of  the  in- 
onmbent, at  least  in  oaseis  of  active  waste,  and  it  has,  in 
a  modem  case,  been  Intimated  that  a  rector  wotild  be 
treated  as  posseasing  only  the  privileges  of  an  ordinary 
tenant  for  Ufa  {Duke  of  Uarlhorougk  v.  St.  JbAn,  5  De  G. 
k.  Sm.  174),    Former  oases,  however,  seem   hardly  to 
have  gone  to  this  extent  {Dukeof  St.  Albam  v.  Skipnortk, 
8  Beav.  354).  The  representatives  of  a  deceased  inonmbeitt 
cannot,  however,  be  made  liable  in  an  action  at  law  for 
injuries,  such  as  digging  gravel,  whieh  do  not  affect 
houses  or  bnildings,  or  the  ohanoel  of  the  dtaroli,or  walls 
«r  fences,  or  which  cannot  he  made  good  1^  the  eiq>endi 


premises,  as  to  whioh  the  dilapidation  wa9ohupd,vu 
not  vested  in  the  incumbent  he  could  issA  bs  nide  HiUi 
{Bronne  v.  Bamtdea,  8  Taunt  659).  This  pomt  dm  ut 
seem  to  be  dealt  with  by  the  present  Act  (see  Mtioe  k). 
Powers  of  obtaining  advanoes.nnder  oertsin  circBiBamns 
and  to  a  limited  extent,  were  given  by  the  1  fc  :  Til 
0.  23,  28  &  29  Tict  o.  69;  and  some  pravioos  rtitiitet,te 
providing  suitable  residences  for  the  clergy,  tad  nta2i- 
ing  and  repairing  those  standing  in  need  thsteoi.  Ik 
principle  of  all  these  enaotments  was  the  elui|i  i 
tiie  profits  of  the  living  for  a  oertaiu  nombsi  of  jaa, 
to  secuM  the  repayment  of  the  sum  advanoed  Igf  jwir 
instalments  and  interest. 

Section  3  of  the  new  Act  ia  an  important  intscpnMia 
danse,  framed  on  rather  comprehensive  prindpla;  tsi); 
section  4  the  provisionsof  the  Aotas  to  buildings  sis  ifpH 
tohouses  of  residence,  chancels,  walls,  fennei,  sadnte 
bnildings  and  things  the  inonmbent  is  by  law  or  e^i 
bonnd  to  repair.  Seotions  8~to  II  inclusive  idit*  to  fe 
appointment  and  remuneration  of  snrveyois  of  iSnl^ 
tions,  who  are  to  be  paid  by  a  fixed  rate  of  ehay,  m 
must  not  be  interest^  in  any  contract.  Inspsetion  ■> 
(Section  12)  be  made  by  the  wunwyor  at  any  ti», «  * 
order  of  the  bishop,  on  the  complaint  in  writisf  rf* 
arohdeaoon,  rural  dean,  or  patroo,  that  the  t"^^" 
out  of  repair,  or  on  the  reqnest  of  tiie  iuuiimkitf,at 
as  to  benefits  nnd«r  seqnestratiaB  the  hups**  » 
(section  13)  to  be  ordered  by  *1m  bishop  tad  mni 
every  five  years.  __ 

The  surveyor  is  to  report,  and  theiaonmbSBtacMt* 
ferator  may  objSot  to  Ui»rapart  on  any  grooad  tf  Wx 
law,  and  the  bishop  may  (Seotioa  16),  U  he  tUak^ 
at  the  expense  of  tbeo^jeetar,  diiwt  aseeandnftail 
another  anrreyw,  or  take  th<  opikion  of  ooonul «  « 
question  of  Uw,  and 'tii»  iNshop  is  to  giveUt  dtaia«t 
writing.  After  tit*  ntonth  limited  for  maidag  ^^"^ 
if  none  be  made)  th»  report  beoonias  final,  nd  »  * 
objections,  upon  the  bishc^'s  decision.  I^  •'**5 
tiie  incumbent  may  bonew  of  Q— an  twnrfsboMtH"" 
the  consent  of  the  bishop  and  pateon,  on  thsMranr* 
the  possessions  of  the  bancAM— (1)  tha  whcltatirtt 
the  sum  stated  ia  the  flftal  i^ort  as  the  «o<  <<*• 
worim  ;  (2)  snoh  snm-aa  the  0«venMia<rf  Q8mi0| 
Bounty  think  fit  for  ooets  and  expenaas.  Ths  (MB* 
aretooarry  the  sum  advanoed  to  a  dilapidatioa  aa^ 
of  the  incumbent  i  bat  the  inoaaabeat  ia  to  sMsk  • 
works,  and  payments  an  to  be  made^  ao  kag  «  ■( 


ought  to  be  paid.     The  inonmbent  to  pay  u>J 
sum  reqnizedb«7(mdthefttada  in  tkehaadsa<A*|i» 

nors.  Sams  rsqairad  hy  tbe-TepOTt  of  *e«nV" 
(s.  20)  to  be  a  ohaiBe  npon  all  monqrs  ooaiai  »»• 
hands  of  a  seqaastralor,  in  priority  to  all  (*aig»«.«* 
the  stipends  of  the  onrafees  appointsd  to  perfoia  v 
duties.  Money  reodted  by  the  governors  fw*  »  ■J? 
trator  are  to  be  carried  to  this  dilapidatioa  acaotit  «■ 

sequestrator,  aad  repairs  paid  for  out  of  tha  •■•f'r 
with  the  oensoDt  of  the  bishc^  (a.  31),  the  nfsta  i^ 
deferred  until 'the  sum  reonved  ia  snflWwitls  f^j' 
whole  amount.  .Ill  case  of  a  vacancy  during  a  ss^JJ** 
any  sum  tothebredit-of  theaoooaatis  tobeeM*^ 
credit  of  the  dflapidatioa  account  «f  tha  new  i 
in  xednetion  of  the  amount-payaWe  by  thelrtei — 
his  exteutors  or  administrator^.  nisafailii^**r? 
of  doubt  which  might  have  ariaaa  after  tke  Ms  ««** 
Baoon,  V;a,  in  TKe  Tk»kekan  SefntaNOMji^ 
W.  B;  1001),>  If,  on  the  oomplaint  of  ft«  s^'i^j 
rural  dean,  or  patfon^  the  inoambeat  (ia  wo"*P  ^ 
within  tha  time  limited  ikfbrm  tbe  M'bap'^"'"^!. 
to  do  the  repairs  blnaeU,  be  is  to  have  a  '•^S^M 
allowed  him,  and  no  farther  prooeefiagi  nor  P" 
are  to  be  taken  (section  82),  but  *^***J' "StJ 
tiie  surv^or  to  inspeot  and 'report  *'***■??!' 


tore  of  the  snoceeding  inonmbent  (iZM(v.jl<l0««A,t(h°ni;).).     „„.»..».,—  ~  ™»r™- < -^jm 

Technical  difficulties  often  arose  in  enforring  this  remedy     repairs,  or  after,  and  if  he  reports  fnitkst  i^vS 
at  law,  as  it  has  been  held  that  if  the  legal  estate  of  the  |  aarr  the  power  of  the  AM  may  be  prt  ia  M* 
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leambent  naf  Uiet  to  exeeata  the  pMorilMd  xq^taixs  Um 
likiqi  nay  (wrtioo  28),  \tj  Mqiuateation  of  the  benefloe, 
liM  the  aaMMiat  nqoiMd.  ^jMOtfam  S4  theATOid- 
Doe  of  the  benefioe  before  or  pending  the  ezeeotiaii  of 
to  works  pmoribed  by  the  report  to  not  to  kSaot  the 
we,  though  it  may  be  modified  if  neoewary. 
Seotioiia  S5  to  88  inoloaive  provide  foe  tiie  dilepida- 
ODi  of  bUiopeand  ether  oethednU  or  ooUegiate  dig- 
ituiet,  by  enabling  them  to  employ  a  rarreyor  ap- 
ra*«d  by  the  Eeoledertieal  Oommiariooera,  to  inapeot 
id  nport  on  bonaaa  of  reaidenoe,  to.,  whioh  tliey  may 
I  boond  to  repair;  and  a  oettiflaato  by  the  anrv^yor  of 
la  doe  exaontion  by  the  dignitnriea  in  qneation  of  the 
cAt  ipeoifled  in  the  report  ia  a  bar,  when  filed  in  the 
looeaan  registry,  to  any  diaim  fox  dilapidations,  in  oaae 
!  a  f aoanoy  ooontring  witUn  fira  years  of  the  filing, 
ceepting  for  wilf ol  waate,  or  dam^  by  fire  and  negleot 
f  inmianoe. 

By  section  29  baUdings  are  to  be  inspected  with- 
.  three  montlia  after  the  avoidance  of  any  benefioe, 
id  a  report  to  be  sent  to  the  bishop,  the  new  inonm- 
int,  and  the  late  inoambent  or  his  representatives. 
Sections  to  the  report  may  (sections  82  and  88)  be  made 
r  the  new  or  late  inonmlwnt  or  the  repreaentatiTea  of 
« latter,  to  the  bishop,  within  one  month.  The  biahop 
(Motion  34)  to  make  bis  order  both  in  nnooDtested  and 
nteeted  cases,  stating  ttie  repairs,  and  their  coat, 
r  whioh  the  lato  inonmbent,  hia  exeontora  or 
Iministrators,  are  liable.  The  sum  stated  in  the 
der  is  (section  86)  to  be  a  debt  dne  from  the  late  inonm- 
int,  hia  ezeontora  or  administraiora,  to  the  new  inonm- 
mt,  and  to  be  reooTerabla,  as  snch,  at  law  or  in  eqnity, 
id  the  new  inonmbent  is  (s.  87)  to  pay  over  the  money 
I  he  reoeiTea  it  to  the  Goremora  of  Qneen  Anne's  Bounty 
ho  «any  it  to  a  dilairidation  aooonnt.  By  aeotion  89 
le  new  inonmbent  ia  to  pay  the  balance  within  aiz 
ODtha  from  the  date  of  the  bishop^s  order,  bat  as  thia 
ight  and  wonld  pnrtMtbly  tw  hard  on  new  inoambenta, 
e  bishop  may,  nnder  aeotion  '41,  extend  the  time  for 
kyment  to  twelve  months  from  the  order.  A  further 
Uef  ia  opened  l>y  aeotion  tS,  nnder  wU<d>  the  ne  w  inonm- 
nt  may  mort^rog"  the  poaaeeaiona  of  the  benefioe  to  the 
ivemors,  if  he  oannot  provide  oaah. 
Moneys  not  duly  paid  by  the  new  inonmbent  by  are  to 
I  enforaeable  by  aaqnestration. . 

The  incnmbeint  ia,  after  regiatratton  of  the  aorveyor's 
lal  certifloate,  pioteoted  for  five  year*,  in  the  aame  mian- 
ir  as  the  dignitadea  allnded  to  earlier.  But  in  neither 
ae  dcea  this  proieotion  apply  totheeaae  oftflre,  nnleeathe 
eaml)ent  shall  have  duly  inaured  in  mannerreqnited  fay 
e  Act.  Seotlona  SO — 62  provide  for  alterationa  in  the 
Mks,  and  for  the  poatponement  in  certain  oaaee.  By 
otion  58  no  anm  after  oommenoement  of  the. Aot,  ia  to 
>  recoverable  for  dilapidationa,  in  a  caae  to  whioh  thia 
3t  ia  appUoaltle,  nnleaa  daimed  on  an  order  made  under 
ia  Aot.  In  oonsiderivg  the  efltect  of  thia  olanae,  the 
beaqnent  miring  ofamae  (section  .72)  ahoold  be  kept  in 
ind. 

8eatioBa64 — 67providel«c  thainanaiiDeeoftlie  bnUd" 
g«,  whioh  ia  to  be  in  the  joint  namea  of  the  inoomttent 
id  the  govemon,  and  one  of  the  annnal  qneatioiia  to  I>e 
noeforth  aent  to  iwmmbenta  to  to  be,  aa  to  what 
loe,  and  to  what  «moaot,  the  boildinga  are  inamted  in, 
le  inanxaaoe  to  be  in  at  toast  thxee^ftha  of  the  value, 
there ooeiuaa  toaa not  covered  by  iBSuanoe,  thebalanoe 
Dit  be  paid  by  the  inonmbent  in  three  montha,  or  the 
nefioe  m»f  be  aaqneatrated. 

Boildinga  on  landa  ef  the  benefioe,  oompriaed  in  any 
lae  for  yeara  or  Uvee,  are  not  (aeotion  £8)  within  the 
oviaiona  of  the  .'Aot,  aa  long  as  such  lease  autwists, 
oept  so  far  as  the  leaaae  to  not  liable  to  insure,  rebuild, 
repair;  but  the  surveyor  may  inspect  the  buildings. 
r  section  60  sums  of  money  raisable  by  this  Aot  by 
gueatration  are  to  be  deemed  a  debt  payable  by  the 
onmbent,  and  if  not  recovered  during  hto  iaonmbenoy 
e  liability  of  him  and  hu  repraaentativea  to  remain. 
By  aeotUmTZ  «U  antheritiea  and  poareia  are  saved 


which,  before  the  Act,  any  biahop  or  arohdeaeon  or  other 
ordinary  poaseaaed.  for  requiring  the  repaira  of  any  eoele- 
aiaattoal  building  to  be  exeeuted. 

The  Aot  alao  piovidee  for  detaila,  anoh  aa  the  form  of 
the  mortgage  aeonrity  where  the  inonmbent  pledgee  the 
poaaeasiona  of  the  benefioe  to  the  Gtovemora  of  Qneen 
Anne'a  Bountiy,  and  the  form  and  transmission  of  otiter 
dooumenta,  limitation  of  aoUon  against  the  surveyor,  and 
many  other  matteca  wliioh  need  not  be  noticed  here. 

Unneoeaaaty  parte  of  a  house  of  residence  may  be 
removed  with  oenaant  of  Mahop  and  patron  (sectioD  7 1 ). 

The  Act,  so  far  aa  it  oarrlee  out  and  onforoea  a  regular 
ayatam  of  dilapidation  inapeoUon,  will  promote  the  nd- 
jnatmant  of  ditopidatian  daima  without  delay,  and  that 
ia,  no  doubt,  the  main  advantage  whioh  it  will  eileot. 
But  it  to  alao  advantageona  to  have  a  eonaolidatton  of  the 
Uw  on  the  matter,  wUoh  herotofoce  lay  oonaiderably 
aoattered  among  deoidad  oaaea  and  atatntes.  It  to  not 
impaobalde  that  one  cooaeqnenoe  of  the  tegular  and  oom- 
puiaory  maehlnery  thna  provided  may  lie  a  frequent  ap- 
piicatien  of  the  prinoipto  embodied  in  the  remarks  of 
Lord  OampbeU  in  Marti»  v.  Rot  (2  L.  J.  Q.  B.  129),  that 
things  of  naedtoaa  expeoae  and  Inxnxy  in  whidi  a  preeent 
inoambent  haa  indulged  himaelf,  he  not  only  need  not, 
bat  ought  not  to  transmit  to  hto  auoeeaaow.  Upon  this 
topto  the  Aot  nUght,  we  think,  have  aalntarily  sup- 
plemented the  existing  oaae  law.  Tlieonly  section  bearing 
direoUy  upon  thto  matter  to  section  70,  under  iriiieh  an 
inoambent  wlw  haa  without  proper  authority  palled 
down  bnildiuga  and  aubatttnted  othen  of  eqnal  or  greater 
value  to  rendMod,  "  if  the  biahop  oonsent,"  not  liable  to 
dilapidationa.  Mooh  hardahip  and  inccovenienee  often 
enaaea  to  aabeaquant  inonmbente  where  a  °  pievionx 
inoambent  to  whom  expenae  to  no  objeet  "  improvea " 
the  parsonage  till  it  beoomes  utterly  disproportionate  to 
the  Uving. 


BEOSVT  BECISIOHS. 
COMMON  LAW. 

BTATirrB  OF  IiDOTATIOHB — OONTINUOUS  DiBABIUTIBS. 
SorroKt  V.  .£UMoit,Ex.,  19  W.  B.  860. 
The  point  decided  in  thto  oaae  was  that  under  8  &  4 
Will.  4, 0.  42,  where  at  the  time  of  title  sooruing  a  disa- 
bility exlste  and  before  it  oeases  another  disability  super- 
venes, whioh  oontinuea  after  the  first  has  expired,  the 
whole  period  to  to  be  reckoned  as  one  continuoas  dua- 
Ulity,  and  the  protection  of  the  person  entitled  to  not 
limited  to  the  period  covered  by  the  first.  Thto  to 
certainly  in  aaoordanoe  with  the  reason  of  the  thing  ;  the 
oppoaite  contention  had  no  supxKirt  but  an  extremely  dry 
and  technical  reading  of  the  words  of  the  Aot ;  and  had 
against  it  the  authority  of  the  Irish  oaae  of  Zessee  of  SuppU 
V.  Saywund  (Hayes,  6). 

PvBuo  Hbalth  Act,  1869,  a.  69. 
Cotk  V.  Ipmrtek  Zotul  Board,  Q.B.,  19  W.  B.  1079,  L.  R. 
6Q.B.461. 
The  69th  eeotion  of  the  Pnhlio  Health  Act,  1849,  haa 
again  formed  the  au^ect  of  deoiaion.  In  Jarrom  Zoeal 
Board  v.  Xaniudy  (19  W.  B.  275,  L.  B.  6  Q.  B.  128) 
(whieh  haa  been  already  nocioad)  it  waa  held  that  a 
notice  to  do  the  worka  referred  to  in  that  aeotion  waa  a 
oonditiMi  precedent  to  the  right  of  the  board  to  recover 
the  amount  expended  by  them ;  and  that  oaae  (the 
teaalt  of  whioh  ooald  have  been  aoaroely  donbtfnl)  ha*, 
on  aocoont  of  an  argument  there  maed,  some  bearing  on 
the  present  one.  It  waa  contended  that  beoause  the 
surveyw  had  made  an  apportionment  which  had  not  t>een 
appealed  against,  the  defendant  waa,  by  the  words  of 
21  &  22  Vict.  o.  98,  a.  68.  precluded  from  denying  hto 

1  liability  ;  but  it  was  answered  that  Uiat  section,  whieh 
did  not  ohange  the  duties  of  the  surveyor,  only  referred 
to  the  method  of  apportionment.  Now  by  section  69  the 
expenaee  inoured  are  to  be  paid  "in  suoh  proportion  ae 
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■hall  be  aettled  by  the  enrrsyor,  or,  In  oaiie  of  diipate,  •■ 
Rball  be  settled  by  arbitntion  "  ;  tbe  lame  tbing  tluiie- 
f  oie  whioh  ia  to  be  determined  by  tbe  earreyor  ii,  in  oaa* 
of  dbpote,  tn  be  determined  by  arbitrattoa.  In  Bayleif  t. 
Wakim<m  (12  W.  B.  797,  1«  0.  B.  N.  B.  161)  the  Ooort 
had  held  that  the  arbitrator  had  no  power  to  inqoire  Into 
the  amount  or  reaaonablenen  of  the  ezptnaea,  and  that 
the  appointment  of  an  arbitrator  to  detmnine  that 
matter  was  therefore  nnanthoriied  by  the  Aet,  and  bit 
award  of  no  efleet ;  ao  that  the  deaidon  of  the  Qoeen'a 
Bench  entirely  apraed  with  what  had  been  already  de- 
termined by  tiie  Ooamon  Pleaa. 

In  Cook  T.  If$wi»h  Laoal  Btard  the  aame  qneatioa 
hai  again  arisen  in  a  tUghtly  difEerant  shape.  The 
■nrreyor,  haring  made  an  apportionment  on  a  prin- 
ciple which  the  jnstiaas  hdd  em»aoiu,  afterwards 
made  a  new  apportionment ;  and  this  the  Ooort  of 
Queen's  Bench  held  he  had  power  to  do.  On  the 
appellant  still  refusing  to  pay,  he  was  again  sam- 
moned  before  the  justices,  who,  the  amount  in  diqmts 
being  under  £S0,  were  by  aeotion  64  of  21  ft  32  Viot. 
c.  98,  oonstitnted  arbitrators.  Acting  (as  before)  in  tliis 
capacity,  th«y  held  the  apportionment  to  be  correct  in 
amonnt,  and  conflrmed  it,  and,  further  holding  that  they 
were  not  bound  or  entitled  to  inqnira  into  the  propriety 
of  the  total  amount,  whioh  the  appellant  also  questioned, 
they  made  an  order  for  payment.  On  an  appeal  against 
this  order,  on  the  gronnd  that  the  justioes  were  bound 
to  inquire  into  tbe  preptietgr  of  the  totsl,  the  Ooort  inti- 
mated tliat  so  far  as  oonoemed  Uie  order  for  payment, 
the  justioes,  haring  aeted  as  arbitrators,  were  perhaps 
not  competent  to  nnke  the  order  for  payment  {  bot  as 
to  the  qnestioa  raised  by  the  appellant,  they  held  the 
justioes  to  be  right,  upon  the  authority  of  BapUy  T. 
WUkinion,  with  the  decision  in  whioh  they  fully  ooo- 
eurred.  The  only  remedy  given  to  the  owner  who 
dispates  the  propriety  of  the  expenditure  is,  as  was 
pointed  out  both  here  and  in  Bayley  t.  Wilkitutm,  an 
appeal  to  the  Seeretaiy  of  State  nnder  21  &  32  Vict, 
c.  98,  s.  66. 

Sauioh  Aotb— Fizxd  Evodib. 
6ore  y.  Sngliik  Hikeriti  Ommi$Honeri,  Q.B.,  19  W.  B. 
1083,  L.  B.  6  Q.  B.  S61. 
The  frequently  recurring  question — what  is  a  fixed 
engine — haareoeiTed  in  this  case  anotherillustration.  Tbe 
particular  description  of  the  instrument  whioh  was  held  to 
bea  fixed  engine  will  be  found  in  tbe  report;  but  the  case 
in  noticed  on  aooonnt  of  a  test  applied  by  Mr.  Justice 
Blackburn,  which,  without  claiming  it  as  tho  test,  goes 
very  much  to  the  anbstanoe  of  the  matter.  "  Here,"  si^s 
tbe  learned  judg^  "  tbe  apparatus  is  kept  in  its  plaoe  by 
meobanioal  means,  and  it  is  beoanse  by  those  mechanical 
means  it  is  made  stationary  that  the  fish  enter  the  net, 
although  the  fisherman  has  to  raiM  the  net  in  order  to 
catch  it,  and  take  it  out." 


PUBtio  Way— Obbtbuotioh. 
Ariuld  T.  BUtker,  Ex.Oh.,  19  MT.  B.  1090,  L.  B. 
6  Q.  B.  48a. 
When  Mtreer  r.  Wooigata  (18  W.  B.  116,  Ii.  B.  S 
Q.  B.  26}  decided  that  a  public  footway  might  exist  anb- 
jeol  to  a  right  in  the  limdowner  to  plough  orer  it,  it 
was  obvious  that  the  decision  would  out  both  ways;  and 
that  if  (as  in  that  case)  it  would  sometimea  deny  to  the 
public  tbe  right  never  to  have  their  convenience 
abridged  by  the  ploughing  up  of  their  footways,  it  would 
also  protect  them  against  the  effect  of  such  plonghing  up 
as  evidence  that  no  highway  existed.  This  aecond  oon- 
seqnenoe  has  not  been  long  in  disclosing  itself,  and  the 
attempt  of  tbe  landowner  to  insist  that  beoanse  he  had 
always  plonghed  tbe  path  over  tbere  could  therefore  be 
no  right  of  way,  has,  in  tbe  present  case,  had  the  effect 
of  establishing  tbe  rule  laid  down  tn  Jleretr  v.  Woodgatt, 
by  a  decision  of  the  Exchequer  Ohamber.  The  action  of 
AmolAy.  Blaker  was  commenced  in  the  Queen's  Bench, 


no  doubt  with  the  object  of  getting  an  unfaiawtiewitt 
of  appeal;  and  the  Court  of  Bsoheqaer  Obasibat  hai  atw 
oonooned  with  the  Ocnrt  of  Queen's  Bsnob  ia  hoUinf 
that »  poblie  tight  of  way,  aoii  tbe  right  of  pkieghiDf 
it  op,  are  not  inoonsfstent.  In  prindple  the  daoinii 
presents  no  novelty,  bat  is  only  an  applioatioa  of  tke 
rale  that  a  way  may  be  dsdioatad  to  the  pubUe,  nbjwt 
to  any  aort  of  obstrootion  that  ia  not  inoontistant  witk 
ita  uaeasapoUio  way;  and  sino«,al  though  itistiienmaud 
inconvenient  to  walk  over  a  pleoghed  field,  no  obs  ■■ 
pretend  tliat  it  is  tmpcssiUa  or  even  vary  diBralt,itii 
not  easy  to  see  on  wiiat  gronnd  the  applisatioa  of  tki 
rule  could  be  denied.  Praottcally,  howevat,  tht  aw 
will  probaUy  be  of  eoasidsrable  impoctanoe  in  eornok- 
ing  miT^*^"*  fancies  open  the  point. 

NonoK  OF  AOT  OF  BAjrxBunoT. 
Evaiu  V.  BalUuu,  Q.B.,  19  W.  B.  11S8, 

The  only  point  nltimately  decided  in  this  cue  vu, 
that  the  plaintiff,  an  execution  creditor  who  leTiad  by 
aeizure  and  sale,  had  not,  before  the  levy  was  so  oooplatad, 
any  notice  of  an  act  of  bankruptcy.    "  Notice,''  tsji  BIsA- 
bnm,  J., "  is  information  of  anoh  facta  as  would  ammst  to 
an  act  of  bankruptcy. "    But  this  is  Boaroely  snfllaieiit ;  loc 
what  amounts  to  "  information  "  ?  "  It  ianatuoUaaotis 
aot,''  saya  Oockbnrn,  O.J.,  "  to  aay  something  to  a  parara 
which  might  possibly  put  him  to  further  inquiry— «oa»- 
thing  which,  if  he  inquired  further,  wonid  show  lum  thit 
an  aot  of  bankroploy  did  exist."    This  negatiTe  aatoi 
to  come  nearer  to  a  definition,  for  it  importa  that  liw 
notice  moat  be  such  information  aa  will,  without  fuAv 
inquiry,  infonn  the  peraon  receiving  it  of  facta  wUA 
constitute  an  aot  of  bankruptcy.    If,  therefore,  thevbote 
state  of  facta  diaoloaed  by  the  information  doea  not  aaout 
to  auch  an  act,  there  is  no  notice,  and  the  eiaoatim 
creditor  is  protected  by  section  95,  sab-aeotion  8.   The 
facts  of  the  present  case  afford  a  good  illuatration ;  tl» 
plaintiff  bad  received  notice  of  an  aasignmeut  by  tbt 
debtor  of  all  hia  goods,  but  with  it  of  an  arrangsmmt 
that,  his  daughter  should  raise  tlie  money.    "  In  eflMt," 
aays  Oookbnm,  O.J.,  "  it  seems  to  be  a  notice  that  than 
had  been  an  aaaignment  of  all  the  debtor's  effects ;  but 
then,  inasmnoh  as  it  is  not  stated  to  have  been  aa  aaip- 
ment  for  the  benefit  of  creditors,  and  it  refers  in  tenu 
to  an  arrangement  according  to  whioh  the  daughter  vii 
to  find  the  money,  it  is  quite  aa  consistent  with  ptobs- 
bility  that  tbe  daughter  was  to  take  an  assignment  ot  all 
the  effects,  and  g^ive  value  for  them,  as  that  it  waa  aa  aa- 
signmeut for  the  benefit  of  creditors."     This  view  of  wkat 
is  notice  of  an  aot  of  bainkniptoy  ia  in  oonformi^  «itb 
previous  decisions,  snob  as  Booking  v,  Acrawitm  (iSlLi 
W.  179.) 

Tbe  reader  may  usefully  note  thit  case  with  that  of 
Lloyd  Y.  B»nkt  (16  W.  B.  988,  L.  B.  3  Cb.  App.  488). 


BiJIZBIIPTOT— Pbotablb  Dibt. 
KetU  V.  Tkommt,  Bx.,  19  W.  B.  1148,  L.  B.  6  Ex.  Sit. 
Is  a  debt  provable  In  baakruptqy  whan  it  it  ise^sA 
of  viJoatioii  f 

The  evntentof  decisions  is  in  favour  ot  aaaatetr 
in  the  negative,  and  Uie  present  case  goes  bi  tk 
me  direction.  TUm  defendant  aaaigned  to  the,  plait- 
tiff  oertaia  stock  in  whioh  his  wife  had  a  leisnaas- 
ary  interest,  and  gave  a  bond  for  double  the  amount,  viA 
a  condition  of  defeaMauice  in  case  of  the  ttaasfsr  bsist 
oompleted.  He  afterwards  beoame  bankrupt,  uadsr  tbe 
Act  of  1861  {  amdibeingnow  sued  upon  the  bond, aet  tp 
that  it  was  provable  nnder  that  Aot,  and  that  ha  «u 
therefore  disohaucged,  notwithstanding  that  no  braaehof 
tbe  condition  had  taken  place  at  the  time  of  the  task- 
mptoy  and  discharge,  the  tenant  for  life  not  having  tktt 
died.  Having  regarid  to  the  various  oontingeosies  oa 
whioh  the  chance  of  carrying  out  tbe  tranafer  dspaaM, 
the  Court  held  that  tbe  bond  waa  wholly  ine^iabla  of 
valuation  ;  and  that  it  was  therefoce  incapable  of  poof 
either  under  tiie  177th  ot  I78th  section.    The  ssaa  ■»> 
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elied  on  foi  the  defendant  wa«  In  ra  Willii  (4  Ex.  5S0), 
Dd  it  mart  be  admitted  that  that  oase  has  not  gained  in 
abili^  by  the  present  deoiaion  ;  bat  it  may  be  dU- 
Dgoished,  as  wao  done  by  Bramwell,  B.,  on  the  gronnd 
lat  the  original  debtor  for  whom  the  guarantee  was 
iren  by  the  bankrupt  was  insolrent  at  the  time  of  the 
kolcraptoy.  The  Ooott  held  thai  the  guarantee  might 
>  prored,  and  Knight  Braoe.V.C,  followed  that  deoiaion 
D.  Or.  M.  &  Qt.  771).  After  the  reoent  oaaes  of  Mudge 
Soman  (16  W.  B.  403),  Brett  v.  Jackton  (17  W.  B. 
12,  L.  B.  4  0.  P.  269),  Carey  T.  Danaon  (17  W.  B. 
6,  L.  B.  4  Q.  B.  668),  and  the  present  oaee,  it 
»j  oertalnly  be  taken  (in  aoootdance  with  common 
DM)  that  iome  oalonlability  is  essential  to  bring  a 
msad  within  the  limits  of  proof  ;  and,  as  Bramwell, 
,  said,  if  In  r»  Willit  deoidea  anything  to  the  oon- 
uy,  it  mast  be  taken  to  be  OTermled  by  more  reoent 
tea. 


Dbtisb  of  Copyholdh— Sbizube  Quoubqub. 
iWani  T.  Mead,  Q.  B.,  19  W.  B.  1 166,  L.  B.  6  Q.B.  441. 
The  result  of  this  oase,  and  the  preTiooa  one  of  Reg  ▼. 
rlattd  (18  W.  B.  429,  L.  B.  5  Q.  B.  269),  appears  to  be, 
leave  the  lord  and  the  trostees  maob  in  the  same 
icion  aa  that  whioh  James,  V.O.,  held  to  have  been  oon- 
iplated  by  the  testatrix  in  Trappet  t.  Mgredith  (18  W.  B. 
\7,  It.  B.  10  Bq.  604),  driven  to  make  terms  baoause 
ther  oonld  effect  his  purpose.  In  Beg.  v.  €hirland  the 
irt  refused  a  mandamna  to  compel  the  lord  of  the  manor 
idmic  the  iofant  heir  of  a  copyholder  who  had  devised 
oopyhold  land  to  trustees.  The  trnsteee  still  held 
if,  and  refused  to  claim  admittance,   not  wishing  to 

the  necessary  fines ;  the  lord  seized  the  lands 
\itgu«,  but  the  defendants  refused  to  attorn,  and  the 
I  bronght  ejectment.  In  the  previous  oase  Lush,  J., 
expressed  himaelf  to  the  effect  that,  by  the  operation 
he  Wills  Aot,  a.  3,  the  devise  of  a  copyholder  rested 
estate  at  onoe  in  the  devisees,  so  as  to  shut  oat  the 

altogether ;  but  in  the  present  case  the  Oonrt 
»h,  J.,  only  yidding  to  the  authority  of  Olati  v. 
\<trdton,  (9  Ha.  696,  8  D.  Qt.  M.  &  G.  668) 
'*  that  there  was  no  intention  that  the  devise  should 
i  a  greater  effect  without  the  surrender  than  it  had 
re  the  statute  with  the  surrender,"  and  that,  since 
lerly  it  waa  only  if  neither  devisee  nor  heir  came  in 
the  lord  oonld  seize  qtioueque,  but  the  heir  having 
tendered  for  admittance;  "  the  lord  has  had  the  offer 
1  mat  he  was  entitled  lo,''  and  cannot  seize.  It 
d  Ije  ra-it  to  specolate  on  what  will  be  the  next  aot 
le  drama.  Can  the  lord  now  reoal  his  refusal,  and 
to  admit  the  heir,  or  does  the  maxim  tmul  optare 
t  apply,  and  has  he  lost  his  chance?  What  will  the 
eea  do  without  the  legal  estate  If  their  tenants 
Id  prore  notice?  These  and  similar  questions  may 
ive  rise  to  onriona  inqairies  before  we  lose  sight  of 
uanors  of  Wrabnesa  and  Wix  Park  Hall. 

PBOBAXE. 

SiABBIKD  WoMAK'B  WILU  I 

Nohle  T.  WittooehyVaib.,  19  W.  B.  1116. 
tbia  oaae  »  married  woman  hi4'  in  1869  made  a 
vhioh  oontained  three  beqneata:  flnt,  a  bequest  of 
ate  property ;  second,  an  appointment  under  a  power; 
bin],  a  residnary  bequest.  The  will  was  made  with 
isband's  aaaent,  but  he  afterwards  died,  and  b«- 
bed  to  his  wife  a  largfe  sum  of  money,  which  (and 
I  alone)  formed  the  snbject-matter  of  the  residuary 
St,  V^  that  bequest  availed  under  the  oircumstanoea 
s  it.  The  testatrix  had,  after  her  husband's  death, 
ubliahed  " — that  is  to  say,  had  verbally  recognised 
sknowledered  the  will.  Under  these  circumstances 
interaetinf,  though  not  wholly  novel,  questious 
la  to  the  Talldil^  of  the  residuary  beqneat  and  the 
n  which  probate  should  be  granted, 
t,  the    Coart  held  (in  conformity  with  received 


1  opinion)  that  the  84th  seoiion  of  the  Wills  Aot  did  not  give 
j  to  any  such  informal  "  re-publioation "  as  was  allowed 
sanction  before  it;  but  that,  on  the  contrary,  the  object  of 
the  section  was  "  to  get  rid  of  re-publioatiou  as  a  method 
of  oon&rming  testamentary  validity,  even  as  regards  a 
will  made  before  the  date  of  the  Act^  and  not  to  extend  its 
operation  to  wills  made  since  the  Aot." 

Seoondly,the  Court  held,  what  waa  equally  clear,  thatthe 
husband  having  pre-deoMsed  the  testatrix,  liis  assent 
was  of  no  effect. 

Thirdly,  the  meet  important  queation  was  whether, 
inasmuch  as  I7  the  Aot  the  will  speaks  from  the  death, 
the  will  was  to  be  read  as  if  made,  not  when  it  actually 
was  made  and  with  the  testamentary  capacity  which 
the  testatrix  then  had,  but  as  if  made  immediately  before 
her  death  and  with  that  full  testamentary  capacity  she 
had  at  this  latter  period.  Upon  this  point  the  learned 
Judge  Ordinary  relied  much  upon  Thmna$  v.  Jonei  (10 
W.  B.  868,  U  W.  B.  242),  where  it  waa  held  that  a 
married  woman's  will,  containing  a  gsneral  reaidaary 
devise,  was  a  good  appointment  under  a  power,  whioh 
in  the  events  that  had  happened  at  her  death  entitled 
her  to  dispose  of  the  property  in  question,  but  which  at 
(be  time  she  made  her  will  ^d  not  so  entitle  her  (aa  Vioe- 
Chanceller  Wood  held,  and  aa  Lord  Westbnzy  did  not  for 
the  purpose  of  the  decision  deny).  From  this  he  drew 
the  oonolusion  that  sections  24  and  27  apply  to  the  will 
of  a  married  woman  as  well  as  to  others,  and  that  it 
must  therefore  be  taken  to  "  speak  and  take  effect "  as  if 
executed  immediately  before  death.  He  therefore  held 
that  the  will  dispoaed  of  the  property  subsequently  ac- 
quired by  the  testatrix  from  her  hasband.  In  the  case 
cited,  it  will  be  observed,  the  status  of  the  testatrix  waa 
the  same  when  she  made  the  will  and  at  her  death;  the 
words  of  the  section  (24)  therefore  exactly  applied ;  all 
that  was  needed  to  make  the  will  a  good  execution  of 
the  power  waa  to  "  conatrne  "  it  ''  with  reference  to  the 
real  and  personal  estate  comprised  in  it,"  as  if  executed 
at  the  time  of  death.  Here  Ibe  atatus  waa  changed.  The 
learned  judge  does  not  ap|>ear  to  regard  this  diatinctioo. 
He  says:  "  If  by  tentunentary  capacity  is  meant  the 
right  and  power  to  make  a  valid  will,  it  is  a  power  that 
admits  of  no  degree;  it  can  neither  be  enlarged  nor 
narrowed  ;  a  person  either  has  it  nt  liks  it  not,  and  that 
it  is  not  conferred  by  the  statute  is  heyond  a  doubt,"  but 
"  on  the  other  hand,  if  the  words  tettamenUtry  eapaeUy 
be  referred  to  the  property  whioh,  in  any  individual  oase, 
is  capable  of  being  disposed  of  by  will,  it  la  obvious  that 
such  oapaoity  will  vary  and  increase  with  the  extent  of 
the  property  over  whioh  the  individual  may  aqulre  from 
time  to  time,  and  from  any  source,  a  disposing  power." 
There  is,  however,  some  fallacy  in  saying  that  the  testa- 
mentaty  capaoi^  in  the  first  sense  is  one  and  indivisible. 
There  is  a  oapaoi<;y  which  a  married  woman  may  have  ; 
and  there  is  another  oapaoity  which  she  cannot  under  any 
circnmstanoea  have,  exoept  with  her  husband's  assent, 
and  which  the  present  testatrix  was,  in  t\t  event,  a$ 
though  the  had  not  when  she  made  the  will;  and  this 
oapaoity  has  not  to  do  merely  with  emtent  of  property,  but 
with  hind  of  property  or  title  to  property.  A  will  by  a  . 
man  or  an  unmarried  woman  would  be  entitled  to  probate, 
though  it  really  dealt  with  nothing  at  all;  but  a  will  by 
a  married  woman  made  without  her  husband's  assent, 
unless  it  dealt  with  a  power  or,  with  separate  estate, 
would  be  no  will  at  all.  It  is  mnoh  as  if  a  married 
woman  had  power  to  dispose  by  will  of  personal  iastate, 
bnt  not  of  real  estate,  and  she  made  a  will  of  real  estate. 
The  present  oase  therefore  oertainly  carries  the  matter 
farther  than  Thomas  v.  Jonei.  But,  fourthly,  following 
the  rule  of  Bamet  v.  Vincent  (6  Moo.  P.  0.  201),  the  Court, 
holding  this  question  to  be  one  of  conatmotion  with 
whioh  the  Courts  ef  construction  must  be  left  to  deal, 
granted  the  probate  in  a  form  limited  to  whatever  estate 
the  testatrix  had  power  to  dispose  of ,  so  as  to  leave  the 
Court  of  construction  unfettered  by  any  deoiaion  on  the 
point.  We  shall  therefore,  n^  doubt,  meet  with  the  case 
again. 
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BBVIEWS. 

The  Praetiet  ani  JSvuknce  in  Aetioiu  in  tht  County  Courtt. 
By  Jamu  Edwabd  Davis,  of  the  Middle  Temple,  Esq., 
Barristeivat-Law.  Fourth  Edition,  ^ol.  I.  Batterworths. 
1871. 

Mr.  Davis  jnstly  says  that  in  presenting  a  fourth  edition 
of  a  work  an  author  need  not  use  many  words  by  way  of 
preface ;     neither,  with  regard  to  so  well-known  nnd  highly 
valued  a  work,  need  we  say  many  words  by  way  of  com- 
mendation.    Learning  and  accuracy  may  be  looked  for  with 
treasonable  certainty  in  any  work  proceeding  from  the  hands 
of  the  careful  comniler  of  the  volume  on  poor  law  in  the 
late  edition  of  Bum  s  Justice ;  nor  has  the  publisher  failed 
to  contribute  his  full  share  to  the  excellence  of  the  work  ; 
and  in  the  quality  of  the  print  and  paper  nothing,  and  in 
the  arrangement  of  the  difierent  forms  of  typo  but  little,  are 
wanting.    The  distribution  of  the  matter  is  upon  the  whole 
methodical  and  convenient ;   but  in  saying  this  we  must 
make  one  considerable  exception.    The  preface  warns  as 
that  I'  Equitable  Jniiadiction,  and  Practice  in  Bankruptcy, 
and  in  varions  miacellaneous  matters,"  are  reserved  lor  a 
second  vdnme;  and  from  the  chapteor  on  jurisdiction  we 
find  that  among  these  misoeUaneons  matters  is  included  the 
Probate  jturisdiction,  and  apparently  (though  weare  not  told 
so)  the  practice  in  Admiralty.    The  chapter  on  the  county 
court  jurisdiction  is  a  very  valuable  one ;  it  traces  briefly 
but  clearly  the  growth  and  the  present  limits  of  that  juris- 
diction; and,  but  for  two  errors  in  design  (as  it  appears  to 
ii8),_of  breaMng  up  the  part  of  the  work  relating  to  juris- 
diction and  procedure  into  two  volumes,  and  uniting  the 
first  portion   of   that   part  in  this   present  volume   with 
the  law  of  evidence,  it  would  be  much  more  valuable  than  it 
is.    It  is  this  latter  error  which  has  caused  the  mischief. 
Certainly,  looking  at  the  bulk  of  the  present  volume,  no 
one  would  wish  its  dimensions  increased  by  the  addition  of 
the  omitted  topics ;  bat  then,  out  of  its  918  pages  470  are 
devoted  to  that  mixture  of  substantive  law  and  law  of  pro- 
cedure which  is  known  as  law  of  evidence  at  Nisi  Pnus, 
the  synopsis   of  which   forms    the   advocate's  mannal  iu 
the  conduct  of  a  cause.     It  is  a  principal  vice  of  legal  authon 
that  they  will  insist  on  being  encyclopadists ;  they  must 
put  down  everything  that  is  m  their  common-place  book  ; 
and  the  man  who  owns  the  work  is  to  have  at  once  within 
his  reach  the  whole  circle  of  1^^  knowledge,  and  is  never 
to  be  obliged  to  budge  from  tike  book  that  Ues  at  his  elbow. 
Althongh  this  part  of  Mr.  Donria's  work  is  ititlj  good,  as 
much  cannot  be  said  for  it  as  for  the  rest  of  the  TolnBe;  and 
still  less  can  be  said  for  its  retaining  its  present  position. 
Its  subject  matter  is  the  same  as  that  of  Roscoe's  Nisi  Prios : 
therb  is  scarcely  anvthin^  in  tiie  latter  work  that  is  not 
applicable  to  proceeoings  in  the  county  courts ;  there  is  veir 
bttle  in  Mr.  Davis's  treatise  that  is  peculiar  to  them.    If 
the  little  which  U  peculiar,  as,  for  instance,  what  relates  to 
the  question  of  jorisdiction,  were  distributed  (as  it  well 
might  be)  into  appropriate  places  through  the  earlier  part  of 
the  volome,  and  the  rest  omitted,  that  part  would  itself  be 
more  complete,  and  we  should  be  spared  the  inconvenience 
of  handling  so  large  a  book.    There  ia  nothing,  for  instance, 
relating  to  want  of  jnrisdiction  at  pp.  <23— 625  or  p.  782, 
which  either  is  not  or  on^^t  not  to  be  in  chi^.  2  of  pt.  1, 
or  in  chap.  1  of  pt  2.   Tie  result  at  present  is  that  we 
have  a  very  good  out  an  incomplete  wnnn^l  of  procedure, 
the  important  heads  of  Equity,  Bankruptcy,  Probate^  and 
(apparently)    Admiralty  being  omitted  or   only   slightly 
treated ;  combined  with  a  less  good  and  also  incomplete 
mannal  of  evidence.    We  infer  t£it  the  Admiralty  jurisdic- 
tion is  reserved  for  the  forthcoming  volume,  because  we  look 
in    vain     in    the    part    treating    of    evidence   for    any 
such    headings    as      seaman's    wages,     salvage,    towage, 
or     ship's    necessaries;    although    from     the    similarity 
of  the  subject  matter   we   should   rather  have  ezpejted 
to  have  found  it  coined  with  the   matters  of  common 
law  here  treated  of.    When  these  various  jurisdictions  come 
to  be  considered  we  shall  be  curious  to  see  whether  the 
same  plan  is  pursued;  and  how,  in  addition  to  the  develop 
ment  of  the  procedure,  Mr.  Davies  will  succeed  in  boiling 
down  into  the  sieeond  half  of  vol.  iu  the  whole  body  of  law 
relating  to  the  administration  of  estates,  the  execution  of 
trusts,  mortgages,   vendors  and   purchasers,  such  parts  of 
Probate  and  Admiralty  jnrisdiction  as  belong   to   conntnr 
courts,  and  last  but  not  least.    Bankruptcy.     It  would, 
however,  be  unfair  not  is  take  notice,  that  tiie  present  dis* 


tribution  of  matter  must  be  ascribed  to  a  desin  of  tetaini; 
the  original  form  of  the  work ;  a  form  vhich  wu  eettailr 
open  to  lets  objection  iHien  the  county  coorls  hsd  tnici 
more  limited  jurisdiction.  And,  notwilhstaiiding  tbi 
drawback  we  have  mentioned,  we  must  repeat  that  the  book 
before  us  is  well  and  carefully  executed. 

The  omission  of  the  appendix  containing,  u  Ur.  Dtiin 
says,  "  an  undigested  mass  of  statutes,  nuss,  ud  fotnu," 
we  nrc  inclined  to  rwret  (or  should  be  if  then  were  room 
for  it);  for  the  tezt-Sooka  are  few  whose  lesdenhsTeiut 
often  turned  with  relief  from  the  wilderness  of  the  text  to 
the  comparative  method  of  a  statate  or  a  sehednle  of  (oms. 
In  the  present  work,  however,  besides  the  jndgnent  vftk 
which  this  part  of  the  matter  is  distribatM,  sad  & 
usually  excellent  typographical  attaagemaat,  a  good  iida 
of  contents  at  the  end  and  a  very  much  bettsr  iulei  il 
statutes  at  the  beginning  go  &r  to  remove  the  diSnltj 
which  the  onuision  of  the  appendix  mi^t  cause.  It  mi|!it 
be  wished,  however,  that  the  citation  of  sections  of  itttma 
and  of  rules  in  this  volume  hod  always  been  nude  vift 
the  same  distinction  of  type  as  is  usually  observed  ia  it 


C0UBT8. 

COURT  OF  BANKKUPTCT. 
(Before  Mr.  Registrar  BooKa,  acting  as  Chief  Jodgfc) 
Cot  6.— /»  re  FoUs*. 

Oampotilim—Jtegiitiviion  nnae  pro  tone,  inisn  flu  lim 
had  expired  in  e(mtij»»net  of  the  ehMirma»  <^  tht  nMtwf 
tan  aecamtUuU,  who  had  atto  aettd as  raeeiter)  r^aufUBp 
luUilpaid  hit  proftuiomU  oharget. 

The  debtor  in  this  ease  hod  filed  a  petition  for  liqnUias 
in  June  las^  and  at  the  seoond  meeting  of  orsdi((nt  Ud  k 
July  a  oomposition  of  two  shillings  in  the  pound  wis  oSend 
and  accepted ;  but  it  was  stated  that  the  chaimiin  d  the 
meeting,  an  aoooontant,  who  had  also  acted  in  the  c^itatj 
of  receiver,  refused  to  sign  the  resolution  until  his  pn^ 
sional  charges  were  paid,  and  the  matter  had  since  nmiiMd 
in  abeyance. 

Brough  now  moved  iat  leave  to  register  mine  fn  tat, 
notwithstanding  that  the  time  allowed  by  law  for  that  |s^ 

Sose  had  expired.  He  ptodooed  an  affidavit  nude  \fj  ^ 
ebtor,  stating  that,  in  oonsequesoe  of  the  lefoailof^ 
aoooontant  to  sign  the  resolntuin,  he  had  been  oniUe  to 
carry  out  the  oomposition;  bat  that  having  novpiidtto 
professional  chowes  the  doonment  had  been  signed,  tid  it 
was  the  desire  of  the  creditors  that  the  matter  should  b 
arranged  in  the  way  proposed. 

Mr.  Registrar  Rocmn  said  the  Chief  Judge  had  Uid  don 
the  rule  Sat  he  would  not  oorrect  any  ioforoulitf,  Itit 
allow  tike  debtor  to  oommenoe  his  pioeeedings  it  Mf,  i*> 
in  the  event  of  the  informality  being  attributable  to  t  {»■ 
fessional  persoD,  make  him  pay  the  costs.  In  thii  omb. 
however,  it  was  dear  that  the  debtor  ooald  not  bs  n^' 
sible  beoaose  the  oeonnntant  had  token  advontsg*  ot  Ui 
pesition  as  ohairmaa  in  order  to  get  his  oosti  as  lecBni' 
Accountants  now  seemed  to  do  enotly  as  they  plnied  m 
these  asses.  Under  the  ciroumstanoes,  the  appIicaSioa  nii 
be  graiited. 

COUNTY  COURTS. 

Lambith. 

(Before  J.  Prrr  TatiiOB,  Esq.,  Jttdge.) 

Sep.  96.—Ihetera  v.  Barter. 

Ptwer  of  judge  to  fine  kifk  iaQiff  ef  wmOm  cmt  >r 
negUgenee  in  not  retwrming  otpy  ofnmumeiu  in  (iaw  nArniis 
of  practice  27  and  28  doo  not  a/^  lojndgwiaU  nmmmm 

The  plaintiff  applied  ia  this  ease  for  ooata  against  the  Icb 
bailiff  of  the  Westminster  Oounty  Court.  Ajodgaiarfkid 
been  obtained  in  this  eonrt,  and  the  defoodaat  not  han>; 
complied  with  the  order  to  pay,  a  judgmsot  soaaosi  ** 
issued  and  sent  to  the  Westminster  Court  in  the  iawfr" 
neighbourhood  of  which  the  defendant  resided.  Ud*" 
the  return  day  and  the  bailiff  had  made  no  rsfam,  wfl*^ 
the  Court  had  no  evidence  as  to  the  service  or  noa-strn*' 
The  pUintiff  asked  for  his  oosts  sgainstthsbsOii;*''' 
ground  that  the  defendant  was,  to  plaintiiTs  ^^ 
ledge,  on  intimate  terms  with  several  offiosn  "'^.'{'i 
minster  court,  and  they  oenld  easily  have  served  ti"*^ 
tiiey  pleased.    This  wis  the  second  tiae  this  kind  sfMp- 
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genoe  had  occmred  in  f  hia  ease,  and  the  only  way  to  enforce 
ierrice  was  to  fine  the  bailiff. 

Mr.  Pitt  Taylob  aaid,  on  looking  at  rules  27  and  28  he 
wu  not  satisfied  that  he  had  power  to  fine  for  the  non- 
ivtoni  of  a  jodgment  sammons.  By  rule  87  the  bailiff  of  the 
iigreign  court  was  reqniied  to  letnm  the  •nmmona  eight  dear 
daja  before  the  retnrn  day,  and  role  28  went  on  to  empower 
the  judge  of  the  bciBe  court  to  fine  the  foreign  baiUff  for 
not  compljriog  with  rale  S7.  Kow,  as  a  indgment- 
sommons  mi^ht  be  served  up  to  five  clear  day*  Wore  the 
Tetam  day,  it  was  dear  that  rule  27  did  not  apply  to  such 
■Dicmons.  The  distisction  did  not  seem  a  reasonable  one, 
Int  anyhow  it  would  not  be  safe  to  make  an  order  against 
the  bajliff.  The  plaintiff  might,  if  he  thought  he  could 
establish  his  case,  bring  an  action  for  negligence. 


AFFonrriEEirTS. 


Mr.  Jamzs  Cosmtrus  ODowd,  Barrister-at-law,  and 
Deputy  Jnd^e  Advocate-General,  luM  bean  gazetted  (in  ooU' 
junction  with  lieutenant-Oeneral  Sir  IMward  Lngwd, 
a.C.B.,  and  Major-Oeneral  the  Earl  de  la  Warr,  K.C.B.)  to 
be  one  of  the  commissioners  to  carry  into  effect  the  provi- 
iioDi  of  the  Army  Begulation  Act  with  respect  to  ttie  aboli- 
tion of  the  purchiase  of  commissions.  Mr.  J.  C.  ODowd  is 
I  aon  of  Mr.  James  Elyne  O'Dowd,  of  tiie  Irish  bar  (who 
ia  one  of  the  assistant  aolieiton  to  her  Majesty's  Customs  in 
London),  and  was  called  to  the  bar  at  the  Middle  Temple, 
}n  the  26th  January,  18fi9.  He  practised  for  soma  tine  on 
the  Home  Circuit,  and  in  1869  was  appointed  Depo^  Judge 
-■drosate-Oeneral,  in  sueresaion  to  Mr.  Vsmon  Lushington, 
^C,  who  waa  then  appointed  second  Secretary  to  the 
UmiraUy.  lit.  O'Dowd  aerred  as  deputy  under  Sir 
Colman  O'Loghlen,  and  afterwards  under  tbn  late  Mr. 
Davison,  Q.C.,  and  on  the  demise  of  the  latter  SMntleman, 
ID  the  early  part  of  the  present  year,  he  ocsidnoted  the 
luties  of  Judge  Advocate ■Qenaral  <br  a  ilsw  months,  until 
ihe  nomination  of  the  Right  Hon.  Sir  B.  J.  PhilUmore, 
ladga  of  the  Admiralty  Court,  to  fill  the  vaeaat  offlee  until 
t  new  arrangement  of  its  duties  oould  be  made.  That 
tppointment  still  oontinnes  in  foroa,  as  nothing  has  yet  been 
lone  towards  conferring  the  oCBoe,  as  fl»raMriy,en  a  member 
>f  the  legal  profiassion  ntting  in  Parliament.  Mr.  O'Dowd 
lad ,  for  some  years  previonaly  to  his  appointment  as  Dsonty 
'ndge  Advocate-Oeneral,  been  on  the  editorial  staff  of  the 
irmp  and  Navp  Oczetit. 

Ur.  Thok&s  HiiLD,  solicitor,  of  Wigan,  and  an  alder- 
■an,  has  been  elected  clerk  of  the  peace  for  that  borough, 
1  aucosssion  to  Mr.  John  Mayhew,  solicitor,  deceased.  Mr. 
leald  was  admitted  in  1852,  and  for  some  years  represented 
I.  Qeorge's  ward  in  the  Town  Council  of  Wigan.  A  few 
ean  ago  he  was  elected  an  alderman  for  the  borough,  and 
ad  served  the  offioe  of  mayor  for  three  years  in  succession. 
[« is  a  member  of  the  A^ttopolitan  and  Provincial  Law 


onrBSAL  OOSBBBPOHOBVOB. 

ExBccTioM  CnBDrroRS. 
Sir, — Can  Ton.or  any  of  yonr  readert,  tell  me  if  Xa  part* 
Dei,  rt  Sail,  before  the  Lords  Jnstiosa,  is  rsported  t 
Liverpool,  Got.  3.  A.  B. 

[Yes ;  before  the  Fall  CouH  (19  W.  R.  1129).— Bn.  S. J.] 


Mr.  Maokrell,  solicitor,  of  Cannon-street,  has  intiodnced 
r.  L.  J.  Maton,  B.A.,  Oxon.,  into  his  praotaoe,  which  will 
)w  beoariiad  on  under  the  name  of  "  John  Maokrall  4c  Co. 
Mr.  Francis  Spencer  Wigley,  Attomey-Oeneral  for  the 
landof  St.  Christopher,  in  the  West  Indies,tias  been  gasetted 
I  ordinary  member  of  the  third-class  (or  oompnnione) 
the  Order  of  St.  Michael  and  St.  Oeorge.  Mr.  Wigley, 
.M.G.,  has  held  the  following  judicial  app<Hntment8  hi  Ae 
'est  Indies  t — Qneen's  Counsel,  St  Kitts,  1882;  Chief 
istice.  Virgin  Islands^  1835;  membOT  of  Legislative 
>nncil,  St^  Kitts,  on  rraiirnation  as  Chief  Justice  of 
srtola;  member  of  Executive  Council,  18M;  Solidtor- 
eneral,  St.  Kitts,  1869 ;  Attomey-Geneial,  and  member 
Administrative  Committee,  1880 ;  police  magistrate, 
laaeterre,  1865.  In  1870  he  waa  appointed,  in  his  capadty 
Attorney- (^leneral,  to  be  Administrator  of  the  Oovern- 
«t  of  St  Kitts. 


IBELAVD. 

COURT  OF  BANKRlTPTCy  AlTD  IN80LVEKCY. 
(Before  the  Hon.  Judge  Haksison  .) 
Sept.  26.— /«  re  Oeorge  Charles  Topp. 

The  bankrupt  was  a  brewer  in  Coleraioe.  The  meeting 
was  for  final  examination. 

FureM,  Q.C. ,  anpeared  for  the  assignees,  and  said  that) 
the  bankrupt  had  commenced  the  bosinnas  of  brewer  in 
Cdsraine  in  March.  1869.  He  had  previously  resided  in 
Staffoiddiire.  Ha  purchased  the  brewery  in  Coleraine  for 
£500  and  invested  about  £900  in  the  business.  The  stock 
had  been  sold  for  £Z65,  which  was  in  court.  Some  months 
ago  an  action  for  breach  of  promise  waa  brought  against  the 
bankrupt  by  Mias  Mary  Olliffe.  No  defence  was  taken, 
and  the  damages  were  assessed  at  jC600.  The  amount  of  the 
verdict  left  him  no  alternative  but  to  come  into  court.  'rh» 
schedule  had  been  voaohed,  and  the  assignees  were  satisfied' 
that  there  had  been  a  true  discovery  of  ^e  estate,  but  at  the 
request  of  those  acting  for  the  lady  tiie  attention  ef  the 
Court  was  called  to  the  foot  that  the  action  had  been  taken 
and  a  verdict  recovered  far  £500. 

Ptrry  appeared  for  the  bankrupt,  who,  he  understood^ 
i  was  to  be  opposed  by  counsd  acting  for  the  pUintiff  in  Ute 
breach  of  promise  aotion. 

O'Riorda*  appeared  for  Miss  OlUffe,  and  opposM  the 
passing  of  the  final  examination.  The  bankrupt  had  been 
guilty  cf  the  greatest  baseness  towards  Miaa  Olliffe.  The 
verdict  of  a  jury  awarded  X500,  for  which  she  had  entered 
np  judgment,  but  not  one  penny  of  the  amount  had  been 
paid.  The  conduct  of  the  bankrupt  had  been  marked  Inr 
such  deception  and  misrepresentation  towards  the  plaintiff, 
who  now  stood  in  the  position  of  a  creditor  for  £500,  as 
justified  the  Court  in  refusing  to  pass  the  final  examination. 
He  would  prove  the  facts. 

Perry  aaid  it  would  be  well  to  have  the  legal  questioa 
dedded  whether  the  bankrnpt'a  breach  of  promise  with  • 
lady  oonstitutad  a  trade  offence  by  reason  of  which  the  Court 
oonid  reAue  to  pass  the  final  examination.  Assuming  the 
bankrupt  had  been  guilty  of  all  the  misconduct  imputed  to 
him,  still  Miss  Olliffe  stood  in  the  position  of  a  creditor 
for  jS500,  whidi  gave  her  a  peouniary  daim  upon  tho 
estato  simply  to  the  extant  it  would  pay.  In  Oriffilh 
V.  Orifith  (8  S.  J.  745)  *  a  case  in  which  a  creditor 
for  X4,000,  the  amount  of  a  vardiot  obtained  in  the  Divorce 
Court,  oppeeed  a  bankrupt,  Lord  Weetbnry  said  as  the 
Legislature  had  not  been  pleased  to  make  the  crime  of  whioh 
the  bankrupt  had  been  guilty  one  tiiat  could  be  dealt  with 
under  thq  penal  clauses  of  the  statute,  the  Court  could  only 
look  on  the  vordict  as  entailing  a  pecuniary  liahiiity.  That 
case  was  a  much  stronster  one  than  this. 

ffBiardaa  submitted  that  the  bankruptcommitted  a  breach 
of  contract  with  Miss  Olliffe  under  drcnmstances  of  deception 
and  miarepresentation  which  constituted  something  ver^ 
like  a  trade  offence  of  which  the  Court  could  take  cogni- 
zance. 

His  LoBDsuiP  said  it  might  seem  rather  strange  that  the 
statute  did  not  contemplate  giving  effect  to  opposition  in 
such  a  case  as  this,  but  there  seemed  to  be  no  doubt  that 
when  the  bankrupt  had  made  a  full  and  true  diaclcsure  of 
his  estate  and  effects,  and  conformed  to  the  requirements  of 
the  143rd  and  144th  sections  of  the  Act,  he  was  entitied  to 
pass  his  final  examination.  There  was  no  doubt  that  the 
Dankrapt  had  committed  a  heartless  ln«adt  of  contract  with 
Min  Oufffs,  but  the  verdict  of  the  jury  metdy  left,  in  res- 
pect of  that,  a  pecuniary  liability  to  be  dealt  with  by  the 
Court  He  supposed  the  meeting  might  be  taken  as  for  the 
Certificate. 

Pm-cetl  ooncnrred  in  this. 

Oeorce  Charles  Topp,  the  bankrupt  was  examined  by  Mr. 
O'Riorun.  He  sdd  that  the  atotement  that  was  made  in 
the  Master's  office  was  that  if  moderate  damages  were  given 
they  would  probably  be  paid.  His  brother,  Mr.  John  Topp, 
was  present  when  that  occurred!  His  brother  was  not 
Terywetl^y.    He  hdd  a  responsible  situation  in  Cork. 

jfndge  Harbison  then  passed  the  final  examination  and 
grantra  the  certificate. 

*  The  same  point  was  held  by  Lord  Justice  Oiffiird  in  Ee- 
parte  Clayton  (18  W.  R.  55),  where  damages  recovered  against 
the  bemkrupt,  a  co-respondent  in  the  Divoroe  Court,  were  held 
to  be  not  a  debt  contracted  under  asction  159  of  the  Bankrvmtcy 
Act,  1861  (aee  an  artide  on  this  snhjtet  (8  S.  J.  764).— Ed.  S.  i 
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OBETVAST. 

]£r.  H.  H.  SUGG. 
Hr.  Hubert  Henri  Sngg,  aolieitor,  of  Sheffield,  died  st  hii 
reudenoe  in  that  town  on  the  S8th  of  September,  sged  thirty- 
eight  yean.  Mr.  Sngg  was  admitted  in  186S,  and  for  a 
short  time  practised  st  Ilkeston  in  Derbysbiie  ;  but  in  the 
following  year  he  settled  at  Sheffield,  having  pnrchased  the 
bashiess  of  the  late  Mr.  C.  E.  Breadbent,  and  soon  acquired 
a  lucrative  practice  before  the  Sheffield  bench  of  magistrates. 
In  1867  he  was  appointed  to  represent  the  trade  sodeties  of 
Sheffield  before  the  Trades  Cnion  Commission.  From  the 
proceedings  before  this  C!ommission  he  acquired  a  certain  degree 
of  local  celebrity,  and  afterwards  he  was  generally  retained 
in  cases  involving  disputes  between  employen  and  workmen, 
on  behalf  of  the  latter.  Mr.  Sngg  was  a  member  of  the 
Curporution  of  Sheffield,  having  been  elected  last  November 
to  represent  the  Brighuide  Ward  in  the  Sheffield  Town 
Council.    He  has  left  a  widow  and  family. 


MR.  J.  WARD. 
Mr.  John  Ward,  solicitor,  and  Mayor  of  Durham,  died  at 
that  city  on  the  29th  of  September,  in  the  CSrd  year  of  his 
age.  Mr.  Ward  waa  certificated  in  1 830,  and  at  the  time  of 
his  death,  besides  the  mayoralty  of  the  city,  he  held  the 
offices  of  Deputy  Protbonotary  of  the  Conrt  of  Common  Pleas 
at  Durham,  and  Clerk  to  the  Commissioners  of  Inland  Revenue. 
He  had  formerly  been  the  principal  agent  of  the  Conservative 
pnrty  in  Durham,  but  retired  from  this  position  a  few  years 
Hgo,  being  succeeded  by  his  son,  Mr.  W.  C.  Ward,  solicitor. 
Mr.  Ward  had  been  connected  with  the  Corporation  of  Dur- 
ham for  about  twenty-three  years,  being  first  elected  a  member 
of  the  Town  Connoil,  and  aflerwards  an  alderman.  In  No- 
vember last  he  was  chosen  mayor,  the  duties  of  which  office 
he  continued  to  perform  till  bis  death.  He  has  left  a  widow, 
seven  sons,  and  four  daagbters. 


SOCIETIES  AND  IKSTITUTIONS. 

METROPOUTAN    AND    PEOVINCIAL    LAW 
ASSOCIATION. 

The  folloiring  deputations  are  promised  for  the  forth- 
coming  meetinss  (b^wning  on  Tuesday)  of  the  society,  at 
Newcaatle-on-Tyne : — 

From  Liverpool  Law  Sootety — Mr.  I.  H.  £.  Oilljpre- 
sident;  Mx.  F.  D.  Lowndea,  viee-prasidant ;  Mr.  W.  A. 
Jevons ;  Mr.  F.  Archer,  honorary  secretary. 

From  Birmingham  Law  Society — ^Messrs.  C.  T.  Saunders, 
0.  E.  Mathews,  G-.  J.  Johnson. 

From  Manchester  Law  Association — Mr.  John  Cooper, 
president ;  Mr.  Wm.  Hairor,  of  Bury,  vice-president ;  Mr. 
W.  H.  Gmest,  chairman  of  their  committee ;  Mr.  M.  Bateion 
Wood,  ex-president. 

From  Bristol  Law  Society— MeMTS.  Lewis  Fry,  Wm. 
Hurle  Clarke,  and  others. 

From  Northern  Circuit  Division  of  the  Metropolitan  and 
Provincial  Law  Association — Mr.  R.  B.  B.  Cobhett,  or  Mr. 
Jas.  Street,  of  Manchester ;  Mr.  T.  Avison,  of  liverpool ; 
Mr.  J.  Bulmer,  of  Leeds. 

From  Yorkshire  Law  Society — Mr.  T.  Hawdon,  president ; 
Mr.  J.  Holtby,  vice-president;  Mr.  Q«o.  Leeman,  M.P., 
and  Lord  Mayor  of  York;  Mr.  H.  Brearey;  Mx.  Wm. 
Walker,  honorary  seoretai^. 

From  Denbighshire  and  Flintshire  Law  Socisty — Mr.  J. 
Lewis,  of  Wrexham,  president ;  Mr.  A.  T.  Eeene,  of  Mold ; 
Mr.  W.  R.  Williams,  of  Khyl,  honorary  secretary. 

The  following  g^tlemen  also  are  expected  from  London, 
bat  not  as  a  deputation — Mr.  J.  A.  Rose,  deputy  chairman 
of  the  MetropoUtan  and  Provincial  Law  Association ;  Mr. 
P.  Rickman,  secietanr  of  the  Metropolitan  and  Provincial 
Law  Association;  Mean.  W.  Shaen,  J.  S.  Torr,  W.  K 
Baxter,  H.  J.  Francis,  and  probably  many  others. 

The  following  papers  have  also  been  promised  in  addition 
to  the  list  given  in  our  last  impression : — "  On  Legal  Educa- 
tion," by  Mr.  W.  A.  Jevons,  of  Liyeipool ;  "  On  Chambers 
of  Commerce,"  by  Mr.  W.  S.  DagUsh,  of  Newcaatla-on- 
Tyne. 


ARTICLED  CLERKS'  SOCIETY. 
A  meeting  of  this  society  was  held  at  the  haD  oi  ^ 
Honourable  Society  of  Clements'  Inn,  ^lud.  Hi.  iand 
Bone  in  the  chair.  Mr.  Hanhart  moved  the  t{ngtised  m- 
jeot  for  debate,  viz.,  "  That  the  oonstitutioa  of  the  Ototii 
Appeal  is  eminently  unsatisfactory."  The  motigi  n 
carried  by  a  majority  of  four. 


AMERICAN  PATENT  LEGISLATIOS. 

Extract  from  the  address  delivered,  at  a  qsirtedjae- 
ing  of  London  Patent  SoUcitors,  on  the  4tb  kA.,)j^«tf 
Haseltine,  M.A.,  LL.B.,  the  ohairman : — 

American  legislation  on  patents  for  invtntioaaishKJi 
the  first  article  of  the  Constitution. — He  SthttctasikBa 
that  Congress  shall  have  power  to  promote  the  pngm  i 
science  and  the  useful  arts  by  seooiing  satkoo  ai  i 
venters  the  exclusive  right  to  their  respei^Ts  wntitye 
discoveries. 

The  Colonial  and  State  authorities  had  sneU'. 
a  limited  extent  the  prerogatire  of  awarding  iiiTaa' 
exclnsive  privileges,  but  the  Confederatiaa  vhid  p 
ceded  the  National  Union  was  not  empowend  tt  p^ 
protection  Xo  the  prodnctiona  of  inventive  or  HtBf 
gsnios.  The  Constitution  has  not  prohibited  ftc  ta 
granting  patents,  but  it  was  the  evident  isuatin  is 
framers  to  confine  this  class  of  le^Mlation  to  Oacgi*- 
an  intention  respected  by  local  legislators  who  line  oa 
110  geniral  patent  laws,  and  inventors  have  Ixa  f"' 
content  with  the  liberal  character  and  effioeat  aisaa 
tion  of  the  national  system,  that  thsy  have  ranlj'  njc 
other  protection  or  additional  rewards.  The  Legiilatiii^z 
Empire  SUte  in  1798  passed  a  ipeeiai  act,  gtiatiiij  Eoe 
R.  Livingston  the  exclusive  right  of  consbuctilljai■»' 
gatUlg  every  species  of  bo«ts,  jiropeUed  by  the  bra  if  h 
or  stuim,  within  its  jurisdiction,  for  the  tsna  i  ts^ 
years,  provided  he  should,  hrfore  the  expiratiaB  of  t«> 
montlis,  construct  a  boat  of  twenty  tons  capss^.Ki  i 
mean  speed  upon  the  Hudson  River  of  foot  oules  u  W: 
The  patentee  forfeited  the  nant,  which  was  reneved  tc  U 
and  his  associate  Robert  Fulton  in  1803,  sod  hf>  ^ 
years  later  for  terms  of  twenty  years.  This  gns:  ;• 
sesses  a  scientifio  and  historical  as  well  ss  le^  mt"^  - 
affords  an  eloquent  illustration  of  the  infancy  sad  fn^* 
steam  navigation,  with  which  Fulton  was  sointii^^iw 
fled — a  progress  thathas  attained  a  mean  apeeda{t««^a> 
an  hour  upon  tiie  Hudson,  and  transformed  a  boat  d  1^ 
tons  into  a  steam-ship  of  more  thousands.  Ihis  fat*« 
navigation  proved  a  commercial  success,  whidieioW* 
envy  of  losing  competitors,  whose  infringeramt  nas^** 
a  chancery  suit — not  an  uncommon  result  in  htatas- 
that  at  once  impoverished  the  plaintiffi  and  catiHiAst* 
concurrent  but  subordinate  jurisdictkm  of  tiie  ^■'^ 
patent  legislation.  The  Court  of  Errors,  tA  irindi  Cha* 
Kent,  the  American  Blackstone,  vras  then  a  justice  wj* 
uniiiiir.i'iiisly  in  favour  of  the  local  grant.  Ills  j# 
adu2>t'»>,  »'ithoat  reserve,  the  doctrine  m  State  Oew^ff' 
which  now  finds  little  favour  with  AmmcaB  In"l* 
though  the  amended  Oonstitntion  mgrsssly  dutoi  «• 
the  powers  not  delegated  to  the  nation  are  issuiiiitf* 
States  or  to  the  peo^. 

The  first  Congress,  reoogniaing  the  justiM  sad  w^ 
the  polioy  of  an  effimant  patent  systsm,  passed  aw* 
promote  the  progress  of  the  useftu  aits,  which  «■>  ^ 
sedsd  three  years  later  by  a  similar  stataite,  and  m^j'^ 
Act  was  pamed  in  1888,  which  in  tura  was  sajBWj 
the  general  statute  of  1870.  Ssveral  minor  Ataa»»^ 
and  notably  the  one  increasing  the  origiBal  toa  rf*!*^ 
to  seventeen  years,  and  eqnaiiiing  this  fees  te  ■■'*T 
foreign  inventors.  Through  all  these  ^^"VHjJl. 
makers  have  never  questioned  the  equitable  rigw"*" 
tion,  or  tiie  wisdom  of  satisfying  these  rights  bywg^ 
privileges  for  a  term  of  years.  The  Cokmia  ■•■^ 
imitating  the  practice  of  the  Mother  Countjy,  ■«■" 
often  granted  patent  privileges  to  ini  portent  thsBteMW" 
— a  pernicious  practice,  that  has  louod  uo  '^"f**?^^ 
national  legislation.  Though  the  cunumn  law,  y  ffj 
alike  the  importer  and  inventor,  was  ths  F^^JSa^ 
the  SUtes— a  fact  well  known  to  the  intlmsef  twOJ, 
tution— and,  subordinate  to  the  ststnta,  ws  — ^^ 
adopted  by  Congress,  the  American  Cs^^Sl^^iJ^^ 
that  firat  importers  are  true  inveutms.  5!^^«4' 
patents  of  importation  is  still  vested  is  »•  *■•  ■ 
source  of  political  power. 
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PUBLIC  COMPANIES. 

OOTKBItMBHT  VUNOB. 
La**  QootAiioi,  Ooc  (,  U'l. 
mm  lk$  OfkM  Utt  a/llf  <h(imI  IdKikm  iraniaMM. 
Annuiti**,  April,  '•» 


I  p«r  C«Dt.  CouKia,  M^ 
Ditto  for  Aooonnt,  Kor.  S,n| 
I  per  Cant.  Bcdaoad  *1) 
.«<wt|)*rO>iit.,*li 
>«.  It  percent..  Jan.  '94 
u.  >i  per  Cent.,  Jan.  't4 
to.  >  per  Cent.,  Jan.  'IS 
moaitiea.  Jan.  '*0 — 


Do.  (Ked  Sea  T. )  Aug.  1 9a> 
■zBille.^lOOO,  —  per  Ct.3  p  m 
Ditto,  MM,  Do  —  3  p  m 
nitto,«IOO  k  2100,  —  3  p  m 
Bank  of  Kngland  Stook.  «t  per 

Ct.  (laat  bair-jrear)  «4( 
Ditto  tor  Aoooitat, 


INDUH  OOVKBNIUNT  SECUBITIKS. 


ndi*  Stk..  10|p  Ct.Apr.T4,M6 

Mtto  for  Aooonnt 

iltto  tperOent.,Jalr,'*o  \i%^ 

ttto  for  Aooonnt.— 

>ittr;4  perCeat.,  Dot.  *M  103 

it(ii.>litto,Certt(loate*,— 

<t^r>  :<nflu)ed  Ppr..  4perCent.Wl 


Lad.  Bnf.  Pr.,  s  pCJan.*'*  100 
Ditto,  5ip*r  Oent.,Uar,'7»109t 
Ditto  Denentaree,  per  Cent., 

Aprll,'a4- 
Oo.Do  ,3  perCent.,Aag.'7«  103 
Do.  Bond*,  4  per  CI.,  £  into  M  |.  ai 
Ditto, ditto,  under  #innk.  S0pn> 


RAILWAY  STOOK. 


Kallwart. 


t>«k 
lock, 
took 
mck' 
wk; 
cock! 
■«kl 
lock' 
Mek{ 
leeki 
lock! 
lock' 
lock 
lock 
leek 
look 
lock 
leek 
leek 
lock 
lock 
lock 
loekl 


Brintol  and  Bzeter 

Caledonian 

Glaagowand  Sonth>Wt*tern , 

OreatKastera  Ordinary  Stook   , 

Do..Ba«tAnirli>in8toek, No.*  ..... 
Great  Northern   

Do.,  A  Stook*    

Great  Sontbern  and  Weotern  of  Ireland 

Oreat  Waatam— Original 

LanoaoUra  and  TorkeUire  

London,  Brighton,  and  Sontb  Conet.. 

l<aBdon,Chatham,  and  Dorer 

Iiondon  and  Morth.Woatern 

L-jndon  and  Sontk-Weitara  ..._„,.. 
lleneh«atar,»heaeld,and  Linaoln..... 
Matropolltas 


Do.,  BInnlacham  and  Derbjr 

Nortb  Britiab   

North  London  ,...,. 

North  StaHordeblr* 

iloatb  Devon 

Sonth-Eaatom  

YairVal* 


Feid.Cki*iag  prioee. 


100 

lOSsd 

111 

*3 

134 

in| 

104 
1*4 

33 

34 
143 
103 

« 

13? 

103 
4» 

131 

u* 

i!i» 


•  AiaoiiTaaBOdlTid*ndantU3peraent.liaaheea  p«i4  io  B. 


MoNBT  Marht  and  Citx  Imtilliohnci!  , 
The  laQway  market  has  continued  this  week  ita  late  of 
coTCTf  from  the  iall  which  took  place  a  few  weeki  ago;  the 
indi  on  the  whole  exhibit  increaied  flmiTHm.  and  the 
me  may  be  said  of  the  foreign  market.  The  markets 
ire  dosed  dully  this  day,  the  principal  reason  for  the 
idden  cratioaanees  on  the  part  of  buyers  being  the  with- 
«wal  of  «  very  large  amount  of  bullion  from  the  banks, 
ost  of  which,  with  money,  will,  it  is  said,  be  required  for 
irmany.  The  geoeial  tone,  howoTer,  is  firm. 
Meaars.  Kald,  n^ood,  k  Haynas  are  authorised  to  invite 
bacripttons  tat  £210,000  Perpetual  Five  per  Cent  First 
>bentnt«  Stook  of  the  East  and  Weat  Junction  Railwav 
loipanT,  being  part  of  the  jC  400,000  First  Debenture  Stook 
sated  m  pnrsnance  of  the  Railway  Oompaniea  Aot,  1867. 
lis  stodc  is  the  first  perpetual  mortgage  charge  on  the 
lole  system  of  the  East  aiul  West  Junction'  Railway,  33| 
Jes  in  length,  6om  Towoester  (Northamptonshire)  to 
catford-on-Avon  (Warwickshire).  This  railway  forma  a 
iction  with  the  Qreat  Western  Railway  and  London  and 
trth  Western  Bailway  systems,  connecting  with  the  former 
Stratfoid  on- Avon,  and  also  at  Fenny  Compton,  and  with 
I  latter  C^y  means  of  its  running  powers)  at  Blisworth, 
I  Towcester.  Considerable  progress  has  already  been 
de  in  the  construction  of  the  line,  the  flnt  section  of  which, 
irly  seven  miles — vis.,  firom  Fenny  Compton  to  Kineton, 
tlready  in  working  operation,  and  the  contractors  are  to 
nplete  the  farther  section,  from  Kineton  to  Eatington,  by 
I  1st  of  March  next,  and  they  are  under  penalties  to  com- 
le  the  whole  line  in  the  course  of  next  year.  The  price 
the  stock  now  offered  is  £90  for  each  £100  stock ;  it  will 
transferred  in  any  amount  not  being  less  than  £100  stock, 
1  payment  'will  be  accepted  as  iMlows: — £10  on  each 
K)  stock  applied  for,  payable  on  application ;  £20  on 
•tment ;  £20  on  Slst  October,  1871 ;  £20  on  SOtb  Ncvem- 
,  1871  ;  £30  OD  30th  December,  1871.  Interest  will 
me  on  the  deposit  and  payment  on  allotment  from  the 


date  of  allotment,  and  on  each  sabsequent  tnatalment  from 
the  date  ofpayment  thereof  at  the  rata  of  5  per  cant,  per 
annum.    The  stock  is  quoted  at  2^  to  3 1  premium. 

The  Mineral  Hill  Silver  Mmes  Company,  Limited, 
announce  the  receipt  of  fourteen  bars  of  silver,  'ralne  IS  414' 
dollars. 


Mr.  William  Stratford  Dugdale,  barrister-at-Iaw,  of 
Lincoln's  Inn,  has  suooeeded  to  the  Merevale  estate,  near 
Atherstone,  Warwickshire,  by  the  demise  of  his  fotber.  tSi. 
Dugdale,  who  was  bom  in  1828,  is  a  magistrate  far  the 
county  of  Warwick. 

Mr.  John  Harvey  Dorrell,  late  Chief  Justice  of  the  Ber- 
muda Islands,  has  been  gazetted  to  be  an  ordinary  member 
of  the  third  class  (or  companions)  of  the  Order  of  St. . 
Michael  sad  St.  George.  Mr.  Darrell,  C.M.O.,  was  edu- 
cated at  Trinity  College,  Cambridge,  and  was  afterwards 
called  to  the  bar  at  Lincoln's  Inn.  He  entered  the  «>1<w»Ul 
service  at  Bermuda  in  1819,  and  served  as  Attomey-GtonermI 
of  that  settlement  from  1884  to  18d6,  when  he  vras  appointed 
Chief  Justice,  from  which  ofSce  he  has  recently  retind.  In 
1861  he  published  an  edition  of  the  laws  of  Bermuda. 

At  the  Halifax  Coonfy  Court,  last  week,  Mr.  Ban- 
Idn,  the  Registrar,  read  a  letter  from  Mr.  Stansfeld,. 
judge  of  the  Holmflrth  and  Dewsbury  Circuit,  resigning 
bis  office,  owing  mainly  to  impaired  health.  Mr.  Baokin 
bore  testimony  to  the  impartiality  of  Mr.  Stansfsld's  judg- 
ments, adding  that  he  was  well  known  outside  the  court, 
having  been  one  of  the  seven  members  forming  the  Select 
Committee  of  Judicature.  Ue  had  also  been  consulted  in 
compiling  the  Bankruptcy  Act,  many  of  the  important 
clauses  of  which  were  his  suggestions.  Mr.  Kotris,  town- 
clerk,  on  behalf  of  the  bar,  bore  similar  testtmony. 


BIBTBS,  HABBUeiS.  AUD  OB&TU. 

BIBTBS. 
HopwooD— On  Oct.  4,  the  \rife  of  Jamea  T.  Hopwood,  of 

Lincohi's-inn,  bairister-at-law,  of  a  son. 
SacsrKBABD— On  Oct.  Lat  27,  Qordon-street,  Ocadan-sqnare^. 
the  wife  of  WaUwyn  Foyer  B.  Shepheard,  Bsq.,  barrister-at- 
law,  of  a  son. 

UASRIAaBS. 

Bbidoman— Ewnto— On  Sept.  28,  at  Flamondastall  Church, 
Joseph  Bridgman,  solicitor,  Chester,  to  Mary  Charlotte,  eldest 
dau^ter  of  Charles  Ewing,  Oolden-grove,  Hools. 

Hasbib— Batlet— On  Oct.  3,  at  St  Mary's  Chuhsh,  Baling, 
Robert  Stanley  Harris,  solicitor,  of  Hadley,  Barnet  to  Sarah 
Kelly,  youngest  daughter  of  the  late  Richard  Bayley,  Esq.,  of 
Preston  Honse,  Surlnton. 

Roach — Hawkins — On  Oct  4,  at  St  Philip's,  Sydenham,. 
Reginald  Black  Roach,  M.A.,  and  barrister  of  the  Middle 
Temple,  to  Marion,  second  daughter  of  the  late  William 
Hawkiika,  of  Wexoombe,  Wilts,  Esq. 

DCATUa. 
Hales— On  Sept.  30,  Francis  Soden  Hales,  aged  eirht  months,. 

only  son  of  Francis  R.  Hales,  of  74,  King  William-strset, 

E.G.,  and  Harwich. 
Wakd— On  Michaelmas-day,  at  Durham,  John  Ward,  soUoitor,. 

and  Mayor  of  Dorham,  in  the  68id  year  ef  his  age. 


LOXDOV  OAZRTBS. 


Frofsssional  Partasrships  Siasolred. 

ToasikiT,  Oct.3,1871. 
Beor,  Bicbd  White,  k  Riohd  White  Beor.Jus,  Smiisaa,  QIamorgan,  Ats' 
tome]re,3lc.    Sept  19 

Friendly  Soeistias  Dissolved. 

FotDAT,  Sept.  19.  IS71. 

Uexbam  T>ne   Union  Frlendlj  Sodety,  Farmen'  Arms,   Hexham, 

Nortbnmberlend.    Sept  25 
SjrmODd's  Yatt  Frtendlj  Soclet;,  Sjraond's  Tatt  Ian  Wbitchnrch,  Hsr«- 

ftonl.    Sept  to 
TTnlted  Leather  Trade  of  Hexhun  Friendly  Secietjr,  Orapea  Inn,  Bex- 
ham,  Northnmberhutd.    Sept  IT 

Orsditsrs  nndsr  Kststss  fai  Ohsaesry. 

L—t  Dt  of  JVoe/. 

Fbisax,  Sept  39,  1371. 

Abber,  RIehd  By,  Lockwood,  HnddereSeld,  Tork,  Obemiat.    Nov  I- 

Bott«m)eF.  Hoddersfleld 
Bensie,  Ju,  Cranbrook,  Kent  CabhMt  Baker.    Kot  II.    WUsoa  *  Co, 
Crenbrook 
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Bonnd,  Cbu,  Bank  Cottage,  nr  Uomf,  Badnor,    Fumar.     Mo  SI 

Howell,  Boflth 
BoTllle,  US17,  Soarliorangb,  Yodt,  Widow.    Not  1.    Cilwt,  Sear- 

bnnrafh 
Crawford,  Ber  Chu  John,  Woodimnitfrnii,  Bunef.    Not  1.    Down, 

DorkintC 
Doddi,  Wm,  Sonth  Hatton,  Dnrfaam,  Innkeeper.    Oettl.    Blown  ft 

Son,  SonderUnd 
Dudler,  Semi,  ThcmbillTd,  Bemataijr,  Heleemen.    Not  11.    Potter, 

Klni(-iit,  Cbeepelda 
Edwudf,  Wm    Fetar,    HlndweU,  Bidnor,  Oent.     Dec   11.     Tidd 

Pratt,  KisRiton 
Fowler,  DaTid  Cox,  Snaeex-rd,  HoIlowBj,  Oent.    Oot  SI.     BooUeo  ft 

Sou,  Northam^n-M),  QerkenwaU 
Oarrod,  Wm,  Ipewleh,  SoOblk,  Yeoman.    Nor  1.    Aldooa  ft  Fearee, 

Ipawtch 
Gibblne,  Joeepta,  Honnd>hlll,    Warwick,   Eeq.     Haitli    I.     Aplin, 

Banlmiy 
Raywood,  B7,  Stratfiird-npon-ATon,  Warwick,  Oent.    Nor  I.    Hobbee 

a  Co,  Btratlbrd-upon-ATon 
Jenklni,  DaTid,  PontTpeol,  Uonmontb,  Merataant.    Oot  Si.    Edwards 

ft  Son,  PDntrpool 
I.eater,  John  Ed wd.Hlgb-at,  Camden  Town,  Dyer.    OetSS.    Banon, 

Qneen-et ,  Cannon- It 
Mm nv,  Ann,  Leeds,  Widow.    Hot  I.    Belk.  Wddleebn* 
Palmer,  Wm,  ChigweU,  Easaz,  Eaq.     Dec  1.     Wans«7  ft  Bowan, 

Maoritat«-st 
Potter,  OIlTia,  Cliftoo-et  Mcrtb,  FlaabQiy,  Widow.    Nor  1.    Aldoos  ft 

Fearee,  Ipswich 
Forsell,   Fradk,  Engineer  B.N.     Oct  10.    HUdreth  ft  Ommanney, 

Norfolk-n,  Strand 
Saiheilaod,  John  Wte.  Ooombe,  Suny,  Eeq.    Not  I.    Woed  ft  Co, 

Bajaond-bldn,  Oray'a.inn 
Tolaon,  Sarah  Sua,  Orow  Treee,  nr  Bndftnd.  Tcrk,  Widow.   Oct  9. 

Tarlor  ft  Co,  Bradftwd 
Tnttmi,  Sir  RIehd,  Holhfleld  Place,  Kent,  Baronet    Not  SS.    Bannett 

ft  Co,  New^q,  unooln's-Inn 
wmis,  John  Edwd.  Cteltenham,  Oloooestar,  Beq.    Not  16.    Grlffltbs, 

Obeltanham 

Ti;iaoaT,  Oat.  S,I871. 
Alklna, Isaac,  Street  Aston,  Warwick,  Oent.    Jan    I.    DewesfcSon 
Bandelaek,  Jolia  Anna,  Holland-rd,  Kensington,  Spinster.     Not  1. 

Olrdwood,  Ternlam-bldcs,  Omj'sJnn 
Bores,  Bell,   Barvlej,   York,  Widow.     Deo   I.     Shepherd  ft  Oo, 

BeTerley 
Brisooe,  Aima  Uaria,  Fozhills,  nr  Chertasy,  Saney.  Not  SO.  DaTidioa, 

SprinK-ffardens 
Caosebrook.  Fredk,  Brlnhton,  Sossez,  Porter.    Oet  SI.    liunb,  Brighton 
Clothier,  Wm,  Sonthwark  Bridge-rd,  Oent.    Not  1.    Blrt,  High-at, 

Southwark 
Crane,  Joseph,  Commerolal-rd  East,  Draper.    Not  1.    Bateliff  ft  Son , 

St  Micbaer»«Uer.  CemhIII 
DenlKon,  Qiles,  lUckletown,  Methley,  York,  Yeoman.   Nor  It.    Tomer 

ft  Bilfaroniih,  Leeds 
Bixsun,  Uichil,  DriKhtcn,  Esq.    Oct  31.     Letts,  BartlettVbldKS 
K«stburn,  Joweti,  Otler,  York,  Gent.    Not  I.    SIddall,  Otley 
Klll60n,Kichd,  Lpool,  Gent.     Not  I.    Tonlmin  ft  Co,  Lpool 
Kvnn.t,  Thos  Browne,  Chcttte  Lodge,  nr  Blandford,  Dorset,  Eeq.    Dec  I. 

Sladen  &  Mackenzie,  Piirliameiit-st,  NVestminster 
Orny,  Jan,  Versailles,  France,  Esq.  Oct3l.  Rolt,  Skinner's-pl, Slse-lana, 

Queen  Victoris.at 
HHmbidfie,  Geo,  Heathlll  Farm,  Gloucester,  Farmer.    Oet  11.    Ooz, 

stow-on-the.WoId 
LlTius,  ReT    H;  Sam!,  Briatol.     Not   II.    IlilTe  ft  Co,  Bedted-row, 

Holbom 
Loiich,  Wm  Sterens,  Bnckingbam-st,  Strand,  Geot.     Not    U.    La7> 

Carey-»t 
Luniby,  DanI,  Marsh-in-Pndaey,  York,  Stone  Merchant.     Not  S.    Oarr 
Hhodea,  Jweph,  York,   Gent.     Nor  I.     Seymour  &    Ulyth, Landal, 

York 
Roberis,  Anne,  Leallierhead,  Surrey,  Spinster.    Not  3.    Dawes  ft  Son, 

Angel-ct,  ThroginortOD.at 
Storey,  Thee  Snowdon,  EUlaw,  Northombarhuid,  Farmar.     Nor    1. 

Spoiirs  ft  Carr,  Ahiwlok 
WaiDaaa,  Jane,  Porcheeter.ter  Bayawatar.    Not  I.    Eraa*  ft  Co, 

Oray'a-fam-eq 

BaakrtptM. 

Fanax,  Sept.  M,  187 1. 

Under  the  Baiikn4>tor  Act,  1869. 

Creditors  mnstbrward  their  prooti  of  debts  to  the  Bagiitrar. 

To  Surrender  tn  London. 

BIchmond,  Hy,  Snrrone,  Domfrlea,  Scotland.    Pet  Sept  S$.  Boeba.  Oat 

i7atll.S0 

To  Smmnder  in  tha  Country. 
Orempton,  Jas,  Lpool,  Cigar  Dealer.     Pet  Bapt  17.     WatMn.     Lpool, 

Oat  IS  at  3 
DaTiea,  John.  Glonoeater,  Oeaaral  Dealer.   Pet  Sept  S7.   WObm.  Glea- 

eeeter,Oet  11  at  IS 
Darles,  Edwd  Wm,  Btakanbead,  Oheshira,  Dmpar.  Pet  Sept  15.  Wason. 

Blrkenbead,OetllatlO 
fltton,  Edwin,  Oldham,   Lancashire,  Oatcake  Baker.     Pet  Sept  S7. 

Tweedale.    Oldham,  Oct  11  at  II 
Oarman,  BIchd  Lake,  Whiaeonsett,  Nortblk,  Grocer.     Pet  Sapt  S7. 

Palmer.    Norwich,  Oct  11  at  II 
UcCann,  Joseph,  Birm,  Paper  Mannlaotanr.    Pet  Sapt  14.    Chaimtler. 

Birm,  Oet  11  at  11 
If  orley.  By,  Melbonme,  York,  Farmer.     Pet  Sapt  16.    Paridna.    York, 

Oct  17  at  II 
Farsona,  BUaha,  LsTentoek,  Wnts,  Farmer.     Pet  Sept  26.     Wilaan. 

SaUsbinT,Oetl«atS 
PaarMn,'Wm,WeatKinnaldFen7,Uneoln,  Draper.   Pet  Sept  16.    Up- 

pleby.    Uncobi.OetlSatIS  r~  r  •- 

Beada,  Philip  Wm  VUIien,  Syde,  I  of  W,  Oent.     PM  Sept  17.     Blake, 
GsUdhall  Co<he  Bonae,  Greehanut,  Oct  M  at  11 


Walter,  Edmond  Fraa,  ft  Wm  Sutton,  WImbledoa,  Santy,  Diqn  tc 

Sept  16.    liartrop.    Kingston,  Oet  Hat  1 
Whitcomb,  Edwin,  Church.rd,Cnydon,  Licenasd  Vietade.  Nis 

16.    Bowland.    Croydon,  Oct  10  at  1 

Tuesday,  Oct.  3,  isTl. 
Under  the  Bajikruptcy  Act,  1869. 
Creditors  must  forward  tLeir  proo!H  of  debts  to  tbs 
To  Surrender  in  Londeo. 

Mills,  Anna  Julia,  Beaumont-st,  Deransblre-pt,  UdfiortaKb^ 

Pet  Sept  I'i.    Broushani.    Oct  17  at  II 
Mtindy,  Herbert,  GrosTenor-st,  Gent.     Pet  Sept  19.    Bna|kK  ^ 

19  at  li.30 

To  Surrender  In  th  ■.  OTaii'.ry. 
Bsssett,  Geo,  Shorne  Ridgway,  nr  GraTeaend,  Kent,  oat  tftslBh 

Sept  :<:.    JVcHorth.    Rochester,  Oct  U  at  II 
Camboume,  Thos,    ft  Wm   Cambonme,  Old  Sodbary,  GiiBaKlk 

cnlnist.    Pet  Sept  29.    Harler.    Briatol,  Oct  16  all 
Carlisle,  Joseph,  Carlisle,  Cumberland,  Dmjtgisl.  FelStftS.  lis, 

Carlisle,  Oct  16  at  11 
Cleecc,  John,  Mancli  City  Gaol,  Prisoner.     Pet  Sept  KL  ill.  tic 

Oct  19aty.30 
DsTidson,  Robt,  Carliale,  Innkeeper.     Pet  Sent  10.    HalM.  Ca> 

Oct  17  at  11 
Oledhill,  Joseph  Wm,  Wortley,  nr  Leeds,  Shoe  ManaiartBW.  hk 

!7.    Marshall.     Leeda.  Oct  12  at  11 
Richards,  Saml,  Falmouth,  Cornwall,  Builder.    Pe!  Saft  ».  ttis 

Truro,  Oct  16  Ht  IJ 
Sheridan,  Chas,  Frampton  Court,  Dorcheater,  no  tmis.   Kifi 

Synionds.    Dcrcheater,  Oct  17  at  2 
Waite,  Jas,  Ouiseley.  York,  Cloth  MannCactuier.  Fst  8a(tlk  lA 

Leeds,  Oct  19  at  11 
Walker,  Joe,  ft  Thos»eares,  KinKstoO'Upon.Hnll,  SeeKkdtat 

Sept  29.    Phillips.    Elngston-apan-Hull,  Oct  U  at  It 
Welch,  Alfd,  Stockport,  Cheshire,  Coal  Merchant.    PetSiflB.  IS 

Stockport,  Oct  20  at  13 

BANKRUPTCIES  ANNULLED. 
FaiDST,  Sept.  19,  1871. 
Angus,  Ann,  Sunderland,  Durham ,  Dealer  in  China.  Sept  K 

TuiaOAT,  Oct.  S,  1871. 
Onions,  Chaa  Bill,  Sedgley,  Stafford,  Ironmaster.    Sef :  11 

Liquidation  by  Arraorauit. 

FIRST  MEETINGS  OF  CREDfTOBS. 
FUDIT,  Sept.  39,   1671 
Abbott,  Jas  Richd.  Bucklands,  Fortsea,  Haals,  EsgBsaU.  Ir' 

at  4,  at  offices  of  King,  Uoion^st,  Portaea 
Alderson,  Fredk  Shaw,  Sunderland,  Burham,  Grocer.    OcHISM 

offices  of  Johnston,  Pilgrim-st,  Newcaatlc-upon-Tyse 
Alexander,  Geo  Wm,   Portsmouth,  Muuo  Seller.    OctJ  Blsl 

MiUman-st,  Bedtord-row.     King,  Portsea 
Aston,  Darid,  Aldridite,  Stafford.  Grocer.    Oct  17  at  S,C 

low  &  Potter,  Bridge-st,  Walsall  j 

Blscombe,  Wm  Robiiuon.  Halifax,  York, Grocer.    OetlKiSail 

Storey,  Cheapslde,  Halifax 
Chapman,  Fredk  Wm,  Brighton,  Sussex,  Cheeaeaxaiger.  OnUtl 

offlcea  of  Rrandreth,  Middle.st,  Brighton 
Chester,  John,  Blackburn.  Lancashire,   Cabinet  Maker.    Odllal 

at  ofBce.^  of  Wheeler  &  Deaiie.  Holme-st,  Blsckbom 
OoDSUble,  Wm  Edwd,  Lorship-lsne,  Dolwich,  Fliat  MtW  * 

at  2,  at  office  of  Farnfleld,  Lower  Tbamea-ss 
Cope,  John,  Worcester,  Grocer.     Oct  16  at  1,  at  od 

High.3t,  Worcester 
DciehtoD,  Richd,  jun,Doncaster,  York,  Botcher.    OttllsH«i 

Roberts,  Bank.st,  Sheffield  m 

Dodman,  Thos  Moore,  St  Helen's,  Lancashir^  Bsildsc.    0«B«" 

cfflce  of  Smith,  Corf's-bldgs,  Preeson'»-row,  Lpod  ^ 

DurL-i",  inieph,  Birm,  Plumber.      Oct  11  at  13,  at  rtlcarfl** 

s  ..,.  ^   ..  iisU-st,  Birm 
Fu>i'  I .  I  ni',  Preston,  Lancaabire,  Iroafoondar.     Oetlla:ll.s 

ot  i'lai.i  &  .Vbbott,  Caanon-st,  Preston  jj 

Green,  Geo  Booth,  Monks  Coppenhall,  Cheahin,  Bakhat.  Oi'''' 

at  the  King's  Arms,  Earl-st,  Crewe.    Sheppard,  CWM 
Green,  Harriet,  &  Fredk  Green,  Leeds,  Prmieia.    Oet  liat< 

ol  Scott,  Albion-st,  LeeAt 
Gully,  Geo,  Bristol,  Builder.     Oct  II  at  II,  at  olBees  tf 

Albion-chambers,  Broad-st,  Bristol 
Holcroft,  Kichd,  Warrington,   Lancashire.    Oct  II  st  lb  < 

Bretherton,  Itank-st,  Warrington  _^ 

Hollinrake,  Jaa,  Todmorilen,  York,  dock  Maker.    Oct  lIBl**' 

Clarence  Hotel,  Manch.    Eastwood 
Hughes,  John,  Kidderminster,  Worcester, 

2,  at  ofilcea  of  Corbet,  6a.xter.ohambers,  Chgrck-^.  1  ■■    ^^ 
Hunt,  Ebenezer,  Southwater,  Sussex,  Fanner.  Oet  lOstU*"**^ 

Hotel,  Horsham.     Black  Jt  Co,  Brighton  ».*  w 

Hutchinson,  John,  Bradford,  York,  ont  of  bo^nias.    0*>>»^^ 

offlcea  of  Robinson  &  Robinson,  North. st,  Keiglilsy         ^ 
Jsmes,  Wm  Hy,  Cirencester,  Gloucester.     Oct  I6st  H<  ■■ 

bouse.  North-place,  Cheltenham.    Potter  o^trf 

Jarman,  Darid,  Birm,   Linen  Draper.      Oct  9  st  l.st  ••■• 

Association-rooms,  York-st,  Manch.    Grlfin.  Sina 
Jarritt,  Wm  Jolliffe,   Bristol,  Pawnbroker.      On'lst  ft..,      . 

Barnard  &  Co,  Albion-chambers.  Bri»i'. .    Fa»«ii»'**^^j 
Jordan,   Fredk   Foyner,  Gloucester,  T»i  1  .  .     Od  IHt"." 

Williams  &  Co.  Exchange,  Bristol  . 

Larerack,  Wm,  Gt  Hock,  York,  Farmer.     Oct.  »st4,i«»' 

Hotel,  Knottingley.    Rhodes  /witaSl 

Mace,  Andrew  Davison,  Redcar,  York,  Watclmiksr.    »"" 

office  of  Hudson,  HIgh.st,  Stocktnn-on-Tses        -^,„,i«*i 
Mappin,  Wm  Webster,  Sheffield,  out  of  boaine*.    OS"*'-"     I 

of  Maclien,  Bank-st.  Sheffield  A*udt 

Mitchell,  Thos,  jun,  Falmouth,  Cornwall,  Shoeaslst.    W" 

offices  of  Jeiiklns,  Post-uffice-bldgs,  Falaooik 
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Moon,  Hr  Eil«d.  Birkenhead,  Chetbira.  Lloenaed  Vletaaller.  Oct  13  at 

t,  tt  offlce  of  Downhsm,  Htrket->t,  Birkenhead 
Horlej,  John,  Bnflbnb,  Tork,  Farmer.    Oct  IS  at  IS,  at  the  Ba;  Horse 

Ian.  Wide  et,  Selby.    Halch  ft  Co,  Selby 
itamnm,  Cbaa,  Uttcola, Builder.    Oat  19  at  II.  at  ofBcea  of  Toj-nbee  & 

jMtkm.  Baik-n.  Uncaln 
Onrtoii.  Geo,  Bardney,  Lincoln,  Wood  Dealer.    Oet  Mat  I,  at  the  Sam- 

cen'i  Head  Inn.  Hiftb-st,  UDoaln.    Thomaa 
FMkman,  Cbaa  Hy,  St  Jaona'-id.  HoUtnmjr,  Caieaee  Boteher.     Oct  18 

at  i,  at  oflleei  of  Bamett,  New  Btoad-at 
Ttmj,  Bjr  Edwin,  Bristol,  Draper.    Oct  10  at  II,  at  offlcw  of  Barker  ft 

Laiw,  OoiMball,  Braaa-st,  Bristal 
FotiiBger,  Tboe,  Kastebeap,  TaHor.     Oct  IS  at  II,  at  the  OolldbaU 

CoHto-booae,    Greekam-at.     Jenkiiaon  k  8co,  Oort«t-«t,  Orace- 

cbnrcta-et 
rroeser,  Darid.  Newport,  Monnoiith,  Builder,    Oct  II  at  tl.atolBeeof 

Oatbcart,  Btidge^t,  BaDeawall,  Newport 
Bald,  John.  Soathampton,  DraiMT.     Oet  11  at  la,  at  the  Ooildball 

TaTcm,  King-st,  Cbeapnide.    Kilttnr,  Soathampton 
Kicfaardson,  Geo,  jnn,  Stassfaigton,  Yorlr,  MealePreeaer.     Oet  10  at  U, 

at  otScea  of  £de7,  Cbaiga-allejr,  Sheffleld.    Webeters  &  Plekaid, 

SbeffleU 
BoblEtOD,  Edwin,  Wakefield,  Tork,  Painter.     Oct  11  at  3,  at  offlces  of 

Femandee  &  Oili,  Wakefield 
Sannders,  Ht  Joseph,  MInehead,  Somerset,  Taflor.    Oet  12  at  1 ,  at  offlce 

of  Harris  &  Co,  Oandr-at-cbamben,  Exeter 
Scott,  Jas,  Blaekbnm,  Lancashire,  Shoemaker.     Oet  II  at  S,  at  oBces 

c<  wbeeler  ft  Deane.  Holme  st,  Blaekbnm 
Shenton,  Xdwd,  Bigcleawada,  Bedford,  MorsarTBaB.     Oet  14  at  I,  at 

offlcea  of  ETana  ft  Co,  Jdin-at,  Bedford-nnr 
Sopar,  Hf  Lewis,  Sarajie-gardeBS,  Tower-bill,  Tea  Dealer.    Oet  13  at  t, 

at  oOea  of  Jee,  Feochnrcb-et 
Spoor,  Ambtoae,  NewcasUa-npon'.Tjrne,  Joamerman  File  Oattar.     Oct 

1 1  at  *,  at  offleea  of  Joel.  Uarket-st,  Mewcaatle-npon-Trna    , 
Stout,  Robt,  Wlitan,  Lancashire,  Tailor.    Oct  U  at  S,  at  otBce  Of  Payne, 

Joba  Willlam-st,  Hnddeisfiald 
Tbarme,  Wm.  Stone,  StalTbrd,  Lloenaed  Vietnalhr.    Oet  11  at  11,  at 

ofBeaa  of  Broagh,  St  Mair'a-pl,  Staflbrd 
'Wndii«,JobnUwd,  Blaekbmn,  Laneaabire.  Engineer.     Oet  It  at  2, 

at  offlces  of  Wbeeler  ft  Dease,  Holaw-st,  Blaokbnm 
Wilson,  Joseph  Oeo,  Eldderminster,  Worcester,  Baker. 

offlce  of  Crowtber,  '^car-st,  Kidderminster 
Woods,  Albert,  Wantogton,  Laneaabire,  Contractor. 

efflce  of  DaTiea  ft  Co,  Horsemarket-«t,  Warrington. 


Oct  13  at  11,  at 

Oet  IS  at  II,  at 
Bietberton 


Workman,  Cbaa,  Ipool,  SUppingOleik.     OetltatS,atoaoeaf  Dixon, 

Lord-at,  Lpool 
Tuige,  John,  Strand,  SoUdtor.     Oet  9  at  t,  at  offlces  of  Hackwood  ft 
Co,  Walbrook 

TinasiT,  Oct.  S,  1871. 
Altoopp,  Saml,  Jnn,  Tamworth,  Warwick,  Fish  Dealer.    Oct  19  at  11,  at 

tba  Acorn  Hotel,  Temple^t,  BIrm.    Wilson,  Bnrton-on-Trent 
Barber,  Wm.  Kanliam,  MorfUk,  Boat  Bnllder.    Oct  IT  at  13,  at  offlce  of 

Cnfknde,  King-sl,  Gt  Taimonth 
BaakerTllle,DaBl,Jan,OloMester,  Brewer.    Oet  11  at  I,  at  the  Bell 

Hotel,  GUneeater.    Ti^ntan.  Otooceater 
Batterlv,  Bobt  Seal,  Ai«ber-at,  Kensington,  Bootmaker.     Oet  IS  at  4, 

■  t  offleea  of  Macmnllen,  WeathoDme-grore,  Bayswatar 
Baxter,  Wa,  ft  Fras  Lewis  Slaney,  Holme,  Haneh,  Screw  Boot  Uanofkc- 

tnicr.    Oet  13  at  3,  at  offlce  of  Bhippey,  Cooper-st,  Manch 
BeUit,  Wm,  Whitdngtoo,  Derby,  Batcher.    Oet  16  at  S,  at  offlce  of  Gee, 

Bigb-at,  CbeatarHeld 
Bielaki.  MaMbaw,  CaidUi;  Draper.     Oct  17  at  U,  at  offloea  tt  Morris, 

Hlgh-at,  Cardur 
Bi^Uey,  Wm,  Eecleshill,  Tork,  Slater.    Oet  9  at  li.at  offlaes  of  Bhodea, 

I>iike-st,  Bradlbid 
Brown,  Oolia,  Leeds,  Woollen Uercbant.  Oet  IT  at  IS,  atthaOt  Northern 

BaOway  Station  Hotel,  Leeds.    Parry 
Bl«wn,  By.  Broadway  Oottaga,  nr  Homdaaa,  Hants,  Wood  Dealer.    Oct 

9  at  S,  at  oCBta  of  Blake,  Unioo-at,  Portsea 
Brown,  Tboe  Cathbart,  Bbsssdliam,  Morfolk,  Innkeeper.  Oet  IT  at  IS,  st 

oflca  of  Taylor  ft  Sini,  <Nd  Bank-bldgs,  King.st,  Morwioh 
Bnrwna,  Wa  Parker,  Exeter,  Beron.  Merchant.    Oct  14  at  II,  at  offloe 

Barrta  ft  Cok  Oimdyat-ebambersk  Exeter.    Carter,  Exeter 
Bii]]«ck.  Joseph  Angnatna,  Bristol,  Comm  Agent.    Oct  10  at  11 ,  at  cOce 

of  Ayre,  BiMel-oliamban.  Ntebolae-st,  Briatol 
Cbnben,  Leesard  Codiwettb,  Aditoo-nader-Lyne,  Lanoaablre,  Wbole- 
•ale  Qioeer.    Oet  16  at  II,  at  the  Angel  Eoiel,  Harket-at,  Maaeb. 
BraswUasnt,  Ashton-ander-I^ne 
Connor,  Jas,  Mancb,  Ironmonger.    Oet  17  at  4,  at  offlce  of  Addleihaw, 

King-at,  Haneh 
Xi*T)e8,Edwd,  l4iodl,Bnilder.  Oet  I9ats,at  the  law  Association  Booma, 

Co«kH«,LpooL    Bartley,  Lpool 
I3«wlca.FbIllp  Lewis,  Keyland,  Pembroke,  Tailor.    Oct  17  at  lOJl,  at  the 

Townball,  Gnildball-Ml,  Oarmartben.    Pany,  Fembroka  Dock 
Sean,  1  boa  Alex,  Marden,  Hereford,  Farmer.    Oet  SI  at  11,  at  offlce  of 

Barrow,  <)Dse»'St,  Wolrerbaaipton 
SodsaoB.  Geo  Wataon,  Mancb,  Botcher.    Oct  IS  at  3,at  emca  of  Addle- 

■bsw,  Klng-at,  Manch 
Eckenlcy,  Wm,  Bolton,  Lancasbira,  Engineer.    Oct  13  at  S,  at  ofltos  of 

Easiwtai  ft  Paanlagtan,  Mawdaley-at,Bolton 
Flint.  AIM,Catsbalton,8ntray.  Msrket  Gardener.    Oct  17 at  IS,  at  offlee 

of  Carter  ft  Bdl,  Leadenball-st 
nint.  6co  Banyan,  Carshalton,  Sorrey,  Farmer.     Oet  IS  tt  IS,  at  afflce 

of  Carter  ft  Bel),  Leadenball-st 
FloTd.Tbos,  ft  Saml  JsmeSiPensance,  Cornwall,  Sawyers.    OctltatS, 

st  offloe  of  Trerena,  West  End,  Bedmth 
Gappy,  Wm,  Joaqih  Oopeatick,  ft  Fraa  Dafld  Boae  Oopeatick,  Oommer- 
^^st.  Shoredltcb,  Suttoners.    Oct  IS  at  13,  at  offlces  of  Vining  ft 
Son.  MaorRzte-s;-bltes 
Boll.  Wm,  Sonderlaad,  Dnrtaam,  Printer.    Oct  17  at  3,  at  offlce  of  Bell, 

Z^uabuni-at,  Snnderland 
Honeox.  Herber^  Prtaioe's  End,  Staflord,  Miner.     Oct  14  at  II,  at  offloe 

of  Stokes,  Pi<OTy-st,I>ndley 
Wort  a*".  Oeo  Vineent,  Haddersfleld,  Tork,  ont  of  bnaineat.    Oet  14  at  11, 

sU  offlcea  of  Clongta  ft  Son.  Uarket-st,  Hnddersfleld 
Batcb,  Stephen,  Tork-ter,  Csmden-id,  Builder.     Oct  19  at  S,  at  offlces 
of  Boltao,  Gray Vinn- si| 


Hioks,  Julian  Sberlnck  Bait.  Ijrndhnrst-groTe,  Peokham,  Scenic  Artist. 

Oct  IS  at  1 1,  at  offlces  of  Johnson,  SaBttaani|itoa-bUgt,Chaooery-lane 
Hirst.  Issae,  GIrlington.  Bradford,  Tork,  News  Agent.     Oet  9  at  10.  at 

offlces  of  Rhodes,  Dokest,  Bradlbrd 
Howells,  John,  Brsdfoid,  nr  Uancb,  Merchant.     Oct  18  at  3,  st  offloea 

of  Grandy  ft  Coolson,  Booth-st,  Usncfa 
Humphreys,  Jossph.  Leicester,  Baker.    Oct  13  at  IS,  at  offlce  of  Haxby, 

BelToir-at,Leieeater 
Tbeaen,  Hy,  Baxton,  Derby,  Watchmaker.     Oat  IS  tt  I,  at  I,  St  Ann's 

aq.  Baxton.    Jobnsoa.  Stockport 
Janea,  Cbaa,  St  George'a-td.  HoUown,  out  of  buainets.     Got  IS  at  4, 

at  the  Market  TaTsm,  Tork-rd,  nng's-croas.     Taylor,  Ctarao-tt, 

Strand 
Jones,  Ohas,  Walaall,  Stafford,  Carpenter.    Oet  16  at  I,  tt  offlee  of  Baker,. 

B  ridge-s^  Walsall 
Jones.  Jas,  Ooedporth,  DeaUab,  Tavern  Keeper.    Oet  14  at  IS,  at  ot&ce 

of  Jooea,  Hemblaa-et,  Wrexham 
Jonaa,  Tboa,  WolTerbampton,  Stalford.  Grocer.     Oct  14  at  S,  at  offlce  of 

Creiwell,  Bllaton-st,  WolTerbampton 
Kershaw.  By,  LDng!ey-green,nr  HaddersOeld,  Tork,  Farmer.     Oct  16 

at  II,  tt  offleea  of  Ooogh  ft  Son,  Uarket-st,  HaddertSald 
Lske,  Geo  Walt  Oidley,  ()aeea'a-rd,I>alstan.     Got  14  at  U,  at  offleea  of 

Green,  Falcoo-et,  Fleet-at.    Howard,  New  Bridga-st 
Licence,  Bobt,  DoTer,  Kent,  Stationer.     Oet  19  at  3,  at  the  Victoria 

HoteijCastle-st, Sotst.    Hinter,  Dorer 
Loftas,  Tbos  Alex,  ATenne-id ,  Lewlsham ,  Coal  Agent.     Oct  IS  at  II,  at 

offices  of  Barton  ft  Drew,  Fore-st,  Finsbary 
Male,  Mary,  Tipton,  Stafford,  Grocer.     Oct  14  at  11,  at  offleea  of  Lowe, 

Wolreibamptoo-at,  Dudley 
Marahall,  Robt  Dixon,  Darbam,  Innkeeper.     Oct  IS  at  3,  at  offlcea  of 

tlanball,  Jnn,  Claypath,  Darbam 
Michetl,  Theopbilns,  ueronport,  Derou,  Grocer.    Oet  IS  tt  3,  at  offloea 

of  Vanghan,  Anbyn-at,  Deronport 
Mitchell,  Thor,  WInsford,  Cheshire,  BeeiseUer.    Oct  Slat  II ,  tt  the  Bed 

Lion  Hotel,  Winoftird.    Bent,  Wnsford 
Nathan,  Harris,  WolTerbampton,  Stafford,  FuniturB  Dealer.    Oct  IS  at 

4,  at  oBlaee  of  Stratton,  Qaeen-st,  WolTerbampton 
Netl,  Robt,  ft  Bdwd  PDrey.  VolTerbampton.  Staflbid,  Giooen.     Oet  14 

at  li,  at  offlce*  of  Barrow,  Queen  st,  WolTerbampton 
Offurd,  Robt,  Oxfbrd-st,  Manafactaring  Electrician.    Oct  IS  at  S,  at 

omceaof  Wilde,  Ombam-it.  Wickena.  Pslmerston-bl4gs,  Old  Brosd  st 
Psrd<nT.  Wm  Hy,  Bomford,  Essex,  Saddler.    Oct  16  at  II,  at  effloes of 

Brown,  Basinghall-at 
Parr,  Jaa.  Teignmonth.  Deron,  Hotetkeenar.    Oct  It  at  12.30,  at  offlcea 

of  Terrell  ft  Patberiok,  Southrmbay,  Exeter 
Partridge,  Kdwd,  Leadeikhail-st,  Oitanan.    Oct  19  at  13,  at  the  OuUdhtlt 

TaTem.    Wilson  ft  Co.  Copthall-bldgt 
Partridge,  Sarah,  ft  Lydia  Wilttbire,  Bseding.  Berks,  Vaoey  Toy  Sel- 

len.    Oct  1 3  at  U,  at  offloe  of  Beala,  Loadoo-et,  Beading 
Price,  Geo,  HereGvd,  Watehmakat.    Oet  IT  at  1 1,  at  offloea  of  James  ft 

Bodenham,  St  Petsr-st,  Hereford 
Bicharda,  Wm,  WolTerbampton,  Stafford,  Htlrdraaaer.    Got  21  at  IS,  at 

offloea  of  Barrow,  Oneen-sq,  WolTerbampton 
Ridilell,  Joseph  Hadley.  Cbespside,  Engineer.     Oet  S4  at  IS,  at  the 

Guildhall  TaTem,  Ormbam-at.    Hardwiek 
Roberts,  Moaee  Allen.  Landport,  Hants,  Licensed  Viotaaller.     Oet  It  at 

1 1 ,  at  offlce  of  Walker,  Uaion-st,  Portaaa 
Ryde,  Geo,  Bangor-ter,  Brentford,  Builder.     Oct  18  at  II,  at  offlee  of 

Anderson  ft  Son,  Ironmonger-lane 
Speed,  Jobn,  Lpool,  Grocer.     Oct  IS  at  3 ,  at  office  of  Lnpton,  Barring-' 

ton-at,  Lpool 
Stafford,  Riehd,  Wabnaley,nr  Bnry,  IsneasUre,  Stonemason.     Oet  IT 

at  3,  st  the  Wbeatataaaf,  YoiiiaMre-st,  Boohdale.     HaU  ft  Hotter, 

Bolton 
Stokes,  Cbss,  Kreiham,  Woreeater,  Salt  Maretaaat.  Got  19  at  3,  at  offlce 

of  Tree,  Broed-st,  Worcester 
Stunt.  Herbert  Valentine,  Sonthboroagh,  Kent,  Bnteber.     Got  13  at  lU 

at  offlce  of  Arnold,  Tnnbridge  Wells 
Thomas,  Herbert  Lloyd,  Water-lane,  Ot  Tower-st,  Costom  House  Agent.. 

Oct  19  at  3,  at  offleesof  WatMm,  Baaingball-at 
Toptaam,  Edwd,  Manntaigham,  Tork.  Emit  Dealer.  Oat  16  at  2,  at  offlces 

of  Hntchinson,  Plecadilhr-cbaabers,  Pioaadilly,  Bradlbrd 
Whiikard,  John,  King  William-tt,  Strand,  Jeweller.     Oct  IS  at  2,  at 

offlces  of  Lorering  ft  Minton,  GreslAm-st.     Rook  ft  Co,  Klng-st,. 

Ctaeapalde 
Wilson,  RIohd,  Witton,  CbesUrs,  StaUoner.     Oet  SI  at  II,  at  the  Bed. 

Lion  Hotel,  Winsferd.    Bent,  Wiaabrd 

IpiNE  FLAVOURED   STRONG  BEEF  TEA  at 
'      sbont  2id.  a  pint.    ASK  FOR  UEBIG  COMPANf  S  EXTEACT 
of  Meat,  reqidting  Baron  Liebig  the  Inrentor's  Signature  on  ererj 
Jar,  being  the  only  guarantee  of  genuineness. 
Excellent  eoonomlcal  stock  for  soaps,  aaooes,  fto. 

BILLS  OF  COMPLAINT. 

BILLS   of  COMPLAINT,  6/6    per  page  for   20' 
copies,  from  which  price  a  large  disoonnt  will  be  aUowed  if  cash 
is  paid  immediately  on  oompletion  of  order, 
Yatss  ft  ALXxAMsxa,  Law  Printers,  Symoads-inn,  Ohaooe(]r-lane. 

UTHOBS  ADVISED  WITH  as  to  the  Cost  of 

Printing  and  Fublishing,  tod  the  Cbeapest  Mode  of  Bringing 
outMSS. 

Yatxs  ft  ALBxansaa,  Printers,  7,  Symonds-iim,  Otaaaeery-laae. 

THE  LAW  OF  TRADE  MARKS,  with  some 
acconnt  of  its  Histoij  and  OeTclopment  in  the  Oeoiskma  of  the 
Courts  of  Law  and  Equity.  By  EDWARD  IXOTD,  Eaq.,  of  Lincoln'a-  - 
inn,  Barristar-at.Law.    Price  Ss. 

••  I  am  indebted  to  the  Tory  Talaable  llttlo  pabHcadsa  e(  Mr.  Ueyd, 
who  hss  cdleoted  all  the  authoritiaa  on  this  aatjeet,"  -V,C.  Ween,  in. 
McAndrew  ».  Baasett,  March  4. 

13,  Cook'a-conrt,  Carey-street,  Lincoln'a-lna,  WX, 
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Subscription  for  £210,000  Perpetual  5  per  Gent.  First  Debenture  Stock, 

Wasa  THB  FIB8T  JfOBTOAOB   CHAROB  tTPOK  TRB   WHOLB   UNDESTAKIKO  OV  TEE 

EAST  AND  WEST  JUNCTION  RAILWAY  COMPMT, 

XO'WCESTER    TO    STRAVFOBlt-OlS-AT^lV, 

FOBXcro  A  tvncnoif  with  thb 

LONDON   AND    NOBTH   WESTERN   AND    GREAT    WESTERN   EAIL¥1TS. 
Price   of  Stock,   £90   per   £100    Stock, 

TiMiitg  to  tht  Jnvutor  M  I  It.  ptr  Cmt.  per  Anwun  I*t»r*$t. 

The  do*  and  pnnctiu]  pa}mieiit  of  the  Interest  doting  oonstmctioii.  and  for  one  rear  aftar  die  completion  of  the  Lite,  > 
gnaianteed  by  the  inTeatment  in  Conaola  of  a  snm  eqnsl  to  thrco jrean'  Intereat,  now  standing  in  the  names  of  the  milmiiwitiiri 
Tmsteee,  viz. : — Jahbs  Atkinson  LoKoamoB,  Esq.,  London  (CHiairman  East  and  West  Junction  Railway  Comptaxl,  udEvc 
Carkikoton  Smith,  Esq.,  1,  Lombard  Street,  llondon  (Messrs.  Smith,  Payne  &  Smiths,  Bankers),  to  be  appli*aistlulit|iK- 
ment  thereof. 

COPY  OF  CEETIFICATE  OF  INVESTMENT  IN  CONSOLS. 

BAST  AKD  WIST  iCNCTIOK  EAILWAT. 

We  hereby  Certify  that  the  Sam  of  Fifty  Thousand  Six  Hundred  and  Twenty-fiva  Pounds  (£50,625)  his  bsen  mmlediuc 
names  in  Consols,  which  wo  hold  upon  trust  for  securing  (in  accordance  with  the  terms  of  the  Dedaratian  of  Tnut,4stidttiifi 
July  last,  execntei  by  us)  the  payment  of  Interest  to  the  First  Debenture  Stockholders  of  the  abore-mcntionsd  Comfsar. 

(Signed)       J.  A.  LoHOKmex,  \  x-^— 
Dated  London,  4th  October,  1871.  E.  C.  Smith,         )  *™ibs. 


MsstBB.  FiBLD,  Wood  &  Hatnes  are  authorised  by 
Messrs.  Crampton  &  Sons  to  dispose  of  £210,000  Perpetual  Five 
per  Cent.  FmST  Dbbkntuki  Stock  of  the  East  and  West 
Jnnction  Railway  Company,  being  part  of  the  £400,000  First 
Debentoie  Stock  created  in  pnrmiance  of  the  Railway  Companies 
Act,  1867. 

This  Stock  is  the  Fibst  Fzbpbtval  Moetoaob  Chakoe 
on  the  whole  iTstem  of  the  East  and  West  Junction  Railway, 
33^  miles  in  length^from  Towoaster  (Northamptonshire)  to 
Stratford-<m-Avon  (warwiekihire). 

This  important  Railway  forms  a  Jnnction  with  the  Great 
Western  Railwa;^  and  London  and  North  Western  Railway 
Svstems,  oonnecang  with  the  former  at  Stratford-on-Avon,  and 
also  at  Fenny  ComptoD,  and  with  the  latter  (by  means  of  its 
running  powers),  at  BUaworth,  vx»  Towcester. 

Considerable  progress  has  already  been  made  in  the  oonatrac- 
tion  of  the  Line,  the  first  section  of  which,  nearly  seven  miles, 
via, — bsaa  Fanny  Compton  to  Kineton,  is  already  in  working 
operation,  and  the  Contracton  are  to  complete  the  further  sec- 
tion, from  Kineton  to  Eatington,  by  the  lit  of  March  next,  and 
they  are  under  penalties  to  compute  the  whole  Line  in  the 
course  of  next  year. 

The  price  of  the  Stock  now  ollisred  is  £90  f6r  each  £100  Stock ; 
it  will  be  transferred  in  any  amount  not  being  less  than  £100 
Stock,  and  payment  will  be  accepted  aa  follows  :— 
£10  on  each  £100  Stock  applied  tar,  payaUs  on  AppUcation. 
20  „  „  „  Allotment, 

ao  „  „  „  31st  Oct.,  1871. 

20  „  „  „  30th  Nov.,  1871. 

20  „  „  „  30th  Dec,  1871. 

£90* 

Interest  will  accme  on  the  deposit  and  payment  on  allotment 
from  the  date  of  allotment,  and  on  each  subseanent  instalment 
bam  the  dat«  of  payment  thereof,  at  the  rate  of  5  per  Cent,  per 
annum. 

The  privilege  is  reserved  to  Snbecribers  to  pay  np  the  whole 
of  the  instalments  on  allotment,  in  which  case  Interest,  at  the 
rate  of  6  per  Cent,  per  Amram,  will  run  from  that  date  on  the 
whole  £100  Stock,  equal  to  £5  Us.  Od.  per  cent  per  annum  on 
the  amount  invested. 

Applicants  notifying  their  intention  to  pay  np  in  foil  will  be 
entitled  to  be  first  considered  in  the  allotment. 


The  Interest  will  be  payable  half-yeariy,  oa  lit  Jmar 
and  1st  July  in  each  year,  at  the  Bankers  of  the  ConpuT.  Tk 
first  payment  of  Interest  will  take  place  on  lat  Jamutj,  Ittit 

Aa  gnarantee  for  the  due  payment  of  Interest  dniucsMne- 
tion  of  the  Line,  and  for  one  year  after  its  eonfMai  (ba 
enabEng  the  Company  to  develop^  its  traSe),  the  sum  (f  IwSS 
has  been  invested  in  Consols,  which  are  now  itandin^.iiitar- 
dance  with  the  before-mentioned  Certificate,  in  tlujaituu 
of  Jakbs  Atkinson  Lonokidob,  Esq.,  Lcodoi  (duimuiai 
and  West  Junction  Railway),  and  Bmic  CuonroTOii  Sin, 
Es<^.,  1,  Lombard-street,  London  (Messrs.  Smia,  Pijg  t 
Smiths.  Bankers),  who  have  consented  to  act  utntm-vi 
who  will  apply  the  same  in  the  doe  payment  of  thelitsntitia 
the  days  appointed  for  payment  thereof. 

Provisional  Certificate)!  will  be  issued  in  euhsue  (»  At 
Bankere'  receipts,  until  the  instalments  are  fully  psia  ap,  vis 
the  Stock  will  be  transferred  into  the  name  (n  ««li  ■#»£ 
f^ee  of  all  stamp  du^,  and  the  Stock  Ccotificatas  of  tlu  VwfSt 
will  then  be  forwarded. 

The  authorised  Capital  of  the  Company  coosisti  of— 

let.— Perpetual  Firat  Debenture  Stock,  beoriw  i  M 
cent.  Interest,— having  precedence  of  all  cuar 
Debenture  or  other  Stocu  or  Shares  (duStoek 
now  for  disposal  being  part  thereof)      . .      SMtp^ 

2nd.— Second  Debenture  Stock  (all  issued)      ..        UO 

3rd — ^Third  Debenture  Stock  (£46,779  4s.  3d.  tssMd, 

£63.220 15s.  lOd.  i«served)  ..       ..        lOUK 

4th.— Ordmary  Shares  (all  issued)         ..        ,.        M9 

£MM 

The  Acts  of  Parliament  and  scheme  of  anangiDat,alw 

the  Declaration  of  Intereat  Trust,  may  be  sesn  atditOCn' 

thp  SoUdton  of  the  Company,  Meean.  Aahnnt,  ManiiiCi. 

6,  Old  Jewry,  E.C.,  London. 

Applications,  aocompanied  by  the  payment  of  £10  i**^ 
£100  Stock  aralied  for,  will  be  received  on  thsFsneKM 
herewith,  wUch  moat  be  filled  up  and  forwarded  to  tbCw^ 
dated  Bank,  Limited,  .f 2,  Thraa^wedle  Street,  S.C.,  \j*i»-^, 
its  branches ;  or  to  Messn.  Field,  Wood  ft  Haynas,  9,  Waiin 
Court,  Throgmorton  Street,  B.C.,  London,  of  vnion  PniptO'* 
maybe  had. 
9,  Wamford  Court,  Throgmorton  Street,  K.C. 
London,  5th  October,  1871. 


EAST 


THE  DIRECTORS  AND  OFFICERS  OF  THE 
AND    WEST    JUNCTION    RAILWAY    COMPANY 


JAUES    ATKINSON    LONGRIBaE,    Eiq..    3,    Poet's 

Comer,  Wectminster,  Ckaikkan. 
MAfOR  DICKSON,  H.P.,  Walderehare  Park,  Kent 
CHARLES  LOnriNOER,  Eiq.,  1,  Owkigan-^ace,  S.W. 


AHE  : 

Direeton. 


WILLIAM  OWEN,  Eeq.  (CbuniMa  of  tha  WtOaA  Vh  ' 
gon  Company),  Clifton  Honis,  Bothorham. 

HENRY  TOOOOOD,  Esq.,  16,  ParliaiiHntHtnet,  VaC- 
minster,  S.W. 


Engisttr— JAMES  B.  BURKE.  Esq.,  C.E.,  II,  Little  Queen-street,  Westminater,  &W. 

SoUalton— Hewn.  ASHURST,  MORRIS,  &  >k>.,  6,  Old  Jewry,  E.a 

BMretary— CHARLES  BANKS,  Eaq. 

Offiom— 3,  WB8TMIN8TEE  CHAMBERS,  VIOTORIA  STREET,  S.W. 


Hessrs.  Fuu>,  Wood,  *  Hanss,  fai  oflMag  ttie  first  Debenton  Stock 
aftbs  East  and  West  Jaacttan  RaUway,  dsalnto  point  oat  that  this 
Stock  !•  s  mui  caAias  oron  tsb  suTiaa  tan,  wbieb  will  bs  38)  milea 
in  laaaith,  f<raiD«  a  Jonctton  with  the  Loadon  and  North  Western  aad 
the  Gtaat  Western  Ballways. 


The  fellewloK  particulars  ol  the  nalertaUnr  ai*  extncM  t<*^ 
alBolalat«wmeiitui  the  Compiny:— 

••  The  Emit  and  W'eit  Jitnctiim  Rallaar  Is  a  IhB  SJJ  ■«»»»«= 
from  Towc«sicrto  Str«tfor<)-ofl-A»on,  mateHslljr  «•'•''•*•* ^ll ^ 
via  Blitwortli,  frnm  Lnnrtou,  anil  the  Northamptaa  Ina  On  IMT^' 
lb«  SODIh  Wulcs  Coa'H.'Mt. 
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Tht  Ofitt  of  thii  Journal  and  oj  th$  Wbbklt  Bipoxtbb 
u  nowttt  12,  CooVi-court,  Vany'ftrHt,  W.C. 

Tht  Suiuription  to  th$  Solicitors'  Jodbnai.  i< — Town,  26«., 
Country  2S4.;  usiih  the  TVieklt  Reportxr,  5S«.  Paymtnt 
inadiimee  inelutiei  Double  Humbert  and  Poitage.  Subicribtri 
M»  him  their  Volume!  bound  at  the  OJict—eloth,  2e.  6d., 
halflaa  ealf,  4<.  6d. 

All  tittirt  intended  for  puilieation  in  the  "SoUeiton^  Journal " 
nuutbe  authenticated  iy  the  name  of  the  writer,  though  not 
netumrily  for  publication. 

Where  difficulty  ie  ezperiented  in  prteming  the  Journal  toith 
refularity  in  the  Protineet,  it  ie  requeeted  that  applieation  be 
made  direct  to  the  Publiihir. 


LONDON,  OCTOBER  14,  18T1. 

♦ 

The  AmnrAL  OAXHEBiNa  of  the  Metropolitan  and 
PiOTinoial  Law  Assooiation  took  plaoe  this  week,  as 
annoaooed,  at  Newcastle-on-Tyne.  The  taeeting  wag  a 
complete  snooesa;  several  valuable  papers  were  read, 
whioh,  following  the  nsaal  coarse,  we  shall  publish  in 
these  oolnmna.  On  Thursday  the  members,  under  the 
escort  of  the  local  law  society,  visited  Tyaemonth  and 
some  other  places  of  interest. 

The  annnal  meeting  of  the  Solioitors'  Benevolent 
Assooiation  was  also  held  at  Newoastle^u-Tyne,  on 
Wednesday,  and  the  report  then  presented  jostified  the 
observation  that  the  society  is  making  a  steady  advance 
in  inrosperity  and  in  the  oonfld«noe  of  the  profession. 


At  this  season  the  newspapers  record  the  progress 
of  the  Registration  Courts,  but  the  oontradiotory  returns 
of  the  raanlts  which  are  given  by  the  various  party 
•gents  may  perhaps  puzzle  the  pnUio,  and  oaose  them 
to  suspect  intentioiud  deception.  The  deception,  how- 
arer,  consists  principally  in  pretending  to  give  what  it  is 
praotioally  impossible  to  give,  except  in  tiie  smallest 
oonatituencies:  Both  in  boropghs  and  oounties,  a 
laxS^a  proportion  of  ijie  new  voters  added  to  the  register 
year  by  year  are  pat  on  by  the  overseers  without  claim 
on  their  part,  and  have  never  voted  elsewliere.  As  to 
tfaese  it  is  very  difficult,  to  say  the  least  of  it,  to  ascer- 
tain their  politics,  if  they  have  any  definite  politics  at 
all,  whioh  is  by  no  means  always  the  case.  Thus  the 
Iaz;g«st  figure  in  the  returns  ought  to  be  in  most  oases 
"  new  voters  of  unascertained  politics,"  which,  however, 
seldom  appears  at  all.  If  the  agents  were  to  make  out 
tbeiz  returns  in  this  way,  they  would  be  more  valuable, 
tboagh  far  less  imposing.  We  fancy  it  is  not  unusual 
to  oonnt  all  unknown  persons  as  friends. 

The  agents  themselves,  however,  are  oooasionally 
deceived,  for  voters,  with  a  very  questionable  morality  or 
sense  of  honour,  will  not  nnf reqnently  ;tvail  themselves 
of  «lie  aervioes  of  the  agent  of  their  opponents,  by  passing 
themselves  oS  as  his  friends,  and  will  ^tter  themselves 
that  they  have  done  rather  a  "  cute  "  ^ing  than  other- 
iriee.  A  letter  to  the  agent  of  tlie  opposite  party 
reqaeating  his  support,  with  plenty  of  strong  language 
igtkinst  his  opponent  (in  truth  your  own  friend)  for  his 
preetuned  impertinence  in  objecting  to  yon,  may  often 
loooeed  in  getting  the  objection  withdrawn,  and  aoooid- 
ng-  bo  the  principle  that  all  is  fair  in  politics,  as  in  love 
tr  vraur.eapeoially  against  a  meddlesome  scoundrel,  such  as 
kn  objaotor  is  usually  held  to  be,  the  trick  is  chuckled 
iver  bj  its  perpetrator,  whose  name  meanwhile  has  been 
oorad  amongst  the  glorious  gains  of  his  enemies  upon  the 
eTieion. 

Xxt  oonnties,  if  the  occupiers'  list  is  omitted  altogether 
roza  the  returns,  the  result  of  the  changes  upon  the 
ther  part  of  the  register  can  usually  be  very  approzi- 
oskftely  ascertained,  for  persons  who  make  olahns  for 
hemael'Tes  nsnally  have  ascertainable  poUtioe.  The 
iaxuaer  in  which  retoma  are  very  oommonly  made,  how- 


ever, is  in  counties  entirely  fallacious.  Usually  the 
number  of  objeotiona  sustained  on  each  side  is  given,  and 
the  balance  treated  as  gain,  and  also  the  number  of 
olaims  sustained  on  eaoh  fide  is  given  and  the  balance 
of  that  also  taken  as  gain,  the  two  balanoes  added  (or 
the  difference  between  them  if  one  is  in  favour  of  one 
party  and  one  of  the  other)  being  taken  as  the  total  gain. 
As,  however,  the  objections  are  mostly  made  to  new 
olaims,  whUe  those  made  to  the  old  register  include  per- 
sons objected  to  by  the  overseers,  and  dead  men  who 
would  be  taken  out  without  any  objection,  it  is  evident 
VSat  this  method  gives  no  real  information  at  all.  What 
should  be  given  is  the  number  of  eaoh  party  struok  off 
the  old  list,  and  the  number  ot  each  added. 


Tbb  Social  Soibmos  OoNaBBSs  has  devoted  ttiia  year 
an  unprecedented  amount  of  its  time  to  matters  connected 
with  the  law  and  its  administration.  One  certainly  oannot 
wonder  that  this  should  have  been  so.  It  is  felt  through- 
out the  land  that  important  reforms  in  law  and  pro- 
cedure are  necessary,  and  that  great  alterations  will  not 
long  be  delayed.  These  topios,  if  they  disappear  from 
public  view  for  a  short  time,  are  perpetaiUly  re-appearing; 
every  sign  indicates  that  the  country  is  quick  with 
some  great  law  reforma,  and  that  it  oannot  be  long  before 
new  systems  see  the  light.  We  have  already  a  jaiica- 
tore  eommisBion  which  numbers  its  age  by  years,  and  an 
assooiation  for  promoting  a  scheme  of  legal  education ; 
we  have  had  in  Parliament  High  Court  of  Justice  Bills 
and  Bills  for  the  Amendment  of  the  Law  respecting  Land; 
and  we  had  (anfortonately  we  have  not  now)  a  public 
scheme  for  a  digest  of  the  law. 

Of  all  that  has  been  spoken  and  read  at  Leeds  this 
year  Mr.  Vernon  Harcourt'n  address  to  the  jurisprudence 
section  has  attracted  most  notice.  His  remarks  on  legal 
reforms  fell  into  four  divisions.  The  first  plaoe  he  assigned 
to  legal  education,  because  he  considered  that  a  properly 
organised  legal  educational  system  was  the  first  necessity. 
The  statute  law  next  claimed  his  attention;  and  then  he 
assailed  that  ancient  institution,  the  Long  Vacation,  ask- 
ing why  justice  should  be  substantially  denied  during 
three  months  of  the  year.  And  lastly,  he  devoted  the 
greater  part  of  his  address  to  his  propoeid  for  the  re- 
organization of  courts  and  jurisdictions. 

We  believe  that  the  leg^  education  topic,  important 
as  it  is,  is  relatively  of  far  leas  moment  than  such 
matters  as  judicature  and  real  property  law  or  law 
codification  or  digesting.  Our  attorneys  and  solicitorR 
have  already  a  fair  system  of  compulsory  education,  and 
the  oompulsoiy  legal  education  of  the  Bar,  ."though 
highly  desirable  in.  principle,  will  not  add  very  much  to 
the  efficiency  of  the  Bar.  The  simplification  and  general 
•melioration  of  the  law  itself  and  its  prooedure  are 
matters  for  whioh  we  oan  leas  afford  to  wait.  Mr.  Vernon 
Harcourt's  remarks  on  the  Long  Vacation  are,  like  all 
his  lucubrations  on  matters  of  law,  municipal  or  inter- 
national, oharaoterizwd  by  great  vigour  of  expression, 
considerable  shrewdness,  and  much  superficiality.  So 
far  as  the  Long  Vacation  exists  to  give  lawyers  a  holi- 
day, it  exists  mainly  for  the  Bar  and  the  great  London 
solicitors.  It  is  said.  Why  are  these  men  to  have  business 
auapended  while  they  make  holiday?  Why  any  distinc- 
tion between  law  work  and  the  work  of  trade,  of  banking,, 
or  medicine?  There  are  distinctions  and  reasons,  in-  , 
deed,  which  are  commonly  overlooked  in  the  saperficial  ,- 
manner  in  whioh  the  matter  is  generally  discussed. 
Counsel  in  working  practice  (we  omit  the  solioitors 
in  this  instance,  because  the  solicitor  not  being,  like 
the  barrister,  obliged  to  do  his  work  solely  "  off  his 
own  bat,"  has  his  holidays  more  under  his  own  oontrol) 
may  fairly  claim  a  lengthy  spell  of  relaxation,  because  thei  r 
work  is  brain-work  of  the  hardest  kind,  unrelieved  by  the 
inoidents  occurring  in  other  professions;  and  if  it  be  said, 
why  oannot  barristers  do  as  physicians  do  1  the  reply  is 
that  it  is  far  easier  for  a  medical  man  to  hand  his  prao- 
tioe  over  to  a  brother  practitioner  than  for  a  lawyer  to 
do  so  :  the  assisting  dootor  in  such  a  case  has  in  the 
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■lain  to  apply  hi*  own  ckill  to  new  oases  or  new  symp- 
tOBM,  white  io  a  praolioe  embraciiig  propertj  arrange- 
meptK  and  saits  or  actions  at  Tarioas  stages  of  piogreaa 
an  acquaintance  with  a  complication  of  prerions  (acta  is 
Dpceasary  to  any  farther  progreas  or  advice.  Bat  when 
«U  this  has  been  said,  and  more,  is  it  fair  to  the  poblic 
that  the  Oommon  Law  and  Chanoery  Vacation  Judges, 
able  as  they  at*  to  afford  only  •  very  limited  amonnt  of 
relief,  thonld  be  the  only  tribnnala  aooaasible  foi  Bereral 
months  of  the  year  ?  Is  it  right  that  for  several 
months  in  the  year  not  a  penny  of  the  millions  of 
money  "  in  oonrt "  ihonld  be  aooeasible  to  the  oleamst 
title?  These  qneetions  needs  only  to  be  asked,  to 
be  answered  in  the  negative.  It  may  be  nnneceasary  for 
all  the  oonrta  to  sit  in  the  Long  Vacation  as  at  other 
times, bntatleart  there  bemlght  one  oonitoonstaatly  open 
with  fall  power*,  pleading  might  go  on  at  Oommon  Law, 
and  the  look  might  be  taken  off  the  door  of  the  Aooonn- 
tant-Oenetal  in  Ohaaoery. 

The  improrement  of  the  machinery  by  whioh  onr 
statote  law  is  "  tamed  oat "  is  a  snbjeot  demanding  very 
grave  and  able  oonsideimtioo.  It  is  manifest  that  bills 
dealing  with  oompUoated  phases  of  the  law,  or  whioh 
undergo  mnoh  alteration  in  their  passage  tbiongh  the 
Legialatnre,  need  some  revision  by  skilled  brains.  It  may 
not  be  easy  to  devise  a  remedy  which  shall  seoore  this 
objeot  withont  trenohing  on  the  freedom  of  Parliamentary 
legislation.  We  have  before  as  the  proposal  of  the 
8tatate  Law  Bevision  Commission,  which  Hr.  Hareonrt 
aeems  to  f avonr,  for  a  trained  staff  to  be  emfdoyed  in 
ceviaing  and  reporting  on  measorea  ready  to  paas  their 
third  reading,  and  we  have  also  had  the  propoeal  of  Hr. 
J.  S.  Mill,  who  would  have  all  bills  framed  in  the  first 
instance,  as  well  as  afterwards  resettled,  by  a  permanent 
relect  committee,  aedated  by  a  staff  of  draftsmen.  It  is 
irae  that  gre»t  progress  has  been  made  with  the  exparga- 
1  ion  of  the  eziating  statute  law ;  hot  if  we  add  every  year 
a  volume  of  enactments,  some  of  whioh  prove  doobtful 
or  unintelligible,  and  some  have  to  be  amended  beoanre 
ihey  poeitively  prove  to  enact  all  aorta  of  things  whioh 
were  never  intended,  we  are  only  taking  away  difSoulties 
frcmoneend  and  building  new  oaea  at  the  other.  We 
are  glad,  therefo/e,  that  Mr.  Vemon  Haroontt  did  not 
forget  the  etatnta  law.  In  his  proposals  about  judidary 
and  prooedure  he  recommends  a  final  appeal  conrt  (and, 
iiidted,  courts  generally)  constantly  sitting,  and  a 
"  fusion  "  of  law  and  equity.  He  would  superaede  the 
Honse  of  Lords  as  an  appellate  jurisdiction,  and  wonid 
have  one  appeal  only  from  the  oourta  of  first  instance, 
bio  appeal  court  oonsift'ng  of  a  pteaident,  viee-president, 
and  eight  other  members.  He  seems,  however,  by  the 
provision  whioh  he  makes  for  repreeenting  Bootoh,  Irish, 
•nd  Colonial  law  In  this  deoemvirate,  to  leave  an  insufiB- 
vieiit  staff  for  the  English  appeals.  One  thing  which  we 
are  pleased  to  find  Mr.  Hareonrt  advocating  is  the  separa- 
tion of  the  judicial  from  the  political  fnnotiona  of  the 
Lord  Chanoellor,  and  their  commission  to  distinct  indi- 
viduals, a  reform  whioh  has  already  been  urged  in  these 
columns.  As  regards  the  tribunals  of  first  instance,  he 
would,  instead  of  the  present  staff  (law,  equity,  bank- 
ruptcy, probate,  and  admualty)  take,  adding  one  to  the 
present  n  amber,  twenty-four  judges,  and  devote  eighteen 
-  of  them  to  the  metropolitan  basinesa;  of  these  five  shonld 
he  trying  questions  of  prooednre  and  practice,  five  issnes  of 
law,  and  five  issues  of  bankroptoy,  while  the  remaining 
three  would  be  on  vacation:  the  country  business  he  would 
assign  to  hie  six  remaining  judges,  the  country  being 
portioned  into  six  districts,  each  oontaining  (say]  ten 
atations,  and  on  each  of  these  six  "circuits"  a  judge 
would  hold  sessions  of  about  a  week  to  each  plaoe  for  ten 
weeks  in  each  quarter  of  a  year. 

On  the  fifth  day  Mr.  W.  T.  8.  Daniel,  Q.O.,  the  jadge 
•  of  the  Bradford  Coantj  Court,  read  a  lengthy  and  rerj 
kble  paper  on  the  q«ertion  "-What  is  the  best  oonstitu- 
tion  of  Iioeal  Oontts,  and  what  riionld  be  their  Jurisdic- 
tion ?  "  The  Jodieature  Commission  appears  to  have 
iteoken  down  at  the  eonnty  ooorta  point;  at  least  it  has 


for  some  time  produced  nothing  on  tbis  held  tocpts 
draft  bill  which  contradicted  its  own  teooaimnditioa. 
Mr.  Daniel,  as  we  understand  him,  reoommends  tint  Uie 
county  oonrt  jnrisdiotion  should  (there  htving  Iwa  t 
complete  "  fusion  "  of  jurisdictions  generallj]  btemkimd 
with  the  same  complete  civil  jurisdiction  u  the  nperin 
ooarts  of  first  instance,  excepting  only  aa  to  taooit  of 
subjeot-matter..  Mr.  Daniel's  paper,  which  ii  prioled  it 
length  in  the  Bradford  Observer,  is  well  vottli;ibe 
attention  of  all  County  court  praotitionen. 

There  was  also,,  among  other  matters  Isa>  genauetg 
the  law,  a  disaanion  on  the  "  Land  Qoeitian'."  Tkk, 
however,  appeared  to  produce  less  valuable  mattei  thu 
the  papers  of  Messrs.  V.  Harooort  and  Dkni(I,udlkt 
ensuing  disoaasions. 


IK  THK  CASK  of  Be  JfetropoUtan  Countin  t*i  Otuti 
Life  Aimranee  Compeum  (^Dale't  etue),  tepoitsd  lb 
week  in  our  Albert  Arbitration  Beports,  an  smiitnt 
who  had  permitted  his  annuity  deed  to  be  indoned  vitk 
an  indorsement  stating  that  the  capital  of  the  Albts 
Company  would  be  liable  for  the  payment  of  hia  uinit;, 
is  held  by  Lord  Oainu  to  have  foregone  hii  claim  Mtkt 
original  company,  and  to  be  entitled  to  oliim  oili 
against  the  Albert.  In  General  Pott't  eau  (18  T.  L 
1 18,  L.  B.  S  Ch.  266)  there  had  been  no  snoh  isdrat- 
ment,  and  that  case  was  obviously  distingniihsbln,  a 
Lord  Caimsobserved,  while,  approring  that  oaae,hsbtotgte 
the  present  case  to  an  opposite  roanlt. 


FIXTUBE& 
No.  VI. 
The  nature  and  oonsequencea  of  tite  right  bdni  n4 
within  what  period  must  the  right  be  ezerei«d?  ^ 
still  remains  nncertain.  That  the  tenant  may  nam 
during  hia  term  is  dear.  On  the  expiration  of  hit  tos, 
according  to  I/^de  v.  Stuull  (1  B.  ft  Ad.  S91),  bit  ^^ 
ceases.  There,  however,  the  tenant  had  also  quitted  p» 
session,  and  in  the  earlier  oaae  of  Pente*  v.  Btkrti  '^ 
East,  88)  the  right  waa  allowed  to  continue  for  a  fortte 
period,  during  which  the  tenant,  whose  tsm  hida- 
pired,  was,  by  the  landlord's  penniaaion,  still  ii  pen- 
sion aa  tenant  at  sufferance;  and  in  Wetten  v.  Wteind 
(7  M.  ft  W.  14)  the  right  waa  deaoribed  as  contiiioi^ 
"  dating  such  farther  period  of  posaesaion  by  the  toil!, 
as  he  holds  the  premises  under  m  right  to  ecmiUet  hii- 
self  as  tenant."  That  the  rule  laid  down  in  the  l>t« 
case  does  in  words  and  was  intended  to  justify  "  s  toni 
who  has  remained  in  poesession  after  the  end  of  histss. 
and  so  become  a  tenant  on  sufferance,  in  temag  ^ 
fixtures  daring  the  time  he  oontinuee  in  poseesHi » 
such  tenant,"  scarcely  admits  of  qaestion,  notwithitui- 
ing  the  criticism  of  the  expression,  and  the  doebl  ft 
geated  in  Leader  v.  Homemood  (5  0.  B.  M.  S.  553);  <** 
the  expreasion  so  criticised  was  repeated  by  the  Omts 
Common  Pleas  itadf  in  the  subsequent  oeue  of  Zoste'* 
Weitminiter  Jtoan  and  JHieovnt  QmtpaHf  v.  Z>r«ti  ((  C-  ^ 
N.  B.  798).  But  in  Wettonr.  W(wA»dfe  a  farther ei»n» 
period  was  anggested — namely,  a  rsaaonabls  liMifts 
the  expiration  of  the  tenancy,  without  regwd  k)  tfe 
existence  of  a  continued  poesession  under  a  teus^U 
sufferance.  Whether,  however,  sndh  an  extensioB  *» 
be  admitted,  at  any  rate  in  the  oaae  of  a  teotsef  *" 
termined  by  entry  for  a  forfeiture  (which  wae  tkeosw 
was  regarded  aa  doubtful,  but  waa  not  detensiied,  w 
jury  having  found  that  the  removal  was  not  made  viifa° 
a  reasonable  time  after  the  entry;  and  in  -^"^^ 
Homewood  the  allowanoe  of  aach  an  extensioi  sftei  w 
actual  entry  of  the  landlord  upon  the  expiratioe  af  W 
tenancy  was  inferentially  denied,  although  tbetsa^ 
having  wrongfully  held  over  for  a  fortnight,  it  ^r  ^ 
said  that  the  question  oould  sosrady  be  raiasd.  <> 
Humner  v.  Bromilm,  however,  saoh  an  exteaeiw  '^ 
allowed  after  a  notice  demanding  poaaension  on  thsinw 
of  a  forfeitore,  but  before  actual  re-enhry,  and  the'* 
sonablo  time  waa  directed  to  be   reckoned  bta  t" 
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gMng  of  the  notioe,  and  lastly,  in  Climit  ▼.  Woai  tbii  lale 
ma,  by  an  obUer  dictum,  sanotioned  with  a  "  perhapa." 

In  Pufh  T.  Attan  (17  W.  B.  984,  L.  B.  8  Eq.  636), 
wbare  th«  tenant  had  oonmitted  a  forfeitare,  and  the 
landlord  had  given  what  amounted  to  a  notioe  of  deter- 
mination, bnt  had  not  aotnally  entered,  the  extension  of 
"reasonable  time"  was  not  allowed  ;  bnt  the  oiroum- 
Btanoea  of  the  oaae  did  not  render  neoaanry  the  large 
proposition  there  laid  down,  and  whioh  is  olearly  inoMi- 
sittent  with  P»nto%  r.  RobarU. 

The  oase  of  StamiUld  t.  JToyor  cf  Porttmoutk  (i  0.  B. 
N,  S.  120),  in  whioh  a  reasonable  time  was  allowed  to 
the  tenant,  is  no  anthority  npon  the  question,  beoauae  the 
decision  there  turned  npon  an  express  provision  that  the 
tenant  might,  "during  the  term,  or  at  the  tapiratUm 
thereof"  remove  the  fixtures  in  question;  "  if  so,  it  fol- 
lows that  the  latter  is  to  have  a  reasonable  time  for  their 
(smoval "  (per  Williams,  J.,  at  p.  188). 

If  the  traant  has  oouTeyed  away  his  interest  in  the 
fixtures,  the  tnmsferree  will,  as  appears  from  London  and 
fFettmintter  Loan  and  ZNfcoiMt  As^Mmy  v,  Xhaho 
(vii  tup.),  have  Uie  right  of  removing  them  after  the 
tenancy  has  been  determined  by  surrender  ;  but  it  was 
oonoeded  in  that  oase  that  in  any  other  event  he  would 
stand  in  no  better  position  than  the  tenant 

It  remains  to  oonsider  what  are  the  things  in  respect 
of  whioh  the  tenant  who  has  affixed,  or  purchased  them 
affixed,  has  this  privilege  of  removal.  Now,  a^  both  the 
mode  and  the  purpose  of  annexation  enter  into  the  consi- 
deration of  whether  a  thing  is  or  is  not  a  fixture,  so  also, 
aasoming  a  thing  to  be  a  fixture,  these  two  points  are 
also  to  be  oonsidered  in  determininir  whether  it  is  or  is 
not  lemowable  by  the  tenant  who  has  annexed  it.  As 
there  also,  so  here,  sometimes  the  one  and  sometimes  the 
otiier  eleaient  is  of  the  greater  weight. 

In  the   oase  of  things  attached  for  the  purpose  of 
the  nsa  and  occupation  of  a  house  as  a  dwdling-house 
whioh    are  commonly  known   as  tenant's  fixtures,  but 
whioh,  in  opposition  to  trade  fixtures  (whioh  are  equally 
tenant's  fixtures),  might  be    more  oonveniently  styled 
honae  fbctores,  the  privilege  is  the  least  extensive.    From 
the  faot  that  in  Seriaienden't  eate  (4  Oo.  64),  and  the 
case  there  cited  of  Warner  r.  Fleetwood,  the  question  was 
raised  -whether   glass  and    wainsooating  might  not  be 
removed,  and  that  in  42  E.  8  (see  Laj/  v.  Austin,  Owen 
70),  it  was  laid  down  that  doors  oonld  not  be  removed,  it 
may  be  jndged  that  the  tenant's  right  has,  at  times,  been 
tboaght  to  have  a  somewhat  wide  scope;  bnt  under  the 
appUoatton  of  the  principle,  that  only  that  can  be  removed 
the  remoral  of  which  will  not  cause  substantial  damage 
to  the  freehold,  the  privilege  of  removal  has  been  oon- 
traoted  to  comparatively  small  limits.    Another  principle 
of  diatinotion  is  suggested  by  the  words  of  Lord  Holt  in 
Poole's  ease  (1  SaUc.  868),  where,  after  discussing  the 
qneetion    of  trade  fixtures,  he  says   that  "there  was  a 
diOersnoa  between  what  the  soap  boiler  did  to  oarry  on 
hia  trade,   and  what  he  did  to  eomplete  the    home  as 
hearths  and  chimney  pieces,"  which  he  held  not  remov- 
able! thie  is  an  extension  of  the  principle  laid  down  in 
the  old  oase  cited  in  Das  ▼•  AuiHn.    Keither  test  can  in 
ita  nature  he  aoourate;  but  taking  the  two  together,  they 
perhaps  are  the  nearest  expression  of  the  limit  of  the 
tenant's  privilege  of  removal. 

Two  olassea  of  fixtures  are  stated  not  to  be  within 
the  deeoripUon  of  things  affixed  "to  complete  the 
bouse"  (jruo  eede*  perfieiantur).  The  first  is  that  of 
nnamantal  fixtures,  and  it  is  here  that  the  greatest 
leg'TOO  of  physical  annexation  is  outweighed  by  the  char- 
loter  of  the  thing  affixed.  It  is  to  this  head  that  the 
Ueta  in  msny  old  cases  affirming  the  right  of  tho  tenant 
o  remote  marble  chimney  pieces  was  referred  in  Bithop 
'.  JBUUrtt  (11  Ex.  113),  and  the  right  was  there  confined 
o  sooh  mstfble  chimney  pieces  as  were  not  of  the  com- 
vnk  and  ordinaiy  Und,  bnt  of  a  peculiarly  ornamental  or 
alnable  oharaoter.  Initio viueoiBHehlandy.Bvtterfield 
i  Br.  4c  B.  54),  cited  above,  where  a  preposterous  claim 
as   mw^*    to  remove  on  the  ground  of  its  ornamental 


character  a  conservatory  solidly  built  into  the  walls  of  the 
house,  it  was  said  the  line  must  be  drawn  somewhere,  bnt 
no  precise  limit  was,  or  from  the  nature  of  the  thing  can 
be,  suggested. 

In  Avery  v.  Chetlyn  (8  A.  St.  E.  75),  the  questions  asked 
of  the  jury  as  to  a  oomioe  which  the  defendant  (tenant  to 
the  plidntiff)  had  removed,  were,  whether  it  was  merely 
matter  of  ornament,  and  whether  it  oonld  be  removed 
without  doing  anbitantial  injury  to  the  freehold  ;  and 
this  mode  of  leaving  the  question  was  approved  by  the 
Oonrt  (the  jury  replied  in  the  negative). 

The  other  class  is  that  of  things  affixed  for  domestio 
convenience.  In  Qryvut  v.  Bomeren  (6  Bing.  487),  a 
pnmp  fixed  to  an  upright  board  whioh  was  pinned 
against  the  wall,  and  which  oonld  be  removed  leaving 
the  pin  fast  in  the  wall,  waa  held  removable  by  the 
tenant ;  and  the  grounds  on  whioh  it  waa  so  held  were 
that  it  waa  slightly  fixed,  was  an  article  of  domestio 
oonvenienoe,  and  oonld  be  removed  entire.  The  last 
reason  points  to  the  question  agitated  above,  of  whole  or 
part,  aooeawry  or  merely  inoidwital;  the  second,  whioh  ia 
what  we  are  here  concerned  with,  must  be  taken  to  rest 
on  the  distinction  between  things  necessary  to  complete 
the  honae  (in  perpetuMtn  rei  nenm)  and  things  belonging 
rather  to  its  temporary  na^  Perhaps  the  jnstiBoation  of 
both  reason*,  aa  applied  to  the  thing  in  question,  may  be 
the  fact  that  a  well  oan  be  served  effeetnally  by  a 
bucket,  though  less  conveniently,  and  doubtless  had 
been  so  served  before  the  tenant  erected  the  pnmp. 
In  this  case  stress  was  laid  on  the  ordinary  character  of 
the  article.  What  this  means  ia  not  dear;  a  door  is  of 
M  nrdinary  ute  aa  a  pump  or  a  bucket;  if  it  means  that 
a  pump  ia  ordinarily  not  a  fixture  nor  part  of  a  house  as 
d«mi<«id,  or  is  a  thing  ordinarily  oarried  about  from  place 
to  plaoe^  it  is  pertinent,  bnt  nntme. 

Ill  Chltty  on  Ocotraots,  pp.  886 — 889,  a  long  list  is 
given  of  tilings  which  have  been  held,  or  said,  to  be 
removable  or  not  removable;  but  such  lists  aSord  little 
real  assistance.  In  each  oase,  everything  turns  upon  the 
reasons  of  the  decision  (whioh  are  not  given),  and  npon 
the  d^ree  of  physical  annexation  (which  varies  with 
each  instance). 

Upon  the  whole,  it  may  be  said  that,  with  respeot  to 
house  fixtures,  the  tenant's  right  of  removal  extend*  bnt 
a  little  way  beyond  the  line  that  separates  fixtures  from 
tilings  that  are  not  flxtnres  at  aU,  bnt  mere  chattels 
temporarily  affixed ;  and  that  with  regard  to  hooia 
fixtures,  the  "  general  rule  "  laid  down  by  Lord  BUen- 
borongh  in  Elwet  v.  Mane  (uH  ttgt.),  that  "where  a 
lessee,  having  annexed  anything  to  the  freehold  during 
his  term,  afterwards  takes  it  away,  it  is  waste,"  is  true 
with  few  exceptions.  Thereoentoaseof  JMbs«v.  Oething 
(8  J.  jc  H.  520,  II  W.  B.  OhDig.  49) strongly  oonflrms this 
view;  and  that  part  of  the  decision  whioh  (doubtfully) 
allowed  to  the  tenant  {rfpee  sorewed  on  to  a  fixed  heating 
apparatus,  and  whioh  might  faitly  be  thought  to  have 
formed  put  of  it,  seems  almost  to  go  beyond  the  limit  in 
the  tenant's  favour.  This  part  of  the  qneetion  is,  however, 
much  under  the  dominion  of  oustom,  and  the  opinion  of 
surveyors  who  are  daily  accustomed  to  valne  fixtures  on 
the  expiration  and  transfer  of  tenancies  is  a  fair  index 
(though  snbjeot  to  the  controlling  judgment  of  the 
Court)  of  what  fixtures  the  tenant  can,  and  what  he 
cannot,  remove. 

'  Secondly,  with  respect  to  things  affixed  for  the  purpose 
of  trade,  tiie  privilege  is  so  wide,  extending  even  to 
buildings,  that  an  examination  of  its  extent  seems  un- 
necessary. It  may  be  illustrated  by  the  right  of  nursery- 
men to  remove  plants  and  trees,  whioh  was  admitted  in 
Penton  v.  Bobartt  (2  East,  88),  and  in  Wj/Hdham  v.  Way 
(4  Taunt.  816),  though  questioned  by  Lord  Ellenborough 
in  JSZivw  V.  Mame  (3  East,  88),  and  whioh  seems,  aa  Lord 
Kenyon  said,  essential  to  the  carrying  on  of  the  trade. 
No  such  right,  of  course,  exists  in  the  case  of  an  ordinary 
tenant  {Empton  r,  Soden,  4  B.  ft  Ad.  666). 

Thirdly,  with  resi>ect  to  agricultural  tenanoies,  aa  to 
which  a  doubt  onoe  existed  whether  they  ahonld  be 
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*M>imilkted  to  trade  tenancies  or  to  ordinary  tenanoiei, 
£'ti-et  T.  Jfatoe  (8  East,  S8)  settled  that  they  belong  to 
the  latter  olaa,  and  are  withont  trade  privileges. 

II.  The  seoond  relation  in  whioh  the  privilege  of 
removal  exists  is  thatof  tenant  for  life  (perhaps  also  tenant 
in  tail)  and  remainderman.  This  privilege  was  established 
in  the  case  of  Ihidley  y.Ward  (Ambler,  114),  where  Lord 
Hardwioke  reasoned  the  matter  with  respect  to  engines 
set  up  by  the  tenant  for  life  to  work  ooUierlsa  on  the 
estate  in  these  terms,  "  The  qneslion  is,  whether  part 
of  the  real  or  personal  estate?  If  it  is  so  in  the  oaae  of 
tenont  for  life,  quart,  how  it  wonld  be  in  case  of  tenant 
in  tail?  Tenant  in  tail  has  bat  a  partionlar  estate, 
though  somewhat  higher  than  tenant  for  life.  la  the 
reason  of  the  thing  there  is  no  material  difference;  the 
determinations  have  been  from  consideration  of  the  batu- 
tit  of  trade-,  A  colliery  is  not  only  an  enjoyment  of  the 
estate,  but  in  part  carrying  on  a  trade.  The  reason  of 
emblements  going  to  the  ezeoator  of  a  partionlar  tenant 
holds  here  to  enooorage  agrionltnre;  snppose  a  man  of 
indifferent  health,  he  wonld  not  erect  sncji  an  engine  at 
a  vast  expense  nnleas  it  wonld  go  to  his  family;"  and 
his  decision  was  in  conformity  with  this  reasoning. 
LawtoH  V,  LcMton  (Z  Kik.  13)  was  to  the  same  effect, 
and  the  doctrine  waa  reoognised  in  PnUan  v.  Bobarti  (2 
East,  91).  The  privilege,  then,  appears  limited  to 
trade  fixtnres,  and  it  has  never  been  extended  further. 
From  the  nature  of  the  case,  however,  it  is  not  sabjeot 
to  the  condition  of  removal  during  the  existence  of  the 
patticnlar  estate. 

III.  Thirdly,  may  be  noticed  the  singnlar  case  of  Partmt 
V.  Hind  (14  W.  B.  860),  which  may  perhaps  be  thought 
to  establish  a  privilege  whece  a  pniohaser  is  in  before 
oonveyanoe,  and,  after  he  has  afBxed  articles,  the  oontraet 
is  rescinded.  There  the  pnrahaser  had  affixed  a  press 
to  the  floor  in  a  very  solid  manner,  and  afterwards  be- 
coming bankrupt,  his  assignees  elected  not  to  complete 
the  contract,  bat  sold  the  press  to  the  defendant,  who, 
on  the  refusal  of  the  plaintiff  (the  vendor)  to  allow  him 
to  remove  it,  broke  into  the  premises  and  carried  it  off, 
and  the  plaintiff  was  only  allowed  to  recover  damages  for 
the  trespass,  but  not  for  the  valne  of  the  press.  It  must 
be  admitted  that  no  such  ground  an  that  saggested  appears 
in  the  judgments,  bdt  as  the  press  was  far  more  s<rfidly 
affixed  than  many  things  that  have  been  oontinnally 
held  to  be  fixtures,  it  may  be  fairly  assumed  that  some 
«>uch  consideration  as  that  mentioned  above  influenced 
the  decision. 


JXTDIOIAL  STATISTICS,  1870. 
Pabt  I.  (oontinued). 
In  the  number  of  persona  for  trial  in  1870,  aa  shown 
by  the  criminal  returns,  there  is  a  decrease  from  the 
previous  year  of  1,740,  following  a  decrease  of  773  in 
]8t;8.  The  aotnal  numbers  were— 1870, 17.578;  1869, 
1!),318;  1868,  20,091.  There  were  in  1870,  41  trials  for 
murder  aa  against  68  in  1869;  36  for  attempts  to  murder, 
227  for  manslaughter,  404  for  burglary.  The  whole 
number  of  penons  for  trial  for  offenoee  against  ijie  per- 
a^n  was  2,183,  being  268  less  than  in  1869.  Forofienoea 
agiiinst  propiirty  with  violence  they  numbered  1,719, 
being  486,  or  20.2  per  cent  less  than  in  1869.  Of  these 
17,578  persons  for  trial,  7,849  were  dealt  with  at  county 
quarter  seeaions,  2,198  at  the  Middlesex  County  Sessions, 
3,343  at  Borough  Sessions  Courts,  3,196  at  Circuit  Assise 
Courts,  and  1,092  at  the  Central  Criminal  Oonrt.  In 
the  result  4,677  were  acquitted  and  discharged,  48  were 
('etained  as  insane;  sentence  of  death  was  passed  upon 
1^',  of  penal  servitude  on  1,788,  and  of  imprisonment  on 
10,702,  Of  the  remainder  206  were  sent  to  reforma- 
tories, and  242  were  fined  or  discharged  on  bail.  In  all, 
12,953  were  oonvioted,  the  number  aoquitted  and  dis- 
ctiorged  being  26,03  per  cent,  of  the  total;  in  1869  the 
proportion  was  25.6  per  cent. 

The  number  of  persons  sentenced  to  death   in  1870 
was  again  less  than  in  1869,  and  than  in  any  year  siaoe 


1856.  Three  of  those  sentenced  to  death  wen  fusileir 
one  only  of  whom  was  executed ;  the  sentenoe  of  one  vm 
oommnted  to  penal  servitude  for  life,  and  that  of  tiu 
other  to  penal  servitude  for  ten  years;  of  the  Itiailei 
5  wereexeouted,  the  sentences  of  6  were  commuted  to  pnil 
servitude  for  life,  and  one  had  a  free  pardon  gtaated  him. 

Of  the  number  sentenced  to  penal  servitude,  6  vat 
sentenoed  for  life  as  against  8  in  1869,  9  for  more  than  IS- 
years  as  against  15,42  for  15  yearsand  above  lOssifsiiiit 
48.  and  1,731  for  10  years  and  under  ae  against  1,S40, 

Of  the  17,678  prisoners  for  trial  in  1870,  SjiSi  or 
20.2  per  cent,  on  oonviotion,  previous  conviotioia  Mn; 
proved  against  them,  beosune  subject  to  police  s^wrrinoi 
under  the  Habitual  Criminals  Act,  1869.  DiuiBg  te 
portion  of  1869  in  which  the  Aot  waa  in  operatioi  tke 
proportion  was  19.8  per  cent. 

The  Crown  Cases  reeerved  for  the  oonsideratian  of  tke 
Court  of  Criminal  Appeal  during  the  year  1870  venii 
in  number  as  against  24  in  1869,  and  25  in  1668;  is  13 
cases  the  conviction  was  affirmed  and  in  10  nvenid,  nd 
in  S  caces  judgment  was  reserved. 

The  return  of  the  sums  paid  by  the  Treasury  oo  m- 
oount  of  criminal  proeecntimis  at  assises  and  Msaoii, 
and  at  the  Central  Criminal  Court  as  well  as  forptooMl- 
ings  under  the  Criminal  Justice.  Aot  and  the  Janaile 
Offenders  Aot,  is  for  the  year  ending  the  Slst  of  Deoeabetr 
1869. 

The  amount  paid  out  of  the  Treaaniy  in  iei|Mo{ 
16,781  indictments  was  X134,46S  6s.  9d.,  being  n 
average  of  £9  Oe.  8d.,  or  an  iacreaae  of  lid.  ontb 
average  of  the  year  1 868.  In  respect  of  19,293  ssanii; 
proceedings  under  Oia  Acts  above  mentioned  the  ma  of 
£18,989  28.  4d.  was  paid  by  the  Treasury.  lluaTenp 
cost  of  each  of  these  summary  prooeediogs  waa  ISi.  ti-, 
or  2d.  less  than  in  1868.         ' 

During  the  year  1870  four  local  prisons  were  aboliilud 
— namely,  Whiteorois-atreet  in  the  city  of  Londoo,  Hoe- 
mouth  and  Salisbury  county  prisons,  and  the  YokOI^ 
prison;  121  remain  in  use,  of  which  85  areoosn^v 
liberty  prisons,  36  are  city,  town,  or  borough  pri«B» 
The  1 68,134  persons  committed  to  prison  ue  olsssifMii' 
feUows:— 

Remanded  and  dischat^ged 10,651 

For  trial  at  assizes  and  sessions       ...      16,23S 
Convicted  at  assizes  and  sessions  (not 

previously  in  custody)    

Convicted  summarily         

Want  of  sureties       

Debtors  and  on  divil  process 
Military  and  naval  offences 

168,134 

In  the  total  commitments  in  1870  thwe  is  adKwa 
•i  4,981  as  compared  with  the  previous  year,  bit  a 
1869  there  was  an  increase  of  no  leas  than  14,63^  fol- 
lowing an  increase  of  18,296. 

The  number  of  these  prisoners  who  had  been  pmiooif 
oommitted  was  59,698,  of  whom  6,469  had  be«a  <»• 
mitted  more  than  ten  times,  8,100  eight  times,  3,728  » 
times,  3,021  five  times,  4,393  four  times,  6,188  tbooe, 
10,442  twice,  and  2M67.  onoe,  and  of  this  total  Basbs 
who  had  been  previously  oommitted,  787  hsd  tw 
sentenced  to  transportation  or  penal  servitods.  I^ 
number  oommitted  (exdnding  debtors  and  thoasfotuw 
and  military  offences)  waa  167,828,  and  of  tha  Bsat" 
53,266  could  neither  read  nor  write,  98,482  onild  taif 
read  and  write  impeifeotly,  4>947  ooold  read  aad  ^'oii 
well,  and  18  had  received  superior  instmetico,  sadtto 
degree  of  instruction  of  278-  was  not  ascertained;  K),^ 
were  of  no  oooupation,  6,108  wera  domeatio  servast^^ 
exercised  professional  employments. 

At  the  beginning  of  the  year  ending  29th  of  Sqt*** 
her,  1870,  tiere  were  in  prison  20,466  prieonem,  WW^ 
were  oommitted  during  the  year,  and  4,276  wera  c*"^ 
between  local  prisons,  making  a  total  of  IH^ 
prisoners  who  were  disposed  of  in  tlie  iiiO'''*^ 
manner  :— 
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Bemored  from  the  local  prisons 

To  government  prisons        1,77  4 

To  ™nnty  and  borongh  prisons     ...  ^^0 

To  reformatory  schoob        1,605 

To  lunatic  asylums 174 

Discharged 

On  pudon  or  commntation 164 

On  ticket-oMeave     1 

On  termination  of  sentence  or  com- 
mitment       163,245 

Bailed  (after  committal)        .„        ...  913 

Escaped 4 

Committed  snicide       22 

Died        262 

Executed 7 

172,781 
Deducting  this  latter  total  from  the  number  in  prison 
at  the  beginning  of  the  year,  and  of  those  oammitted,  we 
have  a  b^anoe  of  20,085  remaining  in  prison  at  the  end 
of  the  year,  of  whom  S48  were  debtors  and  the  rest 
criminals;  at  the  beginning  of  the  year  the  number  was 
20,4S6,  of  whom  529  were  debtors.  The  greatest  num- 
ber of  prisoners  confined  at  any  one  time  was  24,395  in 
1870,  and  24,895  in  1869,  and  the  daily  average  for  1870 
was  19,830,  and  for  1869  20,080. 

The  num\>er  of  prisoners  under  sentence  of  hard  labour 

in  the  whole  of  the  prisons  during  the  year  1870  was 

99,983,  being  1,538  less  than  in  1869.  The  deaths  among 

prisoners  exceeded   those  of  the    previons  year  by  32. 

Oifenoes  in  prison  for  infraction  of  prison  discipline  were 

punished  in  243  oases  by  whipping,  in  91  by  "  irons  or 

handoofls,"  in  17,984  by  oonflnement  in  a  solitary  or  dark 

cell,  and  in  46,692  by  stoppage  of  diet,  Ico.      This  makes 

ft  total  of  65,010  punishments  inflioted  in  prison  in  1870; 

in  1869  there  were  65,967  such  punishments  inflioted. 

The  prison  offloera  numbered    2,630,  wliioh   gives  one 

o£Boer  to  7.8  of  tiie  daily  average  number  of  prisoners. 

We  observe  here  that  as  the  proportion  of  prison  officers, 

and  therefore  of  supervision  of  prisoners,  increases,  the 

anmber  of  prison  punishments  decreases. 

Prison  buildings  and   establishments  cost  £667,486 

I5s.   Id.  dnring  the  year   1870,  divided  as  follows: — 

Xbctraordinary   charges,    £176,848    17s.  8d.;   ordinary 

annual  charges,   £108,110  10s.  lid.;  ofBoers,  £227,785 

18s.  6d.,  and  prisoners,  £154,791  ISs.  6d.     The  average 

cost  per  prisoner  was  ;C38  18a.  7d.,  or,  omitting  eztra- 

ozdinary  charges,  ;£24  14d.  lOd.;  in  1869  these  amounts 

were  £31  17s.   8d.   and  £24  168.  9d.  respectively.     A 

large  portion  of  the  increase    in  the  average  cost  per 

ptiaoam  is  attributable  to    the  great  increase  in  the 

"  exttaordinaiy  charges." 

The  average  yearly  charge  per  prisoner  was,  as  usual, 
hicrheat  at  Oakham,  where  the  sum  was  at  £  J30  153.  9d., 
being  £8  Ss.  6d.  leas  than  in  1869.  The  lowest  average 
fearlj  cost  was  at  the  Durham  county  prison,  where  ^e 
unoimt  was  £16  12a.  lid.  This  sum  of  £667,486  ISs.  Id., 
She  amoant  of  the  extraordinary  as  well  as  the  annual 
iomt  at  prisons,  was  contributed  as  follows: — £47,468 
:5s.  9d.  prisoners'  labour,  &c;  £502,240  9a.  lid.  local 
atea  and  funds;  and  £117,777  9e.  6d.  public  revenue. 
There  were  in  convict  prisons  at  the  beginning  of  the 
ear  8,864  prisoners  undergoing  their  sentence,  and 
,408  were  received  from  county  and  borough  prisons 
axing  the  year,  making  a  total  of  11,272.  None  of 
leee  oonTicta  were  sent  to  any  of  the  oohmies,  though  in 
le  prerloua  year  60  were  sent  to  Gibraltar,  bnt  1,899 
ex-e  dieoharged  on  ticket- of -leave,  123  died,  and  at  the 
id  of  the  year  there  remained  9,553  prisoners  in  convict 
■{sons.  In  1869,  the  number  discharged  (m  tioket- 
-leawe  was  877,  and  113  died.  The  total  number  of 
in  iahmenta  inflioted  in  convict  prisons  was  30,226,  as 
-ainat  14,288  in  1869. 

Xxi  the  ten  existing  convict  prisons  the  total  nnmbet 
o£Soera  was  1,639,  being  135  more  than  in  1869. 
.e  total  cost  of  convict  prisons  was  £299,074,  being 
2,750  more^than  in  the  previous  year, 'and  making 
mrvK»g9  of  £31  5a.  lOd.  as  the  groea  annual  coat  for 


each  convict ;  but  against  this  amount  must  tie  set  the 
sum  of  £134,866  as  the  value  of  convict  labour,  and 
£1,154  for  incidental  receipts,  which  leaves  the  net  ocst 
of  convict  prisons  as  £113,054,  and  the  net  annual  cost 
for  each  convict  as  £11  168.  7d. 

In  the  oases  of  Portsmoath  and  Chatham  Prisons  the 
earnings  for  the  year  exceeded  the  cost  of  maintenance 
by  £6,635  and  £9,910  respectively,  and  the  net  annual 
eamingsper  oonvictexceed«lby£5  49.  8d.,  and  £5  I9s.6(l. 
the  cost  of  maintenance. 

There  are  now  51  reformatory  schools  in  England  and 
Wales,  the  St.  Helen's  Girls  Reformatory  having  been 
added  to  the  number  since  the  last  return.  The  number 
of  offenders  committed  to  reformatory  schools  in  1870 
was  1,813,  being  19  more  than  in  the  previous  year.  At 
the  beginning  of  the  year  4,818  ohildretn  were  detained 
in  reformatories,  1,313  were  committed  dnring  the  year, 
and  134  others  were  reoeived  from  other  schools  or  on 
other  accounts  admitted;  dnring  the  year  1,409  were  dis* 
charged,  or  removed,  or  died,  and  at  the  end  of  the  year 
4,356  remained  in  detention.  Of  the  1,313  committed 
dnring  the  year  448  had  been  previously  committed  to 
prison  once,  159  twice,  67  three,  four,  or  five  times,  two 
seven  times,  and  one  ten  times,  and  636  had  not  been 
previously  oommitted  to  prison.  The  total  amount  pay- 
able by  the  Treasury  on  acoonnt  of  the  reformatory 
schools  for  the  year  was  £66,129,  exceeding  the  amount 
for  1 869  by  £2,159  or  upwards  of  3  per  cent.  The  amount 
recovered  from  parents  was  £2,658,  being  £241  less  than 
in  the  previous  year. 

The  Middlesex  Industrial  School  at  FeItham,(for  which 
there  is  a  separate  return  as  to  boys  committed  under  the 
lonnl  Act)  contained  at  the  beginning  of  the  year  827 
•  fTn.i  le.i.  iiii...-r  'leteniion,  and  dnring  the  year  109  were 
0 'inuiitte  1  ur  rc-admittcd,  making  a  total  of  437  under 
detention  duiiog  the  yoiu,  as  against  512  in  the  previous 
ye.ir.  or  these,  79  were  discharged,  5  were  removed, 
and  2  died,  leaving  268  under  detention  at  the  end  of  the 
year.  The  gross  cost  per  head  was  £27  98.  3id.,  being 
Is.  0^.  more  than  in  18G9.  The  snm  recovered  from 
parents  was  £190  lis.  9d.,  an  amount  which  would 
assist  to  reduce  the  gross  cost  per  head. 

Including  Feltham  there  are  now  69  industrial  schools 
certified  under  the  Industrial  Schools  Act,  4  having  been 
added  since  the  last  return.  At  the  beginning  of  the 
year  there  were  4,217  children  under  detention  in  these 
industrial  schools,  and  1,557  were  admitted  dnring  the 
year,  717  were  dieoharged,  and  185  were  removed  or  died, 
leaving  4,878  remaining  under  detention  at  the  end  of 
the  year.  The  cost,  so  far  as  shown,  amounted  to 
£75,572  9s.  7d.,  as  against  £64,977  Os.  lid.  in  1869. 
The  parents  of  ohildxen  contributed  £20,033  6s.  3d. 
towards  their  support,  as  against  £1,723  17s.  3d.  in  1869 
The  returns  relating  to  criminal  lunatics  show  that- 
the  numbers  under  detention  in  the  different  asylums, 
hospitals,  and  licensed  houses  were  788,  being  41  more 
than  in  1869.  Of  these  788  it  appears  that  604  were 
under  detention  at  the  beginning  of  the  year,  that  182 
were  oommitted  dnring  the  year,  and  that  2  were  reoeived 
from  other  asylums.  In  the  course  of  the  year  the  term 
of  punishment  of  89  criminal  Innatics  expired,  and  they 
were  under  the  Act  80  Vict.  o.  12,  treated  as  pauper 
lunatics  and  removed  aopordingly;  34  died,  13  were  dis- 
charged on  becoming  sane,  16  were  removed  sane  for 
trial  or  punishment,  and  4  escaped.  At  the  end  of  the 
year,  680  remained  under  detention.  The  total  number 
in  1870  was  41  more  than  that  in  1869.  The  total  oost 
of  criminal  lunatic  asylums  and  hospitals  was  £35,760 
15s.  2d.  as  against  £34,912  9s.  4d.  in  1869,  and  was  con- 
tributed as  follows : — 

£       s.   d. 

County  rates     3,117    7    8 

Borough  rates  or  fimds 682    2    4 

Fsrish  rates       4,170    9  II 

Public  revenue 2«,532    4    3 

Private  funds 1,848  11    0 

£36,760  16    2 
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In  the  State  Asylam  at  Broadmoor  the  avenge  cost  per 
head  was  £65  9s.  7d..  being  £1  Is.  7d.  more  than  in 
I8G9,  bat  £1  158.  2d.  less  than  in  1868.  In  the  86 
oouoty  asylnms  where  criminal  lunatics  were  confined 
the  avera^  cost  was  £2  4  4s.  Id.  in  1870,  and  £24  9s,  2d. 
io  1869.  1^ 

It  is  satisfaotory  on  a  general  view  of  the  whole  of  the 
foregoing  to  remark  that  while  the  expense  of  police  and 
of  places  of  detention  and  ptinishment  hare  from  year  to 
jear  increased,  the  nnm  her  of  criminals  and  of  proseon- 
tiona  has  decreased,  and  that  upon  the  whole  the  lav  is 
being  more  and  more  e  ffectoally  carried  ont  for  the  re- 
pression of  crime. 


LEGISLATION  OF  THE  YEAB  1871. 
Cap.  XLIY.— Xm  Aet  to  enable  ctergymtn  p«  rmanenily 

ineapatitatei  hj/  iltH»$$  to  retign  thtir  bene  fleet,  trtth 

provision  of  pentioni. 

There  seems  to  hare  been  no  provision  made  by  the 
eoo'esiastical  law  for  the  resignation  of  spiritual  persona 
holding  preferme  nts,  to  as  to  enable  them  to  retain  any 
part  of  the  incom  e  by  way  of  stipend.  Our  common  law 
appears  to  have  adopted,  in  its  fnll  rigonr.  the  maxim 
which  obtained  in  regard  to  ecclesiastical  resignations, 
that  it  made,  they  mnat  be  without  condition 
puri,  $ponti,  abtolvti;  so  that  a  reiignatioH  was  held  to  be 
void  ab  initio  which  had  been  made  into  the  hands  of 
the  bishop  to  the  nse  of  two,  conditioned  to  be  void 
aniesd  one  of  them  were  admitted  within  six  months 
{Oayton't  eau).  It  seems  at  one  time,  however, 
to  have  sometimes  oooarred,  as  a  sort  of  indulgent 
exercise  of  a  power  assnmed  by  the  bishop,  that  a  pension 
was  assigned  for  life  to  the  person  resigning,  ont  of  the 
income  of  the  benefice.  This  ooold  not  happen,  however, 
after  the  31  Eliz.  o.  6,  which  hy  seotion  8  imposed  the 
penalty  of  donUe  valne  of  one  year's  profit  for  ooxmptly 
taking  any  pension,  snm  of  money,  or  benefit  whatsoever 
for  resigning  or  exchanging  any  benefice  with  onre  of 
soals.  The  12  Anne,  st.  2,  o.  12,  also  makes  it  simony 
far  any  persqn,  for  any  snm  of  money,  reward,  gift,  profit, 
or  advantage,  directly  or  indirectly,  or  any  promise,  ko., 
■  o  procure  the  next  avoidance  to  any  benefice.  What- 
ever, therefore,  might  have  obtained  under  the  common 
law,  these  statutes,  and  the  constrnotion  they  have  re- 
ceived, made  it  impossible  for  any  beneficed  clergyman 
ivith  onre  to  resign  npon  a  legal  stipulation  for  any 
pecuniary  alloiranoe. 

The  inconvenience  to  whioh  this  state  of  law  gave  rise 
culminated  a  few  years  ago  in  the  ease  of  bishops  in 
certain  southern  and  western  diooeses,  and  the  result 
was  the  paRsiDg  in  1869  of  the  Bishops'  Besigoation  Act 
(32  Sc  83  Vict.  0.  111).  The  present  Act  is  entitled  "  The 
Incumbents'  Resignation  Act,"  and  its  purport,  as  its 
title  implies,  is  to  provide  a  oorresponding  remedy  in  the 
caoe  of  the  ordinary  beneficed  clergy.  The  object  is 
effected  as  follows:— The  machinery  of  the  Aot  is  to 
be  put  in  motion  by  the  incumbent  himself.  On 
l)is  making  a  representation  to  the  bishop,  in  form 
given  in  the  schedule,  stating  his  infirmity.  Sub., 
the  bishop  is  empowered  to  appoint  a  oommiasion 
of  fire  to  report  on  the  case.  The  oonstitntion  of  the 
commission  is  partly  clerical  and  partly  lay,  and  one 
of  the  number  is  to  be  another  incumbent  nominated  by 
the  incumbent  in  question.  The  commission,  acting  by 
a  majority,  report  on  the  expediency  of  the  incumbent's 
j:esignation,  and  if  they  certify  in  the  affirmative  they 
are  also  to  name  the  retiring  pension,  which  must  not  ex- 
ceed one-third  of  the  annual  value  of  the  benefice;  and 
then  the  patron  (who  has  had  notice  of  the  commissloo) 
hti'  a  month  to  consider  the  matter;  if  he  assents  or  fails 
to  dissent  in  that  time  the  bishop  proceeds  to  carry  out 
the  resignation  by  issuing  a  declaration  of  the  amonnt  of 
pension,  the  date  wfaen  the  benefice  is  to  be  deemed  void, 
and  some  other  details,  bat  if  the  patron  refuses  his 
asxent  the  ease  has  to  go  before  the  archbishop,  whose 
decision  is  final.     When  a  resignatian  has  been  carried 


into  effect  nnder  this  Aot,  the  patron  prerentstaevii. 
onmbent,  and  the  pension  becomes  a  debt  recoretiUe 
from  him  by  the  retiring  inoombent,  dilapidstiotts  to  bt 
adjusted  jnst  as  if  the  vacancy  had  been  caoaed  bj  datk, 
and  the  retiring  clergyman  remains  fully  imsnaUe  to 
eedeeiastical  discipline.  If  he  undertakes,  for  Rmiu- 
ratiMi,  clerical  dntiea  elsewhere,  the  bishop  ma^.aitUi 
being  brought  before  his  notice  by  the  new  incimbest, 
stop  or  diminish  the  pension,  subject  to  an  appeiltotbi 
archbishop.  As  to  the  costs  of  the  commiauoii,  U  & 
commissioners'  certificate  is  against  the  resigns&B  tk> 
inonmbent  has  to  pay  them,  but  if  the  commiiBosen  r- 
port  in  f  avonr  of  the  resignation  then  he  pays  half  Sa/H], 
and  the  other  half  becomes  a  ohairge  on  the  rereDaa  of 
the  benefloe,  recoverable  by  tiie  bishop. 

Sach  in  brief,  is  the  machinery  of  the  Aot.  Tbe  ooa- 
missioners  are  to  give  seven  days'  notice  on  the  door  of  tlit 
parish  church  of  their  first  meeting  (there  it  no  ntn- 
tion  as  to  the  place  of  meeting)  and  may  exasiiiitgi 
oath  any  persons  who  tender  themselves  at  witntw. 
There  is,  between  the  Bishops'  Beaignation  Act  tid  tht 
Incumbents'  Beaignation  Acrt^  this  difference,  that  iitte 
case  of  a  bishop  suffering  from  "  permanent  neattl  i» 
firmity,"  and  who  is,  therefore,  ipto  facto  nsablsttal 
the  Aot  in  motion  himself,  the  archbishop  may  takeaift 
on  satisfying  himself  of  the  fact.  The  only  cottsqcai- 
ing  provision  in  the  present  oaise  is  a  section  eosolia; 
that  where  any  incumbent  is  found  lunatic  iy  is^nntioi 
the  committee  of  his  estate  may  do  everything  fn  liia 
nnder  the  Act  just  as  he  might  have  done  it  hinutlf.  Is 
thtkt  enough  ?    We  doubt  it. 

Oaf.   XLV. — An  Aet  for  amending  the  Ian  reUtii  ti 
teguettratien  if  eeeUtiattieal  benefieei. 

This  Act,  which  applies  only  to  seqnsttratiana  fat  debt. 
is  designed  to  relieve  the  many  nnaeemUneaet  lal 
scandals  which  oconr  where  an  inonmbent  invdvei  bio- 
self  in  debt,  and  his  benefloe  bronght  under  a  «nt  <^ 
tequettrari  faeiat.  The  bishop  in  rach  a  case  aeti  n  t 
sort  of  sheriff  or  auxiliary  to  the  ahe^.  The  aeqaalii- 
tor  named  in  the  writ  ia  therein  directed  to  kr;  tie 
amonnt  of  the  debt  and  costs;  the  writ  of  seqaeitntiiB 
is  a  oontinning  execution,  and  mns  nntil  the  dtttaiJ 
costs  sure  satisfied.  The  sequestrator  is  liable  for  ckaqitt 
for  whioh  the  incumbent  would  have  bean  liable,  ao  be  ii 
liable  for  dilapidations,  and  ia  also  liaUe  to  provida  «t! 
of  the  aoeming  profits  for  the  proper  serrice  of  the  Avi, 
nnder  the  dirvotion  of  the  bishop  QBuiiari  v.  BtAhii, 
1  Hagg.  Cons.  Rep.  807). 

The  present  Aot  definitively  empowers  the  bishop;  *Wr 
a  sequestration  under  the  bankruptcy  of  an  ineutAtft 
or  on  a  jndgment  under  the  Inonmbents'  Besignatusi 
Act,  just  noticed,  remains  in  force  over  six  moathi,  to  f 
point  a  curate  or  ciuates,  with  stipends  aceerdsaf  to  i 
scale  given  in  section  1 ;  each  stipends  to  have  pritdt; 
over  all  sums  payaUe  to  the  sequeatraUon  ereditoi,  i>i 
not  over  oharges  on  the  benefice.  And  the  biaha;  "t 
inhibit  the  inoumbtmt  from  perf<Hming  the  tscno*  ^ 
the  ohnroh  pending  the  sequestration,  if  itqipeartoUB 
that  scandal  or  inconvenience  wiU  result  thoibta- 
Fnrther  tham  this,  the  inonmbent  is  incapacitated  dmiof 
the  conttnnance  of  the  sequestration  from  aeoeptimtiy 
other  preferments,  save  \rith  the  conaent  in  writtf  of 
the  bishop  and  seqneatrator,  and  any  right  of  pw'*^ 
tion  which  may  faJl  to  be  axeroised  by  him  rjrMi  tfai 
during  the  seqnestration  is  to  be  exeieiaed  in  bia  ii»l 
by  the  bishop  of  the  diocese  in  which  tha  Taoant  trntta 
is  locally  sitoate. 

Thus  the  main  alterations  effected  by  this  Act  aic  tbi 
talking  away  from  the  insolvent  iucnmbent  As  power  d 
accepting  preferment,  ko.,  and  the  -  empowstia;  ^ 
bishop  to  remove  him  from  ministration.  Xhasssn  n* 
donbted  improvements.  The  Bishop  of  WinohsaHrtid 
introduced,  both  this  year  and  the  laat,  a  bill  imifi* 
serve  the  same  laudable  end  of  alleviating  or  NWxot 
thescandalsat  which  this  Act  ia  aimed.  ButthaSiM 
of  Winchester's  bill  proposed  to  effect  this  objsot^e*- 
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lotiog  (bat  wh«iMT«r  mi  inoninbmt  bflMme  bankrapt 
lit  bmefioe  shonld  be  ipto/aeto  vaoated.    Tbe  obJMtioiu 

0  tbia  areobTious;  for  one  thing  ocediton  would  Kwroel/ 
)ona«  to  loieidal  a  polioy  aa  to  infliot  a  bankrnptoy 
vhigh  would  take  away  their  debtor'a  means  of  pajing 
ihem. 

}AP.  Ik — An  Act  for  dUqwUiffimg  bankrupt*  from  tUting 
or  voting  in  the  Sotuo  of  Lord*, 

The  reader  no  doubt  remem  bets  the  DuJuofNtweastU* 
'tte,  in  wbioh  (19  W.  B.  26}  tbe  Honae  of  Lords 
iltimally  affirmed  the  decision  that  a  peer  can  be  made 
tsaknipt.  That  case,  indeed,  was  under  tbe  Act  of  1861, 
m(  since  ^en  so  many  peers  hare  been  adjodioated 
wnkmpt  under  tha  present  law  that  the  bill  on  whieb 
lie  present  Act  is  'founded  was  introduced  by  Lord 
Istherley  to  remove  a  growing  source  of  scandal,  and 
inteot  tbe  dignity  and  <£araoter  of  the  House  of  Lords. 
this  A«t  "  for  the  pteserration  of  the  dignity  and  inde- 
lendenoe  of  Parliament "  enaots  that  sTery  peer  -who 
eoomes  bankrupt  shall  be  disqnalifled  from  aitting  or 
vting,  and  further,  if  a  peer  of  England  or  Ireland, 
com  being  elected  as  a  representatiTe  peer,  to  sit  and 
ote.  It  thus  purports  to  apply  the  same  law  to  English 
■dBcoteh  or  Irish  poais,  but  as  tbe  present  Irish  bank- 
gptqy  law  applies  only  to  traders,  an  Irish  peer  is 
tempt  from  the  diaqoalifioation  infliotadon  peers  of 
iugland  «r  SootUad,  unless  he  ohocaes  to  trade  or  petition 
tr  his  own  bankruptcy,  or  unless  by  residence  or  other- 
rise  he  brings  himself  under  the  English  or  Scotch  law. 

Thsre  only  remains  to  point  out  the  difference  be- 
reen  the  rule  applied  by  this  Act  to  peers  and  that 
Iready  in  force  for  members  of  the  House  of  Oommons. 
t  an  "K.P."  does  not  within  twelve  months  of  adjudi- 
ition  either  annnl  his  bankruptcy  or  f%Uy  pay  or  tatiify 
ii  creditors,  his  seat  is  vaoated  and  a  new  writ  issues. 
be  Peer  of  Parliament,  on  tbe  other  hand,  is  reetored  to 
is  privileges  on  being  "  duly  diteharged,  either  by  pay- 
«nt  and  satisfaction  «r  in  the  mode  prnerUtd  by  the 
fipeetiM  ttatMtet  in  force  in  that  behalf;''  so  that  tbe 
wkrupt  peer  may,  under  the  present  bankruptcy  law  of 
ngland,  regain  his  priTileges  by  paying  ten  shillings  in 
«  pound.  Bat  then,  if  another  constituency  will 
oept  the  M.P.  there  is  nothing  to  prevent  his  re-enter- 
g  Parliament  in  that  way,  while  no  such  door  of 
^entry  is  open  to  the  peer.  In  the  case  of  a  lepresen- 
tive  peer  a  new  election  ia  ordered  to  take  twelve 
ontbs  after  the  commenoement  of  the  bankruptcy,  nu- 
ts the  bankruptcy  be  previously  determined.    Tbe  Act 

retrospective  in  its  operation,  but  the  case  was 
idoubtedly  proper  for  an  ezoeption  to  tbe  general  rule 
'ainst  retrospeotive  legislation. 

LP.  LIU. — An  Aet  to  repeal  an  Aet  for  preventing  the 
aitumption  of  certain  eeetetiattieal  tittei  in  reipeet  of 
place*  in  the  United  Kingdom, 

When  tbe  Boraan  Oatholio  Emancipation  Aot  was 
Med  in  George  the  Fourth's  reign,  it  was  with  a  pro- 
lion  forbidding  anyone  other  than  the  dignitaries  of 
9  Protestant  Episcopal  Obnroh  to  assume  any  title  of 
sbbishop,  bishop,  or  dean,  under  £100  peni^ty.  But 
in  section  was  read  as  allying  only  to  titles  already 
•lly  need  in  our  Obnioh,  and  when  the  Pope  in  1860 
ide  a  qnantity  of  Boman  Catholic  bishops  for  England, 
aimed  at  evading  it  by  assigning  them  sees  snob  as 
Mtminster,  not  locally  identified  with  any  real  Englidi 
hop.  To  meet  that  Sir  Bobert  Peel's  Eodeeiastical 
les  Aot  of  1851,  which  is  repealed  by  the  present  Act, 
bad  the  assumption  of  any  eooleiiastical  title  what- 
ir,  under  a  ^100  penalty  at  the  suit  of  the  Attomey- 
aeral.  Tbe  proposal  to  repeal  the  Ecclesiastioal  Titles 
b  was  not  a  new  one  last  session.      The  year  before  a 

1  was  introduced  for  the  same  purpose.  Like  the  bill 
last  year  the  present  Act  contains,  thongh  of  course 
ihing  of  the  kind  was  neoeswry,  a  preamble  reciting 
^t  no  ecoleaiastical  dignity,  &o.,  can  be  validly  created 
erwiae  th»a  hy  the  Sovereign  and  according  to  the 


laws  of  the  realm.  There  was  no  reason  whatever  why 
the  Eoolesiastical  Titles  Aot  should  not  be  repealed.  Tbe 
Boman  Oatholio  religion  is  not  and  is  not  likely  ever  to 
be  the  religion  of  these  realms  ;  the  only  bishops,  ko., 
recognised  here  are  those  of  the  Ohuroh  of  England  ;  but 
if  the  Pope  thinks  well  of  styling  an  eminent  man  of  his 
own  communion  Bishop  of  So-and-so,  no  harm  is  done  to 
ua,  and  there  is  no  reason  why  the  man  ahonld  be 
punished  for  it.  Moreover,  the  penalties  were  never 
enforced,  and  dead-letter  penalties  are  generally  best  re- 
pealed. 

Cap.  LYI. — An  Aet  to  provide  further  protection  agaiatt 
doft. 
Legislation  about  dogs  is  much  older  than  the  Norman 
Conquest,  but  we  may  content  ourselves  without  going 
so  far  back.  The  28  &  29  Yiot.  c.  60,  dealt  with  damages 
by  dogs  to  cattle  or  sheep,  and  enabled  the  owner  of  the  dog, 
as  there  defined,  to  be  sued  without  its  being  necessary  to 
prove  negligenoe  or  a  leienter.  So  that  in  this  respect 
sheep  are  better  off  than  human  beings.  The  present 
Aot  ia  intended  to  confer  upon  the  police  generally  powers 
of  detaining  stray  dogs  and  destroying  dogs  pronouneed 
by  magistrates  to  be  dangerous,  similar  to  tbe  powers 
provided  for  the  metropolia  in  80  k  SI  Yiot.  o.  134. 

Cap.  LYIL — An  AU  to  amend  the  Life  Atmranee  Com- 
paniee  Aet,  1870 

The  Life  Aasnranoe  Companies  Act,  1870  (see  for  a 
detailed  comment  14  S.  J.  960),  aimed  at  rendering  it 
more  dlffionlt  for  life  Insurance  companies  to  infliot  losses 
on  the  public.  It  provided  (section  8)  that  every  com- 
pany beginning  business  thereafter  should  depoiit 
£20,000  in  Chancery,  not  to  be  returned  tiU  the  life 
Bsanranoe  fund  accumulated  from  premiums  should 
amount  to  £40,000.  It  also  required  certain  aoooants 
and  statements  to  be  famished;  remedied  a  defect  in  the 
winding-np  powers  of  the  Companies  Act,  1862,  disclosed 
by  the  Snropean  Auuranee  Otmpany't  eau  (18  W.  B.  91), 
and  imposed  restrictions  on  amalgamations;  besides  other 
detaiU. 

The  object  of  the  present  Aot  is  merely  tb  enact  that 
the  money  paid  into  Chancery  under  section  8  shall  be 
paid  into  court  just  as  other  moneys  are  paid ;  and  it 
empowers  general  orders  to  be  made  to  r^fulate  tbe  pay- 
ment in  and  out  of  court,  investment,  to.  The  Act  also 
corrects  a  clerical  error  in  another  section. 

Cap.  LXI. — An  Aet  to  awtend  the  Corrupt  Practice* 
Oommiuion  Empenee*  Aet,  1869. 

The  amandsd  Act  (82  jc  88  Yiot.  o.  21,  for  which  see 
18  S.  J.  904)  provided  for  the  levying  the  costs  of  election 
commissions  on  the  guilty  districts.  The  Treasury  are  to 
advanoe  and  the  local  authorities  are  to  levy  the  sum 
necessary  and  repay  the  Trearary ;  and  If  the  local 
authorities  fail  in  this  duty  the  Treamiry  may  apportion 
the  amount  between  the  parishes,  jco.,  and  tiis  court  of 
quarter  sessions  is  then  to  levy  the  amount  so  appor- 
tioned, with  £10  per  cent,  penalty.  And  it  is  remarkable 
that,  be  the  reason  what  it  may,  no  provision  ia  made 
against  defaults  by  the  local  aathority  in  Scotland  or 
Ireland. 

The  object  of  the  present  Aet  is  very  simple — ^viz.,  in 
those  oasss  in  which  a  parish  lies  partly  within  and 
partly  without  a  parliamentary  boundary,  to  provide  for 
the  proper  exoneration  of  the  external  portion  of  the 
parish. 


Sir  Biohard  Couch,  Chief  Justice  of  Bengal,  left  London 
last  week  for  Ciloatta,  viA  Bn'ndisi  and  Bombiay. 

The  County  Court  Judgeship  of  Cironit  No.  43  (embrac- 
ing the  metropolitan  distncts  of  Brentford,  Brompton,  and 
Marylebone)  has  become  vacant  by  the  resignation  of  Sir 
John  Eardley  Wilmot,  Bart.,  who  has  held  the  judgeship  of 
these  ooorts  since  1863.  Sir  John  E.  Wilmothad  previoasly 
been  judge  of  tbe  Bristol  County  Court  from  1854  till  1863. 
and  he  has  been  Hecorder  of  Warwick  since  1852. 
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&ECEVI  DBCI8I0VS. 

EQUITY. 
Costs  of  Pbkskbviko  asd  ov  BsiiLiBiNO  the  Asbbtb, 

AMD  OF  OBNUUlL  LlQITIDATIOir. 

Ttrry  T.  Oriental  BaUU  Company,  V.O.W., 
19  W.  E.  767. 
Uore  than  one  point  as  to  the  order  in  which  ooeta  wfi 
payable  where  the  asaets  are  deficient  was  dealt  with  in 
this  case.  The  plaintiff  was  an  eqnitable  mortgagee  of 
the  oompany's  property,  snbjeot  to  the  olainia  of  the  de- 
bentare  holders,  and  he  consented  to  the  sale.  In  holding 
that  the  liquidator's  ooets,  charges,  and  axpenaea  properly 
inoarred  of  realising  the  property  wore  payable  out  of  the  . 
proceeds  of  sale  in  priority  over  the  claims  of  the  deben- 
ture holders  and  of  the  plaintiff  for  principal,  interest,  and 
coats,  the  Yice-Chanoellor  followed  a  well  known  decision 
of  the  Lord  Obanoellor,  when  a  judge  of  first  instanoe,  in 
Re  Maritu  Mantiom  Company  (16  W.  B.  Ch.  Dig.  68, 
L.  B.  4  Eq.  601),  when  the  debenture  holders  were 
allowed  the  amount  of  their  claim  against  the  estate  for 
principal,  interest,  and  costs  only  after  the  expenses 
were  paid  of  realising  the  property  covered  by  their 
security. 

In  He  Uaelanlay  (IS  W.  R.  6S,  2  D.  J.  S.  858),  upon 
the  general  question  whether  in  the  case  of  a  mortgagee, 
party  or  not  a  party  to  the  cause,  consenting  to  the 
sale  the  ooeta  incurred  by  the  parties  to  the  cause  ought  to 
oome  out  of  the  proceeds.  Lord  Justice  Turner  expressed 
himself  as  not  altogether  satisfied  that  the  oosta  ought  to 
oome  out  of  the  proceeds  of  sale.  The  effect  of  tiiat 
would  be  to  throw  them  on  the  general  estate,  as  a  part 
of  the  coats  of  the  winding  up,  whioh  was  done  in  JU 
Profeiiional  Life  Aiturance  Company  (16  W.  B.  296) 
Lord  Justice  Bolt  in  that  case  remarked  that  as  a  sale  in 
such  a  case  is  for  the  benefit  of  the  estate  (for  property 
always  sells  better  free  from,  than  subject  to,  inonm- 
brnncea)  it  would  be  hard  on  a  mortgagee  if,  beoaose  he 
consents  to  a  sale  for  the  benefit  of  persona  entitled 
to  the  equity  of  redemption,  his  security  should  be 
saddled  with  costs  to  whioh  he  would  not  otherwise  he 
liable. 

The  mortgagee  who  avails  himself  of  the  proper  remedy 
is  entitled  to  his  principal,  interest,  and  oosta;  bnt  where 
ho  comes  to  the  Court  for  more  than  he  is  in  strictness 
entitled  to,  as  where,  instead  of  filing  a  foreclosure  bill, 
he  brings  a  suit  for  general  administration,  in  that  oase 
the  costs  of  the  suit  are  payable  before  his  demand 
{Armttrong  T.  Storer,  14  Beav.  586),  on  the  prineiple  of 
iVkita  V.  Bitliop  of  Peterborough  (Jao.  402).  Thus,  where 
a  mortgagee,  who  was  not  a  party  to  an  administration 
suit,  came  in  and  gave  his  consent  to  the  sale  of  the 
mortgaged  property,  and  the  produce  of  the  sale,  which 
formed  the  whole  assets  in  the  suit,  was  less  than  the 
amount  of  the  mortgage  debt,  the  mortgagee  was  held 
entitled  to  the  fund,  after  payment  of  eottt  of  the  tuit 
{Dightonf.  Withert,  31  Beav.  428).  It  was  held  accord- 
ingly that,  as  the  inoumbrancets  had  only  availed  them- 
selves of  their  proper  remedy,  and  had  not  asked  any- 
thing beyond  that  for  whioh  they  contracted,  as  was 
said  in  Armstrong  v,  Storer  (.tup.),  their  claim  against 
tht>  proceeds  was  paramount  to  the  general  costs  of  the 
winding  up. 

The  liqaidator  was  held  to  be  entitled  to  the  eosts  of 
preservation  as  receiver  ;  that  is,  out  of  the  purchase 
money,  if  be  could  not  get  them  out  of  the  assets;  tol> 
lowing  Moriton  v.  JUrUon  (8  W.  R.  383,  7  D.  M.  G.  214), 
where  the  consignee  of  a  West  Indian  estate,  whioh  was 
being  administered  in  the  snit,  bccitme  In  advance  to  the 
estate,  and  it  was  held  that  such  advances  were  a  charge 
on  the  eorpue  in  priority  over  the  costs  of  suit,  on  the 
ground  that  expenditure  incurred  by  the  Court  through 
its  agent,  the  consignee,  must  necessarily  be  a  first  charge 
on  the  fund. 


COMMON  LAW. 
CovxNAjrr  m  Lbasx. 

WadkaM  T.  Pottmatter-General,  Q.B,  19  V.  S.  10S2. 

It  is  soanwly  to  be  wondered  at  that  a  letaor,  iniant 
of   getting  the  demised  premises  into  his  own  bsadi, 
should  have  thought  that  he  had  here  a  fair  opportanit;. 
The  plaintiff  had  let  a  house  to  the  postmaster  ioc  t 
term,  subject  to  a  covenant,  guarded  by  a  proviio  for  n* 
entry,  that  it  ahonid  be  nsed  for  a  post-offioe  snd  for  i» 
other  purpose.    The  absorption  of  the  telegn^iluo  bu- 
nesa  by  the  Post-offioe  gave  one,  but  not  a  very  pUoibli 
ground  of  complaint;  bat  what  seenu  to  have  been  mot, 
relied  on  was  the  transfer  to  the  Fost-offlce  of  th«  ii^ 
of  issuing  various  revenue  lioenoes  under  S2  ft  33  Tigt 
o.  14.    The  Court,  however,  held  that  this  was  a  ps^ 
pose  fjutden  generit  with  the  previous  duties  of  the  Plat- 
office,  and  oompared  it  with  the  sale  of  postage  ituqi. 
It  might  fairly  be  said  that  nothing  was  naturally  ooa- 
neoted   with  Post-office  duties  except  what  relstad  to, 
depended  npon,  and  arose  out  of  the  transmiito  ci 
communications  from  one  part  of  the  ooontry  tesnotker, 
and  the  facilitating  of  snoh  oommunicatioos;  that  ftii 
would  apply  to  money  orders,  and   even  to  poatoBei 
■avingi^  banks,  fto.,  and  that  the  sale  of  postags-itaap 
was  only  inoidental  to  this  business,  but  that  the  ianiiig 
of  licenoea  was  not  so  in  any  sense.     The  Ooort,  ho*- 
ever,  decided  otherwise;  and  if  in  so  doing  they  bnt 
given  a  wide  oonstmotion  to  the  words,  it  does  not  ippu 
how  the  plaintiff  is  prastioally  injued  ij  ths  pisctin 
th«y  have  aaaotioaed. 

LAiros  Clauses  CosrsoLroATiOH  Act — ^Biitwiis 

Clauses  Consolidation  Act — CoicPEHSinos. 

Queen  ▼.  St.  Luke'e  Vettry,  Q.B.,  19  W.  B.  1086,  LB. 

B  Q.  B.  572, 
Queen  v.  Cambrian  Sailnay  Company,  Q3.,  19  W.B.USS 

The  first  of  these  cases  settles  an  importaat  post 
whioh  the  final  deoiaion  in  fenar  ▼.  The  Commimttm 
t/Semeri  (L.  B.  4  Ex.  227,  17  W.  £L  Com.  Uw  Dig.  78) 
left  in  a  very  unsatisf aotory  position.  The  68th  isetios 
of  the  Lands  Clauses  Consolidation  Ace,  1845,  pnnda 
for  the  mode  of  determining  the  amount  of  eoapw>»- 
tion  to  be  paid  to  any  person  who  "  shall  be  entillad  ca 
any  oompensation  in  respect  of  any  lands,  or  oi  isj 
interest  therein  whioh  shall  have  been  takan  for  oi  in- 
juriously  affected  by  the  ezeontioa  of  the  wotka.'  b 
Femar  v.  T/ie  Oommittionert  of  Sewers  (L.  B.  4  Kx.  1)  *• 
Couit  of  Exchequer  rather  assumed  than  decided  tkit 
this  seotion,  though  in  form  only  providing  a  naaiji* 
those  otherwise  entitled,  did  in  effeot  and  by  impli«tiai 
determine  those  who  were  entitled  to  oomiranution;  •»! 
that  oonseqnently,  in  oases  where  the  eeoticm  applisl  iB 
those  whose  premises  were  injuriousl]/  affected  w«t» 
entitled.  The  only  point  whioh  they  treated  as  ts^^ 
decision  was,  whether  the  special  Act  then  before  tk«i 
did  or  did  not  incorporate  this  seotion.  They  held  ttai 
it  did ;  but  the  Court  of  Bxoheqoer  Chamber  (L  K-  < 
Ex.  227)  revened  their  deoiaion  on  this  point,  aai  ia 
doing  so  intimated  a  doubt  whether,  if  inoorpcnted,  it 
would  have  had  tbia  effect.  That  point  has  sow  kw 
decided  by  the  Coorb  of  Qoeen's  Bench  (in  a  oass  vkv 
the  whole  of  the  general  Act  was  inoorporalsd  bf  tbe 
special  Act)  in  oonformity  with  the  opinion  oi  die 
Exoheqner.  <<  To  hold  otherwise  "  (saja  Lush,  J.,  i»  ^ 
Uvering  the  judgment  of  the  Court)  "  wonld  l>*  **  "^ 
that  the  Act  gives  the  remedy  without  the  right,  ad 
that  the  22nd  and  68th  clauses  are  nseleaa  so  far  si  tbe? 
relate  to  lands  injuriously  affected."  The  22ad  Mrtii> 
here  referred  to  provides,  in  parallel  terms  witbthoesa 
eeotion  68,  for  the  assessment  of  oompensation  wheM  0» 
sum  claimed  does  not  exceed  £50  ;  and  it  eew^ 
steengthens  the  argument  that  ttriee  in  the  Act  juvitaw 
is  made  for  assessing  a  oompensation  to  which  as  tn 
is  anywhere  given  in  express  terms.  Two  Courts  hsrif 
now  concurred  in  this  view,  the  qoeation  may  ks » 
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Sraided  as  Mttled,  a*  well  opon  authority  as  upon  reason; 
the  cause  of  its  remaining  till  notr  naoertain  probably 
is,  that  the  Bailways  Clauses  Aot,  s.  6,  expressly  gires 
oompenaation  to  persons  whose  lands  are  injnrioasly 
affected,  and  that,  of  special  Aot«  inoorporatiDg  the 
Iiands  Clauses  Aot,  so  many  hare  an  express  proviaion  to 
the  same  effect. 

la  the  aeoond  oase  (.Beg.  y.  Cambrian  Railway  Com- 
pany) the  point  arose  under  the  Bailways  Clauses  Aot, 
I84S,  and  the  question  turned  upon  the  applioation  of 
the  decision  of  the  House  of  Lords  in  Brand  t.  Hamtner- 
tniith  Railway  Company  (IS  W.  E.  937,  L.  R.  2  H.  of  L. 
175),  before  whioh  case  the  right  to  oompensation  would 
probably  not  hare  been  oontested.  The  claimant  owned 
a  ferry,  near  to  whioh  the  defendants  oonstruoted  a  rail- 
way bridge  and  soon  annihilated  ita  profits.  The  de- 
fendants, howerer,  eontended  that  this  "injorions 
affection"  was  not  owing  to  the  "execution"  of  the 
work',  but  only  to  their  use;  and  that  therefore,  under 
the  authority  of  the  case  cited,  they  were  not  liable  to 
pay  oompensation.  The  Court  held  that  inasmuch  as 
the  Tery  purpose  and  objeot  of  the  erection  of  the 
bridge  was  to  do  what  must  of  necessity  destroy  the 
traffio  of  the  ferry,  whioh  (as  Oockbum,  O.J.  said)  was 
its  Tery  essence,  it  might  properly  be  said  that  the  con- 
Atruotion  of  the  bridge  was  the  aotoal  causa  of  the  in- 
jury  to  the  franchise.  The  reasoning  is,  no  doubt,  very 
fine,  and  the  Court  eridently  felt  they  were  sailing  very 
near  the  wind;  for  the  oonstraotion  of  the  bridge,  if  it 
-was  not  used,  would  no  more  injure  the  ferry  than  the 
oonstruotion  of  the  Hammersmith  line  wenld  have  in- 
jured Mr.  Brand's  house,  and  the  use  of  the  Hammer- 
smith  line  as  ineritably  (though  not  so  materially)  in- 
jared  the  house  as  the  bridge  injured  the  ferry.  By 
agreement  of  the  parties  the  oaaa  goes  no  farther,  so 
that  we  shall  not  hear  (until  another  such  oase  arises) 
whether  the  view  of  the  Queen's  Bench  is  acquiesced  in. 
May  we  oonjeotnze  that  perhaps  this  consideration,  as 
well  aa  the  obvions  jnstioe  of  the  <»we,  emboldened  the 
Coort  to  decide  as  it  did  ?  Meanwhile,  it  is  to  be 
wondered  «t  that  the  decision  of  the  House  of  Lords, 
\7hioh  it  is  idle  now  to  canrass  (being  a  decision  of  the 
Coatt  of  last  resort),  should  not  have  induced  those  who 
are  interested  to  obtain  such  an  amendment  of  the  law 
B3  will  cure  the  narrow  construction  which  that  oase 
pats  npon  the  present  Act. 


BEVIEWB. 

d  TreatiM  on  the  Law  relating  to  Profit  d  Prtndrt  and 
Jt-ightt  of  Common,  By  John  Edwabj>  Hall,  of  Queen's 
College,  Oxford,  M.A.,  and  of  Liucoln's-inn,  Barriater-at- 
Law. 

Mr.  Hall  has  hen  presented  ns  with  an  excellent  and 
laefol  work  ou  a  snbjeot  hitherto  little  noticed  in  legal 
iteratore.  The  snbjeot  of  common  rights  is  at  the  present 
ime  one  of  peculiar  interest ;  and  a  writer  might  well  be 
emfited  to.  depart  from  the  Ugh  road  of  legal  science  into 
he  bye-path  meadow,  where  the  battle  of  the  commons  is 
tow  1>eing  fon^t.  That  Hr.  Hall  has  not  done  so,  but  has 
iealt  with  his  subject  in  its  strict  legal  aspects,  and 
zamined  its  details  with  an  unwearied  and  exhanstiTe 
iligience,  is  a  matter  on  which  we  may  congratulate  both 
lim  and  ounelres.  Nor  does  his  book  snffsr  any  real  loss 
D  -value  by  his  -adherence  to  his  functions  as  a  lawyer ; 
or  all  the  questions  wliioh  are  now  bdng  raised  are,  so  fiu 
s  the  law  u  conoemed,  to  be  soWed  by  the  principle  whioh 
is  treatise  aims  at  dereloping  ;  for  the  rest  they  are  mere 
nesticms  of  fact,  whioh  -rary  -with  each  instance. 

In  the  first  three  chapters  the  anthor  deals  with  the 
eneral  deflaitien  of  rights  to  profit  d  prendre,  and  their  dis- 
inctionfrom  easements  on  the  one  hand,  and  rights  of  exten- 
ire  occapatioD  on  the  other.  We  cannot  think  that  he  is 
appy  i°  adapting  as  his  definition  of  a  right  to  a  profit  d 
rttidre,  "a  right  exendsed  over  another's  real  property,  and 
ooompanied  -with  participation  in  the  profits  of  the  soil 
lereof."  This  definition  would  (in  one  sense  of  the  word) 
iclade  the  right  of  a  lessee  of  land ;  and  although  applica- 


ble to  a  profit  d  prtndro  it  has  the  disadTsntage  of  putting 
in  the  second  place  what  is  really  its  principal  characteristic 
The  right  to  take  the  profit  is  not  the  accompaniment  merely 
of  the  right ;  it  is  its  essential  element ;  the  right  is  a  right 
to  take  profits  of  the  soil  of  another  without  possession. 
This  inaccurate  definition,  however,  leads  to  no  practical 
error. 

We  oonld  wish  also  that  Mr.  Hall  had  dealt  more 
critioally  with  the  distinction  between  corporeal  and  incor- 
poreal things,  on  which  he  has  collected  some  yaluable 
extracts  in  the  commencement  of  his  third  chapter.  The 
extracts  aro  valuable  because  they  show  the  sense  in  whioh 
the  words  were  nsed  by  the  old  writers,  from  whom  they 
descend  to  ns,  and  who,  borrowing  themselve  s  from  the 
Koman  law,  adopted  the  phrases  in  the  same  sense  in  which 
they  were  there  used.  But  the  distinction,  to  the  develop- 
ment of  whioh  the  chapter  is  devoted,  might  have  been  more 
dearly  stated.  Austin  has  attacked  the  teTmB"oorporeal  "and 
"incorporeal "  with  his  usual  indiscriminate  and  intolerant 
abuse,  but  seems  never  to  have  understood  their  real  mean- 
ing. That  vigorous  thinker  appears  not  to  have  been  aware 
that  men  are  not  made  for  wonis,  nor  even  for  abstiract  ideas 
and  theoretical  diatinotions,  but  that  words  and  abstractions 
are  made  for  men,  and  (in  law  especially)  for  the  actual 
external  relations  in  which  men  find  tbemselTes.  There  are 
rights  whiA  are  ooupled  with  possession  or  are  rights  of 
possession ;  and  there  are  others  whioh  are  not,  although 
tliey  exist  with  respect  to  things  capable  of  possession.  As 
to  the  first,  the  owner  has  the  thing  itself ;  it  is  his  for  all 
purposes  of  use  and  enjoyment;  as  to  the  second,  he  has 
only  certain  limited  uses  in  the  thfaig.  As  to  the  first,  the 
universality  and  exolusiveness  of  his  right  are  well  expressed 
by  saying  that  he  has  the  thing ;  the  condition  of  fact  which 
answers  to hisright  is  possession.  Astothe  second,  the  limited 
nature  of  his  right  excludes  the  idea  of  possession  ;  the  right 
is  so  limited  th^  possession  is  not  the  corresponding  fact. 
He  has  not,  then,  the  eorpui  of  the  land ;  hnt  he  has  some- 
thing, and  that  something  is  the  right  to  that  limited  use. 
But  that  use  cannot  be  said  to  be  a  corpus  ;  it  has  no  subsist- 
ence, except  in  the  right  or  title  to  its  exercise ;  that  right 
whidh  the  man  has,  and  which  is  in  that  sense  a 
thina;,  is,  therefore,  a  thin^  which  has  no  corres- 
ponding body,  or  it  is  an  incorporeal  thing  or  an  in- 
corporeal right,  as  distinguished  from  a  corporeal  right, 
which  has  a  eorpiu  for  its  object.  There  can  be  no  doubt 
this  is  the  original  and  fundamental  meaning  of  the  distinc- 
tion ;  and,  accordingly,  things  which  are  the  objects  of  cor- 
poreal rights  are  (or  were)  said  to  lie  in  livery  (that  is,  pos- 
session of  the  thing  can  be  delivored),  and  they  are  the  sub- 
jeot  of  trespass  and  ejectment,  which  both  in  like  manner 
imply  poemssion  ;  bat  incorporeal  rights  are  created  and 
pass  by  grant  and  prescription,  and  (pive  rise,  not  to  actions 
of  trespass  and  ejectment,  but  of  disturbance.  Mr.  Hall 
himself  several  times  adopts  and  nses  this  test  (see,  for  in- 
stance, page  19) ;  but  yet,  in  another  place  (page  32),  he 
lays  down  that  ejectment  may  be  brought  for  on  incorporeal 
hereditament.  We  cannot  think  this  is  accarate  ;  the  cases 
from  which  he  deduces  the  conclusion  do  not  prove  it,  hut 
only  that  in  ejectment  incorporeal  hereditaments  may  be 
recovered  along  with  oornoreid  hereditaments  to  which  they 
are  appurtenant,  just  aa  uey  may,  in  a  similar  manner,  pass 
by  livery  of  seisin.  This  is  expressly  stated  by  Holroyd, 
J.,  in  the  case  of  Crocktr  v.  FothtrgiU  (,2  B.  &  Aid,  681 ), 
cited  at  pua  24;  and  an  attention  to  this  distinction 
gets  rid  of  the  inference  drawn  by  Mr.  Hall  from 
Sari  of  Lontdalt  V.  Bigg  (11  Ex.  6S4,  1  H.  &  N.  923),  for  in 
that  case  the  Court  ask  the  question  (and  answer  in  the  nega- 
tive) :  "  Is  a  oattie  gate  tiins  a  more  extensive  right  thin 
that  of  vettura  terra  or  herhagium  terra  ?  "  Bat  ilr.  Hull 
himself  admits  that  these  latter  are  rights  to  corporeal  here- 
ditaments (pages  19,  20). 

It  must  be  admitted,  however,  that  the  great  extennon 
given  in  TJlnglinli  Uw  to  the  idea  of  possession  (in  strong 
contrast  to  tiie  tu  too  narrow  limitation  of  it  in  Roman 
law)  has  introduced  some  confusion,  and  particularly  with 
respect  to  this  very  right  of  sole  pasture.  For  the  very 
attenuated  kind  of  possession  which  accompanies  this  right, 
and  wliich  is  distinct  from  the  possesion  of  the  soil  itself, 
though  sufficient  to  ground  trespass  or  ojaotment,  and 
though  spoken  of  by  Lord  Coke  as  the  subject  of  livery 
(aee  page  19),  has  not  been  sufficient  to  Iceep  the  right  clearly 
in  the  class  of  corporeal  hereditaments,  and  accordingly 
(though  with  much  fluctuation  of  opinion)  the  right  may, 
and   perhaps  must,  be   created   and   conveyed  by  grants 
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and  is,  like  inoorpora«l  heraditamsnts,  th«  snlyeot  of 
pre(oription(comiwrepaffei  19— aS,  89, 119, 127).  A  similar 
not  haa  attended  the  right  to  a  fishery  (see  pp.  3 10 — 316). 
It  is  endent  that  in  these  instanoaa  the  oonfliooag  analogies 
have  drawn  the  oonrts  now  one  way  and  now  another  ;  and 
the  matter  is  a  ver^  indefinite  and  inoongrnous  piece  of 
jurispmdeDce.  Amid  these  cross-corrents,  it  was  not  to  be 
expected  that  the  author  shonld  steer  a  very  straight 
coarse ;_  but  if  we  could  wish  that  he  had  developed  the 
distinction  a  little  more  sharply,  he  haa  rendered  a 
great  senrioe  in  proriding  an  ample  abundance  of 
materiaL 

The  4th  chapter  deals  with  the  creation  and  trans- 
fer of  rights  to  profits  <k  prtttdre;  and  here  we 
cannot  bat  think  the  aothor  would  have  done  better 
if  he  had  transferred  the  matter  of  pages  68 — 71  to  Uie 
preyions  chapter,  to  which  it  naturally  belong ;  for 
the  question  chiefly  discussed  is,  whether  certain  rights  of 
searclmut  for  and  winniDg  minerals,  ice.,  were  only  rights 
to  a  profit  or  rights  to  the  soiL  Tl(e  6th  chi4>ter  deals,  and 
deals  well,  with  the  somewhat  difficult  and  subtle  qnestion 
of  licence  in  connection  with  a  grant  of  profits  ;  it  is  one  of 
the  best  chapters  in  the  book.  The  chapter  on  prescription 
(chapter  7)  u  also  extremely  full  and  good  ;  bot  that  on 
custom  (chapter  9)  appears  to  ns  laboured  beyond 
necessity,  the  rule  which  it  is  chiefly  occapied  in 
establishing  being  so  abundantly  clear,  and  hardly 
standing  in  need  of  such  frequent  reiteration.  Ohapters 
11  to  21  are  occupied  with  the  rarious  kinds  of  nghti 
to  proflt,  and  the  information  under  each  head  is  ample  and 
exact;  but  the  author  adopts  too  hastily  (in  the  16th  chapter) 
the  obserration  dropped  by  Twisden,  J.,  in  Cltn  t.  Corbet, 
that  common  of  shack  is  only  oovamon  pur  eautt  de  vieinagt ; 
it  is  plain  from  the  aooount  giren  of  it  in  that  case,  that  the 
eight  was  that  which  belongs  to  the  old  oommoB  field  syrtam, 
of  late  so  carefully  examinal  by  Nasse ;  and  the  distinction  is 
plain  between  inoh  a  right,  where  a  custom  to  inclose  mnrt  be 
prescribed  for,  and  cases  where  indosure  may  be  made  without 
any  sooh  customs.  The  remaining  chapters  deal  with  the  ex- 
tinction of  common  rights,  inclosure  and  commoners'  remedies; 
but  these  topics,  and  much  of  the  rest  of  the  book,  want  of 
epace  compels  ns  to  pass  over  without  detailed  notice.  The 
-volume,  which  is  of  moderate  dimenstons,  is  full  of  Taluable 
and  interesting  matter,  and  bears  thronghout  marks  of  a  verr 
conscientious  diligence.  We  were  at  mat  di^oaed  to  think 
that  the  cases  cited  were  quoted  at  too  great  length;  bnt  oon- 
sidering  the  somewhat  obscure  nature  of  the  soDJeot  and  the 
inaccessibility  of  many  of  its  sonnee  (and  his  invertigationa 
in  these  little  known  regions  deserve  our  best  thanks),  we 
believe  that  (excepting;  the  16th  chapter)  the  author  haa 
exercised  a  wise  discretion  in  making  ample  quotations,  and 
we  are  sure  that  by  doing  so  he  haa  made  his  book  for  more 
interesting  reading,  and  will  save  Uioee  who  consult  his 
pages  much  trouble. 


COUHTS. 

THE   ALBEKT   lSe   ASSTJaANCJE 
ABBrTBATION.* 
(Before  Lord  Cairxs.) 
June  2,  15. — Se  the  Metropolitan  GountUt  tni  Gtnml  lift 

Atmraiia  Annuity  and  InvettmeiU  Socittf.   DtU%  ew. 
Inturanee  Col|^pany — Anudgmmation  of  mmptums—WMof 

lip — Annuity  contract — Novation  of  nntnut—lniinmai 

on  annuity  contract. 

An  ammitcmt,  who  had  reeeivtd  a  eirttdar  ssaoncHf 
a  tramfor  of  hit  eompam/'t  butiiieu  to  anothir  ctafoy, 
and  had  aUottud  Kit  annuity  dted  to  bt  tnitmi  w^nti. 
dormmmt  lUUtMy  that  tie  empHml  of  tin  mmti  tatpuf 
tpould  bt  KM*  for  tht  pffmtnt  ofth$  tummtf,  aaimt  Mi^ 
that  tueh  liability  ica*  am  additional  at  diiUiifmtlitd Jhat 
mbttituted  teeurity. 

Held,  tntitled  to  olaim  only  ayaintt  th*  teconi  «M^siiy, 

£t  Family  Endowmmt  Society  {Potft  ea$t),  18  W.  i.  2K, 
Z.  S,  5  Ch.  118,  approved  and  diitingtuthei. 

This  was  an  adjourned  summons,  iriiidi  stood  fat  ^tan 
before  Vioe-Chanoellor  Baoon.  The  object  of  tht  ^jbt- 
tion  was  that  Mr.  Dale  might  be  admittisd  to  be  i  craditoc 
of  the  Uetropolitan  Counties  Society  io  raspeoi  of  in 
annuity  contracts. 

The  contracts  were  issued  by  the  St.  Oeoigs'a  Aamuea 
Company.  In  October,  1861,  this  company  beouse  imtl- 
gamated  with  the  Metropolitan  Counties  Soeiaty.  Sbortir 
after.  Dale  sent  in  his  annuity  contracts  to  this  aodetjr,  ai 
the  following  printed  indorsraient  was  pasted  oa  the  bad 
of  each: — 

"  In  oonaideration  of  the  within-named  aaaortd  b*iia{ 
agreed  to  the  transfer  of  the  within- written  policy  to  tkt 
Metropolitan  Counties  and  Qeneral  life  Assonnce  hsoAj 
Losn  and  Investment  Company,  and  to  pay  to  Um  m 
society  all  future  premiums  on  the  same  polii^  u  thif  W 
come  due,  and  to  observe  and  perform  all  the  ttip 


Mr.  Alexander  Monro,  town  ol«rk  of  QIaagow,  died  at 
his  reaidenoe  in  that  oity  on  the  9ti>  Ootobar,  after  a  short 
illnsss. 

In  an  intentleader  matter  which  came  before  Brett,  J.,  at 
chambers  on  Friday  the  6th,  several  solioitors  appeared,  Imt 
one  of  the  parties  was  represented  by  an  accountant.  When 
the  caae  oame  on  one  of  the  solioitois  oalled  his  lordship's 
attention  to  the  ciroumatanoe,  and  the  learned  judge  asked 
the  person  in  omstion  whether  he  was  "  an  attorney,  and  on 
his  replying  ttiat  he  was  "  an  accountant  in  the  city  of 
London,"  his  lordship  ordered  him  to  retire. 

Mr.  J.  B,  WiTBBS.— The  following  obituary  notice  ap- 
pears in  a  Lincoln  paper:— Mr.  John  Bay  Watais,  or 
Watering  (better  known  aa  Mr.  ,T.  W.  Bay),  possibly  re- 
membered in  Lliwoln  by  his  admirable  impersooationa 
during  the  brief  visit  of  Mr.  V.  Tounge's  company,  died 
not  long  since,  it  is  reported,  in  London.  Mr.  Watering 
(or  Bay)  was  educated  for  the  law,  and  indeed  was  a  regu- 
larly admitted  attorney,  although  be  never  practised.  His 
first  essays  as  an  actor  were  in  the  private  theatricals, 
common  enough  half-a-oentury  ago,  and  later,  in  London. 
He  always  bore  the  reputation  of  possessing  property,  and 
his  first  regular  engagement  was  with  Mr.  W.  Robertson, 
of  the  Lincoln  Circnit,  father  of  the  Mr.  Kobertaon  who 
wrote  Caitt,  in  which  Mr.  Ray  performed  "  Eooles  "  so 
«xcellently.  Mr.  Ray  is  chronicled  at  sixty-four  years  of 
age,  bnt  he  was  over  seventy.  He  waa  a  good  actor,  with 
•one  defect — hardness. 


contained  in  the  sud  policy  on  the  port  of  the  asiif  lainl, 
the  said  society  doth  hereby  agree  to  observe  sod  ptrfnrn 
all  ttie  stipulations  contained  in  the  same  policy  on  tfe 
part  of  the  St.  George's  Assurance  Company,  and  in  tlii 
st€«d  of  the  said  St  George's  Assurance  Company." 

After  this  the  annuities  were  paid  by  the  Mtfaopolitia 
Counties  Society.  In  Au^^ust,  1863,  this  aodetj  baoae 
amalgamated  with  the  Western,  and  in  June,  IHi,  te 
Western  became  amalgamated  with  the  Albert  Oileti- 
mitted  that  he  had  received  some  drcularretpeotiiigtUi 
last  amalgamation.  There  having  been  but  «n«  cinaiB 
issued  on  this  occasion,  it  was  held  that  this  was  the  drakr 
which  he  had  received.  It  ran  as  fioUows : — 
"The  Western,  Manchester,  and  Ijondon  life  AnmuM 

Society,  8,  Parliament-street  London.  14th  July,  1K5- 

Dear  Sir,— I  beg  to  inform  you  that  the  diredott  of  tb 
society,  acting  under  the  power  conferred  by  the  itel  i 
settlement,  and  with  the  unanimous  ooneaireDoa  of  tk 
shitteh<dden,  have  iaoorporated  the  boaiaata  of  tkt 
Western,  Manchester,  and  London  Life  Aasursnee  6«a<T 
with  that  of  the  Albert  Lofo  Aasoranoe  Compaay,  eoi- 
lishedlSSS.  This  step  has  bean  taken  nnder  the  adrini^ 
Professor  Svlveeter,  F.R.S.,  formerly  aotuary  to  thaS;^ 
and  Law  liife  Assmanoe  and  Law  Beversiooary  Istoea 
Societiea,  in  whioh  the  aotuary  of  the  society,  Mr.  Seratit- 
ley,  has  conourred.  The  objects  of  the  direobna  have  liaia- 
first,  to  increase  the  protection  to  polioyholdos  fitn  abm- 
tions  in  the  law  of  mortality  whioh  unavoidably  atiead  tb 
operations  of  oomparatively  smaU  aaaotanos  loeMia; 
seoottd,  to  increase  the  funds  available  fbr  divisian*  of  pnls 
by  ^imiiiMhing  the  relative  expaoditore  naceamry  ior  tki 
condnatof  lifooffioea  separately."  The  mrealar  thaB|n- 
oeeds  to  state  the  annnal  preminm  inoorae  of  the  aaiw 
society,  the  amount  of  the  proprietary  ot^iital, ^naJK 
of  ahareholders,  certain  arrangement*  witii  laaprt  >> 
bonuses  to  policyholders,  and  snangementa  u  to  tia 
directors  and  the  agents,  and  finally  winds  np  «it^ 
"  Should  you  desire  to  increase  your  poliey,  or  dtoall  >9 
of  your  friends  be  contemplating  effeotin|[  asaoraMK  w 
actuary  will  be  happy  to  give  you  every  informatioo  ■" 
supply  you  with  the  necessary  forms." 

On  the  12th  of  December,  1886,  Dale  was  paid  te  »»* 
yearly  annuities  by  the  Albert  and  on  the  27th  of  DaC* 

•  Beported  by  Biohard  Manaek,  Esq.,  Bairistir«(-Is*- 
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ter,  1865,  the  following  indorMment  was  written  on  each 
of  his  snnnity  contiticts,  which  he  had  for  some  reason  sent 
into  the  Albert : — 

"  Albert  Life  Aasorance  Oompan^." 

"  It  is  hereby  certified  that  subject  to  the  within-named 
Jowph  Dale  abiding  by  and  obararring  uid  performing  the 
conditions  and  sdpnlations  contained  in  the  within  oontntot 
DD  the  part  of  the  said  Joseph  Dale,  the  capital,  stock,  and 
foods  of  the  Albert  Life  Assoranee  Company  shall,  accord- 
ini;  and  snbjeot  to  the  provisions  of  tiie  deed  of  settlement 
of  the  same  company,  and  also  snbject  to  prior  claims,  be 
liable  lo  pay  the  within-mentioned  annnity,  as  and  when 
the  lime  shall  become  payable  under  or  by  virtue  of  such 
Bontraot" 

The  annuities  were  thereafter  paid  by  the  Albert  Com- 
Moy,  and  the  reoeipts  given  were  in  the  following  form  : — 

"Beceived  of  the  directors  of  the  Albert  Life  Assurance 
[Company,  the  sum  of  £  ,  being  half-year's  annuity." 

The  Metropolitan  Counties,  the  'Western,  and  the  Albert 
ITompanies  were  ordered  tu  be  wound  up  in  1869,  and  Dale 
low  claimed  to  rank  as  a  creditor  of  the  Metropolitan  Conn- 
ies in  respect  of  his  annuity  contracts. 

C.£.  Lturif,  for  Dale. — Be  Family  Sndowmtnt  Society, 
L  R.  6  Ch.  1 1 8, 18  W.  R.  868,  shows  that  no  transaction  that 
skes  place  between  the  company  whi(^  has  granted  an 
nnuity  and  any  other  company  will  have  any  force  or  validity 

0  as  to  transfer  the  contract,  except  it  be  with  the  express 
nent  of  the  anntiitant.  Here  there  is  no  assent,  either 
xpreas  or  implied.  Our  position  differs  from  that  of  Gtoneral 
>ott  in  that  case,  only  in  the  fact  that  this  indorsement  was 
laced  on  the  annnity  contract  by  the  Albert.  This  is  not 
iconsistent  with  tiie  pxi«tence  and  continuance  of  the 
riginal  contract.  By  it  the  liabilitv  of  the  Albert  wits 
dded  to  and  not  substituted  for  the  liability  of  the  Metto- 
olitan  Counties.  He  did  not  receive  his  annuities  from  the 
Jbert  in  consequence  of  this  indorsement,  for  before  the 
idorsement  the  Albert  had  already  made  one  payment  to 
im.  The  indorsement  is  not  an  express  assent  by  Dale  to 
le  transfer  of  liability,  and  its  effect  ought  not  to  be 
rained. 

JUggitu,  for  the  Metropolitan  Countiea. — This  case  diffen 
om  lU  Family  Endowment  Society  (wit.  eup.).  In  that  case 
lere  was  no  indorsement  on  the  contract  Oeneral  Pott 
lid  the  price  of  his  annuity  to  the  Family  Endowment,  and 
aa  in  no  way  privy  to  any  arrangement  which  was  after- 
srds  made  by  that  society  with  the  Albert.  Moreover, 
>e  receipts  were  not  so  distinct. 
If  Dale  claims  against  any  company  other  than  the  Albert, 

1  must  go  back  to  the  St.  George's  Company.  If  he  gives 
)  claiming  against  the  St.  George's  Company  he  must 
ime  in  against  the  Albert.  He  cannot  stop  at  the  Metro- 
ilitan  Counties,  and  say,  » I  will  go  no  further  than  this 
mpany." 

Lord  Caibxs.— This  is  a  daim  against  the  Metropolitan 
imities  Society,  upon  an  annuity  contract,  or  rather  upon 
re  annuity  contiacts.  The  contracts  were  issued  to  fc. 
lie  (who  I  see  is  described  as  a  domestic  servant,  or  house 
rrant)  by  the  St.  George's  Company.  The  St  George's 
tmpsny  amalgamated  with  the  Metropolitan  Counties  in 
rtober,  1861,  and  at  that  time  ther«  was  a  printed  in- 
nement  made  upon  their  annnity  contracts  in  these  words, 
lis  Lordship  read  the  indorsement.] 
The  annuity  contracts  seem  to  have  been  sent  in  by  Mr. 
tin  to  the  Metropolitan  Counties,  and  this  printed  in- 
rsement  to  have  been  pasted  on  the  backs  of  the  contracts 
the  directors  of  the  Metropolitan  Counties.  The 
imant  therefore  comes  here  admitting  ftat  as  between 
i  St  George's  and  the  Metropolitan  Counties  Socie^,  by 
tne  of  the  indorsement  I  have  read,  the  liability  of  the 
George's  has  terminated,  and  he  has  accepted  in  lien  of 
;he  liability  of  the  Metropolitan  Counties  at  the  time 
8  indoraemeBt  was  made.  The  Metropolitan  Counties 
;iety  amalgamated  with  the  Western  in  August,  1882, 
i  the  Western  amalgamated  with  the  Albert  in  June, 
i5.  No  qoestion  arises  here  as  to  the  liability  of  the 
istem,  the  intermediate  amalaramating  company;  the 
istionia  aa  between  the  liabilitT  of  the  Metropolitan 
untie*  and  the  liability  of  the  Albert.  On  the  amalga- 
tion  with  the  Albert  «  manosoript  indorsement  was 
de  on  these  annuity  contracts}  it  is  headed  "Albert 
e  Assnraace  Company,"  and  is  signed  by  three  directors 
he  Albert.  [His  Lordship  read  the  indorsement! 
lie  annnity  deeds  are  produced  by  Mr.  Dale,  and  he 
lits  that  the  deeds,  under  whatever  circumstances,  were 


sent  in  to  the  Albert  by  him,  and  that  he  received  them 
back  with  this  manuscript  indorsement ;  that  he  has  re- 
tained them  since,  and  he  now  producee  the  deeds  with  this 
endorsement  upon  them,  whatever  may  be  its  le^  conie- 
quenoea.  Now,  stopping  there,  if  there  were  nothing  more 
in  the  case,  the  first  thing  which  appears  to  strike  the  mind 
on  reading  over  this  indorsement  is  that,  beyond  all  doubt, 
it  makes  uie  capital  stock  and  funds  of  the  Albert  liable ;  it 
professes  to  do  so,  and  gives  TSx.  Dale  whatever  benefit  there 
may  be  in  that  There  is  nothing  whatever  which  states 
that  the  fiinds  of  the  Albert  were  to  be  liable  by  way  of 
additional  security,  as  distinguished  from  a  substituted 
security;  and  there  is  no  rational  principle  on  which  it 
should  be  taken  that  an^  person  intended  that  the  Albert 
fund*  should  be  volnntanl^  offered  to  Mr.  Dale  as  an  addi- 
tional security  for  an  annuity,  the  original  security  for  which 
he  never  in  any  way  had  been  discontented  with.  How- 
ever, we  have  some  nirther  explanation  of  tiie  matter  ;  there 
is  no  direct  and  distinct  evidenoe  of  what  it  was  which  put 
Dale  into  motion  and  induced  him  to  send  in  his  policies  to 
the  Albert  office  at  all — no  direct  evidence.  But  there  is,  I 
think,  indirect  evidence  which  ought  to  be  satisfactory  in  a 
case  like  this.  Mr.  Dale  has  made  an  affidavit,  in  which  he 
says  : — "  Some  short  time  after  the  amalgamation  of  the  St 
George's  Assurance  Company,  referred  to  in  the  said  an- 
nnity grants,  with  the  above-named  Metropolitan  Counties 
Company,  I  did,  as  I  believe,  and  as  far  as  my  reoollectiOD 
serves  me,  in  pursuance  of  a  request  made  to  me  by  one  or 
other  of  the  said  companies,  send  in  each  of  the  said  annuity 
grants  to  the  above-named  Metropolitan  Counties  for  in- 
dorsement ;  and  the  same  were  respectively  indorsed  by 
three  directors  and  the  manager  of  the  said  Metropolitan 
Counties  Society,  as  appear  therein  respectively."  'That  is 
the  first  endorsement  Then  he  says: — Some  few  years 
afterwards  I  was  informed,  so  far  as  I  reoollect,  by  dronlar 
the  contents  of  which  I  have  now  no  means  of  knowing  or 
remembering,  of  the  Albert  Life  Assurance  Company  hav- 
ing become  in  some  way  liable  in  connection  with  the  said 
annuity  grants,  and  I  did,  as  requested,  leave  the  said. 
annuiW  grants  at  the  said  Albert  Life  Assurance  Company 
for  indorsement ;  and  the  same  were  respectively  indorsee^, 
aa  therein  appears,  by  three  directors  and  the  secretary  of  the 
said  last-named  company." 

Now  it  is  important,  although  Dale  is  in  humble  Mta,  and 
I  suppose  one  would  not  expect  him  to  understand  dearly 
\  the  bearing  of  legal  natters,  it  is  important  to  observe  that 
he  does  appear  to  have  had  a  just  appreciation  of  the  mean- 
ing of  a  transaction  of  this  kind.  He  had  had  the  experience 
of  the  first  amalgamation  of  the  SU  Gorge's ;  he  had  known 
perfeotlv  well  tiie  meaning  of  sending  in  a  policy  to  be 
indorsed,  and  he  had  known  that  the  Metropohtan  Counties- 
Society  was  in  consequence  of  that  endorsement  the  office 
he  was  looking  to.    'Then  being  informed  in  some  way  by 
circular  (of  the  contents  of  which  he  says  he  has  no  means- 
of  knowing)  of  the  Albert  having  become  in  some  way- 
liable  in  connection  with  the  annnity  grants,  he  sends  them 
in  for  endorsement     Now,  it  has  very  properly  been  ad- 
mitted in  the  case  (without  anv  admission  being  made  as  to 
what  it  was  that  reached  Dale — as  to  which  he  can  say 
nothing  more  than  he  has  said)  that  there  was  some  circular ;. 
we  have  it  that  there  was  a  circular  issued  on  the  amalga- 
mation of  the  Western  and  the  Albert,  and  only  one  circular.. 
And  therefore  practically  we  know  very  dearly  what  the  cir- 
cular must  have  been  which  reached  IHIe.  That  is  a  circular 
headed  "  Western,  Manchester,  and  London  Life  Assurance 
Society,  3,  Parliament-street,  London,  14th  July,  1866."  [His- 
Lordship  read  the  circular.]    What  I  refer  to  this  circular 
for  is  this — if  this  is  a  circular  that  reached  Dale,  or  if  the 
circular  QaX  reached  him  was  the  Albert  circular,  the  in- 
formation would  be  just  the  same.    It  is  information  that 
the  capital  of  the  new  company  or  the  united  company, 
whiohever  it  is  to  be  tinrnsd,  is  that  to  which  the  persons- 
insured,  either  by  way  of  policy  or  of  annuity,  were  for 
the  future  to  look.    Of  course,  at  this  stage  of  things, 
iaspedally  to  an  annuitant  creditor,  it  was  open  to  repudiate 
any  such  arrangement;  but  I  do  not  think  he  was  at  liberty,, 
having  been  distinctly  told  that  this  was  the  footing  upon 
which  it  was  proposed  that  future  payments  should  be  made 
to  him,  I  do  not  think  he  was  at  liberty  to  smd  in  his  poli- 
cies, to  accept  on  the  back  of  them  an  acknowledgment  of 
the  liability  of  an  entirely  different  capital  and  fund  for 
payment  of  the  annuities,  to  receive  tiie  fnture  payments  of 
the  annuities  from  that  new  company  out  of  that  fund,  and. 
then  afterwards  to  turn  round  and  say  he  never  entered 
into  any  contract  or  engagement  to  relinquish  the  security 
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of  the  original  company  insuring  hia  annaity,  and 
that  he  has  not  accepted  the  security  of  the  new  com- 
pany. Not  only  woaU  that  be  the  tiew  I  ahonld 
entertain,  if  the  case  rested  there,  bat  it  ia  satisfactory 
to  find,  especially  in  dealing  with  a  person  in  humble  life, 
it  ia  satisfactory  to  find  from  the  letters  that  passed 
subseqaeatly  to  this,  that  Dale  most  have  perfectly  well 
nndentood  the  effect  of  what  he  was  doing,  because  I  find 
that  on  the  20th  June,  1866,  he  writes  this  letter — a  letter 
without  address — but  it  is  admitted  to  bare  been  written  to 
Mr.  Scratchley,  who  had  been,  as  I  understand,  the  actuary 
or  officer  of  the  Western,  &om  which  up  to  t^e  time  of  the 
amalgamation  with  the  Albert  Dale  had  been  receiving  his 
annuity.  He  says,  writing  to  Mr.  Scratchley  : — "  Dear  Sir, 
I  wrote  to  Mr.  Easnm  " — Mr.  Easum  was  an  officer  of  the 
Albert— '"13th  last  week,  for  my  half-year's  itanaity,  being 
due  on  the  12tb,  and  the  form  of  receipt  filled  ap,  bat  I  have 
not  received  the  cheque  for  it  or  any  answer.  I  will  thank 
you  to  send  me  an  answer  by  the  return  of  post,  for  when  I 
have  written  to  you  before  at  the  Western  and  Metropolitan 
Life  Assurance,  I  have  received  an  answer  in  two  or  three 
days." 

He  draws  the  contrast,  therefore,  between  the  different 
offices,  and  he  falls  back  on  the  gentleman  to  whom  he  had 
been  in  the  habit  of  writing  at  the  Western  or  the  Metro- 
politan. 

Then  we  have  a  letter  to  Mr.  Easum,  which  seems  to  bo 
dated,  I  think,  the  21st  of  June ;  the  date  seems  to  be  as- 
sumed to  be  that ;  there  is  no  date  on  it.  "  Dear  sir,  I  have 
sent  a  receipt  for  my  half-year's  annuity,  being  £U  Os.  9d., 
due  on  June  12th,  1866.  If  you  will  send  a  cheque  for 
the  amount,  you  will  oblige.  Tours  truly,  J.  Dale.  That 
must  have  been  earlier  than  the  21st ;  probably  a  day  or 
two  before  he  wrote  to  Mr.  Scratchley,  because  on  the  21st 
ho  writes  again  to  Mr.  Easum  : — "  Dear  sir,  the  cheque  came 
safe  to  hand,  for  which  I  am  obliged.  I  am  sorry  to  have 
troubled  Mr.  Scratchley  with  a  letter,  but  being  rather 
longer  than  from  the  Western  office,  thought  the  letter 
might  not  have  gone  right."  He  draws  the  contrast,  there- 
fore, between  the  state  of  things  when  he  was  looking  to  the 
Western  and  now  when  he  looks  to  the  Albert. 

I  have  only  to  add  to  that,  that  along  with  the  payments 
of  the  annnities  afterwards  made,  and  in  6rder  to  obtain 
those  payments,  it  appears  to  have  been  the  habit  to  send  in 
a  certificate  of  a  clergyman,  th«  parish  clergyman  probably, 
that  the  annuitant  was  still  alive,  and  this  is  the  form  of 
the  certificate  and  the  receipt  for  the  payment  of  the 
annuity  :  the  certificate  is  addressed  to  the  directors  of  the 
Albert,  and  runs  thus : — "  I  hereby  certify  that  Mr.  Joseph 
Dale,  described  in  an  annuity  grant  of  the  Albert  Life  As- 
surance Company  as  of  such  a  place,  and  whose  signature  is 
affixed  below,  is  now  living  at — "  so-and-so.  And  then  the 
receipt  is,  "  Received  of  the  directors  of  the  Albert  Life  As- 
surance Company  the  snmof  £24  Os.  9d.,  bein^  halt-year's 
annuity."  I  think,  therefore,  although  I  recognise  entirely 
the  principles  laid  down  in  Pott't  eau,  and  m  a  similar 
case  I  should  be  prepared  to  follow  those  principles,  I 
think  this  is  a  case  altogether  different.  I  think  there  is  here 
a  deliberate  acceptance  of  the  liability  of  the  Albert,  and  a 
pledge  by  the  directors  of  the  assets  of  the  Albert  in  substi- 
tution for  the  liabilitjT  of  the  Metropolitan  Counties.  I 
onght  to  add,  as  a  proof  how  very  loosely  people  bring  them- 
selves to  think  of  these  things  when  the  crisis  comes,  how 
easily  they  persuade  themselves  as  to  what  they  intended  in 
post  time,  I  ought  to  add  that  Dale  in  his  affidavit  says  this  : 
"  I  am  wholly  nnscquainted  with  law  and  badness  matten, 
and  I  never  considered  what  was  the  legal  effect  of  either  of 
the  said  transactions,  bat  of  this  I  am  positive  that  I  never 
intended  to  release  either  of  the  said  companies  which  had 
become  bound  to  me  under  the  circnmstances  aforesaid  on 
the  said  annuity  contracts,"  althongh  at  this  moment  his 
claim  is  upon  the  footing  of  the  policy  of  one  of  those  com- 
panies, namely^  the  St.  George's,  and  the  application  for 
payment  is  aminst  the  Metropolitan  Connties. 

Solicitors,  Ltieis,  Uunns,  #  Longdtn  ;  R.  JlUltr. 


Tk«  PsiviLBaBs  OP  CovKTT  CovBTs. — In  a  oorrespon- 
denoa  between  Mr.  Ayrton,  first  oommisaioner  of  the 
Board  of  Works,  and  the  Liveipool  Corporation,  on  the 
question  of  the  county  oonrt  aooommodation  in  Liverpool, 
Mr.  Ayrton  has  pointed  oat  tliat  onder  an  Aot  of  Parlia- 
ment the  county  ooart  has  power  to  ait  at  the  Town  flail, 
Conrt.hou8e,  or  other  pablio  boilding,  free  of  rent. 


AFFOnmCEHTS. 

Mr.  Thomas  Sidobbavss,  barrister-at-law,  ku  ben 
gazetted  as  Chief  Jostioe  of  the  Straits  6ettlinn«iti,iii  sx. 
cession  to  Sir  Peter  Beoson  Mazwdl,  who  has  nagael 
Mr.  Sidgreavei  was  educated  at  Stonyhont  CoOtp,  Laa- 
ihire,  anid  matriculated  at  the  London  TTnivcraty  in  VAX. 
gradoating  B.A.  there  in  1 8$8.  Ha  was  callsd  to  tbs  Uri: 
the  Inner  Temple  on  the  dth  of  June,  1857,  and  fbc  our 
years  he  has  been  a  member  of  the  Nortfaem  Ciiciit,  it- 
tending  also  the  Kirkdale,  Liverpool,  and  Pnattn  mmoi. 
Tbe  salary  attached  to  the  Chief  Jastioeship  of  the  Stnia 
Settlements  is  £2,600  per  annnm.and  the  SuprenMOootk 
held  at  the  Island  of  Singapore.  As  Chief  Jutiei,  ik 
Sidgreaves  will  be  an  offiimal  member  of  the  I«plitin 
Council  of  the  Straits  Settlements. 

Mr.  Edwakd  Gbjlham  Alstow,  barrister^it-law,  of  tri. 
tish  Colombia,  has  been  app<Hnted  Qasen's  Adnote  it 
the  settlement  of  Sierra  Leone,  on  the  West  Coast  of  Afiia, 
in  succession  to  Mr.  Charles  Fyfe.  Mr.  Alston  wu  tiwtA 
at  St.  Paul's  School,  and  afterwards  procesdsi  to  Tiinit; 
College,  Cambridge,  where  he  graduated  B.A.(23id}aiii 
Optime)  in  1865.  He  was  called  to  the  bar  si  lisoob'KS 
in  November,  1857,  and  for  a  few  years  paetiMdua 
equity  draughtsman  and  conveyancer,  attending  sin  tt> 
Dorset  sessions.  In  February^  1861,  Mr.  Alston  vu  i;- 
pointed  registrar-general  of  Vanooavet's  Island,  udik 
registrar  of  joint-stock  oompanias  and  oommiainia  c! 
savings  banks.  He  served  as  a  member  of  the  Legiditir< 
Council  of  Vancouver's  Island  under  Govemon  DmiH 
Seymour,  and  Musgrave;  and  in  Jone^  1870,  bewui}- 
pointed  registrar-general  of  British  Colombia,  which  offitt 
becomes  vacant  by  bis  transfer  to  Siena  Leone.  Ths  bIs; 
of  the  Queen's  Ad  vocateat  Sierra  Leone  is  £1,000  pit  simis, 
and  the  inonmbent  of  the  office  is  an  sat  afido  memba  of  lb 
Legislative  Council  of  the  West  Afriosn  settlementi. 

Mr.  Chablm  BuBor,  solicitor,  of  'VHtney.  OxteddnR, 
has  been  appointed  by  J.  a  Parry.  Esq.,  (IC^i^^- 
Circuit  No.  36,  to  be  Registrar  of  the  county  ooort  it  Ox- 
ford, in  succession  to  Mr.  J.  0.  Dudley,  who  hu  bs*  »»• 
polled  to  resign  on  acooont  of  failing  health.  Ur.  M^ 
was  admitted  in  18(8,  and  was  soon  afta  app«iBtedn|it- 
trar  of  the  Witney  County  Coort,  in  saoosnioD  ta  Ni 
James  Westell. 

Mr.  FuDBKioK  Wbstbll,  solicitor,  of  Witsey,Qii'^ 
shire,  has  been  appointed  Registrar  of  the  Witasy  Oso? 
Court,  in  the  place  of  Mr.  0.  Bishop,  who  has  baaa  tius- 
ferred  to  the  Oxford  County  Court  in  a,  aimilsr  ttfeX!- 
Mr.  Westell  was  admitted  in  1842,  and  wu  foimol;  a 
partnership  with  Mr.  James  Westell ;  hehas  beenfccni^ 
years  coroner  for  the  western  division  of  the  comtj  * 
Oxford. 


Tbe  Olerkenwell  Vestry' have  appointed  Means.  Bodkc 
of  Northampton -square,  OlerkanweU,  to  be  their  uM^k 
in  succession  to  Mr.  WilUam  James  Boolton,  deosasad.  u> 
firm  consists  of  the  two  sons  of  the  late  ISx.  Bodtas,  >W 
held  the  office  for  a  long  period. 

Mr.  Charles  0.  Dayman,  one  of  the  magistrate^^T^ 
Hammersmith  and  Wandsworth  polioe  courts,  hii  nap* 
that  office,  which  ia  now  at  the  disposal  of  tke  BaM 
Secretary.  Mr.  Dayman  was  called  to  the  bar  at  I<>'°^ 
Inn  in  November,  1829,  and  formerly  jvaotised  o^J 
Western  Circoit  and  at  the  Exeter  aesaions.  Hs  •ob^'tt 
the  late  lb.  Faynter  as  magistrate  of  the  Eamoao^ 
district  in  January,  1856,  when  that  gentlemaa  «*•  <""* 
ferred  to  Westminster.  Mr.  Dayman  has  lattaily  M*| 
associated  with  Mr.  Ingham. 

EXTBAOBDIMABX   TsNCRB  OW     OtWUM. — Mr.  ^<^j 

Aplin,  of  Chipping  Morton,  Oxon,  has  reaigasd,  ^  '*'*^ 
age  and  boduy  weakness,  tbe  offioe  of  town  cwk  of  M 
borough,  to  whioh  he  was  appointed  in  1819,  sad  bti  If* 
forfif^-two  years.  Itis  rare,  if  evw,  thnt  a  towii  darinkrW 
been  held  for  mors  than  half  a  oentnnr  by  tbsssmep^ 
and  then  resigned.  The  oonnoil  of  the  boros^  *"_* 
special  meeting  on  Toesday  last,  to  appoiat  a  ai"*'' 
when  they  passed  a  resolution  expressive  of  ^t^.^ 
should  have  become  necessary  for  Mr-  Apltn  to  "^^ 
recorded  the  respect  and  esteem  they  had  for  hia,  "^^ 
nnanimoualy  appointed  his  partner  Mr.  Oao^  °*'' 
Saundeia,  to  suosiMd  him  as  townoletlt. 
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GENERAL  CORRESPONDENCE. 

t  

bt  FBAin)fLEKr  Prefkhence. 

f  Sir,— Is  the  case  of  Ex  parte  Uoman,  In  re  Sroadbent,  re- 

tortod  elsewhere   than   in    the    Weekly  Notes  for    12th  of 

Ingnst,  1871,  page  192  ? 

li  the  decision,  think  you,  sound  ?  albeit  it  is  by  the  Chief 

Udge,  whoso  decisions,  bye-the-bye,  appear  to  me  to  bo 

ittuigas  unsatisfactory  as   those   of   his   registrars,  they 

tag   commonly     appealed    against,    and    as    commonly 

varsed. 

"ta  the  aboTO  case,  a  debtor,  in  the  year  1868,  wrote  a  letter 
his  creditor  agreeing  to  execute  a  bill  of  sale  for  £250 
an  advanced,  when  called  on  to  do  so.  Nearly  two  years 
brwards  the  debtor  executes  the  bill  of  sale,  and  the  same 
y  afterwards  files  a  petition  for  liquidation.  The  day  after, 
» creditor  demanded  payment  and  took  possession  and  sold 
!  goods,  and  then  registered  his  bill  of  sale  (why,  I  don't 
aerstimd,  for  if  acted  upon  within  twonty-ono  days  of  its 
scution  it  was  not  requisite).  At  the  first  meeting  under 
fhqnidation  it  was  decided  to  wind  up  in  bankruptcy. 
B  Chief  Judge  appears  to  have  held  that  when  the  bUl  of 
9  was  executed  no  act  of  bankruptcy  had  boon  committed, 
I  ™*t  t'le  bankrupt  was  master  of  his  property,  and  as 
iDiUofsale  was  given  in  accordance  with  a 'previous 
»ement,  there  waa  no  ground  for  saying  it  was  a  fraudu- 
"~ference.  "  The  good.s  wore  not  in  the  order  and  dis- 
of  the  bankrupt  at  the  commencement  of  the  bank- 
,M  the  bankrupt  was  in  possession  under  the  Ml  of  sale, 
,  being  registered  within  the  time  required  by  the 
nte.was  a  valid  bill  of  s.ilo." 

'  strikes  me  that  if  this  U  good  law,  a  great  and  wide 
IS  open  for  fraud.  jr 

h  October,  1871. 
the  decision  is  reported  19  W.  R.  1078.— Ed.  S.  J.] 

Fees  of  Perpetbal  CoMMissiONEas. 
.  We  should  esteem  it  a  favour  if  you  would  kindly 
in  your  journal  your  opinion  as  to  the  proper  fees 
ible  to  perpetual  commissioners,  in  a  case  in  which  a 
ceyance  ia  executed  and  acknowledged  in  duplicate  by 
married  women,  both  interested  in  the  same  property  ? 
W  one  deed  each  of  the  commissioners  would  clearly  be 
tied  to  a  fee  and  a  half.  Are  the  commissioners  entitled 
ly,  and  what,  fee  for  the  duplicate  ?  And  what  would  be 
fcfis  in  the  case  of  two  deeds,  separate  and  distinct  (and 
duplicates),  relating  to  one  and  the  sam«  property, 
"•ledged  by  two  married  women  ? 

Two  Perpetual  Commissiosecs  a«d 
Old  SuBscRiDKEs. 
iwich,  October  10, 1871. 


for  disoussion  was  '•  Can  a  mortgagee  be  compelled  to  pro- 
duce his  mortgage  deed  before  payment  of  his  debt  ?  "  The 
question  was  decided  in  the  affirmative  by  the  casting  vote 
of  the  Chairman. 


PUBIIC  COMPANIES. 

GOVERNMENT  FDNDS. 
LiBi  QnoTuioir,  Oct.  13,  H7|. 
From  the  Official  List  o/lhe  actual  buauuit  tranntelttt. 


S.por  Cent.  Cousola,  92} 
Ditto  for  Aocount,  Nov.  3, 93 J 
S  per  Cent.  Reduced  90}  j  d 
New  3  per  Cent.,  90J  x  d 
Do.  3^  percent.,  Jau.  '^4 
Do.  2J  percent.,  Jan.  '94 
Do.  4  percent.,  Jan.  '73 
Annnities.Jan.  '80  — 


Annuities,  April,  'si 

Do.  (Red  .Sea  T.)  Au?.  I90« 

Ex  Bills, £1000. —  per  Ct. 3  p  a 

Ditto,  £.;00,  Do  —  3   p  m 

Ditto,  £100  i  £J00,  —  3pm 

Bank  of  England  Stock,  n  per' 

Ct.  (last  half-year)  342 
Ditto  for  Accoant, 


INDIAN   OOVBBNMENT   SECURITIES. 


I  India  Stk.,  IOipCt.Apr.'74, 206 
Ditto  for  Account 
Ditto  6perCent.,jQly,'8l)  112} 
Ditto  lor  Aoooanl,— 
Oiito;4  perCeat.,  Oot. '88  102} 
l^itto,  ditto, CerCifioates,  — 
Ditto  Bofaoad  Ppr.,  4perCent.95i 


OBITUARY.  .  '■ 

MR.  J.  DENISON. 

tJames  Denfson,  who  represented  the  Times  newapaper 
pwards  of  forty  years  on  the  Western  Circuit,  died  at 
end  on  the  4th  of  October.     He  was  formerly  an  at- 

'  in  practice  at  Cainscross,  Gloucestershire.  He  re- 
d  for   the    Times   the  trial  of  the  Bristol  rioters,  and 

other  matters  of  public  interest. 


SOCIETIES  AND  INSTITUTIONS. 

AKTICLED  CLERKS'  SOCIETY, 
meeting  of  this  society  was  held  at  Clement's-inn  Hall, 
I'ednesdar,  October  11,  Mr.  L.  B.  Mozley  presiding. 
P.  W.  Drumuiond  moved  the  appointed  subject  iur  de- 
"  That  the  Church  of  England  should  be  diststab- 
and  disendowed."  After  the  speeches  of  the  ap- 
ed speakers  the  debate  was  adjourned  till  next 
lesday. 


LIVERPOOL  LAW  STUDENTS'  SOCIETY. 
the  meeting  of  this  society  held  at  the  Law  Library, 
■street,  on   Thursday,  the  5th  inst.,  Mr.  Kenion  in  the 
^  the    annual    bu.'iness  of  the  society  was  transacted, 
BMt  of  the  old  officers   were  re-elected.     The  subject 


t 


[nd.Enf.Pr.,  5  »C.,Jan.'73  lOO 
Ditto,  .5J per  Cent., May, '79  109 
Ditto   Debentures,  per  Cent.. 

April, '64  — 
Do.  Do  ,5  perCent.,Aug.'73  103 
Do.  Bonds,  4  per  Ct.,£lO0O  20  pni 
Ditto,  ditto,  under  jElOOb,  20  pm 


RAILWAY  STOCK. 


Kaitwtiys. 


Paid.  Closing  prioes. 


Stock 
Stock 
Stock 
Stock 
Stocki 
Stock 
Stocki 
Stock 
Slock 
Stock 
Stock 
Stock 
Stock 
Slock 
Slock 
Stock 
Stook 
Stock 
Stock 
Stock 
Stock 
Slock 
Stock 
Stock 


Bristoland  Exeter 

Caledonian 

Qlasgoirand  South- Western  

GreatEastern  Ordinary  Stock    

Do. .East  Anglian  Stook,  No.  i  

Qreat  Northern    „ 

Do.,  A  Stook* _ 

GreatSoathern  and  Western  of  Ireland 

Great  Western— Original 

Lancashire  and  Yorkshire   

London,  Brighton,  and  South  Coast.. 

London, Chatham,  and  Dover 

London  and  North-Western 

Ljndon  and  South- Western    

Manoho8ter,3holBold,and  Lincoln 

Metropolitan 

Midland 

So.,  Birmingham  aud  Derby    !!!'." 

North  British    ■.,„ 

North  London  ,".„ 

North  StatlordBh  ire 

South  Devon .....7,... 

South-Eastern '.,  . 

TatfValo 


100 
100 
100 
100 
100 
100 
100 
100 
100 
100 
100 
100 
100 

ino 
100 
100 
100 
100 
100 
100 
100 
100 
100 
100 


100 

no 

118 
43 

132 

192 
104 
104 
IS4 

69 

244 
143, 
107 

67 

76i 
1.36 
105 

49i 
121 

72J 

68 

93 
158 


"  A  reoeivea  no  dividend  until  6  per  oeut.  iiaa  been  paid  to  B. 

MoNBT  Makkbt  and  City  lNTELLIO:!.V0r  . 

The  Bank-rate  has  been  raised  since  our  last  report  to  five 
per  cent,  but  at  the  regular  meeting  this  day  no  further 
alteration  was  made.  The  markets  on  tlie  whole  recovered 
very  quickly  from  the  efl'ects  of  the  raising  of  the  Bank-rate, 
and  good  traffic  returns  have  strengthened  the  railway 
market. 

A  prospectus  has  been  issued  of  the  Argentine  Tramways 
Company  (Limited),  capital  £250,000,  in  25,000  shares  of 
XIO  each,  to  purchase  tramways  in  Buenos  Ayres,  with  aU 
stations,  horses,  and  general  plant  appertaining  thereto.  Ap- 
plications are  invited  for  15,000  twelve  per  cent,  preference 
shares  of  £10  each,  representing  a  total  of  £150,000.  The 
tramways,  constructed  in  the  most  substantial  and  approred 
manner,  are  to  be  delivered  over  to  the  company  on  the  last 
day  of  this  year,  fully  equipped,  and  in  thorough  working 
order. 


Mr.  Patrick  MoNaughton  Magennis,  solicitor,  of  Cork 
wss  drowned  at  that  oity  on  the  10th  Qotober,  by  falling, 
over  the  qaay  near  Patriok's-bridge. 

The  first  work  of  the  new  Law  Courts  has  been  very  suc- 
cessful. The  foundatians  wore  estimated  to  cost  £35,000, 
but  it  is  now  thought  they  will  be  made  for  £S,O00  or  jCe.OOO 
less.  The  contractors  have  come  upon  a  valuable  bed  of 
sand,  which  will  yield  a  sufficient  supply  for  the  whole  of 
the  works.  The  church  of  St.  Clement  Danes  will  have  to 
come  down,  but  a  proposal  has  been  mooted  to  erect  a  new 
church  on  a  vacant  piece  of  grouni  to  the  west  of  the  Law 
Courts,  and  abutting  on  Clement's  Inn. — Observer. 

On  the  24th  of  August  about  70O  German  jurists  met  a 
Stettgut,   under  the    honorary  presidency   of   Herr  Ton. 
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Hittnacht,  the  Wurtemberg  Saoretuy  of  State.  It  wa<  the 
ninth  meeting  of  thia  aaiociation,  and  was  attended 
with  all  the  tuual  festivitiai  and  entartainment*.  Pro- 
fetsoT  Gneist,  of  Berlin,  was  the  acting  president. 
On  the  25th  of  the  lame  month  a  meeting  of  Gtoman 
lawyers  or  attorneys  was  held  at  Bamberg,  for  the  parpose 
of  forming  an  association,  the  objects  of  wUch  are  to  be— I, 
the  promotion  of  an  uprit  d»  corps  among  all  the  members 
of  the  profession,  and  the  ooltiTatioii  of  a  soientiflo  spirit, 
among  them ;  2,  ths  adTanoemmt  of  the  administration  of 
jostiee  and  of  the  legislation  of  the  German  empire ;  and 
3,  the  repressntation  of  the  interests  of  the  profession. 
Berlin  was  chosen  as  the  seat  of  the  society  (Vormi)  for  the 
next  three  years,  and  a  committee  of  seven  members  from 
Taiiooapartsof  Germany  was  appointed.  Finally, a  resolution 
was  adopted,  authoriamg  this  committee  to  sslect  from 
among  themselves  several  members  to  report  on  a  scheme  of 
a  German  civil  soit,  to  have  their  opinions  printed,  and  to 
submit  them  to  a  meeting  of  lawyers  to  be  specially  oon- 
vened  for  the  purpose  of  deciding  therenpoo.— ^lAtfMSwn. 

A  LxQAi.  QuiBBUi. — Mary  Smith  was  tried  in  the 
General  Sessions  in  New  York,  for  stealing  a  pair  of  shoes 
from  Charles  Mansion.  The  indictment  charged  that  she 
had  stolen  shoes.  Mr.  Mansion  swore  that  she  stole 
"  ladies' bntton-np  boots,"  and  her  ooonsel  asked  for  her 
discharge  on  the  groond  of  disorepanoy  between  the  in- 
dietment  and  the  evidence.  "  Boot's  ain't  shoes,  yonr 
hononr;"  argned  Mary's  coaasel.  "  We  may  have  taken 
the  boots;  bat  we  are  charged  with  taking  shoes,  not 
boots."  "Bot,  yonr  honour,"  interposed  Assistant 
District-Attorney  Tweed  (the  son  of  his  father^,  "any- 
thing that  buttons  up  on  the  foot  is  a  shoe.  Anything  that 
pulls  on  over  the  oalf  is  a  boot."  Judge  Bedford  ruled 
that  a  shoe  is  one  thiog,  a  button-up  gaiter  another  thing, 
and  the  law  another.  "The  three  things  jumbled  together 
made  a  muddle,  the  only  way  out  of  which  wastoinstmot 
the  jury  to  dismiss  the  prisoner.— CAieo^o  ZefolNtw*. 


BIBTBt,  H&BRIAQB-..  &H0  OK&THS 
BIRTHS. 

Baylbt— On  Oct.  7,  at  Aldershot,  the  wife  of  W.  H.  Bayley, 
solicitor,  of  a  son. 

UARKIiOKS. 

HowLETT— FxATHSBSTONB — On  Oct  6,  at  St.  Mary's,  Read- 
ing, Richard  Hewlett,  barrister-at-law,  of  the  Middle  'Temple, 
to  Alice,  third  daughter  of  Joutes  Holdemesie  Featherstcme, 
of  Reading. 

JkX — WiLKnrs— On  Oct.  12,  at  St.  Mary's  Church,  Ealing, 
county  of  Middlesex,  Robert  Charles  Jay,  Esq.,  bairister-at- 
law,  to  Helen  Mary  Wilktns,  eldest  surriTing  daughter  of 
Henry  Wilkins,  Esq.,  autgeon,  Ealing. 

Lamolby — Sbtmoub — On  Tuesday,  Oct.  10,  at  Dawlish,  Albert 
Gordon  Langley,  of  Lincoln' s-inn  and  of  Blackhaath,  Esq., 
barrister-at-Iaw,  to  Isabella,  widow  of  the  late  Captain  Sey- 
mour, R.M.L.I. 

Youjro — Lawrencb— On  Oct.  10,  at  St  Andrew's,  Holborn, 
Sir  Oeerge  Yoimg,  Bart,  of  Formosa,  Cookham,  BerksjUui 
of  Lincoln' s-inn,  to  Alice  Lacy,  widow  of  Sir  Alezando'  Hut- 
chinson Lawrence,  Bart 

D  BATHS. 

Bbtan — On  Oct  8,  at  No.  41,  John-street-road,  Clerkenwell, 
Mr.  James  Bryan,  of  No.  2,  Bamard's-inn,  Holbcnn,  solid- 
tor,  in  the  80th  year  of  hia  age. 

MoNBO— On  Oct  9,  at  7,  QrosTenor-terraoe,  Glasgow,  Mr.  Ales- 
ander  Monro,  Town  Clerk. 


LOHDOH  GAZETTSS. 
mndiag-iqp  of  Joint  Stock  Oompaaias. 

FBIOAT,0(!tS,IS71. 

LnciTSD  n  Cbaikbiit. 
Fablio  Co-operstiTa  Sapplr  AsaoelatiOB  ( UmlteA).— Patltlan  fi>r  wtadin  k 
n;,pr«aent«d  Sept  16,  directel  to  be  beard  Mbn  Vice  Chancellor 
Wlckena,  on  the  Orat  patidoa  day  In  NoTambsr.     Flaker,  STmonda'. 
Inn ;  a(«nt  for  Hatchlnton,  Bradford,  aoHcitor  for  the  petitioiiara. 

Creditors  uadsr  S2  ft  88  Tist  sap.  85. 

iatt  Ihtg  of  aalm. 

raiDAT.Oet  6,  1871. 

Attwood,  Franoia,  Ssram,  Wllu,  Aq.    Nor  M.    Ifaedonald  k  BtediMi , 

8alM>nr7 
BaUy,  Tlie  Rst  Wm  Ferclral,  Ot  Waldingfleld,  SolMk.    Mot  10.   I^asb, 
Lancaaier-pl,  Smnd 


Barttofnan,  Alas,  Hatharidta  Honas,  Northorabarlaad,  finer,  In «. 

I«wi  A  Oljnn,  Haweaatla-a|»o-'r7as 
Broirn,  Mary  Aon,  Banubnry-TiUaa,  Linrpool-rt,  Sfiaaic.  Jul. 

Tatham  K  Sou,  Stapla-lnn 
Chlok,  Mary,  Fknaharns  Fbrm,  Davon,  WMov.  Not  II.  Cbitat 

Laktn,  Chaid 
Ooeki,    John,   OrOT>.id,^  Mile    Knd,    FInmber.     Hn  S.    n«L 

TiBarttmhall  it 
Oallyar,  RIahd,  Sanbnrr.  MkldleaaT,  Oeat   Nar  IS.  Hkl  t  Sa, 

Portlaad-chambsra,  Gt  Tiohfleld-at 
Cos, Tbos Harftird, Pafk-rd, Dalaton.    Norl.   Jacabi, BeiM-m 
DIekaaaoa,  Jas Ipool,  OOosr In  n.Va  Caataaa.  DaeL  HoUbint, 

L|>ool 
DoQD,  Blob,  Scnitdo,  Tork.Jotaur.    Nor  ll.   Tryar,  Waat  Butltpgil 
natehar,  Joseph,  SprlnKOald,   Aahtoo-oadar-Ljna,  UacMkbc,  S>|. 

Not  so.    Earta  fc  Co,  Mwieh 
OraTatt.  By,  Loadon-i4,  Boathvark,  Eatlag-baaa  Eaaftc.   fmtk. 

Can,  Fsaebofeh-at 
Bolloway,  Efcihd,  HUfofd,  Wilu,  Oon  Dealer.   Ositt  WflmtCi, 

Salisbory 
Holt,  Uary,  Bnadtaalab,  Boehdala,  LanaaSUI^  Vfmm.  lor  U. 

Standiing,  Jon,  Roetadals 
Hamphria,  Jaa,  Uanor  Fana,  Oloacaatsr,  FSnaar.  Har  II,  ialk 

Cheltenham 
Hunt,  Wm,  Codnor,  Derby,  Innkeeper.    Nor  It.   Canbia,lbiit 
Jooea,    Danl,    Barslem,    BuSord,    BookaeOer.     Uot  M.     Ute 

Baralam 
Lawrie,  Ann,  Low  WUUnBtoa  Farm,  Merthombartand,  lHm.  Iiry. 

Kidd  k  Co,  North  BhieUa 
Morgan,  Banih.  Briatol.    Not  I.    Sweet  *  Bnmncba,BiMal 
Nieholaon,  Jaa,  Maaeb,  a«ot.    Nov  SO.    Bade  a  Co,  Kaach 
FhlUipa,  Ann,  Fanxanee,  Ooniwall,  Widow.    Nor  M.  Tbeaa 
Bobaon,  Harriaon,  Lower  Btea,  HalUtz,  Totk,  Geas.   OecL  Mnl 

Snter,  HalUkx 
Sandara,  BIchd,  Faoga,  Bbney.  OeA  tai  Holy  (Mats.  Mil.  Otk 

Sona*  Cloak-lane 
Slmpum,  Wm  Hlrat  Streiton  Bsctory,  Batlaad.   Her  U.  Bh^nl 

Mllllniton,  Boaton 
TcKart.  Fradk  Tbos.  TluysMt,  St  Xarylabcos,  Seat  No  H.  M- 

Ungtoo  k  Slaaghlsr,  Uanalletd-M,  FonlaDd-pl 
Tbomea,  Hy  Wm,  AneUand-at,  Vsnzhan-fdaa,  Lieaaaid  TUmSo. 

Nor  A.    Naata*  Ok  Suffolk-Una,  Oaanoa-et 
Walker,  John,  Tark.OaBt    Deal.    Wool,Taric  __^^ 

Whitahaed,  Joha,  Blaekbara,  LaneaAba,  Saddler.  Ver  t.  Oalk* 

PoldlnK.Bteekbnm  ... 

WUttaksr,  Jas,  Bowdon,  ObsaUrs,  Osot     Nor  H.  Eirii  t  0^ 


WUlia,  Isaac  Wm,  TsorO,  SomerasI,  Hay  Dealer.    Ds  I.  *•> 

YeOTll  .^^-v. 

Wood.  EUs,  Ohvelthscps,  Tsrt,  Widow.    Dsel.   Bimk(^Tite. 

S«ld 

TnasiuT,  Oct  10,  ini. 
Ayahfbrd,  Hy,  Foolton-enm  Bseeombe,  ObaeUis,  Isakav*.  S""' 

FMierkSomLoool  „_^ 

Bii«h.WmTboe,MaBeb,lleRbaBt.    Nor «.    Femr.lta* 
Carter,  Wm,  Ornnwall  Uonaa.  Tamham-graen,  Esq.  Dae  I.  aatiia 

Jt  Reed.  Baymond-bldn.  0™/*  ton  »    „   .^j 

Ole(g,Jes,Haalliwden,  Lanoahlra,  Timber  Dealer.    Xorli.  iM- 

rins,  Boditfale 
Daws,   Sampaoa  Rowland,  Bwaaaea,  OUaaorgaa.  Ckaeilik    Sal. 

Jooea,  Bwaaaea  .    _.       ,w.  i 

Hamilton,  Caroline,  Warwiok-freen,  CniaberUnd,  WUo*.   IM  i- 

BaNoo,  Oarliale  _^, 

Ledie,  Snaanna,  WOtaoHDl,  Knightsbridn  Widow.   Nori.  SBiSr' 

Saztoo,  Somaraet-at  Portmaa-aq 
Lneaa,  Chaa  Idwd,  Louth,  Uaeoln,  Wloe  Marchant.   HotM,  laa. 

Jan,  Loath  _    ..  ,^ 

Lyons,  Mary  Ann,  Brook  Hoaa^  Oppor  0  lapton,  WUow.  Kertt.  I* 

Barileti'a-bldn  _    ,.  __ 

Maelsan,  MIMnd,  Kdwaides-pl,  Kaaalagtaa,  aptaatgr.   Xorll.*>l 

ft  Vorn,  Chnrch.et,  Old  Jewry  ^_  .  t. 

Xonneey,  Ana  Hebeco,  Ihtflski.  Spiaatar.    Nor  i.  htt  ■  »■ 

Fopplewell,   Wm,  Horton,  Toik,  Gent     Dae  T,    Wood  t  •»>■ 

Boberts,  Baml  John,  Boss,  Henlbrd,   Stattonar.    Vat  C   <"* 

Seelt,  Jaa  Wm,Lasdt,BaakHaiiaBsr.    Deal.    BstrkO^IfJ* 
Striiwer,  Wm,  Bognor,  Soeaex,  Leather  Seller.  Oct  U.  areM*ii«»- 

Chi^eeter 
Vant,  EUi,  Doncaatar,  York,  Widow.    Jan  1.    nAar,  Dmi**  ^ 
WUHam,  Geo,  Oayton-le-Wold,  Unooln,  Farmar.    H«  ■•   ■* 

IfOnth  ,CM 

Wood,  Joeeph,WalaaU,  Stafford,  Malatar.    Dee  I*.   Las«Ha*S" 

Haatinsa 

Baakmpti. 

FatD4T,  OoLt,  ISTI. 
Under  the  Bankruptcy  Act,  18G9. 
Sraditors  mnst  Inward  their  praon  of  debts  to  the  B«i«H' 
To  Sotronder  U  Landoa. 
FnnDell,Joha,Bedted-et,Bedtbrd-sq,  Onoar.   FetOeti  ><"l'^ 

OctKatll.M  ^,w,  ad 

Kedite,  Wm,  Ontram-at,  OopaahaRen-at,  Salt  Deal*.  !■<»»•  "■ 
Oct l>  at  1 

To  Sorrender  in  the  Couotij. 
Balahaw,  Goora,  Lpool,  Baker.     Pat  Oat  S.      Walaaa.    UfiL^ 

Malar.  I^ 


.»»««*i 


at* 

Comer,  Geo,  Lewea,  Susez,  Tobaceontot    Pet  Oet  «. 

OctMatIt  '  

Onthbertaon,  John.  Fraa  Joaaph  Fofater.  k  Wm  Kawa^Mn^ 

Tyno,01aaa  Bottle  Mannfactorsia.    Pet  Oet  1.    Ia|ie*»».  *«^ 

Ort '»atU  .  ,^.    -_rt 

Grant,  DooaldiSbiewabBry,  Salop,  Dr^jisr.    Pet Oetl  ftala.  "^ 

bnry,  Oet  M  at  11  _    .  _j^  ual 

Howarth,  Geo,  Boltoa,  LaaoaaUre,  Hoaier.    Pat  Oet  t.  Btfaa  s"' 

OotlSatIO 
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IiUgfleM,  Wm  tlj.  nocbdtle,  Uncashira,  Wine  Mocbant.     Pet  Oct  *. 

Buckler.    Oldham,  Oct  In  u  II 
Fnece,  By,  Cinderford,  Gloaccttar,  Grocer.     Fat  Dot  4.     Wilton. 

Olooecsier,  Oct  I  •  at  I  a 
SeilTenar,  Wm .  LeaffraTe  Manb,  Beds,  Machlnlat.    Pet  Oct  S.    Aastin . 

Loton.  Oct  18  at  11 
Slade,  Kobt  John  Badd.  DalTerton,  Somcreet,  Innlteeper.     Pet  Oct  4. 

Daw.    £xet«r,  Oct  17  at  1 1 
Temple,  Hj.ETelyn  at, Deptford,  Corn  Dealer.    Pet  Got  3.    Farnleld, 

Greenwich,  Oot  S4  at  t 

TliaSDAT,  Oct.  10,  1871. 

TJader  the  Bankmptoy  Act,  1869. 

CNditora  mnat  Ibrward  their  praoik  of  debts  to  the  Registrar. 

To  Surrender  in  London. 

Neltborpe,  Jai,  AldenoaDbniy,  Refteihmaot-hoaae  Keeper,    Pet  Oct  9. 

Brangbam.    Oct  2i  at  I 
Beerea,  John  Fredc,  Victoria-st,  Weatolnater,  Solicitor.     Pat  Oct  7. 

Boebe.    Oct  2i  at  IS 
Scbsiman,  I'tcdk.Cannon-at.IIerebaBt.    Pet  Gets.    Roeha.    Oetas 

•tit 
TieUen,  Henzann,  Wllner-gardeBa,  Hozton,  Far  Dealer.     Fat  Oct  B. 
Bocbe.   OotMatl* 

To  SgrranderlnthaCoaaUr. 
Bnant,  Wm  Jar,  Siidre-spon-Trent,  StaflnO,  Wine  Iteoliant.     Pet 

Oct  7.    Kcary.    Stoke-npon-Trent,  Oct  33 at  II 
Da  Polceton.  Bicbd,  Wroioll,!  of  W.    Pet  Got  S.    Blake.     Newport, 

Oct  15  >t  IS 
Harriaon,  Daol  A.,  Eoulock,  nr  HatfleM,  Harta,  Gent.     Pet  Sept  29. 

Blacg.    StAlban's,  CctlSatI 
HowenrWiB,  HoTO,  Bneeez,  Bnloher.    FM  Oct  6.  Ererabed.  Brighton, 

Oct  31  at  ll 
Peten,  Bichd,  Aabiord,  Kent,  Batcher.    Pet  Oct  6.    Callaw)^.    Canter- 

biu7.  Oct  SI  at  I 
BIcketa,  Thoa,  Uiddleton-rd,  New  Wandsworth,  Snperlotendent  Oaa 

Engineer.    Pet  Oct  6.    WDloaichbr.    Wandsworth,  Oct  S7  at  II 
Bojie,  Tbos,  Uanch,  Oil  Hanntactsrer.    Pet  Oct  5.    Kay.    Manch,  Oct 

16  at  9.30 
Eamueli,  Wm,  Manch,  Oil  Importer,  Pet  Oct  6.    Kay.    Vanob,  Nor  S 

at  9.30 
Sonthgate,  Wm  Edwd,  Botesdala,8allblk,  Oncer.  Pet  Oct  7.  Pretyman. 

Ipawlcb.0ct9latll 
fTatfclns,  J.,  LaTender.nI,Battenea,  Paper  Merchant.    Pet  Oct  (.    Wll- 

looghby.    Wandsworth,  Oot  S7  at  IS 

BAHKRUFTCIES  ANNULLED. 
KBID4T,  Oct.  6,  1871. 
Sped  ding.  Fraa,  Sbelton,  ComberUnd,  Farmer.    OotS 
TinasAT,Oet.  10, 1871. 
Leay,  Wm  0nnsom,  Birkenhead,  Chaahire,  Grocer.    Sept  S9 

Liquidation  by  ImoKement. 

FIBar  MEETINGS  OF  CBEDITORS. 

FaiSAT,  Oct.  6,  1871 

Batcbelor,  Wm,  Norwood'green,  SonthaU,  UMdx,  General-shop  Keeper. 

Oct  SI  at  II .  at  offlce  of  Fryer,  Oray's-bui-pl,  GrayVlnn 
Bell,  Bobt  Alex,  West  Hartlepool,  Durham,  Ornamental  Decoiatar. 

OetSOat  ll,atofflceofTumbiil],  Cbnrch-st,  West  Hartlepool.  Tonng, 

Weat  Hartlepool 
Sr«wer,  Jas,  Cardiff,  Glamorgan,  Coal  Merchant.    Oct  18  at  11,  at  offlcea 

of  Stephens,  Bnte-oreaceot,  Bole  Docks,  Caidtff 
Sxown,  Jaa,  Stockport,  Cheshire,  Plumber.    Oct  19  at  S,  at  ofBce  of 

Jdbnaton,  Vemoo-st,  Stockport 
Beitctier,  John,  SUplehant,  Kant,  Farmer.     Get  17  at  IS,  at  the  King's 

Bead-inn,  Staplebaiat.    Binds,  Gondbant 
CMtcol.  Carlo,  Brighton,  ProCssaor  of  Langnages,  ft  Rcea  Jnlia  Ca!oni, 

Desder  In  Sbawla.    Get  17  at  IS,  at  offlees  of  Smith  A;  Co,  Bread-st, 

<l>eapaide.    Lamb,  Brixhtoa 
■CttMey,  Wm,  Ot  Bridge,  Tipton,  Staflbrd,  Grocer.    Oct  S4  at  1,  at 

otBcee  of  Beaton,  Tlctoria-bldn,  Temple'  row,  BIrm 
Ctuirf,  Hngb,  Mewcast:e-npon-Tyne,  Wholesale  Confsetloner.    Oct  16 

■t  II,  at  oOeea  of  Sewell,  Grey-at,  Mewcastle-npon-Tyne 
OolUngs,  Thoa  Geo,  Klngsbuiy,  Bncka,  Grocer.    Oct  SI  at  3,  at  otBcee  of 

Xrans  *  Co,  Jobn-at,  Bedfcrd-row 
Cory,  Wm,  k  Chaa  Nkhdaon,  Brighton,  Coal  Merchants.  Get  16  at  S,  at 

offlcea  of  LorerlnK  k  Mlnton,  Oresham-st.     Dten  &  Boame,  Ktaig'a 

.Arms-yd,  MoorgMe^t 
X>aiTid,  Wm,  Cardifl;  Glamorgan,  Boot  Mannfsctorer.     Oct  SO  at  U,  at 

offices  of  Ensor,  Koyal-arcade-chambers,  Cardiff 
Xtariee,  Enoch,  Maindee,  Monmontb,  Builder.    Oct  SO  at  1 1 ,  at  cOeea  of 

Uoyd,  Bank-chambers,  Newport 
:^S»mabaw,  Chaa,  Borbnry,  Tork,  Flock  Dealer.     Oct  19  at  IS,  at  offices 

of  Haigh  *  Co,  Horbnnr-bridge,  Tork.    WainwriKbt  A  Co,  Wakedeld 


jmmr,  Jodtoa,  Bradford,  fork,  Hoaic-hall  Proprietor.     Oot  IS  at  a,  at 
offlcea  of  Bntchinsoo,  PiocadUly-cbamben,  PiccadlUy,  Bradtord 
pswkner,  Isaac,  MacclesSeld,  Cheshire,  ffllk  Man.    Oct  16  at  S,  at  offlce 

of  Hand,  Chnrch-slde,  Uaooleefleld 
:rowler,  OSioe,  Wribbenball,  Worcester,  Blacksmith.     Oot  17  at  3,  at 

offloea  of  Saondera,  Uill-st,  Kidderminster 
«3oIditraw,  Cephas,  Kidsgrore.  Stafford,  Oeseral  Dealer.     Get  18  at  S, 
a«  the  Swan  Hotel,  Htgh-st,  Tnnstall.    Alcock,  Tanatall 
^i^ithrie,  Jaa,  LoiUionse,  nr  Wakefield,  Tork.  Wine  Merchant.    Oct  SO  at 
3.  at  offlcea  of  Stoeken  *  Jopp,  Leedenhall-*t 
:^Xasdiord,  Jas,  Dnke.at,  Pnrtland-pl,  Confsetloner.    Oct  SO  at  I,  atofllce 

of  WagstaS,  Cpper-at,  Islington.    ElUott 
■mmmy.  hrad.  Spent-green,  Cbesbb«,  Fellmonger.    Oct  19  at  II,  at  offices 
of  Markendale  ft  Co,  Woodtt,  Deansgate,  Manob.     Buckley,  Staly- 

li^se 
-^r^mhaw,  Chaa  Edwd,  Wrexham,  Denbigh,  Aoconntant.     Oct  SI  at  10, 

fltt  cfficea  o«  Sherratt,  Bryn-y  ttaynnon-lodgo,  Hope-at,  Wrexham 
■^mwtB.  Jas,  Sontbsea,  Haota,  Butcher.     Oct  Is  at  4,  at  offices  of  King, 

CJBion-st.Portsea 
.^^.^Toe,  Lllaa  Ann,  Bognor,  Snaaax.    Oct  16  at  3,  at  the  Claremont 
■^  x3ocel,  Bognor.    Ilalim,  Chlcheater 


McEwen,  Alex,  Jewio-ereeeent,  Ulnicg  Engineer.    Oct  81  at  3,  at  offlc» 

of  Snell,  Georgo-st,  Mansion-boose 
Nicholson.  John.  Potto,  Tork,  Huckster.    Oot  S3  at  3,  at  offlce  of  Bnttb- 

waite  ft  Co,  Albert-rd,  Mtddlesborongb.    Batnbridire,  Hiddlesborongh 
Painter,  Thos,  Welbeck-et,  Carendlsh-aq,  Licensed  Victnaller.     Oct  a4 

at  a,  at  offloes  of  Nash  ft  Co,  Soffolk-lane,  Cannon-st 
Fainter,  Thee,  Briatol,  Dairyman.    Oct  17  at  IS,  at  oOcee  of  Hancoek  ft 

Co.  John- at,  Bristol,    Baektaigbam,  Bristol 
ParStt,  Wm,  Briatol,  Plnmber.     Oct  19  at  IS,  at  offlcea  of  Hancock  ft 

Co,  John-at,  Bristol 
Partridae,  Edwd.  Leadenball-at,  Oilman.    Oct  19  at  IS,  at  the  OnUdhan 

TiTem,  Qreaham-st.    Wilson  ft  Oo 
Pearee ,  Thos,  New  Sleeftrd,  Linools,  Baker.     Oct  S6  at  1 1 ,  at  the  Old 

White  Hart  Hotel,  Sootb-st,  New  Sleaford.    Tork,  Boston 
PieraoB,  Fredk  John,  Sheffleld,  Tork,  out  ofbailness.     Get  18  at  IS,  at 

offlce  of  Fersell,  St  Jamea's-at,  Sheffleld 
Finn,   Edwd,  City-rd,  Cheeaemonger.     Got  17  at  S,  at  offlcea  of  Poole, 

Bartbolomew-doae 
Portua,  Geo  Bnlloek,  Bagillt,  FUnt,  Surgeon.     Oct  SI  at  IS,  at  offlees  of 

Taylor,  Fepper-st,  Chester 
Boper,  Thoa,  Gray'a.lon-rd,  Fndterer.     Oot  SO  at  I,  at  offlce  of  HoyK 

Caimoo-et 
Bowles,  SOas,  Hopsood-at,  Shepberd's-bnsh,  Bollder.     Oct  19  at  IS,  at 

offices  of  Smart  ft  Co,  Cheapaide.   Lowlcaa  ft  Oo,  MarUn's-lane, 

Cannon-st 
Saper,  Hy  Sami,  Fowls-at,  Woolwich,  Con  Dealer.     Oct  S8  at  3.30,  at 

the  Cora  Exchange  TaTCtn,  New  Com  Exchange,  Uark-Iana.     wll- 

longhby  ft  Cox,  CUffbrd'a-inn,  Fleel-st 
Sonth,  Thos,  Sonthwark-brldge-road,  Oaa  Engineer.    Oct  SO  at  I,  at 

offloea  of  Deere  ft  Bonme,  King's  Anna-yd,  Moorgata-st 
Swatai,  Robert,  Fleetwood,  Lanoashlre, Timber  Merchant.    Get  17  at  IS, 

at  offlce  of  Cbamley  ft  Co,  Foz-st,  Preston 
Tayk>r,  Jeremiah,  WolTertiamptonjStaltDrd,  Batober.     Oct  20 at  II,  at 

offlcee  of  Smith,  Old  Chnroh-yd,  WoWerhampton 
TUbary,  John,  Petersfleld,  Rtnts,  Draper.     Oct  S3  at  II,  at  offlce  of 

Soames,  New-inn,  Strand 
Toone,  Edwd.  Tanatall,  Stafbid,  Hallway  Clerk.  Oct  19  at  11,  at  offlcea 

of  Cooper,  John-st,  Tiuatall 
Tncker,  John,  Oledliow-ter,  Blohmond.rd,  Sonth  Kensington,  Cheese- 
monger.    Oct  S3  at  I,  at  S,  Oladhow-ter,  Richmond-rd,   SosOi  Ken- 
sington.   Smith,  Denblgh-et,  PimUoo 
Utiley,  Wm,  Littleborungh,  Lancashire,  Soda  Water  Manufaotnrar. 

Oct  18  at  4,  at  the  Wheatabeat  Hotel,  Uttleborough.    NorrU  ft  Foster 

Halifax 
Walker,  Joseph,  ft  John  Middlewood,  Leeds,  Builders.    Oct  14  at  II,  at 

oOoes  of  Pallan.  Baok-chambera,  Park-row,  Leeds 
Wells,  lime,  Leeds,  ProrMon  Dealer.    Oct  S3  at  S,  at  offlcea  of  Bond  ft 

fiarwtek,  Albion-pI,  Leeds 
White,  Gomellna  Martin,  Leeda,  Uaen  Draper.    Oet  20  at  S,  at  offlce  o( 

of  Simpaon,  AlUoo-at,  Leeda 
White,  Naooti,  Newport,  Monmonth,  Milliner.     Oet  18  at  IS,  at  offloe  of 

Cathcart,  Bridge-st,  Baneswell,  Newport 
Wiigina,  Darid,  Handlbrth,  Cheebire,  tioaosed  Tietoaller.    Oct  14  at 

10.  at  oOIces  ofDaries,  Vemoo-st,  Stockport 
WUka.  Jas,  Worcester,  Tailor.    Oct  SO  at  11,  at  oBeea  ot  Hereditfa. 

OoUege-st,  Worcester 
Wtetar,  Harris,  CommerelaMt,  SpitalHelds,  Clothier.     Oet  SO  at  8,  at 

offloes  of  Montagu,  Boeklersbury 
Tonne,  Rose,  Swansea,  Saddler.    Oet  16  at  3,  at  the  Swan  Hotd,  Broad- 

St,  Bilstol 
Toongman,  Wm  Neale,  Long  Stratton,  Norfolk,  Tailor.     Oet  16  at  12. 

at  offlees  of  Emerson  ft  Sparrow,  Rampant  Horae-at,  Norwieh 

ToiaDAT,  Got.  10,  1871. 
Apaey,  AreHng,  Brompton-rd,  Draper.    Oot  17  at  S,  at  cffloea  of  White. 

KIng-st,  Cheapside.    Merrtman  ft  Oo,  QQean>st 
Atkinson,  Wm,  ft  Geo  Atktnsoo,  Swinton  Bridge,  nr  Botherham,  Tork, 

Grocers.    Got  13  at  3,  at  offloe  of  Harrop.  Weatgata,  Rottaarbam 
Baker,  Thoe  Sadler,  Wigan,  Lancashire,  Saddler.     Oet  S3  at  10,  at  1, 

Chnrctagate,  Market-st,  Wigan 
Becklay,  Roger,  Fensnett,  Stafford,  Grocer.     Oct  SO  at  11,  at  offlcea  of 

Collls,  Market-st,  Stourbridge 
Boothroyd,  Ben,  Undley,  nr  Hndderafleld,  Tork,  Stonemason.     Oet  2k 

at  S,  at  (rfDce  of  Pay"*}  '''>''  WllUam-st,  Kadderafleld 
Briggs,  John  Edwd,  Leeda,  Oomm  Agent.     Oct  19  at  11,  at  offlcea  of 

PuUan,  Bank-obambeta,  Park-row,  Leeds 
Brown,  Fredk,  Sonthport,  Lancashire,  Draper.     Oct  St  at  II,  at  th» 

Home  Trade  Association  Booms,  Tork-st,  Mancb.    Welsby  ft  Hill, 

Sonthport 
Bottifant,  John,  Norwieh,  Baksr.    Oet  SS  at  IS,  at  offlcea  of  Emerson  ft 

Sperrow,  Rampant  Hoiae-at,  Norwich 
Oiarlton,  Hy,  Briatol,  Whw  Merchant.     Oct  S6  at   IS,  at  offloea  of 

Daniel  ft  Go,  Rroad-st,  Bristol.    Beektaighaffl,  Bristol 
Olatk,  Joaeph,  Boston,  Lineoln ,  Cabinet  Maker.     Oet  SI  at  II,  at  the 

Com  Exchange  Hotel,  Market-pl,  Boaton.     Welford,  Portamonth-at. 

Lineoln's-inn-flelda 
Oooke,  RaUnson,  Doneaater,  Tort:,  oot  of  business.     Oct  SI  at  IS,  at 

office  of  Tattwahall,  Qoaen-st,  Sheffleld 
Oreery,  Andrew  Maereii^t,  Uanch,  Wine  Merchant.     Oct  S4  at  3,  at 

offlce  of  Brooka  ft  Oo,  Brown-at,  Manch 
Qrofts,  Thoe,  Hatton,  Derby,  Market  Gardener.     Oet  31  at  3,  at  the 

County  Hotel,  St  Maiygste,  Derby.    Craaoh  ft  Bowe 
Curl,  Joseph  John,  GQlingham,  Kent,  Innkeeper.  Oct  33  at  IS.30,  at  the- 

Bridge  Hoose  Hotel,  Lnidon-brldge.    Goodwin,  Maidstone 
Darey,  Thoa,  Bristol,  Marble  Mason.     Oct  19  at  2,  at  offlce  of  Parsons,. 

Nicholaa-st,  Bristol.    Becklngham,  Bristol 
Dawson.  John,  Wm  Dawson,  ft  SamI  Dawson,  Bottomley,  Walsden,  nr 

Todmorden,  Lancaahire,  Dealers  In  Wool.     Oct  S4  at  3,  at  the  Angel 

Hotel,  Market-st,  Manch.    Elnoey,  Manch 
Dnokley,  Thos  Waalibourne,  A  Jas  Horace  Keowortby,  Fore-st.  Cripple- 
gate,  Maaona.    Oct  IT  at  3,  at  the  Kinti's  Arms  TaTem,  Blsbopagata- 

cbnrcbyd 
Edginton,  Wm  By,  Witney,  Oxon,  Commercial  TraroUer.    Oet  S8  at  IS, 

at  offloe  of  Dmce,  HIgfa-Bt,  Oxford 
Elliott,  Wm,  LpoOl,  Lath  Bendera.    Get  SI  at  II,  at  offlce  of  Jameson, 

Unlty-bldgs,  Lord-st,  Lpool 
Featberatooe,  Thos,  Peiahore,  Woceeetar,  Ucanaed  Vietoallsr.     Oet  23 

at  II,  at  the  Cnicom  Hotel,  Wotceatar 
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FUby,  Mirths,  Knrwicta,  Licesicd  Victiuller.     Oct  17  it  II,  it  offliw  of 

Winter  h  FrancJ.<,  St  Gi:e>'->t,  Norwich 
GenlTT,  Wm.  Breotnood.  Eskx,  Foreman  of  Scwige  Worki.     Oct  20  at 

4,  at  the  Wbite  Hart  Hotel,  Brentwood.    Brown,  Batingball-st 
Hancock.  Tboa,  St  AuteU,  Cornwall,  Auctioneer.    Oct  23  at  1,  at  ofllcea 

of  Carljon  ft  Paoll,  Qntf-it,  Tmro 
Hewitt.  Saml,  Cardiff,  GlamorKnn,  Printer.     Oct  14  at  1 1,  at  offlcea  Of 

Stephena,  Bnte-crescent,  Buie  Uocki,  Canliff 
Hodn,  Stephen,  Briatol,  Tailor.     Oct  21  at  II,  at  office  of  Farsona, 

Kicholaa-at,  Bristol.    Salmon.  Bristol 
Howella,  Jeba,  Bradford,  nr  Manch,  Mineral  Merchant.    Oct  23  at  3,  at 

offlcea  of  Grundy  &  Conlaon,  BooUi'Bt,  Manch 
Lammie,  John,  It  John  Bone,  Kinxiland-rd,  Buildera.    Oct  20  at  2,  at 

office  of  Noton,  Gt  Swan-alley,  Moorgate-at 
Littler,  Joaeph,  Bangor,  Carnarvon,  Hotel  Keeper.     Oct  21  at  12,  at  the 

Dlnorben  Anns  Hotel,  Rhyl.    Jonea,  Menai  Bridge 
l.yie,  Fraa  Hy,  Norfolk-ter,  Weatbonm-Kfore,  Pianoforte  Maker.    Oct 

20  at  2,  at  omce  of  Uoble,  BasioKhall-st 
Uardooaid,  Jaa  Ulller,  Newcaatl«-oD-Tyne,  Tailor.     Oct  18  at  12,  at 

offlcea  of  Hoyla  k  Co,  Moaley-at,  Newcaatle-oa-Tjne 
Uackay,  Ulchael,  Manch,  out  of  bnaiiiesa,     Oct  24  at  3,  at  offleei  of 
Dewbnrat,  Vlctoria-st,  Manch 
Miller,  Jaa,  Aberdare,  Glamorgan,  Boot  Irlaker.     Oct  14  at  II,  at  offlces 

of  Baddoe,  Oanon-st,  Aberdare 
Nicholaa,JohD  Wm,Newcaatle-ander-Lyme,  StaSbrd,  Grocer.     Oct  10 
at  3,  at  the  Coonl?  Court  Office,  Cheapaide,  Hanley.    Sutton,  Bnralsm 
Falmar,  Bobt,  EUttlngbonme,  Kent,  Clerk  in  Holy  Ordera.     Oct  24  at  2, 

at  offloe  of  Lane,  Eaiex-st,  Strand 
Pickford,  Moaea,  Heaton  Norria,  Lancashire,  ProTiaion  Dealer.     Oct  20 

at  6,  at  office  of  Johnston,  VernoD-at,  Stockport 
Pinchei,  Edwin  Wm,  East  Stoneboose,  Seron,  Butcher.  Oct  23  at  10.30, 

at  St  Oeoige'a  Uall,  East  Stonehonse.    Curteia 
Pretty,  Geo  Uoor,  CarUale-ter,  Bow,  Clerk  In  the  AdmiraltJ.    Oct  20  at 

2,  at  office  of  Baylis,  Potiltry.    Annlng,  Poultry 
Reea,  Tboa,  Longbor,  Glamorgan,  Shoeoiaker.    Oct  23  at  11,  at  office  of 

DaTia  fc  Hartland,  HutlaQd.at,  Swanaea 
BIppoD,  Jane,  &  Mary  Rippon,  Newcastle- on-Tyne,  Ladlea'  Oat&ttara. 

Oct  24  at  12,  at  offlcea  of  Ingledew  &  Daggett,  I>ewi.«t,  Newcaatle 
Boblnaon,  Joaeph,  Wakefield,  Toik,  Ironinongar.    Oot  10  at  12,  at  office 

of  Norris  ft  Foatir,  Croeileywit,  Halifax 
Butter,  Mark,  Eodell-st,  Long  Acre,  Fruit  Dealer.    Oot  14  at  2,  at  th« 

Gnlldhall  TaTem.    Taylor,  CraTcn  at.  Strand 
Sanders,  Aaron ,  Chesterfield,  Derby,  Itnitsrer.    Oct  13  at  3,  at  OIBee  of 

Gee,  HIgh-at,  Cheaterfield 
eesior,  £b«  Ebenezer,  Honghton-le-Spiing,  Dartum,  Harohant.    Oct 
14  at  t,  at  the  Newcaatle  Honar,  Nawbottle-laDe,  HonghtoD-la.8pring 
SlmpaoD,  Fraa,  &  Wm  Lawton,  Leeda,  Drapera.    Oct  20  at  3,  at  tbe 

Queen  Hotel,  Wellington-it,  Leeds.    North  ft  Sons,  Leeda 
SolooMn,  Chas,  High-Bt,  Kingalaod,  Optician.     Oct  24  at  2,  at  offloes  of 

Pawle  &  Fearon,  New-inn,  Wycb-at,  Strand 
Spcncoi,  Edwd,  Heaton  Ncrrls,  Lancashire,  Broker.     Oct  13  at  11,  at 

offices  of  Vaoghan  &  Son.  Turot-dale,  Heaton  Norria,  Stookport 
StansHeld,  Joseph,  Stops,  in  Warlcy,  York,  Bcetseller.     Oct  19  at  Il|  at 

ofBcee  of  Storey,  Cheapside,  Halifax 
Tidmas,  Jas  SamJ,  Gt  Swan- alley,  Moorgate-st,  Wine  Retailer.    Oct  10 

at  3,  at  offlces  of  Peverley,  Baainghall-st 
Toas,  Ricbd,  Caterick,  York.    Oct  20  at  12,  at  offloes  of  Wanaley  &  Han- 
ton,  Richmond 
Tomkins,  Uy  Stanley,  Hoylake,  Cheshire,  Grocer.     Oct  30  at  3,  at  Offloe 

of  Mitchell,  Adelphi  liank-chambers,  South  John.at,  Lpool 
Townrow,  Wm  Sydney,  Chclnisiord,  Essex,  Draper,     Not   I  at  13,  at 

offlces  of  Uigbv  &  Sons,  Lincoln'-s-inn-fields 
Walford,  Kdwcl,  Bcllevue-ter,  SeTen  Slstera'-rd,  Tobacco  Dealer.      Oot 

18  at  2,  at  tho  Black  Bull  Hotel,  Holbom 
Wark,  Andrew,  G&insborougb,  Lincoln,  Draper.     Oot  21  at  12,  atofflce 

of  bird  &  Haynes,  Markol-pl.  Gainsborougli 
Wood,  Jaa,  Utiey,  York,  Grocer.  Oct  25  at  i,  at  offlea  of  Saddall,  Charlea- 

at,  Otley 
Woodcock,  Chas,  Birm,  Coal  Dealer.     Oct  20  at  11  at  offloe  of  Duke, 

Christ  Chnrch.paiaage,  Birm 
Wren.  Fredk,  St  Jamca'-rd,  Croydon,  Tailor.     Oct  17  at  13,  at  offices 
of  Wild  at  Co,  Ironmonger-lane,  Cheapskle 


LONDON  OAZETTI:;  (pubUihed  by  authority)  and  LONDON  and 
COUNTRY  ADVEKTISBMISNT  OFFICE. 
No.  UT,  CHANCERY    LANE,  FLEET    STREET. 

HENRY  GREEN  (many  years  with  the  late  George 
Reynell),  AdTertiaement  Agent,  bags  to  direct  the  attantton  ot 
the  Legal  Profession  to  the  adTantages  of  hia  long  axperienca  of  upward  a 
of  twenty-fiTe  years,  in  the  special inaertion  of  all  pro  forma  noticea,  ftc., 
and  hereby  aoUeits  thelT  cestlnned support. — N.B  One  copy  of  adTertise. 
Bent  only  reqntred,  and  the  strictest  care  and  promptitude  asanred. 
Offloially  stamped  fonns  for  adrertlaemanta  and  Ilia  of  "  London 
Gaietta  "  kepL 

SCHOOL  BOARD  FOE  LONDON.— The  Papers 
issued  by  the  Board  can  be  had  bt  oanxK  of 
YATES  ft  ALEXANDER, 
raivTxas  TO  thb  Loxnoif  school  boau>, 
Symonda-lnn,  Chancery-lane. 


BILLS  OF  COMPLAINT. 

BILLS    of   COMPLAINT,  5/6    per   page   for    20 
copies,  from  which  price  a  large  discount  will  be  allowed  if  cash 
Is  paid  immediately  on  completion  of  order. 
Tana  ft  At^xAxaxn,  Law  Printers,  Symonds-inn,  Chanoery-lane, 


PRINTING  of  EVERY  DESCRIPTION,  Legal, 
Parliamcntarr  and  General — Newspapers,   Books,  Fampmets, 
Prospectuses,    Circulars,    &o. — with    promptitude  and    at   moderate 
charges,  by 
Tatxs  ft  ALScAJinxB,  Symonds-inn  (and  Church-passage),  Ohonoery- 


THE  EDINBURGH  REVIEW.    Xo.  CCLXXIT. 
October,  la  published  thia  day. 

Ceaiaajs  i^ 
I.  Jowett's  Translation  of  Plato. 
n.  English  Gniida 

III.  European  AdTentorera  In  India. 

IV.  Game  and  Game  I^wa. 

V.  South  Africa  and  her  Diamond  Fleldo. 

VI.  Eaaays  on  the  Tennre  of  Land. 
Vn.  The  Inns  of  Court  and  of  Chancafy. 
Vm.  The  Commune  of  Paris. 

IX.  The  Sesaian  and  ita  Lessons. 

London:  Loiraiuiia  ft  Co.  Edinburgh:  A,fcCBua. 

CRACEOFT'S  BANE  DIVIDEND  CHiH 
1 870-71 .— Showtog  Uie  Half-yearly  Bates  of  Dhidad  tedni  i- 
orerOne  Hundred  and  Sixty  Joint  Stock  Bonko,  Dailad  biliBai 
Odenial ;  with  Nominal  and  Piud-op  CapltaU  Kmnlier  sal  tam 
Paid  of  Shares, Date  of  Payment  of  DiTideada,  Beswie  Fasd,  XMiSm. 
Market  Frieeof  Shares,  January,  mi,  and  Yield  per  einLta rack 
Price.  Price  Is.  6d. ;  or,  mounted  on  roller,  lOs.  Cd. 

CRACEOFT'S  CONSOL  DIAGRAM,  Bhoragi' 
Highest  and  Lowest  Prices  of  Three  per  Cent.  Coestii  cad  t« 
Irom  the  French  RoTolutiou  of  1789  to  tbe  Franoo-Getman  Wirif'.il 
with  the  Growth  and  Decline  cf  Uie  National  Flmded  Dett^ftx 
Britain ;  the  Yearly  Arerage  of  the  Bank  Kate  of  Dlaesii«,aalTu> 
lated  Statement  of  tha  Principal  Sreata  Aifeeting  tka  Frioss  il  aaei 
**  Diagrams  are  sometimea  not  rery  simple,  but  tha  fRMBtta ) 
cieameaa  Itself— la  an  interesting  comnwatary  on  Eaglidi  Haqk 
the  period  in  qnestion.'— Economist. 

Price  Is. ;  cr,  mounted  on  ndler,  3a.  6d. 
wm  (hortly  be  resdy,  the  Second  Editioa  of 

CRACROPT'S  mVBSTORS'  RECORD  of  Kl 
CHASES  and  SALES,  with  CALCCLATiaSS  U^  : 
ETcry  Inreatment.  An  additional  portloa  especially  adsftri  f>  'j 
Legal  Ptofesaion,eontaining  Forma  of  Entry  fur  Fie^old  asdCci>: 
Property ;  Leasehold,  Let  and  Held ;  Mortgages,  H^  aai  tttx 
Insarsnoes;  Bills  and  Promiaaory  Notea;  Moosyt  Adimi  - 
Borrowed. 

"  The  object  of  this  Memorandum  Book  is  to  ansUs  «t<IT  &«*'- 
keep  a  systematic  Record,  producible  in  a  Court  of  Law,  of  »"!  ■• 
Teaiment  transaction  entered  into.  No  such  record  was  is  cnias: 
prerlous  to  the  first  edition. 

London :  EniKaHAK  WiLsoa,  Pnbliaher,  Royal  Ixdiasa 
BERNARD  CBACBOFT,  Sworn  Broker,  4.  Aiiatln-ftiai,LC 


THE  LAfV  OF  TRADE  MARKS,  irit)t  <» 
account  of  ita  Histoi)  and  DoTdopment  in  tbe  DecJaiai'  ^  " 
Courts  of  Law  and  Etiuity.  By  EDWARD  LLOYD,  Esq.,  of  LaK> 
inn,  Barrister^t-Law.    Price  3s. 

•■  I  am  indebted  to  the  very  Talnable  little  pabUcattei  s(  Mr.  W- 
who  has  colleoted  all  the  authorities  on  thia  snb$ect."-T£.*i<:.> 
MeAndiew  r.  Baasett,  March  4. 

12,  Cook'a-conrt,  Carey-street,  linooln's-lsn,  WX. 


"They  come  as  a  boon  and  a  blessing  to  nan. 
The  Plekvrick,  the  Owl,  and  the  WaTO-ley  Fen." 
"  Oxford  UniTeralty  Benld" says  thaae  Fens  bsTc  beea  sfdr  vk' 
by  a  contemporaiy  the 

"  V[r  O  N  D  B  R      OF       THE     AGS 

T  ¥  "  The  Son  "  says  tha  Phaetcn  Fan  etoatsa  boifc  <«: 
and  Delight.  One  Tbooaand  Newapapem  recoaameBd  then.  Ti  v 
names  see  "  Graphic  "  of  16th  Sept.,  1871. 

Sold  erarywhere  Is.  per  box.  Sample  box  by  peat  la.  U. 
MaonrxH  &  Cajaaoa,  13,  Bislr-street,  Edinbcr^ 

MELNER'S  STRONG  HOLDFAST  and  FEi 
RESISTING  SAFES,  Siaoao  Rook  Dooas,  fte.,  wi»  * » 
recent  improTements.  Price  Lists,  Drawings,  aal  IMtaoM* 
by  post.— Lirerpool,  Manchester,  Sheffleld,  and  «7a,  Maiar"*" 
City,  London. 

ASTRINGENT    LOZENGES    OF    THE  RE' 
GUM  OF  AUSTRALUk.— For  Relaxed  Throat,  IB  Btffti.^ 
MTTRIATE  OF  AMMONLA  LOZKNOBS. 
In  Bottles,  2s.    Useful   Ibr  BraaeUti^  by  loaaeosac  ae  ^il«a '' 
preventint  riolent  file  of  cooghlac. 
P.  ft  P.  W.  SQUIRE, 
Chemists  on  the  Establishment  in  Ordlavy  » 
THE  QUEEN. 
(Gasetted  August  8th,  1B3T— December  Slat,  IMI.) 

377,  OXFORD  STREET.  LONDON. 

GKAJirr's 
MORELLA      CHERRY      BRANOV 

Supplied  to  Hxk  HAJsarr  trx  Qcib., 


This  delieloiu  Ltqaenr,  fhnn  the  fomooa  Kent  MoieBa, 
nse  of  Wine  in  many  Honaeholds — la  moeh  faToored  by  _ 
la  also  recommended   by  the  Medical  ruifssBiiiii  as  a  sa2miis  )*'  * 
easss  of  weakness. 

Older  of  sny  Wine  Mcnhaat,  or  iireel  cf 

T.    GRANT,    DisTnj.B»T,   JtuMiwi. 

41t.  per  dosen,  cash .    Carrisgs  ;a<d. 

IpiNE  FLAVOURED   STRONG  BEEF  ^i  i 
'      about  2Jd.  a  pint.    ASit  FOR  UKBIG  GXBiSm  "^^Li. 
of  Meat,  requiring   Baron  Liebl^  tho  Inrentor'!  fisgasooa  «  '' 
Jar,  being  the  only  iruarantee  of  genuinsaeaB. 
Excellent  economical  srtock  for  sonpa,  saaeas,  ^- 
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TA*  Qfitt  if  thii  JovsKAL  and  of  th$  'WaixLT  BiroKTCB 
M  now  «(  IS,  CotV$-»ourt,  Ca>-ty-$trnl,  JF.C, 

The  Sui$cription  to  tlu  3uLiciToa«'  JoasNAL  io^TowH,  26«., 
Country  23«.;  tcith  the  Wbbklt  Rbportbb,  S2«.  Payment 
in  advance  ineludtt  Double  Ifuinbera  and  Postage.  Suiteribere 
»an  have  their  Volu>nee  bound  at  the  Qflce — ehth,  2e.  6d., 
half  law  eatf,  U.  id. 

All  Letter!  intended  for  publieation  in  the  "Solititonf  fommal " 
mtut  be  authtntieated  by  the  name  of  the  writer,  though  not 
neeeuarily  for  pttHieation. 

Where  difficulty  ie  experienced  iu  proeuriny  the  Journal  with 
reyularity  in  the  Protineee,  it  ie  refuetted  that  upplieatim  be 
made  direct  to  the  Puiliiher. 


C^c  Snlititars'  lofunxal. 

LONDON,  OCTOBER  21,  1871. 


Sib  LAWBxircB  Peel  and  Sib  J.  Ooltillb  bare  been 
appointed  to  act  m  paid  members  of  the  Jndloial  Com- 
mittee nnder  the  Act  of  last  session.  These  two  retiied 
Chief  Jastioes  of  the  Sapreme  Court  of  Calcutta  bare 
for  some  time  acted  as  Indian  assessors  on  the  Privy 
Council  nnder  8  &  4  Will  4,  o.  41,  s.  80,  and  at  the  time 
of  the  passing  o(  the  late  Act  it  was  understood  that  they 
vonld  be  two  out  of  the  four  paid  jndi^es  for  whose 
appointment  the  act  provided.  Two  more  appointments 
bave  to  be  made  nnder  the  Aot,  and  as  the  sitting^s  of  the 
Judicial  Committee  are  announced  to  commence  on  the 
6th  proximo,  it  is  to  be  presnmed  that  the  appointments 
win  shortly  be  announoed.  The  judges  to  be  appointed 
will  doubtless  be  selected  from  the  present  judges  of  the 
■aiMrioi  courts  at  Westminster.  It  is  understood  that 
one  of  the  appointments  has  been  offered  to  Lord  Pen- 
zance, but  we  believe  that  he  has  not  as  yet  accepted  it. 
The  difflonlty  is  probably  created  by  the  fact  that  tho 
aaw  Aot  oon tains  no  proTislon  for  the  jndg:es'  dlerks.  Thus 
sny  judge  appointed  under  it  must  either  turn  adrift  an 
old  servant  or  pension  him  at  his  own  expense,  and 
-without  any  compensating  increase  in  hia  own  salary. 
This  unfortunate  economy  will  no  doubt  create  a  diffl- 
onlty in  the  way  of  the  acceptance  of  the  appointment  by 
othera  besides  Iiord  Penzance.  It  is  to  be  hoped  some 
xneans  will  be  found  of  overcoming  it. 


At  the  Micwawi.mab  Quabixb  Sisuovs  for  the 
oonnty  of  Devon  Sir  Massey  Lopes  again  drew  attention 
to  the  queetion  of  the  disallowances  by  the  Treasury  of 
the  coeta  of  criminal  prosecutions.  It  will  be  remembered 
that  Sir  Massey  obtained  a  return  of  the  amount  of 
Mese  diaallowanoes,  upon  which  and  upon  the  subject 
generally  we  have  already  commented  {flnte  p.  761). 
^he  Conrt  of  Quarter  Sessions  resolved  to  petition  the 
Bonse  of  Commons  to  take  the  snbjeot  into  their  early 
oonsideration,  several  of  the  magistrates,  however,  ez- 
pzessing  themselves  in  favour  of  applying  directly  to  the 
Queen's  Bench  for  a  mandamus.  The  latter  course 
■W«nld  probably  have  been  the  more  effective,  as  the  early 
oonsideration  of  the  House  of  Commons  has  already  been 
bespoken  for  so  many  snbjeobs,  eepeoially  in  the  depart- 
xnent  of  the  Home  Secretary,  witUn  which  this  seems  to 
]!«.  The  subject  is,  however,  olosely  oonneoted  with  the 
queetion  of  the  appointment  of  public  prosecutors,  and 
U  th^  should  be  dealt  with  this  year  we  presume  that 
-felie  queetion  of  the  costs  of  prosecutions  will  be  finally 
^Uspoeed  of,  and  that  it  will  be  made  clear  by  Act  of 
parliament  with  whom  the  power  of  disallowanoe  is  to 
jrest. 

Tax  "Fbeerold  BsiiBnca"  question  haa  again 
fcoen  before  therevising  barrister  in  Middlesex,  and  has  also 
fcaen  raised  in  other  courts.  The  barrister  in  Middlesex 
aadhares  to  his  decision  given  in  1869,  when  he  held  that 
Mkii  incumbent  of  a  district  church  having  a  legal  asaign- 
xB«nt  of  pew-rents  was  entitled  to  TOte.  In  the  same  year 


he  decided  that  where  there  wa^  no  such  assignment,  and 
no  glebe  or  house  or  tithe  rent-charge  on  land  in  the 
parish  where  the  claim  was  made,  the  incumbent  was 
not  entitled  to  vote.  The  decision  on  the  latter  point 
was  upheld  in  KiHon  v.  Dt%n  (18  W.  B.  144),  bnt  the 
former  decision  to  the  effect  that  pew-rents  do  qualify  b»K 
never  been  questioned  by  au  appeal.  In  the  pnMut 
year,  however,  there  seems  to  have  been  some  difflonlty 
In  describing  the  nature  of  the  qualification,  and  in  (.ii.! 
case  the  barrister  is  reported  to  have  amended  the  thi  - 1 
oolumn  by  inserting  '■  pew  rents  arising  from  freehol  1 
benefice." 

This,  of  course,  is  sufficient  for  all  praotioal  porpoeef  | 
but  it  cannot  be  oonsideied  quite  correct.  The  pew  rents 
are  no  qnallfloation.  It  is  the  freehold  interest  in  the 
ohnroh  which  is  the  real  qualification,  and  the  only  im- 
portance of  the  pew-rents  is  to  make  the  value  sumoient, 
because  if  the  incumbent  has  a  bare  freehold  in  the 
ohnrch,  with  no  power  to  make  any  profit  out  of  it,  ii 
would  not  qualify.  The  proper  entry  in  the  third  column 
in  these  cases  therefore  nndoubtedly  is  "  freehold 
church,"  in  analogy  to  "freehold  house,"  "freehold 
land,"  etc.  In  the  case  of  dissenting  ministers,  where 
they  have  been  held  qnalified  by  pew-rents,  the  descrip- 
tion has  always  been  "  freehold  chapel."  This  case,  of 
course,  is  exactly  analogous,  as  there  is  no  difference  be- 
tween the  case  of  a  minister  of  the  Established  Church 
and  of  any  other  communion,  except  that  the  barrister 
may  aasumo  that  a  beneficed  clergyman  of  the  Established 
Chnroh  holds  his  benefice  for  life,  this  being  a  matter  of 
law  of  which  he  can  take  judicial  notioe,  whereas  in  the 
oase  of  another  communion  it  would  be  a  matter  of  fact 
requiring  proof  whether  the  minister  was  appointed  for 
life,  and  thus  had  a  freehold  intereet,  or  whether  he  held 
his  office  merely  at  wilL 

The  description  of  the  qualification  ii  not,  of  oourse,  a 
matter  of  great  importance,  but  it  is  as  well  that  all  in- 
onmbenta  claiming  their  votes  should  see  that  they 
specify  in  their  dlaims  the  incident  or  emolument  of  their 
benefice  that  gives  them  a  vote,  and  not  claim  simply 
for  "  freehold  benefice,"  a  term  equally  applicable  to  the 
oase  like  tbcee  in  KirUm  v.  Dean,  where  there  is  no 
qualification  at  all.  The  claim  should  be  for  "  freehold 
glebe  "  or  "  freehold  rectory  (or  vicarage)  house,"  where 
these  exist.  Next  to  theee  the  beat  subject  to  claim  for 
ia  "  freehold  tithe  rent-charge,"  but  this  is  objectionable 
beoanae  th«  namee  of  the  owner*  of  the  land  have  to  be 
given  in  the  fourth  oolnmn,  and  if  these  change  a  fresh 
description  is  required.  If  the  inonmbent  haa  none  of 
these  things  attached  to  hia  benefice,  and  ao  Iiaa  to  fall 
back  upon  the  pew-rente,  probably  the  beat  description  of 
the  nature  of  the  qnalifioation  he  could  give  would  be 
"  freehold  ohnrch  with  right  to  pew-renta."  Of  course, 
if  the  deeoription  was  merely  given,  ae  haa  been  com- 
monly done,  "  freehold  benefice,"  the  deeoription,  though 
incorrect,  because  equally  consistent  with  the  non- 
existence of  a  qualification  as  with  ita  existence,  is  atill 
one  which  the  barrister  may  amend.  This,  however, 
necessitatee  proof  of  what  the  qnalifloation  is,  wliioh,  if 
the  olaim  is  definite,  may  probably  not  be  required. 

We  bxfobt  to  da.t  in  another  column  aome  more 
oases  decided  in  county  conrts,  and  by  Mr.  Justice  Bylet 
at  Jndgee'  Chambers,  upon  the  question  of  the  personal 
liability  of  attorneys  to  sheriffs'  officers  for  their  feee  for 
exeoatbig  (or,  in  some  cases,  not  executing)  write  of 
exeoution.  The  superior  court  oasee  upon  the  points  in 
qneetion  do  not  seem  quite  so  uniform  as  the  county 
court  oases,  which  have  been  rather  frequent  of  late,  and 
which  we  have  reported  from  time  to  time.  It  ie  satis- 
faotoiy,  therefore,  to  find  that,  although  Mr.  Justioe 
Byles  refused  to  remove  one  of  the  cases  into  the  superier 
court  (expressing,  apparently,  an  opinion  that  the  law 
might,  if  necessary,  be  more  conveniently  settled  by  an 
appeal  from  the  county  court  deoiaion),  there  is  a  prospect 
that  any  doubts  which  remain  will  be  removed  by  the 
deoiaion  of  the  case  which  ia  to  be  stated  by  way  of 
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appeal  from  the  deoiaion  at  the  City  of  London  Conit. 
All  the  oaiea  npon  the  subject  will  be  found  cited  in  the 
report*  we  publish  to-day. 


JUDICIAL  STATISTICS,  1870. 
Pabt  II. 
Under  the  peooliar  jurisdiction  of  the  Crown  side  of 
the  Court  of  Queen's  Bench  the  returns  are  given  as  in 
preTions  years,  and  present  no  material  Tariation.  In 
the  three  superior  courts  of  common  law  the  number  of 
writs  of  summons  issued  was  72,660,  being  9,118  less 
than  in  1869;  and  60,500  leas  than  in  1866,  in  which 
year  the  highest  number  was  recorded.  The  number  of 
appearances  entered  was  23,677  as  against  27,649,  in  the 
prerious  year;  27,634  judgments  were  entered  up  aa 
against  30,152,  and  17,726  ezeoutions  issued  as  against 
23,679  in  the  prerious  year.  In  the  total  number  of 
proceedings  in  1870,  under  the  heading  of  "process 
issued "  there  is  a  deorease  of  22,495  or  18.4  per  cent., 
under  that  of  "  matters  heard  "  there  is  an  inorease  of 
too  or  8.0  percent.  The  Debtors  Act,  1869,  came  into 
operation  on  the  let  of  January,  1870,  and  in  conse- 
qnenoe  of  the  abolition  of  imprisonment  for  debt  no 
writs  of  capiat  were  issued  during  the  year;  in  1869  479 
•uch  writs  were  issued. 

The  amount  of  fees  paid  in  respect  of  the  several 
proceedings  in  1870  was  £52,593  19s.  6d.,  being  £16,399 
more  than  in  the  predion*  year.  The  number  of  bills  of 
costs  taxed  in  the  Court  of  Exchequer  in  1870,  exclusive 
of  bills  taxed  under  the  statute,  was  4,010,  as  against 
4,521  in  1869,  4,971  in  1868,  and  8,930  in  1867;  no  re- 
turn is  given  under  this  heading  in  the  Court  of  Queen's 
Bench  nor  for  the  Court  of  Common  Pleas. 

The  Blaster  of  the  Court  of  Common  Pleas  has  made 
hit  Ntom  under  the  Parliamentary  Elections  Aot,  1868, 
of  the  number  of  petitions  presented,  with  the  result  of 
trial.  This  is  a  return  which  is  interesting  to  non-legal 
as  well  ■■  to  legal  readers,  and  we  therefore  add  a  table 
showiog  the  return  for  1869  as  well  as  for  1870: 

1870  1869 

Petitiooi  presented  ...      6  74 

„        declared  void      ...      2  13 

K        declared  valid      ...      2  28 

„        not  yet  tried       ...      I  — 

„       withdrawn         by 

judge's  order  ...    —  26 

„       filed,      but        no 

security  given...    —  7 

„       proceedings  stayed 

by  rule  of  Court    —  1 

The  petitions  under  this  Aot  will  naturally  be  a  flno- 
taacing  quantity  dependent  on  general  eleotiona  and  on 
tlia  number  of  seats  becoming  vacant  from  time  to  time. 
In  respMtof  these  petitions  the  bills  of  costs  presented  for 
taxation  amounted  in  1870  to  £16,499,  and  in  1869  to 
438,1 18. 

The  returns  of  the  Associates  of  the  three  superior 
Courts  of  Common  Law,  and  of  the  clerks  of  assize  and 
(ha  olerln  of  the  Crown,  show  that  the  total  number  of 
r«maneta  from  the  year  1869  was  294,  and  that  2,212 
«»•««  were  entered  for  trial  at  Westminster ;  that  1,061 
of  tbM6  were  withdrawn  or  stuck  out,  and  232  were 
•ndefended;  94  were  made  remanets,  and  169  were 
iMayed ;  and  the  number  of  defended  oases  tried  at  West- 
Mlnster  was  972.  There  were  1,188  causes  entered  for 
trial  at  Nisi  Prius,  of  which  849  were  tried,  317  were 
wf  tbdrawn  or  struck  out,  and  17  were  made  remanets.  In 
th«year  1869  the  number  of  remanets  from  1868  was  318; 
tfiM  eases  entered  for  trial  at  Westminster  were  2,810, 
th*r«  were  1,407  withdrawn  or  stmok  out,  356  were 
nn'lefended,  298  were  made  remanets,  and  1,067  were 
defended  and  tried.  All  tbeee  latter  numbers  are  larger 
than  tboM  of  1870.  There  were  entered  for  trial  at 
HM  Prinsin  1869  1,376  causes,  of  which  911  were  tried,  | 
iwid  431  were  withdrawn  or  struck  out,  leaving  34  I 
reaenet*.    AH  these  numbers  are  larger  than  those  of  j 


1870.  Besides  the  above,  there  were  inttw}wis;t 
entered  for  trial  286  oauses  from  the  Coman  ?lai  i 
Lancaster,  2  from  the  Common  Pleas  of  Duka,  al 

7  from  the  Court  of  Probate,  of  whidi  lU  va 
tried  and  77  withdrawn.  The  namberofeuMettsii 
in  1869  was  39  from  the  Common  Pleii  d  IsMiit, 

8  from  that  of  Durham,  and  3  from  the  Cosrt  o(  hi. 
bate,  of  which  34  were  tried. 

In  the  offices  of  the  several  conria  there  wen  H^ 
judgments  entered  up,  being  2,618  leas  than  ii  lii),ai 
2,817  less  than  in  1868.    At  Westminstsrud  oaoaa 
2,632  causes  were  entered  for  trial,  beiDg  %\t  \m  tk 
in  1869,  and  800  less  than  in  1868.    In  thtaot 
entered  for  trial  in  1868  the  verdict  was  for  the^hiB! 
in  1,530  instanoes,  and  for  the  defendant  in  3iC,uJti 
record  was  withdrawn   in   291.    The  total  sooiMr. 
eovered  in  1870  was  £869,608,  and  in  IKS  £4»^. 
There  were  17,726  writs  of  execution  iaseed  ii  K:. 
as  against  23,679  in  1869,  and  23,111  in  lift.  Uh 
for  a  new  trial  were  refused  in   137  oases,  lad  n  K 
oases  a  rule  nut  was  granted,  of  which  mlsi  saii  M  ws 
made  absolute  and  103  discharged,  and  in  1  aai^ii 
Court  was  divided.    There  is  but  little  vaiiatioa  ii 
numbers  from  those  for  1869,  the  balanee  1)eiii(i;a 
the  whole  in  favour  of  1870. 

To  the  72,660  write  of  anmmona  23,577 
were  entered,  as  before  atated,  the  lemaininf  4>,09]. 

67.5  percent,  of  the  causes  oommenoed,  may  be 
to  have  been  settled  between  the  parties.  Of  tlM 
which  appearances  were  entered,  3,395,  or  14.4  per  oat, 
were  entered  for  trial,  of  which  1,846,  or  54.3  (>  cd 
were  brought  to  trial,  tuid  of  this  number  232  vna 
defended.  There  remained  for  the  dsoisioa  of  i  jq 
only  2.6  per  cent,  of  all  the  cases  commenead  I?  va  I 
summons  ;  in  1869  the  proportion  was  2.8  pec  oeit.,u 
2.9  per  cent,  in  1868. 

In  judges'  chambers  the  number  of 
issued  was  62,764,  as  against  55,826  in  1W9,  u 
67,531  in  1868;  and  taking  the  whole  of  the  difita 
proceedings  in  all  the  chambers  of  the  three 
Courts  of  Common  Law,  it  appears  that  they  aaatei 
17,257  less  in  1870  than  in  1869. 

Proceeding^  in  error,  including  remanets  ha  i 
previous  year,  numbered  66,  as  against  63  is  18$^ 
these  it  appears  that  40  were  dispond  of,  ss  agtiaitU 
18S9,  and  16  were  remanets  or  atood  for  jodgiHot 

The  anitora'  fund  in  the  three  anperior  oonrti  aaMi 
at  the  beginning  of  the^ear  to  £112,890  ISl  SI,* 
during  the  year  there  waa  paid  in  the  sum  of  £lU,Mt  H 
making  a  total  of  £266,892  6s.  8d.  Out  of  thii  m  « 
paid  during  the  year  the  sum  of  £185,943  7>.  U,  U 
ing  a  balanoe  of  £69,448  19s.  as  the  anunat  of  iketa 
at  the  end  of  the  year.  The  amount  of  feei  i«mM 
stamps  to  the  81st  of  Uaroh,  1871,  was  £81,136  lCi« 
being  £10,161  14s.  lid.  less  than  in  the  yettafi 
8l8t  of  March.  1870,  sad  following  a  daereaee  ittiM 
4s.  9d.  in  the  previous  year.  Hie  paymeati  wi»  • 
salaries,  for  compensation  to  holders  of  abdideJe' 
for  rent,  ke.,  and  travelling  on  drouit,  ezcaiW ' 
amount  of  the  fees  reoeived  by  £20.638  10a.  H 

In  the  69  county  court  circuits  in  Eogland  h^  *■ 
in  which  courts  are  held  in  521  different  pliMt> 
were  issued  912,796  plaints  in  1870,  inclBdiar^^?* 
from  the  superior  courts.  Of  the  623^*0  eaasM* 
mined,  921  were  tried  by  a  jury,  and  in  SOS,TM  ti*  1 
the  verdict  waa  for  &»  plaintiff.  In  the  year  IW«^ 
plaints  numbered  940,986,  the  causes  deteraisM^ 
646,978,  and  the  verdict  was  for  the  plaintiff  is  ^■\', 
cases.  The  courts  sat  on  8,085  da;s  in  1»T0.  *«jr 
more  than  in  1869.  The  average  numbw of  aas**^ 
mined  for  each  day  of  the  sittings  was  64.7,  a»%^ 

68.6  in  1869.  Judgment  summonaaa  wen  '^■.., 
113,411  oases,  and  61,474  of  diese  'webeai^i  *^ 
warrants  of  commitment  were  issued,  and  6^9J  "*"! 
were  imprisoned..  The  execntiona  i"«*iafuB*P~ 
were  179,822  in  number.  There  is  »  ^""^J^  ^ 
number  of  judgment  anmmoases  iasoed  of  lii***' 
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of  5,893  in  the  number  of  tbose  heard  ;  of  7,962  in  the 
warmata  of  oommitment  issued,  and  of  3,112  in  the 
nnmber  of  debtors  imprisoned.  There  were  31  more 
•zeoationa  against  goods  issued  in  1870  than  in  1869. 
The  total  amount  for  whioh  plaints  were  entered  was 
£2,644,762  in  1870,  and  £2,622,665  in  1869.  On 
original  hearing  the  amount  .reooTered  was  ^1,321,223 
in  1870,  and  £1,326,901  in  1869  ;  the  oosta  amounted  to 
;C62,319  and  £60,274  respectiTely,  and  the  amount  of 
fees  on  all  proceedings  was  £352,846  in  1870,  and 
£357,494  in  1869. 

The  equitable  jurisdiction  of  the  county  oonrta  oon- 
fened  by  the  Aot  28  k  29  Vict,  a  99,  may  now  be  sup- 
posed to  have  arrived  at  the  stage  in  which  the  business 
transaoted  has  ceased  to  be  influenced  by  considerations 
which  affected  it  in  its  earliest  times.  The  year  1870 
was  the  fifth  year  during  whioh  equity  jurisdiction  has 
been  exercised  by  the  oonnty  courts,  and  the  following 
table,  showing  the  amount  of  the  business  for  that  year 
and  the  two  years  preceding,  gives  a  fair  average  view 
ol  the  working  of  the  Aot  so  far  as  indicated  by  the  use 
made  of  it : — 

1870.     1869.     1868. 
Total  nnmber  of  equitable  sniia  or 

proceedings '  ...     668        750         679 

Number  of  plaints  entered — 
For  administration  of  estates  ...     212        248         23S 
For  the  execution  of  trusts      ...       84         64  54 

For  foreclosure  or  redemption  or 

forenforoinganychargeorlien     143        120         104 
For  specific  performance  ...     ...       90        116  87 

For  delivery  up  or  canceUing 
any  agfreement  for  sale  or  pur- 
chase          8  10  8 

For  the  dissolution  or  winding 

up  of  a  partnersliip    58  61  54 

KnmDer  of  petitions   or   notices 
filed      132        116        116 

1,335     1,474      1,337 
The  number  of  appeals  to  the  Court  of  Ohanoery  was 
6  in  1870  and  9  in  1869. 

Th«  Admiralty  juriadiotion  exertsised  by  the  oonnty 
oonrta  and  the  City  of  Iiondon  Court  respeotlTely  ze- 
•ulted  as  fbllowi : — 

City  of  Iiondon 
County  Courts.  Court. 

1870.    1869.      1870.    1869. 
Tetal  nnmler  of  admiralty 
suits  or  proceedings    ...    375       337         147        125 

Arrests  of  vessels     144         99  43  45 

Final  decrees    131       123  63         40 

Amount  of  fees £1501  £1278      X494     £439 

Suite  or  prooeedinj;  pending      68        69  72         44 

Appeals       13  3  6 

Tianafexxed   to  the  High 
Court  of  Admiralty      6  2  6 

Under  the  Act  81  Jt  32  Yict.  o.  71  admiralty  jurisdic- 
tion may  be  conferred  on  any  oounty  court,  and  accord. 
ingly  86  oounty  courts  have  been  appointed  to  have 
admiralty  jurisdiction.  This  jurisdiction  having  been 
in  operatitsn  for  two  years  only  it  will  appear  clearly 
from  the  foregoing  table  what  has  been  the  extent  to 
vrhioh  anitors  have  availed  themselves  of  it. 

In  tlie  City  of  London  Court  12,578  plaints  were 
entered  «m  against  16,801  in  1869  ;  44  oases  were  trans- 
ferred from  the  superior  courts  as  against  57  in  1869. 
rbe  oaaaes  determined  were  6,697,  of  which  nnmber 
50  -vrere  decided  by  a  jury.  The  Court  sat  on  137  days  as 
tfrainst  193  in  1869.  In  every  item  of  the  retorus  of 
ihis  Court  there  appears  a  marked  decrease  in  the  amount 
>f  boBinees.  There  was  also  a  small  amount  of  equity 
tnaineaa  in  the  City  of  London  Court  comprised  in  9 
aits  and  a  total  of  15  proceedings  as  against  20  in  1869. 
Of  tlie  26  oonrta  of  looal  jurisdiction  only  19  trans- 
oted.  wmy  business  during  the  year  1870.  In  two  of 
hose  ootuts  only  one  plaint  was  entered  in  each.  In 
lie  Son  Awark  Conrt  of  Beoord  8  plaints  were  entered 
I  1870,  batin  1869  there  were  no  proceedings.    In  the 


Salford  Hundred  Court  of  Record  7.950  writs  were  issued 
in  1870  for  nn  aggregate  amount  of  £97,552  as  against 
8,301  writs  for  an  aggregate  of  £111,723  in  1869.  For 
the  remaining  courts  the  total  number  of  plaints  entered 
in  1870  was  4,898  for  an  aggregate  amount  of  £102,428 
as  against  5,845  plaints  for  an  aggregate  amount  of 
;£177,286  in  1869.  With  the  exception  of  the  Liverpjul 
Conrt  of  Passage  and  the  Salford  Hundred  Court  of 
Record  the  business  of  all  these  courts  of  local  jarirdio- 
tion  appears  to  be  very  small,  and  the  resort  of  suitors  t'> 
them  is  evidently  on  the  decrease. 

In  the  Lord  Mayor's  Conrt,  London,  the  nnmber  of  actions 
entered  in  1870  was  14,944,  exoeediog  the  number  for 
the  previous  year  by  1,982.  The  nnmber  of  foreign 
attachments  issued  was  1,109  for  a  total  amount  of 
£1,159,427,  as  against  995  for  £375,487  in  1869.  On 
the  equity  side  of  the  court  there  were  nine  bills  of  com- 
plaint, being  2  more  than  in  1869.  There  is  a  steady  in- 
crease in  the  business  of  this  conrt. 

In  the  Court  of  the  Vice-Warden  of  the  Stannarie't 
there  were  in  Equity  21  peitions,  32  interlocutory  order*, 
59  registrars'  summonses,  orders  and  certificates,  and  15 
registrars'  reports ;  in  the  year  1869  there  were  26 
petitions,  86  interloontory  oi^era,  116  summonses,  &o., 
and  17  registrars'  reports.  Under  the  common  law 
jurisdiction  there  were  in  Cornwall  6  writs  issued  as 
against  8  in  1869  ;  in  Devon  there  were  no  proceedings 
at  common  law.  There  were  16  petitions  for  winding  up 
under  the  Companies  Act,  and  8  orders  for  winding  up 
were  made ;  in  1869,  the  numbers  were  26  and  14. 
There  were  still  pending  142  petitions  for  winding-up. 
In  1870  there  were  five  appeals,  and  3  in  1869.  The 
total  amount  of  debts  claimed  and  adjudicated  upon  was 
£15,858  in  1870,  as  against  £28,798  in  1869. 

The  last  return  made  under  the  Bankruptcy  Act,  1861, 
was  for  the  year  ending  the  11th  Oct.,  1869  ;  the  Bank- 
ruptcy Act,  1869  (32  k  38  Yict.  c.  71),  came  into  opera- 
tion on  the  Ist  of  January,  1870.  During  the  period 
between  the  11th  October,  1869,  and  the  Ist  January, 
1870,  there  were  4,442  adjudications  in  bankruptcy. 
This  is  a  very  large  nnmber  for  a  period  of  less  than 
three  months,  seeing  that  in  the  whole  of  the  year  ending 
the  11th  of  October,  1869,  there  were  only  10,896  ad- 
judications. 

Under  the  Bankruptoy  Aot,  1869,  the  return  is  for 
the  whole  of  the  year  1870,  and  shows  that  in  that  period 
1,351  adjudications  in  bankruptoy  were  made,  105  were 
annulled,  18  l>ankrnptoiea  were  closed,  and  1,228  were 
pending.  The  total  liabilities  of  these  bankrupts  amounted 
to  £7,982,620,  and  the  estimated  assets  to  £8,066,832  ; 
but  the  assets  realised  only  reached  the  sum  of 
£1,100,449  Ss.  6d.,  but  in  the  large  number  of  bank- 
raptoiee  still  pending  it  is  reasonable  to  expeot  a  large 
addition  to  this  amount.  Out  of  the  sum  realised 
£811,795  7s.  4d.  was  paid  away  as  dividends.  Under 
the  heading  of  liquidation  by  arrangement  it  appears  that 
there  were  4,288  petitions  filed,  2,035  resolutions  re- 
gistered, 631  resolutions  for  disoharge,  and  that  the  gross 
amount  of  debts  in  these  oases  was  £6,230,287.  There 
were  also  1,616  oases  in  which  a  composition  was  made 
with  creditors  for  debts  amounting  in  gross  to  £3,298,622, 
and  that  the  gross  amount  of  the  assets  in  these  oases 
was  £1,180,753.  In  only  156  oases  did  the  composition 
exceed  lOs.  in  the  pound.  During  the  year  there 
were  59  bankruptcy  appeals  to  the  Conrt  of  Appeal  in 
Chancery  ;  in  20  oases  the  decision  of  the  Court  of 
Bankruptcy  was  affirmed,  in  24  reversed,  and  in  6  varied; 
9  appetjs  were  withdrawn  or  pending.  The  number  of 
appeals  to  the  Chief  Judge  in  Bankruptcy  was  59  ;  in 
14  appeals  the  Chief  Judge  affirmed  the  decision  of  the 
Registrar,  and  reversed  or  varied  it  in  19;  there  were  15 
appeals  withdrawn  or  pending.  In  returns  under  the  late 
Banicruptoy  Act  we  always  found  one  from  the  Accountant 
in  Bankruptcy,  showing  the  entire  revenue  and  expen- 
diture of  the  Court,  but  in  the  retnmit  for  1 870  Uiere 
is  no  equivalent  given  for  this,  and  we  are  therefore 
deprived  of  a  most  interesting  item  of  informatton. 
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LEGISLATION  OF  THB  TBAB  1871. 
Cap.  LXIU. — An  Aet  to  amend  th*  Urn  reipteting  tht 
granting  of  cKarttrt  in  eortain  eaus. 
No  one  bat  the  Crown  or  Parliament  oan  create  •  bodj 
corporate,  excepting  indeed  each  penoni  as  have  already 
had  that  power  granted  to  them  by  charter;  snob,  for 
initanoe,  ai  the  Chancellor  of  the  UniTeraity  of  Oxford, 
who  already  has  by  charter  the  power  of  erecting 
corporations,  and  has  repeatedly  ezeroised  it.  The 
modern  nsage  as  to  applications  for  charters  ia  that  ap- 
plications are  referred  by  the  Sovereign  to  the  Privy 
Council,  who  report  on  the  application.  The  present 
statute  provides  that  a  copy  of  every  application  for  a 
charter  for  a  college  or  nniversity,  which  may  hereafter 
be  xo  refnsed,  shall  be  laid  before  both  Honaes  of  Parliar 
inent  not  less  than  thirty  days  before  the  Privy  Cooncil 
present  their  report. 

Cap.  hXYL—An  Act  to  anund  tht  Ian  relating  to  private 

chapelt,  and  to  chapelt  belonging  to  eolleget,  lehoolt, 

honpitaU,  and  other  public  initUvtiom. 

This  Act  empowers  the  ordinary  to  lioense  elergymen 

to  minister  in  private  chapels  (eonaeorated  or  nnoon- 

recrated)  of  inntitations,  as  he  might  already  license  tbam 

fur  chapels  belonging  to  private  individnals;    bot  the 

minister  is  not  to  solemnise  marriages. 

Cap.  LZVII. — An  Act  to  anund  the  Municipal  Cor- 
poration Act  of  1869,  n>ith  retpeet  to  the  diciMon  of 
burovghi  into  nardi. 

The  first  part  of  the  amended  statnte  (22  Vict.  o.  36, 
which  by  the  way  is  headed  in  the  statute  book  the 
Municipal  Elections  Act,  althongh  by  the  ISth  section 
it  is  provided  that  it  may  be  quoted  by  the  title  used  in 
the  amending  Act)  provides  for  the  division  of  boroughs 
into  wards  (or  for  the  alteration  of  ezistiDg  wards)  upon 
petition  by  the  council  of  theboroogh  to  the  magistrates, 
XTnderjseotion  2  a  barrister  is  then  appointed  by  the  senior 
judge  of  assize  to  set  ont  the  words  and  apportion  the 
number  of  councillors  among  tbam.  Section  3  concerns 
varions  statatory  powers  which  the  barrister  is  to  have,  and 
provides  for  bis  remuneration  ont  of  the  borongh  fnnd. 
And  section  4  purported  to  provide  the  manner  in  which 
the  coancillors  are  to  go  out  of  ofBoe  subsequently  to  the 
firot  November  election  of  oonncillors  after  the  division 
or  alteration.  This  section  i,  however,  was  very  difficult 
tu  anderstand,  and  the  present  amending  Act  repeals  it 
and  substitutes  another.  The  new  section  enacts  that 
the  revising  barrister  is  to  apportion  all  the  ooonoiUors{ 
nud  in  the  case  of  an  alteration  of  the  wards  he  is  to  ad- 
just  so  that,  as  far  as  may  be,  each  connoillor  shall 
cniitinne  to  represent  as  large  a  number  as  possible  of 
hi«  former  oou8tituent(>. 

The  amending  Act  seemn  imbued  with  some  of  the  un- 
certainty which  was  to  be  found  in  the  repealed  section. 
It  is,  however,  preferable  to  it,  in  this  respect,  that  it 
fiuts  the  eolation  of  its  difficultiej  upon  the  bairister  to 
i>e  appointed  under  the  Act,  and  his  decision  apparently 
is  to  be  final. 

Thus,  although  his  task  in  carrying  out  the  Aot  will 
not  be  an  easy  one,  there  will  be  no  farther  difBcnlties 
after  he  has  made  his  award  or  certifloate. 

Cap.  LZX. — An  Act  for  conttUuting  a  Local  Cfovemment 
Board  and  vetting  therein  certain  funetiont  of  the 
Seeretary  of  State  and  Prim/  Ckmneil  eoneeming  the 
public  health  and  local  govemmeut,  together  nith  the 
poteen  and  dutiet  of  the  Poor  Lam  Board. 

It  is  BufBcient  in  this  place  to  say  of  this  Aot  that  it 
abolishes  the  Poor  Law  Board  and  transfers  its  powers 
•ud  dnties  and  its  staff  to  a  new  board  to  be  called  the 
Liical  Government  Board,  In  addition  to  the  functions 
of  the  old  Poor  Law  Board  the  Looal  (jk)vemment  Board 
ate  to  have  the  powers  and  duties  vested  in  and  impoaed 
on  the  Secretaries  of  States  and  Privy  Council  under  a 
number  of  Ktatutes  (enumerated  in  two  schedules),  re- 


specting registration  of  births,  &&,  pablio  hotlth,  ;«tli» 
improvements,  &o.,  &o. 

Cap.  LXXI.— An  Act   te  awiend  the  AdH*  i^Orariii 
Aet,  1865. 
An  Aot  was  passed  in  1860  to  promote  the  estaiUA- 
ment  of  public  free  libraries.     That  Act  was  repialsd  ii 
1866,  and  an  Aet  of  the  latter  year  substitatsd  (U  k  19 
Vict.  0.  70),  by  which   the  snbjeet  has  hitherto  Ixea 
govwned.    The  Aet  of  1866  anthorisss  the  fomatiH  <i 
libraries    in    Mnnioipal    Borooghm    ImprovsMot  ie( 
districts,  or  pariahea  nnmbering  over  6,000  InhihUMl^ 
upon  votes  of  moi«  than  two-thirds  of  Oa  rat^qm 
preeent  at  a  meeting  eonvened,  in  the  mnnieipal  bone^ 
by  the  mayor  at  the  request  of  the  town  oonndli  ia 
districts  under  Improvement  Acts  by  the  board  stfte 
request  of  ten  ratepayers;  and  in  p«rialias  by  tte  oi«r- 
seera  of  the  poor  at  the  reqneet  of  ten  latspayen.  Tit 
library  and  its  management  to  be  veatsd  in  the  &n 
oases  above  mentioned  in  the  town  ooundl,  the  baai<,iE 
certain  commissioners  deoted  in  vestry.      The  sxfaoM 
of  adopting  or  carrying  the  Act  into  exeoutian  tc  lis  pn- 
vided  for  by  a  rate  in  the  nature  of  a  poor-mtt,  W 
made  at  a  lower  assessment  and  limited  in  amonnt.  8» 
tion  16  provided  that  for  the  purpoees  of  thiintatbe 
clauses  and  powers  of  the  Towns  Improvement  Aot,  IMi 
(10  Jc  11  Vict,  c.  84),  should  apply,  but  the  pieaontAtf 
is  intended  to  substitute  in  districts  under  Local  6<naa- 
ment.'Acts  the  powers  of  the  Looal  Qovemmeot  Bosii  <or 
the  district.    The  present  Act  also  widens  somewbat  tie 
power  under  the  Aot  of  1866  of  borrowing  on  ssouitroi 
rates. 

Cap.  LZXrV.— An  Aet  to  abolith  dagi  of  jraee  t»ti< 
eate  of  MUt  of  exchange  and  promiiterg  ntUt  ^*^ 
at  tight  or  on  preientation. 

This  Aot  enaots  that  for  all  purposes  whatever,  indod- 
ing  stamp  duty,  a  bill  of  exohange  or  prominoiynott, 
drawn  after  the  passing  of  the  Aot  (lltb  Aagaet,ljn), 
and  purporting  to  be  payable  at  aight  or  on  pressatafios, 
shall  be  deemed  to  be  payable  on  demand.  Hie  milt 
seeme  to  be  that  as  to  the  case  of  promisaoty  notei  Uu 
title  of  the  Aet  wiU  fairly  describe  th^  ^ole  altBitiBi 
effected  in  the  law.  Promissory  notes  payable  on  dMUid 
and  at  sight  do  not  substantially  differ  except  that  in  tke 
one  case  it  is  clear  there  are  no  days  of  grace,  while  ii 
the  other  case,  as  also  with  bills  payable  at  sight,  thi 
authoritiea  say  that  it  is  doubtful  whether  daya  of  giM 
can  be  demanded,  but  that  the  better  opinioa  ii  thit 
they  can.  The  doubt  has  existed  so  long  withnt  u; 
one  caring  to  have  it  decided  by  raising  it  in  a  oosit  d 
law,  that  it  may  be  assumed  to  have  been  piailiall; 
solved.  Certain^  is,  however,  always  deeirable,  sod  il  ii 
now  obtained.  It  is  somewhat  ourioue,  however,  t^ 
the  case  in  which  the  Legislature  «hOBld  first  aboUA  bj* 
at  grace  is  the  only  one  in  which  it  ia  Mqr,  or  i*^ 
possible,  to  invent  a  pUuuiUe  argument  in  favonroit^ 
existence.  Why  a  man  aooepting  a  bill  at  two  aostti 
should  have  two  months  and  three  days  to  paj  so  o« 
can  say,  but  reasons  might  be  snggeated  why  s  mss  »- 
cepting  a  bill  drawn  on  him  at  sight  should  bs  sUon^ 
three  days  after  aooeptanoe  before  the  payment  iiece- 
sidered  due.  Where  this  is  wished,  however,  tiie  ^ 
may  be  made  payable  so  many  days  after  sight,  On^ 
this  would  now  involve  a  heavier  stamp.  IntheeaNoiliS' 
of  exohange,  however,  the  aboliti<m  of  the  days  of  giw  » 
by  no  means  the  only,  and  perhaps  not  the  niaet  importwt, 
alteration  of  the  law.  Bills  at  sight  will  now  anlympiir 
a  penny  stamp  whatever  their  amount,  and  not  u  i' 
valorett  stamp.  This  is  a  concession  of  ooDsteilfe 
importanoe,  and  in  a  modified  form  the  benefit  oiitv 
extended  to  bills  drawn  between  the  first  of  JaaniT 
last  and  the  passing  of  the  Act,  by  the  4th  seetioe,  ^i^ 
enaots  that  snob  bills,  if  improperly  stamped,  naj  te  li- 
mitted  in  evidenoe  on  payment  of  the  difference  b^nB 
the  amount  of  the  atamp  they  bear  and  that  wUA  iMf 
should  have  borne.  There  is  another  point,  biweiWi  ° 
which  the  law  as  to  bills  payable  at  sight  will  tfpu'm 
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w  altered,  and  that  U  by  the  abolition  of  the  neoenity  for 
)naentment  for  aooeptanoe.  It  would  seem  that  If  they 
tre  to  be  deemed  for  all  parpoeee  ae  payable  on  demand, 
hey  may  be  at  onoe  presented  for  payment  without  any 
mepUnoe.  "  Sigfht,"  in  law  (as  applied  to  a  bill  of 
uohao^),  meant  not  simply  oonlar  inspection  of  the 
locnment,  bat  aooeptanoe  or  protest  for  non-aooeptanoe 
11  the  case  may  be.  In  the  oase  of  notes,  howerer,  it  at 
ireaenc  means  maoh  the  same  as  "demand."  It  has  been 
leld  that  a  merohant  to  whom  a  bill  of  exohangfe  at  or 
ftet  sight  is  presented  for  aooeptanoe  is  entitled  to 
irenty-foar  hooia  to  oonsider  whether  he  will  aooept  or 
ot  It  would  seem  that  this  will  not  be  the  oase  for  the 
itaie,  and  if  the  drawee  aboold  ask  time  for  considera- 
ion,  it  may  be  questionable  whether  the  holder  oould 
rant  it  without  plaoing  himself  at  a  oonsiderable  dis- 
Iranta^  as  regards  his  duty  of  giring  notice  of  dishonour 
>  prior  parties.  As  regards  foreigrn  bills  (which  pro- 
ibly  oonstitnte  the  majority  of  bills  at  sight),  of  oonrse 
isse  questions  may  depend  upon  the  leie  looi  contraetut, 
id  not  upon  our  English  law.  It  seems  by  no  means 
apostibto  that  this  Act  may  give  rise  to  questions  which 
s  title  at  all  erents,  or  eren  a  hasty  perusal  of  the  text, 
onld  never  suggest. 

AP.  LXXVIII.— Xn  Aet  to  antitd  the  tam  rttptoHng  the 

impeetion  and  refutation  of  railivofi. 
There  haTC  been  seTerid  Bsilway  Begnlatioli  Aets 
isaed  between  1840  and  the  present  year.  The  reader 
robably  remembers  the  Bailw«y  Begulation  Act  of 
368  (31  k  82  Yiot.  o.  119),  upon  which  we  commented 
;  some  length  (12  S.  J.  1028).  A  BaUwajs  Bill  was 
itrodnoed  into  Parliament  last  session  by  Sir  H.  Selwya- 
tbetaon,  which,  besides  rarioua  commendable  cl*ases 
Mat  signalling  and  so  forth,  contained  some  proritions 
>c  a  special  tribunal  to  assess  compensation  for  accidents 
id  a  limitation  of  companies'  liabilify.  The  principle 
'  the  latter  prorisions  will,  we  hope,  never  be  adopted 
r  Parliament.  Sir  H.  Selwyn-Ibbetson's  bill,  however, 
u  withdrawn  on  the  introduction  by  the  Oovemment 
the  bill  of  which  the  present  Act  is  the  enactment. 
The  Act,  in  the  first  place,  provides  for  a  systamatio 
quiry,  by  inspectors  appointed  by  the  Board  of  Trade, 
to  every  railway  accident  (as  defined  by  dause  6). 
ithertothe  only  inquiry  which  could  take  place  was 
e  coroner's  inquest,  and  that,  of  course,  only  where  the 
oideBt  had  proved  fatal 

Besides  ordinary  inquiries  into  the  causes  of  accidents, 
•  Board  of  Trade  are  empowered  to  order  an  inspection 

a  railway  generally,  though  no  accident  may  have 
ppened.  The  inspectors  are  empowered  for  the  pur- 
ses  of    their    inspection    to    examine    every    part 

the  railway  and  its  stations,  plant  and 
whiaeryi  they  may  summon  the  attendance  of  all 
iployds  of  the  company,  and  may  require  the  produc- 
n  of  any  books  and  documents  they  may  think  neoes- 
7.  In  the  oase  of  accidents  the  Board  are  empowered 
section  7  to  direct,  if  they  see  eanse, "  a  more  formal 
restigatlon,"  and  may  "  direct  the  county  court  judge, 
pendiary  magistrate,  metropolitan  police  magistrate, 

other  parson  or  persona  named  in  the  ordei  to 
Id  the  stune  with  the  assistance  of  an  inspector  or 
y  other  aaeeaaor  or  asaeston  named  in  the  order." 
is  mora  formal  inquiry  is  to  be  held  *'  in  open  court," 
1  with  power  of  examining  witnesses  on  oath.  When 
croner  is  abont  to  hold  an  inquest  on  an  aoddent  case, 
inspeotor  waj  be  sent  to  act  as  his  assessor. 
Ul  railway  companies  are,  under  penalties,  required 
notify  thair  aooidents  to  the  Board  of  Trade;  and  by 
>ther  part  of  the  Act  oompaniea  are,  under  psmalty,  to 
niah  annual  vatuma  of  capital,  traffic,  and  working  ex- 
iditnn. 

There  are  olanses  providing  punishments  for  persons 
o,  after  tender  of  their  expenses,  and  without  "  reason- 
e  exenae  "  (onut  probandi  on  themselves),  disobey  an 
pector  or  oonrt's  summons  to  attend;  and  also  punish- 


meats  for  mischievous  boys  who  fling  stones,  <co.,  on  rail* 
ways,  with  some  minor  provisions. 

The  first  section  provides  that  the  Act  shall  be  con- 
strued as  one  with  the  Bail  ways  Begulation  Aqt,  1868, 
and  some  other  special  Acts,  and  that  those  Acts  and 
this  Act  may  be  cited  together  as  the  Begulation  of  Bail- 
ways  Acts,  1840  to  1871.  Thus  the  Act  of  1889  (82  k 
88  Yiot.  0.  6),  which  repealed  part  of  the  Act  of  1868, 
is  exduded,  though  the  matter  is  not  of  much  importance. 

Cap.  LXXIX. — An  Aet-  to  preteot  the  foodt  of  lodjer$ 
agaiiut  diitretiet  for  rent  due  to  the  luperior  landlord . 

"  Whereas,  lodgers  are  subjected  to  great  loss  and  in- 
justice by  the  exercise  of  the  power  possessed  by  the 
superior  landlord  to  levy  a  distress  on  their  furniture, 
goods,  and  chattels  for  arrears  of  rent  due  to  such 
superior  landlord  by  his  immediata  lessee  or  tenant," 
this  Act,  which  was  preceded  by  several  impracticable 
impossible  bills  aimed  at  the  same  object,  is  intended  to 
supply  a  remedy. 

The  Aet  does  not  simply  assimilate  the  case  of  distress 
to  that  of  an  execution,  in  which  case  the  levy  itself  on 
the  lodger's  goods  on  an  execution  against  his  landlord 
is  actionable;  but  it  provides  that  on  the  lodger's  goods 
being  distrained  for  rent  doe  to  the  superior  landlord,  the 
lodger  may  serve  the  superior  landlord,  or  the  bailiff  or 
agent  employed,  with  a  deolaration  (accompanied  by  an 
inventory)  stating  that  the  goods  are  the  lodger's.  The 
declaration  will  also  state  what  (if  any)  rent  is  owing  by 
the  lodger  to  his  own  landlord,  and  the  lodger  "  may  " 
pay  that  to  the  superior  landlord  in  discharge  of  the 
debt  due  to  him.  If  the  distress  is  persisted  in  after 
this,  the  lodger  may  apply  to  a  stipendiary  magistrate  or 
to  two  justices  of  the  peace  to  order  the  restoration  of 
his  goods;  the  bench  will  inquire  into  the  case  and 
"  make  snob  order  for  the  recovery  of  the  goods  or  other- 
wise" as  they  may  think  fit.  And  the  superior  landlord 
is  also  to  be  liable  to  an  action  at  law  for  persisting  with 
the  distress  after  the  forms  of  the  Act  have  been  complied 
with,  but  not  for  the  original  seizure,  and  in  such  action 
the  truth  of  the  declaration  and  inventory  may  also  be  in- 
quired into.  The  Act  might  reasonably  have  given  tho 
superior  landlord,  in  lieu  of  what  he  now  loites,  the  power 
of  attaching  in  the  hands  of  the  lodger  the  future  rent 
as  it  accrues  doe  from  him  to  his  immediate  landlord. 
It  does  not,  however,  seem  even  to  be  compulsory  on  the 
lodger  to  pay  to  the  superior  landlord  his  arrears  dn« 
at  the  time  of  the  levy.  The  3rd  section  provides  that 
any  payment  ao  made  as  above  by  the  lodger  to  the 
superior  landlord  shall  be  deemed  a  valid  payment  as 
against  his  own  landlord. 

The  Act  does  not  attempt  any  definition  of  what  is  a 
"  lodger  "  ;  a  question  which  has  much  exercised  revising 
barristers  and  registration  agents,  and  which  even  in- 
duced Byles,  J.,  in  Barnet  v.  Peteri  (17  W.  B.  970, 
L.  B.  4  0.  P.  689),  to  declare  that  he  should  abstain 
from  all  pnhlio  attempts  at  making  the  definition. 


BECSKT  DECISIONS. 


EQUITT. 

Dnaorou'  QvAunoATiom— Paid-vp  Shabw. 

He  Bmpire  Atturanee    Corporation,  Leehe'i  eaie,  Ia.}., 

19W.B.  664. 

We  noticed  this  case  after  it  was  decided  by  the  Vice- 

Ohancellor  {trnte  p.  806).     The  decision  has  now  been 

affirmed  by  the  Lord  Justices,  and  seems  to  point  to 

this  oondnsion,  that  a  person  who  agrees  to  become  a 

director  of  a  company,  and  must  therefore  be  taken  to 

know  what  the  qualification  of  a  direotor  is,  is  estopped 

from   saying  that   he  has  not  consented  to  beoome  a 

shareholder  of  the    company   in   respect    of  so   many 

shares  as  make  up  the  quiUlfioation.      The  priooipii 

ditferenoe    between    this    caae     and  the    Marquii    of 

Abereom't  eate  (10  W.  B,  648)  appears  to  be  Uiat  the 
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MarqnU  of  Aberoora  had  not  aoted  u  a  director,  nor  bad 
he  any  direct  notice  that  the  holding  of  anjr  share*  was 
neoeasary  to  a  director,  and  the  Conrt  of  Appeal  were 
unwilling  to  pnt  him  on  the  list  of  oontiibatories  solely 
on  the  ground  of  oonstmctiTe  notice.  Leehit  oats 
resembles  Re  Di$dtri  <(■  Ci>.  (19  W.  B.  176),  where  sereral 
persons  beoame  directors  of  the  company  at  the  reqoest 
of  the  promoter,  who  agreed  to  qualify  them,  and  accord- 
ingly gaTB  each  of  them  a  cheque  for  the  amount  of  his 
proper  r  umber  of  shares,  with  which  he  paid  the  aeoretary 
for  BQob  shares,  and  the  oash  part  of  the  price  agreed  to 
be  given  to  the  promoter  was  immediately  af  terwardspaid 
by  the  secretary  handing  back  the  Tery  same  cheques  to  the 
promoter,  in  aocordanoe  with  an  understanding  between 
all  parties  to  that  effect.  In  Leehe't  eau,  however,  there 
WM  no  suggestion  that  Admiral  Leeke  was  in  any  way 
party  or  privy  to  the  device  whereby  it  was  attempted 
to  treat  his  shares  as  fully  paid  up.  He  could  not  be 
heard  to  say  that  he  was  not  a  shareholder,  because  he  had 
agreed  to  become  a  director,  and  he  could  not  be  heard  to 
lay  that  his  shares  were  folly  paid  up,  because  he  was  not, 
nor  were  his  executors,  entitled  to  avail  themselves  of  the 
fraud  of  the  promoter.  Besides,  aocording  to  the  dictum 
in  Stoek'$  ease  (12  W.  B.  996),  a  qualification  cannot  be 
obtained  by  means  of  nominallv  paid-up  shares,  but  the 
director  must  pay  for  them  either  in  money  or  in  money's 
worth,  and  a  juggle  of  the  character  disclosed  in  Leehe'e 
eaie,  and  Se  Ditderi  Jt  Co.,  will  not  supply  the  place  of 
actual  payment^  whether  the  director  receiving  the  shares 
be  privy  or  not  to  the  fraud. 


Fbaotiob  or  Trahsfbb  of  Fubuo-Houbx  Liobnobs— 
Oenbbal  LicBMsmo  Act,  9  Gbo.  IV.  o.  61. 
QtnUt  T.  OaU,  H.B.,  19  W.  B.  866. 
This  was  a  singular  case.     The  exeoutors  of  a  deoeased 
publican,  instead  of  obtaining  a  protection  order  under 
the   14th    section  of   the   (General  Lioensing  Act,    re- 
newed the  expiring  licence  in  the  name  of  the  publican, 
ignoring  the  fact  of  his  death.     Accordingly  when  the 
house  was  about  to  be  sold,  and   the  change-day  came, 
the  purchaser  took  the  objection  that  the  contract  could  not 
be  completed,  because  the  licence  stood  in  the  name  of  a 
dead  man  and  was  therefore  no  licence  at  all.     It  is  well 
settled  that  on  the  sale  and  purchase  of  a  licensed  pablic- 
house  time  is  of  the  essence  of  the  oontraol  {Day  v.  Luhke, 
16  W.  B.  717,  L.  B.  5  Eq.  886,  following  Dakin  v.  pope, 
3  Buss.  170,  and  Seaton  v.  Mapp,  2  Ooll.  656)  became  it 
U  one  of  those  oases  in   which  vacant  possession  on  or 
before  a  particular  day  is  essential  (iVvAM  v.  Kilmorey,  1 
De  O.  k   Sm.  444) ;    wherefore,  if  on  the  d«y  of  tjie 
"  change,"  as  it  is  called  in  the  trade,  the  vendor  is  not  in 
a  position  to  procure  a  transfer  of  the  licence,  the  pui- 
ohaser  is  entitled  to  repudiate  the  contract.      In  Day  v. 
Luhlte  {tup.)  it  was  held  that  where  the  conditions  of 
sale  are  silent  on  the  subjeot,  or  in  the  absence  of  an 
express  stipulation  to  the  oontrary,  the  purchaser  is  en- 
titied  to  a  transfer  under  the  11th  ecotion  of  the  Oeneral 
Lioensing  Act  (9  Geo.  4,  c  61),  and  it  is  not  enough  if 
the  vendor  be  only  in  a  position  to  procure  a  transfer 
under  the  14th  section.    The  transfer  under  the  4th  and 
1 1  th  sections   is    effected    either    by  an  endorsement 
b/  the  jnstioes,  or  by  the  grant  of  a  new  licence  in 
the  terms  of  the  notice  of  the  incomer's  intention   to 
apply  for  a  licence  ;  and    under   it  the   transfer  of  a 
lioenoe  is  a  matter  of  course   at  the  expiration  of  the 
five  days  required  by  the  Act,  unless  the  magiiitrateB  have 
information  that  the  proposed  transferee  is  an  objeotion- 
able  person.     But  the  14th  section,  according  to  Chief 
JuHtice  Bovill,  in  Clay  den  t.  Oreen  (16  W.  B.  1126, 
L.  B.  8.  C.  P.  511,  619),  applies  to  various  contingencies ; 
for  example,  to  the  case  of  the  death,  infirmity,  bank- 
ruptcy, or  insolvency  of  the  person  licensed,  or  of  his 
omission  to  apply  for  the  renewal  of  his  licence,  or  of  the 
destruction  of  the  premises  by  fire,  tempest,  or  other  un- 
foreseen calamity  ;  and  it  eaaoUi  that  in  such  oases,  and 
in  such  cases  only,  it  shall  be  lawful  for  the  justices  in 


special  sessions  to  grant  a  lioenoe.  In  these  ossm  thmii 
an  inquiry  to  be  gone  into,  and  a  species  of  jndisiil  dii- 
cretion  to  be  exercised  by  the  magistrates ;  lo  that  t 
vendor  who  has  agreed  generally  to  assign  hit  litenoi 
must  do  so,  if  required,  under  the  11th  iectioD,iiidliiiiit 
entitled  to  bolster  up  his  title  by  taking  prootediiigi  to 
eflectnate  a  transfer  under  the  I4th  section. 

The  defendant,  therefore,  in  CaieU*  v.  BeU  {nf) 
would  have  been  entitled  to  repudiate  the  oontnot,  bit 
for  the  fact  that,  according  to  the  prael^as  of  the  Boo- 
ford  district,  within  which  the  pnblio-hoase  wsi  litaati, 
the  plaintiffs  were  able  to  make  a  safe  and  nnimpetohible 
title.  It  appears  to  be  the  practice  in  that  dlsMot,«ha 
a  publican  dies,  for  his  executors,  instead  of  obtsiniii  i 
protection  order  under  the  14th  section,  to  indoaettt 
licence,  and  their  endorsement  is  aooepted  u  i  nlid 
transfer  of  the  lioenoe,  which  is  accordingly  iwawtd  is 
the  name  of  the  purchaser.  This  cirounutanoe,  oooplid 
with  the  consideration  that  if  the  proceeding  wu  intgi- 
lar  the  penalty  would  have  fallen  ou  the  exeeaton, 
and  not  on  the  purchaser,  induced  the  Haitei  tke  of 
Bolls  to  decree  specific  performance. 


Bbqubbtb  towards  thb  Ebeotioh  or  EaDowun 

OF  OHUROHBt  Ain>  OHAPXLB. 

PraU  T.  Barvey,  V.O.W.,  19  W.  E.  950. 
It  m<y  be  regarded  as  established  that,  where  i  legie; 
is  (^ven  towards  the  erection  of  a  church  or  oh^iel,  ^ 
gfift  is  within  the  Statute  of  Mortmain,  and  ii  isniid, 
unless  the  acquisition  of  land  for  the  pnrposs  be  ex- 
cluded.   In  Booth  ▼.  Carter  (L.  B.  3  Eq.  757)  the  Huts 
of  the  Bolls,  acknowledging  chat  he   was  going  t  liudo 
further  than  the  cases  had  already  gone,  upheld  s  tegtej 
for  the   erection  of  a  obapel,  wbioh  was  left  on  (emi 
that  would  allow  of  land  being  purchased,  there  bwi{ 
however  land  already  vested  in  the  donees,  snitaUe  Im 
the  erection  of  a  chapel,  ou  which  the  legacy  mi^tbe 
expended.    It  may  be  doubted  whether  the  Cout  vii 
entitled  to  look  at  an    extrinsic   oircnmstanoe  oi  Aii 
character ;  but   at  all  events  the  later  case  of  jS«  H<^ 
mougk't  Trvfts  (17  W.  B.  959,  L.  B.  6  £q.  272)  mijl* 
viewed  as  establishing  the  principle  already  refeit8dto,ni., 
that  snob  a  legacy,  to  be  Valid,  must  in  terms  eulode  tkt 
acquisition  of  land,  for  it  is  not  enough  thattheisilioiill 
!  be  land  already  in  mortmain  {Attorney- Senerelr.  Dm", 
I  9  Ves.  636),  and  extrinsic  evidence  as  to  the  intentioaof 
I  the  testator  is  inadmiseible  {Oiblftt  ▼.  JSatio*,  3  ll;k 
K.  517).     In  Pratt  v.  Haraey  {tup.)  there  was  a  lep? 
towards  the  expense  of  building  a  church,  with  a  praw 
that  if  the  church  should  not  be  commenced  witbii  • 
certain  time,  or  bnilt  within  a  certain   distance  fxa ' 
specified  place,  the  legacy  should  not   be  payaUs.    It 
was  contended  that  the  proviso  by  implication  exetoU 
the  purchase  of  land,  by  pointing  to  its  acqniaitian  boa 
some  other  source  oJF  charity,  but  the  Vioe-Chsaeelki 
held  that  the  legacy  must  fail,  for  that  it  did  not  ttfodl 
exclude  the  aoqnisitlon  of  land,  which,  according  to  A 
Watmough't  Trutt  {tup),  ia  necessary  in  order  tkat  ^ 
gift  may  be  valid,  unless  there  be  a  direction  tkat  f* 
legaoy  is  to  be  expended  on  land  already  in  aortauii- 


COMMON  LAW. 

COTBNANT  FOR  Title. 


CoaUt  V.  CoUiHi,  Q.B.,  19  W.  B.  IIM. 
In  the  assignment  of  a  lease  for  three  lives,  the  mido 
conveyed  the  premises  to  the  plaintiff  to  hold''f«<°' 
during  the  lives  of  W.,  J.,  and  H.,  and  the  sorvivonwi 
survivor  of  them,"  and  covenanted  that  thelea«''BJ 
good  valid  and  subsisting  lease  in  the  law  (k  the  lira  « 
the  said  W.,  J.,  and  H.,  and  the  suirirois  and  ••■'iff 
of  them,  and  that  the  same  is  not  forfeited,  sarrsodern. 
or  become  void  or  voidable."  The  pnrohaaet  cootnA* 
that  this  was  a  warranty  that  the  three  lives  vm^ 
in  being,  and  sued  the  purohaser  on  bis  ooven«a<>«'' 
life  having  dropped  before  the  assignment.  Bat  ti» 
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Ajori^  of  the  Ooart  (Blaakbum  and  Mellor,  JJ.,  Lash, 
.,  diweating)  held  that  the  oorenant  only  amonnted  to 
jnxnatj  that  tha  leaae  was  valid  and  sabsiiting^,  and 
Mt  the  words  referring  to  the  Urea  wete  only  words  of 
iioriptlon.  We  shall  be  onrioos  to  know  whether  this 
Mlaion  is  approved  by  oooveyanoen.  In  the  assignment 
'  a  lease  for  a  term  of  years  the  period  for  whioh  the 
'emiiies  are  assigned  is  always  deaeribed  as  the  "  residue 
'the  term,"  and  the  oovenaals  follow  the  same 
rm ;  and  even  if  saoh  an  assignment  affected  to 
arey  t^u  term  simply  and  covenanted  accordingly, 
iroaM  be  imposnbla  to  read  it  as  referring  to 
lytbing  but  a  residae  (unless  the  lsa«e  were  rever- 
iMry),  because  hot  only  would  the  dssoription  of  the 
cm  show  npon  the  face  of  the  deed  what  the  existing 
lantity  of  it  was,  but  the  very  fact  of  a  present  term 
ing  assigned  woald  show  that  it  was  already  partially 
pired.  But  there  was  nothing  in  the  present  deed  to 
aw,  nor  did  the  faots  import,  that  any  one  of  the  lives 
d  dropped;  and  the  words  whioh  the  majority  of  the 
art  held  to  be  mere  words  of  description  were  not 
ly  anneoessary^they  were  misleading.  They  were 
lorreot  description  of  the  lease  as  originally  granted; 
t,  describing  it  as  if  the  three  contingencies  on  the 
ppening  of  whioh  it  would  expire  had  still  to  be 
lomplished,  they  were  a  misdescription  of  it  as  it  then 
sted.  Whether  this  is  or  is  not  a  misdescription  may 
tested  by  asking  whether,  if  a  man  offered  for  (ale  a 
ae  for  three  lives,  when  in  fact  only  two  or  even  only 
!  of  the  lives  remained  in  existence,  he  could  enforce 
oifio  performanoe  or  bring  an  action  against  the  pur- 
mt  for  non-oompletion  of  the  oontraot?  We  should 
re  thought  that  he  certainly  oonid  not.  Again,  it  is 
nisdescription  where  a  true  description  may  be  ex- 
ited; for  it  is  usual  in  snoh  oases  to  recite  the  fact 
a  life  having  dropped,  and  to  oonv^  and  covenant 
ardingly.  And  suppose  the  dropping  of  one  life  had 
n  recited,  and  the  conveyance  and  covenant  made 
Didingly,  when  in  reality  two  lives  had  dropped,  the 
sent  decision  would  equally  have  applied.  It  may  be 
t,  unknown  to  the  parties,  a  life  had  dropped  between 
date  of  the  agreement  and  that  of  the  conveyance; 
if  so,  it  was  a  matter  to  be  shown  by  the  defendant, 
'.  not  to  be  assumed  against  the  plaintiff  on  a  de- 
ncer  not  raising  the  point;  for  the  seller  must  eer- 
ily in  the  first  instance  be  assumed  to  know  the  oon- 
on  of  the  thing  he  sells. 

Onsidering  these  points,  whioh  no  doubt  must  have 
a  urged  upon  the  Court,  although  they  do  not  appear 
lave  been  noticed  in  the  judgments,  and  sonsidering 
t  Lush,  J.,  dissented,  and  that  of  the  m^ority  of  the 
rt,  BlAokbarn,  J.,  thought  the  oonstruotion  "  far  from 
r,"  and  Uellor,  J.,  "  entertained  same  doubt,"  we 
not  but  wish  that  the  Court  had  taken  time  to  con- 
r  their  judgment,  and  given  as  a  fuller  expoaition 
■he  gronnda  of  their  dedsion. 


Oontraot  of  Salb. 
tU  T.  Bughet,  Q.B.,  19  W.  B.  1069,  L.  B.  6  Q.  B.  597. 
his  case  eatabUshea  no  new  principle  ;  but  two  of  the 
ued  jadges  took  occasion  to  discuss  a  proposition,  pro- 
7  of  more  oarioeity  than  practical  importance,  hnt 
3h  poaaesses  a  certain  scientifio  interest.  The  plaintiff 
sold  to  the  defendant  some  oats ;  daring  the  negotia- 
of  the  aale  between  the  plaintiff  and  defendaat'a 
lager  an  alloaion  had,  it  was  alleged,  been  made  by 
manager  as  to  the  necessity  of  the  oats  being  old  ; 
this  was  denied  by  the  plaintiff,  who  also  denied 
iring  that  trainers  (the  defendant  was  a  trainer)  never 
.  new  oata.  The  manager  took  away  a  sample,  and 
next  day  wrote  to  say  he  would  take  the  oats  at  a 
I  named,  and  the  oats  were  delivered  accordingly.  The 
Ddant,  objecting  that  they  were  new,  refused  to  pay 
hem;  and  the  plaintiff  now  sued  him  for  the  price  in 
Ktnn^  ooart.  The  learned  judge  left  to  the  jury  the 
Siona,  firal^  wbetiier  the  word  old  was  «aed  in  the 


conversation  in  th»  ttiut  that  the  plaintiff  represented  the 
oats  he  had  to  sell  as  old  oats;  secondly,  whether  the 
parties  each  and  both  nnderstood  at  the  time  of  making 
the  bargain  that  the  eontraet  related  exclusively  to  old 
oats.  He  directed  the  jury,  if  they  answered  either 
question  in  the  affirmative,  to  find  for  the  defendant. 
Now  the  defendant  had  so  far  treated  the  oats  as  his  own 
as  to  sell  two  thirds  of  them  at  a  loss,  but  had,  it  seems, 
paid  no  money  to  the  plaintiff,  nor  paid  any  into  court; 
to  find  for  the  defendamt  was  therefore  to  say  that  there 
was  no  oontraot,  and  as  apart  from  oootrast  there  was  no 
pretence  of  an  authority  to  the  defendant  to  deal  with 
the  oats,  this  finding  would  have  left  him  open  to  an 
aatiou  of  trover ;  an  inconvenient  position  whioh  one 
woald  soaroely  have  expected  him  to  desire.  This,  how. 
ever,  by  the  way.  The  jury  answered  neither  question 
specifically,  but  found  generally  for  the  defendant,  and 
the  plaintiff  appealed  to  the  Queen's  Bench.  The  finding 
being  general  it  was  necessary  that  both  branches  of  the 
direction  should  be  correct.  The  first  the  Conrt  held  to 
be  oorreot ;  it  was  npon  the  second  that  the  doubt  arose, 
which  (after  taking  time  to  consider)  they  resolved  in 
favour  of  the  plaintiff.  Now  the  question  was,  whether 
!  each  and  both  of  the  parties  understood  the  eatUraU  to  re- 
late exclusively  to  old  oats.  Bat  if  both  parties  nnderstood 
the  contract  to  be  a  contract  for  old  oats,  then  surely, 
whatever  the  signs  were  which  they  employed,  whether 
in  words  or  conduct,  they  did  make  a  contract,  and  that 
oontraot  was  for  old  oats ;  there  was  exactly  that  oommon 
understanding  arrived  at  whioh  form  the  essence  of  every 
oontraot,  and  the  traueaction,  taken  as  a  whole,  was  the 
expression  whioh  they  used.  But  the  Court  being 
thoroughly  dissatisfied  with  the  verdict,  whioh  it  is  in- 
deed difficult  to  understand,  assumed  the  jury  to  have  con- 
strned  the  direction  as  allowing  them  to  find  for  the 
defendant,  if  they  were  of  opinion  that  he  (or  his  manager) 
believed  the  oats  to  be  old,  that  the  plaintiff  knew  he  so 
believed,  and,  without  doing  anything  to  affect  his  belief 
one  way  or  the  other,  allowed  him  to  oontraot  nnder  that 
impression.  That  the  direction  to  underttood  was  erroneous 
is  all  that  the  case  decides,  and  it  therefore  decides  no 
more  than  has  been  long  sinoe  known  to  be  expressed  by 
the  maxim  caveat  emptor. 

Bat  two  of  the  learned  jndges,  Blaokbom  and  Hannen, 
JJ.,  who,  it  seems  found  some  difficulty  in  arriving  at 
the  conclusion  that  the  jury  were  to  be  taken  to  have 
understood  the  direction  in  the  last  mentioned  sense,  dia- 
oussed  at  some  length  what  would  have  been  the  result 
(supposing  the  verdict  still  the  same)  if  the  dirootion  had 
dearly  conveyed  to  the  minds  of  the  jury  a  different 
meaning.  That  different  meaning  (whioh,  if  dearly  ex- 
pressed in  the  direction  they  held,  would  have  been 
correct)  was  this,  did  the  seller  (the  plaintiff)  believe 
that  the  buyer  believed  him  to  be  oontr acting  to  sell  old 
oats;  or.  In  other  words,  did  the  buyer  believe  the  seller 
to  be  promising  something  other  than  he  meant  or  ex- 
pressed, and  did  the  seller  know  it.  This  subtle  interpre- 
tation differs  from  the  natural  meaning  of  the  words, 
whioh  import  that  both  parties  believed  the  eontraet  to 
relate  ezolnsively  to  old  oata,  by  making  the  belief  of  one 
party  only  to  relate  to  the  contract,  the  belief  of  the 
other  to  relate  only  to  the  bdief  of  the  first;  it  differs 
also  from  the  meaning  which  the  Court  actually  assigned 
to  the  direotion  as  understood  by  the  jury;  it  seems, 
therefore,  to  have  been  invented  for  the  purpose  of  specu- 
lative oritioism.  It  is  true  that,  as  appears  from  the 
judgment  of  Hannen,  J,,  the  learned  judge  of  the  county 
court  did,  in  the  oonrse  of  hia  anmming  up,  ask  the  jury 
"  whether  they  were  of  opinion,  on  the  whole  of  the  evi- 
dence, that  the  plaintiff  believed  the  defendant  to  be- 
lieve, or  to  be  under  the  impression,  that  he  was  oon- 
tractlng  for  the  purchase  of  old  oats;  if  so,  there  would 
be  a  verdict  for  the  defendant."  The  phrase  "  oontraot- 
ing  for  the  purchase  "  must  refer  to  the  whole  oontraot 
on  both  aides,  and  cannot  mean  merely  that  the  buyer 
thought  he  was  going  to  get  old  oats;  it  could  scarcely 
hare  been  called  ambignona  on  this  side,  and  would  have 
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ao  clearly  miwd  the  Tery  point  diwaned,  that  one  can 
hardly  see  how,  on  the  riew  taken  by  Blackburn  and 
Hannen,  JJ.,  a  new  trial  ihoald  hare  been  ordered.  Bnt 
the  phraie  was  probably  naed  as  expresslDg^  a  test  of  the 
ftnal  qaaatlon  Mtnally  left,  and  as  leading  the  jniy  to 
infer  from  that  state  of  the  plaintiff's  mind  that  the  oon- 
traet  waa  really  for  old  oats.  In  this  sense  it  might  be 
ambigooos,  bnt  this  ambiguity  was  not  complained  of. 

The  ooturse  of  argument  pursued  by  the  learned  judge 
is  not  altogether  the  same.    Blaokbum,  J.,  argued  thus: 
To  make  a  eontraot  the  parties  must  be  ad  ideni  bat 
there  may  be  oironmstanoea  which  preclude  one  party 
from  saying  that  he  did  not  agree  to  the  terms  of  the 
other;  there  is  then  a  contract  by  estoppel i  bnt  if  thoee 
oircumstanoes  do  not  exist,  the  real  varianoe  of  meaning 
may  be  shown,  in  whidh  oase  there  is  no  contract ;  no 
such  estoppel  exists  where  the  other  party  knew  all  along 
that  the  one  who  flies  from  the  terms  of  Uie  apparent  oon> 
tract  nerer  meant  to  contract  in  those  terms,  for  he  has  not 
been  misled  ;  it  follows,  therefore,  that  the  real  variance 
of  meaning  may  be  shown,  and  there  is  then  seen  to  be 
no  eontraot.    Hannen,  J.,  proceeds  from  the  same  com- 
mencement to  the  same  oonclnsion,  but  omits  any  dis- 
tinct reference  to  the  argument  upon  estoppel,  and  makes 
hia  reasoning  turn  upon  the  moral  rule  of  Faley  that  a 
promise  is  to  be  performed  "  in  that  sense  in  whioh  the 
promiser  apprehended  at  the  time  the  promisee  received 
it,"  from  which  he  deduces  the  legal  rule  that  "  the 
promiser  ia  not  bound  to  fulfil  a  promise  in  a  sense  in 
which  the  promisee  knen  at  the  time  the  promisor  did 
not  intend  it."      The  introduction    of  the  prooiisee's 
knowledge  of  the  promisor's  meaning  is  what  marks, 
with  the  learned  judge,  the  transition  from  the  domain 
of  morality  to  that  of  law;  the  first  code  forbidding  the 
promisee  to  insiet  upon  the  rigorous  fulfilment  of  an'  in- 
correctly worded  promise,  even  though  he  has  been  him- 
self misled  by  it,  though  such  a  misleading  influence 
might   certainly  ground    a    moral    claim    against  the 
promiser;  the  second  forbidding  him  to  insist  upon  it  if 
he  knew  the  error  and  was,  therefore,  not  misled  by  it, 
thongh    if     he    had    been     misled    it     would    have 
been  otherwise.     The  learned  judge  does  not  indicate 
on  what  he  grounds  this  distinotion  between  the  mord 
znle  and  the  legal  rule  which  he  calls  its  corollary,  or 
why  in  this  oase  what  is  good  in  law  is  bad  in  morals. 
But  the  course  of  reasoning  may  perhaps  be  this:  that 
the  knowledge  insisted  upon  qualifies  or  moderates  the 
moral  role  itself;  that  here,  as  in  many  other  oases,  oon- 
sideralionr,  whioh  in  morality  hare  only  a  moderating 
inflaenoe,  haye  in  law,  from  the  necessity  of  strict  rules, 
an  absolutely  regulative  force;  so  that  the  being  misled, 
which  in  morals  would  only  ground  a  claim  whioh,  ao- 
cerding  to oiicnmstanoes,  might  or  might  notbe  equivalent 
to  the  fulfilment  of  the  expressed  promise,  will  in  law 
create  an  absolute  right  to  have  the  fulfilment  aoeordlng 
to  its  terms.    If  this  is  what  he  means,  it  oomes  to  the 
same  thing  as  the  reasoning  of  Blackburn,  J.,  upon  the 
estoppel,  and  arises  out  of  the  conception  of  a  contract, 
without  deriving  any  assistance  from  Paley's  rule.     The 
only  other  ground  on  whioh  this  knowledge  could  be 
held  operatiTe  to  defeat  a  contract  whioh  would  other- 
wise have  existed,  ia  that  it  made  the  aot  of  the  person 
who  had  it  a  deception.      And   oonsidering  that  the 
parties,  whichever  of  them  first  throws  out  the  form  of 
the  oontract,  are  in  a  manner  joint  authors  of  it,  a  dis- 
tinction may  well  be  drawn  between  an  error  as  to  the 
qualities  of  the  thing  or  the  performance  stipulated  for 
(.lot  forming  a  part  of  the  contract)  whioh  the  one  party 
allows  the  other  to  persevere  in,  and  an  error  as  to  the 
meaning  of  the  oontract;  audit  maybe  argued  not  with- 
out reason  that  wilfnlly  to  allow  the  other  side  to  con- 
tract with  this  error,  meaning  afterwards  to  bind  him  to 
the  terms,  is  an  aotive  deception,  or  that,  at  least,  it  is 
such  conduct  as  estops  the  person  so  acting  from  denying 
that  he   aocepted  the  meaning  of  the  other  side  as  the 
true  oonitrnotion  of  the  word*  or  aots  whioh  passed  be- 
tween them,  and  that  a  contract  was  made  in  that  sense. 


Oonsidering,  moreover,  that  thora  win  aeldaii  W  nj 
opportunity  for  such  a  question  to  arise  ezeapt  iri»e,ii 
in  this  oase,  the  oontract  waa  made  ia  the  ooene  of  laoa 
conversation  and  as  the  final  result  of  many  lad  ottai 
oontradiotory  utterances,  it  will  be  difllooU  to  iai|iM 
(speaking  practically]  any  oironmstaaoea  in  wluA& 
party  who,  in  seeking  to  fly  from  the  terms  of  tke  bsigia, 
will  be  able  to  show  the  knowledge  bj  the  i^htradicl 
his  supposed  error,  where  he  will  not  also  bs  lUt  tt 
show  that  the  bargain  was  in  fact  oonelnded  in  hii  «■: 
sense,  BO  that  there  waa  no  error  at  «U.  Pvkifiii 
might  go  further,  and  say  that  in  no  such  cass  as|ki4i 
first  questions  to  be  allowed  to  go  to  Uie  JBi7stilI,a- 
oept  where  they  would  be  justified  in  finding  ths  ansl, 
whioh  far  simplar  isane  would  avoid  the  naessBlf  i 
these  somewhat  refined  considerations;  and  ia  Is»,  • 
elsewhere,  there  is  an  advantage  in  simplioity. 


Undisclobbs  Pbihcipai — Sbt-off. 
Twmer  T.  Tkemae,  C.P.,  19  W.  B.  1170. 
The  buyer  from  a  factor  who  sells  as  prianpal  ksiMi 
forms  of  defenoe  against  an  action  by  the  real  pnaoii. 
First,  payment  already  made  to  the  factor,  wliisk  n  i 
defence  at  common  law.  Second,  set-off  agiiast  it 
factor,  which  exists  b7  the  oombined  c^Miatica!  i 
oommon  law  and  the  statute,  and  only  spidies  to  Gfb- 
dated  demands  on  both  sidea.  By  the  Bankroll  i&. 
1869,  a.  SI,  unliquidated  damages  arimog  from  bnaokif 
ooatraot  are  provable  in  bankmptoy  ;  and  by  seetioc  8 
"  mutual  credit,  mutual  debts,  or  other  mutual  deaiiip 
between  the  bankruptand  any  other  person  "  are  tttt 
treated  as  matters  of  set-off.  Set-off  being  thus  eolsqil 
as  between  the  bankrupt  and  his  creditors,  the  qaate 
arose  in  the  above  cited  case  whether  this  novel  mtr<6, 
created  to  meet  the  peonliar  cironmstancea  of  iasahss^, 
oould  be  relied  on  as  between  the  customer  and  t^ 
unpaid  principal ;  the  Court  held  that  it  could  not  H 
the  oase  had  bisen  that  the  bnyer  owed  the  money  for  At 
goods,  and  had  a  claim  against  the  factor  foroaliqai'siii 
damages  arising  out  of  breach  of  'a  eontraot,  As  3ift 
section  would  seem  without  doubt  to  come  into  opentin 
as  t>etween  them  ;  and  the  decision  of  the  Ooozk  is  fw' 
that  a  mere  banlrrnptoy  set-off  cannot  be  incotpaoai 
into  the  relation  between  the  buyer  and  the  priariyi 
In  fact,  however,  the  oase  was  reversed  ;  the  hsjts  hi. 
refused  the  goods,  and  was  sued  for  non-acceptaaes ;  ikt 
case  was  therefore  far  more  unfavourable  for  hin,  far  £ 
might  be  a  queetion  whether  the  39th  section  apf^  * 
all,  the  unliquidated  claim  being  against  him  and  aot  ^ 
him  under  section  SI,  The  Coart,  giving  their 
in  the  general  terms  above  mentioned,  avoid 
this  point,  which  is  certainly  one  of  oon^derabla  < 


COUKTS. 

JUDGES'  OHAMBEBS, 
(Before  Btlis,  J.) 
Oet  13.— iyinsmaa  v.  Humi. 
LiabCUty  of  an  attomty  Jor  ikerijfi    (^Utr't  Jim  _H  6e. 
maUtr  <if  a  plaint  in  the  city  of  London  Court— Cot  ti^BS- 
Mr.  T.  C.  Russell,  an  attorney,  and  the  drfadaatn  ^ 
son,  appeared  in  support  of  a  summons  to  ihow  oaoss  ct 
the  plamt  entered  in  the  City  of  London  Coort  thimmt^ 
be  removed  into  her  Majesty's  Court  of  Exchejwr.    at 
action,  it  appeared,   was  brought  to  reooT«  aa  y*.^ 
£7  198,  Od.,  the  amount  claimed  by  Newnua,  af  fJ 
(who  is  an  officer  of  the  Sheriff  of  limesshiir),  for  its 
executing  a  writ  of  fieri  faciae,  which  had  b*«  "* 
the  defendant,  as  the  attorney  for  the  pUiitf  ia  ■» ' 
of  Williame  v.  Oouldinf  in  the  Court  of  ()«■«■ 
An  interpleader  order  had  been  made  in  tint***"^ 
an  issue,  whid^  however,  the  exeentioa  asdit«  *■ 
prosecuted.  ^^  , 

The  execution  had  been  wholly  uaiaodBrtJ";  *• 
dant  therefore  in  that  action  contended  &tt  *f^  ^__ 
officer  was  not  entitled  to  any  fees.    Tlisitow''**  "■• 
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lapported  by  the  defendant's  affidaWts,  in  which  he  also 
deposed  that  several  difficult  questions  of  law  were  likely  to 
arise  on  the  trial  of  the  cause.  He  also,  in  further  lupport 
of  the  •ummons,  contended  that  the  cases  decided  on  the 
subject  were  most  conflicting,  and  submittad  that  it  was 
highly  desirable  to  have  the  law  settled  by  a  judgment  of 
the  superior  court 

Mr.  A.  B.  Carpenter  opposed  the  summons  and  submitted 
that  there  was  no  ground  for  transferring  the  case  into  the 
mperior  court.  Sot  only  bad  the  jodses  of  the  county 
wurts  before  whom  these  cases  had  Mwn  neard  decided  that 
the  sheriff's  officers  were  entitled  to  thdr  fees  under  the  Act 
>f  Parliament  (and  where  so  lery  had  been  mad*  were 
iDtitled  on  a  quantum  mtruit  for  work  and  labonr),  but  the 
mperior  courts  had  also  in  eyery  case  but  one  held  the  same 
ipmion.  He  cited  Brneer  r.  Jontt,  10  Ex.  665  ;  Ma%U  t. 
Vmn,  2  Ex.  608 ;  Walbank  T.  (luarUrmain,  3  C.  B. 
H ;  Niwton  y.  Cembert,  8  Jar.  244 ;  and  Foittr  t. 
Biakeloch,  6  B.  &  0.  328,  all  of  which  authorities 
lad  been  followed  by  the  judges  of  the  county  courts  in 
Amhltr  ▼.  Phap,  14  S.  J.  978;  AkAUt  t.  BuUn, 
'd.  970;  Tuckty  t.  Swfori,  and  Tucki/  y.  BolUm, 
d.  antt  p.  4S2 ;  and  the  only  case*  that  could  be 
iited  amtra  waa  Bala  ▼.  Htmniotk,  8  Caqp.  874,  and 
Cok  ▼.  Terry,  S  L.  T.  Bep.  N.  S.  247,  the  simple 
inswer  to  which  was  that  Lonl  Ellsnborough'a  decision  in 
:he  first  case  was  giren  in  -1813,  whereas  the  statute  of 
.  Vict,  c  66,  under  which  the  plaintiff  claimed,  was  not 
lassed  till  1837,  and  therefore  had  no  bearing  on  the  case, 
n  Colt  T.  Terry  this  important  fact  was  not  noticed,  and 
rom  the  report  there  appeared  to  have  been  no  argument, 
nd  therefore  judgment  was  given  for  the  defendant,  ou  the 
dmission  of  Mr.  Mellish,  the  pkintifl's  counsel,  that  he 
rts  unable  to  see  any  difference  between  this  case  and  that 
tSilkty.  Baselock. 

The  leaned  jTn>os  inquired  whether  the  judge  of  the  court 
elow  refused  le«Te  to  appeal.  To  this  Mr.  Carpenter  replied 
lut  he  had  strongly  opposed  the  leave  being  given,  on  ao- 
ount  of  the  smaUness  of  the  claim,  &c.,  and  tiiat  subse- 
uently  it  had  been  refused. 

Btlzs,  J.,  said  he  did  not  feel  that  this  was  a  case  that 
aght  to  be  removed  into  the  superior  court ;  there  had  been 
D  reasonable  grounds  shown  why  the  case  could  not  be  per- 
!Ctlv  well  conducted  in  the  court  below.  Ue  therefore 
lould  dismiss  the  snmmons.    A  special  case  was  suggested.- 

Summtns  ditmitud. 


COUNTY  COURTS. 
WEsnuireTEK, 
(Before  F.  BiiLar,  Esq.,  Judge.) 
Oct  16.— iVfWMaii  V.  Fnggatt. 
liability  of  tut  attorney  istutng  a  writ  oftuotttion  to  tht 
lUif/or  hie  fm — Wrong  ptrton  taken  under  a  capiat  f*r 
•itr  under  section  6  of  DebUiri  AM),  by  miedireetion  of  the 
ttomey. 

ffeld,  tin  attorney  toae  neterthtlete  liable  for  the  tailife 
*t. 

This  w«s  an  action  brought  by  Mr.  Kewman,  one  of  the 
Beers  of  the  Sheriff  of  Lancashire,  for  his  fees,  in  en- 
avouring  to  execute  a  writ  of  aapiat  which  had  been  issued 
•  the  dcKndant  as  the  plaintiff's  attorney  in  an  adtion  of 
fnry  v.  Kiralfy.  The  particnlan  of  the  claim  were  as 
Hows : — 

£  a.  d. 

To  fee  on  arreat       1  11    6 

Paid  water  bailiff     0  10    6 


X3    a    0 


appeared  from  the  evidence  of  Mr.  Newman  that  a  writ 
capiat  had  been  sent  to  him  for  execution,  and  he  had 
bseqnently  been  informed  that  there  were  two  .persons 
swering  to  the  same  name  as  the  execution-debtor.  He 
IS,  however,  about  to  arrest  tiie  right  defendant  when  he 
IS  informed  by  one  Becker,  an  agjent  for  the  defendant  in 
e  present  case,  that  he  was  mistaken  in  his  Identity, 
d  tnat  if  he  ^oceeded  with  the  arrest  he  would  capture 
«  wrong  man.  He  thereupon  arrested  a  person,  pointed  out 
Becker  to  be  the  debtor,  when  it  ultimately  turned  out 
»t  Becker  bad  wrongly  instructed  him.  He  therefore 
icharged  the  person  in  custody.  The  right  debtor  never 
s  arrested. 
Hie  bailiff  now  sought  to  recover  his  usual  fee  allowed 


on  arrest  as  he  had  been  led  into  error  by  the  agent  of  Mr. 
Eroegatt,  the  defendant  in  the  present  action. 

MTA.  B.  Carpenter,  for  the  plaintiff,  contended  that  Mr. 
Froggatt  was  liable  notwithstanding  that  the  proper  person 
had  not  been  arrested.  It  is  clear  that  the  plaintiff  would 
be  entitled  upon  a  quoMtmn  meruit.  He  cited  l\ukey  v. 
Svrford,  ttnte  p.  452,  where  it  was  held  by  Mr.  Whitbread 
that  an  action  for  work  and  labour  will  lie  at  the  suit  of  a 
sheriff's  officer  against  an  attorney  who  issues  a  Jt.  fa.  even 
thongh  no  levy  is  made,  and  that  upon  a  quantum  meruit. 
He  siuo  cited  Brewer  v.  Jonee,  10  Ex.  686 ;  Mail*  v.  Kantr, 
2  Ex.  608;  Ambler  v.  Bullen,  14  S.  J.  979,  which  decided 
that  there  was  an  implied  warranty  by  the  attorney  to  pay 
the  bailiff.  He  also  submitted  that  it  would  be  a  consider- 
able hardship  npon  the  sheriff's  officer,  if  through  the 
wrongful  act  or  negligence  of  an  attorney  issuing  an 
execution  he  waa  to  M  deprived  of  ,the  fee  which  the 
statute  gave  him.  Here  the  right  defendant  would  most 
probably  have  been  taken  under  the  writ,  had  it  not  been 
for  the  improper  direction  of  the  agent,  and  his  principal 
was  clearly  liable  for  that  misdirection. 

Mr.  WilleB,  solicitor,  for  the  defendant,  argued  that  tiie 
sheriff's  officer  waa  not  the  right  plaintiff;  the  sheriff  him- 
self should  have  sued.  He  also  contended  that  the  fee  on 
arrest  could  not  be  recovered  in  this  case,  as  no  arrest  of  the 
defendant  had  taken  place.  The  statute  said  upon  "  arrest  of 
the  defendant,"  and  if  the  plaintiff  had  any  legal  claim,  it 
was  for  "  work  and  labour,"  as  iu  IStcAey  v.  Sur/ord,  cited 
ante. 

Mr.  Bailkt  said  he  was  fully  convinced  from  the  evi- 
dence before  him,  that  Becker  was  the  agent  of  the  defui- 
dant,  and  as  he  had  given  such  directions  to  the  plaintiff 
as  led  to  the  capture  of  the  wrong  person,  he  considered  his 
principal  was  answerable  for  the  misdirection,  and  was 
liable  to  the  officer  for  his  "fee  on  arrest,"  as  he  would 
have  been  liable  if  the  right  defendant  had,  in  fact,  been 
arrested. 

He  considered  the  present  plaintiff  was  the  right  person 
to  sue,  and  gave 

Judgment  for  Ih*  plaintiff  for  both  amounte. 

Nevman  v.  Moirii. 

Arreet  of  a  defendant  upon  an  order  made  under  eeetion 
6  of  the  Itnprieonmeat  for  Debt  Act,  1869— 3%e  attorney  who 
obtain*  the  order  is  lieile  to  the  sher^e  officer  for  his  statutory 
fee — What  fee  allowed  on  arrttt. 

This  case  was  heard  immediately  after  the  preceding  one, 
and  the  facts  were  as  follows : — 

An  order  for  the  arrest  of  a  defendant  had  been  made  by 
a  judge  of  one  of  ibe  superior  courts  in  pursuance  of  section 
6  of  the  Imprisonment  for  Debt  Act,  T869.  The  warrant 
for  the  arrest  of  the  defendant  was  sent  to  the  sheriff's 
officer  by  Mr.  Morris,  the  attorney  for  the  plaintiff  in  that 
action,  and  the  defendant  in  the  present  case.  The  defen- 
duit  was  duly  apprehended  by  the  bailiff,  and  he  sought  to 
recover  his  fees  from  Mr.  Morris.  By  1  Viet  e.  66,  the  fee 
of  one  guinea  is  allowed  npon  an  arrest  nnder  a  writ  of 
capias,  where  the  amount  of  the  debt  does  not  exceed 
£100,  and  by  Bnle  4  of  the  General  Rules  and  Orders  made 
under  the  Imprisonment  for  Debt  Act,  the  same  fees  are 
allowed  to  the  officers.  The  pklntiff  in  this  case  sought  to 
recover  a  conduct  fee  of  10s.  6d.  in  addition  to  the  one 
guinea.    The  claim  was  for  X6  Os.  8d. 

Mr.  A.  B.  Carpenter,  for  the  plaintiff,  contended  that  the 
attorney  issuing  the  process  was  liable  to  the  sheriff's 
officer  for  his  fees.  He  cited  the  same  cases  as  appear  in 
Newman  v.  froggatt,  ante,  and  submitted  that  the  officer 
was  also  entitled  to  a  further  chaige  of_  10s.  6d.  for  conduct 
money  which  was  almost  invariably  claimed. 

Morris,  the  defendant  in  person,  denied  his  liability  to 
the  under  sheriff,  and  further  submitted  that  the  conduct  fee 
of  10s.  6d.  was  not  a  legal  claim,  the  Act  of  1  Vict  o. 
65,  expressly  enacting  that  no  more  than  the  fees  men- 
tioned in  the  Act  should  be  recovered:  Cooper  v.  Bill,  6 
C.  B.  N.  S.  708,  was  cited,  where  it  was  held  by  Cock- 
bum,  C.J.,  and  Willes,  J.,  that  the  officer  waa  not  en- 
titled to  any  sum  "for  conveying  the  defendant  to 
goal,"  or  for  an  assistant  unless  a  necessity  for  some  aid 
is  clearly  shown,  and  where  the  officer  has  improperly 
received  such  charges  he  will  be  ordered  to  refund  the 
excess  with  cost,  the  application  under  pain  of  an  attach- 
ment. 

His  HoNOUK  held  that  the  defendant  was  liable  to  the 
sheriff's  officer  for  his  statutory  fees,  but  as  the  Act  of  1 
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Vict.  0.  65,  expressly  enacted  that  the  officer  should  not 
'  recover  more  than  such  charoes,  the  conduct  fee  must  be 
-abandoned.      He  considered  nimself  bound  by  the  case  of 

Cooptr  T.  Bill. 
Judgmtnt  Jor  the  plaintiff  with  eoiU,  aUorn$yi  and  wit- 

ntuM,  except  at  to  the  condiutfu,  vohieh  toas  ditallotped. 


CITY  OF  LONDON  COURT. 

(Before  Malcolm  Kbhr,  Esq.,  Judge.) 

Oct.  18. — NeiemaH  t.  Jtutiell  and  Otheri. 

LiaHlity  of  an  attorney  isning  a  fieri  facias  to  the  thtrifi 

offUer  for  hit  feet  tahn  no  eale  hat  been  made,  there  being  a 

prior  claim  upon  the  debtor' t  goodt. 

This  was  the  action  in  which  the  application  (reported 
.  above)  had  been  made  to  Byles,  J.,  at  Judge's  Chambers. 
At  the  trial  evidence  was  given  in  accordance  with  the  state- 
ment of  facta  in  our  report. 

Mr.  A.  B.  Carpenter,  for  the  plaintiff,  contended  that  Mr. 
Bnssell  was  liable  for  the  fees.  He  cited  the  same  cases  as 
he  had  cited  at  Judges'  Chambers,  and  substantially  re- 
peated the  argument  reported  above. 

Mr.  Russell,  in  person,  relied  upon  Cole  v.  Terry.  He  said 
it  was  a  direct  authority  on  the  subject,  and  contended  that  a* 
the  officer's  fees  were  creatures  of  certain  statutes  they  could 
not  recover  them  unless  they  had  obeyed  the  wnt,  and 
'  realised  luder  it.  Here  there  was  no  sale  (there  being  a  prior 
claim),  and  the  plaintiff  was  not  entitled  to  his  chaises. 
He  also  submitted  that  Brewer  v.  Jontt  was  in  point.  The 
writ  had  there  been  obeyed,  and  the  real  point  in  the  present 
case  did  not  arise.  He  referred  to  Materry  v.  UantfitXd, 
9  Q.  B.  754  ;  Tuekey  v.  Cave,  60  L.  T.  306,  which  was  de- 
cided by  Mr.  Stonor  at  Newbury  Coanty  Court,  where  it 
was  held  that  a  sheriff's  officer  who  levies  under  tfi.  fa.  on 
goods  in  the  execution-debtor's  house,  but  which  are  cuimed 
by  the  holder  of  a  bill  of  sale  executed  prior  to  the  levy  and 
withdrawal  by  virtue  of  a  judge's  order  made  on  the  hearing 
of  an  interpleader  summons,  is  not  entitled  to  his  fees. 
There  the  judge  said  he  was  bound  by  Colt  v.  Terry,  and 
gave  judgment  for  the  defendant. 

Before  his  Honour  had  delivered  judgment,  Mr.  Merri- 
man,  who  was  also  sued  upon  a  similar  claim,  applied  that 
his  case  might  be  heard  before  judgment  was  given  in  New-  ! 
man  v.  Sutaell.    The  learned  judge  acceded,  and  it  appeared  ' 
that  the  facts  in  Newman  v.  Merriman  were  similar  to  those  ' 
in  Newman  v.  RuetelL    Judgment  was  then  given  for  the  ' 
plaintiffs  in  both  cases,  and  upon  the  application  of  Merri- 
man, leave  was  given  to  him  to  appeal,  he  undertaking  to 
pay  the  present  plaintiff's  costs  In  uie  event  of  a  judgment 
in  favour  of  the  sheriff's  officer,  and  the  other  defendants 
undertook  to  be  bound  by  the  decision. 

Mr.  Kbbk,  in  delivering  his  judgment,  said  that  he  thought 
it  a  great  hardship  on  the  plaintiff  that  he  should  be  de- 
prived of  his  fees,  because  there  was  a  prior  claim  to  that  of  i 
-the  execution-creditor.  He  also  stated  with  reference  to  one  > 
of  the  cases  that  had  come  before  him  that  the  plaintiff 
(Newman)  had  been  very  unfairly  treated,  there  had  been 
«n  attempt  to  deprive  him  of  his  legal  charges,  and  he  gave 

Judgment  for  the  plaintifft,  lubjeet  to  the  tpeeiial  ease. 

The  points  to  be  argued  in  the  special  case  are  as  fol- 
lows !— 

(1. )  Can  the  officer  recover  in  case  of  an  abortive  levy  ? 

(2.)  Is  there  any  privity  between  the  sheriff's  officers  and 
the  attorney  issuing  the  execntionP 

(8.)  Does  the  interpleader  order  to  withdraw  exclude  the 
right  (if  any)  of  the  officer  to  sue  the  attorney  f 


APFOmTUEHTS. 

Mr.  Charles  JKrrBaY,  barrister-at-law,  of  the  Nortben 
Cimiit,  has  been  appointed,  by  the  Right  Hon.  the  Eul 
of  Kimberley,  Secretary  of  Stat«  for  the  Colonies,  to  lie  om 
of  the  District  Judges  for  the  island  of  Jamaica.  Ut.  C. 
Jeffery  Js  the  second  son  of  the  late  J.  R.  Jeffety,  Em,  o( 
tiiverpool,  and  was  educated  at  Trinity  Hall,  &ml)ndg^ 
of  which  inftitation  he  was  a  pensioner,  and  gndaated  i.i. 
there  in  1865.  In  June  of  tiie  same  year  he  was  oiled  to 
the  bar  by  the  Hon.  Society  of  the  Middle  Temple,  ul 
has  hitherto  practised  on  the  Northern  Circnit,  attemfis; 
also  the  Liverpool  Sessions,  and  the  C!ourt  of  Faoage.  The 
salary  of  a  district  jndge  in  Jamaica  is  £800  per  anniuB. 

Mr.  Arthvs  Fbedbbick  Vulliaxt,  of  Ipswich,  solicitor, 
has  been  appointed  Deputy  Coroner  for  Suffolk  by  Hr. 
Walter  BuUar  Ross,  one  of  hec  Majesty's  coroners  for  tint 
county,  and  the  appointment  has  received  the  appionl  (^ 
the  Lord  Chancellor.    Mr.  Volliamy  was  admitted  in  18(1 

Mr.  G.  S.  P.  Eyre,  solicitor,  of  the  firm  of  Messn.  Eyn 
&  Oo.,l,  Jobn-street,  Bedfoid-row,  has  been  appointed  > 
London  Commissioner  of  deeds,  oaths,  &o.,  for  the  Stite  of 
New  York. 

Mr.  John  Perrt  GonraBT,  of  No.  6,  Sonth-sqnue, 
Orsy's-inn,  has  been  appointed  by  the  Supreme  Court  of 
New  South  Wales,  and  the  Supreme  Court  of  the  eoloayof 
Victoria,  a  London  Commissioner  for  taking  affidariti  aid 
examining  witnesses  at  law  or  in  equty  in  all  prooeedinga 
pending  or  to  arise  in  the  said  courts. 


CotjRTS  OP  Quarter  Sessions. — Major  R.  H.    Paget, 
^M.P.  for  Mid-Somerset,  has  been  elected  Chairman  of  the 
.County  Bench  of  Magistrates,  in  succession  to  the  Marquis 
•  of  Bath,  who  has  resigned  on  account  of  iU-health.     Lord 
Egerton  has  been  appointed  Chairman  of  the    C^ieshiro 
'Quarter  Sessions,  in  the  room  of  the  late  Major  Townahend, 
on  the  imderstanding  that  he  shall  not  be  expected  to  sit  in 
the  hearing  of  appeals  and  trials  of  prisoners.     Sir  Harry 
Main  waring,  Bart.,  has  bocn  appointed  Deputy  Qiainnan, 
in  discharge  of  which  office  he  will  hear  appeals  and  trials 
atC!hesterandKnutsford.  Mr.  U.  C.  Bamardiston,  barrister- 
at-law,  one  of  the  Chairmen  of  Quarter   Sessions  for  the 
County  of  Essex,  has  resigned  that  position.    Ho   is   the 
senior  of  the  four  Essex  chairmen,  having  been  appointed 
Jnl844. 


SOCIETIES  AKO  nrSTXTUTIOMS. 

SOLICITORS'  BENEVOLENT  A880CIATI05. 

The  twenty-seventh  half-yearly  general  meetiDg  of  tiiJ 
association  was  held  in  the  C!buncil  Chamber,  <it  the  GKiild- 
hall,  Newcastle-upon-Tyne,  on  Wednesday,  the  11th  inst, 
in  the  presence  of  a  very  large  attendance  of  solicitors  fnm 
all  parts  of  the  kingdom.  Mr.  Jas.  Fred.  Beerer,  of 
Manchester,  occupying  the  chair  on  the  occsnon.  The 
half-yearly  report  of  Uie  directors,  read  by  the  Seoctuy 
(Mr.  Eiffe),  was  as  follows : — 

In  obedience  tn  the  16th  rule  of  the  aasodatioa,  tlu 
directon  have  the  pleasure,  on  the  completion  of  snotlur 
half-year,  to  present  this,  their  twenty -seventh  report 

In  acquitting  themselves  of  that  duty,  it  is  satisfictoiy 
to  them  to  be  EU)le  to  state  that  the  association  continnet  to 
make  a  steady  advancement  in  prosperity,  and  they  belKve 
they  may  venture  to  add,  in  the  confidence  of  the  profesaoa. 
Since  their  report  in  April  last  sixty-one  new  membot 
have  joined  the  association,  making  with  those  admitted 
daring  the  previons  six  months  an  increase  of  ISO  to* 
memMrs  during  the  whole  year.  The  associatioa  nor 
consists  of  2,182  members,  of  whom  766  are  life  and  I,4ii 
annual  subscaibers. 

The  usual  audited  abstract  of  the  accounts  is  appetM- 
from  which  it  will  be  seen  titat  the  receipts  during  the  put 
half-year  have  been  £1,462  10s.  lid.,  which,  taken  villi 
those  of  the  previons  six  months,  give  a  total  of  £3.7048t.l'l- 
as  the  receipts  for  the  entire  year. 

In  June  last  the  annual  public  dinner  in  aid  of  tht  mo- 
elation  was  held,  under  the  presidency  of  the  Lord  Odd 
Baron,  Sir  Fitzroy  Kelly,  who  kindly  presided  on  tiut  ocet- 
sion  for  the  second  time.  The  contnbutions  to  the  fudi «( 
the  association  amounled  to  £460,  induding  •  faiHter  doet- 
tion  of  twenty  guineas  from  the  Lord  Cbiet  Baron. 

A  sum  of  £447  has  been  distributed  during  the  pot  btlf- 
year  in  grants  of  assistance,  £240  in  amonnta  rangiag  bm 
£20  to  £50  to  members  and  their  families,  and  t3Si'i  '^ 
smaller  Sums  to  the  families  of  deceased  non-membas- 
These  amounts,  added  to  the  grants  made  during  the  I«™^ 
six  months,  give  a  total  sum  of  £862  distributed  in  raid 
during  the  past  year.  , 

The  resolutions  limiting  the  reUef  fund  to  the  aaoostof 
the  annnal  dividends  of  the  association,  having  hesBn- 
scinded  at  the  last  April  general  meeting,  the  whole  of  tb 
annual  subscriptions,  in  addition  to  the  dividends,  an  f- 
plicable,  in  case  of  need,  to  purposes  of  relief. 

During  the  past  half-year  a  sum  of  £300  IDs.  !■■**'" 
invested  in  the  purchase  of  London  and  North  WestaniM' 
way  Four  per  Cent  Debenture  Stock,  making  with  ta* 
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inTestments  in  the  game  stockdaring  the  previout  six  months 
the  Bum  of  £1,903  ISa.  capitalised  during  the  past  year. 

The  entire  funded  capital  of  the  association  is  now 
X20,096  5t.  2d.  stock,  consisting  of  £7,803  178.  8d.  India 
iPive  per  Cents.  £50,16  Is.  2d.  India  Four  per  Cents. 
£5,071  6a.  4d.  Three  per  Cent.  Consols,  and  £2,205  London, 
and  North  Western  Bail  way  Four  per  Cent.  Debenture  Stock, 
producing  together  dividends  amounting  to  £810  per  annum. 
A  balance  of  £516  19g.  4d.  remains  to  the  credit  of  the 
Association  with  the  Union  Bank  of  London,  and  a  snm  of 
£15  in  the  hands  of  the  secretary  for  petty  disbursements. 
The  directors  deeply  regret  to  have  to  record  the  decease 
of  three  valued  colleagnes  since  the  last  general  meeting: — 
Mr.  Edward  Benham,  Hr.  Edward  Lawranoe,  and  Mr. 
Edwin  Wilkins  Field,  the  sad  incident  connected  with  the 
death  of  the  last-named  gentleman  rendering  his  untimely 
loss  even  more  to  be  deplored.  In  the  room  of  the  two  first- 
named  deceased  gentlemen  the  directors  have  elected  Ur. 
'William  Carter  and  Mr.  John  Henry  Mackenzie,  both  of 
London.  The  vacancy  occasioned  by  the  death  of  Hit.  E.  W. 
Field  hasnot  yet  been  filled  np,but  Mr.  William  Beriah  Brook, 
of  London,  has  been  duly  nominated  by  two  members  of  the 
board. 

In  conformity  with  the  rules,  the  directors  and  auditors 
retire  from  office  at  the  ensaing  meeting,  but  are  willing  and 
eligible  to  be  re-elected. 

The  directors  desire,  before  closing  their  report,  to  express 
the  gratification  it  has  afforded  them  to  convene  the  ensning 
general  meeting  at  ITewcastle-apon-Tyne.  The  aasoeiationt 
met  there  last  in  1860,  and  from  the  warm  support  it  has  me 
from  the  profession  there,  the  directors  are  induced  to  believe 
that  this  renewal  of  its  visit  in  its  present  more  advanced 
-condition  of  prosperity  will  be  appreciated  by  members  of 
the  profession  in  that  neighbourhood,  and  be  attended  with 
beneficial  results  to  the  interests  of  the  Institution." 

The  Churkan  then  rose,  and  delivered  the  following 
address: — 

Oentlemen, — In  rising  to  move  the  adoption  of  the  report, 
I  cannot  regard  withont  feelings  of  congratulation  this  large 
and  influential  assembly,  this   aggregation  of  Churchmen 
and  Dissenters,  var  ioos  and   differing,  yet  all  professing 
that  "  true  rel^jion  "  which  consists  "  in  visiting  the  widow 
and  the  fatherless  in  their  affliction,  and  in  keeping  ourselves 
anspotted  &om  the  world."  But  satisfactory  as  this  meeting 
is  in  its  character  and  its  numbers,  we  cannot  forget  that  se- 
veral of  our  beet  and  firmest  friends  are  no  longer  amongst  us. 
"The  report  reminds  us  that  within  the  last  few  months  we 
have  lost    Mr.   Benham  (the    president  of  our    parent 
aasociatioii),    Mr.    Lawrance     (the   vice-chairman   of  our 
society),  uud  Mr.  Field,  a  constant  and  powerful  supporter, 
by  his   [iresence  and  his  addreises,  of  these  meetings.     I 
-especially,   as  the  predecessor  in  office  of  Mr.  Benham  and 
Hr.  Lawrence,  must  feel  that  death  has  stricken  brethren 
near  aoA  dear  to  us.    In  other  respects  the  report  is  satis- 
factory :  it  shows  some  increase  in  the  number  of  our  mem- 
bers, and  some  addition  to  the  amount  of  our  invested  funds  : 
it  shows  also  a  satisfactory  working  of  the  new  rule   as  to 
expenditure — that  rule  is  a  most  important  one,  and  at  this, 
the  first  provincial  meeting  after  the  passing  of  it,  a  few 
-vrords  as  to  the  probable  effect  of  the  rme  on  oar  future  posi- 
ption  and  prospects  cannot  be  out  of  season.     From  the 
printed  report  of  the  proceedings  of  the  April  meeting  it 
appears  that  the  rule  was  not  pissed   unanimously,  and  that 
in  the  debate  one  kind-hearted  speaker,  forgetting  perhaps 
that  as  a  provident  society  we  ooght  to  act  providently, 
ur^^ed  that  our  capital  of  £20,000  was  "  a  respectable  snm," 
And  "  that  the  association  shoold  follow  the  example  of  the 
great  London  hospitals,  where  they  did  not  hesitate  not 
only  to  expend  all  their  annual  sabscriptions,  but  even  to 
anticipate  and  encroach  on  the  sabscriptions  of  the  following 
year.       Oentiemen,  1  hope  that  this  example  of  London 
hospitals  will  never  be  followed  by  our  association,  and  I 
am  glad  to  see  that  the  rule  itself  precludes  the  possibility 
of  oar  getting  into  debt,  for  it  does  not  authorise  expendi- 
ture beyond  the  extent  of  oar  income.    I  am  afraid,  how- 
ever, that  the  appeals  for  largely  increased  expenditure   in 
relief,  which  have  been  made  by  some  of  onr  friends,  and 
especially  by  judges   who    have  eloquently    pleadeil  for 
OS  at  oar  annual  festivals,  were  based  on  an  exaggerated  idea 
that  our  roll  of  members  might  be  greatly  increased — it  is 
important  that  we  should  be  under  no  delusion  in  this 
respect.      Permit  me,  therefore,  to  refer  to  a  few  statistics 
B^hich  I  have  drawn  from  the  list  of  Manchester  solicitors. 
There  are  rather  more  than  270  Manchester  soliciton^  and 


!  about  ninety  of  them,  being  about  one-third  of  the  whole 

I  number,  are  members  of  this  association. 

Apparently  this  proportion  compares  favourably  with  the 
proportion  of  one-fifth  which  the  total  number  of  members 
of  this  association  (say  2,000)  bears  to  the  number  (say 
10,000)  of  the  whole  body  of  solicitors  of  England  and 
Wales,  and  it  may  be  asked  why,  if  one-third  of  the  Man- 
chester solicitors  are  members  of  the  association,  we  may  not 
hope  that  one -third  of  the  whole  body  of  solicitors,  instead 
of  the  present  one-fifth,  will  shortly  become  members.  For 
an  answer  let  us  glance  at  facts.  We  find  that  of  the  270 
Manchestersolicitorsabont  two-fifths  are  practionersof  whom 
none  were  admitted  before  1860,  and  that  of  these  two-fifths 
eiuht  persons  only  are  members  of  the  association.  This  fact 
indicates  that  as  a  rule  the  professional  incomes  of  solicitors  of 
less  than  ten  or  eleven  years'  standing  do  not,  in  the  opinion 
of  the  recipients,  justify  them  in  beginning  to  subscribe  to 
our  funds,  and  that,  in  fact,  they  defer  to  a  future  day  the 
realisation  of  their  intention  to  become  members.  As- 
suming, then,  that  two-fifths  of  the  10,000  solicitors,  for  the 
time  being,  are  young  practitioners  not  likely  to  subscribe, 
we  may  at  once  deduct  4,000  from  the  10,000,  leaving  6,000, 
of  whom,  say,  one-hidf  are  London  solicitors,  who  have  a 
local  society  with  obiects  similar  to  our  own,  and  of  whom, 
say,  half,  are  more  Ukely  to  support  the  local  society  than 
ours  :  making,  therefore,  a  deduction  of  3,000  on  account  of 
London  solicitors  we  have  left  3,000,  and  of  this  number 
two-thirds  are  already  members  of  the  association.  Can  we, 
in  the  face  of  these  considerations,  assume  that  this  pro- 
portion will  be  materially  increased  ?  Can  we  reasonably 
expect  to  gain  as  members  the  whole,  or  half,  or  a  quarter 
of  the  remaining  one-tliird !  I  fear  that  these  questions 
may  be  answered  in  tile  negative,  for,  if  Manchpster,  which 
has  been  well  canvassed,  uive  only  one-third  of  its  number 
as  members,  is  it  likely  mat  an  equal  proportion,  or  even  a 
proportion  greater  than  the  present  one-fifth  of  10,000,  will 
be  yielded  by  England  and  Wales,  containing,  as  they  do, 
many  small  places  and  thinly-populated  districts  which  have 
not  yet  been  canvassed  at  all,  and  perhaps  are  not  likely  to 
be  canvassed. 

But,  gentlemen,  though  we  may  not  be  encouraged  to 
hope  that  the  means  of  increasing  our  invested  funds  will 
be  found  in  a  large  addition  to  oar  roll  of  members,  the 
new  rule  may  be,  and  in  my  humble  opinion  is,  a  good  and 
wise  one ;  it  authorises  relief  to  the  extent  only  of  our 
annual  income ;  it  says  that  the  board  nay  spend  the 
income;  itdoes not  say  that  they  thall  spend,  and  whilst 
it  precludes  them  from  getting  into  debt,  it  leaves  them  at 
liberty  either  to  continue  or  discontinue  the  accumulation 
of  capital.  Under  the  old  rule  they  necessarily  marshalled 
their  income  so  as  to  throw  the  cost  of  working  the  society 
on  the  annual  subscriptions,  and  to  leave  the  dividends  of 
investments  wholly  applicable  to  purposes  of  relief.  Under 
the  new  rule  the  marshalling,  if  any,  may  be  to  throw  the 
working  expenses  on  the  dividends  rather  than  on  the  sub- 
scriptions, and  thus  enable  our  canvassers  to  say  that  the 
whole  of  onr  annoid  sabscriptions  are  applicable  to  purposes 
of  relief  without  deduction  for  working  expenses  ;  and  nere, 
gentiemen,  let  me  fiankly  ask,  before  I  conclude,  whether 
our  capital  of  £20,000,  the  fund  which  ought,  by  a  moderate 
percentage  on  its  dividends,  to  pay  our  working  expenses, 
IS  really  "  a  respectable  sum  "  !  Can  we  persuade  ourselves 
that  to  increase  it  would  (as  was  surmised  by  a  speaker  at 
the  April  meeting)  be  to  "amass  funds  for  the  benefit  of 
future  generations  in  lieu  of  relieving  present  necessities  "  ? 

i  May  it  not  rather  be  said  that  a  capital  of  £100,000  wonld 
not  be  more  than  sufficient  for  om prttent  necessities  !  One 
tenth  of  the  income  from  it  might  soffice  to  pay  our  working 
expenses,  and  the  rest  would  be  a  most  welcome  addition  to 
the  annual  subscriptions  applicable  for  the  relief  of  present 
necessities.  Why  I  the  clerks  of  the  barristers  and  solici- 
tors of  the  metropolis  have,  I  believe,  an  accamulated 
capital  of  fifty  or  sixty  thousand  pounds,  and  shall  we,  the 
solicitors  of  England  and  WaJes,  be  contented  with  one  of 
£20,000,  of  which  half  tiie  dividends  are  at  present  swal- 
lowed up  in  the  payment  of  onr  working  expenses  P  Let  us 
not  forget  that  our  association  is  still  omy  in  the  fourteenth 
year  of  its  institution,  and  that  during  the  remaining  seven 
years  of  what  I  may  call  its  minority,  cases  that  would  press 
unduly  on  the  funds  of  such  an  infant  society  might  properly 
be  left  to  commend  themselves  to  that  private  and  local  bene- 
ficence which  formerly  was  the  only  resource  of  these  cases. 
Such  a  case  occurred  in  Manchester  a  few  years  ago,  and 
was  relieved  by  a  local  subscription.    There  was  afterwards 
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a  similar  case  at  liverpool,  and,  as  I  happened  to  see  the 
sabscription  list  in  that  case,  I  may  say  to  the  credit  of 
'  our  Liverpool  brethren,  that  the  list  contained  some  twenty 
or  thirty  subscriptions  of  £60  each  from  firms  or  indiridaals. 
Bat,  gentlemen,  whether  oar  sympathies  be  for  present  ex- 
penditure in  relief  or  for  accomnlation  of  capital,  we  may  all 
a^ree  that  the  subject  has  been  wisely  left  by  the  rule  to  the 
discretion  of  the  board  of  directors,  and  that  relying  on  a 
.proper  exercise  of  that  discretion,  we  may  accept  the  rule  as 
a  final  and  satisfactory  solution  of  the  difficult  question 
which  had  to  be  solved.  Moreover,  any  annual  subscriber 
•who  is  in  favour  of  present  accumulation  to  a  greater  extent 
than  the -board  may  sanction,  can,  su  far  as  he  is  concerned, 
give  effect  to  his  views  by  converting  his  annual  sabscrip- 
tion into  a  life  membership,  and  he  may  hope  that  any  ex- 
penditure of  the  board  in  relief  which  interferes  with  what 
.'he  regards  as  necessary  and  prudent   accamalation  will  not 

•  only  do  present  good,  bnt  will  be  as  "  bread  thrown  upon 
the  watws,"  and  return  to  ns  in  donations  and  legacies  from 
onr  richer  memben,  who,  seeing  and  approving  our  good 
works,  may  be  led  by  the  impulse  of  their  own  hearts,  and 
the  convictions  of  their  own  consciences,  to  believe  that  they 

•  cannot  better  bestow  their  charities  than  in  giving  liberally 
to  the  Solicitors'  Benevolent  Association. 

I  move,  gentlemen,  that  the  report  and  balance-sheet  now 
<  presented  be  received  and  adopted. 

The  motion  having  been  seconded  by  Mr.  Stsphbx 
WtLLiAKS,  of  Iiondon,  was  unanimoasly  agreed  to. 

Mr.  MoNCKTON,  of  Maidstone,  proposed  a  vote  of  thanks 
to  the  directors  and  auditors  for  their  kind  and  able  services 
during  the  past  half  year,  which  was  seconded  by  Mr. 
Ui'BST,  of  Manobeater,  and  unanimously  passed. 

Mr.  Stkfhbn  Williams,  one  of  the  auditors,  acknowledged 
the  compliment  for  himseljf  and  coUengue. 

On  the  motion  of  Mr.  Stbbbt,  of  Manchester,  seconded  by 
FnOFXasOB  JoHKSON,  of  Birmingham,  the  directors  and 
auditor*  were  re-elected  for  the  ensuing  year. 

On  the  motion  of  Mr.  ;Stbfhex  Williaub,  seconded  by 
Mr.  KiCKMAN,  of  London,  Mr.  W.  B.  Brook,  of  New-inn, 
London,  was  elected  a  director  in  lieu  of  Mr.  £.  W.  Field, 
deceased. 

Mr.  R.  A.  Patne,  of  Liverpool,  moved  a  vote  of  thanks  to 
the  president  for  the  kind  manner  in  which  he  had  presided 
over  them  that  day,  and  for  the  pains  he  had  taken  in 
t^bringing  before  them  the  statistics  as  to  the  society,  and  the 
-very  kind  and  apposite  remarks  he  had  made. 

Mr.  Btland,  01  Birmingham,  very  cordially  seconded  the 
resolution,  which  was  carried  by  acclamation. 

Mr.  W.  Shaxn,  of  London,  then  proposed  a  vote  of  thanks 
to  their  excellent  secretary,  without  whose  constant  and 
careful  attention  it  would  be  impossible  for  the  directors 
tatis&ctorily  to  discharge  their  duties.  He  took  the  oppor- 
tnnity  of  saying  that  the  association  was  not  in  as  satis- 
factory a  position  financially  as  it  ought  to  be,  and  urged 
-■that  tbe  members  in  their  several  looalities  should  endeavour 
to  obtain  new  members. 

The  Sheriff  of  Newcastle  (Wiluam  Daoostt,  Esq.) 
seoonded  the  motion,  and  stated  that  nearly  one-half  of  the 
.  number  of  practitioners  in  Newcastle  are  members  of  the 
Association,  which  was  a  good  deal  owing  to  kis  personal 
canvass. 

Mr.  SnpRBK  Williams,  of  London,  supported  th«  motion, 
which  was  carried  by  acclamation. 

The  SECBBTiJiT  having  expressed  his  acknowledgments 
of  the  eompliment  in  appropriate  terms,  a  vote  of  thanks 
-was  given  to  the  Mayor  and  Corporation  of  Newoastle,  for 
the  use  of  the  Council  Cliamber,  and  the  meeting  th«n  ter> 
minated. 


OBITVAST. 


of  the  Middle  Temple,  on  the  29th  of  Janauy,  1841.  He 
then  joined  the  Northern  Circnit,and  afterten  yean'  pnctiet 
lit  the  bar  was  created  a  Queen's  Conosel  ia  1851,  istha 
same  year  that  Sir  John  Mellor  and  the  Ute  Sii  WQlim 
Atherton  received  their  silk  gowns.  In  the  follawiii);7eu 
he  was  appointed  a  bencher  of  the  Middle  Temple,  ud  ii 
1858,  on  the  resignation  of  Sir  John  Taylor  Coleridge,  Mr. 
Hill  was  nominated  to  succeed  him  as  a  jadgs  of  die  Comt 
of  Qaeen's  Bench,  which  tribunal  thenconsistM  of  LordCucp- 
bell  as  Chief  Justice,  and  Sir  WUliam  'V^HMitmu,  Sir 
William  Erie,  Sir  Charles  Cromptou,  ^d  Sir  Hofh  Ml  u 
puisne  justices.  During  the  short  time  that  hia  health  ps- 
mitted  nim  to  retain  lus  seat  on  the  bench  he  displajd 
judidal  abilities  of  the  highest  order,  and  probably  no 
judge  has,  during  so  a  short  career,  established  a  hi^ 
reputation.  In  1861  he  was  compelled,  by  the  state  ouis 
health,  to  resign  his  seat  on  the  bench.  Sir  Hn^  Hill 
married,  in  1881,  Audley  Georgiana  Anns,  theeldnt  daagb- 
ter  of  the  late  Richard  Holden  'Webb,  Esq.,  formerly  m- 
tenant  in  tbe  Grenadier  Guards,  and  aftermards  for  muj 
years  Controller  of  the  Customs. 

MR.  J.  H.  HEAKN. 
Mr.  John  HenryHeam,  solicitor,  of  R;de,I>leof  Wiglit, 
died  at  Cambrian  House,  his  residence  there,  on  the  ISthef 
October,  in  the  17th  year  of  his  age.  The  Ute  Hr.  Heus 
was  admitted  an  attorney  in  1837,  and  has  tor  many  ysaa 
fi^ed  the  position  of  clerk  to  the  county  justices  of  theltit 
of  Wight.  He  was  also  clerk  to  the  Ryde  board  of  gaaidiui, 
steward  of  the  manor  of  Ryde,  and  clerk  to  tbe  commis- 
sioners of  tiie  Town  Pier  Company. 


PUBLIC  COMPANIES. 

OOTBBNillBIlT  FaiTDB. 
Last  Qcotitiov,  Oct.  m,  U7I. 
fYom  tlu  O0ciat  LUt  tftlu  aelaal  tuiMU  Iruutut, 
Annaities,  April,  'It 


S  per  Cent.  Console,  92{ 
Ditto  for  Aooonnt.  Nov.  S,  W 
a  per  Cent.  Radnoed  «li 
New  s  per  Cent..  91} 
Do.  IlperCent.,  Jau. '94 
Do.  1(  per  Cent.,  Jan.  '(4 
Do.  a  Mr  Cent.,  Jan.  'Tt 
Annaities,  Jan.  'SO  — 


Do.  (Bad  8«a  T.)  Aig.  nm 
Bz  Bills, eiOOS,  —  per  Ct.3  p  a 
Ditto,  £^00,  Do  —  1  p  a 
mtto,£IOO  a  £iO0.— Spm 
Bank  of  England  Slock,  «|  ft 

Ct.  (lasthair-yeat)Mt 
Ditto  (or  Acooont. 


inSIAH  OOTEBRItBNT  8ECUBITIS8. 


India  Stk.,10ipCt.Apr.'U,i06 

Ditto  for  Aeooont 

Ditto  5perCent.,Jaly,'t01lti 

Ditto  fo  r  Aeooant,  — 

Ditto  4perCeat.,  Cot.  *BS  lOii 

Oittoidttto.Certifioatas,  — 


bid.Knf.Fr.,S  pCJ«i.''l!« 
Ditto,  61  per  Ctnt.,VaT,nim 
Ditto  Debentnrts,  pst  OW., 

April, '64  — 
Do.  Do  ,S  perCent.iAof.'niei 
Do.  Bonds,  4  par  CI.,  £ie44  H  r> 


Ditto  BafhoMPpr.,  t  per  Cent.  96  I  Ditto,  ditto,  ondei  <IM».  »}* 


KAILWAT  8T00K. 


Bailwajs. 


^«id.  Oatos  >n» 


SIR  HUGH  HILL. 
The  death  of  Sir  Hugh  Hill,  Knight,  formerly  one  of  the 
judges  of  her  Majesty's  Court  of  Queen's  Bench,  took  place  at 
the  Royal  Crescent  Hotel,  Brighton,  on  the  12th  inst.,  at 
the  age  of  70  years.  The  deceased  gentleman  was  the  son 
of  the  late  James  Hill,  Esq.,  of  Graigue,  county  Cork,  by 
Mary,  daughter  of  Hugh  Norcott,  Esq.,  of  Springfield,  in 
the  same  county,  and  was  bom  at  Graigue  in  1802.  He 
entered  Trinity  College,  Dublin,  in  November,  1816,  and 
.graduated  B.A.  there  in  1821.  He  commeirced  practice 
■in  Iiondonas  a  special  pleader  below  the  bar  in  1827,  and 
continued  as  such  till  called  to  tbe  bar  by  tbe  Hon.  Society 
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MONBT  MAnXBT  AND  CiTX  iNTBIAIOCHCt. 

The  diieotore  of  the  Bank  of  EogUnd  hare  nsik* 
alteration  this  week  in  the  rata  of  disooant  Ti*  ^ 
markets  have  been  quiet,  railways  haTing  B««''^2 
proved  during  the  week.  Bank  shares  have  shgUly  tew'- 
Consols  closed  at  92|. 
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Ueain.  Tfaonson,  Bonar,  &  Co.  are  anthorised  by  the 
SirectOT-Gteneral  of  the  Fuhlio  Works  in  the  Repablio  of 
Urngfoay  to  receive  subscriptions  for  £3,500,000  stock  in 
bonds  of  jBI.OOO,  XSOO,  and  £100  «ach,  bearing  interest  at 
6  per  cent  &om  August  1,  1871,  redeemable  at  par  In  half- 
resrly  drawings^  The  issue  priee  i*  72  per  cent.,  payable 
in  instalments,  the  last  being  April  3,  1872.  The  principal 
and  interest  are  payable  half-yearly  in  London,  free  from 
all  tJmgnayan  taxes.  Calculating  diaoount  on  instalments 
the  price  is  £69  ISs.  per  cent.  l%e  bonds  axe  quoted  If  to 
IJ  preminm. 

Messrs.  Short  &  King  are  authorised  to  dispose  of  1,500 
(bares  of  £100  each,  part  of  2,500  shares  which  constitute 
the  ordinary  share  capital  of  the  Kantyglo  &  BUina 
Ironworks  Company  (Limited).  The  shares  are  entitled  to 
rank  for  dividend  up  to  8  per  cent,  per  annum  after  a 
limilar  dividend  has  been  paid  on  the  preference  shares,  and 
ue  further  entitled  to  participate  rateably  with  the  preference 
■hares  in  all  surplus  profits.  The  price  of  the  shares  now 
iffered  is  £80  per  £100  share.  The  shares  are  quoted  at  4 
to  4i  preminm. 

Tlie  prospectus  of  Harnett's  Patent  Asphalte  Paving  Com- 
[lany  has  been  issued.  Capital  £100,000,  in  shares  of  £6  each, 
payable  by  instalmenu.  The  object  of  the  company  is  to 
iciiaire  by  purchase  for  the  sum  of  £60,000,  four-fifths  of 
*hich  is  to  be  paid  in  shares,  the  invention  and  patent  of 
Ur.  Frederic  Bamett,  which  has  the  singular  advantage 
irer  others,  that  nearly  eighty  per  cent,  of  the  materids 
'(quired  are  products  of  this  country,  and  easily  procurable, 
iiiil  the  remaining  portion  can  be  obtained  here  at  an  ordi- 
lary  commercial  price,  not  being  the  subject  of  any 
QODopoly. 

A  prospeotos  has  been  iastinl  of  the  Auvergne  Bituminous 
lock  and  Paving  Company  (Limited),  CapiUl  £150,000,  in 
:iO  shares,  of  which  £80,000  is  now  to  be  subscribed.  The 
ompany  has  been  formed  for  the  purpose  of  acquiring  and 
forking  the  nxtensive  well-known  and  valuable  mines  of 
iituminons  Rock  which  are  situate  in  the  district  of 
lavergne,  in  the  department  of  Puy  d«  Dome,  France. 
!1ie  property  consista  of  six  mines,  which  are  known  by 
be  names  of  the  Chamalieres,  the  Puy  de  la  Burriere, 
lie  Pont  dn  Chateau,  the  Halintrat,  the  Lnssat, 
od  the  Sallet,  and  are  held  under  seven  conces- 
ODs  granted  by  the  French  Govemnient  in  perpetuity, 
'he  district  over  which  the  concessions  entitle  the  pro- 
rietors  to  quarry  or  mine  is  about  twelve  miles  in  length, 
y  two  and  a-half  miles  in  breadth  ;  and  such  right  exists 
rer  this  surface  wherever  any  indication  of  bituminous  rock 
ppears.  The  seven  concessions  cover  pioperties  varying 
'om  36  to  1,000  acres,  and  they  extend  together  over  an  area 
r  upwards  of  3,000  acres.  The  actual  demand  for  asphalte 
ir  paving  and  other  purposes  in  the  piindpal  towns  in 
reat  Bntian,  the  Continent,  and  in  Tnuisatlantio  cities,  is 
ready  very  great ;  and,  from  the  success  of  the  roedways 
id  pavements  laid  down  in  London  and  other  large  cities 
id  towns,  it  is  certain  that  this  demand  will  be  enormously 
creased. 


MARRUQES. 

Attbxs— JoRNSOM— On  Oct.  6,  at  St.  Mark's  Church,  Ken- 
nington,  Mr.  T.  M.  Attrae,  of  No.  2,  New-inn,  London,  soli- 
citor, to  Susanna,  daughter  of  the  late  Mr.  Thomas  Johnson, 
of  Bastdean,  Sussex. 

BouBDiLLOM-- Cabborxu. — On  Oct.  17,  at  the  parish  church 
of  Barham,  Kent,  Thomas  Booidillon,  Esq.,  of  Horkesley 
Hall,  Essex,  and  Iiinooln's-inn,  barrister-a^Iaw,  to  Selina, 
fourth  daughter  of  the  late  John  Carbonell,  Esq. 

HABDtNO — SikViLB — On  Oct.  6,  at  Christ's  Church,  Maryle- 
bone,  Wallace  James  Harding,  barrister-at-law,  of  Uie  Middle 
Temple,  to  Paulina  Mary  Ann,  widow  of  the  Hon.  Chwies 
Stuart  Savile,  fourth  son  of  the  third  Earl  of  Mexborough. 

Leightok — Hall-Maxwell — On  Oct.  12,  at  St  Thnmas's 
Church,  Byde,  Henry  Forester  Leighton,  of  the  Middle  Tem- 

51e,  barrister-at-law,  to  Mary,  second  daughter  of  the  late 
ohn  Hall-Maxwell,  C.B.,  of  Dargavel  and  Torr  Hall,  Ben- 
frewshlre. 

Shaki'— Bkbwis— On  Oct.  17,  at  Claoham,  Frederick  William 
Sharp,  solicitor,  Chester,  to  Anna  Mary,  third  daughter  of  the 
late  John'Thompson  Brewis,  of  Morpeth,  Northumberland. 

Shaw — Hofkins — On  Oct.  ll,.at  the  nuish  church,  Chester- 
ton, Cambs,  Edward  Shaw,  of  Inner  iTemple,  to  Martha  Eliza- 
beth,  eldest  daughter  of  John  L.  Hopkins,  Esq.,  Mus.  Doc. 
Wentworth  House,  Cambridge. 

DEATHS. 
Babb— On  Wednesday,  Oct.  18,  at  Leeds,  Bobert  Barr,  Esq.,. 

for  36  years  Clerk  to  the  Magistrates  of  the  Borough  el  Leeos, 

aged  77. 
BAX'TkB — On  Oct.  10,  at  Preston,  Elizabeth,  relict  of  John 

Baxter,  Esq.,  solicitor,  of  that  town. 
De>'tok — On  Oct.   18,  at  Glanmire  House,  Bamsgate,  Kent, 

Samuel  Denton,  Bsq.,  of  Gray's-inn,  London,  aged  59. 
Hakdino — On    Oct.    11,  at   1,   Ulster-terraca,  Begmt's-park, 
..  Oeorae  Harding,  Esq.  (of  the  firm  of  Bray,  Warren,  Haraing,. 

&  Warren,  in  his  70th  year. 
Heabn — On  Oct.  13,  at  Cambrian  House,  Ryde,  Isle  of  Wight, 

John  HeniT  Heam,  Esq.,  solictor,  in  his  o7th  year. 
Williams— On  Oct.  11,  at  Sandrock,  near  Hastings,  Martha,. 

the  beloved  wife  of  Joshua  Williams,  of  Linoola'a-inn,  Q.C. 


iiOHOoi  oAzanzB. 


Mr.  James  Fleming,  Q.C.,  took  his  seat  for  the  first 
ne  as  CJuuiceUor  of  the  coimty  Palatine  of  Durham  on 
e  2nd  October,  and  expressed  a  hope  that  that  court 
e  juisdiotion  of  which  extended  from  the  Tyne  to  the 
tea,  would  be  revived,  and  become  again  one  of  the  law 
urtcofthe  palatinate.  Mr.  Meynell  oongratnlated  the 
iw  ohanoellor  on  behalf  of  the  looal  bar. 
The  grand  jury  of  Sonera,  California,  recommended  in 
eir  report  Uiat  **  for  the  safety  and  comfort  of  bald-headed 
in,  the  loose  plastering  be  removed  from  the  ceiling,  or 
it  the  sheriff  be  instructed  to  furnish  parties  having 
siness  in  the  court  with  pillows  or  suitable  shields  to 
ver  their  beads  with." — Albany  Law  Journal. 


BIBTB8,  HABRIAOB^.  AMU  ORAfHV 

BIRTHS. 

itjiip On  Oct.  14,  at  20,   Horbury-cresoent,    Kensington- 

Mirk,  the  wife  of  F.  0.  Crump,  Esq.,  barrister-at-law,  of  a 
laughter. 

ANB On  Oct.  16,  at  28,  Hill-street,  Haveifordwsst,  the  wife 

>f  Mr.  E.  £aton  Evans,  solicitor,  of  a  daughter. 

lOPBB On  Oct.  6,  at  Belfield  Lodge,  Weymouth,  the  wife  of 

*elly  Hooper,  Esq.,  solicitor,  of  a  son. 

NO— On  Oct.  6,  the  wife  of  Thomas  King,  Esq.,  of  Brighton, 

olidtor,  of  a  son. 


PreliMtioaal  Partatrtblpi  Dluotrcd. 

TrasvAi,  Oct.  IT,  1871. 
Oooks,  Nattiaolel  Wsdd,  fc  John  Artkor  Talbot.  Spring-gdas,  Oharlng- 
cross,  Sollcltois  and  AUoni«;t-at-law.    Sept  39 

Friendly  Sodsties  Dissolved. 
TviSDiT,  Oct.  17, 1871. 
Broadwaa  Friendly  Sodetjr,  Royal  Oak  Inn,  Bniadwas,  Woresater. 
Oct  IS 

Orsditors  ondar  Kttatss  in  Ohiacery. 

Xm(  Aiy  «/  rrooj. 
TcsSDiT,  Oct  17,1871. 
Cbamley,  Hjr,  FrestOD,  Laooashlra,  Ironfoonder.   Norl.    Cbaraley  «' 
Cbamley,  Beglairar  of  rruton  District,  Fox-st,  Freston 

CiedltoH  uadsr  92  ft  28  Viet  cap.  SS. 

Laat  Day  o/  Claim. 

FaiDAi,  Oct.  13, 1871. 

Beeley,  John,  Laaebam,  Nottluiilum,  Farmer.    Dae  14.   Marshal)  Ic 

Sods,  EaM  Retlord 
Bennett,    Fradk,  Holnetl,  Dorset,  Dairyican.     Dec  1.     Uabaoth  ft 

Btrtlett,  Sherborne 
Beelcjr,  Kobt,  BaUi,   Bomcmt  Plastertr.     Dsc  I.    LitUe  h  Little, 

Bath 
Bncklejr,  John,  Bdcbaston,  BInn,  Oaot    Oct  SI.    Brown,  Elm 
Barnbam,  Robt,  Leicester.    Dec  1.    Billinga,  Lslcestsr 
Orewdion,  WiUon,  Wballajr  Biiii||«,or  Maaeh,  Esq.    Deo  9.    Coalifls  &: 

Leat,  Manoh 
Conllffe,  John,  .Vyencoogh  Honee,  Dear  Girttang,  Laacaetaira,  Esq. 

Vvc  9.    Oanllflb  a  Leaf,  Manch 
Onrtis,    Jaa,     MoorepK-rd,  Fnlhtm,    Aceontrement  Usker.     Deo  1. 

Thomas,  Moore-pk-tur,  Kina's-rd 
Eldrldge,  Mary,  Park  et,    QrosTeDOr-sq,  Widow.     Nov   4.     Crosse, 

Bloomabnry-eq 
Farrance.  Eliz,  Ladbroke-tar,  Notttng  Hill,  Widow.    Dee  1.    Mallam, 

Staple-inn,  Uolborn 
Forbes,  Ann,  Cppar  Manor-st,  Chelwa.    Oct  11.    Mason,  Hsddox-lt, 

Rexem-st 
Holt.  Maty,  Broadhalgh,  Rochdale,   Lancasbh«,  Spinster.     Nov  1».- 

StaodrloR,Jao,  Rochdale 
Home,  Marls,  Biysnston-sq,  Widow.    Nov  13.  Braikenridge,  Bartlatt'a-  ■ 

bldga,  Holbornclrcaa  , 

Jowltt.   Isaac,    Rndderafleld,    Tork,    Plasterer.     Dee   11.     Fisher, 

Hoddersfleld 
Lambert,  Maiilda,  Canden-rd,  Widow.    Dec  9.    Walker  k  MarUnean,  ' 

Klng's-rd,  Oray'a-laa 
Mortimer,  Rer  Geo  Ferris  WhMbome,  Eodeston-iq.  Dee  IS.  Mseksoiie 

a  Co,  Crown-el,  Old  Brrad-st 
Paine,  David,  aamllogay,  Cambridgeshire,  yarmar.    Deo  It.  Chapfflaa„ 

Biggleswade 
Paate,  Andrear,  Weaton,  Salop,  Miller.    Jan  1 1.    Ulnshall,  Oswestry 
Perry,  Stephen,  Needbam  Market,  Soiroik,  Oent.    DeoS.    Uaywaid'Ik. 

Sena,  Needbam  Market 
Freiton,  Oeo,  Horbory,  York,  Oent.    Dee  1.    Holt  ft  Sons,  Horbasy 
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Reynolda,  Stepben,  Lpool,  Coffee  Honie   Keeper.    Not  li.    Gonid, 

MnretoDhBinpiit«ad 
Rolph,  Caroline,  Clifton,  Brietol,  Widow.  Nor  20.    Scerlett,  Tbombnir 
Skinner,  John,  Toabridge,  Kent,  Gent.    Jen  1.    StenntngiTonbridge 
Ward,  Elii,  Ot  MalTem,  WoiceeMr,  WMow.    Mot  1.    Uueaeld  *  Sooa, 

Ledborr 
Williineon,  CbM,  Sudaeld,  Tonbrldge  Well*,  Knit,  0«at.    Dee  II. 

Mliebell  ft  Chepple,  ()aeen-et,  Cheepeide 
WUIiioaon,  Edwd,  Touenbem  Mewe,  MMdleeer  HoepiUL    Nor  18. 

Bellejr  k  Co,  Berner*-at 
Johnston,  SophI*    Merth*,    Bt    John'a^t-rd,  ClerkenweU.     Dec  Si. 

Broughton,  Flnbiiirjr-«| 

Tdudat,  Out.  17,  1871. 
Appe,  Wm,  Brenehler,  Kent,  Ftrmer.    Dee  I.    Gorham  ft  'Werner, 

Tonbridge 
Best,  Ella,  Amberler-rd,  B*rrow.rd,  Feddlnstoo.    Nor  II.    Freet, 

Lmdenlnll.«t 
Blaekbom,  Jte  Berry,  Norwiob,  Carrier.    Not   I.     Killer  ft  Co> 

Nonriob 
Boruton,  John,  Birm,  Grocer.    Mot  10.    WaUbid,  Btrm 
Drierley,    John,   Acton    BomeU,  Salop,   Batler.     Dee   It.     Tork, 

Birm 
Clegir,Ja«,  Haslinitden,  Lencuhire,  Timber  Deelar.    Mot  U.    Stand- 
ring,  Jen,  Kocbdale 
Coble;,  Robt,  Wellingborougb,  Northampton,  Ear  Saleamen.    Mot  8. 

Cook,  Welllnitboroagb 
Criige,  RIchd,  Ciijr-rd,  Gent.    Deo  IS.    Sterena,  Bncklenbary 
Daown,  Fnu  Dennis  Htmj,  Liocoln'i-lnn,  Barrieter-at-law.    Dee  1. 

Woodrooffe  ft  PlaakiU,  New-eq,  Uneolo'e-ian 
FIgK.    Jane,   Ajleabnrjr,  BncUngham,   Widow,     Mot  U.     Hallam, 

Oxford 
Grant,  Ttaoe  Uorria,  Clarendon-Tille*,  Sooth  Hackney,   Gent.     Mot 

I.    Harria,  BUbopegate-cbnrctarard 
Oregonr,  Ju  Chriatopber,  Cbertae/,  Snrrejr,  SoUoltor.  Deo  19.  GwilUm, 

Cbertaej 
Orinth,   Mary,    Lpool,    Widow.     Mot   17.     KelghUe/  ±  Banning, 

Lpooj 
Bnnt,  Jcaiah,  Speenhamland,  Berka,  Wine  Merchant.    Mot  14.    CaTe, 

Mewbnr; 
Iree,  Geo,  Ot  Oollege-at,  Camden-town,  Gent.    Mot  M.    Jones,  Hart-it 

BIooniabnr7.M) 
Jenninge,  Jane,  Sbrewaburyrd,  S(  SlephenVxi,  B»jfwmt»t,  House- 
keeper.   Dec  13.    SteTem,  Bucklerabunr 
Fhillipi,    Ann,    Penzance,    Cornwall,    Widow.     Mot   30,      Tbooiaa, 

Fentance 
FoQlton,  Ann,  Little  Caofield,  Essex,  Spinster.    Mot  M.    Wade  ft 

Knocker,  Dunmow 
lioads,  John,  Camden-rd,  Farmer.    Mot  It.    Garrett,  Doagh^'4t 
bbepherd,  Wm,  gen.  Wymeewotd,  Leioetterabtre,  Farmer.     Mot  39. 

Brewster,  Notts 
Snnler,  John  HaUby,  New  OroTC,  Bromlajr,  Merchant    Mot  10.    Klaa 

ft  Son,  Fen-ot,  Fenchorch-st 
VTalsliaw,  JoMph,  Dewsbuty,  York,  Woolstsfler.    Dsel.    Scholefleld 

ft  Oidroyd,  Dewabury 
Webster,  John,  SheSeld,  Gent.    Not  10.    Webster,  Sheffield 
Wbltfleld,  Bichd,  Lockler  Wood,  Salop,  Betlred  Hlller.    Mot  34.  Heane, 

Newport 

Sankraptt. 

Faisix,  Oot.  13,  1871. 

Under  the  Bankruptcy  Act,  1869. 

Crjlltors  matt  forward  their  proo;>  of  debts  to  the  Regietrar. 

ToSorrender  in  Loodon. 

Cotteman,  Wataoo,  Nelaon-sq,  Feckham,  Olerk.  Pet  Oet  10.  Brongham- 

Oct  14  at  1 
Harrison,  H  Boobbyer,  St  Faul's-rd,  Lorrimoreoq,  Walworth.    Fet  Oct 

i,    Roche.    Oci  13  at  I 
Le  Gnidara,  Jobn  G,  Fenchnroh-at,  Merchant.      Fet  Oct  10.     Boche. 

Oct  17  at  13 
Maagbam,  Alex,  Psradlse-rd,  Stockwell,  Laaodryman.     Pet  Oot  II. 

Brougham.    Oot  31  at  1 1 
McFsrIaiie,  Geo,  Geo  Spragne  Henry,  ft  Edwd  Hamilton  Vemnn,  St 

Ulehael's-houae,  St  MIcbael'eMjt,  ConhlU,  Uerchanu.     Fet  Ovi  9. 

Brongham.    Oct  36  at  I 
Uytton,  Hy  Whitehead,  Mark-lane,  Wine  Merohant.  Pet  Oet  11.  Roche. 

Oct  37  at  I 
Madal,  Jean,  Mewman-at,  Oxibrd-tt,  Hydranllo  Engineer.    Fet  Oot  10. 

Roche.    Oot  is  at  13 
Sundell,  Seymour,  Hlgb.ai,8haredltch,MatBnllst.  Pet  Oet  9.  Brangbam. 

Oct  16  at  11.30 
Wells,  Joseph,  Queen's  Down-rd,  Hackney,  Ucenaed  Victualler.    Fet  Oct 

10.    Boche.    Oct  37  at  II 

To  Surrender  la  the  Country. 
Armstrong,  Wm,  Mewcaatle-bn-Tyne,  Giooer.    Fet  Oct  10.    Mortimer. 

Newcastle,  Oc:  14  at  11 
Bassect,  Q«o,  Sbome  Ridgway,  Kent,  out  of  btuiness.     Fet  Sept  3  7. 

Acworth,    Rochester,  Oot  14  at  II 
Barton,  Edwd  Cbas,  Lpool,  HilUoer.    Pet  Oct  9.    Watson.    Lpool,  Oct 

34  at  1 
Caldon,  6eo,Sallsbai7,  Wilts,  Diaper.    Pet  Oct  9.    Wilson.    Sallsbory, 

Oct 
Chapman,  Thoa,  ft  Joseph  Shaw,  Halifax,  Yoilt,  Contraotora.     Fet  Oct 

9.    Rankin.    Halifax,  Oet  37  at  10 
Orewe,  Suml,  Blackpool,  LaDoasblte,  Innkeeper.     Fet  Oot  10.     Myres. 

Presiou,  Oct  17  at  U 
Northnip,  Jonathan,  SainlTellejsJnn,  Wm  Harrison  Tetley,  Geo  Her- 
ring Ward,  WakeSeld,  Tork,  Mannfactacers.    Pet  Oct  10.    Robinson. 

Bradford,  Oct  14  at  9 
Beere,  Kobt,  Hecoles,  Suffolk,  Batcher.     Pet  Oct  9.     Cbamberlin.     Gt 

Yarmouth,  Oct  SO  at  13 
Smith,  Aird,  OlUton,  Bristol,  Fly  Proprietor.  Pet  Oct  7.  Harley.  Bristol, 

Oct  li  at  13 
TomlinsoQ,  Wm,  Derby,  Gent.     Pet  Oct  10.     Weller.     Derby,  Oct  37 

ati3 
Wsid.  J oahoa  Castle.  Bilton,Werwisk,  Fanner.     Pet  Oct   10.      Kirby. 

OOTenlry,  Oct  80  at  13 


TnsnaT,  Oct  17,  Itll. 
Under  the  Bankruptcy  Act,  1869. 
Creditors  most  forward  their  prooa  of  debu  to  th«  Beibtm. 
To  Sorrender  In  Loedoe. 
Bnrmester,  Jobn,  restdbig  oot  of  England.    Pet  Oct  11.   tiAt.  Oet 

30  at  II 
Uaaning,  Joseph,  Kingaland-rd,Tictaaller.    Fet  Oct  IL    tn^m. 

OetaOat  ll.SO 
Menzles,  A  J,  Ryder-at,  St  Jamea^     Fet  Oct  IS.    Btos^baa.  Oit  il 

at  11 
Frett,  Robt,  Elixabeth^l,  Eaton-eq,Cowkeq>er.  Pet  Oct  11.  BnsikiB. 

Oct  M  at  II 
Roberts,  John  Robt,  London-rd,  Sontbwark,  Potato  flik— ii,   feOc 
13.    Brongham.    Oct  31  at  II 

To  Snirender  In  the  OoanUy. 
Chetbam,  Fredk,  Longton,  Stafford,  Uanofactonr  olGsithainnR.  Is 

Oet  13.    Keery.    Stoke-npon-Trent,  Not  10  atll 
Clare,  Geo  Digbjr,  Leicester,  Boot  Mannfaetorer.   Fat  Oet  It  Iipa 

Leicester,  Oct  30  at  13 
Merry,  Geo  Edwd,  ft  Albert  Jas  Merry,  Lexden,  Essex,  Kllm.  M 

Oct  1 1 .    Barnes.    Celchester,  Mor  9  at  10 
UilUngton,  DanI,  Tipton,  Stafford.    Pet  Oot  14.    Walker.  DsDq.Oa 

U  at  18 
Nntiall,  Fras  Dixon,  Nnt-groTa,  nr  St  Helen'a,  LaacsaUre,  oat  sf  bu 

nesa.    Pet  Oct  13.    Watson.    Lpool,  Oet  31  at  1 
Perkins,  Fras  Helneken,  Uanelly,  Carmarthen,  Coal  Karchsst  ?ROi! 

11,    Lloyd.    Osniaithen.  Oet37at  IIJO 
Shnttlewortb,  PerclTsl,  Handsworth.  StaObrd,  Oomm  Afsel.   hi  Oe 
II.    Cbaontier.    Birm,  Mot  8  at  1 

BANKRUPTCIES  AMNCLLED. 
PniDaT,  Oct.  13,1871. 
Hacche,  Thoe,  Swansea,  Glamorgan,  Liceased  Victnaller.  Oa  W 
Sbapto,  RobtC.  Dnneombe,  Croowell-honaes,  Sonih  Xeniii|tga,Ge. 

Oct  II 
Wortley,  John  Lyall,  Heigbam,  Norwich,  Draper.    Sept  n 

TmaDAT.Oct  17,  I8T1. 
Bsifcer,  RIcbd,  Hoddersfleld,  York,  SUk  Mercer.   Oct  II 
Seymonr;  Maria,  SnrMteo,  Sarrey,  Widow.    Oct  IS 

Llonidation  br  AmugamBl* 
FIRST  MEETINGS  OF  CRBDHORS. 
FamsT,  Oct.  II,  1(71. 
Bancroft,  Geo,  Menob,  Statleaer.    Oet  31  at  4,  at  offlees  of  Aidtatai. 

Kiog-st,  Maneh 
Boston,  Frsdk,  Exeiar,  Batohar.     Oct  30  at  11,  at  oOom  iOmf^ 

Badiord-eiroaa,  Exeter 
Boulton,  Chaa,  Fontefraet,Tork,  Solicitor.    Oet  23 at  1, atoOatflv 

rstt,  Barstow-sq,  Wakefield 
Breton,  Walter.  Cannon-st,  Chemist.   Oet  33at  ll.steaesiilblTt 

Champion,  Gt  Wlnchester-s^bldgs 
Carter,  Geo  Edwin,  Birm,  Fork  Batcher.    Oct33at8,stiaeMe(Fu;' 

BenneUVbill,  Birm 
Carter.  Thos  Moore,  Bath,  Engfaieer.     Oet  38  at  11,  at  sOesil  Die. 

North-parade,  Bath 
Chiwple,  James,  Hythe,  HanU,  Draper.    Oet  SS  at  3,  at  oOeael  Ik- 
taker,  Snasex-rd,  Ponnd-trae-Une,  Sohthamptaa 
Christopher,  Klehd  Bond,  i^nclawdd,  Glamorgan,  CoUnr  ?«>*■)» 

Oct  33  at  II,  at  14,  Park-st,  Uanelly.    Howell,  Llaselly 
Conpland,  Chaa,  ft  John  Markham,  Kingaton-npoi-HBll,  Iiiekl^ei 

OctUat  ll.atoaceaof  Jacoba,Connty-bldgs,LsndofOisaa|e. 

Kingston-apoo-Hall 
Darling,  Hy,  Neweastle-npon-Tyne,  Bootmaker.  Oet  37  at  II,  at  An 

of  Sewell,  Grey-at,  Newcaatle-npon-Tyne 
DOTine,  John,  Uanch,  Comm  Agent.     Not  1  at  S,  at  oSots  cfljlm 

Eaaex^t,  KIng-st,  Uasch 
DIoklnson,  AUd,  Wsn.  Uarta,  Oarpeoter.    Oet  33  at  1,  st  alia' 

Foster,  Com  Exehaage,  Ware 
Dudley,  Joseph,  RoeeTllle,  Ooeeley,  Stafford,  Pnmpsuksr.    Oa»* 

1 1,  at  offlce  of  Stokes,  Priory  4l,  Dudley 
Egginton,Jobn,8edgley,Siaffbrd,  Grocer.     Oet  38.  Mll,slifl«< 

Barrow,  <)aeeo-et,  WolTerbamptoa 
Emery,  Jobn,  King's  Head-et,  Padding-lane,  Bonder.    Oct  SI  H  l ' 

oOoee  ol  Peokham  ft  Co,  Gt  Knight  Rider-et,  Doetei»'-aa«nnsi 
Fanner,  Biobd. J jn,lMi<toa,NonliamptoB,aatda>ar.    OaNnU* 

offloe  of  Wi.lte,  tierngiis,  Nortbamploa 
Fleming, Thoe, Landp'rl, Hants, Hair Draasar.    Oet  19 M U, •>■* 

of  Walker.  Unlon-at,  Portsaa 
FothergUI.Juhu,  Hey  wood,  Laneashiro,  Cora  MOlsr.    OetUsll' 

oBcee  of  Reddisb,  Browa-st,  Manch 
Grace,  Jas,  CaidUi;  Glamorgan,  Bootmaker.     Oet  37  at  1 1,  t>  iCa  • 

Stepbene,  Bnte^reeeeai,  Bate  Dccks,Caidiff  ^ 

Gill,  Edwd  Hy,  Birm,  Jeweller.     Oct  3»  at  S,  atoflossef  rBi7.*e- 

nett's-hiU,  Birm 
Qoorlv,  Jobn.  Meweastle-npon-Tyne,  Tobacconist     OetMUlt* 

oOIees  of  Allan  ft  Dariee,  Gminger^t,  Meweaatle-apee-iyst 
Haigb,  Darine,  Leeds,  Oomm  Agent.    Oct  33  at  II,  at  cOetsif nw> 

Bank-cbambera,  Park-row,  Leeds 
Heness,  Tboi,  BlackMors-rd,  Ironmonger.  Oet  37  at  II,sll,6ltvc' 
Herbert,  Alf,  Supleton,  Leicester,  Carpenter.    Oet  38  st  S,  SI  •■••  ' 

Preston,  Chnreb'^t,  Hinckley  . 

Holllday,  Barker,  Sionlngton,  York,  Pablican.     Oot  37  st  ll.it*" 

of  Jackson,  Halloa 
Honlalon,  Joshua,  Roby,  Lanoaabire,  Licensed  Vktaillar.  OdSO' 

at  offlcea  of  Worship,  D»le-st,  Lpool  . 

Hudson,  Thos  Twella,  Weat  Retford,  Notts,  Veterinary  Sarfim.  £ 

31  at  11,  at  the  Newoastle  Arms  Inn,  Weat  Retfcrd.   Mat  ti^w 

Retford 
Jowett,  Uanl,  Bradford,  York.  Tailor.    OctlOat  l«.a(iak.><<B<*^ 

Dnke-st,  Bradford 
Lawley ,  Thos,  Kidderminster,  Worcester,  Grocer.    Oct  M  ai  t.  K  <** 

of  Cruwther,  Vicar.st,  Kidderminster  „_^ 

King,  Geo,  Manch,  Oil  Merchant.     Oct  34  at  4,  at  eOeas  afAaW- 

KIng-st,  Manch  , 

Uoyd,  Edwd,  Tottenham-coort-rd,  IDlUner.     Oet  30  et  3,  at  a**' 

Honey  ft  Co,  iOng-et,  Cheapeide 
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Lnu,  Uirte,  DIM,  RnlTolk,  ScboolmlitrMa.     Oot  26  at  3,  at  offlM  of 

BriKk,  DIM 
ItoT,  Br,  Fndk  Hay,  k  Albert  Maj.  Liwol.  Paintan.     Oot  31  at  1,  at 

offloe  of  Jonatlian  s  Co,  Sonlb  Cutlo-at,  Lpool 
Koon,  Wm.  Noalb,  Glamorgan,  Bakar.  Oot  iS  at  It,  at  oflloe  of  Kemp- 

tbonia,  Dofltrn-cbunbot*,  Naatb 
HarraT  Joriab,  Morwieb,  OarmnWr.    Oct  t4  at  S,  U  offleea  of  UiOor  * 

Oo,  Bank-cbamben,  Nonriea 
Ftrk,  Maithev,  Leeds,  Tailor.     Oot  IS  kt  It,  at  offlcaa  of  Bond  «  Bar- 
wick,  Alblon-pl,  Leeda 
Rattt,  DaTid,  BaagbtoB-le-Spriiii,  Darbam,  Grocer.     Oct  30  at  3,  at 

offlcet  of  Orabam  k  Orabam,  John-tt,  SanderUiid 
Bsosbaw,  Wm,  Northampion,  Jeweller.    Oct  37  at  13,  at  offlca  of  Sboo- 

(laitb,  Newland,  Nortbampton 
Shemtt,  Angoatni  Jobs,  Borsbam,  Snnex,  Farmer.     Not  6  at  2,  at 

ollleea  of  Patersoo  fe  Oo,  BosTerte-at,  Fleet-5t 
Slieht.  Wm,  Mottiogbam,  Flomber.    Oct  2ft  at  13,  at  offices  of  Simpson, 

St  Fetar's-cbambera,  Nottingbam 
Smitb,  Artbnr,  GroaTenor-ter,  Clapbam  Junction,  Draper.     Oct  30  at 

13,  at  offleea  of  Smltb  &  Co,  Breadat,  Cheapride 
Solomon,  Frank,  Cleredon,  Somenet,  Milliner.     Oct  26  at  11,  at  tbe 

CaoDon-at  Bailwax  Terminoa  Hotel.    Woodforde,  Clefadon 
T>)tlor,  Geo,  Worceater,  Grooer.     Oct  33  at  I ,  at  olBoea  of  Clotterbnek , 

HIgk-it,  Woroeator 
lerrjr.  Jaa,  Deal,  Kent,  Bntcber.     Oct  2<  at  3,  at  the  Bell  Hotel,  Sand- 

•ricb.    Mercer,  Deal 
Tbomaa,  Beea,  Carmarthen,   Bootmaker.     Oct  33  at  II,  at  tbe  Town- 
hall.  Carmartbeo.     Lloyd,  HaTarfordwait 
Towuabend,  Walter  Watera,  Eaatboama,  Snaaex,  Journeyman  Printer. 

Oct  38  at  12,  at  the  Croirn  Hotel,  I^wea.    Stiff.  Eastbourne 
Tuckett,  Michael  Shum,  Blahopston,  Glouceater.  out  of  buaineaa.     Oct 

Mat  11,  ut  the  Swan  Hotel  Bridge,  Bristol.    Tucker,  Blahopston 
ITanKhan,  Wm,  Maealaaf,  Glamorgan,  MalUter.     Oct  24  at  II,  at  tbe 

Caatle  Botel,  Bridgend 
irard.  Energy,  Ptallpot-sl.  Oomroercial-id,  Boot  Manofkotorar.     Nor  1 

at  3,  at  offloea  of  Stocken  h  Jnpp,  Leadenball-at 
IV.rdley,  Cbas.  Chorltun-aponMedlock.  Manch,  Calloo  Printers.     0«t 

30  at  It,  at  ofBces  nf  Sale  fc  Co,  Booth-st,  ilanch 
Vardlay,  jas,  Valemont.OTer  Darwen,  r^inaaablre,  Calico  Printers.  Oct 
30  at  II,  at  offices  of  Sale  &  Co,  Booth-st,  Maocb 
iVardley,  Jas,  ft  Cbaa  Wardley,  M.inch,  Calico  Printers.    Oot  27  at  3,  at 

the  Royal  Hotel,  Mosley-st.  >lai:cli.    Sale  &  Co,  Mancb 
IfarinKton,  Ttaoa,  Chnrcb-at,  Cambcrwell,  Tobacconiat.    Oct  23  at  3,  at 
offlca  of  Marahall,  Hatton-gardeo 

Ta'ion,  Tboa,  SaTile-toarn,  nr  i>ewabBry,  Toik,  Oil  Merchant.    Oct  23 
at  3,  at  olBoa  of  Scbolea  k  Braarey,  Laeila-rd,  Dewabai7 
Veils,  Jaa,  Harrow-lane,  Leytonstone,  Coal  Uerebant.     Oct  26  at  4,  at 
otBce  of  Baia,  Amold-tcr,  Bow-rd.    Tuner,  Copthall-bldga,  Throg- 
mortoo-at 

fella.  Joseph,  Blrm,  ProTlalon  Dealer.     Oct  S3  at  2,  at  offloea  of  Lowe, 
Templa-st,  Blrm 

restbrook,  Obaa,  Kaling,  Cabinet  Kaker.     Oct  SI  at  >,  at  offloea  of 
Aaburat  tc  Co,  Old  Jewry 

rorrall.  By,  Cbeateraald,  Derby,  Saddler.    Oct  26  at  12,  at  the  Rutland 
Arms,  Koifeamith-gate,  Chesterfleld 

i'riKtit,  John,  Gt  Grimsby,  Lincoln,  Ballder.    Oct  37  at  II,  at  offleea  of 
Suplienson,  Victorla-at  West.  Gt  Grimsby 

TotaSAT,  Oct.  17, 1811. 
Ills,  Cbaa,  Birai,  Com  Dealer.  Oct  27  at  12,  at  offleea  of  Barton,  Union- 
cbambara.  Unlon-paasage,  Blrm 

Mren,  John,  Gt  Marlow,  Bucka,  Grocer.    Nor  2  at  12,  at  the  Crown 
Hotel,  Gt  Marloir.    Batting,  Gt  Marlow 

ndon,  Geo  Torey,  Portiahaad,  Somenet,  Llceasad  Victualler.    Oot  31 
at  2,  at  offleea  of  Decklngham,  Alblon-ehambars,  Broad-sl,  Briatol 
>nd.  By,  Swindon,  Wllu,  Sllreramlth.    Oct  33  at  12,  at  tbe  Goddard 
Arms  Hotel,  UIgb-st,  Swindon.    Foote,  Swindon 
oaks,  John,  Heaton  Norrls,  Lancaabire,  Cotton  Waste  Dealer.    Oct  33 
at  3,  at  offlca  of  Johnston,  Temon-at,  Stockport 
imett,  John,  m.  Tboa  Weadall,  Sallbrd,  Lancaabire,  Joiners.    Nor  6  at 

1.  at  ofllee  of  Addleshaw,  Klng-st,  Maach 

am,  Wm  Alld,  Sootbses,  Haala,  Tailor,     Nor  I  at  8,  at  offloea  of 

MarTln,Jiui,  Marmlon-pl,  Grore-rd,  Soutbaea 

iTert,  Wm,  Sberhum,  Tork,  Grocer.    Oct  SI  at  2,  at  the  Black  Lion 

Inn,  Malton.    Riclurdaon,  Soarborongh 

iriton,  H}-,  Briatol.  Wine  Merchant.    Oct  30  (not  26  aa  in  Oaastto  of 

Oct  10)  at  S,  at  ofDoes  of  Alexander  &  Daniel,  Braad-st,  Bristol.  Beek- 

ngham,  Briatol 

irk,  SamI,  Landport,  Haota,  Draper.     Oct  34  at  12,  at  offlce  of  Halgb, 

tinig-at.  Chaapatde 

irke,  Jaa,  Edgeley,  Stockport,  Chaahire,  Flour  Dealer.     Oct  30  at  U, 

It  offleea  of  Vaogban  ft  Son,  Tlviot  Dale,  Heaton  Norrls 

•y.  Cbaa,  Whiaton,  York,  Grocer.    Oct  27  at  12,  at  offleea  of  Manb  fc 

idwarda,  Waatgate,  Rothertiam 

)k,  Geo,  Sparkbrook.  Wurcester,  Builder.    Oct  33  at  U,  at  offleea  of 

kllen,  (Tnlon-paaaage,  Blrm 

imp,  Jas,  Shrewabnry,  Salop,  Butcher.     Oct  SO  at  12,  at  office   of 

liarko,  Swan-hiU,  Shrewsbory 

ris,  Hj  John  Thos,  Landport,  Hanta,  Fnrnltnre  Dealer.    Oct  30  at  3, 

t  offlca  of  Blaka,  Unlon-at,  Fortaea 

via,  Wm,  Bartlebury,  Worcester,  Markot  Gardener.    Oct  27  a:  3,  at 

fflcea  of  Sandera,  Jan,  Mill-st,  Kidderminster 

cbfleld,  Geo,  Stockport,  Che.blre,  Newsagent.    Oct  26  at  11 ,  at  offlce 

f  Beddiali  ti  Lake,  Gt  Qnderbank,  Stockport 

kina,  Mary,  BanKor,  Camarron,  Grocer.    Nor  6  at  2,  at  llic  Ermine 

lotal,  Flookarabrook,  Chester.     Fuulaes,  Baniror 

ibinatooa,  Adam,  Prinoe's-at,  Leieestcr-sq,  Tailor.    Oct  36  at  3,  at  24, 

led  Lion-aq,  Uolborn.    Haynard,  ClilTurd's-Inn 

her.  Job,  Porlwuod,  Cheshire,  Wheelwright.    Oct  30  at  3,  at  office  of 

'ox,  St  AoD-at,  Manch 

«n,  Biehd  Wm.  Greenhill-rd,  Harrow-on-tbe-HIII,  Baker.    Oot  30  at 

2,  at  olBcea  of  Lambert  &  R^inHkill,  Lower  Tbames-st 

ncia,  David,  Aberaron,  Glamorgan,  Grocer.    Nov  2  at  3,  at  offices  of 

ennant,  Aberaron 

nklin,  Saml.   Dartmouth.rd,  Uammenmitli,   Baker.    Nov  1  at  2,  at 

Iflcea  01   Venn,  New-inn.  Strand 

ber,  Hdmd,  Uc  Geunte-»t,  Westminster,  Licensed  VicttuUer.    Not 

at  2.  at  olBcea  of  Tatham,  Gt  Knight  Rider-st,  Doctorb'-commona 


Garnham,  John,  Camden-ter.  nipsy-hlll.  Builder.    Oct  30  at  3,  at  offloea 

of  Edwards,  Kini-st.    Turner.  King-st,  Cbeapaide 
GauBdie,  Jaa,  Uiddlesboroogh,  Tork,  Draper.    Oct  37  at  II,  at  oOces  of 

Dobaon,  Gosford-st,  Hiddlesborongb 
Gibson,  Wm,  Hazey.  Ltoc^,  no  occupation.     Not  2  at  1 1  at  the  Gnat 

Northern  Hotel,  Haxey.    Oldman  ft  iTeaon 
Giddinga,  John,  Northampton,  Dr^er.     OetSI  at  3,at  oflceof  Beoke, 

Market-aq,  Nortbamptoa 
Grayston,  John.  Trimler,  St  Mary,  S  offolk,  Blackamltta.     Mot  7  at  12, 

at  offlae  of  PoUard,  St  Laorence-st,  Ipssrtch 
Hancock,  Thos,  S(  Anatell,  Cornwall,  Auctioneer.     Oct  2S,  at  offleea  of 

Meredith,  St  Austell,  In  Hen  of  the  plaoa  orittlaally  named 
Hawkea,  John,  Homaey  Rise,  Homsey-rd,  BaUder.    Not  I  at  3,at(dSce 

of  Tilkrr,  Flnsbniy-pl,  Sonth 
Hswkins,  Cbaa,  Exeter,  Qnb-bonse  Keeper.      Oct  30  at  12,  at  th 

London  ft  Sontb-Weatem  Hotel,  Panl-st,  Exeter.    Bogera,  Exeter 
Hay  ward,  Wm,  Wolverhampton,  StaObrd,  Hairdieiaer.     Oct  30  at  II, 

at  offlcesorCresawell.  BIUton-<t,  Wolrerhampton 
Ingman,  Geo  Bland,  Four  Pcata,  Mllbroek,  Hanta,  Tutor.     Oct  27  at  3, 

at  2,  Higb-si,  Southampton.    Hickman,  Southampton 
Jerrls,  John  Jas,  Wolverhampton,  Stafford,  Boot  Manufacturer.    Oct  SO 

at  4.  at  ofBces  o<  Stratton,  Queen-st,  WolTerhamnton 
Jones,  Jenkin,  Penlanlaa,  Cardigan,  Farmer,    Oct  33  at  3.  at  the  Town- 
ball,  Carmarthen.    Lloyd,  HaTarfordwest 
Keeton,  Wm,  Sheffield,  Grocer.    Oct  31  at  4,  at  offices  of  Broomhead  ft. 

Co,  Bank-chambera,  Oeorge-st,  Sheffield 
Kennedy,  Cbaa.  Birm,Attorney-at-l,aw.    Oct  27  at  S,  at  offices  of  Fairy , 

Bennett's-hill,  Blrm 
Knight,  Joseph  Jordan,  &  Jas  Green  Uills,  Canson-st,  General  Ware- 
housemen.   Oct  31  at  2,  at  the  Guildhall  Coflse-honae,  Graaham-st. 

Walters  ft  Gush,  Flnsbnry-circus 
Knowles,  John  Marahall,  Stockport,  Cheshire,  Glider.     Oct  25  at  II,  at 

offloea  of  Reddish  ft  Lake,  Gt  Dnderbank,  Stockport 
LIdater,  Btterley,  ShefBeid,  Grocer.     Oct  30  at  12,  at  offlce*  of  Branson 

ft  Son,  Bank-bldgs,  Bank-st,  Sheffield 
Lord,  Wm,  Rochdale,  Lancashire,  fainter.    Not  2  at  II,  at  the  Wliite 

Swan  Inn,  Toksblre-at.  Rochdale.    Standring,  Jnn,  Rochdale 
Manning,  Joseph,  Kingsland-rd,  Victualler.     Oot  31  at  3,  at  offleea  of 

Rolfcy,  Old  Jewry 
Marks,  Tbos,  Maidenhead,  Berks,  Baker.     Nov  1  at  12,  at  the  Whita 

Hart  Inn,  Msldeobead 
Mastera,  Jacob  Chriaiian,  Old-st.  St  Lake's,  Boot  Manuflietarer.     Not 

7  at  3,  atofSees  of  Digby  k  Liddle,  Clement'a-lane,  Lombard-st 
Matihewa,  Wm,  Tba  Garth,  Bassalleg,  Monmouth,  Grocer.     Oot  37  at 

13,  at  offices  of  l.loyd.  Bank-chambers,  Newport 
Moulder,  Wm,  Walsall.  Sufford,  Baker.    Oct  37  at  II,  at  officea  ot 

Glover,  Fark-st,  Walaall 
Owen,  Wm,  Geo,  Ot  St  Belen'a,  Comm  Agent.  Oct  30  at  1 2,  at  7,  Oitabam 

Montagu,  Backlersbory 
Parker,  Cbaa,  HudderaReld,  Tork,  Tea  Dealer.     Oct  33  at  12,  at  offloea 

of  Beep  ft  Co,  Lookwood'a-yd,  Hnddersfleld 
Parkm,  Hy,  Sheffield,  Draper.    Oot2>  at  12, at  the Catler'a-ball,  SheT- 

Held.    Badger,  Rotberham 
Fenxer,  Tbos,  walaall,  Stafford,  Grooer.     NotS  at  12,  at  offlceiot 

Dnignan  fcOo,  The  BtMge,  Walsall 
Pitcher,  Hy  Pursell.  St  Oeorge's-rd,  Soothwark,  BaUder.     Oot  SO  at 

1 1 ,  at  offices  of  Heath,  BaalnghaU-  at 

Plant,  John  Dndaon,  Honk's  Ooppenhall,  Chashira,  Builder.     Oot  27  a* 

S.  at  the  Palatine  Botel,  Mancb.    Sheppsvd,  Crewe 
Potter,  Wm,  Romford,  Smoz.     Oct  36  at  2,  at  offleea  ot  HUlearys  k 

Tnoslall,  Fenohnrch-bldg* 
Preston,  Joseph,  Ladymoore,  Stafford,  Bdler  Maker.     Oct  28  at  2,  at 

offlce  of  Bowen,  Mount  Pleasant,  BUaton 
Price,  Edwin,  Bedwellty,  Monmouth,  Obemist.    Nor  T  at  12,  at  the 

Caatle  Inn,  Tredegar.    Dixon,  Fontymlstar,  Newport 
Price,  Rictad  Pursell,  Shrewsbury.  Salop,  Wine  Merchant.    Oct  36  at  11^ 

at  tbe  Lion  Hotel,  Wyle  Cop,  ilhrewbury.    Morris. 
Boa,  Wm,  Stockport,  Cheater,  Commercial  Clerk.    Oct  36  at  3,  at  offlce 

of  Smith,  Gt  Uoderbank,  Stockport 
Roberts,  Eran,  Barogb-green,  Barnsley,  Tork,  Book-keeper.    Oct  31  at 

3,  at  offleea  of  Tyas  ft  Harrison,  Kesent-ec,  Bamaley 
Siddom,  John.  Dodley.  Worc'Ster.  WritlOK  Clerk.     Oot  30  at  II, at 

offlces  of  Lowe,  Wolvarbampton-st,  Dodley 
Simpson,  Zachariab,  Diss,  Norf.tik,  Banker.    Mot2  at  II,  at  the  King's- 

Head  Inn.  Diss.    Lewis  ft  Co,  Old  Jewry 
Sington,  Nathan.  Mancb,  Drysalter.    Oct  31  at  3,  at  offloes  of  Sale  kCO.. 

Bootb-st.  Manch 
Smith,  Chas,  Armagh-rd,  Nor^b  Bow,  Lloensed  Tlotualler.     Oot  37  at 

13,  at  18,  Lansdown-ter,  QroTO-rd,  Viotorla-pk.     Hicks,  BeT(4i-et, 

Baslngball-st 
Stafford,  Robt,  ft  John  Baker,  Sunderland,  Durham,  House  Builders.. 

Oct  26  at  II,  at  offleea  nf  Skinner,  Jobn-at,  Simderland 
Sturgess,  Edmd  Barber,  Heaton  Norria,  Lancashire,  Agent's  Clerk.    Oct 

37  at  1 1 .  at  sfflcei  of  Reddish  ft  Lake,  Gt  TTnderbank,  Stockport 
Tebbutt,Chas,  ft  Jaa  Walden,  Leicester,  Boot  Manufacturers.  Oct  30  at. 

12,  at  olSce.  of  Marris  ft  Son.  Fritr-lans,  Leicester 

Tillett,  Fredc,  City-id,  Uanager  at  Wine  Slorea.      Oct  26  at  3,  at 

offlces  i.f  RIgby.  Botolph-lano 
Tomlinson,  Joha  Hinks,  Cbotcb-st,  Edgware-rd,  Pawnbroker.    Oct  80 

at  2,  at  the  Inna  of  Court  Hotel,  High  Holborii.     Clarke,  St  Mary'a- 

sq,  Faddington 
VIdeon,  Geo  Fltcher,  Malda-Tale,  Nurseryman.    Oct  26  at  2,  at  offleea  of' 

Truefitt,  Easex^t,  Middle  Temple 
Walker,  Geo,  Stockp.)rt,  Cheshire,  Schoolmaster.    Oct  38  at  1 1 ,  at  offloea 

of  Reddish  ft  Lake,  Gi  Cnderbank.  Stockport 
Walton.  Chris,  jnn.  Knaiesborongb,  Tork,  Gent.    Oct  28  at  1,  at  offlces 

of  Hirst  &  Capes,  Knareabortmgh 
Wa'ilin,  Joseph,   Lower  Marsh,  Lambeth,  Fmltefer.     Oct  SI  at  13,  at 

offleea  of  Barnard,  York-rd,  Lambeth 
Webber,  Geo,  Cllfion,  Bristol,  Hairdresser.     Oct  36  at  12,  at  officea  of 

Hancock  &  Co,  John  st,  BrUtol.    Bedel! 
Wilson,  Wm.  Lindley,  nr  Huddersfield,  York,  Beorseller.     Oct  27  et  >,. 

at  office  of  Payne,  John  WUllam-st,  Huddersfield 
Warfds:e,  WmChs.,  Seyinonrst,  Euston-sq,  Bootmaker.     Oct  24  at  3, 

at  offices  of  Cooke,  tirrsliam-bldgs,  Ouildhall 
Wrifiht,  Tlioa,  Henton  Norrls,  Lancashire,  Hilkseller.    Oct  27  at  II,  at 

offlcee  of  Vsughan,  Tlviot  Dale,  Heaton  Norrls 
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SUBSCRIPTION    FOR   1,500   SHARES    OF    £100   EA^H, 

PAST  OF  2,600  SHASra,  00N8TITUTIHO  THI  OBDUTAST  SHARK  CAPITAL  OF 

THE  NANTY6L0  AND  BUINA  IRONWORKS  COMPANY 


These  Shares  are  entitled  to  rank  for  DiTidends  np  to  8  per  Cent,  per  Annnm,  after  a  similar  Dividend  has  been  Mil  go  th 
Preference  Shares,  and  are  farther  entitled  to  participate  rateably  with  this  Preference  Shares  in  all  Sorplni  PnSti. 

Priee  £80  per  £100  Share. 

Payable  as  follows— £10  on  each  Share,  pajaUe  on  Application.    £20  on  Allotment    £2S  on  20th  Noremiiv,  i;?!. 
£26  on  20th  December,  1871.    Total  £80.    Or,  at  the  option  of  Sabscribers,  thd  whole  amount  can  be 
paid  np  on  Allotment,  under  discoimt  at  8  per  cent,  per  annnm  on  sacb  prepayments. 


Mesars.  Shoktbb  &  ElMO  are  authorised  to  dispose  of  1,600 
Shares  of  £100  each,  part  of  2,600  Shares,  which  constitute  the 
Ordinary  Share  Capital  of  the  Nantyglo  and  Blaina  Ironworka 
Company,  Limited. 

The  Shares  axe  entitled  to  rank  for  Dividend  op  to  8  par  cent. 
per  annum,  after  a  similar  Dividend  has  been  paid  on  the  Pre- 
ference Sliares,  and  are  farther  entitled  to  participate  rateably 
with  the  Preference  Shares  in  all  surplus  pronts. 

The  price  of  the  Shares  now  offered  for  Subscription  is  £80 
per  £100  Share,  payable  at  the  dates  above-mentioned,  or,  at  the 
option  of  SubscjilwrB,  the  whole  amoont  may  l>e  paid  up  on 
Allotment,  under  discount  at  the  rate  of  8  per  cent,  per  annum 
on  such  prepayments. 

In  offering  these  Shares  to  the  Public,  Messrs.  Shorter  & 
King  desire  spcciiillv  to  point  out  the  very  encouraging  results 
attained  by  the  following  well-managed  undertakings,  as  is 
demonstrated  by  the  current  quotations  of  their  Ordinary 
Shores,  which,  it  will  be  seen  by  me  undermentioned  statement, 
are  at  highly  satisfactory  Premiums. 


Name  of  Compsox. 

Amoant 
paid  pa 
>hare. 

Pilee. 

£  a.  a. 

£     £ 

Consett  Iron  CompsKr,  Limited    

7  10    0 

6  to  61  Premlam 

Uidlaod  Iron  Company,  Limited  

S    0    0 

6to  t    Premium 

Bolckow,  Vanghan,  k,  Company,  Limited 

«4    0    0 

98  to  36   Premium 

Parkgate  Iron  Company,  Limited    

«}    0    0 

7  to  9    Premlam 

Staraley  Ir»  and  Coal  Companjr  

SO  0  0 

44  to  46    Premium 

The  prospects  of  the  iron  trade  throtighout  the  country  were 


never  more  encouraging  than  at  the  present  period,  lu^  fKia 
being  earned  by  all  the  lending  Iron  and  Coal  CompasiH. 

It  will  be  seen,  therefore,  that  the  Shares  of  t£s  ^tm^i 
and  Blaina  Ironworks  Company,  Limited,  at  the  piiee  Ukte! 
now  offered,  viz. :  £80  for  each  £100  Share,  pmaal  >  nr 
favourable  opportunity  to  those  sedang  a  Tezmmmtinalis- 
proving  investment  based  upon  a  home  t^idectakiiig  of  i  »t: 
and  industrial  character. 

Provisional  Certificates  will  be  issued  in  axchsan  in  ti 
Bankers'  receipts,  until  the  instalments  are  fully  paid  <i|>,  vis 
the  Shares  will  be  transferred  into  the  name  of  each  i^i&'i' 
free  of  all  stamp  duty,  and  the  Share  Certificates  of  tlu  Ca- 
pany  will  then  be  forwarded. 

The  Allotment  of  the  Shatea  will  be  made  in  the  Mon^ 
order: — 

Applications  lh>m  holders  sf    Preference  Sbsni  in  ai 
Company  who  desire  to  pay  np  in  fall  on  sIlstmBt  ^.- 
investment  under  discount  will  be  entitled  to  priutt;. 
Applications  from  others  who  desire  to  pay  npiafiU;:. 
allotment  for  investment  undo:  discount  nil  h  ur 
entertained. 
Applications  from  persons  wishing  to  payupbyliutitoK 
will  then  be  considersd. 
If  no  allotment  be  made,  (he  deposit  will  be  retnned  a  t-Z 
forthwith,  without  dedubdon. 

Applications,  accompanied  by  the  payment  of  £10  <e  acl 
Share  applied  for,  will  be  received  in  this  Form  sncknedlim- 
with,  iniich  must  be  filled  up  and  forwarded  to  tk>  Lode 
and  County  Bank,  21,  Lombard-street,  E.C..  Losdoa,  « i-> 
Branches ;  or  to  Messrs.  Shorter  &  King,  26,  BindiiiJsi. 
B.C.,  liDndon,  of  whom  Prospectuses  may  be  had. 
26,  Birchin-lane,  London,  20th  October,  1871. 


THE  DIRECTOaS  AND  OFFICERS  OF  THE 
HANTTOLO     AND     BLAIKA     IBONWOBKS     COMPAHT,     LIKITBI, 

ABi: 
IMr««ton. 

The  Eight  Hon.  W.  N.  MASSET,  London,  Chaikmxn.         i  Sir  JOSEPH  HEBON,  Higher  BrooghtOD,  Maniitihr. 
JAMES  CARLTON,  Esq.,  Manchester,  Diputy-Chaibkah,  i  Lord  HENBY  Q.  LENNOX,  1I.P.,  London. 

(Messrs.  Carlton,  Walker,  Watson  &  Co.).  '   JOHN   BICHABDSON.    Esq.,   Manchester  and  I«^ 

Lieut.-*  ol.   P.  T.   FRENCH,  Chairman  of  the  Bombay,         (Measn.  Bicbardsonsft  Trevor.) 

Baroda  and  Centrallndia  Railway  Companr.Londnn.  E.  J.   REED    Esq.,  C.B.    (Isto  Chief  Conslnuhit  «<  ia 

JOHN  GRAVE,  Esq.,  the  Mayor  of  Manchester,  Manchester,  i      Majesty's  Navy),  London. 

SoUdtors— Messsrs.  BISCHOFF,  BOMFAS  &  BISCHOFF,  4,  Gre^t  Winehertar-street-hnUding^  E.C.,  LiMilia 

Seerstary— JOHN  R0BEKX8.  Esq. 
Officks— 8,  GEEAT  WINCHESTEE  STREET  BUILDINGS,  E.G.,  LONDON. 


The  following  particulars  regarding  the  position  and  praspects 
of  the  undertaking  are  extracted  from  the  statement  of  ih»  Com- 
pany, on  the  Issue  of  the  Preference  Shares : — 

"  This  Company  is  formed  to  purchase  the  whole  of  the  cele- 
brated works,  known  as  the  Nantyglo  and  Beaufort  Iron  and 
"""■""""  of  Mes 


Coal  Works,  lately  the  property  of  Messrs,  Joseph  &  Crawshay 
Bailey,  and  also  the  entire  properties  owned  by  the  Blaina  Iron 
and  Coal  Works  Company,  Limited,  and  known  as  Blaina,  Cwm 
Celyn  and  Trostrae,  all  situated  in  Monmouthshire  and  Brecon- 
shire,  with  a  view  to  amalgamate  the  whole,  and  work  the  saiae 
under  the  management  of  one  Company. 

With  properties  of  such  reputation  it  is  not  necessary  to 
enlargeupon  theirmerita.  Messrs.  Bailey,  whohaveowned  thenrst- 
mentioned  Properties  for  about  half-a-oentnry,  having  realised 
from  them  on  ample  fortime,  whilst  the  Blaina  Company  is  in 
full  tide  of  prosperity. 

Messrs.  Bailey  having  decided  to  retire  finm  active  business, 
the  opportunity  has  been  aflbrded  of  acquiring  properties  whic^ 
otherwise  would  be  unattainable,  whiw  the  proximity  of  the 
Blaina  Company's  Works,  which  immediately  adjoin  the  former, 
will,  by  the  umon  of  both  properties,  enable  them  to  be  advan- 


tageously developed  and  rendered  more  prodnctivs,  witty; 
tant  economy  and '  saving  In  the  working  of  each,  ^oA  <^ 
result  greatly  to  the  benefit  of  the  new  Company. 

James  Carlton,  Esq.,  the  Chairman  of  the  Blaina  Cin|xr> 
and  John  Biohardson,  Esq.,  a  Director  of  the  sam*  ^^ot^' 
have  consented  to  join  the  Board  of  the  new  '^<''^"^,~'' 
securing  the  valuable  oonnsotioiu  and  experience  of  ''*  Jv 
Company  to  the  new  undertaking,  with  the  tnooiw  of  u: 
entire  property  and  assets.  ^ 

The  accompanying  detailed  Report,  by  Measn.  Vilb>  «« 
&  Co.,  will  give  some  idea  of  the  nwgnitoda  of  ib>  pi^P"^ 
and  furnishes  the  following  facta : —  . 

The  estates  contain  about  2,000  acres  of  tMibtii)ui.a- 
abont  3,000  acres  leaseheld,  making  a  total  estimatii  taitP  * 
about  5,000  acres.  , 

Communication  by  means  of  the  Great  Wosteni,  Unsy^ 
North  Western  Ehymney,  Monmouthshiiis,  sad  oth«  »*2 
as  well  as  canal  accommodation,  is  afforded  with  evoyinup 
port  and  station  in  the  kingdom.  w—fc. 

The  properties  produce  Coal,  Inmst<Hie,  XJmastons,  W«^ 
and  all  material  necessary  for  the  manufacture  of  Fi(  '"' 
Castings,  and  Wrought  Iron. 
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TA(  OJIet  tf  thit  JoimMAL  and  of  tht  Whsklt  Sipouteu 
u  ma  at  13,  Cock't-tourl,  C'arti^-ttrttl,  1F.C. 

Tht  SnitmptitH  tt  tht  SoLioiTOBs'  Jockkal  t« — Town,  28*. , 
Omnlry  tU.;  with  tht  Wiiki.t  Ripobtbr,  SS*.     JPaymint 
M  KhaiKi  inetudet  DotAlt  Ifumbtn  and  Pottagt.  SubterHtr 
mn  havt  thtir  Folumtt  ttwid  at  tht  OJIci—eUlh,  2t.  id. , 
Ulflaa  aalf,  4<.  id. 

AU  Lttttrt  ifUtndedfor  pMioatioH  in  tht "  Stlieitori  Jtmmal ' 
muitit  atithtntieattd  iy  tht  nami  of  tht  nrittr,  though  not 
nteunrily  for  puilietUion. 

Whin  difUuUy  it  txptritnetd  •»  proeuring  tht  Jtmrnal  ttith 
rtfuloritif  in  tht  Provineii,  it  it  rtqutiltd  that  appKtation  hi 
mail  dirnt  to  tht  Fuitiihtr. 

C^e  Salidtars'  ^aitrital. 

LONDON,  OCTOBER  28,  1871. 

• 

OaJBOTORS  HATK  been  aomewhat  onfoitoDate  thii  year 
in  the  revUion  oonrts  m  regards  their  notioee,  several 
'Oaaes  hsviog  arieen  in  whioh  batohea  of  noticea  hare 
been  held  bad  for  eome  technioal  defect.  We  have  fre- 
qaentlj  called  attention  to  the  desirability  of  giving  revil- 
ing barristers  some  farther  powers  of  amendment,  but  like 
«o  many  other  simple  oMtters  in  whioh  onr  law  reqaires 
improvement,  this  stands  over  for  the  oompletion  of 
«ome  grand  soheme,  whioh  w«  shall  probably  have  in- 
tiodnoed  tome  day  with  new  dafeots  of  its  own,  to  be 
gradually  detected,  and  to  wait  in  their  torn  for  years 
^ter  their  detection  before  they  are  removed. 

In  the  matter  of  notices  of  objection,  revising  barristers 

«re  tied  down  by  the  Begittration  Acts  to  greater  slriot- 

ness  than  in  some  other  matters,  such  as  claims.     As 

pointed  ont  by  Williaois,  J.,  in  Hvggett  v.  Lennt  (K.  ft  O. 

I ),  the  40th  section  of  the  Registration  Act  makes  the 

-jiving  of  correct  notices  a  condition  preoedent  to  the  right 

to  strike  ont  the  name.      Thns  it  has  been  held  in  the 

nnmerona  oases  that  a  defeat  in  the  notice  to  be  given 

■to  the  overseers  may  be  taken  advantage  of  by  the  voter, 

«nd  'this  is  so  notwithstanding  that  the  overseers  have 

acted  on  the  objection  by  pnblishing  the  name  of  the  per- 

-«on  objected  to  in  the  objfotion  list.      In  the  case  of  a 

•olaim,  however,  if  the  overseers  act  upon  it,  and  publish 

it  in  the  olaf  manta*  list  without  any  fatal  defect,  no  defect 

■in  the  claim  itself  is  of  any  importance,  as  was  held  in 

Iktvietr.  Hopkint  (S  C.  B.  N.  8.  876,  6  W.  B.  68).    In 

-«eTeral  of  the  oases  to  which  we  have  referred  in  whioh 

the  revising  barristers  have  this    year  held  notices  of 

objection  bad,  they  have  granted  oases  for  the  Common 

^Pleas  (as  they  nsnally  do  where  many  votes  are  involved 

in  their  decisions),  but  we  should  4oabt  whether  any  of 

4he  appeals  will  be  prosecuted,  as  moat  of  the  cases  appear 

tindistiiignishable  from  oases  already  decided,  and  for  that 

«eason  are  not  worth  detailed  comment  by  nSi 

It  may  seem  odd  that  persons  about  tomakeobjeotions 

shoald  not  inform  themselves  of  previous  decisions  and 

avoid  the  errors  into   which  others  have  already  fallen. 

.Doabtleae  the  form  of  their  notioeaof  obieotion  is  a  matter 

CO  whioh  all  gentlemen  proposing  to  act  as  registration 

«^nta  abonld  tarn  their  moat  oareful  attention;  but  even 

■if  they  do  all  that  is  psaotieable  in  this  reapeot  they  may 

oooasionally  fail.      The  time  within  whiedi  the  notices 

liaTe  to  be  prepared  is  short,  when  the  nnmber  to  be 

.^ren  is  eonsiderable,  and  the  slip  of  a  copying  clerk  whose 

%work  the  agent  is  naable  himself  to  supervise  may,  if 

not    detected  by  the  poat-ofioe  anthoritiea,  Whioh  not- 

vrithatanding  the  statatoiy  presumption  to  the  contrary 

tb  Teiy  seldom  is,  may  prove  fatal.     Again  the  office  of 

c>>>jeotor  is  naturally  an  unpopular  one,  and  often  reliable 

persons  cannot  be  got  to  fill  it.     If,  as  is  sometimes  done, 

a  person  is  procured  by  payment  to  lend  his  name  for  the 

>nrpase,  all  he  will  oare  about  is  his  money,   and  he  will 

>e    as  likely  as  not  to  deceive  those  who  employ  him. 

rfais,  vra  believe,  happened  in  one  case  this  year,   where 

.  lar^ts  nnmberof  notices  were  held  bad  owing  to  a  defect 


oanaed  by  the  objector  having  given  ineoneet  information 
to  the  agents  who  prei>ared  the  notioea. 

At  Abirodom,  the  name  of  a  married  woman  has 
been  rttained  on  the  burgess  roll.  In  support  of  bar 
daim  to  vote,  it  was  argned  that,  for  the  mnnidpal  fran- 
chise aotaal  occupation  was  all  that  was  necessary,  and 
that  the  case  differed  in  this  respect  from  that  of  the 
Parliamentary  franchise,  for  whioh  occupation  "  as  owner 
or  tenant "  is  required.  It  is  obvious  that  this  argnmeat 
would  be  equally  applicable  to  the  case  of  servanta  and 
others  in  actual  physical  oocopation  of  premises,  but 
whose  oconpation  has  always  been  held  to  be  that  of 
their  mastera.  In  the  same  way  the  occupation  of  the 
wife  (and  not  merely  the  right  to  oooupy,  as  contended 
by  her  advocate)  was  in  law  the  occupation  of  her 
husband.  The  ease  may  be  rednced  almost  to  an 
absurdity  thus.  It  is  dear  beyond  all  question,  ao- 
oording  to  numerous  decisions,  that  the  husband  of  the 
lady,  if  he  resided  within  seven  miles  of  the  borough, 
could  have  been  enrdlad  as  a  burgess  in  respect  of  her 
occupation  of  this  house,  or  at  i^  events  could  havs 
been ,  but  for  the  mistake  of  the  overseers  in  rating  hia 
wife  instead  of  himself.  It  is  also  olear  that  both  could 
not  be  ocenpiera  unless  they  were  joint  ocoupiers.  But 
if  this  husband  and  wife,  who  lived  separate,  were  joint 
occupiers,  surely  husbands  and  wives  living  together  mnst 
be  joint  ocoupiers  i  and  if  so,  all  wives  of  householders 
in  boroughs  are  entitled  to  the  municipal  franchise  as 
well  as  their  husbands.  It  may  be  said  that  wives  are 
not  usually  rated,  and  so  would  not  be  qualified.  This 
is  true,  but  if  the  oonstrnotiun  of  the  word  "  occupier," 
which  it  is  contended  riiould  be  {daoed  upon  it  in  the  1st 
seotioa  of  88  ft  88  Viot.  o.  66,  is  correct,  the  same  con- 
stuetion  must  be  given  to  it  in  the  11th  seotioa  of  5  ft  C 
Will.  4,  a  76,  and  therefore  all  the  wives  may  at  once 
claim  to  be  rated  and  thns  qualify  themselves.  We  can- 
not entertain  the  least  doubt  but  that  the  decision  given 
at  Abingdon  is  wrong.  In  itself,  of  course,  it  is  of  no 
great  importanoe,  but  considerable  pnblioity  has  been 
given  to  it,  and  it  is  poanible  that  it  may  be  followed 
elsewhere  next  year.  There  are  no  very  convenient 
meana  of  appeal  from  a  decision  of  the  mayor  and  as- 
sessors of  a  borough  as  to  the  munioipal  franchise. 
Possibly,  however,  if  the  application  of  aome  married 
lady  ia  refused  next  year,  aome  advocates  of  female  suf- 
frage may  he  enthusiastic  enough  to  apply  to  the  Queen's 
Bench  for  a  mandamus  to  admit  her,  and  thus  the  ques- 
tion may  be  authoritatively  decided. 
,  — ^ 

A  wxw  BTSNiKOB  AGO  the  6lioi«  informed  the  world 
that  an  effort  is  to  be  made  shortly  to  relax  farther  the 
bold  the  law  now  has  upon  small  debtors.  It  is  alleged  that 
imprisonment  for  debt  exists  still,  but  technioally  takes 
the  form  of  imprisonment  for  contempt  of  court.  The 
error  here  is  one  of  considerable  importanoe,  the  law 
applicable  to  ordinary  debtors  beiag  that  they  can  only 
be  imprisoned  on  proof  of  their  ability  to  pay,  a  very 
different  thing  from  oommittal  for  contempt.  Mr.  Justice 
Willes  and  several  other  judges  have  recently  in  cham- 
bers pronounced  the  present  law  much  too  lax  to  enable 
them  to  do  juatice,  and  the  whole  of  the  coanty  court 
henoh  aome  time  ago  expreeaed  an  opinion  entirely 
opposed  to  total  abolition  of  imprisonment.  Of  course 
these  authorities  will  be  considered  worihleas  by  the 
sentimentaliats  who  olaim  indiscriminate  impunity  for 
all  debtors.  The  law  now  only  reaohea  the  dishonest, 
and  aometimea  not  even  them,  since  it  is  not  always  easy 
to  prove  what  a  man's  means  of  payment  are,  although 
they  may  be  ample  for  all  claims  upon  him.  Those  who 
have  had  experience  of  county  oonrta  oan  tell  of  multi- 
tudes of  oasss  in  which  well-to-do  people  obtain  credib 
on  the  faith  of  their  apparent  respectability,  and  whea 
the  oreditor'a  patienoe  ia  exhauated  aiMl  legal  proceedings 
are  taken,  the  debtor's  gooda  are  found  to  be  covered  1^ 
billa  of  aale,  and  but  for  the  power  of  imprisonment  poc- 
sessed  by  the  judge  such  people  would  never  pay  at  all. 
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We  h»fe  heard  of  oaaee  of  the  moat  extzaordinary  kind 
zeladag:  to  this  olwa  of  debton.  In  one  oaee  •  oontrsotor 
in  »  large  way  of  bosineaa,  with  nnmbers  of  honea  and 
oaxta  (ooTered  by  bill  of  Bale),  waa  in  the  habit  of  allow- 
ing himaelf  to  be  arreated  erery  month  or  two.  He 
appeara  nerer  to  hare  paid  a  debt  whioh  waa  too 
fuall  for  bankmptoy  prooeedinga  nntil  the  power  of 
impriaonment  waa  need,  and  then  the  money  waa 
invariably  forthooming.  Thia  waa  oontinned  for 
nearly  twenty  yeata,  and  reoently  came  to  a  oloae  by  the 
debtor  paying  natnre'a  laat  debt.  A  aimilar  oaae  ia  now 
ifae  talk  of  the  habitnea  of  one  of  the  London  county 
oourtii.  An  offioial  with  an  income  nearly  equal  to  half 
that  of  a  oonnty  conrt  jndga  is  being  committed  every 
few  v.eeka  for  tradeameo'a  amall  claims,  hardly  ever 
reaching  £6  aiogly.  Thia  gentleman  can  alwaya  pay 
when  arreated,  and  then  he  seems  to  look  open  the 
whole  proceedings  by  which  he  is  compelled  to  pay 
with  a  mixed  fe^ng  of  areraion,  contempt,  and  amnae- 
enent.  If  imprisonment  were  abolished,  he  would 
piolMkUy  be  only  amused  when  creditora  asked  for  their 
money.  These  are  instances  such  as  any  large  county 
court  can  supply  in  numbers.  The  Olobt  gives  a  case 
^  in  Devonshire  "  to  show  the  injustice  of  impriaonment, 
but  more  espeoisUy  the  increase  of  the  debt  by  the 
addition  of  costs  conseqnent  on  numerous  committals. 
It  is  alleged  that  '*  a  debt  of  £6  waa  swollen  to  Aid"  by 
frequent  impriBonmenta.  If  this  be  a  fact  the  debtor 
must  have  b«en  committed  about  twenty-flve  times.  The 
details  of  Fuob  a  case  would  be  interesting  in  the  extreme, 
finoe  the  debtor  must  have  been  proved  twenty-flve  times 
over  to  have  had  the  means  to  pay,  or  the  judge  mast 
liave  been  guilty  twenty-five  times  of  flagrantly  violating 
the  law  against  one  individual.  The  judge  probably 
wocld  do  his  duty,  and  have  proof  produced  of  the  debtor's 
nieana  to  pay;  but  the  most  probable  thing  of  all  ia  that 
(le  story  ia  a  myth.  Without  giving,  an  opinion  as  to 
H  liether  the  learned  judges  mentioned  above  are  right  in 
^syiDg  that  the  present  law  is  too  lax,  it  seems  quite  nafe 
te  Fay  that  it  Is  not  too  severe,  the  whole  of  it  being,  in 
homely  language,  that  the  debtor  who  can  pay  and  won't 
pay  onght  to  be  made  to  pay. 


At  tbb  Cbktbal  Cbuhul  Cocbt  this  week  Mr. 
Avoiy,  the  Clerk  of  Arraigns,  brought  before  the 
notice  of  the  Court  instancee  of  further  mslpraotioes.  A 
case  mentioned  by  him  before  Mr.  Justice  Uellor  on  Wed- 
nesday seems  to  be  a  case  in  which  aperaon  representing 
himself  to  be  an  attorney's  clerk  had  "  touted  "  a  prosecu- 
trix, and  eventually  got  her  to  arrange  iJiat  she  should 
give  him  16s.,  for  vl>ichhe  would  prepare  a  brief  and  in- 
atruotconnsel.  The  oieik  to  the  attornery  whoee  name  was 
f  nt  on  the  brief  said  his  master  knew  nothing  of  it.  Ur. 
Joatiee  Xellor  (we  quote  from  a  daily  contemporary) 
•(aid  such  praotioea  were  a  ditgrace  to  the  profesHion, 
but  nothing  was  more  difflcolt  than  to  get  aanCBcient 
case  for  the  Incorporated  Law  Society.  It  gave  the  acciety 
immente  trouble  to  prosecute,  and  oontequently  very 
little  enconragement.  As  long  as  members  of  the  bar 
would  lend  themaelvea  to  such  a  practice  it  would  be 
hopeless  to  attempt  to  put  a  atop  to  the  aystem.  It 
•bowed  again  the  immense  advantage  of  a  public  pro- 
secutor. In  aeveral  placee  in  the  country  snoh  a  couroe 
waa  adopted  ;  at  Liverpool,  for  inatance,  and  at  the  Mid- 
dlesex Sessions,  there  waa  what  might  be  called  a  private 
IwoeeoDtor.  He  could  not  help  thinking  that  if  the  Mid- 
'dlesex  mai{i«tratesr— and  the  majority  of  the  canes  at  that 
oonrt  came  from  Middlesex — would  apply  to  Parliament 
for  a  abort  bill,  to  be  in  operation  only  for  five  years,  it 
would  ba  found  to  work  well  and  become  universal.  Mr. 
Avory  ultimately  laid  that  be  wii>hed  to  state  publicly 
tbatin  all  (uiure  cases  where  persons  preranted  th«m- 
welves  at  his  offlce  for  costs,  repreeenting  ihemnrlves  tn 
he  instrnoted  in  the  manner  described,  he  would  himm-lf 
.prosecute.  The  judge  replied  that  he  had  not  (he 
■lightest  objection  to  that,  as  it  carried  out  bis  idea.    Mr. 


Avory  would,  in  fact,  become  in  that  way  a  paUit  |n«- 
cuter. 

In  another  case  mentioned  before  Kr.  Oomniaioiier 
Kerr  on  the  day  following,  it  appeared  tlut  >  toitii; 
clerk  had  gone  to  the  father  of  the  ohild  who  hid  btei 
run  over  and  killed,  suggesting  that  he  thonld  hsrt  &i 
caae  conducted  by  an  attorney,  and  on  the  fsthar  ufoi 
he  had  no  money  to  apend  in  prosecution  oosti,  fni^ 
to  indemnify  him  ;  at  the  aame  time,  in  order  to  ersie 
the  rule  of  the  conrt,  which,  before  an  attomer  osi  jet 
coats,  requires  not  only  that  he  ahonld  have  a  retuaeiis 
writing,  but  that  there  shall  have  been  no  nndentudis; 
of  the  proaeoutor's  not  being  personally  litble— sne 
money  was  given  to  the  prosecutor  to  be  handed  back  by 
him,  in  order  that  he  might  be  able  to  swear  that  b«  kid 
paid  money.  Ultimately,  the  Commiaaionardaadtdis 
directing  the  Clerk  of  Arraigns  to  require,  opas  sra; 
application  for  attomeya'  costs  of  briefiag  ooaueU 
speciflo  affidavit  by  the  attorney  etating  that  the  tMiKi 
had  been  paid  with  the  brief,  and  giving  the  date. 

The  public  are  much  indebted  to  Mr.  AT017  for  bit 
persistent  efforts  to  stay  this  inveterate  soaodal.  Eofnt 
there  will  always  be,  in  both  branohea  of  the  1^  po- 
fession,  aa  well  as  outside  of  it,  but  soci^iihudi; 
so  rotten  bnt  that  aneh  an  evil  aa  this  is  capabls  of  \>m 
abatad. 


Thm  iNDlAir  LsaiBLATiyB  CoiTHOlL  bars  nentlf 
published  an  Evidence  Bill,  by  whioh,  when  it  btooiui 
law,  they  propose  to  supersede  the  prMeat  Indian  Evi- 
dence Act  (II.  of  1866).  The  bill  as  it  staadi  aikn 
certain  alterations  in  the  existing  law,  and  soos  oi  tbie, 
whioh  place  the  right  of  cmes-examination  nnda  nvrtl 
restriolions,  have  called  forth  a  protest  from  the  Bosibsr 
Bar.  The  protest  takes  the  shape  of  a  petitioafntle 
omiadon  from  the  bill  of  certain  aeotiona,  which  atetiow 
are  in  anbetance  aa  followa  :— 

Section  1 40  provides  that  if  any  qneetion  asked  h;  ^ 
barrister  or  other  advocate  "MUtaa  to  a  mattar  sot 
relevant  to  the  anit  or  proceeding,  except  in  so  far  u  it 
affects  the  credit  of  the  witness  by  injuring  his  eharaetei, 
the  witneaa  ahall  not  be  eompelled  to  answer  it^  asd  if  bi 
does  anawer  it,  or  refuses  to  answer  it,  no  evidence  ikill 
be  given  of  any  such  answer  or  refoaal  to  aaawar  is  "J 
subsequent  suit  or  proceeding  exoept  a  criminal  praaeea- 
tion  of  auoh  witnees  for  giving  falae  evidence  hj  ni 
anawer." 

Section  141  providea  that  no  anch  queation  shall  b> 
aaked  by  a  barriater  without  expreas  written  inatncUM 
aigned  by  the  party  for  whom  he  appeara  or  hia  a(«i 

Section  142  empowers  the  Court  to  require  tha  podae- 
tion  of  such  written  instructions  on  anch  qnestioa  bci^ 
asked,  and  if  the  person  fails  to  prodooe  sooh  ioatnutiai. 
or  if  such  instructions  are  inavdequata  to  authociai  t^ 
questiop,  to  commit  the  penon  aaking  the  qaaatim  f' 
contempt. 

Section  148  empower*  tha  judge,  if  be  tbinkatt,  » 
take  poaaeaaion  of  auoh  written  inatroctions  apoo  thor 
production,  endorae  a  memorandnm  thereon,  aol  dcHw 
the  instmc^ons  and  memorandnm  to  the  peiaon  of  «>>« 
theqneetion  waa  aaked.  Upon  the  prod  notion  in  a«;  en. 
or  criminal  proceeding  of  any  document  purporting  ti>^ 
anch  a  document  /the  Court  ia  to  pieaame  that  it  i<  gsnaiM 
and  that  the  peraona  signing  it  pnbliahea  the  iapotatia 
anggeated  by  it  with  the  intention  of  harming  tte  t^ 
tation  of  the  person  of  whom  it  waw  aHked. 

Section  144  direcU  the  jodgee  to  take  a  meiBonad»> 
of  the  queetiona  asked,  and  having  aigned  tbea  ta  hav 
them  to  the  witnees.  ^ 

Section  146  takes  the  instructions  out  of  tba  nakS' 
privileged  communioationa.  Section  146  gives  pove*' 
the  Conrt  to  forbid  indeoent  and  ac^odiiloas  qaati^ 
unlesa  they  relate  to  the  facta  at  ia«ne,  or  are  sb»<3<t4 
necessary  to  determine  the  facts;  and  by  seetKw  Mf  *■ 
aulting  and  annoying  qneatiuns  are  fnrbi^ra.  B;*** 
tion  148  no  wiineas  can  be  oontradiocrd  mer^  ><  * 
question  relating  to  credibility,  but  may  aftervai*^ 
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tbugad  witA  giriag  fabe  •▼idwoe.  To  thU  tbare  are 
two  exoepiitma—ixtt,  a  profloM  oonTiotion  may  be 
prored  ;  leoondly,  if  a  witnaaa  denie*  facts  when  qoM- 
tioned  aa  to  impartiality  he  may  be  oontiadiotad. 

Section  1S8  empowen  tlie  judge  to  atk  when  he  likes 
what  qnestioDS  he  likes  except  when  the  adrene 
partly  conld  not  put  the  qnastlon. 

CSoncnrrently  with  the  publication  of  the  bill  there  ap- 
peared SB  oflBcial  explanation  of  the  reasons  for  the  bill, 
from  which  one  wonld  gather  that  the  reason  why  these 
restriotiona  are  to  be  plaoed  npon  cross-examination  is,  the 
sdrantagre    often   tiJcen   by  adTooates  of  the  want  of 
technical  training  in  the  jndges — i.e„  in   the  district 
ooorts  where  the  jndges  are  oivilians,  whose  only  legal 
training  consists  in  the  smattering  of  law  which  they 
get  in  Bogland  daring  their  prolMlion,  pltu  the  little  ex- 
perience Uiey  can  get  of  oiTil  work  by  trying  criminal 
and  revenae  cases.     If  this  be  the  sole  reason  the  reply 
is  obvions — the  appropriate  remedy  is  to  proride  stfonger 
jodges,  rather  than  to  give  weak  judges  snoh  cratches  as 
theee  ;  to  instroot  the  Indian  district  judges  in  the  prin- 
ciples and  practice  of  the  law  of  eTidenee,  instead  of  thus 
trying  to  give  them  additional  powers  to  pot  down  abases 
whidi  they  have  ample  powers  to  put  down  as  it  is,  if 
they  only  knew  how  to  nse  them.    But  independently  of 
these    oonaiderations,   the   proposed  alterations  in    the 
law  are   objectionable  in  principle.      The  neoessity  of 
obtaining   written    instructionB    for     erery      qnestion 
affeeting    the   oredit   of  a  witness    by   injuring    his 
oharaoter  wonld   limit   those  qnestions,  so   as    almost 
to  aboUsb  oross-examination  to  teat  credibility,  and  no 
adrooMte  wonld  rentare  to  ask  sudi  questions  without 
instmcUona.    By  signing  snoh  instmctions  the  person 
puts  himself  completely  at  the  mercy  of  the  presiding 
jndge,   for  by  simply  endorsing  the  instrnetions  that 
judge  can  ensnre  snoh  person  being  conTicted  of  defa- 
mation. To  entmst  snoh  large  powers  of  commitment  (or 
contempt  and  praotieally  ensuring  a  conriction  (or  de- 
famation into  the  hands  of  a  judge,  who  needs  such  pro- 
tections against  the  results  of  his  own  incspaeity,  is  as 
nnraaaonable  a  proposition  as  could  possibly  be  made. 
Anything  would  be  better  than  such  an  absurd  system  as 
th*t  BOW  proposed.  It  cross-examination  is,  as  the  Indian 
LeglsIatiTe    Council     most    be    supposed    to    belieTe, 
abnaed  by  a  lew  practitioneia  before  the  Indian  district 
jodgea,    it   would    be  better  to  abolish   prirate  cross- 
examinstion  altogsther,   and   entrust  it  solely  to  the 
jodgM,  whioh  brings  us  back  to  the  real  remedy  alluded 
to  joat  now,  of  getting  strong  judges,  because  if  the 
jodigM;  wen  strong  enough  to  be  trusted  with  such  a 
teaponaibiU^,  they  wonld  be  strong  enongh  to  render 
tb«  task  needless  by  keeping  their  advocates  in  order. 

O0B  AMMMiokX  oosTMuronAxt  the  Altany  Lan 
J«vmal  girea  an  aoconnt  o(  a  aingalar  and  nofortnnate 
oaae  whioh  has  lately  been  before  one  of  the  Superior 
Oonrta  at  Cincinnati.  The  defendants  were  the  surgeons 
o(  »  mediosU  college.  They  were  sued  by  a  widower  who 
had  entmated  to  them  the  dead  body  of  his  wife,  (or  the 
porpoae  of  pest  mortem  examination,  on  the  understanding 
or  nndertaOting  that  the  operation  should  be  performed 
in  presence  of  the  relatiTcs  of  the  deceased,  and  that  the 
lody  ahonld  haTO  proper  burial  afterwards.  The  plaintifl's 
taae  free  that  the  defendants  kept  the  woman'e  relations 
horn  attending,  by  pretending  a  danger  of  infection,  and 
nntfixl  of  interring  the  body,  filled  the  coffin  with  straw 
uid  other  things,  oTsr  whioh  the  funeral  serrice  was 
Mrfozmed,  while  the  body  waa  kept  back  for  dissection. 
[^he  hoabiuad,  learning  from  the  sexton  what  had  happened, 
LenMaded  the  body,  with  threate  of  criminal  prosecution, 
in  whioh,  after  some  delay,  the  body  was  returned,  rudely 
hroety  qaite  naked  and  partly  disseoted,  into  a  rough 
vooden  box. 

The  huBband  saed,  alleging:^!.  The  alwTe  (acts  in 
etsiil,  aind  claiming  damages  for  the  laeecatiou  of  his 
lelin^.  3.  Breach  of  contract,  with  the  facts  as  aggra- 
ntion.      3.  Breach  of  contract  as  to  the  application  of 


the  burial  dothee,  with  the  facts  as  matter  of  aggravation. 
The  defendants  demurred  to  all  the  counts  except  that  as 
to  the  clothes,  and  contended  that  there  waa  no  property 
in  adead  human  body,  and  that  there  oonld  therefore  be  no 
eontraot  in  relation  thereto,  and  that  there  was  no  legal 
remedy  for  an  injury  to  a  corpse. 

The  Oourt  OTCiraled  the  demurrer;  they  held  that 
though  at  common  law.  there  can  be  no  property  in  a 
corpse,  yet  the  law  gave  to  the  parent  the  oastody  of  the 
child's  corpse,  to  the  husband  that  of  the  wife's,  for  the 
purpose  of  decent  burial;  that  this  amoanted  to  a  right 
ia  the  surviTing  relative;  and  that,  though  the  inter- 
ference with  such  right  was  not  a  criminal  act,  there  must 
be  a  eivil  remedy  in  support  of  it. 

There  have  bean  from  time  to  time  cases  in  whioU 
the  same  snliject  has  been  before  English  oonrta.  In 
Dtettr  Bandy lide'i  eate  trover  was  brought  against  him 
for  the  body  of  two  conjoined  children,  and  Willes,  O.J., 
held  that  no  snoh  action  Would  lie  for  the  body,  though 
the  executors,  Or  whoever  buried  the  deceased,  mii{ht 
bring  trover  for  the  shroud,  and  a  similar  oonduslon  was 
arrived  at  by  Sir  Bdward  Ooke,  in  oonaultation  with  the 
judges,  in  the  case  of  one  Baynei  (Oo.  Inst.  P.  0.  110). 
The  reader  may  perhaps  remember  also  a  sad  case  which 
occurred  in  London  a  few  years  ago,  when  the  occupiers 
of  a  house  of  ill-fame  refased  to  give  up  to  the  relations 
the  body  of  a  person  who  had  died  in  the  house.  The 
S  k  8  WilL  4,  o.  76,  relates  to  anatomical  examinations, 
but  it  seems  hardly  applioable  to  a  case  like  the  Cincinnati 


SoMM  oOBBBBPOiTDKNaB  appears  in  our  columns,  in 
the  present  and  a  former  issue,  upon  the  case  of  Blaok- 
bwr*  V.  Boman  (19  W.  B.  1078),  decided  in  the  first  in- 
stance in  the  county  court  by  Mr.  Daniel,  Q.O.,  and  aftei- 
wards  on  appeal  by  the  Chief  Judge.  The  case  involved 
two  points—one,  whether  a  certain  bill  of  sale  given  by 
the  bankrupt  was  a  fraudulent  preference;  the  other, 
whether  the  goods  included  in  it  were,  at  the  date  of  the 
bankruptcy,  in  the  order  and  disposition  of  the  bankrupt. 
As  to  the  first  point  there  seems  no  reason  to  question 
the  decision  that  the  bill  of  sale,  being  given  in  pursuance 
of  a  previone  azraement  on  the  making  of  an  advance, 
waa  within  the  rule  UJd  down  in  Mereer  v.  Ptteriau 
(Ih  B.  S  Bx.  104),  although  it  must  be  aUowed  that  the 
interval  between  the  making  of  the  agreement  and  the 
giving  of  the  bill  was  very  extreme.  But  on  the  second 
point  the  case  is  involved  in  a  good  deal  of  obscurity. 
The  bill  of  sale  was  sxeouted  two  days  before  the  aot  of 
bankmptoy  on  whioh  the  petition  waa  founded,  but 
on  the  same  day  (7th  July)  on  which  the  bauk- 
mpt,  by  presenting  later  in  the  day  a  petition 
for  liquidation,  committed,  according  to  Ba  parte 
Buignan  (19  W.  B.  1127),  an  act  of  bankruptcy  to 
which  the  title  of  the  trustee  would  relate  back;  and  it 
was  assumed,  at  any  rate  by  the  judge  in  the  county  court, 
that  thia  latter  date  was  the  one  with  referenoe  to  which 
the  question  mast  be  considered.  Now  the  bill  of  sale 
contained  a  proviso  that  the  bankrupt  should  remain  in 
poeeession  till  default  should  be  made  in  payment  on  de- 
mand of  the  sum  scoured.  No  demand  was  made  till  the 
followingday t  the  bankrupt  was,  therefore,  still  in  posses- 
sion at  the  time  of  the  act  of  bankruptcy  on  the  7th.  But 
it  was  held  by  the  learned  judge  of  the  county  oonrt,  and 
apparently  also  by  the  Chief  Judge,  that  the  goods  .were 
not  in  order  and  disposition  of  the  bankrupt  with  the  eon  - 
sent  of  the  true  owner.  What  were  the  grounds  of  deci- 
sion relied  on  by  the  Chief  Judge  does  not  appear;  bat 
the  learned  judge  of  the  county  court  expresdy  based  his 
judgment  on  the  fact  that  the  debtor's  possession  "  was 
consistent  with  the  deed  by  force  of  the  proviso  entitling 
him  to  continue  in  possession  until  defaalt,  whioh  had 
not  happened."  This  law  he  had  discovered  in  the 
judgment  of  Melius,  V.C.,  in  A$hton  v.  Blaeluhaip  {_!$ 
W.  R.  807,  L.  B.  9  Eq.  516).  Now,  as  to  the  deeisitn  in 
Athton  V.  Blaciihaw,  it  is  not  necessary  to  discuss  it,  be- 
oauae  the  Vice-Chancellor  held  the  bill  of  sale  invalid 
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nndor  the  Bills  of  Sale  Aot;  bis  oonaideration  therefor*  of 
the  queetion  whether  the  goods  coraprised  in  it  were 
wilhia  the  reputed  ownerahip  clauee  wm  raperflaoas,  and 
what  he  laid  upon  the  snbjeot  was  obiter  dictum.  Un- 
doobtedly,  however,  he  did  lay  down  the  law  in  temu 
similar  to  thoae  used  by  the  judge  of  the  oonnty  court ; 
bat  we  believe  that  statement  of  the  law  to  have  been 
then  uttered  from  the  benoh  for  the  firtt  time,  and  to  be 
quite  inooneistent  with  thepolioy  of  the  statute.  It  vm 
the  very  argument  used  in  favour  of  the  bill  of  tale  1% 
Bpaekman  ▼.  Miller  (12  0.  B.  N.  S.  659,  11  W.  H. 
0.  L.  Dig.  18),  where  the  oiroamstanoes  were 
in  Bubetance  identical  with  thoae  of  the  present 
case),  and  which  was  there  overruled  by  the  Court.  That 
the  possession  of  the  bankrupt  was  consistent  with  the 
deed  was,  as  Willee,  J.,  observed,  the  doing  of  the  assignee 
of  the  bill  •t  sale  himself,  who,  after  taking  an  assign- 
ment of  the  goods,  made  as  it  were  a  redemise  of  them 
to  the  debtor.  If,  indeed,  on  the  one  hand,  the  true 
•iwner  acquired  the  goods  originally  in  such  a  way  that, 
apart  from  his  own  aot  postponing  it,  his  title  to  im- 
mediate possession  has  never  yet  arisen,  he  cannot  be  said 
to  have  consented  to  what  he  had  no  power  to  alter;  or 
if,  on  the  other  hand,  the  possession  of  the  goods  is  of 
that  equivocal  kind  that  the  bankrupt  in  possession  will 
not,  as  a  mutter  of  course,  be  the  reputed  owner,  the  case 
in  equally  not  within  the  statute  ;  but  to  allow  a  man  to 
hand  over  to  the  possession  of  his  debtor  the  goods  which 
the  latter  has  just  assigned  to  him,  and  then  take  him- 
self out  of  the  operation  of  the  reputed  ownership  clause, 
by  having  a  written  instrument  which  says  it  shall  be 
so,  would  be  to  reduce  the  olansa  to  a  dead  letter.  It  is 
precisely  such  pretty  little  farces  as  this,  of  going  out  at 
the  front  door  and  coming  in  again  at  the  back,  that 
justify  the  existence  of  this  provision  of  the  bankmptoy 
law,  and  the  view  here  observed  upon  iseasilyrednoedto  an 
absurdity  by  supposing  the  assignee  of  the  goods  to  con- 
sent (of  course,  in  the  deed)  that  the  assignor  shall  re- 
main in  possession  until  he  commits  an  aot  of  bankruptcy; 
the  assignor's  possession  would  then  be  "  consistent  with 
the  deed,"  and  the  two  might  laugh  at  the  general  credi- 
tors, and  would  certainly  laugh  also  at  the  law. 


Akono  all  pubuoations,  whether  legal  or  other- 
wise, there  is  a  urage,  of  gooA  faith  as  well  as  of  courtesy, 
whioh  demands  that  when  matter  is  copied  from  the 
pages  of  one  journal  into  that  of  another,  the  source  shall 
be  acknowledged  by  the  latter.  We  find,  however,  •  breach 
of  this  nsags  in  the  columns  of  the  Lam  timet  of  the 
21st  and  28th  nit.  The  decision  of  the  Lord  Chancellor  and 
Lords  Jnsticea  in  the  case  of  Ex  parte  Rock,  re  Hall,  was 
reported  in  the  Weekly  Reporter  of  the  2nd  September, 
but,  it  not  having  been  as  yet  reported  in  the  Xaw  Timet, 
that  publication,  in  an  article  of  its  inne  of  the.  2  let 
reproduced  verbatim  the  Weekly  Reperter'i  report  of  the 
judgment,  without  any  acknowledgement  whatever.  On 
the  28th  our  contemporary  purported  to  "  report  the 
case  fully"  in  the  £an  Timet  reports,  the  judgment 
being  again  taken  without  acknowledgment  from  the 
Weekly  Reporter.  About  the  identity  of  the  reports 
there  is  no  question,  because  the  Weeklif  Reporter 
report  was  taken  down  in  shorthand  by  the  Weekly 
Beporter't  reporter,  and  no  shorthand  notes  were  taken 
by  the  parties  tn  the  case.  Now  oar  contemporary 
would  have  been  perfectly  welcome  to  the  WeeUy 
Rtporter't  report,  but  there  is  no  ezonse  for  cribbing  it. 
We  have  before  observed  a  laxity  in  the  practice  of  the 
Lan  Timet  in  similar  matters.  A  short  time  ago  the 
same  publication  reprinted  as  original  matter  of  its  own, 
a  quantity  of  the  judgment  of  an  American  jndge,  as 
reported  by  one  of  the  American  law  papers.  We  there- 
fore feel  bound  to  brand  these  transgressions  in  the 
interests  of  press  morality. 

Yabiotts  Law  Assoolationb  in  the  North  of  England 
have  been  entertaining  for  some  time  past  the  idea  of 
bringing  into  general  operation  a  percentage  scale  of 


remuneration  for  ordinary  conveyancing  wiak.  Tcm  i 
Preston  eontemporacy  we  learn  that  a  soals  pispand 
under  the  ansioaes  of  the  Preston  Law  Boeisdr  hu  tsn 
adopted  by  the  whole  of  the  firms  in  that  town,  vitk 
a  few  exoeptions.  It  is  stated  also  that  the  rsmsialif 
firms,  or  some  of  them,  have  dgnlfiad  their  intention  of 
being  praotioally  guided  by  this  scale,  which  is  tssom 
into  operation  on  the  1st  of  Norwnber. 


KBFAIBS  AND  lUPROVEUENTS  OF  SETTLED 
PEOPEETZ, 

It  used  to  be  considered  that  a  tenant  for  Ufa,  uIm 
his  satate  was  expressly  declared  to  be  without  impsaok- 
ment  of  waste,  was  liable  for  permissive  waste  as  will  u 
for  voluntary  and  active  waste.  It  is,  howsvsr,  ass 
settled  that  he  is  not  liaUe  in  equity  for  psraiiain 
waste,  which  consists  in  snffering  the  baildinga  oa  At 
settled  estate  to  go  to  min  (Co.  Litt.  68a.);  for  in  fmp 
V,  Blagrave  (2  W.  a  369,  700,  Kay  496,  1  Da  G.  kJ. 
448)  a  bill  by  trustees  to  make  the  tenant  for  lift  » 
sponsible  for  the  disrepair  of  the  buildings  was  diiaisad 
with  costs;  nor,  where  the  bailding*  leqoire  extanan 
repair,  will  the  Oourt  withhold  posaesaion  fraa  ths 
tenant  for  life,  in  order  to  impose  on  him  eonditiou  u 
to  the  execution  of  the  repairs  (  Warren  v.  BvUU,  8 
W.  B.  881,  IJ.  ft  H.  1).  And  it  woold  seem  froatht 
dictum  of  Lord  Obanoellor  Oran  worth  in  the  former  SMe, 
that  even  the  legal  liability  for  permiaaive  wasts  it  xm/ 
donbtfnl.  However  that  may  be,  theie  isoertsinlyMiT 
no  remedy  in  equity  for  permiasive  waste. 

Where  the  tenant  for  life  has  assaoaed  the  oUigatioa 
to  repair,  the  case  is  different.  In  CUUhM  v.  A^{i 
Mer.  408),  where  an  injaitotioa  was  awarded  to  retrain 
permissive  waste,  the  tenant  for  life  had  ptomiaad  Ian- 
pair;  and  in  Re  Shinfley  (8  MoN.  k.  O.  221),  than  was 
a  condition  to  repair,  and  the  manaion  hones  havinf  ktts 
burnt  down,  the  Court  ordered  it  to  be  rsbnUtstlkt 
expense  of  the  estate  of  the  tenant  for  life,  whovaia 
lunatic,  to  avoid  the  forfeiture  which  would  othtnriH 
have  taken  place  of  bis  life  estate. 

Apart  from  any  obligation  on  the  part  of  th*  tauit 
for  life  the  rule  as  to  the  duty  of  trastees  is  thss  tail 
down  in  Povyi  v.  Blagrave  (tup.).  The  UostseeMSOt 
interfere  with  the  posseasion  of  the  eqnitaUe  tenant  br 
life,  merely  beoauae  be  neglects  to  keep  the  propar^ii 
repair;  but  if  he  oommita  ooMp*  waste  («.;.,  by  fe^ 
the  timber,  pulling  down  the  mansion  honsa^  or  asm- 
mitting  other  acts  of  spoliation),  the  tmstee  msy  tad 
probably  ought  to  interfere,  at  all  eventa  if  the  pinosi 
entitled  in  remainder  are  under  disability.  The  Vie*' 
Chancellor,  in  Pomyt  r.  Blagnue,  oheerred— "  If  smt 
trustee  is  to  he  considered  liable,  though  merely  e  traitei 
under  a  will  which  devises  the  property  to  hit  me,  a 
cases  of  permissive  waste  for  want  of  iapalirs,  thsiil^ 
onUgr  whioh  is  now  felt  of  getting  reepeetaMe  psiaeai » 
act  aa  trustees  would  be  inccessed." 

It  is  well  settled  that  a  tenant  for  life  laying  eit 
money  upon  lasting  repairs  and  substantial  improvsMrii 
cannot,  as  a  general  rule,  charge  it  upon  the  inhwifi** 
We  say,  as  a  general  rule,  baoanse  in  Oaldteett  v.  Br— 
(2  Ha.  144),  Vioe-Chaacellor  Wigram  ami  that  k*  ^ 
not  mean  to  lay  it  down  as  an  iapemtiTe  rule  (hat  n 
case  could  arise  in  whioh  the  Court  woold  sanetisa  tk> 
expenditure  of  money  by  a  tenant  foe  life  for  the  bearft 
of  the  inheritance,  by  making  each  espeBditore  a  ehaigt 
upon  the  inheritance.  The  case  might  besnggeetti.  ^ 
Honour  added,  of  aderise  of  land  in  striet  aeUteaMat,esl  • 
direction  to  lay  out  personal  estate  to  the  same  nssi^vbae 
it  might  be  more  beneficial  to  the  renudndermaB  tktt  i 
part  of  the  trnat  fund  should  be  applied  to  preveut  WU- 
inga  on  the  settled  estate  from  going  to  destmetioB,  this 
that  the  whole  should  be  laid  out  in  the  puahNM  of  aiter 
lands.  Expenditure  of  this  kind,  however;  has  MtefM 
been  sanctioned.  It  is  impossible  to  lay  don  "} 
general  role  with  regard  to  applications  under  the  6- 
oretionary  jurisdiction  of  the  Court.     Where  the  OeaK 
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ii  Mked  to  exeroise  ita  diaaretion,  anthoritiea  are  of  little 
Tilne,  btokOM  eaob  oaaa  depends  oa  its  partioalar  oitoam- 
atanoea,  and  where  the  Uoart,  possibljr  ander  peonllar 
olroamitanoet,  ventares,  with  some  hesitation,  to 
ssnotion  some  proposed  ontlaj  being  made,  the  case  is 
erer  afterwards  oited  with  the  objeot  of  indooing'  the 
Court  to  go  atiU  further  in  the  same  direotion.  In  Ji» 
SarriHfton's  Ettate  (8  W.  B.  677,  1  J.  «c  H.  148),  whioh 
was  a  petition  under  Lord  St.  Leonards'  Aot  for  the 
opinion  of  the  Court  as  to  whether  the  trustees  would  be 
joatifisd  in  adTandngon'tof  the  settled  fnnd  rariona  snmg 
of  money  for  making  repairs  and  erooting  permanent 
farm  buUdings,  the  Yioe-Ohanoellor,  following  the  ang- 
gsation  in  CaldeeoU  r.  BroM%  (ng*.)  aaid  that  there  oould 
be  no  difBooltj  in  to  la^Tiag  out  a  portion  of  the  f nvd, 
if  a  bill  were  filed  to  obtain  the  aanotion  of  the  Ooart, 
and  in  MaenoUg  r.  FtUktriert  (6  W.  B.  Ch.  Dig.  88) 
the  Master  of  the  Bolls  allowed,  thongh  with  hesitation, 
a  snm  expended  on  permanent  repairs  to  be  raised  out  of 
stock  settled  on  the  same  trusts  as  the  settled  estate. 

In  Earl  PouUtt  r.  Somerset,  howerer  (19  W.  B.  1048), 
the  Master  of  the  Bolls,  although  Caldeeott  t.  Brotvn 
{tup.)  was  oited,  declined  to  allow  ;£800  prodnced  by 
the  sale  of  timber,  whioh  by  the  settlement  was  to  be 
inrested  in  Mm  pnrobase  of  land,  to  be  expended  on  the 
areotion  of  a  farm  hoqse  on  the  settled  estate.  We  may 
also  refer  to  JKHm  t.  Marjoribank$  (8  Base.  682),  where 
Lord  Eldon  refused,  <m  the  petition  of  the  tenant  for 
life,  to  direot  an  inquiry  whether  it  would  be  for  the 
benefit  of  all  parties  interested  in  the  property  that  cer- 
tain permanent  and  substantial  improvements  should 
tw  made  in  the  mansion-bonse  at  the  expense  of  the 
Mtetor's  estate.  In  fact,  repairs,  CTen  of  an  extraordi- 
laty  oharaoter,  as  renewala  rendered  neoessary  by  dry  rot, 
tre,  as  Yioe-OhaneeUor  Leaoh  remarked  in  Hlhtert  r, 
TMht  (1  S.  k  S.  652),  an  ezpenae  to  t.  hioh  a  tenant  for 
Ife  olMoaing  to  ooeopy  the  manaion-Jumse  or  the  property 
Doat  eabmit. 
Where  the  outlay  on  repairs  or  improrementa  has 
een  made,  and  the  parties  come  to  the  Oonrt  to  be  re- 
nbnrsed,  the  rule  is  just  the  same.  Where  it  is  desired 
>  lay  out  money  thus,  the  only  safety  is  in  applying  to 
10  Oonrt  for  loare.  It  is  not  oorreot  to  ezeonte  the  re- 
lira  flret  and  apply  to  be  repaid  out  of  the  general 
itate  afterwards.  On  applications  such  as  these  it  is 
ften  oonteaded  that  the  outlay  was  in  the  nature  of 
Irage,  without  whioh  the  property  would  have  been 
lined;  and  to  a  oertaia  extent  there  is  no  doubt  that  a 
natee  expending  miaey  to  preset  te  the  trust  property 
om  deetmotion  is  entitled  to  be  allowed  his  outlhy 
TUch  ▼.  Holland,  3  W.  B.  482,  19  Bear.  26^.  But 
is  la  onlj  tme  in  extreme  oases.  In  Dent  r.  Dent  (10 
.  B.  375)  the  Master  of  the  Bolls  allowed  the  tenant 
r  life  ont  of  the  residuary  personal  estate  of  the  teata- 
z  the  aama  expended  by  him  in  keeping  a  mine  in 
Inmbi*  at  work,  ao  as  to  prerent  the  forfeiture  whioh 
old  otherwise  hare  ooonrred  by  the  law  of  that 
utry,  bnt  deolined  to  allow  the  tenant  for  life's  out- 
in  rabnilding  a  farm-house  and  some  dilapidated 
ildings.  Mid  draining  the  property,  though  for  the 
leflb  of  th«  inheritanoe. 

So  in  Horloch  t.  SmUh  (2  W.  B.  117, 17  Bear.  676), 
sre  •  tenant  for  life  had  Toluntarily  laid  out  money 
»reoting  neoessary  buildings  on  the  settled  property, 
ras  held  that  his  executors  were  not  entitled  to  set  off 
eon  ao  laUd  out  as  a  satisfaction  pro  tanto  of  his 
mant  to  paty  £8,000  to  the  trustees  of  the  settlement 
«  iareated  in  the  purchase  of  land;  and  in  Bamtr  t. 
ley,  8  W.  B.  20,  .Toh.  486)  tenant  j>«raii«r««i«,  with 
aUider  to  his  wife  in  fee,  was  not  allowed,  on  being 
•rood  from  his  wife,  to  reeoTer  the  money  he  bad 
oat  npon  the  improTement  of  her  settled  estate. 
rhere  the  tenant  for  life  expended  money  in  the  oom- 
lon  of  a  mansion- bonse  whioh  wag  left  unfinished  by 
teatator,  an  inquiry  was  directed  whether  it  was  for 
benefit  of  all  partiea  interested  in  the  estate  that  the 
■ion-honae  should    hare  been  finished  {Hiibert  t. 


Cooke,  mp.),  followed  in  Dent  r.  Dent  (.tup.)  on  the 
ground  partly  that  the  testator  must  hare  intended  that 
it  ahonld  be  oompleted,  and  partly,  that  ita  comple- 
tion was  essential.  And  in  a  late  oase,  where  the 
trustees  of  a  will  were  directed  to  lay  ont  the 
residuary  personal  estate  in  the  purchase  of  land 
to  go  along  with  the  settled  property,  and  the  settled 
property  comprised  nn  adrowson,  of  which  the  parsonage 
house  was  in  a  rninoni  state,  and  aboat  to  be  rebuilt, 
Yioe-Chanoellor  Malins,  on  a  petition  for  the  adrioe  of 
the  Court  under  Lord  St.  Leonards'  Aot,  held  that  the 
trustees  might  properly  defray  the  expense  of  rebuilding 
it  out  of  the  residuary  peraQualty  (Jte  Lord  BotMam't 
TriMtj,  19  W.  B.794). 

Trustees,  however,  cannot  be  too  careful  how  they  lay 
ont  money,  unless  with  the  sanotion  of  the  Oonrf, 
especially  on  the  improrementof  farm-houses;  for  farms, 
as  OTerybody  who  bias  anything  to  do  with  the  manage- 
ment of  land  is  aware,  let  for  Tery  little  more  than  before 
after  the  farm-honsa  and  boildings  hare  been  rebuilt  at 
a  great  expense.  In  Bridge  r.  Brown  (2  Y.  jc  C.  181) 
trnstees  were  charged  with  money  unnecessarily  expended 
by  their  direotion  in  rebuilding  a  farm-hoose,  where  the 
outlay  was  £666,  and  the  rent  only  .£75;  and  in 
liitaierlet  r.  Cutthaiv  (19  W.  B.  793)  the  trustee 
was  empowered  to  lay  ont  the  rents  in  repairing  the 
dwelling-house,  bnt  as  it  was  past  repair  he  pulled  it 
down  and  rebuilt  it  with  money  borrowed  for  the  purpose 
on  hia  own  seonrity,  which  he  paid  off  by  degrees  ont  of 
the  rents.  He  did  not,  as  be  oaght  to  hare  done,  apply 
to  the  Oonrt  for  leare  in  the  first  instance,  and  aoeordingly 
the  Court,  holding  that  the  power  to  repair  ont  of  the  rents 
did  not  imply  a  power  to  borrow  for  repairs,  disallowed 
olaim  for  interest  on  the  borrowed  money.  In  nyuh  t. 
Qtmtron  (19  W.  B.  886)  the  aettlement  gare  the  tmateea 
full  power  to  repair  and  rebuild,  and  to  pay  the  expenaea 
out  of  the  rents  and  profits,  but,  a*  in  the  last  oaaa,  no 
power  to  borrow  on  mortgaga;  and  Yioe-Ohancellor 
Malina  being  aatisfied  that  it  was  for  the  benefit  of  all 
partite,  some  of  whom  were  infants,  gare  tiie  trustees 
leave  to  borrow  a  certain  snm  on  mortgage  to  rebuild  the 
bonse.  The  question  was  as  to  the  power  of  the  Court 
to  direot  a  mortgage  where  infants  were  interested,  a 
mortgage  being  a  sale  pro  tantoi  and  a  aala  will  not  be 
directed  on  the  mere  ground  that  it  will  be  for  the  bene- 
fit of  infanU  (CMvert  v.  Godfrey,  8  Beav.  97),  ao  that 
the  deoiaion  is  probably  not  one  that  will  be  followed,  ex- 
cept under  very  similar  oiroumstancea.  In  Qaunt  v. 
Oarwutone  (I  Coll.  677),  however,  a  mortgage  or  aale  of 
a  portion  of  the  property  waa  aanotioned  nnder  aomewhst 
atniUar  olreumataneae  namely,  where  the  trnat  waa  to 
raise  and  pay  the  ezpenaes  of  renewals  and  repUrs  out  of 
the  rents  and  profits.  Whether  a  snm  to  be  raised  out 
of  the  rents  and  profits  of  a  real  estate  is  to  be  raised  by 
accumulating  the  annual  rents  and  pcofita  or  by  sale  and 
mortgage,  ia  a  queation  of  intention,  to  be  e(dleoted  from 
the  eontext  of  the  will,  and  from  the  pnrpoaes  to  which 
the  money  ia  direoted  to  be  applied  (  Wilton  v.  HalUHej, 
1  B.  ft  M.  690).  DebU,  aooording  to  the  same  authority, 
at  leaat  such  as  are  Immediately  payable,  may  be  provided 
for  by  aale  or  mortgage;  but  aa  to  repairs,  quare.  In 
any  oaae  it  muat  be  remembered  that  where  the  aettle- 
ment eon  tains  power  to  repair  ont  of  rents  and  profits, 
but  no  power  to  rebuild,  to  anthorise  a  aale  for  ^e  pnr- 
poae  of  raising  a  fund  to  rebuild  with  amounts  prao- 
tioally  to  a  re«^cation  of  the  aetUement  by  the  inaMrtion 
of  a  power  to  sell,  though  a  UU  for  the  objeot  of  inserting 
the  same  power  would  not  be  entertained,  because  it  ap- 
peared to  be  for  the  benefit  of  the  parties  that  such  a 
power  should  be  inserted,  or  on  any  other  ground  than 
that  it  was  the  intention  of  the  parties  to  the  deed. 

It  will  be  remembered  that  the  "Limited  Owners' 
Besideoces  Act,  1870"  (83  &  84  Yict.  o.  66),  (amended 
by  an  Aot  of  the  present  year),  enables  the  owners 
of  settled  estate  in  England  to  do  what  heirs  of 
entail  in  Scotland  were  empowered  to  do  by  10  Geo.  8, 
a  51 — viz.,  charge  their  estates  with  sums  expended  in 
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bonding  tamilj  muaioiu  with  the  oooient  of  the  n- 
in*inderinen  Mid  mortgageM.  Oar  rcMleri  will  find  10016 
remnrki  on  this  A.ot  in  the  "  LegitUUon  of  the  Tear 
1870  "(H  a  J.  960). 


ON  A  DIFFIOITLTT  IN  MARBIAOB  SBTTLBICBNTS. 
A  diffieolty  wmetimea  ooean  In  framing  the  marriage 
•ettlement  of  a  female  infant.  Sappose  that  nnder  har 
parent^  aettlement  tnut  fnnda  are  lettled  in  the  nraal 
manner  npon  tnut  for  her  parents  saooeHirely  for  life 
with  remainder  to  their  ohildren  or  Isioe,  ai  they  or  the 
sarrlTor  (hall  appoint.  If  an  appointment  he  made  to 
ber  in  expectation  of  her  marriage,  and  the  appointed 
»hare  be  settled  bjr  her  settlement,  the  diffionl^  arises, 
for  as  she  is  ander  age  she  is  nnable  to  assign  her  roTer- 
'ionaiy  interest,  and  (bearing  in  mind  that  it  is  a  ehott 
tit  action)  her  hnaband  oannot  assign  it  so  as  to  bind  her 
if  she  shonld  sttrriTe  him,  and  the  appointed  fand 
ahonld  not  fall  into  possession  dating  the  oorerturs;  or 
in  other  words,  in  case  she  and  &e  snrriTor  of  her 
parents  shonld  sntrire  her  hoshand.  It  follows  that  if 
the  wife  and  one  of  ber  parents  sorrive  her  hnsband, 
she  may  if  she  thinks  fit  decline  to  band  the  appointed 
share  oyer  to  the  trostees  of  her  settlement  and  may 
keep  it  for  herself.  * 

In  eases  where  large  anms  are  inroWed  the  difflonlty 
nay  be  got  over  by  making  an  applioation  to  the  Conrt 
of  Chancery  under  the  Infants'  Settlement  Act  (18  t  19 
Vict.  0.  48];  in  other  cases  the  expense  and  delay  ooca- 
sioned  by  doing  so  is  a  snfBoient  reason  for  not  adopting 
this  oonrse.  It  generally  happens  that  the  parties  agree 
to  mn  the  risk  of  the  events  happening  on  the  oocnrrence 
of  whioh  the  lady  oonld  olaim  her  roTersionary  interest 
after  it  has  fallen  into  possession  as  against  the  settle- 
ment: alAongh  this  risk  is  small,  it  is  the  duty  of  the 
dranghtsman  to  guard  against  it. 

A  method  of  getting  orer  the  difficulty  is  suggested  in 
Elphinstone's''  Introduction  to  OonTeyanoing,"  pages  802, 
808,  whioh  will  in  all  probability  become  generally 
adopted  a*  it  beoomea  better  known.  We  subjoin  an 
outline  of  the  deeds  framed  aa  suggested  in  the  *'  Intro- 
dnotion  to  Conreyaocing." 

We  will  suppose  that  the  funds  subject  to  the  trusts 
of  the  father's  settlement  are  £10,000  Oonsols,  and  that 
the  lady  is  one  of  three  ohildren.  Three  deeds  are 
necessary,  a  deed  of  appointment,  the  marriage  settle- 
ment, and  a  deed  of  oonfirmation  to  be  exeout^  by  the 
lady  on  her  oomiog  of  age. 

AsALtm  or  TBI  ApponiTinHT. 

Commtnammt  : 
1,  To  all  to  whom,  &o. 

StdUU : 
%  The  parsnts'  settlement  down  to  and  incladiDg  the  power 
of  appointment  among  the  children. 

3.  The  paientt'  msrriafte. 

4.  The  present  tuts  of  inveetment  of  the  trost  tani»  in  the 
names  of  —  the  present  tmrteet. 

6.  That^the  lady  is  one  of  the  — —  ehildren  of  the  oiar- 
riags. 

6.  The  intended  marriage. 

7.  The  s^semeot  that  Uie  father  and  mother  should  make 
"such  appointment  to  or  in  FaTonr  of  the  said  — —  as  is 
hereinafter  contained. " 

Optrativt  elautt : 

8.  Appointment  by  father  and  mother  "that  if  the  said 

intendsd  marriage  between  the  said and  the  said  — ^ 

shall  take  place  within  six  calendar  months  from  the  date 
hereof  the  said  [tht  tnuUu  of  the  parent/  tittltmmt],  and  the 
•urriTor  of  them,  and  the  executors  and  sdmiBistrators  of  such 
sarriTor,  their  and  Lit  aasigns,  ahall  from  and  immediately 
after  the  solemnisation  of  the  aaid  intended  marriage,  hut 
lobjeot  and  without  prejudice  to  the  several  tmats  in  die  said 
recited  indenture  of  settlement  declared  concerning  the 
annual  income  of  the  trust  moneys  for  the  time  being  snlgect 
to  the  trusts  thereof  during  the  lives  of  the  Slid  [father  ami 
mothtrl,  and  the  life  of  the  anrvivor  of  them,  and  subject  and 
withont  prejudice  to  all  and  every  exercise  that  may  hcrearter 
be  made  of  the  powers  oi  making  and  varying  investments  and  of 


appointing  new  trustees  contained  in  the  tud  recited  iaJtstm 
of  settlement,  he  possessed  of  and  intaretted  in  out  tqid 
third  part  or  shars  of  and  in  all  ths  tnut  mooeft,  itocki, 
funds,  shsrei,  and  investments  for  the  time  being  tulJMt  to 
the  tmtts  declared  by  the  ssid  recited  indentnreofwtdiaBat, 
and  the  annual  income  tliereof,  opon  ths  traits  and  nlijMt  to 
the  powers  following,  that  is  to  say,  npou  trust  for  inch  ptm 
or  persons  and  for  such  pnrposss  as  the  isid  [Mi]  Aill 
within  two  years  asxt  after  she  shall  have  attaiaed  theaptf 
twsnty-one  years,  and  during  ths  cantinosnce  of  Uw  ail 
intended  marriage,  by  any  deed  or  deeds,  with  ths  eousst  i 
K.  L.  snd  M.  N.  [tluptrKitu  vho  art  to  it  truiltit  if  ttttn 
marriagi  uttUmttU'],  or  of  the  survivor  of  them,  or  of  th 
executors  or  administrators  of  such  survivor,  to  be  tsatified  ii 
writing  nnder  their  or  his  respective  hands,  and  tlu  gitiag  v 
withholding  of  which  consent  shall  be  at  their  or  hit  tbsdoit 
and  irrespoosihle  diserstioo,  direct  or  appoint,  and  in  iehsli 
of  any  such  direotioo  or  appointment,  and  so  fin'  u  as  aick 
appointmsnt  shall  axtend,  and  also  in  tbe  event  that  tiHh«- 
mentionsd  power  shall  not  arise  or  become  exerdiaUi,  or 
shall  not  be  exeroissd  within  ths  period  bereiabcfoit  lioiteil  ii 
that  behalf,  than  upon  trust  for  tlis  said  [My]t  her  extaton, 
administrators,  and  assigns  absolutely,  and  so  that  tbe  tut 
shall  bs  vetted  in  interest  in  her  immeidiately  after  tbt  nka- 
niiation  of  the  intended  marriage,  and  shall  becomt  ptjiUi 
immediately  after  the  death  of  the  survivor  of  them,  tbe  nil 
[ftthtr  and  mothtr"^.' 

AXALTHS  or  TBB  SBTTUOIBaC 
Partitt : 
A.  B.  (intended  husband),  I ;  C.  D.  (intended  wiftX  t ;  K. 
L.  and  M.  N.  (trustees),  3. 

1.  llat  the  marriage  is  intended. 

8.  "And  whereas  under,  and  by  virtue  of,  an  indentin,  h. 
Xtht  lads't  partntt'  S(((bnwn(] ,  and  of  a  deed-poll  betriii 
date  the  day  next  before  the  day  of  the  data  of  tfaete  praiati, 
snd  under  die  handa  aod  seals  of  \tkt  ladf't  partiitt],  ai  oi 
certain  deaths  and  events  therein  recited  or  reteTelln,tbtail 
\tru*t*ei  efthtparmU  srttftwsm],  or  the  survivor  of  lhm« 
otlter  the  tmitees  or  trostsa  for  ths  time  being  of  ths  atii  is* 
dantnre  of  tettlemsnt,  will,  in  the  event  of,  and  from  tod  ian^ 
diately  after  tbe  solsmnixation  of  the  said  intendsd  mirriigc, 
be  posseiied  of  and  interested  in  one  equsl  third  part  ordsn 
of  and  in  all  tbe  trust  moneys,  for  the  time  being  mljtetto 
the  tmtta  dselsrad  by  the  aaid  recited  indenture  of  little— 1, 
and  of  and  in  the  annual  income  (hereof  to  arise  sfiw  tbei^ 
cease  of  the  survivor  of  the  [ladg'i  fatktr  fmd  ini^im\  ht 
subject  to  certain  powers  referred  to  in  the  same  deed-po(l,ial 
lubject  whereto  the  appointment  therein  contained  m  a- 
pressedto.be  made  upon  trust  for  such  person  crpne^ 
ftc"     \Cimf,Mt  the  recital  of  th  e  dttd  of  t^ffpoMtauat] 

3.  Tbe  existing  state  of  trust  funds  in  parentt'  Mttbaesfc 

4.  "And  whereat  npon  the  treaty  for  the  ssid  lataM 
msrrisge  it  was  agreed  that  the  rights  and  interests  of  the  ail 
A.  B.  in  right  of  the  said  C.  D.  in  the  aaid  oae-tbird  jia  > 
tbitre  so  appointed  as  aforesaid  in  the  trost  fnndt  bow  or  te 
ths  time  being  subject  to  ths  trusts  of  the  ssid  indestan  i 
asttlement  {thtpariHtt'  ttitlemtnt']  thould  he  asiignedb;lt) 
ssid  A.  B.,  in  maaner  hereinafter  appearing  to  the  ttid  K.L 
and  H.  N.  upon  aod  for  the  trusts  and  porpoaes  snd  with  oi 
subjset  to  the  powers  and  provisions  hermnafter  dediR^as' 
contained." 

Oferatite  eUuutf  : 
1.  Now  this  indenture,  *c,  "  Ha,  the  laid  A  B.,  1^ 
hereby  assign  unto  the  said  K.  L.  and  M.  K.,  tbeir  ttte^t'i 
adminiatrators,  and  assigns,  all  and  aingnlar,  the  sevaslndi^ 
spective  rights,  titles,  intereatt,  claims,  and  dsmsoda  vfcaoo- 
ever  which  in  the  evsnt.and  by  reason  of  ths  said  intended  vts- 
riage  of  the  said  A.  B.  with  the  said  C.  D.  will  scene  nl«« 
vest  in  him,  his  executors  or  admininittrators  in  harriflit," 
be  capable  of  being  enforced,  assigned,  or  reduced  iatopsni- 
sion  by  him,  including  all  such  right  and  intsiait  11  is  n> 
event  of  the  death  of  the  aaid  C  D.,  doriiur  the  life  if  A* 
said  A.  B.,  may  belong  to  him,  his  exeeatonFor  sdoisiM*' 
tors  as  her  personal  representatives  or  repreaentativs,!!  wi '» 
all  that  the  aroretaid  equal  undivided  one-third  put  or  AMi 
which  in  the  recited  deed-poll  was  sppointed  unto  or  iaf^ 
for  the  said  C.  D.,  of  and  in  all  and  singular  the  tnut  mtmpi 
stocks,  funds,  securities,  and  investmenia,  which  aow  in  ' 
shall  be  for  the  time  being  subject  to  ths  tmsU  of  l^"^ 
indenture  of  [(A<  parentt  ulllement'],  and  of  and  ia  tbt  en- 
dends  and  annual  income  thereof  anting  after  the  aoJeaa"; 
tioo  of  the  intended  marriage  aod  tbe  death  of  tbe  tarrim  » 


Digitized  by 


Google 


Oct.  28. 1871.  THE  SOLICITORS'  JOURNAL  &  REPORTER. 


915 


:1m  [jMj^i/dtitr  »nd  motlurii  to  have  and  to  bold  all  tb« 
•HM  rjfbti,  (itla*,  iDtemtn,  claims  and  dmnando,  and  all 
idMtthe  pronilM  now  exprewed  to  be  berebjr  axigned  onto  tbe 
aid  K.  ll  and  M.  N.,  tbeir  uacaton,  adminiatraton,  and  aa> 
igu,  opon  and  for  tbe  trnst*  and  parpoMi  and  with  and  anb- 
Kt  to  tbe  powera  and  proTiioea  bereinafier  declared  concein- 
ig  tbe  aame." 
S.  Declaration  tbat  tbe  tnutaee  ihall  stand  interested 
1  "the  share  and  premise*,  the  rights  snd  interests  wherein  of 
lie  said  A.  B.  are  hereinbefore  ezpreaaed  to  be  hereby 
nijned  npon  and  for  the  trusts,  ftc  .  .  .  that  is  to  say, 
iter  tbe  solemnisation  of  tbe  said  intended  marriage  upon 
■Dst  that  tbe  said  tmstees  or  tmstee  for  the  time  being  ahall, 
'ben  and  as  the  s^d  one-third  share  and  premises  shall  he- 
me payable  or  tranaferable,  bnt  snbject  to  any  azerdse  of 
le  aforeaaJd  conditional  power  of  appointment  so  rested  in 
le  said  C.  D.,  as  aforesaid,  reqoire  and  obtain  tbe  payment  and 
ansfar  to  them  or  bim."  [Powtr  to  hantiftU  and  tttU 
taunt;  to  huIm  aUowanet;  ([».;  pwnr  locouvtrt  into  metup 
ith  tie  utual  con$tnti,  to  imiui  and  vary  tewritiu^. 

3.  Declaration  tbat  tbe  tmstees  shall  stand  possMsed  of  the 
come  of  tbe  "said one- third  share  and  premises,  and  of  the 
restments  for  tbe  time  being  representing  the  same  from  and 
ter  the  decease  of  the  surriTor  of  the  [lady't  father  and 
ttUr]  opon  trnst."  [Thi  mt of  thttttUnutit  fiUowt tht  lamt 
rm  a*  if  t\t  ont-tiird  ahart  had  ittn  attiftud  to  fht  trtu- 
•tij/  C.  D.  V)ith  tkt  eOHttxt  of  A.  B,  in  tht  unal  rnanntr, 
tk  th*  fMonoing  txetptioni.'] 

4.  Covtnanit  for  titlt  by  A.  B.,  "tor  himself,  h°s  heirs, 
centers,  and  administrators,  and  aa  concerning  only 
I  and  their  aota  and  defanlta,  and  tbe  acts  and  dafanlts 
ring  the  said  intended  marriage  of  tbe  said  C.  D.,"  intor  alia, 
hat  be,  the  said  A.  B.,  and  she,  the  said  C.  D.,  or  either  of 
im,  or  hia  execotora  or  adminiatrators,  ahalt  not  nor  will  not 
any  time  or  times  hereafter,  receire  or  disoharga  the  said 
!-third  appointed  share  or  any  part  or  parts  thereof,  or 
tsent  to  any  aet,  deed,  or  thing  in  prqadic*  to  these  pre- 
ta,  or  anything  herein  contained.  And  farther,  tbat  the 
1  A.  B.  and  C.  S.,  and  his  azeontora,  administrators,  and 
igns,  shall  from  time  to  tine  "  [froHod  y>Uh  eevMoat  for 
•thtr  tuturaita*  of  "tikt  said  appointed  one-third  ahara  and 
misea"]. 

>.  iVatwo  "tbat  in  leapact  of  any  bwoficial  intereat* 
en  by  the  aaid  C.  D.  ludar  theaa  preaenta,  she,  her  exson- 
I  or  adminiatrators,  shall  be  bonnd  to  confirm  and  gire  full 
ct  to  the  trusts  and  prOTiaons  herein  declared  and  con- 
led  coDoeming  tbe  said  one-third  share  in  \\k»  manner  as 
be  had  attained  the  age  of  twenty-one  yean  before  the 
)  of  theae  prosents,  and  bad  ooncnrred  in  stsigniDS  tbe  said 
ns  to  th*  aaid  trosteea  opon  and  for  the  trust*  and  purposes 
>in  expresaad  eooeeming  the  aame,  and  bad  entered  into 
I  ooT«nant  for  fortber  assnranoe  as  ia  hereinbefore  oon- 
sd." 

Al(AX.T>I«  or  THB  DCXB  OF  CONTIRMATIOX. 

Ilia  doed  i*  andorsed  on  Ibe  settlement. 

TarHu  : 
.  B.,  formerlr  C.  D. ,  1.    A.  B.,  S.    K.  L.  and  M.  N.,  3. 
Jteeitals  : 

The  aolemaization  of  the  marriage. 

Tbat  C.  B.  has  attained  twenty-one. 

"  That  ah*  haA  determined,  with  the  privity  of  A.  B.  and 

tha  oonaent  of  th*  aaid  K.  L.  and  M.  N.,  to  exeroise  in 
n«r  b*r*iB*(kar  expreaaed  the  general  power  of  q>point> 
t  wludi,  bj  tb*  effeot  of  [korparont*'  Bottbmmt],  and  tbe 

poll,  et«.,  a«Terally  recited  or  referred  to  in  tba  within 
ten  imdantore,  waa  limited  to  or  vaeted  in  her  OTer  or  con- 
ing on*  full  aqnal  third  part  or  share  of  and  in  the  trnst 
7a,  atocka,  fiinda,  aeeontiea,  and  inveetments  held  npon 
ibjeot  to  the  trusts  and  prorisions  of  tba  aame  recited  in- 
ii«  ^tht  pttrttitt'  uttbmitM],  and  of  and  in  tbe  diTidenda 
inno^  ineom*  of  die  same  trust  moneys,  stocks,  funds, 
■ities  and  invastments,  after  the  deeeaae  of  the  aorriTor  of 
father  and  motkoA ;  and  the  said  E.  L.  and  M.  N.  have, 
«Taia«  of  tb*  abaolnte  diacretion  in  thia  behalf  Tseted  in 
,  \fj  tbe  a»id  deed  poll,  agreed  to  consent  to  sneh  i^ 
maiit,  ••  beinc  in  their  judgment  a  diaereet  and  proper 
:ia«  by  tbe  asiid  C.  D.  of  the  aaid  power  of  appointment* 

Op^rmtiv  cUvm  : 
tpoimtm^nt  hy  C.  B.,  with  th*  privity  of  A.  B.  and  th* 
<it  ofK.  Ii.  «»^  Jf-  ^-i  "  that  tbe  tmateea  or  truatee  for 
ima  being  of  the  aforesaid  indenture  [th*  portntt'  uttl*- 
I  aball  stand  possessed  of  or  interested  in  the  said  one  full 

third  part  or  share  of  and  in  all  and  singular  the  trust 


moneys,  stocks,  funds,  seonritie',  and  investments  which  now 
are  or  for  the  time  being  shall  be  held  npon  or  subject  to  tbe 
trusts  and  provisions  of  tbe  same  indriitare  of  settlement,  and 
of  and  in  tbe  diTidmds,  interest,  and  annnal  income  of  the 
aame  trust  monqrs,  stooks,  funds,  shares,  secnritie*,  and  in- 
Tsetments  to  arise  after  die  death  of  the  snnriTor  of  her  [Jath*f 
and  mothtr'],  but  subject  nevertheless  as  in  tbe  said  deed  poll 
is  mentionsd,  and  that  tbe  same  part  or  share  and  premises 
shall,  snbjeot  aa  aforeaaid,  remain  and  be  upon  and  for  the 
tmsts  and  pnrpoaea,  and  with  aud  snbjeot  to  th*  powan, 
provisees,  declaration*,  and  agreements  which  in  and  by 
the  within  wiitton  indenture  were  declared  or  expressed  and 
•ontained  concerning  tha  aame  one  third  part  or  ahare 
of  and  in  the  aaid  trnst  moneys,  stocks,  fhnds,  **euriti*s 
and  ioveatmants,  dividends,  interest,  and  annnal  income 
under  tbs  assignment  in  the  same  indenture  made  by 
tbe  aaid  A.  B.  of  tha  aame  part  or  ahara  and  other  premise*, 
or  of  hia  aeraral  and  leapectiT*  rights,  titles,  interests, 
olahns,  and  demand*  to  and  in  th*  sam*.  or  such  and  ao 
many  of  tbe  same  tmsts,  poirers,  provisoes,  deolarations,  and 
agreements  as  are  new  and  for  Uie  time  being  aball  b*  subsist- 
ing, undetermined,  and  capable  of  taking  effeot,  to  the  intent 
and  ao  tliat  tbe  same  pnrpoaes,  power*,  proTicoea,  declaration*, 
and  agreements  may  henceforth  operate  and  take  effeot  in  like 
manner  a*  if  at  the  date  and  execution  of  the  within  written 
indentnr*  the  aaid  C.  B.  bad  attained  tbe  age  of  twenty-one 
years,  and  had,  with  tbe  privity  of  the  aaid  A.  B.,  aangned 
tbe  sam*  one  third  part  or  share  of  and  in  the  said  trust 
moneys,  stocks,  funds,  securities,  and  investments,  dividsnds, 
interest,  sod  annual  income,  and  all  other,  if  any,  the  premises 
hereinWore  expressed  to  be  hereby  appointed  unto  the  aaid 
K.  L.  and  M.  N.,  tbeir  exeeutors,  administratora,and  assigns, 
upon,  for,  with,  and  subject  to  the  trusts,  purposes,  powers, 
proTisoes,  declsratiens,  and  agreementa  haivinbefoi*  declared 
by  reference  oonceming  the  same." 

It  wiU  be  obeerved  tbat  tbe  effeot  of  the  deed-poll  ia  to 
enable  tb*  lady,  with  tbe  oonaent  of  her  trust***,  to  deal 
with  the  property  a*  she  thinks  fit,  within  two  years 
after  bar  attaining  the  age  of  twenty-one  years.  Tbe 
probability  ia  tbat  she  will  oonfirm  the  settlement,  for  on 
tbe  one  band  the  tnutees  are  unlikely  to  allow  ber  to 
exeroise  ber  power  for  any  other  pnrpoee,  and  if  she  does 
so  with  tbeir  eonsent  *b*  inoar*  a  fmfeitnie  of  any  bene- 
fioial  intereat  that  she  may  take  under  the  settlemwit. 
Tbe  effeot  of  a  negleot  to  exeonte  the  power  leave* 
matters  exaotly  in  the  state  in  wbiob  tbey  would  b*  if 
tbe  settlement  bad  been  in  the  usual  form. 


JUDICIAL  STATISnCS,  1870. 
Part  II.— (*»»tia«#d.) 
The  zetwns  of  prooeedingsin  tbe  Court  of  Cbanoery  are 
for  tbe  year  ending  the  lat  of  November,  1870,  and  show 
tbat  tbe  number  of  pleas,  demurrers,  exoeptions,  motions 
for  deoree,  eaoses,  special  eases,  and  further  ooosiderations 
tor  bearing  at  the  beginning  of  tbat  period  was  167;  tbat 
S,186  were  set  down  during  the  year,  making  together 
S,S9>;  of  this  number  1,968  were  beard  during  tbe  year, 
180  were  otherwise  disposed  of,  and  at  the  end  of  tbe 
year  there  remained  HO  andispoeed  of.  In  tbe  previou 
year  the  number  at  tbe  beginning  of  tbe  year  was  181, 
there  were  set  down  daring  tbe  year  1,386,  making  to. 
getber  9,716;  of  this  number  1,996  were  beard  during  tbe 
year  1869,  and  361  were  otherwise  disposed  of,  leaving  a 
remanet  at  tbe  end  of  1869  of  467.  In  aU  these 
numbaie  there  appears  a  slight  deorease  in  tb*  amount  of 
bnsinoas  brought  into  the  oourt  in  1870.  In  the  Appeal 
Court  tbere  were  thirty-seven  appeal*  for  bearing  at  the 
beginning  of  tbe  year,  101  were  set  down  during  tbe 
year,  and  78  beard ;  11  were  otherwis*  dispossd 
of,  and  67  remained  at  tbe  end  of  th*  year.  In 
1869  tb*  number  of  appeals  for  bearing  at  tbe  beginning 
of  tbe  year  was  46;  128  were  aet  down  during 
tbe  year  and  116  beard;  16  were  otherwiae  dispo**d 
of,  leaving  87  at  the  end  of  th*  year.  There 
were  also  heard  during  the  year  118  appeal  motions  as 
against  117  in  1869,  6  appeals  from  oomity  oonrts,  a 
from  the  County  Palatine  of  Lanoaator,  1  from  tha  Vioe- 
Warden   of    the  Stannaries,  and  2  trials  with  a  jury. 
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The  total  namber  of  oaaes  brooght  into  ooart  and  beard 
daring  the  year  1870,  although  somewhat  leaa  than  io 

1869,  exoeeds  ia  a  eimilar  proportion  the  aamber  in  1868. 
The  total  namber  of  orders  made  in  oenrt  and  "on 
snmmona  drawn   up  hj  the  ragistrara"  waa  12,771  in 

1870,  and  18,643  in  1869,  and  the  oertifioates  for  sale, 
transfer,  or  delirerj  of  stook  granted  during  1870  were 
3,661  aa  against  8,868  in  1869. 

Dnring  the  oonree  of  the  year  the  whole  of  the  jndgee 
sat  866  days,  being  12  days  more  than  in  1869.  The 
Lord  Chanoellor  sat  49  days  in  the  Oonrt  of 
Chanoery,  the  Lords  Justices  sat  together  on  48 
days  and  separately  82  days.  Besides  sitting  in 
the  Court  of  Cbancery  the  Lord  Chanoellor  sat  in  the 
House  of  Lords  60  days  on  the  hearing  of  appeals,  and 
11  days  on  Committee  of  Prifilegei,  and  3  days 
on  the  Judicial  Committee  of  the  Privy  Council.  The 
number  of  orders  drawn  np  in  the  Begiatrar's  Offloe  in 
1870  was  14,180,  and  the  amount  of  feea  oolleoted  there- 
on by  ekamps  was  £16,076  I6s.;  in  1869  the  number  of 
orders  drawn  np  was  14,086  and  the  amoont  of  fees 
£15,380  6s. 

Ia  the  chambers  of  the  Master  of  the  Bolls  and  the 
three  Yice-Chanoellors  the  namber  of  summonses  issued 
was  27,666  as  against  27,168  in  the  prerioos  year; 
18,391  orders  were  made  on  these  summonses  as  against 
17,489  in  1869.  There  were  2,241  orders  brought  into 
chambers  for  prosccntion  in  addition  to  101  for  the 
winding  np  of  companies  ;  in  1869  these  numbers  were 
2,164  and  68  respectively.  The  number  of  debts  claimed 
was  18,426,  being  8  more  than  in  1869,  and  the 
total  amount  of  the  debts  proved  was  £7,227,806  as 
■gainst  £9,684,619  in  the  previous  year.  Under  the 
orders  made  for  the  winding  up  of  oompaniei,  the  calls 
made  in  the  year  1870  amounted  to  £2,084,134,  and 
the  amodnt  of  dividend  ordered  to  be  paid  to 
creditors  was  £2,210,060;  in  1869  the  calls  amounted 
to  £3,817,779,  and  the  dividends  to  £8,633,424.  At 
the  end  of  the  year  1870  there  were  pending  in 
chambers  676  orders  for  winding  up  oompanies,  being  an 
inorease  of  eighty-two  on  the  number  pending  at  the 
end  of  1869.  A  decided  increase  appears  to  have  talcen 
place  in  1870  in  the  work  both  of  the  Begistrars'  Office 
and  of  the  several  Chief  Clerks  to  the  Jodges. 

The  retnms  made  by  the  Clerks  of  Becords  and  Writs 
show  that  2,496  bills  or  informations  were  filed,  26  speoial 
eases,  470  administration  summonses  and  449  other 
originating  summonsee,  making  a  total  of  3,440  suits  oom- 
menoed  aa  against  3,344  in  1869  and  3,318  in  1868.  The 
total  amount  of  fees-paid  by  stamps  in  the  offloe  of  the 
Clerks  of  Becord  and  Writs  was  £83,378  aa  against 
£32,796  in  1869. 

The  examiners  of  the  oonrt  examined  670  witnesses, 
and  received  in  fees  £363  ;  in  1869  they  examined  625 
witnesses  and  received  £306. 

The  namber  of  petitions  presented  to  the  Lord  Chan- 
odlorand  the  Master  of  the  Bolls  was  2,402  as  against 
2.63ein  the  year  1869,  and  of  these  petitione  183  were  for 
the  winding  np  of  joint  stock  companies,  being  twenty- 
seven  less  than  in  the  previous  year.  Besidee  these  there 
were  4  petitions  tor  orders  of  ooorse  presented  to 
the  Lord  Chanoellor  as  against  21  in  1869,  and 
4,108  to  the  Master  of  the  Bolls  as  against  4,068  in 
1869.  The  amount  of  fees  collected  in  the  office  of  the 
Principal  Secretary  of  the  Lord  Chanoellor  was  £1,441 
in  1870,  and  £l,666  in  1869,  and  £1,681  in  1868.  The 
total  amount  of  feee  oolleoted  in  the  office  of  the  Secretary 
of  the  Bolls-in  1870  was  £2,871,  as  against  £2,293  in 
1869,  and  £2,140  in  1868. 

In  the  Taxing  Master's  office  of  the  Court  of  Chancery 
8,884  bills  were  taxed  as  against  8,173  in  1869;  the  total 
aaonnt  of  costs  taxed  was  £1,064,610  as  against 
£941,704  in  1869,  and  the  total  fees  amonnted  to 
£31,619  as  against  £28,666  in  1869.  The  inorease  in 
the  bnsineaa  of  the  Taxing  Masters'  office  has  been  now 
progressing  for  many  years. 

Id  the  office  of  the  Masters  in  Lunat^  there  were 


78  orders  for  inquiry  in  oommlaaiobs  of  laniojex*- 
coted  by  the  master,  and  202  reports  msda  to  the  loi 
Chanoellor  as  against  86  and  192  iu  1869.  laths  otSeeoi 
the  Begistrar  in  Lunacy  174  petitions  wers  [osseniailK 
hearing,  and  71  commissions  were  issned  as  sgainit  161 
and  88  in  the  year  1869.  There  were  also  336  oOim 
orders  made,  being  29'more  than  in  the  previeoi  ytu, 
besides  42  in  pnrsaanoe  of  the ''  Lunacy  Begolatiim  lot, 
1862,"  as  against  21  in  1869. 

The  retnm  of  the  Aooonntant-Generalof  theCoirtiii 
Chanoery  shows  that  in  the  year  1870  the  mm  tt 
£17,014,026  was  paid  into  court,  and  £19,945,013  |iii 
out ;  the  amounts  in  1869  having  been  £17,033,139  ni 
£16,640,144.  In  paying  out  this  sum  49,262  dufiei 
were  drawn,  being  8  more  than  in  1869.  Atthe  esi 
of  the  year  ending  1st  Movmnber,  1870,  there  wets  in  tin 
books  of  the  Aooonntant-Oeoeral  29,268  aoooonti,  tin 
amount  of  suitors'  stook  standing  in  his  name  m 
£68,102,698,  and  the  cash  balanoas  amoontad  to 
£2,802,866.  Part  of  this  latter  sum,  naatlf, 
£2,428,340,  has  been  handed  over  to  the  OonioUdited 
Fund,  and  is  due  from  that  fund  to  the  soitora. 

The  inorease  in  the  bosinws  of  the  Court  of  GhtnoRj, 
which  we  observed  last  year,  has  not  been  maintainslii 
the  same  ratio,  although  it  must  be  admitted  that  is  Uu 
amount  of  new  business  brought  in  and  of  tliat  but- 
acted  in  the  different  offioes  of  the  court,  espeoisllj  it 
the  Chief  Cleite  and  the  Taxing  Master's  offices,  then  ii 
an  addition  to  that  of  1869. 

In  the  Court  of  Chancery  of  the  Connty  Palatine  it 
Lancaster  the  number  of  suits  and  matters  originsted 
was  262,  as  against  246  in  1869.  During  the  year  Hi 
oanses,  &c.,  and  further  directions  were  heard  ai  apisrt 
216  in  1869  ;  and  the  number  of  deorees  and  ordenns 
1088,  or  38  more  than  in  1869.  The  total  aninnt 
of  the  stook  and  cash  paid  or  transferred  into  ooott  wn 
£181,271  in  1870,  and  £347.774  in  1869.  Theamosat 
paid  or  transferred  ontof  cooit  waa  £163,166  in  1870, 
and  £388.401  in  1869. 

In  the  High  Court  of  Admiralty  the  namber  of  easw 
pending  at  the  oommenoement  of  the  year  was  167,  sad 
during  the  year  368  were  instituted,  making  togsltei 
630,  being  eighty-nine  less  than  in  1869  ;  hot  tha 
decrease  is  acoennted  for  by  the  faot  that  many  arnsD 
causes  have  l>een  brought  in  the  County  Courts  under  tkt 
new  jurisdiction  conferred  on  them,  and  this  ia  coirobo- 
rated  by  tfie  faot  that  the  amount  at  which  the  oaua 
were  entered  was  £921,286  in  1870,  and  £821,486  in 
1869.  There  were  in  1870  11  appeals  from  iKil 
conrte.  The  namber  of  motions  heard  was  471,  m 
against  686  in  1869.  The  total  number  of  final  jadf- 
ments  and  decrees  in  1870  was  169,  and  in  1869  M. 
Under  the  head  of  ref erenoes  to  the  Biegistrar,  assisted  k; 
merchants,  the  total  number  of  cases  heard  and  reportel 
upon  by  the  Begistrar  was  68,  sm  against  £9  ia 
1869.  The  Court  sat  on  118  days  aa  against  ISS  is 
1869.  Notwithstanding  the  opinion  of  the  B«gi**ri 
expressed  on  last  year's  retnms,  tiiat  the  bnaineas  of  tkt 
Admiralty  Court  is  not  decreasing,  it  is  sni&eisBtI;r 
apparent  that  the  transfer  of  oaoses  of  small  valoa  totkt 
County  Courts  has  had  a  considerable  effaet  in  niotbt 
the  number  of  oanses  brought  into  the  eonrt.  Ike 
value  of  the  subject  matter  has  not  neoeBaarily  any  ;n- 
portionate  relation  to  the  amount  of  work. 

The  return  of  the  proceedings  in  her  Hajesty'a  Coeit 
for  Divorce  and  Matrimonial  Causes  shows  tliat  in  I8T0 
882  petitions  were  filed,  t>eing  seven  more  than  in  lU!. 
Besides  these  there  were  6  petitions  for  protsotioD  of 
property,  and  80  for  alimony  as  agaiast  17  and  ia  >> 
1869.  There  were  835  motions,  828  aammooaaa,  aad 
284  causes  tried.  Judgment  waa  givsa  in  374  esMs. 
Daring  the  thirteen  years  the  jurisdiction  of  the  Ooort 
has  been  in  existence  the  total  nsmlMr  of  the  petitiaia 
filed  has  been  4,166.  There  were  4  applioations  danaf 
the  year  1870  for  a  new  trial,  4  appeals  to  thsFaS 
Court,  41  petitions  to  vary  Bettlement8,*220  decrees  sii' 
and  154  absolute,  22  deorees  for  jadioial  ae^kration,  i 
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for  tNtitatioii  of  oonjagal  righu,  and  9  for  nnUitj  of 
muritge. 

la  the  Ooart  of  Probate  the  number  of  probate*  franted 
wu  10,177,  and  of  admlniitrationa  5,031  ;  in  1869  there 
were  9,870  probates  and  4,804  admiaistrations.  The 
total  amonat  of  stamps  ioaaed  in  Iiondon  for  probates 
and  administrations  was  £934,078,  as  aerainst  je937,000 
inthaprerioDS  Tear.  In  the  district  registers,  of  whioh 
there  are  forty,  there  were  in  1870  16,839  probatea  and 
7,075  administrationa  granted,  and  in  1869  there  were 
16,279  probates  and  7,087  administrations.  The  amoant 
of  fe«a  reoeived  in  the  diatriot  regi^iwrs  was  £71,669  in 
1870,  and  £69,492  in  1869.  The  amoant  of  atamp 
dal7  was  £713,938  in  1870,  and  £626.216  in  the  pre  • 
ceding  year.  The  bosineas  of  the  Ooart  of  Probate  oon- 
tinaes  to  increase  aooording  to  the  inorease  of  the 
property  of  the  conntry. 

In  the  Booleaiastiaal  Oonrta  there  were  thirteen  enits 
in  1870,  as  against  88  in  1869,  21  in  1867  and  10  in 
1866.  Farther,  there  were  169  snits  for  faoaltiea,  of 
which  165  were  decided  and  1  refaaed ;  three  were  still 
pending. 

The  Registrar  of  the  Privy  Ooancil  ahowa  by  his  xetarns 
that  the  number  of  appeals  entered  in  1870  was  138; 
that  88  appeals  were  daring  the  year  diamiS'ted  for  non- 
prosecntion,  and  61  heard  and  determined.  The  number 
of  appeala  remaining  for  hearing  was  836,  being  7  more 
than  in  the  previons  year. 

In  the  Honae  of  Lorda  daring  the  aession  of  1870  the 
number  of  appeala,  as  compared  with  the  number  in  1869, 
ia  shown  in  the  following  table: — 

1870.        1869. 

From  the  Court  of  Ohanoery — 

England         17  18 

Ireuind  2  8 

From  the  Exchequer  OhamheF— 

England  4  8 

Ireland  1  1 

From  the  Court  of  Seaaion,  Scotland...      22  27 

From  the  Conrt  of  Probate,  England.^..      —  1 

From  the  Court  of  Divorce,  England.'..        2  — 


Total  presented        48 


58 


Of  the  48  petitiona  presented  9  were  withdrawn  and 
14  dismiaaed  for  non-prosecution.  In  1 870  61  jadgmenta 
were  delivered,  indnding  caosea  heard  in  the  previona 
aaasion  and  standing  over  for  judgment,  as  against  24  in 
1869.  The  total  number  of  oauaea  ^eard  in  the  session 
of  1870,  including  those  atandingover  for  judgment,  was 
49,  and  the  total  effeotiye  oauaea  remaining  for  hearing 
»t  the  end  of  the  aession  was  34,  as  against  63  at  the  end 
of  the  previous  seasion.  The  House  of  Lords  was  not  so 
fax  in  arrear  with  its  work  up  to  the  period  of  this  return 
SM  At  the  end  of  the  previous  seesion . 

Ab  might  have  been  anticipated  it  is  to  be  gathered 
ttom  the  whole  of  the  returns  of  the  oommon  law  and 
equity  courts  that  the  transfer  of  a  portion  of  the  work 
to  the  oonnty  conrta  has  greatly  increased  the  work  of 
those  courts,  while  the  formerly  expected  increase  in  the 
baaineas  of  the  superior  courts  has  been  arrested. 


LEGISLATION  OF  THE  YEAE  1871. 
Oap.  LXXX. — An  Act  to  explain  and  amend  the  Ian 

relating  to  indtutrial  and  provident  saeietiet. 
Indoatrial  and  provident  societies  are  defined  by  the 
I<«8:lalature    in  the  Industrial  and    Provident  Societies 
A.ota  of   1862  and   1867,  by  whioh  the  older  Acts  were 
repealed,  as  societies  established  by  any  number  of  persons 
not  Isas  than  seven,  for  the  purpose  of  carrying  on  any 
Isabonr,  trade,  or  handicraft  (except  the  business  of  bank- 
in.^^.    and  of    applying  the  profits    for   any   purposes 
akIIow«d  by  the  Friendly  Societies  Aota,  or  otherwise  per- 
mitted by  law.     In  their  perfect  form  these  societies  are, 
to  nae  the  words  of  Mr.  Brabrook's  work  on  the  subject, 
«  wiooiations  of  workmen,  eaoh  of  whom  oontribntes  not 
only   a  small  amount  to  the  working  capital  and  to  the 
foundation  expenses,  but  also  his  own  labour  in  that 


branch  of  industry  practised  by  the  society."  This  form, 
however,  occurs  bat  rarely;  most  of  the  societies  now 
existing  are  '°  co-operative  woietiRS,"  as  the  term  is  now 
popnlarly  understood,  for  the  purchaxe  and  re-sale  of 
commodities  in  daily  request  by  the  members.  Uoder 
the  Acts  of  1&62  and  1867  the  liability  of  eaoh  member 
is  limited  in  point  of  amount  to  the  amount  of  his  rhare 
and  in  point  of  time  to  one  year  after  tbe  cessatioa  of  bis 
membership.  Sooieties  after  being  incorporated  by  regis- 
tration have  a  common  seal  and  can  hold  land.  Various 
provisions  of  the  Companies  Acts  as  well  as  of  Acts  re- 
lating to  friendly  societies  are  applied  to  them,  and  they 
can  be  wound  up  in  the  county  courts  as  joint  stock 
oompanies  are  wound  up  in  chancery.  Tbe  reader  who 
desires  for  practice  further  information  about  the  law  of 
industrial  and  provident  societies  may  consult  the  useful 
handy  book  of  Hr.  Brabroofc  above  alluded  to. 

The  Act  of  1867  provided  (seotion  4)  that  upon  regis- 
tration, as  there  mentioned,  "  the  members  of  such 
society  shall  become  a  body  corporate  by  the  name 
described  [in  the  certificate  of  registration]  having  a 
perpetual  snoesaaion  and  a  common  aeal,  with  power  to 
purchase,  erect,  and  sell  and  oonvey,  or  to  hold  landa 
and  buildings  with  limited  liability."  The  present  Act 
proceeda  to  define  in  further  detail  the  powers  which 
registered  societies  are  to  have,  and  to  add  some  farther 
enaotmeiits  of  detail. 

Under  section  1  the  rules  may  provide  from  time  to 
time  powers  of  selling,  leasing,  building,  altering  or 
pulling  down  bnildings,  of  managing  mining  and  other 
property,  of  making  advancee  to  members  on  real  or  per- 
sonal security,  and  may  also  prescribe  forms  of  mortgage 
and  other  instrumente.  Seotion  2  provides  for  Uin  ease 
of  a  sooiety  being  entitled  to  copyholds,  by  requiring  the 
lord  of  the  manor  to  admit  the  trustees  (not  exceeding 
three  in  nnmber)  nominated  by  the  society  for  the  pur- 
poae.  Seeticm  4  gives  a  certain  retroepeotive  operation 
to  the  Aot  by  confirming  the  validity  of  aeourities  made 
before  the  Act,  but  whioh,  if  made  after  the  Act,  would 
have  been  valid.  Under  section  5  baying  and  selling 
land  is  to  be  deemed  a  trade  within  the  meaning  of  the 
Aot  of  1862  {i.e.,  societies  may  trade  in  land). 

Seotion  5  is  a  provision,  analogous  to  the  6th  aeotion 
of  the  Building  Sooieties  Act  (6  ft  7  Will.  4,  c.  32),  for 
Taoating  mortgagee  by  a  simple  indorsement  of  receipt 
of  the  mortgage  money,  in  lieu  of  reoouveyanoe.  The 
phraseology  employed  by  the  Building  Societies  Acts  is 
that  the  receipt  indorsed  on  the  mortgage  "shall be suffi- 
oisnt  to  vacate  the  same  and  vest  the  estate  of  and  in  thfl 
property  comprised  in  the  security  in  the  person  or  per- 
sona for  the  time  being  entitled  to  the  equity  of  redemp- 
tion." The  phraseology  of  the  present  enactment  is 
substantially  identical,  with  the  addition  of  "  or  in  such 
persoa  as  the  sooiety  may  direct." 

Oar  readers  had  better  note  against  this  aeotion,  in 
their  oopiea  of  the  Aot,  the  decision  of  Lord  Oaims  in 
Peate  y.  Jackson  (17  W.  B.  1),  where  the  question  was, 
in  a  case  under  the  above  seotion  of  the  Building  Sooieties 
Aot,  what  was  the  precise  effect  of  the  words  "  person 
entitled  to  the  equity  of  redemption." 

Cap.  LXXXn..—Chureh  Building  Aot$  Amending  Aet, 
1871. 
This  is  an  Act  to  amend  the  law  relating  to  the  assign- 
ment (demarcation)  of  consolidated  chapelry  districts. 
Consolidated  chapelry  districts  can  be  formed  under  8&  9 
Yiot.  o.  70,  where  "  a  population  is  collected  together  at 
the  extremities  of  and  locally  situat^  in  parishes  or  extra- 
parochial  places  oontiguoas  to  each  other,  at  a  distance 
from  the  respective  churches  of  such  respective  parishes." 
The  Ecclesiastical  Commissioners,  with  the  consent  of 
the  bishop  (or  bishops)  and  of  the  lespeotive  patrons,  re- 
present to  the  Queen  in  Counoil  the  expedienoy  of 
consolidating  the  locality  into  one  chapelry  for  all 
ecclesiastical  purposes,  and  the  order  is  made  on 
this  representation.  By  the  9th  section  of  the  above 
Aot  the  representation   was  required  to  state  in  whom 
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it  WM  propoaed  that  the  patronagfe  of  the  ohnroh 
<f  iho  new  oooaoHdated  district  iih»uM  hr,  and  the 
patronage  wa«  aooortliD^I;  to  be  ia  sach  peiaon  or  per> 
rooi  oorponte,  to.,  or  otherwise,  aod  nnder  14  ft  16  Viot. 
o.  97,  the  agreement  of  a  majority  of  the  ooQtignoa<t 
patrons  was  oonolaaire  on  this  arrangement  as  to  the  new 
patronage.  The  present  Act  does  away  with  the  neoessitj 
of  including  in  the  representation  any  statement  about 
the  intended  patronage,  and  repeals  the  provisions  of  the 
two  Acts  above  mentioned  relating  to  sach  patronage. 
From  which  it  wonld  seem  that  the  patronage  will  still 
be  a  matter  of  arrangement  between  the  same  parties  as 
before,  though  it  will  be  nnneoessary  to  mention  it  in  the 
representation. 

Cap.  LXXXIII. — An  Act  for  enabling  the  Houu  of 
Common*  and  any  cemnittee  thereof  to  adminitter  oath* 
to  mitnesie*. 

This  Act  does  away  with  the  last  remaining  trace  of  the 
original  inferiority  of  the  Honse  of  Commons.  Although 
the  Honse  of  Lords  and  any  committee  thereof  has 
possessed  from  time  immemorial  the  right  of  examining 
witnsFsea  on  oath,  aaimilarpower  was  jealously  denied  to 
the  lower  Honse,  and  accordingly  no  witness  could  be 
compelled  to  give  eridence  before  that  House  or  prosecuted 
for  perjury  if  he  gave  false  evidenoe.  The  great  increase 
of  private  legislation,  especially  on  railway  bills,  exposed 
the  absurdity  and  inconvenience  of  this  detect  of  juris- 
diction, and  it  was  accordingly  remedied  in  that  reipeet 
by  the  21  It,  22  Viot.  c.  78,  bat,  according  to  the  prevail- 
ing principle  of  our  legislation  the  alteration  was  con- 
fined ,to  the  particular  instance  where  the  griev- 
II  ace  was  most  obvious.  A  farther  attempt  to  remove 
the  anomaly  was  made  by  an  act  of  the  late  sesaion  (cap. 
3),  but  that  appears  to  have  been  imperfectly  framed, 
and  now,  by  the  Act  before  us,  the  two  Houses  are  placed 
on  a  perfect  equality  in  this  respect.  How  the  distinc- 
tion in  question  can  have  lasted  so  long  is  a  marvel  not 
easily  to  be  accounted  for. 

Oaf.  T.XtxiV. — An  Act  to  amend  the  Limited  Omners 
JUtxdencet  Act,  1870. 

The  Limited  Owners  Besidenoes  Act,  1870  (for  a  more 
detailed  oomment  on  which  see  14  S.  J.  962),  is  an 
Act  passed  "  to  enable  the  owners  of  settled  estates  in 
England  and  Ireland  to  charge  such  estates,  within  cer- 
tain limits,  with  the  expense  of  building  mansions  as 
reaidencea  for  themselrea."  Limited  owners  in  Scotland 
oonld  already  do  so  under  an  Act  of  Qeo.  8,  which  the 
Act  of  1870  recited  to  have  been  found  salutary.  Vor 
protecting  the  interests  of  the  persons  entitled  in  re- 
mainder, in  expectancy,  lea.,  the  machinery  adopted  in  the 
Act  of  1870  was  that  of  the  Landa  Improvement  Act, 
1861  (27  ft  28  Vict.  c.  lU),  which  relates  to  charges  for 
drainage  and  other  improvements.  Charges  created 
under  Improvement  and  Drainage  Acts  take  precedence 
of  existing  incumbrances,  becaase  they  add  to  the  value 
of  the  property,  but  the  contrary  is  the  case  as  to  charges 
nnder  the  Limited  Owners  Besidenoes  Act,  1870,  because 
worka  sanctioned  nnder  that  Act  are  sanotioned  rather  as 
appropriate  to  the  estate  than  as  adding  to  its  value. 

Sections  S  and  6  of  the  Aot  of  1870  defined  what  kind 
of  mansion,  bnilding,  or  enlarging,  ftc.,  was  to  be  deemed 
an  improvement  within  the  meaning  of  the  Aot,  and 
prescribed  certain  oonsiderationa  which  the  commissioners 
(Inolosnre  Commissioners  in  England,  Commiasioners  of 
Public  Works  in  Irsland)  might  take  into  consideration 
in  deciding  on  applications.  The  present  Aot  repeals  seo- 
tiona  3  and  G  of  the  Aot  of  1 870,  and  substitutes  a  new  de- 
fining section  of  its  own,  in  consequence,  as  the  preamble 
states,  of  doubts  which  had  arisen  as  to  the  meaning  of 
the  repealed  provisions. 

Cap.   LZXXVII. — An  Aot  to  amend  the  Law  with  r«- 
tpeettoproeeeMtiom  for  offences  against  the  Aet  290ar,  2, 
c.  7,  intituled  "An  Act  for  the  better  obtervation  eftho 
Lord'i  Day,  commonly  called  Sunday." 
The  history  of  this  Jut  will  be  in  the  recollection  of 


every  reader.  The  "  Lard's  Day  Aot "  of  Charles  11.  («. 
bids,  nnder  pain  of  certain  penalties,  all  Sandsy  woiUif 
and  trading,  works  of  necessity  excepted,  and  exosiMia; 
also  the  cooking  of  viotuals  in  inns  and  private  hoBM, 
and  the  selling  of  milk  before  9  a.m.,  or  after  4  fM., 
excepting  also,  as  amended  by  7  ft  8  Geo.  4,  a  7S,  the  nrisf 
or  travelling  with  boats  and  bargee.  At  the  prsssst  dsj 
this  statute  being  almost  never  enforced,  it  had  bseoattlu 
custom  for  a  large  number  of  retail  traders  to  ksepopaa 
shops  and  vend  their  wares  on  Sundays,  withoet  tbe 
shadow  of  a  let  or  hindrance.  Yet  the  statale  aUU 
remained  (and  remains)  on  the  roll,  and  a  short  tinte  ifo 
a  person,  purporting  to  aot  on  behalf  of  some  Smitj 
Observance  Association,  oommenoed  actively  spying  sod 
prosecuting  right  and  left,  under  the  Act.  Whatevsrmaj 
be  the  righte  and  wrongs  of  the  Sunday  Trading  Qagi- 
tion  in  general,  it  is  an  obviously  absurd  and  mlseU*- 
vons  state  of  things,  that  a  practice  of  trading  shoald  bi 
sanctioned  by  regular  usage,  and  yet  that  the  mim 
should  be  liable  to  the  annoyances  of  proceeding!  tskei 
nnder  an  old  and  well-nigh  forgotten  Act. 

The  present  Act  enaota  that  no  prosecution  shall  take 
place  nnder  the  Act  of  Charles  II.  except  by  or  withtke 
authority  of  the  district  chief  officer  of  police,  or  tvo 
I  justices,  or  a  stipendiary  magistrate  of  the  locality. 

There  are  no  doubt  objectioru  to  entmtting  praasoDt- 
I  ing  discretions  and  powers  to  the  police,  but  the  intsntJos 
j  of  the  legislature  in  passing  the  present  measure  ssms 
I  merely  to  have  been  that  of  stopping  the  vexations  pr»- 
j  secntions  which  were  lately  rife.  The  Aot  only  leouisi 
I  in  force  till  the  1st  of  September,  1872,  and  by  ttnt 
I  time  the  whole  subject  will,  if  good  intentions  are  cairied 
I  out,  have  been  re-considered  in  Parliament.  Is  tiw 
I  meantime  the  police  do  not  act  nnder  their  powen, 
I  though  they  wonld  perhaps  do  no,  in  cases  of  disorder  or 
I  public  annoyance. 

I  Cap.  LXXXVIII.— ^la  Aet  to  reetriet  during  a  Umitii 
I  time  the  grant  by  justieet  of  the  peace  of  anr  Uettta 
I       and  certificates  for  the  sale  of  intonicatiny  lifiwrs  ij 

retail,  and  for  other  purposes. 

This  ia  another  Act,  intended  as  a  temporary  palliaiive; 
like  the  preceding  Act,  it  is  in  force  only  till  Septsmbar 
1,  1872  ;  it  being  contemplated  that  next  year  a 
Licenaing  Bill  may  really  paaa. 

Under  the  Licenaing  Act  of  1828  (9  Oeo.  4,  e.  (I), 
and  the  Wine  and  Beerhouse  Acta,  1869  and  1870  (tSt 
33  Vict  c.  27,  and  88  ft  84  Vict.  c.  29),  the  Uttar  of 
which  is  in  force  only  for  two  years  from  its  date  aod  to 
the  end  of  the  then  current  session  of  Parliament,  jsi- 
tices  grant  licenses  and  cerUficates  aathoriaiog  eaiit 
licenses  for  the  retail  of  intoxicating  liquors.  Bytkt 
present  Aot  justices  are  not  to  grant,  except  bywsjaf 
renewal,  or  under  section  14  of  the  Aot  of  Gee.  4,  ss; 
new  license  nnder  the  Aot  of  Oeo.  4,  or  the  Wins  sad 
Beerhouse  Acts,  except  as  afterwards  provided.  Siailadj, 
except  as  afterwards  provided,  justices  are  not  to  gast. 
except  by  way  of  renewals,  any  music  or  dancing  lieMte 
nnder  26  Oeo.  2,  o.  86,  to  any  honse  lioenaed  for  liqew- 
It  is  then  provided  that  the  justices,  if  it  appear  to  Aw 
that  their  refusal  will  cause  inoonveoienoe  to  the  loaalitr 
or  the  public,  or  injury  to  any  person  or  body  oi»paatii 
may  make  a  provisional  grant,  which  is,  homnr, 
to  be  of  no  effect  until  confirmed  by  a  Secretary  ol  Stall, 
to  whom  the  juatioes  are  to  report  the  grrant,  and  the  or- 
cumstances  nnder  which  it  wks  made. 

The  Aot  also  explains  a  doubt  which  had  arisw  eoa- 
corning  a  discretion  of  jnstioes  to  refose  oertifiaatsi  aider 
tbe  AcU  of  1869,  1870,  to  houses  licensed  before  (ks  Aci 
of  1869. 

Cap.  XO.—An  Aet  to  amend  the  lam  reUHnf  U  t^ 
union  of  bentfiee*. 
Acts  to  facilitate  the  union  of  benefioes  when  tte  tshe 
or  the  population  is  small,  are  as  eld  as  the  87  Has.  i 
and  the  17  Oar.  2.  Two  Acts  of  thoise  yettta  van  <*- 
pealed  by  the  Union  of  Bensficee  Act,  of  1838  (I  ft  S  Vkt 
o.  106,  s.  16)  ;  section  7  of  tiie  Act  of  Ov.  %.  (170ar.S,e- 
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t)  WM  n-«naoted  by  6  ft  7  Viot.  o.  87.  s.  25,  bat  it  relates 
to  aogmentation  and  not  union.  Under  the  Aota  of 
1838  and  1860  (18  &  14  Viet.  o.  98)  the  Qneen  in 
CoDnoQ  may  unite  two  or  more  benefioes  when  the 
aggregate  popalation  i«  not  OTor  1 ,600,  apon  a  repreaen- 
tation  made,  as  in  the  oaae  of  diannion  of  benefioea,  by 
the  ArohbUhop.  These  Aota  are  in  eCTeot  Aota  permitting 
plnialitiea  of  benefioe  in  the  oases  to  whioh  they  apply. 
Eaoh  o(  the  nnited  oharohea  still  lemains  a  ohnroh 
needing  repairs,  serrioet,  and  so  forth.  The  preaent  Aot 
^oea  a  step  fnrther  and  empowen  the  bishops,  with 
consent  of  the  inonmbent  and  patron,  and  of  two-thirds 
of  the  parishioners  in  restry  assembled,  to  decree  that  one 
of  the  bnited  ohnrohes  shall  henceforth  be  the  parish 
ohnroh  of  the  united  benefices,  and  he  may  also  with  the. 
likaconsent  decree  that  the  other  ohnrch  or  ohurohea  shall 
be  wholly  or  partially  polled  down,  or  suffered  to  remain 
•tanding,  or  still  to  be  used  for  Divine  service,  either  as 
cha^ls  of  ease  to  the  parish  ohnrch,  or  as  mortuary 
chapels.  Bat  the  bishop  may  not  order  any  church  to  be 
pulled  down  until  enough  money  to  pay  for  the  transfer 
to  the  parish  ohnroh  of  all  the  momnnents,  tombstones, 
&c.,  has  been  collected  by  Toluntary  snbsoriptions,  and 
placed  in  the  hands  of  trustees.  Section  4  enaots  that 
the  site  of  a  church  pulled  down  shall  be  fenoed  in  and 
kept  free  from  desecration,  and  that  nntU  it  shall  be 
legally  closed  for  interments  those  persons  who  for  the 
time  being  possess  righta  of  burial  there  shall  not  be 
entitled  to  rights  of  burial  in  any  other  obniohyard 
within  the  limits  of  the  nnited  beneftoes.  By  seetion  7 
the  bishop  is  directed  and  empowered  to  alter  and 
arrange  the  seating  of  "the  chureh  of  the  nnited 
benefice,"  so  that  not  less,  than  half  may  be  left  free. 
This  section  would  seem  to  apply  to  oases  other  than 
those  in  whioh  the  remaining  church  or  churobei  have 
keen  pulled  down. 

Cap.  XOI. — An  Act  to  make  further  provition  for  the 
de$paUh  of  buHtuu  bj/  the  Jvdieial  Oammittte  of  the 
Privy  Couneil. 

This  Act  osrriea  into  effect  the  temporary  reform  of  the 
-Judicial  Committee  on  whioh  we  have  already  com- 
mented.* 

The  only  amendments  wliich  have  been  introdnoed 
into  the  measure  since  our  former  notice  oonsist 
in — first,  the  exprew  limitation  of  the  powers  oon- 
flned  by  the  Act  to  two  years  from  its  date,  thereby 
marking  distinctly  the  temporary  nature  of  the 
provision;  secondly,  an  extension  of  the  qualified 
«rea  from  which  the  new  judges  may  be  taken  by  in- 
cluding Madras  and  Bombay  therein,  though  Scotland, 
Ireland  and  the  Colonies  still  remain  ezoluded; 
thirdly,  the  equalisation  of  the  position  of  all  the  judges, 
who  are  all  to  be  as  to  salary,  pension,  and  tenure  of 
office  exactly  on  a  level  with  the  paiane  judges  at  com- 
mon law;  and  fourthly,  an  interpretation  clause,  whioh 
appears  to  have  been  introduced  solely  for  the  purpose 
of  making  it  dear  beyond  question  that  Iiord  Penzanoe 
wan  intended  to  be  one  of  the  judges  to  be  -appointed. 
Advantage  of  the  Aot  has  also  been  taken  to  remove 
t^me  doubt  supposed  to  exist  as  to  the  terms  in  which 
Che  jndges  of  the  Court  of  Probate  were  entitled  to  their 
penaions.  This  is  a  fresh  instance  of  what  has  been 
aptly  described  as  the  "  dust-bin  "  principle  of  legisla- 
tion. If  Buoh  doubt  really  existed,  and  one  sufficiently  well 
founded  to  warrant  legislation  at  all,  it  should  have  been 
removed  by  an  Aot  either  directed  to  the  single  purpose, 
or  dealing  with  the  Court  of  Probate  generally;  not  in- 
trodnoed by  the  head  and  shoulders  into  an  Act  which 
has  no  more  reference  to  that  Court  than  to  the  High 
Conrt  of  Judicature  at  lladras  or  any  other  from  which 
a  paid  Privy  Councillor  is  authorised  to  be  taken.  The 
Aot  may,  and  probably  will,  stimulate  for  a  time  the 
■energry  of  the  Judicial  Committee,  but  it  is  so  obviously  a 
harried  and  half-considered  **  make-shift "  that  we  should 

*  Anti  p.  660. 


he  sorrj  to  suppose  that  it  will  be  suffered  to  run  out 
its  two  allotted  years  without  oonsiderable  amendment. 

Oaf.  XCII. — An  Aet  to  amend  the  Landlord  and  Tmant 
(Ireland)  Aet,  IS70. 

Our  readers  may  remember  a  case  whioh  come  before 
the  Irish  Court  of  Appeal  in  Chancery  daring  the  last 
year,  in  whioh  the  Lord  Chancellor  and  Lord  JusticR 
Christian  differed  as  to  the  oonstmotion  of  the  Irish 
Land  Aot,  and  the  Lord  Justice  excited  some  alarm  by 
the  views  which  he  propounded,  and  some  surprise  by 
the  mode  in  which  he  expressed  them. 

By  the  Landed  Estates  Court  Aot  (21  &  22  Vict.  c.  72), 
s.  61,  a  oooveyanoe  by  the  Conrt  pauses  the  fee 
snbject  to  all  tenancies  mentioned  therein,  bat  discharged 
from  all  other  estates,  rights,  titles,  charges,  and  incum- 
brances. The  Lord  Justice  thought  that  under  this 
section  a  statutory  conveyance  would  destroy  all  rights 
of  tenants  (though  their  tenancies  should  be  mentioned) 
arising  out  of  the  Ulster  tenant  right  custom  as  legalised 
by  the  Land  Act  of  1870.  This  depended,  of  course, 
on  whether  suoh  rights  were  to  be  regarded  as  mere 
incidents  to  the  tenancy,  or  as  falling  under  the  words 
"  estates,  rights,  titles,  fto."  The  question  seemed  to  us 
an  arguable  one,  though  there  could  be  little  doubt  how 
it  would  be  solved.  The  present  Aot  removes  the  diffi- 
oalty  in  the  simplest  way,  by  saying  that  where  a  sale  is 
made  under  the  Conrt  subject  to  a  tenancy,  the  tenant 
shall  retain  all  rights  under  part  1  of  the  Land  Act, 
though  they  be  not  referred  to. 

Cap.  XCUI. — An  Aet  to  amend  the  Aet  12  ^  18  Viet.  e. 
81 ;  and  to  extend  the  provitumt  of  that  Aot  ana  the 
Metropolitan  Common*  Aet,  1866,  $ofar  at  regards  that 
part  of  Waltham  Fore$t  hnonn  at  Epping  Forett. 
This  Act  is  the  outcome  of  the  g^at  amount  of  dia- 
cuesion  and  dissatisfaction,  both  in  and  out  of  Parliament 
over  the  inolosnres  hourly  taking  plaoe  in  Epping  Forest 
An  address  of  both  Houses  to  the  Crown  was  presented 
in  February,  1870,  praying  that  steps  might  be  taken  to 
preserve  Epping  Forest  as  an  open  apace  for  recreation. 
Again,  in  April  last  Mr.  Cowper  Temple  moved  in  the 
House  of  Commons  a  resolution  declaring  it  to  he  ex- 
pedient that  some  measures  should  be  taken  in  aooordanoe 
with  the  address  of  the  preceding  year.  Those  who  sup- 
ported Mr.  Cowper  Temple's  motion,  whioh  was  opposed 
by  the  Government,  censured  severely  the  course  taken 
by  the  Qovernment  both  as  to  the  sale  of  Crown  forestal 
rights  and  their  proposals  for  legislation  of  the  preceding 
year.  The  supporters  of  the  Qovernment,  on  the  other 
hand,  argned  that  the  bill  introduced  in  1870  would  have 
preserved  600  acres  worth  £100  an  acre,  and  that  it  was 
too  much  to  require  the  Government  to  provide  for  the 
expense  of  dedicating  8,600  acres  as  a  metropolitan  re- 
creation ground.  The  resolution,  however,  was  carried 
by  a  considerable  majority,  and  the  present  Aot  is  the 
result.  It  appoints,  by  reference  to  the  powers  and 
objects  comprised  in  the  Aot  of  12  &  13  Viot.  (an  Act 
oonoeming  the  New  Forest  and  that  of  Waltham)  and  the 
Metropolitan  Commons  Act,  1866,  a  commission  to  in- 
quire generally  into  the  boundaries,  common,  and  forestal, 
and  other  rights,  encroachments,  claims,  courts,  &o.,  Jus., 
in  Epping  Forest ;  to  examine  the  "  origin,  nature,  ex- 
tent, and  probable  value  of  the  claims  of  her  Majesty's 
subjects "  over  the  forest;  to  entertain  proposals  for 
arranging  suoh  claims;  and  generally  to  report.  There 
is  power  to  examine  witn eases  and  inspect  documents. 
Finally,  the  commissioners  are  to  settle  a  scheme  for  dis- 
afforesting Epping  Forest  and  for  preserving  and  manag- 
ing the  waste  lands.  It  is  not  necessary  to  advert  more 
particularly  to  the  provisions  of  this  Act,  whioh,  though 
dealing  with  a  subject  of  the  greatest  moment  to  the 
country,  ia,  after  all,  but  a  local  and  temporary  enactment 

Cap.  Z.<SsrUl. — An  Aet  to  amend  the   Vaeeination  Aet 
1867. 
It  is  -enough  to  say. of  this  Aot  that  it  extends  and 
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amplifiM  the  proTision*  of  the  amended  Act  w  to  vaooiDk- 
tioa,  Ticoination  ofSoen,  penalties,  and  acme  misoel- 
laneoDS  partionlan  germane  to  the  aobjeot,  saoh,  for  in- 
atanoe,  as  oertificatea  of  socoeaaf  al  Taooination,  the  powers 
of  the  Poor  Law  Board  (now  the  Local  GoTemment 
Board)  aa  to  contracts  {or  vaooination,  ko-  There  U  alao 
a  repeal  of  part  of  two  aeotiona  of  the  Act  of  1867,  bjr 
which  the  parents  of  children  Tsooinated  by  other  opera- 
tora  than  the  public  vaooinators  were  reqniced  to  aend 
notices  to  the  district  registrars,  it  having  been  pr«- 
▼ioosly  proTided  in  this  Act  that  the  practitioner  per- 
forming the  operation  ahall  (as  the  practice  has  long  been) 
transmit  Ute  notice. 

Cap.  CrV. — An  Aet  to  amend  the  law  relating  to  faetoriei 
and  norluhop$. 
This  is  an  Act  designed  to  proTide  for  the  enforcement 
of  the  Workshops  Begnlation  Act,  1867,  by  inspeotion  of 
factories,  and  also  to  amend  as  to  some  details  that  and 
some  of  the  other  Factory  Acta,  both  as  to  penalties  and 
other  matters.  We  should  not  have  considered  it  neces- 
sary to  notice  the  new  Act  in  this  place,  but  for  the 
following  reason  :— The  6th  section  of  the  Workahopa 
Begnlation  Act,  1867  (SO  ft  81  Yiot.  o.  146),  is  so  utterly 
and  insanely  sbsard  in  its  phrasing  {vide  12  S.  J.  129) 
that  it  is  barely  possible  to  make  bead  or  tail  of  its 
effect.  Some  portions  of  that  Act  are  repealed  by  the 
present  amending  Act,  and  all  we  wish  to  coll  attention 
to  is  that  the  ridioulons  6lh  section  is  still  left  unrepealed 
and  unamended. 

Cap.  CZn. — An  Aet  for  the  more  effectual  prevention  of 
erivu. 
Thia  Act  repeals  the  Habitual  Criminals  Act,  1869, 
and  substitutes  its  own  proTisions.  Bepealing  also  the 
oorresponding  section  in  the  Penal  Servitude  Act  of  1864 
it  enaots  its  own  provisions — requiring  convicts  at  large 
on  license  to  report  themselves  to  the  police.  It 
provides  for  the  photographing  of  oriminals.  The  Act 
-of  1869  snbjected  to  polioe  sapervision,  on  expiry  of 
sentence,  persons  convicted  of  certain  offences,  if 
proved  to  have  been  previously  convicted.  The  wording 
of  the  8th  section  of  the  Act  left  inoonvecient  doubts 
as  to  the  time  and  mode  of  proof.  By  the  9th  section  of 
the  present  Act  it  is  enacted  that  the  rules  of  the  116th 
Heotion  of  the  Larceny  Act  (24  k  25  Vict.  c.  96)  shall 
apply  mutatit  mtitandi*.  Section  18  of  the  new  Act 
also  concerns  the  same  point.  The  10th  section,  too, 
of  the  Act  of  1869,  directed  against  persons  har- 
bouring  thieves  and  receiving  stolen  goods,  was  ob- 
jectionable, because  it  only  penalized  receivers  keeping 
pinces  of  public  resort  ■,  the  penalty  was  also  too  small. 
The  10th  and  1 1th  sections  of  the  new  Act  are  open  to  the 
same  objection.  Section  11  of  the  Act  of  1869  provided 
that  on  proceedings  against  persons  as  receivers  of  stolen 
goods,  a  previous  conviction  of  certain  offences  might  be 
proved  "  as  evidence  "  of  prisoner's  knowledge  that  the 
goods  were  stolen,  provided  that  notice  waa  given  to  the 
prisoner  of  the  intended  proof,  and  that  he  would  be 
"deemed  to  have  known  such  goods  to  be  stolen 
until  he  had  proved  the  contrary."  A  doubt  was  raised  in 
a  case  on  the  Home  Circuit,  whether  the  latter  words 
did  or  did  not  extend  the  enacting  words,  so  as  to  throw 
on  the  prisoner  the  onus  of  proving  his  innooenoe,  and 
Keating,  J.,  thought  that  they  did  not.  In  the  19th 
aection  of  the  new  Act  this  difficulty  is  excised,  the 
new  law  being  that  the  evidence  "  may  be  taken  into 
consideration  "  (provided  the  prisoner's  conviction  was 
within  the  twelvemonth  preceding)  notice  having  been 
given  of  the  intention  to  use  the  evidence.  Having  thus 
indicated  some  notable  points  in  the  old  and  new  mea- 
sures, we  need  not  particularise  the  various  miscellaneous 
provisions  of  the  new  Aot. 


We  are    iuformed    that   there  have    been    202  curates 
lUlowed  annuities  under  the  Irish  Church  Act,  1869,  who 
had  only  entered  the  Church  subsequent  to  the  passing 
f  the  Act 


SECEHT  DECISIONS. 

EQUITY. 
SaLIS  UHSKB  THK  PASTRIOir  Aoi,18<8,t.i 
J'emberton  t.  Samet,  L.C,  19  W.  B.  W8. 
The  contention  in  this  oaaa  is  noticeahls  ;  for  if  itkii 
snooeeded  before  the  Lord  Chancellor,  it  woold  kan  kk 
the  eiTMtof  virtually  repealing  the  4th  aactioa  of  tki 
Partition  Act,  1868.    The  aection  enables  the  Oout,Bi 
anit  for  partition,  to  direot  a  aale  of  the  pnqwrtf,  tti  i 
diatribotion  of  the  proceeds  instead  of  a  diviaim  oi  tW 
property    between    or    among    the    parties   intcraM, 
provided  that  (1)  the  suit  be  a  suit  where,  ii  the  iotUl 
nob  been  passed,  a  decree  for  partition  might  havs  t» 
made  ;  (2)  the  parties  interested  to  the  extant  oi  m 
moiety,  or  upwards,  request  the  Court  to  direst  a  ab; 
(3)  the  Court  sees  no  good  reason  to  the  oonttaij.  Ih 
contention  was  (and,  as  the  Vioe-Chanoellor  adop«aiit,i: 
deserves  serious  oonsideratioo)  that  the  seotion  m  me 
intended  to  apply  to  large  estates  and  simple  istann, 
but  only  to  small  estates  and  complicated  intend  ud 
that  the  opposition  of  the  ownera  of  the  moist;  ioii 
a  good  and  aufBoient  reason  why  the  estate  ahonld  m(  be 
sold  at  the  request  of  the  owner  of  the  other  moie^.  T" 
estate  oomprised  nearly  4,000  aoree,  had  a  tuitsbk  na- 
denoe  on  it,  and  was  situated  aboat  thirty  miles  fna 
London ;  and  it  was  proved  that  it  would  aeS  ma 
better  as  an  entirety,  than  if  divided  for  partition.  Vifa 
these  oironmstatioes,  if  the  Court  had  refused  to  dina  i 
sale,  simply  because  the  owners  of  the  other  mois9,  «t> 
did  not  reside,  nor  ever  had  resided,  on  theprof«rtj.l» 
ferredadivision  of  the  property,  the  effect  woold  hats  biai 
to  reduce  the  benelloial  operationaof  the  aotiim  witUa  lt> 
narrowest  limits.     It  is,  however,  a  well-known  ■•»» 
that  acU  of  a  remedial  character   an  to  be  gaastiiW 
liberally ;  and  few  acta  have  been  passed  of  lata  jms 
that  have,  or  at  least  were  intended  to  have,  a  piaw 
part  in  facilitating  the  transfer  of  land.    In  Zf>  v.  X)> 
(17  W.  K.  894.  L.  B.  7  Bq.  126)  Vio»OhaneaUoi  WW 
held  that  the  Aot  throws  upon   the  parties  opftmi  > 
sale  the  burden  of  showing  that   tt  oaght  aot  *^ 
directed  ;  and  in  Ptmbetttn  v.  Bamea  {np.)  tht  W 
Cbanoellor  took  the  same  view,  hcdding  that  bylhy 
seotion  it  is  made  imperative  on  the  Ooorttodirs«ta»* 
unless    good  reason    be    shown  to   the  oonba^,  ^ 
throwing  the  burden  of  proof  on  t^e  partiea  oppasiiC» 
aale.      In  other  words,   if    the  owner  of  ooe  w^ 
request  the  Oonrt  to  direct  a  sale,  and  the  owmc  <<  ^ 
other  moiety  prefer  a  division  of  the  property,  tha  0|W 
will  direct  a  sale  unless  the  owner  of  the  othat  a^ 
show  good  reason  to  the  oontnury.    Injustice  ••••■'' 
grarded  against  by  the  provisions  of  the  6th  sal  ■ 
sections  i  enabling  the  partiea  who  oppose  the  ab  * 
purchase  the  interest  of  the  parties  who  deaiie  a  alt 


JUBISDICmOR  TO  WlHD  Up  Pbitt  OoMPiam 
Re  Sanderson's  Patents  Assoeiatien,  V.CJt,  1»  *  *• 
966. 
In  Re  Natal,  4e.,  Company,  the  Lord  Chanesllor  v^ 
a  judge  of  first  instance  held  that  the  msobiMSJ*"' 
Winding  up  Acts  was  not  applicable  to  a  ease  wb**.''^ 
were  nine  shareholdera  and  at  least  one  debt :  **^*'!' 
Sea  and  River  Marine  Imuranee  Compamf,  15  W. I* 
Dig.  66,  L.  B.  2  Eq.  645,  Vioe-ChanoelUw  E»d«*«^ 
clined  to  make  an  order  for  winding  up  the  oompaaj,** 
being  only  seven  shareholders,  and  no  debts.  VioaOW' 
cellor  Malins,  however,  in  Re  Sandersou'i  Pit^J^ 
sooiation  took  a  contrary  view  of  the  aoope  of  «fc»  C* 
paniea  Aot,  1862,  aa  regards  the  winding  np  of  «»^J* 
and  made  the  order  though  there  ware  no  debmss* 
oompany  oonaiated  of  aevea  aharaholders  oa]y.  «  * 
shares  were  fully  paid  up,  and  the  oorapaay  W»J* 
commenced  bnaineaa,  a  fitter  caan  for  leaving  tbt  "".^ 
to  work  one  the  winding  np  amongst  Uiemsal**  ^* 
the  aid  of  the  Court  can  hardly  be  imaginei,  saha  » 
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•«re  to  andentead  the  Viee-OliaaoeUaT  to  Uy  down  that 
'the  mMhiaecy  of  th«  0>mpaaiea  Aot,  Part  iv.,  U  ap- 

plioible  to  a  priTats  partnership,  whloh  aaoh  a  compsay 

ia  to  all  intents  and  pnrpoaes. 


MOKTaA.aBK'8  OOST  OF  SA.IiB— 16  ft  16  YlOT.  0. 86,  B.  48. 
Onoh  V.  Bart,  V.O.B.,  19  W.  B.  987. 
In  Maerat  r.  Bllerttn  (6  W.  B.  851),  a  salt  by  a  inort> 
gagee  for  foredosare  or  sale  in  the  alteraatiTe,  Vioe- 
'ChanoelloT  Stoart  directed  the  oosts  of  the  mortgagee's 
devisees  and  ezeoator'i  to  be  paid  oat  of  the  f  and  realised 
in  priority  to  the  prinoipal,  interest,  and  oosts  of  the  mort- 
gagee, comparing  the  case  to  that  class  of  cases  in  which 
the  mortgage  has  commenced  or  adopted  a  suit  to  obtain 
•ome  farther  benefit  than  he  has  contracted  for,  e.g.,  a 
snit  for  the  general  administration  of  the  deceased  mort- 
gagoi's  estate,  in  which  case  the  coats  of  all  parties  to 
the  suit  will  be  first  provided  for  (Seton  379 ;  ArautToag 
T.  Storer,  14  Bsav.  635  ;  Tueklty  r.  Tkonpion,  8  W.  B. 
302  ;  IJ.  &  H.  126).  Bat  a  mortgagee  is  now  entitled  as 
of  right  to  a  sale  instead  of  a  foreclosare  (15  &,  16  Vict. 
0.  86,  s.  48),  alchoagh  the  Oonrc  may  impose  soch  terms 
a*  it  pleases,  unless  the  mortgagee  consents  to  the  sale 
(ift.).  Macrae  ▼.  ElUrton  (*up.)  has  long  been  doabted.and 
this  decision  will  no  donbt  be  regarded  as  oTerrnling  it, 
and  establishing  that,  where  a  mortgagee  sells  under 
the  48ih  seotion  of  the  16ft  16  Viot.  c  86,  ha  is  entitled 
to  his  costs  of  sale,  as  part  of  the  principal,  interest,  and 
costs,  his  right  to  which  is  unirenally  raoogniaed. 


COMMON  LAW. 


'Cbartbb-pa.btt— Bill  of  Lxdiko — Dbas  Frbioht. 
ffre^  T.  Carr,  Ex.Oh.,  19  W.  B.   1178,  L.  B.  6  Q.  B.  522. 

Three  important  questions  were  iuTolTed  In  this  case. 
First,  does  a  condition  in  a  charter-party  whioh  gives  a 
lien  for  "  dead  freight"  apply  to  an.nnliqnidated  olaim 
for  short  loading?  Bramwell,  3.,  truly  defines  dead 
freight  as  being  $triatly  "  some  agreed  sum,  fixed  or 
Oftpable  of  caloalation,  for  short  loading."  In  that  sense 
no  dead  freight  was  provided  for  by  the  oharter-party; 
therefore,  it  was  argned  the  words  most  apply  to  damages 
for  short  loading ;  bat  to  this  it  was  answsred  that  the 
words,  being  words  of  course  occurring  in  a  printed  form, 
most  be  still  read  strictly  and  taken  as  if  preceded  by  "if 
4uiy,"  and  that  a  lien  for  an  unliquidated  demand  must 
be  expressly  provided  for  and  not  inferred.  The  Qaeen's 
Bench  held  that  no  lien  was  given  in  respect  of  the  olaim 
for  short  loading.  In  the  Exchequer  Chamber  four  of 
the  jidges  (KeUy,  O.B.,  Willes,  J.,  Ohannell,  B; 
Brett,  J.)  held  that  the  phrase  was  to  be  oonstmed 
■triotly;  but  Bramwell,  B.,  considered  himself  bound  by 
the  decision  in  the  House  of  Lords  in  McLean  v.  Fleming, 
<L.  B.  2  So.  Ap.  128),  to  hold  that  a  lien  was  given,  and 
Cleasby,  B.,  apparently  not  accepting  the  limitation  of 
"  dead  freight "  to  a  liquidated  sum,  ooncarred.  As  to  the 
case  of  McLean  v.  Fleming,  it  was  pointed  out  by  the 
Chief  Baron  that  there  the  oharter-party  gave  a  measure 
to  the  demand  in  respect  of  short  loading,  so  that  it  was 
atrietly  dead  freight  -,  and  certainly  Uiat  view  is  taken 
by  Lord  Chelmsford,  but  it  was  repudiated  by  Lord  West- 
bury,  and  the  point  is  not  touched  by  Lord  Hatherley  or 
Lord  Oolonsay.  The  charter-party,  however,  in  that  case 
provided  for  a  uniform  cargo,  so  that  although  it  did  not 
in  terms  stipulate  for  dead  freight  but  only  for  a  fall 
oargo,  the  damages  for  short  loading  were  ipio  faeto 
liquidated;  for  what  the  extra  charges  were  which  the 
■hipowner  would  (as  suggested  by  Lord  Westbury)  have 
incurred  if  the  cargo  had  been  full,  is  by  no  means 
•pparent.  It  oannot,  therefore,  be  said  that  the  decision 
is  on  this  point  at  varianoe  with  McLean  v.  Fleming. 

The  second  point  arose  on  the  incorporation  into  the 

Ull  of  lading  under  whioh  the  defendante  claimed  the 

.^(•ods  (which  was  for  the  whole  oargo)  of  the  terms  of  the 

'^sharter^party  which  gave  the  lien ;  and  here  again  a  di ver- 

jpmoit  of  opinion  appeared.   So  far  as  oonoemed  the  claim 


of  lien  for  dead  freight,  it  was  aeaessary  for  Bramwell  and 
Cleasby,  BB.  (construing  the  words  "dead  freight"  as  they 
did),  to  consider  this  question;  and  they  held  tbktthe  wortU 
in  the  bill  of  lading  "  paying  freight  and  all  other  oondi- 
tioBs  or  demurrage,  if  any  should  be  incurred  for  the  said 
goods,  as  per  charter-party,"  had  the  effect  of  inoorporat- 
ing  the  lien.  So  far  as  concerned  the  lien  for  dead 
freight  the  rest  of  the  Ooxixi  were  not  bound  to  consider 
the '  point;  but  as  there  was  also  a  olaim  of  lien  for 
demurrage  at  the  port  of  loading,  they  were;  and  KaUy, 
O.B.,  and  Channell,  B.,  agreed  that  this  lien  was  incor- 
porated by  the  above  words.  But  Willee,  aud  Brett,  JJ., 
by  a  somewhat  forced  oonstruotion  of  the  bill  of  lading, 
denied  that  it  had  this  eiteot,  insisting  strongly  upon 
the  rule  that  "  no  liability  other  than  such  as  naturally 
attaches  in  respect  of  the  carriage  of  the  particular  goods 
is  to  be  held  to  be  imposed  on  a  consignee  of  goods  men- 
tioned in  a  bill  of  lading,  nnless  such  a  liability  is  clearly 
imposed  by  plain  words,"  and  limitiag  the  word  demurrage 
in  this  oonneotion  to  demurrage  at  the  port  of  discharge. 
Oa  this  point  It  shonld  be  added  that  the  majority  of  the 
Court  of  Exchequer  Chamber  (Kelly,  C.B.,  and  Bramwell, 
Channell,  and  Cleasby,  BB.)  were  in  agreement  with  the 
Court  of  Qaeen's  Bench. 

A  third  point  arose,  rather  incidentally  than  necessarily. 
By  the  charter-party,  the  charterer's  responsibilities  were 
to  cease  on  shipmen  t  of  the  oargo,  provided  it  be  of  suffioieat 
Talne  to  cover  the  freight  and  charges  on  arrival  at  port 
of  discharge;  and  it  was  argned  that  (the  oargo  being 
solBoisnt)  it  must  have  been  intended  that  the  holder  of 
ti>e  bill  of  lading  shonld  assume  those  responsibilities 
which  the  charterer  had  thus  got  rid  of.  This,  as  several 
of  the  judges  observed,  did  not  follow ;  but  strong  opinions 
were  expressed  upon  the  oonstruotion  of  this  stipulation 
in  the  oharter-party,  and  Bramwell  and  Channell,  BB, 
and  Brett,  J.,  (in  whose  judgment  Willes,  J.,  ooncarred,) 
held  that  the  words  did  not  discharge  the  charterer  from 
liabilities  already  aoorued  (such  as  the  demand  for  dead 
freight  and  demurrage  above  mentioned),  and  questioned 
the  case  of  Bannitterr.  Breilauer  (15  W.  B.  840,  L.  B. 
S  C.  P.  497),  where  under  very  similar  words  a  oootrary 
doctrine  was  held. 


NoncB  OF  AonoH. 
Selmet  v.  Judge,  Q.B.,  19  W.  B.  1110. 
The  protection  afforded  by  the  right  to  have  notice  of 
action  has  here  been  carried  a  long  way,  even  beyond  the 
limits  of  the  rnle  laid  down  by  Chief  Baron  Pollock,  in 
Bardnrick  v.  Mots,  7  H.  ft  N.  136, 10  W.  B.  Com.  Law  Dig. 
41  :  "  I  think,"  says  the  learned  judge,  "  the  rnle  laid 
down  in  Smith  v.  Hopper,  that  to  entitle  a  defendant  to 
notice  of  action  he  must  have  acted  in  the  bond  fide 
belief  that  he  was  executing  some  particular  provision 
of  the  stetnte,  is  too  narrow.  I  think  if  the  act  is  done 
by  a  pablio  offloer,  in  his  capacity  of  public  officer,  nith 
reatonable  ground  for  believing  that  he  ia  authorised  to 
do  it,  he  ia  entitled  to  notice  of  action.  .  .  .  The 
defendants  were  acting  in  their  public  capaoity  as  snr- 
veyors  of  highways."  In  that  oase  the  Court  did  not 
decide  the  question  whether  what  the  defendants  had 
done  was  or  was  not,  under  the  oircumatencea,  justified 
by  the  Aot  under  whioh  they  were  appointed,  though 
not  aathoriaed  by  its  express  words  ;  they  were  sor- 
veyors  nnder  the  Aot,  they  were  authorised  (by  the 
parish)  to  do  wliat  they  did,  and  authorised  as  surveyors  ; 
but  that  precise  thing  not  being  mentioned  by  the  Aot, 
it  admitted  of  question  whether  they  were  acting  nnder 
ite  authority.  "  The  defendants,"  sa^s  Bramwell,  B., 
"  had  anthority  to  erect  the  weighing  machine,  and  had 
reasonable  ground  for  believing  they  were  acting  under 
the  authority  of  the  Act."  Inasmuch  then  as  they  were 
acting  in  the  office  of  surveyors  created  by  the  statute, 
they  were  held  entitled  to  notice  of  action.  In  the  present 
case  (whioh  was  decided  under  tiie  same  section  as  Sard' 
nich  V.  Mou,  Tijs.,  6  ft  6  WiU.  4,  c.  60,  s.  109)  the  defendants 
had,  as  surveyors,  made  a  rate  nnder  a  repealed  Act,  and 
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Um  plaintiff  bronght  tU«  aotion  to  reoorai  baok  the 
money  he  h«d  p»id  nnder  it.  Hare  theo,  m  in  Bard- 
wiek  T.  Mou,  the  defendant*  were  vatftjon  nndei  the 
Aot,  and  were  aotiner  in  their  ofBoe,  bat  Uiey  did  what 
waa  neither  authoriaed  bj  the  Act,  nor  ooold  even  be 
aaid  to  be  reaaonably  thought  anthorised  by  it.  Since, 
however,  they  were  aoting  honestly  in  diaobarge.  aa  they 
thonght,  of  their  oiSoe,  they  were  held  to  be  within  the 
aectioD.  "  I  cannot  aay  that  what  they  did  was  warranted 
by  the  Aot;  bat  being  aarreyora  ander  the  Aot,  they  made 
n  rate  aaanch,  thoagh  informally  and  for  a  wrong  amoonC. 
.  .  .  Were  they  then  intending  to  aot  in  the  offioe  of 
anrTeyora  in  aooordanoe  with  the  law  7  I  think  they 
were"  (.Blaokbom,  J.).  TbU  ahifte  the  qaeation 
from  that  of  rtattnaiU  grotmd  for  Mitf  to  that  of  bo»S 
JUt  honest  belief ;  and  thia  it  in  aooordanoe  with  the 
recent  onrrent  of  deciaiona,  and  in  partionlar  with  Xing 
w.  Chamberlain  (1»  W.  B.  981.  L.  B.  6  O.P.  474),  which 
restored  in  iU  integrity  the  rule  that  Leete  ▼.  Harte  (16 
W.  B.  676,  L.  K.  8  C.  F.  322)  had  aomewhat  ahakec,  and 
where  Willes,  J.,  aptly  observed  in  the  oonrae  of  the 
argument,  "  Beaaonable  grounds  are  evidence  of  belief, 
but  not  elements  of  belief."  It  most  be  observed,  how- 
ever, that  there  is  a  diatinolion  between  the  preaent  elaas 
wf  oasee  and  that  represented  by  Leete  v.  Harte  and 
King  v.  Chamberlain.  The  qnestion  there  ia,  did  the 
defendant  bond  fide  believe  in  the  eziatence  of  a  state  of 
facta,  which  if  tme  wonld  have  jnatifled  him  in  aoting 
as  he  did?  He  is  not  entitled  to  notioe  if  the  law  would 
not  have  jnatifled  him  at  all.  Here  the  law  would  not 
under  any  ciroomstanoea  have  jaatified  what  the  defen- 
danta  did ;  what  they  miatook  waa  the  law  itself ;  bat 
in  oonaideration  of  the  obligation  laid  upon  them  to  per- 
focm  the  dutiea  of  their  public  oCBoe,  they  are  to.  thia 
extent  proteoted  against  the  effeota  of  a  mistake,  honestly 
made  aa  to  what  the  powers  and  dnUva  of  that  olBoe  are. 


MuxioiPAi.  (JoBPORATiON— Borough  Fund. 

Jtobertt  V.  Mayor,  Jke.,  of  ShefieU,  Q.B.,  19  W.  B.  1169. 

It  is  important  to  town  oonnoils  to  know  that,  althongh, 
where  the  borough  fund  ia  more  than  sulBoient  for  the 
purpoeee  named  in  the  92nd  section  of  6  &  6  Will.  4,  c.  76, 
they  have  a  wide  diacration  in  the  administration  of  the 
HurpluB  under  the  worda  which  authorise  them  to  apply 
it  "  for  the  pablio  benefit  of  the  inhabitants  and  improve- 
ment  of  the  borongh,"  their  application  of  an  inanffl- 
oient  borongh  fund  ia  much  ^ore  strictly  limited  under 
the  words  wbioh  direct  its  application  (after  the  ennme- 
raled  parposea]  to  "  all  other  expeoaes  not  herein  otfaer- 
wiae  provided  tor,  which  ahall  be  nioesaarily  inonrred  in 
carrying  into  effect  the  provisiona  of  thia  Aot."  In  the 
above-mentioned  case,  the  Court  held  that  tbedefendanta 
c'lold  not  make  an  order  for  payment  out  of  an  inaufB- 
oient  borongh  fund  of  the  expenaea  incurred  by  them  in 
oppoaing,  before  juaticea  and  in  Parliament,  the  attempt 
of  a  water  company  to  paaa  regulationa  and  a  bill  which 
would  have  injurioualy  affected  the  rights  of  the  inhabi- 
tant* of  tha  town  under  the  proviaiona  of  the  oompany'a 
•xisting  Aot.  Although,  in  thia  inatnnoe,  the  aot  of  the 
town  oounoil  appears  to  have  been  not  only  bond  fide  but 
proper  and  prudent,  and  the  Court  regretted  nnder  the 
oiroumstances  that  they  cunld  not  aanotion  the  order,  it  ia 
obrioiu  that  the  strict  proviaion  of  the  Aot  is  a  wise  one, 
nnd  thatit  would  he  unsafe  to  give  to  the  town  oonnoil  the 
power  of  making  rate*  to  carry  out  speculative  onder- 
takings  for  the  town  at  their  own  discretion. 


Dmmt  or  THE  Law. — fUr.  Heniy  Dunning  Ifaoleod's 
action  againat  tba  Crown  for  compensation  for  the  breach 
of  the  contract  which  the  Digest  of  Law  Commissioners, 
aoting  nnder  the  anthority  of  the  Government,  made  with 
him  to  prepare  a  Digest  of  the  Law  of  Bills  of  Etohange, 
ia  appointed  to  be  heard  before  the  Hon.  Oeoige  Denman, 
Q.C.,  M.P.,  the  arbitrator  agreed  upon  by  Mr.  Msoleod  and 
the  Crown,  at  the  Law  Inatitnte,  to-day,  at  1  o'clock. 


COURTS. 

THE   ALBEBT   LIFE   AS3UBAN0E 
AltBITBATION.* 
(Before  Lord  Cauks.) 
June  7,  15. — Se  The  Albert  Life  Ateurmee  Compmf,  Itrif'* 

Exteuiari  ease. 
Company — Winding  up — Contributor)) — Liability  of  auetert 
of  Joint  oicner  of  there*. 

Eighty  thara  in  the  A.  Company  ttood  in  the  mum  «/ 
Land  J.  K.  died  and  hie  will  wee  proved,  but  hit  txieutert 
took  no  ttepifor  having  their  namee  plaeed  on  theregitler.  0» 
the  winding  vpof  the  company  an  a^ieatum  viae  made  token 
the  nntnet  of  K.'t  exeetUore  plaeed  on  the  liet  of  teatrAtUmitt 
in  thfir  rtpreeeutalive  eapadty  jointly  with  J. 

Held,  thai  K.,  having  executed  the  dted  of  tettlettmt  *f  tie 
company,  which  eontemplatcd  morepereene  than  one  at  temrt 
of  a  ihart,  and  which  eontained  a  eovenant  whereby  eeektmur 
covenanted  teverallyfor  himeclf,  hit  heire,  CEMi((«rt,sM(  sAam- 
iitratort  to  perfoi  m  and  tatitfy  all  the  eny^emente  andoNife- 
tiont  attaching  to  any  tharet  held  by  him,  K.  muet  bt  eentidind 
liable  on  ail  cngagementt  and  obligatione  up  to  the  tim  of  kit 
death.  But  K.  and  J.  having  been  joint  tenante  and  wit  tneatt 
in  common,  K.  wat  not  liable  on  any  eontratt  entered  ieta  efter 
hit  death.  Contequcntly  the  exeeutore  were  plaeed  on  the  hit 
of  contributoriet  in  their  repretentative  ea/taeity,  but  only  i> 
respect  of  the  engagement*  and  liabilitiet  i^  to  the  time  ef  K.'' 
death. 

This  wsa  an  application  to  place  the  names  of  the  «z«- 
cuton  of  Air.  O.  O.  Kirby  on  the  list  of  coBtributories  to 
the  Albert  Life  Assuracce  Company  in  respect  of  oghty 
shares. 

These  shares  originally  stood  in  the  name*  of  William 
Anderton  and  O.  Q.  Kirby,  and  afterwards  ia  those  of  Q.  G. 
Kirby  and  J.  A.  Anderton.  Mr.  Kirby,  who.  from  I8S9 
to  the  time  of  his  death,  was  the  managing  director  of  the 
company,  died  in  April,  1868,  and  his  will  waa  proTsd  by 
the  executors.  Notice  of  the  probate  was  given  to  the  Albert 
bv  the  executois,  but  no  Bte|is  were  taken  to  place  the  ntmea 
of  the  executors  on  the  r^pster.  But  the  following  antij 
was  made  in  the  re^ten — "  Probate  produced  the  SIrt  May, 
1868,  effects  awom  nnier  £40,000." 

The  Albert  company  was  ordered  to  be  wound  up  in  186S, 
and  an  application  was  now  made  to  settle  the  executon  oa 
the  list  of^  contributories  in  their  representative  cajacitT 
jointly  with  J.  A.  Anderton. 

The  deed  of  settlement  of  the  Albert  company  was  a  dseii 
of  covenant  whereby  each  propTietor  (so  Car  as  related  to  the 
acts  and  deeds  of  himself,  his  heirs,  Ac,  but  not  fdrtiur  or 
otherwise)  for  himself,  his  hein,  Ac.,  covenanted  to  obsm 
the  provisions  of  the  deed.  This  deed  was  executed  by  Ht. 
Kirby,  and  one  of  ita  provisiona  contemplated  more  piisoii* 
than  one  aa  ownera  of  the  same  shares. 

Higgint,  for  the  Albert  Company.— We  do  not  wish  to  place 
the  execators  on  the  list  in  their  own  right,  but  mera^  ia 
their  representative  capacity.  The  deed  of  settlement  of  the 
company  contemplated  that  there  might  be  joint  ptopiietoB 
of  shares.  Kirby  and  Anderton  were  jointly  and  seitfaDj 
liable  on  theae  shares.  Each  had  entered  into  a  covtasst 
for  himself,  his  heirs.  Ac.  Kirby  consequently  waa  UaUe 
on  the  shares,  and  his  liability  did  not  terminate  at  hi> 
death.  And  it  ia  well  eatabliahed  that  several  persoai  can 
be  settled  on  the  list  of  contributories  in  respect  of  th*  mv 
shares. 

W.  W.  Cooper,  for  the  executors.— On  the  desth  ef 
Kirby  the  whole  legal  interest  passed  to  the  snrrivot, 
Anderton ;  and  ths  execators  took  no  step  pursoant  to  the 
deed  to  have  their  names  placed  on  the  roister.  Ths  cmb- 
pany  has  treated  Anderton  as  the  aole  proprietor  of  tlu 
aharea,  and  his  name  only  onght  to  be  on  the  list  in  reipeot 
of  them.  The  utmost  tliat  can  be  done  ss  to  the  exaMnia, 
is  to  make  them  aecondatil]^  liable,  Anderton  being  prinarily 
liable.  And  the  authorities  show  that  the  person  wha  ■*  - 
only  secondarily  liable  onght  not  to  be  placed  on  tkslistrf 
eontributoriee  until  it  is  shown  that  toe  penon  frinsiily 
liable  cannot  pay  the  calls  that  may  be  made. 

Lord  Cairms.- This  is  an  application  to  put  oa  tk* 
Albert  list  of  contributories  the  execators  of  Mr.  XiriV 
for  eighty  shares  along  with  one  J.  A.  Anderton,  iriM  > 
understand,  is  fixed  on  the  list     Kirby  died  on  the  15th  d. 


*  Keportod  by  Rjohard  MarradE,.Es^Barrister-iU-I<ar. 
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April,  1868  ;  his  name  is  on  the  register  of  ahsreholdet*. 
Tit  comptny,  being  an  nnregistered  company,  is  to  be  wonnd 
gp  on  the  principle  of  erery  person  being  deemed  to  be  a 
'    contribntory  nnaer  the  200ui  section  of  the  Companies  Aot, 
'    "  who  is  liable  at  law  or  in  equity  to  pay  or  contribate  to 
tht  payment  of  any  som  for  tht  adjostmant  of  the  rights  of 
the  members  amonnt  themselres,  or  (o  pay  or  contribute 
to  the  payment  of  ue  coats,  charges,  and  expenses  of  wind- 
iof  np  the  company." 
I      Mr.  Eirby  is  to  be  looked  upon  as  a  person  who  had  ex- 
ecuted the  deed,  because  he  executed  it  either  for  these 
iharea,  or  for  other  shares  in   the   company,  as  I  under- 
stand ;  clearly,  therefore,  at  his  death  he  was  liable  both  at 
law  and  in  equity  in  respect  of  the  engagements  of  the  com- 
pany.   And  in  addition,  separately  firom  any  liability  that 
may  have  existed  as  bistween  him  and  outside  creditors, 
by  his  eoTenant   in  the  deed,  he  was  liable  inter  foeioi  to 
make  the  payments  mentioned  in  the  deed,  and  it  is  to  be 
obserred  that  the  deed  of  the  Albert  is  a  deed  in  which  the 
peisoni   who    covenant,    covenant   not  jointly,     but   each 
separately.     Therefore  if  tiiere  were  more  persons  than  one 
owning  a  share  in  the  ocmpany,  and  the  deed  assumes  Out 
there  might  be  more  owners  than  one  of  a  share,  each  one 
of  those  owners  would  be  a  person  who  in  the  terms  of  the 
deed  "  so  £ur  as  relates  to  the  deeds  and  acta  of  himself  and 
bis  hein,  exeouton.  and  administrators,  doth  hereby    for 
himself    and  his  heirg,  executors,  &c.,  covenant  with  the 
Mveral  persons  parties  to  these  presents,"  in  the    manner 
mentioned  in  the  deed.   Mr.  Kirby,  therefore,  mnst  be  looked 
at  as  a  person  who  in  his  own  name  had  separately  covenanted 
to  perform  sdl  the  engagements  and  obligations  attaching 
to  any  shares  held  by  him  in  the  company  either  in  his 
own  name  or  in  the  the  name  of  himself  and  other  parties. 
At   his  death  there  is  nothing  to  terminate  that  liability, 
80  far  as  UabiUty  had  accrued  np  to  that  time.    There  is 
nothing  in  the   circumstance  of  a  person  dying  which  should 
get  rid  of  hia  liability.    The  only  question  that  could  arise, 
as  it  seems  to  me,  would  be  as  to  the  liability  after  deatii. 
It  is  not  necessary  for  me  to  decide  more  than  the  partionlar 
point  which  comes  before  me.     If  it  had  been  suggested  or 
proved  that  Mr.  Kirby  was  beneficially  interested  in  these 
shares — that  is  to  say,  that  although  he  and  Anderton  were 
the  persons  on  the  register,  they  were  there  not  as  joint 
tenants,  bat  as   tenants  in  common — if  it  were  suggested 
that  he  waa  in  that  way  the  beneficial  owner,  the  question 
tig^t  luiTe  arisen  whether  there  would  not  after  his  death  be 
I  continuing  liability.    But  if  it  be  the  case,  as  bas  been  as- 
nmed,  that  the  shares  were  standing  in  their  joint  names 
rithont  boiiefioial  ownership--that  is,  as  joint  tenants  with 
he  interest  surviving — then  it  seems  to  me  there  would  be 

0  liability  in  respect  of  contracts  after  the  death  of  Kirby, 
at  thare  would  be  the  liability  for  every  contract  that  had 
•em  entered  into  before  his  death.  In  my  opinion,  therefore, 
is  liability  ended  at  hia  death,  and  his  executors  mnst  be  first 
D  the  list,  but  in  that  way,  in  respect  of  the  liability  of  the 
istst«r  np  to  the  time  of  his  death.     The  executors  will  be 

1  the  list  jointly  with  Anderton  in  that  way. 
Solioitors,  Walktr,  Twjiford,  jf  Belward ;  Letcit,  Munn*  f 

ly  IS,  21. — B»  Tht  Albert  Lift  Auwanee  Company,  Th» 
Delhi  Sauk's  eate. 

Lifa  aamrane*  oompmny — Winding  up — Poliey — 8et-off. 
JF%*r0  an  agent  of  tm  intiiranee  company  it  indebted  to  tht 
<%pan^,  and  aim  holdt  a  policy,  a  condition  of  which  it  that 

itun  attrurtd  it  not  payabU  until  three  montht  after  tht 
linf  in  of  tht  life,  on  an  order  to  wiiidup  thecompemy  being 
d»  aft«r  tht  death  of  the  person  assured,  but  before  the  expi- 
ioH  of  three  months  therefrom,  tie  agent  it  not  entitled  to  eet 
ofainrnt  hit  debt  the  sum  piyable  to  him  on  the  policy. 
>«mble,  that  a  policyholder  who  it  not  an  agent  of  the  torn- 
y  ia  in  tht  tame  potition. 

'he  Delhi  Bank  acted  as  the  agents  or  bankers  of  the 
«rt  Xiife  Assurance  Company.  On  the  17th  of  September, 
9,  tax  order  was  made  for  winding  up  the  Albert  Company. 
this  time  the  bank  waa  indebted  to  the  company  in  a  sum 
'871 1  and  held  two  policies  that  had  been  eranteii  by  the 
i-ptmy.  The  persons  assured  by  these  policies  died  on 
6Ux  of  July,  1869,  and  the  27th  of  September,  1869, 
lactzwely.    It  was  one  of  the  conditions  of  the  policies 

tli0  sum  assured  was  not  payable  till  three  months  after 
deatli.  On  the  5th  of  January,  1870,  the  ofiicial  liqni- 
rs  ot  tfa«  company  sent  to  the  bank  a  claim  ''>  have  the 
.  paid  t«  them.     The  bank  now  claimed  to  be  entitled  I 


to   set-off  sgainst  this  sum  the  amounts  payable  on  the 
policiea. 

F.  jr.  White,  for  the  Delhi  Bank.— A>  Agra  and  Matter' 
man't  Bank,  Anderion'i  eate,  L.'S.  3  £q.  8S7,  15  W.  B.  24S> 
shows  that  the  right  of  set-off  is  not  interfered  with  by  the 
winding  up  order.  The  lives  assured  by  these  policies  had 
fallen  in.  The  sums  assured  were  payable  on  the  6th  of  Octo- 
ber, 1869,  and  the  27th  of  December,  1869,  respectiyely.  The 
claim  by  the  official  liquidator  was  not  made  until  the  Stk 
of  Jannary,  1870.  At  this  time  there  was  a  debt  due  from, 
the  bank  to  the  compcmy,  and  also  a  debt  on  these  policiea 
due  from  the  company  to  the  bank  :  Be  Albert  Life  Amux- 
ante  Company,  Wilsons  eate,  L.  B.  9  £q.  706,  18  W.  R.  Oh. 
Dig.  66.  If  tiie  company  had  then  brought  an  action  against 
the  bank,  the  bank  conld  then  haye  pleaded  the  riutt  of 
set-off.  The  point  of  time  to  be  regarded  is  not  the  date  of 
the  petitioner  of  the  winding  up  order,  but  the  time  when 
the  claim  is  sought  to  be  enforced  -.  In  re  Progress  Attwrmnet 
Company,  Ex  parte  Bates.  18  W.  B.  722. 

If,  instead  of  proceeding  by  action,  the  liquidator  had 
proceeded  under  the  100th  section  of  the  Companies  Act, 
upon  an  order  of  the  Court  that  the  bank  as  afents  should 
buy  over  the  amount,then,  inasmuch  as  the  woras  of  the  Act 
are  "  any  sum  or  balance,"  it  would  have  been  the  balance 
only  after  deducting  the  amounts  due  on  the  policies  that  the 
bank  would  have  nsd  to  pay. 

Siggine,  for  the  Albert  Company. — As  to  the  policy 
of  which  the  life  fell  in  after  the  winding  up  order, 
that  is  covered  by|  Purlb^t  ease,  IS  S.  J.  654,  and  Xi« 
Simla  Bani^s  ease,  15  S.  J.  712.  As  to  the  other  policy,, 
the  mere  accident  that  the  claim  of  the  company  was  not 
made  till  after  the  policy  would,  but  for  the  winding  np, 
have  become  payable,  cannot  affect  the  right  of  the  company. 
In  accordance  with  the  Companies  Act  we  must  consider  the- 
position  of  affairs  at  the  time  of  the  winding  np.  At  that  time 
the  life  had  fallen  in,  but  the  money  was  not  yet  payable  i 
there  was  no  debt,  and  conseqaenlly  no  set-off  comd  be 
claimed.  Thus,  under  the  general  law  of  set  off,  the  bank's 
claim  fails,  and  there  is  no  provision  for  set-off  in  the  Com- 
panies Act  applicable  to  this  case. 

Lord  Caibns. — ^I  do  not  entertain  any  donbt  at  all  about 
one  of  these  policies,  namely,  the  policy  on  which  the  ai^nst- 
ment  took  place  on  the  27th  September,  1869 — ^that  u,  to 
say,  at  a  date  subsequent  to  the  winding  up.  The  doubt  I  luve 
entertained  is  as  to  the  policy  where  tne  adjustment  took 
place  on  the  6th  July,  1869,  and  where  before  the  three  montha- 
expired  the  winding  up  came,  in  September  of  that  year.  I 
have  no  hesitation  at  all,  in  fact  I  have  decided  in  other 
casei^  that  where  at  the  date  of  the  winding  up  thert  was  no 
ascertained  and  liquidated  claim,  where  the  only  claim  to- 
be  made  would  be  to  have  the  value  put  on  the  policy, 
the  value  which  might  be  put  on  the  policy  oould  notbe 
brought  into  account  and  set  off  as  against  the  amount  due 
from  the  policyholder. 

With  regard  to  the  other  policy,  at  the  date  of  the 
winding  np  the  bank  was  indebted  to  the  Albert  Company 
in  a  sum  of  about  £870.  Upon  the  6th  July,  1869,  before 
the  winding  up,  this  policy  was  adjusted  at  about  the  sum 
of  £342.  By  the  terms  of  the  policy,  the  death  having^ 
occurred,  the  policy  became  payable  three  months  after  the 
adjustment,  which  would  bring  the  time  of  payment  to  the 
6th  October,  1869.  Before  the  6th  October,  1869,  the  wind, 
ing  np  of  the  Albert  Company  took  place. 

Now  it  is  to  be  observed  in  the  first  place  that  this  is  not 
the  case  of  an  agent  who,  before  the  winding  np,  has  money 
belonging  to  vie  company  in  his  hands,  and  on  the  other 
hmd  has  the  amount  of  a  policy  actually  due  to  him.  In 
a  ease  of  that  kind,  if  the  agent  is  not  prevented  by  any 
contract  to  the  contrary,  money  of  the  company  being 
actually  in  hia  handa,  and  the  policy  being  actually  due  by 
the  company,  there  would  be  nothing  to  prevent  him  from 
paying  the  amount  of  the  policy  out  of  the  money  in  his 
hands.  At  the  date  of  the  winding  up  in  this  case  there 
was  no  debt  actually  due  and  payaUe.by  the  Albert  Com. 
pany. 

It  is  also  to  be  observed  that  this  is  not  the  case  of  a  going: 
company  suing  for  a  debt  due  to  it  a  defendant  who,  on  the 
other  hand,  das  a  claim  against  the  oompany  arising  before 
the  time  of  action  brought  In  that  case  by  the  ordinary 
statutes  of  set-off  the  defendant  would  have  a  right  to 
plead  that  at  the  time  of  the  commencement  of  the  action^ 
there  was  and  there  still  continued  to  be  a  debt  due  fronv 
the  plaintiff  to  the  defendant,  which  the  defendant  would, 
be  entitled  to  set  off. 
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The  present  case  not  beiaa^  either  of  the  tiro  that  I  have 
supposed,  it  is  nsoesiar;  to  consider  whether  upon  principle 
or  by  enactment  the  right  of  set-off  is  given  which  is 
oontended  for. 

Now  the  98th  MOtioo  of  the  Cooapaniea  Aict  ptOTidea  that 
"  As  soon  as  may  be  after  making  an  order  for  winding  np 
the  company,  the  ,OouTt  shall  settle  a  list  of  oontiibntories 
with  power  to  rectify  the  register  of  members  in  all  cases 
where  snch  reotiSoation  is  reqaired  in  porsoance  of  this 
Aot,  and  shall  cause  the  assets  of  the  company  to  be  col- 
lected and  applied  in  discharge  of  its  liabilities."  There 
ia  therefore  by  this  section  imposed  upon  the  assets  of  the 
company,  whereTer  they  may  be  at  the  time  of  the  winding 
op,  a  trust  to  be  applied  in  discharge  of  the  liabilities  of  the 
company.  Further  than  that,  the  ISSrd  section  provides 
that  "  Where  any  company  is  being  wound  up  by  the  Court. 
or  subject  to  the  sapernsion  of  the  Court,  all  dispositions  of 
the  property,  effects,  and  things  in  action  of  the  company 
and  every  transfer  of  shares  or  alteration  in  the  status  of 
members  of  the  company  made  between  the  commence- 
ment of  the  winding  up  and  the  order  for  wiodingup,  shall, 
unless  the  Court  o&erwise  orders,  be  void."  The  conse- 
quence is  that  by  the  conjoined  operation  of  those  two  sec- 
tions the  assets  of  the  company  firom  the  moment  of  wind- 
ing np,  which  is  the  time  of  presenting  the  petition,  become 
fixed  and  inalienable ;  the  execative  and  the  direction  of 
the  company  are  unable  to  alienate  them  or  to  part  with 
them  for  any  purpose ;  they  become  fixed  and  impressed 
with  the  trust  declared  by  the  98th  section,  a  trust  by 
which  all  the  assets  of  the  company  are  to  be  applied  in 
discharge  of  the  liabilities  of  the  company.  PrimAfatu, 
therefore,  there  would  be  no  set-off  in  this  case,  and  the  debt 
due  by  the  Delhi  Bank  at  the  date  of  the  winding  up,  being 
dearly  an  asset  of  the  company,  would  be  an  asset  to  begot 
in  and  applied  under  the  98th  section  in  discharge  of  the 
liabilities  of  the  company.  That,  I  say,  would  primd  faeit, 
be  the  conclusion,  nnless  from  some  other  part  of  the  Act 
or  from  some  other  enactment  or  by  some  contract  between 
the  parties  thdre  is  given,  as  against  the  general  enactment, 
the  right  of  set-off  which  is  contended  for.  Not  only  would 
that  be  the  conclusion  which,  prima  facie,  would  be  drawn 
from  this  section,  but  it  appears  to  me  that  that  conclusion 
would  be  consistent  with  equity.  There  being  no  debt 
actually  due  and  payable  at  the  time  of  the  windmg  up,  it 
would  appear  contrary  to  what  one  would  expect  to  be 
the  provision,  that  from  the  accident  of  a  debtor  to  the 
company  having  a  claim  against  the  company  to  mature 
after  the  winding  up,  that  debtor  should  be  in  a  better 
position  than  any  other  debtor  to  the  company,  and  should 
have,  throngh  Uie  medium  of  his  debt,  a  secnrity  for  his 
claim  against  the  company  maturing  after  the  winding  up. 
Let  us  consider,  however,  whether  the  Delhi  Bank  has  by 
contract  or  by  any  enactment  in  any  other  part  of  the 
statute  or  otherwise  this  right  of  set-off.  By  contract  it  is 
not  pretended  that  there  is  this  right.  The  only  part  of  the 
■tatute  which  speaks  of  the  right  of  set-off  under  any  circum- 
stances is  the  101st  section,  where  the  set-off  spoken  of  is  a 
•et-offbetween  the  company  and  its  contributories,  and  not 
between  the  company  and  debtors  to  the  company.  The 
analogy  of  bankruptcy  is  nnfavourable  to  the  claim,  because 
in  the  case  of  bankruptcy  specific  provisions  were  considered 
to  be  necessary  in  order  to  give  tke  right  of  set-off  when 
any  bankruptcy  bad  ocourrsd ;  those  specific  provisions 
have  been  given  in  all  the  Bankruptcy  Acts,  and  as  T  have 
already'said,  there  are  no  such  provisions  in  the  Companies 
Act. 

It  was^  however,  suggested  by  Mr.  White  for  the  bank 
that  under  the  old  statute  of  set-off,  the  2  Qeo.  2,  c.  22, 
a.  13,  if  the  bank  were  to  be  sued,  the  bank  would  be 
able  to  plead  in  the  form  of  plea  to  which  I  just  now 
referred,  that  at  the  time  of  action  brought  there  was  a 
debt  due  to  the  bank  from  the  company,  and  thus  to 
obtain  the  benefit  of  set-off;  but  to  tlus  suggestion  there 
are  two  answers.  In  the  first  place,  there  could  be  no 
action  whatever  by  the  Albert  Company  against  the 
bank,  because  the  100th  section  of  the  Companies  Act 
provides  that  "the  Court  may  at  any  time  after 
making  an  order  for  winding  up  a  company  require 
any  contributory  for  the  time  being  settled  upon  the 
list  of  contributories,  trustee,  receiver,  banker,  or  agent,  or 
officer  of  the  company  to  pay,  deliver,  convey,  surrender,  or 
transfer  forthwith  or  within  such  time  as  the  Court  directs 
to  or  into  the  hands  of  the  official  liquidator,  any  sum  or 
balance,  books,  papers,  estate,  or  effects  which  happen  to  be 


in  his  hands  for  the  time  being,  and  to  which  the  conpuy 
is  prima  faeit  entitled. ' '  Therefor«^_  immediately  on  ^  wind- 
ing up  the  Court  had  the  power,  without  any  action  btoufpit, 
to  order  the  Delhi  Bank  to  pay  into  court  the  som  «ludi 
the  bank  held  in  its  hands  at  that  time  as  the  balsiice  of  ic- 
count.  Secondly,  if  an  action  were  brought  there  would  t» 
no  possibility  of  a  set-off  under  the  statute  of  Geo.  2,  Ik- 
cause  the  action  would  be  brought  under  the  20Srd  Mctioi 
of  tlie  Companies  Act,  not  iu  the  name  of  the  Albert  Com- 
pany, but  by  the  official  liquidator,  in  whom  the  property 
would  be  vested.  The  official  liquidator,  according  to  the 
words  of  that  section,  is  the  plaintiff,  and  the  stttnte  of 
Geo.  2  expressly  says,  where  there  are  mntosl  debts  between 
the  plaintiff  and  the  defendant  there  may  be  a  set-off.  There 
would  be  no  mutual  debt  between  the  plaintiff  and  the  de- 
febdant,  and  therefore  a  set-off  conld  not  be  had. 

The  result  therefore  is,  tiiat  the  Delhi  Bank,  in  my  opinion, 
is  not  entitled  to  set-off  the  amount  of  the  policy. 

Solicitors,  Ltwii,  Mutms,  <f  Longdea  ;  Johuton,  FatfiAu, 
&  Leteh. 

COtTRT  OF  BAXrKRXJPTCY. 
(Before  Hr.  Registrar  Boohb.) 
Oct  20.— /x  r<  Jltthav)  BUf. 

This  was  an  application  for  the  allowance  of  costs  iucund 
by  Mr.  Corpe,  a  creditor,  in  connection  with  the  pnseca. 
tion  of  Matthew  Eley,  who  had  carried  on  basiness  is  > 
necktie  manofactorer,  in  Cheapside.  The  proceedings  btd 
resnlted  in  the  bankrupt's  conviction,  bat  an  offer  of  Si.  in 
the  pound  having  been  made  to  the  creditors,  he  wssillswed 
to  go  at  large,  on  entering  into  recognizances  to  corns  np  fx 
judgment  if  called  upon. 

Mr.  Books,  for  Mr.  Corpe,  who  was  one  of  tiie  four  inspec- 
tors appointed  under  the  proceedings. 

-Bmo,  instructed  by  Mr.  Plonket^  opposed  the  ^iplicstim 
on  behalf  of  the  trustee,  mainly  npon  the  grsund  that  Mr. 
Corpe,  instead  of  communicating  to  the  trustee  the  inlbtBii- 
tion  he  had  obtained,  had  acted  independently,  and  then  wu 
no  ground  for  suggesting  that  the  trustee  hsd  nq^lscted  liii 
du^. 

The  RsauTBAB  deprecated  the  practice  of  accoantut 
trustees  acting  as  partirans.  They  onght  to  be  satisfied  witi 
aimplv  taking  the  oj^on  of  the  Court ;  and  in  the  pMcnt 
case  the  conne  adopted  bv  the  individaal  creditor  had  re- 
sulted in  a  conviction,  and  the  offer  of  a  composition  of  Si. 
in  the  pound.  The  costs  would  be  allowed,  with  the  ene^ 
tion  of  those  incurred  after  the  order  to  prosecute,  snlqset  to 
the  usual  priorities. 


COUNTY  COURTS. 

Favibbham. 

(Before  W.  0.  Soon,  Esq.,  Judge.) 

Oct  13.—Bifham  T.  Smith. 

Liability  of  afathtrfor  gotdt  tugplitd  to  hi*  ton,  wiUU  at  i 

hoardinjf  uhool. 

KM,  that  the  fathtr  wu  liaik  to  th*  tradstman  n^Sfinf 
them,  althoufh  the  matter  wot  expreeel)!  forbidden  to  pMji  i" 
credit. 

This  was  an  action  against  the  father  of  a  boy  at  tk 
Faversham  Grammar  School,  for  goods  which  had  l«ei 
supplied  by  the  plaintiff^  a  tailor  in  the  aame  town,  te  tk 
defeudaut's  son.  The  facts  of  the  case  were  as  follows.— I> 
January,  1871,  the  defendant  placed  his  son— «  boy  batwt« 
15  and  16— at  the  Favenham  Grammar  School,  under  tk 
care  of  the  prindpaL  He  had  been  prerionsly  at  Qd- 
tenham  College,  but  having  incurred  a  considantk 
number  of  debts  had  been  removed  by  his  father.  Ik 
fact  of  the  son's  debt  whilst  at  Cheltenluin  had  bean  caot- 
municated  to  the  principal  of  Faversham  School,  siiil,ii 
one  of  his  letters  to  the  father  o£the  boy,  were  these  worfc:- 
"  In  a  small  town  like  this  I  could  at  once  prevent  him  fi«s 
running  into  debt."  The  master  had  been  tepeatsdlr  fv- 
bidden  Dy  the  boy's  father  to  allow  him  to  incur  any  oslil- 
ties  whatever,  other  than  the  school  expenses,  llie  W 
had  been  handsomely  provided  with  clothes  and  other  Mtis- 
saries  previously  to  nis  becoming  a  pupil  in  the  schooli  M 
it  appeared  that  during  his  stn-  there  the  principal  wnti  t" 
the  plaintiff  the  foltowiag  letter  :—■' Please  snpplTl>r- 
Smith's  son  with  a  pair  of  flannel  trowser^  ^"'^'j^^ 
receipt  of  this,  the  plaintiff  from  time  to  time  eerved  w 
defendant's  son  with  clothes  amonnting  in  tbIos  to  spwiidi 
of  £12.  He  now  son^t  to  recover  thia  aum  Croa  ^ 
defendanta 
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Mr.  Hkywaid  (of  Rochester)  eootend«d  that  the  defenduit 
-waa  liable  for  the  gooda  (applied  ;  they  were  clearly  necea- 
'taries,  becaoae  the  other  boys  ia  the  school  had  them,  and 
therefore  they  were  castomary  for  persona  in  the  boy's  station 
«f  life.  The  master  had  given  the  plaintiff  the  order,  and 
there  was  an  implied  authority  from  Dr.  Smith  that  he 
-wonld  be  answerable  for  the  debt  incurred.  He  sabmitted 
that  the  letter  of  the  defendant  to  the  master  desiring  him 
not  to  allow  his  son  to  pledge  his  credit  was  irrelevant, 
as  the  implied  contract  to  pay  moved  from  the  father  to  the 
'tradesman. 

Mr.  F.  Q.  Oibson  (Sittiogboame)  nrged,  firstly,  that  the 
goods  supplied  were  not  necessaries;  they  consisted  of 
cricketing  and  rowing  suits,  kc.,  which  the  defendant's  son 
did  not  in  any  way  need  ;  the  school  was  intended,  for  the 
most  part,  for  the  sons  of  gentlemen  of  limited  income,  and 
at  could  not  be  supposed  they  were  to  spend  large  sums 
-every  year  in  fancy  suits. 

Secondly^  there  was  nothing  to  charge  the  present 
plaintiff.  There  being  a  total  denial  of  the  master's  agency, 
and  the  implied  authority  to  pay,  if  any,  was  from  the 
master  to  the  tradesman,  and  from  tile  father  to  the  master, 
there  was  no  privitv  whatever,  either  by  implication  or 
otherwise,  between  the  present  plaintiff  and  defendant. 

Thirdly,  even  if  the  master  was  an  agent  for  the  father, 
the  latter  could  only  be  liable  for  goods  specifically  ordered, 
and  he  submitted  that  the  words  "  et  aCera  "  could  not  bear 
«o  extensive  a  construction  as  had  been  put  upon  them  by 
the  plaintiff  in  this  action.  He  had,  by  the  authority  of  those 
ivords  alone,  snpplied  goods  to  the  value  ot  £10.  He  argned 
that  the  defendant  was  not  liable  for  any  of  the  goods. 

Mr.  Scott  said  he  waa  of  opinion  that,  as  between 
plaintiff  and  defendant,  there  was  an  implied  autho- 
rity for  the  master  to  pledge  plaintiff's  credit  for  goods 
supplied  to  his  son,  and  that  this  existed  notwithstand- 
ing the  express  direction  given  to  the  latter  to  the  contrary. 
He  also  considered  that  the  "ke."  included  not  only  the 
floods  specifically  ordered  on  that  particular  occasion,  but 
also  all  the  goods,  and  notwithstanding  the  father  had  never 
«een  the  clothes,  they  were  properly  described  as  "  neces- 
•aries."    He  therefore  gave  judgment  for  the  whole  amount. 

Mr.  F.  Q.  Oibson  applied  for  leave  to  appeal,  which  was 
granted. 

Jtidgmtnt  for  tht  flaifUiff. 


CENTBAL  CRIMqf  AL  OOUBT. 

Tbikd  Court. 
(Before  Mr.  Chambirs.  the  Deputy  Becorder.) 

Oct.  25.— Mr.  Harry  Greville  Tanner,  a  solicitor,  snrren- 
-dered  to  recoi^niiances  to  answer  an  indictment  cbaro^ing 
bim  with  wilful  and  corrupt  perjury.  He  was  also  charged 
'withhavirir  obtained  £236  from  the  South  Eastern  Railway 
fcy  fiJse  p -i-nces,  and  with  intent  to  defraud,  and  also  with 
faaving  Kiitained  from  Hit  Frederich  Follooh,  one  of  the 
"Masters  of  the  Court  of  Exeheqner,  a  warrant  for  the  payment 
of  £200  14b.  8d,.  and  a  certain  vdnable  security. 

(J.  Dmnum,  Q.C.  (  Wittit  with  him),  for  the  prosecution. 

J)i^  Stymour,  Q.C.,  and  F.  0.  Crump,  for  the  defence. 

Dmman  stated  that  the  defendant,  Mr.  Tanner,  had  beisn 
«iDp1oyed  for  the  plaintiffs,  a  Mr.  Day  and  his  wife,  in  an 
action  against  the  South  Eaatem  Bail#ay  for  injuries  eas- 
tained  in  a  collision  on  their  line,  in  which  the  plaintiffs 
obtained  a  verdict,  with  £300  damages.  It  was  afterwards 
the  doty  •  of  the  present  defendant,  Mr.  Tanner, 
to  claim  the  costs  dne  to  the  plaintiffii  from  the 
company  in  respect  to  the  attendance  of  witnesses 
And  to  travelling  expenses,  and  to  procure  the  Master's 
allocatur.  The  cause  was  oritrinally  set  down  for 
trial  at  Kingston,  but  was  eventually  tried  at  Westminster. 
TThe  costs  were  taxed  on  the  24th  of  Jnly,  and  he  obtained 
piaster  Sir  Frederick  Pollock's  allocatur  for  £236,  which 
snm  was  made  up  in  various  ways.  The  charge  of  perjury 
-fcnmed  upon  the  affidavit  of  increase  which  the  defendant 
xnade  in  the  cause,  and  in  which  he  set  out  various  sums 
>t<hat  he  alleged  he  had  caused  to  be  paid  to  witnesses  for 
Attendance  and  travelling  expenses.  "The  case  against  the 
-defendant  waa  that  in  a  majority  of  instances  he  had  not 
•paid  the  snms  he  had  deposed  to  having  paid,  nor  any  part 
of  snch  sums.  He  (Mr.  Denman)  believed  that  altogether 
JEM  or  £80,  which  the  defendant  had  sworn  to  have  paid  by 
anticipation,  he  had  not  paid  at  all. 

Formal  proof  was  given  that  on  the  4th  of  August  £236 
I  paid  to  the  defendant  in  the  shape  of  taxed  costs  in  the 


case  of  Sttif  and  Wife  v.  Tht  South  Weittm  Railway  Cbjiu 
jNuty.  The  affidavit  of  increase  was  also  put  in  evidence  to 
which  the  defendant  had  sworn.  It  related,  among  other 
things,  in  a  circumstantial  way  the  various  sums  ne  had 
paid  to  the  several  witnesses  for  attendance  and  travelling 
expenses.  The  £236  indnded  all  the  various  sums  allied 
to  have  been  paid  to  the  witnesses,  and  it  was  paid  in  the 
fnll  belief  that  the  defendant  had  paid  those  sums. 

Bobart  Boys,  a  witnesa  on  the  trial  at  Westminster, 
proved  that  ha  had  not  raoeived  £2  as.  for  two  days'  at- 
tendano*  at  Kingaton,  or  7a.  for  mileage,  nor  any  part  of 
thoae  sama ;  nor  had  be  reoeived  £3  3s.  for  attendance  at 
Weatminatar,  or  8a.  6d.  for  mileage.  He  had  applied  to 
the  defendant  at  judge's  ohambera  for  the  money  dne  to 
him.  He  replied  he  could  not  pay.  and  that  he  waa  to 
apply  to  Mr.  Day,  one  of  the  plaintiSii  in  the  aotion. 

Henry  Amer  waa  oalled,  and  proved  that  he  had  not 
been  paid  £1 10s.  for  attending  aa  a  witness  at  Kingston, 
or  7f.  for  mileage  or  any  part  of  those  snms,  nor  had  he 
been  paid  £2  6*.  for  attendance  at  Westminater  and  8s.  6d. 
for  mileage,  or  any  of  those  amount*. 

Other  witnesses  whom  the  defendant  deposed  to  have 
paid  varions  soma  for  attendance  and  travelling  expenses 
were  oalled,  and  denied  having  reoeived  any  snch  sum*. 

For  the  defence  it  waa  urged  ttiat  the  defendant  was  jus- 
tified in  stating  that  ha  had  ■<  oansed  to  be  paid  "  to  the 
witnesses  the  varioiu  snms,  he  having  reason  to  believe 
that  in  several  caae*  hia  client,  Mr.  Day,  had  arranged  to 
defray,  and  had  aotoally  defrayed,  the  expenaas  of  the  wit- 
nesses, and  having  made  an  arrangement  with  a  relative,  a 
member  of  the  medical  profeeaion,  to  pay  all  the  doctors 
called  in  the  oase.  The  defendant,  it  was  said,  had  no 
corrupt  motive  in  the  matter,  but,  on  the  oontrary,  had 
everv  reason  to  uphold  an  exoallent  oharaoter  which  he 
had  home  for  many  yeara. 

Mr.  Digby  complained  of  the  harsh  manner  in  which  de- 
fendant had  been  treated  in  not  being  allowed  to  have  the 
matter  inveatigated  in  the  usual  way  bNsfore  a  taxing  master, 
to  whom  he  could  and  wonld  have  given  his  own  version 
of  the  affair.  That  the  defendant  sboald  have  been  prose- 
onted  at  all  was  attributed  to  a  vindictive  feeling  on  the 
part  of  his  client  in  consequsnoe  of  the  small  amount  of 
damages  obtained  in  oompariaon  with  the  claim  (£3,000) , 
and  of  the  heavy  oosta  inonrred.  Witnesses  were  oalled, 
who  gave  the  defendant  a  high  oharaoter  for  honesty, 
integrity,  and  veracity.  It  was  also  proved  by  some  of  the 
medicsd  witnesses  in  the  aotion  that,  although  they  had 
not  reoeived  their  fees  at  the  time  the  affidavit  was  made, 
they  had  since  been  paid  in  fall,  and  that  they  would  have 
looked  to  the  defendant'a  oousin.  Dr.  Tanner,  to  pay  them 
iThe  had  failed  to  do  so.  They  expressed  it  as  their  belief 
that  the  priaoner  had  no  intention  to  defraad  them  in  the 
matter. 

The  jury  returned  a  verdict  of  not  guilty,  and  the 
defendant  waa  discharged,  the  Depnty-Beoorder  being 
understood  to  express  his  opinion  that  the  defendant  had 
not  acted  corruptly  in  the  matter. 


MAIDSTONE  QUABTEB  SESSIONS. 
(Before  J.  O.  Talbot,  Esq.,  M.P.,  Chairman.) 

Ocl.  19.-^C/«<j  {Appellant)  v.   The  Jiatiee*  of  Kent 
(Bt*pon4*nt$). 
Beerhoutt — Sofueal  to  transfer  tieenee  and  renew  eerti/kate — 
32  i  83  Viet.  e.  27,  •.  8 — Appeal — Locus  standi  of  appel- 
lant— Praetiee. 

This  was  an  appeal  against  a  decision  of  the  Justices  of 
the  Dartford  Division  at  the  last  licensing  meeting,  and  the 
focta  were  briefly  these  : — Ann  Muirhead,  a  keeper  of  a 
beerhouse  duly  licensed  on  the  1st  day  of  May,  1869,  was 
granted  a  certificate  at  the  annual  licensing  meeting,  1870. 
She  was  five  times  convicted  for  Sunday  trading.  Applica- 
tion was  made  by  the  appellant  (who  had  previously  pur- 
chased Muirhead  s  business)  at  a  petty  ssssions  held  on  the 
12th  day  of  An^st,  1871  (not  being  a  spedsl  sessions  for 
the  transfer  of  licenses);  for  permission  to  sell  under  Muir- 
head's  lioenae  until  the  next  transfer  day,  and  the  following 
endorsement  was  made  upon  the  lioenae,  namely : — "  Kent  to 
wit.  At  a  petty  sessions  held  at  Dartford  this  12th  day  of 
Angnst,  1871,  we,  the  undersigned,  two  of  her  Majeet^'s 
justices  of  the  peace  for  the  said  county,  do  hereby  anworise 
Joseph  Orew  to  carry  on  the  business  of  a  beerhouse  keeper 
at  the  honse  and  premises  within  mentioned  until  the  next 
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•pedal  wtaioDa  for  tnuufarring  liceoMt  and  no  longer. 
(Signed)  P.  H.  Dixi.  B.  C.  UitntiTiLLa,  F.  K.  Lswim." 
At  the  next  apecial  ■eadona  for  tnntferring  lieenaea 
(which  waa  alao  the  annaal  licenaing  meeting)  the  sppellaat 
applied  for  the  tranafer  of  the  lieenae  to  hiDuelf. 

An  Inapectw  of  Polioe  then  stated,  bnt  not  npon  oath, 
that  dnring  the  time  the  appellant  had  been  in  the  ooovpa* 
tion  of  the  hoaae  he  had  aeen  fonr  men  leave  the  Mok 
premiaea  daring  prohibited  hoora  on  Sunday,  and  at  the 
aame  time  fonnd  a  man  dead  dmnk  Ijing  npon  the  grass  in 
front  of  the  hoose.  The  jiuticee.  withont  acking  for  evidence 
in  explanation  of  these  facta,  refnsed  to  grant  the  transfer 
to  Uie  appellant,  and  as  Uuirhead  had  left  the  conntrj 
there  was  no  applicant  bnt  the  appellant  for  the  renewal  of 
the  certificate.  It  was  admitted  by  the  appellant  that  the 
honse  in  respect  of  which  the  license  was  songht-  was  of  a 
diaorderly  character  within  the  meaning  of  32  &  3S  Vict. 
c.  37,  s.  8,  sub-section  3,  daring  Ifnirhead's  tenancy,  and  it 
was  admitted  by  the  respondents  that  the  appellant  had  pro- 
daced  satisfactory  CTidenoe  of  good  character,  and  that 
their  refusal  was  based  solely  npon  the  ground  of  the  dis- 
orderly character  of  the  house. 

Biron,  for  the  respondents,  contended  that  the  appellant 
had  no  toeu$  $tatuli.  No  one  had  the  right  to  appeal  unless 
they  were  injured  by  the  act  of  the  Court  below.  The  en- 
dorsement ot  the  license  did  not  vest  the  license  in  the 
appellant ;  the  refusal  of  the  justices  to  transfer  the  license 
could  not  be  the  subject  of  appeal,  and  if  any  one  had  the  i 
right  of  appeal  against  the  refusal  to  renew  the  cortifleate 
it  was  Muirbead.     The  Court  overruled  the  objection. 

Biitoti,  for  the  appellant,  contended  that  the  disorderly 
character  of  the  house  daring  the  occupancy  of  the  former 
tenant  was  no  reason  for  refusing  a  certificate  to  the  appel- 
lant ;  he  sought  to  put  in  a  written  memorial  in  favour  of 
his  client,  and  called  a  witness  to  prove  the  signatures 
thereto,  but  the  Court  refused  to  receive  it. 

l°he  CocBT  ultimately  allowed  the  appeal  and  the  license 
granted. 

MIDDLESEX  BEGISTRATIOX. 
(Before  Mr.  J.  N.  Gorbn,  the  Revising- Barrister.) 

Mr.  Gardiner,  of  9,  John-street,  Adelphi,  assisted  by  Mr. 
F.  Dear,  his  secretary,  appeared  for  the  Middlesex  Liberal 
Begistration  Association. 

Mr.  Wollaston  F.  Pym,  with  Mr.  John  Cooper,  appeared 
for  the  Middlesex  Conservative  Registration  Association. 

In  the  cases  of  the  freehold  benefices  adjourned  from  the 
previous  courts,  evidence  was  given  in  several  oases  of  the 
receipt  of  pew  rents,  and  the  names  of  the  incumbents  were 
inserted. 

The  revising -barrister  said  that  there  had  been  in  the 
Solicitart'  Journal  some  suggestions  with  regard  to  these 
benefice  questions,  with  some  of  which  he  (the  barrister) 
did  not  agree;  but  he  stated  that  he  should  in  futiirn  de- 
scribe the  freehold  benefices  allowed  with  the  addition  of 
the  words  "  with  right  of  pew-rents  in  respect  thereof." 

*«*  We  do  not  know  which  of  our  suggestions  the  bar- 
rister disagreed  with,  and  consequently  are  unable  to  re- 
consider them ;  but  it  seems  that  the  barrister  substantially 
adopted  our  description  of  the  qualification  in  place  ot  the 
one  which  he  had  previously  used. 


Mr.  William  Chablm  Wakd.  solicitor,  of  Dariiani,  bis 
been  appointed  Clerk  to  the  Commissioners  of  Amnd 
Taxes  for  that  city,  which  office  was  rendered  vacaot  by  tk» 
death  of  his  father,  the  late  Alderman  John  Ward,  mtjor  o( 
Durham.     Mr.  W.  C.  Ward  waa  admitted  m  mi. 


AFPOINTMENTS. 


Mr.  Dahbt  Palkck  Fby,  barrister-at-law,  has  been  ap- 
pointed to  be  an  Inspector  under  the  Looal  Qovemment 
Board,  succeeding  Mr.  John  Lambert,  C.B.  (formerly  an 
attorney  of  Salisbury),  who  has  become  secretary  to  the 
Local  Oovemment  Board.  Mr.  Fry  was  called  to  the  bar 
at  Lincoln's  inn  in  January,  18S1.  and  has  been  for  many 
years  employed  as  a  clerk  in  the  Poor  Law  Office  at  White- 
hall. He  is  the  author  of  several  works  in  connection  with 
the  poor  laws  and  cognate  topics,  being  treatises  on  the 
lAnaey  Acts,  the  Union  Assessment  Acts  (1862,  1863,  and 
1864),  and  the  Vaccination  Acts. 

Mr.  Allak  Jokn  Lbc,  solicitor,  of  Southampton,  has  been 
appointed,  by  Mr.  Thomas  Gunner,  Recorder,  to  be 
Deputy-Recorder  for  the  borough  of  Southampton,  vie*  Mr. 
Edwara  Harrison,  solicitor,  who  has  resigned.  Mr.  Lee 
was  admitted  in  1 844,  and  is  n  member  of  the  local  firm  of 
Lee  &  Best.  He  is  a  member  of  the  Solicitors'  Benevolent 
Association. 


GENERAL  COBRESPONOENCB. 

FKAin>injnrr  Pbbfbbzxcb. 

Sir, — Apropot  of  the  case  of  £x  partt  Soman,  rt  BmAeH, 
referred  to  in  the  letter  of  your  correspondent  "M.,"  prinled 
in  vour  issue  of  the  l-Uh  alt.,  the  confiicting,  ana  I  mxj 
add  even  nonsensical,  decisions  which  hare  been  nodotd 
on  this  and  similar  points  of  bankruptcy  law,  are  be«niiiij 
a  serious  annoyance  to  the  profession  ajid  the  puUic. 

I  know  of  no  other  brajich  of  the  law  in  wluch  the  pic- 
titioner  is  left  in  such  an  uncomfortable  state  of  incertitiile 
as  to  the  law  on  which  his  clients  call  upon  him  to  adviie  them; 
and  yet  in  bankruptcy  matters  least  of  all  can  such  a  state  of 
things  be  afforded ;  uncertainty  in  the  law  means  expeme 
to  the  public,  an  expense  which  falls  extremely  hardly  os 
those  concerned  in  cases  in  which,  from  the  very  natoR  of 
the  proceedings,  there  is  already  a  deficiency  of  the  funds 
for  meeting  just  claims. 

Yet,  as  far  as  concerns  the  particular  decision  airired  at 
in  £x  parte  Roman,  re  Broabtnt,  could  the  Chief  Jsdg^ 
have  done  other  than  he  did,  in  the  face  of  tiie  raourti 
made  by  the  Vioe-Chancellor  Malins  in  Athtmy.  BUebiiii 
(cited  in  in  the  report  of  the  case  in  the  W.  R.)  i 

Oct.  23.  P.W. 

Sir, — ^The  Chief  Judge  in  Bankruptcy  seems  to  have  rested 
his  decision  in  the  case  of  JEx  parte  Moman,  re  Brtiiiai 
(lately  discussed  by  a  correspondent  in  your  colomiu),  ipoQ 
a  decision  of  Sir  R.  'Nfalins.  All  I  can  aay  is  that,  agieuag 
thoroughly  with  your  correspondent's  observation  that  a 
wide  door  is  opened  by  the  Chief  Judg-e's  decision  to  ftuai 
and  chicanery,  the  Oiief  Judge  woiud  surely  hare  Imsd 
justified  in  rendering  a  decision  counter  to  that  of  thsYioe- 
Chancellor.  No  doubt  it  is  as  a  general  rule  expedient  tbil 
our  judges  should  follow  decisions  rendered  by  tribonaJi  i^ 
co-ordinate  jurisdiction,  but  there  are  exceptions  to  tncy 
rule,  and  instances  are  not  wanting  in  which  jndgti 
have  declined  to  follow  manifestly  erroaeous  dedaooi 
of  even  superior  tribunals.  One  judge,  now  no  longer  oo 
the  bendi — I  refer  to  Sir  John  Stuut — would.  I  am  coiAilsDt, 
never  have  followed  the  principle  laid  down  in  Atiten  t. 
Blackehaw,  had  he  been  convinced,  as  I  am  sure  he  vooM 
have  beon,  of  its  repugnance  to  justice.       Fiat  Justhu. 

Oct  24.  

Tbx  Lodoebs  GiooDs'  Pbotbction  Act. 
Sir, — In  your  surticle  on  the  Lodgers'  Goods  Protsetia 
Act,  you  state  that "  it  does  not,  however,  seran  even  to  be 
compulsory  on  the  lodger  to  pay  to  the  sapeiior  landkid 
his  arrears  due  at  the  time  of  the  levy,"  relying  spaasOr. 
I  believe,  on  the  use  of  the  word  "  may  "  in  tJie  1st  ssciiai 
On  examiuiu)!;  the  2nd  section,  I  think  it  will  be  fonnd  tk> 
the  landlord  u  only  guilty  of  an  illegal  distress  iiUtr  (to 
"tffler  the  lodger  shall  have  paid  or  tendered  to  nek 
.superior  Umdlora,  &c.,  the  rent,  if  an^,  which  by  thelsA;(*- 
ceding  section  such  lodger  is  authorised  to  pay,"  and,  tto*- 
fore,  the  lodger  is  practically  compelled  to  pay  the  ansu*- 
A  definition  of  "  a  lodger  "  is  sadly  wanting.        L.  U  It- 


Mr.  Thomas  Beard,  solicitor,  of  Basingh*U-«tiest,kii 
bsen  re-appointed  Under  Sheriff  of  London  and  Midillso^ 
by  the  newly  elected-Sherifi^  Mr.  John  Bennett,  the  nc 
cesser  of  the  late  Mr.  Richard  Tonng,  who  died  *  few  ityt 
after  being  sworn  into  office.  Mr.  Beaid  was  eertjfwatriis 
1868. 

Oloham  District  Coubtoi  BAiniBcrrcT. — The  Mkmf 
notice  nnder  the  Bankrupcty  Act,  1869  (Liquidotioa  kr  Ar- 
rangement or  Composition,  ss.  135  and  126,  ml-  256,  un* 
108  and  109),  has  been  issued  by  the  rejpatrar : — "IV  fan 
of  affidavit  and  proxy  annexed  to  eadi  notice  of  the  M 
general  meeting  mtut  be  in  blank,  so  that  the  amout  sai 
the  consideration  for  the  debt  and  the  name  of  thspnij 
may  be  filled  up  by  the  creditor.  Any  iorma  of  affidsnt  or 
proxy  which  are  not  in  blank  will  not  be  raosivsd  kt  tks 
purpose  of  being  sealed  aud  posted." 
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OBITdART- 

MR.  KOBEST  BABB. 

It  it  with  sinoere  regret  that  ws  hare  to  tiiiioaiioe  the 
leath  of  Mr.  Bobert  Barr,  the  olerk  to  the  Leeds  Borouifh 
ilag^'stratea,  and  (enior  partner  ia  the  firm  of  Birr,  Nel- 
OD,  tc  Barr.  Thii  metanoholy  event,  by  which  the  borough 
if  Leedi  hu  loet  one  of  the  most  eateemed  of  it*  many  ap- 
ight  and  philanthropio  citizens,  took  place  yesterday  mom- 
Of,  aboat  eleven  o'tuock. 

Born  on  the  3rd  September,  1794,  in  Qeorge-stteet,  near 
le  present  Kirkgate  Market,  where  hit  father,  Mr. 
^chard  Barr,  resided,  Mr.  Barr  has  just  completed  hit 
svent^-ieventh  year;  and  many  were  the  ohaage<  that  he 
ad  witnessed  in  the  town  in  whose  affafrt  he  had  for  half 
centur^  taken  a  prominent  and  aotire  part.  Destined  for 
le  legal  profetsion,  be  was  articled  t«  an  eminent  firm  of 
tlidton  in  Leed%  Messrs.  Upton,  Nicholson,  k  Heminr- 
«y,  and  hit  life  career  as  a  sonnd  and  able  lawyer  taut 
Dw  thorough  was  the  training  that  he  received  &om  them, 
atering  the  offioe  a  youth,  he  remained  in  it  until  the  dis- 
ilution  of  the  firm,  when  he  became  partner  with  Mr. 
iicholson.  Mr.  Barr's  care  and  judgment  as  a  legal  practi- 
oner  early  broaght  him  under  the  notioe  of  the  local  aa- 
lorities,  and  on  the  office  of  coroner  becoming  vacant  in 
i21  he  received  the  appointment.     The  firm  of  Nicholson 

Barr  existed  for  several  years,  during  whidi  time  the 
Sees  of  tovn  olerk,  clerk  of  the  peace,  and  magistrates' 
erk  were  filled  by  deceased's  partaer.  After  the  passing 
the  Municipal  Oorporations  Act  these  three  offioee  were 
stributed.  That  of  clerk  to  the  magistrates  remained 
ith  Mr.  Nicholson,  and  it  was  held  by  him  until  his  death 

1836.  For  the  responsible  post  thus  rendered  vacant 
ere  were  two  candidates — Mr.  Barr  and  Mr.  Oeorge 
swson,  jun — but  the  latter  eventually  withdrew  his  ofler 
serve  the  bench,  and  Mr.  Barr  was,  on  the  3rd  December, 
36,  uoanittously  elected.  Of  the  thirteen  justices  present 
the  meeting  at  which  this  appointment  was  made  only 
ree— Sir  Thomas  Beckett,  Bart.,  Mr.  Thomas  Benyon, 
d  Mr.  DamtoD  Lapton — remain  on  the  commission  of  the 
ace.  Mr.  Barr  had  previously  resigned  his  ooronership, 
d  hit  tucceator  was  Mr.  John  Lofthouse.  VTith  this 
ntleman  he  entered  into  partnership,  and  on  the  1st 
naary,  1837,  the  firm  became  Barr,  liifthouse,  &  Nelson. 
>  farther  change  took  place  until  the  death  of  Mr.  Loft- 
use,  when  the  name  of  the  firm  was  altered  to  Barr  t 
tlson  ;  on  the  admission  of  Mr.  Frederick  Barr,  the  nephew 
the  senior  partner,  a  few  years  ago,  it  assumed  the  style  by 
lich  it  is  now  so  widely  known — Barr,  Nelson,  &  Barr. 
In  addition  to  discharging  the  responsible  work  falling 
on  him  a«  clerk  to  the  magistrates,  and  as  the  leading 
imber  of  <•  firm  in  Isrge  and  influential  legal  practice,  Mr. 
rr  was  for  many  ycHrs  the  professional  adviser  of  the 
eds  Improvement  Commissioners,  and  in  that  capacity  he 
nained  until  the  passing  of  the  Improvement  Act  of  1842, 
which  the  powers  of  the  Commissioners  became  vested  in 
I  Town  CoanciL  He  also  acted  for  a  loa|;  period  in  a 
lilar  xuanner  on  behalf  of  the  overseen  for  toe  township 
Leeds,  hit  saccessor,  on  his  resignation  in  1840,  being  the 
i  Mr.  Charles  Navlor.  When  the  Act  of  Parliament, 
iiorising  in  1S87  the  construction,  by  a  company,  of  the 
ids  Waterworks  at  Eccap  and  elsewhere,  was  obtained, 
.  Barr  was  the  solicitor  to  the  company,  and  that  position 
retained  until  the  waterworks  were  pnrkjhased  by  the 
'poration  in  1852.  He  also  acted  as  legal  adviser  to  the 
rons  of  the  Leeds  parish  church,  besides  holding  several 
er  professional  appointments. 

The  duties  of  all  these  appointments  Mr.  Barr  dischaioed 
h  great  aliility,  and  so  eztenrive  was  his  knowluge  ofall 
tl  matters  that  his  advioe  was  frequently  sought  by 
nbers  of  his  own  profession.  His  calmness  and  clearness 
udgment  and  integrity  of  purpose  led  him  to  be  often 
cted  as  an  umpire  between  contending  parties,  and  it 
I  rare  indeed  that  the  faintest  question  as  to  the  justness 
is  decision  was  heard.  It  was,  however,  in  his  career 
lerk  to  the  justices  that  Mr.  Barr  stood  out  most  promi- 
tly  before  his  fellow-townsmen.  Words  of  the  highest 
ae  were  heeurd  on  the  lips  of  all  who  were  brought  into 
^t  with  bim.  Poor  and  rich  alike  felt  the  influence  of 
upright  dealing  and  his  kind  and  sympathising  heart. 
onghont  the  whole  of  his  thirty-five  years'  official  oon> 
ion  with  the  horoogh  bench  he  discharged  hit  dutiet  in 
most  satisfactory  manner,  and  the  magistrates,  who  have 


been  often  heard  to  speak  of  him  as  their  "right-hand 
man,"  repeatedly  manifested  their  admiration  of  his  many 
ezoellent  qualities.  In  1860  they  testified  their  regard  for 
their  <derk  by  subscribing  for  a  full  -  length  oil 
portrait  of  him,  and  it  now  adorns  the  magistrates'  room 
adjoining  the  borough  court  in  the  town-haU.  The  artist 
w;as  Wiluam  Crabb,  and  a  massive  gilt  frame  bears  the  in- 
scription— "To  mark  the  respect  of  the  Leeds  borough 
magistrates  for  their  olerk,  Robert  Barr,  Esq,"  and  ue 
names  of  thirty  .three  magistrates  (fifteen  of  wnom  are  since 
dead),  headed  by  l^ir  Thomas  Beckett  and  Sir  Peter  Fair- 
bairn. 

Mr.  Barr's  whols  life  was  that  of  an  nnostentatioas  and 
unassuming  man,  but  his  sympathy  with  the  tmjortnnate 
led  him,  in  the  midst  of  a  busy  life,  to  aooept  positions 
of  trust  and  responsibility  in  eonneotion  with  various 
philanthropio  movements.  On  the  outbreak  of  the  war 
with  Russia,  followed  by  the  disasters  of  the  Crimea,  he 
was  selected  to  be  one  of  the  local  honorary  secretaries 
to  th«  Patriotic  Fond,  and  so  willingly  and  faitkftilly 
did  he  discharge  the  duties  that  he  was  requested  to  act 
in  a  similar  capacity  in  connection  with  the  fund  for  the 
relief  of  the  sufferers  of  the  Indian  mutiny.  He  was 
alto  more  or  lest  identified  with  the  principal  philan- 
thropic institationt  in  the  borough,  and  in  many  ways 
he  promoted  their  interests.  Suffering  in  any  form 
ioflaeaosd  his  compassionate  heart,  and  his  purse  was 
ever  ready  to  suooonr  the  needy — so  ready,  indeed, 
that  it  is  feared  his  own  ciroomstanoes  often  suffered 
by  his  generosity.  In  religion  he  was  a  Chorohman, 
and  in  politics  a  Conservative ;  but  he  had  a  oathoUoitj 
of  spirit  which  induced  him  to  extend  his  good  works 
to  all  sects  and  all  parties.  As  an  employer  his  kindness 
could  not  be  exceeded,  and  to  the  representatives  of  the 
press,  and  all  who  had  business  relations  with  him, 
he  was  ever  obliging  and  courteous.  For  some  years 
previous  to  his  death  Mr  Barr  left  the  active  duties  of  his 
profession  to  his  partners,  and  oonfined  himself  almost 
entirely  to  those  pertaining  to  the  offloe  of  magistrates' 
slerk.  The  vigour  and  elastloity  by  which  he  was  marked 
in  the  prime  o.''  life  gave  way  before  bis  increasing  age. 
Two  or  three  years  ago  his  health  began  perceptibly  to 
fail,  and  the  part  that  he  has  since  taken  in  the  jndioial 
business  of  the  borough  has  gradually  decreased.  When, 
in  June,  1869,  Mr,  Bruoe  took  his  seat  on  the  bench 
as  stipendiary  magistrate,  Mr.  Barr  (who  was  spoken  of 
as  "  that  inestimable  and  good  man — their  venerable  aad 
venerated  olerk ")  said  he  felt  that  the  appointment  of 
Mr.  Bmoe  was  a  great  relief  to  himself.  Deceased  had 
been  thrice  married,  but  he  leaves  no  issue.  His  third 
wife,  who  survives  him,  was  Miss  Rogers,  of  Grantham, 
sister  of  Mrs.  Sootc,  the  widow  of  the  late  manager  of  the 
Yorkshire  Banking  Company.  On  the  faot  of  his  death 
being  made  known  great  regret  was  expressed  by  all 
classes  of  the  inhabitants.  The  burial  took  place  in  the 
family  vault,  Beokett-street  Cemetery,  Leeds.  The  very 
high  esteem  in  whioh  the  deceased  was  held  as  olerk  to 
the  borough  justices  for  thirty-five  years,  and  as  the  senior 
partner  of  an  eminent  firm  of  solicitors,  led  to  his  funeral 
being  attended  by  a  Tory  large  gathering  of  all  classes  of 
his  townsmen.  As  a  mark  of  respect  to  the  memory  of 
the  deceased  the  business  of  the  boruagh  sessions  of  the 
police-court  and  of  the  county  court  was  suspended  during 
the  funeral;  the  tradesmen  in  the  neighbourhood  of  Mount 
Pleasant,  deceased's  residence,  closed  their  shops  :  and  the 
bells  of  St.  George's  Church,  the  Town  Hall,  and  tjie  parish 
church  were  tolled. — Leed$  Mtretuy. 

MR.  J.  G.  TBBD,  Q.C. 
The  death  oi  John  Godfrey  Teeil,  Q.C,  Judge  of  the 
Lincoln  County  Courts,  took  place  at  Slough,  Bnoks^  on 
the  20th  October,  in  the  seventy-eighth  year  of  his  age. 
The  deceased  gentleman  was  the  son  of  the  late  John  Teed, 
Esq.,  who  was  MP.  for  Grampouod  early  in  the  present 
century,  by  his  marriage  with  Miss  Hannah  Godfrey.  He 
was  bom  on  the  7th  of  March,  1794,  and  was  called  to  the 
bar  at  Gray's-inn  in  May,  1816,  being  then  in  his  twenty- 
second  year.  After  twenty-four  years'  practice  at  the  bar 
he  was  created  a  Queen's  Counsel  in  1840,  at  the  same  time 
that  Lord  Westbnry  and  the  late  Lord  Justice  Sir  G.  J. 
Turner  received  their  silk  gowns.  On  the  30th  October, 
1862,  Mr.  Teed  was  appointed  Judge  of  the  Lincoln  Coun^ 
Courts  (Circuit  No.  17),  in  succession  to  the  late  Mr.  3. 
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O.  StoOTlton  Smith.  la  1848  Mr.  TmcI  BnaaoooMfaUj 
oontastM  the  reprMantation  of  Totnca,  bat  ■ino*  that 
tim«  he  made  no  attempt  to  enter  Fuliament.  He  waa  a 
iellow  of  the  Rojal  Sooiety  of  Literatare.  Mr.  Teed  waa 
twioe  married— flrat,  in  April,  1889,  to  Elisabeth,  dangh- 
ter  of  Jolin  Robert  Parker,  Eaq.,  of  Oreen-paric,  ooanty. 
Oorlc  (she  died  in  I8SS);  eeoondiT,  in  Angnat,  1855,  to 
liooiia,  widow  of  John  Campbell,  Bell,  Btq.  (ihe  died  in 
1857). 

FOBEIGN  XEIBUNALS  &  JOHISF&USENCC 

VALIDITY  OP  VOLUNTARY  8ETTLEMBNT  IN 
AMERICA. 

The  following  reyiew  of  the  Engliih  and  American  deci- 
sions on  this  subject  was  reoently  made  by  Blatehfotd,  J. 
(of  New  York),  in  «  caae  in  which  the  plaintiff  waa  the 
Hwignee  in  bankruptcy  of  one  Place,  the  aefsndanti  being 
Place  and  others,  claiming  under  a  voluntary  (poet-nuptial) 
settlement : — 

"  The  plaintiff  claims  that  the  settlement  made  by  .Tames 
K.  Place  on  his  wife,  of  the  Fifth  Avenue  property,  should 
be  set  aside  as  fraudulent  and  void,  becunse  made  with  an 
intent  to  hinder,  delay,  and  defraud  the  creditors  of  Jamee 
K.  Place.  The  settlement  was  a  voluntary  one,  made  in 
consideration  only  of  the  marriage  relation.  The  plaintiff, 
M  assignee  in  banVrntcy  of  James  K.  Place,  is  vested,  by 
virtue  of  the  I4th  section  of  the  Bankruptcy  Act,  with  all 
the  property  conveyed  by  the  bankrupt  in  fraud  of  his  cre- 
ditors. 

It  was  decided  by  the  Supreme  Court  of  the  United 
States,  in  1823  {Sexton  v.  Whteton,  8  Wbeaton,  229),  that  a 
voluntary  settlement  in  favour  of  a  wife  cannot  be  im- 
peached bj  subsequent  creditors  merely  because  it  was 
voluntary. 

In  Binds' t  Ltuee  v.  longworth  (11  Wheaton,  199),  in  1826 
the  doctrine  was  laid  down,  that  the  mere  fact  that  a 
gtantor  who  makes  a  deed  to  a  child  in  consideration  of 
affection,  is  in  debt  to  a  small  amonnt,  will  not  make  such 
deed  fraudulent  as  against  crediton  if  it  be  shown  that  the 
grantor  was  in  prosperous  circumstances  and  anembarrasaed, 
that  the  gift  to  the  child  was  a  reasonable  provision,  accor- 
ding to  his  state  and  condition  in  life,  and  that  enough  was 
left  for  the  payment  of  the  debts  of  the  grantor.  This 
doctrine  was  approved  by  the  Coart  of  Appeals  of  New 
York,  in  1861,  in  Carpenter  v.  Ro*  (10  New  York,  227),  and 
in  1882,  in  Babceek  ▼.  HehUr  (24  New  York,  623).  The 
caae  last  cited  also  says,  that  subsequent  indebtednesi 
cannot  be  invoked  to  make  that  ftandnlent  which  waa 
honest  and  free  from  impeachment  at  the  time. 

In  Van  Wyek  v.  Anrari^,  (6  Paige,  62,)  in  1836,  Chancellor 
Walworth  said  :  '  I  presnme  it  cannot  be  seriously  urged, 
that  where  a  parent  makes  an  advancement  to  his  cliild, 
honestly  and  fairly  retaining  in  his  own  hands  at  the  same 
time  property  sufficient  to  pay  all  his  debts,  snch  chili  will 
be  bound  to  refund  the  advancement  for  the  benefit  of 
creditors,  if  it  afterwards  happens  that  the  parent,  either  by 
misfortune  or  fraud,  does  not  actually  pay  all  his  debts 
which  existed  at  the  time  of  the  advancement.' 

In  Bank  of  tht  United  Statu  v.  Boutman  (6  Paige,  526), 
in  1837,  the  same  jndge  said,  that  it  was  the  settled  law 
of  New  York,  that  a  voluntary  conveyance  was  not  per  m 
frsttdolent,  even  as  against  creditors  to  whom  the  granter  was 
indebted  at  the  date  of  the  deed. 

In  Fraitry.  Wettem  (1  Barbour's  Ch.  R.,  220),  in  1845, 
the  same  jndge  says :  '  The  law  sanctions  a  oonveyanoe 
founded  npon  the  consideration  of  blood  or  of  marriage 
merely.  The  legal  preenmption,  therefore  is,  that  such  a 
oonreyance  is  vidid,  and  not  a  fraud  upon  the  rights  of  any 
one.' 

In  Parith  V.  Jfurphree  (13  Howard,  98),  in  1851,  the 
result  of  the  cases  in  regard  to  the  statute  of  13  Eliz.  ren- 
dering void  conveyances  made  with  intent  to  delay,  hinder, 
or  defraud  creditors,  is  well  summed  up  by  ttie  (3onrt,  in 
these  words  :  '  The  various  constructions  which  have  been 
given  to  the  statutes  of  frauds  by  the  courts  of  England  and 
of  this  country,  would  seem  to  have  been  influenced  to 
some  extent,  from  an  attempt  to  give  a  general  application 
of  the  words  of  the  statute,  instead  of  its  intent.  No  pro- 
vision can  be  drawn  so  as  to  define  minutely  the  circum- 
stances under  which  frauil  may  be  committed.  If  an  indi- 
vidual, being  in  debt,  shall  make  a  voluntary  conveyance  of 
his  entire  property,  it  would  be  a  clear  case  of  fraud  ;  but 


this  rule  would  not  apply  if  such  a  conveyance  be  nude  I7 
a  person  free  from  all  embarrassments,  snd  withont  niencte 
to  fetnre  responsibilities.      But,  between  then  ertnsKi, 
numberleas  cases  arise,  under  facts  and  drcnmstueeiwludi 
must  be  minutely  examined,  to  ascertain  their  tine  dune- 
ter.     To  bold  that  a  settlement  of  a  small  amoost  k  m 
individuid  in  independent   circumstances,  and  wfaioi,  if 
known  to  the  public,  would  not  affect  his  credit,  is  fnodi- 
lent,  would  be  a  perversion  of  the  statute.    It  did  sot  in- 
tend thus  to  disturb  the  oidinaiy  and  safe  transtctioH  is 
society,  made  in  good  faith,  and  which  at  the  time  labjwtid 
the  crediton  to  no  haxard.    The  statute  deeigned  to  fnlubit 
frauds,  by  protecting  the  rights  of  creditors.  If  the  liicii  ud 
circumstances  show  clearly  a  fraudulent  intent,  the  eoDTej- 
ance  is  void  against  all  creditors,  past  or  future.   Vhin  1 
voluntary  conveyance  is  made  by  an  individual  free  bm 
debt,  with  a  ptirpose  of  committing  a  fraud  on  fntuR  cndi- 
tors,  it  is  void  under  the  statute.     And,  if  a  settlemoit  \* 
made  without  any  fraudulent  intent,  yet,  if  the  amount  tint 
conveyed  impaired  the  means  of  the  grantor,  so  u  to  hinder 
or  delay  his  creditors,  it  is,  as  to  them,  void.' 

These  were  the  generally  accepted  doctrines  in  regsid  to 

voluntary  settlements,  until  the  decision  of  Lord  Chancdlgr 

Weetbury,  in  1864,  in  the  case  of  Spirett  v.  Wilhiei  (S  De 

Q.  J.  k  S.  293),  and  in  that  case  it  is  said :  '  The  pliintif 

sues  a*  a  creditor  to  set  aside  a  voluntary  settlsmmt,  oc 

deed  of  gift,  made  by  the  defendant,  his  debtor.  The  ^■ 

tiff's  debt  was  contracted  before  the  time  of  mikiiig  the 

settlement.     He  has  since  recovered  judgment  at  law,  sad 

the  debtor  has  become  bankrupt     The  plaintiff  complains, 

in  the  words  of  the  statute  of  Elizabeth,  that  Us  judgment 

and  execution  are  hindered,  delayed,  and  defrandM,  by  the 

conveyance  of  the  goods  and  chattels  of  his  debtor,  made  by 

this  voluntary  settkment.    Ihe  defence  is,  thst,  at  the  ^ 

of  ""tiring  the  settlement,  the  debtor  reserved  and  hadjno- 

perty  enough  to  pay  the  plaintiff  and  all  his  other  crtdnon 

in  full,  uia  that  the  settlement,  therefore,  is  notfnndnlcEt, 

because  the  debtor  remained  solvent  after  he  had  made  it 

There  is  some   inconsistency   in   the    decided  _  oases  m 

the  subject   of  conveyances  in  fraud   of  'creditcra,  but 

I  think  the  following  concltudona  axe  well  founded.  If 

the  debt  of  the  creditor  by  whom  the  voluntary  srtlle- 

ment  is   impeached    existed    at  the   date   of  the  stttle- 

ment,  and  it  is  shown  that  the  remedy  of  the  eaSia 

is  deifeated  or  delayed  by  the  existence  of  the  settlsast, 

it   is   immaterial    whether   the    debtor   was  or  was  »( 

solvent  after  making  the  settlement.      But,  if  a  volmtuy 

settlement    or  deed  of  gift  be  impeached  by  aabseqnat 

creditors  whose  debts  had  not  been  contracted  at  the  dite 

of  the  settlement,  then  it  it  is  necessary  to  show  either  tbt 

the  settlor  made  the  settlement  with  express  intent  to  dlisf , 

hinder,  or  defrand  creditors,  or  that,  after  the  ssttloeBl, 

the  settlor  had  no  sufficient  means  or  reasonable  e^srtatiis 

of  being  able  to  pay  his  then  existing  debts,  that  is  t»  aj. 

was  reduced  to  a  state  of  insolvency,  in  which  ease  the  kv 

infers  that  thr  x^Hlement  waa  made  with  intent  (0  dtUf, 

hinder,  or  defraud  creditors,  and  is,  therefore,  t*"**^ 

and  void.     It  is  obvious  that  the  fact  of  a  voluntary  sma 

retaining  money  euough  to  pay  the  debts  which  he  o««i  * 

the  time  of  making  the  settlement,  but  not  aetnally  ps^ 

them,  cannot  give  a  different  character  to  the  settleontv 

take  it  out  of  Qie  atatnte.  It  still  remains  a  voluntary  sBw- 

tion  or  deed  of  gift,  whereby,  in  the  event,  the  remedwj' 

creditors  are  delayed,  hindered  or  defrauded.  I  am,  ♦''•J*!!^ 

of  opinion  that  this  settlement  is  void  as  against  thspUotiC 

This  esse  of  Spirett  v.  Willowt  came  under  considoitiiii » 

Fr**num  v.  Fope,  in  1869  (L  R  9  Eq.   206).      Inthstow 

a  subsequent  creditor  of  the  settlor's  brouigfat  the  Mit  tt 

set  aside  as  fraudulent  and  void  under  the  statute  <f  1> 

Eliz.,  as   against  the  creditors  of  the  settlor,  a  settlcnest 

of  a  policy  of  life    insurance,  made  by  the  settlor  ^« 

his  god-daughter,  in  consideration  of  affection.    Tice  <*»■ 

cellor  James  says  :    '  Were  this  case  absolutely  <"•  ™J 

authority,  I  should  have  thought  that  the  qni«tioBlW 

put  to  myself  under  the  statute  was,  iu  the  wordi  «l  * 

statute,  whether  there  was  actually  any  intention,  by  tw 

settlement,  on  the  part  of  the  settlor,  to  defeat,  binte* 

delay  his  creditors.    If  I  were  a  special  jurymsn.  to  w»« 

such  a  question  were  put  to  ne  by  the  judge,  1  should,  ■Vj"^ 

facts  of  this  case,  come  to  the  conclusion  that  this  Cl*''^^''? 

had  no  such  intention  whatever.     I  am  satisfied  that  be  «* 

not  any   idea  whatever    of   defranding    or  ^^"'^J^ 

creditors,  by  making  that  seitlement  in  favour  ef  bis^ 

daughter,  of  the  policy  of  insurance.'^    He  then  ssyi  *■» 


Digitized  by 


Google 


Oct.  28,  1871.  THE  SOLICITORS'  JOURNAL  &  REPORTER. 


929 


Jie  conud6rf  bimaelf  bonnd  by  the  deciaion  of  Lord  Weitbory 
in  Spirett  t.  WiUom,  though  he  caonot  follow  the  raaaoniog. 
He  then  quote*  the  material  pointe  of  the  judgment  of  Lord 
Weatbury  a*  above  cited,  and  comments  upon  them  thua : 
'  That  i*  to  aay,  it  ia  himaterial  irhether  the  de  btor  bad  any 
intention  whaterer  of  dafeating  bia  ereditora  ;  but  if  in  the 
reault,  from  aoaae  accident,  a  amaU  debt  remained  unpaid  for 
aome  yaara,  and  by  reaaon  of  a  Tolnntary  aettlement  and 

«ab*eqoent  inaoWenoy  of  the  debtor  the  creditor  waa  de- 
layed in  the  payment  of  bia  debt,  then,  however  honest 
the  aettlement  was,  however  solvent  the  settlor  waa ,  at  the 
time,  if  at  the  time  ha  had  £100,000,  and  pat  £100  in  the 
aettlement,  and  acreditorfbraay  £IOhappeDedtob«napaidin 
oonaeqnence  of  the  aettlor  loaing  bia  money  in  the  interval, 
that  would  be  qaite  sufficient  to  aet  aside  the  voluntary  set- 
tlement That  ia  the  deciaion  of  Lord  Weatbnry.  I  am 
bound  by  that  decision,  and,  therefore,  although  bound  to 
expreaa  my  extra  jndicial  opinion  that  thia  gentleman, 
having  regard  to  hia  income  and  bis  meana,  had  no  inten- 
tion whatever  to  cbeat  hi*  creditora  at  that  time,  I  must 
judioially  declare  thia  settlement  to  be  iraadnlent  and  void 
as  againat  hia  creditora  '  Thia  case  of  Frtemim  v.  Pop*  waa 
appealed  and  heard  on  appeal  before  Lord  Chancellor 
Uatherley  and  Lord  Justice  Oiifard  in  1870  (Eng.  L.  R. 
6  Ch.  638).  The  Lord  Chancellor,  in  hia  judgment, 
after  holding  that,  if  the  neoeaaary  effect  of.  an 
inatrument  u  to  defeat,  hinder,  or  delay  creditor*, 
that  neeeaaary  effect  mnst  be  considered  aa  evidencing 
the  intention  to  do  ao,  whatever  view  may'  be 
taken  aa  to  what  waa  actually  paasing  in  the  mind  of  the 
maker  of  the  iustrument,  says,  that,  in  the  case  of  Spirett  v. 
Willotet,  there  waa  direct  and  positive  evidence  of  an  inten- 
tion to  defraud,  independently  of  the  consequences  which 
'followed  or  which  mi(iht  have  been  expected  to  follow,  from 
the  aet,  fie  adds  :  '  Bat  it  ia  established  by  the  authorities, 
that,  in  the  abaenoe  of  any  auch  direct  proof  of  intention,  if  a 
p«non  owing  debta  make*  a  aettlement  which  anbtneta  from 
the  property  which  ia  the  proper  fund  for  the  payment  of 
those  debts  an  amount  without  which  the  debta  can- 
not be  paid,  then,  since  the  necesaary  conaequeace  of 
^e  settlement  (supposing  it  effectual),  that  some  creditors 
jnnat  remain  unpaid,  it  would  be  the  duty  of  the  judge  to 
direct  the  jury  that  they  moxt  infer  the  intent  of  the  aettlor 
to  have  been  to  defeat  or  delay  hia  creditora,  and  that  the 
'«aae  ia  within  the  atatnte.'  He  then  refers  to  what  he  apeaka 
of  aa  the  dieta  of  Lord  Westbury  in  the  case  of  Spirett  v. 
WMwt,  and  especially  pointa  oat  tbe  following  remark  of 

-JLord  Westbury,  aa  a  dictum  :  '  If  the  debt  of  the  creditor 
ly  whom  the  voluntary  aettlement  ia  impeached,  exiated  at 

-.the  date  of  the  settlement,  and  it  ia  ahown  that  the  remedy 
of  the  creditor  is  defeated  or  delayed  by  the  exiatence  of  tlie 
settlement,  it  is  immaterial  whether  the  debtor  waa 
or  waa  not  solvent  after  making  the  settlement.' 
In  regard  to  thia  dielum,  he  says  :  'This  expression  of 
opinion  on  the  part  of  the  Lord  Chancellor  waa  by  no  meana 
seceasary  for  the  deciaion  of  the  case  before  him,  where  the 
j«ettlor  waa  guilty  of  a  plain  and  manifeet  fraud.  It  is  ex- 
preaaed  in  very  targe  terms,  probably  too  large ;  bat  it  ia 
unneeeasary  to  revert  to  it  in  the  present  case.'  He  then 
hold*  that  the  decree  of  Vice-Chancellor  Jauiea  was  right, 
on  the  ground  that,  irrespective  of  the  question  whether 

•there  was  an  actual  intention  to  delay  creditors,  the  facta 
-were  auch  aa  to  ahow  that  the  necesaary  consequence  of  what 
was  done  was  to  delay  them.  In  the  same  caae.  Lord  Juatice 
.Oiffard  aaya  that  the  propositions  laid  down  in  Spirett  ▼. 
JFilhwt,  taken  aa  abstract  propositions,  go  too  far  and 
Iteyond  what  the  law  ia.  In  reapect  to  voluntary  aettlementa, 
be  aaya  that  an  intent  to  defeat  creditora  may  be  inferred 

Jin  »  variety  of  waya.    '  For  instance,  if,  aner  deducting 

"the  property  which  ia  the  subject  of  the  voluntary  settle- 

.snent,  aafficient  available  aaaeta  are  not  left  for  the  payment 
of  tbe  aettlor'a  debta,  then  the  law  iofera  intent,  and  it 
-^ronld  be  the  duty  of  a  judge,  in  leaving  the  coae  to  th* 

jury  to  tell  the  jury  that  they  mast  presume  that  that  was 
tSM  intent.  Again,  if,  at  the  date  of  the  aettlement,  the 
peraon  making  the  aetUement  was  not  in  a  position  actually 
to  pay  his  creditora,  the  law  would  infer  that  he  intended, 

.'by  nutking  the  voluntary  aettlement,  to  defeat  and  delay 
t£em.' 

It  ia,  therefore,  quite  clear,  that  nothing  in  the  oaae  of 
jBpirettr.  Willotps  oti&ngea  the  settled  viewa  held  in  £ng- 

'.Saud  and  the  TToited  States  prior  to  that  oaae,  aa  to  the 

,2>roper  construction  of  the  atatnte  of  13  Eliz. 

The  stirtate  of  New  York  (3  B.  &  137,  a.  1),  declaring 


oonveyancea  of  and  charge*  npon  property  made  with  th* 
intent  to  hinder,  delay,  or  deinAd  oraditon  to  bo  void,  aa 
•gaiuat  the  person  ao  hindered,  delayed,  or  defrauded,  is, 
in  aubatanoe,  the  same  in  ita  proviaion*  as  the  let  aeotion 
ofthe  atetute  of  13  Elix.  o.  5.  The  atatnte  of  New  York 
klao  oontaina  the  proviaion  (2  B.  S.  187,  a.  4),  that  the 
question  of  soohfraadolent  intent  shall,  in  all  oases,  be 
deemed  a  qaeetion  of  fact  and  not  of  law,  and  that  no 
conveyance  or  charge  shall  be  adjudged  fraudulent  as 
againat  creditors  or  purchasers  aolely  oa  the  ground  that 
it  waa  not  fonnded  on  a  valuable  consideration." 

And  the  Court  finally  decided  in  favour  ofthe  plainti£b, 
on  the  ground  that  the  aettlement  did  not  leave  Place  in  a 
condition  of  inaolvenoy. 

[We  take  the  caaa  from  the  CMcagt  Legal  Nnot^ 


We  commend  Mr.  Lincoln's  rule  in  regard  to  fees  as 
worthy  of  all  respect  and  imitation.  He  accepted  5,000 
dolliura,  for  the  argument  twice  of  a  very  im|>ortant  railway 
canae,  which  waa  decided  favourably  to  hia  clients,  and 
which  affected  their  iutereat  nearly  half  a  million  of  dollars. 
Pending  the  negociatioxu  for  the  payment  of  his  fees,  he 
made  the  fdlowing  private  memorandum,  aa  the  expresaion 
of  hia  views  npon  the  subject :  "  Are.  or  are  not,  tbe  amount 
of  labour,  tbe  doubtfulneaa  and  difficulty  of  the  qneation, 
the  degree  of  anocess  in  the  result,  and  the  amount  of  pecu- 
niary interest  involved,  not  merely  in  the  particular  caae, 
but  covered  by  the  principlea  decided,  and  thereby  aecured 
to  the  client,  all  proper  elements,  by  the  custom  of  the 
profession,  to  consider  in  determining  what  is  a  reasonable 
fee  in  a  given  caae  F"  We  abonld  be  sorry  to  shock  tiie 
sensibility  of  any  by  comparing  small  things  with  great — 
but  we  fear  there  are  more  men  in  the  country,  entirely 
competent  to  rise  to  the  comprehension  ofthe  sublime  signi- 
ficance of  the  issuing  of  the  Emancipation  proclamation, 
than  there  are  who  coold  truly  {estimate  the  deep  sense  of 
justice  involved  in  this  plain  commentary  upon  the  proper 
elements  of  profeaaional  charge. — Amtriean  Lavi  Segitttr. 

The  Joint  Commission  for  the  adjustment  of  claims 
other  than  the  Alabama,  provided  for  by  article  12  of  the 
Treaty  of  Washington,  will  meet  for  organization  in  this 
city,  at  the  State  Department,  on  Tuesday.  Mr.  Russell 
Gamer,  the  British  Commisaioner,  with  Mm.  Qnmey.  has 
arrived  here.  Mr,  Oumey  ia  accompanied  by  Mr.  A.  A.  Clive, 
a  young  London  borriater,  and  Mr.  Korthcote,  oon  of  Sir 
Stafford  Northcote,  of  the  recent  High  Commission,  as  hia 
aaaooiatea.  The  organization  of  the  Commisaion  will  make 
three  mixed  daima  Commiaaiona  in  aesiaion  in  this 
city,  viz. — The  Mexican,  the  Spanish  (which  has  or- 
ganized but  not  yet  proceeded  to  buainess),  Hnd  the 
British.  The  adjnatraent  of  the  mattera  over  which  theae 
Commiaaiona  have  joriadiction,  together  with  the  concluaiona 
of  the  Oeneva  tribnnal,  will  aubatantially  clear  the  docket 
of  the  United  States'  Oiivemmen^  ao  far  a*  the  nations  of 
the  world  are  concerned.  The  enforcement  of  the  award  of 
the  Venezuela  convention  ia  the  only  other  matter  likely  to 
provoke  hostile  action  on  the  part  of  thia  O-overnment.  It 
moat  be  remembered  in  regard  to  the  CommiHsion  which 
meeta  on  Tneaday,  that,  by  the  terms  ofthe  treaty,  no  claims 
can  be  considered  which  did  not  arise  with  either  Qovern- 
ment  between  April  IS.  1861,  and  April  9,  1865,  inclusive. 
The  Convention  of  1853,  of  which  the  late  Josbua  Batee 
waa  umpire,  doaed  their  proceedings  in  May,  1855,  having 
conaidend  aeventy-seven  eaaes  preeented  by  tbe  British 
Oovemment,  and  fcrt^  by  the  United  Statea'  Govem- 
meut.  A  large  mqoritj  of  the  caaea  were  rejocted. 
Written  opiniona  were  rendered  in  only  tweniy-two. 
From  the  close  of  that  Convention  up  to  the  period 
named,  which  fixes  the  jurisdiction  of  tbe  presont  Com- 
mission, there  are  no  recorded  claims  lor  adjustment, 
and  they  could  not  be  considered  by  tbe  terms  of  tlie  treaty 
even  if  there  were.  As  may  be  soppoaed  the  number  of 
claims  on  the  part  of  citiaena  of  th*  Uuitad  States'  Oovem- 
ment, to  which  thia  Commiaaion  ia  confined,  will  be  very 
small,  both  in  number  and  amount.  Tha  claims  of  British 
subjects,  however,  will  be  disproportionately  large,  for  they 
will  include  all  the  reclamations  for  act*  done  by  our  army 
and  navy  during  the  war.  Thia  will  involve  a  i^reat  deal 
of  arduous  labour  upon  the  Oommission,  for  the  »rreat 
majority  of  these  claims  involve  a  political  question,  or  have 
a  political  baaia,  imd  most  therefore  be  atrenaounly  re.4is  ed 
by  the  represantativea  of  the  United  States  Quvrrnment.— 
Aitc  Yi>rk  Timet. 
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SOCIETIES  AND  INSTITlTriOKS . 

THE  LAW  STUDENTS'  DEBATING  SOCIETY. 

Thii  Society  held  ita  first  meeting  for  the  ensain;  aesnon 
at  Uie  Iaw  Institution  on  Tuesday  last,  at  which  Mr.  R. 
F.  Aoatin  presided.  The  Society,  after  dispoain^  of  its 
general  buainesa,  oocnpied  the  remainder  of  the  ereaing  in 
discnasing  a  proposed  important  amendment  in  its  rules, 
which,  however,  was  ultimately  negatived.  The  attendance 
was  large. 

ARTICLED  CLERKS'  SOCIETY. 
A  meeting  of  this  society  was  held  at  Clemeaf  s-inn  Hall 
on  Wednesday,  October  25th,  Mr.  While  in  the  chair.      A 
non-legal  subject  waa  discosaed. 


LIVERPOOL  LAW  STUDENTS'  SOCIETY. 
A  meeting  of  this  Society  was  held  at  the  Law  Library, 
on  Thursday,  the  19th  October  inat.  Mr.  A  D.  Townaend, 
solicitor  presiding.  The  subject  for  debate  waa  "  la  the 
purchase  of  the  railways  by  the  Government  desinble !"  The 
x^uestion  was  decided  in  the  negative  by  the  casting  vote  of 
the  shairman. 


COUBT  PAPEBS. 


QUEEN'S  BENCH. 
Sittings  at  Nisi  Prins  in  Middlesex  and  London,  before  the 
Right  Hon.  Sir  A.  E.  Cockbttbn,  Bart.,  in  and  after 
Michaelmas  Term,  1871. 

In  Tkbh. 

Middlesex. 

Friday Not.    8  I  Friday Nor.  17 

Friday „     10 1 

London. 
There  will  not  be  any  sittings  dnring  Tena  in  London. 

ArncB  Txsm. 

Middlesex.  I  London. 

Monday    Not.  27  |  Monday   Dec.  11 

The  Court  will  sit  at  Nisi  Prius  on  Mondays  at  half-past 
10  o'clock,  and  on  all  other  days  at  10  o'clock. 

The  Causes  in  the  List  for  each  of  the  above  Sitting  Days 
in  Term,  if  not  disposed  of  on  those  Days,  will  be  tried  by 
Adjournment  on  the  days  following  each  of  inch  Sitting 
Days. 

COMMON  PLEAS. 

Sittings  at  Nisi  Prius  in  Middlesex  and  London,  befora  the 
Rignt  Hon.  Sir  William  Bovill,  Knt.,  at  Westminstw, 
in  and  after  Michaelmas  Term,  1871. 

IhTbrm. 

Middlesex. 

Friday  Not.  8  I  Friday Not.  17 

Friday  7  | 

London. 
The  Court  will  not  ait  in  London  dnring  Term. 

Aftkb  Tksh. 

Middlesex.  I  London. 

Monday    Nov.  27  |  Monday    Dec.  11 

The  Conrt  will  ait  at  Nisi  Prins  on  Monday*  at  half.paat 
10  o'clock,  and  on  all  other  days  at  10  o'clock. 


EXCHEQUER  OF  PLEAS. 

Sittings  at  Nisi  Prins  in  Middlesex  and  London,  before  the 
Right  Hon.  Sir  FrrzaoY  Kbllt,  Knt,  in  and  after  Mi- 
chaelmas Term,  1871. 

In  Tebh. 

Middlesex. 

Friday Nov.    2-1  Friday Not.  17 

Friday 10  | 

London. 
The  Conrt  will  not  sit  in  London  during  Term. 


Aptbb  Tebk. 
Middlesex.  I  London. 

Monday  Not.  27  |  Monday .Detll 

The  Conrt  wUl  (it  in  Middlesex  in  Term,  by  idjoinmeiit 
from  day  to  day  until  the  Causes  entered  for  the  rapectiTt 
sittings  ate  disposed  oL 

The  Conrt  wul  sit  at  Nisi  Prins  on  Mondays  at  biU-p^ 
10  o'clock,  and  on  all  other  days  at  10  o'clock. 

EXCHEQUER  CHAMBER. 
The  Conrt  will  sit  Friday,  Nor.  8  at  10  o'clock. 

COURT  OF  CRIMINAL  APPEAL. 
The  Court  will  sit  Sstniday,  Nov.  11  at  10  o'ckx^ 


PUBLIC  COMPANIES. 

OOTKBinfENT  FtTRDS. 
Last  Quotatioit,  Oot.  37, 1871. 
rtvm  Uu  0/letal  Utt  tfllit  oclaoJ  6iinai  lr«u«M. 


S  per  Cent.  OonaoU,  91{ 
Ditto  for  Aeoonnt,  Nor.  3,  >1{ 
S  per  Cent.  Bednoad  «4 
New  a  per  Cent.,  »li 
Do.  tl percent.,  Jaa.'>« 
00.  If  per  Cent..  Jan. '«4 
Do.  I  per  Cent.,  Jan.  'IS 
lanaitiee.Jan.'se— 


I  Annuities,  April,  'It 
Do.  (Bad  Sea  T.)  Aug.  iMt 
Bx  Bills. 41000,  —  par  Ct<  D  B 
Ditto,  £»00,  Da  —  I  p  m 

Ditto, «iao  *  <ua,  — ifB 

Bank  of  Kaglsnd  Stock. «)  (» 
Ct.  (Ikst  hair-]nw)  la 
I  ntto  for  Aeooiint, 


nSIAH  OOTKBMMKHT  BBOUBITIBB. 


India  Stk.,  10|pC(apf.'74,*06 

Ditto  for  Aeoonnt 

Ditto  6perCant.,Jal7,'se  in^ 

Ditto  for  Aoeonnt.  — 

Ditto  4  perCeat.,  Dot.  'M  IOi| 

Ditto.ditto.Ccrtlfloaies,  — 

Ditto  Bnlkoed  Ppr.,  4  per  Cent.M 


Ind.Xnf.Pr.,«  pC.,Ju.'>lll> 
Ditto,  Si  per  Csat.,lIiT,1»m 
Ditto  Deoentans,  per  On.. 

April, 'Si- 
Do.  Do  .5  per  Cent.,  Alt- '"■'> 
Do.  Bonds,  4perCt.,£lSHllr« 
Ditto,  ditto,  ondM  <IM». » »■ 


BAILWAT  STOCK. 


Kallwayc. 

Paid. 

Ota*«Fta.. 

lltook 

Bristol  and  Kzeter _.»............— 

too 

m 

Stock 

Caledonian...^... 

100 

II4( 

fttook 

m&kffow  and  Boath.Western 

loe 

ISO 

114 

Stock 

QraatCastern  Ordinary  Stook   — 

Mi 

Stock 

Do.,laet  Anglian  Stook,  Mo.  a  ....„._ 

100 

Stock 

Great  Northern   _....,.„....... 

10* 

m 

Dtoek 

Do.,  A  Stook*    ............>..«».«.-...... 

too 

m   . 

Stodi 

areatSonthern  and  Weatem  of  Ireland 

100 

IK 

9laek 

Oroat  Weotem— Orlffinal 

100 
10* 

ini 

Stock 

LanaaddreandTorkahire  ................. 

•^ 

Stock 

London,  Brighton,  and  Sontb  Coast...... 

100 

•S 

Stock 

Lamdon,Chatham,  and  Dover...... 

1*0 

.)!l 

Stock 

London  sad  Nortlt-Wettem 

100 

Stock 

1*0 
100 

Mil 

Stock 

l(anoheater,8heffleld,and  Linoola 

'? 

Stock 
Stook 

HetropoUtan. „ „.„,.. 

Midland  

100 

too 

Stock 

too 

W 

Stock 

Nortli  Britiah" I 

10* 

Stock 
Stock 

Norfch  Londoo  ■•• 

10* 
100 

a 

North  Suaordsliire....«....M ~ 

il» 

Siock 
Slock 
Stock 

1*0 
100 
100 

M 

•t 

TaffV«le 

Ml 

•  A  reeetvee  ao  divtdeod  onMl  •  per  oeot.  umm  b—m  paid  w  i 


UONBT  MABKar  AND  CiTT  iNTBLLtORNCS. 

In  spite  of  the  5  per  cent.  Bank  rate,  the  muketi  b" 
been  firm  ;  it  was  almost  universally  believed  Uat  it  * 
Bank  directors'  meeting  on  Thursday  the  rata  Toalii  W 
lowered ;  this  however  fell  out  otherwise.  Railirsp  M  • 
trifle  when  it  became  known  that  no  alteimtioa  hid  bea 
made,  but  a  rally  soon  ensned. 

The  prospectus  of  the  SociM*  Fransaiaa  dss  AipM» 
Limited,  has  been  issued,  the  capital  bong  £80,000  0  i,w 
shares  of  £10  each.  The  comiiany  is  established  fe  <* 
purpose  of  purchasing  and  acquiring — (1)  The  iww^ 
Oarde  Bois,  Xovagny,  in  Haute  Savoie,  Fnnoe;  tSTTbe 
mine  of  St.  Jean  de  Maruiiols,  situate  near  St  AmlPtt 
Gard,  France  ;  ^3)  The  business,  works,  niadiiWT  " 
Lovagny,  and  the  plant,  and  stock-in-trade  of  the  coo^- 
canroig  on  business  at  Nos.  14  and  16,  Eue  CmiJ,  "?^ 
and  known  as  the  Sociit^  Franjaise  des  AsphaltM-  I'' 
concessions  for  both  minos  are  in  perpetuity.  The  StJs" 
Mines  are  not  subject  to  any  rowJty.  Tbe  Gud*  ^ 
Mines  are  subject  to  a  royalty  of  2  Ir.  50  c  per  ton,  J^** 
to  a  former  proprietor.  "The  works  of  Garde  B<as  are  rt""' 
alongside  the  Paris,  Lyons,  and  Mediterranean  iul^y>  *" 


Digitized  by 


Google 


Oct.  28, 1871.  THE  SOLICITORS'  JOURNAL  &  REPORTER. 


931 


n  in  full  working  order.  The  French  Sooiiti  Franjaiae 
.as  ABphaltes  U  now  engaged  in  laying  down  aaphalta  at 
'.paras;  Hirrille,  and  other  places  in  France.  Thii  asphalte 
at  been  saooeHfully  laid  in  Paiifl  and  sereral  towna  in 
'Vance. 

The  Mineral  Hill  Silver  MinM  Company  (Limited),  an- 
ounce  the  receipt,  per  steamer  "CSty  of  New  Vorlc,"  from 
Tevr  Tork,  of  ten  bars  oi  silver,  Talae  18,944  doll. 

Jlexion  Kailway  Scrip  closed  at  3  and  2  dis.,  and  the  folly 
lid  bonds  67  and  68. 

The  Soath  Aurora  Silver  Hining  Company  have  received 
!r  steamer  "  Dentschland  "  nine  Dan  of  silver  &om  their 
lines,  value  10,04S,41  dols. 


Hr.  D.  R.  Blaine,  the  recently  appointed  jadse  of  the 
or^amberland  Connty  Court  Circuit  succeeds  Sir  J. 
irdly  Wilmot^  Bart.,  in  the  Karylebone  Coart 
Mr.  Charles  L.  Hnghei,  solicitor,  of  Lincoln,  has  been 
'pointed  honorary  secretary  to  the  Linooln  branch  of  the 
itional  Edacation  Leagne.' 

Hr.  R.  K.  Fhilipps  was  tfwom  in  as  Recorder  of  Ponte- 
ict  on  the  23rd  of  October,  the  day  happening  to  be  his 
rthday.  There  being  no  oases  (or  trial,  he  was  presented 
'  the  mayor,  aooordmg  to  the  usnal  oostom,  with  a  pair 
white  kid  gloves.  Lord  Houghton  was  present  on  the 
casion,  and  congratulated  Mr.  Philippe  on  his  appoiat- 
int  as  recorder. 

Thb  Nbw  Yobk  KimiciPAL  FaACSS.— The  proceedings 
the  Kew  York  city  litigations  are  continually  becoming 
ire  entertaining.  Mr.  Justice  Barnard  has  let  up  his  in- 
iction  order  a  little  so  that  certain  departments  can 
row  money  to  meet  their  daily  wants.  The  power  of  the 
il  courts  having  been  sufficiently  exercised,  that  of  the 
ninal  is  now  invoked.  The  prosecutors  be^n  at  the  top 
procuring  a  warrant  for  misdemeanour  agamst  the  mayor 
iself.  The  justice  who  issued  it  stated  that  he  did  not 
ik  it  jnst  the  thing  to  arrest  the  chief  magistrate  of  the 
r,  bat,  if  Mr.  Hall  did  not  appear  and  answer  the  charge 
I  ftzed  time,  which  was  desigaated,  an  arrest  would  be 
it.— Albany  Late  Journal. 

"KB  Anqlo-Ajiesican  Coiuiissioy. — The  Albany  Law 
rnal  says,  with  reference  to  the  proceedings  before  the 
imiasioners  sitting  under  the  Washington  Convention, 
:  no  cases  will  be  heard  by  the  IJuited  States  and  British 
ms  commission  before  December.  The  rules  adopted  do 
ezclnde  any  claims  having  the  colour  of  justice.  The 
US  of  British  snbjeets  residing  in  the  South  during  the 
war  will  not  exceed  5,000,000  dols.  About  7,500  claims 
)  been  indexed  by  the  southern  claims  commission  ;  the 
egate  aokoant  of  alleged  damages  being  upwards  of 
06,000  dols.,  owing  to  seizures  of  supplies,  &o.,  for  the 
ted  States  troops,  belonging  to  those  claiming  damages 
have  been  Union  men  during  the  late  war.  Evidence  has 
1  taken  in  BOO  cases,  and  decisbns  arrived  at  are  150. 
jcKABLMAS  Tbiih.— The  lists  of  the  arrears  in  the  oom- 
law  courts  have  just  been  issued.  Only  38  new  trial 
I,  indndinjg  two  for  judgment,  appear  in  the  lists  of 
;hree  courts — 23  in  the  Queen's  Bench,  seven  in  the 
mon  Fleas,  and  eight  in  the  Exchequer,  with  two  for 
ment.  The  whole  arrears  of  the  three  courts  number 
180.  In  the  Queen's  Bench  there  are,  besides  the  23 
for  new  trials,  59  cases  in  the  special  paper  and  three 
;ged  rules.  In  the  Common  Pleas,  besides  the  7  trial 
,  44S  matters  in  the  special  paper,  two  enlarged  rules, 
I  case*  itandingf  for  ju^ment,  and  at  present  only  one 
tration  appeal.  In  the  Exchequer  there  are,  besides  the 
r  trials  (of  which  two  are  for  judgment)  of  errors  and 
tis,  3  for  judgment,  and  17'^  for  argument;  in  the 
iptory  paper  1  case,  in  the  special  paper  7  for  judg- 
,  and  13  for  argument.  It  seems  haidly  likely  that  the 
ter  of  registration  appeals  will  be  large,  though,  since 
appeals  can  be  lodged  during  the  first  four  days  of 
the  present  aolitaiy  case  may  have  some  fellows. 


X8TATEEZCHAN0E  SEPORT. 

AT  TEE  HART. 
Oct.  24.' — By  Messrs.  Smith  &  Ooldskith. 
near  Lisa   Station.— The  Ciddy  Hall  Farm  and  171a. 
Jp.,  freehold.      Sold  £4,600. 
atment,  containing  6a.  3r.  4p.,  on  Woolmer-forest.    Sold 


A  plot  of  land  oontaiatng  2a.  Or.  22p.     Sold  £200. 
A  plot  of  land  containing  9i.  Or.  39p.    Sold  £720. 

By  F.  Chancillor. 
Twickenham. — The  St.  Hargaref  a  Estate,  three  plots  of  land, 
42ft.  by  120ft.  each.    Sold  £120  each. 

By  Messrs.  Jonbb  &  BAOcnTT. 
Hoxton.— Pitfield-itreet.  No.  9,  long  leasehold.    Sold  £1,200. 
Bayswater-hill. — Nos.   1,  2,  9a,  and  10,  Victoria-grove-place, 

term  seven  jrears.     Sold  £140. 
Peckham— Lausanne-road,  a  plot  of  land,  22{t.  by  97ft    Sold 

£95. 

Bjr  Messrs.  Dbbbxkax,  Xewson  k  Farkbk. 
Kent,  Chislet — Six  enclosures  of  marsh  land,  containing   70a. 

2r.  39p.    Sold  £4,800. 
Three  enclosnies  of  marsh  land,  containing  60a.  Ir.  34p.      Sold 

£3.300. 
Essex,  near  Colchester. — Two  copyhold  farms,  containing  163a. 

0rT28p.    SoU  £6,600. 
An  enclosure  of  copyhold  land,  containing  6a.  Ir.  lOp.    Sold 


The  Assembly  Rooms  and  Orchard,  containing  2a.  3r.  Ip.,  oopy> 
hold,  sitoate  in  Dedham.    Sold  £710. 

Dot  25.— By  Meesn.  Edwin  Fox  &  Bovsfibld. 
Peckham-rye. — Freehold  house.    Sold  £400. 
Creeds-cottege,  freehold.    Sold  £306. 
Bye-cottage,  freehold.    Sold  £305. 
Avenne-house,  with  stabling,  &o.,  freehold.    Sold  £810. 
Linden-house,  with  stabling,  jto.    Sold  £910. 
Freehold  detached  residence,  with  stabling  and  one  acre  of  land. 

Sold  £2,000. 
Hopetown-lodge,  freehold.    Sold  £610. 
Freehold  VilU,  with  stabling,  &c.    Sold  £585. 
EUwood-hooas,  with  stabling,  &c.,  freehold.    Sold  £670. 
Freehold  ViUa,  with  stabling,  &a.    Sold  £730. 
Freehold  residenoe,  with  oottege  and  large  garden.  Sold  £1,030. 
Plot  of  building  laid,  containiag  la.  2r.  ^■g.,  freehold.     Sold 

£1,020. 
Botherhitha.— Chnreh-street,  Xos.  40  and  41,  freehold.    Sold 

£200. 

Oct.  26. — ^By  Messrs.  Faoebsotheb,  Ltb,  ft  Webblbs. 
City,  King  Woliam-street,  No.  69,  term  22  years.    Sold  £1,760. 
New  Maiden,  No.  1,  Stow-villas,  with  garden  and  stabling, 

freehold.    fiWd  £780. 


■IRTHS,  MARRIAOIS.  AND  DSATHI. 

BIRTBS. 
Cakpbbli^Ob  Cot  26,  the  wife  of  Brace  Carapbdl,  Barqu- 
harrie,  Esq.,  of  the  Inner  Temple,  barrister-at-law,  of  a  son. 

UARRIAQES. 
Attwatbb — Thomas — On  Oct.  12,  at  the  parish  church,  Bat- 
tersea,  Charles  Attwatar,  of  34,  Highbury  New-park,  and  No. 
11,  Southampton-buildings,  Holbom,  solicitor,  to  Charlotte 
Ann,  ddest  daughter  of  Henry  Jumes  Thomas,  Esq.,  of  4, 
Bridge-road  West,  Battersea. 

DEATHS. 

Evans— On  Wednesday,  Oct.  25,  at  Elv,  Hugh  Bobert  Evans, 
Esq.,  of  Ely,  solicitor.  Clerk  of  the  Peace  for  the  connty  of 
Cambridge,  aged  66. 

Johnson — On  Oct  23,  at  his  residence,  William  Johnson,  soli- 
citor, of  Oreat  Dunmow,  Essex,  aged  58. 


LOIDOI  0AZETT£8. 


ONdtttrs  nto  S>  ft  SS  Ti«t  Mp.  Zi. 

FuDAT,Oet.30, 1171. 

AT«neIl,Vm,MIddIetoii-nI,Oamdeii-rd,  Holloirtr,  Qent.  Dee  I.  Donae, 

Friacast,  SpitslfielcU 
Bsmef,  Thos,  Brill,  Bneklngham,  Vanner.    Dae  IS.    Puksr,  Tbams 
Black,  Joseph,  BIna,  Batotaer.    Dee  10.    Faliner  ft  Co,  film 
Coekell,  Thos  Whitehead,  Huh,  Olsrfc.    Dec  1.    Ojme,  Braton 
Craddook,  Fns,  Lypaat,  Samsraal,  Esq.    Feb  U.    Crotwell  *  Daniel, 

Prome 
DtTtdxn,  Rev  Jebn  Noah,  aamllton-pl,  St  John's  Wood.    Nov  IT. 

Lydsll,  Soothampton-hldn,  Chsneer^-laae 
Dry,  Wm,  Oxford,  Oent.    Dec  30.    Dareaport  k  Robiuon,  Oxford 
Edwards,  Wm,  Bovdon  Hdl,  Ohashlre,  Bsq.    Dec  16.    OonlUre  k  Leaf, 

Uineh 
Bills,  John,  Mstheringham  Fan,  Unooln,  Farmar.    Dso  1.    Barton  Jk 

Scarer,  Uaeoln 
Ball,  Wn,  OambrUge-sti  nmlleo,  Bai|.    Nov  M.    Barroa,  Qoeen-st, 

CannoQ-st  a 

Bopkins,  Anne,  Bath,  Widow.    Dae  1.    Dvne,  Braton 
Hamiaa,  Ann,  Langford,   Boniafton,   Soaiarsat,   Widow.    Deo  M 

Smith  ft  Sons,  Famlral's^nn 
Hason,  Wm,  Brlghton-ter,  Brlxtoa,  Oent   Nov  17.    Lfiall  b  Sweeting, 

sioQUumpton-bldgs,  Chancerr-laas 
UoontaiD,  Joseph,  UMMkngt,  LlDeela,  Orecer.    Nov  to.    AlUiaa.. 

(•ooih 
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Nobl«,  RsM,  Tid  St  QUm,  Oimbridc*,  faia»t.    Hot  I.    Praser  h 

WUMD,  WUbMb 
Peltatt,  Ow,  Htrlioc,   Saucx,  Oenl.     Kov  11.     AllMrjr  *  Lucas, 

Uldharat 
riraot,  Wm  Hy,  Bristol,  Tailor.    Dm  I.    Wantejr.  Briitol 
Foliar,    Phtlip  Clprtenl  Uamblr,  CraT<n-blU.  Hyda-pk,  Eaq.    Dae  I. 

Staad  ft  Co,  Romiajr 
Smith,    Daol,    Eaathorpa,   Eanx,  Fanner.    Jan   16.     Baaamont,    Qt 

Ooin«al>all 
Throckmorton.  Harbart,  Natal,  South  AMea,  E«).    Dec  4.    Ward    * 

Co,  Orajr^lan^q 

TsiaDar,  Oet.  U,  it?  I. 

Armltage,  Oao,  Foreit  hill,    Keat,  Dyer.     Dae  10.     Oraao,    Aldar- 

masbur/ 
Beamonl,  Marr  Ann,  Soathport,  Laneashlre,  SptniUr.    Deal.    Molaa- 

wortb  ■  Haroh,  Roehdala 
Bowkar,  Tbes,  Hyde,  Cbaahiie,  Cotton  Tarn  Draaaar.    Dae  1.    Drink- 

watof ,  Hjrda 
CaiTingtoo,  SamI,  Cbaltenbam,  Qlooeeater,  Eaq.     Jan  1.     Griffith!, 

Ctaiianbam 
Ootea,  Manaal  Haria,  Lima,  Fern.    Dec  I     Clarke  fe  Oo,  Colaraan-at, 
Coook,  Anne,  BUpbam,  Laoeaahlre,  Widow.    Dee  II.    Brl(g<  A  Bailor, 

Bolton 
DaTlai.  Martha  Mary  Hallidaj,  Brompton-aq,  Sploatar.  Deo  S.  Altkana, 

Lincoln'a-lnn-fleldi 
Dawaon,  Soaaona,  Walnflaai  All  Sainta,  lineoln.  Widow.    Deo  1.    Bell, 

Loath 
E.tlin,  Wm,  Broadwater  Farm,  Earefleld,  Uiddleaax,  rumar.    Mot  M. 

WoodbridacB  A  Sana,  Oxbridxe 
Enerr,  Jaaob,  HamUa,  Haati,  Djar.    Not  S.    Sharp  k  Co,  Sootb- 

amptOB 
Etiy,  Wm,  Wadaa  Mill,  nr  Ware,  Hartlbid,  Oaot.   Not  M.   Walker* 

PoDtelraet 
Gnndjr,  Jaa,  OlUIbrd.at,  Bood-at.     Dee  16.     Taylor,  Klsg'a-td,  Bed- 
turd -row 
Howard,  Jotio,  llochdale,  Laacaahira,  Yeoman.    D«c  1.    Moleaworth  ft 

March,  Boebdala 
Kerr,  Alas,  LpooU  Hooaa  Painter.    D«c  I.    Tonlmhi  ft  Co,  Lpool 
Knowlaa,  Bdmond  Taldan,    Famham,    Sorrar,  Sarieon.     Mot    W. 

aollait  ft  Huoa,  Famham 
Langtofd,  Harriott,  Sbaflbrd  Woodlanda, nr  HnngaiCMd,  Barka.  Widow. 

Not  16.    Bowland  ft  Streeter,  Orogrdon 
Lyon,    Uary,  Soathport,    Laneaahlre    Widow.      Jan    1.     Oriatht, 

Cheltenham 
Maiden.  Tooe  Smith,  Dengia  Hall,  Iiaex,  Parmer.    Dec  6.    Woodward, 

la«ram-ot,  Pancbnrcb-at 
Iteddiih,  Jm^  Baaaatt,  nr  Soatbanploo,  Q«nt.      Nor   U.     OaMar, 

Bonthaaptoa 
Rumaay,  Anna,  Dedham,  Eiaez,  Splnater.    Dae  U.    Maok  ft  Donaldaon 
aeabrook,  Wm,  Brant  Hall.  Boraham,  Eaaax,  Fhrmaz.    Dee  ».    Daffleld 

ft  Bmty,  CheimaAird 
Simeock,  Tbee.  Cbnrch-at,  Hackney,  Com  Merchant.    Dao  1.    DaTidaoo 

ft  Co,  Baainghiill-n 
Southwell,  Joeeph,  Manch,  Baar-honaa  Keeper.      Mot  M.     Bylanea, 

Mancb 
Stroda,  Waa,  Caokapnr^  Charinc-oioaa,  Oaa  Knglnaar.  Dae  I.  Wraha, 

Olianeary-laaa 
Tate,  Zllpah,  Lockwood,  HndderaSald.  Innkeeper.    Dae  1,    Bottomley, 

Hadderxflaia 
Taylor,  John,  Soathport,  Laneaahlre,  Taoman.    Mot  II.    Ohamlay  ft 

Co,  Praaton 
Upton,  Tboa,  Kaat  Darabam,  Norfolk,  Oarpanter.    Mot  M.    Tatham  ft 

Froctor,  Uneoln'i-lno-llaldi 

Baakr^pta. 

PaiDAT,  Oot.  20, 1871. 

Untler  the  Bankmptoy  Act,  1869. 

SnIItors  mnattirwnrd  their  proo*  of  debta  to  the  Regiatrar. 

To  Surrender  iu  London. 

Trew,  Cbaa  Vj,  KlUott-rd,  North   Brixton,  BnlUar.      Pat  Oct  IS. 

Broacham.   Hot  1  at  U 
Wilmott,  i  W,  Watar-laaa,  St  To»«^4t,  Paper  Marebaot.     Pat  8q>t  S. 

Murray.    Not  17  at  II 
waiainer.aao,La7t«i,KMax,BuUdar.     Pet  Oet  IS.     Boaba.     Mot  7 

at  1 1 

To  Sorrendar  in  the  CoontiT. 
Be*lay,Daiil.AWi>cdon,Berka,  Coach  BnUder.     Pat  Oet  16.     Btahop. 

Oxford.  Not  1  at  It 
CkIOow,  Oeo,  Sallabory,  WUtabire,  Dnper.    Pat  Oet »,    Wilaon.  Salli- 

bnry.  Not  I  at  II 
Collinaon,  Wa,  MaabonuKb  Bridga,  Botbartiam,  Tork,  Obemiit.    PM 

Oct  IS.    Wake.    Shadleld,  NotI  at  11 
HilU,Jobn,ft  John  Hllla,  fun,  .MUton-naxt-SitUnKboame,  Kant,  Coal 

Merchaota.    Pat  Oct  M.    Aoworth.    Rocheatar,  Morlat  II 
Lichtensteln,  Horita,  Hare,  :>aaMX,  Qent.      Fet  Oct  17.      Ererahed. 

Brighton.  Not  7  at  II 
Uaxwell,  Attbnr  Margennia,  8/danbam,  Kant,  Gent.    PM  Oct  17.  Fam- 

Oeld.    Greenwich,  Kor  7  at  1 
ni.iby,  Jaa,  Bolton,  Laneaahlre,  Joiner.    Pet  Oet  17.    Hddan.    Bolton, 

Not  :i  at  10 
Seymour,  Almerio  Walter,  Brighton,  Snaaex,  Dootor.  Pet  Oct  17.  Erer- 
ahed.   Brighton,  Not  7  at  11 

ToxaoAT,  Oct.  14,  1171. 

Under  the  Bankraptcx  Act,  1860. 

Creditora  noat  forward  their  pioeA  of  debta  to  the  Regiatrar. 

To  Surrender  In  London. 
Smitb,  Edwd  Hart,  Oulwich-rd,  Du'iwioh,  Solicitor.      Pet  Dot  19. 
Brougham.    Nor  7  at  12 

To  Surrender  in  th » C  -n-^-ry, 
Ballock,Edwd  Anguatu,  Becclea.  Suffolk,  Watchmaker.     Fet  Oct  20. 
Cbanberltai.    Gt  Yanncuih,  Not  9  at  li 


Hull,  Geo.  Clapham,  Bedford,  UeanaedTlelullar.  FMOctl).  ho. 

Bedlord,  Oct  11  at  I 
Thornton. Wa. Claekhaaf,  Terk, Mwihanie,   MOM*.  UoaL 

Bradford,  Not  T  at  1 

BAMKRtTFTOIES  AMMOLUO. 
FniBAT.Oct.  »,  ia7l. 
Edwarda,  AIM,  WaUingtoo,  aomersat.  Drapar.   Oet  17 

TirBaSAT,Oct.  M,  1171. 
Campbell,  John  Archibald.  Plymonth,  Ueatt  Boyal  AiUSair.  Os; 
Siwortby,  Fiadk  Thoa,  Wellington,  Soowraec  Herthaai.  Oil  n 

UqoidstiOB  hj  Amacaasau 

HRBT  MEETINQS  OF  CREDITORS. 
FaiSAT,  Oct.  10,  II7I. 
Abberley,  Jaa,  Loagtnn.  Stafford,  BartbaawBi*  MaaahilaMi.  lai 

at  II,  at  the  Union  Hoiei, Longum.    Hawlay,  Laagtaa 
A  ahcrolt.  Jobs,  ft  Mary  Jane  Asherolk.  MaoeleaSeld,  ChaMi.  lniK 

Not  I  at  10,  at  the  Waieilao  Hotel.  Fiqcadiliy,  Maneh.  Ba^h*^ 

SaM 
Austin,  leaao,  Bnmtwood,  nr  Llcblleld,  Staffori.  Oncar.    IirXl^ 

at  the  Old  Crown  Hotel,  Lichlleld.    Bamea  ft  BvaaU,  UetMl 
Ajlott,  BamI,  Darltag-pl,  Cambridga-id ,  MU«  Sad,  LaaAsMt.  V 

6  at  I,  at  oflfoea  of  Hstmea,  Fencbnrch-at 
Banbary,  Oeo,  WolTcrbampton.  Stafford,  Bootmaker.   tin»it 

offices  of  Barrow,  Qoeeo-it,  Woirerliamptoa 
Bamaley,  Robt,  Cradley-heath,  Stafford,  Jawar  Haip  Mate.    V- ' 

at  II,  at  offieee  of  Bhakeepaan,  Ctaureb-at.  OldkasT 
BhMjkstona.  Wm,  Klngstoniiiion-Hull,  Dryniiar.    Bar  J  a  Ui 

offloea  of  Chatham  ft  Son,  Bowlallay-laaa,  Tiagthie  s(»<i  Id 
Booth,  Naihnl,  Rotherbam,  Tork,  Chewlat.     OctMat4,«ito: 

Clegf ,  Bank-at.  Shaffleld 
Bowden,  Darld.  BasTltree,  Daron,  Oaifrman.     Oet  llalll,ca  ; 

Bute  Haren  Hotel.  St  SIdweU'a,  Exeter,    riond  ' 

Brain. TheophUna  AUU, Stratford,  Kaaax, Cnnler.  Xarlitll,**; 

of  Chalk,  Hoorgate^ 
Brooks.  Tbos,  The  Lye,  Oidswinford,  Wsroeatar,  Taattipw.  I«:i 

1 1,  at  offlcea  of  Collis,  Maikavat,  StoniMdga 
Brown.  John,  ft  Hngh  Bnwn,  Bollen,  I  anraahira,  UiMMa  > 

I  at  i,  at  It,  Acrea-aald.  Bolloa.    Oordoa 
Browne,  Wm,  Birm,  Soda  Water  Mannfacamr.     Is*  I  tt  I  ■*> 

of  Rowlands,  Ann-at,  Birm 
Buckley,  Geo,  Hanley,  Stafford,  Gmoar.    OetMsit,stftiaB 

Court  Offlcea,  Chaapalde  Hanley.    Taanant,  Haalay 
Battle,   John    Jaa,  Scarborough,  Tcrk,  Flihatm aa,     Bwis.a 

offices  of  Wtllianuon,  Nawboroagb-at,  Scarhoraagh 
Cameron .  Jaa,  Harrogate,  Tork,  TaUor.     Nor  I  at  1^  at  aftd  <  lar 

eon,  Albion-st,  Leeds 
Chapman,  Wm,  fork.  Artist.    Mot  S  at  I,  at  the  If  in  ft  Ikaiilr 

York.    Steel 
Cork,  Wm  By.  Bedminater,  Bristol,  BuUdar.     Oet  Hat  tcti 

White  Uoa  Hotal,  Broad-st,  Briasol.    Benaao  ft  BlaHna,  mti 
Ooralab, Ry,  Swanaea,  Oiamorgaa,  Orooar.    Get  Mat  ll,«*a< 

Monrls,  Battand-at,  Swanaea 
Debbage,  Jaa,  Norwich,  Cooper.    Oot  11  at  4,  at  affiea  ilfoBr 

Bank-plain,  Norwich 
Edwards,  Hy,  Mkldlaaboroagh.Tcrk.Uthe(raphioFrintar,lsiW^ 

oOcea  of  Braithwaite  ft  Co,  Alhert-rd,  MiiHiaabarnegl    BOatc 

Middletfbonagh 
Finney,  John,  lun,  LongtOB,  StaShrd,  Oaaaral  Oaalaf:   Barial. 

oBcea  of  Watoh,  Carolhia-al,  Loagton 
Fliniham,  John,  ft  Hy  FHntham,  Rotherbam,  Taik,  Fiaftiw.  " 

at  II,  at  the  Cniwn  Hotel,  Bothertiass.      ManhftHsaA** 

bam 
Ooldberg,  Harris,  Laathar-lane.  Earthenware  Kerehaal,    tmi  < 

at  offices  of  Haigb,  Kiug-at,  Ohaapside 
Onatres.  Hogh  MaNeUI,  Bdga-hili.  LpoeL  Bmor^  TmaAt  f 

at  1,01  offioaaof  Holdao,  Rnmfoed-pl,  Lpool 
Hanlon,  Edwd,  Croydon,  Sumy,  Leather  Sallar. 

of  Hiliearya  ft  Tanatall,  Fhnehnrph-Mdga 
Hathaway,  Jas,  Walaall.  Slaflbrd.  Brtdia  Catlsr. 

of  Wllkinaon  ft  QUIespla,  Bridg»4t,  Wahiaa 
Hswkina,  Robt,  Taunton,  Bomenat,  Inakaepar. 

of  Trenchard,  Upper  Higb-st,  Tanatea 
Heap,  Jonathan,  Shndeblll,  Maneh,  Brai 

offieee  of  Boote  ft  Edgar,  aeorg»-st,  Maneh 
Heath,  Thoa,  Uchfield,  Boot  Mannfaetnrar.    Nor  I  at  Ls  ^ 

Crown  HatsI,  LichBeld.    Barasa  ft  Buaaell,  UchBatd 
Hapwortb,  Antbony.  Haw-pk.  Cold  Hiendley.  Tork.  rtimti.  v 

1,  at  the  Coach  ft  Horses  Hotel,  Bamalsy. 
Hingley,  Jaa,  Oradlay-heatb,  Stafford.  Asis 

at  II,  at  offices  of  Hooiiray  ft  Holbactaon,  Higb-at,  BiMl*" 
Howalla,  John,  Bradford,  nr  Maneh.  LaacaaUn^  Ina  "•••'•^  ** 


Marlattt'^ 

Hartal  a«** 
~Brawera'Aaaat.    BsrU   ' 


10  at  S,  at  office  of  Ornady  ft  Ooaiaea.Baotli.et.  Maaat 
Hunter,  Jas,  Crook,  Durham,  Tailor.    Oct  Nat  II,  at  affin 


mi* 


Moeley^  Neweaatlo-apon-Tyne 
Hutchinson.  Oeo  Hy,  Sheffield,  Aoeoantant.    Oct  >  at  ll.*  • 

Webatara  ft  PIckard,  Hartahead,  Bhaffiaid  , 

Jonea,  Edwd,  Fniham-id,  Draper.    Not  7  at  I,  at  IA  O 

Please  ft  Son,  Old  Jewry-cbambara  . 

Jobnson,  Thoa,  Lpoel,  Merctaaat.     Nor  I  at  t,  at  affiea  •> 

Son,  Brown'a-bldgs,  Exchange,  LpaoL    Baiiaaa  ft(HI^*    .< 
Leeter,  Wm  Thoa,  Moimaaotl.  StaCgrd,  Qnoer.  Ms*  i  ■  tV**"' 

of  Tomklnaon,  Buralam  . 

Undo,  Alexandn,  Cotebrooko-row,  laHagtea.  SMipiag 

at  1.  ut  offlcea  of  .Sampson  ft  Oo,  Fiiiabnn.aias  A-rit 

Lyne,  Vincent,  Cheltenham,  Glonceator,  (SomS  Bnilnw-  ■=*    ^ 

at  office  of  Smith,  Re(reot-at,  CbeitentiaiB 
Maser,  W>lc  Ju,  BAth,  Draper.    Nor  7  at  I,  at 

CoM|«r.  Gre-.hHin-st.     Wilton,  Bath  ,   -^.»  I 

Marei,  Kredk,  Lower-rd,  Deptlord,  Btkit.    Sw  «  aa  A  »» 

Fhtip,  Pdnora4-l4ne.  Qaeen-st,  Clteapaid«  •  ^^- 

Uattbewn,  Chat,  Siiaybridge,  Cheahira.  Grocer.  "T'Sii^" 

Andrew,  Deniiic-al,  WiUiy-groTe,  Mancb.  Boc»fcr.aai?w»P 
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UoDoonell,  Alfd,  Eitrcmont.  Cheshlra,  Marin*  loaaranc*  Broker,    Not 

4  *t  4.  at  officw  or  Ford,  The  Temple,  Lpool.    Pierce,  Lpool 
HcRoe,  Jaa  Wm,  k  Jobn  Thmnpaos,  Neweotle-npoii-TTiie.  Timber  ller> 

ctaanu.    OcrSI  att,  at  oflleesof  Joe),  Marnt-et  Newoastle-npon- 

Tyne 
Mason.  Edwd  Jaa.  Cainbridge,  Baker.    Ko*  *  at  II,  at  ofBoa  of  Elllaon, 

Alexandra-w.  Petty  dry,  Oambftdg* 
Hnton,  Andrew,  Hoole,°Cbe>liir*,  Dnpar.     N«rlO  att,  at  ofBcea  o( 

ChDrtnn,  Eeetgate-UdRii,  Cbeeter 
Pearce,  Wm  Hy,  TJnloo-^t,  Botoagh,  lathe  Maker.    Nor  6  at  S.  at 

tOct*  af  Dttten,  IronmonKer-lace 
Phillip*,  Jai  Pembroke  Dock.  Pembroke.  Shlpwilclit.     NoTlatll.4S, 

at  ifllea  of  Parry,  Upprr  Me7rlek.«t,  Ptmbroke  Dock 
Keeae.  Wm,  Barmonth,   Merioneth,  Wine  Uerohant.     OolSlatl,at 

tbe  Commercial  Hotel,  Portmadoc.    Jonee  ft  Jone>,  Portmadoo 
Ritchie,  Edwd,  Lpool,  Grocer.    Nor  I  at  a,at  ofllcee  ofSheen  ft  Martio, 

AdelpM  Bank-chamben,  Sonth  Jdia^at,  Lpool.    Morrlt  ft  Bona 
Roberta,  navid,  Tjn-y-CeAi.  Merioneth.  Anetioneer.    Kor  I  at  I,  at 

the  Owen  Giyndwr  Hotel,  Corwen.    Adama,  Rattain 
Robeoii,  Thoe  Mather.  Newcaitle-npan-Tyne,  Faaterer.     Nor  t  at  IS, 

atefflceaofVnnDommer,  PIlRrlm-at,  Newaaatle-npon-Tyn* 
Rocera,  Walt  Ja8,8ontheea,  Baata,  Corn  Xaetor.     Kor  1  at  IP,  at  oOee 

Walker,  Unton-at,  Portaea 
Smith,  Wm  John,  Bath,  Soneraet,  Opttdan.     Nor  Tat  l,atofllc*  of 

Cowdry,  Al(red-at,  Bath 
£mlther>,  B«aJ.  Oblcheeter,  Soaeex,  Watchmaker.    Mot  6  at  S,  at  149, 

Cheapnde.    Cooalne  li  Borrldse,  Portimonth 
Taylor,  Hy.  HIndley,  Lancaahlie,  Ocatraeter.     Nor  4  at  11,  at  oOe*  of 

Laee,  King'«t.  Winn 
Taylor,  Jowph,  Hnddertfleld,  York,  Eating,  hoaae  Keeper.   Oct  10  at 

1 1,  at  oOcea  of  Sykee,  New-et,  HtuUerafleld 
Vincent,  .lobn,  Caatleft>rd.  Torii,  Pilater.     Oct »  at  I,  at  th*  Statkin 

Hotel,  Kormaton.    Boalton 
Vaile,  Cbai,  Lawrla-pk  Soath,  Paoge,  School  Proprietor.    Kor  Sat 

II,  at  the  Onlldhall  Tavern,  Oraeham-at.    Powell,  KIng-et.  Oheapelde 
Varrlner,  John,  Epenm,  Snrrey,  Trainer  of  Baee  Horaee.    Oct  SI  at  t, 

at  olBcn  of  Dnnnt,  OnlMhall-ehambaia 
Vebb,  Esra,  Bnlton  Conrteney,  Berka,  Cattle  Dealer.     M«r  *  at  U,  at 

9.  Magdalen^et,  Oxford 
Vrratlmr,  Horace.  Brlchton,  Soaeex,  Trader  tn  Sewing  Maehbiee.      Nor 

6  at  1,  at  ofllce  of  Ontteridge,  Ship-It,  Brighton 
tThilehead,  Ells,  Sonihport,  Uncaabire,  Dealer  in  Jewellery.    Not  • 

at  3,  at  ofBce  of  Waleby  ft  Hill,  Lord-at,  Sonthport 
Wilder,  Wm,  Srewer'4t,  QoMen-aq,  Clothier.      Not  1  at  1,  at  ofllce  of 

Thorp.  Cranbenm-at.  Leteeeter-tq 
Villlama,  Ohai,  ]on,  Wnlrvrhampton,  Staflord,  Upbolalarar.    Not  1  at 

IS,  at  oOoea  of  Oallow,  Qoeen'i-eq,  WolTarbampton 

TunoAT,  Oct.  S4,  Mil. 
Barnn,  Jai,  Lythaa,  Laneaibire,  Schoohnaatar.      Nor  7  at  II,  at  th* 

Queen'a  Hotel,  Lytham.    Moore,  Warrington 
Barry,  John,  Sandeiland.  Dnrham,  Oent.     Nor  6  at  IS,  at  oOlaa*  of 

Wrl^t,  John-at,  Sand  eriand 
Bartl*tt.  Elebd.  Bromptoo-rd,  Knlghtabrldge,  CaMset  Maker.     Hot  10 
at  k,  at  the  Paintera*  Hall,  UttI*  Trinity-laa*.     Priiobard  ft  Sngle  • 
fleld 
Bradley,  Wm,  ft  Jaa  Bntterwnrth  Bradley,  Tottlngton,  itr  Bory,  Lanoa- 
ablre.  EnaraTcra.     Not  t  at  t,  at  the  Nelaco  Inn,  Bolton-at,  Baiy. 
Barnwell  ft  Penainiiton,  Bolton 
Bradahaw,  John,  ft  RIebd  Bogbee  Hand,  BIrm,  nnmhen.    Not  6  at  10, 

atoflic*  of  Eaat,  Oolmoie-row,  BIrm 
Bruwo,  Philip  Geo,  Cambrrwall  New-id,  Bnlldar.    Not  6  at  8,  at  dBc** 

at  Martin  ft  Oo.  Cannon  at 
Bnrdeit,  Ja*  Chamberlain,  ft  Jaa'Hill,  Monkwell-et,  Wholcaale  StatioDen. 

Not  4  at  1 1,  at  ofllre  of  Roaael,  W  albrook . 
Cl'rke,  Jaa,  Birkenhead,  Chfebira,  Tobaeconlat.     Mot  6  at  S,  at  afflce 

of  Downham,  Harket-at.  Birkenhead 
Ooopa,  John,  Stockport,  Che-hlra.  Mill  Manager.     Not  6  at  >,  at  oflka* 

of  Beddiah  ft  Lake,  Ot  Underbank,  Stockport 
Craddock,  Ry,  WolTerhampton,  StaOird,  Cooper.     Not  S  at  S,  at  offlc* 

of  Oaila,  Qneen^t.  Wolverhampton 
Orcaa,  Xdwtai,  Ely,  Oamba,  SoUdtis.     Not  T  at  U,  at  the  Lamb  Hotel. 

Ely.    Hnatwiek,  Soham 
IHvper.Oeo.  Soothwnnd.  Snffolk,  Farmer.    Not  S  at  IS,  at  offleea  of 

Caiande,  Khw-at  Gt  Tammnth 
XMion,  Wm,  Neweaatia  apon-Tyn*,  Liccnaed  Vlctoaller.    Not  S  at  S,  at 

offloea  of  Boyie  ft  Co,  Moaler-at,  Neweaatle-npon-Tyne 
"Bdccrton,  Alfd,  Leamlngon  Priora,  Warwick,  Grocer.    Not  8  at  S,  at 

offleea  of  Abbott,  fpcneer-at,  Leamhigtoa  Prioi* 
Oatmer,  SamI,  Mtbdoran,  DenWcb,  Farm  Bailiff.    Not  >  at  1,  at  •Bee 

bf  lilaton.Bank-at-chambera,  Wrexham 
Oee.  'Wm,  Hl(h.«t.  lallngion,  Btattoner.  Not  I  at  S,  at  cOee  ofllanhall, 

Lincoln't-lm-Ai-lda 
ftf  -V,  Silaa,  Onrbam,  ont  of  bnainaaa.    NotB  at  1,  at  cOoa  ef  Manhall, 

Marfcet-pl,  Dai  ham 
>l  itmblyn,  John,  Tannion,  Someraet,  Woollen  Drapar,    Not  6  at  11,  at 

office  of  Treorhard.  Upper  High  at,  Taonton 
(1  Mrrle,  Edgar.  Bristol,  Rrrrhoaw  Keeper.     Not  I  at  IS,  atoOceaof 

Haaeoek  ft  Co,  Johnat,  Brlatol.    Benaon  ft  Elletaon,  Briatol 
Barriaon,  Edwd,  Lpool,  Baker.    Not  4  at  II,  at  ofllce  of  Fowler,  Clay. 

Seo-eq,  Lpool 
XSmynea,  Wm,  Greet,  nr  nirm.  Haebine  Needle  Mak«r.     Not  4  at  U,  at 

«iace  of  Simmona.  BennettVhill,  BIrm 
Htbba,  Geo,  New  Trolntar.  Monmoath.  Grocer.     Not  t  at   1,  at  OIBeea 

•r  Barnard  ft  Co.  A  Ibion-chambere,  Briatei.    Uoyd 
fttlCKinbottnn,  Wriibt.  Lonvalibt,  Laneaahlra,  Bnllder.    Not  t  at  II,  at 

«nee  of  Orowiher,  B<inih«<t.  Maach.    Smith 
Hi»d,  Jmepb,  BcTT  ey,  Torlc.  Deputy  Badatrar  of  Deeda.    Not  Sat  II, 

mtoBlciaaf  Shepherd  k  io,  Lalwtte,  Bererley 
H'vlbrook.  Albert,  xiuiloee,  Hanta,  Boaler.     Not  S  at  II. SO,  at  US, 

Ch»«i.«kle.    Waikir,  Portea 
^oniee.  Tlioa,  Ja»,   Bnaloi.  "nt  of  baaiaeaa.    Mot  S  at  II,  at  Foard's 

Haul,  fark-row.    Ayre.  Briatol 
Jsa^reit,  Wm,  aen.  HlEii-ai,  F.>pUr,   Butcher.     Nor  8  at  IS,  at  ofllcea  of 

tfaJaman,  King  at,  Cheiipald** 
^aa«-Ti«,  Thoa  Hr.  CanDon.st,  Inannnce  Broker.    Not  8  at  S,  at  oBce  of 
X'liw,  Baamgball-at 


Johna,  Wm  Harrb,  Qaeena-rd,  Dalalon,  Ueenaed  Vletnaller.    Mot  8  at 

IS,  at  offlee  of  Norfolk,  Nkbolaa-lane.    Bobbard,  Walbrook 
Jehnaon,  John,  ft  Thea  Jobnaon,  Lpool,  Merchanta.  Not  T  at  I,  at  eOoe- 

of  Bewley  ft  Son,  Bnnm'a.bMgB,  Lpool.    Bateeon  ft  Co,  Lpod 
Johnatone.  Fredk  Chaa,  Soath-at.  Greenwich,  Clerk  in  th*  General  Foat- 

ofBce.    Not  8  at  S,  at  office  of  Dowae,  Mew-inn,  Strand 
Jonee,  John  Pblllp,  Bhee-llanercbmgog,  Denbigh,  Innkeeper.     Not  » 

at  1 1,  at  offlee  of  Hnmphreya,  Temple-row,  Wrexham 
Jnllan,  Bichd,  Bodrean,  Cornwall,  ft  Robt  Jnlbui,  Tmro,  Kaimata. 

NotT  at  II,  at  offloee  of  Oariyon  ft  Faall,  Qoay-at,  Tmro 
Kay,  Thoe  Teong.  Lpool,  Auctioneer.     Not  8  at  S,  at  ofBce*  of  Meadow* 

ft  Cnit,  Dal*-al,  ulooi 
Latham,  Rlehd.  Scarboroogfa.  Tork,  Linen  Draper.     Not  S  at  1,80,  at 

offloe*  of  Drawbridge  ft  Sowntree,  Newborongh-at.  Scarboroogh 
Leakey,  Joeeph.  Tottenham   Shoemaker.     Not  d  at  1,  at  offloaa  of 

Woodard,  Ingr«m.ct,  Fenehnreh-at 
Lcyland,  John,  Smetbwiek,  Staflbrd,  Draper.     Not  8  at  II,  at  offlee  of 

Shakeepear*,  Chnrcb-et,  Oldbnry 
Lord,  Matthew,  jnn,  Qlldareome,  Joiner.     Not  S  at  II,  at  offlceeof 

Pnllan,  Bank-chambera,  Park-row,  Leeda 
Ma raden,  Joeeph  Hy,  Shoe-Une,  Hat  Htnnfaetorer.     Not  8  at  II, at 

nflleea  of  Anderaoo  ft  Son,  Ironmoagnr-lane 
Matthew*,  The*,  Alenndra-et,  Bermondtey,  Clerk.    Not  S  at  4,  at 

offlcee  of  Marahall,  LineolnVinn.flelda 
Uinington,  John,  Kiddermlnatar,  Woroeater,  Famitar*  Broker.    Not  3- 

at  II,  at  oOca  of  Orowther,  Viear-at.  Kldd*nnln9t*r 
Horn*,  8*ml.0hnrch.tt,  Flnohley,  BoUder.     Get  SI  at  S,  at  oBeei  of 

Marahall,  BattonHiarden 
Mothendale,  John,  SanderlaBd,Dnrham,  Jdner.    NotS  at  II,  at  office* 

of  Beatbam,  Lambton-et.  Sonderlaad 
Mnrrell,  Geo,  BIrm,  Tinner.    Not  7  at  II,  at  afBcee  of  Allen,  Uoioo- 

paaaage,  Bbm 
Naah,  John,  Lnton,  Bedford,  so  oecnpatlon.    Not  8  at  ll.atoffloe  of 

Shepherd, Park-8t,We*t,Laton.    NOTC,  Lnton 
NnttalL  John,  Jnn,  Derby,  Com  Factor.     Nor  II  at  U,  atoffleeaef 

Leech,  Fnll-at,  Derby 
OIlTant,  0*0.  Oahiaboroagh,  Linooln,  Com  Mtrebant.     Not  S  at  IS.  at 

offlc*  of  Bird  ft  Hay**,  Market-pi,  Gainaborongh 
Orme,  The*.  WUIenhall,  BtaOord,  Hardware  Dealer.    Nor  4  at  S,  at 

efflca*  of  Laagman,  Qaa*n-*t,  WolT*rhamp!oa 
Parkar,   Wm.    Durham,     Painter.      Nor    S  at  1S.30,  at   offleea   of 

Brignal,  Saddler-at,  Dnrham 
Poed,  Albert.  Biiatul,  Boot  Manafkctnrar.    Not  I  at  S,  at  offloee  of 

Beacon  ft  KDetaon.  Braad-at,  Briatol 
PnrTi*,  Wm,  Hlgh-a^  Marylabon*.  Baker.     Not  7  at  S,  at  offleea  of 

Hlllearya  ft  Tnnstall.  Fenchnrch-bldg* 
MlToater,  Geo,  BIrm,  Poalterer.    Not  I  at  10,  at  offlee  ol  East,  Odmore- 

row,  BIrm 
Smith.  Mary,  Bmdford,  Dealer  in  Baaketa.     Not  li  at  II,  at  offleea  of 

Bnafleld  ft  Atkinaoo.  M*rk*t-*t.  Bradford 
Smith,  Tho*  Hy ,  LlaatllUo  Pertholey,  Momnonth,  Farmer.     Nor  13  at 

S.  at  ofBc*  of  Sayce,  Uon-at,  AbersaTenny 
Smith,  Wm,  Park-et.  Camden  Toara,  Win*  Meretaaat.    Mar  10  at  IS, 

at  effle*  of  Croeaman,  K<n«'*-rd,  Badford-tow 
Sontbard.  Chaa  Matthew.  Bseler,  Flomber.    Not  4  at  II,  at  the  Black 

Hon*  HoMl,  Exeter.    Flond 
Bnttoa,  Tha*,Qaeradea,L*leeat*r,BtilU*r.    MorTatlS,  atSO,  Oharoh- 

gate,  Loadkboroagb.    Deane 
Thoa.  Obaa  Downas  Moriee  Town,  Deroo,  Engla**r.    Not  T  at  S,  at 

Bt  Aabyn-a^  D*T0np*rt.    Wymond 
Thomaa,Daal,  aen,  OroeTenor-pl,  0>mberwell,Fniit*nr.     MorSatX 

at  offleea  of  Manhall,  Hatton-gardea 
Vlnceat,  Wm,  Norwich,  Um*  Bam*r.    Mot  S  at  S.SS,  at  offlc*  of  Sadd. 

Jan,  Chorch-at. Theatre-at,  Norwich 
Webb.  Wm  Saml.  WolTerhampton,  Staflord,  Commercial  Olaik.    Nor  > 

at  4,  at  officee  of  Strattoa,  Qneen  et,  WolTerhampton 
Whitaker,  Hy,  Haalingden,  Lancashire,  Innkeeper.     Not  8  at  S,  at  th» 

Ruiliray  Hotel,  Ramsbottom.    Tatteraall.  Bacnp  . 
Whitehead.  John,  Jnn,  Lvng  Newton,  Dorbam,  Brlokmakmr.     Nor  S  at 

1 1,  at  offlee*  of  Tbompaon,  Finkle-at,  Stocktnn-oa-Teee.    Draper 
Wilklnaon,  Jaa,  Hudderafleld,  EngraTer.    Not  7  at  S,at  offlee  Of  WiiUn- 

•on,  Hndderrileld 
Willie,  Ricbd  Reed,  Angell-rd,  Brixton,  no  oeenpatl*n.    Not  10  at  S, 

at  tbe  Oaildball  Coflbe-hooae,  Oreaham-at.    Treheme  ft  WoUbistao. 

Ironmooger-lane,  CheapaMe 
Wollaad,  Wm  Boon,  St  Thome*  tbe  Apostle,  DcTon,  Timber  Merchant., 

Not  S  at  II,  at  offleea  of  Harrit  ft  Co,  Grady-st-chamben,  Exeter. 

HIrtsel,  Exeter 
Woottoa.GeoMiintagoe,  New  Bromptoo,  Kent,  Oil  and  Coloaciaaa. 

Not  is  at  I,  at  offlee  of  Sword,  Floabnry-paTeateat 

P  HINTING  of  EVEEY  DESCEIPTION,  Legal, 
ParliamantarT  and  Geaeial— Newspapers,  Boohs,  Fwaphlels, 
Frospeotnaes,   Ciitnuara,   fto.— with    prompntnae  and   at  mooerate 
chargoa,by 
Tatui  ft  Alxxjuidxx,  Symondt-inn  (and  Church-passage),  Chancery- 


BILLS  OF  COMPLAINT. 

BILLS    of  COMPLAINT,  5/6    per  page   for    20 
eopies,  fh>m  which  price  a  large  disoount  will  be  ulowedU  cask 
la  paid  immediately  on  oompleticn  of  order. 
TsTu  ft  AuxAKsia,  Law  Printers,  Symonds-inn,  Chaaeay-lon*. 

ROYAL  POLYTECHNIC— ProfeiMor  Pepper's 
New  Leetnre,  ■<  All  aboat  Can  Cotton,"  Dynamite  and  Lltho- 
Iracteor  ;  wllb  brilliant  and  ndaelcea  F.xperimenis,  and  Graphic  lllns- 
tratinna  of  tlie  Catast<ophe  at  Stowmarket.  by  Vick  and  Desseley— M<. 
arorve  Groas-niith,  Junr.V,  New  Sketch,  llie  Sllrer  WeddlngI  wl'li 
bDinorona  and  luusfcdi  IHustrsdons— A  perfectly  new  and  nnlqtie  I  li- 
aion  called  the  Arabian  Mraiery  — Norel  and  manrelloua  effects  or  the 
Elpctilc  Light  nndf  r  Water. by  Mrs-rs.  Heinke  nnd  Darla— Occa«lon«ll'  ,. 
Psria :  as  It  \V»*  and  la  I  by  J.  L.  King,  Esq.,  with  Sunns  by  Mls<  AIhx 
Barlh.— Open  daily  from  IS  to  i  sud  7  to  10— Admission  Une  Shilling. 
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MESSRS.  DEBBNHA\f.TEWSON  &  PARMER'S 
LIST  of  ESTATES  and  HOUSES  to  be  SOLO  or  LET,  laclodlag 
IjiDded  Enatai,  Town  end  Onontrjr  RMtdencea,  Hantinc  and  ShooUni 
<)  larter*,  Parmi,  Oroond  Santa,  Rant  Chargea,  Hooae  Propert7  ond 
InTcatmenta  noarallT.  la  pnbilabad  on  the  flrat  dar  of  eaob  month, 
and  may  ba  obtained,  tn»  of  charm,  at  their  offloea,  M,  Ohaapalde,  B.C., 
orivfll  be  sent  by  post  In  retam  for  two  scamps.— Parttoalars  for  inser- 
tion should  be  raoelred  not  later  than  four  diya  prnTlwu  to  the  end 
«f  the  preceding  mouth. 

Donetabire,  In  the  fkr-lttmed  Vale  of  Blaekmor*.— Capital  Dairy  Farm, 
comprising  <Sa.  Or.  t^.  of  Inzarlaat  paatnra  land.  In  the  perish  of 
Bncklund  Newton,  10  mllei  eqnl-diatant  from  Sherborne,  Dorebeater, 
and  Mandford,  and  alx  milea  mm  Stnrmtnater  Newten  Station,  en 
lite  Dorset  Central  Rallwnr:  alio  Mookwood-hlll-hone,  •  dealtsWe 
banting  box,  commanding  eztenslTe  Tiews  at  the  panorama  of  the 
Tile,  bounded  by  the  Hoe  range  ef  Willi  and  Sooeraet  hills,  in  a 
neigbbnorhood  affording  excellent  sodety,  and  within  reach  «f  the 
Blackmore-Tale.  the  Baet  Doreet,  Mr.  RadcliilVa,  and  Lord  Poltl- 
more'a  Ajxhoonds.  offering  fadlitles  for  foar  daya  a  week,  with  abort 
dittancee  to  covarslde,  in  the  heart  of  the  floast  graaa  banting  comtry 
in  the  (path  of  England. 

MR.  GBORQE  SLATER  is  instructed  to  SELL 
by  AITCTION,  at  the  UABT.  TokenbooM-Tard,  London,  E.G., 
on  HOKDAT,  the  Wtb  OCTOBER,  1871.  at  TWO  o'clock  precisely,  in 
One  Lot,  the  above  dedrable  EUiSIDEVCG  and  DAIRY  rARM.    Part 
-of  the  propertr  is  freehold,  and  the  remainder  long  leasehold  for  a  term, 
<nndenns  it^  valae  eqafvalent  to  freehold.     The  reaidenee  la  in  hand . 
Tbe  furm  has  been  hud  for  many  years  by  Ur.  Qerge  Topp,  of  Mappnw. 
der,  at  £90  per  snnnm  on  yearly  agreement,  and  poaaeaslon  can  to  bad 
at  Christmas,  1872,  If  required. 
TlrtieiiUra,  with  plans,  may  be  had  of 
Ur.  OEOBQE  WILKS,  lolleitor,  Hytbe,  Keat ; 
at  the  DIaby  Hotel.  Sherborne ;   at  tbe  principal  inns  in  Dorchester 
and  Blandfnrd  :  at  the  Mart,  E.C. ;  and  (wltb  orders  to  rlew)  of  Hr. 
OEOROE  SLATER,  land  agent,  Canterbury,  Ramsgate,  and  Aabford, 
Kent. 

Wobom-iqaare.— A.  deeta«bla  Leasehold  Reddeoce  for  Inreatment. 

ST.  QUmTIN  &   NOTLET   will   SELL  at  the 
MART,  on  TDSSDAT,  NOV.  U,  at  ONE,  by  order  of  the  Exeen- 
tors  of  tbe  deoeaaed  owner,  the   excel  lent  RESIDEHOE,  9,  Wobnm- 
aqnara.    It  contains  o«  tbe  gronnd  lloor  dining  room,  librai7,  and  small 
atndy ;  flrst  floor,  two  drawing  rooms  in  tbe  upper  part,  aeTan  bed  and 
-dreoriog room*,  stone  staircase   to  second  floor;  neeeasary  ofllees  and 
cellanwe  on  beaement.    Let  on  lease  at  £110  per  annnm,  and  held  for 
about  57  yean,  at  a  ground  rent  of  £18  per  annum. 
Pan'onlnrs  to  be  had  of 
Memrs.  WALTONS,  BOBS,  *    WALTON,  19,  Oreat  Windmitar- 
•treet; 
•nd  of  tlie  Aaotloneers,  17,  Royal  Exchange. 


Snffolk.— To  Tnutees  and  Others.— A  ralnable  Freehold  snd  part  Copy- 
hold £4Ute,compriiingabont^7  aerea  of  produotlTe  arable  and  pasture 
land,  known  as  ths  White  House  Farm,  eltnaie  in  the  parish  of  Kel- 
aale,  one  mile  from  tbe  market  titwn  and  railway  station  ef  Saxmnnil- 
tam,  together  with  tbe  aabetantlally-erected  residence  and  tkrm 
bnild'nars,  now  let  on  an  agreement  Ibr  lease  to  a  highly  respenstble 
tenant  (who  haa  ezi<ended  aconiiderable  amount  In  imprOTements), 
atthelowrenulof  £19]  per  ann^m,  tbe  tenant  paying  titbe-rent 
charge^  all  rates  nnrl  taxes,  and  keeping  the  premises  in  repair. 

MESSRS.  EDWARDS  &  BOATE  wUI  SELL  the 
abore  br  AOOTIOK.  ai  (he  MART,  Tokanhouae-yard,  in  tbe 
City  of  London,  on  THUBIDAT,  NOV.  l«,  at  OMK  o'elook  pnuetnally, 
in  One  Lot. 

May  be  Tiewed,  by  permlaaion  of  the  tenant,  and  particnian  with 

Slant,  when  ready,  obtained  at  the  principal  botala  bi  the  neighbour- 
ood  :  at  the  plaea  of  sale ;  of 

JAMES  SOUTH  WELL,  Esq. ,  vdidtor,  Saxmnndham  i  of 
WILUAU   BBISTOW,   Baq.,  aolleltor,  S»,  Laurence    Penntnejr- 
lane,  E.C.  t 
«nd  at  the  Auctioneer's  oflloes,  IS,  Coleman-street,  Bank,  London. 


Leicestershire.- Freehold  Biute  of  39S  acres,  most  of  It  of  the  beat  poa- 
slble  qnality,  wlih  poisessinn.    Also  Taluable  patronage. 

■Vf  K.  PHILIP  D.  TUCKETT  is  instructed  to  SELL 

1*1  by  AITOTIOK  at  the  BELL  HOTEL,  Laloaater,  on  SATUROAT 
NOVEMBER  Uth,  at  THREE  o'clock,  a  rery  desirable  FREEHOLD 
ESTATE,  meet  conreniently  eitnate  at  Frowleiwortb,  only  10  Biles 
aonth  of  Leicaeter.  and  two  from  tbe  UlleHthorpa  Kaliway  Sution,  oom- 

5 rising  a  good  farm-bonsa,  two  conyeoient  booMsleads,  surrounded  by 
it  acres,  lying  In  a  ring  fbnce,  and  bounded  by  three  main  roads,  a 
large  part  prime  grating  land,  and  maoh  of  the  remainder  the  light 
arable  land  of  almost  nnlimited  depth  which  hkS  giren  two  or  three 
holdln;»  in  this  faronred  spot  tbe  reimiation  of  extraordinary  fertility. 
Tbe  execotnr*  of  the  late  oecnpler  are  giTing  up  poesesalou  at  Lsdy-day 
next  In  excellent  eoniiltlon.    Tbe  owner  will  to  entitled  to  share  In  tbe 

Ktrontge  of  the  U  Frowleaworib  Almsbouaea.    Also  in  a  aepaiat*  let , 
acreaofOraxing  Land,  In  thoTiiUge  of  Frowleaworth. 
Farttcnlan  of 

Meears.  PABK  4  W.  B.  NELSON,  rendora'  aolkitort,No.  II,  Essex- 
street.  Strand,  London.  W.C.;  of 
Menrs.  WATSON  A  BAXTP.lt,  Lutterworth  ; 
«r  o<  Mr.  PHILIP  D.  TUCKETT,  land  agent  and  aurrayor,  10a,  Old 
Broad-atreet,  London,  E.C. 

M~~  ESSBS.  OADLB  &  BUBB'S  LAND  and 
ESTATE  RBOISTER  of  town  and  oonntry  leaideneaa,  shooting 
and  Ashing  quarters,  can  be  obutned  on  the  itt  of  each  month  on  ap- 
plicatinn  KtthP  Wi^at  Midland  and  Souiti  Wales  Land  Improrement  and 
Aeeorv  uificn,  M,  Cbaucery-lane,  London,  E.O.,  and  Clarence-aireet 
<}lonoeatar. 


EXECUTORS  and  TRUSTEES,  having  8ILM, 
PLATE,  WATCHES,  Jeirdlcry,  China,  GUa,  Nsl^ 
Bronns,  Books,  Wearing  Apparel.  Merchandise,  Trads  S(aeki,tL,k. 
to  DISPOSE  OF,  irUl  flnd  the  <*  Weet-end  Auctioa  Hut'  iiakm 
medium  fbr  reallaina,  it  being  centrally  sitoated,  and  n;ilaa  witt  <«) 
conrenlenca  tor  the  better  diaplay  of  property.  Adraseei  prist  bAi 
Valuations  made  for  all  purpoees  — W.  Hicxmaonu  k  So^?i» 
prietors.  8  and  9,  Upper  St.  Martln's-lane,  WjC. 

THE  LIVERPOOL  and  LONDON  tnd  GLOK 
INSURANCE  OOHPANT. 
OOaes:   Oouhill   ahd  CaAana-<aaaa,   Lotmaai   1,  nuns; 
LiTxaraoL. 

At  the  ANNUAL  MEETING,  held  February  itth,  ll71,ai  lac 
of  the  Dlreetoi*  for  the  yaar  1870  showed  that 

The  Fire  Premluuuweie m,1B 

Tbenew  Life  Premiums,  £16,099,  and  the  total  ....     MM 

Tbe  Annnltleapayable il,u: 

Tbe  turestad  Fnnda uagB 

ADOUSTUS  HENDRIKS,  Actaary  sni  ta.  kt 

QtrtTABLE    REVERSIONARY    CrmiSI 

SOCIETT,    10.  LANCASTEB-PLACE,  STtin. 
Established  18S9.    Capital  paid-up,  £tM,«N. 
This  Sodaty  porchases  rsTeraionary  property,  Ulb  laltwsM,  m  la 
policies  of  assurance,  and  grants  loana  on  these  seeaiitist. 
Forma  of  proposal  may  to  obtained  at  tbe  ofllce. 

F.  S.  CLATTOV,  I     iaa 
O.  H.  CLATTOB,  I  Ssosaaa 

I   AW  UNION  FIRE  and   LIFE  INSURASITi 

I J  COMPANT.  Chief  Ofllea— ISS,  Chancery-laBs.  U*b.t^ 
Canilal,  One  Million  SterUng,  tbUy  subecribed  by  npwaidtirtilitrr 
holdart,  aeariy  all  of  whom  are  members  of  the  legal  prohidss. 

Chairman— Sto  Wiuiam  FoaiB^  Bart^  Karwick. 
DepntrOalnnsn— Jams  Coiwoii,  Esq.,  BanisttrHt-Uw,  fieMao- 
building.  Temple. 
The  OtpUal  subsorlbed  and  Poinds  Is  hand  smocit  l«  sfairt  ' 
£1,300,000,  sflbrdlDg  onqueationable  aeeority. 

The  Directors  invita  particalar  attantioa  to  Iha  Hwkm'la 
Policy,  wbloh  la  ft«e  from  all  condltiooa. 

The  Company  adraneea  Money  on  Mortgage  of  liii  Islsasii  at 
BsTSTtions,  whether  abeolute  or  contiageat. 
Prospeetnses  and  mrj  information,  sent,  poet  fkee,  ee  iwlIrM  > 
FRANK  MoOEDT,  Aecaary  an<  kossq. 

LAW     LIFE      ASSURANCE     SOCIETT 
FIiEET-STREET,  LONOO.V. 

ERABLisHas  laas. 

Subaerlbed  Oapttal  £1,IM>- 

Ntna^anths  of  which  nmaln  nnraUsd. 
Inrested  Capital  on  Slat  Decemtor,  18T0,  as  stated  In  Ihs  Sf 
turns  made  to  the  Board  of  Trade,  punoant  to  tbe  Ub 

Asurance  Companiea  Act,  1870  .-.. ^LtZ 

Income  for  the  peat  year,  according  to  the  same  latwas  ...     I*' 
Total  claims  paid  to  Slat  December,  1870— 

SnuisaMured £6,<>4^,M( 

Bonnsthaieim l,03^8n 

l^k* 

Total  amount  of  Bonns  allottad  at  tbe  sercnl  dMMm  <l 

proflta  which  have  been  made V" 

Asanrancea  on  Uraa  may  to  efbcted  for  any  dealiad  taont.^ ' 
without  prsftta. 

Policies  are  granted  under  tbs  tarms  of  tba  ManielWsartr* 
party  Act,  1870. 

Loans  are  graiited  on  aeeuritr  .of  lift  intamst  is  cmanB" 
polioiee  of  assurance. 

Adranoea  are  made  on  security  of  the  nnancombcred  fM»*' 
Society.  J 

The  expenses  ef  management  (including  eommistieaa}  si«  ■*< 
per  cent,  on  the  annnal  income.  

Prospectuses,  forms  ot  propossl,  ftc,  may  to  obtained  <a  w*^ 
personally  ot  by  letter,  to  the  Actuary  at  tlie  OfBee. . 

June,  1871.  GBIWITH  DAVIES.iffl«! 

'^I^h"e~A.  G  B  A     BANK      (LIMrTKt> 

1  EstabUahed  In  ItSS.— Capital,  £l,O0a.«)t. 

BEAD  OFFICE— NICHOLAS-LANE,  LOMBARO-STRSn.  I*" 

Massn.OLTN,  MILLS,  CURRIE,  fc  Co.,  Tbe  NAnONUU*' 

SCOTLAND,  and  the  BANS  OF  BHOLAMO 
Baavoaca  In  Edinburgh,  Calcutta,  Bomtoy,  Madras,  Isiii*"  ^ 
Lahore,  Shanghai,  Hong  Koag. 

Ooasaar  Aocooins  are  kept  at  the  Head  UIBee  as  t>s«»J^ 
tomary  with  Londoo  bankers,  and  interest  attewed  *bsa  tr** 
balance  doea  not  flOl  below  £100. 

Ottraaira  reeeiTed  for  flxed  petiods  on  the  fbUaatnx  lar».*''._. 
At  t  per  cent,  per  annum,  snhleet  to  II  moatksr  noiice  «^  '"f^ 
For  shorter  periods deporits  will  to noelTsd  oa  wnaswbssgws^ 

Biu«  lasuisd  at  tto  current  exchange  of  the  day  an  aeyrfds*»^ 
of  the  Bank  free  of  extra  charge ;  and  approved  bills  ?•<*■■■■  ' 
for  eoUeetion.  _^_ 

SiLta  am  Puioaasas  eflbcted  ia  BriUah  and  txaip  ^^!t- 
Eaat  India  Stock  and  loana,and  tto  safc  enasody  of  B»s  ■iss  ^^ 

Intareet  drawn,  and  army,  Bayy,  aad  eiril  pay  and 

Erary  other  descrlptkm  of  baakiBg   hoaiasa  a 
B  Itiab  and  Indiaa.  transaetea. 

j.niai(sa*.' 
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ADMIRALTY  COURT,  EECENT  DECISIONS  IN 

Iignriea  on  the  High  SeM— JarUdiction  (Thi  Exptortr, 

19  W.  B.  166)  212 
InterrogktoriM  (Tit  Mimithaha,  19  W.  R.  304),  419 
Maritime  lien  for  Necessaries  (Tht  Turn  Btlem,  19  W. 

B.  988  ;  L.  R.  S  A.  &  E.  345),  827 
Salvage — Yeasel  saved  and  Vessel  saving  belonging  to 

Same  Owner  (TAa  Sappho,  19  W.  R.  24),  58 
Salvage  Services  by  a  Towing  Ship  (The  J.  C.  Potttr, 

19  W.  B.  335),  421 
AUbama  Chums,  34,  91,  132,  284,  447,  526.  538,  759 
Albert  Life  Assurance  Company  Arbitration  Act,  1871 ;  513, 

Reports  of  Cases  under  the  Arbitration  Act,  636,  649, 

053,674. 692, 705,  711,  729,  748,  767,  788,  816,  828,  840, 
855,  878,  886,  922 
——  Albert  Reoonstmotion,  431 
A.merica.  Bm  United  States 
Appointments,  Taoanoies,  Resignations,  &c. : — 

Aplin,  Weston,  resigns  office  of  Town  Clerk  of  Chipping 

Norton,  888 
Abdy,  J.S.,  LL.D.,  appointed  Judge  of  Essex  County 

ConrU  (Ciroait  338),  386 
Aldermen,  218 
Allen,  O. ,  elected  Treasurer  of  the  County  of  Middlesex , 

804 
Aspinall,  J.  B.,  Q.C  ,  retained  as  Counsel  for  the  Cor- 

poration  of  Bootle,  756 
Aston,  J.   K.,  appointed  Treasurer  and  Secretary  to 

Queen  Anne's  Bounty,  270 
Atkinson,  Serjt,  appointed  a  Judge  of  County  Courts, 

(Circuit  28),  118,  145 
Bacon,  Vice-Chancellor,  honour  of  Knighthood  conferred 

on,  223 
Beer,  John,  elected  Recorder  of  Saltash,  783 
Barnanl,     Professor,    appointed    a    Member    of  the 

"Alabama"  Commission,   291 ;  degree  of  D.  C,  L. 

conferred  on,  624  ;  sworn  of  the  Privy  Council,  651 
Berwick,  Recorder  of,  Resignation  of,  80 
Bishop,  C,  appointed   Registrar   of  Oxford   County 

Court,  888 
Blaise,  D.  R ,  appointed  Judge  of  County  Courts  (Cir- 
cuit 1),  478 
BUnshard,  W.,  Judge  of  County  Courts  (Circuit  1), 

Resignation  of^  481 
Broke,  Horace,  appointed  Secretary  to  MelUsb,  L.J., 

118 
Bolmer,  C,  appointed  Clerk  of  the  Peace  for  Leeds,  347 
Bntt,  J^  Q.C,  returned  to  Parliament,  as  Member  for 

Limerick,  888 
Bygott,  E.,  appointed  Registrar  of  the  Wem  County 

Court,  817 
Calver,  J.  C,  appointed  Registrar  of  Attleborough 

County  Court,  751 
Camell,  O.  F.,  elected  Vestry  Clerk  of  Wrotham,  Kent, 

493 
Chalk,  J.  J.,  honour  of  Knighthood  conferred  on,  756, 

767 
Chambers,  H.,  Q.C.,  M.P.,  appointed  Deputy  Recorder 

of  London,  782 


Appointments,  ftc  (tfiitinutt)— 

Cheery,  L.,  appointed  Clerk  to  the  Magistrates  of  Ash- 
ford,  Kent.  698 
Clifford,  C.  C,  elected  M.P.  for  Newpart.  107 
Clive,  A.  A.,  appointed  to  assist  the  Right  Hon.  R'issell 
Gurney,  Q.C.,  in  Legal  Matters  arising  out  of  the 
Washington  Treaty,  827 
Clive.  O.,  appointed  Chairman  of  Herefordshire  Quarter 

Sessions,  218 
Cockbum,  Bight  Hon.  Sir  A.  J.,  to  be  Arbitrator  nnder 

Woabington  Treaty,  817 
Colville,  Sir  J.,  appointed  a   Paid   Member  of  the 

Judicial  Committee.  893 
Cope,  W.,  appointed  Recorder  of  Bridf;enorth,  386 
County  Courts,  Cirauit  No.  43,  vacancy  of  Judgeship, 

883 
Cousins,  T.,  elected  Clerk  to  the  Magistrates  of  Ports- 
mouth, 804 
Coz,  Homersham,  appointed  Judge  of  North  Wales 

County  Court  (Circuit  No  28),  867 
Cnllen,  W.  H.,  resigns  office  of  District  Begistrar  of 

Canterbury  Probate  Court,  408 
Danger,  H.,  appointed  Clerk  of  the  Peace  for  Bristol, 

733 
Dayman    C.  0,  resigns  Office  of  Police  Magistrate, 

888 
Davison,  J.  R.,  Q.C,  appointed  Jndge  Advocate  General 

159 ;  swora  of  the  Privy  Connoil.  299 
Deacon,  C.  £.,  appointed  Deputy  Town  Clerk  of  South- 
ampton 508 
Digby,   K.  £ ,  re-eleotod  to  the  Vinerian  Profeasorahip, 

Oxford,  386 
Dorset,  County  Trossotersbip  of.  Candidates  for,  361 
Edgecombe,  F.  J.  S.,  appointed  Private  Secretarv  to 
Lord  Lawrence,  Chairman   of  the  London  School 
'  Board,  235 

!         Fairbairn,  Sir  A.,  elected  President  of  the  Leeds  School 
I  Board,  140 

i  Faossett,  J.  T.  OodFrey,  appointed  District  Registrar 

i  of  the  Court  of  Probate  at  Canterbury,  402 

Fisher  R.  A.,   appointed   Deputy  Judge  of  City  of 

London  Court,  for  September.  1871 ;  818 
Fleming,  J.,  Q.C.,  appointed  Chancellor  of  the  Connty 

PaUtine  of  Durham,  812,  387,  905 
Fookes,  W.,  appointed  Deputy  Judge  of  the  Tolxey 

Court  of  Bristol,  732 
Forsyth,  W.,  Q.C,  degree  of  LL.D.  conferred  on,  by 

the  University  of  EiUnburgh,  498 
Fry,  D.  P.,  appointed  an  Inspector  under  the  Local 

Government  Board,  986 
Furley,  B.,  resigns  office  of  Clerk  to  Justices  of  Ashford, 

700 
Oainett,  P.  F.,  appointed  Law  Clerk  to  the  Commis- 
sioners of  Lima,  Assessed,  &&,  Taxes,  Liverpool,  493 
Qedge,  Sydney,  elected  Solicitor  to  the  London  School 

Board,  442 
Gray,  J.,  Q.C,  appointed  Solicitor  to  the  Treasury,  386 
Greenhow,  W.  T.,  appointed  Recorder  of   Berwick- 
upon-Tweed,  80 
Greetham,  S.,  resigns  office  of  Clerk  to  the  Magislntes 
of  Fortsmoath,  699 
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AppomtmenU,  &c,  (eotitiiiiitd) — 

Ganner,  H.,  appointed  Recorder  of  Sonthampton,  8 
GurdoD,  W.,  Judge  of  Colchester  County  Court,  Betire- 

ment  of,  371 
Gumey,  Bi^ht  Hon.  Bonell,  Q.C.,  appointed  one  of  the 
Joint  High  CommiMionerg  on   Washington  Treaty, 
732 
Hannay,  J.  L.,  appointed  Magistrate  at  Marlborongh- 

street,  698 
Heald,  Tk,  appointed  Clerk  of  the  Peace  for  Wigan, 

871 
Hemming,  G.  W.,  appointed  Counsel  in  Equity  to  the 

Attorney-General,  H7,  453 
Hemes,  C.  J.,  appointed  Companion  to  the  Civil  Division 

of  the  Order  of  the  Bath.  663 
Hervey,    Lord    Alfred,    LL.D.,    appointed  Receiver- 
General  of  Inland  Revenues,  661 
Hibbert,  J.  T.,  II.I'.,  appointed  Under    Secretary  of 

State  for  the  Home  Department,  235 
Hillyer,  G.,  elected  Ck-rk  to  the  Coachmakers  Company, 

715 
Hinde,  C.  H.,  appointed  Law  Clerk  to  the  Altrincham 

Local  Board  of  Heath,  6i) 
Honrchrn,  J.,  elected  Clerk  of  the  Thetford  Board  of 

Navigation  Commissioners,  347 
House  of  Lords,  Committees  of,  Vacancy  of  Office  of 

Counsel  to,  756 
Hovrell.  C.  £.,  appointed  Clerk  to  the  Magistrates  of 

Mathrafal,  Ac,  626 
Ireland,  Legal  Appointments  in.    See  Ireland 
Johnep,  A.  J.,  resignation  of  County  Court  Judgeship 

(Circuit  28),  103 
Jones,  E.  P.,  appointed  Registrar  of  Whitchurch  County 

Court,  104 
Eingdon,  R.,  Q.C.,  elocted  Chairman  of  the  Shropshire 

Court  of  Quarter  Sessions,  366 
Lambert,  Mr.   John,  ai>pointed  a  Companion  of  the 

Ord(  r  of  the  Bath,  613 
Leach,  J.  C.,  elected  Coroner  for  the  Shaftesbury  and 

Sturminster  Districts.  363 
Lee,  A.  J.,  appointed  Deputv  Recorder  of  Sonthamp- 

ton,  926 
Lecman,  G.,  elected  M  P.  for  York,  298 
Little,   a.,  QC,    appointed  Vice-CbancoUor    of   the 

County  Palatine,  447.  453 
Local  Appointments.  38.  80,  81,  107,  119,  140,  159,  198, 
236,  270,  279,  291,  312.  332.  366,  402,  423,  442,  461, 
493,  506,  601, 617,  635,  843,  888 
London,    Secondary  of  the  City  of.  Vacancy  of  the 

Office,  626 
Lord,  H.  W.,  appointed  Revising  Barrister  for  West 

Essex,  767 
Maine,  H.  Sumner,  receives  the  honour  of  Knighthood, 
and  the  decoration  of  a  Kniftbt  Commander  of  the 
Order  of  the  Star  of  India,  656 
May,  Sir  T.  E.,  appointed  Clerk  to  the  House  of  Com- 
mons, 179 
Mayors,  41,60,  80,  81 
Moore,  J,  M.,  appointed  Town  Clerk   of  Durham, 

676 
Mowbray,  Right  Hon.  J.  R.,  M.P.,  appointed  a  Chnroh 

Estate  Commissianar,  463 
Kewtown  Connty  Court,  Vacancy  of  Begistratsbip,  607 
Otbome,  J.,  Q.C.,  appointed  a  Jadge  of  County  Conrta 

(Circuit  6),  S56 
Pearson,  A.  0-.  B.,  appointed  Registrar  of  the  Eirkby- 

Lonsdale  County  Court,  696 
Peel,  Sir  L ,  appointed  a  Paid  Member  of  the  Jndioial 

Committee,  893 
Fhilbrick,  F.  A.,  appointed  Recorder  of  Colchester, 

41,  146 
Fhilipa,  B.  N.,  appointed  Becorder  of  Ponte&act,  791, 

926 
Figott,  Paynton,  appointed  Revising  Barrister  of  West 

Stafford,  791 
Hatt,  E.,  appointed  Revising  Barrister  for  Dorset  and 

BoToagh  of  Wareham,  794 
Pontefract,  Reoordership  of,  Vacancy  of,  700 
Portsmouth  Borough   Magistrates,  office  of  Clerk  to, 

788,  806 
PosUethwaite,  T.,  appointed  Registrar  of  TTlverston 

Connty  Court,  402 
Potter,   H.  C,   appointed  Town    Clerk   of   Bomsey, 
Hants,  256 


Appointments,  ke.  {eontinued) — 

Preston,  C.  F.,  appointcHl  Town  Clerk  of  Btnnii. 

Furness,  60 
Pringle,  G.,  appointed  Secretary  to  the  Ecdnulial 

Commission,  817 
Pritchard,  T.  S.,  appointed  Recorder  of  Weolod^  ]» 
Quarter  Sessions,  Chairmen  of,  902 
Beeve,  Hen.,  appointed  Companion  of  the  Gvl  IKiiia 

of  the  Order  of  the  Bath.  663 
Roberts,  G.  C,  appointed  Town  Clerk  of  Hull,  Sli 
Boberts,  H.  L.,  appointed  Poor  Law  Anditoroftki 

Metropolitan  Andit  District,  508 
Bogers,  Sir  Fred.,  Bart.,  sworn  of  the  PtiTv  Con^ 

661 
Rogers,  H.,  reeignsTowa  Clcrkahipof  Eeajiag,(tt 
Ross,  W.  B  ,  appointed  a  Coroner  for  Suffolk,  W 
Salmon,  A.  B.,  appointed  Clerk  to  theHsgiitnteci 

niverston,  1-59 
Seabroke,  O.  M.,  appointed  Clerk  to  Bagly  Mtp. 

trates,  402 
Sheriff!-,  140,  291 
Sheriffs  of  London,  643 
Smith,  G.  J.  P.,  appointed  a  Master  of  the  Cosilil 

Queen's  Bench,  80 
SpeecMey,  H.,  appointed  Deputy  RegittraroftkeOt; 

of  London  Court,  198 
Stansfield,  James,  Judge  of  Connty  Court,  dieatSi 

12.  Reeifination  of,  846,  873 
Stepliens,  W.,  appointed  Clerk  of  the  Peace  for  Bids:- 

shire,  386 
Stork*,  Maj.  Gen.  Sir  W.  E„  elected  M.P.,  forKps, 

292 
Stuart,  Vice- Chancellor,  retirement  of,  340, 3$7,  t(l 
Talbot,  A.  J ,  appointed  Clerk  to  the  Msgiitnta  k 

Newtown  Upper  and  Llanidloes  Lower  and  Bcgotm 

of  the  Newtown  County  Conrt,  617 
Turner,  L.,  honour  of  Knighthood  confeired  n,K 

299 
Tyrwhitt,  R.  P.,  resignation  of  office  o(  Urtrofoiai 

Magistrate.  700 
Under  Sheriffs  41,  270,  312,  313,  332,  423, 73J,>S« 
Vernon,  Hon.  G.  C,   annointed   Rsviaing  BirristBb 

Cambridgrshire,  and  Isle  of  Ely,  804 
Vnlliamy,  A.  F  ,  appointed  a  Coroner  forS(dtift,S2 
AVarJ,  W.  C,  appointed  Clerk  to  the  CommiBitBB!  i' 

Assessed  Taxes,  Durham,  920 
Westell,  F.,  appointtil  Registrar  of  Whitney  C«S 

Court,  888 
Wilmot,  Sir  J.  Eardley,  resigns  Judgeship  <f  Oia.'; 

Court,  circuit  43,  883 
Waley,  J. ,  appointed  a  Conveyancing  Cooascl  ti  m 

Court  of  Chancery,  291 
Wharton,  J.  L,  elected  M.P.  for  Durham,  5U; 
Wickens,  John,  appointed  a  Vice-CIuuinllor  of  :k 

Court  of  Chancery,   442  ;   receives  the  kasoe ' 

Knighthood,  635 
Winterbothsm,  H.  S.  P.,  appointed  Under  Seei((«T* 

State  for  the  Home  Department,  366 
WorUedge,  J,,  appointed  Chancellor  of  Nonriek,  6i 

Commissioners  to  administer  Oaths  in  ChsocaT,  ■- 

218;  235,  256,  291, 332,  423,  478,  493,  617,  tk  <> 

676,  738,  817,  902 
in  Courts  of  Common  Law,  Basknptcr,  it«"^ 

256,  291,  635,  902 

for  taking  Acknowledgments  of  Deeds  by  Msri* 

Women,  41,  60,  119,  332,  366,  386,  423 
Indian  Appointments,  28,179,  198,  235,  334,  IH*^' 

429,  498, 625,  696,  656,  663,  829,  8J7, 8*1,  W 
Colonial  Appointments  : — 

Antigua,  506 

Bermudas  Islands,  442,  873 

British  Columbia,  634 

British  Guiana,  617 

Hong  Kong,  353 

Jamaica,  2fi6,  902 

Mauritius,  81,  266 

Penang, 353 

St.  Christopher,  871 

Sierra  Leone,  104,  888 

Straito  Settlements,  846,  888 

Trinidad,  291, 332 

Articled  Herks' Socie^,  889,  892^990 
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Attoraejrs  and  Solicitors,  AdmiMion  of,  14,  29.  6S,  201 
—  B«manenttion  Act,  1870,  a  Paper  on,  by  E.  Bromley. 
88,104  r-  J 

Aostialia  :-~ 

Junior  Bar  in,  183 

liCgal  Profaanon  in,  430 

Farliamentarr  Drafting,  639 

Amended  Scale  of  County  Court  Costs,  844 

Melbonroe— L^pl  Intelligence,  843 


B. 

BAIL  COUBT  PROCEBDINaS.  492.  508 
Bankruptcy  : — 

Easiness  in  1870;  649 
The  Bankruptcy  Act,  1869;   833 
American  Vienr  of,  635 
—  Recent  Decisions  in  : — 

Bill  of  Sole— Priority — Act  of  Bankruptcy  (Kx  partt 
AIU»  and  Pags,  re  Middlelon,  C.  J.B.  19  W.  R.  274) 
863 
Composition — Registration  of  Resolution  for  Examina* 
tion  of  Debtor — Poirer  and  Dnttes  of  Registrar  (Be 
Godfrey  Davit ;  Com/orth  v.  Davit,  19  W.K  524 ;  Ex 
paHe  Ucy,  re  Varbetiam,  19  W.  B.  586),  154 
Execution— Corapositiou  ArrangemeDt(BtVmin^A<im  Gat 
Company  v.  Adanu,  C.J.B.  19  W.  B.  123),  154 
^—  Court   of.   Proceeding  in,  7,  27.   41.    80,   96,  116, 
158,   234,  252,   269,  289,  310,  344,  365,  402,  421,  472, 
644.  655,  656,  696,  714,  732,  842,  870,  924 
Bankmpts.  Alphabetical  Lists  of,  19,  30,  50,  69,  88,   t08> 
125,  148,  167.  187,  205,  224.  242,   261,  280,  300,  317. 
336.  354,  373,  394,  411,  432,  445,   463,  480,  500,  515, 
534,  S51,  569,  588,  608.  625,   646,  665,  685,  702,  723, 
739,  758,  778.  795,  807.  819,  831,  847,  859,  874,  890, 
906,  981 
Barristers  and  Attorneys  in  Wales,  603 
Benson,  R.  A..  498 

Birmingham  Law  Sociehr.  146,  220,  583,  661 
Births,   Marriages  and  Deaths,  18,  SO,  49,  58, 67,  107, 124, 
146,  168,  187,  204,  223,  241.  260,  279,  299,  317,  335,  353. 
371.  393,  410,  432,  444,  462.  480,  499.  514,  533,  550,  568, 
687.  607.  624.  645.  664,  684.  701,  722,  738,  757,  777,  794, 
806, 818,  830, 847,  859,  873,  890,  905,  931 
Blozam,  M.  H.,  Presentation  to,  757 
Brazils,  Law  Reform  in,  660 
Brecon  Election  Petition,  607 

Bristol  ;— 

Bankraptcy  Court,  17 
Tolzey,  Court  of,  201,  566 

Bristowe,  H.  F.,  Q.C.,  Accident  to,  492 

Brockley  Whins  Collision,  353 

Brodrtp.  Francis,  Donation  to  Middlesex  Hospital,  745 

BroDiley,  K.,  on  the  Attorneys  and  Solicitors  Rcmnneiation 
Act,  1870  ;  83, 104 

Battsrworth,  Mr.  Uenrr.  Presentation  of  Silrergilt  Alms- 
dish  to  St.  Paul's  Cathedral,  524 


a 

3ENTRAL  CRIMINAL  COURT  PROCEEDINGS,  492, 

679 
Shanoery,  Conrt  of.  Recent  Decisions  in: — 

Acoeptano«s — ^Right  of  Billholder  to  Benefit  of  Security 
{CU>/  Bank  r.  Ivckie,  L.C.  18  W.  B.  1181,  L.  R.  5 
Ch.  773),  133. 
Aolcnowledgmeot  by  Joint  Mortgagees  (Trustees)  in 
Posaession— 3  &  4  Will.  4,  s.  28  {Bichard  r.  Touna, 
I^  J.  19  W.  K.  612),  615 
Admiaistration  Suits  in  England  and  Ireland — Injnno. 
tion  (Braione  t.  Soitrls,  L.C.  (Ir.)  19  W.  R.  116), 
S07 
Admiaistration  of  Real  Estato  upon  Summons  (^iloorat 

▼.  Mborat,  M.K.  19  W.  R.  88),  232 
Adrancementa,  Modem  Presumption  as  to  {Htpworth 

▼.  ITepKorth,  V.C.M.  19  W.  B.  46).  78 
AdTenso  Possession  of  Yaoant  Land  token  by  Railway 
Company  (fit  Sottkuworth,  V.C.S.  19  W.  B.  681), 
675 


Chancery,  Recent  Decisions  in  {emtinued) — 

Amalgamation — Assets  of  Shareholders  (TA*  Xmpire 

Afsuranee  Corpiiatioii,  L.C.  19  W.  R.  463),  460 
Assignment  of  C/ioie  in  Action — Debentures  (Be  South 

Essex  EsUutry  and  Becl<imatio:t   Company,   Sx  pirU 

Charley,  V.C.M.  19  W.  R.  430),  439 
Bank    Trustees — Right     of    Separate     Appearance 

(Btinrickv.  Sutlo>i,h.J.lQVf.  R.  515;  L.  R.  6  Ch. 

220),  557 
Oankruptoy  Act,  1869,  s.  84  — Anualliog  Adjudication 

Delegation  of  Jurisdiolion  to  Registrar  (Ex  parte 

the  Eaglith  Joint  Stoek  SaHk,  Be  Finney,  L.J.  J.  19 

W.  R.  140),  213 
Bequests  of  Impure  Personalty  to  Charitable  Instita- 

tions  (NethertoU  v.  Speeckly,  M.R.  19  \V.  B.  174), 

288 
Bequests  towards  the  Erection    or  Endowment  of 

Churahes  and  Chapels  (Pratl'r.  Bartey,  V.CW. 

19  W.  R,  950),  898 
Canal  Company  Incorporated  by  Act  of  Parliament— 

Jnrisdiotion  to  wind  up  (Be  Company  of  Proprietors 

of  Bradford  NaeigatioH,  V.C.M.  18  W.  U.  692,  L.J. 

H.  1093).  38 
Charitable    Institutions —Mortmain     Act- Trustees' 

Discretion   (Lewis  t.  AlUnhy,    V.C.S.  18   W.    R. 

1127).  6 
Charity— Power  to  take  Money  Bequeathed  or  Derised 

(Chester  V.  Chester,  V.C.B.  19  W.  K.  946),  786 
ChnrohTard,  Freehold  of — Right  of  Rector  (Ex  porta 

Bsetor  of  Liverpool,  V.C.M.  19  W.   R.  47;  £x  pirU 

Sector  of  St.  Mary'i,  Sirmiiigham,  V.C.M.  i6.  95), 

233 
Clerical  Error,  Rectification  of,  in  Award  (AfonitM  t. 

Palmer,  L.J.  19  W.  K.  86,  L.  R.  6  Ch.  23),  332 
Compensation  for  Coals  Improperly  taken  by  Owner 

of  Adjoining  Mine    (Llynvi    Company   t.    Brogden, 

V.C.B.  19  \V.  R.  196 ;  Jtyon  T.  r.»io«,  L.C.  •».  365). 

882 
Contraot,  Rescission   of   (Dunn    T.  Vtrt,   V.C.B.  19 

W.B.  151),  327 
Copyright  in  Maps  (Slamiardy.Les,  UT.  19  W.  R.  616), 

667 
Ooats  of  Preserring  and  of  Realising  the  Assets  and  of 

Qeneral  Liquidation  (Perry  7.  Oriental  Soteh  Com- 

pany.  V.CW.  19  W.  R.  767),  884 
Country  Solicitor  and  Town  Agent— Pririleged  Cora- 

mnnioation  (Catt  v.  TourU,  V.C.S.  19  W.  R.  66), 

342 
Covenants  to  Settle  After-acquired  Property  OTCr  a 

Specified  Amount — Sums    SeTsrally  Less,    but   in 

the  Aggreg[ato  Greater  than  the  Specified  Amount 

(aoirai-  y.  Smith.  M.  R.  1 9  W.  R.  399) ,  676 
Directors'  Qnalifioations — Paid-up  Shares  (Re  Empir 

Auuranee  Corpora'.ion,  Leeke'a  Case,  lij,  19  W.  R. 

664),  897 
Easement — Oser  of  Light  (Ladyman  v.  Grave,  L.O.  19 

W.  R.  883),  765 
Fidnoiary     Relation — Reversal    of    Decree — Interest 

(Imperial  Mereautile  Credit  Assurance  v.  Colman,  L.C. 

19  W.  R.  48i;,  470 
Foreoloaure  Suit — Sale  Without  Control  of  the  Conrt 

(Belph  V.  Soiton,  MR.  19  W.  R.  220),  267 
Foreign  Law — The  Contraot  and  the   Remedy  ^Ex 

parte  Melioum,  L.J.J.  19  W.  U.  83).  249 
Fraudulent  Preference — Banker — Creditor  (Be  Patent 

File  Company,  V.CA  19  W.  R.  40).  95 
—  Bankinptcy  Act,  1869,  s.  92  (Ex  parte  Tttnpes', 

Se  CV<?w»,L.L.J.19  W.  R.  137),  154 
Gifts  to  "  Children  " — Identification  (Lepvie  v.  Bean, 

M.R.18W.  R.797),68 
Husband  and  Wife— Custody  of  Children  (EamUlon 

T.  Sector,  L.C.  19  W.  R.  990),  746 
Infant— Mairried    Woman— Next    Friend— Authority 

tolnstitnto  Proceedings  (Kenrick  t.  Wood,  V.C.M. 

19  W.  R.  67,  L.  R.  9  Eq.  333),  311 
Insurance  Agent — Commission  on  Profits — Breach  of 

Contract  (Maclure't  claim,  L.J.  IB  W.  R.  1122),  6 
InTCstment  of  Moneys  Reoeired  on  Sales  nnder  Leases 

and  Sales  of  Settled  Estates  Act  (Be  Cooke' t  Stttlt- 

morf.M.R.  19  W.  B.  693),  6l6 
Joint  Liquidators,   Powers  of— Bills   accepted  by  % 

Single    Liquidator   (Be  London  and  Medittrrantan 

Bank,  L.  J.  19  W.  B,  487),  491 
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Chitncery,  Beocnt  Decisions  in  (eontinuect) — 

JudgmenU  Acts — Delivery  in  Ezeootion  {Champiuyt 

▼.  BwrlaHd,  V.C.8.  19  W.  R.  148),  381 
Legacy  Duty  — Partoeimhip  Property  Abroad  (Poriet 

T.  SInen,  V.CJ,  18  W.  E  686.  L.  K.  10  Eq.  178),  38 
Lessor  and  Lessee — Defects  in  Subject  of  Lease  (Dixon 

T.  Zamarf,  M.R.  19  W.  K.  942),  765 
Lien  of  a  Company  on  its  Members'  Shares  {Re  Otneral 

Exeha>iii»  Baiih,  Hx   parte   London   and  Contintntal 

Bank,  L.L.J.  19  W,  K.  791).  672 
Life  Tenant  and  Remainderman — Income  or  Corpus 

(Dale  T.  Saye$,  V.C.S.   19   W.   R.  299j  Sb-aker  r. 

Wilsoit,  L.C.  19  W.  E.  761),  633 
Liquidation — Petition    by    one    Partner — I^jnnotion 

{Ex  parU  Itaie,  Re  De  Vccchi,  L.  J.  19  W.  R.  88),  154 
Liqaidator— Solicitor — Partner  {Re  Universal  PrivaU 

TeUgraph  Company,  M.R.  19  \V.  R.  297).  882 
Marriages.  Irregular  and  Reputed  {UiU  v.  Hibinrt,  L.C. 

19  W.  E.  250).  287 
ISistalce  of  Name — Evidence  of  Intention  {R>  Noilt't 

Tnuti,   M.U.  Ir.  18  \V.  R.  881),  194 
Money  Lenders — Unfair  Dealing  {Tyler  r,  Y(Ue$,Y.C.8. 

19  W.  R.  118),36l 
Mortgage  of  Pension  {Janes  v.  FJU$,  V.C.S.  19  W.  B. 

319).  490 
Mortgagee's  Cost  of  Sale— 15  &  16  Vict.  c.  86,  s.  48 

{Cook  V.  Hart,  V.C.B.  19  W.  R.  987),  921 
Koise  and  Vibration — Practice  in  Suits  to  Restrain  a 

Naisanoe  {Ronkell  v.   IFAitmrth,  V.C.B.  &  L.J.  19 

W.  R.  804),  709 
Praoiica — Age  of  CbiM-bearing  {Condaitt  r.    Soane, 

V.C.W.  19  W.  R.  817).  634 

—  Security  for  Costs  (Re  Home  Ateuratice  Auociution, 
V.C.W.  10  VV.  R.  947),  802 

—  Undertaking  as  to  Damages  (TVi^n  Valley  Railway 
Company  T.  Southicooi,  L.J.  19  W.  R.  690),  634 

Principal   and   Agent — Del   credere    Agent — Sale    of 
Qooi*  {Ex  parU  While,  Re  Nevill,  L.J.  19  W.  B.  488), 

383 
Priority— Contemporaneous  Notice   {Re   Metropolitan 

Railway    Company,   To\cir  Hill  Exteueion  Act,  and 

Re  Rawlingi'  Eetate,  Ex  parte  Kent,  M.B.  19  W.  E. 

696^,  595 
Pablic  Body— Excess  of  Statatory  Anthority— lojnno- 

tionJ Grand  Junction  Canal  Company  y,  Shugar,  L.C. 

19  W.  R.  569),  594 
Poblio  House    Licences — Practise  on  Transfer  of— 

Oeoeral  Licensing  Act,  9  Geo.  4,  o.  61  {CowUt  r. 

Qale.  M.R.  19. W.  R.  866),  898 
Forcbasers'  Mistake  as  to  Boundary  of  Property  Sold 

{Denny  v.  Hatuock,  L.J.  19  W.  R.  54),  77 
Purchase  of  Shares  in  Name  of  yominee  (JRa  Oreat 

Wheal  Busy  Mining  Company,  Kiiig't  com,  L.J.   19 

W.  R.  649),  524 
Railway  Company — Disputes  as  to  Aooommodntion 

Works— Jurisdiction  (  Bood  7.  North  Eattem  Railway 

Company,  V.C.M.  19  W.  B.  266),  633 
Biver  Conservancy  {Corporation  of  Exeter  T.  Earl  of 

Devon,  M.R.  18  W.  R.  879;  L.  R.  10  Bq.  332),  38 
Sale  of  Land  or  Minerals  separately — Mortgagee  with 

Power  of  Sale  {Re  Beaumont's  Mortgage,  V.C.M.  19 

W.  K.  767),  634 
Bales  under  the  Partition  Act,  1868,  s.  4  {Peinierltn  ▼. 

Pemiirton,  L.C.  19  W.  B.  908),  920 
Shares,  Fully  Paid  and  Fart  Paid— Adjustment  in 

Winding  np  (Re   Hodge't  Distillery    Company,   Ex 

parU  Maude,  I.  J.  18  W.  R.  113),  267 
Bolioitor's  Lien  on  Property  Becovered  or  Preserved 

in  a  Snit  (Tteynam  r.  PorUr,  V.C3.  19  W.  E.  151), 

842 
Special  Condition*  on  Sale  by  the  Court  (iVwrn  ▼. 

Hancock,  V.C.M.  19  W.  B.  843),  764 
Speoifto    Ferformanoe— Donbtlul   Title  {MuUinge  t. 

Trinder,  JIB.  18  W.  B.  1186),  24 
Sale  at  a  Valuation  {Richardion  T  Smith,  L.C.  & 

L.J.Q.  19  W.  B.  81;  L.  B.  5  Ch.  648),  113 
— —  Befused  when  Useless  {Seaton  r.  Ttcyford,  V.C.  B. 

19  W.  B.  200).  187 
Staying  Proceedings  by  Creditors  till  Hearing  of  Wind- 
ing np   Petition    {Re  Z/mdon    and  Suburban   Bank 

{limited),  y.CM.  19  W.  R.  960),  786 
Tenant    for    Life    and    Remainderman — Renewable 

Leaseholds  {Re  Wood'e  Eetate,  V.CJ.  19  W.  B.  59), 

S31 


Chancery,  Recent  Decisions  in  {eontinued)~ 

Testimony,  Bills  to  Perpetuate  {Re  Tayhur,  LJ.  \i 

W.  R.  462),  439 
Trade -Mark— Term   "Original"  (Cocksy,  CiaiUr, 

M.R.  19  W.  R.  590),  658 
—  Passing  by  Assignment  of  Business  (SAuwUl 

T.  ClemenU,  V.C.M.  19  W.  B.  699),  652 
Trustees'  Befusal  of  Acoounts— Trust  for  Sale  via 

Consent  {Jefferyiv.  Palmer,  V.C.iL  I»W.R.«),Jtt 
Unpaid  Vendor  v.  Railway  Company — ^Fctm  oC  Dtisne 

{Keane  y.'Athenry  and  Ennie  Railway  Compaii),  ILR. 

Ir.  19  W."  E  43),  212 
Validity  ol  Charge  Upon  Unclaimed  Capital  (JUiAmii'i 

ca>e,  V.CS.  19  W.  R.  344),  470 
Valuable  Consideration- 37  Elis.  o.  4  {Utmlfiid  t. 

Keeiie,  MR.  19  W.  E.  708),  746 
Vendor  not  Named — Statute  of  Frauds  {BonrdiUH  r. 

Collins,  M.R.  19  W.  E.  536),  490 
Vendor    and     Purchaser — Voluntary    Settlemot- 

Specifio  Performance  iPeUr  v.  yteoils,  V.CS.  19  V.  E. 

618),  709 
"Watercourse.     Artificial — Easement    of    KMMBt; 

{Walts  V.  KeUoi,  LJ.  19  W.  H.  388),  541 
Wife's  Equity  to  a   Settlement — Arrears  of  loooat 

{Re  Carr's  Trusts.  V.C.M.  19  W.  R.  675),  7»6 
Will— Substituted  Gift  to  Issue  {Hobgtn  v.  StaU,  US. 

19  W.  E.  143 ;  L.  E.  U  Eq.  48),  361 
Winding-up,  Voluntary — Summary jnriidictioD  iaoK 

of  breach  of  trust  by  directors  (R*  County  tlariseh- 

suranee  Company,  Ranee'*  east,  h.  J.  19  W,  B.  Ml|> 

451 
Winding  up — Bight  of  petitioner  to  dismiss  bit  petitias 

{Re   Berlin   Oreat  Uarket  and  Abattoirs  CotfSil, 

M.  B.  19  W.  B.  703 ;  Re  Home  Assurance  JssoaHim, 

V.C.W.»4,  817),  652 
Jurisdiction  to  Wind  np  Petty  Compsmei  {b 

Sanderson's  Patents  Association,  V.C.M.  19  W.  B.966), 

920 

Chancery,  Court  of,  Proceedings  in,  136,  197,  28l,JM,SW. 

344,  401,  471,  491,  506,  616,  714 
City  of  London  Court,  431 
Code,  A,  Relations  of  Judge-made  Law  ta,  186 
Colonial  Parliaments,  Lawyers  in,  720,  721 

Common  Law,  Courts  of.  Recent  Decisions  in  :— 

Action  on  List  Bill  {King  t.  Zimmermmn,  G  P.  1' 

W.  E.  1009 ;  L.l{.  6  C.  P.  466).  826 
Alien — Natural-bom  Subject  {Daviu  r.   (XDe^e^, 

Ex.  Ch.  Ir.  19  W.  E.  608),  624 
Apprenticeship  Deed — R«tum  of  Premium  on  lUta'i 

Death  {W/iineup  t,  Hughee,  C.P.   19  W.  R.4M),«» 
Arbitration — Agreement  to  Refer — Certifioats  (Baw 

v.  Lenders,  C.P.  19  W.  E.  767 ;  Wadstearlk  r.  *»<*, 

Q.  B.  ib.  797),  709 
Arbitration— Costs— Event   of  Beference   {Slessn  t 

Chapman,  Ex.  19  W.  B.  958  ;  L.  E.  6  Ex.  213),  »> 
Arson  {Reg.  Y.  Child,  C.C.B.  19  W.  B.  7.86,  LB.1 

C.  C.  307),  634 
Attorney — Power  to  Compromise  {Lotsgrovey,  WU^ 

C.P.  19  W.  B.  823).  678 
Bankruptcy — Determination   of    Agency  (IfrCrf  '• 

Australian  Meat  Company,  Ex.  19  W.  R  188},  2M 
— —  Fraudulent  Conveyance  {Lomax  r.Btutea,  Ci-V 

W.  B.  441),  439 
,  Act  of.  Notice  of  {Etans  r.  HoUams,  dt-  i> 

W.B.  1158)868  _, 
Provable  Debt  {Kent  r.  nomas,  Ex.  19  W.  t 

1148,  L.  R.  6  Ex.  312),  868 
Bill  of  Sale — Misdescription  in  Affidavit  {Breiii  i. 

Scales,  C.F.  19  W.  E.  386),  383 
Breach  of  Contract — ^Refusal  before  Time  for  P"**" 

ance  to  Perform  Contract — Promise  to  Many  {""' 

T.  Enigkt,  Ex.  19  W.  B.  77X  H* 
Bread,  Sale  of.   Otherwise  than  by  Wei(^  («<  ^' 

Browning.  Q.B.  18  W.  B.  21),  233 
Carriers — Passengers'    Luggage    {Macrote    v.   arm 

IFestem  Railway  Companjt.  aB.  19  W.  R-  J'SV* 
Carrier  of  Passengers — Liability  of  one  Kailwsy  C* 

pany  for  Injury  to  a  Passenger  Cauaed  by  tbt  »#" 

gence  of  Another  Company  over  whose  Uw  "^ 

have  Bunning  Powers  CThomat  r.  Rkymnej  Sem 

Company,  Ex.  Ch.  19  W.  &.  477),  *««         ^^ 
Carriers  Act— Informal  Declaration  of  Value  (*sW 

T.  StiUon,  C.P.  19  W.  E.  800),  747 
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Common  Law,  Recent  Deci»ioni  in  (contiimed)— 

CkQse  of  Action— Service  of  Writ  oat  of  Jariadiction 
— Common  Law  Procedure  Act,  18(2,  sa.  18,  19 
{Jaeksmy  Spittat,  C  P.  18  W.  R.  U62).  25 

Common   Law  Procedarn  Act,  1852,   8S.   18,   19 

{Dmham  v.  Spence.  Ex.  19  W.  B.  162).  196 
CliHrter  Party— Bill  of  Lading— Dead  Frei(?ht  (Orrifr. 
Carr,  Ex.Cli.  19  W.  E.  1173,  L.  R.  6  Q.  B.  622),  921 
Coinage — "Lawful    authority    or    excuae"    {Sig.  v. 

Bamy,  C.C.R.  19  W.  K.  446).  440 
Company— Winding  up  under  Saperviaion  ( Wiluhirt 
Iron  Company  t.  Grtal  Wutern  Xailway  Company, 
aB.  19  W.  E.  935 ;  L.  R.  6  a  B.  101 ;  Sankey 
Brook  Coal  Company  T.  Manh,  Ex.  19  W.  R.  1012, 
L.  R.  6  Ex.  185),  785 
Compenaation  (Todd  v.  MelropoKtan  Sailway  Company, 
0.  P.  19  W.  R.  720),  658 

Landa  Clauaea  Act,  18— Land  held  for  Ecclcsias- 

lical   Porpoaea  (SUlAmgi  t.  Uttropolitaii  Boa'd  of 
Work*,  Q.B.  19  "W.  R.  73),  78 
Compnlaory  Reference — Power  of  Judge  at  Niai  Pnus 

(Jeffrits  ».  UmU.  C.P.  19  W.  R.  408),  419 
Confeaaion  of  Plea— Releaae  Subject  to  Condition  Sub- 
sequent {Newington  v.  T^vi,  C.P.  18  W.  R.  1198).  25. 
Conapiracv— Agreement  to  Commit  Civil  Wrong  {Sfg. 

T.  rrorburton.  C.C.R.  10  W.  R.  165),  196 

Conatrnotion  of  Section  4  of  24  &  25  Vict.  c.  100— 

••Solicit    to  Murder" — ^Endeavour  to  Persuade   to 

Murder  {JUg.v.  Fox,  C.C.R.  Ir.  19  W.  B.  109^,163 

Construction— "Ship"    (Kx  parts  Ferguson,   Q.B.  19 

W.  R.  740).  652 
Contract,    Impoaaibility  of  Performing— Penalties  on 
Non-performaocc — Non-extension  of  Timeby  Architect 
[JoiMf.  St.John'i  College,  O.rford,  Q.B.  19  W.  B 
876),  862 
Contract  for  Personal  Service  (ItMiuon  y  Danton,  Ex. 
-19  W.  R.  1036,  L.  R.  6Ex.  269).  839 

l059;-BAA.ln  {Smith  T.  Hughes,  Q.B.  19   W.   K. 
Conreraion  (Fowf<rT.'^IU«899 

250  -     ">  W.  R.  180), 

Copvholds,  Demiae  of — Seisure  quotuque  {Garhmd  x. 

Mead,  Q.B.  19  W.  R.  1156,  L.  K.  6  Q.  B.  441),  8C9 

Conyright — Joint  Aathorabip  (Ltty  v.  Jiutlea,  C.P.  19 

W.  R.  976),  839 

Cost* — Action     Removed     from     Mayor's    Court    to 

Superior  Court  by  Certiorari — County  Courts   Act, 

1867.  a.  5  (Pallat  v.  Bretlauer,  B.C.  19  W.  R.  779), 

74« 

Costa  on  Appeal  to  House  of  Lords  and  E.Kchrqnrr 

Chamber  {Oann  v.  Johmon,  C.P.  19  W.  R.  952).  820 

C  lunty  Court,  Remitting  Caae  to  (Service  v.  Kennedy, 

Ex.  Ir.l9  W.  R.287),a63 
County  Vote — Mortgage  to  Building  Society  {RoUtt- 

ton  V.  Cope,  C.P.  19  W.  R.  927).  728 
Corenant  in  Lease  ( Wadham  v.  Postmaster- General,  Q.B. 

19  W.  R.  1082),  884 
Covenant  for  Title  (Coalts  r.  Colliim,  Q.B.  19  W,  R. 

1109),  898 
J7<'uitM— Statute  of  Limitations  (Wilkinson  v.  Verity, 

C.P.  19W.B.  604),  S43 
X>ivorce— Coata  againat  Wife  (Uibu  t.  Milne,    Div. 

CJourtlO  W.  R.  423),  471 
Estoppel  by  Condact  {Rniahls  r.  Wiffm,  Q.B.  19  W.  R. 

244),  261 
Evidence  of  Contract — ^Adrertisement  for   Tenders — 
BigheatTendere  (Spencer  v.  Barding,  C.P.  13  W.  R. 
48),  78 
Executor  Suing  {Kotelev  ▼.  Jtundall,  Q.B.  18  W.  R.  619; 

Abbott  T.  Parfit,  aB.  19  W.  R.  718),  542 
Jlaaband,   Liability  of,  for  Goods    Supplied  to  Wife 

fPhillipion  r.  Hayter,  C.P.  19  W.  R.  130),  153 
I  naiclment— Statutory  Offence  (Jleg.  v.  Lovibond,  Q.B. 

1 9  W.  B.  753).  673 
Xaspection   of  Socumenta — ^Letters   Material  to   the 
Question  of  Damages  {Paps  v.  Lister,  B.C.  19  W.  R. 
445),  440 
l^inds   Cliiusea    Consolidation  Act — Railway  Clausea 
Cons3lidation     Act — Compenaation    (Queen    v.    St. 
J^ukis  Vestry,   19  W.  R.  1086,  L.  R  6  Q.  B.  572 ; 
CoM"  V.  Cambrian  liailicay  Company,  Q.B.  19  W.  U. 
1  138).  834 
Laicenv — \uim:tU  fcr(e  ntiura:  (The  Queen  ".  Totnaley 
a.CM.  19  W.  R.  725),  590 


Common  Law,  Recent  Doci^iona  in  (emlintted)— 

Larceny  by  Servant  {Reg.  v.  Cooke,  C.C.R.   19  W.  R. 

SSO),  383  ™.   ..  ,» 

Leaser's  Covenant  to  repair  (Afoiia  v.  Walktnson,  19 

W.  R.  286).  288  .     ^  , 

Letter  "  Without  Prejudice  "  HoUsworth  t.  Dmsiale 

Q.B.  19  W.  R.  798),  652 
Local  Board— Liability  for   Negligence   (Foreman  t 

tfayor  of  Canterbury,  Q.B.  19  W.  R.  719),  595 
Marine  Policy,  Valued  (lidgetl  r.  Secretan,  C.P.  19 

W.R.  1089),  854  ,    ^      ^ 

Married  Woman's  Will  {ffoblev.  Wilkock,Ttob.  Court 

19  W.  R.  1115),  869 
Master  and    Servant— Contractor  Working  with  hia 

Employer's  Servants  {Murray  v.   Carrie,    C.P.   19 

W.  R.  104),  133 
Master  and  Servant— Railway  Company— Arrest  by 

Servants— Implied  Authority  {Allen  v.  London  ami 

South    Western  Jiailvay  Company,  Q.B.  19  W.  ^ 

Mavlr'a  Court-Prohibitiort- Attachment. ''•^J'"'*''"' 
of  City  belonging  to  ReaidenU^-"''''""  ("«i^'^  ''• 
CarmotWilton,  C.P.  19  W.  IV^S)' <59\      ,    „..    „, 

Meaaure  of  Damagea-D.ea-h  of  Cont«ct_Sal«  of 
Land— Equitable  intereat  {Botn  y.  Fothtrgill.  Ex.  19 

Meuitan^'M""**""'*  A"*-  1862-General  Line 
of  Building— Effect  of  Architeot'e  Cortiacato  {Simp- 
son V.  Smith.  C.P.  19  W.  R.  355),  382 

Metropolis  Local  Management— Paving  ^Expenses 
Recoverable  Asainst  Occupier  after  Unsatisfied  Jude- 
mcnt  Against  Owner-25  &  26  Vict.  c.  102.  aa^  /7. 
96  {Vestry  of  Btrmondsey  y.  liamsey,  C.P.  19  ".  I'. 

Mines.' Possession  of  {Earl  of  Dartmouth  r.  Spittle,  Ex. 

19W.  R.  444),  451 
Misrepresentation— Evidence-Directors  of  Company— 

Proapectna— Sharea  applied  for  but  no  Depoait  1  aid 
{Bevan  v.  Adams,  C.P.  19  W.  R.  76),  95 
Municipal    CorporaUon— BorouRh    Fund   (J»*'^'»    ^- 
yayl,  *..  o7shcfi<ld,  Q-B.  19  W.  R.  .159),  922 


ETidenoe     of— Remoteness    of   Damap*> 


ETch^'irw:  Bri<§?."5!i,r"''™  «»*'"•''»  '^'""'^"'' 

Keeligence — Implied  Contract — Stand  on  m^o«,  Courso 

(francii  V.  Cockerill,  Ex.  Ch.  18  W.  R.  1205),  29 
Nenligence — Licensee — Miafeaaance     by     Defend.inl'a 

Servant  (Tebbuttr.  Bristol nnd  Exeter  Railieay  Com- 
pany, aB.  19  W.  R.  383), 327 
Negligence — ^Tieapass- Landlord — ^Tenants  {Carttairs 

V.  Taylor,  Ex.  19  W.  R.  723),  695 
Kotice  of  Action  {King  t.  Chamberlain,  C.P.  19  W.  B. 

931),  803 

{Selmes  v,  Judye,  Q.K  19  W.  R.  1110).  921 

Parliament — Borough  Vote — Part   of  a  House — Joint 

and   Separate    Rating — Poor-rate  Assessment  Act, 

1869,  ss.  3,  4,  19  (,Cro$»  r.  Alsop,  C.P.  19  W.  R.  131), 

348 
Parliamentary  Vote — Non-payment  of  Rates  due  Beforn 

the  Commencement  of  the  Qaalifying  Tear — Ezciual 

(.46c/ V.  Lee,  C.P.  19  W.  B.  625),  568 
Parol  Evidence  (Morgan  T.  Griffith,  Ex.  19  W.  B.  957, 

L.  R.  6  Ex.  70),  803 
Partner — Banking  Account  {Altianet  Bank  t.  Kearsleg, 

C.P.  19  W.  R.  829),  672 
Payment  of  Debt  by  Stranger  {WaUer  t.  James,  Ex.  19 

W.  R.  472),  676 
Principal,    Liability  of.  Disclosed   bmt   Unnamed   in 

Contract — Election — Admissibility  of  Oral  Evidence 

(Caldtr  T.  Dobdl,  OP.  19  W.  R.  409),  418 
Principal  and  Agent  may  both  bo  Liable  at  same  time 

on  Contract—Election  to  Charge  one  not  Equivalent 

to  Election  to  Discbarge  the  Other  (CaUer  t.  D^bell, 

Ex.  Ch.  19  W.  R.  978),  826 
Pnblio  Health  Act.  1848,  s.  69— Recovery  of  Expenses 

from  Owners  (Jarrow  Local  Board  r.  Kennedy,  aB. 

19  W.  R.  275),  267 
{Cooler.  Jpswieh  Local  Board,  Q.B.  19  W.R. 

1097,  L.  R.  6Q.  B.  461),  876 
Public  Way— Obstruction  {Arnold  y.Blaker,  19  W.  R. 

1090,  T,.  R.  6  a  B.  433),  868 
Railway  Company  — Paa'cnger's  LnzB»;o  {Grent  Wrs- 

Irrn  lialhctiy  Compa:iy\:  Tallj.  CI".  19  W.  U.  154), 


195 


Digitized  by 


Google 


940 


GENERAL  INDEX. 


Oct.M,t»t.     I 


Jhidman,  C.P.    19  "W. 


CoBunon  Law,  K<ctnt  Decifioni  in  (continufd)— 

Bailway  Platform  Accident— Erideoce  of  Nrgligeoce 

(Bridget  v.  North  London  Sailwag  Company,  Ex.  Cb. 

19  W.  R.  824),  747 
Batiflcotion — Forgery — Stiflinfc  Frosecntion  {Brooik-t. 

Vook,  £z.  19  W.  K.  508),  491 
Beferencei  Compnlaory — "Mere   Acconnf'  {Bitminj- 

ham  and  Staffordshire  Gat  Company  T.  Batcllffe,  Ex. 

19  W.  E.  776,  L.  E.  6  Ex.  224),  766 
Salmon  Act-  Fixed  Engine  {Oore  T.  Fitheriet  Commit- 

tionert,  Q.B.  19  W.  E.  1083,  L.  B.6  Q.  B.  561).  868 
Sei.  fa  — Discretion  of  Court  {Lee  v.    The  Bude  Bail- 

aay  Coinpanu,  C.P.  19  "W.  E.  9J4)  803 
get-off— Annulment  of  Bankruptcy  (Bailey  v.  Joknton, 

Ex.  19  W.  B.  1069,  L.  E.  6  Ex.  279),  854 
Shareholder — Suhscriber  {Burke  t.  Lechmere,  Q.B.  19 

W.  E.  665),  542 
Share*,  Sale  of,  on  Stock  Exchange — Contract  between 

Original  Vendor  and  Ultimate  Purchaser  (Bowriny 

T.  Shepherd,  Ex.  Ch.  19  W.  E.  852),  747 
'I'leriff— Seizure  under  Fi.  Fa.  (Gladstone  y.  Padiriek, 

Ex.  19  W.  E.  1064,  L.  U.  6Ex.  203),  853 
Stamps — ixQsferof  Shares  (iveemai*  r.  Committionert 

of  Inland  lievc^e,  Ex.  19  W.  E.  591),  506 
Btatute  of  Frauds— r.rty  Contracting  as  Agent,  but 

haTing  no  Principal  (67(ar».an  v.  Brandt,  Tju  Ch.  19 
W.  R  936),  815  ' 

Statute  of  Limitations— Continuous  Hisabilities  ( Borro'n 

T.  Ellison,  Ex.  19  W.  B.  850),  847 
Stock    Exchange,    Custom      of— Defaulting     Broker 

(Duncan  v.  Hill,  Ex.  19  W.B.  894,  L.  B.  6  Ex.  255), 

765 
Stock  Exchange,  Sale  of  Shares  on— Jobber's  Contract 

— Nominee  not  a  Ecal  Purchaser  (ifarittd  v.  Paine, 

Ex.  Ch.  10  W.  B.  527),  419 
Telegram— Mistake  in  Transmission  of  Message— Ac- 
tion by  Bccciver  Against  Sender  of  Message  (UinM 

V.  Pape,  Ex.  19  W.  R.  106),  134 
Tithe  Modus— Tillages  ( Vicar  y.  1 

K.  953,  L.  R.  6  C.  P.  470),  839 
Trover,  Unsntisflcd  Judgment  in,  does  not  Part  Pj 

perty  (Briiiumead  r.  Harriton,  V  V.  \'l.Tf"  -— ""^ 

815  I         ill  'iririi-Ti  C.P. 

Undisclosed 

__  Teas,  Court  of.  Proceedings  in,  252,  462,  506 

Conventual  and  Monastic  Institutions,  Eeport  of  the  Select 

Committee,  755,  774 
Copyright  of  the  "AVaveney  Novel.'',"  165 

Correspondence : — 

Accountants,  104, 119, 579 

Acknowledgement  of  Title,  656 

Albert  Arbitration — Lsimbrrt's  case,  768,  791 

Arrangement  with  Creditors,  29 

Attachment  of  Debt,  1 1 9 

Bankruptcy  Act,  1869,  804 

^—  Liquidalions,  332,  E04 

Doable  Proof,  2.36 

—  Order  of  Discharce,  256 

Bankruptcy— Trustee's  Solicitor's  Bill  of  Costs,  332 

Bayswatcr  Tragedy,  ()98 

Berry  r.  Edwnrdu,  713 

Boulton  and  Piuk  case,  -443 

Breach  of  Covenant  to  iosnre,  236 

Certificates  of  Death,  698 

Chancery.  Court  of— Paper  Practice,  547 

Charley,  W.  T ,  M.  P. ,  and  the  Legal  Profession,  403 

Codes  and  Digests.  81 

Commissioners'  Fees,  332,  889 

Conveyancing  charges,  an  Ad  Valorem  Scale  fur,  235 

Coroners'  Inquests,  236 

Counsel's  Clerk's  Fees,  .508 

County  Conrti  and  the  Superior  Courts,  179 

Crew.'T.  F.,  Appeal  for,  60,  81,  140 

Distress  for  Rent — Penalty  for  Unstamped  Itcceipt,  103 

Entering  Appearances,  366 

Evidence,  Hypothetical,  Legal  value  of,  639 

Forfeitures  for  Felony,  &c.,  271,  292 

Fraudulent  Preference,  889,  926 

Friendly  Society— Claim  on  Defaulting  Treasurer,  29 

Hankin,  Mr.,  and  Lincoln's  Inn,  191, 285 

JudgM  Chajobeia,  581 

JuiUcial  Force,  ForsimoDy  lo,  478 


Correipondenee  (eouHnued) — 

Juries  Act,  1870 — Are  'Women  in  Citin  or  Boton^ 

liable  to  serve  on  .Juries  P  270 
Jurymen's  Grievances,  250 
I*w  University,  454 
Legal  Education,  292 

L^al,  Clerical  &c.,  Co-operative  Society  r.  Han,  9 
Liquidation  Petition  an  act  of  Bankruptcy,  236,  VA 
Lodgers'  Goods  Protection  Act,  926 
Lord  Justice  Giifsrd  e.  The  Fall  Court  of  Appeil- 

Brett's  case,  508 
Married  Women's  Properly  Act,  1870 ;  313 

Husband    Pleading  wife's  Separate  Property,  W 

Measure  of  Damages  for  Non-delivery  of  Goods,  41,  M 

Public  Health,  386 

Reference,  Compulsory,  561 

Sheriff's  fees  for  abortive  levy,  455 

Solicitors,  Absence  of,  at  Hearing  of  Boles,  33,  CO 

Stamp  Act,  1870  ;  367, 386 

Alteration  of  Stamp  Dies,  198 

Stamp  Duties  upon  Articles  of  Clerkship,  493 

Statute  of  Limitations,  81 

Tenements  Act,  9 

Title,  Form  of  Requisition  in— Conditions  of  Stb,  !IS 

Transfer  of  Lsnd,  158, 197 

Trustees  in  Bankruptcy,  Duties  of,  1 19 

Will— Bequest— Reversionary  interest  on  Legacy,  MJ, 

367 
■Worth's,  Mr.  case,  347 

County  Courts: — 
Judges,  56i,  686 
Metropolitan  Clerks  and  the  Judicature  Comminioi- 

Petition.  392 
Costume  in,  48 

Fees  for  Executing  Writs,  893 
Guilford  and  Qoduming  County  Coarts,  241 
Halifax  County  Court,  200  .... 

IMvilegea  of,  888  •— '•   '•  28.  40,  59,  97,11^ 

ProceeiiniM  i"  "•"•  =«»».  3".  828.  S45.  365,384.4S; 
.,u«iio-.C492,507,  646.560,  506,  617,  638, 697. '51, 
791, 842,  870,  901,  924 

Court  Papers : — 

Admiralty,  17,  549,  S64 

County  Court  Jurisdiction,  565,683 

Arches  Court,  17 
Assizes : — 

Lancashire  Winter,  67 

Spring,  278 

— —  Summer,  605 

Surrey  Summer,  623 
Bankruptcy,  334,391,  606,  775 

General  Rules,  680 

Bristol  Tolzey  Court,  &c.,  666 

Central  Criminal  Court,  48 

Chancery,  Court  of,  15.  67,  85,  145,  165,  202,  259. W 

352.  409,  439,  612,  630,  604,  621,  G63,  700, 7U,  7>< 
Circuits : — 

■Winter,  29,  48 

Spring,  223,  240,  259 

Summer,  564,  505 
Common  Pleas,  183,  258,  891,  930 
County  Courts,  Admiralty  Jurisdiction,  565, 683 
Criminal  Appeal,  183,  930 
Crown  OQice,  663 
Divorce,  17,  204,  240,  700 
Exchequer,  183,  258,  391,  605,  930 
Exchequer  Chamber.  183,  461,  930 
Judges'  Chambers,  335 

Juries  Act,  The,  1870.— Eegnlie  Generales,  84 
Probate,  17,  204,  240,  315,  700 
Queen's  Bench,  67, 183,  240,  391,  497,  564.  93) 

Courfa  of  Justice,  New,  21,  111,  170,  182, 204,  283, 8iO,  m 
Criminal  Law  Amendment  Associatiou,  331 
Current  Topics  : — 

African, 'West,  Settlements,  Extending  JorisdictiesM 
Coarts  of,  to  certain  Offences  committed  out  of  Ha 
Majesty's  Dominions,  322 
"  Agent,"  meaning  of,  in  New  Stamp  Act,  21 
Alabama  Claims,  84.  91, 182,  171,  447,  538 
Albert  Life  Assurance  Company,  821, 377,S9S 
Arbitration,  631,  649,  687,  878 
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Camnt  Topics  {eontinued}— 
Alcoholism,  465 

Amser  Khan  and  Hoshmadad  Khan,  Cases  of,  2,  92 
American  Lawyers,  Ebriosity  of,  861 
Architect,  Right  of,  to  Retain  Plans,  85 
Army  Purchue — The  Royal  Warrant,  725 
— —  Sir  Roundell  Palmer's  Letter,  781,  793 
Attorneys  and  Solicitors  Remnnerstion  Act,  1870,  s.  19  ; 
839 

Per  Centage  Scale  of  RemuneratioD,  912 

Auctioneers'  Commission,  630 

Bacon's,  Vice-Chancellor,  Court,  <85 

Ballot  Bill,  629,  669,  725,  741 

Bank  of  England— Payment  to   the  Acconnt  of  the 

Accoontant-Oeneral  of  the  Conrt  of  Chancery,  35 
BankraptcT  Act,  1869,  Working  of,  321 

8.  81 ;  246 

8.91  ;  111 

Law,  2 
'  Frandnlent  Preference,  322,  911 
"  L^  Charges,"  91 

—  Maliciously  obtainiog  Adjadication,  150, 189 

Rules,  687,  705 

——  Appeals— Ex  parte  Daignan,  Ex  psrte  Roct,  705 

Conrt  of,  466 

Bedford  Charity,  809 

Bell-ringing,  Cburcb,  798 

Benefice,  Freehold,  893 

Benefit  Building  Society,  Borrowing  Capacity  of,  1 69, 

208 
Betting-houses,  1 
Bills  or  Exchange,  French,  33 
Body,  Human,  Property  in,  911 
British  Ships,  Sinking  of,  by  Prussians  at  Daclair,  150, 

169,  321,  387,  537,  547 
Budget,  The,  466 
Cab  Law,  246 
Catch  V.  Shaen,  264 
Chancery,  Conrt  of.  Business  of,  809 
Chancery  and  Lunacy  Offices,  closing  of,  during  Trinity 

Vacation,  504 
Church  of  England,  Preaching  in,  by  Nonconformists, 

111,  171 
Codes,  and  the  New  York  Code,  283 
Commerce,  Tribunals  of,  21 
Commoners,  Law  of,  850 

Company — Liquidation— Position  of  Class  B.  Contribu- 
tory, 837 
Composition'witb  Creditors,  189 
Compulsory  Reference— Jeffries  v.  Lovell,  287,  323 
"  Constitutional,"  the  Term,  416 
Contempt  of  Court— Mr.    Charley    and  Mr.  Justice 

Willes,  358 

Roscoe  V.  New  Dale  Mine  Company,  520 

Contract  Corporation,  The,  485 

Contraband  of  War,  2 

Costs  oi  Parlies   Served  with  Chancery  Process  who 

Prove  to  have  no  Interest,  149 
County  Claims  for  Criminal  Prosecutions,  Disallowance 

of,  by  Treasury,  761,  893 
Conntv  Court  Jurisdiction,  669 

Snnunones,  Service  of,  898  ^ 

Appeals  from,  604  9 

— •  Fees  for  Executing  Writs,  893 

—  Notice,  Service  of,  189 

Committals,  591,  611 

County  Courts  and  the  Juries  Act,  149 

Clerks,  263,  339,  379,  392 

Courts  of  Law,  New,  21,  111,  170,  182,  26i,  283,  850, 

889 

Credit,  Voluntary  and  Involuntary,  861 

Crime,  Prevention  of,  649,  657,  861 

Criminal  Law,  Amendment  vYiolence,  Ac.,}  Bill,  612 

Criminal  Law,  Ireland—"  Soliciting  &c."  to  Commit 
Mnrder,  53 

Croydon  Assizes — Local  Revenues,  742 

Debenture  Stock  Aot,  1871 ;  670 

Debt,  Imprisonment  for,  909 

Debtors  Act,  1869,  Applications  at  Chambers  for  Com- 
mittal under  s.  6  ;  591 

• 1867,  8.  4 ;  191 

Digests,  283 

Distress  for  IJent  -  Seizu"c  of  Gords  of  Cimn.ir.y  in 
Liquidation,  353 


Current  Topics  {continuei}— 

Divorce  Court — Varying  of  Rights  to  Property,  741 

Ebriosity  of  American  Lawyers,  861 

Ecclesiastical  Courts,  611 

Epping  Forest,  493,  858 

Epping  Forestal  Court,  833 

Examiners  in  Chancery,  State  of  Bosiness  before,  571 

Extradition,  553 

Female  Voter  at  Abingdon,  909 

Field,  E.  W.,  Death  of,  785 

Foreign  Enlistment  Act,  207 

"  Foreign  Security',"  Clauses  in  New  Stamp  Act,  216 

France— Rules  of  Evidence,  781 

Franco-German  War,  Time  for  payment  of  Dills  of 

Exchange,  246 
Freehold  Benefice,  893 
Gamo  Lawr,  448 
Grand  Juries,  416 

Habitual  Criminals  Aot,  Repeal  of,  801 
Uarkne;  Carriage  at  Railway  Stations,  (92 
House  of  Lords,  Appelate  Jurisdiction  of,  611 
Hustings,  Court  of.  Abolition  Bill,  264,  339, 349,  337, 

403 
Hutchinson  v.Hutchinsan,  448 
Imprisonment  for  Debt,  909 
Imprisonment  for  Debt  Abolition  Act,  s.  4  ;  207 
India,  Legal  Education  ior,  263 
Indian  Appeal — Violation  of  Good  Faith,  687 

Evidence  Bill,  The  Proposed,  910 

-^  High  Courts,  Decisions  of,  92 
-^—  Limitation  Act,  798 

Penal  Code,  208 

Infant's  Settlements  Act,  Case  under,  630 

Inns  of  Court  Volunteers,  74,  799,  810 

International  TiSw — The  Declaration  of  Paris,  613 

Ireland — The  Council  of  Law  Reporting,  130 

Irish  Church  Commission,  860 

Jackson  (Rev.  W.,  of  Ledbury),  Case  of,  73 

Johnson  v.  Emerson,  160,  189 

Joint  High  Commission,  447 

—  Responsibility  of  Neutrals,  S38 

Judicature  Commission,  67,  304,  339,  436,  719,  861 

Juries  in  Cities    and    Boroughs — Separats  Couris  of 

Quarter  Sessions,  264 
Juries  in  the  City  of  Iiondon,  129 
Jury  Aot,  New,  245,  833 

Working  of,  603 

-^—  e.  22  *  284 

Rules'underthe  Act,  3,  21,  75,84,  129 

— -  Summoning  of  Jurymen,  227 

Lancaster  Court  of  Common  Pleas,  34 

Land  Tenure  Reform  Association,  447 

Land  Transfer,  367 

Law,  The,  and  its  Administration,  877 

Law  Courts,  The  New,  860,  21,  111,  170,  182,  860 

Law  Reports,  Financial  Statement  for,  1870 ;  580 

The  Digest,  53 

<<  Law  Time*,"  The  S64 

"  An  Excellent  Specimen  of  rapid  Reporting,"  823 
Laurence,   Hon.  W.  B.,  Letter  on  the  Disability  nf 

Aliens  to  hold  Land  in  the  State  of  New  York,  537 
•^—  Pamphlet  on  the  Washington  Treaty,  797 
"  Legal  Charges"  in  Bankruptcy — Realisation  of  Acs -lii. 

91 
Le^  Education  Association,  and  the  proposed  Lo;  nl 

Universities,  208,  228,  292,  454,497,  611,  623,  6U9 

Too,  706,  725 
Lincoln's  Inn — Case  of  Mr.  Hankin,  191, 285 

Uoskin  V.  Dawson,  298 

— —  Trill  of  Arthur  Lamb  for  Stealing  Books  frcm 

Linr!oln's  Inn  Library,  201 
Liverpool  Law  Clerks  and  the  Army  Regnlation  Bil', 

979 
Lodgers'  Goods' Protection  Act,  762,  821 
Long  Vacation,  Bill  to  enable  Superior  Courts  of  Li  w 

to  sit  during,  649,  657 
Lord  Mayor's  Court,  208,261,  339,  397,  504,  936,  C88 

Prompt  Redrecs  of  a  Wrong,  208 

Lottery  Acts,  612 

Lundy  Granite  Company,  Re,  358 

Magistrates'  Clerks,  Payment  of,  by  Salary  (r  F"<-  T!»* 

Marriage  with  Deceased  AVifc'n  Sister  in  Austri:!..,  ',»! 

Married  Womon.  Liability  of,  ^hl 

Miniid  \Vu;riii'a  TurjuMy  Alt,  1 JT'* ;  434 
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Carrent  Topics  (eoniinued) — 

Married  Womeo'a  Property  Act,  1870, 1. 1 :  833 

8.  12;  466  ' 

Meade  Minora,  Sp,  190 
Meeting!.  Political,  Law  as  to,  725 
Metropolitan  Coanty  Courts'  Cloiks,  379 
Meteopoli(«ii  and  Provincial  Law  Association,  782,  849, 

877 
Middlesex,  Derisas  of  Land  in,  328 

Begiatrr,  630 

Military  MancEavrea  Act,  781 

Mortmain — Cocks  v.  Manners,  706 

Murder,  Indictment  and  Conviction  for,  in  \ictoria, 

naturalization  Act,  1870,  a.  3 ;  264, 322 

Norwich  Klection  Petition,  73, 189 

Parent  and  Child,  Interference  of  the  Court  of  Chancerv 

between,  449,  4(i6 
Paris,  The  Declaration  of,  474,  612,  617 
Parka,  Royal,  Law  of,  725 
Passion  Music,  Bach's,  435 
I  Patent  Laws,  339 

Peace,  Universal  Friends  of,  849,  858 

Peraonal  Explanations  in  the  House  of  Commons,  761, 

(71,  7<2 
Poisons,  Sale  of,  809 
Prevention  of  Crime  Act,  649,  667,  862 
Privy  Council,  Judicial  Committee  of,  591 

Paid  Members  of,  893 

Prol>ate  Act— Intervention  of  the  Queen's  Proctor,  554 
Probate  Court— Noble  v.  Willcock,  742 

Public  Hou3ea,Transferof-Menzie8i>.  Lightfoot,  357, 
377 

Public  Prosecutor,  Necessity  for,  706 

Public  Prosecutor  at  the  Central  Criminal  Court.  910 

Purchas  case,  303,  323,  391,  435.  466 

Mr.,  and  Bach's  Passion  Music,  435 

Queen  s  Bench,  Exercise  of  Jurisdiction  over  Inferior 
Tribunals,  129 

Eailway  Bill,  629 

Kailway  Passenger  Law,  33,  3o8,  741 

Keg.  V.  Commissioners  of  the  Treasury,  761 

Krgistration  Courts,  877 

Registration  of  Parliamentary  Voters,  303,  520,  688 

Besutntion  of  Stolen  Property  whcttj  no  Conviction, 
3, 8 

Revision,  Conrts  of,  900 

Ritualism— Hebbert  v.  Purchas,  303,  323,  391, 43;!,  463 

Roll  s  Court— Non-attendance  of  Counsel  on  calliiic  on 
of  Canse,  637 

Roumanian  Railway  Bondlmlders,  821 

School  Hoards  in  Countiy  Parishes,  H9,  1C3 

Scotch  Appeals,  54 

Sentence,  Heavier,  after  Sentcuco  Passed,  397 

Seqnesi  ration  under  the  Church  Discipline  Act,  688 

"Six  Ships  ■•  Case.  150, 169,  321,  387,  537,  647 

Social  Science  Association,  877 

Solicitor,  Default  in  Payment  of  BaUncc  Found  Duo 

from,  on  Taxation,  303 
Solicitors,  Absence  of,  at  Hearing  of  Rules.  33  60 
SUmp  Act,  1870;  63  n  ■^      , 

fhc  New,  and  the  Stock  Exchange,  208, 

Stock  Exchange  Decision.",  325,415 
Street  Jinsic,  227 

Stuart,  Vice-chancellor,  87  7  j  Retirement  of,  340,  397. 
401, 407  .       .         I 

Sunday  Trading.  669 
Tichborne  Case,  629,  649,  657 

The  Chief  Justice,  end  Admission  to  the  Court  50?. 

519 
Torpey  Ca?e,  357,  387 
Trades  Union  Bill,  867,  519,  612 
Tramwiiys  Company,  London,  Nuifanco  by  Dovs  ridiii" 

on  Cars,  82 1  •'J  a 

Trenafer  of  Laud,  Mr.  Wren  Hoskyns*  Proposal,  466, 

Treaty  of  1856  ;  54 
Truck  Commission,  571 
Trustee— Fraudulent  Conversion,  706 
Unchastity,  Action  for  Imputation  of,  554 
United  States— Legal  Tender,  487 
University  College,  London,  95 
Voyaey  (Rev.  Mr.),  Caae  of,  283,  624 
wagers,  Law  of,  48S 


f  Soiiciun^  XouaLl 
Octa,n;i.   J 


L 


Onrrent  Topics  (eontinticd) — 

Wards  of  Court,  Religious  Gdaeation  o^  S71 

Washington  Convention  691 

Washington  Treaty— Hon.  W.  Beach  LMrame'ifiB- 

phlet,  797 
WickeJM,  Yice-Cbancellor,  43S,  441 
Wife,  Action  for  Work  Done  and  Goods  ggnbd  W 

228,  264  "^  •• 

WQIs,  Custody  of,  263 
Winding  np.  The  Law  of,  466 
Women,  Electoral  DwabiliUea  of— Mr.  Jacob  Britbi 

BUI,  304,  814  ' 

D. 

DROOP,  H.  R.,  The  Rdalions  between  an  landiaginr 
and  the  Inhabitants,  and  the  Conditioas  onda  vb: 
Irregular  CombatanU  are  Entitled  to  the  MneTniiBit: 
as  Regular  Troop*,  121 


EASTER  TERM,  Prospects  of,  444 

Epping  Forest,  833,  858 

Equity  and  Law  Life  Assurance  Society,  406 

Estate  Exchange  Report.  18.  48,  68,   87,  124,  4M,Sa,M0L 

368.  586,  606.  624,  644,  664,  72 1.  757. 931 
Exchequer,  Court  of.  Proceedings  in,  40,  80,  I5«,  SM,«8. 

559 
Exmouth  Docks  Bill,  145 


FEES  IN  THE  COURTS  OF  CHANCERY  AJTD  BiK- 
RUPTCY,  145 

Friendly  Societies  Commission,  29 

Funds.  Railway  Stock,  and  Indian  Govennent  S«sri»i 
17,  30,  48,  68,  87,  106.  123,  140,  166,  204.  M3,I4I,J«, 
279,  298,316,335,  852.  371,  392.  410,  431,444  4«l  «« 
499.  514,  532.  649,  567,  586,  606,  623, 644.  664,  BS.at 
721.  737,  756,  776, 794,  806,  818,  830,  846,  858, 8?!, «, 
004,931 

G. 

GAZETTES,  LONDON.  18.  so,  49.  69, 87,  tC7,  IJ4,1«, 
1G6.  187.  201,  224.  242,  260,  279.  299,3I7.SJS,«l,ri, 
393,  410,  432,  444,  462,  480,  499,  514,  5.'J3,530,«iS; 
607,  624,  645,  665,  684,  701,  722.  738,  737,  777,  :»».•, 
819,  830,  847,  859,873,  890,  905,931 

German  Advocate's  Oath,  805 

German  Jurists,  Meeting  of,  at  Stuttgart,  .S89 

Gill  (J.  H.  E.),  Professional  Bemnnerttion,  119 


H. 

HATHERLEY,  LORD  CHANCELLOR.  OX  li» 

RKFOKM.493 
High  Court  of  Justice  Bill,  by  W.  A.  Jevons,  J4l 
Hind^«iw,  Codification  of,  857 
Hou.i^f  Loi'ds,  Recent  Decisions  in  : — 

Bankruptcy— Non-trader  having  Privilege  of  Pn* 

meat— Liability  to  Adjudication  oiider  Butavc' 

Act,  1801    (D„X«  oj  irtvx0ttU  V.  Monit,  If  W.  t 

26),  l.-,4 

Foreign  Judgment  {Caslrijue  r.  Tmrie,  19  W.  K.  I\  i" 

Mashalling  {Dolphm  v.  jtyUeanL  19  W.  U.  4>,  h  t 

4  Ch.  487),  469 
Reasonablo.snd  Probable  Canse — False  linpri.<WD*- 
Diacretion  of  Judge  {Vftr  r.  Btrry^nn,  Uff  J-'; 
53 
Hull  Law  Student's  Society,  18 


INCOME  TAX,  DEDUCTIONS  OF,  788 
Income  Tax  of  the  English  Colonies,  666 
Incorporated  Law  Socie^,  204, 620 

Admission  of  Attorneys  and  Solielticni  ll>  i^-^ 

—  Lectures  and  Law  Claases,  289, 991 


Digitized  by 


Google 


tSolicttoTs'  }atinuil,1 
Oct.  28, 1871.      J 


GENERAL  Il^DEl. 


Hi 


Incorporated  Law  Society  Esaminations : — 
Preliminary,  183,  351,  829 
IntermeJiate,  144 
final,  133,  US,  360,  315,  584,  661 
Candidates  who  passed,  64, 815,  530, 661 

Incorporated  Law  Society  of  Lirerpool,  42,  406 

India  : — 

Legal  Intelligence,  30,  48,  92 
Kedaction  in  Judicial  Staff,  186 
Codification  of  Hindu  Law,  857 

Appointments,   28,  179.  198.  235,  334,  368,  427,  429, 
493,  525,  596,  656,  663,  829,  857,  871 

Inns  of  Court : — 

Calls  to  the  Bar,  48,  65,  239,  497,  507,  684 

General  Examination,  65 

Hilary  Educational  Term,  1871  ;  161 

Examination  on  Subject  of  Lectures  and  Classes,  July 

1871 ;  408,  683 
Trinity  Educational  Term,  408 
General  Examination,  Trinity  Term,  1871 ;  427,  564 
General  Examination,  Michaelmas  Term,  1871 ;  735 
Michaelmas  Educational  Term,  737 
— —  Hindu  Mahommedan,  and  Indian  Law,  754 

Inns  of  Court  Bifle  Corps,  298 

Distribution  of  Prizes  to  Volunteers,  816 
Inns  of  Court  Clerks'  Library.  293 
Insurance  Companies,  17,  258,  362,  393,  431,  480 
Inrestments,  184 
Inrestora,  Advice  to,  718 

Ireland : — 

Bankruptcy,  Court  of,  871 

Christian,  L  C,  upon  Chief  Clerks  and  the  difference 

between  English  and  Irish  Courts  of  Equity,  494 
Church  Temporalities,  Court  of  Commissioners  of,  198, 

219,  237 
Council  of  Law  Reporting.  130 
Incorporated  Society  of  Attorneys  and  Solicitors,  81 
Legal  Apiiointments,  13,  14 
Legal  Intelligence,  314 
Marriage  Law,  The  Now,  159 
Queen's  Counsel,  New,  353 
Richey,   A.  6.,  Q.C.,  appointed  Deputy  Professor   of 

Feudal  and  English  Law  at  Trinity  College,  662 
Sidney,  W.  J.,  Q.C.,  disbarred,  107 
Solicitors  Benevolent  Society,  271 


.TAUE3,  LORD  JUSTICE,  on  Home  Dofoncc,  316 
Jevons,  W.  A.,  High  Court  of  Justieo  Bill,  141 
Johnson,  O.  J-,  Paper  on  the  Transfer  of  Land,  159 
Judges,  The,  a  Year's  Work,  47 

Judges'  Chambers,  proceedintp  in,  27,  40,  177,  606,  578, 900 
Judicature  Commission,  67,  304,  339, 436,  861 

. Memorial  to  719 

Judicial  Salarier,  183 

Juridical  Society,  131,  442,  478,  564 

K. 
KING'S  COLLEGE  EVENING  CLASSES,  606 


XAMR,  A.  H.  W.,  Trial  of,  for  Stealing  Books  from  Lin- 
coin's  Inn  Library,  301 

X^ncasbire,  Office  of  Under  Sheriff  of,  498 

lAkUCSLfteT  County  Palatine  Court.  177 

Xiand  Tenure  Reform  League,  527 

ILaw,  The,  Humourous  Phases  of,  240 

X.AW  Association  for  the  licncfit  of  Widows  an  1  Families  of 
Attorneys,  &c.,  in  the  tietropolis,  351,  612,  564 

XIaw  Life  Assurance  Society,  294 
I^Oktr  Reform,  The  Lord  Chancellor  on,  498 
aw  Sa1arie<>,  533 

aw  StudonU  Debating  Society,  13,  29.44.  64.  84,  106,144, 
301,  823.  339,  367,  374, 395.315,  333,351.  370,  39t,  407,  J 
429,  458,  478,  497,  519,  627,  648,664,  583,  604,  620,  679,  I 
930  j 


Law  University,  the  Proposed,  208,  333, 392,  454, 497,  611, 
669,  706,  725 

Petition  for,  633 

Petition  of  Metropolitan  and  Provincial  Law  Associa- 
tion, 700 

Letter  from  Lord  St.  Leonards,  700 

Law  Writers'  Provident  Institution,  293 

Laws  (C.  U.),  Presentation  to,  at  Tynamouth,  303 

Lawyers  in  Colonial  ParliamenU),  720,  721 

Leading  Articles : — 

Action,  The  New,  131 

Alabama  Claims,  Mr.  Beverdy  Johnson  on,  132 
"Amalgamation"  and  "Novation,"  726 
Amalgamations  and  the  16l8t  section  of  tho  Companies 

Act,  1862,  246 
Ballot  Bill,  650 

Bankers'  Custody  of  Securities,  112 
Bankruptcy,  Foreign,  504 
Bankruptcy  Jurisdiction,  Limits  of,  360 
Bankrupt  Peers  Act,  486 
Belligerents,  Exports  to,  399 
Chancery,  Court  of.  Business  of,  824 
Charitable  Gifts,  Destination  of  Surplus  Income,  151 
Clubs,  The  Law  of,  304 
Codes  and  Digests,  36 
Commerce,  Tribunals  of,  340 
Conditions  —  Whether    Performance   is    excused   by 

Personal  Disabilities,  762 
Contributories,  Class  B.,  538 
Copyright  in  Maps,    Plans,  and   Panoramic  Viows, 

Nature  of,  671 
Covenants  for  Title,  and  the  Duty  of  Logol  Advisors  in 

Rolation  thereto,  742 
Damage,  Remotenoss  of,  556 
Debentures  to  Bearer,  673,  613 
Debt— Can  a  Stranger  pay  another  Man's  Debts ':  469 
Directors  Qualification,  192 
Dryasdust  in  Parliament,  671 
Ecclesiastical  Judgments,  Tho  Recent,  323 
Equal  Portions,  Equitable  Construction  in  Favour  of, 

689 
Executory  Trusts,  54,  76 
Fixtures,  81 0,  822, 835,  861,  863,  878 
Foreign  Judgments,  467 
Frauds,  Statute  of,  75 

Fraudulent  Preferences  in  Bankruptcy,  248,  266 
Freight,  Advanced.  834 
Game  Law  Reform,  341 

"  Hearsay  is  not  Evidence,"  Exception  to  tho  Rule,  23 
House  of  Lord*,  The,  706 
Illegal  Conditions,  540 
Irish  Land  Act,  and  the  Ulster  Custom,  592 
Judicial  Committee  of  the  Privy  Council  Bill,  650 
Judicial  Statistics,  1870;  864,  880,  804,  915 
Jury  Act,  93 

Law  Reforms — Some  Recent  American  Dicisions,  1488 
Lawyers  in  Parliament,  671 
Legislation  of  the  Year,  814,  825,  837,  832, 866,  882, 

896,917 
Legitimation  "per  lubtequem  mntrimonium"  on  Legacy 

Duty  Poyable  by  English  Law,  Effect  of,  489 
Luxenburg  Guarantee,  130 
Maintenance,  22 

Married  Women's  Property  Act,  Notes  in,  3,  284,  380 
Mayor's  Court,  1'he,  Again,  264,  339 
Municipal  Corporation,  Power  of,  to  make  Bye-laws, 

200,  230 
Neutral  Property  in  Time  of  War,  228 
Notes  and  BUb,  Personal  Liability  on,  707 
Notice  by  Post,  416 
Parent  and  Child,  Principles  upon  which  the  Court  of 

Chancery  interiferes  between,  437,  449 
Partition  Act,  152, 174 
Patent,  Proper  Subject  Matter  for,  172 
Perpetuities,  Rule  Against,  as  Affected  by  Estates  Tail, 

521 
Poor  Law  of  1870;  879,  417 
Powers — Execution  in  Excess  as  to  Objects,  800 
Public  Prosecution  Bill,  1871 ;  393 
'  Rating  and  Local  Government  Bills,  4(8 
Receipt  and  Release  under  Seal,  DiBercn;o  between, 

631 
Reference,  Compulsory,  287,  323 


Digitized  by 


Google 


944 


G^ENfiRAt  iNtoEX. 


rMicita'Jonil.l 


Loading  Articles  {eontintud) — 

Bight  of  ActioD,  Suspending,  436 

St.  Albans  Clergy  and  Prayers  for  tho  Dead,  171 

School  Board  Ejections,  93 

Scrip  Certificates  to  Bearer,  782 

Separate  Estate— Kffect  of  Contract  on  Hosband's  Bight 

of  Cohabitation,  862 
Separation,  Specific  Performance  of    Agreements  for, 

55 
Settled  Property,  Repairs  and  Improvements  in,  913 
Settlement  on  Marriage,  Form  of,  of  Englishwoman  and 

Foreigner,  744 
Settlements,  Marriage,  on  a  Difficulty  in,  914 
Sewage,  How  to  Dispose  of,  4 
Shares,  Payment  for,  in  Money's  Worth,  306 
Shelley's  Case,  Rule  in,  784 
Specific  Poiformanoe,  Partial,  727 
Solicitor's  Charge  on  a  Fund  Recovered  or  Prcsovcrcd 

through  his  Instrumentality,  799 
Stock  Exchange  Decisions,  The  Recent,  325,  415 
Summer  Assizes,  Tho,  812,  823 
Surplus  Lands  and  Adjoining  Owners,  35 
Trades  Unions  Act,  187 ;  The  Proposed,  358, 519 
Trustee  Relief  Act— Costs  of  Petition  for  Payment  of 

Income  to  Tenants  for  Life,  193 
Village  Communities  East  and  West,  612 
V/agers,  Debts  Founded  on,  555 
Waiver  of  Objections  to  Title  on  Sales,  572 
Water,  Subtcrreanean,  Law  of,  623 
Watercouisee,  Artificial,  Law  as  to,  487 
Way,  Rights  of,  Elztent  of  Right   Acquired  under 

Grants  of,  632 
Winding  Up — Amount  of  Proof,  Interest  after  Com- 
mencement of  Winding  Up  — Secured  Creditors,  210 
Winding  Up,  Effect  of,  on  Landlord's  Right  to  Distrain, 

693 

IjSgal  Education,  The  Lsrd  Jnstice  Clerk  on,  44 

Legal  Education  Association,  208,  222,  293,  454,  497,  611, 

623,  669,  700,  706,  725 
Life  Assurance,  The  Registry  System,  4£9 
Lincoln's  Inn : — 
-^—  Hoskins  v  Dawson,  298 
—  Mr.  Hankin  and  Lincoln's  Inn,  191,  235 
—^  Trial  of  Arthur  Lamb  for  Stealing  Books  from  the 

Library,  201 
Liverpool  Bankruptcy  Court,  166 
Liverpool  Court  of  Passage,  178 
Liverpool  Law  Students'  Debating  Society,  29,  64,  106,  121, 

274,  815,  351,  512,  548,  889,  930 
London,  City  of  — ShcrifTs  Dinner  to  the  Judges,  643 
London  School  Board,  Solicitorship  to,  410 
Lord  Mayor's  Court,  Proceedings  in,  137, 264, 339,  397,  504, 

986,902 

M. 

MAaiSTBATES'  CLERK  FOR  THE  HUNDRED  OF 

WIRRALL,  684 
Maidstone  Quarter  Sessicns,  Proceedings  at,  925 
Manchester  Assizes,  364 

Manchester  Incorporated  Law  Association,   272,  457,  818 
Manchester  Law  Students'  Debating  Society,  64,  121 
Married  Women's  Liabilities,  684 
Merewether,  H.  A.,  Q.C.,  and  the  Mersey  Docks  Board,  757 ; 

Retirement  of,  700 
Metropolitan  and  Provincial  Law  Association,  9, 61,  82, 104, 

119,  141,  159,  457,  478,  782,  805,  872,  877 
Michaelmas  Term,  931 
— —  Petition  on  Legal  Education,  700 
Middlesex  Sessions,  Proceedings  at,  96,  452 
^~  Middlesex  Registration,  926 
Milltown,  Enrl  of,  443 
Money  Market,  in  each  Week 
Mordaunt  Case,  721 
Mounsey,  G.  W.,  License  to  Assume  Kame  of  Motnicy* 

Heysbam,  766 


N. 

KATION'AL     ASSURANCE     SOCIKTY  — '•  EDUC  V- 

TIONAL  ENDOWMENT,"  (Si 
Ni'Utralitv,  The  Loi-d  Chancellor  tn,  47 


Newcastle  Law  Stadents'  Society,  222 
New  York  Codes.  Hon.  D.  D.  Field  oo,  195 
Norwich  Crown  Bank,  353 
Norwich  Election,  204 


OBITUARY !- 

Addams,  Dr.  Jesse,  Q.C.  664 
Allen,  C.  P.  699 
Allison,  G.  T.  351 
Anderson,  T.  F.  497 
Ayckboum,  T.  H.  182 
Aylesford,  Earl  of,  204 
Banbury,  E.  442 
Barr,  B.  927 
Bentiey,  H.  W.  42 
Berger,  Dr.  of  Yirnna,  185 
UonltOD,  W.  J.  793 
Brady,  Bt.  Hon.  Sir  M.  Bt.  441. 477 
Brandt,  W.  182 
Branson,  J.  W.  104 
Broderip,  F.  718 
Brooks,  W.  511 
Brooksbank,  T.  496 
Brotherton,  J.  548 
Browne,  J.  R.  29 
Burmp,  J.  427 
ChoTston,  Lord,  818 
Clifton,  J.  H.  61 
Codd,  A.  G.  239 
Colt,  G.  N.  457 
Cooper,  F.  W.  200 
Cooper,  G.  294 
Coote,  R.  442 

Davison,  Rt.  Hon.  J.  R.  Q.C.  456 
Dawes,  T.  201 
Denison,  J.  889 
Eastwood,  R.  602 
Faithfull,  H.  F.  774 
Field,  E.  W.  725 
Flight,  E.G.  315 
Gibson,  W.  S.  200 
Glover,  W.  Seq. 
Greenwood,  J.  Q.C.  294 
Gregory,  J.  C.  427 
Hacker,  J.  H.  14 
Hale,  W.  P.  602 
Hall,  T.  B.  182 
Harrod,  H.  294 
Hayes,  W.  272 
Ilearne,  J.  H.  904 
Heelis,  S.  805 
Henning,  C.B.  351 
Herbert,  E.  G.  370 
Hill,  Sir  Hugh,  904 
Hillyer,  G.  805 
Hinnell,  C.  527 
Hoare,  C.  R.  220 
Hoggins,  C.  A.  Q.C.  643 
Howse,  E.  M.P  406 
Hume,  J.  B.  257 
.  Hutchinson,  T.  201 
Jefferson,  J.  W.  182 
Johnes.  A.  J.  718 
Keary,  W.  P.  681 
Latham,  H.  201 
Law,  G.  29 
Lawrance,  E.  660 
Lee,  D.  J.  600 
Leigh,  J.  S.  643 
Lsighton,   Sir  B.  353 
Lewis,  C,  W.  257 
Ludlow,  J.  104 
Mara,  R.  W.  496 
Metcalfe,  C.  548 
Milward.  G.  442 
Morns,  E.  8.  644 
Munro,  Alex.  886 
Murray,  W.  14 
Nelson,  T.  L.  654 
Nicholson,  J.  W.  613 
Nermat',  J.  l*  8 16 


Digitized  by 


Google 


[Solicitors'  JouTiul,*] 
Oct  J»,  1871.     J 


GENERAL  INDEX, 


946 


Obituary  (^continued) — 
Norton,  B.  O.  478 
Paitson,  W.  294 
Payne,  R  E.  104 
Peane,  J.  G.  548 
Pearson,  J.  A.  511 
Phillip?,  A.  272 
Pinniger,  H.  620 
Plunket,  Lord,  aC  467 
PosUelhwaitp,  J.  P.  314 
Potter,  Mr.  Secondary,  627 
]{an»ar.  Sir.  J.  H.  605 
Kew,  W.  A.  82 
Roll,  Sir  John,  680,  606 
Rowley,  J.  C.  104 
Salmon,  T.  681 
Scott,  J.  J.  643 
Scrireng,  W.  829 
Segar,  W.  F.  611 
Rhackelfoid.  J.  S.  82 
Sharp,  J.  G.  427 
Slee,  R.  661 
Sontbgate,  F.  T.  333 
Sowler,  R.  S.  aC.  478 
Stalman,  H.  272 
Stuart,  Lady,  684 
Sugg,  R.  872 
Teed,  J.  G.,  aC.  927 
Temple,  C.  aC.  239 
Thompson.  T.  443 
Toulmin,  S.  S.  361 

Tonmay,  R.  14      _»uoBeriee,  Mr.  Justice,  868 
Unookflfll  G^D.  718 
Wall,  J.  200 
Waller,  W.  A.  478 
Walsingham.  Jard,  182 
Walter,  H.  F.  104 
Ward,  M.  A.  363 
Ward,  J.  872 
Waterfiold,  C.  200 
Waters,  J.  R.  886 
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Wilton,  J.  R.  333 
Woolrych,  Mr.  Serj.  660 
Woosnam,  G.  511 
Tfarker,  R.  F.  141 
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734,  735,  752,  753,  769,  792 

Alnboma  Claims,  526,  769 

Appellate  Jurisdiction  of  Honse  of  Lords,  618,  772 

Army  Purchase  Abolition,  313,  658,  699,  734,  751,  764, 
7-2.793 

Baby  Fanning,  510 

Bacon's,  Vice-Chancellor,  Court,  485, 493 

Ballot,  640 

Bank  HoIidn}r8,  526 

Bankruptcy  (Peers)  Disqualification,  473 

Benefices  Uc^ignation,  313,  367,  387 

Bruce,  Mr.  Downiof;.573 

Budget,  The,  455,  477, 493,  494 

Burials,  332,  580,  619,  C42 

Chancery  Chief  Clerks,  Salaries  of,  619 

Conventnal  and  Monastic  Institutions,  387 

County  Court  Judges,  387  ' 

County  Justices  Qualification,  406,  508,  649, 657 

County  Property  Bill,  886 

Court  of  Hustings  (London)  Abolition -Mnvor'a  Court, 
364,  339.  349,  397, 403 
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Criminal  Law  Amendment  (Masters  and  Workmen),  425, 
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Export  of  Arms  in  Time  of  War,  405 
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LodKers'  Goods  Protection,  752 
Lottery  Acts,  026 
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Recent  Decisions — 
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18  W.  R.  1054),  25 

Presentment  of  Bills  for  Acceptance  by  Agent  (Bmik  of 
Van  Bitmen's  Land  v  Bank  of  Victoria,  19  W.  K. 
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Property  acquired  by  Corporation  by  Act  ultra  nrfs— 
Partnership  Property  passing  by  Assignment  of  Ono 
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ing Company.  19  W.  R.  860),  728 

Statute  of  Limitations— Tenancy  at  Will  (Dau  v.  Day, 
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Probate  Ccurt,  Proceedings  in,  40 
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Protection  Order,  298 

Public  Bills  iu  Pariij'ncnt,  5U 
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544 
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Bernard,  M.,  Historical  Account  of  the  Neutrality  of 
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Bnnyon,  0.  J.,  Life  Assurance  Compatics  Act,  1870 ; 
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Campbell,  R.,  The  1*^  of  Negligence,  327 
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214 
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Cowell,  H.,  Lectures  on  Hindu  Law,  578 
Co3C,  E.  W.,  and  T.  W.  Saunders,  Criminal  Law  Con- 
solidation Acts,  3rd  ed.,  79 
Cutler,  J.,  The  Law  of  Naturalization,  «1 
Davis,  J.  E ,  County  Court  Practice,  4th  ed.,  vol.  I;  870 
Deane,  II.  B ,  The  Law  of  Blockade,  288 
Dicey,  A.  J.,  Treatise  on  Parties  to  Actions,  39 
Elphinstonc,  H.   W.,  Practical  Introduction  to  Con- 
veyancing, 559 
Fawcett,  W.   Mitchell,  Compendium  of  the  Law  of 
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Field,  C.   B.,   Chronological  Table  and  Index  of  the 
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Hall,  J.  £.,  Treatise  on  the  Law  relating  to  Profits  a 
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Acts,  2nded.,  115 
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441 
Hoywood,  O.  W.,  County  Court  Practice,  6 
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62S 
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and  life  Insurance  Companiea,  441 
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James  IL,  177;  vol.  2.,  1688— 1770;  61$ 
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Roman  Law,  79 
Wetherfield,  G.  M.,  Concise   View  of  ProceediDpi: 
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Notes  on  Liquidations  ana  vivw^ 

Bankruptcy  Act,  1869 ;  788  '  "* 

Yeatman,  J.  Pym,  The  Mayor's  Court  of  LondwiTt- 

cedure  Act,  1867  ;  309 
Revision,  Courts  of,  816 
Roman  Youth,  Education  of,  189 
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Ships'  Steward.s'  Prosecution,  524 

Social  Science  Congress,  793,  877 

Solicitors.    See  Attorneys 
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333,  429,  458.  497,  583,  602,  661,  735.  902 
Stamp  Act,  1870,  Correspondence  on,  257,  281,  W 
Stannaries  Court,  Proceedings  of,  385 
Stuart,  V.C ,  Retirement.of,  340,  397,  401,  407 


Tichbome  case,  863,  437,  503,  519,  629,  649,  m 

Tokey  Court  of  Bristol,  201,  566 

Transfer  of  Land  Bill,  Paper  by  G.  J.  Johnson,  15S 
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200,  219,  222,  288,  240,  876,  S98,  299. 35^  *;,, 

892,  409,  425,  437,  443.  461.  480, 493. 4»i, Hi ■" 
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Hon.  \V.  B.  Laurence's  Letter,  637 
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Convicts'  Right  to  "  Credits  "  of  Tlnie,  i" 
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noited  States  {eontimitd)  — 

Divorce  Practice,  Berorm  in,  68 

Ebrioiity  of  American  lawyers,  861 

"Equity  Devil,"  644 

Erie  Boilwsy  Co,  184 

Grand  Jury  System  in  Winconsin,  392 

Indiana  Divorce  Law,  374 

Indorsement  of  Pramissoiy  Notes  in  Illinois,  370 

Insanity,  Plea  of,  478 

Insurance  Legislation,  390 

Joint  H^h  Commission,  34,  91,  884,  447,  S38,  601,  640, 

763 
Judge-made  Law,  Belationa  of,  to  a  Code,  186 
Judges,  Ameiioan,  S57 
Jurors,  Science  of  Challenging,  818 
Jurymen,  Inebriated,  806 

Le^  Profession,  £x-Cbief  Justice  Bedfield  on,  684 
Legal  Tender,  486.  663 
Lincoln's,  Mr.,  Fees,  392 
Mormons,  The,  684 
New  York  Codes,  Hon.  D.  D.  Field  on,  295 

Municipal  Frands,  931 

Patent  Legislation,  872 

Philadelphia  City  Cavalrr,  First  Troop  of,  378 

Railway  Companies,  Liability  of— "Free  Passengers," 

644 
Story,  Judge,  on  the  American  Judiciary,  3S2 


United  States  {continued)— 

Trades  Unions,  Short  Leston  for,  794 

Validity  of  Voluntary  Settlement  in  America,  927 

University  of  London,  Handsome  Donation  to,  432 


VACCINATION  ACT,  THE,  RESIDENCE  AND,  218 
Violence,  Repression  of,  by  a  S.  Staffordshin  Solicitor,  829 
Voysey  Case,  283;  Costs  in,  624 

W. 

WALES,  BARRISTERS  AND  ATTORNETS  IN,  663 
AVar.    The  Relations  between  an  Invading  Army  and  the 

Inhabitants,  and  the  Conditions  under  which  Irregular 

Combfttants  are  entitled  to  the  same  Treatment  as  Regular 

Troops,  by  H.  R.  Droop,  121 
West  Indian  Incumbered  Estates  Court,  Froceedinss  in. 

137 
Western  Life  Assurance  Society,  637 
Worcester  and  Worcestershire  Law  Society,  239 
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Cutriqoe  T  Imrie  (Foreign  jadament),  57 
Dolphin  T  Aylward  (MarshallitiK),  4r,9 
Newoulls  (Duke   of)  t  Morris   (Nnn-tr*der 
b«TinK  prlTilega  of  I>arlUn>ent— LiabiUtjr  to 
sdiudieMlon  uodtr  Baokroptcy  Act,  1861), 
1(4 

Vrijj  CoimeU. 

Ajtn  T  South  AuatHlian  lUnklnx  Co.  (Pro- 
perty  acquired  by  corporation  by  act  ultra 
Tlrcj— Partnership  property  passing  by  «s- 
algnment  of  ono  partner — Estoppel),  728 

Day  T  Day  (Statute  of  LimlUUona— Tenancy  at 
will).  «3» 

Van  Dieman's  Land,  Back  nt,  r  Bank  of  Vic- 
toria I  Presentment  of  bllla  for  acceptance  by 
agent),  78S 

Cbaaeerjr. 

Beaumonl'a  MorlKage,  K»  (Sale  of  land  or 
mlnorala  leparately— Mortiiagee  with  power 
of  salt),  634 

Berlin  Oreat  Market  and  Abattoirs  Co.,  Re; 
Borne  Assurance  A«aociatl,>n,  Re  (Winding 
up— Right  of  petitioner  to  dismiss  his  peti- 
Uon)  (»2 

Bourdlllon  T  Collins  (Vendor  not  named— Sta- 
tute of  Frauds),  490 

Bower  t  Smiih  (CoTcnant  to  sett'e  after-ae- 
qnlred  property  over  a  specified  amount- 
bums  severally  less,  but  in  the  ajcarogate 
greater  than  the  speclfled  amount),  57.S 

Bradford  NaTl/ation,  He  Company  of  (Canal 
company  incorporated  by  Act  of  Parliament 
— Jarisdictlun  to  wind  up),  34 

Browne  t  Roberts  (Administration  aniti  In 
England  and  lri-Und--InJunction),  307 

Carr's  Trusts,  lie  (Wile's  eqnlty  to  a  tetUement 
—Arrears  of  income),  746 

Catt  T  Tourle  (Country  solicitor  and  town  agent 
^Privileged  ocmmunicaii<'n),  341 

Champneys  t  Bnrland  (Judgmeota  Acta— De- 
liTcty  In  execution),  3:11 

Cheater  t  Chester  (Charity— Power  to  take 
money  bequeathed  or  demised),  7i4G 

City  Bank  t  Luckle  (AcoepUnces— Right  of 
billholder  to  benefit  of  security),  133 

Cocks  T  Chandler  (Trade  mark— Term  "  origi- 
nal ").6H 

Condoitt  V  Soane  (Practice-Age  of  child- 
bearing),  634 

Ccok*Hart(Horlgai!eo'sco*tof(ile— IS  t  IC 
Viet.  e.  8G,  a.  43),  9:11 

Cooke's  Settlement,  B«  (Inreatment  of  monies 
received  on  aales  under  Leases  and  Sales  of 
Settled  EaUlea  Act),  616 

County  Marine  Insttrar.ca  Ck>.,  Re;  Ranee's 
Case  (Voluntary  winding  up— Summary 
Jurisdiction  In  cases  of  breach  of  trust  by 
directors),  431 

Oowlas  V  Oa'e  (Prsetlce  on  transfer  of  public- 
house  Uoences— Oeuetal  Licensing  Act,  e.  Si), 
898 

Dale  V  Hayes :  Straksr  t  Wllsoo  (Life  tenant 
and  refflainderman— Inoooie  or  corpus),  633 

Denny  t  Hancock  (Purchaser's  mistake  as  to 
boundary  of  propert7  sold),  77 

Dixon  V  Lamare  (Lessor  and  lessee— Defects 
In  sot^eot  of  lessf ),  763 

Sana  t  Vere  (Rescission  of  contract),  8S7 

Empire  Assurance  O>rporatk>n  (Amalgamation 
—Assent  of  shareholders),  490 

Empire  Assurance  Corporation,  Leeke's  ease 
(Ulreetors 'qualification— Paid  up  shares),  897 

Ei^lish  Joint  Stock  Bank,  Ex  parie ;  re  Finney 
(Bankruptcy  Aot,  1869,  s.  84- Annulling  ad- 
jadlcatlon — Delegation  of  jurisdiction  to 
registrar),  SIS 

Eister,  Corporation  of,  T  Earl  of  Denn  (Birer 
ConssTTancy),  38 

Forbes  t  ;Steven  (Legacy  duty— Partnership 
property  abroad),  38 

Oeneral  Exchange  Bank,  Re )  Ex  parts  London 
and  Ontlnentiil  Bank  (lien  of  a  company  on 
Its  members'  sharea),  673 


Grand  Junction  Canal  (3o.  T  Shugar  (PnWIe 

body  -  Excess  of  sututory  aatnoriiy— Injnne* 

tlon).  691 
Great  Wheal  BuS7Mlnlng(k>.,Rei  King's  ease 

(Purchase  of  shares  In  name  ot  nominee), 

tu 

Hsmtlton  t  Hectir(Hasband  and  wii>— Custody 
of  children),  T4J 

Heinrich  t  Suuon  (Bank  trustees— Right  of 
separate  appearance),  537 

Hepworih  t  Hepworth  (Uodsm  presnnptlon 
as  to  advancnincntji)  78 

Hill  *  Hlbhiit  [Irregular  and  reputed 
marriages),  2h7 

Hnb^en  t  Neals  (Will— SabsUtnttd  gift  to 
Issue),  361 

Hodae'a  UUUllery  C!o.,  Be ;  Ex  parte  Maude 
(Fully  paid  and  part  paid  shares— AJustmsnt 
in  winding  up],  367 

Hnlllnsironh.Re  (Adrerse  (Mssession  of  rseant 
land  taken  by  Railway  Co  ),  373 

Hcime  A'Kurance  Association  (Practice — Se- 
curity for  coeu),  80i.  See  also  Berlin  Oreat 
Uarket  Co. 

Hood  T  North  Eaatem  Railway  Co.  (Railway 
company— Disputes  as  to  accommodation 
works— Jurisdiction),  633 

Imperial  Mercantile  Credit  Aasooiatlon  r  Cole- 
man (Fuiuclary  relation -RoTersal  of  decree 
— Inleresi),  470 

Isaac.  Kx  parte ;  Be  De  Veoehl  (Liquidation— 
Petition  by  one  partner— Injunction),  134 

Jamoi  r  Bills  (Uorlgage  of  pension),  490 

JelTerys  v  Palmer  (Trustees'  refusal  o(  accounts 
—Trust  for  sale  with  consent)  249 

Jeion  T  Viriao,  aee  Llrarl  Co.  T  Bngden 

Keane  T  Atlienry  and  Knnis  Railway  Co.  (Co- 
paid  vendor  v  Railway  company— Form  of 
decree),  212 

Kenrick  v  Wood  (Infant— Married  woman- 
Next  friend- Authority  to  Institute  proceed- 
Insa),  211 

Ladyman  v  Grave  (User  of  light  an  easement) 
US 

Lepine  v  Bean  (Gifts  to  "  children  "-Identifi- 
cation), 58 

Lewis  V  Allenby  (Charitable  institutions- 
Mortmain  .Ut— Trustee's  discretion),  3 

Lisiiman'a  case  (Validity  of  charge  upon  un- 
called capiUI),  470 

Liverpool,  Ex  parte  Rector  of  (Freehold  of 
churchyard— Right  of  rector),  339 

Uynvi  Co.  v  iirngden  i  Jegon  v  Vivtan  (Com- 
pensation for  coals  improperly  taken  by  owner 
of  adjoining  mine),  3*3 

London  and  Mediterranean  Bank,  Ba  (Powers 
of  Joint  liquidators— Bills  accepted  by  singis 
liquidator],  491 

London  and  Suburban  Bank,  Ltmiled,  Re 
(Staying  pt  oceedings  by  creditors  till  hearing 
of  winding  up  petition),  7H3 

Maolure's  claim  (lusuranoa  agent— Commission 
profits —Bleach  of  contract),  3 

Melbourne,  Ex  parte  (Foreign  law— The  oon- 
iraet  and  the  remedy),  349 

Metropoliun  Railway  (3o.,  Tower  Hill  Exten- 
sion Act,  and  Re  Rawlina*  Kstate  ;  Ex  parte 
Kent  (Priority— Goniemporary  notice),  .^93 

Moorat  v  Uoorat  (Administration  of  real  estate 
upon  summons).  233 

Mordue  v  Palmer  ( Kecllflcition  of  clerioal 
error  In  award),  333 

Uountford  v  Keene  (Valuable  consideration— 
37Eiix  c.  4),  746 

Muillngs  V  Trinder  (SpociOe  perlbrmance — 
Doubtful  title),  91 

Nethersole  v  Speechly  (Bequests of  Imput*  per- 
sonalty to  chailtable  Inatltatlons),  338 

Noble's  TruKts,  i^e  (Mistake  of  name— Evidence 
of  intention),  194 

Mnnn  v  Hsncock  (Special  conditions  on  sale  by 
the  court),  764 

Patent  File  Go.,  Re  (Fraudulent  preference— 
Banker-Creditor),  93 

Femberton  r  Barnes  (Sales  under  the  Partition 
Act,  186(,a.  4),  9i0 

Perry  r  Oriental  Hotels  Co.  (Costs  of  preservinir 
and  of  realising  the  assets,  and  of  general 
liquidation),  (84 


Peter  T  NkoUs  (Vendor  and  porchaaer-VAn- 

lary  aeulemant— SpedSe  peiformsaes),  193 
Pratt  *  Barrer  (Beqnesu  towards  tlia  rnctias 

or  endowment  of  chn  rches  and  dufskt,  M 
Belph  V  Hortou  (Furedosnre  sult-Siis  sithost 

control  of  the  court),  367 
Richard  t  Toonz  (3*4  W1n4,e.B,aSt- 
Ackllawledclaeat  by  jtrint  oaitgafMsLm*- 

teesj  in  po«seasioo),  *>IS 
RIehatdaon  r  Smith    (Specile  psttema- 

Sale  at  a  Taluatloo).  113 
Boskell  T  Wbltwortb  (Noiss  and  vibraHie- 

Pracdca  In  suits  to  re-traia  a  nniaasct),  TV 
St.  Mary's,  Birmingham,  Ex  para  Bteut  of 

(Freehold  ol  churchyard- BigLt  of  ncior), 

333 
Sai'darson's  Patents  Assoctatioo  (JarWicdas  Is 

wind  np  petty  companies),  iiO 
Seaion  T  Twytord  (Specifio  psrfcrauses  re- 
fused when  useless),  287 
Sbipwrlf  bt  V  Clements  (Trade  mark  paiAt  b; 

assignment  of  bnaineas),  638 
South  Essex  Ealnary  and  Bedaoatioi  Og.; 

Ex  parte  Chorley  ( Asslgimient  of  dnse  la  sc- 

tion— Debentures),  43) 
Staunard  v  Lee  (Ckipyright  tai  maps),  U7 
Strakor  r  WUaon,  sea  Dale  v  Hayes 
Tayleur,  Be  (Bills  to  perpMaats  tatlaovl, 

439 
Teign  Valley  Railway  Co.  v  Sontheoet  (Fist- 

tke— Undertaking  aa  to  danugaa],  tM 
Tempest,  Ex  parte ;    Re  Craven  (r'rsadikat 

preference— Bankruptcy  Act,  1369,19!).  IH 
Twynam  v  Foner  (SoUoitor's  lien  on  pnfinr 

reoorered  or  preserved  In  a  salt),  3U 
Tyler  v  Tales  (Money  leaders— Ualsir  IsiUai), 

361 
Universal  PrIraU  Telegraph  Cn^  B<  (li|<- 

dator— Solicitor— Partner),  383 
Watu  V  Kelson  (Artificial  watercoarte  -tm- 

ment  of  necessity^  541 
White,  Ex  parte :   Re  Kenll  (Baskitflcy- 

Pilnclpal  and  agent— Del  creders  agmt-isls 

of  goods),  383 
Wood's  Estate,  He  CTenant  for  IUb  ai  tmat- 

derman— Renewable  leaseholds), 331 


COflUBQtl  Lsv* 

Abbott  T  Farfitt  (Executor  suiagjk  S<3 
AbelT  Lee  (Psrllameotafy  vote— Noa-piywat 

of  rates  due  before  the  comaencesKsl  c(  M 

qualifying  year- Excosal),  333 
Allen  T  London  and  Sontti  Western  Saany 

Co.  (Master  and  aervant— Railway  OMqav 

—Arrest  by  servant  -  Implied  auihocltri,  HI 
AUUnee  Bank  r  Kearsley  (P«rtner-I!satia( 

account),  673 
Arnold  t  Blaksr  (Poblie  ynj~<Xmneio^ 

868 
Bailey  v  Johnson  (Set-off— Annulmeat  sflut- 

ruptcy), 851 
Bain  V  Futbergill  (Measure  <rfdaaages-8nd 

of  contract— Sa'e  of  laad— Eqaliatls  is!i< 

rest),  19i 
Bermoodssy  Vestry  v  Ramsey  (Metropeiis  L«sl 

Management— Paving  ezpenaea  neenrsbk 

against  occupiers  after  onsatfafled  Ja4faat 

uainst  owners  -33  fc  3S  Vict,  c  133,  a.  n, 

96),  C91 
Bevan  v  Adams  (Hisrepresentaiiou— l*ifc** 

—Directors  of  company— Prospeeiat-Aani 

applied  for  but  no  deposit  pai^  33 
Birmingham  and  Staffonlahlre  Gat  Oav  Bt- 

cliff    (Compulsory    reference— ■•Men   se- 

count"),  766 
Borrows  v  Ellison  (Statute  of  Uoitaaaat- 

Cootinnoos  dlsabllitiea),  ««7 
Bowrittg  V  shepherd  (Sale  of  states  ss  OS 

Stock  Exchange— Contract  betweea  c-'-"' 

vendor  and  ulthnate  purchaser),  747 
Bradbary  t  Sutton  (Qanieta'  Act— M 

declaration  of  value),  747  .^ 

Bridges  v  North  Looioo  Railway  Ca.(liaf>r 

lilatfbrm  accident— Evideaoe  ef  aeg3gaeet.i 

747 
Brinsmead  v  Harrison  (Untatirfsd  Jeig— ' 

in  trover  does  not  pass  juupaij),  H* 
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redrick  V  Scale  (BUI  of  nit— UUdcterlpUon 
latndaTit),  383 

uk  T  Hook  (RatUution- Forgery— Stifling 
pcoweotion).  491 

nkt  T  Lecbmere  (Subicribar— Sbarebolder), 
M 

Hlroi  V  Lendert ;  Wtdaworth  v  Smith  ( Arbi  ■ 
iratioD— Agreement  to  refer— Certlflctte), 
(09 

Jder  T  Dobell  (Uabillty  of  prtadiwl  dholoeed 
but  nnnuiMd  in  tbacontrect— Election— Ad' 
giiaibilitr  o<  onl  eridenee),  4It 
—  ( Prindpil  and  agent  my  both  be  liable 
itumetimeoneontract— Eltetion  toebargu 
>oe  not  eqoiTalent  to  elecUoo  to  dbcharge 
:he  other),  «!< 

rddre  ▼  Tarlor  (KoKllgenoe— Treapau- 
Ludlard— Tenant*),  MS 
■In  r  CoUIn*  (CoTenant  (tor  title),  898 
ok  r  iMwIeli  Local  Board  (Public  Healdi 
let,  im,  a.  69),  887 

oaTAliop(Parliaiaent— BoreoKhTOta— Part 
il  a  honw— Joint  and  separate  rating— Poor 
Sate  Atwaiment  Act,  1869,  n.  S,  «,  19),  SIS 
rtronolh.  Earl  of,  t  Spittle  (PoaaeuioQ  of 
oioei),  4SI 

flea  T  (fOogherty  (Allan— Natoral-bem  sub- 
KIX  5*4 

nbam  T  Srence  (C^iue  of  action -Common 
!«w  Procedure  Act,  I8»9,n.  18,  19;,  198 
rcao  T  Hill  (Cnalom  of  Stock  Exchange— 
VlWnlting  broker),  Ki 
mi  T  Hiulama  (Notice  o(  act  of  bankrupter), 
tjf 

'CUMO,  Ex  parte  (OonitmcttoD"thlp"),6S9 
reman  t  Mayor  of  Canterbury  (Local  Board 
-Liability  for  nenllieuce),  MS 
'.'er  T  Hoilina  (CnnTeralon),  290 
indtT  Ockefell  (NeglUenca— Implied  con- 
r«ct— Stand  on  race  C"on6),  S6 
ipinan  t  Cnmmis-ioners  tif  inland  Reventi* 
5»mp»— Tninifrr  of  iliarcs),  SOii 
«s  T  KiUffht  (Breach  of  cuntract — Refu*al 
vfore  time  fur  perfo:  mance  to  peiform  coo- 
ract— Promiae  to  marry)>  114 
im  T  JobOMH)  (Coeu  on  appeal  to  Boow  of 
Mdt  and  Exehrqoer  Chamber^  826 
land  T  Mead  (DeTlw  of  copTboldi— Selxnro 
ioMM]ne),  8C9 

dttoiie  r  I'adwlek  (Sheriff— SeUore  nnder 
I  fa  ),  863 

re  T  Piahery  Oommiaalonen  (Salmon  Aets— 
y  *  Cut  (Charter  party -Bill  of  lading— 
lend  freiKht),  291 
ixed  cng  no),  k68 

I4t  Wotem  Railway  0>.  T  Tally  ((tailway 
ampany — l^saenger'a  IurK*it*^)>  195 
ikei  T  Fape  (feieKram — Mlauke  in  trani- 
ilaaion  of  mrasaKe — Action  by  receiver 
ealnit  eender  of  meaune),  134 
T  Brownlne  (Sale  cf  bread  othemiao  than 
y  welxht),  93S 

dswcrth  T  DimMlala  (Letter  "  without  prc- 
dico"),6S9 

ktou  V  Spittai  (Caoae  of  action— Service  of 
rit  oat  of  Joriidiction — Common  Lia«r  Pro- 
cure Act,  18SS,  aa.  18,  191, 13 
ow  Local  Board  t  Kennedy  (Public  Health 
ct,  1848,  a.  69— BeooTory  ot  expeniea  from 
rnera),  K67 

lea  T  LoTcll  (Compnltory  rebrtnee— Power 
Jodna  at  Niai  Prina),  419 
BV  SI.  John'a  CoLege,  Oxford  (Impoul- 
lity  of  performing  contract — Peuallies  on 
n-per  ormanca — Moo-extei:aion  of  time  by 
eliitcci),S62 


Eent  r  Thomaa  (Bankruptcy— PrOTable  debt)> 
868 

King  r  Chamberlain  (Notice  of  action).  803 

KlnK  T  Ztmmermann  (Action  on  lost  bill),  Bi* 

KnJKhta  T  Whiffen  (Estoppel  by  conduct), 
I'M 

Lee  T  Buda  Railway  Co.  (ScL  fa.— Dlacretlon 
of  court),  803 

Lory  V  Ratley  ((^pyrigbt— Joint  authorahlp), 
839 

Lidgett  V  Secretan  (Valued  policy).  834 

Liater  t  Ferryman  (Reasonable  and  probable 
cause — False  imprisonment— Discretion  of 
Judge),  S8 

Lomax  T  Buxton  (Bankruptcy- Fraudulent 
conTeyance),  439 

LoregroTo  v  White  (Attorney— Power  to  com- 
promiae),  673 

UcCall  T  Australian  Heat  Co.  (Bankruptcy— 
Ueterminati  >n  0  f  agency),  'iiO 

Uacrow  t  Great  Western  Railway  Co.  (Carrier* 
—  Passencers'  luggage),  80J 

Uakin  t  Watkinaon  (Lessor's  corcnant  to  re- 
pair) 388 

Maxsted  T  Paine  (Sale  of  chare.')  on  the  Stock 
Exchange— Jabber's  contract— Nominee  cot 
real  purcliuer).  419 

Uayar  t  Carmo:  Wilson  (Mayor's  (Jjurt— Pro- 
hibition—.Ittachmect  of  goods  out  of  city 
belonKing  to  residents  wittiln).  C9I 

Korean  r  Urfflih  (P.irol  eridenee),  iiOJ 

Uoseley  T  Remlall  (Executor  suing),  641 

Murray  T  Carrie  (Master  and  serrant— Con- 
tractor working  with  his  employer's  serranis), 

Newington  r  Leri  (Qinfession  of  plna— Beleaso 

aubject  to  condition  precedent),  35 
rape  T  Lister  (Inspection  of  doenments— Letters 

material  to  the  (inestiou  of  dam;iges) ,  4 10 
Peliss  T  Breslaner  (Costs — Action  remored 

from  Mayor's  Court  to  superior  court  by  cer- 
tiorari—County   Court*    Act,   1867,  s.   b), 

746 
PhiMpson  T  Hayler  (Liability  of  huiband  for 

goods  Bupp  led  to  wife;,  I&3 
Reulna  r  Cambilan  Railway  (^.,  soo  Reg.  r 

St.  Luke's  Vestry 
Reg.  V  Child  (Arson),  634 
Keg.  r  Cooke  (Larceny  by  serrant,  C.C.R.), 

383 
Reg.  V   Fox  (Constractii<n  of  s.  4  of  24  ft  93 

Vict.  0.  iOO— "Solicit  to  morJer"-"Eudea- 

Tonr  to  po.-8uade  to  murder  ")  13} 
Beg.  T  Harvi-y  (Coinage -■■  Lawful  authority 

or  excuso  "),  440 
Reg.    V     Lovibond     (Indictment— Statutory 

offence),  673 
Reg.  V  3'..  Luke's  Vestry ;  Queen  v  Cambrian 

Bailwav  CV.  ((jinrts  Causes  Consolldatiun 

Act— Railways  Clauses  Consolidation  Act— 

CoopeDsailoii),68> 
Reg.    T    Tuwniey    (Larceny— Animals    fbriB 

natuio)),  m 
Beg.  T  Warburton  (Conspiracy— Agreement  lo 

commit  cWII  wrong),  IDS 
Roberts  t  Mayor  of  SlielSeld  (Uaoiclpal  eorpora- 

tion— Uorougb  fund),  99! 
Robinson  t  Oanson  (Uontrrct  for  personal  ser- 

Tice),8]9 
Rollesion  r  Copt  (Comtj  rote— Mortgage  to 

building  society),  738 
Sankey  Brook  Coal  (Jo.  t  Utrah,  see  Wiltshire 

Iron  Co.  T  Great  Western  Railway  C!o. 
Selmes  v  Judge  (Notice  of  ootion),  921 
iierfice  r  Kennedy  (liemitiing  case  lo  County 

Court),  2C8 


Sbarman  r  Brandt  (Statute  of  Frandi— Party 
contracting  as  agent  but  baring  no  prlnol- 
pai),ais 

Simpson  V  Smith  (Metropolis  Management  Act, 
1862— General  line  of  buildings— EflSiot  of 
archtect's certificate),  381 

Smitli  V  Hnghea  (Contract  of  sale),  899 

Smith  T  London  and  South  Western  Bailway 
0>.  (ETlJence  of  negligence — Bemoteuesa  of 
damage),  307 

Spencer  r  Harding  (Evidence  of  contraot— Ad- 
vertisement for  tenders— Highest  tender),  78 

Stebbing  r  UetropolUan  Board  of  VForks 
(Compensation— Lands  Clauses  Act,  1S4S,  o. 
18— Land  held  (or  ecclesiastical  purposes),  78 

Stevens  r  Chapman  (Arbitration — Costa — Event 
of  reference),  839 

Tebbutt  V  Bristol  and  Exeter  Bailway  Co.  (Neg- 
ligence— Licensee — Uisfeasance  by  detandanti 
servant),  327 

Thomas  v  Bbymney  Railway  Co.  (Qirrlers  of 
passengers — Liability  of  one  railway  com- 
pany fur  Injuries  to  a  passenger  caased  by 
the  ncKligence  of  another  company  over 
whose  lire  th''y  have  rtmning  powers),  334 

Todd  V  Metropolitan  Railway  Co.  (Compenta- 
tion),  938 

Turner  v  Thomas  (Undisclosed  principal — Set- 
off). 900 

VIcarv  Dudman  (Titbe  modus— Tillages),  839 

Wadbam  v  Postmaster-General  (Covenant  in 
lease).  881 

Wadsworth  T  Smith,  see  Bnstres  t  Lenders 

Wal  ter  V  James  ( Payment  of  debt  by  stranger]^ 
676 

Wbincup  vRnghes  (Apprenticeship  deed— Be- 
turn  of  premium  on  master's  deatli),  439 

Wilkinson  v  Veniy  (uetinue— Sialuia  <.t  Umi- 
uiions),  6U 

Wiltshire  Iron  Oo.  v  Great  Western  Railway 
Co. ;  Aankey  Brook  CojI  Oo.  *  Marsh  (Com- 
psny— Windiug  up  nnder  supervision),  786 

Probate  and  DiToree. 

Uilne  V  Mllce  (Divorce- Costs  sgainst  wile). 

471 
Koblo  V  WUlcock  (Married  woman's  will),  969 

Btnkmptey. 

Allen  and  Page,  Ex  parte;  Be  MIddleton  (Bill 
of  sale— Priority— Act  of  bankruotcy),  3SS 

Birmingham  Gas  Co.  v  Adims  (Execution- 
Composition  arrangement),  134 

David,  Godfrey,  Re ;  Q)mforth  T  Davis  i  Ex 
parte  Levy,  re  Varbetian  (Registration  of 
rsK'lutlon  for  oomposiUon- Examloalion  of 
debtor— Power  and  duty  of  registrar),  i)43 

L«vy,  Ex  parte ;  He  Varbetian,  see  Uavis,  R« 

"  Explorer,"  The  (Injury  on  the  high  seat- 
Jurisdiction),  911 

"  J.  C.  Potter,"  The  (Salvage  eerricet  by  a 
towing  ship),  420 

"  Minn«liaba,"  The  (Interrogatories),  419 

"  Salvador,"  The  (Neutrality- Foreign  Enlist- 
ment Act,  a.  7),  33 

"Sappho,"  The  (Salvage— Veasel  saved  and 
vessel  saving  belonging  to  same  owner),  68 

"  Two  Ellens,'^  The  (Maritime  lien  for  neces- 
saries), 837 
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OhUMry. 

Abnhaffli,  Ra,  1(6 

Aleatndtr  v  Mills,  116 

Allea  r  JurU.  ig9 

BrattOD,  Ite,  iil6 

CtmMW  V  Canuewi  la  re  Oarsiew,491 

Cootraet   Cocporaiua.  K«i   Bateman'i  cue, 

491 
Onw  T  Kent  JuMlcw,  915 
Family  Endowmeiit  SocMy,  Lae'i  e«M,  636 
Book,  s  Solicitor,  Be,  471,  6|6 
JarrU  T  Allen,  SS9 
Leicil,  Clerical,  and  Uedleel  Supply  AnocU- 

tion.  In  re,  2il 
Orwell  Ojrstor  Fisher;  Co.,  Re,  M4 
Fen-sllt  surer  Lead  Mining  Co.,  Re,  714 
Rnsli,Ra(2),M9 
Sanger  r  Sanger,  471 
Setb7,Be.il4 
Sumer  t  Wright,  SOS 
Sweeper's  troste,  Ra,  471 
Walker  t  Beaoelerk,  606 
Western    Life    Assnranoe    Socisty,    Drirst's 

Executors'  case,  617 


OOBUBOB    LftV, 

Abbett  T  ParAtt  ([«rd  HsTor's  Oeurt),  117, 197 

Aliop  r  Baoon,  4t9 

Brecon  Election  FetlUon,  S06,  W7 

Breton  t  Wilkinion,  636 

Catch  V  Shaen,  6S9 

OaUoway,  A.  W.,  679 

Oearge.a  Solicitor,  Be,  491 

Johnson  T  Emsrson  and  Sparrow,  166, 596 

Lanwame,  Ex  parte,  491 

Mct^mnan's  claim  (Lancaster  Ooantr  Palatine 

Court).  177 
Magar  r  Cannot,  606 
Hewman  t  Bnssell  (eitjr  of  I,ondon  Conrt) 

601  • 

"  Haora  BsflUioa,"  The  (Llrerpool  Conrt  of 

Panage),  176 
Osboro.  lie  (West  Indian  Inenmbeivd  Ealates 

Conrt),  137 
Bag.  V  Airis,  233 

Reg.  T  Commistioner*  of  the  Trtunrr,  171 
Beg.  T  Qninn,  364 
Beg.T  ^nuleworth,  S97 


Salter  T  Lewis,  669 
SedireSel'l  r  Moojrn.  60 
Stafford  Election  Petition,  578 
Webb  T  Herriion,  151 

Wheal  Prosper  Mining    Co.,  Fatatt«i>i  elatm 
(diannaries  Court),  366 


Banlroptcy. 

Atair,  Ex  partes  Re  Onus,  151 

Bacgs,  Ex  parte ;  Re  (lodber,  158 

Banes,  Ex  parU)  Re  Hew,  R«binMiD,and  Be«' 

stoii,  696 
Beritel  r  Qerothnrold,  165 
Bonsfleld,  Ue.  96 
Brewer,  Re,  269 
Broad,  In  re,  41 
Campbell,  Be,  441 
Clarlie,  In  re,  310 
Goupland  and  Spence,  In  ra,  T 
Cufande,  Be,  1 16 
Oarrllle,  Re.  471 
Davis,  Re,  80 
Berrr,  Ite,  656 
Eler,  Re  916 
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PUBLIC  GENERAL  STATUTES,  1871. 


84  ft  85  VICTOBiaS. 


[THE  mPOBTAlIT  STATUTES  ONLY  ABE  SET  OUT  AT  LENGTH.] 


CAP.  I. 

-Aa  Act  to  enable  her  Majesty  to  settle  an  Annuity  on 
lier  Boyal  Highnesa  the  Princees  Louise  Oaioline 
Albeita.  [28th  Febmaty,  1871. 

CAP.  IL 

An  Act  to  lepeal  section  twenty-two  of  the  Juries  Aot, 
1870.  [28th  Februaiy,  1871. 

B«  it  enacted,  Ac. 

1.  Stetian  22  ^33  4'  34  Viet.  e.  77,  rtpuM.']  From  and 
after  th«  paniiig  of  this  Act  the  22nd  section  or  the  Juries 
Act,  1870,  shalf  be  repealed. 

JVoptM^  Provided,  that  nothing  in  this  Act,  or  in  the 
Juries  Act  (1870),  shall  affect  any  claim,  right,  or  title  to 
payment  which  anv  joror  would  have  had  in  case  neither  of 
the  uid  Acts  had  been  passed. 

*  CAP.  in. 

JVa  Act  to  empower  committees  on  IuUb  confirrsing  or 
giving  effset  to  provisional  orders  to  award  costs  and 
fjTsmine  witnesses  on  oath.       [28th  Febnuiy,  1871. 

Be  it  enacted,  &o. 

1.  3S  &  84  Viet.  e.  1,  rtpeoJwi.]  The  Aot  of  the  88  ft  84 
Tict  c.  1,  is  hereby  repealed. 

2.  Fovnr  to  teleet  eommitUu  on  UBt  confirming  provitional 
ttrden  to  maard  mj((.]  Any  select  committee  of  either  Honse 
«f  Parliament  to  wUoh  aav  bill  for  confirming  or  giving 
«ffect  to  provisional  ordets  has  been  referred,  in  relation  to 
any  provisional  order  therein  contained,  may  award  costs, 
in  like  manner  and  nnder  the  same  conditions  under  which 
costs  may  be  awarded  by  any  select  committee  under  the 
.Act  of  the  28  ft  29  Vict,  c  27  :  and  the  provisions  of  the 
said  Act,  so  far  as  they  are  applicable,  shall  have  effect  ac- 
cordingly. 

3.  FotBtr  to  eomtnitUtt  (tfth$  Boui*  of  Common*  to  txamin* 
*Ditn*tut  on  oaik.'\  Any  sdect  committee  of  the  House  of 
Commons  to  which  any  bill  for  confirming  or  giving  effect 
to  provisional  orders  has  been  referred,  in  relation  to  any 
provisional  order  therein  contained,  may  examine  witnesses 
upon  oath  upon  any  matter  relatiiu;  to  such  order,  and  for 
that  pnrpoee  may  administer  an  oau  to  any  such  witness. 

4.  Inttrfrttation  of  "provitional  order."']  For  the  pur- 
poae  of  tUa  Act,  the  words  "provisional  order"  shall  in- 
clude inovisional  certificates,  schemes,  and  orden  in  the 
nature  of  provisional  orders,  made  nnder  the  authority  of 
any  statute,  and  requiring  to  be  confirmed,  sanctioned,  or 
carried  into  effect  by  Act  of  Parliament. 

CAP.  IV. 

An  Act  to  amend  the  Stamp  Act,  1870,  in  relation  to 
foreign  securities,  mortgi^ea  of  stock,  and  proxy 
papers.  [30th  March,  1871. 

Be  it  enacted,  ftc, 

1.  Seetione  113  and.  114  of  ZZ  #34  Vict.  e.  97,  rvi>eated.'] 
Sections  118  and  114  of  the  Stamp  Act,  1870,  are 
hereby  repealed,  and  that  Act  shall  be  read  and  construed  as 
if  the  second  and  third  sections  of  this  Act  had  been  therein 
inserted  and  enacted  in  lien  of  the  said  sections. 


2.  Interprttation  of  term  "fort^n  teeuritf."]  The  term 
"foreign  security"  means  and  mdudes  every  security 
for  money,  by  or  on  behalf  of  any  foreign  or  colonial  state, 
government,  municipal  body,  corporation,  or  company, 
bearing  date  or  signed  after  the  8id  day  of  June,  1862  (ex- 
0^  an  instrument  chargeable  with  dnty  as  a  bill  of  ex- 
change or  piomissNy  note)— 

(1.)  Which  is  made  or  issued  in  the  United  Kingdom  or 
(2.)  'Whid^  the  interest  thereon  being  pavable  in  the 
-  United  Kingdom,  is  assigned,  transferred,  or  in 
any  manner  negotiated  in  the  United  Kingdom. 

3.  Penaltjf  on  iuuiiiff,  <(<■.,  any  foreign  eeeurity  not  didy 
etan^ed,  £20.]  Every  peitiuu  who  in  the  United  Kingdom 
malus,  issues,  assigns,  transfers,  or  negotiates  any  foreign 
security  not  being  duly  stumped,  shall  forfeit  the  sum  of 
iC20. 

4.  M  to  ttamp  duty  on  eertain  prosy  paperi.]  In  lien  of 
the  stamp  duty  now  payable  under  ue  Stamp  Act*  1870, 
there  shall  be  charged  npon— 

Letter  or  power  of  attorney,  or  commission,  £  t.  d. 
factory,  or  mandate,  or  other  instmment  in 
the  nature  theieo^  for  the  sole  poipoae  of  ap- 
pointing or  anthoriaing  a  proxy  to  vote  at 
any  one  meeting  at  which  votes  may  be  pven 
by  proxy,  wheuier  the  number  of  penons 
named  in  such  instrument  be  one  or  more    0    0    1 

6.  Ae  to  etamp  dnty  on  mortgagee  of  ttoek,  ^.]  In  lieu  of 
the  stamp  duty  now  payable  nnder  the  Stamp  Act,  1870, 
there  shall  be  charged  upon — 
Mortgage  of  any  stock  or  marketable  security: — 

For  every  £5,000,  and  also  for  any  frac-    i   e.  d. 
tionalpartof£6,000oftheamonntsecured    0  10    0 
And  no  release  or  discharge  nf  any  such  mortgage  shell  be 
chargeable  with  any  ad  valorem  dnty. 

6.  Aa  to  he  eonetrued  vrith  38  i  34  Viet.  e.  97.]  This  Act 
and  the  Stamp  Act,  1870,  shall  be  read  and  construed 
together  as  one  Act. 

CAP.  V. 

An  Act  to  make  provision  for  the  assessment  of  income 
tax.  [30th  March,  1871. 

Whereas,  in  order  to  ensnre  the  collection  in  due  time 
of  any  duties  of  income  tax  which  may  be  gpmted  for  the 
year  commencing  the  6th  day  of  April,  1871,  it  is  expedient 
that  the  provimons  of  the  Income  Tax  Acts  relating  to 
assessment  should  be  applied  to  such  duties  before  the  same 
are  granted : 

Be  it  enacted,  ftc. 

1.  ApptieatUm  of  exieting  Jneomt  Tax  dot*  to  dutiee  to  be 
.granted.}  AD  snch  provisions  contained  in  any  Act  of  Par- 
liament relating  to  the  duties  of  income  tax  as  are  in  force 
at  the  date  of  the  x>sssing  of  this  Act  shall  have  fall  force 
and  effect  with  respect  to  any  duties  of  income  tax  which 
may  be  granted  for  the  year  commencing  the  6th  of  April, 
1871,  in  the  same  manner  as  if  snch  duties  had  been  actually 
granted,  and  the  said  provisions  had  been  applied  thereto ; 
provided  that  nothing  in  this  Act  shall  be  deemed  to  con- 
tinue the  rates  of  income  tax  granted  by  the  Act  of  the 
83  ft  34  Vict.  c.  32. 
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[Caps.  6-12. 


CAP.  VI. 

An  Act  to  apply  the  »um  of  four  hundred  and  aiztjr. 
two  thonsand  five  hundred  and  eighty  pounds  nine 
shillings  and  eleven  pence  out  of  tne  ODntolidated 
Fund  to  the  service  of  the  years  ending  the  31st  day 
of  March,  1670  and  1871.  [30th  March,  1871. 

CAP.Vn. 

An  Act  to  apply  the  sum  of  five  million  four  hundred 
and  eleven  thousand  nine  hundred  pounds  out  of  the 
Consolidated  Fund  to  the  service  of  the  year  ending 
31st  day  of  March,  1872.  [31st  Much.  1871 . 

CAP.  vm. 

An  Act  for  extending  the  jurisdiction  of  the  Courts  of 
the  West  African  settlements  to  certain  offences  com- 
mitted out  of  her  Majesty's  dominions. 

[Slst  March,  1871. 

'Whereas  the  inhabitants  of  certain  territories  in  Africa 
a^oining  her  Huesty's  settlements  of  Sierra  Leone,  Chunbia, 
'Oold  Cout,  and  Lagos,  and  the  adjacent  protectorates,  not 
'being  withm  the  jurisdiction  of  any  civilised  government, 
and  crimes  aad  outrages  having  bem  and  being  likely  (un- 
less restrained  by  law)  to  be  committed  wiAin  such  temtories 
against  British  subjects  and  p<raons  resident  within  any  of 
-the  said  settlements,  it  is  requiste  to  provide  for  the  trial 
and  punishment  of  such  crimes  and  oatragea. 

Be  it  therefore  enacted,  &c. 

1.  Jm-udietioH  of  luptriar  court*  exUnitd.']  Crimes  or 
offences  committed  within  twenty  miles  of  the  boundary  of 
any  of  the  said  settlements  or  of  any  adjacent  protectorate 
by  any  of  her  Majesty's  subjects,  or  by  persons  not  subjects 
or  any  civilised  power  against  the  persons  of  British  subjects, 
or  of  persons  resident  within  any  of  the  said  settlements, 
shall  be  cognisable  in  the  snperior  courts  exercising  criminal 
jurisdiction  within  any  of  the  said  settlements,  and  shall  be 
inciuiied  of,  tried,  prosecuted,  and,  upon  conviction,  ponished 
in  such  and  the  same  manner  as  if  the  crime  or  ofience  had 
been  committed  within  snoh  settlements. 

2.  Apprehnuiott  of  ptrioni  tcithin  exttuded  limiti.']  Any 
person  Imown  or  suspected  to  have  committed  a  crime  or 
offence  within  the  Ist  section  of  this  Act  may  be  apprehended 
in  any  of  the  said  settlements^  and  kept  in  castody  therein, 
in  like  manner  as  if  the  said  crime  or  offence  had  keen  com. 
mitted  within  each  settlement. 

CAP.  IX. 

An  Act  for  punishing  mutiny  and  desertion,  and  for 
the  better  payment  of  the  army  and  their  quarters. 

[24th  AprU,  1871. 

CAP.  X. 

An  Act  for  the  regulation  of  her  Majesty's  Royal 
Marine  Forces  while  on  shore.        [24th  April,  1871. 

CAP.  XL 

An  Act  to  make  further  provision  in  reference  to  loans 
obtained  under  the  Poor  Law  Acts. 

[24th  April,  1871 

Whereas  under  the  Poor  Law  Amendment  Act,  1834,  and 
the  subsequent  Acts  amending  andeztending  the  same,  boards 
of  guardians  and  boards  of  management  respectively  have 
been  and  are  empowered  to  borrow  money  for  the  purposes 
of  the  unions,  parishes,  and  districts  for  which  they  act,  to 
'be  repaid  by  annual  instalments  within  a  certain  period, 
which  by  the  Poor  Law  Amendment  Act,  18S8,  and  the  Union 
Xoans  Act,  1869,  has  been  settled  at  thir^  yean  : 

And  whereas  several  boards  of  guardians  and  boards  of 
management  had  contracted  loans  prior  to  the  passing  of  the 
said  Act  of  1869,  and  it  is  desirable  that  tiiey  should  be 
empowered  to  avail  themselves  of  the  provisions  therein  con> 
tained  in  this  respect,  and  that  all  boards  of  guardians  and 
boards  of  management  should  have  the  additional  power  in 
relation  to  loans  heretofore  or  hereafter  to  be  contracted, 
Jierein  set  forth : 

Be  it  therefore  enacted,  &c. 


1 .  Soaritt  of  guariiaat  €Md  auatagimtnt  who  htt  hmmi 
moiuy  btfor*  31  f  82  Viel.  t.  1S3,  tmpovtnd  tt  uUtitim 
for  ref^Hunt  of  iMM<.  ]  Where  any  board  of  gnantiui  at 
board  of  management  shall,  under  ue  order  of  the  Poor  Lnr 
Board,  have  contracted  any  loon  before  the  psaintoftlK 
Union  Loons  Act,  1869,  to  be  repaid  by  aunial  js^taaU 
not  exceeding  twenty,  and  the  same  shall  not  hin  bees 
wholly  repaid  at  the  passing  of  this  Act,  such  baud  of  gur- 
diana  or  board  of  management,  as  the  case  mir  be, 
mav,  with  the  consent  of  the  person  or  petsoni  fepdli 
entitled  to  receive  the  repayment  of  such  loan,  ind  vidt 
the  approval  of  the  Poor  Law  Board,  extend  the  time  for 
the  repayment  of  the  outstanding  balance  of  the  nidlom 
for  such  a  period  as  would  have  dapsed  if  tiuloaa  hid  b« 
originally  granted  for  a  period  not  exceeding  thirty  Teia, 
and  make  snch  extension  either  by  an  indonamast  oi  the 
security  executed  by  them  or  by  a  separate  deed ;  ind  the 
charge  originally  created  as  thus  extended  shall  oontingeto 
be  a  valid  charge  on  the  fund  charged  with  the  rejajmat 
at  the  time  of  the  passing  of  this  Act,  and  all  siBinpnmi 
and  privileges  to  which  the  original  charge  wai  entitled 
shall  apply  to  this  extension  : 

iVoriw.  J  Provided  tiiat  where  several  loons  ibiU  hne 
been  obtained  from  tiw  some  person  or  petaou,  and  tii^ 
ore  redeemed  at  the  some  time,  the  balances  may  beessioli. 
dated ;  and  if  a  new  loon  be  obtained  the  whole  nujbe 
repaid  within  tliirty  yean  of  the  time  at  which  th*  uteat 
loan  was  contracted. 

2.  Boardt  of  guariiant  and  managtrt  inipotoertd  tt  iomr 
money  at  kncer  raU  of  interut  to  rtdoim  teeuritu  *t  a  hfie 
rati.]  If  any  gnarmans  or  managers  having  bomnred  or 
hereafter  borrowing  money  under  the  authority  of  tlu  Acts 
referred  to  shall  be  able  at  any  time  to  obtain  a  lou  it  i 
lower  rate  of  interest  than  that  secured  by  the  cbii;ge  pre- 
viously made  by  t^em,  they  may  applv  to  tb  e  Poor  Law  Baud 
for  an  order  to  enable  them  to  reaeem  the  balance  <i  tht 
loon,  and  to  borrow  so  much  money  as  may  be  nectaHiy  tar 
that  puipose ;  and  if  the  ssid  Board  shall  issae  their  ordor 
in  that  behalf  the  said  guardians  or  managers  maj  bonov 
the  requisite  amount  to  redeem  such  balance,  ai^  dum 
the  fund  to  which  tlie  original  loon  was  chaigsd  viA  ne 
repayment  of.  this  additioiul  loan  in  so  many  iutsbnti 
as  shall  be  outstanding  at  the  time  when  the  loaniindMwl 
but  not  more : 

Proviso.]  Provided  that  in  the  event  of  any  loan  ootrtud- 
ing  at  thn  time  of  the  passing  of  this  Act,  no  such  redeaptia 
shall  take  place  witaout  the  consent  of  the  pema  nr 
persons  to  whom  the  loan  ahall  be  owing. 

3.  Half-nfrly  paymtaU  may  be  muuU  of  awaul  ui<«I' 
«MAt<.l  Loans  may  be  repaid  by  half-yeoriy  initilBeii& 
and  where  they  may  have  been  contracted  to  ba  r^iid  br 
oimual  instalment^  they  mav,  with  the  ctnseat  of&! 
lenders,  be  repaid  by  half-yearly  instalments  of  the  piin- 
pal  and  interest. 

4.  Short  titl*.]  This  Act  may  be  cited  as  "The  Poor  U* 
Loons  Act,  1871." 

5.  Con$truetum  of  termt,]  The  'Words  lierdn  ccotiKii 
shall  be  construed  as  in  the  said  Poor  Law  Amendmiatirt, 
1834,  and  the  Acts  amending  and  extending  thesaow. 

CAP.  XII. 
Au  Act  to  fhrther  amend  the  law  relating  to  bin  in 
England  and  Wales.  [25th  Ha.r,  IS''- 

Whereas  certain  of  the  fairs  held  in  England  aad  Wiia 
are  unneceeaaiy,  ate  the  cause  of  grievous  immonlit^i  ^ 
are  very  injurious  to  the  inhabitants  of  the  towns  ia  sh^ 
such  fairs  an  held,  and  it  is  therefore  expedisnt  t*  ■>» 
provision  to  fscilitate  the  obolirion  of  such  fail*  : 

Be  it  enacted,  &c. 

1.  Titlt.]  This  Act  may  be  cited  as  "  The  Psiis  Act,  ItH" 

2.  DtfinitioH  of  "  owner."]  In  this  Act  the  term  "o«b« 
means  any  person  or  persons,  or  body  of  commisiiwwg 
bodv  corporate,  entitled  to  hold  any  fair  wiiether  in  narct 
of  the  ownenhip  of  any  lands  or  tenements,  or  nsder  ar 
charter,  letters  potent,  or  Act  of  Parliament,  or  othon* 
howsoever. 

3.  Seerttary  of  State  inay,  on  rtprtantatum  of  tufi^"^ 
with  content  of  owner,  order  fair  to  be  uboliMhed.  JWineTf '' 
tentation  to  bepublithed  in  newtpaperi.1  In  cose  it  ihilla^^ 
to  the  Secreteiry  of  State  for  the  Home  Deportma^  V* 
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■epiesentation  duly  made  to  Um  bj  the  magistrates  of  any 
>etty  sessional  district  within  which  any  fur  is  held,  or  by 
bt  owner  of  any  fair  in  England  or  'Walesa  that  it  wonld  be 
or  the  conrenience  and  advantage  of  the  public  that  any 
inch  fair  shall  be  abolished,  it  snail  be  lairful  for  the  said 
Jecretaiy  of  State  for  the  Home  Department,  with  the  pre- 
rions  consent  in  writing  of  the  owner  for  the  time  being  of 
mch  fair,  or  of  the  tolfi  or  does  pmble  in  respect  thereof 
»  order  that  sash  fur  shall  be  aboushed  accormngly  :  Pro- 
dded always,  that  notice  of  snch  representation,  and  of  the 
ime  when  it  shaQ  please  the  Seraetaiy  of  State  for  the 
Borne  Department  to  take  the  same  mto  conddeistion, 
ihall  be  pnbliahed  once  in  the  London  Gazette,  and  in  three 
nccessiTe  weeks  in  some  one  and  the  same  newspaper  pab- 
ished  in  the  county,  city,  or  borough  in  which  sacn  £ur  is 
leld,  or  if  there  be  no  newspaper  pablished  therein,  then 
n  the  newspaper  of  some  county  a^cnning  or  near  thereto, 
>efore  such  repiesentation  is  so  considered. 

4.  Ordtr  of  Stattary  of  State  to  b*puiliih»d  in  ntwipap*r.'\ 
Jfhxak  and  so  soon  as  any  snch  order  as  aforesaid  shall  have 
Men  made  by  the  Secretair  of  State  for  the  Home  Depart- 
aent,  notice  of  making  (rfuie  same  shall  be  pablished  in  the 
iondon  aazette,and  in  some  one  newspaper  of  the  county, 
ity,  or  boroBjpi  in  which  soch  fair  is  osnally  held,  or  if  there 
le  no  newspaper  pablished  therein,  then  in  the  newspaper  of 
ome  ooonty  ac^oining  or  near  thereto,  and  thereupon  saoh 
air  shall  be  abolished. 

CAP.  xm. 

Ln  Act  to  facilitate  gifts  of  land  for  pnUio  parks, 
schools,  and  maseoms.  [36m  May,  1871. 

Whereas  it  is  expedient  to  facilitate  gifts  of  land  for  the 
lurpose  of  forming  public  paA^  schools,  and  museums  : 
Be  it  therefore  enacted,  etc. 

1.  8horttitU.'\  This  Act  may  be  cited  as  "The  Pnblic 
'arks.  Schools,  and  Mnaeoms  Aet^  1871." 

2.  Not  to  txtmi  to  SeotUnd  or  Inland.']  This  Act  shall  not 
attend  to  Scotland  or  Ireland. 

3.  Jnttrprtt0tioH  of  form* :  FuiUepmrk :  JBkmuifaty  school  : 
iehool-hoiut:  PuiHe  mmemn.]  In  the  oonstmotian  of  this  Act, 
he  words  "pablic  park"  slull  inelnde  any  park,  garden,  or 
ither  land  dedicatedTor  to  be  dedicated  to  the  recreation  of  the 
mbUc ;  the  words  "  elementair  school "  shall  mean  a  school 
ir  deputment  of  a  school  at  which  elementary  education  is 
he  pincipal  part  of  the  education  there  given,  and  shall 
lot  mclnde  any  school  or  department  of  a  school  at  which 
he  ordinary  payments  in  respect  of  the  instruction  from 
:ach  scholtf  exceed  ninepencs  a  week  ;  the  word  "  school- 
louse  "  shall  indade  the  teacher's  dwelling-hoose,  and  the 
>laygToand  (if  any),  and  the  offices  and  all  premises  belon^- 
ng  to  or  required  for  a  school ;  and  the  words  "  public 
nnsenm  "  shall  indade  any  buildings  used  or  to  be  used 
or  the  preservation  of  any  collection  of  paintings  or  other 
Torks  of  art,  or  of  any  objects  of  natural  history,  or  of 
my  mechanical  or  pluloeophical  inventions,  instruments, 
nodels,  or  designs,  and  dedicated  or  to  be  dedicated  to  the 
recreation  of  the  public,  together  with  all  libraries,  reading- 
■ooms,  laboratories,  and  other  offices  and  premises  used  or  to 
>;  used  in  connection  therewith. 

4.  Gifti  and  btgvtitt  of  land  or  of  money  to  be  laid  out  IH 
'and  for  a  public  park,  fc.,  exempted  from  the  Mortmain  AetA 
From  and  after  the  passing  of  this  Act  all  gifts  ana 
lasurances  of  land  of  any  tenure,  and  whether  made  by  deed 
rt  by  will  or  codicil,  for  the  purposes  only  of  a  pnblic  park, 
k  school-house  for  an  elementary  school,  or  a  pablic 
noseum,  and  all  bequests  of  personal  estate  to  be  applied 
n  or  towards  the  purchase  of  land  for  all  or  any  of  the 
lame  purposes  oi^  shall  be  valid,  notwithstanding  the 
itatute  of  the  9  Cieo.  2,  c.  36,  and  other  statutes  com- 
nonly  known  as  the  Statutes  of  Mortmain. 

6.  All  tueh  fiftt,  fc,n<)<  made  for  voImAU  eomideration,  to 
«  made  tuielve  months  before  the  donor't  death,  and  to  be  en- 
oiled.]  Provided,  that  every  will  or  codicil  containing  anv 
nch  gift  or  assurance,  and  eveiy  deed  containing  any  such 
rift  or  assurance  and  made  otherwise  than  for  full  and 
raluable  consideration,  shall,  in  order  to  enable  such  gift  or 
issnrance  to  take  effect  under  this  Act,  be  made  twelve 
alendar  months  at  least  before  the  death  of  the  testator  or 
prantor,  and  sludl  be  enrolled  in  the  books  of  the  Charity 


Commisrioners  within  six  calendar  months  next  after  the 
time  when  the  same  will,  codicil,  or  deed  shall  come  into 
operation. 

6.  LimU  to  extent  of  land  (Aa(,  may  be  given,']  Nothing  in 
this  Act  shall  authorise  any  gift  by  vrill  or  codidl  of  more 
Hian  twenty  acres  of  land  for  any  one  public  park,  or  of 
more  than  two  acres  of  land  for  any  one  pnbbc  mosenm, 
or  of  more  than  one  acre  of  land  for  any  <me  school-hoose. 

7.  Ifot  to  invalidate,  fe.,  any  gift,  4e.,  which  teould  have 
been  valid,  hadthie  Aet  not  pateed.}  Nothing  in  this  Act  con- 
tained slull  invalidate  or  impose  any  restriction  or  con- 
dition npon  any  gift,  or  assurance  vriuch  would  have  been 
valid  and  free  from  such  restrictiaa  or  condition  if  tliis  Act 
had  not  been  passed. 

CAP.  XIV. 

An  Act  to  provide  for  the  vesting  of  county  property  in 
tihe  clerk  of  the  peace  for  the  county. 

[85ih  Hay,  1871. 

Whereas  it  is  expedient  to  amend  the  Act  21  &  22  Tict 
c.  92,  intituled  "An  Act  to  provide  for  the  Conveyance  of 
County  Property  to  the  Clerk  of  the  Peace  of  the  County," 
hereinafter  called  the  ptindpal  Act : 

Be  it  therefore  enacted,  tus. 

1.  iVtiMtjNii  Act  to  apply  to  lande,  dx.,  herein  named.] 
The  jnindpal  Act  shall  apply  to  any  lands,  tenements,  or 
heieaitaments  which  have  becoi  purchased,  hired,  or  acquired 
by  the  justices  of  the  peace  of  any  counW  or  division  of  a 
counW  "before  the  passing  of  the  principal  Act,  and  may  be 
held  for  any  of  the  public  uses  and  purposes  of  snch  connty 
or  division  of  a  county  in  the  same  manner  in  all  re- 
spects as  if  snch  lands,  tenements,  or  hereditaments  had 
Men  purchased,  hired,  or  acquired,  under  any  Act  or  Acts 
of  Pwliament. 

2.  ComtnittH  of  vieitori  purehaeiny,  ^e.,  lands  uader 
Zwutie  Asylums  Aet,  ISfiS,  may  direct  such  lands  to  be  con- 
vmed  to  clerk  of  the  peace  for  the  purposes  named  in  Aet.l 
The  committee  of  visitors  purchasing  or  taking  in  exehaage 
lands  undn  tiie  Lunatic  Asvlums  Act,  ISfiS,  may  order  and 
direct  that  snch  lands  may  be  conveyed  to  the  clerk  of  the 
peace  for  the  time  being  of  the  ooonty  for  or  on  behalf  of 
which,  or  a  division  of  which,  such  lands  shall  be  pordhaaed 
or  tsken,  and  his  successon,  in  trust  for  the  purposes  of  the 
Lunatic  Asylums  Act,  1853,  and  such  conveyance  when  so 
made,  shall  be  valid  and  effectual  in  the  law,  and  shall  vest 
snch  lands  in  such  derk  of  the  peace  and  his  successors 
npon  trust,  for  the  purposes  for  which  the  same  were  pur- 
chased and  conveyed,  and  be  by  him  and  them  held  for  snch 
purposes,  or  otherwise  be  by  mm  and  tiiem  sold,  convened, 
and  disposed  of  in  such  manner  as  the  committee  of  visitors 
purchasing  or  taking  such  lands  may  from  time  to  tira» 
order  and  direct. 

8.  Bhort  title.]  The  principal  Act  may  be  cited  for  all 
purposes  as  the  County  Property  Act,  1868,  and  this  Act  as 
the  County  Property  Aci^  1871,  and  the  two  Acts  as  the 
County  Property  Acta,  1868,  1871. 

CAP.  XV. 

An  Act  to  amend  the  Metropolitan  Poor  Act,  1867. 

[25th  May,  1871. 

Whereas  it  is  expedient  to  amend  the  Metropolitan  Poor 
Act,  1867  : 
Be  it  therefore  enacted,  &c. 

1.  The  provisions  of  30  ^  31  Viet.  c.  6,  kt.,  applieatle  to 
buildings,^  extended  to  other  tulgects,]  That  all  the  provisions 
of  tiie  said  Act,  as  amended  by  the  subsequent  Act  of  1869, 
which  relate  to  the  procuring  of  any  buildings  for  the  pur- 
pose of  an  asylum  under  that  Act  shall  apply  to  any  snip, 
vessel,  hnt,  tent,  or  other  temporary  erection  which  may  be 
used  by  the  managers,  with  the  approval  of  the  Poor  Law 
Board,  for  the  reception  of  paupers,  or  otherwise  for  the 
purposes  of  the  asylum,  whether  the  same  shall  have  been 
acquired  or  used  prior  to  the  passing  of  this  Act,  or  siiall 
be  acquired  or  used  hereafter;  and  such  ship,  vessel,  hat, 
tent,  or  other  temporary  erection  shall  for  all  the  purposes 
of  the  first-mentioned  Act  be  deemed  to  be  an  asylum 
specially  provided  nuder  it 
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[Caps.  16-22. 


2.  Act  iiuarporatfd  witM  abovt-reeited  AeW]  This  Act  ihall 
b«  oonatrned  m  and  ahall  be  taken  to  be  incorporated  with 
the  Mid  Metropolitan  Poor  Act,  1867. 

GAP.  XVL 

Aa  Ast  to  amend,  the  Act  ol  the  leeondaiid  tliiid  yean 
of  William  tbe  Fonxth,  chapter  aevenW-Ave,  for 
regulating  achools  of  anatomj.  [2fith  May,  1871 

CAP.  XVIL 

An  Act  to  make  proTiaion  for  bank  holidays,  and  re- 
specting obligations  to  make  payments  aoa.  do  other 
acta  on  each  bank  holidays.  [2Ath  May,  1871. 

'Whereas  it  is  expedient  to  make  proTiaion  for  rendering 
the  day  after  Christma8.day,  and  also  certain  other  days, 
heak  holidays,  and  for  enriiling  bank  holidays  to  bs  ap- 
pointed by  royal  pnekmation : 

Be  it  enacted,  Ac 

1.  BiUi  im  on  iamk  hcUdof*  to  itptiyaih  m  IKe  foUowitit 
dayA  After  the  passing  of  this  Act,  the  several  (lays  in  tlie 
schedule  to  this  Act  mentioned  (and  which  days  am  in  this 
Act  hereinafter  referred  to  as  bank  holidays)  shall  be  kept 
as  close  holidays  in  all  banks  in  Enj^d,  and  Ireland,  uod 
ScotUnd,  respectirely,  and  all  bills  of  exchange  and  promis- 
sory notes  which  sre  dne  and  payable  on  any  ssdi  bank 
holiday  shall  be  payable,  and  in  ease  of  non-payment  msj 
be  acted  and  protested,  on  the  next  following  day,  and  not 
an  sneh  bank  noliday  ;  snd  any  inch  noting  or  protest  shall 
be  as  ralid  ss  if  made  on  the  diiT  on  which  the  bill  or  note 
was  made  dne  and  pi^ble  ;  and  for  all  the  panoses  of  this 
Act  ths  day  next  following  a  bank  holiday  shall  msaa  the 
next  following  day  on  whteh  a  bill  of  exchange  may  be  law- 
fully noted  or  protested. 

2.  JVoDtnoH  as  <o  notim  of  diahomour  and  prtttnUtUonJor 
Mcttmr.]  When  the  day  on  which  any  notice  of  dishonour  of 
an  vapaid  bUl  of  excnaage  or  promissory  note  should  be. 
gireo,  or  when  the  day  on  which  a  bill  of  exchange  or  pro- 
missory note  should  bie  presented  or  received  for  aoceptaaee, 
«r  aoo^ted  or  forwarded  to  any  referee,  or  rcfarees,  is  a  bank 
holiday,  snch  aotioe  of  dishonour  shall  be  given  and  such  bill 
•f  exchange  or  promiasoiy  note  shall  be  presented  or  forwarded 
on  the  day  next  fallowing  saoh  bank  holiday. 

3.  Aa  to  amipaymmta  on  hank  holUayt^  No  person  shall 
be  compellable  to  make  auT  payment  or  to  do  any  act  upon 
■Dch  bulk  holidays  which  ne  would  not  b«  compellable  to  do 
or  make  on  Christmas-day  or  Good  Fridi^ ;  and  the  obliga- 
tion to  make  such  pavment  and  do  snch  act  shall  apply  to 
the  day  following:  such  bank  holiday  ;  and  the  tn«Wng  of 
inch  payment  and  doing  sach  act  on  snch  following  day  uall 
be  eqniyalent  to  payment  of  the  money  or  performance  of  tibe 
act  on  the  holiday. 

4.  Appointmtnt  of  tpteial  bank  holiday!  by  royal  proclama- 
tion.'] It  shall  be  lawf^  for  her  Majesty,  f^m  time  to  time, 
ss  to  her  M^esty  may  seem  fit,  by  pioclamatiott,  in  the 
manner  in  which  solemn  fasts  or  days  of  public  thanksgJTing 
may  be  appointed,  to  appoint  a  special  day  to  be  obeerred 
as  a  bank  holiday,  either  throughout  the  United  Kingdom 
or  in  any  part  thereof,or  in  any  county,  city,  borough,  or 
district  therein,  and  any  day  so  appointed  stiul  be  kept  as  a 
close  holiday  in  all  banks  within  the  loodi^  mentioned  in 
snch  proclamation,  and  shall,  as  regards  bills  of  exchange 
and  nromissoiT  notes  payable  in  snch  locally,  be  deemed  to 
be  a  Dank  holiday  for  all  the  purposes  of  this  Act 

6.  DayappointtdforbtmkholUafmaybudttrodhytiriirin 
eotmea.^  It  shall  be  lawfnl  for  her  Mtgnty  in  like  manner 
£roni  time  to  time,  when  it  is  madeto  appear  to  her  Majesty 
in  muncil  in  any  special  case  that  in  any  year  it  is  inexpe- 
dient that  a  day  by  this  Act  appointed  for  a  bank  holicUy 
should  be  a  bank  holiday,  to  declare  that  snch  day  ahall  not 
in  such  year  be  a  bank  noliday,  and  to  appoint  such  other 
<1ay  as  to  her  Majesty  in  council  may  seem  fit  to  be  a  bank 
holiday  instead  of  such  day,  and  thereapon  the  day  so  ap- 
pointed shall  in  snch  year  be  substitatsa  for  the  day  so  ap- 
pointed by  this  Act. 

6.  Sxtreit*  of  povmt  eonftrred  hy  ttethnt  4  tni  6  in 
Inland  by  Lord  lamttnant.']  The  powers  conferred  by  sections 
4  and  S  of  this  Act  on  her  Majesty  may  be  exercised  in 
Irelsad,  so  &r  ss  relates  to  that  part  of  the  United  Kingdom, 
by  ths  Lord  Ueateaant  of  Ireland  in  connciL 


7.  Short  «(&.}  This  Act  m^  be  dtsdfor  aUvvMWM 
"  m,o  Bank  Holidays  Act.  1871."  »«?—- 

SOHBDDLB. 

Stnk  Eotiiaya  in  XngUnd  and  InUmi. 
Easter  Monday. 
The  Monday  in  Whitsun  wesk. 
The  first  Monday  in  Angnst 
Hie  twanty-sixtli  day  of  Deewnber,  if  a  wsek  isi. 

Bank  SoUdaya  i»  Seotlmtd. 

New  Year's  Day. 
Christmas  Day. 
If  either  of  the  aboTe  dsn  frila  on  a  Soadsy  teiot 
following  Monday  ahall  be  a  beak  holiday. 
Good  Friday. 
The  first  Monday  of  May. 
Tb»  first  Monday  of  August 

CAP.  xvm. 

An  Act  to  amend  the  law  dis^nalifying  attotsejrs,  nli. 
citois,  and  proctors  in  practice  mim  being  iastiECid 
the  peace  tor  counties.  [86th  Hay,  U7L 

Wheress  it  is  expedient  to  amend  the  law  whisk  dtdM 
attorneys,  solicitors,  and  proctors  in  piaetioe  to  bsiaaftbli 
of  becoming  justices  of  the  peace  for  coonties : 

Be  it  thawaiare  enacted,  Ac. 

1.  StptiU  of  tkt  ditjnalijletuien  of  mUamoyt,  MUcilm,  mi 
prootonfrwm  betny  jvttieu  of  the  ptae$  for  eomUii$.]  Rat 
and  after  the  passing  of  this  Act  section  SS  of  Hu  iet  i( 
the  session  holden  in  the  6  A  7  Vict  c.  7^aodai)n(k« 
remains  in  force  of  section  2  of  c.  18  of  an  A«t«f  (k  S 
Oeo.  2,  are  hereby  respectirely  repsded ;  but  as  jam 
shall  be  capable  of  beooBiingscbsiag  a  jastiee«fdM|Nn 
for  any  county  in  England  or  Wales  (not  being  a  omj 
of  a  city  or  county  ofa  town)  in  whlim  he  shall  jadait 
and  cany  on  the  profession  or  business  of  an  ittKBef, 
solicitor,  w  proctor ;  aad  idiere  any  person  pnctiw  ai 
carries  on  saen  profBasion  or  bnaineaa  m  any  dty  or  tm 
being  a  oonnty  of  itself,  he  shall,  for  ne  pufOM  tf 
this  Act  be  deemed  to  cany  on  this  aaaaa  in  As  Msi^ 
within  whish  such  city  or  town  or  any  part  tetrf  s 
sitoate. 

2.  Interpntati^  of  "  county."]  For  the  purpose  of  Ail 
Act  a  person  shall  be  deemed  to  practise  and  cany  m  jis 
profession  or  bnsinesB  in  the  county,  city,  or  town  m  lU 
he  maintuns  an  office  or  place  of  business  ;  and  the  «*i 
"  county  "  shall  mean  and  include  a  riding  or  dinaaofi 
county  nsTing  a  separate  commission  of  the  pesee. 

S.  Not  to  aflet  eorontri.]  Nothing  in  this  Act  caaiM 
shall  afTeet  coronen. 

CAP.  XIX. 

An  Act  for  exempting  persons  professing  theJesU 
religion  from  penalties  in  respect  of  young  ^u 
and  females  professing  the  said  religion  woitiai'S 
Sundays.  [26thM^,lSl- 

GAP.  XX. 
An  Act  to  apply  the  sum  of  se^en  million  ponndi  (tf 
of  the  Ccmsolidatod  Fund  to  the  service  of  the  j« 
ending  Uie  thirty-first  day  of  March  <HietliMaa> 
debt  hundred  and  seventy-two. 

[S^Msy,l«n. 

GAP.  XXL 

An  Act  to  grant  duties  of  customs  and  income  tML 

[StthMsy.lSn- 

OAP.xxn. 

An  Act  to  amend  the  law  in  Ireland  relating  to  smbs- 
sions  of  lunaqr,  and  the  proceeding  under  tte  ■a^ 
and  the  manag«nent  of  the  estates  of  Innstia;  aa 
to  provide  for  the  visiting  and  the  protection  «f  Bt 
property  of  lunatics  in  Ireland ;  ami  foe  odui  Tg- 
posk  CSfiAMiy,!*"- 
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CAP.  XXTTT. 

La  Act  for  le-TMting  ia  her  Majesty,  hei  heirs  and 
■ooceaMn,  the  reetwr  of  Newelme  aluw  Ewelme,  ia 
the  eatmlj  of  Oxford.  [16th  Jtme,  1871. 

CAP.  XXIV. 

Ln  Act  for  regulating  the  management  by  the  tnutees 
of  the  Presbyterian  Chnich  in  Ireland  of  certain  trust 
piopertiee  for  the  aaid(^assh,  and  for  other  purposes. 

[16th  Jime^  1871. 

CAP.  XXV. 

lua  Aot  to  empower  the  Loid-Lieutenant  or  other  chief 
xnveonor  or  ^remors  of  Ireland  to  ^prehend  and 
^Astain  for  a  limited  time  persona  suaoMted  of  being 
mmbenof  theBihbon  Society,  or  of  being  concerned 
on  the  cammiimion  of  any  crime  or  outrage  vnderthe 
direction  or  influence  of  the  said  Bibbon  Society  in 
-&e  comity  of  Westmeath,  or  in  certain  a^nina 
nortiona  of  the  coonty  of  Meath  and  the  Eing^ 
Coonty ;  and  to  continae  "  The  Peace  Preserration 
■(Ireland)  Act,  1870."  [16th  June,  1871. 

CAP.  XXVI. 
tLn  Act  to  alter  the  Liw  rMpecting  relif^ous  testa  in  the 
UDiversitles  of  Oxford,  C&mbrioge,  and  Durham,  and 
in  the  halls  and  colleges  of  those  universities. 

[16th  June,  1871. 

'Whereas  it  is  expedient  that  the  benefits  of  the  Unireisi- 
iies  of  Oxfod,  Cambridge,  and  Dnrham,  and  of  the  colleges 
uid  halls  now  sabaisting  therein,  as  places  of  religion  ud 
learning  shonld  be  renosred  &edy  accessible  to  the  nation : 

And  whereas,  by  means  of  dmts  resttictlonB,  tests,  and 
linbiUties,  many  of  Ber  IC^esty's  subjects  are  debarred 
from  the  {oil  ei^ja^ent  of  the  same  : 

And  whneas  it  is  expedient  tiiat  soeh  resttictiona,  tests, 
txtd  disabilities  should  be  remored,  under  proper  safeguards 
rex"  the  maintenance  of  religions  instruction  and  womtip  in 
iJi««aid  oniTeiaities  and  tM  colleges  and  haUa  now  snbsia- 
Ixtg  within  the  same : 

Be  it  enacted,  Ac. 

1.  Short  title.]  This  Act  may  be  dted  as  <'  The  UniTend- 
ties  Test  Act,  1871." 

2.  Jnterpretation  of  termi.]  In  the  construction  of  this 
hct— 

The  word  "  college  "  includes  the  cathedral  or  house  of 
Christ  Church  in  Oxford,  and  any  hall  not  being  a 
priyate  hall  established  under  the  Act  of  the  session 
of  the  17  ft  18  Vict  c.  81,  nor  being  a  hostel 
established  under  the  Act  of  the  seanon  of  the  19  & 
20  Viot.  c.  88. 

The  word  "  office  "  includes  every  professorship  other 
than  professorships  of  divinity,  every  assistaat  or 
deputy  professorship,  public  readerahip,  pteleetorship, 
lectnnuiip,  headship  of  a  college  or  haU,  fellowidiip, 
studentship,  tutorship,  scholarahip,  and  exhibition, 
and  also  any  office  or  emolument  not  in  this  section 
-specified,  the  income  of  which  is  payable  out  of  the 
revenues  of  any  of  the  said  universities,  or  of  any 
colle^  within  the  said  universities,  or  which  is  held 
or  eigoyed  by  any  member  as  such  of  any  of  the  said 
universities,  or  of  any  college  within  any  of  the  said 
universities. 

3.  J^ertont  taking  lay  acadtmieal  degrett  or  holding  iay 
fcademiedl  or  eolUgiate  offiett  mttob*  required  to  awitmie  any 
formulary  of  jaiih,  ic.]  From  and  after  the  passing  of  this 
let,  no  person  shall  be  required,  upon  taking  or  to  enable 
dm  to  take  any  degree  (other  than  a  denee  in  divinity] 
^thin  the  Universities  of  Oxford,  Cambridge,  and  Durham, 
ir  any  of  tiiem,  or  upon  exerdsing  or  to  enable  him  to  exercise 
my  of  the  rights  and  privileges  which  may  heretofore  have 
>eeti  or  may  nereafter  be  exercised  by  graduates  in  the  said 
iniTersities  or  any  of  them,  or  in  any  coU^  subsisting  at  the 
ime  of  the  passing  of  this  Act  in  any  of  the  said  universities, 
ir  npon  taking  or  nolding  or  to  enable  him  to  take  or  hold 
iB7  office  in  any  of  the  nid  universities  or  any  such  college 


as  aforesaid,  or  upon  teaching  or  to  enable  him  to  teac  h 
within  any  of  the  said  universities  or  any  such  college  as 
aforesaid,  or  upon  opening  or  tu  enable  him  to  open  a  pnyate 
hall  or  hostel  u  any  of  thasaidnniversitieB  for  the  reception 
of  students,  to  subscribe  any  article  ot  farmnlary  of.i'aith, 
or  to  make  any  daolaration  or  take  any.oath  respecting  his 
religious  belief  or  ^ofesaion,  wr  to  coalorm  to  any  rel&otts 
obawvance,  or  to  attend  or  abstain  from  attending  any  form 
•f  public  worship,  or  to  belong  to  any  specified  church,  sect, 
er  denomination ;  nor  shall  any  person  be  compelled,  in 
any  of  the  said  nnivenities  or  any  such  coUege  as  aforesaid, 
ta  attend  the  public  worship  of  any  church,  sect,  or  denomi- 
nation to  which  he  does  not  bebos  :  Provided  that — 

(1.)  Nothing  in  this  section  snaU  render  a  layman  or  a 
pwMB  not  a  member  of  the  Church  of  England 
eligible  to  any  office  or  capable  of  exercising  any  rif^ht 
'  or  privilege  m  any  of  the  said  universit&e  or  col- 
leges, wbich  office^  light,  or  privilege,  under  the 
anthoiity  of  any  Act  of  Fadiament  or  any  statnte 
or  ordinance  of  .sooh  uiiiTCrsit^  or  coUege  in  force  at 
the  time  of  tha  passing  of  this  Act,  is  restricted  to 
persons  in  holy  .oidsn,  or  shall  remove  any  obligation 
to  enter  into  holy  ordJsrs  which  is  by  such  auuority 
attached  to  any  such  ofloe.* 
(2.)  Kothing  in  tnis  section  shall  open  any  office  (not 
being  an  office  mentioned  in  this  section)  to  any 
person  who  is  not  a  member  of  the  Church  of  England, 
where  snch  office  is  at  the  passing  of  this  Act  con- 
fined to  members  of  tiie  said  Churtm  by  reason  of  any 
such  degree  as  aforesaid  being  a  qualification  for 
holding  that  office, 

4.  Act  not  to  interfer*  with  laiofttUy  atablithed  tytttm  of 
reUgiout  imtruetion,  northip,  and  diteipliiu.']  Nothing  in  this 
Act  shall  interfere  with  or  affect,  any  finther  or  ouierwise 
than  is  hereby  expressly  enacted,  the  system  of  religions  in- 
struction, worship,  and  discipline  which  now  is  or  which 
may  hereafter  be  lawfolly  estaDlished  in  the  said  universities 
respectively,  or  in  the  colleges  thereof  or  any  of  them,  or  the 
atatntea  and  ordinances  of  the  said  nniversitus  and  colleges 
respectively  relating  to  each  instruction,  worship, '  and 
diiuipline. 

6.  StUgiom  inttruetion.'^  The  Mveming  body  of  every 
college  sabaisting  at  the  tune  of  the  passing  of  this  Act  in 
any  of  the  said  univwsitieB  shall  provide  sufficient  (eligioas 
instruction  for  all  members  thereof  in  statu  puptlliiri  belong- 
ing to  tiie  Established  Church. 

6.  Morning  and  Evening  Frayer  to  ie  uted  at  heretofore, 
hut  OH  ttbridgmmU  may  he  ueed  on  week  daye  on  request-  of 
gtvemmg  body.}  The  Morning  and  Evening  Prayer  according 
to  the  Order  of  the  Book  of  Common  Prayer  shall  continue  to 
be  used  daily  as  heretofore  in  the  chapel  of  every  college  sub- 
sisting at  the  time  of  the  passing  of  this  Act  in  any  of  the 
said  univeisitiee  ;  but  notwithstanding  an3rthing  contained 
in  the  statute  IS  &  14  Car.  2,  c.  4,  or  in  this  Act,  it  shall 
beilawfhlfor  the  visitor  of  any  such  college,  on  the  request 
of  the  governing  body  thereof,  to  authorise  &om  time  to 
time,  in  writing,  the  use  on  week  days  only  of  any  abridge 
ment  or  adaptation  of  the  said  Homing  and  Evening  prayer 
in  the  chapel  of  such  college  instead  of  the  Order  set  forth 
in  the  Book  of  Common  Prayw. 

7.  Attendance  at  leoturet.'}  No  person  shall  be  requii^  to 
attend  any  college  or  university  lecture  to  which  he,  if  he  be 
of  full  age,  M,  if  he  be  not  of  foliage,  his  parent  or  goiirdian, 
shall  obieet  upon  religious  grounds. 

8.  Sepealof  Acts  in  tehedule."]  After  the  passing  ijf  this 
Ac^  the  Acts  specified  in  the  schedule  to  this  Act  are  hereby 
repealed  to  the  extent  in  the  third  column  of  the  said 
achedule  mentioned ;  aad  any  provision  in  any  Act  of  Par- 
liament or  in  any  statute  or  orunance  of  the  said  universities 
or  colleges,  so  fu  as  it  is  inconsistent  with  this  Act,  shall 
berepeued. 

SCHEDULE. 
This  Schedule,  so  fiur  as  respects  Acts  priorto  the  reign  of 
<€>eorKe  the  First,  refers  to  the  edition  prepared  under 
the  OJiection  of  the  Becord  Commission,  intituled 
"  The  Statutes  of  the  Kealm,  printed  by  command  of 
his  Majesty  King  Oeon;e  the  Third,  in  pursuance  of 
an  address  of  the  House  of  Commons  of  Great 
Britain,  from  original  records  and  authentic  mann- 
scripts." 
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PUBLIC  GENERAL  STATUTES. 


[Caps.  26-31. 


IMteof  Aet 


(a)  14  Cw.  9, 
c.  4. 


1  Om.  1.  St 
2,  CIS 


31  G«o.  3,  c 
33. 


10G«o.  4, 
7. 


19  ft  20  Vict 
c.  88. 


TWetfAct. 


An  Act  for  the  nnifoimil^ 
of  pnUio  pniyen  and  aa- 
miniatntion  of  aaon- 
menti  and  other  ritea  and 
oeremoniea  and  for  estab- 
Uabing  the  form  of  mak- 
ing ordaining,  and  con- 
secrating bishops,  priests, 
and  deacons  in  the 
Church  of  England. 


An  Act  for  the  farther 
security  of  Iiis  iiajeity'a 
person  and  gorenunent. 
and  the  sacceMon  of  the 
Crown  in  the  heirs  of  the 
late  Princess  Sophia 
being  Protestants,  and 
for  extingaishing  the 
hopes  of  uie  prd»nded 
Pnnce  of  Wales,  and  his 
open  and  secret  abettors. 

An  Act  to  reliere  npon 
conditions,  and  under 
restriction^  the  persons 
therein  described  from 
certain  penalties  and 
disabilities  to  which 
Painsts  or  persons  pro- 
fessing the  Popish  rebgon 
are  by  law  subjects. 

An  Act  for  the  relief  of  his 
Majesty's  Boman  Catho- 
lic subjects. 


An  Act  to  make  further 
provision  for  the  good 
gjorenunent  and  exten- 
sion of  the  University  of 
Cambridge,  of  the  colleges 
therein,  and  of  the  Col- 
lege of  King  Henry  the 
Sixth  at  Eton. 


Ezi«Bt  of  Repeal. 


Somochofseo- 
tion  six  (i)  ss 
is  Unrepealed; 
section  eight 
(e)  ;  and  sec- 
tion thirteen 
(fi,  ezoept  so 
bras  it  relates 
totheooUsges 
of  Weatmm- 
ster,  Win- 
chester, and 
Eton,  or  any 

Sovemor      or 
ead   thereot 
So  much  as  is 
unrepealed. 


So  much  of  sec- 
tion fourteen 
as  lelatss  to 
any  of  the  Uni- 
versities of  (hi- 
ford,  Cam- 
bridge, and 
Durham. 

So  much  as  re- 
lates to  any  of 
the  said  uni- 
versities or 
any  college 
therein. 

Section  __foriy- 
flve  ffarn  the 
words  "but 
such  degree" 
inclusive,  to 
the  end  of  the 
section. 


(a)  13  &  14  Car.  2,  in  Buflhead. 
(iS  8ections9  and  10  in  Ruifhead. 
■(c)  Section  12  in  Ruifhead. 
f|(<0  Section  17  in  RnShead. 

CAP.  xxvn. 

An  Act  to  remove  doubts  as  to  the  power  of  trustees  to 
inrest  trust  fonds  in  debenture  stocks. 

[29th  Jane,  1871. 

Wliereas  by  cUvers  Acts  of  Parliament,  and  more  par- 
ticularly by  the  Companies  Act,  1868,  and  the  Acts 
STnnndiirig  the  ssme,  companies  authorised  to  issue  debenture 
8toc|c  sie  empowered  to  raise,  by  means  of  such  stock,  all 
moneys  which  they  may  for  the  tmie  being  be  authorised  to 
raise  on  mortgage  or  bond. 

And  whereas  doubts  are  entertained  whether  it  is  lawfcd 
for  trustees  who  may  be  authorised  to  invest  trust  funds 
in  the  mortgages  or  bonds  of  companies  to  invest  such  funds 
in  debenture  stock  : 

Be  it  enacted,  &c. 

1.  Powtr  to  trmttfi  to  tHvat  in  denture  itoek.]  Where  a 
power  has,  before  the  passing  of  this  Act,  been  or  shall  at 
any  time  hereafter  be  given  to  trustees  to  invest  trust  funds 
in  the  mort^pi^  or  bonds  of  a  railway  company,  or  of  any 
other  description  of  company,  such  power  shall,  unless  the 
contrary  is  expressed  in  the  mstrument  creating  the  power, 
be  deemed  to  include  a  power  to  invest  such  rands  m  the 
debenture  stock  of  a  railway  company  or  such  other  com- 


tnut  foadi  ia  i^ 


pany  as  aforesaid,  and  an  investment  of 
Denture  stock  may  be  made  accordingly. 

2.  DtHmtUmof  "trudm:"]  The  expraaion  ' 
shall  include  execntois  and  administrators  ud  aj  ete 
penons  holding  funds  in  a  fidudaiy  capoity. 

8.  SiortUtk.]  This  Act  may  be  cited  to  all  parpoM  h 
"The  Debenture  Stock  Act,  1871." 

CAP.  xxvin. 

An  Act  respecting  the  esUiMidiment  of  provinetiintlit 
dominion  of  Cxinada.  [&th  Jnae,  1871. 

Whereas  doubts  have  been  entertained  reinctiig  tie 
powers  of  the  Parliament  of  Canada  to  estabM  pmiiai 
m  territories  admitted,  or  which  may  hereafter  bet^ntM, 
into  tiie  Dominion  of  Canada,  and  to  pravide  fotheim. 
sentation  of  such  provinoes  in  the  said  Psrfiament^  od  it 
is  expedient  to  remove  such  doubts,  andto  vestaaclipaHi 
in  ths  said  Pariiantent : 

Be  it  enaoted,  ftc. 

1.  Skort  Htkj]  This  Act  may  be  oited  for  all  pnpoH  a 
"  The  British  North  America  Act^  1871." 

2.  Parliament  of  Omnada  may  ettailiik  new  pntium  mi 
provitiefor  the  eonttitution,  fe.,  thereof. 

3.  Alteration  of  Umitt  of  protutet*. 

4.  Parliament  of  Canada  may  lejielate  for  mtjf  tontayM 
included  in  a  prooinee. 

6.  Ckmfirmaticn  of  AcU  of  Parliament  of  OenU*.  ttf)) 
Viet.  {Canadian^  e.  3,  38  Fiet.  (CsmnKmi)  e.  8. 

6.  Limitation  of  powert  of  Parliament  of  Caiuit  I*  if* 
late  for  an  ntabliihed  prooinee. 

CAP.  XXIX. 

An  Act  to  facilitate  die  payment  of  dividendsa  lo^ 
stocks.  [S9thJiine,18n. 

Whereas  by  the  National  Debt  Aci^  1870,  i.  SMs 
enacted,  that  the  Banks  of  En^aad  and  Ireland  TwpedNr 
may,  with  the  sanction  of  the  Treasory,  make  tixiigaaSi 
for  payment  of  dividends  on  atook  oy  sending  w^A 
throucrh  the  poet,  and  it  is  expedient  that  tfaii  fi»*i* 
should  be  amended  as  r^ards  payment  of  dividendtoalw 
stock  : 

Be  it  enacted,  ftc. 

1.  Arrongemente  for  eending  dividend  wmrreaU  M  9^ 
India  took*  through  the  poet  to  be  made  with  theimtiHim 
Secretary  of  State  i*  eouneil. 

CAP.  XXX. 

An  Act  for  the  further  regulation  of  the  duties  osp^ 
age.  [29th  Jane,  1S7>- 

1.  Seduetiott  of  ratu  of  poetage  by  warrant  of  til  Tnari, 

2.  Oonitrueiion  of  Aet, 

3.  Short  title. 

4  Sepeal  of  Aett  intehedule  ttpo. 

CAP.  xxii. 

An  Act  to  amend  the  law  relating  to  trades  uiiiiai'_ 

[29thJnae,lS'l- 
Be  it  enacted,  ftc. 

PriKmiHarym 

1.  S»orl«««.]  This  Act  msy  be  cited  as  "IV  to* 
Union  Act,  1871." 

Criminal  Prooieiom. 

2.  Trade  union  not  eriminoL']  Ths  purposes  of  '^^~. 
union  shall  not,  by  reason  merely  that  they  are  ia  b**® 
of  trade,  be  deemed  to  be  unlawful  so  as  to  teAs  tf? 
member  of  such  trade  union  liable  to  criminal  jmf'^ 
for  conspiracy  or  otherwise. 

3.  Trade  union  not  unlawful  for  civil  purfom.']  IV  F' 
poses  of  any  trade  union  shall  not,  by  reason  mwtf* 
they  are  in  restraint  of  trade,  be  onlawfol  so  ss  to  i** 
void  or  voidable  any  agreement  or  trust. 

4.  Drade  union  contraclt,  when  not  enforeiaHi.]  Hv"^ 
in  this  Act  shall  enable  any  court  to  entertain  uT  'f 
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proceeding  iiistitated  with  the  object  of  diiectly  enforcing  or 
recoTeriog  damages  for  the  breach  of  any  of  the  following 
agreements,  namely, 

1.  Any  agreement  between  members  of  a  trade  anion  as 

swsh,  concerning  the  conditions  on  which  any 
members  for  the  time  being  of  such  trade  onion 
shall  or  shall  not  sell  their  goods,  transact  bnaineas, 
employ,  or  be  em^oyed  : 

2.  Any  agreement  for  the  payment  by  any  person  of  any 

sabwription  or  penalty  to  a  trade  nnion  : 

3.  Any  agieenMnt  fir  the  application  of  the  fnnds  of  a 

trade  union,^ 
(a.)  To  provide  benefits  to  members  ;  at 
(b.)  To  fnmish  contribntions  to  any  employer  or 
workman  not  a  member  of  saoh  tnide  nnion, 
in  consideration  of  snch  emnloyer  or  workman 
acting  in  conformity  with  the  mles  or  resoln- 
tions  of  snch  trade  nnion  ;  or, 
(c.)  To  discharge  any  fine  imposed  npon  any  per* 
son  by  sentence  of  a  conrt  of  jostioe  ;  or 

4.  Any  agreement  made  between  one  trade  nnion  and 

aaotlwr;  or, 

5.  Any  bond  to  secure  the  performance  of  any  of  the 

abore-mentioned  agreements. 
Bat  nothing  in  this  section  shall  be  deemed  to  constitnte 
any  of  the  above  mentioned  agreements  nnlawfoL 

6.  rromtUm*  of  18  ft-  !»  Viet.  e.  63, 30  #  81  Viet.  e.  117, 
2S  #  26  Viet.  c.  89,  ^.,  not  to  apfiff  to  trad$  wmn».]  The 
following  Acts,  that  is  to  say, 

(I.)  The  Friendly  Societies  Acts,  1866  and  1868,  and  the 
Acts  amending  the  ssme  ; 

(2.)  The  Indnstrial  and  Provident  Societiea  Act,  1867, 
and  any  Act  amending  the  same  ;  and 

(8.)  The  Companies  Acts,  1862  and  1867, 
shall  not  apply  to  any  trade  anion,  and ,  the  registratian  of 
any  trade  nnion  nndw  any  of  the  said  Acts  shall  be  void, 
and  ^e  depodt  of  the  roles  of  any  trade  onion  made  onder 
the  FriendlT  Societies  Acts,  1865  and  1868,  and  the  Acts 
TntmAinn  the  ssme,  before  the  passing  of  this  Act,  shall 
cease  to  m  of  any  effect. 

Stgittertd  Troth  Umotu. 

6.  JUgittrt/  rf  tradt  tmiotw.]  Any  seven  or  more  members 
of  a  trade  onion  may  by  snbscribing  their  names  to  the  roles 
of  the  nnion,  and  otherwise  complying  with  the  provisions 
of  this  Act  with  respect  to  registry,  register  snch  trade  onion 
under  this  Act,  provided  that  if  any  one  of  the  porposes 
of  anch  trade  onion  be  onlawfol  snch  registration  shall  be 
void. 

7.  JBwUdingsfor  trade  uniona  may  be purehattd  or  leattd.'] 
It  shsJl  be  lawfol  for  any  trade  onion  registered  onder  this 
Act  to  porchase  or  take  npon  lease  in  the  names  of  the 
trosteee  for  the  time  being  of  snch  onion  any  land  not  ex- 
ceeding one  acre,  and  to  sell,  exclumge,  mort^ige,  or  lot  the 
same,  and  no  porchaser,  assignee,  mortgagee,  or  tenant  shall 
be  bound  to  inqoire  whether  the  tnutees  have  aothority 
'or  any  sale^  exchange,  mort^ajn,  or  letting,  and  the  receipt 
}f  the  tmstees  shall  be  a  discnam  for  the  money  arising 
there&t>m ;  and  for  the  purpose  of  this  section  every  branch 
>f  a  trade  onion  diall  be  considered  a  distinct  anion. 

8.  Frt^ertf  of  the  tradt  rniitnt  vetted  in  trutteet.]  All  real 
ind  personal  estate  whatsoever  belonging  to  any  trade  onion 
:«gistered  onder  this  Act  shall  be  vested  in  the  tmstees  for 
:he  time  being  of  the  trade  onion  apptrinted  as  provided  by 
hia  Act,  for  tke  ose  and  benefit  of  snch  trade  onion  and  the 
xtembers  thereof,  and  the  real  or  personal  estate  of  any 
>ranch  of  a  trade  onion  shall  be  vested  in  the  trostees  of 
uch  l>ranch,  and  be  onder  the  control  of  such  trostees, 
heir  respective  executors  or  administrators,  according  to 
heir  respective  claims  and  interests,  and  npon  the  deau  or 
emoTal  of  any  snch  trostees  the  same  shall  vest  in  the  soc- 
eeding  trostees  for  the  same  estate  and  interest  as  the 
inner  trustees  had  therein,  and  subject  to  the  same  trusts, 
rithoat  any  conveyance  or  assignment  whatsoever,  save  and 
xcept  in  uie  case  of  stacks  and  secorities  in  the  poblic 
uids  of  Great  Britain  and  Ireland,  which  shall  be  trans- 
irred  into  the  names  of  soch  new  trustees ;  and  in  iH 
ztions,  or  salts,  or  indictments,  or  sommary  proceedings 
>fore  any  conrt  of  snmmary  jorisdiction,  tooching  or  con- 
irnin^;  any  soch  property,  the  same  shall  be  stated  to  be 
le  property  of  the  person  or  persons  for  the  time  being 
slcGng   the  said  omce  of  trostee,  in  their  proper  names,  I 


as   trostees  of  soch   trade   onion,   without   any   fiirther 
description. 

9.  AetUnu,  fciy  or  agaaut  tnuUee,  #«.]  The  tnutees  of 
any  trade  anion  registered  onder  this  Act,  or  any  other 
officer  of  soch  trade  oniMi  who  may  be  anthorised  so  to  do 
by  the  mles  thereof,  are  nereby  empowered  to  brinjg  or  defend 
or  caose  to  be  broo^t  or  defanded  any  action,  soit^  prosecn- 
tion,  or  complaint  m  any  conrt  of  law  or  e  xoity,  tooching  or 
concerning  tne  property,  righ^  or  daun  to  property  of  the 
trade  union  ;  and  anall  and  may,  in  all  cases  conceming  the 
real  or  personal  property  of  soch  trade  onion,  sue  and  be 
sned,  p]«ud  and  be  impleadedi  in  any  conrt  of  law  or  equity, 
in  their  proper  names,  withoot  other  deacription  than  the 
title  of  their  of&cC  ;  and  no  soch  action,  salt,  prosecotion, 
or  complaint  shall  be  discontinued  or  shall  abate  by  the 
death  or  removal  from  office  of  soch  persons  or  any  of  them, 
bot  the  same  shaU  and  may  be  proceeded  in  by  their  soc- 
cessor  or  sacceasors  as  if  soch  death,  resignation,  or  removal 
had  not  taken  place ;  and  snch  soccessora  shall  pay  or  receive 
tiie  like  costs  as  if  the  action,  soit,  prosecotion,  or  complaint 
had  been  commenced  in  their  names  for  the  benefit  of  or  to 
be  reimboraed  from  the  foods  of  soch  trade  onion,  and  the 
sommons  to  be  issned  to  soch  trostee  or  other  officer  may  be 
served  by  leaving  the  same  at  the  registered  office  of  the 
trade  nmon. 

10.  LimUatian  nf  retponeibiUtg  oftmtteet.l  A  trostee  of 
any  trade  onicm  registered  ondnr  this  Act  shall  not  be  liable 
to  make  good  anv  doBciaicy  which  may  arise  or  haraen  in 
the  funds  of  snch  trade  nmon,  but  sluul  be  liable  raly  for 
the  moneys  which  shall  be  actually  received  by  him  on 
account  A  such  trade  union. 

11.  Trtaturtrt,  ^e.,  to  account.^  Every  treasurer  or  other 
officer  of  a  trade  onion  registered  onder  this  Act,  at  soch 
times  as  by  the  rules  of  such  trade  union  he  should  render 
soch  account  as  hereinafter  mentioned,  or  npon  being  re- 
quired so  to  do,  shall  render  to  the  trustees  oj|  the  orade 
onion,  or  to  the  members  of  such  trade  onion,  at  a  meeting 
al  the  trade  onion,  a  just  and  true  account  of  all  moneya 
received  and  paid  by  him  since  he  last  rendered  the  like  ac- 
count, and  of  the  balance  then  remaining  in  his  hands,  and 
of  all  bonds  or  seouritiee  of  soch  trade  onion,  which  account 
the  said  trosteee  shall  cause  to  be  audited  by  some  fit  and 
proper  person  or  persons  by  them  to  be  appointed;  and 
such  treasurer,  if  thereunto  required,  upon  the  said  aooonnt 
being  audited,  shall  forthwith  hand  over  to  the  said  trustees 
the  Mlance  which  on  such  audit  appears  to  be  due.from 
him,  and  shall  also,  if  required,  hana  over  to  such  trustees 
aU  securities  and  effects,  books,  papers,  and  property  of  the 
said  trade  union  in  his  hands  or  custody ;  and  if  he  fail  to 
do  so  the  trustees  of  the  said  trade  union  may  sue  soch 
treasurer  in  any  competent  conrt  for  the  balance  appearing 
to  have  been  due  from  him  upon  the  account  last  rendered 
by  him,  and  for  all  the  moneys  since  received  by  him  on 
account  of  the  said  trade  union,  and  for  the  securities  and 
effects,  books,  papers,  and  property  in  his  hands  or  custody, 
leaving  him  to  set  off  in  such  action  the  sums,  if  any,  whidi 
he  may  have  since  paid  on  aocout  of  the  said  trade  union ; 
and  in  soch  action  the  said  trosteee  shall  be  entitled  to  re- 
cover their  foil  coets  of  suit,  to  be  taxed  as  between  att(nney 
and  client. 

12.  PtmiihiMntfor  teitkholding  money,  jre.]  If  any  officer, 
member,  or  other  person  being  or  representing  himself  to 
be  a  member  of  a  trade  nnion  registered  under  this  Act,  or 
the  nominee,  executor,  administrator,  or  assignee  of  a  mem- 
ber thereof,  or  any  person  whatsoever,  by  falsa  represen- 
tation or  imposition  obtain  possessian  of  any  moneya,  secori- 
ties, books,  papers,  or  other  effects  of  soch  trade  onion,  or, 
having  the  same  in  his  possession,  wilfully  withhold  or 
fraodmently  nusapply  the  same,  or  wilfully  apply  any  part 
of  the  same  to  purposes  other  than  those  expressed  or 
directed  in  the  roles  oi  such  trade  union,  or  any  part  there- 
of, the  court  of  summary  jurisdiction  for  the  place  in  which 
the  r^iistered  office  of  the  trade  nnion  is  situate,  upon  a 
complaint  made  by  any  person  on  behalf  of  such  trade 
union,  or  by  the  registrar,  or  in  Scotland  at  the  instance  of 
the  procurator  fiscal  of  the  court  to  which  soch  complaint 
is  competently  made,  or  of  the  trade  union,  with  his  con- 
currence, may,  by  summary  order,  order  such  officer,  mem- 
ber, or  other  pezson  to  deliver  up  all  such  moneya,  securities, 
books,  papers,  or  other  effects  to  the  trade  onion,  or  to  re- 
pay the  amount  of  money  applied  improperly,  and  to  pay, 
if  the  CSoort  think  fit,  a  forther  sum  of  money  not  exceeding 
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twenty  pounds,  together  with  coits  not  exceeding  twenty 
Bhil1ing» ;  and,  in  default  of  Bnch  delivery  of  raects,  or 
npaynMot  of  inch  amount  of  manar,  or  paymnt  of  roeh 
penalty  and  ooati  aforasaid,  the  aaia  Ooort  may  ovder  the 
•aid  penon  so  coniricted  to  be  inprisoned,  witti  or  without 
hard  ubom,  for  any  time  not  exooading  three  months :  pro- 
vided, that  nothing  herein  omtained  sh^  pterant  the  said 
trade  vnioii,  or  in  Scotlaad  h«r  im«sty's  Advooate,  bcm 
proceeding  by  indictment  against  the  «aid  party  |  provided 
also,  that  no  penon  shall  be  proceeded  against  by  indictment 
if  a  oonviotion  shall  have  b«Mi  previoiulv  obtained  for  the 
same  offence  under  the  provisiaas  of  this  Act. 

Stftttr^o/TraA  VkioH. 
13.  BtmiatimiJbrngiHry.']  Wltii  respect  to  the  rM^stry, 
under  thu  Act,  <a  a  trade  union,  and  of  the  rules  thereof, 
the  following  provisiona  shall  have  effect : 

(1.)  An.  amplication  to  register  the  trade  onion  and  printed 
comes  of  the  rules,  together  with  alistof  the  titles 
and  namea  of  the  officers,  shall  be  sent  to  the  regis- 
trar under  this  Act. 
(2.)  The  registrar,  upon  bong  satisfied  that  the  trade 
nnion  has  complied  with  the  regulations  respecting 
registry  in  force  under  this  Act.  shall  register  such 
trMe  nnion  and  such  rules : 
(3.)  No  trade  union  shall  be  registered  under  a  name 
identical  witii  that  by  iriiidi  any  other  ««i«tfiig  trade 
union  has  been  registeNd,  or  so  nearly  resembling 
such  name  as  to  be  likely  to  deceive  the  mambem  «• 
the  public: 
^4.)  Where  a  trade  nnkm  applying  to  be  registered  has 
been  in  operation  for  more  than  a  year  before  the 
date  of  such  application,  there  shall  be  delivered  to 
the  registrar  before  the  registry  thereof  a  general 
statement  of  the  receipts,  funds,  effects,  and  expendi- 
ture of  such  trade  union  in  the  same  form,  and 
showing  the  same  particulars  as  if  it  were  the 
uTitinal   general  statement  required  as  hereinafter 
mentioned  to  be  transmitted  annually  to  the  regis- 
trar: 
(S.)  The  registrar  upon  registering  such' trade  union  shall 
issue  a  certificate  of  regist^,  which  certificate,  un- 
less proved  to  have  been  withdrawn  or  canc^ed, 
shall  be  oonclosive  evidence  that  the  regulations  of 
this  Act  with  respect  to  registry  have  b<»n  complied 
with: 
(6.)  One  of  her  Majesty's  principal  Secretaries  of  State 
may  from  time  to  time  make  regulations  respecting 
registry  under  this  Act,  and  respecting  the  seal  (u 
any)  to  be  used  for  the  purpose  of  such  registnr, 
and  the  forms  to  be  used  for  such  registry,  and  the 
inspection  of  documents  kept  by  the  registrar  under 
this  Act,  and  respecting  the  fees,  if  any,  to  be  paid 
on  teostry,  not  exceeding  the  fees  specified  in  the 
second  schedule  to  this  Act,  and  generally  for  cany- 
ing  this  Act  into  effect. 
14.  Rule*  ofrtgitUrtd  trade  unioM.]  With  respect  to  the 
rules  of  a  tiade  nnion  registered  under  this  Act  the  fol- 
lowing provisionB  shall  have  effect : 
(1.)  The  rules  of  every  such  trade  union  shall  contain 
provisions  in  respect  of  the  several  matters  men- 
tioned in  the  first  schedule  to  this  Act : 
(2.)  A  copy  of  the  rules  shall  be  delivered  by  the  trade 
onion  to  every  person  on  demand  on  pa3nnent  of  a 
sum  not  exceeding  one  shilling. 

red  offiee  of  trade  uniont.']  Every  trade  union 
i  under  tihis  Aiot  shall  have  a  registered  office  to 
1  all  oommnnieations  and  notices  may  be  addressed  ;  if 
any  trade  nnion  nnder  this  Act  is  in  operation  for  seven 
days  without  having  such  an  office,  snen  tiade  onion  and 
every  officer  thereof  shall  each  incur  a  penalty  not  exceeding 
five  pounds  for  every  day  during  which  it  is  so  in  operation. 

Notice  of  the  situation  of  snch  rra^istered  office,  and  of  any 
change  therein,  ahall  be  given  to  the  registnr  and  recorded 
by  hun  ;  nntil  soch  notice  is  given  the  tiade  onion  shall  not 
be  deemed  to  have  complied  mtii  the  provisions  of  this  Act. 

16.  Annual  rtturns  to  be  prepared  ae  regietrar  may  direet.^ 
A  general  statement  of  the  receipts,  funds,  effects,  and  ex- 
penditure of  every  trade  nnion  registered  under  this  Act 
shall  be  transmitted  to  the  registrar  beforS  the  first  day  of 
June  in  every  year,  and  shall  show  fully  the  assets  and  lia- 
bilities at  the  date,  and  the  receipts  and  expenditure  daring 
the  year  preceding  the  date  to  which  it  is  made  out  of  the 


trade  nnion  ;  and  shall  show  separately  tiie  ezpeaditnnii 
respect  of  the  several  objects  or  the  tnde  unioii,  aad  shill 
be  prepared  and  made  out  np  tosuch  date,  in  ssehfann,  ud 
shall  «omi«ise  saeh  paitieiUan,  as  tiie  legistisr  nij  fnm 
tiias  to  time  require  ;  and  eveir  member  of,  and  dfMttc 
in,  any  such  tande  union  ahall  be  entitled  to  i«e«n,oi 
apidication  to  tiie  tzcaiorer  or  secretsry  of  that  ttsdsimeB, 
a  copy  of  soch  general  statoment,  witbmt  nskiagsijjq. 
ment  for  the  saiM. 

Together  with  soch  general  statement  there  dkUbeint 
to  du  registrar  a  copy  of  all  alterations  of  roles  ad  an 
mles  and  chanMS  of  officers  made  by  the  trade  obIsd  dmiag 
the  year  preeediaig  tk«  date  up  to  whioh  tiie  gensal  ttate- 
ment  is  made  o«t  andaoopy  of  themlsaof  thetiadeiuioR 
as  they  exist  at  that  date. 

Every  trade  union  which  Cub  to  comp^  wittiet  icb  it 
contravention  of  this  aaetinn,  and  also  every  offieo  of  & 
trade  nnion  so  failinj^  shall  eadi  be  liable  to  a  pemltj  not 
exoeeding  five  pounds  for  eseh  offence. 

Eveiy  person  iiriio  wiUtelly  makes  or  ordtrs  to  be  nidt 
any  false  entry  in  or  any  omission  from  any  soch  gnnl 
stetemen^  or  in  or  &om  the  return  of  Mck  oofiesoinb 
or  alterations  of  mien,  shall  be  liable  to  a  peni%iiota- 
ceeding  fifty  pounds  for  eeoh  offence. 

17.  SegUtran.l  nie  registrars  of  the  (Hendlyaeeieliei  h 
En(^land,  Scotlano,  and  IieUnd,  shall  b«  titeregbtisiinds 
this  Act. 

The  registcan  AaU  lay  before  Parliament  aaaoil  lepoli 
with  respect  to  the  matten  transacted  by  suok  R^etaaii 
pnransace  of  this  Act. 

18.  CireultUingfalieeopiseofntlee,  4*^  »  eiiVisi—r]  If 
any  petaon  widi  intent  to  mislead  or  dsfiasd  pnt  tou; 
member  of  a  brade  union  registered  under  tins  Act,  otu 
any  person  intending  or  ^tplying  to  beoome  a  memleref 
such  tt»At  union,  a  copy  of  any  rules  or  of  any  tHastttSia 
amendmento  of  the  same  (>ther  than  those  nifertinlj 
which  srist  for  the  time  being,  on  the  nreteaee  Alt  tie 
same  are  tiie  existing  roles  oT  such  tnoe  onion,  oi  Ait 
there  are  no  other  rules  of  soch  trade  nnisn,  otVmffBm 
with  die  intent  aforesaid  gives  a  oopr  of  any  nlee  ten; 
perscm  on  the  pretence  that  such  rxuet  an  the  nlee  Ai 
trade  onion  registered  nnder  this  Act  which  is  not  lo  qp- 
tered,  every  person  so  offending  shall  be  deemed  gsfitfai 
misdemeanour. 

Legal  Proceedinge. 

19.  Summary  proceedinge  for  ofeneae,  penaUiis,  it.]  h 
England  and  Ireland  all  offences  and  penaltiet  nnds  tb 
Act  may  be  prosecuted  and  recovered  in  manner  direetellT 
the  Summary  Jurisdiction  Acte. 

In  England  and  Ireland  snmmaty  orden  nate  tUs  iti 
may  be  made  and  enforced  on  oom^aint  befin  a  Oisrtj 
summary  jurisdiction  in  manner  ^ovided  by  the  8u*uj 
Jurisdiction  Acts. 

Provided  as  follows : 

1.  The  "  Court  of  summary  jnriadietion,"  wixn  hem 

and  determining  an  imormation  or  c(mpUBt,Aii 

be  constituted  in  some  one  of  the  foUowiignui*' 

that  is  to  say, 

(a.)  In  England, 

(1.)  In  any  place  within  the  jiuisdictimi  of  t^ 

pobtan  polioe  magistrato  or  other  stifMBJ 

magistiatek  of  soch  magietzato  or  his  sahlM : 

(2.)  In  the  city  ot  London,  of  the  Lord  Umj^i""! 

slderman  of  the  said  city  : 
(8.)  In  any  other  place,  of  two  or  more  jaetieemf'" 
peace  sitting  in  petty  sessions, 
(n.)  In  Imand,  , 

(1.)  In  the  police  district  of  Dublin  metnvotaiK* 

divisional  justice: 
(2.)  In  any  other  place,  of  a  lesidsat  mapita^ 
In  Scotland  all  offences  and  penalties  nnder  thiii^'^ 
be  prosecnted  and  recovered  by  the  procmatm  fi»»"  T 
county  in  the  Sheriff  Court,  und«  the  pwnions*** 
Sonimary  Procednre  Act,  18S4.  ^^ 

In  Scotland  sommaiy  orders  under  this  Act  Dcaybeow 
and  enforced  on  complaint  in  the  Sheriff  Court. 

All  the  jurisdictions,  powers,  and  aatiiontiei  ■"•^ 
for  giving  effect  to  these  provisiona  relating  to  Scotiisa  " 
hereoy  conferred  on  the  sheriffs  and  their  sabatitateL 
Provided  that  in  Engknd,  Scotland,  and  JnUai- . 

2.  The  description  of  any  offence  under  tins  Ao""^ 
words  of  stt(^  Act  shall  be  snffictent  in  law. 
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8.  Any  exception,  exemption,  proviso,  excoae,  or  qoalifi- 
satiott,  whetber  it  doe«  or  not  accompany  the  deacription  of 
lie  offence  in  thb  Act,  maybeproredbythe  defendant,  bnt 
leed  not  be  specified  or  negatived  in  tke  information,  and  if 
o  speoified  or  negatived  no  proof  in  relation  to  the  matters 

0  specified  or  negatived  shall  be  required  on  the  part  of  the 
oftnmant  or  proaecntor. 

20.  Afptal  to  quorttr  atuiotu.]  In  England  or  Ireland,  if 
my  par^  iiaels  aggrieved  by  any  order  or  conviction  made 
IV  a  Coort  of  anmmaiy  jorisdicnon  on  determining  any  com- 
Xaint  or  information  under  tliig  Act,  the  party  so  aggrieved 
txMj  ^>peal  therefrom,  s«bject  to  the  conditions  and  r^gn- 
ilions  following : 
(1.)  The  appealahallbe  made  to  aouM  Conrt  of  geaeial 
or  qvarter  aeasioas  for  the  oodb^  or  place  in  wUeh 
the  caoM  of  appeal  has  arisen,  holden  not  less 
than  fifteen  days  and  not  motp  than  foor  months 
after  the  dadaion  of  the  Coat  from  whicb  thei^ 
peal  is  made: 
(2.)  The  appellant  ahall,  within  sevw  days  after  the 
eanae  of  amieal  has  arisen,  give  notice  to  the  other 
party  and  to  the  Conrt  of  sommary  jnrisdietion 
of  his  intention  to  appeal,  and  of  the  grotmd  themof : 
■{9.)  The  appellant  shall,  immediately  after  such  notice, 
ento'  into  a  reoogniauce  btfoare  a  insttce  of  the 
peaoe   in  the  sum   of    ten   ponnos,   with   two 
nfficient  soieties  in  the  som  of  ten  poonds,  con- 
ditioned personally  to  try  snch  appeal,  and  to 
abide  the  judgment  of  the  Coort  tnaceon,  and  to 
pay  snch  costs  as  may  be  awarded  by  the  Court: 
<4.)  'Wncm  the  appellant  is  in  custody  tao  justice  may, 
if  he  think  fit,  on  the  appeUsBt  entuing  into 
such  recognizance  as  aforesaid,  tdeaae  him  from 
custody: 
<S.)  The  Court  of  meal  nu^  a4J|Mim  the  appeal,  and 
upon  the  beuuig  thereof  thev  may  confirm,  re- 
verse, or  modify  uie  decision  of  the  Court  of  sum- 
mary jurisdietion,  or  remit  the  matter  to  the  Court 
of  summary  jurisdiction  with  the  opinion  of  the 
Court  of  s{^)eal  thcMon,  or  make  such  otb^r  ordeir 
in  the  matter  as  the  Court  thinks  just,'aua  ii^mt 
matter  be  remitted  to  the  Conrt  of  summary  jnri*. 
dictbm,  tiie  said  last-mentioned  Court  shall  there- 
upon re-hear  and  decide  the  information  or  com- 
l^dnt  in  accordance  with  the  opinion  of  the  said 
Court  of  appeal.    The  Court  of  appeal  may  also 
make  snch  order  as  to  costs  to  be  paid  by  either 
party  as  the  Conirt  thinks  just. 

21.  Apptal  in  Seotland  at  prtieriM  by  20  Om.  2,  «.  48.1 

1  Seotland  it  shall  be  comj^tent  to  any  person  to  appeal 
rcunst  any  order  or  conviction  under  this  Act  to  the  next 
urouit  Court  of  Justiciary,  or  where  there  are  no  Circuit 
omirta  to  the  High  Court  of  Justiciary  at  Edinburjgh,  in  tiie 
Sknner  presoribM  by  and  under  the  rules,  limitations,  con- 
itions,  and  reatrictions  contained  in  the  Act  passed  in  the 
>  Geo.  2,  c.  43,  in  regard  to  appeals  to  Circuit  Courts  in 
attera  criminid,  as  the  same  may  be  altered  or  amended 
f  any  Acts  of  Parliament  for  the  time  being  in  force. 
All  penalties  imposed  under  tiie  provisions  of  this  Act  in 
)otland  may  be  enforced  in  de&nlt  of  payment  by  impri- 
ximent  tor  a  team  to  be  speoififld  in  the  summons  or  oom- 
aint,  but  not  exceeding  tnree  calendar  months. 

^1  penalties  imposed  and  recovered  under  the  provisions 

ttiis  Act  in  Scotland  shall  be  paid  to  the  sheriff  deck, 

kd  riiaJl  be  accounted  for  and  paid  by  him  to  the  Queen's 

idLwdTreasurer'sRemembranceronbehalf  ofthe  Crown. 

22.  Inttrttttd  ptrxm  not  to  act  at  a  number  of  a  court  of 
•peal.'\  A  person  who  is  a  master,  or  father,  son,  or  brother 

a  master,  in  the  particular  manafiutare,  trade,  or  busi- 
es in  or  in  connection  with  which  any  offence  under  this 
it  ia  charged  to  have  been  committed  shall  not  act  as  or 

a  member  of  a  Court  of  summary  jurisdiction  or  appeal 
r  the  purposes  of  this  Act. 

Dt/bnfieiM. 

23.  Btfnitioiu.']  In  this  Act — 

^«  to  ti*  term  "  Summary  Juriadiction  Aett."J  The  term 

Lznmary  Jurisdiction  Acts  means  as  follows : 

Ab  to  WnglMid,  the  Act  of  the  session  of  the  11  &  12  Vict. 

o.  43,  mtituloi  "  An  Act  to  facilitate  the  peiformanoe 

of  the  duties  of  justices  of  the  peace  out  of  sessions 

within  England  and  Wales  with  respect  to  snmmary 


convictions  and  orders,"  and  anj  Acts  amending  the 


As  to  Ireland,  within  the  police  district  of  Dublin  metro- 
polis, the  Acts  regulwng  the  jwwars  and  duties  of 
justices  of  the  peace  for  such  district,  or  of  the  police 
of  such  distrioit  and  elsewhere  in  Ireland,  the  rstt^ 
BosBons  (Inland)  Aot,  18(1,  and  any  Act  amending 
the  same. 

In  Hciotland  the  term  "misdemeanour "means  aorime  and 
offsnoOi 

M  to  "  trodt  'khkw."!  The  term  "  trade  uni<m  "  means 
snoh  oombination,  whether  temporary  or  permaaanti  fbr 


regulating  the  relations  betweoi  workmoi  and  maafara, 
OTDetween  workmen  and  workmen^  or  between  masters 
and  masters,  or  for  imposing  rertnotive  conditions  on 
the  oondnct  of  any  trade  or  business,  as  would,  if  this 
Act  had  not  passed,  have  been  deemed  to  have  been  an 
unlawful  fmtnbinatiiHi  by  reason  of  some  one  or  more  of 
its  poxpoaas  baing  in  restraint  of  farads :  provided  that 
this  Aet  shall  not  sifeot— 

1.  Any  agreement  between  partners  as  to  their  own 

busi^ss; 

2.  Any  agreement  between  an  employer  and  those 

employed  by  him  as  to  snch  employment ; 

3.  Any  agreement  in  consideration  of  tiie  sale  of  the 

goodwill  of  a  bnsineas  or  of  instruction  in  any 
profoasion  farads,  or  handicraft. 

jBtfMOi. 

24.  Stpoat  of  Tradet  Vniont  Fundi  ProUction  All,  1869. 
M  Ikertm  tUted.'i  The  Trades  Unions  Funds  Proteotion  Act, 
1869,  is  hereby  repealed. 
Flovided  that  this  repeal  shall  not  affect — 
(1.)  Anything  duly  done  or  soffered  under  the  said  A0t : 
(2.)  Any  right  or  privilnge  acquired  or  any  liability 

incurred  under  tbo  suid  Act: 
(3.)  Any  penalty,  forfeiture,  or  other  punishment  ia- 
cuned  in  respect  of  any  offence  against  the  said 
Act: 
(4.)  The  institntion  of  any  investigation  or  lenal  pro** 
ceeding  or  say  other  remedy  for  ascertainuijg;,  m- 
foroing^  recovering,  or  imposing  any  such  Iiabilty 
penalty,  forfeiture,  or  punishment  aa  aforesaid. 

BOHEDULESk 

FiBST  SOREDTTLB. 

Of  Matttri  to  boprovUod  for  bjf  tho  Mult*  of  3hub  Vkioiu 
rigwttrid  undtr  thil  Aet. 

1.  Sm  18  ifi  19  Viet,  ft  63,  :  25.]  The  name  of  the  trade 
union  and  plaoe  of  meeting  for  the  bnsineas  of  the  farads 

2.  The  whole  of  the  olgeots  for  which  the  farade  union  is 
to  be  established,  the  purposes  for  which  the  funds  thereof 
shall  be  ^iplioable,  and  the  conditions  under  which  any 
member  may  become  oditied  to  any  benefit  assured  thereby 
and  the  fines  and  fiwfeitnres  to  be  imposed  on  any  member 
of  snoh  farade  union. 

3.  The  manner  of  making,  altering,   amending, 
rescinding  rules. 

4.  A  proviaian  for  tlie  appointment  and  removal  of 
general  committee  of  management,  of  a  trustee  or  trustees, 
fressurer,  and  other  officera. 

6.  A  provision  for  the  investment  of  the  funds,  and  for 
an  annnal  er  periodical  audit  of  accounts. 

6.  The  inspection  of  the  books  and  names  of  members  of 
the  trade  unu>n  by  every  person  having  an  interest  in  the 
ftuds  of  the  trade  union. 


SsCOIfD  SCBXDULB. 

Maximum  Fees. 

For  registering  trade  union     ... 
For  roistering  alterations  in  roles 
For  inspection  of  documents    ... 


£    ».  d. 

10  0 

0  10  0 

0    2  6 


OAP.XXXIL 

An  Act  to  amend  the  criminal  law  relating  to  violence, 

threats,  and  molestation.  [S9t£  Jane,  1871 

Be  it  enacted,  &c. 

1.  F»»aU!ifortlureaU,molutationt,tt)tdoiitruetion.'y  Ever} 
person  who  uall  do  any  one  or  more  of  the  following  acta^ 
that  is  to  say;, 

(1.)  Use  violence  to  any  person  or  any  property, 
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(2.)  Thtesten  or  intimidatw  any  p«rton  in  inoh  nuuiner  ai 
woold  justify  a  IwtiM  of  the  peaoe,  on  oomplaint 
made  to  Urn,  to  bind  orar  the  penon  lo  fhieatea- 
ing  or  intimidating  to  keep  the  peace, 
(8.)  MolMt  or  obdtniot  any  penon  in  manner  defined  by 
this  Mctian, 
-with  a  view  to  ooeroe  saoh  peraon, — 

(I.)  Being  a  maatar  to  dinniai  or  to  oeaie  to  employ  any 
workman,  or  being  a  workman  to  quit  an^  employ- 
ment or  to  retom  work  before  it  is  finished ; 
(2.)  Being  a  master  not  to  offer  or  being  a  workmen  not 

to  accept  any  employment  or  won  ; 
(8.)  Being  a  mastw  or  workman  to  belong  or  not  to  belong 
to  an^  twnporary  or  permanent  association  or  oom- 
binatioc; 
(4.)  Being  a  maaterjor  workman  to  pay  any  fine  or  penalty 
imposed  by  any  twnporary  or  permanent  aasoda- 
tion  at  combination ; 
(5.)  Being  a  master  to  alter  the  mode  of  carrying  on  his 
boaineai,  or  the  number  or  description  of  any  per* 
sons  employed  by  him, 
shall  be  liable  to  imprisonment,  with  or  wiflioat  hard  laboor, 
for  a  term  not  ezoeeding  three  months. 

A  person  shall,  for  the  porpoees  of  this  Act,  be  deemed 
to  molest  or  obstract  anotuer  person  in  any  of  tiie  following 
cases ;  that  is  to  say — 
(1.)  If  he  persistently  follow  such   person  about  from 

place  to  place; 
(2.)  If  ne  hide  any  tools,  clothes,  or  other  property  owned 
or  used  by  such  person,  or  deprive  hun  of  or  hinder 
him  in  the  use  thereof ; 
(3.)  If  he  watch  or  beset  the  house  or  other  place  where 
such  person  resides  or  works,  or  carries  on  business, 
or  happens  to  be,  or  the  approach  to  such  house  or 
place,  or  if  with  two  or  more  other  persons  he  fol- 
low such  person  in  a  disorderly  manner  in  or 
through  any  street  or  road. 
Koihing  in  this  section  shall  prevent  any  person  from 
'being  liable  under  any  other  Act,  or  otherwise,  to  any  other 
or  hi^er  punishment  than  is  provided  for  any  offence  by 
this  section,  so  that  no  person  be  punished  twice  for  the 
same  offence. 

Provided  that  no  person  shall  be  liable  to  any  punishment 
for  dmng  or  conspiring  to  do  any  act  on  the  ground  that  such 
act  restrains  or  tends  to  restrain  the  free  course  of  trade, 
unless  such  act  is  one  of  the  acts  hereinbefore  specified  in 
this  section,  and  is  done  with  the  object  of  coercing  as  here- 
inbefore mentioned. 

Zegai  JProet4dingi. 

2.  Summary  proettdingi  for  ofmcet,  ptiuUtut,  Aw.]  All 
offences  under  this  Act  shall  be  proeecuted  under  the  provi- 
sions of  Uie  Summary  Jurisdiction  Acts. 

Provided  as  follows : — 

1.  The  "Court  of  Summary  Jorisdiction,"  when  hearing 

and  determining  an  information  or  oomplaint,  shaU 
be  constituted  in  some  one  of  the  following  manners ; 
(that  ia  to  say) — 
(a.)  In  Eiwland, 

(i.)  In  any  place  within  the  jurisdiction  of 
a  metropolitan  police  magistrate  or 
other  stqiendiaiy  magistrate,  of  such 
magistiate  or  his  substitute  ; 
(ii.)  In  the  city  of  London,  of  the  Lord 
Mayor  or  any  alderman  of  the  said 
city; 
(iii)  In  any  other  place,  of  two  or  more 
justices  of  the  peace  sitting  in  pet^ 
sessions, 
(i.)  In  Scotiand,  of  the  sheriff  of  the  county  or 

his  substitute. 
<e.)  In  Ireland, 

(i.)  In  tile  police  district  of  Dublin  metro- 
polis, of  a  divisional  justice  ; 
(ii)  In  any  other  place,  of  a  resident  magis- 
trate. 

2.  The  description  of  any  offence  under  this  Act  in  the 

words  of  such  Act  shall  be  sufficient  in  law. 

3.  Any  exception,  exemption,  proviso,  excvuse,  or  qualifi- 

tion,  whether  it  does  or  not  accompany  tiie  descrip- 
tion of  the  offence  in  this  Act,  may  be  proved  by  the 
defendant,  but  need  not  be  specified  or  negatived  in 
the  information,  and  if  so  specified  or  negatived,  no 
proof  in  relation  to  the  matters  so  specified  or  nega- 


tived shall  be  reqoitvd  on  the  part  of  tlu  bibouat 
or  prosecntor. 

8.  ApastU  to  aaortor  mtitnt  i»  Ormt  BriUiit.]  Is 
land  aaa  Ireland,  if  any  party  feds  aggrieved  bj  mt 
or  conviction  made  by  a  Court  of  sommary  joiiadictMB  m 
determining  any  complaint  or  information  mideT  tba  Act, 
the  party  so  Mfgrieved  may  appeal  ther^cat,  sBtieotbXke 
eopoitiops  and  regulations  following : 

(1.)  The  appeal  shall  be  made  toaomeOooitof  gneal 
or  quarter  sessions  for  the  comity  or  plioe  mvUii 
the  cause  of  appeal  has  arissn,  holdenaot  laalbi 
fifteen  days  and  not  more  than  finr  mcnQii  ibt 
ttie  deeuion  of  the  Onrt  from  which  the  i{ipeilii 
made : 
(2.)  The  appellant  shall,  within  seven  day*  ifts  tkt 
cause  of  appeal  hasaiiaen,  givenotiaetoatQiiui 
party  and  to  the  Court  of  soiunaiy  jonaiigliai  of 
his  mtention  to  appeal,  and  of  the  gnaaltktrat: 
(3.)  Tlia  sppeUaat  shall  immediately  after  mA  vAt 
enter  into  a  reoogniaanoe  in  tiie  SUB  of  £lt  Mm 
ajnstieeof  thepeaoe^  with  two  sofioisot  tBiHa 
in  the  smn  of  £10,  oooditieaed  penooallj  to  Oj 
miah  wpeal,  and  to  abide  the  jadgwnt  of  tti 
Omnt  thenon,  and  to  pay  muii  ootti  as  m;  h 
awaidad  by  the  Cout : 
(4.)  Whsn  the  appellant  is  in  costody  the  jutice  bi;, 
if  hefhnikfitt  on  the  appellant  entering  iato  lok 
raocKnixanoe  as  afonsaia,  relsaae  him  foiacario^: 
(5.)  ^e  (&urt  of  appeal  may  a4joam  the  appnl,  id 
upon  the  hearing  thereof  Qiay  may  coofim,  msse, 
or  modify  the  nwnisinn  of  the  Ooiut  of  isaaiij 
jniisdiotion,  or  remit  the  matter  to  the  Oost  i 
•nminaxy  jurisdiction  with  the  opinion  of  tlu  Oooit 
of  appeal  thareon,  or  make  sooh  other  ocdaiatkt 
matter  as  the  Court  thinks  inat,  and.  ifflitatltv 
be  remitted  to  the  Ooort  of  summary  jizirielMS, 
the  said  last-mentioned  Court  shall  tfatnnia  n- 
hear  md  dedde  the  information  or  eoaiuatm 
aooordanoe  with  the  opinioo  of  the  MidContef 
appeal.  The  Ooort  of  appeal  may  ilio  atb  ndk 
imier  as  to  corts  to  be  paid  by  either  psitjutki 
Court  thinks  just. 

4.  Ap/ual  in  Stotlmd  u pruerib»4  iyiOGft.  2,bU]  h 
Scotland  it  shall  be  competent  to  aayparsoa  to  appadi^ 
any  order  or  conviction  under  this  Act  to  the  nestund 
Court  of  Jnsticiarr,  or  where  there  are  no  Oireait  Ooiib  0 
the  High  Court  of  Jnstidaiy  at  Edinburgh,  intiteaBas 
preaoribed  by  and  under  the  rules,  limitatiooi,  cobS&o, 
and  restrictions  contained  in  the  Aot  passed  in  tb*  »<!«. 
2,  0.  4S,  in  regard  to  appeals  to  CSrout  Conts  in  aittBi 
oriminal,  as  the  same  may  be  altered  ot  amendtd  ijo! 
Acts  of  Parliament  for  the  time  being  in  force. 

All  offences  under  this  Act  shall  be  piaseesttd  byw 
procurator  fiscal  of  the  county. 

6.  InUrtited  p*rton  not  to  aeL  6  Qto.  i.  e.  129,  i.  Ill  i 
person  who  is  a  master,  father,  son,  or  brother  of  is* 
m  the  particular  manufacture,  trade,  or  bosines  if^ 
connection  with  which  any  offence  under  this  Act  is  i"*" 
to  have  been  committed  shall  not  act  as  or  ai  a  meakr<*j 
Court  of  snmmaiy  jurisdiction  or  appeal  for  the  pn^  ^ 
this  Act. 

Dffimtiom. 

6.  D^Uion  of  "Smumtay  Jm-udietim  Jilt:]\t  '^ 
Act— 

The  term  Summary  Jurisdiction  Acts  dtfll  a"  ' 
follows  :  ,    .  „ 

As  to  Enxfland,  the  11  &  12  Vict.c.  43,  intitnled"A«w 
to  f aciState  the  performance  of  the  duties  of  j"^,' 
the  peace  out  of  sessions  within  England  m  ** 
with  respect  to  summary  convictions  and  ain  "" 
any  Acts  amending  the  same : 

As  to  Scotland,  the  Summary  Procedure  Act,  ^^''^ 

As  to  Ireland,  within  the  police  district  of  !)«*»■*'■ 
polls,  the  Acts  regulating  the  powers  and  ^^j^ 
ticesof  the  peace  for  such  district  or  of  ^F°''°',^'^ 
district,  aod  elsewhere  in  Ireland,  the  Ftt^  ^"^ 
(Ireland)  Act,  1861,  and  any  Act  amending  the  ■» 

7.  Septal  of  Act*  in  nctudult  at  ^eni*  *<'*^]J^ 
mentioned  in  the  schedule  to  this  Aot  are  Ix"'?  ^("Ir 
to  the  extent  in  the  third  column  of  that  acheosb  "^ 
tioned  : 
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ProTided  that  the  repeal  enacted  in  thi*  Act  shall  not 
affect— 

(I.)  Anything  duly  done  or  (offered  nnder  any  enactment 
Mreby  repealed ; 

(2.)  Any  right  or  privil^ie  aoqniied  or  any  liability  in- 
curred nnder  any  enactment  hereby  repealed  ; 

(8.)  Any  penalty,  forfeitnre,  or  other  ptmislunent  in- 
enired  in  respect  of  any  offence  aj^iingt  any  enact- 
ment hereby  repealed ; 

(1)  The  instltation  of  any  investigation  or  legal  proceed- 
ing or  any  other  remedy  for  ascertaining,  enforcing, 
recovering,  or  imposing  any  snch  liability,  penalty, 
forfeiture,  or  punishment  as  aforesaid. 

SCEEDULE. 


Bwtlon  and 
Cb^iter. 


<  Geo.  4,  c. 
120 


22  Vict.  c.  84 


^4  ft  25  Vict, 
c.  100 


Title. 


An  Act  to  repeal  the  Laws 
relating  to  the  Combina- 
tion of  Workmen,  and  to 
make  other  provisions  in 
lien  thereof. 

An  Act  to  amend  and  ex- 
plain an  Act  of  the  sixth 
year  of  the  reign  of  King 
Oeoige  the  Fourth  to  re- 
peal the  Lam  relat^  to 
the  Combination  of  'Work- 
men, and  to  make  other 
provisions  in  lien  thereof. 

Ajx  Act  to  consolidate  and 
amend  the  Statute  Law  of 
Kn|;land  and  Ireland  re- 
latmg  to  Offences  against 
the  reison. 


Extant  of  Sapeal. 


The  whole  Act. 


The  whole  Act. 


Section    forty- 
one. 


CAP.  xxxm. 

An  Act  to  explain  and  amend  the  Boiial  Acts. 

[29th  June,  1871. 

20  ft  21  Viet.  &  81 ;  23  &  84  Viet.  e.  64.]  Whereas  under 
the  Burial  Acta  it  is  not  lawful  tor  a  vestay  or  meeting  in 
the  nature  of  a  vestry  in  certain  cases  to  appoint  a  burial 
boKrd  without  the  approval  of  one  of  her  H^je^s  Principal 
iiecxetariea  of  State,  and  doubts  have  arisen  wheUter  sadi 
approval  is  to  be  given  before  or  after  the  appointment  of  a 
board,  and  it  is  expedient  to  remove  snch  doubts  : 

S«  it  enacted,  &c. 

1-  Approval  of  Secretary  of  Stale  to  appointment  of  burial 
•ioarA']  Where  the  approvid  of  one  of  her  Majesty's  Prinoipal 
Seeretaries  of  State  to  the  appoinbnent  of  a  burial  board  by 
a  resiary  or  meeting  in  the  nature  of  a  vestry  is  required 
nnder  the  Burials  Acts,  snob  vestry  or  meeting  m  Qte  nature 
of  a  veetiT  shall  not,  after  the  passing  of  this  Act,  appoint 
■•nch  board  until  a  resolution  of  such  vestry  or  meeting  de- 
claring the  expediency  of  snch  appointment  has  been  passed, 
and  notice  thereof  sent  to  one  of  her  M^esty's  Frmoipal 
Soeretaries  of  State,  and  the  same  has  been  approved  of  oy 
the  Seoretaiy  of  State,  and  approval  of  snch  resolution  dtaU 
be  deemed  to  be  approval  of  the  appointment  of  the  board . 

The  Secretary  of  State  before  ^ving  such  approval  may 
require  noiioe  of  snch  resolution,  m  such  form  and  contain- 
ing such  particulars  as  he  may  direct,  to  be  published  in  snob 
manner  ai  be  may  think  sufficient  for  giving  notioe  thereof 
to  all  persons  interested. 

Provided  that  where  the  approval  of  one  of  her  Majesty's 
Prindpal  Secretaries  of  State  has  been  given  before  the  pass- 
-fng  of  this  Act  to  the  appointment  of  any  burial  board,  that 
approval  shall  be  valid  whether  it  has  been  given  before  or 
■after  the  date  of  each  appointment. 

2.  Act  to  be  eoiutnied  vritA  Aet$  i*  eehtdult.  Short  title.] 
^Fbis  Aet  shall  be  construed  as  one  with  the  Acts  mentioned 
in  the  schedule  to  this  Act,  and  those  Acts  and  this  Act  may 
'be  eited  together  as  the  Burial  Acts,  1852  to  187!,  and  each 
of  them  may  be  cited  as  the  Burial  Act  of  the  year -in  which 
it  was  passed. 


SCHEDULE. 
Thb  BvmiAL  Acts,  1862  to  1871. 


SeMieo  aad  Obaptsr. 


15  ft  18  Viet  c.  86. 

16  ft  17  Tict  c.  184 

17ftl8Vict.c87. 
18  &  19  Tict  c  128 


20  ft  21  Vict  c.  81. 
22  Vict  c.  1      .    . 


28  ft  24  Vict  c  64. 


26  ft  26  Vict  c  100 


Tttle  (/Aet. 


An  Act  to  amend  the  laws  concerning 
the  Burial  of  the  dead  in  the  Metro- 
polis. 

An  Act  to  amend  the  laws  concerning 
the  Burial  of  the  Dead  in  England, 
beyond  the  limits  of  the  Metropolis, 
and  to  amend  the  Act  concerning  the 
Burial  of  the  Dead  in  the  Metropolis. 

An  Act  to  make  further  provision  for 
the  Burial  of  the  Dead  in  England 
beyond  the  limits  of  the  Metropolis. 

An  Act  further  to  amend  the  laws 
concerning  the  Burial  of  the  Dead  in 
England. 

An  Act  to  amend  the  Burial  Acts. 

An  Act  more  effectually  to  prevent 
danger  to  the  Public  Health  from 
plaMS  of  Burial 

An  Act  to  make  further  provision  for 
the  expenses  of  Local  Boards  of 
Health  and  Improvement  Commis- 
sioners acting  as  Burial  Boards. 

An  Act  to  authorise  Improvement 
Commissioners  acting  as  Burial 
Boards  to  mortgue  certain  rates  for 
the  pnrpoees  of  the  Burial  Acts. 


CAP.  XXXIV. 

An  Act  to  extend  in  certain  respects  the  pover  of 


Local   Legislatares 
Biitiah  suDjects. 


in  India  as  regards   Eoiopean 
[29tih  June,  1871. 


CAP.  XXXV. 

An  Aet  to  transfer  to  the  ConuniesioneTS  of  her 
Majesty's  Works  and  Public  Buildings  the  property 
in  and  control  over  the  buildings  and  property  of  the 
police  courts  of  the  metropolis,  and  for  other  purpoaes 
relating  thereto.  [29th  June,  1871. 

CAP.  XXXVL 

An  Act  to  extend  the  provisions  of  the  Pension  Com- 
mutation Acts,  1869  and  1870,  to  certain  public  civil 
officers,  and  to  consolidate  and  amend  the  said  Acts. 

[29th  June,  1871. 

CAP.  XXXVU. 

An  Act  to  amend  the  law  lelatiiiff  to  the  Tables  of 
Lessons  and  Psalter  contained  in  uie  Prayer  Book . 

[13th  July,  1871. 

CAP.  xxxvm. 

An  Act  for  amAnftiTig  the  Public  Health  (Scotland)  Act, 
1867.  [13th  July,  1871. 

CAP.  XXXIX. 

An  Act  to  amend  the  Metropolitan  Building  Act,  1855> 
by  adding  to  the  exemptions  from  Part  I.  of  the  Act 
the  BuilcQ^  of  the  New  Foreign  Cattle  Market  on 
the  site  of  Deptford  Dock.  [13th  July,  1871. 

CAP.  XL. 

An  Act  to  alter  and  regulate  the  Proceedings  and 
Powers  of  the  Primitive  Wealeyan  Methodist  Society 
of  Ireland,  and  for  other  purposes. 

[13th  July,  1871. 

CAP.  XLL 
An  Act  to  amend  the  Gasworks  Clauses  Act,  1847. 

[13th  July,  1871. 
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CAP.  XLH 

An  Act  to  amend  the  Fxoceas  of  Citation  in  Scotland. 

[13th  July,  1871. 

CAP.  XLm. 

An  Act  for  the  amendment  of  the  Law  relati]^  to  Ec- 
clesiastical Dilapidations.  [13th  Joly,  1871. 

Wheieas  as  well  for  the  better  snstentation  of  houses  of 
residence,  ehaooels,  and  other  building*  which  incumbents 
of  ecdesiastieal  benefices  and  other  ecclesiastical  persons  are 
by  law  cr  custom  bound  to  maintain  in  repair,  as  also  for 
the  relief  of  sudi  persons  and  their  representatives,  it  is  ex- 
pedient to  amend  the  law  relating  to  ecclesiastical  dilapida- 
tions: 

Be  it  therefore  enacted,  to. 

PnlimiMiry, 

1.  ShorttUlt.'\  This  Act  may  becited  as  "The  Eooledas- 
tical  Dilapidations  Act,  1871,"  and  shall  come  into  opera- 
tion as  on  and  from  the  1st  day  of  August,  1871,  which  day 
is  in  this  Act  referred  to  as  "the  commencement  of  this 
Act" 

2.  Extent.']  This  Act  shall  not  extend  to  Scotland  or  Ire- 
land. 

3.  Explanatim  cf  Umu.']  The  term  "  benefice  "  in  this 
Act  shall  comprehend  all  rectories  with  cure  of  souls, 
vicarages,  perpetual  curacies,  donatiyes,  endowed  public 
chapeU,  and  pwoohial  chapelries,  and  diapelriee  or  districts 
belonging  or  reputed  to  belong,  or  annexed  or  reputed  to 
be  annexed,  to  any  church  or  chapel. 

The  term  "  patron  "  shall,  with  reference  to  any  benefice, 
mean  the  person  or  persons  or  corporation  who,  in  case  such 
benefice  were  yacant,  would  be  entitled  to  present  thereto  ; 
but  if  the  right  to  present  to  such  benefice  shall  be  yested 
in  different  penona  or  corporations,  whether  Jointly  or  by 
way  of  alternate  presentations,  the  term  pabcn  shall  (un- 
less the  context  requires  otherwise)  comprehend  both  or  all 
snoh  different  persons  or  corporations  in  whom  such  ri^ht 
of  j<^t  or  alternate  presentations  shall  for  the  time  bemg 
be  yested ;  and  as  regards  the  patrons  referred  to  in  sections 
126,  127,  and  128  ot  the  Act  1  &  2  Vict  c  106,  the  actions 
ot  or  towards  such  patrons  required  by  this  Act  shall  be 
performed  in  the  manner  stated  in  such  sections  126,  127, 
]fi8,  as  if  the  said  sections  were  here  repeated  and  made 
applicable  to  the  provisions  of  this  Act. 

The  term  "soryeyor"  shall  mean  the  official  snryeyor 
eleoted  under  this  Act,  except  where  otherwise  described. 

^e  term  "goyemors  "  shall  mean  the  Goyemors  of  the 
Bounty  of  Queen  Anne,  for  the  angmentation  of  the  main- 
tenance of  the  poor  clergy. 

The  term  "  the  anhdeacon  "  shall  mean  the  archdeacon  of 
the  anshdeaoonry  within  which  the  benefice  is  situated  with 
regard  to  which  the  proyisions  of  this  Act  are  sought  to  be 
applied. 

The  term  "the  rural  dean  "  shall  mean  Qte  nual  dean  of 
the  rural  deanery  within  which  the  benefice  is  situated  with 
xegwd  to  which  the  provisions  of  this  Act  are  sought  to  be 
applied. 

4.  What  included  a*  MUmfft,]  The  provisions  of  this 
Act  respecting  buildings  belonging  to  a  bignefioe  shall  apply 
to  an  such  houses  of  residence,  chancels,  walls,  fences,  and 
other  bnildingB  and  things  as  Uie  incumbent  of  the  benefioe 
is  1^  law  or  cnstom  bound  to  muntain  in  repair. 

6,  Building  out  of  dioeeu.'\  For  the  purposes  of  this  Act 
any  building  belonging  to  a  benefice  shall  be  deemed  to  be 
within  the  diocese  of  the  bii^op  under  whose  jurisdiction 
th"  benefice  is,  although  the  building  be  not  in  fact  locally 
situate  within  that  diocese. 

6.  Vaeaney  of  tee,  ^.1  During  the  vacwcy  of  a  see  the 
powers  under  this  Act  which  may  be  exercised  by  a  bishop 
shall  be  exercised  by  the  guardian  of  the  spiritualities  of  the 
diocese.  Whore  a  bishop  is  disabled  from  exercising  in 
person  the  functiuns  of  his  office,  those  powers  shall  be 
exerdsed  by  the  person  lawfully  empowered  to  exercise  his 
general  jurisdiction  in  the  diocese. 

7.  JPoaert  of  arehbishopt  and  iithopi.^  The  powers  which 
may  be  exercised  under  this  Act  by  a  bishop  shall  be  exer- 
cised by  an  archbishop  in  relation  to  bis  diocese. 


Surttyan  of  diltipUationt. 

8.  Swireyori  for taeh  dioeeee.^  'Within  time  montluafa 
the  oommanoement  of  this  Act  a  surveyer  or  BnrreTon  oi 
eodasiaatioal  dilapidations  shall  be  anpomtad  in  sad  far  Md 
diocese  by  the  archdeaeons  and  nml  deans,  if  sny,  of  mk 
diocese,  assembled  at  a  meetinff  oonvened  for  that  pmpoH, 
at  which  the  bishop  of  the  diocese,  or  in  his  iwdm  tin 
senior  archdeacon  present,  as  to  the  date  of  bisappoiiitDeat 
as  archdeacon,  shall  preside.    Every  such  appni^iest  ntj 
be  general  or  for  a  hmited  term,  and  may  be  fw  Uu  vhou 
or  part  of  the  diocese  as  shall  be  stated  in  the  appointoat, 
and  shall  be  sulgect  to  the  approval  of  th*  bisbop  of  tlM 
diocese  ;  tiie  bishop  shall  have  power  to  hear  any  ean^Uot 
against  the  soryeyor  of  neffleot,  breach  of  duty,  ot  vamum 
for  his  office,  and  remove  him  from  his  office,  after  ^mf 
him  an  opportunity  of  showing  cause  to  the  contiaiy.  So 
surveyor  appointed  under  the  provioons  of  this  ActibiU 
have  any  claim  to  compensation  in  consequence  of  the  re^ 
or  any  alteration  of  tius  Act. 

9.  Their  nueeuort.']  On  a  vaoanqr  occurring  in  the  oSct 
of  surveyor,  a  fit  person  shall  in  like  manner  be  appraittd 
within  three  months  from  the  ooearrence  of  such  vicuc;'. 

10.  Pttymtnt  of  twrvtyort  by  futd  rait  of  dunya.]  lis 
surveyor  shall  be  paid  according  to  a  rate  of  chizge^  lad 
not  by  way  of  salary,  and  such  charp;es,  and  tin 
the  fees  of  the  bishop's  secretary  and  registrar  te  irak 
done  in  ipursuance  of  this  Act,  shall  be  fixed  in  each  diooen 
by  the  buhop,  the  archdeacons,  the  rural  deans,  if  my,  ud 
the  chancellor  for  the  time  being  of  such  diocese,  usaaUtd 
at  a  meeting  convened  for  that  purpose^  who  may  &om  time 
to  time,  at  a  meeting  convened  for  that  purpose,  leriie  ai 
alter  such  rate  of  charges  and  fees,  but  if^anv  soch  tltentiiis 
of  surveyor's  charges  be  made  after  the  buildings  belooglif 
to  any  benefice  shall  have  been  inspected  pnimmt  to  tl» 
Act  qr  a  surveyor,  the  payment  of  sach  survejorfonel 
inspection,  and  for  all  subsequent  piooeedings  after  oeh 
inspection  with  rrference  thereto,  shall  be  acoDrdlagtotla 
rate  of  charges  in  force  at  the  time  of  msking  such  iiif(tc- 
tion. 

11.  Surveyor  not  to  it  intertited  in  emttraett.]  ItthiUnot 
be  lawful  for  the  surveyor  to  be  beneficially  intenstsd,  docc^ 
or  indirectly,  by  himself  or  by  any  parfaier  or  otiurnK,  k 
any  work  or  contract  to  be  executed  or  entered  into  by  uj 
person  or  persons  (except  any  public  company  of  wbim  M 
may  happen  to  be  a  member  or  shareholder,  but  not  aaagt 
or  director)  under  the  provisions  of  this  Aot 


Intptetiont  at  other  timet  than  u>ht%  a  ietn/tet  it  i 

12.  IntptetiOH  may  bt  ordered  at  roquett  of  sreUiiw 
rwrdl  dealt,  patron,  or  inaanbent.']  It  shall  be  lawful  inrfte 
bishop,  on  the  complaint  in  writing  of  the  archdeacon,  or  d 
the  rural  dean,  or  of  the  patron  of  a  benefice,  that  tli 
buildings  of  the  benefice  are  in  a  state  of  dilapidatian,  or  it 
the  request  of  the  incumbent,  to  direct  the  surveyor  to  in- 
meet  the  buildings  of  the  benefice,  or  any  of  them:  fmiU 
always,  that  a  copy  of  such  complsint  shall  be  forwatdail^ 
the  bishop  to  the  moumbent,  or  the  sequestrator,  if  aay,  w 
month  bnore  such  inspection  shall  be  ordered. 

13.  AttoaitntJSeeuitderieguettration.]  Asiegudaatia 
fice  under  sequestration  at  the  time  of  the  commenceuMta 
this  Act,  the  oishop  may,  at  any  time  during  sndiaiM- 
tration,  and  as  regards  a  benefice  thereamr  pot  m« 
sequestration,  the  bishop  may,  within  six  months  after  oa 

3iestration  issued,  direct  the  surveyor  to  inspect  aiWot- 
,  and  such  inspection  shall  be  renewed  in  evay  i!a 
year  while  such  benefice  shall  be  under  sequestratiiin. 

14.  Form  of  report  and  ttrviet  on  ineumbtnt.']  The  lutwjw 
shall  as  soon  as  conveniently  may  be  after  such  ^i"^ 
inspect,  uid  within  one  month  after  iospeotion  send toBi 
bishop  a  report  of  the  result  of  the  same,  and  shall  ■■'> 
copy  to  the  incumbent,  and  to  the  seqoestratw,  if  isj. 

16.  Itt  conttntf.']  Where  the  surveyor  shall  rep«?**' 
any  works  are  needed  for  patting  into  repair  any  dilapHalM 
building  belonging  to  a  benefice,  he  ihall  report, — 

1.  What  works  are  so  needed,  specifying  tbt  sm»  >» 

detail: 

2.  What  be  estimates  to  be  the  probable  cost  ^  w^ 

works: 

3.  At  or  within  what  time  or   times  such  wews  »► 

spectively  ought  to  be  executed. 
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It.  O^'^itm  hy  iiteumbmt,  mid  rtfernet  thtrton.']  The 
-ineombent,  or  tka  leqiustntor,  if  any,  mtj  within  one  month 
aftar  the  tending  the  laid  oopy  state  in  writing  to  the  bishop 
objeotioiii  to  the  report  on  any  nonnda  of  &ot  or  law, 
ud  in  inch  case  the  biahop  may,  if  he  shaU  think  fit,  at  the 
expenae  of  the  party  objepting,  direct  a  second  report  to 
be  made  by  another  sorreyor  or  take  the  opinion  of  ooonsel 
opoosny^iieation  oflaw,  and  the  biahop  thall,  ^ter  due 
oonsidention  of  the  whole  matter,  giTe  tiia  decision  in 
mitiog. 

If  no  objections  to  the  report  shall  be  made,  then,  at  the 
end  of  the  period  limited  for  making  objections  thereto,  the 
report  shall  be  final ;  and  if  objections  shall  have  been  mads, 
then  the  report,  as  modified  by  the  bishop's  decision,  shall 
be  final. 

17.  InemnbeiU  may  borrow  from  ihtgvttmor;']  'It  dull  be 
lawful  for  the  ineombent  to  borrow  and  for  the  goretnors,  if 
they  ihiU  think  fit,  upon  his  request  and  with  the  consent 
of  the  bishop  and  pa&oa,  to  lend  upon  the  seoority  of  the 
possessions  of  the  benefioe, — 
(1.)  The  whole  or  any  part  of  the  snm  stated  in  the  final 

report  as  the  cost  of  the  works  : 
(2.)  Sach  sum  as  the  governors  ahill  think  fit  ia  respect 
of  coats  and  expenses. 

IS.  Tht  yovtmort  to  kuff  a  diligndatum  aei*unt(\  TTie  snm 
(if  any)  lent  by  the  govemors  shall  be  placed  in  their  books 
to  the  credit  of  an  accoont  to  be  entitled,  "  The  Dilapidation 

Acooant  of  A.B.,  incumbent  of  ,"and  oat  of  ue  said 

snm  the  goTsmors  shall  forthwith  pay  and  dischai)p  the  costs 
and  expenses  of  and  incidental  to  the  preparation  and  com> 
pletion  of  the  security. 

19.  Ittoumitnt  to  txeeute  ioorki.}  In  case  of  a  benefice  not 
nnder  seaoestration,  it  shall  be  the  duty  of  the  incnmbemt  to 
-ezecnte  tne  repairs  prescribed  in  the  final  report  in  the  man> 
ner  and  at  or  within  the  time  or  times  therein  prescribed 
or  within  each  extended  time  or  times  as  the  bidiop  shall  by 
writing  under  his  hand  direct 

20.  Sequettratort  to  pay  dilapidation  montyt  to  tht 
foremor:]  In  the  case  of  a  benefice  under  sequestration, 
the  sum  stated  in  the  final  report  as  the  cost  of  the  works 
shall  be  a  charge  upon  the  moneys  from  time  to  time  re- 
ceived by  the  sequestrator  in  respect  of  the  net  profits  or 
income  of  the  benefice  in  priority  to  all  other  charees,  ez> 
cept  the  stipends  of  the  curate  or  curates  appointed  to  per- 
form the  duties  attaching  to  the  ben^ce,  and  the 
«eqaestrator  shall,  so  long  as  the  sequestration  shall  remain 
in  force,  pay  so  much  of  such  profits  as  shall  remain  in  his 
hands  after  payment  of  the  said  stipends  to  the  governors 
until  the  whole  of  the  sum  stated  shall  have  been  paid. 

21.  Application  of  monoy  paid  by  seguettratora.]  Moneys 
paid  to  the  governors  in  respect  of  a  benefice  under  sequea- 
tratioa  shall  be  placed  in  their  books  to  the  credit  of  an 
iccount  to  be  called  the  Dilapidation  Account  of  CD. 

lequestrator  of  .    The  repaint  may  be  executed  from 

ime  to  time  as  the  moneys  are  received  by  the  govemots  or 
>e  deferred,  with  the  ooasent  of  the  bishop,  nnbl  the  whole 
um  required  to  be  j>aid  by  the  sequestrator  to  the  govemon 
liall  have  been  paid,  and  the  repairs  shall  be  paid  for  ottt 
>f  the  moneys  standing  to  the  credit  of  the  said  account  in 
ike  manner  as  in  the  case  of  repairs  executed  by  an  in- 
:wubent;  and  if  any  benefice  under  sequestration  shall  be- 
ome  vacant  before  such  repairs  shall  have  been  completed, 
A  iuspection  and  report  shall  be  made  by  the  surveyor  and 
iroceeded  with  in  the  same  manner  as  if  such  benefice  had 
lOt  been  under  sequestration;  and  the  amount  (if  any) 
rhich  shall  have  been  paid  to  the  governors  by  the 
jqaesrtrator  in  respect  of  repairs,  and  not  expended,  shall  be 
uried  to  the  dilapidation  account  of  the  new  incumbent  in 
)dactioii  of  the  amount  payable  by  the  late  incumbent,  his 
cecutoiB  or  administrators. 

22.  I'rovito  in  eate  archdeacon  or  patron  makt  complaint  of 
ant  of  repairf.}  Where  complaint  shall  be  made  by  the 
chdeacon  or  rural  dean,  or  the  patron  of  the  benefice  as 
are^aid,  if  the  incumbent  shaU,  within  twenty-one  days 
ter  notice  of  such  complaint  shall  have  been  given  as  afore- 
id,  inform  the  bishop  m  writing  that  he  intends  forthwith 

put  his  buildings  in  proper  repair,  the  bishop  shall  allow 
e  incumbent  a  reasonable  time  to  execute  such  repairs, 
d  on  being  satisfied  that  such  repairs  have  been  fully  exo- 
ted  shall  abstain  from  further  proceedings ;  but  the  bishop 
ly  during  the  progress  and  after  the  completion  of  such 


rspain  cBreet  the  surveyor  to  inspect  and  report  thereon, 
and  if  the  surveyor  shall  report  that  the  repairs  ai«  insuffi- 
cient direct  the  surveyor  to  inspect  and  report  upon  such 
repairs  ;  and  if  he  snail  report  that  further  repairs  are 
necesaaiy,  titan  the  powers  of  this  Act  shall  or  may  be  put 
in  force  in  Uke  manBtr  a*  if  the  incumbent  had  not 
given  notice  that  he  intended  himself  to  do  the  repairs. 

23.  Sxeeittion  of  loorks  on  ntgltet,  ^c,  of  incumhtnU^  \\ 
any  incumbent  shall  refuse  or  neglect  duly  to  execute  in  the 
prescribed  manner,  and  at  or  wittiin  the  prescribed  time  or 
times,  anv  preaeribed  repairs,  it  shall  be  lawful  for  the  bishop 
to  raise  the  sum  prescribed  in  the  final  report,  if  not  other- 
wise provided  bv  the  incumbent,  together  with  all  cost^ 
incurred  by  the  bishop  in  relation  thereto,  by  sequestration 
of  the  profits  of  the  benefice,  and  the  provisions  contained 
'in  sections  20  and  21  with  respect  to  the  payment  of  the 
profiti)  of  the  benefice  to  the  governors  and  tiu  application 
of  the  money  shall  be  applicable  to  this  section. 

24.  Atoidanet  of  htntfict  not  to  aftet  rtport,  ^.J  Ko  report, 
order,  or  proceedings  thereunder  shall  be  affected  by  a 
vacancy  occurring  in  the  benefice  before  the  commencement 
or  pending  the  execution  of  the  works  prescribed  by  the 
report,  but  such  report  shall  be  acted  on  as  if  such  vacancy 
lud  net  occurred,  subject  nevertheless  to  any  modification 
which  may  be  made  therein  in  consequence  of  any  report 
of  the  surveyor  after  his  inspections  made  in  oonsequence 
of  such  vacancy,  in  pursuance  of  provisions  hereinafter 
specified. 

Bmuu  ofrtndmet  of  arthiithopi,  Kthopt,  dtani,  and  onuuu. 

25.  Arehbiihep  or  hiMhop  may  require  impection.]  At  any 
time  after  the  commencement  of  this  Act,  it  shall  be  lawfiu 
for  any  archbishop  or  bishop  and  for  the  holder  of  any  di^^ty 
or  office  in  any  cathedral  or  coU^iate  church  to  employ  any 
surveyor,  approved  for  the  purpose  by  the  Ecclesiastical 
Commissionen  fer  England,  to  inspect  and  examine  any 
house  of  residence  or  other  building  appurtenant  thereto  of 
snch  archbishop  or  bishop,  or  belonging  to  any  such  dignity 
or  office  which  ne  is  by  law  or  cnstom  bound  to  mi|int^'n  in 
repair  at  his  own  personal  cost. 

26.  Worka  ta  it prueriied,}  Where,  in  the  opinion  of  such 
sorveyor,  founded  on  any  such  Inspectien,  any  works  are 
needed  for  puttiag  into  a  proper  state  of  repair  the  honae  of 
residence  or  other  building  inspected,  he  shall  report  what 
works  ue  so  needed,  and  at  or  within  what  time  or  times 
such  works  or  any  particular  part  or  parts  tiiereof  ought  to 
be  executed. 

27.  JSvidtnee  of  ixeeHtion  ofwirk:]  A  certificate  of  such 
surveyor  that  snch  works  have  bean  duly  executed,  iriiich''' 
shall  be  filed  in  the  registry  of  tiie  diocese  in  duplicatet'and' 
one  of  the  duplicate*  whereof  shall  be  deliverea  or  sent  by^' 
the  registrar  to  the  archbishop  or  bishop,  to  whose  see  or  to 
the  person  to  whose  dignity  or  offic^  as  tiie  case  may  be,  the 
certificate  relates,  shall  be  condnsive  evidence  of  the  due 
execution  of  such  works. 

28.  Frottction  of  arcMithept  or  Hthops  from  further 
tiability.]  If  the  archbishopric  or  bishopric,  dignity,  or 
office  to  which  the  certificate  shall  relate  shall  become  vacant 
within  the  period  of  five  years  from  the  filing  of  such  cwtifi. 
cate,  the  archbishop  or  bishop,  or  the  holder  of  the  dignity 
or  office,  as  the  case  may  be,  or  his  representatives  respec- 
tively, shall  nol^  as  to  such  house  of  residence  or  other 
building  be  liable  to  any  olaim  for  dilapidations  in  respect 
of  such  archbishopric  or  bishopric,  digni^,  or  office,  either 
under  this  Act  or  at  th*  suit  of  any  successor  independently 
of  this  Act,  except  for  wilfol  waste  and  loss,  or  damage  by 
fire ;  but  this  exemption  from  liability  shall  be  subject  to 
the  like  condition  in  regard  to  insurance  against  fire  as  is 
contained  in  the  47th  section  in  the  case  of  the  incumbent 
of  a  benefice. 

At  to  vaeoHt  btntficti. 

29.  Iiuptction  of  buildingi  of  a  benefice  on  a  caeaiicy ;  no- 
tice to  officiating  clergymanA  Within  three  calendar  months 
after  the  avoidance  of  any  benefice  after  the  commencement 
of  this  Act,  unless  the  late  incumbent  shall  under  this  Act 
be  free  from  all  liability  to  dilapidations,  the  bishop  shall 
dfrect  the  surveyor  who  shall  inspect  the  buildings  of  such 
benefice,  and  report  to  the  biriiop  what  sum,  if  any,  is  re- 
quired to  make  good  the  dilapidations  to  which  the  late  in- 
cumbent er  his  estate  is  liable,  and  the  late  incumbent,  his 
executors  er  administrators,  shall  have  right  of  entry  at 
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reasonable  hoon,  with  his  or  their  surreyor,  apon  the  pre- 
mises of  the  Tsceted  benefice  ontU  sach  time  as  the  question 
of  the  diUi»id»tions  has  been  finally  settled. 

SO.  S^pcrf  ofifuptttiau  to  he  $uU  tc  it•J^Pl  >MV  incumbtnt, 
and  lot*  iiKctmbeiU,  or  kit  rtpramtatim.]  Thesorrmror  shall 
send  a  copy  of  the  report  to  the  new  incumbent  niQan& 
(or  as  soon  as  he  shall  have  been  instituted  or  admitted), 
and  a  copy  also  to  the  late  incumbent,  his  executors  or  aa- 
ainistrators.  The  surveyor  shall  certify  to  the  bishop  when 
and  to  whom,  and  in  what  manner  each  copy  was  sent. 

81.  CotUtHtBo/rtport.}  The  report  shall  state  what  works, 
if  any,  an,  in  the  opinion  of  the  snrreyor,  needed,  specifying 
Hie  same  in  detail,  and  may  state  any  special  circumstances, 
and  shall  state  what  sum,  in  the  opinion  of  the  snrreyor,  will 
be  required  to  make  good  the  dila|adatiotts. 

82.  O^tctiont  to  the  report.']  The  new  incumbent,  and  the 
late  incumbent,  his  executors  or  administrators,  may  state 
in  writing  to  the  bishop  objections  to  the  report  on  any 

rnnds  of  fact  or  law,  and  in  such  case  Hie  bishop  may,  if 
shall  think  fit,  at  the  expense  of  the  party  oDJectmg, 
direct  a  second  report  to  be  made  by  some  competent  person, 
or  take  the  opinion  of  counsel  upon  any  question  of  law. 

33.  Time  for  oijeeUitf.']  Such  objections  shall  be  trans- 
mitted to  the  bishop  within  one  month  after  the  sending 
of  the  copy  of  the  report  to  the  party  by  whom  they  are 
made,  but  the  bishop  may  receiTe  an  objection  trasmitted  at 
a  later  period  if  for  any  special  reason  he  shall  think  fit  to 
do  so. 

84.  l%e  Hthop  to  make  on  onbr.]  The  bishop  shall  in  un- 
eontested  cases,  as  soon  as  conTeniently  may  be  after  the 
rime  for  the  transmission  of  objections  naa  expired,  and  in 
contested  cases  after  consideration  of  the  whole  matter, 
make  an  order  stating  the  repairs  and  their  cost  for  which 
the  late  inonmbent,  his  executors  or  administrators,  is  or  are 
liable. 

85.  DeKoery  of  Kthop'*  order.]  The  order  shall  be  signed 
by  the  bishop  in  triplicate,  and  he  shall  send  one  oopy  to 
the  new  incomben^  another  to  the  late  incumbent,  his 
executors  or  administrators,  and  the  otiier  to  the  legistiar 
of  the  diocese,  to  be  filed  in  the  registry,  and  the  registrar 
shall  send  a  copy  thereof  to  the  governors. 

86.  Sum  pojfabU  for  dilapidation  toiea  deit  due.]  The  sum 
stated  in  the  order  as  the  cost  of  the  repairs  shall  be  a  debt 
due  from  the  late  incumbent,  his  executors  or  administrators, 
to  the  new  incumbent^  and  shall  be  recoverable  as  such  at 
law  or  in  equity. 

87.  The  new  ineumbent  to  pay  over  the  diiapidation  moitey  to 
the  jfoHmort.']  The  new  incumbent  shall,  as  and  when  he 
shall  recover  the  said  sum  or  any  port  thereof,  forthwith 
pay  the  amount  recovered  to  the  governors;  and  if  and 
whenever  he  shall  recover  any  further  part  of  the  said  sum 
he  shall  in  like  manner  forthwith  pay  to  the  governors  the 
further  part  so  recovered. 

38.  The  fovemors  may  advance  money  on  the  eeeurity  of  th* 
betuftee.]  It  shall  be  lawful  at  any  time  for  the  new'inoum* 
bent  to  borrow,  and  for  the  governors,  if  tiiey  shall  Uiink 
fit,  npon  his  request  and  wiui  the  oonsent  of  the  bishop 
and  patron,  to  lend,  upon  the  security  of  Uie  possessions  of 
the  Mnefioe, — 

(I.)  The  whole  or  any  part  which  the  goremors  shall 
not  have  received  &om  the  new  incumbent  of  the 
sum  stated  in  the  order  as  the  cost  of  the  repairs; 
and 
(2.)  Such  sum  as  the  governors  shall  think  fit  in  respect 
of  costs  and  expenses. 

80.  The  governore  to  keep  a  dilapidation  aeeountJ]  The 
am'-nnt  received  by  the  governors  from  the  new  incumbent, 
to)(>'tiier  with  the  sum  (if  any)  lent  by  them  to  him  as 
afuresaid.  shall  be  placed  in  their  books  to  the  credit  of  an 
account  to  be  entitled  "The  Dilapidation  Account  of  A.B., 

incumbent  of ";  and  from  the  sum  (if,any)  so  lent  by 

tUvm  they  shall  forthwith  pay  and  discharge  the  costs  and 
expenses  of  and  incidental  to  the  preparation  and  comple- 
tion of  the  security. 

40.  New  incumbent  to  pay  the  balance  to  the  govemore.] 
The  new  incumbent  shall,  within  six  calendar  months  next 
nrter  the  date  of  the  order  (or  within  such  extended  period 
us  hereinafter  mentioned),  pay  to  the  governors,  to  be  carried 
to   ihe  credit  of  the  said  account,  such  sum  (if  any)  as. 


together  with  the  sums  theretoCore  earned  ta  &e  cnStot 
the  said  account,  will  make  up  the  sum  stated  ia  tha  vim 
as  the  cost  of  the  repairs. 

41.  Bxtention  of  time  wUiin  wAwA  wei  poymni  msM  i< 
made.]  The  bishop,  if  firom  say  special  onDinitiiuMhe 
think  fit,  may,  nn<m  tiie  i^mHoation  of  the  new  inramba^ 
enlarge  the  period  within  which  snoh  ineambent  ia  nqiind 
to  pay  snoh  last-mentioned  sum  for  any  period  not  eioeed- 
ing  twelve  months  bom  the  date  of  the  mitt,  ind  mj 
authorise  the  payment  of  snoh  amount  dUier  in  one  m  or 
by  instalments  of  snoh  amounts  and  on  sodi  daji  (mft 
being  bey<nid  the  end  of  such  twelve  months)  as  the  VtKf 
shall  determine. 

42.  Repair*  to  be  exeeuttd  vithin  eighteen  mtnthi.]  Hie 
new  incumbent  shall  catiae  the  repairs  specified  in  the  otte 
to  be  executed  within  eighteen  months  after  fiie  date  vl  ftt 
order,  nnleai^  with  the  oonsent  of  the  patron  and  bidii^ilM 
shall  decide  upon  rebuilding  the  premises  in  qaaitiao,  in 
which  case  the  money  standing  to  the  credit  of  Ui  d^ 
dation  aooonnt  in  the  books  of  the  governors  ahaB  be  ippud 
towards  the  cost  of  the  new  building. 

48.  Payment  of  money  to  gotemore  of  Queen  Anne't  Betuy 
by  new  iuetm^tnt  m^  be  enforced  by  tequeetrttim.]  If  tl» 
moneys  payable  under  this  Act  to  the  govemoit  by  the  sev 
inonmboit  of  any  benefice  shall  not  be  paid  by  sock  iimB- 
bent  before  the  axpiratio&  of  the  time  specified  in  this  Agt  fa 
snob  payment  to  be  made,  the  govetnors  shall  ginnoliN 
thereof  to  the  bishop,  and  it  shall  be  lawfol  fi»  the  biihi; 
to  raise  the  amount  thereof  by  sequestration  of  tii«  pnfili 
of  the  benefice. 

£xeeutiim  of  worki. 

44.  Upon  exeetUion  ofvmrke,  money  tc  be  paid  bypxenm 
on  receipt  of  ewrveyor'e  oarftVlealf.]  Where  maam  »  dml' 
ing  to  tiie  credit  of  tiie  dilqridaaon  acoonnt  <a  as  inena- 
bmt  required  by  this  Act  to  exeonta  repsirs,  sndi  npn 
shall  be  paid  for  as  follows — that  is  to  say,  when  sadllfta 
surveyor  shall  certify  that  a  specified  sum  oog^  to  beful 
to  any  person  or  persons  in  respect  of  sn^  wwks,aadiat' 
tificate  shall,  when  countersigned  by  the  1nsh<^  be  deli- 
vered to  the  governors,  who  shall,  on  the  receipt  of  n^ 
certificate,  cause  the  amount  thermn  specified  to  Im  wil 
to  the  person  or  persons  named  therein  as  eniitlaa  to 
receive  the  same  out  of  the  moneys  standing  to  the  oelit 
of  the  sidd  dilapidation  account,  and  so,  from  time  to  tioe 
until  the  whole  of  the  repairs  shall  have  been  execnted,  a 
the  moneys  standing  to  the  credit  of  the  said  aoooont  ihil 
have  been  exhausted,  and  if  any  farther  moneys  shall  bi 
required  for  the  completion  of  such  repairs,  the  aama  ^ 
be  paid  by  the  incumbent 

4£.  SzeeaUon  of  works  if  benefice  under  teque^xatiMW » 
refaeal  of  ineumbent.]  The  repairs  to  be  executed  in  the  cse 
of  a  benefice  under  sequestration,  and  the  repairs  to  be  exe- 
cuted in  the  case  of  the  refusal  or  neglect  of  the  incnmbest  to 
execute  the  same  (including  rebuilding  or  r^iainic  it 
case  of  fire),  shall  be  executed  under  the  directum  of  tbe 
surveyor,  who  may  employ  any  builders  or  oontnrtonts 
execute  the  same  according  to  a  specification  and  coitntf 
to  be  prepared  by  snoh  surveyor ;  and  the  bnilier  at  c*- 
tractor  executing  such  works  shall  be  paid  for  ttia  aanta 
the  works  proceed,  and  the  surveyor  shall  from  time  to  te 
certify  the  sum  to  which  the  builder  or  contractor  vtttSSA 
in  respect  thereof,  which  certificate  shall,  when  coale^ 
signed  by  the  bishop,  be  delivered  to  the  govsnon,  ^ 
shall,  on  reodpt  of  the  same,  cause  the  amount  tboaa 
specified  to  be  paid  to  the  person  or  penona  named  Hierai. 
as  entitied  to  receive  the  same  out  of  the  moneys  ataadiq 
totte  credit  of  the  said  dilapidation  aeoount,  and  aofioa 
time  to  time  until  the  whole  of  the  repairs  shall  ban  bM 
executed,  or  the  moneys  standing  to  the  credit  of  fin  ■>> 
acoountshall  have  been  exhausted;  but  neither  the  gorenn 
the  bishop,  nor  the  patron  ahall  incur  any  liaUify  tX'kts 
in  eqnify  to  any  builder  or  contractor,  or  otharwiae^  ad* 
or  by  virtue  of  any  such  apecifioation  or  oontiact,  tatta 
than  the  oUigation  on  the  part  of  the  governors  to  p;  ^ 
moneys  standing  to  such  dilapidation  aoooont  in  aasiei 
aforesaid. 

46.  Final  eertijhsate  of  completion  of  Kwris.]  Whea  tbt 
repairs  shall  have  been  finished,  the  sorveyor,  if  the  ■«■ 
shall  be  completed  to  his  satisfuAion,  shall  give  a  ootifiei^ 
of  the  same  having  been  completed,  which  oertifiGata^tf 
be  in  triplicate,  and  one  of  the  tripUeates  ahall  be  daliMna 
to  the  incumbent  or  the  sequestrator,  another  registatela 
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:he  ngiitry  of  the  diooeM,  and  the  third  delirered  to  the 
jlOTernori,  and  inch  oertiflMte  shkU  be  conolnsiye  evidence 
it  the  doe  exeontion  of  the  preaoribed  worka. 

47.  Pntselkm  to  ineumitHt  from  fitrthtr  Uaiilitf  for  fin* 
tear:]  No  further  or  anhaequent  report  ahall  be  made  aa  to 
he  bmldinga  bekm^ing  to  uie  ben^ce,  and  apedfied  in  the 
a^mBnti(med  oertifloate  (except  at  the  request  of  the  in- 
umbent  himaelf),  before  the  end  of  five  yeara  from  the 
ilmg  of  the  (aid  oertifleate. 

Ilimch  banefioe  ahall  became  vacant  within  each  period 
f  five  yean,  the  incumbent  or  hia  repreaentatiTee  shall  not 
e  liable  to  anr  claim  for  dilapidations  in  resMct  of  the 
uildings  specined  in  the  oertifioate,  except  for  wufnl  waate. 

The  exemption  from  liability  under  thia  preeent  section 
lutll  in  no  caae  apply  to  loas  or  damage  by  fire  where  the 
acombent  i^  the  ome  of  filing  the  oertifioate  of  the  due 
xecntion  of  the  works  ahall  not  have  insured,  to  the  satis- 
iction  of  the  governors,  the  house  or  residence  and  build- 
]g8  belcognng  to  the  bemeflce  in  aome  fit  office  against  loas 
r  damage  Dy  fire,  in  at  least  three  fifths  of  the  valae  there- 
t,  and  who  ahall  not  keep  such  house  and  buildings  so 
iBored  dving  rach  period  of  five  yeara  or  until  the  earlier 
voidanoe  of  uie  benefice. 

48.  Ftifmentofsurvtgor/oriiuptetioHaHdetrMUalu.']  The 
barges  at  the  surveyor  for  bis  inspections  and  reports  and 
ntificates  made  or  given  by  him  under  the  provisions  of 
lis  Act,  and  also  ue  fees  of  the  bishop's  secretary  and 
jgiabar,  shall,  except  as  otherwise  provided  by  this  Act, 
B  paid  by  the  incumbent  or  by  the  sequestrator,  and  ahall 
Q  a  debt  doe  from  him  or  them  to  the  surveyor,  secretary, 
cid  registrar  respectively,  and  recoverable  aa  such  in  law 
ad  eqoiW.  The  sum,  if  any,  iriiich  shall  have  been 
Ivanced  by  the  govemora  in  respect  of  surveyor's  charges 
lall  be  paid  by  them  to  the  surveyor. 

49.  Ben^/leo  Imommo  vacant  during  rtpairt,  liaiHity  of 
ttgoinf  tntuaiioHt  or  hU  rtprtMttUatimi.']  If  an  inspection 
lall  have  been  made  of  any  benefice  under  this  Act,  and 
le  incninbent  liable  to«axeoata  the  prescribed  repairs  shall 
icate  such  bemeflce  before  the  surveyor  shall  have  signed  a 
artificate  of  the  oomplation  of  the  same,  such  incumbent, 
a  execntcn  or  admmistiaton,  shall  be  liable  to  the  pav- 
^t  of  all  moneys  in  respect  <rf  such  repairs  (not  prevunisly 
^  by  him  to  the  govemors-in  respect  thereof),  and  of  tlie 
zreyor'a  inspectioii,  report,  and  certificate,  which  such 
cumbeot  would  respectively  have  been  liable  to  pay  in 
ae  he  had  not  vacated,  which  money  shall  be  a  debt  due 
Dm  such  incunlMttt,  his  executon  or  administrators,  to  the 
!xt  incumbent,  and  shall  be  recoverable  as  such  at  law  or 

equity ;  and  such  next  incumbent,  whether  he  shall  re- 
ver  the  same  or  not,  shall  be  liable  to  j^j  all  such  moneys 

the  same  manner  as  his  predecessor  in  such  incumbency 
)uld  have  been  liable  to  pay  in  case  he  had  continued  to 

the  incumbent  of  such  benefice,  and  such  next  incumbent 
all  be  allowed,  with  the  consent  of  the  patron  and 
ihop,  to  borrow  on  the  security  of  the  profits  of  the 
aefice  such  sum  as  he  shall  ful  so  to  recover  towards 
tetiiiK  such  payments  aa  the  governors  may  be  willing 

I  able  by  law  to  advance  on  loan  for  that  purpose. 

JO.  Sgtemtion  of  leorkt  other  than  thou  specified  in  tur- 
vr'f  moort.  Special  eertifieale  of  surveyor.']  If  the  incum- 
it  liublc  to  execute  repairs  shall  be  desuons  of  altering 
rcmodeUing  the  buildings  belonging  to  the  benefice,  or 
f  ot  them,  or  of  rebuilding  the  same  or  any  of  them,  so 
to  render  such  repairs  or  any  of  them  impracticable  or 
lecesaaiy,  it  shall  be  lawful  for  such  incumboit,  with 
oonaent  of  the  bishop  and  patron,  to  execute  the  pro- 
«d  works  in  lieu  of  such  repairs ;  and  in  such  case  tiie 
veyor  shall,  upon  the  completion  of  such  works  to  his 
Isfaction,  give  a  special  certificate,  certifying  that  the 
le  have  been  completed,  which  certificate  shall  be 
aed  in  triplicate,  and  one  of  such  triplicates  shall  be  de- 
ired  to  the  incumbent,  and  another  to  the  bishop,  who 

II  canae  the  same  to  be  registered  in  the  registry  of  the 
xao,  and  another  to  the  governors,  and  sudi  c^tificato 
U  have  the  same  effect  as  a  certificate  of  the  completion 
he  works  specified  in  the  order. 

1.  Where  sueh  additional  works  do  not  render  impracticable 
innteeeaary  all  the  works  specified  in  the  report.]  If  such 
itional  or  substituted  works  shall  not  render  the  whole 
uch  repairs  impracticable  or  unnecessary,  then  so  much 
he  money  standing  to  the  credit  of  the  dilapidation 
lunt  as  uie  surveyor  shall  certify  to  be  necessary  for 


the  execution  of  the  repairs  not  so  rendered  impracticable 
or  unnecessary  shall  be  retained  by  the  governors,  and  shall 
be  dealt  with,  as  regards  certificates  and  otherwise,  in  the 
same  manner  as  if  the  repairs  not  so  rendered  impracticable 
or  unnecessary  had  been  the  only  repairs  spocmed  in  the 
order. 

52.  PostpoMMient  of  works  may  be  allowed  on  pojfmtnt  of  a 
sum  to  meet  proiaile  further  dilapidiOioHS.]  If  am  incnmboit, 
after  having  paid  to  the  govemoia  the  ammmt  specified  in 
the  report,deaire  to  defer  Uie  execution  of  the  works  specified 
in  the  report,  or  anj  of  thehi,  for  a  limited  period,  and  the 
sorveyor  shall  entity  in  writing  that  such  poatponement 
may  be  safely  made,  the  bishop,  with  the  consent  of  the 
patron,  may  authorise  such  po^ponement,  and  may  require 
the  inonmbent  to  pay  to  the  governors  such  a  sum,  annually 
or  in  gross,  as  shall  be  certified  by  the  surveyor  to  be  proper 
to  meet  any  probable  fnrthw  dilapidations,  and  the  moneys 
so  paid  shall  be  carried  to  the  credit  of  his  dilapidation 
account ;  and  if  the  benefice  shall  be  vacated  donog  the 
period  of  postponement,  the  late  incumbent,  his  executon 
or  administrators,  shall  not  be  entitled  to  be  renaid  any  part 
of  such  additiimal  moneys,  bat  he  or  they  shall  not  M  sub- 
ject to  any  farther  claim  for  dilapidations,  and  in  case  of 
sodi  vacancy  the  money  paid  by  him  to  the  governors  shall 
be  dealt  with  as  if  the  succeeding  incumbent,  upon  his  suc- 
ceeding to  the  benefice,  had  paid  the  same  in  respect  of  such 
repairs  uid  dilapidations. 

53.  Pfo  sum  reeoveraU*  for  dilapidations  except  on  a 
surveyor's  report.]  No  sam  shall  be  recoverable  for  dilapida- 
tions in  respect  of  any  benefice  becoming  vacant  after  the 
commencemant  of  this  Act,  and  to  which  this  Act  shall  be 
applicable,  unless  the  claim  for  each  sam  be  founded  on  an 
order  made  under  the  provisions  of  this  Act. 

As  to  itisuroHee. 

54.  Insurtmee  of  huildingi  of  a  benefice  by  the  ineumtent,] 
The  incumbent  of  every  benefice  shul  insure,  and  during 
his  incumbency  keep  insured,  the  house  of  residence  and 
fium  and  other  bnOdings  for  tne  time  being  standing  on  the 
lands  bdonging  to  auw  benefice,  and  the  ontbuildings  and 
offices  reqieotivaly  belonging  Uiereto,  and  also  the  ohiuioel 
of  the  idinrah  imaa  the  incumbent  is  liable  to  repair  the 
fibftnwol,  against  loas  or  damage  by  fire,  in  some  office  or 
offices  for  insurance  agunst  loss  or  damage  by  fire,  to  be 
selected  by  such  incumbent,  to  the  satisfaction  of  the 
governors,  m  at  least  three-fifths  of  the  value  thereot 

S6.  Filing  of  annual  reeeipte  fir  the  ^^rtmium.]  Every 
such  insurance  shall  be  effected  in  the  jomt  names  of  the 
inonmbent  and  the  governors,  and  the  incumbent  shall 
cause  the  receipt  fbr  the  preoiium  for  such  insnranee  for 
each  year  to  be  exhibited  at  the  first  visitation  of  the 
bishop  or  arohdeaeon  next  ensuing  after  the  same  shall  be- 
come payable;  and  the  following  questions  shall  be  added 
to  those  annually  sent  to  incumbento  under  the  provisions 
of  tiie  Act  1  ft  2  Yiot  c.  106,  that  is  to  say,  "  In  what 
office  and  for  what  amount  are  the  buildings  of  your 
benefice  insured  against  firs  F"  and  "  What  was  the 
amount  and  date  of  the  last  annual  payment  for  such  in- 
surance P" 

56.  Sums  received  from  insurance  office  on  deetrueticn  of 
buildinge  by  fire  to  be  expended  in  restoring  them,  #e.l  In  case 
any  bmlding  belonging  to  any  benefice,  and  insured  in  pur- 
suance of  tms  Act,  shul  be  destroyed  or  damaged  bv  fire, 
and  the  office  in  which  the  same  shall  be  insured  shall  elect 
to  pav  the  sum  insured  instead  of  causing  the  buildings  to 
be  reinsti^  at  the  expenae  of  the  office,  the  sum  so  paid 
sludl  be  paid  to  the  ([ovemors  and  dealt  with  in  the  same 
manner  as  moneys  standing  to  the  credit  of  a  dilapidation 
account. 

57.  Destruction  of  buildings  not  insured.  Cost  of  restoring 
to  be  paid  by  the  incumbent,  and  to  ie  recoverable  by  segues- 
tration.]  If,  when  any  building  belonging  to  a  benefice  shall 
be  destroyed  or  damaged  by  fire,  such  building  Shall  not  be 
insured  against  loss  or  damage  by  fire  for  an  amount  suffi- 
cient to  reinstate  and  make  good  the  same,  the  anrveyor 
shall  give  to  the  bishop  a  certificate  in  writing  (in  triplic^}, 
signed  by  such  surveyor,  specifying  the  sum  which,  in  his 
opinion,  shall  be  required,  in  addition  to  the  insurance 
money,  if  any,  for  reinstating  the  buildings  so  destroyed  or 
diunaged,  one  of  which  triphcates  the  bishop  shall  cause  to 
be  filed  in  the  bishop's  registry,  another  to  be  sent  to  the 
incumbent  or  the  sequestrator  (if  any),  and  another  to  the 
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govemon,  and  the  inonmbent  or  the  seanestrator  (if  any) 
ghall  have  the  same  opportnnity  of  making  oljeotiona,  and 
the  bishop  shall  have  the  same  power  of  consulting  another 
sorveyor  or  taking  the  opinion  of  ooonsel,  as  are  provided 
in  the  sixteenth  section  with  reference  to  the  oases  therein 
mentioned;  and  the  incumhent  of  the  benefice,  if  the 
same  shall  not  be  under  sequestration,  shall  pay  tiie  amount 
so  specified  to  the  governors  within  three  Mlendar  months 
next  after  the  date  of  such  certificate;  and  if  such 
amount  shall  not  be  so  paid,  it  shall  be  lawful  for  the  bishop, 
at  any  time  after  the  end  of  such  three  calendar  months,  to 
raise  the  same  (or  so  much  thereof  as  shall  not  be  so  paid) 
by  sequestration  of  the  profits  of  the  benefice  ;  and  the 
amount  so  raised  shall  in  like  manner  be  paid  to  the  go- 
vemoia,  and  the  moneys  so  paid  to  the  govemois  shall  be 
dealt  with  in  the  same  manner  as  moneys  standing  to  the 
credit  of  a  dilapidation  account,  and  the  incumbent  shall 
cause  the  buildings  so  destroyed  or  damaged  to  be  forthwith 
reinstated,  and  the  cost  thereof  shall  be  paid  as  the  works 
progress,  out  of  the  amount  so  paid  to  the  govemois,  on 
certificates  of  a  sorveyor,  in  the  manner  hereinbefore  speci- 
fied in  regard  to  repairs  directed  to  be  executed  by  a  new 
incumbent ;  and  if  the  incumbent  shall  refiise  or  neglect  to 
reinstate  such  buildings,  the  same  may,  after  the  governors 
have  reoMved  the  necessary  amount  in  manner  aforesaid,  be 
repaired  and  reinstated  in  maimer  herein  provided  in  regard 
to  repairs  of  buildings  belonging  to  a  benefice  under  seques- 
tration. 

In  case  the  benefice  shall  be  under  sequestration  the  sum 
stated  in  the  certificate  of  the  surveyor  ahidl  be  a  charge 
upon  the  moneys  from  time  to  time  received  by  the  seques- 
trator in  respect  of  the  net  profits  or  income  of  the  benefice 
as  mentioned  in  the  20th  section  of  this  Act,  and  the  pro- 
visions contained  in  the  said  20th  section  and  in  2l8t  section 
with  respect  to  the  payment  of  the  profits  of  the  benefice  to 
the  governors  and  the  application  of  the  money  shall  apply 
to  this  section  as  if  the  provisions  therein  had,  muti^ 
mutandis,  been  repeated  herein. 

MiteeUaneotu. 
58.  Prtviiing  for  eau  «/  buildit^M  of  bemf/let  tohtn  let  m 
hate,']  The  provisions  contained  in  this  A.<)t  in  r^;ard  to 
buildings  standing  on  the  lands  belonging  to  any  beaefiee 
shall  not  be  applicable  to  the  buildint^  (if  any)  belonging  to 
the  benefice,  which  shall  be  comprised  iu  any  lease,  for  years 
or  lives,  for  the  time  being  subsisting,  so  long  as  aueh  lease 
shall  be  subsisting,  except  so  far  as  the  lessee  shall  not,  by 
.  virtue  of  such  lease,  be  Uable  to  insure,  rebaild,  or  repair  such 
buildings  ;  but  it  shall  be  lawful  for  the  sarveyor  to  inspect 
the  building)  comprised  in  any  such  lease. 

99.  Whtn  extmptum  elainud  lta»e  or  counterpart  to  it  pro- 
duotd.]  Every  incumbent  or  lessee  alleging  that  any  bnildiuKS 
^|]longing  to  a  benefice  are  exempt  from  the  provisions  of  this 
Act  ^all  prodnoe  to  the  surveyor  for  his  perusal  the  coun- 
terpart of  the  lease,  or  the  lease  in  respect  of  which  such 
exemption  is  claimed,  unless  such  connterpsrt  shall  already 
have  been  deposited  in  the  bishop's  rsgistry  or  with  the  Socle- 
'Siastical  Commissioners  for  England. 

60.  Remecty  on  death  of  incumbent.']  Every  sum  of  money 
by  this  Act  raisable  by  the  bishop  by  sequestratioa  daring  an 
iaeumbeaoy  shsll  be  deemed  a  debt  due  from  and  payable  by 
the  incumbent  ;  and  if  any  money  payable  under  this  Act  by 
an  inonmbent  shall  not  b«  recovered  by  sequestration  or 
otherwise  during  bis  incumbency,  the  liability  of  such  in- 
cumbent thereto  and  of  his  representatives  ahall  continue  and 
be  in  no  way  affected  ;  and  in  case  of  his^eath  while  he  shall 
be  incambent,  the  same  money,  or  so  much  thereof  as  shall 
remain  dne,  shall  be  paid  to  the  parties  entitled  under  this 
Act  to  receive  the  same  by  his  representatives  out  of  his 
estate  and  effects. 

61.  Money  paid  to  biehop  by  lueeeeding  incmrUent  to  ie  a 
debt  due  from  prior  inemnient.]  All  moneys  which  respect- 
ively would  have  been  raisable  by  the  bishop  by  sequestration 
daring  an  iaoambency,  and  which  shsll  be  paid  by  a  suooeed- 
ing  incumbent,  or  shall  be  recovered  by  sequestration  during 
such  succeeding  incumbency,  sball  be  a  debt  doe  from  such 
prior  incambent  or  his  estate  to  the  incambent  by  whom  or 
out  of  whose  income,  derived  from  the  benefice,  the  same 
shall  bo  paid,  aud  sball  be  recoverable  as  such  at  law  or  in 
equity. 

62.  Form  oj  leeitrity^  'A  security  made  under  the  pro- 
visions of  this  Act  may  be  in  the  form  contained  in  the  first 


schedule  hereto,  or  in  such  other  form  as  tbs  (sram  aq 

uprove,  and  the  oertifioata  of  the  treasant  ts  Oe  gonoo 

of  any  sum  having  been  placed  to  the  credit  of  tlH  smat 

mentioned  in  the  certificate  shall  be  ooncluiTB  nidnu  i 

thefiust  ofthesaid  sum  having  been  so  plsosiud  tbtisn. 

nors  shall,  as  regards  the  recovery  of  the  nm  iae  ^  At 

said  security,  have  the  same  remedies  sgunst  tfaiiieB^ 

and  his  successors,  and  against  the  property  oomjniai  i:  :ii 

security,  ss  if  the   advance  had  been  mads  far  repo; « 

rebuilding  under  the  provisions  of  the  Acts  ooBtsitd  ita 

second  8(medule  hereto,  and  the  reo«pt  of  the  iRttsniifc 

I  time  being  to  the  said  governors  shall  be  a  disdisi|t  \m  & 

I  moneys  paid  to  them  in   paisaance  of  the  pKniaw  tf  is 

I  Act. 

63.  Ineumbent  to  Jumith  partieulevt  of  (Ai  wk^Si 
benefice.  Patron  and  ordinary  to  CMKSt]  Bdnii 
governors  shall  lend  any  money  on  the  sscazit;  tf  k 
possessions  of  the  benefice  under  the  profiiini  ef  is 
Act  they  sball  require  the  inoumboit  ta  fiinJi  ia 
with  a  JQSt  and  particular  account  in  writing,  ^gssik;  lii 
and  verified  by  his  oath  or  statutory  dedanUian,  of  tbosa 
profits  of  the  living,  and  shall  procure  the  oooasatisit^ 
ol  the  bishop  and  patron  under  their  raspectivs  hsa^  i : 
the  patron  shall  be  a  corporation  aggregate,  sndec  the  on 
seal  of  such  corporation.  Such  consent  may  be  {^va  ii 
form  specified  in  that  behalf  in  the  Acts  conttiied  ik 
second  schedule  hereto,  or  in  such  other  fiirm  ss  tki  ik- 
nors  may  approve. 


64.  Prontioni  of  GiibeH  Aet$  to  apply  te  tie  > 
The  provisions  of  the  Acts  oontuned  in  the  ssesBl  aab 
hereto,  and  of  the  Acts  referring  to  or  amendin  Ac  at 
with  respect  to  the  registration  of  mortgage  and  19  Ik ;» 
portioning  of  payments  in  the  case  of  death  or  svoiJise,  ai 
to  stamps  and  fees  of  offices,  and  to  the  priority  of  Mqacv 
tions,  shall  apply  to  securities  made  under  the  ast^s 
this  Act  as  if  the  said  provisions  had,  mutatii  naob 
been  repeated  herein. 

65.  Moneyi  ttanding  to  the  credit  <^  a  dHofUatiei  im< 
to  be  inveeted.  Application  </ incowu.  Paymente/a!^, 
All  moneys  standing  to  the  credit  of  a  cGlapdstioaiBea 
shall,  in  the  meantime,  and  until  such  moneys  be  isqWi 
the  purposes  of  this  Act,  be  invested  by  the  govertcrs  s  a 
manner  in  which  they  are  authorised  to  invest  <*ii«nfi«^ 
held  by  them,  and  if  any  surplus  shall  rsmain  of no^^o* 
ing  to  the  credit  of  a  dUapidatioa  acoanat  after  ssliiiy!^^ 
reqairements  of  this  Act,  such  surplus  shall  be  a{^  ^ 
discharge  of  any  principai  sum  owing  on  the  sewr^  •  \ 
mortgage  made  by  the  incumbent  aaia  the  piovism ' 
this  Act,  and  if  thers  shall  be  no  such  sum,  or  if  tke«?« 
be  more  than  sufficient  for  the  discharge  of  sadi  «a,  ■! 
surplus  or  further  surplus  shall  bo  paid  to  die  inonii* : 
to  the  sequestrators.  Tbs  governors  may  retain,  to  wta 
office  expenses  incurred  by  reason  of  this  Aot,  a  Pf -"^ 

\  of  the  sums  paid  to  them  under  the  prorisioos  of  ttoia.! 
be  regulated  according  to  a  table  or  scale  to  be  pnpn'*' 
the  governors,  and  to  be  subject  to  the  approval  of  lit  M» 
Commissioners  of  Her  Majesty's  Treasury  ;  and  tbs  I"" 
nors  msy,  witli  the  like  approval,  from  time  to  tiai  * 
amend,  add  to,  or  reduce  such  uble  or  sosla  ;  bu^ 
such  table  or  seals,  and  every  such  alteratioa,  "»^^ 
addition,  or  reduction  in,  to,  or  of  the  aame,  shall  bepsM"» 
in  the  London  Oaxelte,  and  shall  be  laid  before  Psi6«» 

66.  Providing  for  death  or  change  of  envtyer  ^*^^ 
'  pairt."]  In  the  case  of  the  death,   removal    fron  «■» ' 

resigaation  of  a  surveyor  after  making  an  inspeiwa  o 
before  granting  his  final  certificate  of  the  complctioB  of*** 
sary  repairs,  the  previous  acts  of  such  sorreyor  in  m»^ 
such  inspection,  including  his  report  (if  any)  ihall  b«ss^«' 
by  the  surveyor  appointed  to  aot  in  his  place,  rto'"'''^ 
ceed  in  the  matter  of  such  inspection,  report,  lad  »** 
in  the  same  manner  as  if  the  inspectioa  hsd  ocigtaaLr  v 
made  by  him. 

67.  PoU>er  of  surveyor,  ^.,  to  enter  and  t■V*'''^^'*^ 
able  timet.]  It  shall  be  lawful  for  any  snrvtygil'jy'y^ 
this  Aot,  his  servants  and  workmen,  for  the  f'P*'"'' . 
Acr,  to  enter  into  the  buildings  beloogiog  touy  J*"*^ 
ami  to  inspect  and  examine  the  same,  and  alw^T**"^ 
progress  under  this  Act,  aud  in  the  case  of  uj  '""^^^ 
sequestration,  or  of  any  repairs  to  be  '""^'J^fj^ 
be  reinstated  in  oonsequsnce  of  the  rsfosal  or  "P'^V*  . 
incumbent,  for  all  persons  authorised  by  the  «nr"  ■  *"' 
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uto  the  bollcliiigs  belongiiig  to  lueh  benefice,  and  to  exeoate 
be  work)  Iij  thie  Act  aatborieed,  bat  no  inipeotion  iball  be 
mtde  unto  this  Act  except  at  leaionable  times  and  witbia 

eaionsble  honis. 

68.  LimilttioH,  ft.,  of  aetimu.']  No  proceedings  shall  be 
ommeoced  agUntt  any  sorreyor  or  other  person  acting  nnder 
be  aatbority  of  this  Act  for  aaj  allq^  irregularity  or  tres- 
lais,  or  other  act  or  thing  done  or  omitted  by  bim  nnder  this 
Ut,  unless  notiae  in  writiDg  is  given  by  the  intending  plain- 
iff  or  pnseontor  to  the  intended  defendant  one  month  at 
east  before  the  commenoement  of  the  proceeding,  nor  nnless 
be  proceeding  is  conunenced  within  three  months  next  after 
be  act  or  thing  complained  of  is  done  or  omitted,  or,  in  case 
f  a  continnation  of  damage,  within  three  months  next  after 
he  doing  of  snob  damage  has  ceased.  The  plaintiff  or  prose- 
ntor  ahoQ  not  succeed  in  any  snob  proceeding  if  tender  of 
ntEcient  amends,  including  the  reasonable  costs  of  plaintiff 
r  prosecntor,  is  made  by  the  defendant  before  the  commence- 
lent  of  the  proceeding;  and  in  case  no  tender  has  been  made 
he  defendant  may,  by  leave  of  the  Court  in  which  the  pro- 
eediag  is  taken,  at  any  time  pay  into  such  court  such  sum 
f  money  as  he  may  think  fit,  wherenpon  such  proceeding  and 
rder  shall  be  had  and  made  in  and  by  the  Court  as  may  be 
ad  and  made  on  the  payment  of  money  into  contt  in  an 
rdinary  snit. 

69.  fiirm  o/bitAop'i  order  anddeUvtry  of  noHet$.'^  ETery 
onsent  by  or  authority  fhim  a  bishop  nnder  this  Act  shall  be 
t  writing  nnder  his  hand,  and  all  notices,  letters,  reports,  and 
tber  doonments  by  this  Act  directed  to  be  sent,  deliTered,  or 
Lberwise  notified  or  given  to  or  left  with  any  bishop,  incum- 
snt,  officiating  clergyman,  or  person,  shall  l>e  deemed  to  have 
sen  duly  sent,  delivered,  notified,  given,  or  left  respectively, 

sent  Unongh  the  post  in  a  prepaid  letter,  addressed,  in  the 
tae  of  an  incumbent  or  officiating  minister,  to  the  house  of 
tsidence  of  the  benefice,  or  if  there  shall  be  no  such  house 
'  residence,  then  to  one  of  the  churobwardens  at  his  usual 
[sice  of  nsidenoe,  and  in  all  other  cases  to  the  usual  or  last 
nown  place  of  residence  in  England  of  the  party. 

70.  EsUling  iMumitnt*  not  liaUt  to  dilapidation*  for  ttibiti- 
t-ion  of  buitdingi  oj  tqwai  or  greattr  value.  No  eineting  in. 
iftimt  liaiU  for  dilapidatione  at  io  buildingt  pulled  down 
■  jfrior  inaai^tnts,  ^.]  If  an  incnmbent  holding  a  benefice 

the  time  of  the  commencement  of  this  Act  shall,  prior 
sreto  (without  due  authority),  have  caused  any  buildings 
longing'tD  such  benefice  to  be  pulled  down,  and  shall  have 
t»stitnted  other  buildings  of  equal  or  greater  value,  such  in- 
cnbent  shall  (if  the  bishop  of  the  diocese  consent)  not  be 
fcle  to  dilapidations  in  respect  of  the  buildings  so  pulled 
vwn,  provided  sncli  substituted  buildings  sball  have  been 
cired  pursuant  to  this  Act ;  and  no  incnmbent  holding  a 
I  efice  at  the  time  of  the  commencement  of  this  Act  shall 
Liable  for  dilapidations  in  respect  of  any  bnildings  which 
aJl  hare  been  pnlled  down  by  a  preceding  incnmbent,  un- 
IS  the  incumbent  so  holding  such  benefice  shall  have  re- 
hred  or  shall  be  entitled  to  recover  at  law  or  in  equity  from 
e  last  preceding  incnmbent  or  his  estate  the  amount  oharge- 
le  on  account  of  such  dilapidations,  and  in  such  case  the 
.bility  of  the  existing  incumbent  shall  be  limited  to  the 
innnt  so  received  or  recoverable  at  law  or  in  equity. 
71.  it  moval  of  unnecessary  part  of  any  glebe  home.'] 
ii«revt.r  it  shall  appear  that  any  building  belongii^  to  or 
mlng  part  of  any  house  of  residence  is  unnecessary,  it  shall 

lawfiil  for  the  biebop,  upon  the  application  of  the  incum- 
it  and  with  the  consent  in  writing  of  the  patron  of  the 
lefice,  to  antborise  by  a  written  instrument  under  hie  hand 

remoTsI  of  the  said  bailding;  and  the  proceeds,  if  any,  of 
lb  removal,  shall  be  applied  to  the  improvement  of  the 
lefioe  in  s-nob  manner  as  the  bishop  \>i  the  diocese  and  the 
ron  of  the  benefice  may  agree  on. 

'2.  Not  to  affect  exieting  powers  of  bishop,  ^c]  Nothing  in 
I  Act  contained  shall  be  construed  to  lessen  or  destroy  any 
bority  or  power  which,  before  the  passing  of  this  Act,  any 
>op  or  archdeacon  or  other  ordinary  possessed  in  respect 
equiring  the  repairs  of  any  ecclesiastical  buildings  to  be 
;ated. 

3.  Seming  powert  contained  in  Acts  epeciJSed  in  teeond 
tdule.2  Notwithstanding  anything  contained  in  this  Act, 
the  powers  and  authorities  contained  in  the  Acts  specified 
he  second  schedule  hereto,  and  in  any  Act  or  Acts  amend- 
or  referring  to  the  same,  shall  be  exerciseable  either 
irately  or  ooncunently  with  the  powers  of  this  Act. 


SCHEDULBS. 
Fntm  ScHBDms. 

Form  of  mortgage. 

This  indenture,  made  the  —  day  of ,  between  A.B., 

incumbent  of  the  benefice  of ,  in  the  county  of ,  and 

diocese  of ,  of  the  one  part,  and  the  Governors  of  the 

Bounty  of  Queen  Anne  for  the  augmentation  of  the  maintenance 
of  the  poor  clergy,  of  the  other  part.  Whereas  the  said  gover- 
nors, pursuant  to  the  Ecclesiastical  Dilapidations  Act,  1871, 
upon  the  request  of  the  said  A.B.,  and  with  the  consent  of  the 
bishop  and  patron  (testified  by  their  having  signed  [or  sealed] 
the  instmment  of  consent  hereto  annexed)/  have  a^eed  to  ad- 
vance the  sum  of pounds  upon  tbe  security  of  the  said 

benefioe  :  Now  this  indenture  witnesseth  that  the  said  A.B., 
in  consideration  of  the  sum  of  ^—  pounds  having  been  car- 
ried in  the  books  of  the  said  governors  to  the  credit  of  an  ac- 
count, entitied  "  The  Dilapidation  Account  of  A.B.,  incumbent 

of ,*  as  evidenced  by  the  certificate  hereupon  endorsed 

and  signed  by  the  treasurer  to  the  said  govornors, 
doth  hereby  grant  unto  tbe  said  governors  all  the  glebe 
lands,  tithes,  rents,  rent-charges,  modnses,  oompoutions  for 
tithe,  salaries,  stipends,  fees,  gratnities,  and  other  emolu- 
ments and  profits  whatsoever  arising,  coming,  growing, 
renewing,  or  payable  to  tbe  incumbent  of  the  said  benefice 
in  respect  thereof,  with  all  and  eveiy  their  rights,  privileges, 
and  appurtenances  thereunto  belonging.  To  have,  hold, 
receive,  and  take  the  said  premises,  with  thmr  appurtenances, 
unto  the  said  governors  from  henceforth  for  and  during  the 
term  of  thirty-five  years  in  as  full,  ample,  and  beneficial 
manner,  and  with  such  remedies  and  powers  for  obtidning  and 
recovering  tbe  same,  and  evpry  part  thereof,  to  all  intents  and 
pnrpons,  as  the  ^said  incumbent  or  his  successors  could  or 
might,  or  onght  to  have  lieM.  enjoyed,  received,  and  taken  the 
same  if  these  presents  bad  not  been  made:  And  the  said  A.B., 
for  himself,  his  heirs,  executors,  and  administrators,  doth 
hereby  covenant  with  tbe  said  governors  that  the  said  A.B., 
during  the  time  he  shall  continue  incumbent  of  the  said 
bene&e,  shall  and  will  well  and  truly  pay  er  cause  to  be  psid 
unto  the  said  governors  interest  for  tiie  said  sum  of  •^— 
poonds,  or  so  mneh  thereof  as  shall  remain  due,  at  the  end  of 
.•▼eiy  year,  to  be  competed  from  the  day  ot  the  date  of  these 

presents,  titm  the  rate  of pounds  per  centum  per  annum 

or  yearly  paymeots,  the  first  of  the  siUd  payments  to  be  made 
onths  — day  of— —  next;  and  also  shall  and  will,  from  and 
after  the  expuation  of  one  year  fiom  the  day  of  the  date  of  these 
presents,  in  each  and  every  year  during  each  time  at  afore- 
said, well  and  truly  pay  or  cause  to  be  pud  unto  the  said 
governor*  one  equal  thirtieth  part  of  the  said  principal  sum  of 

peunds,  the  first  of  such  payments  to  be  made  on  the 

day  of ,  18 — ,  and  shall   and  will  continne  such 

respective  payments  of  the  said  interest,  and  on  account  of 
the  said  principal  money,  so  long  as  he  shall  continue  incum- 
bent of  the  said  benefice,  or  so  long  as  during  his  incumbency 
anything  shall  remun  dne  upon  the  security  of  these  presents: 
Provided  always,  and  these  presents  are  upon  this  condition, 
that  if  the  said  A.B.  and  his  successors  shall  well  and  truly 
pay  or  cause  to  be  paid  tbe  said  principal  money  and  interest 
for  tbe  same,  in  manner  and  at  tbe  times  aforesaid,  according 
to  the  true  intent  and  meaning  of  the  said  Act  and  of  these 
presents,  and  also  all  costs  and  charges  which  shall  have  been 
occasioned  by  the  nonpayment  thereof,  these  presents  and 
everything  coatained  herein  shall  cease  and  be  void:  Provided 
also,  thatj  it  sball  and  may  be  lawful  for  tbe  said  A.B.  and  his 
snccesson  peaceably  and  quietly  to  hold,  occupy,  possess,  and 
enjoy  all  and  singular  tbe  said  glebe,  lands,  tithes,  rents,  rent- 
charges,  modnses,  composition  for  tithes,  stipends,  fees, 
gratuities,  and  other  emoluments  and  profits  whatsoever 
arising  or  to  arise  fix>m  or  in  respect  of  the  said  benefice,  until 
default  shall  be  made  by  him  or  them,  respectively,  in  the 
payment  of  the  interest  and  principal  or  some  part  thereof,  at 
the  times  and  in  the  manner  albiesiud.  In  witness,  &c. 
SECOND  SCHEDULE. 


17  Geo.  3  e.  63. 

81  Geo.  3.  c.  66. 

7  Geo.  4.  c.  66. 


1  As  2  Vict,  c  23. 
28  &  29  Vict  e.  69. 


CAP.  XLIV. 

An  Act  to  enable  cleigrmen  permanentlv  incapadtated 
by  illness  to  resign  their  benefices  witJi  provision  of 
pensions.  [  1 3th  July,  187 1 . 

1.  Short  title.l  This  Act  may  be  cited  for  all  purposes  as 

"The  Incombenta  Besignation  Act,  1871." 
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[CAP.4i 


2.  D^/inition  of  temu.']  Except  where  otherwise  oon* 
trolled  by  the  context,  the  iollowiiig  temu  ihall  in  thii  Act 
have  the  following  meaningt ;  (nanwly,) 

The  term  "  benefice  "  ihall  comprehend  all  rectories  with 
care  of  sooli,  ricaruM,  new  Ticamgee,  perpetual 
cnraciet,  donatiTee,  endowed  public  ohapela,  parochial 
ehapelriei,  and  ohapdite*  with  or  witiiont  diatricti  an- 
nexed or  belonging  to  them  : 

The  term  "  biihop  "  ahall,  with  reference  to  an^  benefice, 
mean  the  biahop  or  archbishop  for  the  time  being 
within  whoae  diocese  rach  benefice  is  locally  litnate, 
and  daring  the  racanoy  of  any  episcopal  see  the  term 
"biahop  ahall  mean  the  archbishop  of  the  province  in 
which  saoh  see  is  comprehended : 

'The  term  "  patron  "  shall,  with  reference  to  any  benefice, 
mean  the  parson,  or  persons,  or  corporation,  who,  in 
case  inch  benefice  were  Tacant,  woim  be  entitled  to 
present  thereto ;  bat  if  the  right  to  present  to  such 
benefice  ahall  be  vested  in  dimrent  persons  or  corpo- 
rations, whether  jointly  or  by  way  of  alternate  presen- 
tations, the  term  patron  shall  (onleas  the  context 
reqaires  otherwise)  comprdiand  both  or  all_  such 
different  persons  or  corporations  in  whom  such  right  of 
joint  or  alternate  presentations  shall  for  the  time  Doing 
be  vested  ;  and  as  regards  the  patrons  referred  to  in 
sections  126,  127,  128  of  the  Act  1  &  2  Yiot.  o.  106, 
the  aotiooa  of  or  towards  such  patrons  required  by  this 
Act  shall  be  performed  in  the  manner  stated  in  each 
sections  126,  127,  and  128,  as  if  the  said  sections 
were  here  repeated  and  made  applicable  to  the 
provisions  of  this  Act. 

3.  timitation  of  AetJ]  The  provisions  of  thia  Act  shall 
.apply  only  to  those  parti  of  her  Hajesty's  dominions  called 
England  and  Wales  and  the  Channel  Islands. 

4.  BxtmpHonfioM pmaUit$  (y  81  Sib. e.6, 12  Aime,  t.  2, 
e.  12.  #e.]  The  sum  assigned  as  a  pension  to  a  retiring  in- 
oombnit  under  this  Act  shall  not  be  deemed  a  pension,  sum 
-of  money,  or  benefit  within  the  meaning  of  the  31  ISiz.  c 
6,  or  the  IS  Anne,  at.  2.  c.  12,  or  any  o&m  Act. 

fi.  Soto  thtproviiioiu  of  thi  Act  art  to  btput  into  »x*niu. 
Commitnontrt  to  iagirire  atui  rtport.]  On  a  repraaentation 
being  made  to  the  bidiop  in  the  form  contained  in  sohedole 
A.  to  this  Act,  by  the  incumbent  of  any  benefice,  provided 
be  has  been  the  incumbent  of  such  benefice  for  seven 
years  continuously,  that  he  desires,  on  the  ground  that 
he  is  incapadtaied  by  permanent  mental  or  bodily 
infirmity  from  the  due  performance  of  bis  duties,  to  retire 
from  his  benefice  under  the  provisions  of  this  Aet,  in  that 
case  it  shall  be  lawful  for  the  bishop,  if  he  see  fit,  to  eause 
a  commisBion  to  be  issued  under  his  hand  and  seal,  addressed 
to  five  persons,  to  be  nominated  as  hereinafter  mentioned, 
nuthorising  and  requiring  them  to  inquire  into  and  report 
to  him  upon  the  truth  of  the  ground  alleged,  and  apon  the 
expediency  of  the  resignation  of  the  said  iuonmbent ;  and 
it  shall  be  lawful  for  such  commissioners  to  inquire  into  and 
report  upon  all  such  matters  in  anywise  affecting  such 
resignation,  or  connected  therewith,  as  they  may  deem 
necessary  ;  and  tiie  oommisaionen  shall  make  their  return 
to  the  commission  within  three  months  from  the  issuing  of 
the  commission,  or  within  such  enlarged  time  as  the  bi^op 
shall,  by  writing  under  his  hand  and  seal,  from  time  to  time 
direct 

6.  Who  are  t»  b*  eommiuioHert.']  One  of  the  five  commis- 
sioners shall  be  the  archdeacon  of  an  archdeaoonry  or  the 
rural  dean  of  a  rural  deanerv  of  the  diocese  wherein  the 
benefioe  is  situated,  as  the  bishop  may  determine ;  one 
other  of  the  commissioners  shall  be  an  incambent  of  the 
same  diooeee,  nominated  by  the  incumbent  wishing  to 
retire;  one  other  of  tbe  commisnoners  shall  bean  incum- 
bent of  the  same  diooeae,  nominated  by  the  bishop  ;  one 
uther  of  the  commissioners  shall  be  a  magistrate,  being  in 
the  commission  of  the  peaoe  for  the  county  wherein  the 
benefice  is  situated,  and  a  member  of  the  Established  Church 
of  England,  nominated  by  the  pisraon  who  has  presided  as 
chairman  of  the  last  preceding  quarter  sessions  for  the 
<x>unty  or  division  of  the  county,  or,  if  there  be  no  such 
person,  then  by  the  lord  lieutenant  of  the  county ;  and 
the  remaining  commissioner  shall  be  nominated  by  the 
patron,  or,  in  the  case  of  alternate  patronage,  jointly  by 
both  or  all  of  the  patrons,  or  in  case  of  difference  by  the 
patron  entitled  to  the  next  presentation. 

7.  Notice  of  inttation  to  iiiue  eommitsion.'\  Notice  of  the 


intention  to  issue  sudi  commission  shall  be  deUTnl  v 
sent  by  the  bishop  to  the  incumbent,  patron,  ohuimm  of 
quarter  seMions,  or  kad  Uentenant  of  the  oonaW,  u  Oa 
case  may  be,  and  the  obarehwaidens  of  any  noh  benefice 
reapeotively ;  and  sudi  commission  shall  not  JMuu^tb 
expiration  of  one  month  from  the  delivery  or  Hodiig  gf 
such  notioea.    The  notice  to  the  patron  ud  dtunui  of 
quarter  seadoos  or  lord  lieatenant  shall  reqnin  nshiitiai 
and  chairman  or  lord  Ueatanant  reapectively  to  nommtt  i 
commissioner  by  sending  his  name  and  addnis  is  n^a^ 
to  the   biahop  within   one  month  from  the  ditt  of  laek 
notice  ;  and  if  such  patron  or  chairman  or  loid  litaieuit 
reapectively  shall  omit  to  nominate  a  oommiaiaosc  vitlm 
the  time  limited,  the  bishop  may  nominate  a  (»iimiii»inwr 
instead  of  sndi  patron,  chairman,  or  lord  lieutaniatnnee' 
tively ;  and  when  uid  so  soon  as  such  oommisBaa  dull  le 
issued,  notice  of  such  comnusaion  shsll  be  delivand  gc  eeit 
by  the  bishop  to  eac^  commissioner  and  to  tha  ghinb- 
wardens  of  the  benefice.      Service  bv  prepud  Isttet  dul 
be  sufficient  service  of  all  notices  and  docnmwiti  mdtc  tba 
Act. 

8.  CommittioMTt  aeoy  txmmint  o*  oatk.  LmiMm^ 
j>eie«MM.]  The  commiaioners  shall  give  seven  d^i*  oolia 
of  their  first  meeting,  affixed  to  tiis  lonal^ 
of  public  notioea  in  the  church  of  the  bensllet.  "Om 
of  the  oommissionsrs  shall  oonatitute  a  qagna,  al 
the  commissionerB  at  a  meeting  of  them  duly  cmi^ittti 
may  examine  on  oai^  if  they  see  fit,  the  penou  ^is 
desirous  or  willing  to  be  examined  by  them,  taoabs^Bj 
matter  relating  to  the  object  of  the  coaimiisiaiisn,nia» 
administer  the  oaths  necesMry  for  that  purpoat,  ndtk 
Gommiasionera  ahall  in  their  refami  to  the  oammiMaeecti^ 
all  such  matters  and  things  as  shall  appear  to  Omb  Mtolil, 
together  with  their  opinion  as  to  tneexpedisnofecotte. 
wue  of  the  proposed  resignation,  and,  if  taeyontlU  he* 
any  three  of  them  deem  the  resignation  expadii^  nul 
specify  the  amount  of  pension  which  in  thmr  opiiiaoa^ 
to  be  allowed  out  of  the  revennee  of  the  beot&i  to  te 
retiring  incumbent;  provided  that  in  no  can  "I'll  •» 
pension  exceed  one  third  part  of  the  annual  nlaaeltli 
DenO&oe  resigned. 

9.  Who  to  eoHMHt  to  imd  of  ruignatioK.']  If  *'>""^'' 
the  commitsion  shall  certify  the  maignation  to  beaipimi 
and  the  patron  shall  in  writing  have  ooosantedor  wiiit 
within  one  ^jbIathIw  month  thereafter  in  ^''^'Pt ''^'' 
consent  thereto,  the  bishop  shall  proceed  as  ia  biRiiina 
provided  ;  but  if  the  patron  shall  so  refuse  his  w*"^^ 
return  to  the  commiamon  shall  be  laid  before  the  uwiw? 
of  the  province,  who  shall,  within  one  calendar  m"*!^^ 
his  decision  in  writing  whether  such  resignaiiaaaiuat 
shall  not  be  aooepted,  which  decision  shall  be  final  U^ 
patron  shall  have  declared  his  oonaeot  or  have  not  ttm 
It  as  aforesaid,  or  if  the  archbishop  shall  dead*  ttat  c 
resignation  shall  be  aooepted,  the  bishop  dull  oaa  > 
dedaranon  as  in  Schedule  B.  to  be  prepared,  at^'i 
therein  the  amount  of  penaion  so  allowed  out  of  ths  nm>* 
of  the  benefice  to  the  retiring  inenmbent,  and  tiu  d^i  x* 
being  less  than  one  manth  after  the  date  of  the  d^d"*^ 
when  the  inonmbency  shall  be  vwd  and  the  psBakaiw- 
commence,  and  the  times  of  payment,  not  bong  ofieaer  m 
twice  a  year,  and  shall  sign  the  same  in  tnplioito>°* 
presence  of  one  witness,  and  shall  oaose  one  copy  '^"r!' 
be  delivered  or  sent  prepaid  by  poet  to  the  V'^'^'tI 
benefice,  and  another  copy  thereof  to  be  delivered  or »«  * 
like  manner  to  the  incumbent  of  the  same,  and  fti^ 
copy  to  be  filed  in  the  registry  of  the  diooeee,  asJies 
declaration  shall  be  the  titie  deed  of  the  retiring  immiAs 
to  the  pension  assigned  therein  to  him  ;  provided  bb^ 
benefice  shall  at  any  time  be  subject  to  the  paysMot*"* 
than  one  pension. 

10.  Pauiott  to  bt  a  charge  on  the  baufiee.]  I**?^^ 
so  allowed  shall  be  a  charge  upon  the  reveoM  «  T 
benefice,  and  shall  be  recoverable  as  a  debt  at  ''V?^ 
equity  from  the  incumbent  of  the  said  benefioe  ''7*"*'v 
derk,  his  executors,  administratoia,  or  assigna.  W  •*' 
pension  shall  not  be  transferable  at  law  or  in  eqiitf- 

U.  Atmmtvttbuofbenejtee.l  The  annual  valns  of  al»t» 
for  the  purposes  of  this  Act  ahall  be  the  net  •^™'^ 
after  deducting  all  rates,  taxes,  and  charges  sasisw*^ 
and  payable  out  of  the  benefioe,  exclusive  of  the  pmnf' 
vicarage,  or  other  place  of  residence  of  theiucttmtoeot 

18.  Patron  toprettnt  to  retigned  bemf/it*.]  After  tbi  6* 
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of  aaoh  dadlantion  u  aforeaaid  the  beoefloe  shall,  ipio/aeto, 
be  Taoamt  on  the  day  fixed  in  loeh  deelatation ;  uid  the 
patron  thereof  ihall  be  entitled  to  present  a  derk  for  the 
same  a*  if  it  had  been  Taoated  bv  the  death  of  the  incambent 
theno£  and  the  olexk  who  shaU  be  collated,  instituted,  er 
liffWTM^  thereto  shaU  be  entitled  to  the  revenues  of  the  same, 
■ntgedt  neTertkeleas  to  the  payment  to  the  retired  clerk 
of  swdi  sum  as  may  be  allowed  to  him  as  pension;  and 
raoh  derk  shall  hare  the  same  right  and  claim  in  respect 
of  dilapidations  as  if  the  benefice  nad  been  vacated  by  the 
death  of  the  incumbent  thereof. 

13.  Fnuioiud  elerk  amauiile  to  teetaiattioal  ditcifiUne.] 
Every  pensioned  clerk  shall  remain  amenable  to  ecdesiBSti- 
cal  discipline;  and  be  liable  to  suspension  &om  or  forfeiture 
it  pension  for  offences  which  would  have  involved  suspen- 
don  horn  or  forfeiture  of  the  benefice  had  he  remained 
ncombent  thereof  and  prooeedincs  under  the  Act  8  4  4 
^ict.  c.  86,  intituled,  "  An  Act  for  Better  enforcing  church 
iscipline,"  may  be  teken  against  every  offendJM  pensioned 
l^k  in  the  same  manner  as  if  he  had  remainedincumbent 
f  tlie  benefice,  and  in  the  same  manner  in  all  respects  as  if 
le  offence  alleged  to  have  been  committed  had  Seen  com- 
dttod  within  the  said  benefice  :  Provided  always,  that  in 
tse  any  offending  pensioned  derk  shall  reside  elsewhere 
tain  in  England  or  Walee  or  the  Channd  Islands  it  shall  be 
.wMl .  for  the  bishop  by  a  letter  or  summons  under  his 
ux<i«  with  the  consent  of  the  archbishop  of  the  province,  to 
t  signified  by  hia  countersigning  such  letter  of  summons, 
Ldressed  and  sent  prepaid  by  post  to  such  pensioned  clerk, 
,  his  last  known  place  of  residence,  to  require  such  clerk  to 
;teiid  in  England  and  appear  to  any  proceedings  which  may 
3  instituted  against  him  for  any  audi  offence  by  him  com- 
kittied  or  alleged  to  have  been  committed,  and  to  appoint 
-place  in  England  where  service  of  all  subsequent  process, 
Tticles,  and  documents  may  be  made,  and  service  of  such 
'rooeaa,  artidci,  and  documents  at  such  place  shall  be 
officient ;  and  if  such  pensioned  derk  shall  neglect  to  ap- 
tear  to  such  pneeedings  within  three  calendar  months  after 
ach  letter  or  summons  shall  have  been  sent  to  him  as  afore- 
aid,  and  to  appoint  such  place  for  service,  such  proceedings 
isy  be  prosecuted  in  his  absence. 

1-1.  Pfrioniige  houu  to  btlong  to  itew  uMtNH^Mi.]  It  ahall 
X  no  case  be  lawful  to  assigii  the  house  of  residence  of  the 
i«nmbent  as  any  part  or  uie  whole  of  the  pension  for  a 
j-Cired  derk  ;  but  such  house  of  residence  shall  Delong  to  and 
»  eigoyed  by  the  incambent  of  the  benefice  as  if  the  bene- 
c^  were  free  firom  dl  daim  by  a  retired  derk. 

15.  Pennon  to  ettut  or  to  b*  alUrtd  under  eertaiit  eireum- 
Umea.']  The  right  of  a  retired  derk  to  the  pension  assigned 
)  him  shall  cease  upon  the  enrolment  of  any  deed  of  relin- 
aishment  by  the  clerk  under  the  88  &  34  Vict  c  91, 
r  on  and  after  the  day  on  which  he  is  admitted  to  another 
enefice  ;  and  in  the  event  of  any  retired  clerk  undertaking 
;erical  duties  elsewhere  than  within  the  benefice  trom  whica 
e  retired,  it  shall  be  lawAil  for  the  incumbent  of  the  bene- 
ee  to  bring  the  same  to  the  notice  of  the  bishop,  who  shall 
kuse  inquiries  to  be  made  into  the  facts,  and  npon  hia  being 
•tisfied  that  such  retired  clerk  is  or  has  been  undertaking 
ich  clerical  duties  and  receiving  a  remuneration  for  the 
jne,  it  shall  be  competent  for  such  bishop  to  determine 
hether  the  pension  payable  to  such  retired  clerk  shall  cease 
■  be  diminisned  in  aov  and  what  proportion  or  for  any  and 
bat  period  :  Provided  always,  that  such  retired  dark  may, 
ithin  one  month  afler  a  notice  of  the  determination  of  the 
diop  shall  have  been  sent  to  him  by  post,  appeal  to  the 
chbiahop  of  the  province,  who  shall  connrm,  auBul,  or  vary 
«  decision  of  the  bishop  as  to  such  archbishop  shall  appear 
at  and  proper,  and  the  cessation  of  or  the  alteration,  if 
ty,  made  in  the  pension  shall  be  stated  by  endorsemect  on 
e  declaration  filed  in  the  registry,  and  the  titie  of  the  re- 
red  clerk  to  receive,  and  tiie  liability  of  the  eTJsting  in- 
mbent  to  pay,  a  pension  out  of  the  revenues  of  the  benefice 
all  cease  or  be  altered  in  accordance  with  such  endorse- 
ant,  and  a  copy  of  such  endorsement  signed  by  the  bishop 
all  be  ddlvered  on  application  to  the  incumbent  and  patron 
the  benefice. 

16.  Sxpmt*  of  inquiry,}  If  a  commission  under  this  Act 
istned  on  the  representation  of  an  incumbent,  and  the  re- 
m  thereto  shall  state  tiiat  in  the  opinion  of  the  commis- 
>neTS  the  ground  for  resignation  of  the  incumbent  is  not 
oved,  or  the  retirement  of  the  incumbent  is  not  expedient* 
en  in  such  case  all  the  expenses  which  shall  have  been  in- 
rred  by  or  with  the  sanction  or  by  the  direction  of  the  bishop 


in  or  towards  carrying  the  provisions  of  this  Act  into  execution 
shall  be  dsflsyed  by  the  incumbent,  and  shall  be  recoverable 
f^m  him  by  or  for  the  bishop  as  debts  in  and  by  course  of 
Uw.  If  the  return  ta  the  commission  issued  on  the  afore- 
said representation  shall  state  that  in  the  opinion  of  the 
commiasioBers  the  retirement  of  the  incumbent  is  expedient, 
then  one  mdaty  of  Qie  expenses  incurred  by  or  with  the 
sanction  or  under  the  direction  of  the  bishop  in  or  towards 
oaitying  the  provisions  of  this  Act  into  execution  shall  be 
de&ayedbv  the  incumbent  whose  retirement  is  recommended,  , 
and  the  ottier  luoie^  shall  be  a  charge  on  the  revenues  of ,,, 
the  benefice,  and  shall  be  recoverable  as  a  debt  at  law  or  in 
equity  from  the  incambent  thereof  by  or  for  the  bishop. 

17.  Cottt  ineurrod  iv  rogitlrar,  #«.]  The  costs  incurred  by 
any  secretary  of  a  bishop  and  any  registrar  of  a  diocese  in 
oairying  teto  ezeeution  the  nrovisions  of  this  Act  shall  be 
fixed  and  rwnlatad  in  aocoroanca  with  and  in  the  manner 
specified  in  Uie  provisions  of  the  181st  section  of  1  &  2  Viet, 
c  104,  as  if  uie  duties  required  of  such  secretary  and 
registrar  under  this  Act  had  been  specified  in  the  said  redted 
Act. 

18.  Sttignatien  hjf  limaiie.]  Vie  right  of  resignation  and 
of  doing  anv  act  leading  to,  connected  with,  or  consequent 
on  such  reaifnation  by  this  Act  given  to  an  incumbent,  may, 
if  the  incanuMttt  be  a  lunatic  found  such  by  inquisition,  be 
exercised  in  his  name  and  on  his  behalf  by  the  o<nninittae  of 
his  estate. 

SCHEDULE  A. 

To  the  Right  Reverend  the  Lord  Bidiop  of 

1, ,  being  now  and  having  been  for  the  last  seven 

years  oontinuoudy  rector  [vicar,  or  incumbent]  of  , 

within  your  lordship's  dioeese,  hereby  represent  to  your 
lordaMp,  that  I,  finding  myself  incapadtated,  by  permanent 
mental  or  bodily  infirmitv  (as  the  case  may  be),  from  the 
due  poformance  of  the  duties  of  my  office^  am  desirous^  of 
resigning  the  aforesaid  benefice,  on  Ming  allowed  to  receive 
a  pension  out  of  the  revenues  of  the  same.  , 

Accordingly,  I  respectfully  request  your  lordship  to  issue 
a  commission  undor  the  provisions  of  the  Incumbents 
Resknation  Act,  1871,  to  mquiie  and  report;  as  provided 
1^  the  said  Act,  upon  the  expediency  of  my  proposed  resig- 
nation. 

As  witness  my  hand,  this day  of in  the  year  of 

our  Lord,  18—.  (us.) 

SCHEDULE  B. 

'Whereas  on  the day  of >,  in  the  year  of  our  Lord 

13 — ,  a  commianon  was  issued  by  us,  the  bishop  of , 

under  tiie  provisions  of  the  Incumbents  Resi^^tion  Act, 

1871,  on  the  representation  of  the  Rev. ,  incumbent  of 

— — ,  within  the  diocese  aforesaid,  and  in  their  return  thereto  ''' 
the  Commissioners  stated  that  in  their  opinion  the  resigna-  "^ 
tion  of  the  said  ^—  was  expedient,  and  that  a  pension  of  '"" 
— —  pounds  per  annum  out  of  the  revenues  of  the  said 

benefice  should  be  allowed  to  the  said  Rev. on  his  re-' 

tirement  thereCtom  :  And  whereas  the  patron  has  consented 
or  not  refused  hia  consent  to  such  resignation,  [or]  the  arch- 
Irishop  has  determined  that  such  resignation  shall  be  ac- 
cepted: 

We ,  by  divine  permission  bishop  of         ,  do  declare 

the  said  ben^ce  void  of  the  i>enon  of  the  said  Rev. , 

to  aU  intents  and  purposes  of  the  law,  on  and  after  the  -^— 
day  of ,  sulgect  neverthdess  to  the  payment  by  half- 
yearly  paymanti  from  the* day  of next,  out  of 

the  revennes  thereof,  of  the  said  yearly  pension  of  ->— 
pounds,  the  first  of  which  half-yearly  payments  shall  be 

paydile  on ,  and  future  half-yearly  payments  at  periods 

of  six  months  from  snoh  day,  or  such  other  sum  as  may 
hereafter  be  assigned  under  the  provisions  of  the  said  Act 
unto  tiie  said  — —  for  his  life,  or  such  less  period  as  here- 
after may  be  assigned  by  law  and  endorsed  hereon. 

As  witness  our  hand  this  — —  day  of in  the  year 

18—. 

Witnesses  to  the  signature  of  the  bishop . 

CAP.  XLV, 

An  Act  for  amending  the  law  relating  to  sequestration 
of  ecclesiastical  benefices.  [ISth  July,  1871. 

Be  it  enacted,  &C. 

1.  On  tequatration  iithop  to  appoint  euratt  and  aui/n 
ttipmd  <u  dtfintd  in  84  i  36  Viet.  e.  44.]  Where,  after  the 
31  «t  day  of  August,  1871,  under  a  judgment  recovered 
against  the  incumbent  of  a  benefice  as  defined  in  the  In- 
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cnmb«nt«  Bengnation  Act,  1871,  er  nnder  the  bankruptcy 
of  aneh  fncomlwnt,  a  aeqneatiation  iasoet  and  the  aama 
ramajna  in  ibi«e  for  a  poriod  of  aix  montha,  the  bithi^  of 
the  dioceae  ahall  ttom  and  after  the  expbation  of  mdi 
period  of  aix  montha,  and  aa  long  aa  the  aeqaeatration  tc> 
maina  in  force,  take  order  for  the  dae  perfoimanoe  of  the 
aerrioea  of  tike  chnrch  of  the  benefice,  and  ihall  have  power 
to  appoint  and  license  for  tUa  potpoM  aneh  curate  or 
earatM,  or  additional  curate  or  enrktea,  aa  theoaae  may  re- 
gnire,  witii  luch  stipend  in  each  case  aa  the  bishop  thinks 
fit,  the  amount  thereof  to  be  speeiled  in  the  Ucenae,  and 
the  bishop  mar  at  any  time  reroke  any  sooh  appointment 
and  lioanae  :  Prorided  alwava,  that  aooh  stipend  or  atipanda 
ahall  not  exceed  in  the  whole  the  following  anma ;  that  ia  to 
aay,  if  the  population  shall  not  ezeeed  &n  hundred,  the 
sum  ot  £200  yearly ;  if  tiie  population  shall  exceed  fire 
hundred  but  not  one  thousand,  the  aum  of  £300  yearly; 
if  the  population  shall  exceed  one  thousand  but  not  three 
thouaaad,  the  sum  of  £600  yearly ;  if  the  population  shall 
exceed  three  thousand  the  sum  of  £600  yearly  :  Provided 
also,  that  such  stipend  or  stipends  shall  not  exceed  in  the 
whole  two-thirds  of  the  annual  valne  of  the  benefice  as  de* 
fined  in  tiie  last- mentioned  Act. 

2,  AppUtatioH  of  tiuutmmU  in  SeMhiU,  Part  /.]  Such  of 
the  pnnlsioiia  of  the  Act  specified  in  the  sohednle  to  this 
Act  as  are  described  in  Part  I.  of  that  schedule  and  all  pro- 
Tisions  of  tiiat  Act  relative  thereto  shall  have  effect  for 
purposes  of  this  Act  as  if  they  were  here  re-enaotad. 

8.  Paymmt  ofitipmd.]  Every  stipend  sssigned  under  this 
Act  shall  be  paid  by  the  sequeatrator  out  of  moneys  coming 
to  his  hands  nnder  the  se<}ueetratiott,  as  long  as  the  sequea- 
t  ration  is  in  force  in  priority  to  all  soma  pavable  by  vnrtue 
nS  the  judgment  or  the  bankraptey  under  which  the  seqnaa- 
t  ration  issues,  but  not  in  priority  of  liabilitiea  in  rcspeet  of 
cbaigea  on  the  benefiee. 

4.  Application  of  maetmmti  in  SehtAik,  Part  JI.]  Such  of 
the  provisions  of  the  Act  specified  in  the  schedule  to  this 
Act  as  are  described  in  Part  11.  of  that  schedule,  and  all 
provisions  of  that  Act  relative  thereto  shall  apply  in  every 
case  where  a  curate  ia  appointed  under  this  Act. 

6.  Poutrfor  bithop  to  tnAUit  in  e$rtain  M««t.]  In  case  any 
such  aeqneatration  remaina  in  force  for  more  than  six  montha 
the  bishop,  if  it  appears  to  him  that  scandal  or  inconvenience 
is  likely  to  arise  nom  the  incumbent  continuing  to  perform 
the  services  of  the  church  while  the  sequestration  remains 
in  force,  may,  from  and  after  the  expiration  of  such  period, 
inhibit  the  incumbent  from  performing  any  services  of  the 
•hurch  within  the  diocese  as  long  as  the  sequestration  shall 
nmain  in  foroe,  and  the  bishop  may  at  any  time  withdraw 
■aoh  inliibition. 

6.  Pittaitatioit  to  bmtfieu  nupanded  during  ttqutttration.1 
During  such  time  as  any  sequestration  remains  in  force,  the 
incumbent  shall  be  absolutely  disabled  from  presenting  or 
nominating  to  any  benefice  then  vacant,  of  which  he  may  be 
patron  in  right  of  the  benefice  nnder  sequestration,  and  tiie 
right  of  presentation  or  nomination  to  such  vacant  benefice 
s^ll  be  exerciud  by  the  bishop  of  the  diooeae  in  which  such 
vacant  benefice  is  locally  situate. 

7.  Jntmiitnt  of  tquMlrated  btmfitt  not  to  aeetpt  otlur 
ioMjItt  but  with  Itavt,]  Dnring  the  eontinnanee  of  si^  se- 
qneatration  it  shall  not  be  lawral  for  the  incumbent  of  the 
Mneflce  under  sequestration  to  accept  or  be  instituted  or 
licensed  to  any  other  benefice  or  preferment,  the  acceptance 
of  or  institution  or  licensing  to  which  would  avoid  or  vacate 
the  benefiee  so  under  sequestration,  unless  with  the  oonsent 
in  writing  of  the  bishop  of  the  diocese  and  the  sequestrator. 

8.  JBrttnt  of  Act."]  This  Act  shall  not  extend  to  Scotland 
or  Ireland. 

9.  f'ort  titlt.]  This  Act  may  be  cited  as  "The  Seqnestra- 
tio.i  Act,  1871."^ 

THE  SCHEDULE. 
1  &  2  Vict  c.  106— An  Act  to  abridge  the  holding  of 
benefioea  in  plurality,  and  to  make  better  proviaion  for  the 
residence  of  the  clergy. 

BNACT>IENT3  APPLIED. 

Past  I. 

Section  107.  Provisions  relating  to  bishops  to  apply  to  arch- 
bishops in  their  own  dioceses. 

Section  108.  Power  of  archbishops  and  bishops  as  to  exempt 
or  peculiar  benefices,  &c. 


Section  109.    Where  jorisdietieM  is  given  to  hiaiutf,  kt^  ill 
eonenrrcnt  juiiadi(«on  to  cease. 
Past  II. 

Section  75.  Non-resident  incumbents  \  As  brssthsniit 
neglecting  to  appoint  t  rdatts  to  tiie 
curates,  nie  Uabop  to  (  residoioe  of 
appoint.  /     cnistss. 

Section  76.  Curate  to  reside  on  benefices  nnder  oetlu 
circumstances. 

Section  SB.      Pee  for  license. 

Section  97.  Cnimte  not  to  qnit  emacy  without  tkm 
months'  notice  to  incumbent  and  Inihop^ 
under  a  pentdty. 

Section  102.  Licenses  to  curates  and  revocatioos  tbeieafte 
be  entered  in  the  registry  of  the  dioeeM 

CAP.  LXVL 

An  Act  for  amending  the  law  relating  to  the  vgysiA' 
ment  of  the  gaoler,  chaplain,  andmatnm  of  the  piiKa 
of  the  city  of  Bath.  [13tli  July,  1871. 

CAP.XLVn. 

An  Act  £(ir  amending  the  Acta  r^folating  the  bonwini 
of  money  by  the  Meteopolitan  Board  of  Works,  m 
for  other  porpoeee  relating  tiiereto.  [ISth  July,  187i 

CAP.  XLVHL 
An  Act  to  repeal  divers  enactments  relating  to  oatbsid 
declarationa  which  are  not  in  force ';  and  for  otlier 
purposes  connected  therewith.  [I3th  July,  187L 

CAP.  XLIX. 

An  Act  to  amend  tha  Matrimonial  Oanaes  and  tbaiff 
Law  (Ireland)  Amendment  Act,  1870. 

[ISth  July,  1871 

CAP.  L. 

An  Act  for  diaqnalifying  bankmpto  frpm  littiiiK  u 
voting  in  tlie  House  of  Lords.  [IStfa  July,  187L 

Wheresa  it  is  necessary  for  the  i»eservation  of  the  &iitf 
and  independence  of  Puliament  that  bankrupts  shosH  m 
dimualined  from  sitting  or  voting  in  Ae  House  of  Lotdi: 

Be  it  enacted,  ftc 

1.  Short  titleA  This  Act  may  be  cited  as  "  The  Balk- 
raptey  IMsqualification  Act,  1871." 

2.  IHtqualiJhation  of  banknat  peert.']  Every  ptst  ite 
becomes  a  bwokrupt  shall  be  disqualified  from  mtting  ■ 
voting  in  the  House  of  Lords,  or  in  any  Committes  tlem 
and  farther,  if  a  peer  of  Scotland  or  Ireland,  ahall  be  diaptili* 
fied  from  being  elected  to  sit  and  vote  in  tiie  House  of  Lodi 

8.  What  eonttitulM  bankn^tag.]  A  peer  shall  be  deewi 
to  have  become  bankrupt  in  manner  and  from  and  after  tk 
date  herein-after  mentioned  ;  that  is  to  say, 
Aa  to  England, — 

When  an  oraer  has  been  made  nndff  any  Act  of  Pii&- 
ment  adjudging  him  a  bankrupt,  from  and  after  the  diti<' 
suchordsr;  or 

When  a  special  resolution  has  been  passed  in  pmMM 
of  tiie  Bankruptcy  Act,  1869,  declaring  that  his  afUn  m 
to  be  liquidated  m  arrangement,  from  and  after  the  ditoa 
the  registration  of  soch  resolution. 
M  to  Scotland, — 

When  on  any  petition  for  sequestration  a  delivwateihi 
been  pronounced  awarding  sequeatration  of  his  estate^  ^ 
and  alter  the  date  of  such  deliverance. 

As  to  Ireland, —  .  ^^ 

When  on  any  petition  of  bankruptcy  he  haa  been  a^V* 
by  the  Court  of  Bankruptcy  and  Inaolvency  in  InU  * 
be  a  baidcTupt,  from  and  after  the  date  of  the  adjudiaM; 
or  when  he  has  filed  a  petition  for  an  arrangement  wiAu 
creditoiB  under  the  suneriatendence  of  the  said  cooi^  &* 
and  after  the  date  of  nling  such  petition. 

4.  SatitalioH  of  poor  toprimUga  on  dtttrmifatim  rf  i^ 
ntptcp.]  A  peer  who  has  become  a  bankrupt,  in  tlwsw" 
of  hia  bankraptey  being  determined  as  hereiaaftsrnwiititiais 
shall  horn  and  after  the  date  of  such  detenainatioa.  iie^ 
wise  entitled,  be  qualified  to  sit  and  vote  in  the  Hows* 
Lords,  or  in  any  Committee  thereof;  and  if  a  pew  of  Sat- 
land  or  Ireland  to  be  elected  to  ait  and  vote  in  tte  Hm*" 
Lords,  and  when  so  elected  to  sit  andvote  in  that  Ho«»a 
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?or  the  porposes  of  this  Act,  a  ba&kraptcy  bIuU  be  deemed 
to  b«  detetaiiiedi 

As  to  EngUnd  or  Ireland, — 

When  an  wder  has  been  made  ac^'ndzing  a  peer  to  be  a 
twnkrapt,  if  nch  order  is  annnlled  on  the  eronnd  that  the 
renon  against  whom  the  order  is  made  ongnt  nerer  to  have 
been  adjndged  a  bankmpt. 
Ai  to  Scotland, — 

Where  a  deliverance  has  been  prononnced  avarding  seqnee- 
tiation  of  a  peer's  estate,  if  the  seqoestration  is  recalled  on 
the  ground  tnat  his  estate  ought  never  to  hare  been  seques- 
trated. 

Also  ss  to  the  United  Kingdom, — 

Where  such  banlcmpt  has  bMn  duly  discharged,  either  by 
actual  payment  or  aatistaction,  or  in  tiie  mode  prescribed  by 
the  respectrre  statutes  in  force  in  that  behalf,  from  all  debts 
uid  liabilities  due  at  his  bankruptcy  from  which  he  can  be  so 
discharged :  and  when  he  shall  fnrther  satis^  the  House  that 
he  is  aim  disehaiged  from  the  debts  and  liabilities  (if  any)  to 
which  be  was  Uable  at  the  date  of  his  bankruptcy,  and 
which  ire  qteeiaBy  excepted  from  the  operation  of  his  dis- 
chaige  under  the  said  statntea. 

5.  Vaeanejf  in  tut  of  npregaUaHv  ptr.']  The  Seat  of  a 
representatiTe  peer  for  Scotiand  or  Ireland  shall,  nnless  his 
buikraptey  be  determined  within  one  year  after  the  date  of 
his  becoming  a  bankrupt,  be  vacated  at  the  expiration  of 
the  year,  and  a  new  election  be  held  to  fill  the  vacancy. 

6.  Penaitjffor  ditqual^ltd  jpintm  tUting  or  votitif  in  the 
Some  of  LortU.']  If  any  person  disqualified  by  this  Act  from 
sitting  and  votuig  in  the  House  of  Lords  sits  or  votes  or 
attempts  to  sit  or  vote  in  that  House,  or  in  any  Committee 
thereof,  he  shall  be  guilty  of  a  breach  of  privilege,  and  be 
dealt  >^th  as  the  House  of  Lords  may  direct 

7.  Ctrtifieate  of  bankruptcy  ofpttr^  Where  a  peer  becomes 
bankmpt  within  the  meaning  of  this  Act,  the  court  having 
jurisdiction  in  respect  of  bu^  bankmptcy  shall  cause  the 
fact  of  such  peer  having  become  bankrupt  to  be  certified  to 
the  Speaker  of  the  House  of  Lords  and  the  Clerk  of  the 
Crown  in  Chancery,  and  the  Speaker  shall,  as  soon  as  con- 
veniently may  be,  inform  the  House  of  such  certificate,  and 
a  record  of  such  certificate  shall  be  mtered  in  the  journals 
of  the  House. 

8.  ProhibititM  of  writ  of  nonmom.]  A  writ  of  summons 
shall  not  be  issued  to  any  peer  for  the  time  being  disqualified 
from  sitting  or  voting  in  ute  House  of  Lords. 

9.  To  Tchom  aUs  Act  ihatt  apply.}  This  Act  shall  apply- 
To  any  person  who  before  or  after  the  passing  of  this  Act 

becomes  bankrupt,  and  subsequently  succeeds  to  a  peerage, 
whose  bankmptcy  has  not  determined  at  the  time  of  his  so 
succeeding  in  the  same  manner  as  if  he  had  been  a  peer  at 
the  date  of  his  becoming  bankrupt ;  also 

To  any  person  who  has  become  bankrupt  before  the  time 
of  the  passing  of  this  Act,  and  whose  bankruptcy  has  not 
determined  at  such  time  in  the  same  manner  as  if  his  bank- 
ruptcy had  occurred  immediately  after  the  passing  of  this 
Act. 

10.  Saving  elau4t.'\  Nothing  in  this  Aet  contained— 
(1.)  Shall,  except  as  herein  expressly  provided,  deprive  any 

peer  of  any  privileges  to  which  he  may  be  entitled 
ill  right  of  his  peerage  ;  or, 
(2.)  ShuU  qualify  any  person  to  be  eleetadtoor  sit  or 
vote  m  the  House  of  Commons  who  would  not 
have  been  so  qualified  if  this  Act  had  not  passed. 

11.  JhfinitUmof^petr."]  "  Peer  "  shall  mean  and  include 
a.  peer  of  the  United  Kingdom  or  of  any  part  of  the  United 
Kingdom,  or  any  other  Lord  of  Parliament. 

CAP.  LL 

An  Act  to  apply  the  sum  of  ten  million  ponndB  oat  of 
the  Consoliaated  Fond  to  the  service  of  the  year  end- 
ing the  thir^- first  day  of  l£arch,  one  thousand  eight 
hnndred  and  seTenty-two.  [24th  July,  1871. 

CAP.  LH. 

Ln  Act  for  raising  the  sum  of  seven  hundred  thousand 
pounds  by  Exchequer  bonds  for  the  service  of  the 
year  endu^  on  the  thirty-first  day  of  Ifarch,  one 
thousand  eight  hundred  and  seventy-two. 

[24th  July,  1871. 


CAP.  LIII. 
An  Act  to  repeal  an  Act  for  preventing  the  assumption 
of  certain  ecclesiastical  titles  in  respect  of  places  in 
the  United  Kingdom.  [24th  July,  1871. 

Whereas  by  an  Act  passed  in  the  session  of  Parliament 
held  in  the  fourteenth  and  fifteenth  year  of  the  reign  of  her 
Majesty,  chapter  sixty,  intituled  "An  Act  to  prevent  the 
assumption  of  certain  Ecclesiastical  Titles  in  respect  of  places 
in  the  United  Kingdom,"  certain  enactments  were  made 
prohibiting  under  penalties  the  assumption  of  the  title  of 
archbishop  or  bishop  of  a  pretended  province  or  diocese,  or 
archbishop  or  bishop  of  a  city,  place,  or  territory,  or  dean  of 
any  pretended  deanery  in  England  or  Ireland,  not  being  the 
see,  province,  or  diocese  of  an  archbishop  or  bishop  or 
deanery  of  any  dean  reco^ised  by  law  : 

And  whereas  no  ecclesiastical  title  of  honour  or  dignity 
derived  from  any  see,  province,  diocese,  or  deanery  recognised 
by  law,  or  from  any  city,  town,  place,  or  territory  within  this 
realm,  can  be  validly  created,  nor  can  any  such  see,  province, 
diocese,  or  deanery  be  validly  created,  nor  can  any  pre- 
eminence or  coercive  power  be  conferred  otherwise  than 
under  the  authority  and  by  the  favour  of  her  Majesty,  her 
heirs  and  successors,  and  according  to  the  laws  of  this  realm  ; 
but  it  is'  not  expedient  to  impose  penalties  upon  those 
ministers  of  religion  who  may,  as  among  the  members  of  the 
several  relirious  bodies  to  which  they  respectively  belong,  be 
designated  by  distinctions  regarded  as  titles  of  office,  although 
such  designation  may  be  connected  with  the  name  of  some 
town  or  place  within  the  realm  : 

Be  it  therefore  enacted,  &c. 

1.  14^15  Vict.  e.  60,  irpcaM.]  The  said  Act  of  the  session 
of  Parliament  held  in  the  fourteenth  and  fifteenth  years  of 
the  reign  of  her  Majesty,  chapter  sixty,  shall  be  and  the 
same  is  hereby  repealed  :  I'l-ovided  that  such  repeal  shall  not 
nor  stiall  anytliing  in  this  Aoc  contained  be  deemed  in  any 
way  to  authorise  or  sanction  the  conferring  or  attempting  to 
confer  any  rank,  title,  or  precedence,  authority,  or  jurisdic- 
tion on  or  over  any  subject  of  this  realm  by  any  person  or 
persons  in  or  out  of  this  realm,  other  than  the  Sovereign 
thereof. 

CAP.  LIV. 

An  Act  to  settle  a  boundary  within  which  a  vote  may 

be  taken  for  the  adoption  of  the  Local  Qovemmenl 

Act  by  the  district  of   Kingsholm  in  the  county  of 

Gloucester.  [24th  July,  1871. 

CAP.  LV. 
An  Act  to  amend  the  law  relating  to  criminal  and  dan- 
gerous lunatics  in  Scotland.  [24th  July,  1871. 

CAP.  LVI. 
An  Act  to  provide  farther  protection  against  dogs. 

[24th  July,  1871. 

Whereas  it  is  expedient  that  further  protection  should  be 
provided  against  dogs  : 
He  it  enacted,  &c. 

1.  Stray  dogs  may  be  Jetaitud  and  told  or  dacroyed.']  From 
and  after  the  passing  of  this  Act  any  police  officer  or  constable 
may  take  possession  of  any  dog  ttiat  he  has  reason  to  suppose 
to  be  savage  or  dangerous  straying  on  any  highway,  and  not 
under  the  control  of  any  person,  and  may  detain  such  dog 
until  the  owner  lias  claimed  the  same,  and  paid  all  expenses 
incurred  by  reason  of  such  detention. 

Where  the  owner  ol  any  dog  taken  possession  of  by  any 
constable  is  known,  a  letter,  stating  the  fact  of  such  dog 
having  been  taken  possession  of^  shall  be  sent  by  post  or 
otherwise  to  the  owner  at  his  usual  or  last  known  place  of 
abode. 

When  any  dog  taken  in  pursuance  of  this  Act  has  been  detained 
for  three  clear  days  where  the  owner  is  not  known  as  aforesaid, 
or  for  five  clear  days  where  he  is  so  known,  without  the  owner 
claiming  the  same,  and  paying  all  expenses  incurred  by  its 
detention,  the  chief  officer  of  police  of  the  district  in  which 
such  dog  was  found  may  cause  snch  dog  to  be  sold  or  destroyed. 

Any  moneys  arising  from  the  sale  of  any  dogs  in  pursuance 

of  this  section  shall  be  paid  to  the  account  of  the   local  rate, 

and  be  applied  to  the  purposes  to  which  that  rata  is  applicable. 

All  dogs  detained  under  this  section   shall  bo   properly  fed 

and  maintained  at  the  exgeoae^of  the  local  rate. 
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2.  Dangtrotu  iog$  md,y  b*  dtttroi/td^  Any  coart  of  turn- 
muy  joriadiotion  mar  taJn  oognizanot  of  a  complaint  that  a 
dog  ia  dangeroDi,  and  not  kept  noder  proper  ooatrol,  and  if  it 
appear*  to  the  oonrt  having  oognizanca  of  sach  complaint 
that  raoh  dog  is  dangeroas,  tbe  court  may  make  an  order  in 
a  (umnuuy  way  directing  the  dog  to  be  kept  by  the  owner 
nnder  proper  control  or  dettroyed,  and  any  penon  failing 
to  comply  with  each  order  sh^l  be  liable  to  a  penalty  not 
exceeding  twenty  thilliag*  for  eraiy  day  daring  wUeh  he  fails 
to  comply  widi  mch  order. 

3.  ButrietUm  upon  dogs  being  tt  large  if  danger  from  mad 
4og*  it  apprehtnied.'^  The  local  authority  may,  if  a  mad  dog 
or  a  dog  snspected  of  bang  mad  it  fbnnd  within  their  jaria- 
<lictioni  make,  and  when  made  tut  or  revoke,  an  order 
placing  each  reetriotions  as  they  think  expedient  on  all  dogs 
not  b^ng  nnder  the  control  of  any  person  dnring  inch  period 
as  may  be  presoribed  in  snch  order  thronghout  the  whole  of 
their  jorisdiction,  or  snob  part  thereof  as  may  be  prescribed 
in  soob  order. 

Any  person  who  acts  in  oontrsTention  of  any  order  made  in 
f>aTsuance  of  tlus  section  shall  be  liable  to  a  penalty  not  ex- 
ceeding twenty  shillings. 

Dne  notice  of  snch  order  shall  be  pnblished,  at  the  expense 
of  the  local  rate. 

The  proTimons  in  this  Aot  contained  as  to  the  detention 
and  sale  or  destmction  of  dogs  fonnd  straying  on  the  high- 
■mj  shall  apply  to  dogs  fonnd  at  large  in  contrarention  of  any 
order  made  in  pnrsnanee  of  this  section. 

4.  Peiuity  how  to  he  nanered.']  In  Eng^d  and  Iceland 
any  penalty  under  this  Aot  may  be  recoTered  in  manner 
provided  by  the  Summary  Jurisdiction  Acts,  and  in  Sootland 
«U  snch  penalties  shall  bis  prosecuted  and  recovered  before  a 
court  of  snounuy  jurisdiction  nnder  the  provisions  of  the 
Sununaiy  Jorisdiction  Act,  1864. 

5.  D^/biiUon  of  femu.l  In  this  Act, — 

For  the  purposes  of  this  Act,  and  in   reference  to    the 
districts  mentioned  in  the  first  oolnmn  of  the   tcbedole 
annexed  hereto,  "  local  authority  "  and  "  local  rate  "  mean 
the  bodies  of  persons  mentioned  in  the  seeond  eolnmn 
and  the  rate  mentioned  in   the  third  eolnmn  of  the  said 
sobedule  : 
"  Sammuy  Jurisdiction  Acta"  mean  as  follows  : 
As  to  England,  the  Act  11  &  12  Viot.c.  43,  intituled 
''An  Aot  to  fadlitate  the  performance  of  the  duties  ot 
jostiees  of  the  peace  oot  of  sessions  within  England  and 
Wales   with   respect  to    summary    oonvietions    and 
.  orders, "and  any  Acts  amending  the  same; 
As  to  Sootland,  "  The  Summary  Procedure  Act,  1864  ;" 
As  to  Ireland,  within    the    polio«  district    of   Dnbliu 
metropolis,  the  Aots  regulating  the  powers  and  duties 
of  justioes  ef  the  peace  for  such    district,  or  of  the 
police  of  such  district ;  and  elsewhere  in  Ireland, "  The 
Petty   Sessions  (Ireland)  Act,   18S1,"  and  any  Aot 
amending  the  same  : 
"  Court  of  summary  jurisdiction  "  means,  in  England  and 
Ireland,  any  two  justices  ef  the  peace  or  any  metropolitan 
atipendiaty  or  other  magistrate  empowered  by  law  to  do 
alone  or  with  others  any  act  authorised  to  be  done  by 
more  than  one  justice  of  the  peace  ;  and  in  Scotland,  any 
justice  or  justices  of  the  peace^  aburiff  or  sheriff  substitute, 
police  or  other  msgistrate,  or  officer,  by   whatever  name 
called,  to    whom  jurisdiotion  is    given,  or  proceedings 
before  whom  may  be  regulated,  by  the  Summary  Juris- 
diction Acts  or  any  Aots  therein  referred  to : 
The  expression  "  police  district "  means,— 
In  England, — 

1.  The  city  of  London  and  the  liberties  thereof  { 

2.  The  metropolitan  police  district ; 

3.  Any  county,  riding,  part,  division,  or  liberty  of  a 

county,  borough,  dty,  town,  place  or  union,  or 
combination  of  places  maintaining  a  separate 
police  force ;  and  all  the  police  under  one  chief 
constable  shall  be  deemed  to  constitute  one  force 
for  the  purposes  of  this  definition  : 

.In  Sootland, — 

Any  area  maintainbg  a  separate  police  force,  and  nil 
the  polioe  under  one  chief  conatable  shall  be 
deemed  to  constitute  one  force  for  the  purposes  of 
this  definition  : 

In  Ireland, — 

1.  The  police  district  of  Dublin  metropolis  ; 

2.  Any  district^  whether  city,  town,  or  country,  over 


which  is  appointed  a  anb-inspaotar  <(  tks  Bqil 
Irish  Constabnhuy  : 
The  expression  "  chief  t^cer  of  police  *  maan*,— 
In  England,— 

1.  In  the  city  of  London  and  the  liberties  Oano^  it 

Cemmiasioner*  of.  City  Polioe ; 

2.  In  the  metropolitan  police  district,  the  Cammm 

of  Polioe  of  the  Metropolis  ; 

3.  Elsewhere,  the  chief  oonstabla,  or  head  oaBablli,t 

other  officer,  by  whatever  name  otllad,  hantfiii 
chief  command  of  the  police  in  the  jdSet  Site 
in  reference  to  which  auch  expression  oeeoa:- 

In  Scotland, — 

The  chief  conatable,  superintendent  o(pafioe,or  tlit 
officer,  by  whatever  name  calle  d,  havisg  tki  di^ 
oommand  of  the  police  in  the  pdiee  &tDd  s 
reftrence  te  which  anoh  espreuion  ooeoo : 

In  Ireland,— 

1.  In  the  polioe  diatriot  of  Dublin  nMtnpa8i,#s 

of  the  oommisaioners  of  polioe  for  the  said  itie, 

2.  In  any  other  polioe  district,  the  aub-inapeetgcif  k 

Royal  Irish  Constabulary  : 

Any  act  or  thing  by  this  Act  anthoriaad  to  be  dona  1;  "^ 
ohief  officer  of  pdice  may  be  done  by  x>7  psnni  aotkni 
by  him  in  that  behalf : 

"  Highway "  ineludes  any  atreet  or  any  plao*  of  pais 
resort. 

6.  Baring  of  loeal  AcU  and  of  teeHon  18  ef  SO  ^$1  Ha 
c.  134.]  Tbi*  Act  shall  not  a£Eeot  the  power*  eaatuBil  ink 
IStb  section  of  the  Metropolitan  StireeU  Aot,  \tK.  c 
in  any  local  or  other  Act  of  Parliament  for  the  taat  ar  3i 
pnrposas  ;  and  in  places  where  any  sa<i  local  or  oiIib  jai 
u  force  proceedings  may  be  taken  under  auch  local  or  «k( 
Act,  or  under  this  Act,  as  may  be  deemed  expedient. 


7.  ShoH  UtU."]  This  Aot  may   be  citad  as 
Act,  1871.- 

SCHEDULE. 

ENQLAin). 


'nt  Bit 


Ofstiiet  or 

Anthorlty, 


City  of  London  and  the 
liberties  thereof 


Metropolitan    police   dis- 
trict 


Any  boroogh  subject  to 
the  Act  of  the  session  of 
the  fi  &  6  WiU.  4,  e.  78, 
intituled  "  An  Act  to 
provide  for  the  regula- 
tion of  Municipal  Oor- 
porationa  in  England 
and  Wales." 

Any  district  (no  portion  of 
which  is  incduded  in  a 
borongh)  for  the  time 
being  subject  to  the 
jurisdiction  of  any  oom- 
missionen,  trusteee,  or 
other  persons  intrusted 
by  any  Local  Act  not 
being  a  Tompika  Actor 
a  Highway  Act,  with 
powers  of  improving, 
cleansing,  or  paving  any 
part  of  such  district 

Places  in  England  not  in- 
cluded in  the  above 
description. 


Oascilptiaa  of 
Local  Aothorttj. 


The  Commis- 
sioner of  City 
Police. 

The  Commis- 
sioner of  Po- 
lice for  the 
Metropolis. 
The  mayor,  al- 
dermen, and 
burgesses  act- 
ing by  the 
town  counoil. 


The 
sionera,  feraa- 
teea,  or  other 
body  of  per- 
tooa  so  in> 
trusted. 


Uai^m. 


cable  ti)B» 
tenaMeei^ 
lice. 
De. 


Do. 


The  justices  in 

petty  seiisiaas 
iMsembled  at 
their  usoal 
place  of  n:ecl. 
ina;. 


D«^ 


Da 


[  Wc  omit  thoso  portions  of  the  schedule*  •m)aA  td0  * 
Scotland  and  Ireland.] 


Digitized  by 


Google 


Caps.  57—61.] 


PUBLIC  GENERAL  STATUTES. 


[Solloiton' Joanul,-]       OR 
8«pt.W,lMI.    J       ^^ 


CAP.  LVII. 
An  Act  to  enable  the  Commissioners  of  her  Majesty's 
Works  and  Pnblic  Buildings  to  acquire  additional 
lands  for  improving  the  site  of  the  Conrts  of  Justice 
and  the  various  offices  belonging  to  the  same. 

[24th  July,  1671. 

CAP.  LVIII. 
An  Act  to  amend  the  Life  Assurance  Companies  Act, 

1870.  [24th  July,  1871, 

33  if  34  Vict.  e.  61.1  WberMS  \>j  section  8  of  the 
Life  Auuranes  Companies  Act,  1870,  a  turn  of  money  is  re- 
qniied  in  certain  caaes  to  be  depoeited  with  the  Aocoantant 
Qeoeral  of  the  Court  of  Chancery,  to  be  invested  and  returned 
by  him  in  manner  therun  directed,  and  it  is  expedient  to 
make  further  provition  in  respect  of  the  deposit,  investment, 
and  retnm  of  such  sum: 

Be  it  enacted,  &a, 

I.  Faymtnt  into  court  vmA  order$  a*  to  itmu  dtporitid  under 
33  #  34  Vict.  e.  61,  t.  3.]  Every  sum  required  by  the  Life 
Aunrance  Companies  Act,  1870,  to  be  deposited  with  the 
Accountant  General  of  the  Court  of  Chancery  shall  be  paid 
into  the  Court  of  Chancery,  and  orders  with  respect  to  the 
payment  of  such  money  into  and  ont  of  court,  and  the  invest- 
ment and  retnm  thereof,  and  the  payment  of  the  dividends 
and  interest  thereof,  may  be  from  time  to  time  made,  altered, 
and  reToked  by  the  like  authority  and  in  the  like  manner  as 
orders  with  respect  to  the  payment  into  and  out  of  oonrt,  and 
the  investment  of  other  money,  and  the  application  of  the 
dividends  and  interest  tbereot 

3.  Jmaiimtnt  ofuction  26  o^  88  #  34  Viet,  c  61.]  Section 
25  of  the  Life  Assurance  Companies  Act,  1870,  shall 
be  construed  as  if  the  words  "  chapter  twenty-four  "  were 
and  had  at  and  from  the  date  of  the  passing  of  such  last* 
nentioned  Act  been  inserted  therein  in  place  of  "  chapter  forty- 
me  ;  "  and  Her  Majesty's  printers  shall  in  all  copies  of  the 
Ufa  Assurance  Companies  Act,  1870,  which  may  be  printed 
ift«r  the  paaing  of  this  Act,  insert  the  vrords  "  chapter 
nrenty-fonr  "  in  the  place  of  the  words  "  chapter  forty-one  " 
n  section  twenty-five  of  the  said  Life  Assurance  CtHnpfenies 
Act,  1870. 

3.  CoitttruetumandthorttiOtl]  This  Act  shall  be  construed 
IS  one  with  the  Life  Assuranoe  Companies  Act,  1870,  and 
hat  Act  and  this  Act  may  be  cited  together  as  "  The  Life 
^Lasuranoe  Companies  Act,  1870  and  1871,"  and  this  Act  may 
to  cited  as  "  The  Life  Assurance  Companies  Act,  1871." 

CAP.  LIX. 

Ln  Act  to  amend  "The  Public  Libraries  (Scotland) 
Act,  1867,"  and  to  give  additional  facilities  to  the 
local  authorities  entrusted  with  carr3rin^  the  same 
into  execution.  [31st  July,  1871. 

CAP.  LX. 
LSI  Act  to  amend  the  Public  Schools  Act,  1868. 

[3l8t  July,  1871. 

CAP.  LXL 
ira  Act  to  amend  the  Corrupt  Practices  Commission 

Xxpenses  Act,  1869.  [3lBt  July,  1871. 

Whereas  nnder  the  Acts  relating  to  Commissioners  to  inquire 
ito  corrupt  pracUcea  at  elections  for  members  to  serve  in  Par- 
liament (bereinailer  referred  to  as  election  oommissioDers) 
ihe  expense  of  such  commissioners  in  the  case  of  any  county, 
itv,  or  borough  are  charged  on  and  raised  by  contributions 
■om  the  parishes  in  such  county,  city,  or  borough: 

32  ^  33  Fid.  i.  21.]  And  whereas  by  the  Corrupt  Frnctioes 
kmimission  Expenses  Act,  1869,  it  was  provided  that  the 
ommissioners  of  her  Msjesty's  Treasury  might  advance 
3ch  moneys  as  might  be  required  for  the  expenses  of  any 
lection  commissioners  in  the  case  of  any  county,  city,  or 
oroogh,  and  might  obtain  repayment  of  such  advanoes  by 
mtribntion  from  the  parishes  in  such  ooimty,  city,  or 
.oroagh  in  manner  therein  mentioned: 

And  whereas  in  the  case  of  parishes  situate  partly 
athin  and  partly  without  the  parliamentary  boundary  of  a 
.(y  Or  borough,  the  portions  of  snob  parishes  which  are  out- 
do the  pirlinmentary  boundary  are  under  the  said  Acts 
iar;ged  with  the  amount  of  the  contributions  for  the  said 
cpenaes  and  advances  in  respect  of  such  city  or  borough,  and 


it  is  expedient  to  relieve  those  portions  from  such  charge,  and 
to  relieve  the  odier  portions  of  snoh  parishes,  and  the  parishes 
within  the  parliamentary  boimdary  of  any  city  or  borough 
from  the  like  charge  is  respect  of  the  county : 
Be  it  enacted,  fte., 

1.  ShoH  title.']  This  Act  may  be  cited  as  "  The  Election 
Commissioners  Expenses  Act,  1871." 

2.  To  he  eomtnud  unlh  82  i  33  Viet.  e.  21.1  This  Act 
shall  be  construed  as  one  with  the  Corrupt  Fraotieas  Commis- 
sion Expenses  Act,  1869,  (in  this  Act  referred  to  as  the  prin- 
cipal Act,)  and  that  Act  and  this  Act  may  be  cited  together 
as  the  Election  Commiasioners  Expenses  Acts,  1869  and  1871. 

3.  liability  of  part  ofptrith  otiUidt  parliamtntary  hotmi 
arg  of  city  or  bmvugh  aid  of  pariihu  ituii*  tht  horotigKI 
Where  the  election  commissioners  were  appointed  in  respect  of 
any  <nty  or  borough,  and  a  parish  is  sitoate  partly  withm  and 
partly  without  the  parh'amentary  boundary  of  such  city  or 
borough,  then  for  the  purpose  of  any  contribution  towards 
paying  the  expenses  of  snoh  oommissioners  or  repaying  the 
advances  for  such  expenses  (whether  such  expenses  or  advances 
have  been  incurred  or  made  before  or  after  the  passing  of  this 
Act),  and  for  all  the  purposes  of  the  principal  Act,  that  part 
of  such  parish  which  is  situate  within  such  boundary  shall 
be  liable  exclusively  of  the  other  part  of  snob  parish  to  snoh 
contribution,  and  shall  be  deemed  to  be  a  parish  by  itself,  and 
the  overseers  of  the  whole  pariah  shall  be  deemed  to  be  also 
the  overseers  of  the  part  so  declared  to  be  a  parish  by  itself. 

For  the  purpose  of  raising  any  such  contribution  in  any 
place  declared  by  this  Act  to  be  a  parish  by  itself,  a  separate 
rate  shall  be  assessed,  made,  allowed,  published,  collected, 
and  levied  in  the  same  manner  as  the  poor  rate,  aqd  the 
overseers  shall  in  relation  to  such  separate  rate  have  the  same 
powers,  privileges,  and  protections,  and  be  subject  to  the 
same  obligations,  as  they  have  and  aie  subject  to  in  relation 
to  a  poor  rat^  and  sliall,  by  meana  of  such  separate  rate, 
collect  the  sum  directed  hy  the  certificate  to  be  paid  to  the 
local  <^oer  as  the  oontribntion  of  such  parish,  together  with 
snoh  further  sum  in  addition  as  the  overseers  may  es|(imate  to 
be  necessary  to  provide  for  the  expenses  of  assessing,  making, 
allowing,  publishing,  levying  and  collecting  such  separate 
rate,  and  for  loss  by  rates  which  may  be  excused  or  beoome 
irrecoverable;  and  the  officers  ordinarily  employed  in  the  col- 
lection of  the  poor  rate  in  the  whole  of  the  said  parish  shall, 
if  reanired  by  the  overseers,  collect  such  separata  rate. 

Wnere  the  election  oommissionors  were  appointed  in 
respect  of  any  county,  the  parishes  situate  within  the  parlia- 
mentary boundary  of  any  city  or  borough  shall  not  be  liable 
to  any  contribution  towards  paying  the  expenses  of  such  com- 
missionen,  or  repaying  the  aidvancas  for  such  expenses  ;  and 
the  provisions  of  this  section  with  respect  to  that  part  of  a 
pmjsh  which  is  situate  irithin  the  parbamentary  boundary  of 
any  city  or  borough  shall  apply,  mutatis  mutandis,  to  that  part 
tiiereof  which  is  situate  without  such  boundary. 

4.  Sailing  of  money  m  drfault  of  local  ifffietr.']  Where  da- 
fantt  is  made  by  the  local  officer  of  any  county,  city  or 
borough, then — 

(1.)  32  jr  33  Viet,  c  21.]  In  the  case  of  any  part  of  a 
parish  declared  by  this  section  to  be  a  pariah  by 
itself  which  is  not  comprised  in  a  municipal  borough 
having  a  sepsrate  oonrt  of  quarter  seaaions,  the  con- 
tribution of  such  parish  to  any  rate  made  in  pnr- 
aaanoe  of  the  principal  Act  by  the  justices  in  general 
or  quarter  sessions  assembled  shall  be  assessed, 
raised,  and  collected  in  the  same  manner  as  any  con- 
tribution to  a  county  rate  of  a  part  of  any  parish, 
the  other  part  of  which  is  comprised  in  a  municipal 
borough  baring  a  separata  court  of  quarter  sessions  ; 
and  all  enactments  relative  to  the  assessing,  raising, 
and  collecting  such  contribution  shall  apply  acoord- 
ingly  ;  and,  moreover,  the  provisions  of  this  Act 
with  respect  to  a  separate  rate  shall  extend  to  a 
separate  rate  leried  for  the  purpose  of  this  section. 

(2.)  In  the  case  of  any  parish  comprised  in  a  municipal 
borough  baring  a  separate  court  of  quarter  sessions, 
the  amonnt  determined  by  the  Commissioners  oT 
the  Treasury  nnder  the  principal  Act  as  the  amount 
to  be  paid  by  and  as  the  contribation  of  snch  parish, 
shall  be  paid  to  the  said  Commissioners  of  the  Trea- 
smy  by  the  overseers  of  snch  parish,  and  the  said 
Commissioners  may  enforce  payment  thereof  by  the 
overseers  by  the  same  meana  and  in  the  asms  manner 
as  the  council  of  such  borough  mxy  enforce  payment 
of  any  sum  which  the  overseers  are  ordered  by 


Digitized  by 


Google 


26 


tSolicitora'  Jonrnal.l 
Sept.  SO,  1871.    J 


PUBLIC  GENERAL  STATUTES. 


[Caps.  61-69. 


racb  council  to  pay  towardi  tli«  boroagh  rata,  and 
for  the  purpose  of   this  section  snch  part  of  any 
parish  silaate  partly  within  and  partly  withont  the 
mnnicipal  borongh  as  is  comprised  in  the  mnnicipal 
borough  shaU  be  deemed  to  be  included  in  the  term 
"parish,"    and   the  overseers   of  the  whole  parish 
shall  be  deemed  to  be  the  overseers  of  anoh  part  la 
if  they  had  been  appointed  by  the  council  to  act  M 
overseers  therein. 
The   proTiaions  of  the  principal  Act  and  thii  Act,  with 
reapeot   to   proceeilinga  on  defanlt  being  made  by  the  local 
officer,  ahall  be  in   addition  to  any  other  remedy  which  the 
Commissioners  of  the  Treesory  may  have  for  obtaining  pay- 
ment of  the  snm  named  in  the  requisition. 

5.  Ltfiniiion  of  terms.']  In  this  Act — 

The  term  "  parliamentary  bonndary  "  means  the  bonndary 
of  a  city  or  burongh,  as  fixed  for  the  pnrpose  of  the  election 
of  members  to  serve  in  Parliament  for  snch  city  or  borongh  : 

The  term  "  municipal  borongh  "  means  any  place  for  the 
time  being  subject  to  the  Act  of  the  5  &  6  Will.  4,  o.  76, 
intituled  "  An  Act  to  provide  for  the  regulation  of  municipal 
corporalicns  in  England  and  Wales,"  and  the  Acts  amend- 
ing the  same  : 

The  term  "parish" means  a  place  for  which  a  separate 
poor-rate  is  or  can  be  made. 

6.  Dmatiou  of  Act."]  This  Act  shall  be  continned  in  force 
for  the  same  period  as  the  principal  Act  and  no  longer. 

CAP.  LXII. 

An  Act  to  enable  her  Majesty  to  make  regulations  re- 
lative to  the  leave  of  absence  of  Indian  biahopB  on 
furlough  and  medical  certificates. 

[3Lst  July,  1871. 

CAP.  Lxm. 

An  Act  to  amend  the  law  respecting  the  granting  of 
^   charters  in  certain  cases.  [Slst  Jtily,  1871. 

Whereas  it  is  expedient  to  provide  that  any  charter  which 
her  Majesty,  after  the  passing  of  this  Act,  may  he  advised  to 
nant  fur  the  foundation  of  any  new  college  or  new  univeni^ 
shall  be  laid  before  both  Houses  of  Parliament : 

Be  it  therefore  enacted,  tec,  as  follows : — 

I.  Short  tUk.'\  This  Act  may  be  (cited  for  all  purposes  as 
"  The  College  Charter  Act,  1871.' 

S.  Copy  qfeoUeg*  charier  to  he  laid  before  Parliammt.l  A 
copy  of  any  application  for  a  charter  for  the  foundation  of  any 
college  or  university,  which,  after  the  passing  of  this  Act, 
may  be  referred  by  her  Majesty  in  council  for  the  considera- 
tion and  report  of  any  committee  of  her  Majesty's  Privy 
Council,  shall,  together  with  a  copy  of  the  draft  of  the  charter 
applied  for,  be  laid  before  both  Houses  of  Parliament  for  a 
period  of  not  less  than  thirty  days  before  any  such  report  shall 
be  submitted  to  her  Majesty. 

3.  Defiaition  of  "  eolUge  or  uniturtily.'^  In  this  Act  the 
expression  "  college  or  university  "  shall  include  any  institu- 
tion in  the  nature  of  a  college  or  university. 

CAP.  LXIV. 

An  Act  to  enable  her  Majesty  to  provide  for  the  sup- 
port and  maintenance  of  His  Royal  Highress  Prince 
Arthur  William  Patrick  Albert  on  his  coming  of  age. 

[14th  Augnat,  1871. 

CAP.  LXV. 

An  Act  to  amend  and  consolidate  the  laws  relating  to 
juries  in  Ireland.  [14th  August,  1871. 

CAP.  LXVI. 

An  Act  to  amend  and  define  the  law  relating  to  private 
chapel^  and  to  chapek  belonging  to  colleges,  schools, 
hospitals,  asylums,  and  other  public  institutions. 

[Mth  August,  1871. 

'Whereas  it  is  expedient  to  amend  the  law  relating  to  certain 
chapels  : 
Bs  it  enacted,  ftc 

1.  Siihop  may  licerue  clergyman  f/  Chunk  of  England  to 


certain  pritate  ehapele  ;  and  revoke  mch  licenie.]  Tbe 
bishop  of  the  diocese  within  which  any  chapd  bdrag- 
ing  to  any  college,  school,  hospital,  asylum,  or  public  or 
charitable  institution  is  sitnated,  whether  conaecrtlsd 
or  nnconseerated,  may  license  a  clergyman  of  tbi 
Church  of  England  to  serve  such  chapel  and  administer 
therein  the  sacrament  of  the  Lord's  Supper,  and  petfDm 
sneh  other  offices  and  services  of  the  Church  of  En^d  u 
shall  be  specified  in  such  license,  provided  that  the  biibop 
shall  not  inclnde  in  any  such  license  the  solemniiation  (i 
marriage,  and  may,  if  be  think  fit,  revoke  the  same  at  aj 
time. 

3.  Btatiu  of  minitter,  and  savin  j  ofrighit  of  incBmioii] 
The  minister  officiating  in  snch  chapel  shall,  with  respeettt 
the  performance  of  the  offices  and  services  of  the  Choidi 
specified  in  such  license,  be  subject  to  no  control  or  bto- 
ference  on  the  part  of  the  incumbent  of  the  parish  or  dittiict 
in  which  snch  chapel  is  situate;  but  nothing  herein  containd 
shall  prejudice  or  affect  the  right  of  snch  incumbent  to  tiie 
entire  cure  of  sonls  throogbont  such  parish  or  dislnct 
elsewhere  than  within  sneh  institntion  and  the  ehaptl  ihsttof. 

3.  Offertorj/.l  The  offertory  and  alms  collected  at  an; 
chapel  subject  to  the  provisions  of  this  Act  shall  be  diifiased 
of  as  the  minister  thereof  shall  determine,  subject  to  the  dine- 
tion  of  the  ordinary.  . 

4.  Short  tWe."]  This  Act  may  be  dtedas  "The Flints 
ChapeU  Act,  1871." 

CAP.  LXVII. 

An  Act  to  amend  the  Municipal  Corpatatian  Aetof 
1869,  with  respect  to  the  division  of  boroagba  iitt 
wards.  [14th  Aogost,  1871. 

Whereas  it  is  expedient  that  the  law  relating  to  mnaiapa' 
elections  in  England  and  Wales,  so  far  as  regards  the  dinios 
of  certain  boroughs  into  wards,  should  be  amanded: 

Be  it  enacted,  &c. 

I.  Short  titU.}  This  Act  may  be  rited  as  •■  The  Makipd 
Corporations  Act,  1859,  Amendment  Act." 

5.  Provitionfor  reprtsentation  cf  neto  and  aHmd  wit '» 
mvnieipal  boroughs.']  Section  4  of  "The  Mnnicipal Corpon- 
tion  Act,  1869,"  is  hereby  repealed,  and  in  lien  thereof  belt 
enacted  as  follows; — 

On  the  division  of  any  borongh  into  wards,  the  terisiii 
barrister  shall  apportion  all  the  councillors  for  such  bornjh 
amongst  the  wards  into  which  it  shall  have  been  so  dirUad ; 
and  in  case  of  the  alteration  of  the  number  and  boundaria  « 
the  wards  of  any  borongh  already  divided  into  wards,  tb 
revising  barrister  shall  apportion  the  oonndllors  for  the  wi 
so  altered  amongst  the  new  wards  in  snch  manner  «  a 
provide,  so  Car  as  may  bo  practicable,  for  such  counal^ 
continning  to  represent  as  large  a  number  as  poanble  of  ta» 
former  constitnents ;  and  every  coimcillor  for  the  borongli* 
divided,  or  for  the  wards  so  altered,  as  the  case  may  b^  ^ 
hold  his  office  in  the  ward  to  which  be  may  be  asrignedlT 
the  revising  barrister  for  the  same  time  that  be  wooMbw 
held  it  had  the  said  borough  or  wards  remained  undirided  « 
unaltered. 

CAP.  Lxyin. 

An  Act  to  determine  the  boundariea  of  the  barony  w 
regality  of  Glasgow  for  purposes  of  r^tmtion. 
^  [14tli  Anguit,  IW. 

CAP.  LXIX. 

An  Act  to  enable  the  Board  of  Trade  to  dispose  wS 
certain  provisions  of  the  Tramways  Ac^  1871^  ■ 
respect  of  certain  provisicHial  orders. 
^^  [14thAngtut,IffI- 

Whereas  the  Board  of  Trade,  under  the  anthority  rf^ 

Tramways  Act,   1870,  have  made  the  proviaional  oriw"" 

lowing;  that  is  to  say. 

Common  Road  Conveyance  Company's  Watford  Tn««9' 

— Order  anthorising  the  construction  of  a  liaffiwsy  sfts 

the  road  from  Watford  to  London  ; 

London  Street  Tramways  (Caledoaian  Bead  ExlMaO^ 

Order  authorising  the  London  Street  Tramw^da* 

pany  to  construct  street  tramwv*  fi^OB>  Kjag^O**" 
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Camd«n-road,   via   Oaledonian-road,  in  th*  ootmty  of 
,  Middlesex; 
XondoD  Street  Tramway  (Extenrione,  &c.) — Order  antho- 
linog  the  London  Street  Tramirayi  Company  to  oonitmot 
additional  street  tramways  in  the  oonotiea  of  Middlesex 
and  Sorrey,  and  the  city  of  London; 
Metropolitan  Street  Tramways  (Extensions,  &o.) — Order 
anthorising  the  Metropolitan  Street  Tramways  Company 
to  extend  their  authorised  tramways  into   the  city  of 
London  and  to  other  plaoes; 
Timlico.Peckham,  and  Greenwich  Tramways  (Extensions). 
— Order  anthorising  the  Pimlico,  Peokham,   and  Green- 
wich Street  Tramways  Company  to  extend  their  authorised 
tramways; 
-Sonthall,  Ealing,  and  Shepherds  Bnsh  Tramway. — Order 
authorising  the  construetion  of  a  tramway  oa  the  mad 
from  Sonthall  to  London,  in  the  county  of  Middlesex; 
"West  London    Tramways. — Order   empowering  the  West 
London  Tramways  Company  (Limited)  to  ooostmct  tram- 
ways in  and  beyond  the  western  districts  of  the  Metro- 
polis; 
South-western  Sabnrban  Tramway. — Order  anthorising  th* 
constraction  of  tramways  in  the  sonth-westem  district  of 
thoMetropolit: 
And  whereas  the  aboTe-named  proTisional  orders  have  not 
«en  confirmed  by  Parliament;  bat  it  is  expedient  that  pro- 
dsion  should  be  made  to  enable  the  promoters  of  any  each 
irder  to  proceed  with  the  same  in  the  next  session  of  Farlia- 
oent: 
Be  it  enacted,  && 

1.  PnceeHngt  voiih  rttpeet  to  Ketropolitan  li-amumy*  Pny- 
rigumal  OrtUri.']  On  proof  to  the  satisfaction  of  the  Bioard  of 
[*rade  that  the  reqoirements  contained  in  the  sebsdnle  to  this 
Lot  annexed  have  been  dnly  complied  with  in  relation  to  any 
d  the  said  orders  by  the  promoters,  the  Board  of  Trade  may, 
IB  soon  as  they  conveniently  can,  after  snch  proof  of  compli- 
tnee  at  aforesaid,  procure  a  hill  to  he  introduced  into  either 
Bouse  of  Parliameot  for  an  Act  to  confirm  snob  provisional 
irder,  and  such  bill  shall  be  deemed  to  be  a  bill  introdaoed  in 
Miivnanoe  of  seetien  14  of  the  Tramways  A«t,  1870,  and  th* 
provisions  of  the  said  section  shall,  so  far  at  tlie  same  are  ap- 
plicahle,  apply  to  tacb  bill. 

As  soon  as  oonvenirBtly  may  be  after  the  peatiog  of  tlut 
Act,  any  money  deposited  in  aeeordance  with  the  provisioat 
tf  the  Tramways  Act,  1870,  by  the  promoten  of  any  of  the 
Htid  provisieoal  orders  in  respect  of  any  tramways  thersby 
tnthorised,  shall  be  retnmed  to  toch  promoters,  and  the  Conrt 
of  Chancery,  acting  by  judge  in  chambers  or  otherwise, 
upon  production  of  a  certificate  purporting  to  be  signed  by  a 
secretary  or  assistant  secretary  of  the  Board  of  Trade,  to 
she  effect  that  the  promoters  are  entitled  to  such  deposit,  shall 
irder  the  same  to  be  paid  to  the  promoters  or  as  they  shall 
lirect. 

9.  Short  title  of  Act.]  This  Act  may  be  cited  for  all  pw- 
lOses  as  "  The  Metropolitan  Tramways  Provisional  Otdats 
InepeosioDAot,  i87L" 

SCHEDULE. 

The  promoters  of  any  provisional  order  intending  to  prooeed 
vHb  such  order,  in  pursoanoe  of  the  provisions  of  this  Act, 
ball,  in  the  moatlis  of  October  and  November,  187 1,  publish 
nee  in  the  London  Gazette  and  once  at  least  in  two  sncoetsive 
reeks  in  some  one  and  the  saaie  newspaper  circnlating  in  the 
iistrict  affected  by  each  order,  a  notice  of  their  intention  to 
ipply  to  the  Board  of  Trade  for  the  confirmation  of  sueh 
irder  by  Act  of  Parliament. 

They  shall  also  deposit  at  the  office  of  the  Board  of  Trade, 
D  or  before  the  S3rU  of  December,  1871, 

(1.)  Copies  of  the  Qazette  and  newspapers  containing  such 
notice, 

(S.)  An  estimate  of  the  expense  of  the  proposed  worlct, 
signed  by  the  person  making  the  same. 

The  promoters  shall,  on  or  before  the  IStb  of  January, 
87S,  pay  at  a  dapoait,  in  aeeordaaoa  with  the  provisions  of 
he  Tramways  Act,  1870,  and  the  Board  of  Trade  rules  made 
I  ponuanoe  thereof,  a  sum  of  money  not  lest  than  foar  per 
ent.  on  the  amount  of  the  estimate  w  the  cost  of  the  proposed 
indertakiog. 

CAP.  LXX. 

Ln  Act  for  conatitnting  a  Local  Govenunent  Board, 
sad  yeating  therein  certain  fanctions  of  the  Secretaiy 
of  State  aad  Privy  Coiucil  conceming  the  public 


health    and    local    govenmient,  together  with   th* 
p  owers  tad  duties  of  the  Poor  Law  Board. 

[14th  August,  IMt. 

'Whereat  it  it  expedient  to  concentrate  in  one  departmeat 

of  the  Government  at  hereinafter  provided  the  snpervisiaa  4f 

t  he  laws  relating  to  the  public  hmklth,  the  relief  of  the  pMT 

and  local  government : 

Be  it  enacted,  &o. 

PrtUmmary. 

1.  Sliort  title.']  This  Act  may  be  dted  as  "The  Locd  O*- 
vemment  Board  Aet,  I87L'' 

Estahliahment  of  Local  Oovemment  Board, 

2.  EiiablUhment  of  Local  Goverimml  Moard.}  A  htarl 
shall  be  established,  to  be  called  the  Local  Government  Board, 
and  from  and  after  the  establishment  of  such  board  the  Poor 
Law  Board  shall  oease  to  exist,  and  all  powers  and  datiflt 
vested  in  or  imposed  on  the  Poor  Law  Board  by  the  several 
Acts  of  Parliament  relating  to  the  relief  of  the  poor  and  aaj 
other  Acts,  m  vested  in  or  imposed  on  one  of  her  Miges^f^ 
principal  Secretaries  of  State  by  the  enactments  in  that  bthatf 
mentioned  ia  the  first  part  of  the  schedule  annexed  harrta 
so  far  as  such  powers  and  duties  relate  to  England,  or  vettei 

in  or  imposed  on  her  Majesty's  most  honourable  Piivj 
Council  by  the  enaclments  in  that  behalf  specified  ia  tta 
second  part  of  the  said  schedule,  shall  be  transferred  to  and 
imposed  on  the  said  Local  Oovemment  Board,  and,  esasft 
as  otherwise  provided  by  this  Act,  shall  he  exercised  and  per- 
formed by  such  board  in  like  manner  and  form,  and  sulgest 
to  the  same  conditions,  liabilities,  snd  incidents  respective^ 
as  snch  powers  and  duties  might  before  the  passing  «f  tfau 
Act  have  been  exercised  and  performed  hy  the  anthoritiea  im 
whom  the  same  were  then  vested  respectively,  or  as  a«ar 
thereto  as  circnmstsnces  admit. 

3.  Comtitidio*  of  Local  Oovtmnunt  Board.]  The  Local 
Government  Board  shall  consist  of  a  president  to  be  appoiataA 
by  her  Majesty,  and  to  bold  oCBce  daring  the  pleasure  of  ker 
Msjesty,  and  of  the  fonowing  ex  officio  members,  that  is  to  wuf, 
the  Lwd  President  of  her  Miyesty's  most  honourable  Mfj 
Council,  all  her  Majesty's  principal  Secretaries  of  State  far 
the  time  being,  the  Lord  Privy  Seal,  and  the  Cbancellw  •( 
the  Exchequer. 

The  Local  Government  Board  shall  be  deemed  to  be  ettlfc- 
lidMd  finm  and  after  the  data  of  the  firat  appointment  of  • 
president  under  this  Act 

The  Local  Ooverament  Board  nuy  appoint  in  writing  ton 
secretariea,  assistant  secretaries,  inspectors,  auditora,  oleiJl^ 
messengers,  and  other  officers  aa  the  Board  may,  with  tbi 
sanction  of  the  Treasury,  determine. 

No  payment  shall  bt  made  in  respect  of  their  duties  nate 
this  Act  to  the  ex  ofBeio  members  of  the  Local  Govemmsat 
Board,  but  there  shall  be  paid  out  of  moneys  provided  by 
Parliament  to  the  president,  secretaries,  and  other  offioect  M 
the  Boud  snch  salaries  as  the  Treasury  may  from  time  to 
time  determine:  provided,  that  the  appointment  of  any  officer 
to  a  new  office  made  by  the  Local  Government  Board  in 
pursuance  of  this  section  shall  be  deemed  to  be  temporary 
only  until  the  salary  of  such  office  has  been  provided  for  by 
Parliament. 

4.  PrendetU  and  oae  of  tht  Seerttarie$  may  tU  xh  ParKa- 
mtnt.']  The  president  and  one  of  the  secretaries  of  the  Ix)Cal 
Government  Board  shall  at  the  same  time  be  capable  of  being 
elected  to  and  of  voting  in  the  Commons  Hoose  of  Parliamaat, 
and  the  office  of  president  shall  be  deemed  to  be  aa  oOoe 
inoluded  in  Schedule  Ef.  of  the  Representation  of  the  Peopto 
Act,  1867 ;  in  Schedule  H.  of  the  Representation  of  the  People 
(Scotland)  Act,  1868  ;  and  in  Schedule  E.  of  the  Represen- 
Ution  of  the  People  (Ireland)  Act,  18S8. 

5.  Stal,  ityle,  and  actt  of  Board.']  The  Local  Government 
Board  may  adopt  an  official  seal,  and  describe  themselves  gene- 
rally by  the  style  and  title  of  "  The  Local  Government  Board," 
and,  save  as  hereinafter  provided,  any  act  to  be  done,  or  in- 
strument to  be  executed  by  or  on  behalf  of  the  Local  Goreim- 
ment  Board  may  be  done  or  executed  in  the  name  of  that 
board  by  the  president  or  by  any  member  of  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Board,  or  by  a  secretary  or  assistant  secretary,  if  MMll 
secretary  or  assistant  secretary  it  authorised  to  do  or  exeonts 
the  tame  by  any  general  order  of  the  Local  Govemmeat 
Board. 

A  rule,  order,  or  rnulatioo  made  by  the  Local  Oovernment 
Board  shall  be  valid  if  it  is  made  under  the  seal  of  the  Board, 
and  signed  by  the  president,  or  one  of  the  ex  officio  members 
of  the  Board,  and  countersigned  by  a  secretary  or  assistant 
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MCretary  ;  and  the  prodnotion  of  tacb  primft  facie  endeace 
of  toy  of  the  uid  rnlM,  order*,  or  legoletiooi  as  it  required 
by  the  Documentary  Zvidenee  Act,  1868,  with  respeot  to  the 
role*,  orders,  or  regalationa  of  the  Poor  Lavr  Board,  shall, 
until  the  contrary  it  shown,  be  a  snffioient  proof  that  any 
SBcb  rale,  ord«r,or  regnlatioa  of  the  Local  GoTernment  Board 
was  duly  made. 

6.  Traiu/er  of  ojietn.j  All  offioen,  clerks,  and  other 
persons  employed  in  or  about  the  e:(eoation  of  the  powers  and 
duties  by  this  Act  transferred  to  the  Local  GoTemment 
Board,  diall,  from  and  after  the  establishment  of  the  Local 
Goremment  Board,  be  attached  to  and  under  the  control  of 
the  Local  Government  Board. 

The  officers,  clerlo,  and  persons  so  attached  shall  in  other 
respects  hold  their  offices  and  places  upon  the  same  term*  and 
conditions,  and  shall  have  the  tame  powers,  privileges,  and  im- 
munities with  respect  to  the  performance  of  their  datie*  aa  if 
this  Act  hnd  not  passed. 

The  Local  tiovemment  Board  may,  by  order,  distribute  the 

business  to  be  performed  onder  the  Local  Qovemment  Board 

.  mongst  the  several  offloers  and  persons  transferred  to  the 

Board  by  this  Act  in  each  manner  a*  the  Local  Government 

Board  may  think  expedient. 

7.  Cmttruction  of  Aett  and  doennenti  and  pmetr  of  Local 
Government  lloardA  In  the  constmction  of  and  for  the  purposes 
of  any  Aci  of  Parliament,  contract,  or  other  document 
passed,  entered  into,  or  made  before  the  establishment  of  tbe 
Local  Government  Board,  but  so  far  only  as  may  be  necessary 
for  exercising  the  powers  and  discharging  the  dnties  by  this 
Act  transferted  to  and  imposed  on  the  Local  Government 
Board,  the  name  of  such  Board  shall,  according  to  circum- 
stances, be  deemed  to  be  snbttitnted  for  tbe  Poor  Law  Board, 
one  of  her  Majesty's  principal  Secratarie*  of  State,  or  her 
Majesty's  most  bonoarable  Privy  Conncil,  as  the  case  may 
require :  and  any  Act  or  thing  which  might,  if  this  Act  had 
not  passed,  have  been  done  by  the  Poor  Iaw  Board,  or  by  one 
of  her  Majesty's  prinrJpal  Secretaries  of  State,  or  by  her 
Majesty's  most  honovrable  Privy  Council,  so  fsr  as  relates  to 
the  powers  and  duties  hereby  transferred,  may  be  done  by  the 
Local  Government  Board. 

8.  Dupliettc  reliimt  to  it  tmt  to  Zoeal  Oovtmmmt  SoanU] 
Where  under  an  Act,  whether  passed  before  or  after  the  passing 
of  this  Acr,  any  return  relative  to  any  rate,  toll,  tax,  or  due 
raised  in  England  (other  than  such  at  is  raised  for  the  public 
revenue  of  the  United  Kingdom)  is  required  to  be  sent  to  on* 
of  her  Majesty's  Secretariea  of  Stale  or  any  other  department 
of  tbe  Government,  a  dnplioate  of  such  return  shall  in  like 
manner  be  tent  to  the  Local  Government  Board,  and  any 
person  failing  to  tend  tbe  same  shall  be  subject  to  the  like 
penalties  as  a  person  neglecting  to  send  any  return  under  23  & 
24  Vict.  c.  61. 

SCHEDULE  referred  to  in  the  foregoing  Act. 

Pakt  1. 

Powtrs  and  Dutiei  of  Secretary  of  Slate. 


SnUeet. 

Act. 

Begistration'    of     Births, 
Deaths,  and  Marriages. 

6  ft  7  W.  4.  c.  86. 

7  W.  4,  ft  I  Vict.  22. 

Public  Health          

n  ft  12  Vict,  c  63. 

Local  Government 

21  ft  22  Vict  0.  98. 

24  &  25  Vict  c.  61. 

26  ft  27  Vict  c.  17. 

Drainage.  Sanitary  Mattrs. 

28  ft  29  Vict.  c.  76. 

29  ft  30  Vict  c.  90. 

80  ft  51  Vict  c.  113. 

31  ft  32  Vict  c.  115. 

32  ft  33  Vict  c.  100. 

Baths  and  Wathhootes  ... 

9  ft  10  Vict.  c.  74. 

10  ft  11  Vict  c  61. 

Public  Improvements     ... 

23  ft  24  Vict  c.  30. 

Towns  Improvement 

lO&ll  Victc.  34. 

Artizans    and    Labourers 

Dwellingn      

Returns.    Local  Taxation 

31  ft  32  Vict  c.  130. 

23  ft  24  Vict.  c.  51. 

And  any  Acts  amendiiu;  the 
aaid   Acta,    and    coniemng 
powers  on  Uie  sud  Secretary  of 
State. 

Pakt  II. 
Tovert  and  Dutiet  of  P/-irjr  CwhcU. 


Bnlijsct. 


Fmentfamof  Diaeaie 


Vaccination 


11  ft  12  riet  c  63. 
18  ft  19  Vict  c  116. 
Seetiont,  1,  3,  S,  and  6  of  21 1 
22 Victc.  97. 

22  ft  23  Vict  c.  3. 

23  ft  24  Vict  c  77. 

29  ft  30  Vict  c.  90. 
31  &  32  Vict  c  lis. 

30  ft  31  Vict  c  84. 

And  any  Acts  MnfrtJinf  tbe 
laid  Acts,  and  cmfaring 
powers  on  the  said  Fmy 
OonnciL 


CAP.  LXXL 
An  Act  to  amend  the  Public  Libraries  Act,  1855. 

[14th  Augiut,  1871. 

18  jr  19  Vict.  c.  70.]  Whereas  it  ia  expedient  to  smesd 
and  extend  the  Public  Librariei  Act,  1855,  hetemaftet  r- 
ferred  to  at  the  "  principal  Act "  : 

Be  it  therefore  enacted,  &c. 

1.  Loeal  boardt  to  put  frineipai  Aet  into  extcstim.] 
Every  local  board,  under  the  Public  Health  Act,  18(8, 
and  uie  Local  Government  Act,  1858,  or  either  of  then, 
ia  empowered,  in  like  manner  as  a  board  under  tnj  Im- 
provement Act,  to  adopt  and  carry  into  execution  tbe  prig. 
cipal  Act 

8.  IitUrpretation  of  termi.']  Por  the  purpoees  afoniiid, 
the  follovring  words  in  the  principal  Act  ahall  hsn  d» 
following  extended  significations  ;  viz.,  the  word  "koud' 
ahall  mean  any  such  local  board  at  afoieaaid ;  the  woi^ 
"  improvement  rate ''  ahall  mean  the  general  district  latt 
levied  by  any  such  board ;  the  word  "ratepayers"  liull 
mean  all  persons  aateeied  to  and  paving  aodh  genenl  di>- 
trict  rate;  the  word  "diatrict"  shall  mean  the  districtin 
which  such  local  board  haa  authority  to  levy  a  geaail 
district  rate;  the  term  ' '  ImproTement  Afit "  ahdl  nusa  tke 
Local  GoTemment  Act,  1858. 

3.  Section  15  of  reeittdAct  not  to  apply  to  rtim  aukk) 
local  boardt.'\  So  mnch  of  section  15  of  the  prindpsl  Act, 
as  refers  to  the  Towns  Improvement  Clantes  Ace,  IM/, 
shall  not  apply  to  rate*  made  by  local  boards  nodct  the 
principal  Act ;  but  nothing  herem  contained  shsll  esillr 
local  board*  to  levy   or  expend  for   the   purposes  of  tie 

grincipal  Act  any  greater  sum  in  any  year  than  one  peu; 
I  the  pound. 

4.  ProvUitn  a*  to  torrotring  iy  heal  boardt  far  pv/mttf 
recited  Act,']  For  carrring  into  exection  the  prindptl  M 
every  «uch  local  board  may  borrow  upon  mortga^  of  tbe 
Mneral  district  rate  or  any  separate  rate  to  be  levied  mdr 
the  principal  Act :  and  such  borrowing  shall  be  effected  ii 
conformity  with  the  provisions  as  to  borrowing  cantsiaedn 
the  Local  Ghrvemment  Act,  1858,  and  the  Acts  incorp««» 
therewith,  in  lien  of  the  proviaiona  as  to  borrowiiigeM- 
tained  in  the  principal  Act 

6.  Not  to  apply  to  certain  dillrieft.]  Thia  Act  dull  »* 
a]>ply  to  any  district  the  whole  or  any  part  of  whiA  » 
witbu  any  municipal  borough,  or  within  the  jniisdietioe  of 
commissioners  under  any  Improvement  Act. 

6.  Short  titlt.']  Thia  Act  may  be  cited  for  all  puiioeeeie 
"The  Public  Librariea  Act,  1855.  Amendment  Act,  UH. 

CAP.  LXXII. 

An  Act  for  the  farther  pn>teeti<ni  of  paiti«B 
aminst  Crown  debts,  and  for  amfaiding  the  !**> 
ruatiiM;  to  the  office  of  the  R^oB^rai  of  Jxuigaalf 
and  other  offices  of  the  Court  of  Chancery,  Ireuai 

[14th  August,  187I- 

CAP.  LXXIIL 

An  Act  for  making  regnlations  as  to  the  office  of  deA 
of  the  peace  for  the  County  Palatine  of  Laneast* 

[14thAiigo»t,18fl- 
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CAP.  LXXIV. 

in  Act  to  abolish  days  of  gntce  in  the  case  of  bills 
of  exchange  and  piomisaoiy  notes  payable  at  sight  or 
on  presentation.  [l4Ui  August,  1871. 

Whereas  dunbti  hare  arisen  whether  by  the  cnstom  of 
terchants  a  bill  of  exchange  or  promissory  note  parportinS 
>  be  payable  at  sight  or  on  presentation  is  payable  nnti 
le  expiration  of  a  certain  number  of  "  days  ol  grace  :" 

And  whereas  it  is  expedient  that  such  bills  of  exchange 
id  promissory  notes  shoald  bear  the  same  stamp  and  shomd 
i  payable  in  the  same  manner  as  bills  of  exchange  and  pro- 
liaaory  notes  purporting  to  be  payable  on  demand  : 

Be  it  enacted,  Ac. 

1.  Short  titU-l  This  Act  may  be  cited  as  "The  Bills  of 
zchange  Act,  1871." 

2.  Bilts  paytUe  at  sight  or  on  praentalion  to  be  pajfoNe  on 
tmand.}  Every  bill  of  exchange  or  promissory  note,  drawn 
ter  this  Act  comes  into  operation  and  purporting  to  be 
lyable  at  sight  or  on  presentation,  ahall  bear  the  same 
amp  and  shall,  for  all  purposes  whatsoever,  be  deemed  to 
I  a  bill  of  exchange  or  promissory  note  payable  on  demand, 
ly  law  or  cnstom  to  the  contrary  notwithstanding. 

3.  Dffimtion  ofttrm).]  For  the  purposes  of  this  Act,  the 
Tins  "  bill  of  exchange  "  and  "  promissory  note  "  shall 
ive  the  same  meanings  as  are  given  to  them  in  the  Stamp 
ct,  1870. 

4.  Admitniilitf/  in  tvidenei  of  pott  MS«.1  A  bill  of  ex- 
lange  purporting  to  be  payable  at  sight  snd  drawn  at  any 
me  between  the  1st  day  of  January,  1871,  and  the  day  of 
te  passing  of  this  Act,  both  inclusive,  and  stamped  as  a 
ill  of  exwange  payable  on  demand,  shall  be  admissible  in 
ridence  on  payment  of  the  difTerence  between  the  amount 
'  artamp  duty  paid  on  such  bill  and  the  amount  which 
ould  have  been  payable  if  this  Act  had  not  passed. 

CAP.  LXXV. 

Ol  Act  for  enabling  a  further  sum  to  be  raised  for  the 
purposes  of  the  Telegragh  Acts,  1868  to  1870. 

[14th  August,  187J. 

CAP.  LXXVI. 

.a  Act  to  amend  the  law  relating  to  the  recovery  of 
small  debts  and  to  sommaiy  jurisdiction  in  Ireland. 

[14th  August,  1871. 

CAP.  Lxxvn. 

n  Act  to  disiranchise  certain  voters  for  the  city  of 
Norwich.  .  [14th  Augnst,  1871. 

CAP.  LXXVIII. 

n  Aot  to  amend  the  law  respecting  the  inspection  and 
regulation  of  railways.  [16th  Augnst,  1871. 

Be  it  enacted,  Jtc. 

PrMmittary, 
1.  Cotittruetioit  of  Aet  and  thort  title.]  This  Act  so  far  as 
consistent  with  the  tenor  thereof  shall  be  construed  as  one 
ith  the  Acts  mentioned  in  schedule  two  to  this  Act  and 
ih  the  Bcgnlation  of  Bail  ways  Act,  1868,  and  those  Acts 
d  this  Act  may  be  cited  together  as  the  Regulation  of 
always  Acts,  1840  to  1871 ;  and  this  Act  and  each  of 
e  Acts  mentioned  in  schedule  two  to  this  Act  maybe  cited 
the  H^ulation  of  Bailways  Act  of  the  year  in  which  it 


2.  Interyrttation  of  teriM.]  In  this  Act — 

The  term  "  railway  "  means  the  whole  or  any  portion  of  a 
railway  or  tramway,  whether  worked  by  steam  or  other- 
wise, which  has  be^  authorised  by  any  special  Act  of 
Parliament  or  by  any  certificate  under  Act  of  Parlia- 
ment : 

The  term  "  company "  means  a  company  incorporated 
either  before  or  after  the  passing  of  this  Act  for  the 
purpose  of  constructing,  maintaining^  or  working  a 
railway  in  the  United  sTngdom  (either  alone  or  in  con- 
junction with  any  other  purpoee),  and  inclodes,  except 
when  otherwise  expressed,  any  individual  or  individuals 
not  incorporated  who  are  owners  or  lessees  of  a  rail- 


way in  the  United  Kingdom  or  parties  to  an  agreement 
for  working  a  nilway  in  the  United  Kingdom  : 
The  term  "  person  "  indades  a  body  corporate  : 
"  Court  of  nmmapi  juritdictien."2  The  term  "court  of 
snnunary  jurisdiction  "  means  any  justices  of  the  peace, 
metropolitan  police  magistrate,  stipendiary  magistrate, 
sheriff,  sheriff  substitute,  or  other  magistrate,  or  officer, 
by  whatever  name  called,  who  is  capable  of  exeroiung 
jurisdiction  in  summary  proceedings  for  the  recovery  of 
penalties. 

/M4Me<i«)i  of  raUiMjfii 

S.  Board  of  Trade  may  appoint  intpeetort  of  railwiyi.'] 
The  Board  of  Trade  may  from  time  to  time  appoint  any 
person  to  be  inspector  for  the  purpose  of  inspecting  any 
railway  and  of  making  any  inquiry  with  respect  to  any  rail- 
way or  into  the  cause  of  any  rulway  accident  which  the 
Board  of  Trade  are  anthorised  to  make  or  direct,  and  of 
enabling  the  Board  of  Trade  to  carry  the  provisions  of  sny 
general  Act  relating  to  railways  into  execution,  or  for  any  of 
such  purposes  :  Provided  that  no  person  so  appointed  shall 
oxercise  any  powers  of  interference  in  the  affairs  of  any 
company. 

4.  Potetrt  ofintptetore  ofrailaa^t.]  Every  inspector  under 
this  Act  shall  for  the  purpose  of  any  inspection  or  inquiry 
which  he  is  directed  by  the  Board  ot  Trade  to  make  or  con> 
duct  have  the  following  powers ;  (that  is  to  say,) 

(1.)  S[e  may  enter  and  inspect  any  railway  and  all  the 
stations,  works,  buildmgs,  offices,  stock,  plant,  and 
machinery  belonging  thereto : 

(2.)  He  may  by  summons  under  his  hand  require  the  at- 
tendance of  any  person  who  is  engaged  in  the 
management,  service,  or  employment  of  a  company 
as  denned  by  this  Act,  and  whom  he  thinks  nt  to 
call  before  him  and  examine  for  the  said  purpose, 
and  may  require  answeis  or  returns  to  such  inquiries 
for  the  said  purpoee  as  he  thinks  fit  to  make  from 
such  person  or  company : 

(3.)  He  may  leqnira  and  emorce  the  production  of  all 
books,  papers,  and  documento  of  a  company  which 
he  considers  important  for  the  said  purpose. 

5.  Extention  of  S  ^  6  Viet,  f,  66.  M.  4  to  6,  M  aew  uwr^.1 
The  provisions  of  the  Regulation  of  Railways  Act,  1842,  ana 
the  Acte  amending  the  same,  with  respect  to  the  opening  of 
any  nilway,  shall  extend  to  the  opeung  of  any  additional 
line  of  railway,  deviation  line,  station,  junction,  or  crossing 
on  the  level  which  forms  a  portion  of  or  is  direotiy  connected 
with  a  railway  on  which  paasennrs  are  conveyed,  and  has 
been  constructed  subseqnentlytotheinspectionof  suchrailway 
on  behalf  of  the  Board  orTrade  previous  to  the  original'opening 
of  such  railway  :  Provided  always,  that  the  Board  of  Trade 
may,  with  respect  to  any  of  the  works  in  this  section  men- 
tioned from  time  to  time  upon  the  application  of  any  railway 
company  dispense  with  any  notice  which,  under  the  provi- 
sions of  the  said  Acts,  is  required  to  be  given  to  the  Board 
of  Trade  previous  to  opening  any  railway. 

J.eudtntt. 

6.  Companit*  to  make  retwmf  of  aeeident*  to  Board  of 
Tradt-I  When  in  or  about  any  railway  or  any  of  the 
works  or  buildings  connected  with  such  railway,  or  any 
building  or  place,  whether  open  or  enclosed,  occupied  by 
the  company  working  such  raUway,  any  of  the  following 
accidents  takes  place  in  the  coarse  of  working  any  raUway  ; 
(that  is  to  say,) 

(1.)  Any  accident  attended  with  loss  of  life  or  personal 

injury  to  any  person  whomsoever; 
(2.)  Any  collision  where  one  of  the  trains  is  a  passenger 

train; 
(8.)  Any  passenger  train  or  any  part  of  a  passenger  train 

accidentally  leaving  the  rails  ; 
(4.)  Any  accident  of  a  kmd  not  comprised  in  the  fore- 
going descriptions,  but  which  is  of  such  a  kind  as 
to  have  caused  or  to  be  likely  to  cause  loss  of  life 
or  personal  injary,  and  whicn  may  be  specified  in 
that  behalf  hj  ttar  order  to  be  made  ftxaa  time  to 
time  by  the  Board  of  Trade, 
the  company  working  such  railway,  and  also,  if  the  accident 
happen  to  a  train  belonnng  to  any  other  cempany,  such 
last-mentioned  company  shaU  send  notice  of  sueh  accident 
and  of  the  loes  of  life  or  personal  injury  (if  any)  occasioned 
thereby  to  the  Board  of  Trade. 
Such  notice  shall  be  in  such  form  and  shall  contain  such 


Digitized  by 


Google 


O  A        rSollcitorn'  Jonrnal,'! 
""        L    Sept  30.  l«:i.    J 


PUBLIC  GENERAL  STATUTES. 


[Cap.  78. 


particuUrs  as  the  Board  of  Tr&Je  may  from  time  to  time 
direct,  and  shall  be  sent  by  the  earliest  practicable  post  after 
the  accideot  takes  place. 

The  Board  of  Trade  may  from  time  to  tim«  by  order 
direct  that  notice  of  any  class  of  accidents  shall  be  sent  to 
them  by  teh>graph,  and  may  revoke  any  sach  ordw.  Notice 
of  every  such  order  shall  be  sent  to  every  railway  company, 
and  while  it  is  in  force  notice  of  every  accident  of  the 
class  to  which  the  order  relates  shall  be  sent  to  the  Board 
of  Trade  by  telegraph  immediately  after  the  accident  takes 
place. 

Every  company  who  fail  to  comply  with  the  provisions  of 
this  section  shall  be  liable  for  each  offence  to  a  penalty  not 
exceeding  twenty  pounds. 

7.  Inifuiri/  into  aecidenis  andformnl  invatigation  in  leritiu 
eats.]  The  Board  of   Trade  may  direct  an  inquiry  to  be 
made   by  an   inspector  into  the   cause  of  any  accident,  of 
which  notice  is  for  the  time  being  required  by  or  in  pur- 
suance of  this  Act  to  be  sent  to  the  Board  of  Trade  ;  and 
where  it  appears  to  the    Board  of  Trade,  either  before  or 
after  the  commencement  of  any  sach  inquiry,  that  a  more 
formal  investigatiou  of   the   accident,   and  of  the  causes 
thereof,  and  of  the  circumstances  attending  the  same,  is  ex- 
pedient, the  Board  of  Trade  may,  by  order,  direct  such  in- 
vestigation to  be  held,  and  with  respect  to  such  investigft> 
tion  tiie  following  provisions  shall  have  effect : 
(1.)  The  Board   of  Trade   may,  by   the  same   or    any 
subsequent  order,  appoint  any  person  or  persons 
possessing  legal  or  special  knowledge,  to  assist  an 
inspector  in  nolding  the  same,  or  may  direct  the 
county  court  judge,  stipendiary  magistrate,  metro- 
politan police  magistrate,  or  other  person  or  persons 
named  in  the  same   or  any  subsequent  order,  to 
hold  the  same  with  the  assistance  of  an  inspector 
or  any  other   assessor  or  assessors  named  in  the 
order : 
(2.)  The  persons  holding  any  sach  formal  investigation 
(hereinafter  referred  to  as  the  court)  shall  hold  the 
same  in  open  court  in  such  manner  and  under  such 
couditions  as  they   may  think  most  effectual  for 
ascertaining  the  causes  and   circumstances  of  the 
accident,  and  enabling  them  to  make  the  report 
in  this  section  mentioiwd : 
(3.)  The  court  shall  have,  for  the  porpoMS  of  rach  in- 
Tastigation,  all  the  powers  of  a  court  of  summary 
jarisdiction  when  acting  as  a  court  in  the  exercise 
of  its  ordinary  jurisdiction,  and  all  the  powers  of 
an  inspector  under  this  Act,  and  in  addition  the 
following  powers;  namely, 

(a.)  They  may  enter  and  inspect  any  place  or 
bnikling  the  entry  or  inspection  whereof  appears  to 
then  requisite  for  the  said  purpose : 

(i.)  They  may  by  summons  nnder  tlkeir  hands 
le^mre  the  attendance  of  all  such  persons  as  they 
think  fit  to  call  before  them  and  examine  for  the 
said  purpoae,  and  may  for  such  purpose  require 
answers  or  returns  to  such  inqniriea  as  they  think 
fit  to  make: 

(«.)  They  may  require  and  enforce  the  pro- 
duction of  all  books,  papers,  and  documents  which 
they  consider  important  for  the  said  piupoae  : 

(,i.)  They  may  administer  an  oath,  and  require 
any  person  examined  to  make  and  sign  a  declara- 
tion of  the  truth  of  the  statonents  made  by  him 
in  his  examination  : 

(«.)  Every  person  so  summoned  not  being  a  per- 
son engaged  in  the  management,  service,  or  employ- 
ment of  a  company,  or  otherwise  connected  with  a 
company,  shall  be  allowed  such  expenses  as  would 
be  allowed  to  a  witness  attending  on  sabpcma 
'  before  a  court  of  record,  and  in  case  of  dispute  as 
to  the  amount  to  be  allowed,  the  same  shall  bs 
referred  by  the  court  to  a  master  of  one  of  the 
superior  courts,  who,  on  request  under  the  hands 
of  the  members  of  the  court,  shall  ascertain  and 
certify  the  proper  amount  of  such  expenses  : 
(4.)  The  inspector  niaking  an  inquiry  into  any  acddent 
and  the  court  holding  an  investigation  of  any  ac- 
cident shall  make  a  report  to  t&  Board  oi  Trade 
stating  the  causes  of  the  accident  sad  all  the  cir- 
corastances  attending  the  same,  and  any  observa- 
tions thereon  or  on  the  evidence  or  on  any  matters 
'  aiiaing  oat  d  the  investigatiom  which  toey  think 


right  to  make  to  the  Board  of  Trade,  and  the  Beard 
of  Trade  shall  cause  every  such  report  to  be  aiit 
public  in  such  manner  as  they  think  expsdiesL 

8.  Appointment  «/  a>  —us$or  to  eorsasr.l  When  lay 
centner  in  England  holds  or  is  about  to  holaaamqsMtat 
the  death  of  any  person  occasioned  by  an  accidest,  of  wliidi 
notice  for  the  time  being  is  required  by  or  in  panasBeigf 
this  Act  to  be  sent  to  the  Board  of  Trade,  and  aaliait 
written  request  to  the  Board  of  Trade  in  this  bekiU,  the 
Board  of  Trade  may  apftoint  an  inspector  or  aome  paaoa 
possessing  legal  or  special  knowledge  to  assist  in  h<ddi^ 
such  inquest,  and  suen  appointee  shul  act  as  the  sssesn  c( 
the  eoroner,  and  shsU  make  the  like  report  to  the  Boaila( 
Trade,  and  the  report  shall  be  made  poblic  in  like  nuaas 
as  in  the  case  of  a  formal  investigation  of  an  aeddsatniEr 
this  Act 

Sttilwajf  Hatittitt. 

9.  C«mpmie$  to  fumitk  ttattmtM*  oftSfML,  (rs^  wd 
'joorking  tzpenditurt.']  Eveiy  company  Wall  annually  (ttfiie 
returns  of  their  capital,  truBc,  and  working  expeaditm  k 
the  last  preceding  financial  year  of  the  company  in  aco- 
dance  with  the  forms  contained  in  schedule  1  to  thii  Ad, 
and  a  copy  of  each  return,  signed  by  the  chairman  or  ds|ntf 
chairman  of  the  directors  of  the  company,  and  by  the  oCeec 
of  the  company  responsible  for  the  correctnesi  o(  etd 
return,  or  any  part  thereof,  shall  be  forwarded  by  the  con- 
pany  to  |he  Board  of  Trade  at  the  times  following ;  (tkitii 
to  say,) 

If  the  company  is  on  incorporated  company,  within  fmirlMl 
days  after  uie  first  orduary  half-yearly  maedag  of  Ik 
company  held  in  each  year  : 
If  the  company  is  not  an  incnporated  company,  or  {yk 
to  hold  hkU-yeaiiy  meetinga,  not  later  than  the  tkiitjr- 
first  day  of  March  in  each  year. 
Any  company  which  faila  to  forward  the  said  letsn  it 
accordance  with  the  provisions  of  this  section  shall  he  libb 
to  a  penalty  not  exceeding  five  pounds  for  every  day  dog 
which  such  default  continues. 

The  Board  of  Trade,  with  the  consent  of  a  compsny.atj 
alter  the  said  forms  as  regards  such  company  for  the  par- 
pose  of  adapting  them  to  the  circnmstanoes  of  snch  eos^oj 
or  of  better  carrying  into  effect  the  objects  of  this  MOtn. 

'  10.  Pmtlbi  far  falu  rttumj]  If  any  return  which  ii  le- 
quired  by  tins  Act  is  false  in  any  piuticnlar  to  the  fauv- 
ledge  of  any  person  who  signs  the  same,  such  penoo  doH 
be  liable  on  conviction  theseof  on  indictment  to  flae  isd 
inqtrisanment  or  on  summary  ocavictioo  thenof  te  i 
penalty  not  exceeding  fifty  pounds. 

JBieitUHtotH, 

11.  Ditobtditnet  to  or  ahttrMetim  of  hupteltr  or  eimt.]  0 
any  person,  without  reasonable  excuse  (proof  when- 
of  shall  lie  on  him),  docs  any  of  the  following  tlmsi; 
namely, 

(1.)  Having  been  summoned,  and  having  had  the  expouei 
(if  any)  to  which  he  is  entiUed  tendered  to  kia, 
fiuls  to  attend  as  a  witness  before  any  inipe^ 
under  this  Act,  or  before  a  court  hohung  «»_* 
vestigation  under  this  Act,  or  &ils  when  teqoiiH 
by  the  inspector  or  snch  court  in  pursuance  atkit 
Act  so  to  do,  to  make  any  answer,  or  to  giTsoT 
return,  or  to  produce  any.  document,  or  to  aib* 
sign  any  declaration ;  or 
(2.)  Prevents  or  impedes  the  inspector  or  such  ooot  ■ 
the  execution  of  his  or  their  duty, 
he  shall  for  every  such  offence  incur  a  penalty  not  exceed- 
ing ten  pounds,  and  in  the  case  of  a  refusal  to ioik»m 
return  or  produce  any  document,  not  exoeeding  ten  pma* 
during  every  day  that  such  failuTe  continues;  laoan 
the  offence  consists  of  preventing  or  impeding  as  aforaM 
the  inspector,  or  any  member  of  snch  oomti  or  say  jm* 
called  by  him  to  his  asm  stance,  may  seise  and  dsWl** 
offender  until  he  can  be  oonveniently  taken  befcses  J*' 
of  summary  jurisdiction,  to  be  dealt  with  oecoidiDgteli*- 

12.  Limitation  of  liability  of  eompmutt  oh  m*  nf^a  ■■ 
etrtmiM  «aaM.]  Where  a  railway  company  luder  a  '"^'^ 
for  carrying  persons,  animals,  or  goods  py  sea  proeBstti 
same  to  be  carried  in  a  vessel  not  belonging  to  the  »*? 
company,  th«  rsilwn  company  shall  be  aasweitMi  |> 
daauges  in  respect  of'^loss  of  liie  or  peiaonal  injoy,  «> 
respect  of  loss  of  or  damage  to  animals  or  goads,  is  »* 
manner  and  to  the  same  amount  as  the  railway  tMf*! 
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ronld  be  answerable  if  the  vessel  bad  beloDjied  to  tb«  rail- 
ray  company;  provided  that  such  loss  of  me  or  personal 
Djory,  or  loss  or  damage  to  animals  or  goods,  happens  to 
be  person,  animals,  or  goods  (as  the  case  may  be)  during 
be  carriage  of  the  same  in  soch  vessel,  the  proof  to  the 
>ntiary  to  lie  upon  the  nilway  company. 

13.  FunitkmentofjmenihofeMUrtforentiiigiUmtt,  ^e^  on 
it7<My  emrrtM/n,  S^,}  The  foUovring  Acts — 

The  Act  of  the  session  of  the  10th  and  11th  yean  of  h«r 
Majesty's  reign  (c.  82),  "for  the  more  speedy  trial  and 
punishment  of  juvenile  offenders  " ;  and 
The  Act  of  the  session  of  the  13th  and  14th  yean  of  her 
Majesty's  reign  (c.  87),  "  for  the  farther  extension  of 
snmmaiy  jurisdiction  in  cases  of  larceny," 

ball  have  effect  as  if  there  had  been  mentioned  therein,  in 

Idition  to  the  offence  of  larceny,  the  several  offences  fol- 

)wing: 

The  offences  mentioned  in  sections  32  and  33  of  the  Act 
of  the  session  of  the  24th  and  2Sth  yeare  of  her 
Majesty's  reign  (c.  100),  "to  consolidate  and  amend 
the  statute  lanr  of  England  and  Ireland  relating  to 
offences  against  the  person  "  ;  and 
The  offences  mentioned  in  section  35  of  the  Act  of  tha 
same  session  (c.  97},  "  to  consolidate  and  amend  tha 
statnte  lair  of  England  and  Ireland  relating  to  maliciooa 
injuries  to  property." 

Xothing  in  this  section  shall  affect  any  offence  committed 

sfore  the  passing  of  this  Act. 

14.  TeaaUy  for  tretp<ute$  on  'railieayB.']  Section  23  of 
he  Regnlation  of  Bailways  Act,  1868,  shall  have  effeot 
t  if  the  words  "  after  having  once  received  warning  "  were 
ibstitnted  therein  for  the  words  "after  having  received 
aming." 

ITothing  in  this  section  shall  affect  anything  done  before 
le  passing  of  this  Act. 

15.  Steavery,  fc,  t^  j>enallie$.]  Every  penalty  imposed 
7  this  Act  shall  be  recovered  and  applied  in  the  same 
lanner  as  penalties  imposed  by  the  Hail  ways  Olaoses 
onsolidation  Act,  1845,  and  the  Bailways  Clauses  Oonioli- 
otion  (Scotland)  Act,  1849  (as  the  case  may  require),  are 
ir  the  time  being  recoverable  and  applicable. 

16.  AppKeation  »f  Att  to  Scotland.]  In  the  application  of 
tiiB  Act  to  Scotland  — 

(1.)  The  term  "  attending  on  subpoena  before  a  court  of 

record  "  means  attending  on  citation  the  Court  of 

Justiciary. 
(2.)  The   Queen's  and'  Lord  Treasurer's  Remembrancer 

shall  perform  the  duties  of  a  master  of  one  of  the 

Superior  Coarto  ander  this  Aet 
(3.)  The  term  "  stipendiary  magistrate"  neuu  a  sheriff 

or  sheriff  snbatitnte. 

1 7.  Stpeal  of  Aets."]  The  several  Acta  set  forth  in  sehednle 
ro  to  this  Act  shall  be  repealed  to  the  extent  to  whi(di 
ich  Acts  are  therein  expressed  to  be  repealed. 

Provided  Uiat  any  inspector  appointed  nnder  any  eaact- 

lent  hereby  repealed  shall  be  deemed  to  have  been  ap- 

}inted  under  this  Act,  and  the  repeal  enacted  in  this  Act 

tall  not  affect — 

(I.)  Anything  duly  done  or  suffered  before  the  passing  of 
this  Act  under  any  enactment  hereby  repealed : 

(2.)  Any  right  or  privilege  acquired  or  any  liability  in- 
curred before  the  passing  of  this  Act  under  any 
enactment  hereby  repealed: 

(3.)  Any  penalty,  forfeiture,  or  other  punishment  in- 
curred before  the  paaaiog  of  this  Act  in  respect  of 
any  offence  against  any  enactment  hereby  repealed; 

(4.)  The  institution  or  proteeution  of  any  investigation 
or  legal  proceeding  or  any  other  remediy  for 
•soertainiog,  enforcmg,  or  reoovoring  any  saoh 
liability,  pnuklty,  forfaiture,  or  pimishment  •• 
aforesaid. 

18.  OommtHetmtiU  tf  Act.]  This  A«t  ehall  aot  ooaoa  into 
[MXAtioB  ontil  the  let  day  of  November,  1871. 

SCHEDULE  ONE. 
RETUSMS. 

Fork  I. 
For  Betom  of  CapitiL 

FobmII. 
For  Betom  of  Traffic. 


FoKxnL 
For  Return  of  Working  Expenditure  and  Rolling  Stock. 

SCHEDULE  TWO. 


SesiioB  and 
Cbsptar. 


3  &  4  Vict. 
c.97. 


Title  of  Act. 


An  Act  for  regulating 
Railways. 


5*6  Vict 
C.55. 


7  ft  8  Vict 
c.  85. 


An  Act  for  the  better 
regulation  of  Kail- 
wayaand  for  the  con- 
veyance of  troops. 

An  Act  to  attach  cer- 
tain conditions  to 
the  construction  of 
future  Railways  an- 
tborised  or  to  be 
authorised  by  any 
Act  of  the  present 
or  snccerding  ses- 
sions of  Parliuuent; 
and  for  other  pur- 
poses in  relation 
to  Railways. 


Eztaat  orBsiMal. 


The  whtde  Act,  raeept 
so  much  of  sections 
3  and  4  as  relates  to 
a  table  of  tolls,  rates, 
and  charges,  sections 
7  to  9  both  inclusive. 
seetioga  IS.  14,  16 
to  19  both  inclusive, 
and  21. 

Sections  7  and  8. 


Sections  15  and  16. 


CAP.  LXXIX. 

An  Act  to  protect  the  goods  of  lodgen  against  distreasea 
for  rent  due  to  the  anperior  lanmocd. 

[16th  Aagnst,  1871. 

Whereas  lodgen  are  subjected  to  great  loss  and  iojattica 
by  the  ezerciie  of  the  power  possessed  by  the  superior  land- 
kvd  to  levy  a  diatress  on  their  furniture,  goods,  and  obottals 
for  arrears  of  rent  due  to  such  snperior  landlord  by  his  im- 
mediate lessee  or  tenant : 

Be  it  enacted,  &c. 

1.  Loiger,  ifiittrttt  Itvitd,  to  mala  deelaratum  that  im- 
mmNat*  tenant  hat  no  proparty  in  good*  iutraintd.']  If  any 
snperior  landlord  shall  levy  oraotboriaetobe  levied  a  distress 
on  any  furniture,  goods,  or  chattels  of  any  lodger  for  arreon 
of  rent  due  to  such  snperior  landlord  by  his  immediate  tenant, 
such  lodger  may  serve  such  snperior  landlord,  or  the  bailiff 
or  other  person  employed  by  bim  to  levy  such  distress,  with  a 
deolaration  in  writing  made  by  such  lodger,  setting  forth  that 
such  immediate  tenant  has  no  right  of  property  or  benefioial 
interest  in  the  furniture,  goods,  or  chattels  so  distraiasd  or 
threatened  to  be  distrained  npoo,  and  that  such  furniture, 
goods,  or  chattels  are  the  property  or  in  the  lawful  possession 
of  such  lodger  ;  snd  also  setting  forth  whether  any  and  what 
rent  is  doe  and  tor  what  period  from  such  lodger  to  his  im- 
mediate landlord  ;  and  such  lodger  may  pay  to  the  superior 
landlord,  or  to  the  bailiff  or  other  person  employed  by  him  as 
aforesaid,  the  rent,  if  any,  so  doe  as  last  aforesaid,  or  ao  much 
thereof  as  shall  be  sufficient  to  discharge  the  claim  of  sudi 
superior  Undlord.  And  to  sndi  declaration  shall  be  oDnezed 
a  oorract  inventory,  snbaoribed  by  the  lodger,  of  the  farniture, 
goods,  and  chattels  referred  to  in  the  declaration  ;  and  if  any 
kdger  diall  make  or  sabseribe  snch  declaration  and  inven- 
toiy,  knowing  the  same  or  either  of  them  to  be  untrue  in  any 
material  partieular,  he  shall  be  deemed  guilty  of  a  mis> 


3.  PtnaUy."]  If  any  superior  landlord,  or  any  bailiff  or 
ether  person  em]Joyed  by  bim,  shall,  after  being  served  with 
the  before-mentioBed  deolaration  and  inventory,  and  after 
the  lodger  shall  have  paid  or  tendered  to  such  superior  land- 
lord, bulifi^  or  other  person  the  rent,  if  any,  which  by  the 
hat  preceding  section  snob  lodger  is  authorised  to  pay,  shall 
levy  or  proceed  with  a  diatress  on  the  fornitore,  goods,  or 
chattels  of  the  lodger,  socfa  aopsriar  londlcrd,  bailiff,  or 
other  person  shall  be  deemed  guilty  of  sn  illegal  distress, 
and  the  lodger  may  apply  to  a  jostioe  of  the  peace  for  an  order 
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for  tb*  rMtontion  to  bim  of  inch  good*  ;  and  raeh  applio*. 
tion  sliall  be  beard  berore  a  ttipeodiarjr  maglitrate,  or  before 
two  jnitieee  in  plaoa*  where  tbere  i*  no  (tipendiaiy  magie- 
trate,  and  tuch  magiitiata  or  jnitioea  eball  inquire  into  tbe 
tmth  of  looli  declaration  and  inrentorr,  and  aball  make  iDob 
order  for  tbe  reoorery  of  the  Roodi,  or  otberwiee  aa  to  him 
or  them  maj'  Hem  ja*t,  and  tbe  superior  landlord  iball  also 
be  liable  to  an  action  at  law  at  the  suit  of  the  lodger,  in 
■wbiob  action  tbe  tmtb  of  tbe  declaration  and  inrentory  may 
likewise  be  inquired  into. 

3.  iVsviw  at  to  puj/ment*  hy  lodger  to  tuperior  landlord.'] 
Anv  payment  made  by  any  lodger  pursuant  to  the  first  section 
of  this  Act  shall  be  deemed  a  ralid  payment  on  account  of 
any  rent  due  from  him  to  his  immediate  landlord. 

4.  Act  not  to  extend  to  SeotUmd.}  This  act  shall  net  extend 
toScoUand. 

CAP.  LXXX. 

An  Act  to  expUin  and  amend  the  law  relating  to  indua- 
trial  and  proyident  societies.        [16th   Angnat  1871. 

Whereas  by  tbe  Industrial  and  Provident  Societies  Act, 
1867,  s.  4,  it  is  enacted,  that  upon  snob  oartiflcate  as  therein 
mentioned  being  granted  to  a  society  by  the  Registrar  of 
Friendly  Soci^es  in  England,  Scotland,  or  Ireland,  the 
members  of  such  society  shall  become  a  body  corporate  by  tbe 
name  therein  deacribed,  having  a  perpetual  snooession  and  a 
oommon  seal,  with  power  to  purchase,  erect,  and  sell  and 
eonvey,  or  to  bold  lands  and  boUdinga  with  limited  liability  : 

And  whereas  doubts  bare  arisen  aa  to  the  operation  of  tbe 
said  provision,  and  It  is  expedient  to  remove  the  same,  and 
also  to  amend  the  said  Act,  for  the  giving  better  effect  to 
tbe  said  provision,  and  for  the  purposes  after  mentioned : 

Be  it  enacted,  &c. 

1.  Po\Ber  to  build,  toll,  hate,  mortfage,  ^,]  Tbe  fnles  of 
any  indnstrial  or  provident  society  may  provide  from  time  to 
time  for  the  erection  of  any  houses,  cottages,  or  other  build- 
ings  on  any  lands  from  time  to  time  held  by  tbe  society,  and 
for  the  altering  or  pulling  down  and  again  rebuilding  of  any 
buildings,  whether  erected  by  the  society  or  otherwise  vested 
in  it ;  and  for  tbe  management,  laying  oat,  leasing,  and  sub- 
leasing (whether  at  rackrent  on  baUding,  mining,  quarrying, 
or  improving  leases,  or  otherwise  howsoever,  and  whether  to 
members  of  the  society  or  other  persons,)  and  for  tbe  disposal 
and  sale  from  [time  to  time,  whether  to  members  or  other 
persons,  of  any  lands  or  buildings  (or  tbe  time  being  held  by 
tbe  society ;  and  for  the  appropriation  of  the  purchase  moneys, 
rents,  and  other  moneys,  to  be  received  in  reepect  of  any  lands 
or  buildings ;  and  for  the  advancing  of  any  moneys  by  tbe 
sodety  to  members  on  tbe  security  of  real  or  personal  pro- 
perty ;  and  tbe  rules  may  prescribe  the  forms  of  oonveyanee, 
mortgage,  transfer,  agreement,  bond,  or  other  instrum  ent 
necessary  for  carrying  the  purposes  of  the  society  into  execu- 
tion. 

S.  A»  to  eopyMd*."]  Where  any  society  shall  have  become 
entitled  in  equity  to  any  hereditaments  of  copyhold  or  custom- 
ary ten  Ae,  either  absolutely  or  by  way  of  mortgage  or  security, 
tbe  lords  or  ladies  of  the  manors  of  which  tbe  same  are  held 
shall  from  time  to  time,  if  the  society  shall  so  require,  admit 
such  person  or  persons  (not  to  exceed  three)  as  such  society 
shall  appoint  to  be  a  tmstee  or  trnstees  on  its  behalf  as 
tenants  in  respect  of  such  hereditaments,  on  payment  of  tbe 
usual  fines,  fees,  and  other  dnea  payable  on  the  admission  of 
a  ringte  tenant,  or  may  admit  the  society  as  tenant  in  respsct 
of  tbe  same  on  payment  of  snob  special  fine,  or  oompensation 
in  lien  of  fine,  and  fees,  as  may  be  agreed  npon  between  such 
lord  or  lady  and  the  society. 

3.  Socelpt  indorsed  on  mortgagt  to  ht  n^fiaient  diiehurg* 
ieUlunU  re-eottveganco.']  A  receipt  under  the  seal  of  a 
society,  eonntersigoej  by  the  secretary,  for  all  moneys  secured 
to  the  sodety  by  any  mortgage  or  other  assurance,  such 
reoeipt  to  be  in  tbe  form  specified  by  tbe  rules  or  any 
schedule  thereto,  and  to  be  endorsed  upon  or  anneked  to  such 
nortgsge  or  other  assurance,  shall  vacate  tbe  same,  and  vest 
tbe  estate  of  and  in  the  property  therein  comprised  in  tbe 
person  entitled  to  tbe  equity  of  redemption  of  tbe  same,  or  in 
such  person  as  tbe  society  may  direct,  without  any  reconvey- 
ance or  resurrender  whatever ;  and  if  snch  mortgage  or  other 
assnrance  has  been  registered  nnder  the  Acts  for  tbe  registrar 
tion  of  deeds  in  Ifiddlesex,  Torksbire,  or  Ireland,  or  neorded 
nadertbe  Becord  of  Title  Act,  Ireland,  or  in  the  case  of  copyholds 
or  lands  of  customary  tenure,  entered  on  any  court  rolls,  the 


registrar  nnder  the  said  Aots  reqieotively,  or  his  defntr 
or  assistant  registrar  in  Ireland,  or  the  rsooiding  offioar, 
as  the  oase  may  be,  or  the  steward  of  the  manor  or  lib 
deputy  respeotively,  shall,  on  prodootioaofsiichreosiiit, 
verified  by  oath  of  one  of  tbe  witoeeses  thereto,  eater 
satistaotion  on  the  register  or  on  the  ooart  rsUs  reqwe- 
tively  of  snoh  mortgage,  or  of  the  obuge  nsds  ij  soch 
aMuronoe,  and  shall  grant  a  certificate  eiUiar  upon  suidi 
mortgage  or  aasuranoa  or  separately  to  the  like  sfieot, 
which  oertifioate  shall  be  received  in  eridenoe  in  aU 
courts  and  proeaedings  vrithoat  further  proof,  sod  snob 
resristrar,  recording  offloer,  or  steward  ahall  be  entitled  to 
a  fee  of  two  shillings  and  six  pence  for  makmg  the  aid 
entry  and  granting  tbe  said  oertifioate;  and  snob  (ss 
shall  in  Ireland  be  psud  by  stamps,  and  applied  as  the 
other  fees  of  the  Regiatry  of  Deeds  Office  and  Reoord  oC 
Title  Offloe  are  now  by  law  directed  to  be  paid  and  ^iplisd. 

4.  CoHjbrtnation  of  nairitut,  fe ,  hefort  p—tinf  of  Act 
tcMA  would  have  htm  valid  if  made  under  tku  A<i.]  ill 
saonrities  given  or  taken,  aasnranoes  and  deeds  ezeootad, 
agreement  and  engagements  entered  into,  proosedingi 
taken,  and  acts  done  or  suffered  before  the  passing  of  (his 
Aot,  by,  to,  with,  in  teust  for,  or  on  acooantofasocitt; 
existing  at  the  oommenoement  of  this  Act,  which,  if  girta, 
taken,  executed,  entered  into^  done,  orsaSteedrespeotinI; 
after  the  paaaiog  of  this  Aot,  would  have  been  vaUd,in 
hereby  ooufirm^  and  made  valid. 

5.  Conttrurtion  of  Act.']  Tbe  baying  and  selling  of  bad 
shall  be  deemed  to  be  a  trade  within  tbe  meaning  of  the 
Indnstrial  and  Provident  Societiea  Act,  1862,  ud  tht 
poweia  by  this  Aot  conferred  on  any  societr  shall  be 
oonstmed  as  explanatory  of  or  in  addition  to  an/  powen 
conferred  by  the  4th  aeoUon  of  tbe  Indastrial  %ti 
Provident  Societies  Act,  1867,  and  not  as  natriotiiig  tin 
same. 

6.  Short  titUJl  This  Aot  may  be  oited  aa  "  Thslndonisl 
and  Provident  Societiea  Act,  1871." 

CAP.  LXXXL 

An  Act  to  abolish  redactions  excapite  lecti  in  Sootiai 

[lethAogofftiisn. 
CAP.  Lxxxn. 

CHiaich  Building  Acts  Amendment  Aet,  1871. 

C16thAiigiut,187l- 

Whereas  itia  expedient  to  amend  the  law  relstiaf  tttt< 
assignment  of  consolidated  ohsfwliy  distriots: 
Be  it  enacted,  im. 

I.  Short  Utlt.]  This  Aot  may  be  oited  for  all  perpoMU 
"The  Ohnroh  Building  Aots  Amendment  Aot,  XSIV 

8.  Statement  of  oumerthip  of  patronage  not  immBi,lst\ 
Notwithstanding  anything  oontained  in  tbe  9th  ssetioe  «I 
the  Aot  of  the  8th  A  9tb  Viot  o.  70,  and  in  tbe  Utb  sec- 
tion of  the  Act  of  the  Uth  A  15th  YioL  0.  97,itslisnHl 
be  necessary  in  any  representation  to  be  hereafter  asde 
by  the  Eooleaiastioal  Commissionen  for  Englaod  asdar 
the  provisions  of  the  same  Aots  for  forming  any  oonsdidited 
ohapelry  to  make  any  atatament  as  to  the  ownership  or 
exercise  of  the  patronage  of  the  ohorob  or  obapsl  of  tb« 
aame  consolidated  ohapelry;  and  the  provisions  oootaiiN 
in  the  said  sections  with  respect  to  such  ownenhip  ssd 
exercise  shall,  so  far  as  regards  consolidated  obapelms  to 
be  hereafter  created,  be  and  are  hereby  repealed. 

CAP.  LXXXUI. 

An  Act  for  enabling  the  House  of  Commons  and  ss; 
committee  there  of  to  administer  oaths  to  witoeaMi 

16th  Angtirt,  WH. 

Whereas  it  is  expedient  that  the  Hoassof  Oosm^ 
and  any  committee  thereof,  should  reapeotivdy  bsi*  (■* 
powers  of  adminiatering  oaths  to  witnesses. 

Be  it  enaoted,  Ac. 

1.  Examination  ofuritnttttt  on  oatk  hy  the  State  ^^ 
moke  and  commUleei  of  the  Houet.]  Tbe  House  of  Oob"* 
may  administer  an  oath  to  the  witneasea  exaoined  attas 
bar  of  the  said  Honae. 

Any  committee  of  the  House  of  Oomm<ns  may  adoisi^ 
an  oath  to  the  witnesses  examined  beftve  snoh  r 
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Any  penon  ezunined  u  aforcnid  who  wiUblly  girei  fUie 
•ridenoa  limll  be  likble  to  the  penaltiai  of  peijory. 

Where  ■njr  witneas  to  be  examined  under  thia  Aot  oon- 
■eientaoosly  objeoti  to  teke  an  oath,  he  may  make  hie 
■olemn  affirmation  and  declaration  in  the  wordu  following: 

"I,  A.  B.,  do  ■olemnly,  sinoerely,  and  traly  affirm  and 
declare  that  the  taking  of  any  oath  is  aoeording  to  my 
relkions  belief  nnlawftu.i  and  I  do  also  solemnly,  sincerely, 
ana  troly  aflinn  and  declare,  Ac  : 

Any  solemn  affirmation  and  declaration  so  made  shall  be  of 
the  same  force  and  effect  and  shall  entail  the  same  conse- 
jaences  as  an  oath  taken  in  the  nsnal  form. 

Any  oath  or  affirmation  under  this  Act  may  be  adminis- 
tered by  the  Speaker  of  the  House  of  Commons,  or  by  such 
person  or  perions  aa  may  from  time  to  time  be  appointed  for 
that  purpose  either  by  him  or  by  any  Standing  Order  or 
other  Order  of  the  said  House. 

2.  Ittptal  o/21  4-  22  Viet.  e.  78,  ».  1,  and  34  (f  85  VUt. 
;.  3,  «•  3.1  The  fint  section  of  the  Act  of  the  session  of  the 
21  ft  22  Vict.  c.  78,  intituled  "  An  Aot  to  enable  the  Com> 
mittees  of  both  Houses  of  Parliament  to  administer  oaths  to 
witnesses  in  certain  case^"  and  the  3rd  section  of  the  Act  of 
the  present  session  of  Parliament,  chapter  3,  intituled  "An 
Act  to  empower  Committees  on  Bills  confirming  or  giving 
iifect  to  ProTiaional  Orders  to  award  costs  and  examine 
iTitnesses  on  oath,"  shall  be  repealed  : 

Provided  that  tiie  repeal  enacted  in  this  Act  shaU  not 
iffect  any  penalty,  forfeiture,  or  other  punishment  incurred 
in  respect  of  any  offence  against  the  sections  hereby  repealed, 
or  the  institution  of  any  legal  proceeding,  or  any  other 
remedy  for  ascertaining,  enforcing,  or  recovering  any  such 
penal^,  forfeiture,  or  punishment  as  aforesaid. 

3.  At  to  tUitioaalpounr  trpraikfft  of  Boiue  of  Common$.] 
(f  othing  in  this  Aot  contained  shall  be  held  to  confer  any 
idditional  or  f^trther  power  or  privilege  on  the  Commons 
loose  of  Parliunant  with  reference  to  impeachment  or 
jther  criminal  jurisdiction  or  otherwise  howsoever  than  is 
lierein  expressly  enacted. 

4.  Short  titk  of  Aei.']  This  Act  may  be  cited  aa"The 
Parliamentary  Witnesses  Onths  Act,  1871." 

CAP.  LXXXIV. 

Ln  Act-  to  amend  "  The  Limited  Owners  Besidences 
Act,  1870."  [letli  Angnst,  1871. 

'Whereas  donbts  have  arisen  as  to  the  meaning  and  con  • 
truption  of  seetion  i  of  the  Limited  Oivners  Resi  • 
ences  Act,  1870,  and ,  it  is  expedient  to  repeal  the  sai  d 
jction,  and  make  other  provisinns  instead  thereof : 

Be  it  therefore  enacted,  &c. 

1.  Short  titit,']  This  Act  may  be  cited  for  all  purposes  as 
'  The  Limited  Owners  Besidences  Act  (1870)  Amendment 
let,  1871." 

2.  Stpfol  of  S3  i  Si  Viet,  e.  66,  u.  3.  6.]  From  and  after 
be  passing  of  this  Act  sections  3  and  8  of  the  Limited 
)wner8  Keiridences  Act,  1870,  shall  be  and  the  same  are 
lereby  repealed. 

3.  What  loitdtenud  improvemmttii>ithiHmuminfof"Im- 
'rovtment  of  Ijond  Act,  1864."]  The  erection  of  a  mansion 
ooae  and  such  other  usual  ud  necessary  boildings,  out- 
ousesr-and  offices  as  are  commonly  jqipartanant  thereto 
nd  held  and  eigoyed  therewith,  ana  the  completion  Ot  any 
tansion  honas  and  snch  appurtenances  as  aforesaid,  and  the 
aprovement  of  and  addition  to  any  mansion  house  and 
ich  appurtenances  as  afoneaid  already  erected,  and  the  im- 
rovement  of  and  addition  to  any  house  which  is  capable  of 
>ing  converted  into  a  mansion  nouse  suitable  to  the  estate 
1  which  the  same  stands,  so  as  snch  improvement  and 
Idition  be  of  a  permanent  nature,  provided  that  every  such 
smaion  house  so  e^ted  or  enlarged  or  converted  is  suitable 
>  the  estate  on  which  it  stands  as  a  residence  for  the  owner 
'  snch  estate,  shall  be  improvements  within  the  meaning 
'  the  Improvement  of  Land  Act,  1864,  and  may,  sub- 
ct  to  the  provisions  of  the  recited  Act,  be  charged  upon 
icli  estate. 

The  term  "  estate  "  in  this  section  shall  include  all  lauds 
}on  which  any  of  such  improvements  is  proposed  to  be 
ade,  and  any  other  lands  in  the  neighbourhood  of  the  same 
ttilei  to  the  same  uses. 

4.  Gotutruttion  tfAct.\  The  Limited  Owners  Besidences 


Act,  1870,  as  amended  by  this  Act,  and  this  Act  shall  be 
construed  together  as  one  Act. 

CAP.  LXXXV. 

An  Act  to  make  further  provision  respecting  the  open- 
ing and  working  of  mines  and  quarries  in  her  Ma- 
jesty's Forest  of  Deao,  and  in  thenundred  of  St.  Bria- 
vels,  in  the  county  of  Gloucester ;  and  for  other 
purposes  connected  therewith.      [16th  August,  1871. 

CAP,  LXXXVI. 

An  Act  for  the  better  regulation  of  the  regular  and 
auxiliary  land  forces  of  the  Crown ;  and  for  other 
purposes  relating  thereto.  [17th  August,  1871. 

1.  Short  tUU  of  Mt. 

2.  Past  I. — Commissions. — iVb  punithment  for  taU,  ^r., 
of  committioiu  previout  to  appointod  day. 

3.  CompenMiioH  to  offictrt  holding  tahailt  eommiuion*. 

4.  Compemation  to  offietrt  of  etrtain  Indian  rtgimentt. 
6.  Provision  for  nptnte  of  eomptiuatinfofflcer$. 

6.  Part  II. — ^Auxiliary  forces, — Jurisdiction  ofUeutniants 
of  eouttiies  in  rtsptet  of  auxiliary  forcts  rt-tetted  in  her 
Itujtsty. 

7.  Ifumbtr  of  auxiliarjf  forcts. 

8.  Training  for  militia, 

9.  Application  of  Xatiny  Act  to  volunteers  when  in  train' 
inff, 

10.  Past  IIL — Supplemental  provisions. — As  to  sale  of 
commissions. — Appointment  of  committioners  to  compensate 
<lffietrs. 

11.  Appointment  of  eUrk*. 

12.  Poioers  and  dutift  of  eommieeioners. 

15.  Ikeition  of  commiseionert  to  be  concUuive. 
14.  Seturne  in  relation  to  militia  how  to  be  made. 
Ifi.  Order  otto  billeting  and  quartering  of  mVitia. 

16.  Past  IT. — Miscellaneous,  Ac. — Fower  of  Qovernmmt 
on  oeeation  ofemergencff  to  take  posteteion  of  railroads. 

17.  Power  of  militia  and  volunteer  corps  to  acquire  land  for 
any  necessary  purpotet. 

18.  Saving  ae  to  trophy  to*. 

19.  Interpretation  of  certain  terme  in  the  Act. 

SCHEDULE. 
Tablx. 
Rule  for  finding  the  limit  of  the  number  of  half-pay  officers 
of  each  rank  entitied  in  any  one  year  to  receive  com- 
pensation on  commutation  of  tiieir  naif  pay. 
Find  the  number  of  officers  in  each  rank  of  the  service 
who  have  retired  from  half  pay  by  sale  of  their  commissions 
in  each  of  the  five  years  preceding  the  1st  day  of  January, 
1870,  whether  immediately  after  returning  trom  half  pay  to 
AiUpay  or  othsrwise. 

The  Jaigast  nnmber  in  anyone  of  the  five  years  as  respects 
each  rank  is  the  limit  to  be  fonnd. 

CAP.  Lxxxvn. 

An  Act  to  amend  tlie  law  with  respect  to  prosecutions 
for  oflfences  agunst  the  Act  of  the  twenty-ninth  year 
of  the  reign  of  King  Charles  the  Second,  chapter  seven, 
intituled  "  An  Act  for  the  better  observation  of  the 
Lord's-day,  commonlj  called  Sunday." 

[17th  August,  1871. 
Be  it  enacted,  Ac. 

1.  Prosecutions  for  offmee*  under  29  Car.  2,  c.T,'to  bt  only 
ty  chief  offleer  of  police  or  with  consent  of  two  justices  of  the 
praee,  ie.'}^  Ko  iKosecution  or  other  proceeding  shall  be  insti- 
toted  against  any  person  or  the  property  of  any  person  for 
any  offence  committed  by  him  under  tue  Act  of  the  29th 
year  of  the  reign  of  King  Charles  the  Second,  c.  7,  intituled 
"  An  Act  for  the  better  observation  of  the  Lord's-day,  com- 
monly called  Sunday,"  or  for  the  recovery  of  any  forfeiture 
or  penalty  for  any  such  offence,  except  by  or  with  the  con- 
sent in  writing  of  the  chief  officer  of  police  of  the  police 
district  in  which  the  offence  is  committed,  or  with  the  con- 
sent in  writing  of  two  justices  of  the  peace,  or  a  stipendiary 
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mafiatrate  lutTing  jarisdiotion  in  the  pUce  where  such 
offence  ia  committed.  No  anch  proaecution  ahall  be  heard 
before  the  juaticea  of  the  peace  or  atipendiary  magiatnte  bj 
whom  or  with  whoae  consent  the  aame  haa  been  inatitated. 

2.  Jnttrpr^tatioH.]  In  this  Act — 

The  term  "  police  district "  means  the  districts  mentioned 
in  tlie  schedule  to  this  Act,  and  the  term  "  chief  officer 
of  police  "  means  the  officers  mentioned  in  relation  to 
eacn  district  in  that  schedole ;  all  the  police  under  one 
chief  constable  shaU  be  deemed  to  constitate  one  force 
for  the  pnrposea  of  this  Act 

3.  Short  tiOt.']  This  Act  may  be  cited  as  "  The  Sonday 
Obaerratian  ProMcntion  Act,  1871." 

4.  OuratioH  of  Act.]  This  Act  shall  continue  in  force 
ontil  the  1st  day  of  S^tember,  1872,  and  no  longer. 

SCHEDULE. 


Fslice  Diitiiet. 


The  City  of  London  and  the 
liberties  thereof  ezdnsiTe 
ofSonthwark. 

The  metropolitan  police  dis- 
trict 

Any  county,  any  riding,  parts, 
mrision,  or  libertr  of 
county,  an^  borough  or 
townmaintoiningaseparate 
police  force. 


Chief  Oflloar  of  PoUee. 


The  Commisrioner  of  Police 
of  the  City. 

The  Commissioner  of  Police 
of  the  Metropolis. 

The  chief  constable  or  head 
constable  or  other  officer, 
by  whaterer  name  called, 
having  the  chief  command 
of  the  police  in  the  police 
district. 


CAP.  LXXXVIIL 

An  Act  to  restrict  during  a  limited  time  the  grant  by 
justices  of  the  peace  of  new  licenses  and  ceitifieates 
for  the  sale  of  intoxicating  liquors  by  retail ;  and  for 
other  pnrpoMB.  [17th  August,  1871. 

9  0*0.  4,  «.  01,  82  <b  S3  riet. «.  27,  33  <£  34  Viet.  e.  29.1 
Whereaa  vndar  the  Intoxicating  Liquors  (licensing] 
Act,  1828,  and  the  Wine  and  Beerhouse  Act,  1869, 
and  the  Wine  and  Beerhouse  Act  Amendment  Act,  1870, 
justices  ot  the  peace  grant  licenses  for  and  certificates 
authorising  the  grant  of  excise  licenses  for  the  sale  of  in- 
toxieating  Uquora  by  retail : 

And  Miereas  it  u  expedient  to  restrict  the  issue  of  new 
licenses  and  certificates  until  the  Legislature  has  further 
dealt  with  the  law  relating  to  the  sale  by  retail  of  intoxi- 
cating liquors : 

Be  it  enacted,  &c. 

1.  Jtettrietim  on  front  of  now  Neumt.']  After  the  paamg 
of  this  Act— 

(1.)  The  justices  at  the  gneral  annual  licensing  meeting 
or  any  special  sessions  shall  not  grant,  otherwise 
than  liy  way  of  renewal,  or  in  ponaaaoe  of  the 
provisions   ot   section   14    of   the    Intoxioating 
Liquors  (Licensing]  Act,  1828,  any  new  license 
under  that  Act,  or  any  new  cotificate  under  the 
Wine  and  Beerhouse  Act,  1869,  and  tiie  Acts 
amending  the  same  respectively,  except  in  accord- 
ance with  the  provisions  of  Ais  Act: 
(8.)  The  justices  in  any  general  or  quarter  sessions  shall 
not  grant,  except  by  way  of  renewal,  any  new 
license  for  music  or  aancing,  under  tiie  Act  of  tiie 
26th  year  of  the  reign  of  King  George  the  Second, 
cha[>ter  86,  intituled  "  An  Act  for  tiie  better  pre- 
venting thefts  and  robberies,  and  for  regulatii^; 
places  of  public   entertainment,    and   punishing 
persons  keeping  disorderly  houses,"   to  a  house 
ucensed  for  the  sale  of  intoxicating  Uqnors,  except 
in  accordance  with  the  provisions  of  this  Act. 
If  it  appears  to  the  justices  that  the  refusal  to  grant  any 
such  new  license  or  certificate  will  cause  inconvenience  to 
the  locality,  or  to  the  public,  or  injury  to  any  person  or 
body  oorpoiato,  such  justices  may  grant  provisionally  such 
license  or  certificate,  and  shall  forthwith  send  to  a  Secretary 
of  State  a  Tejxni  in  writing  of  such  provisional  grant, 
specifying  the  circumstances  on  account  of  which  such  grant 
is  made. 
It  shall  be  lawful  for  the  Secretary  of  State  to  confirm 


such  provisional  grant,  and  upon  such  oanfimuitioii  Qie 
license  or  oertificate  shall  be  granted  accordingly  ;  but  Qu 
said  provisional  grant,  unless  and  until  it  ii  m  tvni^r^^ 
shall  have  no  effect. 

No  pemm  shall  be  authorised  to  ameil  to  geneol  or 
quarter  sessions  against  any  act  done  by  flie  justices  in  pur- 
snanoe  of  this  sectiotL 

Where,  on  an  amplication  to  a  court  of  quarts'  leaiaa 
or  one  of  the  sopenor  ootnrts  of  law  at  Westminstor,  vith 
reference  to  the  refusal  of  any  justices  before  the  uannKot 
this  Act  to  grant  a  license  or  certificate,  it  ia  deciMdjmher 
before  or  after  the  passing  of  this  Act]  that  such  licaiM  or 
certificate  ought  to  nave  been  granted,  such  license  or  csrti- 
cato  shall,  for  the  purposes  of  this  section,  be  da«medtoh*Te 
been  granted  at  the  date  of  such  refusal. 

2.  Semovflt  of  Keeiuu.']  The  justices  at  thegeoaislaainal 
licensing  sessions  may,  at  their  discretian,  remove  a  Hoenie 
or  certificate  from  premises  in  their  diviaon,  or  in  any  id- 
joining  division  within  the  same  county,  to  any  other 
eligibb  premises  in  their  division,  if  in  thdr  opiniai  the 
removal  is  necessary  in  order  to  meet  the  wanti  of  the 
ndghboniliood  to  which  the  removal  is  to  be  made,  and  if 
no  objection  is  made  by  the  occupier  of  the  premises  fnm 
which  the  removal  is  to  be  made,  or  by  any  other  penoo 
appearing  to  the  justices  to  have  reasonable  ground  of  ob- 
jeotioA  to  the  removal ;  and  they  may,  for  the  poiposes  of 
this  section,  require  such  proof  and  make  such  ai^oummentt 
as  they  think  fit. 

If  tne  justices  leAise  an  application  for  any  snch  remonl 
of  a  license  or  certificate  no  appeal  shall  be  allowed  to  die 
applicant,  bnt  in  the  event  of  the  justices  granting  nch 
application  any  person,  whether  he  has  appeared  or  not 
before  the  justices  to  oppose  sudi  application,  nay,  if 
he  is  interested  in  tiie  premises  from  wnich  the  renMrnI 
is  to  be  made,  appeal  to  quarter  aessiona  in  mams 
prescribed  hj  the  Intoxicating  Liquors  licensing  Ae^ 
1828. 

The  like  notices  shall  be  given  of  ereiy  intanded  mlt- 
cation  for  a  removal  as  are  by  the  Wine  and  dm- 
house  Act,  1869,  and  the  liVine  and  Beerhonae  Act 
Amendment  Act,  1870,  required  in  the  case  of  an  ap^- 
cation  for  a  new  certificate  under  the  said  Acta  for  pienuM 
notpreviously  licensed. 

The  said  notices  shsU  not  later  tha&  one  week  or  eadier 
than  one  month  before  the  general  annual  licensiBg  stsiaa 
be  advertised  once  in  each  of  two  successive  weeks  in  sent 
newspaper  circulating  in  the  division  where  the  premiMs 
to  which  the  removu  ia  to  be  made  are  sitnated.  AVba 
a  removal  is  proposed  to  be  made  from  one  divisioe  ti 
another,  notices  snidl  also  be  given  and  advertised  a  Ha 
manner  in  the  division,  and  in  respect  of  the  prooises  fm 
which  the  removal  ia  to  be  made,  atatinjj  the  iatentiaB  to 
apply  for  a  removal,  and  the  place  and  tune  at  which  Ae 
application  ia  to  be  made ;  and  no  auch  removal  abU  m 
made  from  one  division  to  another  without  the  oomant  d 
the  jnatioes  of  the  division  from  which  such  remonl 
would  ti^e  place. 

For  tiie  purposes  of  this  section  the  term  "  diviaoo"  oaa 
a  division  or  place  within  the  meaning  of  the  latoaaaliBg 
Liquors  (Licensing)  Act,  18S8. 

3.  DiserttioH  o/juttiom  a$  toUu  rtfiucU  to  groKt  citf 
catu  undtr  82  #  38  Viet.  e.  27,  (Muf  83  #  34  TieC.  c  «j 
Whereaa  under  the  Wine  and  Beerlioase  Act,  1869,  sad  lb 
Wine  and  Beerhouse  Act  Amendment  Act,  1870,  JBtttan 
prohibitsdin  tiieease  of  any  hooae  or  shop  with  respect  to  vWA 
a  license  for  the  sale  by  retail  therein  of  beer,  eidar,  or  vim 
wasinfbrceontbe  IstdayoTMay,  1869,from  refoaagasifg- 
oaUoD  for  a  oertifieato  in  reapeot  of  snob  hoose,  ezo^  'V^'r 
grounds  therein  mentioned,  and  doubts  haveaiisan  wiMtbvwa 
prohibition  extends  to  the  case  of  an  applioatioa  for  a  oertJfa*' 
with  respeot  to  any  such  house  oraho;^  if  the  licsoM  vna 
was  in  force  on  the  1st  dsy  of  May,  18*9,or  any  eertifioa»««» 

Cted  in  reapeet  of  the  said  house  or  shom  has  by  fis*^ 
B  of  time,  or  otherwise  oeased  to  be  in  fores  ;  ■■■''^ 
eiq)edient  to  remove  such  doubts  :  It  is  tbetefore  hswf 
declared,  that  in  tiie  ease  of  any  such  i^pUoatiaa  thrjMev 
may,  in  their  discretion,  refuse  the  application  apoo  isf 
ground  upon  which  they  might  refase  the  ^^Bortk*» 
made  for  a  certificate  with  reqpeot  to  any  ho<ue  or  diop  via 
reipect  to  which  a  lioenae  was  not  in  fwee  on  the  in  day « 
May,  1869. 

4.  StUM  Uetntt  in  /rrfnnA]  And  whereas  it  is  riw«F 
dient  that  no  increase  ahall  be  made  in  the  number  of  boaM* 
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for  the  tale  of  (pint*,  beer,  ale,  porter,  oider,  perry,  foreiga 
irine,  sweet*  or  made  wine  (in  this  section  reiigrred  to  as  in- 
toxicatii^  liquors)  by  retail  in  Ireland  pending  the  amend- 
ment or  the  general  law  regaladng  tiie  grant  or  issne  of 
enoh  license*  :  Be  it  therefore  enacted,  that  from  and  after 
the  paning  et  this  Act  no  new  license  or  certifioata  shall 
be  granted  bj  the  jnstiees  of  the  peaoe  in  qaarter  session*  or 
petty  *ei*ioa*  for  the  sale  of  intoxioatlng  liqaor*  by  retail, 
whether  foroonsomptioa  or  non-oonsomption  on  the  premises, 
to  any  pereott  whom*oeT*rio  IreUnd  :  Provided  alw  ay*,  that 
the  words  "  new  license  **  shall  not  inolode  any  retail  license 
granted  byway  of  renewal  or  in  exchange  for  any  similar 
license  eodsting  at  the  passing  of  Ais  Act :  Provided  also,  that 
nothing  in  this  Aot  oontained  shall  be  held  to  prohibit  the 
transfer  of  retail  license*,  *o  that  the  nomber  thereof  be  not 
increaaed,  or  to  limit  or  afieet  the  power  now  vested  by  law 
in  thereoorder  of  any  eity  or  borongh  in  Ireland,  or  in  the 
chairman  and  JQSticaB^  qaarter  eeadons  in  Ireland,  with 
reepecc  to  the  granting  or  refaiing  application*  for  new  retail 
licenses  in  case  of  the  surrender  or  proposed  •nrrender  of  any 
existing  retail  license. 

If  it  appears  that  by  reason  of  the  foregoing  provisions  in- 
convenienoe  will  iwolt  to  any  locaiity  or  to  the  public,  or 
that  iojory  will  be  done  or  suffered  to  or  by  any  person  or 
body  corporate,  such  retail  license  may,  notwithstanding  such 
provisions,  be  Ranted  if  application  is  made  in  that  behalf  in 
the  manner  in  use  prior  to  the  passing  of  this  Act,  and  to- 
gether with  such  applioation,  a  statement  setting  forth  that 
!>uch  inoonveoienoe  or  iqjury  i*  likely  to  arise,  and  suffieiant 
grounds  for  such  statement  are  proved,  and  the  person  or 
persons  granting  the  same  shall  fombwith  send  to  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lientenant  of  Ireland  a  report  in  writ- 
ing of  such  grant,  specifying  the  drcnmstances  on  account  of 
which  snch  grant  is  mads,  it  shall  be  lawful  for  such  Chief 
Secretary  to  confirm  such  grant,  and  upon  saoh  ooofirmation 
sunh'license  shall  be  in  force  and  have  effeot  accordingly  : 
Provided  always,  that  no  such  license  shall  be  of  any  loiree 
or  validity  until  the  same  is  confirmed  in  manner  aforesaid. 

9.  J>tJlnUiotu.2  1°  t^  Act,—  > 

The  term  "Intoxicating  Liquors  (Licensing)  Act,  1838,'. 
means  the  Aot  of  the  ninth  year  of  the  reign  of  King 
George  4,  c.  61,  intituled  "  An  Act  to  regulate  5ie  granting 
of  license*  to  keepers  of  inn*,  alehouses,  and  victualling- 
honsea  in  Sngland; " 

The  term  •''Secretaiy  of  State"  means  one  of  her  Mig'esty's 
Principal  Secretaries  of  State. 

6.  CtiutmtfioH  of  AM.}  This  Act,  so  far  as  it  relates  to 
'  4uiy  license  or  oertifiaate,  shall  be  oonscmed  a*  one  with  the 
'  «nactments  nnder  which  such  lisense  or  certifioata  would  have 
'        been  gtauted  if  this  Act  had  not  passed. 

,  7.  Slurt  ttUe.]  This  Act  may  be  cited  as  "  The  Intoxicating 

liqnors  (Licenses  Suspenaion)  Act,  1871." 

I  8.  Duration  of  Aet.']  Thi*  Aot  shall  oontinMln  forae  until 

the  lit  day  of  September,  1878,  and  no  longer. 

CAP.  T.X-XXTX, 

I  .An  Act  to  apply  a  Bom  out  of  the  Consolidated  Fond 
to  the  service   of  the   year  ending  the  thirty -fint 

,  day  of  March,  one  tlioiuaitd    ei«[ht   hundred  and 

seventy-two,  and  to  ttppropnate  the  sullies  granted 
in  this  session  of  Paruament.       [Slst  Angtist,  1871. 

CAP.  XC. 

An  Act  to  amend  the  law  lelatins  to  the  union  of 
benefices.  Plst  August,  1871. 

Whereas  provision*  are  oontained  in  the  Acta  pa*ied  in 
tlie  sesdon  of  Parliament  bdd  in  die  Ist  and  Snd  years 
of  the  reign  of  her  preient  l^e*ty,  c.  106,  and  in  the 
•c*sion  of  Parliament  held  in  the  1 3th  and  14tb  year* 
of  the  same  reign,  c  98,  for  the  union  of  contiguous 
iMneSoe*,  of  which  the  aggregate  popnlation  doe*  not  exceed 
1,500  person*,  and  it  is  expedient  to  extend  the  said  provisions, 
aiid  to  porovid*  in  certain  cases  for  the  establishment  of  a 
single  cboroh  as  a  parish  church  in  united  benefices  : 

Be  it  tberefbre  enacted,  ko. 

1.  Shart  HtteJ]  «The  Union  of  Benefices  Acta  Amendment 
.Act" 

2.  Actio  it corutrtud with rteiUd Aett. 


3.  Oit*  ehttrth  tob»th*  parUh  ch»rth  of  on  inuW  or  ttpa- 
rate  bttufiee. 

4.  Sit* of  ditHttd thurch  to  ieprttorvtd.  Buriuli. 

5.  Trnnhttonet,  jv.,  to  bo  trtufnrtd  from  diumd  ehwreh  to 
parith  chwrek,    Stpair  fvmi,  ^. 

6.  Sight!  and  oiligation*  of  pariihionert  a$  if  tomeehureh 
had  alimy$  txitted  at  the  pariah  ehurck. 

7.  Bishop  to  direct  the  arrangamtnt  of  the  letU*  in  churA, 
tohieh  thaU  be  of  an  luti form  pattern, 

CAP.  XCI. 

An  Act  to  make  further  provision  for  the  despatch  of 
business  by  the  Judicud  Committee  of  the  Ptivy 
Council.  [Slst  August,  1871. 

Whereas  it  is  expedient  to  make  further  provision  for  the 
despatch  of  business  by  the  Judicial  Committee  of  the  Privy 
Council : 

Be  it  enacted,  ke. 

1.  AppcintmtiU  cf  aidUionalmembtrt  of  the  Judicial  Com- 
mitttt.']  Her  Mqesty  may  within  twelve  mouths  after  th* 
passing  of  this  Aot,  by  warrant  under  her  sign  manual,  appoint 
four  persons  qualified  as  in  this  Act  mentioned,  whether 
already  members  of  such  Judicial  Committee  or  not,  to  aot  a* 
members  of  the  Judicial  Committee  of  the  Privy  Cooncil 
under  the  provisions  of  this  Act,  and  may  from  time  to  time 
within  two  years  aftar  the  passing  of  this  Aot  by  a  like 
warrant  fill  any  vacancies  occasioned  by  death  or  otherwise 
in  the  offices  of  the  penona  so  appointed. 

Any  persons  appointed  to  act  under  the  proWdons  of  this 
Act  as  members  of  the  said  Jadioial  Committee  must  be 
specially  qualified  as  follows  ;  that  is  to  say,  most  at  the  data 
of  their  appointment  be  or  have  been  jndges  of  one  of  her 
Majesty's  superior  conrto  at  Westminster,  or  a  chief  justice  of 
the  High  Court  of  Judicature  at  Fort  William  in  Bengal,  or 
Madras  or  Bombay,  or  of  the  lata  supreme  Court  of  Judica- 
'tnre  at  Fort  Willuun  in  Bengal. 

Where  any  person  appointed  in  pursuance  of  the  provisions 
herein  oontained  to  act  as  a  member  of  the  said  Judicial  Com- 
mittee is  at  the  data  of  his  appointment  a  judge  as  aforesaid, 
be  shall  on  his  appointment  vacate  his  office  as  such  jodge, 
but  as  to  pension  shall  remain  in  the  same  position  as  if  no 
such  appointment  had  been  made  ;  and  service  as  a  member 
of  the  Judicial  Committee  shall  for  the  purposes  of  pension  be 
reckoned  as  service  in  the  court  from  which  he  was  removed. 

Whereas  doubts  have  been  entertained  as  to  the  meaning 
and  effect  of  the  provisions  of  the  Court  of  Probate  Aot  and 
the  Divorce  Act  as  to  the  pension  of  the  judge  of  the  Probate 
and  judge  of  the  Divorce  Courta:  Be  it  declared  and  enacted, 
that  the  said  pension  was  iatended  to  be  and  shall  be  similar 
in  amoaat  and  in  all  other  respecta  to  the  pension  to  which 
the  puisne  judges  of  the  superior  courta  of  oomaum  law  are 
entitled. 

There  shall  be  paid  to  each  of  tha  said  jadges  of  the  Jndi- 
dal  Committee  so  long  as  be  shall  hold  such  office  a  salary 
of  £3,000  a  year,  including  any  pension  te  which  he  may  be 
entitied. 

Any  salary  payaUe  nnder  this  Act  shall  be  obaiged  on  and 
paid  out  of  Uie  Consolidated  Fund  of  the  United  Kingdom  of 
Great  Britain  and  Ireland.  It  shall  grow  due  from  day  to 
day,  and  shall  be  payable  to  the  person  entitled  thereto,  or  to 
his  exeontors  or  administntors,  at  such  intervals  in  every 
year,  not  being  longer  than  three  months,  as  the  Treasury 
m«r  from  time  to  time  determine. 

Itehallbethedatyof  every  person  appointed  to  act  as  a 
paid  member  of  the  Judicial  Committee  under  this  Act  to 
attend  the  ritting*  of  the  said  Committee  when  summoned 
thereto  unless  he  shall  be  prevcDted  by  reasonable  cause ;  and 
snch  members  shall  bold  their  offioe  during  good  behaviour, 
and  shall  continue  to  bold  their  offices  notwithstanding  the 
demise  of  the  Crown,  but  they  eball  be  removable  by- her 
Majesty,  her  heir*  and  sucoeeeors,  upon  the  addrees  of  both 
Houssa  of  Parliament:  Provided  alwsys,  they  shall  hold 
their  offices  subject  to  such  arrangemento  aa  may  be  here- 
after made  by  Pwliament  for  the  constitution  of  a  supreme 
court  of  appellaM  jurisdiction. 

Provided  that  no  member  of  the  Judicial  Committee  of  the 
Privy  Council  riiall  take  part  in  the  hearing  of  any  appeal 
from  any  decision  or  judgment  which  he  has  given  or  assisted 
in  giving. 


Digitized  by 


Google 


36 


[SoUcitort*  Joonui,'] 
Oct.  7,  Itfl.      ] 


2.  D^niUonof  "Superior  Courts  at   JFettmiutUr,"]   In 
ihis  Aet — 

The  tana  "  Soparior  Conrtt  at  Wutminster  "  meani  her 
MMWty's  Superior  CooiU  of  Law  and  Equity  at  Weatminster, 
incJiui*e  of  tneConrt  of  Probate  in  England  and  the  Coart 
for  Diroree  and  Matrimonial  Oaotet,  and  the  High  Court  of 
Admiralty  of  England. 

3.  Smriitg  of  Aett  rtlatiiig  to  Judicial  Commitfet.'\  Tliii  Aet 
shall  not,  except  in  w  far  as  is  bjr  this  Act  expressly  provided, 

afieotthe  Act  ofthe  sossiou  of  the  3rd  &  4th  years  of  the 
raiga  of  King  William  4,  c.  41,  intituled  "An  Act  for  the 
better  admiaistration  of  jastioe  in  his  Majesty's  Privy 
-CooncU,"  or  any  Act  amenmag  the  same. 

4.  Short  title.']  This  Act  may  be  cited  as  "  The  Jndieial 
Committee  Act,  1871,"  and  shall,  so  far  as  is  consiitent  with 
the  tenor  thereof,  be  coostrued  as  one  with  any  Acts  for  the 

time  being  in  force  relating  to  the  Judicial  Committee  of  the 

Privy  Coonoil. 

CAP.  XCII. 
An  Act  to  amend  the  Landlord  and  Tenant  (Ireland) 
Act,  1870.  [21st  August,  1871, 

Whereas  dombts  have  been  entertained  vrhether  rights 
aeonred  by  the  Landlord  and  Tenant  (Ireland)  Aet,  1870,  to 
tenanta  in  Ireland  may  not  b^  endangered  by  the  omission  to 
specify  or  refer  to  snob  rights  in  conveyances,  assignments, 
and  declarations  of  title  ezeonted  after  the  passing  of  the 
'  said  Act  by  the  jndges  of  the  Landed  Estates  Court  in 
Ireland : 
Be  it  declared  and  enacted.  Sec. 

I.  Saving  certain  right*  of  tenant!  nadir  Act  33  #  34  Tt'ef. 
t.  46.]  In  every  case  in  which  a  sale,  canveyance,  or  de- 
claration  of  title  has  been  or  shall  he  made,  under  the  provi- 
sions of  the  Act  21  &  22  Tiot.  c.  72,  intituled  "  An  Act  to 
fooilitate  the  sale  and  transfer  of  land  in  Ireland,"  snbject 
to  any  tenancy,  the  tenant  and  those  claiming  under  him  shall 
have  all  rights  which  are  declared  to  be  legal,  or  to  which  he 
or  they  is  or  are  or  may  become  entitled  in  respect  of  such 
tenancy  under  the  first  part  of  the  Landlord  and  Tenant 
(Ireland)  Act,  1870,  and  the  sale,  conveyance,  or  declaration 
shall  be  subject  to  all  such  righ^  although  such  rights  may 
not  be  speci£ed  or  referred  to  in  the  conveyance  or  assign- 
ment executed  or  declaration  signed  by  the  judge  of  the 
'Landed  Estate  Court ;  and  the  woid '  ■  tenant "  shall  in  this  Act 
have  the  same  meaning  as  that  assigaed  to  it  in  section  70  of 
>tbe  Xandlord  and  Tenant  (Ireland)  Act,  1870.  Nothing  in  this 
Act  contiuned  shall  in  any  manner  impair  or  afteot  we  pro- 
Tinons  of  the  Landlord  and  Tenant  (Iieland)  Act,  1870 . 

CAP,  xcm. 

An  Act  to  amend  the  Act  twelfth  and  thirteenth  Vie* 
toria,  chapter  eight]r-<me ;  and  to  extend  the  provi- 
siona  of  tnat  Act  and  the  Metropolitan  Commons 
Act,  1866,  BO  £ar  as  regards  that  port  of  Waltham 
Forest  known  as  Epping  Forest. 

[21at  Aogost,  1871. 

CAP,  XCIV. 

An  Aot  to  amend  paragraph  three  of  the  second 
schednle  of  the  Elementary  Education  Act,  1870, 

[21it  August,  1871, 

CAP.  XCV. 

An  Act  to  continue  Tarious  expiring  laws. 

[2l8t  Auguat,  1871. 

CAP.  XCVL 

An  Act  for  granting  certificates  to  pedlars. 

[21st  August,  1871. 

CAP,  xcvn. 

An  Act  for  making  provision  for  facilitating  the 
manoeuvres  of  troops  to  be  assembled  during  the 
ensuing  autumn.  [21st  August,  187 1 . 

CAP.  XCVIII. 
An  Act  to  amend  the  Vaccination  Act,  1867. 

[2Ut  August,  1871, 
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CAP.  XCIX. 

An  Act  to  amend  the  procedure  in  the  Civil  ffill 
Courts  in  Ireland.  [21st  August,  IMi 

CAP.C. 
An  Act  to  amend  "  The  Glebe  Loan  (Matti)  Act, 
1870."  [2l8tAngu«t,l871, 

CAP.  CI. 

An  Act  to  amend  the  law  respectinf;  the  proving  and 
sale  of  chain  cables  and  anchors. 

[21st  Augnst,  IA71. 

CAP.  cn. 

An  Act  to  amend  the  laws  of  charitable  donations  ud 
bequests  in  Ireland.  [aist  August,  1871 

CAP.  cm. 

An  Act  to  amend  the  law  relating  to  the  Customs  and 
Inland  Revenue.  [21st  Aogost,  187L 

CAP.  OIV. 

An  Aet  to  amend  the  Acta  reladng  to  factories  and 
workshops.  [Slst  August,  187 1 . 

Whereaa  it  is  expedient  to  provide  for  the  enforcement  of 
the  Workshop  Regulation  Act,  1867,  by  inspecton  of  fac- 
toriea,  and  to  amend  the  Acts  relating  to  fictoriei  ml 
workshope  : 

Be  it  therefore  enacted,  &c 

1.  Short  titXt.\  This  Act  may  be  cited  as  "  The  Fictoiy 
and  Workshop  Act,  1871." 

2.  CoiutruetioHof  Aet.  30  dt  31  Vuit.  «.  146.  3)  f  U 
Viet.  e.  62.1  This  Act  and  the  Workshop  R^tioaAit, 
1867,  and  the  Factory  and  Workshop  Act,  1870.  vA  tlit 
Act  of  the  present  session,  chapter  19,  intituled  "Anict 
for  exempting  persons  professing  the  Jewish  religion  frra 
penalties  in  respect  of  young  persons  and  females  ftMii 
the  said  religion  workine  on  Sundays,"  (which  kawjit 
cited  aa  the  Factory  and  Wotkshop  [Jews]  Act,  ISHJ  ■• 
far  aa  they  relate  to  workshops,  shall  be  cooatmedtogAba 
as  one  Act,  and  may  be  cited  as  the  Workshop  Aeti,liC 
to  1871: 

30  #  81  Viet.  e.  103.  27  #  28  VieU  e.  «.]  Thii  M 
and  the  Factory  Acts  as  defined  by  the  Ft^oy  ict  £<' 
tension  Act,  1867,  and  the  Factory  Act  Eztsmun  M 1864, 
and  the  Factory  Act  Extension  Act,  1867,  and  the  Ptetor; 
and  Workshop  Act,  1870,  and  the  Factory  ind  Workshop 
(Jaws)  Act,  1871,  so  &r  as  they  relate  to  fictonea,  M 
be  construed  together  as  one  Act,  and  may  he  utedut^ 
Factory  Acts,  1833  to  187L 

3.  JDutitt  ofinipoetors  rf  fdetoriee  to  enforce  SO  j:  31  f«f- 
e.  146.]  After  the  passing  of  thia  Act  it  shall  ceui  to  te 
the  duty  of  the  local  authority  to  enforce  the  provisjonitf  l>> 
Workshop  Acta,  1867  to  1871,  and  it  shall  be  the  dnhof™ 
inspectota  and  sub-inspectors  of  feetories  to  enforet  w  F<*- 
visions  of  those  Acts,  and  such  inspectors  and  snb-iiiq«ct'i'< 
shall  make  the  like  reports  with  respect  to  watbi«!8  » 
are  made  by  them  with  respect  to  bctnies,  bat  sot  u; 
farther  or  other  reports. 

4.  ExmptioH  of  euring  Jhh  from  Fattory  md  Wni^P 
Aett."^  Whereas  upon  the  arrival  of  boats  with  Si  «  « 
necessary,  for  the  purpose  of  preventing  such  fiih  ft«n  «^ 
spoiled,  to  employ  persons  in  gutting,  saltina  and  P*^^ 
such  fish  upon  the  arrival  of  such  boats  :  Be  it  "J**™" 
nothing  in  the  Factory  Acta,  1888  to  1871,  or  in  the  W«^ 
shop  Aots,  1867  to  1871,  shall  extend  to  the  proocM  ol  g^ 
tinjb  saltuft  and  packing  fish  immediately  upon  its  ainn 
in  the  fiahing-boata. 

6.  BMtrietion  at  to  omphyment  of  efuUrai,  1*?^ jJJ[^_ 
and  tBomtn  <      ' 
1st  day  < 

years,  an-  _.  .«».  — —  _-  — „.  j — -.  ,  . 

ployed  in  the  mannfactore  of  bricka  and  tUft  Mt  w« 
ornamental  tiles,  and  any  female  or  child  who  ii  empuj* 
in  contravention  of  this  section  shall  be  deemsd  to  '*  •"" 
ploved  in  manner  contrary  to  the  provisions  of  the  Facwtj 
Acts,  1833  to  1871,  and  the  Workshop  Acts,  1867  to  l»/«- 
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9.  Modifitations  at  rtgardi  eerlain  treuUt.']  The  Factory 
Jidts,  18S3  to  1871,  and  the  Workehop  Act*,  1867  to  1871, 
ihtll  be  oonttraed  is  if  there  were  conttiMd  in  the  lohedalei 
to  the  FaotoTj  Acta  Extension  Act,  1867,  and  the  Workihops 
Begnlstion  Act,  1887,  reepeotirely,  the  permanent  modifloa- 
tiona  oontaiaed  in  the  fint  Mhednle  to  this  Aet. 

7.  Notice*  of  aceiimU.']  The  aoeidente  of  which  notice  it 
reqaired  to  be  given  in  a  faotory  shall  he  the  following  aoci- 
dents  only  ;  that  is  to  say, 

(a.)  Any  accident  which  causes  loaa  of  lift  to  any  person 
«inpIoyed  in  the  factory  ;  and 

(fi.)  Any  accident  which  caoses  bodily  it^ory  to  any  per- 
son employed  in  the  factory,  and  is  prodnoed  by  ma- 
chinery or  by  explosion  or  escape  of  gas  or  steam  or 
metal,  and  is  of  snch  a  nature  as  to  prevent  the  per- 
son injnred  by  it  from  retnming  to  his  work  in  the 
factory  within  forty-eight  hours  after  the  occnrrence 
of  the  accident. 

8.  Rtcovery  and  appKetion  of  ^mmWm.]  All  oSenees  and 
-penalties  nnder  the  Factory  Acts,  1883  to  1871,  inclnding 
penaltiee  nnder  special  mles,  may  be  proeecnted  and  recovered 
snmmarily  in  like  manner  as  offenoes  and  penalties  nnder  the 
Workshop  Acts,  1867  to  1871. 

FenalHet  to  be  paid  into  Exekequer.']  All  penalties  imposed 
in  pnisnanoe  of  the  Factory  Act*,  1833  to  1871,  or  the  Work, 
ahop  Acts,  1867  to  1871,  shall  be  paid  into  the  receipt  of  her 
Majesty's  Excheqaer,  and  shall  be  carried  to  the  Consolidated 
■Fund. 

9.  Recovery  of  penaltiet  in  Sootlaiid. 

10.  PubUe  ettatHehmentt  to  ie  lui/eet  to  AetJ]  An  eetablish- 
lishment  shall  not  be  exempted  firom  the  Factory  Acts,  1833 — 
1871,  or  the  Workshop  Acts,  1867—1871,  by  reason  that  it 
belongs  to  the  Crown,  or  the  articles  mannfaotured  therein, 
bong  the  prop«ty  of  the  Crown,  are  not  intendod  for  sale. 

Provided  that  in  case  of  any  pnblio  emeigenoy  it  shall  be 
lawfnlfor  any  oneof  her  Majesty's  Princi^  Secretariee  of 
'State  by  order  to  exempt  any  such  establishiuent  from  any  of 
the  provisions  of  the  said  Acts  dnring  snch  period  as  may  be 
prescribed  in  such  order. 

11.  Sepeal.]  The  Acts  mentioned  in  the  second  sohedole 
to  this  Act  are  thereby  repealed  to  the  extent  in  the  third 
column  of  that  schedtJe  mentioned  ;  provided  that  this  ap- 
peal shall  not  affect  anything  done  or  tnffered,  or  any  prosecu- 
tion or  other  proceeding  commenced,  before  this  passing  of  this 

Aot,  nnder  any  enactment  hereby  repealed,  or  the  payment 
of  any  expenses  incurred,  or  the  levying  of  any  rate  for  the 
purpose  of  paying  any  expenses  incurred  before  the  passing  of 
this  Act,  under  any  enactment  hereby  repealed. 

FIRST  SCHEDULE. 

FXRKASEKT  HoDmCATION. 

(1.)  Where  it  is  shown  to  one  of  her  Majesty's  Frinoipal 
Secretaries  of  State,  with  respect  to  any  factory  or  i^orkshop 
or  dasa  of  factories  or  workshops,  that  by  reason  of  the  nature 
of  tiie  business  depending  on  the  weather  or  on  the  seasons  of 
the  year  it  is  necessary  to  employ  young  parsons  of  fourteen 
years  of  age  and  upwards  and  women  at  certain  times  of  the 
7ear  for  a  longer  period  than  is  allowed  by  the  Faotory  Acts 
Extannon  Acts  1864,  or  the  Factory  Acts  EztensioD  Act,  1867, 
or  the  Workshop  Begnlation  Act,  1867,  Cas  the  ease  may 
be),  such  Seerettury  of  Slate  may  firam  time  to  time,  by  order 
to  be  advertised  in  the  London  Gazette  or  otherwise  published 
in  soeh  manner  as  he  may  think  fit,  give  permission  that  in 
the  case  of  soch  factory  or  workshop  or  class  of  factories  or 
workshops  yoong  persons  of  fourteen  years  of  age  and  upwards 
and  women  may  be  employed  for  a  period  not  exceeding  four- 
teen honrs  in  any  one  day  : 
Provided  that— 

1st.  They  shall  not  be  so  employed  except  between  the  honrs 
of  six  in  the  morning  and  eight  in  the  evening,  or, 
where  permission  has  been  given  by  the  Secretary  of 
State  to  work  between  the  honrs  of  seven  in  the 
morning  and  seven  in  the  evening  or  of  eight  in  the 
morning  and  eight  in  the  evening,  then  except 
between  the  hours  of  seven  in  the  morning  and  nine 
in  the  evening,  or  eight  in  the  morning  and  ten  in  the 
evening,  as  the  case  may  be  : 
2nd.  In  addition  to  the  time  allowed  for  meals  they  shall  be 
allowed  half  an  hour  for  a  meal  after  the  honr  ot  five 
in  the  erening  : 


3rd.  They  shall  not  be  so  employed  for  more  than  ninety- 
six  days  in  any  period  of  twelve  months,  or  for  more 
than  five  consecutive  days  in  any  one  week. 

Where  it  is  shown  to  one  of  her  M^esty's  Principal  Secre- 
taries of  State,  with  respect  to  the  manofaotaie  of  bricks  and 
tiles,  other  than  ornamental  tiles,  that  by  reason  of  the  nature 
of  snch  mannftetore  it  is  necessary  to  employ  nule  young 
persons  of  the  age  of  fonrteeo  years  and  upwards,  and  women , 
at  certain  times  of  the  year,  for  a  longer  period  than  is  allowed 
by  the  Factory  Acts  Extension  Act,  1867,  or  tlie  Workshop 
Regulation  Act,  1867,  as  the  case  may  be,  such  Secretary  of 
State  may,  from  time  to  time,  by  order  to  be  advsrtiseil  in  tlie 
London  Gazette,  or  otherwise  published  in  such  manner  ns 
he  may  think  fit,  give  permission  that  in  the  case  of  the 
factories  and  workniops  in  which  such  manufacture  is  carried 
on,  or  in  snch  of  them  as  may  be  mentioned  in  the  order,  male 
young  persons  of  fourteen  years  of  age  and  upwards,  aad 
women,  may  he  employed  between  the  thirty-first  day  o( 
March  and  the  first  day  of  the  following  October,  in  any  year, 
for  a  period  not  exceeding  fourteen  hours  in  any  one  day : 

Provided  that— 

1st.  They  shall  not  be  so  employed  except  between  tUe 
honrs  of  six  in  the  morning  and  eight  in  the  evening  : 

3nd.  In  addition  to  the  time  allowed  for  meals  they  shall 
be  allowed  half  an  honr  for  a  meal  after  the  hour  of 
five  in  the  evening : 

3rd.  They  shall  not  be  so  employed  for  more  than  thre  e 
days  in  any  one  week. 

(2.)  Any  order  made  by  one  of  her  Majesty's  Principil 
Secretaries  of  State,  in  pursuance  of  any  of  the  permanen  t 
modifications  contained  in  any  of  the  Factory  Acts,  1833  to 
1871,  or  in  any  of  the  Workshop  AcU,  1867  to  1871,  shall  be 
in  force  for  such  time  and  during  such  periods  only  as  may  be 
specified  in  such  order. 

SECOND  SCHEDULE. 


Session  and 
Chapter. 


7  &  8  Vict 
c.  15. 


11  &12 

Vjot  e.  48. 


27&28 
Vict.  c.  48, 

30&31 
Vict,  c  146 


Title  of  Act. 


Extent  of  lepeaL 


An  Act  to  amend  the 
Laws  rcdating.to 
Labour  in  Fac< 
toriea. 

An  Aot  to  ftcilitate 
the  performance  of 
the  duties  of  Jus- 
tioea  of  the  Peace 
ont  of  Sessions 
within  England 
and  Wales  with 
respect  to  Sum- 
mary Convictions 
and  Orders. 

The  Factory  Acts 
Extension  Act, 
1864. 

The  Workshop  fie- 
gnlation  Act,  1867. 


Sections  45  to  50,  both 
inolosive;  and  sections 
66  and  68. 

The  following  words  in 
section  35  :  "  nor  shall 
anything  in  this  Act 
extend  to  any  proceed- 
ings under  the  Acts  of 
Parliament  regulating  or 
otherwise  reli&ng  to  the 
labour  of  children  and 
young  persons  in  mills 
or  factories." 

Section  7  down  to  the  words 
Factory  Acts  and." 

Section  9  ;  section  10  from 
'■provided  that  he  re- 
port" down  to  "half- 
yearly  report,"  both  in- 
clusive; the  foUowioir 
words  in  section  U', 
namely, "  as  to  Scotland 
in  manner  directed  by 
the  Summary  Procedure 
Act,  18C4,"  and  the  last 
parwraph  from  the 
words  "the  Court  im- 
poeing  any  penalty" 
down  to  the  end  of  that 
section  ;  sections  1 3  and 
18  ;  the  second  schedule; 
and  so  much  of  the  re- 
mainder of  the  Act  us 
relates  to  any  local  autho- 
rity. 


CAP.  CV. 

An  Act  for  the  safe  keeping  of  petroleum  and  other 
sabstances  of  a  like  nature.  [21st  August,  I  b71 . 
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CAP.  CVI. 

An  Act  to  make  providon  for  the  Reparation  from 
coumtiee  in  Ireland  of  detached  and  isolated  portions 
of  land  separated  from  the  same  by  the  sea,  and  for 
the  annexation  of  such  lands  to  counties  more  con- 
reniently  sitnated  for  parliamentary,  grand  jury,  and 
other  purposes  ;  and  also  to  provide  for  the  present- 
ment of  moneys  by  grand  juries  in  certain  cases. 

[21st  August,  1871. 

CAP.  cvn. 

An  Act  for  the  federation  andf general  government  of 
the  Leeward  Islands.  [2l8t  August,  1871. 

CAP.  cvm. 

An  Act  to  regulate  and  control  the  discharge  of  pau- 
pers from  workhouses  and  wards  provided  for  the 
casual  poor.  [Slst  August,  1871. 

CAP.  CIX. 
An  Act  to  amend  the  law  relating  to  the  local  govern- 
ment of  towns  and  populous  places  in  Ireland. 

[2l8t  August,  1871. 

CAP.  ex. 

An  Act  to  amend  £he  Merchant  Shipping  Acts. 

[2l8t  August,  1871. 

WLereai  it  is  sspedient  to  amend  the  Merchant  Shippiag 
Acta: 
Be  it  enacted,  &0.,  as  fidlows: 

Pteliminary. 

1.  Short  titl0,  "  Xtrchant  Shipping  Aet,  1871." 

2.  Att  to  hi  eotutrtud  with  Merthant  SAippiof  Att,  185^ 
and  the  amtnding  Aet*. 

3.  CommencimeiU  of  Aet,  1«(  Janmry,  1 873. 

liegiftry  (PaW  II.  ofJItrehant  Shipping  Aet,  1854). 

4.  ParticiUatt  to  be  marked  on  thip  before  regietry — vie, 
mtme,  name  of  port  of  regietrf,  ofieial  number,  regitlered 
tomtage,  eeaie  of  feet.  Power  to  Board  of  Trade  to  exempt. 
IHluutiee,  not  exceeding  £100.  Exemption  of  JUhing  veeeeU 
dUljfregietertd  or  under  Sea  Fieheriee  Aet,  1868. 

6.  Power  to  Board  of  Trade  to  order  ehip'e  draught  o/viater 
to  be  recorded  by  their  own  agent  on  leaving  port.  Shiffe  maeter 
to  record  tame  in  log. 

6.  RtUee  to  be  obeerved  in  nMrnin/  of  thifs.']    "WUh  rMMot 
to  the  name*  of  British  ahipe,  the  following  roles  Bhan  be 
observed  : 
(1.)  A  ship  shall  not  be  described  bjr  any  name  other  than 

that  by  which  the  is  for  the  time  bong  re^tered  : 
(S.)  No  obange  sbsll  be  made  in  the  name  of  a  ihip  without 
the  previous  permiMion  of  the  Board  of  Trade  sig- 
nified in  writmg  under  their  leal,  or  nader  the  hand 
of  one  of  their  secretaries  or  assistant  secretaries. 
Upon  taoh  permission  being  granted,  the  ship's  name 
shall  forthwith  be  altered  in  the  register  book,  in  the 
ship's  certificate  of  registry,  and  on  her  bows  and 
stem : 
(3.)  If  in  any  case  it  is  shown  to  the  satisfaction  of  the 
Board  of  Trade  that  the  name  of  toy  ship  has  been 
changed  witbont  snch  permission   as  aforesaid,  they 
shall  direct  that  her  name  be  altered  into  that  which 
she  bore  before  tach  change,  and  the  name  slull  be 
altered  in  the  registry  book,  in  the  sbip't  certificate  of 
registry,  and  on  her  bows  and  item  accordingly : 
(4.)  Where  a  ship  having  cnoe  been  registered  has  ceased  to 
be  >o  registered  no  person,  unless  ignorant  of  snch 
previoos  registry  (proof  whereof  shall  lie  on  him), 
shall  apply    to    register,    and    no    registrar  shall 
knowingly  regiatrr,  such  ship,  except  by   the  name 
by  which  she  was  previonsly  registered,  unless  with 
the  pennission  of  the  Board  ef  Trade  granted  at 
aforesaid. 
Every  person  who  acls  or  snfiers  any  person  under  hit  con- 
trol to  act  in  contravention  of  this  section,  or  who  omits  to  do 
or  toSers  any  person  nnder  his  control  to  omit  to  do,  anything 


required  by  this  section,  shall  for  each  offemt  ioen  ij 
not  exceeding  one  hnndred  poaods,  and  tarpigdiileE 
Customs  may  datwn  the  ship  mitU  the  proTiiiou  of  thina 
are  complied  with.  , 

Application  for  a  change  of  name  tliaU  benudt  ii  4 
to  the  Board  of  Trade.  Ifthe  Boaidarsof  ofiinioii  Ug 
application  is  made  on  reasonable  gronndttluf  my  etf 
the  tame^  and  shall  thereupon  require  notict  \lunH 
puUifhed  in  snrli  fbnu  and  manner  ai  Omj  tUoli  &. 

ilttttore  and  Stamen  (Part  Ut  of  iferekeHt  Siiawi 
1854)  ^ 

7.  Survey  of  ihipe  alleged  by  uamen  to  U  anak 
Whaaerer  in  any  proceeding  against  any  seaauioimai 
belonging  to  any  ship  for  desertion  or  negleetiiigaiM 
join  or  to  proceed  tosea  in  his  ship,  or  for  b^  ilati 
or  quitting  the  same  withont  leave,  it  is  allegsd  b;eic 
of  the  seamen  belonging  to  such  ship,  or,  if  the  gnkie 
seamen  exceed  twenty,  by  not  less  than  fire  ndi  mu 
such  ship  is  by  reason  of  tmseawortbtaeti,  onrloil)(: 
proper  loading,  defSwtive  equipment,  or  for  any  otkK 
not  in  a  fit  condition  to  proceed  to  sea  or  thtt  thtiso 
tion  in  snch  ship  it  intuffioient,  the  court  hafiB{ap» 
the  caie  shall  take  snob  meant  at  may  bt  ia  Mu, 
tatitfy   themselves  concerning  the  truth  or  isM.-c 
allegation,  and  shall  for  that  purpose  teoeiretlM*' 
the  person  or  persons  making  the  same,  and  thai  w 
to  summon  any  other  witnesses  whose  eridoiM  >' 
think  it  desirMls  to  hear  ;  the  court  shall  tlien^> 
fied   that  the  allegatioo   is   groundless,  prootdEC 
{late,  but  if  not  so  satisfied  shall  cause  sooh  ihi; tgken 

Provided  that  no  seaman  or  apprentioe  dtaipi  iS* 
tion,  or  with  quitting  his  ship  without  lean,  lUis' 
right  to  ^iply  for  a  survey  nndsr  this  ssetioaiilaiiM 
to  hit  quitting  hit  thip  ha  hat  compUioel  tilbs*' 
the  ciieumttancei  to  alleged  in  jnttifioatiai. 

For  the  pnrpotet  of  thii  section,  the  oooitAiIif'V 
of  the'surveyon  appointed  by  the  Board  oflnlts'' 
Merchant  Shipping  Act,  1854,  or  any  pemip*' 
the  purpose  by  the  Board  of  Trade,  or,  if  laia?' 
perton  cannot  be  obtained  without  onnaiotiyi^' 
delay,  or  is  not,  in  the  opinion  of  the  ooart,  ocsft"* 
with  the  special  circumstances  of  ths  eue,ttir' 
impartial  surveyor  appointed  by  the  ooort.ii'"!' 
interest  in  the  ship,  her  freight  or  cargo,  to  ■<<?''^ 
and  to  answer  any  question  concerning  ho  •!■>', 
may  think  fit  to'pnt.     Such  lurveyor  or  oskl** 
survey  the  ship,  and  make  hit  report  in  *iitii|i*i^ 
including  an  answer  to  every  question  pittoKs^^ 
The  court  shall  cause  such  report  to  be  <*^Li 
parties,  and  unless  it  is  proved  to  the  satlrfS*'*  ^ 
that  the  opinions  expressed  in  snch  reporl*^^^ 
court  shall  determine  the  question  befon  4a' 
with  those  opiniona  ,^{ 

For  the  purpose  of  such  survey,  a  ""^^j-^ 
the  powers  of  an  inspector  appointed  by  tbi  Bss* 
under  the  Merchant  Shipping  Act,  18M.       ^j^j 

The  costs  (if  any)  of  the  survey  ehsll  b«d***ji, 
Board  of  Trade  according  to  a  scale  of  fw  *  ^^ 
them,  and  shaU  be  paid  ia  the  first  insttsoeoat«>"^ 
tile  Marine  Fund.  uikif' 

If  it  is  proved  to  the  satisfkction  of  the  court  w"^^ 
in  a  fit  condition  to  proceed  to  sea,  or,  si  th  '^'l,^ 
the  accommodation  is  sufficient,  the  costs  of  i>*|<|, 
be  paid  by  the  person  or  persons  upon  vbo*  °'*^^ 
eonsequenoe  of  whose  allegation,  the  afV  ^^if 
may  be  deducted  by  the  master  or  owner  "^  <^t 
due  or  to  become  due  to  such  perton  or  pa*i>s'i  ** 
paid  over  to  the  Board  of  Trade.  _:,,ii«ti»'* 

If  it  is  proved  that  the  ship  is  not  in  s  fit  eond^  ,T^ 
to  sea,  or,  as  the  case  may  be,  that  the  sccooniwr"  ^, 
cient,  the  cosU  of  the  survey  ehsll  be  paid  »  '" 
Trade  by  the  matter  or  owner. 

8.  Power  fornavaloourte to diricttvWf^ 

Safety  {Part  IV.  of  Merchant  Shiffif  M  '^^^ 

9.  In  caeee  of  collision  each  maiter  t«  p"  *" 
name,  fe.,  of  vettel. 

10.  Pouier  to  Boardof  Trade  on  comfUuet '"  *!jj^'  a 
leaworthy.]  If  complaint  is  made  to  the  ^f'l'Moii  of" 


any  Britith  thip  is,  by  reason  of  the  defectiw  ^g^  tn 
hull  or  equipments,  unfit  to  proceed  ••  "V^jiTty"  *? 
csuie  sndi  ship  to  be  surveyed  by  one  of  tw 
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pointed  by  tbtm,  and  if  auoh  snrrcyor  report  that  tlie  hall  or 
-eqaipmaitt  of  snoh  ihip  ii  or  ue  in  >aoh  a  state  thtt  the  ooa  Id 
not  proceed  to  aea  without  sariout  danger  to  hnman  life,  the 
3oard  of  Trade  may  declare  tach  ihip  to  be  unHavorthy  and 
■therenpoa  a  principal  officer  of  Cottome  may  detain  luoh  ehip. 

Every  rach  complaint  thall  be  in  writing,  and  shall  state 
■the  name  and  address  of  the  complainant,  and  a  copy  of  the 
compliant,  inelnding  the  name  and  address  of  the  oomplainaat, 
shall  before  or  daring  each  snrrey  be  giTen  by  the  Board  of 
Trade  to  the  mastw  or  to  an  owner  of  the  ship. 

If,  opoo  such  snrrey,  snoh  ship  ii  ibnnd  to  be  seaworthy, 
the  expenses  of  the  anrTey  shall  be  paid  to  the  Beard  of 
Trade  by  the  person  making  the  complaint,  withont  pr^ndioa 
to  any  right  of  snit  or  action  against  him  by  any  person 
aggrioTed  by  the  complaint 

If  upon  snoh  surr^,  snoh  ship  is  fonnd  to  be  anseaworthy, 
the  expenses  of  the  sorrey  shall  be  paid  to  the  Board  of 
Trade  by  the  owner  of  the  ship. 

Any  slilpownar  who  is  ditsatisfled  with  the  dedtion  of  a 
«nrTeyor  under  this  seetioil  may  appeal  to  any  of  the  coarts 
mentioned  in  this  section  baring  Jnrisdiction  in  the  place 
where  such  ship  was  snrrejred,  and  snoh  coort  may.  if  th«y 
think  fit,  appoint  one  or  more  competent  |persons  to  snrrey 
•neh  ship  anew,  and  any  sorrmror  so  appointed  shall  have  the 
powers  of  a  snrrqror  appointed  by  ths  Board  of  Trade.  Upon 
any  anoh  appeal  the  ooort  m^  make  sodh  order  as  to  &e 
detention  or  dischaige  of  the  ship,  as  to  the  payment  of  any 
costs  and  damages  whioh  may  haTe  been  occasioned  by  her 
detention,  and  as  to  the  payment  of  the  expenses  of  the 
-  original  snrrey  and  of  the  surrey  anew,  as  to  the  court  seems 
just. 

The  courts  to  whioh  appeal  may  be  made  shall  be — 
In  England   any  court  haring  jnrisdiotian   under  the 

County  Coort  Admiral^  Jurisdiotioa,  18S8  : 
In  Ireland,  any  oonrt  having  jorisdiotion  under  Um  Court 

of  Admiralty  (IreUnd)  Act,  1867  s 
In  Scotland,  the  oonrt  of  the  sheriff  for  the  oonsty. 

11.  Sending  utueueorthy  ghip  to  Ha  a  mUdtmtamom: 

13.  Septalofn i\i  Viet. clU.it.  25  aniH,4Xnd\ikli 
Vict.  e.  91.  s.  18, 

CAP.  CXI. 

An  Act  to  amend  "The   fieerhonses  (Ireland)  Act, 
1864,"  and  for  other  purposes  relating  thereto. 

[2l8t  August,  1871. 

CAP.  OXII. 
An  Act  for  the  more  eflfectual  prevention  of  crime. 

[2l8t  August,  1871. 
Whereas  it  is  expedient  to  make  further  pioriaion  for  the 
•Seetoal  prevention  of  crime : 
Be  it  enaeted,  fto. 

PrtKmiMtry. 

2.  CWM««»«<»/'^to.]  This  AotshaU  not  oome  into  ope- 
iration  nntil  the  3nd.  day  of  November,  1 871. 

Amendment  t/Ptiial  Servitude  dett, 

3.  PeiuUy  m  Mdert  of  Katntes  fttlinff  their  UvtliHeod  iu 
^^htmeit  meantAAnj  constable  in  any  police  dutrict  mav.  If 
authorised  so  to  do  in  writing  by  the  chief  officer  of  police  of 
that  district,  without  warrant  take  into  custody  any  convict 
who  is  the  holder  of  a  license  granted  under  the  Penal  Servi- 
tude Acts,  if  it  appears  to  suoh  constable  that  anoh  convict  is 
getting  his  livelihood  by  dishonest  means,  and  may  bring  him 
before  acourtof  snmma^  jurisdiction  for  a^jndicatioD. 

If  it  appears  from  the  uots  proved  befbre  such  oonrt  that 
there  are  reasonable  grounds  for  believing  that  the  convict  so 
bioagbt  before  it  is  getting  his  livelihood  by  dishonest  means, 
each  convict  shall  be  deemed  to  be  guilty  of  an  oflbnoe 
•gunst  this  Act,  and  his  liceaoe  shall  be  forfeited. 

4.  Penalty  on  briaeh  of  eonditiont  of  lieeuit.l  Where  in  any 
license  granted  under  the  Penal  Serritade  Acte  any  conditions 
different  iW>m  or  in  addition  to  those  contained  in  tiohednle  A. 
of  the  Penal  Servitude  Act,  1864,  are  ina«ted,  the  holder  of 
•nob  license,  if  he  breaks  any  snch  conditions  by  an  act  that 
isnot  of  itself  pnnishable,  either  upon  indictment  or  upon  sum- 
mary conviction,  shall  be  deemed  guilty  of  an  offence  against 


this  Act,  and  shall  be  liable  to  imprisonment  for  any  period 
not  exceeding  three  months,  with  or  without  hard  labour. 

A  eofj  of  any  conditions  annexed  to  any  lioenss  granted 
under  the  Penal  Servitude  Acts,  other  than  ths  conditions 
contained  in  Schedule  A  of  the  Penal  Servitude  Act,  1864, 
shall  be  laid  before  both  Houses  of  Parliament  within  twenty- 
one  days  after  the  making  thereof,  if  Parliament  be  then  sitting, 
or  if  not,  then  within  fourteen  days  after  the  commenoement 
of  the  next  ssssion  of  Parliament. 

6.  Convid  holding  lictnet  to  notify  retidtnce  to  police  under 
pain  of  forfeiture  nf  Uoenee  or  one  year'e  imprieonment, 

Regitt$r  of  erimituUe. 

6.  Begiettr  und  pholojrapMng  oferimiitati. 

Ptenithment  of  egrtain  offtmUra. 

7.  SpeeicX  offmuu  hy  pereont  twieo  oonneted  of  erime.'] 
Where  sny  person  is  convicted  on  indiotment  of  a  crime, 
and  a  previous  conviction  of  a  crime  is  proved  against  him, 
he  shall,  at  any  time  within  seven  years  immedlstely  after 
the  expiration  of  the  sentence  passed  on  him  for  the  last  of 
such  crimes,  be  guilty  of  an  o^nce  against  this  Act,  and  be 
liable  to  imprisonment,  with  or  without  hard  labour,  for  a 
term  not  exceeding  one  year,  under  the  following  circum- 
stances or  any  of  tbam: 

Vint.  If,  on  his  being  obaiged  by  a  constable  with  getting 
his  livelihood  by  dishonest  means,  and  being  brought 
before  a  court  oi  summary  jurisdiction,  it  appesrs  to 
snoh  coort  that  there  are  reasonable  grounds  for  believ- 
ing that  the  person  so  charged  is  getting  his  livelihood  by 
dishonsst  means:  or, 
Secondly.  If,  on  being  charged  with  any  offence  punishable 
on  indictment  or  summary  conviction,  and  on  being  re- 
quired by  a  court  of  summary  jurisdiction  to  give  his 
name  and  addrees,  lis  refuses  to  do  so,  or  gives  a  &lse 
name  or  a  false  address:  or, 
Thirdly.  If  he  is  found  in  any  place,  whether  public  or 
private,  under  snch  circumstances  ss  to  satisfy  the  oonrt 
before  whom  be  is  brooght  that  he  was  about  to  commit 
or  to  aid  in  the  commission  of  any  offence  pnnishable  on 
indictment  or  snromary  conviction,  or  was  wuting  for  an 
opportnnity  to  commit  or  aid  in  the  commission  of  aqy 
oibnoe  punishable  on  indictment  or  summary  oonviction: 
or. 
Fourthly.  If  he  is  fonnd  in  or  upon  any  dwelling-honse,  or 
any  bailding,  yard,  or  premises,  being  parcel  of  or  attached 
to  suoh  dwelling-hoBse,  or  in  or  upon  any  shop,  wareboase, 
connting-honae,  or  other  place  of  bosinesa,  or  in  any  gar- 
den, orchard,  pleasure  groand,ornnrsciy  ground,  or  in 
any  building  or  erection  in  any  garden,  orchard,  pleunre 
gronnd,  ornnrseiy  groond,  withont  being  able  to  account 
to  die  satisfaction  of  the  court  before  whom  he  is  brought 
for  his  being  fonnd  on  snoh  premises. 
Any  person  charged  with  being  guilty  of  any  offence  against 
this  Act  mentioned  in  this  section  may  be  talen  into  custody 
as  follows;  (that  is  to  say,) 

In  ths  case  of  any  such  offence  against  this  Act  as  is  first  in 
this  section  mentioned,  by  any  oonstable  without  warrant,  if 
SDcb  constable  ia  anthoriaitd  ao  to  do  by  the  chief  officer  of 
police  of  hia  district; 

la  ths  case  of  any  snch  offence  against  this  Act  as  is  thirdly 
in  this  section  mentioned,  by  any  constable  without  warrant, 
although  such  constable  is  not  speinally  authorised  to  take  him 
into  custody; 

Also,  where  any  person  is  charged  with  being  guilty  of  an 
oBtnet  against  this  Act  fourthly  in  this  section  mentioned,  he 
may,  wiuont  warrant,  be  apprehended  by  any  oonstable,  or  by 
the  owner  or  oocnpisr  of  the  property  on  which  he  is  found,  or 
by  the  servants  o(  the  owner  or  occupier,  or  by  any  other  per- 
son authorised  by  the  owner  or  occupier,  and  may  be  detained 
until  he  can  be  delivered  into  the  cnstody  of  a  oonstable. 

8.  Fereon  twice  convicted  may  be  eu^eeted  to  police  tuper- 
VMion.]  Where  any  person  is  convicted  on  indictment  of  a 
crime,  and  a  previous  conviction  of  a  crime  is  proved  against 
him,  the  court,  having  cognizance  of  soch  indictment  may,  in 
addition  to  any  other  punishment  which  it  may  award  to  him, 
direct  that  he  is  to  be  subject  to  the  supervision  of  the  police 
for  a  period  of  seven  years,  or  such  less  period  as  the  court 
may  direct,  commencing  immediately  after  the  expiration  of 
the  sentence  passed  on  him  for  the  last  of  such  crimes. 

Every  person  sulgect  to  the  supervision  of  the  police,  who  is 
at  large  in  great  Britain  or  Ireland,  shall  notify  the  place  of 
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bit  reddence  totbeeU«f  officer  of  police  of  the  dietriot  bwhidi 
biejetideooe  is  dtoated,  and  liuD,  wheoevsr  he  changes  snoh 
residence  within  the  same  police  dtetrict.  notify  sach  change 
to  the  chief  officer  of  police  of  tliat  district,  and  -wlMnerer  he 
changes  his  residence  m>m  one  police  district  to  another,  shall 
notify  such  change  of  residence  to  the  chief  officer  of  police 
of  the  polioe  district  which  he  isleaving,  and  to  the  chief  officer 
of  polioe  of  the  police  district  into  which  he  goes  to  reside; 
moreover  every  person  subject  to  the  supervision  of  the  police, 
if  a  male,  shall  once  in  each  month  report  himself^  at  such 
time  as  may  be  prescribed  by  tbe  cbief  officer  of  polioe  of 
the  district  in  which  such  holder  may  be,  either  to  sueh  cbief 
officer  bimseir,  or  to  snoh  other  perron  ss  that  officer  may 
direct,  and  snch  report  may,  aooordim;  as  such  chief  officer 
directs,  be  reqaired  to  be  made  personally  or  by  letter. 

If  any  person  subject  to  the  supervision  of  the  police,  who 
is  at  large  in  Great  Britain  or  Ireland,  remains  in  any  place 
for  forty-eight  hours  without  notifying  tbe  place  of  his  resi- 
dence to  the  chief  officer  of  police  of  tbe  distriot  in  which  snob 
place  is  situated,  or  bila  to  comply  with  the  Teqnisitionf  of 
this  section  on  the  occasion  of  any  change  of  residence,  or 
with  the  requisitions  of  this  seotion  as  to  reporting  himself 
once  in  each  month,  be  shall  in  every  snch  case,  nnless  he 
proves  to  the  satisfaction  of  the  court  before  whom  be  is  tried 
that  be  did  his  best  to  act  in  conformity  with  tbe  law,  be 
guilty  of  an  offence  against  this  Act,  and  upon  conviction 
thereof  he  shall  bo  subject  to  be  imprisoned,  with  or  without 
hard  labour,  for  any  period  not  exceeding  one  year. 

9.  IneorporaHonofeeriain  rules  of  proetdtcrionittdietmmt*.'] 
Tbe  rules  contained  in  the  116th  section  of  the  Act  of  the 
session  holden  in  the  24th  and  25th  years  of  thenignof  her 
present  Majesty,  chapter  96,  intituled  "  An  Act  to  consoli- 
date and  amend  the  etatnte  law  of  England  and  Ireland 
relating  to  larceny  and  other  similar  offences,"  in  relation  to 
the  form  of  and  the  proceedings  upon  an  indictment  for  any 
offence  punishable  under  that  Act  committed  after  previous 
conviction,  shsll,  with  the  necessary  variations,  apply  to  any 
indictment  for  committing  a  crime  as  drfined  by  this  Aot 
after  previous  conviction  for  n  crime,  Whether  the  crime 
charged  in  such  indictment  or  the  crime  to  which  such  pre- 
viaus  oonviotion  relatee  be  or  be  not  punishable  under  tbe 
said  Act  of  the  session  of  th«  24th  and  26th  years  of  the 
reign  of  her  present  Majesty,  chapter  96. 

10.  J'mallj/for  harbouring  ihievf,  jr<.]  Every  paiaoa  who 
occupies  or  keeps  any  lodging-house,  beer-banie,  public 
house,  or  other  house  or  plaoe  where  intoxicating  liquors 
are  sold,  or  any  plaoe  of  public  entertainment  or  public 
resort,  and  knowingly  lodges  or  knowingly  harbours  thieves 
or  reputed  thieves,  or  mowingly  permits  or  Icnowingly 
■offers  them  to  meet  or  assemble  uierein,  or  knowingly 
allows  the  deposit  of  goods  therein  having  reasonable  oanse 
for  believing  them  to  be  stolen,  shall  be  guilty  of  an  offianoe 
•gainst  this  Act,  and  be  liable  to  a  penalty  not  exceeding 
ten  pounds,  and  in  default  of  payment  to  be  imprisoned  for 
a  period  not  exceeding  four  months,  with  or  without  hard 
labour,  and  the  court  before  which  he  is  brought  may,  if  it 
think  fit,  in  addition  to  or  in  lieu  of  any  penalty I'^roquire 
him  to  enter  into  recognizances,  with  or  without  euretiea^ 
and  if  in  Scotland  to  find  caution,  for  keeping  the  peace  or 
being  of  good  behaviour  daring  twelve  months  :  provided 
that 
(1.)  No  person  shall  be  imprisoned  for  not  finding  inretiet 
or  oautioners  in  pursuance  of  this  section  for  a 
longer  period  than  three  months ;  and 
(2.)  The  security  reqaired  from  a  surety  or  cautioner 

■ball  not  exceed  twenty  pounds : 
And  any  license  for  the  sale  of  any  intoxicating  liquore, 
or  for  keeping  any  place  of  public  entertainment  or  public 
resort,  which  has  been  granted  to  the  occupier  or  keeper  of 
any  such  boose  or  place  as  aforesaid,  may,  in  the  discretion 
of  the  court,  be  forfeited  on  his  first  conviction  of  an  offence 
under  this  section,  and  on  his  second  conviction  for  snch  an 
offence  his  license  shall  be  forfeited  and  he  shall  be  dis- 
qoalifled  for  a  period  of  two  years  from  receiving  any  such 
license  ;  moreover,  where  two  convictions  under  this  section 
have  taken  plaoe  within  a  period  of  three  years  in  respect  of 
the  same  premises,  whether  the  persona  convicted  were  or 
'  were  not  the  same,  the  court  shall  direct  that  for  a  term  not 
exceeding  one  year  from  the  date  of  the  last  of  such  con- 
victions no  such  license  as  aforeiaid  shall  be  granted  to 
any  person  whatever  in  respect  of  such  premises ;  and 
an^  license  granted  in  contravention  of  this  section  shall  be 
void. 


[Ca?.  \\% 

Any  Ucensed  person  j>rou^t  beforeT^^^;;^ 
of  this  section  shallyoduce  his  hoenae  for  eiunmkhosTand 
if  such  license  is  forfeited  shall  dehvsr  it  a;  altomthor  and 
if  such  person  wilfully  neglects  or  refnsei  to  produce  Mi 
b'cense  he  stedl,  in  addition  to  any  other  peniity  under  tliii 
section,  be  liable  on  summary  conviction  to  a  pmalty  na 
exceedinK  five  pounds ;  provided  that  any  peisoa  convicted 
under  this  section  shall  have  a  right  to  appeal  agiimt  nch 
conviction  in  the  same  manner  in  all  respects  as  if  the  nid 
conviction  had  been  for  an  offence  committed  afjainit  tb 
provisiOBs  of  the  Act  of  the  9th  George  the  Fomth,  chipto 
61. 

11.  Penalty  o»  irothsl  kupert  hirhourin)  thina,  |c] 
Every  person  who  occupies  or  keeps  a  brothel,  mi  tnoir- 
inely  lodges  or  knowingly  harboiirs  thieves  or  reputed  thierea, 
or IcnoR'ingly  {)ermits  or  knowingly  auilera  them  to  meet  or 
assemble  therein  or  knowiuf^Iy  allows  the  deposit  of  goods 
therein  having  reasonable  cause  for  believiiig  them  to  be 
stolen,  shall  be  guilty  of  an  offence  against  thii  Act,  anihe 
liable  to  a  penalty  not  exceeding  tec  pounds,  ud  in  lUftalt 
of  payment  to  be  imprisoned  for  a  period  not  eicet^isg  font 
mouths,  with  or  without  hard  labour,  and  the  cooit  tiela« 
which  he  is  brought  may,  if  it  think  fit,  in  addition  to  oiii 
lieu  of  anj  penalty  require  him  to  enter  into  •recogniaiKtt, 
with  or  without  soretieis,  as  in  this  Act  deaciibed. 

12.  Penalty  on  auaullt  on  polie*,]  Where  asy  nenon  is 
convicted  of  an  assault  on  any  constable  when  in  Uie  execu- 
tion of  his  daty,  such  person  shall  be  guilty  of  an  oSenw 
a^DSt  ttiis  Act,  and  shall,  in  the  discretioa  of  the  court. 
be  liable  either  to  pay  a  peoalty  not  exceeding  treat;  ponnib, 
and  in  default  of  payment  to  be  imprisoned,  vith  or  without 
hard  labour,  for  a  term  not  exceeding  six  months,  or  to  le 
imprisoned  for  any  term  not  exceeding  six,  or  is  esse  radi 
person  has  been  convicted  of  a  similar  aatanlt  litluD  two 
years,  nine  months,  with  or  vrithont  hard  labour. 

13.  FmalU)  on  dtaleri  in  old  nutalt  purchuiiij  jmiixiit 
Uu  then  ttattd  in  wAetfufe.]  Any  dealer  in  old  metili  who 
either  personally  or  by  any  servant  or  sgent  {uAua, 
receives  or  bargains  for  any  metal  mentioned  in  the  5* 
colamn  of  tbe  schedule  annexed  hereto,  whether  nev  or  4 
in  any  quantity  at  one  time  of  less  weight  than  the  qoutto 
set  opposite  each  such  metal  in  the  second  colmna  i  w 
Bcheame  annexed  hereto,  shall  be  guilty  of  a  ««« 
against  this  Act,  and  be  liable  to  a  pensl^  not  tMMins 
five  poonds.  .    ,, 

For  the  purpoees  of  this  section  the  term  ''disletm<M 
metals "  shall  mean  any  person  dealing  is,  buying  >i» 
selling  old  metal,  scrap  metal,  broken  nieUl.ori)«rlIj bsoo- 
factured  metal  goods,  or  defaced  or  old  meiti  goods,  ad 
whether  snch  person  deals  in  such  articlei  only,  or  togetuw 
with  second-hand  goods  or  marine  stoni. 

14.  Mtoeareo/ckUdnnofim»neneoiwiet4do}cnw>.]  ^to 
I  any  woman  is  convicted  of  a  crime,  and  a  prerions  coiiTic- 
;  tion  of  a  crime  is  proved,  agauut  her,  any  children  of  snct 

woman  under  the  age  of  fourteen  years  who  msy  be  unae. 

\  her  care  and  control  at  the  time  of  her  conviction  lotttt 

last  of  such  crimes,  and  who  have  no  visible  inetns  ol  soft- 

sistence,  or  are   without    proper   gnardisnihip,  Mii.1  « 

I  deemed  to  be  children  to  whom  in  Great  Britain  the  pror- 

I  sions  of  the  Industrial  Schools  Act,  1866,  and  in  Irduiii* 

;  provisions  of  the  Industrial  Schools  (Irehmd)  Aot.  1"*; 

.  apply,  and  the  conrtby  whom  such  woman  is  conncted,  s 

'  two  justices  or  a  magistrate,  shaU  have  the  saine  powa  i 

ordering  such  children  t»  be  sent  to  a  certified  im- 

trial  sdiool  as  is  rested  in  two  justices  or  a  atps^ 

by  the  14fl»  section  of  tiie  Industrial  Schools  Act,  i^ 

and  by  the  11th  section  of  the  Indnstrial  Schools  \lr«^ 

Act,  1M8,  in  respect  of  the  chidren  in  the  ssid  sees'- 

described. 

Amtnduunt  of  criminal  late  im  eertain  etm. 
16.  Eoidtnet  of  tofranef  and  amindm*nt  of  rogrsM^^ 
Wherww  by  the  4th  section  of  the  Act  passed  in  fte^ 
year  of  the  reign  of  King  George  the  Fourth,  chapttf  83, » 
tuled  •'  An  Act  for  the  punishment  of  idle  and  disord^ 
persons  and  rognes  and  vagabonds  in  that  partof  Orest  BrW 
called  Eng^d,"  it  is,  amongst  other  tMngs,  ponded  tt 
every  snspected  person  or  reputed  thief  frequenting  any  H'S 
canal,  or  navigable  stream,  dock  or  basin,  or  any  quay,  wM 
or  warehouse  near  or  adjoining  thereto,  or  any  •*{**''^ 
way,  or  avenue  leading  thereto,  or  any  place  «'?"•»"'  "*" 
or  any  awenne  leading  thereto,  or  any  street,  hlgh*»l. 
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